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SCATTERING THEORY IN WEIGHTED [L? SPACE FOR A CLASS OF THE
DEFOCUSING INHOMOGENEOUS NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION

VAN DUONG DINH

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the following inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger equation
(INLS)
0w+ Au + plz| blu|*u =0, (t,z) € R x R?

with b,a > 0. First, we revisit the local well-posedness in H'!(R?) for (INLS) of Guzmén [Nonlinear
Anal. Real World Appl. 37 (2017), 249-286] and give an improvement of this result in the two and three
spatial dimensional cases. Second, we study the decay of global solutions for the defocusing (INLS), i.e
pw = —1 when 0 < a < a* where a* = 4d_722b for d > 3, and a* = oo for d = 1,2 by assuming that the
initial data belongs to the weighted L? space ¥ = {u € H*(R?) : |zJu € L?(R?)}. Finally, we combine
the local theory and the decaying property to show the scattering in X for the defocusing (INLS) in the

case ax < a < o*, where a, = 4_T

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the most important equations in nonlinear optics is the nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS).
It models the propagation of intense laser beams in a homogeneous bulk medium with a Kerr nonlinearity.
It is well-known that NLS governed the beam propagation in a homogeneous bulk media cannot support
stable high-power propagation. It was suggested at the end of the last century that stable high-power
propagation can be obtained in plasma by sending a preliminary laser beam that creates a channel with
a reduced electron density, and thus reduces the nonlinear inside the channel (see e.g. [20,23]). In this
physical model, the beam propagation can be described by the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger
equation of the form

i0pu + Au+ V(z)|u|u =0, (t,z) € R x RY, (1.1)

where u is the electric field in laser and optics, @ > 0 is the power of nonlinear interaction, and the
potential V(x) is proportional to the electron density. In [31], Towers and Malomed observed by means
of variational approximation and direct simulations that for a certain type of nonlinear medium, (1.1)
gives rise to completely stable beams.

When the potential V' is constant, (1.1) becomes the standard nonlinear Schrédinger equation which
has been studied extensively in the past decades (see e.g. [4,29]).

When the potential V' is a non-constant bounded function, Merle [27] showed the existence and nonexis-
tence of minimal blow-up solutions to (1.1) with a = % and V3 < V(x) < Vo, where V] and V; are positive
constants. Later, Raphaél and Szeftel [28] extended the work of Merle [27] and established sufficient con-
ditions for the existence, uniqueness, and charaterization of minimial blow-up solutions to the equation.
Fibich and Wang [15] and Liu and Wang [24] investigated the stability and instability of solitary waves
for (1.1) with & > 2 and V(z) = V(ez), where € > 0 is a small parameter and V € C*(R?) N L>(R?).

When the potential V' is unbounded, the problem becomes more involved. The case V (z) = |z|*,b > 0
was studied in several works. Chen and Guo [7] and Chen [6] proved sharp criteria for the global existence
and blow-up. Zhu [36] studied the existence and dynamical properties of blow-up solutions. When V'
behaves like |z|~° with b > 0, Bouard and Fukuizumi [2] studied the stability of standing waves for (1.1)
with o < 4%‘121’. Fukuizumi and Ohta [16] established the instability of standing waves for (1.1) with
o> 4= 2b

In th1s paper, we consider the following type of inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger equations

i0pu + Au + plz| = u|u 0, (t,x) €RxRY,
“|t:0 Uo,

(INLS)

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35P25, 35Q55.
Key words and phrases. Inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrodinger equation; Local well-posedness; Decay solutions; Virial
identity; Scattering; Weighted L2 space.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.01392v2

2 V. D. DINH

where u : R x R — C,ug : R - C, p=+1, « >0, and b > 0. The terms = 1 and = —1 correspond
to the focusing and defocusing cases respectively. This equation plays an important role as a limiting
equation in the analysis of (1.1) with V(z) ~ |2|7 as |z| — oo (see e.g. [17-19]).

Before reviewing known results for (INLS), we recall some facts for this equation. First, we note that
(INLS) is invariant under the scaling

ux(t,z) = )\%bu()\Qt, Az), A>0.

An easy computation shows

2-b
Nt

_d
[exO)l g~ (ay = 2 [luoll g+ ety

Thus, the critical Sobolev exponent is given by

d 2-b

= - — ——. 1.2
Yo =g — (1.2)

Moreover, (INLS) has the following conserved quantities:
M (u(t)) = [[u(t)l|72@a) = M (uo), (1.3)

1
E(u(t)) := 5lIVu()|Z2@e) — pG() = E(uo), (1.4)
where
1 —b
t) = t,z)|* " dx. 1.

Glt) = 5 [ el e )"+ (1.5

The well-posedness for (INLS) in H!(R?) was firstly studied by Genoud and Stuart in [17, Appendix]
(see also [19]). The proof is based on the abstract theory developed by Cazenave [4] which does not use
Strichartz estimates. More precisely, the authors showed that the focusing (INLS) with 0 < b < min{2, d}
is well posed in H!(R%):

e Jocally if 0 < a < a*,
e globally for any initial data if 0 < o < ay,
e globally for small initial data if a, < a < ™.

Here a, and o* are defined by

(1.6)

oy = ————, o =

=2 ifd > 3,
oo ifd=1,2.

In the case o = o, (L2-critical), Genoud in [18] showed that the focusing (INLS) with 0 < b < min{2, d}
is globally well-posed in H!(R?) assuming uo € H'(R?) and

[uollL2@ey < QI L2(ma),

where @ is the unique nonnegative, radially symmetric, decreasing solution of the ground state equation
_ 4-2b
AQ-Q+z[7lQI @ =0. (17)
Also, Combet and Genoud in [8] established the classification of minimal mass blow-up solutions for the
focusing L2-critical (INLS).
In the case a, < a < o, Farah in [12] showed that the focusing (INLS) with 0 < b < min{2,d} is
globally well-posedness in H!(R?) assuming ug € H'(R?) and

B(uo) M (uo)' ™7 < E(Q)*M(Q)' 7, (1.8)
c 1- c c 1- c
190l ey ol 27, < 19 Q1 e 1QU L35 (1.9)
where @ is the unique nonnegative, radially symmetric, decreasing solution of the ground state equation
AQ - Q+la["QI" @ =0. (1.10)

Afterwards, Farah and Guzmén in [13,14] proved that the above global solution is scattering under the
radial condition of the initial data. In [12], Farah also proved that if ug € ¥ satisfies (1.8) and

c 1— c c 1— c
HVUOHZZ(Rd)HUOHLZ&Y]Rd) > ||VQ| ZZ(Rd)HQHLz(VRd)a (1-11)

then the finite time blow-up in H'(R?) must occur. This result was later extended to radial data by
the author in [9]. Note that the existence and uniqueness of nonnegative, radially symmetric, decreasing
solutions to (1.7) and (1.10) were proved by Toland [33] and Yanagida [35] (see also Genoud and Stuart
[17]). Their results hold under the assumption 0 < b < min{2,d} and 0 < a < o*.
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Recently, Guzmadn in [22] used Strichartz estimates and the contraction mapping argument to establish
the well-posedness for (INLS) in Sobolev spaces. More precisely, he showed (among other things) that:
e if 0 < a < a, and 0 < b < min{2,d}, then (INLS) is locally well-posed in L?(R%). Thus, it is
globally well-posed in L?(R¢) by mass conservation.
e if0<a<@&0<b<band max{0,7.} <y < min{%,l} where

=2 ify < & ~ ¢ ifd=1,2
g:=1{ &2 ! T2 and b:=<¢ 3 1 d=1,23, (1.12)
00 if'y:g, 2 ifd>4,

then (INLS) is locally well-posedness in H” (R9).
eifa, <a<a, 0<b< b and Yo <y < min{g, 1}, then (INLS) is globally well-posed in H”(R%)
for small initial data.
In particular, we have the following local well-posedness in the energy space for (INLS).

Theorem 1.1 ([22]). Letd > 2,0 <b < b and 0 < a < o*, where

- 4 ifd=2,3,
' 2 ifd>4.
Then (INLS) is locally well-posed in H'(RY). Moreover, local solutions to (INLS) satisfy u € LI
(=T, T*), WH4(R®)) for any Schrédinger admissible pair (p,q), where (=Ty,T*) is the mazximal time
interval of existence.

Note that the result of Guzman [22] about the local well-posedness for (INLS) in H!(R9) is weaker
than the one of Genoud and Stuart [17]. More precisely, it does not treat the case d = 1, and there is
a restriction on the validity of b when d = 2 or 3. Although the result showed by Genoud and Stuart is
strong, but one does not know whether local solutions to (INLS) belong to LY ((—T%,T*), Wh4(R?)) for
any Schrodinger admissible pair (p, q). This property plays an important role in proving the scattering
for the defocusing (INLS). Our first result is the following local well-posedness in H!(R?) which improves

Guzman’s result on the range of b in the two and three spatial dimensions.

