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LONG TIME DYNAMICS OF NON-RADIAL SOLUTIONS TO INHOMOGENEOUS
NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

VAN DUONG DINH AND SAHBI KERAANI

ABSTRACT. We study long time dynamics of non-radial solutions to the focusing inhomogeneous nonlin-
ear Schrodinger equation. By using the concentration/compactness and rigidity method, we establish a
scattering criterion for non-radial solutions to the equation. We also prove a non-radial blow-up criterion
for the equation whose proof makes use of localized virial estimates. As a byproduct of these criteria, we
study long time dynamics of non-radial solutions to the equation with data lying below, at, and above
the ground state threshold. In addition, we provide a new argument showing the existence of finite time
blow-up solution to the equation with cylindrically symmetric data. The ideas developed in this paper
are robust and can be applicable to other types of nonlinear Schrédinger equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

The nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) is one of the most important equations in nonlinear optics.
It models the propagation of intense laser beams in a homogeneous bulk medium with a Kerr nonlinearity.
It is well-known that NLS governed the beam propagation cannot support stable high-power propagation
in a homogeneous bulk media. At the end of the last century, it was suggested that stable high-power
propagation can be achieved in plasma by sending a preliminary laser beam that creates a channel with
a reduced electron density, and thus reduces the nonlinear inside the channel (see e.g., [33,37]). Under
these conditions, the beam propagation can be modeled by the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger
equation of the form

10w+ Au + K(z)|u|®u =0, (t,z) € R xRY, (1.1)

where u is the electric field in laser and optics, @ > 0 is the power of nonlinear interaction, and the
potential K (x) is proportional to the electron density. By means of variational approximation and direct
simulations, Towers and Malomed [49] observed that for a certain type of nonlinear medium, (1.1) gives
rise to completely stable beams.

The equation (1.1) has been attracted a lot of interest from the mathematical community. When the
potential K (x) is constant, (1.1) is the usual nonlinear Schrédinger equation which has been studied
extensively in the past decades (see e.g., the monographs [7,45,47]).

In the case of non-constant bounded potential K (), Merle [40] proved the existence and nonexistence
of minimal blow-up solutions to (1.1) with « = % and K; < K(z) < K3, where K7 and K3 are positive
constants. Based on the work of Merle, Raphaél and Szeftel [43] established sufficient conditions for the
existence, uniqueness, and charaterization of minimial blow-up solutions to the equation. Fibich and
Wang [24], and Liu and Wang [38] investigated the stability and instability of solitary waves for (1.1)
with o > & and K (z) = K(ez), where € > 0 is a small parameter and K € C*(R™) N L>(R").

When the potential K (z) is unbounded, the problem becomes more subtle. The case K () = |z|*,b > 0
was studied in several works, for instance, Chen and Guo [9], and Chen [8] established sharp criteria for
the global existence and blow-up, and Zhu [52] studied the existence and dynamical properties of blow-up
solutions. When K (x) behaves like ||~ with b > 0, De Bouard and Fukuizumi [3] studied the stability of

standing waves for (1.1) with a < 2522, Fukuizumi and Ohta [26] established the instability of standing

N
waves for (1.1) with a > 2=22 (see also [28,34] and references therein for other studies related to standing
waves for this type of equation).

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for a class of focusing inhomogeneous nonlinear

Schrodinger equations (INLS)

{ 0+ Au = —|z|7bu, (t,7) € R x RY,

1.2
u|t:0 = UoGHl, ( )
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whereu:RxRN%(C,uO:RN—HC,NZ1,0<b<min{2,N},and%<a<a(N)with

4-2b -
) = it N>3,
a(N) = { 0o if N=1,2. (1.3)
This equation plays an important role as a limiting equation in the analysis of (1.1) with K (z) ~ |z|~®
as |z| — oo (see e.g., [28,29]).

The local well-posedness for (1.2) was studied by Geneoud and Stuart [28, Appendix]. More precisely,
they proved that (1.2) is locally well-posed in H! for N > 1,0 < b < min{2, N}, and 0 < a < a(N).
The proof of this result is based on the energy method developed by Cazenave [7], which does not use
Strichartz estimates. See also [13,32] for other proofs based on Strichartz estimates and the contraction
mapping argument. Note that the local well-posedness in [13,32] is more restrictive than the one in
[28]. However, it provides more information on the local solutions, for instance, local solutions belong
to LL (=T, T*), WL (RY)) for any Schrédinger admissible pair (g,7) (see Section 2 for the definition
of L? admissibility), where (=T}, T*) is the maximal time interval of existence. Note that the latter
property plays an important role in the scattering theory.

It is well-known that solutions to (1.2) satisfy the conservation laws of mass and energy

M(u(t)) = |lu()]Z2: = M(uo), (Mass)
1 1 _ o
E(u(t)) = S [Vu)|[l: — —— [ |2["|u(t,2)|*"?dz = E(uo). (Energy)
2 a+2
The equation (1.2) also has the following scaling invariance
ur(t,z) == Ns u(\2,\z), A > 0. (1.4)
A direct calculation gives
2-b_ N
[ux(O)]l - = A7~ 2 [|uoll 7+

which shows that (1.4) leaves the H7-norm of initial data invariant, where

N _2-h (1.5)
e = 2 a ’
4—2b

The condition 5 < a < (V) is equivalent to 0 < 7. < 1 which corresponds to the mass-supercritical
and energy-subcritical range (intercritical range, for short). For later uses, it is convenient to introduce
the following exponent

1- 4—-2b— (N -2)
S WV = 2)er (1.6)

Ye Na—-4+42b

The main purpose of the present paper is to study long time dynamics (global existence, energy
scattering, and finite time blow-up) of non-radial solutions to (1.2). Before stating our contributions, let
us recall known results related to dynamics of (1.2) in the intercritical range.

In [20], Farah showed the global existence for (1.2) with N > 1 and 0 < b < min{2, N} by assuming
Ug € H! and

O¢:

E(uo)[M (uo)]” < E(Q)[M(Q))7, (1.7)
Vol L2 {uol| 75 < IVQI[ L2 QNIZ5,

where @ is the unique postive radial solution to the elliptic equation

~AQ+Q -~ [=[7"IQI"Q =0. (1.9)
He also proved the finite time blow-up for (1.2) with ug € ¥ := H! N L?(|z|?dz) satisfying (1.7) and
Vol 2lluollZs > [IVQ 2| QI Z5- (1.10)

The latter result was extended to radial data by the first author in [11]. Note that the uniqueness of
positive radial solution to (1.9) was established by Yanagida [51] for N > 3, Genoud [29] for N = 2, and
Toland [48] for N = 1.

The energy scattering (or asymptotic behavior) for (1.2) was first established by Farah and Guzmén
[21] with 0 < b < %, a = 2, N = 3, and radial data. The proof of this result is based on the concentra-
tion/compactness and rigidity argument introduced by Kenig and Merle [36]. This scattering result was
later extended to dimensions N > 2 in [22] by using the same concentration/compactness and rigidity
method.

Later, Campos [4] made use of a new idea of Dodson and Murphy [16] to give an alternative simple
proof for the radial scattering results of Farah and Guzman. He also extends the validity of b in dimensions
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N > 3. Note that the idea of Dodson and Murphy is a combination of a scattering criterion of Tao [46],
localized virial estimates, and radial Sobolev embedding.

Afterwards, Xu and Zhao [50], and the first author [14] have simultaneously showed the energy scat-
tering for (1.2) with 0 < b < 1, N = 2, and radial data. The proof relies on a new approach of Arora,
Dodson, and Murhpy [1], which is a refined version of the one in [16].

In [5], Campos and Cardoso studied long time dynamics such as global existence, energy scattering,
and finite time blow-up of H!-solutions to (1.2) with data in ¥ lying above the ground state threshold.

Recently, Miao, Murphy, and Zheng [41] showed a new nonlinear profile for non-radial solutions related
to (1.2). In particular, they constructed nonlinear profiles with data living far away from the origin. This
allows them to show the energy scattering of non-radial solution to (1.2) with 0 < b < %, a = 2, and
N = 3. This result was extended to any dimensions N > 2 and 0 < b < min {2, %} by Cardoso, Farah,
Guzmén, and Murphy [6].

We also mention the works [12,14] for the energy scattering for the defocusing problem INLS and [10]
for the energy scattering for the focusing energy-critical INLS.

Motivated by the aforementioned works, we study the global existence, energy scattering, and finite
time blow-up of non-radial solutions to (1.2). To this end, let us start with the following scattering
criterion for (1.2).

Theorem 1.1 (Scattering criterion). Let N > 1, 0 < b < min{2, N}, and 352 < a < a(N). Let u be a
solution to (1.2) defined on the mazimal forward time interval of existence [0,T*). Assume that

o P@)M @) < PQIM@)™ (L11)

where
P(f) == / PRI (1.12)

Then T™* = co. Moreover, if we assume in addition that N > 2 and 0 < b < min {2, %}, then the solution
scatters in H' forward in time, i.e., there exists uy € H' such that

lim [u(t) — e uy||m = 0. (1.13)
t—o0
A similar statement holds for negative times.

We note that a scattering condition similar to (1.11) was first introduced by Duyckaerts and Roudenko
in [19, Theorem 3.7], where it was used to show the scattering beyond the ground state threshold for the
focusing Schrodinger equation. The condition (1.11) was inspired by a recent work of Gao and Wang [27]
(see also [15]).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on the concentration/compactness and rigidity method. The main
difficulty comes from the fact that the potential energy P(u(t)) is not conserved along the time evolution
of (1.2). To overcome the difficulty, we establish a Pythagorean expansion along bounded nonlinear flows.
Since we are interested in non-radial solutions, we need to construct nonlinear profiles associated with
the linear ones living far away from the origin. The latter was recently showed by Miao, Murphy, and
Zheng [41] in three dimensions (see also [6] for dimensions N > 2). This type of nonlinear profiles is
constructed by observing that in the regime |z| — oo, the nonlinearity becomes weak, and solutions to
(1.2) can be approximated by solutions to the underlying linear Schrédinger equation. Thanks to an
improved nonlinear estimate (see Lemma 2.2), we give a refined result with a simple proof of these results
(see Lemma 2.7). For more details, we refer to Section 2.

Our next result is the following blow-up criterion for (1.2).

Theorem 1.2 (Blow-up criterion). Let N > 1, 0 < b < min{2, N}, and 3522 < o < a(N). Let u be a
solution to (1.2) defined on the mazimal forward time interval of existence [0,T*). Assume that

sup G(u(t)) <-4 (1.14)
te[0,T*)
for some § > 0, where
N 2b
GU) = 1913 ~ o3y PO (1.15)

Then either T* < 0o, or T* = oo and there exists a time sequence t, — 0o such that |Vu(ty)|| L2 — oo
as n — 0o. Moreover, if we assume in addition that u has finite variance, i.e., |z|u(t) € L*(|x|*dx) for
all t € [0, T*), then T* < co. A similar statement holds for negative times.
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The proof of this blow-up result is based on a contradiction argument using localized virial estimates for
general (non-radial and infinite variance) solutions to (1.2) (see Lemma 3.2). We also take the advantage
of the decay of the nonlinear term outside a large ball. It is conjectured that if a general (not finite
variance or radially symmetric) solution to (1.2) satisfy (1.14), then it blows up in finite time. However,
there is no affirmative answer for this conjecture up to date even for the classical nonlinear Schrédinger
equation.

A first application of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is the following long time dynamics below the ground state
threshold.

