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NON-RADIAL SCATTERING THEORY FOR NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER
EQUATIONS WITH POTENTIAL

VAN DUONG DINH

ABSTRACT. We consider a class of nonlinear Schrodinger equations with potential

i0u 4+ Au — Vu = +|u|%, (t,z) € R x R?,
where % < a < 4 and V is a Kato-type potential. We establish a scattering criterion for the equation
with non-radial initial data using the ideas of Dodson-Murphy [Math. Res. Lett. 25(6):1805-1825]. As
a consequence, we prove the energy scattering for the focusing problem with data below the ground state
threshold. Our result extends the recent works of Hong [Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 15(5):1571-1601]
and Hamano-Ikeda [J. Evol. Equ. 2019]. We also study long time dynamics of global solutions to the
focusing problem with data at the ground state threshold.

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider the Cauchy problem for a class of nonlinear Schrodinger equations with potential

{ iOu+ Au—Vu = =£u|*, (t,z)eRxR3,

u(0,2) = wup(x), (1.1)

where u: R x R? — C, up : R* - C, § < a <4, and V is a real-valued potential. The range 3 < a < 4
is referred to the intercritical case which corresponds to the mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical
case in three dimensions. The plus (resp. minus) sign in front of the nonlinearity corresponds to the
defocusing (resp. focusing) case. In this paper, the potential V : R® — R is assumed to satisfy the
following assumptions:

VeknL? (1.2)
and
V-l < 4, (1.3)

where K is a class of Kato potentials with

\%4
Ve = sup [ g
R

weRr3 Jr3 |2 — Y|

and V_(z) := min{V(z),0} is the negative part of V.

Remark 1.1. A typical example of potentials satisfying (1.2) and (1.3) is the following Yukawa-type
potential

V(z) =cz|[7el ceR, o€(0,2), a>0. (1.4)

The genuine Yukawa potential corresponds to o = 1. Nonlinear Schrédinger equation with Yukewa po-
tential appears in a model describing the interaction between a meson field and a fermion field (see e.q.,
[32]). We will see in Appendiz that

1
q

IVize = le| [47(aq)*~°T(3 — qo)] (1.5)

and
[Vlix = 4rlela*=7T(2 — o), (1.6)
where T" is the Gamma function.
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By the assumptions (1.2) and (1.3), it is known (see e.g., [19]) that the operator H := —A 4+ V has
no eigenvalues, and the Schrodinger operator e~ enjoys dispersive and Strichartz estimates. Moreover,
the Sobolev norms ||Af||z2 and ||V f||12 are equivalent, where

|AF]|3 2 ::/|Vf|2dz+/V|f|2dz. (1.7)

Thanks to Strichartz estimates, it was shown in [18,19] that the Cauchy problem (1.1) is locally well-posed
in H'. In addition, local solutions satisfy the conservation of mass and energy

M (u(t)) = / lu(t, z)|?*dz = M (uo), (Mass)

1 1 1
E(u(t)) :== 5 / |Vu(t, z)|* + 3 /V(z)|u(t,x)|2d:c + P / lu(t, z)|* 2dx = E(up). (Energy)
The main purpose of this paper is to study the energy scattering with non-radial data for (1.1).

Definition 1.1 (Energy scattering). A global solution u € C(R, H') to (1.1) is said to be scattering
in H' forward in time (resp. backward in time) if there evists uy € H' (resp. u— € H') such that

: o —itH _ - o —itH _
tilgrnoo lu(®) — e ™" ™ ug|lgr =0 (resp. tilr}loo lu(t) —e " Fu_||g = 0) .

1.1. Known results. Before stating our results, let us recall some known results related to the energy
scattering for nonlinear Schrédinger equations (NLS) without potential, namely the equation

i+ Au = F|u|u, (t,r) €R x R3,
u(0,2) = wup(x).

It is well-known that (1.8) is locally well-posed in H'. Moreover, local solutions satisfy the conservation
laws of mass and energy

M(u(t)) = /|u(t,:z:)|2dx — M(up),

(1.8)

1 1
Eo(u(t)) := 5 / |Vu(t, z)|*de + P / lu(t, z)|* 2dx = Eo(uo). (1.9)
The equation (1.8) also satisfies the scaling invariance
un(t, ) == A= u(A*, Az), A > 0. (1.10)

A direct computation gives
2

_3
lux(O) gy = A2 [luoll

where H" denotes the homogeneous Sobolev space of order . This shows that the scaling (1.10) leaves

H7-norm of the initial data invariant, where

Ve i= (1.11)

N W
oo

We also define the critical exponent

_71—%7 44—«

¢ = . 1.12

Ye 3a—4 ( )
The energy scattering for (1.8) in the defocusing case was first established by Ginibre-Velo [15]. The
proof was later simplified by Tao-Visan-Zhang [30].

Theorem 1.1 ([15,30]). Let % < a <4 andug € H'. Then the corresponding solution to the defocusing
problem (1.8) ewists globally in time and scatters in H' in both directions.

The proof of this result is based on an a priori global bound ||u(|srxrs)y < C(M, Ep) < oo which is a
consequence of interaction Morawetz estimates. We refer the reader to [15,30] for more details.

In the focusing case, it is well-known that (1.8) admits a global non-scattering solution of the form
u(t,z) = e Q(x), where Q is the unique positive radial solution to

—AQ+ Q- 1Q|*Q =0. (1.13)

The energy scattering for the focusing problem (1.8) was first proved by Holmer-Roudenko [20] with
a = 2 and radially symmetric initial data. The radial assumption was later removed by Duyckaerts-
Holmer-Roudenko [12]. Extensions of this result to any dimensions N > 1 and the whole range of the
intercritical case were done by Cazenave-Fang-Xie [5], Akahori-Nawa [1] and Guevara [17].
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Theorem 1.2 ([1,5,12,17,20]). Let % <a<4. Letug € H' satisfy

Eo(u)[M (u)]” < Eo(Q)[M(Q)],
[Vuol|L2[luoll 78 < [IVQI[L2[|QII 7

Then the corresponding solution to the focusing problem (1.8) exists globally in time and scatters in H*
in both directions.

The proof of this result is based on the concentration-compactness-rigidity argument of Kenig-Merle
[22]. It consists of three main steps: variational analysis, existence of the minimal blow-up solution via
the profile decomposition, and rigidity argument. This method is robust and has been applied to show
the energy scattering for various nonlinear Schrédinger-type equations.

Concerning the energy scattering for (1.1), Hong [19] made use of the concentration-compactness-
rigidity argument of Colliander-Keel-Staffilani-Takaoka-Tao [6] and Kenig-Merle [22] to show the energy
scattering for the cubic nonlinearity, i.e. @ = 2. More precisely, he proved the following result.

Theorem 1.3 ([19]). Let oo = 2.
e (The focusing case) Let V : R® — R satisfy (1.2), V. >0, z-VV <0, and x-VV € L3. Let ug € H!
satisfy

E(uo)M (uo) < Eo(Q)M(Q), (1.14)
[Auo|[ 2 [luoll> < [[VQIL2[1Qll L2, (1.15)

where ||[Auo||r2 is defined as in (1.7) and Eo(Q) is as in (1.9). Then the corresponding solution to the
focusing problem (1.1) ewists globally in time and scatters in H' in both directions.

e (The defocusing case) Let V : R? — R satisfy (1.2), (1.3), and ||(z-VV)4||x < 4r. Letug € H'. Then
the corresponding solution to the defocusing problem (1.1) exists globally in time and scatters in H' in
both directions.

The proof of this result depends heavily on linear profile decomposition. However, due to the lack of
translation invariance for both linear and nonlinear equations caused by the potential, showing the linear
profile decomposition is more involved. To overcome the difficulty, Hong considered the potential as a
perturbation of the linear equation, and chose a suitable Strichartz norm to make the error small. We
refer the reader to [19] for more details.

Recently, Hamano-Ikeda [18] extended Hong’s result to the whole range of the intercritical case, i.e.
% < a < 4 and radially symmetric initial data. More precisely, they proved the following result.

Theorem 1.4 ([18]). Let 3 < a < 4. Let V : R® — R be radially symmetric satisfying (1.2), V > 0,
x-VV L0, and x-VV € L3. Let ug € H' be radially symmetric satisfying

E(u0)[M (uo)]™ < Eo(Q)[M(Q)], (1.16)
[VuolL2[[uol| 7 < IVQI L2 QUIZ5- (1.17)

Then the corresponding solution to the focusing problem (1.1) exists globally in time and scatters in H*
in both directions.

The proof of this result is based on a recent argument of Dodson-Murphy [10] which makes use of the
radial assumption. This is done by three main steps. The first one is to use nonlinear estimates to show
a suitable scattering criterion. The second one is to use variational arguments to derive the coercivity
on sufficiently large balls. Finally, thanks to the coercivity, Morawetz estimates, and the radial Sobolev
embedding, one obtains a space time decay which implies the smallness of L?-norm of the solution inside
a large ball for sufficiently large time. This together with dispersive estimates imply that the global
solution satisfies the scattering criterion.

In the defocusing case, the energy scattering for non-radial data was proved by the first author in
[8, Theorem 1.4].

