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Abstract

We study the existence of maximizers for a one-parameter family of Strichartz inequalities on
the torus. In general maximizing sequences can fail to be precompact in L2 (T), and maximizers
can fail to exist. We provide a sufficient condition for precompactness of maximizing sequences
(after translation in Fourier space), and verify the existence of maximizers for a range of values
of the parameter. Maximizers for the Strichartz inequalities correspond to stable, periodic (in
space and time) solutions of a model equation for optical pulses in a dispersion-managed fiber.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the existence of maximizers for a one-parameter family of Strichartz inequal-
ities on the torus T = R/(27Z). These inequalities give bounds on the space-time norms of Tiu(z),
where T; denotes the unitary semigroup defined on L?(T) by the linear Schrédinger equation. That
is, for each function u € L2([0,2n]), T;f(z) is defined to equal v(x,t), where v is the solution of
the linear Schrodinger equation vy — iv,, = 0 on [0, 27r] with periodic boundary conditions and with
initial condition v(z,0) = w(z). The Strichartz inequalities in question state that for each B > 0
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all u € L*(T),

(/OB/T|Ttu(a:)|4 dx dt>1/4 <C (/T Ju(x)[? daz) 1/2. (1.1)

Inequality ([LI) was proved by Bourgain in [5] for B = 2; the result for general B follows
immediately from the result for B = 27 via Hélder’s inequality and the fact that T3 is periodic in ¢
with period 27.

Let Cp denote the best constant in (I1]),

Cp =inf{C > 0: inequality (LI) holds for all u € L*(T)}.

We say that ug € L?(T) is a maximizer for (L)) if

</OB /ﬂ‘ [ Tiuo(@)]* da dt) " =Cg </Tr luo () [? da:) 1/2_

It is not hard to see (cf. Corollary 53] below) that if B is of the form B = N7 with N € N, then
there are no maximizers for (L)) in L?(T). Here, we prove as our main result a sufficient condition
for the existence of maximizers for (II). As a consequence we obtain that maximizers for (1)) do
exist at least for B in the range 0 < B < By, where By =~ 2.60. It remains open whether there is
some B in (0, 7) for which maximizers do not exist.

As explained in [18], an important mathematical feature of the problem of finding maximizers
for the analogue of (LI)) in L?*(R) is a loss of compactness: in general, it need not be true that
maximizing sequences have strongly convergent subsequences in L?(R), even when maximizers do
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exist. In [18], this difficulty is overcome by showing that if {u;} is a maximizing sequence, then
for some subsequence {u;, }, {€?%*u;, (xr — z)} can be made to converge for suitable choices of the
sequences {0} and {z}. In other words, maximizing sequences do always have subsequences which,
after being suitably translated in physical space and in Fourier space, converge strongly in L?(R).

In the periodic case, there is a similar difficulty due to loss of compactness of maximizing sequences
{u;}. We show below (see Theorem [Z1]) that if Cp > B/, then every maximizing sequence {u;}
for (L) must have subsequences {uj;, } such that {e®*®u;, (z)} converges strongly in L*(T), for
suitably chosen {6}. Our proof follows the framework of that given for the nonperiodic case in
[18]: first, concentration-compactness arguments are used to show that maximizing sequences must
have subsequences which, after translation, are simultaneously tight in physical space and in Fourier
space, after which a decomposition of the translated subsequence into high- and low-frequency parts
is used to deduce strong convergence in L?(R). However, the application of this technique to the
problem on the torus runs into a difficulty which is not encountered for the problem on the line: in
the periodic case, for certain values of B (including B = 27) maximizing sequences can vanish or
exhibit splitting in Fourier space, while this cannot happen for maximizing sequences on the line.
That the difficulty is essential, and not just an artifact of the method of proof, is shown by the fact
that, as mentioned above, maximizers do not exist in the periodic case for certain values of B. This
seems to be an instance of the general principle that the effects of dispersion in wave propagation
are more subtle and delicate in the periodic case than on the line.

The sufficient condition for maximizers presented in Theorem 2] can be verified by finding an
appropriate test function: it suffices to find w € L?(T) such that the ratio of ||Tyw(x)| LT[0, 5))
to [|w| z2(r) is greater than (B/m)!/*. We restate this condition on the test function w in a more
convenient form in Corollary B1] below, and by finding suitable test functions which satisfy this
condition, we prove the existence result mentioned above.

Maximizers for the Strichartz inequality also correspond to ground-state solutions of a equation,
sometimes known as the dispersion-managed nonlinear Schrédinger equation (DMNLS), which mod-
els nonlinear, long-wavelength light pulses in a dispersion-managed optical fiber. In the non-periodic
case, where pulses are defined on the entire real line and decay as || — oo (note that x is actually a
time variable in this model), the DMNLS equation was derived in [I0] (see also [2]), and the existence
of ground-state solutions was proved by variational methods in [25] for the case of positive average
dispersion, and in [I§] for the case of zero average dispersion.

The maximizers whose existence is proved in the present paper, by contrast, correspond to solu-
tions of an equation which models pulses in a dispersion-managed fiber which are periodic in both
2 and ¢. This periodic DMNLS equation was derived in [3], where well-posedness results for the
initial-value problem are proved for the case of positive and zero average dispersion, and results on
the existence and stability of periodic ground-state solutions were proved in both cases.

In the case of zero average dispersion, the periodic DMNLS equation, for complex-valued functions
u(x,t) which are periodic with period L in the x variable, can be written in Hamiltonian form as

uy = —iVHL(u). (1.2)

Here the Hamiltonian functional Hy, : L?(T) — R is given by
on (L 1
== [ [ rtu@) dt da,
LJo Jo
and VHp, denotes the gradient of Hy,, given by
S e L 2L
VH(u) = ) T (1T u(@) P T u(x)) dt de.

The operator T} appearing in the integrand is the solution operator for the linear Schrédinger
equation with periodic boundary conditions on 0 < z < L. That is, T (u)(z) = v(x,t), where
v(z,t) is periodic with period L in x and satisfies the equation iv; 4+ v, = 0, with initial condition



v(x,0) = u(x). (The gradient here is defined with respect to the real-valued inner product (u,v)
defined on L?(T) by

(u,v) = %Au(x)ﬁ(x) dx.

That is, we have
. Hp(u+ev) — Hp(u)
lim

e—0 €

= (VHL(u),v)

for all v € L*(T).)

As an immediate consequence of our results on existence of maximizers for (I1]), we obtain results
on the existence and stability of sets of ground-state solutions to the periodic DMNLS equation (2l),
for a range of values of the period L. Ground-state solutions can be characterized as solutions of
the form u(z,t) = e!¢p(z), where w € R and the profile function ¢(z) minimizes Hy,(u) among all
functions in L?(0, L) with fixed L? norm . For each fixed value of A > 0, the stability of the set
St of corresponding ground-state profile functions follows from a standard argument, once we have
shown that every minimizing sequence for the associated variational problem converges strongly to
Spa in L? norm.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2] we establish notation and state our
main results. Section [B] contains some preliminary lemmas. The proof of Theorem [ZI on the
sufficiency of the condition Cs > B/7 for the existence of maximizers, is given in Section 4l This
sufficient condition is verified for a range of values of B in Section[Bl The final Section [6] discusses the
implications for existence and stability of non-empty sets of ground-state solutions of the periodic
DMNLS equation (T2)).

The results of this paper are taken from the first author’s doctoral dissertation at the University
of Oklahoma [3].

