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SCATTERING FOR NON-RADIAL 3D NLS WITH COMBINED
NONLINEARITIES

JACOPO BELLAZZINI, VAN DUONG DINH, AND LUIGI FORCELLA

ABSTRACT. We show scattering below the ground state energy level for a class of nonlin-
ear 3D Schrodinger equations (NLS) with mass-energy intracritical competing nonlinear-
ities. Specifically, the NLS has a focusing leading order nonlinearity with a defocusing
perturbation. Our strategy combines interaction Morawetz estimates and a new crucial
bound for the Pohozaev functional of localized functions. Furthermore, we give the rate
of blow-up for symmetric solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Aim of the present paper is to study long time dynamics of solutions to the following
nonlinear Schrodinger equation with competing nonlinearities

10 + Au = A |u|? u + Ao|ulPtu, (1.1)

where u(t,z) : [ x RY — C, I C R, and the parameters \;, \» € R. Equation (1.1) is a
nonlinear Schrodinger equation which arises in many physical contexts, and we refer the
reader to [15,17,23,31] for motivations and further discussions on the models. Since the
early works by Zhang [35], Tao, Visan, and Zhang [34], and Miao, Xu, and Zhao [28],
equations of the type (1.1) have attracted a lot of attention leading to a wide literature
concerning different problems: local and global theory, scattering, blow-up, stability of
standing waves, and so on; see [2,3,5,7,8,16,22,24-27,29,32,33] and references therein.

In this article, we are interested in the 3D physical case, and we consider exponents
satisfying % < g < p < b, with a positive coefficient \; and a negative coefficient \,.
Namely, the nonlinearities are defocusing and mass supercritical, and focusing and energy
subcritical, respectively. We remark that we cover the physically relevant case of focusing
cubic NLS with a mass supercritical defocusing perturbation. Without loss of generality,
we can normalise the coefficients, by scaling and homogeneity, as A\ = —Ay = 1. Therefore,
we are primely interested in the Cauchy problem below:

{i@tu + Au = |ul" vy — |ulPy

u(0,7) = up € HY(R?), (12)

Whereu(t,x):IXR3—>C,I§R,With§<q<p<5.

At the local level, it is well-known that (1.2) admits solutions, see [6], and by denoting
Inax © 0 the maximal interval of existence, solutions preserve (among other quantities)
mass and energy, defined by

M(u(t)) :== lu(t)|? dx. (1.3)
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and

1 1 1
E(u(t)) :== = Vu(t)]?d —/ | d ——/ [P da, 1.4
((t) i= 5 | 1Vu@Pde+— | el de = —— | Ju@Ptde, (14

respectively. Hence (1.3) and (1.4) are independent of time.

We introduce the following Pohozaev functional

3 (q—1 3(p—1
= 2 — | = q+1 p+1
G(u) , |Vu(t)|” de + 5 <q 1) , lu(t)|T dx 5 ( 1) /3 lu(t) [P de,

which will be crucial for the characterization of the dynamics of solutions to (1.2). We
note in particular that solutions to (1.2) of the form wu(t,z) = %) (z), with w being a
real parameter, i.e., standing wave solutions, fulfil G(¢)) = 0.

Furthermore, we introduce the action functional

Sul@) = B(¢) + §M<¢>

1 w
= §IIV¢IIiz(Rs> - ||¢>||’£ﬂ1 @t o1 ||¢|I%§L @) + 10072
and the following ground state energy
m, = inf {S,(¢) : ¢ € H'(R*)\{0}, G(¢) =0}.

Note that the action functional S, is a conserved quantity along the time evolution of a
solution to (1.2), as sum of conserved quantities.

The existence of standing waves of the form u(¢, z) = €' (x) can be proved by showing
that the aforementioned ground state energy is achieved, i.e., that the infimum of the
action on the constraint G = 0 is indeed a minimum. The fact that ground state energy
level m,, is achieved for any w > 0 is proved in [8] while the instability properties of
the corresponding standing waves is a recent result by [16]. The question concerning the
existence of ground states with an assigned mass has been addressed in [4]. Eventually,
for w > 0, we introduce

Al = {ue H'(R?) : Sy(u) < my, G(u) >0}
and
A, = {ue H(R®) : Sy(u) < my,, G(u) <0},
and we recall the notion of scattering: we say that a solution w(¢,x) to (1.2) scatters

provided that

itA, + _
i [u(t) — e ey = 0,

for suitable ui € H'(R?), where ¢"*? is the linear Schrédinger propagator.

Our purpose is to show that:

(1) If ug € A7, then the corresponding solution exists globally in time and scatters in
H'(R?) in both directions.

(2) If up € A, then if we assume uy is radially symmetric or cylindrically symmetric
(with some additional restrictions on p and some relaxations on the hypothesis
on ¢), then the corresponding solution blows up in finite time with an explicit
blow-up rate.

Our first result concerns the energy scattering for (1.2) with data in A7} .
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Theorem 1.1. Let % <qg<p<bandw > 0. Let uy € A}. Then the corresponding
solution to (1.2) ewxists globally in time and scatters.

Our result covers the case when the defocusing term is mass supercritical without any
symmetry assumption. We follow the strategy developed in Dodson-Murphy [11] and our
new key ingredient is a coercivity property for solutions belonging to A} that we develop
by a careful variational study of the functional G that we believe it is of independent
interest. More precisely, we use the variational properties of the functional G, that appears
in the virial-like estimates, to prove an interaction Morawetz estimate. We show that taken
a suitable cut-off function xg(z) = x(%) such that xyg = 1 when |z| < (1 —7n)R with
some 71 > 0 small, the Pohozaev functional fulfils, for any R sufficiently large,

G(xr(- = 2)us(t, ") = 8V (xa(- = 2)u*(t, ) Z2@s)

for any space shift z € R? all time ¢t € R, and some & = £(t, 2, R) € R3, where us(t, )
stands for the modulated function e*u(t,z). Here § > 0 is a constant independent of
time and the translation vector.

The localized coercivity result, i.e., that the coercivity is true if we localize the modulated
and translated solution u(t) in a sufficiently large ball centered anywhere, as far as we
know is a new property and we think that it can be relevant in other contexts. In particular
we are able to bypass the difficulties related to the lack of scaling due to the presence of
two competing nonlinearities. We shall underline that in the paper by Dodson-Murphy,
the coercivity property needed to prove interaction Morawetz estimates comes from the
refined Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [11, Lemma 2.1])

£ 2s@s) < ConllFlla@e) |V Fllas) |V £ 72 o) (1.5)

which holds for any f € H'(R?) and any £ € R?, and that we are prevented to use in our
setting. Indeed, due to the non-homogeneity of nonlinearities, such an inequality (1.5) is
not applicable in our framework.

Let us briefly recall what is known in the literature concerning scattering for NLS
with a leading focusing term. In the homogeneous case when the nonlinearity is energy
subcritical and mass supercritical, the scattering below ground state energy was proved
in [18] and [13] (the former in the radial case, the latter in the non-radial case, both for
the 3D cubic equation) and then in [1,14] in the general dimension case. The argument
in the these cited papers follows the Kenig-Merle road map [21] with a concentration-
compactness-rigidity scheme. An alternative recent strategy to prove scattering below
the ground state energy is given by Dodson-Murphy in [11] for the H'2-critical focusing
equation, combining interaction Morawetz estimates together with a scattering criterion.
See also [10] for a generalisation to intracritical powers.

In the case we consider here, namely a focusing leading term and a defocusing pertur-
bation we quote the early work by Miao, Xu, and Zhao [28] that considered in the radial
case an energy critical focusing power with a cubic defocusing perturbation. The key ar-
gument to overcame the difficulty to treat a non-scaling invariant equation in [28], deeply
inspired by [19], consists in a new radial profile decomposition with the scaling parameter
and then apply it to the scattering theory. More recently, Cheng, Miao, and Zhao [8], and
Luo [26] treated, still in the radial case, the focusing energy critical or energy subcritical
power with a mass critical defocusing term. The radial assumption in dimension d < 4
has been recently removed by Cheng [7].