Theorem 1.5 ([8]). Let 2 < o < 4. Let V : R® — R be radially symmetric satisfying (1.2), (1.3),
x-VV <0, and 9,V € LY for any % < q < o0o. Let ug € H'. Then the corresponding solution to the
defocusing problem (1.1) emists globally in time and scatters in H' in both directions.

The proof of this result is based on interaction Morawetz estimates in the same spirit of [30]. The first
step is to use interaction Morawetz estimates to show a priori global bound ||ul| srxrs) < C(M, E) < oc.
This global bound combined with nonlinear estimates show the energy scattering. For more details, we
prefer the reader to [8, Appendix].
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The energy scattering for NLS with other-type of potentials have been studied in other works. For
instance, Carles [3] proved the energy scattering for a smooth real-valued potential satisfying for p > 2,

Co

ays N
|0°V (z)| < e Va e R
and there exists M = M (N, u) > 0 such that
M
L VW) € ———— VzeRY,
|| o (L faett

where fi := max{0, f}. Lafontaine [24] proved the energy scattering for 1D NLS with non-negative
potential satisfying
Ve Li(R), V'eL}(R), zV'<0,
where
Wiy = [ IV@I0+ el

We also refer to other related works of Banica-Visciglia [2], Killip-Murphy-Visan-Zheng [23], Lu-Miao-
Murphy [26], Zheng [33] and Forcella-Visciglia [14].

1.2. Main result. Inspiring by the aforementioned results, the purpose of this paper is to show the
energy scattering for (1.1) with non-radially symmetric initial data. More precisely, we prove the following
scattering criterion.

Theorem 1.6 (Scattering criterion). Let 3 < o < 4.
o (The focusing case) Let V : R® — R be radially symmetric satisfying (1.2), V.> 0, z-VV <0, and
0,V € LY for any % < q < o0o. Let u be a H'-solution to the focusing problem (1.1) defined on the
mazimal forward time interval of existence [0,T*). Assume that
sup [u() |34 lu@®)lI75° < 1QUFEL QN5 (1.18)
te[0,T*)
Then the solution exists globally in time, i.e. T* < oo, and scatters in H' forward in time. A similar

result holds for the negative times.
o (The defocusing case) Let V : R® — R satisfy (1.2), (1.3), and

either V' be radially symmetric,x - VV <0, ,and 0,V € L? for any % < q < o0
or V be non-radially symmetric,x-VV € L3 ,x-VV <0, and V2V be non-positive definite.
(1.19)

Let ug € H'. Then the corresponding solution to the defocusing problem (1.8) exists globally in time and
scatters in H' in both directions.

Theorem 1.6 gives a general criterion for the energy scattering for (1.1). In the focusing case, Theorem
1.6 allows us to study long time dynamics of solutions with data lying both below and at the ground
state threshold (see Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8). In the defocusing case, Theorem 1.6 not only gives
an alternative proof for the energy scattering given in [8, Theorem 1.4] but also extends this result to the
case of non-radially symmetric potential. Moreover, comparing to [19], we do not assume any smallness
condition on [|(z - VV)4|k.

Remark 1.2. The condition 9,V € L1 for any 3 < q < oo is needed to ensure 0,V |u(t)|*> € L' (see
Remark 4.1). One may relax this assumption to 0,V € L1+ L for some q > %

Remark 1.3. There is no non-zero potential V satisfying the following properties: V is radially symmet-
ric, V € L2 V>0z2-VV ¢ L2 x-VV <0, and V2V is non-positive definite. Under these assumptzons
V' is non- negatwe concave, and decreasing in the radial direction. This potential does not belong to L3
except V = 0.

Remark 1.4. It was pointed out in [18] using the result of [29] that if V € L3 and V > 0, then there
exist f+ € H' such that

tilimoo |‘€7itHf _ eitAfi”Hl =0.

By this result, the scattering for the focusing case given in Theorem 1.7 can be rewritten as: there exist
uy € H' such that
. _itA _
,m [u(®) = e"Cug [ =0,

i.e. the solution behaves like the linear solution without potential at infinity.
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A first application of Theorem 1.6 is the following energy scattering below the ground state threshold.

Theorem 1.7 (Scattering below the ground state threshold). Let 3 < o < 4. Let V : R® — R be radially
symmetric satisfying (1.2), V>0, - VV <0, and 9,V € L1 for any % < q < oo. Let ug € H' satisfy
(1.16) and (1.17). Then the corresponding solution to the focusing problem (1.1) satisfies

sup [lu()l|gEEallu®)|72° < IQIZIENQIIT5 (1.20)

*

where (=T, T*) is the mazimal time interval of existence. In particular, the solution exists globally in

time, and scatters in H' in both directions.

Remark 1.5. Comparing to [19], our result extends the one in [19] (with radially symmetric potential)
to the whole range of the intercritical case. Comparing to [18], our result improves the one in [18] by
removing the radial assumption on initial data.

Another application of Theorem 1.6 is the following long time dynamics for solutions lying at the
ground state threshold for the focusing problem (1.1).

Theorem 1.8 (Scattering at the ground state threshold). Let % <a<4. Let V:R> = R be radially
symmetric satisfying (1.2), V>0, z-VV <0, and 0,V € L? for any % < q<oo. Let ug € H' satisfy
E(uo)[M (uo)]” = Eo(Q)[M(Q)] (1.21)
and
Vol 2lluollZs < [IVQL2l|QIZ5- (1.22)

Then the corresponding solution to the focusing problem (1.1) exists globally in time. Moreover, the
solution either scatters in H' forward in time, or there exist a time sequence t, — oo and a sequence
(Yn)n>1 C R? satisfying |yn| — oo such that

w(tn, + yn) — ew)\Q strongly in H!

for some 8 € R and X := lwollz2 sy — 0.
QL2

To our knowledge, the first result studied long time dynamics of solutions to the focusing nonlinear
Schrodinger equation with data at the ground state threshold belongs to Duyckaerts-Roudenko [13]. They
have showed qualitative properties of solutions at the ground state threshold based on delicate spectral
estimates. However, their results are limited to the case of cubic nounlinearity, i.e. & = 2in (1.8). Recently,
the first author in [9] gave a simple proof for long time dynamics of solutions to the focusing NLS with
data at the ground state threshold in any dimensions. Our result is an extension of that in [9] to the case
of external potential.

1.3. Outline of the proof. The proof of Theorem 1.7 is based on recent arguments of Dodson-Murphy
[11] which do not use the concentration-compactness-rigidity argument. The proof makes use of a suitable
scattering criterion and the interaction Morawetz estimate as follows. First, by using Strichartz estimates,
it was shown in [18] that if u is a global solution to (1.8) satisfying

sup |lu(®)||g <A
teR

for some constant A > 0, then there exists § = 6(A) > 0 such that if

DR U(T) || pair,00) xrE) < O (1.23)

for some T" > 0, where ¢ := 57”‘, then the solution scatters in H' forward in time. Second, thanks to

dispersive estimates, the condition (1.23) is later reduced to show that there exist ¢ = ¢(4) > 0 and
To = To(g, A) > 0 such that for any a € R, there exists tg € (a,a+Tp) such that [t —e~ 7, to] C (a,a+Tp)
and

wll Lato—e—= to) xR3) S " (1.24)
for some o, pt > 0 satisfying
o
- —>0. 1.25
T (1.25)

Third, to show (1.24), we rely on the interaction Morawetz estimate introduced by Dodson-Murphy [11].
More precisely, we consider the interaction Morawetz action

ME(t) = / lu(t,y)*¢(z — y)(@ — y) - 2Im(T(t, ) Vu(t, z))dady,
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where 9 is a suitable localization. Taking into account the coercivity property of solutions and using the
Galelian transformation, we show that there exists Tp = Ty(¢), J = J(¢), Ro = Ro(uo, Q) such that for
any a € R,

1

a+To Roe’ 1 dR
J—To ’ /RO Y // Ixr(y — z)u(t,y)|2|V[xR(z — z)ug(t,x)HQd:cdydzEdt <e, (1.26)

where xr(x) = x(z/R) is a cutoff function and ué(t,x) = e u(t,r) with some ¢ = £(t, 2, R) € R3. In
the case V' is radially symmetric, we also make use of an estimate related to the Morawetz action

Mp(t) = /w(z):c - 2Im(u(t, 2)Vu(t, z))dz.

Finally, thanks to (1.26), an orthogonal argument similar to that of [31] implies (1.24).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some preliminaries including dispersive
estimates, Strichartz estimates, and the equivalence of Sobolev norms. In Section 3, we recall the local
well-posedness and show a suitable scattering criterion for (1.1). Section 4 is devoted to the proof of
the interaction Morawetz estimate. The proof of Theorem 1.6 is given in Section 5. We give the proofs
of Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8 in Section 6. Finally, a remark on long time dynamics for nonlinear
Schrédinger equations with repulsive inverse-power potentials is given in Section 7.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some useful estimates related to the Schrodinger operator with Kato potentials.

2.1. Dispersive estimate.

Lemma 2.1 (Dispersive estimate [19]). Let V : R?* — R satisfy (1.2) and (1.3). Then we have
— _3
le™™ fllpee S 172 1f Il (2.1)
for any f € L*.

