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ENERGY SCATTERING FOR A CLASS OF INHOMOGENEOUS
BIHARMONIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS IN LOW
DIMENSIONS

VAN DUONG DINH AND SAHBI KERAANI

ABSTRACT. We consider a class of biharmonic nonlinear Schrédinger equations with a focusing
inhomogeneous power-type nonlinearity

10 — A%u 4 pAu+ |z u|u =0,  ul,_, =uo € H*(R?)

with d > 1,4 > 0, 0 < b < min{d, 4}, « > 0, and a < 86;2: if d > 5. We first determine
a region in which solutions to the equation exist globally in time. We then show that these
global-in-time solutions scatter in H2(R?) in three and higher dimensions. In the case of no
harmonic perturbation, i.e., ;t = 0, our result extends the energy scattering proved by Saanouni
[Calc. Var. 60 (2021), art. no. 113] and Campos and Guzmén [Calc. Var. 61 (2022), art. no.
156] to three and four dimensions. Our energy scattering is new in the presence of a repulsive
harmonic perturbation p > 0. The proofs rely on estimates in Lorentz spaces which are properly

suited for handling the weight |z|~°.

1. INTRODUCTION

Biharmonic (or fourth-order) nonlinear Schrédinger equations are equations of the form
iOpu — A%u+ pAu = F(z,u)u, (t,z) € R x R? (1.1)

which have been introduced by Karpman [28] and Karpman—Shagalov [29] in order to take into
consideration the role of small fourth-order dispersion terms in the propagation of laser beams
in a bulk medium with Kerr nonlinearity. The function F'(z,u) can be understood as a nonlinear
potential affected by electron density (see e.g. [8]).

In the case of homogeneous power-type nonlinearity F'(z,u) = +|u|“u, biharmonic nonlinear
Schrodinger equations have been studied in many works. In [21], Fibich, Ilan, and Papanicolaou
showed the existence of global-in-time H2-solutions and gave numerical simulations supporting
the existence of finite time blow-up solutions. Ben-Artzi, Koch, and Saut [7] established sharp
dispersive estimates for the fourth-order Schrédinger operator. Thanks to these estimates, local
well-posedness results with H?2-initial data have been proved in [39] (see also [16,31]). The
energy scattering results were investigated in [35,36,39-41] for the energy-critical nonlinearity,
in [16,22,43] for the mass and energy intercritical nonlinearity, and in [42] for the mass-critical
nonlinearity. The existence of finite time blow-up radial H2-solutions was established in [9, 16]
(see also a series of works of Fibich et al. [4-6] for numerical analysis of blow-up solutions).
Dynamical properties such as mass-concentration and limiting profile of blow-up H 2-solutions
were studied in [44]. The existence of standing waves as well as their stability /instability were
studied in [10,11,20].

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for biharmonic nonlinear Schrédinger equations
with a focusing inhomogeneous power-type nonlinearity, namely

i0pu — A%u+ pAu = —|z| 7|, (t,z) € R x RY,
ul_g = up € H*(RY),

where d > 1, u : RxR? - C, up : R* - C, > 0, and o > 0. To our knowledge, the
first work addressed this type of equation belongs to Cho, Ozawa, and Wang [13] where the

(1.2)
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special case b = 2 and a = % was considered. After proving the existence of local solutions

via a regularizing argument and Strichartz estimates, they showed the existence of finite time
blow-up solutions with initial data either having finite variance or being radially symmetric.
The finite variance and radial symmetry conditions have been removed by the first author in a
recent work [17]. Following the influential work [13], the inhomogeneous biharmonic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation has attracted considerable interest from many researchers in the past few
years. In [23], Guzmén and Pastor used the contraction mapping argument and Strichartz
estimates to prove the local well-posedness (LWP) for (1.2) with g = 0 in dimensions d > 3.
They also obtained conditions for the small data global existence and scattering in the mass
and energy intercritical regime. These small data results were recently improved in [24] for
dimensions d = 6,7 and in [12] for dimension d = 5. In [31], Liu and Zhang established the
local theory for the inhomogeneous biharmonic nonlinear Schrédinger equation in Sobolev spaces
H*(R?%) with 0 < s < 2. In particular, their result for s = 2 improves an earlier LWP of Guzméan
and Pastor by removing an extra condition on « and extending it to all dimensions d > 1. The
proof in [31] relies on a bi-linear Strichartz estimate in Besov spaces. We also mention a recent
paper of An, Ryu, and Kim [3] for another approach for the local theory using Sobolev-Lorentz
spaces. From the above-mentioned works, especially [31], equation (1.2) is known to be locally
well-posed. More precisely, for d > 1, 0 < b < min {%,4}, a >0, and a < % if d > 5, there
exist 7%, Ty € (0,00] and a unique solution

uweC((-T., T%), H*RY) (] Li

loc((_T*’ T*)? W2,T (Rd))
(¢,r)EB

to (1.2), where (q,r) € B means that (g, 7) is a biharmonic admissible pair (see Section 2 for the
definition). The maximal time of existence satisfies the blow-up alternative: if 7% < oo (resp.
T, < 00), then

T )z =0 (resp. Ty (0l = 0.
In addition, there are conservation laws of mass and energy
M(u(©) = [ fult,)*ds = M(uo) (Mass)
and
1 1
Bu(u(®) = 5 [ 18u(t. o) do+ 4 [ 1Va(t.o)de 5 [ lal futt, o) do = Eyuo).
(Energy)

In the case of no harmonic term (i.e., 4 = 0), equation (1.2) has a scaling invariance
up(t,x) = )\%u()\‘lt, Az), A>0.

A direct computation shows that this scaling leaves the H7-norm of initial data invariant, i.e.,
HUA(O)HHw (Rd) = ||UOHH~/C(R¢1), where

d 4-D (13)
Ve = 9 o .
When 4. =0 or a = 87725’, equation (1.2) is called mass-critical. When 7, =2 or a = Z%ib and

d > 5, equation (1.2) is called energy-critical.

The main purpose of this paper is to show the energy scattering for (1.2) with a mass-
supercritical and energy-subcritical nonlinearity, i.e., 0 < 7, < 2. For the reader convenience,
we recall the notion of energy scattering as follows: a solution u(t) to (1.2) scatters in H?(R?)
forward in time (resp. backward in time) if there exists uy € H?(R?) (resp. u_ € H*(R?)) such
that

i [u(t) — Up(t)s | 2 ze) = 0 <p tgmoonu(t)—w)u\|H2(Rd)=o>, (L4)

t——+o0
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where
Uu(t) := e~ AT —uA)

is the biharmonic Schrodinger propagator. The energy scattering in the mass and energy in-
tercritical regime was first proved by Saanouni [32] for radial data in dimensions d > 5. The
proof is based on an idea of Dodson and Murphy [18] using a scattering criterion and localized
virial estimates of radial solutions. The Dodson—Murphy’s approach was the first attempt to
give an alternative proof for the radial energy scattering of the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tion without using the concentration-compactness-rigidity method of Kenig and Merle (see [27]).
In [12], Campos and Guzmdan improved Saanouni’s result by removing the radial assumption,
but still in dimensions d > 5. Their proof relies on Murphy’s idea [37] which is a combination
of scattering criterion and Virial-Morawetz type estimates. Here instead of relying on the radial
assumption, they exploited the spatial decay at infinity of nonlinearity. As mentioned in [12],

the restriction d > 5 comes from the decay of linear biharmonic operator ]t]_% which is not
integrable on [1,00) when d < 4. Therefore, the energy scattering for (1.2) in dimensions d < 4
was raised as an open problem (see [12, Remark 1.4]). We stress that the energy scattering
results in [12,32] are only for (1.2) with u = 0, i.e., there is no Laplacian perturbation term.
Our purpose is twofold. First, we establish the energy scattering for 4 = 0 in the whole range
of intercritical regime in low dimensions d = 3,4. Second, we extend the energy scattering to all
> 0 and dimensions d > 3.

To put our work in context, we introduce the minimization problem: for w > 0,

Mg 1= i {Sya(f) : | € HERO\{O}, Gu(f) = 0}, (1.5)
where
1 1
Sual) = Bulf) + SM() = SIAf I + 5IV R + S111B: — = [ lal (@)
is the action functional and

da + 2b
Gu(f) =2|AfI72 + |V fII72 —

sy [l @)

is the Pohozaev functional. We will see in Proposition 4.1 that m, ., > 0 and there exists at
least a minimizer for m, ., which solves the elliptic equation

A’Q — pAQ + wQ — |2|7°1Q*Q = 0. (1.6)
We define the sets

At ={F € B2RY) : Su0(f) < My Gu(f) = 0},
A= {f € H2RY) 1 S,y(f) < My, Gu(f) < o} .

Our first result concerns the global existence and space-time estimates with initial data in A .

(1.7)

Theorem 1.1 (Global existence and space-time estimates).

Letd>1, un>0, O<b<min{g,4}, o > 87725’, a < %%%f ifd>5, and w > 0. LetuoeA;w.
Then the corresponding solution to (1.2) exists globally in time and satisfies for any time interval
I CR,

// 2| P lu(t, z)|* 2 dadt < C|I|1+mii{2’b}. (1.8)
1 JRe
In addition, if ug is radial, then we have for any time interval I C R,

/I/R [ Plu(t, )|+ 2dzdt < C|1]3. (1.9)

Remark 1.1. Solutions to (1.2) with initial data in A, , have different behaviors compared to
those in .Afj,w. It will be investigated in a forthcoming work.
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Our second result deals with the energy scattering for global-in-time solutions obtained in
Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2 (Energy scattering).
Letu € C(R, H2(RY)) be the global-in-time solution obtained in Theorem 1.1. Assume in addition
that one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(1) d>5;0ord=4and1 <b<?2;
2)d=4and0<b<1;ord=3 and 0 <b< 5; and ug is radial.
d=4 and b d d b g d dial

Then the solution scatters in H?(R?) in both directions.

Remark 1.2.