Theorem 1.3 (Dynamics below the ground state threshold). Let N > 1, 0 < b < min{2, N}, and
22b < o < a(N). Let ug € H' satisfy (1.7).
(1) If ug satisfies (1.8), then the corresponding solution to (1.2) satisfies

sup  P(u(t))[M (u(t))]” < P(Q)[M(Q)]7. (1.16)

te(—T.,T*)
In particular, the solution exists globally in time. Moreover, if we assume in addition that N > 2 and
0 < b < min {2, %}, then the corresponding solution scatters in H' in both directions.
(2) If ug satisfies (1.10), then the corresponding solution to (1.2) satisfies
sup  G(u(t)) <=4 (1.17)
te(—Tw,T*)

for some § > 0. In particular, the solution either blows up in finite time, or there exists a time sequence

(tn)n>1 satisfying |tn| — oo such that ||Vu(t,)||L2 — o0 as n — co. Moreover, if we assume in addition
that

e wug has finite variance,
e or N > 2, a<4, and ug is radially symmetric,
e or N >3, a<2, and ug € Xy, where

YN = {fGH1 s fly,zn) = f(yl, zn), foGLQ} (1.18)
with * = (y,xn), y = (v1, -+ ,an—1) ERN and 2y € R,

then the corresponding solution blows up in finite time, i.e., T, T* < co.

For the scattering part, Theorem 1.3 provides an alternative proof of a recent result of Cardoso, Farah,
Guzmdn, and Murphy [6]. For the blow-up part, Theorem 1.3 extends earlier results of [20] (for finite
variance data) and the first author [11] (for radial data) to the case of cylindrically symmetric data. Note
that the first work addressed the finite time blow-up for NLS with cylindrically symmetric data is due to
Martel [39], where the blow-up was shown for data with negative energy. Recently, Bellazzini and Forcella
[2] extended Martel’s result to the case of focusing cubic NLS for data with non-negative energy data
lying below the ground state threshold. Our result not only extends the ones of [2,39] to the focusing
inhomogeneous NLS but also provides an alternative simple proof for these results. In particular, our
choice of cutoff function is simpler than that in [2,39]. Our argument is robust and can be applied to show
the existence of finite time blow-up solutions with cylindrically symmetric data for other Schrodinger-type
equations.

Another application of Thereorems (1.1) and (1.2) is the following long time dyanmics at the ground
state threshold.

Theorem 1.4 (Dynamics at the ground state). Let N > 1, 0 <b < min{2,N}, and 3522 < a < a(N).
Let ug € H! be such that

E(uo)[M (u0)]™ = E(Q)[M(Q)]. (1.19)
(1) If
[Vuoll 2 lluoll7e < [IVQI 2 1QI7%, (1.20)
then the corresponding solution to (1.2) exists globally in time. Moreover, the solution either satisfies
sup P(u(t)[M (u(t)]™ < P(Q)[M(Q)]” (1.21)

or there exists a time sequence (tp)n>1 satisfying |tn| — 0o such that
u(ty) = €°Q  strongly in H* (1.22)

for some § € R asn — oco. In particular, if we we assume in addition that N > 2 and 0 < b < min {2, %},

then the solution either scatters in H' forward in time, or there exist a time sequence t, — oo and a
sequence (Tn)n>1 C RY such that (1.22) holds.
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(2) If

IVuollz2luollZe = IVQI L2 QNI T, (1.23)
then u(t,z) = e Q(x) for some 6 € R.
(3) If

Vaoll2[luollzz > IVl [|QIIZ, (1.24)

then the corresponding solution to (1.2)

i. either blows up forward in time, i.e., T* < 00,
ii. or there exists a time sequence t, — 0o such that [|[Vu(t,)|| 2 — oo as n — oo,
iii. or there exists a time sequence t, — 0o such that (1.22) holds.

Moreover, if we assume in addition that

e wug has finite variance,
e or N > 2, a<4, and ug is radially symmetric,
e or N >3, a<2, and ug € Xy,

then the possibility in Item . can be excluded.

To our knowledge, Theorem 1.4 is the first result addressing long time dynamics of solutions to (1.2)
with data lying at the ground state threshold. For the classical NLS, dynamics at the ground state
threshold was first studied by Duyckaerts and Roudenko [18] for the 3D focusing cubic NLS. The proof in
[18] relies on delicate spectral estimates which make it difficult to extend to higher dimensions. Recently,
the first author in [15] gave a simple approach to study the dynamics at the threshold for the focusing
NLS in any dimensions. Our result is an extension of the one in [15] to the focusing inhomogeneous NLS.
The proof of Theorem 1.4 relies on the scattering and blow-up criteria given in Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and the
compactness property of optimizing sequence for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.3) (see Lemma
4.2). We refer the reader to Section 4 for more details.

Finally, we study long time dynamics above the ground state threshold. Before stating our result, we
introduce the virial quantity

t) = / |z|?u(t, z)|*dw. (1.25)
If V(0) < oo, then V() < oo for all ¢ in the existence time. Moreover, the following identities hold

V'(t) = 4Im/ﬂ(t, x)z - Vu(t, z)dx,

(1.26)
4(]\;oz++22b) Plu(t)).

Theorem 1.5 (Dynamics above the ground state). Let N > 1, 0 < b < min{2,N}, and 52 < o <
a(N). Let ug € X satisfy

V() = 8 Vu(t)|Z: —

E(ug)[M (u0)]”® > E(Q)[M(Q)]°, (1.27)
E(UO M UO /(0))2
EQ)I(Q)) ( 32E (u0) V(0 )) =t (1.28)
(1) If
P(ug)[M(uo)]”e < P(Q)[M(Q)], (1.29)
V'(0) >0, (1.30)

then the corresponding solution to (1.2) satisfies (1.11). In particular, if N > 2 and 0 < b < min {2, %},
then the solution exists globally in time and scatters in H' in the sense of (1.13).

(2) If
P(uo)[M (uo)]”e > P(Q)[M(Q)], (1.31)
V'(0) <0, (1.32)
then the corresponding solution to (1.2) blows up forward in time, i.e., T* < 0.
For the scattering part, Theorem 1.5 improves a recent result of Campos and Cardoso [5] at two points:
(1) removing the radial assumption and (2) extending the validity of b. For the blow-up part, we extend

the one in [5] to any dimensions N > 1. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is based on virial identities and a
continuity argument in the same spirit of Duyckaerts and Roudenko [19].
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We finish the introduction by outlining the structure of the paper. In Section 2, we give the proof
of the scattering criterion given in Theorem 1.1. In Section 3, we prove the blow-up criterion given in
Theorem 1.2. Finally, we study long time dynamics of H!-solutions lying below, at, and above the ground
state threshold in Section 4.

2. SCATTERING CRITERION

2.1. Local theory. In this subsection, we recall the well-posedness theory for (1.2) due to [21,22,32].

To this end, we introduce some notations. Let v > 0. A pair (g, r) is called H7-admissible if
2 N N
=== -y
q T 2

and

2N 2N :
N_2,y<7’<m if NZ-?),

%<T<oo if N=2, (2.1)
2 : —
m<7"<00 if N=1.

The set of all H7-admissible pairs is denoted by A.,. Similarly, a pair (g, r) is called H~7-admissible if

2 N N
-+ ===+
q T 2
and r satisfies (2.1). The set of all H~7-admissible pairs is denoted by A_.. Note that we do not consider

2N

the pair (oo, m) as a H7-admissible pair. The reason for doing so will be clear in Subsection 2.3.

When v = 0, we denote L? instead of HO. In this case, the L2-admissible pair is also called Schrodinger
admissible.
Let I C R be an interval and v > 0. We define the Strichartz norm

||U|| 2 = sup ||U||[q I.L7)-
S(I,H") (a,1)EA, $(I,L%)
For a set A CcR , We denote
HUH 2 = sup ||U||[q I,L7(A))-
S(I,H7(A)) (¢.r)EA, {(I,L3(A))

When I = R, we omit the dependence on R and simply denote [[u|g -y and [[ul| gz~ (4))- Similarly, we
define

Wllscr oy = Sy Wl oy
and for A C RV,
lullgr(r - (ay) = (q,riféffu el 1,y

As before, when I = R, we simply use ||ull gz~ and [Jullg/(7— (a))-
We have the following Strichartz estimates (see e.g., [7,25,35]).

Proposition 2.1 (Strichartz estimates [7,25,35]). Lety > 0 and I C R be an interval. Then there exists
a constant C > 0 independent of I such that

||€imf”s(1,f{w) <Clfllgn

2N .
Moreover, the above estimates still hold with L (I, Ly ~*")-norm in place of S(I, H")-norm.

and

¢
/ A E(s)ds

0

= CHF“S’(I,H*’Y)'
S(I,H")

We also need the following nonlinear estimates due to [4, Lemma 2.5] and [6, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.2 (Nonlinear estimates [4,6]). Let N >2, 0 <b<min{2, 5}, and 352 < o < a(N). Then
there exists 6 € (0, «) sufficiently small so that

—b 0 —0
™ lul*ollg - ey S lellzge mallullg ey 10l s(ie)
- 0 —0
21~ ful*vllsrz2y S Ml L my lullg e 10l c22),

— 0 —0
19l ey < Nl ey Nl [Vl sz
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Note that if b =0, we can take 8 = 0 in the above estimates.

Proof. The first two estimates were proved in [4, Lemma 2.5] (for N > 3) and [6, Lemma 2.1] (for N > 2).
An estimate similar to the last one was proved in [4, Lemma 2.5] for N > 3. However, the proof in [4] used

the dual pair of the end-point (2, 13—]7\72) which, however, is excluded in our definition of L?-admissible
pair (see (2.1)). Thus we need a different argument. Let # > 0 be a small parameter to be chosen later.

We denote

.4 ) ON
T yye "TNy2-0
_ da(a+1—10) _ 2No(a+1—-196)
“TI % (N_2atba’ "TINT2-2)a—0d-2bta)
_ doa(a+1-10) _ Na
1= a(Na—2+2b) —0(Na—4+2b—a) M Y b Nab
Here (¢, ") is the dual pair of (ﬁ, NE—]2V+9) € Ay. We can readily check that (g,7) € Ap and (@,7) € A,
provided that 6 > 0 is taken sufficiently small. Moreover, as 4_T2b <a< %’ we have 2 < my < %
for § > 0 sufficiently small.
We observe that
V(|27 lu|u) = |27V (Ju|*u) — b%lzlfb (I~ ul*u) (2.2)

and
2=y cay < Ml =Mz cay Il
where A stands for either B = B(0,1) or B¢ = RN\ B(0,1). To ensure ||z]|°(| = (4) < 00, we take

1 b
— = — =+
T1 N ’

where the plus sign is for A = B and the minus one is for A = B¢. It follows that
1 1 1 N+2-20-0_,
—=——=—————F0/".
T9 o 2N
As % < w <lfor N>2and0<bd< %, we choose 6 > 0 sufficiently small so that 1 < ro < N
which allows us to use the Hardy’s inequality (see e.g., [42])

T2

Nzl ™ Fllrze < 7= 1V £l

— 7Ty

Applying the above inequality to f = |u|*u and using (2.2), we see that
IV (2~ lul*w)ll S IV (] *u)ll 72

By Holder’s inequality and the fact that

we have
- 0 -9
IV (2]~ lul*u)ll o S Nl 50 1Vl 7
& Ly :

By Holder’s inequality in time with

1 a—0 1
_/ = — + >
q a q
we get
- 0 -6
IV (el = lul*w)ll o, < el e s Nl e Vel g

-6
S HUH%?H;|‘u|‘z§Lz||quL?L§’

where the last inequality follows from the Sobolev embedding as 2 < my < % The proof is complete.
O

Using Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we have the following result.

Proposition 2.3 (Local theory [21,22,32]). Let N >2, 0 <b<min{2, ¥}, and 52 < a < a(N).
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(1) (Local well-posedness) Let ug € H'. Then there exist T, T* € (0,00], and a unique local solution to
(1.2) satisfying

ue C(~T.,T*), H' )N L1

loc(_T*a T*)’ WI’T)
forany (q,7) € Ag. IfT* < 00 (resp. Ty < 00), then lim; ~p-
00).

