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SCATTERING OF THE ENERGY-CRITICAL NLS WITH
DIPOLAR INTERACTION

ALEX H. ARDILA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the global well-posedness and H!
scattering theory for a 3d energy-critical Schrédinger equation under the influ-
ence of magnetic dipole interaction A1 |u|?u + A2 (K * |u|?)u, where K is the
dipole-dipole interaction kernel. Our proof of global well-posedness result is
based on the argument of Zhang [23]. Moreover, adopting the induction of
energy technique of Killip-Oh-Pocovnicu-Visan [20], we obtain a condition for
scattering.

1. INTRODUCTION

The nonlinear Schrodinger equations with dipolar interactions have been inten-
sively studied in the last decade. Most works concern local existence [8], stability
and instability of standing waves [1,4,17], blow-up in finite time and small data scat-
tering [3,4,8,18]. Recently, results on scattering for “large” data were obtained [2].
In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the following energy-critical
NLS under the influence of magnetic dipole interaction arising in Bose-Einstein
condensation of dipolar quantum gases

{(i@t + A)u = Ay ful?u 4+ Ao (K * [ul?)u + [ultu, a1

w(0) = ug € H'(R3),

where u : R x R? = C. The physical parameters A\;, Ao € R describe the strength
of the dipolar interaction. The dipole interaction kernel is given by

K() = L= 350) T;ﬁf ©) (1.2)

where 6 = 6(x) is the angle between the dipole axis n and the vector z, i.e. cos(d) =
x - n/|z|. For simplicity, without restriction of generality, we fix the dipole axis as
the vector n = (0,0,1). The equations of the form (1.1) arise in a wide variety
of physical models and have been investigated by many authors [1, 2,4, 8, 18, 22].
Experimental investigations of the collapse dynamics of (1.1) in the unstable regime
can be found in [6,19]; see introduction in [18] for more details.

The term “energy-critical” refers to the fact that if we ignore the long-range
dipolar interaction Ai|u|?u + Ao (K * |u|*)u (i.e., A1 = Ay = 0) in (1.1), then the
family of transformations u(t, z) = Azu(A\2t, \"z) preserves both the equation and
the energy. Global well-posedness and scattering theory for the energy critical and
mass critical NLS has been intensively studied in the last years; see Colliander-Keel-
Staffilani-Takaoka-Tao [10], Tao-Visan-Zhang [21], J. Bourgain [7], B. Dodson [12],
Kenig-Merle [14], Killip-Visan [15] and references therein for more details.
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In this paper, we focus on the case when A\; and Ay € R fulfill the following
conditions (the so-called Unstable Regime [8]):

{A14;A2<0 if A2 >0,

1.3
)\1+8§/\2<0 ’Lf Ao < 0. ( )

Equation (1.1) admits the conservation of the energy, defined by
1 A A 1

B(u) = —/ Vuf? + 22t + 22 (K o) uf2de + S ulds.
2 Jps 4 4 6

for sufficient smooth solutions. We have the following result concerning with the
well-posedness of the problem (1.1).

Theorem 1.1 (Global well-posedness). Assume that Ay and A2 do not vanish si-
multaneously. Let ug € HY(R3). Then the initial value problem (1.1) admits a
unique global solution u € C(R, H(R?)) such that u(0) = ug. Moreover, we have
the conservation of energy, mass and momentum: for all t € R,

M (u(t)) = [lu(t)l|7> = M(uo), and E(u(t)) = E(uo),
P(u(t)) := /}R3 2Im(aVu)dx = P(ug).

In this paper, we consider the scattering theory of the solutions to (1.1). We
recall that a solution u to (1.1) scatters in H'(R3) (both forward and backward
time) if there exists a unique scattering state u+ € H'(R?) such that

: _ A _
i lolt) = s =0,

where €2 is the Schrodinger group.

Proposition 1.2 (Small data scattering). Let ug € H' and u denote the global
solution to (1.1) with w(0) = wug given in Theorem 1.1. Then, there exists § > 0, &
depending on the H'(R®) norm of the initial data ug, such that if |uo||> < &, then
u scatters in H'(R?).

In view of Proposition 1.2, it is natural to ask under which conditions on the
initial date scattering holds. Removing the critical term |u|*u one recovers the
non-local NLS arising in Bose-Einstein condensation of dipolar quantum gases

(10 + A)u = M uPu + Mo (K * [ul*)u. (1.4)

Bellazzini and Forcella [2] have obtained the following sufficient condition for scat-
tering of (1.4): assume that A1, Ay belong to the unstable regime (1.3) and define
the set

M = {u e H'(R®) : E(uo)M(uo) < B(Q)M(Q) and
[Vuollr2lluollrz < [[VQIl2l|Qllr2}

where @ is a ground state associated with equation (1.4). The set M is invariant by
the flow of (1.4) and if ug € M, then the corresponding solution to (1.1) with initial
data ug is global and scatters. For other results in this direction see also [3,4,11,18].

By Proposition 1.2 we have that solutions of (1.1) with small initial data scatter
in H'(R3). Notice that the equation (1.1) admits a nonscattering solutions of the
form u(t,r) = e!Q (x), where Q,, is a nontrivial solution of the elliptic problem
(see Corollary 4.3 below)

- AQUJ + )\llQUJ'QQw + )\1(K * |Qw|2)Qw + |Qw|4Qw + wa =0. (15)

The goal this paper is to find a region K (see (1.10) below) of the mass/energy plane
such that if the initial data ug € H'(R?) satisfies (M (ug), E(ug)) € K, then the
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corresponding solution with initial data ug scatter in H'(R3). With this in mind,

for a > 0, we consider the following sharp a-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Hé6lder inequality
3 Ba

— M flI7a = Al (K PSP < Calflle2IV A A6 (1.6)

where the sharp constant C, > 0 is explicitly given by (see Theorem 4.2 and
Corollary 4.4)

Co = 2D g, |19 QuI (1.7
We also define the following minimization problem
E(m) = inf {E(u) : u € H'(R*), M(u) =m and I(u) =0}, (1.8)
where m > 0 and [ (virial functional) is given for v € H'(R3) by
1(0) = Vol + ol + Sl s + ol |v|2>|v|2||y. (19)
If no function obeys the constrain {u € H*(R®), M(u) =m and I(u) =0}, then

we assume that £(m) = oco. Finally, following [20], we define the followmg open
region K of R?,

K:={(m,e):0<m< M(Q1) and 0 <e < &(m)}, (1.10)

where is Q1 is an optimizer (see (1.7)) of the (o = 1)-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder
inequality (1.6).

Remark 1.3 (Description of the region ). We set S(x) := le(—x) Notice
that M(S) < M(Q1), I(S) =0 and E(S) > 0 (see Section 5 for more details). In
Theorem 5.2 we will show that the function &€ : (0, M(Q1)] — R given by (1.8) satis-
fies: E(m) = oo on (0, M(S)), E(m) € (0, E(S)] on [M(S), M(Q1)) and E(m) =0
when m = M(Q1). Moreover, £ is strictly decreasing on [M(S), M(Q1)]; see Figure
1 for an illustration of the shape of the function &.

FIGURE 1. Mass/Energy Plane

Energy

Since K contains a neighborhood of (0,0), and solutions of equation (1.1) with
small initial values scatter (see Proposition 1.2), a question that naturally arises is
whether or not all solutions of (1.1) such that (M (u), E(u)) € K also scatter. In
this paper, we give a positive answer to this question.

Theorem 1.4. Let A1, Ay belong to the unstable regime (1.3) and let KC be defined
by (1.10). Given any ug € H*(R®) such that (M (uo), ( 0)) € K, it follows that
the corresponding global solution u of (1.1) scatters in H'(R3).
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Notice that by Theorem 1.4 and Remark 1.3 we infer that if the initial data
ug € H'(R?) satisfies |lugllz> < ||S]|z2, then the corresponding solution u(t) to
(1.1) scatter in H'(R3); compare with Proposition 1.2.

Our proof scattering result is based on the argument of Killip-Oh-Pocovnicu-
Visan [20], which treated the cubic-quintic problem in three dimensions. We remark
that the so-called unstable regime in the original dipole model can be thought
of as a focusing cubic nonlinearity (see Remark 2.3 in [1]), and therefore it is
natural to use Killip-Oh-Pocovnicu-Visan’s [20] approach to study the equation
(1.1). In particular, we adopt the concentration compactness approach to induction
on energy. However, in the present situation new technical problems appear related
especially to the presence of the dipole interaction kernel that makes the analysis
more delicate.

Stable regime. We say that A\; and Ay € R belong to the stable regime if (1.3) is
not satisfied, i.e.,

_Amy > i
{)\1 3)\2_0 Zf )\2>0, (1.11)

)\14’8%/\220 ’Lf Ao < 0.
Notice that in this case we have that —A1||¢[|7. — Xa|[ (K *|p|?)|¢|?|| 21 < 0 for every
¢ € HY(R?). In particular, from Lemma 4.1 (see also [18, Theorem 3.3 (1)]) below
we infer that no solutions to stationary problem (1.5) exists in H*(R?®). Moreover,

we can use the same argument as in Theorem 1.4, with some natural modifications
(see [13, Section 7] and [16] for more details), to establish the following result.

Corollary 1.5. Let A1, Ao belong to the stable regime (1.11). Then every solution
of (1.1) scatters in H'(R?).

Outline of the paper. At the end of Introduction we fix notation to be used
throughout the rest of paper. In Section 2 we collect some useful results, including
Stricharzt estimates. In Section 3, we prove the Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.2.
In Section 4 we consider the sharp a-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder inequality (1.6).
In Section 5, we give the description of the set /. Section 6 is devoted to a stability
result for (1.1) and a profile decomposition property. Section 7 is devoted to the
construction of a critical solution. Finally, in Section 8 we prove the scattering
result by a rigidity argument (Theorem 1.4).

Notations. We write A < B or B 2 A to denote A < CB for some C' > 0. If
A < B < A we write A ~ B. For a function u: I x R? = C, I C R, we write

lullgry rxrey = [u®)llp@s Lo
with 1 < ¢ < r < 0o. Moreover, the Fourier transform on R? is defined by
f)= [ ey
We say that (g, r) is admissible if 2 < ¢, < co and % + % = % Also, we define
||u||50(1) = sup {HUHLZL;(MRB) o (gq,r) is admissible} .
We use the “Japanese bracket” (V) = (1 — A)Y/? and we define the Sobolev norms

lull or sy == 1 (V)" ull or gs)-

Given p, we let p’ denote the conjugate of p.
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2. PRELIMINARIES
We have the following global-in-time Strichartz estimates.

Lemma 2.1 (Strichartz estimates). Let (q,r) be an admissible pair. Then the
solution u of (i0y + A)u = F with initial data ug obeys

HUHL;’L;(IxRi") IS HUOHLi(RS) + HFHL?’L?(IXRS)’
where 2 < q,7 < 0o with % + % = % and for some interval I C R.

