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SCATTERING ABOVE ENERGY NORM OF SOLUTIONS OF A
LOGLOG ENERGY-SUPERCRITICAL SCHRODINGER
EQUATION WITH RADIAL DATA

TRISTAN ROY

ABSTRACT. We prove scattering of H* := H*(R™) N H1(R™)- solutions of the
4
loglog energy-supercritical Schrédinger equation 10 ut-Au = |u| "2 ulog® (log (10 + |u|?)),
0 < ¢ < cn,n € {3,4}, with radial data u(0) = ug € H* := HF(R*)n H' (R™),
k> % This is achieved, roughly speaking, by extending Bourgain’s argument
[1] (see also Grillakis [5]) and Tao’s argument [10] in high dimensions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We shall study the solutions of the following Schrédinger equation in dimension
n, n € {3,4}:

(1) iOu+ Au = |u|7 2 ug(|ul)
with g(|ul) := log® (log (10 + [u/?)), 0 < ¢ < ¢, and [l

1
o i { TS
80240 =

This equation has many connections with the following power-type Schrodinger
equation, p > 1

(3) i0w+ Av = |[v|P~

@) has a natural scaling: if v is a solution of ([B) with data v(0) := vy and if A € R

is a parameter then vy (t,z) := —5—v ({2, %) is also a solution of (@) but with data
AP-T

or(0,2) := /\p;%lvo (%)- If s, := & — 525 then the H*» norm of the initial data is

invariant under the scaling: this is why (B)) is said to be H®»- critical. If p = 1+ 4
then (@) is H? (or energy) critical. The energy-critical Schrodinger equation

(4) 10+ ANu = |u|ﬁu

has received a great deal of attention. Cazenave and Weissler [2] proved the local
well-posedness of [)): given any u(0) such that ||u(0)|/z: < oo there exists, for

Lye shall prove global well-posedness and scattering of radial solutions to (). The com-

putations show that these properties hold for functions g that do not grow faster than = —
log€log(10 + |z|?) with ¢ < ¢y, but not for functions g that grow faster (i.e ¢ > ¢,). The values of
cn, are determined by technical computations but do not have a particular physical meaning.
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. 2(n+2)  2(n+2)
some t( close to zero, a unique u € C([0,to], H') N L, "> Ly" > ([0,t0]) satisfying
@) in the sense of distributions

(5) u(t) = etBu(0) — i fy O [lu(e)| TEu()] ar

Bourgain [I] proved global existence and scattering of radial solutions in the class
. 2(n+2)  2(n+2)

C (R,Hl> NL,"?% Ly"? (R) in dimension n = 3,4. He also proved this fact

that for smoother solutions. Another proof was given by Grillakis [5] in dimension

n = 3. The radial assumption for n = 3 was removed by Colliander-Keel-Staffilani-

Takaoka-Tao [4]. This result was extended to n = 4 by Rickman-Visan [7] and to

n > 5 by Visan [I1]. If p > 1—|—% then s, > 1 and we are in the energy supercritical

regime. The global existence of H*-solutions in this regime is an open problem.

Since for all € > 0 there exists ¢. > 0 such that ‘|u|ﬁu‘ S |u|ﬁug(|u|)‘ <

ce max (1, ||u|ﬁ+éu|) then the nonlinearity of () is said to be barely supercritical.

In this paper we are interested in establishing global well-posedness and scatter-
ing of H* := H*(R™) N H'(R") - solutions of ([{)) for n € {3,4}. First we prove a
local-wellposed result. The local well-posedness theory for () and for HF-solutions
can be formulated as follows

Proposition 1. “Local well-posedness ” Let n € {3,4} and k > %. Let M be
such that ||uol| g < M. Then there exists § := 6(M) > 0 small such that if Ty > 0
(T =time of local existence) satisfies

HeitA

(6)

then there exists a unique

woll 2mt2) 2tz <46
L,"7% L,"% ([0,13])

- 2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2)
weC(0,Ty), HYNL, "2 L," % ([0,T))NL, = DLy * ([0,T3])
(7) 2(n+2) 2(n+2)
NnL, * DLy ™ ([0,T3])

such that

(8) ult) = eug — i fy O (Ju() 7=l )g(lu))) dr

is satisfied in the sense of distributions. Here D™“L" := H*" endowed with the
norm || f|lp-ar- := | D*f]|

This allows to define the notion of maximal time interval of existence I,,,., that

is the union of all the open intervals I containing 0 such that (8)) holds in the class
2(n+2) 2(nt+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2)

C(I,EI’“)HLt " L" P ()nL, ¢ D7'Ly © (I)NL, * D kL, ™ (I). Next
we prove a criterion for global well-posedness:

Proposition 2. “Global well-posedness: criterion” If |L,q.| < oo then

(9) bl 2o 2esp =00
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These propositions are proved in Section With this in mind, global well-
posedness follows from an a priori bound of the form

m—

(10) lull 2042 2042 < F(T, |luol| )
Lt n—2 2 _

)

for arbitrarily large time 7" > 0. In fact we shall prove that the bound does not
depend on time T": this is the preliminary step to prove scattering.
The main result of this paper is:

Theorem 3. The solution of () with radial data u(0) == ug € H*, n € {3,4},
k>4 and 0 < c < c, exists for all time T'. Moreover there exists a scattering state
Uo,+ € H* such that

(1) T [u(t) = o =0

and there exists C' depending only on ||ug|| g« such that

(12) el 2nsn = < C(lluoll gx)

t LI

Remark 1. This implies global reqularityl since by the Sobolev embedding ullLoepoom) S
Hu”LgOHWR) Jor k> 3.

We recall some estimates. The pointwise dispersive estimate is [|e"4 f|| Lo (rn) <

ﬁ”f”[‘l(ﬂgn). Interpolating with [|e”® f||p2gn) = ||f||z2(rn) we have the well-

known generalized pointwise dispersive estimate:

(13) e flormny S mllfllmf ®")

Here 2 < p < oo and p is the conjugate of p. We recall some useful Sobolev
inequalities:

llull 2042 2042 S || Dul] 2(nt2) 2n(nt2
(14‘) L, n—2 L, n—2 (J) L, n—2 Lﬁjl (J)
and

If w is a solution of id,u + Au = G, u(t = 0) := ug on J with 0 € J and with data
up € H* then the Strichartz estimates (see for example [6]) yield

2n(n+42)

||U||Lg°Hj(J)+||DjU|| 2ty 2+ 1Dl sin 1(n
(16) ) Lt n Lz n (J) Lt n—2 Lmn +4 (J)
SID’G|| 20e2 2042+ |luoll g

Lt n+4 Lmn+4 (J)

2By global regularity we mean “if the data is radial and Schwartz, then the solution is infinitely
differentiable for all time.” It is well-known that if for all time we have a finite bound of the L*°
norm of the solution, then we have global regularity.
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if j € {1,k}; if ty € J then we write

(17) u(t) = i g () + tni o (t)

with w4, denoting the linear part starting from ¢y, i.e

(18) U, (t) = et t=to) By (tg)

and ¢, denoting the nonlinear part starting from to, i.e

(19) Uni,t, (1) :—zf eilt— S)AG (s)ds-

If u is a H*— solution of (@) on J with k > 5 H and if ¢ € J, then it has a finite
energy [4

(20) E(u(t)) =3 [pu [Vult,z)]> + [, F(u,0)(t, ) dx
with

(21) F(z,z) := f0|2| =2 g(t) dt

Indeed

[ Pl i)t 2)da| - S ()72, g(lufb)]1)

“on_
S @l " 9Ulu@®ll ) -
this follows from a simple integration by part

(22)

(23) F(2,2) ~ |22 g(]2])

combined with (IH). A simple computation shows that the energy is conserved, or,
in other words, that E(u(t)) = E(uy) = F [. Let y be a smooth, radial function
supported on |z < 2 such that x(z) = 1 if [z] < 1. If zp € R", R > 0 and v is an
H* solution of () then we define the mass within the ball B(zq, R)

Nl=

(24) Mass (B(zo, R), u(t)) = (me,R) lu(t, z)|? dx)
Recall (see [10]) that [ *
(25) Mass (B(zo, R),u(t)) S R supy o [Vu(t)] 2

and that its derivative satisfies

3Let I be an interval. In the sequel we say that u is an H*— solution on I if for all (to,t) € I?
such that top < t (@) and (8) hold with [0,T}] (resp. the interval of integration) replaced with I
(resp. [to, ).

4Hence the norm H¥ controls the energy. In other words, it is above the energy norm.

5More precisely, the computation holds for smooth solution (i.e solutions in HP with exponents
p large enough). Then E(u(t)) = E(uo) holds for an H¥— solution by a standard approximation
argument with smooth solutions.

