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Global dynamics above the ground state energy for the
combined power-type nonlinear Schrodinger equations with

energy-critical growth at low frequencies

Takafumi Akahori, Slim Ibrahim, Hiroaki Kikuchi and Hayato Nawa

Abstract

We consider the combined power-type nonlinear Schrodinger equations with energy-
critical growth, and study the solutions slightly above the ground state threshold at
low frequencies, so that we obtain a so-called nine-set theory developed by Nakanishi

and Schlag [24] 25].

1 Introduction

We consider the following nonlinear Schrodinger equation:

Oy

iy A [P+ [yl =0, (NLS)

where ¢ = v(z,t) is a complex-valued function on R% x R (d > 3), A is the Laplace
operator on R? and p satisfies that

2+4< +1<2":=2+ ! (1.1)
a°~7? ATy '
We denote the mass and the Hamiltonian of (NLS) by M and H, respectively, that is,
L2
M(u) = 3 |lullze (1.2)

1 9 1 1 1 o
M) 1= 5 1 Vullfs — =g s — o e (13)

The Cauchy problem for (NLI) is locally well-posed in H' (see, e.g., Proposition

3.1 in [29]), and the mass and the Hamiltonian are conserved quantities for the flow

defined by (NLS)). Furthermore, for any solution 1) of finite variance, we have the “virial
identity”:

> 2 2

5 [ et de = sic(w(o), (14)

R4
where o 0
2 p—= +1 2%
K(u) = [IVulz. — S 1) Jull o — llullze- - (1.5)
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It is easy to see that

1
H(u) > §K(u) (1.6)
A standing wave of (NLS)) with frequency w is a solution to (NLI)) of the form e/,
so that u solves the following semilinear elliptic equation:
wi — Au — |ulP " u — ]u\ﬁu:O, uwe HY(RY)\ {0}. (1.7)

Moreover, a ground state of (L)) is a solution to (LT of the minimal action, where by

the action, we mean the functional S, defined by
Sw = wM + H. (1.8)
In [2], the same authors showed the existence of a ground state via the variational problem
my = inf {S,(u): u € HY RN\ {0}, K(u)=0}. (1.9)

More precisely, we proved that for any d > 4, any p with 2 + % < p+1< 2" and any
w > 0, the variational problem associated with m,, has a minimizer, and any minimizer
for m,, becomes a ground state of (7). Moreover, we see from Proposition 1.2 in [2]

thatforande?),anypwith?—i—%<p+1<2* and any w > 0,

my, = inf {Z,(u): u € H (R \ {0}, K(u) <0}

(1.10)
= inf {7, (u): uw € H'RY\ {0}, K(u) <0},
where
2
T(u) = Sulw) = 25 K1), (1.11)
() = S (u) — %K(u). (1.12)

It is worthwhile noting that Z,, and J,, do not contain the LP*!l-norm and H'-norm,

respectively: Precisely,

4
w p—1—3 2*—(p+1) .
7 = —||u|? — 4| vul?  ul)?s 1.13
) = Gl + B vl + S Pz,
w dip—1-1) 11 .
) =l + Bl + Sl (114)

Remark 1.1. The authors have to say that Theorem 1.2 in [2] contains a mistake.
Actually, if d = 3 and 3 < p < 5, then for any w > 0, we can prove the existence of
ground state of ([(LT) (¢f. Theorem 1 in [32]). Moreover, we find from Proposition [A]]
in Section [Al that if d = 3 and 1 < p < 5, then there exists w3 > 0 such that for any
0 < w < ws, the equation ([(LT) admits at least one ground state.



Our aim in this paper is to study the behavior of solutions to (NLS)) slightly above the
“ground state threshold at low frequencies”, in the spirit of Nakanishi and Schlag [24], 25].
To this end, we need detailed information about ground states of (7)) . We will see that
for any d > 3 and 2 + % < p+ 1< 2% there exists wy; > 0 such that for any 0 < w < wy,
a positive radial ground state ®,, of (LT]) exists and unique (see Proposition 2.1l and (i)
of Proposition 2.4]). Furthermore, the ground state ®,, satisfies that %M(‘I)w) < 0 on
(0,wy) (see (iii) of Proposition [Z4]), so that the inverse of the mapping a € (0,w;) —
M(D,) € (M(D,,,),0) exists (we will see that limy, g M(P,,) = oo in (Z3)).

Throughout this paper, we use the symbol @, to denote the positive radial ground
state of (L1). Moreover, O(®,,) denotes the orbit

O(dy,) = {ew@w: 0 € R}. (1.15)
Now, we state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume either d =3 and 3<p <5, ord>4 and 1+ ﬁ <p<2F—1.
Then, there exists w, > 0 such that for any w € (0,w,), there exists a positive function

gyt [0,00) = (0,00) with the following property: Set
PW,, = {ue H'(RY): S,(u) < my, + co(M(u))}. (1.16)

Then, any radial solution 1 starting from ZB\VT/LU exhibits one of the following scenarios:
In the statement below, o > 0 denotes the constant such that M(1)) = M(®Dy).
i) Scattering both forward and backward in time;

ii) Finite time blowup both forward and backward in time;
iii) Scattering forward in time, and finite time blowup backward in time;
iv) Finite time blowup forward in time, and scattering backward in time;

vi) Scattering forward in time, and trapped by O(®,) backward in time;

(
(
(
(
(v) Trapped by O(®,) forward in time, and scattering backward in time;
(vi
(vii) Trapped by O(®,) forward in time, and finite time blowup backward in time;
(viii) Finite time blowup forward in time, and trapped by O(®,) backward in time;
(ix) Trapped by O(®y) both forward and backward in time.

Here, “scattering forward in time” means that the maximal lifespan of a solution 1 is
infinity and there exists ¢ € H'(R?) such that

lm [|y(t) — e"2¢|| 1 = 0; (1.17)

t—o00

2

“blowup forward in time ” means that the maximal lifespan of a solution is finite; and
“trapped by O(®,) forward in time” means that the mazimal lifespan of a solution is
infinity and the solution stays in some neighborhood of O(®,) in H'(R?) after some

time. The terms corresponding to “backward in time” are used in a similar manner.

Remark 1.2. We continue our study in anticipation of validity of Theorem 1.1 ford > 3

and 1+ % <p<2*—1. We describe main obstructions to the extension:



(1) The double critical case (namely, p = 1+ %) has a special difficulty that the same
proof as (iil) of Proposition [2.7] cannot apply to derive the property (ZII). In fact, the
property (ZI1)) fails for the equation (L22)) with p = 1 + %. Moreover, in the double
critical case p =1+ 3, the scaling-ezponent s, (see ([L42)) vanishes (SH_% = 0), which
requires some modifications in our argument, especially the proof of existence of unstable
mode (Proposition [{.1)).
(2) The restriction on the exponent p in Theorem[I1l comes from the “one-pass theorem”
(see Theorem [71] and Remark [7.1)).

We will undertake the extension of Theorem [I1] including the double critical case in

a forthcoming paper as well as the high-frequency case w > 1.

We give a proof of Theorem [[LT] in Section Bl below. In particular, we show how to
construct the function ¢, (see ([B.8))).
The equation (NLS) reminds us of the following ones

.0 _
a—f + AP+ [YPy =0, (1.18)
.0 4
za—f +AG 4 [P TEY = 0. (1.19)
These equations are invariant under the following scalings, respectively:
Y1) = AT 1) (1.20)
) A’ A2 ) *
_d=2 T 1t
On the other hand, there is no scaling which leaves (NLS]) invariant.
The stationary problems corresponding to (LI8) and (L.I9) are respectively
wu — Av — [p[P7ly =0, (1.22)
Av + \v\ﬁv =0. (1.23)

Any solution v to (L22) gives rise to a standing wave e™v to (LIR)), and any solution
to (23] solves the equation (ILI9). Here, we introduce the “scaling-operator” T, to be
that for any function f on R,

1

T,f(z) = w*ﬁf(\%). (1.24)
Then, putting u := T,v, we see that u solves
u— Au — |ulP~lu = 0. (1.25)

It is well known that the equation (L.25]) has a unique positive solution up to translations

which is radially symmetric with respect to some point. We denote the positive solution



symmetric about the origin by U. On the other hand, the equation (23] possesses a

W(z) = (%)T. (1.26)

solution of the form

Here, a positive C%-solution of (CZ3)) is unique up to scalings and translations (see

Corollary 8.2 in [§]). Following Brézis-Nirenberg [7], we introduce the variational value
o= inf { |Vul[7. : u € HYRY), ||Juf 2 =1}. (1.27)

Then, it is known that u = W/|[W||;2+ is a minimizer of the variational problem associ-
ated with o and

2 2+
IVW[Lz = [WIl7z- - (1.28)

d
g2

We also introduce the variational value

mb i= inf {TH(u): uw € H*(R?)\ {0}, K*(u) <0}, (1.29)
where 5
THu) = HH(u) — ———KH(u 1.30
(u) ()d(p_l)() (1.30)
with
+ 1 9 1 o
Hi(w) = 5IVullZs = ool (1.31)
KH(u) o= || Vaull72 — [Juf?a (1.32)
Note that o 14 4o (d—2) 0
Ty = AP — 1) — = 2 — = A)Wp 2 1.
() = =y IVulle + =l (1.3
In particular, Ii(u) >0for 1+ % <p<2*—1.
We can verify (see Appendix [A]) that
1
mt = THW) = 1) = Ea%. (1.34)

Furthermore, we proved in [2] that for any d > 4, any 1+ % <p<2*—1andany w > 0,

1 a
0<my, < 77° (1.35)

We can also prove (IL35]) for d = 3 if w > 0 is sufficiently small (see Lemma [A.4]).
Now, we go back to the equation (7). If u is a solution to (L), then v := T ,u
satisfies that
1 2" —(p+1) 4
v—Av— [T v —w P T |y|d2u =0. (1.36)
We should mention that if w is small enough, it is expected that (7)) has properties
similar to (L25). Indeed, this is the heart of our analysis.

We briefly review results for (LI8) and (I.I9) which are used in this paper.



In [18], Kenig and Merle studied the equation ([I9]) in the dimensions d = 3,4,5,

and proved the scattering of radial solutions starting from the set
Pwi = {u e HYRY): Hi(u) < HEW), [|Vul2. < vau;}. (1.37)

Their result is extended to the higher dimensional cases by Killip and Visan [2I]. We

summarize these results:

Theorem 1.2 ([I8] 21]). Assume d > 3. Then, the set PVVEL is invariant under the flow
defined by (LI9). Furthermore, any non-trivial radial solution v to (ILI9)) starting from
PI/VJj;r exists globally in time, and satisfies that

VY|l ser) < o0, (1.38)
1
HH() > 5 inf KH@() > 0, (1.39)

where St(R) := L¥(R, L2(R%)) N L3(R, L?" (RY)).

The result for (II8]) corresponding to Theorem [[L2is derived by Duyckaerts, Holmer
and Roudenko [I1], 14] for d = p = 3. Furthermore, the first and the fourth authors
extended their result to the general dimensions d > 1 and the powers p satisfying (I.])
in [I]; the result says that we have either the scattering or the blowup, if the solutions

start from the set

PWh = {ue H' R\ {0}: Hi(u) < (w)%w(m} (1.40)
M(u) ’
where ) .
HI(u) = S| Vulfz - mlluwﬁiu (1.41)
and s, is the “scaling-exponent” given by
8p 1= g — p%l (1.42)

The condition (1) on p implies that 0 < s, < 1. Furthermore, we can classify the
behavior of the solutions by the sign of the functional K defined by

d(P— 1) 1
Kt (u) = | Vull7, — WHUHTEH- (1.43)

Note here that for any w > 0, the replacement of U with T,,U in (LZ0) leaves PWT

unchanged. Moreover, introducing the set PW, as
PW) = {ue H' R\ {0}: Sl (v) < SL(U)}, (1.44)
we can express PWT as the union of PWJ over all w > 0:

rwi =) Pw]. (1.45)

w>0
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Here, SJ, denotes the action for (L22)), namely,
SI(u) == wM(u) +H (u). (1.46)

In [25], Nakanishi and Schlag considered the equation (LI8) in the case d = p = 3.
They developed a method to analyze the behavior of (radial) solutions starting from the

set

M(U)
M(u)

for some € > 0. Clearly, the set PWT< is an enlargement of PWT. In particular, they

PWhe = {ue H'(R)\ {0}: Hi(u) < ( )(HT(U) +e)) (1.47)

proved that there exists € > 0 such that all solutions starting from PW T exhibit one of
the same nine scenarios as Theorem [[LT] above. This result motivated our study.

We note that the way to define PWT (see (LZ40)) is based on the scaling-invariant
nature of U (cf. [I]). Due to lack of such a scaling property, it is not appropriate to
define the corresponding “potential well” for our equation (NLI) by simply replacing |
and U with H and ®,,, respectively in PWT. Instead, from the viewpoint of (L4H), we
consider the frequency-wise “potential well” PW,, defined by

PW,, = {u € H'(R?): Su(u) < my}. (1.48)

This set is closely related to a variational nature of ®,,. Indeed, the definition of m,, (see
(C3)) implies that if u € H'(R?) \ {0} and K(u) = 0, then S,,(u) > m,,, so that we can
split PW,, into three parts according to the sign of the functional K:

PW,, = PW,,, U{0} UPW,, _, (1.49)

where
PW,, 1 = {ue H'R?): S,(u) < my, K(u) >0}, (1.50)
PW,,— = {ue H'(RY: S,(u) < my, K(u) <0}. (1.51)

The following theorem follows from the results in [2], 3] together with the existence
theorem of ground state in R? (see Proposition [A1] and Proposition [A4], and ﬂ?ﬁﬂ)

Theorem 1.3. Let w > 0. Assume d >3 and 1+ % < p < 2*—1. Furthermore, assume
w € (0,ws) if d = 3, where ws is the frequency given in Proposition [A1. Then, the
following hold: PW,, 1 and PW,, _ are invariant under the flow defined by (NLS); and
(i) Any radial solution ¢ to (NLS) starting from PW,, i satisfies

V)Yl str) < o0, (1.52)
M) 2 3 i K (1) > 0, (159

'The papers [2, 3] dealt with the case where d > 4 and 2 + % < p+1 < 2" only. However, we can
easily verify that the arguments in [2] 8] work well for the case where d = 3 and 1 + % < p <5 as long

as there exists a ground state Q. with m = S, (Qu).



where St(R) := L¥(R, L2(RY)) N L2(R, L2 (RY)). In particular, 1 scatters both forward
and backward in time.
(i) Any radial solution ¢ to (NLS) starting from PW,, _ satisfies

sup  K(y(t)) <0, (1.54)
t€lmax (V)

and blows up in a finite time both forward and backward in time, where I (1) denotes

the maximal existence-interval of 1.

Note that Theorem [Tl is an extension of Theorem [[.3]

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give fundamental properties of
ground state of (7). In Section Bl we prove Theorem [[LI1 The main ingredient of the
proof is Theorem B.Il We assign preliminaries for the proof of Theorem [B.] to Section
M through Section [} In Section ] we think about the decomposition of solution around
the ground state in the same viewpoint of Nakanishi and Schlag [25]. In Section B, we
prove the “ejection lemma” for the equation (NLS). In Section [, we introduce the dis-
tance function used in [25], and derive some variational lemmas. In Section [ we prove
the “one-pass theorem”. In Section B we finally prove Theorem Bl This paper also
has appended sections: In Section [A] we prove the existence of ground state of (L)) in
three dimensions. In Section [B], we state fundamental properties of linearized operator
around a ground state of (7). In Section [C] we give two well-known inequalities for
radial functions. In Section [Dl we record a small-data theory, and in Section [E] we give

a long-time perturbation theory in a general setting.

Notation. Besides the notation introduced so far, we use the following notation (see

also the table of notation in Section [E):

(i) We use 9,P,, to denote the derivative of the positive radial grand state ®,, of (L)
with respect to w (see Proposition 2.4 below for the differentiability).

(ii) The daggered symbols are related to (L25):
Lb=1-A—pur (1.55)
Ll =1-A-UP", (1.56)

(iii) Functionals with tilde are related to the rescaled equation (L30]):

2% —(p+1)

e dlp—1) 1 *

Ko(u) := || Vul[72 - m\\ul’ﬂ?ﬂ —w 1 |7, (1.57)
- 1 2 Sp 2 2t ] — g, 2+

Lo(u) = Gllullze + — IVullzz +w™ =T ——ul 7z, (1.58)
~ _ 2" —(p+1) 4

Lo =1—A—p(Tud,)" " —w 71 (2 —1)(Tud,) 2, (1.59)
~ _ 2" —(p+1) 4

Lo =1-A— (T,8,)" " —w 71 (T,d,)". (1.60)



(iv) We use (-,-)z2 to denote the inner product in L2(R?):

(u,v)p2 = /]Rd u(z)v(z) de.

We also use L
L?(R%) which is equipped with the inner product

real(Rd) to denote the real Hilbert space of complex-valued functions in

(u,v)r2 =R [ wu(z)v(z)de.

real R4

Furthermore, H! (Rd) denotes the real Hilbert space of functions in H 1(Rd) equipped

real

with the inner product

(u,v)

real

= (u,v)2 2 + (Vu, Vo) 2

real

(v) We use (v,u) -1 g1 to denote the duality pair of u € H},,,(R?) and v € Hreal(Rd):

real

MIH

(0,0 g1 g1 = (1= A) 20, (1 — A)2u) 2

real

(vi) Let I be an interval, and let 1+ % < q < 2*—1. Then, we introduce Strichartz-type

spaces on [ as

St(I) = L¥LL(I) N L{L (1), (1.61)
(d+2)(g=1)  2d(d+2)(a—1)

Vori(I) := L, 2 L2007 (D), (1.62)
M

Wy (D) := Ly, = (D). (1.63)

Note here that Sobolev’s embedding shows |V|™%¢V,i(I) — Wy41(I). Moreover, by
Strichartz’ estimate, we mean the following estimate: for any appropriate space-time
function u, any ¢y € I and any pair (q,r) € [2,2*] x [2, 00| with % = d(% - %),

ou
lullsery S llulto)llze + iy + Aull oy 4y (1.64)

where ¢’ and ' denote the Holder conjugates of ¢ and r respectively.



