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1. INTRODUCTION

We study the long time behavior of the focusing, cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) on
R x T3 with initial data in the energy space H'!

(1) (101 + Agscr)u = —[uf*u.

' u(0,z) = up € H'(R x T3).

Generally, the equation (1.1]) can be considered as a special case of the general NLS posed on the
product spaces R™ x T", where m,n € NT:

{(Zat + A]Rmx’[n)u = Z|2|U|p_lu,

1.2
(1-2) w(0,2) = ug € H (R™ x T™).

Here the product spaces R™ x T™ are known as ‘semiperiodic spaces’ as well as ‘waveguide manifolds’
(or waveguides for short). The initial value problem is called defocusing if the sign of the
nonlinearity is positive while it is called focusing if the sign is negative. Throughout this paper, we
focus on the focusing, cubic model . There are three important conserved quantities of as
follows.

(1.3) Mass: M (u(t)) = / lu(t, z,y)|* drdy,
RxT3
(1.4) Buewgs B(u() = [ 5[Vu(ta.)® - flu(t..p)|* dody,
RxTS3 2 4
(1.5) Momentum:  P(u(t)) = Im u(t, z,y)Vu(t, z,y) dedy.
RxT3

Remark 1.1. The conservation laws are consistent with the analogues in the Euclidean and tori
cases. Here we point out that a significant difference between defocusing and focusing models is the
sign of the potential energy in (1.4]). In the focusing scenario, negative energies are allowed.

The well-posedness theory and the long time behavior of NLS are important matters in the area
of dispersive PDEs and have been studied widely in recent decades. Naturally, the Euclidean case
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is studied first and the theory, at least in the defocusing setting, is well established. We refer to
[} (111, 121 (15, 24, 261 130, 32] for some important Euclidean results. Moreover, we refer to [19] 211 27 [33]
for works on tori. We may roughly think of the waveguide case as the ‘intermediate point between
the Euclidean case and the tori case since the waveguide manifold is the product of the Euclidean
space and the tori. The techniques used in Euclidean and tori settings are frequently combined and
applied to the waveguides problems. We refer to [8 [, [I0] [16] 19, 201 2T, 22| [33], B85 34, 36] for some
NLS results in the waveguide setting.

Generally, when one considers long time dynamics of NLS with large data, the focusing model is
quite different from the defocusing one (although the differences can not been seen in the local theory).
Also the dynamics of NLS are much richer in the focusing setting, which complicates the problem. In
fact, we could expect many things to happen, such as finite/infinite blow-up and soliton-like behaviors.
We refer to [15], [24] 28] regarding some focusing NLS results in Euclidean spaces. However, general
long time dynamics for focusing NLS are not well understood in both tori and waveguides. Here we
refer to [33] for a focusing result on tori. The analogue in waveguides remains completely open. To
the best of authors knowledge, we believe that the current paper is the first result on understanding
long time dynamics for the focusing NLS within the context of waveguides. Before stating our main
theorem, we also give references for NLS in other manifolds such as hyperbolic spaces and spheres
[23, 29] and refer to [0, 14} 26 [32] for some classical textbooks or notes on dispersive PDEs.

We now state the main results of this paper .

Theorem 1.2 (Global well-posedness result). Consider the initial value problem (1.1)). Assume the
solution u to (L.1) with the mazimal lifespan I satisfies

(1.6) SU [[ut)ll g crs) < W 1 ey

where W is the ground state on R*. Then (1.1)) is globally well-posed on R x T3.

Remark 1.3. Note that in Theorem is an a priori assumption on the solution. In some
cases, it is natural and useful to transfer such assumption directly on the initial data. More precisely,
we can replace the assumption by either or via an energy trapping argument. See
Section [3[ for details. The main theorem (Theorem together with the energy trapping lemma
(Theorem implies the following Corollary

Corollary 1.4. The initial value problem (1.1) is globally well-posed if the initial datum ug satisfies
the assumption (3.17)) or assumption (3.18]).

Remark 1.5. We may compare Theorem to Theorem 1.1 in Ionescu-Pausader [22] which con-
cerned the defocusing case. In their case, such an assumption is not required, since the conserved
energy in the defocusing setting is positive definite and controls the H* norm of the solution. However,
such good control fails in the focusing scenario.

The proof of the Theorem follows from a standard skeleton based on the famous Kenig-Merle
machinery (see [24], 25] for references), which is well known as ‘Concentration compactness/Rigidity
method’. In the waveguide setting, our main technical ingredients include adapted atomic function
spaces, Strichartz estimates, Euclidean NLS solution approximations and the profile decomposition.

After presenting the main results, let us focus on the similarities and differences between this
current result and previous related works. There are three major differences from the defocusing
setting (see [22]). In fact, these three differences share a deep reason — the focusing nature.

(1) An energy trapping argument based on a sharp Sobolev inequality. As we mentioned
above, the energy is no longer positive definite in our case, hence not controlling the H' norm
of the solution. It is also known that the negative energy (when data are beyond the the ground
state) may lead to blow up solutions. So to best characterize the positive region of the energy,
we need to guarantee that the solution stays below the ground state all the time. To this end,
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we employ a well designed energy trapping argument, that is, up to certain modification on
either the energy or the H* norm, the assumption of initial data being below the ground state
implies the (modified) energy stays in this good region within its maximal lifespan. Here the
modification is necessary and directly connected to the sharp Sobolev inequality. In fact, such
Sobolev inequality enters initially when we classify the initial data, thus we have to carry it to
the energy trapping argument, hence resulting in the modification. Note that in the defocusing
case, all the things we discussed here are not needed at all.

(2) Euclidean profile approximations. Due to the lack of control in the H' norm of the solution,
our approximations need to carry the a priori assumption everywhere. Another by-product
here is that the linear profile decomposition is not enough to analysis the structure of the non-
linear solutions. This is because the a priori assumption is not sole on one particular time, but
on the maximal lifespan. Thus we have to develop a corresponding decomposition for the non-
linear profiles (Proposition and establish a better understanding on their almost orthogonal
property (Lemma . Notice that this step is not necessary in the defocusing setting.

(3) The rigidity theorem. As a consequence of what we discussed above, the main difference in the
rigidity argument from the defocusing setting is that we employ the nonlinear profile decompo-
sition and rely on the nonlinear interaction of these profiles, especially the almost orthogonality
of the nonlinear profiles.

These differences will be discussed explicitly in the following sections respectively.

We expect that one can obtain analogous focusing results for NLS on other waveguide manifolds us-
ing similar methods. One potential difference is the profile decomposition since it is tightly dependent
on the geometric structure. Also some other technical issues may appear.

The organization of the rest of this paper is: in Section[2] we discuss the preliminaries; in Section [3]
we present a Sobolev-type inequality in the waveguide setting and the corresponding energy trapping-
type argument; in Section |4} we review the road map and the main tools for the defocusing case in
[22] which also work in our problem; in Section [5) we show the Euclidean profile approximation for
the focusing case; in Section [6] we prove the main theorem by the energy induction argument.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we discuss notations, the ground state W and the function spaces that will be
used in this paper. These spaces are initially established by S. Herr, D.Tataru, and N. Tzvetkov
[19, 20] and have been especially widely applied for NLS problems on tori and waveguides. See
[211, 221, [27], [33], [35], [34] for examples. Also see Dodson [13] for a result which applies similar spaces in
the Euclidean setting.

2.1. Notations. We write A < B to say that there is a constant C' such that A < CB. We use
A ~ B when A < B < A. Particularly, we write A <,, B to express that A < C(u)B for some
constant C'(u) depending on wu.

Throughout this paper, we regularly refer to the spacetime norms

lallzp Lot xmrs) = ( / ( / fu()|? ) de)?.
I RxT3

Now we turn to Fourier transformation and Littlewood-Paley Theory. We define the Fourier trans-
form on R x T3 as follows:

(2.1) (FH(E) = / f(@)e € de,

RxT3
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where &€ = (£1,&9,63,&4) € R x Z2. We also note the Fourier inversion formula

flay=c 2 /gleR<ff)<£>e”"é ..

