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SHARP WEIGHTED STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES AND CRITICAL
INHOMOGENEOUS HARTREE EQUATIONS

SEONGYEON KIM, YOONJUNG LEE AND IHYEOK SEO

ABSTRACT. We study the Cauchy problem for the inhomogeneous Hartree equa-
tion in this paper. Although its well-posedness theory has been extensively stud-
ied in recent years, much less is known compared to the classical Hartree model
of homogeneous type. In particular, the problem of Sobolev initial data with the
Sobolev critical index remains unsolved. The main contribution of this paper
is to establish the local existence of solutions to the inhomogeneous equation in
the critical cases. To do so, we obtain all possible LP Strichartz estimates with
singular weights.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are concerned with the Cauchy problem for the inhomogeneous
Hartree equation:

i0iu 4+ Au = NIy * | - |7°u|?)|z|~uP~2u, (z,t) € R® x R,
u(z,0) = uo(x),

where p > 2, b > 0, and A = +1. Here, the case A = 1 is defocusing, while the case
A = —1is focusing. The Riesz potential I, is defined on R™ by

I'(*5%)

T(G)mi2e]- e’
The problem (L) with b # 0 arises in the physics of laser beams and of multiple-
particle systems [13}26]. The homogeneous problem where b = 0 is called the Hartree
equation (or Choquard equation) and has several physical origins such as those dis-
cussed in the works of Lewin and Rougerie [2I] and Gross and Meeron [13] for quantum
mechanics, and in the work of Lions [23] for Hartree-Fock theory. If b =0 and p = 2
more particularly, it models the dynamics of boson stars, where the potential is the
Newtonian gravitational potential in the appropriate physical units (8] 23]).

Note that if u(z,t) is a solution of () so is us(x,t) = (5%11(5:10,6%), with
the rescaled initial data uso(z) = us(x,0) for all § > 0. Furthermore,

(1.1)

I, = 0<a<n.

_n 2—2bta
lusoll e = 6°7 2T 700 ||ug|| 4.
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from which the critical Sobolev index is given by s, = § — 22_(5350‘

p=1+ %) which determines the scale-invariant Sobolev space H#e. In this

(alternatively

regard, the case s. = 0 (alternatively p = p. := 1+ %_21’) is referred to as the mass-
critical (or L2-critical). If s, = 1 (alternatively p = p* := 1 + 2=2252) the problem
is called the energy-critical (or H!-critical), and it is known as the mass-supercritical
and energy-subcritical if 0 < s. < 1. Finally, the below L? case is when s. < 0. The
limiting case b — 0 in the above formulation aligns with the critical homogeneous
regime.

The well-posedness theory of the Hartree equation (b = 0 in (LI])) has been ex-
tensively studied over the past few decades and is well understood. (See, for example,
[9, 5 10, 24, 25, 29] and references therein.) However, much less is known about
the inhomogeneous model (1) that has drawn attention in recent several years since
the singularity || =% in the nonlinearity makes the problem more complex. The well-
posedness for (LI was first studied by Alharbi and Saanouni [I] using an adapted
Gargliardo-Nireberg type identity. They showed that (L) is locally well-posed in
L?if 2 < p < p.and in H' if 2 < p < p*. In [32], Saanouni and Talal treated the
intermediate case in the sense that (1)) is locally well-posed in H'NH, 0< s, <1,
if 2 < p < p*, but this does not imply the inter-critical case H*¢. For related results
on the scattering theory, see also [33, 311 [40, [30].

Despite these efforts, the critical case H® remains unsolved. The main contribu-
tion of this paper is to solve the case of s. > 0 and even more subtle critical cases
below L2. To this end, we obtain all possible weighted LP Strichartz estimates with
singular weights.

1.1. Sharp weighted Strichartz estimates. Now we state the weighted Strichartz
estimates in which the weights make it possible to control the singularity |z|~° in the
nonlinearity more effectively.

Theorem 1.1. Letn > 2 and —1/2 < s <n/2. Then we have

€2 Fllza e o-my S 1N e (1.2)
if (q,r) 1is (v, s)-Schrodinger admissible, i.e., for v > 0,
1 1 ol 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2
0<-<-, Tl Zop=—)42 —p(=—2)—= (13
sicg Zatsh Zang-Dam s=aG-D-Zen 03)

The weighted estimates (LZ) were first introduced in [I8] (see Proposition 1.5
there) when (1/¢,1/r,~) lies in the open tetrahedron BGEC in Figure[ll This region
is significantly extended in the above theorem to the closed hexahedron BAHECDI
excluding the closed quadrangles BADC and AHID and the closed triangle BEC.
We also would like to mention that the improved estimates (2] result in extending
the range 0 < s < 1/3 in Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 of [I§] for critical inhomogeneous
Schrodinger equations of power-type, up to 0 < s < 1/2 as in Theorem [[L3l This is
not the main issue in the present work and we shall omit the details. See also [2] [7, 20]
concerning the power-type.
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FIGURE 1. The range of (1/q,1/r,7) in Theorem [

We shall give more details about the region; the cases ¢ = 2 and ¢ = oo in the first
condition of (3] correspond to the top and bottom of the hexahedron, respectively.
The sides of the hexahedron, the quadrangles AHID and EHIC, are determined
in turn by the lower and upper bounds of the second condition in ([3]). The third
condition in (L3]) determines the other side of the hexahedron. The index s is then
uniquely determined by the last condition in ([3]). Indeed, (L2) holds for s = 0 if
(1/q,1/r,~) lies in the triangle BF'C'. The corresponding regions of (1/¢,1/r,~) when
s — —1/2 go towards the point F from this triangle, while this movement is carried
out in the opposite direction when s > 0, up to the point D corresponding to s = n/2.

Now we discuss the sharpness of the condition (I3]). The last condition in (L3 is
just the scaling condition so that (C2)) is invariant under the scaling (x,t) — (dz, §%t).
For the first one, consider the operator T'f = €2 f and note that (L)) is equivalent
to the bounded operator TT* from L?/Lgl(|:c|’”l’y) to L{L"(|z|~"7) by the standard
TT* argument. The operator T7T* is also time-translation invariant since it has a
convolution structure with respect to ¢. Hence it follows that ¢ > 2 ([I5]). Finally,
we handle the sharpness of the condition v/n < 1/r and the third condition of (L3
in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.2. Let v > 0 and s € R. The estimate (L2)) is false if either ~v/n >
1/r or2/q>n(1/2—1/r)+ 2.

