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SCATTERING BELOW THE GROUND STATE FOR THE
INTERCRITICAL NON-RADIAL INHOMOGENEOUS NLS
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ABSTRACT. We consider the focusing inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger

equation
10w+ Au + || " Plu/v =0 on R xRY,
with N > 2 0<b< min{%ﬂ}, and 47T2b <a< %. These constraints

make the equation mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical. We extend the
results of Farah-Guzmén [14] and Miao-Murphy—Zheng [28] and prove scat-
tering below the ground state with general initial data.

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider the focusing inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrodinger equation

{ i0u + Au + |zt lul%u = 0, )

Uli—o = ug € H! (RN)a

where u : R x RN — C is a complex-valued function of space-time. Here we work
in dimensions N > 2 and choose the parameter b so that 0 < b < min{%, 2}. The
power « is chosen so that 4_sz <a< ‘;{—f;, where here and below we understand
the upper bound to be co when N = 2. These constraints guarantee that (1) is
mass-supercritical but energy-subcritical, as we now explain.

The equation (L)) enjoys the scaling symmetry u(t, z) — 2T u(A\%t, Az), which
identifies the unique invariant homogeneous L?-based Sobolev space of initial data
as H Se where

. N 2-b
Se 1= 5 o -

When s, = 0, the critical space is L2, which is naturally associated to the conserved
mass of solutions, defined by

Mu] = / luf? da.

On the other hand, when s. = 1, the critical space is H L which is naturally
associated to the conserved energy of solutions, defined by

Elu] :/%|Vu|2 — el da

The constraints on « guarantee that 0 < s. < 1, which we call intercritical (i.e.
mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical).

The inhomogeneous NLS model has been the subject of a great deal of recent
mathematical interest. The well-posedness problem has been studied in works such
as |46l T2 [T6LT1826], with a focus on treating as wide of a range of parameters as
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possible (including taking b to be as large as possible). We will record the precise
well-posedness result that we need in Section [2] below.

Our interest in this work is the problem of scattering for (LT). Here we say that
a solution to () scatters (in H') if there exist uy € H' such that

. itA _
Jim () — ¢ us g vy = 0,

where €? is the free Schrédinger propagator, defined as the Fourier multiplier
operator with symbol e~ #I¢ *. Standard local well-posedness arguments show that
scattering holds for solutions with sufficiently small initial data. On the other hand,
if we let @ denote the ground state solution to

AQ - Q+z["Q* =0

(see [I61331]), then we find that u(t,z) = e®*Q(x) is a global, non-scattering solution
to (). Our goal is to find the sharp scattering threshold for solutions that are
‘below the ground state’ in an appropriate sense. In particular, we will describe
the threshold in terms of scale-invariant quantities related to the mass and energy
of the initial data.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose N > 2, 0 < b < min{%,?}, and 477% < a< %.
Suppose ug € H(RN) obeys

Eluo]* M[uo]'~* < E[Q]** M[Q]'~* (1.2)

and
c 1— c c 1— c
IVuolizalluoll 3™ < V@Il (1.3
Then the corresponding solution u to (1) is global-in-time and scatters.

Theorem [Tl is a direct extension of the results appearing in [3L[7}[13]14]28]30]
(see also [8] for scattering results in the defocusing case). In particular, in [3]
[T3,[T4] the same problem was considered with slightly stricter restrictions on the
parameter b and with the more significant restriction to radial solutions. In [2§],
the authors introduced the essential new ingredient that allowed for the inclusion
of non-radial initial conditions, albeit only in the case of the 3d cubic equation
with b € (0, %) In the present work, we adapt this argument to treat the general
(non-radial) intercritical setting and also extend the range of allowed parameters
(N, b, @) beyond what has appeared in previous works.

Our result fits into the broader context of sharp scattering thresholds for focusing
intercritical nonlinear Schrodinger equations. Such results were first established in
the setting of the pure power-type NLS (see e.g. [IOHITI7T9]), while by now many
extensions to related models are available (see e.g. [2[T323H25271[32]). The general
strategy in many of these works, as well as in the present paper, is to follow the
‘Kenig-Merle roadmap’ of [2I], which entails reducing the problem of scattering for
arbitrary solutions below the ground state threshold to the problem of precluding
compact sub-threshold solutions (or ‘minimal blowup solutions’). The reduction to
compact solutions relies heavily on concentration-compactness arguments, while the
preclusion of such solutions is typically achieved using virial arguments. For models
like () involving broken symmetries (i.e. space translation in our setting), new
difficulties arise in the construction of the minimal blowup solutions, specifically in
the construction of certain nonlinear solutions to (LI). In our case, we must show
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that we can construct scattering solutions associated to certain initial data involving
translation parameters z, with |z,| — oo. Because of the broken translation
symmetry, this cannot be achieved simply by incorporating a space-translation into
a fixed nonlinear solution.

In previous works on the inhomogeneous NLS (e.g. [BL13,[14]), this issue was
avoided by restricting to radial solutions—for such solutions, the translation pa-
rameters that one encounters may be chosen such that x,, = 0. In [2§], the authors
adapted a strategy appearing in works such as [22)231[27] (related in turn to many
other recent works on dispersive equations with broken symmetries), demonstrating
that in the setting of (IT]) one can use solutions to the linear Schrédinger equation
and a stability result for the nonlinear equation to construct solutions in the case
|z, | — o0; indeed, in the regime |z| — oo one expects the effect of the nonlinearity
|z| ~®|u|*u to become very weak.

