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FOURTH ORDER SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION WITH MIXED

DISPERSION ON CARTAN-HADAMARD MANIFOLDS

JEAN-BAPTISTE CASTERAS AND ILKKA HOLOPAINEN

Abstract. This paper is devoted to the study of the following fourth or-
der Schrödinger equation with mixed dispersion on MN , an N-dimensional
Cartan-Hadamard manifold. Namely we consider

(4NLS)

{

i∂tψ = −∆2
M
ψ + β∆Mψ + λ|ψ|2σψ in R×M,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ X(M),

where β ≥ 0, λ = {−1, 1}, σ < 4/(N − 4)+, ∆M is the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on M and X = L2(M) or X = H2(M). At first, we focus on the
case where M is the hyperbolic space HN . Using the fact that there exists a
Fourier transform on this space, we prove the existence of a global solution to
(4NLS) as well as scattering for small initial data provided that N ≥ 4 and
σ < 4/N if X = L2(HN ) or σ < 4/(N−4) if X = H2(HN ). Next, we obtained
weighted Strichartz estimates for radial solutions to (4NLS) on a large class
of rotationally symmetric manifolds by adapting the method of Banica and
Duyckaerts (Dyn. Partial Differ. Equ., 07). Finally, we give a blow-up result
for a rotationally symmetric manifold relying on a localized virial argument.

1. Introduction

We consider the following biharmonic (i.e. fourth-order) nonlinear Schrödinger
equation with mixed dispersion on MN , an N -dimensional Cartan-Hadamard man-
ifold,

(1.1)

{
i∂tψ = −∆2

Mψ + β∆Mψ − λ|ψ|2σψ in R×M,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ X(M),

where β ≥ 0,

σ <
4

(N − 4)+
=





4

N − 4
, if N > 4,

∞, if N ≤ 4,
,

∆M is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M and X = L2(M) or X = H2(M).
When M = RN , Karpman and Shagalov [27] introduced the fourth order term to
regularize and stabilize the classical Schrödinger equation. We refer to [22, 12, 11]
for more details concerning the stability of standing wave solutions to this equation.
Our main focus in this paper will be to obtain well-posedness results for (1.1) on
Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. Before proceeding, let us recall some results in the
Euclidean space. The global existence of solution to (1.1) was proved by Pausader
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2 JEAN-BAPTISTE CASTERAS AND ILKKA HOLOPAINEN

[30, 29]. To do so, he used the dispersive estimates of Ben-Artzi, Koch and Saut
[9]. More precisely, let

Iβ(t, x) =

∫

RN

eit(|ξ|
4+β|ξ|2)−i〈x,ξ〉dξ,

be the propagator of our operator in RN . Then there holds:

• If β = 0,

|DαI0(t, x)| ≤ Ct−
N+|α|

4

(
1 + t−

1
4 |x|

) |α|−N
3 ,

for all t > 0 and x ∈ RN .
• For all 0 < t ≤ 1 and all x ∈ RN or for all t > 0 and all |x| ≥ t,

|DIβ(t, x)| ≤ Ct−
N+|α|

4

(
1 + t−

1
4 |x|

) |α|−N
3 ,

• For β > 0, all t ≥ 1 and |x| ≤ t,

|DαIβ(t, x)| ≤ Ct−
N+|α|

2

(
1 + t−

1
2 |x|

)|α|
.

Thanks to these estimates, Pausader was able to obtain the following Strichartz
estimates. Before stating them, let us introduce some notation. We say that a pair
(q, r) is S-admissible if 2 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞, (q, r,N) 6= (2,∞, 2), and

2

q
+
N

r
=
N

2
.

We say that a pair (q, r) is B-admissible if 2 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞, (q, r,N) 6= (2,∞, 4), and

4

q
+
N

r
=
N

2
.

Let I = [0, T ] and ψ ∈ C(I,H−4) be a solution to

(1.2)

{
i∂tψ = −∆2

RNψ + β∆RNψ − h in I × RN ,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ L2(RN ).

Assume in addition that T ≤ 1 if β < 0. Then, for any B-admissible pairs (q, r)
and (q̃, r̃), we have

(1.3) ‖ψ‖Lq(I,Lr) ≤ C
(
‖ψ0‖L2 + ‖h‖Lq̃′(I,Lr̃′)

)
,

whenever the right hand side is finite, where q̃′ and r̃′ are the conjugate exponents
of q̃ and r̃. We also have, for S-admissible pairs (q, r), (q̃, r̃), and any s ≥ 0,

‖|∇|sψ‖Lq(I,Lr) ≤ C
(
‖|∇|s− 2

qψ0‖L2 + ‖|∇|s− 2
q−

2
q̃ h‖Lq̃′ (I,Lr̃′)

)
,

whenever the right side is finite. Now, let us take h = λ|ψ|2σψ and ψ0 ∈ RN in
(1.2), with λ = {−1, 1} and σ < 4/(N − 4)+. Then, using the conservation of the
mass

M [ψ(t)] :=

∫

RN

|ψ(t)|2 dx =M [ψ0],

and the conservation of the energy

E[ψ(t)] :=
1

2

∫

RN

|∆RNψ(t)|2 dx+β
2

∫

RN

|∇ψ(t)|2 dx− 1

2σ + 2

∫

RN

|ψ(t)|2σ+2dt = E[ψ0],

Pausader [30] showed that there exists a global solution in the following cases:

• λ ≥ 0;
• λ < 0 and σ < 4/N ;
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• λ < 0, σ = 4/N and ψ0 is sufficiently small in L2;
• λ < 0, σ ≤ 4/(N − 4) and ψ0 is sufficiently small in H2.

He also proved scattering in H2(RN ) provided that λ ≥ 0, N ≥ 5, β ≥ 0 and
4/N < σ < 4/(N − 4). Let us also point out that Pausader also obtained some
results when σ = 4/(N − 4) but we will not consider this case.

In view of these results, it seems quite natural to investigate in which spaces the
Strichartz estimates hold. For the classical Schrödinger equation i.e. for i∂tψ =
−∆Mψ + h, ψ(0) = ψ0 ∈ L2(M), where M is some manifold, this question has
been intensively studied in recent decades. It has been proved that the Strichartz
estimates holds for a much larger class of pairs (q, r), (q̃, r̃), in the hyperbolic space
or more generally in Damek-Ricci spaces than in the Euclidean one see [4, 3, 5, 6, 31].
More precisely, for any S-admissible pair (q, r) and (q̃, r̃), we have

‖ψ‖Lq(I,Lr(RN )) ≤ C
(
‖ψ0‖L2(RN ) + ‖h‖Lq̃′(I,Lr̃′(RN ))

)
,

whereas in HN , the same inequality holds for pairs (p, q) and (q̃, r̃) belonging to the
triangle {(

1

p
,
1

q

)
∈ (0,

1

2
]× (0,

1

2
):

2

q
+
N

r
≥ N

2

}
∪
{(

0,
1

2

)}
.

Intuitively, on a non-compact negatively curved manifold, one can expects to have
better Strichartz estimates than in the Euclidien space. On the other hand, on a
compact manifold M , Strichartz estimates only holds with loss of derivatives [16]
i.e. if h = 0, then we have, for any S-admissible pair (q, r),

‖ψ‖Lq(I,Lr(M)) ≤ C‖ψ0‖H1/p(M).

In some compact manifolds, this inequality is known to be sharp [14].
In the present paper, we will show that the Strichartz estimates (1.3) can be

improved on the hyperbolic space and on a class of rotationally symmetric Cartan-
Hadamard manifolds. Our first main result concerns the case M = HN . In this
case, we say that (p, q) is an admissible pair if

(
1

p
,
1

q

)
∈
{(

0,
1

2

)
×
(
0,

1

2

)
:
4

p
+
N

q
≥ N

2

}
∪
{(

0,
1

2

)}
.

Also, since the first eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on HN is ρ2 =
(N − 1)2/4, instead of considering the operator ∆2

HN − β∆HN , we set

P = (∆HN + ρ2)2 − β(∆HN + ρ2).

By definition, the first eigenvalue of P is 0.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that N ≥ 4. Let ψ be a solution to
{
i∂tψ + Pψ = h in R×HN

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ L2(HN ),

on I = [0, T ]. Assume that |I| ≤ 1 if β ≤ 0. Let (p, q) and (p̃, q̃) be admissible
pairs. Then there exists a constant C > 0 independent of T such that

‖ψ‖Lp
t (I,L

q
x(HN )) ≤ C

(
‖ψ0‖L2(HN ) + ‖h‖

Lp̃′

t (I,Lq̃′
x (HN ))

)
.
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Thanks to this Strichartz estimate, we can easily prove some global well-posedness
and scattering results for

(1.4)

{
i∂tψ + Pψ = λ|ψ|2σψ in R×HN

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0.

Theorem 1.2. Let N ≥ 2, λ = {−1, 1}, X0 = L2(HN) and X1 = H2(HN). For

i = 0, 1, if σ < σ̃i =

{
4
N , i = 0
4

N−4 , i = 1
, (1.4) is locally well-posed for arbitrary Xi

data, i.e. for any ψ0 ∈ Xi(H
N), there exists T > 0 such that the solution ψ(t, ·)

to (1.4) exists for all |t| < T . Moreover, if σ ≤ σ̃i and β > 0, then there exists
a constant c > 0 such that if ‖ψ0‖Xi(HN ) ≤ c then (1.4) is globally well-posed, i.e.
ψ(t, ·) exists for all t ≥ 0. We also have that ψ satisfies the following scattering
property: there exist ψ± ∈ L2(HN) such that

‖ψ(t)− eitPψ±‖Xi(HN ) → 0 as t→ ±∞.

Notice, in particular, that our scattering result is a lot better than the one
in the Euclidean space. We point out that this result holds for not necessarily
radially symmetric functions. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is very standard once the
Strichartz estimate holds. It relies on a fixed point argument for the existence part
for an appropriate choice of functional spaces.

Let us make some comments on the proof of Theorem 1.1. We follow the TT ∗

method of Keel and Tao [28]. The main difficulty is to obtain Lp−Lq-estimates on
the dispersive propagator eitP . Denoting by v the kernel of this propagator, we will
deduce this estimate from a pointwise bound of v and the Kunze-Stein inequality
(which is an improved Young convolution inequality). A crucial ingredient in our
proof is the fact that it is possible to define a Fourier transform in the hyperbolic
space enjoying most of the properties of the Euclidean Fourier transform. Using
this transformation, we see that

v(t, x) =

∫

R

e−it(λ4+βλ2)Φλ(r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ,

where c(λ) is the Harish-Chandra coefficient and Φλ is a explicit function (see (2.2)
for a precise definition). At this point, we adopt the approach of Ionescu and
Staffilani [26] to estimate this integral. Namely we split the integral into two parts
depending whether |λ| ∈ [0, 2J ] or |λ| ∈ [2J ,∞] for a suitable choice of J which
depends on the critical value of the phase and then apply a dyadic decomposition
of [2J ,∞]. Due to the mixed dispersion of our operator, the critical point of the
phase will behave differently depending if r/|t| is large or not. Let us also mention
that this method only give a decay in |t|−1 when |t| is large. The same holds for
the classical Schrödinger equation but was proved to be not optimal by Anker and
Pierfelice [3] who obtained a decay in |t|−3/2. Here, we refined a bit the estimate
for |t| large using the recent method of [2] to get the probably optimal decay in
|t|−3/2. Let us also comment a bit on the method used by Anker and Pierfelice [3]
to obtain the pointwise decay of the classical Schrödinger propagator. They use the
fact that the inverse Fourier transform in the hyperbolic space can be obtained as
the composition of the inverse Abel transform with the inverse Fourier transform on
the real line. However, to use this fact, one has to obtain very precise estimates on

the derivative of the real inverse Fourier transform of e−it(·4+β·2). Compared to the
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Euclidean case, the propagator estimates we obtained are decaying exponentially
fast in space, however they are worse for |t| large. We end this first part dealing
with the hyperbolic space by proving a trapping result saying that if the initial data
is large enough then the solution to (1.4) with λ = 1 whereas if it is small enough
(in a quantified way), we get global existence.