= =

N[

Q=

d(p—1) 2
Figure 1: Strichartz-type spaces

(vii) For a space-time function u, we define

Flu] o= [ufP~Yu+ |um2u, Fiu] = oy, FHu = |u|72a, (1.65)
Ou ou
elu] := e + Au+ Flu], eHu] = i + Au+ FHu). (1.66)

2 Properties of Ground State

In this section, we give several fundamental properties of ground state of (L). As
mentioned in Section[d], for any d > 4, any 1—1—% < p < 2*—1and any w > 0, the equation
(1) admits at least one ground state @, satisfying m,, = S,,(Q.) (see Proposition 1.1
and Theorem 1.1 in [2]). When d = 3, it follows from Proposition [A.T] and Proposition
[A4lin Appendix [Al that for any 1 + % < p < b, there exists ws > 0 such that for any
0 < w < ws, the equation (7)) admits a ground state @, satisfying my, = S,(Qu)-

The following proposition tells us that any ground state of (7)) is essentially positive

and radial:

Proposition 2.1. Assume d > 3 and 1 + % <p<2*—1. Let w > 0, and let Q, be a
ground state of (LT). Then, there exist § € R, y € R and a positive radial ground state
®,, of [TD) such that ®, € C*(RY) N HY(R?), Z -V, <0 and Q, = D, (- —y).

|z

Proof of Proposition [Z7l. Let @Q,, be a ground state of (I7). Then, using (LI0]), we can
verify that |Q| is also a ground state of (7). We also see that |Q.| € Wli’cq(IR{d) for
any 2 < ¢ < oo (see Theorem 2.3 in [6]). Furthermore, the Schauder theory shows that
Q. € C*(R%) and lim;| o0 [Qu(z)| = 0. On the other hand, it follows from Theorem

9.10 in [23] that for any compact set K in RY, there exists a constant C' depending only
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on K and w such that for any = € K,

Qui)| > C /K 1Qulw)] dy. (2.1)

Hence, |Q| is a positive ground state of (L1). We see from the result of Gidas, Ni and
Nirenberg [I2] that there exist a positive radial function ®,, with a1 Vu(z) <0 for

any z € R?\ {0}, and y € R, such that |Q,| = ®,(- — y). We introduce the sign of a

complex-valued function u, denoted by sgnwu, as

u
sgnu := Tl (2.2)
Then, we have
— _ Qu
Sgan = |Q |7 (23)

so that Q,, = |Qu|sgn Q.. We shall show that sgn @,, is constant, which together with
|sgn Q| = 1 completes the proof. Since

om Qu Qu RQuVQu] — |Qu|V|Qu|
R w w =R = =0, )
b Qo om @u(e)] = ®| 29 (5| [N ey
we have
HVQUJH%2 = HV ( ‘Qw‘sgn@) Hiz
— [ IVIQu@I do+ [ Quw)| Vgt do
R4 R4
) o (2.5)
+ [ 91Qu(@) R sn QVisin Qu(o)] da
R4
— / {V\Qw(ﬂv)HQ dx +/ {Qw(x)mngn@(x)fdx.
Rd R4
Hence, if Vsgn Q,, # 0, then we would have
My = Su(Qu) > Su(|Qul) = Su(Puw) = me,. (2.6)
However, this is a contradiction. Thus, sgn Q,, must be constant. ]

Next, we give a decay property of a positive ground state.

Proposition 2.2. Assume d > 3 and 1 + % <p<2*—1. Let w > 0, and let &, €
C*(RY) N HY(RY) be a positive radial ground state of (LT). Then, there exist positive
constants C(w) > 0 and §(w) > 0 depending on w such that

@0 ()] + [V (2)] + [APy(2)] < Cw)e ") (2.7)

for any x € R, In particular, ®,, € H*(R?).
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Proof of Proposition [223. We can prove the proposition in a way similar to [5]. O

The following convergence result justifies the intuition that the equation (7)) looks
like (L25) for a sufficiently small w.

Proposition 2.3. Assume d > 3 and 1+ % <p<2*—1. Let w > 0, and let @, be a
positive radial ground state of (LT). Moreover, let U be the unique positive radial ground
state of ([L28). Then, we have

lim ||, @ — Ul g1 = 0. (2.8)
wl0

Proof of Proposition [Z3. We can prove the proposition in a way similar to [16]. O

Remark 2.1. We see from Proposition that for any 1 < ¢ <2* -1,

. " +1 +1

gﬁ}ws” P @ul| e = U e (2.9)
and

lig |V 32 = VU (2.10)

Proposition 2.4. Assume that d > 3 and 1+ % <p<2"—1. Then, there exists wy >0
with the following properties:

(i) For any w € (0,w1), a positive radial ground state of (LX) uniquely exists.

(i) The mapping w € (0,w;) — &, € H'(RY) is continuously differentiable.

(ili) For any w € (0,w),

d

—M(®,) = (P4,,0,®,),. <O. (2.11)

d(JJ real

Here, ®,, denotes the unique positive radial ground state of (LT).

In order to prove the claim (i) in Proposition 2:4] we need the following result (see,
e.g., Theorem 0.2 in [I7], [26] and Proposition 2.8 in [31]):

Lemma 2.5. Assume either d = 1,2 and 1 < p < o0, ord >3 and 1 < p < 2* — 1.

Then, we have

KerL]LF = span{@lU,...,adU}, (2.12)

where Li is the operator defined by (LEH), and 01U, . ..,04U denote the partial derivatives
of U.

Now, we give a proof of the claim (i):

Proof of (i) in Proposition[2.4) It suffices to prove the uniqueness of the ground state.
Suppose for contradiction that for any & € N, there exists wy, € (0, %) such that the

12



equation (7)) has two different positive radial ground states, say U,, and V,, . Put
Uy :=1,Us,,, Vi =1, V,, and

_ Up — Vi
Up o= —— R (2.13)
Uk = Vil
Then, u; satisfies the equation
P _yp 2 —(pr1) 72" -1 _ 271
Uk — Vil Uk — Vil

Moreover, it follows from uy, € H' ;(RY) and [|@g ||z = 1 for any k € N that there exists

a radial function v € H 1(Rd) such that, passing to a subsequence, we have

lim up = weakly in H'(R?), (2.15)
k—ro00
and for any 2 < ¢ < 2%,
lim up =u  strongly in L9(R9). (2.16)
k—o0

We shall show that @ = 0. First note that the fundamental theorem of calculus together
with Proposition and (ZI8) implies that for any ¢ € C®°(R%),

o 7

lim rr = 7¢ _
k—o0 HUk _ VkHHl >H LH!
' 17 rr 17 — 1~
= klggop/o ({Vi +0(Ux — Vk)}p Y, ¢ >H*1,H1 do (2.17)

:p/ UP~ ¢ d.
Rd

We can also verify that for a given function ¢ € C>°(R%),

2% —(p+1) (7]3*71 _ ‘7162*71

lim w p=l — =, ¢ _ =0. 2.18
e O el 219

Combining (Z14) with (ZI5), I7) and (2I]), we find that for any ¢ € C°(R%),
(L1a, ¢ Vi1 = U= AT = pUP™ ', & )y = 0. (2.19)

rad(Rd)‘
Hence, it follows from Lemma (there is no radial function in the kernel of LL) that
u=0.

Now, multiplying the equation (ZI4]) by u; and then integrating the resulting equa-

Furthermore, since @ is a radial H'-solution of Llﬂ = 0, we find that u € H?

tion over R?, we obtain
_ ur—vP B A U VA
(o 2/ —k ko dz 4w, " / —k k. de. (2.20)
e | Uk — Vil R (| Uk = Viell o
Then, it follows from (ZI6]) and @ = 0 that the right-hand side of (Z20]) tends to 0 as

k — oo, whereas the left-hand side is identically 1 (see (2.13])). This is a contradiction.
Thus, we have completed the proof of the claim (i) in Proposition [24] O
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Next, we mention how to prove the claim (ii) in Proposition 2.4

Proof of (ii) in Proposition[2.4 The claim (ii) follows from the result by Shatah and
Strauss [27] (see also [20]). O

Finally, we move on to the proof of the claim (iii) in Proposition [Z4l Let us notice

that the claim (iii) is an analogy to that

d Ld, 2 Sp —sp—1 2
—M(T,aU) = 5 (0™ |U[[3) = =2} U <o. (2.21)

Hence, it is convenient to introduce a function AU defined by

AU(z) = 0{T, U()}|,_, = %

1
— 1U(ac) +5t: VU (). (2.22)

Then, we can verify that AU obeys
LYAU = —U. (2.23)

Differentiation of the both sides of the equation (7)) with respect to w yields

4

wWd,®, — A, D, — pdP 19,0, — (2 —1)DI 20,0, = —D,,. (2.24)

Furthermore, we see from (2Z.24]) that

Ly +(wT,0,Py,) = =T, Py, (2.25)
where EwﬂL is the operator defined by (L59]). We state a property of the operator EwﬂL.

Lemma 2.6. Assume d > 3 and 1—}—% < p < 2*—1. Then, there exist wg > 0 and C > 0
such that for any w € (0,wg) and any f € Hzad(Rd),

T

| L+ Fllzz > C|lf |l e (2.26)

Proof of Lemma[Z.8. Suppose for contradiction that for any k& € N, there exist wy € (0, %)
and fi, € H2 (R?) with || fx||z1 = 1 such that

rad
~ 1
Lo+ frlle < - (2.27)
Then, we can take f,, € H ﬁad(Rd) such that, passing to some subsequence,
Iim fi = foo weakly in H'(R?), (2.28)
k—o0
and for any 2 < ¢ < 2%,
Iim fi = foo strongly in LI(R?). (2.29)
k—o0
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Furthermore, for any ¢ € C2°(R%), we have

(LY foo, @) -1 1
< ‘ < Ewkﬂrfk’gb >H—1,H1 | + ‘ < zwk,Jr(foo - fk)a¢ >H_1,H1 ‘

+p{<{(ka¢wk)p_1 - Up_l}fom ¢>H*1,H1{

2" —(p+1)

+ w;, o (2* — 1)‘<(ka¢wk)ﬁfoo’ ¢>H*17H1|'

This together with the hypothesis ([2.27]), [2.28)), [229)), Proposition and limy,_, o wi, =
0 shows that Li foo = 0 in the distribution sense. Since (Ker L | H
2.0), we conclude that foo = 0. Furthermore, this fact foo =0 together with || fx|| 1 = 1,
229) and limy_, o wi = 0 gives us that

(2.30)

= {0} (see Lemma

W (Lo, 4 fr fr) 2 = 1. (2.31)
k— 00

However, it follows from the hypothesis (227 that

W |(Log+fos fi) 2| < lim || ey 4 fill 2 = 0. (2.32)
k—o00 k—r00
This is a contradiction. Thus, we have proved that ([2:26]) holds. O

Lemma 2.7. Assume d > 3 and 1+ % < p<2*—1. Then, we have
lim |wT, 0y P — AU || 1 = 0. (2.33)
wl0

Proof of Lemma [2.7. Let wy > 0 and C' > 0 be constants given in Lemma Further-

more, let {w,} be a sequence in (0,wp) with lim,_,~ w, = 0, and set
AD,, = 0y Py, - (2.34)

Then, we find from Proposition 2.6 (2.25]) and Proposition 2.3]that there exists a number
N such that for any n > N,

CllwnTy, APy, || g1 < szn,-i-(wnTwnAq)wn)Hp = [|To,, Puon |1 < 2[|U || - (2.35)

Thus, {w,T,,, A®, } is bounded in H'(R?) and therefore we can take g, € H'(R?) such

that, passing to some subsequence,

lim w,T,, AP, = goo weakly in H'(R?). (2.36)

n—oo

This together with Proposition also shows that for any ¢ € C5°(R?),

lim (L, 1 (w0n T AP, ), 0 -1 1 = (LY Gooy ) g1 g1 (2.37)

n—oo
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On the other hand, we see from ([2.:25)) and Proposition 23] that

lim Zwm+(wnTwnA(I>wn) =-U strongly in H'(R?). (2.38)
n—oo
Putting (237) and (238) together, we find that L]L,rgOo = —U. Furthermore, since
(Ker LL)‘Hl = {0} (see Lemma [Z7]), this identity together with (223]) shows that
rad

Joo = AU. It remains to show that
lim |jw, T, Ay, || g1 = ||AU|| g1 (2.39)
n— oo

We see from (2.20), Proposition 2.2 Proposition 23] ([230]) with g, = AU and (223
that

nlggo lwn T, AP, H?{l

= — lim (T}, P, , wnT, APy, )12

n—oo real

+ lim p((7,, P, )p_lwnTwnAq)wn ywnTi, APy, )12
n—oo re

al

(2.40)
2" —(p+1) 4
+ lim w, " (2 = 1)((T,, Do, ) dwn T, APy, , wn T, AP, ) 2
n—ro0 real
=—(U,AU)z  +p(UPT'AUAU) 2
= (LLAU,AU) 2+ p(UPT' AU AU) 2 = |[AU] 3.
Thus, we have completed the proof. ]

Now, we are in a position to prove the claim (iii) in Proposition 241
Proof of (iii) in Proposition [2-] We see from Proposition 23] (Z7) and (222]) that

d
: sp+1 — i sp+1 !
ul;lr% w de(q)W) ul;m%) w (D, (bw)L?"eal

= lim (7}, P, wT,,0,Py) ;2
w—0 T

5 cal(2.41)
= UAU)pz, = - U72 <0,
which gives us the desired result. U
3 Proof of Theorem [I1.1]
In order to prove Theorem [[T] for a given ¢ > 0, we consider the set
AZ = {ue H'(RY: Sy(u) < my +e, M(u) = M(Dy,)}. (3.1)

Then, a key fact to prove Theorem [Tl is the following:
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Theorem 3.1. Assume either d=3 and 3 <p <5, ord>4 and 1+ ﬁ <p<2f-—1.
Then, there exists wy > 0 with the following property: for any w € (0,w), there exists a
positive constant £(w) such that all radial solutions starting from AZ(W) exhibit one of the
following scenarios:

i) Scattering both forward and backward in time;

ii) Finite time blowup both forward and backward in time;

iii) Scattering forward in time, and finite time blowup backward in time;

iv) Finite time blowup forward in time, and scattering backward in time;

V.

(

(

(

(

(v) Trapped by O(®,,) forward in time, and scattering backward in time;

(vi) Scattering forward in time, and trapped by O(®,,) backward in time;

(vii) Trapped by O(®,,) forward in time, and finite time blowup backward in time;
(viii) Finite time blowup forward in time, and trapped by O(®,,) backward in time;
(

ix) Trapped by O(®,,) both forward and backward in time.

We give a proof of this theorem in Section [8l

In order to prove Theorem [Tl we also use the following fact:

Lemma 3.1. Assume d > 3 and 1 + % < p<2*—1. Let wy be the frequency given by

Proposition [2.4) Then, we have the following:

(i) my, is differentiable on (0,w1), and
dmy,
dw

for allw € (0,wy). In particular, my, is strictly increasing on (0,wy).

= M(2.,) (3:2)

(ii) ™ is differentiable and strictly decreasing on (0,wr).

(iii) Let 0 < o < B < wy. Then, we have that
mg — Mg
B—a
Proof of Lemmal[31. We shall prove the claim (i). Since §'(®,) = 0 and @, is differ-
entiable with respect to w on (0,w;) (see (ii) of Proposition 24]), we see that for any

w € (0,wr),

M(Pg) < < M(D,). (3.3)

dmy, B i B , B
= dew(q)w) = M(Dy) + S, (D) 0P = M(Dy,). (3.4)

Thus, we have proved the first claim.

Next, we shall prove the second claim (ii). The differentiability of # follows from the

first claim. Furthermore, we conclude from (ii) of Proposition 24 that for any w € (0,w1),

%<%) _ %(8“(5)“)) _ SL®)0ubur = Sul®0) __Sul®) o (g

w? w?
Thus, we find that “* is strictly decreasing on (0,wr).

Finally, we shall prove the last claim (iii). It follows from the mean value theorem
and ([B.2)) that for any 0 < o < § < wy, there exists § € (0,1) such that

mg —mq
o M(Poo(5-a))- (3.6)

17



On the other hand we see from (iii) of Proposition 2:4] that for any 6 € (0, 1),
M((I)g) < M(q)aJrg(g,a)) < M(D,). (3.7)
Putting (6 and [B.7) together, we obtain the desired result ([B3]). O
We see from (29) with ¢ = 1 and (iii) of Proposition [24] that there is a strictly
decreasing function a: (M(®,,),00) — (0,w;) such that M = M(®y(ys)) for any M €
(M(®Py, ), 00); ais the inverse of the function w — M(®P,,). Let w, be the frequency given

by Theorem Bl Then, for each w € (0,w,), we define a positive function &, : [0, 00) —
(0,00) to be that for any M > 0,

My, — My — (We — W)M(Dy,,) it M < M(D,,),

*

e(a(M)) +maoary — my — (@(M) —w)M if M(®,,) < M < M(2,),

e(w) if M= M(,),

e(a(M)) + (w—a(M))M — (my, — ma(M)) it M > M(Dy,),
(3.8)
where e(a(M)) and £(w) are the positive constants given by Theorem Bl

Remark 3.1. It follows from (iii) of Lemma [31 that e,(M) is positive for all M > 0.

Furthermore, the continuity of e(w) with respect to w implies that

inf e,(M) > 0. (3.9)

M>0
Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem [LI]

Proof of Theorem[I1l Let w, be the frequency found in Theorem 3] and let w € (0, wy).
Furthermore, let ¢, be the positive function define by B8], and let PW w be the set

defined by (LI6]).
H

My,

*

M (M) N, — M — (ws —w)M(Py,,)

My,

ew(M(Py)) = e(w)

/"/{’/’/ ////ﬁ/‘”’
K7 Y /{p Y
%// WM +

M
H =my,

%/////// 7 a(MYM +H = mg )

Figure 2: How to extend the potential well PW,,
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We consider a solution ¢ to (NLI) starting from PW,,. If M(1)) < M(®,,), then
we can verify that ¢ € PW,,, (see Figure 2 above). Hence, it follows from Theorem
that v exhibits the scenario (i) or (ii) in Theorem [Tl On the other hand, if M(®,,) <
M) < M(D,,), then we can verify that ¢ € ALY where a = a(M(v)). Similarly, if
M) > M(D,,), then ¢ € A, Hence, it follows from Theorem B.1] that 1) exhibits

one of the nine scenarios in Theorem [T.11 O

4 Decomposition around ground state

In this section, for a positive radial ground state ®,, to (7)) and a solution ¢ to (NLS)

with the maximal existence-interval I .y, we consider the decomposition of the form

U(,t) = O (B, (x) + n(x, 1)), (4.1)

where 6(t) is some function of ¢ € Inax to be chosen later, and 7 is the remainder. In

this decomposition, we do not assume the orthogonality between ®, and n(t) in L?

real
(see (ALET) below).

4.1 Linearized operator

The decomposition (4.1 leads us to the linearized operator £, around ®,, which is defined
by

p+1 2¢ 4. gr_9 1

-1 4
Lou = wu — Au — PPy, — p—‘bg_lﬂ — =9 Pu— )
2 2 2
(4.2)
_4_ _4
= (w=A—p®/ 1 — (2 = 1) )R[u] +i(w— A — /1 — &J7)S[ul.
The operator £, is self-adjoint in L2, ;(R?), and for any u,v € H'(R?),
[S8(@u)u|v = (Lo, v) gr-1 g1 (4.3)
It is convenient to introduce the operators L,  and L, _:
a4
Lyt =w—A—pdP~t (25 —1)®2, (4.4)
4
Ly i=w—A—0Pt i, (4.5)
Then, we have
Lou = Ly Ru] + 1Ly, - Sul. (4.6)
Moreover, since ®,, is a solution to (L), we can verify that
L,y =Ly P, =—(p— 102 — (2* —2)02 1 (4.7)
L, (i®y,) = Ly P, =0, (4.8)
L0y = Ly 4 0Py = — . (4.9)
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Inserting the decomposition ¥(t) = e (®,, 4 n(t)) into the equation (NLI), we obtain

the equation for 7:

SHE) = =iLun(t) — i T (6) = w }( @y +0(1)) + N (n(1)), (4.10)
where N, (n) denotes the higher order term of 7, i.e.,

1 -1

Ny(n) = |®,, +77‘p_1 (CI)w +77) - ‘q)w’p_l(bw T 9 w Tg w

9¢ 4 9r_9 &
+|¢w+n|f3(¢w+n)—|<1>w|ﬁ<1>w—5c1>5*2n— —opy (41

_ O(|n|min{2,p}).