As mentioned in the introduction, we can assume that the applied magnetic field
is parallel to the xg-axis. In this case n = (0,0, 1) and we have that (see (1.2))
23 + 23 — 223
|z[>

We have the following result (see [8] for more details).

K(z) =

Lemma 2.2. The operator K : u +— K xu can be extended as a continuous operator
on LP(R3) for 1 < p < co. In addition, the Fourier transform of K is given by

R 4 227 1 _ 2
wa- 5 (554-)

In particular, K(€) € [—4?”’ -

We will need moreover the following result (see [18, Lemma 8.1.]).

Lemma 2.3. Let A1, A2 belong to the unstable regime (1.3). Then for each m >0
there exists some f € HY(R3) with || f| 2 = m such that N(f) > 0, where

N(f) = =Mllfllzs = A (K = [FP)FP] e
Finally, we introduce the energy-critical NLS in R3,

{(i@t + A = |ultu,

u(0) = ug € HL(R?), 21)

which play an important role in the scattering theory of (1.1). We have the following
result.

Theorem 2.4 (Global well-posedness). For any ug € H; (R3) there exists a unique
global solution u € C(R, HL(R3)) to (2.1). Furthermore, we have the following
space-time bound

||u||1L(11f’I(RXR3) < C(HUOHH;)-

For the proof of Theorem 2.4 in the radial setting see Bourgain [7], and in its
full generality see Colliander, Keel, Staffilani, Takaoka and Tao [10]; see also [15].

3. WELL-POSEDNESS AND SMALL DATA SCATTERING

In this section we study the local theory of (1.1). It plays a important role
in scattering theory. The idea is originally due to Zhang [23]. First we need the
following result, which gives local existence, uniqueness and conservation of mass
and energy for any initial data in H'(R3).

Proposition 3.1. Assume that \1 and Ay do not vanish simultaneously. For any
up € HY(R3), there exists a unique solution u € C(I, H(R?)) to the Cauchy prob-
lem (1.1) on some interval I := (—Tyin, Trmaxz) 2 0. Furthermore,

(i) There is conservation of mass and energy.



6 ALEX H. ARDILA

(ii) u € LILT (K x R3) for every compact time interval K C I and for any admis-
sible pair (q,r).
(iil) If Trmaa is finite, then

li t = - =
te%}am”u()”}[; o q,r)—iggissible”u”L?Hi ((0,Tmaz) xR3) — O

for every admissible par (q,r) with 2 < r < 6. An analogous statement holds when
Toinin 1S finite.
(iv) The solution u depends continuously on the initial data ug.

Proof. We can prove the proposition in the same way as in [9, Section 4.5]. So we
omit the details. (]

Lemma 3.2. The solution u to (1.1) given in Proposition 3.1 is global, i.e. T =R.

Proof. Step 1. Kinetic energy control. By Plancherel identity, the energy functional
can be rewritten as

> 52 1 6

Since K({) [ 37r, gﬂ] we infer that there exists 5 > 0 such that
=Adflullze = AollCux [ul?)ul? or < Bllullza,

and so we have

1 3.\°
Bu)+ M) 2 [Vl + 3 [ 1l (P - §5) do
R3
This implies that
sup{| Vo) + (03] S Bluo) + M (uo). (3.)

Step 2. Local space-time bound. We consider the defocusing quintic Schrodinger
equation

(3.2)

(i0; + A)v = |v|*v,
v(0) = ug € H'(R?).

By Theorem 2.4 we have that there exists a unique global solution v € C(R, H;)
0 (3.2) which satisfies

[oll ey mxrs) + 100l Lair @umsy < Cluollgas lluollz2), (3.3)

for every admissible pair (¢,7). We set w := u — v, where u is the local solution
o (1.1) given in Proposition 3.1 and v is the global solution of the problem (3.2).
On taking the difference of the two equations we infer that w satisfies the Cauchy

problem:
(10 + A)w = A |w + ul*(w + u) + Ao (K * |w + u|?) (w + u) (3.4)
+Hw + uf*(w+u) = o]y, '

with initial condition w(0) = 0. For a time slab I C R we define the spaces
BY =1, L (I xR*)N LlOL“ (I xR*N L8L (I x R3),
Bl = {u;w e BI}, B! = BYn Bl

From Lemma 1.7 in [23] we have

4 4
VAl e 3 ) ey S Tl llells;

s 2 1 2 .
IVl 3,5 ey S 1 Bl s
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for s =0, 1. On the other hand, using the fact that ﬁ = % +
Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding we obtain for s = 0,

+ 3, by

—
ol
—

11
20 2
1

s 1
IV (5 [ul)ul | S M2 ullgyllull 5,

L7 (1xre)
The proof of Lemma 3.2 now follows the same lines as in [23, Section 2.3]. Indeed,
by the inequalities above, (3.3) and using the inductive argument developed in [23,
Pag 431] we have that the initial value problem (3.4) has a unique solution w
on an interval [0,T] (T" = T(|luo||gr) > 0) such that ||wHB[10 . < C. Since, by
construction, u = v + w on [0,7], we obtain a unique solution u of (1.1) on an
interval [0, T] such that

+ vl

[0,T]

lullgy, ., <llwllp Suo € (3.5)

[0, 7] — [0,T]
Therefore, since the equation (1.1) is time translation invariant, by (3.1) and (3.5)
we infer that the solution is global. This completes the proof of Lemma. (]

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Theorem 1.1 follows immediately from Proposition 3.1 and
Lemma 3.2. 0

In the following result we show that the solution scatters in H*(R3) when the
initial data is small in L?(IR?).

Proposition 3.3. Let ug € H'(R3). Then there exists a constant § > 0 (depend-
ing on the H*(R3®)-norm of ug) such that if, ||ug||pz < 8, then the corresponding
solution u of (1.1) satisfies the global space time bound H“HLgH;”(RxRi’*) <1 for any

admissible pair (p,r). In particular, u scatters in H}.

Proof. Step 1. Global space-time bound. Following [23, Subsection 3.3], the idea
is to approximate (1.1) by (3.2) globally in the time. With this in mind, we define
the spaces

10
3

Z9=L7 Ly (I xR)NL°L#* (I x R?), Z}:{u;wez?}, 71 =290 7,

for a time slab I C R. Let v the global solution of the defocusing quintic Schrédinger
equation (3.2) with v(0) = ug. Again, as in Lemma 3.2 above, we set w := u — v,
where u is the global solution to (1.1) with initial data ug. Then w satisfies the
Cauchy problem

(10 + A)w = A |w + v*(w +v) + Ao (K * |w + v]*)(w + v)

3.6
+w + v[*(w +v) — [v[*v, (3:6)

with initial data w(0) = 0. Making using of Holder inequality we have (see [23, Pag
437])
2 2 .
ot o0 038 S ol ol

Hlvllz vl o lwllzy + 10l % vl zo-

Now, Hoélder inequality implies that

4
4 4 5—1 i
[lw +v|*(w +v) = [v| UllLtlTo g S ;lelz}szllng- (3-8)

Hy'7 (IxR?)
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Moreover, since the operator f — K * f is continuous on LP(R?) for each 1 < p < oo
(see Lemma 2.2), we obtain

I Jw + o) (w + )| 2a0 SN (1 + [V w +v*)(w + )|z [[w + vl s

I
I o2 g+ 10+ VD) @+ )]
S lw+ vl [0+ VD (w+ )l -

Therefore,

10
5 )

I [ + ) (w + o) 30

g S ot olzerglw+oll s

B o=

1,
H, H

and thanks to inequality || f||75,; < Hf”z} ||f||Z? we deduce that
t - x

I [w + o) (w + v) i S llwllZy + lwllz vl

e (3.9)

Hlvll z2 1l zo lwll 23 + 1911, 0l zo-

|
7
Lt

Combining the estimates (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) and using the inductive argument
developed in [23, Pag 438] we can show that there exists § := §(H*(R?)) > 0 such
that if ||ug||z2 < d, then the initial value problem (3.6) has a unique solution in R
such that [[wl]|z1 < C([luo m1). From (3.3), one gets

lullzy < llwllzx + llvllz2 < Clluolla)-
Finally, making using of Strichartz estimates, we have
HUHLgH;,r(Rst) < C(lluoll ),

for any admissible pair (p,r).

Step 2. Scattering. According the Duhamel formula, for F(u) = Ay |u|?u+ Ao (K *
|u|?)u + |ul*u, we define

us(t) = up — i/o TP (u(r))dr.

This is well defined in H!(R3), since by Hélder (see (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9)) and
Strichartz estimates we get

t1) —ug(t 1 S t1) —uy(t
s (tr) = ug ()0 S lJus(t1) — uge( 2)||L ([t1.£2] XE9)

x
3 5
Slhullyy, |+l =0,

10
HYT

10
7
t
as ty, to — oo. Analogously we have

ot < |l p
lu(t) — e ug | < ||U||Z[1tl,t2] + ||u||Z[ltl,t2]’

which is converging to 0 as ¢ — co. This completes the proof of proposition. O

Proof of Proposition 1.2. Proposition 1.2 is an immediately consequence of Propo-
sition 3.3. 0

4. THE SHARP GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG-HOLDER INEQUALITY

In section we dicuss the sharp a-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder inequality (1.6).
We begin with the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. If ¢ satisfies the equation (1.5), then the following identities hold:

IVelZ: + llellze — N(@) + wlellz =0 (4.1)

1 1 1 w

sIVelis + slelie — 7N ) + Sleli =0, (4.2)
where N(p) := =Ai]lol|1s — X ||(K = |@*)|¢?| 1. In particular, if ¢ # 0, then

w >0 and N(p) > 0.

Proof. To obtain (4.1), we multiply (1.5) by @ and integrate over R3. Similarly,
multiplying (1.5) by z - Vy and integrate we get (4.2). A rigorous proof can be
found in [5, Section 2.1] (see also [1, Lemma 2.2]). On the other hand, combining
the identities (4.1) and (4.2) we obtain

N(p) = dwllelzz,  I1Vellie +llelZe = 3wlivllze. (4.3)
Thus we infer that w > 0. Finally, in view of (4.3) we see that N () > 0 when
w # 0. O

Through this section we assume that A;, A2 belong to the unstable regime (1.3).