2.2. Strichartz estimates. Let I C R be an interval and ¢,r € [1, 00]. We define the mixed norm

1
lullpar,Lry = (/ (/ |u(t,x)|de) dt)
1 \Jrs

with a usual modification when either ¢ or r are infinity. When ¢ = r, we use the notation L?(I x R?)
instead of L4(1, L?).
Definition 2.1. A pair (q,r) is said to be Schrodinger admissible, for short (q,7) € S, if

2 3 3

-+ - =, € [2,6].

q * ro 2 r€2.6]

Thanks to dispersive estimates (2.1), the abstract theory of Keel-Tao [21] implies the following Strichartz
estimates.
Proposition 2.2 (Strichartz estimates [19]). Let V : R® — R satisfy (1.2) and (1.3). Let I C R be an
interval. Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of I such that the following estimates hold:
e (Homogeneous estimates)
le™** fllLacr,.ry < Cll fllz2

for any f € L? and any Schrédinger admissible pair (q,r).
o (Inhomogeneous estimates)

t
’/ eI (5)ds

0
for any F e L™ (I,L™) and any Schrédinger admissible pairs (q,r), (m,n), where (m,m’) and
(n,n’) are Hélder conjugate pairs.

< CHFHLm’(I,Ln’)
La(I,L7)
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2.3. The equivalence of Sobolev norms. Let v > 0. We define the homogeneous and inhomogeneous
Sobolev spaces associated to H as the closure of C§°(R?) under the norms

1 g = A Flers W lwgr = 1A fllers A=VH, (A) = VI+H

When r = 2, we abbreviate Hy, := W‘Z2 and H{, := WJ’Q. We have the following Sobolev estimates and
the equivalence of Sobolev spaces due to Hong [19].

Lemma 2.3 (Sobolev estimates [19]). Let V : R3 — R satisfy (1.2) and (1.3). Then we have
Illea S W s N llza S U llwiers
where 1 < r < ¢ < 00, 1<r<%,027§2and%:%—%.
Lemma 2.4 (Equivalence of Sobolev spaces [19]). Let V : R?® — R satisfy (1.2) and (1.3). Then we have
[ llirger ~ (1 s ([ llwger ~ (1 f lwer

wherel<7‘<%cmd0§7§2.

3. LOCAL THEORY

3.1. Local well-posedness. We recall the following local well-posedness and small data scattering for
(1.1) due to Hamano-Ikeda [18].

Lemma 3.1 (Local well-posedness [18]). Let 0 < aw < 4. Let V : R3 — R satisfy (1.2) and (1.3). Let
up € H'. Then there exists T = T (||uol| 1) > 0 and a unique solution

we O([-T,T), H") N LY([-T, T}, Wy")
to (1.1) for any Schrodinger admissible pair (q,r).

Lemma 3.2 (Small data scattering [18]). Let 3 < o < 4. Let V : R® — R satisfy (1.2) and (1.3).
Suppose u is a global solution to (1.1) satisfying

||U||L00(R7H1) S A
for some constant A > 0. Then there exists 6 = 6(A) > 0 such that if
—i(t—T)Hu(

e T) | La(i7,00) xR3) < 0

for some T > 0, where

then u scatters in H' forward in time.

We refer the reader to [18, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3] for the proof of the above results.

3.2. Scattering criteria.

Lemma 3.3 (Scattering criteria). Let % <a<4. Let V:R? — R satisfy (1.2) and (1.3). Suppose that
u 18 a global solution to (1.1) satisfying

||u||Loo(]R7Hl) S A

for some constant A > 0. Then there exist ¢ = €(A) > 0 sufficiently small and Ty = To(e, A) > 0
sufficiently large such that if for any a € R, there exists ty € (a,a~+To) such that [to—e~7,to] C (a,a+Tp)
and

lull La(to—e—o o] xr3) S € (3.2)
for some o, u > 0 satisfying
o
re=35 (3.3)

where q is as in (3.1), then u scatters in H' forward in time.



8 V. D. DINH

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, it suffices to show that there exists T' > 0 such that
e D HU(T) | La(7,00)xm3) S €” (3.4)

for some ¥ > 0.
To show (3.4), we first write

T
() e g F i [ () ()i
0

By Sobolev embedding and Strichartz estimates, we have

lle™ " uo || Larxrsy S 1A €™ P ull Lo ry S 1A uoll2 S [luollmr < oo,
where
30«
= 3.5
" Ta—8 (3:5)

is so that (¢,7) € S. By the monotone convergence theorem, there exists 77 > 0 sufficiently large such
that for any 7' > 17,

||€_itHuO||Lq([T7m)XR3) 5 €. (3.6)

Taking a = Ty and T =ty with a and ty as in (3.2), we write

T
2/ e_i(t_s)H|u(s)|au(s)ds:i/e_i(t_s)H|u(s)|au(s)ds—|—i/e_i(t_sm|u(s)|au(s)ds
0

I J
= F1(t) + (),

where [ :=[0,T —e¢ %] and J := [T —e7,T).
By Sobolev embedding, Strichartz estimates, (3.2) and (3.3), we see that
||F2||Lq([T,+oo)><R3) 5 ||A’Yc(|u|04u)||L2(J7Lg)

< Yo (g
SNt o, 8,

S HUH%‘I(JXD@)H |V|ch||L10(J7L%)
< gho— (3.7)

Here we have used

1
[V eul| |ATu]| S

30 ~ 30
L10(J,L13) | L10(J,L13)

which follows from the local well-posedness and the fact that (10, %) es.
We next estimate Fj. By Holder’s inequality, we have

6 —0
||F1||L<1([T,+oo)><]R<3) < ||F1||Lk([T,+oo),Ll)||F1||1Lp([T7+Oo),Loo)

where 0 € (0,1) and
=4 - 3.8
q T p l (3:8)

for some k,l and p to be chosen later. We first choose k and [ so that (k,l) € S. Then, using the fact
that

Fi(t) = e =T+ DMy om0 _ pmitHy
we have
[ E1] e (17,4 00),20) S 1-
We next estimate, by dispersive estimates (2.1), that for ¢t € [T, 00),

T—e=
[F1(®)llL~ < /O e " fu(s)|*u(s) || L ds

< T—¢ s at1
S (t = 5)7= [Juls) || Tarads
0

S(t—T+e7)z.
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It follows that

1
o] P

(t—T+ s")’édt>
-3)

11 Lo (17,00), 1) S (

< ol

T

M\»—A

provided that p > 2. We thus get
| F1 1| La(r,00) xRE) S €7 o(3-3)0-0), (3.9)
We will choose 6 € (0,1) and k, I, p satisfying (3.8), (k,1) € S and p > 2. By (3.8), we have
Salf
>

To make (k,1) € S, we need | € [2,6] which implies § € [-=, 22]. We also have

2006 20a( 0)

T 1ad—12" P T 20— 1500
42

l=0q=

2 In the case

In the case 2 < a < 4, we can choose 0§ = £~

Note that p > 2 is equivalent to 6 > ==
g < a < 2, we can choose 6§ = max{g:, 4= 2a+

Collecting (3.6), (3.7) and (3.9), we pro?fe (3.4). The proof is complete. O

4. INTERACTION MORAWETZ ESTIMATES

4.1. Variational analysis. We recall some properties of the ground state @) which is the unique positive
radial solution to (1.13). The ground state @ optimizes the sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

30 1—a
IFI727 < CoptlIVAIZIFILE ,  f € HY(RY), (4.1)

q

that is

E
Copt = QU512 + [IVQIA 1€ 3
Using the following Pohozaev’s identities (see e.g., [4])

1QI2. = 2 - gl (42)
we infer that
Cope = 22 (v lizs) (43)
Moreover,
Eo(@) = 2= 2vQ|2. = %HQH% (4.4)
where Eo(Q) is as in (1.9). In particular,
E(@QMM@I™ = 222 (1vQl211Q152) (45)

We also have the following refined Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality due to Dodson-Murphy [11].
Lemma 4.1 ([11]). Let 0 < a < 4. Then for any f € H' and any £ € R3,
3a—4
2(a+2) (VAN fIT: N 2 ot 1112
FIISEE, < ( L Ve £]]12,. 4.6
H HL + 3 ||VQHL2||Q||LC? H [ ]”L2 ( )

4.2. Interaction Morawetz estimate. Let n € (0, 1) be a small constant, and x be a smooth decreasing
radial function satisfying

x(z) = { 0 if || > 1. (4.7)
For R > 0 large, we define the functions
1 2 2
on(e) = 5 [l — (s (1)

and

b1 () == —— / Wl — 2o (2)d (4.9)

CLJ3R3
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where yr(2) := x(2/R), and ws is the volume of the unit ball in R3. We see that ¢z and ¢; g are radial
functions. We next define the radial function

1 T
Yr(x) =Ygr(r) = ;/ or(T)dr, r=|x| (4.10)
0
We collect some properties of ¢ and i as follows.

Lemma 4.2 ([11]). We have

onto)l Smin {1 L, 00ne) = T (one) —vne)), i=Lo3 ()
and
Yn(e) = 6n() 20, [Vor(@) S 7. lon() — bun(@)] S (112)
and
. [lz] R ) 1 R
vr(allel ~ B, (o) - ona)] Swin { B wur smin{ 5 Y @)

for all x € R3.
Proof. We first have |¢r(z)| < 1 since ¢p is bounded. On the other hand, thanks to the support of ¥,
we see that if |7] > 2R, then ¢r(7) = 0. It follows that

2R
en()] S 7 [ lontrlar < o5 (114)

We thus prove the first estimate in (4.11). The second equality in (4.11) follows from a direct computation.
The first inequality in (4.12) comes from the fact x is a decreasing function. The second estimate in (4.12)
follows from the definition of ¢. For the third estimate in (4.12), we have

6(0) ~ 61000 < — 15 [ Xhlo = 2) [h(2) — x50 d

1 x

< — x> (——z) x> z:)—xo”r2 z)|dz
w3 J1-n<|z|<1 R b 2
<

The first estimate in (4.13) follows from the fact that

2R
Vr(z)|e| = | ¢r(T)dr = R /Owg/ (7 — 2)x*(2)dzdr.

