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with a subcritical dissipative nonlinearity
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Abstract

We study the asymptotic behavior in time of solutions to the one dimensional nonlinear Schrédinger

equation with a subcritical dissipative nonlinearity A|u|%u, where 0 < o < 2, and A is a complex con-

stant satisfying ImA > ;\‘/F% For arbitrary large initial data, we present the uniform time decay

estimates when 4/3 < a < 2, and the large time asymptotics of the solution when ”1— V2145 <a<2.
The proof is based on the vector fields method and a semiclassical analysis method.
Keywords: Schrédinger equation, Decay estimates, Modified scattering, Semiclassical Analysis.

1 Introduction

Background and historical notes. We consider the large time behavior of solutions to the one-

dimensional Schrédinger equation

10U + %[ﬁu + ANul*u=0,t>0, z €R, (1.1)
u(O,a:) = ’LLO(ZE), T e Ra -

where a > 0, A € C, and u : R x R — C is a complex-valued function. From the physical point of view,
(1) is said to be a governing equation of the light traveling through optical fibers, in which |u(t, z)]
describes the amplitude of the electric field, ¢ denotes the position along the fiber and = stands for
the temporal parameter expressing a form of pulse. As for the nonlinear coefficient, Re\ denotes the
magnitude of the nonlinear Kerr effect and ImA implies the magnitude of dissipation due to nonlinear
Ohm’s law (see e.g. [I]). The equation (L)) is also a particular case of the more general complex
Ginzburg-Landau equation on RV

Ou = e Au + Clu|%u

where |0| < 7 and ¢ € C, which is a generic modulation equation that describes the nonlinear evolution
of patterns at near-critical conditions. See for instance [6, 15| [18].

There are many papers that studied the global well-posedness problem, decay and the asymptotic
behavior of the solution (see [3, Bl [7, 111 13|, 14l 16, 23] and references therein). We use the following
classification with respect to the value a: the values o > 2 we call the super-critical in the scattering
problem, the value e = 2 is the critical one and 0 < a < 2 we refer to the sub-critical.

Let us recall some known large time asymptotics of (LI)) with A € R. Concerning the super-critical
case o > 2, it is well-known that the solution u(t) behaves like a free solution exp ((it/2)92) ¢ for ¢
sufficiently large ([10, 21], 22]). The strategy for this free asymptotic profile largely relies on the rapid
decay of the nonlinearity. More precisely, since floo |u(t)|*dt ~ floo t=/2dt < oo by expecting that wu(t)
decays like a free solution, the nonlinearity can be regarded as negligible in the long time dynamics. As for
the sub-critical and critical case 0 < a < 2, the situation changes. The nonexistence of usual scattering
states was obtained [2] [20] by making use of the time decay estimate of solutions obtained from pseudo-
conformal conservation law. In the case @ = 2, Ozawa [I6] constructed modified wave operators to
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the equation (L)) for small scattering states, and Hayashi-Naumkin [I1] proved the time decay and the
large time asymptotics of w(t) for small initial data. According to their results, the small solution u(t)
asymptotically tends to a modified free solution. More precisely, there are C-valued W (z) € L> N L?
and R-valued ®(x) € L™ such that as ¢t — oo
1 z x? x
While the subcritical case 0 < a < 2 seems to be completely open. To our knowledge, there are no results
about the precise behavior or any kind of modified scattering of u for large time.
Many works have also dealt with the complex coefficient case. We can only expect the large time
asymptotics of (L)) for the case ImA > 0, since it is proved in [4] that, under the assumptions Im\ <
0, 0 < a < 00, there exists a class of blowup solutions to (II)). On the other hand, it is easy to see that

)|2logt+i<1>(%)> + Ope (t71/%)

t
lu®)lz + 2ImA/O [u(m)|5E7dr = [|uolZe, (1.2)

which suggests a dissipative structure for ImA > 0. In what follows, we concentrate our attention on the
sub-critical and critical case: 0 < o < 2 (For the super-critical case, we refer to the aforementioned works
[10, 2T], 22], where a super-critical real A\ were studied, and the ideals are still applicable to a complex A
with ImA > 0). The critical case « = 2 has been studied in [I7], in which the positivity of Im\ visibly
affects the decay rate of ||u(t, z)|| Lo and, actually, it decays like (tlogt)~1/2. Since the nontrivial free
solution only decays like O(t_l/ 2), this gain of additional logarithmic time decay reflects a dissipative
character. This result is then extended in [I3] [I4] to the subcritical case. For @ < 2 is sufficiently close
to 2, Kita-Shimomura [I3] established the time decay estimates

lu(t, @) e S, fort>1 (1.3)

and the asymptotic formula of the solutions. In addition, it is proved in [I4] that, under the large
dissipative assumption

a |\
2Wa+1’

all solutions with initial value in H*(R)NL?(R, |z|?dz) satisfy the L> decay estimate (L3]) when %ﬁ <
a < 2, and possess a large time asymptotic state when 9+1— V2177 < a < 2. The strategy used in [13] 14} [17]

is to apply the operator FU(—t) to the equation (1)), where U(t) = /22 is the Schrodinger operator.
Using the factorization technique of the Schrédinger operator U (t), they obtain an ODE for FU (—t)u(t)

A2

Y

A=A+ 1o, (1.4)

0 FU(—t)u(t) = Xt~ 2| FU (=t)u(t)|* FU (=t)u(t) + Ope (t=271), 0 < p < 1/4., (1.5)

from which, they deduce the large time asymptotics of FU(—t)u(t, =) and then in the solution u(¢, ).
The present work aims to complete the previous results on the time asymptotic behavior of the
solutions obtained in [I3] 14} [I7]. More precisely, for arbitrary large initial data, we present the uniform

time decay estimates when 4/3 < o < 2, and the large time asymptotics of the solution when 7+1— ‘2145 <
o< 2.

Notation and function spaces. To state our result precisely, we now give some notations. Throughout
the paper, F(§) denotes the second order constant coefficients classical elliptic symbol, which has an
expansion

F(§) = 26 + 16 + o (1.6)
with cg > 0, ¢1, ¢g € R. We introduce the notations D, = %, D= 87’” and the vector field

L=zxz+tF'(D). (1.7)



For ¢ € L'(R), F is represented as Fy(£) = (2m)~Y/2 [, 1h(z)e " dz. [A, B] denotes the commutator
AB — BA. Different positive constants we denote by the same letter C. We introduce some function
spaces. S(R?) denotes the usual two-dimensional Schwarz space. LP = LP(R) denotes the usual Lebesgue
space with the norm [|¢||z» = ([ |¢(2)[Pdz)'/P if 1 < p < 0o and ||¢||~ = ess. sup {|¢(z)];2 € R}. The
weighted Sobolev space is defined by H*™ = L2(R) N L?(R, |z|*™dx).