2 Notation and statement of main results.

If E is a measurable subset of R and 1 < p < oo, we define LP(E) to be the space of Lebesgue

measurable complex-valued functions u on E such that |jul|z»(g)y = (fE |ulP dx)l/p is finite. We
denote by L?(T) the space of Lebesgue measurable, square-integrable, 27-periodic functions on R.
We can identify L?(T) with L%([0,2n]). We will often denote the norm of u in L?(T) simply by
[ul| 2. For B > 0, we define Lt ([0, B] x T) to be the space of all functions f(t,z) defined for

1/p
(t,x) € [0, B] x T such that the norm || f||zz_(j0,5)xT) = (fOB Jo 1t 2)[P dx dt) is finite.

For 1 < p < oo, we define ¢P(Z) to be the space of sequences of complex numbers {a(n)},ez such

that [[aller = (3 ,ez |a(n)|p)1/p is finite. We define £°°(Z) to be the space of all sequences {a(n)}nez
such that ||al|¢e = sup,,cy |a(n)]| is finite.
For u € L?(T), we define the Fourier transform of u to be the sequence Fu in (?(Z) given by

Fuln] = % /Te_i"””u(ac) dx

for n € Z. We also denote Fu[n] by f(n). The inversion formula for the Fourier transform is given

by
u(z) = Z i(n) e,
neL

The correspondence u — @ defines a one-to-one map from L?(T) onto ¢?(Z); and with this definition
of the Fourier transform, Parseval’s theorem asserts that for any u,v € L?(T), one has

/ u(@)o(x) dr =21y i(n)i(n),
T nez

and in particular

ullzz = v2r|[ille.



Also, the Fourier transform of the product uv is given by a convolution:

F(uv)[n] = (a*0)[n] = Zﬁ(k)ﬁ(n —k).

kEZ

In Section [6] we will have occasion to mention the action of the Fourier transform on functions
of period L. Define L2 (0, L) to be the set of all measurable functions on R which are periodic of

per

period L and which are square integrable on 0 < x < L. For u € Lf)er(O, L), we define the Fourier
transform Fpu € (*(Z) by

IR
]—'Lu[n] = Z/ e—z(2wn/L)mu(I) dz,
0

and we have the have the Fourier inversion formula

u(z) = Z]:Lu[n] et@m/L)z
neZ

We define the Sobolev space H' = H'(T) to be the space of all functions u € L*(T) such that

the H! norm
1/2
ull g = (Z |n|2|@(")|2>

ne”z

is finite.

We denote by D the set of all functions u € L*(T) such that @(n) = 0 for all but finitely many
n € Z. In particular, functions in D are infinitely smooth.

For functions g(t,z) € L7 ,([0,27] x T), the space-time Fourier transform of g is the sequence
Fi29 € Z x Z defined by

TR N
Fraglm,n] = W/o /ﬂ‘eﬂmtefmtg(t,x) dt dz.

The correspondence g — JF; ..g defines a one-to-one map from L?([0, 2] x T) onto the space £*(Z x Z)
of square-integrable sequences b[m, n], and Parseval’s theorem asserts that for g1, g2 € L7 ([0, 27] x

T), one has
2w
/ / 7 dt dv = (27)* > > Fiog1Fr00a-
TJo

meZne’

For t € R, define T} : L*(T) — L?(T) as a Fourier multiplier operator by setting, for u € L?(T)

and n € Z,
F(Tyu)[n] = et Fuln). (2.1)

For a given u € L*(T), Tyu(x) is thus defined as a measurable function of z and ¢. Since [1. [Tyu(z)|* do =
[F(Tew)ll7: = (| Fuln]ll. = [lull72e) for each t € R, we have fOB Jp | Tyu(z)|? dt de < oo for every
B > 0. Therefore Tyu € L7 ([0, B] x T). In particular, taking B = 2, we have that F; ,(Tyu) is
well-defined in ¢?(Z x Z) and is given by

e~ tq(n) if m =n?

]:t,w(Ttu)[m7 TL] = {O if m 7§ 7’L2-

Fix B > 0, and for u € L?(T), define

B
W (u) :/0 /T|Ttu(:v)|4 dx dt. (2.2)

We consider the variational problem of maximizing Wg(u) over L?(T), subject to the constraint
lul|2. = A, where A > 0 is fixed. Define

Jpx =sup {Wg(u) : u € L*(T) and |jul|?. = A} (2.3)



We say that a sequence {u;}jen in L*(T) is a maximizing sequence for Jp y if [|u;]|7. = A for all
j € Nand lim;_, o Wg(u;) = Jp,x; and we say that ug € L?(T) is a maximizer for Jp  if [|ug[7. = A
and WB(UQ) = JB7)\.

Observe that since Wp(Au) = Au for all A € R, it follows that

Jex=NJp1 (2.4)
for all A > 0. In other words, if we define Cg = Jp 1, then for all u € L*(T) we have
Wg(u) < Cpllul|7, (2.5)

which is equivalent to the Strichartz inequality (II]) with best constant Cp. That Cp is indeed finite
is shown below in Lemma 33l It is clear that the existence of a maximizing function for Cp = Jp 1
is equivalent to the existence of a maximizing function for Jp ) for every A > 0.

The following theorem establishes a sharp condition for the precompactness of maximimizng
sequences for Jp 1.

Theorem 2.1.
(i) If B> 0 and

B

JB,l > —, (26)

T
then every mazimizing sequence for Jp 1 has a subsequence which, after translations in Fourier space,
converges in L*(T) to a maximizer for Jg 1. That is, if {u;} is a sequence such that ||uj||z2 =1 for
all j € N and lim;_ oo Wg(u;) = Jp,1, then there exists a subsequence {u;, } and a sequence of real
numbers {01} such that {€**u;, (x)} converges strongly in L*(T).

In particular, there does exist a mazimizer for Jp1: that is, there exists ug € LQ('H‘) such that
||UO||L2 =1 and WB(UQ) = JB71.

(it) For all B > 0,
JB1

v
3w

(i) If B > 0 and
B
Jp1=—, 2.7
B1= — (2.7)
then there exist maximizing sequences for Jp 1 which do not have any subsequences that can be made
to converge by translating the terms in Fourier space.

As corollaries of this result, we obtain existence and non-existence results for maximizers of Jp 1
for certain values of B. In Section 5 below we show that Jp 1 > B/m is true at least for all B in
some range 0 < B < By, where By ~ 2.6; and therefore Jp ; does have maximizers for B in this
range (see Corollary[5.4]). On the other hand, we see that Jg 1 = B/7 for all B of the form B = N,
where N € N, and hence for these values of B, no maximizer for Jp 1 exists (see Corollary [5.3]).

Remark. Although the questions of whether maximizers exist for Jp 1, and whether Jp 1 is equal
to B/m, are somewhat subtle; it is easy to answer the corresponding questions for minimizers of
Wpg(u) subject to the constraint that ||u||z2 = 1. In fact, for every B > 0 the minimum is equal
to B/2m, and is attained at the constant function v(x) = 1/(27) on T. To see this, note that by
Holder’s inequality, if ||u||r2z = 1 then

B B
B :/ / |u|? do dt = / / |Tyu|? do dt < /Wg(u)V2rB,
o Jr o Jr

which implies that Wg(u) > B/(27) = Wg(v).