In the present work, we utilize a similar argument and are thereby able to es-
tablish the existence of minimal blowup solutions (see Proposition B2 and Propo-
sition [B1]). In this part of the argument, we also make some improvements to the
allowed range of parameters (N, b, &) compared to the works [3L[I3[I4], which relies
on the careful selection of suitable function spaces (see e.g. Lemma 2T]). Once we
have constructed our compact blowup solution, the rest of the argument follows
from the virial argument essentially as in [3|[14]. In fact, this also relies on the
observation that profiles with |z,| — oo correspond to scattering solutions to (II]).
In particular, this fact guarantees that such profiles do not appear when construct-
ing minimal blowup solutions. Accordingly, the ‘spatial center’ z(t) of our compact
solution may be taken to be z(t) = 0, which in turn facilitates the use of a localized
virial argument.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section[2we first introduce some
basic notation. We also discuss the well-posedness theory and stability theory for
(1), as well as some variational analysis related to the ground state and the virial
identity. In Section 2.4 we discuss the concentration-compactness tools needed
to construct minimal blowup solutions to (LI). In Section B we show that if
Theorem [[T] fails, then we may construct a sub-threshold blowup solution to (L)
with strong compactness properties. Finally, in Section ] we describe how to use
the virial argument to show that such a solution cannot exist, thus completing the
proof of Theorem [Tl
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

We write S¢ = RN\ S for the complement of S C RY. We write a < b to denote
a < ¢b for some ¢ > 0, denoting dependence on various parameters with subscripts
when necessary. If a < b < a, we write a ~ b.

We utilize the standard Lebesgue spaces L?, the mixed Lebesgue spaces L{L" | as
well as the homogeneous and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces H*" and H*". When
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r = 2, we write 52 = H® and H%2 = H*. If necessary, we use subscripts to
specify which variable we are concerned with. We use ’ to denote the Holder dual.

We also need the standard Littlewood—Paley projections P< y, defined as Fourier
multipliers, with the multiplier corresponding to a smooth cutoff to the region
{|¢] £ N}. In particular, we use the following Bernstein type inequality

IIVI*P<n fllzz < N°||fll 2 (2.1)

2.1. Well-posedness theory. To discuss the well-posedness theory for (L)), we
first recall the Strichartz estimates in the form that we will need them. We call a
pair of space-time exponents (g,7) H*-admissible if they obey the scaling relation

24 % = % — s along with the constraints
2N 2N
oo ST <55 N =3,
N =2,
2 _

We call the pair (g,r) H~*-admissible if they obey % + & = 8+ 5 and the same
constraints as above. )

Given s € R, we define Ay to be the set of H*-admissible pairs and introduce
the Strichartz norm

HUHS(HS) = sup ||U||L;’L;-
(g;r)€As

Here we assume space-time norms are taken over R x RV, Restriction to a time
interval I and/or a subset A C RY may be indicated by writing S(H*(A); ).

We define the dual Strichartz norm by

lollsra—ey = nf lally s

with similar notation for the restriction to subsets of R x R¥.

In the notation above, we may write the Strichartz estimates in the following

form (see e.g. [BLI5L20]):
e Fllscrrey S Mg

t
‘/ €i(t7tl)Ag(t/)dt/
0

Strichartz estimates are one of the essential ingredients in the well-posedness
theory for (LIJ), including small-data scattering, existence of wave operators, and
stability theory. Another key ingredient will be the following set of estimates on
the nonlinearity. In particular we extend [I4, Lemma 4.7] to all the intercritical
regime and a larger range of the parameter b. Recall that s, = % — 2T_b is the
scaling invariant Sobolev index.

- S ellsca-+)
S(H®)

Lemma 2.1 (Nonlinear estimates). Let N > 2, 0 < b < min{2, J'} and 52 <
a< jlv_—fg. Then there exists 6 € (0, ) sufficiently small that

@ [[ll=*ful*v]
(i) [zl =Tl 0 g 12y S Nullfge el gy 1]l scze),
(ii)

(4
i) ||V (2] ulw)|| g2y S Nl (||u||LgoH;||st<Lz>+Hunz;H;).

sit-v0y S Nl VS ol
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Proof. In view of the singular factor |z|~" in the nonlinearity, we frequently divide
our analysis in two regions. To this end we define B = B(0,1) = {z € RY; |z| < 1}.
We introduce the parameters

da(a+2-0)

9= A(Nat2b)0(Na—d120) | =

Na(a+2—-60
a(Nf(b)fe(Qf)b)’ (2.2)

as well as
2a(a+2—0)
a[N(aF1—0)—2+20]—(4—20)(1—0)°

20((044»279) (23)

a= = 12— (N—2a"

Then, for any small 6, we have that (§,#) is L?-admissible, while (a,#) is H®-
admissible and (a, 7) is H~*-admissible. These exponents obey the scaling relations

1 _ a—0 1 1 _ a0 1
?—T‘FE and ?—T'i‘a (24)

We first prove (i), using the pair Lf/Li/. We let m € (%, 00) be a free parameter
to be chosen below and define « so that

L=ly4lpatyl (2:5)

T/ ~y T
Then, with A € {B, B¢}, we can first use Holder’s inequality to estimate

[~ u]*]

- -6
Loy S 2 gy Tl o Tl ol (2.6)
Using the scaling relations above, we derive

N_p=fCb) N (2.7)

vy @ T1

Thus, if A = B and N > 3 we choose ry so that 0r; = %, which therefore implies

|z|7% € LY(B). If N = 2 we just choose fr; > 2% so that the right hand side
of Z7) is positive. On the other hand, if A = B, we choose fr; = 2, which
similarly implies |z|=* € L7(BY). In both cases, we have by Sobolev embedding
that H' ¢ L. Thus, continuing from above, we take the Lj;‘l—norm7 apply Holder’s

inequality, and use the first scaling relation in (24 to obtain

[l = ul ]

—0
pa ey S NullLge ma lull o Noll g e

which yields (i). The estimate of (ii) is similar. In this case, we use the second
scaling relation in (Z4]) and derive

[~ o] g por S Nl Lo el 227 1011 - (2.8)

It remains to establish (iii). We must estimate two terms, one of the form
|z| ~°|u|*Vu and one of the form |z|~°[|x|~!|u|*u]. Using Hardy’s inequality, we
may estimate these two terms in essentially the same way, provided we choose
function spaces in which Hardy’s inequality may be applied. For the case N > 3,
such spaces were worked out explicitly in [3] Lemma 2.7]. Thus we will restrict our
attention to the case N = 2.