We see from (LI0) that the operator —iL,, relates to the behavior of the remainder 7(t).

Unfortunately, —i£,, is not symmetric in L?eal(Rd), and therefore we do not have the

orthogonality of eigenfunctions in this space. Thus, we need to work in the symplectic
space (L?(R%),Q) instead of L2

real

(R?), where Q is the symplectic form defined by

0f.9):=9 [ 1@ ds = (fig) s (112)

real

Proposition 4.1. Assume d > 3 and 1 + % <p<2f—1. Let wy be the frequency given
by Proposition [2.] Then, there exists wa € (0,wy) such that for any w € (0,wq), —iL,,
has a positive eigenvalue i, as an operator in L%eal(Rd). Furthermore, the eigenvalue p
satisfies that

(Lo, 4w, w) -1 1
(L~ )", u) 2

real

~ 2 =inf { cue HURY), (u,0,)2 =0 } . (4.13)

Proof of Proposition [{.1. We prove the proposition following the exposition in Section 2
of [9]. What we need to prove is that there exist a function u € H'(R?Y) and v < 0 such
that

Ly Ly +u=vu. (4.14)

Indeed, putting f1 = —R[u] and fo = —/—=v(Ly )" 'Ru], we see from (@H) and EI4)
that

—iLy,(f1 +if2) = —ily 4 f1 + Lo, fo

= i(Lu,-) " WR[u] — Lo,V =v(Lo )" Rlu] = V=v(fi +if2).

(4.15)

Furthermore, we can verify that the problem ({I4)) is equivalent to that there exist
u € HY(R?), v < 0 and o € R such that

L,iu = I/(LM,)_lu + ad,,,
(4.16)
(u, (I)w)LQ — 0

real
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Note here that Ker L,, — = span{®,,} (see LemmalB.I]) and —®,, = L, 1 9,,P,, (see [L9)).
The problem (£I0) leads us to the following minimizing problem

(Lo, 4w, u) -1 1
(Lw,=)"tu,u)pe

We can verify that any minimizer of (A7) satisfies the equation ([AI6) with v = v,

for some o € R. Thus, it suffices to show that —oco < 1, < 0 and the existence of a

v, = inf { cue H'RY), (u,0.); =0} (4.17)

minimizer.
First, we shall show that —oo < 1. We take any u € H'(R?) with (u, ®,,);2 =0
Then, we see from Proposition that

<Lw,+ua U>H*1,H1
((Lwﬁ )71% U)L2

real

4
(Lo uw g - DL+ (28 = 20 Ju,u) g (4.18)
- _1 - _1 :
I(Luw,—) " Zull7 I(Luw,—) " Zull7

(Lo )2l

> H——C(w)

(L) a2,

1]/

o 1 o 0
-1 12
(Lo, )" 2ull72
where C'(w) is some positive constant depending on w. Moreover, it is easy to see that

1 1 1 1
lullze = ((Lw—)2u, (Lo -)"2u) g2 < (Lo )2l g2l (Lo ) "2 ull 2

real

Clw)
2

. (4.19)

= 50w)

1 1
(L) 2ull?2 + I(Lw-) "2 ull72.

Putting the estimates (EIR) and (@I9) together, we find that v, > —C(w)? > —oo.
Next, we shall show that v, is negative for any sufficiently small w > 0. To this end,

we introduce projections II,, and II:

(u, Py,) 2 (u,U) 2
ku =Uu— %;M(bw, Hu =Uu— %U. (420)
[Pel72 U117

Then, we see from substitution of variables, Proposition and Lemma 2.7 that

<Lw,+ua u) -1 JH1
(Lo ) T u) 2

2 (Lw7+1_[w8w<1>w,Hw8w®w>H71,H1 . (Lw7+(wTwHw8w<I>w),wTwHwﬁw‘1>w>H717H1
((Lw,—) My 00 @y, 1,00 Py) 12 (Lo, ) M WT 10, ®0), 0T w0 ®u) 12

real

Wy, =w? inf{ cue HY(RY), (u,®,);2 = 0}

l

Sw

(LY TIAU, TIAU ) 1 g
(LY)='IAU, TIAU ) 1 2

real

asw | 0,

(4.21)
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where Zw,Jr, Zw,_, Ll and L' are operators defined by (I59), (I60), (I55) and (50),
respectively. Thus, it suffices to show that

(LY TIAU, TIAU Y 1
(LD ZTIAU AU 2

<0. (4.22)

Note here that we see from ([Z22]) and integration by parts that

AU = AU + %pU. (4.23)
Moreover, it follows from (222]) and (2.23]) that
AU, U) ;> -1
Lhav = LhAv - WLLU ——U- wUP. (4.24)
L2

Using (£23), (#24), (222) and integration by parts, we obtain that

—1
(LY TIAU, TIAU) o g = (—U — wm, AU + %”U>H717H1

p-1s 5 -D2
= WAV, - B e avy, o, - R, @)

real

_dp—1)s, /1 1 »
Since Lemma [B.1] implies that (ITAU, LT)=MIAU),» > 0, we find from that
Lreal
(#£22) holds.

Finally, we shall show the existence of a minimizer u for v,,. We can take a sequence
{u,} in H'(R?) such that

(Up, (I)W)Lfeaz =0, (4.26)
((Lw,f)_lunaun)[,ieal =1, (427)
lim (L 4 U, Un) g1 g1 = V. (4.28)
n—00 ’

Note here that Lemma [B.1] shows that the square root of L, — is well-defined. We see
from (428]), Proposition 22 the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (B and ([27)) that for

any sufficiently large number n,

HunH%—Il <(1 +W_1)<Lw,+umun>H—1,H1

+/ {P(@u(@)" ™ + (2 = 1)(@u(2)) 72 Hun(2) da
Rd

< (14 0™+ Cr(@) (L) 2t (Lo ) "Btz (4.20)

1 1
< (14070t + Cr ()L Bt 2 (o =) F 2

N[

1 1

=(1+w by, +¢ (W) (L, —tnp, un)i2 ((Lw,,)flun, un)z

real real

< (1+w M + Co(w)un | g1
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where C(w) and Cy(w) are some constants depending only on d, p and w. This implies
that {u,} is bounded in H'(R?) and therefore we can extract a subsequence of {u,} (still
denoted by the same symbol) and a function us, € H*(R?) such that

lim u, = U weakly in H!(R?), (4.30)
n—oo
(too; Puw)r2, =0, (4.31)
lim Dy, (2) | up (2))? dz = / Dy, ()| uoo (x)|? de, (4.32)
n—o0 Rd R4

where ¢ indicates p — 1 or ﬁ: Here, ([@31)) follows from (£.20) and (30), and (£32])
follows from ([€30) and Propositionre Furthermore, we can verify that

(L4 Uoos Uoo) -1 gt < Hminf(Ly, 4 tp, Uy ) g-1 g1 = vy < 0. (4.33)
’ n—00 ’ ’

In particular, the limit uq, is non-trivial. We also see from Lemma Bl (£3]), [£26]) and
([£27) that for any number n,

1(Zeo,-) " unllFn S (uns (Lo—) " tun) g2 <1, (4.34)

real

where the implicit constant depends on w. Hence, there exists a subsequence of {u,}
(still denoted by the same symbol) and a function vs, € H'(R?) such that

lim (L, ) My = veo weakly in H'(R?). (4.35)
n—o0

Furthermore, we see from (&) that for any test function ¢ € C°(R?),

(L, ~Voo, ®) -1t = (Lo, — @, Voo) -1 g1

(4.36)
= lim ((Lo—) " up, Lo—9) 12 = (oo, @)p2
n—00 real real
This together with (£3T]) shows that
Voo = (Lo —) Moo (4.37)
We also see from ([£37) and Lemma [B1] that
((Lw,,)_luw,uw)Lgeal = (Uoo,Lw,fUOO)Lfeal > 0. (4.38)
Furthermore, it follows from ([{.30), (£37), (£206) and [@.27) that
(Lo, —) Moo, Uoo) 2 < liminf((Ly ) Mup,un)pe =1, (4.39)
’ real n—oo ’ real
so that we can take p; > 1 such that ((Ly,—) ! p1tiec, p1uico) 2 =1 Suppose here that
p1 > 1. Then, we see from ([@31]) and (£33)) that
Vio < ALy, 4 p1Uoos P1Uoo) g1 1 < (L, 1 Uoo, Uoo) -1 g1 < V- (4.40)
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This is a contradiction. Thus, we have shown that

(Lo~ ) Moo, oo )2 = 1. (4.41)

real

Then, the same argument as ([£.40) shows that

Vio = (Lo 4 Uoos Yoo) -1, H1 - (4.42)

This together with (£31]) and (£41]) shows that u., is a minimizer for the problem
@&I1D). O

4.2 Symplectic decomposition

In this subsection, we assume that d > 3, 1 + % <p<2*—1and 0 < w < wy, where
wy is the frequency given in Proposition Il Note that —i£L,, has a positive eigenvalue
p > 0 as an operator in L2, (R%).

We will apply the “symplectic decomposition” corresponding to the discrete modes
of —iL,, to the remainder n in ([@J]) (see (£4]]) below). Moreover, we determine the
function 0(t) in (£1]).

Let U4 be an eigenfunction corresponding to the positive eigenvalue p, and put
U= U, (4.43)

Then, we have

— LU =il Uy = — il = —pl_. (4.44)

Hence, U_ is an eigenfunction of —:L,, corresponding to —u. We assume that U, and

U_ are normalized in the following sense:
QU uU_) =1, QU Uy) =—1. (4.45)
It is obvious that
QU Uy ) =Q(U_,U_) = 0. (4.46)
Furthermore, it follows from (L)), (£9) and £,Us+ = £ipUy that
Q(i®y, Us) = (0P, Us) = 0. (4.47)

Now, we expand the remainder 7(¢) in the decomposition (£I]) by the discrete modes
of —il,,:
1) = A (OWs + A (U + a(t)idy, + b(1)2B., + (1), (4.43)
where

Q(v(t), U3 ) = Q(v(1),U-) = Q(y(1),iPy) = Q((t), 0.Py,) = 0. (4.49)
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We see from (£45]), [A40]) and ([A47) that the coefficients are as follows:

)‘-l—(t) = Q(n(t)vu—)v )‘—(t) = —Q(?](t),U+), (4'50)

a(t) = Q(n(t), 0,9, Q(n(t),i®y)
((I)u.n aw(bw)Lf 7 (q)w’ awq)w)Lgeal

eal

b(t) = — (4.51)

Note here that the denominators in (fL5]I]) are non-zero (see (iii) of Proposition 2.7]).

Moreover, it follows from Holder’s inequality that

M) = Q). Us)® < [UelfZ2n(®)lI7.- (4.52)

We require that the mode i®,, does not appear in the decomposition (L48]), that is,
a(t) = 0. To this end, we choose the function 6(¢) in (1) so that

Qe M(t), 8,9,,) = 0. (4.53)

Then, it follows from Q(®,,0,P,) = 0 that Q(n(t), 0, P,) = 0, and therefore a(t) = 0.
Furthermore, the choice of () has room of an integer multiple of 7. Hence, in addition
to (£53), we can choose (t) so that

(e W), 0,0) 2 < 0. (4.54)

This choice of 6(t) plays an important role in the argument below (see (G.I0])).

4.3 Modulation equations

We continue the discussion about the decompositions ([£1]) and ([@48) for a solution 1)
to (NLS). Throughout this subsection, as well as Section 2] we assume that d > 3,
142 <p<2 —1land 0 <w < wy. Furthermore, we assume that ¢ satisfies ([Z53),

(#54) and
M) = M(Dy). (4.55)

Since

M(1h) = M(®o,) + M) + (P (1)) 2 (4.56)

real

the condition (A55) implies that for any ¢ € Iax,

(Purn(t) 2 = =M(n(1)). (4.57)

real

(RY).
Our aim here is to derive ordinary differential equations for 8, A, and A_ under the

condition (4.55)).

First, we shall derive an equation for §. We see from ([L53)) that

In particular, there is no orthogonality between ®,, and n(t) in L% cal

0= L@, +n0).0,0.) = (2(0).i0,9.), (4.58)

dt dt

eal
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Putting (£I0) and ([A58) together, we obtain

0= (~Lun®) —{ T(1) — w} (@ + (1) + Noln(t)), 2

real

= {%(t) — (@ + (1), 0.8.) 1 (4.59)

real

= - (’I’](t), Lwawq)w)L2

real

+ (Nu(n(t)), 8,%w) ;2

real

Furthermore, using (£9) and (£57), we obtain the equation for 6:
do
(SO —w} (@ +n(t),0.0.),

Next, we shall derive equations for A\ and A_. It follows from (@I0)), (£47), (£50) and
LUy = +ipUy that

= M) + (Non(D),8,8.) 2 . (4.60)

real

dhs
dt

(1) = (1) 1)

= £Q(—ikun(t) — i T (1)~ Jn(t) + iNo (1)), Us)

" (4.61)
= (), ints) o F ({50 = whn(®) - No®), Us)
= 0 () F ({ 50— whle) = Non(e)), W) 0
Thus, we have obtained equations for A, and A_:
P (1) = e () — ({ 50— Jnle) — No(0). ) (4.62)
T ()= w0+ ({50 -0 - o) ) e (463)
Note here that it follows from £, U+ = £pUy, [@62), [@63) and ([@45]) that
(L U+ A (), oo+ D (0 s
= - O Dt~ whn(t) ~ Noln(®). 1) (1.64)

+ M)\+(t)({%(t) — w}n(t) — Nu(n(t)), u+)L2

real
4.4 Linearized energy norm

Our aim here it to introduce the “linearized energy norm” for the remainder 7 in the
decomposition ([£I]). Throughout this subsection, as well as Section .3} we assume that
d>3,1+3<p<2 —-1,0<w< wp and 1 is a solution to (NLI) satisfying (ZE3)
through (4.53).
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Put
I(t) == b(t) 0P + v(1). (4.65)
Then, since a(t) = 0 (see [@53)), the decomposition ([£48]) is rewritten by

n(t) = A (U + A_()U_ + T'(2). (4.66)
We see from ([£47)) and (£49) that
QT (1), Uy) = QI(t),U-) = QD(t), 0,P.,) = 0. (4.67)

As a consequence of these orthogonalities, we have the following relationship:
Lemma 4.2. The function T in the decomposition ([AG6]) satisfies
(LT (), L) -1 ~ L) (4.68)

for all t € Imax, where the implicit constant depends on w as well as d and p.
Proof of Lemma[f.3 Lemma [B.5] together with (LG7)) gives the desired result. U

Now, we see from (£55]), Taylor’s expansion around @, S/ (®,,) =0, [E3), L, UL =
+ipUy and ([@45) that

H(W) = H(Pw) = Su(¥)) — Su(Pw)

= Sule") = 80 () = Su(®u +11(1)) — S (Pw)
1 min
= S{Lan(®),n(®) w1 + O[5 7
1 : 1 , (4.69)
= A OA (Ol Uz A (DA (Ol )
1 min
+ LT, T(O) 1, + O 7
1 min
= AL (A=) + ST, D(O) 1,1+ O @Il 7).
We define the linearized energy norm ||n(t)||z by
1
IO = B 020+ A2 (1)) + HELT (0.0} (1.70)
Then, we see from ([€69) that
1% 2 min{3,
M) — H(@) + L () + A1)~ Il = 0@ e+, @)
Lemma 4.3. The function I" in the decomposition (LGB0l satisfies
T e < (@) (4.72)
for all t € Lhax. Moreover, we have
@l ~ 0@ &- (4.73)

Here, the implicit constants in [E12) and [E13) depend on w as well as d and p.
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Proof of Lemma[f-3. We see from [@52) that
IO = () = A (UL = A (U7
S @O + AL O F + 22 @U- 7 (4.74)
S (L 2 Us |70 IO 1715

which proves (4.72).
Next, we shall prove [@T3). We see from [G0), U_ = U, (see [@ZJ)), Lemma A2
and the definition (£70) that

()17 = I (U + A (OU- +T(1)][7
SO T+ A2 ONU- 7+ T @) 13
(4.75)

S F (A2 () + X2 (1) + (Lol (@), T(8) g1 g

S max{1, p H(L A+ UL 30 In(8)]|%-
Moreover, it follows from (£52]), Lemma [L.2] and (£74]) that

IO S plWellZ2lln@®ll72 + IT@E]F
S U2 In@ 7 + (1 + 20U [ @) 1 -

Putting ([L70) and (@710 together, we find that (73] holds. O

(4.76)

4.5 Distance function from the ground state

Our aim here is to introduce a distance function from the ground state ®,, by using the
linearized energy norm (LTQ) (cf. [25]). Throughout this subsection, we assume that
d>3,1 +% <p<2*—T1and 0 < w < wsy, where wo is the frequency given by Proposition
41l

We see from [@LT1)), and [A73]) in Lemma [4.3] that there exists a constant dg(w) > 0
with the following property: for any solution v to (NLS)) satisfying M (¢)) = M(®,,) and
any t € Imax(v) for which ||n(t)||g < 40g(w),

()%
0

(1) — H@®) + 5 (0 (1) + A1) = ()% |< (477)

where 7(t), A+ (t) and A_(¢) are the functions appearing in the decomposition for ¢ of

the form (A1) with ([AGG]) (see also ([A4]), ([A53) and (£54). Regarding the initial data

of a solution to (NLI)) as a general function in H'(R?), we find that the following fact
holds:

Proposition 4.4. There exists a constant dg(w) > 0 with the following property: let u
be a function in H*(RY) satisfying M(u) = M(®y,). Consider the decomposition of the
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form
w= (@, + ), Qe Mu,0,0,) =0, (e7Mu,0,8,)2 <0,
nu] = A Jully + A_[u]U_ + T[u].
Define [lnful by
el o= 5 (O + X2 [u]) + 5 80T lul, Tl -1

Furthermore, assume that
Inlullle < 40p(w).

Then,

M)~ 1)+ 0l )~ i < L2,

(4.78)

(4.79)

(4.80)

(4.81)

(4.82)

Now, we introduce a distance function d,. To this end, fix a non-increasing smooth

function y on [0, 00) such that

- 1 if 0<r<l,
T) =
X 0 if r > 2.

Moreover, we define
HL(RY) := {ue H'(RY): M(u) = M(D,)}.

Then, we define a function d,: HL(R%) — [0,00) by

ot = Inlull +x (G5 ) €t

where dp(w) is the constant given by Proposition 4], and
i 2
Coo(w) i=H(u) = H(Pw) + 5 (A [u] +A-[u])” - In{u]|[%-
We rephrase ([@82)) as follows: if ||n[u]||z < 40g(w), then

) < Il

(4.83)

(4.84)

(4.85)

(4.86)

(4.87)

Now, we consider a solution ¢ to (NLI) satisfying M(¢)) = M(®,,). In the decom-
position (@Il with (66, it is convenient to introduce new parameters A;(t) and Ao (t)

defined by
n( = 2T,y = OS2
We see from ((L62) and (.G3) that
T =ma) + (GO o) - Koo, W Uz,
%(f) = pa(t) - %({%(t) —wn(t) = No(n(®). U +U)pz,

An important property of the distance function d,, (1 (t)) is the following:
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Lemma 4.5. Assume that there exists an interval I on which

sup du(¥(t)) < 0p(w). (4.91)

Then, all of the following hold for allt € I:

SN < du(w(0)” < Sn)l% (492
(1)) = H(¥) — H(Pw) + 2pA3 (1), (4.93)
L a0 = 422 ot) + 40 O D0 —whn(t) ~ No((®), 1) (4.94)
Furthermore, if
§ult) <+ (Y1) (4.95)
holds for all t € I, then
A6 (1)) ~ M () (4.96)

for all t € I, where the implicit constant depends on w as well as d and p.