Theorem 1.2. Let

d>4, 0<b<2, O<a<ar,
or
d=3, 0<b<l, O0<a<a,
. 3 6 — 4b
d=3, 1§b<§, 0<Oé<m,
or

d=2, 0<b<l, O<a<a’
Then (INLS) is locally well-posed in H'(RY). Moreover, local solutions to (INLS) satisfy u € LI

(=T, T*), WH4(RY)) for any Schrédinger admissible pair (p,q), where (—T.,T*) is the mazimal time
interval of existence.

We will see in Section 3 that one can not expect a similar result as in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2
holds in the one dimensional case by using Strichartz estimates. Thus the local well-posedness in the
energy space for (INLS) of Genoud and Stuart is the best known result.

Remark 1.1. The methods used to show the local well-posedness in H*(R?) in this paper and in [22] are
not applicable to treat the critical regularity. After the submission of this paper, the author learns that
there are recent papers [25,26] addressing the local well-posedness for (INLS) with critical regularities.
The proofs of these results are based on weighted Strichartz and Sobolev estimates.

The local well-posedness ! of Genoud and Stuart in [17,19] combines with the conservations of mass
and energy immediately give the global well-posedness in H!(R¢) for the defocusing (INLS), i.e. u = —1.
To our knowledge, there are few results concerning long-time dynamics of the defocusing (INLS). Let us
introduce the following weighted space

Y= HY(RY) N LARY, |22 dx) = {u € H'(RY) : |z|u € L*(R)},
equipped with the norm
llulls = [Jull g1 gay + |7ull L2 R4y -

IThe local well-posedness in H!(R?) of Genoud and Stuart is still valid for the defocusing case.
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Our next result concerns with the decay of global solutions to the defocusing (INLS) by assuming the
initial data in X.

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < b < min{2,d}. Let up € ¥ and u € C(R, H'(R?)) be the unique global solution
to the defocusing (INLS). Then the following properties hold:
1. If o € [y, ™), then for every

2<q< L ifd>3,
2<qg<o0  ifd=2, (1.13)
2<qg<oo ifd=1,

there exists C' > 0 such that
()| pagray < Cle|~373), (1.14)

for all t € R\{0}.
2. If a € (0, ), then for every q given in (1.13), there exists C > 0 such that

_d(2btda) (11
lu()llgozay < Ot~ ¢ G73), (1.15)
for all t € R\{0}.

This result extends the well-known result of the classical (i.e. b = 0) nonlinear Schrédinger equation
(see e.g. [4, Theorem 7.3.1] and references cited therein).

We then use this decay and Strichartz estimates to show the scattering for global solutions to the
defocusing (INLS). Due to the singularity of |z| =%, the scattering result does not cover the same range
of exponents b and « as in Theorem 1.2. More precisely, we have the following:

Theorem 1.4. Let
d>4, 0<b<2, ar<a<a’,

or

b
d=3, 0<b<l, < a<3-—2b,

or
d=2, 0<b<l, a,<a<a’.

Let ug € ¥ and u be the unique global solution to the defocusing (INLS). Then there exist unique u(jf ex
such that
. —itA +
Jim_lle™ 2 u(t) = | = 0.

In this theorem, we only consider the case a € [a,*). A similar result in the case a € (0,a*) is
possible, but it is complicated due to the rate of decays in (1.15). We will give some comments about
this case in the end of Section 6.

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is based on a standard argument (see e.g. [4]) using decay estimates of
global solutions given in Theorem 1.3 and nonlinear estimates given in Lemmas 6.1, 6.2, 6.3. Due to the
appearance of the singular term |z|~°, we need more care in showing nonlinear estimates. We refer the
reader to Section 6 for more details.

Remark 1.2. After this paper was submitted to arXiv, there are several works studying the scattering in
the energy space for (INLS), for instance, [10], [3], [11], and [34].

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce some notation and recall Strichartz
estimates for the linear Schrodinger equation. In Section 3, we prove the local well-posedness given in
Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, we derive the virial identity and show the pseudo-conformal conservation law
related to the defocusing (INLS). We will give the proof of Theorem 1.3 in Section 5. Finally, Section 6
is devoted to the scattering result of Theorem 1.4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In the sequel, the notation A < B denotes an estimate of the form A < CB for some constant C' > 0.
The constant C' > 0 may change from line to line.
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2.1. Nonlinearity. Let F(z,2) := |z|7°f(2) with b > 0 and f(z) := |2|*2. The complex derivatives of
f are

2
DS 0f(e) = Slel R

0.1(2) = .

We have for z,w € C,

1) = ) = [ (0100040~ )~ w) + 055w+ 00z )~ )b
Thus,
|F(,2) = F(a,w)] < o[ (|2]* + [w]*)|z — wl. (2.1)
To deal with the singularity |=|~°, we have the following remark.

Remark 2.1 ([22]). Let B = B(0,1) = {z € R? : |z| < 1} and B¢ = R4\ B. Then
- L, d
|| b||L;(B) <oo, if ; > b,

and

_ ood
2™l 1y (gey < 00, if ;<b~

2.2. Strichartz estimates. Let I C R and p,q € [1,00]. We define the mixed norm

g e = (/1 (/Rd |U(t,x)|qd$)§dt)%

with a usual modification when either p or g are infinity. When there is no risk of confusion, we may
write Ly LY instead of LY (I, L%). We also use L}, when p = q.

Definition 2.1. A pair (p,q) is said to be Schrédinger admissible, for short (p,q) € S, if

2 d d
(paq) € [2300]25 (paqad) 7& (250052)3 -+ = 5
p q
We denote for any spacetime slab I x R?,
||u||S(L2,I) = (:;l)lésHuHLf(LLg), ||UHS’(L2,I) = (p};l)f‘es|‘v||L€/(I’Lg/). (22)

We next recall well-known Strichartz estimates for the linear Schrodinger equation. We refer the reader
to [4,29] for more details.

Proposition 2.1. Let u be a solution to the linear Schrodinger equation, namely
u(t) = ePug + /t DA P (s)ds,
0
for some data ug, F'. Then we have
lullsrzr) S lluwollrz + [1Flls/(z2,r)- (2.3)

3. LOCAL EXISTENCE

In this section, we give the proof of the local well-posedness given in Theorem 1.2. To prove this result,
we need the following lemmas which give some estimates of the nonlinearity.

Lemma 3.1 ([22]). Letd >4 and 0 <b<2o0ord=3and0<b<1l. Let 0 < a < o and I =[0,T).
Then there exist 01,02 > 0 such that

Il = fulvllsr(zo,n) S (T% +T%) [Valg e lollswen, (3.1)
IV (al = ulw) e S (T% +T%) [Vl 5 - (3.2)

The proof of this result is given in [22, Lemma 3.4]. For reader’s convenience and later use, we give
some details.
Proof of Lemma 3.1. We bound

2|~ ul*v||s p2,ry < 2~ lul®lls p2em).n + 2] ~°lulvlls (p2(pey,rn =t A1 + As,

IV (| ful )57 z2,ry < IV (2]~ ful®@) s z2emy,ny + IV (2l lul®u)llsz250),0) =2 Bi + Ba.
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On B. By Hoélder inequality and Remark 2.1,

—b —b
A< el ™l oty ot gy S el Dazsmyllled™ol s o
S HUH%;'Ll(LL;l)HUHLfl(I,LZl)

5T91Hqu%fl(LLgl)HUHLfl(I,LZl)a

provided that (p1,q1) € S and

1 1 1 d 1 « 1 1 « 1 « «
_/:_+_a _>ba _:_+_a _/:_+_a 91:___3
q1 4t U1 ga! U1 ni q1 P1 mip  p1 mip 1
and ) ) )
q<d —=——-=.
nt q d

Here the last condition ensures the Sobolev embedding W' (R%) ¢ L™ (R%). We see that condition
% > b implies

d d(a+2) dla+2)
—=d———+a>b o > —2 3.3
- m ! L T (3.3)
Let us choose ( )
dla+2
N=gfa—ptE

for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. By taking € > 0 small enough, we see that q; < d implies d > b+ 2
which is true since we are considering d > 4,0 < b < 2 or d = 3,0 < b < 1. On the other hand, using
0 < a < a* and choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, we see that 2 < ¢; < d2—_d2. It remains to check 6; > 0.
This condition is equivalent to

2
&_gzl_a—i— >0 or p;>a-+2.
my  p1 4!
Since (p1,¢1) € S, the above inequality implies
d d 2 2

< .
2 ¢ ;o oat2
A direct computation shows
dla+2)[4—-2b—(d—2)a]+e(d+a—Db)(4—dla+2)) >0
Since a € (0, a*), we see that 4 — 2b — (d — 2)a > 0. Thus, by taking e > 0 sufficiently small, the above
inequality holds true. Therefore, we have for a sufficiently small value of e,
Ay ST Vul|§ 12 pllullszz.n- (3.4)
We next bound
By < H|z|’bV(|u|O‘u)||S,(L2(B)’I) + H|5E|7b71|U|au||s'(L2(B),1) =: B11 + Bia.
The term By is treated similarly as for A; by using the fractional chain rule. We obtain