Theorem 4.2 (a-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder inequality). Let 0 < o < oo, Then
the infimum

3 Ba_
2 v 1#2»01 1#‘»&
oot o g WIAIVAETIE
1B =i fllza = Aell (K [FP)LF P s
where B := {f € H'(R®) : =A1||fl|74 — X[ (K * [f)|f*l.r > 0} is attained. Fur-
thermore, any minimizing sequence of problem (4.4) is relatively compact in H*(R?)

up to dilations, multiplication by constants and translations.
(Note that the inequality (1.6) holds trivially if —Ai||f||74 — A2 || (K * [fP)|fP ] 2 <

0).
Proof. First we show that 0 < C,, < co. Indeed, we set
N(f) = =Ml flIza = Aell (B * LFP)f PNz (4.5)

Notice that Lemma 2.3 ensure that the set B is not empty. Thus, C, > 0. Also
note

(4.4)

N(f) S FlIzs S NS lzellF 11z,
then by the Sobovev embedding H'(R?) < L°(R?) we infer

A1 IV A WA - I I
N (/) S (G

This implies that C, < co. Next we define the Weinstein functional

e IS I
N(f)

Let {fn},en be a minimizing sequence for the infimum C,. By exploiting the
fact that W(fqs) = W(f), where fqs(z) := qf(sx), we can rescale the sequence
{fnu}nen such that ||f,]|z2 = 1 and [V fy,||z2 = 1. Thus, {fn}, oy is a bounded

sequence in H!(R3). Since
_a Ba_ _da
s < WIEETIRIE 1A
N(fn) [ fnll7s

it follows that ||f,|lrs = 1. Therefore, we infer from Lieb’s compactness lemma,
that, after a translation if necessary, {fn},cy converges weakly in H'(R?) and

W(f):

TP
= [ fall
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a.e. to a function f # 0. In particular, ||f|rz > 0, || f]lze > 0, ||f]lrs > 0 and
[V fllr2 > 0. Here we have used that || f||7. < ||f||lr2|Vf[[32. Now we put

v= T ([fallze,  ([fllee =m, (Ve =t
n— o0

It is clear that v > 0. Indeed, 1 < [|full74 < [|fall}s. Moreover, m, ¢ € (0,1] and
. -1
Ol = ot (lim N(fn)) . (4.6)
n—o0

We introduce the remainder r,, := f,, — f. We have

nh_}rr;OHrnH%Z =1-m? nh_}n;@ VP |2. =1 — 2.

The weak convergence in H'(R3) and Brézis-Lieb lemma implies that (see [1, p.
430))

lim N(r,) = lim [N(r,) — N(fn)] + nhﬂn;o N(fn)

n—r 00 n— o0
= _N(f)—’—’y;_flcoz
Thus,
1—m2)5(1 — )3 (50) y
C;lglimW(rn)g( m7)2( )3a+7+.
e N G,

Now, since
3
a

CIN(f) < mAeH ] 57
and v > 0 it follows that

ey

3 3
< mta+lf}/a+l,

(1—m2)3(1— ﬂ)%(a%l) +mtEE) > 1.
Finally, as o > 0 and m, t € (0, 1], it is not difficult to show that the inequality above

implies that m = 1 and ¢ = 1. Thus, {f,}, oy converges to f strongly in H'(R?),
which means that f is a minimizer. This completes the proof of theorem. O

Corollary 4.3 (Existence of standing waves). There exists at least one non-negative
solution Q € HY(R?) of the problem (1.5). Moreover, if Ay < 0, then Q is (up to
translation) azially symmetric with respect to the xz-axis; if A2 > 0, then Q is (up
to translation) radially symmetric in the (x1,x2)-plane.

Proof. Let f be the minimizer of the Weinstein functional given in Theorem 4.2.
As |[V|f]I3: < ||V F]]22 we have W (| f]) < W(f). This implies that f(z) > 0. Now,
since f is a minimizer, it follows that f is a solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation

d
d—EW(f—i—Eqﬁ) =0, forall ¢ € C(R?),
e=0
and so we have that f satisfies the equation
N'(f) _ -2 3a —6( p|4 3 -2
N = WIS+ I IS + IV ),

Since (see [1, Lemma 3.1.])

N'(f) = =4I fIPf + A (K = [ 1) f]
we obtain
Aa+1) M+ X (K = |fI)f

“Al T N ()

+ ol VAL IS £

1
+(O5) 191 =0
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Next we rescale f to a solution of the equation (1.5). Indeed, we set Q(z) = af(bx),
where
o A e e 160+ SIS
3a N(f) 90 N(f?

Then @ is solution of

3a N(f)?
16(1+ ) [IfI70£19

Finally, the symmetry assertions can be found in [18, Proposition 3.4 (2)], and this
completes the proof of corollary. O

—AQ+MQ*+ M (K +[QP)Q+Q°+wQ =0, where w =

Corollary 4.4 (The sharp constant Cy,). Let 0 < aw < oo. Then the sharp constant
Cy in the a-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder inequality (1.6) is explicitly given by

A1 VQul|T
Ca — ( +aa) H Q HL2 , (47)
37t [Qallz

where Q is an optimizer of the problem (4.4) with ||Qal|%s = a||VQall3-.

6
Proof. Let f be an optimizer of the problem (4.4). We put I'(f) := ””vaU”Lf . By
L2
Pohozaev identities (4.1)-(4.2) we have
4
N(f) = 30+ TNV (4.8)

Since ||f]|Ss = T(f)[|Vf]2., it follows that

o _ B N(f)
NN EaliEs

41+ T(f) IV FI5E

S 3r() @ fllee

It is easy to show that there exist ag, byp > 0 such that I'(agf(boz)) = a. We set
Qo(x) := agf(box). By using the fact that the Weinstein functional W is invariant
under the scaling f(x) — af(bx), we see that @, is an optimizer of (4.4) and

o _ AL+ a) [VQullF
" 30w [Qallee

which finishes the proof. (]

)

Remark 4.5. We observe that E(Q1) = 0. Indeed, since (see (4.8)) N(Q1) =
%HVQlH%2 and ||Ql||%6 = HVQ1||%2, it follows that

1

1 1
E(Q1) = 5|WQ1H%2 - ZN(Ql) + 6||Q1||?:6 =0.

5. DESCRIPTION OF THE REGION OF SCATTERING

In this section we study some properties of the set K defined by (1.10). Through
the rest of the paper (1 is the optimizer of the problem (4.4) given in Corollary

4.3 with o = 1. Moreover, we set S(z) := %Ql(\/?gx)
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Variational analysis. We consider the infimum function d : [0, 00) — R,
d(m) :=inf {E(u) : uwe H'(R*), M(u)=m}, (5.1)
and we define the number
my :=sup {m > 0:d(m) =0}.

In the following result, we will study some properties of the variational problem
(5.1).

Proposition 5.1. Let A1, Ao belong to the unstable regime (1.3).

(i) If 0 <m < M(Qq), then d(m) = 0.

(i) If m > M(Q1), then d(m) < 0. In particular, m, = M(Q1).

(iil) The function d : [0,00) — R is non-increasing, non-positive, concave and thus
continuous on [0,00). Finally, if m > M(Q1), then the variational problem (5.1)
is well-defined and there exists v € H'(R3) such that d(m) = E(v). Moreover, v
satisfies I(v) = 0.

Proof. Notice that d(m) = 0 when m = 0. Now it is easy to see that d(m) < 0
for m > 0. Indeed, consider the scaled functions v,(z) := s?v(sz). Then M(v,) =
M (v) and

2 by A 6

E(vs) = S—/ | + 3 2L o)t + $3 22 (K« |v]?)|v|2da + S—|U|6dx -0

2 Jgrs 4 4 6
as s — 0. This show that d(m) < 0. On the other hand, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality (1.6) with o = 1 we have

8

Nl = el Pl < 5

M (u)
M(Qy)

% 3 3
) IVul Ll

and by young’s inequality we find

2 < M{(u)

L uls + L ul o
B> I9uls + gl — 5 (am ) vl

> [1 -( A”f(g")” IVl + ]

Then for any v € H'(R3) with 0 < m < M(Q1) we have E(u) > 0. Hence Item
(i) is true. We now prove Item (ii). First, we note that F(Q1) = 0 (see Remark
4.5), which implies by (5.2) that d(M(Q1)) = F(Q1) = 0. Next, assume that
m > M(Q). We set Q5 (x) = s~ 2Q1 (s~ z), where s> = m/M(Q1). It is clear that
s>1, M(Q3) =m and

E(Q7) = E(Q1) — (s — 1) N(Q1).
Since N(Q1) > 0 and E(Q1) = 0, we infer that d(m) < 0 when m > M(Q1). In
particular, d(m) is non-positive for all m > 0. Finally, let m; < ma. Since A1, Ao
belong to the unstable regime (1.3), we infer that there exists u € H'(R?) such
that M(u) = m and N(u) > 0 (see Lemma 2.3). We define u®(z) := s~ 2u(s~'z)
with s? := mj/ma. Therefore, we have M (u®) = msy and
E@w®)=FE(u)—(s—1)N(u) < E(u).

This implies that d(m1) < d(ms). One can find a proof of continuity and concavity
of the function d in [18, Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3]. Finally, Theorem 3.3 (2) in [18§]
establishes the existence of at least one minimizer for the variational problem (5.1).

Indeed, in Theorem 3.3 (2) of that paper it is shown that (5.1) has at least one
minimizer when m > m.. Thus, by Item (ii) we infer that the infimum d(m) is
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achieved for all m > M(Q;). Moreover, by Proposition 4.1 in [18] we see that
I(v) = 0, which completes the proof of proposition. O

We recall the following minimization problem defined in the introduction:
E(m) :=inf {E(u): u € H'(R*), M(u) =m and I(u) =0}. (5.3)
By definition, £(m) = oo when the set {M(u) =m and I(u) = 0} is empty. In
the following result, we prove some properties of function £(m). We recall that
S(@) == Q1 (Fw).

Theorem 5.2. Let (M(u), E(u)) € K. Then the following statements are true.
(i) I(u) > 0, where the functional I is defined in (1.9).

(i) If 0 <m < M(S), then E(m) = co.

(iii) If M(S) <m < M(Q1), then 0 < E(m) < co.

(i) If m > M(Q1) then E(m) = d(m). In particular, E(M(Q1)) = 0.
Moreover, the function & is strictly decreasing on the interval [M(S), M(Q1)].

Remark 5.3. By applying a similar argument as in [4, 18], one should prove that
the minimization problem (5.3) is achieved when M(S) < m < M(Q1). Observe
that the existence of minizers for (5.3) plays no role in the proof of the scattering
result of Theorem 1.4.

In order to prove the Theorem 5.2 we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.4. Let u € HY(R3)\ {0}. Assume that either
(i) I(u) <0 or
6
(it) I(u) = 0 and I'(u) < %, where I'(u) = HHvujHLf .
72
Then there exists s > 1 such that I(u®) = 0, T'(u®) > & and E(u®) < E(u), where

u(z) == s?u(sz).

Proof. A simple calculation shows that
d

3
I(u') = s=B(u") = °[|Vullzz + 5”2 w74

33 2 2 6 6 (54)
DA Pl + 5l .