Main results. We are now ready to state the main result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that ug € H*', 0 < o < 2, X satisfies the condition (I.7) and L is the vector filed
defined in ([I.7). Then there exists a unique global solution u € C ([0,00), L?) to the Cauchy problem

(Dt — F(D))u = Mu|*u, t>0,z€R (1.8)
u(z,0) = uo(x), '
satisfying
lu(t, 2)|l 2 + [[Lut, )] L2 < Clluoll gor s 20 (1.9)
and
Ju(t, z)||ree < Clluolgoat™"/2, ¢ > 1. (1.10)
Furthermore, if ug € H%? and a > 1, then
|22u(t, )|,z < Clluolpos + ol Ze5)E~, ¢ 0. (111)

Remark 1.1. Applying the operator £ to the equation (L), we obtain easily the energy inequality
t
[Lu(t, )2 < [1Lu(L, )]l 2 +/ [u(r, Mz | Lult, )| L2dr. (1.12)
1

Using Gronwall’s inequality and a priori estimate |u(r,-)||r~ < er~!/2, Hayashi and Naumkin [IT]
obtained a moderate growth rate of |Lul|rz in the critical case a = 2, which is essential to close the
bootstrap assumption on ||u(t, z)|/ze. While the limit in [Theorem [[L3] part (d)] demonstrates that one
can not hope to deduce this from (LI2) for o < 2 as in [11], even for the small initial data. So we assume
the large dissipative condition (L4 as in [14], which is used in (89) to derive the uniform bound (L3)).

Next, we derive the time decay rate of the global solution obtained in Theorem [Tl

Theorem 1.2. Assume that ug € H®!, 4/3 < o < 2, X satisfies the condition (I7)) and u is the global
solution obtained in Theorem [l There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all t > 1,

u(t, z) o < CEH (1.13)

Remark 1.2. A similar time decay estimate as in (LI3) was obtained in [I4] under the assumptions
% < a < 2, which was then extended to the case Z-¥142 < o < 2 in [I2]. We note that 4 < %ﬁ ~

1.686 and % < 7+1— V2145 ~ 1.586. Therefore, Theorem [[.2] is an improvement of the corresponding results
in [12] 4]

Remark 1.3. The additional assumption o > 4/3 ensures that the remainder term vp. decays faster

than v (see (L24) and (L28)).

Remark 1.4. Theorem [[.2]is valid without any smallness conditions on the initial data. Moreover, the
solution decays faster than the free solution. Recall that in one space dimension, the free solution decays
like ¢~1/2,

Finally, we give a large time asymptotic formula for the solutions and show the existence of modified
scattering states for a certain range of the exponent in the nonlinear term.



Theorem 1.3. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem [.2 are satisfied and

14+
ug € HOL, +T33<04<2,
or
V14
ug € H?, Ls<a<2,
12
then the followings hold:
(a) Let
t
Ot x) = / s |up (s, x)|* ds, (1.14)
1

where vy is the function defined in (1.27). There exists a unique complex valued function z;(x) € LNL2
such that for some k > 0,

loa(t, @) exp (~i(w(@)t + AB(t,2))) — 21 (@) porgz = O ")

holds as t — oo, where w(x) =: —(z + ¢1)?/(4c2) + co.
(b) Let
20()\2 o 2—-a)/2
K(t,a) = 1+ 5= |24(2) (t( /2 _ 1) , (1.15)
Y+ () = ads /100 572 (loa(s,2)|* exp (o ®(s,2)) — |z ()| ") ds, (1.16)
and )
S(t,x) = o log (K (t,x) + ¥4 (z)) . (1.17)

The asymptotic formula
L i(w(z)+rse2)), (& 12—k “k
’U,(t,I) g %6 t 't ZJF(?)—FOL;O(t )ﬂOLi(t ) (118)

holds as t — oo, where Kk is the same constant as in part (a).

(c) Let uy(z) = \/176’14 e i (Fz4)(55;), we have the modified linear scattering

: _ iAS(t,2) iF(D)t _
thjgo Hu(t, x)—e e u+(aj)} o 0. (1.19)
(d) If ug # 0, then the limit
lim ¢ ||u(t _(2=aY h 2 1.20
Jim ||u(,3:)||L;o— S , when ag < a < 2, (1.20)

exists and is independent of the initial value, where g =

54v89
+T ~ 1.804.

Remark 1.5. A similar large time asymptotic formula of the solutions is obtained in [I4] in the case

—9+1“2177 < a < 2. Since 7+1— V2145 ~ 1.587 < %ﬁ ~ 1.686 < 9+1— V2177 ~ 1.859, we see that Theorem [[3|
generates the result of [14] in the range of a.

Remark 1.6. The assumption on the lower bound of « ensures the convergence of the integral (5.23]).

It can be extended to a > % if we assume some nonvanishing conditions on the initial values. See e.g.
[3 5].



Remark 1.7. According to the asymptotic formulas (ILI8) and (II9), we see that the solution u is
not asymptotically free. By the definition (ILIT) of S(t,z), we can write the modification factor ¢'*5(t:)
explicitly:

sty P (B log {14 E21e @) (22— 1) 4 0. (@)} o)
R T |

Strategy of the proof. We briefly sketch the strategy used to derive the decay estimate ([LI3]), which
is the key to establishing the large time asymptotics of the solution. We adapt the semiclassical analysis
method introduced by Delort [§], see also [19] 23] which are more close to the problem we are considering.
We make first a semiclassical change of variables

~Lied 1.2

for some new unknown function v, that allows to rewrite the equation (L) as

u(t, x)

(Dy — G (x€ + F(€)))v = Ah?|v|*, (1.23)

where the semiclassical parameter h = %, and the Weyl quantization of a symbol a is given by

\ via(EEY
Gr@uls) = 5o [[ uly)dyde.

