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SCATTERING FOR THE GENERALIZED HARTREE EQUATION WITH A
POTENTIAL

CARLOS M. GUZMAN, CRISTIAN LOLI, AND LUIS P. YAPU

ABSTRACT. We consider the focusing generalized Hartree equation in H'(R3) with a potential,
iug 4+ Au — V(@)u 4+ (I * |[ulP)|uP~2u = 0,

where I, = p > 2 and v < 3. In this paper, we prove scattering for the generalized Hartree

equation with a potential in the intercritical case assuming radial initial data. The novelty of our ap-
proach lies in the use of a general mass-potential condition, incorporating the potential V, which extends
the standard mass-energy framework. To this end, we employ a simplified method inspired by Dodson
and Murphy [4], based on Tao’s scattering criteria and Morawetz estimates. This approach provides a
more straightforward proof of scattering compared to the traditional concentration-compactness/rigidity

method of Kenig and Merle [9].

Mathematics Subject Classification. 35A01, 35QA55, 35P25.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we investigate the Cauchy problem for the focusing generalized Hartree equation with a
potential (GHPV for short). Let u = u(z,t) be a complex-valued function. We consider

iug + Au— V(@)u + (I * |uP)|ufP~2u =0, in R? x (0,7)

u(x,0) = ug(x) € H'(R?), (1.1)

1
where I, = ———, p>2 and 0 < v < 3. The potential V : R? — R satisfies the following conditions:
T Py
VeKynL?, (1.2)
IV_|l&, < 4w, where V_ =min{V,0}. (1.3)

Here, K represents the closure of the set of functions with compact support concerning the Kato norm:

1%
WM—W/'@M
RS
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Under the assumptions of ([L2)-(L3]), it is established that the operator H := —A + V possesses no
eigenvalues, and the Sobolev norms ||Af||r2 and ||V ]|z are equivalent, where

Af3i= [ 197Pds [ VifPa
R3 R3

The solutions to equation (LI) conserve both mass and energy throughout their lifespan, given by the
expressions:

M(u) = /]RS lu(z,t)|dz = M (uo),

1

1
B() = 5IVullf: -

1
/ (L, * |u[?)|ulPdz + —/ V(@) ul2de = E(ug).
RS 2 RS
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The energy FEy without the potential V| is defined by

1 1
Bo(u) = 5 [|Vul[fe = o [ (Iy * [ul?)|ul"dz,
2 2]9 R3

and we denote the potential energy by

P(ult) = [ (1, ) upde

The main purpose of this paper is to study the energy scattering for (II]) in the intercritical case, that
is, 0 < s, < 1. The critical exponent s., which defines a scale-invariant Sobolev norm in H?®¢, is given by

3__a+2
2 20p-1)

Se =

Definition 1.1. We say that a solution to (L)) scatters in H' if there exist ux € H' such that
. __—itH _
i) = e s 1 =0,

where e~ s the free Schrédinger propagator.

To characterize the threshold for scattering, we require a ground state. The equation ([LI]) admits wave
solutions of the form u(z,t) = e Q(x), where Q solves the nonlinear elliptic equation

~Q+AQ+ (I, QPRI 2Q =0,

The first result of the existence and uniqueness for p = 2 and v = 2 was proved by Lieb [10]. This
solution is smooth, radial, decreasing in the radial coordinate and exponentially decaying at infinity.

In the general case, the existence of positive solutions for Moy < p < % was shown by Moroz and

N
van Schaftingen [I1]. While the uniqueness of these solutions remains an open question, we utilize the

minimizer of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and its computed value from [2] for our purposes.

Before stating our results, we review previous findings on the model (II)). The well-posedness of the
Hartree equation without a potential (V = 0 and p = 2 in (1)) has been extensively studied, starting
with the works of Cazenave [3] and Ginibre & Velo [6]. The local and global well-posedness in H' for
the generalized Hartree equation without potential was further investigated in [2]. Scattering results
have generally been derived using the compactness and rigidity framework of Kenig and Merle [9]. A
simplified proof of scattering for the cubic NLS equation, employing a scattering criterion introduced by
Tao [13], was provided by Dodson and Murphy [4]. For the generalized Hartree equation with N > 3 and
without potential, scattering was proved by Arora and Roudenko following the Kenig-Merle roadmap [2],
and by Arora [I] using a simplified proof similar to the method of [4]. Here, we study the generalized
Hartree equation with a potential, as given by equation (III), in the inter-critical case, utilizing ideas
from [4] (see also [5]). Initially, we establish a global existence result for small data in H' across the
entire inter-critical regime.

Proposition 1.2. Let p > 2 satisfy HTV <p <347 with0 <~y <3. Let V satisfy (L2)) and ([L3).

313213;12)67 = %. Then there exists 6 = §(E) such that if

l

Suppose that ||uo||gr < E and take 7 =

lle™ " ug|| pars <6,

then there exist a unique solution u to (LI) with initial condition ug € H*(R3) which is globally defined
on [0,00) such that

llullparr <26 and |Jullspe2y + [[Aullsz2y < 2C|uol| g1
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Remark 1.3. It is important to note that, due to the presence of the potential V', we must use admissible
pairs (q,r) with v < 3, rather than r < 6 as in the case without a potential. In this work, we use the pair
(q,7) = (4%,37); see Section[d. Additionally, the pair (a,7) used here represents the scattering norm and
is not H®-admissible because 7 does not satisfy ¥ < 6. Consequently, proving the results with a potential
differs from the model without a potential. If we do not consider the appropriate pairs and carefully
estimate, we would need to restrict the range of the parameter p. This is one of the main contributions
of this work.