It follows from (5.4) that I(u®) — oo as s goes to oo. If I(u) < 0, then by continuity
there exists so > 0 such that I'(u®*0) = 0 and I(u*) < 0 for all s € [1,5¢). Thus,
by (5.4) we have E(u®) < E(u). Now, since %I(us)‘szsU >0 and I(u®) =0 we
obtain

9 9
0 <2s0||VullZ: + 557 M ullzs + 557 Aol (K ul*) uf*| £ + 655l 7s
= — 50| Va7 + 3sg]|ull -

This implies that T'(u®0) = sI'(u)
we assume that I(u) = 0 and T'(u)

3 3
— e = AN s e ul?llr = (1 + T @) Vul7e.

Thus, we complete the proof of (i). Now

> 1
- 3 .
< %. Then, as I(u) = 0, it follow that

Therefore, by (5.4) we get

I(u®) = s*(1 = 8)(1 = T'(u)s — T'(u)s* — T'(u)s®)||Vul3..
Notice that %I(us)lszl = (3T'(u)—1)||Vu||2,. SinceI'(u) < %, we have %I(us)‘szl
0. It follows that I'(u®) < 0 and E(u®) < E(u) for sufficient small s > 1. Therefore,

by (i) we infer that there exists s > 1 such that I(u*') = 0, I'(u™) > £ and
E(u®) < E(u). O

<



14 ALEX H. ARDILA

Lemma 5.5. Let m > 0. If u € H*(R?) satisfies 0 < M(u) < m and I(u) = 0,
then there exists v € H'(R3) such that
m — M(u)

M(v) =m, E(v)ﬁE(u)( 6 (u)

)|vu||iz and I(v)=0. (5.5)

Proof. We adapt here the proof given in [20, Lemma 5.4]. By Lemma 5.4, we may
assume that I'(u) > £. Consider the function

14 720 (u))?
oy = (T2

T(14+T'(u))
As f'(1) > 0, there exist a unique 79 > 1 such that m = f(r9)M (u). Also, since
(1) <30(u)t® — 1 for all 7 > 1, it is not difficult to show that

T > 1.

m — M(u)
M) S L(u)(rg = 1) = (0 = 1). (5.6)
Now we set v(x) := \/Toou(ox) with o = \/70[f(70)] L. Tt follows that
IVollZs = 7ol Vulliz,  lvllzs = 5o ulls  [vll7e = oo™ [lulZ-, (5.7)
lollZe = 75 llullGe, 1K * [o*) ol = 750 [ (K * fuf*)|ul®[| s

Thus, M (v) = m. Moreover, since I(u) = 0, from straightforward calculations and
(5.7) we obtain that I(v) = 0. Finally, by using the fact that

3
7 allullze + 22 [ (K« ful)ul?|lp} = —(1+T(w)[[Vul 7. and
lullfe = T (u)[[VulZ,

from (5.7) and (5.6) we have
1

E(v) = E(u) = 5[M(u)(m5 — 1) = (70 = ]| Vu 72
m — M(u) 2
< — | —— 2.
< B - (5 ) IVl
This completes the proof of lemma. (]

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Consider v € H'(R?) such that (M (u), E(u)) € K. First
we prove that I(u) > 0. Note that, by definition of I, I(u) # 0. Assume by
contradiction that I(u) < 0. By Lemma 5.4, we can see that there is s > 1 such
that M (u®) = M(u), I(v®) = 0 and E(u®) < E(u). Then, from the definition £(m)
we have £(m) < E(u), which is impossible because (M (u), E(u)) € K. This proves
the part (i) of theorem.

Now assume that 0 < m < M(S). We set

e’ (x) == aQ:1(bx), a>0, b>0, (5.8)
which implies
Ve |[7: = a®b™H[VQui[72 lle™®l7a = a'd 20 Qi zas  [0™°]72 = a®b7 (@122,
le®1s = a®b=2|Q1 s, (K * [0™*12) ™|l r = ab™? | (K |Q1I2)IQ1|(25|§3.

Since I'(Q1) = 1, we obtain that
4

4
T = 5T(Q) = -

Similarly, as I(Q1) = 0, it follows from straightforward calculation and (5.9) that

6 (14

a,b 0’2 a 2
I(p™") = ?+b_372b_3 IVQ1l7z-



SCATTERING OF THE ENERGY-CRITICAL NLS WITH DIPOLAR INTERACTION 15

In particular, we see that
4 1
M(S)=——=M , I'(S)=—=, I(S)=0.
(8)= 3 5M@). L&) =3 1)

On the other hand, as the Weinstein functional is invariant by scaling (5.8), we infer
that that S is an optimizer for the (a = 1)-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder inequality
(1.6). Therefore we have

—A[[SI7e = A2l (S + [SP)SPl e

e

3
ISV SI s ST 6"
42 IVS)2,3%
32 1
1S1 L2V SV S|I7-

e s
32\ IISlzz )

Here we have used the fact that ||S||%s = 371(|VS||3. and

Ch =

4 4
=817 = 2ll(S % 1SSl = 5 {ISI7s + 1VSI72} = IVSZa-

Combining the (o = 1)-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder inequality (1.6) and the Young
inequality we get

42 Jluf i 5
=Adflullze = Aoll(ux [u?)ul?[ 2 < 25 (3llullze) * (IVulz:)*
325z
4 Jullz > 6
S - Vul|72 + ||u IB
3 ||S||L2 [H HL H HLG]

Thus, if 0 < M (u) < M(S), then I(u) > 0. This implies that no function obeys the
constrain {u € H'(R?), M(u) =m and I(u) =0} and therefore £(m) = co. This
proves the part (ii) of theorem.

Now assume that M (S) < m < M(Q1). Note that if I(u) =0, then

IVullZe < =Aflullzs = all(ux ful)ul?llor S [Vullzs [l ze,

this implies that |Vul pz||ullzz 2 1. Moreover, from (4.7), we can rewrite the

~

(o = 1)-Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Holder inequality as

“Mallullta — All(u [uf?)ul? 1 < (J%?)

% 3 3
<3 ) 19ulflal

Combining these inequalities, we get

1
1/ M(u)\? 3 3
3 (1) It

§ [1 B (1\24(81))) 1 {%IW@ + %||U|GLG}

|-Gl e

Therefore, if M(S) < M(u) < M(Q1) and I(u) = 0, then E(M(u)) > 0. On the
other hand, thanks to Lemma 5.5 with u = S, we infer that £(m) < E(S) < oo
when M (S) < M(u) < M(Q1).

Now we will that £(m) is strictly decreasing on the interval [M(S), M (Q1)). Indeed,
let my < my with ma, my € [M(S), M(Q1)) and {uy,}, yy be a minimizing sequence
for £(mz). Thus, M(u,) = ma, I(u,) = 0 and E(u,) — E(msa). As I(uy) = 0,

1 1
B(u) > 5|[Voll7- + gllvl\ie‘ -
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by applying the same argument as above we have ||[Vu,|[;. > C/ms, where the
constant C' > 0 does not depend on n. Therefore, by Lemma 5.5 we obtain a
sequence {v,}, o such that M(v,) = my, I(v,) = 0 and

E(vy) < E(uy) — e — "2

)

6m3
which implies, by the definition of £(m) that £(m;) < E(mz). We also note that
E(m) = d(m) when m > M(Q1). Indeed, this is an immediate consequence of
Proposition 5.1 (iii). This implies by Proposition 5.1 that the function &, is de-
creasing and continuous on [M(Q1), o). O

6. PERTURBATION THEORY AND PROFILE DECOMPOSITION PROPERTY

First we introduce some useful preliminaries in the spirit of the results of [20,
Subsection 5.2]. We define the continuous map £ : H'(R3) — [0, co),
M (u)+E(u) .
00, otherwise,

L(u) = LM (u), E(u) := {

where

Q:={(m,e) eR*:m>M(S) and e>E(m)}.
We note that £ is conserved by the flow of (1.1). Next we collect some useful facts
on L.

Lemma 6.1. The function L satisfies the following properties:

(i) L(u) = 0 if and only if u = 0. Moreover, 0 < L(u) < oo if and only if
(M(u), E(u)) € K.

(i1) If 0 < L(u) < o0, then I(u) > 0.

(iii) If M(uy) < M(ug) and E(u1) < E(ug), then L(u1) < L(uz).

(iv) Let u € HY(R3) with L(u) < Lo, where Ly € (0,00). Then we have

IVullls Sco B(u), and |ullfy ~co E(u) + M(u) ~g L(u).  (6.1)

(v) If M (uy,) < My, E(u,) < Ey, and L(uy) = L(Mo, Eo), then (M (uy,), E(u,)) —
(Mo, Ep) as n — oo.

Proof. Tt is clear that £(u) = 0 if and only if u = 0. Now notice that if 0 < L(u) <
oo, then by definition (M (u), E(u)) ¢ Q. In particular, 0 < M(u) < M(Q1) and
E(m) < e. By inequality (1.6) with & = 1 we obtain

1
8 ( M(u) \? 3 3
4 2 2 2 2
Nl = el kPPl < 5 (57 ) I9uldale
Then, young’s inequality implies that
Loy 1, 6 2/ M \? s 3
B 19uls + gl — 5 (k) IVl

%
> o < M (u) )
M(Qq)
Therefore, e = E(u) > 0 if 0 < L(u) < oo, which implies (i).
Now assume that 0 < £(u) < oo. From (i) we obtain that (M (u), F(u)) € K. Thus
by Theorem 5.2 we infer that I(u) > 0, which proves item (ii).

By using the monotonicity of £(m) (see Theorem 5.2) we see that if M (uy) < M (usg)
and E(u1) < E(ug) then

dist (M (w1), E(u1)), Q) > dist (M (uz), E(us)), Q). (6.3)

1 1
3Vl + glals].
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From the definition of £, we have that £(u;) < L(uz). This proves item (iii).
Next, we consider (iv). Suppose that L(u) < Ly. Notice that by item (i) E(u) > 0.
First, by inequality (6.2) we see that E(f) > 0 when M (f) = M(Q1). This implies
that there exists (m*, e*) € Q such that m* = M(Q1) and e* = E(u). In particular,
we have

dist (M (u), E(u)), Q) < dist (M (u), E(u)), (m*,e*)) = M(Q1) — M (u).
Since E(u) > 0, we infer that

M (u)
L(u) > ————————. 6.4
2 30Q) - ) o)
By inequality above, since Iéy((Q)) < 1, a simple calculation shows that
gy 1 C) R S
M(Q1) — 2L(u)+2
From inequality (6.2) we obtain
1 1
>F — | = 2 . .
£ 2 B 2 s [§IVuls + glulls] > gl (©9)

Inequality above show that |lul|? in <r, F(u) uniformly for all u € H 1(R?’) such
that L(u) < Ly. In particular, by (6.4) and (6.5) we get HuHH1 <r, L(u) Notice
also that since N (u) < C||u||74, by the Sobolev embedding we have

1 1
E(u) = Sllullfy + Sllulze = N(w) S lullf (1+ £(w)?).