(€2,63,64)€Z3
We define the Schrodinger propagator e by

. il
(Fe*2)(€) = e M (F ()
We are now ready to define the Littlewood-Paley projections. First, we fix n; : R — [0, 1], a smooth
even function satisfying
L gl <1,
m(§) = { €l

0, [&l =2,

and N = 2/ a dyadic integer. Let n* = R* — [0, 1], n*(&) = m1(&1)n1(&2)m (€3)n1(€4). We define the
Littlewood-Paley projectors P<y and Py by

FPn ) = (S)F()E), e ®Rx TP,

N
and

Pyf=Pnf—Ponf.
For any a € (0,00) we define

Py = Z Py, Py = Z Py.

N<a N>a

2.2. Ground state structure on R*. In this subsection, we briefly discuss the structure of ground
state W which is introduced and studied in [T}, B1]. We consider the focusing energy-critical NLS on
Euclidean spaces with dimensions d > 3,

(i0; + A)u = —|u|T7u, (t,z)€e xR
u(0,2) = up € H'(RY).

Then there is an important radial stationary solution W satisfying the following elliptic equation:
ApaW = —|[W|7=W,

and the explicit expression of W is given by

1
W)= ——m—=-
(1+ d(lg‘—Q))T
Ground states are important properties and structures for focusing evolutionary equations. As for
our problem, we consider the case d = 4 since the whole dimension of the waveguide manifold R x T3
is four. The energy trapping argument related to this ground state will be addressed in Section [3]
Moreover, there is an important long time dynamics result in [I5] for focusing energy critical NLS
which will be discussed and used in Section [l

2.3. Function spaces. In this subsection, we describe the function spaces used in this paper.

Definition 2.1 (UP spaces). Let 1 < p < oo, and H be a complex Hilbert space. A UP-atom is a
piecewise defined function, a : R — H,

K
@= D X1t Ph1

k=1

where {t;}5, € Z and {¢x}} ' € H with EkK:O x|l = 1. Here we let Z be the set of finite
partitions —oo < tg < t; < ... < tg < oo of the real line.
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The atomic space UP(R; H) consists of all functions v : R — H such that u = Zji1 Aja; for UP-atoms
aj, {\;} € I*, with norm

luflge == inf{z [Aj] s u = Z)\jaj,)\j € C, a; are UP-atoms}.
j=1 j=1
Definition 2.2 (V? spaces). Let 1 < p < oo, and H be a complex Hilbert space. We define VP (R, H)
as the space of all functions v : R — H such that

K
1
lullve :=  sup (D llolte) = v(te1)lI%) 7 < +oo,
{tk}kKZOGZ k=1

where we use the convention v(co) = 0. Also, we denote the closed subspace of all right-continuous
functions v : R — H such that , lim v(t) =0 by VE(R, H).
——00

To best serve for this problem, we choose the Hilbert space H to be the L2-based Sobolev spaces
H*(R x T3).
Definition 2.3 (UX and V) spaces). For s € R, we let UXH® resp. VXH*® be the spaces of all
functions such that e™*2u(t) is in UP(R, H*) resp. VE (R, H), with norms

—itA —itA

HUHUZHS = |l ullue g, me), ||u||vA”Hs = |l ullve(r,me)-

For C = [-%,1)* € R* and 2 € R?*, we denote by C, = z + C the translate by z and define the

sharp projection operator Pc. as follows: (recall F is the Fourier transform defined in (2.1))):
F(Pe.f) = xc.(§F(£)(E).

Here xc, is the characteristic function restrained on C,. Using the same modifications for the atomic
and variation space norms, we can introduce the following intermediate norms.

Definition 2.4 (X*® and Y® norms). For s € R, we define:

lullee @y = D (20> 1 Pecullfs g,
z€Z4

and similarly we have,

||UH§/5(R) = Z <Z>25||PCZU||%/§(R;L2)-
z€7Z4

For an interval I C R, we can also define the restriction spaces X*®(I) and Y*(I) in the natural
way:

X5(I) :={ue C: H?): ||lullxs := sup inf{[jv|xsm) :v|;=u}}.
JCI,|J|I<1

Then Y*(I) norm can be defined in a similar manner.
In fact, both X* and Y norms are stronger than the L>°(R; H*) norm and weaker than the norm
UZ (R : H?®). Moreover, we have the following embedding.
Proposition 2.5 (Embedding [19], 20]). For p > 2,
UZ(R: H%) = X* < Y5 < VI(R: H®) — UR(R: H®) — L®(R; H®).

In order to deal with the nonlinearity, we bring in the following N-norm for nonlinear estimates.

Definition 2.6 (N-norm). On a time interval I, we define

t
1Pl ey = ||/ I8N (s) ds| xx (1)-
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The last norm that we need in this paper is the solution norm, i.e. ‘Z-norm’.

Definition 2.7 (Z-norm). On a time interval I, we define

1
”u”Z(I) = § ?1‘1}])‘<1(Z N2HPNUH%,§T y(JxRx']l‘3))4'
CLIJISI y>q

We note that Z is a weaker norm than X' in in following sense,
lull zcry < Nlullxr s

which follows from Strichartz estimates (see Section [4)).

We close this section by presenting the following duality property.
Proposition 2.8 (Proposition 2.11 in [19]). If f € L} (I, H*(R x T?)), then

Ifline S sup / f(t, z)v(t, z) dedt.
1)€Y*1(1),H1)||Y,1(I)§1 Ix(RxT3)

Also, we have the following estimate holds for any smooth function g on an interval I = [a,b):

lgllxrcr) < 9@l ocrs) + (S 1PN (i0: + A)gll% (1 s ocrsn) -
N

Note that for simplicity, all the spacetime norms that we will use in the rest of this paper will be
restricted within the time interval |7] < 1.

3. ENERGY TRAPPING ARGUMENT

In this section, we aim to impose suitable conditions on the initial data in ((1.1)) to obtain the
assumption (|1.6)) in Theorem Similar as in Theorem 3.9 of [24], we will prove a energy trapping
argument which is based on a sharp Sobolev inequality in the setting of waveguide manifold.

3.1. Sharp Sobolev inequality for waveguide manifolds.

Proposition 3.1. For a function in the waveguide R" x T4=" (1 < n < d) with whole dimension
d > 2, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(3.1) 1f (@, 9| Lo~ @ scra-ny < CallV £z + ¢l fll 2

where p* = % and Cy is the best constant for sharp Sobolev inequality in the Euclidean setting.

Moreover the constant Cy is sharp.

Remark 3.2. The Sobolev inequality for waveguide manifolds is almost identical to the tori analogue
when replacing the d-dimensional tori by a waveguide with the same whole dimension d. See [I7, 18]
for the tori case.

Remark 3.3. It is worth pointing out that Proposition [3.1]is sharp in term of the constant Cy, while
¢ in the second term is not optimal. For the existence of such ¢, obviously we can take the Sobolev
constant ¢ > 0 in its corresponding Euclidean case.

Proof of Proposition[3.1} First, Proposition[3.1]is a direct consequence of the sharp Sobolev inequality
in the Euclidean setting by taking a spatial truncation function. Thus it suffices to show the sharpness

of ().
Assume that there exists a smaller constant 0 < Ky < Cy satisfying (3.1]) in the following sense,
I1f (@ )| Lo (e scra-—ny < KallVfllL2 + ¢ f]l L2
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Then we take a smooth function f which is compactly supported in a small enough ball Bs (with
radius d to be decided later). Moreover, on B, using Holder inequality, we have

d+2
[ fll2(sy < [Bs| 7 - || Lo~ (Bs)-

By choosing a small enough §, the L? term on the right hand side can be absorbed by the term on
the left. Thus we can choose K satisfying Ky < K; < Cy such that for function f supported on By,

[flre rey < Kol VI llz2®ay-

Noe we rescale it back to the general compactly supported function in R%. Let f € e (R?) and set
uy(z) = f(Az) (A > 0), then for A large enough, fy € C§°(Bs). Hence,

(3.2) I3l o ey < KgllV allLemay-
By rescaling back, (3.2]) implies that
[£lre mey < Kol VFllz2®ays

which contradicts the sharpness of the Sobolev inequality in the Euclidean setting.

The proof of Proposition is complete. O

Now we consider the estimate for the specific case, i.e. R x T? as follows.