By ([22), the decay estimate (II3)) is equivalent to
[o(t, z)|| e < CE/27H, (1.24)

If we develop the symbol z€ 4+ F'(€) as follows by using (L.0)

1(eV)2 2
2+ F(§) =w(z) + @+ FIO)F with w(z) = _ata) + co, (1.25)
4cy deo
we deduce from ([23) an ODE for v:
Dyv = w(x)v + A2 o] %o + iGZ’((x +F€)) (1.26)
2

By semiclassical Sobolev inequality, |G} ((z 4 F'(£))?)v|| L is controlled by some energy norm of v that

contains the spatial derivative of order three. While deducing this norm from the equation (23] via

the standard energy method requires @ > 2. Instead, we use the operators whose symbols are localized

in a neighbourhood of M =: {(z,&) € R? : z + F'(£) = 0} of size O(v/h). In that way we can apply

Proposition to pass uniform norms of the remainders to the L? norm losing only a power h~1/4
More precisely, we set

z+ F'(§)
Vh

where v € C§°(R) satisfying v = 1 in a neighbourhood of zero. In Lemma 1] we will show that

va =G (Y )v, (1.27)

vpe =: G (1 — v(i\/%(@))v satisfies the uniform estimate

loae (t, @)l S 712 (1.28)
We see that it sufficies to prove the estimate

leat,2)lpe < €271,



since vae decays faster than v by the assumption o > 4/3. Applying G}’ (,Y(er\I;%(E) )) to (L26) and using
(T28) we obtain the ODE for va

Doy = w(z)va + A2 |va|%vp + R(v) (1.29)

where the remainder

z+ F'()
Vh

))([0]%0) 4+ Ah2 (Jo]*v — Jua|*va)

Rv) = [Di—Gy(E+ F(§)), Gy (o

z+ F'(§)
Vh

Do+ 7GR (2 + F'(€))o
NG (1= o

satisfies the estimate (see Lemmas [Z.2HAD])
IRz 050+ loallgz + lollz e =214

Note that R(v) decays faster than the remainder in (ILH) when a < 2. Performing a bootstrap and a
contradiction argument, one finally deduce from the ODE (I.29) the desired L™ estimate for va, and
then in the solution u. The details can be found in Subsection 4.2

Outline. The framework of this paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2] we present the definitions and some useful properties of Semiclassical pseudo-differential
operators. In Section Bl we establish the global existence and uniqueness of the solution to (L8). In
Section @, we prove the decay estimates as stated in Theorem [[.2] combining the bootstrap and the
contradiction argument. Finally, in Section 5] we establish the asymptotic formulas in Theorem [T.3l

2 Semiclassical pseudo-differential operators

The proof of the main theorem will rely on the use of the semiclassical pseudo-differential calculus. For
simplicity, we give only the definitions and properties of the operators we shall use. For more properties
about semiclassical pseudo-differential operators, we refer to Chapter 7 of the book of Dimassi-Sjéstrand
[9) and Chapter 4 of the book of Zworski [24].

Definition 2.1. Let a(z,&) € S(R?) and h € (0,1]. Define the Weyl quantization to be the operator
G} (a) acting on v € S(R) by the formula

1 s z+y
w = — h(z y)€
Gty =gz [ [ eFeea Y yuty)dus

We have the following boundedness for Weyl quantization.

Proposition 2.2 (Proposition 2.7 in [23]). Let a(§) be a smooth function satisfying [0ga(§)] < Co <
£>7179 for any o € N. Then for h € (0,1]

x+ F'(€) z + F'(§)
Vh Vh

Next, we introduce some useful composition properties for Weyl quantization.

G (a( Dllecze,p) = Oh™1), G} (a( Dllecrz 2y = O(1).
Proposition 2.3 (Theorem 7.3 in [9]). Suppose that a,b € S(R?). Then
Gy, (afb) = G} (a) o G} (b),

where

ath(z. &) = # /R /R /R /R eF V003 4 2, € + Ob(x +y, & + n)dydndzdC.



Proposition 2.4 (Proposition 2.4 in [23]). Suppose that a,b € S(R?). Then
ih
afb = ab+ 7((%(165() — Ogadyb) + R,

where
. 1
R - %////e’if(nzw{_/ 2a(z + 12, €)(1 — 1)dtd2b(x + y, & + 1)
2m)? Jr Jr Jr Jr 0
1 1
+/ / OpOca(x + sz, & + tQ)dsdtd, Oyb(x + y, £ +1n)
0 0
1
- /0 Fa(z, &+ 1)1 — t)dtob(x +y, & + n)} dydndzdC.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that To(€) is a smooth function, satisfying |0°To(€)] < Co < & >717% for any
a € N. Then we have

A+ F Q) a+F(E) _ z+F(§), . v+F ), - z+F () z+F(
ry(Eh 2 - T ) (TR e
In addition, if |0%(E00(€))] < Ca < € >717% for any o € N, then we have
e+ F' )z +F N,z +FE) - z+F (¢, z+F (&),
(ro< eyt >ﬂ )y ) 2 (2.2)
Proof. An application of Proposition 2.4] yields
x+ ')\ x+ F'(E)
To( T )t T
et PO e+ PO b [, st PO, 2+ F()
z+F(§),, 2+ F' ()
—0eTo( 7 )0 ( 7 ))—i—R
_ z+ () x+ F'(E)
where R = 0, since 655(&\/%(5)) = (’“)M(&\/%(E)) = ng(&\/%(g)) = 0. Similarly, we can show that
e+ F'(§) . 2+ F(&), - 2+ F (), z+F(E)
This completes the proof of ([Z)). Finally, 2] follows easily from 21)):
T+ F' )\ x+F() _ e+ F'(§) x+ F'(§ ,z+ F'(§)
o () T ) e
_ (I‘ (:C+F’(§))ﬂx+F’(§))ﬁw—i-F’({“)
A Vh Vi
([l

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

In this section, we prove the global existence and uniqueness results in Theorem [[LTT We will use the
following lemmas.



Lemma 3.1. Assume f: [1,T] xR = C, T > 1 is a smooth function, there exists a positive constant C
independent of T, f such that for all t € [1,T]

_ 1/2 1/2
1)l < CEV2 | F(t )| LA ()12, (3.1)
1 1/2
LF(t2)l|zs < ClLEGE 22 1L2 F ()57 (3.2)
Proof. To begin with, it is useful to introduce a certain phase function. Let
22 + 2¢itx
o) = — 1
¢( ,fE) 4CQt
Since
L=x+tF'(D)=2x+cit — 2cqitd,, (3.3)
it is straightforward to check that
— 2¢9itd, (f (L, 2)e' ")) = 0BT L f (¢ ), (3.4)
— 42120y (f (L, )™)Y = 0BT) L2 £ (¢ 1), (3.5)
From (B4), we have, for t € [1,T],
lo-re e < Ciere) (36)
x ) 21 ) L2 - .