Proof of Lemma [{.J First, we shall show that for any ¢t € I,

Int)lle < 40p(w). (4.97)

Suppose for contradiction that ||n(to)|| g > 40r(w) for some ¢y € I. Then, it follows from
the definition (@85 that d, (¥ (to)) = ||n(to)||r > 40 (w). However, this contradicts the

assumption (LIT)). Thus, we have proved (E9T). Using ([EST) and ({397, we can verify
(#92). Indeed,

SIn)1% < IOl — |Cu()]

, (4.98)
< dy((1)* < InOIF + [Co@®)] < 5InOIE-
Next, we shall derive the equation ([L93]). We see from [@LI1]) and ([@I92]) that
In(O11E < 2du((t))* < 205 (w)?. (4.99)

Furthermore, it follows from the definition of d, (1 (t)) (see ([S5]) and ([Z30])) that

A0 (1) = ()% + Cul(®) = H(w) — H@) + KO+ A @), (@100

so that (£93) holds.

The equation ([£94) follows from (£.93]) and (4.89]).
Finally, we shall prove ([496]). We see from the definition of Cy,(1(t)) (see (4.80)),

(£97) and (4L87) that
IO = Hw) — K@) + £ (e t) + A1) - Culaitt)

()%
0

(4.101)
< H(WY) — H(DPy,) +

=

(AL (t) +2_(0)* +
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so that

9
TolIn@IE < H@) = H(®w) + 2pM (1", (4.102)
Moreover, it follows from the assumptions [@55]) and [@395]), and m,, = S, (P,,) that
1
7‘1(7/)) - /H((I)w) = Sw(¢) - Sw(q)w) < §dw(w(t))2 (4'103)
Putting (£.92)), (£102) and (£I03) together, we obtain that
, 3 , 5 , 10 )
A1) < S < () + i 1) (1.104)
Hence, we have
d,(P(1))? < 200X (1)2. (4.105)

On the other hand, we see from (£52), Lemma L3 and (£.92) that
pAL()* < 2u(AL (1) + AZ(1)) < AplUp |72 (D72 < du(¥(t))?, (4.106)

where the implicit constant depends on  and ||U ||2,. Combining (AI05) and @I0G),
we obtain (Z.90]). O

4.6 Fundamental properties of the eigenfunctions

In connection with A; and A (see (L88])), we introduce the real-valued functions f; and

fa:
R R
We shall observe the properties of f; and fo. Throughout this subsection, we assume
that d > 3, 1 —i—% <p<2*—1,0<w < wy and ([{E5H), where wy is the constant given by
Proposition .11

First, we note that the decomposition (£66]) of n(t) is expressed as follows in terms
of the functions fi and fo defined by (ZI07):

= 3U,). (4.107)

n(t) = 21 (t) f1 + 2id2(t) fo + T(¢). (4.108)
We see from (6] and £,U; = ipll; that
Ly f1 = —pfa, Ly —fo=pfr. (4.109)
Furthermore, it follows from the elliptic regularity for (£I09]) that
[f1llzoe + [l f2llzoe < oo. (4.110)

Lemma 4.6. We have that fy ¢ span{®,} = Ker L, _.
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Proof of Lemma [{.6. Suppose for a contradiction that f» = k®,, for some k # 0. Then,
it follows from (L.8]) and ([LI07) that

0 = kLo, (i) = Lo,(ifs) = %Lw(m )= %wm + %mu, —ipfi. (4111
Furthermore, we see from (£I09) and (£IT11) that

— pifo =Lyt fr =0. (4.112)

Thus, f1 = fo = 0. This is a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.7. We have the following orthogonalities:

((I)w,fl)LQ = (awq)w,f2)L2 =0. (4113)
Furthermore, we have
(fl,f2)L2 >0 (4114)
and
(Pus, f2) ;5 # 0. (4.115)

Proof of Lemma[f-7 Since L, _®, =0 and L, _ is self-adjoint in L?(R?), we find from
(#I109) that

(®ur 1) 2 = 1™ L f2, Q1,1 = 1 (Lo Py f2) 2 = 0. (4.116)
On the other hand, it follows from (ZI03J), (A9) and the self-adjointness of L, ; in

L?*(R%) that

(awq)o.uf2)L2 = _,U/_1<Lw,+flaawq)w>H—17H1 = _N_l(Lw,+aw(I)w,f1)L2 = ,U/_l(q)unfl)lg,
(4.117)

which together with ([LII6]) proves (LI13]).
Next, we shall prove (£I14). It follows from (£I09) that

(fi.f2) o = 1 (Lo~ fo, fo) -1 111 (4.118)

Since fo & Ker L, — (see LemmalL0]), Lemma[B.Iltogether with (ZII8]) shows the desired
result.

Finally, we prove ([LI15]). Suppose for contradiction that (P, fo)r2 = 0. Then, we
see from ([T, the self-adjointness of L, y and ([@I09) that

(p—1)®L + (2" =2)02 " f1) ;o = — (Lot Pu f1) 1o = (P, f2) o = 0. (4.119)

Hence, it follows from Lemma [B.3] that (L., 1 f1, f1) g-1 g2 > 0. However, it must follow

from (£109) and ([AI14]) that
(Lo fro frd -1, m = —p(f2, 1) 12 <0 (4.120)

This is a contradiction. Thus, we find that ([LII5]) holds. O
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The relation ([A.II5]) in Lemma (.7 allows us to choose fa so that
(®u, f2) 12 < O. (4.121)

In our analysis, the frequency w varies. In particular, we need to take w — 0. Hence,
we have to pay attention to the dependence of w. Such a bother does not appear in the
scale invariant cases such as (LI8]) (see [25]). The following lemma plays an important

role to prove the ejection lemma (Lemma [5.2)):

Lemma 4.8. For any constant C > 0, there exists w(C) > 0 such that for any w €
(0,w(C)),
:U'{(q)wafz)LQ{ > C{(Q)ZJ _17f1)L2" (4122)

Proof of Lemma[4.8 We use the notation p,, fi. and fao, instead of p, fi and f in
order to emphasise the dependence on w.
Suppose for contradiction that there exists a constant Cy > 0 with the following

property: for any number n, there exists wy, € (0, %) such that

feon | (@sys fown) 2| < Col(®271 frwn) 2], (4.123)

where fi,,, and fa,, are functions given by (LI07) for w,. We consider the functions
fin and fo,, defined by

fl,n = w;spTwnf17Wn7 fz,n = w;spTwnfszn' (4124)

It follows from (EI09) that

Lt frn = =t oy Ly — foun = toon@in  f1m, (4.125)

where Zw,+ and Zw,, are the operators defined by (L59) and (LG0), respectively. We

put
L fl,n
In ‘= 7 o

M frnllen”

Then, we can take a real-valued function g in H'(R?) such that

f2n
hy,, = —————. 4.126
1 Finll (4.126)

lim g, =g weakly in H'(R?). (4.127)
n—oo

We shall show that g is non-trivial. Suppose for contradiction that g was trivial. Then,
it follows from Lemma [27] ([AI25]), Proposition and (LI127) that

—sp—1

—1
. —w 5 o —wr e,
0> lim —Fn(fy o fo ) pe = lim b (g g
n=oo | finllFn n=00 || finllf
. 1 ~
= lim 72<me+fl,n7fl,n>H*1,H1
n=00 | finllFn (4.128)
o, S 4 2
=1— lim {p(Twnq)wn)p_ lgn|” +wn P71 (2" = 1)(T0, P, ) T2 | g }dw
n—o0 Rd
=1.
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This is a contradiction, and therefore g is non-trivial.
Next, we shall show that there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for any number n
and any real-valued function f € H'(R?) with (f,T,, ®., )2 =0,

(Lo > D) =110 = Col £l (4.129)

Suppose for contradiction that we could take a subsequence of {w,,} (still denoted by the
same symbol) and a sequence {f,} in H'(R?) such that

W (Lo, — fos a1 =0, falr =1 (fasTon @)z = 0. (4.130)

n—o0

Furthermore, we can take fy € H'(R?) such that lim, ;o f, = fo weakly in H'(R?).
Then, we see from the weak lower semicontinuity and Proposition that
0= lim <Lwn,—fn7fn>H*1,H1
n—o0

2% —(p+1)

= lim {|full3n — /(Twnq>wn)1)—1|fn|2dx —wy P71 /(Twn¢wn)cﬁ2|fn|2dx }
n—oo

> <LJLanfO>H—1,H1-

(4.131)
Moreover, it follows from Proposition and the hypothesis (£I30]) that
(fo,U)r2 = lim (fn, 1o, Py, )12 = 0. (4.132)
n—o0

Hence, we conclude from [@I31) and the positivity of LT together with (@I32) that

0> (L! fo, fo) 2 I foll3, (4.133)

so that fy is trivial. However, the same argument as ([LI128)]) yields that fy is non-trivial.
Thus, we arrive at a contradiction and therefore (£129]) holds.
We shall show that {h,} is bounded in H'(RY). We see from ([@I129) and @I25) that

Collfonl?pn < (Lun—foms fond -1 = Hunwrn  (Fins fon) 2

= _<Ewn,+f1,mf1,n>H—1,H1 < CHfl,nH%{b

Dividing the both sides above by || f1,,,||%:, we find that {h,} is bounded in H'(R?).

We shall show that the sequence {,, w;, '} is bounded. It follows from (ZI25]) that

(4.134)

1| _ |<Lwn,ff2,n, fl,n>H—1,H1|
Hfl,n”%g

Furthermore, it follows from (@I27) and the boundedness of {g,} and {h,} in H(R?)
that

(4.135)

‘:U’wnwn

SUPpen (Lo, —Pns gn) -1, | _ suppen(llgnllzp + 1o l1%0)
lim inf oo [|gn]|22 ~ 9117

<1. (4.136)

~

s, | <
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Thus, we find that {u., w, '} is bounded.
Since {h,} is bounded in H'(R?), there exists h € H'(R?) such that
lim h, =h  weakly in H'(R9). (4.137)

n—o0

Moreover, we can take a subsequence of {y, w, '} (still denoted by the same symbol)
and v, € [0,00) such that lim, oo fiw,w, ! = vix. We shall show that v, # 0 and h is
non-trivial. Recall here that p,, is a positive eigenvalue of —iL,,,. We find from the

proof of Proposition [1] (see (£I5]) and (LI7)) that

(me+u, u>H*1,H1
((Leon, =) Hu )2
rea

Furthermore, it follows from the estimates (L.2I)) and ([£22) in the proof of Proposition
[4.1] shows that

— 2 = inf { cue HY(RY), (u, )2 =0 } L (4.138)

l

LI IAU, TIAU ) -
T L, (4.139)
n—o0 ((LL)~'IAU, TTAU ) 2

where II is the projection given by (£20). Thus, we find that v, # 0. Next, suppose
for contradiction that h was trivial. Then, we see from (£I125]) and (£I27) that for any
¥ € C(RY),

0= lim (Zwm_hn,<p>H717H1 = lim (g, w;, gn, ©) 12
n—oo n—oo real

= (g, @)Lgeal. (4.140)

However, this contradicts that v, # 0 and g is non-trivial. Thus, we find that h is
non-trivial.
Note that g and h satisfies that

Lig = —vih, L' h= Vi g. (4.141)

Then, applying the same proof of (£II5]) (use Lemma 2.2 in [9] instead of Lemma [B.3)),
we find that
(LY U By g1 g = (p — 1)(UP, h) 2 # 0. (4.142)

We see from ([@I09]) and the scaling that

— Wy o (@uss fr0) 12 = (Lot T @uos fron) 1,111 (4.143)
Moreover, it follows from Proposition that

lim L, 4T, P, = LlU  strongly in H(RY). (4.144)

This together with (£I37) yields

lim (L, 1 T Py P -1 1 = (LU RY 1 1. (4.145)

n—oo
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We find from (£I143)), (£145]) and (£I42)) that

nlggo Hfl,nHI_{llw?;llU/wn‘(@wn?f2,wn)L2‘ = nlggo |<Ewn,+Twnq)wna hn>H*1,H1|
(4.146)
= (L U )y o | 21,
On the other hand, it follows from Proposition and ([@LIZ27) that
li 1 g2 = lim | (T, ®u,)” ", 90) 12|
nlgb”fl,n”len ‘( Wn afl,,wn)L2| n1_>rno wn Pwp y9n ) L2 (4'147)

=|(U* 1 g)2] S 1.

Since zp*T—lz > 1, we conclude from (LI46]) and ([@I47) that for any sufficiently large

number n,

_2=2 . .
/’Lwn ‘ ((bwrw f2,,wn)L2 ‘ 2 Wn o +1{(¢(,2un_17 fl,,wn)L2 ‘ > CO‘((bin_17 fLUJn)LQ {7 (4148)

where Cj is the constant given in the hypothesis (ZI123]). However, this contradicts
(#I123). Thus, the desired result ([ZI122]) holds. O

Now, we see from ([@47) and [@ET) that

(Pu, I(t)) 2 = —M(n(t)). (4.149)
Moreover, we see from (A7) and (L8] that
dp—1 .
2wd, — 2AD,, — %@g — 2921
= (2= 5p) Lo~ Puy + spLu 4 Poy — (1 — 5)(2° = 2)07 ! (4.150)

= spLuo @ — (1= 5p) (2 =207 ' = —s,(p — 1)L, — (2" = 2)9% .
Furthermore, this together with ([LI08]), (4I09) and (AI49) shows that

K (®.)n(t)

= 2(wd, — AD,, — @@g - %@i*—l,n(t)m_lﬂl = 20(Pu,(t)) 2
= 25,1 (8) (Lo, Puoy f1) 12 — 2(1 = 5p) (2" = 2)M(1)(DZ 1, f1) 2
—sp((p— )@Y + (2 — 2)@% 1, T(1)) 12 (4.151)

real

— (1= sp)(2° = 2)(®2 1, L(t)p2 4+ wM(n(t))
= —2usp\1 (1) (Do, fo) 12 — 2(1 — 5,)(2° = 21 (1) (D2 L, f1) 12

—sp(p = D)(®EL, T'(#)) 2

real

— (2" = 2)(@% 7L T(t)) 2

real

+ wM(n(t)).
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5 Ejection lemma

Let wy denote the frequency given by Proposition ] throughout this section. Further-
more, for a given w € (0,ws), dp(w) denotes the constant given by Proposition .41

We see from the argument in the previous section that any solution 1 satisfying

M(¢) = M(®,,) has the decomposition of the form (ZI]) with 48], ([L53]) and @54).
Recall that d,: H}(R?) — [0,00) denotes the distance function defined by (#S5]).

The following lemma is a criterion of continuation for the solutions to (NLS)) in terms

of the ground state:

Lemma 5.1. Assume d > 3 and 1 + % < p < 2" —=1. Then, for any w € (0,ws), there
exists dp(w) € (0,0p(w)) such that if ¥ is a solution to (NLS)) satisfying

M(¢) = M(Dy), (5.1)
then 1 extends as long as dy,(1(t)) < dp(w).

Proof of Lemmal51. We prove the claim by contradiction. Hence, suppose to the con-
trary that there exists w € (0,ws) with the following property: for any dy € (0,dg(w)),
there exists a solution ¢ to (NLS) such that: M(¢)) = M(Py); Tinax := sup Imax(¥) < o0;
and SUP;e 1o 700) dw(¥(t)) < 0o for some g € Imax. Then, it follows from Lemma L3 and
Lemma that

sup  [n()m S sup du(¥(t)) < o, (5.2)
te[tmeax) tE[tmeax)

where the implicit constant depends only on d, p and w. In particular, we have

sup (&)l S [Pl + do- (5-3)
te [t() 7Tmax)

Let t; € (to, Tmax). Then, Strichartz’ estimate together with (5.2)) shows that
(D29t st i) S IV)ET 2 Rl st ) + 1780 11
S IV 2D g1y Do) + S0-

Furthermore, the small-data theory (Lemma [D.]) together with (B.3]) shows that there
exists (w) > 0 such that if

(V)= D29 (1) sty ) < (), (5.5)

then the solution 1 exists on [t1, Tiax]. Since

: i(t—t1)A _
i )20, g, 7 =0, (56)

we see from (B5.4) that if 09 < 0(w), then 1 extends beyond Ti,ax. However, this is a

contradiction. Thus, we have proved the lemma. ]
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Note here that if follows from Lemma[4.8 that there exists a frequency w(2*) € (0,ws)
such that for any w € (0,w(2%)),

psp| (Ru, f2) 2] = 2(1 — 5) (2" = 2)[(®F ", f1) 2] (5.7)

We use this fact in the proof of the ejection lemma below.

Lemma 5.2 (Ejection lemma). Assume d > 3 and 1 + % < p<2*—1. Then, for any
w € (0,w(2")), there exist constants ox € (0,00(w)) (do(w) denotes the constant given by
Lemmal2d), Ay > 0, B, >0, C, >0 and T, > 0 with the following properties: for any
to € R and any solution 1 to (NLS)) defined around ty satisfying

M) = M(Dy,), (5.8)
0< Ry := dw(lb(to)) < dx, (5.9)
Su(h) <me + R?%, (5.10)

we can extend 1 as long as dy,(¥(t)) < dx. Furthermore, assume that there exists T > tg
such that

Ry < min d,(¢(t)), (5.11)
telto,T)
and define
Tx :=inf {t € [to, T]: du(¥(t)) = 6x}, (5.12)

where we interpret Tx =T if d,(¢) < 0x on [to,T]. Then, for any t € [to, Tx],

A, et Ry < d,(4(t) < Boe" ) Ry, (5.13)
In(@)lli1 ~ sAa(t) ~ A () ~ €O Ry, (5.14)
min{3,p+1}
A=) + L@l S Ro+ (" Re) ™2, (5.15)
sK((t) 2 (eM770) — C,) Ry, (5.16)
where s is either s = 1 or s = —1. Moreover, d,(¢(t)) is increasing on the region

{t € [to, Tx]: to + TLRI™MP™H < 43+ and
d ~ Ro| < Ry™7) 5.17
|du(¥(t)) = Ro| < Ry (5.17)
on the region {t € [to, Tx]: to <t <to+ T*Rglin{l’pfl}}.

Proof of Lemma[52. Let 0x € (0,dp(w)) be a small constant to be chosen later, and let

1 be a solution satisfying (5.8), (5.9) and (5.I0). Since the equation (NLS) is invariant
under the time translations, it suffices to consider the case where ty = 0.