Corollary 3.4 (Sobolev embedding in R x T3). Let f € HY(R x T3), then there exists a positive
constant c,, such that

11134 ®RxT3) < C4(||fHH1(Rsz) + C*||f||%2(R><’I[‘3))'
where Cy is the optimal in this inequality.
Remark 3.5. Note that Hu||H1(RXW, ||uHH1 @x13) T c*||u\|%2(RXW), then the Sobolev embedding
(Corollary [3.4) can be also written in the form:
[f1lLa@xr2) < Call fllmr@xrs)-

Also Cy can calculating from W as follows:
1

1
(33) ||W||H1(]R4) ||WHL4(]R4) and then ER4(W) = a7
AC}

ci

3.2. An energy trapping lemma. Given this different Sobolev embedding, in order to run a suit-
able energy trapping argument in the focusing case, let us introduce two modified energies of u:

1
(3-4) E(u)(t) := (IIU( s xrsy + el L@xrs)) = 7101 Lsxrs),

and
2 1 4 Cchf 4
(3.5) Eu(u)(t) := (Ilu( W sy + e lu®lZ2 @) = e ONzs@rs) + =~ (w2 @),

where c, is a fixed constant in Corollary 3.4 Notice that by the definitions (3.4)), (3.5) and conser-
vation laws, both E,(u)(t) and E,.(u)(t) are conserved in time.

Moreover, we have the following properties of the modified energy defined above.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose f € H' (R x T?).

Part (i) Assume
(3.6) [ sy < IW | g gay and E.(f) < (1 —éo)Ers(W),
for 8o > 0, then there exists 6 = §(8g) > 0 such that
(37) sy < (2= W0 e
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(3-8) 113 @rsy = 1N Za sy = 01 I rs),

and in particular

(39) B.(f) 2 30+ )7 e
Part (ii) Assume
(3.10) 11 i mxrsy < IW 1o gy and Eo(f) < (1= 60)Ers (W),
for 8o > 0, then there exists 6 = §(8g) > 0 such that
B1) 1) < (1= DI
(3.12) £ oy = I I Ts sy + 2eall fllLz@xrs) + LI T2 @ursy = O 1 s

and in particular

(L 01 ey

»Jk\'—‘

(3.13) B (f) >

Proof of Lemma[3.6, The proofs of both Part (i) and Part (ii) are similar, so we will only present
the proof of Part (i). First, we follow the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [24], but use the modified Sobolev
norm H}(R x T?) norm instead of the regular H*(R x T3) norm. Let us first set up an adapted

4
quadratic function ¢g; = %y — %gﬂ and plug y = Hf||§{1(RX?3) in it. By Corollary and the
assumption ([3.6)), we have then that

1 C4
(1 13) = 3113 = =11l

(314) < 5B = 11 = )
< (1= 50) Baa (W) = (1= 50)gs (1)

- 1
which applies (3.7) together with the quadratic function g1 when 6 ~ 6.

Then we set up another quadratic function go(y) = y — Cfy?. After plugging in y = Hf||§11(Rsz)
into g, by Corollary again, we have that

(3.15) ga( L(RxT3) — ||f|\j§4(Rx1r3)-

7 L(RxTS)) = Hf||iri(mx1r3) - C4

It is easy to check that go(0) = 0, g5 (y) = —2CF < 0 and ”f”Hi(Rx'Jl‘i‘) (1—- <‘5)HW||H1 &)’ By
Jensen’s inequality and (3.3)), we have
£ 1% e 5
(316) g2/ Braguers)) > 92((1 = HIW 2 )~ = 511 I3y
= DWW g
Based on ) and -7 we prove 7 and then (3.9)) follows
2 1 2 1 N 2
E(f)= 1Hf||H,}(Rx1r3) +3( vxrs) — [l Ta@xrs)) = 1L Oz @xcrs)-
O

We now present the energy trapping arguments corresponding to the two parts in Lemma

Theorem 3.7 (Energy trapping). Let u be a solution of IVP (L.1)).
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Part (i) Suppose
(3.17) lluoll 51 (rxT3) < HW”Hl(Rw Ey(uo) < (1 — o) Era(W);

for some 6o > 0. Let I > 0 be the mazimal interval of existence, then there evists
d = 6(00) > 0 such that for allt € I

()| Fr1 sy < (1= OIW [ 1. gays
()| Fr1 ey — 1w Tamrsy = Ollw() | Fn screy

and in particular

B (u)(t) = 21+ 0)lult) 7 (rxrs)-

= =

Part (ii) Suppose
(3.18) luoll i1 @xcrsy < IWllgr ey, Ewx(uo) < (1= do) Eps (W);

for some 6o > 0. Let I > 0 be the mazimal interval of existence, then there evists
d = 0(do) > 0 such that for allt € I

”u(t)”i[l(]Rsz) < (1 - S)HW”Hl(R‘l)v
[u) G goers) = IO Ls sy + 2esllu) 72 @urs) + OO 22 @rs) = Sllult) G gors),

and in particular

(L ) B sy

NG

Proof of Theorem[3.7. By the conservation laws of modified energies F,(u)(t) and E..(u)(t), this
theorem is proven directly by Lemma [3.6] and a continuity argument. g

In summary, Theorem shows that if the initial datum satisfies the condition (3.17)) or (3.18])
then the solution u(t) satisfies [|u(t)|| g1 (gyrs) < [[W/ f1(ga) for all ¢ in the lifespan of the solution.
So Corollary [[.4] holds due to the same reasoning in Theorem [T.2

4. AN OVERVIEW OF RESULTS FOR THE DEFOCUSING ANALOGUE

In this section, we review some important theorems and the road map of the proof for the defocusing
case as in [22]. They also play a significant role in the focusing setting.

4.1. Strichartz Estimate.

Proposition 4.1 (Strichartz estimate). For anyp >po =3, N > 1 and f € L*(R x T?),

i _s
[le tAPNf”Lf’m([fl,l]xRxTB) N N*v Hf||L2(Rx1r3)-

Remark 4.2. In [22], the threshold p is 2. Later, it is improved to 3 in [2] based on Bourgain-

Demeter’s [5] decoupling method. See also [3| [4] 27] for the tori analogue.

4.2. Local Theory. Based on the Strichartz estimate and the properties of function spaces, useful
nonlinear estimates can be established. Furthermore, we can obtain the local well-posedness the-
ory, which works for both of defocusing and focusing cases. We recall the local theory as follows.
(Nonlinear estimates are dismissed. The proofs are contained in Section 3 of [22].)
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Theorem 4.3 (Local well-posedness). Let £ > 0 and |[uo|| g1 (rxms)y < E, then there exists §g =
00(E) > 0 such that if
. 3 , 1

||eltAu0||%([) ! ||eZtAuOH}4(1(I) < 6
for some § < &y and some interval I > 0 with |I| < 1, then there exists a unique strong solution
u € XY(I) with initial datum u(0) = ug satisfying

lu(t) — e*Bexsaug| x1py < 03.
Theorem 4.4 (Controlling norm). Let u € X'(I) be a strong solution on a bounded open interval
I € R satisfying

[ull z(ry < oe.

Then we have that there exists an open interval J with I C J such that u can be extended to a strong
solution of (L1.1) on J. In particular, if u blows up in finite time, then u blows up in the Z-norm.

Theorem 4.5 (Stability theory). Let I € R be a bounded open interval, and let u € X*(I) solve the
approximate equation,

(i0; + Apyrs)u = p|ul*u + e where p € {—1,0,1}.
Assume in addition that,
Il z(ry + llEll oo (1,51 RxT3)) < M,
for some M € [1,+00). Assume to € I and ug € H'(R x T?) is such that the smallness condition
lu(to) — uollzr (mxrsy + llellny < e

holds for some 0 < € < g1, where €1 < 1 is a small constant ¢ = e1(M) > 0. Then there exists a
solution u(t) to the exact equation:

(10 + Apxs)u = p lul*u
with initial datum u(ty) = ug such that

lullxr @) + lallxr ) < CM),  lu—llxr ) < C(M)e.

4.3. Profile Decomposition. One of the powerful tools to extend the local theory to global is the
‘profile decomposition’. The types of profiles greatly depend on the problem. For our model, there
are two types of profiles, i.e. Euclidean profiles and scale-one profiles.