The second part of this paper will focus on the case where M is a rotationally
symmetric Cartan-Hadamard manifold. Due to the lack of Fourier transform in this
space, we adopt a very different approach to prove Strichartz estimate. Following
[7], one can see that up to a change of variables, (1.1) can be seen as an equation in
the flat Euclidean space but with potentials for radially symmetric functions. We
then apply Strichartz estimates for the pure fourth order Euclidean Schrödinger
equation and condider the terms involving potential as inhomogenuous terms. Us-
ing the method of [7], we use a smoothing estimate to deal with those terms. The
smoothing estimate is a consequence of a uniform weighted estimate for the resol-
vent [(−∆RN −V )(−∆RN −V + β)]−1, for some appropriate potential V . Here, we
rely on the fact that the resolvent of this operator can be written as the difference
of resolvents of second order operator for which estimates were already known see
[17]. Our result is the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let M = (RN , g) be a complete rotationally symmetric manifold

with Riemannian metric g = dr2 + φ2(r)dθ2. Set σ(r) =
(

r
φ(r)

)(N−1)/2
and V =

σ′′

σ + (N − 1)φ
′

φ
σ′

σ . Assume that V ∈ C1(Rn \ {0}) such that

|V (x)| ≤ C|x|−2.

In addition, suppose that there exists δ0 such that

(
N

2
− 1

)2

+ r2V ≥ δ0,

(
N

2
− 1

)2

− r2∂r(rV ) ≥ δ0,

in RN \ {0}, and

(1.5) ‖〈x〉2(∆V + V 2)‖LN/2,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉2V ′‖LN/2,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉2V ‖LN/2,∞(RN ) ≤ C,

resp.

(1.6) ‖〈x〉(∆V + V 2)‖LN,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉V ′‖LN,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉V ‖LN,∞(RN ) ≤ C.

Let ψ be a radial solution to
{
i∂tψ −∆2

Mψ + β∆Mψ = h in R×HN ,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0.

Then, there exists C > 0 such that, for all interval I, and all B- (resp. S-)
admissible pairs (pi, qi), we have

∥∥ψσ−(1−2/q1)
∥∥
Lp1(I,Lq1(M))

≤ C
(
‖∇Mψ0‖L2(M) + ‖ψ0|∇Mσ|/σ‖L2(M) + ‖hσ(1−2/q2)‖

Lp′
2(I,Lq′

2(M))

)
.
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Let us observe that (1.5) (resp. (1.6)) holds true if, for large r, V (r) ≈ r−m,
with m ≥ 4 (resp. m ≥ 2). As in [7], one can show that Theorem 1.3 holds
true for S-admissible pairs if for instance φ(r) = r + a1r

3 + . . . + akr
2k+1, where

k ≥ 1 and ai > 0, i = 1, . . . , k, or more generally, if φ(r) = Arm + o(rm), with
A > 0, m > (N − 1)−1 and the radial sectional curvature of M (i.e. −φ′′/φ) at a

point x is negative and strictly greater than − 1

2(N − 1)

1

r2
, where r(x) = d(o, x) is

the distance to the pole o ∈M . Concerning B-admissible pairs, we need to impose
stronger restriction on the manifold for our result to hold. We see that the condition

|V (r)| ≤ r−4 roughly implies that |φ(r)| ≤ reC/r2 , for some positive constant C.
So our theorem holds at most for manifolds whose radial sectional curvature is
greater than −1/r4, for r large. Let us observe in view of the result obtained in
this paper that the validity of Strichartz inequality is still unknown for rotationally
symmetric manifolds where φ has a intermediate growth between polynomial and
exponential (or in terms of sectional curvature KM , for −C1 ≤ KM ≤ −C2/r

−2).
This question is also open for the classical Schrödinger equation. We refer to [23, 20]
for some examples of V for which the Strichartz inequality (related to the classical
Schrödinger equation) does not hold. Let us point out that along our proof, we also
obtain Strichartz estimate for fourth order Schrödinger equation with potentials
which can be of independent interest. We refer to [21] for related results.

We finally end this paper by computing a localized virial inequality for radial
functions on generic complete rotationally symmetric manifold following Boulenger
and Lenzmann [13]. Thanks to this, we provide some conditions in order to con-
struct finite time blowing-up solutions; see the beginning of Section 6. Let us point
out that these conditions are hard to check due to the fact that contrarily to the
flat Euclidean flat case it is not possible to use a scaling argument to get rid of what
is happening in the ball of radius R, for R large enough. To check these conditions,
we refer the readers to [1] where a Maple file using the same notation as below is
available to verify if the fourth point is valid or not. The first condition corresponds
to "star" and the second one to "star2".

The plan of this paper is the following: in Section 2, we recall some well-known
facts about the hyperbolic space. We begin with some geometric facts and then
recall the definition and main properties of the Fourier transform. In Section 3, we
prove the pointwise estimate for the dispersive propagator. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2
are establsihed in Section 4 as well as our trapping result. Section 5 is dedicated
to the proof of Theorem 1.3. In the last section, we give a proof of our finite-time
blow-up result.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The hyperbolic space. We consider the upper (sheet) hyperboloid model
for the hyperbolic space HN . Thus we equip RN+1 with the Minkowski metric

−(dx0)2 +
N∑

i=1

(dxi)2

and the symmetric bilinear form

[x, y] = x0y0 −
N∑

i=1

xiyi.
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The upper sheet model for the hyperbolic space is then

H
N = {x ∈ R

N+1 : [x, x] = 1, x0 > 0}
equipped with the Riemannian metric induced by the Minkowski metric. By fixing
a pole o = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ HN , HN can be identified with the homogeneous space
SO+(N, 1)/SO(N), where SO+(N, 1) is the connected Lie group of (N +1)× (N+
1)-matrices X , with detX = 1 and X00 > 0, that keep the form [·, ·] invariant and
SO(N) is the subgroup of SO+(N, 1) that fixes the pole o. Furthermore, HN can
be expressed as

H
N = {(t, ξ) ∈ R

N+1 : t = cosh r, ξ = sinh r ω, r ≥ 0, ω ∈ S
N−1},

where SN−1 ⊂ o⊥ = {(0, y1, . . . , yN ) ∈ RN+1}, the orthogonal complement of o
with respect to [·, ·]. In (global) coordinates (r, ω), the SO(N, 1)-invariant Rie-
mannian metric of HN is given by

ds2 = dr2 + sinh2 r dω2,

where dω2 is the standard metric on SN−1, and the Riemannian volume form by

dµ = sinhN−1 r dr dω.

The distance between x = (cosh r, sinh r ω) and the pole o is d(x, o) = r and, in
general,

d(x, y) = cosh−1[x, y]

for any x, y ∈ HN . Finally, the Laplace-Beltrami operator on HN is given by

∆HN = ∂2r + (N − 1)
cosh r

sinh r
∂r +

1

sinh2 r
∆SN−1 ,

where ∆SN−1 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere SN−1.

2.2. The Fourier transform. Following Helgason [24], Banica [5], and Ionescu
and Staffilani [26] we define the Fourier transform on HN as follows. For ω ∈ SN−1

and λ ∈ R, let b(ω) = (1, ω) ∈ RN+1 and hλ,ω : H
N → C,

hλ,ω(x) = [x, b(ω)]iλ−ρ,

where ρ = (N − 1)/2. The functions hλ,ω are generalized eigenfunctions of ∆HN .
Indeed, we have

−∆HNhλ,ω =
(
λ2 + ρ2

)
hλ,ω.

The Fourier transform of a function f ∈ C0(H
N ) is now defined by

f̂(λ, ω) =

∫

HN

f(x)hλ,ω(x) dµ,

and the Fourier inversion formula is given by

f(x) =

∫

R

∫

SN−1

f̂(λ, ω)h̄λ,ω(x)|c(λ)|−2 dλ dω

=

∫

R

∫

SN−1

f̂(λ, ω)[x, b(ω)]−iλ−ρ|c(λ)|−2 dλ dω,

where c(λ) is the Harish-Chandra coefficient

|c(λ)|−2 =
1

2(2π)d
|Γ(iλ+ ρ)|2
|Γ(iλ)|2 ,
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and dω is a suitably normalized measure on SN−1. It follows from the definition
that

(2.1) |c(λ)|−2 = c(λ)−1c(−λ)−1;

see [25, Prop. A1]. A version of the Plancherel theorem holds in HN . Indeed,

the Fourier transform f 7→ f̂ extends to an isometry of L2(HN ) onto L2
(
R ×

SN−1, |c(λ)|−2 dλdω
)
. If f ∈ C0(H

N ) is SO(N)-invariant, i.e. radial with respect
to o, we have

f̂(λ, ω) = f̂(λ) =

∫

HN

f(x)Φ−λ(x) dµ,

and

f(x) =

∫

R

f̂(λ)Φλ(x)|c(λ)|−2 dλ,

where

(2.2) Φλ(x) =

∫

SN−1

[x, b(ω)]−iλ−ρ dω.

By denoting x = (cosh r, sinh r ϑ), where r = r(x) = d(x, o), we can express Φλ as

Φλ(r) =

∫

SN−1

(cosh r − sinh r (ϑ · ω))−iλ−ρ dω

= C

∫ π

0

(cosh r − sinh r cos θ)
−iλ−ρ

(sin θ)N−2 dθ.

3. Estimates for Schrödinger propagator

The most part of this section is devoted to the pointwise estimate for the disper-
sive propagator. As already written in the introduction, we will follow the proof of
[26] but refine it a bit for large time using the approach of [2]. We will conclude
this section by obtaining a Lp −Lq estimate for the propagator using the previous
pointwise estimate and the Kunze-Stein inequality.

We begin by giving an expression of the propagator with the help of the Fourier
transform defined in the previous section. Let v be a solution to the linear equation

i∂tψ − (∆HN + ρ2)2ψ + β(∆HN + ρ2)ψ = 0.

By definition, we have, for f smooth enough,

∆̂HN f(λ, ω) =

∫

HN

f(x)∆HNhλ,ω(x) dµ = −(λ2 + ρ2)f̂(λ, ω),

so applying the Fourier transform to the equation, we obtain

i∂tψ̂ − λ4ψ̂ − βλ2ψ̂ = 0.

Its solution is given by

ψ̂(t, λ, ω) = e−it(λ4+βλ2).

By the Fourier inversion formula, we find

ψ(t, x) =

∫

R

e−it(λ4+βλ2)Φλ(r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ,
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where r = r(x). For this quantity to be well-defined, we regularize it by the Fourier

multiplier λ 7→ e−ε2λ4

, for ε > 0 small enough. So, we will consider

Iε(t, x) =

∫

R

e−(it+ε2)(λ4+βλ2)Φλ(r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ.

We will obtain pointwise estimate for this propagator. Compared to the one in the
Euclidian space, we see that it decays exponentially in space. The behavior for
short time is the same whereas it has a slower decay for large time. We will see in
the following that to get global existence, we only need to have a decay better than
t−1 for large time which in our case only seems to be available when β > 0.

Proposition 3.1. We have, if β > 0,

|Iε(t, x)| ≤ C

{
|t|−N/4r(N+5)/6e−(N−1)r/2, if |t| ≤ 1;

|t|−3/2r(N+5)/6e−(N−1)r/2, if |t| ≥ 1.

