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DECAY IN ENERGY SPACE FOR THE SOLUTION OF
FOURTH-ORDER HARTREE-FOCK EQUATIONS WITH
GENERAL NON-LOCAL INTERACTIONS

M. TARULLI AND G. VENKOV

ABSTRACT. We prove the decay in the energy space for the solution to the defo-
cusing biharmonic Hartree-Fock equations with mass-supercritical and energy-
subcritical Choquard-type nonlinearity in space dimension d > 3. We treat
both the free and the perturbed by a potential case. As a direct consequence,
we obtain large-data scattering in H2(R4)N, N > 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main purpose of the paper is the analysis of the decaying and scattering
properties of the solution to the defocusing nonlinear fourth-order Hartree-Fock-
Choquard equations (HFC4) in dimension d > 3:

(1.1) i0pu; + A?uj — o1 Auy + o9V (@)uy + DL, Flug,ug) = 0,
(us (0, NNy = (u0)}, € HA (RN,

with 01,09 = 0,1. We shall assume that V = V(z) is a nonnegative Schwartz radial
function such that

(1.2) z-VV <0
and
Vi)
1.3 v de < .
@) Wi, [, st < v

The nonlinear term is given in the following general form
(1.4) F(ug,ug)
= b [Jal =47 s (o] )] Jl = 2
([l =) ol 2] fo] =2y = [Jal =) o] T o] ).

Here, for all j,k =1,...,N, u; = u;(t,r) : RxR? — C, (uj)é\]:l = (uq,...,uy) and
b,bjr = 0 are coupling constants. We require that the nonlinearity parameters p,
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v and py, & = 1,2, are L?-H?-intercritical, that is, when they satisfy the following
conditions

* X 00 if d=3,4,

(1.5) max(0,d—8) <v. <d, 2<p<p'(d), p'(d) = { d+;11p1 if d>5,
d+v:+4+ ps
(16) P> pald), pea(d) = LT
(1.7) 0 < pp < min{n + v, 4(1 + v /d), 8 + v, — d},
(1.8) 2y —dpe+d >0 if 3<d<A

We recall two important quantities linked to (1.1). The mass

(19) MO = [l @) do

and the energy
(1.10)

N N N
E(ul,...,uN):Z/ |Au;|? dz + oy Z/ |Vuj|2d;v+022/ V(2)|u,|? dx
j:1 R4 j:1 R4 j:1 Rd

N
1 _ d_ _ _
+2—pj;bjk / T (a7 ) el = Pl

N
b
3 2 / [l @) (a2 g )| 2] =42 s o

jk=1

N
b
_5 Z /d [|x|7(d7’vz) * (|x|*ﬂ2ﬂkuj)} |I|*P2ukﬂj du.
jk=1"R

The Hartree-Fock system of N-particles is of fundamental interest from a physical
point of view and plays an important role in several models of the mathematical
physics. In fact, in the quantum mechanics it portrays the mean-field limit of large
systems of bosons, i.e. the so-called Bose-Einstein condensates, in view of the self-
interactions of the charged particles. This scenario is considered, for example, in
[14], [26], [29] and references therein. The Hartree-Fock equation was applied in [17]
in order to depict systems of charged fermions as well as an exchange term resulting
from Pauli’s principle and in [28] to describe the fermions as an approximation of
the equation, disregarding the effect of their fermionic nature. Furthermore, the
Hartree-Fock-Choquard system, extensively treated in [37], ensured various other
applications: in [18] for developing models of white dwarfs, for sketching an electron
trapped in its own hole, as exhibited in [6], [7] and in [34], for representing self-
gravitating matter together with quantum entanglement and quantum information
effects. On the other hand, the fourth-order Schrodinger equations were introduced
in [16] to portray dispersion in the propagation of intense laser beams in a medium
with Kerr nonlinearity and successively employed in the theory of motion of a
vortex filament in an incompressible fluid [23], [24], [42] (see also [21] and [22]). Tt
is natural, as a next step, to generalize the model to a higher order one, in our
framework the HFC4 system (1.1), given in a rather general way, which discusses
various equations of motions. In addition, the second issue is to extend the scope
of HFC4 to the short range-potentials. The relevant papers [2] and [3] (see also the
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references inside) suggest also that it is necessary to bound the solutions in some
L?-based spaces, so to show that the evolution initial mixed states remains close to
a (mixed) quasi-free state, evolving according to Hartree-Fock type equations, such
as HFC4 systems. Influenced by this and by [4], [5], our main target is the analysis
of the decay of the solutions to (1.1) in the energy space, which means the decay
of L™-norms of the solutions, provided that 2 < r < 2d/(d — 4), for d > 5, 2 <
r < oo for d = 3,4 and large-data in H2(R?)". Namely, by carrying on the ideas
initiated in [36] and [37] for systems of Schrédinger equations with local and non-
local nonlinearities, we set up the Morawetz action, its tensor counterpart and get
new bilinear Morawetz inequalities for (1.1). A localized version of such inequalities
and a contradiction argument imply the decay of L"-norms of (u;(t, a:))j—vzl, also
when the HFC4 equation is lacking of translation invariance. The decay of the
solution is a strong property of the HFC4 and quickly bears to the asymptotic
completeness if one uses an appropriate reformulation of the theory in [10]. We
move now on the breakthroughs available in our paper. We underline that our
results are new in the whole literature, not only for the HFC4 equations but also
for the fourth-order Hartree-Fock equation (bjr = 0, for all j,k =1,..., N in (1.1)).
For what concerns the fourth-order Schrodinger-Choquard equation

) {0 (87 = 18 4 oV = A(al ) ol el ul?
' u(0,2) = u(z),

with A < 0, that is (1.1) when N =1, 07 = 0 and 09 = 0, we improve to the non-
radial setting the various results available in [10], [41], including also oy =1, d > 3
and oo > 0. Finally, we also enhance to the non-radial framework the scattering
results in [15], because, as underlined in [37], our technique enables us to treat local
and non-local terms in an unified way (see [3]).

Now, we state the first main result of this paper. Namely,

Theorem 1.1. Let be 2 < p < p*(d) and assume (1.2), (1.3), (1.5), (1.7), (1.8)
being satisfied. Then for any (uj70)£1 € H2(RHN | the unique global solution to
(1.1) (u;(t, 2))}2, € C(R, H*(RYN), enjoys:

(1.12) i (¢, )l e ey = 0,

forallj=1,...,N, with2 <r <2d/(d—4), if d>5 and 2 <r < +oo if d = 3,4,
in the following cases
1) /Lfd =3, (bjjaol) 7& (070)7f0r a’llj =1,. -'7N7 (P17P2) = (070) and o9 = 0;
2) Zfd P 57 fOT (p17p2502) # (05070)

The direct consequence of this theorem is the scattering in the energy space.

Theorem 1.2. Let be 2 < p < p*(d), p2.(d) < 2 and assume (1.2), (1.3), (1.5),
(1.6), (1.7), (1.8) being satisfied. Then for any (uj0)i, € H*(RM)N, there ewist
(uat)é-vzl € H*(RY)N such that the solution to (1.1) (u;(t,z)))., € C(R, H*(RH)N),
fulfills

(1.13) lim

t—+oo ’

it(A2—o1Ap+oa V) + _
us(t, ) =B A g )=

forany j=1,...,N, in the following cases
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1) Zfd 2 3) (bjjvgl) 7é (070)5 fO’f’ all.] = 15-'-7N; p> 2; (bap17p2) = (07050)
and oo = 0;
2) if d =5, for p=2 or (p1,p2,02) # (0,0,0).