Bu ST Vul§l ), (3.5)

provided e > 0 is taken small enough. Using Remark 2.1, we estimate

—b—1 —b—1
Biz < el ulull g, ot g S el s e

o
f(B)) Pl gt )
< ||U||%;"1(17L;11)||U||Lf1(1,L;1)

STV

provided that (p1,q1) € S and

1 1 1 d 1 a+1 1 a 1 « «
_/:_+_a _>b+1a - = ) _/:_+_; 91:___3
q 71 Uv1 it U1 n1 P1 mi1 p1 mi;  p1
and ) ) )
<d, —=——--.
o nt q d
We see that
d d 2 d 2
—:d—M+a+1>b+1 or q1>M

7 q1 d+a—-0b
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The last condition is similar to (3.3). Thus, by choosing ¢; as above, we obtain for € > 0 small enough,

Biz S T Vull§(ts 1y (3.6)

On B¢. Let us choose the following Schrodinger admissible pair
4(a+2) d(a+2)
b2="——"5> 2= —F -
(d-2)a d+

Let mo, no be such that

A direct computation shows

R L R (el Y
ma P2 P2 4
Note that in our consideration, we always have (d — 2)a < 4. Moreover, it is easy to check that
1 1 1
na gz d

It allows us to use the Sobolev embedding W1 (R%) ¢ L"(R%). By Holder inequality with (3.7),

A < [l =" fu|*v] S Ml ~° g ey llful vl

S ||U||%72(1,L;2)||U|\Lf2(1,Lg2)
ST

L7 (1,L% (B9)) LY3(1,L%)
|VU|\%52(LLg2)||UHL§2(1,LZ2)-
We thus get
0
Ay ST Vull§g 2, nlivlise,n-
We now bound
By < |||x|_bV(|u|au)HS/(LQ(BC),I) + H|z|_b_1|u|au||S’(L2(BC),I) =: Ba1 + Baa.
The term Bs; is treated similarly by using the fractional chain rule, and we obtain

Bor S T%|Vu| ¢k ) (3.8)

Finally, we estimate

Bao < [l fulul s, o

QZ(BC)) Q?LQ(LL;Q)HuHsz(I,L;lz)

STRVulS5 e

Note that qi, = atl 4 é. This shows that
2

nz

B22 5 THZHVUHngLlZ,I).

Combining (3.4)—(3), we complete the proof. O
In the three dimensional case, we also have the following extension.

Lemma 3.2. Letd=3. Let 1 <b < % and 0 < a < g;—_‘“{ and I =1[0,T]. Then there exists 61,02 > 0
such that

| ~Plul®ollsrze,ry S (T +T%) (V) wll e pllvllscee s (3.9)
IV (||~ Jul W)l srz2,ry S (T +T%) (V) ull§{7e - (3.10)

Proof. We use the notations A1, As, By1, B12, B21 and Bsy introduced in the proof of Lemma 3.1.
On B. By Holder inequality and Remark 2.1,

A < |||~ ful*vl| o < Wl =Pl Lyr gy ul ol o

(LY () ~ (I,LYY)
S lull g g pmy lollpen Loy
S T01|| (V) U”Lfl(I,Lgl)||U||Lf1(1,Lgl),
provided that (p1,¢41) € S and
1 1 1 3 1 «@ 1 1 «@ 1 a a
—=—+— —>b —=—4+— —=—+— O=—-—

! ) / )
q1 st U1 st U1 ni q1 D1 mi P1 mi P1
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and )
¢1>3, ni€(gq,00) or —:l, 7€ (0,1).
ni q1

Here the last condition ensures the Sobolev embedding W% (R?) C L™ (R3). We see that condition
% > b implies

3 3(2 3(2
— =3 - _ﬁ_;tlle >b or Q1 > _E_;t:%zzl
71 q1 3—b
Let us choose
32+ ar)
Q= —F5FF €,

3-b
for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. Since 1 <b<2,0<a<4—2band 0 <7 <1, it is obvious that
q1 > 3. Moreover, by taking € > 0 small enough, we see that g; < 6. In order to make 6; > 0, we need

« o a+2 2 2
bp=———=1-— >0 or —< .
mi p1 P1 P at2
Since (p1,¢1) is Schrodinger admissible, it is equivalent to show
3_3__2
2 ¢ a+?2

It is then equivalent to
38 —4b—2ba — a7(2 + 3a)] — €(3 — b)(2 + 3a) > 0.

Since 0 < € < 1, it is enough to show f(7) := 8 —4b—2ba — a7(2+3«a) > 0. Note that f(0) > 0 provided
0l<ax< 477% and f(1) > 0 provided 0 < a < %. Thus, by choosing 7 closed to 0, we see that f(7) > 0

for0<a< %. Therefore, we get
AL STV ull§ e vl seze. s (3.11)

provided e, 7 > 0 are taken small enough and
4 —2b

1<b<2, 0<a<

The term Bj; is treated similarly as for A; by using the fractional chain rule. We obtain

By ST <v>qu’(LZ,I)”quS(LZ,I)a (3.12)
provided €, 7 > 0 is taken small enough and
4—2b
1<b<2, 0<a< b

We next bound

—b—1 —b—1
Bia < ™~ ulull g o ) S 1ol o el e

Sl Em g pmllell oo
0
5 T 1|| <v>u| zg_ll(I’Lgl)v

provided that (p1,q1) € S and

1 1 1 3 1 a+1 1 « 1 leY leY
_/:_+_7 _>b+17 - = ) _/:_+_; 91:_7_7
41 Y1 U1 Y1 U1 ni D1 my P1 my D1
and
1 T
@1 >3, ni€(qp,0) or —=—, 7€(0,1).
ni q1
We see that
3 3(1 1 3(1 1
3 _3 3040+ iy o gy s 0 F et D7)
71 q1 2—0>

Let us choose

31+ (a+1)7)
2—b

for some 0 < € < 1 to be determined later. Since we are considering 1 < b < %, by choosing 7 closed to

0 and taking € > 0 small enough, we can check that 3 < ¢; < 6. It remains to show 6; > 0. As above, we

2 2 o . .
need o < a2 and it is equivalent to

q1 = + ¢,

3 < 2
Q a+2

3
2
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It is in turn equivalent to
3[6—4b+ a(l —2b) — (a+ 1)7(2+ 3a)] —e(2 —b)(2 + 3a) > 0.

Since 0 < € < 1, it is enough to show g(7) := 6 — 4b + «(1 — 2b) — (o + 1)7(2 + 3a) > 0. Note that
9(0) > 0 provided 0 < a < gg—ﬁ’. Thus, by choosing 7 closed to 0, we see that g(7) > 0 for 0 < a < Sg—_‘li’.
Therefore,

Biz ST (V) ull3ih 1. (3.13)
provided e, 7 > 0 are small enough and
3 6 —4b
1<b< = .
<b< 5’ I<a< 55— 1
On B¢. Let us choose the following Schrodinger admissible pair
4o +2) ~ 3(a+2)
b2 = o ) q2 = 3+ a .

Let ma, ny be such that

A direct computation shows

« « «
pi=———=1——>0
mo D2 4
Note that in our consideration 1 < b < %, O0<a< gb_—:“l’, we always have a < 4. Moreover, it is easy to
check that
1 1 1
N9 q2 3.

It allows us to use the Sobolev embedding W%2(R3) C L™2(R?). By Hélder inequality with (3.14),

< —b @ ’ ’ < —b oo (RBc @ A !
As < ol al"0l g, e S Mol ez ™l s, o
S ull g g pr2y 10l Lr2 7 o2
STV ullgra g pozy 0l 22 (7,029
We thus get
Az ST (V) ull§(z2,pllvllsze,ny- (3.15)
The term Bs; is treated similarly by using the fractional chain rule, and we obtain
Ba1 S T (V) ull§(z2,n) | Vall sz - (3.16)
Finally, we estimate

By < |||9U|_b_1|u|au||L

S |||9U|_b_1||Lg(Bc)

5 TBZH <v> U’| 22521([7[/;2)'

v (L% (B)) ullzpe ol g ez

This implies
Bay ST (V) ull§i (317)

Collecting (3.11)—(3.17), we complete the proof. O

Lemma 3.3. Let d=2. Let 0 <b <1 and 0 < a < oo and I =[0,T]. Then there exists 01,02 > 0 such
that

| ~Plul®ollsrze,ny S (T +T%) (V) wll§ge,pllvllscee s (3.18)
IV (=" Jul*w)llsrz2,ry S (T +T%) [ (V) ull 572 - (3.19)
(L%1)

Remark 3.1. In [22], Guzmdn proved this result with 81 = 63 under the assumption 0 < b < % Here we
extend it to 0 < b < 1.
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Remark 3.2. By using Strichartz estimate, we can not obtain a similar result as in Lemma 3.1, Lemma
3.2 and Lemma 3.3 for the case d = 1. The reason for this is the singularity |x|~*=1 on B. To bound
this term in a Lebesgue space L7 with 1 < v < 00, we need

d
—>b+ 1.
Y

This implies that we need at least d > b+ 1, which does not hold when d = 1.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We continue to use the notations A;, As, B11, B12, Ba; and Bso introduced in the
proof of Lemma 3.1.
On B. By Hoélder inequality and Remark 2.1,

—-b —-b
Ar <ol ™ el"0l g, ot i S el ezl

«
() Follzt g )
S ||U||%;"'1(1,Lg1)||UHL§°(1,L§)
S IV ullEma g p2y vl Lge2,z2)
STH(V) ul|Zeo 1,2y IVl g (1,2),

provided that (p1,q1) € S and

1 1 1 2 1 o 1 1 a
_/:_+_a _>ba —=—+;, _/:_:91’
aq M vioMm vy n1 2 pp M
and
1 T
ny € (2,00) or ottt T€(0,1).