For the case N = 2, we use the following exponents:

— _ 2(a+1-0) — 2a(a+1-0) _ 2(a+1-0)
a= 1—s.+6 r= a(l—b+sc)+2—b—0(2—b+a)’ q= 1+as.+0(1—sc) (29)
and
x _ 2(a—0) * 2a(a—0) 2 _ 2
=g U= auhse e (T Te T (2.10)
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for 0 < § < 1. In particular, for § sufficiently small we have that (g,7) is L?-
admissible and that (a,7), (a*,r*) are H®*°-admissible. Furthermore, we have the
scaling relations
1
q

As before, we take A € {B, B¢} and from (ZII]) we deduce

and (o —0)¢ =a". (2.11)

NG ||L§/L;/(A)

’

e 1 1 o o

L
o 17y Wl el
0+1
S Nl o Il 72 1Vl g + 2, o el o

where r; and p; will be chosen below and the choice of v, is then dictated by
Holder’s inequality, i.e.

1 a—>0

,’,/
Using the definition of 7, 7 and »* in (2.9)-(ZI0) one has

_b:9(27b) 2 2_b_1:9(2*b)_£
o ry? vy «@ j2

[SRIN}

If A= B, then we choose fry and Op; € (£%,00) (and observe that 2% > 2). We
then arrive at an acceptable estimate for the weights, as % —b > 0and % —-b—1>0.
If instead A = B, then we choose 0ry,0p; € (2, 220‘b) and again obtain a suitable
estimate. Using the Sobolev embedding H' ¢ Lt U L+1VP1 we finally arrive at

the estimate

IV (J2 = ulu) || o o < Mol Lo gy Null 5 1Vl o + Il [l 257

which completes the proof of (iii). O

With these nonlinear estimates in place, standard arguments utilizing Strichartz
estimates suffice to establish the following result (see e.g. [I4, Proposition 1.4 and
Proposition 4.15])

Proposition 2.2 (Well-posedness). Let N > 2, 0 < b < min{2, §} and 52
4=2b.

< L

(1) For any ug € H*, there exists a local-in-time solution to (LI)). The time of
existence depends on the H'-norm of ug. In particular, any solution that
remains uniformly bounded in H' throughout its lifespan exists for all time.
If ug is sufficiently small in H*, then the corresponding solution to (L) is
global-in-time and scatters.

(ii) A solution u to (LI) may be extended as long as its S(H**)-norm does
not blow up. A global solution that remains bounded in H' and has finite
S(H?<)-norm scatters in both time directions.

(iii) For any 1 € H*, satisfying

]2 %) W) 25 < 2% M[Q]"* E[Q]*, (2.12)
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there exists a global and uniformly bounded in H' solution u to (L)) that
scatters to ¥ as t — oo, that is

: itA
Tim [u(t) — €49 71 ey = 0.

Proof. Ttem (i) is the standard well-posedness result, while item (ii) gives the stan-
dard scattering criterion. Item (iii) gives the existence of wave operators. To prove
it, one firstly solves the local problem around ¢ = co. The condition ([ZI2]) guaran-
tees (using Lemma [Z4] below) that the solution constructed lies below the ground
state and in particular has uniformly bounded H'-norm throughout its lifespan,
which in turn allows the solution to be extended for all time. O

In addition, we will need the standard stability result for equation (L)) (see
e.g. [I4] Proposition 4.14]).
Proposition 2.3 (Stability). Let N > 2, 0 < b < min{2, 5}, and 52 < a <
%. Let 0e ICR and i : I x RY — C be a solution to
10y + AT+ || 7a|%u = e,
with initial data iy € HY(RN) satisfying

Stlg)HaHH; <M and ||| ggee,ry < L.

for some positive constants M, L.

Let ugp € HY(RY) such that

lluo — ol gr < M’ and ||e™?

[uo = to]lls(gee;r) < &
for some positive constant M' and some 0 < e < &1 =e1(M,M',L).
Suppose further that

lellsirz;0) + 1IVellsi ez + lell g g—se,ry < €
Then, there exists a unique solution u : I x R® — C with u|i—¢ = ug obeying
lw =l ggroe,ry Sm,m,L €,
lullgciree,ry + lullscpzn + 11Vullspz S 1.

2.2. Variational analysis. In this section we collect a few results from [12] related
to the ground state @), which is the unique radial, nonnegative, decaying solution
to
~AQ - Q + 2| 7Q T =0
(see [I6,[31]). This solution may be constructed as an optimizer to the Gagliardo—
Nirenberg inequality
No+2b 4—2b—a(N—=2)
I **2]| 2 < Con ||Vl 2 Ilull 2
In particular, the sharp constant can be expressed in terms of the parameters
(N,a,b) and the L? and H' norms of Q. Using this, one can obtain the following
coercivity result (see e.g. [I4l Lemma 4.2]).

Lemma 2.4 (Coercivity). Let v € H' obey

M)~ Efp]*s < M[QI'*E[Q]* and [u|z*(IVulljs < QI IVQ55-:
(2.13)
Then we have the following:
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(i) E[v]1~ Vo7, )
(i) [lollpz*lVollze < (1= &IQU VR for some § >0,

(iii) 8] Vv[2, — 22 | 13| =by]o+2|| 11 > 6] Vo2, for some & > 0.