Before introducing Euclidean profiles and scale-one profiles, let us first introduce some related
notations. Suppose f(t,z) with (t,z) € R x T3, t; € R and zg € R x T?. We define the following two
transformations of f

(Mo )(2) := f(2 — x0),
(Hto,lo)f(x) = (T‘—Ine_itOAf)(‘r)'

We fix a spherically symmetric function 7 € C§°(R*) supported in the ball of radius 2 and equal to
1 in the ball of radius 1. Given ¢ € H'(R*) and N > 1, we define

(4.2) Tné(z) == N(Qno)(NU ™ (z)), where (Qno)(y) := n(y/N?)d(y),

where U : {z € R* : 2] < 1} = Oy C€ R x T3, ¥(z) = 2. And we then have that Ty : H'(R?) —
H'(R*) is a linear operator with | Tn ||z (rxT2) S 18 1 (4

(4.1)

Definition 4.6 (Frames and Profiles). Part (i) We define a frame to be sequence (N, ty, )k €
22 x R x (R x T3) . And we can define some types of profiles as follows.
(a) A Euclidean frame is a sequence F, = (Ng,tg,xr) with Ny > 1, Ny, — oo, tp €
R, z; € R x T3,
(b) A scale-one frame is a sequence F; = (1,15, x)) with t, € R,z € R x T3.
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Part (ii) We say that two frames (N, tg, xx)r and (My, sk, yx )k are orthogonal if

. N,
tim_(11n 32|+ Ntk — sl + Nile — i) = -+

k— oo
Part (iii) We associate a profile defined as:

(a) If O = (N, t, z1)r is a Buclidean frame and for ¢ € H'(R*) we define the Euclidean
profile associated to (¢, O) as the sequence po i with

95(9,16 = Htk,l’k (TNk)(m7 y)

(b) If O = (1,tx,xx)x is a scale one frame, if w € H'(R x T?), we define the scale one
profile associated to (w, O) as we  with

(:)(QJC = Htk,ackw~
Part (iv) Finally, we say that a sequence of functions {f;}x C H*(R x T3) is absent from a frame
O if, up to a subsequence, for any profile 1o ; associated with O.
(fr»Vor)mxm —0 ask — .
Theorem 4.7 (Profile decomposition). Assume {¢x}r is a sequence of functions satisfying
|xll 1 mx13) < E,
then up to a subsequence, there exists a sequence of Euclidean profiles 9@ 4, and scale-one profiles
@gﬁ x such that, for any J >0
Gr(,y) = Y Fdapt D, aéﬁ,k*'Rl}l

1<a<y 1<B<J

where Ry is absent from the frames O% and satisfies

limsup Ao ({R{}) = 0.

J—o00

Here Ay is a functional defined as follows
Ao ({f1}) = limsupsup N~* ||eitAPNf;€||Lto§I.
k—oo N ’
Additionally, we have the following orthogonality relations

lonl1Ze =D 180w kllZe + D 180 72 + I1BLIZ2 + 0k(1),
[e3

s
IVrlZa =Y IVBEaslliz + D IVage 472 + IVRL[Z2 + ok (1),
o 5
Ierllze =D 18&esllte + Y 800 4ll7s + 0sr (D).
o s

Recall that our spacetime norms are restricted within the time interval |I| < 1.

Remark 4.8. We note that, if one regards A, as a norm, then Z-norm is ‘weaker’ than A, in the
sense that

li]ri}sup 1 fkllz S Aoo({fx})-

We refer to (6.6) in Proposition 6.1 in [22] for the proof. Thus in the above profile decomposition,
we have

lim sup lim sup ||e®2R}/|| ; = 0.
J—oo  k—oo

Theorem [£.7]is in fact a linear analysis result, thus it works for both defocusing and focusing cases.
So far we have reviewed the ‘common theories’ that both defocusing and focusing settings share,
which are originally established in [22]. It is clear that the local theory for the focusing case can be
established in a similar way. In the next two sections, we will work on the global argument and then
prove the main theorem of this paper.
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5. EUCLIDEAN PROFILE APPROXIMATION

As we explained in the introduction, one of the main differences from the defocusing case is the
Euclidean profile approximation. In this section, we will explore the Euclidean profile approximations
in the focusing setting.

Let us start by recalling the Euclidean result by Dodson [15].

Theorem 5.1. Assume ¢ € Hl(R4), and the solution v(t) satisfies

sup [[v(®)[| g1 < (W] g1,

tel
where I is the mazimal lifespan of the solution. Then there is a unique global solution v € C(R :
HY(R*)) of the initial-value problem
(5.1) (i0; + Aga)v = —vlv]?,  ©v(0) = ¢,
and

[Vrav|| (L L2nr2La)ymxre) < C(Era(4)).

Moreover this solution scatters in the sense that there exists pT>° € Hl(R4) such that
(5.2) lo(t) = "2 ¢=| 1 (gay = 0
as t — +oo. Besides if ¢ € H®(R*), then v € C(R : H3(R*)) and

<
sup [0 |5 Ra) Sl o ga, 1

Theorem [5.1] will be used to approximate the nonlinear Euclidean profiles based on the perturbation
theory (Theorem [4.5)). The propositions and lemmas presented in the rest of this section and their
proofs are adapted from those in Section 5 of [22].

Recall that n € C§°(R*) is a spherically symmetric function supported in the ball of radius 2 and
equal to 1 in the ball of radius 1. Given ¢ € H*(R?*) and a real number N > 1 we define

Qué € H'RY),  (Qno)(x) = n(x/N¥)p(z).
(5.3) on € H'(RY),  ¢n(z) = N(Qn¢)(Na),
fn e HHRXT?),  fn(y) =on(¥71(y)),
where U : {x € R*: |2| <1} = Og CR x T3, W¥(x) = z. Note that here fy is just T o.

Lemma 5.2. Assume ¢ € H'(R*), Ty € (0,00), and p € {—1,0} are given, and we define fn as in
(5.3). Under the assumption that for any solutions v of (5.1)) with initial datum ¢, we have

_sup [0 g2 ray < Wl g2 (ray-
t€lifespan of v

Then the following conclusions hold:

Part (i) There is No = No(p,To) sufficiently large such that for any N > Ny, there is a unique
solution Uy € C((=ToyN=2,TyN~2); HY(R x T?)) of the initial-value problem
(i0; + Arxrs)Un = pUn|Un|?, and Un(0) = f-
Moreover, for any N > Ny,
IUN X (~1oN -2 1N -2) SEpa(e) 1-

Part (ii) Assume e; € (0,1] is sufficiently small (depending only on Egs(¢)), ¢’ € H°(RY), and
Il — ¢/||H1(R4) <e1. Letv' € C(R: H®) denote the solution of the initial-value problem

(0 + D)o’ = po /2, o/(0) = &,
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where is satisfied when p = —1. For R >1 and N > 10R, we define
Vplt,z) = n(a/R)/(t2)  (ta) € (~Tp, To) x RY,
v N (@) = NuR(N?t, Nax) (t,r) € (~ToN"2, TyN~?) x R*,
Van(ty) = vy B0 ) (hy) € (TN "2 ToN2) x (R x T9).

Then there is Ry > 1 (depending on Ty, ¢ and 1) such that, for any R > Ry and
N > 10R,

limsup ||UN — VR,N”Xl(—ToN*z,TON*?) SER4(¢>) £1.
N—oo

Proof. We show Part (i) and Part (ii) together, by Proposition By using Theorem we
know that v exists globally and satisfies
Vet [|(Leo2nr28)@xRY) S 1,

and
(5.4) sup [0 ()| Re) S0/l ey 1
teR

Recall that v (¢, z) = n(z/R)v'(t,x), which satisfies the following equation:
(10 + Aga )y = (0, + Aga)(n(z/R)V'(t, z))

4
=n(z/R)(i0; + Aga)V'(t, ) + R™20'(t,2)(Agpan)(z/R) + 2R Z ;v (t,2)0;m(z/R).
j=1
Then it implies
(i0; + Aps)vy = plvp[*vR + er(t, z),
where
4
er(t,z) = p(n(a/R) =’ (x/R)V'[v|* + RV (t, @) (Agan) (x/R) + 2R~ 0,0/ (t,2)9m(x/ R).
j=1
After scaling, we have that
(i0 + Apa)v n = p [vg NP5 + ern (@),
where eg n(t,2) = N®er(N?t, Nx) with Vg n(t,y) = v y(t, ¥ (y)) and taking N > 10R, we
obtain that
(5.5) (i0 + M) Ve N (t,y) = p VR N[* VRN + Ern(t, ),

where Eg n(t,y) = ep.n(t, ¥~ (y)). In order to apply Theorem we need to verify the following
three conditions:

(1) IVeNllee(—mon-2 10 N2 (RxT3)) + VRN | Z2((- T N -2, Ty v —27) < M3
(2) If~n = Ve,N(0)||r1(rxT2) < &
(3) IErNlIN(-Ton—21N—2]) < €.

