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Scattering threshold for radial defocusing-focusing mass-energy
double critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation in d > 5

Yongming Luo *f

Abstract

We extend the scattering result given by Cheng et al. for the radial defocusing-focusing mass-
energy double critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation in d < 4 to the whole range d > 3. The main
ingredient is a suitable long time perturbation theory which is applicable for d > 5.

1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, we consider the defocusing-focusing mass-energy double critical nonlinear Schrodinger
equation (DFDCNLS)
i0wu + Au — |ul®* 2u+ |ul> 2u=0 in R xR? (1.1)

withd > 5,2, =2+ 4 and 2* = 24 245, () is a special case of the NLS with combined nonlinearities
10w+ Au + gy [ulP* "2u + polulP22u =0 in R x R? (1.2)

with d > 1, 1, p2 € R and p1,p2 € (2,00). (L2 is a prototype model in many applications of quantum
physics such as nonlinear optics and Bose-Einstein condensation. For example, in the study of Bose-
Einstein condensation, the nonlinearities |u|?u, |u|?>u and |u|*u model the two-body interaction, quantum
fluctuation and three-body interaction respectively. The signs p; can be tuned to be defocusing (p; < 0)
or focusing (p; > 0), indicating the repulsivity or attractivity of the nonlinearity. For a comprehensive
introduction on the physical background of (2], we refer to [2, [I] and the references therein.

From a mathematical point of view, we are particularly interested in problems with critical nonlinear-
ities due to the following aspects: On the one hand, the nonlinear estimates for non-critical problems can
usually be derived from the critical ones by means of interpolation; on the other hand, by dealing with
critical problems additional symmetry operator such as dilation or Galilean boosts will also come into
play, which makes the problem more challenging and interesting. The above mentioned reasons hence
motivate our study on the mass-energy double critical NLS, whose mixed type nature also prevents any
potential applications concerning scaling invariance property. At this point, we also refer the readers to
the representative papers [12] 11 [6] [8 5], B, [10] for scattering results of (L2]), in which at least one of the
nonlinearities has critical growth.

We restrict our attention to the radial DFDCNLS ([ILT]), which was studied by Cheng, Miao, Zhao [6]
in the case d < 4. The precise statement is as follows:

Theorem 1.1 ([6]). Let d € {3,4}. Define

1 1 1 .
Hw) = 5l + 3-llul: - glulE
o) = Vully + —lully: =l

and

A:={ue HL (R : H(u) < d'S8%,K(u) > 0},
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where S is the optimal constant of the Sobolev inequality, i.e.

:: [Vl
DL2R\{0} |[ul|3.

Then the unique solution u of (L)) with u(0) € A is global and scatters in time.

The main obstacle that prevents Theorem [[1] to hold in d > 5 is the absence of a suitable long
time perturbation theory. More precisely, since the gradient of the nonlinearity |u|§u is merely Holder
continuous for d > 5, the proof of the long time perturbation result for d < 4 is no longer valid. By
appealing to fractional calculus we show that such a long time perturbation result indeed continues to
hold also in the case d > 5.

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 5 and let u € C(I; HY(R?)) be a solution of (1)) defined on some interval
I 3 ty. Assume also that w is an approximate solution of the following perturbed NLS

10w + Aw = |w|%w7|w|ﬁw+e (1.3)
such that
lull oo 11y < Ba, (1.4)

[u(to) — w(to)llm < Bo,

lwllw,, Aw,. (1) < B3

for some By, Ba,Bs > 0. Then there exists some positive a = a(By, Ba, B3) < 1 with the following
property: if

[e" 12 (u(to) — w(to)) lwa. (1) < B, (1.7)
4 (=
V|72 102 (u(to) — w(to))l|x 1) < B, (1.8)
I(V)ell sans <8 0)
Lzt (D)
for some 0 < B < «, then
[(V)ullsy By, B2.Bs 1 (1.10)

Remark 1.3. By interpolation, (I7]) and (L8) can be replaced by the stronger condition

(V) =102 (u(to) — w(to)) lwa, (1) < B, (1.11)
which is the smallness condition given in the long time perturbation theory [6, Prop. 3.2]. A

For the precise definition of the function spaces defined in Theorem [[.2] we refer to Section [Tl below
for details. The main challenge for proving Theorem lies in the fact that both nonlinearities of (I.1])
are endpoint critical nonlinearities and there is no chance to estimate one by another using interpolation.
This will force us to directly derive suitable estimates for both of the nonlinearities using fractional
calculus.