1.2. Applications. We return our attention to the Cauchy problem (II]) and apply
the weighted estimates to obtain the following well-posedness in the critical case
p=1+%when320.
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Theorem 1.3. Letn > 2 and 0 < s < 1/2. Assume that
a—n 2
L ()
2 n
Then for ug € H*(R™) there exist T > 0 and a unique solution v € C([0,T); H®) N
L([0,T); L"(|z|~")) to the problem (L) with p =1 + 2=2b£a jf

n—2<a<n and max{O, }<b§%+s+1. (1.4)

n—2s
. p—1s+1 (p-2)2p—1)n n
s<'y<m1n{1—s, ) - 17 ,5} (1.5)

and (q,7) is any (7, s)-Schrodinger admissible pair. Furthermore, the continuous
dependence on the initial data holds.

The argument in this paper can be also applied to the subcritical case p < 1+
2=2bta (je., s > s.) but we are not concerned with this easier problem here. We
instead provide the small data global well-posedness and the scattering results as

follows:

Theorem 1.4. Let n > 2 and 0 < s < 1/2. Under the same assumptions as in
Theorem [I.3 the local solution extends globally in time with

u € C([0,00); H*) N LA([0, 00); L"(J[~"7)) (1.6)

if luollzr= is sufficiently small. Furthermore, the solution scatters in H®, i.e., there
exists ¢ € H® such that

: _itA g
Jim [[u(t) = €21 = 0 (1.7

When n > 3 the small data global existence and scattering for the energy-critical
case of ([LI)) with potential was recently addressed in [19]. The scattering for non-
small data was treated in [14] for the energy-critical case when n = 3 and g € H*,
and was handled in [TT] for the H? critical focusing homogeneous equation ([LI]) with
b=0when n =5 and ug € H'(C H'/?) is radial.

The common difficulty in the case s < 0 comes from deriving a contraction from
the nonlinearity since fractional Leibnitz and chain rules are not applicable well with
derivative of negative order. To overcome this problem, we take advantage of smooth-
ing effect in the weighted setting (2] when s < 0. Indeed, (I2) is equivalent to

H |V|S/ eﬂ'TAF(-,T)dT

—0oQ

S [
L2

(1.8)

i Ly (217)
by duality. If we additionally assume g > ¢’, then we can deduce some inhomogeneous
estimates

SIF]
LIz (|2 =m)

t
H/ e CIAR( T)dr (1.9)
0

without involving any derivative from applying the Christ-Kiselev Lemma [6] together

LI LY (|2|7'7)

with the standard 77" argument. In this regard, we need to have the common range
of s, —1/2 < s < 1/2, for which both ([2)) and (L)) hold, although (L2) holds more
widely for —1/2 < s < n/2. The inhomogeneous estimates (L9) not only make the
Leibnitz and chain rules superfluous, but also make it easier to utilize the contraction
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mapping principle. As a result, we obtain the following local well-posedness result in
the critical case below L? and the corresponding scattering results.

Theorem 1.5. Letn > 2 and —1/2 < s < 0. Assume that

n—2—-2s<a<n and O<b§a—;n+s+1. (1.10)
Then for ug € H*(R™) there exist T > 0 and a unique solution u € C([0,T); H*) N
L9([0,T); L"(|z|~"7)) to the problem (L) with p =1+ 225t 4f

—1 1 —-2)2p—1 2
P 4p? 2 p 2p—1'2
and (q,r) is any (v, s)-Schrodinger admissible pair. Furthermore, the continuous
dependence on the initial data holds.

—s<”y<min{

Theorem 1.6. Let n > 2 and —1/2 < s < 0. Under the same assumptions as in
Theorem [L3 the local solution extends globally in time with

u € O([0,00); H*) N L([0, 00); L (Ja] "))

if ||uol| 7. is sufficiently small. Furthermore, the solution scatters in H, i.c., there
exists ¢ € H® such that

li 1) — itA L=

lim [u(t) — 2] 5. = 0

The assumption on « in (L) is optimal when n = 2. v is an index that occurs
only in (L2)), and (LA and (LTI are the entire ranges of v that can be used to obtain
the theorems using the optimal estimate (2I).

The other sections of this paper is organized as follows. In Sections 3] and 32 we
prove Theorem [[.J] and Proposition[.2] respectively. Sections [T and .2 are devoted
to proving the well-posedness results, Theorems [[.3] [.4] and [[LG] making use of
the weighted Strichartz estimates studied in the previous sections.

Throughout this paper, the letter C stands for a positive constant which may be
different at each occurrence. We also denote A < B to mean A < C'B with unspecified
constants C' > 0.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some preliminary lemmas that will be used for the
proofs of the theorems. The first lemma concerns the complex interpolation space
identities used for the proof of Theorem [I.1]

Lemma 2.1 ([]). Let 0 <6 <1, 1< py,p1 < oo and sg,s1 € R. Then the following
identities hold:

o Withl/p=(1-0)/po+0/p1 and w = wg(lfe)/powfe/m,
(LP° (wo), L (w1))g) = LP(w)
and for two complex Banach spaces Ay, A1,

(LP°(Ag), LP* (A1))ie) = LP((Ao, A1)j))-
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o With s = (1—0)so+ 0s1 and sg # s1,
(™ %)) = B,
Here, (-,-)jg) denotes the complex interpolation functor.

The others used for the well-posedness are the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev type
inequality and a weighted version of the Sobolev embedding, as follows in turn:

Lemma 2.2 ([22, 28]). Let 0 < o < n and 1 < g,7,8 < 00. If%—l—%—k%:l—l—%,
then

1o * Nglla < ClINglls-

Lemma 2.3 ([34]). Letn>1 and 0 < s <n. If

~ ~ n n n n
1<T1§T/2<007 _~_<b§a<~— and a—b—s=—

T 7 o
2 1 2 1

then
Nal® £l 7 < Capr el IV 7y
3. WEIGHTED STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section we prove Theorem [Tl and Proposition

3.1. Proof of Theorem [IT.dl When 0 < s < n/2, we first recall the classical
Strichartz estimates [35] 12} 7]

e Fllrorr S 1l e (3.1)
where
O<1<1 O<1<1 _(1 1) 2
—q~ 2 r— 2’ s n2 r q’

and note that this condition corresponds to the closed quadrangle with vertices
B, A,D,C except the closed segment [A, D] in Figure [l We then obtain (LZ) on
the open quadrangle with vertices F, H, I, C including the open segments (E, H) and
(C,I). By making use of the complex interpolation between them, we finish the proof.