We now present the main result of this paper. It is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. (Scattering) Consider the generalized Hartree equation (LI) with p > 2, v < 3 and
HTV < p <+ 3, with potential V : R? — R satisfying (L2), V >0, x-VV <0, and x - VV € L" with
re[3,00). Let ug € H'(R?) be radial and u(t) be the corresponding solution of (LI)) such that

1—s.

tGSE;L%]P(u(t))M(u(t))UC < P(Q)M(Q)°¢, where o= o (1.4)

therl] w is global solution (T* = o) and scatters in H".

Remark 1.5. Note that, by mass and energy conservation, the hypothesis (L4) implies that the solution
of (LI)) is global and the norm ||u|| gz is bounded.

The hypothesis () is more general than the standard mass-energy threshold conditions (LH])- (6]
typically used to prove scattering. This is formalized in the following result.

Corollary 1.6. Let u be a solution of (LT) with maximal lifespan. If

M (up)? E(uo) < M(Q)7° Eo(Q) (1.5)
and
[uoll5°[[Auoll2 < [|QIIZ°[IVQ][2- (1.6)
Then
tes[})lp : u®)llz°[[Au)]l2 < QN5 IVQ]|2- (L.7)

That is, u is a global. Moreover, u scatters in H?'.

The proof of Theorem [[.4] consists of two main steps: First, we establish the scattering criterion for the

Hartree model with potential. This criterion, initially proven by Tao [13] for the radial 3D cubic NLS
equation, is adapted to our context. Specifically, we show scattering under the conditions specified in
Theorem [[.4] and the assumption

t——+oo

liminf/ |u(z,t)|* doe < &%
B(0,R)

The second step is to verify that this inequality holds, which is ensured by satisfying the assumption
stated in (). To do that, we employ Virial-Morawetz-type estimates.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we study the results of global well-posedness and scattering

for small data. In Section 3 we prove the Scattering criterion following the method of Dodson and Murphy
[4] based on arguments of Tao [13]. Section 4 is devoted to the variational analysis using the hypothesis
(L4)), and we prove Corollary Finally, in Section 5 we prove Theorem [[.4] using Virial/Morawetz
estimates.

INote that we do not require the condition (I3) for V, as we assume V > 0.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let us start this section by introducing the notation used throughout the paper. We write a < b to
denote a < ¢b for some constant ¢ > 0. If a < b < a, we write a ~ b.

We make use of the standard Lebesgue spaces LP, the mixed Lebesgue spaces LIL", as well as the
homogeneous and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces H*" and H*". When r = 2, we write H>? = H* and
H#%2 = H*. If necessary, we use subscripts to specify which variable we are concerned with. We use ’ to
denote the Holder dual of an index.

Consider the operator H := —A+V and A := (—A+V)z. Under the conditions (LZ) on V, the operator
H has no eigenvalues, A is well-defined and the operator e~#* enjoys dispersive estimates ([Z.3) and
Strichartz estimates (Z4)-(235]), see Hong [g].

Let us consider the norms,

[ullyier = [[Au]lrand - lullwer = (A ullor ~ flullor + [A ]| -

Lemma 2.1 ([8]). If 1 <r <2, where 0 < s <1, then we have the following equivalence of the norms,

ullyier ~ llullyyer and  Jluflwgr ~ fluflwe.r

In the particular case when V > 0, we have

Al = [ 1Vulds+ [ Vi@lds > [Vl

Lemma 2.2. (Sobolev inequality) Let V : R® — R satisfy (L2)). Then it holds that
[fllze S Wflhwer Nfllze S 1wy @),

where 1l <p<g<oo,1<p<3, 0<s<2, and%:

1_s
p 3
Lemma 2.3. (Radial Sobolev) For a radial function f € H* and % < s <1, it follows that

ll* fllzoe S I f 1 e

We also have the following version:

Lemma 2.4 ([7]). (Radial Sobolev in L?). For p > 1 and a radial function f € H*, it follows that

T < R IV
Lrti(|z|=R) ~ Rpp—1 L%(|z|>R) L2(Jz|>R)’

for any R > 0.

Now we recall the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev estimate, which allows us to handle the convolution term
in the generalized Hartree equation.

Lemma 2.5. For 0 <~y < N and r > 1, there exists a constant C = C(r,7) such that

u(y)
/]RN mdy < Cllull oy,

LT (RN)

1_1_ 2o N
whereq—r Nandr<,y.
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2.1. Well-posedness theory. To discuss the well-posedness theory for (LL1]), we first recall the Strichartz
estimates for the generalized Hartree equation without potential from [2] for N = 3. We say the pair
(q,7) is L2-admissible if it satisfies

where

q>2, 2<r<6.
Here, n* denotes a number (slightly) greater than n such that % = n% + (n—lﬂ/ Analogously, n~ denotes
a number (slightly) less than n.

Given a real number s > 0, we also say that the pair (¢,7) is S(H*)-admissible if
2 3 3

E+;=§—S, (2.1)
with
2 \" e 6 _ _
<1—s> < g < o0, 3_28_7"<6. (2.2)
Define
lulls(zz,ny = sup ullpsg,
q,r)€Ao
and
nf

lullsrzzny = inf Al g,
where A denotes the set of L2-admissible pairs. We also define the following norm
[{(Mullsez,n = llullsz,n + [ Vullsee,n-
If I =R, I is omitted usually.