(1) When p = 0, the threshold for energy scattering in [12,32] was determined in terms of mass
and energy of the ground state solution to

A’Q—Q—2|7"QI"Q = 0.
In Appendix A, we prove that the threshold given by .A[{ » and the one in [12,32] are identical.
Therefore, our result is indeed an extension of those in [12,32] to low dimensions.
(2) When p > 0, there are no energy scattering result available according to our knowledge.
Hence our result is new in this case.
(3) The condition p > 0 is essential for the energy scattering since for p < 0, Strichartz estimates

for U, (t) only hold locally in time.
(4) Whend=4and 0 <b<1l;ord=3and 0 < b < %, the growth of non-radial space-time

estimate (1.8) is too strong in comparison to the decay [¢t|”% of the linear operator and we
are not able to show the smallness of the distance past (see below). The problem is resolved
if we restrict to radial solutions. The non-radial energy scattering for d =4 and 0 < b < 1
as well as for d = 1,2, 3 still remains an open question.

Let us briefly describe the strategy of our proofs. To prove Theorem 1.1, we first study the
variational problem m, .. By making use of the spatial decay of the weight ||, we show a
compact embedding H(R?) < L"2(|z|~bdz) ford > 1,0 < b < min{d, 4}, a > 0, and o < 52 2
if d > 5. This together with some variational arguments, we are able to show the ex1stence of
minimizers for my,, (see Proposition 4.1). From this, we deduce that the set .Aj;w is invariant
under the flow of (1.2). Moreover, solutions to (1.2) with initial data in Af , enjoy a uniform
bound of H2-norm which together with the blow-up alternative yield the global existence. The
proof of space-time estimates (1.8) and (1.9) are more involved. The first step is to prove a
coercivity property of A;w which is stated in Proposition 4.2. The second step is to show that
for solutions u(t) with initial data in A}, the multiplication ygu(t) still remains in A}, for
large R, where x g is a smooth cutoff which equals to 1 on the ball centered at zero and of radius
R/2. This allows us to exhibit the coercivity property for xgu(t) for R large, namely

G, (xrult)) > C / 2| xr(@)ult, )" 2dz, Vi€ R.
]Rd

The last step is to perform a localized virial estimate and insert the cutoff into Pohozaev func-
tional. Here we make intensive use of the decay property of |z|~° outside a large ball.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is inspired by an idea of Arora, Dodson, and Murphy [2] which is
outlined as follows. After some reductions, the problem is reduced to prove that for € > 0 small,
there exist 7' = T'(¢) > 0 sufficiently large and ¢; € (0,7") so that

AT

for a suitable pair (k,7) and some v > 0, where L"?(R%) stands for the Lorentz space (see Section

2 for the definition). To show this, we first use the space-time estimates to find ¢ty € [%, %] SO

< Ce" (1.10)
Lk([t1,+00),L72(R%)
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that

to+eT!™e
/ / |z b lu(t, z)|* 2 dxdt < Ce, (1.11)
t R4

0

where o = for general solutions and ¢ = z for radial solutions. By choosing t; =

1 1
T+min{2,b} 3
to + T2, we split the integral in the left hand side of (1.10) into two parts: the distant past

to
RO = [ Ul = )l ) (i
and the recent past

By(t) = / Ut — ) (2l ulw) (r)dr.

0

To estimate the distant past, we use dispersive estimates in Lorentz spaces. For d > 5, the
decay rate (t — 7')_% is integrable for 7 € [t1,+00) which allows us to pick T' = T'(g) large to
ensure the smallness of the distant past. For d = 3,4, the above decay is no longer integrable
on [t1,+00). Thus we have to find suitable nonlinear estimates to control this decay in higher
Lebesgue norm on [t1,+00). This requires the growth of space-time estimate is not too big. In
particular, we need p < % in four dimensions which leads to the restriction 1 < b < 2 for the
non-radial scattering. In three dimensions, we need ¢ even smaller which prevents us to show
the same non-radial scattering for 0 < b < % However, for radial solutions, the growth ¢ = %
is enough to make the distant past small. To estimate the recent past, we prove a nonlinear
estimate which allows us to insert the smallness (1.11) to control the recent past.

To make the above argument possible, we provide some new features which are elaborated as
follows. First, instead of working on Lebesgue spaces where nonlinear estimates were proved by
considering separately two regions inside and outside a ball (see [23,24]), we use Lorentz spaces
which are well suitable for estimating the weighted term |z|~°. By using these spaces, we are
able to prove nonlinear estimates in a unified way (see Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2) which contains much
simpler proofs than those in [23,24]. In the context of inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrédinger
equation, Lorentz spaces were first used in [1] to show the local well-posedness in Sobolev
spaces. These Lorentz spaces were also exploited recently in [3] to prove the local theory for
inhomogeneous fourth-order Schrédinger equation. Second, we prove Strichartz estimates for the
biharmonic Schrédinger operator in Lorentz spaces. By interpolating between the L?-isometry
and the L' — L™ estimate of the linear operator, we obtain dispersive estimates in Lorentz spaces.
The homogeneous and inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates follow from an abstract argument of
Keel and Tao [30]. However, to treat lower dimensions, we also need Strichartz estimates with
a gain of derivatives in Lorentz spaces which are proved in Lemma 2.10.

Finally, we remark that the argument developed in this paper can be applied to show the
energy scattering for the defocusing inhomogeneous biharmonic nonlinear Schrodinger equations
IBNLS (i.e., the plus sign in front of the nonlinearity in (1.2)). In particular, we have the
following result.

Proposition 1.3 (Energy scattering for defocusing IBNLS).

Letd>1, u>0,0<b< min{g,él}, a > 87725’, a < 8(;—_%45’ if d > 5, and ug € H*(RY). Then the
corresponding solution to the defocusing IBNLS exists globally in time. Assume in addition that
one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(1) d>5;0ord=4and 1 <b<?2;
(2)d=4and0<b<1; ord=3 and0<b<%; and g is radial.

Then the solution scatters in H?(R?) in both directions.
Remark 1.3. Proposition 1.3 improves a previous work of Saanouni [33] where the energy

scattering for the defocusing IBNLS with u = 0 was proved for radial solutions in dimensions
d>5.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first recall the definition as well as basic
properties of Lorentz spaces. We then prove dispersive and Strichartz estimates in Lorentz
spaces. In Section 3, we show some nonlinear estimates which are needed in our analysis. In
Section 4, we study the variational problem m, ., and establish the coercivity property of the
set .At,w. Section 5 is devoted to the proofs of our main theorems. Finally, an equivalent
characterization of thresholds will be given in Appendix A.

2. PRELIMINARY

2.1. Lorentz spaces. Let f be a measurable function on R%. The distribution function of f is
defined by

dp(\) = [{z € RY: [f(2)] > A}, A>0,
where | A| is the Lebesgue measure of a set A in R?. The decreasing rearrangement of f is defined
by

fr(s) =inf {A>0:d¢(N\) <s}, s>0.
Definition 2.1 (Lorentz spaces).
Let 0 < 7 < 0o and 0 < p < co. The Lorentz space L™?(R?) is defined by

L™P(RY) := {f measurable on R? : || f||zre < oo} ,

where
1/p

o0
p 1/r £x 1 .
I fllzre := (r/o (3 f (3)) 8d8> if p < o0,
o fs) i p=oo
We collect the following basic properties of L™*(R?) in the following lemma (see e.g., [25]).

Lemma 2.1 (Properties of Lorentz spaces).
o Forl<r<oo, L (RY) = L"(R?) and by convention, L°>>®(R%) = L>(R?),
e For0<r < oo and0 < p< oo, L""(R?) is a quasi-Banach space.
e For 0 <r < oo and 0 < p; < pa < oo, L"P1(R?) C L™*2(RY) and there exists C > 0 such
that || fl|lzrez < C|fllLrer for all f € L™P1 (Rd).
e For 0 <r <o0,0<p<oo, and >0, ||f°zre = I f]|%00,-
e Forl <r<ooandl <p<oo, L"(RY) can be normed to become a Banach space. More

precisely, (L™ (R7), || - II7r0) is a Banach space with
Y 1 1/p
p 7Rk 1 .
= (8] @) das) i<
D 81/7 7 (s) if p= o0,
where

1 t
() = Z/ f*(s)ds, t>0.
0
Moreover, we have the norm equivalence

.
[fllzre <A fllzre <

|l

= |B(0, 1)\%, where B(0,1) is the unit ball of

onb>0,MFb€L%“@W)mmHMFWL%
RY,
Lemma 2.2 (Holder’s inequality [38]).

o Letl <ryri,rg <oo and 1 < p,p1,p2 < 0o be such that

1 1 1 1 1 1
e e Tl
r 1 T2 P P1 P2

Then there exists C > 0 such that
[fgllzre < Clfllriellgllnra.e

oo
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for any f € L'P1(RY) and g € L2 (RY).
o Letl <ry,rg <oo and 1 < p1,po < 00 be such that
1 1 1 1

Then there exists C' > 0 such that
1fgllr < CllfllLraonligllzra e
for any f € L'P1(RY) and g € L2 (RY).
Lemma 2.3 (Convolution inequality [38]).

o Letl <rri,rg <oco andl < p,p1,p2 < oo be such that

1 1 1 1 1 1
1+4-=—+—, -<—+—.
r (] T2 P P1 P2

Then there exists C > 0 such that

1 * gllre < ClfllLrvenligllLraee

for any f € L'P1(RY) and g € L">P2(RY).
o Letl <ry,rg <oo and 1 < p1,po < 00 be such that

1 1 1 1
l=—+— 1< —+—.
(] 2 P1 P2

Then there exists C > 0 such that

1 gllzee < CllfllzrvenllgllLra.es
for any f € L'P1(RY) and g € L2 (RY).

Let s> 0,1 <r <oo,and 1 < p < oo. We define the Sobolev-Lorentz spaces
WL RY) = {f € S'(RY) : (1 - A2 f € LR
WL (RY) = {f € S'RY : (-A)2f € LR},
where S’(R?) is the space of tempered distributions on R? and
(=22 = F (U + 6P 2F) . (A2 = FH (8P F ()

with F and F~! the Fourier and its inverse Fourier transforms respectively. The spaces W*L"(R9)
and W*L"(R%) are endowed respectively with the norms

1flwezre = I lzre + 1(=2)2 Fllzre,  [1F i pro = [(=A)* Fllre.