To see the second estimate in (4.13), we consider two cases: |z| > 2R and |z| < 2R. In the case |z| > 2R,
it follows immediately from (4.14) since ¢r(x) = 0. In the case |z| < 2R, we have

/¢R (r)dr

; /0 Op(r+0(t — 7)) (1 —r)dodr

[Vr(z) — dr(z)| =

5_

< lal
The last estimate in (4.13) is proved similarly by using the fact that
x
Vir(z) = W(@z(z) — Yr(z)).
The proof is now complete. O
Lemma 4.3 (Coercivity I). Let % <a<4. Let V :R3 = R satisfy (1.2) and V > 0. Let f € H' satisfy
IFIZEEIFI7E < (1= p)llQlsEZ: QIS (4.15)

for some constant p > 0. Then there exists v = v(p) > 0 such that

IVAIZ = IFI5522 > vV I, (4.16)

3a
2(a+2)
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3a—4
Proof. Multiplying both sides of (4.1) with [|| f[|$47,] * and using (4.2) together with (4.3), we have

a—4

e % (a+2)) B i ——
Bz ( 30 <|Q|%1‘32|QIIL2 IV 71l

a+2 (CY + 2)

which implies

3a—4
1A% < === =p) 5= [V f]Za.
We obtain
o 3a—4
IV£13: - ( 2o It 2 (1= =05 ) 1971
which shows (4.16) with v =1 — (1 — p)% > 0. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 4.4 (Coercivity II). Let § < o < 4. Let V : R® — R satisfy (1.2) and V > 0. Let u be
a H'-solution to the focusing problem (1.1) satisfying (1.18). Then T* = oo. Moreover, there exists
v =v(ug,Q) > 0 such that for any R >0 and any z,& € R3,

IVIXR(- = 2)us (D17 — ﬁllm( 2ut (D758 > vIIVIXR( = 2)ut (0)]]17 (4.17)

for all t € [0,00), where
ut(t,z) := e Su(t, ). (4.18)
Proof. First, it follows from (1.18), the conservation of mass and energy that

sup ||Vu(t)| 2z < C(up, @) < oo
te[0,T*)

which, by the local theory, implies T = oo.
Next, from (1.18), we take p = p(ug, @) > 0 such that

sup [u(®)[7E2 < (1 - p)QIFEZ QIS

te[0,00)
By the definitions of y and ¢, we see that
IXR( = 2)ut @)llz2 < llu@®llcz,  Ixr(—2)u @) pare < fut)]|are

for all t € [0,00), all R > 0 and all z,& € R®. Thus, we get

tSEBIP)||XR('*Z)UE(UH%IEzHXR('* 2Aut ()75 < (1 - p) QU2 IQITE"
€10,00

Thanks to this estimate, (4.17) follows immediately from Lemma 4.3. O

Let u be a H'-solution to (1.1) defined on the maximal forward time interval of existence [0,7*). We
define the Morawetz action

MEg(t) == /’L/JR(x).T - 2Im(u(t, z)Vu(t, z))dz. (4.19)
Lemma 4.5 (Morawetz identity). Let u be a H'-solution to (1.1) satisfying
sup |lu(t)||g < A (4.20)
te[0,T*)

for some constant A > 0. Let Mpg(t) be as in (4.19). Then we have

sup |Mg(t)| <a R. (4.21)
te[0,T*)
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Moreover, we have

%MR( ) = z)x - V(|u(t, )| *?)dx (4.22)
+/¢R(x)x-VA(|u(t,x)|2)dx (4.23)
s / V(@) 0 [Re(@yu(t, )0yt o)) da (4.24)
7,k
72/’1/)]{(1‘):6 - VV (2)|u(t, 2)|*dx (4.25)

for allt €10,T%).

Proof. The estimate (4.21) follows directly from (4.11), Holder’s inequality and (4.20). The identities
(4.22)—(4.25) follow from a direct computation using the fact that

2
O [2Im(ud;u)] 8k [4Re(0;udu) — dkA ul? i—a 3 (|ul*T?) = 20,V |ul? 4.26
j 12 j
o

for j =1,---,3, where 5jk is the Kronecker symbol. O

Lemma 4.6 (Morawetz estimate in the focusing case). Let 3 < o < 4. Let V : R® — R be radially
symmetric satisfying (1.2), V>0, x-VV <0, and 0,V € L? for any % < g < oo. Letu be a H'-solution
to the focusing problem (1.1) satisfying (1.18). Define Mpg(t) as in (4.19). Then we have

R / O,V Iu(t)Pde < & M(t) + O(R™?) - / VBén(x) + 2r — ér)@)] - V(|ult, 2)[?)dz

+a6f2 /(¢R — ¢1,r)(@)|u(t,2)|* T ds + % (bR — r)(@)|ult, z)|* 2de
(4.27)

for any t € [0, 00).

Remark 4.1. The condition 9,V € L4 for any 3 < q < 0o is needed to ensure 8,V|u(t)|* € L'. In fact,

‘/&V|u(t)|2dx

where we have used the Sobolev embedding H'(R3) — L%(R3) for any % < q < 0o. Note that this
condition can be relaxed to 0,V € L1+ L*° for some q > %

SN0V zall®)? 20 < CIOV |[zallu(®)lI7,

Proof of Lemma 4.6. We first note that by Lemma 4.4, T* = oo and (4.17) holds for all ¢t € [0, 00). Note
also that the condition z - VV < 0 is equivalent to 0,V < 0 since V is radially symmetric. Using the fact
that

> 0i(wjvr) = 3R+ > 2,070 = 3¢r + 2(Vr — dr), (4.28)
J J
the integration by parts implies

(1:22) = - 22557 [ oyfasvm(o)fult,2) o

= - Cfo [3on(@) +20m — o) luts, )| 2da
=2 [ br@lutt )+ (1.29)
- aﬁfQ [n=orm@lutt. )+ (430)
-2 [n = o @lutt ) (431)
By the definition of ¢,, we can write
(429) = 7= 2 w3R3 // (NG (@ — 2)ult, )P dedz. (4.32)
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We will consider (4.30) and (4.31) as error terms. By integrating by parts twice, we obtain that

(4.23) Z/a (o om(2)]02 ([u(t, ) ) d

= [Bon(e) + 2 - om0 fu(e, )
k

= Z/ak[3¢R(x) +2(r — ér)(2)]0k (Ju(t, z)|*)dz. (4.33)
k
To estimate (4.24), we denote
Pk (x) := 0jk — QT;T;

By integrating by parts,

(120) =4 / Ol ()] Re(Dyult, 2)Oka(t, 2))d
7,k
—ay / 5,0 dm(@) Re(dyult, 2)0pTt, o))da
7.k
+4) / Pir(z) (¥R — dr)(x) Re(dju(t, 2)0pu(t, «))dx
7,k

—4 / on(@)|Vult,z) Pz + 4 / (r — dr)(@)|Vu(t, 2)2dz
> 4/¢)R(z)|Vu(t,z)|2dz, (4.34)

where we have used the fact g — ¢r > 0 and

Yu(t,z) == Vu(t,z) — ||<“’“ ult, x))

||

is the angular derivative. By the choice of ¢, we rewrite

(4.34) = ﬁ // Y& (XA (@ — 2)|Vault, o) 2dedz. (4.35)

Since V is radially symmetric, we have from (4.13) that

(4.25) = 72/1/)R(x)|x|8r‘/|u(t,x)|2dx ~ 72R/8TV|u(t,z)|2d:c. (4.36)
Collecting (4.29)—(4.36), we get

GMa(0) > — g [ g e = (e s
2 [6n— om@lute.a) (br — o) (@) lults )" 2
+ [ Vi30n(@) + 20m - om))] - V(lu(t.0))ds

4
M //XQR(Z)X%"(:E — 2)|Vu(t, o) dz — 2R/3TV|u(t,z)|2d:c_

It follows that

N //XR {|XR x — 2)Vu(t,z)]* — 2 3+ %) Ixr(z — )u(t,z)|a+2] dxdz — 2R/8TV|u(t,z)|2d:c
Gov

< M)+ =5 [Gn = dr)@lult, o) 2de + 5 [ = or)(a)utt. o) e

- / VI36m(x) + 26 — ér)(@)] - v<|u<t,w>|2>dx.