By a well-known argument, the assertions of Theorem [Z1] yield results on the existence and
stability of sets of ground-state solutions of the periodic DMNLS equation (L.2]), for a range of
values of the period L. We review these arguments below in Section 6, where we show (see Theorem
[62) that for all L € (0,27/v/By), equation (L2) has a one-parameter family {Sy » : A > 0} of
non-empty sets Sp » of ground-state profiles, and each set Sy ) is stable with respect to the flow
defined by (2.

On the other hand, the nonexistence of maximizers of Jp; when B is an integer multiple of
7 translates into a nonexistence result for ground-state solutions of (I.2): when L is of the form
L =2,/m/N for some N € N, then (I.2)) can have no ground-state solutions (see Theorem [6.4]).

3 Preliminary results

An important property of Wp is that it is invariant with respect to translations in Fourier space as
well as translations in physical space.

Lemma 3.1. Let B > 0.

(i) Suppose u € L*(T) and xo € T. If we define v € L*(T) by v(x) = u(z — x¢) for x € T, then for
all (t,xz) € R x T, we have Tyv(z) = Ty(x — x0). In particular,

WB (1)) = WB (u)

(ii) Suppose u € L*(T) and ng € Z. If we define w € L*(T) by setting w(n) = a(n — ng) for all
n € Z, then for all (t,z) € R x T, we have

Tyw(z) = ei""ze*mgtTtu(aj — 2not).

In particular

WB (w) = WB(’U,)

(iii) If {u;j};en is a mazimizing sequence for Jp 1 in L*(T), {m;}jen is a sequence of integers, and
{z;}jen is a sequence in T, then {e"™*u;(x —x;)}jen is also a mazimizing sequence for Jp 1. Also,
if u is a mazimizer for Jp 1, then e u(x — o) is also a mazimizer, for every m € Z and every
zeT.

Proof. The statements in (i) and (ii) follow easily from the definition of T; as a Fourier multi-
plier operator. We note that the invariance of W under translations in Fourier space also follows
immediately from the formula given below for Wg in (8.3]).

Part (iii) of the Lemma follows immediately from parts (i) and (ii), since the norm in L?(T) is
also invariant under translations in both physical space and Fourier space. O

We now state a version of Lions’ concentration compactness lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Fiz M > 0, and suppose that for each j € N, {a;(n)}necz is an element of £*(Z) such
that ||aj||?, = M. Then the sequence {a;}jen in £*(Z) has a subsequence, still denoted by {a;}, for
which exactly one of the following three alternatives holds:

1. (Vanishing) For every r € N,

m—+r
lim sup Z la;(n)* = 0.
Jee S —

2. (Splitting) There is an « € (0, M) with the following property: for every 6 > 0, there exist
numbers r1,ro € N with ro —r1 > 67, sequences {b;}jen and {c;}jen in (*(Z), and an integer
sequence {m;}jen such that for all j € N,

bj(n) =0 for all n € Z such that |n — mj| > r1,



¢j(n) =0 for all n € Z such that [n — m;| < rq,
llaj = (b +¢j)lI7= < 6,
}Hb]H%z - CY} S 57

and
[llejll?: = (M — )| < 6.

3. (Tightness) There exist integers {m;}en such that for every ¢ > 0, there exists r € N so that
m;+r
Z laj(n)|* do > M — ¢
n=m;—r

for all j € N.

We omit the proof of Lemma (32]), which is standard: for example, except for obvious modifi-
cations it is the same as the proof given for Lemma 3.1 of [I8]. However, for future reference we
emphasize here that the three alternatives given in Lemma 3.1 are mutually exclusive. In particular,
if there exist integers {m;} such that the translated sequence {a;} = {a;(-—m;)} converges strongly
in £%(Z), then all subsequences of {a;} are tight, and no subsequence of {a;} vanishes. For indeed,
if {a;} converges in £? norm to a limit a € £?(N), then we must have [al|%, = M > 0, and therefore
for every € > 0 there exists r € N such that > la(n)|? > M — e. From the strong convergence
of {@;} to a in £2, it then follows that

n=—r

m;+r

S Jaym)? > M —e

n=m;—r

for all sufficiently large j. This implies that all subsequences of {a;} are tight, and that no subse-
quence can vanish.

The following lemma gives a Fourier decomposition of W (u) which will be important in analyzing
the behavior of maximizing sequences. All sums which appear are intended to be performed over all
integral values of the index of summation, unless otherwise specified.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose B > 0.
(i) There exists C > 0 such that for all u € L*(T),

Gp(u) < Cllullzaer, (3.1)

a(n)a(n —1)a n—p-—1
zl:zn:zp:| )1i|lp|£;( p )|' (3.2)

(ii) For all u € L*(T), we have

B
_QWZZZﬁ Ya(n — Da(n — p)a (n—p—l)/o e 2t gy (3.3)

where the sum on the right-hand side converges absolutely.
Moreover, there exists C' > 0 such that for all u € L*(T),

where

(iii) For all u € L*(T), we have
Wg(u) = 4rB|li|p — 27 B|ldllj + Dp(u), (3.5)

where

B
= 27‘1’222 n)a(n — Da(n — p)ia(n —p — Z)/ e~ 2Pt gt (3.6)

1£0 n p£0 0
(The sum on the right-hand side converges absolutely.)



Proof. Suppose u € L?(T). We can decompose the triple sum which defines Gz (u) into two parts
(I) and (IT), where (I) represents the sum taken over all (I,n,p) € Z3 for which |p| < |I|, and (II)
represents the sum taken over all (I,n,p) for which |p| > |I|.

Define K : Z — R by K(n) = 1/(1 + |n|>B), and note that K € ¢}(Z). If |p| < |I|, then we have
1/(1+ |lp|B) < K(p). Therefore we can use Holder’s inequality and Young’s convolution inequality

to make the estimate
<ZZK ) [a(n)d(n — p|Z|un—l (n—p-=1)]

< ||U||Z2Z|U IZK ) li(n — p)|
= [lal7 Y lan)] (K = |al)(n)

< llalzellal |1 5 * |allle2
< llallg= I K ller < Cllullzar)-

On the other hand, when |p| > [I|, we have 1/(1 + |Ip|B) < K(I), so we can write
(D) <Y > KW lam)a(n — 1) Y la(n - p)a(n —p = 1),
noo1 p

and then use the same argument as for (I), only with [ and p interchanged, to show that (IT) <
C||u||‘i2(m. This then proves part (i) of the Lemma.

To prove part (ii), suppose first that u € D, the space of all functions u € L?(T) such that 4
is compactly supported in Z, so that in particular Tiu is bounded on T for all £ € R, and all the
computations which follow are readily justified. Writing Tyu =", ., ﬁ(n)ei(m_"2t), we obtain

Wg(u) = ”Ttunif’x([O,B]x'ﬂ‘) = ||Ttu'm||%g,z([o,3]xqr)
2
—m)z—(n?—m?)t)

n)a(m

L% . ([0,B]xT)
2
~ zlzefll(2n7l)t

3

L3 . ([0,B]xT)

where in the last step we used [ = n — m as an index of summation. Now letting
b(l,t) = d(n)a(n — e =",

we can write

b(l,t)e"™|  dx dt.

Using Parseval’s theorem, we obtain that

B
u) = 277/0 Zl: b(1,t)[? dt
B
= 2722 Z n)a(n — Da(r — Z)ﬁ(r)/ e HEn=20t gy
0

Changing the index of summation in the innermost sum to p = n—r yields the sum on the right-hand
side of (3.3]). Thus we have proved that ([33) holds, at least in the case when u € D.