(2) (Small data scattering) Let T > 0 be such that ||u(T)||gr < A for some constant A > 0. Then there
exists § = 6(A) > 0 such that if

Vu(t)|| 2 = oo (resp. lime,—1, || Vu(t)| 2 =

|‘€i(t7T)AU(T)Hs([T,oo),HwC) <4,

then the corresponding solution to (1.2) with initial data u|,_p = w(T) exists globally in time and
satisfies

iW(t—T)A
||u||s([T,oo),ch) <2|e =1 U(T)Hs([T,oo),ch)v
(V) ulls((7,00),22) < Cllu(T) |-
(8) (Scattering condition) Let u be a global solution to (1.2). Assume that
[ull e mr) < A, ullggaey < oo
Then u scatters in H' in both directions.

Here we have used the following convention

V) fllx = 11fllx + IV fllx, feX.
We also recall the following stability result due to [21,22].

Lemma 2.4 (Stability). Let N > 2, 0 < b < min{2, 5}, and 220 < o < a(N). Let0 € I CR and
@: I xRN — C be a solution to

10yt + AT+ |z 7| = e

with @|,_, = Uy satisfying

@l e (r,my < M, il gr ey < L
for some constants M, L > 0. Let ug € H* be such that

luo — ol < M', e (uo — o)l s rvey < €

for some M’ >0 and some 0 < e < ey =e1(M,M’,L). Suppose that

(V) ellsrz,L2) + llell g -y < -
Then there exists a unique solution u: I x RN — C to (1.2) with u|,_, = uo satisfying

Hu - ’&’HS(LH%) < C(Ma M/a L)Ea
lullpger,m2) + 1 (V) wlls(r,z2) + 1ull sz ey < C(M, M, L).

Remark 2.1. If we assume in addition that
itA

<e

" (uo — o) || <e,

2N
Lgo(I,LY 27
then
<C(M,M',L)e.

[ — i
L?(I,LI ’YC)

In fact, by Duhamel’s formula, we have
t
u(t) = a(t) = e (ug — o) +Z’/ OB (2] uls) | uls) — |2| " la(s)|*als))ds
0

t
+i/ et=5)8 e (s)ds.
0
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By Strichartz estimates and Lemma 2.2, we have

- < it A (- _
[l U||L?O(I,L§EJ2V%) < [le" (uo UO)”L?(I,LINEJ?V%) + HGHSI(LwaC)

+C ™ fulu — || 1@l g 7, e

itA ~ .
<l o)l s Hlelloqio

(ot IS ey + 1 NS ) W= s, v
< C(M,M’, L)e.
2.2. Variational analysis. We recall some properties of the ground state ) which is the unique positive

radial solution to (1.9). The ground state @ optimizes the weighted Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality: for
N >1and 0 < b <min{2, N},

4—2b—(N—2)a

(f)<Copt||foL2 ||f||Lz T, feH'(RY), (2.3)

that is
—2b—(N—2)a

Cops = P(Q) + IIVQHLz IIQIILz ’ ;

where P(f) is as in (1.12). We have the following Pohozaev’s identities (see e.g., [20])

_4-20— (N —2)a 4-20— (N —-2)a
Q1 = gy V@I = g P(@) (24)
In particular, we have
+ 2 4+2b
Com = 22 (57Q) e @l) 7 (25)
We also have
_ Na—4+2b s  Na—4+2b
hence
Na—4+2b
EQIM@I™ = Sy (I9QU1QI5:)" 27)

2.3. Profile decompositions. In this subsection, we recall the linear profile decomposition and con-
struct some nonlinear profiles associated to (1.2). Let us start with the following result due to [23, 31]
(see also [21,22]).

Lemma 2.5 (Linear profile decomposition [21-23,31]). Let N > 1, 0 < b < min{2, N}, and 3322 < a <
a(N). Let (¢pn)n>1 be a uniformly bounded sequence in H'. Then for each integer J > 1, there erists a
subsequence, still denoted by ¢, and
o for each 1 < j < J, there exists a fized profile 7 € H';
e for each 1 < j < J, there exists a sequence of time shifts (t])p>1 C R;
e for each 1 < j < J, there exists a sequence of space shifts (zJ)n>1 C RY;
e there exists a sequence of remainders (W, ),>1 C H;
such that
J

Gn(x) =Y e Ay (z — ) + W) (@), (2.8)

j=1
The time and space shifts have a pairwise divergence property, i.e., for 1 < j # k < J, we have
nhﬂn;o [ti —tF| 4+ |2d — 2| = 0. (2.9)

The remainder has the following asymptotic smallness property

lim | lim |[e*2W,]| 2N =0,
J—o0 | n—00 S(HY)NLS (R, LY ~27¢)
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where 7. is as in (1.5). Moreover, for fixred J and v € [0,1], we have the asymptotic Pythagorean
exrpansions

J
lonlZ = D171 + W 1%, + on(1).
j=1

Finally, we may assume either tJ, =0 or tJ, — +oo, and either xJ, =0 or |zl | — cc.

In the next lemmas, we will construct nonlinear profiles associated to the linear ones with either
divergent time or divergent space shifts.

Lemma 2.6 (Nonlinear profile with divergent time shift and no space translation). Let N > 2, 0 < b <
min {2, ¥}, and 52 < a < a(N). Let ¢ € H' and t, — oco. Let v, : C((—=T%,T*), H') denote the
mazimal solution to (1.2) with initial data

0 (0, ) = e~ Ay (). (2.10)

Then for n sufficiently large, v, exists globally backward in time, i.e., T, = co. Moreover, we have for
any 0 <T <T%,

11 (9) (0~ )l s(-e.19.25) + [0n — Ul oy ey = O (2.11)
where
U (t, ) = Tt B ey (2). (2.12)
In addition, we have
nh_}HQlo ||’Un - wnHLfo((foo,T),H;) =0. (2.13)

Similarly, if t, — —oc and v, : C((=T%, T*), H') is the mazimal solution to (1.2) with initial data (2.10),
then for n sufficiently large, v, exists globally forward in time, i.e., T* = co. Moreover, we have for any
0<T < Ty,

Jim (1Y) (0n = ¥n)lls((~T.00).L2) + 100 = Pnllg((~100) 176) = 05
where Yy, is as in (2.12). Moreover,
1im [y — thall (o0 1) = 0.
Proof. We only treat the first point, the second point is similar. We see that 1), satisfies
i0tpn + Atpy + [2| ™" || = en

with e, 1= |z|7[¢,|*n. Since v,(0) = 1, (0), the result follows from the stability given in Lemma 2.4
provided that

Jim 1(V) enllsr((—o0.1).£2) + llenllsi((—oo 1), 1) = 0- (2.14)
By Lemma 2.2, we have

(V) enllsr((—oo,m),22) = 1{V) (|2]~°[¢n|*%n) | s7((=00,7),12)
= (V) (J| "9 [* ™2 9) |57 ((~o0, 7~ t),12)
S ||€im7/f||%gc((—oo,T—tn),lrjr;)||€“£A7/)||CV ’ — o0, T—tp),H7e)
x| (V) ZmlﬂHS(( 00, T—t,),L2) — 0

as n — oo as (V)2 € S(L?) and e € S(H"). Here we do not include the pairs (co,2) and

(oo, %) into the definitions of L2 and H™ admissibility, respectively. Similarly, we have
—by itA itA
”enHS/((—oo,O),wa) =[]z 2 | e 7/’||s/((_oo,T_t ), H—e)
itA, (0 itA 1-6
< e wHLf((—oo,T—tn),H}:)”en wllgj( 00, T—ty), F7e) =0

as n — oo. This shows (2.14).
We next show (2.13). To see this, we have from (2.11),

[ (V) nlls((—oor),22) = | {V) €20 || 5((—007—1,),22) — 0 as n — o0,

and similarly for [|¢n || g((—oo 1), 7re) that

B [ (V) 0l s((-c01),22) + [l s ooy ey = 0
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This together with Strichartz estimates, Lemma 2.2, and the fact that v, (¢, z) = e®®v,(0,2) imply
lvnllLoe ((=o0,7), 1) S 1. By Lemma 2.2, we have

an wnHL“’(( 00, T),HL) ~ ||’U71||L°°(( 00, T),H}) ||’U71| S(( 00, T), H’YC)H <V> U’VIHS((*OO,T),L% —0
as n — 0o. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.7 (Nonlinear profile with divergent space shift). Let N > 2, 0 < b < min {2, %}, and 4_T% <
a<alN). Lety € H' and (tp,z,) € R x RN satisfying |x,| — 0o as n — oo. Let v, : C((=T,, T*), H')
denote the mazimal solution to (1.2) with initial data

0, (0, 2) = e Aep(x — x,). (2.15)
Then for n sufficiently large, v, exists globally in time, i.e., Ty = T = oco. Moreover, we have
T [ (V) (0 — 0)llsza) + lon — Gallsiney = 0.
where
U (t,z) = A (z — z,). (2.16)

Remark 2.2. The construction of nonlinear profiles with divergent space translations was first established
by Miao, Murphy, and Zheng [41] for (1.2) with & = 2 and N = 3. This result was recently extended to
(1.2) with N > 2 by Cardoso, Farah, Guzmén, and Murphy [6]. Here we give a refine result with a simple
proof compared to the ones in [6,41]. More precisely, for a linear profile with a divergent space shift, the
associated nonlinear profile is close to the solution of the underlying linear Schrédinger equation.

Proof of Lemma 2.7. As in the proof of Lemma 2.6, it suffices to show
T [[{9) enlls o) + lealls ey = 0. (2.17)
To see this, we take ¢ > 0. We have
(V) enllsrcrzy = (V) (2] [0l * ) 57 (22)
= (V) (J + 0|29 9) |5 (12)
< V) (|2 + a1 29| 29) | 57 (12(Ba))
HHY) (| + a9 9) |5 (12(B3,))

where Bg := {z € RN : |z] < R} and Bf = RV\ B with R > 0 to be chosen later.
On B§%, by splitting B = 11 U Qs with

= {zERN Dzl > R |4 x| <1, Q= {zE]RN x| > R, |x+ @, > 1},
the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.2 implies that
()l + 2al el 0)ls 2y < lelLsemr(ms) 12l 50 scre (el (V) @lls2(sg),

where
o(t, x) := et (x).
As ¢ € S(H) and (V) ¢ € S(L?), we see that

||‘P||s e (BS,))? | (V >‘P||S(L2(Blg)) — 0 as R — oo.