If β = 0, then there holds

|Iε(t, x)| ≤ C

{
|t|−N/4r(N+5)/6e−(N−1)r/2, if |t| ≤ 1;

|t|−3/4r(N+5)/6e−(N−1)r/2, if |t| ≥ 1,

whereas if β < 0, then we get

|Iε(t, x)| ≤ C

{
|t|−N/4r(N+5)/6e−(N−1)r/2, if |t| ≤ r or |t| ≤ 1;

|t|−1/2r(N+5)/6e−(N−1)r/2, if |t| ≥ 1 or |t| ≥ r.

Proof. We follow closely the proof of [26, Lemma 3.2]. We start by recalling the
estimate

(3.1)
∣∣∂αλ (λ−1c(λ)−1)

∣∣ ≤ C(1 + |λ|)ρ−1−α

for α ∈ [0, N + 2] ∩ Z and λ ∈ R from [25, Prop. A1].
We will also need some estimates for the function Φλ contained in [25, Prop.

A2]. When r ≥ 1/10, we rewrite Φλ as

(3.2) Φλ(r) = e−ρr
(
eiλrc(λ)m1(λ, r) + e−iλrc(−λ)m1(−λ, r)

)
,

where, for α ∈ [0, N + 2] ∩ Z and λ ∈ R,

(3.3) |∂αλm1(λ, r)| ≤ C(1 + |λ|)−α.

On the other hand, if r ≤ 1, Φλ can be rewritten as

(3.4) Φλ(r) = eiλrm2(λ, r) + e−iλrm2(−λ, r),
where, for α ∈ [0, N + 2] ∩ Z and λ ∈ R,

(3.5) |∂αλm2(λ, r)| ≤ C(1 + r|λ|)−ρ(1 + |λ|)−α.

We will also use repeatedly the following two standard estimates for oscillatory
integrals: if A,B,C ∈ R, m ∈ C1(R) is a compactly supported function, and
m̃ : R → C is a smooth function supported in [−2,−1/2]∪ [1/2, 2], we have, by the
van der Corput lemma,

(3.6)
∣∣∣
∫

R

ei(Aλ4+Bλ2+Cλ)m(λ) dλ
∣∣∣ ≤ c

Ai

∫

R

|∂λm(λ)| dλ,
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where A1 = |A|1/4 if sgn(A) 6= sgn(B) or A2 = max{|A|1/4, |B|1/2} if sgn(A) =
sgn(B), and by integrating by parts k ∈ N times

(3.7)
∣∣∣
∫

R

ei(Aλ4+Bλ2+Cλ)m̃(λ) dλ
∣∣∣ ≤ c

D

k∑

j=0

∫

R

|∂jλm̃(λ)| dλ,

where

D = min
|λ|∈[1/2,2]

∣∣4Aλ3 + 2Bλ+ C
∣∣k

which is assumed to be positive.
We fix a smooth even function η0 : R → [0, 1] supported in [−2,−1/2]∪ [1/2, 2]

such that, for any λ ∈ R \ {0},

(3.8)
∑

j∈Z

η0(λ/2
j) = 1.

Let ηj(λ) = η0(λ/2
j) and η≤j =

∑
j′≤j ηj′ , for any j ∈ Z. In view of (3.2) and

(3.4), we will split our estimates depending on the value of r.
We begin by considering the case r ≥ 1. In view of (2.1), (3.2) and (3.8), we need
to estimate

∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)−ε2λ4

η≤J(λ)m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1 dλ
∣∣∣

+
∑

j>J

∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)−ε2λ4

ηj(λ)m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1 dλ
∣∣∣

= I +
∑

j>J

IIj ,

where Ψ(λ) = t(−λ4−βλ2)+rλ and J is the smallest integer such that 2J ≥ 210λr,t,
with

λr,t =

{
(r/|t|)1/3, if r/|t| ≥ 1;

r/|t|, if r/|t| ≤ 1.

Notice that λr,t is chosen in view of the asymptotic of the roots of Ψ′. In view of
(3.6) and (3.7), we will need to estimate the partial derivatives of m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1

with respect to λ. Using (3.1) and (3.3), we find, for any k ∈ N,

∣∣∂kλ
(
m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1

)∣∣ =
∣∣∂kλ
(
m1(λ, r)λλ

−1c(−λ)−1
)∣∣

≤ C
∑

k1+k2+k3=k

∣∣(∂k1

λ m1(λ, r)
) (
∂k2

λ λ
)
∂k3

λ

(
− λ−1c(−λ)−1

)∣∣

≤ C
∑

k1+k2+k3=k

(1 + |λ|)ρ−1−k1−k3
∣∣∂k2

λ λ
∣∣

≤ C|λ|(1 + |λ|)ρ−1−k + 1k≥1(1 + |λ|)ρ−k.(3.9)
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Using (3.9) with k = 0, 1, the fact that the support of η≤J ⊂ [−2J , 2J ] and (3.6),
we get in case β > 0

I =
∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)e−ε2λ4

η≤J(λ)m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1 dλ
∣∣∣

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

) ∫

R

∣∣∂λ
(
η≤J (λ)m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1

)∣∣ dλ

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

) ∫

R

∣∣(− λ∂λη≤J (λ)
)
m1(λ, r)

(
− λ−1c(−λ)−1

)

+ η≤J(λ)∂λ
(
m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1

)∣∣ dλ

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)(
2J(1 + 2J)ρ−1 +

∫ 2J

0

(
λ(1 + λ)ρ−2 + (1 + λ)ρ−1

)
dλ
)

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)
{
2ρJ , if J ≥ 0;

2J , if J ≤ 0.

Above we have ignored the term e−ε2λ4

since it has no effect on the result. So, if
r/|t| ≥ 1 which implies that J ≥ 0, we deduce that

I ≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)
2ρJ

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)
(r/|t|)ρ/3

≤ Crρ/3

{
|t|−(2N+1)/12, if |t| ≤ 1;

|t|−(N+2)/6, if |t| ≥ 1,

whereas, if r/|t| ≤ 1 which implies that |t| ≥ 1, we get

I ≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)
2J ≤ Cr|t|−3/2.

If β ≤ 0, we have instead

I =
∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)e−ε2λ2

η≤J (λ)m1(λ, r)c(λ)
−1 dλ

∣∣∣

≤ C|t|−1/4

{
2ρJ , if J ≥ 0,

2J , if J ≤ 0.

This implies that

I ≤ Crρ/3|t|−(2N+1)/12

if r/|t| ≥ 1, and

I ≤ Cr|t|−5/4,

if r/|t| ≤ 1.
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On the other hand, for j ≥ J + 1 and β > 0, we deduce from (3.7), (3.9) and a
change of variables, that

IIj =
∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)e−ε2λ4

ηj(λ)m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1 dλ
∣∣∣

≤ C

min|λ|∈[2j−1,2j+1] |∂λΨ(λ)|N 2j
∫ 2

1/2

N∑

k=0

∣∣∂kλ
(
η0(λ)m1(2

jλ, r)c(−2jλ)−1
)∣∣ dλ

≤ C

(r + (23j + 2j)|t|)N
N∑

k=0

2j
(
2j(1 + 2j)ρ−1−k + (1 + 2j)ρ−k

)

≤ C

(r + (23j + 2j)|t|)N

{
2j(ρ+1), if j ≥ 0,

2j, if j ≤ 0.

If J < 0, we have

0∑

j=J+1

2j

(1 + (23j + 2j)|t|)N ≤
∫ 1

0

2

(1 + x|t|)N dx ≤ C(1 + |t|)−1.

In case β = 0, we have

IIj ≤
C

(r + 23j |t|)N

{
2j(ρ+1), if j ≥ 0,

2j, if j ≤ 0

and
0∑

j=J+1

2j

(1 + 23j |t|)N ≤ C(1 + |t|)−1/3

for J < 0. Combining the previous bounds, we obtain that, for β > 0,

I +
∑

j>J

IIj ≤ C(|t|−N/4 +max{|t|−1, |t|−(N+2)/6})(1 + r)ρ/3+1,

whereas, if β = 0, we get

I +
∑

j>J

IIj ≤ C(|t|−N/4 + |t|−1/3)(1 + r)ρ/3+1,

Next, we consider the case r ≤ 1. We will need the following estimate
∣∣∂kλ
(
m2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2

)∣∣ =
∣∣∂kλ
(
m2(λ, r)c(λ)

−1c(−λ)−1
)∣∣

≤ C
∑

k1+k2+k3+k4=k

∣∣∂k1

λ m2(λ, r)∂
k2

λ (λ2)∂k3

λ

(
λ−1c(λ)−1

)
∂k4

λ

(
− λ−1c(−λ)−1

)∣∣

≤ C
∑

k1+k2+k3+k4=k

(1 + r|λ|)−ρ(1 + |λ|)2(ρ−1)−k1−k3−k4
∣∣∂k2

λ (λ2)|

≤ C(1 + r|λ|)−ρ(1 + |λ|)2(ρ−1)(|λ|2(1 + |λ|)−k + 1k≥1|λ|(1 + |λ|)1−k

(3.10)

+ 1k≥2(1 + |λ|)2−k).
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Using the previous estimate and (3.6), we get in case β > 0,

Ĩ =

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)e−ε2λ4

η≤J(λ)m2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ

∣∣∣∣

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

) ∫

R

∣∣∂λ
(
η≤Jm2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2

)∣∣ dλ

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

) ∫

R

∣∣∣
(
∂λη≤J

)
m2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2

+ η≤J∂λ
(
m2(λ, r)|c(−λ)|−2

)∣∣∣ dλ

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)[
22J(1 + r2J)−ρ(1 + 2J)2(ρ−1)

+

∫ 2J

0

(1 + rλ)−ρ(1 + λ)2(ρ−1)
(
λ2(1 + λ)−1 + λ

)
dλ
]

≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)




2ρJr−ρ, if J ≥ 0, r2J ≥ 1

22ρJ , if J ≥ 0, r2J ≤ 1

22J , if J ≤ 10.

So, when r ≤ 1, r/|t| ≥ 1 and 2Jr ≥ 1, which implies r4 ≥ C|t|, we have

Ĩ ≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)
2ρJr−ρ

≤ C|t|−1/4
(
r/|t|

)ρ/3
r−ρ

≤ C|t|−1/4−ρ/2 = C|t|−N/4.

When r ≤ 1, r/|t| ≥ 1 and 2Jr ≤ 1, which imply r4 ≤ C|t|, we get

Ĩ ≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)
22ρJ

≤ C|t|−1/4
(
r/|t|

)2ρ/3 ≤ C|t|−1/4|t|ρ/6|t|−2ρ/3 = C|t|−N/4.

Finally, when r ≤ 1 and r/|t| ≤ 1, we find

Ĩ ≤ Cmin
(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)
22J ≤ Cmin

(
|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4

)(
r/|t|

)2

≤ C(|t|−3/2 + |t|−N/4).

The same holds if β = 0; instead of having min(|t|−1/2, |t|−1/4), we have |t|−1/4,
but the estimates still hold. So overall, we showed that

Ĩ ≤ C(|t|−3/2 + |t|−N/4).
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To conclude the proof, we consider the case where j ≥ J + 1 and β > 0. We have,
using (3.7) and (3.10),

ĨIj =
∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)e−ε2λ4

ηj(λ)m2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ
∣∣∣

≤ C

(r + (23j + 2j)|t|)N 2j
∫ 2

1/2

N∑

k=0

∣∣∂kλ
(
m2(2

jλ, r)|c(2jλ)|−2
)∣∣ dλ

≤ C

(r + (23j + 2j)|t|)N
N∑

k=0

2j(1 + r2j)−ρ(1 + 2j)2(ρ−1)

·
(
22j(1 + 2j)−k + 2j(1 + 2j)1−k + (1 + 2j)2−k

)

≤ C

(r + (23j + 2j)|t|)N





2(ρ+1)jr−ρ, if j ≥ 0, r2j ≥ 1,

2j(2ρ+1), if j ≥ 0, r2j ≤ 1,

23j , if j ≤ 0.