On the other hand, we have that E(u) + M(u) ~ ||ul|3,. Indeed, notice that

N (u) < C|ul|74 for some positive constant C. A simple calculation shows that

2/3 \° , 1 o s 3N\
2E(u)+ = | =C') M(u) > ||Vulli=+= [ |ul*(|u]*==C| dz.
3\6 3 Jgs 4
Therefore,
lullF: S Bu) +M(u) < Jlullfy (14 L£(w)?).
To complete the proof of Item (iv), we need to show that E(u) + M(u) ~ L(u).

4M (u)
M) > 1, then

L(u) < (1\;&)) M(u) + Eu).

Here we have used that E(u) > 0. On the other hand, if ;t%é“)) <1, we see that

dist (M (u), E(u)), ) > M(S) — M(Qs) = (i—l) > Ly,

This implies, by definition of £, that
L(u) < (1+2[M(Q1)] ™) E(u) + (2[M(Q1)] )M (u).
Moreover, combining (6.4) and (6.5) we obtain
E(u) + M(u) <1+ M(Q1)L(u),

which completes the proof of Item (iv). Finally, Item (v) is immediate from the
definition of the function £ and (6.3). O

First, we note that if

Next we have a small data scattering result.
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Proposition 6.2. Let ug € HY(R3). There exists § > 0 such that if L(ug) < 9,
then there exists a unique solution to (1.1) in RxR3 with initial condition u(0) = uo,
which satisfies

lullzzo, S [Vuoll 2. (6.6)

In particular, the solution scatters in H'(R3), that is, there exists u+ such that
. _itA _
Jim llu(t) — e “uy| g = 0.

Proof. Throughout the proof, all space-time norms will be taken over R x R3. We
will show that the solution map u — ®(u),

U = By — i tei(tfs)A u(s))ds
(@) . / F(u(s))ds,

where
F(u) = |ul*u+ M Jul?u + Mo (K * [ul*)u,
is a contraction on the function space

X = {u € LEH N L2ZHY ALY ¢ ful| oo < 25772,
lull e < 248Y2, Jullpo < 2462},
under the metric given by
d(u,v) = lu— ||z Ls.

We observe that X is closed (hence complete) under this metric. Now estimating
via Hoélder inequality we have that

(V) IUI4UI|L;?0L;TU S lullzgo (V) ull s e (6.7)
and
19 lufull 5 3 S lllcza il (%)l 5

@ (6.8)
S lullgerzllullpo (V) wllzzrs-

Moreover, by using the fact that the operator f + K % f is continuous on LP(IR3)

for each 1 < p < oo we obtain

[ (V) [(K IUIQ)U]HL% S (V) K« IUIQIIL;TS [[ullL2 + [[K IUI2||L§ (V) ull g
S llullpgez lull o, | (V) ull 21
Thus,

V) L s )l 5 s S lullzgerz lullzgo (V) wllzzze- (6.9)

$LE
Then we apply Strichartz estimates to estimate
1Pull poer2np2pro SN V) ulloz + llull ez lull o | (V) wll Lz re

el o 197) ull 2z

. 1,30
Similarly, combining (6.7), (6.8), (6.9) and the Sobolev embedding L}OH;’ B LY,
we obtain

|@ull e, S 1Vuollzz + ull sz lull s Vallzzie + lullp [ Vullzzs-— (6.10)

Since [Jul|%: S L(u(t)) = L(uo) < 8, choosing ¢ sufficiently small and A sufficiently
large, we have that the functional ® map X back to itself. Next we show that & is
a contraction. Indeed, first notice that estimating via Holder as above,

ul*u ~ IUI%IILt%0 @t uf*u — IUIQUI\LtgLQFgfg < (8% +0)lu — vl 2.
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Moreover,

1B ul*)u — (K * [v]*)o] (K Juf*) (u = v) = (K = (Jul” = [o]*)v]| s

| s = :
L3 LF

Slll g llw = vllze + ollzz luf® = o]l s
x x

Sllullzzllullziollv = vllze + loll 2w+ vl Liollu — vl L.
Thus,

1B [ul*)u — (K # ol*)oll 5 s < 6llu—vllzzrs,

L3L23

* cofen

which implies that

[Pu— Pvll2re S 0llu—vllL2Le-
Therefore, choosing ¢ even smaller (if necessary), we see that ® is a contraction on
X. Notice that the global space-time bound (6.6) follows from inequality (6.10).
Finally, scattering follows from another application of inequalities (6.7), (6.8) and
(6.10), as above. O

Remark 6.3. (Persistence of regularity) Suppose that u : Rx R3 — C is a solution
to (1.1) such that ||ul|p0 < L, Then

[IVIPullsomy < C(L, M(u)[[|[V[*ulto)l| Lz, s =0,1, (6.11)
for any to € R. Indeed, since ||u| 10 < L, given € >0 (to be choose below) we can
decompose R into m many intervals I; = [tj,tj41] with ||u||L%?I(Iij3) <e. In the

following, we take all space-time norms over I; x R3. Combining the inequalities
(6.7), (6.8) and (6.10), via Strichartz estimates we obtain

1V ullsoqry) < MVITult;)lzz + llull e rzllull o 11V ull zs + lull gy IV ull £2rg

S INVIPus)llez + e + M)V Pullsog,),

(6.12)

where € = e(M(u)) > 0 is chosen small enough that |||V |*ul|sor,y S [V[*u(t;)||zz -
Finally, by summing over the m intervals, we get (6.11).

Remark 6.4. Let u be a solution to (1.1) on R x R? such that |Jul| 10 gygs) < 00.

Combining Remark 6.3 and Strichartz estimates (as in the proof of Proposition 6.2),
it is not difficult to show that u scatters in H'(R3).

Now we have a stability result for (1.1), which will play an important role in the
proof of Theorem 1.4.

Lemma 6.5 (Stability result). Let I C R be a time interval containing to and let
U defined on I x R3 be a solution of the problem

(10 + A)it = M |0 4 Ao (K * |a>)a + |a|*a +e, a(to) = o
for some error e : I x R® — C. Assume also the conditions
%] Lo 1 (rxmey < A (6.13)
Ha”L}j’I(IxRS) <L (6.14)
for some A, L > 0. Let ug € H*(R?) such that ||ugllp2 < M for some positive
constant M. There exists g = eo(A,L,M) > 0 such that if 0 < e < g9 and
[uo — ol g < € (6.15)

Vel w0 <e, (6.16)
Ly, (IXR?)
then there exists a unique global solution w to (1.1) with initial data uo at the time
t =ty satisfying
[V(u—a)|sory < C(E, L, M)e. (6.17)
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Proof. First, we show that
[Vl sory < C(A,L). (6.13)
Indeed, notice that from (6.14) we may decompose R into m = m(n, L) many
intervals I; = [t;,t;41] such that on each space-time slab I; x R3,
lull 1o (1, xrs) <
for 7 > 0 to be choosen later. By Strichartz we have (see (6.12))
IVallsocr,y S Nl o) + Nl sl o 1Vl a1e

Hlul} o IVillzzg + [Vell
’ t

S A+e+ 77||V’EL||50(]],).
Choosing 1 and &1 small enough, a standard continuity argument show that
Vil sor;) < C(A, L).

Summation over I; yields the space time bound (6.18). By symmetry we may as-
sume that to = 0. Using the estimates (6.14), (6.18), and a standard combinatorial
argument, we may prove the lemma under the additional hypothesis

lill o + IVl zze <. (6.19)

for a small constant > 0 to be chosen in a moment. Let w := u — . It is clear
that w solve the initial value problem

{(i@t + A)w = F(ii +w) — F(@i) —e,

10(0) = g — i (6.20)

where
F(u) = |u)*u 4+ M |ul?u 4+ Ao (K * [u|?)u.
In the following, we take all space-time norms over (I N [—t,t]) x R3. From Hélder
inequality we get
IV (lw +af*(w + @) - |ﬁ|4ﬂ)||L:?0L§f9 SIVwlizzrellalzyo + lwlzy] 621)
IVl [ ol 2o, + [l ]

and

IV(jw +al*(w +a) = [aP@)ll s s SUVwlpzrelllallzo, 1@l Loz + lwlpo llwll e rs]

5 30
L3LE
+||Vﬁ||LfL§;||w||L}f’m[||ﬁ||L§°L§ + ||w||Lt°°L§]'
(6.22)
On the other hand,
VIK * |w+ a*(w + @) — K * |a|?d] = [K * |w+ a]*V(w + @) — K * |a]* V)
H(K * Viw + af*)(w + @) — (K * V/a|*)l.
(6.23)

Since the operator f +— K * f is continuous on LP(R?) (see Lemma 2.2), via Holder
inequality we obtain

|K * fw+ @V (w + @) - K « [V 5
L3LZ

S ||Va||L$Lg||w||L§?I[||a||L§°L§ + ||w||Lg°L§] (6.24)

HIVwllzrs (1@l Lz + lwll e 2)(lwll o, + llall Lo )],
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and

23

L (6.25)
S (lwllpgerz + DIVwllzzre + IVl zrs]lllwll pio, + (@] 1o .

1B Vw + @) (w + @) = (K« V]al)al g

Since ||t/ psor2 + |wllLeerz San 1, we deduce from (6.21), (6.22), (6.23), (6.24)
and (6.25) that

o(t) Se+17 +net) +nte(t) + ne(t)* + o) + ¢(t)°, (6.26)
where we have set
p(t) == ||wHSI(m[—t,t])'

Thus, by (6.26) and the usual bootstrap argument yields (6.17), provided £; and
1 are chosen sufficiently small depending on £ L, M. This completes the proof of
lemma. (]

We need the following profile decomposition property, which is a key ingredient
in proving the existence of minimal blowup solutions.

Theorem 6.6 (Linear profile decomposition). Let {fn}neN be a bounded sequence
of Hl(RB). Up to subsequence, there exist J* € {0 ..} U{oc}, non-zero pro-
files {(bj} C HLXR?)\ {0} and parameters {M, n,z{l)}j C (0,1] x R x R?
satisfying for any fixed j,
e M =1or N, —0andt, =0 ort) — +oo,
. S J*
o If N, =1then {¢/}; | C Hy(R?).

In addition, we can write

J
fo=> ol + W/ (6.27)

j=1
for each finite 1 < J < J*, where

eth A i) (z — ad if M =1,
4 (2) = {[ AN —a),if

J xd . . 6.28
(AJ) [ i AP ()\J)ng]( n)a ZngL%Ov ( )

for some 0 < 0 < 1. Furthermore, the following properties hold:

e Smallness of the reminder:

for every € > 0 there is J = J(e) such that limsup He”AW‘]HLm <e. (6.29)

n—r oo

o Weak convergence property:
eTIANYIWI (Mo +20)] =0 in HY, asn— oo. (6.30)

o The time and space sequence have a pairwise divergence property: for all
1<j#k<J*

N I B et
R D VT Vo T B
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e Orthogonality in norms: for any J € N

J

1£allZz = D 160172 + IWAIIZ: + on(D), (6.32)
J=1
J

1Fallze = D N0hI1Te + IWalIZe + 0n(D), (6.33)
j=1
J

1£allGe = D N0hI1Te + IWAIITs + on(1), (6.34)
j=1

J .

