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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND SCATTERING FOR FOURTH-ORDER
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS ON WAVEGUIDE MANIFOLDS
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the well-posedness theory and the scattering asymptotics for fourth-order
Schrédinger equations (4NLS) on waveguide manifolds (semiperiodic spaces) R% x T™, d > 5, n = 1,2,3. The
tori component T™ can be generalized to n-dimensional compact manifolds M™. First, we modify Strichartz
estimates for 4ANLS on waveguide manifolds, with which we establish the well-posedness theory in proper function
spaces via the standard contraction mapping method. Moreover, we prove the scattering asymptotics based on
an interaction Morawetz-type estimate established for 4NLS on waveguides. At last, we discuss the higher
dimensional analogue, the focusing scenario and give some further remarks on this research line. This result can
be regarded as the waveguide analogue of Pausader [46, 47, 48] and the 4NLS analogue of Tzvetkov-Visciglia
[58].
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of main results. In this paper, we study the defocuing, fourth-order Schrodinger equations
(4NLS) on waveguide manifolds R? x T in the energy space H2(R? x T),

(10 + A2 )u + |ulPu = 0,

(1.1) u(0) = up(x, ) € H*(R? x T),

with (t,7,a) € Ry x R? x T, where d > 5 and % <p< %.

Here the space R? x T is a special case of the product spaces R? x T™, which is known as ‘semiperiodic spaces’
as well as ‘waveguide manifolds’ or ‘waveguides’, where T™ is a (rational or irrational) n-dimensional torus.
Moreover, A, o = Ay + A, with A, the Laplace-Beltrami operator on T and A, = 2?21 (’ﬁi is the Laplace
operator associated to the flat metric on R

Remark 1.1. We note that the exponent p is in the subcritical range for technical reasons. The left endpoint
indicates the mass-critical setting if we ignore the torus-direction; while the right endpoint indicates the energy-
critical scenario if we treat the torus-direction as additional Euclidean-direction. So essentially, the problem is
both energy-subcritical and mass-supercritical.
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Remark 1.2. As mentioned in the abstract, we also cover the higher dimensional case (Rd xT", d>5,n=1,2,3).
(See Theorem 1.7 and Section 6). The proofs can be generalized in a natural way so we mainly consider (1.1)
as a model case.

Remark 1.3. The torus component T can be generalized to M, a compact Riemannian manifold without
boundary of dimension one (in other words, we consider more general manifolds R? x M instead of R? x T in
(1.1)) and the following discussions and results will still hold.

For 4NLS (1.1), like the classical NLS, the following quantities are conserved:

Mass: M(u(t))z/ lu(t, z,a)|* dede,
R xT

1 1
—|Azﬁau(t,x,o¢)|2 +
axT 2 p+2

lu(t, z, a)|PT2 deda.

Energy: E(u(t)) = /
R
We intend to prove the global well-posedness and scattering for (1.1). One of the main results is as follows.

Theorem 1.4. The initial value problem (1.1) has a unique local solution u(t,z,o) € C((=T,T); H2 ,(R? x T))
where T = T(|lug|l gz (R? x T)) > 0; moreover, the solution u(t,z,a) can be extended globally in time by
iteration. Furthermore it scatters in the energy space, that is, there exist f* € Hfﬁa(Rd x T) such that

. ] 2
Jim | u(t, 2, @) = e [z @axr) = 0.

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.4 can be regarded as the 4NLS analogue of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 in Tzvetkov-
Visciglia [58].
Remark 1.6. We note that the required range % <p< % is for the sake of scattering. If one only considers

the well-posedness theory, the result can be extended to the case 0 < p < % with little modifications. See [58]
for the NLS case.

In fact, we can deal with more general settings (on waveguides with higher torus-dimensions) as follows,

{ (i0; + A2 )u + |uPu = 0,

(1.2) u(0) = ug(z, ) € H>(R4 x T"),

where d > 5 and % <p< ﬁ (n =2,3). And the corresponding result is

Theorem 1.7. The initial value problem (1.2) has a unique local solution u(t,x, a) € C((=T,T); HZ ,(R* xT™))
where T = T(|lug| gz (R? x T™)) > 0; moreover, the solution u(t,z,c) can be extended globally in time by
iteration. Furthermore it scattering in the energy space: , that is, there exist f+ € Hzﬁa(Rd x T™) such that

. ] 2
 lim u(t, =, o) — €ZtA””’“fi||Hg,a(Rdx1rn) =0.

Remark 1.8. Similarly to (1.1), the exponent p in (1.2) also corresponds to the energy-subcritical and mass-
supercritical range.

Remark 1.9. We can see that in (1.2) the torus-dimension is at most three. There are two reasons. First, if
n = 4, there is no p satisfying the condition % <p< ﬁ. At the end point case p = %, the problem is both
mass-critical and energy-critical which requires more techniques. See [18, 62] for the NLS case. Second, from
the aspect of Sobolev embedding (technical reason), one can see that the L°°-norm can be controlled by the
H?-norm (consistent with the initial energy space) if and only if the dimension is less than four.

Remark 1.10. Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7 are in the defocusing setting. In Section 6, we will discuss the
focusing scenario under the mass-subcritical setting. One may consider more general cases. In general, the
dynamics of focusing equations are rich and interesting.

Remark 1.11. Regarding Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7, there are some related problems which are natural to
raise, for example, the critical case when p = % or ﬁ. We will discuss more in Appendix A.



FOURTH-ORDER SCHRODINGERS ON WAVEGUIDE MANIFOLDS 3

1.2. Background. The soliton instabilities (e.g. the finite time blowup) of nonlinear waves, which can be
characterized by nonlinear Schrodinger equations in many canonical physical models, is one of the basic phe-
nomena in nonlinear physics. It is well-known that the stability of the soliton instabilities depends on the
number of space dimensions and strength of nonlinearity. On the other hand, fourth-order Schrodinger equa-
tions have been introduced by Karpman [28] and Karpman and Shagalov [27] to investigate the stabilizing
role of higher-order dispersive effects for the soliton instabilities. The following work [14] by Fibich, Ilan and
Papanicolaou studies the self-focusing (i.e. finite time blowup in dimension two) and singularity formation of
such fourth-order Schrodinger equations from the mathematical viewpoint. More precursory research on the
basic properties of 4ANLS can be found in [1, 15, 20, 21, 54]. It is worth to mention that the defocusing energy-
critical 4NLS in dimension eight was first proved in the series of work by Pausader [46, 47] and then the higher
dimension cases (d > 9) are handled by Miao, Xu and Zhao [39]. For more developments of 4NLS, we refer
to [37, 38, 40, 48, 49, 65, 51] in the Euclidean space, [6, 9, 16, 24, 45, 34] on the tori space and the references
therein. Furthermore, the recent works [41, 42, 43, 44] studied the long behavior of 4NLS from the probabilistic
viewpoint.

In today’s backbone networks, data signals are almost exclusively transmitted by optical carriers in fibers.
Applications like the internet demand an increase of the available bandwidth in the network and reduction of
costs for the transmission of data. Product spaces R™ x T™ are known as ‘waveguide manifolds’ and are of
particular interest in nonlinear optics of telecommunications. Well-posedness theory and the long time dynamics
for 4NLS on waveguide manifolds are understudied. Before we go into 4NLS on waveguide manifolds, let us
review some results of NLS in the waveguide manifold setting. Generally, well-posedness theory and long time
behavior of NLS are hot topics in the area of dispersive evolution equations and have been studied widely in
recent decades. Naturally, the Euclidean case is first treated and the theory, at least in the defocusing setting,
has been well established. We refer to [8, 10, 30] for some important Euclidean results. Moreover, we refer to
[5, 4, 18, 22, 23, 25, 26, 32, 61, 62, 63, 64] with regard to the torus and waveguide settings. We may roughly
think of the waveguide case as the “intermediate point” between the Euclidean case and the torus case since the
waveguide manifold is a product of Euclidean spaces and the tori. The techniques used in Euclidean and torus
settings are frequently combined and applied to the waveguides problems. One of the most interesting long time
behaviers of NLS in the waveguide spaces R? x T™ is that the global solutions exhibit the different asymptotic
behaviers: the scattering [3, 62, 63] and modified scattering [19, 36], which means the solution asymptotical
behaves like the resonant system based on the frequencies from the torus component T", depending on the
different dimensions of the Euclidean-direction and of the torus-direction in R? x T". To the authors’ best
knowledge, the current paper is the first scattering result towards understanding long time dynamics for the
4NLS within the context of waveguides.