Remark 1.2. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first result of scattering for non-
radial defocusing-focusing solutions in the range of nonlinearities as in the statement of
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the above Theorem (see also [34, Table 1]). Cheng in [7] removed the radiality assump-
tion when working with a defocusing mass-critical nonlinearity. Let us mention that we
addressed the blow-up problem for (1.2) in our previous work [4]. See next paragraph.

Our second result concerns the blow-up for (1.2) with initial data in A,. In [4], we
proved that if % <p<5H 1<qg<p, and w > 0, for ug € A_, if one of the following
conditions is satisfied:

o uy € X(R?) := HY(R?) N L*(R?, |z|*dx),
e uy € H'(R?) is radial,
e uy € Y3(R?) and p < 3, where

S3(R%) = {f € H'(R?) : f(2) = [(@,23) = f(|T], 23), [ € L (R agda)}, T = (21,22),

then the corresponding solution to (1.2) blows up in finite time.

w )

Here we show that we have the following blow-up rate for (1.2).

Theorem 1.3. Let £ <p<5,1<qg<p,w>0, anduy € Aj.

(i) Assume that one of the following conditions is fulfilled:

(1) ug € HY(R?) is radial,

(2) ug € L3(R3) and p < 3.
Then the corresponding solution to (1.2) blows up in finite time, i.e., T* < +o00, and for
t close to T™,

T* . 2(;*317) )
/ (T — 1) [ Vu(r)|Bagsydr < § O~ 7= 4 (1) holds, (1.6)
t C(T*—t) s+ if (2) holds.

In addition, there exists a time sequence t,, /T such that

_2(p—1)

C(T* —t,) »  if (1) holds,
C(T* —t,) 5+ if (2) holds.

(i) If we do not assume any symmetry on the solution (nor any restriction on the ex-

[Vu(tn) |2 @s) < { (1.7)

ponents), then either T* < oo or w grows up in infinite time, namely T* = oo and
lim sup,_, ., [ Vau(t)]|2(es) = oo

The Theorem above is based on the results we obtained in [4], jointly with a Merle,
Raphaél, and Szeftel argument [30]. Moreover, the grow-up result follows by means of
the Du, Wu, and Zhang approach [12]. All of these results come from virial estimates for
suitable localization functions.

Notations. In the rest of the paper, we will use the notations below.

Given two quantities A and B, we denote A < B if there exists a positive constant C'
such that A < CB. For 1 < p < oo, the LP = LP(Q; C) are the classical Lebesgue spaces

endowed with norm || f|| o) = ([, [/ ()P dz) e if p # 0o or || f||Le () = esssup,eq | f(2)]
for p = co. We denote by H' = H'(R3; C) the usual Sobolev space of L? functions with
gradient in L?. Here (-) stands for the Japanese brackets (-) = (1 +|-|?>)*/2. Given an
interval I C R, bounded or unbounded, we define by LY'X, = L¥(I, X,) the Bochner
space of vector-valued functions f : I — X endowed with the norm ([, || f(s)[[% ds) Y2 for
1 < p < oo, with similar modification as above for p = co. (In what follows, f € LV X,
means that f = f(¢,z) is a function depending on the time variable ¢ € I C R and
the space variable x € R?, with finite L} X,-norm). For any p € [1,00], p’ denotes its
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dual defined by p’ = 1%' As we work in the 3D case, we omit the R? notation when no
confusion may arise.

2. VARIATIONAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we recall and prove some crucial variational tools used along the paper,
used in particular to define the scattering/blow-up dichotomy regions of initial data for
the Cauchy problem (1.2). Furthermore, some of the results illustrated below will be also
essential in proving a new coercivity property that we need to prove scattering by means
of suitable interaction Morawetz estimates.

Let w > 0. We consider the minimization problem

my, = inf {S,(8) : ¢ € H'\{0}, G(¢) =0},

where
w 1 1 1 w
w(0)=F —M(p) = = 20— alPt - ——— 1ol 7EL, + Zl)|?
5.(6) = B6) + $M(6) = 31901 = =615 + —oliih + S0l
is the action functional and
3(p—1) 1 3g—1) !
o 2 p+ g+
Gl6) = Vol = 5oy Ik + 5 ol

is the Pohozaev functional.

Proposition 2.1. Let g <p<b, 1<qg<p, andw > 0. Then m, > 0 and there exists
at least a minimizer for my,.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 2.1, let us start with the following observation.

Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ € H'\{0}. Then there exists a unique \g > 0 such that
>0 if 0 <A< A,

G(pr) § =0 if A=A,
<0 if A> Ao,
where
oa(z) = A2p(Ax), A > 0. (2.1)
Proof. We have
Glon) = ¥Vl — SN Yol + FE T,

3(p—1) 30-1)- 3q—1) 341
=2 (190l - SET A2 ol + S a2z,
= N f(N).

Consider f(\) = a — bA* + c\? with a,b,¢ > 0, a > 0, and 8 < a. We have
N =N eB — bax ).
In particular, there exists a unique A; > 0 such that
f(Ar) = max f(A).

Drawing the graph of f, we see that there exists a unique Ay > 0 such that f()\g) = 0.
Moreover, f(A) >0 for 0 < A < A\g and f(A) < 0 for A > Xg. This shows the lemma. [
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Proof of Proposition 2.1. We proceed in several steps, illuminated by the works of Ibrahim,
Masmoudi, and Nakanishi [19], and Akahori, Ibrahim, Kikuchi, and Nawa [2].

Step 1. An auxiliary minimization problem. Denote

L(0) = 5u00) ~ 3573 600) = Gy IVl + s

and consider

HM%L+IW@

1y, = inf {1,(¢) : ¢ € H'\{0}, G(¢) <0}. (2.2)

We claim that m,, = m,, > 0. In fact, it is clear that m,, < m,,. Now let ¢ € H'\{0} be
such that G(¢) < 0. By Lemma 2.2, there exists Ao € (0, 1] such that G(¢,,) = 0. Thus

My < Su(Prg) = Lu(Pr,) < Lu(9),
where we have used \g < 1 in the last inequality. Taking the infimum, we get m,, < m,,
hence m,, = m,,.
To see that m,, > 0, we take a minimizing sequence {¢, }, for m,,, i.e., ¢, € H"\{0},
G(¢n) <0, and 1,(¢,) — m,. As I, is non-negative, there exists C' = C(w) > 0 such
that

6allz <€, Vn =1,

On the other hand, since G(¢,) < 0, we have
3p=1)
T 2p+1)

which together with the standard Gagliardo—N1renberg inequality yield

(A2

IVl <

HV(anL2 < CHV(anB H‘bn”m < C”v‘bn”ﬂ
This shows that
IVul7: > C >0, Vn>1, (2.3)

hence m,, > 0.

Step 2. Minimizers for m,. Let {¢,}, be a minimizing sequence for m,,. Observe that
if ¢¥ is the Schwarz symmetrization of ¢, then {¢?}, is still a minimizing sequence for
m,,. Thus without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢,, is radially symmetric. As I,
is non-negative, we see that {¢, }, is a bounded sequence in H'. Passing to a subsequence
if necessary, there exists ¢ € H' such that ¢,, — ¢ weakly in H' and ¢, — ¢ strongly in
L for all 2 < r < 6. As G(¢,,) < 0, using (2.3), we have

ol = Sl > 32

which shows ¢ # 0. We also have
G(¢) < liminf G(¢,) = 0,

n—o0

C>0  Vn>1

thus
m, < 1,(¢) < liminf 1,(¢,) = m,,.
n—oo

This shows that ¢ is a minimizer for m,,.
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Step 3. Minimizers for m,. We now show that there exists at least a minimizer for
my. Let ¢ be a minimizer for m,. By Lemma 2.2, there exists Ao € (0, 1] such that
G(¢x,) = 0. Thus

My < Su(Prg) = Lu(Dr) < Lu(@) = My = My,
This shows that Ay = 1, G(¢) = 0, and S, (¢) = m,,. In particular, ¢ is a minimizer for
my,. O
3. SCATTERING CRITERION

In this section, we state and prove the key dispersive/Strichartz estimates which will
enable us to state a scattering criterion. The results contained in this section are inspired
by the recent techniques developed in the paper by Dodson and Murphy [11].