Lemma 2.6 (Dispersive estimate and Strichartz estimate, [8]). Let V : R® — R satisfies (L2). Then,
the following statements hold:

e s < 11173, (23)
e Flas < 1o, (2.9
t .
|[ e mgeas| S ol (25)
0 LiLT

for any L2-admisible pairs (q,r) and (m,n).

Lemma 2.7. Let

11
=+ 2.6
> g (2.6)

+

S|
w2

Then,
|

(Ly = Hglly < Ifllezligllze-

Proof. Using Hélder and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev (Lemma 2.5]) inequalities,
1Ly = Flgllir < Iy fliellgliee < I Fllzellglzs,

where
1 1 1 3 3
—=—+4—-, and y=-— —.
T pr g P pm

Substituting p; from the second equation in the first equation we get (2.6]). O
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2.2. Local and Global well-posedness. We start with the local well-posedness. Because of, the
equivalence of norms ||Aul|zr ~ ||Vul|L, we need 1 < r < 3.

Proposition 2.8. Let N = 3 and p such that2 <p < 1+ % Suppose V satisfies conditions (L2))-(L3)

and ug € H*(RYN). Then there exists T > 0, T = T(||uo|| g1, N,p,v) and there is a unique solution u of
(@) in [0,T) such that
we C(0, 7], H' (RY)) 0 L7((0, T], Wy (RY)),

where (q,r) is L*-admissible.

Proof. See [2]. They showed the same result without potential (for N > 3), using the pair (g, r) such
that 2 <r < N. The proof here is similar. O

Showing the global existence of solutions in H!, we need to be more careful. Specifically, for the
equivalence of norms ||Au||Lr ~ ||Vul L, it is necessary to choose appropriate pairs (g, 7). Before stating
the global result, we establish the nonlinearity estimate.

Lemma 2.9 (Nonlinear estimates). Let p > 2, v < 3 and HTW <p<~vy+3. Then, for any € > 0 small
. _ 2p—2
(1) H(I’Y * |u|p)|u|p szLf'Lg’ S HUHLZZ’ILEHUHLgJﬁLg*;

i) (V0 = )l =20 o o S Nl 22 90 g -

where ( ) ( ) A
o 120-1) 8(p—1)
= =—" 3 = d 4% = .
"T 3oy 20 YT 112 T+e ™ 1—2¢
Proof. We start with (i). Note that, é +3 =2+ p;2 + 3% Applying Lemma 2.7 and the Holder
inequality. It follows that
_ —2 2p—2
[y [uP) ulP 20| Lo < Nullg lull7 ol e = lull vl -

-L and by Hélder inequality in the time variable, we have

Now, because of % = % +3

2p—2

Iy [l P20l o e S Null g [0l e -

We now estimate (ii). Observe that
V(L [uf?) [ulP~u) ~ (I, 5 [ufP~"Vu) [uP "2+ (I, * [uf?) [uP >V =T + 11,
As before, by replacing v by Vu, we obtain II. On the other hand, since

— — -1 —2 2p—2
(L [P V) uP~?u) | Lo S Ml IVl o el 2l g =l 2221Vl -

x

and by arguing as (i), we complete the proof. O

Remark 2.10. Note that, the pair (a,7) which satisfies 1) but not necessarily 22), i.e., it is not
H?<-admissible.

Proposition 2.11. (Global well-possedness) Let p > 2 satisfy HT'V <p<3+ywith0<~vy<3. LetV
satisfy (L2) and [L3). Suppose that ||uo||lgr < E and take 7 = 3143(21»);12)5’ a= 8&5?. Then there exists
0 = §(F) such that if

—itH

le™" ol Lerr <9,

then there exist a unique solution u to (1)) with initial condition ug € H'(R®) which is globally defined
on [0,00) such that

llullgarr <26 and |Jullspe2y + [[Aullsz2y < 2C|uol| g1
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Proof. For p and M to be defined later, define
B={u : |lullpzr; <pand |lul[srz) + [[Aullsrz) < M}
We show that the operator G defined by

¢
G(u) = e ™yg + z/ e = H N (y(s))ds,
0

where N(u) = (I, * [u[?)|u[P~2u is a contraction on B, with the metric d(u,v) = ||u — v||g(z2). Indeed,

¢

IG)lLery < le”"Huollpgry + ||/ e TIIN (u(s))ds | pe
0
and using Sobolev inequality,

t
IG@lssrs < e uligrs + 4% [ e N ls)dsl
0

where s. = % — % and p = 61172£I’7:12)€. We observe the pair (@, p) is L?-admissible. The Strichartz estimate,

equivalence of norms, and interpolation yield
16 @) llzpzz < e~ ugll ey + el D* N (w1

< lle™* Tugllzg g + N (Wl oo VN @) -

L2'rs
Thus, Lemma 20 and taking u € B imply
i 2p—2)(1— —se (2p—2)
1G@llzges < Nl M uollzery +elull gy, lull e ol G 1Vulsy -

<5+ Cp(2p72)(1fsc)lescp(2p72)scMsc =5+ Cp2p72M.