On the other hand, using Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, we obtain

. _ 1/2 _ 1/2
IIf (¢, I)HL;O = Hf(t’ x)eub(t,m) . <C Hf(t’ x)eub(t,m) L d.(f(t, I)euﬁ(t,z))‘ .
This together with ([B.6]) yields (B1I).
Similarly, it follows from (B4 and Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality that
LF(t2)l|s < CHl|F(t, @) | L2100 (£ (1 7)) |2,
which together with ([B.5]) gives the desired estimate ([B.2]). O

Using the classical energy estimate method, we obtain the following lemma easily and omit the details.
Lemma 3.2. Assume Im\ > 0, and u € C([0,T]; L?) is a solution of (I.8), then we have
Hu(tv ')HL2 < ||u0||L27 le [OvT]'

Proof of Theorem [1.1l. For the initial datum ug € H%!, the existence and uniqueness of a local strong
L? solution to the Cauchy problem (L8) easily follow from Strichartz’s estimate

||u||LooL2mL4Loo <C ||u0||L2 +C |||u|au||L1L2 s

and a standard contraction argument. Moreover, by applying Lemma [B2] we can extend this local
solution to [0, 00) easily and omit the details.

In what follows, we prove the estimate (LI)—(LIIl) and thus completing the proof of Theorem [Tl
Estimate of |Lul|;.. Applying the operator £ to (L8], and using the fundamental commutation
property [D: — F(D), L] =0, we get

(D; — F(D))Lu = \C(|u|* w).

This implies

| =

| Lul?. = —Im/R/\L(|u|a u) Ludz.

N~
U

t



On the other hand, from the expressions of £ in ([B3]), it is straightforward to check that

2 _9 o
Llul*u) = a;r ul” £u— Sl L (3.7)
and that for a > 1,
2 — 2
L2 (|u|*u) = a;— Ju|* L% + %|u|°‘72u2£2u + w|u|a721m(£uﬂ)£u
—9 —
—%|u|a_4u21m(£uﬂ)£u — au|*2u|Lul?. (3.8)

From (7)) and the large dissipative condition (I4]), we have for all ¢ > 0,

—Im (AL(Ju|” u)Lu)

= —Im\2 _2|— 2 lul® | Lu)® + Im()\% |u|* 2 u252)
< U Sl 2wl < 0. (3.9)
Therefore, for all ¢ > 0, we have
[Lu)|lL> < [|£u(0)[l > = [lzuoll -, (3.10)

which together with Lemma 3.2 yields (I9).
Estimate of HﬁzuHLz. Using the commutation relation [D; — F(D), £?] = 0, we get

1d

2 o -
5 1€7ull e = —Im/R/\E2(IuI u) - L2udz, (3.11)

From (B.8) and the large dissipative condition (I.4]), we have that for all ¢ > 0,

—Im/ L2 (|u]®u) - L2udz
R

a+2
2

+C/ Ju|* | Lu)?| £Lu|dx
R

IN

—o

/|u|a|c2u|2dx+9|A|A/ | C2u2d
R 2 R

< Clullz<t 1Cull po €0l 2 | £2ull . -

An application of Lemma 3] then yields

—Im/ L2 (|u]®u) - L2udz
R

< Ol ST Il ||,
< O fullgh el (3.12)

where the last inequality holds by applying (BI0) and Lemma Substituting (12) into BIII), we
get,

d a
2]} < ool o 52

O
Hence
€%l > < lluoll o2 + O~ JJuoll 7705 (3.13)
which yields (TT)).
Finally, from Lemma Bl Lemma B2 and (B0, the desired decay estimate (ILI0) follows. |



4 The proof of Theorem

This section is devoted to proving Theorem It is organized in two subsections.

In the first one, we make first a semiclassical change of variables (1)) and then prove in Lemma [A.T]
that vpe can be considered as a remainder. In addition, we derive the ODE ([@.9)) for v and then estimate
the remainders R;(v), Ra(v) in the rest of this subsection.

In the second one, we use the ODE ([@9) to derive the uniform for vy and then in the solution w,
combining the bootstrap and the contradiction argument.

4.1 Semiclassical reduction of the problem

We rewrite the problem in the semiclassical framework. Set

u(t, z) = %U(t, %) h= % (4.1)
Then the equation (L8)) is rewritten as
(Dy — G (z€ + F(€)v = M™*/2|v|*. (4.2)
At the same time, set
F= %G}f(x + (). (4.3)

Indeed, since F'(£) = 2¢5€ + ¢1, we have that £ = (z 4 ¢1)t + 2¢,D,, so that

L Zoyt, & 2u(t, 3) = = (£20)(t, &
Lu(t,x) = %(ﬁv)(t, ?), LAu(t,x) = \/E(ﬁ ) (¢, t). (4.4)
Moreover, one has
lu(t, Mz = ot ez, Nt )lze =20t )|z, (4.5)

and
[Lu(t, )lz> = Lot MLz, ||L2ult, )] 2 = 1L20(E, )] L2 (4.6)

Therefore the proof of Theorem [[2reduces to estimate ||[v(t, )|/ ;. To do so, we decompose v = v +ve
with

vp =GP (T)v, (4.7)

where I'(z, §) = 7(&\/%(8) with v € C§°(R) satisfying that v = 1 in a neighbourhood of zero.

We have the following L°°—estimates for vae, which shows that vy can be considered as a small
perturbation of v.

Lemma 4.1. Assume ug € H%!. Then for all t > 1,
Joset, Vi < Cluollost™, Joe(t, 22 < Clhuoll st ™.

Proof. Let T'_1(§) = 1_g(£), satisfying [0°T_1(¢)| < Oy < € >717¢ for any o € N. Then we can write

z+ F'(§)
Vh

From Lemma 2] and the definition of £ in (@3], we get

1-T(z,&) = VhI_q(

2+ (),

Gy (1 =T = VhGy (T ( 7)o L),

An application of Proposition 22 yields, for all t > 1,
IG (1 = T)oll oo < C|ILo0]| 2B, |G (L =T 12 < Cl|Lo|| 202, (4.8)

Since ||£v||12 < Clluo]| o by @B) and ([CJ), we obtain the desired estimate in Lemma E11 O

10



To get the L°°— estimates for va in large time, we deduce an ODE from the PDE system (€2]):
Dyvp = w(z)op + M~ 2[oa|op + 12 (R1(v) + Ra(v)) (4.9)
where w(z) = —(x + ¢1)?/(4c2) + ¢o and
Ri(v) = t*%[D, = Gy (€ + F(€), Gy (D)]w
+H2 (G (€ + F(€)) — w()) v,
Ry(v) = =AG} (1 = T)(Jv|*v) + A (o]0 = [va]*va) -

The rest of this subsection is devoted to proving the following estimates for the remainders Ry (v) and
R2 (’U)

Proposition 4.1. For any t > 1, we have
(a) when ug € H1:
|R1(0) | o < C o]l gro.s t~5/4F/2,

[R1(v)|l 2 < C lluoll o t3/2F/2,
[R2(v) Lo < C lluoll o ([0l T + lvallFoe )t ™4,

1R2(v)ll 2 < Clluoll o (10T + loallze)t 2.