We start by reporting the well-known 3D dispersive estimate, see [6] for a proof.
Lemma 3.1. We have, for all r € [2,00] and for any t # 0,
; _3(1_2
ez S 1720y (3.1)
for any f e L".

The next ones are the well-known Strichartz estimates, arising from the dispersive
estimate above. See [6,20].

Proposition 3.2. The following space-time bounds hold true.
e (Homogeneous Strichartz estimates) For any f € L? and any Schridinger admis-
sible pair (a,b), i.e.,
—+-==, bel20],
then ‘
HemeLg(R,Lg) S Hf”Lg-

e (Inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates) Let I C R be an interval containing 0. Then
t

’ / e =92 (5)ds
0

for any F € LY (I, 1Y) and any Schrédinger admissible pairs (a,b) and (p,).
e (Strichartz estimates for non-admissible pairs) Let I C R be an interval containing
0 and (a,b) be a Schridinger admissible pair with b > 2. Fiz m > § and define n

by

S ||F|| o’ v/
Ly o OED

Then

S ||F||L?'(I,L§’c')
L (1,LG)

t
/ e =92 (s)ds

I
for any F € LY (I,LY).

Let us introduce some notations.
4(p+1) _2(p=D(p+1) _2(p—=D(p+1)
mq , Ny = )
(p—1) 5-p 3p? — 5p — 2
_ Mg+l 2¢-1)(g+1) 2(g—1)(¢+1)
(¢—1)

5—¢q T 32 —5g—2
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and
6(p—1)(p+1)

by =p+1, r:=

3p2+2p — 13
6(q—1)(g+ 1
byim gl = (q2 g +1)
3¢2+2¢ — 13

We readily check that (ay,by), (az, b2), (mq, 1), (Mg, 72) are Schrodinger admissible pairs,
1 1 2 1 1 2

my ni ai ’ mo N9 ag

)

and
I 1 o I 1 o
bl_Tl 3’ bQ_TQ 3’

where
3p—7 3g—17
01 = ——, 09 = —".
V2p-1)) T 20g-1)

The following Lemma follows directly from the above choices, Holder’s inequality, and
Sobolev embeddings.

Lemma 3.3. Let I C R be an interval. We have

Ikl g o, S I
It S I
) (el ) gy oty S el 1) g g
) (el )y g, S Tl 7D il

||U||L?1(17L31) S |||V|UIU||LZ”1(I,L;1) Sl <V>u||L§”1(I,L;1)a
||U||L:12(17L32) S |||V|02U||LZ”2(I,L;2) S <V>u||L§”2(I,L;2)-
We next prove a global existence result for small data.

Lemma 3.4. Let £ < q <p <5 and T > 0 be such that u(T) € H'. Then there exists
0 > 0 sufficiently small such that if

||ei(t_T)Au(T) ) < 0,

HLZM([Tvoo)vL?cl)ﬂLZnQ([T,OO),LZQ
then there ezists a unique solution to (1.2) with initial datum u(T') satisfying

< 2|l DA y(T)

u b b b b
” ”L;nl([T,oo),Lzl)ﬂLZRQ([T,oo),LIQ) = HLZ’”([T,w),Lzl)mLTQ([T,oo),LIQ)

and

(V) uHL?l([T,oo),Lfcl)ﬁL%([T,oo),Lé?) < Cll(T)m;

for some constant C' > 0.
Proof. We consider

Xp = {u : ||u||L§”1(I,Lil)mL;’L?(I,L‘;?) <M, [[{V) u||L§1(1,L§1)mL§2(I,L§2) < L}
equipped with the distance

d(u, 'U) = Hu - UHL;”(I,L?)ﬁL?Q(I,LZ2)7
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where I = [T,00) and M, L > 0 will be chosen later. By the persistence of regularity
(see e.g., [6, Theorem 1.2.5]), we readily see that (X7, d) is a complete metric space. Our
purpose is to show that the Duhamel functional

t

Op(u(t)) == D2y (T) + 2/ ellt=s)a (Ju(s)[P u(s) = |u(s)|* u(s)) ds (3.2)

T
is a contraction on (X7, d). By Strichartz estimates and Lemma 3.3, we have

t
1)l ) < DTy g, + H /T Gy (5) - u(5) s

¢
/ei(ts)A|u(s)|q1u(s)ds

T

LM(1,L5Y)

i

L (1,L5)
< ||62(t_T)Au(T)HLTl(LLZl) + CH |u|1”—1u||L?/1 u Ll;ll)

) [

T

LN (1,L5Y)
<N D2 s g0y + Cll ™ 1ull ",

+ O (V) (Jul " >HLZW>

< ||6i(t7T)Au(T)||LT1(I,LZI) -+ CH”HZ;’H(

T

LLYY)
+ ” ”qM2 IL H <v> UHL?Q(LL?)'
Similarly, we have
H(I)T<U)HL;"2([,L1;2) S ”ei(tiT)Au<T>HL;”2([7L + CHqunn(I Lbl)” <V> uHL?2([7LI;2)
)
We next estimate
[ (V) @) 21 g o0, < Clu(T) 12 + CIHT) ()
qg—1
Tl 5,

< Ol D)z + Cllull?n,

/ b/
Ly (1LY

ml(IL )H <V> UHL?([,L?)
Ol o 169 g g
and
9 ()l g gy < ChT iy + Cllallh o 9 il
t (7 T (IL ) t (7 x)
+C||u||me1L )||< Y tll por g piey-
Next we have

[ (u) = ()21 1y < Ol u =P ol g

(I,Ls)
q— 1 q—1
+ Clljulta = olro] it

p— p—
< (Wl ey W D = ol

(Bl oy + I i Yl =l
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Thus there exists C' > 0 independent of 7" such that for any u,v € X7, we have
||(I)T(u) ||L;”1 ([7L21)OL:12 (I,LZQ) S ||6i(t_T)Au(T) ||L;n1 (I,Ll;”l)ﬁL;n2 (I,LZQ) + C(Mq + Mp)
+CO(MT + MM,
| (V) @T(u)HL?l(I’Lgl)mL:Q(LLZQ) < Cllu(D)||m + C(M™ + MPHL,
and
A (), Dr(v)) < C(MT + MP~)d(u, v).
By choosing M = 2|’ei(t_T)Au<T)”LI”I(I,L‘;l)mLZW(I,L‘;?) and L = 2C||u(T)||g: and taking
M sufficiently small, we see that ®r is a contraction on (Xr,d). This completes the
proof. O
The next Lemma is a small data scattering result.
Lemma 3.5. Let L < q < p <5. Suppose that u(t) is a global solution to (1.2) satisfying
|ul| oo, 1) < 00. Then there exists 0 > 0 sufficiently small such that if

T)A

He = (T)”LGl([T,OO),LZl) <90

for some T > 0, then u scatters forward in time.
Proof. We first observe that for any interval I C R,

< [Jull}

”u”LTQ(I,L ™ IL ”u”LP(IL“’)’

where
(B¢g—T)(p—1) (1 =0)mymy (1= 0)b1by
Bp—T7T)(qg—1)’ P= my —6Omy T by — 0by
We readily check that for % <qg<p<?h,
2 3 3
0 €(0,1), p+ STy v € [2,6],
namely (p, ) is a Schrodinger admissible pair. It follows that

t-T)A < Hez(t A ( )||6m1 . b1 ||6 (t-T)A

< &|u(T) 13

0 —

=

( )HLmz(Too) b2y ( )HLP(Too L))

Thus '
”el(tiT) ( )HL’”l([Too) LYY)NL2([T,00),L22 )<€<5)

for some €(4) > 0 small depending on §. By Lemma 3.4, we have

i(t—T)A
1l s 00y 0 (oepziy < 202U s gy oty oy ey (33)
and
7 ull g g1 0 ey oy < CllCT (3.

for some constant C' > 0.
For T' < t; < ty, we use the Duhamel formula (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4) to have

—ita A —it1 A —1
ty) — t <OV P v ,
e u(tz) —e u(t)|my < CIHV) (Jul U)|’Lt1((tht2)7Lzl)

+CIV) (ul™ )l

L, ?((t1,t2),La”)
< CHqu (t tg) L H < >uHLf1((t1,t2),L?)

