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FOURTH ORDER SCHRODINGER 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 Schrodinger equation with mixed dispersion on M®, an N-dimensional
Cartan-Hadamard manifold. Namely we consider

{z’atw = —A39 + BAMY + A[YP7¢ in R x M,
¥(0,-) = vo € X(M),

where 8 > 0, A\ = {-1,1}, 0 < 4/(N — 4)4+, Aps is the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on M and X = L?(M) or X = H?(M). At first, we focus on the
case where M is the hyperbolic space HYV. Using the fact that there exists a
Fourier transform on this space, we prove the existence of a global solution to
(@NLS)) as well as scattering for small initial data provided that N > 4 and
0 <4/Nif X = L>(HN) or 0 < 4/(N —4) if X = H?(HY). Next, we obtained
weighted Strichartz estimates for radial solutions to (ANLS)) 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.

(4NLS)

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the following biharmonic (i.e. fourth-order) nonlinear Schrédinger

equation with mixed dispersion on M*, an N-dimensional Cartan-Hadamard man-
ifold,

(1.1)

where 5 > 0,

10 = =A%+ BAMY — NP>y in R x M,
1/)(07 ) = 1/)0 € X(M)a

4 i N>4
o<—" A N—x "0

(N=4)1 | o, if N<d4,

Ay is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M and X = L?(M) or X = H?*(M).
When M = R¥, Karpman and Shagalov [27] introduced the fourth order term to
regularize and stabilize the classical Schrédinger 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 (L)) on
Cartan-Hadamard manifolds. Before proceeding, let us recall some results in the
Euclidean space. The global existence of solution to (II]) was proved by Pausader

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q55, 35P25, 35J30, 43A85, 43A90.

Key words and phrases. Nonlinear fourth-order Schrodinger equation, scattering, dispersive
inequality, Strichartz estimate, hyperbolic space.

J.-B.C. supported by FCT - Fundagdo para a Ciéncia e a Tecnologia, under the project:
UIDB/04561/2020; I.H. supported by the Magnus Ehrnrooth foundation.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.13804v1

2 JEAN-BAPTISTE CASTERAS AND ILKKA HOLOPAINEN

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

Iﬁ(faw)=/ il 81 —iw.) g
RN

be the propagator of our operator in R"V. Then there holds:
e If =0,

N+|al N
4

loe|—
|DIo(t,2)| < Ct~ (14t 1z]) *

for all t > 0 and = € RV,
e Forall0 <t <1andallz€RY orforallt>0and all |z| >t

N+t|af lorl =N
)

IDIg(t,z)| < Ct~—1 (1+t1z])
e For #>0,allt>1and |z| <t,

la]

IDIg(t,z)| < Ct~ 7 (14t 7|a])

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
(g,7) is S-admissible if 2 < ¢, < o0, (¢,7, N) # (2,00, 2), and

lex|

2 N_N
q r 2"

We say that a pair (g, r) is B-admissible if 2 < ¢,r < o0, (¢,7, N) # (2,00,4), and
1NN
q r 2"

Let I =1[0,7] and v € C(I, H=*) be a solution to

12) {iaﬂ/)— —A2 1+ BApnth —h in I xRN,

$(0,) = o € LARN).

Assume in addition that 7' < 1 if 8 < 0. Then, for any B-admissible pairs (g, r)
and (q,7), we have

(1.3) ¥l Lacr,zry < C(I1%ollze + bl Lo (r,p7)) s

whenever the right hand side is finite, where ¢’ and 7' are the conjugate exponents
of ¢ and 7. We also have, for S-admissible pairs (q,r), (¢,7), and any s > 0,
s s—2 s—2_2
IVl acr,ery < CUNVIT 5 %ollee + IV "kl (1,0)),
whenever the right side is finite. Now, let us take h = A|[t)|?*?¢ and ¥y € RN in
[C2), with A = {—1,1} and 0 < 4/(N — 4)4+. Then, using the conservation of the
mass

MO = [ 100 do = Mfvol,
and the conservation of the energy
1 B 1
E[p(t)] == Apn ()| da+ 5 t)|* dz— / O 2dt = E
WOl [ BaioP der [ 9P - [ o) o)
Pausader [30] showed that there exists a global solution in the following cases:

e \>0;
e A< 0and o <4/N;
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e A\ < 0,0 =4/N and 1) is sufficiently small in L?;

e A< 0,0 <4/(N —4) and 1y is sufficiently small in H2.
He also proved scattering in H2(R™) provided that A > 0, N > 5, 3 > 0 and
4/N < 0 < 4/(N —4). Let us also point out that Pausader also obtained some
results when o = 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 Schrodinger equation i.e. for 0y =
—Ap + hy 0(0) = 1pg € L?(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), (g,7), in the hyperbolic space
or more generally in Damek-Ricci spaces than in the Euclidean one see [4, [3] 51 [6, [3T].
More precisely, for any S-admissible pair (¢,r) and (g, 7), we have

9/l Loz, @y < C (ol Lo@ny + 10l a1 L @)

whereas in HY, the same inequality holds for pairs (p, ¢) and (g, 7) belonging to the

triangle
11 1 1. 2 N _N 1
- - i PR R R S =
{<Mq>eahﬂx(a2)q+—r"2}u{<a2)}

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 (g, r),

Il acr,Lrary) < Clivoll greary-

In some compact manifolds, this inequality is known to be sharp [14].

In the present paper, we will show that the Strichartz estimates (L3) 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 = HY. In this
case, we say that (p, ¢) is an admissible pair if

Ga) = 02) (03) 5+ 722} {03)}

Also, since the first eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on HY is p? =
(N —1)?/4, instead of considering the operator A2y — BAp~, we set

P = (Agy +p%)? = B(Agn~ + p?).
By definition, the first eigenvalue of P is 0.
Theorem 1.1. Suppose that N > 4. Let ¢ be a solution to

i0pb + P = h in R x HY
1/1(07 ) = 2/10 € L2(HN)7

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

19l e, zaany) < C (ol L2y + ||h||Lf/(LLg/(HN)))'
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Thanks to this Strichartz estimate, we can easily prove some global well-posedness
and scattering results for

(1.4) 104 + P = A|[¢[*7¢) in R x HY

Theorem 1.2. Let N > 2, A = {—1,1}, Xo = L2(H") and X, = H*HY). For
i ] =

i1 =0,1,if 0 < G = N4’ Z (1), (T4) is locally well-posed for arbitrary X;
N-1 T

data, i.e. for any vy € X;(HY), there exists T > 0 such that the solution (t,-)
to (L4) exists for all |t| < T. Moreover, if o < &; and § > 0, then there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that if ||[vol| x, @~y < ¢ then ([L4) is globally well-posed, i.e.
P(t,-) exists for all t > 0. We also have that v satisfies the following scattering
property: there exist 1+ € L?>(HYN) such that

[(t) — €| x, vy — 0 as t — Foo.