As a direct consequence, we immediately deduce the following generalization of Theorem [T} The
proof is a straightforward modification of the arguments from [6], thus we omit the details.

Theorem 1.4. Theorem [L1l continues to hold for all d > 5.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section [Tl we introduce the notation and definitions
which will be used throughout the paper. In Section 2] we give the proof of Theorem



1.1 Notations and definitions

We use the notation A < B whenever there exists some positive constant C' such that A < C'B. Similarly
we define A > B and we use A ~ B when A < B < A. For an interval I C R, the space LILL(I) is
defined by

LILL(I) == {u: I x R* = C: |Jullpop, (1) < oo},

where

e N
x R

When ¢ = r, we simply write L, := L{L%. A pair (¢,r) is said to be H*-admissible with s € [0, 1] if

q,r € [2,00] and % + % = % — 5. When s = 0, we simply say the pair (g,r) is L?-admissible. For any

L2-admissible pairs (q1,71) and (g2, r2) we have the following Strichartz estimate: if u is a solution of
10w+ Au = F(u)
in I C R with tg € I and u(tg) = o, then

lullzgzsr) S luolla + F @0,

where (g5, 75) is the Holder conjugate of (ga,r2). For a proof, we refer to [7, 4]. For s € R, the multipliers
|V|? and (V)*® are defined by the symbols

VI f(2) = F7 (Il £9)) @),
(V) f (@) = FH A+ 125 () @),
The following function spaces will be used throughout the paper:

2(d+2) 2(d+2)

WQ* = Lt,zd s WQ* = Lt,i72 ,
2(d+2) 2d(d+2)

Voo :=L, 77 Ly,
S:=LXL2N L2,

d(d+2) 2d%(d+2)

X = LtZ(d72) Lxddflld#»l()'

3
4 2d2(d+2)
5 3 2 _16
Y p— Lt2 L; +4d<+4d—16

d(d+2) 2d2(d+2)
7 = LtZ(d72) L;3+2d2—8d+16

)

One easily verifies using Holder and Sobolev that

|||V|S(|u|%u)|\Ltg;%fz(l) S 9P ullwe. ollelly,. o) (1.12)
”'V'S('“'ﬁ“)'b%ﬁlm SV Fullws, ol (1.13)

for s € {0,1}, and
lallwye () S 19l () < IVl IVl (1.14)

We also record here the following useful elementary inequalities: By fundamental calculus we have the
following elementary inequality

k
1>
j=1

‘ (03

S ) T (1.15)

1<i,j<k,ij

k .
_Z|Zy|a
j=1



for z € C* and « € (1, 00); For function H(z) = |z|7z we have

|(H(u) = H()| < (Jul@ + [o])]u— vl (1.16)
for d > 3,
V(B - HE))| S ul? [Vu = To] +[9ol(u] T + o] T)u - o (1.17)
for d = 3, and
’V(H(u o) — Hu) — H(v))‘ < Jul# Vo] + 0] | Vul (1.18)
for d > 4.

2 Perturbation theory

In this section we prove Theorem The proof relies on a modification of the arguments involving
fractional calculus given in [9]. To proceed, we first record some auxiliary tools (Lemma 2] to Lemma
[20). For details of their proofs, we refer to [9] and the references therein. We will also restrict the space
dimension d to be larger than four in this section.

Lemma 2.1. Let s € (0,1] and q,q1,q2,q3,q4 € (1,00) with
1 1 1 1 1

q q1 q2 q3 q4
Then

VI uo)llq S Nlullg VI vllge + 1V P ullgs l[v]]gs- (2.1)
Lemma 2 2. Let G : C — C be a C'-function and let s € (0,1]. Then for all 1 < p,p1,p2 < oo with

1
— - we have
P pl Jr

VPG )y S NG (W)l 1V ullp, - (2.2)

Lemma 2.3. Let h: C — C be a Hélder continuous function of order a € (0,1). Then for any s € (0, ),
g€ (1,00) and o € (Z,1) we have

