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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the following Cauchy problem of a weighted(or essential)

gradient system of semilinear Schrödinger equations

{

iut +∆u = f(|u|2, |v|2)u, ivt +∆v = g(|u|2, |v|2)v, x ∈ R
d, t ∈ R,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ R
d.

Here d ≥ 3, f(·, ·) and g(·, ·) are real-valued functions, (u0, v0) belongs to H1(Rd)×H1(Rd)

or Ḣ1(Rd) × Ḣ1(Rd) or Hs(Rd) × Hs(Rd). Under certain assumptions, we establish the

local wellposedness of the H1 × H1-solution, Ḣ1 × Ḣ1-solution and Hs × Hs-solution of

the system with different types of initial data.

If f(|u|2, |v|2)u = λ|u|α|v|β+2u and g(|u|2, |v|2)v = µ|u|α+2|v|βv with λ > 0, µ > 0,

α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0, it is surprised that there exists a critical exponents line α+ β = 2 when

d = 3 in the following sense: The system always has a unique bounded H1 ×H1-solution

for any initial data (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3)×H1(R3) if α+ β ≤ 2, yet we can find some initial

data (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3)×H1(R3) such that it doesn’t possess the global H1 ×H1-solution

if α+ β > 2 and α = β. While when d = 4, we call (α, β) = (0, 0) is the critical exponents

point in the following sense: The system always has a unique bounded H1×H1-solution for

any initial data (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R4) ×H1(R4) if (α, β) = (0, 0), yet there exist some initial

data (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R4)×H1(R4) such that it doesn’t have the global H1 ×H1-solution if

α+ β > 0 and α = β.

Moreover, we establish the H1 × H1 and Σ × Σ scattering theories for the solution if

α + β < 2(i.e., (α, β) is below the critical exponents line α + β = 2) when d = 3, Σ × Σ

scattering theory for the solution if (α, β) is on the critical exponents line α + β = 2

excluding the endpoints when d = 3, Ḣ1× Ḣ1 scattering theory for the solution if (α, β) is

the endpoint of the critical exponents line α+ β = 2 when d = 3 and (α, β) = (0, 0) when

d = 4. We also establish Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theories for the corresponding solutions if

(α, β) is above the critical exponents line α+ β = 2 when d = 3 and (α, β) > (0, 0) when

d ≥ 4. Here sc = d

2
− 2

α+β+2
.

Keywords: Weighted(or essential) gradient system; Schrödinger equation; Critical

exponents line; Weight-coupled interaction Morawetz estimate; Scattering.

2010 MSC: 35Q55.

∗E-mail: songxianfa2004@163.com(X.F. Song)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.03483v2


Contents.

1 Introduction.

2 Preliminaries.

2.1 Weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger equations.

2.2 Some notations and lemmas about basic harmonic analysis.

3 Local wellpossedness results on (1.1).

3.1 Local wellpossedness of H1 ×H1-solution, Σ× Σ-solution to (1.1).

3.2 Existence of critical exponents line for (1.6) when d = 3 and critical exponents point

for (1.6)) when d = 4

3.3 Local wellpossedness of Hs ×Hs-solution to (1.6).

4 H1 ×H1 and Σ×Σ scattering theories for (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities

when d = 3.

4.1 H1 × H1 and Σ × Σ scattering theories for (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities and

α+ β < 2 when d = 3.

4.2 Σ×Σ scattering theory for (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities and α+β = 2 excluding

the endpoints when d = 3.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following Cauchy problem:

{
iut +∆u = f(|u|2, |v|2)u, ivt +∆v = g(|u|2, |v|2)v, x ∈ Rd, t ∈ R,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ Rd.
(1.1)

Here d ≥ 3, f(·, ·) and g(·, ·) are real-valued functions, (u0, v0) belongs to H
1(Rd)×H1(Rd) or

Ḣ1(Rd)×Ḣ1(Rd) orHs(Rd)×Hs(Rd). It is well known that Schrödinger equation often appears

in quantum mechanics, in nonlinear optics, in plasma physics, in the theory of Heisenberg

ferromagnet and magnons, and in condensed matter theory. There are many interesting topics

on Schrödinger equation, a attractive one is scattering theory.
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There are many classical results on the Cauchy problem of the scalar Schödinger equation

iut +∆u = f(|u|2)u, we can refer to the books [7, 15, 82] and the numerous references therein

to see more details. Here we would like to briefly review some scattering results on the Cauchy

problem of {
iut +∆u = λ|u|pu, x ∈ Rd, t ∈ R,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ Rd,
(1.2)

where p > 0, d ≥ 3 and λ ≥ 0, i.e., the equation in (1.2) has the defocusing nonlinearity.

By the results of [3, 78, 91], there no nontrivial solution to (1.2) has scattering states when

p ≤ 2
d even for the L2(Rd) topology, while the solution to (1.2) has scattering states for the

L2(Rd) topology when 2
d < p < 4

d−2 . Using pseudoconformal conservation law and decay of

solutions in the weighted L2(Rd) space, the authors respectively in [14, 33, 89] showed that

the solution to (1.2) has scattering states for the weighted L2(Rd) topology when 4
d−2 > p ≥

α0 = 2−d+
√
d2+12d+4
2d . Based on Morawetz’s estimate and decay of solutions in the energy

space, many authors proved that the solution to (1.2) has scattering states for the H1(Rd)

topology when 4
d < p < 4

d−2 , see [25, 26, 27, 28, 34, 35, 69, 80]. When p = 4
d , (1.2) is in

the mass critical case. We can refer to [23, 24, 60, 61, 87, 88, 90] and the references therein

to see the scattering results on (1.2). When p = 4
d−2 , (1.2) is in the energy critical case. To

establish the scattering theory, the key point is to estimate the spacetime bound. We can

refer to [6, 7, 20, 21, 22, 38, 43, 52, 56, 59, 60, 72, 81, 85, 92, 93, 94] and see the results on

H1-scattering theory or Ḣ1-scattering theory for (1.2). When p > 4
d−2 , (1.2) is in the energy

supercritical case. To study it, the main difficulty is the lack of conservation laws beyond

H1(Rd) Sobolev space. Recently, the results on Ḣs scattering for (1.2) are established by many

authors, see [32, 45, 56, 67, 68, 69, 96] and the references therein. Very recently, in [4], Beceanu

et. al. constructed some classes of initial data, which could be arbitrarily large in critical

Sobolev space Ḣsc(Rd) such that the corresponding solutions are globally in time and scatter.

In addition, some authors established the scattering theory for the Schrödinger equation

with combined power-type nonlinearities. We can refer to [51, 53, 64, 86, 98] and the references

therein.

Some authors studied the stable manifolds for an orbitally unstable nonlinear Schrödinger

equation in R3 and obtained many interesting results including the scattering results, see [62,

70, 73, 74, 75].

Although there are some results on the scattering theory for a system of Schrödinger

equations(see[12, 31, 97]), some new difficulties arising in the study of the system of Schrödinger

equations with more general nonlinearities. Besides the local wellposedness results, differing

to the scalar case, some Hamiltonian may be difficult to get. For example, although we can

establish the local wellposedness result, we even wonder how to define the energy of the coupled

system iut + ∆u = |v|pu, ivt + ∆v = |u|qv for general p, q > 0. However, in this paper, we

will show that, if there exist some constants a, b and function G(w, z) such that ∂G
∂w = af(w, z)

and ∂G
∂z = bg(w, z), we call the system iut +∆u = f(|u|2, |v|2)u, ivt +∆v = g(|u|2, |v|2)v as a

weighted(or essential) gradient one. We can define the weighted energy, the weighted mass and

the weighted momentum as follows:

Ew(u(t), v(t)) :=

∫

Rd

[
a

2
|∇u(t, x)|2 +

b

2
|∇v(t, x)|2 +

1

2
G(|u(t, x)|2, |v(t, x)|2)

]
dx, (1.3)
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Mw(u(t), v(t)) :=

∫

Rd

[a|u(t, x)|2 + b|v(t, x)|2]dx, (1.4)

Pw(u(t), v(t)) := ℑ

∫

Rd

[au(t, x)∇ū(t, x) + bv(t, x)∇v̄(t, x)]dx. (1.5)

Under certain assumptions, each is Hamiltonian.

Although there are many difficulties, we find some very interesting phenomena on the

system of Schrödinger equations. We would like to say our special contributions below.

Under certain assumptions on f(·, ·), g(·, ·) and the initial data (u0, v0), we will establish

the local wellposedness of the H1 × H1-solution, Ḣ1 × Ḣ1-solution and Hs × Hs-solution to

(1.1) with different types of initial data.

We will mainly consider the asymptotic behavior for the solution to the following special

case of (1.1)

{
iut +∆u = λ|u|α|v|β+2u, ivt +∆v = µ|u|α+2|v|βv, x ∈ Rd, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ Rd,
(1.6)

where d ≥ 3, λ ∈ R, µ ∈ R, α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0. If λ > 0, µ > 0, α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0, i.e., the

nonlinearities are defocusing, it is surprised that there exists a critical exponents line α+β = 2

when d = 3 in the following sense: The system always has a unique bounded H1 ×H1-solution

for any initial data (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3) × H1(R3) if α + β ≤ 2, yet we can find some initial

data (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3) × H1(R3) such that it doesn’t possess the global H1 × H1-solution if

α + β > 2 and α = β. While when d = 4, we call (α, β) = (0, 0) is the critical exponents

point in the following sense: The system always has a unique bounded H1 × H1-solution for

any initial data (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R4)×H1(R4) if (α, β) = (0, 0), yet we can find some initial data

(u0, v0) ∈ H1(R4)×H1(R4) such that it doesn’t have the global H1 ×H1-solution if α+ β > 0

and α = β. Note that in [19], Christ, Colliander and Tao showed that the Cauchy problem of the

scalar equation iut+∆u = |u|2σu is not well posed in H1 in the energy supercritical case and in

[1], Alazard and Carles prove that there exist a sequence of initial data such that ‖u(t)‖H1
x
→ ∞

in finite time. Recently, in [84], Tao showed that there exist a class of defocusing nonlinear

Schrödinger systems which the solutions can blow up in finite time by suitably constructing the

initial datum. Meanwhile, by the results of [1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 18, 48], the solution map is

highly unstable in energy supercritical case if it exists at all, although one can at least construct

global weak solutions, the uniqueness isn’t known, see [35, 83]. We think, finding the critical

exponents line and critical exponents point, it is a new discovery in the study of a system of

Schrödinger equations.

Moreover, we define the weight-coupled interaction Morawetz identity. Based on it and

decay of the solutions, we establish the H1 ×H1 and Σ×Σ scattering theories for the solution

if α + β < 2(i.e., (α, β) is below the critical exponents line α + β = 2) when d = 3, Σ × Σ

scattering theory for the solution if (α, β) is on the critical exponents line α+ β = 2 excluding

the endpoints when d = 3, Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for the solution if (α, β) is the endpoint

of the critical exponents line α + β = 2 when d = 3 and (α, β) = (0, 0) when d = 4. We

also establish Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theories for the corresponding solutions if (α, β) is above

the critical exponents line α + β = 2 when d = 3 and (α, β) > (0, 0) when d ≥ 4. Here

sc =
d
2 − 2

α+β+2 .

Now we would like to say something about the techniques applied in this paper.

To establish H1×H1 and Σ×Σ scattering theories for the solution of (1.6) with defocusing

nonlinearities and α + β < 2, (u0, v0) ∈ H1 ×H1 when d = 3, the main step is to obtain the
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spacetime bound for the solution. We define the weight-coupled interaction Morawetz potential

in the form of (4.3) and get the bound for
∫

R

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|4 + |v(t, x)|4]dxdt.

Using this bound, we obtain the finite global Strichartz norms, which will be applied to establish

the H1×H1 and Σ×Σ scattering theories. Thanks to his famous paper [66], Morawetz estimate

becomes an important tool to construct scattering operator on the energy space. Although our

technical route is inspired by others(see Chapter 7 in [15] and [86]), we define the weight-coupled

interaction Morawetz identity which is a very useful tool in the scattering theory for the system

of Schrödinger equations.

To establish Σ×Σ scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities

and α + β = 2 excluding (α, β) = (0, 2) and (α, β) = (2, 0), (u0, v0) ∈ Σ × Σ when d = 3,

we establish the weight-coupled pseudoconformal conservation law and obtain decay of the

solution, which can be applied to establish the Σ×Σ scattering theory. Although our technique

route follows that dealing with the scalar Schödinger equation(see Chapter 7 in [15] and [33,

34, 35, 36]), the weight-coupled pseudoconformal conservation law is essential for the study of

the asymptotic behavior for the weight-gradient system of Schrödinger equations with initial

data belonging to Σ× Σ.

It is very difficult to obtain Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) with

defocusing nonlinearities and α + β = 2, i.e., (α, β) is on the critical exponents line α + β = 2

when d = 3. The main reason is that we cannot establish nonlinear estimates of the solution for

all (α, β) satisfying α+β = 2, which consequently leads the lack of the corresponding Ḣ1× Ḣ1

stability result. However, if (α, β) = (0, 2) or (α, β) = (2, 0), i.e., (α, β) is the endpoint of

the critical exponents line α+ β = 2, we can use the technique of reduction to almost periodic

solutions, which is now fairly standard in the field of nonlinear dispersive PDE, especially in the

setting of NLS. In [50], Keraani originally established the existence of minimal blowup solutions

to NLS, while in [55], Kenig and Merle were the first to use them as a tool to prove global

well-posedness. Such argument had been used by many authors in a variety of settings and has

proven to be extremely effective, see [22, 40, 45, 54, 55, 56, 59, 60, 61, 65, 67, 68, 72, 81, 88, 94]. It

may be outlined as follows: Step 1, we assume contradictorily a spacetime bound of the solution

doesn’t hold, then there must be a minimal almost-counterexample which is a minimal-energy

solution with enormous spacetime norm. Step 2, we show that it must have good tightness and

equicontinuity properties because it has minimal-energy. Step 3, we define the weight-coupled

interaction Morawetz inequality and prove that a solution must undergo a dramatic change of

spatial scale in a short span of time. Step 4, We show that such a rapid change is inconsistent

with simultaneous conservation of mass and energy.

The Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities and

(α, β) = (0, 0) when d = 4 is also established by using the concentration-compactness approach

and argument by contradiction. The weight-coupled interaction Morawetz inequality plays an

important role in the course of discussions.

The main difficulty in the study of energy supercritical Schrödinger equation is the lack

of the conservation laws beyond H1(Rd) Sobolev space. In [56], Killip and Visan developed

the technique treating energy-critical NLS and applied in the energy supercritical case when

d ≥ 5, and showed that critical Ḣs-bounds imply scattering. The work [65] treated energy

supercritical case when d = 4 by a similar approach. In [69], Murphy applied the method of

reduction to almost periodic solutions and Lin-Strauss Morawetz inequality, established the
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scattering theory for Schrödinger equation in energy supercritical case. Some authors borrowed

the ideas from the study of wave equations(see [4, 43, 44, 46, 47, 57, 58, 63, 71, 95]), they used

concentration-compactness-rigidity method or constructing the explicit formula of the outgoing

and incoming of the radial linear flow, and obtained some priori estimates for the solution, then

established the Ḣsc -scattering theory. In this paper, we use the method of constructing the

explicit formula of the outgoing and incoming of the radial linear flow(inspired by [4, 80]), and

establish the Ḣsc × Ḣsc-scattering theory.

Our first result is about the local wellposedness of H1 ×H1 solution to (1.1).

Theorem 1(Local wellposedness of the H1 ×H1 solution to (1.1)). Assume that

u0(x) ∈ H1(Rd), v0(x) ∈ H1(Rd), d ≥ 3. Then there exists a unique, strong H1 ×H1-solution

of (1.1), defined on a maximal time interval (−Tmin, Tmax) in one of the following cases:

Case 1. d ≥ 3,

f(|u|2, |v|2)u = f1(|u|
2, |v|2)u+ ...+ fm(|u|2, |v|2)u,

g(|u|2, |v|2)v = g1(|u|
2, |v|2)v + ...+ gm(|u|2, |v|2)v.

Suppose that fk ∈ C(R× R;R), gk ∈ C(R× R;R), there exist 2 ≤ rk <
2d
d−2 and 2 ≤ ρk <

2d
d−2

such that

‖fk(|u|
2, |v|2)u‖

W 1,ρ′
k
+ ‖gk(|u|

2, |v|2)v‖
W 1,ρ′

k
≤ C(M)(1 + ‖u‖W 1,rk + ‖v‖W 1,rk ) (1.7)

for all u, v ∈ H1(Rd) ∩W 1,rk(Rd) such that ‖u‖H1 ≤M , ‖v‖H1 ≤M , and

‖fk(|u1|
2, |v1|

2)u1 − fk(|u2|
2, |v2|

2)u2‖Lρ′
k
≤ C(M)(‖u1 − u2‖Lrk + ‖v1 − v2‖Lrk ) (1.8)

‖gk(|u1|
2, |v1|

2)v1 − gk(|u2|
2, |v2|

2)v2‖Lρ′
k
≤ C(M)(‖u1 − u2‖Lrk + ‖v1 − v2‖Lrk ) (1.9)

for all u1, u2, v1, v2 ∈ H1(Rd) such that ‖u1‖H1 ≤M , ‖u2‖H1 ≤M , ‖v1‖H1 ≤M and ‖v2‖H1 ≤

M , k = 1, ...,m.

Case 2. d = 3, f(|u|2, |v|2)u = λ|u|α|v|β+2u, g(|u|2, |v|2)v = µ|u|α+2|v|βv, α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0,

α+ β = 2, λ, µ ∈ R and λµ > 0.

Case 3. d = 4, f(|u|2, |v|2)u = λ|v|2u, g(|u|2, |v|2)v = µ|u|2v, λ, µ ∈ R and λµ > 0.

Moreover, for any admissible pair (q, r),

u ∈ Lq
loc((−Tmin, Tmax),W

1,r(Rd), v ∈ Lq
loc((−Tmin, Tmax),W

1,r(Rd).

And the following properties hold:

(i) There is the blowup alternative in the following sense: ‖u(t, x)‖H1
x
+ ‖v(t, x)‖H1

x
→ ∞

as t ↑ Tmax if Tmax <∞ and as t ↓ Tmin if Tmin <∞.

(ii) (u, v) depends continuously on (u0, v0), i.e., there exists T > 0 which depends on

(u0, v0) and satisfies: if (un, vn) is the solution of (1.1) with the corresponding initial data

(un0, vn0) → (u0, v0), then (un, vn) is defined on [−T, T ] for n large enough and (un, vn) →

(u, v) in C([−T, T ], Lp(Rd))× C([−T, T ], Lp(Rd)) for all 2 ≤ p < 2d
d−2 .

(iii) The conservation of mass for each component of (u, v), i.e., ‖u‖L2 = ‖u0‖L2 and

‖v‖L2 = ‖v0‖L2 .

(iv) If there exist a, b ∈ R and real value functions Gk(w, z) such that ∂Gk

∂w = afk(w, z),
∂Gk

∂z = bgk(w, z) for w ≥ 0 and z ≥ 0, then there are conservation laws of weighted mometum

and weighted energy for the weighted gradient system of Schrödinger equations. For example, if
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we take (c1, c2) = (a, b) in Case 1, (c1, c2) = (α+2
2λ , β+2

2µ ) in Case 2 and in Case 3((α, β) = (0, 0)),

then

ℑ

∫

Rd

[c1u(t, x)∇ū(t, x)c2v(t, x)∇v̄(t, x)]dx = ℑ

∫

Rd

[c1u0∇ū0 + c2v0∇v̄0]dx,

Ew(u, v) = Ew(u0, v0).

Here

Ew(u, v) :=

∫

Rd

[
c1
2
|∇u|2 +

c2
2
|∇v|2 +

1

2

m∑

k=1

Gk(|u|
2, |v|2)]dx in Case 1,

Ew(u, v) :=

∫

R3

[
α+ 2

2λ
|∇u|2 +

β + 2

2µ
|∇v|2 + |u|α+2|v|β+2]dx in Case 2 and in Case 3.

Moreover, if (u0, v0) ∈ H1(Rd) × H1(Rd) and (xu0(x), xv0(x)) ∈ L2(Rd) × L2(Rd), then the

vector-valued function t → (| · |u(t, ·), | · |v(t, ·)|) belongs to C((−Tmin, Tmax), L
2(Rd)× L2(Rd))

and (u, v) ∈ Σ× Σ, where

Σ = {w : w ∈ H1(Rd), |xw| ∈ L2(Rd). (1.10)

Furthermore,

Y (t) =

∫

Rd

|x|2[c1|u(t, x)|
2 + c2|v(t, x)|

2]dx (1.11)

is in C2(−Tmin, Tmax) with

Y ′(t) = 4ℑ

∫

Rd

[c1ūx · ∇u + c2v̄x · ∇v]dx, (1.12)

Y ′′(t) = 4

∫

Rd

[d(c1f(|u|
2, |v|2)|u|2 + c2g(|u|

2, |v|2)|v|2)− (d+ 2)G(|u|2, |v|2)]dx

+ 16Ew(u, v) in Case 1, (1.13)

Y ′′(t) = 2[3(α+ β) + 2]sgn(λ)

∫

Rd

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx+ 8Ew(u, v) in Cases 2 and 3 (1.14)

for all t ∈ (−Tmin, Tmax).

We find some more interesting phenomena below.

Theorem 2. 1. There exists the critical exponents line α + β = 2 for (1.6) with

λ > 0, µ > 0, α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0 when d = 3 in the following sense: If α + β ≤ 2, then for every

(u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3)×H1(R3), (1.6) always has a unique bounded H1×H1-solution; If α+β > 2

and α = β, there exists (u0, v0) such that (1.6) doesn’t possess the global H1 ×H1-solution.

2. (α, β) = (0, 0) is the critical exponents point for (1.6) with λ > 0, µ > 0, (α, β) =

(0, 0) when d = 4 in the following sense: If (α, β) = (0, 0), then for every (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R4) ×

H1(R4), (1.6) always has a unique bounded H1 ×H1-solution; If α + β > 0 and α = β, there

exists (u0, v0) such that (1.6) doesn’t possess the global H1 ×H1-solution.

We will compare the critical exponents line α + β = 2 for (1.6) with the critical Fujita

exponents line p1 + q = 2
d when p1 > 1 and the critical Fujita exponents curve pq = 2

d +

p + c(p1, q2) or pq = 2
d + q + c(p1, q2) when 0 ≤ p1 ≤ 1 for the following system of parabolic

equations {
wt −∆w = wp1zq, zt −∆z = wpzq2 , x ∈ Rd, t > 0,

w(x, 0) = w0(x), z(x, 0) = z0(x), x ∈ Rd,
(1.15)
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Escobedo and Levine, in [30](we also can refer to [29] and see the related results), proved that

A. Suppose that p1 > 1.

(Ai). If (p1 + q − 1) > 2
d , then there are both nontrivial global solutions and nonglobal

solutions.

(Aii). If (p1 + q − 1) ≤ 2
d , then every nontrivial solution is nonglobal.

B. Suppose that 0 ≤ p1 ≤ 1 and pq > 0.

(Bi). If ν = max(λ, µ) < 0, then all solutions are global.

(Bii). If 0 ≤ ν < 2
d , then there are both global nontrivial solutions and nonglobal solutions.

(Biii). If ν ≥ 2
d , then all nontrivial solutions are nonglobal.

Here

λ =
q2 − q − 1

p1q2 − pq − (p1 + q2) + 1
, µ =

p1 − p− 1

p1q2 − pq − (p1 + q2) + 1

and p1q2 − pq − (p1 + q2) + 1 6= 0.

In another word, comparing their results with ours, we find that, there exists critical Fujita

exponents line or critical Fujita exponents curve as the watershed to judge whether the system

of parabolic equations (1.15) has L∞
t,x×L

∞
t,x-solution or not, while there exists critical exponents

line(when d = 3) or point(when d = 4) as the watershed to judge whether the weighted gradient

system of Schrödinger equations (1.6) always has a unique L∞
t H

1
x × L∞

t H
1
x-solution or not. In

this sense, finding the critical exponents line and critical exponents point, it is a subtle result

in the direction of studying a system of Schröding equations.

Our third theorem is about the local wellposedness of Hs ×Hs-solution to (1.6).

Theorem 3(Local wellposedness of the Hs ×Hs-solution to (1.6)). Suppose that

d ≥ 3, α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0 and s > 0 satisfy

0 < s <
d

2
, α+ β + 2 ≤

4

d− 2s
, (1.16)

and if α+ β + 2 is not an even integer,

[s] < α+ β + 2. (1.17)

Let (γ, ρ) be the admissible pair, defined by

γ =
4(α+ β + 4)

(α+ β + 2)(d− 2s)
, ρ =

(α+ β + 4)d

d+ (α+ β + 2)s
. (1.18)

Then, for every (u0, v0) ∈ Hs(Rd)×Hs(Rd), there exist T ∗
min = T ∗

min(u0, v0), T
∗
max = T ∗

max(u0, v0)

and a solution (u, v) ∈ [C([−T ∗
min, T

∗
max);H

s(Rd)) ∩ Lγ
loc((−T

∗
min, T

∗
max);B

s
ρ,2(R

d))]2 of (1.6)

which satisfies the following properties:

(i) (u, v) ∈ [Lq((−T, T );Bs
r,2(R

d))]2 for every admissible pair (q, r) and every T < T ∗
min

and T < T ∗
max;

(ii) (u, v) is unique in [Lγ((−T, T );Bs
ρ,2(R

d))]2 for every T < T ∗
min and T < T ∗

max;

(iii) If s ≥ 1, E(u, v) = E(u0, v0) for every −T ∗
min < t < T ∗

max;

(iv) If T ∗
max <∞, then ‖u‖Lγ((0,T∗

max);B
s
ρ,2(R

d)) + ‖v‖Lγ((0,T∗
max);B

s
ρ,2(R

d)) = ∞; If T ∗
min <∞,

then ‖u‖Lγ((−T∗
min,0);B

s
ρ,2(R

d)) + ‖v‖Lγ((−T∗
min,0);B

s
ρ,2(R

d)) = ∞;

(v) If α+ β + 2 < 4
d−2s and T ∗

max <∞, then

lim
t↑T∗

max

[‖(−∆)
s
2u(t)‖L2(Rd) + ‖(−∆)

s
2 v(t)‖L2(Rd)] = ∞, (1.19)

[‖(−∆)
s
2u(t)‖L2(Rd) + ‖(−∆)

s
2 v(t)‖L2(Rd)] ≥

C

(T ∗
max − t)

1
α+β+2−

d−2s
4

; (1.20)
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If T ∗
min <∞, then

lim
t↓−T∗

min

[‖(−∆)
s
2u(t)‖L2(Rd) + ‖(−∆)

s
2 v(t)‖L2(Rd)] = ∞, (1.21)

[‖(−∆)
s
2u(t)‖L2(Rd) + ‖(−∆)

s
2 v(t)‖L2(Rd)] ≥

C

(T ∗
min + t)

1
α+β+2−

d−2s
4

; (1.22)

(vi) If α + β + 2 = 4
d−2s and ‖(−∆)

s
2u0‖L2(Rd) + ‖(−∆)

s
2 v0‖L2(Rd) is sufficiently small,

then T ∗
min = ∞, T ∗

max = ∞ and (u, v) ∈ [Lq((−∞,+∞);Bs
r,2(R

d))]2 for every admissible pair

(q, r).

(vii) There exists T > 0 satisfying T < T ∗
min and T < T ∗

max, such that if (u0n, v0n) is a

sequence in Hs(Rd) × Hs(Rd) and (u0n, v0n) → (u, v) ∈ Hs(Rd) × Hs(Rd), then for n large

enough, T < T ∗
min(u0n, v0n), T < T ∗

max(u0n, v0n) and the corresponding solutions (un, vn) of

(1.6) form a bounded sequence in [Lq((−T, T );Bs
r,2(R

d))]2. And for every admissible pair (q, r),

(un, vn) → (u, v) in [Lq((−T, T );Lr(Rd))]2 and [C((−T, T );Hs−ǫ(Rd))]2 for every ǫ > 0.

The fourth theorem will establish H1 × H1 and Σ × Σ scattering theories for (1.6) with

defocusing nonlinearities and α+β < 2 when d = 3. That is, the exponents pair (α, β) is below

the critical exponents line α+ β = 2. The results can be stated as follows.

Theorem 4(H1 ×H1 and Σ×Σ scattering theories for (1.6) when (α, β) is below

the critical exponents line). Let (u, v) be the global solution of (1.6), λ > 0, µ > 0, α ≥ 0,

β ≥ 0 and α+ β < 2 when d = 3. Assume that (u0(x), v0(x)) ∈ H1(R3)×H1(R3). There exist

unique scattering states (u+, v+) and (u−, v−) such that

‖e−it∆u(t)− u+‖H1
x
+ ‖e−it∆v(t)− v+‖H1

x
−→ 0 as t→ +∞, (1.23)

‖e−it∆u(t)− u−‖H1
x
+ ‖e−it∆v(t)− v−‖H1

x
−→ 0 as t→ −∞. (1.24)

Moreover, if (u0(x), v0(x)) ∈ Σ× Σ, then

‖e−it∆u(t)− u+‖Σ + ‖e−it∆v(t)− v+‖Σ −→ 0 as t→ +∞, (1.25)

‖e−it∆u(t)− u−‖Σ + ‖e−it∆v(t)− v−‖Σ −→ 0 as t→ −∞. (1.26)

The fifth theorem is about Σ× Σ scattering theory for (1.6) when (α, β) is on the critical

exponents line excluding the endpoints (α, β) = (0, 2) and (α, β) = (2, 0).

Theorem 5(Σ × Σ scattering theory for (1.6) when d = 3 and (α, β) is on the

critical exponents line excluding the endpoints). Let (u, v) be the global solution of

(1.6), λ > 0, µ > 0, α > 0, β > 0 and α+ β = 2 when d = 3 and (u0(x), v0(x)) ∈ Σ×Σ. Then

there exist scattering states (u+, v+) and (u−, v−) such that

‖e−it∆u(t)− u+‖Σ + ‖e−it∆v(t)− v+‖Σ −→ 0 as t→ +∞, (1.27)

‖e−it∆u(t)− u−‖Σ + ‖e−it∆v(t)− v−‖Σ −→ 0 as t→ −∞. (1.28)

If (α, β) is the endpoint of the critical exponents line α + β = 2, i.e., (α, β) = (0, 2) or

(α, β) = (2, 0), our results can be stated as follows.

Theorem 6(Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for (1.6) when d = 3 and (α, β) is the

endpoint of the critical exponents line). Let λ > 0, µ > 0 and (u0, v0) ∈ Ḣ1(R3)×Ḣ1(R3).
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Then there exists unique global strong solution (u, v) ∈ [C0
t Ḣ

1
x(R×R3)]2 of (1.6) if (α, β) = (0, 2)

or (α, β) = (2, 0). And

∫

R

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|10 + |v(t, x)|10]dxdt ≤ C(‖u0‖Ḣx
+ ‖v0‖Ḣx

). (1.29)

Moreover, there exist (u+, v+) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 and (u−, v−) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 such that

‖u(t)− eit∆u+‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v(t)− eit∆v+‖Ḣ1

x
→ 0 as t→ +∞, (1.30)

‖u(t)− eit∆u−‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v(t)− eit∆v−‖Ḣ1

x
→ 0 as t→ −∞. (1.31)

On the other hand, for any (u+, v+) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 and (u−, v−) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1, there exists a unique

global solution (u, v) of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2) or (α, β) = (2, 0) such that (1.30) and (1.31)

are true.

Similar, if (α, β) is the critical exponents point when d = 4, i.e., (α, β) = (0, 0), we will

establish Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for (1.6) below.

Theorem 7(Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for (1.6) when d = 4). Let λ > 0, µ > 0

and (u0, v0) ∈ Ḣ1(R4) × Ḣ1(R4). Then there exists unique global strong solution (u, v) ∈

[C0
t Ḣ

1
x(R× R4)]2 of (1.6) if (α, β) = (0, 0). And

∫

R

∫

R4

[|u(t, x)|6 + |v(t, x)|6]dxdt ≤ C(‖u0‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v0‖Ḣ1

x
). (1.32)

Moreover, there exist (u+, v+) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 and (u−, v−) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 such that

‖u(t)− eit∆u+‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v(t)− eit∆v+‖Ḣ1

x
→ 0 as t→ +∞, (1.33)

‖u(t)− eit∆u−‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v(t)− eit∆v−‖Ḣ1

x
→ 0 as t→ −∞. (1.34)

On the other hand, for any (u+, v+) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 and (u−, v−) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1, there exists a unique

global solution (u, v) of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2) or (α, β) = (2, 0) such that (1.33) and (1.34)

are true.

The eighth theorem will establish the Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for the solution of (1.6)

with special radial initial data when d = 3, 4, 5. In order to state the results, we need some

notations below. For a small fixed constant ǫ0 > 0, denote

s1 = max{
sc
d

− ǫ0, sc −
4d− 1

4d− 2
+

2

d
+ ǫ0}

and

s2 = max{−ǫ0, sc −
d− 2

2(d− 1)
+

d− 1

2d− 1
+ ǫ0}.

Let Ŵ s,1(Rd) be the space of functions

‖h‖Ŵ s,1(Rd) := ‖〈ξ〉sĥ‖L1(Rd) < +∞.

Now the results can be stated as follows.

Theorem 8(Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) with special

radial initial data). Let α > 0, β > 0 and d = 3, 4, 5. Assume that there exists a small
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constant δ0 such that the radial functions w1, w2, z1 and z2 satisfy suppz1 ∈ {x : |x| ≤ 1} and

suppz2 ∈ {x : |x| ≤ 1},

‖χ≤1w1‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖χ≤1w2‖Ḣsc

x (Rd) + ‖χ≥1w1‖Ḣs1
x (Rd) + ‖χ≥1w2‖Ḣs1

x (Rd) ≤ δ0, (1.35)

‖〈ξ〉s2 ẑ1‖L1(Rd) + ‖〈ξ〉s2 ẑ2‖L1(Rd) ≤ δ0. (1.36)

Then if the initial data (u0, v0) is of form

u0 = w1+ + z1, v0 = w2+ + z2, (or u0 = w1− + z1, v0 = w2− + z2),

the corresponding solution (u, v) exists globally forward ( or backward) in time and

(u, v) ∈ [C(R+;Hs1(Rd) + Ŵ s2,1(Rd))]2 (or (u, v) ∈ [C(R−;Hs1(Rd) + Ŵ s2,1(Rd))]2).

Here w1+, w1−, w2+ and w2− are the modified outgoing and incoming components of w1 and

w2. Furthermore, there exists (u+, v+) ∈ [Hs1(Rd) + Ŵ s2,1(Rd)]2(or (u−, v−) ∈ [Hs1(Rd) +

Ŵ s2,1(Rd)]2) such that

lim
t→+∞

[‖u(t)− eit∆u+‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖v(t)− eit∆v+‖Ḣsc

x (Rd)] = 0 (1.37)

(or lim
t→−∞

[‖u(t)− eit∆u−‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖v(t)− eit∆v−‖Ḣsc

x (Rd)] = 0. ) (1.38)

Last, we state Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) with initial data has

many bubbles. We introduce the following condition

(C9) Given a constant ǫ ∈ (0, 1]. Suppose that w is of the form

w =

+∞∑

k=0

wk, wk ∈ Ḣsc(Rd), suppŵk = {ξ : 2k ≤ |ξ| ≤ (1 + ǫ)2k}

and

‖w‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) ≤ ǫ−α0

for an absolute constant α0 > 0.

Theorem 9(Ḣsc ×Ḣsc scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) with initial data

has many bubbles). Assume that α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0, α + β > 2 when d = 3 and α+ β > 0 when

d ≥ 4. Then the solution (u, v) of (1.6) with initial data (u0, v0) satisfying

u0 = w1 + z1, v0 = w2 + z2 (1.39)

is global existence in time and (u, v) ∈ [CtḢ
sc
x (R×Rd)]2 if there exists some constant ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1]

such that w1 and w2 satisfy (C9) with

w1 =

+∞∑

k=0

w1k, w2 =

+∞∑

k=0

w2k

and

‖z1‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖z2‖Ḣsc

x (Rd) ≤ ǫ (1.40)
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for ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0]. Moreover, there exist scattering states (u0+, v0+) and (u0−, v0−) such that

lim
t→+∞

[‖u(t)− eit∆u0+‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖v(t)− eit∆v0+‖Ḣsc

x (Rd)] = 0, (1.41)

lim
t→−∞

[‖u(t)− eit∆u0−‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖v(t)− eit∆v0−‖Ḣsc

x (Rd)] = 0. (1.42)

We summarize our results in the following table

dimension conditions on (α, β) initial data scattering

d = 3 α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0, α+ β < 2 H1 ×H1, Σ× Σ H1 ×H1, Σ× Σ

d = 3 α > 0 and β > 0, α+ β = 2 Σ× Σ Σ× Σ

d = 3 α = 0 or β = 0, α+ β = 2 Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 Ḣ1 × Ḣ1

d = 3 α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0, α+ β > 2 Ḣsc × Ḣsc Ḣsc × Ḣsc

d = 4 (α, β) = (0, 0), Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 Ḣ1 × Ḣ1

d ≥ 4 α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0, α+ β > 0 Ḣsc × Ḣsc Ḣsc × Ḣsc

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some notations and

useful lemmas. In Section 3, we establish the local wellposedness of H1 ×H1-solution, Σ× Σ-

solution and Hs ×Hs-solution of (1.1) under different assumptions. In Section 4, we establish

H1 × H1 and Σ × Σ scattering theories for the solution if α + β < 2(i.e., (α, β) is below the

critical exponents line α+ β = 2) when d = 3, Σ×Σ scattering theory for the solution if (α, β)

is on the critical exponents line α + β = 2 excluding the endpoint when d = 3. In Section

5, we will be concerned with Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) containing

defocusing nonlinearities with (α, β) is the endpoint of the critical exponents line α + β = 2

when d = 3. In Section 6, we will get Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for the solution of (1.6)

containing defocusing nonlinearities with (α, β) = (0, 0) when d = 4. In Section 7, we discuss

the Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for the solution of (1.6) containing defocusing nonlinearities

with α + β > 2 when d = 3 and α + β > 0 when d ≥ 4. In Section 8, we will deal with (1.6)

containing focusing nonlinearities and give some discussions.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will give some notations and useful lemmas.