(3.8)



In light of the fact that
2B

T3 (39)

B
/ —2i0t dt
0

for all # € R and all B > 0, it follows from what we have proved that there exists C' > 0 such that

Wg (u) < CGp (u)

and therefore
Wa(u) = |\Ttu||i;{w([o_,3}xﬂr) < Cllullzaer) (3.10)

for all u € D.
Given any u € L?(T), define a sequence {uy} € D by setting uy(n) = @(n) for |n| < N and
un(n) =0 for |[n| > N. Then

B
B(un —27TZZZUN n)uy n—l)uN(n—p)lf]\V(n—p—l)/ e 2t gt (3.11)
0

holds for each N € N.

By Parseval’s theorem, Tyuy converges to Tyu in L7 ([0, 27] x T) as N — oo. It follows from (B10)
that Tyuy also converges to Tyu in L7 ([0, B] x T) for every B € [0,27], and then by periodicity for
every B € R. Also, by what we have proved, {Tyun}nen is a Cauchy sequence in L ([0, B] x T),
and so converges in the norm of L} ([0, B] x T) to some limit, which must therefore equal Tyu. It
follows that

WB(U) = lim WB(UN).
N—00

On the other hand, it follows from part (i) of the Lemma, 3.9), (811]), and the Dominated Conver-
gence Theorem that

B
Jim W(uy) —2”222 n)i(n —1 a(n_p)a(n_p_l)/ e 2ilpt gy
0

with the sum on the right-hand side converging absolutely. Therefore part (ii) of the Lemma has
been proved.

To prove part (iii), we proceed by splitting the sum in 3] into four parts, according to whether
p and [ are zero or nonzero.

First, we sum over all values of [, n, and p such that [ # 0 and p = 0. This gives

27TBZZ|u a(n —1)] —27TBZZ|U

I#0 n n m#n

—27TB<ZZIU m)|? _Z| )
=27 B (||alz= — [|a]l7) -

Second, we sum over all values of [, n, and p such that { = 0 and p # 0, obtaining the same result
as above: that is,
21 (||l — l1allz) -

Third, we sum over all values of [, n, and r such that [ = 0 and p = 0, resulting in

2B Y _|a(n)[* = 27 BlJil|7:.

Finally, if we sum over all values of [, n, and p such that [ # 0 and p # 0, we obtain the sum in
B8) which defines Dp(u). (Note that the absolute convergence of this sum is guaranteed by part
(ii) of the Lemma.) Taking the sum of all four parts, we obtain the result (3.3, completing the
proof of the Lemma. O



For what follows, we note that if {u;} is a sequence in L*(T) such that [u;||7. =1 for all j € N,
then by Parseval’s theorem, we have that {4} is a sequence in £*(Z) with ||@;||% = 5=, and therefore
we can apply Lemma B2 to {d;} with M = 5.

Lemma 3.4. Let {u;}jen C L*(T) be a sequence such that ||u;||2, =1 for all j € N. Suppose that
the sequence {;} in (*(Z) vanishes in the sense of Lemmal3A Then ||u;]/3. — 0 as j — oo.

Proof. If {a;} vanishes, then for each r € N and for each € > 0, there exists N = N(r,¢) € N such
that

m—+r €
sup Y |y (n)]? < 2
LISV A —

for j > N. In particular, for j > N we have that |i;(n)* < % for all n € Z. This implies that

[|@)][e== — 0 as j — oo. Since ||@;||7s < [|@)]|7||@; |7, it follows that ||@;{|3 — 0 as j — oc.

O
Definition 3.5. For uy,ug,us,us € L?(T), define
B _ _
F(uy,uz2,us,uq) :/ /Ttul Tius Tius Tiuyg da dt.
o JT
Lemma 3.6. There exists C > 0 such that for all functions uy, us, us, and uy in L*(T),
|F(u1, w2, us, ug)| < Clluallpz lJuzllpz lusl 2 [luall Lz
Proof. By Holder’s inequality and Lemma [3.3] we have
B _ _
/ / |Ttu1 Ttu2 Tt’wg, Tt’LL4} dI dt S ||Ttu1||L§1z ||T{LL2||L%$ ||T’15’u,3||L;Lm ||T‘t’u,4||L;Lm
o JT ’ ’ ’
< Clluallpz lluellpz lusl 2 llual L2
O

Lemma 3.7. There exists C > 0 such that for all u,v,w,h € L*(T) with u = v + w + h and
Ih|lL2 <1, we have

ITullds — 1 Tollsy | Tuolldy

< C (1 Jlullze + lollze + lwlZ2) 2]+

+ 4F (v,v,w,w) + F(w,v,w,v) + F(v,w,v, w)+ (3.12)
+ 2[F(v,v,v,w) + F(v,v,w,v) + F(v,w,w,w) + F(w,v,w,w)].

Proof. For u,v,w,h € L*(T), we have
B
||Ttu||%4 — ||Tt'U||%4 — ||Ttw||%4 = / / |Ttv + Tiyw + Tth|4 _ |Ttv|4 _ |Ttw|4 dx dt.
t,x t,x t,x 0 T

By writing the integrand on the right hand side of the above equation as
[Ty + Tyw + Tyh)*[Trv + Tyw + Tyh)? — [Ty|* — |Tywl*
and expanding, we obtain
B
/ / |Tyw + Tyw + Tih|* — |Tw|* — |Tyw|* dox dt = A+ B+ R,
o JT

where A is a finite sum of terms of the form fOB JoTofr Tifo Tiofs T,h dz dt and B is a finite sum
of terms of the form fOB Jo Tefr Ty fo Ty fs Tyh da dt, with fi, fo, f3 € {u,v,w, h}, and R consists of

the seven terms involving F on the right side of (3.12). We apply the triangle inequality, Lemma
B.8 and Young’s inequality to the terms in A and B to get the desired result. O
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Lemma 3.8. The map Wg : L?(T) — R is continuous.
Proof. Take w =0 in Lemma 371 O

Lemma 3.9. There exists C > 0 such that for all v,w € L*(T), all § > 0, and all integers ng, r1,
and ra, if ro — 11 > 671, 9(n) =0 for |n — ng| > r1, and w(n) =0 for |n — ng| < ra, then

|F(v,0,w,w)| < (27B + C7) |67 |7,
< Cllol7. iz 62
Cllol. iz 62
Cllé |3 Il 52
< Cllé % Il 52
|F (v, w,w,w)| < C|folez [l 62

|F(w,w,w,0)| < C[[8]|¢2 [l 62

(
|F(w, v, w,v
(

|F(v, w, v, w

IN

IN

|F(v,v,v,w (3.13)

|F(v,v,w,v

R PN g

Proof. For any u1,uz, uz,us € L?(T), we have by Fubini’s theorem and Parseval’s theorem that

B
F(u1,u2,uz,uq) = 27r/ ZF(TtuthUQTtU3)[n] ug(n) dt
B in2t (A _ — —
=27 Z e (Ttul * Tyuo * Ttu;),) [n] wag(n) dt

— 27T/ ZZZ in’t Ttul 7’L— ny — 712) Ttu2(n1) TtUB(HQ) U4( ) dt

n ni no

= 2WZZZ @i (n3) W(n1) W(n2) @a(ni + na + n3)/ e 2ittmtns)(nitna) gy,

ni no ns

(3.14)
where all of the sums are taken over Z, and in the last expression we used a new index of summation
ng =n —ny — ng. Taking u; = ue = v and uz = uy = w in BI4), we get

|F(v, v, w,w)| <27TZZZ

ny na ns

B
(ng)ﬁ(nl “+ ng + ng)/ e—2it(n1+n3)(n1+n2) dt| .
0

(3.15)
We write the right-hand side of (815 as the sum of four parts, (I)+ (IT) + (III) 4+ (IV'), where
(I) is the sum over all terms for which |n; + ng| = 0; (II) is the sum over the terms for which

[n1 4+ na| =0 < |ny + ngl; (I11) is the sum over the terms for which |nq + na| > |n1 +ng| > 1; and
(IV) is the sum over the terms for which |[n1 4+ ng| > |n1 +ne| > 1.
Then we have

Ju(ng)w(n 2)5(”2)’ = 2 B|[o]3 |7 (3.16)

n2 n3

For (I1), we have

5)3(— Eng}_QﬁBZZN 5(n3)0(n2)@(na)B(ns)] = 0, (3.17)

no ns3 no ns

because the assumptions on the supports of v and w in Lemma imply that (ng)@w(nz) = 0 for
all ny € Z.

