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Threshold solutions for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation

Luccas Campos, Luiz GUSTAVO FARAH, SVETLANA ROUDENKO

Abstract

We study the focusing NLS equation in RY in the mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical (or
intercritical) regime, with H' data at the mass-energy threshold M& (ug) = ME(Q), where Q is
the ground state. Previously, Duyckaerts-Merle studied the behavior of threshold solutions in the
H'-critical case, in dimensions N = 3,4, 5, later generalized by Li-Zhang for higher dimensions.
In the intercritical case, Duyckaerts-Roudenko studied the threshold problem for the 3d cubic
NLS equation.

In this paper, we generalize the results of Duyckaerts-Roudenko for any dimension and any
power of the nonlinearity for the entire intecritical range. We show the existence of special
solutions, QF, besides the standing wave e, which exponentially approach the standing wave
in the positive time direction, but differ in its behavior for negative time. We classify all solutions
at the threshold level, showing either blow-up occurs in finite (positive and negative) time, or
scattering in both time directions, or the solution is equal to one of the three special solutions
above, up to symmetries. OQur proof extends to the H!'-critical case, thus, giving a different and
more unified approach than the Li-Zhang result.

These results are obtained by studying the linearized equation around the standing wave
and some tailored approximate solutions to the NLS equation. We establish important decay
properties of functions associated to the spectrum of the linearized Schrodinger operator, which,
in combination with modulational stability and coercivity for the linearized operator on special
subspaces, allows us to use a fixed-point argument to show the existence of special solutions.
Finally, we prove the uniqueness by studying exponentially decaying solutions to a sequence of
linearized equations.
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1 Introduction

We consider the focusing energy-subcritical nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation in H'(RY), N >
L

. A p—1 _
{z@ﬂﬁ- u+ |[ulP~u =0, (11)

u(z,0) = ug(x) € H'(RY),
1 Lj N >3,
where1+%<p<2*_1;: TN =z
+OO, N = 1,2

When N > 3, we also consider the focusing energy-critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation in

H'(RN) with nonlinearity power p. := %

{i% + Au [ufPe e =0, (1.2)

u(z,0) = up(x) € H'(RN).

The equation (L)) is considered in the inhomogeneous space H!(RY) with the norm || ||z =
I fll2 + IV £l 12, while (I2) is studied in the homogeneous Sobolev space H'(RY) with the norm

[l = IV Fllz2
Note that (L) and (2] are invariant under scaling. Namely, if u is a solution, then

us(z,t) = 5P_31u(5x, 6%t)

is also a solution to the same equation, for any § > 0. Computing the homogeneous H* (R™) norm
yields

_ 5 (3-75)
[us(- )l gs =0 =, )| g -
Hence, the scale-invariant norm is H*(RY), where

N 2
Se=—— ——

2 p—1
The conditions on p are equivalent to 0 < s, < 1 in (1), and to s, = 1 in (2.

In addition to scaling invariance, the equations (1)) and (2] exhibit several symmetries, such as,
space translation, time translation, phase rotation and time-reversal. Indeed, if u(z,t) is such a
solution, so is

ey (z + xg,t + tg) or €Pu (x + xo,t + o),

with (6o, xo,t0) € [0,27) x RY x R,

All these symmetries leave the H® norm invariant. Another symmetry that does not have this
characteristic is the Galilean boost, given by

eix'goe_it‘€°|2u(:n —2ot,t), & RV,
Moreover, if ug € H'(RN), solutions to (ILT)) and (IZ) conserve the energy

Bu(t) = 5 [ IV = — [ OP* = Bw).



and whenever uy belongs to L2(RY), the mass

Mu(®) i= [ u)? = M(uo)

and the momentum
P(u(t)) := Im / At Vu(t) = Pluo)

are also conserved.

The Cauchy problem for (II) was first studied by Ginibre and Velo [17]. Namely, for initial data
ug € H I(RN ), there exists a non-empty maximal interval I and a unique local-in-time solution
u: RN x I — C that belongs to CYHL(RYN x .J) for every compact interval J C I. Moreover, the
map ug — u is uniformly continuous and wu satisfies the Duhamel formula

. t .
u(t) = ePug —I-/ e =98y P~y (s) ds
0

for all + € I. The solution is also known to be in L{W}"(RY x J) for any Strichartz pair (g,7) (see
Section [2).

In the energy-critical case, the Cauchy problem for (2] was first considered by Cazenave and
Weissler [7]. They proved that, for initial data ug € H', there exists a unique solution defined on
a maximal non-empty interval I, satisfying the corresponding Duhamel formula and belonging to
COHLRN x .J) N Li(xNH)/ (V=2) (RN x J) for every compact interval J C I. Later works [10}341[39]
proved that the map from the initial data to the solution is also uniformly continuous.

The impossibility to extend the solution to all times is related to the concept of finite-time blow-up.
We say that a solution to (LI)) blows up in finite positive time 7' > 0 if

lim [Vu(®)]2 = +ox.

For the energy-critical case, given that the scale-invariant norm is H L(RM), this criterion is not
enough to preclude the possibility of continuing the solution. Rather, we say that a solution to
(C2) blows up in finite positive time 7" > 0 if

T 2(N+2)
/ /|u(x,t)| N=2 dxdt = 400.
0

In a similar way, blow-up in finite negative time is defined.

Solutions to (LI) and (L2]) can also exhibit a scattering behavior in the energy space. We say that
a solution to (LI) scatters forward in time if it is defined for any ¢ € [0,400) and there exists
¢ € HY(RYN) such that
l‘ t _ ’ltA — X
Jimlu(t) = el =0
In the energy-critical case, the definition is the same, except that the H L(RN) norm is used instead.

Scattering backward in time is defined analogously.
The Li(xNH)/ (N=25¢) 1orm also plays an important role in the scattering theory (see, for instance,

Cazenave [0, Chapter 7]): solutions to either (LII) or (L2]) defined on the time interval [0, +00)

scatter forward in time if
o0 2(N+2)
/ /|u(:17,t)| N=2s¢ dxdt < +00.
0



By the time-reversal symmetry a similar scattering criterion backward in time can be obtained.

Besides finite-time blow-up and scattering, there is the concept of standing waves. Consider the
elliptic equation

A — (1= se)i + [P~y = 0. (1.3)

It is known that, for s. < 1, this equation admits the unique radial, positive solution in H'(RY),
which we call the ground state and denote by Q = @, n (see Strauss [36], Berestycki, Lions and
Peletier [4], Kwong [28] and also Tao [38, Appendix B] for a textbook exposition). If @ solves (L3]),
then the standing wave

u(z,t) = e'Q(x)

is a solution to (ILI]) that neither blows up in finite time, nor scatters, in any time direction. On the
other hand, if s, = 1, since the equation (3] is invariant by scaling, the radial positive solution to
(L3) is not unique. In this case, an explicit solution is given by

. 1
N-—-2 ’ 2 N-oz-
(1+ vii)
This solution is commonly denoted by W, and we shall often do so.

A simple calculation shows that W € H'(RY) for any N > 3, and that W € L*(RY) if and only if
N > 5. As its subcritical counterpart, the static solution u(x,t) = W (zx) to (L2) neither blows up
in finite time, nor scatters, in any time direction.

Also, the following Pohozaev identities follow from (3]

Jiar = 2220 [ war

fion - B2 ot o<

(1.4)

Remark 1.1. The choice of the constant (1 —s.) in [L3)) is only for convenience. If s. < 1 we can

modify Q and replace (1 — s.) by any positive constant by scaling. Similarly, if s. =1, the choice of

Qv = W is arbitrary, and we could have used any rescaled version of W. Since we will state
N—2°

our results up to a constant scaling (among other symmetries), there is no loss of generality.

The works of Weinstein [42] in the case 0 < s, < 1 and of Aubin [2] and Talenti [37] for s. = 1 give

the characterization of the ground state as the minimizer of

N(p—1 N—-2)(p—1)

(p—1) (
1 2—
11 S CnpllV Il Il 2 (1.5)

N-2
with equality if and only if f(z) = €Q(x + z¢), if 0 < 5. < 1, or f(x) = PN, Z W(Aoz + 70),
if s. = 1, for some 6y € [0,27), 79 € RY and A\g > 0. Here, Cl, is the sharp constant of
the inequality (LH]). In the subcritical case, the inequality (LH]) is known as (one version of) the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and in the energy-critical case, it reduces to the classical Sobolev
inequality.

The ground state is also associated with the threshold for a dichotomy between finite-time blow-up
and scattering. The behavior of solutions below the ground state level are now well understood for
both focusing energy-critical and energy-subcritical nonlinear Schrédinger equation. Indeed, for the



Cauchy problem (I.2)), solutions with FE(ug) < E(W) were considered by Kenig and Merle [26] in the
radial setting for N = 3, 4 and 5, introducing the concentration-compactness and rigidity approach
for dispersive models. They showed that if ||Vug|z2 < |[VW||12, then the corresponding solution
exists globally in time and scatters in both time directions. On the other hand, if ||Vugl/z2 >
IVW||12, then the corresponding solution blows up in finite positive and negative times (provided
it’s radial or of finite variance). Later, Killip and Visan [27] extended this result for N > 5, removing
the radial assumption. For the Cauchy problem (ILT]), this problem was studied by Holmer and
Roudenko [22] in the 3d cubic radial case. In [2I] for 0 < s. < 1, they consider the following
scale-invariant quantities
1—sc

Me(u(ty) = MO = EOO) _ ey,

l—sc

M(Q) = E(Q)

and

1-sc

Mgty = ol I9uellsz
QI35 IVl

Based on the concentration-compactness and rigidity approach, in [2I] they proved that if ME(ug) <
1 and MG(ug) < 1, then the corresponding solution exists globally in time and scatters in both
time directions. In [21I] they also proved that if ME(ug) < 1, MG(up) > 1 and either w is radial
or |xibo € L?(RY), then the corresponding solution blows up in both finite positive and negative
time, establishing the dichotomy result in the 3d cubic radial case. Later Duyckaerts, Holmer and
Roudenko [22] removed the radial assumption in the scattering result. Fang, Xie and Cazenave [I4]
and Guevara [19] (see also Guevara and Carreon [18]) extended this result to all intercritical ranges
and dimensions.

This dichotomy does not hold above the ground state mass-energy threshold. In [20], Holmer, Platte
and Roudenko proved blow-up criteria that included solutions above the mass-energy threshold. In
[13], Duyckaerts and Roudenko showed, for 0 < s. < 1, the existence of asymmetric behavior in
time of solutions to the NLS equation that are above the threshold and that scatter in one time
direction and blow-up in finite time in the other time direction (in fact, they showed that it suffices
to multiply the ground state by a quadratic phase to produce such a result). Moreover, they proved
a dichotomy-type result above the mass-energy threshold with some conditions on the variance of
the initial data.

At the threshold level, there exists a richer dynamics for the asymptotic behavior of solutions. In-
deed, for the focusing energy-critical NLS equation, this problem was first considered by Duyckaerts
and Merle [I1], in the radial case for N = 3, 4 and 5. In particular, they proved the existence of
special solutions that approach W as t — +o0o and either blow-up or scatter as t — —oo. Later Li
and Zhang [29] studied the case N > 6. For the focusing energy-subcritical nonlinear Schrédinger
equation, Duyckaerts and Roudenko [12] treated the 3d cubic case. The main goal of this paper is
to generalize the results in [12] to the entire intercritical range 0 < s. < 1. More precisely, we prove
the following.

Theorem 1.2 (Energy-subcritical case). For N > 1, there exist two radial solutions Q* and Q™
to (LX) in H'(RN) such that

1f ug is nonradial and has infinite variance, then there exists a sequence of times {t, } such that || Vu(ts)| 2 — +oo,
as shown by Holmer and Roudenko in [23].



o M[QF] = MI[Q], EIQ¥] = E[Q] , QF is defined at least on [0,+00) and there exist C, eg > 0
such that ‘
1QE(t) — €Q|| ;1 < Ce™ for all t > 0,

o [VQFl2 > IVQ|l2 and QT blows-up in finite negative time,
o IVQqyll2 < IVQ|l2 and Q~ is globally defined and scatters backward in time.

Theorem 1.3 (Energy-subcritical case). For N > 1, let u be a solution to (1)) such that ME(ug) =
1. Then, the following holds.

o If MG(up) < 1, then u is defined for all times. Moreover, either u scatters in both time
directions, or u = Q™ up to the symmetries of the equation.

o If MG(up) =1, then u = Q up to the symmetries of the equation.

o If MG(ug) > 1 and ug is either radial or |zv|ug € L*(RY), then either u blows up in finite
positive and negative time, or u = QV up to the symmetries of the equation.

There are two major difficulties in extending the previous results. The first one is to deal with low
powers of the parameter p. If p < 3, then the nonlinearity |u[P~!u is not a smooth function of (u, ).
Moreover, as the power of the nonlinearity is not an odd integer, the difference |u|P~lu — [v|P~1v
cannot be written as a polynomial. Therefore, we cannot use the same estimates as in [12], as they
rely heavily on H*(R") estimates, for large valuedd of s. Moreover, if p < 2, then the nonlinearity is
not twice real-differentiable. In order to perform the necessary estimates, we employ the fractional
calculus tools introduced by Christ and Weinstein [9] and Visan [40].

Another problem arises from the fast decay of the ground state (. When constructing the solutions
Q*, we must deal with some estimates that involve terms of the form ||Q~!f|/z~. Even though
(Q71f)(x) is pontwise defined for any function f, the exponential decay of @@ makes it harder to
obtain good estimates. Therefore, we have to carefully study the desired functions f to ensure that
they have the necessary decay. We establish the decay via several bootstrap arguments, and by
making use of resolvent convolution kernels associated to the corresponding elliptic equations.

It is worth mentioning that, in order to prove the classification in Theorems and [L3] one has to
change the orthogonality conditions that were used in [12], as in the lower dimensions they would
not necessarily ensure coercivity. See Remark [3.4] and the proof of Lemma for details.

Since our proof can be readily applied to the energy-critical case, we also state and prove similar
results for s, = 1 and N > 6. Note that p. < 2 happens exactly when N > 6, which again implies
that the nonlinearity is not twice real-differentiable. We have the following.

Theorem 1.4 (Energy-critical case). Let N > 6. There exist two radial solutions W* and W~ to
@2) in H'(RN) such that

o E[W*] = E[W], W* is defined at least in [0,+0c) and there exist C, eg > 0 such that

[WE(t) = W] < Ce for all t >0,

o VW ll2 > VW2 and W blows-up in finite negative time,

>To be precise, at least s > N/2, to make use of the fact that H*(RY) is an algebra.



o IVWyll2 < IVW|l2 and W~ is globally defined and scatters backward in time.
Theorem 1.5 (Energy-critical case). For N > 6, let u be a radial solution to ([L2]) such that
E(up) = E(W). Then, the following holds.

o If |ug|lgn < IW| g, then u is defined for all times. Moreover, either u scatters in both time
directions, or u = W™ up to the symmetries of the equation.

o If |luoll g = Wl g1, then u =W up to the symmetries of the equation.

o If [luollgn > Wl g1, and ug € L?, then either u blows-up in finite positive and negative time,
or u=WT up to the symmetries of the equation.

The last two theorems were originally proved by Li and Zhang [29], by means of weighted Sobolev
estimates. Since our approach is considerably different from [29], we include our proofs in this

paper.
Remark 1.6. By scaling, the condition ME(ug) = 1 can be read, without loss of generality, as

{M(UO) = M(Q)
E(uo) = E(Q).

Indeed, considering uos(x) = 5%%(5@, with § = (M(uo)/M(Q))ﬁ, gives the above condition
for ug 5. Similarly, the condition

MG (ug) < 1
(resp. “=", “>”) can be read as
[Vuollzz < [[VQl|L2
(resp. “=7, “>7). Unless stated otherwise, we shall adopt this simplification throughout the whole
paper.
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2 Notation and preliminaries

We will need the following tools from Harmonic Analysis.

Lemma 2.1 (Sobolev inequality, see Stein [35]). If0 < p—0 < N, 1< g<p < o0, and
1 p—o

¢ N

1
p



then the following estimate holds

[D7ull vy < Cl|DPul| agrny-

Lemma 2.2 (Leibniz rule, see Christ and Weinstein [9]). Let s € (0,1), pj,q; € (1,00), with
l—i+qij,j=1,2. Then

P D
HDs(fg)HLP(RN) <C (HDSfHLpl(RN)HgHqu ®N) + ||f||LP2(RN)HDSQHqu(RN)) . (2.1)
Lemma 2.3 (Fractional chain rule for Holder continuous functions, see Visan [40]). Let F' be a

Hélder continuous function of order 0 < o < 1. Then, for every 0 < s < a, 1 < p < 00, and
2 <v <1 we have

[1D*F (u)l| Lo vy < C|||u|a_§||Lp1(RN)HDVqu (2.2)

%ql (RN)’

ol 1,1
provided 5 = -+ - and (1 — ;5) p1 > 1.