The last condition allows us to use the Sobolev embedding W12?(R?) c L™ (R?). The condition 72—1 >b
implies

2 2 2
—=1—-——ar>b or —<1-b-—ar
71 a1 a1
Note that since 0 < b < 1, by taking 7 > 0 small enough, we see that 1 — b — a7 > 0. Let us choose
D=1 b—ar ' ©

for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. It is obvious that 2 < ¢; < oo and 6; > 0. Therefore, we obtain
A S Tel” % qu(LZ,I)HUHS(LQ,I)- (3.20)
The term By is again treated similarly as for A; above using the fractional chain rule. We get
B ST (V) ull$ e, Vullse,n- (3.21)
We continue to bound
Bia < ol fulul g, ) S Mol ezl o, e
S H“HCLYZ"I(LL;LI)H“HL;C(I,L;”)
S V) ullgm g p2) (V) ull e 1,2
STV wllEsor,22) 1 (V) wll o (2,22)

provided that (p1,¢41) € S and

1 1 1 2 1 a+1 1 «@
—=—+— —>b+1, —= ;o =—— =0,
a 71 U1 71 U1 ny P my
and
€ (2,00) LT €(0,1)
n1 ,00) or R T ,1).

The condition % > b+ 1 implies

2 2 2
—=2———(a+1l)7>b+1 or —<1-b—(a+1)T.
B! a1 a1

Since 0 < b < 1, by choosing 7 closed to 0, we see that 1 — b — (aw+ 1)7 > 0. Let us choose

2

T b—(atr

q1
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for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. It is obvious that 2 < ¢; < oo and 6; > 0. Thus, we obtain

Biz S TM(V) ull§(i= 1y (3.22)

On B€. Let us choose the following Schrodinger admissible pair

20 +2
p2 = ( ) ) o =« + 2.
e
It is easy to see that qi, = ”‘q—tl. By Holder’s inequality,
2

Az < ||| ful]| S Ml llzge (o) llul*vll,

" (1,L% (Be)) " (1,0%)
S ||U||CLY;"2(1,L;2)||U||Lf2(1,Lg2)
<1yl oy Ioll e 1y

0
STV ull T, llvll ez r,pe2),

where
1 1 2
L a1 o 2
Py M2 P2 mo o+ 2
We thus get
Az ST (V) ul| g2 pllvllsce. - (3.23)

By using the fractional chain rule and estimating as for Ay, we get
By S T (V) ull& (g2, | Vall sz - (3.24)
Finally, we bound

Bay < |||~’C|7b71|u|au||Lpg

, < b1y
Ph(1,L% (Be)) ~ ™" Ml pge (e Il

“ll 1
< Nullgma g g el 27 22y
<Yl g gl nr g
S T92|| (V) “||%g°(1,L§)||U||Lf2(1,L§2)
STV ull§e (1,021 (V) ull Loz 1,12
Where mo, 5 are as in term A,. Thus, we obtain
Bas S T (V) ull§i 1 (3.25)

Collecting (3.20)—(3.25), we complete the proof. ]
We are now able to prove Theorem 1.2. From now on, we denote for any spacetime slab I x R?,

lullsry == 1{V) ulls2.ry = llullsz,ny + [Vullsez - (3.26)
Proof of Theorem 1.2. We follow the standard argument (see e.g. [4, Chapter 4]). Let
X = {ue Gl H) N LRI WE),¥(p,q) € S | |lullsry < M,

equipped with the distance

d(u,v) = |lu—vl[s2,n),
where I = [0,7T] and T, M > 0 to be chosen later. By the Duhamel formula, it suffices to prove that the
functional

®(u)(t) = ePug +ip / t e 9B 2 70 u(s) [ u(s)ds
is a contraction on (X, d). By Strichartz estimates, we have
@(u)llsr) < llwolla: + 2|~ ulull s/ (r2,ry + IV (2]~ Pu*0)|| s/ (r2, 1,
1®(w) = @(v)lls(2,1) S [l (fulu = [v]*0) |5/ (z2,1)-
Applying Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, we get for some 61,605 > 0,
18()lscr) S ol + (T% + %) w237,

[@(u) = @()lls(z2,1) < (Tel + TGZ) (||U||g(1) + ||U||g(1)) [u—llsz2,n-
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This shows that for u,v € X, there exists C' > 0 independent of T and ug € H} such that
12(w)llsr) < Clluollmy +C (T +T%) M+,
d(@(u), ®(v)) < C (T +T%) Md(u,v).
If we set M = 2C||uol| 11 and choose T' > 0 so that

1
C (T +T%)M* < -
( + ) — 27
then ® is a strict contraction on (X, d). The proof is complete. O

4. PSEUDO-CONFORMAL CONSERVATION LAW

In this section, we firstly derive the virial identity and then use it to show the pseudo-conformal
conservation law related to the defocusing (INLS). The proof is based on the standard technique (see e.g.
[4,29]). Given a smooth real valued function a, we define the virial potential by

Va(t) := /a(z)|u(t,:c)|2d:c. (4.1)
By a direct computation, we have the following result (see e.g. [30, Lemma 5.3] for the proof).
Lemma 4.1 ([30]). If u is a smooth-in-time and Schwartz-in-space solution to
i0:u + Au = N(u),
with N(u) satisfying Im (N (u)u@) = 0, then we have
d
EVa(t) =2 [ Va(z)- Im (u(t,z)Vu(t, z))dx, (4.2)
Rd
and
d2

@Va(t) /AQ (z)|u(t, z)|*dr + 4 Z /8Jka ) Re (Oru(t, x)0;u(t, x))dx

J,k=1 (43)
Q/Va(z) AN (u), ulp(t, x)de,
where {f,g}p == Re (fVg — gV f) is the momentum bracket.

Corollary 4.2. If u is a smooth-in-time and Schwartz-in-space solution to the defocusing (INLS), then
we have

d Va(t) = /A2 ()|utx|dz+42/ ) Re (dpu(t, 2)d;u(t, x))da

a2
dt J:k=1 (4.4)
b2 [ Ba@alMfutt, o) e - — [ Vata) - Vel utt, 0 do.
a+2 a+2 ’
Proof. Applying Lemma 4.1 with N(u) = F(z,u) = |z|~°|u|*u. Note that
o} b 1o 2 _ o
IV (), udy = ~ =2Vl ™)~ — 2l

([

We now have the following virial identity for the defocusing (INLS).

Proposition 4.3. Let ug € H'(R?) be such that |z|ug € L*(R?) and u the corresponding global solution
to the defocusing (INLS). Then |z|u € C(R, L?(R%)). Moreover, for any t € R,
2

d
ﬁﬂxu(t)ﬂii = 16 E(ug) + 4(da + 2b — 4)G(t), (4.5)
where G is given in (1.5).

Proof. The first claim follows from the standard approximation argument, we omit the proof and refer
the reader to [4, Proposition 6.5.1] for more details. It remains to show (4.5). Applying Corollary 4.2
with a(z) = |z|?, we have
d? d? 9 9
SValt) = S lleu(t) |3 = SIVu(O2: + 4(da + 20)G(0)
= 16E(u(t)) + 4(da + 2b — 4)G(t).

The result follows by using the conservation of energy. ([
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An application of the virial identity is the following “pseudo-conformal conservation law” for the
defocusing (INLS).