On the other hand, by applying the Strichartz estimates and Lemma 2.9 once again, we obtain
u)llsrzy < et uo|ls(L2) +¢ u)|lsr(L2) < clluofjr2 +c¢ u)llsr(L2)
Gl < e uo| + [N (u)] < clluol[z> + ¢l N (w)]|
2p—2
< clluoll g + ellul 2 ull e o
Similarly (by equivalence of norms)
2p—2
IAG(u)l|sz2) < el VuollLz + cllull sz IVull ot - -
Hence,
2p—2 _
16 (@) lls(ze) +IAG (W) ls(z2) < ellwollar +cllulZ2 (ull o g + 1Vl o 15 ) < B+co® M. (27)

From (Z2) and 271, we take M = 2E and

. 1 R S
p= mln{(2M)2p3,(§)2p2}’

we have that G(u) € B. Now we show that G is a contraction on B. for u,v € B,
d(G(u), G(v)) < [IG(u(t) = Gu®)llscz2)

S I = [l uP = — (I o) [P =2l re).

Rewriting,
d(G(u), G(v) S (L * ful?) (a0 = [0]P~20) [|srczz) + | (I * ([l = [o]?) [l 0] 512y = A1 + As.
Thus,
Ar S lulgry (s, + loliigs, ) e = vllses) < 2022w = oll sz,

Ao S (Nl + Wl g, ) ol = vllsey < 2M% 2 u = vl sza).
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For u,v € B we deduce
d(Gu(t)), Go(t))) < 4eM*2d(u,v),

so, GG is a contraction. O

Lemma 2.12 (Space-time bounds imply scattering). Let p > 2 satisfy HTV <p<34ywith0 <~y <3.
Suppose V' satisfies conditions (L2)-(L.3) and u be a global solution to (L)) satisfying ||ul|peer: < E. If
lJullzz Ly < 100,

[T.4o0 2

for some T > 0, then u scatters forward in time in H*.

N
Proof. The proof is standard; here are the main steps. Forn > 0, let [T, +00) = U I, where the intervals
I; are chosen such that |jul| g0y <1 for all j. By Strichartz, Lemma 2.9 and ;_clontinuity argument we
get,
[(V)ulls(r2,(7,400)) < o0

Defining

400

ot = e My (T) +1i / e " N (u)(s)ds,
T

2p—2

we conclude that [u(t) — e ™ot | g Sllull ™ L [(V)ull e+ - =0, as t — +oo.
[t,4o0) e [t 4oo) 2

)

3. SCATTERING CRITERION
In this section, we study the scattering criterion for the generalized Hartree equation with a potential.
Proposition 3.1 (Scattering criterion). Assume the same hypotheses as in Theorem [1.4] Consider an
H'-solution u to (L)) defined on [0,+00) and assume

sup ||u(t)||H; = F < +o0. (3.1)
te[0,4+00)

There exist constants R > 0 and € > 0 depending only on E, p (but never on u or t) such that if

t——+oo

liminf/ |u(z,t)|* de < €2, (3.2)
B(0,R)
then u scatters forward in time in H".

To this end, we begin with the following lemma, which is fundamental to the proof. Since the pair (a,T)
is not H*c-admissible, careful attention is required when estimating the recent past F} and distant past
F (see the proof).

Lemma 3.2. Letp > 2,0 <~ < 3 such that HT'V < p<~vy+3. Suppose V satisfies conditions (L2)-([L3)
and u be a radial H*-solution to (L)) satisfying B.1). If u satisfies (3.2) for some 0 < e < 1, then there
exist v, T > 0 such that

eﬂ'('*T)Hu(T)H Sev. (3.3)
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Proof. Fix the parameters u,y > 0 (to be chosen later). Applying Strichartz estimate ([Z4), there exists
Ty > € * such that

He_itHUOHLFT#m)L; <ev. (3.4)

For T > Ty, define I := [T — e #,T] and I := [0,T — ¢ #]. Duhamel’s formula
T
w(T) = e Myg — z/ e =IH N (4)(s) ds,
0
implies that
e D HY(TY = 7y — Py — i Fy,
where, for i = 1,2,

F, = / e H N () (s) ds.

I;
We refer to F; as the “recent past” and to F» as the “distant past”. By (3.4]), it remains to estimate Fj
and F2.

Step 1. Estimate on recent past.

Let 7 denote a smooth, spherically symmetric function which equals 1 on B(0,1/2) and 0 outside B(0,1).
For any R > 0 we use 7 to denote the rescaling nr(z) := n(z/R).

By hypothesis [82)), we can fix T > Ty such that

/773(3:) |u(T, z)|* do < 2. (3.5)

The following relation is obtained by multiplying (LIl) by nr, taking the imaginary part and integrating
by parts (see Tao [13, Section 4] for the NLS version),

O /77R|u|2diE =2Im (/ Vg - Vuﬁ) .

Oy /773(3:)|u(t, x)|?da

Thus, using (1),

L
~ R

so that, by B3), for t € I,

2 g "
nr(z) |u(t,z)|"dz e —l—?.

If R > e *2) then we have

||77RU||L§<;L3 Se (3.6)

Recall the pairs used in Section 2. (a,T) satisfies 2.1)), (a,p), (2,6) and (4%,37) are L2-admissible.