(3.11)

On the other hand, we also have

∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)e−ε2λ4

ηj(λ)m2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ
∣∣∣

≤ C2j
∫ 2

1/2

|m2(2
jλ, r)||c(2jλ)|−2 dλ

≤ C23j ,

if j ≤ 0. Thus, letting J1 be the largest integer such that 2J1 ≤ 1/|t|1/3, the
previous estimate yields to

J1∑

j=J+1

ĨIj ≤ C/|t|,

if J ≤ 0. On the other hand, we have, using (3.11),

0∑

j=J1

C23j

(r + (23j + 2j)|t|)N ≤ C

|t|

0∑

j=J1

23(j−J1)(1−N) ≤ C/|t|.

Overall, we showed that

(3.12)

0∑

J+1

ĨIj ≤ C/|t|

if J ≤ 0. In case β = 0 we have 23j instead of (2j + 23j) in the estimates above.
Hence (3.12) holds for β = 0, too, and consequently

Ĩ +
∑

j>J

ĨIj ≤ C
(
|t|−3/2 + |t|−N/4

)
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if β ≥ 0. When |t| is very large, we can improve the previous estimates by using
the method of [2]. Indeed, instead of using a dyadic decomposition, we write

Iε(t, x) =

∫

R

χ0
t (λ)e

−(it+ε2)(λ4+β̃λ2+α)Φλ(r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ

+

∫

R

χ∞
t (λ)e−(it+ε2)(λ4+β̃λ2+α)Φλ(r)|c(λ)|−2 dλ

= I0(t, r) + I∞(t, r),

where χ0
t (λ) = χ(

√
t|λ|) is an even cut-off function such that χ(λ) = 1, if |λ| ≤ 1

and χ(λ) = 0, if |λ| ≥ 2 and χ∞
t = 1− χ0

t . Using that |Φλ(r)| ≤ |Φ0(r)| ≤ Ce−ρr/2

and |c(λ)|−2 ≤ Cλ2, we find that

|I0(t, r)| ≤ |t|−3/2e−ρr/2.

On the other hand, after integrating by parts M(= k0 + k1 + k2 + k3) times, we
obtain

eρr/2|I∞(t, r)| ≤ C|t|−M

∫

R

∣∣∣e−it(λ4+βλ2)

[
∂

∂λ
◦ 1

λ

]M (
χ∞
t (λ)|c(λ)|−2eir

)∣∣∣ dλ

≤ C|t|−M

∫

R

∑

k0+k1+k2+k3=M

|t|k0/2|λ|−M−k1rk3

{
|λ|2, if |λ| ≤ 1,

|λ|N−1, if |λ| ≥ 1
dλ

≤
∑

k0+k1+k2+k3=M
k0≥1

|t|−3/2rk3

+
∑

k1+k2+k3=M

|t|−Mrk3

[ ∫

|t|−1/2≤|λ|≤1

|λ|2−M−k1 dλ+

∫

|λ|≥1

|λ|N−1−M−k1 dλ
]

≤ |t|−3/2(1 + r)M ,

provided that M > max{N, 3/2}. Here we used that |λ| ≈ |t|−1/2 if k0 ≥ 1, and
4|λ|3 + 2β|λ| ≥ C|λ| if β > 0. If β = 0, we take χ0

t (λ) = χ(t1/4|λ|), then we have

eρr/2|I∞(t, r)| ≤ C|t|−M

∫

R

∣∣∣e−it(λ4+βλ2)

[
∂

∂λ
◦ 1

λ3

]M (
χ∞
t (λ)|c(λ)|−2eir

)∣∣∣ dλ

≤ C|t|−M

∫

R

∑

k0+k1+k2+k3=M

|t|k0/2|λ|−3M−k1rk3

{
|λ|2, if |λ| ≤ 1,

|λ|N−1, if |λ| ≥ 1
dλ

≤
∑

k0+k1+k2+k3=M
k0≥1

|t|−3/4rk3

+
∑

k1+k2+k3=M

|t|−Mrk3

[ ∫

|t|−1/4≤|λ|≤1

|λ|2−3M−k1 dλ+

∫

|λ|≥1

|λ|N−1−3M−k1 dλ
]

≤ |t|−3/4(1 + r)M .

If β < 0, we only have to consider two extra cases which correspond to the
situation where ∂λΨ(λ) degenerates, i.e. when r/|t| is small and |λ| is close to√
−β/2 = λ0 and when |r/|t| − λ1| is small, where λ1 =

√
−β/6, and λ is close

to λ1. Let χ be a cut-off function supported in [−1, 1] and M a sufficiently large
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constant. When r/|t| is small, we find, by using the van der Corput lemma,
∣∣∣
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)χ
(
M(λ−λ0)

)(
m2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2+m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1

)
dλ
∣∣∣ ≤ Ct−1/2(1+r−ρ).

When |r/|t| − λ1| is small, we find that

|
∫

R

eiΨ(λ)χ
(
M(λ−λ1)

)(
m2(λ, r)|c(λ)|−2+m1(λ, r)c(−λ)−1

)
dλ| ≤ Ct−1/3(1+r−ρ).

Notice that, r ≈ t in this case, so using the exponential decay in r, we find the
result.

�

Thanks to the previous proposition, we are able to estimate the norm of Iε in
the Lorentz space Lq,θ(HN ), with q > 2 and θ ≥ 1. Let us recall that the norm of
this space is defined by

‖f‖Lq,θ(HN ) =

{( ∫∞

0
(s1/qf∗(s))θ ds

s

)1/θ
, if 1 ≤ θ <∞,

sups>0 s
1/qf∗(s), if θ = ∞,

where f∗ is the decreasing rearrangement of f . If f is a positive radial decreasing
function in HN then f∗ = f ◦ V −1 where

V (r) = C

∫ r

0

sinhN−1 s ds

is the volume of a geodesic ball of radius r. So, using this last fact, we can rewrite
the norm as

‖f‖Lq,θ(HN ) =

{( ∫∞

0

(
V (r)1/qf(r)

)θ V ′(r)
V (r) dr

)1/θ
, if 1 ≤ θ <∞,

sups>0 V (s)1/qf(s), if θ = ∞.

Using the asymptotics of V , we see that this norm is equivalent to

‖f‖Lq,θ(HN ) ≈





(∫ 1

0
f(r)θr

θN
q −1

dr
)1/θ

+
( ∫∞

1
f(r)θet

θ(N−1)
q dr

)1/θ
, if 1 ≤ θ <∞,

sup0<s<1 s
N/qf(s) + sups≥1 e

N−1
q s

f(s), if θ = ∞.

We are now in position to estimate the Lq,θ(HN ) norm of vt = v(t, ·) = limε→0 Iε(t, .).

Proposition 3.2. Let q > 2 and 1 ≤ θ ≤ ∞. Then we have

‖vt‖Lq,θ(HN ) ≤ C





|t|−N/4, if |t| ≤ 1,

|t|−3/2, if |t| > 1 and β > 0,

|t|−3/4, if |t| > 1 and β = 0.

Proof. Using Proposition 3.1, we see that

|v(t, r)| ≤ Cr
N+5

6 e−
N−1

2





|t|−N/4, if |t| ≤ 1,

|t|−3/2, if |t| ≥ 1 and β > 0,

|t|−3/4, if |t| > 1 and β = 0.

Taking

f(r) = r
N+5

6 e−
N−1

2 ,

it is easy to see that ‖f‖Lq,θ(HN ) ≤ C since q > 2. This yields to the result. �
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Recalling that P = (∆HN + ρ2)2 − β(∆HN + ρ2), we obtain Lp −Lq estimate for
eitP by using the Kunze-Stein inequality.

Proposition 3.3. For all 2 < q, q̃ ≤ ∞, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖eitP ‖Lq̃′ (HN )→Lq(HN ) ≤ C





|t|−max(1− 2
q ,1−

2
q̃ )

N
4 , if |t| ≤ 1,

|t|−3/2, if |t| ≥ 1 and β > 0,

|t|−3/4, if |t| ≥ 1 and β = 0.

Proof. By Young’s inequality for convolutions and recalling that Lp,p(HN ) = Lp(HN ),
we have, for small |t|,

‖eitP ‖L1(HN )→Lq(HN ) ≤ ‖vt‖Lq(HN ) ≤ C|t|−N/4, q > 2.

By duality, this implies that, for small |t|,
‖eitP ‖Lq′(HN )→L∞(HN ) ≤ ‖vt‖Lq(HN ) ≤ C|t|−N/4, q > 2.

On the other hand, we have

‖eitP ‖L2(HN )→L2(HN ) ≤ 1.

Interpolating between the three previous inequalities, we get the result when |t| ≤ 1.
For large |t|, we will need the following sharp Kunze-Stein inequality due to Cowling,
Meda and Setti [18], [19]

‖f ∗ g‖Lq(HN ) ≤ ‖f‖Lq,1(HN )‖g‖Lq′(HN )

for q > 2. Using this inequality, we get that, when |t| is large and q > 2,

‖eitP ‖Lq′(HN )→Lq(HN ) ≤ ‖vt‖Lq,1 ≤ C

{
|t|−3/2, if β > 0,

|t|−3/4, if β = 0.

We also have

‖eitP ‖L1(HN )→Lq(HN ) ≤ ‖vt‖Lq ≤ C

{
|t|−3/2, if β > 0,

|t|−3/4, if β = 0,

and, by duality,

‖eitP ‖Lq′ (HN )→L∞(HN ) ≤ ‖vt‖Lq ≤ C

{
|t|−3/2, if β > 0,

|t|−3/4, if β = 0.

Interpolating between the three previous inequalities, the proposition follows. �

4. Strichartz estimates and applications on global existence and

scattering

In this section, we give the proof of Theorems (1.1) and 1.2. We end it by giving
a trapping result in the spirit of [8].

We say that (p, q) is an admissible pair if
(
1

p
,
1

q

)
∈
{(

0,
1

2

)
×
(
0,

1

2

)
:
4

p
+
N

q
≥ N

2

}
∪
{(

0,
1

2

)}
.

Observe that the set of admissible couple in the hyperbolic space is a lot larger
than the corresponding one in the Euclidian space (as for the classical Schrödinger
equation). Our proof of the Strichartz is quite standard and follows the TT ∗ method
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of Keel-Tao [28]. We do not consider the endpoint cases of the Strichartz estimates
but they can be obtained as in [28].

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (p, q) and (p̃, q̃) are admissible pairs. Let ψ be a
solution to {

i∂tψ + Pψ = h in R×HN ,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ L2(HN ),

on I = [0, T ]. Assume moreover that |I| ≤ 1 if β ≤ 0. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

(4.1) ‖ψ‖Lp
t (I,L

q
x(HN )) ≤ C(‖ψ0‖L2(HN ) + ‖h‖

Lp̃′

t (I,Lq̃′
x (HN ))

).

Proof. First, we recall that, using Duhamel’s formula, u is given by

ψ(t, x) = eitPψ0(x) − i

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)Ph(s, x) ds.

We set

Tf = eitP f(x).

Its formal adjoint is then given by

T ∗F (x) =

∫ ∞

−∞

e−isPF (s, x) ds.

