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LONG TIME DYNAMICS AND BLOW-UP FOR THE FOCUSING
INHOMOGENEOUS NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH
SPATIAL GROWING NONLINEARITY

VAN DUONG DINH, MOHAMED MAJDOUB, AND TAREK SAANOUNI

ABSTRACT. We investigate the Cauchy problem for the focusing inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger

equation i0iu + Au = —|z|?|u|P~1u in the radial Sobolev space HL(RY), where b > 0 and p > 1.

We show the global existence and energy scattering in the inter-critical regime, i.e., p > W

N+242b
N-—-2
supercritical nonlinearities. The main difficulty, coming from the spatial growing nonlinearity, is

and p < if N > 3. We also obtain blowing-up solutions for the mass-critical and mass-

overcome by refined Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequalities. Our proofs are based on improved
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, the Morawetz-Sobolev approach of Dodson and Murphy, radial
Sobolev embeddings, and localized virial estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the following focusing inhomogeneous non-
linear Schrodinger equation

i0pu + Au = —|z’|ulP"tu, (t,z) € Ry x RY, (1.1)

where b > 0 and p > 1. The equation (1.1) is a special case of a more general inhomogeneous
nonlinear Schrodinger equation

i0u + Au = K (z)|ulP~u (1.2)

which arises in various physical contexts such as the propagation of a laser beam and plasma waves.
Here u is the electric field in laser optics and K is proportional to the electric density [30,37]. For
p = 3, the equation (1.1) can be viewed as a model of dilute Bose-Einstein condensate when the
two-body interactions of the condensate are considered [5,47].

The Cauchy problem for (1.2) was first investigated by Merle [38] who proves the existence
of blow-up solutions in the mass-critical regime and under some assumptions on K including in
particular k; < K(z) < ko with kq, k2 positive constants. Later on, the stability of standing waves
was studied in [27,36] for K (z) = K (e|z|) with K € C*(RN)NL>®(RY), e > 0 small, and p > 1+ +.
Recently, the Cauchy problem for (1.2) with K(x) = +|z|~% has attracted a lot of interested in
the mathematical community (see e.g., [1,6,8,9,18-20, 22, 24-26, 28, 32, 34, 39, 40] and references
therein). For instance, we refer to [1,19,28,32,34] for the local well-posedness results, to [6,18,24]
for the existence of blow-up solutions, and to [8,9, 20, 22, 25, 26, 39, 40] for sharp thresholds for
scattering versus blow-up.

The main difficulty in studying (1.1) is the spatial growth of |z|® at infinity. This prevents us to
simply use Sobolev embedding (as for K () is bounded) or Hardy inequality (as for K (z) = £|z|~%)

to control the potential energy / |z|?|u(t, £)|PT1dx for H'-solutions. To handle this nonlinearity,

Chen and Guo [13-16] studied (1.1) in the subspace of H'(R™) consisting of radial functions,
namely

Hy (RY) = {f € H'(RY) : f(z) = f(lz)}.
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By means of a Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequality (see (1.6)) and the energy method (see [12,
Theorem 3.3.9, p. 71]), it was shown that (1.1) is locally well-posed in H}(RY) for

20 N +2 2b
N>2 b>0 1+ —— e if N > 3. 1.3
22, b>0, p>ltm p< ot N2 (1.3)
Moreover, there are conservation laws of mass and energy
M(u(t)) = Ju(t)l|7> = M (uo), (Mass)
1 1
E(u(t)) = 3IVu@llz: — ——= / jl*Ju(t, @) de = B(uo). (Energy)
p+1
Equation (1.1) has the following scaling invariance
ux(t,z) = )\%u()\Qt, Az), A>0.
A direct computation gives
24b_ N
lun(O) g = X772 |7+
which shows that the critical regularity space is H, where
N 245
== — 14
Ve B) -1 (1.4)

The case 7. = 0 (resp. 7. = 1) corresponds to the mass-critical nonlinearity p = N+4+2b (resp.

the energy-critical nonlinearity p = ££2£2) When 0 < 7, < 1 or p > 20 and p < N2+2b
if N >3, (1.1) is called mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical (mter-cmtlcal for short). In th1s

case, for our later purposes, we define the following exponent

-y 4+2—(N-2)(p—1)
% | Np-1)-4-2

Oc = (1.5)
As N +2 + ﬁ < M for N > 3, there is a gap in the earlier local well posedness results in
[13- 16] since the range % N+2 + 2 < p < AE2E2 g ot covered. In Section 2, we will fill this
gap by using the energy method of Cazenave [12] and radial Sobolev inequalities due to Cho and
Ozawa [17] (see Propositions 3.1 and 3.5).

The main purpose of the present paper is to investigate long time dynamics such as global
existence, energy scattering, and finite time blow-up for (1.1). It is well-known that long time
dynamics of (1.1) is strongly related to the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality:

2b—(N—-2)(p—

/ &P F @) e < CN,p D)Vl * Wl T, feHMRY). (16

In a series of work [13-16], Chen and Guo proved (1.6) for N, b, p satisfying (1.3). As we will see
in Lemma 2.4 that the upper bound for p in (1.3) is not optimal when N > 3 as there is still a
gap below the energy-critical regime. In this paper, we revisit the proof of Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality and prove that (1.6) holds with p up to the energy-critical exponent %ffl’. We also
prove the optimality of the lower exponent 1+ 525. See Section 2 below.

We first aim to show the global existence and energy scattering for (1.1) in the inter-critical
regime, i.e., p > %ﬁb and p < %:5%
below a mass-energy threshold.

if N > 3. We have the following global existence result

Proposition 1.1. Let N > 2,0 > 0,p > max{%"’%, 1+ NQ—L}, and p < %f;b if N> 3. Let
ug € HI(RY) satisfy
E(uo)(M (u0))? < E(Q)(M(Q))’,
[Vuoll 2 lluoll7e < [IVQI 2 1QI7%,

where @Q is the unique positive radial solution to

—AQ+Q - [z’ |QP'Q =0. (1.8)

(1.7)
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Then the corresponding solution to (1.1) with initial data u|,_, = ug exists globally in time, i.e.,
T = .

Remark 1.1. The existence and uniqueness of positive radial solution to (1.8) will be addressed
in Section 2.

Once solutions exist globally in time, a nature question arises that do these solutions scatter at
infinity? In this direction, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let N >2,b>0, p > % +N2—f1, and p < %f;b if N> 3. Let ug € H}(RY)
satisfy (1.7). Then the corresponding global solution to (1.1) scatters in HE(R™) in the sense that
there exists u™ € HY(RN) such that
. _itA, + _
tl;rg) [lu(t) — "2 u™ ||z = 0.
Remark 1.2. There is a gap max{w, 1+ NQ—L} <p< % + NQ—fl. We believe that this

gap is technical due to our current method.

In the proof of energy scattering given in Theorem 1.2, we avoid the concentration-compactness
way, pioneered by Kenig and Merle [33], which requires building some heavy machinery in order to
obtain the desired space-time bounds. Indeed, we give a simpler method, based on Tao’s scattering
criterion [48], and Dodson and Murphy’s Virial/Morawetz inequalities [23] (see also [2,3,21]). Due
to the spatial growth of nonlinearity, we make an intensive use of radial Sobolev embeddings. We
refer the reader to Section 4 for more details.

We are also interested in showing the existence of finite time blow-up solutions to (1.1). To our
knowledge, there are no results concerning the existence of finite time blow-up solutions with data
in H!(RY). Some blow-up results with data in X, (RY) := H}(RY) N L2(RY, |z|?>dz) were derived
in [13,50]. Our contributions in this direction are the following results.

Theorem 1.3 (Mass-critical blow-up solutions). Let N >3, 0<b< N—2, andp = %"’%. Let
up € HY(RY) be such that E(ug) < 0. Then the corresponding solution to (1.1) with initial data
ul,_o = uo blows up in finite time.

Remark 1.3. The upper bound on b (hence the lower bound on N) is technical and comes from
the choice of cutoff function (see Lemma 5.3). This restriction can be relaxed to N > 2 and
0 < b <2(N —1) if we assume that ug € X, (RY) since

d2
dt?

442b—N(p—-1))
p+1

/|m|2|u(t,x)|2dx 6B (ug) + X /|x|b|u(t,x)|p+1dx — 16B(uo). (1.9)

Here 0 < b <2(N — 1) ensures p > 1+ NQ—fl which is needed for the existence of local solutions.

Theorem 1.4 (Inter-critical blow-up solutions). Let N > 2, b >0, p > N*ﬁ,*%, p < N]J{[Q_E% if
N >3, and p <5. Let ug € H}(RY) satisfy either E(ug) < 0 or E(ug) > 0 and

E(uo)(M(uo))’ < E(Q)(M(Q))’,

. . (1.10)
[Vuol|L2[luoll7% > (V@[ L2[|QII 7,

where Q s the unique positive radial solution to (1.8). Then the corresponding solution to (1.1)
with initial data ul,_, = ug blows up in finite time.

Remark 1.4. The restriction p < 5 is technical as it is needed in an application of Young’s
inequality (see Lemma 5.4). Thanks to (1.9), this restriction can be removed if we consider initial
data in X, (RY) satisfying either E(up) < 0 or E(ug) > 0 and (1.10). Note that the assumption
p < 5 implies that b < 2(NV — 1) which ensures =20 > 1 4 20
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Theorem 1.5 (Energy-critical blow-up solutions). Let N >4, 0 < b < 2(N —3), and p = 22420
Let ug € HY(RY) satisfy either E(ug) <0 or E(ug) > 0 and
E(uo) < E(W),
(1.11)
[VuollL2 > VW[ 2,

where

_ opr N\

18 the unique positive radial solution to

—AW — [z |[W|F=2 W = 0. (1.13)
Then the corresponding solution to (1.1) with initial data u|,_, = uo blows up in finite time.

Remark 1.5. The restrictions on N and b are technical to ensure p = %:521’ < 5. The latter is
needed in an application of Young’s inequality. As in the inter-critical case, these restrictions can
be removed by considering initial data ug € X, (RY) satisfying either E(ug) < 0 or F(ug) > 0 and
(1.11).

The proofs of blow-up solutions are based on an idea of Ogawa and Tsutsumi [41,42] using virial
estimates and radial Sobolev embeddings. Due to the presence of a spatial growing nonlinearity,
some careful estimates are needed in our analysis.

Remark 1.6. Finally, we mention that the study of standing waves for (1.1) will be the subject
of a forthcoming work.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study the existence of optimizers for the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.6). We also prove the regularity, exponential decay, and the
uniqueness of positive radial solutions to (1.8). In Section 3, we show the local well-posedness for
(1.1) with energy-subcritical and energy-critical nonlinearities. Section 4 is devoted to the proof
of energy scattering given in Theorem 1.2. Finally, in Section 5, we give the proofs of blow-up
solutions for (1.1) in the mass-critical, mass and energy inter-critical, and energy-critical regimes.

2. GAGLIARDO-NIRENBERG INEQUALITY REVISITED

In this section, we revisit the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.6). More precisely, we have the
following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let N > 2, b >0, p > 1—|—N 7, and p < % if N > 3. Then the optimal
constant in the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.6) is achieved. Moreover,

442b—(N—2)(p—1)

+1 N(p—1)—2b
Copt = /le Q)P de + |[IVQll . * Q. ° :

where Q € HY(RYN) is the unique positive radial solution to (1.8).

Remark 2.1. This result extends the one in [16, Theorem 1.1], where the optimal constant is
showed for N, b, p satisfying (1.3).

Remark 2.2. In [5 0] (see the proof of Proposition 3.1 given there), this result was proved for
N >3 and I+ 55 <p<l1l+ 4+2b Comparing to (1.3), there is still a gap between M + 2—”
and 1+ 75 for b sufﬁ(:lently 1arge Thus our result is an improvement of the one in [50]

Next, we show the regularity and exponential decay of non-trivial solutions to (1.8).

Proposition 2.2. Let N >2,b>0,p > 1+ 22, and p < Y2420 if N > 3. Let ¢ € HI(RYN) be
a non-trivial solution to (1.8). Then the following properties hold:
e ¢ € C?(RYN) and |DPé(z)| — 0 as |x| — oo for all |B] < 2.
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o There exists C > 0 such that
el (|p(x)| + |Vo(x)]) € L (RY).