(b) when ug € H%?2:
IR (0)][ 2o < Cllluoll oz + luoll 555"t/ * /2,

IR ()llz2 < Cllluollos + luoll 25 )E/2,
IRa(0) | < Cllluollos + ol Z5E) (05w + loa g )54,
[R2(v)ll 2 < C(llwoll oz + [luoll7sa") (vl Toe + lluallz-)t .
The proof of Proposition 1] is split into Lemmas below.
Lemma 4.2. If ug € H%!, then for all t > 1,
I[D: = G (a€ + F(€)), Gy (Dol < Cl[ Lol at™>/*,
I[P = Gy (3 + F(€)), Gy (D)ol 2 < C[ Lol ot~/
Furthermore, if ug € H%? and a > 1, then for all t > 1,
I[D: — G (€ + F(£)), Gy (D)vl| e < C[I L% 2t ™74,
I[D: = G (26 + F(€)), Gy (D)]vl 2 < C|I L] 2t

Proof. Since h =t~!, by a direct computation, we have

DL, GY(D))f
— hiGpm) / / L jEF 2O 4 pydyde
w-‘ru 1 z
i | [ jﬁF(g))( U Pe) YL ey
— Gyl (“fz )(éF\/%)—IJ;jﬁ(O)]f, (4.10)

where we used the fact that

2h / / 0 (- ey (2 ;EF(O)f(t,y)dyc%

11



o 4 FY(€)
_ i(z— )h
= / Rlage Wiey(2 \/E ) (¢, y)dydg

_hiG( (o “y+F'(§) s
= hiGy f+ﬁ// VR 7 2 OOFE)iVRf(t, y)dydE.

Then using Propositions and 2.4] we write

z+ F'()
Vh

F'(§)  x+F'(€)
Vh Vh

—/ F"(&+t)(1 — t)dt} dydndzd(,

no= g ][R {—%Alv”(LjﬁF%O)(l—t)th”(€+n)

+ /O /0 Ev”(x et \/1% 10 pre 4 tC)dsdt} dydnd=dC.

Since F” = 2¢y and fRemh dz = 6(n)mh, [e” “¥d¢ = 6(y)mh, we have r, = %7”(1+5%(5)). Similarly,
we have ro = thw”(”f;— ). So we deduce from (£I0) and [IT)) that

(G (2§ + F(€)), Gy (T)] = ihGR (+'( )(¢ )+ 11—, (4.11)

where

ih z+ F'(§) x+ F'(§)
D, — GV(z€+ F(€),GY(Dv = =G¥ (v v. 4.12
[De = G (2 + F(€)), G (D)]v = G (Y( 7 ) 7 ) (4.12)
On the other hand, using Lemma [Z1] we can rewrite (£12) as
" " ih3? .., x+F ~
D1 = G (a6 + PO, GF (Do = 3G (' () o (o), when g € 1O
w w Zh2 w JI-}-F’(&) ~2 0,2
[D: = Gy (@€ + F(€)), Gl (D)]v = —-Gj; (F_Q(T)) o (L), when ug € H™
where I' (&) = 7—(5) satisfying |0°T _2(&)| < Cy < € >717% for any o € N. The above identities and an
application of Propos1t10nylelds the desired estimates in Lemma (4.2 O

Lemma 4.3. If ug € H%!, then for allt > 1,
(G (2 + F(€)) = w(@) vall = < Cf| Lo g2t~
(G} (26 + F(€)) = w(®)) vall 2 < C||Lo]| 2t~/
Furthermore, if ug € H%2 and o > 1, then for all t > 1,
1 (G (€ + F(£)) —w(@) vallpes < C[|L20]| 2277/
(G (€ + F(£)) = w(@) val 2 < ClIL%] g2t
Proof. Applying Lemma 2] to (T28) we get

+ F'(€)
G F(€)) — L F(€)2y(E
(G (z§ + F(8)) —w(z)) va 1o ((z+ F'(€)™( NG ))v
_ 1 h3/2G}1“(1“_9;(,“5Ef ) (L), up € HO
WGy (Y (&) (L20), ug € HO?
where T'_3(¢) = &y(€) satisfying [0°T _3(€)| < O < € >717% for any a € N. The above identities and
an application of Proposition yields the desired estimates in Lemma [£3] O
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Lemma 4.4. If ug € H%', then for all t > 1,
G (1 = T)(Jv]*) | < Cllo|Fos [ Lo 2t 4,

IG3 (1 =T)(jo[*V)ll2 < Cllo]| g || Lol g2t~/

Furthermore, if ug € H%? and o > 1, then for all t > 1,
G (1 =T)(Jv|*)l|z < Cllollge £20] 2t =>4,
G (L =T)([o]*v)| 2 < Clloll g [1£20] 2t

Proof. We first claim that _ _
I£(Jv[* o)Lz < Cllol[Ee [ £l 2, (4.13)

and for oo > 1, _ _
1£2([v]*v)[| 2> < Cllv]|F o< [|1£20]| L2 (4.14)

We only give the proof of (£14) as (Z13) can be proved in a similar way. Since
£2(Jul*u) =t~ L2(Jol0) (¢, 7)
by the second formula in (4], it follows from Lemma B and () that

1£2 (o] *)]| e 12 (Jlull goe €2 22 + Nlull 2511 LullZ4)

S
S P ull gl L2ull e,

which together with (&4)—(435) yields the desired estimate (EI4]).
We now resume the proof of Lemma 4l Using the same method as that used to derive (L.3]), one
obtains B
IG (1 = D) ([o]*0) || e < CRYHL(J0|%0)] L2

IG3 (1 = T)(Jo]*0) | 2 < CRY2[IL(j0|*0)| 12,

which together with [@I3]) proves the first part of Lemma 4]
When ug € H%2, we write

z+ F'(§)
Vh
where I'_4(¢) = 1}72(5), satisfying [0f - 4(§)| < Co <& > for any a € N. Then using Lemma 22T}, and

the definition of £ in (3), one gets

JRASEC)

1= T(a,€) = hT_y(

z+ F'(§)

7 )) o L2(|v]"v).

