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SOME QUALITATIVE STUDIES OF THE FOCUSING INHOMOGENEOUS
GROSS-PITAEVSKII EQUATION

ALEX H. ARDILA AND VAN DUONG DINH

ABSTRACT. We study the Cauchy problem for an inhomogeneous Gross-Pitaevskii equation. We
first derive a sharp threshold for global existence and blow up of the solution. Then we construct
and classify finite time blow up solutions at the minimal mass threshold. Additionally, using
variational techniques, we study the existence, the orbital stability and instability of standing
waves.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we give some results concerning the Cauchy problem and the dynamics for an
nonlinear inhomogeneous Gross-Pitaevskii equation in the following form:

i0pu + Au — 2 |z|?u + |z ~°|ufP~tu = 0,
u(z,0) = ug,

(1.1)

where v > 0, u = u(z,t) is a complex-valued function of (z,t) € RN xR, N > 1,0 < b <

min {2, N} and 1 < p < 2°. Here, 2° is defined by 2° =1 + ‘]1\,__23 if N>3 and 2° =0 if N =1,
2.

The Schrédinger equation (1.1) is a model from various physical contexts in the description of
nonlinear waves such as propagation of a laser beam in the optical fiber. In particular, it models
the Bose-Einstein condensates with the attractive interparticle interactions under a magnetic trap.
The operator —+2|x|? is the isotropic harmonic potential modelling a magnetic field whose role
is to confine the movement of particles. The inhomogeneous nonlinearity |z|~°|u|P~'u describes
the attractive interaction between particles. When b > 0, it can be thought of as modeling
inhomogeneities in the medium in which the wave propagates; we refer the readers to [1,2] for
more information on the related physical backgrounds. In recent years, this type of equations has
attracted attention of numerous researchers due to their significance in theory and applications,
see [7,8,10-12,19,20, 25, 31].

In the absence of the harmonic potential, i.e., (1.1) with v = 0, we refer the reader to [10-13,
19-21,31] for more information. In the classical case b = 0, many authors have been studying the
problem of stability of standing waves, see [5,15-17,29,30]. On the other hand, if v > 0 and b < 0
the problem (1.1) was treated in [7-9,23,24]. If v > 0 and b > 0, to the best of our knowledge,
there are no results concerning the Cauchy problem and the dynamics for (1.1).

By [20, Appendix K] and [6, Theorem 9.2.6] we can get the time local well-posedness for the
Cauchy problem to (1.1) in the space

SRY) = {ue H'(RY): |zju e L*RY)},
equipped with the norm

Jully = [ (19l + JaP ) o
RN
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More precisely, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 1.1. For every ug € S(RY) there exists a unique mazimal solution of Cauchy
problem (1.1), T € (0,00], such that u(0) = ug and u € C([0,T),2(RN)). If T = oo, u is
called a global solution. If T < oo, u is called blow-up in finite time and limy_7 ||Vu(t)||7. = oo.

Moreover, we have the conservation of energy and charge: for every t € [0,T),
E(u(t)) = B(ug) and [[u(t)[|72 = [luolZ:,
where
(1.2) B(u) = 1/ Vuldz + 12/ 2Plu2de — —— [ |l da.
2 RN 2 RN P + 1

We remark that if 1 < p < 14 4522 2b , then we have the global existence of Cauchy problem (1.1)
in X(RY). Indeed, let u be a Solutlon of (1.1) as in Proposition 1.1. From Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality ( see [13,20])

(P*l +1_ ( 1)_b
(1.3) /R 2|l e < CIVul Tl ,

we have that

E(u(t) > || Vu(®)|l7: (% — C||Vu(t )HLN; T oS No- 1>_b>_

Since 1 < p < 14 452 2b , in view of the conservation of energy and charge, we see that ||Vu(t)||%,
is bounded; that is, (1 1) is globally well-posed.

On the other hand, assume that p > 1+ 4_T2b and let up € X(RY). From Lemma 2.2 below we
see that if F(ug) < 0, then the solution u of the Cauchy problem (1.1) corresponding to ug blows
up in finite time.

In the case p =1 + =2 2b , we are motived to investigate a sharp sufficient conditions of global
existence to the solutlons of the Cauchy problem (1.1). Let @ be denote the unique (up to
symmetries) positive radial solution of the following elliptic equation (see [11,19])

A2
(14) —AQ+Q - [o[QI Q=
a2
From [19], we have that ﬁHQH ;2 is the minimum of Weinstein functional

2 =L by, 15242
J(u) = |[Vullgzlull 27 |+ [ 2]~ " d.
RN
Following the argument of Zhang [28], we have

Theorem 1.2. Letp =1+ 4_T2b. Assume that ug € 2(RY).

(i) If ugy satisfies ||ug||r2 < ||@||r2, then the corresponding solution u(x,t) of the Cauchy problem
(1.1) given in Proposition 1.1 exists globally in the time.

(i) For arbitrary positive X and complex number ¢ satisfying |c| > 1, if we take initial data
ug = C)\%Q()\:E), then ||ug|lr2 > ||Q|lz2 and the corresponding solution u(z,t) of the Cauchy
problem (1.1) blows up in finite time.

Notice that if 1 < p < 1 4 452 2b , then we have global well-posedness of the Cauchy problem
(1.1). On the other hand, from Theorem 1.2, when p = 1+ 452 2b , all solutions with a mass strictly
below that ||Q||;2 are global. If the mass is greater than or equal to ||Q|lz2 there are collapse
solutions to exists for Eq. (1.1). So, in the case p = 1 + 522, we call ||Q| 12 the critical mass for

(1.1).
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Let us consider the function

(1'5) SB,GO(»T,t) = ewoeige_i% <§>7 Q <%> 7

where t > 0, 3, 6p € R and @Q is defined by (1.4).
In the next result, inspired by the work of R. Carles [4], we classify finite time blow-up solutions
at the minimal mass threshold.

Theorem 1.3. Letp =1+ 4_—N2b and v > 0. Assume that w is a critical mass solution of (1.1)
which blows up in finite time 0 <T < -, that is, |luo| 2 = |Q||z2 and limy7 [[Vu(t)||r2 = +oo.
Then there exist 8y € R and Mg > 0 such that

3 .
u(t) = < 1 ) 2 e_i%|x|2tan2'yt5)\0790 < T Sln2’y(T— t) )

cos 27t cos 2yt 2ycos 29T cos 2+t

for every t € [0,T), where Sy, g, is defined in (1.5). In particular, with the change of variable
Bo = Ao cos 2y, we see that the initial data is of the form

N
_ ibo 4“/% —i3 |@|?cot 29T 27 fo 2 2y Bo
uo(z) = e ne sin 29T @ sin 29T ‘)

Remark 1.4. (i) Obviously we can prove similar result as Theorem 1.8 also in the case where u
is a critical mass solution of (1.1) which blows up in the past, i.e., for —mw /4y < T < 0.

(ii)Let u satisfy the hypotheses of the Theorem 1.3. Since Q is spherically symmetric, it is not
difficult to show that the function u satisfies the relation u(x,t + g—;r) = u(z,t) for everyn € N

and 0 <t < T. This implies, by using a time-translation and (i), that if u(t) does not collapse in
finite time 0 < T < /27, then it will never collapse in the future.