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 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 [[LII We follow the T'T*
method of Keel and Tao [28]. The main difficulty is to obtain L? — L9-estimates on
the dispersive propagator e®®. 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

olt,x) = / OB (1) e(A)] 72 d,
R

where ¢(A) is the Harish-Chandra coefficient and @ 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 [A| € [0,27] or |A| € [2/,00] for a suitable choice of J which
depends on the critical value of the phase and then apply a dyadic decomposition
of [27,00]. 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|~! when |t| is large. The same holds for
the classical Schrodinger 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 Schrodinger 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~("+5%) . Compared to the
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FEuclidean 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 (I4) with A = 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, (ILT]) 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 Schrédinger
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 [(—Agy — V) (=Ar~y —V + 3)] 71, 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
[I7]. Our result is the following:

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

with Riemannian metric g = dr? + ¢*(r)d6*. Set o(r) = (qb(rr))(Nfl)/Q and V =

‘77// + (N — 1)%% Assume that V € C*(R™ \ {0}) such that

[V (z)| < Cla| ™.
In addition, suppose that there exists dy such that

N 2
(5 — 1) +’I°2V 2 50,

2
(g - 1) —1r20,.(rV) > by,
in RN\ {0}, and
(15) &) 2AV + V), 102V [pvmeeqnys (122 [ avaoeem) < C.
resp.
16) @AV + V)l rmqarys [@Vlvmgayy, 1@V [y < C.
Let v be a radial solution to

10 — A2p + BANY = h in R x HY,

w(oa ) = wO'

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

"1/"’7(172/(11) HLm (I,L91 (M)

< C(IVaroll Lz + 1ol Varol /ol aqary + 12 Ly o)
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Let us observe that (LH) (resp. (LA)) holds true if, for large r, V(r) ~ r—™,
with m > 4 (resp. m > 2). As in [7], one can show that Theorem [[3] holds
true for S-admissible pairs if for instance ¢(r) = r + a;7® + ... + apr?**1, where
k>1and a; > 0,4 =1,...,k, or more generally, if ¢(r) = Ar™ + o(r™), with
A >0, m > (N —1)"! and the radial sectional curvature of M (i.e. —¢”/¢) at a

point x is negative and strictly greater than — —, where r(x) = d(o, r) is

2(N—-1)r
the distance to the pole o € M. Concerning B-agimissik))le pairs, we need to impose
stronger restriction on the manifold for our result to hold. We see that the condition
IV(r)| < r~* roughly implies that |¢(r)| < re/™", for some positive constant C.
So our theorem holds at most for manifolds whose radial sectional curvature is
greater than —1/r%, 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 ¢ has a intermediate growth between polynomial and
exponential (or in terms of sectional curvature Ky, for —C; < Ky < —Co/r™2).
This question is also open for the classical Schrodinger equation. We refer to [23]20]
for some examples of V for which the Strichartz inequality (related to the classical
Schrodinger equation) does not hold. Let us point out that along our proof, we also
obtain Strichartz estimate for fourth order Schrédinger 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 SectionBl 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 [I] 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 [B we
prove the pointwise estimate for the dispersive propagator. Theorems [I.1] and
are establsihed in Section ] as well as our trapping result. Section [l is dedicated
to the proof of Theorem 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 HY. Thus we equip RV ! with the Minkowski metric

N
—(da®)? + Z(daci)2
i=1
and the symmetric bilinear form

N
lz,y] = 20" = 'y’
=1
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The upper sheet model for the hyperbolic space is then
HY = {z e RN "1: [z,2] = 1, 2° > 0}

equipped with the Riemannian metric induced by the Minkowski metric. By fixing
a pole o = (1,0,...,0) € HY, HV can be identified with the homogeneous space
SOT(N,1)/SO(N), where SOT (N, 1) is the connected Lie group of (N +1) x (N +
1)-matrices X, with det X = 1 and Xgo > 0, that keep the form [-, -] invariant and
SO(N) is the subgroup of SOT(N, 1) that fixes the pole o. Furthermore, HY can
be expressed as

HY = {(t,&) € RN t = coshr, € =sinhrw, r>0,we SV},

where S¥=1 C ot = {(0,y,...,¥") € RN¥*1} the orthogonal complement of o
with respect to [,-]. In (global) coordinates (r,w), the SO(N,1)-invariant Rie-
mannian metric of HY is given by
ds? = dr? 4 sinh? r dw?,
where dw? is the standard metric on S¥~!, and the Riemannian volume form by
dp = sinh™ ! 7 dr dw.

The distance between = = (coshr,sinhrw) and the pole o is d(z,0) = r and, in
general,

d(z,y) = cosh™ [z, ]
for any z,y € HY. Finally, the Laplace-Beltrami operator on HY is given by

coshr 1

AHN :63+(N—1) AsN—l,

N r ;
sinh r sinh? r

where Agnv—1 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere SV 1.

2.2. The Fourier transform. Following Helgason [24], Banica [5], and Ionescu
and Staffilani [26] we define the Fourier transform on HY as follows. For w € SV ~!
and X € R, let b(w) = (1,w) € RN*1 and hy ,: HY — C,

hk,w(‘r) = [wvb(w)]i)\ipv

where p = (N — 1)/2. The functions hy , are generalized eigenfunctions of Agn.
Indeed, we have

_A]HIN h)\,w - ()\2 + PQ) h}\,(—d'
The Fourier transform of a function f € Co(HY) is now defined by

fw)= [ f@)hyw(z)dp,
HN

and the Fourier inversion formula is given by
flz) = // FOL W) w(@)]e(N)] 72 dA dw
R JSN-1
- / / FO @) b(w)] =7 [e(N)| 72 dAdw,
R JSN-1

where ¢()) is the Harish-Chandra coefficient

1 03X+ p)]?

O = 5w rEnP
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and dw is a suitably normalized measure on SV~1. It follows from the definition
that

(2.1) N2 = W) e(=N)

see [25, Prop. Al]. A version of the Plancherel theorem holds in HY. Indeed,
the Fourier transform f + f extends to an isometry of L2*(HN) onto L?(R x
SN e(N)| 72 dAdw). If f € Co(HY) is SO(N )-invariant, i.e. radial with respect
to o, we have

fOw)y=fN) = | f@)P_x(2)dp,

HN
and
f(z) = / FON®A (@) (V)] 2 d,
where
(2.2) By () = /S b))

By denoting « = (coshr,sinh r¥), where r = r(z) = d(z,0), we can express @, as

D)\ (r) = /ngl (coshr — sinhr (9 - w)) " dw

= C/ (coshr — sinh 7 cos 6) "7 (sin )V =2 d6.
0

3. ESTIMATES FOR SCHRODINGER 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? — L? 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

10 — (Ag~ + p?)%Y + B(Agn + p*)Y = 0.
By definition, we have, for f smooth enough,
AHNf()‘uw) = /N f(x)AHNhk,w(x) d/'L = _()‘2 + p2)f()\,0~)),
H
so applying the Fourier transform to the equation, we obtain
100 — N — BAZ) = 0.
Its solution is given by
Dt ) = e O,

By the Fourier inversion formula, we find

¥t z) = /Re_W*B )P, (1) e(A)| 2 dA,
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where r = r(x). For this quantity to be well-defined, we regularize it by the Fourier

multiplier A — 6_82)‘4, for € > 0 small enough. So, we will consider

Is(t,.f) :/e—(it+a2)()\4+ﬂ)\2)(1))\(T)|C()\)|—2 d.
R

We will obtain pointwise estimate for this propagator. Compared to the one in the
FEuclidian 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~! for large time which in our case only seems to be available when 3 > 0.