Typically, the most important ingredient in a scattering argument is the Morawetz estimates. They are a
priori monotonicity formulas that hold for solutions to dispersive equations, which control the long-time behavior
of solutions. For example, the Morawetz estimate for NLS on R? in [8] reads

4 3
HUHL;{I(RXH@) < HUHL;?OLg(]RXR?’) HUHL;?OH;(RXR%'

Roughly speaking, such estimate suggests that certain L? norm of the solution decays in time, which implies
the scattering effect. More Morawetz estimate results for NLS can be found in [7, 52, 53, 59] for Euclidean
spaces and [58] on the waveguide setting. It is worth mentioning that to [7, 52] both deal with the Morawetz
estimates in low dimensions, and [52] relied on bilinear virial identities while [7] used a tensor product method.
In the partially periodic setting, the work [58] modified the weight function in the Morawetz action by removing
its dependence on the periodic direction and obtained a suitable version of the interaction Morawetz estimates.
Let us also mention that [58] used the available low dimensional Morawetz estimates in [52] as a black box in
their partially periodic calculation. In fact, to be able to make use of the Euclidean result, all the terms in
Morawetz computation along the periodic direction vanish after integration by parts. This benefits from their
well-chosen weight (independent of the periodic direction) and no mixed derivatives in Laplacian.

In the proof of the scattering result in Theorem 1.4, we need a suitable interaction Morawetz-type estimate
for 4NLS on R™ x T to close the scattering argument. What is known in the 4NLS context, [46] proved an
interaction Morawetz estimate following previous analysis from [8] for dimension d > 7 and [37] extended the
range of the dimension of the interactive estimate to d > 5 in [46] by modifying a tensor product method
appeared in [7]. Inspired by [58], we wish to modify the weight function in the Morawetz action and use the
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low dimensional interaction Morawetz estimates in [37] as a black box. However, after integration by parts, all
the terms in Morawetz calculation on the periodic direction would not die out, and even worst, they mix with
the Euclidean directions. This is simply because the bi-Laplacian, unlike Laplacian, contains mixed derivatives
(for example in two dimensions A% = 0, 4,010, + 202 21000s + Ozszozszs, While A = Oy 0y + Oryay). Such
terms (Oy, 4,202, ) causes great difficulty in reducing the partially periodic setting to its corresponding Euclidean
setting. Therefore, we first ‘open the box’, and use the tensor product method introduced in [7] to compute all
the mixed /non-mixed terms in the Morawetz action. Then since it is impossible to make mixed terms disappear,
we carry them all the way to the end of the calculation and hope that they could still give the right signs in the
Morawetz inequality. Fortunately, it turns out that they do have the right signs, hence we manage to derive a
Morawetz type estimate working for our setting.

1.3. Organization of the rest of this paper. In Section 2, we discuss some useful estimates and fixed
admissible exponents; in Section 3, we establish the well-posedness theory; in Section 4, we prove a Morawetz-
type estimate which is the key ingredient to show the decay property of the solution; in Section 5, we show the
decay property and then use it to prove the scattering behavior; in Section 6, we discuss the higher dimensional
analogue and the focusing scenario; in Section 7, we make a few more remarks on this research line; in Appendix
A, we include the decay property for NLS and 4NLS on general waveguide manifolds.

1.4. Notations. Throughout this paper, we use C' to denote the universal constant and C may change line by
line. Wesay A< B,if A<CB. Wesay A~ Bif A< Band B < A We also use notation Cp to denote a
constant depends on B. We use usual L? spaces and Sobolev spaces H*. Moreover, we write (z) = (14 |$|2)%,
and p’ for the dual index of p € (1, +00) in the sense that pi, + % =1

We regularly refer to the composed spacetime norms

%
[ullLr Lz, xmm xn) = </ (/ |u(t,z)|qdz) dt)
1, \Jrm T

Similarly we can define the composition of three LP-type norms like LY LIL2.

=

2. USEFUL ESTIMATES AND ADMISSIBLE EXPONENTS

In this section, we discuss some useful estimates (mainly Strichartz-type estimates in the setting of waveguides)
which are fundamental for both of well-posedness and scattering theory. Moreover, we fix some admissible
exponents for future use.

We overview the Strichartz estimates for 4NLS in the Euclidean setting first. We refer to [46, 47] for more
details. (See [55] for the classical NLS case.) There are two versions which corresponds to two types of admissible
pairs (S-admissible and B-admissible). We state them respectively.

We say that (p, q) is S-admissible if
2 d d
- +-=z, 2§p7q§00 p7Q7d 7é 270072'
2423 (0. 0,d) # (2,00,2)
We define the Strichartz norm by

[l

where I = [0,7T). Then one version of Strichartz estimates for 4NLS reads

s 1= HUH P s,q
SPaq LtEIWm

Lemma 2.1 (Strichartz estimate). For S-admissible pairs (p,q) and (a,b), we have

e s
le" = uolls; , < IIVI™ 7 uolla

and

t
/ei(t_s)AiF(s)ds < H |V|S*%*§F]
SSYq

0

a’ 1
LteILI
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Remark 2.2. If we take the a-direction (torus-component) into consideration, we expect to have

||e”sz"<uo| S5 H1 <V PUOHH;H;
and
t it A2 -2-2
/eu —9A%a F(s) ds S H|V|S ’ F‘ Loy Ey
0 S5, Ha berts Ha

We do not give the proof here since we will not use them. We leave it for interested readers.

= 4 _ ), another version of Strichartz

If we consider B-admissible pair with s regularity in the sense of (% + 5

estimate reads

LSYIsH

Lemma 2.3.
A2
HezmmUOHLng = ||U0||H;

and

t
/ ei(t_s)AiF(s) ds
0

SIVIPF .
seag ST Pl

For convenience, we will apply the B-admissible version of Strichartz estimate. Moreover, if we take the
a-direction (torus-component) into consideration, we have

Lemma 2.4.

itA

2
e euollLrramy < lluoll asmy

and

SIVEFI

t
i(t—s)A2
/e( )8 F(s) ds o
0 telz o

LPLYH)

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2.4 is very similar to Proposition 2.1 of [57], which is the classical NLS case, so we
just explain the difference from the NLS proof here. For NLS, the main idea is decomposing the functions with
respect to the orthonormal basis of L?(T) given by the eigenfunctions {¢;}; of —A,. For 4NLS, we consider

¢;j = ¢;(c) then
(—Az — Aa)?¢; = Ao, A > 0.

So we can write u(z, ) as

u(z,a) = 3" u;(x)dy(a),

and u;(z) in the Fourier space satisfies
ity + (1> + A3)?a; = Fy.
Hence we are reduced to Guo-Wang [17] for (|]* + A3)?. And the estimate will follow in a standard way. [

Remark 2.5. Similar to [57], for the estimates above, the tori can be generalized to k-dimensional compact
Riemannian manifold. This allows one to deal with the case when the torus dimension is higher than one (see
Section 6).