-3
o

IVI*h(u)llg S ||U||aa_:,)ql|||v|”u|\ (2.3)
provided that % = qil + qiz and (o — 2)q1 > o
Lemma 2.4. For any interval I we have
IVl S NllE2 o IVl EE S Ivullse, (2.4
A e —c
ullw,. ) S MVIF2ulls ) I Vullsr (2.5)
for some ¢ = ¢(d) € (0,1).
Lemma 2.5. For any interval I we have
t
| [ iwistzeteaasas| 191 flva. (26)
to X(I)
Lemma 2.6. For any interval I we have
4, 4 < 4442
V7= (Jul 2 w)lly () S IVIT2ull 7 (2.7)
and
V172 (Ju + w|T=0) [y
P
< (1017l 25 IVl 2y + 917wl Z 190l Ea7 ) 119175 ulx, (2.8)



Next, we prove an exotic dual Strichartz estimate for the mass-critical term:

Lemma 2.7. For any interval I we have

4 4 4(1—c) 4c 4
V7= (ulw)lly ) S llullg( )y Ml 7o 1IVIT2ullx ) (2.9)
and
[IV|7+= (Iu +w|0) |y (1)

(e

lll Zpy + lollsdy ol ) )91 750

4(1—c 4(1—c 4c
4 (I ZT + 102 ) (el 59 1l T+ oo 355 oo 257
(EEA (2.10)

for some ¢ = ¢(d) € (0,1).
Proof. To simplify notations we omit the symbol I in the following proof. First notice that using inter-
polation, for any L2-admissible pair (¢,r) with ¢ € (2,2*) we have

lull gy < llulls™llully (2.11)

for some ¢ = ¢(q,r) € (0,1). For different L2-admissible pairs (q1,71) and (ga,72) with ¢1 = ¢(q1,71) >
¢(ga,2) = c2, we also have

lullg™ lullz = lulls™ ullz = llullZ < lulls™* ullZ- (2.12)

We will thus refer to a unified (and possibly small) ¢ € (0,1) by the application of (2II]) for different
L?-admissible pairs. Using Lemma 2.2 we infer that

_4 4
V752 (Ju| 3u) |y
Sl s erwan [IIV]72ux
L, 3 2(d2+2d—8)

4 _4_
=lull? ., 2awea IVIT2ullx

Lt2 Ld2+2d—8
<||U||s ullF 11V Tl x, (2.13)

which gives (2.9). By Lemma 2.1l and (Z.I1I)) we have

_4 4
V[T (Ju+wlao)ll | g

L2, d34+4d2+4d—16
i La

4 4
<|l(u +w)d win |||V|TH2
<t s g NIVl

4 4
e
+MW+NW+w“mﬁ%ﬁmfﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂM|%%waﬁﬁﬁiw

4
_||“+w|| d“ 2d(d+2) |||v|d+2U||X
L, (@—2)(d+4)

Ly
+ 1917 (Ju + w] @) [[vll
u w 2 v 2
Lﬂ@L (i T;dl)ida:f)s) 353*35 Ld jiSleZ)i;;jlm
t

lalld + llwllg * ol ¥ ) 19717570]

(1—
< (s ™

+ 19172 (Ju + w] )| apz) —d2EENL2) [0l agaszy _ 202@encaes - (2.14)
L,:T I(d +3d2—-8d—8) LZ(d Z)Ld +d3 —4d2420d+16




It is left to estimate the second product in ([2I4). Using Holder and Sobolev we obtain that

||U|| d(d+2) 2d2(d+1)(d+2)
L2(d 2) Ld +d3—-4d2420d+16

<||v||d“|| IIdd(M) 2a2(a42)
2(d Z)L(d—z)z(d+4)

<ol ET IV ol (2.15)

On the other hand, by Lemma we know that

V)7 (Ju 4+ w| )| a2qaenasa
2(d3+3d2—8d—8)

4
<|||v| T (uﬂv)IId 2a(as2) [l + w|| *Saidsay (2.16)
Ld +2d—10 Lg2+2d—8
where we set
_d+1 _ d?(d+1)(d+2) _d(d+1)(d+2)
Tdtr2 MT @ r2d-8) BT o@@t24-10)

therein. Using Holder, Sobolev and interpolation we finally conclude that

_a_ 4
V172 (Ju + w[ )] dldiz) _d2(d+1)(d+2)