2.1 Weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger equations

First, we give the definition of “weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger

equations” as follows.
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Definition 2.1 (Weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger equa-

tions). We say that

iut +∆u = f(|u|2, |v|2)u, ivt +∆v = g(|u|2, |v|2)v

is a weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger equations if there exist a ∈ R, b ∈ R

and real value function G(w, z) such that ∂G
∂w = af(w, z), ∂G

∂z = bg(w, z) for w ≥ 0 and z ≥ 0.

(a, b) is called as the weighted coefficients pair. Especially, if (a, b) = (1, 1), then the system is

a gradient one.

By this definition, if λ 6= 0 and µ 6= 0, then the system

iut +∆u = λ|u|α|v|β+2u, ivt +∆v = µ|u|α+2|v|βv

is a weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger equations. In fact, taking a = α+2
2λ ,

b = β+2
2µ and G(w, z) = w

α+2
2 z

β+2
2 for w ≥ 0 and z ≥ 0, then ∂G(w,z)

∂w = aλw
α
2 z

β+2
2 and

∂G(w,z)
∂z = bµw

α+2
2 z

β
2 for w ≥ 0 and z ≥ 0.

But the following system isn’t a weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger

equations:

iut +∆u = λ|v|pu, ivt +∆v = µ|u|qv

if (p, q) 6= (2, 2).

In Section 3, we will show that, there exist the weighted conservation laws for the weighted(or

essential) gradient system of Schödinger equations, which are similar to those for the scalar

Schödinger equation.

2.2 Some notations and lemmas about basic harmonic analysis

We give some notations below. The notationX . Y means thatX ≤ CY for some constant

C, while X ∼ Y implies that Y . X . Y . If C depends up some additional parameters, we will

indicate this with subscripts, for example, X .u Y means that X ≤ CuY for some constant Cu

depending on u. And we use X± to denote any quantity of the form X ± ǫ for any ǫ > 0. In

convenience, we will use C, C′, and so on, to denote some constants in the sequels, the values

of it may vary line to line.

Let Lr(Rd) be the Banach space of functions f : Rd → C with the norm

‖f‖Lr
x
:=

(∫

Rd

|f(x)|rdx

) 1
r

< +∞,

with the usual modifications when r = ∞. For any non-negative integer k, let W k,r(Rd) be the

Sobolev space where the norm of f is defined as

‖f‖Wk,r(Rd) :=
∑

|α|≤k

‖
∂α

∂xα
f‖Lr

x
.

Denote the spacetime norm Lq
tL

r
x by

‖u‖Lq
tL

r
x(R×Rd) :=

(∫

R

(∫

Rd

|f(x)|rdx

) q
r

dt

) 1
q

,
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with the usual modifications when q or r is infinity, or when R×Rd is replaced by some smaller

region. Especially, we abbreviate Lq
tL

r
x by Lq

t,x if q = r.

If (q, r) satisfies 2
q = d(12 − 1

r ) and 2 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞, we call it admissible pair. We define the

Ṡ0(I × Rd) and Ṡ1(I × Rd) Strichartz norms by

‖u‖Ṡ0(I×Rd) := sup‖u‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×Rd), ‖u‖Ṡ1(I×Rd) := ‖∇u‖Ṡ0(I×Rd) (2.1)

if I × Rd is a spacetime slab, where the sup is taken over all admissible pairs (q, r). While

denote the dual space of Ṡ0(I × Rd) by Ṅ0(I × Rd) and

Ṅ1(I × R
d) := {u;∇u ∈ Ṅ0(I × R

d)}.

The Fourier transform on Rd and the fractional differential operators |∇|s are defined by

f̂(ξ) :=

∫

Rd

e−2πix·ξf(x)dx, |̂∇|sf(ξ) = |ξ|sf̂(ξ),

which define the homogeneous Sobolev norms

‖f‖Ḣs
x
:= ‖|∇|sf‖L2

x
.

Let ϕ(ξ) be a cut-off function defined as

ϕ(ξ) =





1, |ξ| ≤ 1,

smooth bump supported, 1 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2,

0, |ξ| ≥ 2.

(2.2)

We define the Littlewood-Paley operators

P̂≤Nf(ξ) := ϕ(
ξ

N
)f̂(ξ), P̂>Nf(ξ) := (1 − ϕ(

ξ

N
))f̂(ξ),

P̂Nf(ξ) := (ϕ(
ξ

N
)− ϕ(

2ξ

N
))f̂(ξ),

similarly define P<N , P≥N and PM<·≤N := P≤N − P≤M , whenever M and N are dyadic

numbers. Frequently, we will write f≤N for P≤Nf and for other operators similarly.

Let eit∆ be the free Schrödinger propagator and the generated group of isometries (J (t))t∈R.

Then

J (t)f(x) := eit∆f(x) =
1

(4πit)
d
2

∫

Rd

ei|x−y|2/4tf(y)dy, t 6= 0, (2.3)

êit∆f(ξ) = e−4π2it|ξ|2 f̂(ξ). (2.4)

And

‖eit∆f‖L∞
x (Rd) . |t|−

d
2 ‖f‖L1

x(R
d), t 6= 0, (2.5)

‖eit∆f‖Lp
x(Rd) . |t|−d( 1

2− 1
p ‖f‖

Lp′
x (Rd)

, t 6= 0, (2.6)

where 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and 1
p + 1

p′ = 1.

Note that Duhamel’s formula

u(t) = ei(t−t0)∆u(t0)− i

∫ t

t0

ei(t−s)∆(iut +∆u)(s)ds. (2.7)
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We have the following Strichartz estimate.

Lemma 2.1(Strichartz estimate). Assume that I is a compact time interval, and

u : I × Rd → C is a solution to the forced Schrödinger equation

iut +∆u = f.

Then for given s ≥ 0, we have

‖|∇|su‖S0(I) . ‖|∇|su(t0)‖L2
x
+ ‖|∇|sf‖N0(I) for any t0 ∈ I.

The following special Strichartz estimate for radial data was first proved in [76, 77] and

developed in [16, 39], it was presented as Lemma 2.9 in [4].

Lemma 2.2(Radial Strichartz estimtates) Assume that f ∈ L2(Rd) is a radial func-

tion, and q, r, γ satisfy

γ ∈ R, q ≥ 2, r > 2,
2

q
+

2d− 1

r
<

2d− 1

2
,

2

q
+
d

r
=
d

2
+ γ. (2.8)

Then

‖|∇|γeit∆f‖Lq
tL

r
x(R×Rd) . ‖f‖L2

x(R
d)

Moreover, if G ∈ Lq̃′

t L
r̃′

x (R× Rd) is a radial function in x, then

‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆G(s)ds‖Lq
tL

r
x
+ ‖|∇|−γ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆G(s)ds‖L∞
t L2

x
. ‖G‖

Lq̃′

t Lr̃′
x

. (2.9)

All the norms above are on R× Rd. Here (q, r, γ) and (q̃, r̃,−γ) satisfy (2.8).

The following lemmas are about basic harmonic analysis.

Lemma 2.3(Bernstein estimates).

‖|∇|±sPNf‖Lr
x(R

d) ∼ N±s‖PNf‖Lr
x(R

d), ‖PNf‖Lq
x(Rd) . N

d
r
− d

q ‖PNf‖Lr
x(R

d),

‖P≤Nf‖Lq
x(Rd) . N

d
r
− d

q ‖P≤Nf‖Lr
x(R

d) for 1 ≤ r ≤ q ≤ ∞.

Lemma 2.4(Product rule,[17]). Assume that s ∈ (0, 1], 1 < r, r1, r2, q1, q2 < +∞ and

satisfy 1
r = 1

r1
+ 1

q1
= 1

r2
+ 1

q2
. Then

‖|∇|s(fg)‖Lr
x
. ‖f‖Lr1

x
‖|∇|sg‖Lq1

x
+ ‖|∇|sf‖Lr2

x
‖g‖Lq2

x
.

Lemma 2.5(Fractional chain rule,[17]). Assume that s ∈ (0, 1], 1 < q, q1, q2 < +∞

and satisfy 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
, G ∈ C1(C). Then

‖|∇|sG(u)‖Lq
x
. ‖G′(u)‖Lq1

x
‖|∇|su‖Lq2

x
.

Lemma 2.6(Fractional chain rule for a Hölder continuous function,[93]). Assume

that G is a Hölder continuous function of order 0 < p < 1. Then

‖|∇|sG(u)‖Lq
x
. ‖|u|p−

s
σ ‖Lq1

x
‖|∇|σu‖

s
σ

L
sq2
σ

x

15



for every 0 < s < p, 1 < q <∞ and s
p < σ < 1 satisfying 1

q = 1
q1

+ 1
q2

and (1− s
pσ )q1 > 1.

Lemma 2.7(Another fractional chain rule for a Hölder continuous function,[55]).

Assume that G is a Hölder continuous function of order 0 < p ≤ 1, 0 < s < σp < p, 1 <

q, q1, q2, r1, r2, r3 <∞ and satisfy

(1− p)r1 > 1, (p−
s

σ
)r2 > 1,

1

q
=

1

q1
+

1

q2
=

1

r1
+

1

r2
+

1

r3
.

Then

‖|∇|s[w · (G(u + v)−G(u))]‖Lq
x

. ‖|∇|σw‖Lq1
x
‖v‖p

L
pq2
x

+ ‖w‖Lr1‖v‖
p− s

σ

L(p− s
σ

)r2

(
‖|∇|σu‖

L
sr3
σ

x

+ ‖|∇|σv‖
L

sr3
σ

x

) s
σ

.

Lemma 2.8(Nonlinear Bernstein,[60]). Assume that G : C → C is a Hölder continuous

function of order 0 < p ≤ 1. Then

‖PNG(u)‖
L

q
p
x (Rd)

. N−p‖∇u‖p
Lq

x(Rd)
for any 1 ≤ q <∞.

3 Local wellposedness results on (1.1)

3.1 Local wellposedness of H1 ×H1-solution, Σ× Σ-solution to (1.1)

In this subsection, using Kato’s method(see [41]), we will prove Theorem 1 and establish the

local well-posedness of H1×H1-solution to (1.1) if (u0, v0) ∈ H1(Rd)×H1(Rd), Σ×Σ-solution

to (1.1) if (u0, v0) ∈ Σ× Σ.

Proof of Theorem 1:

Case 1. Let r = max{r1, ..., rm, ρ
′
1, ..., ρ

′
m} and (q, r) be the corresponding admissible pair.

Giving M,T > 0 to be chosen later, we define the following complete metric space

S =
{
w = (w1, w2) ∈

[
L∞((−T, T ), H1(Rd)) ∩ Lq((−T, T ),W 1,r(Rd))

]2
,

2∑

j=1

‖wj‖L∞((−T,T ),H1) ≤M,
2∑

j=1

‖wj‖Lq((−T,T ),W 1,r) ≤M



 . (3.1)

subject to the distance

d(w, w̃) =
2∑

j=1

[‖wj − w̃j‖Lq((−T,T ),Lr) + ‖wj − w̃j‖L∞((−T,T ),L2)]. (3.2)

Existence.

For given 1 ≤ k ≤ m, let (qk, rk) and (γk, ρk) be the corresponding admissible pairs. Since

‖wj‖Lqk ((−T,T ),W 1,rk ) ≤ ‖wj‖
2(r−rk)

rk(r−2)

L∞((−T,T ),H1)‖wj‖
r(rk−2)

rk(r−2)

Lq((−T,T ),W 1,r)
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for any wj ∈ W 1,rk , we know that if (u, v) ∈ S, then u, v ∈ Lqk((−T, T ),W 1,rk(Rd)) and

‖u‖Lqk((−T,T ),W 1,rk ) ≤M
2(r−rk)

rk(r−2)M
r(rk−2)

rk(r−2) =M, ‖v‖Lqk ((−T,T ),W 1,rk ) ≤M (3.3)

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

Note that fk ∈ C(R × R;R) and gk ∈ C(R × R;R). By the assumptions of (1.7)–(1.9), if

(u, v) ∈ E, then fk(|u|
2, |v|2)u : (−T, T ) → Lρ′

k(Rd) and gk(|u|
2, |v|2)v : (−T, T ) → Lρ′

k(Rd) are

measurable and fk(|u|
2, |v|2)u ∈ L∞((−T, T ), Lρ′

k(Rd)) and gk(|u|
2, |v|2)v ∈ L∞((−T, T ), Lρ′

k(Rd)).

Moreover,

‖fk(|u|
2, |v|2)u‖

Lqk ((−T,T ),W 1,ρ′
k )

≤ CM (T
1
qk + ‖u‖Lqk((−T,T ),W 1,rk ) + ‖v‖Lqk((−T,T ),W 1,rk ))

≤ CM (T
1
qk +M), (3.4)

‖fk(|u|
2, |v|2)u‖

Lγ′
k ((−T,T ),W 1,ρ′

k )
≤ CM (T

1
qk +M)T

qk−γ′
k

qkγ′
k , (3.5)

‖gk(|u|
2, |v|2)v‖

Lqk ((−T,T ),W 1,ρ′
k )

≤ CM (T
1
qk +M), (3.6)

‖gk(|u|
2, |v|2)v‖

Lγ′
k ((−T,T ),W 1,ρ′

k )
≤ CM (T

1
qk +M)T

qk−γ′
k

qkγ′
k (3.7)

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

Given (u0, v0) ∈ H1(Rd)×H1(Rd) and (u, v) ∈ S, let H(u) and H(v) be defined by

H(u)(t) = J (t)u0 − i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)f(|u|2, |v|2)u(s)ds, (3.8)

H(v)(t) = J (t)v0 − i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)g(|u|2, |v|2)v(s)ds. (3.9)

Using Strichartz inequalities and (3.4)–(3.7), we know that, if T ≤ 1, then H(u),H(v) ∈

Lq((−T, T ),W 1,r(Rd)) ∩ C([−T, T ], H1(Rd)), and

‖H(u)‖Lq((−T,T ),W 1,r) + ‖H(u)‖L∞((−T,T ),H1) ≤ C‖u0‖H1
x
+ CCM (1 +M)T δ, (3.10)

‖H(v)‖Lq((−T,T ),W 1,r) + ‖H(v)‖L∞((−T,T ),H1) ≤ C‖v0‖H1
x
+ CCM (1 +M)T δ, (3.11)

where

δ = min
1≤k≤m

qk − γ′k
qkγ′k

> 0.

Taking M > 2C(‖u0‖H1
x
+ ‖v0‖H1

x
) ∈ S and T such that 2CCM (1 + M)T δ ≤ M , if

(u, v) ∈ S, then H(u,v) := (H(u),H(v)) ∈ S. Moreover, if T small enough,

d(H(u1,v1),H(u2,v2)) ≤
1

2
d((u1, v1), (u2, v2)) for all (u1, v1), (u2, v2) ∈ S. (3.12)

Therefore, H at least has a fixed point (u, v) which satisfies (3.8) and (3.9).

Uniqueness.

Assume that (u1, v1) and (u2, v2) are two solutions of (1.1). Let w1 = u1 − u2 and w2 =

v1 − v2. Then

w1(t) = i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)

m∑

k=1

[fk(|u1|
2, |v1|

2)u1(s)− fk(|u2|
2, |v2|

2)u2(s)]ds, (3.13)

w2(t) = i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)

m∑

k=1

[gk(|u1|
2, |v1|

2)v1(s)− gk(|u2|
2, |v2|

2)v2(s)]ds. (3.14)
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Using Strichartz estimates, we have

m∑

k=1

‖w1(t)‖Lqk (J,Lrk ) ≤
m∑

k=1

‖[fk(|u1|
2, |v1|

2)u1 − fk(|u2|
2, |v2|

2)u2]‖Lγ′
k(J,Lρ′

k )
,

m∑

k=1

‖w2(t)‖Lqk (J,Lrk ) ≤

m∑

k=1

‖[gk(|u1|
2, |v1|

2)v1 − gk(|u2|
2, |v2|

2)v2]‖Lγ′
k (J,Lρ′

k)

for every interval J such that 0 ∈ J ⊂ [−T, T ]. Recalling (1.8) and (1.9), we get

m∑

k=1

[‖w1(t)‖Lqk (J,Lrk ) + ‖w2(t)‖Lqk (J,Lrk )]

≤ C
m∑

k=1

[‖w1(t)‖Lγ′
k (J,Lrk )

+ ‖w2(t)‖Lγ′
k (J,Lrk )

]. (3.15)

Applying the results of Lemma 4.2.2 and Lemma 4.2.4 in [15] to (3.15), we obtain

‖w1(t)‖Lrk + ‖w2(t)‖Lrk = 0.

That is, (u1, v1) = (u2, v2).

Maximality and blowup alternative.

Consider u0 ∈ H1(Rd), v0 ∈ H1(Rd) and let

Tmax(u0, v0) = sup{T > 0 : there exists a solution of (1.1) on [0, T ],

Tmin(u0, v0) = sup{T > 0 : there exists a solution of (1.1) on [−T, 0].

Note that the unique solution (u, v) of (1.1) satisfies

u, v ∈ C((−Tmin, Tmax), H
1(Rd)) ∩ C1((−Tmin, Tmax), H

−1(Rd)).

Assume that Tmax < +∞ and there exist a sequence tj ↑ Tmax such that ‖u(tj)‖H1
x
+‖v(tj)‖H1

x
≤

M for some M < +∞. Let l be such that tl + T (M) > Tmax(u0, v0). Then we can look

(u(tl), v(tl)) as the initial data, and extend (u, v) to tl + T (M), which is a contradiction to

maximality. Hence

‖u(t)‖H1
x
+ ‖v(t)‖H1

x
→ +∞ as t ↑ Tmax.

Similarly, if Tmin(u0, v0) < +∞, then

‖u(t)‖H1
x
+ ‖v(t)‖H1

x
→ +∞ as t ↓ −Tmin.

Continuous dependence.

Suppose that (u0n, v0n) → (u0, v0) in H1(Rd) × H1(Rd). Since ‖u0n‖H1
x
+ ‖v0n‖H1

x
≤

2(‖u0‖H1
x
+ ‖v0‖H1

x
) for n large enough, there exist T = T (‖u0‖H1

x
, ‖v0‖H1

x
) and n0 such that

(u, v) and (un, vn) are defined on [−T, T ] for n ≥ n0 and

‖u‖L∞((−T,T ),H1) + ‖v‖L∞((−T,T ),H1) + supn≥n0[‖un‖L∞((−T,T ),H1) + ‖vn‖L∞((−T,T ),H1)]

≤ C[‖u0‖H1
x
+ ‖v0‖H1

x
].

Note that

un(t)− u(t) = J (t)(u0n − u0) +H(un)(t)−H(u)(t),

vn(t)− v(t) = J (t)(v0n − v0) +H(vn)(t)−H(v)(t).
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We can use Strichartz estimates, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, and a covering argument as

Step 3 in the proof of Theorem 4.4.1 in [15] to establish the continuous dependence result. We

omit the details here.

Let [0, t] be the time interval when the solution exists.

Mass conservation law for each component of (u, v).

Multiplying the first equation and the second one of (1.1) by 2ū and 2v̄ respectively, taking

the imaginary parts of the results, then integrating them over Rd × [0, t] respectively, we have

∫

Rd

|u|2dx =

∫

Rd

|u0|
2dx,

∫

Rd

|v|2dx =

∫

Rd

|v0|
2dx,

which implies mass conservation law for each component of (u, v).

As a byproduct, for any c1, c2 ∈ R, we have
∫

Rd

[c1|u|
2 + c2|v|

2]dx =

∫

Rd

[c1|u0|
2 + c2|v0|

2]dx.

Momentum and energy conservations laws.

Multiplying the first equation and the second one of (1.1) by c1∇ū and c2∇v̄ respectively,

taking the real parts of the results, then integrating them over Rd × [0, t], and sum them up,

we obtain
∫

Rd

[c1u(t, x)∇ū(t, x) + c2v(t, x)∇v̄(t, x)]dx =

∫

Rd

[c1ū0∇u0 + c2v0∇v̄0]dx,

which implies momentum conservation law.

Multiplying the first equation and the second one of (1.1) by 2c1ūt and 2c2v̄t respectively,

taking the real part of the result, then integrating them over Rd × [0, t], and sum them up, we

obtain
∫

Rd

[c1|∇u|
2 + c2|∇v|

2 +G(|u|2, |v|2)]dx =

∫

Rd

[c1|∇u0|
2 + c2|∇v0|

2 +G(|u0|
2, |v0|

2)]dx,

which implies energy conservation law. Here G =
∑m

k=1Gk.

Case 2. It is a critical case in H1(R3)×H1(R3). Given Λ ∈ N, let

fΛ(|u|
2, |v|2)u =





λ|u|α|v|β+2u if |u| ≤ Λ, |v| ≤ Λ,

λΛα|v|β+2u if |u| ≥ Λ, |v| ≤ Λ,

λΛβ+2|u|αu if |u| ≤ Λ, |v| ≥ Λ,

λΛ4u if |u| ≥ Λ, |v| ≥ Λ,

(3.16)

gΛ(|u|
2, |v|2)v =





µ|u|α+2|v|βv if |u| ≤ Λ, |v| ≤ Λ,

µΛα+2|v|βv if |u| ≥ Λ, |v| ≤ Λ,

µΛβ|u|α+2v if |u| ≤ Λ, |v| ≥ Λ,

µΛ4v if |u| ≥ Λ, |v| ≥ Λ.

(3.17)

Consider the following truncated problem:

HΛ(u)(t) = J (t)u0 − i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)fΛ(|u|
2, |v|2)u(s)ds, (3.18)

HΛ(v)(t) = J (t)v0 − i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)gΛ(|u|
2, |v|2)v(s)ds. (3.19)
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Similar to Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 4.5.1. in [15], we can prove that there exists a

unique, global solution (uΛ, vΛ) satisfying (3.18) and (3.19). Similar to Step 3 there, passing

to to the limit by letting Λ → ∞, we can prove that (1.1) has a unique strong solution (u, v) ∈

H1(R3)×H1(R3). Next, similar to Step 4, Step 5 and Step 6 there, we can prove the conservation

laws, the blowup alternative, continuous dependence respectively.

Case 3. It is a critical case in H1(R4)×H1(R4). Given Λ ∈ N, let

fΛ(u, v) =

{
λ|v|2u if |v| ≤ Λ,

λΛ2u if |v| ≥ Λ,
gΛ(u, v) =

{
µ|u|2v if |u| ≤ Λ,

µΛ2v if |u| ≥ Λ.
(3.20)

Consider the following truncated problem:

HΛ(u)(t) = J (t)u0 − i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)fΛ(u, v)(s)ds, (3.21)

HΛ(v)(t) = J (t)v0 − i

∫ t

0

J (t− s)gΛ(u, v)v(s)ds. (3.22)

Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.5.1. in [15], we also can prove the existence and uniqueness,

the conservation laws, the blowup alternative, continuous dependence.

The main steps of proving (xu, xv) ∈ L2(Rd)× L2(Rd).

If (u0, v0) ∈ H1(Rd) × H1(Rd) and (xu0, xv0) ∈ L2(Rd) × L2(Rd), in order to prove

(xu, xv) ∈ L2(Rd) × L2(Rd), we can follow the idea of the proof of Proposition 6.5.1 in [15].

Step 1, we use auxiliary function ‖e−ǫ|x|2|x|u(t)‖2L2
x
+‖e−ǫ|x|2|x|v(t)‖2L2

x
to get the vector-valued

function t → (| · |u(t, ·), | · |v(t, ·)) is continuous (−Tmin, Tmax) → L2(Rd)× L2(Rd). Step 2, we

can prove that if the sequence of initial data (u0n, v0n) → (u0, v0) in H1(Rd) × H1(R2) and

(xu0n, xv0n) → (xu0, xv0) in L2(Rd) × L2(R2), then the corresponding sequence of solutions

to (1.1) (un, vn) → (u, v) in L∞
t H

1
x((−Tmin, Tmax) × Rd) × L∞

t H
1
x((−Tmin, Tmax) × Rd) and

(xun, xvn) → (xu, xv) in L∞
t L

2
x((−Tmin, Tmax)×Rd)×L∞

t L
2
x((−Tmin, Tmax)×Rd) as n→ +∞.

Step 3, in order to prove (1.11)–(1.13), choosing (u0n, v0n) ∈ H2(Rd) × H2(R2), using the

H2 × H2 regularity, we can prove that (1.11)–(1.13) holds for the corresponding solutions

(un, vn), then let n→ +∞ and get the conclusions.

By the way, we denote the space Σ× Σ by

Σ× Σ = {(u, v)|(u, v) ∈ H1(Rd)×H1(Rd), (xu, xv) ∈ L2(Rd)× L2(Rd)}. (3.23)

Using the equations in (1.1), integrating by parts, after some elementary computations and

recalling (1.11), we can obtain (1.12) and (1.13). �

Remark 3.1. By the proof of Theorem 1, we find that the local existence, uniqueness,

continuous dependence, blowup alternative and the mass of each component conservation law

hold for general system of Schödinger equations if the nonlinearities satisfy the assumptions of

this theorem. However, we only prove that the conservation laws of weighted mass, weighted

momentum and weighted energy are true for the weighted(or essential) gradient system of

Schödinger equations.

3.2 Existence of critical exponents line for (1.6) when d = 3 and crit-

ical exponents point for (1.6) when d = 4

In this subsection, we will prove Theorem 2 and show the existence of critical exponents

line for (1.6) when d = 3 and critical exponents point for (1.6) when d = 4.
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Proof of Theorem 2: 1. If α + β ≤ 2, taking ρ = r = α + β + 2, we can verify the

assumptions of Theorem 1 when d = 3, and prove that for every (u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3)×H1(R3),

(1.6) has a unique strong H1 ×H1-solution. Moreover, if λ > 0, µ > 0, α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0, since

Ew(u, v) =

∫

R3

[
α+ 2

2λ
|∇u|2 +

β + 2

2µ
|∇v|2 + |u|α+2|v|β+2]dx, (3.24)

by the conservation laws of mass and energy, obviously, we have

1

2

∫

R3

[
α+ 2

λ
|∇u|2 +

β + 2

µ
|∇v|2]dx ≤ Ew(u0, v0) < +∞,

which implies that (u, v) is global existence and uniformly bounded in the norm L∞
t H

1
x(R ×

R3)× L∞
t H

1
x(R× R3) if λ > 0, µ > 0, α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0 and α+ β ≤ 2 when d = 3.

If α + β > 2 and α = β, (1.6) meets with the case of σ = 2(α + 1) in [1, 19]. By their

results, the Cauchy problem of iut +∆u = |u|2σu is not well posed and there exist a sequence

of initial data such that ‖u(t)‖H1
x
→ ∞ in finite time.

Consequently, if λ > 0, µ > 0, α ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0 when d = 3, the critical exponents line

α + β = 2 is the watershed for whether (1.6) always has a unique bounded H1 ×H1-solution

or not.

2. The proof is similar to the discussions above, we omit the details. �

Remark 3.2. If d = 3, u0(x) ≡ 0 or v0(x) ≡ 0, then (1.6) always has a semi-trivial

solution (ũ(t, x), 0) or (0, ṽ(t, x)). Here ũ(t, x) and ṽ(t, x) are the solutions of

{
iut +∆u = 0, x ∈ R3, t ∈ R,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ R3.
(3.25)

and {
ivt +∆v = 0, x ∈ R3, t ∈ R,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ R3.
(3.26)

Therefore, a very interesting open question is: What assumptions on (α, β), (λ, µ) ∈ R2 and

(u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3)×H1(R3) can guarantee (1.6) having a unique bounded solution (u(t), v(t)) ∈

H1(R3) × H1(R3) if α + β > 2 and d = 3? Another opposite conjecture is: (1.6) doesn’t

have the bounded H1 × H1-solution for any λ, µ ∈ R, λ 6= 0, µ 6= 0 and any initial data

(u0, v0) ∈ H1(R3)×H1(R3) with u0 6≡ 0, v0 6≡ 0 if α+ β > 2 and d = 3.

(1.6) with α+ β > 0 when d = 4 also has similar open question and opposite conjecture.

Although we cannot solve the open problems above, in the next subsection, we will show

that there exists Hs×Hs-solution to (1.6) with initial data (u0, v0) ∈ Hs(Rd)×Hs(Rd), d ≥ 3.

3.3 Local wellposedness of the Hs ×Hs-solution to (1.6)

In this subsection, we will prove Theorem 3 and establish the local well-posedness of Hs ×

Hs-solution to (1.1) if (u0, v0) ∈ Hs(Rd)×Hs(Rd)

Proof of Theorem 3: Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [13], we proceed in several

steps.
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Step 1. First we prove a fact below: Let (u1, v1), (u2, v2) ∈ [Lγ((−T, T );Bs
ρ,2)]

2 and

δ = 1− α+β+4
γ . Then for any admissible pair (q, r),

‖J (|u1|
α|v1|

β+2u1)− J (|u2|
α|v2|

β+2u2)‖Lq((−T,T );Lr)

+ ‖J (|u1|
α+2|v1|

βv1)− J (|u2|
α+2|v2|

βv2)‖Lq((−T,T );Lr)

≤ CT δ{‖u1‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖u2‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v1‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v2‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

}

× {‖u1 − u2‖Lγ((−T,T );Lρ) + ‖v1 − v2‖Lγ((−T,T );Lρ)}, (3.27)

and

‖J (|u1|
α|v1|

β+2u1)‖Lq((−T,T );Ḃs
r,2)

+ ‖J (|u1|
α+2|v1|

βv1)‖Lq((−T,T );Ḃs
r,2)

≤ CT δ{‖u1‖
α+β+3

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v1‖
α+β+3

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

}, (3.28)

‖J (|u2|
α|v2|

β+2u2)‖Lq((−T,T );Ḃs
r,2)

+ ‖J (|u2|
α+2|v2|

βv2)‖Lq((−T,T );Ḃs
r,2)

≤ CT δ{‖u2‖
α+β+3

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v2‖
α+β+3

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

}. (3.29)

Indeed,

‖J (|u1|
α|v1|

β+2u1)− J (|u2|
α|v2|

β+2u2)‖Lq((−T,T );Lr)

+ ‖J (|u1|
α+2|v1|

βv1)− J (|u2|
α+2|v2|

βv2)‖Lq((−T,T );Lr)

≤ ‖(|u1|
α|v1|

β+2u1 − |u2|
α|v2|

β+2u2)‖Lγ′((−T,T );Lρ′ )

+ ‖(|u1|
α+2|v1|

βv1 − |u2|
α+2|v2|

βv2)‖Lγ′((−T,T );Lρ′)

≤ C‖[|u1|
α+β+2 + |u2|

α+β+2 + |v1|
α+β+2 + |v2|

α+β+2][|u1 − u2|+ |v1 − v2|]‖Lγ′((−T,T );Lρ′ )

≤ C

(∫ T

−T

‖[|u1|+ |u2|+ |v1|+ |v2|]‖
(α+β+2)γ′

Ḃs
ρ,2

‖[|u1 − u2|+ |v1 − v2|]‖
γ′

Lρdt

)

≤ CT δ{‖u1‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖u2‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v1‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v2‖
α+β+2

Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

}

× {‖u1 − u2‖Lγ((−T,T );Lρ) + ‖v1 − v2‖Lγ((−T,T );Lρ)},

and

‖J (|u1|
α|v1|

β+2u1)‖Lq((−T,T );Ḃs
r,2)

+ ‖J (|u1|
α+2|v1|

βv1)‖Lq((−T,T );Ḃs
r,2)

≤ ‖J (|u1|
α|v1|

β+2u1)‖Lγ′((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ′,2

) + ‖J (|u1|
α+2|v1|

βv1)‖Lγ′((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ′,2

)

≤ C

(∫ T

−T

‖u1‖
(α+β+3)γ′

Ḃs
ρ′,2

) 1
γ′

+ C

(∫ T

−T

‖v1‖
(α+β+3)γ′

Ḃs
ρ′,2

) 1
γ′

≤ CT δ[‖u1‖
(α+β+3)

Lγ((0,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v1‖
(α+β+3)

Lγ((0,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

].

Step 2. We show another fact below: Let (u0, v0) ∈ Hs×Hs and (u, v) ∈ [Lγ((−T, T );Bs
ρ,2)]

2

be a solution of (1.6). Then (u, v) ∈ [Lq((0, T );Bs
r,2) ∩ C([−T, T ];Hs)]2 for every admissible

pair (q, r). If (w, z) ∈ [Lγ((−T, T );Bs
ρ,2)]

2 is also a solution of (1.6), then (u, v) = (w, z).

Indeed, we can write u(t) = J (·)u0− iJ (|u|α|v|β+2u) and v(t) = J (·)v0− iJ (|u|α+2|v|βv),

then using Strichartz estimates, we can prove the first statement.
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About the uniqueness, we assume that (u(t), v(t)) 6= (w(t), z(t)) for some t ∈ [−T, T ]. If

t0 = inf{t ∈ [−T, T ], (u(t), v(t)) 6= (w(t), z(t))} ≥ 0, then (U(t), V (t)) := (u(t + t0), v(t + t0))

and (W (t), Z(t)) := (w(t + t0), z(t + t0)) both satisfy u(t) = J (·)φ − iJ (|u|α|v|β+2u) and

v(t) = J (·)ψ − iJ (|u|α+2|v|βv) on [−T, T − t0], where (φ, ψ) := (u(t0), v(t0)) = (w(t0), z(t0)).

Taking the admissible pairs (q, r) = (γ, ρ), for all t ∈ [t0, T ], we have

‖u− w‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ) + ‖v − z‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ)

= ‖J (|u|α|v|β+2u)− J (|w|α|z|β+2w)‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ) + ‖J (|u|α+2|v|βv)− J (|w|α+2|z|βz)‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ)

≤ C(t− t0)
δ
{
‖u‖α+β+2

Lγ((t0,t);B2
ρ,2)

+ ‖v‖α+β+2
Lγ((t0,t);B2

ρ,2)
+ ‖w‖α+β+2

Lγ((t0,t);B2
ρ,2)

+ ‖z‖α+β+2
Lγ((t0,t);B2

ρ,2)

}

×
{
‖u− w‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ) + ‖v − z‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ)

}
.

For t > t0 but close to t0 enough such that

C(t− t0)
δ
{
‖u‖α+β+2

Lγ((t0,t);B2
ρ,2)

+ ‖v‖α+β+2
Lγ((t0,t);B2

ρ,2)
+ ‖w‖α+β+2

Lγ((t0,t);B2
ρ,2)

+ ‖z‖α+β+2
Lγ((t0,t);B2

ρ,2)

}
< 1.

Then

‖u− w‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ) + ‖v − z‖Lγ((t0,t);Lρ) = 0,

which is a contradiction to the definition of t0, so (u(t), v(t)) ≡ (w(t), z(t)) for all t ∈ [−T, T ].

Similarly, if t0 = sup{t ∈ [−T, T ], (u(t), v(t)) 6= (w(t), z(t))} ≤ 0, we can obtain the parallel

conclusions for t ∈ [−T, t0] and prove that (u(t), v(t)) ≡ (w(t), z(t)) for all t ∈ [−T, T ].

Step 3. Existence of the solution to (1.6). Let M > 0 be finite and

X = X (T,M) = {(u, v) ∈ [Lγ((−T, T );Bs
ρ,2)]

2 : ‖u‖Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖v‖Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

≤M}.

By the results of Strichartz estimates, this space is never empty because (J (t)u0,J (t)v0) is in

X (∞,M) if (u0, v0) ∈ Hs×Hs and ‖u0‖Ḣs
x
+‖v0‖Ḣs

x
is small enough. Endowed with the metric

d((u, v), (w, z)) = ‖u− w‖Lγ((−T,T );Lρ) + ‖v − z‖Lγ((−T,T );Lρ),

X is a complete metric space.

Consider

F1u = J (·)u0 − iJ (|u|α|v|β+2u), F2v = J (·)v0 − iJ (|u|α+2|v|βv), (3.30)

and denote F(u, v) = (F1u,F2v). We will seek for the conditions on T and M to let F be a

strict contraction on X .

By Strichartz estimates and the results in Step 1, we know that if (u, v) ∈ X , then

(F1u,F2v) ∈ [Lγ((−T, T ); Ḃs
ρ,2)]

2. Moreover, if

‖J (·)u0‖Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ ‖J (·)v0‖Lγ((−T,T );Ḃs
ρ,2)

+ CT δMα+β+3 ≤M, (3.31)

then F(u, v) = (F1u,F2v) ∈ X . Furthermore, by (3.27), if

CT δMα+β+2 < 1, (3.32)

then F is a strict contraction on X . Therefore, if we take M > ‖u0‖Hs
x
+ ‖v0‖Hs

x
and T is small

enough such that (3.31) and (3.32) hold, then F is a strict contraction on X and at least has a

fixed point, which is the solution of (1.6).