For fixed z € R3, we have from the fact

/ IV f) e = / IV P / XAz (4.37)
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that
/ IXr(z = 2)Vu(t,z)]’dz = |Vxr(- — 2)u®)]| 72 + O(R™?||u(t)]Z2)
which, by (4.17), implies

[ eate = 2 Vute)e - 55 [ vate = ulea)| e

= V0l = 2 — g Il = 0342, + OR)
> V|V ixa(: — 2032 + O(R )

for all ¢ € [0,00). Thus, we obtain

—R/a Viu(t,2)Pde < - Mu(t) + O(R /v 3r(x) + 20 — dr)(@)] - V(|u(t, )|?)da
6o 4o
b [ 0n - @ luttn) o+ 2 [ (e = o)@utt,a)| o
which proves (4.27). O

By the same argument as in the proof Lemma 4.6 (but even simpler), we get the following result in
the defocusing case.

Corollary 4.7 (Morawetz estimate in the defocusing case). Let % <a<4. Let V:R3 = R be radially
symmetric satisfying (1.2), (1.3), - VV <0, and 9,V € L? for any % <q<oco. Letug € H' and u be
the corresponding global solution to the defocusing problem (1.1). Define Mg(t) as in (4.19). Then we
have

R / 0,V Iu(t)Pde < 5 Ma(t) — / VBén(x) +2r — ér)@)] - V(lult, 2)[?)dz (4.38)

a6f2 /(¢R — ¢1.r) (@) |u(t,z)|* *dr — a4f2

[on = sm@lute. o)z
for any t € R.

We next define the interaction Morawetz action
ME2(t) //|u t, ) *Yr(x —y)(z —y) - 2Tm (G(t, ) Vu(t, z)) dedy. (4.39)

Lemma 4.8 (Interaction Morawetz identity). Let u be a H'-solution to (1.8) satisfying
sup Ju(t)|gn < A

te[0,T+)
for some constant A > 0. Let Mg(t) be as in (4.39). Then we have
sup |ME()] Sa R. (4.40)
te[0,T*)
Moreover, we have
GM30 =522 [l Ponte — (e =) - V(e 0)*)dsdy (a.41)
+ // lu(t, y)PYr(z = y) (@ —y) - VA(lu(t, 2)|*)dzdy (4.42)
*42//@' Mm(a(t, y)Vult, y)] vr(z — y)(zk — ye) Im(a(t, 2)Opu(t, z))dzdy  (4.43)
jok
742 // lu(t, y)|*Yr(x — y)(x; — y;)0k [Re(dju(t, 2)opu(t, x))] dedy (4.44)
jok
=2 [ lut. ) Punta - )@~ 9) - VY @)ult, )P dody (1.45)
for allt €10,T7).

Proof. The estimate (4.40) follows directly from (4.11) and Holder’s inequality. The identities (4.41)—
(4.45) follow from a direct computation using
Oe(lu*) = =) 02 Im(ud;u)]

J
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and (4.26). O

Proposition 4.9 (Interaction Morawetz estimate in the focusing case). Let % <a<4. LetV:R>—R
be radially symmetric satisfying (1.2), V>0, - VV <0, and 9,V € L? for any % <g<oo. Letu be a

L_solution to the focusing problem (1.1) satisfying (1.18). Define M$*(t) as in (4.39). Then for e > 0
sufficiently small, there exist Ty = To(e), J = J(€), Ro = Ro(g,uo0, Q) sufficiently large and n =n(e) >0
sufficiently small such that for any a € R,

a+To Roe 5 9 dR
/ // Ixr(y — 2)u(t,y)]| ’V [XR(:I: — z)ug(t, x)} ‘ drdydz—dt < ¢, (4.46)
JTO Rr3 R

where XR(:C) = x(x/R) with x as in (4.7) and u® is as in (4.18) with some & = £(t, 2z, R) € R3.

Proof. By integrating by parts and using (4.28), we have

(4.41) = 26“22 J] 1735 (@s ~ vyyonte = it o)l dady

//|u (t,y | or(x —y)lu(t, x)|a+2dxdy

« + 2
—(H 5 // lu(t, )| (bR — dr)(x — y)|u(t, z)|* 2dzdy
- —aﬁfQ [ 00— o103 = plutt,a) | dsdy wan)
-2 ] e Pon = m)a = lutes ) sy (4.48)
a+2/ lu(t, y)[2o1,r(x — y)|u(t, z)|*dady, (4.49)

where ¢ g is as in (4.9). We will consider (4.47) and (4.48) as error terms. Moreover, we use the fact

_ 1 2 a+2 _ 1 2 a+2
o1,r(x —y) = N /XR(:E —y—2)Xg (2)dz = N /XR(y —2)Xg (7 —2)dz
to write

(4.49) = ///XR — 22X (@ — 2)|ult,y)Pu(t, 2)|* 2 drdydz. (4.50)

By integrating by parts twice and (4.28), we see that

(142 =3 ] 1t Ponte = v)(as 5330 futt, ) Py

a—|—2 w3R3

:*Z//Iut D) PO [wr(e — y)(w; — IO (ult,)*)dody

=> // u(t, y)[0% 3or(z —y) +2(Yr — dr)(z — y)] O(lult, 2)[*)dzdy, (4.51)
k

where 07 is Oy, with respect to the z-variable. We next consider (4.43) and (4.44). To this end, we denote

(25 — i) (@r — yx)

P
|z —y|?

ik (T —y) = 8k —

By integration by parts, we have

(1.43) = -4 Y [[ oy ltm(a(e. dsu(t, )n(e ~ o)or — ) tm(a, )0ku(t, ) dady
7,k
=4 ] tate,0)05u(t,)0} 0l ~ y) (o~ )] (a0 t,2))dady
7.k
=1 ] it p)0su(t,9)556n(e — o) a0kt 2))dady (4.52)
7.k

—4 Zk // Im(u(t, y)0;u(t,y))Pik(x — y)(¥r — ¢r)(x — y) Im(T(t, x)Opu(t, z))dzdy,  (4.53)
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where 0]1-’ is 0; with respect to the y-variable. Similarly,

(4.44) = —42// u(t, y)[*r(@ — y)(x; — y;)0k [Re(Du(t, )0xT(t, x))] dady
7.k

=4y // Ju(t, )05 [r(z — y)(z; — y;)] Re(Qju(t, 2)0u(t, x))dady
.k

=4 // u(t, y)|*0;k0r(z — y) Re(jult, )0 u(t, x))dwdy (4.54)
.k
+4) // u(t, y)* Pir(x = y)(Yr — dr)(z — y) Re(ju(t, 2)OpTu(t, x))dwdy. (4.55)
J.k

We see that

(4.53) + (4.55) = 4/ [u(t, y) IV yu(t, 2)*(Vr — ¢r)(2 — y)dady

~4 [[ (e, )9 . 9)) - o(e,2)ult,2)) (6 — o) — )y,
where

Y, ult, ) = Vu(t,z) — —2 (uVu(t, x))

|z =yl \|z -yl
is the angular derivative centered at y, and similarly for ¥, u(t,y). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
the fact that ¢ — ¢ is non-negative, we deduce

(4.53) + (4.55) > 0. (4.56)
We next have
(4.52) + (4.54) = 4/ or(z —y) [Jult,y)?|Vu(t,z)|* — Im(u(t,y)Vu(t,y)) - Im(a(t, z) Vu(t, z))] dzdy.

Using the fact that

or(z —y) = ﬁ/x%(xfy*Z)x%(Z)dzz ﬁ/x%(w*dx%(y*@dz,

we get

(@52 + (450) = — 5 [l te - 2ty - 2
X [|u(t, V)2 Vu(t, z)* — Im(u(t, y) Vu(t,y)) - Im(u(t, ) Vu(t, x))} dxdydz.

For fixed z € R3, we consider the quantity defined by

//XQR(-T = 2)Xr(y = 2) [Jut,y)P|Vu(t, 2)]* — Im(@(t, y) Vu(t,y)) - In(@(t, 2)Vu(t, 2))] dedy.
We claim that this quantity is invariant under the Galilean transformation
u(t, z) — ut(t, ) :== e Cult, )
for any € = £(¢, z, R). Indeed, one has
[ut (y)*| Vs ()] — Im (@ (y) Vs (y)) - Im (@ (2) V' (2))
= lu(y)]?[Vu(@)* — Im(@(y) Vu(y)) - Im(a(z) Vu(z))
+€ - Ju(y)? Im(@(2) Vu(z)) = € - [u(z)]* Tm(@(y) Vu(y))

and hence the claim follows by symmetry of y and a change of variable. We now define £ = £(¢, z, R) so
that

/XQR(:E — 2)Im(@ (¢, 2)Vus (t, z))dx = 0.
In particular, we can achieve this by choosing

&(t,z,R) = — /XQR(SC — 2)Im(au(t, z)Vu(t, x))dx %/XQR(:E — 2)|u(t, z)|*dx

provided the denominator is non-zero (otherwise £ = 0 suffices).
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For this choice of £, we have
(4.52) + (4.54) kP ///XR &y — 2)|u(t, y) 2 Vus(t, 2)|? dedydz.
We next estimate (4.45). Since V is radially symmetric and z - VV < 0, we write
(445) = =2 [[ fu(t.9) Pont = (e = 9) - 50V Iute, ) dady
Collecting (4.47), (4.48), (4.50), (4.51), (4.56), (4.57) and (4.58), we obtain

d
ﬁM%Q(t) > )2 (or — ¢1,8) (2 — y)|u(t, z)|*dady

a f2 / u(t, v)*(Vr — or)(x — y)|u(t, ©)|*dedy
- o ] Dents = 2pute ) Plxate = 2)ute, )|+ aodya:

+ / lu(t, y)I*V Bér(z —y) + 2(Yr — ¢r)(z — y)] - V(Ju(t, 2)|*)dzdy

4
s [ et = e Plcnte = 2Vl t,0) Py

- 2/ lu(t,y)|*Pr(z —y)(z —y) - i&«V|u(t, x)|2dxdy.