Remark 1.3 (Decay). The decay of the solutions to (1.1) in L” spaces requires less
restriction on the ranges of the parameters involved in the equation, which is a con-
sequence of the fact that we just need satisfied that (u;(t, )., € C(R, H*(R%)N),
assured by the Proposition 2.4 below. As well, all the covered different cases can
be summarized as follow.
Case 1) Theorem 1.1. Tt embraces the fourth-order Hartree-Fock equation
(with o1 = 1, N > 2, bz = 0), the fourth-order Schrédinger-Choquard
system (bj; # 0, b =0, N > 1), the more general fourth-order HFC4, this
means that the full interaction between the two terms in (1.4) is permitted.
Case 2) Theorem 1.1. It comprehends the fourth-order Hartree-Fock equa-
tion (with o1 > 0), the fourth-order inhomogeneous Schrédinger-Choquard
system (N > 1) and the more general fourth-order inhomogeneous HFC4
equation (N > 2), both in the unperturbed and perturbed by a potential
regime as well as if (p1,p2) # (0,0). Here the space dimension is d > 5
because (1.1) is not translation invariant.

Remark 1.4 (Scattering). The scattering of the solutions to (1.1) in H?(R%) needs
more summability given by the Strichartz norms. This reflect to have more con-
strains on the parameters associated to the equation. Thus, the cases involved are
the following.

Case 1) Theorem 1.2. Tt investigates the fourth-order Schrédinger-Choquard
system only.

Case 2) Theorem 1.2. Tt embraces all the other models itemized in the
previous Remark 1.3.

Surveying the literature, which is not so wide according to our knowledge, we

are unaware of alike results, with the exception of the aforementioned [10] and
[41]. The author prove, in the former, scattering for the solution to (1.1), with
p1 = 0, by using the radial concentration-compactenss method of [20], while in
the latter establishes the radial decay of the solution to (1.1), with p; > 0, and
the corresponding scattering. Additionally, we look to the interaction Morawetz
estimates, which were first displayed for the Hartree-fock equations in the recent
works [9] and [37].
The paper is organized as follows. After the preliminary Section 2, we afford both
the standard and tensor Morawetz inequalities and their localized analogues in
Section 3. Sections 4 and 5 are dedicated to the proofs of the Theorems 1.1 (decay)
and 1.2 (scattering), respectively. The final Section 6 is the Appendix, where an
equivalence result between bilinear and tensor Morawetz identities is acquired.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. We denote by L7 the Lebesgue space L"(R%), with r > 1 and
respectively by W™ and H? the inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces W™ (R?) = (1 —
A)73L"(RY) and H2(RY) = (1 — A)"3L3(RY), with s > 1 (for more details see
[?]). We indicate by BZ(r), the d-dimensional ball centered at z € R?. Moreover,
we set AN = A x --- x A, N-times, for any general set A and integer N > 1. We
also utilize the symbol D, (resp. D,) to unfold the dependence w.r.t. = (resp. y)
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variable of a general differential operator 2. We adopt in the sequel the following
notation: for any two positive real numbers a,b, we write a < b (resp. a 2 b) to
denote a < Cb (resp. Ca > b), with C > 0.

2.2. Inequalities. One can recall from [15], [31], [32], [33], the following

Definition 2.1. An exponent pair (¢,) is biharmonic-admissible, in short (¢,7) €
B,if 2 < q,r < o0, (q,r,d) # (2,00,4), and
4 d d
2.1 4. d_d
We say that (¢',7") € B’ if it is the Holder conjugate of the pair (¢,r) € B.
Aggiungere motivazione

Proposition 2.2. Let be two biharmonic-admissible pairs (q,r), (¢,7) and V as in
(1.3). Then we have, for s = 0,1, that the following estimates

(22) ||A;eit(Ai—UlAm—i-agV)fHLgLT HAS/ i(t—T)(A2—01A, +02V)F( )d
0

LiLg
C(”A;SEfHLi + ||A;F||L?’Li’)7
is fulfilled in the following cases:

a) ford>3,01 >0 and og =0;
b) ford > 5, o1 =0 and o2 # 0.

We retrieve also, for d > 5, the estimates

t
23) [ Aac BTV fl gy 4 HA/ B P (r)dr
0

c <|Axf|L2 FIVaF L, 2+ IV FILQW)
and

(2.4) H(A2 +V)? / e~ ITAHVIP(r)ds
R

< ClIV=FI

d+2 '
L2 LL

It is also useful the following (see [15])

Proposition 2.3. Let be V as in (1.3). For any 1 <r < 0o and 0 < s* < 2, one
gets

es) JenF], slerenEa, s fen®

2.3. Well-posedness in energy space. We summarize some of the well-posedness
results for (1.1), already appeared in [5], [15], [40], [41], which can be obtained by
standard energy method (see Theorem 3.3.9 and Remark 3.3.12 in [10]) and remain
valid for the HFC4 systems. This is done in the following

Proposition 2.4. Assume (1.4) is such as in Theorem (1.1). Then for ujo € HZ,
with j = 1,...,N, there exists a unique global solution (u;)_, € C(R, H*(R4)N)
o (1.1), moreover

(2.6) M (uj)(t) = [lu;(0)]| 2
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and

(27) E(u1 (t), N ,’U,N(t)) = E(u1 (O), N ,’U,N(O)),
with E(uy(t),...,un(t)) as in (1.10).

3. MORAWETZ AND TENSOR MORAWETZ IDENTITIES

The main aim of this section is to provide the Morawetz-type identities and
inequalities. From now on we hide the ¢-variable for easiness, spreading it out only
when it is required. We have

Proposition 3.1 (Morawetz). Let (u;(t,z))}, € C(R, H*(R)™N) be a global so-
lution to the system (1.1), let a = a(x) : R® — R be a sufficiently reqular function
and introduce the j-action given, for any j =1,...,N, by

(3.1) M;(t) =23 /Rd u; (x)Vu,(x) - Va(z) dz

The following identity holds:

N N
(3.2) Z M;(t) = Z (=A3a(z) + 01 A%(x))|uj(2)> 4+ 2A%a ()| Vu; (x)|? dz

—1 JRe

+4Z§R / Vu,(x — o1)a(x) - Va,(z) de

-8 Z R D2u3 z)D?a(x) DT, (z) dx + o9 Z /Rd Va(x) - VV(x)u;(2)|? da
j=1

N

DS b [ ) [ (e ol ) o

p 7,k=1

+% i b /R Va(@) - ¥ [Ja 77 (ol =@« (27 fugl?) ) s (@) de

jk=1

_gbz/ Aa(@)[[al 7 5 (a2 )]l =02 s (1) 2 o

gk 1
2y / Aa(e) [l =) ¢ (|72 f P2 ()7 (@) i
7,k=1
s / Va(@) - 9 [fel = (|~ (<lal ug]2) )| Juj (@) da

7,k=1
—2bZ/ Va(z |x| p2(|x| (d— 72)*(|x|_pzﬂkuj)}uk(x)ﬂj(x)da:,
7,k=1

with 01,09 = 0,1, D?a € Mgxq(RY) is the hessian matriz of a, A?a = A(Aa) and
Ada = A(A%a).
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Proof. We can assume without loosing generality that the solution of (1.1) is smooth
and decaying, switching to the general case by using in a final density argument in
the space C(R, H2(R?)"). Then, an integration by parts implies

N
(3.3) S o.Mt :-22 / Oy (2)[Aa(a)T, () + 2Va(z) - VT, (2)] de
j=1

Jj=1

=2 Z %/]Rd i0wuj(x)[Aa(z)u;(z) + 2Va(z) - Vu;(x)] dw

(3.4) = 223‘3/ ) + o1Au;(x)][(Aa(z)T;(z) + 2Va(z) - Vu,;(x)] dz
_2022§R / [(Aa(x)i;(z) + 2Va(z) - VT, (z)] dx
(3.5) ﬂZw/m ) [~ (= g )]l =4 ()P
7,k=1
(3.6)
—4ijmjimz ) [l =70 s ()= )] ]~ o () 2 () 9 ()
J,k=1
(3.7) ~2b j{jl/’zsa ) [Jof= 9720 (a2 e )| o~ o ()2
7,k=1
-%Z/AaWMW<M%mMmmmum
7,k=1
EORNTS S af@) ||| =72 (2 )] o]~ () VL ()
],k 1

> / Va(a) [l =0 « (o] 22 Ja i () VL, )

7,k=1

By proceeding as in [30] in combination with a further integrations by parts of the
term involving V' (x), we get

N
(3.9) (34) = Z /}Rd(—Aga(x) + 01A%(2))|uj(x)]? + 2A%(x) |V, (z)|* do

N
+4Z/ Vu;(2)D*(A — oy)a(x) - VT, (z) de — SZ D2uj YD?a(x)D*7,(z) d.
j=17R?