Note that it is crucial to exclude the pairs (0o, 2) and (oo, e 2 ) from the definitions of L2 and H7

admissible conditions, respectively. This shows that for Ry > 0 sufficiently large,

—b « €
V) (e + 2 7 lel0)lls 2285, 0) < 4

for all n > 1.
Next, for « € Bpg,, as |z,| = 00, we have |z + x| > |z,| — || > @ for n sufficiently large. It follows
from Lemma 2.2 that

S —b —b
2+ zn|lel“¢lls (2 (Bry)) S l2nl Il @lls 2y S [enl "Il ey I lls(22) =0



12 V. D. DINH AND S. KERAANI

as n — oo. Similarly, we have
IV (|2 + 20| Lol “0) | 57 (£2(B1y )

Sz + 2o PV (1“0l (L2(Brg)) + N7 + 20l 7" | *@llsr (12(Bry))
S |zl IV Uel®O)llsr 2y + lzal = Hllel el s (r2)
< Ll 1S e IVl 522 + a2 o Il = O

as n — 0o. Thus there exists n; > 0 sufficiently large such that for all n > n,

149) (|2 + 2l el 220000 < T
hence

— « €
(V) (|2 + 2ol ~"lel"0) |57 (22) < 5

A similar argument show that for all n > no with ny > 0 sufficiently large,
—b « . E
[z + n| "ol WHSI(waC) <3
Therefore, we have for all n > max{ny,na},
1Y) (& + 2l P lol*@) L5 22y + e + 2] Lol @l g (1= ey < €
which proves (2.17). The proof is complete. O

2.4. Energy scattering. In this section, we give the proof of the scattering criterion given in Theorem
1.1. To this end, we need the following coercivity lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let N > 1,0<b<min{2,N}, and 452 < a < a(N). Let f € H' satisfy

P(HIM ()] < A< P(Q)M(Q)™ (2.18)
for some constant A > 0. Then there exists v = v(A, Q) > 0 such that
G(f) = vV fl|7a, (2.19)

E(f) > SV £

—

2.20)

Proof. We write

A=(1-p)P@)IMQ)
for some p = p(4,Q) € (0,1). Tt follows from (2.3), (2.4), (2.5), and (2.18) that
1915

Na+2b Na— 4+2b

(POl < Cope (P(SM(f)]7)

No—442b

I
2ot 2) i
Na+2b chzn QHQHQ"“ &

- (B ) (e D)

eIz )
( 2) Naz»Zb
Noa—4+42b o+
<" (2w

which implies

2(a+2) Na—d+2b 9
< —= — Na+2 2.
P(f) < 3Oy v
Thus we get
Na+2b Na
— 2 _ (1 — ) e
G = IVl ~ Gy PO = (1= (=) 575 ) |91
which proves (2.19). As Na— 4+ 2b > 0, we have
1 Na—4+42b 1
= — _ > —
E() = 56() + ~gragy () 2 56(5)

which shows (2.20). The proof is complete. O
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We are now able to give the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u : [0,T*) x RN — C be a H!'-solution to (1.2) satisfying (1.11). By the
conservation of mass and energy, we infer from (1.11) that

sup ||Vu(t)||2 < C(E,Q) < .
te[0,T*)

By the local well-posedness given in Lemma 2.3, we have T* = cc.
Let A > 0 and § > 0. We define
S(A4,6) :=sup {”U”S([o ooy, Foey ¢ U is a solution to (1.2) satisfying (2.21)} ,
where

sup P(u(t)[M(u(t)]™ < A, B)M(w)™ <. (2.21)
t€[0,00)

Thanks to the scattering condition (see again Lemma 2.3) and the definition of S(A4,¢), Theorem 1.1 is

reduced to show the following proposition.

Proposition 2.9. Let N > 2, 0<b<min{2,5}, and 3522 < a < a(N). If A < P(Q)[M(Q)]°, then
forall* § >0, S(A,d) < oco.

The proof of Proposition 2.9 is based on the concentration/compactness and rigidity argument intro-
duced by Kenig and Merle [36] (see also [17]). The main difficulty comes from the fact that the potential
energy P(u(t)) is not conserved along the time evolution of (1.2). To overcome the difficulty, we establish
a Pythagorean decomposition along the bounded INLS flow (see Lemma 2.10). In the context of the
standard NLS, a similar result was shown by Guevara in [31, Lemma 3.9].

The proof of Proposition 2.9 is done by several steps.

Step 1. Small data scattering. By (2.20), we have

2 2
ol .. < [Vuoll7zlluoll75* < = E(uo)[M (uo)]™ < =.
He v

By taking § > 0 sufficiently small, we see that ||ug|| g, is small which, by the small data scattering given
in Lemma 2.3, implies S(A,d) < oo.

Step 2. Existence of a critical solution. Assume by contradiction that S(A,d) = oo for some ¢ > 0.
By Step 1,

dc :=0c(A) :=inf {0 >0 : S(A4,6) =00} (2.22)
is well-defined and positive. From the definition of d., we have the following observations:

(1) If u is a solution to (1.2) satisfying

oo )P(U(t))[M(U(t))]”C <A E()[M ()] < e,

then [[ullg((0,c0), f77¢) < 00 and the solution scatters in H! forward in time.
(2) There exists a sequence of solution u,, to (1.2) with initial data u, o such that

sup  P(un(t))[M (un(t))]7 < A for all n,
te[0,00)

E(un)[M (un)]” \ b as n — oo, (2.23)

||UnHS([o,oo),HwC) = oo for all n.

We will prove that there exists a critical solution u. to (1.2) with initial data uc o satisfying

M(uc) =1,

sup P(uc(t)) < A,
te[0,00) (2.24)

E(uc) = o,

HUcHs([o,oo),HwC) = 0.

INote the energy is positive due to Lemma 2.8.
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To see this, we consider the sequence (un,0)n>1. Thanks to the scaling (1.4), we can assume that
M (un,0) =1 for all n. By the conservation of mass and energy, (2.23) becomes

M (tn,0) =1 for all n,

sup P(un(t)) < A for all n,
t€[0,00) (2.25)
E(un0) \¢dc as n — oo,

[unlls (0,00, 717¢) = 00 for all n.

Since (un,0)n>1 is bounded in H', we apply the linear profile decomposition to u, o and get

Un,o(z Z e n By (x —ad) + W, () (2.26)
j=1

with the following properties:

1<j#k<J,  lim [t —tF] + |27 —2F| = oo, (2.27)
n—oo
lim { lim [[e"2W,]|| 2 =0, (2.28)
J—o0 | n—o0 S(H‘YC)OL;X’(]R,L?]*TYC)

and for fixed J and v € [0, 1],

.01l Z 197 1% + W3 1%, + on(1). (2.29)

Moreover, we also have the following Pythagorean expansions of the potential and total energies:

P(un,0) ZP (™A (- — 2])) + P(W]) + 0n(1), (2.30)

E(tn o) ZE “n Ay (- — 20)) + B(W) + on(1). (2.31)

For the proof of the above expansions, we refer to [21] (see also [22]). We now define the nonlinear
profiles v/ : I7 x RN — C associated to ¢/, tJ, and xJ, as follows:

e If 2, = 0 and #}, = 0, then v/ is the maximal lifespan solution to (1.2) with initial data v7|,_, = 7.

ana

e If #/ =0 and #J — —oo, then v/ is the maximal lifespan solution to (1.2) that scatters to e
as t — oo (Such a solution exists due to Lemma 2.6). In particular, [[v7(g g ) ey < o0 and

|7 (=) — ’Z”Ai/ﬂHHl — 0 asn — oo.

e If 2/ = 0 and #} — oo, then v’ is the maximal lifespan solution to (1.2) that scatters to e as
t — —oo. In particular, ||v’ ||S((7Oo 0),Frey < 00 and [0 (=) — e~ #0203 || g — 0 as n — oco.

o If |27 | — oo, then we simply take v7(t) = A7,
For each j,n > 1, we introduce v/ : I7 x RY — C defined by

e if 27 =0, then v} (t) :=vI(t — ), where I} := {t eR : t —t} € [}.

e if |2)| — 0o, we define v}, a solution to (1.2) with initial data v}, (0, z) = vI (—t],, z—a)) = e~ "SI (x—
x?). Tt follows from Lemma 2.7 that for n sufficiently large, v? exists globally in time and scatters in
H' in both directions.

We have from the definition of v/ and the continuity of the linear flow that
[|vZ (0) — et nBpd (- — 2| — 0 asn — oo. (2.32)

Thus we rewrite (2.26) as

J
Un,o() = Z vl (0,2) + W, (), (2.33)

where
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By Strichartz estimates, we have

J
[ ”AWJII xS e A —ad) — v (0)|lan + IIe“AWJII o
HWC)OL‘X’(]R L, e HWc)mL;X’(]R,LI e

which, by (2.28) and (2.32), implies that

lim {hm et AW 2N = 0. (2.34)
J—oo | n—oo S(HWC)HL?(R,L?{*Z%)

Using the fact that
VAL = Vel SIVF = Vall2(IVfllzz + 1Vgllz2)
and (see [22, Lemma 4.3])

|P(f) = P S I = gllpes= (IF1555 + 1g1555) + I = gl (LAIZE + gl zH) (2.35)
for some 2N—a < r < 2% where
2N if N>3
* o, N—-2 1 - Y9
2= { o if N=1,2, (2.36)
we infer from (2.31), Sobolev embedding, and (2.32) that
E(uy0) ZE (0. (0)) + E(W.)) 4 on(1). (2.37)

Next, we show the following Pythagorean expansion along the bounded INLS flow (see [31, Lemma 3.9]
for a similar result in the context of NLS).

Lemma 2.10 (Pythagorean expansion along the bounded INLS flow). Let T € (0,00) be a fized time.
Assume that for all n > 1, uy,(t) := INLS(t)un o ezists up to time T and satisfies

lim —sup [V, (t)] 2 < oo, (2.38)

n—oo tE[O,T

where INLS(t) f denotes the solution to (1.2) with initial data f at timet = 0. We consider the nonlinear
profile (2.33). Denote W,/ (t) := INLS(t)W']. Then for all t € [0,T],

IVun(®)lZ> = Z IV, ()[172 + VW (O] Z2 + 05n (1), (2.39)

where 05,(1) = 0 as J,n — o0 umformly on 0 <t <T. In particular, we have for all t € [0,T],

J
=Y P(t) + PW, () + 05n(1). (2.40)

j=1
Proof. By (2.29), there exists Jy large enough such that ||1)7] g1 sufficiently small for all j > Jo + 1. By
the triangle inequality using (2.32), we see that for n large, ||v7 (0)|/z: is small which, by the small data
theory, implies that vJ exists globally in time and scatters in H! in both directions. Moreover, we can
assume that for all 1 < j < Jp, 2 = 0 since otherwise, if |27 | — oo, then by Lemma 2.7, we have for

n large, v} exists globally in time and scatters in H! in both d1rect1ons In particular, we have for all
j > JO + 17

||U%HS(H%) <000 (2.41)
for n large. We reorder the first Jy profiles and let 0 < Jy < Jj such that

e for any 1 < j < Jo, the time shifts tJ = 0 for all n. Here Jo = 0 means that there is no j in this
case. Note that by the pairwise divergence property (2.9), we have Jy < 1.
o for any Jy + 1 < j < Jp, the time shifts |t],| — co as n — co. Here Jo = Jy means that there is
no j in this case.
In the following, we only consider the case Jo = 1. The one for J; = 0 is treated similarly (even simpler).
Fix T € (0, 00) and assume that w, (t) = INLS(¢)uy o exists up to time T and satisfies (2.38). We observe
that for 2 < j < Jy,

||’U%||S([0,T]7H7c) — 0 asn — oo. (2.42)

Indeed, if tJ — oo, then as ||Uj|‘s((7oo,o),f1%) < 00, we have

HU%”s([o,T],H%) = ||”j||s([7t{IV7T7tgL],HwC) —0
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2N
P N—27,

as n — oo. Note that we do not consider (oo ) as a H7-admissible pair. A similar argument

goes for tJ — —oo.
Moreover, for 2 < j < Jy, we have for all 2 < r < 2%,

||U%||L?o([01T]7L;) — 0 asn — oo. (2.43)
In fact, we have
02 || o (o,77, 20y < 1€ TR (- — 22| Lo o771y + IV — € T5IBYI (« — 2d)|| poo (0,7, 2.1)
< e TR oo 0,71,y + Cllvd, — €AY (- — @) Lo 0,77, 112)-

By the decay of the linear flow, the first term tends to zero as n tends to infinity due to |t}| — oco. For
the second term, we use the Duhamel formula

vh (1) = €20}, (0) +i/0t IR 27w (s)| g (s)ds,
Strichartz estimates, and Lemma 2.2 to have
[0l g 0,70, m2) + (V) wills 0,70, 22)
SOl + 1081 (0.1, 1) [V 3 g0 .11y V) Wl s 0,712
< e A9 |+ 1+ (|0l e o,y + 1 (V) v lsoresy) T 1o ||S([O ), i)
It follows from (2.42) that
107 Lo o,77, 11y + I (V) vl s(o,r),02) S 1 (2.44)
Similarly, we have
v}, — ei(t_ti‘)AW(' — I Lo 0,7, 1)
S ||€itA j(O) — €'t~ t )AW( *$J)||L°°(0T] H1)
+||Un||L°°([O ], H1)||Un| S(OT | Fe) (V) v} | s(0.17,22)
< 10A(0) — 29— 28 s+ Nl oy Iy ) (V) 90,7120
which, by (2.32), (2.42), and (2.44), implies
e, — €293 — )| e o,z — 0 s = 0.