By a standing wave, we mean a solution of (1.1) with the form u(z,t) = e“¢(z) with w € R
and ¢ satisfying the following nonlinear elliptic problem

—Ap +we + ¥ |z?p — |z PpPle =0,
¢ € Z(RM)\ {0}.

We remember that Ay = v N is the simple first eigenvalue of the many-dimensional harmonic
oscillator —A + ~2|z|?. More precisely,

(1.7) YN = inf{HVuH%g + 72||xu\|%2 T E E(RN), Hu||%2 = 1} .

(1.6)

The corresponding eigenfunction to Ay is

(1.8) O(x):=n"2e 7 2"
and we have the inequality
(1.9) yN[ull2 < [Vullfz +2(lzul 7.

Notice that if w < —y N, then the problem (1.6) does not admit positive solutions. Indeed,
suppose that ¢ is a positive solution of (1.6). After multiplication of (1.6) by the function ®
defined above, and integrating, we infer

(w+7) / () () dir = /R el @) (a) > 0.

RN
Thus w > —yN. On the other hand, since L(RY) «— L"TYR¥Y) is compact, where 1 < r <
1+4/(N—-2)(N >3),1 <r < oo (N =1, 2), we have that there is at least one solution
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¢ € C(RN) N C2(RN \ {0}) of (1.6) that is spherically symmetric and positive. Indeed, let
w > —yN. We denote

lullfr, = IVulF2 + V2 llzull72 + wllul?.,
Pu) ::/ b ufPHda.
RN

By (1.9), we have for every w > —yN, ||ul|? o~ ul|%.
We define the following functionals

Sulw) i= Bu) + 5 M(w) = glulfy, =~ Plw)
Ku(w) = Jully, — P(w)
) = [Vl = 2ol - 252 ),

Note that the elliptic equation (1.6) can be written as S/, (¢) = 0. We now consider the minimizing
problem

(1.10) dy = inf{S,(u) : ue X\{0}, K,(u) =0}
and define the set of minimizers of (1.10) by
(1.11) M, ={u e X\{0} : S, (u) = dy, K,(u) =0} .

We have the following result.

Theorem 1.5. Let v >0, N >1,0<b<min{2,N}, 1 <p<2° andw > —yN. Then d, >0
and d,, is attained by a function which is a solution to the elliptic equation (1.6). Moreover, every
minimizer is the form e p(x), where ¢ a real-valued, positive and spherically symmetric function.

Notice that ¢ being radially symmetric, satisfies the ordinary differential equation
N -1
—
Using the general results of Shioji and Watanabe [26], we have that for any w > —y N, 0 < b < 1,
N >3 and 1 < p < 2° such a solution ¢ is unique, i.e, M, = {ewocp; 0y € ]R}; see Apendix for
more details.

We consider the following cross-constrained minimization problem

dy = inf{S,(u) : ue N},

¢+ ¢ — W+ +rPP =0 in (0,+00).

where the constrain A is given by
N = {u e X\{0}, K,(u) <0,I(u) =0},
and we define
d := min{d,,, d, },
where d,, is given by (1.10). From Lemma 5.4 we obtain that d > 0. Now we define the sets
K_:={ueX\{0} : Su(u) <d,K,(u) <0,I(u) <0},
Ky :={ueX\{0} : Su(u) <d,K,(u) <0,I(u) > 0},
R_:={ueX\{0} : Su,(u) <d,Ky(u) <0},
Ry :={ueX\{0} : S,(u) <d,K,(u) > 0}.
Remark 1.6. By the definition, we see that
{ueZ\{0} : Sy, <d} =Ry UK UK_.
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We are now able to show the sharp threshold for global existence and blow up of solutions to

(1.1).

Theorem 1.7. Let v > 0,N > 1,0 < b < min{2, N}, 1+4 2 < p<2° andw > —yN.
(i) If ug € K_, then the corresponding solution to (1.1) blows up in finite time.
(ii) If ug € Ry U Ky, then the corresponding solution to (1.1) exists globally in time.

From Theorem 1.7 and Remark 1.6 we infer that if S, (up) < d, then the solution of Cauchy
problem (1.1) exists globally if and only if ug € Ry U K.

From a physical point of view, the most important solutions of the stationary problem (1.6) are
the so-called ground states solutions; that is, which are the minimizers of the energy functional
FE subject to a prescribed mass constraint ¢ > 0,

(1.12) I, =inf {B(u), uweX@®Y), |ul3:=4q}.
Eventually, we introduce the set of ground states of (1.6) by
Gy = {p € BRY) suchthat I, =E(p), [¢li=a}.

Notice that if ¢ € G,, then there exists a Lagrange multiplier w € R such that (1.6) is satisfied.
Thus, u(z,t) = e“tp(x) is a solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial condition ug = ¢.
We present a result about the existence of ground state.

Theorem 1.8. Lety >0, N >1,0<b<min{2, N} and 1 <p < 1+ 52,

(1) Any minimizing sequence of 1, is relatively compact in S(RN). In particular, the set of ground
states Gy is not empty.

(it) If uw € G, then there exists a real-valued, positive and spherically symmetric function ¢ €
S(RY) such that u(z) = e p(x) with 6y € R.

For the critical case p = 1 + 452 2b , under appropriate assumption on ¢, we have similar results.
Theorem 1.9. Lety>0,, N>1,0<b<min{2,N} andp=1+ 4_T2b.

Let g sqtz’sfy that g < HQH%Z Then the set G, is not empty. Moreover, every minimizer is of the
form e (x), where ¢ is a positive and spherically symmetric function and 0y € R.
Notice that 1fp > 1+ 4520 then we have I; = —oco. Indeed, for v € S(RY) with [v]|F2 = g we
define v, () := p2 U(,ua:). It is clear that [[v,||22 = [|v]|?. and
2 2 Np—-1)+b
w 2 —927 210,12 B2 —b|, p+1
E = — Vol|“d — dr — —— P,
) =55 [ oPdo T [ aPlopde —Eoege [ el e

Thus, since p > 1 4 452 2b , it follows that E(v,) — —oo as p goes to 4+-00. To show the existence

of ground states in the Supercritical case 1+ 4_T2b < p < 2°, we consider a local minimization

problem. Following [3], we introduce the following sets
Sy = {u e S®RY) : Jul: = q)
B, :={uc SRY) : ull? < r},
where || - ||z denotes the norm
(1.13) lully = [ VulZ2 + 2 lzulle.
For a fixed ¢ > 0 and r > 0, we set the following local variational problem

(1.14) I’ = inf{BE(u), u€S,NB,}.



6 A. H. ARDILA AND V. D. DINH

Notice that if S, N B, # (), then by (1.3) we infer that I > —oco. We denote the set of nontrivial
solutions of (1.14) by

G :={peS;NB, suchthat I =E(p)}.

Theorem 1.10. Lety >0, N >1,0<b<min{2,N} and 1 + 4_T2b <p<2° Foranyr >0
there exists qo > 0 such that for every q < qo :
(i) Any minimizing sequence for problem IV is precompact in S(RY).
(i1) For every ¢ € Gy there exists a Lagrange multiplier w € R such that (1.6) is satisfied with the
estimates )

—YN <w < —yN(1 — C’qp%).
In particular, w — —yN as ¢ — 0.
(i4i) If u € G, then u(z) = e p(x), where ¢ is a positive and radially symmetric function and
Oy € R.