Lemma 2.4 (Kato-Strichartz inequalities, see Cazenave [6], Kato [24], Foschi [15], Keel and Tao
[25]). Let N >1, I CR and 1 < g;,r; < 00, it = 1,2. If the pairs (q1,71) and (q2,r2) satisfy

1 1 1
— <N (— — —) or (gi,r;) = (00,2), i=1,2,

i 2
1 1 1 1
brden(-4-d)
qr Q2 e 2
and:
o If N =2, we require that r1,7r9 < +00,
e If N > 2, we consider two subcases
— non sharp case:
1 1
—+ — <1,
q1 42
N-2 N N-2 N
é ) é )
T T9 T1 T2
— sharp case:
1 1
— =1,
q1 42
N -2 - N N-2 N
1 ry’ 1 ry’
1 1 1
< <

Then the following estimate holds

‘/ A () ds
s>t

/ A () ds
s<t

< |F .
Lzngl + ’ qlL'r1 ~ ” ”LzéL;é



Definition 2.5. We say that the pair (q,7) is H®-admissible if 2 < q,r < +00, (¢,7, N) # (2, 00,2),
and

2 N N

S ="

q r 2

If s = 0, we say that the pair (q,r) is L?-admissible.

We define Strichartz norms for the energy-critical and intercritical cases separately.

Definition 2.6 (Critical case). Let I be a (possibly unbounded) time interval. Given 0 < &€ < w7,
N > 6, define the spaces

. 2N _
S(H'I)=LLY
2N 2(N—2) 2N(N-2)

. 2N 4 2NN —2)
S(HI_E,I) _ L?oLmN—2+2s mL;Lé\f72+s N LIs(N*‘l) Lm(N*2)2+467

. 2 2N
S(H 1) = L LY,
S(L?,1) = {L?L; (q,7) is L? — admissible} ,

2N

S'(L2, 1) = LILY™.

2N
N—¢
€T i

4
Remark 2.7. In particular, we make use of the following spaces in S(L*,I): L?OLQQC, L; L
2(N-2) 2N(N-2) 2N 2(N+2)  2(N+2) 16 8N
LIE(N74) LZJ‘\T(N72)72E(N74)’ L%L:é\f—2’ L[N*Z LxN§+4 ; and LIE(N72) L;Nfs(N72) .

Remark 2.8. By Sobolev embedding, if f € S(H',I) NV ~1S(L?, 1),
I s,y + 1D Fllscan—e,n S IV Fllsz,n,

and by Kato-Strichartz estimates, non sharp case,

/ A () ds
s>t

Remark 2.9. Note that the pair in S(H',I) is H'-admissible, the pairs in S(H' ¢, 1) are H'~¢-
admissible, the pairs in S(L*,I) and in the dual space of S'(L2,I) are L?-admissible, and the pair
corresponding to the dual space of S’(H_(l_e), I)is H=1=9) _qdmissible.

SIFs 2,y
S(L2,1)

S HF”S’(H*(FE),I) :

/ A () ds
s>t

S(H==.1)

Definition 2.10 (Intercritical case). Define the set

Ao = {(%T)Kq,?“) 18 Lz-admissible}.

For s € (0,1), define A, as the H*-admissible pairs that satisfy

2N 2N\~

i o< or < (f%) . V=3
2 2 \FY

1-s s 7 s ((1—8) ) ) N:2’
2 —
=5 < 1 < 00 , N =1,



and A_g as the H™*-admissible pairs that satisfy

()" <r < (#%) . Nzs
(&) == (&) -2
(1_22s)+ < r < 00 , N=1,
where (a™)’ is the number such that
1 1 1

e o T (at)!”
Let I be a (possibly unbounded) time interval. For s € [0,1), we define the following Strichartz
norms

Hu||S(L2,I) = Ssup ||UHL§L;,
(‘LT)E-AO
lull g5 = sup |lulpog
S(Hs,I) (A, Lo
and the dual Strichartz norms
= inf

ullyaen = inf gy e
sy = inf .

HUHS’(H ,I) (q,Tl)Ié.A,S HUHLC},L;’

Remark 2.11. By Sobolev embedding, if f € S(H*, I) N (V)~1S(L?, 1),
[ lscerse, ry S MV fllsez, n S KV fllsez,

and by Kato-Strichartz estimates, non sharp case,

/ A () ds
s>t

3 The linearized equation

SIFls ,
S(L2,1) $(L%D

/ A () ds
s>t

. S HFHS’(H*SCJ) :
S(Hse, 1)

In order to prove the main theorems of this paper, we need to carefully study (II]) and (2] around

“). Fora complex-valued

b

function f, we write f = f1 + ifs. We next introduce the following definition.

the ground state. We identify the complex number a+bi with the vector

Definition 3.1. For 0 < s. < 1, we define
L+ = (1 - Sc) - A _pr_17
Lo=(1—-s.)—A—-Qr !,

0 —-L_
L= <L+ 0 ) ,
R(f)=1Q+ fPHQ+f)— Q" —pQP~' f1 —iQP" ' fo,
K(f) =pQP~" fr +iQ"" fo.

10



If u is a solution to (I)), write u = e/ =%)*(Q 4 v). Then v must satisfy
O+ Lo =1iR(v), (3.1)
or, writing it as a Schrodinger equation,

10w+ Av — (1 — s)v + K(v) = —R(v). (3.2)
In the next two sections we recall some properties of the operator L.

3.1 The linearized operator

For 0 < s. < 1, we have, by a direct calculation,

L_(Q) =0,
Li(0xQ)=0, 1<EkE<N.

This implies
L(OxQ)=L(iQ)=0, 1<k<N.

Also, defining A f as the scaling generator 1% f+x-Vf, we have
L_(AQ)=—-L(AQ) =2(1-5.)Q, if 0<s.<1, and L_(AW) =0, if s.=1.

The above directions are obtained from @ by the symmetries of the NLS equation. Indeed, defining

iy L x
f[9007>\0790} (LE) =€ fo 3 f (/\— + xo) ,
)\6’71 0

we have

Q) 20,70,00]

(VQ,AQ,iQ) = 320, 2o, 00)

(%0,)0,00)=(0,1,0)

The following result is well-known, but for completeness we provide its proof here.

Lemma 3.2 (see [L1],[8]). Let o(L) be the spectrum of the operator L, defined in L?(RN) x L2(RY)
with domain H?>(RN) x H?(RN) and let 0.55(L) be its essential spectrum. Then

Oess(L)={iy: yeR |y >1—5s.}, oNR={—ep,0,e0} withey>0.

Moreover, eq and —eq are simple eigenvalues of L with eigenfunctions Yy and Y_ = Y, € S,
respectively. The null space of L is spanned by iQ and 0xQ, 1 < k < N (and, in the energy-critical
case, also by AW ).

Remark 3.3. By Lemma (32, if V1 = Re(V1) and Yo =Im(Yy), then
L Y1 =eY2 and L_Y> = —ep).

Furthermore, the null space of Ly is spanned by the vectors 0xQ, 1 < k < N, (and by AW, if
se = 1) and the null space of L_ is spanned by Q.

11



Proof of Lemma[32. In this proof, for brevity, we write V = QP! for 0 < s. < 1. Note that V
defines a compact operator from H' to L?.

Intercritical case. For convenience, from now on we rescale () in the intercritical case as to solve
AQ—-Q+ QP =0. (3.3)

This is in order to simplify the exposition, avoiding unnecessary parameters in the calculations.
The term (1 — s.) must be replaced by 1 in the definition of £ and in the standing wave solution
et Q) as well.

The operator L is a relatively compact perturbation of i(1—A), and therefore, has the same essential
spectrum. We now prove the existence of exactly one negative eigenvalue to L.

From the proof of Lemma [3.5, we see that L_ on L? with domain H? is non-negative. Since it is
1
also self-adjoint, it has a unique square root L2 with domain H'. It is equivalent to show that the

1 1
the self-adjoint operator P := L2L,;L? on L? with domain H* has a unique negative eigenvalue.
Indeed, consider the function

(AQaQ)L2
Z = AQ — ——2Q.
Q (QvQ)LQ Q
One can check that Z € H?, Z € {Q}* and, for 0 < s, <1,
_ N*(p—1) 4 +1

_1
Defining h := L_27Z € Q™, one also has
1 _1
h=(L2L~YWL='L)Z=L"'L ?L_Z e H?.
For € > 0, choose h. € H* such that h. L Q and ||h — h.| s < e. We have

1 1.
inf (Pf7 f)L2 < (L+LE};L€7LEhE)L2
et Iz T 177

<0,

if € is small enough.

Hence, by the minimax principle, P has a negative eigenvalue —e3 and an associated eigenfunction
1

g. Defining Y, := L2g, Vs := %Lerl, and Y4 := Y1 £1i)s, we have LY+ = £ep)+. Uniqueness
of the negative eigenfunction of P follows from the non-negativity of L, on {QP}*. The assertions
about the kernel of £ follow from the coercivity given by Lemma

It remains to prove that Yy € S (]RN ). It suffices to prove this assertion for }; = ReY;. The
differential equation for ) is

[(1 = A)? + €l = [pV? + V(1 = A)Vr — p(1 = A)[V ). (3.5)

Since the Fourier symbol of (1 — A)? 4 €3 is (1 +|£]?)2 + €2 ~ (1 + [£]2)?, and V, Y, € H?(RY), we
have that )} € H® for all s > 0. As in [I1], we show that for all non-negative integers k, s and all
¢ € C°(RY), we have

C(p, s, k)

lp(z/R) V1 |lms < I

for all R > 1. (3.6)

12



Indeed, the inequality (3.6]) holds if £ = 0, for any s > 0. By induction, we show that if it holds
for (k, s), it also holds for (k + 1,5 + 1). Given ¢, consider ¢ € C°(R™) such that ¢ is 1 on the
support of ¢, so that we have p0%p = 0%p for any multi-index a. Since ) and its derivatives decay
(more than) polynomially, (35]) gives, for s > 3,

loa/R)(1 — A + AVillae-s < ZNp/RWlles < /R e

Using the trivial commutator estimate ||[(1 — A)2 + €3, ¢(z/R)]| gs—3_ms—3 < C/R, we get

C, .
le(@/R)Villzeer = [[[(1 = A)* + eg](o(@/R)V1) s < LlIG(/R)V e
By the induction hypothesis, we get ||¢(z/R)V1| gs+1 < C/RF1 as desired. The same argument
shows that, if A € R\c (L), then (A — £)"1S(RN) c S(RV).
C'ritical case.

The range of the operator L_ is no longer closed, but the operator 1 + L_ is invertible on {Q}*.
Therefore, for any ¢ > 0, one can take G, € H? such that

IL_Ge — (1+ L_)Z]||z2 < e.

1 1 1
Letting he == (1+ L_)"'L2G. = L2(1+L_)"'Ge = 1+ L_)"Y(1+L_)"2L2(1+L_)"2G, € H?,
we have

1
IL2he = Z||g= = [|(1 = A) (1 + L) T [L-G: = (1 + L) Z]|| 2
<elllt =V = A) T e e

- - - 1 1
Choosing h. € H* such that h. 1 Q and ||he — he| gs < &, and recalling P = L2 L, L? and (34),
we get o

(Phe,he)pe = (Lo Z, Z) 12 + O(e).

Thus, if € is small enough, the conclusion follows. The regularity and the decay of Yy follow
analogously from the argument for the intercritical case. O

Consider the bilinear form
1 1
B(f.g) = §(L+f1791) + §(L—f2,92)
1—s. 1 _
/f1'91+§/vf1'V91—§/Qp g1+

2
1—s, 1 1 -~
t— /f2'92+§/vf2'V92—§/Qp ! fago,

and define the linearized energy

®(f) =B(f,f) = %(L+f17f1) + %(L—f2jf2)

1—se 5 1 9 1 —1 2 2
=2 19+ 5 [IVIR = 5 [ Q@ AR + 1P,

13



If 0 < s. < 1, one can check directly that, for any f, g € S(RY),

B(f,9) = B(g, f),
B(Lf,9) = —B(f,Lg),

B(iQ, f) =0,
B(0yQ,f) =0,k <N, (3.7)
B(AQaf) = _%/prlv
O(Vy) =2(V-)=0.
In the energy-critical case, we have
B(AW, f)=0.

If 0 < s. < 1, consider the following orthogonality relations

/Qv2 _ /akal —0, 1<k<N, (3.8)
/ Qv =0, (3.9)
/yl’v2 = /y2?11 = 0. (3.10)

Denote by G+ the set of v € H' satisfying (3.8) and (33), and G* the set of v € H' satisfying
(E) and (E10).

Remark 3.4. Differently from [12], we use the orthogonality condition (39) instead of [ AQu; = 0.

We make this choice in order to be able to prove coercivity in all dimensions, specially in dimension
N =1.

By direct calculations, one sees that

Pspan{vQ.iq}y = 0

and
1
B(Q) = —1% /QPH <0. (3.11)
If s =1, consider the directions W, W, AW = %W +z-VW and W, 1 < k < N, in
the Hilbert space H' = H!'(RY C) with real inner product defined in ([3I2). Denote by G :=
span{W, VIW,iW, AW} and by G its orthogonal complement in H' with

(f,9) = /Vf1-Vgl +/Vf2'Vg2 = Re/Vf-Vy. (3.12)

Let G be the set {v € H'; v L span{VW,iW, AW}, B(Vy,v) = B(Y_,v) = 0}.
By direct calculations, one sees that

Q| span{vw,iw,aw} = 0

14



and
2

YW= ey <

0, (3.13)

where Cy is the sharp constant for Sobolev inequality for the embedding HY(RN) — L~ (RM).
The following lemma shows that ® is coercive in G+ U G*.

Lemma 3.5. For 0 < s, < 1, there exists a constant ¢é > 0 such that, for any f € Gt UG+t

o(f) > el 7

This result was proved in a different context in [33], in the energy-critical case, and in [12] in the
3d cubic case. We give here the proof for all 0 < s, < 1, in any dimension.

Proof of Lemma [33, energy-critical case.
Step 1. Coercivity in G*. We adapt here the proof in [33] to our context.

Let I : SN — RY be the “stretched” stereographic projection of the sphere S onto RY, with
respect to the North pole, defined by
1 ZTj

= 1 <i<N.
ENN - 1—ang T

If y = Iz and v is a real function is defined on R, we define a function v on SV by

By integration by parts, one can check that

/N Vg ul2do = 2N 2 /N (IVof? = Wwreo?) dy,
S R

and

2N
2 — Pe,,2
/SNuda N(N—Z)/RNW vedy.

The spectrum of Agn is well-known [5]. Namely, for the first eigenvalues A, with multiplicity ny

and associated eigenfunctions uy o, with a = (a1, -+ ,an) € Zgo, we have
)\QZO, TloZl, U()Zl,
A =N, ny =N +1, Ul,j = Ty, 1§j§N—|—1,

)\2:2(N+1), 7”L2:2N—|-3

Therefore, if v L W in H?, then u is orthogonal to ug, and we have

41
V 2 _ |/‘/pc 2 71 M)pc 2
/RN (’ vl U)dyzN(N_m/RN vidy,

which is equivalent to

4
\/ 2_‘121762 V 2
/RN(| vl U)dyZN+2/RN| vldy.

15



Similarly, if v | span{W, VW, AW} in H', then u is orthogonal to ug, u1;, 1 <4 < N 41, and thus

4
V 2 _ |/‘/pc 2 72 M)pc 2
/RN (’ vl U)dyzN(N_m/RN vidy,

which is equivalent to

4
2 PDe,,2 2
/RN(IWI peW v)dyZ—N+2/RN|W| dy.

Therefore, we proved that, for h € G,

4
> — 71
B(1) 2 5 Il
Step 2. Coerciveness of ® in G*.

We first claim that B(Y;,Y-) # 0. If B(Y4,Y-) was 0, then & would be identically 0 on
span{ VW, iW AW, Y., YV_}, a subspace of dimension N + 4. But this cannot happen, given ®
is positive definite on G, which is of codimension N + 3.

We now show that ®(h) > 0 on G\{0}. Assume, by contradiction, that there exists h € G\{0}
such that ®(h) < 0. Recall that ker £ = span{VW,iW, AW}, and that, by definition of G*+\{0},
B(Y+,h) = 0. Hence, the vectors OyW, 1 < k < N, iW, AW, Y, and h are mutually orthogonal
under the symmetric form B. Since

(W) = ©(iW) = ©(AW) = (V) =0,

we get
q>|span{VW,iW,AW,)}+,h} <0.

We claim that these vectors are independent. Indeed, if

> W+ BiW + yAW + 6Y, + eh = 0,
k

then
5B(y+7y—) =0,

and since B()Y+,Y-) #0, § = 0. Therefore, the claim is proven, since Oy W, iW, AW and h are
orthogonal in the real Hilbert space H?!.

To prove coercivity, we rely on a compactness argument. Suppose, by contradiction, that there
exists {h,} C G such that
lm ®(h,) =0, ||hn|g = 1.

Up to a subsequence, we may assume h,, — h* weakly in H'. This implies h* € G+. Since the
operator [ WPe=1|.|? is compact, we have [WP<~1|h,|? > 0 and

®(h*) < liminf ®(hy) = 0.

This contradicts the strict positivity of ® on G-\{0}.
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Proof of Lemma 34, intercritical case. Since the explicit formula for () in the intercritical case is
not available, we cannot proceed as in the energy-critical case. We follow here [41] and [12].