+C|| ||qm2((t ) ||< >u||L?2((t1,t2),Lch) —+0
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as ty,ty — oo. This shows that {e " u(t)};o is a Cauchy sequence in H!. Thus there
exists

uy = e TAu(T) +1i /TOO e 2 (Ju(s) [P uls) — |u(s)|* u(s)) ds € H,

such that e ®®u(t) — u, strongly in H! as t — co. By the unitary property of the
propagator, we obtain
||u(t) — eitAu+||H; —0ast— oo.

The proof is complete. O

We are now ready to state the following scattering criterion. As explained in [11], the
criterion infers that if on any time interval which is large enough, one can find a large
interval where the scattering norm is small, then the global solution scatters.

Lemma 3.6. Let £ < g < p < 5. Suppose that u(t) is a global solution to (1.2) satisfying
|ul| oo, 1) < 00. Then there exist € > 0 and Ty = Ty(e) > 0 such that if for any a > 0,
there exists ty € (a,a + Ty) such that [to — 7, to] C (a,a + Tp) and

<e (3.5)

||U/||L;nl([to*e_[ﬂtOLLls’Cl) ~
for some o > 0, then the solution scatters forward in time.
Proof. By Lemma 3.5, it suffices to prove that there exists 7" > 0 such that

XD (T)|| L (Lo 1) S € (3.6)

for some p > 0. To show (3.6), we write
T
DAY (T) = ePug + 2/ elt=s)a (Ju(s) [P~ u(s) — Ju(s)|* u(s)) ds.
0

By Sobolev embedding and Strichartz estimate, we have

T A T P

By the monotone convergence theorem, there exists 17 > 0 sufficiently large such that for

all T > Ty,
ia <e. (3.7)

He uO”LTI([T,OO),LI;I) ~

Taking a = T} and T' = t, with a and ¢, as in (3.5), we write
T
e ) ) =l a(s)) ds =
0
[ e (s uts) = fu()u(s) s
IUl>

where [} = [T'—¢77,T] and I, = [0,T — £7°]. By using the linearity, we denote by Fi(t)
and Fy(t) the integrals over I; and I, respectively.

To estimate Fi, we start with the following observation:

< |lull} (3.8)

1-0
||U||Lgnl1(11,LZbll) ;”1([1,Ll;1)||u||Lf(11,L;Z)’

where
g 3pa—3q—4p (1 = )gminy (1~ 0)gbiby

aGr—-7 T T —eg 0 7T b — e,
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Since§<q<p<5,weseethat
2 3 3
0e(,1), —+-=7,
0.1) Py 2

In particular, (p,~) is a Schrodinger admissible pair. Using (3.8), we have

v € [2,6].

IFtll s royzny < Ol ull ooy Olllal ™ ull g g
p q
SCHU‘”LI’LI(I L +CHU‘H qnl(IhLZbl)
(1-0
< Ol + Ol o Il
4(1-0) 1-6
scwwmam*umw“ o2,y Bl
Since ||ul|pee(r 1) < 00, we infer from (3.5) that
0—4o(1—0
U s oy < €87+ O (16
Taking o > 0 small, we have
”FlHLGl([T,oo),Ll;l) < Cet (39)

for some p > 0.
To estimate Fy, we use Holder’s inequality to have

b1 T1

£ ny < [|F2 oy l1F2l

HL;’”([T,OO) | ml(Too)L | ml(Too) L)

As (mq, ) is a Schrodinger admissible pair and
Fg(t) _ ez‘(t—T—l—a*")Au(T . g_a) . eitAuO’
we have
||F2||Lm1(Too) Lyt) ~ S L

On the other hand, by the dispersive estimates (3.1) and Sobolev embedding, and noting
that m; > 2, we have for all t > T,

[F2 ()| e S/O N (¢ = )72 ([us)P uls)llny + llu(s)* uls) ] o) ds

—0o

:ATe@—@S@MMﬁ+M@mQ¢
S /OT_€J<t — s)*% <HU(S)H§J; 4 Hu(s)”?{%) ds

<(t-T+e°)e.
It follows that

[e.9]

1
my o(l_ 1
nﬂmmemﬁs(/’u_T+gw ;ﬁ)lggb wi).
T

In particular, we get
11 \ri—h

< o(Gm) 55 (3.10)

HLZ’”([T,<><>>,L‘;1> ~

| F5

Collecting (3.7), (3.9), (3.10), and choosing o > 0 sufficiently small, we prove (3.6). The
proof is complete. (l
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4. ENERGY SCATTERING

This section is the bulk of the paper and contains the main novelty. Specifically, we will
prove a coercivity property, see Lemma 4.2 below, and the interaction Morawetz estimates
that will allow to prove the scattering for large data global solutions to (1.2).

4.1. A cutoff function. Letn € (0,1) be a small constant. Let x be a smooth decreasing
radial function satisfying

1 if r<1—n,

@ =x={ ¢ § 157" WIS r=ll (4.1)

1
U]
For R > 0 large, we define the functions

onla) = — [ Xl = 2ph(a)ds

and

1
Sula) i = — [ o= D),

bunle) i = — [ e = pE ()

where xr(2) := x(z/R), and ws is the volume of the unit ball in R3. We see that ¢r, ¢, r,
and ¢, r are radial functions. We next define the radial function

Vr(x) = dp(r) = %/0 on(r)dr, 7= |2, (4.2)

We collect some basic properties of ¢r, ¢p r, ¢4 r, and g as follows (see [9] for a proof.).

Lemma 4.1. We have

()| < min {1, %}  Opbnle) = 2 (0nle) — vne)), G = 1,23
and
Unle) — (@) 2 0, on(@) — dpnle) 20, |on(e) — dpa@] Sn  (43)
and
Vor(o)l S e 1onlo) -~ on)] S Suin {1 K wuno) € Do { 7, %i

for all x € R3.

4.2. A coercivity property. The following is the essential new ingredient that will be
exploited to prove suitable interaction Morawetz estimates. As already mentioned in the
introduction, the scaling invariant equation with one nonlinearity is treated by taking
advantage of the refined Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.5), that we cannot use in the
present paper.

Lemma 4.2. Let % <qg<p<bandw > 0. Then A} is invariant under the flow of
(1.2), i.e., if ug € AL, then u(t) € AL for allt € Iyax. In particular, the solution to (1.2)
with initial data ug exists globally in time. In addition, there exists Ry > 0 sufficiently
large such that for all R > Ry, all z € R3, and all t € R,

Gxr(- = 2)ut(t)) = 8V (xa(- — 2)us ()12, (4.5)
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where ut(t, z) = e Su(t, z) with £ = £(t, z, R) and

( / (% — 2)a(t, 2)Vu(t, z))dz
— if /X%(x — 2)|u(t, z)]2dx # 0,
E(t, 2z, R) = /X%(x — 2)|u(t, z)|*dx
\ 0 if /X%(x — 2)|u(t, z)]Pdx = 0,

(4.6)

and xr(x) = x(x/R) with x as in (4.1)

Proof. Let uy € A}. We will show that u(t) € A7 for all ¢t € I;,.x. By the conservation
of mass and energy, we have S, (u(t)) = S,(ug) < m, for all t € I, Assume by
contradiction that there exists to such that G(u(ty)) < 0. As u : Iy — H' is continuous,
there exists ¢, such that G(u(t;)) = 0. By the definition of m,,, we have S, (u(t1)) > my,
which is a contraction. Thus G(u(t)) > 0 for all ¢t € Iyax or A7 is invariant under the
flow of (1.2).