By applying the uniqueness criteria of Shioji and Watanabe [45], we prove the following unique-
ness of positive radial solutions to (1.8).

Proposition 2.3. Let N >2,b>0,p>1+
unique positive radial solution to (1.8).

N 1, and p < % if N > 3. Then there exists a

Before giving the proofs of Theorem 2.1, Propositions 2.2 and 2.3, let us start by showing that
the upper bound for p given in (1.3) is not optimal when N > 3.

Lemma 2.4. Let N > 2, b >0, p > 1+N 7, and p < % if N > 3. Then there exists
C(N,p,b) > 0 such that

—(N=2)(p—1)

N(p—1)—2b
/Ifclblf(w)lp“dzSC(N,p,b)IIVfHLz s IILz : , VfeH RY).

Proof. We only consider N > 3 since the case N = 2 was showed in [13]. Thanks to the radial
Sobolev inequality (see e.g., [44]): for N > 2 and f € H}(RY),

127 | £()] < COV)IV 211 F ]2 (2.1)

we have

2b

[Pt = [ (1o 15)) T @)

< CN DIV AT IR (2.2)

From the radial Sobolev inequality (see e.g., [6, Appendix]): for N >3 and f € H}(RY),
N—-2
| = | f (@) < C(N) V£l (2.3)

and the Sobolev embedding H(RY) ¢ L¥"2 (R¥), we see that

/ ol 17 @) ¥ H o = [ (o5 @) @ P < oIVILET . )

As2+ 75 <p+1< 2N+2b , we interpolate between (2.2) and (2.4) to get

fatiserans ( fiati (9”)'2“%“’””)6 ([erisersta)

10+20128 (1-9) 24 0
< C(N,p, )|V FI TS 7)) 2w,

where 6 € [0,1] is such that

2b 2N +2b
1=1(2 1-10).
P+ (+N1)9+N 2( 0)
A direct calculation yields
b 2N +2b _ Np-1)—-2b b 4420 (N-2)(p—1)
N—19+ N_2(1—9)7 5 , 2+N—1 0= 5 .
The proof is complete. O
The upper bound p = %f;b is optimal for V > 3 since it corresponds to the energy critical

regularity. The following result shows that the lower bound 1 + NQ—fl is indeed optimal for the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.6).
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Lemma 2.5. Let N >2,b>0, and 1 <p <1+ 2. Then

/ 21 @)+ de
|f||p+1 f e Hl(RN)\{O} = 00. (2.5)

Proof. Define fi(z) = ¥(|z| — k) where 0 # ¢ € C§°(R) with supp(¢») C [0,1]. One can easily
verify that

N-—1
el S K7,
[l l@priae z K
Hence
b p+1
x x dx
/| PP ) )
ka||p+1 P — o0 as k — oo,
since p < 1+ x~5. This finishes the proof. O

We are next interested in finding optimizers for (1.6). To do this, we first show the following
compactness result.

Lemma 2.6 (Compact embedding). Let N >2,b>0,p> 1+ and p < % if N > 3.

yoaad
Then
Hy (RY) = LPPHRY, 2| dx)
18 compact.
Remark 2.3. This compactness result was proved in [16, Lemma 2.3] for p > 1+ 257 and

p< %Jrg + —N2b if N > 3. Here we extend this result to N” + N 1 <p< % in d1mens1ons
N > 3.

Proof of Lemma 2.6. We only consider the case N > 3 and N+2 + N2—b1 <p< %_E%. Let
(fu)n C HY(RY) be such that f,, — 0 weakly in H}(RY). We W111 show that up to a subsequence,

/|x|b|fn(x)|p+1dx — 0 as n — 0. (2.6)

Since f,, — 0 weakly in H}(R"), up to a subsequence, we have f, — 0 a.e. x € RN and f,, — 0
strongly in LI, (RY) for all 1 <r < 255, Let £ > 0. We estimate

z|? 2)[PHde = x|b 2)[PHldr = .
/| Pl )P d </|x|<f/e<|x|<;+/|x|>;>' P )P de = (1) + (IT) + (IIT)

For (I), we pick ¢ > 0 such that p+ 1 = M which is possible since p + 1 > ~5. From (2.4),

we have
aN42¢ 2N +2¢

O = [ el el U ) e S LIS 0 as e v
|z|<e

Here we have used the fact that (f,), is bounded uniformly in H*(RV) and ¢ < b as p < 22420,

For (IIT), we use (2.1) and (N —1)(p — 1) > 2b to get

(I11) = ot (|ac
|22

(N-1D)(p—1)

WN=D(p=1) g p—1 pt3
55 2 van”Lg anHLg —0ase—0.

@) o)
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For (II), we infer from (2.1) that

(N-1)(p—1)
= [
e<lel<i

p—l
_(N-D(p-D N1
Sgb J < sup |.’L'| ) |fn(.’L')> ||anL2(5<\z %)

€<|x|<l

@) 1)

WN=D(p—1) 1)(17 1)
et Il 73 128 1l ) = 0 25 7 o

Here for fixed € > 0, we have f,, — 0 strongly in L? (e < |z| < %) Collecting the above estimates,
we prove (2.6). O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. The proof is similar to that of [16, Theorem 2.1] using Lemma 2.6. It was
proved in [16] that there exists ¢ € H}(RY) such that

*AAberbe* | PlofP~te =0

and
Copt = W(6) = / 2P $(@) P de < [Vl 2 l16]12]

where
N(p—1)—2b B_:4+2b—(N—2)(p—1)
2 ’ ’ 2 '
Using the fact that |V|¢|(z)| < |[Vo(z)| a.e. © € RY, we see that |¢| is also an optimizer for (1.6).
Setting ¢(z) = AQ(ux) with A, x> 0 such that

)\p—l _ BCopt E b2 2 _
p+1 \A » H

we see that @ is a solution to (1.8) and Copy = W(Q). As @ > 0, we have

A=

|

)

AQ — Q= —|z°|Q|P~'Q < 0 on RY.

By the maximum principle (see e.g., [29, Theorem 3.5]), @ is either positive or identically zero.
Therefore, there exists an optimizer for (1.6) which is a positive and radially symmetric solution
o (1.8). The uniqueness of such a solution is given in Proposition 2.3. The proof is complete.

We also have the following Pohozaev’s identity due to [14].

Lemma 2.7 ([14]). Let N >2,b>0,p>1+4 2, and p < 22 jf N > 3. Let Q € H}(RY)
be a non-trivial solution to (1.8). Then

IVQIE: = 550 L1l = Yo S [laPla@rtiar @)

Lemma 2.8. Let N >2,b>0,p > 1+ 2, and p < 222 if N > 3. Let ¢ € HE(RY) be a
non-trivial solution to (1.8). Then ¢ € C2(RN) and |D?¢(x)| — 0 as |z| — oo for all |B| < 2.

Proof. We follow an argument of [12] and proceed in several steps.
Step 1. We claim that ¢ € LI(RY) for all 2 < ¢ < co. Assume this claim for the moment, we
have |z|°|¢[P~1¢ € LI(RY) for all 2 < g < co. As
~A¢+ ¢ —[of|él" ¢ = 0, (2:8)

the elliptic regularity yields ¢ € W24(RY) for all 2 < ¢ < oo, hence ;¢ € W}HI(RY) for all
j=1,--- /N and all 2 < g < co. We will prove the claim by considering several cases.
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e We first consider the case N > 2, b > 0, p>1—|—N 1,amdp< N+2+ 7 if IV > 3. Observe

that if ¢ € L%(RY) for some r > o + 1, then |z|°|¢|P~1¢ € L;‘“ (RM), where o =p —1— 2. In
fact, by (2.1),

< IVl Il ol

7‘

o= = | (11°7 1)

From (2.8), we infer that ¢ € Wy 2ah (RY). By Sobolev embedding, we have

a—+1 2
- —. 2.9
r N ( )

¢ € LYRYN) for all ¢ > " such that ->
a+1 q

Define for n > 0, g = o + 2 and
1 a+1

n > 0.

2
dn+1 dn N’
In particular, we have

By induction, we get

L gy (L 2 2
On “ a+2 Na Nala+1)n/)"

As (N —2)a < 4 due to p < T2 + 22 we have

Nl’

1 1 @ 2
__:—a—i—ln( ——><0.
dn+1 qn ( ) a+2 N
This shows that qi is decreasing in n and qi — —oco as n — 00. As qo = a+ 2, there exists k > 0
such that

1
— >0for0<n<kand
dn dk+1

Since ¢ € H}(RY), we have ¢ € LL(RY). If ¢ € LI (RY) for some n < k — 1, then by (2.9),

1 2 1
suchthat—>a+ - — =
q

4n N Gn+1’
hence ¢ € Li"™ (RY). This shows that ¢ € L (RY) and, repeating the above argument, we get
¢ € LY (RY). Hence the claim is proved in this case.

e We next consider the case N > 3, b >0,and 1+ 5725 <p < N+2+2b Repeating the same

reasoning as above with o = p — 1 — = and using (2 3) instead of (2 1), we can conclude the

<0.

q
€ LYRN) for all ¢ >
¢ € LIRY) for all ¢ > —7

claim in this case.
e Now let us consider the general case for N > 3. Comparing between N 42 5+ N%l and 1+ = N 2,

we see that if 0 < b < 2(N — 1), then we have the claim for alll+—<p<M In the case
b > 2(N — 1), the claim was proved for
|+ <p<N+2+ 2b - 2b <p<N+2+2b.
N -1 N-2 N-1 N -2 N -2

N—2
radial Sobolev embedding due to Cho and Ozawa [17]: for N >3, 2 <s<1,and f € H-(RY),

To fill the gap on p € |N¥£2 N 1, 1+ 5 } when b > 2(N — 1), we first recall the following

N s

[ = [f(2)] < C(N,S)IIVinszHEz‘S- (2.10)
We then take % < 51 < 1 such that N+2 + N% =1+ 55 Itis possible since 1 + N2b1 <
N+2 + 53 < 1+ =5 Repeating the same argument as in the first case W1th a=p—1- 5= 251

and usmg (2.10) we can prove the claim with 1+ <p< {2+ 2. Note that the case

N25
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a = 0 works as well. If 2(N — 1) < b < J\tifl, we have {2 + Nfgsl > 1+ 2. The claim

is thus proved for all 1+ N2b1 <p< %ﬁ’. Otherwise, if b > J\i:—ifl, we take s3 € (s1,1) so

that %_% + N 251 =1+ . Repeating the same line of arguments, we proved the claim for

14 N <p< %Jrg + oo 25 If M <b< J\t—iz?, we are done. Otherwise, we repeat the
N 25k 1 N 2sk

above argument until <b< . Note that this process will be terminated in finite

steps since s, — 1 (i.e., %& > 1 for k large) and b > 0 is given. The claim is now proved.

Step 2. For each j=1,---, N, we have
~A0;¢ + ;¢ = 0; (|20 7" @) ~ [l |$1P 71 050 + |2

As ¢,0;¢ € LY(RYN) for all 2 < ¢ < oo, we infer that |z|°|¢[P~10;¢ € LL(RY) for all 2 < g < oo.
When b > 1, we have from (2.1) that

2(b—1)

[l 61" ¢llza = H('z'N’laﬁl) T gt

at14+ 5"+
< IVl ol ol (Mji 1)

La

which shows |z[°~t¢|P~1¢ € LI(RYN) for all 2 < ¢ < oo.

When 0 < b < 1, we take N < ¢* < &;. We will show that |z[*~1|¢[P~1¢ € LI(RN) for all

2 < g < ¢*. In fact, we have

1z~ C =18 gl o < 2|~ 1oP " bl Lacsio,ny) + Ml =11 Bl Lagse 0,1
where B(0,1) is the unit ball centered at the origin. On B¢(0,1), we have
2l == S Sl Lacieco.n < MO~ llze < 16]70r-
On B(0,1), we estimate
2= 18P bl om0,y < Mzl™ N paimoap 6P dllee S 161120
provided that ~,p > 1 satisfy % = % + % and H|$|_(1_b)||L’Y(B(O,1)) < 00. These conditions are

satisfied by taking v = ¢* + ¢ with some € > 0 sufficiently small and p = ,Y—qu.