Step 1. Non-negativity on G. Define the functional

(e ()
[iap+

where
Jo N 2p+2-N(p—1)
4 4 ‘
By the sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, one can see that this functional achieves an absolute
min
imum at Q. Therefore, the minimization condition di;g,] (Q + €h)je—o > 0 for all functions h € H 1

gives (/Q2> [ </AQh1> - % (/Qh1)2 B </Qph1>2] .

Since a and b are positive if 0 < s. < 1, we have that ®(h) > 0 if [ QPh; = 0. Therefore, ® must
be non-negative on G-+.

Step 2. Coercivity on G+. We now employ compactness to show that, for every real function
h e Gt
(Lih,h)pe Z ||hllp2, and (L-h,h)r2 Z [|h| Lz

If we prove both inequalities, then (again) by compactness, the coercivity follows. Suppose that
there is a sequence of real H' functions {h,} in G* such that

lim (Lihy, hy)p2 = ®(hy) =0, and [|hy|[2 = 1.

n—oo

This implies
1 1
0 [IVhf==5+5 [@ b2+ o) 51

Therefore, ||Vh,|| < 1 and, for large n, [ QP~'h2 > 1. Passing to a subsequence, and recalling that
Q decays at infinity, we get that there exists h, € G such that

h,, — h, weakly in H', and /Qp_lhz > 0.
In particular, h, # 0. Moreover,
1
_ _ p—172 _
®(h.) < o limint [l — 2 tim /Q P2 = liminf @(hy) = 0.

Recall that ®(h.) > 0 by Step 1. Therefore, ®(h,) = 0 and h, is the solution to the minimization
problem
0= (Lihs, hi)r2 = I;lig(.[/_l’_h, h)r2, where
€

- {h € H' : ||h]| 2 = ||hs|| 2 and h € Gl} :

17



Thus, there exist Lagrange multipliers Ag, -+ , Ay+1 such that

N
Lih, = AQP + Z )\jan + AN11hs.
=1

Since h, € G+\{0} and (L hy, hy)r2 = 0, we have A1 = 0. By testing the last equation against
0;Q and using that L, (0,Q) = 0, for all £ < N, we conclude that

Lohy = \QP.

Recalling that L, Q = —p%lQp and ker(Ly) = span{V @}, we conclude that there exist py, -, un
such that

9
h, = — Ao

N
== @+ > 1i0;Q.
=1

Noting that [ Q9;Q = % [ 9;(Q?) = 0, and recalling that h, € G* gives p1; = 0 for all j. Therefore,

hy = 20 Q.
p—1

And, by direct calculation,

200 \°
(Lyhisho)pe = — (p _01) /Qp+1 <0.

This contradicts (L4 hy, hy)r2 > 0 and h, # 0, and proves that
(L+h,h)g2 2 (|A]l 22

for any real function h € G*. The proof for L_ is analogous. In particular, we have strict positivity
of ® on G+\{0} and, by compactness, the coercivity follows on G-+.

Step 3. Coercivity on G*. The proof relies on a (co)dimensional argument, together with compact-
ness, as in the energy-critical case. O

Unlike the energy-critical case, the ground state decays exponentially if s. < 1. In the next sections,
we need sharp bounds on the decay of @) and its derivatives. We start recalling the following result,
proved by Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg [16]. Recall that 2* = 2N/(N — 2), if N > 3 and 2* = +o0, if
N=1,2.

Lemma 3.6 (Gidas et al. [16l Theorem 2, p. 370]). For 1 + % <p<2—1, let Q € S(RY),
Schwartz space, be the unique radial positive solution of the equation [B3)). Then there exists C > 0
such that Nl

lim |z|7z elflQ(z) = C.

|z| =400

We next study the decay of solutions to the equation (3.3]). The next lemma, as well as its corollary,
might be known in the theory of elliptic equations. However, we could not find a specific reference,
and for convenience provide a proof here.
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Lemma 3.7. Let f € S(RY) and A € R. If f solves
1I-A+X)f=G

with
e—a|m|

< -
G(o)| S (1+\$!¥)b’

forO0<a#Rev1+Xi, 0 <b#1, then

: min{b,1} (e_‘x\)min{avl’w o

(1+277)

Proof. Let ¢ = Rev/1+ Xi > 1. We recall the integral form of the resolvent (see [1])

PACIIRS

(1-A+X)"'G=KxaG,

where K € L*(RY) is such that, for |z| > 1,

e_c|m|
K(Z’) 5 N_1>
1+ |z 2
and, for |z| < 1,
—1+  for N > 2,

‘x‘_Q_
K(z) < ln|71| for N = 2,
1 for N < 2.

Consider first the case 0 < a < ¢. We estimate

e_alx_yl

(1 + |z —y|%)b

e / a\y| el F T
b,1 b
(1 + |:17| = mm{ I (1 + |z — y[ T )

K+G@)| 5 [ K@) dy

)mln{b 1}

e_alxl

S o [ K@ (141
(1+1277)

)mln{b 1} dy.

By (314) and (3.15)), the integral in the last inequality is O(1). For a > ¢, the estimate is

—c|:c|
K+ G(x)| < iy [ K@ (14197

(1+12177)

—clz|

)mln{l ,b} —(a—c)|z—y| dy

(&

(3.14)

(3.15)

< —(a—c)|z—y| clyl L
e i e [ O (1)

(147

Since the first integral in the last inequality is bounded uniformly in x, the lemma is proved.
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Corollary 3.8. For any multi-inder o € Zf, the following estimates hold
(i) |Q710°Ql| = < 400,
(i) |Q™eM10 Yy || < +o0, for some 0 < n < 1,

(i) ||Q LM ax[(L — X)L f]|lpe < +o0, for every A € R\a (L) and every f € S(RYN) such that
Q™ e®108 f|| e < +00 for some 0 < n < Re(v/1+ i) and any B € Z.

Proof. We first remark that Q is strictly positive, and thus, Q! is well-defined. Recalling Lemma
3.6, we have, for all z,

e_lxl
Qlz)  ——x=-
1+ |z 2

We differentiate (L3]) to obtain

(1-A)VQ =pR¥'VQ.
Since @ € S, by Lemma [37] and a bootstrap argument, we conclude ({l) for |«| = 1. Differentiating
(L3) and repeating the argument, we conclude (), by induction, for any multi-index «.

To prove (i), recall the differential equation for }; = Re()4)
(1=A-pQ" (1~ A Q" HY1 = €.

By factoring [(1 — A)? + €3] = (1 — A +ieg)(1 — A — iep) and using the item (fl), this equation can
be rewritten as

(1 —A+ieg)(1 — A —ieg) V1 = G2 (D),
where we define G(f) as a linear function on f and its derivatives up to order k that satisfies, for
any k > 1,

GLNIS Q¥ D [9°fl.

o<k

Writing g = (1 — A —ieg))s, we have, for any multi-indices a, f3,

(1 = A +iep)0%g = Gaj42(1)
(1 A ’ieO)aﬁyl = 8’89.
Therefore, using Lemma [3.7] and bootstrapping, we prove that Q1e"#lg*); € L for any multi-

index o, where 0 < n < Re(y/1 +ieg) — 1. The estimate on s is analogous, and hence, (i) holds.
We now turn to estimate (f). If g = (£ — A\)~!f, then, for any o,

{_8a(1 —A—=QF Mgy — N1 = 0 fy
0%(1 = A = pQP~1)g1 — Ad%g2 = 0 fo.
We can rewrite this system as

(1= A)? + N0%g1 = Gaj12(91) + Hyajz2(f),
where we define Hy(f) as a linear function on f and its derivatives up to order k that satisfies, for
any k > 1,

() S Y 10,

lor| <k
Bootstrapping similarly to the previous items, and noting that the argument to g» is analogous,
completes the proof of Lemma 3.7

0
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3.2 Estimates on the linearized equation

We now prove some estimates that will be used in the next sections. We start with estimates for
the energy-critical case.

Lemma 3.9 (Preliminary estimates). Let s, = 1, N > 6 (and then p. — 1 = Ni <1),0<
€ K N 5 and I be a bounded time interval with |I| < 1, and consider f,g € S(H',I) such that
Vf,Vge S(L? I). The following estimates hold

(i) IVK(Dllsrzey S HE IV sz,
(ii) IIV(R(f) = B(@)|srz2.0) SV = Dlsze.ny (VIS 1 + IV9l% 22 1)
+1D°(f = DI e 1y (19 Fllsazn + 1V llsaz,n) -
If N > 6, then also
(i6i) |D°K (Flgig-a-o.1 S HITZ 1D fllsgrn-e 1y

(iv) |D*(R(f) = Bl 5121 S 1D = Dl sn—.ry (IVFIR 1 + 1V9l% 3 1) -

Remark 3.10. It is necessary to treat the case N > 6 differently due to the low power of the
nonlinearity. If N < 6, then it is possible to estimate ||V(R(f) — R(g))|ls/(z2,1) at least linearly in
terms of [[V(f — g)lls2,r)- In higher dimensions, one of the terms must be in the form ||V (f —

)HZC(L% Iy which is not good enough for the fixed-point argument carried on in the next section. The

use of less than one derivative enables us to keep the desired linearity.

Proof of Lemmal3.9. We start by proving the following claim:

Claim 3.11. Let H be a map such that H(0) = 0 and [H(f)—H(g)| < C’|f—g|ﬁ for all functions
f,g: RN = C, N >6. Then, for all f,g € S(H',I)NV~LS(L% 1),

4
Df(H < ||V fl| V=2 Dg
[ D=( (f)g)HLI%LIAZ’% S f|’5(1\1]112)74N7§€VN72) [ H47N 2N
_4
+|’Vf|’iv HDEQHM 2) aN(N-2) -
e’ N—e N—4)" (N—-2)2+4¢

In other words,
1D (H (DN s zr-a-0.1) S IIVfIIS(Lz gl s 1y-

Proof of Claim[3Z11. By Leibiniz Rule (2I)) and Holder’s inequality, we can write

ID=(H ()9l » IHDI vz 1Dl anev—2)

L:z;( —2—¢) L(N72)2+45

HPI e

oo

2
LE

SIDHDI 5 2n g ||
LELI® 7 LE

DN y o vov—g DGl 2wy 2veves -

Ly ® [ZN=2=9) 5(N 4)Lm

2N
N 2—
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By Sobolev inequality,
HQH oy S HDagll 2y,

N— —2+¢
x ac

and since, by the assumption on H, |H(f)| < |f|m, we have, by Sobolev,

_4
HAON x o e SIFIT Sy S HVfo

LI z L2(N7275 g’ N 27 e’

It remains to estimate ||D°H(f)]| FIg Choosing v such that % < v < 1, by fractional chain
LI

ruld ([22) and Sobolev embeddings, we have

_4 _ e
2 v

e N- vy
ID°H(f) 171l Lt 2)e 1P fHngq1

[

SIVANE IV A,

where we choose py = g9 = ﬁ?]fv—m € (1,+00), and p; and ¢; must satisfy

and

These conditions can be easily satisfied if ¢ is small enough (depending only on the dimension). The
claim is now proved. [l

The estimate (i) of Lemma follows directly from Sobolev inequality and Claim BIT] by taking
4
H(W) = |W|¥2, and from the fact that |[VW| € L2 N L, if N > 6.

To prove (f¥), note that R(f) = WPeJ(W™Lf), where J(2) = [1 4+ z[Pe (14 2) — 1 — 2efly — Pl
is C1(C). Tts derivatives J, and J; satisfy J,(0) = J:(0) = 0 and, if N > 6, are Holder continuous
of order p. — 1 < 1. Therefore, writing

R(f)—R(g) = wr! /01 LW sf+(1=8)9)(f —9)+ T(W ™ (sf + (L —5)9)(f — g)ds, (3.16)

we can apply Claim B3I to estimate each term in (B.I8), taking H(f) = WPl (W~Lf) or
H(f) =WPLJz:(W~Lf). Estimate (i) then follows directly.

To prove (), we write
IVE(f)| S WP VW[ f| + WPV 1.

3This is where the hypothesis N > 6 is used, as the fractional chain rule requires 0 < 4/(N —2) < 1.
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Using the fact that |09W (z)| < Co|W ()| for every multi-index o € Z¥ and all z, we have, by
Hoélder inequality

IVE ()]l

HfH YA IVl

L2Lg£V = 12

2
Lt t

1
NYE (”f” 2N+ HVfHLgOLg> :
LeoL]

L‘

2N AN

Note that we used that W € LY >NLY? , which follows from the fact that W &€ L?L, NLY,if N > 6.
The inequality follows from Sobolev embedding.

We finally turn to estimate (). Write

V(R(f) — R(g)) =pWP'VW(J(W ' f) — J(Wg))
(a)
+ WP LW AV — WPl (W) Vg

®)
+ WP L (W LAV - WPl (W) Vg
()
+ WP 2YW (WL f — WP 2VW (W Lg)g
(d)
+ WP2YW (W) f — WP2VW I (W Lg)g
(e)

To estimate (a), note that

@ swet [ LV st 4 (1 )g)(f — ) + Je(W S + (1 - )g) (F—g)lds
S (1A=t + gl ) I — gl.

Thus, by Holder and Sobolev inequalities,

1
< 5 pe—1 Pe—1
L S0 (nfanﬁN lll! QN)nf i,

Iz x

1 e—1 e—1
S1E (IV A1 + 199181 ) IV (F = )l zge 2.

We now estimate (b). By triangle inequality,

()] < WP L (WL H|[Vf = Vgl + WP I (WL f) — (W 1g)||Vyg|
<|fPHV(f = g)l + | f — glPeH Vgl
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So that, by Holder and Sobolev inequalities,

e—1 e—1
1)l SIAP an IV =9l | 2, 1 = al™ o IV0ll 2o
L%Lz LeLN- 3Ly L¥Ly Ly
e—1 e—1
SIVALe VU =l | e +ID°(F = 9I" ™ an IIVgll 2
i L%L LOOLN72 ]Lac

The estimate for (¢) is analogous. To estimate (d), we write

()] < WP L WH|If — gl + WP L (WL f) — L.(Wg)||g]
< |fPHf =gl + 1 f = glPe Mgl

Therefore, by Holder and Sobolev,

(D]
L?

c—1 c—1
S|P e lf = gll o +IE]f = gllP o ||g|| 2N
LOO

Lé\’ LY LY LeLY- LeLN 2

I

1 e—1 1 e—1
Lk IV AL 2 IV (f = 9llzserz + 21 D5(f — g)|P ez [Vgllogers.-

LeLN-

Since the estimate for (e) is analogous, the proof of Lemma 3.9 is complete.

0

The following Strichartz-type continuity argument follows from Lemma and will be useful in
proving the main theorems of this paper.

Lemma 3.12. Let h be a solution to (B2). If, for some ¢ >0, and all t > 0,
1A ()]l g2 S e, (3.17)

then, for allt > 0,
IVAlsz2, troc)) S € (3.18)

Proof. Differentiating (3.2]), we get
i0:(Vh) + A(Vh) + V(K (h) + R(h)) =
By Duhamel formula, Strichartz estimates and items (i) and (f) of Lemma 39 if 0 < 7 < 1,
l C

IVRlls 2, ) S IR + 72IVAIs@2, er) + VR 2 1y

By BI1T), we get, for some K > 0,
e 1 .
IVRlls(re, tpr) < K (e + 72| Vhllse, 4 + IVRIE 22 1m)- (3.19)

This implies, for large t,
HVh”S(LQ,[t,t—}—TO}) < 2K€_Ct, T = —5-

24



Indeed, assume by contradiction that there exists 7 € (0, 70] such that [|h||g(z2, [t.44-)) = 2Ke™, for
fixed ¢ > 0. Then, by (319,

2Ke™ < Ke ™ 4 2K2r3e ! 4+ (2K Ke Pt < 2Ke ™ 4 (2K )Pe K et

OJIC)T

o

which is a contradiction if ¢ is large. Therefore, by decomposing [t, +00) U [t+ 770, t+ (5 + 1)70]
7=0

and using the triangle inequality, we see that (3.I8]) holds. O

The following lemma is the intercritical version of Lemma [B.9] and its proof is analogous.

Lemma 3.13 (Preliminary estimates, subcritical case). Let 0 < s, < 1 and I be a bounded time
interval such that |I| < 1, and consider f,g € S(L?, I) such that Vf,Vg € S(L?, I). There erists
a > 0 such that the following estimates hold.