We now discuss the orbital stability of standing waves. For M C %(RY), we say that the set
M is B(RY)-stable under the flow generated by (1.1) if for all € > 0 there exists § > 0 with the
following property: if ug € X(RY) and

inf — o
4,013./\/1 [[uo SOHE(RN) <o,
then the solution u(t) of the Cauchy problem exists for all ¢ € R and
sup inf ||u(t) — <e.
up inf, ult) ol

Moreover, we say that the standing wave ¢!y is strongly unstable if for each £ > 0, there exists
ug € B(RY) such that |Jug — ¢llx@yy < € and the solution u(t) of (1.1) with u(0) = 0 blows up
in finite time.

We have the following stability results for the standing waves of equation (1.1).

Theorem 1.11. Let vy >0, N >1 and 0 < b < min {2, N}.

(i) Ifl<p<1+ 4_T2b, then G, is S(RY)-stable with respect to (1.1).

(i) If p=1+ 4_7% and q < ||Q||2, then Gy is S(RN)-stable with respect to (1.1).

(iii) If 1 + 4},21’ < p < 2° then for any fired r > 0 and q < qo given in the Theorem 1.10 we have
that the set Gy is S(RN)-stable with respect to (1.1).

For instability of standing wave solution of (1.1), we have the following result.

Theorem 1.12. Let N > 1,0 < b < min{2, N}, w > —yN and 1+ 4_T2b <p<2° LetpeM,.
(i) If dp, > d,, then the standing wave e™'¢ is strongly unstable in X(RY).

(ii) If d,, < dy,, then there exists § > 0 and an initial data ug with ||lug — ¢||s > such that the
corresponding solution blows up in finite time.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the sharp condition for global existence is
established (Theorem 1.2). In Section 3, we construct and classify finite time blow up solutions
at the minimal mass threshold. In Section 4 we prove the existence of a minimizer for d,,. Section
5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.7. Section 6 contains the proof of Theorems 1.8 and 1.9.
In Section 7, we establish the proof of Theorem 1.10. Finally, Theorems 1.11 and 1.12 are proved
in Section 8. In Appendix 9, we prove a uniqueness result for (1.6).

Notation. The space L?(R™,C) will be denoted by L? and its norm by || - ||2. This space
will be equipped with the real scalar product

(u,fu)ngRe/ uTdr u,v € L*(RY,C).
RN
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The space LP (RN ), denoted by LP for shorthand, is equipped with the norm LP. Throughout this
paper, the letter C denotes a constant which may vary from line to line.

2. THE CRITICAL MASS-CASE : SHARP EXISTENCE
The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2. First we observe

Remark 2.1. (i) Let u € X(RY). Then the following estimate holds:

1 1
(2.1) / lu|?dx < 2 (/ |Vu|2dx> i (/ |x|2|u|2dx> ©
RN N \ /g~ RN

Notice that 2/N s the best constant for the inequality (2.1).
(i3) If Q € HY(RN) satisfies (1.4), then the following identity holds:

(2.2) Nr2-b / VQPde = / 2| |QIPH R d.
N RN RN

As in [29], which deal with the classical case b = 0, we use the virial identity for the proof of
Theorem 1.2. From (2.1), to show that the H'(R")- norm blow up, it suffices to show that the
variance f(t), which is defined by

10 = [ ol )P

vanishes as ¢ — 7 for some 7 < 00.

Lemma 2.2. Let u be a solution of (1.1) on an interval I = [0,T). Then the variance f is the
class C? on I and satisfies the following identities:

f'(t) = 4Im /RN u(x,t)(Vu(z,t) - x) de,

F(t) = 16E (u(t)) (N — Np—2b+4) /R ol g, )P — 1657 ().

+ -
p+1
This result can be proved along the same lines as in [10,13] and hence omitted. Notice that if

p =1+ %52 in the previous lemma, then f”(t) = 16E(ug) — 1672 f(t). Throughout the rest of

this section we assume that p =1+ 4_T2b.

Lemma 2.3. Let ug # 0 be such that f(0) > 2y"2E(ug). Then the solution u of (1.1) corre-

sponding to uy blows up in finite time.

Proof. Since f"(t) = 16E(ug) — 1672 f(t), a straightforward calculation gives first
(2.3) £(t) = rsin(4t + 0) + 72 E(up),
where r > 0 and 6 € [0, 27) are constants determined by f(0) and f’(0). We also have

(2.4) r? = [£(0) =7 E(w)? + L [f O

Since f(0) > 2y 2E(ug), it follows that r > v 2E(ug). Thus from (2.3) and (2.4), we see that
there exists 7 < oo such that
lim f(t) = 0.

t—T1

Inequality (2.1) implies that limy_ ||Vu(t)||7. = +o00. This shows that u(x,¢) blows up in finite
time, which completes the proof of lemma. O

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. First, as noted in the introduction, we have that for every u € H I(RN ),

a2) (94 N —b a2
(25) [ el a2 < Q1) (BT vl

_(4=2b
Notice that [|Q]] LQ( 7) (2£8=L) is the best constant for the above inequality. Consider a local

solution u € C([0,T), %(R™)) of the Cauchy problem of (1.1), as given by Proposition 1.1, where
[0,T) is the maximal existence time. In view of (2.5) and the conservation of charge and energy,
it is clear that

4—2b
1 ugllr2 \ N 32
LIvu(o)Z: (1 - () ) + 2 [ lellute, s < Bu).

Now, since [luglzz < [|Qlz2, it follows that [[Vu(t)||2, is bounded for all ¢ € [0,7). From
Proposition 1.1 it yields that u(x,t) globally exists in ¢ € [0, +00), which completes the proof of
Item (i).

On the other hand, for A > 0 and ¢ € C, |¢| > 1, we take the initial date u(0,t) = % Q(A\z).
Clearly |luollzz = |¢|l|@llz2 > ||Q]l 2. Now combining (1.2) and (2.2), it follows from straightfor-
ward calculations that

2B(up) = [VQIZ:1e2A? (1= [el T ) +92£(0) < 72£(0).

Therefore, by Lemma 2.3 we have that u(z,t) blows up in finite time, and this finishes the proof
of theorem. 0

3. CLASSIFICATION OF MINIMAL MASS BLOW UP SOLUTIONS

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3. For any function u : RY x I — C, we define

N
1 z 1
(3.1) ur(x,t) = < ) e~i3lel*tan 29t < L tan 2’yt>

cos 2t cos 2yt 2y

Notice that uy, is defined on the time interval tan™*(I) := {tan~'(¢),t € I} and ur(,0) = u(z,0);
for more details we refer to [4,27]. We first prove a key lemma to obtain Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 3.1. Let v > 0.
(i) Assume that u is a solution of the free (i.e.,zero-potential) inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger
equation

(3.2) 10y + Au+ |z ~CulP~tu = 0,

on a interval I. Then the function uy, defined in (3.1) solves the inhomogeneous nonlinear
Schrédinger equation with attractive harmonic potential

i0pur, + Aug, — v2|x[Pur + |cos 27t|%(p_l)_2+b|x|_b|uL|p_1uL =0,

with |lug || g2 = |[ul|pz. In particular, if p =1+ 452, then uy, is a solution of (1.1) on tan=1(I).