As G(u(t)) > 0, we have

3q—17 2 pP—q WO+ L2,
o= Ol + Gy — Ol + 5Ol
= L,(u(t)) = Su(u(t)) — 30— 1)G(U(t)) < Su(u(t)) <my, V€ Inax.
This shows that
Vo) < S, 1€ (@1)

The blow-up alternative shows that the solution must exist globally in time.

Next we prove (4.5). To this end, we observe that

I, (u(t)) = Su(u(t)) — ﬁ(}’(u(t)) < Su(u(t)) = Sulug) =my —v, VYt € Lpay,
(4.8)
for some v > 0 as S,,(ug) < m,,. Using
/ IV (xu)|Pdx = /X2|Vu\2d:c — /XAx\u\Qd:L’, (4.9)

we have

/\V(Xu5)|2daz: |£|2/X2|u|2dx+/X2\Vu|2dx—/XAx|u|2d:c+2£-/Im(XQEVu)daz.
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By the definition of &, we have

Ll = (1) =

([t = 2AvatoPas
- /XR(- — 2)Axa(- — z)\u(t)|2d:c>
—7 ’ / (x5 (- — 2)u <t,x)w<t,x>>dxf
sla=t) /XR( — 2)|u(t, z)dx

" pl;q) [ Aopt+ S G- ok

(P +1)(
L, (u(t)) + O(R™?).

Thus, by (4.8), there exists Ry > 0 sufficiently large such that

L(xa(- — 2)ué(t)) < my, — g VR > Ry, Vz € R®, Vt € R. (4.10)
We claim that
G(xr(- — 2)ué(t)) >0, VR > Ry, Vz € R Vt € R. (4.11)

Suppose now that there exists Ry > Ry, 23 € R3, t; € R, and & = £(ty, 21, Ry) € R? such
that G(xg, (- — 2z1)u (t1)) < 0. Using the definition of 7, (see (2.2)) and the fact that
m,, = My, we have
Lu(XRl(' - Zl)ugl <t1>> = My,
which contradicts (4.10).
For R > Ry, z € R3 t € R, and & = £(t,2, R) € R?, we denote © = xp(x — 2)us(t).
We consider two cases.

Case 1. Assume that
3(p—1)Bp+1)

3(qg—1)3qg+1
4(p+1) H@’Hl + ( )( )H@|q+1

4|VOl3. — ' !
” HL2 Lp+ 4(q+1) Lat

Then we have

3(p —1
a©) = |vels - X Dyept, + X Dyeper,

2(p+1) 2(¢+1)
3p—7 2 e=DP—=a) o+
> 0|72 1
- 3p+1||v ||L + 2( 1)(3p_'_ )H ||Lq+1
3p— 17 2
> .
> 2oz,
This proves (4.5).
Case 2. We now assume that
3 —DEp+1), ope | 3a—DBat+ 1) o g
LBl Pl T+l 4.12
||v®||L2 4(p+ 1) ||@||Lp+ 4(q+ 1) ||@||Lq+ ( )
We first observe that as [,,(0) < m,, (see (4.10)), an argument leading to (4.7) yields
6(q—1
IVel. < 3<q — 7)mw- (4.13)
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Now set f(A) := S,(0,), with ©, as in the rescaling (2.1). We have

3(p—1) se-1n 1 3(g—1) s 1 G(6))
/ _ 2 5 1 P+ 3 1 g+l _
FO) = AIVeIE: - 5L el + S ey = £

and

9p—1)* s 9(q—1)% aa-v_
PO = 24|z — 2BV ysemn g pin ) 90 = D% ysamn oy g0

4(p+1) RSy
We write
/ I ! 3(]7 - 1)(3]7 =+ 1) % p+1
(SO = =20/ 00+ A(4IVell5: - = 25— N el
3= DBa+1) s g
A T el

=: —2f"(X) + Ah(N).
Thanks to (4.12), we have
h/()\):)\% (_3( 1)(3p+1)(3p—7) 3(p— q)H@’pH

8(p+1) e
3a= DB+ VB =71, g0n
8(q+1) Lot
- —-1)(3 1 -7 p=a
<2 (_3( )Bp+1)Bp—17)  x vl
2(p+1)
3(g—1)(3¢+1) Ip—7 30-00  3q—7T g1
4<q+ 1) 2 )\ 2 _'_ ”@”LII+1
s ( 3(p—1)Bp+1)(3p— 7) sr=a)
< _
<Az < 2+ 1) VO3
Wg=DBa+ 1P =), e+t
- @ a 1 0
for all A > 1. This shows that h(A) < h(1) <0 for all A > 1. In particular, we have
AN < =2f(\), YA>1. (4.14)

As G(©) > 0 due to (4.11), Lemma 2.2 shows G(0,,) = 0 for some Ay > 1. Integrating
(4.14) over (1, o), we get

G(0) > 2Su(On) — 5u(0)) = 2 (Iwm) 1.0

It follows that

2

3= 1>G<@)) '

60) = W1 (01) - L(O)
> = - (@)
A (L),
> s VOl

where we have used (4.10) and (4.13) to get the last inequality. This also proves (4.5). O
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4.3. An interaction Morawetz estimate. We next define the interaction Morawetz
action

where 1g is as in (4.2). We start by the following interaction Morawetz identity.

Lemma 4.3. Let u be a solution to (1.2) satisfying

sup [|u(t)]m < A
te[0,7*)

for some constant A > 0. Let Mg(t) be as in (4.15). Then we have
sup [MEE(0)] S R (4.16)

te[0,7*)

Moreover we have

2 M) __42// (Im(@(t, y)dsu(t,y)))

X Yn(r — o)k — ) I (a(t, DOu(t, D)dedy  (4.17)
—4 u(t, y)*¥r(z — y)(z; — y;)
%; // PR —y)(a; —y
x x0 (Re(0ju(t, x)0ku(t, z))) dedy (4.18)
+ / u(t, y)*vr(z = y) (@ —y) - VA(lu(t, 2)|*)dzdy (4.19)

2= [t p)Ponte - e =) llute o) dzdy (420)

2D e Ponte = (e — o) Vutta)dsdy (421

for allt €10,7%).
Proof. By the support property of x, we have ¢g(7) = 0 for all |7| > 2R. Thus we get

2)|z| g/o dr(T)dr = / / (z — 2)x2(2)dzdr = CR (4.22)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of R. The estimate (4.16) follows directly from
Holder’s inequality and (4.22). The identities (4.17)—(4.21) follow from a direct computa-
tion using

O(|uf?) = =27 9;(Im(wdu))

J

and
_ 1 2
O,(Im(oju)) = — Y Ok ( 2Re(Q;udpi) — SO A(ul?)
k
p—1 qg—1
20 (lulP™) = —=9.(|yat?
POl ) — T, (),
for j = 1,2,3, where 0, is the Kronecker symbol. O

We are now in position to prove our interaction Morawetz estimates, that jointly to the
scattering criterion of the previous section will yield to the main result of the paper. The
coercivity result in Lemma 4.2 is essential for the proof of the estimates below.
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Proposition 4.4. Let £ < ¢ < p <5 andw > 0. Let ug € Af and u(t) be the
corresponding solution to (1.2). Define M%*(t) as in (4.15). Then for e > 0 sufficiently
small, there exist Ty = Ty(e), J = J(g), Ry = Ro(e,uo) sufficiently large, andn = n(e) > 0
sufficiently small such that for any a € R,

1

a+To Roe’ 1 , 5 2 iR
JT, R3 - - 2 <
JT, J, /R Jig // Xr(y — 2)ult,y)* |V (xr(e — 2)u(t, 2)) Pdudydz—-dt Se,

(4.23)

where xr(z) = x(x/R) with x as in (4.1) and us(t,z) = e“u(t,r) with some & =
£(t, 2z, R) € R3.