Step 4. By the results of Step 1 to Step 3, we have proved that there exist an unique

solution (u, v) of (1.6) satisfying (i) and (ii). Now the properties (iii)–(vii) can be obtained by

following the same standard steps as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [13], we just need to replace

u by (u, v) and the norm ‖φ‖Ḣs
x
by ‖u0‖Ḣs

x
+ ‖v0‖Ḣs

x
, and so on. We omit the details here. �
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4 H1 × H1 and Σ × Σ scattering theories for (1.6) with

defocusing nonlinearities when d = 3

In this section, we consider the global solution of (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities(λ > 0

and µ > 0) when d = 3.

4.1 H1 × H1 and Σ × Σ scattering theories for (1.6) with defocusing

nonlinearities and α + β < 2 when d = 3

In this subsection, we will establish H1 ×H1 and Σ× Σ scattering theories for (1.6) with

defocusing nonlinearities, α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0 and α+ β < 2 when d = 3. That is, the exponents pair

(α, β) is below the critical exponents line α+ β = 2.

The main steps of the proof Theorem 4 are as follows:

Step 1. We give the weight-coupled interaction Morawetz estimates and obtain
∫

I

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|4 + |v(t, x)|4]dxdt ≤ C. (4.1)

Here C is a uniform constant independent of the time interval I.

Step 2. We will prove that

‖u(t, x)‖S1(R×R3) + ‖v(t, x)‖S1(R×R3) <∞. (4.2)

Step 3. We use Duhamel formulae and Strichartz estimates to establish H1×H1 and Σ×Σ

scattering theories for (1.6) under the assumptions of Theorem 4.

Step 1. Weight-coupled interaction Morawetz estimate.

Let (u, v) be the solution of (1.6). For a given smooth real function a(x, y), we define the

following weight-coupled interaction Morawetz potential:

M⊗2
a (t) = 2A

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇̃a(x, y)ℑ[ū(t, x)ū(t, y)∇̃(u(t, x)u(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2B

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇̃a(x, y)ℑ[v̄(t, x)v̄(t, y)∇̃(v(t, x)v(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2C

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇̃a(x, y)ℑ[ū(t, x)v̄(t, y)∇̃(u(t, x)v(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2D

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇̃a(x, y)ℑ[v̄(t, x)ū(t, y)∇̃(v(t, x)u(t, y))]dxdy, (4.3)

where ∇̃ = (∇x,∇y), x ∈ Rd and y ∈ Rd, and

A = µ2(α+ 2)2, B = λ2(β + 2)2, C = D = λµ(α + 2)(β + 2), (4.4)

L1 = L2 = 2(α+ β)λµ2(α+ 2), L3 = L4 = 2(α+ β)µλ2(β + 2). (4.5)

Then

d

dt
M⊗2

a (t)

=

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
−[A|u|2 +D|v|2]∆x∆xa+ 4ajkRe(Aujūk +Dvj v̄k) + L1|u|

α+2|v|β+2∆xa
)
dx|u(t, y)|2dy

+

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
−[C|u|2 +B|v|2]∆x∆xa+ 4ajkRe(Cujūk +Bvj v̄k) + L2|u|

α+2|v|β+2∆xa
)
dx|v(t, y)|2dy
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+

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
−[A|u|2 + C|v|2]∆y∆ya+ 4ajkRe(Auj ūk + Cvj v̄k) + L3|u|

α+2|v|β+2∆ya
)
dy|u(t, x)|2dx

+

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

(
−[D|u|2 +B|v|2]∆y∆ya+ 4ajkRe(Dujūk +Bvj v̄k) + L4|u|

α+2|v|β+2∆ya
)
dy|v(t, x)|2dx

− 4

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇xa · ℑ[ū(t, x)∇xu(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[Aū(t, y)∇yu(t, y) + Cv̄(t, y)∇yv(t, y)])]dy

− 4

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇xa · ℑ[v̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[Bv̄(t, y)∇yv(t, y) +Dū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)])]dy

− 4

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇ya · ℑ[ū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)]dy[∇x · (ℑ[Aū(t, x)∇xu(t, x) +Dv̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)])])]dx

− 4

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

∇ya · ℑ[v̄(t, y)∇yv(t, y)]dy[∇x · (ℑ[Bv̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x) + Cū(t, x)∇xu(t, x)])]dx.

(4.6)

If d = 3 and a(x, y) = |x− y|, denoting

∇y := ∇x −
x− y

|x− y|
(
x− y

|x− y|
· ∇x), ∇x := ∇y −

y − x

|x− y|
(
y − x

|x− y|
· ∇y),

then we have

d

dt
M⊗2

a (t)

= 16π

∫

R3

[A|u(t, x)|4 + (C +D)|u|2|v|2 +B|v(t, x)|4]dx

+ 2

∫

R3

∫

R3

|u(t, x)|α+2|v(t, x)|β+2[(L1 + L3)|u(t, y)|
2 + (L2 + L4)|v(t, y)|

2]

|x− y|
dxdy

+ 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

[A|∇yu(t, x)|
2 +D|∇yv(t, x)|

2]|u(t, y)|2

|x− y|
dxdy

+ 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

[A|∇xu(t, y)|
2 + C|∇xv(t, y)|

2]|u(t, x)|2

|x− y|
dxdy

+ 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

[B|∇yv(t, x)|
2 + C|∇yu(t, x)|

2]|v(t, y)|2

|x− y|
dxdy

+ 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

[B|∇xv(t, y)|
2 +D|∇xu(t, y)|

2]|v(t, x)|2

|x− y|
dxdy

− 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

x− y

|x− y|
· ℑ[ū(t, x)∇xu(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[Aū(t, y)∇yu(t, y) + Cv̄(t, y)∇yv(t, y)])]dy

− 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

x− y

|x− y|
· ℑ[v̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[Bv̄(t, y)∇yv(t, y) +Dū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)])]dy

− 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

y − x

|x− y|
· ℑ[ū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)]dy[∇x · (ℑ[Aū(t, x)∇xu(t, x) +Dv̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)])])]dx

− 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

y − x

|x− y|
· ℑ[v̄(t, y)∇yv(t, y)]dy[∇x · (ℑ[Bv̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x) + Cū(t, x)∇xu(t, x)])]dx

:= (I) + (II) + 4(III) + 4(IV ) + 4(V ) + 4(V I)− 4(V II)− 4(V III)− 4(X)− 4(XI). (4.7)

We will prove that

4(III) + 4(IV ) + 4(V ) + 4(V I)− 4(V II)− 4(V III)− 4(X)− 4(XI) ≥ 0. (4.8)
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We only estimate the term

−4

∫

R3

∫

R3

x− y

|x− y|
· ℑ[v̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[Dū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)])]dy,

the other terms can be estimated similarly.

Denote p1(x) = 2ℑ[ū(t, x)∇xu(t, x)], p1(y) = 2ℑ[ū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)], p2(x) = 2ℑ[v̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)]

and p2(y) = 2ℑ[v̄(t, y)∇yv(t, y)]. Since

∂xk

(
xj − yj
|x− y|

)
=

δjk
|x− y|

−
(xk − yk)(xj − yj)

|x− y|3
, j, k = 1, 2, 3,

∂yk

(
xj − yj
|x− y|

)
= −

δjk
|x− y|

+
(xk − yk)(xj − yj)

|x− y|3
, j, k = 1, 2, 3,

integrating by parts, we have

− 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

x− y

|x− y|
· ℑ[v̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[Dū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)])]dy

= D

∫

R3

∫

R3

[p1(y)p2(x)− (p1(y)
x− y

|x− y|
)(p2(x)

x− y

|x − y|
)]
dxdy

|x− y|
. (4.9)

Noticing that

|π(x−y)⊥p1(y)| = |p1(y)−
x− y

|x− y|
(
x− y

|x− y|
p1(y))| ≤ 2|ℑ[ū(t, y)∇xu(t, y)]| ≤ 2|u(t, y)||∇xu(t, y)|,

|π(y−x)⊥p2(x)| = |p2(x) −
x− y

|x− y|
(
x− y

|x− y|
p2(x))| ≤ 2|ℑ[v̄(t, x)∇yv(t, x)]| ≤ 2|v(t, x)||∇yv(t, x)|,

(4.9) implies that

− 4

∫

R3

∫

R3

x− y

|x− y|
· ℑ[v̄(t, x)∇xv(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[Dū(t, y)∇yu(t, y)])]dy

≥ −4D

∫

R3

∫

R3

|u(t, y)||∇xu(t, y)||v(t, x)||∇yv(t, x)|
dxdy

|x − y|

≥ −2D

∫

R3

∫

R3

|u(t, y)|2|∇yv(t, x)|
2

|x− y|
dxdy − 2D

∫

R3

∫

R3

|v(t, x)|2|∇xu(t, y)|
2

|x− y|
dxdy.

Similarly, we also can obtain the results on -4(VI), -4(VII) and -4(VIII) as above. Summing

them up, we get (4.8).

(4.7) and (4.8) mean that
∫

I

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|4 + |v(t, x)|4]dxdt . |M⊗2
a (t)| . ‖u‖4L∞

t H1
x(I×R3) + ‖v‖4L∞

t H1
x(I×R3), (4.10)

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

|u(t, x)|α+2|v(t, x)|β+2[|u(t, y)|2 + |v(t, y)|2]

|x− y|
dxdy

. ‖u‖4L∞
t H1

x(I×R3) + ‖v‖4L∞
t H1

x(I×R3). (4.11)

Step 2. Estimate for ‖u(t, x)‖S1(R×R3) + ‖v(t, x)‖S1(R×R3).

Since
∫
R

∫
R3 [|u(t, x)|

4 + |v(t, x)|4]dxdt < +∞, for any 0 < δ < 1, we can subdivide

(−∞,+∞) into J = J(E,M, δ) subintervals Jk such that
∫

Jk

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|4 + |v(t, x)|4]dxdt < δ. (4.12)
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Note that

u(t) = J (t)u0 − iλ

∫ t

0

J (t− s)[|u|α|v|β+2u](s)ds, (4.13)

v(t) = J (t)v0 − iµ

∫ t

0

J (t− s)[|u|α+2|u|βv](s)ds. (4.14)

Using Strichartz estimates, for any admissible pair (q, r), we have

‖u(t)‖Lq((−∞,∞);W 1,r(R3)) . ‖u0‖H1 +

J∑

k=1

‖[|u|α|v|β+2u]‖
L2(Jk;W

1, 6
5 )
,

‖v(t)‖Lq((−∞,∞);W 1,r(R3)) . ‖v0‖H1 +

J∑

k=1

‖[|u|α+2|v|βv]‖
L2(Jk;W

1, 6
5 )
.

Taking over all admissible pair (q, r), we get

‖u(t)‖S1((−∞,+∞);R3) + ‖v(t)‖S1((−∞,+∞);R3) . ‖u0‖H1 + ‖v0‖H1

+

J∑

k=1

(
‖[|u|α|v|β+2u]‖

L2(Jk;W
1, 6

5 )
+ ‖[|u|α+2|v|βv]‖

L2(Jk;W
1, 6

5 )

)

.

J∑

k=1

{∫

Jk

[∫

R3

(|u|α+β+2 + |v|α+β+2)
6
5 (|u|+ |∇u|+ |v|+ |∇v|)

6
5 dx

] 5
3

dt

} 1
2

+ ‖u0‖H1 + ‖v0‖H1

.

J∑

k=1





∫

Jk

[(∫

R3

(|u|2 + |v|2)dx

) 1
τ5
(∫

R3

(|u|4 + |v|4)dx

) 1
τ6
(∫

R3

(|u|6 + |v|6)dx

) 1
τ7

] 5τ4
3τ2

dt





1
2τ4

×

{∫

Jk

(∫

R3

(|u|+ |∇u|+ |v|+ |∇v|)
6τ1
5 dx

) 5τ3
3τ1

dt

} 1
2τ3

+ ‖u0‖H1 + ‖v0‖H1

. δ
5−τ1
4τ1

(
‖u(t)‖S1((−∞,+∞);R3) + ‖v(t)‖S1((−∞,+∞);R3)

)
+ ‖u0‖H1 + ‖v0‖H1 , (4.15)

which implies that

‖u(t)‖S1((−∞,+∞);R3) + ‖v(t)‖S1((−∞,+∞);R3) < +∞. (4.16)

Here

max

(
25

13
,

5

5− 2(α+ β)
,

15

7− 2(α+ β)

)
< τ1 < 5, τ2 =

τ1
τ1 − 1

, τ3 =
2τ1

3τ1 − 5
, τ4 =

2τ1
5− τ1

,

τ5 =
20(τ1 − 1)

[21− 6(α+ β)]τ1 − 45
, τ6 =

10(τ1 − 1)

3(5− τ1)
, τ7 =

20(τ1 − 1)

[5 + 6(α+ β)]τ1 − 5
.

Step 3. H1 ×H1 and Σ× Σ scattering theories for (1.6).

For 0 < t < +∞, we define

u+(t) = u0 − iλ

∫ t

0

J (−s)[|u|α|v|β+2u](s)ds, (4.17)

v+(t) = v0 − iµ

∫ t

0

J (−s)[|u|α+2|u|βv](s)ds. (4.18)
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Then for any 0 < τ < t, we have

‖u+(t)− u+(τ)‖H1
x
. ‖

∫ t

τ

J (t− s)[|u|α|v|β+2u](s)ds‖L∞
t ((τ,t);H1

x(R
3)),

‖v+(t)− v+(τ)‖H1
x
. ‖

∫ t

τ

J (t− s)[|u|α+2|v|βv](s)ds‖L∞
t ((τ,t);H1

x(R
3)).

Using Strichartz estimates, and similar to (4.15), we obtain

‖u+(t)− u+(τ)‖H1
x
+ ‖v+(t)− v+(τ)‖H1

x

. ‖[|u|α|v|β+2u]‖
L2((τ,t);W 1, 6

5 )
+ ‖[|u|α+2|v|βv]‖

L2((τ,t);W 1, 6
5 )

≤ ‖u(t)‖S1((τ,t);R3) + ‖v(t)‖S1((τ,t);R3).

Recalling (4.16), we know that for any ǫ > 0, there exists T = T (ǫ) > 0 such that

‖u+(t)− u+(τ)‖H1
x
+ ‖v+(t)− v+(τ)‖H1

x
≤ ǫ for any τ, t > T (ǫ),

which means that both u+(t) and v+(t) respectively converge in H1
x as t→ +∞ to u+ and v+

as follows:

u+ := u0 − iλ

∫ +∞

0

J (−s)[|u|α|v|β+2u](s)ds, v+ := v0 − iµ

∫ +∞

0

J (−s)[|u|α+2|u|βv](s)ds.

Moreover, by Strichartz estimates, (4.15) and (4.16), we can get

‖e−it∆u(t)− u+‖H1
x
+ ‖e−it∆v(t)− v+‖H1

x

= ‖λ

∫ +∞

t

J (−s)[|u|α|v|β+2u](s)ds‖H1
x
+ ‖µ

∫ +∞

t

J (−s)[|u|α+2|u|βv](s)ds‖H1
x

. ‖u(t)‖S1((t,+∞);R3) + ‖v(t)‖S1((t,+∞);R3) → 0 as t→ +∞.

Similarly, we can prove that there exist u− and v− such that

‖e−it∆u(t)− u−‖H1
x
+ ‖e−it∆v(t)− v−‖H1

x
→ 0 as t→ −∞.

(1.23) and (1.24) are obtained.

Now we will prove (1.25) and (1.26). Letting w(t) = (x + 2it∇)u, z(t) = (x + 2it∇)v, we

get the following Duhamel formulae

w(t) = J (t)(xu0)− iλ

∫ t

0

J (t− s)f̃1(u, v, w, z, )(s)ds, (4.19)

z(t) = J (t)(xv0)− iµ

∫ t

0

J (t− s)f̃2(u, v, w, , z, )(s)ds. (4.20)

Here

f̃1(u, v, w, z) = (
α

2
+ 1)|u|α|v|β+2w −

αu

2ū
|u|α|v|β+2w̄ + (

β

2
+ 1)|u|αu|v|β(v̄z − vz̄), (4.21)

f̃2(u, v, w, z) = (
β

2
+ 1)|v|β |u|α+2z −

βv

2v̄
|v|β |u|α+2z̄ + (

α

2
+ 1)|v|βv|u|α(ūw − uw̄). (4.22)

Noticing that |ū| = |u|, |v̄| = |v|, |w̄| = |w|, |z̄| = |z| and

|u|α+1|v|β+1 . |u|α|v|β+2 + |u|α+2|v|β ,
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using Strichartz estimates and similar to (4.15), we can obtain

‖w(t)‖S0((−∞,+∞);R3) + ‖z(t)‖S0((−∞,+∞);R3) < +∞, (4.23)

and

‖f̃1(u, v, w, z, )‖
L2((−∞,+∞),L

6
5 (R3))

+ ‖f̃2(u, v, w, z)‖
L2((−∞,+∞),L

6
5 (R3))

< +∞. (4.24)

Letting ũ(t) = e−it∆u(t) and ṽ(t) = e−it∆v(t), we get

xũ(t)− xũ(τ) = iλ

∫ t

τ

e−is∆f̃1(u, v, w, z)(s)ds, (4.25)

xṽ(t)− xṽ(τ) = iλ

∫ t

τ

e−is∆f̃2(u, v, w, z)(s)ds. (4.26)

Consequently, using (4.23)–(4.26) and Strichartz estimates, we have

‖xũ(t)− xũ(τ)‖L2 + ‖xṽ(t)− xṽ(τ)‖L2

. ‖f̃1(u, v, w, z)‖
L2((t,τ),L

6
5 )

+ ‖f̃1(u, v, w, z)‖
L2((t,τ),L

6
5 )

−→ 0 (4.27)

as t, τ → +∞, which implies that

‖xũ(t)− xu+‖L2 + ‖xṽ(t)− xv+‖L2 → 0 as t→ +∞. (4.28)

Combining (1.23) and (4.28), we can get (1.25).

Similarly, (1.26) can be obtained. Theorem 4 is proved. �

4.2 Σ × Σ scattering theory for (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities

and α+ β = 2 excluding the endpoints when d = 3

In this subsection, we will establish Σ × Σ scattering theory for (1.6) with defocusing

nonlinearities(i.e., λ > 0, µ > 0) and α + β = 2 excluding the endpoints when d = 3. That is,

the exponents pair (α, β) is on the critical exponents line α + β = 2 excluding the endpoints

(α, β) = (0, 2) and (α, β) = (2, 0). In this case, the method used in the subcritical case is invalid,

the essential difficulty in technique is that we cannot obtain the expected estimates when we

use Hölder’s inequality. We will use the weight-coupled pseudo-conformal conservation law to

give some estimates below.

Lemma 4.1(Weight-coupled pseudo-conformal conservation law). Assume that

(u, v) is the global solution of (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities when d = 3, α > 0, β > 0,

α+ β = 2 and (u0, v0) ∈ Σ× Σ. Then

P (t) =

∫

R3

[c1|(x+ 2it∇)u|2 + c2|(x + 2it∇)v|2]dx+ 4t2
∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx

=

∫

R3

[c1|xu0|
2 + c2|xv0|

2]dx− 16

∫ t

0

τ

∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dxdτ. (4.29)

Here (c1, c2) = (α+2
2λ , β+2

2µ ).

Proof: Using Ew(u, v) = Ew(u0, v0), we get

P (t) =

∫

R3

[c1|xu|
2 + c2|xv|

2]dx− 4tℑ

∫

R3

[c1ū(x · ∇u) + c2v̄(x · ∇v)]dx + 4t2Ew(u0, v0).

(4.30)
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Recalling that

d

dt

∫

R3

|x|2|u|2dx = 4ℑ

∫

R3

ū(x · ∇u)dx,
d

dt

∫

R3

|x|2|v|2dx = 4ℑ

∫

R3

v̄(x · ∇v)dx,

we obtain

P ′(t) =
d

dt

∫

R3

[c1|xu|
2 + c2|xv|

2]dx− 4ℑ

∫

R3

[c1ū(x · ∇u) + c2v̄(x · ∇v)]dx

− 4t
d

dt
ℑ

∫

R3

[c1ū(x · ∇u) + c2v̄(x · ∇v)]dx + 8tEw(u0, v0)

= −4t
d

dt
ℑ

∫

R3

[c1ū(x · ∇u) + c2v̄(x · ∇v)]dx + 8tEw(u0, v0)

= −16t

∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx. (4.31)

Integrating (4.31) from 0 to t, we have (4.29). �

As the direct result of (4.29), we give the decay rate of the global solution (u, v) of (1.6).

Lemma 4.2(Decay rate of the global solution). Assume that (u, v) is the global

solution of (1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities when d = 3, α > 0, β > 0, α + β = 2 and

(u0, v0) ∈ Σ× Σ. Then

∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx ≤
C

t2
. (4.32)

Proof: By (4.29), we have

t2
∫

RN

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx ≤

∫

R3

[c1|xu0|
2 + c2|xv0|

2]dx ≤ C, (4.33)

which implies (4.32). �

Now we will establish the Σ× Σ scattering result for the solution of (1.6).

Note that (2, 6) is an admissible pair (q, r) when d = 3.

We first prove that if α > 0, β > 0 and α + β = 2, i.e., (α, β) is on the critical exponents

line α+ β = 2 excluding the endpoints (0, 2) and (2, 0), then

‖u‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) + ‖v‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) ≤ C for t > 0. (4.34)

Using Duhamel’s principle and Strichartz estimates with (q, r) = (2, 6) and (q′, r′) = (2, 65 ), and

noticing that

|u|α+1|v|β+1 ≤ C[|u|α|v|β+2 + |u|α+2|v|β ],

we have

‖u‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) + ‖v‖L2((0,t),W 1,6)

≤ C‖u0‖H1 + C‖v0‖H1 + C‖|u|α|v|β+2u‖
L2((0,t),W 1, 6

5 )
+ C‖|u|α+2|v|βv‖

L2((0,t),W 1, 6
5 )

≤ C + C

(∫ t

0

(∫

R3

[|u|α|v|β+2 + |u|α+2|v|β ]
3
2 dx

) 4
5
(∫

R3

[|u|+ |v|+ |∇u|+ |∇v|]6dx

) 1
3

dt

) 1
2
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≤ C + C

(∫ T

0

(∫

R3

[|u|α|v|β+2 + |u|α+2|v|β ]
3
2 dx

) 4
5
(∫

R3

[|u|+ |v|+ |∇u|+ |∇v|]6dx

) 1
3

dt

) 1
2

+ C

(∫ t

T

(∫

R3

[|u|α|v|β+2 + |u|α+2|v|β ]
3
2 dx

) 4
5
(∫

R3

[|u|+ |v|+ |∇u|+ |∇v|]6dx

) 1
3

dt

) 1
2

≤ C′ + C

(∫ t

T

(∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx

) 1
τ1
(∫

R3

|u|6dx

) 1
τ2
(∫

R3

[|u|+ |v|+ |∇u|+ |∇v|]6dx

) 1
3

dt

) 1
2

+ C

(∫ t

T

(∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx

) 1
τ3
(∫

R3

|v|6dx

) 1
τ4
(∫

R3

[|u|+ |v|+ |∇u|+ |∇v|]6dx

) 1
3

dt

) 1
2

≤ C′ +max
(T,t)

[(∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx

) 1
τ1

+

(∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx

) 1
τ3

]

× [‖u‖L2((T,t),W 1,6) + ‖v‖L2((T,t),W 1,6)]

≤ C +
1

2
[‖u‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) + ‖v‖L2((0,t),W 1,6)] (4.35)

because
∫
R3 |u|

α+2|v|β+2dx can be small enough if α > 0, β > 0, α + β = 2 when t and T are

large while
∫
R3 |u|

6dx and
∫
R3 |v|

6dx are bounded for all t ≥ 0. Here

1

τ1
=

3α

2α+ 4
,

1

τ2
=

4− α

2α+ 4
,

1

τ3
=

3β

2β + 4
,

1

τ4
=

4− β

2β + 4
.

Consequently,

‖u‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) + ‖v‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) ≤ C for all t ≥ 0. (4.36)

As a byproduct of (4.35), we get

‖|u|α|v|β+2u‖
L2((0,t),W 1, 6

5 )
+ ‖|u|α+2|v|βv‖

L2((0,t),W 1, 6
5 )

≤ C, t > 0,

which implies that

‖|u|α|v|β+2u‖
L2((t,τ),W 1, 6

5 )
+ ‖|u|α+2|v|βv‖

L2((t,τ),W 1, 6
5 )

−→ 0 as t, τ → +∞. (4.37)

Therefore, we obtain

‖e−it∆u(t)− e−iτ∆u(τ)‖H1
x
+ ‖e−it∆v(t)− e−iτ∆v(τ)‖H1

x

≤ ‖

∫ τ

t

e−is∆|u|α|v|β+2u(s)ds‖H1
x
+ ‖

∫ τ

t

e−is∆|u|α+2|v|βv(s)ds‖H1
x

≤ C‖|u|α|v|β+2u‖
L2((t,τ),W 1, 6

5 )
+ C‖|u|α+2|v|βv‖

L2((t,τ),W 1, 6
5 )

−→ 0 as t, τ → +∞, (4.38)

which implies that there exists (u+, v+) such that

‖e−it∆u(t)− u+‖H1
x
+ ‖e−it∆v(t)− v+‖H1

x
−→ 0 as t, τ → +∞. (4.39)

Letting w, z, f̃1(u, v, w, z) and f̃2(u, v, w, z) be defined as in (4.19)–(4.23), the difference

is that α+ β = 2 now. Similar to (4.35)–(4.37), we can prove that

‖w(t)‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) + ‖z(t)‖L2((0,t),W 1,6) ≤ C for t > 0., (4.40)
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and

‖f̃1(u, v, w, z, )‖
L2((−∞,+∞),L

6
5 (R3))

+ ‖f̃2(u, v, w, z)‖
L2((−∞,+∞),L

6
5 (R3))

< +∞. (4.41)

Similar to (4.25)–(4.28) and (4.38), denoting ũ(t) = e−it∆u(t) and ṽ(t) = e−it∆v(t), we can

obtain

‖xũ(t)− xu+‖L2
x
+ ‖xṽ(t)− xv+‖L2

x
→ 0 as t→ +∞. (4.42)

Hence, the solution of (1.6) has scattering state in Σ× Σ.

Therefore, we have proved Theorem 5. �

Remark 4.3. We cannot establish the H1×H1 or Σ×Σ scattering theory for (1.6) when

d = 3 and (α, β) is the endpoint of the critical exponents line α+ β = 2, i.e., (α, β) = (0, 2) or

(α, β) = (2, 0). In the next section, we will establish Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theory for (1.6) with

defocusing nonlinearities and (α, β) is the endpoint on the critical exponents line when d = 3.

5 Ḣ1×Ḣ1 scattering theory for (1.6) with defocusing non-

linearities and (α, β) is the endpoint on the critical ex-

ponents line when d = 3

In this section, we establish the Ḣ1× Ḣ1 scattering theory for (1.6) when d = 3 and (α, β)

is the endpoint on the critical exponents line α+ β = 2, i.e., (α, β) = (0, 2) or (α, β) = (2, 0).

In the sequels, we only prove Theorem 6 in the case of (α, β) = (0, 2), the conclusion in

the case of (α, β) = (2, 0) can be proved similarly.

We will use the method of reduction to almost periodic solutions and argue by contradic-

tion. We will prove that Theorem 6 holds for solution with small energy by simple contraction

mapping arguments. If the conclusions of this theorem are not true, we can find the solution

with a transition energy above which the energy no longer controls the spacetime norm. There-

fore, first we will show that there is a minimal counterexample which has good compactness

properties.

Definition 5.1(Almost periodicity). A solution (u, v) ∈ [L∞
t Ḣ

1
x(I × R3)]2 of (1.6) is

said to be almost periodic(modulo symmetries) if there exist functions Ñ : I → R+, x̃ : I → R3,

and C : R+ → R+ such that for all t ∈ I and η > 0

∫

|x−x̃(t)|≥C(η)

Ñ(t)

[|∇u(t, x)|2 + |∇v(t, x)|2]dx+

∫

|ξ|≥C(η)Ñ(t)

|ξ|2[|û(t, ξ)|2 + |v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ ≤ η.

(5.1)

The functions Ñ(t), x̃(t) and C(η) are called as the frequency scale function for the solution

(u, v), the spatial center function and the modulus of compactness respectively.

By compactness, there exists c(η) > 0 such that

∫

|x−x̃(t)|≥C(η)

Ñ(t)

[|∇u(t, x)|2 + |∇v(t, x)|2]dx+

∫

|ξ|≥C(η)Ñ(t)

|ξ|2[|û(t, ξ)|2 + |v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ ≤ η,

(5.2)
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and
∫

R3

[|∇u(t, x)|2 + |∇v(t, x)|2]dx .(u,v)

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|6 + |v(t, x)|6]dx (5.3)

for all t ∈ I.

The following proposition is very important to the proof of Theorem 6.

Proposition 5.2(Reduction to almost periodic solution). Assume that Theorem 6

failed. Then there exists a maximal-lifespan solution (u, v) : I × R3 → C × C of (1.6) with

(α, β) = (0, 2) which is almost periodic and blows up both forward and backward in time in the

sense of

∫ sup I

t0

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|10 + |v(t, x)|10]dxdt =

∫ t0

inf I

∫

R3

[|u(t, x)|10 + |v(t, x)|10]dxdt = +∞

for all t0 ∈ I.

The proof of this proposition will be given in Subsection 5.2 by some conclusions.

By continuity, the modulation parameters x̃(t) and Ñ(t) cannot change rapidly, similar to

Lemma 5.18 in [60], we obtain

Lemma 5.3(Local constancy property). Let (u, v) : I × R3 → C × C be a maximal-

lifespan almost period solution of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2). Then there exists a small number

δ which depends only on (u, v), such that

[t0 − δÑ(t0)
−2, t0 + δÑ(t0)

−2] ⊂ I if t0 ∈ I, (5.4)

and

Ñ(t) ∼(u,v) Ñ(t0) whenever |t− t0| ≤ δÑ(t0)
−2. (5.5)

As the direct result of (5.4) and (5.5), we give a corollary of Lemma 5.3 below

Corollary 5.4(Ñ(t) blows up). Let (u, v) : I × R3 → C × C be a maximal-lifespan

almost period solution of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2). If T is any finite endpoint of I, then

Ñ(t) ≥(u,v) |T − t|−
1
2 . Consequently, limt→T Ñ(t) = +∞.

The following lemma reveals the relation between Ñ(t) of an almost periodic solution (u, v)

and its Strichartz norms:

Lemma 5.5(Spacetime bounds). Let (u, v) be an almost periodic solution of (1.6) with

(α, β) = (0, 2) on a time interval I. Then for any admissible pair (q, r) with 2 ≤ q < +∞,
∫

I

Ñ(t)2dt .(u,v) ‖∇u‖
q
Lq

tL
r
x(I×R3)

+ ‖∇v‖q
Lq

tL
r
x(I×R3)

.(u,v) 1 +

∫

I

Ñ(t)2dt (5.6)

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 5.21 in [60], we first prove

‖∇u‖q
Lq

tL
r
x(I×R3)

+ ‖∇v‖q
Lq

tL
r
x(I×R3)

.(u,v) 1 +

∫

I

Ñ(t)2dt.

Let 0 < ǫ < 1 be a small parameter to be chosen later and subdivide I into subintervals Ij such

that
∫

Ij

Ñ2(t)dt ≤ ǫ, (5.7)
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the number of such intervals is at most ǫ−1[1 +
∫
I Ñ(t)2dt].

For each j, we may choose tj ∈ Ij such that

|Ij |
d−2

2(d+2) [Ñ2(tj)]
2d

d+2 ≤ 2ǫ. (5.8)

Using Strichartz estimate, for any admissible pair (q, r), we have

‖∇u‖q
Lq

tL
r
x
+ ‖∇v‖q

Lq
tL

r
x

.(u,v) ‖∇u≥MÑ2(tj)
(tj)‖

q
L2

x
+ |Ij |

q(d−2)
2(d+2) [MÑ2(tj)]

2qd
d+2 ‖∇u(tj)‖

q
L2

x
+ ‖∇v≥MÑ2(tj)

(tj)‖
q
L2

x

+ |Ij |
q(d−2)
2(d+2) [MÑ2(tj)]

2qd
d+2 ‖∇v(tj)‖

q
L2

x
+ [‖∇u‖q

Lq
tL

r
x
+ ‖∇v‖q

Lq
tL

r
x
]
(d+2)

d ,

where all spacetime norms are taken on the slab Ij × Rd. If M is large, by Definition 5.1,

the first term can be small. By (5.8), the second term also can small. Hence, we can use the

bootstrap argument to get

‖∇u‖q
Lq

tL
r
x
+ ‖∇v‖q

Lq
tL

r
x
.(u,v) 1 +

∫

I

Ñ(t)2dt. (5.9)

On the other hand, since (u, v) 6≡ (0, 0), [Ñ(t)]−
2
q [‖∇u‖Lr

x
+ ‖∇v‖Lr

x
] will never vanish, almost

periodicity implies that it is bounded away from zero, i.e.,

[‖∇u‖Lr
x
+ ‖∇v‖Lr

x
] &(u,v) [Ñ(t)]

2
q .

Integrating it on I, we obtain
∫

I

Ñ(t)2dt .(u,v) ‖∇u‖
q
Lq

tL
r
x(I×R3)

+ ‖∇v‖q
Lq

tL
r
x(I×R3)

. (5.10)

(6.3) is proved. �

Without loss of generality, we can assume that Ñ(t) ≥ 1 on [0, Tmax) because it can be

realized by a simple rescaling argument. Finally, we get

Proposition 5.6(Two special scenarios for blowup). Assume that Theorem 6 failed.

Then there exists an almost periodic solution (u, v) : [0, Tmax)× R3 → C× C such that

‖u‖L10
t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) + ‖v‖L10

t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) = +∞

and [0, Tmax) = ∪kJk, where Jk are characteristic intervals on which Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1. Moreover,

either

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1dt < +∞ or

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1dt = +∞.

Consequently, we only need to preclude the existence of the two types of almost periodic

solution described in Proposition 5.6, then we can give the proof of Theorem 6. The proof of

Proposition 5.6 will be given later.

To prove the no-existence of cascade solutions, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 5.7(No-waste Duhamel formulae). Let (u, v) : [0, Tmax) × R3 → C × C

be defined as in Proposition 5.6. Then for all t ∈ [0, Tmax)

u(t) = i lim
T→Tmax

∫ T

t

ei(t−s)∆|v|4u(s)ds, v(t) = i lim
T→Tmax

∫ T

t

ei(t−s)∆|u|2|v|2v(s)ds (5.11)
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in the weak Ḣ1
x topology.

Proof: If Tmax < +∞, then by Corollary 5.4,

lim
t→Tmax

Ñ(t) = +∞.

By Definition 5.1, this implies that (u(t), v(t)) converges weakly to (0, 0) as t → Tmax. Since

Tmax < +∞ and the map t → e−it∆ is continuous in the strong operator topology on L2
x, we

know that (e−it∆u(t), e−it∆v(t)) converges weakly to (0, 0).

If Tmax = +∞, then for any test functions pair (ϕ, ψ) ∈ C∞
0 (Rd)×C∞

0 (Rd) and η > 0, we

have

| < u(t), eit∆ϕ >L2
x(R

d) |+ | < v(t), eit∆ψ >L2
x(R

d) |

.

∫

|x−x(t)|≤C(η)

Ñ(t)

|eit∆ϕ|2dx + η‖ϕ‖2L2
x
+

∫

|x−x(t)|≤C(η)

Ñ(t)

|eit∆ψ|2dx+ η‖ψ‖2L2
x
. (5.12)

Using Fraunhofer formula, by the results of Corollary 5.4 and changing variables, we can see

that (e−it∆u(t), e−it∆v(t)) converges weakly to (0, 0).

In any case, (e−it∆u(t), e−it∆v(t)) converges weakly to (0, 0) as t→ Tmax, then we can use

Duhamel formulae to get (5.11). �

5.1 Stability result about (1.6)

Since we have established the local wellposedness of H1 ×H1-solution to (1.6) with initial

data (u0, v0) ∈ H1 × H1, to remove the constraint conditions (u0, v0) ∈ L2 × L2, in this

subsection, we show a stability result about (1.6) when d = 3 and (α, β) is the endpoint of

critical exponents line, which will prove the local wellposedness of Ḣ1 × Ḣ1-solution to (1.6)

with initial data (u0, v0) ∈ Ḣ1× Ḣ1. Since there is the similar stability result about (1.6) when

d = 4 and (α, β) = (0, 0), we would like to put them together and state below. Although the

proofs of some propositions and lemmas in this subsection are very similar to those in [60] for

the scalar equation and seem standard, however, to our best knowledge, the present paper is

the first one discussing Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering phenomenon on a coupled system of Schrödinger

equations in energy critical case, for completeness, we would like to give the details.