In particular, item (i) shows the coercivity of the energy under the sub-threshold
assumption, while (ii) shows a quantitative improvement to the second assumption
in (ZI3). Finally, (iii) shows that below the ground state the quantity appearing
in the virial computation is quantitatively positive (see below).

2.3. Virial identities. In this section, we recall the virial identity obtained in [14]
Proposition 7.2]. In particular, for a solution w to (L], we define

zR(t):/ R26(&)ult, z) 2 da,
RN
where ¢ is a smooth function. Then

2p(t) = 2RIm - V(%) - Vu(x)u(r) dr,

and
) = 4Re/akuajaajk¢(%) C L uP(A%)(2) de

- QQ—J%/III’I’IUI““(A@(%) + a5 V(2 7") - Vo) ul*t? da,

where repeated indices are summed.

The standard virial identity corresponds to choosing ¢(x) = |z|?, in which case
the second derivative reduces to the quantity appearing in Lemma [ZZl(iii). In
particular, this term has a good sign for solutions below the ground state. However,
in this case, the virial quantity 2} cannot be controlled uniformly in time. For
the localized virial argument, one takes ¢ to be a smooth, compactly supported
supported function equal to |z|? for |z| < 1 and equal to zero for |x| > 2. Then in
the second derivative term, one still obtains the quantity in Lemma 24Y(iii), up to
errors that are controlled by

[ vut )P+ dlut o + elut, o) do. (2.14)
|z|>R
Such error terms can be controlled uniformly in time for solutions with pre-compact
orbit in H'. With this localization, one also has the bound

2k (1) < Rllut)|7n, (2.15)

which (for fixed R) has the potential to be bounded uniformly in ¢.

2.4. Concentration compactness. An essential ingredient in the construction
of minimal blowup solutions is the following linear profile decomposition for H'-
bounded sequences adapted to the Strichartz estimates discussed above. The ver-
sion we need can be found, for example, in [I1, Theorem 5.1] (see also [29, Theorem
1.10)).

Proposition 2.5 (Linear profile decomposition). Let {¢,} be a bounded sequence
in HY(RN). There exists M* € NU {oo} so that for each 1 < j < M < M* there
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exists a profile v/ in HY(RYN), a sequence t), of time shifts, a sequence x, of space
shifts, and a sequence WM (z) of remainders in H'(RY), such that

M

Sn(r) = D e Ay (@ — al) + WM (2) (2.16)

j=1
along a subsequence, with the following properties:
o Asymptotic orthogonality of the parameters: for 1 <k # j < M,

lim [t] — 8|+ |2f — 2F| = . (2.17)
n—-+oo

o Asymptotic vanishing for the remainders:

JRTI R  y B 219

o Asymptotic mass/energy decoupling: for M € N and any s € [0, 1], we have
M

nllFe = D 119715 + W%, +0a(1) as n — oo (2.19)
j=1

Finally, we may assume either tJ, = 0 or tJ, — +o0, and either zJ, = 0 or |z)| — .

3. CONSTRUCTION OF MINIMAL BLOWUP SOLUTIONS

In this section, we show that if Theorem [Tl fails, we may find a minimal blowup
solution below the ground state threshold that obeys strong compactness prop-
erties. A similar result was obtained in [I4] for radial solutions and under more
stringent restrictions on the parameters (N,b,«), while the non-radial case was
addressed in [28] for the 3d cubic case. The key ingredients are the linear profile
decomposition (Proposition 23]), stability theory (Proposition 23)), and the con-
struction of scattering solutions living far from the origin (Proposition below).
In the next result we construct the minimal blowup solution. In particular, we
extend [I4], Proposition 6.1] to the non-radial setting for all the intercritical regime.

Proposition 3.1 (Existence of a minimal blowup solution). Suppose Theorem [L1]
fails for some choice of (N,b,a) as in the statement of the theorem. Then there
exists a function u.o € H' so that the corresponding solution u. to (L) is global,
uniformly bounded in H', and obeys the following:

(i) Mluc] =1,

(i) Elul < EQ), 1

(i) [[Vueollalucoll" <[VQIENQI L™

(iv) ||UC||S(HSC;R+) = ||UC||S(HsC;R7) = +00.
Furthermore, the orbit {u.(t) : t € R} is pre-compact in H*.

Proof. For each § > 0, we define the set As of all ug € H'(R") satisfying
Blug]**M[uo]' > <& and ||Vuo|7%luoll;=* < [VQI32 QI

We define d. to be the supremum of § > 0 such that data in As leads to global
scattering solutions to ([I) with finite space-time norm. The assumption that
Theorem [LLT] fails for a choice of (N, b, «) is then equivalent to the statement that
de < MIQ]' = EB[Q]*.
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We may now take a sequence of solutions u,, to (LI with H'! initial data u, o
obeying the following:

tnoll2 =1, (3.1)
IVunollzs < IVQIEIQILE, (3.2)
Eluy,] — 55_6 as n — oo, (3.3)

(3-4)

nh—)nolo ||un||S(HSC;]R+) = nll}lfr;o HU"HS(HSC;R,) = Q.

We will now apply the linear profile decomposition (Proposition [ZH]) to the
sequence u,o and establish the following facts:

(a) there is a single profile ¢ present in the decomposition;
(b) the time shifts obey ¢,, = 0;

(c) the space shifts obey z,, = 0; and

(d) the error W, converges to zero strongly in H?!.