Then we recall a useful lemma as follows (see [58])
Lemma 2.6. For every 0 < s <1, p> 0 there exists C = C(p,s) > 0 such that

p . . P
Pl g, < Cllullg, ullf..
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Next we discuss the admissible exponents which will be used in the following sections. The ‘double subcritical’
natural gives us enough room to establish well-posedness theory and prove the scattering. We refer to Section
3 for the well-posedness part and Section 5 for the scattering for more details. Moreover, one may compare this
with Section 3 and Section 6 in [58] where NLS was considered.

We summary the indices in the following two lemmas. The first one will be used in the proof of well-posedness
theory in Section 3 while the second one will be used in the proof of scattering in Section 5.

Lemma 2.7. Consider s > % and 0 > 0 satisfy
1

One can find B-admissible pair (I,m), B-admissible pair (with s reqularity) (q,r) and dual B-admissible (with
s-regqularity) (g,7) satisfy

1 p+1 1>p+1
7»;/_ r aq/ q I
1 1 1 1
/__+£7 _/>_+£7
m m T l Il q
and
mp 2d
2 _—
“m-2°d-3
Lemma 2.8. Consider s >% and 0 > 0 satisfy
1

Then one can find B-admissible (with s-regularity) indices (qp, o), dual B-admissible (with s-regularity) (4o, 7o)
and B-admissible indices (I, m) satisfy the following relations.

4 d d 4 d 4 d

— _:_—5,—+T+T+—:d,
g T 2 g9 To 4o To
1 0 1 9 2(1-9)
— 7 T ~/:_'i_iv
(p+ 1)gy g0 (p+ )7y g pd

and

We omit the proofs since they are straightforward.

3. WELL-POSEDNESS THEORY

In this section, we establish local well-posedness theory for the 4ANLS in Theorem 1.4 by the standard contrac-
tion mapping method. Then together with the conservation law, we extend the solution to global. The main
works are constructing proper function spaces which allows one to show that the natural Duhamel mapping is
a contraction mapping. It is tightly based on Strichartz estimates for 4NLS on R? x T and careful choices of
the exponents. We refer to Section 4 of [58] for the NLS analogue.

First, we introduce the integral operator by Duhamel formula,

¢
D, (u) = A% g + Z/ eilt=9)A% . (JulPu) ds.
0

For convenience, we will only write A instead of A, , all along this section. We then define the following three
norms,

l[ullxer == [Jull 3s
a

LILrHZ " (=T, T]xR4xT)’
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HUHYT1 = Z ”vfcu”LiL;nLg([—T,T]><]Rd><'JI‘)7
k=0,1,2

HUHYT2 = Z ||a§UHthL;nLg([—T,T]dexT)a
k=0,1,2

where (I,m) is B-admissible and (¢,r) is B-admissible with s regularity (s + 3 + ¢ < 2) which are chosen
according to Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8. Combining them together, we define

lull zr o= Nlullxr + ullyy + llullyz-

Also, for convenience, we will omit writing ([~7,T] x R? x T) all along this section. Now we show that the
Duhamel operator ®,,, is a contraction mapping. The following steps are standard, which are corresponding to
those in Section 4 of [58].

Step 1. (®,, is from Z to Z) For all ug € H?

7o there exist T' = T'(|luo|l gz . > 0 and R = R(||uo||lgz ) >0
such that ®,(Bz_,) C Bz_,, for any T <T.

Consider the X norm first. By Strichartz estimates, Lemma 2.6 and the Holder inequality,

Mal” 0, o S TP ulPt

p
|HU| ’LL” Hé+5 Lf L; ~ LgL;Ha%JrS’

<
A
LI L g2 ™

with 8(p) > 0. Here we choose the indices such that,
1 p+1 1

p+1
/]»;/ /r. ) qv/ q .
It is manageable since the problem is subcritical, which is also similar to the NLS case. See Lemma 2.7.

Consider Y! and Y2 norms. By Strichartz estimate and the Holder inequality,

1D* (JufPu D% ullzz [[ullf;

)”Lg' L' S 3"”L{ Ly’

k
<MD gl

k
< 1°®)||D UIILngILg”“”ZL)q .

tHx

with S(p) > 0, where D stands for V;, 9, . (We have also used the fractional rule, Lemma A4 in Kato [29].)

Here we choose the indices such that,

m m T l

It is similar to the NLS case and it is also manageable.

Thus, taking the above estimates into considerations, we can take the proper T' = T'(|jug|lgz  and R =
R([luollmz , such that ®.,(Bz_,) C Bz_,.

_Step 2. (To show ®,, is a contraction.) Let T,R > 0 be as in the Step 1. Then there exist T =
T(lluollg2 ) < T such that @, is a contraction on Bz, (0, R), equipped with the norm LLLLL2.

Now we check that the mapping ®,, is a contraction as follows. Using Strichartz estimate and Sobolev
embedding,

1Pug (v1) = Pug (W2)llzgrs 28 < Mlvrfor —fval™vall o),

< Mllor = vallzg (a2 + loallB g 0
t T

B®) ||y, — P P
STl = valligazy (Wl e boal? )

t T
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with 8(p) > 0. And we conclude by taking T small sufficiently.

Step 3. (Uniqueness and Existence in 72)

It is the same to the NLS case [58] so we omit it. It follows from the contraction mapping argument.

Step 4. v e C((—T,T); Hga)

It is the same to the NLS case [58] so we omit it. We just use Strichartz estimates again as in Step 1 to
guarantee that u(t,z,y) € C((=T,T); HZ ,,).

Step 5. (Unconditional uniqueness) We prove that for uy,us € C((=T,T); sza) are fixed points of ®,,,,,
then u; = us.
Considering the difference of the integral equations satisfied by w; and ug and using Strichartz estimates,
lur = wallppyry S NuafPur = fuzlPusll v o

< —_ p + p
S llus —wall gz <|u|mH |u|mH>

< — B(p) p p
Sl —wallpipmp2 T <||U1”L§°L;%%H(%+6 + ||U2||L?L;Tm%H§+5> ;

with B(p) > 0.

We conclude the proof of uniqueness by selecting 7' small enough and using the Sobolev inequality such that

HUHL,OOL;:%H(%” < vllaz, -

We note that m satisfies (see Lemma 2.7)
mp 2d

m—2"d-3

2<

4. MORAWETZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we derive a Morawetz type estimate for fourth-order Schrodinger equations on waveguides
R? x T. This estimate is crucial for obtaining the decay property and then the scattering for (1.4). Several ideas
have been combined to obtain this estimate, see [37, 46, 58].

For z € R% and r > 0, we define Qd(x, r) to be a r dilation of the unit cube centered at z, namely,

Qd(x,r) =T+ [_Tv T]d'
Proposition 4.1 (Morawetz estimates on R? x T). Let u(t,z, o) € C(R; H2 ,(R? x T)) be a global solution to
(1.1) with & <p < % and d > 5. Then for every r > 0, there exists C = C(r) such that

p+4

2
/ ( sup // lu(t, z, a)|? d:z:doz) dt<C ||u0|ﬁ12 (REXT) -
R \zo€Rd Q¥ (xo,r)xT e

Remark 4.2. We underline that Proposition 4.1 can be extended to the case that the transverse factor is any
compact manifold M; (k-dimensional) instead of T and the flat measure da is replaced by the intrinsic measure
dvol i .