In any case, we have proved that |z[*~!|¢|P~1¢ € LI(RYN) for all 2 < ¢ < ¢* for some ¢* > N.
Thus we get 9;¢ € W24(RY) forall2 < g <g¢*andall j=1,---,N. Hence ¢ € W34(RY) for all
2 < ¢ < ¢*. By Morrey’s inequality, ¢ € C*°(RY) for all 0 < § < 1. In particular, |[D?¢(z)| — 0
as |z| — oo for all |8] < 2. O

Lemma 2.9. Let N >2,b> 0, and 1 + 2= < p < X242 [et ¢ € HY(RYN) be a non-trivial
solution to (1.8). Then there exists C >0 such that

el (|g(2)] + [Vo(x)]) € L= (RY).

|2
Proof. Let € > 0. We define 0. (x) := eT#T=T. We see that 6. is bounded, Lipschitz continuous, and

|VO.(2)] < 0-(z) < el*l for all x € RY. Taking the scalar product with 6.4 in H'(RY), we infer
from (1.8) that

Re/v¢-V(ega)dx+/9g|¢|2dx = /98|$|b|q§|p+1dx.
Using V(0-¢) = ¢V0. + 0.V ¢, we have
Re(Vé - V(0.9)) > 0.|Vo|* — 6|9||Ve.
By the Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we get
Re(V¢ - V(0-0)) > 9 Vgl — —9 9[>,
Thus

_b _b
/ 0.1V + |6)de < 2 / b2l |6 dr < VOIS o) T / 6| d
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2b

N-T < ﬁ for all |z| > R. Tt follows that

As |¢(x)] — 0 as |z| — oo, we have |p(z)[P~1~

/ 0.(IVoP® + |6[?)dx < / 0.l + / 0. |p T da

[z|<R |z|>R
< |zl | p|PH1— %21 g L 0.1612dx.
s el vt oo [ 06

Hence

/ 0.(IVoP + |62)dz < / ol P17 d < oo,

|lz|<R

Letting € — 0, we get

[ v +10P)ds < . 2.11)
As |[Vo| € L=(RY) (see Lemma 2.8), we denote L = ||Vé||p~ + 1. For z € RV, we define
x

By the choice of L, we have |¢(z) — ¢(y)| < L|z — y|. Thus for any y € B(z),
1
[¢@)1* < (I¢w)] + Llz —y])* < 206(y)|* + 2Lz — y|* < 2/6()* + 5le(2)I*,

hence |p(z)|? < 4|p(y)|? for all y € B(z). Integrating this inequality over B(x), we have

o) (2) Wk <a [ owPay

N
o2 < T [ o Pay.

For y € B(x), we have |z| < |y| + % From this, we see that

oIl () [N H2 4(2L)Nem 2
o) < S [ oy

42L)N nslpes vl 2,
< e /B Moty

4(2L)N€H¢!£oc

< ly] 2dy.
< e [ Mo Pay

|z
This together with (2.11) yield e¥+2|¢(x)| < co. A similar argument goes for V¢ and the proof is
complete. O
Proof of Proposition 2.2. It follows directly from Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9. O

We next recall the uniqueness result of positive radial solution to an ordinary differential equa-
tion due to Shioji and Watanabe [45]. We consider
/! I(r) / D _
0] +m¢ +g(r)p+h(r)g? =0, 0<r < oo,
#(0) >0, &(r) — 0asr— oo,

(2.12)

where f,g,h : (0,00) — R are given functions. We say that ¢ is a positive solution to (2.12) if
¢ € C([0,00)) NC?((0,00)) and ¢ satisfies (2.12).
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We introduce the following functions

2(p+1) _ 2

a(r) = (f(r)) »#= (h(r))" 5,
f'(r)

8(r) = —30/() + S atr)
T

) = =) + L5 60,

Glr) = ~Brgr) + 57/ () + 5 (alr)g(r))'

Theorem 2.10 ([45]). Let p > 1, f,h € C3((0,00)) are positive functions, and g € C*((0,00)).
Assume the following conditions:

(1) tmsup, o £(r) < ox.
(2) timeo 75 [ )9t + h(r))ar =0,
(8) There exists R > 0 such that
(a) f(g+h) € LY((0,R)). R
(b) r = F(r)(lg(r)] + h(T))/ Fydr € LH((0, R)).
() 1/ ¢ LNO.R).
(4) limsup,_,, a(r) < oo, limsup,_,q |B(r)| < oo, and lim,_,o a(r)g(r) = lim,_,o a(r)h(r) = 0.
(5) lim,_07(r) € [0, 00].
(6) There ezists k € [0, 00] such that G(r) >0 on (0,k) and G(r) <0 on (k,0).
(7) G= #0, where G~ (r) = min{G(r),0} forr € (0, 00).

Then (2.12) has at most one positive solution.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. By Theorem 2.1, there exists a positive radial solution to (1.8). By
Lemmas 2.8, we have for N > 2, b > 0, p > 1+N2—fl, and p < %iszi}that(bG
C([0,00)) N C%((0,00)). We also have
N -1
¢" + Td — ¢+ 19" =0,
hence ¢ solves (2.12) with
fr)y =171 gr) =1, h(r)=1".

Let us check the assumptions of Theorem 2.10. To this end, we compute

2(N—=1)(p+1)—2b

04(7‘) =7r p+3 ,
By = 2N Z D b aovonganom
p+3
() = 2(N —1)+b 2N 420 (N —2)(p+ 1)7”%—2,
G(r) = [-Cr® + D 2,
where
N-1)(p—1)—2b
oo N =Np-1-%
p+3
_AN-D b N4 (N2 +]) (N -2p4D) -2
It is obvious that the first assumption is satisfied. We have
1 " r P
Fr) T )|+ h(r))dr = —+ ,
75 | FO) + hear = 5+ 5
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hence the second assumption is satisfied. We also have for any R > 0,

F)(lg()| + h(r)) = r¥ 711 + 1) € L1((0, R))

and
R r— R2-NpN-1
FOXg0)|+ 1) [ Fodr = (14 1) e — € L1(0. )
and
f(lr) = 1N ¢ L1((0, R)).

Thus the third assumption is fulfilled. The fourth assumption is readily to verify since

2AN-Dp+1-20 | @N-3)p+1)-2-2b
p+3 B p+3

0

forp>1+ NQ—fl and N > 2. To check the fifth assumption, we compute

2(N—1)(p+1)—2b_2_ 2((N =2)(p+1)—2-0)
p+3 N p+3

When N = 2, it is negative. When N > 3, it is positive since p +1 > 2 + NQ—L > % This
shows that lim, o v(r) = co if N = 2 and lim,_,ov(r) = 0 if N > 3, hence the fifth assumption
is fulfilled. From the assumption on p, we see that C' > 0 for all N > 2 and D < 0 if N = 2 and
D > 01if N > 3. Thus the sixth condition is satisfied for ¥ = 0 if N = 2 and some k& > 0 if N > 3.
Finally, the last assumption is also satisfied as C > 0. Applying Theorem 2.10, we end the proof

of Proposition 2.3. 0

3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, we study the local well-posedness for (1.1) with data in H}(RY™). We have the
following local existence in the energy-subcritical case.

Proposition 3.1. Let N > 2, b > 0, p > 1+ 25, and p < Y22 4f N > 3. Then (1.1) is

locally well-posed in H(R™N) in the sense that: for every ug € H(RY),

e There exist T* € (0,00] and a unique solution u € C([0,T*), HX(RY)) to (1.1) with initial data
ul—g = to-

o The mazimal time of existence satisfies the blow-up alternative: if T* < oo, then

li t = 0.
Jim [[u(t) 1 = o0

o Ifug, — ug strongly in HE(RY) and 0 < T < T*, then the mazimal solution u, of (1.1) with
initial data uy,|,_o = won is defined on [0,T] for n large and u, — u in C([0,T], H:(RY)) as
n — oo.

Moreover, there are conservation laws of mass and energy, i.e.,
M(u(t)) = M(uo), E(u(t)) =E(u) forall te][0,T").

Remark 3.1. This result extends the one in [13,16], where the local well-posedness for (1.1) was
stated with N, b, p satisfying (1.3).

To prove Proposition 3.1, we start with the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Let N >2,b >0, p> 1+ 22, andp < £ + 22 if N > 3. Then (1.1) is locally
well-posed in HL(RN) in the sense of Proposition 3.1. Moreover, there are conservation laws of

mass and energy.
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Proof. We first show the existence of H}-solution to (1.1). To this end, we use the energy method
of Cazenave (see [12, Theorem 3.3.9]). It suffices to find p,r € [2, %) such that
e fufP~ e = f*folP~ o o < C(M)Ju = ]|z (3.1)

for all u,v € H}(RY) satisfying ||u|| g1 +||v|| ;1 < M. By Hélder’s inequality and the radial Sobolev
inequality (2.1), we have

e~ = ol 5 Wl o= ol
= ()
b
o () R e T
Lr

b p—1
S (17l 571l 5

Nb—l ﬁ ( —1- N2b1)
Vol g2 vl gz vl ))Ilufvllm

G e

provided that n > 1 satisfies

1 1 1
=+
p n o or
Wenowchoosep—r—p—i—l—— Wehave( — —J\?—b)n—p+1——7and
p+1— p+1—

et~ fallol? ol e < (all 3l 4 ol B ol ™ Y= vl (32)

Since r € [2, ]3—]_\72), we infer from the standard Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that

lallal = = ol ol ell e S (llullfnt + ol )l = vl -
From this, we obtain (3.1). As a result, there exist 7% € (0,00] and a unique solution u €
C([0,T*), HERN)NCL([0,T%), H- 1 (RN)) to (1.1), where H1(RY) is the dual space of H}(RY).
The uniqueness of H}-solution follows from (3.1) and [12, Proposition 4.2.3]. The proof is complete.
O

Lemma 3.3. Let N >3,0>0,p>1+ NQ—EQ, and p < %f;b. Then (1.1) is locally well-posed
in HY(RN) in the sense of Proposition 3.1. Moreover, there are conservation laws of mass and
energy.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 3.2, however, we use the radial Sobolev embed-
ding (2.3) instead of (2.1). In particular, we have

el = ol ol o S Wl (=" + o) = o] o

_H(OaC ) e P
(|x| |U|) o |U|p—1—Nz_32)

3 p—1-x25)n
< (Ival 21l 2

1 b
Vol o T Y= vl

provided that n > 1 satisfies

|
SEES
+
el

~

hS)
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Wechoosep—r—p—i—l——toget

p+1—

— — p+1-+25
(1 N T T L PV (IIUII "l ol B el )Hu—vl\u (3-3)

By the standard Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality with r € [ T 2) we have
el hul = = fa ol oll e S (Il + ol ) e = o] e
The proof then follows by the same argument as in Lemma 3.2. g

We are now able to prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. From Lemma 3.2, we have the local well-posedness (LWP) for N = 2,
b > 0,and p > 14 2b. Let us consider the case N > 3. By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, we have the LWP
for

N +2+2b
N > b<2N—1), 1 <peytTetD
>3, 0<b=<2( )y Lty SP< T
and
2 N+2 2 2 N +2+2b
N>3 b>2N-1), 14— <pe—r=2, =0 1 < .
>3, b>2( b A ISPy oty M Ty 2 SPTN 3
LWP LWP
2b 21) N+2 2b N+242b
1_|_]\f71 1+ N72+N71 N—-2
FIGURE 1. LWP for N >3 and 0 < b < 2(N —1)
N+2 2b
Lwp 1+ w5 N5+ N LWP
2b N+2 _2b Zb N+242b
]'+ N-—1 N— + N—-1 LWP 1 + N—-2

FIGURE 2. LWP for N >3 and b > 2(N — 1)

N—2
Lemma 2.8. We take % < 51 < 1 such that % + sz =1+x= 25 . Repeating the same argument
as in the proofs of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 with (2.10) instead of (2. 1) or (2.3), we can prove the LWP
for (1.1) with

To fill the gap p € [M + NQ—L, 1+ NQ—EQ) when b > 2(N — 1), we proceed as in the proof of

14 2b <p< N +2 n 2b
N—21—p N-2 N —2s;
If2(N—1) < b < =25 we have {45 + 25 > 1+ 2% Thus we get the LWP for all 1+ 25
p < M_ Othervvlse, if b > J\L—ifl, we take so € (51,1) so that N” + 5 25 =14 5= 252
Repeatlng the same reasoning, we prove the LWP for (1.1) with
2b N +2 2b
1+— <p< .
TN 25 P SN 2 TN s
If N 251 <b< o= i‘”, we are done. Otherwise, we repeat the above argument until %ﬁ’:l <
b< 1—?& Since s — 1 and b > 0 is given, the above process will end in finite steps. The proof
is complete. g

The above argument using the energy method does not work in the energy-critical case p =
Arat2h, , 22) satisfying (3.1). In
this case, we will show the local well-posedness by using Strichartz estimates and the contraction
mapping argument. Let us start by recalling the notion of Schrodinger admissible pairs.