Forp>1:
@) KK (Ollsz2, ) S HIIKV) Fllscze, 1

(i) 1K)l grizi—ee. 1y S 190 szzee. 1y
Forp > 2:

(iii) I{9)R(f) = R@)llsz2.0y S IV = Dlseee, ) [109) Flseee, n + ) all sz,
+ M AWty + 1Tl )]
() ||R(f) — R(Q)HS’(H*Sc,I) SIf _gHS(HScJ [Hf”s Hse, 1) T HQHS(HSC I

U Woee. 1y + 190 e 1))

For1l <p<2:
(v) [(V)RS) = R@)s 22,1y SIS = Dllscez,ry (W ee sy + 1915 1)
15 = W ey (K9 Fllsaz, 1y + K995z, 1))

(i) 1B(F) = R@)gr-se,1y S 1F = allgiaree,ry (W5 chne 1y 00 1)

Proof. The estimates are very similar as the ones in the proof of the energy-critical case. We use
the following classical inequalities

llalP~"bllsrz2) < Nallg oy 1Bllsz2) S IKVDallsp) Ibllscz2y,

and
al?~ bl g (g-sey < HCLIIS(HSC 1Bl s grsey < ||<V>a||§(£z)||<V>b||5(L2),

which can be verified using the pairs (ﬁ(&_ll)),p—l- 1) e Ay, (%,p+ 1) € A, and

(%J)-F 1) € A_;,_, together with Sobolev inequality. Let us estimate, for example,
HV(R(f) - R(Q))HS’(LQJ). Write
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V(R(f) = R(9)) =pQ"'VQUJ(Q™'f) = J(Q "))
+ Qp‘lJz(Q_l(;))Vf - QP L(Q gV
+ QP‘IJZ(Q‘lf)Vf(i) Q"' Q' gV
+ QP‘QVQJZ(Q‘lf)(JC“)— QP 2VQJIL(Q " g)g
y
+Q"VQIQT ) (—)Qp‘2VQJz(Q‘lg)g :
(e)

Making use of |VQ| < @ (which follows from Corollary B.8]), we write (a) as

@15 Q™ [ VL@ 6r + (1= 90)(f — )+ J(Q 7 (5F + (1~ )9 (T~ s
Now, since

|21 — 22| (1 + [21/P72 4 |22]P72), p>2,
|21 — 2P, l1<p<2,

|2 (21) — Jo(22)| + |Jz(21) — Jz(22)] S {

we have

()] < {(Qp_z'f' +QURgl ISP+ g — gl P2
(1P~ + lglP=DIf = gl, l<p<2.

Thus, since Q € S(RY) and |I| < 1,
i@l < {(Hf\ls aree,ry Flalsqare ny F 1 s ree 1y + 190G oo IS = dllsrzzn, =2,
SED =V W e sy + 191 e IS — ol w21 1<p<2

We also have
IV(f = Dlseze,n KV Fllscze,n + 1KV £I%, (L2,1)

Il + 1ol 5 ) =2,
97 = lsis=» (A e gy + 9l e 1)

I = a5 (K9) F sz, + 1alsaen) . 1<p<2,
with the same bounds for (d) and (e). O

s 2, + I Dllsr 2, S

Remark 3.14. We do not employ the same estimates as in [12], since the nonlinearity |u[P~'u is
not a polynomial in (u,u) if p is not an odd integer. Therefore, instead of using H® estimates,
we rely on S(L?) and S(H®) estimates, that are more suitable for generalizing the result to all
dimensions and powers of the nonlinearity.

Remark 3.15. We employ a different approach than Li and Zhang [29], that divide all estimates in

regions where |f| > W or |f| < W. Instead, we use fractional derivatives to avoid some sublinear
estimates, resulting in a simpler proof.
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4 Construction of special solutions

In this section, we construct special solutions to the NLS equation (L2), in the sense that they are
on the same energy level of the ground state, converge to the standing wave in H! as t — 400, but
have kinetic energy different from ||[VQ)||2.

4.1 Construction of a family of approximate solutions

We start with a proposition that was first proved by Duyckaerts and Merle in [I1], for s. = 1, and
later in [12] for the 3d cubic case. We extend here those proofs to the intercritical case. The main
difference from the energy-critical case is that @) decays exponentially if 0 < s. < 1, so we need to
be careful with its spatial decay, as we make use of the estimates of the type ||Q~!f||r=. To this
end, we make use of the sharp decay estimate for @ given by (B.6]) and of the control on the spatial
decay given by Corollary [3.8]

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 < s, < 1 and A € R. There exists a sequence (Z,?)kzl of functions in

S(RN) such that Z4A =AY, and, if k> 1 and V,f = Z?:l e‘jeOtZ]A, then as t — +00 we have

OV + LV = iRV + O (e~ B Det) i SRY), (4.1)
where £ and R are given in Definition [3_1.

Proof. We prove this proposition by induction. For simplicity, we often omit the superscript A.
Define Z; = AYy and V) = e~%!Z;. Thus,
oV, + LV — ZR(V1) = —’iR(Vl).

Note now that R(f) = QPJ(Q1f), where J(z) = [1+2[P71(1+2)—1— ’%12 - p%li is real-analytic
in the disc {z : |z| < 1}, and satisfies J(0) = 0,J(0) = 9:J(0) = 0. Write its Taylor expansion as

J(z) = Z aij2' (4.2)
i+j>2
with the uniform convergence of the series and all of its derivatives in the compact disc {z : |2| < £}

Now, if s, = 1, since Z; € S(RY) and W decays polynomially, we have that [|[W 17|/ =~ < +oo.
For 0 < s. < 1, we make use of Corollary B8 (i), to conclude that ||Q~'Z;||r~ < +o00. In any case,
we can choose tg such that |V (t)| < %Q, for any t > to. Therefore, for large ¢, we have

1
IROV1)| < [1Q] ( > ‘aij‘ﬁ) QWi = ClQ' Wi

i+5>0

In the same fashion, we can use Leibiniz rule, equation (£2)) and items (i) and (f) of Corollary B.8]
to bound all the derivatives of R(V;). Using that V; = e~!Z;, we conclude that R(V;) = O(e™2¢0t)
in S(RY). Moreover, by Corollary B8.(), we have [|Q~ e 9*Z;| L~ < 4o0.

Now let £ > 1 and assume that V; is defined and satisfy (4.1]) for all i« < k. For 0 < s. < 1, assume
furthermore that, for all i < k, and all multi-indices o,

Qe 9% Z; || 1o < +o0. (4.3)
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Defining

€r = Vi + LV, — iR(Vk), (4.4)
note that .

Ve = (—jeo)e ' Zy,

j=1
so that (44 can be written as
k .
en(a,t) =Y eI (—jeg Zy(x) + LZk(x)) — iRVy(x,1)). (4.5)
j=1

Recall that, for all k, Z;, € S(RV). If 0 < s. < 1, we also have (Z3]). Therefore, for large ¢, and all
z, [Vi(z,t)| < 3Q(z). Writing R(Vy) = QPJ(Q~'Vy) and using again the expansion (ZZ), we get
by (&F) that there exist functions F; € S(RY) such that for large ¢

k+1
ep(z,t) = Z e IO Ry () + O(e=0 -2ty i S(RNY).
j=1

By (@1J), we conclude that F; = 0 for j < k, which shows

ep(z,t) = e~ ety 4 O(e (FH2)eot) (4.6)

Noting that (k + 1)eg is not in the spectrum of £, define Zy 1 = —(£ + (k + 1)eg) "' Fj11, which
belongs to S (see Appendix). Moreover, if 0 < s. < 1, Z;11 satisfies (£3]) with k replaced by k + 1.
By definition, we have Vi1 = Vi + e_(kﬂ)eotZkH. Furthermore,

€1 = e — e PO R i(R(WVipa) — R(VR)).

By @0), ¢, — e~ *tDeot = O(e~(*+2eot) Writing again R(f) = QPJ(Q'f), and using the
expansion (&2), we conclude that R(Vyy1) — R(Vy) = O(e~*+2)eot)  completing the proof. O

4.2 Contraction argument near an approximate solution

We now prove the key result of this section. The propositions for the energy-critical and for the
intercritical cases are stated separately.

4.2.1 Energy-critical case

We only treat here the case N > 6, as in the lower-dimensional cases this result is proved in [11].
The main difference here from [II] is that 0 < p. —1 < 1 if N > 6, so that the nonlinearity is no
longer C2, and its derivative is only Holder-continuous of order p. — 1. This introduces difficulties,
as the control of the convergence of VU4 to VW is not enough to close the contraction argument,
and we need to ensure that the higher order terms D?(U4 — W — V) converge faster to 0, for small
g > 0. The fractional derivative D® is needed here to avoid certain end-point Strichartz estimates,
which are not available for any combination of H!-admissible and H~!-admissible pairs.
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Proposition 4.2. Let N > 6. There exists kg > 0 such that for any k > kg, there exists t;, > 0
and a solution U4 to (IL2) such that for t > t;, and I(k) = [%k + %W (where [x] denotes the

least integer bigger or equal to x),

)N;Ze

(ks l
ID=(U* —w - Vl?k))HS(Hl—E’ [t,400)) = € (bt ° and

A A —(k+1)eot (4.7)
VU™ =W = Vii)llsr2, ftr00)) S €02

Furthermore, U4 is the unique solution to (L2) satisfying @) for large t. Finally, U4 is indepen-
dent of k and satisfies for large t,

[UA(E) = W — Ae™ 'Y, || < 720, (4.8)
Proof. Since A € R is fixed in the proof, we omit the superscripts A. Define
h=U"=W =V,
so that U4 is a solution to (IZ), if and only if, h satisfies
i0th + Ah = —K(h) — (RVy) + h) — ROVyw))) + i€y,

where ¢,y = O (e_(l(k)“)eot) in S(RY) for all k > 0. Therefore, the existence of U4 can be written
as the fixed-point problem

where

M(R)(t) = —Z'/;roo ellt=)a {—K(h) — (RO +h) — RViwy)) + Z'Gl(k)} ds.

Let first V > 6. We will show that M is a contraction on B defined by
B =B(k,tr) :={h € E: |hllg <1},
E = B(k,ty) = {h € S, [t, +00)), D°h € S(H' % [ty +00)),
Vh € S(L, [tg, +00)) : [hllp < +oo},
Il = sp €42 T D 1 ey + 5P €DV RIs122, 100

equipped with the metric

k4l)N=2
p(u,v) = ts;ltp e( +2) 4 eot”D&(u — U)HS(Hl*E,[t,—l—oo)).
Zlk

Let {h,} € B and h € S(H'¢,I) with p(h,, h) — 0. By reflexivity and uniqueness between the
weak and strong limits, h € B. This shows that (B, p) is a complete metric space. We will show
that M(B) C B and that M is a contraction.

By Strichartz estimates, there exists C* > 0 such that

VMM s22, o0y < C [IIVE (B 5122, 1. 400) (4.9)
HIVRVyry + ) — ROV st (2, [t400)) T IVewylls e, [t;i—oo))} ,
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1D M(B) s, ft400y) < C {HD‘EK(h)Hs/(H—u—s),[t +o0)) (4.10)
+ 1D (RWViky + 1) = ROVig)) | s (sr-a-o) 400

+ 1Dl (i--9, 400 -
and
| D=(M(9) = M) (41 1100y < € [IID°K (g = )l grgs1-0-9), 1 100 (4.11)

+ [[D*(RWyk) + 9) = RVury + Pl gr(ir-a-2, [t,—l—oo))} :

To finish the argument, we need the following estimates.

Lemma 4.3. For every n > 0, there exists /%(n) > 0 such that, if k > /%(77), then for any g, h € B
the following inequalities hold for all t > t;

. _ e
(i) IVE (Bl 5122, 400y < me~ 201 5,
(k142 e
(’l’l) ”V( ( +h) R(Vl(k)))HS’(LQ [t +oo)) S Cke (k+2+N72) 0t7

(ZZZ) ”DeK(h)”S’(H*(1*5)7[t,—f—oo)) Sne (k+ ) EOt (h7 0);

kly 16 )Nfzeot

(iv) |[D*(RVixy +9) — BViwy + M) g (gr-a-9), [t 400)) < Cke_( T (g, h),

(0) [ Veigny 5722, (o)) + D261 (17—, 1,00y < Cre™EHDTT 0L,

Indeed, assuming this lemma, choosing first 7 > 0 small enough, and then a large enough t;, we
see by (@Y) and (@L.I0) that M(B) C B. Moreover, by ([II), M is a contraction on B. Thus, for
every k > ko = k(n), there is a unique solution U A to (L2) satisfying (LT for ¢ > t;. Note that
the uniqueness still holds in the class of solutions to (L2)) satisfying (4.7)) for ¢t > ¢}, where ¢} > t.
Thus, uniqueness of the solutions to (L.2) shows that U 4 does not depend on k.

It remains to show Lemma 13l By Lemma BIL({), if 79 > 0 and t > t;, then
% (k‘-i—l)e()t
IVE(R)|[s/(12, ft147)) < CTg e V2 [h] .

Summing up this equation at times ¢; = ¢+ j7g, and using the triangle inequality, we get a geometric
series, whose sum is

(NI

T RS
HVK(h)HS’(LQ,[t,-‘roo)) < Cl - (k+0 ) eOTOe (k+2) Ot”hHE.

1
Choosing 19 and ko such that 7§ = 55 and ¢~ (k+3)eom < % , we get the estimate () of Lemma .31
The estimate (i) follows analogously from Lemma () -

We now turn to the item (). By Lemma B.9] (), we have

IV(RVigr) + h) = RV llsr 22, 1)) < (AIVARIsz2, ey + (B)IDR) T2 SU—< [t.441])’
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where
(A) S IVVi ||s 2, [ti+1) T ||Vh||S(L2 [t,t+1])

and
(B) SIVVi sz, ir,e41)) + IVRIlsz2, 1,41))-

By the explicit form of V} and the fact that h € B, we get
(A) + (B) < Cpe 0x-2",

Therefore,

[(RViy + 1) — ROV sz, 0417 < Cre™ “0F3 "(IVhllscre, e + ”Deh”s(Hl c ita41]))

< Cke‘(’”#m)@ot,

Since h € B, the triangle inequality and the sum of the resulting geometric series gives us ({).
As for the item (i), it follows analogously from Lemma B.9] ([iv]). The estimate () of Lemma 3]
follows immediately from (6] and from the bound

N -2

I(k)+1>(k+1) 1

Finally, given that U4 = W + V), + h with h € B, we see that, for large k,
IVA@)]lz2 < 3 Rl < &3,
and recalling the definition of V. given in Proposition 4.1l we have, for all k,
Vi) = Ae” 'Y, + O(e™20") in S(RY),

which proves (4.8]), and finishes the case N > 6.

For the case N = 6, note that N = 1, so that, by Sobolev embedding, only the space S(L?,1) is
enough for the contraction argument. Therefore, defining the space B as

B =Bk t) ={heE: ||h|g <1},
E = E(k,ty) = {h € C,H([ty, +00)) N S(H", [tx, +00)),
Vh e S(L2, [ty,+00)) : ||h]le < +oo},

k+1)

7]l = sup e+ 2O Vhllg 24 400y,
t>1g

equipped with the metric

1
p(u,0) = sup T2V (1 = v)|| 512, (1.400))-
t>tg

By Lemma [B.9] the analogous estimates of Lemma hold. Hence, the conclusion of Proposition
also holds for N = 6, finishing its proof.

0
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4.2.2 Intercritical case

Proposition 4.4. There exists kg > 0 such that for any k > ko, there exists ti > 0 and a solution
U4 to (L) such that for t >ty and I(k) = max{ P‘%ﬁ - W ,k}, we have

p
3 3 — Lymax{-—1-1}e
104 = Q= Vi s(gree o0y < €42 T (4.12)
and ' ' )
(W)U = Q= eV | 2,400y < €~ T2, (4.13)

Furthermore, U4 is the unique solution to the NLS equation (LI) satisfying @I3) for large t.
Finally, U4 is independent of k and satisfies for large t,

HUA(t) _ eitQ o Ae—eot+ity+|’H1 < 6_260t.
In view of Lemma [B.13] the proof of Proposition [£.4]is essentially the same as in the energy-critical

case, and we state Lemma [L.5] below for completeness. Note that (£I2]) is a consequence of (I3
in the case p > 2, due to the Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 4.5. For every n > 0, there exists /%(n) > 0 such that, if k > /%(77), then for any g, h € B
the following inequalities hold for all t > t;

. _ e
(i) VK (B)|gr(12. 1400y < me~FF2) |,
.. — min{p— e — De
(ii) [V (RVigey + h) = ROVl (12, . 400y) < Crre™ min{p=L1eote—(k+3)eot
— DY max{-1_1le
(iid) 11K (Bl g1 (1-se 100y < 7€ (k+3) max{zy Leot , p, ).

1

(iv) ”R(Vl(k) +g) — R(Vl(k) + h)”S’(H*Sc, [t,400)) < Cre~ min{P—l,l}eote_(k-i-%) max{ﬁ,l}eotp(g7 h),

— max L e
(v) Ve llsz2, 1t 400)) + N€imllsriri—se, t,400)) < Cke (bl max{z=r,eot
5 Modulation

Throughout the rest of the paper, we write, for 0 < s, < 1,

d(f) = IV £llzz = [VQIl2

If w is a solution to (1) or to (L2) and if there is no risk of ambiguity, we also write

5.1 Energy-critical case

The variational characterization of W, see [2,31L37], shows that, if E(f) = E(W), then

wlel[lka Hf[w’)\ﬁ} — WHHI S E(d(f))

A>0
0eR
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with € = €(d) such that
lim e(d) = 0.

6—0t

The goal of this section is to construct modulation parameters xg, A\g and 6y such that the quantity
d(f) controls linearly || fiz, xo.00] — Wllz1 as well as the parameters and its derivatives.