Gy (1 =D)(Jo|*v) = hGy (P—4(
An application of Proposition 2.2l yields, for all ¢ > 1,
IGH (1= D) ([0]* )| e < CRY L2 (J0]*0)]| 12,

1G5 (1 =T)(jo]*v) 2 < ChIIL*(|v|*v)]| 2.
This together with (£I4]) proves the second part of Lemma L4 O

Using similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.4l we obtain the following lemma easily and omit
the details.
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Lemma 4.5. If ug € H%!, then for all t > 1,
[vl*v = Joal*vallze < C([vlTo + [0all 7o) 1£0] L2t ™4,
o *v = [oal*vallz2 < C([vl 7 + lloallzo) | Lol pat /2.
Furthermore, if ug € H%? and o > 1, then for all t > 1,
o]*v = [oal*vall e < CI0lIZo + loallZo )| £20]| 22~
[[o]*v = oal*vallrz < O[] T + lloallf) I£%0] L2t~

Proof of Proposition[{.1] . It follows from (B.10), (B.I3) and (£0) that for all ¢ > 1,

1€o(t, 2z < Juoll o, (4.15)
1£%0(t, 2z < Clluoll o2 + luollFrsk! ). (4.16)
Proposition @] then follows from ([@I5)-([@16) and Lemmas O

4.2 The rough L* estimate for v,

The goal of this subsection is to derive the L estimate for vy from the ODE (2] and therefore

completing the proof of Theorem Notice that the estimate of Ro(v) depends on |lvp| L~ and the

initial value is large, we apply the bootstrap argument to derive the decay estimate [@25]) with K large.
Let K be a sufficiently large constant such that

K > max {21/2“/“, 1} (4.17)

2—«

5K+ Cra2° 2K~ < a)g, (4.18)

where Cy, Cs are constants depending on ug that appear in (£20), [@24]) respectively.
We assume that v satisfies a bootstrap hypotheses on ¢ € [1,T}]:

oa(t, z)|| e < 2Kt/271/, (4.19)
From Lemma 1] (@H) and the local decay estimate (II0]), we see that, for t € [1,2],

loa(t, @)l poe < vt @)l oo + [lvae (@t 2)]] oo
< O (1474 < Ktt/2 e (4.20)

This implies that 7} > 2. Moreover, it follows from ([@IJ) and Proposition Bl that A\t=%/2|v|*vp +
t=%/2 (Ry(v) + R2(v)) is integrable on (1,T}); so that va(t,z) € C((1,T1), L) by the equation (@J).
The following lemma is crucial to close the bootstrap hypotheses ([£.19).

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumptions ([{.19) and 4/3 < a < 2, we have that, for all t € (1,T1),
loa(t, @)l 0 < K270

Proof. The proof is inspired by Lemma 2.3 of [13]. We prove it by contradiction argument. Assume there

exists some (to,&p) € (1,71) X R such that |va(to,&0)| > Kt(l)/2_1/a. From ([4.20) and the continuity of
vA(t, &), we can find ¢, € (1,t0) such that
lua(t, &) > KtY/27Y* holds for all t, <t < g (4.21)

14



and furthermore |va (t.,&o)| = Kt/27Y* Multiplying |UA(t,§0)|_(a+2) vA(t,&) on both hand sides of

(#9) and taking the imaginary part, we obtain
—— o™ = - /2 _Im (fa/Q (Ry(v) + Rz(v))m) ENEa (4.22)
On the other hand, from Proposition 1], we have

| R1(v) + Ra(v)]| 1o

IN

C (1745072 4 (Joall + llonc 5 )74
< OO/ AHel2 (4.23)

for all ¢ € (t.,to), where we used (LIT), Lemma [L1] and the bootstrap hypotheses (ZI9) to bound
loall¥e + |vac]|$oo. It then follows from (L2I))-([@23) that there exists Co > 0 such that for t. <t <t

1d _
——— [va(t, )| ¥ < N\t T2 Cy20 T2 K3 A /24 e (4.24)

Integrating (£24)) from ¢, to t, we get

[oa(t, &)l — |va(ts, &)

t
> 2a\s (tl—a/2 _ ti—a/2> — Cya2ot2 K1 g—3/4—a/2+1/ay,
2—-«a .
This inequality together with |va (t«,&o)| = Ktl/2e implies that

Y

_ 1-a/2 1—a/2
a t 2a t
1/a—1/2 bx —a 2 _ (=
(t |UA(t,§0)|) (t) K= 4 52 (1 (t) )

t
_O2a2a+2K71t71+a/2/ 573/47o¢/2+1/0¢dS
-
= f(t).
Note that f(t.) = K~* and f(t) is monotone increasing around ¢ = t,.. Indeed, by (AIS)

a—2

f/(t*) = < K¢ +ady — 02a2a+2K1t*—3/4+1/a> t;l > 0.

Thus, if ¢ is slightly larger than ¢,, then (#/%~1/2 |vA(t,§0)|)7a > K~ which contradicts (£21]), from
which Lemma follows. O

Proof of Theorem [1.2. Lemma L0 and a standard continuation argument imply T} = oo and that for
all t > 1,
oA (t, 2)|| oo < 2KtY271/, (4.25)

This together with ([f.5) and Lemma @l yields [|u(t, z)||r= < t=1/e from which Theorem [ 2 follows. [

5 The proof of Theorem [1.3]

In this section, we prove Theorem We only consider the nontrivial case ug # 0. To establish the
asymptotic formula for the solutions for a wider range of «, we first need to refine the L* estimate of v, .

5.1 The refined L*> estimate for v,

In this subsection, we show how to obtain the refined L estimate for vy (Lemma [E). This will be
essential in proving the large time asymptotics of the solutions in Subsection
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Substituting the rough L bound [@25]) of va into Proposition 1] we can rewrite the equation (3]

as
Doy = w(z)va + M"Y 2op[Y0p + 72 R(v), (5.1)
where R(v) satisfies, for all ¢ > 1,
(a) up € H%L:
IR ()| < Ct=3T2/2, (5.2)
|R(v)|| 2 < Ct3/2e/2, (5.3)
(b) ug € H*?:
|R(v)||pe < Ct/470/2, (5.4)
|R(v)|| L2 < Ct=*/2, (5.5)
For 0 < € < 2a)\q, we define
hi(e) := % -5+ /\zﬁ, when ug € H%!, %@ <a<2,
hao(e) =9 — 32 4 )\2%, when ug € H2 TR < o < 2,
Then by direct computation, we have
_ 3 « 2—a 0,1 14+33
hl(o)—z_§+w<0,WhenUQEH’,T<Oé<2, (56)
hao(0) = § — 32 + 22 < 0, when ug € H%2, T4 < o < 2. '
By the continuity of hy, ho, we can find 0 < &1 < 2a)3 such that for any 0 < gg < €1
3 « 2—« 14++v33
- — =+ X— <0, wh HO 2 5.7
1 2—|— 2204)\2—50< , when ug € , 1 <a<2, (5.7)
9 3a 2—« 7+ V145
- —— 4+ X—— <0, wh HO?2 ——*—°© 2. 5.8
1 2—i-2204>\2_€0< , when ug € , 1 <a< (5.8)
For 0 < gg < €1, we define
2—a \Y° 2050 \ 5T
Ky=|—" Ty = —_ 5.9
0 <2a)\2—80> ’ ’ maX{(SoKﬁ‘“) o 9)

where C5 > 0 is the constant in (5I4) that depends on ug.
The following refined L> estimate for vy is true:

Lemma 5.1. Assume ug € H%!, % < a<2oru € H"?, 7+1— V2145 < a < 2. There exists

T*(eo) > To, such that for all t > T*(ep)
loa(t, @)l o < Kot/271e,

Proof. In what follows, we prove Lemma [F.1lin the case ug € H%1, %ﬁ < a < 2 by the contradiction
argument. The case ug € H%?, Y145 < o < 2 follows from a similar argument, but using (5.4)—(5.5),

(E8) instead of (B2)—E3), G-
Assume by contradiction that there exist {(t,,&,)}52; C (Tp, 00) x R with ¢, monotone increases to
oo such that

oA (tn, &n)| > Kotl/>71/2 forall n > 1. (5.10)

We first claim that, for every fixed n > 1, we have
lua(t, &) > Kot*/2~ Y for all t € (Ty, ty). (5.11)
In fact, if this claim is not true, there would exist some ¢} € (Tp,t,) such that

loa(t, &n)| > Kot*/>7Y/% holds for all t € (£5,t,), (5.12)
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and furthermore |va (t5,&,)| = Ko(t%)'/2~1/«. Multiplying |UA(t,§n)|_(a+2) vA(t,&,) on both hand sides
of (G.I) and taking the imaginary part, we obtain, for all ¢ € (¢, ¢,,),

1d . B
——— &) = _AQt—a/z_Im(t—aﬂR(vm) |2 (5.13)

Using (52) and (B12) to bound the third term in (EI3]), we deduce that there exists C3 > 0 such that
for all t € (¢},1n),

1d _ 1),
=~ oA (617 < —hat ™ 4 CaEy (@+1)y=3/4-a/2+1 /o (5.14)

Integrating the above inequality from ¥ to t and using |va (t%, )| = Ko(t%)/21/*, we obtain

_ 0\ 1—a/2 %\ 1—a/2
o o iy —a . 20 tr
(rems) " = (3) e (-(5))

t
_CgaKo—(a+1)t71+a/2/ s—3/4—a/24+1/a

= g(t).

We see that g(¢) = Ki“ and ¢(t) is monotone increasing around ¢ = ¢. Indeed,

g/(tz) _ (O‘ . 2K5a +alg — CgOéKO(a+1)(f:;)_3/4+l/a) (t;kl)—l >0,
where we used (B9)). Thus, if ¢ is slightly lager than ¢}, then ‘tl/o‘fl/zv,\(t,fn)‘_a > K, %, which
contradicts (512)). Thus we finish the proof of Claim (G11)).

In what follows, we use Claim (511]) to derive a contradiction to (BI0). Notice that (BI4]) holds for
all t € (Ty,t,) by a similar argument used before, but using Claim (GI1)) instead of (512). Integrating
EI4) from Ty to ty,, using (5.2) and Claim (511I), we have, for every n > 1,

o —a loa(To, &)| ™ | 2ah Tp\ '~
(t}/ 1/2|UA(tn,§n)|) > ot |

tn
_CSQKO_(Q+1)t;1+a/2/ S—3/4—O¢/2+1/O¢d5. (515)
To

Since Kj* > (1&,11/0‘71/2 [va (tn, &n)]) ™ by (BI0), and % — 0 as n — oo by Claim (&I, we
can let n — oo in (&I5) and obtain !

20()\2
Ky
0" 2 2 —a’
This contradicts the definition of Ky in (5.9)), and thus completing the proof of Lemma [5.1] O

5.2 The proof of Theorem 1.3

We are now in a position to prove Theorem We give only the proof for the case ug € H%1,
Hﬁ < a < 2. The case ug € H%2, 7+V145 < a < 2 follows from a similar argument, but using

(]52[) EA), E8) instead of (B2)—(E3), (E:ﬂ) The proof is inspired by Section 5 of [17].

Proof of part (a). Assume T*(gq) is the constant in Lemma Bl ®(t,x), K(¢,z), ¥4(x), S(t, ) are
the functions defined in (LI4)—(TIT), respectively. From the definition of ®(¢,z) in (LI4) and Lemma
Bl we have

t

T(EU)
oy < [ s ensnliads K5 [ s
e 1 ’ T*(20)
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< CT*(eo) + K logt, (5.16)

for all ¢ > 1, where we used (£20]) to estimate the first integral.
Set
2(t, ) = v (t, x)e W @EHALED) t>1. (5.17)

From the equation (B.)) and (5.I7), we have that for ¢ > 1,

iR )
8tz(t, .I) = %e—l(w(w)tﬁ-)\@(t,w));

so that for all to > t; > 1,

to )
2(te, z) — 2(t1, ) = z/ s R(v)e T (w@)s AR (s2)) g g, (5.18)

ty

Since —1/4 + M K§ < 0 by (57) and (B.3), it follows from (B2)-(E.3), (B.I6) and (L.I8) that
ta
l2(tz,2) = 2(tr, 2 porpz S / 572 [ R()| paorrpz €12 ds
ty

to
<. / §—B/4HNKE 4
t1

£y A (5.19)

Reo
holds for any ¢ > t; > 1. Thus there exists 2 (z) € L2 N LS such that
12(t ) = 24 (@) | 2o Seo ¢/ 4FARKE. (5.20)
This finishes the proof of part (a). O
Proof of part (b). The first step is to derive the asymptotic formula ([523]) for ®(¢,x). Note that
QD (t, ) = 7% lup(t,2)|* = t72 |2(t,2)|* e~ 2®ED)
for all t > 1 by the definition of z(¢,z) in (517); so that

0,2 ®HT) — o\t =2 | 5(t, )|

Integrating the above equation from 1 to ¢, we get
t
e ®tr) — 1 4 oz)\g/ 572 |z(s,x)|" ds. (5.21)
1

From (13, (LI6) and (G21]), we have

XD — (1, 2) — o (2) = —aky /°° s (2(s,2)|" = |24 (x)[*) ds. (5.22)

t

Since [|ul® = [v|*| < (Ju|* "+ [v]* ") Ju — v|, and 2(s,z), 2z, (z) € L, we deduce from (5.20) and (5.22)
that, for all ¢ > 1,