Y

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let u,v be solutions to the following equations respectively
(10 + Ai)a)u = F(u),
(10 + A;ﬁ)v = F(v),
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where F(u) = — |ul’u
For
2= (z,0,y,8) € R x T) x (R x T) = {(z,,y,8) : z,y € R, o0, f € T},
define the tensor product for the solutions v and v
w:= (u®v)(t, z) =ult,z,a)v(ty, ).
It is easy to verify that w = u ® v satisfies the following equation
(10 + A?)w = F(u) @ v + F(v) @ u
where A% = A2 | 4 A2 ;. In fact, a direct calculation gives
(i0; + A*)w = (i0; + Aia + Afbﬁ)u(t, x,a)v(t,y, B)
= 10¢(uv) + (Aiﬁau)v + (A;ﬁv)u
=Fluv+Fv)u=Fu)@v+ Fv)®u

Now define the following the Morawetz action M22(t) in the spirit of [58] corresponding to w = u ® v by

MP22(t) := 2/ Vaeya(z,y) - Im[w(z)V, yw(z)] dz
(ReXT)® (R4 xT)
(4.1)
—2 Vool y) - I[TET() Vo (1 ® 0) ()] d2
(REXT)R(RExT)

where V, , = (V,,V,). Note that in (4.1), a(z,y) is a function independent on the torus direction «, 3.
Next, we compute the derivative of M22(t)

O MP2(t) = 2/ Vaya(x,y) - Im[0w(2)Vy yw(z)] dz
(4.2) (REXT)® (R X T)

+ 2/ Vaeya(z,y) - Im[w(z)Vy 0w (z)] dz
(R4 XT)@ (R4 xT)

Using the equation of w

10 = A*T — F(u) @ v — F(v) @u = A*T + |u|’ 70 + |v|” uw,
—iopw = A*w — F(u) @ v — F(v) @ u = A%w + |ul” uwv + |v]P uv,
we write the imaginary parts in (4.2) as
(0,08 Y w] = Re[—i0ywd; w] = — Re[(A*W + |u|’ uw + |v[” w0)d] ¥ w],

4.3
(4.3) Im([wd; Y dyw] = Re[—iwd; Y Oyw] = Re[d]Y (A%w + [ul” wv + [v|” uv)w)].

Then from (4.2) and (4.3), the derivative of M®2(t) becomes

M2 (t) = —2/ 97V a(z,y) Re[(A?w + |ul’ @0 + |v|? w0)0; Y w(z)] dz
(RAXT)®(REXT)
+ 2/ 7Y a(x,y) Re[0]Y (A%w + [ul’ uv + |v]” wv)w(2)] dz
(RIXT)®(RIXT)
2/ 07V a(x, y) Re[(A2 jw + |ul’ w0 + o] u0)d] Y w(z)] dz
(REXT)®(RY X T) '

+2 07" a(x, y) Rel0 ¥ (A7 yw + [ul” wo + [v]” wo)w(2)] dz

/(]Rd XT)® (R xT)

-2 7Y a(z,y) Re[(A? — A Jwd Y w(z)] dz
(REXT)® (R xT) '

+ 2/ 97V a(z,y) Re[@f’y(A2 — A2 ww(2)] dz
(REXT)® (R xT) '

=: M1+ Ms + M3+ Mjy.
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Note here when writing 9, f9;¢, we mean the Einstein summation convention > ; 0; 0,9, and we will be con-
stantly using this convention in the rest of calculation in this section. Also notice that in the last step, we split

the bi-Laplacian into the Euclidean directions A2

Ty

and the mixed/non-Euclidean directions A% — A2 . The

reason why we separate the Euclidean directions is that we would like to used the available Morawetz estimates
in [37] to take care of My + Ms. That is,

1
My + My = 2Re / ——(A3
TQRT JRIQRE

+ 2(05,A00 071 O3 u v|? + 05, Aya 97T O)v lul?) —

a lul* o]* + Aja Juf® v

2)+

4(07),

- 2/ / 7 a(x,y){ [u|” uv + v’ wv, w} dz
TT JRIQR

where the Poisson bracket with its derivatives are defined as follows

{fag}p = Re[fv§ - QVT],

{f.g}}, = Re[f0] g —

997 1.

(a2

a [Voul® Jo* + Afa [Vy0f Jul?)

a 0;;u O u |v|? + 0}),a 00 O v lul?) dz

Next, we focus on the terms M3 and My with derivatives in torus directions.

For M3, thanks to the symmetry in z,y and «, 3, we consider the following two cases: Or,z;0a a0d Jnaca-

Preforming integration by parts, we obtain the contribution of 0y,4,00 in M3

Ms, = —/ 97V a(z, y) Re[0z,2,000 0 Y w] dz
(RIXT)®(REXT)

= Re/ 97V a(2,y) Or,z,070 07 Oqw dz
(REXT)R(RExT)

=— Re/ 0,0 D, (07 Y a2, y) 0]V Dow) dz
(REXT)R (R4 xT)

—Re

Z; J

~/(]Rd XT)® (R xT)

Re/ 0,0 0,05 a(,y) 07 Opw dz —

(REXT)Q(R X T)

—Re/ 0,0 0,07 a(,y) 07 Oow dz +
(REXT)Q(R X T)

—Re/ Oy, awamﬁ Ya(z, y)(? YO,wdz +
(REXT)R(REXT)

And the contribution of Jyqaq in Ms is given by

Mgb = j

B /(Rd xT)R (R4 xT)

N —= N N

02,0 0,05 a(,y) 07" Oow dz — Re

0,0 07 Y a(z,y) 07 O, 0w dz

(RIXT)® (R xT)

R

—

=
a
X
.q

(

dXT)®Q(REXT)

®(REXT)

T,y T,y 2
9;%a(x,y) 077 [0z,0w|” dz

T, 2
95 a(z,y) |0,0w|” dz

/(]Rd e Aiﬁya(az,y) |8gciaw|2 dz.
X X

7Ya(x, y) Re[Onaaa® 8;“’10] dz

= _ Re/ Bf’ya(x, Y) OaaW Bf’y(?aaw dz
RIXT)®(RExT)

1
B __/ aﬂmy (z,y) aw,y |6aaw| dz
2 J®ixT)@(R4XT)

JJ
R xT)®(RExT)

N~ N

Ré xT)®(RExT)

97Ya(x,y) |8aaw| dz

/ Aiyya(az, Y) [Oaaw|® dz.
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Similarly, for My, we also only consider the following two cases: Oz,z;a0 a0d Onaaa. The contribution of
Oz,z;a0 10 My can be written as

My, = / 97"V a(z,y) Re[07 0r 200w W] d2
(REXT)®(REXT)
=_ Re/ 97V a(x,y) 0 Op, ;0w Oa dz
(R?XT)@(RIXT)

=Re / 07 0,0 Oy, (07 Y a(x, y) Do) dz
(REXT)®(RIXT)

= Re/ 81 Y0y, 0w 8 YO0y, a(w,y) 0o dz + Re/ 8f’y8miaw 8?'7’(1(3:, Y) Op,aW dz

(REXT)R(R4xT) RIXT)R(R4xT)
T x, 1 T, T, 2

= Re/ 970, 0w 070y, a(, y) OuW 5/ 97 a(z,y) 07 [Or;qw!|” dz

(RIXT)®(RIT) (RIXT)® (R xT)
1

= Re/ 970 0w 97V 0y, a(, y) O —/ A2 a(z,y) |0z, 0w)” dz,

(REXT)® (R4 xT) 2 xT)®(RIXT)

while the contribution of Jypaaa to My is

My, _/ 817’ (z,y) Re[@m Aooaow W] dz
RY xT)® (R X T)

/ 8¢’ya(x, Y) 8f’y8aaw O W dz
RIXT)Q(REXT)

l\3|’—‘

T,y T,y 2
/ , 9;%a(z,y) 07" [Oacwl|” dz
XT)®(RExT)

1

5 | 05" a(e, ) 1Dacul? dz
(RIXT)@(REXT)

1 2 2
A3 ,a(z,y) [Oaaw|” dz.