Corollary 2.4 (Sobolev embedding).
Letl<r<oo,1<p<oo, and0<s < %. Then there exists C' > 0 such that

17 st < CI-DY72f o

for any f € WSL™P(R?). In particular, we have

WeL™P(RY) ¢ L™P(RY), r<n<

d— sr’
Proof. We have
(a2 = Cdos) [ LY

ey =@ (| s )

d
By the convolution inequality in Lorentz spaces and the fact that |z|~(*%) € Li-s>°(R%), we
get
I8 2f) < Clfllene

which proves the desired estimate. O
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Corollary 2.5 (Hardy’s inequality).
Let1<r<oo,1<p<oo, and0<s< g. Then there exists C' > 0 such that

Nzl flzre < Cl(=A)*2f|| Lo
forany f € WSL”’p(Rd).
Proof. By Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding in Lorentz spaces, we have

M= Fllzre < W2l ™2l g o Il e, < Cll(=2)"2f || .

d—sr

This gives the result. O

Lemma 2.6 (Product rule [14]).
Let s >0, 1 <r,ry,19,13,74 < 00, and 1 < p, p1, p2, p3, p4a < 00 be such that

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-t =4, —=—4+ —=—+ —.
r 1 T2 3 T4 P P1 P2 P3 P4

Then there exists C > 0 such that
I=2)"2(f)aro < C (I=A)"2F zrvon lgllrans + 1 F 7| (~A)2gl1rsre )
for any f € WL, (RY) N L™303(RY) and g € WL+, (RY) N L72P2(RY).

Lemma 2.7 (Chain rule [1]).
Let0<s<1, FeCYC,C), 1 <rr,re <00, and 1 < p,p1,pa < 00 be such that

1 1 1 1 1 1
+

roormo o p pi pr
Then there exists C > 0 such that

I(=A)2E(F)|pro < CIF ()l [[(=A)* f[lLraa.
2.2. Dispersive and Strichartz estimates in Lorentz spaces.

Lemma 2.8 (Dispersive estimates).
Letd>1, n>0,2<r <oo, and 1 < p <oo. Then there exists C > 0 such that

10 llzpe < ClEC D s, £ 40 (21)
for any f € L "(R%).
Proof. We first have the unitary property
1U.@)fllz = IfllLz, VEeR.

We also recall the following standard dispersive estimates (see [7])

NUL(6) fllzee < ClET5||fllpa, Ve #0. (2.2)

Note that (2.2) holds for all time provided that p > 0. When p < 0, such an estimate only
holds for short time. The desired estimate (2.1) follows by applying the interpolation theorem
(see e.g., [25, Theorem 1.4.19]) with T'= U,(t), go = 2,q1 = 00,po =2,p1 =1,0 =1 — % so that
1 1-6 6 1 1-6 46

— —|— —, _/ — _|_ N
r q0 q1 r Po b1
and My = 1, M, = C|t|"%. 0
Definition 2.2 (Admissibility).

e A pair (gq,r) is said to be biharmonic admissible, for short (¢,r) € B, if

re[2,d%1} if d > 5,
PR re(2,00)  ifd=4,
r € [2,00] ifd=1,2,3.

SH
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e A pair (p,n) is said to be Schodinger admissible, for short (p,n) € S, if
n e [Qd%dz] ifd> 3,
=50\ ne2o00)  ifd=2,

n € [2,00] ifd=1.

_|_

=N
S
IS8

Thanks to dispersive estimates (2.1), the TT*-argument yields the following Strichartz esti-
mates (see [30]).

Proposition 2.9 (Strichartz estimates).
Letd>1 and p > 0.

o Let (q,7) € B with r < co. Then there ezists C > 0 such that
0,0 3512 < €l 2.3

for any f € L*(R%).
o Let (q1,71),(q2,72) € B with r1,ro < 00, tg € R, and I C R be an interval containing t.
Then there exists C > 0 such that

‘ /t Uu(t — 7)F(7)dr

to
for any F € L% (I, Lré’Q(Rd)).

<C F / - 24
LOL?) Vg 24

Lemma 2.10 (Strichartz estimates with a gain of derivatives).
Let d > 1, p >0, (p1,n1), (p2,n2) € S, to € R, and I C R be an interval containing ty. Then
there exists C' > 0 such that

HA/t U, (t — 7)F(7)dr

to

22
<Cfv]T
LN, LE)

(2.5)

_2
P2 FH / /
p ne,2
LtQ(IvLIQ )

/ s 22
for any F € LP2(I, W2 o L"2(R%Y)), where |V| := (=A)Y2. In particular, for (¢,7) € B
with r < 0o and (p,n) € S with n < co, we have

HA/t Ut — 7)F(r)dr

to

(2.6)

2
<OV F| ) e
L{(I,L5?) b
for any F € Lp/(I, WQi%L"/’Q(Rd)).

Proof. We first show how to get (2.6) from (2.5). We take 7 such that
embedding in Lorentz spaces (Corollary 2.4), we have

2
£z < CUIVIA £l re-

Rilisw

d 2
R By Sobolev

Since (¢,7) € S, we apply (2.5) with |V|%F in place of F' and get

t t
HA/ U, (t — 7)F(r)dr < HA/ U,(t — 7)|V|7 F(r)dr
to LI(I,L5?) to LI(I,L52)
_2
el

LE (1L %)
which is (2.6).
To see (2.5), we need some preliminaries. Let n € Cgo(Rd) be a non-negative function sup-
ported in {1/2 < [{| < 2} satisfying
> n(2ig) =1, VeeRN\{0}.
JEZL
Define the Fourier multiplier

Qif =nR277)xf, jEL
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and the square function
1/2
)= (Y1 f@)P) ", wer?
JEZL

It was proved (see [1, Lemma 2.5]) that for 1 < r < oo and 1 < p < o0,

[ fllme ~ NS fllpre (2.7)
and for s > 0,
1/2 L 1/2
(D 1@s(=ay72p2) " ~ (D210 0P) (2:8)
JET JEZ
where

Qif =027 ) x f
with 77 € C§°(R?) a non-negative function supported in {1/2 < |¢| < 2} and satisfying ijn = 7.
Now, for j € Z, we denote

V(1) = di PUp (1),
where d; f(z) := 2j%f(2jx) is the rescaling operator and Pjf = /7j(277) x f. By Plancherel’s
theorem, the isometry of d; on L?(R?) implies
Vuillzz 2 <C, VEeR.
In addition, we have from [39, (3.16)] that
Vg OV () s sre < Clt =717, Ve £

Applying the result of Keel and Tao [30], we obtain

t
= ‘ Vi (Vi (1) F (T)dr

LPY(1,Lp0 %) to
<CIFl )

t ~
d;Q;U,(t — T)d;k»F(’T)dT
to

LPY(1,L50%)

2

w\a.
‘Q

), we infer that

n,

o

: (1) (-
As (|3 ez e < C2 and ld;], 2 g0 , <C2

L2

< 023< )
LPY(I,LI?)

d QUL (t —T)F(T)dr

QU1 — )F(r)dr
to

LPY(I,LI?)

d Q] u(t T)d;de(T)dT

L1030

HJHWM%)

Applying this inequality with QjF in place of F, we get

j(ifi,)
§2"1%H@

LPY(1,L50?)

QJ u(t —71)F(T)dr

I gy
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where éjf = n(277-) * f with i € C$°(RY) supported in {1/2 < |¢| < 2} and satisfying 77 = 7.
By (2.7), (2.8), and Minkowski’s inequality, we have

- H(ﬂ% (QJ-A/tO UH(—T)F(T)dT‘Q)l/Q‘

1/2‘

HA/t Uu(—7)F(1)dr

to

P ny,2
Lfl (I,L:lﬂ Ltl(lexl )

~ (32 2]@; /t Uﬂ(_T)F(T)de)
z to

= LPA(1,L5?)

2 >1/2
LPY(I,L20?)

< (Z%H@ /t UM(_T)F(T)dT(
jez to

d

4j+2j(ni—n—,) z : 1/2
S(22 TV IR, )
t

]EZ M

P Dy
JEZ

~ H(Z |Qj|v|2_%_%F|2>1/2‘
JEL

v 2_1_1F
Pr1 p2
~ v [

Ph nb,2
Lt2 (IvL&C2 )

Pl nl,,2
Lt2 (IvLSC2 )

which is (2.5). O

Lemma 2.11 (Strichartz estimates for non biharmonic admissible pairs).
Letd>1, p>0, (q,7) € B with2 <r < oo, and 1 < p < oo. Fiz k> 1 and define m by

2
+ = 5 (2'9)

1
m

1
k
Then there exists C > 0 such that for all interval I C R with 0 € I,

<C|F|
LE(I,LE")

L L) (2.10)

/0 Uu(t = 1)F(1)dr

for any F € Lm/(I,L”/’P(Rd)).

Proof. Using (2.1), we have for ¢t € I,

t
/ ei(t*T)AF(T)dT

0

¢ _d(1_2
ﬂSC/o it — 710 T)HF(T)HLT,,,,dT
Ly “

¢ 2
=C [ =Py

_2
<C [ = HIFE,pdr

— (|- 71+ G)(),

where G(t) = 1;(t)[[F(¢)]| ., The result follows by the standard Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality using (2.9). O
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3. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES

Let d > 1, 0<b<m1n{2,4} a>8 2b andoz<8d%24bifd25. Denote

_ 8(a+2) r_d(oz—i—Q)
- da+2b’ - d-b '’ (3.1)
do(a + 2) B do(a + 2) ’

k=

§—20— (d—4)a’ ' do?+(d—4+20)a—8+2b
We readily check that (¢,7) € B,2<r <oo, k> 2 ,and%—l—%:%.
Lemma 3.1 (Nonlinear estimates 1).

Letd>1,0<b< min{%,él}, o> S_T%, and a < % ifd > 5. Let q,r,k,m be as in (3.1) and
I C R be an interval. Then we have

< Ml (3:2)

by, |«
|l ] .

Ly (1L %)
—b
™ lal®ull pyr o por2y S Nl g proylull o7 2y (3-3)
Proof. By Holder’s inequality in Lorentz spaces, we have
—b —b
el lul*ull 2 < || HLE,MH\UWHL?