1fallfs = D 1001 + IWil5, + on(D). (6.35)
]:

Proof. See Theorem 7.5 in [20]. O

Lemma 6.7. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 6.6, we have for any J € N,

J
Kx|fo|H)| fnl?dx = AR AL K |WI Wi dz+o,(1),
JRCSIAR AR ;/< PN o+ [ (K WA WA da-+o, (1)
(6.36)

and in particular,
J
E(f,) :ZE )+ E(Wi) +o0,(1), (6.37)

where 0,(1) — 0 as n — co.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in Proposition 4.3 and Corollary 4.4
in [2]. O

7. EXISTENCE OF A CRITICAL SOLUTION

In the next sections, we give the proof of Theorem 1.4. As mentioned in the
introduction, our arguments are parallel those of [20]. For every 7 > 0 we define
the number B(7) as follows:

B(7) :=sup {HuHL%om(Rng) :u solves (1.1) and L(u) < 7'} .

Notice that by Proposition 6.2 and (6.1), there exists 7 > 0 small enough such
that if L(u(t)) = L(ug) < 7, then ||u||L1o ®xr3) S [Vuollz: < E(ug)?; that is,
taking 7 > 0 sufficiently small implies that B(1) < 0. Suppose by contraction
that Theorem 1.4 fails. By the monotonicity of B and Remark 6.4, there exists a
critical level 0 < 7. < oo such that

Te =sup{7: B(T) < oo} = inf {7 : B(7) = 00} . (7.1)

From Lemma 6.5, it is not difficult to show that B(7.) = co. Since B(7.) = oo,
by definition of B, we can find a sequence of solutions of (1.1) with £(u,) — 7¢
such that [[un | p10 mxrs) — 00 as n — oo. By translating u, in the time, we can

assume that [[unllL10 ((0,00)xr3) = l[UnllL10 (—o0,0)xrs) — 00. Now our goal is to
prove the existence of critical element u. € H'(R3), which is a solution of (1.1)
with u.(0) = uco such that L£(u.) = 7. and

el 10, (10,00 xR3) = lucll L10,((~c0,0xrS) = 00 (7.2)

Also, we prove that the orbit {u(t) : t € R} is precompact in H'(R?) modulo trans-
lations. More specifically, we have the following result.
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Theorem 7.1 (Existence and compactness of a critical solution). Let 7. be defined
by (7.1). There exists uco € H'(R?) with L(uc) = Te such that if u. is the global
solution to (1.1) with initial data u.(0) = uc,o, then (7.2) holds. Moreover, the orbit
{u(t) : t € R} is relatively compact in H'(R3) modulo translations.

The main step in the proof of the Theorem 7.1 is the following result, related
with the linear profile decomposition Theorem 6.6.

Proposition 7.2. Let {u,},cy C H'(R?) be a sequence of global solutions of (1.1)
and suppose that lim, oo L(u,) = 7. and

Jim ([un| 210, (1,000 xr3) = [[Unl 110, (—o0,t,)xR3) = 00, (7.3)

where {t,}, .y C R. It follows that there exists a subsequence, which we still denote
by {un},ens and {xn},cy CR? such that {un(tn, -+ xn)} converges in H'(R3).

We assume the Proposition 7.2 for the moment, and proceed with the proof of
Theorem 7.1

Proof of Theorem 7.1. As B(71.) = 0o, by definition it means that there exists a
sequence of initial data w,(0) such that lim,, . £(u,(0)) = 7. Moreover, if u, (t)
is the corresponding solution to (1.1) with data initial u,(0), then we can have that
(7.3) holds. By translating w,, in the time, we may assume that

[tn 210 ((0,00)x&3) = lUnll L1, ((—o0,01xR3) = 00, as n — oc. (7.4)

Using Proposition 7.2, it follows that the sequence u,(0) has a converging subse-
quence in H!(R3) modulo spatial translations. Thus, by symmetry, we may assume
that there exists ug . € H'(R3) such that u,(0) — ug. in H'(R3) as n — co. Let
u. be the global solution to (1.1) with initial data ug ¢, then L(u.(t)) = L(ug,c) = Te.
In particular, combining (6.1), (6.11) and Lemma 6.5, we obtain that

lluell 230, (10,00) xR2) = IltielL10, ((~o0,0)xR3) = 00 (7.5)

Otherwise, [[uy[L10 rxrs) < 1 uniformly in n, which contradicts with (7.4).

Finally, we consider the precompactness of {u(t):t € R} in H'(R?®) modulo
translations. Indeed, since u is locally in L;9, (see Proposition 3.1) we infer that

HunHL}f’I [Th,00)xR3) = HUHHL%?I((—oo,Tn]x]R?') = 00,
for some time sequence {7}, .y C R. Hence, from Proposition 7.2 we see that

ue(Ty,) is precompact in H!(R3) modulo translations. O

The remainder of this section is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 7.2. In the
proof of Proposition 7.2, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Let {\,},, o C (0,00) satisfy A\, — 0 as n — oo. Let ¢ € H*(R?),
{zn},en € R® and the time sequence {tn}, .y C R such that either t, = 0 or
t, — Foo. For 0 < 6 <1, we define

Gn(x) = An 2 "2 Py o 6] (x ;nxn ) :

Then taking n large enough, we have that the corresponding global solution u(t) of
(1.1) with initial data ug = ¢y, satisfies

IVunllsom < Ol 2)- (7.6)
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In addition, for every € > 0 there exist a number N = N(e) € N and smooth
compact supported functions xe, VY. and . on R x R? satisfying for alln > N

_ t T — Ty
l[n(t, ) — An”?xs(rz . A—)H% <e, (7.7)
_ t xr— Ty
1 Vun(t,z) — /\n3/21/)€()\—2 + oy 5 )”ﬁ <e. (7.8)
n n t,x

Proof. By symmetry, we may assume that x,, = 0. Following the same argument
as in [20, Proposition 8.3] we get that for every n € N there exists a unique global
solution 4, of the defocusing quintic Schrédinger equation

(10 + A)v = |v|*v,
such that
[Vanlsom < Cléllg:) and  |an]lsom < CUI0l )M,

7.9
Ha"(o)_(bnll]_]l — 0 asn — oo, (7.9)

Next we set e := —\q|tn |*tn — Mo(K * |tn|?)ii,. We deduce by interpolation

IVI(K * IﬁnIQ)ﬁn]IIL;T0 S IICK * VlﬂnIQ)ﬁn]IIL;TO + [ [in[*) Vit | a9

“
~ 12 ~ ~ 12 ~
S I91anl?l g Nl g + Nl g IVl 3
S Vil g i lzaollnl s
Thus we infer that

IVIK * fin )l s S IV nll sp Il z30, nl
t,

1 (7.10)

toa

L

]

Similarly,
10. (7.11)

toa

I\V[IﬂnIQQn]IILi S IVl s llanllzie @l

toa

Combining (7.10), (7.11) and (7.9) we obtain
|L

0 SO(6llg)A= =0, (7.12)

Vel 2o S IVl sg iy, Il

t,x t,x , T

as n — oo. Thus, by (7.9), (7.12) and Lemma 6.5 we see that for n sufficiently
large there exists a unique global solution u, of (1.1) with initial data u,(0) = ¢,
such that (7.6) holds. Finally, (7.7) and (7.8) can be proved along the same lines
as Proposition 8.3 in [20]. O

Proof of Proposition 7.2. By translating u,, in the time, we can have that t, = 0
in (7.3). First, by (6.1) we deduce that

lun(O)1F S L(un) S 7e-

Using Theorem 6.6 to {u,(0)},y we write (after extracting a subsequence) for
each J < J*,

J
un(0) =Y ¢l + W,/ (7.13)

j=1
where the various sequences satisfy properties of Theorem 6.6 and Lemma 6.7.
Moreover, up to subsequence, we may assume that M (u,) — My, E(u,) — FEo and

therefore 7. = L(My, Ep). We define ¢ in the following form:

e For the case M), = 1 and t7 — +00 as n — oo, we define ¥’ to be the
global solution of (1.1) which scatters to e**2¢/ when t — 4o00. Similarly,
if M, =1 and t} — —oco as n — 0o, we define ¢’ to be the global solution
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of (1.1) which scatters to e*2¢/ when t — —oo. In either case, we define
the global solution to (1.1)

Pl (ta) =PI (t+ 10, o — ad).
e For the case M) =1 and t7 =0, we define ¥J to be the global solution of
(1.1) with the initial data 17 (0) = ¢J,.

e For the case \J, — 0 as n — oo, we define 1)} to be the global solution of
(1.1) with the initial data v (0) = ¢! established in Lemma 7.3.

Therefore, associated to ¢/ we have a new nonlinear profile ¢ (0) such that

[144,(0) = éhllmz — 0, asn — oo (7.14)
By the energy Pythagorean expansion (6.37) and (6.32) we see that
J .
limsup » M (4]) + M(W,]) < My, (7.15)
n—oo .
Jj=1
J .
limsup »  E(y}) + E(W;)) < Eq, (7.16)
n—oo .
Jj=1

for any J. Since the profiles are non-trivial, from (7.14) (7.15) and inequality (6.5)
implies that for n big enough E(¢) > 0. And, again by (7.15), (7.16) and (6.5)
we obtain that E(W]) > 0 for n large.

From (7.15) and (7.16), there are two scenarios to consider; we will show that
Scenario 1 leads the compactness conclusion; on the other hand, we will show that
Scenario 2 leads to contradiction and therefore does not occur.

Scenario 1:
suplimsup M (7)) = My and  suplimsup E(¢?) = Ej. (7.17)
g n— o0 g n— o0
Since M(W,/) > 0 and E(W,]) > 0, we have that limsup,,_, ., E(J) = Eq for some
j. We may have j = 1 by reordering. Thus we see that J =1 and W,! — 0 in H]}
as n — oo. Indeed, since limsup,,_,., E(W,}) = 0 and limsup,,_,.. M(W,}) =0, it
follows from inequality (6.1) that limsup,, . ||[W,t||3. = 0. Therefore we have

un(0) = 64 + W) lim W23 =o. (7.18)

If AL =0 and ¢t} =0, then u,(0, -+ xL) — ¢! strongly in H'(R?). On the other
hand, suppose that AL = 0 and t, — oo as n — oco. By Sobolev embedding,
Strichartz estimates, monotone convergence theorem and (7.18) we infer that

||€iAUn(0)|\L,}?I[o,oo)xR3 < ||¢711||Lg?z[o,oo)xu«3 + ||W$|\L,}?I[o,oo)xua3,

S - (7.19)
S lLio it ooy xrs + [Wallar — 0,

asn — oo. Let £ > 0. We set @ := e"®u,,(0) and e := — A1 |ty |? 1, — A2 (K * |t |?) @iy,
Then for n sufficiently large, combining (7.12) and (7.19) we obtain

14l 210 0,00 xr2 + Vel L10 0,00) xR < €

From (7.18), we may apply the Lemma 6.5 to obtain that for n sufficiently large
lunllz1o (0,00)xR3) is negligible, a contradiction with (7.3). An analogous argument
holds when AL = 0 and t, — —oc0 as n — oo Finally, assume that Al — 0 as
n — oo. From (7.18) we have

[0, (0) = un(0)[| ;1 — 0, asn — occ. (7.20)
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By Proposition 7.3, (7.6), (7.20) and Lemma 6.5 (perturbation theory) we infer
that || Vuy,||gor) is uniformly limited for large n, which is a contradiction with our
hypothesis (7.3).