2 /(Rd X T)@(R4XT)

Now gathering the computation above and integrating by parts, we have

M3 + My = M3q + M3y + Mo + My

=— Re/ 0o 0,05 a0, y) 0 Oow dz + Re/ 07"V Op,aw 07V 0y, a(, y) Ou dz
(RExT)R(R4xT) (REXT)R(R4xT)
=_ Re/ 0,0 0,05 Y a(x,y) 0] Opw dz — Re/ 02, (070, a(x, y) 0aW) 0]Y Dpw dz
(R4 X T)@(R4XT) (R4 X T)@(R4XT)
=2 Re/ 0,0 0,05 a(,y) 05 Opw dz — Re/ 07 0,,0(,y) 0070 07 Oqw dz
(RIXT)@ (R4 XT) (RIXT)@(RIXT)
=IT+1I.

Another integration by parts on 11 gives
II = —Re / 8f’y81izia(x, Y) OaW 8f’y8aw dz
(RExT)R(R4xT)

= Re/ 0577 0,,0(,Y) 00 Do w dz + Re/ 07V O,,0(,y) Oaw 07 0,70 dz
(REXT)R(RExT) (REXT)R(RExT)

= Re/ 05" 0z,0,0(,y) 0070 Opw dz — I,
(R4 XT)@(RIXT)
which yields

1
I7 = —Re/ 7Y 0, 0,0(,Y) OaW Opw dz = / A2a(z,y) |0aw] + A2a(z,y) |0sw]* dz.
2 d d JI o d d z Y

(RIXT)®(REXT) (REXT)Q(RE xT)
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Splitting 9;¥ into 0f and 0] and integrating by parts, we obtain

I=-2 Re/ 0,0 0,05 a(,y) 0 Oow dz
(REXT)@(R4XT)

=-2 Re/ Oz;aW Og,0;0(2,Y) Og;qw dz — 2Re/ Op;aW Og,y;a(T,y) Oy, 0w dz
(REXT)®(REXT) (REXT)@ (R4 XT)
=2 Re/ Oz;all Oy ;o Op,z;a(2,y) lv)? dz — 2Re/ Oz, W0 O, z;0(2,Y) Oy, v Oqu dz
(R4 XT)® (R4 xT) (R4 xT)® (R4 xT)
1
= —2Re Oz;all Oy ;o Op,z;a(x,y) lv|* dz — —/ O, |0aul” Oziz;0(,y) Oy, o] dz
(R4 XT)® (R4 xT) 2 JraxT)@RIXT)
1
= —2Re Oz;aT Oz ;0 Op,z;a(2,y) lv|? dz + —/ O u|? Oziziz;e; 0(T,Y) lv]? dz
(R4 XT)® (R4 XT) 2 JraxT)@(RIXT)

1
=2 Re/ 02,0 Oz ;0 Oz, 0(, ) [ dz + —/ Ala(z,y) |0aw]® + Ala(z,y) |0sw|* dz
(REXT)®(RE xT) (R XT)® (R X T) )

Therefore,

Ms+My=14+11

= —2Re/ 02,01 Oz jau 0;;a(z,Y) lv|* dz — 2Re/ 0y, Oy, pv Of;a(, y) u|® dz
(REXT)@(REXT) (REXT)@ (R4 XT)

3
+ —

3
/ AZa(x,y) [Oaw]” dz +
2 JRaxT)@(REXT)

2/ , Aia(m,y) |9sw|* dz.
(R4 xT)@ (R4 xT)

Finally putting all the computation together, we obtain the derivative of M®2(t) in the following form

(4.4) O,MZ>(t) = My + My + Mz + My
1
(45)=2Re / / 5 (A%l o + Ada [l (o) + (AZa [Veul [0l + AZa [V,0f ful?)
TRT JRIQRE
(4.6)+ 205, M50 07U Ofu [v]* + 0% AyadVTOYv [ul*) — 4(05,a 05T Oy [v]* + 0%,a 02T v [uf®) dz

(4.7)— 2/ / 7Y a(x, y){ [ul” uo + |v|” uv,w}g) dz
TRT JRIQR

(4.8)— 2Re/ Oz;01 Or 0t O;;a(, y) | dz — 2Re/ 0y, 5T Oy, 5v Of;a(x, y) lu|® dz
(R4 XT)®(REXT) (REXT)®(REXT)
3 3
(4.9)+ —/ Aa(z,y) |0qw]? dz + —/ Aia(m,y) Dsw|* dz.
2 JRixT)@(REXT) 2 JRixT)@®RIXT)

After finishing the derivative of Morawetz action, we choose a(z,y) = (z —y) := (14 |z —y|)z in (4.4). Now
we are one step away from a Morawetz type inequality, that is, determining the signs of every single term in
(4.4). In order to hold the inequality, they have to be with right signs, and our goal is to keep only the first
term in (4.5) and (4.7) and drop all other terms.
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A direct calculation gives us the following derivatives of the chosen function a(z,y):

d—1 1
Aza=Aya = <x—y>+<x—y>37
vy g Vi @y —y);
aij 6” (x —y) (x — y>3 ’
) ) (d—1)(d—3) 6(d—3) 15
. Ala = Aya =— - — ,
(4.10) s R
Ao — Ala 3(d—1)(d — 32)(61 —5) N 45(d — 3)(d7— 5)  315(d— g) 945 |
‘ (x—y) (z—y) (x—y) (z—y)
, (d—1)5;;  3(d—3)(z—y)i(z —y); 30ij 15(z — y)i(z — y);
0FAga = (’“)ijAya =— - .
Y (x—y)° i (x—y)° (—y)° i (—y)"

For any vector e € R?, and a function u, we define
e
27

Veu = (e-Vu)

e
Viu=Vu-V.u.
In the following calculation, we set e = x — y.

First we consider the term M7 + M5, which from the contribution of Euclidean bi-Laplacian Ai,y' For d > 3,
we have the bounds for the second term in (4.5)

> o (d-1)(d-3) 6(d-3) 15 2
A [Vl = <_ @—y)° -y <w—y>7> Vel
_ <_(d+5)(d—3) @-Dd-3) z—y® 15 ) -
(x—y)° (x—y)° @=—y)") "
(d+5)(d—3) [Veu/?
- (@—y)° ’

and for the first term in (4.6)

(@ —y)° (x—y)° (x—y)° (x—y)
C(@d=1) [Veu*  3(d=1) |z =y [Veul* 3 |Vaul’ RE |z —y|? |Veul? L2 |Veul®
(@ —y)° (@—y)° (x—y)° (@ —y) (& —y)°
_2d-1) 3(d+3) Veul®
T (z—y)’ @-y)°

and also for the second term in (4.6)

_6kamaalmjﬂ O%u = — < 5ij o (x - y)z($>; y)7> @IJU@ka

(z —y) (x—y
__ V07 ul + |z — y|2 |V€(9§u|2
(. —y) (a:—y>3
|vwa§£u|2 - |V€5fu|2
- (& —y)

=DVl @) [Vl
T -yl ey T (x—y)°
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In the last line above, we used the following inequality as shown in Levandosky-Strauss [35] (it is also used in
[46])
d—1
D (IVe0ful* = |Vedrul’) >

5 |Veu|2.
i | - |

Collecting all the calculation above, we know that the integrand in the ‘to be dropped’ term in (4.5), (4.6) is
bounded by

Veul
(Aga Vol + 205, A0 07T O u — 4a;kaaggaafku) 0]? < [~6(d+3) — (d+5)(d — 3)] % o]
|Veu|2

Here notice that in the last inequality we used —d? — 8d + 45 < 0 when d > 4.

Therefore, we require d > 4 to have the right sign, hence

M; + M,

1 )
< 2Re/ / —~(A3a ul |v]* + Ala lul® |v]?) dz — 2/ / O a(x, y){ [ul” wo + [v]” uv, w}) dz.
TeT JRiIgR? 2 ) T®T JRIQR?