Proposition 5.8(Stability result). Let I be a compact time interval and let (ũ, ṽ) be an

approximate solution of (1.6) on I × Rd in the sense of

iũt +∆ũ = λ|ũ|α|ṽ|β+2ũ+ e1, iṽt +∆ṽ = µ|ũ|α+2|ṽ|β ũ+ e2. (5.13)

for some functions e1 and e2. Here (α, β) = (0, 2) or (α, β) = (2, 0) when d = 3, while

(α, β) = (0, 0) when d = 4. Suppose that

‖ũ‖L∞
t Ḣ1

x
+ ‖ṽ‖L∞

t Ḣ1
x
≤ E, ‖ũ‖

L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

+ ‖ṽ‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

≤ L (5.14)

for some positive constants E and L. Assume that t0 ∈ I and

‖u(t0)− ũ(t0)‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v(t0)− ṽ(t0)‖Ḣ1

x
≤ E′, (5.15)

‖ei(t−t0)∆[u(t0)− ũ(t0)]‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

+ ‖ei(t−t0)∆[v(t0)− ṽ(t0)]‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

≤ ǫ, (5.16)

‖∇e1‖N0(I) + ‖∇e2‖N0(I) ≤ ǫ (5.17)
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for some positive constants E′ and 0 < ǫ < ǫ1 = ǫ1(E,E
′, L). Then there exists a unique strong

solution (u, v) : I × Rd → C× C with initial data (u(t0), v(t0)) at t0 which satisfies

‖∇u(t)]‖Ṡ0(I) + ‖∇v]‖Ṡ0(I) ≤ C(E,E′, L), (5.18)

‖∇[u(t)− ũ(t)]‖Ṡ0(I) + ‖∇[v(t)− ṽ(t)]‖Ṡ0(I) ≤ C(E,E′, L)E′, (5.19)

‖[u(t)− ũ(t)]‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

+ ‖[v(t)− ṽ(t)]‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

≤ C(E,E′, L)ǫc (5.20)

for some 0 < c = c(d) < 1.

As a consequences of Proposition 5.8, we have the following local well-posedness result.

Corollary 5.9(Local well-posednes). Let I be a compact time interval, t0 ∈ I.

Assume that (α, β) = (0, 2) or (α, β) = (2, 0) when d = 3, while (α, β) = (0, 0) when d = 4,

(u0, v0) ∈ Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 and

‖u0‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v0‖Ḣ1

x
≤ E.

For any ǫ > 0, there exists δ = δ(E, ǫ) such that if

‖ei(t−t0)∆u(t0)‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

+ ‖ei(t−t0)∆v(t0)‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

≤ δ,

then (1.6) has a unique solution (u, v) with initial data (u(t0), v(t0)) = (u(0), v(0)) and

‖u(t)‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x (I×Rd)

+ ‖v(t)‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x (I×Rd)

≤ ǫ, ‖∇u‖S0(I) + ‖∇v‖S0(I) ≤ 2E.

In order to prove stability Theorem, similar to [60], for any time interval I, we introduce

some spaces X0(I), X(I), Y (I) and denote

‖w‖X0(I) = ‖w‖
L

d(d+2)
2(d−2)
t L

2d2(d+2)

(d+4)(d−2)2

x (I×Rd)

, (5.21)

‖w‖X(I) = ‖|∇|
4

d+2w‖
L

d(d+2)
2(d−2)
t L

2d2(d+2)

d3−4d+16
x (I×Rd)

, (5.22)

‖f‖Y (I) = ‖|∇|
4

d+2 f‖
L

d
2
t L

2d2(d+2)

d3+4d2+4d−16
x (I×Rd)

. (5.23)

Then by the results of Lemma 3.10 and Lemma 3.11 in [60],

‖w‖X0(I) . ‖w‖X(I) . ‖∇w‖S0(I), (5.24)

‖w‖X(I) . ‖w‖
1

d+2

L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x (I×Rd)

‖∇w‖
d+1
d+2

S0(I), (5.25)

‖w‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x (I×Rd)

. ‖w‖cX(I)‖∇w‖
1−c
S0(I) for some 0 < c = c(d) ≤ 1, (5.26)

‖

∫ t

t0

ei(t−s)∆f(s)‖X(I) . ‖f‖Y (I). (5.27)

Now we will prove that

Lemma 5.10(Nonlinear estimates). Denote f1(u, v) = λ|v|4u and f2(u, v) = µ|u|2|v|2v

if d = 3, while f1(u, v) = λ|v|2u and f2(u, v) = µ|u|2v if d = 4. Let I be a time interval. Then

‖f1(u, v)‖Y (I) + ‖f2(u, v)‖Y (I) . ‖u‖
d+2
d−2

X(I) + ‖v‖
d+2
d−2

X(I), (5.28)
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‖f1u(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w1‖Y (I) + ‖f1ū(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w̄1‖Y (I)

+ ‖f1v(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w2‖Y (I) + ‖f1v̄(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w̄2‖Y (I)

+ ‖f2u(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w1‖Y (I) + ‖f2ū(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w̄1‖Y (I)

+ ‖f2v(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w2‖Y (I) + ‖f2v̄(u1 + u2, v1 + v2)w̄2‖Y (I)

.

(
2∑

m=1

[‖um‖
8

d2−4

X(I) ‖∇um‖
4d

d2−4

S0(I) + ‖vm‖
8

d2−4

X(I) ‖∇vm‖
4d

d2−4

S0(I)]

)
[‖w1‖X(I) + ‖w2‖X(I)]. (5.29)

Proof: If d = 3, then

‖w‖X0(I) = ‖w‖
L

15
2

t L
90
7

x (I×Rd)
, ‖w‖X(I) = ‖|∇|

4
5w‖

L
15
2

t L
90
31
x (I×Rd)

,

‖f‖Y (I) = ‖|∇|
4
5 f‖

L
3
2
t L

90
59
x (I×Rd)

.

Using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, and the interpolation (5.24)–(5.27), we have

‖f1(u, v)‖Y (I) = ‖|∇|
4
5 (|v|4u)‖

L
3
2
t L

90
59
x (I×Rd)

. ‖[‖u‖
L

90
7

x

‖∇|
4
5 (|v|4)‖

L
90
52
x

+ ‖|v|4‖
L

90
28
x

‖∇|
4
5 u‖

L
90
31
x

]‖
L

3
2
t

. ‖[‖u‖
L

90
7

x

‖(|v|3)‖
L

30
7

x

‖∇|
4
5 v‖

L
90
31
x

+ ‖v‖4
L

90
7

x

‖∇|
4
5u‖

L
90
31
x

]‖
L

3
2
t

. ‖[‖u‖
L

90
7

x

‖v‖3
L

90
7

x

‖∇|
4
5 v‖

L
90
31
x

+ ‖v‖4
L

90
7

x

‖∇|
4
5u‖

L
90
31
x

]‖
L

3
2
t

. ‖u‖X0(I)‖v‖
3
X0(I)‖v‖X(I) + ‖v‖4X0(I)‖u‖X(I)

. ‖u‖5X(I) + ‖v‖5X(I), (5.30)

‖f2(u, v)‖Y (I) = ‖|∇|
4
5 (|u|2|v|2v)|

L
3
2
t L

90
59
x (I×Rd)

. ‖[‖|u|2‖
L

45
7

x

‖|∇|
4
5 |v|2v‖L2

x
+ ‖|∇|

4
5 (|u|2)‖

L
90
38
x

‖|v|2v‖
L

30
7

x

]‖
L

3
2
t

. ‖[‖u‖2
L

90
7

x

‖v‖2
L

90
7

x

‖|∇|
4
5 v‖

L
90
31
x

+ ‖u‖
L

90
7

x

‖|∇|
4
5u‖

L
90
31
x

‖v‖3
L

90
7

x

]‖
L

3
2
t

. ‖u‖2X0(I)‖v‖
2
X0(I)‖v‖X(I) + ‖u‖X0(I)‖u‖X(I)‖v‖

3
X0(I)

. ‖u‖5X(I) + ‖v‖5X(I). (5.31)

(5.28) is proved when d = 3.

Since

f1u = λ|v|4, f1ū = 0, f1v = 2λ|v|2v̄u, f1v̄ = 2λ|v|2vu,

f2u = µ|v|2ūv, f2ū = µ|v|2uv, f2v = µ|u|2|v|2, f2v̄ = µ|u|2v2,

LHS(5.29) . ‖|v1 + v2|
4w1‖Y (I) + ‖|v1 + v2|

2(v̄1 + v̄2)(u1 + u2)w2‖Y (I)

+ ‖|v1 + v2|
2(u1 + u2)(v1 + v2)w̄2‖Y (I) + ‖|v1 + v2|

2(ū1 + ū2)(v1 + v2)w1‖Y (I)

+ ‖|v1 + v2|
2(u1 + u2)(v1 + v2)w1‖Y (I) + ‖|u1 + u2|

2|v1 + v2|
2w2‖Y (I)

+ ‖|u1 + u2|
2(v1 + v2)

2w2‖Y (I)

:= (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V ) + (V I) + (V II). (5.32)
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We just give the details of estimating (IV) below,

(IV ) . ‖[‖|v1 + v2|
2(ū1 + ū2)(v1 + v2)‖

L
45
14
x

‖|∇|
4
5w1‖

L
90
31
x

+ ‖|∇|
4
5 (|v1 + v2|

2(ū1 + ū2)(v1 + v2))‖
L

45
26
x

‖w1‖
L

90
7

x

]‖
L

3
2
t

. ‖

(
‖v1 + v2‖

3

L
90
7

x

‖u1 + u2‖
L

90
7

x

‖|∇|
4
5w1‖

L
90
31
x

)
‖
L

3
2
t

+ ‖

(
‖|v1 + v2|

2(v1 + v2)‖
L

30
7

x

‖|∇|
4
5 (ū1 + ū2)‖

L
90
31
x

‖w1‖
L

90
7

x

)
‖
L

3
2
t

+ ‖

(
‖v1 + v2‖

2

L
90
7

x

‖|∇|
4
5 (v1 + v2)‖

L
90
31
x

‖ū1 + ū2‖
L

90
7

x

‖w1‖
L

90
7

x

)
‖
L

3
2
t

. ‖v1 + v2‖
3
X0(I)‖u1 + u2‖X(I)‖w1‖X0(I)

+ ‖v1 + v2‖
2
X0(I)‖v1 + v2‖X(I)‖u1 + u2‖X0(I)‖w1‖X0(I)

.
[
‖u1 + u2‖

8
5

X(I)‖∇(u1 + u2)‖
12
5

S0(I) + ‖v1 + v2‖
8
5

X(I)‖∇(v1 + v2)‖
12
5

S0(I)

]
‖w1‖X(I)

. RHS(5.29). (5.33)

Other terms can be estimated similarly, just using Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality

and (5.24). Hence (5.29) is proved when d = 3.

If d = 4,

‖w‖X0(I) = ‖w‖L6
tL

6
x(I×R4), ‖w‖X(I) = ‖|∇|

2
3w‖L6

tL
3
x(I×R4), ‖f‖Y (I) = ‖|∇|

2
3 f‖

L2
tL

3
2
x (I×R4)

.

Similar to (5.31), we can use Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, and the interpolation (5.24)–

(5.27) to obtain

‖f1(u, v)‖Y (I) . ‖u‖3X(I) + ‖v‖3X(I). (5.34)

Similar to (5.32) and (5.33), we can prove (5.29) when d = 4, we omit the details here.

Putting the results above, Lemma 5.10 is proved. �

To prove the stability result, we still need the following short-time perturbation result.

Lemma 5.11(Short-time perturbation). Denote f1(u, v) = λ|v|4u and f2(u, v) =

µ|u|2|v|2v if d = 3, while f1(u, v) = λ|v|2u and f2(u, v) = µ|u|2v if d = 4. Let I be a compact

time interval and (ũ, ṽ) be an approximate solution of (1.6) on I × Rd in the sense that

iũt +∆ũ = f1(ũ, ṽ) + e1, iṽt +∆ṽ = f2(ũ, ṽ) + e2

for some e1 and e2. Suppose that

‖ũ‖L∞
t Ḣ1

x(I×Rd) + ‖ṽ‖L∞
t Ḣ1

x(I×Rd) ≤ E

for some E. Let t0 ∈ I and (u(t0), v(t0)) satisfy

‖u(t0)− ũ(t0)‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖v(t0)− ṽ(t0)‖Ḣ1

x
≤ E′

for some E′. Assume that there exist some small 0 < δ = δ(E) and 0 < ǫ < ǫ0(E,E
′) such that

‖ũ‖X(I) + ‖ṽ‖X(I) ≤ δ, (5.35)

‖ei(t−t0)∆[u(t0)− ũ(t0)]‖X(I) + ‖ei(t−t0)∆[v(t0)− ṽ(t0)]‖X(I) ≤ ǫ, (5.36)

‖∇e1‖N0(I) + ‖∇e2‖N0(I) ≤ ǫ. (5.37)
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Then there exists a unique solution (u, v) : I×Rd → C×C of (1.6) with initial data (u(t0), v(t0))

at time t = t0 such that

‖u− ũ‖X(I) + ‖v − ṽ‖X(I) . ǫ, (5.38)

‖∇(u− ũ)‖S0(I) + ‖∇(v − ṽ)‖S0(I) . E′, (5.39)

‖∇u‖S0(I) + ‖∇v‖S0(I) . E + E′, (5.40)

‖f1(u, v)− f1(ũ, ṽ)‖Y (I) + ‖f2(u, v)− f2(ũ, ṽ)‖Y (I) . ǫ, (5.41)

‖∇[f1(u, v)− f1(ũ, ṽ)]‖N0(I) + ‖∇[f2(u, v)− f2(ũ, ṽ)]‖N0(I) . E′. (5.42)

Proof: Inspired by the proof of Lemma 3.13 in [60], we prove it under the additional

assumption M(u) +M(v) < +∞, which can guarantee that (u, v) exists by the result of local

well-posedness of H1 ×H1-solution. The additional assumption M(u) +M(v) < +∞ can be

removed a posteriori by the usual limiting argument: Approximating (u(t0), v(t0)) in Ḣ
1
x × Ḣ1

x

by a sequence {(un(t0), vn(t0))}n ⊂ H1
x ×H1

x, and letting (ũ, ṽ) = (um, vm), (u, v) = (un, vn)

and e1 = e2 = 0, we can prove that the sequence of solutions {(un, vn)}n with initial data

{(un(t0), vn(t0))}n is a Cauchy sequence in energy-critical norms and convergent to a solution

(u, v) with initial data (u(t0), v(t0)) which satisfies (∇u,∇v) ∈ S0(I) × S0(I). Therefore, we

assume that the solution (u, v) exists and (∇u,∇v) ∈ S0(I) × S0(I), we only to prove (5.38)–

(5.41) as a priori estimates.

First, we estimate some bounds on (ũ, ṽ) and (u, v). Using Strichartz, interpolation in-

equalities (5.24)–(5.27), the assumptions (5.35) and (5.37), we have

‖∇ũ‖S0(I) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(I) . ‖ũ‖L∞
t Ḣ1

x
+ ‖∇f1(ũ, ṽ)‖N0(I) + ‖∇e1‖N0(I)

+ ‖ṽ‖L∞
t Ḣ1

x
+ ‖∇f2(ũ, ṽ)‖N0(I) + ‖∇e2‖N0(I)

. E + [‖ũ‖
4

d−2

L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

+ ‖ṽ‖
4

d−2

L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

][‖∇ũ‖S0(I) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(I)] + ǫ

. E + δ
4c

d−2 [‖∇ũ‖
1+ 4(1−c)

d−2

S0(I) + ‖∇ṽ‖
1+ 4(1−c)

d−2

S0(I) ] + ǫ.

Here c = c(d) is the same as that in interpolation inequalities (5.24)–(5.27). Choosing δ small

depending on d and E, ǫ0 small enough depending on E, we get

‖∇ũ‖S0(I) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(I) . E. (5.43)

Meanwhile, by Strichartz estimates, nonlinear estimates, (5.35) and (5.37), if δ and ǫ are chosen

small enough, then

‖ei(t−t0)∆ũ(t0)‖X(I) + ‖ei(t−t0)∆ṽ(t0)‖X(I)

. ‖ũ‖X(I) + ‖f1(ũ, ṽ)‖Y (I) + ‖∇e1‖N0(I)

+ ‖ṽ‖X(I) + ‖f2(ũ, ṽ)‖Y (I) + ‖∇e2‖N0(I)

. δ + δ
d+2
d−2 + ǫ.

Recalling (5.36), we have

‖ei(t−t0)∆u(t0)‖X(I) + ‖ei(t−t0)∆v(t0)‖X(I) . δ.

Using interpolation inequalities (5.24)–(5.27) and nonlinear estimates again, we get

‖u‖X(I) + ‖v‖X(I) . ‖ei(t−t0)∆u(t0)‖X(I) + ‖f1(u, v)‖Y (I) + ‖ei(t−t0)∆v(t0)‖X(I) + ‖f2(u, v)‖Y (I)

. δ + [‖u‖X(I) + ‖v‖X(I)]
d+2
d−2 .
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Choosing δ small enough, by the usual bootstrap argument, we have

‖u‖X(I) + ‖v‖X(I) . δ. (5.44)

Next, let (w, z) := (u− ũ, v − ṽ). Then

iwt +∆w = f1(ũ+ w, ṽ + z)− f1(ũ, ṽ)− e1,

izt +∆z = f2(ũ+ w, ṽ + z)− f2(ũ, ṽ)− e2,

w(t0) = u(t0)− ũ(t0), z(t0) = v(t0)− ṽ(t0).

Using Strichartz estimates, interpolation inequalities, nonlinear estimates and (5.37), we obtain

‖w‖X(I) + ‖z‖X(I)

. ‖eit∆[u(t0)− ũ(t0)]‖X(I) + ‖∇e1‖N0(I) + ‖f1(ũ+ w, ṽ + z)− f1(ũ, ṽ)‖Y (I)

+ ‖eit∆[v(t0)− ṽ(t0)]‖X(I) + ‖∇e2‖N0(I) + ‖f2(ũ + w, ṽ + z)− f2(ũ, ṽ)‖Y (I)

. ǫ + δ
8

d2−4E
4d

d2−4 [‖w‖X(I) + ‖z‖X(I)] + [‖∇w‖
4d

d2−4

S0(I) + ‖∇z‖
4d

d2−4

S0(I)][‖w‖
d2+4

d2−4

X(I) + ‖z‖
d2+4

d2−4

X(I) ].

(5.45)

Using Strichartz estimate, nonlinear estimates, Hölder’s inequality, we get

‖∇w‖S0(I) + ‖∇z‖S0(I)

. ‖u(t0)− ũ(t0)‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖∇e1‖N0(I) + ‖f1(ũ+ w, ṽ + z)− f1(ũ, ṽ)‖N0(I)

+ ‖v(t0)− ṽ(t0)‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖∇e2‖N0(I) + ‖f2(ũ+ w, ṽ + z)− f2(ũ, ṽ)‖N0(I)

. E′ + ǫ+ [‖∇ũ‖S0(I) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(I)][‖u‖X0(I) + ‖ũ‖X0(I)]
6−d
d−2 [‖w‖X0(I) + ‖z‖X0(I)]

+ [‖u‖X0(I) + ‖v‖X0(I)]
4

d−2 [‖∇w‖S0(I) + ‖∇z‖S0(I)]

. E′ + ǫ+ [Eδ
6−d
d−2 + δ

4
d−2 ][‖∇w‖S0(I) + ‖∇z‖S0(I)]. (5.46)

Combining (5.45) with (5.46), we obtain (5.38) and (5.39). (5.39) and (5.43) imply (5.40).

(5.38), (5.39), (5.45) and (5.46) deduce (5.41) and (5.42). �

Now we give the proof of stability result below.

Proof of Proposition 5.8: First, we show that

‖∇ũ‖S0(I) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(I) ≤ C(E,L). (5.47)

Under the assumption (5.14), we can divide I into J0 = J(L, η) subintervals Ij = (tj , tj+1) such

that

‖ũ‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

+ ‖ṽ‖
L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

≤ η

for some small η > 0 to be chosen later on each spacetime slab Ij × Rd. Using Strichartz

estimate and (5.17), we have

‖∇ũ‖S0(Ij) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(Ij)

. ‖ũ(tj)‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖∇e1‖N0(I) + ‖∇f1(ũ, ṽ)‖N0(I)

+ ‖ṽ(tj)‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖∇e2‖N0(I) + ‖∇f2(ũ, ṽ)‖N0(I)

. E + ǫ+ [‖ũ‖
4

d−2

L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

+ ‖ṽ‖
4

d−2

L

2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

][‖∇ũ‖S0(Ij) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(Ij)]

. E + ǫ+ η
4

d−2

L
2(d+2)
d−2

t,x

[‖∇ũ‖S0(Ij) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(Ij)].

40



If we choose η and ǫ small enough depending on E, we can obtain

‖∇ũ‖S0(Ij) + ‖∇ṽ‖S0(Ij) . E.

Sum them over all Ij , we get (5.47).

By interpolation inequalities (5.24)–(5.27) and (5.47), under the assumptions (5.15)–(5.16),

we have

‖ũ‖X(I) + ‖ṽ‖X(I) ≤ C(E,L), (5.48)

‖ei(t−t0)∆[u(t0)− ũ(t0)]‖X(I) + ‖ei(t−t0)∆[v(t0)− ṽ(t0)]‖X(I) . ǫ
1

d+2 (E′)
d+2
d−2 . (5.49)

(5.47) implies that we can divide I into J1 = J1(E,L) subintervals Ij = [tj , tj+1] such that

‖ũ‖X(Ij) + ‖ṽ‖X(Ij) . δ

for the same small δ = δ(E) in (5.35), while (5.49) can guarantee (5.36) if we take ǫ small

enough.

By Strichartz estimate and the inductive hypothesis,

‖ei(t−tj)∆[u(tj)− ũ(tj)]‖X(Ij) + ‖ei(t−tj)∆[v(tj)− ṽ(tj)]‖X(Ij)

. ‖ei(t−tj)∆[u(tj)− ũ(tj)]‖X(Ij) + ‖∇e1‖N0(I) + ‖f1(u, v)− f1(ũ, ṽ)‖Y ([t0,tj ])

+ ‖ei(t−tj)∆[v(tj)− ṽ(tj)]‖X(Ij) + ‖∇e2‖N0(I) + ‖f2(u, v)− f2(ũ, ṽ)‖Y ([t0,tj ])

. ǫc + ǫ+

j−1∑

k=0

C(k)ǫc,

‖(u(tj)− ũ(tj))‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖(v(tj)− ṽ(tj))‖Ḣ1

x

. ‖(u(tj)− ũ(tj))‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖∇e1‖N0([t0,tj]) + ‖f1(u, v)− f1(ũ, ṽ)‖N0([t0,tj ])

+ ‖(v(tj)− ṽ(tj))‖Ḣ1
x
+ ‖∇e2‖N0([t0,tj ]) + ‖f2(u, v)− f2(ũ, ṽ)‖N0([t0,tj ])

. E′ + ǫ+

j−1∑

k=0

C(k)E′.

Summing the bounds over all subintervals Ij , and using the interpolation inequalities (5.24)–

(5.27), we can obtain (5.38)–(5.42) and prove Proposition 5.8. �

5.2 Concentration compactness and reduction to almost periodic so-

lution

In this subsection, we first give the linear profile decomposition which will lead to the

reduction to almost periodic solution.

First we give the symmetry group for a pair of functions.

Definition 5.12(Symmetry group)

(i) For any θ ∈ R/2πZ, position x0 ∈ Rd and scaling parameter λ̃ > 0, we define a unitary

transformation gθ,x0,λ̃
(ϕ, ψ) : Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd) → Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd) by

[gθ,x0,λ̃
(ϕ, ψ)](x) := λ̃−

2
α+β+2 eiθ(ϕ(

x − x0

λ̃
), ψ(

x− x0

λ̃
));

(ii) Denote the collection of such transformations in (i) by G;
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(iii) For any (u, v) : I × Rd → C× C, we define Tθ,x0,λ̃
(u, v) : λ̃2I × Rd → C× C by

[Tθ,x0,λ̃
(u, v)](x) := λ̃−

2
α+β+2 eiθ(u(

t

λ̃2
,
x− x0

λ̃
), v(

t

λ̃2
,
x− x0

λ̃
)).

We state the the linear profile decomposition below, which was proved in [49, 76].

Lemma 5.13(Linear profile decomposition). Let (un, vn)n≥1 be a sequence of function

pairs bounded in Ḣ1(Rd) × Ḣ1(Rd), d ≥ 3. Then after passing to a subsequence if necessary,

there exist a sequence of group elements {gjn}j≥1,n≥1 ∈ G, times {tjn}j≥1,n≥1 ⊂ R and function

pairs {(ϕj , ψj)}j≥1 ⊂ Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd) such that for all J ≥ 1, the following decomposition is

true

un =
J∑

j=1

gjne
itjn∆φj1 + ϕJ

n, vn =
J∑

j=1

gjne
itjn∆φj2 + ψJ

n .

Moreover, the following properties hold:

(i) (ϕJ
n, ψ

J
n) ∈ Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd) and

lim
J→+∞

lim
n→+∞

sup

(
‖eit∆ϕJ

n‖
L

(α+β+2)(d+2)
2

t,x (R×Rd)
+ ‖eit∆ψJ

n‖
L

(α+β+2)(d+2)
2

t,x (R×Rd)

)
= 0.

(ii) For any j 6= j′,

λ̃jn

λ̃j
′

n

+
λ̃j

′

n

λ̃jn
+

|xjn − xj
′

n |
2

λ̃jnλ̃
j′
n

+
|tjn(λ̃

j
n)

2 − tj
′

n (λ̃
j′

n )
2|

λ̃jnλ̃
j′
n

→ +∞ as n→ +∞.

(iii) For any J ≥ 1,

lim
n→+∞


‖∇un‖

2
2 −

J∑

j=1

‖∇φj1‖
2
2 − ‖∇ϕJ

n‖
2
2


 = 0,

lim
n→+∞


‖∇vn‖

2
2 −

J∑

j=1

‖∇φj2‖
2
2 − ‖∇ψJ

n‖
2
2


 = 0,

and for any 1 ≤ j ≤ J ,

e−tjn∆
(
(gjn)

−1(ϕJ
n, ψ

J
n)
)
→ (0, 0) weakly in Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd) as n→ +∞.

We will prove the existence of a minimal kinetic energy blowup solution to (1.6) below.

Our idea borrows from [43, 55, 60].

Define

SI(u, v) =

∫

I

∫

Rd

[|u(t, x)|
2(d+2)
d−2 + |v(t, x)|

2(d+2)
d−2 ]dxdt, (5.50)

L+(E0) = sup{SI(u, v)|(u, v) : I × R
d → C× C, s.t. sup

t∈I
[‖∇u(t)‖22 + ‖∇v(t)‖22] = E0},

(5.51)

where the supremum is taken over all solutions (u, v) of (1.6), L+(E0) : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) is

non-decreasing and L+(E0) . E
d+2
d−2

0 for E0 ≤ η0.
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By the stability result, L+ is continuous, and there exists a unique critical kinetic energy

0 < Ec ≤ +∞ such that L+(E0) < +∞ for E0 < Ec and L+(E0) = +∞ for E0 ≥ Ec.

If (u, v) : I × Rd → C× C is a maximal-lifespan solution of (1.6) such that

sup
t∈I

[‖∇u‖22 + ‖∇v‖22] < Ec,

then (u, v) is global and

SR(u, v) ≤ L(sup
t∈I

[‖∇u‖22 + ‖∇v‖22]).

We can get the following key compactness result.

Lemma 5.14(Palais-Smale condition modulo symmetries). Assume that d = 3 or

d = 4. Let (un, vn) : In ×Rd → C×C be a sequence of solutions of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2) or

(α, β) = (2, 0) when d = 3 and (α, β) = (0, 0) when d = 4, satisfying

lim
n→+∞

sup sup
t∈In

[‖∇un‖
2
2 + ‖∇vn‖

2
2] = Ec (5.52)

and there exist some sequence of times tn ∈ In such that

lim
n→+∞

S≥tn(un, vn) = lim
n→+∞

S≤tn(un, vn) = +∞.

Then the sequence (un(tn), vn(tn)) has a subsequence which converges in Ḣ1(Rd) × Ḣ1(Rd)

modulo symmetries.

Proof: Since the equations in (1.6) are the time–translation symmetric, we can set tn = 0

for all n ≥ 1. Hence,

lim
n→+∞

S≥0(un, vn) = lim
n→+∞

S≤0(un, vn) = +∞. (5.53)

Using the linear profile decomposition in Lemma 5.13 to the sequence (un(0), vn(0)), up to a

subsequence, we can get

un(0) =

J∑

j=1

gjne
itjn∆φj1 + ϕJ

n, vn(0) =

J∑

j=1

gjne
itjn∆φj2 + ψJ

n .

Similar to the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.3 in [60], we may assume that for each

j ≥ 1, either tjn ≡ 0 or tjn → ±∞ as n → +∞. Similarly, we can define the nonlinear profiles

(uj , vj) : Ij × Rd → C× C and (ujn, v
j
n) : I

j
n × Rd → C× C.

As the decoupling of the kinetic energy is asymptotic, we can find J0 ≥ 1 such that

‖∇φj1‖
2
2 + ‖∇φj2‖

2
2 ≤ η0

for all j ≥ J0 and η0 = η0(d) such that the local wellposedness of the solution to (1.6) holds.

By Corollary 5.9, the solutions (ujn, v
j
n) are global and

sup
t∈R

[‖∇ujn(t)‖
2
2 + ‖∇vjn(t)‖

2
2] + SR(u

j
n, v

j
n) ≤ ‖∇φ1‖

2
2 + ‖∇φ2‖

2
2. (5.54)

Since the kinetic energy is not a conserved quantity, even if (ujn(0), v
j
n(0)) = gjn(u

j
n(t

j
n), v

j
n(t

j
n))

posses kinetic energy less than the critical value Ec, it cannot guarantee the same will hold

throughout the lifespan of (ujn, v
j
n), especially, it cannot make sure neither global existence
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nor global spacetime bounds. Consequently, we have to seek for a profile responsible for the

asymptotic blowup (5.53) as follows.

Claim 5.15(At least one bad profile). There exists 1 ≤ j0 < J0 such that

lim
n→+∞

supS
[0,sup I

j0
n )

(uj0n , v
j0
n ) = +∞.

Proof: Assume contradictorily that

lim
n→+∞

supS[0,sup Ij
n)
(ujn, v

j
n) < +∞, (5.55)

which implies that sup Ijn = +∞ for all 1 ≤ j < j0 and all n large enough. Using (5.54), (5.55)

and (5.52), we have for all n large enough

∑

j≥1

S[0,+∞)(u
j
n, v

j
n) . 1 +

∑

j≥J0

[‖∇φj1‖
2
2 + ‖∇φj2‖

2
2] . 1 + Ec. (5.56)

To obtain the contradiction to (5.53), we will use the stability result and (5.56) to get

a bound on the scattering size of (un, vn). Therefore, we define the approximate solution

(UJ
n (t), V

J
n (t)) as

UJ
n (t) :=

J∑

j=1

ujn(t) + eit∆ϕJ
n, V J

n (t) :=
J∑

j=1

vjn(t) + eit∆ψJ
n .

Recalling (5.56) and the asymptotic vanishing of the scattering size of (eit∆ϕJ
n, e

it∆ψJ
n), we

have

lim
J→J∗

lim
n→

supS[0,+∞)(U
J
n , V

J
n )

. lim
J→J∗

lim
n→

sup


S[0,+∞)(

J∑

j=1

ujn,

J∑

j=1

vjn) + S[0,+∞)(e
it∆ϕJ

n, e
it∆ψJ

n)




. lim
J→J∗

lim
n→

sup

J∑

j=1

S[0,+∞)(u
j
n, v

j
n) . 1 + Ec. (5.57)

Moreover, we will see that (UJ
n , V

J
n ) is a good approximation to (un, vn) below. In fact, by

the way (ujn, v
j
n) is constructed,

un(0)−

J∑

j=1

ujn(0)− ϕJ
n → 0, vn(0)−

J∑

j=1

vjn(0)− ψJ
n → 0

in Ḣ1
x × Ḣ1

x as n → +∞. And by the linear decomposition in Lemma 5.13 and the definition

of (UJ
n , V

J
n ), we get

Claim 5.16(Asymptotic agreement with initial data). For any J ≥ 1, there holds

lim
n→+∞

[‖UJ
n (0)− un(0)‖Ḣ1

x(R
d) + ‖V J

n (0)− vn(0)‖Ḣ1
x(R

d)] = 0.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [60], we also show that
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Claim 5.17(Asymptotic solution to the equation). For the approximate solution

(UJ
n (t), V

J
n (t)),

lim
J→J∗

lim
n→+∞

sup ‖∇[(i∂t +∆)UJ
n − f1(U

J
n , V

J
n )]‖

L
2(d+2)
d+4

t,x (R×Rd)

= 0

lim
J→J∗

lim
n→+∞

sup ‖∇[(i∂t +∆)V J
n − f2(U

J
n , V

J
n )]‖

L

2(d+2)
d+4

t,x (R×Rd)

] = 0.

Proof: By the definition of (UJ
n (t), V

J
n (t)), we have

(i∂t +∆)UJ
n =

J∑

j=1

f1(u
j
n, v

j
n), (i∂t +∆)V J

n =

J∑

j=1

f2(u
j
n, v

j
n),

by triangle inequality, it sufficient to prove that

lim
J→J∗

lim
n→+∞

sup ‖f1(U
J
n − eit∆ϕJ

n, V
J
n − eit∆ψJ

n)− f1(U
J
n , V

J
n )‖

L

2(d+2)
d+4

t,x (R×Rd)

= 0,

lim
J→J∗

lim
n→+∞

sup ‖f2(U
J
n − eit∆ϕJ

n, V
J
n − eit∆ψJ

n)− f2(U
J
n , V

J
n )‖

L

2(d+2)
d+4

t,x (R×Rd)

= 0,

lim
n→+∞

‖f1(

J∑

j=1

ujn,

J∑

j=1

vjn)−

J∑

j=1

f1(u
j
n, v

j
n)‖

L

2(d+2)
d+4

t,x (R×Rd)

= 0 for all J ≥ 1,

lim
n→+∞

‖f2(
J∑

j=1

ujn,
J∑

j=1

vjn)−
J∑

j=1

f2(u
j
n, v

j
n)‖

L

2(d+2)
d+4

t,x (R×Rd)

= 0 for all J ≥ 1.

Since

|f1(u1, v1)− f1(u2, v2)|+ |f2(u1, v1)− f2(u2, v2)| (5.58)

. [|u1|
α+β+2 + |v1|

α+β+2 + |u2|
α+β+2 + |v2|

α+β+2][|u1 − u2|+ |v1 − v2|], (5.59)

by the asymptotically vanishing scattering size of (eit∆ϕJ
n, e

it∆ψJ
n) and (5.57), we can obtain

the first limit and the second one are zero.

Since

|f1(

J∑

j=1

ujn,

J∑

j=1

vjn)−

J∑

j=1

f1(u
j
n, v

j
n)|+ |f2(

J∑

j=1

ujn,

J∑

j=1

vjn)−

J∑

j=1

f2(u
j
n, v

j
n)|

.

J∑

j=1,j′=1,j 6=j′

[|ujn|+ |vjn|][|u
j′

n |
α+β+2 + |vj

′

n |α+β+2],

the third limit and the fourth one are zero by the asymptotic orthogonality of the (ujn, v
j
n). The

details are similar to the proof of (3.10) in Lemma 3.2 of [60]. �

By the two claims above and (5.57), we have for n large enough,

S[0,+∞)(un, vn) . 1 + Ec,

which contradicts to (5.53). Claim 5.15 is proved. �

Let’s come back to the proof of Lemma 5.14. Rearranging the indices, we can assume that

there exists 1 ≤ J1 ≤ J0 such that

lim
n→+∞

supS[0,sup Ij
n)
(ujn, v

j
n) = +∞ for 1 ≤ j ≤ J1,

lim
n→+∞

supS[0,sup Ij
n)
(ujn, v

j
n) = +∞ for j > J1.
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Up to a subsequence in n if necessary, there holds S[0,sup I1
n)(u

1
n, v

1
n) = +∞.

Since there are maybe two or more profiles that take turns at driving the scattering norm

of (un, vn) to infinity, we have to prove that only one profile is responsible for the asymptotic

blowup (5.53). To do this, we must prove that kinetic energy decoupling for the nonlinear

profiles for large periods of time is sufficiently large such that that the kinetic energy of (u1n, v
1
n)

has achieved the critical one.

For each m,n > 1, we can define a integer j(m,n) ∈ {1, ..., J1} and a time interval Km
n of

the form [0, τ ] by

sup
1≤j≤J

SKm
n
(ujn, v

j
n) = SKm

n
(uj(m,n)

n , vj(m,n)
n ) = m. (5.60)

Note that there is a 1 ≤ j1 ≤ J1 such that for infinitely many m one has j(m,n) = j1 for

infinitely many n by the pigeonhole principle. Without loss of generality, we reorder these

indices and let j1 = 1. Then

lim
m→∞

sup lim
n→∞

sup sup
t∈Km

n

[‖∇u1n(t)‖
2
2 + ‖∇u1n(t)‖

2
2] ≥ Ec, (5.61)

where Ec is the critical kinetic energy.

Meanwhile, (5.60) implies that all (ujn, v
j
n) have finite scattering size onK

m
n for eachm ≥ 1.

Similar to the discussions in Claim 5.15, we can find that for n and J large enough, (UJ
n , V

J
n )

is a good approximation to (un, vn) on each Km
n for each m ≥ 1 in the following sense

lim
J→J∗

lim
n→∞

sup[‖UJ
n − un‖L∞

t Ḣ1
x(K

m
n ×Rd) + ‖V J

n − vn‖L∞
t Ḣ1

x(K
m
n ×Rd) = 0. (5.62)

Similar to the proof of Lemma 5.10 in [60], we can prove the following claim but we omit

the details here.