3.1.1. Estimates on the region EHIC. When —1/2 < s < n/2, we now show that the
following desired estimate holds:

e £l o < 11 (32)
where
1 1 1 n 2
OS_S_u —<y<5, S=7— .
g2 g 2 q

By the complex interpolation, we reduce it to the two cases ¢ = 2 and ¢ = oo which
correspond to the open segments (E, H) and (C,T), respectively. The case ¢ = 2 is
already well known as the Kato-Yajima smoothing estimate

- it A
a0 fllzre < 1 f Mo (3:3)

IThe estimate ([&3) was discovered by Kato and Yajima [I6] for 1/2 < 7o < 1. (We also refer
to [3] for an alternative proof.) After then, it turns out that (B3] holds in the optimal range

1/2 < o < n/2. See [36} [38] [39].
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where 1/2 < 79 < n/2 and sg = 79 — 1. For the case ¢ = oo, we recall the Hardy
inequality (see e.g. [27])

Nzl gl o < gl g »
where 0 < 1 < n/2, and then take g = e f to deduce

llal ™€ £ o S 11 £l (3.4)

where 0 <y <n/2 and s1 = 7.
We now make use of the complex interpolation between B3) and B4 to fill in
the open quadrangle with vertices E, H, I, C. First we need to use the dual estimates

of (B3) and (B,

[emsrenar| S IPlssgem (3.5)
R H~—50
for 1/2 < v9 <mn/2 and sp =y — 1, and
/ TSR S I e eg (3.6)
R H—s1

for 0 <91 <n/2and s; = 71, respectively. This is because the complex interpolation
space identities in Lemma 2] are not applied to ([B4) involving the L{® norm.
Using the complex interpolation between [B.3) and (B.4), we now see

‘/eiTAF(',T)dT
R

and then we make use of the lemma to get

o SF N pzzz(efzo), LEL2(jz)201)) 6
(H=s0, H=*1)g

/e_iTAF('aT)dT ) S ||FHL41/L2(|QC|2~,) (3.7)
R H-s t T
where
1 1-6
pha s=s50(1—0)+s10, v=n0(1—0)+70 (3.8)
under the conditions
1 n n
§<’Yo<§, So ="y — 1, OS")/1<§, s1=m, 0<6<1. (39)

By eliminating the redundant exponents 6, sq, 1,9, 7y1 here, all the conditions on
q, 8,7 for which the equivalent estimate (B7) of (82) holds are summarized as

1
0<-< ¢ a<ﬂy<ﬁ, s=7—- (3.10)

when —1/2 < s < n/2, as desired. Indeed, we first use the second and fourth ones of
(39) to remove the exponents s, s; in the second one of ([B.8]) as

Yo(l—=0)+v0=s+1-6. (3.11)
By BII), the last one of B8] can be rephrased as § = s + 1 — « while the first one
of (39) is converted to

S—W<me<s+¥. (3.12)
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To remove the redundant exponent 3, we then make each lower bound of v; in the
third of (39) and (BI2) less than all the upper bounds in turn. Then it follows that

—9
5—37—<9<1+%. (3.13)

Now all the conditions on 6 are the first one of ([B.8]), the last one of [B9), (BI3) and
0 =s+1—~. Namely,

2 -2
h=1-=, 0<0<1, 3—37—<9<1+%,9:s+1—% (3.14)
q

Finally we insert the first one of ([BI4) into the second, third and fourth in turn to

get
1 1 1 n 2 2
0<-<z, ——<s<z——, s=7—-—
q 2 q 2 q q
when —1/2 < s < n/2. Putting the last one into the second one here implies the

second condition of (B.I0).

3.1.2. Further interpolation. To complete the proof of Theorem [[LT] we further inter-
polate between the following dual estimates of (BI]) with ¢, r, s replaced by a, b, o and
B2) with g, s, replaced by a, o, \:

/ e TAF(, T)dr
R =

where 2 < a,b < o0, b# 00, 0 =n(1/2—1/b) —2/a and 0 < o < n/2, and

‘ / e TAF( T)dr
R H-5

where 2 <a<oo,1/a<A<n/2,6 =X—2/aand —1/2 < & < n/2. By the complex
interpolation and Lemma [2.1] as before, it follows then that

S ||F||L5/Lg’a

S IEM g 2 a2

‘ /e—iTAF(,ﬂ—)dT S IF Ny e, (3.15)
R H-s v
where
1 1-60 6 1 1-6 0
- —. =74 =)0 =og(l—-20 50 3.16
. e Tty 7 , s=o(l-0)+35 (3.16)
under the conditions
1 1 1 1 1 2 n
0<Z<Z 0<Z<= =n(=—-)—-= 0< — 3.17
Sy 0<3sgyp o=ng-gl-g Ose<g (1D
1 1 1 n 2 1 n
0< <. Z<i<<=— C=A——, ——<o0o<—, 0<6O<]1. 3.18
<-<g <A<, © 7 5 <0 <3 <f< (3.18)

We first combine the last condition of BI8) with the third ones of (BIF) and
(I8 in turn to remove &, A as

20

o(l—f)=s— (A=) =s—7+—=.

ISHEN



CRITICAL INHOMOGENEOUS HARTREE EQUATIONS 9

By using this and the first two conditions of (BI6]), we then eliminate the redundant
exponents a,b and o in BI7) as follows:

1 1-6 0 1 0 1 1
A G S S g 3.19
q 2 ~a q 2<7"_27 ( )
1 1 2 vy—s 6 n(l-0) ~y-—s
=n(=—=)=Z= <= . 3.20
s=n(z~-) PR e e T (3.20)

Note here that the first condition of [3.20) is exactly same as the last one of (LJ), from
which the lower bound in the second one of ([B:20)) can be replaced by % -1 -1
By using the third condition of ([B.I8), the fourth one of (BI]]) can be also replaced
by
2 1<A<2+n
a 2 a 2’
but this is automatically satisfied by the first two conditions of (BI8) which are

replaced by
<7< (3.21)

multiplying by € and using the third one of (BI0]).
To eliminate the redundant exponent @ in (3:19), (820) and (B321)), we make each
lower bound of 1/a less than all the upper ones in turn. It follows then that

1 1 2 11
<-<-, = —— )42 .22
O_q_T q<ng T%%% v >0, (3.22)
1 n1 1. 6 1 1
______ << _Z . 3.23
p 2577 =5 <3 7 (3:23)