L 8 L2(d3+3d2—8d—8)
S
<|||v|'i+2(uWLw)”dHﬁ 2d(d+2) ||u+w||d(::21) 2d(d+2)
Lt2 Ld2+2d—10 Lt2 Ld +2d—8
< (1@l 37 + 1yl 3T
4E;+i§ d(d+1) 4814;; d(3+1)
x (el 37l 757 + Juwll 5 Juwll 5) (217)

for some ¢ € (0,1). (ZI4)), @I5) and ZI7) then imply (ZI0). O

Next, we formulate a small data well-posedness result for (II]), which is slightly different from the
standard one and is suitable for the proof of Lemma given below.

Lemma 2.8. For any A > 0 there exists some 8 > 0 such that the following is true: Suppose that tg € I
for some interval I. Suppose also that ug = u(ty) € H*(RY) with

[uollr < A
and
||e (t=to)A uollw,, (1) + |||V|d%26i(t7t“muo||x(1) <pB.
Then (L) has a unique solution uw € C(I; H*(R®)) such that
[{V)ullsay < lluollar
llullw,, (1) < 2||e't= tO)AUOHWZ*(I)’

4 .
IVI7= ulx () < 2]|| V|72 0020 )
Proof. We define the space B(I) by
B(I) = {u € LEHAD : [(Vulsary < 2C] o e

it A
lullws, (1) < 2[€"uollw,, (1)

_4 _4_ .
1191752 ullxqry < 2019172 e 2o x 1) }- (2.18)



One easily checks that the set B(I) equipped with the metric p defined by

p(u,v) := |lu —vl|51)

is a complete metric space. Now define the operator ® by

¢
B(u) = et By, — z/ ei(t_s)A(|u|%u - |u|ﬁu) ds. (2.19)

to
We show that @ is a contraction on B(I). Using (2.8 we infer that there exists some ¢ € (0, 1) such that
ellw. ) < RCA IV TSy < (2CA) 0276, (2.20)
Combining with Strichartz, (L12]) and (I3 we deduce that

V)@ (w)l[s(r)

<1l +0 S (191 (i) 22,

s=1
s _4
+c;(|||V| (|U|d2u)||Li§1%z(I))
< (WY Buoll sy + CIUV)ullws, <z>||u||§VZ*(I> + Cl{V)ullw,. 1 IIUIIWN)
<V uoll sy + CIVull s ||U||§V2* T C||<V>u||5(1)||u||&;; %)
< Clluollm +2C((28)% + ((2CA)'~°2°8°)T2) [uo| 1. (2.21)
Analogously, we have

1 (w)llwe, (1)

< [le*Auollws, (1) + CllJul ] e )+CIIIUId 2uf w2
L L

t,x t,x
A 1+4 =
<l ugllw,, 1y + Cllull i gy + Cllullws, o a2 o

i S —coc ey T i
< e uollw,, (1) +2C((28) @ + ((2CA)'~2°8°) =) [ ol (1)- (2.22)
Using (27) and ([2.9) we see that

4
9175w Lxa
<V up ) + VI (lu|du)||y +0|||V|d+2 (|u|d ) lyany

< IVIe e ug] xry + ClIVITul £ + c204)™ (2.23)

Since Z corresponds to an L?-admissible pair, we know that there exists some x € (0, 1) such that

lull zay < lulls e, o) (2.24)
Summing up we have
_4
V)7 @ (u)| x 1)
< |1V 7= B ug | x (1) + 2C(28) T2 |||V T e Aag | x 1y

4(1—c) 4c(l—k) 4cn
+20(2CA) T (2CA4) T (28) " [|V]72 e Ao x 1, (2.25)




Hence by choosing g sufficiently small we see that ® maps B([) into itself. In a similar way, using (L.IG])
followed by Strichartz, Holder and (Z20) we obtain that

19 (w) — B(0)lsr
< O(llullfy, 1y + ||v||W2*<I> 2 o+ ol )l = ollwa,
<C(Julliy,, 1y + 101, 1
+(204) "= |||V|d+2u||xii)+<20A> (19l 7 o) £ Yl = vllsen
(Qﬂ)d 2 |lu—vllsn)- (2.26)