]

It follows that

4
— // Xy — 2)ult, )2 [bm(x—zwuf(t,xn?—ﬁm( 2t 2)[**| dedyds
< S M) + / fu(t, )P (6 — br)(@ — y)lult, 2)|*+2dedy
+a+2/ lut, y)|*(or — ¢1.r)(x — y)|u(t, z)|* 2 dzdy

*/ u(t,y)?V [3or(z —y) +2(Yr — dr)(z —y)] - V(Ju(t, x)|*)dedy

2 / ult, ) Pl — 9)(a — y) - 0,V u(t, 2) Pdrdy.

Let us estimate the terms appeared from the second to the fifth lines. By (4.40), we see that

a+To Rge dR 1 RoeJ dR
—M®2 Z—dt su ME2 ()| =
JTO/ / OF M <TI0 Jp ey, M Ol
Roe” J
< L [ g < Bl
~ Ty Jg, ~ JTy

Using (4.13), we see that

a+To Roe dR
S AA /|uty| (r = dr)(a = plult, )| dody |

17

(4.57)

(4.58)

(4.59)

(4.60)

(4.61)

atTo rRoe’ |z — vy R dR
t,y)|? mi t,z)|* T dedy—dt
Sqr [ [ (e ey

a+To Roe’ lt—yl R dR
(t, (t, )|+ / i Y dadydt
NJT /'u VFut.2) < mm{ R e -yl ’

<1

~Y J.
Here we have used the fact that sup,cp ||u(t)||m: < C(uo, Q) < 0o and

RUGJ
/ . { lt—y| R } dRr _
min , <1
Ro R |z =yl

(4.62)

(4.63)
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To see (4.63), we have

R()EJ |$ _ R()(i
Yl R dR
LHS(4.63) = /R R Tye- y|<R} R / Hﬂ{lwylzR}f
0
max{|z—y|,Ro} R? Ro |‘T - y|

1 1 1
= |z — _ : R R
lz —yl (max{|$—y|,R0} R06J>+ ] (minf{|z — y[, Roe”’} — Ro)
<1

Using (4.12), we have

a+T0 Roe dR
‘JTO / / / lu(t, y)[*(or — ¢1.8)(x — y)|u(t, z)|* 2 dedy— =

a+Tp Roe”
— dt
S JTO / 77

S (4.64)

g

Using the fact |[Vor(x)| S %, we see that

1
R’

1 a+To Roe‘] , ) iR
‘J—TO/ /R //Iu(t,y)l Von(@ —y) - V(ju(t, z)[*)dedy —-dt

1 a+To Roe’ dR
SJ— [ s g

a+Tp Roe”
< JTO A

S TR 4.65
NJRO (4.65)

Similarly, as |V (¢¥r — ¢r)(z)| < min {%, %} < %, we have

a+Tp Roe”’ iR .
‘JTO / / / u(t, )V (¥R — or)(z —y) - v<|u(t,x)|2)dzdy§dt] S TR (4.66)

We next consider the term in (4.60). Note that this term does not appear in the case V' is non-radially
symmetric. By Holder’s inequality and the conservation of mass, we have

a+To Roe” a+To Roe’ i .
’JTo/ / (4.60) _dt’ ~ ‘JTO/ / <R/3TVIU(t,x)I dz) Edt’.

We then use the Morawetz estimate given in Lemma 4.6 to get

1 a+To Roe” atTo Roe” .
1 _ d
’JTO/Q /R (4.60) dt’ ’JTO/ / MR | (467

a+Tp Roe dR

ot JTO / )—dt‘ (4.68)
1 a+T0 R()e

+ JTo /., / /V¢R V(lu(t, z)| )dx—dt‘ (4.69)
1 a+Tp RUeJ ) dR

s ). / / V(= ¢r)(@) - V(Jult, ) *)de di|

(4.70)

1 a+Ty pRoe’ s iR

T . / /(¢R — ¢1,r)(@)[u(t, z)] d:cfdt’ (4.71)

J

1

a+Tp Roe IR
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The term (4.67) is estimated as for (4.61) using (4.21). The terms (4.68) and (4.69) are treated as for
(4.65). The terms (4.70), (4.71) and (4.72) are respectively estimated as for (4.66), (4.64) and (4.62).
Combining (4.59), (4.61), (4.62), (4.64), (4.65) and (4.66)—(4.72), we obtain

1 a+To Roe" 1 )
— — — 2)ul(t

N d
« [Ixnte = 2)Vus(t ) - gmsnle = 2Jutt, 0+ drdydz"dt
Roe! 1 1
< — —_— 4.73
ST T IR, (4.73)

Now, for fixed z,¢& € RY, we have from (4.37) that
/ IXr(z = 2)Vus(t, ) Pde = [|[V[xr(- = 2)u (@)][[72 + O(R™?|u(t)]72)-
It follows that from the conservation of mass and (4.17) that for R > Ry with Ry sufficiently large,

[ eate = Vet )ar - 5o [ ate = 2t e

= |IVIxr(- — 2)us(®)]|7> — %

> V||V[xa(- = 2)u (][> + O(R™?).
The term O(R™2) can be treated as in (4.65). We thus infer from (4.73) that

IXR(- = 2)u* ()75 + O(R™?)

1 [etTo pRoe’ dR
S A R N P R T G S

cBoe? 1 1
~ TRy T T TRy
This proves (4.46) by taking n =¢,J =&~ 2, Ry =¢ ! and Ty = ¢° . O

Performing the same arguments as above, we get the following interaction Morawetz estimate in the
defocusing case.

Corollary 4.10 (Interaction Morawetz estimate in the defocusing case). Let % <a<4. LtV :R¥—=R
satisfy (1.2), (1.3), and (1.19). Let ug € H' and u be the corresponding global solution to the defocusing
problem (1.1). Define M%2(t) as in (4.39). Then for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, there exist Ty = To(e),
J =J(e), Ry = Ro(e) sufficiently large and n = n(e) > 0 sufficiently small such that for any a € R,

1 fotTo pRoe’ ) 5 dR
[ [ e P9 ate = 2k iy Flar s )
where xr(7) = x(z/R) with x as in (4.7), and us is as in (4.18) with some & = £(t, 2, R) € R3.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 4.9 except for the term (4.45). To treat this term, we
consider two cases.
Case 1: V is radially symmetric and = - VV < 0. We simply write

T

(4.45) = —2 // u(t, ) Per(e — )@ — y) - =0, V]ult, o) dady.

]

Case 2: V is non-radially symmetric, x - VV < 0 and V2V is non-positive definite. We write
(4.45) = —2/ u(t, y)P¥r(z — y)(@ —y) - VV (2 — y)lu(t, z)|*dzdy
*2/ u(t, y)*vrz — y)(@ —y) - [VV(2) = VV (2 = y)]|u(t, z)[*dedy
= *2/ [u(t, y)|*r(z — y)(@ —y) - VV (2 = y)lu(t, 2)|*dzdy

2 / fut, 9) P — ) /O (z— y)V?V(z —y + 0y)(x — )" dBJu(t, z)|*ddy
> 0.
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We get
6

S0 > ] )P 6n — (e — )t )| dody
4—2 / lu(t,y)2(Vr — dr)(x — y)|u(t, z)|*T2dzdy
+ ((Hg% // IXr(y — 2)u(t,y)*|xr(z — 2)u(t, z)|*?dzdydz
+ [ )9 (s )+ 20r — om) — )] - V(u(t,0) dody
E // IXr(y — 2)u(t, y)|?|xr(x — 2)Vul (t, 2)Pdedydz

9 / )Pl =)o —0) -

By the defocusing nature and the fact ¥ — ¢r > 0, we infer that

4 2 3 2
— // iy~ 2)ult, )Pl — 2) Vs, ) Pdudyd

+

L5, V0u(t, z)|*dzdy.

M®2( / lu(t,y)]*(dr — d1.R) (@ — y)|ult, 2)|* dady
*/ lu(t, )PV B¢r(z = y) + 2(¥r — ¢r)(z — y)] - V(|u(t, z)|*)dzdy
+2// lu(t, y) *Vr(z —y)(z —y) - %&V|u(t,x)|2d$dy.