By the TT ∗ method, we know that

‖Tf‖Lp
tL

q
x
≤ C‖f‖L2

is equivalent to the boundedness in Lp′

t L
q′

x → Lp
tL

q
x of the operator

TT ∗F (t, x) =

∫ ∞

−∞

ei(t−s)PF (s, x) ds.

By symmetry, it is sufficient to consider the retarded version of the previous operator

T̃ T ∗F (x, t) =

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)PF (s, x) ds.

Using the dispersive estimates in Proposition 3.3, we have that

‖TT ∗F‖Lp
tL

q
x
≤ C

∥∥∥
∫

|t−s|≥1

|t− s|−3/2‖F (s)‖
Lq′

x

∥∥∥
Lp

t

+ C
∥∥∥
∫

|t−s|≤1

|t− s|−(1− 2
q )

N
4 ‖F (s)‖

Lq′
x

∥∥∥
Lp

t

.

Let N1(s, t) = 1{|s−t|≤1}|t− s|−1/2(1/2−1/q)n. Using Young’s inequality, we see that

N1 is bounded from Lp1
s to Lp2

t provided that 0 ≤ 1/p1 − 1/p2 ≤ 1 − (1 − 2
q )

N
4

and 1 < p1, p2 < ∞. In particular, it is bounded from Lp′

s to Lp
t if 2 ≤ p < ∞

and 1
p ≥ (1− 2

q )
N
8 . On the other hand, N2(s, t) = 1{|s−t|≥1}|t− s|−3/2 is bounded

in Lp′

s into Lp
t provided that p > 2. This proves the boundedness of TT ∗F in

Lp′

t L
q′

x → Lp
tL

q
x. The boundedness in Lp′

t L
q′

x → Lp̃
tL

q̃
x can then be obtained as in

Section 7 of [28]. The case (p, q) = (∞, 2) is settled by the conservation of the mass.
�
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Let us point out that to prove the Lp′ − Lp, for p > 2, of N2, we use the fact
that vt decays faster than |t|−1 when |t| is large.

We consider

(4.2)

{
i∂tψ + Pψ = F (ψ) in R×HN ,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ X(HN ),

where X(HN) = L2(HN ) or H2(HN ), and F is a function satisfying

|F (ψ)| ≤ C|ψ|γ and |F (ψ)− F (ψ̃)| ≤ C|ψ − ψ̃|
(
|ψ|γ−1 + |ψ̃|γ−1

)
,

for some γ > 1. Thanks to Theorem 4.1, we will be able to obtain some global well-
posedness results for small initial data in L2(HN) or H2(HN ) by using a standard
fixed point approach.

Theorem 4.2. If 1 < γ ≤ 1 + 8
N and β > 0, then there exists a constant c > 0

such that if ‖ψ0‖L2(HN ) ≤ c then (4.2) is globally well-posed, i.e. ψ(t, ·) exists for

all t ≥ 0. Moreover, if 1 < γ < 1 + 8
N , (4.2) is locally well-posed for arbitrary L2

data, i.e. for any ψ0 ∈ L2(HN ), there exists T > 0 such that ψ(t, ·) exists for all
|t| < T .

Proof. We begin by proving the global well-posedness for small initial data when
β > 0. Let ψ = Φ(ϕ) be the solution to

{
i∂tψ(t, x) + Pψ(t, x) = F (ϕ(t, x)) in R×HN ,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ L2(HN ).

By Duhamel’s formula, we have

ψ(t, x) = eitPψ0(x) − i

∫ t

0

ei(t−s)PF (ϕ(s, x)) ds.

Using Strichartz estimate (4.1), we get

‖ψ‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖ψ‖Lp

tL
q
x
≤ C‖ψ0‖L2

x(H
N ) + C‖F (ϕ)‖

Lp̃′

t Lq̃′
x
,

for admissible pairs (p, q) and (p̃, q̃), i.e.

p, p̃ > 2, q, q̃ < 2,
4

Np
≥ 1

2
− 1

q
,

4

Np̃
≥ 1

2
− 1

q̃
.

By the assumption on F , we have

‖F (ϕ)‖
Lp̃′

t Lq̃′
x
≤ C‖ϕ‖γ

Lγp̃′

t Lγq̃′
x

.

We impose that p = γp̃′ and q = γq̃′, i.e. p̃ = p
p−γ and q̃ = q

q−γ . In order for (p, q)

and (p̃, q̃) to be admissible, we need that p > 2, q < 2 and

1

2
− 1

q
≤ 4

Np
≤ 1

γ
(
1

2
+

4

N
)− 1

q
.

So we can find p, q, p̃, q̃ satisfying all the previous conditions provided that 1 <
γ ≤ 1 + 8/N . We have proved that Φ is a self-map of a Banach space X =
C(R;L2(HN )) ∩ Lp(R;Lq(HN)) with the norm

‖ψ‖X = ‖ψ‖L∞
t L2

x
+ ‖ψ‖Lp

tL
q
x
.

We want to show that Φ is a contraction in the ball

Xε = {ψ ∈ X : ‖ψ‖X ≤ ε},
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provided that ε > 0 and ‖ψ0‖L2(HN ) are small enough. Let ϕ, ϕ̃ ∈ X . We set

ψ = Φ(ϕ) and ψ̃ = Φ(ϕ̃). Using (4.1) and our assumption on F , we obtain

‖ψ − ψ̃‖X ≤ C‖F (ϕ)− F (ϕ̃)‖
Lp̃′

t Lq̃′
x
≤ C‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖Lp

tL
q
x

(
‖ϕ‖γ−1

Lp
tL

q
x
+ ‖ϕ̃‖γ−1

Lp
tL

q
x

)
.

So, we deduce that

‖ψ − ψ̃‖X ≤ C‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖X
(
‖ϕ‖γ−1

X + ‖ϕ̃‖γ−1
X

)
.

If we assume that ‖ϕ‖X , ‖ϕ̃‖X ≤ ε and ‖ψ0‖L2(HN ) ≤ δ, then we get

‖ψ‖X , ‖ψ̃‖X ≤ Cδ + Cεγ , and ‖ψ − ψ̃‖X ≤ 2Cεγ−1‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖X .
Therefore, choosing Cεγ−1 ≤ 1

4 and Cδ ≤ 3
4ε, we obtain

‖ψ‖X , ‖ψ̃‖X ≤ ε, and ‖ψ − ψ̃‖X ≤ 1

2
‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖X .

This concludes the proof of the global well-posedness for small L2 initial data. Next,
we deal with an arbitrary initial data in L2.

When 1 < γ < 1 + 8
N , we restrict to a small time interval I = [−T, T ]. We

proceed as above except that we define (1 − λ̃)p = γp̃′, where λ̃ > 0 is small
enough. So, we get

‖F (ϕ)‖
Lp̃′

t Lq̃′
x
≤ C‖ϕ‖γ

L
(1−λ̃)p
t Lq

x

.

Using Hölder’s inequality in time, we obtain

‖ψ‖X ≤ C‖ψ0‖L2(HN ) + CT λ‖ϕ‖γX ,
for some λ > 0, and

‖ψ − ψ̃‖X ≤ CT λ
(
‖ϕ‖γ−1

X + ‖ϕ̃‖γ−1
X

)
‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖X .

So Φ is a contraction in the ball

XR = {ψ ∈ X : ‖ψ‖X ≤ R},
if R is large enough and T small enough. �

Theorem 4.3. Let 1 < γ ≤ N+4
N−4 and β > 0, then (4.2) is globally well-posed for

small H2 data. Moreover, if 1 < γ < N+4
N−4 , then (4.2) is locally well-posed for

arbitrary H2 data.

Proof. As previously, we begin by showing the global well-posedness for small initial
data when β > 0. We apply −∆HN to our equation. Then the Strichartz estimate
gives, for any admissible pairs (p, q) and (p̃, q̃),

‖ψ‖L∞
t H2

x
+ ‖ψ‖Lp

tH
2,q
x

≤ C‖ψ0‖H2
x(H

N ) + C‖F (ϕ)‖
Lp̃′

t H2,q̃′
x

.

On the other hand, we have

‖∆F (ϕ)‖
Lp̃′

t Lq̃′
x
≤ C‖ϕ‖γ

Lp
tH

2,q
x
,

and, with the Sobolev inequality,

‖F (ϕ)‖
Lp̃′

t Lq̃′
x
≤ C‖ϕ‖γ

Lp
tH

2,q
x
,

provided that p = γp̃′ and 1
q̃′ ≥ γ

q − 2(γ−1)
N . Combining the previous inequalities,

we obtain that

‖ψ‖L∞
t H2

x
+ ‖ψ‖Lp

tH
2,q
x

≤ C‖ψ0‖H2
x(H

N ) + C‖ϕ‖γ
Lp

tH
2,q
x
.
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We can choose p, p̃, q, q̃ as above since

1

2
− 1

q
≤ 4

Np
≤ 1

γ
(
4

N
+

1

2
)− 1

q
+

2(γ − 1)

γN
,

provided that γ ≤ N+4
N−4 . So we proved that Φ is a self-map of the Banach space

X = C(R;H2(HN )) ∩ Lp(R;H2,q(HN )) with the norm

‖ψ‖X = ‖ψ‖L∞
t H2

x
+ ‖ψ‖Lp

tH
2,q
x
.

We want to show that Φ is a contraction in a ball

Xε = {ψ ∈ X : ‖ψ‖X ≤ ε},
provided that ε > 0 and ‖ψ0‖H2(HN ) are small enough. Let ϕ, ϕ̃ ∈ Xε. We set

ψ = Φ(ϕ) and ψ̃ = Φ(ϕ̃). As previously, we obtain

‖ψ − ψ̃‖X ≤ C‖F (ϕ)− F (ϕ̃)‖
Lp̃′

t Lq̃′
x

≤ C‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖Lp
tH

2,q
x

(
‖ϕ‖γ−1

Lp
tH

2,q
x

+ ‖ϕ̃‖γ−1
Lp

tL
q
x

)

≤ 2Cεγ−1‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖Lp
tH

2,q
x
.

So, if ε is small enough, Φ is a contraction in Xε for the norm inherited from
Y = Lp(R;Lq(HN). We deduce from this fact the uniqueness of the possible fixed
point of Φ in Xε. Concerning the existence, let ψ0 ∈ Xε. We define ψj = Φj(ψ0).
We see that ψj converges to some fixed point ψ in the closure of Xε in Y . On
the other hand, since X is reflexive and separable, ψj weakly converges in Xε to

some ψ̃. But by the uniqueness, we deduce that ψ = ψ̃. This concludes the proof
of the global well-posedness for small H2 initial data. Concerning the local well-
posedness for arbitrary initial data in H2 when 1 < γ < N+4

N−4 , we restrict to a small

time interval I = [−T, T ]. We proceed as previously, using that

‖ψ‖X ≤ C‖ψ0‖H2(HN ) + CT λ‖ϕ‖γX ,
for some λ > 0, and

‖ψ − ψ̃‖Y ≤ CT λ
(
‖ϕ‖γ−1

X + ‖ϕ̃‖γ−1
X

)
‖ϕ− ϕ̃‖Y ,

where X = C(I;H2(HN )) ∩ Lp(I;H2,q(HN )) and Y = Lp(I;Lq(HN )).
�

Another consequence of our Strichartz estimate are the following scattering re-
sults in L2(HN ) and H2(HN ).

Theorem 4.4. Let β > 0. Assume that 1 < γ ≤ 1 + 8
N . Let ψ be a global solution

with small L2 data of (4.2) obtained in Theorem 4.2. Then ψ has the following
scattering property: there exist ψ± ∈ L2(HN ) such that

‖ψ(t)− eitPψ±‖L2(HN ) → 0 as t→ ±∞.