Thus choosing even smaller § if necessary we infer that ® is a contraction on B(I). Now the existence
and uniqueness of a solution w of (1) are ensured by the Banach fixed point theorem. The continuity
of u follows immediately from the fact that u satisfies the integral equation. [l

<20((26) + (2CA)

Lemma 2.9 (Short time perturbation). Let u € C(I; HY(R?)) be a solution of (L)) defined on some
interval I > ty. Assume also that w is an approximate solution of the following perturbed NLS

10w + Aw = |w|%w7 |w|ﬁw+e (2.27)
such that
wllLgemiry < By lulto) — wlto)|[mr < Ba (2.28)

for some By, By > 0. Then there exist some positive By, f1 < 1, depending on By and Bz, with the
following property: if

V72w x 1) + [KV)wllw,, () < Bo (2.29)
and
" 102 (u(to) — w(to))llw,, (1) < B, (2.30)
191752 =0 (u(to) — wito)) | x(r) < B, (231)
1{(V)ell 2tz <8 (2.32)
Lot (D)
for some 0 < B < By, then
lu—w|zaw,, () S B”, (2.33)
11917 (u = w)llx(r) S 8", (2.34)
[F(u) = Fw) 2w B, (2.35)
Lzt (D)
IIV]752 (F(w) = F(w))lly (1) S B (2.36)
[(V)ullscry + [[{M)wllsry < B+ Bz (2.37)
for some r € (0,1). Here F(z) = —|z|iz+ Mﬁz

Proof. First denote by k1 the number such that

lullz S Nl lulli,, (2.38)
By definition of w and w we have
t
u(t) = 0By (1) 4 / ¢ Py ds, (2.39)
to
t
w(t) = T2y (tg) + i / =2 (F(w) — e) ds. (2.40)
to



Using Strichartz, (L12), (T13), (Z29) and (II14) we obtain that
(V) w5
Sl + (el o+ w52 ) 19 wls +1(9el s
L, &4

4 -8 _ 4 B
SBi+ B+ (65 + B B I{V)wllsr)- (2.41)

By choosing [y sufficiently small we infer that

[(V)wllsr) < B (2.42)
Now (238) and ([229)) also yield
1{M)wllziy < B85t (2.43)
Using Strichartz, (229), (L12), (LI3), 242), (L14) and 232) we infer that
"= 2 wo s, 1) S llwllwa, ) + I1F (w )|| 2 + e || 242
4 4
<SP+ Bi +B 5B (2.44)

Similarly, (Z7), 29), 242), (Z29) and [2.32) yield
19175 ol xqr

SIVIF=Ewlx @ + IIVIT= F(w)lly 1) + [[KV)e || 242

tm

d+2
SBo+ By "+ Bo+B S Bo (2.45)
Combining with (Z30), Z31) and the triangular inequality we deduce that
. 1
e’ T2 u(to) lws. () S B (2.46)
119] 72 =102 ut0) | x (1) S Bo- (2.47)

Hence, by choosing (j sufficiently small, we know from Lemma that

1{V)ullsry < llulto)l|lar S B+ Ba, (2.48)
ullws. (1) < 20" %I, (1) S B (2.49)

A A i(—
V|72 ull x (1) < 2[[|V][T2e (¢ tO)AUOHX(I) < Bo- (2.50)

Combining with ([2:42)) we already have [237)). Using Strichartz, (2.46]), (24]), (L12), (LI3), @50) and
Z3) we obtain

(V) ullws, (1) S 1?02 u(to) s, (1) + IIF(u)IILaC;%Zz

4 1+d
S 86+ IKV)ully, (1)+6 2 ullws. - (2.51)

By standard continuity arguments we conclude that

(V) ullw. 1) < BE- (2.52)
Similarly, from Strichartz, 2.47), (248), 27), (29), 238) and (2.52)) we infer that
V72 ullx(ry S |||V|d%ei<t*f°>ﬁ (to>||xm HIIVIT= F(u)lyr)