In particular, items (a)-(d) imply that the sequence w,, o converges strongly to
some limit u. o (after passage to an appropriate subsequence). The solution u.
to (LI)) with initial data .o will then obey all of the conditions appearing in
Proposition Bl Indeed, items (i)—(iii) follow from the strong H' convergence,
while (iv) follows from the stability result (Proposition [2Z3]). To establish the pre-
compactness of the orbit of u., one must prove convergence (along a subsequence)
for {u.(t,)} for an arbitrary sequence of times t,. To this end, one simply repeats
arguments of the present proof to the sequence u.(t,) (in place of the sequence
U 0); indeed, this sequence and obeys (BI), 32), B3), and B) above.

It therefore remains to establish items (a)-(d). We apply Proposition to

obtain
M

Un,o(z) = Z e AT (z — al)) + WM (), (3.5)
j=1
where the shifts, profiles, and remainders obey all of the conditions stated in Propo-
sition
Before proceeding to the proof of items (a)—(d), let us collect a few facts about
the profiles appearing in the decomposition above. First, using the Pythagorean
expansion (2.19), we can obtain

M

> 1wz +hmsup|\WM||Lz <1, (3.6)
Jj=1

for all M. Similarly, using Lemma 2] as well, we can deduce that
Ele %] >0 and E[WM] >0,
for all j and all n large, along with the fact that
1
lim sup [ZE ity Ayl + E[WM]| =6z, (3.7)

n—-+4oo
Moreover we have that for both the profiles and the remainder, the energy is com-
parable to the square of the H'-norm (see Lemma [2.7]).

Item (a). We turn to item (a) and suppose towards a contradiction that more
than one profile appears in the decomposition above. (Note that there must be at
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least one profile, for otherwise an application of the stability result Proposition 23]
with the approximate solution e**2WM would imply global space-time bounds for
the solutions w,, contradicting ([B4).) In this case, we can construct scattering
solutions to (L)) corresponding to each profile, as we now explain.

First, if 27 = 0 and ¢}, = 0, then we take v’/ to be the solution to (L) with
initial data 7. This solution scatters due to the fact that it is below the critical
scattering threshold (see (B35) and ([B.1)). If instead 27 = 0 and ¢}, — +oo, we take
v’ to be the solution that scatters to e®®¢7 as t — +o0o (cf. Proposition EZZ2(iii)).
In both cases we then set vl (¢, ) = v/ (t+tJ, z). Finally, if |2/ | — oo, then we must
appeal to Proposition B2, proved below, to construct a global scattering solution
vJ to () obeying vl (0,x) = e~ i4p(x — 2.

We now define a sequence of approximate solutions to (LI]) via

M
— J
=2 v
j=1

We now claim the following:
1. We have asymptotic agreement of the initial data:
lim sup {lim sup ||e2 [u,, (0) — a2 (0)] ls(grscy| =0 (3.8)
M—ro00 n—00

2. The functions @ obey uniform space-time bounds: There exist L > 0 and
S >0 1ndependent of M such that for any M, there exists ny = ni (M)
such that

n>ng = ||ﬂ7]7\,4HS(HSC) <L and HG‘%HL;’OH; <S. (3.9)

3. The functions @

f(z) =|z|*z and

M M )
M = (i, + A)aM 1 |a]~* F(EM) = || [ (> w) Zﬂv;)},

j=1 j=1

are good approximate solutions to (ILT]). That is, defining

we have the following: for each M and e > 0, there exists ng = ng(M,¢)
such that

n > ng — He'r]LVIHS/(H*SC) + Herj\f[HS/(Lz) + HVeyHS/(p) S E. (310)

Once we have established these three claims, we may apply the stability result
(Proposition [Z3]) to deduce that the solutions u,, inherit the space-time bounds of
the approximate solutions @}, thus leading to a contradiction to (34) and com-
pleting the proof of item (a).

For the third claim, it is enough to quote [14] Proposition 6.1]. The proof relies
essentially on the orthogonality of the functions v} in the form of ([2IT), which is
used in conjunction with approximation by C°(R x R?) functions. In particular,
one applies pointwise estimates to the difference appearing in e} (as well as to the
gradient) and then utilizes both the orthogonality condition as well as the global
space-time bounds obeyed by the individual vJ.

We therefore turn to the first claim and prove 8.8). By construction, we have
M
un (0, ) — @) (0,2) = Y [e AW (@ — ) — o7 (6, )] + W,

Jj=1
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In particular, the summands are either identically zero or converge to zero in H*
as n — 0o, while the free evolution of W™ tends to zero in S(H**) as n, M — oc.
Thus, ([B.8)) holds.

We turn to the second claim and prove [B8). We follow the usual approach
(namely, we use the fact that each profile obeys global space-time bounds and
exploit the orthogonality in ([2I7) to sum); however, we will provide some detail
here, as it is in this step that a careful choice of function spaces extends the range
of parameters (N, a, b) compared to previous works on ().

First, using (38) and B0]) together with the small-data theory for () (see
Proposition 2.2]), we may obtain

> [whl3 e + 1Veil3us] $1 (3.11)
Jj=Mo
for some sufficiently large M, and for all large n. On the other hand, utilizing the
orthogonality condition (217, one can establish

sup|<vfl,v§>H1|—>O as m— o0
teR

for j # k (see e.g. [11l Corollary 4.4]). Using the above, we can establish
sup [[ad %, < S forall n>ny (M) (3.12)
teR v

for some S > 0 independent of M.

We will next find space-time norms in which we can estimate @}/. We treat
separately the cases N =2 and N > 3.