(i4) Reciprocally, assume that u € S(RY) is a solutzon of (1.1) with p = 1+ 452, then the
function uy-1, defined by

1 A%t 2 1
(3.3) up-1(z,t) = ——— e Traen? = (L, —tan~! 27t>

(1+4(vt)?)z V14492 2y

solves (3.2) with p =1+ 452 2b
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Proof. For simplicity, we assume that v = % We can easily check that

-1 2
e—zz\x\ tant T 2 N T
Owup(z,t) = ——— [Opu — zuu +sint Vu-x + —sint cost u <—,tan t)
cos2 T2t 4 2 cost
and
e—ii\x\Qtant |l‘|2 T
Aup(z,t) = ——— [ sin*tu —isint Vu -z — —NSlntcostu+Au] (—,tant) .
coszt2¢ 4 2 cost

Thus, we see that

et Liz|?tan ¢ | |2 T
iOpur(x,t) + Aug(z,t) = ———— | ——cos’tu +idu + Au (—,tant)
cos2 2t | 4 cost
1 2
et |z|*tant 2 T
= [‘ i cos® tu — ]az\_blu\p_lu} (—,tant)
cos2 T2 ¢ 4 cost
2
Ny 1)— _ _
B %“L(x t) — |cost] 2 PV g " ug (@, ) [P u (2, 1),
This proves the first statement of lemma. Similarly, the second statement of the lemma follows
from a straightforward calculation. With this the lemma is proved O

It is important to note that the transforms (3.1) and (3.3) do not alter the initial data wug;
notice also that ||ur||z2 = ||lup—1]|r2 = ||[u||r2-

Theorem 1.3 follows from the previous lemma and from the following result of Combet and
Genoud [10, Theorem 1].

Proposition 3.2. Let ug € H'(RY) with ||ug||z2 = ||Q|| 2, where Q is defined by (1.4). Assume
that the solution w of (3.2) blows up in finite time T" > 0. Then there exist 8y € R and A > 0
such that

u(t) = Sxg, (T —t) for everyt € [0,T),
where Sy g, is defined by (1.5).

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let p = 1 + 452 2b . Assume that wu is a solution of the Cauchy problem
(1.1) such that ||ug||z2 = [|@]/z2 and llmt_y]“ [Vu(t)||7, = +oo with T < 15- We set v(z,t) :=
ur—1(x,t). From Lemma 3.1 (ii), we have that v(z,t) is a solution of (3.2) with v(z,t) = uy,
which blows up in finite time 7™ := %tan (24T). By Proposition 3.2 we know that there exist
0y € R and A\g > 0 such that

v(t) = Sxg,(x, T" —t) foreveryte[0,TF),

whence, again by Lemma 3.1 and from uniqueness result of Proposition 1.1, it follows that

N
1 2 1
u(t) =vp(t) = ( ) e~ izlel*tan 2185 0, <L,T* — —tan 27t> .

cos 27t cos 27t 27y

Finally, since
sin 2v(T — t)
27ycos 2yT' cos 2yt’

1
T — %tan (27t) =

we see that
o1

u(t) = (— il (T sm2(T 1)
cos 2yt 070\ cos 2yt 2ycos 29T cos2vt )’

which completes of proof. O
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4. EXISTENCE OF MINIMIZERS
The aim this section is to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let u € X\{0} be such that K, (u) = 0. We have [[ul|}; = P(u).
Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

N(p-1) N(p—1)
p+1— —-b
P(u) S HquLz Plulps’
together with the Young’s inequality, we have
1 +1

+
P(u) < Ci(|[Vul7z + [[ull72) > < Collullif! = CaP(u)™>
This implies that

On the other hand,

2
1 _ p-1 p—1 (1P
Sw(u) = 2Hu||Hw p+1P(u) - 2(p+1)P(u) - 2(p+1) <C2> -0

Taking the infimum, we obtain d,, > 0.
Let (un)n>1 be a minimizing sequence of d,,. Since K, (u,) = 0, we have |[u,[|7; = P(u,) for
all n > 1. Thus,

p—1
o) = 3+

We infer that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that HUnH%{w 2 +1)d + C for all n > 1. For

v >0 and w > —yN fixed, ||u||%{w ~ |lul/%. This implies that the Sequence (un)n>1 is a bounded
in Y. There exists ug € 3 such that up to a subsequence, we can suppose that v, — ug weakly
in ¥. Since ¥ — L™ (RY) compact (see [29, Lemma 3.1]) for 1 < r < 1 + 15 if N > 3 and
1 <r < ooif N =1,2. This implies that u, — wug strongly in L™! with r as above. We now
show that ug is a minimizer of d,. Since u, — ug weakly in ¥, we have

|unll7, — dw as n — oo

Juoll%, < limin€ a3,
n—o0
We now claim that for N > 1,0 < b <min{2, N} and 1 < p < 2°,
(4.1) / |2 78wy [P da —>/ lz| P |uPde  as n — oc.
RN RN

We have

/ 2] Plun [P+ d / 2~ de
RN RN

—b —b
< 2= (un P = Tuo P pa sy + 27" (unl* = Juo P21 (pe),

where B is the unit ball in RY and B¢ = RV\B.
On B, we bound

—b —b
127 (un P = TuoP ) L1 s) S M2l 2oy ll1un P = o P+ e

—b
< 2~ (un P = Juo P 2

provided &, > 1,1 = } + % The term H|x|_b||L5(B) is finite provided % > b. Thus, 3 > %, and

%:1—%< NT_b. We next bound

Pt = ol e S (lunllf- + luollf-)llun — uollze
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provided

p 1 1 N-b
4.2 -+ —=—-< —.
(42) T+O' u< N

Using the embedding ¥ — L™(RY) for 1 < r < 1+ﬁ ifN>3and1<r<ooif N=1,2,

we are able to choose T € [2, ]\2,—]_\’2) if N >3and 7€ [2,00) if N =1,2 so0 that ||uy,| - < [Junlls

(similarly for up). In the case N > 3, we have
N -2 1 N-b
pN=-2) 1 _

2N o N
Since u, — ug in L™ with 1 <r <1+ ﬁ, it follows that

pN-2) N-2 N-b
2N 2N N

This condition is satisfied since p < 1 + ‘]1\,_—_23. Since u, — ug in L™ with 1 < r < oo, we are

able to choose 7 and o large enough so that (4.2) holds. As a consequence, we prove

el ™ (hn P = uolP )20y a5 m — oc.
On B¢, we bound
2 ~° (P = JuoPH) |1 ey < un P = Juo[P*H 1
S Ml = woll o ([l per + lluoll7pr1)
S M = woll o (lun[$ + lluolls) — 0.

Combining two terms, we prove the claim.
Thus
K, (up) < liminf K, (uy) = 0.

n—0o0
We also have

Pl g n)_2p_1 Plug) = do.

Suppose K, (ug) < 0, thus ||u0\|%{w < P(up). We have
Ko(Mug) = Nlugl|F, — X+ P(up).

This implies that K, (Aoug) = 0, where

oo (Il
* 7\ Pluo) o

By definition of d,,,

p—1 P—1 \pn1 p—1

—_ ———— M P(ug) < =—P(ug) = do.

27 1) T A RS

This is a contradiction. Therefore, K,(up) = 0. This combined with the fact S, (ug) =

%P(Uo) = d,, imply that ug is a minimizer of d,,.