We thus prove (2.43).
Denote

B := max{l, lim sup ||Vun(t)||L2} < 00.

n=90 te0,T)
and let T the maximal forward time such that

sup ||Vol(t)]|z2 < 2B.
t€[0,T]

In what follows, we will show that for all ¢ € [0, T],
IVun(®)lZ> = Z IV, (0)[172 + VW (D122 + 0sn (1), (2.45)
where 07,(1) — 0 as J,n — oo uniformly on 0 < ¢t < T*. We see that (2.45) implies (2.39) as T1 > T.

In fact, if T' < T, then by (2.45),

sup Vo' (Ol = sup [IVor(Olze € swp [Vun(Olliz < sup |Vua(®)]12 < B.
te[0,T1] telo, T te[0,T1] te[0,T]

Note that tL = 0. By the continuity, it contradicts the maximality of 7.



DYNAMICS FOR INHOMOGENEOUS NLS 17

We estimate ||v,11||5([07T1]7H%) as follows. For N > 3, by interpolation between endpoints and Sobolev
embedding, we have

ol o, z11, 206y = 10 s o, 7y, i)
S ol L 3, + [0t 2N
c ([O Tl] L Loo([o Tl],LI Ye )
S ot + ||t 1007“ vl
ko1l mc([OTl] o# P letor I e
5 (T ) 1,L2) 'i_C'valnvC 2N

L ([0,71],LY ~?)

ST
Here we have use the conservation of mass and the choice of v! to have that for all ¢ € [0,T],
. . —1 1
o' )2 = lim [lo!(=t;)][z2 = lim [le™" 29 L2 = [$']|z2 < [lunollz2 < 1.
n—oo n—oo

When N = 2, a similar estimate holds by interpolating between (oo, %) and (1%7-’7") with r suffi-
ciently large and using Sobolev embedding. This shows that

||U;||S([0,T1],ch) <C(T',B). (2.46)

Now we define the approximation

J .
x) = Zvﬁl(t, x).

We have R
Un,0(x) — ﬂg(O,x) = W;{(m)
By (2.34), we have

lim | lim [|e®®(un.0— @’ (0 2 =0. 2.47
R e U R—— (2.47
We also have
iy + Auy + |20 @) |" ) =&,
where
& = F,)—F > v}
j=1 j=1
with F(u) := |z|~°|u|*u. We also have the following properties of the approximate solutions.
Lemma 2.11. The functions @;, and & satisfy
lim sup (||Un||L°°( [0,71],HY) T ||“n||s ([0,71], H‘h)) S1 (2.48)
n—oo

uniformly in J and

lim lim [| (V) é;{HS’([O,Tl],Lz) + ||ég||5/({o,T1],Hf ey = 0. (2.49)

J—o00 n—o0

Proof. The boundedness of ||ﬂ7{||3([0,T1],H%) follows from (2.41), (2.42), and (2.46). The boundedness of
[ || 2o (0,71, £2) follows from (2.29) and the fact that

et (0)lze = 07 (¢ — 81z = lim [lo(~6)]1z2 = lim =523 2 = 7]

To see the boundedness of ||V ((0,11],02), we proceed as follows. For j > Jo, by (2.41), we split
[0, T into finite subintervals Iy, k = 1,---, M such that ||”¥z||$(1k,ch) is small. By Duhamel’s formula,
Strichartz estimates, and Lemma 2.2, we have
VO oo (1, 22) S IIVOL )2 Tk = [trtrga], k=1,---, M.
Summing over these finite intervals, we get
IV [l Lge o, 717,22y S IVUA(0)]] 2

For 2 < j < Jy, we have from the Duhamel formula, Strichartz estimates, Lemma 2.2, and (2.42), we
have ‘ ‘
||VU%||Lg°([0,T1],L§) SV (0)] 22
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for n sufficiently large. Thus we have
J

IV a5 o.r),22) < IVO I Eo0q0.20,22) + D IVULIT e 0.7y 22
=2

J
SB 4 Ve (0)7a

j=2

J
SBE4Y [V )Z: +oa(1)

j=2
< B? + || Vunllz2 + on(1)
< B? 4 0,(1).
This shows the boundedness of ||V || e ([0,71],12) and we prove (2.48). To see (2.49), we follow from the

same argument as in [22, Claim 1 (6.23)]. We thus omit the details. O

Thanks to (2.47) and Lemma 2.11, the stability given in Lemma 2.4 (see also Remark 2.1) implies
lim | lim |u, — ~;{|| N =0.
Jmree [nreo S(10,71),H7e)n L ([0, 7], Ly 2 7¢)

By interpolating between endpoints and using Sobolev embedding, we infer that

[[tn — aiHLgO([o,Tl],Lg“)nLgO([o,Tl],L;) < Nlun — @y (V) (un — QZ)HL?({O,TW,L@ —0

L?([O,TILLJVEJZV”” ) I

as J,n — oo, where r is an exponent satisfying NE];[% < w < r < 2*. This estimate together with
(2.35) yield

|P(un(t)) = P(i;(t))] — 0 (2.50)
as J,n — oo uniformly on 0 < ¢t < T!. On the other hand, we have from the same argument as in
[22, Proposition 5.3] using (2.43) that for all ¢ € [0, T],

J J
P(a;(t) = Z P(u}(t) + 0s(1) = Y P(w}(8)) + PO,/ (£) + 05(1). (2.51)

j=1
Here we have used the fact that P(W,/(t)) = 0.,(1) uniformly on 0 < ¢t < T''. In fact, by the Duhamel

formula and Lemma 2.2, we have

IV )llsgirney < N 2T gggrney + OOV (e oy W (12722

for some 0 > 0 sufficiently small. Since ||W{{(t)||Lg°(R,H;) < 1 (by the small data theory), the continuity
argument together with (2.28) imply

. . T ) _
Tim | T (W O)llggzre) | = 0. (2.52)
Thanks to (2.52), Strichartz estimates, and (2.34), we have

lim {hm W, ()|l

2N =0
J—o0 [n—o0 L?(R,Lgizw)

which together with (2.35) yield

lim [hm sup P(W,/ (t))} =0.

J—o00 [n—00 (R

Moreover, by the conservation of energy, we have

J

E(un(t)) = Eun0) = Y E(v}(0)) + E(W,]) + 0a(1)

<.
Il

E@l(t)) + EW,/ (1)) + 05.n(1). (2.53)

I
Mk‘

1

Collecting (2.50), (2.51), and (2.53), we prove (2.45). The proof is complete. O

<.
Il
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We come back to the proof of Proposition 2.9. We will consider two cases.

Case 1. More than one non-zero profiles. We have
M(j(1)) = M(u(0)) = M (e 597) = M() <1, Vj>1.
By (2.23) and (2.40), we have

Sup )P(v%(t))[M(vf;(t))]‘” <A, Vjix1.

Here we note that by (2.39), ||Vv(t)|/z2 is bounded uniformly which implies v}, exists globally in time.
By Lemma 2.8, we have E(v/(t)) > 0, hence

E(v}, (4))[M (v}, (£))]7 < &c, Vj=>1.
By Item (1) (see after (2.22)), we have
HU%”s([o,oo),HwC) <oo, Vj=L1
We can approximate u,, by
J
ul(t,x) == ZU%(”
j=1
and get for J sufficiently large that
1l s 0,00, ey < 00

which is a contradiction.
Case 2. Only one non-zero profile. We must have only one non-zero profile, i.e.,
—ith A1 1 : it A
un,O(z) =e "% (:C - :L'n) + Wn(z)ﬂ nlingo ”ez Wn||s([07oo)7H’Yc) =0.
We note that ¢!, cannot tend to —oo. Indeed, if t) — —oo, then we have

e tn,oll 510,009, i170) < 1€ 28 (11, 00),i170) + 1€ Wl (10,009, 26y = O

as n — oco. By the Duhamel formula, Lemma 2.2, and the continuity argument, ||Un||5([0100)1H%) <
for n sufficiently large which is a contradiction.

We claim that x1 = 0. Otherwise, if |z1| — oo, then, by Lemma 2.7, for n large, there exist global
solutions v, to (1.2) satisfying v, (0, z) = e~ 24! (z—x1). Moreover, v, scatters in H! in both directions.
In particular, [|vn || g ) < 00. Again, by the long time perturbation, we show that [[un || g((,00), fre) < ©
for n sufficiently large which is a contradiction.

Let v! be the nonlinear profile associated to 1! and t., we have

Uno(x) = vV (—tL, z) + W, (z).
Set vl (t) = v'(t —tL). Arguing as above, we have

Mu,(1) <1, sup Plu,(t) <A, BE(y(t)) <de,  lm [Wa(t)l|g(ge) = 0.
t€[0,00) n—oo

We infer that M(v}(t)) =1 and E(v}(t)) = é.. Otherwise, if M (v} (t)) < 1, then

sup )P(Ui(t))[M(Ui(t))]“ <A, B(vy)[M(vy)]7 <.

te[0,00
By Item (1) (see again after (2.22)), we have ||”711HS([0,00),H%) < 00. Thus we get a contradiction by the
long time perturbation argument.
Now we define u. the solution to (1.2) with initial data wc|,_, = v*(0). We have
M(uc) = M(v'(0)) = M(v'(t —t,,)) = M(v, (1)) = 1

E(uc) = E(v'(0)) = BE(v'(t — 1,,)) = E(v,(1)) = dc -

)

Moreover,

sup P(uc(t)) = sup P'(t))= sup P'(t—tl))= sup P(vl(t)) <A
te[0,00) te[0,00) te(th,00) te(th ,00)

By the definition of dc, we must have ||ucl|g((o o), 777¢) = 00 This shows (2.24).
By the same argument as in the proof of [22, Proposition 6.3], we show that the set

K :={uc(t) : t€[0,00)}

is precompact in H?!.
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Step 3. Exclusion of the critical solution. Thanks to the above compactness result, the standard
rigidity argument using localized virial estimates and Lemma 2.8 shows that u. = 0 which contradicts
(2.24). We refer the reader to [22, Section 7] for more details. The proof of Proposition 2.9 is now
complete. This also ends the proof of Theorem 1.1. a

3. BLOW-UP CRITERION

In this section, we give the proof of the blow-up criterion given in Theorem 1.2. Let us recall the
following virial identity (see e.g., [11]).

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ : RN — R be a sufficiently smooth and decaying function. Let u be a solution to
(1.2) defined on the maximal forward time interval of existence [0,T*). Define

Voo (2) ::/cp(x)|u(t,z)|2dz. (3.1)
Then we have for all t € [0,T%),
V(t) = QIm/th(ac) -Vu(t, z)u(t, x)dx

and

V() = f/ o(@)|u(t, z)|*dz + 4 Z Re/aW )05 (t, 2)Opu(t, z)dx

7,k=1

2 [l gt o)l e + 5 [ Vpta) - Vel futt, ) e
Remark 3.1. (1) In the case ¢(z) = |z|?, we have

d2
Zallzu®): = 8G(u()),

where G(f) is as in (1.15).
(2) In the case ¢ is radially symmetric, it follows from

9, =L, = ((SJ—’C - “W’“) Oy + L3R
T

J r r3

that

Z Re/@fkgo )0;u(t, x)Opul(t, x)dx

Jk=1
/@wu(t,x)ﬁdﬁf <‘P”§") _ )> 2 - Vu(t, z)| de.

r3

In particular, we have

Vi ()
‘P/(T) @'(r)  ¢'(r)
f/A2<P(x)|u(t,z)|2dz+4 |Vu(t,z)|2dx+4/< PR |z - Vu(t, z)|*dzx (3.2)
—-b a+2 b(p a+2
A t u(t, d
2 [ ac@lut o - 2 e S o) s,
(3) Denote z = (y,xn) withy = (z1,--- ,ony_1) € RN Land zxy € R. Let ¢ : R¥~1 — R be a sufficiently

smooth decaying function. Set p(z) = ¢(y,zn) = ¥(y) + 2%,. We have
V(t) = QIm/ (Vyo(y) - Vyu(t, z) + 2znOnu(t, z)) u(t, z)dx

and

V) (t) = /A2 ()|utx|dz+4ZRe/ y)0;u(t, x)Opu(t, x)dx

7,k=1

/ISEI bﬁyw( Mu(t, 2)|*F2de — —— [ Vo (y) - yla| ™" ?|u(t, 2)| " do

a+ 2 a+2 y
8b
sl - 25 [ lal Mt s - 20 [ kel ute,a) [
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Let x be a smooth radial function satisfying
r? if r<i1, I
= ={" ISy K<z =20
Given R > 1, we define the radial function
er(@) = Rx(a/R). (3.3)
We have the following localized virial estimate.