+ g Va(x) - VV(x)u;(2)|? da.
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By arguing as in [37] we have

(3.10) (3.5) + (3.6)

N
=23 b [ ala) [l s (ol s ) bl )P

Jik=1

N
(d— _ _ o1
4% b [ V(o) [lal ) (ol ) ol s ) 5V (o)
g, k=1
2(p— 2) +
=S b [ a(w) [l (a7 ) ol g )

p k=1

4N
+5;

Js

by [ a9 ol (1l s (ol al?)) s )P

1

and
(3.11) (3.8)
N
—4 Y ® / V(@) [[2] ) s (ja] 72 ug2)] o] 72 (2) VT (@) da
jh=1 JR?
N
+4b 3" %/ Va(x)[mr(d*w) * (|x|*ﬂzakuj)}|x|fﬂ2u,€(:c)wj(:c) dz
jk=1 YR?
N
=25 3" R [ Va(o)[lal @ s (1] ) o]y o)
jk=1 YR?
N _ _
+2b Z 2%/ |$|—p2|y|—pzva(x)Uk(y)uk(x)vgi(y)uj(x) dady =
= Rd |z — y|d=72

N
GRS / Va(@) - [fe| = (a7 s (o]~ ) |y ()] da

J.k=1

N
—2b > /Rd Va(z) - V{|x|’ﬂ2 (|x|—<d772> % (|x|fp2ﬂkuj))} |2 g ()T, (2) de.

J,k=1

Finally, by taking into account (3.9), (3.10), (3.11), the identity (3.3) gives rise to
(3.2). O

By an application of the above lemma, we can now go over to the proof of the
tensor Morawetz identities. More precisely, we have

Lemma 3.2 (Tensor Morawetz). Assumed > 3 and let (u;(t,z))}., € C(R, H*(R")V)
be a global solution to system (1.1). Further, let us denote by z; ¢(x,y) = uj(x)u(y),
a(xz,y) = |x —y| and set the j,{-tensor action

(312)  M,u(t) = 2%/

- m(% y)(vwv Vy)ijg(CL', y) ’ (vwv Vy)a(w, y) dxdy.
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Then the following inequality holds:

N
(3.13) S K400
Jb=
N 1
- 2;;1 /de (E@,y) + o1 Aza(@, y)lu; (2)ue(y) ) dady

N
=37 [ Al [Jl 7 e fal a)) ol fy ))? y
3.4k

+R(1),
with Ejk =4b,i(p — 2)/p,
A2a(a,y)V. |y (@) PV, lu ), i d >3,
(B14) ey =
—da(@,y)u@Pluew) i A5
and
(3.15) R(1)
N
=20, 3" [ Vaale) TV @y )Pl ey
j,f:1 R2d
N
+37 b [ Vaaw) - Tl [l ¢ a2 s @l )Pl P oy
7.k,
N
w20 > [ Fatay) - Tlol [l (ol )] g0 Pusw)? dody
Gk =1

N
=Y / Va(e,y) - Va7 o]0« (2l 2 Tyu) [k (@) (@) ue () dady.
k=1 B3

Proof. As before, we prove the identities for a smooth, decaying solution to (1.1).
First, we observe that,

(3.16)  i0zje(w,y) + (AL, — 0hay)zje(z,y) = —(V(@) + V(y)u; (@)ue(y)

N N
= Fluj (@), ur(@))ue(y) — > Fluely), ue(y))u;(z),
k=1 k=1
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with AS =A%+ AS for s = 1,2. Then, we differentiate the tensor action w.r.t.
time Varlable achlevmg

(3.17) Mio(t)

=2 [ 0020l B0 5,) + AV, T Jalen) - (Vo V)5 da

— 2R » (A2 zie(x,y) — 0180y 250(2, ) [(Ag yalz, y)Zj (2, y)] dady

+4R /R g (A2 zie(x,y) — 0180y 25.0(2, )] [(Va, Vy)a(z, y) - (Va, Vy)Zje(x,y)] dody
NP () + N () + NYy(1),

where, by the identity (3.16) and after exploiting the symmetry of a(z,y) in com-
bination with the Fubini’s Theorem, we have

N
(3.18) Z N,(t)
7,4=1
N
— =13 b (el [l ¢ ol )] o) )P
7,k =1

—2RVza(e) o]~ ¢ (fa] mm} a7y @)y () VT (@) e ()| dody )

(3.19) > Ni(t)

Jil=1

— Y R At 2) 2l =17 s (jal =02 un?) |2l =02 [u; () e () dardy
JH 1 /R

Y [, vl [l s ol ) ol o) ) s 0

Jkl 1

oY R [, ) [l s ol ) ol @) 9 o)) P ey

Jkl 1

Y / Vaa(@) ol 7« (o]~ Teu) ol = (0) VL () e (y) [ dody
7,k =1

and

(3.20) NV (t)

——or YR [ V@ @)l(Asales) ) + 25 cala ) - V.5 @) P dody.
7,4=1
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Bilaplacian’s terms. We start by handling the terms in (3.16) involving A2 |
apply (3.2) (see [30] and [36]), then the Fubini’s Theorem allows us to write

(3.21) L(t) =2 Z 3“3/ AL 2@ y)(Aayale, y)Zj.0(x,y)] dedy

7,4=1

YR / A2 @)V ¥ )ala.y) - (V. V)%, o) dady
7,4=1

N
=23 [, ALl (Vs T lue )+ 2V 0 el oy
b=

8 Z R dev Uj )D?CAUEG‘(I’y)vmﬂj(iﬂ)hu(y”z dady
Jj.l=1

163 R / D2uj(x) D2a(z, y) D2 () us(y) | dudy,

7,4=1

where in the third line of the above (3.21) we applied the identity
a /2d Aia(x7 y)luj ($)|2|Uz(y)|2 dxdy =
R

(3.22)
R2d

Let us exploit the fact that a(x,y) = |z — y|. We achieve

d—1 it d>2

lz—yl
(3.23) Agle —y| =
Cl(sm:y if d= 1,
) i d>4
(3.24) Afle —y| =
—Cg&mzy if d=3
and
WL it d>6
(3.25) Al —y| =

Cg5z:y, lf d = 5,

for some ¢y, ca,c3 > 0. Furthermore, if one sets Viif = Vf — (v Vf)v/|v]?,

v € RY, it fulfills

_ d—1
320) DD —ylDiny(e) > (T ITu(e) - Vi u(o)P

for d > 2 (we refer to [27]) and
(3.27)

Vmu(x)DiAiLr —y|V.a(r) = -

11

. We

for
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(see [30] for more details). We have also, by the Fourier transform and Plancherel’s
identity, that

(3.28) Z/ A2a(a, y)Valu; (@) PV, lue(y) 2 dady

J,=1

N
— (A, Z uj (@), (~A2) T A Y Jue(@)? | <0,

Jl=1 J=1

for any d > 1. Finally, By gathering (3.26), (3.27), (3.28) and (3.21) we attain
I(t) <0.