S Mul®ll 5. llull 172

S lullZre el p2

S lullff.

where 1 <7 < oo is such that

1 b 1 1 a+1 _ d(a+2)

_ = — + -, - = —— or T = .

rod T T r (d—b)(a+1)
As % = O‘T‘H, the standard Holder inequality in time yields

-b 1
el el e v S Nl

which is (3.2). Estimate (3.3) is treated similarly using the fact that - = & + O

1
.
Lemma 3.2 (Nonlinear estimates 2)

Let d > 3, 0<b<m1n{2,4}oz> ,anda< 2bz'fd>5 Let k,r be as in (3.1) and
I C R be an interval. Then there exist (p, n) € S and (ﬁ, v) € B with n,v < oo such that

2—-2.
15777 ] = fua| ]| Sl Zep preylAull g

LE(T, L 8(1,L52)" (3-4)

L 1.0y
Proof. We consider two cases:
Casel. Let d>3,0<b< min{ 4} o> 82 2b ,and a < % if d > 5. Assume in addition

that b > 1 if d = 3. In this case, we take (p,n) = <2, d2d2> € S, hence 2 — % = 1. We introduce

the following exponents:

B 2d o 2d(o+2)

Td+2-2 7 T 24— 20— (d—2)a

o 4o +2) o 2d(o +2)
P s P YT 2d+4—2b) — (d—Da

Since o > SfTQb, the condition b > 1 when d = 3 is needed to ensure (d —2)a — 4+ 2b > 0, hence
B has positive value. One readily check that (5,v) € B, 1 < ¢ < d, and

d+2 b 1 1 o 1 1 1 1 1l «
v

2d d+5’ g_r_'_a’ o

41
d 2 kB
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We have
HV[ISCI_I’IUI“U]IIL 20, < |llz]” Y(ultw)l e, + V(2] b)IUIO‘UH 24, = (A) + (B).

d+ atr2 d+2
2rd% L2L¢

By Holder’s inequality, the chain rule, and Sobolev embedding in Lorentz spaces, we have

2% (Jul*u )H 245 < |ll=[” bH oo IV (el ) 52

S HIUIQIILa,ooIIVUHLg,2

S lullzree [Aul| .2

S llullZrzlAull 2,
which, by Holder’s inequality in time, yields

(A) S lullZpprellAull sy
We next write
—b by —
V(I ") |~ fa| P (ul )

and use Hardy’s inequality in Lorentz spaces with 1 < § < d to get

—b —b
IVl "l za,5 < 21771 g lll2l Hul*w)ll sz < IV (| W)l 2.

Repeating the same estimates as above, we prove as well that
(B) S llullGy el Aull o
This shows (3.4) in this case.
Case 2. Let d=3,0<b< 1, and o > %. We take (p,n) = <7T_b, 1§:gb> € S, hence
2 — % = ‘%—:Z. We define

_6(7T-b) o 6(7 — b)(a + 2)

T 33— 17b+ 202 77 66— 34b+ 402 — (9 — 3b)ar

o 4(7 = b)(a + 2) o 6(7—b)(a+2)
0= 0 3h)at 14b— 207 — 20" YT 90— 34b 1 462 + (3 + 3b)a
g.__ 6(1=1)

" 25— 15b+ 2b2°

We have the following properties: (8,v) € B, 1 <§ <3 2 , and

1blb+2—,%11a11121a1

n’_3+6 3 0> 5 r o o v 3p p kz+ﬁ'
By the product rule, Sobolev embedding, and the chain rule in Lorentz spaces, we estimate

2-2 — 2,,
IV E Pl ™l e S 01y g VI ()l e

-b a
+ v/ "(!w\ )l H%%,oo\w ull o2

9_2
S VI 7 (Jul*u)l o
2__
Sl 20 IV Pl 02
S HUHLgmHAUHL;a
Sl FrellAullpp2,
Holder’s inequality in time yields
2-2 _
117175 o] =] ]|

LP Ln’ 2 S ||UH IcL;v2||AuHLtBL;’2'

This is the desired estimate. ]
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Lemma 3.3 (Nonlinear estimates 3).
Letd > 5, O<b<min{ } 8-2b 2b <a< i 2b, and deS <n< d2-|fl4 Then we have

el fulull e < Null 5" (3:5)

In addition, we have for d=4, 0 < b < %l, and o > —S*d%,

2
el Ptz <l ( [, \xrbrum)\a”dx) (3.6)
provided that 0 > 0 is taken sufficiently small. Furthermore, we have for d =3, 0 < b < g, and
o> 8=2b 2b
b a2 b 2 :
™ lulull 1o S llullgs |z ()| d (3.7)
Lxl—G x R4

provided that 8 > 0 is taken sufficiently small.
Proof. Let d > 5. We estimate
1=l *ull g2 < |l]2]~ bH 2 oo ll[ul*ull 5.2

SC

S lulf3

3(a+1),2(a+1)
S 1A >u||a22(a+l)
< lulls?
provided that % = % + % and
2d
2<6(a+1)< T 1 (3.8)
Here we have used the Sobolev embedding W2L*P(RY) c L™P(R?) for 2 < n < dzfdzl, and

1 < p < o0. Condition (3.8) is equivalent to
o < dn(a+1) 2d .
- d—-bn T d-—4

As 20 2b <a< 2 2b , and dzfg <n< d%il, the above condition is satisfied and (3.5) follows.

We Nnow conmder the case d = 4. We estimate

—-b b a+2
Mzl ulul a0 < lll2l 2 2dOOHIUPHLéooHlﬂfl 2 [u] 5| 2

T z

1

< 2 —-b Oé+2d 2
[ull ?sa 2|77 |u(z)|* T da

L2 Rd
1
< % —-b oz+2d 2
S llull ||~ |u(z)[* da
x Rd

b 1 1 I«
1-9="y-4-, 2259
W 5Ty 27
Here we have used the embedding H?(R*) C L%Q(R‘l) C L%’M(R‘l) for 2 < 2 < co. In
particular, we need

provided that

do
d—b—2do
8—2b 2b

> 2 or doo —2d + 2b+4df > 0

which is satisfied due to d =4, a > , and 6 > 0 sufficiently small.
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Finally, for d = 3, we have

g
89
Ly’

a2 —b a+2 %
< ol T (/ o] fu() d:c>
L, 5 \JRrd
a2 —b a+2 %
Sl ([ el o 2as)
R4

3 1 5 6(3a—2)
1_g=30 0(83a —2)
satsty 3

Here we have used the embedding H?(R3) C Lé(ga_Q)
and L%(R?)) C L%Q(Ri’)). In particular, we need
d(3a — 2)
3d — 3b — 8dd
8-2b 2b

IHw\*bIU\O‘UHLﬁ < ll=[ §H s,

x

provided that
> 2.

5(3a—2)

(R3) Cc L™ 8 ®(R3) for 2 < 5(3%{2) <00

> 2 or 3da — 8d + 6b + 16d0 > 0

which is satisfied as d = 3, a > , and 6 > 0 sufficiently small. O

A direct consequence of the above nonlinear estimates is the following scattering condition.

Lemma 3.4 (Scattering condition).
Letd >3, t>0,0<b< min{%,él}, a > S_sz, and o < 8 2b if d > 5. Suppose that u is a
global-in-time solution to (1.2) satisfying

sup [[u(t)|lpz < E
teR

for some constant E > 0. If
HUHLic(R,L;’?) < 0, (3.9)
where k,r is as in (3.1), then the solution scatters in H*(R?) in both directions.

Proof. Let € > 0 to be chosen shortly. Thanks to (3.9), there exist an integer J = J(¢) > 0 and
disjoint intervals I;,j = 1,--- ,J such that

Hu”L?(Iﬁng) < g, j == 1, tee ,J. (310)
For t € I; = [t;,tj+1], we have the Duhamel formula
t
u(t) = Up(t = tj)ulty) +i/t Un(t = 7)(Ja "l *u)(r)dr.
i

By Strichartz estimates (2.4), (2.6) and nonlinear estimates (3.3), (3.4), we have
A ull g g, 2y < 1A Unlt = )0t g s 1

t
+| [ 0= ) al ) e
t

J

Lg(lij;’Q)

t
+| [ 0= ) Al e
t

<

LI(I;,L57)
S [lult;

~

S aty)laz + el Ty g proy el o, oney + WlZa g pray 1Al s ) pray

SE+e (1A ullygp, pzo) + 1A ull gy o))

b 2** b
ez + Ml lal®ull g pray + NV 2l ]l ey

NN
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where p,n, 5,v are as in Lemma 3.2. A similar estimate goes for || (A) uHLB(I. 22 and we get
t Ujloz

1A ull g g, gz + 1A ull oy poa) S B+ (1A ullyagg, ooy + 1) ull oy peo) -
Taking € > 0 small, there exists C' > 0 such that
A ull gy gy + 1A ull oy pvey < CB. WG =100,
Summing over all sub-intervals I;, we obtain
1A ull g pzy + 1A ull g g2, < oo (3.11)

We now prove the scattering for positive times (the one for negative times is treated similarly).
Let to > t1 > 0. We have

[Uu(—t2)u(tz) — Up(—t1)ults) || m2

t2U —)(|z| 78 Ju|*u) (7)dr

S/m LDl mar]
t2U —D Az lul®u] (7)dr

+\/ Al ]|

Sl ey (Y el g i zzy + 148 0l iy 22
Thanks to (3.9) and (3.11), we see that
Uu(=t2)u(ts) — UM(—tl)u(tl)HH% — 0 as t1,ts — +o0.
This shows that (U, (—t)u(t));—+cc is a Cauchy sequence in H2(R?). Thus the limit

+o0
wp = g+ / Uy (=) (Je||ulou) (r)dr

exists in H2(R?). Estimating as above, we prove that
[u(t) = Up(t)us ||z — 0 as t — +o0.

The proof is complete. O]

4. VARIATIONAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we study the minimization problem (1.5) and we have the following existence
of minimizers for my, .

Proposition 4.1 (Existence of minimizers).

Letdz1,p20,0<b<min{d,4},a>SfTQb,a<8df—4ifd>5 and w > 0. Then

My > 0 and there exists at least a minimizer for my, ., which solves the elliptic equation (1.6).
In addition,

My = inf{Su,w(f) . f € HX(RH\{0}, f solves (1.6)} . (4.1)
Before giving the proof of Proposition 4.1, we have the following observation.