Gm also holds if u is a solution of the linear Schrédinger equation with data in H¥.
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sup s Vu tl
(26) 0 Mass(u(t), B(zo, R))| < “2lelal 7Ol

Now we set up some notation. We write a < bif a < 1(1)013 a > bisa > 100b and

a~bif 100b <a<100b,a <gbifa < Wb (Here n is the dimension

of the space), a >p bif a > 100max (1, E)'*"b, a Sp bif a < 100(max(1, E))'°0"p
and a ~p b if max (1, E)'"p < a < 100max (1, E)'*"b. We say that C is
the constant determined by a < b (or a Sg b) if it is the smallest constant C' (or
C = C(F)) that satisfies a < Cb. If u is a function then wy, is the function defined
by ¢ = up(z) :=u(x —h). Hzx e Rthenaz+=x+cfor0<e< 1l LetjeN. If
J is an interval then we define

(27)

Qj(J,’U,) = ||u||Loon(J) + HDUH 2(n+2) 2(n+2) + HD]U” 2(n+2) 2(n+2) + HUH 2(n+2)  2(n+2)
t Lt n La: n (J) Lt n La: n (J) Lt n—2 LGfQ

Remark 2. If j =k then we write Q(J,u) instead of Q;(J,u).

If X is a normed vector space endowed with the norm |.|[x and R > 0, then
B(X,R):={y € X, |lylx < R}.

Now we explain how this paper is organized. In Section [3] we prove the main
result of this paper, i.e Theorem [Bl The proof relies upon the following bound of
[l 2012 20n+2) ON AN arbitrarily long time interval
L, L,
2(n+2) 2(n+2) ~

Proposition 4. “ Bound of L;" > L;" > mnorm ” Let u be a radial H*—
solution of {d) on a compact interval J. There exist three constants C; >p 1,
Cy>p 1, and a,, > 0 such that if H“HLgon(J) < M for some M > 1, then

2(n+2)

b+
(28) full bilis snen < (Crgon(M))P29" 0
L, n=2 Tn—2 )

with b, such that

(20) ) { 5772, n =3

8024 _
8024 1y — 4

By combining this bound with the Strichartz estimates, we can prove, by induc-

tion, that in fact this norm and other norms (such as ||u||Loon HDuH 2nt2) 2ntz)
La: n (J)
, etc.) can be bounded only by a constant only depending on the norm of the initial

data for 5 <k < 2+" . This already shows (by Proposition2]) global well-posedness

of the H k—solumons of (@ for this range of ks. In fact we show that that these bounds
imply a linear asymptotic behaviour of the solutions, or, in other words, scattering.
Proposition @ allows to prove global well-posedness and scattering of solutions of
(@ for the full range, i.e k > Z. The rest of the paper is devoted to prove Propo-
sition @l First we prove a Welghted Morawetz-type estimate: it shows, roughly

speaking, that the L" 2L" 2 norm of the solution cannot concentrate around the

()
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origin on long time intervals. Then we modify arguments from Bourgain [I], Gril-
lakis [5] and mostly Tao [10]. We divide J into subintervals (J;)1<i<z such that
2(n+2)  2(nt2)
the L,"™* L," " mnorm of u is small but also substantial. We prove that, on most
of these intervals, the mass on at least one ball concentrates. By using the radial
assumption, we prove that in fact the mass on a ball centered at the origin con-
centrates. This implies, by using the Morawetz-type estimate that there exists a
significant number of intervals (in comparison with L) that concentrate around a
point ¢ and such that the mass concentrates around the origin. But, by Holder this

implies that L is finite: if not it would violate the fact that the LOOL” " norm of
the solution is bounded by some power of the energy. The process 1nvolves several
tuning parameters. The fact that these parameters depend on the energy is not
important; however, it is crucial to understand how they depend on g(M) since
this will play a prominent role in the choice of ¢, for which we have global well-
posedness and scattering of H*-solutions of (@) ( with g(|u|) := log® (log (10 + [u[?))
and ¢ < ¢,,): see the proof of Theorem [B Section Bl

2. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND CRITERION FOR GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS
In this section we prove Proposition [[] and Proposition 2
2.1. Proof of Proposition [II This is done by a modification of standard argu-

ments to establish a local well-posedness theory for ().
We define

(30)
2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n42)

X =c(0,T),HYnL, = DL, " (0,T,)NL, ~ D *L, " ([0,T,))NL, > L." > ([0,T}))

and, for some C' > 0 to be chosen later,

(31)
2(n+2) 2(n+2) 2(n+2) X 2(n+2)

X :_B(C([O T),H*)NL, © D7'L, * (0,T))NL, © D*L, " ([O’TZ]%?CM)

and

2(n+2) 2(n+2)
(32) Xo ::B(Lt "TE LR ([Ole])v&S)

X1 N X5 is a closed space of the Banach space X: therefore it is also a Banach
space.

(33)
V=X NXy = XiNXsy
w— Wu) : t— U(u)(t) = etPug — i [} eit=)A (|u|%(t/)u(t’)guu(t/)p) dt’
o U maps leXQ to XlﬁXQ

By the fractional Leibnitz rule (see Appendix with F(z) := log®log(10+
x), G(z,T) := |x|ﬁx and 3 := —%- ) and (I5) we have
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(34)
. 4 .
HDJ(|U|"*2UQ(|U|)H 2nt2) 2(nt2) SIDu|| 2iz 20t ||U||" 2nt2) 20nt2)
L, "t L, (j0,1]) Ly ™ Lo ™ ([0,T) L, % L," 2 ([0,13))
(||U||L°°Hk([0 Tl]))
if 7 = 1. Now assume that j = k. By Proposition [}l we get
D7 (a2 ug(ful)| 2psz 2 S o7 (M)°
L, " L ([0,73)
Therefore [1 by the Strichartz estimates (@I6) and the Sobolev embedding
(@3 we have
(35)
. ;
lull oo oo,y + 1Pl 20420 2ty + [ D*ull stmsn 2mim S M+ 672 (M)“
' ’ L, ™ Ly * ([0,13]) L, ™ Le ™ ((0,71])
Moreover
(36)
[ull 20tz 242 — [l uo|l 2z 2nim < HD Ju ™2 ug(Jul) H 2nt2) 2ni2)
Lt n—2 L, n—2 ([O,Tl]) Lt n—2 L, n—2 ([O,Tl]) n+4 L, n+4 ([O,Tl])
< 672 Mg(M)
so that
_a_
(37) [l 2(nt2) 2nt2) -0 So6m2Mg(M)
L,""% Le"77 ([0.T1)
Therefore if let let C be equal to the maximum of the constants determined
by (B8) and @), then we see that ¥(X; N X3) C X3 N Xy, provided that
d = 6(M) > 0 is small enough.
e U is a contraction. Indeed, by the fundamental theorem of calculus and
Proposition
(38)

1@ (u) = ¥(v)|x

SEID =0l sesp sp (9 (Il e go.1) + 9 (0 e oy ) )
Jj= T Ly T ([O,Tz])

4
<||u||n2<n+2> 2(nt2) +||U||n2<n+2> 2(n+2) )
L,""% L,""% ([0,T1]) L," 7% L,"?% ([0,T3])
Z D] w w g(|w| n+2 n+2
e, D7 (ur T)H L. (0T)
01+62=17"25
+ HDJ( 52 S35 4~’ 2 )H ||U-’U|| 2Ant2) 2(n+2)
" Je{1 k} o g (|w7| ) L%L:;’rz([o,ﬂ]) L, L. ([0,1)
01+02=+=5
53+54:2

S 8% u — vllx

"In the sequel we allow C to change from one line to the other one.
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and if 6 = 6(M) > 0 is small enough then ¥ is a contraction.