Indeed, in such a case, there is no real numbers p,r € [2
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Definition 3.1. A pair (g, r) is said to be Schrodinger admissible if

TE[Q QN} if N >3,

2 N N T
ng?:?, r € [2,00) if N=2
r € [2,00] if N=1.

Proposition 3.4 (Strichartz estimates [12]). Let N > 1 and (q,7), (m,n) Schrédinger admissible
pairs. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

"2 fllLa@.Lry < Cl fllz2

for any f € L>(RN). Moreover, for any interval I C R containing 0, there exists C > 0 independent
of I such that

for any F e L™ (I, L™ (RV)).

< CHF”LW(I,LTL/)
La(I,Lm)

t
/ ei(t_s)AF(s)ds

0

We have the following local well-posedness in the energy-critical case.
Proposition 3.5. Let N >3, b >0, and p = %_J;%. Denote

2N o 2N?
1" N2 "T NNt
Then for every ug € HE(RY), there exist T* € (0,00] and a unique solution

u € C([0, %), Hy (R™)) N L, ([0,T), Wy " (R™))

loc

to (1.1) with initial data u|,_, = uo. The maximal time of existence satisfies the blow-up alterna-
tive: if T* < oo, then ||u||Lp([07T*)1W1,T) = 00. Moreover, there are conservation laws of mass and
energy. In addition, if ||uo||gr < & for some e > 0 sufficiently small, then T* = oo and the solution
scatters in HY(RYV).

Proof. Let us consider
Y(I) = {u e C(,Hy (RY)) N LUL W, " (RY)) : [[u]| poo 1,11y < Ly ull pagrwrry < M}
equipped with the distance
d(u,v) := |[u = vl par,Lr),

where I = [0,T] and L, M,T > 0 to be chosen later. By the Duhamel formula, it suffices to show
that the functional

442b

t
D(u)(t) = e Pug + z/ e D82 u(s)| F2 u(s)ds =: Unom (t) + Uinn(t)
0

is a contraction on the complete metric space (Y (I),d). Since (g,7) is a Schrodinger admissible
pair, we have from Strichartz estimates that

lunom || Loe (1, 5y La(r,wrry S [[woll 1

In particular, we have |[unom||ra(r,w1ry < € for some e > 0 sufficiently small provided that 7' > 0
is taken small enough or |Jug||z: is small. In the second case, we can take I = [0,00). Also, by
Strichartz estimates, we have

=

||uinh||L°°(I,H1)HLQ(I,W1vT) S V) (|$|b|u| HLQ’(I,LT')
442b 442b
~ el lal ™= ull por 1, oy + IV (2P Jul =2 ) Lo 1, -
Let us estimate the second term. By the Leibniz’s rule and the chain rule, we have

V(|2 [u| 2 u) ~ |a’|u| 2V + |2 |u] 772 (2] u).
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By (2.3), Holder’s inequality, and Sobolev embedding, we have

2b

Mol ¥ 9. = | (1) ™ v

’

L’r‘
< [Vu[ w72

|u|WVuH ,
L’I‘
< 25, 1N

< ||Vu||N*2||u||Ln ||Vu||Lr
< IVl vl

It follows that

_ 2N?
where n = NToANTI

442b N+2
l® | ¥=2 V]| o (1,00 IIVUIl (1 L2>||VUI|Lq L)

By the Hardy’s inequality (see e.g., [43]): for N > 2 and 1 <r < N,

2= fllz- < N (3.4)
we have
el ¥ ol ] = H(m%m)“ ™ o]
L'
_2b_ _4 _
S IVl |l == 2|
< 20 ﬁ —1
S IVl ™= ffull 2 2]~ ull -
S IVl g2 [Vl 5,
where we readily check that r = #@ € (1,N). Thus we get
| |U|N 3 || ul| o Ly S ||vu||L°°(I LZ)HVUHLQ(I L)
hence

4t2b _2b
IV (J2® | =2 )| o 1,1y S IVl E<tr L2y IIVUIILq (1.7

A similar estimate goes for |||x|® |u|mu||Lqr(LLw) and we obtain

2 N+2
letinnl e, mynocrwiey S el oty o lal ot -

On the other hand, we have
) = D)oz, S N (P = ol 10) 1
S (= ||w||m I VOIEG ) = vlaacr 2o
Hence
1900~ ®0Murcrery S (ol Fob o WG+ Bl Bl ) = i

This shows that there exists C' > 0 such that for all u,v € Y/(I),

2b
1@ ()l Lo,y < Cllug|lgr + CL~= 5 MV

@)l pacr,wrry <€+ CL™5 M~
d(®(u), d(v)) < CL¥2 M7 d(u,v).
We take L = 2C||uo|| 1. We then choose M > 0 and € > 0 small so that

1 M
CLN 2]\4N 5, MSC”U()HHI, €+7§M
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This shows that ® is a contraction on (Y (I),d) and the existence of solutions to (1.1) follows. The
blow-up alternative comes from standard argument (see e.g., [10,12]). We thus omit the details.
It remains to show the scattering for ||ug||z: sufficiently small. Note that the solution exists
globally in this case and
l[ull La(o,00),w1m) < 00
Now let 0 < t1 < to. We have

ta
i / e 3 P u(s) | ¥ u(s)ds

ty

le™"=%u(ta) — ™ 2u(ts)| m =

H1
+2b

i[9 e us) P au(s)

t1

L2

a+20
S (=1l F=2u) | Lo 01 09,2

2b N2
N —

< ||U||go;€(t1,t2)7H1)||U||Lq(?t17t2),wl,r)

—0

as t1,t2 — oo. This shows that (e "#2u(t));— oo is a Cauchy sequence in H!, hence the limit

ut = lim e "Pu(t)
t—o0
exists in H}(RY). We also have
u(t) — etPut = fi/ ei(tfs)A|z|b|u(s)|‘Zl\’tzgu(s)ds.
t

Repeating the above estimate, we prove as well that
lu(t) — e ut|| g — 0 as t — oco.

The proof is complete. O

4. GLOBAL EXISTENCE AND ENERGY SCATTERING

This section is devoted to the proof of the global existence and energy scattering given in
Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

4.1. Strichartz estimates for non Schrodinger admissible pairs. We recall the following
inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates for non Schrédinger admissible pairs which play an essential
role in the proof of energy scattering.

Lemma 4.1 ([11]). Let N > 1 and I C R be an interval containing 0. Let (q,7) be a Schrédinger

admissible pair with r > 2. Fiz k> 4 and define m by
1 1 2
-4 — =-. 4.1
g (4.1)

Then there exist a constant C > 0 such that

¢
/ AP (s)ds
0

< CHFHLW([,U’) (42)
Lk(I,L")

for any F € L™ (1, LT/).

4.2. Properties of ground states. Let () be the unique positive radial solution to (1.8). Since

@ is an optimizer for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality: for N > 2,6 > 0, p > 1+ NQ—fl, and
p < M2 N > 3,
b 41 N(p—1)—2b 442b—(N—2)(p—1) 1 N
/ISCI @) de < Cope[VSfll2 2 Ifll 2 , feH (RY), (4.3)

we have
442b— (N—2)(p—1)
2

b . N(p—1)—2b
Copt:/III Q@) de = V@l * (@l
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Thanks to the Pohozaev’s identity (2.7), we see that

1 1
B(@ = 519Ql: - — [ lellQ@) do

_Np-1) - 4 2b _ N1 42 [ g
— ey el = TR [ute@ptiar @
and
7M ) N(p=1)=a=2b
Cont = 305 -1y 35 (IV@QI2 Q1) , (45)

where o, is as in (1.5).

4.3. Morawetz estimates. In this subsection, we derive some Morawetz estimates related to
(1.1). Let us start with the following virial identity (see e.g., [12])

Lemma 4.2 (Virial identity). Let N >2,b >0, p > 1+ 2, and p < 220 if N > 3. Let
¢ : RN — R be a sufficiently smooth and decaying function. Let u € C([0,T%), H:(RY)) be a
solution to (1.1). Define

v, (1) ::/<p(x)|u(t,x)|2dx. (4.6)
Then we have
V(t) = QIm/th(ac) -Vu(t, z)u(t, x)dx

and

Vo (t /A2 z)|u(t, z)|?dr + 4 Re Z / x)0;u(t, x)Opu(t, z)dz

7,k=1
2(p—1
—% [ Act@latu a2 / V(o) - Vel fult, o) do.
Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,2] be a smooth function satisfying
2 if 0<r<I1,
<) { 0 if r>2 (47)

We define the function 6 : [0, 00) — [0, 00) by

r) :/OT /Osg(z)dzds.

Given R > 0, we define a radial function

or(x) = or(r) := R*0(r/R), r=|z|. (4.8)
It is easy to check that

Pr(r)

2> ¢h(r)>0, 2-—
r

>0, 2N —Apg(z)>0, Vr>0, VzecRY.

Lemma 4.3 (Coercivity). Let N > 2,5 >0, p > max{w, 1+ NQ—fl}, and p < N2 Gf
N >3. Let ug € HY(RY) satisfy (1.7). Then the corresponding solution to (1.1) with zmtml data
ul,_o = uo satisfies

[Vu@)|lzzllu@®)(7: < IVQI21QN 75 (4.9)
for allt € [0,T*). In particular, the solution exists globally in time, i.e., T* = co. Moreover, there
exist & = 6(ug, Q) > 0 and Ry = Ry(ug, Q) > 0 such that for all R > Ry,

[ttt apPae - Mo DS [ el o) 2 6 [ laPlat 0P (@10
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for all t € [0,00), where xr(x) = x(x/R) with x € CC(RY) satisfying 0 < x < 1,

1 fal <12,
x(w)—{ 0 if |z >1. (4.11)

Proof. Multiplying both side of the energy functional by (M (u(t))%, it follows from the sharp
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (4.3) that

BO) (@)™ = 5 (FuOzlu0]5)° - = ( [ lePluopas) e
> % (||Vu(t)|\Lz||u(t)||‘£;)2 _ %Hvu(ﬂllgp—;)—zbHu(t)H;%f(N;m(p—l)+2<rc
= F (IVa(t) |22 lu(t)55). (1.12)
where

1 2 Copt )\N(p721)72b
2 p+1

F(\) =
Using (4.4) and (4.5), we have

_ N(p—1)—4—-2b
~ 2(N(p—1) —2b)
From the first condition in (1.7) and the conservation laws of mass and energy, we deduce

F (IVu(®)llz2llu®)l73) < E(uo)(M(uo))™ < E(@Q)(M(Q)™ = F (|VQI:QlI72)
for all ¢ € [0, T*). By the second condition in (1.7), the continuity argument implies that
IVu@)| 2llu@®)] 72 < IVQI 2[RI

for all t € [0,7*). This shows (4.9). By the conservation of mass, the blow-up alternative implies
that the solution exists globally in time, i.e., 7" = co. We thus prove Proposition 1.1.
To see (4.10), we take ¥ = ¥(ug, Q) > 0 so that

E(uo)(M (uo))™ < (1 =) E(Q)(M(Q))%. (4.13)

F (Ve L2l1Qll72) (IVQIl=QII:)” = E@Q)(M(Q))".