Laplacian’s terms. We will consider the terms involving A, ,. The approach of
[12], [36] and the Fubini’s Theorem, bring to

320)  0=-23 R [ Ay ) (Beyole )5 ) doly
7,4=1

43 Ly A )2V )atan) - (V)% )] dacy
7,4=1

N
=2 Z /de AZa(z,y)|u; (@) [ue(y)|* dady
=

(3.30) —d0y Z R RMV 2uj () D2 a(, y) Vo T, () |u(y)|? dedy
gE 1
(3.31) —4oy Z s RMV yue(Y) D2y a(z, y) Vo (y) ug (@) dedy
7,4=1
632 480 3 / )V s (2)) D2, a, ) (W@ )V yue(y) dedy.
7.4=1

One can verifies that (see Lemma 6.1, we refer also to [37])

(3.33) (3.30) + (3.31) + (3.32)

= oy [ (D20l ~ )Ty + Gy D200 = 4iGe) dady.

where

Hjé = Uj(t,.’L')Vij(t,y) + kuf(tax)uf(tvy)u
Gje == u;(t,z)Vyue(t,y) — Vau;(t, x)u(t,y

~—

Thus, since a(x,y) is a convex function satisfying (3.24), one gets the chain of
inequalities

(3.34) Lt) <2 Z / A2a(x,y) uj ()] |ue(y))? dedy < 0.

J,4=1
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Nonlinear terms. We will start by treating the term /\/]p ,(t). We have in fact
(3.35) N7,(t)

N
=2 (—bjk |, sl [l ()] oy ) )y
k=1
8b; _ (d— -
+=2 | Faalwy) - V(a7 [Jal =4 « (o] plmm})|uj<x>|p|w<y>|2dxdy),
R2d

where Ejk is as in (3.13). We notice also that, by means of

r—y
3.36 Vza T, Y) = 17—
(3.36) () = 1y
we can handle the last term in (3.35) as
(3.37)
N
(= 9) - (@ = 2w @Plax@P |y
* dzdyd
ng_(k / gl s () dadydz
8b;
2 [ ) Vel [l ol ) s ) )y
R2
N
Lo [ a7y
= > <§bjk/RZdmmj(xﬂpwk(zﬂp[@(x,z)da:dz
g,k 0=1
8b; - —(d— _
+= 2 [ Vealn,y) - Falal 7 (o] (a7 )| |uj<:c>|P|w<y>|2dxdy),
R

with b7, = —8bjx(d — 71)/p and where

I o o M b= e L

lz—yl |2y

Then, the inequality

(3.39) (x—@~<x_y Z‘”)

=yl [z -y
|z —y|+ |2~y
—<|x—y||z—y|—(x—y)-(z—y»(— >0,
lz—yllz—yl )~
enhances to

(3.40) inf  Ky(z,z) > 0.

(2.y) R

By gathering the above (3.40) with (3.37) we obtain then, for any ¢t € R,

N
(3.41) >N
=1
N ~
< - Z (bjk /RM Aza(x,y) {|$|_(d_”) * (|w|_p1|uk(:1c)|p)} || 7P g () [P e (y)]
k=1

8b,
=2l y) - Valal 7 o~ (ol (@)1F)] g ) )] dxdy> .
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We consider now the term

N
(3.42) > Ni(t)

Jt=1

= —28(d — ¥ Z/ g i ] (%(I,I)%(Z,Z)—|%(I,Z)|2)Kg($,2’)d$dy

|;[; — zld Yy2+2

oy / Vaoa(@) - Valo] = {2707 s (jal =02 ui )| [u; (@) ue(y) [ dady

],kf 1

Y / Vea(@) - Voo {2l =7 s (jal ;) [un (@)1 (2) e () dady,

7,k =1

with K (z,z) as in (3.38) and

N
(3.43) w(x,z) = Zuj(x)ﬂj(z), »(x) = x(x, x).

=1
The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality bears to the bound |n(z, 2)|? < s¢(x)(z), for any
x,y € R% This fact and (3.40), imply

N

(3.44) > Nie(t)

J4=1

<w 'y [ V) Dl [Jal ) )] b o) P9

jkf 1

~2b / Vea(@) - Voo 2~ s (jal *a5u;) | ua (@), (2) e ()| dady.
7,k =1

Finally we consider IV, ]Yé(t). An easy calculations yields
(3.45) > N0

=207 Z 5y Vo V(@) |uy (@) ue(y) [ dady.

7,4=1
By combining now (3.22), (3.34), (3.41), (3.44) and (3.45), we attain the inequality
(3.13). O
We need also the following

Corollary 3.3. Assumed > 5 and let V : R? — R be a function satisfying (1.2).
If (uj(t, )y € C(R, H2(RY)N) be a global solution to system (1.1) and a(x,0) =
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a(x), then it holds that,

N
(3.40) S0 <Y [ (A% + o1 8%y o) do

j=1 j=1

alx) - J/'U‘.’L'sz
+2;/Rdv<>vv<>m>|d

251 al —(d— - -
_ A (d—~1) P1 P Py, . Pd
> o e [ a@) [l s« ol ) ol s o) o

2b
52 Z/ Aa(z |a:| (d=72) s (o] 772 |ug )}|113| P2 |uj(x)|? dx

217[32

d—1
7,

with B1 = (p—2)(d — 1) +2p1 and B2 =d — 1+ 2ps.

_|_

/ Aa(@)[[al 7« (|2~ T,)| o)~ un (o), (@) da
k=1

Proof. Let us directly apply the Morawetz identity (3.2) discarding some negative
terms. We observe first that

N
(3.47) Z /Rd(—Aga(x) +01A%(x))|uj(z)|* dr <0

from (3.24) and (3.25). Then we get

N
b 2) 2l 77 (|2 =4 s (jal = fun ) )| Jus @)1 da
J,k=
N
4 _ (d— _
2 2 b / Va(a) - V|27 (o700« (o]~ i)l (@) e
7,k=1
N
2(p—2) d—1 (d— _ _
-2 b [ S [l s ] @) ol @) d
i P R |7
4b
Z 2 [ ol ] ol ) s o)
N
O A z
#3300 [ o @ e ) (1 - ) e
N
2ﬁ1 / — —(d— _
ekt b Aalz) 12172 (121~ @=7) s« (|| =P | |P w;(2)|P da,
(d_l)pj; ot [ Aa(a) [l (o (ot~ ) ) [y )]

wieh b7, as in (3.37) and where the last inequality is obtained by (3.39). Then we
can manage in the same way the last four terms in (3.2). In addition the first two
terms are non-negative because of (3.26) and (3.27), which are still fulfilled with
y = 0. This guarantees the proof of the corollary. O
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The direct consequence of Proposition (2.4), Lemma (3.2) and Corollary (3.3)
are the linear and nonlinear Morawetz estimates localized on the space-time slabs
R x B¢(r). We have

Proposition 3.4. Assume d > 3, p > 2, (bj;,01) # (0,0), for all j =1,...,N,
and (p1, p2,02) = (0,0,0). Let (u;)N., € C(R, H*(RY)N) be as in Proposition 2.4.
Then, selecting a(z,y) = |v —y|, 7 > 0 and T € R?, one retreives the following
localized estimates. For d > 4,