First suppose N > 3. We will estimate @2/ in the H#c-admissible space LaL”,
where we recall the pair (a,#) from the proof of Lemma 2] (see ([22)) and 23))).
To this end, we first define

N 2N (a+2—0)

= N(at2-0)—4(i—s.)

for some 0 < 0§ < 1 to be specified more precisely below. One has that (a,p) i
admissible and s, = & — & Moreover, p < & for # small enough and 2 < p <

[ s

Hence, applying Sobolev embedding we get

s L%
ON
N3

Ian 17z e

M ] 2
< H (Z |V|chz)
j=1

LELk
My M
ST+ 30 NPt + S NIVPAI ol 5 5
j=1 ' J=Mo J#k bk
(3.13)

The first term is bounded by some constant depending on My, where as the second
term is bounded independent of M in light of (3I1). On the other hand, using the
orthogonality (2.17) and approximation by C°(R x R™V) functions, we see that the
final term on the right-hand side above tends to zero as n — oc.

Thus we conclude that @} obeys good bounds in the specific norm L¢L?. To
extend to arbitrary S(H®)-admissible spaces, we make use of Strichartz estimates,
estimating as in Lemma 2] and recalling that @} is an approximate solution to
([CI) with error term obeying the estimates appearing in (10).
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We next consider the case N = 2. We introduce the parameters

2a(a+1-0 2a(a+1—0
a= ébers )7 r= W, (3.14)
as well as
a 2a = 2
a= 2a—(2—b)—¢ r=" (315)

where 6 € (0,«) and € > 0 are chosen sufficiently small so that a > 4 (this is
possible since & > 2 — b and b < 1). A direct computation shows that (a,r) is
H*:-admissible and (a,7) is H " admissible.

By interpolation, we have

- JO5LV 2T e S 4
@ gy < NG3 1 8017

where
_ 2a(a4+1-0)—4(2—b+e)
P= "o a—1-0 2

We first observe that we may control @3’ in L}, by estimating as we did in (BI3)
above. Next, we note that p > 2 for small enough 6 and e, which follows from
a>2—>band b < 1. Thus by the Sobolev embedding H' < LP, we obtain control
over @M in L¢L".

As before, to extend to arbitrary % admissible pairs we make use of Strichartz
estimates and the fact that @2! is an approximate solution to () with errors
obeying (BI0). In particular, we need a suitable nonlinear estimate, which we
obtain as follows. We let r; € (%, 00) be a free parameter to be chosen below and
define v so that

% _ % + % + a+T1 0
where 7 and r are given by relation (3I4) and (BI5). We may then estimate as
follows: for A € {B, B¢}, we have by Holder’s inequality
H|33|7b|ﬁrﬂl/[|aﬁrl\z/[||Lf’L;’(A) 5 H|I|7b||L7(A)HﬂnH0L§oL9r1 ||ﬁn|\%2{££9,

since (o + 1 — #)a’ = a. Using the scaling relations, we see that

E_b:(’@*b)_l

Y "
In particular, if A = B we choose r1 so that ry > %, while if A = B¢ we choose
r1 so that r; € (2, %) With this choice, we have (after another application of

Sobolev embedding) suitable control over the quantity above, which completes the
proof of (39) in the case N = 2.

With (39) in place, we have now completed the proof of item (a), that is, the
existence of a single profile in the decomposition ([BH). We now turn to items
(b)~(d).

Items (b)—(d). We have reduced the decomposition [B3]) to one of the form
Uno(z) = e T BY(x — ) + W ().

To see that the space shifts must obey x,, = 0, we note that if |x,,| — oo then Propo-
sition32yields global scattering solutions v,, to (1)) with v,,(0) = e~ =& (z—x,).
Applying the stability result (Proposition 2.3]), this implies uniform space-time
bounds for the solutions w,, contradicting (84). To see that the time shifts must
obey t, = 0, we note that if |t,| — oo then the functions v, (t) = e!*~t)24) de-
fine good approximate solutions obeying global space-time bounds for n large. In
particular, an application of Proposition would again yield uniform space-time
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bounds for the u,,, contradicting (3.4). Finally, note that if M[¢] < 1 or E[¢] < ¢ %,
then by the criticality of §. and stability theory once again, we would have that the
solutions u,, obey uniform space-time bounds. It follows that W,, must converge to
zero strongly in H'. This completes the proof of items (b)—(d) and hence the proof
of Proposition [3.1] O

It remains to show how to construct scattering solutions to (II) corresponding
to profiles living far from the origin. In particular, we will extend the result of [28§]
beyond the special case of the 3d cubic equation (and even for that case, we extend
the range of the parameter b from b € (0, 3) to b € (0,1)). Our improvement stems
largely from the fact that we have found suitable spaces in which to carry out the
nonlinear estimates (see Lemma [271]).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose N > 2, 0<b< min{%, 2}, and 477% <a< %. Let
¥ € HYRYN). Suppose that t, =0 or t, — oo and that |x,| — co. Then for all
n sufficiently large, there exists a global solution vy, to ([LI)) with

05 (0) = 1y, 1= eit"Aq/}(‘T —Tp)
that scatters in H' and obeys
lvnllg(grsey + lvnllsze) + [Vonllspz) < C

for some C = C(||¢¥||gr). Moreover, for any € > 0, there exists K > 0 and
¢ € C(R x RYN) such that

[vn = (- +tn, - — @)l g(gs) <€ for n= K. (3.16)

Proof. We begin by constructing approximate solutions to (II]). For each n, define
Xn to be a smooth function satisfying

! |z + zpn| > |2nl/2,
=000 o+ o] < |zal/4,

with sup, [0%xn(z)| < |z,|7!? for all multi-indices a. Note that y,(z) — 1 as
n — oo for each = € RY.
For T' > 0, define

Xn (T — 2,)e® A Pop(x —x,) |t < T,
5n,T(t; I) = ei(t_T)A ['En,T(T)] t > T,
DA (5, (=T t< T,

where we have set P, = P<|, o for some small 0 < 6 < 1 to be determined more
precisely below. The rationale for this particular design of approximate solution is
explained in [28] Remark 4.1].