It remains to show ug solves the elliptic equation (1.6). Since ug is a minimizer of d,,, there
exists a Lagrange multiplier u € R such that S/,(ug) = pK/,(ug). We have

(4.3) 0 = Ku(uo) = (S}, (uo), uo) = pu(K (o), uo).
On the other hand,
K., (ug) = 2(=A)ug + 2y]a*uo + 2wuo — (p + 1)z fuo /P~ uo.

dw S Sw()\QUQ) = P()\QUO) =
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Thus,

(K., (o), o) = 2[luo||f, — (p+ 1)P(ug) = —(p — 1)P(ug) < 0.
This together with (4.3) imply that u = 0. So, S/, (ug) = 0 or wg is a solution of (1.6). This
proves the first part of the statement. Now let u be a complex valued minimizer for d,,. We claim
that there exists § € R such that u(z) = e?p(x), where ¢ is a positive real valued minimizer.
Indeed, since ||V (|u])|[2. < [[Vull3,, it is clear that S,,(|u]) < S, (u) and Ky (Ju|) < Ky (u) = 0.
In particular, |u| € M, and

(4.4) IV ]ull[72 = [ Vull?..

From the Euler-Lagrange equation (1.6) and an elliptic regularity regularity /bootstrap argument
we see that u € C*(RY,C) (see [20, Sections 2.1 and 2.2] and [11]). Moreover, the positivity of
|u| follows from the maximum principle and thus v € C1(RY,C\ {0}).

We set w(z) := \ZEE% Since |w|? = 1, it follows that Re(w Vw) = 0 and

Vu = (V]u))w + |[u|Vw = w(Vlu| + [u|[wVw).
Therefore, we see that |Vu|? = |V]ul|? + |u|?|Vw[?. From (4.4) we get

/ (2 Vel2dz = 0,
RN

and thus |Vw| = 0. Hence w is constant with |w| = 1, we infer that there exists # € R such that
u = e?p(z) where p(z) := |u(z)|. This prove the claim. We now prove that ¢ is necessarily
radial and radially decreasing. Indeed, denoting by ¢* the Schwarz rearrangement of ¢, it is well
known that (see [22])

(4.5) / |lz|?|* (2)|? dz </ |z|2p?(z) dz  unless ¢ = ¢*,
RN RN

(4.6) / || 78 " () [PH! da > / 2| PPt (2) de unless ¢ = .
RN RN

Thus, from |[|[Ve*||2, < |[Vel|3., we infer that if ¢ is not radial, then S,,(¢*) < S,(¢) = d., and
K,(p*) < K,(¢) =0, a contradiction. This prove that ¢ is radial and radially decreasing. [

5. SHARP THRESHOLDS FOR BLOWUP AND GLOBAL EXISTENCE IN THE MASS-CRITICAL AND
MASS-SUPERCRITICAL CASES

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.7. We have divided the proof into a sequence
of lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Let v > 0,N > 1,0 < b < min{2,N},1 < p < 2° and w > —yN. There exists
u € X\{0} such that K, (u) = I(u) =0.

Proof. By Proposition 1.5, there exists a non-trivial solution u to the elliptic equation (1.6).
Multiplying both sides of (1.6) with @ and integrating over R, we have

(5.1) IVullFe + wllull?e + 7 |zu]7. — P(u) =0.

On the other hand, multiplying both sides of (1.6) with x - V@, integrating over RV and taking
the real part, we have

2 — Nw

N N +2 —-b
(5.2) THVUH%z -5

N
HUH%2 - TV2||33UH%2 + pﬁp(u) =0.
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By (5.1), it is obvious that K,(u) = 0. Multiplying both sides of (5.1) with %l and adding to
(5.2), we get
Np—-1)+2b
————P(u) =0,

e L
which implies that I(u) = 0. O

IVulZe = 2 aullZ: ~

Lemma 5.2. Lety>0,N > 1,0 < b < min{2, N}, 1 +4_T2b < N <2° and w> —yN. Then the
set N is not empty.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, there exists u € £\{0} such that K, = I'(u) = 0. Set u*(z) = \u(z). We
have
Kw(u)\) = )\2”'&“%{w - )\p-i-lp(u)’

N(p—1)+2b
2(p+1)
Since K,,(u) = I(u) = 0, the equations K,,(u*) = 0 and I(u") = 0 admit unique non-zero solution

A = 1. Therefore, K, (u*) < 0,I(u") < 0 for all A > 1. Consider
Np—1)+2b_,
———P .
iy L)

Since I(u) = 0, we have A(1) > 0. By continuity, there exists A9 > 1 such that A(\g) > 0. We
denote v(x) = u0(z). Set

I(w?) = (| Vulj2 —7?[lzull?:) — NP (u).

AR = Ve 2

2-b

v () == prTo(px), p>0.
A calculation shows that

Ku(va) = p*(IVol72 = P(v)) + p =2 |zullFe + p2wlullze,

a Np—-1)+2b a—
1) =t (190l = 2522 ) ) - et oulf
where
42— (N —2)(p—
S AmB-(V=e-1
p—1

Since I(v) < 0 and lim,, 4 I(v,) = +00, there exists py > 1 such that I(v,,) = 0. On the other
hand, K,,(v) < 0 implies that || Vv||3, — P(v) < 0. Moreover, since a > 0,a—2 < 0 and a—4 < 0,
we see that K, (v,) < 0 for all 4 > 1. We obtain v,, € ¥\{0}, K, (v,,) < 0 and I(v,,) = 0 or
Uy €N O

Lemma 5.3. Let v >0, N >1,0<b< min{2,N},1—|—4_—sz < N < 2° and w > —yN. Then
d, > 0.

Proof. Let u € £\{0} be such that K, (u) < 0 and I(u) = 0. Since I(u) = 0, we have

N(p-1)+ 2 b,

\V/ 2 .2 2 —

Thus,

N E N T WS S T Ve TR
63 5u0) = (5- yoarra) Vel + (3+ wp g ) ol + Sl

We now consider two cases: L?-supercritical case and L?-critical case.
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Case 1: L?-supercritical case 1 + % < p < 2°. By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we

have

Nebyp  pr1-Nel
P(u) SIVull2? ull 2
+1

p+1
< C1(|Vull?e + [[ul22)"2
< Collullt.

Since K, (u) < 0, it follows that [|u[|7, < P(u). Thus, [ull7, < P(u) < C'gHuH’I’{tl. We get

1\r 1
HUH%{W > <62> > 0.

On the other hand, by (5.3) and the fact % - m > 0 in this case, we have

2
1 \p1
Sw(u) > Csllullz, > Cs (5) > 0.

Taking the infimum, we obtain d,, > 0.
Case 2: L%-critical case p = 1+ 4522, Assume d,, = 0, there exists (un)n>1 C Z\{0}, K (un) <
0 and I(u,) =0 for all n > 1 and Sy, (u,) — 0 as n — oco. It follows from (5.3) that

(5.4) [unl22 =0, |lzun|3s — 0 asn — oco.

Since K, (u,) < 0, the sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality implies that

4-2b
(5.5) [un s, < Pun) < Cl[Vun |7 llunl 8

For the constant C' in (5.5), we have from (5.4) that for n sufficiently large,

a-2p
”VUn”2L2 > CHVUHH%ZHUHHLQ] .