Here we use the convention 0,V = 0 if V' is non-radially symmetric. The rest follows by the same
argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.9 using Corollary 4.7 instead of Lemma 4.6. The proof is
complete. (I

5. SCATTERING CRITERION

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We only give the proof in the focusing case. The one in the defocusing case is
similar. Our purpose is to check the scattering criteria given in Lemma 3.3. To this end, we fix a € R
and let € > 0 sufficiently small and Ty > 0 sufficiently large to be determined later. We will show that
there exists tg € (a,a + Tp) such that [t — e~ 7, t9] C (a,a + Tp) and

[ ull Lo(ito—e=o o1 xr3) S " (5.1)

for some o, n > 0 satisfying (3.3), where ¢ is as in (3.1). By (4.46), there exist Ty = To(e),J = J(e),
Ry = Ro(g, ug, Q) and n = n(e) such that

1 a+To Roe ) ¢ ) dR
— — — 2)u(t, \% x — z)us(t, x)]|“dedydz—dt < e.
gl [ [ et e P ate — u, ) vy

It follows that there exists Ry € [Ro, Roe”] such that

1ot g )
[ g ] et = )PV, o - 2k, Ptz < <
hence

a+To 1
/IIXRI w221V xR, (- = 2)u ()| Z2dzdt S e.

By the change of vanable z = Bi(w + 0) with w € Z3 and 0 € [0,1]?, we deduce that there exists
61 € [0,1]3 such that

1 a+Tp Rl 2 Rl ¢ 2 <

LN o 1Y G et o AR W
Let o > 0 to be chosen later. By dividing the interval [a + TU ,a+ 3T°] into Tpe? intervals of length =7,

we infer that there exists to € [a, Lg+ BTO} such that [to — e~ 7, t0] C (a,a + Tp) and

/t:ogg w%z:s HXR1 ( . —Tl(w + 91))u(t)H;HV[XRl ( i —%(w + 91))u£(t)H;dt <l
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This together with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
lullzs < llullZall Va2

imply that

/t . Z Hle( w+91)) (t)H;dtggl—o, (5.2)

On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have

3w (- +m)uto],

< 3 o (= + 00))uto)]| e (- =2+ 00))ue)

weZ3 Le
< (2 b (- -Fro)uo ) (S (- -Feoron)uc],)
SHU( HLZHVU( Mz S 1. (5.3)

Combining (5.2) and (5.3), we get from the property of x g, that

||U||L3(t0 —e77,t0] xR3) S to—e—0 Z HXRl( w+91)) ()H;dt
S /t:osa ( Z HXRI( w+91)) ’ )‘ ;)%
(2 (S m)uo],,)
weZd

([ X (R m)uo] )
« /j" Y e (B on)un )

0= werzs

which implies that

Wl

<eil(3=0), (5.4)

1wl L3 ([to —e 7 o] xR)
By interpolation, we have

HUHLQ([to —e~%,tp] xR3) < HUHLS([tO e~ ,to] ><]R3)||u||L10(tg e 9,to] XRR3)

<53(2 0)5 5 (1-19)
where

Here we have used the fact that
[ullLiorxrey S (1)
which follows from the local theory. This shows (5.1) with

0 (1 719)_4—04 20

P=%"\10"30) " 140 Ba’

By taking 0 < o < 4770‘, we see that (3.3) is satisfied. The proof is complete. a
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6. LONG TIME DYNAMICS

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8.
Proof of Theorem 1.7. Thanks to Theorem 1.6, it suffices to show (1.20). To see this, we first claim that
there exists p = p(ug, @) > 0 such that

IVu@)| 2 llu®)l7e < (1= p) VR RN 7 (6.1)

for all t € (=T, T*). Assume (6.1) for the moment, let us prove (1.20). By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality (4.1) and (6.1), we have

. o 420,
I 1542 u(®I25 < CopellTu(®)l & w327

= om(nwnuznu( )017s) *

< Copa(1 - )% (IVQl 21QU153) ¥
for all t € (=T, T*). From this, (4.2) and (4.3), we see that
. 2042 . o
@z @) 73 < == —01 - ) TIVQIE QI = (1 - p) F QIR IR

for all ¢ € (=T, T*) which proves (1.20).

Now, we prove (6.1). Recall that the initial data is assumed to satisfy (1.16) and (1.17). To this
end, we multiply both sides of E(u(t)) with [M (u(t))]?¢ and use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (4.1)
together with V' > 0 to have

1
2
=G

E(u(t))[M (u(t))]7

1 1 o o
Va0l + 5 [ VidoPds - @l ) ol

1
2
(IVu(®) 2 llu(®)]|55)* ~
(

> S gue)] A o) 3
[Vu()|| L2 lu®)72) , (6.2)
where
1 Copt | 32
G = X — T (6.3)
Using (4.5), we see that
3a —

G (IVQIl211QN7:) = (|\VQ||L2|\Q|\ 5)" = Eo(Q)[M(Q)].
From (1.16), (6.2), the conservation of mass and energy, we have

G (IVu(®)llz2llu@®7:) < E(uo)[M(uo)]™ < Eo(Q)[M(Q)]™ = G (IVQI|z2[Q75)

for all ¢ in the existence time. By (1.17), the continuity argument implies

[Vu@®)ll2llu@®lZ: < VIl QT (6.4)
for all t € (=T, T*). Next, from (1.16), we take ¢ = ¥(ug, Q) > 0 such that
E(u0)[M (uo)]” < (1 =) Eo(Q)[M(Q)]°. (6.5)

Using the fact that
- a—4 oo\ 2
E@M @) = —— (IVQIl.2[1QlI7:)" =
we infer from (6.2) and (6.5) that

30 (IVu<t>llL2llu<t>||zz)2_ 4 (IW(t)HmIIU()II );<1_19
a1\ VQI-lQlf ) 3a—d\ VQlelels: ) ="

We consider the function H()) = $29\% — =L 4)\ > with 0 < A < 1 due to (6.4). We see that H is

strictly increasing in (0,1) with H(0) = 0 and H(1) = 1. Tt follows from (6.6) that there exists p > 0

depending on ¥ such that A < 1 — p which shows (6.1). The proof is complete. |
We next study the long time dynamics at the ground state threshold given in Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let us start with the following observation. There is no f € H' satisfying

E(NIMI7 = Eo(@)M@)7, IVl lIfI7> = IVQI 2 1@ Z5- (6.7)

3a—4
4( +2)

ot (IVQIL21Q155)

(6.6)
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In fact, we take A > 0 such that || f||z2 = A||Q|| 2. It follows that
E(f)=A"7E(Q), [Vfle: = A" [VQIlz. (6.8)
Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (4.1) and (4.2), we see that

I3 < Con A1 LAIE
2 2 3a
= 2022 (valalQiz) T (19 15)
2)
- “” (IvQlL-1QI)*
This implies
2(a+2)

I£17e% <

Using (6.8), we infer that

1 1
2 = — at2 N 20. a+2
0< [ V@R = —I715 - Al <

2N TIVeIE: = AT IR

This shows that f = 0 which is impossible.
Now, let ug € H' satisfy (1.21) and (1.22). Let u : (—T%, T*) x R® — C be the corresponding solution
to the focusing problem (1.1). By (6.2), we have
G (IVu(®)llz2llu®)l17) < E(u()[M (u(®)]7 = E(uo)[M (u0)]”™* = Eo(Q)[M(Q)]™ (6.9)
for all t € (=T, T*), where G is as in (6.3). It is easy to check that G attains its maximum at
2
2(a+2)\ 31
N = (22T E) — ||V o
o= (B 2)" " = Ivaluslals:
and
G(Ao) = Eo(Q)[M(Q)].
We claim that

IVu@)| 2llu@®) 7 < IVQI 2[RI (6.10)

for all t € (=T, T*). By the conservation of mass and the local theory, we have T, = T* = oo, i.e. the
solution exists globally in time. We will prove (6.10) by contradiction. Suppose that it is not true. Then
there exists tg € (=T, T*) such that

IVulto)l 2 u(to) 72 = V@Il L2 [QIIZ:
By continuity using (1.21), there exists t; € (=T, T*) such that

Vu(t)llzz u()7: = VR 2(1QII7

Thanks to (1.21) and the conservation of mass and energy, we have

E(u(ty))[M (u(t1))]7 = Eo(Q)[M(Q)]7

which contradicts the observation (6.7).
By (6.10), we consider two cases.
Case 1. If

sup IVu@)| 2 llu@® 7 < IVQIL2QNT:,
then there exists p > 0 such that

[Vu@ | z2llu@®)7e < (1= p)VQ|2]1QNT5
for all t € [0,00). By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.7, we prove (1.18). By Theorem

1.6, the corresponding solution scatters in H' forward in time.
Case 2. If

sup [ Vu(@)l| 2 [u@®)|7: = [IVQI 2| QI 7,

t€[0,00)
then there exists (¢,)n>1 C [0, 00) such that

i ([ V()| e u(t)l175 = 19Q] =@
By (1.21) and the conservation laws of mass and energy, we have