As

Np—-1)—4-2b
2(N(p—1)—2b)
Np—-1)—4-2b

N(p—1)—2b
_ oo He=h=2b
B 4(p+ 1) COPt (||VQHL2||Q”L2) s

E@)(M(Q))™ = (IVQl = l1QlIs)"

we infer from (4.12) and (4.13) that

Np—-1)—2b (IIVU(lﬁ)ILzlu(lﬁ)licz)2
Np-1)-4-20\ [VQlr:[QI7

N(p—1)—2b

4 Vu(t)| zz 119 2
Np-1)—4-20\ [[VQL[QlT5
Consider the function
N(p—-1)—2b 4 p—1)—
GO = (p—1) A2 — AR pca<t

Np-1)—4-20" Np-1)-4—2b
It is easy to see that G is strictly increasing in (0,1) with G(0) = 0 and G(1) = 1. It follows from
(4.14) that there exists p > 0 depending on ¢ such that

GV <1l—-9=A<1-2p,
which shows
[Vu@)lrzllu®)|[7s < (1 =2p)IVQ|| 2 (|Q72 (4.15)
for all t € [0, 00).
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By the definition of x g, we have ||xru(t)||r2 < ||u(?)||z2. On the other hand, using

[IV6nPis = [ 19 sPde -~ [ xaxiss,
we also have
IV(xru()72 < IVu@®)[|7: + O (R™2[lu(t)]72) -
Thus
IV Oxru() 22 Ixru@®)|7s < (IVu@®)]|7: +O (R_QHU(t)H%J)% w72
< IVu(t) || o llu(®)|| 72 + O (R Hlu(t)]|75)
< (1-29)[VQIl2l1QlI 75 + O (B uol|75™)
< (1 =p)[IVQ L[| QN7

provided that R > Ry, where Ry > 0 is sufficiently large depending on p, ||ugl| 2, hence on ug, Q.
Finally, (4.10) follows from the following fact: if

IVAlz= 1 F172 < (U= p) VR 2 [QIIF, (4.16)
then there exists = d(p) > 0 such that

N(p—1)—2b
VA3~ YEDSZ [lapi @ tiae 2 [lal @ tan @)
To see (4.17), we first have from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (2.7), and (4.16) that
1 C, —1-2 4420— (N =2)(p—1)
B() 2 IV AR = SVl A
1 20 (p—1)—4—2b 442b—(N—=2)(p—1)
= LIV s (1 S LTIl P
1 200 . Npo1)—i-2e
= 319613 (1 - 222 (1 el 1) )
1 2Cop Npon-a-m Np-1)-a-2
> 31951 (1- 252 - ) (Ivelz i) )

1 9 4 N(p—1)—4-2b
=5V Sz (1—m(1—ﬂ) )

This implies in particular that

N(p—

N )2 = / (2?1 ()P de.

2(p+1)(1 - P)
We now set K (f) the left hand side of (4.17). We have that
N(p—1)—2b Np-1)—4—2b
k()= Y02 B gy MDA gp,
Np-1)—2b 9 4 N(p—1)-a-2b Nip—-1)—4-2b 9
> =291 (1 gm0 ) TP
N(p— 1) 4-2b
=(1-01-p) VI
N(p—1)—4—2b
(Np-1) =20 —-(1—-p) )
> e ]| f ()P d
2p+1)(1—p) 2
This proves (4.17) and the proof is complete. O

Lemma 4.4 (Morawetz estimate). Let N > 2, b > 0, p > max{w, 1+ NQ—EI}, and p <
NE242b 4t N > 3. Let ug € HY(RN) satisfy (1.7). Then the corresponding solution to (1.1) with
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initial data u|,_, = uo satisfies for any time interval I C [0,00),

//|x|b|u(t,x)|p+1dxdtgC(uO,Q)W, 8= max{l #} (4.18)
I

3" (N —Da+2
. _ 2b
for some constant C(ug, Q) > 0 depending only on ug and Q, where o = p — 1 — 5257 .

Proof. Let pr be as in (4.8). Define V,,(t) as in (4.6) and set M (t) := V, (t). By the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, (4.9), and the conservation of mass, we have

(M ()] S IVerllzelu®)l2[Vu®)llL: S R (4.19)

for all t € [0,00). Here the implicit constant depends only on uy and @. By Lemma 4.2 and the
fact that pg(z) = |z|? for |x| < R, we have

N
M, (t) = —/AQ@R|u(t)|2d:E+4Re Z /G?kgogajﬂ(t)aku(t)dx

k=1

2(p—1 4
- S)Jrl )‘/AwR|x|b|u(t)|p+1d;c+m/wR-V(|:c|b)|u(t)|z’+1dm

— w(t)|? x_w 2Pl ()P de
_8</mg3|v i 2(p+ 1) /mgle Plu(®)["d )

N
- / A’pplu(t)Pdz +4Re Y / 0%, RO7U(t) Opu(t)da
jok=1 |z|>R
2(p — 1)/ b 1 4 b 1
—— Apglal’lut)[PHde + —— Veor - V(|z]")|u®)[P* dz.
P+1 Jzsr P+1Jiz>r

Since ||[A%2pRr||L=~ < R™2, the conservation of mass implies

}/A2¢R|u(t)|2dz < R%
Since u is radial, we have
N
Re Z / 8J2»k5038jﬂ(t)8ku(t)dz = / Oh|Ovu(t)*dz > 0.
jh=1"12|>R |z|>R

Moreover, since ||Agg|r~ < 1 and ||z - Veg|z~ < |z]?, we have from (2.1), (4.9), and the
conservation of mass that

/|| R(A¢R|x|b+VgﬁR~V(|z|b)) |u(t)|p+1d:c
xT|>

< / & u(t)P+ d
|z|>R

26 12
< ut))E / ()P P de
|z|>R

(o7
_2b
S @l <sup IU(tvrc)|> lu(®)]172
|z|>R
(N-1)a (N—1)o

SR @l SR

~

We thus have

4 w()Pdy — NP —1) —2b e8P+
dtMWRu)z&s(/ngw O de ~ oI5 [ Il d)

+0 (Ri2 +R*%) .
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Now let xr be as in Lemma 4.3. We have

/ IV (xru(t)) 2z = / V() i — / XrAOR)u()Pdz

=/ IVU(t)Ide—/ (1 — x%)|Vu(t)?dx
|z|<R R/2<|z|<R
_/XRA(XR)|U(t)|2d$

[ttt = [t [ 0 el

It follows that
N{p-1)—2b
[ wuwpar- TR et
|z|<R 2(p+1) || <R

= [ Wtcruo)Pds - SIS [ et aa

+/R/2<E<R(1X%)W“(twdfc+/XRA(XR)|U(t)|2dz

N(p—1)—2b

7% /R/ <| |<R(1 - Xﬁ+1)|z|b|u<t)|p+ldz'
2<|z|<

Thanks to the fact that 0 < xg < 1, |A(xr)|lL~ < R~? and the radial Sobolev embedding, we
get

N(P—l)—%/ b 1
Vult)Pde — —2 7/ =7 2P u(t) P dx
/@' (o) S L )

N(p-1)—-2b _ _(N-Da

2y — M ) 77 b p+1 2 -

> [ 1Vt - SESDSZ [lal heruto e + 0 (B2 4+ B9,
We thus obtain

d N(p—1)

—2b (N-1a
— > 20, b p+1 -2 -
Monlt) 2 8 ([ 190cnu)Pde - SEZ DS et ) 0 (2 4 )
By Lemma 4.3 and (4.19), there exist 6 = d(ug, @) > 0 and Ry = Ro(uo, Q) > 0 such that for all
R > R07

d — (a3

which implies for any time interval I C R,

85//|z|b|XRu(t,z)|p+1dzdt <sup|M,,(t)]+ O (R_2 +R™ (Ngl)a) |1].
I tel
It follows from the definition of xg and (4.19) that
// |2 u(t, 2) [P dedt < R+ (R—2 + R ‘N;““) I
1J|z|<R/2
On the other hand, by radial Sobolev embeddings,

2b
[ elluttap s < @R [t o)l e
lz|>R/2 lz|>R/2

(N—1)a

_2b
< u@®)ll " ( sup IU(tvfc)l‘“> lu@®)lz. < R™ =

|z|>R/2

We thus get

(N—1a

//|:E|b|u(t, z) [P dadt < R+ (R_2 + R T2 ) I| <SR+ R,
I
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where

oo min {5,050

Taking R = |I|1+%, we get for |I| sufficiently large,

//|z|b|u(t,fﬂ)|p“dfﬂdt S| =117,
I
where (8 is as in (4.18). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 4.5. Let N > 2, b >0, p > max{w,l—i—]\?—fl}, and p < % if N > 3. Let

ug € HY(RY) satisfy (1.7). Then the corresponding solution to (1.1) with initial data ul,_, = ug
satisfies

htrninf/ |z[®|u(t, z) [P de = 0. (4.20)
—00

Proof. Assume by contradiction that (4.20) does not hold. Then there exist ¢y > 0 and ¢ > 0 such
that

[ lallute,a)p e = o
for all ¢ > tg. This implies in particular that for every I C [to, 00),
[ [ ettt oot = o
I
which contradicts (4.18) for |I] large as 5 < 1. O

Corollary 4.6. Let N >2,b> 0, p > max{W,lJrNQ—fl}, and p < ME2E2 if N > 3. Let

ug € HY(RY) satisfy (1.7). Then there exists t, — oo such that the corresponding solution to (1.1)
with initial data u|,_, = uo satisfies for any R >0,

lim |u(tn, z)|*dz = 0. (4.21)
n—o0 |x|§R

Proof. By (4.20), there exists t,, — oo such that

lim /|:c|b|u(tn,x)|p+1dx 0.
n—oo

Let R > 0. By Holder’s inequality, we see that

/ (b, ) 2 = / 2]~ 2] P Ju(t, ) P
|lz|<R

jel<R

it
2b
<([ i) ([ ettt
jel<R j#l<R

P

P

<R 1 (/ |z|b|u(tn,x)|p+1dx) — 0 asn — oo.

-

ya

p+1

N(p—1)—2b

O

4.4. Proof of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that
we assume the following conditions:

N4+4 2 N +2+2b
b N+2td e n>s
Nty PNy V=3

N>2, b>0, p>
First we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let N > 2, b >0, p > 1+ 725 + %, and p < 1 + 225 + 5= if N > 3. Let
ug € HY(RYN) satisfy (1.7). Then the corresponding global solution to (1.1) scatters in H}(RY).

In particular, Theorem 1.2 holds when N = 2.



24 V. D. DINH, M. MAJDOUB & T. SANOUNI

To prove this result, we denote

2b

which, under the assumption of Theorem 4.7, implies that o > 4 and a <y if N >3.
The following estimates are a direct consequence of Holder’s mequahty

Lemma 4.8. Let o be as in (4.22) and denote

q:= 4(3{\7722), ri=a+2, k:= 42_04((](\);%22))&, m:= NQQ—T—Q((;J—FE;Q—ZL' (4.23)
We have
Il ®ll g (1, £y S Nl ZE G Ly
l®ull or 1,2y S Nl Zeer pmyllull acr,ory, (4.24)

IVl o 1,0y S Nl Zer oy IVl Lo, ory-

Lemma 4.9 (Small data scattering). Let N,b, and p be as in Theorem 4.7. Suppose that u €
C([0,00), HH(RN)) is a solution to (1.1) satisfying ||ul oo ([o,00),11) < 00. Then there exists § > 0
such that if

e =2 u(T) | Lr(ir,00) L7y < 6

for some T >0, where k and r are as in (4.23), then u scatters in H}(RY).