Proposition 3.1. We have, if 5 > 0,
i < |t|7N/4,r,(N+5)/6ef(N71)7“/27 Zf |t| <1;
(o) < O s, Va6~ -0m2 i 1) > 1,
If 8 =0, then there holds
i < |t|7N/4T(N+5)/667(N71)7“/27 if |t| <1
[Ie(t, )] < |t|73/4T(N+5)/66*(N71)r/27 if |t > 1,
whereas if B < 0, then we get
|I (t )| <c |t|7N/4T(N+5)/667(N71)r/2, if |t| <ror |t| <1
x
ST T VR (NAD) G =(N=1r/2 i (g > 1 or |t >
Proof. We follow closely the proof of [26] Lemma 3.2]. We start by recalling the
estimate
(3.1) (A e < C+ APt

for « € [0, N +2]NZ and X € R from [25, Prop. Al].
We will also need some estimates for the function ®, contained in [25, Prop.
A2]. When r > 1/10, we rewrite ®, as

(3.2) r(r) = e (e eN)mi(\, 1) + e e(=N)mi(=A,7)),
where, for & € [0, N +2]NZ and X € R,

(3.3) |0xmi(A )| < C(L+[A)7

On the other hand, if » < 1, ®) can be rewritten as

(3.4) Dy (r) = e ma(\, 1) + e M my (=N, 1),

where, for a € [0, N +2]NZ and X € R,

(3.5) [0Xma (A, )| < C(L+rA) 7 (14 [A)™

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

(3.6) ‘/Re“AWBW”)m(A) d/\’ < f/R|8,\m()\)|d)\,
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where A} = |A|"* if sgn(A) # sgn(B) or Ay = max{|A|'/*,|B|"/?} if sgn(A) =
sgn(B), and by integrating by parts k € N times

k
(3.7) ‘/Re“AA“BWCA)m(A) d)\‘ < %Z/Rwimmw,
=0

where

= min |44 +2Br+C["
AElt/2,2

which is assumed to be positive.
We fix a smooth even function 7y : R — [0, 1] supported in [-2,—1/2] U [1/2, 2]
such that, for any A € R\ {0},

(338) S (A2 = 1.

JEL

Let n;(\) = no(A\/27) and n<; = > c;myr, for any j € Z. In view of (3.2) and
B4), we will split our estimates depending on the value of r.

We begin by considering the case r» > 1. In view of 21]), (32) and (B8], we need
to estimate

| [N e N r)e-0)
R

+Z’/Rei\ll()\)—a2>\4nj()\)ml()\’r)c(_)\)—ld}\’

j>J

=TI+> 1I;,

j>J

where U(\) = t(—=A*—BA?)+r\ and J is the smallest integer such that 27 > 210\,
with

I Py if r/Jt] < 1.

B {(r/|t|>1/3, it r/)t > 1

Notice that A, is chosen in view of the asymptotic of the roots of ¥’. In view of
.6) and [B.7), we will need to estimate the partial derivatives of mj(\, r)e(—=\) 1
with respect to A. Using (3] and B3), we find, for any k € N,

‘8§(m1()\,1“)c(—/\)71)| = ‘8’§(m1()\,r))\)flc(—/\)71)‘
<C Y [O%mi ) (95X) 8y (= AT he(=N) )]
k1+ka+kz=k
<C Y @AYk oz
k1+ko+ks=k
(3.9) <O+ AP 4 sy (14 [A)PF.
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Using (33) with k = 0,1, the fact that the support of n<; C [-27,27] and (B.0),
we get in case 5 > 0

I= ‘/Rei\P(A)e%QﬁngJ()\)ml()\,r)c(—)\)fl d)\‘
< C'min (Jt]7V/2, [t ~/4) /R |0x (1< (N)ma(A\,r)e(=A) )| dA
< Cmin (|t 712, ¢]71/1) /R (= 2A0an<s (V) miAr) (= A7 e(=N)7)
+n<s(N)Ox (ma(A,r)e(=A) 1) | dA
< C'min ([t V2, |¢|71/4) (2'](1 + 27yt 4 /2‘ (AL +XP2+ 1+ A7) dA)
0

207 if T > 0;

< Canin (|t~ 11 71/4) {2J it J <0

Above we have ignored the term e=="2" since it has no effect on the result. So, if

r/|t| > 1 which implies that J > 0, we deduce that

1< Cmin (¢ 1|71/ 2¢7
< C'min (|1€|71/27 |t|71/4) (r/It))""?

< Crr/3 ||~ ENFOAZ (] <15
B [t = (VFR/E [t > 1,

whereas, if 7/[t| < 1 which implies that [¢t| > 1, we get
I < Cmin (|t|_1/2, |t|_1/4)2‘] < Crlt|=3/2.

If B8 <0, we have instead

I= ‘/ei‘p(’\)e_82)‘277SJ()\)m1()\,T)c()\)_l dA
R

J .
< opy- 207 if J >0,
= 27, it J<O.

This implies that
I< CTP/3|t|_(2N+1)/12
if r/|t] > 1, and
I < Crlt|=5/4,

if /|t < 1.
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On the other hand, for j > J + 1 and 8 > 0, we deduce from 37), (39) and a
change of variables, that

11 —‘/ T =N (W)my (A, r)e(— A ‘1d)\‘

< ¢ / Z|aA o(A\)ma (270, 7)c(—=27 ) 1) | dA
1/2

m1n|)\‘6[2] 125+1) |(9)\\If

B C
=+ (25 + 2) [N

Zz 27 (1 +29) =17k 4 (1 + 29)PF)

- C 2J<P+1>, if 7>0,
= (r+ (2% +29)t]) if j<0.
If J <0, we have

0

27 ! 2
Sl <[ — = __dz<CO+t) !
2 TE T < || s e <ce i

In case B = 0, we have

I < c 2i(p+1) - if >0,
T (230N if 7<0
and
0 .
2]
Y e < Ca+ )R
3
Py (1+ 237N

for J < 0. Combining the previous bounds, we obtain that, for 5 > 0,
I+ 15 < Ot + maxf{[t] 1, [t~ N FD/O}) (1 + )5,
i>J
whereas, if § =0, we get
T+ I < Ot N4+ [t 73 (1 4 )31,

j>J

Next, we consider the case r < 1. We will need the following estimate
|0 (ma (A, 7)|c(N)[72)] = [05 (ma (A, r)e(N) " Le(=N) )|

<C > |05 ma (X, )52 (A2)05 (A"te(N) 1oy (= A e(—=N) 7Y
ki+ko+ks+ka=k
SC Y AT AR ke gl (2)
ki+ko+ks+ka=k
(3.10)
<O+ rA) TP+ DV AP+ AT 4+ Lrsa A1+ A

+ L2 (1 + |A)27F).
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Using the previous estimate and (B8], we get in case 5 > 0,

I =

[ O s malr e
R
< Cmin (jt]7V/2, 1174 / |05 (n<.rma (A, 1) e(N)]72)| dA
R
< Comin (i 2, 1) [ [(@unes)mar,nle(v]
R
1200 (ma O ) le(=N)| ) d
< C'min (|LL|—1/27 |t|_1/4) {22J(1 +7r27)7P(1 + 2])2(/7—1)
2]
+ / (L+r0) L+ A2 N1+ 07+ dx}
0
20 p=p if J >0, r2 > 1

< C'min ([¢|7Y2, )¢V {2207 if J >0, 27 <1
227 if J < 10.

So, when 7 < 1, r/[t| > 1 and 277 > 1, which implies 7* > C|t|, we have
min ([t| 712, [¢|7/*) 20 e

I<cC
< VA (/1) e
Clt|7H/4=rl2 = Cft|=N/4,

When r < 1, 7/|t| > 1 and 27r < 1, which imply r* < CJt|, we get

min ([t| 712, [¢]71/*) 2%/

C
< CHY (/1) < O A2/ = N/,

Finally, when r» < 1 and r/|t| < 1, we find

I < Cmin (6772, ¢]71/%)227 < Cmin (|t] Y2, ¢4 (r/]])
< CO(t]732 + 1| =N,

The same holds if 8 = 0; instead of having min(|t|=1/2, [t|=1/4), we have [t|~'/4,
but the estimates still hold. So overall, we showed that

I < C(|t]73% + |t|=N/4).