E(u(tn))[M (u(tn))) = Eo(Q)[M(Q)]7
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Note that ¢, must tend to infinity. Otherwise, there exists ¢ty € [0,00) such that up to a subsequence,
t, — to as n — oo. By continuity, we have

E(u(to))[M(u(to))]” = Eo(@)[M(Q))7,  [[Vulto)ll 2 luto) 72 = [IVQIl L2 QIIZ>

which is impossible due to the observation (6.7). Now, we take A > 0 so that ||u(ty)|/ 2 = A|@Q||r2. Note
that A is independent of n due to the conservation of mass. It follows that

B(u(t,)) = A% Eo(Q),  lim [ Vu(ty)]z2 = A~ [VQ 12
By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (4.1), we see that

3a d—a
lu(ta) 15422 < Coptl| Vulta)ll 2 luta)ll 13

2(a+2) 3a—4 i-a

= 22 (IVQlelQUE) ™ 7 IVult)llS AlQllze)

which implies

lim ||u(tn)HLjﬁ2 <=7 CHVQHQL? =A"? CHQHLIEz

n— o0 3a
Thus, we have

A2 Ey(Q) < lim Eo(u(tn)) < E(u(t,)) = A"27Eo(Q)

n—oo
which implies

lim Eo(u(t,)) = A2 Ey(Q).

n—oo

We also have that

lim V(2)|u(tn, z)|>dx = 0. (6.11)

n—oo R3

We have proved that there exists a time sequence t,, — oo such that
lu(tn)llze = M@Qllzz,  lm [[Vu(tn)lze = A~ 7[VQIlz2,  lim Eo(u(ts)) = A~ Eo(Q)

for some A > 0. By the concentration-compactness lemma of Lions [25], there exists a subsequence
still denoted by (u(tn))n>1 satisfying one of the following three possibilities: vanishing, dichotomy and
compactness.

The vanishing cannot occur. In fact, suppose that the vanishing occurs. Then it was shown in [25]
that u(t,) — 0 strongly in L" for any 2 < r < 6. This however contradicts to the fact that

T u(ta)][§52 = A2 QI3

The dichotomy cannot occur. Indeed, suppose the dichotomy occurs, then there exist p € (0, A||Q||2)
and sequences (f!)n>1, (f2)n>1 bounded in H' such that

|lu(tn) — £} — f2||- — 0 as n — oo for any 2 < 7 < 6,

[ fallee = s [ f2llee = M@z — pas n — oo,
dist(supp(f}}), supp(f?)) — oo as n — oo,
liminf, oo [|Vu(t,)|7. = IVfall72 = IVf2ll72 > 0.

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have
3a i—o
I£2l1327 < Copell Vfall 2 11£211 3
which implies

- 1jjat2 - 1% =
Tim A2 < Cop lima VA2 (e
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A similar estimate holds for f2. It follows that
ATEONQUERS = i e IEES = Jim IS + Ml 3
< Copt lim (||Vf;|\?2 + ||vf3IIZT3) lu(ta)l ;2
< Cope T (IV £33 + IV F21P) % uttn)l 3

3a 4—a
< Copt lim_[[Vutn)l| 2 fu(tn)|l 2

3a d—a
2

= Copt (A" [IVQIIz2) * (A@QlIz2) 2

= A2z
which is a contradiction.
Therefore, the compactness must occur. By [25], there exist a subsequence still denoted by (w(tn))n>1,

a function f € H' and a sequence (y,)n>1 C RY such that u(t,, - + yn) — f strongly in L" for any
2 < r < 6 and weakly in H!. We have

[flle = lim flu(tn, -+ yn)ll2 = M@l
n—oo

and

1AIGE2 = tim - + ) [552 = A2 QU522
and

IVfllre <liminf [|Vu(tn, + yn)llz = A7 7| VQ|| L2

n—oo

On the other hand, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

N i 7P A2oe| Q72 s

VAL = L = e = (A IVQI2)
Coptllfll 5 Copt (MQl22) 2

hence ||V £z = limy—oo [[VUu(tn, - +yn)|lr2 = A7 7||VQ|| 2. In particular, w(t,, -+ yn) — f strongly in
H'. Tt is easy to see that

[ 2 ] 2
4—a — “opt-

IVFI 22 VeI~ 11Q .3

This shows that f is an optimizer for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (4.1). By the characterization
of ground state (see e.g. [25]) with the fact ||f||z2 = A|Q]/z2, we have f(z) = e AQ(z — z0) for some
0 € R, u> 0 and 7o € RY. Redefining the variable, we prove that there exists a sequence (y,)n>1 C RY
such that

w(tn, 4+ yn) = ew)\Q strongly in ot
as n — oo. Finally, using (6.11), we infer that |y,| — oo as n — oco. In fact, suppose that v, — yo € RV
as n — oo. We have from (6.11) that

0= lim V(x)|u(tn,z)|2d:c = lim V(x+yn)|u(tn,x+yn)|2dz

n—oo RN n—oo RN
:)\2/ V(z + 10)|Q(x) 2o
RN

which is a contradiction. The proof is complete. O

7. REMARK ON LONG TIME DYNAMICS FOR NLS WITH REPULSIVE INVERSE-POWER POTENTIALS
Let us now consider the NLS with repulsive inverse-power potentials in three dimensions, namely

{ i+ Au —clz|~%u = Z£[u|%u, (t,7) €R xR3, (7.1)

u(0,2) = wup(x),

where ¢ > 0,0 < 0 < 2 and a > 0. In the case 0 =1, (7.1) becomes the well-known NLS with Coulomb
potential. The local well-posedness, global well-posedness and finite time blow-up of H'-solutions for



26 V. D. DINH

(7.1) have been studied in [7,27]. It is known that H'-solutions satisfy the conservation of mass and
energy

0) = [ lutt, )Pz = M(u),
E(u(t)) = %/|Vu(t,:c)|2dz + g/|z|7g|u(t,:c)|2dz + %_‘_2 / lu(t, z)|*2dx = E(uop).

In the defocusing, thanks to global in time Strichartz estimates proved by Mizutani [28], the energy
scattering for (7.1) was shown in [7,27]. In the focusing case, we can apply the argument presented in
the paper (especially in the radial case) to show long time dynamics for (7.1). More precisely, we have
the following results.

Theorem 7.1 (Scattering below the ground state threshold). Let 3 < a <4, ¢>0 and 0 <o < 2. Let
ug € H* satisfy (1.16) and (1.17). Then the corresponding solution to the focusing problem (7.1) exists
globally in time and scatters in H' in both directions.

Theorem 7.2 (Scattering at the ground state threshold). Let 3 < o <4, ¢ >0 and 0 < o < 2. Let
wo € H' satisfy

E(u0)[M (u0)]” = Eo(Q)[M(Q)]”,

IVuollz2luoll 72 < IVQIlL2IQIIZ

Then the corresponding solution to the focusing problem (7.1) exists globally in time. Moreover, the
solution either scatters in H' forward in time, or there exist a time sequence t, — 0o and a sequence
(Yn)n>1 C R? satisfying |yn| — oo such that

w(tn,  + yn) — ew)\Q strongly in H!

llwoll 2

for some 0 € R and X := Qs 48 m — 00,

Note that dispersive estimates for (7.1) was proved by Goldberg [16] in three dimensions, however,
dispersive estimates for dimensions N > 4 are still unknown.
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APPENDIX
In this appendix, we will show Remark 1.1. Let V be as in (1.4). We first compute

IVllze = lellllz]~7e=*1]| o

1
q
=] (/ |x|qgeaqzdz>
]Rf}

=|c| (471'/ 7“2_‘1”6_“qu7°)
0

= |c| [47(aq)? *T(3 — qo)]

Vv
Vil = sup/ Wl g,
reR3 JR3 |$_y|

|V e |/ e—alyl
|z — ly|7 |z — yl
In the case x = 0, we have

*a\y\ o0
/ " |1+U = 47T/0 e~ rl=odr = 47ra‘772F(2 — o).

Q=

which proves (1.5).
We now compute

Consider
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e—alyl
/ / r2drdf
lylelz =yl s2 17 sz7"9|

:/ el I(z,r)dr,
0

1
I(SC,T) = \/SZ Wd@

Take A € O(3) such that Ae; = ro7 With e; = (1,0,0), we see that

I(x,r):/ ;dt?:/ S )
S2 |f—|A€179‘ S2 %6179’

By change of variables, we arrive

In the case x # 0, we write

where r = |y| and

dn ds

1
I(z,r):/ /
2Q1 2 _ o2
—1JvV/1—-3528 \/|g:_|s) Jr|77|2 \/1 S

Ll ﬁ S

S

= |st

/,
\/m s +1752
g (21 f5)
r

"a]
B { 47 if |z <,

47r‘—;‘ if || > 7.

It follows that

—aly| Ar (1=l o0
7|y|i|$ - dy = ﬁ e~ 270 dr + 47r/ e~ rl=oqy
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We see that if 0 < o < 2, then
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This shows that f is a strictly decreasing function, hence f(A) < 0 for all A > 0. Thus for a # 0,
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We conclude that
IV = 4r|c|a®>T(2 — o)
which proves (1.6). O
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