Proof. Denote

TiT
P]k(l‘) = 5jk — ‘;—Pk
As
XT;T
0j(Yrar) = 00R + ‘;—|;(¢R — YR),

the integration by parts yields

(4.17) = 4 Z // Im(u(t, y)dju(t, y)) 0 (Vr(x — y)(xe — y)) Im(u(t, 2)Opu(t, v))dzdy
= —42 // Im(u(t, y)0u(t,y))ddr(x — y) Im(u(t, x)Opu(t, x))dxdy (4.24)
jik

—4 z}; // Im(a(t,y)oju(t,y))Pjk(z —y)

X (Y — dr) (@ — y) Im(a(t, 2)ut, 2))dady, (4.25)

where 6;’ is 0; with respect to the y-variable. Similarly, we have

(@18) =Y [ 1utt.p)POR (oo — v)(a; — 1)) Rel@yut. )9k, 2)dedy
1Y [[ 1utt.)Posonts — ) Re(@yu(t, 2)0p(t, ) dedy (4.26)

y z}; // lu(t,y)|*Pir(z — y)(¥r — ¢r)(x — y) Re(dju(t, x)Ou(t, z))dzdy,
j, (4.27)

where 0} is 0y, with respect to the z-variable. We have
(4.25) +(4.27) = 4// u(t, ) PIV yult, 2)*(Yr — ér)(z — y)dady
~ 4 [ (e, ) ut.9) - (e, )Yt ) (6~ 0m)a = )y,

where

Y, ult, ) = Vult,z) — —2 ( - Vu(t,:c))

lz —y| \ |z —y
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is the angular derivative centered at y, and similarly for Y, u(t,y). As ¥ — ¢p > 0, the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

(4.25) + (4.27) > 0.
Next, using the fact that

1 1
Or(t —Y) = 5 /x%(fc —y—2)xH(2)dz = T /x%(fc — 2)Xg(y — 2)dz,

we have
(4:24) + (426) = 4 [[ on(a = ) (ut.g) FIValt, o)
—Im(a(t, y)Vult,y)) - Tm(@(t, 2)Va(t, 2))) dedy
=[] e = s = 2 (ue ) PVt 0P
—Im(a(t, y)Vult,y)) - Tm(@(t, ) Vu(t, 2))) dedydz.
For z € R? fixed, we consider the quantity defined by
[ Xita = 20ty = 2 (it )P ule )
—Im(a(t,y)Vu(t,y)) - Im(u(t, ) Vu(t, x))) dedy.

It is not hard to see that the above quantity is invariant under the Galilean transformation
u(t, ) — us(t,z) for all £ € R? due to the symmetry of y. We will choose a suitable
¢ € R3 such that

/ Im(x5(z — 2)us(t, 2)V(u(t, 2)))dz = 0.
Specifically, we select £ as follows (compare with (4.6)):

/Im(x?%(x — 2)u(t, z)Vu(t, z))dx

/X%(af — 2)|u(t, z)|*dx

provided that the denominator is non-zero (otherwise £ = 0 suffices). With this &, we get

: // Xl — 2ult, ) PIxa(e — 2)V (i (1, 2)) Pdadydz.

w3R3

By integration by parts twice and using

Z 0j(Yraj) = 3tbr + Z 2;0j¢r = 30r + 2(Yr — 9r),
J J

£:§<t,Z,R):—

Y

(4.24) + (4.26) =

we have

(4.19) = g lu(t, y)|*Vr(z —y)(z; — v;)0;08(|u(t, z)|*)dzd
— // Y Y Yy Y
- ;k // Y1707 (r(z —y)(z; —y;))0, z)|")dxdy

=> // u(t, y) *0; (B¢r(z — y) + 2(Vr — dr)(x — y) i (|u(t, )|*)dzdy.
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We also have

(4.20)

Z// [u(t, ) 205 (ae = )y = 35))ult, 2) " dady

+1

== futt ) Poynte = e, o)y (428)

a p+1
/ u(t, )P — Spr) (& — 9)ult, ) [P dzdy

_ﬁ

- p+1 /‘ ut, y)*(Vr = or) (@ — y)lu(t, z)[" dudy.

We can rewrite (4.28) as
(4.28) = 6@7// IXr(y — 2)u(t, y)| Ixr(z — 2)u(t, x)|p+1dxdydz.
(p+ 1wsR3

Similarly, we have

(4.21) = % // IXr(y — z)u(t,y)‘Q‘XR@ _ Z)u(t,l’)|q+1dxdydz
* % // Ju?, y)|2(¢R — ¢g.r)(x — y)|u(t, $)|q+1d:pdy
- % // lu(t,y)|>(Yr — ér)(x — y)|u(t, )| dzdy.

Collecting the above identities, we obtain

M®2

wy I3 // Xr(y = 2)ult,y)PIxr(e = 2)V (W (t, 2))|*dedydz
/ lu(t, y) |’V (3¢r(z —y) + 2(Yr — dr) (@ — y)) - V(Ju(t, 2)|*)dzdy
- % // Ixr(y — 2)ult,y)|*Ixr(z — 2)u(t, =) dedydz

1) // |u(t,y)|2(¢R — ¢pr)(x — y)|u(t,$)|p+1d:pdy

p+1
— p+11)/ lu(t, y) P (Wr — br)(x — y)|u(t, )|+ dedy
+<q6+(qﬁ// IXr(y — 2)u(t,y)*Ixr(r — 2)u(t,z)|*  dodydz
q+1 / lu(t, y)|*(dr — dq.r)(x — y)u(t, z)|"" dxdy

* % // lu(t,y)|* (Vg — dr)(x — y)|u(t, )| dxdy.
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ASwR_¢R>Oand¢R_¢qR>O we get

— [ ety = e ) (et = 9 e

3(p—1) bi1, Sg—1) vle 70 daduds

“o(p 1) XAl A ) o f ey (= 2Jult ) )d dyd
= dtM®2 / u(t, )|’V Bor(x —y) + 2k — dr)(x — y)) - V(|u(t, )|*)dzdy
+6i,T/ lu(t, )| (0r — dp.r) (@ — y)|ult, )P dady

# 2 [ e, )P = 6m) e = a2y
By (4.16), we see that

a+Top Roe’ dR
— M2 (t)—dt
JT, Ty / / M R

L[ dR
[ o iy

J To Jry  telaatTo] R
1 Roe" J
S I < Hoc (4.29)
JTO Ro JTO
As [Vor(z)] S LR and sup,cp ||u(t)|| g1 < 0o, we see that
a+Tp Roe ) , dR
’JTO / / // [u(t,y)|"Vor(z —y) - V(|u(t, z)| )dxdyfdt
a+Top Roe’ dR
i [ v
a+Tp Roe
—dt
S 77JT0 / /
JRO (4.30)
Similarly, a5 V(¢ — 6r) ()] < 5 min { &, 2} < 2o, we have
a+Tp Roe
‘JTO/ / / [u(t, y)|"V(Yr — ¢r)(x —y) - V(|u(t, z)] )dxdyfdt‘ < JRO
(4.31)

Using (4.4), we see that

=) e - on) e~ e )y |

a+To Roe’ |:L‘ —y| R p
t,y)|* mi t, )P dad —Rdt
nJTO/ / //|u(>?/)| ln{ 7 ,|x_y|}|u( x)| xyR
MO Fioe - R Y dR
ul(t u(t, z) P / min{‘x yl } dxdydt
WJTO/ /‘ )P lult, o) ( Jr— y

J (4.32)

N

2\

i)
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Here we have used the fact that sup,cp ||u(t)||g < oo and

/ min{|x_y‘, 1 }@Sl
0 R lz—yl) R
dR

)JTO /a% /Roe / lu(t,y)|*(dr — dp.r)(x — y)|ult,z) P dedy— i

Using (4.3), we have

a+To Roe
—dt < 4.33
S JTo / n 1. (4.33)

By glueing up together (4.29), (4. 30) (4.31), (4.32), and (4.33), we obtain

’JTO/ / . 5 ] Deet = 2w (rnte = 2) V1)

3(g—1)

‘XR( )u(t,x)|p+1 + 2<q + 1)

dR
2(p 1) IXr(z — 2)u(t, x)\q“) dwdydz—-dt
+ Foc” PRI
nJTy nJ nJRy

Now, for fixed z, £ € R?, we have from (4.9) that

/ Xl — 2)V (i (2, 2)) P = / Ve — 2 (t,2)]Pdz + OB [u(t)|22).