2.2. Proof of Proposition [2. Again, this is done by a modification of standard

arguments used to prove a criterion of global well-posedness of @) (See [9] for similar

arguments). Let § < &' < min (k, Z—fg) Assume that [|u]] 2mt2) 242 <
Lt n—2 Lm n—2 maz)

00. Then

e First step: Qp/(Imax,u) < 0o. Indeed, let 0 < e < 1. Let C be the constant
determined by < in ([I6). We may assume without loss of generality that

Tao o0 We divide Inq. N [0,00) into subintervals
ik

(Ij)lSjSJ such that 0 € I,

C > max <||UO||1H~019; ”uol

€
9T ((2C)7 [[uoll v )

lull 2m+2) 2042 =
(39) =

if1<j<.Jand

€

ull 20tz 20tz < 0=
(40) LT LT (1) 6o ((20) uollg)

Notice that such a partition always exists since, for J large enough,

J=1 2n+2) J—1 )
€ _ > 4+
]; T oyl ]; Tog (20) Tl gn)
J—1 )
(41) = & Tlog0) o (Tuallar)
2(n+2)
2 lull Gora) 2miz)
L, n=Z =2 (g
By the fractional Leibnitz rule (see Appendix A) and (Il we have for some
positive constant C’
(42)
4 _a_
Qu(Ii,u) < Clluol g + CID(Julm=ug([u))|| 202 swin  +CIDY (ulTZug([u)]| 2cin 2cni
L, LT (1) L LT L)
< Cluoll g +C' CUDUl| swem 2een 4+ ID¥ull 2oin seen lull s s
Lt n Lz n (Il) Lt n La: n (]1) Lt n—2 LG72 (11)

Q(HU”LgOFIk’(Il))

, _a_
< Clluoll g +2C CQu (I W) |ull"360i) 2nsn  9(Qu(T1,w))
Lt n—2 LG72 (Il)

and by a continuity argument], Q. (I1,u) < 2C||uo|| gw - By iteration
Qr (I, u) < (2C) ||luol| grr - Therefore Qp (Iymaz,u) < 0o, proceeding simi-
larly on I,4. N (—00,0].

e Second step. We write oz = (@maz, bmaz). Choose t < byq. close enough

t0 byaz SO that ||Du|| 2n+2) 2nt2) <<6and|\u|\ 2(nt2)  2(n+2) <
L, ™ Ly ™ ([t,bmaz)) L, R ([£;bmaz])

0, with § defined in Proposition Il We have

8Let K C I;. Then (@2) also holds if I; is replaced with K.
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(43)

e

i(t—D)A

U(E)H 2(nt2)  2(nt2) SHUH 2(nt2)  2(nt2) +
Lt n—2 Lmn72 ([ﬂbmaa:)) Lt n—2 LGfQ ([Equaz)) ,
C'ClDull 2e42) 202 ull™ 5t s2)
Lt " Lm " sOmax L n—2 L n—

Q(HUHL,?OHW(IMZ))

39
<3

Also observe that ||’ D2u(f)|| 2miz 2m4 S u@)llp < oo
Lt n—2 2

Lo "7 ([tbmaz))

Hence by the monotone convergence theorem, there exists € > 0 such that

lle

i(t—t)A

(f)|| 2042) 20142) < 4. Hence contradiction with Propo-
T Lo "7 [Ebmaste]

sition [I1

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [

The proof makes use of Proposition 4] and is made of two steps:

(44)

(45)

9

e finite bound of HUHL“’H’C(R)? ||u|| 2(nt42)  2(nt2) , ||Du|| 2(nt2)  2(nt2)
Lt n—2 LIn72 (R) Lt n La: n (R)
and || D* u|| 2ntd) 20nt) for 3 < k < Z—fg By time reversal sym-
Lo (R)

metryﬁ and by monotone convergence it is enough to find, for all 7' > 0,
a finite bound of all these norms restricted to [0, 7] and the bound should
not depend on T'. We define

F o= {Te0,00)  supseppr QUO. 1) < Mo |

We claim that F = [0,00) for My, a large constant (to be chosen later)
depending only on ||uo|| x. Indeed

- 0eF.
— F is closed by continuity
— F is open. Indeed let T € F. Then, by continuity there exists § > 0

such that for T" € [0, T+ 6] we have Q([0,T']) < 2My. In view of [28),
this implies, in particular, that

2(n+2) -

C n M,

[Jull 2<n+2) 2(nt2) < C (g (2My)) 29" (2Mo)
L7 LT (0T))

Let J := [0,a] be an interval. We get from (I6), Proposition [7, and
the Sobolev inequality ||u|pepeo(s) < ||u||L?on(J)

ie if t — u(t, z) is a solution of () then t — u(—t, ) is also a solution of ().
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(46)

4
Jou) < |lu Du n n + || D¥u n n ) u
Q) S Mol + (1D sz sz + 104l s s )1l o s

L “n—2 n72 (J)
(Nl e v )
|

4
luol| gw + Q(J, u)u™ 2<n+2> 2(n+2) 9(Q(J,u))
L,"72 L, ()

g
S

Let C be the constant determined by < in (@6). We may assume

without loss of generality that C' > max ( |Jugl| 0 ko]

” ) Let 0 <

e < 1. Notice that if J satisfies ||[u]| 2042 200029 = —FZ———
Lt n—2 LGfQ (J) (]T(2C”u0”gk)
then a simple continuity argument shows that

(47) Q(Ju) < 2C||uo| g

We divide [0, 7] into subintervals (.J;)1<i<7 such that [[u/| 2mi2) 2mi2 =
Lt n—2 L,L- n—2

(Ji)
= ,1<i< Tand ||u|| 2ni2) 2ng2) < 52 .
((20) lluoll g1) LT (g 907 (RO luollgr)

Notlce that such a partition exists by 3, the definition of ¢ M and
the following inequality

€ €

b+ —
Crg™ (2My))C20" " (Mo) 0
(Cig*"(2Mo)) Z 9" % ((20)luoll 1)

Z (nt2)c :

~ .
—_

i=1log™ 2~ (log (10+(2C)*luo %, ))
(48) Iz—:l .
N i=1 lo g e (2ilog (2C)+21og (|uoll g&))
~1
Rl e Z:l pe
1
Rlluoll g 12
Moreover, by iterating the procedure in [{6]) and 1) we get
(49) QUO,T),u) < (20)" Juoll
Therefore by @) there exists C" = C'(||uol| g+ )
(50)

log I <log (C') + Cylog® )¢ (log (10 + 4M3)) log (C; log™“ (log (10 + 4M3)))

and for My = Moy(||luol| ) large enough

10Recall that g(z) := log®log(10 + x2)
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log (C") + Cy logb» e (log (10 + 4M¢)) log (C1 log®* (log (10 + 4M3)))
(51) log (\IMT>
< log —Teg @] CI§

since (recall that ¢ < b—ln)

log (C/ )4+C4 logPn e (log (10+4M§)) log (Cl log®™¢ (log (10+4M§)))

(52) l%(M(wﬁa)) °

log (2C)

e Finite bound of Q(R,u) for all £ > 5: this follows from Proposition [
e Scattering: it is enough to prove that e~ u(t) has a limit as t — oo in HF.
If t; < to then by dualizing (I6) with G = 0 (more precisely the estimate

|1D7ul| 2mi2) 212 < |luol| s ) we get from Propositions [ and B
L, ™ Ly ™ ([t1,t2

(53) . ‘
e~ 2u(ty) — e 28u(ty) || g

SID* (™= ug(u) ) | s s + 1D (Jul ™= ug(lu) ) | s s
Lt n+4 Lz n+4 Lt n+4

Lo " ([t1,t2])

([t1,t2])

n—2
Slull™atss 2mia
Lt n—2 Lmn72 ([t17t2])

and we conclude from the previous step that given e > 0 there exists A(e)
such that if to > t; > A(e) then |le="12u(ty) — e~ 2%u(ty)|| g» < €. The
Cauchy criterion is satisfied. Hence scattering.

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [4]

The proof relies upon a Morawetz type estimate that we prove in the next sub-
section:

Lemma 5. “ Morawetz type estimate” Let u be an H*— solution of {) on a
compact interval I. Let A > 1. Then

(54) Jihyeains Hupl qp gt < BA|I|E
with
(55) Flu,a)ta) = [y 575 (g0() + 59 (5)) ds

We prove now Proposition @] following closely an argument in [10].

We divide the interval J = [t1,%2] into subintervals (J; := [t;,%1+1])1<i<L such
that
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2(nj~22)
(56) ”u” 7;(n+2) 2(n+2) =m
Lt n—2 Lmn72 (Jl)
2(n+22)
(57) HUH TQL; 14+2)  2(n42) §771
Lt n—2 Lmn72 (JL)
with 0 < ¢1 :== 1 (F) <g 1 and 7 = 2(621(75)(1\4) It is enough to find an upper
g 6—n

bound of L that would depend on the energy F and M. In view of (2]) , we may
replace WLOG the “ <" sign with the “ =" sign in (&1).

Notice that the value of this parameter, along with the values of the other param-
eters 72, N3 and n are not chosen randomly: they are the largest ones (modulo
the energy) such that all the constraints appearing throughout the proof are satis-
fied. Indeed, if we consider for example 71, we basically want to minimize Ln;. If
we go throughout the proof without assigning any value to 7; we realize that basi-

cally L < ( n_11> " and therefore Ln; is bounded by a smaller expression as 71 grows.