We now verify these conditions one by one.

Condition 1: HVR,N||L§°([—TON*Q,TON*Q]:HI(RXTS)) + WVanNlz(-1on-218-2)) < M.
Since v'(t, z) globally exists, Vg n(t,y) also globally exists. For any given Tj € (0, c0), we have

sup IVr,N (O] 1 @xTs) < sup v N ()| e
te[fToN_2,T0N_2] te[fToN_z,ToN_ﬂ

1
= sup —
te[-ToN—2,ToN—2] N

[0 (t, )| g1 ey < |07 (0)]] a5 (s

IR (N[l 2@y + [0R(NZ6) g1 gy

A
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By Littlewood-Paley theorem and Sobolev embedding, we obtain that
IVa,N 2~ N-2, 10 N—2])

1 1
< sup ||(Z(<V>2PMVR,N)2)2HL;*I(JxRxw)
JC[*ToNfz,ToNfﬂ M ’

1

S sup ||<V>ZVR,N”L§I(J><R><T3)
JC[*ToNfz,TQNfﬂ ’

< su )V, s

- JC[*TON};TON*QJ ||< > R7N||L%L3 (JXRXT3)

< ! /

SIRN 8 (o magmny TIVEUR 8 (o gy

Since

, T IVRavgll S Sl;pHv’(t)llm

!
HUR” 4 % 4 4 % 4y ™~
L3L3 ([~To,To] xR LEL3 ([—To,To]xR*)

and by (5.4), we obtain
VRN Z(-ToN=2ToN=2)) D116/ ll,5 ) 1+

Condition 2: ||y — Vg n(0)| g1 rxT3) < €.
By Holder inequality, we have that

£ = Ve O]l s sy < lon (T 9)) = & n () i ey
< n(@/N3)¢(x) = ¢ g1 sy + [0 = ' sy + In@/N2) (@) = &' (@) 1 gy
With N > 10R, and R > Ry, Ry large enough, we obtain that
If~ = VR N (0)|| 52 (mxrsy < 2€1.

Condition 3: HER,NHN([—TQN*Q,TON*Z]) <e.
By Proposition 2.8 and the scaling invariance, we write that

t
|Er NlIN(-ToN—2ToN-2)) = /el(tfs)AER,N(S)dS
0

XY ([-ToN—2,ToN—2])

< sup HUOHY’IH|V|ER,N||L}L§([—T0N—27T0N—2]><]R><’JI‘3)
luolly —1=1

= || Vra erll L1 2 (=10, 70 xRY)-
For the |Vga eg(t, )|, we have the following estimate:
|Vra er(t, o)
< [Vrs(n(z/R) = n(x/R)*)v'(t, 2)[v'(t, 2)*| + 3| (n(w/R) — n(x/R)*) Veav'(t, 2)|v' (¢, 2) ||

4
+ R73|V(t,2) Vs Agan(z/R)| + R™?|Vgat' (¢, 2)(Aran) (z/R)| + R Z 9i,jv'Vran(z/R)|

i,j=1
1
S5 s, Lir,2m ([2]) (10" 2)] + [Vea' (8, 2)]) + = ((VRa)?' (8, 2)]) -

: 4

Since ||VZ.0'|| e §\|¢/\|H5(R4> L1225 =1 00 Lo §‘|¢/”H5(R4) Land [[v'[| Lo~ §||¢/HH5(R4) 1 (by Sobolev
embedding), we obtain that

To

1
IVRs €rll L1 L2 (-1, 0] xRY) = / (/R4 Vi eg|* dz)? dt

_TU

2

To )
S/ (/R Lig2r ([2) ([0 (8, @) + |VRat! (¢, 2)[?) do + ﬁ/R |<VR4>2U’(t,x)I2dx> dt
—T, 4 .

2 1
Sl 270 (/R4 ]l[R,QR](\x|)<VR4>2v'(t,a:)|2 dm) + = — 0, as R — oo.
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So we can obtain that
||VER,NHL}L%([—TON*Z,TON*Z]><]R><'JI‘3) <eé,
where R > Ry, and Ry large enough.

All the three conditions checked, we have the desired result. O

Next, we will introduce another useful extinction lemma, which is proved in [22].

Lemma 5.3 (Extinction Lemma, Lemma 4.3 in [22]). Suppose that ¢ € H'(R*),e > 0, and an
interval I C R. Assume that

61l i1 gay < 1, Ve 2l 1214 (1xre) < €.
For N > 1, we define as before (recall the definitions in ):
Quo=n(N"22)o(x), én =N@Qno)(Nx), frn(y) = on (¥ (1)
Then there exists Ng = No(¢,€) such that for any N > Ny,
HeitAfNHZ(NfZI) Se.
Definition 5.4. Let 7, denote the set of renormalized Euclidean frames
Fe :={(Ng, th, Tk )k>1 2 Ny € [1,00), t € [-1,1], 7p € R x T?, Nj, — o0

and either t;, = 0 for any k > 1 or lim NZ|t;| = oo}.
k—o0

Let us introduce a useful proposition that shows that the solutions based on Euclidean profiles
evolve as the solutions in the the Euclidean space which scatter.

Proposition 5.5. Assume that O = (Nj,tg, 2k € Fo, o€ Hl(R4), and let Uk (0) =1, 4, (TN, @)-
Under the assumption that for any solutions v of (5.1)) with initial datum ¢, we have

~sup [0 g2 may < Wl 2 gay-
t€lifespan of v

Then the following two conclusions hold:

Part (i) For k large enough (depending only on ¢ and O), there is a nonlinear solution to (|L.1))
Ur € XY([~1,1]) with initial datum Uy (0) satisfying:

(5.6) Ukl x1 (1=1.1) SBra(o) 1-
Part (ii) There exists a Euclidean solution u € C(R : H'(R*)) of
(i0; + Apa)u = —|u|*u

with scattering data ¢+ defined as in (5.2) such that up to a subsequence: for anye > 0,
there exists T(¢,€) such that for all T > T(¢,e) there exists R(¢,e,T) such that for all
R > R(¢,e,T), there holds that

(5.7) Uk = Gl x1 (=0 <2y <6
for k large enough, where
(T, @) (t, @) = Nin(N ¥~ () /R)u(NF (t = ti), Ne @~ ().
In addition, up to a subsequence,
Uk (8) = Moy~ T 0 Nl (-t v 2y S €

for k large enough (depending on ¢,e,T, R). Recall definitions of m and II in (4.1).
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Proof. Without loss of generality, it is sufficient to prove the case xy = 0.

First we consider Part (i). For k large enough, we can make

6 —n(z/N2)dll g1 sy < €1

for any €; > 0. For each Nj, we choose Tj n, = N,? (Recall Ty n, in Lemma . For each Tp n,,
we can choose Ry large enough to make it possible to apply Lemma Note that in this case, the
choice of Ry, is determined by Ty n, as in the proof of Lemma as a result Lemma, gives Uy
satisfying (|5.6]).

We then consider Part (ii). The first case in Euclidean frame is when ¢, = 0 for all k. To prove
(5.7), we need to choose T'(¢,0) large enough, to make sure

IVRstll L3 | (116157 (9,00 xR2) < 0.
By Theorem [5.1] we obtain that
lu(£T(9,8)) — =T EDBGEL 1 ay < 6,

which implies
HUNk (:l:TNk_2) - H¥T,$kTNk¢iOO”H1(]R><T3) <.

Based on the definition of Z-norm and Proposition we have

(5.8) €72 (Uny (£TN,?) = Mr.0, T, 6°) x1 e <-1) S 6.
Then by Theorem we obtain that
(5.9) |Un,, — €2 Un, (£TN;?)||x2 <6,

and combining (5.8]) and (5.9)), we have
+oo
HUNk - H,kaTNk(b ||X1({itZiTNk_2}ﬂ{|t|<T—1}) S g,
where we choose ¢ small enough.