Observation 4.1. Let f € H?(R%)\{0}. Then there exists a unique \g > 0 such that

>0 if0< A<,
Gu(fr) s =0 if A=A,
<0 if A> Ao,

where
fa(z) =25 (M), A>0

is the mass-critical scaling.
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Proof of Observation 4.1. We have

doa + 2b | dat2b _ o
Gul ) = NIAT I+ w1V - 5T 8 [ fal @]+ 2do
= X\

where
d(N) = a+bA"2 —eX°
with a,¢ >0, b >0, and 0 > 0. As ¢(\) is strictly decreasing on (0, 400), limy_0¢(A) > a > 0,

and limy_ 1o ¢(A) = —o0, there exists a unique A9 > 0 such that ¢(Ag) = 0, ¢(\) > 0 for
0 < X< A, and ¢(A) <0 for A > A\g. This proves the observation. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let (fy), be a minimizing sequence for my, ., i.e., Suw(fn) = My,
as n — oo and G,(fp,) =0 for alln > 1.
We first show that m,, > 0. To see this, we observe that

2

mMyw — Smw(fn) = S,hw(fn) - mGM(fn)
_dat-8 o (ot Doy w0
= a1 ) 1A fall7 + 2(da T 30) IVFalZe + S 1 fallZo- (42)

As p >0, w >0, and a > 8%2!;’ we infer that (f,), is a bounded sequence in H2(R?). As
Gu(fn) =0, we use (A.1) to get

da+ 2b
2(a+2)

da+2b
< Cl ALl (1l

ALl + IV ful2 = / 2] 0] o ()] 2

8—2b—(d—4) o

L2
9 9 da+2b
< CQlAfallzz +plVEalze) *

Since da + 2b > 8, there exists C' > 0 such that for all n > 1,

20Afull7z + IV ialZ: > C

which together with (4.2) imply m, ., > 0. We also have

[l @l = c. (43)

We next show the existence of a minimizer for m, .. Since (fy), is a bounded sequence in
H?(RY), there exists f € H?(RY) such that up to a subsequence,
o f, — f weakly in H?(R%);
e f, — fae. in R%
o f, — f strongly in LI (R%) for all » > 1 and r < dQTd4 if d > 5.

loc
We claim that
/‘x’b‘fn(x)\a+2dx — / 2| 78| f(x)|*2dx as n — oco.

This combined with (4.3) imply f # 0. To see the claim, we take € > 0. For R > 0 to be chosen
later depending on e, we write

‘/|x|_b|fn(x)|°‘+2dx—/|x|_b|f(x)|°‘+2da:
< / 217 ful) 242 = | ()] 2 da
le|<R

+/ 2| P[] fu ()| = | f ()" |d
|z|>R

=: (I) + (II).
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We estimate

(II ) R (| fallod2 + 11£11982,)
(anllc”2 +1£155%)
< - <
<CR™ <2

1

provided that R = ae™ ¢ with a > 0 sufficiently large. Here we have o + 2 < i3 1f d>5 (as
a < %) which ensures HQ(Rd) C La+2(Rd),

d
b

To estimate (I), we pick y = ¢ —§ and r = % with some § > 0 small and estimate

(@ < W2l qa<mllFal®™ = LA a1 <y
< R (Ifull o + 115 ) W= Alzsnr i
< CRY (Ifull 35" + IFI5E") 1o = Fll s aj<ry
< CRP| fn = fllp@+2)r (< R)»

where (a+2)r > 2 and (a+2)r < 24 if d > 5. The later comes from the assumption o < 52

and § > 0 small. As fn = f strongly in L2 (|z| < R), there exists ng € N large such that
for all n > ng, (I) < 5. Collecting the above estimates, we prove the claim.

By the weak convergence in H2(R?) and the above claim, we have

Gu(f) < liminf Gy(fa) = 0

By Observation (4.1), there exists Ao € (0,1] such that G, (f\,) = 0. Thus

2

mlu’7w S S/vaw(fAO) = Sﬂyw(f)\()) d _|_ 2b ;U'(f)\())
do 4 2b — 9 (da+2b—4)u ) 9
— A ~ - 0 00 0 —
2(da +2b) H f)\OHL2 + 2(d04+2b) va)\OHL2 + 9 Hf>\0HL2
doo+2b—8 9 (da+2b—4)u 9 W, .19
Sl YN ot 20— Y ©
do+2b—8 9 (da+2b—4)u 5 W 9
<liminf ————||A — n “llfn
mint SRS+ LB IO+ Sl
o 2
= miu‘yw’

where we have used the fact \g < 1 to get the third line. This shows that A\ =1 or G,(f) =0
and S, = my . In particular, f is a minimizer for m, .

We now show that f is a solution to (1.6). As f is a minimizer for m, ., there exists a
Lagrange multiplier » € R such that S;’L,w(f) = VGL(f) In particular, we have

do + 2b
2

(1= 4)A2F — u(1+ 20)Af + wf — (1_ ,,> |z ~b|f|%f = 0 (4.4)

in H~2(R%). Multiplying both sides of (4.4) with f and integrating over R?, we get

do + 2b bl rlo
(= ) |ATI + L+ 2TV + 0l - (1= P 20) [lal s =0, 05)
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Multiplying both sides of (4.4) with x - Vf, integrating over R?, and taking the real part, we
have

(1= a0) (2= 5) 171 + 1+ 20) (1= § ) IV A1 - w3115

do +2b - —b plat2 .
—<1— 5 I/)a+2/|£€| |f|*"“dz = 0.

Here we have used the following identity (see [15, (3.12)])

Re [ (~A) fo Vidr = (7 - —) IV 2,

(4.6)

and also
Re [ fol Y71 fa - VFde = 5 [ Jal 1 .
Combining (4.5), (4.6), and G, (f) = 0, we have
(doo+2b — 8)||Af|%, + £ (da + 20+ 4)v||Vf2. =0,

hence v = 0 due to dar +2b > 8 and p > 0. In partlcular, f is a solution to (1.6).
Finally, we prove (4.1). Denote

Ny = inf{Sﬂ,w(f) . f € H*(RH\{0}, f solves (1.6)}.

Let f be a minimizer for m, . In particular, f is a solution to (1.6), hence n, ., < S, .(f) =

My Let f be a solution to (1.6). Arguing as in (4.5) and (4.6), we deduce that G,(f) = 0.
Thus my, ., < Spw(f) which, by taking the infimum over all non-trivial solutions to (1.6), yields
My < Nyw. The proof of Proposition 4.1 is now complete. O

Let A;;w be as in (1.7). Our next aim is to show the following coercivity property of A;w

Proposition 4.2 (Coercivity).
Letd>1, 1 >0,0<b<min{d, 4}, o > M a< 8 2b if d > 5, and w > 0. Then there exists

C > 0 such that for any f € A},

Guf) 2 max {C [ a1 2,2 (s ~ 5,01 }. (4.7)
Before giving the proof of Proposition 4.2, we give the following observation.
Observation 4.2. We have that A, is an open set of H?(RY).
Proof of Observation 4.2. We observe that
Ao = {F € B2RY) 5 Sy(f) < My, G (1) > 0} U {0},
In fact, if S, (f) < mpuw and G,(f) = 0, then by the definition of m,,, we must have f = 0.

To see that .Aj;w is an open set of H?(R?), it suffices to prove that 0 is an interior point of

A}, That is there exists § > 0 small such that if f € H2(RH\{0} satisfying || f||z2 < 0, then
fe .Aj;,w. As my,, > 0, we have

1 w
Sl ) < FIAFIR2 + SIVHE + SIFIFe < Clnw)If I < Cnw)d < my
provided that § > 0 is taken sufficiently small. On the other hand, by (A.1), we have

da—|—2b o
Culf) = 200 B + VS| — oot 2 / 201 f ()] 2de

8—2b—(d—4)a

> 2 A2+ pl VT2 - CIIAf||L2 HfHLQ 4
> 2|AflF2 + ulIV 72 = CIUAFIF 2l £11%
> (2= C8) |Af)132 + plVfII72 >0
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for 6 > 0 small. The proof is complete. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.2. We only consider f # 0 since the case f = 0 is trivial. We consider
two cases.
Case 1. Assume that
(da+ 2b + 4)(do + 2b)
4(a+2)

12| AFI25 + 4u|VF|20 — / 2|1 (2)[2*2de > 0.

It follows that

do+2b+4) da—i—?b o
12Af s + 4V 13 > DG a0 ),

Hence

da—|—2b o
Gl ) = 281+ W1 = 5o [ lal 1)

2(dov + 2b — 8) (da+2b Hp
do+2b + 4 do+2b+ 4

> C [ lal M@ 2

Case 2. Assume that

IAf)72 + BIv r112

(dov + 2b + 4)(da + 2b)

121 Af 12 + 4ulV fII72 — a2

/| |71 f (z)|*F2dz < 0. (4.8)

Denote

da+2b

\) = E _)‘4 A2 % 2 w 2 —b a+2d
B0 = Bpal i) = S IAFR + L1913 + SUA1% - s [ el @)

We have
da + 2b doct20=2 o G.(f
SO = DA + NI — 3T E [ fal (o)l +2a0 = S
and
1ONYY o3 2 2 _(da‘*‘Qb)Q M/ —b a+2
()Y = SNAS s + 2V — SFET N [ ol @)+
where
_ da + 2b + 4)(da + 2b da+2b 8 o
VO 1= 121 A+ 4px V[ — S EEIEINE [0 s,

Note that (1) < 0 due to (4.8). As 1()\) is strictly decreasing on (0,+00), we have (\) <
(1) < 0 for all A > 1, hence

AP (N) < =24/ ()), VYA> 1. (4.9)

As f # 0, we have G,(f) > 0. By Observation (4.1), there exists A\g > 1 such that G,(fy,) =0
or A\o¢’(Xg) = 0. By the definition of my, ,, we have ¢(Ag) = S, (fry) = Mpuw. Integrating (4.9)
over (1, o), we obtain

Gu(f) > 2 (Su,w(fko) - Su,w(f)) > 2 (mmw - Su,w(f)) :

Collecting the above cases, we finish the proof of Proposition 4.2. O
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5. GLOBAL EXISTENCE AND ENERGY SCATTERING

In this section, we give the proofs of the global existence and the energy scattering given in
Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof is divided into several steps.