~E€0

e ®te) _ () — 1/1+(3:)H < / s/ AT/ 2K g < 4B (5.23)
Liong t

where 8 = —(3/4 — /2 + A2 K§) > 0 by (51) and (E9).
We now prove the asymptotic formula (5.23). Since |e!®(@)t+ARL)| — o=22®(L2) < 1 we have

| @HASE2)) 5 (1) — vy (¢, T)||peonL2

< ||€iw(:c)t(eiAS(t,:c) _ eiA@(t,m))

x)teiA{)(

2l peonre + €™ b2y — oa(t, @)l o2
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< ”ei)\lS(t,m)( —X2S(t,x) —)\2<I>(t,m))2+(x)||meL2

+||( iAS(t,x) _ €z>\1<1>(t ac)) _)\Z(ID(t’w)Z-i-(x)HLgoﬁLg

24 (z) — 2(t, @) | Loz - (5.24)
Note that K (t,z) + ¢4 (z) > 1/2 for ¢ sufficiently large by ([B.23]); so that

”ei)\ls(t,m) (ef&s(t,z) _ 67A2<D(t’m))z+($)”Lg°ﬁL§

(K (t,2) + v (@)~ — €7A2¢(t’m)||Lg°mL§

S e — (K (t,x) + ¢+($))1/a||Lg°mL2
S e — (K (1) + o (@) s Seo 7 (5.25)
Similarly, we have
||( ix1S(t,x) i)\1<I>(t,x))ef)\2<I>(t,m)Z+ (I)||L°°QL2
< 1S 2) — 0t ) erra
< || X2S(t,x) )\2<I>(t,ac)||LoomL2
= [0 — (K (t, @) + ¢ (@) ez Seo £ (5.26)
Substituting (E19), (28)-(G26) into (B24), we get
XD (1)~ (1,2) 102 Seo 8 (5.27)
for ¢ sufficiently large, where 0 <« := min{1/4 — Mo K§, S/a} < 1/4. It then follows from Lemma 1]
EI) and (B27) that the asymptotic formula (TI8) holds. O

Proof of part (c¢). From the asymptotic formula (II])), we have

e—iF(D)t —sz(t,t)u(t {E)

= e_lF(D) LZJ,_(?;) ()t + OL2 (t ’Y)
_ // i(x— y)f —iF (&)t 72 (%) iw(Y) tdyd§+OL2(t 'Y)
_ E// eim&—it(y5+F(5))Z+( Je itw(y dydg—f—OLz(t ")

t e ytec1 2
- %// e G (y)dydg + Opa (477) (5.28)

as t — oo, where we use y& + F(&) = w(y) + c2(€ + %)2 in the last step. Moreover, making a change
of variables and then using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim —— / / it G (y)dyde

t—00 27T
_ t% =) / P i (y)dyd¢
- / [ e g
= Fe i (Fo ) (—)  in L% (5.29)
\/M 2ca
The modified scattering formula (LI9) is now an immediate consequence of (5.28) and (5:29). O

Proof of part (d). From ([@I]), Lemma 1] and Lemma [51] we have

Mt @)l < T2 (ol + oacllze)

19



2 _ ¢ 1/«
O — Ct/o=3/4 for all t > T* .
(2a/\2 — Eo) + , for all t > T*(eq)

Since g¢ can be chosen to be arbitrarily small, we obtain

9 _ o 1/«
i 1/ t, o < :
1?1)80131) flu( :E)HL:E = (204)\2)

Therefore, the proof of part (d) reduces to show that

2 _a 1/«
lim inf /% u(t, ) > <2M2> . (5.30)

Assume for a while that we have proved

Claim 5.1. If the limit function z4(x) in (220) satisfies z4(x) = 0 for a.e. x € R, then we must have
Uy = 0.
Then since ug # 0, there exists zp € R such that z4 (zg) # 0. So by (£27) and ([L21), we have
£/ o712z (o)
(4 22, o)l (7% — 1) 4 9 (z)) /o

2—«

+O,, (tH/ 712y, (5.31)

where y(gg) = min {1/4 — MoK, S/a} with 8 = —(3/4 — a/2 + M K(') (see (5:23) and (5.27). Since

a > @ and M K§ = %, we have by direct calculation

. 1 1 ( ) 1 1 . 1 2—a 202 —a—14 <0
im [——=—v() ) =——=—minq - — .
cwoso\a 2 0 a2 1 22 12

Therefore, taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we deduce from (5.31)) that

A (UNGES] [}

2 —« 1
it /2o () > (S )

This together with (A1) and Lemma 1] yields the limit (530). O

Proof of Claim[51l The key observation is that the solution decays faster when 2z, = 0:
lu(t, )| L S t=3/4 ult, r)lzz < t1/2 for t > T (o). (5.32)
In fact, since z; = 0, it follows from (EIT7)—-(EI8) that
va(t, ) = —i/ et (@) (E=s)FiA((t,2) =0 (s,2)) o=/2 R(1)) (5)ds. (5.33)
t
On the other hand, using (I.I4) and Lemma [5.1] we have, for s > ¢ > T*(gg)
[2(t,2) = @5, )1 < [ 7 fon(r) [ dr < K log (5.34)
t
Substituting (:34)) to (533)), and using the L™ bound of R(v) in (&2)), we get
oo A K
lva(t, )| Lo 5/ (;) PO gma/24-5/4ra/2y < VA > T*(o)-
t

Similarly, we have

oa(t,2)|| 2 S Y2, t > T* (o).
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The above two inequalities together with ([@1]) and Lemma E.T] yield (&.32]).
Next, we apply the decay estimates ([5.32) to prove that ug = 0. Since z4 = 0, it follows from the
equation (C8)) and the asymptotic formula (I8 that

u(t,z) = A / e FDNE=3) (14| %) (s5)ds.
t
Then applying Strichartz’s estimate and Hoélder’s inequality, we get

oo
lulloroe ) < /T lu(s, 2)]| 2. (s, 2)l| 2 ds

o0 o 4/3
fullsqromzy ([ (lutsalg2 s, olz) " as)
T

Cllull La(pr,o0), Loy T34,

3/4

A

IN

where we use (5:32) in the last step. Since o > 4/3, we can choose T' > T™*(e¢) sufficiently large such that

CT'3«/% < L. 50 that |Ju| La(r.00). o) = 0. This together with the uniqueness of the solutions implies
2 ([T,00),Lg®)

u = 0, from which Claim [B.1] follows. O
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