(3.48) Z b]k/ sup/ ;i (t, ) [P |Jue(t, y) 2 |ur(t, 2) P dedydzdt
BY(r)3

Jikd=1 R zeR?
N

N
o 30 [ s [ )Pt dadydt < €3 ol
J=1 zeR?e J B (r)? =1

)

where Ejk =4bji(p — 2)/p. Ford=3,

N
(3.49) Z gjk/sup/ [uj(t, 2)|Plue(t, z)|* lug(t, 2) | dedzdt
R B2(r)?

j =1 Z€R

+o1 Z / sup/3 luj(t, ) |*|ue(t, 2)|? dedt < CZHUJOHH2
B

3
=1 R Z€R j=1

Proof. We treat the general frame d > 3. The interaction inequality (3.13) and the
fact that R(t) = 0 bear to

N

(3.50) D M(t)
je=1
N
$23° [ A2ale)(Velus @P T, lusw) + 01l o) Plus(w)?) dody

N
~ 1
= bk - Aga(z, y)m% (@) Plue(y) | Jur (2) [P dxdydz,

where in the second line we used the first in (3.14). This implies, after integrating
in time over the interval J = [t1,t2] with ¢1,¢> € R and looking at (3.23), (3.24),

(3.51) Zsupw]e )z 2012/ - N2a(a,y)lus () uey) P dedyds

7. l=1

1
+ Z byk/ Aza(%y)m|uj($)|p|ul(y)|2|uk(z)|p dzdydzdt.

itk R3d
Both the inequalities (3.48) and s(3.49) follow finally from the bounds

1 1 1 1
(3.52) inf (——> inf ( > >1,
z,y,zeBé(r le —y|" |z -yl cwzeBi) \Jz —y Tz — 9]

N
(3.53) Z supIMge IS Z SupHV ull7e ez S lujollie,
j=1

3516 Jll
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once one lets 1 — —oo and ty — oo. O
We have also

Proposition 3.5. Assume d > 5, p =2 or (p1, p2,02) # (0,0,0). Let (u;)}_, €
C(R, HX(RY)N) be as in Proposition 2.4. Then, selecting a(z,y) = |z —y|, r > 0
and & € R, one gets the following localized estimates. For d > 6

(3.54) / sup / i (£, 2) P (£, ) [ dardydt < cZnumnm,
ji=1/REER S BY(r =
Ford=25,
(3.55) /sup/ [ (t, ) [*|ue(t, z)|? dedt < CZHuJ,oHHz
]Z 1 R Z€R Bs Jj=1

Proof. By (3.13) and removing the non-positive terms appearing in (3.50) we can
write

(3.56) Z Mye(t) <2 Z / (e, )y () Plue () daedy + R (1),

7,0=1 7,=1

where we applied now the second in (3.14). Then because of (3.23), (3.24), indeed
one attains

(3.57) /|’R )| dt + Z sup|MJ,

]Zl

N
zZ Y Aza(z, y)lu; (@) lue(y)|? dedydt,
J ]R2d

jl=1
with J as above. It turns up also, by (3.36) and V,a(z,y) < 1, that

(3.58) / IR(t)| dt

<2ozz/ IV (@)l () e ()2 ddy

J,=1

D L [l s e o) g o) 0 iyt

7,k 2
2y L5 o ([l ) ) ) Pl o)
e d=1 2d :E|
= [laf= @)« <|x|*ﬂ2ﬂku->} |x|*ﬂzuk<x>ﬂ-<x>|ue<y>|2) dadydt
(3:59) >3 sup | M (1) . S S usol

],Zl Jj=1

where the inequalities in the last line are achieved by (3.46) and (3.1). The above
estimate combined with (3.57), (3.25) and the bounds (3.52), (3.53) guarantees
(3.54) and (3.55). O
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4. DECAY IN ENERGY SPACE: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The proof of the main theorem concerning the dacay of the solutions to HFC4
equations in the energy space is given in this section.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We prove (1.12) for a suitable 2 < r < 2d/(d — 4) if
d>5 (for 2 <r < 400, if d = 3,4), the result for the general case will follow by
the conservation of mass (2.6), the kinetic energy (2.7) and interpolation. We want
to prove then

(4.1) im ||Uj(t)||Ljd% =0,
for all j = 1,..., N. Moreover we focus on forward times only, because the back-

wards can be managed similarly. Assume that (4.1) does not hold (see [8] and [44]).
Hence we can find a sequence {t,,} with ¢, — +o0c and a § > 0 such that

(4.2) inf ||u; (tn, )| 2a+a =,
n L, d

for some j € {1,..., N}. The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [38])

4

2d44 d )
@3 ol 5 (500 lalzeqmsion ) sl

L, zeR
allows us to say that there exists x,, € R and a €y > 0 such that
(4.4) inf {|u; (tn, @)l 282, (1)) = €o0-
Fix a cut-off function ¢(z) € C§°(R?), so as ¢(z) = 1 for BE(1) and ¢(z) = 0 for
r ¢ BZ(2). Then by choosing a(z) = ¢(z — z,,) we get from the relation
Oelus)® = —2VoS (W Va(Ag — 01)uj) + 2VoS (Va1 Diuy)
the following

d

3 L, 0 = w)lu (e ) e

So

/]Rd Veo(r — 20)S(Vau,(t, 2)u,(t, x))dx

+ Agop(r — x0)S(Apu,(t, x)u,;(t, z))dx| +

Rd

+ / V(@ — 20)S(Dot (t, ) Vo (¢, 2))de
Rd

S suplu; (£, @) -

Consequently, the fundamental theorem of calculus implies

(4.5) < Clwy — wal,

[ ota = slustwn oo~ [ oo w)lujwn,0)Pds
Rd R4

fora C >0 independent by n. Choosing w, = t, and wy = t, + t*, with t* > 0,
we infer

(4.6) / o(x — mp)|uj(ty +t*, 2)|*dr > / o(x — m) |uj(tn, v)|*dr — Ct*,
R4 Rd

which reads, since the support property of ¢,

(4.7) / luj(t, +t*, x)2de > / |uj(tn,z)|*dx — Ct*.
B, (2) Bg, (1)
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By the previous estimates and (4.4), we inherit
(4.8) llu; &, @)l 2(a(2)) 2 €1,

with &1 > 0, for all ¢ € (¢,,t, + t*), provided that ¢* > 0 is suitable small in order
also to come by the time intervals disjoint. Furthermore, by means of the lower
bound (4.8) we have

N
. . 2 2
(4.9) inf te(tﬁfw*);:l i ()22 (Ba (2 | < €1 >0

n

Let us now complete the proof by distinguishing several different cases.

Let be d > 3, p > 2, (bjj,01) # (0,0), for all j = 1,...,N, (p1,p2) = (0,0) and
09 = 0.
Case d = 4. We carry out, by Holder inequality and (4.9),

N
S B [ s [ gt Plust ) Pluae, <) dodydzds
ket R #cR? J BZ(2)3

N
+o1 Z sup luj(t, ) |ue(t,y)|? dedydzdt
R BY(r)?

j=1 /R ZER?

2p+2

- 2
> infgjj/ / luj(t,z)* dx dt—|—01/ / luj(t,z)*dx | dt
J R \/BE, (2) R \/Bg, (2)

tp+t*
R Z/ (e +oel)dt 2y (€ + oued) = o,
n Jin n

which is in contradiction with (3.48).

Case d = 3. Arguing in a similar manner as aforesaid, by an application of the
Hoélder inequality, one obtain the inequality

N
Z E]k/ sup/ | (t, ) [P ue(t, z) | |ur(t, 2)|P dedzdt
R B(2)?

ik t=1 ZER?
N
+or Yy / sup/ | (t, ) [ ug(t, 2)|? dadt
j=1 /R TERL S BI(r)

>3 (3 1 o1et) = oo,

n

which denies (3.49).