We first prove that some norms on these intervals J; are bounded by a constant
that depends on the energy.

Result 1. We have

HDUH 2(n+2) 2(n+2) SEl
(58) Lt n L, ™ (Jl)
Proof.
(59)
_ 4
[Dul| 2m+2) 2wz S Du)|l ez + [|1D(Jul*2ug([u)]| 2mr2 2mi2
L, ™ Ly ™ (J) § L," T L, (1)
1 n—2
S EE A lu 2(2n+2) 2(n+2) [Dull 202 2042 g(M)
Lt n—2 LIn—2 (JL) Lt n Lz n (Jl)
Therefore, by a continuity argument™], we conclude that |Dul| 222 20n12) <g
L, ™ L™ (J)

1.
O

Result 2. Let J := [i1,12] C J be such that

2(n+22)
(6()) % < ”u” g(:z+2) 2(n+2) <m
Lt n—2 Lz n—2 (j)
Then
2(7lj22)
(61) Hul,fj| g(n+2) 2(n+2) 2 T
Lt n—2 Lz n—2 (J)
for j € {1,2}.

HLet K C J;. Then (B9) also holds if J; is replaced with K.
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Proof. By Result [l we have

(62)

lu— g, ||L72<;j22) 2n2)

S ID(ulmZug(lu)]| 2msn 202
. Ly (j) ~ L, n+4 zn+4

(J)
SIDul| 2t 2tz Han_;(an) 2(n+2) g(M)
Lt n La: n (J Lt n—2 LG72 (j)
_4
SE HUJH”;(QTLH) 2(n+2) g(M)
g’t n=2op ne ()
n—

<"
Therefore (©1]) holds.

We define the notion of exceptional intervals and the notion of unexceptional
intervals. Let

_ 22
(63) Ny = { C2 (7719 1(M)) { n=3
e (nPg~*(M))* ,n=4
with 0 < ¢2 <g ¢1. An interval J;, = [ti,,t1,+1] of the partition (J;)1<j<r is
exceptional if

2(n+2) 2(n+2)
n—2 n—2
(64) Hul,h” 2(n42)  2(nt2) + Hul,tzH 2(nt2)  2(n+2) > M2
L, n—2 p~n-2 (Ji) L, n—2 a2 (1)

Notice that, in view of the Strichartz estimates (I6), it is easy to find an upper
bound of the cardinal of the exceptional intervals:

(65) card{J; : J;exceptional} <g 772_1

Now we prove that on each unexceptional subintervals .J; there is a ball for which
we have a mass concentration.

Result 3. “Mass Concentration” There exists an x; € R™, two constants 0 <
c<Lp 1l and C>pg 1 such that for each unexceptional interval J; and for t € J;

o ifn=23
(66) Mass (u(t), Bz, Cg® (MIIIE)) = eg= % (M)]1 ]}
e ifn=4

(67) Mass (u(t), Bz, Cg% (ML) = eg™F (M)]1 ]}
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Proof. By time translation invariance ['4 we may assume that £, = 0. By using the
pigeonhole principle and the reflection symmetry (if necessary) [ we may assume
that

|, 2(n+2)

(68) bl g u(t, )| 55 drdt > %

By the pigeonhole principle there exists ¢, such that [(t. —n3)|Ji], t«|Ji]] C [O, %}
(with 73 < 1) and

(%9) S S Lt ) 55 dadt < g
g 12
(70) f]Rn |ul,t1((t* - 773)|Jl| )l n—2 dx S m

Applying Result 2 to (G8) we have

2(n+2)
(71) S ol DAt ) ) 5 dwdt 2

By Duhamel formula we have

(72)

u(ta| ) = el Ay (ty) — g [{TI A=A (u(s) T2 u(s)g ([u(s)))) ds
tolJ s
(t*| ln‘g)w (t ‘J” 12 (fu(s)| 7= u(s)g(lu(s)])) ds

and, composing this equality with e?*=# /DA we get

(73)
eilt—tu| DA (t |Jl|) = t1 _lﬁt* n3)|J1 cilt—=s) (|u(8)|%ug(|u(s)|)) ds
28 Ji 2 S
~iJi ;LM 92 (u(s) [P u(s)g(u(s))) ds
= ULty (t) + v (t) + V2 (t)
We get from a variant of the Strichartz estimates (I6) and the Sobolev inequality

@)

||U2|| 2("+2) 2(n+2)
L, "7 Lo NLED=LLE ([t i), A]])
S ”D(|u|" Zug(|u))l| 2w+ 2mi2)
Lt n—+4 Lmn+4 ([(t*_”ls)‘JLIt ‘Jl‘])

S 1Pull iz 2wy T
(74) Lo ™ ([(te=n3)| 21l t] Ji]]) L2 = LQ"*+22 ([(tx—n3)] T )t | T 1))

(||u||L°°Hk([( —a)l )
(771773)"+2 (M)
<<7712(n+2)

12i ¢ if u is a solution of (@) and to € R then (,2) — u(t — to,z) is also a solution of ().
13if w is a solution of (@) then (t,z) — @(—t, z) is also a solution of ().
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Notice also that 7o < 11 and that .J; is non-exceptional. Therefore ||u;, ¢, || 2nt2) 2nty) <

I ((APARPAN!
2(n+2) 2(n+2)

71 and combining this inequality with (74]) and ([{T)) we conclude that the L, "~* Lg"?
norm of v; on [t.|J;|, |Ji]] is bounded from below:

2(n+22)
(75) ||U1|| 2;7 14+2)  2(nt2) 2771

L, "7 Lo ™72 ([t Tul]Jl])

2(n+2) 2(n+2)

By ([I6]), (73) and (7)) we also have an upper bound of the L, "~* L," > norm of
vy on [t|Ji], 1]

2(n+2)

(76) loill Seris) 2z Sel
L2 Ly ([tel BLIRDNLEe D= LE ([t Tl T ]])

Now we use a lemma that is proved in Subsection 1]

Lemma 6. “ Regularity of vi 7 We have

e —vill 22 <g ||| )Py
(77) L& Ly "2 ([t il 2]
with
° a:% zfn—?) a=1ifn=4

o 3= 25 ifn=3; ﬁ———zfn—él
o y=gB(M)ifn=3;v=g35(M)ifn=4;

Denote by v{,(z) := [ x(y)vi(z + [hly) dy with x a bump function with total
mass equal to one and such that supp(x) € B(0,1). Then
(78)
n—2
075 — vill 20e2 2me2 SAFEF oflh, =il 2

I R ((APANE)) L Il N (AP ANP/T))
<p [B|*| 5P

M ’énﬁ

Therefore if h satisfies |h| := c3|J;|~ with 0 < ¢3 <g 1 then

n—2
(79) WA 2Ant2) 2Ant2) 2
R A (AP ARPAN

Now notice that by the Duhamel formula v (t) = g (¢, —p,)|5,|(t) —u1,t, () and there-

fore, by the Strichartz estimates (I6) and the conservation of energy, ||v1 || 20 SE
L Lat ™= ([te [ L, T01])

1. From that we get [[v{Y || g |J" %= and, by interpolation,

LTI (), i
(80)

v} h” 2Ant2) 2Ant2 < [lof ||£I02Lao(t |J] \Jl\])H 1h|| 2n 2n
L™ ([t ]l 20D L" ((CHPARPAI)

and, in view of ([79))
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_n-2 22
(81) vl Lo Loo qeat )y 2 11~ 3 oy

1
Writing Mass(v(t), B(x,r)) =% (f\y\<1 lo(t, = + ry)|? dy) * we deduce from Cauchy
Schwartz and (BI]) that there exists ; € [t.|J)],|Ji]] and 2; € R™ such that

n—2

b n-2 n
(82) Mass (vi(f), B(zi, |h])) 2|0~ m * |h]3

2—n n n
Therefore, by (26) we see that if R = C5(E)n, * |J;| %5 |n|~% with C3 > 1 then
n—2 n=2 o,
(83) Mass (vi((t. = ng)|1il), B, R)) 2 ||~ my ™ ||
Notice that wu ((tx — n3)|N1]) = wiey, (8« —n3)|J1]) — tv1 ((t« — m3)|Ji|). By Holder
inequality, (63), and (Z0)
)
Mass (ure, (1 — )| A1), Blar, ) S RS 2
(84) ’ |y 20t D)
n-2 n-2 o,
<A h)E
Therefore Mass (u((t. —n3)|Ji|), B(xi, R)) ~ Mass (v1((t« — n3)|Ji|), B(xi, R)). Ap-
plying again (26) we get

n—

n—2
(85) Mass (u(t), Bei, ) 2 [H="F 0, |h?
for ¢t € J;. Putting everything together we get (66]) and (G7).