13
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To conclude the proof, we consider the case where j > J + 1 and g > 0. We have,

using (3717) and (B.10),

i, | / e (a0, ) |e(N) 2 N
R

< (2 +2J G /1/22}@ ma(2/ X, r)[c(270)7%) | dA

O ; .
< — 29 (1 + r29) P (1 4 27)2(=D)
(r+ (239 + 29[t kZ:O

C(2¥(142) TR 427 (1 20) T 4 (1 +27)2F)
20t ip=r if j>0, r27 > 1,
27(2p+1) if 7>0, r2 <1,
237 | if j<o.

c
< - -
T (r+ (23 4+ 20)thN

(3.11)

On the other hand, we also have
| e g (ma ()2 i
<o / s (270, 1) 1e(27 A)| 2 dA
1/2
< 02%,

if j < 0. Thus, letting J; be the largest integer such that 27t < 1/[t|'/3, the
previous estimate yields to

J1 _
> 1</l

j=J+1

if J <0. On the other hand, we have, using (311]),

0 c2% 3(G—J1)(1-N)
93— <O/t
2 T I S Z i
=J1
Overall, we showed that
0 o~
(3.12) > I < C/t]
J+1

if J < 0. In case B = 0 we have 2%/ instead of (27 + 2%) in the estimates above.
Hence (312) holds for g = 0, too, and consequently

T+ T1; < (752 + |1 =N/
i>J
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if 8> 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

L(t,z) = / XO(N)em NN g (1] ¢(A)| 72 dA

+ / NP (N)em (YN I g (1) ¢(A)| 72 dA
R
= Iy(t,r) + I (t,7),

where \9(\) = x(v/|A]) is an even cut-off function such that x(\) = 1, if [A| < 1
and x(\) = 0, if [A| > 2 and x2° = 1 — x?. Using that |®(r)| < |®o(r)] < Ce=r/?
and |c(N\)|72 < C)?, we find that

[To(t,7)| < |t|73/2ePr/2.

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

: 1M _
ePT‘/2|Ioo(t,,r.)| SO|t|7M/ ‘e*Zt(A‘L‘i’B)\Q) [820—] (X?O(A)|C(>\)|726’LT) d)\
R AA
- M- A%, if |\ <1,
<cl M/ S M leks{lAlN_l AR
Rk0+k1+k2+k3:M | | , 1 | |_

< Z |t|73/2rk3

ko+ki1+ko+ks=M

ko>1
+ Z |t|7M'f‘k3|:/ |)\|27M7k1 d)\+/ |)\|N717M7k1 d\
k1+ko+ks=M [t]=1/2<|A|<1 [AI>1

< Y2+ )M,

provided that M > max{N,3/2}. Here we used that |\| =~ |t|~'/2 if kg > 1, and
4N +28|A| > C|A| if B> 0. If 3 =0, we take xV(\) = x(t'/4|\]), then we have

M
r — —1 4 2 8 1 (e’e) —2 ir
Pt = €l [ e 00 [ 2o ) ()] 2e) | ay
R
_ _an— A2, i A<
<l M/ DR i P klr’fs{wl £ 1 P
R ko+k1+ho+ks=M ’ -

< Z |t|73/4rk3

ko+ki1+ko+ks=M

ko>1
+ Z [t| =M ks {/ |A|2—3M k1 d/\+/ AN LBM =k g\
ki+kat+ks=M [t|=1/4<|AI<1 IA|>1

< 7341 4+ )M

If 8 < 0, we only have to consider two extra cases which correspond to the
situation where 0\W(\) degenerates, i.e. when r/[t| is small and |A| is close to

V—B/2 = Ao and when |r/|t| — A1| is small, where \y = \/—F/6, and X is close
to A1. Let x be a cut-off function supported in [—1,1] and M a sufficiently large
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constant. When r/|¢| is small, we find, by using the van der Corput lemma,

‘ /Re“’(’\)x(M()\—)\o)) (ma(A, 7)|e(N)] 2 +ma(A, r)e(=A) ) d)\‘ <OtV (14r70).
When |r/|t| — A1| is small, we find that

| / WM A=A)) (Mo ) N[> +ma (A, r)e(=2) ) dA] < O3 (14r70).

Notice that, r =~ t in this case, so using the exponential decay in r, we find the

result.
O

Thanks to the previous proposition, we are able to estimate the norm of I, in
the Lorentz space L9Y(H"), with ¢ > 2 and # > 1. Let us recall that the norm of
this space is defined by

(fo (s/af5(s))042) " if 1< 0 < o0,
I fll paony = g s .
SUPgs0 S f()v if =00
where f* is the decreasing rearrangement of f. If f is a positive radial decreasing
function in HY then f* = f o V! where
Vir)= C/ sinh¥ ™t s ds
0

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

Ov'(r 1/6 .
[ leoan, = 4 o (VE)725(0)) Car)?, i 1<0 < oo,
ups>0 V( )1/qf( )7 if =00
Using the asymptotics of V, we see that this norm is equivalent to
gN
1 6,q¢ 14 1/9

r)lr a

[ fllpaeE~y ~ (Jo 107) dr) "+ (S _1

Sup0<s<1 SN/qf( ) + Sup821 e 4 Sf(s)a lf 9 = o0

We are now in position to estimate the L%?(HY) norm of v; = v(t, ) = lim. 0 I (¢, .).

LN 1)
: 1/0

dr) , if 1 <60 < o0,

Proposition 3.2. Let ¢ > 2 and 1 < 6 < oco. Then we have
=N <1,
[vell ooy < C R JET32,if [t] > 1 and >0,
[t|=3/4, if |t| > 1 and B =0.
Proof. Using Proposition B.1] we see that
HV <1
N+5 N—1
w(t,r)| < Crie e = L |¢=3/2, if |t >1and 8> 0,
[t|=3/4, if |t| > 1 and B =0.

Taking

N+5 N—-1

f(r) =7r 6 e 2z ,
it is easy to see that || f|| e~y < C since ¢ > 2. This yields to the result. O
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Recalling that P = (Ag~ + p?)? — B(Ag~ + p?), we obtain LP — L4 estimate for
e™P by using the Kunze-Stein inequality.

Proposition 3.3. For all 2 < q,q < oo, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
o7 DS i <
1™l Lo ) s paguavy < C 9 [t17372, if |t| > 1 and B >0,
|t| =374, if [t| > 1 and B = 0.

Proof. By Young’s inequality for convolutions and recalling that LP?(HY) = LP(HY),
we have, for small |¢|,
1PN 1 vy poqany < el paqany < CEITNA, g > 2.
By duality, this implies that, for small |¢|,
|—N/4

HeitPHLq/(HN)—)LOO(HN) < ||Ut||LQ(HN) < C|t q>2.

On the other hand, we have
e 2uny 2@y < 1.

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

I1f* gllaqyy < [ fllpar@m)llgll Lo )
for ¢ > 2. Using this inequality, we get that, when |¢| is large and ¢ > 2,

P t|=3/2, if B> 0,
lle HLq’(HN)—>Lq(HN) < lvellzar < C{|t|_3/4, if B = 0.
We also have

; t73/2, B >0,
e vy o) < e < © {:t:/

it 8 =0,

and, by duality,
itpP t|=3/2, if B> 0,
le |h¢@@0ameW>§|“qug(j{ulsm, if 5 =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 (LLI]) and [[L2] We end it by giving
a trapping result in the spirit of [§].
We say that (p, q) is an admissible pair if

Ga)el(03) 02) 5723} {02)}

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 Schrédinger
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 (p,q) are admissible pairs. Let ¢ be a
solution to

i0p) + Py = h in R x HY,
U)(Ov ) = U)O € LQ(HN)a

on I =1[0,T]. Assume moreover that |I| <1 if 8 < 0. Then there exists a constant

C > 0 such that

(4.1) Il e z,ca@vyy < Clllvoll 2@~y + ||h||Lf,(1)Lgl(HN)))'

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

¢
Y(t,x) = eapg(z) — z/ et Ph(s, x) ds.
0

We set
Tf =" f(x).
Its formal adjoint is then given by

T*F(z) = / e P R(s,x) ds.