Indeed, starting from the one of ([B.I9]), we get the redundant condition § <1, /2 <
1/2—(2/q—~+s)/(n+2), the first upper bound of 1/¢ in (8:222) and the upper bound
of /2 in (323). But here the second condition can be removed by substituting the
first one of ([B:20) into it and using the second one of [BI9). Next, from the one of
(B20), we get the redundant condition r» > 2, /2 < 1 —1/r —2/(nq) + (v — s)/n,
the lower bound of 6/2 in (323 and the second one of ([B:22]). But here the second
condition can be removed by substituting the first one of (320) into it and using the
second one of (3I9). Lastly from the lower bound of 8/a in (B21), we have the lower
bound of 1/¢ in (822), 6/2 < 1/2+ (v — s)/n, 6 > 0 and the last one of ([3.22). But
here, the second one can be eliminated by substituting the first one of (B20) into it
and using 6/2 < 1/r together with 1/¢ > 0, and the third one is clearly redundant.
All the requirements on # are now summarized as follows:

v 6 1
<<l —-—<-=-<x- 3.24
<0<l —<g<o, (3.24)
1 n(l 1)<9<1 1+ (3.25)
¢ 29 =9y '

We eliminate the first condition of ([B24]) which is automatically satisfied by the
second one, and further eliminate # in (324) and ([B2H) to reduce to

11
%<;§5 (3.26)
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by making each lower bound of € less than all the upper ones in turn. Indeed, from
the lower bound of 6/2 in (324)), we have v/n < 1/r and 1/¢ < 1/2+4 (n — 1)y/n.
But here the latter is trivially valid since ¢ > 2 and v > 0. From the lower bound in
B23), we see 1/qg <n/2(1/2—=1/r)+1/r and 2/q < n/2(1/2 —1/r) + 1/2 + ~, but
here, the latter can be removed by the second one of [3:22) together with 1/¢ < 1/2
and the former is automatically satisfied by 1/¢ < 1/2 and 1/r < 1/2. Here, we do
not need to consider the case r = 2 because it is already obtained in the previous
subsection.

All the requirements so far are summarized by [B22), (3:226) and the first one of
B20) when —1/2 < s < n/2, as those in Theorem [[LIl Since ([B.I5]) is equivalent to
([T2), the proof is now complete.

3.2. Proof of Proposition We construct some examples for which (C2) fails
if either v/n > 1/r or 2/q > n(1/2 — 1/r) + 2.

3.2.1. The part v/n > 1/r. We consider a positive ¢ € C5°(R™) compactly supported

in {€ e R”: 1< |{] <2}, and set f(§) = ¢(§). Then, || f]|r2 ~ 1 by the Plancherel
theorem, and

. 1 . 2

—s JitA _ —s jix-E—it|€]

V76" f(a) = gy [ €171 (e

For x € B(0,1/8) and t € (—1/16,1/16), we note here that |z-& —¢|£]?| < 1/2 by the

support condition of ¢, to conclude

V1o )| 2| [ costo €~ teP)oente| 2 cost1/2) [ stepte~ 1
R™ R"

for any s € R. Hence it follows that

. 1/r
9122 gy oy 2 ([ Jel 00
N lel<g

whenever t € (—1/16,1/16). However, the right-hand side here blows up if v/n > 1/r,
and so the estimate ([L2)) fails if v/n > 1/r.

3.2.2. The part 2/q > n(1/2—1/r)+ 2v. By the scaling condition, the estimate (2]
fails clearly if 2/¢g > n(1/2 —1/r) + v when s > 0.

We only need to consider the case s < 0. Consider a positive ¢ € C5°(R) compactly
supported in the interval [—1, 1] and set

n

~

F&) = o6 —K) ] o&)

k=2
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where K is a positive constant as large as we need. Then, || f||.2 ~ 1 by the Plancherel
theorem, and by the change of variable & — & + K,

V|2 f ()

1 —s iz-E—it|€]? B .
— 7 [ e o )T oteoae
_ 1 l:ElK—itK2 ((5 2 " 7% zm E—2Kité— Zt|£|2
= et + K+ ) &) 9(&)d
PORE / L 2 U ’

Now we set
" 1 1
B = {xeR ol — 2Kt < —, |:Ek|§—fork=2,...,n}.
4n 4n
If x € Band —— - <t< g , then we have

1

2 < (z1 — 2K1)& | +|Zﬂ?k§k| +[tl1g)? < =

r— 2Kt& 5

by the support condition of ¢, and thus

975 ()] 2 cos1/2) [ (6 + KP+ D oed)  flotes
k=2 k=1

onrn () [ Tloeo

2 K™
if K > 4. This is because

G+ K+ =K +2K6 + [ 2 K2 - 2K > —
k=2

under —1 < &, < 1 for all k.
By the change of variable 1 — z1 4+ 2Kt, we therefore get

| . N
H|vlfseztAfHLgL;(‘z‘,m) >K™° (/% (/B |5U|T'de> dt)

T "o e\ \u
ZK‘S(/ (/ ((z1+2Kt)* + > " a7) de) dt)q.
—1n \Vlzl<g

k=2
Note here that

(w1 +2K6)° + ) " af < |2’ + 4K |t]|21| + 4K S K*
k=2

if K is sufficiently large. Since ry > 0, it follows now that

H|v|7seitAfHL§Lg(|m|fm) 2 K=
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for all sufficiently large K. Consequently, the estimate ([2)) leads us to K~ (7 <1
for all sufficiently large K. But this is not possible for the case s + vy < 0 which is
equivalent to 2/q > n(1/2 — 1/r) + 2v by the scaling condition.

4. WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section we first obtain some weighted estimates for the nonlinearity of (L)
using the same spaces as those involved in the weighted Strichartz estimates. These
nonlinear estimates will then play a key role when proving the well-posedness results
via the contraction mapping principle.

4.1. Nonlinear estimates. Before stating the nonlinear estimates, we introduce
some notations. For v > 0 and —% <s< %, we set,

A, s =A{(q,7): (g,7) is (7, s)-Schrédinger admissible},
and then define the weighted norm

lulls, . = . TSEP Iz ull LacrLr)
s s

and its dual weighted norm

lellss oy = mf el el g

L7
4,7)€A5,5,q LLE)

for any interval I C R.

4.1.1. The mass-critical case s = 0. First we obtain the nonlinear estimates for the
special case s = 0, the mass-critical case.