Proof. We proceed in two steps.
Step 1. We first show that the solution satisfies

lull L ((7,00),27) < 2||€i(t_T)AU(T)”Lk([T,oo),LT)a

(4.25)
(V) ull La(r,00),07) < 2Cu(T) || 12,

for some constant C' > 0, where ¢, 7, k are as in (4.23). To see this, we consider
Y = {u € (I, H{RM)) n L*(I, LT(RN)) N LI(1, WET (RY))
Nl grron < My (VY ullpaqren < L}
equipped with the distance
d(u,v) = |lu = vl g,y + [[u = VllLacr, L7y,
where I = [T, 00) and M, L > 0 will be chosen later. We will show that the functional

t
B (u)(t) := e DAY(T) + i / e =B 2P u(s) P u(s)ds
T

is a contraction on the complete metric space (Y, d). Since (¢,r) is a Schrodinger admissible pair,
k,m,q satisfy (4.1), and k > £ due to the fact that o > %, we see that (4.2) holds for this choice
of exponents. By (4.2), (2.1), and (4.24), we have

D)l Lrr,Lmy < Hei(t_T)AU(T)HLk 1,Lm) T C|H$|b|u|p_lu|\Lm’(1 L)

= e g1y + € | (1 ) 7

Lm’(I,LT,)
< e DRU(T) | g 1y + CHUHLw(I syl s g oy

< e u(T) | rir, ) + CHuHLx LIl T oy
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By Strichartz estimates, (2.1), and (4.24), we have

@ (W)l zacr,Lry < €D 2T | Lagr,zry + Clllzllul ™l g 1,y
2b

< )l + € | (el %) ™ e

La' (I,L™)
< u(T)|[z2 + CIIUIILm ranllul“wll e e
< [u(T)|lz= + CIIUIILw(I iy el Te o, omyllull o,y
We next have
IV® () Loqr,Lry < IV D2U(T) | Lar,ry + CIV (2l [P~ )| o (1 )
Observe that

V(" lulP ™ u) ~ lebIUI”‘IVU + I:EII"IIUI”‘1

~ (1"

2b

) e+ (o] ul) T el

By (2.1) and (4.24), we have
[*ful? = Vull g 1,2y ||u||L°°(IHl)”uH%k(I,LT)HVUHL"(LLT)‘
By Hardy’s inequality (3.4) with the fact that 1 <’ < N, we see that
*~ P~ | o 7, IIUIIquHl)|||96|_1IUIO‘UI|Lq/<I,u’>
< ||U||Loo(1 Hl)||V(|U|au)||Lq’(1,Lr’)
S IIUIILw([ oy lullZe o IVl Lagr,ory-
Collecting the above estimates, we get

Ve ()]l Lo (I,L™) S ||u||L°°(I H1)”uH%k(I,LT)HVUHLQ(LLT)'
It follows that

V) @)l Lo 1,y S ||u||L°°(I ayllullTe o1 (V) ullLagr, oy
We also have
1@ (u) = ()| k7, S el (ulP~ = 0P 0) | s (1,10

S Ml (P~ + [P~ = olll g 1,1

(o o o o

N ||u||Loc(],H1)||u||Lk‘(I,LT) + ||U||Loo(1,H1)||U||Lk(1,u) lw—vllLr(r

and
19 0) — ®@)lzaer.zry S Nal?(ulP~ w = ol o) o 1.0,

S Ml QulP ™t + ol = vlll g 1,

< N_El [} NZ_EI o7

~ ”u”Loo(],Hl)||u||Lk(I,LT) + ”vHLoo(],Hl)||'U||Lk(I,LT) llu— UHL"(I,LT)'

As H'-norm of the solution is bounded uniformly on [0, 00), there exists C' > 0 such that for all
u,vEeY,
@)l pecrzry < €D AUT) || prir oy + CMOT
1 (V) @)l pacr,Lry < Cllw(T)|| g2 + CM*L

and
d(®(u), ®(v)) < CM*d(u,v).
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By choosing M = 2||e!*=T)2y(T Mer,ory, L = 2C||u(T)|| g1, and taking M > 0 sufficiently small
so that CM® < 1 we obtain that ® is a contractlon mapping on (Y, d). This shows (4.25).
Step 2. Now let 0 < t; < t3. We estimate

le™"=%u(ta) — ™" Su(ts)| =

ta
i / e x| lu(s)|P tu(s)ds
t1

H!

i [ @) el o) uts))

t1

L2
S ) (el P~ ) o 0y 00,2
S HUHE(M@),HUHUHCLYk((tl,tQ),Lr)H (V) ullLa(ts,t2),27) = 0

as ty,to — 00. A similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.5 shows the energy scattering.
The proof is complete. O

Proposition 4.10. Let N, b, and p be as in Theorem 4.7. Let ug € H(RY) satisfy (1.7). Then for
e > 0 sufficiently small, there exists T = T(e,uo, Q) sufficiently large such that the corresponding
solution to (1.1) with initial data u|,_, = uo satisfies

DU Lo ((100)2m) S € (4.26)

for some p > 0, where k and r are as in (4.23).

le*t

Proof. We will consider separately two cases: N > 3 and N = 2.
Case 1. N > 3.

Let T > 0 be a large parameter depending on €, ug and @ to be chosen later. For T' > ¢~ with
some o > 0 to be chosen later, we use the Duhamel formula to write

T
W(t—T)A T) = itA / i(t—s)A,.|b p—1 d
e U e “ug+1 e x| |u(s u(s)ds
(1) oti | [l u(s)] " u(s) @
tAuo + Fi (t) + Fg(t),

where

Fi(t) =i / 9B Plu(s)P u(s)ds, Fa(t) =i / 0I5 40 (5) [P~ Vu(s) s

with [ := [T —e 9, T] and J :=[0,T — e~ 7].
Step 1. Estimate the linear part. By Strichartz estimates, Sobolev embeddings, we have

e uollr @,y S VP uoll e,y S lluollar < oo,

where
2Na(a+2) Na—4
Na? +4(N —1)a -8’ 2a (4.28)
Here (k,!1) is a Schrodinger admissible pair. As o > N and a < y— if N > 3, we readily check
that [ > r and § € (0,1). By the monotone convergence, we may ﬁnd T > €77 so that
le" A uoll Lr(1T,00),L7) S € (4.29)

Step 2. Estimate Fj. By Strichartz estimates (4.2), (4.24), (2.1), and Sobolev embedding, we
have

||F1||L"([T,oo),LT) S |||‘T|b|u|p_1u||Lm/(I,LT ||“||Loo([ HY) |||u|au||Lm/(I,LT/)

a+1
S ull s ey S I Mlull 75 1y,
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where we have used the fact that |[u|ze([0,00),51) < C(uo, Q) < co. We estimate |u|| (s, as
41— (N-2)o

follows. Fix R = max {5_2_", g (N-Da }, we have from (4.21) (by enlarging T' if necessary) that

/ (T, 2)2de < &2.
|z|<R
By the definition of xg,

/XR(SC)W(T, z)Pde S e

Using the fact that

d

7 /XR(z)|u(t, r)|*dx

_ ‘2 / Vyr(e) - Im(@(t, ©)Vau(t, z))de

< 2| Vgl lu)] 2| Vu(®) |2 S R7H

for all ¢ € R, we have for any ¢t € I,

[ @t o) de = [ xu(@)urofds - / : (di / xR<x>|u<s,x>|2dx) ds

< /XR(x)|u(T, )Pde + CRY(T — 1)
< Ce2 4+ CR e <2062
for some constant C' = C(ug, @) > 0. This shows that
IxrullLoor,22) S €

where we have used the fact x% < xg since 0 < xr < 1. By Holder’s inequality, the radial Sobolev
embedding (2.1),

lullLo(r,zry < lIxrullLeer,nry + 11 = xR)ull Lo (1,7

4—2EN;22))¢1 2(Nj:2)
< HXR“HLoc(],LZ) ”XRUHLOO(LLA?JXZ)

o 2
A = xr)ull g peey 11 = XR)ull 151 12
4—(N—2)a _ (N-Da 4—(N—2a
55 2(a¥2) 4 R 2(FD) 55 2(a+2)

It follows that

atl)e (@A=(N—-2)a)(atl) A-—(N—-2)a
”Fl”Lk([T o0),L™) ,S E_( k : £ 2(a+2) = 5(a+1)[_%+ 2(at2) ]
By the definition of k, we see that
(af+1)(4—(N—2)a)(a—0o)
10 L ((7,00),27) S 2a(et2) . (4.30)

Step 3. Estimate F,. We estimate

1F2| Lk (17,00, 27) < ||F2||0Lk([T,oo),Ll)||F2||1L;?[T,oo),m)
where [ is as in (4.28), 6 € (0,1) and n > r satisfy
1 6 1-86

r l n

Using the fact (k,!) is a Schrodinger admissible pair and
)2 (t) _ ei(thJrs*“)Au(T _ 570) _ eitAuo,
Strichartz estimates imply

12l e (7,00), 1) S 1-
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On the other hand, by the dispersive estimates and Sobolev embeddings, we have for any ¢t > T,

IR (t)l|L < /] (t = 5)7 = =22 lu(s) [P~ us) | pords

e —s_%(l_%) u(s ¥or u(s)|%u(s rds
5/0 (t—s) [[us)[l g " [lluls)[“u(s) L d

T—¢
_N _2
< / (t — )~ ¥ 0= ju(s) 222, ., ds
provided that

This gives

1
00 %
|F2|Lk([T,OO),Ln)5</ (tT+sU)—[f§(1—i)—1]kdt) < o5 (1-3)-1-4]

provided that

We thus obtain
I o0y 1y S €71 F(7R)=122]0-0), (4.31)

The above estimate holds true provided
n>r, n'(a+1)e |2 2N N o2 1 1>0
’ "N-2]" 2 n k '

We will choose a suitable n satisfying the above conditions. By the choice of r and k, the above
conditions become

1 1 1 l—-a N+2—-(N -2 1 N —2)(a? +3a) — 4
n  a+2 n 2 2N n 2Na(a +2)
Inthecasea>1,Wetake%:00rn:oo.
In the case a < 1, we take 2 = 15% or n = —2-. The first two conditions in (4.32) are satisfied.
Let us check the last one which is equivalent to
Na® +2(N —1)a® + (N — 6)a — 4 > 0. (4.33)

Since
Na® +2(N —1)a? + (N —6)a —4 = (a+ 1)(Na? + (N — 2)a — 4),

it is clear that (4.33) is fulfilled for a > 4.
Step 4. Conclusion. By (4.27), we get from (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31) that for o > 0 sufficiently
small, there exists u = pu(o) > 0 such that

e D2 o 7,000, 1m) S €

Case 2. N = 2.

Note that we assume « > 2 in this case. Note that the last condition in (4.32) is not applicable
for N = 2. To overcome this difficulty, we use the space time estimate (4.18) as follows. By the
dispersive estimate and Holder’s inequality, we see that for ¢ > T,

[E2(t)llz= < /J(t =)l luls) P us) | prds = /}(t =) llal’fu(s)| 2 pads.
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By Holder’s inequality and the radial Sobolev embedding (2.1) with N = 2, we estimate

(a=1)(a+2) +2b) 2

el ()T r < ] u(s))] o ()] 2o

o @ 2
( [ 1dz> Ju(s) 12

a—1
2b

= ([ (et tutos) ™ e huts, P ) ol
< = b p+1 - 2
Shu@IF [ 1alluts, o)) " Juls)z.
Since [Ju| Loo (j0,00),51) < C(uo, Q) < 00, we have
1RO 5 [ 67 f1al |us:c|p+1dsc) " as

J

S =9 azon | ( [ 1l artias) T

L& ()

a—1

St - S)_1||L§‘(J) (/J/|$|b|U(S,:E)|p+1d$ds>

We see that for t > T,

1
s=T—e 7\ @
s=0

((t _ T + E*(r —a+1 tfaJrl) o
SE-T+e7) %,
where t > ¢t —T + &7 % as T > ¢~ °. On the other hand, by (4.18),

[ [ talluts, o)+ deds 5107 < 77,
J

where 8 = max{%, 0%2} It yields for ¢t > T,

a— (a—1)8
IFs(t)lie S (E =T +e0) " T5.