2p—2
IF ()llzzry S ID* Fr(wllspr S ID*N@)ll gz o S llullfsry 10wl ot ps--

Using interpolation,
lull gy < lullyazs lellzppa (3.7)

where (¢,7) which is L*-admissible, (m,n) is S(H")-admissible and

1 1-s 4 Se

= - and
q m

1 1—5s. s¢
= +

Q|
=0

r n
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Defining the numbers

_8(y+2) . 4(y+2)
3(1+ 2¢)’ 3+ 2y — 2€’

we obtain (37) (using the value ofd @). By Sobolev embedding, with L—=1_1 wehave

1—
lulzges < lulligse 9l (38)

m = 3q, and n = 3r,

Thus n = 2%, or equivalently s = 3?;_—"” Observe that (m, s) is L?-admissible and 2 < s < 3. Combining

the relation (B7), (38) and interpolation, it follows that

(1—sc)(2p—2 sc(2p—2 .
I1E @)llzrng S MullSes 2 lull 32 2 1D ul

LiLT L3~
(1—sc)(2p—2 (2p—2) || yse
< Il gy 2 IV all s 2 1D ull g -
(1—s.)(2p—2 (2p—2) Se
< Il gy 2 IVl ull 5, 1 Vul e, (3.9)
Lemma B3] gives
c(2p—2 —Se _ M _ sc
IVl Pl IVl S 552 ) TR eE (@0
It remains to study [|ufpaz-. The Holder inequality and interpolation imply
lullpery < lzellullgery <€ allulligery < € a(lnrullLery + 11— nr)ullery)
< ||77RU||L00L2 ||u||L°°L5 +en [[(1— 77R)U||L°°Loo ||“||%50L§7
where o
1 1-6 n 0 q 1 -0 n 0
- = — an - = —
r 2 6 T 00 2’
thus
3(r—2 3(1+2 =2 2 3—2
g3 -2 _30%29) g g2 _2E3-Z
2r 4(y+2) r 2(v+2)
The hypothesis (B.1]) leads to,
gy S e (Inmullials + 10— nr)uli)
which, using (8:6) and Lemma 23] give
_1-9
lull g, Sea(e ™+ R
Since R > e~ 274,
lull ey S e (0 407055,
Note that 6 < 6 and choosing  sufficiently small, one has 1 — 6 > (1 — é)HT“, o)
lull ogy S e™5e@-05H = L0-DH—F, (3.11)

Finally, applying (8I0) and (BI1)) we deduce that
1 () gy < (070580
Since p can be chosen very small, the exponent of ¢ is positive, that is

IF(u)llparr S

sc(2p—2) _, 1—s¢
M m

Step 2. Estimate on distant past.

2that, (g,7) is L2- admissible and (m,n) is S(Hl)—admissiblo. Moreover, 2 < r < 6 and m > 2.
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We have
1-6 0
a - < I . .
1ol e IR o Il e (312)
where 0 < # < 1 and L ) 0 18
-2 d T 3.13
Fool a a k * p (3.13)

such that (k,l) is L?>-admissible and p > 2.
We can rewrite F» applying Duhamel’s principle as

Fy =t [e_i(_TJrew)HU(—T + e Mu(T —e ) —u(0)| .
Using Strichartz estimate (24) in (312)) leads to

— _ _ 1-6 9
1F2llLg, , rr < e T [U(=T+ e "u(T — e ) =u(0)]||n . I1Flie 1
,too) T [T,+o00) [T,4o00)
e ) (3.14)
S (lullppesz)  IRelZs oo SIRNG | oo
For t > T and using the dispersive estimate ([2.3), we have
T—e™# ) T—e™H 5
1Bl < [ 1IN @ azds < [ =) HIN ) s
Using Lemma 2.7,
—1
IN(us)llzr < lluls)I o lus)ler
where 1+ 1 = p% —i—%. That is, p1 = ?’(ngfyl). Since 5%’ < p < 347, it is easy to see that 2 < p; < 6.

Thus, by the Sobolev inequality and the hypothesis (3.1]),

T—e *
1Bz 5 [ -9 tasse-Tem)
0

Moreover,

[l

1Ry, e 5 ([ =T 4 tar)

[T,+00) T

provided that p > 2. Thus, from (BI4) we get

1_ 1
1ol re S (3-3)0 —. o2,

Now, we choose 6 € (0,1) and k, [, p satisfying B.13)), such that (k,l) is L?-admissible and p > 2.
Since (k, 1) is L2-admissible and (a,7) verifies () we get (using ([B.13))
41-0)(p—1)
24+v—-30(p—1)
The condition p > 2 implies 6 > "J;:Qp, so p < "TH. Note that, [ = 70 € [2, 6], or
6

S 9 < —

T

ﬁ:

SN

+
andk:%22.Thus,if5+TV<p<VT+4,wetaket9:(%) .If%ﬂgp<7+3,wetak69:%,
which implies that [ = 2 and k = oc.

Finally, defining v := min{vy, v, }, recalling 34) and e *¢-THy(T) = e~*Hyy + iF} + iF,, we obtain

@3).
O

We now show the following lemma which was used in Step 1, Eq. (310), of the previous result.
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Lemma 3.3. Let u be a solution of (ILT)) satisfying

sup |u(t)|m < E,
te[0,00)

and (q,7), (m, s) be the L*-admissible pairs used in LemmalZ 3. Then for any T >0 and 7 > 0

|‘vu||%gL;([T,T+T]XR3) S <T>

Proof. The proof follows a standard argument, which can be found in [I] and [3]. We take the value u(T")
as the initial data, with the solution being well-defined on the interval I, = [T, T + 7].
For any 7' > 0 and 7 > 0, define

={ueL¥H :Vue LPLENLE LY juell LinLY L3},

First suppose 7 sufficiently small so that ||ul|x, < 8 < 1. By the computation performed in (3.9),

(1 2p—2 (2p—2) _
lullx < Il + Tl Zy 2V al i Nl s, 196l -
and using the definition of X,
2 1 2 1 2 1
lullx, S (@) + el § Dl 5627 = (@) + ull3

Using the smallness of |lu||x., we have that lullx, < enpllw(T)||g:. Subdividing the interval [T, T + 7]

into intervals I; of length 7o such that [lul|x,, < B8, where 8 = B(E). Let k = [ J We use the above

argument on each I;, obtaining [ux, < ||u(T + j70)|| 1 (r~vy. Adding all the pieces, we obtain
kt1l T4 (j+1)70
IVally 1, £ 3 / IVulld, dr S (1 +K) S (7).
T+jTo

Proof of Proposition [3.Il Choose ¢ is small enough so that, by Lemma [3.2]

e*i('*T)Hu(T)‘ < e” < bsq,

T

He Liy o)Lt Lo, LT

which implies that the norm ||u|| Le o)

Lemma P12 we conclude that u scatters forward in time in H!.