— 00

By the TT* method, we know that
ITfllzpzg < Cllfllze

is equivalent to the boundedness in LY /Lg/ — LYLY of the operator

TTF(t,z) = / e IP P (s, x) ds.

— 00
By symmetry, it is sufficient to consider the retarded version of the previous operator
t
TT*F(z,t) = / e =IP (s, x) ds.
0

Using the dispersive estimates in Proposition 3.3] we have that

1T Fllages €| [ 1e= sl 1P

[t—s|>1 LY

el [ s DR,
jt—s|<1 :

LY

Let Ni(s,t) = Lyjs_y<1y|t —s|72/2(/2=1/9" Using Young’s inequality, we see that
Ny is bounded from L' to Ly* provided that 0 < 1/p1 —1/py <1 - (1 - 2)%
and 1 < pp,p2 < oo. In particular, it is bounded from Lg, to LV if 2 < p < o0
and % >(1- %)%. On the other hand, Na(s,t) = Lyjs—¢>13]t — s|~3/? is bounded
in Li‘;/ into LY provided that p > 2. This proves the boundedness of TT*F in
LF'LY — LPLI. The boundedness in L¥' LY — LPLI can then be obtained as in

Section 7 of [28]. The case (p, q) = (00, 2) is settled by the conservation of the mass.
O
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Let us point out that to prove the LY — LP, for p > 2, of Ny, we use the fact
that v; decays faster than |¢|~! when [t| is large.
We consider

(4.2) i0pp + Py = F(¢) in R x HY,

' ¢(07) :¢0 EX(HN)u

where X (HY) = L?(HY) or H?(H"), and F is a function satisfying
[F@)] < Cll and |F(@) = F(§)] < Clv = | (0~ + [0,

for some v > 1. Thanks to Theorem[4.1] we will be able to obtain some global well-
posedness results for small initial data in L?(HY) or H?(H”) by using a standard
fixed point approach.

Theorem 4.2. If1 <y <1+ % and 3 > 0, then there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that if ||Yol| L2y < ¢ then ([A2) is globally well-posed, i.e. (t,-) exists for
allt > 0. Moreover, if 1 <y <1+ %, [@2) is locally well-posed for arbitrary L?
data, i.e. for any 1o € L2(HY), there exists T > 0 such that 1(t,-) exists for all
[t < T.

Proof. We begin by proving the global well-posedness for small initial data when
B > 0. Let p = ®(¢) be the solution to

W0p(t, ) + P(t,x) = F(p(t, ) in R x HY,
¥(0,) = 1o € L*(HY).
By Duhamel’s formula, we have
¢
Y(t,x) = eapg(z) — z/ e CIP (s, x)) ds.
0
Using Strichartz estimate (@1]), we get
[0l Lg=rz + 1¥lzre < ClivollLz@vy + CIUF@ Ly 1 s

for admissible pairs (p, ¢) and (p, §), i.e.

529 9 S 1 1 4 S 1 1
p’p 7Q7q ) Np_2 q7 Nﬁ_2 q'
By the assumption on F', we have
||F((p)||Lf'LZ/ < C”@”Zgﬁ’qu’ :
We impose that p = vp' and ¢ =~¢', i.e. p= ﬁ and § = #. In order for (p, q)
and (p, ) to be admissible, we need that p > 2, ¢ < 2 and
1 1 4 1,1 4 1
Llod Ll L
2 ¢ - Np~v2 N ¢

So we can find p,q,p, ¢ satisfying all the previous conditions provided that 1 <
v < 14 8/N. We have proved that ® is a self-map of a Banach space X =
C(R; L?(HYN)) N LP(R; LY(HY)) with the norm

1¥llx = 1¥llzgerz + ¥l Lrre.

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

X = {1/} €X: ||1/}||X < 5}7
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provided that ¢ > 0 and |[[¢o| 2~y are small enough. Let ¢, ¢ € X. We set
¥ = ®(p) and ¢ = B(p). Using @) and our assumption on F, we obtain

lv = dllx < CIF() = F(@)ll 1o < Clle = Bllezea (lellfy1a + 16175 24)-
So, we deduce that
v 5 -1, qz(v-1
1 = llx < Clie = Gllx (lellx ™ + 2ll%)-
If we assume that |¢[|x, |@llx < e and [[¢o]| 2@~y < 0, then we get
[9llx, 19llx < C6+Ce7, and  ||¢ =4 x <207 o - @l|x.

Therefore, choosing Ce?~! < i and Co < %5, we obtain

i . 1 N
[Pl [[9llx <& and Y —4llx < Sl —@lx-

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

When 1 < v < 1+ £, we restrict to a small time interval I = [-T,T]. We

proceed as above except that we define (1 — S\)p = ~4p/, where A > 0 is small
enough. So, we get

IP@ g 18 < Clel sy
Using Hélder’s inequality in time, we obtain
[¥llx < Cllvoll L2y + CT el %
for some A > 0, and
lv = dllx < CT*(lelx " + 121% )lle = Bl
So ® is a contraction in the ball
Xr={veX:|[¥[lx <R},
if R is large enough and T small enough. ([l

Theorem 4.3. Let 1 < v < % and 8 > 0, then [L2) is globally well-posed for
small H? data. Moreover, if 1 < v < %, then ([E2) is locally well-posed for
arbitrary H? data.

Proof. As previously, we begin by showing the global well-posedness for small initial
data when 5 > 0. We apply —Apn~ to our equation. Then the Strichartz estimate
gives, for any admissible pairs (p, ¢) and (7, §),

[0l nz + 19l e < Clvollazeyy + CIHF@ 5 gzar-
On the other hand, we have

1A g0 < Ol s

and, with the Sobolev inequality,

IE@ .y < Cllolyy s
provided that p = vp’ and % > % — 2(3\71). Combining the previous inequalities,
we obtain that

1L mz + 19l pp e < Clivollazany + Cllellp 2.0
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We can choose p, p, g, ¢ as above since

1 1 4 1,4 1. 1 2(v-1
1l o4 12, 1,200
g Np~— v N 27 ¢ N

[\

provided that v < %. So we proved that ® is a self-map of the Banach space

X = C(R; H*(HY)) N LP(R; H*9(HY)) with the norm
[¥llx = 1¥lloenz + 19l L p2.a-

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

X = {1/} €X: ||1/}||X < 5}7

provided that ¢ > 0 and [0l g2(mv) are small enough. Let ¢, 5 € X.. We set
1 = ®(p) and ¢ = ®(p). As previously, we obtain

[ =lix < CIFE(P) = F@) 1o
~ -1 =1
<Clle - (pHLng’q (H‘PHszg,q + H‘PHZng)
S 205771”@ — @HLSH%‘"

So, if € is small enough, ® is a contraction in X, for the norm inherited from
Y = LP(R; LY(HY). We deduce from this fact the uniqueness of the possible fixed
point of ® in X.. Concerning the existence, let 19 € X.. We define 1; = ®7(¢)y).
We see that 1; converges to some fixed point v in the closure of X, in Y. On
the other hand, since X is reflexive and separable, 1; weakly converges in X. to
some 15 But by the uniqueness, we deduce that ¢ = 15 This concludes the proof
of the global well-posedness for small H? initial data. Concerning the local well-

posedness for arbitrary initial data in H? when 1 < v < %, we restrict to a small
time interval I = [T, T]. We proceed as previously, using that

19l x < Clivboll 2wy + CTM el %
for some A > 0, and
1Y = dlly <CT*(lellx" + 1215 )l = By,
where X = C(I; H2(HN)) N LP(I; H*9(HY)) and Y = LP(I; LY(HN)).
O

Another consequence of our Strichartz estimate are the following scattering re-
sults in L?(HY) and H?(HY).