Let be pP= 2 o0r (plap2701) 3& (05070)
Case d > 5. We will focus on d > 6 and utilize Proposition 3.5. Then it is possible
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to accomplish

N
S> [ s [ st udt) dedyde
R B4(2)2

j=17/R ZER?
N

tn+t*
2SS [ [ sttt dedys
=1 n Jtn Bi, (2)?
tntt*
ZZ/ E%dt:Zt*a%dtzoo,
n tn n

which is in conflict with (3.54). We skip the case d = 5 because it can be arranged
alike by taking advantage of (3.55). Hence the proof is now complete.

5. SCATTERING FOR THE HFC4

We want to prove Theorem 1.2. We acquire first the essential space-time summa-
bility for the solutions to (1.1), then we display the scattering. We have the following

Lemma 5.1. Assume (u;)}; € C(R, H?RYN) as in Theorem 1.2. We have
(5.1) (uj)jo1 € LI(R, W2 (R)Y),
for every pair (q,r) € B.
Proof. We consider the integral operator associated to (1.1), that is
N N t
(5.2) Zuj(t) = eitA”uj10 + Z /0 ei(t_T)(Ai_UlAm"'Uzv)]:(T, uj, ug)dr,
j=1 jik=1

moreover, for ty > 0 we introduce the auxiliary spaces

(5.3) lullx,,, ., = S {llullm<<to,oo>,L;>} )
(5.0 ey = 118 {2 002}

Let us start by dealing with p > 2, (b;j,01) # (0,0), for all j = 1,...,N and
(p1,p2) = (0,0). We will restrict to d > 3 if p > 2 and b = 0,02 = 0, otherwise to
d>b5.

In order to get the property (5.1), we choose now (g}, 7)) so that

(5.5) (q1,71) == ( ° 2dp ) eB

dp—d—v"d+m
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In this way, Strichartz estimates (2.2), Holder and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev in-
equalities bring to

1 N
(5.6) SIS baeas ([l s funl ] s 2 )
s=0 ||j,k=1 Rirg o)
1 N
S| 20 bakan ([l sl g )
$=0 J|la:k=1 L% ((to,00), L)
1 N
SIS bl azusl o llusll? o g 1272
s=0 ||j,k=1 qul((t(,,oo))
1 N
D ba‘k“ﬂ?lf(d”l) *Ailwlp}luﬂpdw
s=0 ||j,k=1

A
L9 ((to,00),Lz")

1 N
2 —1 1
S ;J;lb wo el g 15 r + IAG el o el llusl L% (to.00))

1 N
s 2p—2
SO |zl s B2

s=0 j,k=1

L9 ((t0,00))

Here we utlized the estimate given in [25], that is, if ¥ > 1, then for 1 < r1,7r2 < 00
and 1 <7r; <

(5.7) 1A (ful" W)L, S lullfplAsullz,  — = n

We take 01 = (q1 — ¢1)/(2pq} — 2¢}). Direct calculations unveil that
1 _2p-D6+1 . (Zp—Dg—a

) 1
¢ ¢ (2p - 2)q}

and 6 € (0,1) by virtue of (1.5), (1.6). Accordingly, the last term of the inequality
(5.6) is not greater than

1 N

s (2p—2)(1—-6 2p—2)6

(5:8) ST |1asunl g g Z 0 g B
k=

L9((t
5=0 j,k=1 ((to,00))

N
(2p—2)(1—-6 2p—2)6
< 2 [0 Ayl Bl 2N = Ay

Jk=1
2 2 1 0 2. 2)0
S sw ||ug||Liitooz’n = Aauiz b - Ao A2
1 0000 et L ((t0,00))
j=1,....N ’
(2p—2)01+1
2p—2)(1—01)
S swp g P AN (Zn (1= Al s tle)) :
Jj=1,....N

where in the second inequality we used the Sobolev embedding and the fact that
A, /(1 = A,) is a pseudodifferential operator of order 0, wihch is L”-bounded, for
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1 <r < oo. We single out (g5,75) by taking p = 2 in (5.5), that is

8 4d
) = 5 7 637
(22,72) <d—71 d—f—%)

hence we get, analogously as above,

5 55 ([ s = ) )

5=0 j,k=1 (f0-22)
1 N
s —(d—2) 2 s — —(d=2) 4 T
S35 p|as ([l sl = [l e [y
s=0 j,k=1
1 N
SO s sl |,
5=0 j,k=1 ((t0,00)
< 3 [0 - Al
L2 ((to,00))
J,k=1
20541
2(1—62)
695 s Il (Z 101 = Akl e 2 z>> ,
where 02 = (g2 — ¢5)/24¢5 € (0,1) and such that
120, +1
5 g

An use of (5.6), (5.8) and (5.9) leads to

(5.10) ZH (1= As)ujllxiy ) S Z l[wjoll sz

7j=1
(2p—2)61 +1
2p—2)(1—01)
+ sl G0 <Z 101 = Ayl x,,, m)>
j=1,....N
2605+1
1 02)
+ Slup HU’JHLOO((tooo r2 (Z [(1—A ukHX(to oo)> )
j=1,...,

with

togﬁlm (||uj||Loo((to,oo),L;1) + ||uj||Loo((to,oo),L;2)) =0,
for any 5 = 1,..., N, by Theorem 1.1. Then, picking up to sufficiently large
we earn (u;)N.; € L7((to,+00), W2"(R)N). As well, one can infer (u;)l, €
L7 ((—o0, —to), W (R?)") and in conclusion, by continuity we have (u;)Y, €
LI(R, W2 (RHN).

Let us manage d > 5, for p = 2 or (p1, p2,02) # (0,0,0).

We choose now the biharmonic-admissible pairs

8p 2dp )
5.11 ,3) 1= ! ’
( ) (CIB 3) (dp_d_fyl+2p1 d+'-)/1_2p1
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8(2p— 1) 2d(2p — 1) )
5.12 1) = ,
(5:12) (a1, (d(2p—1)—(d+4+2’71—4p1) d+ 4+ 2y, —4p,

and

8(2p—1) 2d(2p — 1) )
5.13 = '
(5.13) (g5,75) (d@p_n_(d+6+2~y1—4p1)’d+6+2”y1—4p1

Again we have similarly as above, for i = 3,4, 5,

d—4 1 1 11 1

.14 —_— —
(5.14) 2d <Ti<2’ 7“4’7“5>d7

with the last inequalities valid for d > 5 and (2p — 1)¢; > ¢; which is equivalent to
1

L
q ~ 2p

always satisfied by means of (1.5), (1.6) and (1.7). Additionally, if we pick up
suitable ¢; > 0 such that ¢; — 0, we get by a continuity argument that

1 1 1 €1 1 1 de;

5.16 S - SR -
( ) ri(ei) rite T T ri(r; £ €)’ ql-i(ei) g Ari(r te)’

(5.15)

i
fulfill the same bounds as in (5.14) and (5.15). We pursue by taking b = 0 and con-
centrating on the inhomogeneous Choquard-term in the nonlinearity (1.4). Namely,

due to the Strichartz estimates (2.2), (2.3) and structure the space X, o) We can
write

N
(5.17) SN = An)(u; - eit(Ai_UlA””zv)ug‘,O)||X<t0,oo)
j=1
1 N
SIS b ([l (= A )| ]~ g 2 )
s=0 [|4,k=1 Kirgoo)
1 N
DD v ([Ja ) s (al = )l = A% (s ) )
s=0 ||4,k=1 Kirgoo)
1| D2 b ([l 7 (Tl )] ol =2 )
k=l L2 ((t0.00).L57)

by ([l 5 (Tl )] ] s 2 d
L 2

| 20
L2((to,00),L4T")

N
k=
N r
U b ([l s ()= )| T~ g 25
> V|
N
=

N
+ Z bjk([|x|f(d7'n) * (|:1:|’P1|uk|p)}Vm|x|”)1|uj|p*2uj)
k=

L2 %
((thoO)vLI )
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At this point we note that

(5.18) 1l % ey < Null o ctrzicny 1l %0, o ta1513)
[[ul 2a <l 24 + [ull 24 )
L2((to,00),LiT?) L2((to,00), L T2 ({|2]<1})) L2((to,00), L T2 ({|2[>1}))
||U||L2((t 2 Sl 24 +llull 24
0,00),Lz"") L2((to,00), Lz ({|z[<1})) L2((to,00),La"" ({|z|>1}))
and’
. .
5.19) || HL;(|m|<1) < +oo if ap <d,
e La(a|>1) < T it apy > d.