We will show the existence of the solutions v,, by applying stability result (Propo-
sition [Z3]). To this end, we must verify the following claims.

Claim 1.

lim sup lim sup [|On, 7| Lge 1 + |0n,7 [l 5700y S 1-
T—oco n—oo
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We first consider the case [t| < T'. First, by Sobolev embedding,
S e Ppllnrrz + I Vxalloy e Pyl ax

fe<mHa ~ t B LN
+Ixnll = Ve Pt || e 12
S 1l
for all n. On the other hand, using Strichartz estimates, we obtain
ln.zll 500 S 1Pallazee S I6larr,

for all n. For the case |t| > T, we can again readily obtain H* boundedness, while
(for t € [T, 00), say) we use Strichartz to obtain

[on,7ll L

10,7l 51720y S €™ 202D mee S 1002 S 1),

for all n. Thus we conclude that Claim 1 holds.
Claim 2.

hm lim sup |0, 7(tn) — Yl g = 0.
T—o00 n—aoo

We consider two cases: First, if ¢, = 0, then we apply the dominated convergence
theorem and the fact that P,y — 9 strongly in H' to obtain

100, 7(tn) = Unllgr = [IXnPrth = Yl < [xnPat) = Patdllen + [[Patp = Pl =0,

as n — oo. Next, if ¢, — oo (say), then we estimate

[Bn,7(tn) — Ynllm = lle ™ T2 xne™2 Potp — ||
= | xn€ T2 Pytp — T2

<11 = xn)e T2 Putd |l + | Path — ¢,

which tends to zero as n — oo.

Claim 3.
Thm limsup {”e"HS’(H*SC) + ||e7l||5’(L2) —+ ||Ven||5,(L2)} = 0, (317)
—0 n—oo
where

en = (’Lat + A)ﬁn)T + |I|7b|1~)n1T|a’L~)n1T.
Note that the errors depend on T as well as n, although our notation does not
indicate this explicitly.
To prove this claim, we consider separately the regions [¢| < T and [t| > T.
Case 1: |t| < T. In this region, we have

On,r(t, @) = [Xne™ () Patp)(x — @n).
Thus we may write
€n = |x|_b|ﬁn,T|a’6n,T + (Aann + 2vXnvwn) = €n,1 + €n,2,

where _
wp,(t,x — ) := EZtAPni/}(IE — Ty).

We first estimate e, 5. First,

llen, 2||L1t<T]

2 ST AXul e lwnl Lo rz + T VXnll e Vwn || Loo 2

ST (Jon| 210l ez + |zal THIV L2)
S T(|jan] ™2 + 2o ") ¥llm =0, as n — co.
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On the other hand, using Bernstein’s inequality 21]) as well,

IVenalizy_, r2 ST (Jenl ™ + l2n] =) [ 2 + Tlan| = | Aw | 2
ST (|lon| ™ + fan] 7 + |96n|_1+9)||¢|m1 —0, as n — oo
For the S"(H~*)-norm, let 2 < ¢ < co and 2 < r < 7—3 be an H~%-admissible
pair, so that
2T =5 +se

Then we may estimate the Lq L” -norm on |t| < T as follows:
L
lenally iz ST (180l 2 2 ) ol

i _N 14N _ N
T (Jaa] 257 4|l I )l

o(1), as n — oo,

2/\

since the condition r < % guarantees that the powers of |z,| appearing above
are negative.

It remains to estimate e, ;. Using the definition of y,,, we see that we have the
estimate |z| % < |z,| % on the support of this term.

We first fix an L?-admissible pair (g,7) with 2 < ¢ < 0o and (1 — a)q < 2 (i.e.
qg < % if @ < 1, with no further constraint when « > 1). In particular, this
guarantees that we have 2 < ¢’(a + 1) < co. We now estimate as follows (still on

the space-time slab {[t| < T} x RY):
—b +1
lenallpy S Il ||Ll(|m|>|mn\)Hwﬂ”ig’(aJrl)Lg?

where v will be chosen to be greater than %, and p is then determined by the

scaling relation

_ (a+1)w

atl — 1 - —%, ie. p= =)=

P
Note in particular that the denominator appearmg in the deﬁnition of p is positive.
Indeed, this follows from the fact that » > 2 > which in turn uses b < % We
now verify that

S =

Nb’

2Ng(a+1)
a(N(a+1)—4)+4°
where 7 is the exponent such that (¢'(a + 1),79) yields an L?-admissible pair.
For this, we note that when v = %, using that (q,r)is L*-admissible the strict
inequality p > r¢ reduces exactly to a > %. Thus, by choosing v — % small
enough (depending on «), we may guarantee the desired condition for p. We now

continue from above, using Strichartz and Bernstein inequalities to obtain

p=roi=

b Na N
lenilly iy < loal P NVITT T ot

Na N
2

gl

< Jag |0 A e (

Choosing # small enough, we see that this quantity is o(1) as n — oc.