Theorem 4.4. Let § > 0. Assume that 1 <y <1+ %. Let i) be a global solution
with small L? data of [AZ) obtained in Theorem [J.2 Then v has the following
scattering property: there exist 1. € L*(HY) such that

l[9(¢) — eitPQ/JiHLz(HN) — 0 ast— £oo.
Proof. The scattering follows from the following Cauchy criterion: if
l|l2(t1, ) — 2(t2, ')”L?(HN) —0

as t; — oo, then there exists zy € L?*(HY) such that [|z(t,-) — 24 (-)|| p2q~yy — O
as t — 0o. We apply this criterion for z(t,2) = e ") (t,x). Using the Strichartz
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estimate, we have

Heii&P?/J(tz, ) — e~ Py, )’

I

v
S kuLP([tl,tﬂ;Lq(Hn))'
Since u € LP(R; L1(H™)), the last term vanishes when ¢; < ¢3 tend both to 00. O

L2(HN)

With the same proof but using Theorem [4.3] instead of Theorem 2] we obtain
the following:

Theorem 4.5. Assume that 1 < v < %. Let 1 be a global solution with small
H? data of @2) obtained in Theorem [{.3. Then 1 has the following scattering
property: there exist ¥ € H?(HY) such that

[9(t) — e s gaany — 0 as t — Foc.

We can also prove the existence of wave operator following Banica-Carles-Staffilani
[6].
Theorem 4.6. Assume that F is defocusing, 5 > 0 and that v < %. Then,
for any 1o € H*(HY), @2) has a unique global solution (t,-) with the scattering
property
||’g/1(f) — eitP’lb()”Hz(HN) — 0 ast— £oo.

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

lall%, vy = /HN (|Agul® + BIVul + M) dV.

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

N -1
/ |Vku|2 dv > (—)2(k—l)/ |Vlu|2 dV,
HN 2 HN

where _

i Afﬂ/]\%, if 7 is even,

V@YY, i s odd.
So assuming that 8 > 0, we see that || - ||z, , @~ is equivalent to || - || g2~ if
N-1\" N-1)°

4.3 A>—|—— | =8|——— ] .
4 () ()
We set

1 1 i
Ega(u) = 5”“”?{5,A(HN) D) ”u”%2j+22(HN)-
If B > 0, A satisfies (@3), and 0 < 0 < ﬁ, it is standard to prove that the
minimisation problem
2
(4.4) D '= min M
we H? (HN) ||u||%2(,+2(HN) ’

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

Q={Qec H*(H"): Q is a solution to @4)}.
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It is easy to check that @) satisfies
(4.5) AfnQ — BARNQ +AQ = DHQI* Q.
So, setting Q = D=2t Q, we see that Q satisfies (5] with D~! = 1. We set

x(u) = llullF, , @vy — QI , @~y
where ) € Q. We prove the following:

Theorem 4.7. Let N > 2, 8 >0, A satisfying [@3)) and (t) be the solution to

0 = —AZ 5 + BAgn Y + [¥[27¢  in R x HY,
¥(0,-) =g € H?(HN).

If0<o< ﬁ and Eg (1) < Ega(Q), Q € Q, then 5x(¥(t)) does not change
sign. Moreover,

o If (5>\(§/1_0) =0, then there exists € R and a hyperbolic isometry h such that

Yo =e”Q(h(-) , Q € Q.
o if 65 (o) < 0, then the solution u is global in time.
o if 6x(tg) > 0 then the solution u does not scatter in any time direction.

Proof. We begin by proving the following claim: if Eg x(v) < Ez A(Q) and

191%, vy < 1R, , @y

then there holds

Ega(u)
2 BsA
191, ) < gy 1@ v

Indeed, first as noticed previously, @ satisfies (£H) with D = 1. So, multiplying
this equation by @, we find
1Q1Z, gy = 1Q125 2 n.
This implies that
QI = QU v
and

(4.6) Faa(Q) = 5755 19U, )

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

1 o
Ean(®) = 3101, ) — 5o 1012

>1 2 _ Dot 20+2
> 10, Ly = g I )
:a(”@/’H%{ﬁ,A(HN))a

where

1 HQHHB A(HN)xa-i-l

alw) =gr- 50

Let b(z) = a(z) — 5.5352. One can check that b > 0 on [0, ||Q||HB L (H~))- Since

||¢||HB AEN) S ||Q||Hﬁ \(HN ) We get

g
Eg () 2 %—HHW@JB,A(HN)-
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Using (4.8)), this proves the claim.

Now suppose that §(i09) = 0. Then Eg(¢9) = Ega(Q). So ¢y is a ground
state. As a consequence, if §(1)g) # 0, then §(¢(t)) # 0 for all ¢ such that ¥ (t)
exists.

Next, assume that 0(tpg) < 0. Since the sign of §(¢)(t)) does not depend on
t, we deduce that ||[¢(?)[ g, , @) < C, for some constant C' not depending on ¢.
Therefore, using the mass conservation, ¢ (¢) is uniformly bounded in H2(H") so
it exists globally.

Finally, suppose that 6(¢(t)) > 0 and that u(t) scatters. In particular, we have

tli)r{.lo ||u||L2g+2(HN) =0.

So, for € > 0, we can find ¢ large enough such that

1
gllw(t)l\%mm) < Ega(¥(t)) +e = Epa(vo) +e.

On the other hand, we have

1 2 1 2042
Ep (1) < Ega(Q) < §H¢(t)”HBA(HN) - 20—+2”Q”sz+2(HN)-

So, taking ¢ = m Q| i‘;jf2(HN), we get a contradiction. O

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 = (R"V,g) is an N-
dimensional complete rotationally symmetric manifold with the Riemannian metric
g = dr? + ¢*(r)dh?, where df? is the standard metric on the sphere SV—1 and ¢
is a C°-smooth nonnegative function on [0,0), strictly positive on (0,00) such
that ¢ (0) =0 k=0,1,..., and ¢/(0) = 1. We recall that the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on M is given by

/
Aw=o?+ (N2 o L

é(r) ¢*(r)
where Agv 1 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere S¥=1. As in [7]
§2.1] we set o(r) = (T/gb(r))(Nfl)/2 and ¥ (t,r) = o(r)e(t,r). Then the Laplacian
of a radial function u on M can be expressed in terms of the Euclidean Laplacian,
denoted by Agr~ in what follows, with a potential as

Ay = o(Agnvp + Vo),

ASN—I,

where
1 / /
TN
o ¢ o
N N3 (1 (N e
2 2 r2 o o |
By noticing that
! / _
2l y (N2 N

o 1) r
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we can write the bi-Laplacian on M as
A =0 (Ajne + 2VARN @ + 20"V + o(ApnV + V?))
= U(—ARN — V)(—ARN — V)(p
Let Pyip = A%;1) — BAprep. Then we have
Parp = o[(—Ary = V)(=Agx — V) + B(—Agnx — V)]
= O'(—ARN — V)(—ARN — V =+ ﬂ)(ﬂ
We denote Py = PM/U. Observe that, for any u € C,
Py —p=(=Agny =V +71)(=Apy =V +72),
where v172 = —pu, 71 + 72 = 8. Thanks to this decomposition, we can split the
resolvent R(Py — p) = (Py — p)~ ! into a sum of resolvents of two second order
operators. Indeed, we have
(~Bax =V 1) ™" = (“Agw =V +95)"!
Y2~ '
Next, let us recall the resolvent estimate of Burq et al. [I7, Theorem 2.1]; see [7,
Theorem 3.1].