The second case is when NZ|t;| — oc. In this case, we have

Uk(0) = Ty (T, 8) = =2 (NS (N 0 (@) d(Np ¥~ () )

Because of the existence of wave operators of NLS based on Theorem 5.1, we know the following final
state value problem

(i0; + Aga)v = —v|v|?,
lim_[o(t) = €30 gy = 0,

is global well-posed under the assumption of the a priori bound Sup;ciifespan of v ”v(t)”Hl(W) <
W || g1 (ay- We then set that

1
O(8) = N n(Ne@ ™ () / Rjo(NW ™" (@), Nitt),
1
so we have v (—t;) = N2n(Ny U~ (z)/R)v(N VU~ (x), —N2ty). For R large enough, we obtain that

1 . 1
[0k (—tx) — Uk ()]l 2 e xrzy < (/N2 Yv(x, —Njte) — EZt’“N’fAU(JJ/N;f)¢(1‘)HH1(R4) — 0,

as k — oo. Denote that Vj(t) := vx(t—tx) and then as above we have limg_ oo [|Ux(0) =V (0) || g1 (rxc13) =
0. Hence by the stability property (Theorem , we have that for k large enough Uy exists and
satisfies

(5.10) HUk — Vk;”Xl([_Ll]) — 0, as k — 0.
By the definition of Vj and (5.10]), we then can prove all desired properties of Uy. O
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Lemma 5.6. Assume that O = (N, t, )k € ]?e, o e Hl(R4). Let Uk(0) = Iy, 2, (TN, @) and Uy
is the solution of (1.1)) with the lifespan I, = [Ty, T*]. Assume also that there exists C > 0 such
that

(5.11) limsup  sup  [[Uk(®)[|mr®xs) < C <[[W| i1 ga)-
k—o0 te[—Tk,Tk]

Denote that Tw, = limsupy_, .o N2T) and T> = limsup,,_, .. N2T*. Then if Too = T™ = oo, under
the assumption that for any solution v of (5.1) with initial datum ¢, we have

(5.12) up 0Ol gy < Wl o

telifespan of v
Proof of Lemma[5.6, Denote that v, := II;, 5, (Tw,v). By Part (ii) in Proposition (taking
N = Nj and R= N}?) and N, — o0 as k — oo, we have

limsup  sup  [|Ux(t) — 0k (t) |2 (mxs) S limsup [|Ug — V|l x1 (=7, ,7%)) = O,
k—oo te[—Ty,T*] k—o0

which together with (5.11)) implies

limsup ~ sup [0k (t) |2 mxme) < [IW g1 ray-
k—oo te[-Ty,T¥]

By taking Nj — oo, we then have ([5.12)). g

Proposition 5.7 (Decomposition of the nonlinear Euclidean profiles). Assume that Uy is the non-
linear Euclidean profile associated to O = (N, t, ), € j-:e defined as in Lemma and Uy, also
satisfies the condition . For any 6 > 0, there exists a large enough Ty, such that for any
77 > Too, RY sufficiently large and all k large enough (depending on R?) we can decompose Uy, into

(5.13) Up = wi ™ 4wt 4 0f 4 p?.
Here the components wZ’ioo, wz, and pﬁ satisfy the following conditions:
0,+
lwy =Nz + oLl xr (=11 + (1 = P<gon, + Pe(roy-1n,) willxi=1,1) < 0,

6,+to00
ook = llxr 1,1 + ool xr oy S 1,
6,+t0c0 00, 00,
Wi = ]li(tftk)ZTBNk_Mt) H(tk—tazk)TNk¢i 97 ||¢i 9||H1 S

IVPwl] + (V) g0 |0, VTw]| < RO (Ny)™ g9, m e N, 0 < |m| < 10,

(5.14)

where
SP={(t,x) € [, x Rx T3 : |t —t5| < T'(Ny) 72, |z — 2] < RO(N) ')

Proof of Proposition[5.7 Recall that we defined T\, = limsupy,_, o, N2T}, and T°° = limsup,,_, ., N2T*
in Lemma Now we will consider the following two cases separately.

(1) Too =T = o0,
(2) At least one of Ty, and T is finite.

Case 1: First we consider T, = T = co.

In this case, we can construct the decomposition using Lemma and Proposition By
Proposition there exists T'(¢, g), such that for all T > T'(¢, g), there exists R(¢, %, T) such that
for all R > R(¢, %,T), there holds that

_ 0
Uk =l xr (qre-un <7 vy -23nga <) < 5

for k large enough, where
(5.15) (T i) (t,2) = Nin(Ne @™ (@) /R)u(NE (t — ti), N U™ (),
for u being the solution of (5.1]) with scattering data ¢=°°.
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In addition, up to subsequence, we have

0

1

for k large enough (depending on ¢, §, T, and R). Then we choose a sufficiently large T? > T'(¢, %)
based on the extinction lemma (Lemma , such that

Uk = =0 T, 05| x (e (= t0)>T(N0) -2} {11 <1}) <

=~

€A sy 20 T | z(ro 8,y -2, 79) 1) <
for k large enough. Accordingly, we define R? = R(¢, g, T9%).

Now we are ready to give the decomposition in (5.13)). We take the following choices as the
components in (5.13) and we will also verify that these choices actually satisfy all the requirements

in (510).

0,+
(1) W™ o= Tya ey >ro v -2, 01 <1} (Mo -, Tivy 97F°)
Here ¢"+> = P_ po(¢"+°°) and ||¢0*i°°||H1(R4) < 1. This choice implies wZ’ioo = PSReNka’iOO.
(2) wz =g - Lgo
k
By the stability property (Theorem ) and Theorem we can adjust w,(z and wZ’iOO with an
acceptable error, and make

IViwil + (Ni) L ga0|0,Vi'ef] < RY(Ny)™H g0, 0 < m| < 10.

(3) pf :=Up —wl — Wit — b—eo,
By the definitions of w’=>, w¢ and p{ and Proposition 5.5 we obtain that

0
||PZ||X1([7171]) < >

and then we have
||W1€’ioo‘|z'([71,1]) =+ ||PZ||X1([71,1]) +|(1 = P<gon, + Pg(RG)—lNk)WZHXl([—l,u) <40,

6,100
oo = xr =117 + ol x ey S 10

Case 2: In the end, we treat To, < 0o or/and T < oco.
It is easy to check that we can construct the decomposition in the same way as in Case 1 but (5.13))
by taking wz’_oo =0 or/and wZ’_OO = 0 respectively. O

Corollary 5.8 (Decomposition of the nonlinear scale-one profiles). Assume that Uy, is the nonlinear
scale-one profile associated to O = (1,tg, x)r € F1 with initial datum Ui (0) = Yog and Uy satisfies
the condition (5.11). For any 6 > 0, there exists a large enough T, such that for any T® > T§, RY

sufficiently large and all k large enough (depending on R?), we can decompose Uy as what we did in
Proposition [5.7]

0,— 0
Up=wp ™% +wp ™™ +wl + ol
where pz = wz =0 and Wt = W= and the components wZ’iOO, wz, and pz satisfy the same

requirements as in (5.14)).

Proof of Corollary[5.8 By taking T¢ large, it is easy to make ||w9’i°°||z,(_TOe’Tg) < 6. Hence the
decomposition for both types of nonlinear profiles (Euclidean and scale-one) can be unified. O

Lemma 5.9 (Almost orthogonality of nonlinear profiles). Define U, UkB to be the solutions to (|L.1))

with the life-span Ij, and initial data UZ(0) = Vo U,f(()) = 1#?95, where Y, ? € HY(R x T3) and
k

frames O% and OF are orthogonal. Then

Jim sup (U, UL () o g = 0.
=0 tely
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Proof of Lemma[5.9 By the unified decomposition in Proposition [5.7] and Corollary [5.8] we know
that for the nonlinear profiles U* and UP, there exist 7®¢, R*? T8¢ RBSY sufficiently large such
that

« a,0,—o0 «,f,4+00 a,l «,f
Uy = w, + wy, Fwp” e

UP = wp® = p 0t 4?4 g

Note that pg’e, pf’e are the small terms with their X! norm less then 6, for any fixed t € I},. Then
to show the almost orthogonality, it will suffice to consider the following three interactions:

0,+ 0,4+
(1) (@705 w5 g
(2) (Wi, wl?) g s

,0 0
(3) (Wi W) g

0% 0%
Case 1: (wi?F WP0E®y | 0.
By the constructions of wz’e’ioo7w£’9’i°° in the proof of Proposition m we write
a,0,to00 | a,0,+00
Wit = M eagyzreovg) -2y (Mo =g Tvg 077 77)

B,0,tc0 | _ B,0,+
Wi = ]l{i(t—tf)ZTﬁae(N:)*Q} (Htf—t,xQTNf¢ oo) :

For any fixed ¢ € Ij, we obtain that

,0,+ ,0,+ ,0,£ ,0,+
(w0, T D) e = (052 b V-
We then arrive at

lim sup(w,(:’e’ioo(t),wg’e’ioo(t»l-{lel =0.

k—oo ¢
0.+ ,0
Case 2: (w?*>® o ) E s
e constructions of w;. "’ Wi’ again, we write
By th truct f o ?Ee WP ES aoain, t
B0 .__ ~B
wk = uk . ]15,6’9’

where S,f’a = {(t,z) € [-1,1] x T* : |t — tf\ < Tﬁ’e(N,?)_27 |z — m£| < Rﬁ’e(N,f)_l} and ﬂf is
defined in (5.15). We then have the desired limit limy, o, sup, (W= w29 . - =o0.