By making use of the Implicit Function Theorem, we can construct appropriate modulation param-
eters. The proof of the next two lemmas is very similar to the ones in [11], with the introduction of
a translation parameter, and will be given in Appendix.

Lemma 5.1. There exist 6y > 0 and a positive function e(d) defined for 0 < d < 0y, with e(d) — 0
as d — 0, such that, for all f € H' satisfying E(f) = E(W) and d(f) < &, there exist (z,),0)
such that

I frzne — Wl < e(d(uw)),
fien0 L span{ VW, iW, AW }.

The parameters (x,\,0) are unique in RN x R/2w7Z x Ry and the mapping u — (z,\,0) is C.
Let u be a solution to (2] and I be a time interval such that

d(t) < dp for all t € I.

For each t € I, choose the parameters (z(t), A(t),0(t)) according to Lemma [5.11 Write

Uiy 2 (0),000)] () = (1 + a(t))W + h(t), (5.1)

where
1

)= —(u W) — 1
Oé( ) ||W||H1 (’LL[ (®),A(t),0(¢)] )Hl

Note that a(t) is chosen so that h(t) € G*. By Lemma[5.Jl and a standard regularization argument
(see, for instance [32, Lemma 4] for details in a similar context), the map ¢ — (z(t), \(¢),0(t)) is
C'. We are now able to prove estimates on the modulation.

Lemma 5.2. Letu be a solution to (L2) satifying E(ug) = E(W). Taking a smaller éy, if necessary,
the following estimates hold on I:

la(®)] = [5(0) | ~ d(t) < 6 (5.2)
! / / A/(t)
/()] + 12 (®)] + 10'(8)] + W’ < A2(t)d(1). (5.3)

In the next two sections, we mainly consider radial solutions to (IL2]). Since the translation param-
eter is not needed, we write

. 1 T
f[>\o,9o](x) = vz f ()\_> '
)\0 2 0

In some results regarding compactness, the parameter 6 can also be omitted. In this case, we write

fing) (@) = Aoﬁf ()
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For solutions to (II]), since the scaling parameter is fixed (see Remark [LLG)), we use the notation

Fizo.00) () = € f(x + mg).

When 6y can be omitted, we write
5.2 Intercritical case

For 0 < s. < 1, the variational characterization of @ [30] shows that, if M(f) = M(Q) and
E(f) = E(Q), then

inf || fz,0 = QI < e(d(f)), (5.4)
z€R
6eR
with
lim €(6) = 0.
6—0t

As before, the goal here is to construct modulation parameters xy and 6y such that the quantity
d(f) controls linearly || fiz.6,) — @Iz, as well as the parameters and its derivatives. We follow
mainly [12] here, and the proofs for the next two lemmas are almost identical, thus, we omit them.

Lemma 5.3. There exist §o > 0 and a positive function e(d) defined for 0 < d < &y, with e(d) — 0
as d — 0, such that, for all f € H' satisfying M(f) = M(Q), E(f) = E(Q) and d(f) < &, there
exist (x,0) such that

[ fle) — Qller < €e(d(f)),
fizg) L span{VQ,iQ}.

The parameters (x,0) are unique in RY x R/277 and the mapping u — (z,0) is C*.

Let u be a solution to (IIl) and I be a time interval such that d(t) := d(u(t)) < d¢ for all ¢ € I. For
each t € I, choose the parameters (z(t),0(t)) according to Lemma [5.31 Write

e gy o) (1) = (14 o(t))Q + h(t), (5.5)
where y
Re(e= [ QPug,
alt) = e(e prfl[ 0001 L
Q71

Note that a(t) is chosen so that h(t) € G*+. Recall that the parameters (x,6) are C'. We are now
able to prove estimates on the modulation.

Lemma 5.4. Let u be a solution to (1)) satisfying M (ug) = M(Q) and E(ug) = E(Q). Taking a
smaller oy, if necessary, the following estimates hold on I:

(O] ~ 1h(t) s ~| | @i ~ dt (5.
/(0] ~ 4/ (0)] = 100)] < dle).

We finish this section with a lemma that will be useful in later sections.
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Lemma 5.5. Let u be a solution to (1)) such that M(ug) = M(Q) and E(ug) = E(Q). Assume
that w is defined on [0,+00) and that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

/;roo d(s)ds < e . (5.7)
Then there exist (xq,0y) such that
[t(z000) — € Qi S €™
Proof. Step 1. Convergence of §(t). We claim that

tlgrnoo d(t) =0. (5.8)
To prove this, first note that (5.7]) implies that there exists a sequence {¢,} with ¢, — +oo such
that
nll}l}_loo d(tn) = 0.
Suppose now, by contradiction, that (5.8]) does not hold. In this case, we can find another sequence
{t!} and 0 < €1 < &y such that
th <t Vn

d(t, ) = €1,

n

(5.9)

and
d(t) < e VtE [ty t)).

Since €1 < dp, the parameter a(t) is well-defined on [t,,t)). By Lemma B4l |o/(¢)| < d(t), so that
ftt: |/ (t)|dt < e, by (BT). Therefore,

lim |a(t,) — a(t),)] = 0.

n—o0

Since, by Lemma ([B.4]), |a(t)| ~ d(t), we get that «(t,) tends to 0, which contradicts (5.9]) and
proves (0.8]). Recalling the decomposition (5.3]), to conclude the proof of Lemma [5.5] it is sufficient
to prove that there exists (xg,6y) such that

d(t) + o)) + [ g1 + |2 (t) = zo| +10(t) — bo] < e™".
By Lemma 4] |a(t)| ~ d(t) — 0 as t — 400, and hence,

+o0o +o0o
ol < [ lae)ds S [ des)ds S e
t t

since |o/(t)| ~ d(t). Again by Lemma B4l d(t) ~ ||h(t)|| 5 ~ |a(t)], we get the bounds on d(t)
and ||A(t)||z1. To obtain the bounds on x(t) and 6(t), it is sufficient to recall that Lemma 5.4 says
/(@) +10"(1)] < dlt) S e O
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6 Convergence to the standing wave above the ground state

6.1 Energy-critical case

In this and the next sections, we prove that radial solutions to (I.2]) on the same energy level as W
that do not blow-up in finite positive time (and have finite mass), and that do not scatter forward
in time, must converge exponentially to W as t — +oo. We follow closely [11], and give the proofs
in Appendix.

Proposition 6.1. Let u be a solution to (L2)) defined on [0,400) satisfying
E(ug) = EW) and |uol g > [[W]|g- (6.1)

Assume, furthermore, that uq is radial and belongs to L2(R™). Then there exist (Ao, 0p) and ¢ > 0
such that
I = Wing 01l 52 S €™ (6.2)

~

Moreover, u blows up in finite negative time.

We will work with a truncated variance. Consider a radial function ¢ € C5°(RY) such that

¢(r) =0 Vr=>0,

and

Define ¢p(z) = R*¢(%) and

By virial identities, if F(ug) = E(W), we have

FA(1) = g d(t) + An(ul?)), (6.3)
where
X 4
Ar(u(t)) = /MZR Vu(t)? (402 ¢n - 8) + /MZR Juf? (8 — NAqu) — /MZR ul?A%¢p.  (6.4)

Recall that, if ||Vug|| 51 > [[VW]| g1, then, for all ¢ in the interval of definition of w,

d(t) = |IVut)l g1 = VW | s

= [Vu@®ll g = IVW g2

In order to prove Proposition [6.1], we need the following lemma, which is also proved in Appendix.
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Lemma 6.2. Let u be a radial solution to (L2)) defined on [0,+00) and satisfying (61)). Assume,
furthermore, that the mass M (ug) is finite. Then, there exists a constant Ry > 0 such that for all
t in the interval of existence of u and all R > Ry

FL(t) > 0, (6.5)

and there exists ¢ > 0 such that

“+oo
/ d(s)ds Se vt >0. (6.6)
t

6.2 Intercritical case
Here, we state the corresponding result for the intercritical case. Since the proof is very similar to

the energy-critical case, we mainly sketch it in Appendix.

Proposition 6.3. Let u be a solution to (ILT]) defined on [0, +00) satisfying
M(ug) = M(Q), E(uo) = E(Q), and [[Vuol> > [[VQ] 2. (6.7)

Assume, furthermore, that either ug is radial or |xjug € L*(RY) . Then there exist (xq,0p) and

¢ > 0 such that

= Qg gl S €.

Moreover, u blows up in finite negative time.

7 Convergence to the standing wave below the ground state

7.1 Energy-critical case

In this section, we consider solutions such that

E(ug) = E(W) and [luo|| g1 < W] - (7.1)

Definition 7.1. A solution u to (L2)) with lifespan I is said to be almost periodic modulo symmetries
on J C I if there exist functions x: J — RN, X:J — R% and C : R} — R such that for allt € T
and alln >0

/ |Vu(3:,t)|2 dr <n
lz—z(£)[>C(n)/A(t)

and

/ € a(e. O dé <.
[E1=C(mA®)

Remark 7.2. By Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem, almost periodicity modulo symmetries is equivalent to
the set

{u[:v(t),A(t),o} i te J}

being precompact in H'.

Remark 7.3. If the solution is radial, x(t) can be chosen to be zero.
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Proposition 7.4. Let u be a solution to (L2) and [ = (T~,T™) be its mazimal interval of existence.

If u satisfies (1), then
I=R.

Furthermore, if
+00 2(N+2)
/ / |u(z,t)| 772 dxdt = +o0, (7.2)
0 RN
then u is almost periodic modulo symmetries on [0, 400).
The proof of Proposition [7.4] is essentially contained in the proof in [27, Proposition 3.1], which
extended the work in [26] to dimensions N > 6.
Remark 7.5. By time-reversal symmetry, the analogous version of (L.2)) for the interval (—oo, 0]

holds.

The next theorem is the main result proved in [27, Theorem 1.7].

Theorem 7.6. For N > 5, let u: I x RN — C be a solution to (L2) satisfying
E, = sup [u@®)ll g < [[W]|g-
tel

Then,
2(N+2)
// (e, £) 55 da dt = C(E.) < +o0.
I JRN

In particular, by uniqueness of solutions and continuity of the flow of (I2), we have the following
consequence.

Corollary 7.7. For N > 5, let u be a solution to (L2) satisfying (1)) and (T.2). Then there exists
a sequence t, — 400 such that
nll)rfoo d(u(ty)) = 0.
The main aim of this section is to prove the following proposition.
Proposition 7.8. Let u be a radial solution to (L2) satisfying (1)) and (T2)). Then there exist
(Mo, 00) and ¢ > 0 such that, for allt >0,
I = Wing,60] 11 S ™" (7.3)

Moreover, u scatters backward in time.

The proof follows the same lines as in [11], and is given in Appendix.

7.2 Intercritical case
Here, we consider solutions such that

M(uo) = M(Q), E(u) = E(Q), and [[Vuoll2 < [[VQ]|L2. (7.4)
Since the scaling parameter is fixed a priori in the intercritical regime, controlling scaling is no longer
an issue. We can then use the fact that the solution has finite mass, together with information given

by the virial-type and compactness arguments, to control the translation parameter, allowing us to
prove results in the non-radial setting. We start with a definition.
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Definition 7.9. A solution u to (ILTI) with lifespan I is said to be almost periodic modulo symmetries
on J C I if there exist functions x : J — RY and C : Rf — R} such that for allt € J and alln > 0

/ IVu(z, )2 + Ju(z, B)? dz < .
|z—x(t)|>C(n)

Remark 7.10. By Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem, almost periodicity modulo symmetries is equivalent to

the set
{u[x(t)] 1t e J}

being precompact in H'.

Proposition 7.11. Let u be a solution to (L1) and I = (T~,T7") be its mazimal interval of
existence. If u satisfies (C4), then
I =R

Furthermore, if
[ull$(0,400) = +00, (7.5)

then u is almost periodic modulo symmetries on [0,400), and we have

P(u) = Im/ﬂVu =0, and

The proof of Proposition [.I1] is now classical, and it is essentially the same as in [12] Lemma 6.2,
Corollary 6.3 and Lemma 6.4].

Remark 7.12. By time-reversal symmetry, the analogous version of (L0 for the interval (—oc, 0]
holds.

Remark 7.13. As in [12, Lemma 6.2], the function x(t) can be chosen to be continuous on R and
the same as the one given in Lemmas and[57), if d(t) < do.

Proposition 7.14. Let u be a solution to (1) satisfying (C4) and (T5). Then there exist (x,0p)
and ¢ > 0 such that, for all t > 0,

lu = Qg gyl S €.

Moreover, u scatters backward in time.

8 Estimates on exponentially decaying solutions

According to the previous sections, we must study the behavior of solutions approaching e*Q
exponentially fast in time. We start with the energy-critical setting.
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8.1 Energy-critical case

In contrast to the previous two sections, the radiality assumption is not needed to prove the results
in this subsection. We consider the linearized approximate equation

Oth + Lh = ¢ (8.1)
with h and € such that, for ¢ > 0,
[A() ] g1 S €™,

He(t)”LLﬁz + ”ve|,Sl(L27[t,+oo)) S e—clt7

(8.2)

where ¢; > ¢ > 0. The following self-improving estimate was proved for radial data in [I1]. We
give the proof without the radial assumption in Appendix.

Using the notation a~ for a — § with arbitrarily small § > 0, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Under the assumptions (8.2]),

(i) if ey ¢ [co,c1), then
IR g S e, (8.3)

(ii) if ey € [co,c1), then there exists A € R such that

1h(t) = Ae™" Vil S e ", (8.4)

To further improve the convergence in the case N > 6, we study the linearized equation around
W+ VA, for A # 0, which was defined in (ZI]). For simplicity, we omit the superscript A. Defining,

for every k,
s (0 A (pe +1) vt [0 1
k_<—A 0>+ y WV
(pe— 1) pes [ T0(W + V)2 —Re(W + V)2
S WAV e 4102 —tm(W 4+ V02 )
~ c 1 . c_l . _
Ki(h) = ¥|W+Vk|pc 1h+(pT)|W+Vk|p (W + Vi)?h,
and .
Ry (h) = |W + Vi [P (W + Vi) J(W + Vi) "' h),
where ) )
JE) =41z 1 Pt e Dy

2 2
we have that if, u = W + V. + h satisfies (L.2)), then h satisfies

Oth + Ekh = ZRk(h) + €k, (8.5)

or in the form of a Schrédinger equation,

i0ih + Ah + Kiph = —Ry,(h) + iey,
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where ¢, are O(e~(*+Deot) in S(RY) . Note that the operator £}, is time-dependent and that, by
the construction of Vj, we have, for all ¢ > 0,

Vel < e W],

and
[VVi(t)] S e VIV | < e W)

This implies that the estimates in Lemmas 3.9 and hold with the same proof if we replace K
by Ky and R by Ry. Therefore, we have the following results.

Lemma 8.2. Let N > 6, k> 1 and I be a bounded time interval, and consider f € S(HI,I) such
that Vf € S(L%,I). The following estimates hold

, - 1
(i) IVEe(Hllsz2.ny S HIZIV fllsze.n,

. = = 1 .
(i) |V Ri(F)llsrzoy + IRRON o S (14 1112) [V FIIZ o -

LN+2
Lemma 8.3. Let h be a solution to (88). If, for some ¢ > 0 and for any t > 0,
Ih ()l g2 S e,

then

IV Rl|s(z2, [t 100y S € min{e:(EH1 e}t

In the spirit of Lemma Bl we prove the following estimate.

Lemma 8.4. For N > 6, let h be a solution to
Oh + Lyh = e, (8.6)
with h and e such that, fort >0,

IR ()l 7 < e,
le@Il ax, + I Vellsrzz, 100 S €

LN+2

where (k+ 1)eg > ¢1 > ¢o > eg. Then,
A g S et (8.7)

Proof of Lemma[8.4] Since the subscript k£ will be fixed in this proof, we omit it. By Lemma [8.3]
we have

VR 52, [t400)) S e~
We first note that (86]) can be written as

Oth + Lh = ¢ + (L — L)h.

Now, if N > 6 and h € H!,

(£ = L)h] S V)P h| S em e Deot |y |petp),
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and
VI = D)) S (W2 [e=0 VW |+ [VV(R)]] [B] + V()P [Vh|
S et [ pen 4 VA
where we used the fact that V(t) € S(RV), [[V(t)||r~ < e~ and [VIW| < |[W].
Thus,
(£ — g)h”Lﬂ +IV[(£ — E)h]HS'(L2,[t,+oo)) < e—min{co, (k+17)eo}+(pe—1)eo]t

N+2

Therefore, by Lemma 8], since ¢y > eg by hypothesis,

1Al < o—tmin{[co+(pc—1)eo], 1}~

By iterating this argument, we get (8.7).

O
We now improve the convergence given by Propositions [6.1] and [.8]
Lemma 8.5. For N > 6, if u is a solution to (I2)) satisfying, for all t > 0,
[u(t) = Wlg Se™ E(ug) = E(W), (8.8)

then there exists a unique A € R such that u = U4,

Proof. Step 1. Linearize around W to improve the decay on time.

If w is a solution to (L2]), write u = h + W. Recall that h is a solution to ([B.1]). We first show the
bound
IV (R(M))ls (22, 1,400y T IR an, S e for all t > 0. (8.9)

L N+2

Indeed, by Lemmas and 3.9 (),

HV(R(h))HSl(L27 [t,t—‘,—l}) S.; e_Cpct.