(5.1) R(Py —p) =

Theorem 5.1. Let V € CH(RY \ {0}) such that
[V (z)| < Cla| ™.
Suppose that there exists dg such that

2
(g — 1) + er(r) > o
and

(g _ 1)2 —20,(rV)(r) > 6

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

sup H|$|_1(—ARN + W —pw
neC\R

—1y,.-1
|| HL2(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[51l More-
over, assume that

v V| AV V24| V]
(5:2) ‘ARN <w>‘+‘v<x> T W

where (x) = (1 + |z|?)*/2. Then there exists C > 0 such that

<
(z)’

IN

—1 —1 —1
#SG%F\)R H<:E> (Pv —p)" (x) ||L2(]RN)_)H2(RN) <C.

Proof. First, notice thanks to Theorem [5.1] and to (B1]) that

-1 P — —1 —1 <O_
#SG%I\)RH<$> (Py — p)™ () HL24H1—
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Let (Py — p)u = f/{x). Multiplying by @/(x) and integrating by parts, we find

[ (B ) (2
¢ f? <%ARN 2V —B)  ApnV 1 ARNV+V2—ﬂV+u)>d$.

-VV.V—+
So, if (B.2) holds, then using once more Theorem 5.1l we deduce that

Py — )" )t <C.
HSG%I\)R||<:E> (Py — )™ H@) ™| oy e <

O

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

Proposition 5.2. Let ¢ be a solution to
i0p = Prio = h, 9(0) = .
Assume that V satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [51l and ([&2). Then there
exists a constant C > 0 such that for all f with (z)f € L*(R, L?), we have
H<$>_1vi90HL2(RL2(RN)) < C(||<P0||H1(RN) + ||<$>B||L2(R,L2(RN)))7
for i = 1,2 with the convention that V2 = Agw.

Proof. Using the previous proposition and proceeding as in the proof of [I5, Prop.
2.7], we find that
()~ ol L2, 12y < Clllpoll g @y + ||<*T>}~L||L2(R,L2))-
Noticing that
() "' Veoll2r,2) < Cll{a) ol L2, ),
and
() " Apn oll p2r, 2y < Cll{@) @l L2(r, 12),
this establishes the proposition.

We consider
0o — A2y =h+2VAgng +2V'¢ + oW in R x RV,
u(0,-) = ug € H'(RN),
where W = Ag~ V4 V2. Using our smoothing estimate and the Strichartz estimate
for the biharmonic Schrédinger 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

63 @Wlwemey, [V @), [V o) < C.
whereas, for a B-admissible pair, we assume that

(54) @ W pwmeyy, [@V @y, 1@V vy < C.
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Theorem 5.2. Let ¢ be a solution to
i0yp — Py = h in R x RN
u(0,+) = up € HY(RY).
Assume that V' satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [51l, (52) and B3] (resp.

BA4)). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all B- (resp. S-) admissible
pairs (p;, qi), i = 1,2, we have

||u||LP1(R,Lq1 ®N)) < C(H“O”Hl(RN) + ||f||Lp2/(R7Lq§(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) llell < |lgoll 2@y + [+ 2V Apn @+ 2V + oW ||

We recall the Holder’s inequality in Lorentz space: let 0 < pi,p2,p < oo and
0 < q1,42,q < oo such that % = pll + plz and % = q%"'q%’ then

2N, 2N, .
L2(R,LN=4"?) L2(R;LN+1%)

[fgllze.a < [[fllzrvallgllrse.
So, we have using the previous proposition and (5.4) that

IIHIIL2(R_L13§4,2) < @) "2 llvsne (€222l o2y < 162 2Rl o2y,

||<PW||L2(M B2y < @) Wl vrz.co () 20l 2 ri2) < C(lloll 2+ 1@)* Al L2r:2))

N+4
V'l 2o < @2V [zl (@) 729 22y < C(lollz+(2) 2 2 rsr2)

and

IVARNI, g e < 1@V I @) Br pll oz

< C(lluolla + I(2) 2l L2 s 2y ) -

Therefore, we get that
(5.6)

1112 g 22y < Cllleollin + (@) Rl 2e;)-

Let .
A(f)(t,z) =i / P f (1) dr
0
Let g € C°(R x RY) and T' > 0 such that supp g C (=7T,T) x RY. Then, if t > 0
T
A*(g)(t,z) = z/ ei(t_T)Pg(T, x)dr.
t

So, we get from (B.6) that
A" ()l ar o < Cll{) gl 2w o)

In fact, we have ||[(z) ‘¢l L2(r;2) < | <$>}~L”L2(R;H*2) (this is the dual of the previous
proposition with ¢(0) = 0) which implies that

14 (g)

||L2(]R,L 25 ,2) < CH <x>2g”L2(R;H*2)-

By duality,

1(2) "2 Al 2@ 12y < CISl 2

L2(R,LN+4%
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We deduce from this that, for i =1, 2,
1) 2V A N mias) < CUS

N+4° )

This implies that

(5.7) 10 2 g %2, < C ol + 1B, g 2

L2(]R,LN*4’2) N+4

Next, using that %f lp|?dz = Im [ h@ dz, we get that

(5.8) ol e r,z2) < C(lollre + 1Al i r,z2),
and
(5.9) @l oo (g, £2) < C(llolla + (L[ 1314))-

Interpolating (&.7), (B8), (E9) 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 (B.H), we use

ol g g 552y < pollie + 1B+ 2VARvp +2VI 4 oW, o

Since [|[(z) 7! Ly < 00, we use Holder’s inequality but this time with weight ()

and (&3) to find
1]

pripep 22y < 1@ e [ @Rl 2 < 1@l zegez,

W g iy < )W lameell @) lzogaure) < Clllwollze + Ie)hleco).

NF2’
||V’90’||L2(R;L13112,2) < @)V v @) 7 0 L2izey < ClllgollL2+I{) Al L2 eiz2) )
and
IVARS Pl ey < NV o o) A el zegeirey
< C(llpoll + {2}l Lar;r2))-
At this point, we can reproduce the above proof with obvious modifications. O

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[51], (5.2) and
G4 (resp. B3)). Let ¢ be a radial solution to

10 — A3 + BAMY = h in R x M,
¢(Oa) :¢0 € HI(M)a

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,q;), we have

Hl/""f(liz/(n) HLm (I,L91 (M)

< C(IVatollz2an + ol Varol/olzzany + ey )
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Proof. Using the previous change of variables and the previous theorem, we know
that

”w/UHLPl(I,L‘H(RN)) < C(H/‘bO/U”Hl(RN) + Hh/UHLpé(LLQQ(RN)))'

The corollary then follows from the remark that

||h/a||Lq ]RN) - ||h02/q 1||Lq(M

oo 2 2 2
L A e L

0 g

o) 2
/ (|Vh|2 h2—|vz| ) o1 dr.
0 g

6. BLow-up

and

In this section, we work on a complete rotationally symmetric Riemannian man-
ifold M = (R¥,g) equipped with the metric g = dr? + ¢*(r)df?>. We assume
that ¢(r) > r for every r > 0. To simplify notation, we denote by A the Laplace-
Beltrami operator in M. We assume that there exists a radial function ¢p satisfying
the following properties:

e There exists a constant v > 0 such that Apg(r) = v for r < R.

e We have ¢%(r) <1 for all r > 0.
e There holds |Apgr(r) — v| < C for every r >0.

e We have
~Fa=16((A¢h) + (N = )5 Ag) +80V=1)(5) 45 (Fl+ (V=D ZF1) < ox(1)
and
& e N
8G — G1+ = (AF2+(N )¢F2 (N 1) ((25) F2+(N 1)(¢)F2

— F}— (N — 1)%@,) + Adpp — BA%pR < og(1).

e or(r) =C when r > 10R.

The functions FY, F5, F3, G and G are defined in the following.
We define the localized virial of u € H*(M) as

(6.1) My, (u) = (u, —i((Vor, Vu) + ulpg)) = QIm/M uw(Vr, Vu) dV.