First, we find from Lemma [5.1] that ¢ extends as long as d,(¢(t)) < dx.
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Next, we assume (BI1) as well as (5.8), (59) and (5I0). Then, it follows from the
definition of T'x and to = 0 that for any t € [0, Tx],

0 (1)) < Bx < S(w). (5.15)
Hence, we see from Lemma 3] and Lemma [L7] that for any ¢ € [0, T'x],

T S M@l ~ In@®)lle ~ do (@) ~ A ()], (5.19)

%dw ((8)” = 4> M (D) Aa(t) + 4;m1<t>9({§<t> —whn(t) = No((®), /o). (5.20)

In particular, we deduce from ([£52), (5I8) and (5I9) that for any t € [0, Tx],
A-OIHITON e S @)l ~ P (B)] S 0x < 1. (5.21)
Furthermore, we find from (G.I1]) and (5.19) that for any ¢ € [0, Tx].
0< Ry S |Mi(8)], (5.22)
which together with the continuity of A\;(t) shows that for any ¢ € [0, T'x]
s := sgn[A1(¢)] = sgn[A1(0)]. (5.23)

Now, we further choose dx so small that

|(‘1)w,awq)w)L2|.

ox < 5.24
20,0 o2
Then, we find from ([&.2)) that for any ¢ € [0, T'x],
. |(‘1)w,awq)w)L2|
Dz < |In(t {1, —} 5.25
”77( )”L2 = Hn( )HHI < min 2||8wq)w”[,2 ( )

Furthermore, (5.27]) implies that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],
1
\(‘1>W+77(t),3w‘1>w)m\ > ‘(q)mawq)w)L?‘ - Hn(t)HL?Haw(I)wHL? > 5‘((I)w,awq)oJ)L2|- (5-26)

We see from Holder’s inequality and N, (1) = O(|n|™{22}) (see [@II)) that for any
function u € L'(R?) N L>®(RY),

< [[Ne(n(t))

e full e

N, t)),u
[(No(n(t)),u) 2 L

real

(5.27)

< @) PH | 1 e

We deduce from the equation ([A60) for 6(t), (B26), (B27) and (5.25) that for any
te [OaTX]a

do Hn(ﬂ“; In(®)]] iﬁlp}uaw@wHLlﬁLoo min{2
) —wl < Lr < in{2,p} 5.28
dt (t) ‘ ~ ‘((bu”aw(bw)[/?‘ ~ ”n(t)”Hl ’ ( )
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where the implicit constant depends on w. Furthermore, it follows from (G.28]), (5.27)
and ([5.25)) that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],

({50 oo - Moo, 2

(5.29)

min{2

do
< | Dty = Ol fell + IO ol

min{2,p}+1 min{2, min{2,
< (@) [P () [P < (e P

where the implicit constant depends on w. Hence, we find form (529) and (5I9) that
for any ¢ € [0, Tx],

‘Q({z—f(t) - w}n(t) — Nu(n(®), f2)| S )™, (5.30)

where the implicit constant depends on w. Similarly, we can verify that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],

do min{2,
(20— - M) | < e, @a
where the implicit constant depends on w.
We shall show that
A1(0) ~ A4 (0) ~ sRo, (5.32)

where the implicit constants depend on w. We see from (5.9) and (5.I1]) that

d

= 2Ro—dus (1(1))

>0, (5.33)

t=to=0 t=0

which together with (5.20]) yields

0 <IN + 02 GO -} - NawO) L) 630
Combining (5.34) with (5.30), we obtain that
0 < 122 sgn A (O] M (O)Aa(0) + Cufaa (O) 37+ (5.35)

for some constant C' > 0 depending on w. Furthermore, it follows from (G.35]) that
— CIA (0)™ 2P} < 1152y (0). (5.36)
Suppose here that s = sgn[A1(0)] = 1. Then, we see from ([5.22]), (536]) and (G2I) that
0< A (0) < A\ (0) — %\Al(m\mm{“} < AL(0) + A2(0) = A4 (0), (5.37)

so that sgn[A\;(0)] = 1. Suppose next that sgn[\;(0)] = —1. Then, (E30) becomes
pA2(0) < C|A(0)[™n{22} | This together with (5.210) shows that

A4 (0) = A(0) + Ao(0) < A1 (0) + %IM(OHM“””’} ~ 21 (0). (5.38)
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Thus, we conclude that
sgn[A1(0)] = sgn[A4(0)]. (5.39)

Since A1(0) and A4 (0) are independent of ¢, (5:39)) together with (519]) and d,,(¢(0)) = Ro
implies (5.32)).

Next, we shall prove (5.14) and (B.I3]). Since we have (5.19), it suffices for (5.14) to
show that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],

Al(t) ~ )\+(t) ~ 5R06Mt_ (5.40)
Let a > 1 be a constant satisfying |\ (0)| < R, and consider
Ty :=sup { T € [0,Tx]: |\ (t)| < aRoe! for all t € [0,T] } . (5.41)

Then, we have T,, > 0. We shall show that T, = Tx. Suppose for contradiction that
T, < Tx. Then,
aRge!Te = |\ (T,)| < dx, (5.42)

where we have used (5.21]) to obtain the inequality. Using the equation ([A62]) for Ay, we
have that

Do) = (Do) —ars))
(5.43)

= —eiﬂt({%(t) — w}n(t) — N, (n(t))7 u_)L2

real

Furthermore, integrating the equation (0.43]), and then using (B.31)) and (5.21), we find
that for any ¢ € [0, T'x],

A4 () — A, (0)] = et /0 e**”({%@—w}n(s)—%(n(s)), U-),, ds

real

(5.44)

~

t 6
</ e#(tfs)P\l(s)‘mm{ P} ds,
0
where the implicit constant depends on w. Similarly, we have
' in{2.0}
IA_(t) — e MA_(0)] S / e M) [\ ()| ds. (5.45)
0

Then, we find from (5.44), (545), (£32) and (B2]) that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],

A@)] < A (O] + [A- ()]

t .
S AL (0)] + e A (0)] + / I (s)[ s )
0

t .
< eMRy+ Ry + et / e*““"!)\l(s)!mm&’p} ds.
0
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This together with the definition of T, (see (5.41])) and (542) shows that

IAL(Tw)| S TRy + (aRgetTe)min{2.p}

pomin{1,p — 1}

1 min{1,p—1} T,
) ’ Rgel e,
pmin{Lp—1p xR

(5.47)

S e/J'Ta RO +
Hence, if mémm{l’p Y« 1, then (A7) implies that |Ai(T,)| < 2aRgetTe.
However, this contradicts (5.42]). Thus, we have proved that T, = Tx, and therefore for
any t € [0, Tx],

(A ()] S Roet. (5.48)

We also see from ([.44]), (B.45]) and (B48]) that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],
(1) — €400 (0)] S (Roerymint2e, (5.49)
IAZ(t) — e MA(0)] S (Roet)mint2e), (5.50)

Furthermore, we find from (5.32)), (5.49) and (5.50) that (5.40) holds. Combining (519

and (0.40), we also obtain (5.13]).
We shall prove ([G.I5]). It follows from (5.40) that for any t € [0, Tx],

e O]+ A=) < (O] + [Aa(t)] ~ Roe'™. (5.51)
Furthermore, (5.50) together with (5.51]) shows that
IA_(t)| S e A_(0)] + (Roet)™in{2PY < Ry + (Roet)min{2e), (5.52)

In order to complete the proof of (15]), we employ the “nonlinear energy projected onto
U+ plane”:
Epgu y(t) = Su(Pu + Ay (UL + A (H)U-) — S (Pu). (5.53)

The second order Taylor’s expansion around ®,, together with S/ (®,,) = 0, [@3)), LUy =
+ipUy and (A45) shows that

By (0) = 5848 D (DU + A (U] {0 (U + A (0L}
+O(|[As (U + A (DU |t
_ %<zw(x+(t)u+ AU A (DU + A (DU o1
O(|[ Ay (U + A (DU |31 (5.54)

(A (U — ipA - (U, Ay (U + A (DU

real

l\')IH

H)\+ u+ +)\ u Hmln{?;,erl})
— I (A () + O(| A (U + A_(pU_|[mintSrtthy,
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We find from ([4.69), (5.8]), (5.54) and Lemma [4.2] that

Su(¥) = Su(Pw) — Epu, u_y(t)

::%(LMF@%IYQ>H*%H1
(5.55)

+ O(ln() B BrH L O(||Ay (L + A (U |[2inCe)

~ T + OUn@) [mr B3Py L O(| Ay (U 4+ A (u_|[mrErHi,

Moreover, it follows from S/, (®,,) = 0, ([@3]), (£64) and (E3T) that

‘ %E{m ,u_}(t)‘

X d\_
W+ (U |

<|[sz@a o a0 {‘3—:<t>u+ o))

= | (@ + Ar s + AU ){

YU ||t p}H s dAt‘ (U

+ Uy + A
I+ (ot ! (5.56)

X d\_

o DU+ — = OU-) -1

- ‘(Lw(x+(t)u+ +A-(HU-),

- [T + S,

+ [ A+ (U4 + A (

< p(IA= ()] + Ay () mint3pF1Y

- d\ dA_
min{2,p} ‘ + ‘ ‘ ‘ )
+ (A O+ @)= (|20 + |- 0))
Here, the equations ([£62]) and ([A63]) together with (B.28) and (B.27) show that for any
t €10, Tx],

P 0] < ure (0] + | 20 | I e 12+ | (N (1)), 1) |

Teal

< O+ PO+ [ B 4 e e e (5.57)

S )]+ (@) + A (DU + A (U +T(8) | mrt#h
< @]+ @]+ [T@ e,

where the implicit constant depends on w. Putting (556) and (557 together, we find
that for any t € [0, T'x],

—F t
‘dt {”+“l-}()‘ | (5.58)
S IT@IEE? (A O+ A=) + (A 0]+ A=) ™,
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where the implicit constant depends on w. Furthermore, we find from (£55]), the decom-
position [£66) and (EE]) that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],

IT ()1
g Sw(w) - Sw(q)w) - E{U+,U_}(0) - (E{u_hu_}(t) — E{U+,U_}(0))
O™ U e+ 3O 0)

t
< ITO)%: + /0

EE{M ,u_}(t’)‘ dt’

+ sup ||F(t/)+>\+(t/)u++>\ u Hmln{37p+1}
- (5.59)

+osup (A ()] + ()
o<t’' <t

SIPO -+ [ IEETE ) + 7))

t .
4 /0 (A ()] + ()P ) gye

min{3,p+1 in{3p+1
+ sup ”F( )” {3,p+1} + sup (’)\+(t,)’ + ‘)\_(t/)‘)mm{ P+ }
0<t’'<t 0<t/<t

Suppose here that p < 2, so that min{3,p + 1} = p+ 1. Note that p+ 1 < 2%}). Then, it
follows from (5.59]), Young’s inequality, (5.19), (5.51) and (B.40) that for any ¢ € [0, Tx],

t 2
sup D) S 1P+ [ (M) + A=) =7 e
0<t/<t 0

" /0 (A ()] + A ()P ar

+ s {2 ()]+ A ()}
o<t'<
(5.60)

t
SO+ [ @+ sip )P
0

0<t/<t

t
,§R§+/ (Roe“t/)p+1 dt + sup (Roe“t/)p+1
0

0<t'<t
< R%2 + (Rge! )P,

This together with (5.52]) gives us the desired result (5I5]) for p < 2. Similarly, we can

prove (B.13) for p > 2.
We shall prove that there exists T, > 0 such that d,(¢(t)) is strictly increasing on
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[T*Rronin{l’p_l},TX]. It follows from (B.19)), (£20) and (B30) that for any ¢t € [0, Tx],
d d 1d

M) (4(1)) ~ (D) da0(0)) = 5 (1) o
> 22 A (H)]sha(t) — Crpls (1) n 9+,
so that
G 0.06(0)) 2 #5halt) = Cra (]2 (5.62)

where C7 > 0 is constant depending only on d, p and w. Here, multiplying the equation
(#00) by s, integrating the resulting equation, and using (B.31)) and (540), we obtain
that

5)\2(t) = 5)\2(0) + ,u,/t s\ (t,) dt’
0

-5 /0 ) — ) = Nt A 410 ) 2 e (5.63)

t
> 520(0) + CoRo(eM — 1) — Cy / (Ryet ymin{22} gy
0

where Cy and C3 are some positive constants depending only on d, p and w. Here, we
see from (B.30) and (5.32) that
115 X2(0) > —|Aq (0)™ {20} o _ pin{Ze} (5.64)

where the implicit constants depend on w. Moreover, it follows from (.40) and (G227
that for any t € [0, T'x],

A1 ()] ~ Roe!" < dx, (5.65)

so that, taking dx sufficiently small dependently on w, we have

t '\ mind2 Co t / Co
Cs / (Roe!t ymind2p} gp! < 5 / Roe!t dt' = 7Ro(e“t —-1). (5.66)

0 0
Putting the estimates (5.63]), (5.64]) and (5.66]) together, we find that for any t € [0, Tx],
C min C min
5)\2(t) > 72R0(eﬂt — 1) — C4RO {2p} > 72R0,ut — C4RO {2.p} (5.67)
for some constants Cy > 0 depending only on d, p and w. Hence, if we choose T, > i—%’
then for any ¢ € [T*Rronin{l’p_l},TX],
sAa(t) > T,Cou R 2P (5.68)
Furthermore, it follows from (5.50), (5.40) and (551 that
A2(t)] = [A(B)] = [A- (D)

> (A1 (1) — e A (0) — C5 (e Ro)™ > (5.69)

> ¢ Roe!t — CgRoe ™Mt — Cs(Rget)™in{2p}

45



for some constants ¢; € (0,1), C5 > 0 and Cs > 0 depending only on d, p and w. Hence,
ift> 5 log (406) then we find from (5.69) and (5.40]) that

c
Ao (t)] > —1Roe’“ ~ A1 (). (5.70)
Furthermore, we see from (5.62)), (5.70) and (5.65) that for any ¢ > 5- log( 6),
d
Edw(zp(t)) > 0. (5.71)

On the other hand, if ¢ < 5- log (406) then we have
[A1(t)| ~ Roet" < Ry. (5.72)
Hence, choosing T suitably, and using B62), (B68) and (B72), we conclude that for
any t € [Tk Rmm{l’p 1 ,Tx] with ¢ < 5~ log (406)
d C T* min min
Sdu(() = B RTET - o x (1)) > 0, (5.73)

Putting (5.71)) and (5.73]) together, we obtain the desired result.
We shall prove (5.I7). It follows from d,(¢(0)) = Ry and the fundamental theorem

of calculus that

[4.0l6) = Rl < [ [Foduwis]as (5.74)

Here, it follows from (5.19), (520), (5.30) and (G:40) that

M ()| o (0| ~ |2 (00) % a((0)| = | Ss(00)?]

S AL A2(8)] + A (¢)|min{Se+Ld (5.75)

= @A) = M@+ M OB S ()P,
where the implicit constants depend on w. Furthermore, this together with (5.40) gives
us that for any ¢ € [0, 7% Rmm{1 P 1}]

| L du((0)] £ Roet (5.76)

Putting (5.74) and (B.76) together, we find that for any ¢t € [0, T Rmm{l’p 1}]

min{l,p—1}

|du, (¥(t)) — Ro| S / Roel ds < T, RIM™MPP) TR < RENERY (577

where the implicit constants depend on w. Thus, we have proved (G.17]).
Finally, we shall prove (BI6]). Taylor’s expansion of K around ®, together with
K(®,,) =0 and (£I51]) shows that

K@(t)) = K(®w +n(t)) = K'(Pu)n(t) + O(In(t)[171)
= —2usp M (£) (Do, fo) 12 — 2(1 — sp) (25 — 2N (£)(Z 7, f1) 12
—sp(p — (L, T()) 2

real

+wM(n(t) + O(ln®)lI7)-

) (5.78)
— (2" =2)(@7 L, T(1)2

real
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Furthermore, multiplying the both sides above by s = sgn[A;], and using (P, f2)r2 < 0

(see [EI21)), (1) and (BI9), we find that for any ¢ € [0, T'x],
SK(U()) = 28pm|(Pu, fo) 22 |IM ()] = 2(1 = 5p) (27 = 2)| (@, f1) 12 ][ Ma (2)]
= (= DIl et DO o1 = (27 = 2)| P |77 T ()] 2

L
—O(IM(®)P)

(5.79)
> spi|(Pus f2) L2 || A1 (8)]

= (2 = DII®u 71 [T @)l o1 — (27 = 2)[| Py

—O(IM(@)).

o IT) 2

Recall here that |\ (t)| < dx < 1 for t € [0,Tx] (see (5I9)). Then, we conclude from
1), (B40) and the proved result (B.I5) that there exists a constant C, > 0 depending
only on d, p and w such that

sK(4(t)) 2 Roe" — Ci Ry, (5.80)

where the implicit constant depends on w. Thus, we have completed the proof. O

6 Modified distance function

In this section, we continue to study the decomposition of the form (41l with (4.48]),
([@53) and @54). Our aim here is to introduce the “modified distance function” d,, (see

Proposition 6.2]). To this end, we introduce two distances between a function v € H'(R%)
and the orbit of ®;:

. . 20
dist g1 (u, O(Py)) = gugﬂf%Hu — e Py | g, (6.1)
i D)) := inf |lu — @, 2. 2
distyz (u7 O( w)) GHGIR ”u e w”L2 (6 )

Lemma 6.1. Assume d > 3, 1 + % < p <2 =1, and let wo be the frequency given by
Proposition[{-1. Then, for any w € (0,ws), there exists 1 (w) > 0 with the following prop-
erty: let 1 be a solution to (NLS) satisfying M(1) = M(®,,). If distg (¢(t), O(Py)) <
v (w), then

In(®)lle < distg (¥(t), 0(Rw)) < n(t)]E, (6.3)

and if distrz (¢(t), 0(®y,)) < y1(w), then

In()]lz2 ~ distra (1(t), 0(2w)). (6.4)

Here, n is the function appearing in the decomposition for 1 of the form [I) with (L48),

#53) and ([E54). Moreover, the implicit constants in ([63) and (64) depend on w as
well as d and p.
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Proof of Lemmal[6.1. Note first that Lemma [.3] shows
dist g1 (1(1), 0(2w)) < [[9(t) = €Dyl = [0 < lIn(®)lle- (6.5)
Moreover, we can take a continuous function 6y(t) of ¢ such that
() = 20O, | 4 = distn ((2), 0(®,). (6.6)

Put n9(t) := ¥(t) — ePWd,, so that ||no(t)|| g2 = dist (¥(t), O(®,,)). Then, it follows
from Q(®,,0,P,,) = (P, 10,Py,) 2 , = 0and #EE3) that

Qe 0o (1), 0,.) = Qe P Op(t), 8,8,,) — Q@O0 @, 9,8,)

— — (£1(00(t)=0(1))
(Ze (buh 80.}@(;))[/26(11 (67)
=sin (Og(t) — 0(t))(Pu, O D) 12 l
Hence, we have
| sin (6o (1) — G(t))H(@w, duq)w)Lfeal‘ < o)l 22|00 Po || 12
(6.8)
< dist g1 (¢(t), O(Pw) ) [| 00 Pos || 2
We see from (G8) and dist g1 (¢(t), 0(Py)) < 1 that
inf |0o(t) — 0(t) + k| < distg (¥(t), 0(Py)), (6.9)

keZ

where the implicit constant depends on w. Here, we can eliminate the case where k is
odd in the above infimum. Indeed, it follows from the choice of 6(t) (see ([@54])) that

0> (e7"W(t), 0uPu)r2

| (6.10)
= cos (0y(t) — 0(6)) (P, D)2+ (e Ono(t), D)z,

real

so that
— cos (o(t) = 0(1))(Pu, Du®u) 2> (e O(t), Do) p2 . (6.11)

Thus, supposing for contradiction that 6y (t) — 0(t) lay near an odd multiple of 7, we have

S (B0, 0,00) 2 > (" Oo(1), 0,8,)

real

(6.12)

However, this together with (iii) of Proposition 2:4] shows

1 .
13 5‘(@w7awq>w)L2wl‘ < HnO(t)HLQHQJCI)wHL? < dist g (w(t), O(q)w))”aw(bw”ﬂa (6.13)
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which contradicts that dist g (¥(t), O(®,)) < 1. Since dist g1 (¢(t), O(Py)) < 1 implies
that 6p(t) — 6(t) lies near an even multiple of 7, we see from Lemma and ([€9) that

In@)lle S In®lm = lle D) = @l m

< |€i(€°(t)7€(t)) — 11wl + lmo(t)]] g

< | cos (Bo(t) — (1)) — 1| + | sin (o(t) — 0(£))| + lImo(t) |2 (6.14)
N ,iré; |00(t) — 0(t) — 2k7| + [|no(t) | i1

< distg (¥(t), 0(Du)).