Therefore, triangle inequality gives

IV (R(W) |57 (22, [t,400)) S € P
Now, by (3I6]), we have
[R(R(t))| < [n(t)[P,
so that, by Sobolev inequality,

|R(h(t))| 2n §||h(t)|pc Se—cpct‘

LNT2 L2*
Therefore, the bound (89) is proved.

We are now under the hypotheses of Lemma [B.I], with ¢g = ¢ and ¢; = ¢p. > ¢. The conclusion of
this Lemma gives
1)l g S €™ + e Pe .

42



If ¢ > ey/pe, we get
1R g1 S e,

and, by the same argument used to prove (89,
IV (R(W) s (2, 100y + IR(ME)]| on S e,

LN+2

Thus, ([84) gives
Jh(t) — Ae=e0tY, [0 < ePe ot (8.10)

If, however, ¢ < ey/pc, then assumption (88) holds with Hép cc > c instead of ¢. By iteration, we
get (BI0).
Step 2. Linearize around W + Vj, to improve higher order convergence to UA.

For k > 2 to be chosen later, write h = h — Vj, so that h is a solution to (83). Since k is fixed
throughout the proof, it will be omitted. By Lemma B2], we have

IV ROz, 1o + RGO g, e IV o 4y
Therefore, by (85l),

Oth + Lyh =1,
with .
10l (22, 1 400)) + 11| g, i (VA g2 o oy + € FFD0" (8.11)

By (BI0) and the definition of Vi, we have
Rl e S 1h = Ae™® Yy | g + O(e70) S e7Pe 0", (8.12)

By iteration, starting with (812]), and repeatedly applying Lemmas 84 and B3] as well as estimate
(BI1), we have, for any k > 2,

Al g S e” BT )eot,
Therefore, choosing k = I(kg), where ky and [ are defined in Proposition [4.2] we have, for N > 6
and ¢t > 0,

_ 3YN=2
”Da(u -W - Vl(ko))HS(H1*57 [t,+00)) SJ ”V(U - W — Vl(ko))”S(Lz,[t,—i-oo)) 5 e (ko+%) =% ot.

Hence, by the uniqueness in Proposition FL2] we get that u = UA.

O
Corollary 8.6. Let N > 6. For any A # 0, there exists Ta € R such that either
UA(t) = WH(t+ Ta), if A>0,
or
UA() =W (t+Ta), if A<O.
Proof. Choose T4 such that |Ale=¢T4 = 1. We have, by (&S],
JUAE+T) = W F 0Dy S e (8.13)

Note that UA(t + T'a) satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma Thus, there exists A € R such that
UA(t 4+ Ty) = UA. But (8I3) implies that A = 1, if A > 0, and A = —1, if A < 0, finishing the
proof of the corollary. O
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8.2 Intercritical case
For 0 < s. < 1, we study the linearized approximate equation
Oth+ Lh =€ (8.14)
with h and € such that, for t > 0,
IRl S e,

< e—clt

(8.15)
”<V>6”S’(L2,[t7+oo)) ~

)

where ¢1 > ¢y > 0. We merely state the results in this case, as their proofs are very close to the
energy-critical case (in fact, some proofs are easier, since the L? norm of the solution is finite).

Lemma 8.7. Under the assumptions (815,

(i) if eq & [co,c1), then
IR S e, (8.16)

(it) if eg € [co,c1), then there exists A € R such that
Ih(t) — Ae=Y, 1 S e=rt, (8.17)
Omitting A for simplicity and defining, for every k,
s 0 1-A (p+1) -1 0 1
ﬁk_(—(l—A) 0 >+ Q+VI {1 g

+@;U@+VW4(hMQ+wP —RAQ+WF»

— RG(Q + Vk)z — Im(Q + Vk)z

i) = P10 vt ©Dig vt + v
and .
Re(h) =1Q + VilPHQ + Vi) J((Q + Vi) ' h),
where
J) =+l —1-2FD, =D

2 2
we have that if u = e®(Q + Vj + h) is a solution of the NLS equation (LI]), then h satisfies

Oth 4 Lih = iRy (h) + e, (8.18)
or in the form of a Schrédinger equation,
i0th + Ah — h + Kph = — Ry (h) + iey,
where ¢, are O(e~(F+Deot) in S(RY). By the construction of V, we have, for all t > 0,
Vi(t)] < e Q)

and
[VVe(t)] S e 'VQ| < e Q.

Therefore, as in the energy-critical case, we have the following results.
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Lemma 8.8. Let p > 1, k > 1 and I be a bounded time interval, and consider f € S(L?,

that Vf € S(L%,I). There exists a > 0 such that the following estimates hold.
For allp > 1:

(1) V) Ke(Hllsizz,n S ) Fllsee,
Forp > 2:

(i) (VY Re(P)llsrzz, 1y S V) Dllsez.ny (1T Flls e, 1+ I0V) £ 1) -
For1l<p<2:
(iii) (V) Bk(Dllsrze, ny S A+ ) DB e

Lemma 8.9. Let h be a solution to (818). If, for some ¢ > 0 and for any t > 0,

IR )] S e,

then

(V)R sL2, 400y S € min{e, (k+17)eo}t,

Lemma 8.10. Let h be a solution to )
Oth + Lih = ¢,

with h and € such that, fort > 0,

1R | < e,
I(V)ellsr (22, [t400)) S €7,
where (k+ 1)eg > ¢y > co > eg. Then,

IR @)l < e

Lemma 8.11. If u is a solution to (I satisfying

lu(t) = " Qg S e™,  M(ug) = M(Q), E(u) = E(Q),

then there exists a unique A € R such that u = U4,

I) such

Corollary 8.12. Let 1 +4/N <p <2* — 1. For any A # 0, there exists T4 € R such that either

UA() = QH(t+Ta), if A>0,

or
UAt) = Q (t+Ta), if A<O.
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9 Closure of the main theorems

Having proved Propositions [6.1] and [(.8], and Lemma [B5], we can proceed as in [11].

Proof of Theorem[1.7]. Recall the notation Y1 = Re Yy = Re)_. We claim that (W, Y1) # 0. If
not, since W solves the equation AW = —WP< we would have

BvYs) =3 [vw vy -2 [wrey =2 [awy, =,

so that W € G*. But, by Lemma .5, ® is nonnegative (in fact, it is coercive) on G, which

contradicts ([BI3]).

Replacing V4, if necessary, we may assume

(W, Y1) > 0.

Definin
’ Wt :=U" and W™ :=U"!,

we claim that the conclusions of Theorem [[L4 hold. By the strong convergence U4(t) — W in H'
and energy conservation, we conclude E(W*) = E(W). Moreover, by (&7)),

”UA(t)Hzl = ”W”él + 2A€_260t(VV7 yl)]i[l + O(e—3eot)7

which shows that |[U4(t)|| g1 — W]z has the same sign as A, for large t. By uniqueness and
continuity of the flow, this sign must remain the same for every ¢ in the intervals of existence of
W#*. By Proposition [[.4] W~ is defined on R, and by Proposition [7.8] W~ scatters backward in
time.

We now show that U4 has finite mass for N > 5. Let, as in the proof of Proposition [74] ¢ be a
smooth, positive, radial cutoff to the set {|z| < 1}. Define, for R > 0 and large t,

x
Fa(t) = [ 104 @.0)Po( ) do.
Since U4 is a solution to (L.2)), by Lemma and Hardy’s inequality, we have
1
1 2 _
FROISIT4O = Wi ([ iU 0F)" S 1040 = Wl [04O]0 S e
Hence, integrating from a large ¢ to +oo, we get

—ept
<e ot

Fu(t) = [ IWP6(5) do

Recalling that W € L*(RY) if N > 5, we can make R — 400 to obtain M(U4) = M(W) < +o0.
In particular, W* € L2(R") and, by Proposition B.I, W blows up in finite negative time. This
finishes the proof of Theorem [[4] O

Proof of Theorem L. The case ||uo|| g1 < ||W|| ;1 follows immediately from Proposition [Z.8, Lem-

ma[8.5land Corollary 8.6l Case ||ug||;;1 = ||[W ||z is a consequence of the variational characterization
of W. Finally, ||uo|| g1 > ||[W|| ;1 follows from Proposition 6.1, Lemma B3 and Corollary 86 O
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Proof of Theorem [I.2. Recall the notation }; = ReY; = Re)Y_. We claim that (Q, V1) # 0. If
not, since @ solves the equation @ — AQ = —QP, we would have

B(Q,Y+) = %/le‘F%/vQ’vyl_g/Qpcyl Zl%l(Q,yl)Hl =0,

so that Q € G+. But, by Lemma 35 & is nonnegative (in fact, it is coercive) on G+, which

contradicts (B.IT]).

Replacing V4, if necessary, we may assume

(@ V1) > 0.

Defining
QT :=U!' and Q~ :=U"",
we claim that the conclusions of Theorem hold. By the strong convergence e *UA(t) — Q
in H' and energy conservation, we conclude M(Q*) = M(Q) and E(QT) = E(Q). Moreover, by
(m?
IUABFn = QU7 +24e72%(Q, Y1) + Oe™2P "),

which shows that ||[UA(t)||g1 — ||@|| g has the same sign as A, for large t. By uniqueness and
continuity of the flow, this sign must remain the same for every ¢ in the intervals of existence of
Q*. By Proposition [7.I1] Q~ is defined on R, and by Proposition [.14] Q~ scatters backward in
time. Finally, by Proposition 6.3, Q@+ blows up in finite negative time. This finishes the proof of
Theorem O

Proof of Theorem L3 The case |Vugllrz < [|[VQ| 2 follows immediately from Proposition [7.14]
Lemma BIT] and Corollary The case ||Vug||rz = [|[VQ| 12 is a consequence of the variational
characterization of Q. Finally, [|Vugl/z2 > ||[VQ| 12 follows from Proposition 6.3} Lemma R1T] and
Corollary O

10 Appendix

10.1 Proof of modulation results

Proof of Lemma 5l The idea of the proof is already well-known (see, for instance, [12, Section 7.1]
for the 3d cubic NLS equation, [12], Section 3| for the energy-critical NLS equation, in the radial
case, for dimensions N = 3, 4 and 5, and [32] Section 2] in the context of the Korteweg-de Vries
equation), and we extend the proofs here to any dimension, any 0 < s. < 1, not assuming radiality
of the solution. The case s, = 1 is the Lemma [5.1] and the case 0 < s. < 1 is the Lemma 5.3l We
first show the Lemma (5.I) when u is close to W. Define the functionals J = (Jo, -+, Jn+1) on
RY xRy xR x H! as

Jo : (97 T, A, u) = (f[x,)\,eb ZW)Hla

Ji (9,$,A,U) = (f[x,)\,G})akW)Hlv 1<k<N,

Iny1 (0,2, 0 u) = (flz a0, AW) g

By direct calculation, one can check that

o ) = () (1L ) (- fwe) e
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and that J (0,1,0,W) = 0. Hence, by the Implicit Function Theorem, there exist €y, 7y such that,
if f€ H" and ||f — Wz < €o, then there exists a unique n-tuple (z, A, 6) such that

|z + A + 10 = 1] < 1o, and J(0,2,A, f) = 0.

Now, if w is as in the lemma, by the variational characterization of W, if d(u) is small, then there
exists (o, Ao, 0o) such that uj, zj 6, = W + f, with |[f|[z1 < €(d(f)). We are thus back to the
preceding case. Existence, local uniqueness and regularity follow again from the Implicit Function
Theorem. O

Proof of Lemmal22. For a fixed ¢, write v = ufz ) rt),000](t) =W = a(t)W +Ah(t) as in (@.I]). Since
h € G+, we have

1% = W + 1Rl (10.1)
Since h € G, and W satisfies the equation AW + WPe = 0, we have

B(W, h) = /VW Vi 4+ 2 /AWh1_0

Therefore, ®(v) = ®(aW +h) = o>®(W)+ ®(h). Recalling that W is a critical point for the energy
functional F, we have E(W +v) = E(W) + ®(v) + O(||v||§{1) Since E(W +wv) = E(W), and by

the coercivity given by Lemma 35 we have ®(h) ~ Hh||§{1 Thus, we have
@2 @(W) + ®(h)| = O(|[vlf3:) (10.2)

Since ||v|| g1 is small when d(u) is small, estimates (I0.I) and ([IQ0.2) give |a| ~ ||hllg ~ ||v]| -
Finally, since
w) = |[W + ol — W% | =

H?—Il +204HWH§{1

we have d(u) ~ |a|, and (5.2]) is proved.

It remains to prove (B.3]). Consider the variables y and s given by

T 1
y=——and dt = ———ds.
u(t) 12 (t)

In view of (5.2 and the decomposition (5.1)), we can rewrite (L2) as

As .
i0sh + Ah —iasW + 0 W — iz - VW + Z'XAW =0 (e(s)) in HY, (10.3)
where €(s) := d(u(t(s))) (d(u(t(s))) % ) Since h € G*, projecting (I03) in H*
onto W, iW, VW and AW and integrating by parts (possible due to a standard regularization
argument) yields

As
lovs| + 10s| + |xs| + 5| = O(d + €(s)),
which is enough to conclude (5.3]) and finish the proof of Lemma O
Proof of Lemma 5.3 The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma [B.1] and is omitted. O
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Proof of Lemma[5.4 The orthogonality condition (3.9) implies B(Q,h) = 0. Since E(u) = E(Q),
and () is a critical point for F, we have

a*®(Q) + ®(h) = ®(aQ + h) = O|af* + [|h3)-
By coercivity, ®(h) ~ ||h||%., and hence, |a| & ||k 1. The relation M(u) = M(Q) gives

]a/@2+/Qh1

ol ~ | [ om
dtw) = | [19uP = [ 1vaQP| = |2 (a [1var - [@m) +0flal?
which, together with (I0.4]), gives

dtw) = f2a ( [19QF - [ @*) + OaP)

Since, by Pohozaev identities (I4), | V@Q| 12 # ||@Q]|z2 for any N and any p in the intercritical range,
we conclude d(u) ~ |a|, and hence, (5.6]) holds. The rest of the proof goes along the same lines of
the proof of Lemma (without the need of self-similar variables), and is omitted.

=3 [0+ 1 = 0(aP), (104)

and thus,

Now, using (3.9)),

Y

0

10.2 Convergence to the standing wave above the ground state

Proof of Lemma (Critical case).

Step 1. A general bound on Ag (recall (6.4))

By the definition of ¢, we have the bounds 402¢r < 8, [A%¢g| < 1 and |A%¢g(r)| < 2. Therefore,

An(u(®) £ [ fula )+ (e, de,

We now recall Strauss Lemma [36] and make use of the decay given by radiality in H'.

Lemma 10.1 ([36]). There is a constant C > 0 such that, for any radial function f in H'(RY)
and any R > 0,
{lz|=R} —

C 1 1
[fllees o < e A0V F1I 72
2

We can now bound

2% N42 2 C sz QJGV722
u(z, t)|” dx < |[u(t)||r U < ——||Vul(t " |w -
[ O e < @I ol < g IV ol
to obtain
1

1 1
AR(u(t)) < Co R2 + = (d(t) + ”Vv”Hl)I\]*2 )
RN=2
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where Cj depends only on M (uy).
Step 2. A bound on Ar when d(t) is small.
Taking a small 01, write the decomposition (B.1]) as up)ae),00)) = W + v, with [v|l 5, < d(t), by
Lemma We first prove
A_=1inf{A(t), t >0, d(t) <61} > 0. (10.5)

Indeed, by mass conservation,

1
|uollp2 > /wg)\(t) u(t)]* = 20) ( et W2(z)dx — Cdz(ﬂ) -

If d(t) < 61 and 67 is small enough, then (I0.5]) holds. We now give an estimate on Ar when d(t)
is small. Since W is a static solution to (L2I), % [ ér|W|? =0, so that Ag(W) = 0, for all R > 0,
by ([6.3). If we assume R > 1, by a change of variables, Holder, Hardy and Sobolev inequalities, we
can write (6.4) as

[Ar(u(®)] = [Aprxy (W +0)| = [Apa@y (W +v) = Apa) (W) (10.6)

gcl/ Vo2 4 VW - V| + W ol + v]? + S (Wol + [v]?)
|| > RA(2)

(RA(#))

1 . 1 1
< C Il + ez ol + ol +7Hvu-1+—uvu?~]
[ R YO e O
<Oy {d%t)—l—%d(t) : (10.7)
2

where we used the fact that |[VW]| 2 ~ | W] 2
{lz|=r} {lz|=7}

computation. Note that the constant C depends only on A_, which in turn depends only on M (uyg).

A ——, which can be verified by explicit
r- 2z

Step 3. Bounds on Agr prove bounds on d(t).

‘We now claim the bound 3

<« _ 2
Ar(t) = 55

d(t). (10.8)

This follows from the bound (I0.7), if d(¢t) < §; and R > Ry, where R is a large constant depending
only on M (ug). Now, if d(t) > 01, consider the function

Co Co 1 8
@R(é) = ﬁ + %(54- HWHHl)N’Q - mé

By direct computation, we see that ¢ (0) < 0 for any ¢ > 0. We can choose a large Ry > Ry
(depending again only on M (ug)) such that g, (61) < 0 and g, (d1) < 0, so that @g,(0) < 0 for
all 0 > 6;. The bound (I0.8)) is now proved.