Claim 5.18(Kinetic energy decoupling for (UJ
n , V

J
n )). For all J ≥ 1 and m ≥ 1,

lim
n→∞

sup sup
t∈Km

n

|‖∇UJ
n (t)‖

2
2 −

J∑

j=1

‖∇ujn(t)‖
2
2 − ‖∇ϕJ

n‖
2
2|

+ lim
n→∞

sup sup
t∈Km

n

|‖∇V J
n (t)‖22 −

J∑

j=1

‖∇vjn(t)‖
2
2 − ‖∇ψJ

n‖
2
2| = 0.

By this claim and using (5.52), (5.62), we find for each m ≥ 1

Ec ≥ lim
n→+∞

sup sup
t∈Km

n

[‖∇un(t)‖
2
2 + ‖∇vn(t)‖

2
2]

= lim
J→∞

lim
n→∞

sup{‖∇ϕJ
n‖

2
2 + ‖∇ψJ

n‖
2
2 + sup

t∈Km
n

J∑

j=1

[‖∇ujn(t)‖
2
2 + ‖∇vjn(t)‖

2
2].}

Invoking (5.61), we can find some gn ∈ G, τn ∈ R, some functions φ1, φ2, ϕn and ψn in Ḣ1(Rd)

with (ϕn, ψn) → (0, 0) strongly in Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd) such that

un(0) = gne
iτn∆φ1 + ϕn, vn(0) = gne

iτn∆φ2 + ψn. (5.63)

Moreover, similar to the proof of Proposition 5.3 in [60], we can prove τn ≡ 0. Lemma 5.14 is

proved. �
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Lemma 5.19(Reduction to almost periodic solution) Suppose that Theorem 6 failed

when d = 3 or Theorem 7 failed when d = 4. Then there exists a maximal-lifespan solution

(u, v) : I × Rd → C× C such that

sup
t∈I

[‖∇u(t)‖22 + ‖∇v(t)‖22] = Ec,

(u, v) is almost periodic modulo symmetric and blows up both forward and backward in time.

Proof: By the definition of the critical energy Ec(and the continuity of L), there exist a

sequence (un, vn) : In × Rd → C × C of maximal-lifespan solutions with E(un, vn) ≤ Ec and

limn→+∞ SIn(un, vn) = +∞. We can chose tn ∈ In to be the median time of the L
2(d+2)
d−2

t,x norm

of (un, vn) such that (5.53) holds. Without loss of generality, we take tn = 0 because of the

time-translation invariance.

Noticing Lemma 5.14 and up to a subsequence if necessary, there exist group elements

gn ∈ G such that gn(un(0), vn(0)) converges strongly in Ḣ1(Rd) × Ḣ1(Rd) to some (u0, v0) ∈

Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd). By applying the group action Tgn to the solutions (un, vn), we can take gn
to all be the identity. Consequently, (un(0), vn(0)) converge strongly in Ḣ1(Rd) × Ḣ1(Rd) to

some (u0, v0), which particularly implies that E(u0, v0) < Ec.

Let (u, v) : I × Rd → C × C be the maximal-lifespan solution to (1.6)) with initial data

u(0) = u0 and v(0) = v0. We will show that (u, v) blows up both forward and backward in

time. In fact, if (u, v) does not blow up forward in time, then [0,+∞) ⊆ I and S≥0(u, v) <∞.

By energy-critical stability result, for n large enough, we have [0,+∞) ⊆ I and

lim
n→+∞

supS≥0(un, vn) < +∞,

which is a contradiction to (5.53). By the definition of Ec, it can derive that E(u0, v0) ≥ Ec

and E(u0, v0) have to equal Ec.

Last, we will show that the solution u is almost periodic modulo G. Consider an arbitrary

sequence (u(t′n), v(t
′
n)) in the orbit {(u(t), v(t)) : t ∈ I}. Although (u, v) blows up both forward

and backward in time, it is locally in L
2(d+2)
d−2

t,x . Therefore,

S≥t′n(u, v) = S≤t′n(u, v) = ∞.

By the Palais-Smale condition modulo symmetries, there exist a a convergent subsequence of

G(u(t′n), v(t
′
n)) in G \ [Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd). Hence, the orbit {G(u(t), v(t)) : t ∈ I} is precompact

in G \ [Ḣ1(Rd)× Ḣ1(Rd). �

Proof of Proposition 5.2: Proposition 5.2 is a direct result of the conclusions above.�

Now we come back to consider (1.6) when d = 3 below.

5.3 Strichartz estimates

In this subsection, we give some Strichartz estimates, some of their proofs can be found in

[21, 55].

Lemma 5.20(Strichartz inequality). Let I be a compact time interval and w : I×R3 →

C be a solution to the forced Schrödinger equation

iwt +∆w = f.
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Then

{
∑

N∈2Z

‖∇wN‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×R3)}

1
2 . ‖w(t0)‖Ḣ1

x(R
3) + ‖∇f‖

Lγ′

t Lρ′
x (I×R3)

(5.64)

for any t0 ∈ I and any admissible pairs (q, r) and (γ, ρ), where γ′ and ρ′ are the dual exponents

to γ and ρ respectively.

Lemma 5.21(An endpoint estimate). For any w : I×R3 → R, the following inequality

hold

‖w‖L4
tL

∞
x (I×R3) . ‖∇w‖

1
2

L∞
t L2

x

{∑

N∈2Z

‖∇wN‖L2
tL

6
x(I×R3)

} 1
4

.

And

‖w≤N‖L4
tL

∞
x (I×R3) . ‖∇w≤N‖

1
2

L∞
t L2

x




∑

M≤N

‖∇wM‖L2
tL

6
x(I×R3)





1
4

.

for any frequency N > 0.

Proposition 5.22. If w satisfies ivt +∆v = f + g on a compact interval [0, T ], then for

each 6 < q ≤ +∞,

‖M(t)
3
q
−1‖PM(t)w(t)‖Lq

x
‖L2

x
. ‖|∇|−

1
2w‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
2 f‖

L2
tL

6
5
+ ‖g‖L2

tL
1
x

uniformly for all functions M : [0, T ] → 2Z. Here the spacetime estimates are over [0, T ]×R3.

Proposition 5.23. If w satisfies iwt +∆w = f + g on a compact interval [0, T ] and

[SRw](t, x) :=

(
(πR2)−

3
2

∫

R3

|v(t, x+ y)|2e−
|y|2

R2 dy

) 1
2

, (5.65)

then for each 0 < R < +∞ and 6 < q ≤ +∞,

R
1
2− 3

q ‖SRw‖L2
tL

q
x
≤ ‖w‖L∞

t L2
x
+R− 1

2 ‖f‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖g‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

, (5.66)

where the spacetime norms are over [0, T ]× R3.

Lemma 5.24.

sup
M>0

M
3
q
−1‖fM‖Lq

x
. sup

M>0
M

3
q
−1‖SM−1(fM )‖Lq

x
for fixed 6 < q ≤ +∞. (5.67)

Lemma 5.25. The intergral kernel

KR(τ, z; s, y;x) := (πR2)−
3
2 < δz, e

iτ∆e
−|·−x|2

R2 eis∆δy >

satisfies

sup
R>0

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

R2− 6
q ‖KR(τ, z; s, y;x)‖

L∞
z,yL

q
2
x

f(t+ τ)f(t− s)dsdτ . |[Mf ](t)|2, (5.68)

for fixed 6 < q ≤ +∞, where M denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator and f : R →

[0,+∞).

Proposition 5.26(Long-time Strichartz estimate). Assume that (u, v) : (−Tmin, Tmax)×

R3 → C × C is a maximal-lifespan almost periodic solution to (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2) and
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I ⊂ (−Tmin, Tmax) a time interval which is titled by finitely many characteristic interval Jk.

For any fixed 6 < q < +∞ and any frequency N > 0, define

K :=

∫

I

Ñ(t)−1dt, (5.69)

A(N) := {
∑

M≤N

‖∇uM‖L2
tL

6
x(I×R3) + ‖∇vM‖L2

tL
6
x(I×R3)}

1
2 , (5.70)

Ãq(N) := N
3
2 ‖ sup

M≥N
M

3
q
−1[‖uM (t)‖Lq

x(R3) + ‖vM (t)‖Lq
x(R3)]‖L2

t (I)
. (5.71)

Then

A(N) + Ã(N) .(u,v) 1 +N
3
2K

1
2 , (5.72)

where the implicit constant is independent of the interval I.

The proof of Proposition 5.26 is based on the following facts and Proposition 5.27 below.

By Sobolev embedding, for a small parameter η > 0 to be chosen later, there exists such

that c = c(η)

‖u≤cÑ(t)‖L∞
t L6

x
+ ‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖∇u≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L2
x
≤ η. (5.73)

By the results of Lemma 5.24 and 5.25, we have

‖∇u≤N‖L2
tL

6
x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L2

tL
6
x
. A(N), (5.74)

‖u≤N‖L4
tL

∞
x
+ ‖v≤N‖L4

tL
∞
x

. A(N)
1
2 [‖∇u≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
]
1
2 .(u,v) A(N)

1
2 . (5.75)

By the results of Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.20, we know that

[A(N)]2 .(u,v) 1 +

∫

I

[Ñ(t)]2dt .(u,v)

∫

I

[Ñ(t)]2dt. (5.76)

While by the results of Proposition 5.22 and using Berstein’s estimates, we get

Ãq(N) . N
3
2

(
‖|∇|−

1
2u≥N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
2P≥N (|v|4u)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

)

+

(
‖|∇|−

1
2 v≥N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
2P≥N (|u|2|v|2v)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

)

. 1 + [‖∇u‖L2
tL

6
x
+ ‖∇v‖L2

tL
6
x
][‖u‖4L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖4L∞

t L6
x
] .(u,v)

(∫

I

[Ñ(t)]2dt

) 1
2

. (5.77)

Consequently,

A(N) + Ãq(N) .(u,v) N
3
2K

1
2 whenever N ≥

(∫
I
[Ñ(t)]2dt
∫
I [Ñ ]−1dt

) 1
3

. (5.78)

Proposition 5.27(Recurrence relations for A(N) and Ãq(N)). For η sufficient small

and c = c(η) is as in (5.73),

A(N) .(u,v) 1 + c−
3
2N

3
2K

1
2 + η2Ãq(2N), (5.79)

Ãq(N) .(u,v) 1 + c−
3
2N

3
2K

1
2 + ηA(N) + η2Ãq(2N), (5.80)
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uniformly in N ∈ 2Z.

Proof: The recurrence relations for A(N) and Ãq(N) rely on the Strichartz inequality in

Lemma 5.20 and maximal Strichartz estimate in Proposition 5.22. To deal with the contribu-

tions of the nonlinearities |v|4u and |u|2|v|2v, we use the notation ∅(X) to denote a quantity

that resembles X , and write

|v|4u = ∅(v2
>cÑ(t)

v2u) +∅(v2≤cÑ(t)
v2>Nu) +∅(v2≤cÑ(t)

v2≤Nu), (5.81)

|u|2|v|2v = ∅(u2
>cÑ(t)

v3) +∅(u2≤cÑ(t)
v2>Nv) +∅(u2≤cÑ(t)

v2≤Nu). (5.82)

Using the Strichartz inequality in Lemma 5.20, by(5.81), (5.82) and Bernstein’s inequality, we

have

A(N) . ‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇P≤N∅(v2

>cÑ(t)
v2u)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(v2≤cÑ(t)
v2>Nu‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(v2≤cÑ(t)
v2≤Nu)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(u2
>cÑ(t)

v3)‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(u2≤cÑ(t)
v2>Nv)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(u2≤cÑ(t)
v2≤Nv)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

.(u,v) 1 +N
3
2 ‖v2

>cÑ(t)
v2u‖L2

tL
1
x
+N

3
2 ‖v2≤cÑ(t)

v2>Nu‖L2
tL

1
x

+ ‖∇∅(v2≤cÑ(t)
v2≤Nu)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+N
3
2 ‖u2

>cÑ(t)
v3‖L2

tL
1
x

+N
3
2 ‖u2≤cÑ(t)

v2>Nv)‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖∇∅(u2≤cÑ(t)

v2≤Nv)‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

:= 1 + (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V ) + (V I). (5.83)

Using maximal Strichartz estimate in Proposition 5.22, by (5.81), (5.82) and Bernstein’s in-

equality, we get

Ãq(N) . ‖|∇|−
1
2 u≥N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
2 v≥N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∅(v2

>cÑ(t)
v2u)‖L2

tL
1
x

+ ‖∅(v2≤cÑ(t)
v2>Nu)‖L2

tL
1
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
2P≥N∅(v2≤cÑ(t)

v2≤Nu)‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

+ ‖∅(u2
>cÑ(t)

v3)‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖∅(u2≤cÑ(t)

v2>Nv)‖L2
tL

1
x

+ ‖|∇|−
1
2P≥N∅(u2≤cÑ(t)

v2≤Nv)‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

.(u,v) 1 +N
3
2 ‖v2

>cÑ(t)
v2u‖L2

tL
1
x
+N

3
2 ‖v2≤cÑ(t)

v2>Nu‖L2
tL

1
x

+ ‖∇∅(v2≤cÑ(t)
v2≤Nu)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+N
3
2 ‖u2

>cÑ(t)
v3‖L2

tL
1
x

+N
3
2 ‖u2≤cÑ(t)

v2>Nv)‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖∇∅(u2≤cÑ(t)

v2≤Nv)‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

:= 1 + (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V ) + (V I). (5.84)

Before we consider these terms individually, we would like to point out that the terms

(I)–(VI) in (5.83) are the same as those in (5.84), and we will show some facts below.

Fact 1: By Sobolev embedding,

‖u(t, x)‖L6
x
. ‖u(t, x)‖Ḣ1

x
, ‖v(t, x)‖L6

x
. ‖v(t, x)‖Ḣ1

x
for all t ∈ I. (5.85)
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Fact 2: Using Young’s inequality, we have

|u||v|2 . |u|3 + |v|3. (5.86)

In order to estimate (I), we decompose the time interval I into characteristic subintervals Jk
where Ñ(t) ≡ Ñk. On each these subintervals, using Hölder’s inequality, Bernstein’s inequality,

and Strichartz estimate for the admissible pair (4, 3), we obtain

‖v2
>cÑ(t)

v2u‖L2
tL

1
x(Jk×R3 . ‖v2

>cÑ(t)
(|u|3 + |v|3)‖L2

tL
1
x(Jk×R3

. ‖v2
>cÑ(t)

‖2L4
t,x(Jk×R3)[‖u‖

3
L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖3L∞

t L6
x
]

.(u,v) c
− 3

2N
− 3

2

k ‖∇v2
>cÑ(t)

‖2L4
tL

3
x(Jk×R3) .(u,v) c

− 3
2N

− 3
2

k .

Recalling that Ñ(t) ≡ Nk on Jk and |Jk| ∼ N−2
k , we can square and sum the estimates above

over the subintervals Jk, and obtain

(I) = N
3
2 ‖v2

>cÑ(t)
v2u‖L2

tL
1
x
.(u,v) c

− 3
2N− 3

2K
1
2 . (5.87)

Similarly,

(IV ) = N
3
2 ‖u2

>cÑ(t)
v3‖L2

tL
1
x
.(u,v) c

− 3
2N− 3

2K
1
2 . (5.88)

To estimate (II), we recall (5.86) and point out

|v2≤cÑ(t)
v2>Nu| ≤ |v2≤cÑ(t)

v>Nv>Nu|+ |v2≤cÑ(t)
v>Nv≤Nu| := (II1) + (II2). (5.89)

Using Berstein’s inequality and Schur’s test, for 6 < q <∞, we can obtain

‖v>Nv>Nu‖
L2

tL
3
2
x

.(u,v) ‖
∑

M1≥M2≥M3,M2>N

‖vM1‖L2
x
‖vM2‖Lq

x
‖uM3‖

L
6q

q−6
x

‖L2
t

.(u,v) ‖ sup
M>N

‖M
3
q
−1vM (t)‖Lq

x

∑

M1≥M3

(
M3

M1
)

3
q ‖∇vM1(t)‖L2

x
‖∇uM3(t)‖L2

x
‖L2

t

.(u,v) N
− 3

2 Ãq(2N). (5.90)

Using Hölder’s inequality, by (5.73) and (5.90), we have

(II1) .(u,v) ‖v≤cÑ(t)‖
2
L∞

2 L6
x
‖v>Nv>Nu‖

L2
tL

3
2
x

.(u,v) N
− 3

2 η2Ãq(2N). (5.91)

About (II2), using Hölder’s inequality and Berstein’s inequality, we get

‖v>Nv≤Nu‖
L2

tL
3
2
x

≤ ‖

(∫

R3

|v>N |
3
2 [|v≤N |3 + |u|3]dx

) 2
3

‖L2
t

.(u,v) ‖

(∫

R3

|v>N |3dx

) 1
3
(∫

R3

[|v≤N |6 + |u|6]dx

) 1
3

‖L2
t

.(u,v) ‖

(∫

R3

|v>N |3dx

) 1
3

‖L2
t
‖

(∫

R3

[|v≤N |6 + |u|6]dx

) 1
3

‖L∞
t

.(u,v) ‖ sup
M>N

M
3
q
−1‖uM(t)‖Lq

x(R3)‖L2
t
.(u,v) N

− 3
2 Ãq(2N). (5.92)
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Consequently, we get

(II) .(u,v) η
2Ãq(2N). (5.93)

Similarly, we have

(V ) .(u,v) η
2Ãq(2N). (5.94)

Last, by (5.73), (5.74) and (5.75), we have

(III) = ‖∇∅(v2≤cÑ(t)
v2≤Nu)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

. ‖∇v≤N‖L2
tL

6
x
‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x
[‖u‖3L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖3L∞

t L6
x
]

+ ‖∇v‖L∞
t L2

x
‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x
‖v≤N‖2L4

tL
∞
x
[‖u‖L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖L∞

t L6
x
]

+ ‖∇v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞
t L2

x
‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x
‖v≤N‖2L4

tL
∞
x
‖u‖L∞

t L6
x

.(u,v) ηA(N). (5.95)

Similarly,

(IV ) .(u,v) ηA(N). (5.96)

Putting (5.87)–(5.96) together, we can get (5.79) and (5.80). �

Proof of Proposition 5.26: Taking η small enough, using (5.78) and the results of

Proposition 5.27, after a straightforward induction argument, we can obtain (5.72). �

5.4 Impossibility of rapid frequency cascades

In this subsection, we prove that the first type of almost periodic solution described in

Proposition 5.6 which satisfies
∫ Tmax

0
Ñ(t)−1dt < +∞ cannot exist.

Lemma 5.28(Finite mass). Assume that (u, v) : [0, Tmax) × R3 → C × C is an almost

periodic solution of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2) satisfying

‖u‖L10
t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) + ‖v‖L10

t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) = +∞ and K :=

∫ Tmax

0

N(t)−1dt < +∞. (5.97)

Then (u, v) ∈ [L∞
t L

2
x]× [L∞

t L
2
x] and for all 0 < N < 1,

‖uN≤·≤1‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R3) + ‖vN≤·≤1‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R3)

+
1

N

{ ∑

M<N

‖∇uM‖L2
tL

6
x([0,Tmax)×R3) + ‖∇vM‖L2

tL
6
x([0,Tmax)×R3)

} 1
2

.(u,v) 1. (5.98)

Proof: First, we would like to point out that if (5.98) holds, then letting N → 0 in (5.98),

using ∇u,∇v ∈ L∞
t L

2
x and Berstein’s inequality for high frequencies, we have

‖u‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖v‖L∞

t L2
x
≤ ‖u≤1‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖u>1‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖v≤1‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖v>1‖L∞

t L2
x
.(u,v) 1, (5.99)

which implies the finiteness of the mass.
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Since K is finite, we extend the conclusions of Proposition 5.26 and Proposition 5.27 to the

time interval [0, Tmax) and find that the second summand in (5.98) is N−1A(N2 ). Therefore, by

Proposition 5.26 and Proposition 5.27 and Berstein’s inequality,

LHS(5.98) .(u,v) N
−1[‖∇u‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇v‖L∞

t L2
x
+A(

N

2
)]

.(u,v) N
−1(1 +N3K)

1
2 < +∞. (5.100)

Fixing 0 < N < 1, using Duhamel formulae and Strichartz’s inequality, we have

LHS(5.98) .(u,v)
1

N
‖∇P<N(|v|4u)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖PN≤·≤1(|v|
4u)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+
1

N
‖∇P<N (|u|2|v|2v)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖PN≤·≤1(|u|
2|v|2v)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

:= (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ). (5.101)

Before we estimate the contributions of (I)–(IV) to (5.101), we would like to point that

||v|4u|+ ||u|2|v|2u| . |∅(v2
>cÑ(t)

v2u)|+ |∅(v≤cÑ(t)v
2
<Nu<Nv>cÑ(t))|

+ |∅(v≤cÑ(t)v
2
<Nu>1v>cÑ(t))|+ |∅(v≤cÑ(t)v

2
<NuN≤·≤1v>cÑ(t))|

+ |∅(v≤cÑ(t)v
2
≤1uN≤·≤1v>cÑ(t))|+ |∅(v≤cÑ(t)v

2
>1u≤1v>cÑ(t))|

:= (i) + (ii1) + (ii2) + (iii1) + (iii2) + (iv). (5.102)

Using Bernstein’s inequality and Hölder’s inequality, similar to (5.87), we have

1

N
‖∇P<N∅(v2

>cÑ(t)
v2u)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖PN≤·≤1∅(v2
>cÑ(t)

v2u)‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

.(u,v) (N
1
2 + 1)‖∅(v2

>cÑ(t)
v2u)‖L2

tL
1
x
.(u,v) c

− 3
2K

1
2 . (5.103)

Similarly, we consider the contribution of (ii1) and get

1

N
‖∇P<N∅(v≤cÑ(t)v

2
<Nu<Nv>cÑ(t))‖L2

tL
6
5
x

+ ‖PN≤·≤1∅(v≤cÑ(t)v
2
<Nu<Nv>cÑ(t))‖L2

tL
6
5
x

.(u,v)
1

N
‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L2
x
‖v<N‖2L4

tL
∞
x
[‖u<N‖2L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v>cÑ(t)‖

2
L∞

t L6
x
]

+
1

N
‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x
‖∇v<N‖L2

tL
6
x
[‖u<N‖3L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v>cÑ(t)‖

3
L∞

t L6
x
]

+
1

N
‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x
‖v<N‖2L4

tL
∞
x
[‖u<N‖L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v>cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x
]

× [‖∇u<N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v>cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L2
x
]

.(u,v) ηLHS(5.98). (5.104)

The contribution of (ii2) is entirely similar to that of (ii1).

Using Berstein’s inequality and Hölder’s inequality again, we consider the contribution of

(iii1) and get

1

N
‖∇P<N∅(v≤cÑ(t)v

2
<NuN≤·≤1v>cÑ(t))‖L2

tL
6
5
x

+ ‖PN≤·≤1∅(v≤cÑ(t)v
2
<NuN≤·≤1v>cÑ(t))‖L2

tL
6
5
x

.(u,v) ‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞
t L6

x
‖v≤1‖

2
L4

tL
∞
x
‖vN≤·≤1‖L∞

t L2
x
‖v>cÑ(t)‖L∞

t L6
x

.(u,v) η(1 +K
1
2 )LHS(5.98). (5.105)
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The contribution of (iii2) is entirely similar to that of (iii1).

Similarly, we consider the contribution of (iv) and get

1

N
‖∇P<N∅(v≤cÑ(t)v

2
>1u≤1v>cÑ(t))‖L2

tL
6
5
x

+ ‖PN≤·≤1∅(v≤cÑ(t)v
2
>1u≤1v>cÑ(t))‖L2

tL
6
5
x

.(u,v) (N
1
2 + 1)‖∅(v≤cÑ(t)v

2
>1u≤1v>cÑ(t))‖L2

tL
1
x

.(u,v) ‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L∞
t L6

x
‖∅(v2>1u≤1)‖

L2
tL

3
2
x

‖v>cÑ(t)‖L∞
t L6

x
.(u,v) η(1 +K

1
2 ). (5.106)

Coming back to (5.101), thanks to the results of (5.102)–(5.106), we have

(I) + (II) .(u,v) 1 + c−
3
2K

1
2 + η(1 +K

1
2 )LHS(5.98). (5.107)

Similarly,

(III) + (IV ) .(u,v) 1 + c−
3
2K

1
2 + η(1 +K

1
2 )LHS(5.98). (5.108)

(5.107) and (5.108) mean that

LHS(5.98) .(u,v) 1 + c−
3
2K

1
2 + η(1 +K

1
2 )LHS(5.98).

If we chose η small enough, we can get (5.98). �

Now we are ready to prove the main result in this subsection.

Propostion 5.29(No rapid frequency-cascades). There are no almost periodic solu-

tion (u, v) : [0, Tmax)× R3 → C× C of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2) satisfying

‖u‖L10
t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) + ‖v‖L10

t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) = +∞,

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1dt < +∞. (5.109)

Proof: Assume contradictorily that (u, v) is such a solution. Then

lim
t→Tmax

Ñ(t) = +∞. (5.110)

Using Strichartz inequality and Bernstein’s inequality

‖u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
.(u,v) ‖P≤N (|v|4u‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖P≤N (|u|2|v|2v‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

.(u,v) N
1
2 ‖(|v|4u‖L2

tL
1
x
+N

1
2 ‖(|u|2|v|2v‖L2

tL
1
x
. (5.111)

Young’s inequality implies that

||v|4u|+ |(|u|2|v|2v| . |u5|+ |v5|. (5.112)

If we write

u5 = ∅(u3≤1u
2) +∅(u3>1u

2), v5 = ∅(v3≤1v
2) +∅(v3>1v

2),

we have

‖u5‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖v5‖L2

tL
1
x

.(u,v) ‖∅(u3≤1u
2)‖L2

tL
1
x
+ ‖∅(u3>1u

2)‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖∅(v3≤1v

2)‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖∅(v3>1v

2)‖L2
tL

1
x

.(u,v) ‖u≤1‖L4
tL

∞
x
‖u≤1‖L∞

t,x
‖u‖2L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖u‖2L∞

t L6
x
‖u3>1‖

L2
tL

3
2
x

+ ‖v≤1‖L4
tL

∞
x
‖v≤1‖L∞

t,x
‖v‖2L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖v‖2L∞

t L6
x
‖v3>1‖

L2
tL

3
2
x

.(u,v) 1.
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This estimate above, (5.111) and (5.112) imply that

‖u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
.(u,v) N

1
2 . (5.113)

Recalling that for any η > 0 there exists c = c(u, v, η) > 0 such that

‖∇u≤cÑ(t)(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤cÑ(t)(t)‖L2

x
.(u,v) η,

we get

‖u(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖v(t)‖L2

x
.(u,v) ‖u≤cÑ(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖P>Nu≤cÑ(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖u>cÑ(t)‖L2

x

+ ‖v≤cÑ(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖P>Nv≤cÑ(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖v>cÑ(t)‖L2

x

.(u,v) N
1
2 +N−1‖∇u≤cÑ(t)‖L2

x
+ c−1Ñ(t)−1‖∇u‖L∞

t L2
x

+N
1
2 +N−1‖∇v≤cÑ(t)‖L2

x
+ c−1Ñ(t)−1‖∇u‖L∞

t L2
x

.(u,v) N
1
2 +N−1η + c−1Ñ(t)−1.

Using (5.110), we can make the right-hand side here as small as we wish, which implies that

‖u‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖v‖L∞

t L2
x
= 0. Consequently, (u, v) ≡ (0, 0), which is a contradiction to the hypoth-

esis ‖u‖L10
t,x

+ ‖v‖L10
t,x

= +∞. �

5.5 The frequency-localized weight-coupled interaction Morawetz in-

equality

In this subsection, we give a spacetime bound on the high-frequency portion of the solution.

Proposition 5.30(A frequency-localized interaction Morawetz estimate). Assume

that (u, v) : [0, Tmax)× R3 → C× C is an almost periodic solution of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 2)

such that Ñ(t) ≥ 1. Let I ⊂ [0, Tmax) be a union of contiguous characteristic intervals Jk. Fix

0 < η0 ≤ 1. Then for sufficiently small N > 0 which depends on η0 but not on I,
∫

I

∫

R3

[|u>N (t, x)|4 + |v>N (t, x)|4]dxdt .(u,v) η0(N
−3 +K), (5.114)

where the implicit constant in the inequality above does not depend on η0 or the interval I,

K :=
∫
I
Ñ(t)−1dt.

We also introduce the weight-coupled interaction Morawetz identity below.

Proposition 5.31. Assume that

iφt +∆φ = λ|ψ|4φ+ F1, iψt +∆ψ = µ|φ|2|ψ|2ψ + F2, (5.115)

for some weight a : R3 → R, we define the following weight-coupled Morawetz interaction:

M⊗2
a (t) = 2A

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇̃a(x− y)ℑ[φ̄(t, x)φ̄(t, y)∇̃(φ(t, x)φ(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2B

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇̃a(x− y)ℑ[ψ̄(t, x)ψ̄(t, y)∇̃(ψ(t, x)ψ(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2C

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇̃a(x− y)ℑ[φ̄(t, x)ψ̄(t, y)∇̃(φ(t, x)ψ(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2D

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇̃a(x− y)ℑ[ψ̄(t, x)φ̄(t, y)∇̃(ψ(t, x)φ(t, y))]dxdy, (5.116)

55



where ∇̃ = (∇x,∇y), x ∈ R3 and y ∈ R3, the constants A, B, C and D are defined as in (4.4).

Then

d

dt
M⊗2

a (t)

∼

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
−[A|φ|2 +D|ψ|2]∆x∆xa+ 4ajkRe(Aφj φ̄k +Dψjψ̄k) + L1|φ|

2|ψ|4∆xa
)
dx|φ(t, y)|2dy

+

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
−[A|φ|2 + C|ψ|2]∆y∆ya+ 4ajkRe(Aφj φ̄k + Cψj ψ̄k) + L2|φ|

2|ψ|4∆ya
)
dy|φ(t, x)|2dx

+

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
−[B|ψ|2 + C|φ|2]∆x∆xa+ 4ajkRe(Bψjψ̄k + Cφj φ̄k) + L3|φ|

2|ψ|4∆xa
)
dx|ψ(t, y)|2dy

+

∫

R3

∫

R3

(
−[B|ψ|2 +D|φ|2]∆y∆ya+ 4ajkRe(Bψjψ̄k +Dφj φ̄k) + L4|φ|

2|ψ|4∆ya
)
dy|ψ(t, x)|2dx

− 4

2∑

m=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇xa · ℑ[w̄m(t, x)∇xwm(t, x)]dx[∇y · (ℑ[φ̄(t, y)∇yφ(t, y) + ψ̄(t, y)∇yψ(t, y)])]dy

− 4

2∑

m=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇ya · ℑ[w̄m(t, y)∇ywm(t, y)]dy[∇x · (ℑ[φ̄(t, x)∇xφ(t, x) + ψ̄(t, x)∇xψ(t, x)])])]dx

+ 4

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

ℜ(Fm∇xwm − w̄m∇xFm) · ∇xadx|wn(t, y)|
2dy

+ 4
2∑

m,n=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

ℜ(Fm∇ywm − w̄m∇yFm) · ∇yady|wn(t, x)|
2dx

− 4

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇xa · ℑ[w̄m(t, x)∇xwm(t, x)]dxℑ(Fnwn)(t, y)dy

− 4

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇ya · ℑ[w̄m(t, y)∇ywm(t, y)]dyℑ(Fnwn)(t, x)dx. (5.117)

Here w1, w2 can be taken as follows: (1) one is φ, another is ψ; (2) both are φ; (3) both are ψ.

And the constants L1, L2, L3 and L4 are defined as in (4.5).

Proof: (5.117) can be obtained by (5.116) after some elementary computations, we omit

the details here. However, we take “ d
dtM

⊗2
a (t) ∼” but not “ d

dtM
⊗2
a (t) =” because the coefficients

in some terms on the righthand are different by the multiple of some constants. �

Similar to the discussions in [55], we choose a be a smooth spherically symmetric function

satisfying

a(0) = 0, ar ≥ 0, arr ≤ 0, |∂kr ar| .k J
−1r−k for each k ≥ 1, (5.118)

and

ar =





1, r ≤ R,

1−
log( r

R
)

J , eR ≤ r ≤ eJ−J0R,

0, eJR ≤ r,

(5.119)

where J0 ≥ 1, J ≥ 2J0 and R are parameters which will be determined in due course. Moreover,

a(x) = |x| if |x| ≤ R, a(x) is a constant if |x| ≥ eJR, while

2

r
ar ≥

2J0
Jr

, |arr| ≤
1

Jr
if eR ≤ r ≤ eJ−J0R. (5.120)
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For a parameter N such that

eJRN = 1, (5.121)

we will apply Proposition 5.31 with

φ = uhi
:= u>N , F1 = Phi(|v|

4u)− |vhi|
4uhi, (5.122)

ψ = vhi
:= v>N , F2 = Phi(|u|

2|v|2v)− |uhi|
2|vhi|

2vhi. (5.123)

(By the way, we also write ulo := u≤N and vlo := v≤N .) Since (u, v) is almost periodic modulo

symmetries and Ñ(t) ≥ 1, if we take R large enough, then N can be small such that for given

η = η(η0, u, v),

∫

R3

[|∇ulo(t, x)|
2 + |∇vlo(t, x)|

2 + |Nuhi(t, x)|
2 + |Nvhi(t, x)|

2]dx

+

∫

|x−x(t)|>R
2

[|∇uhi(t, x)|
2 + |∇vhi(t, x)|

2]dx < η2 (5.124)

uniformly for 0 ≤ t < Tmax.

Corollary 5.32(A priori bounds). Under the assumption (5.124),

‖ulo‖L4
tL

∞
x (I×R3) + ‖vlo‖L4

tL
∞
x (I×R3) .(u,v) η

1
2 (1 +N3K)

1
4 . (5.125)

For all admissible pair (q, r), i.e., 2
q + 3

r = 3
2 , and any s < 1− 3

q ,

‖∇ulo‖Lq
tL

r
x
+ ‖∇vlo‖Lq

tL
r
x
+ ‖N1−s|∇|suhi‖Lq

tL
r
x
+ ‖N1−s|∇|svhi‖Lq

tL
r
x
.(u,v) (1 +N3K)

1
q .

(5.126)

For any ρ ≤ ReJ = N−1,
∫

I

sup
x∈R3

∫

|x−y|≤ρ

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]dydt .(u,v) ρ(K +N−3). (5.127)

Proof: (5.125) is the direct results of Proposition 5.26 and (5.75). When q = 2, the bound

of ‖ulo‖Lq
tL

r
x
+ ‖vlo‖Lq

tL
r
x
in (5.126) can be controlled similarly. If q 6= 2, using the conversation

of energy, it can be deduced by interpolation.

To estimate uhi and vhi, recalling that

A(M) :=




∑

M ′≤M

[‖∇uM ′‖2L2
tL

6
x(I×R3) + ‖∇vM ′‖2L2

tL
6
x(I×R3)]





1
2

.(u,v) (1 +M3K)
1
2

uniformly in M , and by Bernstein’s inequality, we have

M1−s‖|∇|suM‖Lq
tL

r
x
+M1−s‖|∇|svM‖Lq

tL
r
x
.(u,v) ‖∇uM‖Lq

tL
r
x
+ ‖∇vM‖Lq

tL
r
x

.(u,v) A(M)
2
q [‖∇u‖

(q−2)
q

L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v‖

(q−2)
q

L∞
t L2

x
] .(u,v) (1 +M3K)

1
q ,

multiply through by M s−1, and sum over M ≥ N , then noticing 3
q + s < 1, we can guarantee

the convergence of this sum and obtain the estimates for the parts containing uhi and vhi in

(5.126).
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To establish (5.127), we write

|v|4u = ∅(v2>Nv
2u) + ∅(u>Nv>Nv

3) +∅(u≤Nv
3
≤Nv) +∅(v4≤Nu)

|u|2|v|2v = ∅(u2>Nv
3) +∅(u>Nv>Nv

2u) +∅(v2>Nu
2v) +∅(u≤Nv

3
≤Nu) +∅(u2≤Nv

2
≤Nv).

Recalling Proposition 5.26, Proposition 5.27 and (5.83), we have

‖∅(v2>Nv
2u)‖L2

tL
1
x
+ ‖∅(u>Nv>Nv

3)‖L2
tL

1
x
+ ‖∅(u≤Nv

3
≤Nv)‖L2

tL
1
x
+ ‖∅(v4≤Nu)‖L2

tL
1
x

.(u,v) [‖u‖
2
L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖2L∞

t L6
x
][‖u2>Nu‖

L2
tL

3
2
x

+ ‖u2>Nv‖
L2

tL
3
2
x

+ ‖v2>Nv‖
L2

tL
3
2
x

+ ‖v2>Nu‖
L2

tL
3
2
x

]

.(u,v) N
− 3

2 +K
1
2 , (5.128)

‖|u|2|v|2v‖L2
tL

1
x
.(u,v) N

− 3
2 +K

1
2 , (5.129)

and by Bernstein’s inequality, (5.75), we get

‖∅(u2>Nv
3)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∅(u>Nv>Nv
2u)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∅(v2>Nu
2v)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∅(u≤Nv
3
≤Nu)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

+ ‖∅(u2≤Nv
2
≤Nv)‖

L2
tL

6
5
x

.(u,v) N
−1[‖∇u‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇v‖L∞

t L2
x
]‖u‖2L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖2L∞

t L6
x
][‖u≤N‖2L4

tL
∞
x
+ ‖v≤N‖2L4

tL
∞
x
]

.(u,v) N
−1 +N

1
2K

1
2 , (5.130)

‖|v|4u‖
L2

tL
6
5
x

.(u,v) N
−1 +N

1
2K

1
2 . (5.131)

Combing (5.128)–(5.131) with the results of Proposition 5.23, we obtain

ρ
1
2 [‖Su>N‖L2

tL
∞
x
+ ‖Sv>N‖L2

tL
∞
x
] .(u,v) N

−1 + (N
1
2 + ρ−

1
2 )(K +N−3)

1
2 . (5.132)

Since ρ ≤ ReJ = N−1, modulo a factor of ρ−
3
2 , (Su>N (t, x),Su>N (t, x)) controls the L2

x-norm

on the ball around x, (5.127) can be deduced by (5.132). �

Lemma 5.33(Mass-mass interactions).