Lemma 4.4. Let ug € H'(RY) be such that |z|ug € L?(R%) and u the corresponding global solution to
the defocusing (INLS). Then for any t € R,

t
(@ + 20V )u(t)|2e +82G(t) = ||zuo]%e + 4(4 — 26— da) / 5G(s)ds. (4.6)
* * 0

Proof. Set
F@t) = |l(z + 2itV)u(t)[|72 + 8G(t).
By (4.2), we see that

(& + 20tV )u(t) |32 = lzu(t)22 + 48[ Vu(t)|2, — 4t / Im (@(t, o) - Vult, z))de

= [lzu(t)[|72 + 4% Vu(t)|72 — t%l\ﬂﬂﬂ(t)llig-
Thus, the conservation of energy implies
F(t) = lzu(®)||72 + 87 E(u(t)) — t%l\w(t)llig = [lzu(t)[|72 + 8¢° E(uo) — t%l\ﬂﬂﬂ(t)llig-
Applying (4.5), we get
/ d 2 d 2 ? 2
Fi(#) = 2 lleu®)zs +16tE(uo) — — lleu®)lzs —tosllau®)lz, = 4(4 = 2b — da)iG(?).
Taking integration on (0,t), we obtain (4.6). O

Remark 4.1. This result extends the pseudo-conformal conservation law for the classical (i.e. b =0)
nonlinear Schrddinger equation (see e.g. [4, Theorem 7.2.1]). Note that (4.6) is a real conservation law

_ 4-2b
only when o = ===

Remark 4.2. [t is easy to see that if t # 0, then

(x + 2itV)u(t,z) = 2itei%V(e_i%u(t, :I:)), (4.7
and
. 2 2 _il=? 2
(@ + 20t V)u(t)|2, = 4t HV(@ i u(t,x))‘ "
Therefore, if we set
v(t,x) = e_i%u(t,x), (4.8)
then
I(z + 20tV )u(t) |7, = 462[Vo(t)lI72
and (4.6) becomes
t
SE(w(t)) = [wuo|2s + 4(4 — 2b — da) / 5G(s)ds. (4.9)
‘ 0
Remark 4.3. Let F(z,u) = |z|~b|u|%u. It follows from (4.7) that
(2 + 20tV) F(z, u)| = 2|t|}v(e-i% Flz, u)) } — 2|t[|VF(,v)], (4.10)

where v is given in (4.8). Using the facts |v| = |u| and 2|t||Vv| = |(z + 2itV)u|, we also have
[ollzg = llullzg,  20E1VollLg = I(z + 2itV)ul g (4.11)

5. DECAY OF SOLUTIONS

In this section, we will give the proof of the decaying property given in Theorem 1.3. We follows the
standard argument of Ginibre and Velo [21] (see also [4, Chapter 7]).
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. We have from (4.9) that

8t2E(v(t)) = 8t* (% IVo(t)|72 + G(t)) = [lzuo||F2 +4(4 — 2b — da)/o sG(s)ds, (5.1)

for all t € R, where v is defined in (4.8).
If & € [, @), then (5.1) implies
42| Vo(t) |12 < llzuollZs,
for all t € R. Hence, ||[Vo(t)|2 < [t|7! for t € R\{0}. Using (4.11), Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality
and the conservation of mass, we have
(el = 0@z < V0@ ool

2
_ 1_
< 4G g ¢

“a(3-4)

Q= Hm

) <34,

This proves the first claim.

We now assume « € (0, a,). Note that it suffices to show the decay for |t| > 1, the one for || < 1
follows by Holder’s inequality and the conservations of mass and energy. Let us consider only the case
t > 1, the case t < —1 is treated similarly. By taking ¢ = 1 in (5.1), we see that

8E(v(1)) = [[auo|72 + 4(4 — 20 — dav) /O1 5G(s)ds
Thus,
8t?E(v(t)) = 8E(v(1)) + 4(4 — 2b — da) /lt sG(s)ds
This implies
g(t) == *G(t) < E(v(1)) + 420 da /j lg(s)ds.

2 s
Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

g(t) <t hence G(t) <t 2"
By (5.1), we have
2 2 2 t 2— 4— 21) do
42| Vo(t)|% < [luo|Ze + 4(4— 26— da)/ “ e <14t ,
: 2 i

or

2b+da
4 .

[Vo()||rz St~
By Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, the conservation of mass and (4.11), we obtain

l®llzs = @iz S 19010 Dol ¢

1—d(%—%) . d(2b+da)(7_l)'

5 - d(2b+da) (L_L)|

This completes the proof. O

6. SCATTERING IN THE WEIGHTED L? SPACE

In this section, we will give the proof of the scattering in the weighted space ¥ given in Theorem 1.4.
To do this, we use the decay given in Theorem 1.3 to obtain global bounds on the solution. The scattering
property follows easily from the standard argument. We also give some comments in the case « € (0, ay)
in the end of this section.

Let us introduce the following so-called Strauss exponent

2—d—2b+\/d®+12d+ 4+ 4b(b—2 —d)
2d ’
which is the positive root to the following quadratic equation

do® 4+ (d — 2+ 2b)a +2b — 4 = 0.

(6.1)

Qo 1=

Remark 6.1. It is easy to check that for 0 < b < min{2,d},
4 —2b
T

o <
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Note that when b = 0, «g is the classical Strauss exponent introduced in [32] (see also [4,5]). Let us

start with the following lemmas providing some estimates on the nonlinearity.

Lemma 6.1. Let d > 4, b € (0,2) and « € [a,a*). Then there exist (p1,q1), (p2,q2) € S satisfying

2a0 42 > p1,p2 and q1,q2 € (2, dQTdQ) such that

a2l ullsn ry S (Illgm oy + lullgen g pomy ) Tllscen oy,

19t ul ) sz < (Hll g oy + el pon ) 19l 5220,

where m; = pol‘p_12 and my =

p2—2"
Proof. Let us bound
2]~ [l ull s 22,1y < | ~"lu|*ull s L2).0) + 2] Jul®ulls L2 ey = A1 + As,

and

V(I ful W)l s z2,r) < V(12| lul*0)llsi 22,0 + V2™ lul*0) s z250),n) =t Bi+ B,

where
By < |2~V (|ul*w) s 2y, + |21~ ul*ull s r2(m),1) =t Bi1 + Bia,
By < |||2[~"V (|ul*w)|l s> (Bey.0) + 121707 u|*ulls/(L2(Be). 1) =t Bar + Baa.
On B. By Holder’s inequality and Remark 2.1,

—b|,, | —b @
Av < el alull ) o S Mol opll g e

S lullgrms oy llwll Loz oy,
provided that (p1,¢41) € S and
1 1 1 d 1 a+1 1 « 1

_/:_+_a _>ba - = I _/:_+_
q1 7 U1 ga! U1 q1 P1 mip P

These conditions imply

i:did(a+2)>b7 &7173
4t q1 mi P1
Let us choose
dla+2)
“ETamy O

(6.4)

for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. Since we are considering d > 4,b € (0,2) and « € [ay, o), it is

easy to check that ¢; € (2, dQTdQ) provided that € > 0 is taken small enough. We thus get

Ay S allgms g g lellszean.

The term By is treated similarly by using the fractional chain rule, and we have
Bu Sl gm g panlIVulls2,n)-

We next bound

Biz < ol ulull g, ot ) S el ™ e el

o) ot )
< ||U||%;"1(17Lgl)||u||L§’1(1,L2'1)
S ||U||371(I7Lgl)HVUHU;I(I,LZI)a

provided

and

(6.5)
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Here the last condition allows us to use the homogeneous Sobolev embedding W 14! (R4) ¢ L™ (R?). Note
that by taking € > 0 small enough, the condition ¢; < d implies a < d —b — 2 which is true for d > 4 and
a € o, a*). We then have

d d 2 2

_:dfM+1>b+1, i:lf—.

T a1 my p1

Therefore, by choosing ¢; as in (6.4), we obtain
Bz S ullfm (7 o) [IVullscez - (6.7)
On B°. By Hoélder’s inequality and Remark 2.1,
—by,, |
A [ e

—b [eY
oy S Ml sz ool oo
< llGma g g Il 2 1, oy,

provided that (p2,g2) € S and

1 1 1 d 1 a+1 1 @ 1
—=—4+—, —<b —= , o =—t—.
a 72 V2 72 U2 a2 by  m2 P2
These conditions imply
d d 2 2
L 4= (a+2) h, L —1- 2
72 q2 ma P2
Let us choose
dlo+2
q2 = % — €, (68)
for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. By taking ¢ > 0 small enough, we see that ¢; € (2, dQ—fIQ). We
thus obtain
Ag S llullgme g a2y llullscz2,n)- (6.9)
Similarly, by using the fractional chain rule, we have
Boy S ullfma g a2 IVullsL2,1)- (6.10)
We now estimate
—b—1 —b—1
Boo < ol = ulull g, ot ey S Mol ™ szl e
< Nullgma g g Il s 1,2
S ||U||%;"'2([7Lg2)HVUHL?Z(I,L?),
provided that (p2,g2) € S and
1 1 1 d 1 « 1 1 « 1 1 1 1
_/:_+_a _<b+1a _:_+_a _/:_+_a q2<da - = - 5
@ Y2 V2 72 Vg @2 N2 Py M2 P2 ny g d
This is then equivalent to
d d 2 2
d_gdet?) gy 2o 2
Y2 a2 ma P2
Thus by choosing g2 as in (6.8), we obtain
By S H“H%;’Q(I,Lgl)HVUHS(LZ,I)- (6.11)

Collecting (6.5), (6.9) and (6.6), (6.7), (6.10), (6.11), we obtain (6.2) and (6.3).
It remains to check that p1,ps < 2« + 2 where (p1,q1), (p2,q2) € S with ¢1,¢2 as in (6.4) and (6.8)
respectively. Note that g1, g2 are almost similar up to +e. Let us denote (p,q) € S with

d 2
= % +ae, ac€{£1}.
We will check that for e > 0 small enough, p < 2a + 2 or % — % = % > a+r1 By a direct computation, it

is equivalent to
dlda® 4 (d — 2 + 2b)a + 2b — 4] + ae(d — b)[d(a + 1) — 2] > 0.