Before obtaining estimates for (I17) and (IV') we note that, in light of the assumptions on the
supports of ¥ and @, for 5(ng) T(n1) @W(na) W(ny+na+ns3) to be nonzero we must have |ng—no| < r1,
[n1 +nol <71, [n2 — nol > 12, and |n1 +n2 +ng — ngl > 7.

11



To estimate (I1I), we first observe that if |nq + na| > |n1 + ns| > 1, then in all nonzero terms of
the sum,
1 —|— |7’L1 —|— n2| |7’L1 —|— n3| Z |7’L1 —|— n2| |7’L1 —|— n3|

1 3
> (|n1 + n2 +n3 —ng| — |n3 —no|)? |n1 +ns|?
> (7”2—7“1)% [y +n3|%

26_1/2|7’Ll +TL3|%

Define K1(n) = Xjn|>1 In|~%, so that ||Ki|s < oo, and define Ko(n) = Ki(n) [(|w(=.)| * [@])(n)].
Using (39), we can write

X|ni+na|>|ni+ns|>1
11N < C
1) <Y YN |tz |

ni N2 N3

3 _2
< Coz szln1+n3|21 |ny + ng| 2

=052 3 Ki(ny + 1) i)\(ng)v(nl)‘ (|@(_.)| * |w\) (n1 + n3)
=62 ; ; Ka(n1 + ns) [9(ns)] [o(n)| (3.18)

=67 [3(=m)| (K [5(=)])(m)

< 083 |[oll2 || K2 # [5(—)] |,
< C02 9] 2]| Kallo

< C62 |62 K]l or [14b]17-

< Co2 o) %)%,

where Young’s inequality was used in the last few estimates.
To estimate (IV'), we observe that if |n; 4+ n3| > |n1 4+ na| > 1, then in all nonzero terms of the
sum,
1 + |n1 —|—n2| |7’L1 —|—n3| Z |n1 —|—n2|2
1 3
= |(n1 +n2 +n3 —ng) — (n3 —no)|? [n1 + no|2
> (2671 % g + a2
This time we let K3 = K;(n)(|o(=.)|*|@])(n) with K as previously defined, and we follow a similar
argument as the one used to estimate (I17) to obtain

(IV) < 27TCZZZ { X tns|2|na+na|21 } ‘@(ns)%(nl)@(nz)ﬁ(nl + ng + n3)

1 —|— |n1 +n2||n1 —|—n3|

(3.19)

my n2 N3
< OF% o2l 7
Taking the sum of the estimates in (10, BI7), BI8) and BI9) now gives the desired estimate
for F(v,v,w,w).
To illustrate the proofs of the remaining estimates in (8I3]), consider for example the estimate
for F(v,v,w,v). Taking u1 = uz = uqg = v and uz = w in BI4)), we get

|F(v,v,w,v)] < 2#222

nmi1 n2 N3

=)+ {II)+ [II)+ (IV),

where (I) to (IV) are defined in the same way as in the paragraph following (8I5). The sums (I11)
and (IV) in (320) can be estimated in the same way as the analogous sums in ([B.I5]), and the same

B
ﬁ(ng)%(nl)@(nz)%\(nl —I—TLQ—I—TLg)/ €—2it(n1+n3)(n1+n2) dt
0

(3.20)

12



argument used to prove [BI7T) shows that (IT) = 0 here as well. In contrast to [B16), however, here
we find that (I) = 0. Indeed, we can write

6 (’ng )5(712) .

n2 n3

Because of our assumptions on the supports of ¥ and W, we have ¥(ng)w(ng) = 0 for all ny € Z; and
therefore (I) = 0. It follows that the desired estimate holds for F(v,v,w,v).

The proofs of the remaining estimates in (B.I3]) proceed in the same way as the proof of the
estimate for F(v, v, w,v). O

Lemma 3.10. Let {u;};en C L*(T) be a sequence such that ||u;]|3. =1 for all j € N. Suppose that
the sequence {w;} in €*(Z) vanishes in the sense of Lemma[ZZ Then Dg(uj) — 0 as j — oc.

Proof. Let 8 > 1. From the proof of Lemma B3] we see that there exists C' depending only on B
such that

ID5(@) < € Y 1 B () = )y (0 = )y = p = D)

10 n p#0

We can decompose the triple sum on the right-hand side into three parts, writing it as (I) + (I7) +
(III), where (I) is the sum over all (I,n,p) such that 1 < |I|] < g and 1 < |p| < 8, () is the sum
over all (I,n,p) such that |p| > |I|] > 1 and [p| > B, and (III) is the sum over all (I,n,p) such that
1] > B and [I| > |p| > 1.

To estimate (I), we write

B B
n<Y laim) Y @ =0 Y |a;(n—p)i;(n—p—1)|
n I=—p p=—5
3 3 ) 1/2
<l Y Jatn =0l Y la(n—p)| 11| ¢2
n I=—p p=—5
m+f 1/2 B
<@l sup | > Ja )] D lan)] D la(n—1)]
meZ r=m—_ n l=—
m+0 1/2
<@l sup | D Jay(r))? (1% || e2l1x (5,67 * |51 l| 2
mEeEZ e
m+3 1/2
< 28||a@yl|7 sup [ D fa(r)]?
mEeEZ —

To estimate (IT) we observe that for all (I, n,p) which appear in that sum,
L+ lip] > (12 |p|> > 5213,

We write

DR e L T L T

< S 18 0 S i O H 0 01 50— )~ D)
n l

p

— 1l ~ ~ _3 ~
< B2 @ 17 D @)D X (O F @5 (n = D).
n l

13



Therefore, if we define Ki(I) = xi>1(1)|! |*% and apply Young’s convolution inequality, we obtain
that

_1p~ . —1 i~ 3 _ Z1 4
(1) < B2l 1K1 # |51l 2 < B2 Nligjll 1K1 llex 52 < CB™2 511 -
In estimating (I1]) we can use that
L [ip| > [11%|p|* > B2[p|*.

We write

Xuzpz(p) <, . N
(II1) ZZZ—“ ‘1‘3_"1;' |@;(n)a;(n — s (n — p)i;(n —p — 1)

Sﬂjzwg |ZX{\p\>1} )pl =2 (n — P (= 1)i(n — p— 1))

l

1~ 3 ~
<p 2||uj||422|uj n |ZX{\p\z1}(P)|p| 2|@j(n — p)|
=0 QHUJ”e?ZluJ K1*|U’]|)( )

< CB™ 7 ||l

where again we applied Young’s convolution inequality in the last step.
Combining the above estimates for (I), (IT), and (II1I), we obtain that
m+3 1/2
IDp(i)| < CB72 @Iy + By 13 sup > lan)P

r=m—_

Now, if {u;} vanishes, then for each fixed § > 1 and € > 0 there exists N € N such that for all
Jj=N,

m+3
sup Z |a@;(r)
mezL " 8

In particular, for 8 = €2, there exists N such that for all j > N,

1
|Dp(i1))| < Ce/? ||| + Ce (%)% [l |13 < Cee.