Putting (6.5]) and (6.14]) together, we obtain the desired result ([6.3]). The same argument
as the above shows (6.4)). O

Now, we recall that H}(R?) denotes the set {u € H'(R?): M(u) = M(®y)} (see
([£R4)). The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Lemma

Proposition 6.2. Assume d > 3, 1 —}—% < p < 2*—1, and let wy be the frequency
given by Proposition [{-1. Then, for any w € (0,ws), there exist a constant y(w) €
(0,0p(w)) (0p(w) denotes the constant given by Proposition [{.4)) and a continuous func-
tion d,: HL(RY) — [0,00) such that:

dyy (u) ~ dist g1 (u, 0(®,)), (6.15)
where the implicit constant depends only on d, p and w; and if glvw(u) < (w), then
dy,(u) = dy,(u), (6.16)
where d, is the distance function defined by (A80).

Remark 6.1. We can take the constant 0x given by the ejection lemma (Lemma [23)
so small that 0x < 7(w). Hence, we may assume that §x < 7(w) in what follows.

Lemma 6.3. Assume d > 3 and 1+ % <p < 2" =1, and let wy be the frequency given
by Proposition [{1. Then, for any w € (0,ws) and any 6 > 0, there exist €o(0) > 0 and
k1(8) > 0 with the following properties: €o(d) and k1(0) are non-decreasing with respect
to &; and for any radial function v € H'(R?) satisfying

M(u) = M(,), (6.17)
Su(t) < my, + 0(6), (6.18)
doy(u) > 6, (6.19)
we have either
K(u) < —r1(6) (6.20)



K(u) > min {x1(6), %HVUH%Q} (6.21)

Here, cjw denotes the function given by Proposition [6.2.

Proof of LemmalG3. We see from Holder’s inequality that if u € H'(R?) satisfies M (u) =
M(®,,), then

Jullpihs < BollE T e = M@ T (62)
Since 2 < @ < 2%, we see from ([622) and Sobolev’s embedding that there exists
co > 0 depending only on d, p and w such that if v € H'(R?) satisfies M(u) = M(®,)
and ||Vul2, < co, then K(u) > 3|[Vu||2,. Thus, for the desired result, it is sufficient to
prove that for any § > 0, there exist €9(6) > 0 and ko(d) > 0 with the following property:
for any radial function v € H'(R?) satisfying (6I7) through (6I9) and ||[Vul2, > co, we
have |KC(u)| > k1(d). We prove this by contradiction argument. Hence, we suppose to
the contrary that there exists §g > 0 with the following property: for any number n > 1,
there exists a radial function u,, € H'(RY) satisfying

M(un) = M(q)w)7 (6.23)
Sw(ty) < my + %, (6.24)
oy (un) > 00, (6.25)
flefl [Vt 2 > co, (6.26)
K ()] < = (6.27)
Un )| > n .

Then, we see from (6.24]) and (G27) that

2 Vunllfs < Zo(un) = Solun) = 7——sK(wn) < moy+2, (6.28)
so that

d
lunlfn < 2M(®w) + —(me +2). (6.29)
p

Hence, we can take a radial function us, € H'(RY) and a subsequence of {u,} (still
denoted by the same symbol {u,}) such that

lim u, = us  weakly in H'(R?) (6.30)
n—oo
and for any 2 < ¢ < 2%,
lim u, = ux strongly in LI(R%). (6.31)
n—oo
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We shall show that u. is non-trivial by using the contradiction argument. Hence, suppose
to the contrary that us = 0. Then, we see from (6.3]]) that

lm ||up||pp+1 = 0. (6.32)
n—oo
Moreover, ([6.27) together with (6.32]) shows that, passing to some subsequence,

i [V 22 = T a2 (6.33)

We see from the definition of o (see (L21)) and ([G.33]) that
4
. 2 . 9 . 55
Jim [[Vup[|z2 > 0 im fJup[7 = o lm |V, 72, (6.34)

which together with ([6.33]) and (6.26]) yields

d
2

nli_)rroloﬂunﬂi;* >0, (6.35)

Furthermore, we see from the definition of 7, (see (LI12)) and (LI4)), [©24)), (6.27) and
[E35), we find that

1 a1, e . 1
S0 < nlingoa||un\|L2* < nlingo To(up) < nlingo {Su(un) + §|K(un)|} < my,. (6.36)

However, this contradicts (L.35]) and therefore uq, is non-trivial.
Next, we shall prove us, = %0 ®,, for some fy. We see from ([6.24) and ([G27) that

To(tioo) < lim T, (un) < lim {8 (un) + K (un)|} < me. (6.37)

_ 2
d(p—1)

Hence, from the point of view of (LI0), what we need to prove is that C(us) < 0. We
prove this by contradiction. Hence, suppose to the contrary that K(us) > 0. Then, the
Brezis-Lieb lemma together with (627 shows

nlggo K(un — tuso) = —nlLHgO {K(un) = K(un — tso) } = —K(uso) <0, (6.38)
so that for any sufficiently large n € N,

K(un — o) < 0. (6.39)

d
Hence, we can take A, < 1 such that K(AZ {un(An) — Uoo(An-)}) = 0 (cf. Lemma 2.1 in
[3]). Moreover, this implies that

mey, < Iw()\?z{un()\n) - uoo()\n)}) < Iw(un - uoo)

) (6.40)
= Tuy(un) — Zu(tioo) + 0n(1) = Su(un) — m’c( n) = Lu(tso) + 0n(1),
which together with ([6.24]) and ([627]) shows
My < My — Loy (Uoo) .- (6.41)
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Since Z,,(u~o) > 0, this is a contradiction. Hence, K(us) < 0. In particular, we find from
(637) that ue is a minimizer of the variational problem ([LI0). Since any minimizer
of Z,, is also a ground state (see Proposition 1.2 in [2]), we conclude from the radial
symmetry and non-triviality of .., and Proposition 1] that us, = e ®,, for some
6o € R. In particular, K(us) = 0 and Z(us) = my,. However, the condition (6.25)
prevents u, from existing. Indeed, it follows from the weak convergence (6.30]) and
limy, 00 Zo (un,) < My, = Z(ueo) that

i upllpe = [Jusollr2,  Hm [[Vug|lr2 = [[Vucol| 2 (6.42)
n—oo n—oo

Hence, we find that
lim u, = oo strongly in H*(R?). (6.43)

n—oo

Using the strong convergence (6.43]), we have
dp < irelf tn — eyl < |lun — 0@ || g1 = |Jttn — too| g1 = 0n(1). (6.44)

However, this is a contradiction. Thus, we cannot take a sequence {uy,} satisfying (6.23))
through (6.27) and therefore the lemma holds. O

Lemma 6.4. Assume d > 3 and 1+ % <p <28 =1, and let wy be the frequency given
by Proposition [{.1, Then, for any w € (0,ws) and any 6 > 0, there exists ka(6) > 0 such
that for any radial function v € H'(RY) satisfying Jo,(u) < my, — 6, the following holds:

K(u) > min {2 (8), %Hvun;}. (6.45)

Proof of Lemma[6.4 Let u be a function satisfying J,(u) < my, — 6. Then, we see from
(CI4) and (LIO) that

2 2
HUH%Q S ;jw(u) < ;mun (6.46)

K(u) > 0. (6.47)

Furthermore, it follows from Hélder’s inequality and (6.46]) that

1 p1— =D d(p—1) 92 ptl_d(p—1) d(p—1)
halp i < lalffs ™7 ull? <(Sme ) T Jull? (6.48)

Hence, we find from ([€48), 2 < @ < 2" and Sobolev’s embedding that there exists
co > 0 depending only on d, p and w such that if u € H'(R?) satisfies 7, (u) < m,,—§ and
[Vul|2, < co, then K(u) > 1| Vu|[2,. Thus, for the desired result (G45), it is sufficient to
prove that for any § > 0, there exists x2(8) > 0 with the following property: if u € H*(R?)
is radial and satisfies that J,(u) < my, — ¢ and ||[Vul[2, > co, then K(u) > ra(5). We

prove this by contradiction. Hence, suppose to the contrary that there exists g > 0 with
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the following property: for any n € N, there exists a radial function u, € H'(RY) such
that

T (un) < my, — 0o, (6.49)

}Lgfl [Vunllrz = co, (6.50)
1

0 < Klun) < —. (6.51)

Furthermore, it follows from (LI2)), (6.49) and (651]) that
2 2
Sw(un) < Tw(un) + - <mgy + - . (6.52)

Now, using ([LI4), (649) and (51, we find that for any n > 1,

+1 *
[ullZz + [ VunlZ2 < K(un) + lullZz + [ullfpe + [[ullFe
(6.53)

Hence, we can extract a subsequence of {u,} (still denoted by the same symbol {u,})
and a radial function us, € H'(RY) such that

lim u, = U weakly in H'(R?) (6.54)
n—oo
and for any 2 < ¢ < 2%,
lim u, = U strongly in LI(R?). (6.55)
n—o0

Then, we see from the same argument as the proof of Lemma [6.3] that us, is non-trivial.
Furthermore, the lower semi-continuity of the weak limit together with (€.54)), (6.55]) and

(6:49]) implies that

Tu(teo) < lirginf Jo(un) < my,. (6.56)

Hence, we find from (LI0) and us # 0 that K(us) > 0. However, the same argument
as the proof of Lemma shows that K(us) < 0. This is a contradiction. Thus, we
have completed the proof. O

7 One-pass theorem

In this section, we derive the one-pass theorem for our equation (NLS) (cf. Theorem 4.1

in [25]). To this end, we need the following inequalities for radial functions:
Lemma 7.1. The following hold for all M > 0 and all radial functions g in H'(R?): if
d=3and 3 < qg<5=2"—1, then

2
(7.1)

M|z| ™ 1, oo M
o dz S — ol ||V (-5 9)|

L2’
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andifdzﬁlandl—i—d%“lgqg?—l, then

M|z g1 _(@=2)q=d M 2
Moot do 2 gl |9 ()
| G nleta) e s Vol | (o)
7.2
M- (d— 1)(q 1)— 4” H / M | ( )|2d ( )
—_— = T XT.
o 2| + |2))2 "

Here, the implicit constants depend only on d and q.

Remark 7.1. We rely on the radial Sobolev inequalities to prove Lemma [71), which
causes the restriction of p in the one-pass theorem (Theorem [7.1) and Theorem [I1l

Proof of Lemma[7.). First, we prove the inequality (ZI]). We see from (C.IJ) and Sobolev’s
embedding that for any 3 < ¢ <5,

Mlx
/R3 (M+”L‘)2| (2 )|q+1dx<_5;1§3|x|‘M+] ‘ ‘ / lg(2)]7~ Lde

v<M]\f|x|g> ;

Next, we prove ([Z.2]). We see from (C]), Holder’s inequality and Hardy’s inequality
that for any d >4 and 1+ 4 <¢g<2*—1 (henced%‘ggqg?)),

M|x|
/|m|<\/M (M + |z|)2 o) do

(7.3)

1
q—1
< —lglln

d=2 lg(a)| """
< L M [ e,
MH M+ |z| wj<var  |z]%3
(7.4)
M 2 2(d—2—q) 3%‘1 |g|2 ‘1%1
50 ()
MIAM + |7/ 02\ J g <var Rd ||
(d— 2)q d M 2
< M- vals' [ ( )
val v (o) s
On the other hand, we see from (C2) that for any 14 -2 < ¢ < 2* —1,
M|z| 1
——— rglg(@) " da
/\/Mgm (M + |z])?
(d=1)(g—=1)
- e 2
< llet*19P) % | 9@ da (7.5
IR ) ey RO TR
d=1)(g=1)=1 M
<M1 ——|g(x)|? d.
: bl | e )
Putting (74 and (5] together, we obtain the desired estimate (T.2]). O
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Next, we recall that: wy denotes the frequency given by Proposition I} w(2*) €
(0,ws) is the frequency satisfying (B.7); and for a given w € (0,w(2%)), dx, A«, B and
C denote the constants given by the ejection lemma (Lemma [5.2]). Moreover, for given
w € (0,wz) and & > 0, 9(d) denotes the constant determined by Lemma Here, we

may assume that

ox < pl(Pu, f2) L2l (7.6)
Furthermore, we define dg > 0 as a constant satisfying
Adx
dg < d ds < dx. 7.7
S=95B.0. an s < 0x (7.7)

Note that dg < dx < dp(w) < dg(w) and dx < J(w), where dg(w), do(w) and 7(w) are
the constants given by Proposition 4] Lemma B.1] and Proposition [6.2] respectively.
In the proof of the one-pass theorem (Theorem [T1]) below, we use the following sign
function:
1 if a>0,
signfa] = (7.8)
-1 if a<0.
In particular, sign[0] = 1.
Theorem 7.1 (One-pass theorem). Assume that either d =3 and 3 <p <5, ord >4
and 1+ d%41 < p < 2" —1. Then, there exists w. > 0 such that for any w € (0,wy), there

exist positive constants €., 0y and R, with the following properties:
Ver € Ry € 0, € 0g,  £4 < g0(ds), (7.9)

and for any € € (0,¢,], any R € (v/2e, R,) and any radial solution ¢ to (NLS) satisfying

M(y) = M(Dy), (7.10)
Su(¥) < my, +e, (7.11)
dy((0)) < R, (7.12)

we have either

min{3,p+1}

(i) du(p(t)) < R+ R~ 2 for all t € [0, Tynax]; or

min{3,p+1

(i) there emists t, > 0 such that d,(¥(t)) > R+ R~ 2 ! for all t € [ty, Tiax)-

Here, Tiax denotes the mazimal lifespan of 1.

Proof of Theorem [7.1l We prove the claim by contradiction. Hence, we suppose to the
contrary that for any 0 < w, < 1, there exists 0 < w < w, such that for any ., d,, Ry > 0
with /&5 < R, < 6, < 0g and e, < £9(d,), there exist ¢ € (0,e,], R € (v/2¢, R.) and
a radial solution v such that for these w, €, R and v, the conditions (ZI0), (ZII]) and
(712) hold, while both (i) and (ii) fail. Here, we may assume that ¢, is so small that

Ox 1 6x
=< == .
log (6* > 03, (7.13)
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for some positive constant My to be specified later dependently only on d, p and w.
The failure of (i) together with (Z9) and (ZI2]) shows that there exist times to >
t1 > 0 such that

du(¥(t1)) = R < b, (7.14)
~ min{3,p+1}
do(Y(t2)) =R+ R 2 <6, <5<y, (7.15)
~ min{3,p+1}

R <dw(¢(t)) <R+R 2 <0, Kbg<dx forallte (tl,tz). (7.16)

Moreover, the failure of (ii) shows that there exists t3 > t9 such that

min{3,p+1}
2

R<d,((ts)) < R+ R~ 3 (7.17)
do(¥(t3)) < du((t))  for all t € (t, t3). (7.18)

We see from (ZI4) through (ZIR) that
R=d,(4(t) = Jin du (1 (1)) (7.19)

Note here that the ejection lemma (Lemma [(.2)) together with (CI5]) shows that
ty + T, ROMLP—1 gy (7.20)

where T} is the constant given by the ejection lemma. Put

th = inf{t € [t1,t3]: d,(¥(t)) = dx}. (7.21)

Then, (ZI6) shows ty < ). Moreover, we see from (6I6]) and the ejection lemma that

A MR < dy(0(t) < BoeMTHIR, (7.22)
@)l ~ M@ ~ DR~ dy(3b(1)), (7.23)
IPOll € R+ {e Ry~ Q) + 0, (1.29)
sign[M (]K((1) Z (4071 — C)R (7.25)

for all t € [t1,t}], and d,(1p(t)) increases on [t; +T, R™™LP=1} ¢/] In particular, d,,((t))

must reach dx before ¢35 and therefore
to < tl2 < ts3. (7.26)

Furthermore, we see from (ZI8) that there exists tg € (t2,t}) such that dy,((ts)) = dg.
Now, note that (ZII]) together with v/2e < R and (Z.I9]) shows that

S (1) < Mo + %Jw(w(t)f for all £ € [t t3]. (7.27)

56



Hence, we find from Lemma 5] (6I6]) and (ZI9]) that

R < dy((t)) ~ [M(t)] for all ¢ € [ty t5] with d,(1b(t)) < 6p(w). (7.28)

In particular, sign[A;(¢)] is constant on the set {t € [t1,t3]: dy,(¢(t)) < 0g(w)}. Moreover,
Lemma [6.3] together with (TI1]) and € < e, < €9(d,) shows that sign[K(¢(¢))] is constant

on the set {t € [t1,t3]: d,(Y(t)) > 6.}
We shall show that for any ¢ € [t1, 3] with &, < dy,(1(t)) < dp(w),

sign[A1 (£)] = sign[KC(4())]- (7.29)

Since both sign[A;(t)] and sign[K(¢(t))] are constant on the set {t € [t1,t3]: 6, <
dy(Y(t)) < 6g(w)}, it suffices to show that sign[\i(t})] = sign[K(¥(t))]. We see from

@21), [@22), @.16) and (ZT) that

, , —plts—t1) _
§x < Beet2"tR < B*eu(tftl)erw(T/)(tS))
. (7.30)
_ %eu(téﬂfs)(gs < %eu(t’gﬂfs)_
Dividing the both sides of (Z30) by dx, and taking the logarithm, we obtain
1
m log C\ < th —tg. (7.31)

Since t1 < tg, we find from (T25]) and (Z31]) that sign[A;(t})] = sign[K(¥(t,))]. Hence,

([C29)) holds.
We find from (Z.29]) that the following function &: [t1,t3] — {1,—1} is well-defined:

S(t) := (7.32)

signlC(w(®)] i du(e(t) = ..