Since o > =26 > g (see (6.1)), we see that da® + (d — 2 + 2b)a + 2b — 4 > 0. Therefore, the above
inequality holds true by taking € > 0 sufficiently small. O
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Lemma 6.2. Let d = 3. Let . 41— %%
2 e P ) )
be (O, 4), a € [ 3 , 3 b

Then there exist (p1,q1), (P2, q2) € S satisfying 2a + 2 > p1,p2 and q1,q2 € (3,6) such that

H|$|_b|u|au|\5'(1:2,1) < (||U||%71(1,Lgl) + ||U||%72(1,L32)) lulls(r2,n), (6.12)
IV el ulw) 5o,y S (el g gy + lalma p gy ) 1 (V) wll sz, (6.13)
where my = 25 and my = 2H.

Proof. We firstly note that by using the same lines as in the proof of Lemma 6.1, the following estimates
el ullsrceny < (lll gy oy + el g ) lellseze .
e~V (ul*srcze.ny S (el pony + Il o)) 1Vl sze o (6.14)

still hold true for d = 3,b € (0,2) and « € [a,, o*). It remains to estimate |||z|=*7!|u|*u| s (r2,1). To do
this, we divide this term into two parts on B and on B¢ which are denoted by Bis and Bas respectively.
By Holder’s inequality and Remark 2.1,

< —b—1 [eY < —b—1 «
Bia < o= ulull s, ot ) S el ez all el g e
S lull g g panyllull o oy
S ull g o V) ull ey Loy,

provided that (p1,q1) € S and

1 1 1 d 1 o 1 1 o 1
—=—+—, —>b+1l, —=—4—, —=—+—,
q; st U1 st U1 q1 ni D1 mi P1
and
1 T
@ >3, ni€(q,0) or —=—, 7€(0,1).
ni q1
This implies that
d 3 1 2
d_g slatldn oy @y 2
g4t q1 m1 P1
Le us choose
Sla+1+T71
q1 = (Tl)) + €, (615)

for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. Since o > %, it is obvious that ¢; > 3. Moreover, the condition

¢1 < 6 implies o + 7 < 3 — 2b. Thus by choosing 7 closed to 0, we need o < 3 — 2b. Combining with
o> 4_T2b, we get

4—-2b

5
<o <3—2b 0<b<1. (6.16)
Thus, for b and « satisfying (6.16), we have
Bz S HUH%;’H(I,LZI)H (V)ullsrz,n.-
Similarly, we estimate

Bay < [l ™" ulul| S M= 2z eyl *ull,

TR (1,L% (Be)) L)
S ||u||%:"2([7Lg2)HUHLf?(I,LZZ)
Sl ma g a2 V) ull Lp2 1, p22)

provided that (p2,¢2) € S and

1 1 1 d 1 « 1 1 « 1
- =—4+—, —<b+l, —=—+— S =—+—
qs Y2 (%] 2 (%] D2 N2 Do mo2 D2
and
1 T
g2 >3, ng €(g,00) or —=— T1€(0,1)
n2 q2
We thus get
d 3 1 2
d_5 3latlt) b+1, L _q1-Z
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Let us choose
3lat+l4+T) .
2—0 ’
for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. It is easy to see that gz € (3,6) for 0 < b < 2, % <a<3-2b
and e > 0 small enough. We thus obtain

q2 = (6.17)

Bao S ullgma 7, a2y 1 (V) ulls(z2.0)-

It remains to check p1,p2 < 2a + 2 for (p1,q1), (p2,q2) € S with ¢ and g2 given in (6.15) and (6.17)
respectively. Let us denote (p,q) € S with

- M +ae, ae {1}
2-0
The condition p < 2a + 2 is equivalent to
3 3 2 1
277 p arl

A direct computation shows
3[3¢% + 2ba +2b — 3+ 7(3a + 1)] + ae(2 — b)(3a + 1) > 0.
By taking € > 0 small enough and 7 closed to 0, it is enough to have
30”4 2ba+ 2b — 3 > 0.
It implies that o > S_T%. Comparing with (6.16), we see that
4—2b

<a<3-2, be (0,%).

The proof is complete. O

We also have the following result in the same spirit with Lemma 6.2 in the two dimensional case.

Lemma 6.3. Let d =2. Let b € (0,1) and « € [ay, ). Then there exist (p1,q1), (p2,q2) € S satisfying
20c+ 2 > p1,p2 and q1, g2 € (2,00) such that

el el ulswen S (el g pay + Tl g o ) lelseen, (6.18)
IV (el lulw)lsvz2,my S (lallgms g gy + IulEms g g2y ) 1 (V) wll sz, (6.19)
where m; = pol‘pjz and my = p°2‘pf2.

Proof. We firstly note that the following estimates
)=l “ull e 22,1y S (IIUII%TI(I,Lgl) + IIUII%TZ(LL%) lullscz2,1),
el V(o) lsr 2,0y S (lelgm g oy + lullgm g po) ) 1Vullsen (6.20)

still hold true for d = 2,b € (0,2) and « € [a4, @) by using the same lines as in the proof of Lemma 6.1.
It remains to estimate the term ||[#|*~*|u|*u||s/(z2,7). Using the notations given in the proof of Lemma
6.1, we bound this term by Bis + Bes. By Hélder’s inequality and Remark 2.1,

—b—1 —b—1
Bia < el ful®ul g ot i S 1ol s Ml o, e

)
S el m g payllwllpe oo
Sl m g pan V) allper g pay,

provided that (p1,¢41) € S and

1 1 1 2 1 « 1
—=—+—, —>b+1, —=—+4—
a1 ga! U1 71 U1 q N1
and
1 T
@ >2, ni€(q,0) or —=—, 71€(0,1).
ni q1
These conditions imply that
2 2 1 2
2 _y 2atldn) @y 2

st q1 m1 P1
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Let us choose

2@+1+7)
1-0

for some 0 < € < 1 to be chosen later. It is obvious that ¢; € (2,00) for any 7 € (0,1). We thus obtain

o= te, (6.21)

Bis S HUH%;’H(I,LZI)H (V) “||S(L2J)-
Similarly,

—b—1 —b-1
Baz < Ml ™l ull ot ) ot ey S M2l e e el ol o

I,L3%)
Sl gme g oy llwll e pz2)
S ||U||%;"2(17Lgl)|\ <V>UHL§’2(1,L‘;2)’

provided that

1 1 1 2 1 o 1
—=—+—, —<b+tl —=—+—
ds 72 U2 71 (%] g2 N2
and
1 T
@2>2, mng€(q,00) or —=— 1€(0,1)
n2 q2
We learn from these conditions that
d 2 1 2
4 _y 2atldn) oy @y 2
V2 q ma P2
Let us choose
2 1

for some 0 < € < 1 small enough. By choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we have ¢2 € (2,00) for any
7€ (0,1). We get

Bay S [ullmap o) (V) ulls(z2,)-

To complete the proof, we need to check p1, ps < 2a + 2 with (p1,¢q1), (p2, ¢2) € S where ¢; and ¢o given
in (6.21) and (6.22) respectively. Let us denote (p,q) € S with

2 1
q:(a%;ﬂvﬂze, a € {£1}.

The condition p < 2a + 2 is equivalent to

It is in turn equivalent to
2[? + ba+b— 1+ 1a] + aea(l —b) > 0.
By taking ¢ > 0 small enough and 7 closed to 0, this condition holds true provided a? + ba +b — 1 > 0.

This implies & > 1 — b which is satisfied since « € [, @*). The proof is complete. (]

As a direct consequence of Lemmas 6.1,6.2, 6.3, we have the following global H'-Strichartz bound of
solutions to the defocusing (INLS).

Proposition 6.4. Let
d>4, be(0,2), «ac€]aya"),
or
5
d=3, be (0,1), a € a,, 3 — 2b),
or
d=2, be(0,1), «ac€o,a”).