From the conservation of mass and (4.5) that for R > Ry with R, sufficiently large,
[ ente = vt - FE e - e
3¢ —1)
2(¢+1)
= G(xr(- — 2)u(t) + O(R™?)
> 8[|V (xr(- — 2)ut ()72 + O(R™?).
The term O(R™?) can be treated analogously to (4.30). We thus infer from (4.34) that

a+Tp Roe ) 5 2 dR
’JTO / / 3 // Xa(y = 2)ult,y) |V (xr(e — 2)u (t, 2))Pdedydz—-dt
RoeJ n 1 n 1
nJTo  nJ nJRy

This proves (4.23) by taking n = &,J = 3, Ry = e ! and T = e . The proof is
complete. O

NY/

(4.34)

Xr(z — 2)u(t,z)|"" dz

S+ (4.35)

4.4. Proof of the main result. We can now proceed with the proof of the main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The global existence is proved in Lemma 4.2. It remains to prove
the scattering. We only consider the positive times since the one for negative times is
similar. Our purpose is to check the scattering criteria given in Lemma 3.6. To this end,
we fix @ € R and let € > 0 sufficiently small and 7, > 0 sufficiently large to be determined
later. We will show that there exists ¢y € (a,a + Tp) such that [ty — 77, to] C (a,a + Tp)
and

||u||L;nl([tofe_",to},Lgl) S Eu (436)
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for some o, > 0 to be determined later. By (4.23), there exist Ty = To(e), J = J(e),
Ry = Ro(g,up) and n = n(e) such that

a+To Rpe’ 9 9 dR
gl g ] bt = e IV e = e Pyl
It follows that there exists Ry € [Ry, Roe’| such that
1 ot g
7 g [l et = e PIV G = 2 1) Pidyzan 5 ¢
hence

a+Ty 1 )
/HXRl w721V (xa, (- = 2)us(0)) | 72d2dt S e.

By the change of variable z = £ (w + ) with w € Z® and 6 € [0,1]?, we deduce that
there exists 0; € [0,1]3 such that

B > (= 2w+ 00 ) a9 (o (€= Btw+00) ) |

3Ty ]

2
~
A

x

Let 0 > 0 to be chosen later. By dividing the interval [a + T“ ,a+ into The? intervals
of length 77, we infer that there exists tq € [a, 7;0,(1 + 3TO] such that [tg — €77, t0] C
(a,a + Tp) and

/tt:_a Z HX&('—%(er@l))u(t)H;HV (XR1<' _%(w + 01)>u5(t)) ‘ 2

dt < et=e.

~

L3
This, together with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
lullzs < lullz [ Vub]zs,

implies that

/tto ~ Z HXRI ( : _%(w +91)>U(t) ;dt <egle, (4.37)

0=€77 wezd

On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Sobolev em-
bedding, we have

S e (=200 Yt

wEZ3

L3

3 -~ w00t e (o)t

< (30 en (- =+ o)utl] ) (3 Jon (- =+ )uca],) ™

S @z lu@®)]my < 1. (4.38)
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Here we have used the following estimate to get the last line:

Z\\m(-—%wwl))u@)

x

2 2

L
R

(T, (= w4 01) )

<3 (-2 0) vate)

weZ3

L2 L:%

1
SIVe®liz + zzzle®lzz S llu@)llm
i
as By > Ry = ¢! = ! (see after (4.35)). Note that |[Vx| < n~! by the choice of y.

Combining (4.37) and (4.38), we get from the property of xg,, in conjunction with the
Holder and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities, that

||U||L3 ([to—e—7 to] xR3) /to . Z HXRI< w+91)) (t)H;dt
£ TS Aoty

€z
Ry 2 \3
(2 [pen (=T a)uo] )
weZ3
o 1 4 3
. </to - HXR1< _T(w+81)>u(t) Lgdt>
to 9 %
x(/ HX ( —— (w40 )ut dt)
to—e™7 ez B 4 ( 1) () L}
5 EliTo-gi% = 8%70’
which implies that
11,
lull 2 (rp—eme aojrs) S 3. (4.39)

Let 6 € (0,1) to be chosen shortly. We define (v, p) by
1 ¢ 1-6 1 6 1-—90
+ 3t

Pick 8,s > 0 such that

We readily check that

In particular,

31 2 50
s=——— | —— — — | .
2 1-60\p—1 3

As 7/3 < p < 5, we can take 6 > 0 sufficiently small so that 0 < s < 1. In particular,
(7, B) is a Schrodinger admissible pair. By Hélder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, and
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(4.39), we have

HuHLan([to—.e*“,to]vLZl) < HuHL3 ([to—e~ "tO]XRS)”u”LW(to —e=7 to], L)

< HuHL3 (to—e~ "to]XR3)|Hv| uHL'Y ([to—e—7,t0], LB)
|1 0

<
||U||L3 ([to—e=7 to] xR3) H( > u L) ([to—=7 to],LY)

< 53 <%_0>57%(179)

Here we have used the fact that
19 ull 0 S (D
which follows from the local theory. This proves (4.36) by choosing ¢ > 0 small enough.
The proof is complete. O
5. BLOW-UP

In this last section, we prove the blow-up rate results as stated in Theorem 1.3. We
start with the following upper bound for the Pohozaev functional for solutions arising
from initial data in A_. The result of the next Lemma is also contained in [4, 16], but we
report the short proof for sake of completeness.

Lemma 5.1. Let % <p<5,1<qg<p,andw > 0. Then A} is invariant under the flow
of (1.2), i.e., if up € A, then u(t) € A, for allt € L. In addition, we have

3(p—1
Glu(t)) < —%@nw _Su(up)), Wt € Lnms. (5.1)
Furthermore, there exists 6 > 0 small such that
3(p—1)

G(u(t)) + 6| Vu(t)]3. < — (my, — Su(ug)), VYt € L. (5.2)

4

Proof. Let uy € A_. We will show that u(t) € A, for all t € [, .. By the conservation
of mass and energy, we have

Su(u(t)) = S, (ug) < my, VtE Lnax. (5.3)

Assume by contradiction that there exists ¢y such that G(u(ty)) > 0. As u : Ly — H'
is continuous, there exists ¢; such that G(u(t;)) = 0. By the definition of m,,, we have
So(u(ty)) > my, which contradicts (5.3). Thus G(u(t)) < 0 for all t € I or A is
invariant under the flow of (1.2).

For simplicity, we denote u := wu(t) and set f(X\) := S, (uy), where u, is the scaling
(2.1). We have

3p—1) se-n_ 1, 3lg—1) sen 1 G(uy)
/)\ -\ 22 _ A3 1 p+ A2 1 q+ —
F1O) = NIVl = Al + SO g = =
and
9(p—1)% sw-n 1, g —1)? san 1
A'ON) = 2A|| V|2, — =——L -1 p+1+7A 2 Ha||2H.
(SO = 22Vl — 30 Jull it + o a3}
We then write
3(p—1) 3p—7 9 —-1p-q) ]
/ I / 2 q+
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As§<p<5and1<q<p,weget

oy < 22l

On the other hand, as G(u) < 0, by Lemma 2.2, there exists A\g € (0,1) such that
G(uy,) = 0. In particular, we have Ao f'(Ag) = 0 and f(A\g) = S, (uy,) > m,,. Integrating
(5.4) over (Ao, 1), we obtain

3(p—1)

f'(\), VA>0. (5.4)

Glu) < 2 (S0(w) = Sulun) < (S0 (w) - my)
which is (5.1).
Finally, we prove (5.2). Observe that
6((]— 1) ( p—4q +1 w 2 )
Vul|?, = 1, —_— p,, 1 — = 2
6((1 - 1) ( 2 p—q +1 w 2 )
= Swu—iGu—— ppl——ug.