Proposition 4.1. Let n > 2. Assume that
n—2<a<n and O<b§%+l.

przl—i—% and

-1 1 —-2)2p—1
0<y:a<mm{@ Jstl (= 2)C )”} (4.1)
p 4p?
then we have
™l 2o (e x| [l s, ooy < CllulZ i olls, onlwls, o (42)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that there exist (¢,7) € Ao and (¢,7) € Ay with
q > 2 for which

_b _ _b _
e O A R e P e )

< OHUHiézzﬁLg(‘mrm))|\U||L;?(1;L;(|m|fm))||w|\L§(1;L;(|m|fm)) (4.3)
holds for «, b, p,7,7 given as in the lemma.
For ~,% > 0, we first consider (v, 0)-Schrodinger admissible pair (g, ) and (7,0)-
Schrodinger admissible pair (¢, 7) as

ol 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1
-z - _Z 2 Z = + 4.4
5 q<n(2 r)+ v, . n(2 )+, (4.4)

0< =
r

1
<_7
-2

| =
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1 1 5 2 1 1 2 1 1

1 1
0<=-<5, —<=z<5, zZ<n(3-3)+2% =z=n(5-3)+7% 4.5
—q 2 n 2 g n(2 r)+ﬁy q n(2 r)+7 (45)
To control the left-hand side of ([3)), we use the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev type
inequality, Lemma By making use of the lemma and Holder’s inequality, we

obtain
H|3:|*b+’?|u|p*21;(la * | - |*b|u|p71|w|)HL§,(I;L2,)
<Ol P PPl e e TP ] s s
Ly (L) Lf(I;LY)
_ 2p—3 _ _
< Clll=l™ull o gy el 0l e iz el ™ wll e nr
with 1 2 1 1 2 1
» — » — « -
T/ e N TI = -, ")/ = ")/, (46)
q q v r n
1 1
0<-<—, b=py. (4.7)
r p

It remains to check the assumptions under which (3] holds. Combining the last
two conditions of (LX) implies 4 > 0. Substituting (L0) into (I) with 4 > 0 also
implies

—_

1 1 n+ 2« 1 n+a-—vy
<_S ’ = - ’
22p—1) ¢~ 2p—=1" 2n(2p—1) —r n(2p-1)

v >0, (4.8)

2 n+4 n o oa—vy

Z_-__ - _Z . 4.9

qg 2(2p-1) r+2p—1 (4.9)
Note that ([9) is exactly same as the last condition of {4 when p = 1 4 220t
with b = py, by which the second one of (L) becomes

4—n 1 2—x
-0 g -1 (410
The lower bound of 1/¢ in ([@I0) and the upper one of 1/q in (L) can be eliminated
by the lower one of 1/¢ in (@8] and the upper one of 1/¢ in (#I0) by using n > 2 and
~v > 0, respectively. From the lower bound of (£8)) and the upper bound of [EI0I),

we get

1o 2=7

22p—1) g~ 202p-1)

On the other hand, substituting the last condition of (4] into the second and

third ones of ([@4]) and the first one of (@), the first three conditions of (£4) and
the first one of (A1) are rewritten as

(4.11)

1 1 nsl 1 vy 1 n
0<=<=, _(__—) T2 0 4.12
=752 2375 +2<q<4 v > (4.12)

in which the upper bounds of 1/¢ can be eliminated by the upper bound of 1/¢ in
8) since p > 2 and n > 2. Combining [@II)) and the first two conditions in ([@I2),

we then get
1 n/l 1 0 1 2—~
— — (=== = - 4.13
maX{2(2p—1)’2(2 p)+2}<q<2(2p—1) (4.13)
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To derive the assumption ([@I]), we make the lower bound of 1/¢ less than the
upper one of 1/¢ in [@I3)). As a result,

1 -2)(2p—1
v<1 and 7<———(p )(g )n
p 4p
Indeed, starting from the lower bound m of 1/q, we see the first condition of
([I4). From the lower bound %(3 — %) + 3 of 1/q, we also see the last condition in
(#14). But here the second upper bound of v in ([@I4)) is less than the first upper
one in ([@I4). By combining ([{I4) and v > 0, we finally arrive at

1 —2)(2p—1
0oyl p=2C-1n
D 4p

which implies the assumption ([CH]) since the upper bound of v in (@15 is the mini-

(4.14)

(4.15)

mum value when s = 0.

Now we derive the assumptions in (L.4]). We first insert s = § — 22_(5350‘ = 0 with

b = py into ([@IH). Indeed, the equality is rewritten as
2+a—(p—1)n
VE T,
P
and then we get

—9
p-Dn-2<a, a< w. (4.16)

The last condition here is redundant from 0 < o« < n. We write the first condition of

([{T18) with respect p as

a+2

p < + 1.

Eliminating p in this condition with p > 2, and combining with 0 < o < n, we arrive
at n—2 < a < n which implies the first assumption in (I4]). The only assumption left
is the second one in (4. Since (p — 1)n —2 > 0, eliminating « in the first condition
of [@I6) with 0 < o < n, we see

2
2<p<2+—
n
by combining with p > 2. We substitute p =1 + % into this to deduce
a—n a—n

b<
3 ~'S

which implies the second assumption in (L4) from the fact that -2 < a—n < 0. O

+1

4.1.2. The H?-critical case. Next we treat the H*-critical case, s > 0.

Proposition 4.2. Letn > 2 and 0 < s < 1/2. Assume that
a—n 2
L (25
2 n

n—2<a<n and max{O, }<b§%+s+1.

Ifp=1+22ta 4pg

n—2s

(p—1)s+1 _ (p—2)2p—1)n ﬁ}j (4.17)

<y=A4<min{l—s, ,
s<y=7% mln{ s ) 12
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then we have

2p—3
el ul=2o(Ta + | |, < ClalZ = lolls, .o llwls, .
and
IV~ (J =P P20 (o * | - |7b|U|p*1|UJ|))‘ _— < C||UI|§’;?ZI)||v||sw,s(1)||1U||sw,s(1)-

To prove the proposition, it is sufficient to show that there exist (¢,7) € A, s and
((ji,’f‘i) S A’%,—S with g >2,1=1,2 for which

—-b p—2 1=0b p—1 ~ B
el a2 |1l oDl ity o

< OllullFy e ap-rp 10N pe g o 1wl g g ay -y - (4:18)
and

1917 (Ja =l =20l |- |l o) |

L (1,122 (| 872))
2 3
< Cllulls s pr u)-rp Wl La@zn e 1wl Lg@sng o=y (4:19)

hold for «, b, p,y, % given as in the lemma.
Let 0 < s < 1/2. For v,4; > 0, we first consider (v, s)-Schrédinger admissible pair
(¢,7) and (%;, —s)-Schrodinger admissible pairs (g;,7;) as

1 1 ¥ 1 1 2 1 2 1 1
0<-<-, —=<=-<=, =<n(lz==)+2y, ==n(z—- - 4.20
T q 2 n r = 2 q n(2 )+7 q n(2 7")—|—7 s )

1 1 1 1 2 1 _ 2 1 1
0< <5, =< =<5, = P 2%, —=n(;—= i 4.21
T 2" n 20 G (2 i)+ 7 q; n(2 7‘1)+Fy s )

Proof of ([#I8). By making use of Lemma and Holder’s inequality we obtain

—b+71|,,|p—2 =0y, -1 -/ .
||| [ulP~ (Lo | - [~°ul |w|)|\Lgl(,;L;1)
< Oz~ up 2] o Izl =P P el o -
LT LP k)
2p—3
< Cllll ™ ull s 7py Ml ”vlngu;L;)IIle Ywllpa(rLr)
with 1 2p—-1 1 2p-1
A Ak e Y (4.22)
ql q 7'1 T n
11
0<-<—, b=pv. (4.23)
rop

It remains to check the assumptions under which ([@Ig]) holds. Combining the last
two conditions of (LZI]) implies 41 > s which can replace 47 > 0 since 0 < s < 1/2.