< Bo+ V1Tl 22, + 63 7 IV T ul ) (2.53)



and using standard continuity arguments we see that

V172 ullx 1y < Bo- (2.54)
Next, we define v := u — w. Then
. t .
o(t) = )2 (u(tg) — w(to)) + z/ e (F(v+w) — F(w) +e)ds (2.55)
to
and
[(Mllsry < IKV)ullsin + [KV)wl[s) S B1+ Bo. (2.56)
From Strichartz, (238), 2.48), (242) and (230) we know that
712 (u(to) — w(to)) | z(r) S B (2.57)
By Strichartz, Sobolev, (Z30), (I12), (LI3), (LI6), @57), 29), (LI4), @3) and Z42) we have
||’U||ZFTW2*(I)
< ||ei(t7t0)

(ulto) = wlto))lzewa, 1) + lell 2z

t,a

+I(F (v +w) = Fw ))IIL%(D

t,x

4
ST (IIUIIW2 ! +||v||W* y el o +||w||W* p)llvllwe, ()
(€] 2 2+ (1)

K 1+3 a2 3
S8 + Wl oy + 191720l ol z0mws. 1 + B el zows. (1 (2.58)
(D) 1

Now using Strichartz, Sobolev, (2:43), (229), 231), 250), 2.0), 23), @I0) and the identity
1 1
F(v+w)— F(w) :U/ FZ(U—l—(l—i—G)w)dO—i—ﬁ/ F:(v+ (14 0)w)db
0 0

we obtain that

_4
IIV[#2 vl x 1)

SV (u(to) = w(to))llxry + [(V)ell sgen
Lt,z
4
+[[1V1752 (F (v + w) = F()) vy
4d

<8+ (917l 23 Vol 2y + VIl 2 19wl s ) I19175vlx

4(d—c) 4c 4(1—c) 4c 4
+ (lollsch el + ellsch ol £ ) II9 1720l xry
_4 4c 4(1—c) 4c
+ (K7l d + 10V >w||d“)(||v||;<;;§>|| OIZE 4 o] 2555 o R
4 3
x (Il 19170l )

S8+ |||V|d+2v||x<d2 T gT 4|||V|d+2v||xm ol Z 11910l

4o de d—3
87 V172 ollx (1) + ll0ll 57 m d“*”lllvld“vllf&b

dcry

+ 85 ol 55 119170 55, (2:59)

Define

_4
lvllw () == vl zaws, (1) + I IVIT2 0| x (1) (2.60)
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Adding Z359) to (Z58) and absorbing the terms with powers of Sy on the r.h.s. to the L.h.s., we obtain

K 1+ = 2 —4 1+ +%
Pollwery S B+ Jollstd + ol + ol + Nl + ol (2.61)
By standard continuity arguments we infer that
llvllwy S B™ (2.62)
and we conclude ([Z33) and 234)). (235) and [230) follow already from the calculation given in ([2.58)
and (Z59). This completes the proof. O

Having all the preliminaries, we are at the position to prove Theorem
Proof of Theorem[L.2, We first show that
[(V)wl|sa) <C (2.63)

for some C' = C(B, B2, B3) > 0. By (L) we may subdivide I into J; = J;(Bs) subintervals K; =
[sj,8j+1], 3 =0,---,J1 — 1, such that

lwllw,, aw,- (x;) < do (2.64)
for some small dy to be chosen later. On Ky, using Strichartz, Holder and (9] we obtain that

1) wllscr S lwlso)llm + 1(Vell zgen  + V)Pl 2
L, T (Ko) L. TF (ko)

< B+ Bot 5+ (ol ey + 10152 ey ) 17Dl s
< Bi+ Bat B+ (6 + 67 ) V)wlsoeo) (2.65)

We can choose 4y sufficiently small to absorb the term ((5(;3 + 50‘;%)” (V)wl|s(k,) to the Lh.s. This yields
{(V)wlls(xy) S B1 + Ba.
In particular,
[w(si)|lm < Br+ Bo.