This shows that lim; .o, Dp(%;) = 0. O

4 Proof of Theorem 2.1

We first prove part (i) of the Theorem, which is the main part.

Fix B > 0, and suppose Jg1 > B/m. Let {u;};en be a maximizing sequence in L?(T) for Jp 1,
so that |luj||2 =1 for all j € N and lim;j_,oc Wp(u;) = Jp,1. We have that ||@;]|2, = 1/(27) for all
j € N, so Lemma applies with M = 1/(27), and asserts that there are three types of behavior
that the sequence {4} could exhibit. We claim that in the present situation, vanishing and splitting
do not occur, so that only tightness is possible.

We suppose first, for the sake of contradiction, that the sequence {@;} is vanishing. Then from
B3) we have that

W(u;) = 47 Bl & — 27 BI@ 1 + Diuy) (1)

for all j € N. On the other hand, from Lemmas B.4] and BI0 we have that |||+ — 0 and
Dg(u;) — 0 as j — oo. Therefore, taking j — oo in ([@I]), we get that Jp 1 = B/, contradicting
the assumption that Jg 1 > B/m. Thus {@;} cannot vanish.

14



Next suppose, again for contradiction, that {a;} exhibits splitting. Let a;(n) = 4;(n) for n € N,
fix § > 0, and for this § define a € (0,1/(27)) and for each j € N define sequences {b;(n)}nen
and {cj(n)}nen as in alternative 2 of Lemma B2l For each j € N, let v;,w; € L?(T) be such that
0j(n) = bj(n) and w;j(n) = ¢j(n) for all n € N. From Lemmas 3.7 and we have that, for all
JjeN,

W (u;) = W (v;) = W (w;)| < 87 BI|8; |7 |y 172 + 52,

where C is independent of ¢ and j. Therefore

W (uy) < W(v;) + W (w;) + 87 B||5; |1 % |52 + C82
< |vjlltedpa + llwjl| e s + 87 B6;|% 1@ |12 + Co*

= 4| l[f2 Tp1 + 47* @5 {2 TB.1) + 87 B 6| w517 + €62

Recalling that ||0;[|2 < o+ 0 and [|w;||% < (M —a)+6 = (1/(27) — @) + &, we obtain that

2
W (u;) < 4n° <a2 + (2i — a) ) Jp1 + 87 B (2i —~ a> +C02 +C5+C8% (4.2)
T v

Taking the limit as j — oo followed by the limit as 6 — 0 in (2] results in

1 ? 1
JBJ < 472 (oﬂ + (% — a) ) JBJ + 8rBa (% - a) . (43)

But since 0 < a < %, the inequality (43]) implies that Jg1 < B/m, again contradicting the

assumption that Jg 1 > B/m. Therefore {4;} can not split, either.

By Lemma B2 the only remaining possibility for {a;} is that one of its subsequences, when
suitably translated, is tight. In other words, denoting this subsequence again by {@;}, we can assert
the existence of integers mq,ma, ms, ... such that for each € > 0, there exists an integer r = r(¢) > 0
with the property that

m;+r 1
ij(n)? > — — 4.4
RCOEEY (1.4
for all j € N.
Define v;(z) = e "i%u;(z) for j € N, so that 9;(n) = @;(n + m;) for all n € Z. By Lemma 3]
{v;} is also a maximizing sequence for Jp 1. Also, from (7)) we have that for each ¢ > 0, there
exists an integer r > 0 with the property that for all j € N,

- 1
0i(n)]?2 > — —e.
S 5P o
n=—r

Since the sequence {v;};en is bounded in L*(T), with ||vj||z2 = 1 for all j, there exists a subse-
quence, still denoted by {v;}, that converges weakly to some function ug € L*(T) with |lug| 2 < 1.
We claim that in fact ||ug||pz = 1. To prove this, we start by fixing an arbitrary k € N. Let
ex = 1 and choose rj, = r(e;) = r(). We define 11, : Z — {0, 1} by setting px(n) = 1 for [n| < 7

O] (h)

and fir(n) = 0 for |n| > ry; and then define the low- and high-frequency components v;; and v;

of v; by setting
F(o3) o] = aa ()5 ()
and
F (o) In) = (0 = ) T m)

for all n € Z.
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We then have

1 ~ . 1
53 = Do+ n) )y (] < (4 415517 = 5 (1+4r7) (4.5)
and
h . 1 -
logille =2m 37 [P =2r | - = > B | < 2. (4.6)
In|>rk In|<rg

Siince (@3] bounds {vj(l,)c} in H' norm and (€8] bounds {vj(};c)} in L? norm, we can assume (by

passing to subsequences if necessary) that {vj(l,)g} jen converges weakly in H'(T) to some limit ug) €

HY(T), and {Uj(-flk)}jeN converges weakly in L? to some limit u,ih) € L3(T) with ||u,(€h)||Lz < /2me.

We must then have ug = u,(f) + u,(ch).

By Rellich’s Lemma, the inclusion of H'(T) into L?(T) is compact. Therefore, again by passing

to a subsequence, we can assume that {vj(»l,)g}jeN converges strongly in L?(T) to ug). Hence

l h
luollz2ery = lul +u{™|| L2y

Y%

! h
a2 ery = N1l 22y
. l
Jim 1) |2y — V2rer

Y%

> lljlglol.}f [”'UjHLz(T) — ||U(7]2”L2('J1‘)} -V 271’6]@
> Jlgrolo llvjll 2 (T) — 2V 2meg,
=1 — 2/ 27ey.

We have thus proved that |Jupl|zz > 1 — 24/27e;, for every k € N, and so we have shown that
[luollLz = 1 = limj 00 ||v;|| 2. This is enough to conclude that {v,} converges to ug not only weakly,
but also in the norm of L?(T). Since, as noted in Lemma [3.8 the map Wp is continuous on L?(T),
it follows that ug is a maximizer for Jp ;. This completes the proof of part (i) of Theorem 211

To prove part (ii) of the Theorem, let {u;};en be any sequence such that ||u; || z2(ry = V27| 2 =
1 for all j € N and {@;} vanishes, in the sense of Lemma 32 For example, we could define u; by

requiring that
N —L __ for|j|<n
u](n) = 0 277(2J+1)

for |j| > n.
Since {a;} vanishes, it follows from Lemmas [3.4] and B.I0 and equation (3.3)) that

lim Wg(u;) = B/, (4.7
J—o0
and therefore we must have Jp 1 > B/7.

For part (iii) of the Theorem, assume that Jp 1 = B/m, and take {u;} to be any sequence such
that ||uj|l2ry = 1 for all j € N and {4} vanishes. As in the preceding paragraph, we have that
() holds, which means that {u;} is a maximizing sequence. However, since {«;} vanishes, then
by the remark made above in the paragraph following Lemma [3.2] it is impossible for there to exist
a subsequence {u;, } and a sequence of integers {my,} such that {u;, (- —ms)} converges strongly in
¢*(Z). This then proves part (iii).