Let ug € X and u be the global solution to the defocusing (INLS). Then u € LP(R, WL4(RY)) for any
Schrédinger admissible pair (p, q).
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Proof. We have from the Duhamel formula,
uu)e”AuoiJ/te“*-ﬂﬁpﬂ—bhmsnau(gds. (6.23)
0
Let 0 < T <t. We apply Lemmas 6.1,6.2,6.3 with I = (7,¢) and use the conservation of mass to get 2
lullsery < Cllu(T) | mx + Cllfa|~*lul*ulls(z2,ry + CIV (|2] ~°ul*u) | s/ (22,1)
< Clluollmy + € (Jlullgms g gy + Nl gmar sy ) el

where (p;, q;) € S satisfy p; < 2a+2,¢; € (2,2%) and m; = apl for i = 1,2. Here 2* = T if d > 3 and
2* = 0o if d = 2. Note that the constant C is independent of I and may change from line to line. The
norm ||ul? can be written as

t Pi—2
(AJMSQ;@ /Hu Fas)

By the decay of global solutions given in Theorem 1.3, we see that

YHILLSY)

_ap;

—92 _2a
i~ < S Pi—2,

_ 1_ 1 _ 2
lu(@le 57 G75) =577 50 Juls)l 7

Since p; < 2a+ 2 or _— > 1, by choosing T' > 0 large enough,

P;—2
Pi
o [ 1t as)

1
llullsy < C+ 5”””5(1) or |lullgy <2C.

| =

We thus obtain

Letting ¢ — +o0, we obtain |lulls((7,4+00)) < 2C. Similarly, one can prove that |ug((—oo,—7)) < 2C.
Combining these two bounds and the local theory, we prove u € LP(R, W14(R%)) for any Schrédinger
admissible pair (p, q). O

Remark 6.2. Using this global H'-Strichartz bound, one can obtain easily (see the proof of Theorem 1.4
given below) the scattering in H' provided that ug € X. But one does not know whether the scattering
states uT belong to X.

In order to show the scattering states uéﬁ € ¥, we need to show the global L2-Strichartz bound for the
weighted solutions (x + 2itV)u(t). To do this, we need the following estimates on the nonlinearity.
Lemma 6.5. 1. Let

d=3, be(0,1), ae(——£3 2@
Then there exist (p1,q1), (p2,q2) € S satisfying o+ 1 > p1,p2 and q1,q2 € (3,6) such that

a2l =l wlls z2,ny S (Wellgm gy + Nl §rear ooy ) 119D wllsza, -

2. Let
d=2, be(0,1), «c€ o).
Then there exist (p1,q1), (P2, q2) € S satisfying o + 1 > p1,pa and q1,q2 € (2,00) such that
el =l ullsr iz, S (Il gr oy + g am) ) | (9 ull ey

Proof. In the case d = 3, we use the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.2 with
3(0&+1+T>+ 3a+1+7)
——~ te¢ =~ —¢

2 b P 2 b
for some € > 0 small enough and 7 closed to 0. It remains to check a+1 > py, p2 where (p1,q1), (p2,42) € S.
Let us denote (p,q) € S with

q1 =

3 1
q= (agriljﬂqﬂze, a € {£1}.
The condition p < a4 1 is equivalent to
3 3 2 - 2
2 q p a+1

2See (3.26) for the definition of [[ul|s(r)-
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An easy computation shows
3[3¢% +2(b—1)a+2b—5+47(3a — 1)] + ae(2 — b)(3a — 1) > 0.
By taking € and 7 small enough, it is enough to show
3 +2(b—1)a+2b—5> 0.

This implies that o > 5_T2b. Comparing with the assumptions b € (0, %) and a € [4_T2b, 3— 2b) of Lemma
6.2, we have
5—2b
be(0,1), ac (T,?,—zb).
The case d = 2 is treated similarly. As in the proof of Lemma 6.3, we choose

20a@+1+7) _ 2(a4147)
1-b +e q2 = 1-b €,

for some €,7 > 0 small enough. As above, let us denote (p,q) € S with

2 1
q:(a%;ﬂvﬂze, a € {£1}.

a1 =

The condition p < a4 1 is equivalent to

An easy computation shows
2[® 4+ (b—1Da+b—2+7(a—1)] +ae(l —b)(a — 1) > 0.
By taking € and 7 small enough, it is enough to show
a®+(b—-1a+b—2>0.
This implies that o > 1 — b which is always satisfied for « € [a,, a*). The proof is complete. O

Proposition 6.6. Let d,b and o be as in Theorem 1.4. Let ug € X and u be the global solution to the
defocusing (INLS). Set

w(t) == (z + 2itV)u(t).
Then w € LP(R, LY(R%)) for every Schrédinger admissible pair (p,q).

Proof. We firstly notice that x + 2itV commutes with i0; + A. By Duhamel’s formula,
t
w(t) = e rug — 2/ e )8 (1 4+ 2isV) (|2 78 u(s)|*u(s))ds. (6.24)

0

Let v be as in (4.8). By (4.10), we have
(@ + 20t V) (|2 °|ul*w)| = 2[¢|[V (j2| " o[*0)],  |o] = |ul, 2[t]|Vv] = w].
Case 1: d > 4. Strichartz estimates and Lemma 6.1 show that for any ¢ > 0 and I = (0,t),
lwllszz,n < levollzz + Il + 2isV) (2]~ ful*u) | s (22,1
S llwuo 2z + 1121V (| ~*[o]*0) 5722 ,1)-
Let 0 <T <t. We bound
12151V (] 2el0) vz, 1y < 12181V ]~ 1ol0) 5022 0.y + 12181V (] 21l 0) vz rpyy = A+ B

The term A is treated as follows. By Lemma 6.1 and keeping in mind that |[v| = |ul,2|s||Vv| = |w|, we
bound

A 5 (HUH%?H((O,T),L;I}) + HUH%TZ((O,T),LZZ)) H2|S|V’U||S(L27I)

S (Iellgm oy 2y + IalSma 0.1 1)) Il sz,

for some (p;, q;) € S satisfy p; < 2a+2,¢; € (2,2*) and m; = p”i‘}i"é for 1 = 1,2. We next estimate

Tm:

||u||CL¥;ni((O,T),LZi) ,S UH%ELX’((O,T),H}:) < 00, 3 = 1, 2.
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Here the time T > 0 is large but fixed and v € L{°((0,7), H}) by the local theory. We also have
lwl|s(z2,(0,7)) < 0o which is proved in the Appendix. This shows the boundedness of A. For the term B,
we bound

B3 ("“”%Z”((T,t),LZl) + ”“”%%(T@L?)) 12lsVollsczz .0)
S (“““?;’H«T,t),m + ||“||%1”2((T,t>,L22>) lwllsczz ),
for some (p;, q;) € S satisfy p; < 2a+ 2,¢; € (2,2%) and m; = % for i = 1,2. By the same argument
as in the proof of Proposition 6.4, we see that ||u||%mi(T " is small for T' > 0 large enough. Therefore,
1
lwllsz,n < C+gllwlseen or fwlseen < 2C.

Letting ¢ — +o00, we prove that ||w|[s(z2,(0,40c)) < 2C. Similarly, one proves as well that |[wl|s(r2,(—cc,0)) <
2C. This shows w € LP(R, LI(R%)) for any Schrédinger admissible pair (p, q).
Case 2: d = 2,3. We bound

lwllsezz,ny S lzuollze + [I(x + 2isV) (|2 ~*lul®w) |52, 1)
< lzuollzz + 11215V (J2] 0] *0) s 22,1y
< llwuolrz + [121sl2] =0V (J0]“0) [l sr(r2,1) + 12]s]]2] =" v *v]| s 2,1
< qu0||L§ + A+ B.
The term A is treated similarly as in Case 1 using (6.14), (6.20). It remains to bound the term B. By

Lemma 6.5,

1 1
B 5 (sl ullgp g pary + sl ullgmap ooy ) lullsizz,n,

for some (p;, q;) € S satisfy p; < a+1,¢; € (2,2*) and m; = pci”fé for i = 1,2. We learn from Proposition
6.4 that |lu||g(r2,r) < oo. Let us bound |||s|éu||% for i = 1,2. To do so, we split I into (0,7") and

(T,t). By Sobolev embedding

L(ILLGY)

L 1+
|||S|au||%zni((01T)1Lgi) 5 T mi

u||%g°((o,T),H;) < 0.

We next write

1
|||3|a“||%;’”((T,t),L% = / |s | “Jlu(s ||T51d5)
By the decay of global solutions given in Theorem 1.3, we see that
Uit Di g (d—4 ; 2a—p;
ol = () 7% < 1sl mi(d=) o (FE) 25

. _ 2a—p; . . 1 .
Since p; < a+ 1 or <7=5 > 1, by taking 7" > 0 sufficiently large, we see that |[|s| u”%;’”((T,t),LZi) is

small. This proves that the term B is bounded for some T' > 0 large enough. Therefore,
1
lwllsz,n < C+gllwlseen or fwlseen < 2C.
By letting t tends to +o00, we complete the proof. O

We are now able to prove Theorem 1.4. The proof follows by a standard argument (see e.g. [4] or
[20]).
Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let u be the global solution to the defocusing (INLS). By the time reserval
symmetry, we only consider the positive time. The Duhamel formula (6.23) implies

t
e~ Au(t) = ug — 2/ e x| b u(s) | “u(s)ds.