It follows that

a2
(5.6) lunll, > CllVunlZa lunll 5
The inequalities (5.5) and (5.6) contradict each other. Therefore, d,, > 0. O

Lemma 5.4. Let v > 0,N > 1,0 < b < min{2, N}, 1 +4_T2b <p<2 and w > —yN. Then
d > 0.

Proof. 1t comes from Theorem 1.5 and Lemma 5.3. O

Lemma 5.5. Let v > 0,N > 1,0 < b <min{2, N}, 1 + 4_7% <p<2°andw > —yN. Then the
sets Ky, Ry are invariant under the flow of (1.1).

Proof. We only give the proof for K_, the ones for K,, Ry are similar. Let ug € K_, i.e.
Sw(uo) < d, Ky(ug) < 0,I(up) < 0. By conservation of mass and energy,

(5.7) Su(u(t)) = Sulue) < d, Vt e [0,T).

We now prove K, (u(t)) < 0for allt € [0,T"). Suppose there exists ¢ty > 0 such that K, (u(ty)) > 0.
By the continuity of ¢ — K, (u(t)), there exists t; € (0,to] such that K, (u(t;)) = 0. By the
definition of d,,, S, (u(t1)) > d,, > d which contradicts to (5.7).

We finally prove that I(u(t)) < 0 for all ¢ € [0,7). Suppose it is not true, there exists
to € [0,T) such that I(u(tz)) > 0. By the continuity of ¢ — I(u(t)), there exists t3 € (0,t9]
such that I(u(ts)) = 0. We have K, (u(t3)) < 0,I(u(t3)) = 0, by the definition of d,,, we have
Sw(u(ts)) > d,, > d which contradicts to (5.7). O
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Proof of Theorem 1.7. By the virial identity,

d? 9
Tallzu(t)llz: = 8I(u(t)), vt € [0,T).

By the convexity argument, it suffices to show that there exists 6 > 0 such that I(u(t)) < —9 for
allt € [0,T). Since K_ is invariant under the flow of (1.1), we have K, (u(t)) < 0 and I(u(t)) <0
b

for all t € [0,T). Fixed ¢t € [0,T) and denote u = u(t). For p > 0, we set u,(z) = ,u%u(ux).
We have
2(N=b)—(N=2)(p+1) 2(N=b)—=(N+2)(p+1)
Kow)=p >0 | Vullla+p= 7 ? laullf
2(N—b)—N(p+1)

- wlulfe — Pu),

and
2(N—b)—(N—2)(p+1) 2(N—b)—(N+2)(p+1)
I(uy) = p P IVul7z — p P V|7
N(p—-1 2b
— Mp(u)
2(p+1)

Since 1 + 4_7% < p < 2° we see that the exponents of u in I(u,) are positive and negative
respectively. Since I(u) < 0, it yields that there exists po > 1 such that I(uy,,) = 0, and when
w1, p0), I(uy) < 0. For p € [1, o, since K, (u) < 0, K, (u,) has the following two possibilities:
a) Kw(uu) < 0 for e [LMO]?
b) there exists 1 < p1 < pip such that K, (u,,) = 0.
For the case a), we have I(uy,) = 0 and K (u,,) < 0. By the definition of d,,, we have S, (u,,) >
d,, > d. Moreover, we have

1 2N (V-2 (pt) ,
Suw) = Sulu) = 5 (1= 77 ) IVl

1 2(N—b)—(N+2)(p+1) 5 )
1
L (1 e >7 leul2s

2
1 2(N—-b)—N(p+1) 9
1
ry (1o el

and
2(N—b)—(N—-2)(p+1)

M-t = (1= ) IVl
2(N*b)*(N1+2)(P+1) 9 9
- <1 — Mo - > Y llzull7e-
Since pg > 1 and 1+ % < p < 2°, it follows that

() — Sultty) > 5 (T(w) ~ Tugy)) = 3 1(0).

For the case b), we have K, (u,,) = 0 and I(u,,) < 0. By the definition of d,,, we have
Sw(uy, ) > d, > d. By the same argument as above, we have

() = Sulot) 2 5 (F(w) = I{u)) >

In both cases, we prove that

I(u).

N | —
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Since the above argument is independent of ¢ € [0,7"), we get I(u(t)) < —¢ for all t € [0,T),
where § = 2(d — S,,(ug)) > 0. Thus we obtain the proof of statement i) of theorem.

Next we prove ii). In the case 1 < p < 1 + 252 2b , the global existence follows from the sharp
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. Therefore, we only consider the case 1 + % <p<2°

1) Let us consider the case ug € Ry. Since R, is invariant under the flow of (1.1), we
have S, (u(t)) < d and K, (u(t)) > 0 for any t € [0,T). Since K, (u(t)) > 0, it follows that
lu®)lz,, > P(u(t)). Thus,

1 , 1 ) 1
(5 537 ) IOl < FhuClf - — Plu(®) = Sa(ute) < d

We get [|u(t)[3,, < 24D

exists globally in tlme

2) Let us now consider the case ug € K. Since K is invariant under the flow of (1.1), we
have S, (u(t)) < d, K, (u(t)) < 0 and I(u(t)) > 0. It follows that

for any ¢ € [0,7). Since [Jul|; ~ |lull3;, this implies that the solution

1 _ 2 2 l 2 2 2 w 2
(2 Np-1)+ 2b> IVeulliz + <2 TNe-D+ 2b> Vlleu®llze + 5 @iz

1
——P(u(t)) = S t d.
o (u(t)) = Suw(u(t)) <

In the case L2-supercritical case 1 + < p < 2°, it follows from the above inequality that
[Vu(t)||7, < C for some constant C' > 0 and for any ¢ € [0,7). This shows that the solution
exists globally in time.

In the L2-critical case p = 1 + 452 2b , we have

1
< ), -

42b

w
(5.8) Vlzu@)lzz + 5 lu®lz < d.

N(N—b)

Fixed t € [0,T) and denote v = u(t). We set u,(x) = p?N+i=22u(px). A direct computation
shows that

4-2b N4+4-2b N(p—1)+2b
I = N5 || Vul|?2, — N+2 b 7 " P(u).
(up) = p+2=0 [Vl — p- 7l 7 ) L

Thus, I(u) > 0 implies that there exists 0 < p19 < 1 such that I(u,,) = 0. It follows that

1
Sw(uuo) = ’72||xuu0||%2 + 5“”“#0”%2

_ AN+4-2b 2N
=pp " Pllaulia + p T wllul 7.
It follows from (5.8) that
_AN+44-2b
(5.9) S (Upy) < pg "0 d.

We now consider K, (u,,) which has two possibilities. The first one is K (u,,) < 0. By the
definition of d,, and the fact I(u,,) = 0, we have

Sw(tpy) > dp > d > Sy(u).