5 Existence of maximizers

In this section we give results on the set of values of B > 0 for which maximizers for Jp ; exist in
L2(T).
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For what follows, it will be useful to define the map Ap : L3(T) — R by

D
20 s,
2B

where Dp is defined in (B8.6]). We have the following corollary of Theorem 211

AB(’U,) =

Corollary 5.1. Let B > 0 be given.

(i) Suppose there exists some w € L*(T) such that Ag(w) > 0. Then Jg1 > B/, and there exists
a mazimizer for Jg 1 in L*(T).

(ii) If, on the other hand, one has that Ag(u) < 0 for all w € L*(T), then Jg1 = B/w, and there
do not exist any mazimizers for Jg 1 in L?(T).

Proof. By Theorem 1], to prove part (i) it is enough to show that Jp; > B/m holds if and only
if there exists w € L?(T) such that Ag(w) > 0. Indeed, because D(Aw) = Aw for all A > 0 and
all w € L*(T), we have that Ag(w) > 0 for some w € L*(T) if and only if Ap(w) > 0 for some
w € L?(T) with ||w||z2 = 1. By (B.3), this is equivalent to saying that Wg(w) > B/ for some w
with ||w||z2 = 1. This in turn is clearly equivalent to the assertion that Jg 1 > B/w.

To prove part (ii), note that if Ag(u) < 0 for all u € L?(T), then from (B3] it follows that
Wpg(u) < B/x for all u € L?(T) such that |julz = 1. In particular, Jg; < B/m. On the other
hand, from part (ii) of Theorem 21l we have that Jp ; > B/m. Therefore, we must have Jp ;1 = B/,
and moreover there cannot exist any ug € L?(T) such that ||uo||z2 = 1 and Wg(ug) = Jp1. O

For u € L*(T) and p,l € Z, define
ap,(u) = Z a(n)a(n — Da(n —p)ia(n —p—1) (5.1)
neN
and

by = l/B e 2t gy (5.2)
P, B 0 ’

so that from (B.0) we have

u) =27B Z Z ap,i(w)bp. (5.3)

10 p#0
Lemma 5.2. For all B >0 and u € L*(T),

u) = 4R (Z app(Wbpp +2) i ap,l(u)bp,l> — ag0(u), (5.4)
p=1 p=11=1

where RNz denotes the real part of the complexr number z.
In particular, if the Fourier coefficients 4(n) are real-valued for all n € Z, we have

oo p—1
s1n 2p B) (e s1n (2plB)
= 42 p,p 2 2B + 82 Qp W — (1070(’(1,). (55)
p=2 =1

Proof. 1t is easy to see from (5.) and (52) that for all uw € L?*(T) and all p and [ in Z, we have

api(u) = ap(u) = ap —1(u) = a—p,(u)

and
bpr=bip=b_p_1=b_p,.

In view of these identities, the statements in the Lemma follow from (53] and the fact that

ago(u) = [l
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An immediate consequence is the following nonexistence result.

Corollary 5.3. If B= N for N € N, then Jg1 = N, and there do not exist any mazimizers for
JBJ m LQ(T)

Proof. From (5.2) we see that if B > 0 is an integer multiple of 7, then b; , = 0 for all integers { and
p such that Ip # 0. Therefore, by (5.4,

Ap(u) = —ago(u) = [z < 0
for all uw € L*(T). The result then follows from part (ii) of Corollary Bl O

To obtain existence results, we consider different test functions for w. First, define wy; € L?(T)
by setting

1 forn=0
wi(n) = r forn =41
0 for |n| > 2,

where r € R. Clearly, when w = w; we have that a1 ; = r? and a,,; = 0 for (p,) # (1,1). Therefore,

from (BH) we get that

sin2B
2B

Ap(wy) = 412 (1+2r%).

14274
Since the function f(r) = %
,

choice of r € R for which Ag(w;) > 0, provided that

has a minimum value of @ at r = Q’i, then there will exist a

in2B 2
sin2B _ V2 (5.6)
2B 2
Thus we see that there exists wy € L?(R) for which Ag(w;) > 0, provided B € (0, By), where
By ~ 0.6958 is the positive solution of (sin2By)/2By = v/2/2.
Next, define wy € L?(T) by setting

1 forn=0
_ r forn==+1
w3(n) = s forn=42

0 for |n| >3,

where 7, s € R. Here we see that the only nonzero values of ap ;(w2) which appear on the right-hand
side of (B.0) when u = wq are

apo(wz) = 14 2r* + 25*

a1 (we) = r?(1 + 2s)

a1 (wy) = 2r%s (5.7)
as1(ws) = r?s?

ag2(we) = s2.

Therefore (B3] gives

in2B in4B in6B in8B
Ap(ws) = 4r%(1+42s) (sm >—|—16T28 (sm )—|—8r2s2 <¥) +45? (smS )—(1—|—2T4—|—2S4).

2B 8B

Computations with Mathematica indicate that max{Ap(w2) : (r,s) € R?} is positive for all B such
that 0 < B < B; where B; = 0.919 £ .001.
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In fact, if we define ws € L?(T) by setting

1 forn=0
w3(n) = p+iq forn ==+l
0 forn>2,

then computations with Mathematica show that max{Ag(ws) : (p,q) € R?} is positive for all B in
the interval 0 < B < Bs, where Bs = 1.39 + .01. For B near Bs, the maximum occurs near p = 0.6
and ¢ = 0.5.

We can go a bit further by defining w, € L?(T) by

1 forn=0
_ p+iq forn==+1
wa(n) = p+iqg forn==42
0 for |n| > 3.

Then computations with Mathematica show that max{Ag(w4) : (p,q) € R?} is positive for all B in
the interval 0 < B < By, where By = 2.60 £ .01. For B near Bj, the maximum is attained near
p=0.7 and ¢ = 0.6.

From these computations and Corollary [5.1] we then obtain the following existence result:

Corollary 5.4. There exist mazimizers for Jp1 in LQ(T) for all B in the interval 0 < B < By,
where By = 2.60 + —.01.

6 Stability of sets of ground-state solutions of the periodic
DMNLS equation

As mentioned in the introduction, the periodic DMNLS equation for functions of period L in x takes

the form
uy = —iVHL(u) (6.1)

where

L 1
Hi(u) = —2%/0 /0 (Thu(a)|* dt da.

The operator T/ is defined as a Fourier multiplier operator on Lf)er(O, L) by setting

Fr(TFu)[n] = e Cm/ D Fpy ]

for all n € Z, where Fy, denotes the Fourier transform on L2,.(0, L) (see Section 2 for notation). In
particular, from (2] we see that T, = T?™.

Equation (6.) is globally well-posed in L2, (0, L), in the sense that for every ug(z) € L2, (0, L),
there is a unique strong solution u(x,t) of GI) in L2,(0, L) with u(z,0) = u(x). Moreover, Hp(u)
and P(u) == 1 OL |u|? dz are conserved quantities for such solutions. (See [3] for details.)

A solution of (G.1I) of the form

u(z,t) = e“o(x), (6.2)
where ¢ € L2_.(0,L), is called a bound-state solution with profile function ¢. Substituting into

per
1), we see that ¢ € L2,.(0, L) is the profile function of a bound-state solution if and only if ¢ is
satisfies the equation

VHL($) =wé (6.3)

for some w € R.
Note that (63)) is the Euler-Lagrange equation for the variational problem of minimizing Hp, (u)
subject to the constraint that P(u) be held constant, with w playing the role of the Lagrange
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multiplier. Thus profile functions for bound-state solutions may be characterized as critical points
of the variational problem. If a non-zero bound-state profile ¢ is actually a minimizer for the
variational problem, then we say that the bound-state solution is a ground-state solution. That is,
a bound-state solution (6.2)) is a ground-state solution if H(¢) < H () for all ¢ € L2 (0, L) such
that P(1) = P(¢) > 0.