L is bounded, by Theorem (global well-possedness). Thus, using

d

4. VARIATIONAL ANALYSIS
We recall a Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequality (when N = 3), see [2]. Define A and B such that
A+ B=2pby
A=3+~v-p B=3p—(3+7).

A direct computation shows that

1- c
A+ 20.= Bo., with o.= S.

Sc
Lemma 4.1 ([I], [2]). If p > 2 and 0 <y < N, then the potential P(u) verifies
P(u) < Coplfull3|VullZ-
Moreover, the equality is attained on ground state solutions @, which solve

—Q+AQ+ (I, x[QP)QPF?Q =0,



ON THE GH EQUATION WITH POTENTIAL 13

where

o _W (AT PQ)
“ B\B [to] Patimeh

Moreover, the Pohozaev identities are used

B -2 B

-2 2
Eo(@Q) = 55 IVQIE = QI3 P@ = ZIVQl3

__P@
= IRVl

Proposition 4.2. (Coercivity) Let u € HY(RYN). If there exists § > 0 such that
Pu)M(u)? < (1-8)P(Q)M(Q)%, (4.3)
then there is constant 6’ > 0 (depending on 6) such that

B
V|3 — 2—pP(u) > 0'P(u).

Proof. By the definition of the Sobolev optimal constant P(u) < C,,||ul|3!||Vu||£. Thus (by @)

P(u)¥ < CopP(u)? 7 M(u)# | Vul§ )
s .
< Cop (P(u)M (u)7) =1 | Vul|5.
, __PQ
On the other hand, since C,, = eTANarE Ve have
o P(Q) _ <2p) H !
op — B E=Y A B_q°
w@ (gr@)’ P/ M@ir@
P
B
Using (@) again, we get Cop = (2) 2 W. Substituting this in (£4),
Oc 2
P(u)M(u)™ \* 7" (2p s
B
5 < A\ “v 2
Pt < (gigmmar)  (317E)
which implies (by @3)), P(u) < 2(1 - §)"5" | Vu|/3. Hence,
B 1
2
= P
IVullz 2 5 195 (u)
Therefore,
B B 1
0

We also obtain the localized version of Proposition Let x(x) denote a radial function with support
on the ball |z| < 1, with value identically 1 on the ball |z| < 3 and smoothly decreasing on 3 < |z < 1.

For R > 0 define the function x g such that xr(x) = x(%)-

Proposition 4.3. (Coercivity on balls) Let u € HY(RYN). If there exists 6 > 0 such that If P(u)M (u)% <
(1 =0)P(Q)M(Q)?%, then there is constant &' > 0 (depending on §) such that

B !
/ IV (arn)Pde = 5 Plxeu) = ' Plxru).
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Proof. Observe that ||xgul|7: < ||ul|3. and P(xgru) < P(u), using the hypothesis we have that
P(xru)M(xru)™ < (1 =6)P(Q)M(Q)7.
Applying Proposition 2] we obtain [ |V(xgru)|*dz — %P(XRU) > §'P(xRru). O

Now, we show Corollary It is a consequence of our theorem. To this end, we use the scattering
conditions below the threshold to imply the unique condition (L4]). Thus, by Theorem [[.4] we obtain
the desired result.

Proof of Corollary The optimal Sobolev constant is C,, = %, where P(Q) = 22| VQ||3.
Thus, using Pohozaev inequalities,

2 [VQI3 2p _ (4.5)
POBRQIZNIVRIE T BlQIAIVQ|E2

By condition (LX), there is a § > 0 such that
M(u)?* E(u) < (1= 8§)M(Q)7 Eo(Q). (4.6)

Thus,
1

[og ag 1
M (w)** B(u) = ||ull3 “S A3 - %

P(u(t))]lull3

CO A+20
2pp||VU||2B||U||2+2 °
Since V > 0, || Vul|3 < ||Au||% and applying (@), it follows that
1 oc\2 Co A+20
(IAullallullg)” = S22 Al lull 3>
p
Cop

2p

If we define the function g(z) = 2% — CQ—‘]’D”;EB, then the relation (A6) implies

(1 =0)M(Q)7 Eo(Q) > g(l|Aull2]|ul[z). (4.7)
The function g has critical points in 0 and zg = ||Q]|5°[|VQ||2 and g(z¢) = M(Q)7<Ey(Q). Therefore,
(1 =gz [IVQIl2) > g(l[Aull2llullz)-
Since g is strictly increasing in (0, ) and by (LG, one has
1QUZIVQIl2 > [[Aull2]|ull3*,
which implies (7)), that is, the solution u is global.