Proposition 3.2. Let N > 1, 0 < b < min{2, N}, and 3522 < o < a(N). Let u be a solution to (1.2)
defined on the mazimal forward time interval of existence [0 T*). Let ¢ be as in (3.3) and define V,, (t)
as in (3.1). Then we have for all t € [0,T*),

V2, () = 2Tm / Vor(x) - Vult, 2)a(t, o) dz

and

V(1) < 8G(u(t) + CR™ + CR™|lu(t)||%+2,
where G is as in (1.15) and some constant C' > 0 independent of R.
Proof. Tt follows from (3.2) that

VL,;/R (t) = SG(’U,(t)) - 8||Vu(t)|\%z + M /| | b|u t .T)|a+2d$
_/A2<pR(x)|u(t,x)|2dx+4/50RT()|VU(t,$)|2dx
+4/ <%;—§T> - %ﬁ—:gr)> [ Vu(t, z)|*d

2c
fa+2/|z|*bAspR( )|u(t z>|a+2dzi_/| | bch (t,z)|a+2d:€.

As [[A%pg| L= < R™2, the conservation of mass implies that

/A2¢R(x)|u(t,x)|2dx
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality |z - Vu| < |z||Vu| = r|Vu| and the fact ¢%(r) < 2, we see that

4/@|vu(t,z)|2d:c + 4/ <@ - %) |z - Vu(t, z)|*dx — 8||Vu(t)||2.
< 4/ (@ - 2) |Vu(t,z)|2d:c+4/r—12 (2 - ‘P}fr(r)) |z - Vu(t,z)?dz < 0.

SR u®)z. S R

~

Moreover,
4(Na + 2b) . 2 B .
s /| Pttt - 22 [l bAgoR(x)|u(t,x)| 2y
bSﬁR at2y
a+2/|| (e, )2
NG
= a+2/| |7P (2N — Apg(x))|u(t, z) |O‘+2dac+ /| |~ b( J) lu(t, z)|* T2 dz.

Since Apr < 2N, WRT(T) < 2, Apgr(x) = 2N, and “’RT(T) = 2 for 7 = |z| < R, the above quantity is
bounded by

c 2| P lu(®)| " de < CR™[lu(t)l|72E: < CR™ Ju(t)|51?,
|z|>R
where the last inequality follows from the Sobolev embedding as & < a(N). Collecting the above estimates,
we end the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let u : [0,T*) x RN — C be a solution to (1.2) satisfying (1.14). If T* < oo, then
we are done. If T* = oo, then we show that there exists ¢, — oo such that |Vu(t,)|| 2 — 0o as n — oc.
Assume by contradiction that it does not hold, i.e., sup;c(o o) [Vu(?)[|2 < Cp for some Co > 0. By the
conservation of mass, we have

sup [lu(t)|lm < Ch (3.4)
te[0,00)
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for some C7 > 0.
By Proposition 3.2, (1.14), and (3.4), we have for all ¢ € [0, c0),

V) (t) <8G(u(t)) + CR™?+ CR™|lu(t)]|$3? < =85 + CR™% + CR™"C{ .
By taking R > 1 sufficiently large, we have for all ¢ € [0, c0),
VL (t) < —46.

Integrating this estimate, there exists ¢y > 0 sufficiently large such that V., (¢9) < 0 which is impossible.
This finishes the first part of Theorem 1.2.
If we assume in addition that u has finite variance, i.e., u(t) € L?(|z|>dx) for all t € [0,T*), then we
have T* < oo. In fact, it follows from Remark 3.1 and (1.14) that
d2
ﬁﬂxu(t)ﬂiz = 8G(u(t)) < —8J
for all ¢ € [0, T*). The convexity argument of Glassey [30] implies T™* < oo. O

4. LONG TIME DYNAMICS

In this section, we give the proofs of long time dynamics of H'-solutions given in Theorems 1.3, 1.4
and 1.5.
Proof of Theorem 1.3. We will consider separately two cases.

Case 1. Global existence and energy scattering. Let ug € H' satisfy (1.7) and (1.8). Let us prove
(1.16). To see this, we first claim that there exists p = p(ug, @) > 0 such that

IVu@)llzzlu®l7e < (1= p)IVQ 2| QIZ: (4.1)
for all t € (=T, T*). We assume (4.1) for the moment and prove (1.16). By (2.3) and (4.1), we have
Nat2b 42 (N-Da o,
Plu()[M (u(t)]™ < Cops[[Vu(@®)llL2*  u@)ll. * ’
Na+2b
= Copt (IVu(®)llz2llu®)l7s) *
No+2b No+2b

<Copt(L=p) 2 (IVQI2lQl7z)
for all t € (=T, T%). By (2.5) and (2.4), we get

PO)M@©)™ < 2021 )™ (9@l QlE) = (- 0) " PQME@

for all t € (=T, T™*) which shows (1.16). By Theorem 1.1, the solution exists globally in time. Moreover,
if N >2and 0 <b< min {2, %}, then the solution scatters in H' in both directions.
Let us now prove the claim (4.1). By the definition of energy and (2.3), we have
9 Copt 4721;7(21\772)@

B@OIM @) > 5 (IVu(t) 2 [u(®)]35)° = STl 327 Tu(o) 2
= F(IVu(t) 2 u(t)55) +2)

+2 0.

where
Copt A\ Na2+2b

1
F(\):==X\2 —
() 2 a+2

Using (2.4), (2.5) and (2.7), we see that

o Na—4+2b
F(IVQIL1QI5) = Sy s oy

It follows from (1.7), (4.2) and the conservation of mass and energy that
F ([IVu(®)llzzu(®)]175) < E(uo)[M(uo)]”™ < E@)M(Q))™ = F (IVQI22l1QlI72)
for all t € (=T, T*). By (1.8), the continuity argument implies

(IVQI 2 1QII)* = E(Q)[M(Q))".

[Vu®)llz2lu@)l7e < [IVQIlL2llQII 7 (4.3)
for all t € (=T, T*). Next, using (1.7), we take ¥ = &(ug, Q) > 0 such that
E(uo)[M (u)]”s < (1 - 9)E(Q)[M(Q)]°. (4.4)
Using
Na—4+2b 2 Na—4+2b Natzb

E@)M@Q) = (IvVellz=l1Ql7s) (IVQllz=llQlI7s)

2(Na + 2b) 4(a+2)
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we we infer from (4.2) and (4.4) that

N o \ Natzb
Na +2b (llVU(t)lLZW(t)le) _ 4 <|VU(t)||L2||U(t)||L2> 19 (45
Na—4+20\ [[VQ| L[ QIZ: Na—4+20\  |[VQ|L2[IQIZ: N
for all t € (=T, T*). Let us consider the function
Na+2b 4 Nat2b

G\ : 2 (4.6)

" Na—4+20"  Na—4+2b

with 0 < A < 1 due to (4.3). We see that G is strictly increasing on (0, 1) with G(0) =0 and G(1) = 1.
It follows from (4.6) that there exists p > 0 depending on ¥ such that A < 1 — p which is (4.1). This
finishes the first part of Theorem 1.3.

Case 2. Blow-up. Let ug € H'! satisfy (1.7) and (1.10). Let us prove (1.17). By the same argument as
above using (1.10) instead of (1.8), we have

Va2 l[u@®lIZe > VR 21 QT (4.7)

for all t € (=T, T*). Let ¥ be as in (4.4). By the conservation laws of mass and energy together with
(4.7) and (2.7), we have

Gu() M (O] = [Vult) F ult)** = 5 Plule)) M (0]
= TR B ()7~ TR (a0 s 055
< X209 pQME@I - TR (9@l Q1)
= TR (v Q)
for all t € (=T, T*). This shows (1.17) with
o= X Ryvqi (22 -

By Theorem 1.2, the corresponding solution either blows up in finite time, or there exists a time sequence
(tn)n>1 satisfying |t,| — oo such that ||Vu(ty)|| L2 — 0o as n — oo.

e Finite variance data. If we assume in addition that ug € ¥, then the corresponding solution blows
up in finite time. It directly follows from Theorem 1.2.

e Radially symmetric data. If we assume in addition that N > 2, a < 4, and ug is radially symmetric,
then the corresponding solution blows up in finite time. This result was shown in [11]. Note that in [11],
« is assumed to be strictly smaller than 4. However, a closer look at the proof of [11], we see that o =4
is allowed.

e Cylindrically symmetric data. If we assume in addition that N > 3, o < 2, and up € X (see
(1.18)), then the corresponding solution blows up in finite time. To this end, let  be a smooth radial
function satisfying

2 if r<1,
i =n={ 7y § 15y =2 vi=pzo

Given R > 1, we define the radial function

Yr(y) = R*n(y/R). (4.8)
Set
er(z) = Vr(y) + 2% (4.9)

Applying Remark 3.1, we have

Vi, (t) =2Im / (Vy¥r(y) - Vyul(t,z) + 2enOnu(t, ) a(t, z)de
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and

VL) = - / AZpn(yfult. o) s +4 3 Re [ Sty e s

J,k=1
4b Vr(T) | b
—-b a+2 2¥YR b—2 a+2
-2 [t~ 2 [ PR 2 0

4 8b
sslowu®l: — o [ lalutt o)+ 2ds - 2 [ aklal P 2futt, o) s,

We can rewrite it as

4((N - 1)a + 2b)

2
Vi (1) = 8G(u(t) = 8IVyu(t) [ + Lo pu(e))

/A%/,R |u(tx|d$+4ZRe/8jk1/JR )0;u(t, x)Opu(t, x)dx

7,k=1

1 Yp(r) | Ly
A b a+2 / 2¥YR b—2 a+2

-2 Al Mt ) e - 2 1P R o)
_ 8b 2 | |—b—2 at2
225 [ kel e, o)

Rewriting it further, we get

N-—1
VI (t) = 8G(ult) — 8| Vyu(t) 2. +4 3 Re/Z)]ka V)05t 2)dpult, o) da
7,k=1
- [ Auntlut oo + <225 [ @O -1) - By el )
4b 2 w/ (T) 2 2 —b—2 a+2
w20 [ (2ol - 22 —er) = e, 2) [

Since u is radially symmetric with respect to the first NV — 1 variables, we use the fact that

. 5 .
9; = 2o, aﬂc(ﬂM)a + IR, T=lyl k=1 N1

T 73
to have
N-1
Z 8j2k¢3(y)8jﬂ(t,z)8ku(t,z) = Yh(1)|0rult, z)|* < 2|0,u(t, 2)|* = 2|Vyul(t,z)|*.
k=1
Thus we get

4 Z Re/ 2R (y)05u(t, 2)Opu(t, x)dx — 8||Vyu(t)||7- < 0.

J,k=1

By the conservation of mass and the fact [|Ayyr||L~ < R™2, we have
[ Ateriutea)an| < 7

Moreover, since Yr(y) = |y|? for |y| < R and [|Ay¢r|/r~ < 1, we see that

[ @0 = 1) Ayn) bl Mlate ) e

< / 2P lu(t, @) da.
ly|>R

Similarly, we have

’l/)/ T —b— o
[ (el = Dy - 203 ) el 2ute )

We thus obtain

< / 2P lu(t, @)+ da.
ly|>R

V) (t) <8G(u(t)) + CR™* + CR~ /| u(t, z)|* 2 dx. (4.10)
>R
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To estimate the last term in the right hand side of (4.10), we recall the following radial Sobolev embedding
due to Strauss [44]: for any radial function f : RN~ — C, it holds that