It follows that

G(u) + 6| Vul[32 = (1 — %) G(u) + %Sw(u)

_ 00— e Bele L),
Bg—T(p+1)" " 3¢ -7 L

< (1 - 3q4§ 7) G(u) + %Sw(u)

as w > 0 and ¢ < p. By the energy and mass conservation laws, and (5.1), we get

40 3(p—1 66(q — 1
Glu(0) + 61Vuol: < - (1- 5 ) 22D, = s + S s ),
Vit € Inax. By taking § > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain (5.2). O

We are now ready to give the proof of the blow-up results in Theorem 1.3. They are
based on virial identities/estimates. We classically introduce a sufficiently smooth and
decaying function ¢ : R? — R. We denote the virial quantity

:/wwm%x

The following identities are nowadays standard (see e.g., [6]):

Vg(t) = 2Im / V¢ - Vu(t)a(t)ds
and

Vi(t) = /A2¢|u de+4ZRe/ kgb@u )ORu(t)dx

2(¢ —1) ; 2(p—1) p
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A first application of the above virial identities is the following virial identity for finite
variance solutions. More precisely, if vy € X, then the corresponding solution to (1.2)
satisfies

\x\Q( ) 8G( ( ))7 vt € ]max- (55)

Provided uy € A, by Lemma 5.1 G(u(t)) S —1 for any ¢ € Iy Then (5.5) implies
finite time blow-up for solutions in ¥ via a convexity argument.

Another applications are virial estimates for radial and cylindrical solutions [4]. To
state these estimates, we let 6 : [0,00) — [0,2] a smooth function satisfying

2 if 0<r<1,
9<r>:{ 0 if r>2. (5.6)

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

/ / r)drds.

For ¢ > 0, we define the radial function ¢, : R* — R by
$o(1) = y(r) = 0*I(r/0), 1 =|zl. (5.7)

Then the following virial estimate for radial solutions: If uy € H' is radial, then the
corresponding solution to (1.2) satisfies

VI (£) < 8G(u(t)) + Co™> + Co~ " V| Vu(®)| 3, Vi € Lax. (5.8)
To state virial estimates for cylindrical solutions, we define, for o > 0, the function
bo(z) == 0*V(r/o) + 13, 1 :=|T|, T=(11,1). (5.9)
If uy € X3, then the corresponding solution to (1.2) satisfies
p—1
Vi (t) < 8G(u(t)) + Co 2+ Co = ||Vu(t )||L2 , VYVt € Lpax. (5.10)

We refer the readers to [4] for a proof of (5.8) and (5.10). We are now able to prove our
blow-up result for (1.2).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let us start with the point (i). The proof is based on an idea of

Merle, Raphaél, and Szeftel [30].

(1) Let us consider the radial case. Using
2(q+ 1)

IVulz —

we infer from (5.8) that

12(p Q) ” ( ), qul1
q+ 1 Lat+

p—1
+Co 2+ cgf<p*1>||vu(t)||Lg .Vt € Lnax,
where ¢, is as in (5.7). As p < 5, by Young’s inequality, we have for any ¢ > 0,

Vo, (t) < 12(p — DE(u(t)) — 2(3p — )| Vu(®)|I7. —

4(p—1)

e
Voo (1) < 12(p — E(u(t)) — 2(3p — T)[[Vu(®) |72 + Co™* + el Vu(t)|[72 + Ce > o,
Vt € Ihax. Taking e = 3p — 7, we get

4(p—1)

Vir(t) < 12(p = DE(u(t)) = Bp = DIVu(t)[|7: + Co™ + Co™ v,
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Vt € Iax- By the conservation of energy and 2 < 4(5”__1), we obtain
P
_4p-1)
(3p = )| Vu@®)[72 + V5, () < Co™ o, (5.11)

Vt € Ihax provided that p > 0 is taken sufficiently small. Let 0 < to < ¢t < T*. We
integrate (5.11) twice on (to,t) and get

4(p—1)

t s
(Bp—1) / / IVu(r)||F2drds + Vi, (1) < Co™ 570 (t —to)* + (t — to)Vy (to) + Vi, (to)
to Jto

4(p—1)

< Co o (t—to)* + Colt —to) [ Vulto)|
+C¢%,
where we have used the conservation of mass and
Vi, (to) < Co®llulto)llz- < Co”,
V3, (to) < ColVu(to)||z2l|u(to)llz2 < CollVu(to)]|z2.

Note that the constant C' > 0 may vary from line to line. By Fubini’s Theorem, we have

/t: /t: IV u(r)||72drds = /t: (/Tt ds) | Vu(r)||32dr = /t:(t — D) |[Vu(r)|Zadr.

As Vy, is non-negative, we get

t _ap=1)
/ (t = DIVu(r)|[f2dr < Co™ 57 (t — to)* + Co(t — to)||Vulto) || 2 + Co®.
to
Letting t ' T™, we obtain
T* (1)
/ (T* — 7)||Vu(r)||32dr < Co™ 52 (T* — to)* + Co(T* — to)||Vu(to)|| 2 + Co*.
to

4(p—1)

Optimizing in ¢ by choosing ¢~ 57 (T* — t5)* = ¢* or equivalently o = (T* — to)zi%, we
have

T* 2(5—p) 5—p
[ AT i < O )% o )

to

2(5—p)

< C(TF —tg) v + C(T" —t0)?||Vu(to) |32,

for any 0 <ty < T™. Now set

o1 = /t (T* = 7)||Vu(r)|Zadr (5.12)

We have
2(5—p)

g(t) < O(T* —t) v+ —(T" —t)g'(t), YO<t<T"

which is rewritten as

( 9() ) ol L S(g(t) + (T" = t)g (1)) < %

T+ —t ) (T* —t) >3

Integrating it over (0,t), we obtain
g(t) g(0 C C

* S (*) + 3p—7 3p—7

T —t T (T* _ t) e (T*) 43
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which yields

t C
9(t) < 5= for t close to T™.
T —t (T — t) 78
2(5—p)

In particular, we have g(t) < C(T* —t) »# which is (1.6).
To see (1.7), we rewrite (1.6) as

1
T —1t

T* C
[ @ = nIvumladr < —r (.13
t (T —t)»+s
Take T,, / T*. For a fixed n, g defined in (5.12) is a continuous function on [T,,,T*] and
differentiable on (7),,7%). By the mean value theorem, there exists ¢, € (7,,7") such
that

/ (T — )| Vu(r)|2adr

T*) - g(Tn) T,
o T* o 2 — / — g( — n
(" ) Vulta) |22 = g'(t) = L =220 —
Using (5.13), we have
. C C
(T - tn)Hvu(tN)H%Q S 3p—7 S 3p—7
(T* —T,) »+s (T —t,) »+3
hence
C
IVu(t,)]|7: < TR
(T* — tn)W

This proves (1.7).
(2) We now consider the cylindrical case. By (5.10), we have

V/ () < 8G(u(t)) + Co 2+ Co~ "2 |Vu(t)|5"
< 12(p — DE() — 23— Va0 - Lo,

+Co 2+ Co™ T | Vu()|[55", Yt € La,
where ¢, is as in (5.9). By Young’s inequality with p < 3 and ¢ < p, we have
Vi () < 12(p = DE(u(t)) — 2(3p = )| Vu(t) |72 + Co™* + e[| Vu(t) |72 + Ce 370 5=
<12(p— D E(u(t) = (3p = 7)|[Vu() 32 + Co 2+ Co 55, Vt € L,
where we have chosen ¢ = 3p — 7 to get the second line. The energy conservation and
2 < B2 yield
p
(3p — D) Vut)|22 + VJ. () < Co 5, VYt € Lnax

provided that o > 0 is taken sufficiently small. By the same reasoning as above, we prove
(1.6) and (1.7).

Point (ii). The result is a straightforward application of the estimate in Lemma 5.1
yielding G(u(t)) < —1 uniformly in time in the maximal time of existence, and the Du,
Wu, and Zhang scheme [12]. Indeed, with respect to the NLS equation with one focusing
nonlinearity, the extra defocusing term accounts for negative contributions in the virial
estimates. Hence by repeating the argument in [12] jointly with the uniform negative
upper bound for GG, the proof is complete. (l
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