Step 1. We first show the invariance of A}, under the flow of (1.2). By the conservation
of mass and energy, we have S, ,(u(t)) = S, u(ug) < My for all t € Inax, where .y is the
maximal time interval of existence. We now prove that G, (u(t)) > 0 for all t € I;yax. Assume by
contradiction that there exists tg € Imax such that G, (u(to)) < 0. By the continuity, there exists
t1 € Imax such that G, (u(t1)) = 0, which, by the definition of m,, ., yields S, o (u(t1)) > mpw
which is a contradiction. This shows that u(t) € .Aj;w for all t € I .. We also have

doa+2b—8 9 (do + 2b — 4)p ) w )
ST A do+ 20— 2)u w
st o) 12Ol + e Ve g + S @)l
2
= Spw(u(t)) — mGu(u(t))

< Spw(u(t)) <muw, Yt € Inax
which implies
Hu(t)HHQ < C7 Vt € Imax- (51)

The blow-up alternative ensures that the solution exists globally in time.
Step 2. We next show that there exists Ry > 0 sufficiently large such that ygu(t) € Al‘;w

for all R > Ry and all ¢ € R, where xg(z) = x(z/R) with y € C§°(RY) satisfying 0 < y < 1,
x(z) =1on |z| <1/2, and x(z) =0 on |z| > 1. In particular, Proposition 4.2 implies that

G (xru(t)) > C / 2 tlxn(@)ult o) 2ds, VR > Ry, ViR (5.2)
To this end, we recall the following useful identities: (see [18] for (5.3) and [16] for (5.4))
[ 1v0cnPdn = [ 3191~ [ xdndsPda 5.3
and

[ 186 Pz = [ larpds
+ [@n?isiae - a3 Re [xonfoinarfas +2 [ 19xPIViPar

kel
+ Q/XAlefIde + 2Re/foAxfdx + 4Re/VX -V fAxfdr. (5.4)
From this and (5.1), we have

I8 Geru)E: = [ ldu(o) Pz + O(R72),

IV Oerat))|22 = / \2IVu(t) Pz + O(R™?),

for all ¢t € R. In particular, we have

1 o w
Suslonn) = [\ (G1AuOP + §ITuP + lu(o) ) da
1 _ o B B
—5 [ 1l (o] s + O+ B
< S w(u(t) +O(R2 4+ R
= Sﬂ,w(uo) + O(R_2 + R_b), Vt € R,
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where we have used that
| [lal hau® e = [ el o) 2de| <0 [ el o)t
lz|>R/2

< CR™|lu(t) ]34
< CRuft) 552
< CR™% VteR.
Thus we get
Spwxru(t)) <mue,—9/2, VR>Ry, VteR (5.5)
provided that Ry > 0 is taken large so that O(Ry 2 + Ry ") < 6/2, where
0 = myuw — Spw(ug) > 0.

By increasing Ry if necessary, it suffices to prove that G, (xgru(t)) > O forall R > Rpand all t € R.
Suppose by contradiction that there exist Ry > R and t; € R such that G, (xr,u(t1)) < 0. Note
that imp 00 G (xRU(t1)) = Gu(u(t1)) > 0 (here we can assume ug # 0, so is u(t1), otherwise
the claim is trivial). Let Ry > R; be the smallest value such that G, (xr,u(t1)) = 0, that is,
Gu(xru(t1)) < 0 for all R € [Ry, Ry). Since G, (xRr,u(t1)) =0 and S, (xrou(t1)) < my. (see
(5.5)), we have xr,u(ti) € At . Because At is open in H? (RY), we deduce, by the continuity,
that G, (xgru(t1)) > 0 for R < Ry and R close to Ry . This contradicts to the choice of Ry. We
therefore prove that xgu(t) € A}, for all R > Ry and all t € R.
To see (5.2), we apply Proposition 4.2 to get

Gutru(t) = ma{ C [ Jal (6. 2 = Syxnult) }
for all R > Ry and all ¢ € R. This gives (5.2) since
2 (Myw — Suwxru(t))) >0
and
[ el )+ < o)l < €

for all R > 0 and all ¢ € R due to (5.1).
Step 3. We prove the space-time estimates (1.8) and (1.9). To do this, we introduce ¢ :
[0,00) — [0,2] a smooth function satisfying

2 if0<r<l,
C(T):{ 0 ifr>2,

I(r) == /0 ' /0 " ((r)drds.

For R > 0, we define a radial function

or(z) = pr(r) = RQvﬂ(r/R), r=|x|.

and define

One readily check that

Pr(r)

0< ph(r)<2, 0< <2, 2d—Apgr(z)>0, Vr>0 V&eR%L

We define the virial quantity
M, (t) = 2Im/VgoR - Vu(t, z)u(t,z)dx.

By (5.1), we have
(Mo (O] < [IVerllze a2 IVu(®)l 2 < CR, Vi eR. (5.6)
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Moreover, we have the following virial identity due to [17, Lemma 2.3]:
d
M) = [ Bprfu(t)Pde —2 [ A%pnlVu(o)do

dt
—42/8,%lA<pRakﬂ(t)3lu(t)dx—M/A2<p3]u(t)]2dx
/
+8/ “n Z|V(9 u(t)* + ( R _ ?) Z|x-V@ku(t)|2dx (5.7)
k
+4u/i—R]Vu(t)]2 + (f—R - @> & - Vu(t)*de

1
/ <2a<p’1’3 +(2(d-1)a+ 46)@7}%) || =0 u(t) [T 2da

a—+2
for all t € R. As ¢p(z) = |z|? for |z| < R, we have
d do + 2b
— M, (t) =4 2/ Au(t)|? + / VutZ—i/ 2| |u(t)|* 2 da
M (1) ( Ty AL e R O
—i—/A?’LpR\u(t)\de—2/A2¢R]Vu(t)]2dx
= / O3 Ao ROVT(t)Opu(t)dz — 1 / App|u(t)2dx
k,l
+8/ “n Z\va u(t)? + (‘P—R - “’—R> 3o Voju(t)Pde
lz|>R T rs
+4u/ Lp—R]Vu(t)]Q + <(P—§ - Lp—R> |z - Vu(t)|*dz
lz|>R T r

/ <2ozg0;/3 +(2(d-1a+ 4b) ) || =0 u(t) |2 da.
|z|>R

1
a+ 2

By integration by parts, we note that
> / Vopu(t)de = / Opu(t)Opu(t)ds = / O (t) 0P u(t)dx = / |Au(t)[*dz.
k k,l k,l
By the choice of ¢, we infer from (5.1) that
‘/A?’(pg\u(t)\de‘ <R,
‘/A2¢R|Vu(t)|2dx‘ + ( Z/a,ilAngaka(t)alu(t)dx( + ‘ /A2¢R|u(t)|2dx <R,
Kl
for all t € R. By Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, we have
/
i—Ryvakuy2 + (% - ‘P—R> Iz - Vyul?
1/ /
= @\x S Viul + @\Vaku\Q - (P—flx - Vogul?
T r T
SOI/
> —R\x “Viul> >0

as @, ¢% > 0. Similarly, we have

!
(P—R|Vu|2 + <@ — @> |z - Vul> > (p—§|x -Vul? > 0.
r r2 3 r
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Moreover, since ¢, and % are bounded on R?, we infer from Sobolev embedding and (5.1) that

/
‘ / <2a<p;g +(2(d — 1)+ 4b)¢—f> ]m\_blu(t)]““dx‘ <R
|z|>R

Thus we arrive at

d do + 2b _
— M. (t) >4 2/ Au(t)]? + / Vth—i/ 2|7 ()| 2de
E Mo () ( IOy OIS s R O

+O(R 2+ R
for all t € R. On the other hand, we have from (5.3) and (5.4) that
/’V(XRU)’2d$ = /X%\VUIde—i-O(R_Q)
[ vapas- [ (1= \3)IVulds + O(R™2),
|z|<R R/2<|z|<R

[ 180wPar = [ isutas+o (7

= / |Au|*dx — / (1 — x%)|Aul?*dz + O(R™2).
|z|<R R/2<[x|<R

We also have

/ 2| pul*2de = /| e /R oo R el
x|< ST S
= [ el o).
|z|<R

This implies that
do + 2b

2/ |Au|?dz + ,u/ \Vu(t)|?dx — 7/ || 0|2 da
jo|<R lel<R 2(a+2) Jizi<r

do + 2b _
—9 [ A 2 2 b at2
[ 186G+ [ 1900 P = 2 [l e+

- 2/(1 —x%)|Aul?dz + u/(l —x%)|Vul?dz + O(R™2+ R™?)

> G, (xru) + O(R2 + R7Y)
as 0 < xg <1 and g > 0. We obtain

d

dt
Thanks to (5.2), we have for all R > Ry,

Mo, (t) > 4G, (xru(t)) + O(R™2+ R7%), VteR.

d
c/ el (O e < 5 Mon(t) + O(R™ + R, ViR
Thus for any interval I € R, we infer from (5.6) that
| ] el (o) 2 dade £ R+ (B2 4+ R
1JR4
By the choice of xgr, we deduce
// || ~Cu(t)|*2dadt < R+ (R™2+ R7Y)|1).
1Ji2|<R/2
On the other hand, we have

/ o O e S B35 5 R
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which yields

// 2|~ |u(t)|*T2dadt < R+ (R™2 + R7Y)|1| < R+ R~ ™20 1),
I JRA

1
If || is sufficiently large depending on Ry, we take R = |I|={28} and get (1.8). Otherwise, if
|7] is sufficiently small, then

1
// ’x‘fb’u(t)’a+2dxdt ,-S ’I’ S ‘I‘ 14+min{2,b}
IJRd

Finally, if we assume in addition that the solution is radially symmetric, then we can improve the
space-time estimate (1.8). More precisely, by using the radial Sobolev embedding (see e.g., [34]):
for d > 2,

d—1
=" fllzee S Iflar,  VF € Hypa(RY)
and (5.1), we have

/>R/2 | P lu(t, )| 2 de 5( sup IwaIU(t,w)IO‘> lu(®)I1Z:

|z|>R/2

_ (d=Da+2b
SR (@5 llu®)]7
< 7(d—1)2a+2b
< R2
Note that W > 2 due to a > 877% and d > 2. In particular, we have
d
anR(t) > 4G, (xru(t)) + O(R™%), VteR.