1 1
Sl;plyl = |f(y)] < CI L2V fl 2 (4.11)
We estimate

L a2yt < [ e el gy ot o)l

We consider separately two subcases: a =2 and a < 2.
Subcase 1. a = 2. We have

/R / ey < <sup lu(t, ax ||Lz> / o) 2 5 1y
yl=

rnER

By the radial Sobolev embedding (4.11) and the conservation of mass, we have

_N-2
[ lettam) i guizmday £ B5 [ futton) 19 utt,an)llpdon

s 1/2 1/2
<R ( [ utamyden ) ([ 19yutox) o )
R

=R" IIU( Nz IVyu(®)zz
S

yu(t)| Lz

Set g(zn) = ||u(t,:c]\;)||2Li We have

g(zn) = / 0sg(s)ds = 2/ Re/ u(t,y, s)0su(t,y, s)dyds < 2||u(t)||Li||aNu(t)HLi'
—00 0o RN*I

Thus we get
sup [Ju(t, ex)|13s < Clowu(t)| 2.
mNER
This shows that
N—2
/ /| e dyden S R V0 10Oz S R Va0
y|>R

Subcase 2. o < 2. We have

2—«

3 4 2
[ttt 2ayoy < ([ uttonlgqmmdo ) ([ luttonlz doy)
RJ|y|[>R R R y

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

_4 =
[ utt.on )z don 5 o (futtamlog)|7,

i-a
i Mt 25)llzzll 2"

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that
2 |ow (lutt on)llzs )| utt, 2z = 0n (lut,2n)l3;) |

=2

Re/ u(t,y, zn)Onu(t,y, xN)dy
RN-1
< 2lju(t, o)l o3 | Oweutt, o)
which implies that }GN (||u(t,xN)||L5)} < [Onu(t,xn )| r2- It follows that
- _a d—a
/Rllu(taxzv)ﬂzg“dxzv S Mlowut, zn)llezllzz” lu(®)] 2"

_a d—o
= l[onvu@ 2" lu(®) 72"
< lonu(®)z"
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Thus, by the Young inequality, we get

// lu(t,y, xn)|*PPdydany S R™
RJ|y|>R
(N—2)a

SR (IVyu®lee lovu)]ze +1)

(N—2)x (N—2)a
SR [[Vu)|fi + CR™ 7

(-

2)a a a
T IVyu®)llZ: [Onu(®) 22

Collecting the above subcases and using (4.10), we obtain

CR’NT:)*Z’HVu(t)H%Z if a=2,

2o 4.12
CR=F 0| Vu(t)|2, + CR=55b i a <2, (4.12)

-2
V] (t) < 8G(u(t)) + CR™% + {
for all t € (—T4,T*). Under the assumptions (1.7) and (1.10), we have the following estimate due to
[11, (5.8)]: for € > 0 small enough, there exists a constant § = d(g) > 0 such that

8G(u(t)) + e||Vu(t)||2: < —6 (4.13)

for all t € (=T, T™*). Thanks to (4.12), we take R > 1 sufficiently large to get

)
Vi (t) < -5 < 0

for all t € (=T, T*). The standard convexity argument yields T, T* < oco. The proof is complete. O
We are next interested in long time dynamics of H!-solutions for (1.2) with data at the ground state
threshold. To this end, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let N > 1, 0 < b <min{2, N}, and 0 < a < a(N). Let (fn)n>1 be a bounded sequence in
H?'. Then, there exist a subsequence still denoted by (fn)n>1 and a function f € H' such that:

o fn— f weakly in H'.

o f,— f strongly in L] _ for all 1 < r < 2%,

loc

o lim, .o, P(fn) = P(f) as n — oo, where P is as in (1.12).

Proof. The first two items are well-known. Let us prove the last one. Let € > 0. Since (fy)n>1 is bounded
in H', we have for any R > 0,

/| o 2" (1 (@)|°F? = [ f(@2)|**?) do| < R7" (I full 3222 + IIF1IF22)

< CR™ (I fall g + 1 £11552)
<CR™.
By choosing R > 0 sufficiently large, we have

[l (@I = 1)) do < 5. (4.14)
|z|>R

On the other hand, we have

|o¢+2

< H|$|_b||L5(|x|§R)H|fn —F1°2| Lo (z1<R)

[ el (@) = @) ) do
|z|<R

provided that 6, > 1,1 =1 + % The term [||#| (| 1s(z|< ) is finite provided that & >b. Thus + > &

and % =1- % < %. We next bound

I1fal 22 = 1A nqi<ry S (LFall T8+ NANEE) 1o = Fllzeqei<r)
provided that
a+2 1

N-b
o 1 N
By the Sobolev embedding H! < L for any 2 < r < 2* and the fact that f,, — f strongly in L™(|z| < R)

for any 1 <r < 2*, we are able to choose o € (2,2*) so that (4.15) holds. Indeed, in the case N > 3, we
choose o smaller but close to % We see that (4.15) is satisfied provided that

(@+2)(N—2) N-b
2N < N

(4.15)
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This condition is fulfilled since a < %. In the case N = 1,2, we see that (4.15) is satisfied by choosing

o sufficiently large. As a consequence, we get

[ el (@ = f@[ ) de| < o flliequisn < 5 (4.16)
|lz|<R

for n sufficiently large. Collecting (4.14) and (4.16), we prove the result. O

Lemma 4.2. Let N > 1,0 < b < min{2,N}, and 0 < a < a(N). Let Q be the unique positive radial
solution to (1.9). Let (fn)n>1 be a sequence of H'-functions satisfying

M(fn) =M(Q), E(fn)=E(Q), Vn=1
and
Tim [V full: = IVQl -
Then there exists a subsequence still denoted by (fn)n>1 such that
fn—€%Q  strongly in H"
for some 8 € R as n — oo.

Proof. Since (f,) is a bounded sequence in H!, by Lemma 4.1, there exist a subsequence still denoted
by (fn)n>1 and a function f € H! such that f, — f weakly in H' and P(f,) — P(f) as n — oo. We
first observe that
. . 1
PU) = Jim P = fim (o +2) (31905 - BU)

n—oo

(@ +2) (3IVaI: - £@)

~ 2(a+2) _
= mHVQ||2L2 = P(Q).

This shows that f # 0. Moreover, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.3), we have

Na+42b 4
P(f) = CoptlIV [l 2% NSl

By the lower continuity of weak convergence, we have

IVfllz2 < limint |V £, 7.

—2b—(N—2)a
2

2 <0.

which implies that

4—2b—(N—-2)a 4—2b—(N—2)a

Na+2b ( ) . . Na+2b
P(f) = CopillVSlIp" fllz = >tminf P(f) = CoplVhullpa” fallz

4—2b—(N—2)a

Na+2b
=P(Q) = Copt[VQIl 12" 1@l * =0.
This shows that f is an optimizer for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.3). We also have

19112 = lim [V £ull3,

hence f, — f strongly in H'. We claim that there exists # € R such that f(z) = e?g(z), where g is a
non-negative radial optimizer for (2.3). Indeed, since ||V (|f])|lzz < [[Vf]|L2, it is clear that |f| is also an
optimizer for (2.3) and

IVUfDIze = IV Flz2- (4.17)

Set w(x) := ‘}CE& Since |w(z)|? = 1, it follows that Re(wVw(x)) = 0 and

V(@) = V([ f(@)hw(x) + |f(@)[Vw(z) = w@)(V(f(@)]) + [f()[w(z) V()
which implies |V f(z)|? = |V(|f(2)|)|* + |f(2)|?|Vw(x)|? for all z € R3. From (4.17), we get

/]R3 |f(95)|2|Vw(x)|2d$ -0

which shows |Vw(z)| = 0, hence w(x) is a constant, and the claim follows with g(x) = | f(z)|. Moreover,
by replacing g with its symmetric rearrangement, we can assume that g is radially symmetric. Since g is
an optimizer for (2.3), g must satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation

= Wigted) =0,

e=0
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where W is the Weinstein functional

4—2b—(N—2)a

W(f) = P(f) = [IVfla7 Wl

A direct computation shows

a+2 b e
—mAg+ng — —=—l=|"lg|"g = 0,
opt
where

Na -+ 2b Na+22b—4 47217721\172)&

m:=———|V{l 1£1l 2 :
4—2b— (N —2)a Nat2b = 2b+(N-2)a
n:= VAl Wl 2

2
By a change of variable g(x) = A¢(ux) with A, u > 0 satisfying

2 n AY nCOpt —b

b= Tat2! o
we see that ¢ solves (1.9) and W (g) = W(¢) = Copt. By the uniqueness of positive radial solution to (1.9)
due to [29,48,51], we have ¢ = Q. As ||gllrz = ||Q||2 and [|Vg||zz = [|[VQ|| 12, we infer that A = p = 1.
This shows that f(x) = eQ(z) for some § € R. The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We consider separately three cases.

Case 1. Let up € H! satisfy (1.19) and (1.20). We first note that (1.19) and (1.20) are invariant under
the scaling

wd(x) == A5 ug(Az), A > 0. (4.18)
By choosing a suitable scaling, we can assume that
M(uo) = M(Q), E(uo) = E(Q). (4.19)
Thus (1.20) becomes |Vugl|zz < |[VQ| 2. We first claim that
IVu(t)llr: < [VQIl L2 (4.20)

for all t € (=T, T*). Assume by contradiction that there exists tg € (—T%, T™) such that ||[Vu(to)| 2 >
IVQ||zz. By continuity, there exists t1 € (—T%, T*) such that ||Vu(t1)||r2 = ||VQ| r2. By the conservation
of energy and (2.6), we see that

Plu(t) = (a-+2) (3IVut)l - Blutn) )

~(a+2) (51701 - £@)

2(a+2) 9
= —=[|VQ||7--
e ival
This shows that u(¢1) is an optimizer for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.3). Arguing as in the
proof of Lemma 4.2, we have u(t;) = €?Q for some # € R. Moreover, by the uniqueness of solution to
(1.2), we infer that u(t) = e*e?®Q which contradicts (1.20). This shows (4.20). In particular, the solution
exists globally in time. We now have two possibilities.
First possibility. If
sup [Vu(t)[| L2 < [VQ|| L2,
teR

then there exists p > 0 such that

[Vu)llz: < (1= p)IVQllL
which, by (4.19), implies that (4.1) holds for all t € R. By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem
1.3, we prove (1.21). In particular, if N > 2 and 0 < b < min {2, %}, then by Theorem 1.1, the solution
scatters in H' in both directions.
Second possibility. If

sup [[Vu(t)||r2 = [[VQ 22,
teR
then there exists a time sequence (t,),>1 C R such that

M(u(tn)) = M(Q),  E(u(tn)) = E(Q), lim [[Vu(t,)|Lz = [V@Q]|L2-
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We notice that |t,,| — co. Otherwise, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have t, — to as n — co.
By continuity of the solution, we have u(t,) — u(tg) strongly in H!. This implies that u(ty) is an
optimizer for (2.3) which is a contradiction.

Applying Lemma 4.2 with f,, = u(t,), we prove that up to a subsequence,

u(t,) — € Q strongly in H!
for some 8 € R as n — oo.
Case 2. Let up € H! satisfy (1.19) and (1.23). By the scaling (4.18), we can assume that
M(uo) = M(Q), |[Vuollzz = IVQ|L2, E(uo) = E(Q).

In particular, ug is an optimizer for (2.3) which implies ug(z) = €?Q(z) for some § € R. By the
uniqueness of solution to (1.2), we have u(t, z) = e*e??Q(x).