Next, we turn to the term Mg + M,y. Because of the symmetry in z,y and «, 3, we only consider the first
term in (4.8) and the first term in (4.9). Using the list (4.10), we write the first term in (4.8) as

—O, 0T (%jau 8%@(:5, Y) = =040l amjau ( dij . (. —y)ilz = y)a‘)

(. —y) (x —y>3
_IVatauf |z =yl [VeOauf?

B (=) (x —y>3

. IV 20aul® B lz — gy ]Vj—@auyz <0

ey (w-y®

and the first term in (4.9) as
A2a ouuf? = (_(d—l)(d—33) - 6(d—3é 15 7) Bl <0,
(z—y) (z—y)” (z—v)

Thanks to the right signs in (4.8) and (4.9), we obtain
Mz + My <0.
Then,
O ME>(t) = My + My + Mz + M,

1
< 2Re/ / L% ul? o + Ada [uf? [of?) dz
TRT JRIQRE 2
- 2/ / 97 alz, y){ [ul” uwv + Jol” uv,w}g) dz.
T®T JRIQR?

Noticing that when d > 5, Ala = Ala > 0, we have

T
(4.11) / / / 07 a(w, y){ |ul” wo + o] wv, w} dzdt S sup  |MZ2(t)|.
0 JTQT JRIQRY t€[0,7]

Preforming interrogation by parts, we write

T
(4.12) / / / Y a(z, y){ |ul” uo + |vff wo, w} dzdt
0 Jrer JrRigRd



FOURTH-ORDER SCHRODINGERS ON WAVEGUIDE MANIFOLDS 15

P+2 / /11‘ T/Rd R ia |U|p+2 |U|2+A§a |v|p+2 |u|2 dzdt.
® ®

In fact, due to the symmetry in  and y, we only consider the following terms in the Poisson bracket. Noticing

a7 ( lu?) = 07U+ 70T u and [ul” 95 ( lul®) = piZ 7 ( |uP™?), and using integration by parts, we write

T
Re/ / / dFa(z,y)|ul’ uwv 0 (Wv) — uv 05 ( |u|” wv)] dzdt
TQT JRIQRY

e [" [ [ oete) P b o ofate,s) P PO+ Avate) 1 b de
TRT Rd®]Rd

T
/ / d%ala,y) [ul o® o7 ([ul®) + Agalz,y) [ul" o] dzdt
TRT JRIQRE
T
z,y) |v|” 0f u’t?) + Asa(z,y) [ulP? [v]? dzdt
/11‘®11‘/1Rd®ugdp+23 ( )|| (|| ) ( )| | ||

T
[ s aatey) P b+ Asatey) ™ o dsdi
T®T JRigRd P+ 2

T
1——)Aza(x,y ulP 2 v2dzdt,
/W/W p+2> (2,5) a2 |

I
S— — 55— >— 7

and

T
Re/ / / O a(z,y)(|v|” uv 9 (W0) — wv 95 (|v]” T0)) dzdt = 0.
0 JreTr JrRigRr

Therefore (4.11) with (4.12) implies

/ / / |er2 |v |2 —|—A§a |v|er2 |u|2 dzdt < sup ‘Mgk(t)‘.
TQT Rd®Rd te[0,7]

Taking v = v in the Morawetz action (4.1) and combining the upper bound for M22(t)
4 4

tSE\éP |ME2 ()] < ol maxry S lwollgz  axr

c : :

we obtain finally a Morawetz estimate that we desire

T
2 +2 2 2 +2 2 4
/0 /Mw /Rd®]Rd AZa [ul""7 [o]” + Aba o7 |ul” dzdt S HuOHHia(Rdx'ﬂ‘)'

However, we prefer to not have the function a appearing in the estimate. Recall that Q%(z,r) is a r dilation
of the unit cube centered at z,

QUx,r) = x + [—r,r]%
Then we know infga g 2,y Az ((2)) > 0, and

/ sup ( / / lult, 2, )2 Jult, y, B) dz> dt < Juoll'ys garr) -
R zo€R4 (Q4(zo,7))2®T2 e

By Holder inequality, we write

/ lu(t, z,0)|* deda
Q¥ (xo,r)xT

Finally, we obtain a satisfactory Morawetz type estimate for the fourth-order Schrédinger equation on waveguides

p+2

2

< Cr/ lu(t, z,a)|P*? deda.
Q¥ (xo,r)XT

pt4
=

/ ( sup // u(t,x a)| dxda) dt < C., ||u0||H2 _(RIXT) -
zoERC d(z0,r)
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5. DECAY PROPERTY AND SCATTERING

In this section, we apply the interaction Morawetz estimate in Proposition 4.1 to prove the scattering for
(1.1). There are three steps. First, we show the decay property for (1.1) based on the interaction Morawetz
estimate (together with Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality in the waveguide setting) via a contradiction argument.
Second, we use the decay property to obtain a spacetime bound for (1.1). At last, we apply the spacetime bound
to show the scattering behavior. This strategy has the same spirit as the Euclidean case, i.e. proving scattering
for energy subcritical NLS in the energy space. See for [2, 55].

5.1. Step 1: Proof of the decay property. Based on the Morawetz bound, we aim to show,

(5.1) tlgglo [u(t, , a)llLs . raxT) =0,

where 2 < ¢ < 2+ di+1' The Morawetz estimate reads: (for every r > 0)

ptd
2

/ <sup // txa)|2d:vda> dt S lluollly (ar-
roERE d(xg,r)xXT™ i

We recall the localized Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (see eq. (A-5) of Terracini-Tzvetkov-Visciglia [56]):

.\t
< n
HU”LZLﬁ(RdXT”) ~ zsélﬂg’d <||U|L2Qg”n) ||U|‘H1(Rdx11‘n)

where Q¢ = x + [0, 1] for all x € R%.
Now we prove the decay property via a contradiction argument. In fact it is sufficient to show that

tlirgo |u(t, 2, a)”L,ZJrﬁ(]Rdx'ﬂ‘) =0,

since other bounds can be obtained by interpolating with the conservation law.

Next, assume that the decay estimate does not hold. Then we deduce to the existence of a sequence (t,,,x,) €
R x R? with ¢,, — co and €g > 0 such that

1nf|\u(tn,aj oz)||Li2d(I e = SO

We get the existence of T' > 0 such that
. . €0
inf in u(t, x, o > —.
n (te(tn,t,ﬂL ” ( )||L2Qd(m 2)><’11‘> - 2

Notice that since ¢, — 0o as n — co then we can assume (up to a subsequence) that the intervals (t,,t, +T')
are disjoint. In particular we have

pta
2

ZT yp+a <Z/t nt T <//Qd(mm u(t, =, a)|? da:dy) dt

pt4
2

/ (sup // u(t,z, a)? dxda) dt.
z€R4 QR (z,2)

Thus we get a contradiction since the left hand side is divergent and the right hand side is bounded by the
Morawetz estimate, i.e. Proposition 4.1.

5.2. Step 2: Proof of the spacetime bound. We aim to show,

1
(5.2) we LI HZ T (R, x RY x T)
and

im0l g s i + IV g e + 10 ngzp 0 cicn ) < 50
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The above spacetime bounds are sufficient to show the scattering for (1.4). In this step, all spacetime norms

are over R; x R? x T unless indicated otherwise. For example, we denote (ftzo |f(t)|pdt)% by [|f(?)[|zr,, for any
0

1
given time-dependent function f(t). We note that we will apply a HZ ™ Valued version of the critical analysis
of [2].