Substituting ([£22) into (£2I)) implies
1 1 1 n+ 2« 1 n+a-—vy

1) ¢ = — 4.24
%=1 g S%-1 a@p-1) wop—1) <7 (4.24)
2 4 oy
2__ntd n a-qy-s (4.25)
qg 22p-1) r 2p —1
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Note that ([2F) is exactly same as the last condition of [20) when p = 1 + 220t
with b = py, by which the second one of [@.24]) becomes

4—n—-2s 1 2—~v—s

A2p-1) “q 7~ 2(2p-1)
The lower bound of 1/¢ here can be eliminated using the lower one of 1/¢ in ([@.24])
with 2 — n < 2s, and the upper bound of 1/¢ in [@24]) can be also eliminated by the
upper one of 1/q here using v > 0 and s > 0. From the first one of ([@24]) and the
upper bound of (E20), we get

(4.26)

1 - 1 - 2—7v—s
22p—1) "¢~ 202p—-1)
On the other hand, substituting the last condition of ([#20) into the second and
third ones of (20) and the first one of (L23)), the first three conditions of (£20) and
the first one of (23] are rewritten as
pelel mL_ly aoe 1 n-3
q = 2 2\2 p 2 q 4
in which the last condition is redundant by the last one of ([24)) due to 0 < s < 1/2,
and the first upper bound of 1/¢ can be eliminated by the second one of 1/q by using
2 —n < 2s. Combining ([@27) and the first two conditions in (28], we then get
1 nsl 1 Y—5 1 . (2—7v—5 n—2s
- X(z-= << : (429
maX{Z(Zp—l) 2 (2 p> T } q mln{2(2p— 1) 4 } (429)
To derive the assumption ([@I7), we make the lower bound of 1/¢ less than the

upper one of 1/q in [@29). As a result,
n 1 p—1)s+1 (p—2)2p—1)n

y<l-s, s<§—m, v < » - 1p? )
Indeed, starting from the first lower bound of 1/¢, we see the first two conditions of
(@.30) in which the second condition is redundant due to & — 2;0%1 > 1 by using p > 2
and n > 2. From the second lower bound of 1/¢, we also see the last two conditions
in (@30). By combining [@30) and s < 7 which follows from the last one in ({{.24]),

we arrive at (L5

(4.27)

—5 <y (4.28)

n
< = (430
<3 (4.30)

-1 1 -2)(2p—1
s<’y<min{1—s, (p—Ds+1 [ )(5 )n,ﬁ} (4.31)
p 4p p
as desired.
Now we derive the assumptions in (L4). Inserting s = & — 22_(55"{3" and v = b/p
into (L31]), we see
2)p — -1 2% — -1 3p—2
p < Lt 2)p—plp )n,b<ap+p p(p )n7a<(p )n,b<n(4'32)
2 2(2p—1) 2p
in which the third condition is redundant from 0 < «a < m. On the other hand,
inserting s = § — 22*(3333‘ into 0 < s < % implies
2—(p—1 1—(p—1
af2=@=bn _, oatprl=p=bn (4.33)

2 2
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By making the lower bounds of b less than the upper ones of b in [@32) and @33
together with b > 0, we get

p—1n—-2<a, (P-1ln-2p<a, (p—-1ln—-p—-1<a, (4.34)

a<(p-1n+2p-1), a<(@p+1l)n-2. (4.35)
Indeed, from the lower bound 0 of b we see [@34]) in which the last two conditions
can be eliminated by the first one. From the another lower bound LQP_I)" of b,
we also see the first condition of (£34)), and ([@35) which is redundant by 0 < a < n.
Eliminating p in the first condition of ({34]) with p > 2, and combining 0 < «a < n,
we see n — 2 < o < n which implies the first assumption in ([4). Lastly, we derive
the second assumption in (4] which is left. Since (p — 1)n —2 > 0, eliminating « in
the first condition of [@34) with 0 < o < n and combining p > 2, we see

2
2<p<24=. (4.36)
n
Substituting p = 1 4+ 2225 into (30), we see
a—n_ (n+2)s b O
2 n
which implies the second assumption in (4. O

Proof of (£19). We have to obtain ([@I9) under conditions on ¢, and ~ for which
(AI8) holds. To handle the term |V|~* here, we make use of the weighted version of
the Sobolev embedding, Lemma Indeed, applying the lemma with

- 1 2p—1 « 1 2p—1
a=v, b=%, == -

8 r n’ q
we have
[ s AR B )| PO
< el 2ol |l g, (437)
i 1 21
0<—<22_ 2, (4.38)
7"2 r n
D A<y L (4.39)
Ty T1
and
2% — 1
7—’72—8:77/4'06—7(1) )n_g (4.40)
r T2

Now we check that there exist the exponents ¢, 72,2 satisfying (£35), ([E39),
(#40) under the conditions for which (ZI8]) holds. Then, one can apply (ZI8) to the
right side of (£37)) in order to get (ZI9]).