O

Next we use the radial symmetry to prove that, in fact, there is a mass concen-
tration around the origin.

Result 4. “ Mass concentration around the origin 7 There exists a positive
constant < g 1 (that we still denote by c to avoid too much notation) and a constant
C >pg 1 such that on each unexceptional interval J; we have

”»

e ifn=3

(86) Mass (u(t), BO,Cg' ¥ (M)[I})) > eg™ % ()]}
e ifn=4

(87) Mass (u(t), BO,Cg™ (M)I|H)) > eg™F ()]

Proof. We deal with the case n = 4. The case n = 3 is treated similarly and the
proof is left to the reader.

Let A := Cg® (M) for some C' >p C (Recall that C' is defined in (B7) ). There
are (a priori) two options:
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o |z > §|Jl|% . Then there are at least ——A4,—— rotations of the ball
100Cg738 (M)
B(xz;,Cgs (M)]J;]2) that are disjoint. Now, since the solution is radial, the
mass on each of these balls B; is equal to that of the ball B(z;, Cg's (M)]J;|2).
But then by Holder inequality we have

2n
n—2

(88) @ 7ais,, < lul)] (ca¥anlat)™

2n
L7n—2(B;

2n_
and summing over j we see from the equality ||u(t)||" 2. < E that
L n—2
17 1 ;ﬁ%
A — Ly
—— M)|J, )
(89) 10005]%(M) (Cg ’ ( )2|n l|2
<B(cg¥ o)
must be true. But with the value of A chosen above we see that this
inequality cannot be satisfied if C' is large enough. Therefore this scenario
is impossible.
o || < §|Jl|%. Then by (G7) and the triangle inequality, we see that (87
holds.

O

Remark 3. In order to avoid too much notation we will still write in the sequel C

for C in (87).

Combining the inequality ([87) to the Morawetz type inequality found in Lemma
we can prove that at least one of the intervals J; is large. More precisely

”

Result 5. “One of the intervals J; is large 7 There exists a positive constant
<p 1 (that we still denote by ¢ to avoid too much notation) and | € [1,.., L] such
that

e ifn=3

2860

(90) |Jil = cg™ s (M)]J]
e ifn=4

(91) [Tl = eg (M) )

Proof. Again we shall treat the case n = 4. The case n = 3 is left to the reader.
There are two options:

e J; is unexceptional. Let R := Cg5'(M)|J;|2. By Hélder inequality (in
space), by integration in time we have

2n
n—

w(t,x 2 2n_ 2-3n
(92) I ooy BB dwdt > || Mass2 (u(t), B(0, R)) R
After summation over [ we see, by 87) and (G4) that
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L =
(93) XAl (g Fnla) " (e anlal?)
S ELJJE g% (M)

and after rearranging, we see that

[ Jil2g~ "5 (M) S B

M=

(94)
l

1

e J; is exceptional. In this case by (63]) and

L 1 - 1
(95) lzl |7 SE ! Supi<i<r | 1|
SenytlJIE
|7]

—, we conclude that there exists a
sup; << |12

constant < 1 (still denoted by ¢) and [ € [1, .., L] such that (@I holds.

We use a crucial algorithm due to Bourgain [I] to prove that there are many of
those intervals that concentrate.

L
Therefore, writing > |Jl|% >
=1

O

Result 6. “ Concentration of intervals ” Let

2860

cg~ 2 (M), n = 3
96 =
(96) g { cg= 3 (M), n=4
There exist a time t, K > 0 and intervals J;,, ...., Ji, such that
(97) |Jl1| > 2|Jl2| > 2k71|Jlk|... > 2K71|J1K|,
(98) diSt({v ']lk) < 7771|Jlk|7
and

log (L) |

(99) K Z—iﬂog(%)

Proof. There are several steps
vy Resu ere exists an interval J;, suc at [Ji,| > n|J|. We have
1) By Result [ th ist int 1 Ji, h that |J;,| > n|J|. We h
dist(t,J,,) <|J| <n~ ||, t € J.
emove all the intervals J; suc a 1| =2 ——. By the property ot J;,,
2) R I the intervals J; such that |J,| > il By th ty of Jj,
there are at most 2! intervals satisfying this property and consequently
there are at most 417! remaining connected components resulting from this
removal.
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(3) If L <100n~! then we let K = 1 and we can check that ([@9) is satisfied. If
not: one of these connected components (denoted by K7) contains at least
gL intervals. Let L; be the number of intervals making K;.

(4) Apply (1) again: there exists an interval .J;, such that |J;,| > n|K;| and
dist(t, J;,) < |Ki| < n7tJ,|, t € Ki. Apply (2) again: remove all the
intervals J; such that |J;| > IJ—;‘ By the property of Ji,, there are at
most 27~ ! intervals to be removed and there are at most 4n~! remaining
connected components. Apply (3) again: if L; < 1007~ then we let K =
2 and we can check that ([@J) is satisfied, since K contains at least gL
intervals; if L1 > 100! then one of the connected components (denoted
by K3) contains at least gL, intervals. Let Lo be the number of intervals
making Ks. Then Lo > (2)2 L.

(5) We can iterate this procedure K times until Lx_; < 100n~!. It is not
difficult to see that K satisfies ([@9)), since L1 > (g)Kfl L.

We prove that L < oo, by using Step 7 and the conservation the energy. More
precisely

O

Result 7. “finite bound of L” There exist two constants Cy > 1 and Cy >p 1
such that

e ifn=3
C 5772+(M)
(100) < (g o)
e ifn=4
Cag %+ (M)
(10) L< (G n) ™

Proof. Again we shall prove this result for n = 4. The case n = 3 is left to the
reader. Let Ry, := Cg®53(M)|J;,|2. By Result Bl we have

(102) Mass (u(t)7B(‘rlk7le)) > CQ_%(M)lJllJ%

for all t € J;,. Even if it means redefining C [[] then we see, by (26]) and (@8) that
(I02) holds for ¢ = ¢ with ¢ substituted for <. On the other hand we see that by

c.
@3) that [

K
> lu(t,z)|?dz < (5% + 557 + 55 ) ER?
(103) ) B(xz; ,,Ry) 2 2 2 k
k'=k+N k k - L ER2
— 9N-1 I
14

i.e making it larger than its original value modulo a multiplication by some power of
max (1, E)
K
5Notation: 3 a, =0,if k+N>K
K =k+N
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2

Now we let N = C’ log (g(M)) with C' > 1 s0 that grik < Lc2g=% (M)|J, |. By
([@I02) we have

(t,2)|? dx

K

) lu(t,z)?de <
k'=k+N

1
= U
L Ry 2 fB(mlk,le) |

Therefore

Y%

u(t, z)|? dx L u(t, z)|? dz
B(mlk*le)/UkK/:k+NB(mlk/*le/) | (7 )l 2[B(wlk,le)| (7 )l

(105) o
= |

Y%

and by Holder inequality, there exists a positive constant < g 1 (that we still denote
by ¢) such that

— 2n 8024
u(t,z)|»2dx >cqg 3 (M
(106) fB(zlk’le)/UkKl:k+N B(a:lkl,le,) | ( ’ )| =< ( )

and after summation over k, we

(107) Keg="3 (M) S E
K 2n
since kz::1 XB(””lk’leV“kK/:HNB(ILk, S N and |Ju(t)] T S E. Rearranging we

see from (@) that there exist two constants C; > 1 and Cy >g 1 such that

(108) L <(C M(M CQIOg(g(M))g%(M)
= 1g 3 )

We see that (0T holds.

This is the final step. Recall that there are L intervals J; and that on each
2(n+2)
of these intervals we have |lul| 5.7 . 212 = n1. Therefore, there are two
Lt n—2 Lz n—2 (J)

constants >p 1 (that we denote by Cy and Cs3) such that ([28) holds.