It follows that

(a=1)8 * (- 1)k *
I E2ll e ro0y,Lo0) ST = 3 (/ (t—T+e )= dt)

T
1
t=o00\ k
+1
t=T

_(a=1)k

We thus get

a?—4

o e 1-L o (a24a—a)o \ a2i2a—4
[ E2l L (17,00),L7) S T QI)BEU(TI_%)} = (T( e e ) : (4.34)
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Collecting (4.27), (4.29), (4.30), and (4.34), we have
a?-4

. 2(at1l)(a—0) (a—1)8 (a?+a—a)o \ a2+2a-4
Je = TIAUTY ooy oy S &+ oeiD +(T e el ) |

By taking T' = £~ with some a > 1 to be chosen shortly (it ensures 7' > €~ 7) and choosing o > 0
small enough, we obtain

”ei(t—T)A

uw(T)|| Lr(7,00),07) S €" (4.35)
for some p > 0. The above estimate requires
2 —4 -1 2 _4
@ + @ — a(a )6 > 0 or a < L
ala+2) « Bla+2)(a—1)

It remains to show that

o’ +a—4
Bla+2)(a—1)
In the case 8 = = or a > 4, we see that (4.36) is equivalent to
202 4+ 200 — 10
(a+ 2)(a -1)
which is satisfied for o > 4. In the case § = =25 or 2 < o < 4, (4.36) is equivalent to

> 1. (4.36)

>0

aQ—a—Q

2(a—1)
which is also satisfied for 2 < o < 4. Therefore, (4.36) is satisfied for all & > 2, and we can choose
a > 1 so that (4.35) holds. The proof is complete. O

>0

Proof of Theorem 4.7. It follows immediately from Lemma 4.9 and Proposition 4.10. O
We are now able to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We only need to consider the case N > 3 since the scattering for N = 2 is
included in Theorem 4.7. We observe that the main elements needed for the proof of Theorem 4.7

are: the radial Sobolev embedding (2.1) and + < o < 1. Now usmg (2.3) instead of (2.1), the
same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.2 with a = p -1- N72 gives the energy scattering
for 2b 4 2b 4
N>3, b>0, 1+m+ﬁ< <1+m+m
If1+ N 1 + N 5 > 1 + 55+ N or 0 <b< %, then we have the energy scattering for
the full range Y3 + 22 < p < N]J{[QE% and we are done.

Now if b > 4(N D) thenthere1sagap1+ﬁ+— <p<1+m+— We fill this gap as
follows. As

14 2b+4<1+ 2bJr 4 <14 2b+4
N-1 N N—-1 N-27 N-2 N’
there exists s1 € (%, 1] such that
14 2b + 4 14 2b n 4
N — N -2 N—-2s; N’
Using (2.10) with s = s; and repeating the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.7 with
a=p—1-— Nzgsl , we can prove the energy scattering for
14 2b . 4 <pelt 2b L 4
N-2s, NP N-—2s; N-2
Note that the lower bound p =1 + = 25 + % is admissible since we can write it as
2b 4 20 4 2b 4
I+ ———+—==1+ + =1+ +

N—-2sy N N—-1 N-=2 N—-2s. N-2+4¢
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with _2N(N —1)e+b(N —2)(N —2+¢)

TN —2)(N—2+¢e)+4e(N—1)

Note that s. — %Jr as € — 0. So by choosing € > 0 small enough, s. is close to %Jr. Using again
(2.10) with s = s., the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.7 With a = p -1- NEZSE
gives the energy seattermg for p =1+ = 25 + 5= 2 -, hence for p =1+ = 251 + =
If1+ N7251 + ﬂ >1 + s+ N or 4(N ) <b< % then the energy scattering holds
N+4 N+2 2b
for the whole range + + 33 <p< %
Otherwise, if b > %, then we choose sy € (s1, 1] such that
TII R . E R R
N-2s; N-2 N—2sy N’
Note that it is possible due to
- 2b +4<1+ 2b n 4 <14 2b +4
N—-2s; N N—-2sy N-27 N-2 N’
Repeating the same reasoning, we get the energy scattering for
14 2b . 4 <pelt 2b L 4
N7252 N =P N-—2s, N-2
If 1+ 23— N pe b v N 5 > 1+ NQ—bQ + or % <b< %, we are done. Otherwise, we repeat
the above argument until 215,12[172::1)) <b< 15/12717—2:;5) Note that 2]5[127%_2::)) — 00 as s — 17 and
b > 0 is given, the above process will be stopped in finite steps. The proof is complete. |

5. BLOW-UP SOLUTIONS

In this section, we give the proofs of finite time blow-up given in Theorems 1.3, 1.4, and 1.5.
The proof is based on an idea of Ogawa and Tsutsumi [41] using localized virial estimates and
radial Sobolev embeddings.

5.1. Mass-critical nonlinearity. We shall show the existence of finite time blow-up solutions to
(1.1) in the mass-critical regime. To this end, we introduce the real function 9 : [0, 00) — [0, 00)

satisfying
2r if 0<r<i1,
2[r — (r —1)%] if 1<r<1+L,
sy= | D d<r<ligs
¥ <0 if 14 3/ <r <2,
0 if r> 2.
We set 6(r / ¥(7)dr and define the radial function
Yr(x) = Ygr(r) = R?%0 0(r/R), r =zl (5.1)

It is straightforward to check that
" "/);?,(ﬂ N
B(r) <2, =<2 A¢gr(z)<2N, Vr>0, VeeR".
r
We need the following localized virial estimate in the mass-critical case.

Lemma 5.1. Let N >2,0<b < 2(N —1), and p = XEE2 . Let w € C([0,T%), HE(RY)) be a
solution to (1.1). Let ¢g be as in (5.1) and define Vi, (t) as in (4.6). Then for any R,e > 0, we
have for all t € [0,T%),

V{' (t) < 16E(ug) + CR™? + CeR™2 4+ Ce~ 27 R

e 2 ) (5.2)
_ 2/|I|>R (27/11,12( ) — 7(’1/)2 r(z ))2+b)|vu(t7x)| de

2N +44+2b
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for some constant C > 0, where
442b
Y1r(r) =2 = Y5(r), Yor(x):=

N ——— (2N — A¢r(x)) — 2b (2 - @) , r=lx|. (5.3)

Proof. Denote p, := 24820 Thanks to Lemma 4.2 and yg(z) = |z/? for |2| < R, we have for all
te 0,77,

Vi ( /A%Rm |2d:z:+4ReZ/ 2 VrOpu(t)d;u(t)de
7,k=1
202 [ Al uto) e + / Vi (el u(®)+dz
AN (p, — 1) — 8b
- 16E(u(t))f8/ |Vu(t)|2dx+(p—1)8/ ()P da
|z|>R D« + |z|>R
—/A2wR|u(t)|2dx+4Re/ I rOpu(t)0;u(t)dx
|z|>R
2(17*—1)/ b 1 4 / b 1
—_—— AYg|z|®|w(t)|P* T dr + Vir - V(|z|") |uPTdz.
bt 1 Jpn Rl[”|u(t) PR L (=)l

Since u(t) is radial, we have from the conservation of energy and the following identities

N /
Re Y 95urdku(t)d;u(t) = vi|du(t)* = x| Vut)?,  Vir- V(") = blzlbwTR

J,k=1
that
Violt) = 168 () — [ Mnlufde 4 [ 0 upivu() s
z|>R
2(1)* - 1) 4b < %)}
T (2N - Ayg) — 9_ YR petly
+/|m|>R{ pe+1 ( Vr) et 1 , Jl*u(?)] x

< 165 (ug) - / A2 plu(t)2de

74/ 1/)17R|Vu(t)|2d:c+ / 7,/)27R|:E|b|u(t)|p*+1d:c,
|z|>R |z|>R

pe+ 1

where ¢1 g and 19 g are as in (5.3).
As ||A%¢Yg||L~ < R72, the conservation of mass implies

‘/ A21/)R|u(t)|2dz

Next, using (2.1), [|[¢¥r||L~ < 1, and the conservation of mass, we estimate

<R

px—1
/| Rl QP < s (|:c|p* g fut, z>|) a2
x> x>

px—1
L ((N-D(pa—1)
<CR ( 2 b) sup (|:I:| 3 wp* 1|u(t,90)|) llu(t)||%2
|z|>R
(D) — 5
<ot e (o)
Note that
N—-1)(pe — 1 « — 1
—( >2(p )fb>0, p—<2

due to N > 2 and 0 < b < 2(N —1). Now, with Young’s inequality, we have for any € > 0,

/ o rlelu(t)
|z|>R

2 _px—1l 4 ((N=D@s—1)
RO
L2




INHOMOGENEOUS NLS 33

From Lemma 5.2, we have HV( roT ) H < R, It follows that

1 2 - (N=1)(pe—1)
/ P gz’ |u(t)|P- T de < EHwQP*R?qu(t)H Tt CeR™2 4 Ce B pms (B8 -0)
|z|>R ’ L

Collecting the above estimates, we obtain

V)l (t) < 16E(ug) + CR™> + CeR™2 4+ Ce™ 5 )

&
72/ 201 g — —— 2" ) |Vu(t)Pde
‘M(l P )| (®)|

which completes the proof. Note that 4_4p* ((Nfl)ép*fl) — b) =2. O

Lemma 5.2. Let N >2,0<b<2(N —1), and p, = X220 Let 4y g be as in (5.3). Then we
have

Hv( R l)HLw SE (5.4)

Proof. Using the fact that Ayg(z) = ¥} (r) + 229 (r), we see that
V2,r(2) = (P — 1)(2N — A¢p(z)) — 2b (2 - @)
= (5. — D2~ V) + (¥ - 1)(p. — 1) - 20) (2= Y.

oWhenR<r§<1+ f)R we have

y_ Unl) 2 /R-1P

. TR —%(r) =10(r/R — 1),

hence

Yo.plx) = (r/R — 1) <1o<p* S 1) 2N~ 1)(p — 1)~ 20) (1 - %)) (5.5)

It follows that
1
(2,r(x)) 7T = g(r/R),

where

with
C=10(p. —1), D=2((N—1)(p. — 1) — 2b).
Note that C, D >0 as 0 < b < 2(N —1). We have
) L
0, (V") = 19 (/).
1
We compute for 1 <A <1+ 75
2—px

4 5=ps D\7 7 D ) D\t
"(A) = 1)t D= e D= .
) = (1) 1(c+ A) o (A= (c+ A)

The function h : A+— C + D — % is strictly increasing on (1, 1+ %\/5) Thus

1 D
C=h(1)<hN)<h|l4+—=]|=C+———=.
W <hy<n(1+gz) =04 7
This shows that h()) is bounded both from above and from below away from zero. As 1 < p, <5
due to 0 < b < 2(N —1), we see that ¢’(\) is bounded from above by some positive constant. Thus

we get (5.4) for R<r < (1 + %) R.
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e When (1—|— .

\/—) R < r < 2R, we have ¥}(r) =9 (r/R) < 0. As ¥(r/R) > 0, we also have

Unlr) _ 9(r/R) (ﬂ@) 91+ 1%))
T r/R 27 14+1/V5 )

Thus we get
Yo.r(2) = (px — 1)(2 = Y}(r)) + (N — 1)(pe — 1) — 2b) (2 B wg?,r(r))

> 2(p~ 1)+ (Y~ 1)(p. ~ 1)~ 20 (2 - W@)

2((N = 1)(p. — 1) — 2b)

> 2p. — 1) + ,
b, —1) 5(1+ V/5)
where we have used the fact that ¥(1 + 1/v/5) = 2(1%%) 5\/_ Now, because of [Vig g| < R7!
and |2 r| 2 1, we obtain (5.4) for ( %) R <r<2R.

e When r > 2R, we have Y (r) = ¢} (r) = 0. It is straightforward to see that (5.4) holds in
this case. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.3. Let N >3 and 0 < b< N —2. Let ¢1 r and 12 r be as in (5.3). Then we have for
e > 0 sufficiently small,
Ne

_N_
m(% r(2))?7 20, Vr=|z[>R (5.6)

21 R(1) —

Proof. When R < r < ( ) R, we have 11 g(r) = 20(r/R — 1)* and from (5.5),

Yo r(z) = 4(r/R—1)* (5(2; d + 2l ;VI) — <1 a 7“/%>)

L(52+b) 2N -1)—b
4(r/R—1) ( Nt (1+\75)N)'

It follows that

N 4N
2 —_— % >20(r/R —1)* — Ce(r/R — 1)2%,
Y1,r(r) — 2N+4+2b(w2 Rr(x))2¥ (r/ ) e(r/ )
Since 0 < 7/R —1 < 1/+/5 and éfb >4 as0<b< N —2, by taking £ > 0 sufficiently small, we
have (5.6). When r > (1 + f) R, we see that 9'(r/R) <0, so ¥1 r(r) =2 —¢k(r) > 2. We also
have 2 p(x) S 1. By choosing € > 0 small enough, we get (5.6). O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Lemma 5.1, we have for all ¢t € [0,7%*) and all R,e > 0,
VzZ/R (t) < 16E(uo) + CR 24+ CeR 2+ Cg_%3—2

Ne L
_2/1>R (2¢1,R( ) — m(% r(x))2+s )|Vu(t x)|2dz,

where 1 r and 2 g are as in (5.3). By Lemma 5.3, there exists € > 0 sufficiently small so that

Ne
2N +44+2b

By taking R > 0 sufficiently large depending on ¢, we get

241 r(r) — (¢,r(x))F% >0, Vr=|z| >R

Vi (8) < 8E(ug) <0, Vte[0,T%).