Notice also that gy is only dependent on Bs. Thus we may iterate the previous step over all j to infer
that

KV)wlls(x;) S B1+ B

for all j. Summing all the estimates on K; over j up yields (2.63)). Using [2.4) and [2.63) we are able to
divide I into Jy = Ja(B1, Be, Bs) intervals L; = [tj,t41], j =0,---,Jo — 1, such that

IV w| x i,y + IKV)0llw,, (z,) < Bo, (2.66)

with ﬂo = ﬂo(C(Bl, BQ, Bg), C(Bl, BQ, Bg) + Bl) defined by Lemmam By (m) and m) we have
") (u(to) — w(to))lwa, (£o) < B (2.67)
I1V]752 e 102 (u(ty) — w(te)) || x(1o) < B (2.68)

by setting initially o = 51 with 81 = $1(B1, Be, Bs) from Lemma 2.9 . Thus Lemma 2.9 is applicable for
Lg. In particular, we have for all j =1,--- ,Jo — 1 and § € (0, @)
lu —wl| zaw,, () < CoB",
T K
[IV][7*2 (u — w)|[x(z,) < CoB”,
1F(u) = F@)l 20 < Cof",
L (L;)

t:l:

V|72 (F(u) — F(w))|ly 1,y < CoB”,
{(V)ullscz,) < CoC(Bi, B2, B3),
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with k € (0,1) and Cy = Cy(By, B2, Bs) > 0, provided that

1A (uty) = w(t))lwa, (1)) < By (2.69)
V7208 (u(ty) = w(t)llx e, < 6 (2.70)
hold for all j =1,---,Js — 1. We prove this using inductive arguments. One checks that

e =2 (u(ty) — w(t) lws. (1)

S e (ulto) = witoDllwe, ;) + llell s

ta [tostg]
+IF W)~ F@)l| sain
Lt,m+4 [t07tj]
SB+ B+ Cojpr, (2.71)

A i(t—t
V172 002 (u(ty) —w(ty)) xay)

4 (=
SIIVIF= e 08 (u(te) — w(to))llx(,) + Vel 2wz
Ly 3 [to.t;]

+[|[V 1752 (F () — F(w))llyfio.t,)
SB+ B+ CojBt. (2.72)

Choosing « iteratively small completes the proof. O

Acknowledgments

The author acknowledges the funding by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) through the Priority
Programme SPP-1886 (No. NE 21382-1).

References

1]

AxaHoR1, T., IBRAHIM, S., KikucHI, H., AND Nawa, H. Existence of a ground state and
scattering for a nonlinear Schrodinger equation with critical growth. Selecta Math. (N.S.) 19, 2
(2013), 545-609.

BARASHENKOV, I. V., GOCHEVA, A. D., MAKHANKOV, V. G., AND PUzyNIN, I. V. Stability of
the soliton-like “bubbles”. Phys. D 34, 1-2 (1989), 240-254.

CARLES, R., AND SPARBER, C. Orbital stability vs. scattering in the cubic-quintic Schrédinger
equation. Rev. Math. Phys. 33, 3 (2021), 2150004, 27.

CAZENAVE, T. Semilinear Schridinger equations, vol. 10 of Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics.
New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathemat-
ical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

CHENG, X. Scattering for the mass super-critical perturbations of the mass critical nonlinear
Schrodinger equations. Illinois J. Math. 64, 1 (2020), 21-48.

CHENG, X., Miao, C., AND ZHAO, L. Global well-posedness and scattering for nonlinear
Schrodinger equations with combined nonlinearities in the radial case. J. Differential Equations
261, 6 (2016), 2881-2934.

KEEL, M., AND TAO, T. Endpoint Strichartz estimates. Amer. J. Math. 120, 5 (1998), 955-980.

KiLrip, R., OH, T., Pocovnicu, O., AND VISAN, M. Solitons and scattering for the cubic-quintic
nonlinear Schrédinger equation on R3. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 225, 1 (2017), 469-548.

Kirrip, R.; AND VigaN, M. Nonlinear Schrédinger equations at critical regularity. In Ewvolution
equations, vol. 17 of Clay Math. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2013, pp. 325—437.

12



[10] Luo, Y. Sharp scattering threshold for the cubic-quintic NLS in the focusing-focusing regime, 2021,
2105.15091.

[11] PELINOVSKY, D. E., AFANASIEV, V. V., AND KIVSHAR, Y. S. Nonlinear theory of oscillating,
decaying, and collapsing solitons in the generalized nonlinear Schrédinger equation. Phys. Rev. E
53 (Feb 1996), 1940-1953.

[12] Tao, T., VISAN, M., AND ZHANG, X. The nonlinear Schrédinger equation with combined power-
type nonlinearities. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 32, 7-9 (2007), 1281-1343.

13



	1 Introduction and main results
	1.1 Notations and definitions

	2 Perturbation theory
	References