16π[‖uhi‖
4
Lt,x(I×R3) + ‖vhi‖

4
Lt,x(I×R3)]

+

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

ajjkk(x− y)[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2][|uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2]dxdydt

.(u,v)
η2e2J

J
(K +N−3). (5.133)

Proof: Noticing that ∆|x| = 2|x|−1 and −∆(4π|x|)−1 = δ(x), we only to estimate the

error terms originating from the truncation of a at radii |x − y| ≥ R. By (5.118), (5.121),

(5.124) and (5.127), we have

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

ajjkk(x− y)[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2][|uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2]dxdydt

.(u,v) J
−1[‖uhi‖

2
L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖vhi‖

2
L∞

t L2
x
]

J∑

j=0

(Rej)−2(K +N−3)

.(u,v)
η2e2J

J
(K +N−3). �
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Denote

BI :=

∫

I

∫ ∫

|x−y|≤eJ−J0R

|uhi(t, x)|
2|vhi(t, x)|

4∆xadx[L1|uhi|
2 + L3|vhi|

2](t, y)dy

+

∫

I

∫ ∫

|x−y|≤eJ−J0R

|uhi(t, y)|
2|vhi(t, y)|

4∆yady[L2|uhi|
2 + L4|vhi|

2](t, x)dx,

(5.134)

BII :=

∫

I

∫ ∫

|x−y|≥eJ−J0R

|uhi(t, x)|
2|vhi(t, x)|

4|∆xa|dx[L1|uhi|
2 + L3|vhi|

2](t, y)dy

+

∫

I

∫ ∫

|x−y|≥eJ−J0R

|uhi(t, y)|
2|vhi(t, y)|

4|∆ya|dy[L2|uhi|
2 + L4|vhi|

2](t, x)dx,

(5.135)

Lemma 5.34. Let BI and BII be defined as (5.134) and (5.135). Then

BI ≥ 0, BII .(u,v)
J2
0

J
(K +N−3). (5.136)

Proof: BI ≥ 0 is a direct result of ∆xa ≥ 0 and ∆ya ≥ 0 by the construction of a.

Noticing that |∆xa| . J0(Jr)
−1 and |∆ya| . J0(Jr)

−1 when r ≥ eJ−J0R and akk = 0 when

r > eJR, we get

BII .

∫

I

∫ ∫

|x−y|≥eJ−J0R

J0
J |x− y|

|uhi(t, x)|
2|vhi(t, x)|

4dx[L1|uhi|
2 + L3|vhi|

2](t, y)dy

+

∫

I

∫ ∫

|x−y|≥eJ−J0R

J0
J |x− y|

|uhi(t, y)|
2|vhi(t, y)|

4dy[L2|uhi|
2 + L4|vhi|

2](t, x)dx

.

∫

I

∫ ∫

eJ−J0R≤|x−y|≤eJR

J0
J |x− y|

[|uhi|
6 + |vhi|

6](t, x)dx[L1|uhi|
2 + L3|vhi|

2](t, y)dy

+

∫

I

∫ ∫

eJ−J0R≤|x−y|≤eJR

J0
J |x− y|

[|uhi|
6 + |vhi|

6](t, y)dy[L2|uhi|
2 + L4|vhi|

2](t, x)dx

.(u,v) J0[‖uhi‖
6
L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖vhi‖

6
L∞

t L6
x
]

J∑

j=J−J0

(JejR)−1(ejR)(K +N−3)

.(u,v)
J2
0

J
(K +N−3),

which completes the proof of (5.136). �

Lemma 5.35.
∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

ajkRe[(uhi)j(ūhi)k + (vhi)j(v̄hi)k](t, x)dx[|uhi|
2 + |vhi|

2](t, y)dy

+

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

ajkRe[(uhi)j(ūhi)k + (vhi)j(v̄hi)k](t, y)dy[|uhi|
2 + |vhi|

2](t, x)dx

.(u,v) (η
2 +

J0
J
)(K +N−3) +

1

J0
BI . (5.137)

Proof: Since the 3× 3-matrix (ajk) is invariant under x↔ y and real symmetric for any x

and y, and ajkRe[(uhi)j(ūhi)k +(vhi)j(v̄hi)k](t, x)[|uhi|
2+ |vhi|

2](t, y) and ajkRe[(uhi)j(ūhi)k +
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(vhi)j(v̄hi)k](t, y)[|uhi|
2 + |vhi|

2](t, x) define two positive semi-definite quadratic forms on R3

for each x, y. Therefore, wherever (ajk) is positive semi-definite, (5.137) is true. By the choice

of a, (5.119) and (5.120), we only to estimate

(I) :=

∫

I

∫ ∫

R<|x−y|<eJR

[|∇uhi(t, x)|
2 + |∇vhi(t, x)|

2][uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]

J |x− y|
dxdydt

(5.138)

and

(II) :=

∫

I

∫ ∫

R<|x−y|<eJR

[|∇uhi(t, y)|
2 + |∇vhi(t, y)|

2][uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2]

J |x− y|
dxdydt.

(5.139)

We only estimate (5.138). (5.139) can be estimated similarly. We break the integral into two

regions: |x− x(t)| > R
2 and |x− x(t)| ≤ R

2 , the corresponding integrands are (I1) and (I2).

In the region |x− x(t)| > R
2 , by (5.124) and (5.127), we have

(I1) .(u,v) [‖∇uhi‖
2
L∞

t L2
x(|x−x(t)|>R

2 )
+ ‖∇vhi‖

2
L∞

t L2
x(|x−x(t)|>R

2 )
]

J∑

j=0

(JejR)−1(ejR)(K +N−3)

.(u,v) η
2(K +N−3). (5.140)

In the region |x − x(t)| ≤ R
2 , we further break the integral into two regions: |x − y| >

ReJ−J0 and |x− y| ≤ ReJ−J0 , the corresponding integrands are (I21) and (I22). In the region

|x− y| > ReJ−J0 , similar to (5.140), we get

(I21) .(u,v) [‖∇uhi‖
2
L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇vhi‖

2
L∞

t L2
x
]

J∑

j=J−J0

(JejR)−1(ejR)(K +N−3)

.(u,v)
J0
J
(K +N−3). (5.141)

Since (u, v) is almost periodic,

∫

R3

[|∇uhi(t, x)|
2 + |∇vhi(t, x)|

2]dx .(u,v)

∫

R3

[|uhi(t, x)|
6 + |vhi(t, x)|

6]dx

.(u,v)

∫

|x−x(t)|≤R
2

[|uhi(t, x)|
6 + |vhi(t, x)|

6]dx uniformly for t ∈ [0, Tmax).

Since ∆a = arr +
2
rar in space dimension 3, recalling (5.124), (5.127) and J0 ≥ 1, we know that

the remaining integral is .(u,v)
1
JBI . �

Let

M̃(uhi, vhi) := 4

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

ℜ(Fm∇xwm − w̄m∇xFm) · ∇xadx|wn(t, y)|
2dy

+ 4
2∑

m,n=1

∫

R3

∫

R3

ℜ(Fm∇ywm − w̄m∇yFm) · ∇yady|wn(t, x)|
2dx, (5.142)

where wm can be taken uhi or vhi, the same does to wn. We have
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Lemma 5.36. For any ǫ ∈ (0, 1],

|

∫

I

M̃(uhi, vhi)dt| .(u,v) ǫBI + η[‖uhi‖
4
L4

t,x
+ ‖vhi‖

4
L4

t,x
] + (ǫ−1η + ǫ

J2
0

J
)(N−3 +K). (5.143)

Proof: Denote

f1(u, v) = |v|4u, f2(u, v) = |u|2|v|2v, F1 = f1(u, v)− Plof1(u, v), F2 = f2(u, v)− Plof2(u, v).

Then

2∑

m=1

ℜ(Fm∇xwm − w̄m∇xFm)

= ∇x∅(uhif1 + vhif2) +∅(uhi|v|
4∇xulo + uhiu|v|

2v∇xvlo)

+∅(vhi|u|
2|v|2∇xvlo + vhiu|v|

2v∇xulo) +∇x∅(uhiPlof1 + vhiPlof2)

+∅(uhi∇xPlof1 + vhi∇xPlof2)

:= (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V ). (5.144)

And
∫

I

M̃(uhi, vhi)dt

=

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇xa · [(I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V )] (t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt

+

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇xa · [(I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V )] (t, x)dx|vhi(t, y)|
2]dydt

+

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇ya · [(I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V )] (t, y)dy|uhi(t, x)|
2dxdt

+

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇ya · [(I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) + (V )] (t, y)dy|vhi(t, x)|
2dxdt

:= (1) + (2) + (3) + (4). (5.145)

We only estimate (1) in details, those of (2), (3) and (4) are similar to (1). First, we deal

with

|

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

[∇xa · (I)](t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt|

= |

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

∆xa∅(uhif1 + vhif2)(t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt|

. ǫ

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

|∆xa|[|uhi(t, x)|
6 + |vhi(t, x)|

6]|uhi(t, y)|
2dxdydt

+

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

|uhi(t, y)|
2[|uhi||vlo|

2(|uhi|+ |vhi|+ |ulo + |vlo|)
3(t, x)]

ǫ|x− y|
dxdydt

+

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

|uhi(t, y)|
2[|vhi||ulo|

2(|uhi|+ |vhi|+ |ulo + |vlo|)
3(t, x)]

ǫ|x− y|
dxdydt

.(u,v)
ǫJ2

0

J
(K +N−3) +

1

ǫ
‖|x|−1 ∗ |uhi|

2‖L4
tL

6
x
|uhi|‖L4

tL
3
x
‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
∞
x
[‖u‖3L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖3L∞

t L6
x
]

+
1

ǫ
‖|x|−1 ∗ |uhi|

2‖L4
tL

6
x
|vhi|‖L4

tL
3
x
‖ulo‖

2
L4

tL
∞
x
[‖u‖3L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖3L∞

t L6
x
]
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.(u,v)
ǫJ2

0

J
(N−3 +K) +

1

ǫ
[‖uhi‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖vhi‖L∞

t L2
x
][‖uhi‖

2
L4

tL
3
x
+ ‖vhi‖

2
L4

tL
3
x
]

× [‖ulo‖
2
L4

tL
∞
x
+ ‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
∞
x
][‖uhi‖

3
L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖vhi‖

3
L∞

t L6
x
]

.(u,v) [
ǫJ2

0

J
+
η

ǫ
](N−3 +K). (5.146)

Since |∇xa| is uniformly bounded and

|(II)| + |(III)| . [|uhi|
2 + |vhi|

2][|u|3 + |v|3][|∇xulo|+ |∇xvlo|]

+ [|uhi|+ |vhi|][|u|
2 + |v|2][|ulo|

2 + |vlo|
2][|∇xulo|+ |∇xvlo|], (5.147)

we have

|

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

∇xa · [(II) + (III)](t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt|

.

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

|[(II) + (III)]|(t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt .(u,v) η

2N−2

∫

I

∫

R3

[|(II)|+ |(III)|](t, x)dxdt

.(u,v) η
2N−2[‖∇ulo‖L2

tL
∞
x
+ ‖∇vlo‖L2

tL
∞
x
][‖uhi‖

2
L4

t,x
+ ‖vhi‖

2
L4

t,x
][‖u‖3L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖v‖3L∞

t L6
x
]

+ η2N−2[‖uhi‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖vhi‖L∞

t L2
x
][‖∇ulo‖L2

tL
6
x
+ ‖∇vlo‖L2

tL
6
x
][‖ulo‖

2
L4

tL
∞
x
+ ‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
∞
x
]

× [‖u‖2L∞
t L6

x
+ ‖v‖2L∞

t L6
x
]

.(u,v) η
2[‖uhi‖

4
L4

t,x
+ ‖vhi‖

4
L4

t,x
] + (η + η2)(N−3 +K). (5.148)

Here we use
∫
R3 |uhi|

2(t, y)dy .(u,v) η
2N−2 by (5.127).

Now we deal the term containing (IV) by integrating by parts

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

[∇xa · (IV )](t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt

=

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

|uhi|
2(t, y)∆xa∅(uhiPlof1 + vhiPlof2)(t, x)dxdydt. (5.149)

Writing uhi(t, x) = div(∇∆−1uhi(t, x) and vhi(t, x) = div(∇∆−1vhi(t, x), and integrating by

parts once more, then applying the Mikhlin multiple theorem, we obtain

|

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

|uhi|
2(t, y)∆xa∅(uhiPlof1 + vhiPlof2)(t, x)dxdydt|

. ‖|x|−1 ∗ |uhi|
2‖L4

tL
12
x
‖|∇|−1uhi‖L2

tL
6
x
‖∇Plof1‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

+ ‖|x|−2 ∗ |uhi|
2‖

L4
tL

12
5

x

‖|∇|−1uhi‖L2
tL

6
x
‖∇Plof1‖

L4
tL

12
5

x

+ ‖|x|−1 ∗ |uhi|
2‖L4

tL
12
x
‖|∇|−1vhi‖L2

tL
6
x
‖∇Plof2‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

+ ‖|x|−2 ∗ |uhi|
2‖

L4
tL

12
5

x

‖|∇|−1vhi‖L2
tL

6
x
‖∇Plof2‖

L4
tL

12
5

x

. (5.150)

Applying Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to the first factor in each term above, and using

Sobolev embedding on very last factors in the second term and the fourth one, we get

RHS(5.150) .(u,v) ‖|uhi|
2‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

‖|∇|−1uhi‖L2
tL

6
x
‖∇Plof1‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

+ ‖|uhi|
2‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

‖|∇|−1vhi‖L2
tL

6
x
‖∇Plof2‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

. (5.151)
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We need to estimate ∇Plof1 and ∇Plof2. Since u = uhi + ulo and v = vhi + vlo, we have

|vhi + vlo|
4(uhi + ulo) = [ulo + uhi][|vlo|

4 + 4vhi|ξ1|
2ξ1] (5.152)

|uhi + ulo|
2|vhi + vlo|

2(vhi + vlo) = [|ulo|
2 + 2uhiξ2][|vlo|

2vlo + 3vhi|ξ3|
2], (5.153)

Here ξ2 is some function “between” ulo and uhi + ulo, while ξ1 and ξ3 are some functions

“between” vlo and vhi + vlo. Therefore, we can write

f1 = |vlo|
4ulo +∅(uhi|v|

4) +∅(vhiu|ξ2|
2ξ1), (5.154)

f2 = |ulo|
2|vlo|

2vlo +∅(uhiξ2|v|
2v) +∅(vhi|u|

2|ξ3|
2). (5.155)

Using Hölder’s, Bernetein’s and Young’s inequalities, we can get

‖∇Plo(|vlo|
4ulo)‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

. N
3
4 ‖∇(|vlo|

4ulo)‖L4
tL

1
x

.(u,v) N
3
4 [‖∇ulo‖L4

tL
3
x
+ ‖∇vlo‖L4

tL
3
x
][‖ulo‖

4
L∞

t L6
x
+ ‖ulo‖

4
L∞

t L6
x
]

.(u,v) N
3
4 (1 +N3K)

1
4 , (5.156)

‖∇Plo∅(uhi|v|
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t,x
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t L6
x
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3
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and similarly,

‖∇Plo∅(vhiu|ξ1|
2ξ1)‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

.(u,v) N
3
2 ‖vhi‖L4

t,x
, (5.158)

‖∇Plo|ulo|
2|vlo|

2vlo‖
L4

tL
4
3
x

.(u,v) N
3
4 (1 +N3K)

1
4 , (5.159)

‖∇Plo∅(uhiξ2|v|
2v)‖

L4
tL

4
3
x

.(u,v) N
3
2 ‖uhi‖L4

t,x
, (5.160)
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x

.(u,v) N
3
2 ‖vhi‖L4

t,x
. (5.161)

Putting (5.149)–(5.161) together, by the results of Corollary 5.32 and (5.127), using Hölder’s

and Young’s inequalities, we obtain

|

∫
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∫

R3
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[∇xa · (IV )](t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt|

.(u,v) ‖uhi‖L∞
t L2

x
‖uhi‖L4

t,x
‖|∇|−1uhi‖L2

tL
6
x
[N

3
2 ‖uhi‖L4

t,x
+N

3
4 (1 +N3K)

1
4 ]

+ ‖uhi‖L∞
t L2

x
‖uhi‖L4

t,x
‖|∇|−1vhi‖L2

tL
6
x
[N

3
2 ‖vhi‖L4

t,x
+N

3
4 (1 +N3K)

1
4 ]

.(u,v) ηN
−1‖uhi‖L4

t,x
N−2(1 +N3K)

1
2 [N

3
2 ‖uhi‖L4

t,x
+N

3
4 (1 +N3K)
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t,x
N−2(1 +N3K)

1
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3
2 ‖vhi‖L4
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4
L4

t,x
+ (N−3 +K)]. (5.162)

Now we deal with the term containing (V). Similarly, we also write uhi(t, x) = div(∇∆−1uhi(t, x)

and vhi(t, x) = div(∇∆−1vhi(t, x), and integrate by parts once, then

|

∫

I

∫

R3

∫

R3

[∇xa · (V )](t, x)dx|uhi(t, y)|
2dydt|

.(u,v) ‖|x|
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tL

12
x
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6
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L4
tL

4
3
x
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+ ‖(∇a) ∗ |uhi|
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. (5.163)

The first and third terms in (5.163) have been estimated above. We estimate the second and

fourth ones. By (5.152), we write

f1 = |vlo|
4ulo +∅(uhiv

2
lo|vlo|

2) +∅(ulovhi|ξ1|
3) +∅(uhivhi|ξ1|

3).

Using Bernstein, Hölder and Young’s inequality, we can obtain
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Here we use the fact that |ξ1| . |v|+ |vhi|+ |vlo|. Consequently,
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Similarly,
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and
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)
.

Combining all results above, we have estimated (1). Similar results on (2), (3) and (4) can also

be obtained. Putting all the results together, the proof of this lemma is finished. �

Now we deal with the mass bracket terms.
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Lemma 5.37(Mass bracket terms).

|

2∑

m,n=1

∫

I

∫

Rd

∫

Rd
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+ |
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4
L4

t,x
+ (N−3 +K)]. (5.164)

Here wm, wn can be taken as follows: (1) one is uhi, another is vhi; (2) both are uhi; (3) both

are vhi.

Proof: First, we write

ℑ(F1uhi) = ℑ[uhiPhi(|vlo|
4ulo)]−ℑ[uhiPlo(|vhi|

4uhi)] + ℑ[∅(vlou
2
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:= (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ) (5.165)
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We will treat their contributions in order.

Obviously,
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For the term containing (II), we write uhi = div(∇∆−1uhi) and integrate by parts. Then

we get
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For the term containing (III), by the choice of a and ReJ = N−1, we have
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The term containing (IV) can be treated similarly, and
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This completes the control of the mass bracket terms. �

Proof of Proposition 5.29: If we take φ = uhi, ψ = vhi and the function a as above,

and choosing N is small enough such that (5.124) holds, using Hölder’s inequality, we have

|M⊗2
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3N−3.

All the integral are on I × R3.

Putting all the conclusions of the above lemmas, we get
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J
)(N−3 +K). (5.171)

Now we choose the parameters as follows: First, we choose ǫ+J−1
0 << 1; Second, for these

fixed ǫ and J−1
0 , we choose η << 1 and J− small enough such that (η

1
4 + η

ǫ +
J2
0

J + η2 e2J

J ) < η0;

Last, for the fixed J , we choose R and N−1 large enough such that NReJ = 1, yet we can

increase N−1 or R such that (5.124) holds.

Meanwhile,
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By the choosing of the parameters, the terms containing BI and [‖uhi‖
4
L4

t,x
+ ‖vhi‖

4
L4

t,x
] on

the righthand side can be absorbed by the left ones, we get
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4
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t,x
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4
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t,x
] .(u,v) η0(N

−3 +K). �
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5.6 Impossibility of quasi-solution

Proposition 5.38(No quasi-solutions). There are no almost periodic solutions (u, v) :

[0, Tmax) × R3 → C × C of (1.6) with Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1 on each characteristic interval Jk ⊂

[0, Tmax) which satisfy

‖u‖L10
t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) + ‖v‖L10

t,x([0,Tmax)×R3) = +∞,

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1(t)dt = +∞. (5.172)

Proof: Contradictorily, assume that such a solution (u, v) exists.

Since (u(t, x), v(t, x)) is not identically zero for each times t and (u, v) is almost periodic,

there exists C(u, v) > 0 such that

Ñ(t)

∫

|x−x(t)|≤C(u,v)

Ñ(t)

[|u(t, x)|4 + |v(t, x)|4]dx ≥
1

C(u, v)
(5.173)

uniformly for t ∈ [0, Tmax). Using Hölder’s inequality, we have

Ñ(t)

∫

|x−x(t)|≤C(u,v)

Ñ(t)

[|u≤N (t, x)|4 + |v≤N (t, x)|4]dx .(u,v) [‖u≤N(t, ·)‖4L6
x
+ ‖v≤N (t, ·)‖4L6

x
]

for any N > 0 uniformly for t ∈ [0, Tmax). Recalling the results of Proposition 5.30 and (5.173),

we know that for each η0 > 0, there exists some N = N(η0) sufficiently small such that

∫

I

[Ñ(t)]−1dt .(u,v) η0N
−3 + η0

∫

I

[Ñ(t)]−1dt

uniformly for time intervals I ⊂ [0, Tmax) that are a union of characteristic subintervals Jk.

Particularly, we can chose η0 small enough such that the term on the righthand side containing∫
I [Ñ(t)]−1dt can be absorbed by the one on the left side. Consequently,

∫ Tmax

0

[Ñ(t)]−1dt = lim
T↑Tmax

∫ T

0

[Ñ(t)]−1dt .(u,v) 1,

which is a contradiction to (5.172). �

Now we have precluded the existence of the two types of almost periodic solution described

in Proposition 5.6 and proved Theorem 6.

6 Ḣ1 × Ḣ1 scattering theories for the global solution of

(1.6) with defocusing nonlinearities when d = 4

In this section, we will establish Ḣ1× Ḣ1 scattering theories for the global solution of (1.6)

in defocusing case with (α, β) = (0, 0) when d = 4.

The organization of this section is similar to that of Section 5. We begin with the following

definition, some propositions and lemmas below. The proofs of Proposition 6.2, Lemma 6.3 and

Corollary 6.4 had been proved in Section 5 as well as those of Proposition 5.2, Lemma 5.3 and

Corollary 5.4. The proofs of Lemma 6.5 and Proposition 6.7 are respectively similar to those

of Lemma 5.5 and Proposition 5.7, we omit the details here.
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Definition 6.1(Almost periodicity). A solution (u, v) ∈ [L∞
t Ḣ

1
x(I × R4)]2 of (1.6) is

said to be almost periodic(modulo symmetries) if there exist functions Ñ : I → R+, x̃ : I → R4,

and C : R+ → R+ such that for all t ∈ I and η > 0

∫

|x−x̃(t)|≥C(η)

Ñ(t)

[|∇u(t, x)|2 + |∇v(t, x)|2]dx+

∫

|ξ|≥C(η)Ñ(t)

|ξ|2[|û(t, ξ)|2 + |v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ ≤ η.

(6.1)

The functions Ñ(t), x̃(t) and C(η) are called as the frequency scale function for the solution

(u, v), the spatial center function and the modulus of compactness respectively.

By compactness, there exists c(η) > 0 such that

∫

|x−x̃(t)|≤ c(η)

Ñ(t)

[|∇u(t, x)|2 + |∇v(t, x)|2]dx+

∫

|ξ|≤c(η)Ñ(t)

|ξ|2[|û(t, ξ)|2 + |v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ ≤ η. (6.2)

Proposition 6.2(Reduction to almost periodic solution). Assume that Theorem 7

failed. Then there exists a maximal-lifespan solution (u, v) : I × R4 → C × C of (1.6) with

(α, β) = (0, 0) which is almost periodic and blows up both forward and backward in time in the

sense that for all t0 ∈ I,

∫ sup I

t0

∫

R4

[|u(t, x)|6 + |v(t, x)|6]dxdt =

∫ t0

inf I

∫

R4

[|u(t, x)|6 + |v(t, x)|6]dxdt = +∞.

Lemma 6.3(Local constancy property). Let (u, v) : I × R4 → C × C be a maximal-

lifespan almost period solution of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 0). Then there exists a small number

δ which depends only on (u, v), such that

[t0 − δÑ(t0)
−2, t0 + δÑ(t0)

−2] ⊂ I if t0 ∈ I,

and

Ñ(t) ∼(u,v) Ñ(t0) whenever |t− t0| ≤ δÑ(t0)
−2.

Corollary 6.4(Ñ(t) blows up). Let (u, v) : I × R4 → C × C be a maximal-lifespan

almost period solution of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 0). If T is any finite endpoint of I, then

Ñ(t) ≥(u,v) |T − t|−
1
2 . Consequently, limt→T Ñ(t) = +∞.

Lemma 6.5(Spacetime bounds). Let (u, v) be an almost periodic solution of (1.6) with

(α, β) = (0, 0) on a time interval I. Then for any admissible pair (q, r) with 2 ≤ q < +∞,

∫

I

Ñ(t)2dt .(u,v) ‖∇u‖
2
L2

tL
4
x(I×R4) + ‖∇v‖2L2

tL
4
x(I×R4) .(u,v) 1 +

∫

I

Ñ(t)2dt (6.3)

Since it can be realized by a simple rescaling argument, we can assume that Ñ(t) ≥ 1 at

least on half of I, say, on [0, Tmax). Finally, we get

Proposition 6.6(Two special scenarios for blowup). Assume that Theorem 7 failed.

Then there exists an almost periodic solution (u, v) : [0, Tmax)× R4 → C× C such that

‖u‖L6
t,x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖v‖L6

t,x([0,Tmax)×R4) = +∞
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and [0, Tmax) = ∪kJk, where Jk are characteristic intervals on which Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1. Moreover,

either

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1dt < +∞ or

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1dt = +∞.

Similarly, we only need to preclude the existence of the two types of almost periodic solution

described in Proposition 6.6, then we can give the proof of Theorem 7. To prove the no-existence

of cascade solutions, we also need the following proposition.

Proposition 6.7(No-waste Duhamel formulae). Let (u, v) : [0, Tmax) × R4 → C × C

be defined as in Proposition 6.6. Then for all t ∈ [0, Tmax)

u(t) = i lim
T→Tmax

∫ T

t

ei(t−s)∆|v|2u(s)ds, v(t) = i lim
T→Tmax

∫ T

t

ei(t−s)∆|u|2v(s)ds (6.4)

in the weak Ḣ1
x topology.

6.1 Long-time Strichartz estimates

In this subsection, we give the Long-time Strichartz estimates.

The following lemmas are a consequence of dispersive estimates for the free Schrödinger

propagator eit∆, which was proved in [36, 42, 79].

Lemma 6.8(Strichartz inequality). Assume that I is a compact time interval and

w : I × R4 → C is a solution of the forced Schödinger equation

iwt +∆w = G for some function G.

Then for any time t0 ∈ I and admissible pairs (q, r) and (q̃, r̃), i.e.,

1

q
+

2

r
=

1

q̃
+

2

r̃
= 1 and 2 ≤ q, q̃ ≤ ∞,

the following inequality holds

‖∇w‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×R4) . ‖w(t0)‖Ḣ1

x(R
4) + ‖∇G‖

Lq̃′

t Lr̃′
x (I×R4)

,

where q̃′ is the dual exponent to q̃ and satisfies 1
q̃ + 1

q̃′ = 1.

The following Lemmas can be found in [7, 21, 72, 93, 94].

Lemma 6.9(Bilinear Strichartz). For any spacetime slab I × R4 and any frequencies

M > 0 and N > 0,

‖u≤Mv≥N‖L2
t,x(I×R4) .

M
1
2

N
1
2

‖∇u≤M‖S∗
0 (I)

‖v≥N‖S∗
0 (I)

.

Here the norm ‖ · ‖S∗
0 (I)

is defined as

‖u‖S∗
0(I)

:= ‖u‖L∞
t L2

x(I×R4) + ‖(i∂t +∆)u‖
L

3
2
t,x(I×R4)

.

Lemma 6.10(Paraproduct estimate).

‖|∇|−
2
3 (fg)‖

L
4
3
x

. ‖|∇|−
2
3 f‖Lp

x
‖|∇|

2
3 g‖Lq

x
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for any 1 < p, q < +∞ satisfying 1
p + 1

q = 11
12 .

Inspired by [22, 94], we give the long-time Strichartz estimates below.

Proposition 6.11(Long-time Strichartz estimates). Let (u, v) : [0, Tmax) × R4 →

C × C be an almost periodic solution of (1.6) with (α, β) = (0, 0) and Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1 on each

characteristic interval Jk ⊂ [0, Tmax). Then for any frequency N > 0,

‖∇u≤N‖L2
tL

4
x(I×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L2

tL
4
x(I×R4) .(u,v) 1 +N

3
2K

1
2 with K :=

∫

I

[Ñ(t)]−1dt (6.5)

is true on any compact time interval I ⊂ [0, Tmax), which is a union of contiguous intervals Jk.

And for any η > 0 there exists N0 = N0(η) > 0 such that for all N ≤ N0,

‖∇u≤N‖L2
tL

4
x(I×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L2

tL
4
x(I×R4) .(u,v) η[1 +N

3
2K

1
2 ]. (6.6)

Here the constant N0 and the implicit constants in (6.5) and (6.6) are independent of the

interval I.

Proof: Let I be a fixed compact time interval I ⊂ [0, Tmax), which is a union of contiguous

intervals Jk. Unless specifying, we let all spacetime norms be on I×R4 throughout the proof. Let

η0 be a small parameter to be chosen later. By the definition of almost periodicity symmtries,

for this η0, there exists c0 = c0(η0) such that

‖∇u≤c0Ñ(t)‖L∞
t L2

x(I×R4) + ‖∇v≤c0Ñ(t)‖L∞
t L2

x(I×R4) ≤ η0. (6.7)

For N > 0, we define

A(N) := ‖∇u≤N‖L2
tL

4
x(I×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L2

tL
4
x(I×R4).

By the result of Lemma 6.5,

A(N) .(u,v) 1 +N
3
2K

1
2 for any N ≥

( ∫
I Ñ(t)2dt

∫
I [Ñ(t)]−1dt

) 1
3

, (6.8)

especially for N ≥ Nmax := supt∈I Ñ(t).

For arbitrary frequencies N > 0, we will establish the result by induction. First, we will

establish a recurrence relation for A(N). Using Strichartz’s inequality, we get

A(N) .(u,v) inf
t∈I

[‖∇u≤N(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N (t)‖L2

x
]

+ ‖∇P≤Nf1(u, v)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤Nf2(u, v)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

. (6.9)

We only give the details of estimating ‖∇P≤Nf1(u, v)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

below because the estimating

‖∇P≤Nf2(u, v)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

is entirely similar. To do this, we decompose u = u≤ N
η0

+ u> N
η0

and

v = v≤ N
η0

+ v> N
η0

, then further decompose u = u≤c0Ñ(t) + u>c0Ñ(t) and v = v≤c0Ñ(t) + v>c0Ñ(t)
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and write

∇f1(u, v) = ∅[∇(u> N
η0

v2> N
η0

)] +∅[∇u> N
η0

v> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

] +∅[∇u> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

v≤c0Ñ(t)]

+∅[∇u> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

v>c0Ñ(t)] +∅[∇u≤ N
η0

v2≤c0Ñ(t)
] +∅[∇u≤ N

η0

v2
>c0Ñ(t)

]

+∅[∇u≤ N
η0

v>c0Ñ(t)v≤c0Ñ(t)] +∅[∇v> N
η0

v> N
η0

u> N
η0

] +∅[∇v> N
η0

v> N
η0

u≤ N
η0

]

+∅[∇v> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

u≤c0Ñ(t)] +∅[∇v> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

u>c0Ñ(t)] +∅[∇v≤ N
η0

v≤c0Ñ(t)u≤c0Ñ(t)]

+∅[∇v≤ N
η0

v>c0Ñ(t)u>c0Ñ(t)] +∅[∇v≤ N
η0

v>c0Ñ(t)u≤c0Ñ(t)]

+∅[∇v≤ N
η0

v≤c0Ñ(t)u>c0Ñ(t)]

:= (I1) + (I2) + (I3) + (I4) + (I5) + (I6) + (I7)

+ (II1) + (II2) + (II3) + (II4) + (II5) + (II6) + (II7) + (II8). (6.10)

We will estimate the contributions of each of these terms to (6.10).

Using Berstein inequality, Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, the contribution of

(I1) can be estimated as follows:

‖P≤N∅[∇(u> N
η0

v2
> N

η0

)]‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

. N
5
3 ‖|∇|−

2
3 (u> N

η0

v2
> N

η0

)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

. N
5
3 ‖|∇|−

2
3u> N

η0

‖L2
tL

4
x
‖|∇|

2
3 (v2> N

η0

)‖
L∞

t L
3
2
x

. N
5
3 ‖|∇|−

2
3u> N

η0

‖L2
tL

4
x
‖|∇|

2
3 (v> N

η0

)‖
L∞

t L
12
5

x

‖v> N
η0

‖L∞
t L4

x

. N
5
3 ‖|∇|−

2
3u> N

η0

‖L2
tL

4
x
‖v> N

η0

‖2
L∞

t Ḣ1
x

.(u,v)

∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

A(M). (6.11)

The contributions of (I2), (II1) and (II2) can be obtained similarly as follows:

‖P≤N∅[∇u> N
η0

v> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

]‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

.(u,v)

∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

A(M), (6.12)

‖P≤N∅[∇v> N
η0

v> N
η0

u> N
η0

]‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

.(u,v)

∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

A(M), (6.13)

‖P≤N∅[∇v> N
η0

v> N
η0

u≤ N
η0

]‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

.(u,v)

∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

A(M), (6.14)

The contribution of (I3) can be estimated as follows:

‖P≤N∅[∇(u> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

v≤c0Ñ(t))]‖L2
tL

4
3
x

. N
2
3 ‖|∇|−

2
3 (u> N

η0

v≤ N
η0

v≤c0Ñ(t))‖L2
tL

4
3
x

. N
2
3 ‖|∇|

2
3 v≤ N

η0

‖L2
tL

4
x
‖|∇|−

2
3 (∇u> N

η0

v≤c0Ñ(t))‖L∞
t L

4
3
x

. N
2
3 ‖|v≤ N

η0

‖L2
tL

4
x
‖|∇|

2
3 v≤c0Ñ(t)‖L∞

t L
12
5

x

‖|∇|
1
3 (u> N

η0

)‖L∞
t L2

x

.(u,v) N
2
3A(

N

η0
)η0(

N

η0
)−

2
3 .(u,v) η

5
3
0 A(

N

η0
). (6.15)
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The contribution of (I4) is

‖P≤N∅[∇u> N
η0

v≤ N
η0

v>c0Ñ(t)]‖L2
xL

4
3
x

.(u,v)
N

3
2K

1
2

η
1
2
0 c

3
2
0

sup
Jk⊂I

‖∇v≤ N
η0

‖S∗
0 (Jk). (6.16)

The contribution of (I5) is

‖P≤N∅[∇u≤ N
η0

v2≤c0Ñ(t)
]‖

L2
xL

4
3
x

. ‖∇u≤ N
η0

‖L2
tL

4
x
‖v≤c0Ñ(t)‖

2
L∞

t L4
x
.(u,v) η

2
0A(

N

η0
). (6.17)

In convenience, we divide the time interval I into subintervals Jk where Ñ(t) is constant

and use the bilinear Strichartz estimate in Lemma 6.9 on each of these subintervals. The

contribution of (I6) is

‖P≤N∅[∇u≤ N
η0

v2
>c0Ñ(t)

]‖
L2

xL
4
3
x

. ‖v> N
η0

‖L∞
t L4

x
‖‖∇u≤ N

η0

v>c0Ñ(t)‖
2
Lt,x

.(u,v)
N

1
2K

1
2

η
1
2
0 c

3
2
0

sup
Jk⊂I

‖∆u≤ N
η0

‖S∗
0 (Jk) .(u,v)

N
3
2K

1
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

sup
Jk⊂I

‖∆u≤ N
η0

‖S∗
0 (Jk). (6.18)

The contribution of (I7) can be controlled by the sum of those of (I5) and (I6) because

|v>c0Ñ(t)v≤c0Ñ(t)| ≤ |v2
>c0Ñ(t)

|+ |v2≤c0Ñ(t)
|.