0
Let 0 < t; < tg < 0co. By Strichartz estimates and Lemmas 6.1,6.2,6.3,
”efztzAu(tQ) - e*”lA’U:(tl)”H}: = H/ 6715A|$|7b|u(8)|au(5)d5

t1

S Mol =P lul®ullse (22, (01,02)) + 1V (2]l ) s (22, (01,02))

H;

S (Il oty + 1005 o, 2 N0
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where (p;,q;) € S satisfy p; < 2a+ 2,¢; € (2,2*) and m; = pD;—i2 for 7 = 1,2. By the same argument as
in Proposition 6.4 and the global bound ||u||g®) < oo, we see that

(”u”%:nl((tlyh)ql‘gnl) + HUH%?LQ((tl,tz)ngz)) ”u”S((tl’t?)) —0,

as t1,ty — +0o. This shows that e~#Au(t) is a Cauchy sequence in H'(R?) as t — +oco. Therefore, there
exists ug € H'(R?) such that e~"*2u(t) — ug as t — +00. Note that this convergence holds for d,b and
« as in Proposition 6.4. We now show that this scattering state uar belongs to ¥. To do so, we firstly
observe that the operator z 4 2itV can be written as

T 4 20tV = P xe 18, (6.25)

Indeed, since x + 2itV commutes with id; + A, we see that if u is a solution to the linear Schrédinger
equation, then so is (x + 2itV)u. Thus, if we set u(t) = ey, then

(z + 2itV)u(t) = e ap.
By setting ¢ = e~ *21), we see that
(z + 2itV)1p = etBre™ 0,
which proves (6.25). Using the Duhamel formula (6.24) and (6.25), we have

v Bult) =wug — i [ e o 25V (ol fuls)]u(s))ds.
0

Case 1: d > 4. By Strichartz estimates, Lemma 6.1 and using the same argument as in Proposition
6.6, we see that

e Su(ta) — e~ 2u(e)z = | [ e (@ + 259 (2] ~fu(s) " u(s))ds|

L3

S @+ 2isV) (2]~ Jul*u) |5 (22,(11,2))

S 1201V (J2] o] *0) s (22, (11,02))

S ("”"gl"l((tl,tz),Lil> * ||“||%?2((t1,t2),ng)) 12151V vlls(z2,er.t2))

5 (Hunzyn((tl,tz)ql‘?) + ”u”%;ru((tl,b)i?)) ||w||S(L2’(t1’t2))’

where (p;,¢;) € S satisfy p; < 2a+ 2,¢; € (2,2*) and m; = po_‘}i"'z for : = 1,2. Arguing as in the proof of

Proposition 6.6 and the global bound ||w||g(z2 r) < 00, We see that

(HUH%TI((tl,tz)ngl) + ||u||%:nz((t17t2)qllaqnz)) Hw”S(L?,(tl,tz)) — 0,

as tl, to — +00.
Case 2: d =2,3.

LZ

t2 X
foe~ = u(t2) — e~ St oz = || [ e w4 2059 ] fu(s)*u(s))ds|
t1

S M@+ 2isV) (Ja] =" ul*w)llsr (22, 01,20
S20sIV (2~ [0]*0) 57 (22, 01.02))

12]s]12] ="V ([0]*0)ll 57 (12, 02.22)) + 12081277 o *0ll s (22 81.22))
= A+ B.

For term A, we use (6.14), (6.20) and the fact |v| = |ul, 2|s||Vv| = |w| to have

A

AS (Il o .y + 102 0y 22 ) 1215190522,
S (Mllgms oy ey 20y Nl oy ey 22y ) N0l 22,0 (6.26)
for some (p;, q;) € S satisfy p; < 2a+2,q; € (2,2*) and m; = poffé for ¢ = 1,2. Similarly, by Lemma 6.5,
B S (1 wllm oz + 115 0l o 1y 222y ) Ml e, (6.27)
for some (p;, ;) € S satisfy p; < a+1,¢; € (2,2*) and m; = p”i‘}i"é for + = 1,2. By the same argument as

in Case 2 of the proof of Proposition 6.6, we see that the right hand sides of (6.26) and (6.27) tend to 0
as ty,ty — 400.
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—itA

In both cases, we show that xe u(t) is a Cauchy sequence in L? as t — +00. We thus have zuj € L?

and so ua’ € X. Moreover,

ug =g — i /OO e x| b u(s) | “u(s)ds.
t
By repeating the above estimates, we prove as well that
le™ "2 u(t) —ug[ls — 0,
as t — +o00. The proof is complete. O
Remark 6.3. We end this section by giving some comments on the scattering in 3 for a € (0, ). In

this case, by Theorem 1.3, we have the following decay of global solutions to the defocusing (INLS)

d(2b+da) ( 1 )

lu(®)lzs < 1¢[~ 27,
for q as in (1.13). Let us consider the easiest case d > 4. In order to obtain the global H'-Strichartz
bound on u and the global L?-Strichartz bound on w (see Proposition 6.4 and Proposition 6.6), we need

”u”%;n((T,t),Lg) to be small as T' > 0 large enough, where (p,q) € S and m = 5. This norm can be

(6.28)

written as

ey

/||u 9izyds)” / ()7 st) " (6.29)

a(2b+da)
lu(s)7," S s~ 5005

Using (6.28),

To make the right hand side of (6.29) small, we need % > 1 or equivalently 2p < 4 + «(2b + da)

hence

d72> A (6.30)
g p  4+al2b+da)’ '

(VIS

Let us choose q as in the proof of Lemma 6.1, i.e.

d 2
q:%jﬂze, a € {£1},

for some € > 0 small enough. We see that (6.30) is equivalent to
d[d?a® + 4bda® + (4d — 8 + 4b%)a + 8b — 16] + ae(d — b)[4d — 8 + dav(2b + do)] > 0.

By taking € > 0 small enough, it is enough to show f(a) := d*a® + 4bda’® + (4d — 8 + 4b*)a+ 8b — 16 > 0.
Since b € (0,2), we see that f(0) = 8b—16 < 0 and f(a,) = f (£=2) = 8(4%;%) > 0. Hence f(a) =0
has a solution in (0,ay). Thus, the inequality f(a) > 0 holds true for a sub interval of (0,ay). By the
same argument as for the case a € [ay, a*), we can obtain a similar scattering result in X for a certain
range of a € (0, ay).

APPENDIX A. LOCAL L?-STRICHARTZ BOUND OF WEIGHTED SOLUTIONS

Lemma A.1. Letd,b and « be as in Theorem 1.2. Let ug € ¥ and u be the corresponding global solutions
to the defocusing (INLS). Set

w(t) = (z + 2itV)u(t).

Then w € LY (R, LY(RY)) for any Schrédinger admissible pair (p, q).

loc

Proof. We follow the argument of Tao, Visan, and Zhang [30]. For simplifying the notation, we denote
H(t) = x4 2itV. We will show that ||[Hu| g2 ) < co for any finite time interval I of R. By the time
reversal symmetry, we may assume I = [0,7]. We split I into a finite number of subintervals I; = [t;, t;41]
such that |I;| < e for some small constant € > 0 to be chosen later.

Case 1: d >4,b€ (0,2) or d=3,b€ (0,1) and a € (0,a*). By (6.25), we see that on each interval
1.

7

H(t)u(t) = '~ 2H(t)u(ty) *i/t U TINH () (| P fu(s)| “u(s))ds.

J
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Let v be as in (4.8). By Strichartz estimates and (3.2) and that |v(s)| = |u(s)|, 2|s||Vuv(s)| = |H(s)u(s)],
we have

|Hullsz2,1,) S I1H(E)ult;)| 2 + 1H(s) (2]~ |ul*u) || srL2.1,)
SH ) ult;) 2 + 121sIV (12~ o|*0) [l s 2.1,
SIH w2 + (1% + 151%) 1Vl § g2 1) 12081 Vol szz.o,)

S H(EYult) iz + (€ + ) full g, | Hullsea)-
Since |lu||gr) < o0, by choosing € > 0 small enough depending on T, ||u|| s(r), we get
| Hullsp2,1,) S I1H () )ult;)| 2
By induction, we have for each j,
| Hullscre.) S IH©O)u(0) 22 = louollz2.
Summing these estimates over all subintervals I;, we obtain
||H’u,||5(L2,]) < OQ.
1 25—1
mates, (3.10), (3.19) and keeping in mind that |[v| = |ul,2|s||Vv| = |Hu|, we bound
[ Hulls 2,1,y S IH () ul)l ez + [1H (s) (2] [ulu)|s/(z2,1,)
S IH )t ez + 11218V (2]~ ol *0)l| (22,1,
S IH t)uty)lez + (LI + 151%) 1V) ull$ e,z 12181Vl sze, )
A (L1 L) ) ull§ e, el seez, )
S IH @ ) ez + (€ + %) lull§r) 1 Hullscz )

(O ) Jlul|§ -

Case 2: d=3,be [1,3) and o € (0 674}’) or d=2,b€ (0,1) and a € (0,a*). By Strichartz esti-

Since |lu||gr) < o0, by choosing € > 0 small enough depending on T', ||u|| s(r), we get
|Hullsar) < CIHE u()lz + C,
for some constant C' > 0 independent of T'. By induction, we get for each j,
||H’u,||5(L2,]j) < CH:L"UJ()HL?F +C.

Summing over all subintervals I, we complete the proof. (I
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