Case 3. Let up € H! satisfy (1.19) and (1.24). As in Case 1, we can assume that
M(uo) = M(Q), E(uo) = E(Q), [[Vuollzz > [IVQ| 2. (4.21)

Arguing as above, we prove that
IVu(®)llz2 > IVQ 2

for all t € (—=T%,T*). Let us consider only positive times. The one for negative times is similar. If
T* < oo, then we are done. Otherwise, if 7% = oo, then we consider two possibilities.
First possibility. If

sup [[Vu(®)||zz > [[VQ|| L2,
t€[0,00)

then there exists p > 0 such that
Vu@®)L2 = (1+p)[VQ 2 (4.22)

for all ¢ € [0,00). By (4.21) and the conservation laws of mass and energy, we have

G)M @)™ =~ B M )] - 2 () el 155)°
< M IR pQu@I - PR (4 p)Ivele i)’
Na—4+2b

= SR (@ - 1) (19Ql @l

for all t € [0,00). By Theorem 1.2, there exists a time sequence t,, — oo such that |Vu(t,)||z — oo as
n — oo.
Second possibility. If

sup [[Vu(®)||rz = [[VQ|| L2,
t€[0,00)

then there exists a time sequence (¢y)n>1 such that ||Vu(t,)|r2 = ||VQ|lL2 as n — oco. Arguing as in
Case 1, we show that ¢,, — co and

u(t,) — € Q strongly in H!

for some 0 € R as n — co. This completes the first part of Item (3) of Theorem 1.4.
Let us prove the second part of Item (3) of Theorem 1.4.

e Finite variance data. If we assume in addition that ug € X, then the first possibility cannot occur.
In fact, if it occurs, then there exists § > 0 such that

Glu(t)) <
for all ¢ € [0,00). This is impossible by the convexity argument as
d? 9

s lzu®)l3: = 8G(u().
e Radially symmetric data. If we assume in addition that N > 2, a < 4, and ug is radially symmetric,
then the first possibility cannot occur. In fact, suppose that the first possibility occurs, so (4.22) holds.
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It follows from (4.21) and (2.7) that
8G(u(t)) + e Vu(t)l|Z-
= 4(Na+ 2b)E(u(t))[M (u(t))]7c — (2N — 4b + 8 — &) || Vu(t)|| %2 [M (u(t))]°
< 4(Na+20)BQ)[M(Q)]7 — (2Na —4b+ 8 —&)(1+ p)* (|VQ 2 [QII72)°

2 _
——2(Va— 4+ 20) (I9QLalQIE)” 1+ o7 | St - o

for all ¢ € [0, 00). Taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, there exists § = §(¢) > 0 such that

8G(u(t)) +¢||Vu(t)||32 < —6 (4.23)
for all t € [0, 00). We recall the following estimate due to [11, Lemma 3.4]: for any R > 1 and any ¢ > 0,
CR2 1 CR-EN D4 vu(p) 2, it a=4,

a 2[(N—1)a+2b

CR™? + Cem = R 25 L | V)2, if a <4

Thanks to (4.23), we take R > 1 sufficiently large if & = 4, and ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and R > 1
sufficiently large depending on e, we obtain

V) (t) < 8G(u(t)) + {

1)
V() < —3

for all ¢ € [0,00). This is impossible.

e Cylindrically symmetric data. If we assume in addition that N > 3, a < 2, and ug € X, then the

first possibility cannot occur. This is done by the same argument as above using (4.12) and (4.23). The

proof of Theorem 1.4 is now complete. |
Finally, we study long time dynamics of H!-solutions for (1.2) with data above the ground state

threshold.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let us consider two cases.

Case 1. Let ug € ¥ satisfy (1.27), (1.28), (1.29), and (1.30). We will show that (1.11) holds. To this

end, let us start with the following estimate: for f € X,

_4-2b—(N-2)a

2
(1 [ 7o Vrae) < asli (1971 - (Con] =m () 552 (pp) ) (a2
In fact, let A > 0. We have

/ V(€M f)Pdz = 402 f |2 + 4ATm / FoVide+|Vf|2..

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.3), we have

2[4—2b— (N —2)a]

[P(f)] 77 = [P )] 758 < [Copd 7o |V (e )12 fll e T

or
_4-2b—(N-2)o

”v(ei)\\m\?f)uiz > [Copt]_NaiZbM(f) NaT2b [P(f)] N(;:,Qb-

It follows that

_ 4-2b—(N—2)a

ANz f]22 + 4N Im / Jo - Vfde+ |Vfl[22 — [Cop) T3 [M(f)]~ vatz  [P(f)]¥arm >0

for all A > 0. Since the left hand side is a quadratic polynomial in }, its discriminant must be non-positive
which proves (4.24).
We also have

V) = 8193 — 2 py)
= 168 ((n) - L py)

= 4(Na + 2b)E(u(t)) — 2(Na — 4 + 2b)|| Vu(t) || 2.
which implies that

P(u(t) = T gy (1) = V" (0).
IV = 5o (4o + ) = V().



DYNAMICS FOR INHOMOGENEOUS NLS 31

Since P(u(t)) > 0, we have V" (t) < 16 E(u(t)) = 16FE(up). Inserting the above identities to (4.24), we
get

1

(V'(t))* < 16V (1) (Na—4+20)

(4(Na + 2b)E(u(t)) — V(1))

_ 4-2b—(N—2)a ( a+2
4(

— [Copt] ™ Wa¥ (M (u(t))] = aem mﬂmuw—w(t»)m}

which implies

(2'(1)* < 49(V" (1)), (4.25)
where
2(t) =V (t)
and
4 _4-2b(N-2)a a+2 Nt
_ [Copt] No+2b NaT2b (m (16E — )\))

with A < 16E. Here we have used the notation E(u(t)) = E, M (u(t)) = M due to the conservation
of mass and energy. Since Na + 2b > 4, we see that g(\) is decreasing on (—o0, Ag) and increasing on
(Ao, 16E), where )\ satisfies

Na+2b 44 (N-2a a+2 Nt
O (O] W M Nat (— 16E — A ) 4.26
2(a +2) [Copt] 4(Na—4+2b)( 0) (426)
A direct calculation shows
1 Na+2b Ao
=— " (4(N 20)FE — ———(16FE — = —.
900) = 5y —aap UWe+ )E = do) — g5 (16E = do) = 3
Using the fact that
2a+2) [ 2(Na + 2b) e
o+ o+
opt — M e )
Copt = N2 <Na — 4+ 2b (@IM(Q)] )
we infer from (4.26) that
| 16BQM @™
(16E — Xo) M-
or
EMP°e
(1 _ Do ) =1. (4.27)
E(Q)[M(Q)] 16E
Thus the assumption (1.27) is equivalent to
Ao > 0. (4.28)
Moreover, the assumption (1.28) is equivalent to
(V'(0))* = 2V(0)Ao
or
/ 2 )\O
() = 2 = 1g(00). (4.29)
Similarly, the assumption (1.30) is equivalent to
2'(0) > 0. (4.30)

Finally, the assumption (1.29) is equivalent to
V"(0) > Xo. (4.31)
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Indeed, from (1.29), we have

V”(0) = 16E — —4(No‘a_+42+ 25 pug)
- eE 4(Naa—+42+ 2b) P(Q)J[\%EQ)]"C
16 (E . E(Q)}[\%EQ)]"“)
— 16E (1 _ E(QJ)E[%((T?)]”C)
~ o,

where we have used (4.27) to get the last equality.
Next, we claim that there exists dp > 0 small such that for all ¢ € [0,T7),

V"(t) > Xo + do- (4.32)
Assume (4.32) for the moment, we prove (1.11). We have

P(u(t))[M (u(t)))7 = 4(No?é——+42+2b) (16E — V"(t)) M
a+2

= 4(Na — 4+ 2b)

4 a+2) o a+2

= Na—at @M@ - 4(Na — 4 + 2b)

(1= p)P(Q)[M(Q)]

for all t € [0,T™), where p := 4(N2‘j42+2b) o P(Q)I[VJ{;(CQ)]“C > 0. Here we have used (4.27) to get the third

line. This shows (1.11). In particular, if N > 2 and 0 < b < min {2, %}, then the solution scatters in H'!
forward in time.
It remains to show (4.32). By (4.31), we take 6; > 0 so that

V"(0) > Ao + 26;.

(16E — Ao — (‘)‘0)]\40C

(S()]\4Uc

By continuity, we have
V"(t) > Ao + 61, Vt€0,to). (4.33)
for tg > 0 sufficiently small. By reducing ¢ if necessary, we can assume that
2 (to) > 2¢/g(No). (4.34)

In fact, if 2/(0) > 24/g(X\o), then (4.34) follows from the continuity argument. Otherwise, if 2’(0) =

24/g(Xo), then using the fact that
1 (V")
"(t) = — — (' (1)) 4.35
20 = 5 (C52 - o)) (4.35)
and (4.31), we have z”(0) > 0. This shows (4.34) by taking ¢, > 0 sufficiently small. Thanks to (4.34),
we take €y > 0 be a small constant so that

2'(to) > 2/ g(No) + 2¢0. (4.36)
We will prove by contradiction that
2'(t) > 2y/g(No) + €0, Vit >to. (4.37)

Suppose that it is not true and set

t1 :=inf {t >ty 2(t) £2v/g9(No) +eo}.

By (4.36), we have ¢; > tg. By continuity, we have

Z'(t1) = 24/9(Xo) + €0 (4.38)

and

2'(t) > 24/g(Xo) + €0, Vit E [to,t1]. (4.39)
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By (4.25), we see that

(2\/ Do) + 60) < ()2 < 4g(V"(}), VEE [t ta]- (4.40)
It follows that g(V"(t)) > g(Xo) for all ¢ € [to,t1], thus V" (t) # Ao and by continuity, V" (t) > A for all

t € [to, t1].
We will prove that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

V' (t) > Xo + @ Vit € [to, t1] (4.41)

Indeed, by the Taylor expansion of g near Ay with the fact ¢’(Ag) = 0, there exists a > 0 such that
g\ <go) Fa(X—Xo)?, VA= <1 (4.42)
If V''(t) > Ao+ 1, then (4.41) holds by taking C large. If \g < V' (t) < Ao+ 1, then by (4.40) and (4.42),
we get
(2v/300) + ) < (/(0)” < 49(V" (1)) < 49(A) + 4a(V" (1) ~ Xo)’

thus

c0v/g(No) +ea < 4a(V"(t) — Xo)2.

This shows (4.41) with C = /a[g(Xo)] 4.
However, by (4.35), (4.38) and (4.41), we have

) = 2 (V"Q(“) - (z'<t1>>2>

()

Z(tl
ﬁ (\2/—2_0 —4eo/g(No) — 6(2)) >0

provided that € is taken small enough. This however contradicts (4.38) and (4.39). This proves (4.37).
Note that we have also proved (4.41) for all t € [to, T*). This together with (4.33) imply (4.32) with

dp = min {(51, @}

Case 2. Let up € ¥ satisfy (1.27), (1.28), (1.31) and (1.32). As in Step 1, we see that the conditions
(1.27), (1.28), (1.31) and (1.32) are respectively equivalent to
Ao

Ao >0, (2'(0)2 >4g(\) = 5 V"(0) < X, 2'(0) <0. (4.43)

We claim that

Z'(t) <0, Vtel0,T). (4.44)
Note that by (4.35), we have z”(0) < 0. Assume by contraction that (4.44) does not hold. Then there
exists to € (0,7*) such that

2"(t) <0, Vteo,ty)
and 2’ (tg) = 0. By (4.43), we have

2(t) < 2'(0) < =2v/g(No), Yt € (0,t0].
Hence (2/(t))? > 2g(\o) which combined with (4.25) imply that
g(V"(t)) > g(Xo), Vit € (0,t0].

It follows that V" (t) # A for all t € (0, ], and by continuity, we have

V"(t) < Xo, Vte€0,t0].
By (4.35), we obtain

0= (52 R < g (5 -F) =0

which is absurd. Now, assume by contradiction that the solution exists globally forward in time, i.e.,
T* = co. By (4.44), we see that

2'(t) <2'(1) <2'(0) <0, Vtell, o00).
This contradicts with the fact that z(t) is positive. The proof is complete. O
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