The contributions of (II3), (II4), (II5) and (II6) are similar to those of (I3), (I4), (I5) and (I6)

respectively, while the contributions of (II7) and (II8) can be controlled by the sum of those of

(II5) and (II6). Therefore, we can put all of the results above together and get the following

recurrence relation

A(N) .(u,v) inf
t∈I

[‖∇u≤N(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N(t)‖L2

x
] +

∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

A(M)

+
N

3
2K

1
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

sup
Jk⊂I

[‖∇u≤ N
η0

‖S∗
0 (Jk) + ‖∇v≤ N

η0

‖S∗
0 (Jk)]. (6.19)

First, we address (6.5). Note that (6.8) holds for N ≥ Nmax. That is, there exists some

constant C(u, v) > 0 such that

A(N) .(u,v) C(u, v)[1 +N
3
2K

1
2 ] for all N ≥ Nmax. (6.20)

Rewriting (6.19) as

A(N) .(u,v) C̃(u, v)




1 +

N
3
2K

1
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

+
∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

A(M)




, (6.21)

through halving the frequency N at each step, we can prove (6.5) inductively. Without loss of

generality, we assume that (6.20) holds for frequencies larger or equal to N , and apply (6.21)
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with η0 ≤ 1
2 such that

A(
N

2
) ≤ C̃(u, v)




1 +

(N2 )
3
2K

1
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

+
∑

M> N
2η0

(
N

2M

) 5
3

A(M)





≤ C̃(u, v)




1 +

(N2 )
3
2K

1
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

+
∑

M> N
2η0

(
N

2M

) 5
3

A(M)




.

If we chose η0 = η0(u, v) small enough to satisfies η
1
6
0 C̃(u, v) ≤ 1

2 , then

A(
N

2
) ≤

1

2
C(u, v)

{
1 + (

N

2
)

3
2K

1
2

}
+ C̃(u, v)

{
1 +

(N2 )
3
2K

1
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

}
.

Taking C(u, v) ≥ 2C̃(u, v)η
− 3

2
0 c

− 3
2

0 , we can get (6.5).

Now we turn to (6.6). To show the small constant η, we will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.12(Vanishing of the small frequencies). Under the assumptions of Propo-

sition 6.11, there holds

f(N) := ‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R4)

+ sup
Jk⊂[0,Tmax)

[‖∇u≤N‖S∗
0 (Jk) + ‖∇v≤N‖S∗

0 (Jk)] → 0 as N → 0.

Proof: Under the assumption of Proposition 6.11, by compactness, we obtain

lim
N→0

[‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R4)] = 0. (6.22)

Fixing a characteristic interval Jk ⊂ [0, Tmax), by the spacetime bounds in Lemma 6.5, we

have

‖∇u‖L2
tL

4
x
+ ‖u‖L3

tL
12
x
+ ‖u‖L6

t,x
+ ‖∇v‖L2

tL
4
x
+ ‖v‖L3

tL
12
x
+ ‖v‖L6

t,x
.(u,v) 1.

All spacetime norms in the estimates above are on Jk ×R4. For any frequency N , decomposing

u = u≤N
1
2
+ u

>N
1
2
and v = v≤N

1
2
+ v

>N
1
2
, we get

‖∇u≤N‖S∗
0 (Jk) + ‖∇v≤N‖S∗

0 (Jk)

= ‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇P≤Nf1(u, v)‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∇P≤Nf2(u, v)‖
L

3
2
t,x

.(u,v) ‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇P≤Nf1(u

>N
1
2
, v

>N
1
2
)‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇u
>N

1
2
v≤N

1
2
v‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇v
>N

1
2
u≤N

1
2
v‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇u
>N

1
2
v≤N

1
2
v
>N

1
2
‖
L

3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇v
>N

1
2
u≤N

1
2
v
>N

1
2
‖
L

3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇u≤N
1
2
v2‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇v≤N
1
2
vu‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∇P≤Nf2(u
>N

1
2
, v

>N
1
2
)‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇v
>N

1
2
u≤N

1
2
u‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇u
>N

1
2
v≤N

1
2
u‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇v
>N

1
2
u≤N

1
2
u
>N

1
2
‖
L

3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇u
>N

1
2
v≤N

1
2
u
>N

1
2
‖
L

3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇v≤N
1
2
u2‖

L
3
2
t,x

+ ‖∅(∇u≤N
1
2
vu‖

L
3
2
t,x
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:= ‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ (I1) + (I2) + (I3) + (I4) + (I5) + (I6) + (I7)

+ (II1) + (II2) + (II3) + (II4) + (II5) + (II6) + (II7).

Using Hölder’s inequality and Bernstein’s inequality,

(I1) . N‖u
>N

1
2
‖L2

tL
4
x
‖v

>N
1
2
‖L6

t,x
‖v

>N
1
2
‖L∞

t L4
x
.(u,v) N

1
2 ,

(I2) . ‖∇u
>N

1
2
‖L2

tL
4
x
‖v≤N

1
2
‖L∞

t L4
x
‖v‖L6

t,x
.(u,v) N

1
2 ,

(I6) . ‖∇u≤N
1
2
‖L∞

t L2
x
‖v‖2L3

tL
12
x

.(u,v) ‖∇u≤N
1
2
‖L∞

t L2
x
.

The estimate for (II1) is similar to that of (I1). The estimates for (I3), (I4), (I5), (II2), (II3),

(II4) and (II5) are similar to that of (I2), they are all bounded by N
1
2 . The estimate for (II6)

is similar to that of (I6). While (I7) and (II7) can be controlled by the sum of (I6) and (II6)

because |uv| ≤ |u|2 + |v|2. Therefore,

‖∇u≤N‖S∗
0 (Jk) + ‖∇v≤N‖S∗

0 (Jk)

.(u,v) ‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
+N

1
2 + ‖∇u≤N

1
2
‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N

1
2
‖L∞

t L2
x

All spacetime norms in the estimates above are also on Jk×R4. Since Jk ⊂ [0, Tmax) is arbitrary,

we get

sup
Jk⊂[0,Tmax)

[‖∇u≤N‖S∗
0 (Jk) + ‖∇v≤N‖S∗

0 (Jk)

.(u,v) N
1
2 + ‖∇u≤N‖L∞

t L2
x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x([0,Tmax)×R4)

+ ‖∇u≤N
1
2
‖L∞

t L2
x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖∇v≤N

1
2
‖L∞

t L2
x([0,Tmax)×R4).

This combines (6.22) prove the claim of this lemma. �

Now we come back to the proof of (6.6). Using (6.5) and Lemma 6.12 , (6.19) means that

A(N) .(u,v) f(N) +
N

3
2K

1
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

f(N) +
∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

A(M)

.(u,v) f(N) + η
5
3
0 +

(
f(N)

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

+ η
1
6
0

)
N

3
2K

1
2 .

Hence, for any η > 0, first we can chose η0 = η0(η) satisfying η
1
6
0 ≤ η, then N0 = N0(η) such

that f(N)

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

≤ η, and obtain

A(N) .(u,v) η(1 +N
3
2K

1
2 ) for all N ≤ N0.

Proposition 6.12 is proved. �

Corollary 6.13(Low and high frequencies control). Let (u, v) : [0, Tmax)×R4 → C×C

be an almost periodic solution of (1.6) with Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1 on each characteristic interval

Jk ⊂ [0, Tmax). Then for any frequency N > 0 and the admissible pair (q, r)

‖u≥N‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×R4) + ‖v≥N‖Lq

tL
r
x(I×R4) .(u,v) N

−1
(
1 +N3K

) 1
q , 3 < q ≤ +∞ (6.23)
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is true on any compact time interval I ⊂ [0, Tmax), which is a union of contiguous intervals Jk.

And for any η > 0 there exists N0 = N0(η) > 0 such that for all N ≤ N0,

‖∇u≤N‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖Lq

tL
r
x(I×R4) .(u,v) η

(
1 +N3K

) 1
q , 2 ≤ q ≤ +∞. (6.24)

Here the constant N0 and the implicit constants in (6.23) and (6.24) are independent of the

interval I.

Proof: First, we address (6.23). Using (6.5) and Berstein’s inequality, we obtain

‖|∇|−
1
2−ǫu≥N‖L2

tL
4
x(I×R4) + ‖|∇|−

1
2−ǫv≥N‖L2

tL
4
x(I×R4)

.
∑

M≥N

M− 3
2−ǫ[‖∇uM‖L2

tL
4
x(I×R4) + ‖∇vM‖L2

tL
4
x(I×R4)]

.(u,v)

∑

M≥N

M− 3
2−ǫ(1 +M

3
2K

1
2 ) .(u,v) N

− 3
2−ǫ(1 +N3K)

1
2

for any ǫ > 0 and any frequencies N > 0. Interpolating with the energy bound, we have

‖u≥N‖Lq
tL

r
x(I×R4) + ‖v≥N‖Lq

tL
r
x(I×R4)

.(u,v) ‖|∇|−
1
2−

q−3
2 u≥N‖

2
q

L2
tL

4
x(I×R4)

‖∇u≥N‖
1− 2

q

L∞
t L2

x(I×R4)

+ ‖|∇|−
1
2−

q−3
2 v≥N‖

2
q

L2
tL

4
x(I×R4)

‖∇v≥N‖
1− 2

q

L∞
t L2

x(I×R4)

.(u,v) N
−1(1 +N3K)

1
q ,

where (q, r) is admissible pair with 3 < q ≤ +∞.

Now it is the turn of (6.24). Since inft∈I Ñ(t) ≥ 1, by Remark, for any η > 0, there exists

N0(η) such that for all N ≤ N0,

‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x(I×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L∞
t L2

x(I×R4) ≤ η.

Interpolating with (6.6), we obtain the claim. �

6.2 The rapid frequency-cascade scenario

In this subsection, we preclude the existence of almost periodic solutions as in Proposition

6.6 for which
∫ Tmax

0 Ñ(t)−1dt < +∞.

Proposition 6.14(No rapid frequency-cascades). There are no almost periodic so-

lutions (u, v) : [0, Tmax) × R4 → C × C with Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1 on each characteristic interval

Jk ⊂ [0, Tmax) satisfying ‖u‖L6
t,x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖v‖L6

t,x([0,Tmax)×R4) = +∞ and

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1dt < +∞. (6.25)

Proof: Contradictorily, assume that (u, v) is such a solution. By Corollary 6.4, whether

Tmax is finite or infinite,

lim
t→Tmax

Ñ(t) = +∞. (6.26)
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By compactness, we have

lim
t→Tmax

[‖∇u≤N(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N (t)‖L2

x
] = 0 for any N > 0. (6.27)

Let In be a nested sequence of compact subintervals of [0, Tmax) which are unions of

contiguous characteristic subintervals Jk. Applying Proposition 6.11 on each In, noticing (6.19)

and (6.25), we obtain

An(N) := ‖∇u≤N‖L2
tL

4
x(In×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L2

tL
4
x(In×R4)

.(u,v) inf
t∈I

[‖∇u≤N(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N (t)‖L2

x
] +

∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

An(M)

+
N

3
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

(∫ Tmax

0

[Ñ(t)]−1dt

) 1
2

.(u,v) inf
t∈I

[‖∇u≤N(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N (t)‖L2

x
] +

∑

M> N
η0

(
N

M

) 5
3

An(M) +
N

3
2

η
3
2
0 c

3
2
0

for all frequencies N > 0. Similar to the proof of (6.5), we get, for all N > 0,

‖∇u≤N‖L2
tL

4
x(In×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L2

tL
4
x(In×R4) .(u,v) inf

t∈In
[‖∇u≤N (t)‖L2

x
+ ‖∇v≤N (t)‖L2

x
] +N

3
2 .

Letting n→ +∞ and recalling (6.27), we have

‖∇u≤N‖L2
tL

4
x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L2

tL
4
x([0,Tmax)×R4) .(u,v) N

3
2 . (6.28)

Next, we hope to show that (6.28) implies, for all N > 0,

‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖∇v≤N‖L∞
t L2

x([0,Tmax)×R4) .(u,v) N
3
2 . (6.29)

Decomposing u = u≤N + u>N and v = v≤N + v>N , by the no-waste Duhamel formulae

in Proposition 6.9, using Strichartz’s inequality, Bernstein’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality and

Sobolev embedding, we get

‖∇u≤N‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
. ‖∇P≤Nf1(u, v)‖

L2
tL

4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤Nf2(u, v)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

. ‖∇P≤Nf1(u≤N , v≤N )‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(u≤Nv≤Nv>N )‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(u≤Nv>Nv>N )‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤Nu>Nv
2‖

L2
tL

4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤Nf2(u≤N , v≤N )‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(v≤Nu≤Nu>N)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

+ ‖∇P≤N∅(v≤Nu>Nu>N)‖
L2

tL
4
3
x

.(u,v) [‖∇u‖L2
tL

4
x
+ ‖∇v‖L2

tL
4
x
][‖u≤N‖2L∞

t L4
x
+ ‖v≤N‖2L∞

t L4
x
+ ‖u>N‖2L∞

t L4
x
+ ‖v>N‖2L∞

t L4
x
]

+N
5
3 [‖|∇|−

2
3 u>N‖L2

tL
4
x
+ ‖|∇|−

2
3 v>N‖L2

tL
4
x
][‖|∇|

2
3u‖

L∞
t L

12
5

x

+ ‖|∇|
2
3 v‖

L∞
t L

12
5

x

]

× [‖u‖L∞
t L4

x
+ ‖v‖L∞

t L4
x
]

.(u,v) N
3
2 +N

5
3

∑

M>N

M− 5
3 [‖∇uM‖L2

tL
4
x
+ ‖∇vM‖L2

tL
4
x
]

.(u,v) N
3
2 +N

5
3N− 1

6 .(u,v) N
3
2 .
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Here all spacetime norms in the estimates above are on [0, Tmax)× R4. (6.29) is proved.

Now we are ready to finish the proof of this proposition. Using Bernstein inequality and

(6.29), we have

‖|∇|−
1
4u‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
4 v‖L∞

t L2
x

. ‖|∇|−
1
4 u>1‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
4u≤1‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
4 v>1‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|−

1
4 v≤1‖L∞

t L2
x

.(u,v)

∑

N>1

N− 5
4 +

∑

N≤1

N
1
4 .(u,v) 1,

which means u, v ∈ L∞
t Ḣ

− 1
4

x ([0, Tmax)× R4).

Fix t ∈ [0, Tmax) and let η > 0 be a small constant. By compactness, there exists c(η) > 0

such that ∫

|ξ|≤c(η)Ñ(t)

|ξ|2|û(t, ξ)|2dξ +

∫

|ξ|≤c(η)Ñ(t)

|ξ|2|v̂(t, ξ)|2dξ ≤ η.

Interpolating with u ∈ L∞
t Ḣ

− 1
4

x ([0, Tmax)× R4) and v ∈ L∞
t Ḣ

− 1
4

x ([0, Tmax)× R4), we obtain

∫

|ξ|≤c(η)N̂(t)

[|û(t, ξ)|2 + |v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ .(u,v) η
1
5 . (6.30)

On the other hand,

∫

|ξ|≥c(η)Ñ(t)

[|û(t, ξ)|2 + |v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ ≤ [c(η)Ñ (t)]−2

∫

R4

|ξ|2[|û(t, ξ)|2 + |v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ

.(u,v) [c(η)Ñ (t)]−2. (6.31)

Using Plancherel’s theorem, (6.30) and (6.31), we get

0 ≤M(u, v)(t) :=

∫

R4

[|u(t, x)|2+|v(t, x)|2]dx =

∫

R4

[|ũ(t, ξ)|2+|v̂(t, ξ)|2]dξ .(u,v) η
1
5+[c(η)Ñ(t)]−2

for all t ∈ [0, Tmax). Recalling (6.26) and letting η → 0, we know that M(u, v) ≡ 0, which

implies that (u, v) ≡ 0. It is a contradiction to ‖u‖L6
t,x([0,Tmax)×R4)+ ‖v‖L6

t,x([0,Tmax)×R4) = +∞.

Proposition 6.14 is proved. �

6.3 The quasi-solution scenario

In this subsection, we preclude the existence of almost periodic solutions as in Proposition

6.6 for which
∫ Tmax

0 Ñ(t)−1dt = +∞. If there exists such a solution, we will use the weight-

coupled interaction Morawetz inequality to deduce a contradiction.

Assume that (φ, ψ) is a solution of

iφt +∆φ = λ|ψ|2φ+ F1, iψt +∆ψ = µ|φ|2ψ + F2 (6.32)

when the spatial dimension d = 4. Similar to (5.116) in the case of the spatial dimension d = 3,

for some weight a : R4 → R, we also define the following weight-coupled Morawetz interaction:
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M⊗2
a (t) = 2A

∫

R4

∫

R4

∇̃a(x − y)ℑ[φ̄(t, x)φ̄(t, y)∇̃(φ(t, x)φ(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2B

∫

R4

∫

R4

∇̃a(x− y)ℑ[ψ̄(t, x)ψ̄(t, y)∇̃(ψ(t, x)ψ(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2C

∫

R4

∫

R4

∇̃a(x− y)ℑ[φ̄(t, x)ψ̄(t, y)∇̃(φ(t, x)ψ(t, y))]dxdy

+ 2D

∫

R4

∫

R4

∇̃a(x− y)ℑ[ψ̄(t, x)φ̄(t, y)∇̃(ψ(t, x)φ(t, y))]dxdy, (6.33)

where ∇̃ = (∇x,∇y), x ∈ R4 and y ∈ R4, A = 4µ2, B = 4λ2 and C = D = 4λµ. If we take

a(x, y) = |x− y| in the weight-coupled interaction Morawetz action (6.33), then

d

dt
M(t)⊗2 &

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|φ(t, x)|2 + |ψ(t, x)|2][|φ(t, y)|2 + |ψ(t, y)|2]

|x− y|3
dxdy

+
2∑

m,n=1

∫

R4

∫

R4

ℜ(Fm∇xw̄m − wm∇xFm) ·
x− y

|x− y|
dx|wn(t, y)|

2dy

+

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R4

∫

R4

ℜ(Fm∇yw̄m − wm∇yFm) ·
y − x

|x− y|
dy|wn(t, x)|

2dx

−

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R4

∫

R4

x− y

|x− y|
· ℑ[w̄m(t, x)∇xwm(t, x)]dxℑ(Fnwn)(t, y)dy

−

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R4

∫

R4

y − x

|x− y|
· ℑ[w̄m(t, y)∇ywm(t, y)]dyℑ(Fnwn)(t, x)dx. (6.34)

Here w1, w2 can be taken as follows: (1) one is φ, another is ψ; (2) both are φ; (3) both are ψ.

Denote

{Fm, φ, ψ}px := ℜ(Fm∇xw̄m − wm∇xFm), {Fm, φ, ψ}py := ℜ(Fm∇yw̄m − wm∇yFm),

(6.35)

{Fn, φ, ψ}ix := ℑ(Fnwn)(t, x), {Fn, φ, ψ}iy := ℑ(Fnwn)(t, y). (6.36)

Integrating (6.34) with respect to time, we get

Proposition 6.15(Weight-coupled interaction Morawetz inequality).

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|φ(t, x)|2 + |ψ(t, x)|2][|φ(t, y)|2 + |ψ(t, y)|2]

|x− y|3
dxdydt

+
2∑

m,n=1

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

{Fm, φ, ψ}px ·
x− y

|x− y|
dx|wn(t, y)|

2dydt

+

2∑

m,n=1

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

{Fm, φ, ψ}py ·
y − x

|x− y|
dy|wn(t, x)|

2dxdt

. [‖φ‖3L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖ψ‖3L∞

t L2
x
][‖φ‖L∞

t Ḣ1
x
+ ‖ψ‖L∞

t Ḣ1
x
] +
{
[‖φ‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖ψ‖L∞

t L2
x
]

[‖φ‖L∞
t Ḣ1

x
+ ‖ψ‖L∞

t Ḣ1
x
][‖{F1, φ, ψ}ix‖L1

t,x
+ ‖{F2, φ, ψ}ix‖L1

t,x
]
}
. (6.37)
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All spacetime norms above are on I × R4.

Letting φ = u≥N , ψ = v≥N , F1 = P≥N (|v|2u) and F2 = P≥N (|u|2v) for N small enough

such that the Littlewood-Paley projection captures most of the solution, we will use Proposition

6.15 to prove

Proposition 6.16(Frequency-localized interaction Morawetz estimate). Let (u, v) :

[0, Tmax) × R4 → C × C be an almost periodic solution of (1.6) satisfying Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1 on

every characteristic interval Jk ⊂ [0, Tmax). Then for any η > 0 there exists N0 = N0(η) such

that
∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|u≥N (t, x)|2 + |v≥N (t, x)|2][|u≥N(t, y)|2 + |v≥N (t, y)|2]

|x− y|3
dxdydt

.(u,v) η[N
−3 +

∫

I

Ñ(t)−1dt] (6.38)

for N ≤ N0 and any compact time interval I ⊂ [0, Tmax), which is a union of contiguous

subintervals Jk. Here the implicit constant does not depend on the interval I.

Proof: Let I be a fixed compact interval I ⊂ [0, Tmax), which is a union of contiguous

subintervals Jk, denote K :=
∫
I N(t)−1dt. All spacetime norms will be on I × R4 in the proof

of this proposition below.

Fix η > 0 and chose N0 = N0(η) small enough such that the claims in Corollary 6.13 hold

for all N ≤ N0. Especially, fixing N ≤ N0 and writing ulo := u≤N , vlo := v≤N , uhi := u>N

and vhi := v>N , there holds

‖∇ulo‖Lq
tL

r
x
+ ‖∇vlo‖Lq

tL
r
x
.(u,v) η(1 +N3K)

1
q , for all

1

q
+

2

r
= 1, 2 ≤ q ≤ +∞, (6.39)

‖uhi‖Lq
tL

r
x
+ ‖vhi‖Lq

tL
r
x
.(u,v) N

−1(1 +N3K)
1
q , for all

1

q
+

2

r
= 1, 3 < q ≤ +∞, (6.40)

‖uhi‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖vhi‖L∞

t L2
x
.(u,v) η

6N−1. (6.41)

Applying Proposition 6.15 with φ = uhi, ψ = vhi, F1 = Phif1(u, v) and F2 = Phif2(u, v),

and using (6.41), we get

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2][|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]

|x− y|3
dxdydt

+ 2
2∑

m,n=1

∫

R4

∫

R4

ℜ(Fm∇xw̄m − wm∇xFm) ·
x− y

|x− y|
dx|wn(t, y)|

2dy

+ 2

2∑

m,n=1

∫

R4

∫

R4

ℜ(Fm∇yw̄m − wm∇yFm) ·
y − x

|x− y|
dy|wn(t, x)|

2dx

.(u,v) η
18N−3 + η6N−1[‖{F1, uhi, vhi}ix‖L1

t,x
+ ‖{F2, uhi, vhi}ix‖L1

t,x
]. (6.42)

Here w1, w2 can be taken as follows: (1) one is uhi, another is vhi; (2) both are uhi; (3) both

are vhi.
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Since

2∑

m,n=1

ℜ(Fm∇xw̄m − wm∇xFm)

= ∇x[∅(u2hiv
2
hi) +∅(u2hivhivlo) +∅(v2hiuhiulo) +∅(uhivhiulovlo)]

+∇x[∅(u2hiv
2
lo) +∅(uhiulov

2
lo) +∅(u2hiv

2
lo) +∅(vhivlou

2
lo)]

+ [∅(v2hiuhi) +∅(uhivhivlo) +∅(uhiv
2
lo)]∇xulo

+ [∅(u2hivhi) +∅(vhiuhiulo) +∅(vhiu
2
lo)]∇xvlo

+∇x[∅(uhiPlof1(u, v)) +∅(vhiPlof2(u, v))] +∅(uhi∇xPlof1(u, v)) +∅(vhi∇xPlof2(u, v))

and

{F1, uhi, vhi}ix = ∅(uhiv
2
hiulo) +∅(vhiu

2
hivlo) +∅(u2hiv

2
lo) +∅(uhivhiulovlo)

{F2, uhi, vhi}ix = ∅(vhiu
2
hivlo) +∅(uhiv

2
hiulo) +∅(v2hiu

2
lo) +∅(uhivhiulovlo),

using (6.39)–(6.41), we obtain from (6.42)

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2][|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]

|x− y|3
dxdydt

+

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2]|uhi(t, y)|
2|vhi(t, y)|

2

|x− y|
dxdydt

.(u,v) η
18N−3 + η6N−1I(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo) + η12N−2II(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo)

+

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2]J(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo)

|x− y|
dxdydt

+

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, x)|
2 + |vhi(t, x)|

2][Plof1(u, v)||uhi|+ |Plof2(u, v)||vhi|]

|x− y|
dxdydt, (6.43)

where

I(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo) = ‖uhiv
2
hiulo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖vhiu

2
hivlo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖uhivhiulovlo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖u2hiv

2
lo‖L1

t,x

+ ‖v2hiu
2
lo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖uhiPhif1(ulo, vlo)‖L1

t,x
+ ‖vhiPhif2(ulo, vlo)‖L1

t,x

+ ‖uhiPlof1(uhi, vhi)‖L1
t,x

+ ‖vhiPlof2(uhi, vhi)‖L1
t,x
, (6.44)

II(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo) = ‖uhiv
2
hi∇ulo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖uhivhivlo∇ulo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖uhiv

2
lo∇ulo‖L1

t,x

+ ‖vhiu
2
hi∇vlo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖vhiuhiulo∇vlo‖L1

t,x
+ ‖vhiu

2
lo∇vlo‖L1

t,x

+ ‖uhi∇Plof1(u, v)‖L1
t,x

+ ‖vhi∇Plof2(u, v)‖L1
t,x
, (6.45)

J(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo) = ∅(uhiulov
2
lo) +∅(vhivlou

2
lo) +∅(u2hiv

2
lo) +∅(v2hiu

2
lo)

+∅(u2hivhivlo) +∅(v2hiuhiulo) +∅(uhivhiulovlo). (6.46)

We estimate the terms through (6.44)–(6.46) below.

Using (6.39)–(6.41) and Sobolev embedding, we obtain

‖uhiv
2
hiulo‖L1

t,x
. ‖uhi‖L∞

t L4
x
‖vhi‖

2

L
7
2
t L

14
5

x

‖ulo‖
L

7
3
t L28

x

.(u,v) ηN
−2(1 +N3K),

‖u2hiv
2
lo‖L1

t,x
. ‖uhi‖

2

L4
tL

8
3
x

‖ulo‖
2
L4

tL
8
x
.(u,v) η

2N−2(1 +N3K).
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Similarly,

‖vhiu
2
hivlo‖L1

t,x
.(u,v) ηN

−2(1 +N3K), ‖v2hiu
2
lo‖L1

t,x
.(u,v) η

2N−2(1 +N3K),

‖uhivhiulovlo‖L1
t,x

.(u,v) η
2N−2(1 +N3K) because |uhivhiulovlo| ≤ |u2hiv

2
lo|+ |v2hiu

2
lo|.

Using Bernstein’s inequality, we have

‖uhiPhif1(ulo, vlo)‖L1
t,x

. ‖uhi‖
L4

tL
8
3
x

N−1‖∇f1(ulo, vlo)‖
L

4
3
t L

8
5
x

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K)

1
4 [‖∇ulo‖L2

tL
4
x
+ ‖∇vlo‖L2

tL
4
x
][‖ulo‖

L∞
t L

16
3

x

+ ‖vlo‖
L∞

t L
16
3

x

]

.(u,v) η
3N−2(1 +N3K)

and

‖uhiPlof1(uhi, vhi)‖L1
t,x

. ‖uhi‖
L

10
3

t L
20
7

x

N
7
5 ‖f1(uhi, vhi)‖

L
10
7

t L1
x

.(u,v) N
2
5 (1 +N3K)

3
10 [‖uhi‖

7
3

L
10
3

t L
20
7

x

+ ‖vhi‖
7
3

L
10
3

t L
20
7

x

][‖uhi‖
2
3

L∞
t L

40
11
x

+ ‖vhi‖
2
3

L∞
t L

40
11
x

]

.(u,v) N
2
5− 7

3 (1 +N3K)[‖|∇|
9
10 uhi‖

2
3

L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖|∇|

9
10 vhi‖

2
3

L∞
t L2

x
]

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K).

Similarly,

‖vhiPhif2(ulo, vlo)‖L1
t,x

.(u,v) η
3N−2(1 +N3K),

‖vhiPlof2(uhi, vhi)‖L1
t,x

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K).

(6.44) is completed.

Consider the terms in (6.45). Using (6.39)–(6.41), Sobolev embedding and Bernstein in-

equality, we get

‖uhiv
2
hi∇ulo‖L1

t,x
. ‖∇ulo‖

L
7
3
t L28

x

‖vhi‖
2

L
7
2
t L

4
5
x

‖uhi‖L∞
t L4

x
.(u,v) ηN

−1(1 +N3K),

‖uhivhivlo∇ulo‖L1
t,x

. ‖∇ulo‖L2
tL

4
x
[‖uhi‖

2

L4
tL

8
3
x

+ ‖vhi‖
2

L4
tL

8
3
x

]‖vlo‖L∞
t,x

.(u,v) η
2N−1(1 +N3K),

‖uhiv
2
lo∇ulo‖L1

t,x
. ‖∇ulo‖L2

tL
4
x
‖uhi‖L∞

t L2
x
‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
8
x
.(u,v) η

9N−1(1 +N3K).

Similarly,

‖vhiu
2
hi∇vlo‖L1

t,x
.(u,v) ηN

−1(1 +N3K), ‖vhiuhiulo∇vlo‖L1
t,x

.(u,v) η
2N−1(1 +N3K),

‖vhiu
2
lo∇vlo‖L1

t,x
.(u,v) η

9N−1(1 +N3K).

Write

f1(u, v) = f1(ulo, vlo) +∅(uhiv
2
hi) +∅(uhivhivlo) +∅(vhiulovlo) +∅(v2hiulo) +∅(uhiv

2
lo).
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We estimate

‖uhi∇Plof1(ulo, vlo)‖L1
t,x

. ‖uhi‖L∞
t L2

x
[‖∇ulo‖L2

tL
4
x
+ ‖∇vlo‖L2

tL
4
x
][‖ulo‖

2
L4

tL
8
x
+ ‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
8
x
]

.(u,v) η
9N−1(1 +N3K),

‖uhi∇Plo∅(uhiv
2
hi)‖L1

t,x
. ‖uhi‖

L
10
3

t L
20
7

x

N
12
5 ‖uhiv

2
hi‖

L
10
7

t L1
x

. N
12
5 ‖uhi‖

L
10
3

t L
20
7

x

[‖u3hi‖
L

10
7

t L1
x

+ ‖v3hi‖
L

10
7

t L1
x

]

. N
12
5 ‖uhi‖

L
10
3

t L
20
7

x

[‖uhi‖
7
3

L
10
3

t L
20
7

x

‖uhi‖
2
3

L∞
t L

40
11
x

+ ‖vhi‖
7
3

L
10
3

t L
20
7

x

‖vhi‖
2
3

L∞
t L

40
11
x

]

.(u,v) N
−1(1 +N3K),

‖uhi∇Plo∅(uhivhivlo)‖L1
t,x

. N‖uhi‖L∞
t L4

x
[‖uhi‖

2

L
7
2
t L

14
5

x

+ ‖vhi‖
2

L
7
2
t L

14
5

x

]‖vlo‖
L

7
3
t L28

x

.(u,v) ηN
−1(1 +N3K),

‖uhi∇Plo∅(vhiulovlo)‖L1
t,x

. N‖uhi‖
L4

tL
8
3
x

‖vhi‖
L4

tL
8
3
x

[‖ulo‖
2
L4

tL
8
x
+ ‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
8
x
]

. N [‖uhi‖
2

L4
tL

8
3
x

+ ‖vhi‖
2

L4
tL

8
3
x

][‖ulo‖
2
L4

tL
8
x
+ ‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
8
x
] .(u,v) η

2N−1(1 +N3K),

‖uhi∇Plo∅(v2hiulo)‖L1
t,x

. N‖uhi‖L∞
t L4

x
‖vhi‖

2

L
7
2
t L

14
5

x

‖ulo‖
L

7
3
t L28

x

.(u,v) ηN
−1(1 +N3K),

‖uhi∇Plo∅(uhiu
2
lo)‖L1

t,x
. N‖uhi‖

2

L4
tL

8
3
x

‖ulo‖
2
L4

tL
8
x
.(u,v) η

2N−1(1 +N3K).

Similarly, we can obtain the estimate for ‖vhi∇Plof2(u, v)‖L1
t,x
. (6.45) is completed.

Now we consider the contribution of the term containing J(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo). We estimate

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)||ulo(t, x)||vlo(t, x)|
2

|x− y|
dxdydt

. [‖uhi‖
2

L12
t L

24
11
x

+ ‖vhi‖
2

L12
t L

24
11
x

]‖
1

|x|
∗ (|uhi||ulo||vlo|

2)‖
L

6
5
t L12

x

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K)

1
6 [‖uhiu

3
lo‖

L
6
5
t,x

+ ‖uhiv
3
lo‖

L
6
5
t,x

]

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K)

1
6 ‖uhi‖L∞

t L2
x
[‖ulo‖

3

L
18
5

t L9
x

+ ‖vlo‖
3

L
18
5

t L9
x

] .(u,v) η
9N−3(1 +N3K).

Similarly,

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|vhi(t, x)||vlo(t, x)||ulo(t, x)|
2

|x− y|
dxdydt

.(u,v) η
9N−3(1 +N3K).

Note that |u2hivhivlo| . 10−6|uhi|
2|vhi|

2 + |uhi|
2|vlo|

2 and

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)|
2|vhi(t, x)||vlo(t, x)|

|x− y|
dxdydt

. 10−6

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)|
2|vhi(t, x)|

2

|x− y|
dxdydt

+

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)|
2|vlo(t, x)|

2

|x− y|
dxdydt.
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Using Hölder’s inequality and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we have
∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)|
2|vlo(t, x)|

2

|x− y|
dxdydt

. [‖uhi‖
2

L12
t L

24
11
x

+ ‖vhi‖
2

L12
t L

24
11
x

]‖
1

|x|
∗ (|uhi||uhiv

2
lo|)‖

L
6
5
t L12

x

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K)

1
6 ‖|uhi|(|uhiv

2
lo|)‖

L
6
5
t,x

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K)

1
6 ‖|uhi‖

L4
tL

8
3
x

‖(|uhiv
2
lo|)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
11
x

.(u,v) N
−3(1 +N3K)

5
12 ‖(|uhiv

2
lo|)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
11
x

.(u,v) N
−3(1 +N3K)

5
12N‖(|uhiv

2
lo|)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
17
x

.(u,v) N
−3(1 +N3K)

5
12N‖vlo‖

2
L4

tL
8
x
‖uhi‖

L12
t L

24
11
x

.(u,v) N
−3(1 +N3K)

5
12 η2(1 +N3K)

7
12 .(u,v) η(N

−3 +K).

Similarly,
∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|vhi(t, x)|
2|uhi(t, x)||ulo(t, x)|

|x− y|
dxdydt

. 10−6

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)|
2|vhi(t, x)|

2

|x− y|
dxdydt

+

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|vhi(t, x)|
2|ulo(t, x)|

2

|x− y|
dxdydt.

and
∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|vhi(t, x)|
2|ulo(t, x)|

2

|x− y|
dxdydt .(u,v) η(N

−3 +K),

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)||vhi(t, x)||ulo(t, x)||vlo(t, x)|

|x− y|
dxdydt

.(u,v) η(N
−3 +K) because |uhi||vhi||ulo||vlo| . |uhi|

2|vlo|
2 + |vhi|

2|ulo|
2.

The contribution of the term containing J(uhi, vhi, ulo, vlo) is completed.

Last, we estimate the terms containing Plof1(u, v) and Plof2(u, v) respectively. Write

f1(u, v) = f1(uhi, vhi) +∅(ulov
2
lo) +∅(uhiv

2
lo) +∅(v2hiulo) +∅(uhivhivlo) +∅(vhiulovlo).

Using Hölder’s inequality and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we obtain
∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)||Plof1(u, v)(t, x)|

|x− y|
dxdydt

. [‖uhi‖
2

L12
t L

24
11
x

+ ‖vhi‖
2

L12
t L

24
11
x

]‖
1

|x|
∗ (|uhi|||Plof1(u, v)(t, x)||)‖

L
6
5
t L12

x

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K)

1
6 ‖|uhi|(|uhiv

2
lo|)‖

L
6
5
t,x

.(u,v) N
−2(1 +N3K)

1
6 ‖|uhi‖

L4
tL

8
3
x

‖(||Plof1(u, v)(t, x)||)‖
L

12
7

t L
24
11
x

.(u,v) N
−3(1 +N3K)

5
12 ‖(||Plof1(u, v)(t, x)||)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
11
x

.
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While

‖Plo∅(ulov
2
lo)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
11
x

. ‖ulo‖
L2

tL
24
5

x

‖vlo‖
2
L4

tL
8
x
.(u,v) η

3(1 +N3K)
7
12 ,

‖Plo∅(uhiv
2
lo)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
11
x

. N‖v2louhi‖
L

12
7

t L
24
17
x

. ‖uhi‖
L12

t L
24
11
x

‖vlo‖
2
L4

tL
8
x
.(u,v) η

2(1 +N3K)
7
12 ,

‖Plo∅(ulov
2
hi)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
11
x

. N‖ulov
2
hi‖

L
12
7

t L
24
17
x

.u,v N‖ulo‖L3
tL

12
x
‖vhi‖

L4
tL

8
3
x

‖vhi‖L∞
t L4

x

.(u,v) η(1 +N3K)
7
12

and similarly

‖Plo∅(uhivhivlo)‖
L

12
7

t L
24
11
x

.(u,v) η(1 +N3K)
7
12 , ‖Plo∅(vhiulovlo)‖

L
12
7

t L
24
11
x

.(u,v) η(1 +N3K)
7
12

because |uhivhivlo| ≤ [|u2hivlo|+ |v2hivlo| and |vhiulovlo| ≤ |vhiu
2
lo|+ |vhiv

2
lo|.