1 oc\2
> = (I[Aualullg)” -

M (u)? E(u)

Y

(1Aull2ullge)* = =2 ([ Aullzllulge)”

2
1
2

On the other hand, by Pohozaev inequalities (2)), we have Ey(Q)M (Q)% = 222 (IVQI2llQlI3¢)? . Thus
E7) gives
s B < | Ao u5° ) o B 1
B =2 \[Vel:/Qlz Pp(B -2) (IVQll/lQI5)
and using the expression of C,, in (£3) and the identity (@I,
CopB 1 2 1 2 1

B
5 (1Aullofull59)™,

p(B=2) (IVQILIQIZ)? ~ B-2|vQF[QI{ ™ ~ B-2(|vQllQls)®

15 D <||AU||2||U||§C>2_ 2 <||Au||2||u||§°)3.
52 \IVQl:IQl5) ~ B—2 \IValLQlF

Thus,
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[ Aull2]lullz¢

= IvanLIalE We have y(t) < 1 by the first part. Observe that,

Denoting y(t)

2
1) — ——y(t)?.
7Y~ 5y
The function f(y) = z259> — 525y”, verifies f'(y) = 225y(1 —y”~2), and thus is strictly increasing in

(0,1) and f(0) =0 is a local minimum and f(1) =1 is a local maximum.

1-0>

B 2 2

The condition 5Z5y* — myB < 1—¢ for some ¢ > 0, implies by continuity that there exists 6’ > 0 such

that y(¢) < 1 —¢’. That is,

[Aul2flullze < (1 =) IVQl2llQl3*.

Note that
P(u)M ()7 < Copllully 27| VullZ,
_ P(Q) _ _PQM@Q)" ; ;
where C,, = TQTAINGIE = ol v alE " The relation (@) yields
oo . PQ)M(Q) .
Plu)M(u)ee < DM@ yecgu))?
1QIZ7IVQIl2
- B
P(u) M(u)7° lullz° 1 Vull2 _ sN\B
Thus it < (fatrtvals) < (-7 s
sup P(u)M(u) < (1-0")PP(Q)M(Q)".
t€[0,00)
Therefore, the solution u scatters in H*. (|

5. SCATTERING: PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove a Virial-Morawetz-type estimate to gain control over a suitable norm on large
balls. The proof is concluded using the scattering criterion (Proposition Bl).

o, e < ®
alx) = 5.1
@) {R|x|, o] > R, &1

Consider the radial function

and which in the region £ < |z| < R verifies

ora >0, 0%a>0, [0%)| <4 Rlz|™*T for |af > 1. (5.2)

We denote by 0, the radial derivative, i.e. d.a = Va - ‘—i‘

Remark 5.1. o The angular derivative is denoted by V and defined by Vu = Vu— Ifc_l (lfﬁ—l . Vu).
It verifies that
|Vul? = |9,u)? + |[Vul>.
. 2
In fact, |[Vul* = ‘Vu — Vu)’ = |Vul? + | - Vul? + 2Re(Vu, —& (& - Va)) = [Vul? +
|Orul? — 2||fc—|Vu|2 = |Vul? — |0,ul?.
o For |z| < %, denoting © = (x1,xa, ...,xN) and using sub-indexes to denote derivatives, we have

aj := 0y;a = 2x;, thus Va=2z.

aj = Oz, Op,a = 2051, Aa=2N, A?%aq = A(Aa) = 0.
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e For|z| > R,
T, T
a; = R-L.  thus Va=R-—.
|| ||

R Tj T R 2
R Lo ) TR Aa=—(N -1 A = 0.
k= ] (5”“ |w||w|>’ @=L Aa=0

Lemma 5.2. (Morawetz identity) Let a : RN — R be the smooth weight defined in (5.1)). Define
() = [ a@lute.0)ds,
where u is a solution of (LI)). Then
2'(t) = 2Im/(Va - Vu)udz,
2" (t) :/—4 <% - %) (I * [v]?) |u? Aadz — /A2a|u|2dx + 4/Re(ajkajuk)dx
A [ Vate) - It Pluto) Py 53)
—2/VV-Va|u|2dx.

Remark 5.3. The second line of (53]) can be written as
2(N —~ -y
(7) //(Va(:c) — Va(y)) - u_(mijv)w|u(y)|p|u($)|pdyd$-

In particular if a(x |9c|2 it becomes
2N =) (I —y) AN =)
// - v s w)Pdylu(x)Pdr = — (Ly * |ul?)u(z)|Pd.

Proposition 5.4. (Morawetz estimate) Let T > 0 and let V : R® — R be a radially symmetric potential
satisfying (L2) (i), V >0, - VV <0 and 9,V € L, for 3 < q < oco. Let u be a H-solution of (1)
satisfying the hypothesis (L4). For R = R(6, M (u), Q) > 0 sufficiently large we have

1 (7 ?—I—ﬁ—l—oR(l) if (N—-1)B<2N
— [ P(xru(t))dt < U5 5.4
T/o O )t 53 {? + +oR(1) if (N—1)B>2N. (54)

Proof. Consider M(t) = 2/(t). By Cauchy-Schwarz,

Sule )l < 2/IUIIVUI|VGId$ S IVallzellull2l|Vulle S R (5:5)

From Lemma 5.2

M'(t) :/ |u|?(—A%a) + 4Re(a i uy)dx

‘4/A (5- )<I ful) P
e // |N V+2|U( y)|Pdylv(z)[Pdz

- Z/VV . Va|u|2da:.
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Except for the last term, the estimates are the same as in [I]. One gets

4B
M(1) >8/ aVal? = =2 [ (s el [l

R
‘I‘Sf

+cl/2/9 (1-50) o= (1- 5 )] pmmh@PalwPasy, (o)

1
- 02/ (Iy * |u|?) |u|Pdx — ﬁM[u] - 2/VV -Valu|?dz,

where C7,Cy > 0 are constants and € is the region

R R
Q:{(w,y)ERNXRN:|:v|>§}U{(:c,y)€RN><RN:|y|>§}.