Proof. The scattering follows from the following Cauchy criterion: if

‖z(t1, ·)− z(t2, ·)‖L2(HN ) → 0

as ti → ∞, then there exists z+ ∈ L2(HN ) such that ‖z(t, ·) − z+(·)‖L2(HN ) → 0

as t → ∞. We apply this criterion for z(t, x) = e−itPψ(t, x). Using the Strichartz
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estimate, we have
∥∥∥e−it2Pψ(t2, ·)− e−it1Pψ(t1, ·)

∥∥∥
L2(HN )

=
∥∥∥
∫ t2

t1

e−isPF (ψ(s, ·)) ds
∥∥∥
L2(HN )

≤
∥∥ψ
∥∥γ
Lp([t1,t2];Lq(Hn))

.

Since u ∈ Lp(R;Lq(Hn)), the last term vanishes when t1 ≤ t2 tend both to ±∞. �

With the same proof but using Theorem 4.3 instead of Theorem 4.2, we obtain
the following:

Theorem 4.5. Assume that 1 < γ ≤ N+4
N−4 . Let ψ be a global solution with small

H2 data of (4.2) obtained in Theorem 4.3. Then ψ has the following scattering
property: there exist ψ± ∈ H2(HN ) such that

‖ψ(t)− eitPψ±‖H2(HN ) → 0 as t→ ±∞.

We can also prove the existence of wave operator following Banica-Carles-Staffilani
[6].

Theorem 4.6. Assume that F is defocusing, β > 0 and that γ < N+4
N−4 . Then,

for any ψ0 ∈ H2(HN), (4.2) has a unique global solution ψ(t, ·) with the scattering
property

‖ψ(t)− eitPψ0‖H2(HN ) → 0 as t→ ±∞.

Finally, we conclude this section by proving a rough trapping result. Before
stating our result, we need some notation. We set

‖u‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) =

∫

HN

(
|∆HNu|2 + β|∇u|2 + λu2

)
dV.

We recall the following higher order Poincaré inequality (see Berchio-Ganguly [10])
∫

HN

|∇ku|2 dV ≥ (
N − 1

2
)2(k−l)

∫

HN

|∇lu|2 dV,

where

∇j =

{
∆

j/2

HN , if j is even,

∇(∆
(j−1)/2

HN ), if j is odd.

So assuming that β ≥ 0, we see that ‖ · ‖Hβ,λ(HN ) is equivalent to ‖ · ‖H2(HN ) if

(4.3) λ > −
(
N − 1

2

)4

− β

(
N − 1

2

)2

.

We set

Eβ,λ(u) =
1

2
‖u‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) −

1

2σ + 2
‖u‖2σ+2

L2σ+2(HN ).

If β ≥ 0, λ satisfies (4.3), and 0 < σ < 4
(N−4)+

, it is standard to prove that the

minimisation problem

(4.4) D−1 = min
u∈H2(HN )

‖u‖2Hβ,λ(HN )

‖u‖2
L2σ+2(HN )

,

admits a solution Q. We will say that Q is a ground state. We denote by Q the set
of all ground states, i.e.

Q = {Q ∈ H2(HN ) : Q is a solution to (4.4)}.
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It is easy to check that Q satisfies

(4.5) ∆2
HNQ− β∆HNQ+ λQ = D−1|Q|2σQ.

So, setting Q̃ = D−(2σ+1)Q, we see that Q̃ satisfies (4.5) with D−1 ≡ 1. We set

δλ(u) = ‖u‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) − ‖Q‖2Hβ,λ(HN ),

where Q ∈ Q. We prove the following:

Theorem 4.7. Let N ≥ 2, β ≥ 0, λ satisfying (4.3) and ψ(t) be the solution to
{
i∂tψ = −∆2

HNψ + β∆HNψ + |ψ|2σψ in R×HN ,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ H2(HN ).

If 0 < σ < 4
(N−4)+

and Eβ,λ(ψ0) ≤ Eβ,λ(Q), Q ∈ Q, then δλ(ψ(t)) does not change

sign. Moreover,

• If δλ(ψ0) = 0, then there exists θ ∈ R and a hyperbolic isometry h such that
ψ0 = eiθQ

(
h(·)

)
, Q ∈ Q.

• if δλ(ψ0) < 0, then the solution u is global in time.
• if δλ(ψ0) > 0 then the solution u does not scatter in any time direction.

Proof. We begin by proving the following claim: if Eβ,λ(ψ) ≤ Eβ,λ(Q) and

‖ψ‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) ≤ ‖Q‖2Hβ,λ(HN ),

then there holds

‖ψ‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) ≤
Eβ,λ(u)

Eβ,λ(Q)
‖Q‖2Hβ,λ(HN ).

Indeed, first as noticed previously, Q satisfies (4.5) with D = 1. So, multiplying
this equation by Q, we find

‖Q‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) = ‖Q‖2σ+2
L2σ+2(HN )

.

This implies that

D = ‖Q‖−2σ
L2σ+2(HN )

= ‖Q‖
−4σ
2σ+2

Hβ,λ(HN )
,

and

(4.6) Eβ,λ(Q) =
σ

2(σ + 2)
‖Q‖2Hβ,λ(HN ).

So, using that Q is a ground state, we get

Eβ,λ(ψ) =
1

2
‖ψ‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) −

1

2σ + 2
‖ψ‖2σ+2

L2σ+2(HN )

≥ 1

2
‖ψ‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) −

Dσ+1

2σ + 2
‖ψ‖2σ+2

Hβ,λ(HN )

= a(‖ψ‖2Hβ,λ(HN )),

where

a(x) =
1

2
x−

‖Q‖−2σ
Hβ,λ(HN )

2σ + 2
xσ+1.

Let b(x) = a(x) − σ
2σ+2x. One can check that b > 0 on [0, ‖Q‖2Hβ,λ(HN )]. Since

‖ψ‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) ≤ ‖Q‖2Hβ,λ(HN ), we get

Eβ,λ(ψ) ≥
σ

2σ + 2
‖ψ‖2Hβ,λ(HN ).
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Using (4.6), this proves the claim.
Now suppose that δ(ψ0) = 0. Then Eβ,λ(ψ0) = Eβ,λ(Q). So ψ0 is a ground

state. As a consequence, if δ(ψ0) 6= 0, then δ(ψ(t)) 6= 0 for all t such that ψ(t)
exists.

Next, assume that δ(ψ0) < 0. Since the sign of δ(ψ(t)) does not depend on
t, we deduce that ‖ψ(t)‖Hβ,λ(HN ) ≤ C, for some constant C not depending on t.

Therefore, using the mass conservation, ψ(t) is uniformly bounded in H2(HN ) so
it exists globally.

Finally, suppose that δ(ψ(t)) > 0 and that u(t) scatters. In particular, we have

lim
t→∞

‖u‖L2σ+2(HN ) = 0.

So, for ε > 0, we can find t large enough such that

1

2
‖ψ(t)‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) < Eβ,λ(ψ(t)) + ε = Eβ,λ(ψ0) + ε.

On the other hand, we have

Eβ,λ(ψ0) ≤ Eβ,λ(Q) <
1

2
‖ψ(t)‖2Hβ,λ(HN ) −

1

2σ + 2
‖Q‖2σ+2

L2σ+2(HN )
.

So, taking ε = 1
4(σ+1)‖Q‖2σ+2

L2σ+2(HN )
, we get a contradiction. �

5. Strichartz estimates for radial solutions on a complete

rotationally symmetric Riemannian manifold

In this section we adapt the method from [7] to obtain Strichartz estimates
on rotationally symmetric manifolds. We assume that M = (RN , g) is an N -
dimensional complete rotationally symmetric manifold with the Riemannian metric
g = dr2 + φ2(r)dθ2, where dθ2 is the standard metric on the sphere SN−1 and φ
is a C∞-smooth nonnegative function on [0,∞), strictly positive on (0,∞) such
that φ(2k)(0) = 0 k = 0, 1, . . . , and φ′(0) = 1. We recall that the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on M is given by

∆M = ∂2r + (N − 1)
φ′(r)

φ(r)
∂r +

1

φ2(r)
∆SN−1 ,

where ∆SN−1 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere SN−1. As in [7,

§2.1] we set σ(r) =
(
r/φ(r)

)(N−1)/2
and ψ(t, r) = σ(r)ϕ(t, r). Then the Laplacian

of a radial function u on M can be expressed in terms of the Euclidean Laplacian,
denoted by ∆RN in what follows, with a potential as

∆Mψ = σ(∆RNϕ+ V ϕ),

where

V =
σ′′

σ
+ (N − 1)

φ′

φ

σ′

σ

=
N − 1

2

[
N − 3

2

(
1

r2
−
(
φ′

φ

)2
)

− φ′′

φ

]
.

By noticing that

2
σ′

σ
+ (N − 1)

φ′

φ
=
N − 1

r
,
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we can write the bi-Laplacian on M as

∆2
Mψ = σ

(
∆2

RNϕ+ 2V∆RNϕ+ 2ϕ′V ′ + ϕ(∆RNV + V 2)
)

= σ(−∆RN − V )(−∆RN − V )ϕ.

Let P̃Mψ = ∆2
Mψ − β∆Mψ. Then we have

P̃Mψ = σ
[
(−∆RN − V )(−∆RN − V ) + β(−∆RN − V )

]
ϕ

= σ(−∆RN − V )(−∆RN − V + β)ϕ.

We denote PV = P̃M/σ. Observe that, for any µ ∈ C,

PV − µ = (−∆RN − V + γ1)(−∆RN − V + γ2),

where γ1γ2 = −µ, γ1 + γ2 = β. Thanks to this decomposition, we can split the
resolvent R(PV − µ) = (PV − µ)−1 into a sum of resolvents of two second order
operators. Indeed, we have

(5.1) R(PV − µ) =
(−∆RN − V + γ1)

−1 − (−∆RN − V + γ2)
−1

γ2 − γ1
.

Next, let us recall the resolvent estimate of Burq et al. [17, Theorem 2.1]; see [7,
Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 5.1. Let V ∈ C1(RN \ {0}) such that

|V (x)| ≤ C|x|−2.

Suppose that there exists δ0 such that
(
N

2
− 1

)2

+ r2V (r) ≥ δ0

and (
N

2
− 1

)2

− r2∂r(rV )(r) ≥ δ0

in RN \ {0}. Then there exists C > 0 such that

sup
µ∈C\R

∥∥|x|−1(−∆RN +W − µ)−1|x|−1
∥∥
L2(RN )→L2(RN )

≤ C.

Thanks to the previous theorem, we will prove a resolvent estimate for our
operator.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that V satisfies the assumption in Theorem 5.1. More-
over, assume that

(5.2)

∣∣∣∣∆RN

V

〈x〉

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∇

V ′

〈x〉

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∆RNV + V 2 + µ

∣∣
〈x〉 +

|V |
〈x〉 ≤ C

〈x〉 ,

where 〈x〉 = (1 + |x|2)1/2. Then there exists C > 0 such that

sup
µ∈C\R

∥∥〈x〉−1(PV − µ)−1〈x〉−1
∥∥
L2(RN )→H2(RN )

≤ C.

Proof. First, notice thanks to Theorem 5.1 and to (5.1) that

sup
µ∈C\R

∥∥〈x〉−1(PV − µ)−1〈x〉−1
∥∥
L2→H1 ≤ C.
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Let (PV − µ)u = f/〈x〉. Multiplying by ū/〈x〉 and integrating by parts, we find
∫ |∆RNu|2

〈x〉 dx ≤ C

∫ ( |∇u|2
〈x〉3 +

|u|2
〈x〉5 +

fū

〈x〉2
)
dx +

∫ (
(2V − β)|∇u|2

〈x〉

+ |u|2
(
1

2
∆RN

(2V − β)

〈x〉 +
∆RNV

〈x〉 − ∇V · ∇ 1

〈x〉 +
∆RNV + V 2 − βV + µ

〈x〉

))
dx.