The standard convexity argument (see e.g., [31]) shows T < co. O
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5.2. Inter-critical nonlinearity. We next establish the existence of blow-up solutions to (1.1)

in the mass-supercritical and energy-sub-critical case.

Lemma 5.4. Let N > 2, b > 0, p > Y2 « NEH 4f N > 3 gnd p < 5. Let u €
C([0,7%), HL(RN)) be a solution to (1.1). Let ¥r be as in (5.1) and define Vy,(t) as in (4.6).

Then for any R > 0, we have for all t € [0,T*),

AN(p—1)—8b
Vi) < 8IVu) — == [ ol lutt, )

CR~CWN=D=b)7y(t)| 2, i =5,
cori{ CEECTUVIWOR. i
CR : (IVu®)lZ: +1) i p<5,
for some constant C > 0.
Proof. Thanks to Lemma 4.2 and ¢r(x) = |z|? for |z| < R, we have for all t € [0,T*),
Vi ( /A2w3|u t)|?dx + 4 Re Z /ajkaaku( )0;a(t)dx

7,k=1

2(p—1 4
7(p+ 1 ) /A¢R|x|b|u(t)|p+1dx + P /V’L/JR SV (|2[") ut) [P de
= 8IVu(t)|: - D= [ opuo) s

4N(p—1) — 8b
—8/ |Vu(t)|*dz + (p—)/ |2|°|u(t) [P da
lz|>R p+1 |z|>R

- / A2pplu(t)|?dz + 4 Re / 02 Oku(t)d;u(t) de

|z|>R

el / Agrlellu@P e + —— [ Vr- V(le) P de.
|z|>R

p+1 +1||R

Since u(t) is radial, we have from the conservation of energy and the following identities

Re > O2bnduutyalt) = vhionaOl = AT, Vom- V(e = lap L

7,k=1

that

Vi) = 8IVu) e — D=2 [ tuoprtias
- [ MunluPdz -4 [ (2 )| Vu(n)Pde
|z|>R

+/MR [%(m AYr) = % (2 - wTR)] & u(®)"* do.

As ||A%Yg]| L~ < R72, the conservation of mass implies

'/AQwR|u(t)|2dz <R

As ¢, < 2 and [|2N — Aggl| L, HQ — th

Lo <1, we have

AN(p—1) — 8b
Vi lt) < 8IVu(ols ~ S [ ol fu(o) o

+CR™? +C/ |2[®u(t) [P da.
|z|>R
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By (2.1) and the conservation of mass, we estimate

b p—1
[ el < swp (el ute]) Ju):

|z|>R |z|>R

(N-1)(p—1) - p—1
<R sup (o)™ fult,@)]) Ju()]
|z|>R

(Q=nE=b )

p—1
<OR Iu(t)]7 -
Note that
N-1((p-1 -1
(LSS RSV P 5 Y

When p = 5, we are done. When p < 5, we have from Young’s inequality that
(N-D (-1
/ o, mlal u(t)H e < CR (T2 (| Vu@)]3s +1)
|z|>R
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.5. Let N > 2, b >0, p > max{w,l—i—]\?—fl}, and p < % if N > 3. Let
ug € HE(RYN) satisfy either E(ug) < 0 or if E(ug) > 0, we assume that (1.10). Then there exist
g,v > 0 such that for all t € [0,T*),

N(p-1)

-2
- S [ ettt )P s+ € Vo) s < v (538)

2
IVu(®)iE: ~ =50

Proof. We consider separately two cases: E(ug) < 0 and E(ug) > 0.
If E(up) < 0, we have from the conservation of energy that

N(p—1)—2b .
S [ttt

:7N@71:%=2%vwwﬁr+N@fU42b

IVu®)lz> -

which shows (5.8) with

Np—-1)—4-2 Np—-1)—-2

(r-1) b’ b p—1) bE(uO).
4 2
>

0. In this case, we assume that (1.10) holds. Arguing as in

E =

Let us consider the case E(ug)
the proof of Lemma 4.3, we have

IVu@)l 2@z > VR 2 QUIZ:

for all t € [0,T™*). Moreover, by taking ¥ = 9(ug, @) > 0 as in (4.13), we see that (4.14) holds for
all ¢ € [0, 7*). Consider the function

N(p — 1) — 2b 2 4 N(p—21)—2b

A) = - A> 1.
CN=Np-D—i-2" Np-1)-i1-2 A7
From (4.14), we infer that there exists p > 0 depending on ¢ such that
G <1—-9=A>1+p.
Hence
IVu®)llz2lu@l7e > 1+ p)IVQI L2 QNIT5 (5.9)
for all ¢ € [0,T*). Denote the left hand side of (5.8) by H(u(t)). It follows that
oc N(p B 1) —2b oc
H (u(t)) (M (u(®))) = —————E(u(t))(M(u(?)))”

N (1 fe- W) IVu(t)]|2 (M (u(t)))*
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By the conservation laws of mass and energy, (4.13), (4.4), and (5.9), we get

() (M (u0))™ = Wmoxmo)
+ (142 = DI DU Ot
gN(p‘;)‘ < )E(Q)(M( )
+ (1= PR (o (9@l Q)
= (IvQl-lQl7)° ( MDA g ) o140 ) <0

provided that € > 0 is taken sufficiently small. This shows (5.8) with

o= 19l (M) (NMe=D 12

The proof is complete. O

(0 +2p+p%) —e(1 +p)2) > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Lemma 5.4, we have for all ¢ € [0,7*) and all R > 0,

AN(p—1)—8b
Vi 0 <8IV - IR e jute )i
CR~CIN=1=b)||7y(t)|2 if p=25,
+CR™?+ EEEES TS A [Vl )||2L2 1 P
CR z (IVu(®)||F +1) if p<b5.

From Lemma 5.5, there exist ¢, v > 0 such that

Np—1)—=2
%/WPW(L%)IP“MJFQvu(t)||2L2 <

for all t € [0, 7). It follows that

IVu(®)llZ: -

CR=CIN=1=0) |7y (t)||2, if p=5
V(1) < —8v — &||Vu(t)||?. + CR™2 + 1)1 L ’
valt) < —8v IVe®Ilz: cRr- (") (IVu®)|2.+1) if p<5.

Taking R > 0 sufficiently large, we get
VJR (t) < —4v
for all ¢ € [0,T*). The standard convexity argument yields T* < oo. The proof is complete. U

5.3. Energy-critical nonlinearity. This subsection is devoted to show the existence of finite
time blow-up solutions to (1.1) with the energy-critical nonlinearity. To this end, we recall some
properties of W (see (1.12)). One can readily check that W is a solution to (1.13).

Proposition 5.6 ([35,49]). Let N > 3 and b > 0. Then the optimal constant in the Sobolev
inequality

[ellr@ ¥ do < conlVAEE, £ e @Y (5.10)

is achieved by W, i.e.,

b ZN 2b
csha:/m W (@) g+ VW]
Moreover, W is the unique positive radial solution to (1.13).

Proof. The existence of optimizers for (5.10) was established by Lieb [35, Theorem 4.3]. By a
suitable scaling, we see that optimizers of (5.10) are solutions to (1.13). Moreover, by [49, Remark
2.1], W is indeed a unique radial solution to (1.13). O
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Corollary 5.7. Let N > 3 and b > 0. Let W be the unique positive radial solution to (1.13).
Then

VW[5 = [ fal W (@) 5 da, (5.11)
b+ 2
E(W) = mnvwniz. (5.12)

Lemma 5.8. Let N >3, b>0, and p = %. Let ug € HY(RY) satisfy either E(ug) < 0 or
if E(ug) > 0, we assume that (1.11) holds. Then there exist £,v > 0 such that for all t € [0,T%),

[Vu®)|2. — / 2P u(t, )| N2 da + ]| Va(t)]|2. < —v. (5.13)

Proof. The case E(ug) < 0 is similar to that of Lemma 5.5. Let us consider the case E(ug) > 0.
In this case, we assume that (1.11) holds. By (5.10), we have

1 N-2 2N 42b
E(u(t)) = §HVU(t)||2L2 - /|$|b|U(t,fE)| V=2 da

2N +2b

1 N —2 2N +2b
> = 2 N-2
= QHVU(t)”L? 2N+2bc$ha”vu(t)”L2
= F([[Vu(t)|2), (5.14)

where
1., N -2 2N42b
F()\) = §A — mCShaA N-2,

By the definition of Cy,,, we see that

1 N -2 2N +2b
F([[VW|r2) = §||VWH%2 - m/|x|b|w($)| N2 dx

1 N_ 2 2N+42b
= SIVWIE = iy [ 1l W @) ¥ do = BOD).

By the first assumption in (1.11) and the conservation of energy, we have
E([IVu)llz2) < E(uo) < E(W) = F (|[VW]|12)

for all ¢ € [0,7*). From this and the second assumption in (1.11), the continuity argument yields
IVu(t)|| 2 > [[VW]| 2 for all £ € [0,T*). We next take ¢ = ¥(ug, W) > 0 such that

E(ug) < (1 =9)EW). (5.15)
By (5.11), we have

2+)
2N+ 2D

which together with (5.14) and (5.15) yield
2 2N +2b
N+b (|VU(t)||L2) _N-2 (|VU(t)||L2) A
240 \ VW] 240 \ [[VW]|L:
for all t € [0,7*). As |[Vu(t)||zz > ||[VW]|r2 for all ¢ € [0,T*), we consider
N+b N —2 2Nt
G(\) = 2 - A2
9 2+0 2+0 ’
As G is strictly decreasing on (1, 00) with G(1) = 1, there exists p > 0 depending on ¥ such that

240 2N 42b

E(W) HVW”%Q = mCsha”VWHL];PZ

A> 1.

G <1-d9=A>1+p.
In particular, we obtain

IVu(®)[2 > (1+p)[VW] 2 (5.16)
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for all t € [0, T*). Denote the left hand side of (5.13) by H(u(t)). Using the conservation of energy,

(5.15), (5.12), and (5.16), we have for ¢ < 2t

H(u) = 53 Bulo) - (355 <) IVulol:
< B 0B - (355 - e) (L PIvWI:

2+b
= (—ﬁ(ﬁﬁ- 20+ p%) +e(1 +P)2) IVWII7.

for all ¢ € [0, T*). Taking & > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain (5.13) with

N -2
The proof is complete. O

2+b
V= (L(ﬁ+2p+p2) —e(1 +p)2) VW3, > 0.

We have the following virial estimates in the energy-critical case whose proof is similar to that
of Lemma 5.4.
Lemma 5.9. Let N >4, 0 < b < 2(N —3), and p = 2E2£20 Let uw € C([0,T), HL(RY)) be a
solution to (1.1). Let g be as in (5.1) and define Vy,(t) as in (4.6). Then for any R > 0, we
have for all t € [0,T%),

N+2b

Vi (t) < 8ITu@: =8 [ follutt. ) ¥ da

CR-CN-D-0) |7y (1)2, if p=5, 17

+CR?+ EXTINEIN
{ CR (T (| Va()||2, + 1) if p<5,

for some constant C > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.4 using (5.13). We thus omit the
details. g
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