Arguing as above, we conclude (1.9). The proof is complete. U

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let a € R and (k,r) be as in (3.1). By Sobolev embedding and Strichartz
estimates in Lorentz spaces, and (5.1), there exists a constant E such that

1U(t = @)u(@)] 1 g g2y < CIHA) Uyt — a)u(@)]l o o 2y < Cllu@)llz < B,
+ (R,Ly") ¢ (R,Ly")

where
2da(a+2)

da? +4(d — 2)a — 16 + 4b

F:

with (k,7) € B.
Given a small constant ¢ > 0. There exist an integer number J = J(e, E) and disjoint
intervals I;,j = 1,..., J such that
|U.(t — a)u(a)\|Lf(Ij7L;,2) <e, Vi=1,..,J

In the following, the constant C' may vary but it depends only on E. We will show that there
exists T' = T'(¢) > 0 large such that

lullfy g pr2y S CT, ¥i=1,. . (5.8)

Summing over all sub-intervals I;, we get the boundedness of |lul|, (r,z72) Which, by Lemma
t i

3.4, yields the energy scattering.
By the H2-boundedness (see (5.1)), Sobolev inequality in space, and Hélder inequality in
time, we have

HUHIZf(LL;’Q) <C|I|. (5.9)

From this, it suffices to show (5.8) for sub-intervals I; with |I;| > 2T. Fix such an interval
I = (a,c) with |I| > 2T. We will show that
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The proof of (5.10) is reduced to show that there exists ¢; € (a,a + T) so that

for some constant 7y > 0. Assume (5.11) for the moment, let us prove (5.10). We write

<Ce (5.11)
Lf([tlv"'oo)vL;’Q)

[ o= el M r)ar

Uult = t)ultr) = Ut = ajula) + [ Ut = 7)(Jal luf*u) (r)dr
and have

U, (¢ t1)u(t1)HLf([thc},L;’Q) <ULt — a)ula )”Lk ([t1,¢],LE®)

+ /tl Up(t = 7)(|2]~"Ju|*u) (r)dr
<Nt = a)u(@)ll g pr2y

+ /t1 Up(t = 1) (|2 ~"Ju|*u) (7)dr

<e+Ce.

LE([t1,¢],L5?)

LF([t1,400), L)

On the other hand, using

u(t) = Uu(t = tr)u(ty) +i/ Unlt = 7)(|2]~ul*u)(7)dr

t1

and Strichartz estimate (2.10), we have

HUHLf([thCLLg?) < HUM(t - tl)u(tl)”Lf([tl,cLL;v?)

[ Ut =Dl

t1

l

LE([t1,e),L5?)

<e+Ce"+C|l|lz| b|u|a“”Lm (ft1.d, L3 ?)

1
<e+Ce" + CHUH%: (1L LE?)

Taking € > 0 small, the continuity argument yields

el g 1y 01,212 < O+ O

Thus we get

k
lull < Jlull}

12 * Nl .09 < (O + O+ OT

(I,L%?) L ([a,t1],

which proves (5.10), where we have used (5.9) with |t; —a| < T
We now prove (5.11). To do this, we recall the following space-time estimate (see (1.8) and

(1.9))
// ||~ |u(t, 2) |2 dzdt < C|I1°, (5.12)
I JR4

where
0= { HTL{%} for general solutions,

3 for radial solutions.

From (5.12), we deduce that there exists ¢y € [a + %, a—+ %] such that

to+eT1—e
|| P ult, 2)|* TP dadt < Ce. (5.13)
R4

to
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In fact, we split [a + %,a + %] into L = 717 sub-intervals J; of length ¢7'~¢. Thanks to
(5.12), we have

L
Lmin// 2| 70 u(t, z)|* 2 dadt < // || b u(t, )| T2 dadt
1<I<L J, JRA lzl J; JRE

a+T/2
_ / / [Pl 2)[ 2 dadt
a R4

+T/4
< CT°.

Thus there exists [y such that

/ / 2| Plu(t, 2)|* P dadt < CTOL™! = Ce.
Jig JRE

This shows the observation by setting to = inf Jj,,.
Now we take t; = tog +eT172. Astg < a+T/2, we have t; < a+T. To show (5.11), we write

[ vt = el P uun)dr = [ Uute = el i (r)ar

+ / 1 Uu(t — 7')(|x|_b|u|o‘u)(7')d7' =: F1(t) + F5(t).

to

We refer Fy and F5 to as the distant past and recent past terms respectively.

‘ The distant past

To estimate Fj, we consider several cases.

For 6 > 0 small to be fixed later, we pick (e, n) satisfying

1 2 — 0 1 2- d—4— 80
k- 2e%+ R v 2n%+ 2d
AS%—{—%Z % and v, = daagoé+2b,we infer that
i1 d_d
e n 2
and
e:%%a—l—Qasﬂ—ﬂ).

In particular, (e,n) € B provided that 6 > 0 is taken sufficiently small. We estimate

2—7%c e
HFl ) S ‘|F1||L;([t1,+oo),[/2’2)||F1H 2l 2 "

21ty 00 L2 2
' ’ Lf ([t1,400), LT 17577

By Strichartz estimates with (e,n) € B and the fact that
Fi(t) = Uu(t — to)u(to) — Uu(t — a)u(a).

we have

| Fy <C.

Iz (1t2 400, £22)
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To estimate HFH

2 » we first use dispersive estimates in Lorentz spaces (2.1) to
Ly ([t1,400), Ld %7

co\'—'

have for ¢t > tq,

to
—1-26 —by,, |«
T A (i T (o NP,
to
<c [Ce- Tl ar
to
<C / ) dr
_ _ _.\—20
=5 ((t o)™ (t - a)™)
C
t—t
where we have used (3.5) to get the second line. It follows that
C [ [T o
F d <—</ t —to 2dt>
IRy it S5 ()
C
< t1 —t
< 26( 1 — o)~
C
< —(eT'e
- 29( )™’
In particular, we get
jale}
C o 2
IEU oy ooy zn?y < | 55 (T 70) (5.14)
#([t1,+00),Lz7) 20
We estimate
. < 1-v 14
g soonaty < WS oy g1
where
1 1-v 1 1-v doo— 8 +2b
- = 0, -= 0 = .
k e T 7 n TV Y da —2(d + 4)ab
Since d = 3,4 and o > 8=2 2b , it is readily seen that
1 d_d
e n 2

and v € (0,1) for § > 0 small. Moreover, we have

(1 -v)k R 16(4 — b)a(a + 2)

_ 2 as 0
b daB—2b—(d—4d)a) 28070

which implies (e,n) € B for § > 0 small. In particular, Strichartz estimates give

I <c.

HL?([tLJrOO),LZ’Q)

To estimate ||F}|| % 1, we consider separately two cases: d =4 and d = 3.
LY ([t1,400),L¢
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e For d = 4, we use dispersive estimates in Lorentz spaces (2.1) and (3.6) to have for t > ¢,

to
[ F1(t H 15 < C/ ”29H(!w\_bIU\“U)(T)HLﬁ,QdT

x

fo —1+426 b ) 1/2
< C/ + |lu(T )||H2 </ ||~ u(r, x)|a+ dx) dr

1/2
<c / (t— 7)1+ ( / ym\—byu(T,m)ya+2dx> dr
a R4
to

1/2 to
<C (/ (t— 7')_2+40d7'> </ / |ﬂ:|_b|u(7',x)|a+2dxd7'>
a a Rd
1—
2

<C(t—to) 7 (to—a)t

—46

<OTS(t—to) 2,

1/2

where we have used (5.12) and |tg — a| ~ T'. It follows that

0 +oo 1—46 0
T (/ (t—to)zedt>
t1

1A

In particular, we have

2 <C <5T1*9*177%9)7

HL?([tl 7+OO)7L;’2)

e For d = 3, we use (3.7) to have for ¢t > ¢y,

1-6°
T

to 5/8
< C’/ (t—1) —30- 20)||u(r) </ || ~°u(r x)|a+2dx> dr
to 5/8
<c / (t — r)-30-20) ( / 2 ~blu(r, x)]a+2dx> ir
3/8 to
<C </ (t— T)_2+46d7'> (/ / ||~ b]u (1, ]O‘+2dmd7>

3(1—46) 50
< C(t—tg)~ (to—a)®s

3(1—46)

to 3
@I 4. <C [ (t- L el [ e ([ Co T

5/8

< OT¥ (t —to)”

Thus we get
50 +oo _3(1-496) 9
Il o SCT (t—to)™ w0 dt
([tlv o)Lz ) t1
< CT%Q (tl — t0)737§09
< CT¥ (e1'0) "=
~3-200
<C (6T1_9 3—206) s

(5.15)
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In particular, we have
(3-200)v

2 <C(5T1 o5 zoe) 5 (5.16)

HFl”Lk ([t1,400), L)

The recent past‘

By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.11, we have

HFQHLf([tl,Jroo),LT2 < CH"%.’ b’u‘auHLm ([to,t1], LT 2)
—b
< Ollz|™ ’u‘auHL?’([to,m,L;’)
as v’ < 2. For 9,6 > 1 to be chosen later, we estimate
_ a+2 a+2
e~ fulull e 4y < N1 Sl P [ e

where A is either the unit ball B(0,1) or its complement B¢(0,1). We pick

1 b(1-2)
—=————"2 44 5.17
K I (5.17)
with the plus sign for A = B(0,1) and the minus one for A = B¢(0,1). This ensures that
et~ gy < 0.
Thus we have )
el =Pl *ull e 4y < Nl b\u!aHHLl Ju)® (a+1m/a+2)

T

hence

i
b b T
e P (/ [ el |utx|a+2dxt) ™ s
to L ([to 1], Ly ™)

With the choice of ¥ in (5.17), we have
r_r_t_ 1t 1 bt _b_,
3 7 m 9 m r dm
hence L
a+2 =1 dla+2)
5<a+1— ml>:%_%_%$0—> F I

Asa > S*T% and a < 8(;—_%45’ if d > 5, the above limit satisfies d(a+2) > 2 and % < d2—_d4 ifd > 5.
By choosing 6 > 0 sufficiently small, we can use Sobolev embeddlng and the H2-boundedness
(5.1) to get
Jul ez <C.
r ol )
Using (5.13), we obtain

1
t1 ! B
VEall g ooy 1) < € (/t /Rd |g;|—b|u(t,x)|a+2dxt> < Cew. (5.18)
0

Collecting (5.14), (5.15), (5.16), and (5.18), we prove (5.11) with v = -L; provided that
T =T(e) > 0 is taken sufficiently large so that

(eT1-0)="3° < &7 if d > 5,
o ~ (1-69)v
(eTl_g_l——G@) <o ifd=4, (5.19)
_ (3—200)v

(aT“@*iﬁoe) S ifd=3.