The following time evolution inequality for M, generalizes [I3| Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 6.1. Let N > 2 and R > 0. Suppose that u € C([0,T); H?>(M)) is a radial
solution to (LI). Then, for any t € [0,T), we have
d

M

= on (1)) < 4ovE(ug) + (8 — 207) /M |Au|?dV + B(4 — 207) /M |Vu|?dV

+ 4u/ Vul? (9% = 1) dV + or (1 + |Vl Zaap) + OBV VVulTayy)-
M
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Above

denotes quantities such that

- or(1+ HVu||L2(M ) .
R—oo 1+ HVUHLZ(M ’

Proof. We set Ty, = —i((Vr, V()) + Apg). Taking the time derivative of (6.1)
and noticing that iOu is given by (L)), we get

%M@R (u(t)) = A1 (u®)) + Az (u(t)) + B(u(t)),

where
Aq(u) = <u, [AQ,ZT‘(/,R]@, As(u) = <u, [—BA, il"y,R]u>,
and
B(u) = (u, [~|u|?, il u).
First, we deal with As. After a long but straight-forward computation, we have
that

[Av iF%’R]u
= [A(pRu + Apru) — PR(Au) — AprAu] + A(Vu,Vor) — (Vor, VAu)
= 4" + 4 Ay + uAPpp.

Integrating by parts, we deduce from the previous line that

= —[3/ (4u” oy + du' A’y + uA*pR) dV

_4B/ N2l dv — [3/ 2opdV

= 4ﬁ/ |Vul|? dV + 45/ (u') (o —1)dV — [3/ u?A%pR dV.
M M M
Next, we deal with A;. We have
[A%i0y Ju = [A% (Pt + Apru) — PR(A%u) — AprAu] +A2( ") — Pr(A%u)
= 8phu® +u®) (= 207 A" + 4P A + 40P, + 805 + 4(Apr)')

‘f; <<f;> ) + 2A(AG + (Agr))

+4(AgR) + 400k + 2%k +4(Apr)")
&
5)
+2A%pR(N — 1)(2 + 2A%0, + 2(A%pR) + 2A((ApR) ))

+ u”( — 20, B+ A (N — 1)(
+ u( — 26, C" + 2(Agr) (N — 1)(

+ ul’pp,

where
QJ)I
A=2(N-1)—
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B_2(N—1)<%—(%)2)+(N 1)? (il) :

and
¢(3 ¢//¢/ ¢/ 3) ) <¢/¢// ¢/ 3)
C = (N — — -3 2(— N-—-1 — (= .
-1 (G -af v Gy ) v a7 (L5 - (D)
Let
Fi = —20R A"+ 49 A + 40 + 80 + 4(ApR),
Fa = ~260B + 4gh(V = 1)(5 = (5)7) + 2486 + (Aen))
+4(APR) + 40P +28%0R + 4(ApR)",
and

F3 = —2¢%C" +2(Apg) (N — 1)(%)’ +2A%pR(N — )(Z +2A%0)

+2(A%R)" + 2A((Apr)").
Integrating by parts, we find that

/ wu™® o dV
M

= [ wnrav =z [ wr@e) - - nZag)av+ [ eca.

M

where
26 = (0%} + 2N — DEA% + (A (V- (S + (- 12(5)?)
¢

2y7 ¢ \3
S RANETIEA)

+ gV - DA + (V- 17 (( ’

Doing the same for the others terms, we get

/
/ wu®F, AV = §/ (u')?(F{ + (N — )¢ Fy)dv — / u?GdV,

where

201 = (SR) 42N = DEAR + HEN - 1) + (V-0 (5))

R -8+ - o)),

/ uu" FydV = — / ()2 FydV
M M

+ %/M u?(AF; + (N — )(i 5+ (N — 1)2(%)2& V- 1)(%)/&) "

and
/ 1 2 !/ ¢/
wi'F3dV = —= [ u?(Fj+ (N —1)=—F3)dV.
M 2 Ju ¢

Also, notice that

[l av = [ v - o= [
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Thanks to our assumption on ¢g, we observe that

[ vl (- - 16(agy + (V- 1%
M

DS ack) +80v - (5

3., '
S(F+ (N - )‘i ))dv
< or(|IVullz(ar));
and
[ P2
/IUI (8G G+ (AF2+(N DR+ (N-1)%(5)°R,
M ¢ o)
+ (N - )(‘i)FQ—Fg (N—l)%Fg)JrA?’goR—BA%R)dV
SOR(I).
This implies that

(6.2)
Ay (u) + Az (u) gs/ |Au|2dv+4ﬂ/ |vu|2dv+4ﬂ/ [Vul? (¢} — 1) dV
M M M

+or(1+ ||Vu|\%2(M)).

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

B(u) = 2/ lu|?¢) (|u|2‘7) dv = dv.
M
Using that Apg(r) = if r < R, we get
_ 209 2042 2042
63) B =-—2L /M 2742 gy y|lul2e+2 av.

From |Apr — | < C, using the Strauss inequality and the fact that rV—1 <

¢N=1(r), for all r > 0, we find
[ 1ae=slperzav< [ juperay
M M\Br

< full7- M)Ria(N*l)||VUHZ2 Eucl
< NlullZean BN VIVl Zaar -
The result then follows from (6.2]), (63) and the last estimate. O

Theorem 6.1. Let M = (R¥, g) be a complete rotationally symmetric manifold
equipped with the Riemannian metric g = dr? + ¢*(r)d0?, with ¢(r) > r. Suppose,
furthermore, that there exists the radial function pr as defined previously for any

R>0. Let N>2, 8eR\{0},0<4,0y>4and o <
ug € H?(M) is radial such that

0, if 8> 0,

E(’U,o) < Zfﬂ

—a(N, )5 ||UOHL2 (M)? if <0,

for some constant a(N, o) depending on N and o. Then, the solutionu € C([0,T); H*>(M))
of [LI) blows-up in finite time.

———. Suppose that
N -1,
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Proof. We first consider the case 8 > 0 and E(ug) < 0. From the previous lemma

[6.1] we have
d

M

71 Men (u(t)) < d4ovE(ug) + (8 — 207) /M |Au|? dV

+or(L+ [Vul3an) + O(R™ N V|Vu|Tap))-

Using that [|[Vu(t)||z2(ar) < Cluo)||Au(t )||L2 () and o < 4, we can choose R > 0
large enough, such that
d

(6.4) &My (1)) < —5/M|Au|2dV, te0,7),

for some constant 6 > 0. Suppose on the contrary that T' = co. From (G.4]), we
see that there exists t; > 0 such that M, (u(t)) <0 for all t > t1. So, integrating
(©4) over [t1,t], t > t1, and using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we find

M@R(u(t)) < -6 | ||Au(s )||L2 () ds < —C(6,R) ‘ ( )‘ ds.

ty
/| )| ds,

we see that 2/(t) > Cz(t)*. It is easy to see that z(t) has to blow-up in finite time.
Therefore, u(t) cannot exist for all ¢ > 0.
Next, we consider the case § < 0. In this case, we use that

Setting

1
IVullZ2ar) < ||U||L2 on t o ||Au||L2(M
for some 1 > 0. So, proceeding as above, we get
ﬂM (u(t)) < 4ovE(uo) + ﬂ/ |u |2dV—5/ |Au|? dV
it en = SO Y N — 4y Jy, o
+ OR(l),

where A = 3(4 — 207 + 4max, > [¢”(r) — 1|) and § > 0. So assuming that

40vE (ug) + A5 /| 2dV <0
ary U 4(N0'_4) MUO )

we get that
d
— My, (u(t)) < —5/ |Aul?>dV, t € [0,T).
dt M
At this point, we can conclude as previously. (I
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