So, if (5.2) holds, then using once more Theorem 5.1, we deduce that

sup
µ∈C\R

∥∥〈x〉−1(PV − µ)−1〈x〉−1
∥∥
L2→H2 ≤ C.

�

Now we convert our resolvent estimate into smoothing estimate by using the
method of Burq, Gerard and Tzvetkov [15].

Proposition 5.2. Let ϕ be a solution to

i∂tϕ− PV ϕ = h̃, ϕ(0) = ϕ0.

Assume that V satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 and (5.2). Then there
exists a constant C > 0 such that for all f with 〈x〉f ∈ L2(R, L2), we have

∥∥〈x〉−1∇iϕ
∥∥
L2(R,L2(RN ))

≤ C
(
‖ϕ0‖H1(RN ) + ‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R,L2(RN ))

)
,

for i = 1, 2 with the convention that ∇2 = ∆RN .

Proof. Using the previous proposition and proceeding as in the proof of [15, Prop.
2.7], we find that

‖〈x〉−1ϕ‖L2(R,H2) ≤ C(‖ϕ0‖H1(RN ) + ‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R,L2)).

Noticing that

‖〈x〉−1∇ϕ‖L2(R,L2) ≤ C‖〈x〉−1ϕ‖L2(R,H1),

and

‖〈x〉−1∆RNϕ‖L2(R,L2) ≤ C‖〈x〉−1ϕ‖L2(R,H2),

this establishes the proposition.
�

We consider
{
i∂tϕ−∆2

RNϕ = h̃+ 2V∆RNϕ+ 2V ′ϕ′ + ϕW̃ in R× RN ,

u(0, ·) = u0 ∈ H1(RN ),

where W̃ = ∆RNV +V 2. Using our smoothing estimate and the Strichartz estimate
for the biharmonic Schrödinger equation, we will derive a Strichartz estimate for
our equation with potentials. We will need the following two sets of assumptions:
if we consider an S-admissible pair, we assume that

(5.3) ‖〈x〉W̃‖LN,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉V ′‖LN,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉V ‖LN,∞(RN ) ≤ C,

whereas, for a B-admissible pair, we assume that

(5.4) ‖〈x〉2W̃‖LN/2,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉2V ′‖LN/2,∞(RN ), ‖〈x〉2V ‖LN/2,∞(RN ) ≤ C.
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Theorem 5.2. Let ϕ be a solution to
{
i∂tϕ− PV ϕ = h̃ in R× RN ,

u(0, ·) = u0 ∈ H1(RN ).

Assume that V satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, (5.2) and (5.3) (resp.
(5.4)). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all B- (resp. S-) admissible
pairs (pi, qi), i = 1, 2, we have

‖u‖Lp1(R,Lq1(RN )) ≤ C
(
‖u0‖H1(RN ) + ‖f‖

Lp2′(R,Lq′2(RN ))

)
.

Proof. We start by considering the B-admissible pairs case. Using the standard
end point Strichartz estimate in Lorentz space, we have

(5.5) ‖ϕ‖
L2(R,L

2N
N−4

,2
)
≤ ‖ϕ0‖L2(RN ) + ‖h̃+2V∆RNϕ+2V ′ϕ′ +ϕW̃ ‖

L2(R;L
2N

N+4
,2
)
.

We recall the Hölder’s inequality in Lorentz space: let 0 < p1, p2, p < ∞ and
0 < q1, q2, q ≤ ∞ such that 1

p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

and 1
q = 1

q1
+ 1

q2
, then

‖fg‖Lp,q ≤ ‖f‖Lp1,q1 ‖g‖Lp2,q2 .

So, we have using the previous proposition and (5.4) that

‖h̃‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+4

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉−2‖LN/2,∞‖〈x〉2h̃‖L2(R;L2) ≤ ‖〈x〉2h̃‖L2(R;L2),

‖ϕW̃‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+4

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉2W̃‖LN/2,∞‖〈x〉−2ϕ‖L2(R;L2) ≤ C

(
‖ϕ0‖L2+‖〈x〉2h̃‖L2(R;L2)

)
,

‖V ′ϕ′‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+4

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉2V ′‖LN/2,∞‖〈x〉−2ϕ′‖L2(R;L2) ≤ C

(
‖ϕ0‖L2+‖〈x〉2h̃‖L2(R;L2)

)
,

and

‖V∆RNϕ‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+4

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉2V ‖LN/2,∞‖〈x〉−2∆RNϕ‖L2(R;L2)

≤ C
(
‖u0‖H1 + ‖〈x〉2h̃‖L2(R;L2)

)
.

Therefore, we get that

(5.6) ‖ϕ‖
L2(R,L

2N
N−4

,2
)
≤ C

(
‖ϕ0‖H1 + ‖〈x〉2h̃‖L2(R;L2)

)
.

Let

A(f)(t, x) = i

∫ t

0

ei(t−τ)P f(τ, x) dτ.

Let g ∈ C∞
0 (R×RN) and T > 0 such that supp g ⊂ (−T, T )×RN . Then, if t > 0

A∗(g)(t, x) = i

∫ T

t

ei(t−τ)Pg(τ, x) dτ.

So, we get from (5.6) that

‖A∗(g)‖
L2(R,L

2N
N−4

,2
)
≤ C‖〈x〉2g‖L2(R;L2).

In fact, we have ‖〈x〉−1ϕ‖L2(R;L2) ≤ ‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R;H−2) (this is the dual of the previous
proposition with ψ(0) ≡ 0) which implies that

‖A∗(g)‖
L2(R,L

2N
N−4

,2
)
≤ C‖〈x〉2g‖L2(R;H−2).

By duality,

‖〈x〉−2A(f)‖L2(R;H2) ≤ C‖f‖
L2(R,L

2N
N+4

,2
)
.
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We deduce from this that, for i = 1, 2,

‖〈x〉−2∇iA(f)‖L2(R;L2) ≤ C‖f‖
L2(R,L

2N
N+4

,2
)
.

This implies that

(5.7) ‖ϕ‖
L2(R,L

2N
N−4

,2
)
≤ C

(
‖ϕ0‖H1 + ‖h̃‖

L2(R,L
2N

N+4
,2
)

)
.

Next, using that
d

dt

∫
|ϕ|2dx = Im

∫
h̃ϕ̄ dx, we get that

(5.8) ‖ϕ‖L∞(R,L2) ≤ C
(
‖ϕ0‖L2 + ‖h̃‖L1(R,L2

)
,

and

(5.9) ‖ϕ‖L∞(R,L2) ≤ C
(
‖ϕ0‖H1 + ‖h̃‖

L2(R,L
2N

N+4 )

)
.

Interpolating (5.7), (5.8), (5.9) as well as their dual, we get the result for B-
admissible pairs. The result for S-admissible pairs follows in a similar way but
instead of (5.5), we use

‖ϕ‖
L2(R,L

2N
N−2

,2
)
≤ ‖ϕ0‖L2 + ‖h̃+ 2V∆RNϕ+ 2V ′ϕ′ + ϕW̃ ‖

L2(R;L
2N

N+2
,2
)
.

Since ‖〈x〉−1‖LN,∞ < ∞, we use Hölder’s inequality but this time with weight 〈x〉
and (5.3) to find

‖h̃‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+2

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉−1‖LN,∞‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R;L2) ≤ ‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R;L2),

‖ϕW̃‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+2

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉W̃ ‖LN,∞‖〈x〉−1ϕ‖L2(R;L2) ≤ C

(
‖ϕ0‖L2 + ‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R;L2)

)
,

‖V ′ϕ′‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+2

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉V ′‖LN,∞‖〈x〉−1ϕ′‖L2(R;L2) ≤ C

(
‖ϕ0‖L2+‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R;L2)

)
,

and

‖V∆RNϕ‖
L2(R;L

2N
N+2

,2
)
≤ ‖〈x〉V ‖LN,∞‖〈x〉−1∆RNϕ‖L2(R;L2)

≤ C
(
‖ϕ0‖H1 + ‖〈x〉h̃‖L2(R;L2)

)
.

At this point, we can reproduce the above proof with obvious modifications. �

Finally, we use a change of variables to apply the previous result to our original
equation.

Corollary 5.1. Assume that V satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, (5.2) and
(5.4) (resp. (5.3)). Let ψ be a radial solution to

{
i∂tψ −∆2

Mψ + β∆Mψ = h in R×M,

ψ(0, ·) = ψ0 ∈ H1(M),

on an interval I = [0, T ]. Then, there exists C > 0 such that, for all interval I,
and all B- (resp. S-) admissible pairs (pi, qi), we have

∥∥ψσ−(1−2/q1)
∥∥
Lp1(I,Lq1(M))

≤ C
(
‖∇Mψ0‖L2(M) + ‖ψ0|∇Mσ|/σ‖L2(M) + ‖hσ(1−2/q2)‖

Lp′
2(I,Lq′

2(M))

)
.
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Proof. Using the previous change of variables and the previous theorem, we know
that

‖ψ/σ‖Lp1(I,Lq1(RN )) ≤ C
(
‖ψ0/σ‖H1(RN ) + ‖h/σ‖

Lp′2(I,Lq′2(RN ))

)
.

The corollary then follows from the remark that

‖h/σ‖q
Lq(RN )

= ‖hσ2/q−1‖qLq(M),

and

‖h/σ‖2H1(RN ) ≤
∫ ∞

0

( |∇h|2
σ2

+
h2|∇σ|2
σ4

)
rN−1 dr

=

∫ ∞

0

(
|∇h|2 + h2

|∇σ|2
σ2

)
φN−1 dr.

�

6. Blow-up

In this section, we work on a complete rotationally symmetric Riemannian man-
ifold M = (RN , g) equipped with the metric g = dr2 + φ2(r)dθ2. We assume
that φ(r) ≥ r for every r ≥ 0. To simplify notation, we denote by ∆ the Laplace-
Beltrami operator inM . We assume that there exists a radial function ϕR satisfying
the following properties:

• There exists a constant γ > 0 such that ∆ϕR(r) = γ for r ≤ R.
• We have ϕ′′

R(r) ≤ 1 for all r ≥ 0.
• There holds |∆ϕR(r)− γ| ≤ C for every r ≥0.
• We have

−F2−16
(
(∆ϕ′

R)
′+(N−1)

φ′

φ
∆ϕ′

R

)
+8(N−1)

(φ′
φ

)′
+
3

2

(
F ′
1+(N−1)

φ′

φ
F1

)
≤ oR(1)

and

8G−G1 +
1

2

(
∆F2 + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
F ′
2 + (N − 1)2

(φ′
φ

)2
F2 + (N − 1)

(φ′
φ

)′
F2

− F ′
3 − (N − 1)

φ′

φ
F3

)
+∆3ϕR − β∆2ϕR ≤ oR(1).

• ϕR(r) ≡ C when r ≥ 10R.

The functions F1, F2, F3, G and G1 are defined in the following.
We define the localized virial of u ∈ H2(M) as

(6.1) MϕR(u) =
〈
u,−i(〈∇ϕR,∇u〉+ u∆ϕR)

〉
= 2 Im

∫

M

ū〈∇ϕR,∇u〉 dV.