We can estimate the derivative in the same space. Indeed, if the derivative lands
on |x|~" or on the cutoff x,,, we obtain the same estimate with an additional power
of |z,|~1. If the derivative lands on |w,|*w,, then we proceed as above, obtaining
a bound that involves the term H1/)||%% [V¥|L2. This is also acceptable.
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It remains to find a suitable S’(H ~¢) space in which to estimate. We proceed
similarly to the above, this time choosing (g, #) to be an H~*-admissible pair with
2 < § < ooand (1 —a)§ < 2. Note that it is possible to find an admissible pair
with this choice of time exponent. Indeed, combined with 7 < 13_1_\72 the constraints
reduce to the inequality

a—|—%—27_b>0,

which holds due to the assumption o > 4;1\?’. We begin with the same estimate as
before:

—b +1
lenill g e S Nl ||m(|m|>|m)Hwn”ig/(aﬂ)m,

with 4 > & and

1

a+1 =1—
3

5

1
7

p
As before, 4(# — 1) — # > 0 follows from 4 > &, b < & and # > 2. Similarly, we
would like to guarantee that

A s . 2NG(atl)
p=To = q(N(a11)74)+4

where 7 is the exponent such that (¢'(a+1),7) yields an L2-admissible pair. For

g = %, the strict inequality p > 7y reduces to the inequality

p(a) :== Na? + (N — 4+ 2b)a — (4 — 2b) > 0.
Now observe that p(2522) = 0 while p/(a) > 0 for a > 4522; indeed, the latter
inequality reduces to b < 2 + % In particular we have p(«) > 0 all cases under
consideration, and the inequality is preserved by choosing 4 — % > 0 sufficiently
small. Continuing from above and estimating as before, we obtain

a+1

b+ X A (Na N _ 915,
5 |||V|a+1( AR ) Lf,(a+1)L20

lenll g g < loal w|

< g |0 R (5 =) | o1,

In particular, this quantity is o(1) as n — oo provided 6 is chosen sufficiently small.
Case 2: t > T. In this regime, we have

Cn = |x|7b|1~)n,T|af}n,Tv f}n,T(ta r) = ei(tiT)A[Xn(x - In)eiTAPn¢(x —Zn)).

Here the vanishing in (3I7) will essentially be a consequence of Strichartz estimates
and the monotone convergence theorem. We will rely on the nonlinear estimates
appearing in Lemma 2.} In particular, we may obtain

leallsrza + 1Veallsizs) + lealls:(ir—ec)

~ ~ —0 ~ ~ ~
S o021 s,y (1ol sgizee) + Wonllsaz) + 1VTn rll sz )

~ 0 |~ -0
o A oY N

for some 6 € (0, ), where all spacetime norms are restricted to [T, 00) x RY. In
practice, each norm above is represented by some particular admissible pair.
Thus it suffices to establish the following:

(a) Dp.r is uniformly bounded in H*' for ¢t > T.
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(b) We have

Al [[10n 7 l[seez) + [V onr[se) + 1007 lls o)) = 05

where all space-time norms are restricted to [T, 00) x RV,

Item (a) is clear, as P,, multiplication by x,, and ¢** are all uniformly bounded
operators from H' — H'. Therefore we turn to item (b). We first consider the
term Vo, 7 in S(L?). We begin by fixing a representative L2-admissible pair (g, r)
and estimating

HV'DMTHLZL;({t>T}) S Hveim[szeiTAPn?/J]||L;?L;({t>o})
SIVE R PatllLars sy + IV [(xn — DT 2 Potp] || 2.

For fixed T, the second term above tends to zero as n — oo by the dominated
convergence theorem. On the other hand, by Strichartz, the first term is bounded
by [[¢][z2 for all T > 0, and hence tends to zero by the monotone convergence
theorem.

Similar arguments suffice to control the S(L?) and S(H**) norms, and hence we
conclude that item (b) holds. This completes the treatment of Case 2, and hence
we finish the proof of ([BI7) and Claim 3.

With the three claims in place, we may apply the stability result (Proposition2.3))
to deduce the existence of a global solution v, to (1)) satisfying v, (0) = v, and

lvnllsreey + lvnllspz) + 11Vonllsze) S 1,

for all n sufficiently large. The proof of (B16) now follows as in [28, Proposition 3.3].
This completes the proof. 1

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

The main result, Theorem [I.1] is proven by contradiction. Supposing that the
theorem fails for some choice of (N, b, ), Proposition B.I] guarantees the existence
of a minimal blowup solution, namely, a non-zero global solution u to (LI)) that
obeys (i) the orbit {u(t) : t € R} is pre-compact in H' and (ii) the solution lives
below the ground state threshold, i.e.

M [u)' = Blu]*s < MIQ)'™* E[Q]* and |lu(t)|1="Vu®)llz> < IQlz*VQl-

At this point, we may now argue exactly as in [14] and utilize a localized virial
argument to derive a contradiction, thus establishing Theorem [Tl In particular,
the necessary coercivity in the virial argument comes from Lemma 24(iii), while
the pre-compactness in H' allows for the virial identity to be localized in a suitable
manner.

In particular, we let R > 0 and introduce the quantity zr as in Section
Using uniform H' boundedness, Lemma Z4(iii), (ZI5), and [2I4), we then utilize

T _y

the fundamental theorem of calculus (in the form [ 23(t)dt = zR(T) — 25(0)) to

obtain the following estimate for an arbitrary 7" > 0:
T
[ I9ulo)edi
0

T
SRMMWQ+A(%IQWMJW+$W@@P+%W@@W”Mﬁ
xT|>
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for some § > 0. In particular, using pre-compactness in H', we let ¢ > 0 to be
determined below and choose R = R(e) > 0 sufficiently large (independent of T')
to obtain

T
5 [ IVuOIBs de S Rlul?on + <1
0

As Lemma [Z4i) (and the fact that u # 0) implies the uniform lower bound
[Vu(t)||2. Z Eluo] > 0, we may now deduce that

Eluo] S 45 + 5

for any T' > 0. In particular, choosing ¢ = £(¢) sufficiently small and T'= T'(R(¢), 9)
sufficiently large, we can now obtain a contradiction to the fact that Efug] > 0.
This precludes the possibility of minimal blowup solutions as in Proposition [3]]
and hence completes the proof of Theorem [Tl
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