Following [1] (see also [12]), we estimate the integral on 2 subdividing it into three regions. We denote
— _ 1R _ _ 1R
A= (1-38) o= (1-42)y).
e Region I: we consider z > % and y > %. We observe that A < |z — y|, then
|.’II - y| —_(N—
Al =g lu(y) () P ddy < (Jal= = s« ) fufde.
[ > e A=t o
lyl > R/2
By Hoélder inequality, Hardy inequality, and Radial Sobolev inequality (Proposition 24]), we get
[ (ol ) e el o g
|z|>R/2 LN= LN+
S HUH%M
LN
1
> WHUHH
1

~ (N—1)B *
-~

R

IIVUHLz

e Region II: we consider z < £ and y > £. Following [I] we also have A < |y| ~ |z — y|, then

//I:vl < R/2 |A|| |y|N |7+2|U( )P |u(z)|Pdedy < /WIU(I)I”deU(y)I”dy-

ly|>R/2
ly| > R/2

Proceeding as in Region I,
1
[ () lapdy £
ly|>R/2 R™w

e Region III: we consider symmetric region x > % and y < %. The estimation is analogous:

|z —yl / _(N— 1

Al————|u(y) [P |u(z)|Pdzdy < (:v S 7)*u”) ulPdy < ——%.

//||:E|| >§?; | ||{E—y|N77+2| (y)l | ( )| Y lo|>R/2 | | | | | | Y R(N;\]l)B
y| <

Continuing the computation in (B.0)), using Proposition [L.3] we have

1
M'(t) > 86P(xru) + CIW - Cz/

|z|> %

(I, * |ul?)|u|Pdz — R—M —2/vv Valu|*dz.

Proceeding as the integrals on {2 we also have

_(N— 1
/ |>R/2 (|£U| e |u|P) ful*dy 3 REZRE”
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thus
1 1 1
HmngﬁyﬂlWm3+@(mw+—ﬂMWM/VVVWMm
R R~ R

(5.7)

We estimate the term with the potential V' and show that it can be made arbitrarily small for R big
enough. By the definition of the function a we have

VM~VVWPM%%/ zﬁ%~vvmﬁm;

|z|>R

/VV -Valu*dx = / 22 - VV|u|*dx + /
|z[<3 3<[z|<R

By the hypothesis z - VV < 0, we get
/VV-VMM%xg/‘ Va - VVi|ul*dz.
E<|z|<R

Since a and V are radial, Va and VV are colinear and since 0.a > 0 and |fc—| -VV =0,V <0, we have

Va-VV = —|Va||[VV| = —|9,a|0,V|. Using (.2) on & < |z| < R,

1
~18,4|8,V| < —R|— - VV| < —~R—=lz - VV]|.
|| R

Thus
/VV -Valu*dx < —/ |z - VV||ul*d.
£<jz|<R

On the other hand, the condition x - VV € L4 for % < q < 00, implies
/@'VVWFMKHM'VVMAW@WiETSHMﬁlﬁL
=

where we used the Sobolev embedding H'(R3) C = (R3) for any 3 < ¢ < co. Thus,

/VV - Valul*dz < og(1).

Integrating (5.7)) on [0, 7] we obtain
T T T
P(xru)dt S sup |[M(t)|+ Cs—z—5 + 5z M(u) + T ogr(1).
0 t€[0,T] R~~~ R
Therefore, using (G5,
1" R 1 1
T/O P(XRu(t))dt 5 T + W + ﬁ + OR(I).
N —1)B < 2N then %fOT P(xru(t))dt < £ + —x5% + or(1), otherwise %fOT P(xru(t))dt <
R N
O

If (
£+ 2 +or(1).

We now show an energy evacuation result.

Proposition 5.5. There exist a sequence of times t, — oo and a sequence of radii R, — oo such that

Jim P(xr,u(z,tn)) = 0.
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Proof. Taking T = R? in Proposition 5.4} in any of the two cases in (5.4]) we have for R sufficiently large
that .
1 [ o1 1
), P(xru(t))dt S 53 + ROE + or(1).
Since u is global and P(u(t)) < E(u(t)) = E(ug) is bounded, by the mean value theorem there are
sequences t,, — oo and R,, — oo such that
lim P(xg,u(t,)) =0.

n—oo

We finally prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem [I.4] The hypothesis (4] implies that P(u) is uniformly bounded in time. Since the
energy E(u) is preserved we have that ||Vul|? + [V (z)|u|*dz = ||Au||? is bounded and then since V > 0,
the solution u is global and uniformly bounded in H*!.

Choose € and R as in the scattering criterion (Proposition BIl) with ¢, — oo and R, — oo as in
Proposition [5.5l Taking n large so that R,, > R, using Holder we have

2/p

[ et
|13|<Rn

N(p—2)

/ lu(z,t,)|*de < R
lz|<R

On the other hand,

2
tn)|P t. )P
|zl <R o<k Jly<r 1T =yl

p p
< (QR)Nw/ / [u(z,ty)| %%,tn)l drdy
2|<Rp Jy|< R |z —y|N =

1
< [ () Pdyluta ) s
ol <R Iyl <R, [T =YV

= RN P(xr, u(tn)).
Proposition implies that
/ lu(x,t,)Pde — 0 as n — oo,
lz|<R

and thus Proposition 3.1 implies that u scatters in H' forward in time.
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