It follows that
Su(u) = Su(uy,) <0,

which is

4—2b 9 _4N+472b 9 9 2N 9
(1 P ) IVl + (1 _ g N )7 leulZs + (1 g v ) wllullZ2 <.
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It implies that
IVullfe S 7llzullfz +wllullZ..
Thanks to (5.8), we get [|[Vu|?, < C for some constant C' > 0.
The second possibility is that K, (u,,) > 0. In this case, using (5.9), we have

_4113+4712)b
P
Sw(uuo) - P+ 1Kw(uuo) < Hg " d.
It follows that
p—1 g 2 — R 2y 112 - Ni3s 2 — R
L (Tl oy N Pl g T Tl ) <y

We thus get [|Vul|7, < C for some constant C' > 0. In both possibilities, we always have the
boundedness of ||Vul?,. Since the above argument is independent of ¢ € [0,T), we obtain the
boundedness of ||Vu(t)|[3, for any ¢ € [0,T). Therefore, the solution exists globally in time in
the L2-critical case p =1+ 4_T2b. This completes the proof of theorem. O

6. NORMALIZED GROUND STATES

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems 1.8 and 1.9 stated in the introduction. Before
giving the proof of Theorem 1.8 we recall that the embedding X(RY) < L™*}(R") is compact,
where 1 <r <1+4/(N—-2) (N >3),1<r<oo (N =1,2);see [29, Lemma 3.1].

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence for the problem I, then we have
that {u,} is bounded in X(R"). Indeed, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality (1.3) and
Young’s inequality we see that

N@ZD 4p)a pr1-NE=D _p) g
/N |x|_b|un|p+1d$ < 5||Vun||g2 ’ ) + Cs”“ﬂ||£2 ’ ) )
R

where C; > 0 and 1/a+ 1/ = 1. Now choosing o = m > 1 (it is due to the assumption
1<p< 4_7%), it follows that

_NE-1)
/ ’x‘_b’un’p‘f‘ldx < EHVUHH%Z _’_CEq<;D+1 5 b)ﬁ.
RN

Eventually, we get

1 € 2 7 2 C. pH1-2e=bp)3
Blun) 2 (5 =57 ) IVl + Flounle - ~Coglrr =500

Taking e > 0 sufficiently small, this implies that {u,} is bounded in X(R"). Therefore, there
exists u € L(RY) such that, up to a subsequence, we can suppose that u, converges to u weakly
in X(RY). Since L(RY) « L™(RY) is compact, it folows that u, — u in L' for 1 < r <
1+4/(N—=2)if N>3and 1 <r <ooif N =1, 2. By (4.1), we have P(u,) — P(ugp) as n — oc.
From the lower semi continuity we have

2 2
2 . i
IVl + ol < i {192+ T o |

It follows that F(u) < liminf, o E(uy) and [Jul|3, = ¢, which implies that u is a minimizer of
I, and E(u) = lim,_,o E(uy); consequently u, — u in %(RY) as n — +oo and u € G, which
completes the proof of Item (i). By the same argument as in the Theorem 1.5 we get that there
exists a positive and spherically symmetric function such that u(z) = €% (x). This concludes
the proof. O



18 A. H. ARDILA AND V. D. DINH

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let p = 1 4 352 2b Assume that {u,} is a minimizing sequence for I,
with ¢ < [|Q||?.. Then {uy} is bounded in Z(}RN). Indeed, since E(uy) < I,+ 1 for n sufficiently
large, by (2.5) we infer that

4—2b
1 q N 72

Therefore, we have that [up | sgy) is bounded. Thus there exists u € Y(RY) such that u, — u
in X(RY) and u,, - uwin L' for 1 <r <1+ 4/(N—-2)if N>3and 1 <r < 0 if N =1,
2, as n goes to +o0o. From here, the proof of Theorem 1.9 is completed exactly as the proof of
Theorem 1.8. 0

7. THE SUPERCRITICAL CASE
In this section, we prove Theorem 1.10. Firstly we give

Lemma 7.1. Let 1 + 352 2b <p<l1 + 4 2b. The following facts hold:
(i) Sq N B, is not empty set iff ¢ < = v
(ii) For any r > 0, there exists qy = qo(r) such that, for every q < qo,

(7.1) inf {E(u), uw€ SN By} <inf{E(u), ue SN (B, \ By}
Proof. We set ((x) := /q®(x), where ® is given in (1.8). For any r > 0, if ¢ < 3, it is clear
that
I€I72 =a and [IClE = IVCl7e + 77l Clze = AN ICIlz2 < 7.
Here, the norm ||-||% is defined in (1.13). Therefore ¢ € S;NB,. On the other hand, if u € S,NB,,
then from (1.9) we infer
> Jullf = IVullz: +9°llzullz: > N,

which completes the proof of the statement (i) above.
Our proof of statement (ii) is inspired by the one of Lemma 3.1 in [3]. From Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality (1.3) we get

-1
(7.2) {E<u> > dully — " T = ag(ulln),
B(u) < gllullf = By(lulls),
where
ag(t) = 3t(1 — 2Cgxt?)
{5q(t) = 5t
and

1 Np-1 Nip—-1)+2b—-4
x:§<p+1—¥—b>>0, 0= (p )4+ > 0.

Note that, by (7.2), to prove (7.1), it suffices to show that there exists 0 < gy = qo(r) << 1 such
that, for every ¢ < qq,

Be(qr/2) < inf au(t).

te(rq,r)

Now since ay(t) > 3t for t € (0,7) and ¢ < qo(r) << 1, we get

1 5
Bq(qr/2) = —qr < 1_qu tel(?qfr) ag(t),

which completes the proof of lemma. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.10. Suppose that {u,} is a minimizing sequence for I}. Since {u,} C
S, N By, it follows that {u,} is bounded in X(R™). Then there exists u € %(RY) such that
tup — u in X(RY) and u,, — u in L? as n — co. By lower semi-continuity

I9ull2 + 22wl < Timinf {[Vun|2s + 2| w2}

we infer that u € S, N B, and E(u) < lim, 0 E(uy) = I,. Thus, u € G, and u,, — u in Z(RY).
Moreover, by the same argument as in the proof of the Theorem 1.8, we see that there exist a
real-valued positive function ¢ and @ € R such that u = ¢?¢.

Now, since [l¢*||2, = [[¢]|32 and [Ve*|[2, < [[Ve|?2, from (4.5) we have that ¢* € S, N B,.
In addition, if we suppose that ¢ is not radial, then by (4.5)-(4.6) we infer that E(¢*) < E(p),
which is a contradiction. Therefore ¢ is radial and radially decreasing, which completes the proof
of the statements (i) and (iii).

Now we prove statement (ii). From Lemma 7.1 we infer that ¢ € B,,. This implies that ¢
does not belong to the boundary of S, N B,. Then, we have that ¢ is a critical point of £/ on S,
and there exists a Lagrange multiplier w € R such that the Euler-Lagrange equation

(7.3) — Ap +wp + 7 |zPe — |2 blplP e =0,

holds.
Let ¢ be the eigenfunction defined in (1.8) such that ||[|2, = ¢. Then ¢ € S; N B, and

1 1 1
I' <E()=yNq— — —b|¢pHt ~~Ng.
¢ < E(Q) = 357Nq P le [CIP dz < 5vNg
Thus, from (7.3) we see that
el = =1Vl =Pl gl + [ lel loP s
(7.4) = —2I] + p;l/ |2|7%| P de > —yNgq.
q p+1 RN

Therefore w > —yN. Now, from (1.3) we obtain

lglfs = <Vl ~Ploplls + [ Lol P o
+b p+1_N(p*1)_g
< —H<PHH+CH<PHH q
No-Dip 9 pr1_ Ne-1) _»
= —lolly (1= Cllelly 7
< Il (1 - Ctrg) ™5+ 5 )
p—1
< el (1- "),
and with (1.9) we obtain
w < —yN (1 —C’qufl> .
This completes the proof of theorem. O

8. ORBITAL STABILITY

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems 1.11 and 1.12.
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Proof of Theorem 1.11. We only consider the supercritical case 1 + % <p<l1l+ %,
the proof in the other cases, when 1 < p < 1+ 4_—N2b, is similar. We verify the statement of
Theorem 1.11 (iii) by contradiction. Then we have that there exist ¢ > 0 and two sequences

{ugn} € 2(RY) and {t,} C R such that

(8.1) inf |[uo;n — ¢llpmyy =0 asn — 400
peGY

(8.2) sup inf |lun(tn) — pllx@yy > for every n € N.
teR €94

Here u,(t) is the maximal solution of (1.1) with initial datum ug,. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that [[ug,||2. = ¢. From (8.1) and the conservation of charge and energy we infer
that

un(tn)l|22 = |uonll2e =q for every n,
E(un(ty)) = E(uon) — Ig as n — 4o00.