The following time evolution inequality for MϕR generalizes [13, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 6.1. Let N ≥ 2 and R > 0. Suppose that u ∈ C([0, T );H2(M)) is a radial
solution to (1.1). Then, for any t ∈ [0, T ), we have

d

dt
MϕR

(
u(t)

)
≤ 4σγE(u0) + (8 − 2σγ)

∫

M

|∆u|2 dV + β(4 − 2σγ)

∫

M

|∇u|2 dV

+ 4µ

∫

M

|∇u|2(ϕ′′
R − 1) dV + oR

(
1 + ‖∇u‖2L2(M)

)
+O

(
R−σ(N−1)‖∇u‖σL2(M)

)
.
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Above

oR
(
1 + ‖∇u‖2L2(M)

)

denotes quantities such that

lim
R→∞

oR
(
1 + ‖∇u‖2L2(M)

)

1 + ‖∇u‖2L2(M)

= 0.

Proof. We set ΓϕR = −i
(
〈∇ϕR,∇(·)〉+∆ϕR

)
. Taking the time derivative of (6.1)

and noticing that i∂u is given by (1.1), we get

d

dt
MϕR

(
u(t)

)
= A1

(
u(t)

)
+A2

(
u(t)

)
+B

(
u(t)

)
,

where

A1(u) =
〈
u, [∆2, iΓϕR ]u

〉
, A2(u) =

〈
u, [−β∆, iΓϕR]u

〉
,

and

B(u) =
〈
u, [−|u|p, iΓϕR ]u

〉
.

First, we deal with A2. After a long but straight-forward computation, we have
that

[∆, iΓϕR ]u

= [∆(ϕ′
Ru

′ +∆ϕRu)− ϕ′
R(∆u)

′ −∆ϕR∆u] + ∆〈∇u,∇ϕR〉 − 〈∇ϕR,∇∆u〉
= 4u′′ϕ′′

R + 4u′∆ϕ′
R + u∆2ϕR.

Integrating by parts, we deduce from the previous line that

A2(u) = −β
∫

M

u(4u′′ϕ′′
R + 4u′∆ϕ′

R + u∆2ϕR) dV

= 4β

∫

M

(u′)2ϕ′′
R dV − β

∫

M

u2∆2ϕR dV

= 4β

∫

M

|∇u|2 dV + 4β

∫

M

(u′)2(ϕ′′
R − 1) dV − β

∫

M

u2∆2ϕR dV.

Next, we deal with A1. We have

[∆2, iΓϕR ]u =
[
∆2(ϕ′

Ru
′ +∆ϕRu)− ϕ′

R(∆
2u)′ −∆ϕR∆

2u
]
+∆2(u′ϕ′

R)− ϕ′
R(∆

2u)′

= 8ϕ′′
Ru

(4) + u(3)
(
− 2ϕ′

RA
′ + 4ϕ′′

RA+ 4∆ϕ′
R + 8ϕ

(3)
R + 4(∆ϕR)

′
)

+ u′′
(
− 2ϕ′

RB
′ + 4ϕ′′

R(N − 1)
(φ′′
φ

− (
φ′

φ
)2
)
+ 2A(∆ϕ′

R + (∆ϕR)
′)

+ 4(∆ϕ′
R)

′ + 4∆ϕ′′
R + 2∆2ϕR + 4(∆ϕR)

′′
)

+ u′
(
− 2ϕ′

RC
′ + 2(∆ϕR)

′(N − 1)
(φ′
φ

)′

+ 2∆2ϕR(N − 1)
φ′

φ
+ 2∆2ϕ′

R + 2(∆2ϕR)
′ + 2∆((∆ϕR)

′)
)

+ u∆3ϕR,

where

A = 2(N − 1)
φ′

φ
,
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B = 2(N − 1)

(
φ′′

φ
−
(φ′
φ

)2
)
+ (N − 1)2

(
φ′

φ

)2

,

and

C = (N − 1)

(
φ(3)

φ
− 3

φ′′φ′

φ2
+ 2
(φ′
φ

)3
)
+ (N − 1)2

(
φ′φ′′

φ2
−
(φ′
φ

)3
)
.

Let

F1 = −2ϕ′
RA

′ + 4ϕ′′
RA+ 4∆ϕ′

R + 8ϕ
(3)
R + 4(∆ϕR)

′,

F2 = −2ϕ′
RB

′ + 4ϕ′′
R(N − 1)

(φ′′
φ

− (
φ′

φ
)2
)
+ 2A(∆ϕ′

R + (∆ϕR)
′)

+ 4(∆ϕ′
R)

′ + 4∆ϕ′′
R + 2∆2ϕR + 4(∆ϕR)

′′,

and

F3 = −2ϕ′
RC

′ + 2(∆ϕR)
′(N − 1)

(φ′
φ

)′
+ 2∆2ϕR(N − 1)

φ′

φ
+ 2∆2ϕ′

R

+ 2(∆2ϕR)
′ + 2∆((∆ϕR)

′).

Integrating by parts, we find that∫

M

uu(4)ϕ′′
R dV

=

∫

M

ϕ′′
R(u

′′)2 dV − 2

∫

M

|u′|2
(
(∆ϕ′

R)
′ + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
∆ϕ′

R

)
dV +

∫

M

u2GdV,

where

2G = (∆2ϕ′
R)

′ + 2(N − 1)
φ′

φ
∆2ϕ′

R + (∆ϕ′
R)

′
(
2(N − 1)

(φ′
φ

)′
+ (N − 1)2

(φ′
φ

)2)

+∆ϕ′
R

(
(N − 1)∆

(φ′
φ

)
+ (N − 1)2

((φ′
φ

)2)′
+ (N − 1)3

(φ′
φ

)3)
.

Doing the same for the others terms, we get
∫

M

uu(3)F1 dV =
3

2

∫

M

(u′)2
(
F ′
1 + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
F1

)
dV −

∫

M

u2G1 dV,

where

2G1 = (∆F1)
′ + 2(N − 1)

φ′

φ
∆F1 + F ′

1

(
2(N − 1)

(φ′
φ

)′
+ (N − 1)2

(φ′
φ

)2)

+ F1

(
(N − 1)∆

(φ′
φ

)
+ (N − 1)2

((φ′
φ

)2)′
+ (N − 1)3

(φ′
φ

)3)
,

∫

M

uu′′F2 dV = −
∫

M

(u′)2F2 dV

+
1

2

∫

M

u2
(
∆F2 + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
F ′
2 + (N − 1)2

(φ′
φ

)2
F2 + (N − 1)

(φ′
φ

)′
F2

)
dV,

and ∫

M

uu′F3 dV = −1

2

∫

M

u2
(
F ′
3 + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
F3

)
dV.

Also, notice that
∫

M

|∆u|2 dV =

∫

M

|u′′|2 dV − (N − 1)

∫

M

|u′|2
(φ′
φ

)′
dV.
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Thanks to our assumption on ϕR, we observe that
∫

M

|∇u|2
(
− F2 − 16

(
(∆ϕ′

R)
′ + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
∆ϕ′

R

)
+ 8(N − 1)

(φ′
φ

)′

+
3

2

(
F ′
1 + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
F1

))
dV

≤ oR
(
‖∇u‖2L2(M)

)
,

and∫

M

|u|2
(
8G−G1 +

1

2

(
∆F2 + (N − 1)

φ′

φ
F ′
2 + (N − 1)2

(φ′
φ

)2
F2

+ (N − 1)
(φ′
φ

)′
F2 − F ′

3 − (N − 1)
φ′

φ
F3

)
+∆3ϕR − β∆2ϕR

)
dV

≤ oR(1).

This implies that

A1(u) +A2(u) ≤ 8

∫

M

|∆u|2 dV + 4β

∫

M

|∇u|2 dV + 4β

∫

M

|∇u|2
(
ϕ′′
R − 1) dV

(6.2)

+ oR
(
1 + ‖∇u‖2L2(M)

)
.

Finally, we consider the term B(u). One can see that

B(u) = 2

∫

M

|u|2ϕ′
R

(
|u|2σ

)′
dV = − 2σ

σ + 1

∫

M

∆ϕR|u|2σ+2 dV.

Using that ∆ϕR(r) = γ if r ≤ R, we get

(6.3) B(u) = − 2σγ

σ + 1

∫

M

|u|2σ+2 dV +
2σ

σ + 1

∫

M

|∆ϕR − γ||u|2σ+2 dV.

From |∆ϕR − γ| ≤ C, using the Strauss inequality and the fact that rN−1 ≤
φN−1(r), for all r ≥ 0, we find

∫

M

|∆ϕ− γ||u|2σ+2 dV ≤
∫

M\BR

|u|2σ+2 dV

≤ ‖u‖2L2(M)R
−σ(N−1)‖∇u‖σL2,Eucl

≤ ‖u‖2L2(M)R
−σ(N−1)‖∇u‖σL2(M).

The result then follows from (6.2), (6.3) and the last estimate. �

Theorem 6.1. Let M = (RN , g) be a complete rotationally symmetric manifold
equipped with the Riemannian metric g = dr2 + φ2(r)dθ2, with φ(r) ≥ r. Suppose,
furthermore, that there exists the radial function ϕR as defined previously for any

R > 0. Let N ≥ 2, β ∈ R \ {0}, σ ≤ 4, σγ > 4 and σ <
N

(N − 4)+
. Suppose that

u0 ∈ H2(M) is radial such that

E(u0) <

{
0, if β > 0,

−a(N, σ)β2‖u0‖2L2(M), if β < 0,

for some constant a(N, σ) depending on N and σ. Then, the solution u ∈ C([0, T );H2(M))
of (1.1) blows-up in finite time.
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Proof. We first consider the case β > 0 and E(u0) < 0. From the previous lemma
6.1, we have

d

dt
MϕR

(
u(t)

)
≤ 4σγE(u0) + (8 − 2σγ)

∫

M

|∆u|2 dV

+ oR
(
1 + ‖∇u‖2L2(M)

)
+O

(
R−σ(N−1)‖∇u‖σL2(M)

)
.

Using that ‖∇u(t)‖L2(M) ≤ C(u0)‖∆u(t)‖1/2L2(M) and σ ≤ 4, we can choose R > 0

large enough, such that

(6.4)
d

dt
MϕR(u(t)) ≤ −δ

∫

M

|∆u|2 dV, t ∈ [0, T ),

for some constant δ > 0. Suppose on the contrary that T = ∞. From (6.4), we
see that there exists t1 > 0 such that MϕR

(
u(t)

)
≤ 0 for all t ≥ t1. So, integrating

(6.4) over [t1, t], t > t1, and using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we find

MϕR

(
u(t)

)
≤ −δ

∫ t

t1

‖∆u(s)‖2L2(M) ds ≤ −C(δ, R)
∫ t

t1

∣∣MϕR

(
u(s)

)∣∣4 ds.

Setting

z(t) =

∫ t

t1

∣∣MϕR

(
u(s)

)∣∣4 ds,

we see that z′(t) ≥ Cz(t)4. It is easy to see that z(t) has to blow-up in finite time.
Therefore, u(t) cannot exist for all t ≥ 0.

Next, we consider the case β < 0. In this case, we use that

‖∇u‖2L2(M) ≤
1

2η
‖u‖2L2(M) +

η

2
‖∆u‖L2(M),

for some η > 0. So, proceeding as above, we get

d

dt
MϕR

(
u(t)

)
≤ 4σγE(u0) +

A2β2

4(Nσ − 4)

∫

M

|u0|2 dV − δ

∫

M

|∆u|2 dV

+ oR(1),

where A = β
(
4− 2σγ + 4maxr≥0 |ϕ′′(r) − 1|

)
and δ > 0. So assuming that

4σγE(u0) +
A2β2

4(Nσ − 4)

∫

M

|u0|2 dV < 0,

we get that
d

dt
MϕR

(
u(t)

)
≤ −δ

∫

M

|∆u|2 dV, t ∈ [0, T ).

At this point, we can conclude as previously. �
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