Proof. Using Strichartz estimates and the Holder inequality,

HuHLfitoL;eHéM < ||u0||H2(Rd><'Jl‘) + ”|u|puHL§_§;0LZ_‘J/H§”
< 1+p
~ HUOHH?(Rde) + [lul Li;tg)q'glL;1+p)T'ngé+é
< (1+p)6 (1+p)(1-06) _
S lluoll g2 gax) + ||U||LZZtOL:9H§+5”u” ?itOszz_d 3+

Similar to Lemma 2.5 in [58] (this lemma is an analysis result which does not involve the nonlinear PDE structure
so we can use it directly), based on the decay property (5.1), we can further obtain

(5-3) HUHL?H%H = 0(1)'

o

Using the decay property (5.3), we see for every e > 0 there exists tg = to(e) > 0 such that

[l

ngtoLgeHéM < Olluollamexn) + 6||U||L§gtoL;9Hé+5-

We can now use the continuity argument to obtain

HUHL;’ZOL?HQ%M < 00,

Similarly, we obtain ||ul| 145 < 00

a9 o
t<0L'I

Now we consider the second estimate. We show |\|8a|2(u)||L¢LmL2, the other estimates are similar. Using
Strichartz estimate and the Holder inequality,

H0al*(@)llzt,, Loz S luollm2@exe) + MOal*(ulPw)l )0y,
>0 LT L2

< luollmr2 e xry + 110l (w)]l .

p
t>t0L;nL?x ”u”LfitoL;eLg"

S lluoll 2 raxr) + |||5a|2(u)||Lg>t0L;nLg||U||pq9 vy hter

t>tg e Ha
We conclude by choosing ty large enough and by recalling (5.2).

For 4NLS, for the sake of Strichartz estimates and Sobolev embedding, we choose the indices satisfying (see
Lemma 2.8),

1
s+=+6<2,

2
4 d d 4 d 4 d
— — == S, — + — T+_:d,
g 1o 2 g9 To 4o To

1 _i 1 _ﬂ 2(1-10)
(p+1)g a0 (p+1)7 7o pd
and

4 d d 1 1 1 1
_+_:_a /:_+£;_/:_+£
I m 2 m m rg l I qo
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5.3. Step 3: Proof of the scattering asymptotics. In fact by using the integral equation, it is sufficient to
prove that

to )
lim ‘ / eiZSAi~a(|u|pu) ds =0
t1,ta—00 t Hgya(RdXT)
Moreover, using Strichartz estimates, we only need to show,
; P 2 P 2 P —
tl,llflglgoo (H |u| uHLi,L;’I/Li([tl,tz]XRd xT) + |||V1| (|u| U)HL! L;"/Li([tl,tz]X]Rd xT) + |||80¢| (|u| UJ)HL{L;’I/L?}([h,tz]XRd XT)) =0.

Noticing the two established estimates, the above limit follows in a straightforward way. Thus we proved
scattering in the energy space.

6. DISCUSSIONS REGARDING THE HIGHER DIMENSIONAL ANALOGUE AND THE FOCUSING SCENARIO

In this section, we discuss the higher dimensional analogue (4NLS on R? x T", n = 2,3) and the focusing
scenario. We will explain how they follow respectively.

6.1. The higher dimensional analogue. As mentioned in the introduction, we can deal with more general
settings, i.e. on waveguides with more torus directions. Here are the models that we consider:

e For two torus dimensions, d > 5 and % <p< %.
(10 + Aia)u + JulPu =0, u(0) = ug(z,a) € H*(R? x T?);
e For three torus dimensions, d > 5 and % <p< %

(10, + A2 u+ [ufPu =0, u(0) =u(z,a) € H2(RY x T3).

Similar to (1.4), we note that both of the models are of ‘subcritical natural’. Since the proofs are similar to
the R x T case, we only mention the key propositions and skip the proofs.

For Strichartz estimates in the setting of R? x T™, one can prove more general version as follows

Lemma 6.1. We consider B-admissible Strichartz pair (p,q) with s regularity (;—47 + g = % —s)and vy >0,

A2
||€ZtAm‘°‘u0HLngH;’(]Rx]RdX'JTn) S HUJOHH;H{](Rde")
and
' i(t—s)A%
et=9)2%.a F(s)ds < |||IVI°F .
‘/0 ) LYL3Hy (RxRExT™) =V HL?é’Lg/HJ(RXRdXTn)

Applying Strichartz estimates, one can establish the well-posedness theory via contraction mapping method
as the R? x T setting (see Section 3).

For Morawetz estimates in the setting of R% x T", the dimension of torus direction does not make any difference
(as shown in Remark 4.2) and one can prove,

Proposition 6.2 (Morawetz estimates on R? x T"). Let u(t,z,a) € C(R;HZ2 ) be a global solution to the
following defocusing 4NLS posed on R% x T", with % <p< ﬁ, d>5
{ i+ A2 ju+ |ulu=0
u(0, ) = up.

Then for every r > 0, there exists C = C(r) such that

/ ( sup // |u(t,:1c,o<)|2 d:vda) dt<C ||u0|\4;{2 (RAXT") -
R \zo€R? d(zg,r)xT™ e
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Following the scheme of the R? x T case (see Section 5), we can obtain the decay property then the scattering
behavior. (See also the Appendix for the decay property of 4NLS on general waveguide manifolds.)

At last, we emphasize that using the methods in this paper we can at most deal with the case of 3-dimensional
torus component. If one considers 4NLS on R¢ x T*, the ‘double subcritical nature’ will break up thus all
subcritical techniques fail. We also note that, if one 4NLS on R? x T™ (n > 5), scattering behavior will not be
expected though one may still consider proving the global well-posedness. As a comparison, heuristically, 4NLS
on RY x T" (n = 1,2, 3) is like NLS on R? x T; 4NLS on R? x T* is like NLS on R? x T2; and 4NLS on R? x T"
(n >5) is like NLS on RY x T" (n > 2).

6.2. The focusing scenario. We can also prove global well-posedness for the focusing scenario (mass-subcritical
case). However, to prove global well-posedness and scattering for general settings (at least mass critical), more
ingredients are required (threshold assumptions are heuristically needed), see Dodson [11], Killip-Visan [33],
Duyckaerts-Holmer-Roudenko [12] and Kenig-Merle [31] for examples.

We consider the following model,
(6.1) (10, + A2 )u — [ufPu =0, u(0) =uo(z,a) € H*(R? x T"),
with (t,z,a) € Ry x RY x T", where d > 5 and 0 < p < 5.

We note that 0 < p < % indicates the mass critical case and we do not constrain the dimension of the torus
component.

As for the local theory of (6.1), the focusing scenario has no differences from the defocusing one. From the
local to the global, it suffices to show the H2-norm does not blow up.

For the focusing case, we consider the following conserved quantity which combines both of the mass and
energy,

1 1
/ lu(t, z, @)|* deda + / —| AL qu(t, z, Q)] — lu(t, z, a)|PT2 deda.
RIXTn RdxTn 2 p+2

By the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality we deduce

1
/ |u0|2 dxdo + / —|Agz.qu(0, z, oz)|2 -
Rd xT» RdxTr 2

PR |u(0, z, ) |P? dada

lu(t, z, a)|PT2 dada

1
= lu(t, z, a)|? deda + / — AL qu(t, 2z, Q)]? —
/RdXT” Rd xT™ 2 p+2

1 24p—06
> §||U(t)||H2(Rdx1rn) - OHUOHIEZ(Rde)Hu(t)H%Il(Rde")

1 24p—0 0
> SOl sy = Clltol247 Bsmy 1O oy

where 6 € (0,2) since the problem is mass-subcritical. It implies that the H?-norm of the solution cannot blow
up in finite time.

7. FURTHER REMARKS

In this section, we make a few more remarks on this research line, i.e. long time dynamics for dispersive
equations on waveguide manifolds. As mentioned in the introduction, this area has been developed a lot in
recent decades. Though many theories/tools/results have been established, there are still many interesting
open questions left. We list some interesting related problems in this line for interested readers.