0 B0
Case 3: (W WP ) E i

We first take a small € > 0.

If N,?/le—i—N,f/N,‘j < £71000 for k large enough, then we claim that S’,‘:’QHS’,?’Q = (). In fact, by the
definition of orthogonality of frames, N,?/N,f + N,f/N,? < 71990 implies either (N&)2|t¢ — t§| — 00
or Nf|z¢ — xf| — 00, hence SZ"G N S,f’e = (). Accordingly, the fact that there is not overlapping in

. a0 3,0 _
their supports suggests w;,”” w;.”” = 0.

Otherwise, if N,?/N,f+N,f JNZ > 71000 "then without loss of generality, we assume that N,?‘/Nkﬁ >
£71000 /2. Using the same reasoning as in the previous scenario, we say that the supports of wz’o and
wf 6 overlap and we can rewrite the product by rearranging the indicator function on their supports

08,0 ,0 ,0 . ,00~8,0
w,? w,f = wg . (Cd]f ]l(tzz,Ta,B(N?)—Z’tg+Ta,8(Nﬁ<)—2)(t)) = wg wf .
Now, in order to see the almost orthogonality, we decompose the interaction into several pieces and
we claim that the interactions among all these terms are bounded by a multiple of €, hence

a0 BO\ o0 ~B0\ a,0 ~B.0\
(Wi W) i §<P§610N§wk s Wi >H1xH1+<P>61°N,§Wk ’P>s*10N,fwk )i
a,b

b

, ~B,0
+ <P>510N§wk PS&:*lON,’:wk >H1><H1 Se.
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In fact, the ¢ bound above follows directly from e!"N@ > e~10N ,f and the following claim

Claim 5.10. For k large enough and € small enough, we have

(1) 135 lxr -1 S 35
(2) 1P 0@ llxa oy Se

a,l
(3) llwy ||X1<[—1,911>51
(4) [|P<cronpwy ™ lIxi(-11)) S €

Assuming Claim we finish the proof of Lemma Now we are left to prove Claim
Proof of Claim[5.10, Denote R := max(R*Y RPY).

(1) First, let us consider ||@£’9||X1([,1’1]). It is easy to check the following bound by Proposition

1
2

500 < / VGl O)Pda | + (D /

w 1([— < w x

@5 M x2 (—-1,1)) ( |w—:vf|§R(N,f)—1‘< )@, (0)] -

2 2
HPN@M”OWH1+HPNA~@HH1m>
N s
sﬁ+/ (10,555
[-1,1]

A ) dt S 1

2) We then focus on the high frequency part of od?, Using Proposition |2.8| again, we have
k

~3,0
1P, o so s @5 llxt -1,1)

~B.,0
</| RISR(ND)-! Poccny (i |2dw> /H oy (0 + AN e
T—Tp|S k

10

2
210 , - .
S| P o (V)22 (0)? da —|—/ S 138 + AP0 o dt
/z—mfszwfw (Mf) P (V7470 eeti<py-sn NP 0O AN

10
<R+ (V)R G (RAN)) RN )F SR
k

IN

IN

(3) The calculation for sz"eﬂxl([,m]) is similar to what we did in (1).
(4) Proposition [2.8] yields

|P<aronewi [l x1 (21,17 S € ONE <||P<510Ngw;?’9(0)|m + / | P<cro e (i0; + Ay

.

< elORY,
Now the proof of Claim is complete. O
We finish the proof of Lemma O

6. RiGIDITY THEOREM

We are now ready to prove the main theorem by a contradiction argument. We follow the induction
on energy method formalized in [24] 25]. Define the following functional

A(L) = sup{[ullzr) : v € Xl(f)»lil?slup [u()]l g2 < L, [I] <1}
€
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where the supremum is taken over all strong solutions whose full energy is less than L. By the local
theory, this functional is sublinear in L and finite for L sufficiently small. Note that this A(L) is also
non-decreasing. We define

(6.1) Lyyae =sup{L : A(L) < 4o0}.

Noticing the definition of L, showing Theorem is equivalent to proving that L.,q. > ||W /|| g1
while in [22] their goal in the defocusing setting was to show Ly, = oo. This difference is originated
from the different structure in the focusing dynamics and the possible existence of blow-up solutions
beyond the ground state. The most important part in this global argument is to derive a contradiction

assuming Lyae < [|[W]| 1. It suffices to prove the key theorem as follows,

Theorem 6.1. Consider L. defined in (6.1)), then Lyqz > ||W||H1(]R4).

Clearly Theorem implies the main Theorem The main strategy to prove Theorem is
that, by using the profile decomposition, we analyze the following four scenarios respectively,

(1) no profiles

(2) exactly one Euclidean profile

(3) exactly one scale-one profile

(4) multiple (Euclidean/scale-one) profiles

then rule out the possibility of all these cases to obtain the contradiction to the existence of such
Lynas- Notice that the first two cases are comparably easier. Now we prove Theorem via profile
decomposition.

Proof of Theorem[6.1. We prove Ly,q, > ||[W|| 71 by a contradiction argument. First, we assume that
Lynaz < ||W/||z:. Then by the definition of L., there exists a sequence of solutions wuy such that

limsup ||lu(t)|l g1 @ <73y = Limas,
te[—Ty,TF]
(6.2) vkl z(~1,,0) = 400,

llukll zco,7ry — +00,
where [T% + Ty | < 1.

Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢t = 0. Then we define

L(¢) = limsup [[ug(t)]l
tE[*Tk,Tk]

where u4(t) is the solution to (1.1)) with initial datum u4(0) = ¢. By Theorem after extracting
a subsequence, we can decompose the sequence in (6.2)) into a sum of Euclidean profiles G%a . and a

sum of scale-one profiles o where a, k € NT. More precisely, we can write

OBk’
J J
we(0) =D Foep D Fon, + BY
a=1 p=1

where R,{ satisfies

(6.3) lim sup lim sup ||e“AR,‘€]||Z(1k) =0.
J—o0 —00
Moreover, the almost orthogonality in Proposition and the almost orthogonality of nonlinear
profiles in Lemma [5.9| give that
li L L li L RJ = Lmam
im (3 Lo(@)+ Y La(8)+ lim L(R])

J—=J* —+o0
1<a<J 1<8<J
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where we denote

,CE(CV) = lim L(SE%?) S [OyLmaz]a

k——+oo

L1(8):= lim L(&gf) € [0, Linaa)-

k—4oc0

(6.4)

Note that in this section, we will constantly use ¢ and E in the Euclidean profile related context,
and employ w and 1 in the scale-one profile related context.

Denote UE"’ to be the solution of (|1.1)) with initial datum Q%C‘Jf‘ By Lemma and Theorem
for large enough k, U, ,;E "“ uniquely exists also in the time interval [T}, T*] and satisfies that

E,
sup U = Le(@) < sup ullgn < [IW| g1 gay,
te[—Tk,T*] te[=T,T"]

which matches the condition (5.11)) and hence allows us to apply the decomposition of UE " in
Proposition [5.7] later.

Case 1: No profiles.
That is, there are neither Euclidean profiles nor scale-one profiles, then

U (0) = Ri
Taking J sufficiently large, using the smallness of Ri (6.3)), we see that

i i do
e A uk (0| 21,13y = ll€™® Rl |l z(1-1.1)) < 5
for k sufficiently large, where dg = 0¢(Limaz) is given in Theorem Then we see from Theorem
that uj can be extended on [—1, 1] and that
5
lurllz—1,17) < 0§
which contradicts our assumption (6.2]).

Case 2: Exactly one Euclidean profile.
That is, there is only one Euclidean profile @}Qlk such that Lg(1) = Ly, where Lg(1) is defined

in (6.4). That is,
u(0) = po, + ok(1)

in H!, where O is a Euclidean frame.