O

4.1. Proof of Lemma [6l In this subsection we prove Lemma [l There are two
cases

en=3
By the fundamental theorem of calculus (and the inequality || Dul[ec 22 (e, |7,], 15 S
E? ) we have

1
(109) lun — ullpsorz ey < £2|A]

o=

Moreover, by Sobolev (and the inequality |ullzers (e, 7)) S £ ) we

have
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(110) = wll Lo ety < o
Therefore, by interpolation of (I09) and (IIQ), we get

(111) lun = ull e s (en i < E3|R[2

Now, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, the inequality |z|g (|z]) <

g(|z|), @3) and ([20) we have

(112)
_4 _4 n—2
()= u(s)g(ful)]) = un() 72 un(s)g(fun(s)D et S lunls) = uls)llzs [uls)g = (fu(s)) L
llg™ (Ju(s)Dll e
Se g (M)[h]2
and, by the dispersive inequality (I3)) we conclude that
—3| -1 n=2 1
(113) lvin —villpsoLoo (g SE M3 21Dl 72g 7 (M)|h|2
Interpolating this inequality with
(114)
i = vlle e ettt = N —ns)iatn = e n = @ —no) 0] = we) | Ls e nliam
< B
we get (7).
e n = 4 By the fundamental theorem of calculus we have
11 lvip —vil] 2t SIDvill 2maa |
(115) LELy ™2 ([t 1l T0l]) LL, "2 [tu] Ji],| i)
But, by interpolation
(116)
2 _ _n_
Dot 22 S Dol E e oy, o P02 2
Lol "2 ([te| il D) tim 1 5 A (PR ARPA))
Se |Dul|"
L Ly~ ([t [T )
So it suffices to estimate || Dv1 || 20 . By 0), @3)) and Result
Lo Ly~ ([t 51,1151
[ we have
(117)

4 n—2 s
1D (Jul 7= ug(u]))] S IDullpgepa e, (e —na) 1 lug = (lul)| "7

2n 2n
Lo Lyt ([t (te—n3) |11 ]]) LOLy ™2 [ta,(ta—n3) | 1]

n—2
977 (lull oo e o, 0o —ma) 1))

<p g (M)

and by combining (II7) with the dispersive inequality (I3]) we have
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(118)
[2ZA S| D =92 (fu(s) 72 u(s)g(|u(s)])]| 2a. ds
L L ™" ([t il 171D ! L3~ L ([te| ], 7]
to— J _4
ST A D (u(s) TR u(s)g(u(s)]) 2 ds
L L= ([t ], T21])

S g (M)ny )
We conclude from ([[16) and (II8) that (T7) holds.
4.2. Proof of Lemma Bl By () we have [

(119)

0SS (Opuu) =N [|u|ﬁag(|u|)8ku — Bk(|u|ﬁug(|u|))] + R (A(Opu)t — Audgu)
Moreover
(120) L A(Jul?) = 20;R(Opudju) — R(Opult) + R(uAdyu)

Therefore, adding (IT9) and (I20) leads to

(121)
DS (Orum) = ~20,R(Dudyu) + F0RA(ul?) + R [u] 72 ag(ul)Ohu — Ouful > ug(ful))m

It remains to understand R [|u|ﬁﬂg(|u|)8ku - Bk(|u|ﬁug(|u|))ﬂ} We write

(122) R |lul == ag(ju)Opu — O (jul == ug(lul))a] = A1 + Az
with

(123) A= R [|u|ﬁag(|u|)aku}

and

(124) Ay i= =R (Ok(Jul == ug(|ul))u)

We are interested in finding a function F; : C x C — C, continuouly differentiable
such that Fy(z,z) = Fi(z,2), F1(0,0) = 0 and A; = O Fi(u,u). Notice that the
first condition implies in particular that 9; Fy(z,Z) = 0, F1(z, Z). Therefore we get,
after computation

a4
azFl(Z,Z) = w
0:F1(z,z2) = m

and by the fundamental theorem of calculus, if such a function exists, then

(125)

16Throughout this subsection, all the computations are done for smooth solutions. Then (4]
holds for an H¥— solution by a standard approximation argument with smooth solutions.
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Fi(z,z) = fo F1 (tz,tz) - (z,z)dt
(126) =2 fo 0. F1 (tz,tz)z dt
= Jo ltzl7= =g (t]2]) dt

and, after a change of variable, we get

(127) Fi(z,2) = [l o5 g(t) dt

Conversely it is not difficult to see that Fy satlsﬁes all the required conditions.
We turn now to As. We can write

(128) Az = Az + Az

with

(129) gy 1= =R (9u(|ul 7= ug(|ul))udyu)
and

(130) sz 1= =R (Da(lul =2 ug(|ul))udku)

Again we search for a function F»; : C x C — C and continuously differentiable
such that F51(z,2) = F51(z,2) and Az 1 = Ok Fa1(u, ). By identification we have

B MﬁZ(( +1)g(21)+2 e 2IE \)

(131) 0:Foa(2,2) =—— 2
Mmz(( +1)g(l2l)+2 "= 2NE \)
85F211(Z,2) = — 3

and by the fundamental theorem of calculus

Fy1(z,2) = fol Fz,)l(tz,ti) (z,2)dt
(132) — [L 2R (0. Faa(t2,12)2) dt

= — [ |tz <(% +1) glltz1) + M) t)2]2 dt

and, after a change of variable, we get

(133) Paaler2) == 57 (1) o)+ 52 ) a

Again, we can easily check that F5; satisfies all the required conditions. By using
a similar process we can prove that

(134) Az = Okl 2(u, )
with

(135) Fya(z3) = tm(ﬁw@+%¥)“
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Therefore we get the local momentum conservation identity

(136) 0,3 (Opuit) = —20,R(Oudyu) + LoA(|ul?) — i (F(u,a))

with F(u,@) defined in (B55). This identity has a similar structure to the local
momentum conservation that for a solution v of the energy-critical Schrodinger
equation

(137) 03 (Opvt) = —20;R(05v0;0) + LA (|v]?) + O (—%|u|n%)

With this in mind, we multiply (I36) by an appropriate spatial cutoff, in the

same spirit as Bourgain [I] and Grillakis [B], to prove a Morawetz-type estimate.

We follow closely an argument of Tao [I0]: we introduce the weight a(z) :=
1

AlllZ All|Z

2\ 2
(62 + (Lh) X (%—) where X is a smooth function,radial such that x(|z|) =

1 for |z| <1 and x(|z|) = 0 for |z| > 2. We give here the details since this equation,
unlike the energy-critical Schrodinger equation, has no scaling property. Notice that
a is convex on |z| < A|I|2 since it is a composition of two convex functions. We
multiply ([I38) by dra and we integrate by parts

(138)

O Jon OpaS(Opun) =2 [y, 0;05aR(Okudu) — 3 [on A(Aa)|ul?dx + [, AaF(u,@)(t,z) do

A computation shows that for 0 < |z| < A|I|2

_1 _3
(139) Aa = -n=t (e N\ C L& (o s :
(Al1]2)2 (Al1]%)2 (Al1]2)>2 (Al1]%)2
and
(140)
2 -3 2 2 -3 4
AAa =00 (2 Bl 4oy (2 bl 4 _1set
(Al1]2)4 (Al1]7)2 (A]1]2)4 (Al1]2)2 (Al1]2)*
Moreover we have |—A(Aa)] < —2L—, [Aal < L d 10;0kal <
(Al1]2)4 (Al1]2)2 A\I\z)?

for A|I|z < |z| < 24|I|2 and |9a| < |z| < 2A|I|2. Therefore by the

previous estimates, 20), @3) and the inequality |z|g (Jz]) < g(|z|) we get, after
integrating on I x R™ and letting € go to zero

(141)

(*

Flua)(tr) gr g — C(A|I13)2E|I| — C(AI|3)~*E(A|I|?)2|I] < E

1
it et T
for some constant C' > 1. After rearranging we get (54)).

5. APPENDIX A
We shall prove the following Leibnitz rule:

2\
(Al1]2)2

[V
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Proposition 7. “A fractional Leibnitz rule” Let 0 < o < 1, k and [ be
integers such that k > 2 and B >k —1, (r,r2) € (1,00)2, (r1,73) € (1,00]? be such
that % = % + % + % Let F: Rt — R be a C*- function and let G := R? — R?
be a C*- function such that

(142)
Fil(@) =0 (E2), e [0,1]: |F (Ire + (1= )yl?)| S [F ()| + [F(yP)]

and

(143) G, ) = O(Ja] "+

for 0 <i < k. Then

(149) DG DFAP e S M 1D s | E (2 s

Here F1 and Gl denote the i*"- derivatives of F and G respectively.

More generally, let F : Rt — R be a C* function. Substitute F with F on the
right-hand side of the equality of (I{3), in the inequality of (IZ3), and on the right-
hand side of [I74). With these substitutions made, if F, F, and G satisfy (173)
and ([I73), then F and G satisfy (144).