For general solutions, we have g = HT;{%} with 0 < b < %l. When d > 5, as p < 1, we can take
6 > 0 small and then choose T' = T'(¢) sufficiently large so that (5.19) holds. When d = 4 and
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1 < b< 2, we have g = ﬁ < % Thus we can take § > 0 small enough so that 1 — ¢ — %5 > 0.
Then (5.19) is fulfilled if T = T'(¢) is taken large enough.

For radial solutions, we have o = % When d =4 and 0 < b <1, we have 1-— ﬁ >0
provided that 6 > 0 is small. When d =3 and 0 < b < %, we have 1 — g — 5= 209 > 0 by taking
6 > 0 small. We are then able to choose T' = T'(¢) large so that (5.19) holds

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is now complete. O

Proof of Proposition 1.3. The proof is similar (even simpler) to the focusing nonlinearity. First,
due to the defocusing nature, H2-solutions exist globally in time and satisfy

sup [[u(t)|lpz < E
teR

for some constant £ > 0 depending on mass and energy. Second, by performing localized virial
estimates as in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 1.1 and using the trivial bound

G, (xrult)) > C / 2| xa(@)ult, )" 2dz, ViR,

we prove the same space-time estimates as in (1.8) and (1.9). Finally, the energy scattering
follows by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.2. O
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APPENDIX A. EQUIVALENT THRESHOLDS

Let p =0, w >0, and Q,, be a minimizer of mg,,. We introduce

Af = {1 € HARY) 1 S0,(F) < mow, Go(f) = 0}

and
Eo(f)(M(f))7 < Eo(Q1)(M(Q1))
B+ = { € H2 Rd 0 o o,
FEHED aflelflE < 1AQuelQi:
with o, 1= 22 = 8_;;):2(31_2?;)&. The main purpose of this appendix is to prove the following

equivalent threshold.

Proposition A.1 (Threshold equivalence).
Letd>1, p=0, 0 <b < min{d, 4}, a>8—2b,a< 82 and w > 0. Then we have

U Al =B"
w>0
Before proving this result, we need some preparations.
Lemma A.2 (Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality).
Let d > 1, 0 < b < min{d,4}, a > 0, and a < %T if d > 5. Then the following sharp
Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality holds true

8—2b—(d—4)

/Rd 2?1 f ()| * 2 da < CoptHAfHL2 HfHLz Y, Ve H'RY). (A.1)

The optimal constant is obtained by a non-trivial solution to

AP f+ f =P f]*f = 0. (A.2)
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Proof of Lemma A.2. Due to the appearance of an biharmonic operator, the method using the
Schwarz symmetrization to reduce the problem to the radial setting as in [19] does not work.
We proceed differently. Denote

b ) 8—2b—(d—4)
w(s) = [l @ s (IR s )
the Weinstein functional. In particular, we have
Copt = Sup{W(f)  f € Hz(Rd)\{O}} > 0.

Let (fn)n be an optimizing sequence for Cype. As W(f) is invariant under the scaling f ¢(x) =
Af(Cx) for all A\,¢ > 0, we can assume that

[Afnllrz = [l fnll2 =1, /Ifﬂl_blfn(fﬂ)lo‘“dw = W(fn) = Copt- (A.3)

Since (fu)n is bounded in H?(R?), the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.1 shows
the existence of g € H?(R?) such that up to a subsequence, f,, — g weakly in H?(R?) and

/‘x’_b’fn(x)\a“dx — / |z| (g (x)|*T2dx as n — .
Thanks to (A.3) and Copy > 0, we have g # 0. By the weak convergence in H?(R%), we have
Copt > W(g) > hmme(fn) = Copt-

This shows that g is an optimizer for Cypi. In particular, we have

R W(g+ex) =0, VyxeCFRY.

e=0

A direct computation shows

Re/ <AA29 + Bg — C]w\*b\g]ag) Xdz = 0,

where
A:M B:(8_2b_(d_4)a)copt O = a+2
2HA9HL2 ’ 2||gHL2 ’ 82— id Da
HAQHLz H9||L2

Replacing x by iy, we have the same identity with the imaginary part instead of the real part.
In particular, we have

AAN*g+ Bg — Cla|*|g|*g = 0
in the weak sense. By a change of variable g(x) = Af({x) with

o B a_ BT A%
A ) C )

we see that Copy = W(f) and f is a non-trivial solution to (A.2). The proof is complete. O
Lemma A.3. Let Q; be a minimizer for mo1. Then Q1 is an optimizer for (A.1).

Proof of Lemma A.3. By Lemma A.2, there exists an optimizer f for (A.1) which is a non-trivial
solution to (A.2). We have the following Pohozaev identities

da—|—2b o do + 2b
1815 = T [l @I e = et (A

In particular, we have
«
S — —b a+2d
0,1(f) 72(044—2)/‘96’ |f(@)] x

and
8—2b—(d—4)

(8 - ;b(i?ﬁ 4)a> - (/ le"lf(:c)la+2dx> )

v

4(a + 2)) da;Qb

W)= (da+2b
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We have
W(Q1) < Copy = W(f)
da+2b 8-2b—(d—d)a o
- <%> 8 (8_;5(0[_&21 4)a> 8 (2((;:_ 2)> : (Soa(f) 2
dot-2b 8—2b—(d—4)a o
< (%) 8 <8 _ ;;i?;i 4)a> 8 <2(a(:_ 2)> 2 (S0.1(@1))"2

=W(Q1).
In the third line, we have used (4.1) to get

S0,1(f) = mo,1 = So,1(Q1).

In the last line, we use the fact that @Q); is a solution to (A.2). This shows that @)1 is an optimizer
for (A.1). O

Remark A.1.In the definition of BY, the terms Ep(Q1)(M(Q1))% and [[AQq || 2[|Q1]|75 are
independent from the choice of @;. In fact, since Q1 is a non-trivial solution to (A.2), we
can use the Pohozaev identities (A.4) to express Fo(Q1), M(Q1), and ||AQ1||z2 in terms of

S0,1(Q1) = mo 1.

We are now able to prove the equivalent threshold given in Proposition A.1.

Proof of Proposition A.1. We follow an idea of Hamano [26, Appendix]. Let @, be a minimizer

4-b 1 . .
for mo,, and set Qu(z) = we Q1 <w1x). We observe that @)1 is a minimizer for mg ;. In fact,
8—2b—(d—4) o

it follows directly from the fact that Sp,(Qu) = w o 50,1(Q1), and Q,, solves
A*ftwf —|z[7lf|*f =0

if and only if @ solves (A.2).
Now we consider

8—2b—(d—4)a

Fw) = S00(Qu) = Sowlf) =w 30 S0a(Q1) = FM(f) = Bo()).

We have
8—2b— (d—4)a _da-sta 1
o S — —M(f).
o wo e S01(Q1) — 5 M(f)
As o > %% and a < 8d%%4b if d > 5, the equation F’(w) = 0 admits a unique positive solution

oy — <<8 —2b— (d — 4)a) So,1<Q1>>daf++zb
i 2 M)

and F(wp) = max,>o F(w). We see that

Fl(w) =

Jw>0:F(w)>0
<= F(wg) >0

_ da—842b

s n (1 502(@) - M) - Bal) >0

o (B2 0 Sl @)Y oSS > 0

20 M(F) 8— 20— (d—4)a)
da —45;—1— 2650,1(@1) (8 —2b —QO(éd— 1)

= Eo(Q1)(M(Q1))” > Eo(f)(M(f))

50,1(Ql)> A > Eo(f)(M(f))
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Here we have used (A.4) to get
doo — 8+ 2b
E = M
(@) 2(8 = 2b — (d — 4)av) (@),
2a do

8—2b—(d—4)aM(Q1): dor — 8+ 2b

So,1(Q1) = Eo(Q1).

Thus we have proved that
JLS € B s Soulf) < mou} = {f € HAR?) : Eo())(M(f))™ < Bo(@)(M(Q1)™ }.
w>0 (A5)
Next, by (A.1), we have

Eo(f)(M(f))%

1 Co
3 (IAFlz2 A1) — pt 5 (IAF 2 lIF117 )

G (IAflL2 N1 F1175) -
where G(\) = %)\2 - %)\ . As Q1 is an optimizer for the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality

(see Lemma A.3), we infer from (A.4) that

X o 8—2b—(d—4)a
Con = [ 1l 1) dw—(\lAQlHLz Il )

4(a+2)  da—842b
= — A Oc 4 .
2 aquislail)

In particular, G attains its maximum at

Ao = [[AQu] 2|1 172

v

da+2b
4

Similarly, we have

Go(F)(M(f))™ (da +20)Cope

2(a+2)

(IAFIz2l1£172)° = (122l £1155)

H ([Afllz=l1£175) -
where H(\) = A2 — %Adaﬁ Observe that H(\) = AG’()), hence
>0 if0< A< A,
H(MN{ =0 if A=\,
<0 if A> Ao

If f € BT, then we have X := [|[Af| 2]l f[|75 < [[AQ1]2]|Q1]|75 = Ao. We infer that H(A) >0
or Gy(f) > 0. This combined with (A.5) show that f € J, -, .A(J{w.
If fe -A(J)iw for some w > 0, then we have Go(f) > 0. It follows that

v

da + 2b da — b
0< Go(NM())™ = L2 (M)~ 22 (1Al 7)15)
which implies
da — b d b
P TER (arlelr155) = L2 B (M) - GolHM()
< O g
<P Qi@
dao — 8 +2b

= (1A leuss)

This shows that
IAf] 21l £1175 < 1AQu |2 (1@ 175
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which together with (A.5) imply that f € B*. The proof is complete. O
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