Bound (I0.8)), together with (6.3]), gives, for R > Ro and any ¢ > 0,

FIi) < —%d(t) <0. (10.9)
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Note that we must have Fp(t) > 0, for all ¢ > 0, as (I0.9]) would otherwise contradict the positivity
of Fg, thus, proving (6.3)).

We now make use of the following claim, in the spirit of [3, Lemma 2.1] and [12, Claim 5.4].

Claim 10.2. Let ¢ € C*(RY) and f € HY(RYN). Assume that [ |V¢|?|f|? < +o0 and E(f) = E(W).
Then

(1 [vo-vs7) s [Ivopise

By Claim and the fact that Fp(t) > 0 and F”(t) < 0, we can write

F},%(t) 5 —F//(t),

FR(t) f
so that
+o0o
/ d(s)ds < e,
t
which proves (6.6]) and finishes the proof of Lemma [6.2] O

Proof of Claim[I0.2. Let §(f) = [|[VW|? — [|Vf]? and X € R. By Sobolev inequality

VW2

IV (e )2 = W e [RAYZE

Squaring the last inequality and expanding the term ||V (e*% f)|| .2, we get

VW72

If1Z2 > 0.
”W”Lz* L2

3 [19pRIVIE +201m [(Veo- V) f + [ 194

The discriminant of this quadratic form must be non-positive, thus,

(1 [(ve-v)f) < (/ VP - ”‘mlﬁzuf\w)(/ VPIVIP).
[1vse = [1vw s,

o< [P = [ — 5600,

Since

by E(f) = E(W), we have,

Therefore,
s VWL _ 2 VW2, N &
[ 1992 = g = 19w = a0) ~ gl (- 5000
_ 2 ||VW|| _ -5 9
= [I9WE 6~ g (Wl IWILE000) + 060" )
= 0(3(f)*),
and Claim is proved. O
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Proof of Proposition [6.1. We first prove that

lim d(t) = 0. (10.10)

t——+00

Indeed, by Lemma [6.2] there exists ¢, — 400 such that d(t,,) — 0. Assume, by contradiction, that
there exists a sequence t], > ¢, such that

d(t,) =380 and 0 < d(t) < 8o VYt € (tn,th), (10.11)
where dg is given by Lemmas [5.1] and Recall the decomposition (B.1]):

UIA(L),6(1)] (t) = (L + at))W + h(t) with h € Gt.

By taking subsequences, if necessary, we can assume

Hm A(fn) = Ao € (0, +00].

We now prove that A\, < +o0.

If Ao = +00, as upr(t,),0(t,,) converges to W in H', we have, for any C > 0,

/ )2 — 0.
e

For any € > 0 we have, by Holder inequality,

Fata)] S ellult)lgn + [ Julta)
>C.

T|=ZCe

so that
lim FR(tn) = 0.

However, by (6.0), Fx(t) > 0. This implies Fr(t) < 0 for all ¢ > 0, contradicting the fact that Fg

is positive. Therefore, A(t,,) must be bounded.

Now, by Lemma [5.2] we have %l((r?)‘ < d(t). This implies, if ¢t € (t,,t]),

1 1

Se i,
A2(t)  AP(tn) |

Therefore, A(t) < 2\ on Uy (t,,t),), for large t. Turning to the bound on o’ in Lemma 5.2
o/ (D] S A (1)d(t) < d(t).

This implies |a(t,) — a(#),)] — 0. Moreover, again by Lemma [5.2] |«(t)| & d(t), which contradicts
(I0.IT) and proves (I0.I0).

To finish the proof of Proposition [6.I] we must refine the estimate on d(t). Since d(t) — 0 as
t — 400, the decomposition (B.1)) is well-defined for all large times. Therefore, by (I0.I0) and

(I03]), we have
lim A(t) = Ao € (0,+00), lim «at) = lim d(t) =0,

t—-+o0 t—+00 t—+00
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and oo oo
1@l ~ o] = [ 1o @lds S [ A ()d(s)ds S e
t t
Furthermore, the bound |¢’(¢)| < A?(t)d(t) implies that there exists 6, such that
t£+moo 10(t) — 00| = 0.

Therefore, (6.2)) is proven.

It remains to prove the finite-time blow-up. This is a corollary of Lemma [6.2] applied to the
time-reversed solution v(t) := u(—t). If u is defined on R, by (G.5]), we have

Im/V¢'VUQﬂ0>0,

and

Im/V(b-VvoTJo > 0,
which clearly contradicts the fact that
Im/VqS-Vuoﬁo = —Im/Vqﬁ'VvofDo.
This finishes the proof of Proposition [6.11 O
Proof of Proposition (Intercritical case). We divide the proof in two cases: the finite-variance
case, and the radial case. Using the same argument of the finite-time blow-up as in the energy-

critical case, and in view of Lemmas [(£.5] [0.3] and I0.5] in the next subsections, Proposition
follows. 0

10.2.1 Finite-variance solutions

Lemma 10.3. Let u be a solution to (LI defined on [0,+00) and satisfying [©1) and |||x|ug||r2 <
+o00. Then, for all t in the interval of existence of u,

Im/x - Vu(t)u(t) > 0, (10.12)
and there exists ¢ > 0 such that
/t o d(s)ds Se™, vt >0. (10.13)
Proof. Let F(t) = [ |z|*|u(x,t)|* dz. Then, by the virial identities, we have, for all ¢ > 0,
F'(t) = 4Im/x -Vu(t)u(t).
Note that, by Cauchy-Schwarz, F’(t) is well-defined. Furthermore, since E(u) = E(Q),
F'(t) = -2V~ 1) =8 ([ [VaP = [1up™) = ~2N(p - 1) - Sld(u(®).

Now, if (I0.12]) does not hold, there exists ¢; such that F”(t1) < 0. Since F” < 0, for any ty > t1,

F'(t) < F'(ty) <0, Vt>ty.
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This implies that F'(t) < 0 for large ¢, contradicting the definition of F.

We now claim that
[F'(0)]> < F()[F" (1)), (10.14)

which is a consequence of the following claim, which is proved similarly to Claim [[0.2]

Claim 10.4. Let ¢ € CYHRY) and f € H'(RYN). Assume that [ |Vé|?|f|?> < +oo, M(f) = M(Q)
and E(f) = E(Q). Then

(1 [vo-975) s a(r) [ 190151

Taking ¢(z) = |z|? yields (I0.I4) is proved.
Since F'(t) > 0 and F"(t) < 0 for all ¢ > 0, the equation (I0.I4]) can be rewritten as

S —F().

Integrating from 0 to ¢ > 0,

From (I0.I4)), we deduce

which shows

F'(t) <e .
Finally,
+0o0o +o0o
F'(t) = —/ F"(s)ds = 4/ d(s)ds,
t t
producing (I0.I3]), which proves Lemma [I0.3l O

10.2.2 Radial solutions

We now work with a truncated variance. Consider a radial function ¢ € C§°(R") such that

¢(r) >0 Vr=>0,

and

Define ¢r(z) = R2¢(%) and
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By virial identities, if M (ug) = M(Q) and E(up) = E(Q), we have
Fr(t) = 2Im/V¢R -Vuu,
Fp(t) = —[2N(p — 1) — 8]d(t) + Ar(?),

where

2( — 1) p
Antut) = [ 1Vu0F (1020r—8) + ot [ it N - aem) — [

2 A2
(p+1) 2|>R [ A%0r.

(10.15)

The following lemma holds.

Lemma 10.5. Let u be radial a solution to (1) defined on [0,+00) and satisfying (61). Then,
there exists a constant Ry > 0 such that, for all t in the interval of existence of u and all R > Ry,

Fp(t) >0, (10.16)
and there exists ¢ > 0 such that
—+00
/ d(s)ds <e " vt >0.
t
Moreover, ug has finite variance.

Proof. The proof of Lemma[10.5]is essentially the same as in the energy-critical case, and is omitted,
except for the finite-variance part.

By hypothesis, there is a sequence t,, — +o0o such that d(¢,) — 0. By (5.4)), extracting a subse-
quence, if necessary, we have u, — €%°Q in H' for some 6y € R. Since Fj is increasing by (I0.10)),
we have

[ onluol? = Fa(o) < [ 6nQ*
Thus, we can make R — 400, which proves the finite variance of wy. O

Proof of Lemma[10.4) The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma and, thus, omitted. [

10.3 Convergence to the standing wave below the ground state

As in the proof of Proposition [6.1], we need to show that
d(t) = Wl g — llu(®)||zn — 0 as t — 4o0.
We start by stating the following monotonicity results.
Lemma 10.6. Consider {t,}, and {t, }n, t, < t,, two real sequences, and {u,}, a sequence of

radial solutions to (L2) on [tn,t)] satisfying (C1). Assume that there exist {\,(t)}n C RY such
that the set

K= {(un(t))[)\n(t)] :neN te [tn,t;]}
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is relatively compact in H*. If
ligln d(un(tn)) + d(un(t,)) = 0,

then

lim{ sup d(un(t))} =0. (10.17)

" teltn ]

Lemma 10.7. Under the assumptions of Lemma [I0.0, if n is large enough so that d(uy(t)) < do
on [t,,th] and if 0, pn and «u,, are the parameters of the decomposition (511, then

n! - “n
sup  fun(t)
hm te[tnvt{n}
no dnf g (t)

€[t t7,]

= 1. (10.18)

Remark 10.8. In Lemmas[I0.0 and[I073, it is sufficient to assume

inf At)=1 VneN.

teft,, th]

In fact, if A, := infyepe 41 A(L), then

) e v 1 sy M) et
Uy (z,t) := ~~_z Un (5\—7 —> , A (t) = 5\” , b= 5\—%, t, = 5\—2,
K* = {(u;(f))[)\z(t)] :neN/ te [t;,t;ﬂ}

satisfy the assumptions of Lemma [10.60l. Moreover, the conclusions of the Lemmas are unchanged
under these transformations.

Before proving Lemmas [T0.6] and [[0.7] we prove two auxiliary lemmas.
Lemma 10.9. Consider {t,}, and {t} }n, tn < t,, two real sequences, and {un}, a sequence of

radial solutions to (L2)) on [tn,t]] satisfying (TI)). Assume that there exist {\,(t)}n C RY such
that the set

K = {(Un(t))[)\n(t)] :neN, te [tn,t;]}

is relatively compact in H*. Assume furthermore that

te[ltgft’n} AMt)=1 VneN. (10.19)
Then, for all n € N,
th
[ () S deutta) + dut,)) (10.20)
tn

Proof of Lemma[10.9. For R > 0, consider the function

FR,n(t) = /¢R|un(t)|2
By Hoélder and Sobolev inequalities, and recalling that |[u(t)|| 51 < |[W]| 71, we have

Fra(t) < R
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By Lemma [T0.2]
|Fn ()] S d(un()y/ Fra(t) S RPd(un(t)).

(10.21)

By (I0.I9), A\(t) > 1 on [t,,t,]. We claim that, whenever defined, u, is bounded away from zero.

In fact, by the precompactness of K and decomposition (5.1), we have

(un () pn] = 1+ an®))Win, @) /e 0] T () a0 @) /0n )]

with (7 (8)) a0 /in ®)] L Wie @)/ (0] @04 an(t) < |lun, @)l g2 + 1. Therefore, the set

U {W[An(t)/un(tn Dt E [tn, ty], d(un(t) < 50}
must be precompact. Since W does not depend on time, we get

An(t) = pn(t) on {t € [ty t)], d(us(t)) < do}-

(Note that the constant does not depend on n). Thus, defining p_ = [inf |
tE[tn ,th],
d(un(t))<do

(10.22)

We will now give a lower bound to F , (t). Recalling (I0.6), if d(un(t)) < o and R > u%’ we have

A ()] < a2 (un(t)) + ————d(un(t))] -
(Rp-)"2

Therefore, there exist 6; > 0 and R; > 0 such that, if d(u,(t)) < 01, then

[ Aun(0)] < 57ogd(un (1))

Now, by almost periodicity modulo symmetries and (I0.19), if » > 0 and R > C(n), then

| AR (un(t)] S 1-
Thus, we can choose 11 = 11(d1) such that, if d(u,(¢)) > d; and R > C (1), then

AR(un(0)] < 151 < ~s(un(®)).

Finally, since
16
Ffalt) = 55 d(un(t)) + Ar(un(t),

we get, if R > max{R;,C(m)},

Ff () 2 55 (un )

Integrating (I0.23]) and using (I0.21]), we obtain (I0.20).

(10.23)

0

Lemma 10.10. Under the assumptions of Lemma [I0.0 and Remark 08, if s, € [tn,t),] and the

sequence \p(sy) is bounded, then
lim d(un(sn)) = 0.

o7
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Proof. By Remark [I0.8] we have \,(s,) ~ 1, hence, we can assume that the sequence {u,(s,)}n
converges to some vy € H'. If (I0.24])) does not hold, then

d(vo) > 0 and |[vo|| g2 < Wl jg1- (10.25)

By strong convergence, we have E(vg) = E(W). Let v be the solution to (I.2)) with initial condition
vg. By Proposition [[.4] v(t) is defined for any t € R.

We claim that, for large n, s, + 1 < t/,. Indeed, if t|, € (sn, S, + 1) for an infinite number of n,
after extracting a subsequence, we have that ¢/, — s,, converges to some 7 € [0,1]. By continuity of
the flow, u,(t;,) — v(7). But since d(u,(t},)) — 0, d(v(7)) = 0, which implies that v = W}y, g, for
some fixed Ao, §p. Uniqueness of solutions to (2] then contradicts (I0.25]). Therefore, for large n,
tn < sp < sp+ 1<t . Again by continuity of the flow,

lim / i"“ d(un(t)) dt = /0 L dw(®) dt > 0.

However, Lemma [I0.9 gives

Sn+1 .
lim / A (D)) dt <lim [ d(un(t)) dt < Tim d(u, () + d(un(£})) =0,

noJt.

completing Lemma [T0.10L O
We now prove Lemmas [10.6] and [10.71

Proof of Lemma[I0.6. By Remark [[0.8] we can choose, for every n, b, € [t,, )] such that
lim A, (b,) = 1.

This implies, by Lemma [[0.I0] that
lirrln d(up(bn)) = 0.

Assume, by contradiction, that (I0.I7) does not hold. Without loss of generality, there exists ; > 0
such that

sup d(up(t)) > 61, VneN. (10.26)
t€[tn ,bn]

Choosing d, < min{dg, 61}, by continuity there exists a,, € [t,, b,) such that
d(un(t)) < 02 on (an,by,) and d(uy(ay)) = d2.

Since dy < 8y, the modulation parameter p,, is well-defined. Recalling that the set defined by (10.22))
is precompact, we must have A\, =~ u,, where the constants do not depend on n. Thus, up to a
subsequence, we can assume

tn(br) — po € (0,+00) as n — 4o0.

We will now show that the p,, are uniformly bounded on Uy [ay, b,]. Suppose, by contradiction, that
there exists ¢, € [an, b,) such that, for large n,

,un(t) < 20 on (Cm bn) and Nn(cn) = 2po. (10’27)
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Since puy(c,) is bounded, so is A, (cp,). Therefore, by Lemma [I0.10], liTILn d(un(cn)) = 0. Recalling
1 i (1) b
— < d(un(t))dt.

Lemma [5.2], we have
bn,
2 2 S / 3 ~
pa(en)  pa(bn) en |13 (1) cn

By Lemma [T0.9] the last integral converges to 0, contradicting (I0.27]). Therefore,

sup i (t) < +oo.
tE€[an,bn)
neN
We conclude that p,(ay,) must be bounded, and so must be A\, (a,). Invoking again Lemma [[0.10]
we have lim d(uy,(a,)) = 0, contradicting (I0.26]). Lemma [I0.6]is proven. O
n

Proof of Lemma 1074 As in the proof of the previous Lemma, by Remark [[0.8 and Lemmas [T0.9]
and [[0.10, we have that u, =~ 1, where the constant does not depend on n. Let a, and b, be such
that

pin(an) = inf = pn(t) and pn(bn) = sup  pa(t).
t€[tn,t7,] tE[tn, 1]

Let @, = min{ay,,b,} and b, = max{a,,b,}. Then,

LI </En M;‘(t)}< End(u (t))dt — 0 as n — 400
p2(an)  p20n)| = Ja, 1pE@1~ Ja, " '
Since fu,(by,) is bounded, we get (I0.I8]), proving Lemma [I0.71 O

We now have all the tools to prove Proposition [7.8]

Proof of Proposition [7.8. By Corollary [[.7] there exists a sequence ¢, — 400 such that
117131 d(u(t,)) = 0.