Proof. The proof relies upon an induction process, the usual product rule for frac-
tional derivatives

(145) 1D (fg)llze S ND* fllzallglizae + [1fllLes | D g Las

and the usual Leibnitz rule for fractional derivatives :

(146) 1D H (s S VHS) Lo [|D f e

if H is C' and it satisfies 7 € [0,1] : |H (rz+ (1—7)y )‘ H(zx) + H(y), 0 <
a1 < 00,0 < as <1, (q,qu) € (1,00)% g3 € (1,00]7 (ql,qg) € (1 oo) x (1, 00] in
@E), (q1,92) € (1,00] x (1,00) in ([[G), ; = -~ + .-, and ; = -~ + - (see e.g.
Christ-Weinstein [3], Taylor [8] and references in [8]) [[1. Moreover we shall use

interpolation and the properties of F' to control the intermediate terms.
Let k£ = 2. Then

(147) )
D21+ (G HEA)

~ [ DVI(G(S, ) 1P, -
< ||D*(9- G(f, VI ) | +[[D(0:G(f, HVFF (%))
+ o (£ s r (rvs) s )|
S AL+ A+ A
We estimate A;. As is estimated in a similar fashion. By ([[45]), (I46]) and the
assumption (42l

Lr

17Notice that in [3], they add the restriction 0 < a1 < 1. It is not difficult to see that this
restriction is not necessary: see Taylor [§] for example
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(148) )
A S IIDl“(azG(f, DEAFPDIzraIDfllzrs + (10 G(f, DESP) e[ DD f|[ o
SIAEE I EAS P s 1D fllrs [Dfllrs + 1A IDEDF Fll e [ F(1F2)] s

with 2 =L 42 1Ll 1Bl 11 1164 8andg =

rs? r ro? Ty r1 rg’ T5
1

T1o- Notice that these relatlons imply that Tls = fi + 1rfl. Now, by complex

interpolation, we have

(149) ID*fllors S NP I DEDFef|
and
(150) IDfllers S AI D@D f| 3,

Plugging (I49) and ([I50) into (I48) we get (I44]).

We estimate As.

(151)

o 5fe{ff}HDa( (777G (7, ))Hm IDfllzrs + 1D fll s
S Asq+ Az

F'(f2)fG(1. f)

Lre

Using the assumption ' (j2[2) = O (£ ) weget 43> < /115 1D 72 | F (1) s
Moreover, by ([I4d), the assumptions on F and G, (I49) and ([I50) we get

(15 Asx S IEFPBISP o 1D s 1D
S A I e (IF QS zrs
with L —|— — = =. The more general statement follows exactly the same steps and

T4
its proof is left to the reader.

Now let us assume that the result is true for k. Let us prove that it is also true for
k+ 1. By ([I45) we have

(153) . .
IDEFG S DEA PN ~ IDMI V(G DE(S )]l o
SIPF 0.6 HVIFS Pl + 1 DE 2 20:G(f, VI (1)l

+HDk—1+a [G( DE(F1) (2R (FV]) }H
S A+ A+ Ay

We estimate A} and A;. A, is estimated in a similar fashion as A’ By ([45), (IZ0)
and the assumption |9, G(f, f)| < |f|® we have

(154) i i
Ap SIDF fllLeall0:G(f, HF (S| Lre + DM (0.GO DESP)IL IS
SUANE [DEAD=R L e [F(|f12)]] s + ATy
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with 7, r5 such that - o L+ Ti, =1 Ti, =14 —|— % and 0, = . Notice that, since

r?
we assumed that the result is true for k we get after checkmg that 0,G satisfies
the right assumptions

(155)  |D* @G DFSP)I L, S AN IR f L IE )]s

with r,g such that Ti, = ﬂr—_ll + Ti/ + % Notice also that, by complex interpolation
4 8
1-0, _ 0,
(156) DA o S Il IDED= e f
and
0, _ -0,
(157) [ DF= e f S | DEFD=tke f 7

LTs

Combining (I55), (I50) and (IE7) we have

(158) A SN DR e |2 s
Plugging this bound into (I54]) we get the required bound for A,l,l'

We turn to A/3. Let F(x) = aF (x). From the induction assumption applied to
F we get

(159)
4 s % |perelew nEapi| L 100,
fe{ff}
SUFIEHDE 52 g IE QR s ID Sy + 1D f e L F 1 I F Q)

SNANE A ID*4 fll ez [ E (12 s

Again the more general statement follows exactly the same steps and its proof is
left to the reader.

DAy + 1D e |G, E (117)] 2o

O

6. APPENDIX B
We shall prove the following proposition:

2(n+2)
Let J be an interval. Letk > %. Let Qi(J, u) := ||u||Ltoogk(J)+||Du||L2<nn+2> et (J)-!—
t T

Proposition 8. Let A € N* and (Q, R) be such that (%, %) = ((’\_1)("_2) + 2(n+2)> (1,1).

| D* u|| 2n4) 2y . Let (k) be defined as follows: if & < k< 242 then
Lo (J)

(k) = k and if k > "2 then (k) := 22— There exists C > 0 such that

n

(160)

||Dku9|u| HLQLR(J) N||U| 2<n+2> 2n+2) Qk(JaU)<Q§+(J7U)>C
L,"7% L,"72% (J)

( (Qk(JU)) (Qury (J,u)) + (Qp_1 (J, )>C‘>.
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The same estimate holds if u is replaced with u™u*? with (A1, A\2) € N? such that
M+ =\, orif g(|u]) is replaced with § (Ju?)u* @™ with (A3, \s) € N? such that
Az + A =2 and g(z) := log°log (10 + z).

Proof. Let k = m 4+ o with 0 < a < 1 and m integer. Then by the product rule
(see proof in Appendix A) and the Sobolev embedding (IH) we have

(161)

A—
Y T e WA (T By
Ly L;:?'(") Lt " Lm " ( L_an (J)

HDA (] sz son Tl hip wen

el

Let RHS’ be the right-hand side of (I80) multiplied by [|u||*; 2(n+2) smizy - We
L n—2 L “n—2 (J)
have

IDFg(uD)]| swn s S X D% (g(ul) | en stwsn
Ly ™ Le ™ (J) YEN™: |y|=m L, ™ Ly ™ (J)

Let X := 07 (g (|u|)) Expanding we see that X is a finite sum of terms of the form
X' = 89G(|ul?) Xy X, ... X,, with

X, = (9Prru)0er .. (O%pau) e (%) . (OPrad)Ora

Here p € {0,1,...,m}, (0p.,0p.;) € N* x N* § € N*, and (0,,,,0,;) € N x N are
such that |6, ;| = [6,.;| = p and 3 10; = m with 6] := Z 01 + Z 0.5
=1

We prove the following claim:

Claim:
(1) 0/, €4{0,1}, and if 0/, =1 then 0, _; =...=0;, =0.
(2) Let I € {1,....m —1}. If 0, = ... = 9;@_“_1) =0 and 0, _, # 0 then

m—I
> 9; <l+1
j=1
The proof of the first statement is left to the reader. Clearly ¢/ , < ml <Il+1.

mf(lJrl)
Hence ¢, ;, = q with ¢ € {1,...,{ +1}. From (m —l)g+ >  j0; < m we get

m—(1+1)
>, 0, <lg—m(q—1) <Il+1—q., which implies that the estimate of the second
j=1

claim holds.
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The following elementary estimates hold:
((n=4andl>2)or(n=3andl>1)) and1 <d<l+landl<m<m-land0<a <«
(n,)=(4andl1<d<2andl<m<m-2and0<a<a):

||Dm+dU|| 28(n+2) 28(n+2) SH’UJH 28(nt2) _, 1 2(n+2)8 5
L n L n (J) L n H ‘(n42)6— 2(J)

t x t

(m=4andl€{0,1}) or (n=3and!=0)) andl1<i<Il+landl<m<m-—land0<a

D™ 25(nt2) 25042 Sllull zsmaz -k, 220
L, ™ Ly " (J) Ly om HT s 2(J)

t x t

[>2and1<d<[+2and0<m<m-—1:

1 _2(nt+2)8 5
T (nt2)5-2 ()

||Dm’u|| 28(n+2) 28(n+2) SHUH 26(n+2)
Lt n Lz n (J) Lt n H

a<a< (at)t: [DYPorull e poo gy S 1DV Pullpgerz (),
— 4 o > 0, 1 S m S m—1: ||Dmu|| 4(nt2) A(n+2) 5 ||u|| 4(n+2) g, 4(n+2) and

n=s: L, " L, "™ (J) L, = V-2 (g)

a>0: [|[D™ul| 2mi2) 242 Slull 2oz n

|| HL% L%JF(J) || ||Lt2#ﬁk’2£ n+2) % )
<

DUl ey Sl s s and

n=3: 0 <a< (at)+: m>1: [[DYPorullpgepee () S ”Dw((k]:)uHLf"Lg(J)
- =1: ||DQP21U||L50L2*(J) < ||pY UHL?"Lg(J)