Consequently,

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)||Plof1(u, v)(t, x)|

|x− y|
dxdydt . η(N−3 +K).

Similarly,

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|uhi(t, y)|
2 + |vhi(t, y)|

2]|uhi(t, x)||Plof2(u, v)(t, x)|

|x− y|
dxdydt . η(N−3 +K).

Putting all things above together, we obtain (6.38). �

Now we are ready to preclude the second scenario of Proposition 6.6 and complete the

proof of Theorem 7.

Proposition 6.17(No quasi-solitions). There are no almost periodic solution (u, v) :

[0, Tmax)×R4 → C satisfying Ñ(t) ≡ Nk ≥ 1 on each characteristic interval Jk ⊂ [0, Tmax) and

‖u‖L6
t,x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖v‖L6

t,x([0,Tmax)×R4) = +∞,

∫ Tmax

0

Ñ(t)−1dt = +∞. (6.47)

Proof: Contradictorily, assume that there exists such a solution (u, v).

Let η > 0 be a small parameter which will be chosen later. By the results of Proposition

6.16, we can find some N0 = N0(η) such that for all N ≤ N0 and any compact time interval

I ⊂ [0, Tmax), which is a union of contiguous subintervals Jk,

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|u≥N (t, x)|2 + |v≥N (t, x)|2][|u≥N(t, y)|2 + |v≥N (t, y)|2]

|x− y|3
dxdydt

.(u,v) η[N
−3 +

∫

I

Ñ(t)−1dt]. (6.48)

Noticing that inft∈[0,Tmax) Ñ(t) ≥ 1, we can chose N0 smaller enough and ensure that for all

N ≤ N0

‖u≤N‖L∞
t L4

x
+ ‖v≤N‖L∞

t L4
x
+ ‖∇u≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖∇v≤N‖L∞

t L2
x
≤ η. (6.49)

Here all the norms are on ([0, Tmax)× R4).
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We will show that there exists C(u, v) > 0 such that

Ñ(t)2
∫

|x−x(t)|≤C(u)

Ñ(t)

[|u(t, x)|2 + |v(t, x)|2]dx &(u,v)
1

C(u, v)
(6.50)

uniformly for t ∈ [0, Tmax). Since (u(t), v(t) is not identically zero, (6.50) is true for each t.

Furthermore, since (u(t), v(t)) is almost periodic, we find that the left hand side of (6.50) is

scale invariant and the map (u(t), v(t)) → LHS(6.50) is continuous on L4
x and Ḣ1

x, so (6.50) is

true uniformly for t ∈ [0, Tmax).

Using Hölder’s inequality and (6.49), we get for all t ∈ [0, Tmax) and all N ≤ N0

∫

|x−x(t)|≤C(u,v)

Ñ(t)

[|u≤N (t, x)|2 + |v≤N (t, x)|2]dx

.
C2(u, v)

Ñ2(t)
[‖u≤N‖2L∞

t L4
x([0,Tmax)×R4) + ‖v≤N‖2L∞

t L4
x([0,Tmax)×R4)]

.(u,v) η
2C2(u, v)Ñ(t)−2.

Putting this and (6.50) together and taking η sufficiently small depending on (u, v), we have

for all N ≤ N0

inf
t∈[0,Tmax)

Ñ2(t)

∫

|x−x(t)|≤C(u,v)

Ñ(t)

[|u≥N(t, x)|2 + |v≥N (t, x)|2]dx &(u,v) 1.

Therefore, we obtain

∫

I

∫

R4

∫

R4

[|u≥N(t, x)|2 + |v≥N (t, x)|2][|u≥N (t, y)|2 + |v≥N (t, y)|2]

|x− y|3
dxdydt

&

∫

I

∫ ∫

|x−y|≤2C(u,v)

Ñ(t)

(
Ñ(t)

2C(u, v)

)3

[|u≥N(t, x)|2 + |v≥N (t, x)|2][|u≥N (t, y)|2 + |v≥N (t, y)|2]dxdydt

&

∫

I

(
Ñ(t)

2C(u, v)

)3 ∫

|x−x(t)|≤ 2C(u,v)

Ñ(t)

[|u≥N(t, x)|2 + |v≥N (t, x)|2]dx

×

∫

|y−x(t)|≤2C(u,v)

Ñ(t)

[|u≥N (t, y)|2 + |v≥N (t, y)|2]dydt

&(u,v)

∫

I

Ñ(t)−1dt.

Noticing that (6.48) and choosing η small depending on (u, v), we get

∫

I

Ñ(t)−1dt .(u,v) N
−3 for all I ∈ [0, Tmax) and all N ≤ N0.

Under the assumption of (6.47), if we choose the interval I sufficiently large inside [0, Tmax), we

can derive a contradiction, which completes the proof of this proposition. �

Now we have precluded the existence of the two types of almost periodic solution described

in Proposition 6.6 and proved Theorem 7. �
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7 Ḣsc×Ḣsc scattering theory for (1.6) in energy-supercritical

cases

In this section, we consider (1.6) in the cases of α+ β > 2 when d = 3 and α+ β > 0 when

d ≥ 4. We will introduce some notations below.

Let

sc =
d

2
−

2

α+ β + 2

and Ŵ s,1(Rd) be the space of functions

‖h‖Ŵ s,1(Rd) := ‖〈ξ〉sĥ‖L1(Rd) < +∞.

Denote α+ β + 2 := p. By the results of [56], we know that

‖|∇|scf‖L∞
t L2

x(I×Rd) + ‖|∇|scf‖
L

2(d+2)
d

t,x (I×Rd)
+ ‖f‖

L∞
t L

dp
2

x (I×Rd)
+ ‖f‖

L
p(d+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

. ‖|∇|scf‖S0(I) for all d ≥ 3. (7.1)

For a ∈ R+, define

χ≤a =





1, |x| ≤ a,

smooth function a ≤ |x| ≤ 11
10a,

0, |x| ≥ 11
10a,

χ≥a = 1− χ≤a, χa≤·≤b = χ≤b − χ≤a, χa = χ≤2a − χ≤a and χ∼a = χ 1
2≤·≤4a.

Let f ∈ L1
loc(R

d) be a radial function, we define the incoming component of f as

fin(r) = r−
d−1
2 +2

∫ +∞

0

[J(−ρr) +K(ρr)]ρd−1Ff(ρ)dρ

and the outgoing component of f as

fout(r) = r−
d−1
2 +2

∫ +∞

0

[J(−ρr)−K(ρr)]ρd−1Ff(ρ)dρ.

Here

J(r) =

∫ π
2

0

e2πr sin θ cosd−2 θdθ, K(r) = χ≥1(r)[−
1

2πir
−

d− 3

(2πir)3
], (7.2)

Ff(ρ) =

∫ +∞

0

∫ π
2

−π
2

e−2πiρr sin θ cosd−2 θr
3
2 (d−1)−2f(r)dθdr for d = 3, 4, 5. (7.3)

For the radial function f ∈ S(Rd)(the Schwartz function space on Rd), define the modified

outgoing component of f as

f+ =
1

2
(1− χ≥1)f +

1

2
(1− P≥1χ≥1f + (P≥1χ≥1f)out

and the modified incoming component of f as

f− =
1

2
(1− χ≥1)f +

1

2
(1− P≥1χ≥1f + (P≥1χ≥1f)in,
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where P≥1 is the Littlewood-Paley operator which was defined in Section 2. Obviously,

f = fout + fin, f = f+ + f−.

We need to introduce the working spaces as follows.

Let ǫ be a fixed small positive constant and δ0,γ be the constants satisfying

1

δ0
=

2d+ 1

4d− 2
−

2

d
, γ =

d− 1

2d− 1
− ǫ.

Denote ∞− = 1
ǫ and 2+ = 2 + ǫ

Let X(I), X0(I), Y (I), Zw(I) and Zz(I) for I ⊂ R+ respectively be the spaces under the

norms

‖h‖X(I) := ‖h‖L∞
t Ḣsc

x (I×Rd) + ‖h‖L2p
t Ldp

x (I×Rd) + ‖h‖
L

(d+2)p
2

t,x (I×Rd)
+ ‖|∇|sch‖

L
2(d+2)

d
t,x (I×Rd)

,

‖h‖X0(I) := ‖h‖L∞−
t L2+

x (I×Rd) + ‖h‖
L

(d+2)p
2

t L

2d(d+2)p
d(d+2)p−8
x (I×Rd)

+ ‖h‖
L

2(d+2)
d

t,x (I×Rd)
,

‖h‖Y (I) := ‖h‖X(I) + ‖h‖X0(I),

‖h‖Zw(I) := ‖h‖L2p
t Ldp

x (I×Rd) + sup
q∈[2, dp2 −ǫ]

‖h‖L∞
t Lq

x(I×Rd) + ‖h‖
L∞−

t L
dp
2

x (I×Rd)

+ ‖h‖
(L∞

t Hsc
x +L2

tŴ
sc−γ,σ0
x )(I×Rd)

,

‖h‖Zz(I) := ‖h‖
L

2(d+2)
d

t,x (I×Rd)
+ ‖h‖

L
(d+2)p

2
t,x (I×Rd)

+ ‖h‖L2p
t Ldp

x (I×Rd) + sup
q∈[2+ǫ,∞]

‖h‖L∞−
t Lq

x(I×Rd)

+ sup
q∈[ 2d

d−2 ,∞]

‖|∇|sc−γh‖L2
tL

q
x(I×Rd)

7.1 Ḣsc×Ḣsc scattering theory for (1.6) with special radial initial data

In this subsection, we will establish the Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for the solution of

(1.6) with special radial initial data when d = 3, 4, 5.

We need some lemmas to prove Theorem 8.

Denote eit∆f = fL. Let ψ1 = u − w1out,L − z1L and ψ2 = v − w2out,L − z2L. It is easy to

verify that ψ1 and ψ2 satisfy

{
i∂tψ1 +∆ψ1 = λ|u|α|v|β+2u, i∂tψ2 +∆ψ2 = µ|u|α+2|v|βv, x ∈ Rd, t > 0,

ψ1(0, x) = ψ10(x), ψ2(0, x) = ψ20(x), x ∈ Rd.

Duhamel formula implies that

ψ1(t) = eit∆ψ10 − iλ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds, (7.4)

ψ2(t) = eit∆ψ20 − iµ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds. (7.5)

Lemma 7.1. Assume that d = 3, 4, 5, 0 ∈ I, ψ1, ψ2 ∈ X(I) and the assumptions of

Theorem 8 hold. Then

‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds‖X0(I) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds‖X0(I)

. [‖ψ1‖X0(I) + ‖ψ2‖X0(I) + δ0][‖ψ1‖
α+β+2
X(I) + ‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
X(I) + δα+β+2

0 ].
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Proof: Under the assumptions of (1.35) and (1.36), similar to the proofs of Lemma 6.2

and Lemma 6.3 in [4], we can get

‖w1out,L‖Zw(R+) + ‖w2out,L‖Zw(R+) ≤ δ0, ‖z1L‖Zz(R) + ‖z2L‖Zz(R) ≤ δ0.

Especially, for p = α+ β + 2,

‖w1out,L‖L∞−
t L2+

x
+ ‖w1out,L‖L2p

t Ldp
x

+ ‖w2out,L‖L∞−
t L2+

x
+ ‖w2out,L‖L2p

t Ldp
x

≤ δ0, (7.6)

‖z1L‖L∞−
t L2+

x
+ ‖z1L‖L2p

t Ldp
x

+ ‖z2L‖L∞−
t L2+

x
+ ‖z2L‖L2p

t Ldp
x

≤ δ0. (7.7)

Since u = ψ1 + w1out,L + z1L and v = ψ2 + w2out,L + z2L, using (7.6) and (7.7), we have

‖u‖L∞−
t L2+

x
. ‖ψ1‖L∞−

t L2+
x

+ ‖w1out,L‖L∞−
t L2+

x
+ ‖z1L‖L∞−

t L2+
x

. ‖ψ1‖X0(I) + δ0,

‖u‖L2p
t Ldp

x
. ‖ψ1‖L2p

t Ldp
x

+ ‖w1out,L‖L2p
t Ldp

x
+ ‖z1L‖L2p

t Ldp
x

. ‖ψ1‖X(I) + δ0,

and similarly

‖v‖L∞−
t L2+

x
. ‖ψ2‖X0(I) + δ0, ‖v‖L2p

t Ldp
x

. ‖ψ2‖X(I) + δ0.

All the norms above are on (R+ × Rd) and p = α+ β + 2. By Strichartz estimates, we get

‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds‖X0(I) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds‖X0(I)

. ‖(|u|α|v|β+2u)‖
L2−

t L
2d

d+2
+
(I×Rd)

+ ‖(|u|α+2|v|βv)‖
L2−

t L
2d

d+2
+
(I×Rd)

. [‖u‖L∞−
t L2+

x (I×Rd) + ‖v‖L∞−
t L2+

x (I×Rd)][‖u‖
p

L2p
t Ldp

x (I×Rd)
+ ‖v‖p

L2p
t Ldp

x (I×Rd)
]

. [‖ψ1‖X0(I) + ‖ψ2‖X0(I) + δ0][‖ψ1‖
p
X(I) + ‖ψ2‖

p
X(I) + δp0 ].

Lemma 7.1 is proved. �

Now we will estimate the nonlinear terms in X(I).

Lemma 7.2. Assume that d = 3, 4, 5, 0 ∈ I, ψ1, ψ2 ∈ X(I) and the assumptions of

Theorem 8 hold. Then

‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds‖X(I) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds‖X(I)

. ‖ψ1‖
α+β+3
X(I) + ‖ψ2‖

α+β+3
X(I) + δ0‖ψ1‖

α+β+2
X(I) + δ0‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
X(I) + δα+β+3

0 .

Proof: Using (7.1) and Strichartz’s inequality in radial case, we get

‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds‖X(I) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds‖X(I)

. ‖|∇|sc−γ(|u|α|v|β+2u)‖
L2

tL
4d−2
2d+1

−

x (I×Rd)
+ ‖|∇|sc−γ(|u|α+2|v|βv)‖

L2
tL

4d−2
2d+1

−

x (I×Rd)
. (7.8)

Here γ = d−1
2d−1−. Since u = ψ1+w1out,L+z1L, v = ψ2+w2out,L+z2L, w1out,L = wI

1out,L+w
II
1out,L

and w2out,L = wI
2out,L +wII

2out,L, using Lemma 7.1, Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality,
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we obtain

‖|∇|sc−γ(|u|α|v|β+2u)‖
L2

tL
4d−2
2d+1

−
+ ‖|∇|sc−γ(|u|α+2|v|βv)‖

L2
tL

4d−2
2d+1

−

. [‖u‖α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

+ ‖v‖α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

]
{
[‖|∇|sc−γψ1‖L∞

t L
q1
x

+ ‖|∇|sc−γψ2‖L∞
t L

q1
x
]

+ [‖|∇|sc−γwI
1out,L‖L∞

t L
q1
x

+ ‖|∇|sc−γwI
2out,L‖L∞

t L
q1
x
]
}

+ [‖u‖α+β+2

L∞
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

−

x

+ ‖v‖α+β+2

L∞
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

−

x

][‖|∇|scwII
1out,L‖L2

tL
σ0
x

+ ‖|∇|scwII
2out,L‖L2

tL
σ0
x
]

+ [‖u‖α+β+2

L∞−
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

x

+ ‖v‖α+β+2

L∞−
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

x

][‖|∇|sc−γz1,L‖L2+
t L

q2
x

+ ‖|∇|sc−γz2,L‖L2+
t L

q2
x
]

:= (I) + (II) + (III) + (IV ). (7.9)

Here

q1 =
2d2 − 3d+ 2

d(2d+ 1)
+, σ0 =

d(4d− 2)

2d2 − 7d+ 4
+, q2 =

d(4d− 2)

2d2 − 7d+ 4
− .

We will estimate (I), (II), (III) and (IV). By interpolation, using Hölder inequality and

Young’s inequality, we have

(I) . [‖|∇|scψ1‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖|∇|scψ2‖L∞

t L2
x
]

×

2∑

j=1

[‖ψj‖
α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

+ ‖wjout,L‖
α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

+ ‖zjout,L‖
α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

]

. [‖ψ1‖X(I) + ‖ψ2‖X(I)]

×

2∑

j=1

[‖ψj‖
α+β+2
X(I) + ‖wjout,L‖

α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

+ ‖zjout,L‖
α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

]

. [‖ψ1‖X(I) + ‖ψ2‖X(I)][‖ψ1‖
α+β+2
X(I) + ‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
X(I) + δα+β+2

0 ]

. ‖ψ1‖
α+β+3
X(I) + ‖ψ2‖

α+β+3
X(I) + δα+β+3

0 . (7.10)

Similarly,

(II) . [‖|∇|scwI
1out,L‖L∞

t L2
x
+ ‖|∇|scwI

2out,L‖L∞
t L2

x
]

×

2∑

j=1

[‖ψj‖
α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

+ ‖wjout,L‖
α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

+ ‖zjout,L‖
α+β+2

L
2(α+β+2)
t L

d(α+β+2)
x

]

. δ0‖ψ1‖
α+β+2
X(I) + δ0‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
X(I) + δα+β+3

0 . (7.11)

Using Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality,

(III) . [‖|∇|sc−γwII
1out,L‖L2

tL
σ0
x

+ ‖|∇|sc−γwII
2out,L‖L2

tL
σ0
x
]

×
2∑

j=1

[‖ψj‖
α+β+2

L∞
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

−
x

+ ‖wjout,L‖
α+β+2

L∞
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

−
x

+ ‖zjout,L‖
α+β+2

L∞
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

−
x

]

. δ0‖ψ1‖
α+β+2
X(I) + δ0‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
X(I) + δα+β+3

0 . (7.12)

Note that q2 >
2d
d−2 when d ≥ 3. Using Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, by
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interpolation,

(IV ) . [‖|∇|sc−γz1,L‖L2+
t L

q2
x

+ ‖|∇|sc−γz2,L‖L2+
t L

q2
x
]

×

2∑

j=1

[‖ψj‖
α+β+2

L∞−
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

x

+ ‖wjout,L‖
α+β+2

L∞−
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

x

+ ‖zjout,L‖
α+β+2

L∞−
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

x

]

. δ0‖ψ1‖
α+β+2
X(I) + δ0‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
X(I) + δα+β+3

0 . (7.13)

Substituting (7.9)–(7.13) into (7.8), we obtain the conclusion of this lemma. �

Now we give the proof of Theorem 8.

Proof of Theorem 8: By Duhamel formula (7.4) and (7.5), for any I ∈ R+,

‖ψ1‖Y (I) + ‖ψ1‖Y (I)

. ‖eit∆ψ10‖Y (R+) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds‖X0(I) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds‖X(I)

+ ‖eit∆ψ20‖Y (R+) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds‖X0(I) + ‖

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds‖X(I)

. δ0 + ‖ψ1‖
α+β+3
Y (I) + ‖ψ2‖

α+β+3
Y (I) + δ0‖ψ1‖

α+β+2
Y (I) + δ0‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
Y (I) + δα+β+2

0 ‖ψ1‖Y (I)

+ δα+β+2
0 ‖ψ2‖Y (I) + δα+β+3

0 ,

where the implicit constant is independent on I. By the standard continuity argument, we can

deduce that (ψ1, ψ2) is global existence and

‖ψ1‖Y (R+) + ‖ψ2‖Y (R+) . δ0.

Next, we establish the scattering result. Let

ψ10+ = ψ10 − iλ

∫ +∞

0

e−is∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds,

ψ20+ = ψ20 − iµ

∫ +∞

0

e−is∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds.

Then

ψ1 − eit∆ψ10+ = −iλ

∫ +∞

t

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds,

ψ2 − eit∆ψ20+ = −iµ

∫ +∞

t

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds.

Using Strichartz estimates and the discussion above, we have

‖ψ1 − eit∆ψ10+‖Ḣsc
x

+ ‖ψ2 − eit∆ψ20+‖Ḣsc
x

. ‖ψ1‖
α+β+3
Y ([t,+∞)) + ‖ψ2‖

α+β+3
Y ([t,+∞)) + ‖w1out,L‖

α+β+3
Zw([t,+∞)) + ‖w2out,L‖

α+β+3
Zw([t,+∞))

+ ‖z1,L‖
α+β+3
Zz([t,+∞)) + ‖z2,L‖

α+β+3
Zz([t,+∞))

+
{
[‖w1out,L‖Zw([t,+∞)) + ‖w2out,L‖Zw([t,+∞)) + ‖z1,L‖Zz([t,+∞)) + ‖z2,L‖Zz([t,+∞))]

×[‖ψ1‖
α+β+2
Y ([t,+∞)) + ‖ψ2‖

α+β+2
Y ([t,+∞))]

}
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+
{
[‖w1out,L‖Zw([t,+∞)) + ‖w2out,L‖Zw([t,+∞)) + ‖z1,L‖Zz([t,+∞)) + ‖z2,L‖Zz([t,+∞))]

α+β+2

×[‖ψ1‖Y ([t,+∞)) + ‖ψ2‖Y ([t,+∞))]
}

−→ 0 as t→ +∞

because

‖ψ1‖Y (R+) + ‖ψ2‖Y (R+) + ‖w1out,L‖Zw(R+)) + ‖w2out,L‖Zw(R+) + ‖z1,L‖Zz(R+) + ‖z2,L‖Zz(R+)

< +∞.

Consequently,

‖ψ1 − eit∆ψ10+‖Ḣsc
x

+ ‖ψ2 − eit∆ψ20+‖Ḣsc
x

→ 0 as t→ +∞.

Letting

u+ = (P≥1χ≥1w1)out + z1 + ψ10+, v+ = (P≥1χ≥1w2)out + z2 + ψ20+,

we can get

lim
t→+∞

[‖u(t)− eit∆u+‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖v(t)− eit∆v+‖Ḣsc

x (Rd)] = 0.

(1.37) is obtained. Similarly, (1.38) can be obtained. Theorem 8 is proved. �

7.2 Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for (1.6) with initial data has many

bubbles

In this subsection, we will establish Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for the solution of (1.6)

with initial data has many bubbles.

Proof of Theorem 9: Let (w1k,L, w2k,L) = (eit∆w1k, e
it∆w2k) and

w1,L =

+∞∑

k=0

w1k,L, w2,L =

+∞∑

k=0

w2k,L.

By Strichartz estimate, we have for γ ∈ [0, sc),

‖|∇|γw1,L‖Lqγ
t,x(R×Rd) ≤ ǫ

sc−γ
d ‖w1‖Ḣsc

x
≤ ǫ

sc−γ
d

−α0 , (7.14)

‖|∇|γw2,L‖Lqγ
t,x(R×Rd) ≤ ǫ

sc−γ

d ‖w2‖Ḣsc
x

≤ ǫ
sc−γ

d
−α0 . (7.15)

Let ϕ = u− w1,L and ψ = v − w2,L. Then

{
i∂tϕ+∆ϕ = λ|u|α|v|β+2u, i∂tψ +∆ψ = µ|u|α+2|v|βv, x ∈ Rd, t > 0,

ϕ(0, x) = ϕ0, ψ(0, x) = ψ0, x ∈ Rd.
(7.16)

We introduce the working space and let X(I) for I ⊂ R be the space with the following norm

‖(ϕ, ψ)‖X(I) := ǫ−
sc
2d sup

γ∈[0,sc−γ0]

‖|∇|γϕ‖Lqγ
t,x

+ ‖|∇|scϕ‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖|∇|scϕ‖

L
2(d+2)

d
t,x

+ ǫ−
sc
2d sup

γ∈[0,sc−γ0]

‖|∇|γψ‖Lqγ
t,x

+ ‖|∇|scψ‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖|∇|scψ‖

L
2(d+2)

d
t,x

,

all norms above are on I × Rd. Here γ0 is a parameter to be determined later while

qγ =
2(d+ 2)

d− 2(sc − γ)
.
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Duhamel formulae imply that

ϕ(t) = eit∆ϕ0 − iλ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds, (7.17)

ψ(t) = eit∆ψ0 − iµ

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds. (7.18)

Using Strichartz estimates, from (7.17) and (7.18), we get

‖|∇|γϕ‖Lqγ
t,x(I×Rd) + ‖|∇|γψ‖Lqγ

t,x(I×Rd)

. ‖ϕ0‖Ḣsc (Rd) + ‖ψ0‖Ḣsc (Rd) + ‖|∇|γ(|u|α|v|β+2u)‖
L

q′1
t L

q′γ
x (I×Rd)

+ ‖|∇|γ(|u|α+2|v|βv)‖
L

q′1
t L

q′γ
x (I×Rd)

(7.19)

for any I ⊂ R and γ ∈ [0, sc − γ0], where q
′
1 satisfies

1

q′1
=
d+ 4− 2(d+ 1)(sc − γ)

2(d+ 2)
.

Letting

q2 =
(d+ 2)(α+ β + 2)

2− d(sc − γ)
, r2 =

(d+ 2)(α+ β + 2)

2[1 + (sc − γ)]
,

then

1

q′γ
=

1

qγ
+
α+ β + 2

r2
. (7.20)

Using Hölder’s ineuqlity, the fractional Leibniz rules and Young’s inequality, we get

‖|∇|γ(|u|α|v|β+2u)‖
L

q′
1

t L
q′γ
x (I×Rd)

≤





∫

I

[(∫

Rd

||∇|γ(|u|αu)|p1dx

) 1
p1
(∫

Rd

||v|β+2)|p2dx

) 1
p2

]q′1
dt





1
q′
1

+





∫

I

[(∫

Rd

||u|αu|p3dx

) 1
p3
(∫

Rd

||∇|γ(|v|β+2)|p4dx

) 1
p4

]q′1
dt





1
q′
1

≤





∫

I

[(∫

Rd

||∇|γu|qγdx

) 1
qγ
(∫

Rd

|u|r2dx

) 1
p6
(∫

Rd

||v|β+2)|p2dx

) 1
p2

]q′1
dt





1
q′
1

+





∫

I

[(∫

Rd

||u|αu|p3dx

) 1
p3
(∫

Rd

||∇|γv|qγdx

) 1
qγ
(∫

Rd

|v|r2dx

) 1
p7

]q′1
dt





1
q′1

. [‖|∇|γu‖Lqγ
t,x(I×Rd) + ‖|∇|γv‖Lqγ

t,x(I×Rd)][‖u‖
α+β+2

L
q2
t L

r2
x (I×Rd)

+ ‖v‖α+β+2

L
q2
t L

r2
x (I×Rd)

]. (7.21)

Here

1

q′γ
=

1

p1
+

1

p2
,

1

p1
=

1

qγ
+

1

p6
,

1

p2
=
β + 2

r2
,

1

p6
=
α

r2
,

1

q′γ
=

1

p3
+

1

p4
,

1

p3
=
α+ 1

r2
,

1

p4
=

1

qγ
+

1

p7
,

1

p7
=
β + 1

r2
,
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and recalling (7.20), if sc − γ is small enough, the pj > 1, j = 1, 2, ..., 7.

Similarly,

‖|∇|γ(|u|α+2|v|βv)‖
L

q′1
t L

q′γ
x (I×Rd)

. [‖|∇|γu‖Lqγ
t,x(I×Rd) + ‖|∇|γv‖Lqγ

t,x(I×Rd)][‖u‖
α+β+2

L
q2
t L

r2
x (I×Rd)

+ ‖v‖α+β+2

L
q2
t L

r2
x (I×Rd)

], (7.22)

Choosing γ0 ∈ [0, sc) such that sc − γ < sc − γ0 and θ = d(d+2)(sc−γ)
2 < 1, by interpolation

and Sobolev embedding, we can get

‖u‖Lq2
t L

r2
x (I×Rd) . ‖u‖θ

L∞
t L

d(α+β+2)
2

x (I×Rd)

‖u‖1−θ

L
(d+2)(α+β+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

. ‖u‖θ
L∞

t Ḣsc
x (I×Rd)

‖u‖1−θ

L
(d+2)(α+β+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

, (7.23)

‖v‖Lq2
t L

r2
x (I×Rd) . ‖v‖θ

L∞
t Ḣsc

x (I×Rd)
‖v‖1−θ

L
(d+2)(α+β+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

. (7.24)

Under assumption (C9), using (7.14) and (7.15), we have

‖u‖L∞
t Ḣsc

x (I×Rd) . ‖w1,L‖L∞
t Ḣsc

x (I×Rd) + ‖ϕ‖L∞
t Ḣsc

x (I×Rd) . ǫ−α0 + ‖ϕ‖X(I), (7.25)

‖u‖
L

(d+2)(α+β+2)
2

t,x (I×Rd)
. ‖w1,L‖

L
(d+2)(α+β+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

+ ‖ϕ‖
L

(d+2)(α+β+2)
2

t,x (I×Rd)

. ǫ
sc
d
−α0 + ǫ

sc
d ‖ϕ‖X(I), (7.26)

‖v‖L∞
t Ḣsc

x (I×Rd) . ǫ−α0 + ‖ψ‖X(I), (7.27)

‖v‖
L

(d+2)(α+β+2)
2

t,x (I×Rd)
. ǫ

sc
d
−α0 + ǫ

sc
d ‖ψ‖X(I). (7.28)

Putting (7.21)–(7.28) together, denoting ǫ = (sc − γ), we obtain

‖|∇|γ(|u|α|v|β+2u)‖
L

q′
1

t L
q′γ
x (I×Rd)

+ ‖|∇|γ(|u|α+2|v|βv)‖
L

q′
1

t L
q′γ
x (I×Rd)

. ǫ
sc
2d [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)]×

(
ǫ

sc
d
(1−θ)−α0 + ǫ−α0θ+

sc
2d (1−θ)[‖ϕ‖1−θ

X(I) + ‖ψ‖1−θ
X(I)]

+ǫ(
sc
d
−α0)(1−θ)[‖ϕ‖θX(I) + ‖ψ‖θX(I)] + ǫ

sc
2d (1−θ)[‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)]

)α+β+2

. (7.29)

By Duhamel formulae (7.17), (7.18) and (7.29), using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain

ǫ−
sc
2d [‖|∇|γϕ‖Lqγ

t,x(I×Rd) + ‖|∇|γψ‖Lqγ
t,x(I×Rd)]

. ǫ1−
sc
2d + [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)]×

(
ǫ

sc
d
(1−θ)−α0 + ǫ−α0θ+

sc
2d (1−θ)[‖ϕ‖1−θ

X(I) + ‖ψ‖1−θ
X(I)]

+ǫ(
sc
d
−α0)(1−θ)[‖ϕ‖θX(I) + ‖ψ‖θX(I)] + ǫ

sc
2d (1−θ)[‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)]

)α+β+2

. ǫ1−
sc
2d + ǫ

(α+β+2)sc
4d [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)] + [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)]

α+β+3 (7.30)

if we choose α0 and sc − γ0 sufficiently small.

Meanwhile, we have

‖|∇|scϕ‖L∞
t L2

x(I×Rd) + ‖ϕ‖
L

(d+2)(α+β+2)
2

t,x (I×Rd)
+ ‖|∇|scψ‖L∞

t L2
x(I×Rd) + ‖ψ‖

L
(d+2)(α+β+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

. ‖ϕ0‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖ψ0‖Ḣsc

x (Rd) + ‖|∇|sc(|u|α|v|β+2u)‖
L

2d+4
d+4

t,x (I×Rd)
+ ‖|∇|sc(|u|α+2|v|βv)‖

L
2d+4
d+4

t,x (I×Rd)
.
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Recalling (7.14) and (7.15), we get

‖|∇|scu‖
L

2d+4
d

t,x (I×Rd)
. ‖|∇|scw1,L‖

L
2d+4

d
t,x (I×Rd)

+ ‖|∇|scϕ‖
L

2d+4
d

t,x (I×Rd)
. ǫ−α0 + ‖ϕ‖X(I),

‖|∇|scv‖
L

2d+4
d

t,x (I×Rd)
. ǫ−α0 + ‖ψ‖X(I),

‖u‖
L

(d+2)(α+β+2)
2

t,x (I×Rd)
+ ‖v‖

L
(d+2)(α+β+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

. ǫ
sc
d
−α0 + ǫ

sc
2d [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)].

Similar to (7.30), we can obtain

‖|∇|scϕ‖L∞
t L2

x(I×Rd) + ‖ϕ‖
L

(d+2)(α+β+2)
2

t,x (I×Rd)
+ ‖|∇|scψ‖L∞

t L2
x(I×Rd) + ‖ψ‖

L
(d+2)(α+β+2)

2
t,x (I×Rd)

. ǫ+ ǫ
(α+β+2)sc

4d + ǫ
(α+β+2)sc

4d [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)] + [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)]
α+β+3. (7.31)

By (7.30) and (7.31), choosing sc − γ small enough, we have for some α0 > 0,

[‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)] . ǫα0 + [‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)]
α+β+3.

By the standard bootstrap argument, we can get

[‖ϕ‖X(I) + ‖ψ‖X(I)] . ǫα0

uniformly in interval I ⊂ R, which implies the global existence of the solution to (1.6).

Letting

ϕ0+ = ϕ0 − iλ

∫ +∞

0

e−is∆(|u|α|v|β+2u)(s)ds,

ψ0+ = ψ0 − iµ

∫ +∞

0

e−is∆(|u|α+2|v|βv)(s)ds.

and

u+ = w1 + ϕ0+, v+ = w2 + ψ0+,

then using Strichartz estimate, we can get

lim
t→+∞

[‖u(t)− eit∆u+‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖v(t)− eit∆v+‖Ḣsc

x (Rd)] = 0

Similarly, we can prove that

lim
t→−∞

[‖u(t)− eit∆u−‖Ḣsc
x (Rd) + ‖v(t)− eit∆v−‖Ḣsc

x (Rd)] = 0.

Theorem 9 is proved. �

8 Some results on (1.6) with focusing nonlinearities

In this short section, we give some results on (1.6) with focusing nonlinearities and some

discussions.

A. Some results on (1.6) with focusing nonlinearities

If (u, v) is the H1 ×H1-solution of (1.6) when d = 3 with λ < 0, µ < 0, α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0 and

α+ β ≤ 2, then we can define

Ẽw(u, v) :=

∫

R3

[
α+ 2

2|λ|
|∇u|2 +

β + 2

2|µ|
|∇v|2 − |u|α+2|v|β+2]dx (8.1)
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and get Ẽw(u, v) = Ẽw(u0, v0). Using the convexity method in the famous paper [37], we can

prove that the solution (u, v) will blow up in finite time if Ẽw(u0, v0) ≤ 0 and ℑ
∫
R3 [c1ū0x ·

∇u0 + c2v̄0x · ∇v0]dx < 0. In fact, denoting (c1, c2) = (α+2
2|λ| ,

β+2
2|µ| )

V (t) =

∫

R3

|x|2[c1|u(t, x)|
2 + c2|v(t, x)|

2]dx (8.2)

as a function of t > 0, we have

V ′(t) = 4ℑ

∫

R3

[c1ūx · ∇u+ c2v̄x · ∇v]dx, (8.3)

V ′′(t) = −2[3(α+ β) + 2]

∫

R3

|u|α+2|v|β+2dx+ 8Ẽw(u0, v0). (8.4)

Now following the standard discussions similar to those in the famous paper [37], it is easy to

prove that there exists Tmax > 0 such that

lim
t→Tmax

∫

R3

(c1|∇u|
2 + c2|∇v|

2)dx = +∞. (8.5)

Similarly, if (u, v) is the H1 × H1-solution of (1.6) when d = 4 with λ < 0, µ < 0,

and (α, β) = (0, 0), then the solution (u, v) will blow up in finite time if Ẽw(u0, v0) ≤ 0 and

ℑ
∫
R4 [c1ū0x · ∇u0 + c2v̄0x · ∇v0]dx < 0.

However, if λ < 0, µ < 0, α + β > 2 when d = 3 and α + β > 0 when d ≥ 4, there are

more complicate phenomena on (1.6). Similar to the discussions in Section 7, we can establish

Ḣsc × Ḣsc scattering theory for the global solutions of (1.6) under certain assumptions. On

the other hand, there exists the solution of (1.6) which is endowed with some type of norm and

will blow up in finite time. We would like to discuss it in the next paper.

B. The generalization of the definition of weighted gradient system of Schrödinger

equations

The definition of weighted(or essential) gradient system of Schrödinger equations can be

generalized to the following case

iujt +∆uj = fj(|u1|
2, ..., |uj |

2, ..., |un|
2)uj , j = 1, 2, ...,m. (8.6)

(8.6) is called as a weighted gradient(or essential gradient) system of Schrödinger equations if

there exist aj ∈ R and real value function G(w1, ..., wj , ..., wm) such that

∂G

∂wj
= ajfj(w1, ..., wj , ..., wm), wj ≥ 0, j = 1, 2, ...,m.

(a1, a2, ..., am) is also called as the weighted coefficient pair. Especially, if (a1, a2, ..., am) =

(1, 1, ..., 1), then the system is a gradient one.
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