Since 42 > 0, the first inequality in (£39)) is redundant, and the third inequality in
#39) is also redundant from the second inequality in [@2T]). Hence ([@39) is reduced
to

Yo < - (4.41)
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By using (£40) and the last equality in (£2I]), the exponents ¢» and 72 in all the
inequalities in ([@21]) for ¢ = 2, ([A38)) and @A) can be removed as follows:

—s—n-— 2p—1 1 1 1
P c <o, (4.42)
n r ro T~ 2
— 2p—1 1
yistntae pol 1 (4.43)
n r T
p—1 « 1
0<1- +-<—<1, (4.44)
n T2
1 2p—1
_Sa+s+n D (4.45)
) n r

The first inequality in ([{42]) is equivalent to

1 n+a—v+s

- < -

r (2p—1)n
which is redundant from the upper bound of 1/r in ([#24)). Similarly, the first inequal-
ity in (£44) is also redundant by the second inequality in ([@21I]). The last inequalities

in ({42) and @A) are eliminated by the second inequality in (@2I]). Hence (44

is reduced to

wolio 1 (4.46)
r n " 7o

Now it remains to check that there exists 75 satisfying (£43), ({L45]) and (£46) under
the conditions in Theorem [[3] To do so, we make each lower bound of 1/79 in (£43)
and ([A46) less than the upper one of 1/ in (£45) in turn. Indeed, from the lower
bounds in (IA43) and (L40), we see v > 0 and s > 0, respectively, which is already

satisfied. 0

1

4.1.3. The critical case below L?. Finally we consider the H*-critical case, s < 0.

Proposition 4.3. Let n > 2 and —1/2 < s < 0. Assume that
n—2-2s<a<n and O<b§a—;n+s+1.

przl—i—% and

. (p=1)s+1 (p—-2)2p—1)n non 2 n}
- - L . B S T
S<7<mm{ » 42 STty gy (447
then we have
el ™o -1l < It o Folssco

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that there exist (¢,7) € Ay and (g,7) € Ay _ with
G > 2, for which

T O A B e Y e T O

< OllullFy pe ap-rp 0N pe g o 1wl g ar -y - (4:48)

holds for «, b, p,7,7 given as in the lemma.
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Let —1/2 < s < 0. For 7,4 > 0, we first consider (v, s)-Schrodinger admissible
pair (¢g,r) and (5, —s)-Schrodinger admissible pair (¢, 7) as

1 1 ¥ 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1
0<-< = < —-< = - - — = 2 —=n(=-— - — 4.49
—q = 2 n<7"_2’ <n(2 T)+ v q n(2 7")—|—7 s )
1 1 o 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1
0< =< = < =< = - - — = 27 —=n(=-—= o) . (4.50
—q<2’ S<=<3 q<n(2 F)-i- 9, : n(2 7:)+7+s (4.50)

To control the left-hand side of (48], we utilize Lemma [Z2] and then use Holder’s
inequality. Hence we have

=3 b2 | [l o) | o

<Ol " PPl o e el TP ufP ]| s
Ly (LLy™ ) L (1LY

—y, 112P—3 - -
< Ol ull g 2l vl el wllia iy

L{(I;Ly,
with
1 2p —1 1 2p—1 a .
T/: N TI: -, ")/:")/, (451)
q q T r n
1 1
0<-—<—, b=pr. (4.52)
r p

It remains to check the assumptions under which ([@48]) holds. Combining the
last two conditions of (B0) implies ¥ > s which can be replaced by 4 > 0 since
—1/2 < s < 0. Substituting [@5]) into [@L50) with ¥ > 0 implies

1 1 1 n+ 2a 1 n+a—vy
<-< ) s -=-< )
22p—1) q ~2p—1" 2n(2p—1) —r n(2p-—1)

v >0, (4.53)

2 n+4 n_ oa—7y7—s
2 2(2p+_ 524 2p7_1 , (4.54)
Here, the last one in ([@53)) is trivially satisfied. Note that (54 is exactly same as
the last condition of (£49) when p = 1 + % with b = pvy, by which the second
one of (LE3) becomes
4—n—-2s 1 2—~v—s
42p-1) g 2@p-1)
From the first condition in (£53) and (£ET), we get

1 4—n—2s 1 . 1 2—v—3s
S < . 4.56
max{2(2p—1)’4(2p—1)}<q—mm{2p—1’2(2p—1)} (4:56)

(4.55)

On the other hand, substituting the last condition of (@49 into the second and
third ones of ([49]) and the first one of ([@.52)), the first three conditions of (£.49) and
the first one of (L52) are rewritten as

2 q 4 7

1 1 — 1 -2
n( ) S —s <7 (4.57)

2 p
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in which the second upper bound of 1/¢ is redundant by the first upper one using the
fact that 2s < n — 2. Combining ([A56) and the first two conditions in ([@AT) with
—s < vy, we then get
n/l 1 ] 1 4—n—2s 1 . 1 2—v—3s
max{—(———)—l— , , }<—§m1n{ , }
2\2 p 2 72(2p—1)" 4(2p—1) q 2p—1"2(2p—1)
(4.58)
To derive the assumption ([L47T), we make the lower bounds of 1/¢ less than the
upper ones of 1/¢ in [@358). As a result,

n on 2 p—1)s+1 p—2)2p—1)n
T<s—g ot 7<( p) ! )4(p2 i (4.59)
v <1—s, s>—g, 'y<g. (4.60)

Indeed, starting from the lower bound 2 (1 — %) + 157 of 1/q, we see ([£.59). From the
lower bound m of 1/q, we see the first condition of ([4.60), and also see the last

two conditions of ([A60) from the last lower bound of 1/¢ which is %. But here
the first upper bound of « in ([@19)) is less than the first upper one in (£60) from the

fact that —1/2 < s < 0. By combining [@59), (L60) and —s < -, we finally arrive at

s+ 1 —2)(2p—1 2
(p-Ds+1 (p )(g9 jnom,m - ,ﬁ} (4.61)
» 4Ap 2 p 2p-1'2

—8<7<min{

as desired.

Now we derive the assumptions in (CI0). Inserting s = 2 — 222049 and v = p/b

2 2(p—1)
into (LG, we see

plp—1)n  pla+2) (3p—2)n
- b A A 4.62
2(2p—1)+2(2p—1)< S STy (4.62)
ap P pn
5 —(p—l)n—|—2p_1<b, b< 5 (4.63)

Here, the last condition of ([£62) is redundant since 0 < o < n. On the other hand,

inserting s = & — 2=2b4a jpto —% < s < 0 implies

2 2(p—1)
2—(p—1 1 2—(p—-1
at2-(p-Hn+l) , a+2-p-ln
2 2
By making the lower bounds of b less than the upper ones of b in ([@62), [@63) and
([@67) together with b > 0, we get

a<@Bp-2n-2, (p—-1n—-2<a, a<@@p-1n—p-—3 (4.65)
(3p—2)n_ 2 , a<n+ .

p 2p—1 2p—1
Indeed, from the lower bound of b of [{62) we obtain the first two conditions of
(@80, and the second condition is same as that obtained from the lower one of b,
which is 0. From the lower bound of b in ([@G3]), we see the conditions of ([A60]), while
the last condition of (LG5 is obtained from the lower bound of b of (£.G3]). But, all
conditions for « in ([@62), [A6H) and ([AL.6), except for the second one in [6H), are

redundant due to the facts that n > 2, 0 < a <n and p > 2.