There exists 1 > 6 > 0[] such that

>0, 0e{l,.,l14+2}: ull 202, 21 S ull? sman
i L, » A mEn-z(g) L, "
0<a<l: |D*Paulperen S lDullperz )

Hkl’Q(n+2)( || ||Loon’

|D*(g(|ul)|| 20n+2 24z is bounded by a finite sum of terms of the form [
Ly ™ Ly ™ (J)

Y, = IIUII Pt

LQOLTO qp 1Lp I(J)

||DPu|| qurp )||Doz+ u||LquFP(J)

0!

| DPHly |LZ’:1+1LQP+1(J) ||\ D™= lu|| qm Lprm- L(J)||30§(|U|2)||L3’L;’(J)7
- no =g it d %y 5t
(withp € {0,..,m=1}, >3 ZZ+L—+T 45 =550, an Z +2—+
) ) . JZO:J;ép Jj= 0]7517
- + 4= ICEs)] ), and of the form
s 9’ 0771 g~
Y = ||U||LO:?“LT° D7 : HL"ml "ot HDQ&GQ(WP)‘ LY Ly (J)

181n the sequel HFP .= D[P D-kLP

I the sequel we allow the value of 6 to change from one line to the other one. Here
P/<1\f/(§_t: d(E) f (&) wiﬂa bump function equal to one for || < 1 and supported on [§] < 2
and P>1f(§) := f(§) — P<1f(§).

OIn the sequel if some terms do not make sense we do not take them into account. Example:
if p = 0 then one should not take into account the term where DP—! appears. Also if 0;- = 0 for

some j € {0,..,m — [} then we ignore all the terms where j appears.
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m—1l . l/

(with Eoe—j—i—i: (n+2)andz J—i—r,—m)HerelE{O m — 1} and

We first estimate Y),.
Assume that p # 0.

Then with g =19 =occand g; =1, =G, =T = 2("+2 Z 0% for j # 0 we see from
elementary estimates of the derlvatlves of g, the above clalm the above estimates,
and elementary consequences of Z 10; = m that Y,, is bounded by RHS'.

=1
Assume that p = 0.

We first consider the case where (n,l) # (3,0), (n,1) # (3,1), (n,l) # (4,0), and
(n,l) # (4,1). Letting go =19 =00 and o =79 = q; =1} = 2("+2 (Z 0, + 1)

for j # 0 we see that Y, is bounded by RHS'.
We then consider the other cases. By decompos1t10n one has to estimate

0—1
Zio 5= ol 1D Pl g1 zanzml 105 (1l g e,
and Zpi i= [0l 70 ) 1D Pl pgo oo oy D™ 0l T3t e 10731?)

Assume that (n,l) = (3 0). Letting (qo,70) = (Go,70) ; (oo o0) and Gn, = 1oy =
M we see that Z;, is bounded by RHS' . Letting qo = Go = 10 = 00, 79 = 6—

if m =1 (resp. 7o = o0 if m > 1), ¢ = @, and r,, = %—i—ifm:l
(resp. 1y = @ if m > 1), we see that Zy; is bounded by RHS’. Assume that
(n,l) = (4,0). Zj, is bounded by RHS’, by assigning the same values to the expo-

nents as for the case (n,l) = (3,0). Let (go,70) = (00,00). If & > 0 (resp. a = 0)
let (go, 7o) = (00, 00—) (resp. (o, 7o) = (00,00)) and (¢m, rm) = (@, @4—)

(resp. (M, M)) this implies that Z; is bounded by RHS’. Assume now

n n

that (n,l) = (3,1) or (4,1). Consider the subcase (61, ..., 0, 0._1)=1(0,..,0,2)

9 Ym—2rYm—1

(vesp. (01,...,00, 5,0, 1) = (1,...,0,1) ). Letting ry,—1 = % (resp. T =

Tl = %), (qo, 7o) = (00,00), we see that Zj, is bounded by RHS’. Con-
sider the subcase (61, ...,0,,_5,0,,_1) = (0,...,0,2). If (n,1) = (4,1) and o > 0
(resp. « = 0) let (gm-1,"m-1) = (@,@—i—) and (qo,7) = (00, 00—)
(resp.(qm,l,rm,l): (@@) and(qo,fo):(oo,oo)). It (n,0) = (3,1)

let (¢m-1,"m-1) = @(1,1) and (Go,79) = (00,00). This implies that Z; is
bounded by RHS’. Now consider the subcase (6},...,0., 5,0, 1) = (1,...,0,1):
this subcase is treated similarly, except that we assign the same value of 7,1

(resp. gm-—1) of the previous subcase to that of the variable ry (resp. ¢1).

We then estimate Y.

Writing f = P<if 4+ P>1f, we see that given p > 1, [|[D*f|[zo@n) < [[flzr@n) +
1 Ly o [l sy S 1l -+ DO oy Hero Bt (R™) is the
standard homogeneous Besov space. Elementary estimates show that 109G (|u|?)(z+
B) — 093 (1ul2) () Loy S 16+ B) — 0(@)l| o ary (@ + (J, ) for some constant

HLZ/L;'(J)'
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C > 0. Hence from the characterization of the Besov norm by the modulus of con-
tinuity, we see that ||Da89§(|u|2)||Lp(Rn) < ||89§(|u|2)||Lp(Rn) + ||D(a+)+u||Lp(Rn).
Hence one has to estimate

’

V= IIU||quLro D"l i 1075l g g g and

Y, = ||u||Lq0LT0(J) JID™ | zlmlLL:m*l(J)||D(a+)+u||Lg/L;l(J)- We write Yy =
Ya.10 4+ Yo pi with

Yoo = ||u||quLm D7t pimti gt p 1D Paull py o 5y and Yoni =
HuHL‘“’Lm(J) D™ lu” 7‘?’“1 "Lyl () I OhL)JFP>1UHL‘1’L;'(J)'

We first consider the case when (n 1) # (3,0), (n,1) # (3,1), (n,1) # (4,0),
and (n,l) # (4,1). We can estimate Y; by RHS’, assigning the same values for
40,T05+--sqm—1, Tm—1 (resp. ¢',r") as those for the same exponents (resp. go, 7o) when
we estimated Yy. We can estimate Y2 lo (resp Y, ni) by RHS’, assigning the same
values for qo, 70,.--@m—1, "m—1 (resp. q,r ) as those for the same exponents (resp.
do, o) when we estimated Z, (resp. Zp;, with o > 0). We then consider the other
cases. We can estimate }72le and Y, (resp. }727;”- ) by RHS’, assigning the same
values for qo, 70,-++y, @m—1, "m—1 (resp. ¢’, r’) as those for the same exponents (resp.
do, To) when we estimate Zj, (resp. Zp;).

A straightforward modification of the proof shows that ([IG0) holds if u* is re-
placed with u*14*2 with (A1, A2) € N? such that A\; + \g = \.
If we replace g(|u|) with §'(Ju|?)u*3@+, then (I6) also holds by replacing in the

proof 8% (|ul?) with 8711 §(Ju|?)ur*u**, taking into account that H8§+1§(|u|2)u’\aﬁ>‘b <

~

L7 (R™)
[7aum) ], ., amd D7 (27 auizyrea )| S 107 g w2 e ey +

HD at) T Lr(En) ( Here 7 € [1,00] and (Aa, \p) € N? such that A, + Ay = 2). The
proof is left to the reader.

O

7. APPENDIX C
We shall prove the following proposition:

Proposition 9. Let u be a solution of (1) with data uy € H* k> 5. Assume that

w exists globally in time and that ||ul| 22 2012 < 00. Then Q(R,u) < co.
Lt n—2 La: n—2 (R)

Proof. By symmetry we may WLOG restrict ourselves to RT.

First assume that 2£2 > k > Z. Repeating the same steps from ‘J := [0,a] just
below {R) to (@) included and replacing ‘[0,7"]’ (resp. ‘LHS of @S8) =’) with
‘R (resp. ‘oo >") we get Q(RT,u) < oo.

Now assume that k& > Z—J_rg In View of the previous paragraph it is sufficient to
show that if for all 1 < j < k — 1 Q;(R",u) < oo, then QR",u) < co. Let

J :=[0,a] be an interval. By (L6, (Im) Proposition [[l and Proposition[8 we get

Q(J,u) < lluoll g + Q(J,w)|Jull ™52 sz) 2tz 9(Q( )
L," 2 L," 2 (J)



32

TRISTAN ROY

Again repeating the same steps from ‘J := [0, a]’ just below &) to @) included,

n+2

and taking into account the replacements that were pointed out for the case -5 >
k> %, we get QR u) < oco.

(1]
(2]

[9]

O
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