By Lemma (I0.6]), with w,, = u, A, = A (where A is the frequency scale obtained from Proposition
[C4) and t], = t,11, this implies
lim d(t) = 0. (10.28)

t—+o00

Therefore, the modulation parameters «(t), u(t), 6(t) are defined for large t. We now prove that

lim 1u(t) = pic € (0, 400). (10.29)

t——+00

Indeed, if not, then as t — 400, log(u(t)) does not satisfy the Cauchy criterion. Therefore, there
must exist sequences {7, } and {7} such that T, < T, and

i M)

n ()

But d(T},) + d(7;,) — 0 by (I0:28). By Lemma ([I0.7), with u, = u, A\, =\, t, =T, and ¢}, = T},
we have

£1. (10.30)

i S Pre(T.1] pu(t)
im -
ninfyerr, 1) p(t)

=1,
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contradicting (I0.30). Turning to the proof of (7.3]), we claim the following inequality

/t T du(s)) ds < d(u(t). (10.31)

Suppose by contradiction that (I0.31]) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence T,, — +o0o such
that

400
/ d(u(s))ds > 2nd(u(Ty)).
Moreover, there exists a sequence {Sy}, such that S, > T, for all n, and
Sn
d(u(s))ds > nd(u(Ty)).

Tn

By ([I0:29), for any sequence {7}, }, such that T} > S, for all n, we are under the assumptions of
Lemma [[0.9] with u, = u, A\, =\, T,, = t,, and ¢/, = T}, Hence,
T/
nd(Tn)) < | - d(u(s))ds S d(u(Tn)) + d(u(T, n)-

Since T) can be taken arbitrarily large, and the implicit constant is independent of the choice of a
particular {7}, }, (given the function u itself does not change), we have a contradiction.

Note that (I0.3I)) is equivalent to the existence of ¢ > 0 such that

“+o00
/ d(u(s))ds <e @
t
By Lemma [5.2] since |a(t)| =~ d(u(t)) and p is bounded, there exist 6, such that

|a(t)] + 10(t) = Ooo| + 1R[] g S e
Therefore, the bound (73] is proven. The assertion about scattering for negative times is a corollary
of Lemma [[0.9] Indeed, if
[ull$(0,400) = Iltll5(~c0,0) = +00,
by time-reversal and (Z.3]), we see that the set

{u(t) : t e R}
is relatively compact and that
lim d(t) =
t—=+o0

Therefore, by Lemma I0.9] with u, = u, A, =1, t, = —n and t,, = n, we have
+o0o
/ d(t)dt = lim / d(t)dt < d(—n) + d(n) =

— o n—-+o0o

Therefore, d(ug) = 0, contradicting (7.I]). Proposition [T.8] is proven. O

For the intercritical case, as in the proof of Proposition [6.3], we need to show that

+o0
/ d(s)ds < e vVt > 0. (10.32)
t
We start with the following lemmas.
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Lemma 10.11. Let u be a solution to (L) satisfying (C4) and (T3). Then

1T
Jim /0 d(t) dt = 0,

We next state a key result to prove Proposition [10.32]

Lemma 10.12. Let u be a solution to (1)) satisfying (C4) and (TH), and z(t) as in Proposition
[Z11 and Remark[Z13. Then, for any 0 <o < T,

[ o) < |1+ sup. mwr] (d(u()) + d(u(r))), (10.33)
and, if T > o+ 1, .
2(r) = a(0)] S [ du®)). (10.34)

The proof of (I0.33)) is similar to the energy-critical setting (it is in fact easier, since there is no
scaling involved). We refer to [12, Lemma 6.7] for the argument in the 3d cubic case. The proof of
(I0:34)) follows verbatim from the proof in [12, Lemma 6.8].

Proof of Lemma 1011 Let R > 0 to be chosen later and let ¢ and Fr be as in the previous
section. Then, by Hélder and inequatity,

[Fr(t)| S R (10.35)

Moreover, we have
Fi(t) =[2N(p — 1) — 8]d(t) + Ar(u(t)), (10.36)

where Ap is given by (I0.I5).
Fix n > 0. By definition of ¢z and almost periodicity modulo symmetries, if R > C(n), we have

. |2

[ Ap(u(t))] < /| S L, o) da (10.37)

Choose Ty(n) > 0 such that, for any t > Ty,
|z(t)| < nt.
For T' > Ty, choose R = 1T + C(n) + 1. With this choice of R, we have
[Ar(u(®))] S / IVu(z, )| + [u(z, )T + |u(z, )| do

|z—z(t)|+]x(t)| =R

s/ V(O + fule, O + fu(e, 0 da
|z—=2(t)|=C(n)

NUE

61



By (m, M)a and (m)v

NG 1)~ 8] [ d)db S [FR(D)] + | FR(To)| + (T~ Ty

S R+n(T - Th)
= T]T+?7(T— To).

Letting T' — 400, we deduce

1 T
lim sup —/ d(t)dt < n.
T—+oo 1 Jo

Since 7 is arbitrary, we conclude the proof of Lemma [T0.IT1 O
We are now able to prove Proposition [[.14] following the proof in [12].
Proof of Proposition [7.14. We first show that x(t) is bounded. By Lemma [I0.IT] there exists a

sequence {t,}, such that t,,11 >t, + 1 for all n, and d(u(t,)) — 0. By Lemma [[0.12] there exists
Co > 0 such that, if n > ng and 1+ t,, <t < t,, then

(1) = z(tn,)| < Co

1+ sup !w(S)ll (d(u(tn)) + d(u(tn,)))-

tng <s<tn

If ng is large enough so that d(u(t,)) + d(u(ts,)) < 1/(2Ch), and ¢t is chosen in [t,, + 1,t,] so that
Supy,, t1<s<t, |2(s)] = [z(t)|, then

1
swp_als)| < Clno) + 5 sup_ fa(s)],
tno +1<5<tn tno +1<5<tn,

where C'(ng) = |z(tn,)| + %Suptnogsﬁtnoﬂ |2(t)| + 3. Therefore, z(¢) is bounded on [t,, + 1, +00),
and hence, by continuity, on [0, +-00).

By the boundedness of x(t) and (I0.33]), we have
[ dtu®) < dtuto)) + d(u(r))
For a fixed ¢ > 0 and choosing 7 = t,,, we let n — 400 to obtain
| ) < dw(e).

By Gronwall’s Lemma, we have (I0.32]) and, by Lemma (.5 we finish the proof of Proposition
(714 O

10.4 Results for the linearized equation

Proof of Lemma[81. By Lemma B.I2, we can assume that

1) (L2, [t 4000 S €7 (10.38)
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We first normalize the eigenfunctions of £. Define

W oW AW
fozia fk:771§kSN7 and leZi'
are 106V [ 1 AW

We have .

Recall that B(Y+,Y-) # 0. Normalize V., V_ such that B(Y;,Y-) = 1. Next, write
h(t) = ap (Vs + oWV + > Be(t) fu + 9(t), g(t) € G*, (10.39)
k

where, recalling that Ligpanis, k<n+1} = 0 and that ®(Vy) = (Y-) =0,

ay(t) = B(h(t), V=), a_(t)=B(h(t), Vs), (10.40)
Br(t) = (h(t), fr) g — ax Oy, fe)gn —a- )V, fr) g, VRS N+ 1 (10.41)

Step 1. Differential inequalities on the coefficients. We will show
% (eeoto“r(t)) =e“'B(YV_,¢), % (e_eota_(t)) =e "BV, e), (10.42)
% (e_eotﬁk(t)) = (fr: ) — V4, f) p BOY-,€) — (V= fi) n BV, €) — (L9, fr) g1, (10.43)
% = 2B(h,¢). (10.44)

By the equation (81]),

o, (t) = B(Oh,Y_) = B(—Lh +¢€,Y_)
= B(h,LY_) + B(e,Y-) = —epa(t) + B(e, Y_).

This yields the first equation in (I0.42]). The second equation follows similarly.
Now, differentiating (I0.41]), we obtain

Br=(—Lh+e—a Vi —a YV, fi)p-

Note that Lh = epa Yy — ega_Y_ + Lg, by ([I0.39), which proves (I0.43)), in view of (T0.42]).
Finally, differentiating ®(h(t)),

%@(t) — 9B(h,dih) = —2B(h, £h) + 2B(h, ¢) = 2B(h, ),

by the skew-symmetry of £ in (3.7). Equation (I0.44]) is then proved.

Step 2. Estimates on a+. We claim

o ()] S e, (10.45)
oo Ha<a (10.46)
~lemeot et if eg > cp.

We need the following claim, which is an immediate application of Holder’s inequality.
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2N 2N _ 2N
Claim 10.13. If1 is a finite time interval, f € L3°LN-2, g € L¥ Ly are such that Vf € L3Ly 2,
2N
Vg e L3y, then

<
[ 1BU®. 90t < 1901, V01, e + Tl

The above claim, (I0.38) and (I0.42]) yield

t+1

t+1
|1 B lds < e [ B els)lds S et
t t

By triangle inequality, integrating the second equation in (I0.42]) gives
+o00o
oo (O S e [ e BOLe(s)lds S e,

which proves (T0.45)).

To prove ([[0.46]), consider first the case ¢y > eg. Then, by (I0.38)) and ([0.40), e*‘ay (t) vanishes
as t — +oo. By Claim 1013

t+1 t+1
[ e B elds S e [ BOY e(s)lds oo,
t t

integrating the equation on a4 in (I0.42), recalling that ¢; > ¢p, and using triangle inequality, we
get (I0.40]) if co > eo.
Assume now that c¢g < eg. Integrating (10.42)),

t _
o () — e as () < 0 [ e B els))lds S T,
0

and the proof of (I0.46)) is finished.
Step 3. Bounds on g and Bi. We will prove

(cote1)
7t

lg(t ||H1+Z|6k | Se™ (10.47)

Again by ClaimMO0I3, [/ |B(h(s),e(s))|ds < e~ (@0t By triangle inequality, integrating (T0.44),
we get
D(h(t)) S e(eoter)t,
Therefore,
200 B(Y1, Vo) + ®(g)] = |®(h)| < e~ (0t
By Step 2,
—(co+c1)t —2c1t :
e +e if ¢ > ey,
‘(I)(g)’ 5 —(cotc1)t —cit( ,—eot —c, t 3
e +e et et if ¢y < ep.

In any case, |®(g)| < e~(c©0te1)t Using the coercivity of ®, given by Lemma 33 estimate for g in

(I0471) is proven.
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Consider now (I0.43). By (I0.31),

t+1

But +1) = 5ul) S e+ [ G Lo nlds =+ [ Re [ £2(Af706)] dls),

0 Ly

where L* = <—L_ 0

) is the L?-adjoint of L.

One can check explicitly that, for any 0 < k < N + 1, |L*(Afx)| < Wl\N“ Therefore, L*(Afy) €
L (R™), so that, by the estimate on g in (I0.Z7), we obtain
% _ _ (eoter)
Re [ £(809(0)] S o0 g, < gl S 5
Step 4. Closure
By the decomposition (I0.39]), as well as Steps 2 and 3, so far we have

_ (cote1) .
e PR if ¢g > eg

||h(t)||H1 S (cg+c1)
et e~ P if ¢g < ep.

Now, if ey ¢ [co, ¢1), by iterating the argument, we obtain
1Al S e,

which proves (83)).

Assume now ey € [cp, c1). Then, the estimate (I0.42]) on a4 ensures the existence of a limit A to
e“la (t) as t — +oo. Integrating (I0.42) from ¢ to +o00, we get

+0o0
|A— eeota+| < eeot/ |B(y+,€(8))|d8 S e(eo—cl)t‘
t

In view of the decomposition (I0.39) and estimates (I0.45]), (10.46) and (I0.47), we get

(cote1)
_Tt,

Ih(t) = Ae™ " Vil Se

Since LYy = eV, we see that h(t) := h(t) — Ae~®0tY), satisfies the differential equation (8] with
the same ¢, and with ¢g replaced by CO;“ > ¢g in the condition (82]). By iterating the argument a
finite number of times, we end up under the condition (83]), which implies condition (84]) for the

original h, and finishes the proof of Lemma BTl O

Proof of Lemma[87. We first normalize the eigenfunctions of £. Define

fo:= iQ fk::akiQ1<k‘<N.

@l 10k@Qll 2"~

We have
B(fkvh)zov ||fk||L2:17 VO < k<N, VhEHl.
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Recall that B()Yy,)-) # 0. Normalize ), Y such that B();,)Y_) = 1. Next, write
ht) = oy (Vs +a-(OV-+ > Bet) fu+9(t), g(t) € G, (10.48)
k

where, recalling that L an(s, k<n} = 0 and that &(Yy) = ®(Y-) = 0, we have

a+(t) = B(h(t)7y—)7 a—(t) = B(h(t)7y+)7 (10’49)
Br(t) = (h(t), fr) i — o () V4, f) i — a- () (Y-, fr)gr, Yk <N, (10.50)

Step 1. Differential inequalities on the coefficients. We show
% (eeoto“r(t)) =e“'B(YV_,¢), % (e_eota_(t)) =e "BV, e), (10.51)
L (Bu0)) = o s — Ve T O 0) = (O, )i Bk ©) — (Lo, fi)iar (1052
% —2B(he). (10.53)

By the equation (814,

o (t) = B(Oth,Y-) = B(—Lh +¢€,Y_)
= B(h,LY_)+ B(e,Y_) = —ega4(t) + B(e,Y-).

This yields the first equation in (I0.51I]). The second equation follows similarly.
Now, differentiating (I0.50]), we obtain

Br.=(Lh+e—a Y —a YV, fi)m.

Note that Lh = epa Yy — ega_Y_ + Lg, by ([I0.48), which proves (I0.52)), in view of (T0.5T]).
Finally, differentiating ®(h(t)),

%@(t) — 2B(h,0ih) = —2B(h, £h) + 2B(h, ¢) = 2B(h, ),

by the skew-symmetry of £ in ([B71). The equation (I0.53)) is then proved.

Step 2. Estimates on a+. We claim

|a_ (t)| S 6_01t7 (1054)
e—cit if ¢p < eg

< . < ep, 10.55

|y ( )’N{e—eot+e—01t if co > eo. ( |

We will need the following inequality, which is an immediate application of Holder’s inequality.

/IlB(f(t),g(t))ldt S KV fllsez, pll{V)glls 2, 1y- (10.56)
The above inequality, assumption (8I5]) and (I0.51) yield

—+o0 —+o0
[ e B elds < e [T 1B e(s))lds $ e 0o,
t t
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By integrating the second equation in (I0.51]) gives
“+o0o
oo (O S e [T e BOL e(s))lds S e,

which proves ([0.54).

To prove ([I0.55]), consider first the case ¢; > c¢g > ep. Then, by assumption (8I5]) and (10.49),
e“a (t) vanishes as t — +oo. By (I0.56), integrating the equation on ay in (I0.51)),

+o0o
ar S [ B s)lds S el
t

and we get (I05A) if ¢ > ep.
Assume now that ¢y < eg. By (I0.5T), we have

t _
o () — ey () < 0 [ e B els))lds S T,
0

and the proof of (I0.53)) is finished.
Step 8. Bounds on g and Bi. We prove

(cote1)
_Tt_

gl + > 1Br(t)] S e (10.57)
k

Again by ([050), [[7°|B(h(s),e(s))|ds S e~(0FeV)t, By integrating (I0.53), we get
®(h(t)) < e~(coten)t,

Therefore,

20p0_ BV, Vo) + ®(g)| = |B(h)] S e~ (corer)t,
By Step 2,
e—(cote)t 4 o—2crt if ¢ > e,
e~(coten)t L g—cit(g=eot L o=ty if ¢y < eg.

|2(g)| S {

In any case, |®(g)| < e~(c©0te)t Using the coercivity of ®, given by Lemma [33], estimate for ® in

(I0.57) is proven.
Consider now (I0.52]). By the assumption (815,

t+1

t+1
Bult +1) — Br(t) S e=1t + / |(fi Lo (5))pa |ds = =1t + / d(s),

Re [ £(Af)3(s)

0 Ly

where L* = (—L_ 0

) is the L2-adjoint of L.

One can check that, for any 0 < k < N, |£*(Af3)| < e~ 1#l. Therefore, £*(Af;) € L? so that, by
the estimate on ¢ in (I0.57),

(coter)
_Tt‘

\Re / ﬁ*(Afkm(t)\ < lg®llze < gl Se
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Step 4. Closure

By the decomposition (I0.48]), as well as Steps 2 and 3, so far we have

_ (coteq) .
e PR if ¢g > eg

<
O 3 e,

if Co < €Q.

Now, if ey ¢ [co, c1), by iterating the argument, we obtain

IR ()] S e,

which proves (8.IG]).

Assume now ey € [cp, c1). Then, the estimate (I0.5I]) on a4 ensures the existence of a limit A to
e“la (t), as t — +oo. Integrating (IQ5I) from ¢ to +oo,

—+o00
A= o < [ B ()l o
t

In view of decomposition (I0.48)) and estimates (I0.54]), (I0.55) and (I0.57), we get

(co+c1)
h(t) — Ae™*Y ||z S e T,

Since LYy = eg)y, we see that h(t) := h(t) — Ae~®0!Y), satisfies the differential equation (8I4) with
the same ¢, and with cq replaced by g% > ¢ in the condition (8IH]). By iterating the argument
a finite number of times, we end up under the condition (8I6]), which implies condition (8I7) for

the original h, and finishes the proof of Lemma .71 O
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