1. The critical regime. The cases we are considering in this paper are of ‘double subcritical’ nature (see (1.1),
(1.2)). In fact, it is also quite interesting to consider the scattering theory for the critical regime. For example,

(0 + A2 Ju+ [uliu =0, u(0)=u(zx,a) € H*(R? x T),
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and
(10 + A2 Ju+ Ju|TFu =0, u(0) = ug(z,a) € H*(R? x T),

The first one is of mass-critical nature and the second one is of energy critical nature. New techniques are
needed including function spaces, profile decomposition, profile approximations and even resonant systems. See
[4, 18, 62] for the NLS case.

2. More general waveguide settings. As mentioned in the introduction, due to the technical restrains, we can
at most do R? x T3. It is interesting to consider the general case R? x T”. For more than four dimensions of tori,
scattering is not expected but one may still study the long time behavior, global well-posedness for example.

3. Scattering for focusing NLS/4NLS on waveguide manifolds. For the focusing scenario, there is no scattering
results for NLS/4NLS on waveguide manifolds, to the best acknowledgement of the authors. New ingredients
are needed to deal with this type of problems and threshold assumptions are necessary. See [61] for a recent
global well-posedness result. And see [11, 12, 31, 33] for the Euclidean result.

4. Critical NLS on higher dimensional waveguide manifolds. For critical NLS on waveguide manifolds, most
of the models are lower dimensional (with no bigger than four whole dimensions), which leads quintic or cubic
nonlinearity. This gives one advantages to apply function spaces to deal with the nonlinearity. In general, the
difficulty of the critical NLS problem on R™ x T™ increases if the dimension m + n is increased or if the number
m of copies of R is decreased (It is concluded in [26]). There is no large data global results for critical NLS on
waveguide manifolds with at least 5 whole dimensions, to the best acknowledgement of the authors.

5. NLS on other product spaces. Instead of waveguide manifolds, one may consider dispersive equations on
other types of product spaces. For example, R? x S" where S" are n-dimensional spheres (S™ can be replaced
by other manifolds). See [50] for a Global well-posedness result of NLS on pure spheres. NLS may be a good
model to start with.

APPENDIX A. DECAY PROPERTY FOR NLS AND 4NLS ON WAVEGUIDES

In this appendix, we include the decay property for NLS and 4NLS on general waveguide manifolds R? x T"
via the interaction Morawetz estimate and the contradiction argument, which may have their own interests.
They are mainly motivated by [56, 58, 60]. See also [60] for the Euclidean setting.

As a comparison, we include the decay property results in the Euclidean setting below.
Proposition A.1 ([60]). Let u(t,z) € C(R; H'(R?)) be the unique global solution to
(i0; + Ap)u = [ulPu,  u(0) = ug(z) € H'(R?)
where 0 < p < ﬁ. Then for every 2 <r < dz_:12 when d = 3 and for every 2 < r < co when d = 1,2, we have:
Jim [t )| ) = 0.
Moreover in the case d =1 we also have:

timfu(t, ) ey = 0.

The results for the waveguide case are as follows. We discuss the 4NLS case and the NLS case respectively.

A.1. Decay property for 4NLS on waveguides. We consider the 4NLS on waveguides R*x T" (d > 5,n > 1)
as follows.

(10 + Aia)u + JulPu =0, u(0) = ug(z,a) € H*(R? x T").
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We will show

Jm (lu(t, 2, @)Ly, gaxTn) =0,
where2<q§2+d_+n.

We recall the Morawetz estimate (see Proposition 4.1 and Remark 4.2),

p+4
2

/ ( sup // u(t,x 04)|2d11?d04> dt < |luollzrz  gasrny-
zo€ERY Q% (zo,r) ><']1’" e

We then recall the localized Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality,

9 d+n+2 dd+n
< g Ttz
Hv”LiTaﬁ(Rde") ~ zélﬂgd (||U|L2ngm) ”UHHl(Rden)

where Q¢ = x + [0, 1] for all x € R%.
Now we prove the decay property via a contradiction argument. Obviously it is sufficient to show that

tlg]élo lu(t, z, @) =0,

” 24+
Lot (REXT™)
since other bounds can be obtained via interpolation with the conservation law.

Next, assume the decay estimate does not hold. Then we deduce the existence of a sequence (t,, x,) € R x R?
with t,, — oo and g¢ > 0 such that

iﬂfHu(t"’I’O‘)HLZd(In,DXTn = €o-

We get the existence of T' > 0 such that
inf (_inf fu(t,z,0)] >
in in u(t, x, )l 2 —.
n tE(tn,tn+T) LQd(z 2yxtn ] T2

Notice that since ¢, — oo then we can assume (up to a subsequence) that the intervals (¢,,t, + T are disjoint.
In particular we have

pt+4
2

ZT Pt < Z/thrT // lu(t, z, ) |* deda dt
ty d(zy,2)xT™

pt4
2

/ sup // u(t,z, )| deda dt
z€R4 d(z 2)XT"

and hence we get a contradiction since the left hand side is divergent and the right hand side is bounded by the
Morawetz estimate.

A.2. Decay property for NLS on waveguides. We consider NLS on waveguides R? x T (d,n > 1) as
follows.

(10 + Ap.o)u — [ulPu =0, u(0) =uo(x,a) € H(R? x T™).
We will show

tlgglo lu(t, z, &)L, raxTry =0,

where2<q§2+d_+n.

We recall the Morawetz estimate (see Proposition 4.1 and Remark 4.2),

pr+4
2

/ ( sup // u(t, z, a)|? d:vda) dt < H“OHHl _(RIXT")-
mOERd d(LE(), XT"
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Recalling the localized Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality,

5 d¥n+2 dd+"2
S sup (””'Lédm) ol

ol s,
IVl 22t sy S U,

where Q¢ = x + [0, 1]¢ for all x € R%.

Now we prove the decay property via a contradiction argument. Obviously it is sufficient to show that

tliglo lu(t, z, ) =0,

” 244
Lot (REXT™)
since other bounds can be obtained via interpolation with the conservation law.

Next, assume the decay estimate does not hold. Then we deduce the existence of a sequence (t,,z,) € R x R?
with t,, — oo and g¢ > 0 such that
H%f Hu(tna €T, Oé)HLézd(zn,l)x'ﬂ‘" = €0-

We get the existence of T' > 0 such that

. . €0

inf inf u(t, z, o > —.
n (te(tn,thrT) lut, @, )|L2Qd<zn,2)xTn) - 2

Notice that since t,, — oo then we can assume (up to a subsequence) that the intervals (¢,,t, +T') are disjoint.
In particular we have

p+4
2

tn+T
€0
s [ () o a)f “
LTI ) oy [ ) dade

pt+4

2

§/ sup // lu(t, z, )| deda dt
R \zeRd Q% (z,2)xT™

and hence we get a contradiction since the left hand side is divergent and the right hand side is bounded by the
Morawetz estimate.

At last, we conclude this paper by mentioning two more remarks. We discuss the NLS case here and similar
statements can be made for 4NLS.

Remark A.2. As we can see from the discussions above, for the R¢ x T" waveguide case, one can obtain decay
for LY ,-norm where ¢ is at most 2 + d_%ﬂ. It is interesting to think if 2 + d_;%n is the maximal index. If not, can
one obtain larger range?

Remark A.3. One may also consider the pointwise type decay which describes the decay rate of nonlinear
solutions quantitatively. Heuristically, for NLS on waveguides R? x T™ with proper nonlinearity (in the sense
that the scattering holds) and nice initial space, the nonlinear solution in L°°-norm decays as t’%, which is
consistent with the Euclidean results. See [13] for a recent result and the references therein.
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