O

Thus we get, by proceeding as in the proof of (5.10) and applying (5.16), (5.18),
(5.19), that the second term of (5.17) is not greater than

(2p—2)65 +1
(2p—2)(1—6F
(5.20) supluy | ! (ZII 1= A )urlxg,. oo)>

j=1,...,.N Lo ((to,00),Ly2
(2p—2)05 +1
(2p—2)(1-03)
+ sup |[u| E (1= Ag)urll x4y
j=1,....N ’ L°°((t0,oo), 2 o)

N (2p—2)0F +1
(2p-2)(1-6]) Va 1
+ sup |luy S e (- A

j=1,.,.N Lo ((to,00), Lyt ) \iy 11 (1 — Az) Xty o)

N - (2p—2)0; +1
+ sup  fluyl| P00 <Z YT (1-A,) Py )
_swp > .
(tg,o0)

j=1,..., Lo°((tg,00)

2p—2)(1-6;
+osup ] P00

+
j=1,.sN L% ((to,00),Li? ) (

2p—2)(1-6,
_|_‘ sup ||uj||(17 )( 4)7 <

v (2p—2)07 +1
7I(1 — Am)%u;~C )
X(tg,00)

j=1,..,N Lo°((t0,00),Ly7 )

ERE

. (2p—2)05 +1
— (11— Am)%uk )
X(tg.00)

(2p—2)0; +1
(2p—2)(1—6;
<Z sup._fug |72 (an— uknx(t(,m))

=1 N Lo (t000) L

(2p—2)0; +1
(2p—2)(
- sup s> (Z ukllx%m))
000)

i= 3]7 k=

'The embedding
lull aa, Sl g,
Ly " ({l=[<1}) ({\x\<1})
shows that we need the pair (¢s5,75) only in the region |z| > 1. Anyway we do not pursue this
approach for the aim of simplicity.
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with §F = (ql ¢)/(2pg/E —2¢*) € (0,1), where we made an use of the fact that
V./(1—Ay)% isa pseudo differential operator of order 0? together with the natural
embedding W2" C WL". Let us take into account the Hartree-Fock nonlinear term,
that is when b > 0. Let us pick up for the purpose the biharmonic-admissible pairs

16 4d
5.21 ) = ) )
(5:21) (46, 70) (d—72+2/)2 d+72—2p2>

5 22) ( ) ( 24 6d )
. , 7)) = )
A 2 — (4+ 272 —4p2) d+ 4+ 27 — dps

and

24 6d
5.23 ,T8) = ’ '
(5.23) (g5, 75) <2d—(6+272—4p2) d+6+272—4p2>

By arguing in like manner as above we get the extra terms

s 20 +1
2(1-6;
(524) Z ) SupN ”u]” ( (to (Z H 1- uk”X(tO ao))

i=6 = L ((tg,00)

20, +1
2(1-67)
+Z sup \UJH <Z (1= Ag)ugllx,. m)> )

GJ_ """ (( 0,00 ))

with 8 € (0,1) defined as above. Coupling (5.17), (5.20) and (5.24) we arrive at

7 2 _o1A,+o
(5.25) ZH 1= Ag)(uy — et Bem BtV )

(2p—2)0; +1
2p—2)(1— 9
<Z sup |5 (an— uknx(w)

i= 3.7* > ((to,00) )Lz

5 (2p—2)0; +1
(2p-2)(1-67)
+Z sup HUJH " (Z H 1 - uk”X(tO co))

i—g J=1,.. Lo ((tg,00), L
20 +1
2(1-0;
+Z sup IIUJII ZII (1= Az)url x(y )
o i=l.., Lo ((to,00), Ly’

8 20, +1
2(1-6;
+Z sup HUJH (Z 1_ uk”X(tO co))
LN 2 ((tg,00), L

i= 6]_1 k

where
8

R o (1 o gl )=
0—+oo i=3 Loo((t()woo)szl ) L”((to,oo),Lwl )

forany j = 1,..., N, by Theorem 1.1. This leads again to (u;)}_, € LY(R, W2 (RH)N).
This ends the proof of the Lemma.

2Notice that one has the operators identity
Vaz Vg |V

1-Az Vel —naynz’
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. We exploit the proof of Theorem 1.2 covering all the differ-
ent cases in a unified fashion. We start by writing u(t) = e~"*2=u(t) and getting
then from (5.2)

N N to
> (y(te) —ui(t) =i Y / e A (AL — 01 Ay + 02V)F (7, uy, uk)dr.
j=1 Gk=1"t

An use of the Strichartz estimates (2.2), (2.3), (2.4) along with with (2.5) infer

N t
(5.26) ’ eiiT(Ai*UlAIJ“”V)]:(T, uj, ug)dT
Gk=1 HZ
N to
Z A + ooV) %/ e‘iT(Ai_alA”"’”zv)f(T,uj,uk)dT
Gk= t1 L2
N to
+ Z / e_iT(Ai_‘”A”""TZV)]:(T, uj, up)dr
k=1 1"10 L3
1 N
SN s ([l a7 fael?) | 7 g2 )
s=0 ||j,k=1 Reetm)
1 N
oINS b ([Jal = s (Va0 )| 9l g 2 )
I L2((t1,12),L777)
1 N
530 | 0 Ar([le I s a7 a2l )
s=0 ||4,k=1 Ry,
1 N
53| 20 s ([l o] 2] )
s=0 ||j,k=1 Ry,
1 N i
tpob D | 0 ([lel= ) (a2 )| Vil ;)
s=0lk=1 ' L2((t1,12),L777)
1 N )
o0 D0 ([l (T ol Ty | Vel )
0l ‘ L2((t1 1), 577
1 N .
b D {| 0 ([l (Tl 2 )| Wl 2y
s=0 ||j,k=1 N L2((t1,t2),L§%)

1 N
a3 || 3 ([l (V2 3l )

= iy — _2d
=0 ||a:k=1 L2((t1,t2), LITT)
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Then it is sufficient to show that
N
i S () = @ () e =0,
Jj=1
which is guaranteeed by (5.26) once
N
35 (e )
odim 3 b 5 [ ) [ | T

N
— i b ([l (Tl )] Pl s )|

t1,la—00
J k=1

N
= dim S A ({lel = <ol 72 il 270 )

t1,ta—00
7,k=1

t1,ta—00

N
= lim Z HA?E(“M_M—W) * |:E|_pzﬂkuj} |:E|_p2uk> H _
j k=1

N _
=, dim S | ([lal =2 (T2 2 )| Vo)
tl,t2—>oo J
J,k=1
N -
= im0 | ([l s (7l T | Vi)
jk=1
N _
. —(d— 1— — 2 —
=, lim__ _kZIH([m (@92) s (V102 g )] V|72
J1 =

N
=, m S ([l (el Vel )|
j k=1

t1 ,tg — 00

24
L2((t1,t2), L)

_2d_
L2((t1,t2),La )
HX(H,Q)
X(tl’t2)

_2d_
L2((t1,t2),La 7))

_2d_
L2((t1,t2),La 7))

2d
L2((t1,t2), Lo

:O,

for s = 0,1 and that can be readily performed following the same lines of the proof

of Lemma 5.1. Then the proof of the theorem is completed.