Note that the function &(t) is constant on [t,t3]. Put s := &(t) € {1,—1}. When s =1,
we see that there exists C'(w) > 0 such that for any t € [¢y, 3],

{ sign\ ()] if d(v(t)) < Sp(w),

sup [[¥(8)[[gr < C(w). (7.33)

te(tr,ts]

Indeed, if dy,(¢(7)) > dg for some T € [t1,t3], then (Z32) shows infiep, 1) K((2)) > 0.
Hence, we see from (LIT]), (LI3]) and the assumption (ZI1)) that for any t € [t1,t3],

SOz + ZIVeO3: < Zu@®) < Sul) <mo+ 1. (7.34)

On the other hand, if d,, (¥ (t)) < dg for all ¢ € [t1,t3], then we see from Lemma E3]
Lemma [£.5] and (GI6) that for any t € [t1, 3],

I OlFn < 1@ullF + InOlF S 12ullf + do((8)® S 1®ullfp +ds. (7.35)
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Thus, we have verified that (7.33]) holds.

Let us summarize information obtained so far: there exist ¢ (= t1 + T, R™in{lp—1}) ¢
(t1,t2) and t) € (to,t3) such that: d,,(¢(t)) increases on [t], th]; dw(1h(th)) = dx; and for
any t € (t1,t}),

Sx > du((®) ~ In@®)llm ~ ()] ~ HER, (7.36)
PO S du(@(t)) + M ()] ™3 (7.37)
sK(p(t)) = (et1) — C,)R. (7.38)

Arguing from t3 backward in time, we are also able to obtain a time interval (¢},t3) C
(th, t3) such that: do,(1p(])) = 6x; for any t € (], t3),

Ox > du((1) ~ n(®)llm ~ M (B)] ~ e 5=, (4 (ts)), (7.39)
D@l S du(lts)) + )] ™5, (7.40)
SK((1) 2 (57D — CL)d, (1(ts)), (7.41)

and d,,(¢(t)) decreases at least in the region {t € [t4,ts]: du((t)) > 2dy,(1h(t3))} (cf.
(BEI7) in the ejection lemma (Lemma [B.2])).

Suppose here that there exists a time 7 € (t, ) such that d,(1(7)) is a local min-
imum and d,,(¢/(7)) < 8. Then, we can apply the ejection lemma (Lemma F.2) from 7

both forward and backward in time to obtain an open interval I, C (¢}, ) such that

dy(P(inf 1)) = dyy (1 (sup I)) = o, (7.42)
and for any ¢ € I,
5x 2 (1) ~ [n(®) 1 ~ [\ (0)] ~ Tl (7)), (7.43)
I S () + [ ()35, (7.44)
SK((1)) 2 (¥ — CLdu((r)), (7.45)

and d,,(1(t)) is monotone in the region dy,(¥(t)) > 2d,,(¥(7)). Note that for any distinct
local minimum points 71 and 75 of dy, (¥(£)) in (£, ), the monotonicity away from them

implies that the intervals I and I, are either disjoint or identical.

58



Ox

p+1

R+ B35

o tr tp th T th t3

Figure 3: Behavior of d,,((t)) in the case where there exists a local minimum point
T € (th, %) such that dy, (¢ (7)) < b,

We find from the above observation that there exist a number n > 2 and disjoint
open subintervals Iy,..., I, of [t1,t3] with the following propertieds:
e inf I} = ty, sup [,, = t3, Jw(qb(sup L)) = Jw(i/)(inf I,)) = dx, and

d,(¢(inf I;)) = dy((sup I;)) = 6x  except for j = 1,n. (7.46)

e For each 1 < j < n, there exists 7; € I; such that

du (Y(75)) < ds, (7.47)
and for any ¢ € I,
0x = du(@() ~ [Nl ~ M) ~ el (9(77)), (7.48)
ITO) i S () + A ()5, (7.49)
sK (1) 2 (177 = CLdu (4(77))- (7.50)

o If ¢ satisfies sup [; 1 <t < inf I; for some 2 < j < n, then

dy ((t)) > 6.. (7.51)

2Note that Iy = (t1,t5). Moreover, if du(1(t)) > 6. on [th, t4], then n =2 and I = (4, ts).
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Put I' := [t1,t3] \ Uj=; I;- Then, for any t € I', we have do (1p(1)) > 8, (see (TBI)),
which together with Lemma gives us that for any ¢t € I,

K0H() > min {1 (5.), ZIVO@)3} i s=1
K1) < —r1(6,) it os= 1.

(7.52)

We can find from elementary calculations, (7.48), Jw(iﬁ(Tj)) < 6, and ([ZI3)) that for any
L<j=mn,

plLjlde, (1(75)) = {log e =P 177! 4 log et M L=mil d, (7))
(7.53)

0 ((ry)) < —6x.

<1
o VA

0x
du (1(75))
We shall derive a contradiction in the case where s = 1. To this end, we use the

following identity: for any ¢ € Ihax(¢)) and any M > 0,

d Mlz| = —
— — -V t t)d
59 | - Ve 00D da

- 2“(#135#“))

p—l/{ M (@d-1M dMPH
p+1Jra LM+ |2[)2 M+lx| (M + )P

2 M? (d—-1)M dM* .
- E/Rd{(MJr @2 T Ml (LT ] }W’(t)’Q de

}\zp(t)v’“ dz (7.54)

1 oM2 (d—3)(d—1)M -
i 2/Rd{(M+IxI)4 T 1 1)) }'W)' dz.

Here, note that an elementary computation shows that for any d > 3 and any 1 < ¢ <
2% — 1,

M? (d—1)M !
/Rd{(MJr |2)? T | (M + |z])at+! }W(t)lq+1 dx

— dM Mo M (d—1)M|z| a1 g,
_/Rd{M+|:c| <M+|x| (M+|g;|)q>+ (L + [2))? }rw)r d (7.55)

: /Rd (M + ’x‘)2|7/)(75)|q dx.

We shall derive a contradiction in three steps:
Step 1. We shall derive an estimate for (Z54)) on the region J7_, ;.

We see from Sobolev’s embedding that for any d > 3, any 1 + % < qg<2*—1, any
M >0 and any t € Iax(?),

M |x| 1 .
el el N t q+1 dae < _/ P, q+1 d " q+
/Rd Or+ YOI de S g7 [ ll2e @ de o+ lIn()l e

C(w) +1
S Y + )%,

(7.56)
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where C'(w) is some positive constant depending only on d, p and w. Furthermore, it
follows from (Z54), (T55) and (T56) that for any d > 3, any 14+ § < p < 2* — 1, any
M > 0 and any t € Ijax(?), then

do/ Mzl G () da
R

dt ™ Jga M+ o] al 757)
> (5 ) - S - CUROIE + ol )

where C'(w) is some positive constant depending only on d, p and w, and C is some
positive constant depending only on d and p.
We consider the first two terms on the right-hand side of (Z57). Note first that it
follows from ([@I50) that for any v € H'(R?),
K'(@u)u = =sp((p = 1)L, u) g1 gn — (2 = 2)(®F ", u)yy1 g
(7.58)
— 2w(®D,, u>H717H1.
Furthermore, the first order Taylor’s expansion of K around ®, together with (58]
shows that
M
(M + |z

2]
M + |z

W(t)) = K(@u+n(t) {2 +n()})

2]

M +

= —sp((p — DO, n(t)) g1 g1 + sp((p — 1)PF, ] {0+ 1)} -1 11

2]

—(2F — 2@ () e 2% _ 2) (@2 L
( )< w 777( )>H 1,H1+( )( w ’M+|$|

x
= 2w(Qyy, n(t)) -1, 1 + 2w (Do, #‘m{@w +0(t)}) -1,

(D, + 0"V g-1.m (7.59)

+0( HMA—i/:[]m\n( )- M’i‘ym\%uz

Here, we see from the decomposition (LI08), ([AL1), ([AI09), (£121I) and s = 1 (hence
A1(t) > 0 by ([C32)) that the first and third terms on the right-hand side of (Z.59) are

rewritten as follows:

—sp{( = DL, 0(t)) -1 g1 — (25 = 2)(@F () g1

= =sp((p = DL, 20 () fr)g—1,m1 = 8p(p = (P, T(@)) -1,
= (2" = 2@ L 2O ) g — (20 =28 L T())

= 28p A1 (8) (Lo, + Py 1) -1, — 8p(p — D{@L, T (E)) -1, (7.60)
= 2(1 = 5p)(2" = DM (O(@L T, f)-1n — (2 = 2/(@F L T(0) -1 ae

= 25pp| M (D( P f2) 2] = sp(p = (L, T () g1 11

= 2(1 =) (2" = 2) M (ONST T f) a1 — (25 = 2)(@% L T(0) 1 -

Hl)'
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We also see from the decomposition ([AI08]), Lemma .7 and (AI49)) that

= 20(®u, () -1 i = —20( D0, D) -1, = wln(t)]72- (7.61)

Moreover, it follows from Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s embedding and (Z9]) that for any
p < g < 2" —1 and any sufficiently small w > 0,

H(=t- 1-sp
(@8, T(0) 2] < 190§ IT(O) | o S w e D(0)]|1 < w2 ID@) 11, (7.62)

where the implicit constant depends only on d and g; it follows from Holder’s inequality

and Sobolev’s embedding that for any 1 < ¢ < 2* — 1 and any sufficiently small w > 0,

<(bq |'I|

|z|
P, t - > — @1 |n(t)| d
w? M+ |,I|{ +77( )}>H LH! Z / w|77( )| €z

re M + |z|
(7.63)

q
1 g+1 q+1 1
> _M</Rd || @g*ldx> In(t)]| fa+r > —MG(W)HU@)HHM

where G(w) is some positive constant depending only on d, ¢ and w; and it follows from
Sobolev’s embedding that
t) —
HM+|x|”() M~ 2]

2 1
< 2
S IOl + 7 6w), (7.64)

where G(w) is some positive constant depending only on d, ¢ and w.
Plugging (7.60) and (7.61]) into (Z59), and then using Lemma with C = s, —
2(1 —sp)(2" — 2), (C62), (T63) and (T.64]), we find that if w, is sufficiently small (hence

o0 is w), then

= 2spp| M ()|[(Pws f2) 2] — sp(p — D(PL, () -1 11

—2(1 = 5p)(2" =2 O)(@Z 1 i)z — (2 = 2)(@F L T(O) -1

||
_ 1 @p
+ Sp<(p ) w? M n ’1"

{0 +0()}) 1m0

|z|
"M + |x|

+ (28— 2)(@2 ! {®u +0() ) 1, (7.65)

2]
wy M+ |ﬂj|

|| 2 C(w)
B M+|x|q)wHH1 ) - M

+wlln()ll72 + 2w(® {®u +0(t)}) g1 m

+0( HM]\—f|x|n(t)

1-sp 1
2 spplM (O Pu, f2) 2| = Crw 2 [T — 572G (@) [n(®)l|

1

— Calln®l3 — 37Ga(w),
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where C] and Cy are some positive constants depending only on d and p, and G (w) and

G2(w) are some positive constants depending only on d, ¢ and w. Recall here that (Z.48]),
(T29) and (7.6)) give us that for any t € I,

In() |1 ~ M ()] ~ e =7ldy, (1(7)), (7.66)
()17 S ox M (E)] < pl(Pu, f2) 2] M1 (2)], (7.67)
IO < dus (7)) (7.68)
Moreover, it follows from (ZI) that if M > Ga(w)/R, then
G?& “) < R < d(e(r). (7.69)

Hence, ([Z65]) together with (Z.66]) through (Z.69)) shows that for any sufficiently small
w>0,any M > Ga(w)/R and any t € I},
M C(w) N L N ~
(Grarv®) - 37 2 267 = Cle)dum),  (10)
where Cj(w) and C}(w) are some positive constant depending only on d, p and w.

We find from (T57)), (Z7Q), ||[n(¢) |z < 0x (see (C48)) and (7.66) that if we take dx

sufficiently small dependently only on d, p and w in advance, then for any M > Go(w)/R

and any t € I},

d M|z| =z —
—9 — t t)d
S [ S Va0 da

chg(w){eu\t—fjl }d el Loult=mil g (W(7;)) (7.71)

> Cg(w){er 7l - Cf(w)}&;(w(q))
Step 2. Next, we consider the “variational region” I’. We have (Iw(¢) > b, on I'.
Moreover, it follows from (Z.54]), (Z55]), LemmallTland (Z33)) that if d > 3and 3 < p < 5,
ord>4and 1+ ﬁ < p < 2* —1, then for any sufficiently large M > 0 depending only
on d, p and w, we have

d Mlz| = o
_ x xz
dt\s/Rd M+ |z 2| Vi (x, t)(z, t) de

M M
> K (3750 ®) ~ oY (37570 0)|
Suppose here that |V (t)]|2 < a for some a > 0. Then, it follows from Holder’s
inequality, dp R DS 2, Sobolev’s embedding and the assumption (Z.I0) that

2 (7.72)

2’

— d(p—1)
sl < ool o,
<ol ol e, @)
< M(D,)"F - d(’l”aw—?HW—MﬂfW‘W))(;.
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Similarly, we have

2

o SV (o)

v L S M + |z|

(7.74)

HM—HJU\ L2

Furthermore, we find from (C73) and (74) that for a given w > 0 there exist ag > 0
and kg > 0 such that for any ¢ € Iax(¢) with ||V ()12 < ao,

M 2

M
—_— > —_— . .
,C(M—Hx\w(t)) _HOHV<M—1—]w\w(t)>‘L2 (7.75)
On the other hand, we see from (52)) that for any ¢ € I’ with ||V (t)||r2 > ao,
. 1
K((t)) > min {1 (4,), 50%}' (7.76)

Choosing &, > 0 so small that £2 < $ min{r1(J.), 303}, and using (ZII) and (Z76), we
obtain that for any ¢t € I’ with |[V(t)]| 2 > ao,

M

1
TV 0) S Tl) = Su() = FKWO) <mu—el, (1T7)

o

which together with Lemma [6.4] gives us that

2

Ky ) zminteae. 5V (o)L @
Putting (Z70) and (L78) together, we find that for any ¢t € I,
K(#mw(t)) > min{ra(e2), ROHV<M]\f|x|¢(t)>‘;} (7.79)

for some constant ko > 0 depending only on d, p and w. Note here that (Z.33]) shows

HV(Mﬂf\xWW

for all t € [t1,t3]. Furthermore, we find from (Z772), (Z779) and (Z80) that if M satisfies
o (1) < min{ka(e2)/C(w)?, Ko} and t € I', then

< COw)  (7.80)

~

()|

vu()|

<| +ar
(M + ]w\) L2 M + |x| L2

d Mz| = —
— — > 0. .81
dt\s/Rd M+ ] V(z, t)(z,t)de >0 (7.81)

Step 3. We finish the proof by deriving a contradiction.
We see from (C71) and (ZRI]) that for any sufficiently small w > 0, there exists
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L(w) > 1 such that if M > L(w)/R, then

N M|x| =z — ts
[J /Rd el VY@ 09D dx]

ts q M|x| =z —
= — —_— t t) dx dt
/tl Lo /R AT Ve i da

> i)Y /1 {en=m1 = O ()} (W (7y)) dt
j=1"1i

(7.82)
~ Cie) 32 Lol it nl o) 4y
j=1
— Gy (w)Ci (w) En: |1j|du((75)).
j=1
Here, it follows from ([46]) and (T.4]]) that for any 1 < j < n,

x = du((sup I;)) ~ eI Li=Tld (4(7;))  except for j = n, (7.83)
bx = dy((inf I;)) ~ e P L=Tilg (1h(7;))  except for j = 1. (7.84)

Moreover, we see from (53] and Jw(w(Tj)) > R (see (CI9) that if My is sufficiently
large dependently only on d, p and w,

~ 1
pCT (W)L dw(¥(75)) < Ci‘(w)ﬁoéx < dx. (7.85)

Thus, (T.82) together with (T.83)), (T.84), Jw(w(Tj)) < 04 < dx and (Z.83]) shows that for
any sufficiently large M > 0 depending only on d, p, w and R,

8 [ i Ve i)

a M+ |z| || 1
. . (7.56)
> 20 (w) Z {6x — 6.} — C*(w) Z Ox > SO (wndx > O™ (w)dx
7j=1 J=1
for some positive constant C**(w) depending only on d, p and w. Note here that
Mlz| = ]t3
%/ — Vo, (2)P,(x)dx| =0. 7.87
3 [ it VR T
Moreover, we have

R — D (x)Vn(x,t)dz| < D, Vn(t . 7.88
3 [ e e @ TG o] < el T (788)

Here, since ®,, decays exponentially, |||z|®.| 2 is finite.

We see from the decomposition ([41), (T.8T), (Z88), Lemmall3 LemmaldH ||n(t1)| g1 ~
dy(t1) = R and |[n(ts)| g1 ~ dw(ts) < R that if R, is sufficiently small dependently on w,
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and M = L(w)/R for some sufficiently large constant L(w) depending only on d, p and

w, then

L o]

t3

t1

t3

g‘ [%/Rd MMJ‘:C‘LHD;—’- (Ve 1) By, () + VO, (x, )z, 1) ) dm]

+HS/R Miz| « Vn(:c,t)n(a:,t)d:c]tg

t1

a M+ |zl |z| t
M s
S‘ [%/ 7 i i-Vn(av,t)fbw(gv)dﬂv]
ra M + || 2| t (7.89)
[ Mlz| =z - "
+ S/ — - Dy, (x,t)Vn(z,t) dm}
| Jre M+ o] 2] t
[ dM? (d—1)M|z| } s
+ %/ { + D, (z, t)n(x,t) dx
L Jre LM+ [2))? (M +[a])? [ t
[ Mlz| =z — "
+ %/ — - Vn(x,t)n(x,t dm]
> oo M ag o] VOO ]
S ()l + In(ta)ll e + M)z + Mln(ts)|[7: < G (w)dx.
This contradicts (7.86l). Hence, the case s = 1 never happens.
We can deal with the case where s = —1 in a way similar to Section 4.1 of [25]. Hence,
we have completed the proof. O

8 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

Our aim in this section is to prove Theorem Bl By the time reversality, it suffices
to show that there are only three possibilities (scattering, blowup, trapping) forward in
time. Throughout this section, we fix w € (0,wy), where w, > 0 is the frequency given
by the one-pass theorem (Theorem [T).

We introduce several notation used in this section:
e We use [ax (1)) to denote the maximal existence-interval of a solution ¢ to (NLS), and
set Tinax (1) := sup Imax(¥) and Tiin(¢0) := inf Lnin (V).
e Since the set Af) is invariant under the flow defined by (NLS)) for all € > 0 (see [B.1])),
we use the convention ¢ € AZ to indicate that 1(t) € A for all t € Inax(v).
e For given R > 0 and € > 0, we define S;, by

. { ~ 1 is a radial solution to (NLS) such that 0 € Inax (), } ®.1)

R = Y € A5, and dy,(1p(t)) > R for all ¢ € [0, Tmax (1))
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Next, we give a fundamental fact in A :

Lemma 8.1. Assume d > 3 and 1+ % <p<2*—1. Let ¢ be a solution to (NLS) and

€ > 0. Furthermore, assume that ¢ € A;, and

. inf(w) V()72 < H(Pw)- (8.2)
Then, we have either
sup  K(¥(t)) <0, (8.3)
telmax(w)
or
inf  KC(¢(t)) > 0. 8.4
™ (1(1)) (8.4)

Proof of Lemma (81 Note first that M (1)) = M(®,,) and therefore v is non-trivial. We
also see from the assumption (82]) that there exists tg € Ijhax(1)) such that

3
IV3(to)[I7 < 57‘[(‘1)w)- (8.5)
Furthermore, we see from M(¢) = M(®,,) and (BH) that

1 1 1 .
Su(®) = wM(¥) + 5|V (to)l[7: - m\\w(to)\\iﬁl = ¥ (to) 12

(8.6)
3 1
<wM(Dy,) + Z?—[(@w) = Su(Py) — ZH((I)W) < My,.
Hence, the claim follows from ([L49) and Theorem O

Now, let us recall that dx and dg denote the constants given by the ejection lemma
(Lemma [£.2)) and (1), respectively (see also Remark [6.1]). Furthermore, the one-pass
theorem shows that there exist constants 0 < €, < R, < (< dg < dx) such that:
e« < g9(dx) (see Lemma for the definition of £¢(d.)); and for any ¢ € (0,¢,), any
R € (v/2¢, R.) and any solution 1 to (NLI)) with ¢/ € A%, the following alternative holds:
Case 1. There exists tg € Inax(1)) such that dy,(¢(to)) < R and dy,(1p(t)) < R +

L o all ¢ e [to, Tmax())); or
Case 2. There exists t1 € Ijyax (1) such that for all t; <t < Tiax (),

d.,(1(t)) > R. (8.7)

min{3,p+1}

In Case 1, it follows from R + R~ 2 < dg < 0x, (6I6) in Proposition [6.2]
Remark and Lemma [0.1] that Tihax (1)) = 0o. Hence, v is trapped by O(®,,) forward
in time.