(4.64)

o <

(4.66)
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To derive the first assumption in (LI0), we write the second condition of (G5
with respect p as

a+2

p < + 1.

Here, eliminating p in this condition with p > 2 and combining 0 < o < n, we see
n—2 < a < n as desired. Finally, we derive the second assumption in ([L.I0) which
is left. Since (p — 1)n — 2 > 0, combining p > 2 after eliminating « in the second
condition of ([@EH) with 0 < o < n, we see

2
2<p<2+ —.
n
Substituting p =1 + % into this implies

a-n (n+2)s <b< a—n
2

Since the lower bound of b in (£G7T) is less than zero from the fact that o < n, the

lower one of b is eliminated. Making the upper bound of b in ([{.G7) greater than zero,

we get the third assumption in (LI0) and n — 25 —2 < a. Since 0 <n —2s —2 < n,

we also get the second assumption in (I0). O

+s+1 (4.67)

4.2. Contraction mapping. Now we prove the well-posedness results by applying
the contraction mapping principle combined with the weighted Strichartz estimates.
The nonlinear estimates just obtained above play a key role in this step. The proof
is rather standard once one has the nonlinear estimates, and thus we provide a proof
for the mass-critical case only. The other critical cases are proved in the same way
just with a slight modification.

By Duhamel’s principle, we first write the solution of the Cauchy problem (L)) as

t
D(u) = Py, (u) = e ug — i / AR (u) dr (4.68)
0

where F(u) = |- |7%u(-, 7)[P~2u(-, 7) (Lo * | - |°|u(-,7)[?). For appropriate values of
T,N,M > 0 determined later, we shall show that ® defines a contraction map on
X(JgAaﬂf)::{uegcy(nzﬁ)ngugL;qxr*W»;

sup|lullz < M, [lulls, o) < N |

tel
equipped with the distance

d(u,v) = sup flu —vl|r2 + [[u —vlls, (1)
tel

where I = [0, 7] and the exponents ¢, 7,7 are given as in Theorem [[.3l

To control the Duhamel term in ([A68]), we derive the following inhomogeneous
estimates from Theorem [Tk

¢
/ ei(t*T)AF(T)dT

0

S IE
L{Ly(|=| =)

LY L (Ja|7'7) (4.69)
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where (g, 7) is (v, 0)-Schrodinger admissible and (g, 7) is (¥, 0)-Schrodinger admissible,
with ¢ > ¢ (and hence ¢ > 2). Indeed, by duality and (I2]), one can see that

H/ e_iTAF(T)dT

— 00

S I
L2

L7 L (al7'5) (4.70)
for any (¥, 0)-Schrodinger admissible pair (g, 7). Combining ([L2) and (T0), and
then applying the Christ-Kiselev lemma [6], the desired estimate [@69) follows.

We now show that @ is well-defined on X. By applying Plancherel’s theorem,
M) and the nonlinear estimate (L2) with

_2p—1
q )

2p—-1 o _
r n

»Q\x|>_n
ﬁ\l|,_u

we have

/ e_iTAX[O)t] (7)F(u)dr

— 00

sup || ®(u)|| 2 < Cllugl|r2 + Csup
tel tel

L2
< Clluollzz + ClIF(w)lls: )

< Clluollz2 + CllullZ (- (4.72)
On the other hand, by using (£69) and [{2) under the relation (LTI, we see

1@(w)|s, o(r) < € uolls, o(r) + ClIF(u)lls; (1)
< [le™Puolls, o(r) + C||U||?;t1)' (4.73)

By the dominated convergence theorem, we take here 7" > 0 small enough so that
e uoll s, o(r) < € (4.74)
for some € > 0 chosen later. From ([L72) and [@L73), it follows that

sup [®(u) |2 < Cllugllzs + CN#~' and [|®(u)]ls, o1y < &+ CN#~?
tel

for u € X. Therefore, ®(u) € X if
Cllug||z2 + CN?**"* <M and e+ CN?*" ! <N. (4.75)

Next we show that ® is a contraction on X. Using the same argument employed
to show ([@LT2) and (@73, one can see that

d(®(u), ®(v)) = sup [®(u) = @(v)llL> + |2(u) — @), o)

< 20 F(u) = F(v)lls; n)-
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By making use of the nonlinear estimates (£.2)) here after using the following simple
inequality

[F(w) = F(0)] = |2l lul?~2u(la = 2]~ |ul?) = o]~ o} ~20(la 2] 0]?)]|
= [l "l = ol 20) (T * ||~ Jul”)
|l 20 (L 2 (ul? = [ol)|

< CJal (1l + o) = 1T 5 ol fuP)

+ C‘le’blvlp’l(fa # |27 (julP ™+ o = l) |

it follows that

d(®(u), (v) < 20(lullg {1y + 10l E i)l = vlls, o)

< ACN?*P72d(u,v)

for u,v € X. Now by setting M = 2C||ug||r2 and N = 2¢ for € > 0 small enough
so that [@7H) holds and 4CN?P~2 < 1/2, it follows that X is stable by ® and ® is
a contraction on X. Therefore, there exists a unique local solution u € C(I; L?) N
LI(I; Li(Je| =) for any (,7) € Ay 0.

The continuous dependence of the solution u with respect to initial data ug follows
obviously in the same way; if u, v are the corresponding solutions for initial data ug, vg,
respectively, then

t t
d(u,v) < d(e"ug, ") +d(/ ei(t_T)AF(u)dT,/ ei(t_T)AF(v)dT>

0 0
< Clluo = vollz> + Cl[F(u) = F(v)lls: 1)

1
< Clluo = vollzz + 5llu = vlls, o1y

which implies d(u,v) < ||ug — vol|L2-

Thanks to Theorem [[T] the smallness condition [@74) can be replaced by that of
[[uol| 2 as
itA

lle"uolls, o(r) < Clluollze < ¢

from which we can choose T' = oo in the above argument to get the global unique
solution. It only remains to prove the scattering property. Following the argument
above, one can easily see that
to
oo | [ e

S @)lsz o«

Sl = 0

Hef’itzAu(tz) _ e*itlA

L2

as t1,ty — oo. This implies that ¢ := lim;_, e~"*Au(t) exists in L2. Moreover,

u(t) — B = i)\/ DA P(y)dr,

t
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and hence

||’U,(t) _ eitA(p||L2 5 H/ ei(t—T)AF(u)dT
t

L2
SIF@)|lsz 417,000
2p—1
Sl oqroeny = 0
as t — oo. This completes the proof.
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