6. APPENDIX

d

In this section we shall present an abstract result of independent interest. We
will prove the equivalence between the classical interaction Morawetz estimates
and the tensor Morawetz estimates, appeared systematically in the papers [11] and
[12]. This result is in fact employed in Section 3 (identity (3.29)) and could be
useful in order to switch from one to another setting making the bilinear Morawetz

inequalities a flexible tool.
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Lemma 6.1. Let be z; ¢(x,y) as in Lemma 3.2. Then one has the following identity

(6.1) 2% /R By ) (D yale, )70, y)] dedy
(6.2) +4R /R2d Agyzio(@, ) [(Va, Vy)a(z, y) - (Va, Vy)Z.0(x,y)] dudy
- ‘2/R2d AZa(z, y) u; (@) lue(y) | dudy

_4 /R Vs () D2, 0, y) Vot o) s () iy

4 /R 3 Vyue(y) D2, a(z, y) Ve (y)|ue(z)|* dedy

= Q/RM Ala(z, y)|uj () |ue(y)]? dady

—4 /R?d VmUj(I)Diya(a:, y)Vmﬂj(I)|uz(y)|2 dxdy

4 /R 3 Vyue(y) D2, a(z, y) Ve (y)|ue(z)|? dedy

=2 /de A2a(x, y)|uj (@) |ue(y)|? dody

—4 /R y Vou;(x) D2, a(z, y) VT (x) ue(y)? dody

—4 /R?d Vyue(y)chya(x,y)vym(y”ug(x”z dady

—8 / S (U (2)Vaus (2)) D2, a(z, y)SWe(y) Vyue(y)) dudy.
R2d

Proof. A computation of A, ,z; ¢(x,y) yields

(6.3) (6.1) = 2R » Ay yalz,y)u; (x)Awuj(:v)|w(y)|2 dxdy

+2%R o Am,ya(w, y)m(y)AyW(y)|uj (CL‘)|2 dady

=R [ Avale,y)Te(y)Auely) |y (@) dedy
R2d

2R R24 Aya(z, y)ue(y) Ayu(y)u; (z)]? dedy

+2R [ Apale,y)a; (@) Ay (@)]ue(y) > dedy
R2d

2R [ A yale, )T (@) A () ue(y)]* dody.
R2
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In addition we get

(6.5) (6.2)

= 4R - Vea(z,y) Vi (o) (y) (Apuj(z)ue(y) + uj(z)Ayue(y)) dedy

+4%R - i (2)Vyalz, y)Vyte(y) (Aguj(@)ue(y) + u;(z)Ayue(y)) dedy

= AR | Vea(w,y)VoT; (2) v (@) |ue(y)|* dudy
R2d

AR [ Voale, y)Vall;(@)e(y)u; () Ayue(y) dady
RZ

4R Vya(z, y)Vyte(y)u; (z)ue(y) Apu;(z) dedy
R2d

+4% Vya(z, y)Vyae(y) Ayue(y)|u; (9c)|2 dzdy
de
(6.6) = A + Ay + Az + Ay

It is crucial to observe that

Ay = =2 | Avale,y)Te(y)Auey)lu; ()] dedy
R2d

and

Az = —2R Aya(z, y)a;(r)Apu;(z)|ue(y)|? dedy.
R2d

Then we achieve that

(6.7) (6.3) + Ay + Ay + Ag + Ay
=2 | (Baa(w,y);(@) + 2Vea(z, y) Vol () Aguy (@) ue(y)] dedy
+2%R /de(Awa(x, Y)e(y) + 2Vya(z, y) VT (y)) Ayue(y)|u; ()| dedy

- / Aza(@, y)lus (@) ue(y)* dedy + / A3, y) s () e )|? dedy
—4 /R L, Vet () D2, a(x,y) Vo, (x)|ue(y)|? dedy

—4 /R?d Vyue(y)chya(x,y)Vym(y”w(x”z dzdy,

29



30 M. TARULLI AND G. VENKOV

where the last inequality arises from standard calculations (see [37], for example).
Moreover, we have

(63) [yl ) ) e (0) Ay o) ey

= —4R ) Diya(x, Y)ue(y)VyTe(y)T;j (z)Veu;(z) dedy
R2

—4%R , Vya(x,y)ue(y)vyﬂg(yﬂvmuj(xﬂz dxdy
R2

= AR [ V,a(e, y)ue(y)VyTe) Vo ()P dudy
R2

—4 / D3 ya(x,y)R(@e(y) Vyue (1)) R(TW; () Vau, (x)) dedy
RQd

—4 / D3a(@,y) (@ (y) Vyue(y)) (@ (2) Vauy(2)), dedy
R2d

by applying 3(w(y)Vyue(y)) = =3(we(y)Vyte(y)) and R(B1Bz) = R(B1)R(B2) —
$(B1)S(Bz). This last identity enhances also to

(6.9) 2R [ Ayl ) () (@) e () dedy

= 28‘%/ D3 a(z, y)Vylue(y)*0; (2) Vou, (2) dedy
R2d
+23%/ Vya(z,y)Vy ue(y)|? |V (x)? dedy
R2d
=4 [ DRyl )R (0) V) R(; () 1 (0)

+4R » Vyalz, y)R(@(y)Vyue(y))| Ve, (z)|* dedy.

Finally we come to

(6.10) (6.8) + (6.9)

=4 - Diya(:v, Y)W (y) Vyur(9)S (s () Vyu,(x)) dedy

and by symmetry to

(6.11) 2% ) Aga(z, y)ue(y) Ayu(y) lu;(z)]? dody
RZ

4R Vea(z, )Vt (2)a(y)u; () Ayue(y) dedy
R2d

— 1 [ Do )3 (@e0) V() S(; (0) Vs (0) ey
]R2d
It follows that
(6.12) (6.3) + A1 + As + A3 + Ay
= (6.7) - S/RM D3 ya(z, y)S(@e(y)Vyue(y)) (@ () Vous (x)) dedy.

The proof is now completed. 0
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Remark 6.2. We presented our argument only for the terms involving the operator
A,. Similar calculations can be performed also for the fourth-order operator A2,
with more complicated steps involved (see [36]). It should be not surprising that
the above lemma shows that

/RM S(m(y)vyug(y))Diya(x, Y)W (2)Vauj(z)) dedy = 0.

This because the tensor Morawetz identities act as classical Morawetz ones and is
not taking into account, at least in the fundamental steps, of the interactive aspect
of the action (3.12). In fact if u;, ue be solutions to (1.1) in d spatial dimensions
we can define the tensor product (u; ® ug) (¢, x,y) for (z,y) in

R2d = {(x,y):xERd,yeRd},

by the formula

(uj ® Ug) (tv €, y) = uj (tv ‘T) % (tv y)
and utilizing (3.1) along with the equation (3.16). The interactive inequalities
are then a byproduct of this approach. At this point there are several ways one
can present these estimates: as bilinear generalization of the classical Morawetz

estimates (see [35], [37], [39]) or as classical Morawetz estimates applied to tensors
of solutions (see [13] [30], [36]).
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