Scenario 2: On the contrary, we assume that (7.17) fails for all j. Then there
exists 6 > 0 such that

sup limsup M (¢2) < My — 6 or suplimsup E(¢?) < Eg — 6. (7.21)

n—00 g n—00

Now the idea of the proof is approximate
J . .
Y Ut + AW,

under tree cases: \J, = 1 and 7 — oo as n — oo; M =1 and 17 =0; M, — 0 as
n — oo, and we use perturbation argument (Lemma 6.5) to obtain a contradiction
with (7.3). With this in mind, we define

J
)= D wh(t) + e W

Now consider the equation
(i10; + A)u! = )\1|uJ|2 T N (K * [ud P)ul 4 Jul [*u + e
where the “error” e is given by e; := (i9; + A)u — A\ |u|2u )\Q(K |ud |2 +
| |*u). We want to apply Lemma 6.5. We assume the followmg two claims for a
moment to conclude the proof.
Claim I. We have the following global space bound
: J
Sl}phglﬁsolip lunll Lo (Rxrs) + IIUnHL B Sres L. (7.22)

Claim II. Let € > 0. For J big enough (depending on ) we have

li 2
im sup IIVenII o (7.23)
Now from (7.14) and (7.13) we get
[ (0) = ¢4,(0) | zz2 — 0, as n — oo. (7.24)

Moreover, by interpolation inequality we obtain

V) Dzl a9 S Nl 1(V) gl 8

t,x

V) (juzPyuzll a0 SHU;{IILgoIHUZII 2 [{V) unll
L : L

t t

V) (K Jun[Jull ap S ullzgo, sl &I|< |
L, , L3
t,x t,x

5

&
B

10
el

toa

where all space-time norms will be taken over R x R®. Thus, using the Duhamel
formula and estimating via Stricharzt we have

J J
el szmee S i o TV,
J)4 J '
o (9wl g IV
Combining (7.22), (7.23) and (7.25) we have for J sufficiently large
lim sup [|uj) || Lo 12 (R xR3) Sreves 1. (7.26)
n— o0

Applying (7.26), (7.22) , (7.24), (7.23) to Lemma 6.5 gives |[un| 10 Sr.e6 1 for n

~Tc,

sufficiently large, which a contradiction with (7.3).
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Therefore, it remains to establish the above claims. Indeed, using Lemma 6.1
(v) and (7.21), for each finite J < J*, we see that for n sufficiently large M () <
Mo —6/2 or E(¢)) < Eg — /2 and 1 < j < J. Thus we get that there exists
g1 = €1(6) > 0 such that L(v}) < 7.—e; for n sufficiently large. Then by definition
of 7. given by (7.1) we infer that

[l e, o 1. (7.27)

t,x

Thus, from inequalities (6.10), (6.11) and (6.5) we see that
192l Lo, sy HIVAL 3 Sovre IVE5 0|2 | sy Soore E(W)Y? (7.28)

L 3 ' (RxR3)
and ‘
AT 3 gy Sme MW2)72. (7.29)

Proof of Claim I. Throughout the proof, all space-time norms will be taken over
R x R®. We fix J < J*. First, by (7.28), Lemma 7.3 and following the same
argument developed in [20, Lemma 9.2] we have for j # k

+ (| Vel VoE|

lim [l enlles, + 1WAVl 5 3 T lvhunll 5 1=0. (7.30)
n—eo ’ L; Li. Li.
Moreover, we also have for j # k

Tim [l s = (7.31)

5
2
t

Indeed, if M) = 1 and A\¥ = 1, then using the same argument as in Lemma 9.2 in [20]
again, yields (7.31). Now, in the case when A\ — 0, by (7.14), (7.29), Bernstein
inequality and definition of ¢/, given by (6.28) we get

I\wﬁlle—o Sore 10n(0)l|22 Some AR PNV (22 + |93 (0) = ¢nl, — 0,

as n — 0o. And analogous argument holds for A/, — 0. Using (7.27), inequality
above and interpolation we obtain

(R 3 Sl % I, 12 =0 asn— oo,
t

3

which yields (7.31).
From (7.30),(7.29), (7.15) and Stricharzt estimates we get

J
Hu]H2 0 S P50 + >l l/fkl\Qg + W12
— t x t

= 7 (7.32)

ZMW + ) o(1) + M(W,)) s 14 J0(1),

J#k
as n — 00. Snmlarly, by (7.30),(7.28), (6 5) and (7.16) we obtain

20 + ||UJ||2 10 Sore ZE (Wh) + Y o(1) + E(W,))
~ = (7.33)

<o L+ J%0(1), asn — oo.
Combining (7.32) and (7.33) yields (7.22). O

Proof of Claim II. Since v is solution of (1.1) we have

Z F()) Z i) (7.34)

= F(un - eZtAWnJ) — F(ul), (7.35)

n
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where F(u) = Fy(u)+Fy(u), with Fy (u) = Ao (K *|u|?)u and Fy(u) = A |ul?u+|u|*u.
By interpolation we have,

J
||ZF1W B0 e So DK« V@B

=1 Boa Gk
+ 3K @IV (7.36)
J#k
Sa 23 3 WVl g +I99A e 193050 g 1

J#k

Similarly,

|c

J
IS Fad) FQZW I (A (AL I
j=1 bk ’ te (7.37)

+ l[gnl %-;)IIQML Uall 3 +|IWII |I¢ Vi o, I

2
2 2
Li, L7, L

HIwh 70 1n VUL

Combining (7.28), (7.29), (7.30), (7.36), (7.31) and (7.37) we have

limsup [|(7.34)|| LB Sger o(l) Jasn — oc. (7.38)
n— oo twm

On the other hand, by interpolation
1(7:35) s S llunll se lun Ve SWllle, + Vgl selle™ W |l flus] Lt
IIU;{IILg||€“AWT{||L;0||V6”AWJII B + e W ||6”AW"||L10||V6”AWJII pt
xT
IVuall s le* AWy IIL;OIIUJIIL;HIVM{IIL% e AW, IIL;OlleltAWﬁ’IIL;o

I <l PVErAW| s+l s lune™ AWl g+

x

e AWl Vs L e itAWr{||i;o||V€imW7{||L;T°-
(7.39)
Notice that
lim limsup ||u) Ve >W/|| s =0. (7.40)
J=J* pooo L?

Such statement can be proved along the same lines as Lemma 9.5 in [20]. Now we
show that

lim limsup ||K * [u)|?Ve™ »W./|| 10 =0. (7.41)
J—=J* n—oo L.’

By orthogonality we have that for j # k,

1+ (7 0n) Ve S s S K Whon) Il g Ve 2wl 3

1
7

L
N||w£,wn|| 3 meWJ” L3 -0,

t
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as n — 0o, where we have used Lemma 2.2 and (7.31). This implies by triangle
inequality, Holder inequality, (6.29), (7.29) and (7.15)

J
JleJ liinsup | K * |U7{|2V€ltAW7{HL10 < hm hmsupHK* (Z |47 | ) AW

e
— 00 ks =1

J

+ Jim timsup D941, 3 1AW Lo | Ve S W

j=1
+ lim Timsup [|e"2 W || Lo |2 W] 10 [ Ve 2 W]
J=J* noo x L2

J
< lim i K ( J’Q)v AP ||
S fim, 17?Lsogpll * le¢n| e nHLm
P

On the other hand, by Holder inequality, (7.31) (7.29), (7.15) and (7.28) we get

J
122 APy D Iwdwnl®y + Z [EAR"
=7 o

J#k
S o(1) + My Z E@l), asn — .
J#k j=J

Thus, by (7.16) we infer that for any 1 > 0 there exists J = .J (¢1) € N such that

timsup | 3 i |5 <o,
t

j=J’

for all J < J*. Then, from Holder inequality, Lemma 2.2 and (7.16) we get

J J
A, h;gsogpnm(_z; WA) VAW g S Jim timsup | > Pl 5
J= J=

Therefore, to prove (7.41) it is enough to show that
hm hmsupHK* [I |2V et AW || 70 =0, forallje {1,2,...,J/}.
First we consider the case AJ, — 0 as n — co. Thus we fix 1 < j < J (notice that

J' is finite) with ) — 0 as n — co. Proceeding like in [20], by Lemma 7.3 we infer
that for e > 0 sufficiently small there exists ¢ € C2°(R x R?®) such that

, x —
w%_o\])lpcj(( e +t Y] ) <e. (7.42)

10
Lyl

Using the fact that K is homogeneous of degree —3, from Lemma 2.2 we see that
there exists C' such that

; 1 . t ) —
K% [l = —K # | (—— +t, ==
YA (\,)2 YA

< Ce. (7.43)

5
Ly .

Now the function K * [¢Z|? is compactly supported in time, and in LZ(R?) for all
p € (1,00). Therefore, there exists xZ compactly supported in space-time such that

1K #1621 = x2lleg, <e (7.44)
t,x

10

L7

10
3

10

L3

8

10
7
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In particular,

<e, (7.45)

; . t T — )
HK*W—(A@) 1x§((/\J) il )
" L,

for n sufficiently large. We set W/ (¢, z) := (M )2 [ 2 W (M)2(t — 1), Mz + 7).
Applying [20, Lemma 1.8] and commuting the dilation with the propagator, via
Holder inequality we obtain

VK POeaW g S e Veraw] 8 + XAV s (7.46)

For the last term, Holder inequality yields
; 1/2 1/2
IXIVW | L <l y 12 [V / HVWJII/

t

2(suppx?)’ (7.47)

t @

The quantity ||xZ|| 10 s finite since X2 is compactly supported in space-time, with
Lt,m

an implicit dependence upon e. Finally, since € > 0 is arbitrary, by (7.46)-(7.47)
and (6.29) we obtain the claim (7.41). The other case A}, = 1 can be dealt with
similarity.