We claim that there exists a subsequence {un, (tn,)} of {un(ts)} such that |Ju,, (tn, )% < 7.
Indeed, suppose that there exists K > 1 such that |Ju,(¢,)||% > r for every n > K. By continuity,
there exists t, € (0,¢,) such that [lu,(})||F; = r. Since |Jun(¢)]132 = ¢, |un(th)||3 = r and
E(un(ty)) = E(uon) — I as n — +oo, it follows that {u,(t;)} is a minimizing sequence of I;.
From Theorem 1.10, we infer that there exists ¢ € S(RY) such that ||[¢[|7, = ¢, |¢[|}; = r and
E(1) = I, which is a contradiction with Lemma 7.1 (ii), because the critical point ¢ does not
belong to the boundary of S, N B,. Therefore, there exists a subsequence {uy,, (t,,)} such that
|y, (tny )15 < 7 for all k > 1. In particular, {un, (t,,)} is a minimizing sequence for I;. Again
from Theorem 1.10 we obtain, passing to a subsequence if necessary,

inf 1, (fn,) — @lls) 0 8 k= +oo,

which is a contradiction with (8.2) and finishes the proof. O

Next we study the instability of standing waves for (1.1) in the L?-critical and L?-supercritical
cases.

Proof of Theorem 1.12. Since d,, > d,,, we have d = d,,. From Lemma 5.1, K, (¢) = I(p) = 0.
Set ¢*(x) = Ap(x). Since
Ko (0*) = N¢li, — AFP(p),
N(p—1)+2b
I(0Y) = X2(|Vp|2. — ~2 2y VT
(") = A (IVellze =7 llzelze) ST 1)
it is easy to see that the equations K, (¢*) = 0 and I(¢*) = 0 have unique non-zero solution
Ao = 1. It follows that for any A > 1,
K,(pY) <0, I(*) <.

On the other hand, we notice that %Sw(gf‘) = A"1K (). Thus, S,(¢*) < S, (p) for any A > 1.
Since S, () = d, = d, we see that for any A\ > 1, S,,(¢*) < d, K,(¢*) < 0,1,(¢*) < 0. This
implies that ¢* € K_ for any A > 1. Now let ¢ > 0. We take \; > 1 sufficiently close to 1 such
that

ANPTLP(p),

™ —olls = (M = D]lels <.

Set ug = ™', we see that ug € K_. By Proposition 1.7, the corresponding solution blows up in
finite time. Thus we obtain the proof of statement i) of theorem.

A1
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Next we prove ii). In this case d = d,, < d,,. Since u € M,,, we have
Sw(‘:o)\) < Su(p) = dw

for any A > 1. Since £S,(¢*) = ALK, (¢*) and since K, (¢) = 0, we have %S, (¢*) < 0 for
any A > 1. On the other hand, S, (¢) = d, S,,(¢*) — —00 as A — oco. Thus, there exists \g > 1
such that S, (¢*) < S, () =d as A > X\g. It follows that S, (p*) < d, K, (¢*) < 0,1(¢*) <0
for any A > \g or ¢* € K_ for any A > A\g. Taking § = (Mg — 1)||¢||x and choose ug = @™ for
some A1 > Ag, the result follows. O

9. APPENDIX

In this appendix we show the uniqueness result for (1.6). More specifically, if N >3, 0<b< 1

and 1 <p<1+4 ‘]1\,_—_23, then for any w > —~v N there exists a unique positive radial solution of

(1.6).

Through this appendix we assume that N >3, 0<b<land 1 <p<1+ %.

In [26, Theorem 1], Shioji and Watanabe give a uniqueness result for positive radial solutions
of

N —2
" + Ts@’ + g(r)¢ + h(r)p? =0 in (0,400),

under appropriate assumptions on g(r) and h(r). Note that for our case, Eq (1.6), we have that
g(r) = —(w+~?r?) and h(r) = r~°.
Required conditions in [26, Theorem 1] are following.
(I) g € C*((0,+0)), h € C3((0,+00)); g(r) > 0, h(r) > 0 for every r € (0, +o0).
(IT) lim,—q rN%l Jo ™7 g(T) + h(7)] dr = 0.
(III) There exists r* € (0, +00) such that
(1) rNlg(r) € L1((0,7%)), rN=1h(r) € LY((0,r%)).
*\2—N 2—N
(i) ™1 (g(r) + h(r) (S ) € LH(0,7)).
(IV) lim,p a(r) < +oo, lim,_,0 |B(r)| < 400, lim, 9 c(r) € [0, +o0], lim,_,ga(r)g(r) = 0 and
lim, 0 a(r)h(r) = 0, where

AN-Dp+) 2
a('r') =r p+3 h(?") P3|
1 N -1
8) = - 20+ TLa(r),
N -1

(V) There exists k € [0,400) such that
G(r) >0 on (0,k) and G(r) <0 on (k,+00),

where

1 1
G(r) = ~Bra(r) + 5¢() + L ag) (7).
(VI) G~ # 0 is satisfied, where G~ = min {G(r),0} for r € (0, +00).
Next we check the conditions (I)-(VI) to prove the uniqueness of a solution of (1.6). Since
N >3 and 0 < b < 1, it is clear that the conditions (I)-(III) hold true. For simplicity, we assume
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that v = 1. Recalling that g(r) = —(w +72) and h(r) = r~°, a straightforward calculations give

bt (N =1)(p+1)

a(r) =r pt3
1 2b+2N (p+1)—3p—5 2N 1 b
= +3 — _
B) g T (N =1 =),
1 et o (N 1)) (2b+ N D —2p+1
= p+ — — — — — _
c(r) T ( ( ) (2b + (p—1)—-2(p+1)),
and
G(r)=Ar*+Br+C,
where

A=—(p+3)%20+N(p—1)+4)
B =w(p+3)%(2N — (2+1))
C=(b-2N+2)(p(N—2)+b+N —4)(p(N —2) +2b— N —2).

Since N >3,0<b<1land1<p<1+4=2 it isnot hard to show that (IV)-(VI) hold true. In

N-2>

particular, we obtain A < 0 and C' > 0, thus we can find that there exists k € [0, +00) such that

G(r

) >0on (0,k) and G(r) < 0 on (k,+00). Hence by [26, Theorem 1] we see that there exists

a unique positive radial solution of (1.6).

(1
2]
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