For given A > 0 and L > 0, we define Sy, to be the set of all minimizers for Hy (u) subject to
the constraint P(u) = A. (Note that it may happen that no such minimizers exist, in which case
Sp.x is empty.) Thus, every element of Sy, » is a ground-state solution profile; and conversely every
ground-state profile belongs to Sy, » for some A > 0. Because Hy(u) and P(u) are invariant under
translations and under the action of multiplication by e? for § € R, then Sy, ) is also invariant under
these operations. That is, if ¢ € Sy, then e®¢(z + z0) is also in Sy for every § € R and every
zo € R. Another way of putting this fact is that Sz, 5 is invariant under translations both in z and
in Fourier space.

We say that a sequence {u,} in L2_ (0, L) is a minimizing sequence for Sz, x if P(u,) = X for all
n €N, and Hy (u,) — I\ as n — 0o, where

Ipa=inf{Hy(u):ue L2, (0,L) and P(u)=A}.

per

We observe next that profiles in Sy, 5 are related via dilations to the maximizers for (II]) discussed
in the preceding sections. For > 0, define a dilation operator M on functions v with domain R,
by setting

(Msu)(z) = u(dx)

for x € R.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose L > 0 and X\ > 0 are given, and let § = L/(2w) and B = (2r/L)?. Then
Ve L2,.(0,L) is in Spx if and only if Ms(¢) € L*(T) is a mazimizer for Jp /s

per
irg;{.cu\lzii?i\;ehgléjg ZthtLgcr(O, L) with P(u) = X if and only if v = Myu € L*(T) with ||v]|3. = A/4.
Ty(v)(w) = M5 (Ts,(w) ,
whence one obtains that 1
HL(U) = ——WB(U).

B
Taking the infimum over all u € L2_ (0, L) with P(u) = A, or equivalently over all v € L*(T) with
[v]|22 = A/8, we obtain the desired result. O

Theorem 6.2. Suppose L > 2mw/+/By, where By is as defined in Corollary [57] Then for every
A > 0, Sp.n is nonempty, and is furthermore stable, in the following sense. For u € Lger(O,L),
define
d(u, S = inf — .
(u, Sz.) ¢eHSlL,A I (b”L%er(O,L)

Then for every € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that if ug € L2 (0, L) with d(ug, Sp») < J, the solution

per

u(z,t) of (6I) with initial data u(-,0) = u will satisfy d(u(-,t),SL,x) <€ for all t > 0.

Proof. Notice that if L > 27/\/By, then B = (2rr/L)? satisfies 0 < B < By. Also, as noted above
after equation (Z3]), the existence of a maximizing function for Jp 1 is equivalent to the existence
of a maximizing function for Jp ) for every A > 0. Therefore it follows immediately from Lemma
and Corollary 5.4] that Sr x is nonempty. Furthermore, from Theorem 2.1] and Lemma it
also follows that for every minimizing sequence for Sy, », one can find a subsequence which, after
translations in Fourier space, converges in Lger(O, L) to a function in St ».

The stability of the set Sy, » follows from a standard argument, which we summarize here (more de-
tails, for example, can be found in [3]). Suppose, to the contrary, that the set Sy, » is not stable. Then
one must be able to find some € > 0, some sequence of initial data {uo,} in L2, (0, L) with corre-
sponding solutions {u,(z,t)}, and some sequence of times {t,} in (0, c0) such that d(ugn, Sp.x) — 0
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as n — oo and d(un(-,t,),SL.A) > € for all n € N. The assumption on the initial data {uon}
implies that by choosing a sequence {c,} in (0,00) with lim,,_, @, = 1 such that P(anuo,) = A
for all sufficiently large n, we can obtain a minimizing sequence {anuon} for Sp . Moreover, since
Hj, and P are conserved functionals for (G.10), {anun(,t,)} is also a minimizing sequence for Sy, z.
Therefore there exists a subsequence of {a, u, (-, t,,)} which, after translations in Fourier space, con-
verges in L2 (0, L) to a function in Sy, x. Since S is invariant under the action of translation in
Fourier space, it follows that d(ounun (-, ts), SL ), and hence also d(un(+,t,), SL.2), converges to zero
as n — oo. But this contradicts the assertion that d(un(-,tn),SL ) > € for all n € N.

O

We remark that similar results on the stability of sets of ground-state solutions of the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation dug + tg, + |u|Pu, = 0 date back to the work of Cazenave and Lions in [7]. In
fact, for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation, Cazenave and Lions prove a stronger form of stability
called orbital stability: namely, they show for a given ground-state profile, the two-dimensional set
{e?p(x +x0) : 0 € R,z € R} is stable in the above sense. (Note that the term “orbital stability”
is slightly inaccurate here, in that the orbit in the usual sense of the ground-state solution would be
the one-dimensional set {e??¢(x) : € R}. It is easy to see, however, that this one-dimensional set
is not stable in the above sense, cf. Remark 8.3.3 on p. 274 of [6].) In order to prove this stronger
form of stability, one generally needs more information on the structure of the set of minimizers
of the variational problem. In the case of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation, it follows from the
elementary theory of ordinary differential equations that the ground-state profile for a given L? norm
is unique up to translations and multiplications by phase shifts ¢’ which allows one to deduce orbital
stability. However, no such uniqueness result is available yet for the DMNLS equation.

In light of the fact that ground-state solutions for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation have, up to
symmetries, profiles that are real-valued even functions of x, it is interesting to note that at least for
some values of B, ground-state solutions of the periodic DMNLS equation cannot have real-valued
even profiles:

Corollary 6.3. In the case L = /8, the set Sp x of ground-state profiles is nonempty for every
A > 0. However, none of the the functions in St x are real-valued and even.

Proof. The assertion that S g , is nonempty follows from Corollary (4 and Lemma

Suppose now that ¢ € S g-,. Then from Lemma we have that v = Mg € L?(T) is a
maximizer for Jp 5,5, where B = m/2 and § = \/2/7. From (5.5]) we see that in the case B = 7 /2, for
every function u € L*(T) such that 4(n) is real-valued for all n € N, we have Ag(u) = —ago(u) < 0.
On the other hand, from Corollary 5.1l and its proof one sees that for a maximizer v for Jp /s,
one necessarily has Ag(v) > 0. Therefore the Fourier coefficients of v cannot be real-valued. Since
real-valued even functions must have real-valued Fourier coefficients, it follows that v cannot be
real-valued and even. Therefore i) cannot be real-valued and even either. o

We conclude with an easy nonexistence result, which shows in particular that Theorem [6.2] cannot
be extended to all positive values of L.

Theorem 6.4. If L = 2\/7/N for some N € N, then Sp x is empty for every A > 0. Hence, for
these values of L, the periodic DMNLS equation ([G1l) has no ground-state solutions.

Proof. Suppose L = 24/mw/N for some N € N, and A > 0. From Lemma [6.I] we see that a function
Y e L2,,(0,L) can be in Sy, \ only if Ms(1) € L*(T) is a maximizer for Jor /5, where 6 = 1/VNr.
But from Corollary we know that Jyr 1, and hence also Jyr /5, can have no maximizers.
Therefore Sy, » must be empty. O
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