Combining (6.29), (7.22), (7.39) and (7.40)-(7.41) we have

hm hmsup [[(7.35)]] B = (7.48)
Finally, (7.23) follows by (7.38) and (7.48). O
Thus completes the proof of Proposition 7.2. (]

8. EXTINCTION OF THE CRITICAL ELEMENT

In this section we will apply the localized virial identities to preclude the critical
element u. given in Theorem 7.1. We begin with the following result.

Proposition 8.1. Let u.(t) be the critical solution in Theorem 7.1. The following
properties hold:

(i)(Precompacness of flow) There erists a continuous path x(t) in R® such that
{ue(- +x(t))} is precompact in H'(R?).

(ii) (Uniform localization) For every e > 0 there exists C'(e) > 0 such that

sup/ [Vau(z, t)]? + [u(z, t))? + |u(z, )|* + [u(z,t)%dz <e.  (8.1)
teR Jz—z(t)[>C(e)

(iii)(Zero momentum of u.) The conserved momentum P(uc(t)) = [gs 2Tm(Ue(t) Vue(t))da
18 Z€To.

(iv)(Control of the spatial translation x(t)) The spacial center function x(t) in Item

(i) satisfies

@‘ — 0, ast— +oo.
(v)(Uniform bound for I(u.(t))) There exists n > 0 such that

3
I(ue(t)) = [IVue(®l7z + lue@®) s + A uc®)llz:+ 52)
5 :
72| (K [ue(®) ) ue(®) Pl > m, - for all t € R,

Proof. The proof of Item (i) follows from exactly the same argument in [13, Propo-
sition 3.2]. By Item (i), Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Sobolev embedding,
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property (ii) follows easily. Now assume by contradiction that P(u.) # 0. We
consider the following global solution to (1.1),

we(t, x) = eim’goe_it|5°‘2uc(t, x — 2&ot),
where &y = —P(u.)/M (u.). Notice that M (w.) = M (v.) and

1[P(uc)?
E(w,) = E(u, E(u).
(we) = E(ue) — 3 M) ~ (uc)
This implies that £(w.) < L(u.) = 7.. Moreover, Theorem 7.1 implies
[lwell L0, (j0,00)xr2) = lltell L10,([0,00) xRS) = 00,
llwell £20,((~o0,0xr3) = Ilticll £30, ((~o0,01xR2) = 00,

which is a contradiction with the definition of u.. Next, applying (8.1) and Item
(iii), Item (iv) can be proved along the same lines as Proposition 10.2 in [20]. We
now prove (8.2). We argue by contradiction. Suppose that (8.2) is false. Then
there exists a sequence of times {t,}, y such that lim, o I(u(t,)) = 0. Since
{u(tn)}, en is precompact modulo translation, there exists a sequence (still denoted
by itself) and v € H'(R3) such that u(t,) — v in H'(R3) as n — co. By strong
convergence and continuity of £ and I we have
Iv) =0 and L(v)=L(u(t)) =7 € (0,00),

which is a contradiction with Lemma 6.1(ii). This completes the proof of proposi-
tion. ]

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We will show that the critical solution w. constructed in
Theorem 7.1 can not exist. Indeed, consider the localized Virial identity

~ [ étlutt,0)Pd.
RS

It follows from straightforward calculations that

V'(t)=2Im | V¢ Vuudx
R3
and

V' (t) = /R [Re VaV?¢pVudr + A\ Aglul* + = A¢|u|6 A2 plul?|da

_2/ N VSV * [uf2]uldz.
RS

If ¢ is a radial function we have

"

V" (t / ¢ —|Vul dx+4/ <f—2 ——,> |z - Vu|?dz
S RGCEE >> Oulul + Sl

/ A2 lul*dr — 2)\2/ Za - V[K * [ul?]|ul®d.

Now we choose the radial function ¢(x) = R%/)(%), where the function v satisfies

T2 O<T<R " 4
oS = 0<<r? <2, Pt<—.
{0, r> 2R, =¥ s S
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Then, using the estimate obtained in [2, Lemma 6.2], namely,

’

—2)\2/ ‘ﬂx-v[K*|ul2]Iul2d:vz6A2/ K fu|*)|uf*dz
RS T R

+0 (/ (IVul® + R™?|ul® + |u|4](t,:c)d:c> :
|z|>R

by the property of ¢ we get

V"(t) > 8I(u(t)) + O / ‘>R[|Vu|2 + [ul* + Jul* + u|®)(t, z)dz | . (8.3)

We recall that from (8.2) there exists n > 0 independent of ¢ such that I(u(t)) > n.
Let £ > 0 be a parameter to be chosen sufficiently small below (depending on 7).
We deduce from Proposition 8.1 (iv) that there exists to > 0 such that

|x(t)| <et, forall T > to. (8.4)
Given T > ty, we put

Ry = C(e) + €T,

where C'(g) is as in (8.1). Then {|z| > Ry} C {|z — z(t)| > C(e)} for all ¢ € [to, T
and so, by (8.3) and (8.1), we infer that for € small enough (depending on n),

V"(t) > 2n, forallte [ty,T]. (8.5)
Notice that from (6.1) we have
V() < CRIlu®)]| 22 [IVu(t)llz2 < AR, (8.6)

for some constant A independent of ¢ and R > 0. Then integrating (8.5) and
applying (8.6) we get

20(T —tg) < /T V" (t)dt < |V'(T) —V'(to)| <2ARr =2A(C(e) +T).

to
Choosing ¢ sufficiently small and taking 7" large enough, we obtain a contradiction,
the proof of Theorem 1.4 is now completed. O

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The author thanks R. Carles for his help in proving Proposition 7.2 and for useful
comments and suggestions that improved the paper.

REFERENCES

[1] P. ANTONELLI AND C. SPARBER, Ezistence of solitary waves in dipolar quantum gases, Phys-
ica D, 240 (2011), pp. 326-431. 1, 4, 9, 10

[2] J. BELLAZZINI AND L. FORCELLA, Asymptotic dynamic for dipolar quantum gases below the
ground state energy threshold, J. Funct. Anal., 277 (2019), pp. 1958-1998. 1, 2, 22, 32

, Dynamical collapse of cylindrical symmetric Dipolar Bose-FEinstein condensates,
Preprint arXiv:2005.02894, (2020), p. 36 pages. 1, 2

[4] J. BELLAZZINI AND L. JEANJEAN, On dipolar quantum gases in the unstable regime, SIAM J.
Math. Anal., 48 (2016), pp. 2028 2058. 1, 2, 13

[5] H. BERESTYCKI AND P.-L. LIONS, Nonlinear scalar field equations, I, Ezxistence of a ground
state, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 82 (1983), pp. 313-345. 9

[6] P. B. BLAKIE, Properties of a dipolar condensate with three-body interactions, Phys. Rev. A,
(2016). 1

[7] J. BOURGAIN, Global well-posedness of defocusing critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation in
the radial case, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 12 (1999), pp. 145-171. 1, 5

[8] R. CARLES, P. A. MARKOWICH, , AND C. SPARBER, On the Gross-Pitaevskii equation for
trapped dipolar quantum gases, Nonlinearity, 21 (2008), pp. 2569-2590. 1, 2, 5

[9] T. CAZENAVE, Semilinear Schrodinger Equations, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics,10,
American Mathematical Society, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, 2003. 6

3]




(10]

(11]
(12]
(13]

(14]

(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]

19]

20]

(21]

(22]

23]

SCATTERING OF THE ENERGY-CRITICAL NLS WITH DIPOLAR INTERACTION 33

J. CoLLIANDER, M. KEEL, G. STAFFILANI, H. TAKAOKA, AND T. TAO, Global well-posedness
and scattering for the energy—critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation in R3, Ann. of Math.,
167 (2008), pp. 767-865. 1, 5

V. DINH, L. FORCELLA, AND H. HAJAIEJ, Mass-Energy threshold dynamics for dipolar Quan-
tum Gases, Preprint arXiv:2009.05933, (2020), p. 31 pages. 2

B. DODSON, Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing L?-critical nonlinear
Schrédinger equation when d > 3, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 25 (2012), pp. 429-463. 1

T. DUYCKAERTS, J. HOLMER, AND S. ROUDENKO, Scattering for the mon-radial 3D cubic
nonlinear Schrodinger equation, Math. Res. Lett., 15 (2008), pp. 1233-1250. 4, 30

C. E. KiENIG AND F. MERLE, Global well-posedness, scattering and blow-up for the energy-
critical, focusing, non-linear Schrédinger equation in the radial case, Invent. Math, 166
(2006), pp. 645-675. 1

R. KiLLip AND M. VISAN, Nonlinear Schrédinger equations at critical regularity, in Lecture
notes of the 2008 Clay summer school ”Evolution Equations”, 2008. 1, 5

D. LAFONTAINE, Scattering for NLS with a potential on the line, Asymptot. Anal., 100 (2016),
pp. 21-39. 4

Y. Luo AND A. STYLIANOU, Ground states for a monlocal cubic-quartic Gross-Pitaevskii
equation, preprint arXiv:1806.00697, (2019), p. 20 pages. 1

, On 3d dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates involving quantum fluctuations and three—
body interactions, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B, (2020). 1, 2, 4, 5, 11, 12, 13

J. METz, T. LAHAYE, B. FROHLICH, A. GRIESMAIER, T. Prau, H. SAiTo, Y. KAWAGUCHI,
AND M. UEgDA, Coherent collapses of dipolar Bose—FEinstein condensates for different trap
geometries, New Journal of Physics, 11 (2009), p. 055032. 1

R.KivLip, T. OH, O. PocovNIcu, AND M. VISAN, Solitons and scattering for the cubic—quintic
nonlinear Schrédinger equation on R3, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 225 (2017), pp. 469-548.
1,3, 4, 14, 16, 22, 24, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31

T. Tao, M. VIsAN, AND X. ZHANG, Global well-posedness and scattering for the defocusing
mass—critical nonlinear Schridinger equation for radial data in high dimensions., Duke Math.
J., 140 (2007), pp. 165-202. 1

A. TriAY, Derwation of the dipolar Gross-Pitaevskii energy, STAM J. Math. Anal., 50 (2018),
pp- 33-63. 1

X. ZHANG, On the Cauchy problem of 3-D energy-critical Schridinger equations with sub-
critical perturbations, J. Differential Equations, 230 (2006), pp. 422-445. 1, 5, 6, 7, 8

UNIVERSIDADE FEDERAL DE MINAS GERAIS, ICEX-UFMG, CEP 30123-970, MG, BrAzIL
Email address: ardila@impa.br



	1. Introduction
	Stable regime
	Notations

	2. Preliminaries
	3. Well-posedness and small data scattering
	4. The sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Hölder inequality
	5. Description of the region of scattering
	Variational analysis

	6. Perturbation theory and profile decomposition property
	7. Existence of a critical solution
	8. Extinction of the critical element
	Acknowledgment
	References