In this case, since from Proposition the corresponding nonlinear profile Uy, satisfies
1Ukllz(1-1,1) SBaa(e) 1 and lim [[U(0) — ug(0) [ = 0
we may use Theorem [£.5] to deduce that

lurllz-1,1) S llukllxr=1.1)) Smes 1
with contradicts ((6.2]).

Case 3: Exactly one scale-one profile.
That is, £1(1) = Lya. and

up(0) = Do, +ok(1) in H,
where O is a scale-one frame. Hence uy (- — x3,0) — w strongly in H'. We define U is the solution of
(1.1) with the initial datum U(0) = w. First, we consider the case |Ty| — 0 or |[T*| — 0 as k — oo.
For simplicity, we only consider the case |T*| — 0. By the local well-posedness theory, there exists

d > 0 such that ||U||z¢,5 < 1. By the stability theorem (Theorem and the strong convergence
ug (- — 2k, 0) = w, for sufficient large k, we have that

lukll zo,r%)) < Ul z¢0,8)) < 1,
which contradicts (6.2]).
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Second, we consider the case limsupy_, |Tx| > 0 and limsup,_,., |T%| > 0. Suppose T :=
limp_yoo TF > 0 and Too := limp_00 Tk > 0 up to a subsequence. Suppose the maximal time of
existence of U is (—7_,T"). We claim that (—7_,7T") C (—Ts, 7). In fact, for arbitrary small
§>0,if Tt > T° + 26 by Theorem and the strong convergence, for sufficiently large k& we have

lurllz¢o,r%)) S Ul z(0,7+-5)) < o0,
which contradicts (6.2]). So T < 7°° and similarly we have T_ < To,.

Then using (—=7_,T7) C (=T, T°) and the strong convergence, we have

(6.5) sup U@ g < L1(1) = Linas < ||WHH1(R4) < 0.
te(=T-,T+)

However, by Theorem and the maximal time of existence, ||U|| z(—7r_ r+) = 0o which contradicts

(6.5)-

Case 4: At least two of all profiles are nonzero (multiple profiles).

In this case, £,,(1) < Ly for p € {E,1}. We will construct an approximate solution of (1.1]) with
initial datum u(0) whose Z-norm is finite and then derive a contradiction using Theorem [4.3

First, there exists n > 0 such that for all o« > 1, p € {E,1} and £,() < Lypaz — 1, we have
that all nonlinear profiles are global and satisfy, for any k, « > 1 and p € {E, 1} (after extracting a
subsequence)

N0 N z((=2,2)) < 2A(Limae —1/2) S 1.

Here we note that from now on all implicit constants are allowed to depend on A(Ly,q. —7/2). Using
Theorem it follows that

107 I xr (-1, S 1-

Umef,k = Z Z U,

1<a<J pe{E,1}

For J, k > 1, we define

Now we aim to prove that ||U1;’T0f,k||X1((_1,1)) < 1.

More precisely, we can show that there exists a constant C' < 1 such that for all k sufficiently large
J 2 a2 2
||Uprof,k||X1 + Z Z ||Ul’:a |X1 < c
1<a<J pe{E,1}

uniformly in J. We take §o(2Lmaz) defined in Theorem It is obvious that there are finitely many
profiles such that £,(a) > 52—0, w € {E,1}. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there
exists an A € NT such that for all « > A, £,,(«) < dy. Similar to the defocusing case, we have

Uhop iz =10 D > UL lx -1

1<a<J pe{E,1}

<> D URlxrcany 1D, DD U =AU 0)x0 (-1

1<a<Ape{E,1} A<a<J pe{E,1}

et 3T > UR0)xr (<1

A<a<J ue{E,1}

<I YD Y UExeiy+ DL Y, Lule)?

1<a<Ape{E,1} A<a<J pue{E,1}

1Y D U Ol exrs

A<a<J pe{E,1}

SA+ Y > Lu@F4] > > U O)m e S 1.

A<a<J pe{E,1} A<a<J pe{E,1}
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The bound on > |UE|% is similar.
1<a<lJ pe{E,1}

Then we are now ready to construct the approximate solution. Let F(z) = z|z|? and we have
F(G)u = 2GGu + G*a.
For each B and J, we define gf"] to be the solution of the initial value problem:
i0g + Apxrag + F (US ;1) =0, g(0) = Ry.
The solution gf"] is well defined on (—1,1) for k > ko(B, J) and satisfies:

g Ilx1((—1.1y) < C

for some Cl independent of J and B. In fact, this follows from splitting R into O(C') intervals I over
which ||UZ wrof k|l z(1;) is small and applying the local theory on each subinterval.

Now we can define the approximate solution using the sum of all the nonlinear profiles. We let (A
will be chosen shortly)

AN A A )
U,?pp Upme +gk U;Ofk where U;Oﬁk = Z ZUIQ“X
A<a<J p
satisfy the bound for any 1 < A < J,

J
1O

for k large enough (depending on J). Applying Theorem with M = 6(1 +C + Cl) we have a
g1 =a(M) < m for some K sufficiently large, such that if the error term defined below
with N-norm bounded by €;. Then we can upgrade the uniform X*((—1,1)) bounds into a
uniform bound on |Jux|| z((=1,1)), hence deriving a contradiction.

x1((~1,1)) < 3(C+C)

First we choose A such that:

(6.6) 1050 k3 (—1,1)) + Z Z\|U,f’a||§(1((,111))§5}0.

A<a<l]

for any J > A and k sufficiently large.

After fixing A we can rewrite the error term as

(6.7) er = (i0, + AU — F(UP»7)
AJ a A,
= _F(U;ﬁraf,k + 9 U;ff k Z F(Ulg ) + F (Uprof k)gk !
1<a<J,u
A,J
(6.8) = —F(U{iof k1 95 U;«ff k)t F(Uprof rton!)+ F(U;éf,k)
A,
(69) F(Uprof k + gk ) + F(U prof, k) + F (Uprof k)gk !
(610) F(Uprof k) Z F(Ulgﬂa)
1<a<A
(6.11) —FUS )+ > FUR).
A+1<a<Jpu

We will estimate the four terms separately.

Before we do the calculation, let us state two useful lemmas.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that U,‘;‘,U,ﬂUlz are three nonlinear profiles from the set {U"" : 1 < a <
A, € {E,1}} such that U and UkB correspond to orthogonal frames. Then for these nonlinear
profiles:

lim sup || UL ULTY ||((-1,1) =0

k—+o00
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where for § € {a, 8,7}, ﬁ,f e {U2, U},
Lemma 6.3. For any fized A, it holds that:

lim sup lim sup Hg,‘:"JHZ((,Ll)) =0.
J—=oo  k—oo

Proofs of Lemma[6.3 and Lemma[6.3 The proofs of Lemma [6.2] and Lemma [6.3] are similar to the
proofs of the defocusing analogues, i.e. Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4 in [22], respectively. Note that in
particular the decomposition of the nonlinear profiles plays an important role in the proofs of Lemma
and Lemma For the nonlinear Euclidean profiles U#*“, we have recovered the decomposition
as in Proposition and for the nonlinear scale-one profiles UM?, the corresponding decomposition
can be easily achieved similar as in Corollary O

To finish the proof for the last scenario, we discuss the estimations of terms in , (16.9), (6.10)
and (6.11)) respectively. The process is almost the same as the defocusing case. Lemma Lemma
and nonlinear estimates in [22] (Lemma 4.2) are often used.

First, we estimate:

A, J €1
1B v(-1.10) S UUpros i + 9 lxr (=11 + 1Uprig il x (=100 2 MU ellxr (= 1,1)) < 1

for k large enough.
By Lemma we estimate:

16D vi—11)) S Uror s
for k > ko(J) if J is big enough.

g &

4

A
|x1((=1,1)) + g5

A, ! A,
|X1((—1,1)))2||9k J”Z’((—l,l)) S@+Q )2||9k JHZ’((—l,l)) <

By Lemma we estimate:

110D n((~1,1)) Sa > [T UL 2 UL | —1,1) <
(a1,p1)# (2, p2)

|0

if k is big enough.
By 7 we estimate:

A ,Q €1

IETD v (-1.0)) S MUkl a0y + Z 10 e sl (1,1 < 1

A<a<lJ
As last, using Theorem we obtain that uy extends as a solution in X!((—1,1)) satisfying:
el z((-1,1)) < 400
which contradicts (6.2)).

O
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