Next, we consider Case 2. In this case, we have that (- —t1) € Sf,  and
du (3 (1))

2

agmin{

 20(0.) (8.8)

for any ¢ € [t1, Timax(?)). In Section and Section [B2] we will prove that the solution
1) blows up in a finite time or scatters. To this end, we need some preparations. Let us

begin with the following:
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Lemma 8.2. Let ¢ € (0,e,), R € (V2¢,R.), and let ¢ € Sg.r- Then, for any T €
(0, Timax(v0)), there exists T € [T, Tiax(1)) such that

dy (1)) > dx. (8.9)

Proof of Lemma[82. Suppose for contradiction that there exists Ty € (0, Tinax()) such
that for any t € [Ty, Tiax(¢)),

do((1)) = du(¥(t)) < 0x, (8.10)

where the equality follows from (6.16]) in Proposition [.2] and Remark Then, we see
from Lemma B0l that Tiax(¢) = oo. Let L > i, and consider a time t;, € [Ty, Ty +
Llog i—f] such that Ry, := d,,(¢(¢1)) is the minimum of d,,(¢(t)) over the interval [To, To+
Llog 66—):] Note that dx > R, > R > ¢e,. f Ty <ty <Ty+ %log ‘i—’:, then we see from
the ejection lemma (Lemma [(2) that

wnL
L 1) L joe 5X ox\ 2
dw(zp(tL + 5 log 6_X)) ~e3los 2R (6—X> £, > Ox. (8.11)

However, this contradicts (8I0). Similarly, when ¢t > Tm—% log i—f, applying the ejection

lemma backward in time, we reach a contradiction. Thus, we have proved the claim. [

Next, we show that the solution v stays away from ®,, after some time.

Lemma 8.3. Let e € (0,¢,), R € (V2¢, R.), and let ¢ € Se.r- Then, there exists a time
To € [0, Timax(¥)) such that for any t € [Ty, Tmax(¥)),

d(¥(t)) > R.. (8.12)

Proof of Lemma[8.3. Tt suffices to consider the case where there exists a time 7y €
[0, Tinax () such that
R < R, :=d,(¢(m)) < R.. (8.13)

Here, it follows from Lemma that we may assume that

<R, <R,. (8.14)

Then, we see from the one-pass theorem (Theorem [[T]) that either

~ L _min3pt1)
supd, (V(t)) < R+ R, 2, (8.15)
t>70
or there exists T > 7 such that
~ ~ __min{3,p+1} — —
inf d,(y(t)) > R+ R, ® >R+ R:>R.. (8.16)

t>To

We find from LemmaB2land R, < dx that the former case (8I5]) never happens. Thus,
the latter case (8I6]) only happens, and the proof is completed. O
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Lastly, we introduce a sign function which will determine the scattering or blowup.

Lemma 8.4. Lete € (0,e.) and R € (v/2¢, R..). Then, there exists a function &: S¢ 5 —
{1, =1} such that

signAM(t)]  if t € [0, Tmax(¥)) with dy(1(t)) < g (w),
S() = | L (8.17)
sign[K(¢(t))] i t € [0, Timax(¥)) with du((t)) > 6.

In addition, there exists a positive constant C(w) which is independent of € and R and
satisfies that

sup { ¥l g 11110, Tmax () * ¥ € Sire ©(¥) =1} < C(w). (8.18)

Proof of Lemma [8-). We introduced a sign function (Z32) in the proof of one-pass the-
orem (Theorem [TI)). Employing the same argument as (7.32]) and Lemma [B2] we can

prove the existence of the desired sign function. Furthermore, we can prove (8I8]) in the

same way as ([Z33)). O

We divide S, p into two parts according to the sign of &:

Sor+={v €S, p: S[)==£1}. (8.19)

8.1 Analysis on S ,

In this section, we shall prove that any radial solution v € th R, blows up forward in

time.

Proposition 8.5. Assume that 0 < ¢ < min{eg(R4),e.}, where e9(Rx) is a constant
giwen by LemmalG3 Let R € (v/2¢,R,), and let p € S5 5 _. Then, the mazimal lifespan
Tiax (V) is finite: the finite time blowup forward in time.

Proof of Proposition [8.. We see from Lemma R3] Lemmal6.3land Lemma [R T that there
exist a time T € [0, Tmax(¥)) and k1 (Ry) > 0 such that

inf K(t))| > ki(Ry). 8.20
e BE W) 2 k(R (520)

Moreover, it follows from Lemma [R2] that there exists a time 7 € [Ty, Tinax (1)) such that
dy (V(7)) > 0x > 6. (8.21)
Hence, Lemma together with &(1)) = —1 shows that
K((1)) <0. (8.22)
Putting (820) and [822]) together, we find that

sup K@(t)) < —r1(Rx). (8.23)
te[Tmeax (¢))

Then, the same argument as the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [2] is available. Thus, we find
that Tihax(¥) < 0. O
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8.2 Analysis on S p |

In this section, we shall prove that any solution 1 € S& R4 Scatters forward in time.
Lemma R3] together with time-translation allows us to restrict ourselves to the solutions
in S, g, ;- Then, Lemma [6.3] together with Lemma BJ] determines constants eqg(Rx) > 0
and #1(R,) > 0 such that if € € (0,e9(Rx)), then any solution ¢ € S, p , obeys

o PO 2 8.24
te[o,%ﬁax(w))| (rlzz)( ))| = Kl( ) ( )

Furthermore, this together with Lemma and Lemma shows that for any ¢ €
(0,e0(R4)) and any ¢ € Se Rt

ol K@) 2 i (R2) (8.25)

It is well known (see, e.g, the claim (v) of Theorem 4.1 in [3]) that the boundedness
of a solution v in the Strichartz-type space Wp11([0, Timax (1)) N Wax ([0, Timax (¢)) implies

the scattering forward in time. Thus, our aim is to prove the following:

Proposition 8.6. For any w € (0,w,), there exists ¢ € (0,e4) such that for any i €

Se R rtr
W11 (10, T (8)) W2 ([0, Trma (1)) < O°- (8.26)

In particular, the solution 1 scatters forward in time.

Proof of Proposition[84. We divide the proof into several parts: In section B2l we
suppose for contradiction that the claim was false, and extract some sequence of non-
scattering solutions in SZTR*, 4+ In Section B2.2] we apply a profile decomposition to
this sequence, and obtain “linear profiles”. In Section B.2.3] we introduce the “nonlinear
profiles”, and investigate their fundamental properties. Furthermore, in Section R2.4]
we show the existence of a nonlinear profile whose Strichartz norm diverges. Finally, in
Section B 2.5l we derive a contradiction by showing the existence of the “critical element”,

and complete the proof.

8.2.1 Setup

For any E > 0, we define v(F) by

v(E) = sup { Y1 Wp 1 (10, T () W ([0, Tmax (1)) ¥ € SR, 10 H(W) S E } . (8.27)

Furthermore, we put
E, :==sup{E > 0: v(F) < oo}. (8.28)

If Y € S5 o and H(Y) < H(Py), then we see from (823 that ¢» € PW,, 4. Hence, it
follows from Theorem [[3] that
E, > H(Dy). (8.29)
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Thus, what we want to prove is that E, > H(®P,). We prove this by contradiction, and
therefore suppose that
E, =H(D,). (8.30)

Then, we can take a sequence {,, } of constants in (0, £, ) and a sequence {1, } of solutions
such that

nh_)rrgo en =0, (8.31)
. K1 (R*)
* /9 ) . 2
€n<m1n{€0(R) 10d(p—1)+10} (8.32)
Vn € SR, 4 (8.33)
1 W1 10, T (1)) (10, T (1)) = 0 (8.34)
In particular, we have that

inf inf  dy(¥n(t)) > R, 8.35
It ot ) () 2 (8-35)
1}5207‘[(%) = /H((I)w) = F,. (8'36)

Furthermore, it follows from (8.20) and Lemma [R4] that
inf inf K(n(D) > ki(R), 8.37
Il o ) KW (8) = w1 (Re) (8.37)
sup sup |t () || 1 < 0. (8.38)

nZl te [O,Tmax (wn))

8.2.2 Linear profiles

Let {1} be the sequence of solutions obtained in Section We employ the profile
decomposition for a sequence in the homogeneous space H'(RY) (see Theorem 1.6 in
[19] and Lemma 2.10 in [21]). We apply it to the sequence {|V|~1(V)¥,(0)} in H'(R%),
instead of {¢,} itself. Then, we ﬁndﬁ

noted by the same symbol {¢,}) with the following properties: there exist a family
{{(xh, th, A} {(22,12,)02)}, ...} of sequences in R? x R x (0, 00), a family {u',u?,...}

of functions in H'(R?), and a family {{w}}, {w?},...} of sequences in H'(R?) such that:
e For any j > 1,

that there exists a subsequence of {,} (de-

lim_ th =t € RU {00}, (8.39)

, } Mo=1 if M =1,
lim A, = X, € {0,1, 00}, ' ' (8.40)
"o N, <1 if Mo =o.

3We do not use the assumption that every v, is radial in this subsection (Section B22)) and therefore
translation parameters appear in the linear profile decomposition. In Section [B2.4] and R2.5] we need

the radial symmetry of the solutions so that we can take every translation z7, = 0.
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e For any j' # 7,

)\j' )\j g .J tj —tj/
lim{—?—i——z—i—’xn jxn’_i_’nj n’}

= OQ.

e For any H'-admissible paiIH (q,7),

lim lim H|V|71(V>eimwm = 0.

J—00 n—>00

LT LL(R)

e Foranyn>1and k > 1,

(V) VG ("2 |V |1V ) + e Bk

eitA T;Z)n (0)

I

<
Il
—_

(V)7L MV) Lit—th)A

j ~j itA, k
¥ g’ + ey,
n

I
™=

1

<.
Il

where (7, and gfl are the operators defined by

L Y
GIv(z,t) = ()\?3% v<x )\;", t()\%;b»
_J

ghu(x) == (}\%iéu(m )\le >

Note that A _
<V>;;A%V>ei(t—t£)ag£ﬁj _ gf;ai;ei (t;{fé A _ G ol (itD
where ,
o (9w

X,
e For any £ > 1 and any 1 < j <k,
¥

—i—-A .
lim (V)" V]e o0 (g)7 V™Y V)wk =0 weakly in H'(RY).

n—o0
e For any k£ > 1,

. tj
—1

k

) . noA L

Tim {IV)6a(0)[2: = S IVighate 002 @2 — (Vw3 } = 0.
j=1

A pair (g,7) is said to be H'-admissible if 2 = 4(1 — % — 1) and (g,r) € [2,00] x [2,00].
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Furthermore, the following hold for all £ > 1 (see Lemma 2.2. in [3]):

J

Tim (M)~ 3 M(glode 002 w) — M)} =0, (8.50)
j=1
k - AN
Tim {H(6a) = 3 H(ghode 007 ) - Hwh)} =0, (8.51)
j=1
k R th A
Tim { () = Y Su(gloge 07 aﬂ)_sw(wﬁ)}:o, (8.52)

<.
Il

[ =
i Mw
o

tJ

. A .
T, (ghole o2 aﬂ)—zw(wﬁ)}:o. (8.53)

lim {Iw(wn(o)) -
Note that it follows from Strichartz’ estimate, (838) and (849) that for any k& > 1,
there exists a number N (k) such that for any n > N(k),

19) e gy < ko < 1. (8.54)

Moreover, it follows from (842) and (854)) that for any 1+ 3 < ¢ < 2% — 1,

itA itA kH1 Sq

lim lim |e

k . . it k||Sq
<
Jim lim [le"Pwplw,, @) < lim lim fle [

L @lle ®)

(8.55)

< 1 itA k:
Jim T (7)) Bl

®) ~

We shall discuss fundamental properties of operators g, (see [®Z4H)) and o, (see
(BZ7)). To this end, for each j > 1, we introduce an operator o7, as

IVI"HV) i Mo =0,
ol = 1 it Mo =1, (8.56)
0 if )\go = 0

Lemma 8.7. The following hold for all function f € H'(R?) and all j > 1:
(i)

nlingo HV{O']f — o f}HL2 =0; (8.57)
(ii)
0 if AMo=0
Tim [lgodfl . = lim [[Modfll. =1 flle if Mo=1, (8.58)

V) flle if Mo = o0
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Proof of Lemma [8.7. We shall prove (857)). If AJ;O = 1, then aﬁ; = 1 and therefore the

claim is trivial. Assume that Mg = 0. Then, we see from Parseval’s identity that

. . )\% flv —1 B
i (192~ otef} o = i [1o1{ BT ooy
n L2

€] (8.59)

- ,}gn;oH{.— - 1}<£>f[f] .

VJou2 + e

Moreover, since lim,, )\% = )\go = 0, we see that
lim {L - 1}(£>f[f](£) =0 for almost all £ € RY. (8.60)
SRRVICTALE Sk

Hence, we find from Lebesgue’s convergence theorem that (857]) holds. Similarly, we can
prove the case where M\, = oo.
Next, we give a proof of ([BES]). The case where M = 1 is trivial. Assume that

AJ;O = 0. Then, we see from the substitution of variables and Parseval’s identity that

lim g0l fllz = lim Mol fll2 = lim H L eF
\/ (Mh)?

Since lim,,_s 0 Moo=\ = 0, we find from (861 and Lebesgue’s convergence theorem
that (858]) holds. Similarly, we can prove the case where Mo = 0. U

7a (8.61)

Lemma 8.8. Let j be a number such that Mo # 00. Then, for anyn > 1, any q € [2,00)
and any function f with (V)f € LI(R%),

IMon st + 1Vonf e S UV s (8.62)
where the implicit constant depends only on d and q.

Proof of Lemma[838. 1f Mo = 1, then the claim is trivial. When Mo = 0, we find from
the Mihlin multiplier theorem that

Mot sl + Vo lle S VISl + llonlode) T VoS o

SIS o + 91036 ] < 1]

(8.63)

Thus, we have proved the lemma. ]
Lemma 8.9. Let 1 —i—% <q<2—=1,andlet j > 1 be a number for which )\go € {0,00}.
Then, the linear profile W satisfies

4

. . . — . . . —_]— —
Jim [[Gote W | glens = lim llgiote  O0* @ [lLan = 0. (8.64)
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Proof of Lemmal89. Assume that X, € {0,00}. Then, we see from the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality that

J

o it . _ ( .. d(g=1)
gt BO7 S 12 < Nt 5T ek (869)
If X, = 0, then it follows from (865) and Lemma BT that
) , _dlg=1)  dlg-1)
lim Hg 0] (V )2A~]H%—gil < hm H)\] 0]~]Hq+1 = ||(V>ﬂ]||;q2 1 =0. (8.66)

n—oo

On the other hand, if M, = oo, then it follows from (885) and Lemma R7 that

+J

i—n A _d(g-1 R (2 )
Jimlghohe 0P| T S (@[T F i [[Vedi ||t =0 (867)
Thus, we have completed the proof. ]

8.2.3 Nonlinear profiles

In this subsection, we introduce the “nonlinear profile” associated with (@, {(azf@, tZL, )\%)})
for each j > 1. From the point of view of ([BZ3), we first introduce a function U} as the
solution to (NLS)) satisfying

(V) ONY) iia

Urjz(o) = )\j

gl (8.68)
Then, we find from (8.46]) that
MAUI0) = G ol B (8.69)

Furthermore, Duhamel’s formula for Ul together with (R.69]) shows that U} satisfies

Ul(t) — Glol ™l =i /0 t 1= L U (s) + FHUI](s) } ds, (8.70)
where sce ([BH) for the definitions of F! and F¥. Applying (67,)"1(G%)~! to the both
sides in (B70]), we find that

(03) 1 (GI)TIUA(E) - R

t

i1y G- i s (d=2)(p=1) ;
= i(e)) Mg [, @OV L) T T T g PG T ()
()2
+ (M) 2 FH(GL) T U (s) } (M)? ds (8.71)
—i(ol)t [, A L) TR B0l (09) 1 (GE) U (s)
n _ t_Jn n n n n
(M))2

+ FHog(o})HG) U (s) } ds.

75



From the point of view of ([871l), for each number j > 1 with M € {0,1}, we define the
nonlinear profile ¢/ associated with (@, {4, %, A} }) as the solution to
t
~. A o S 4 (d—2)(p—1) o~
() = " / o TN T ) T FleLd(s)
(03h)2 (8.72)

+ F [ago{/ﬁ](s)} ds.

When — ()\] € {00}, the equation (812 is interpreted as the final value problem at
+o0. Moreover, if j > 1 is a number for which Mo = = 00, then we define W (t) := A
(we define 17 as a free solution to (NII) so that (BZB) holds; in particular, if @ = 0,
then 1/ = 0).

We simply write e max(sz), Tl = max({/;') and Ténn = Tmin(zzj). More-
over, for an interval I and a number j > 1, we define

' Wit (I) N Was (1) if Mo € {1, 00},
Was(I) if Mo =0.

We find from the construction of the nonlinear profiles (see ([872))) that the following
hold for all numbers j > 1:

o I € C(Lhax, HL(RD)).

° qzj satisfies

‘%gf’ + AT+ Flod i) =0 if Mg =1,
J . L~ )
Zaag,¢ + Al ) + FHol ] =0 if M, =0, (8.74)
(%

+ AP =0 if M= .

e There exists a number N(j) such that for any n > N(j),

4 A
- (A;)Q e (8.75)
n
and ]
lim [|¢7( — —— ) —e 0273, =0. (8.76)
n—00 ()\%)2 &
ol (;}0)2 — 00, then Thax = 00 and for any T > T3,
o2t [y 00y < 570
o If — ()\J )2 = —0o0, then TI{HH = —00 and for any T'< Tgla)“

H‘Tgo{/;jHWj((_oo,T]) < 00 (8.78)
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When X, € {0,00}, it is convenient rewriting (878)) in the form

t it o
i 19 (- e k) st R =0t
n

; oo~ t Cith oA . (8.79)
T R e PRUE )
Now, for each number j > 1, we define
vh = Gholi, (8.80)

and let If;lax,n be the maximal existence-interval of 1% Then, we see from (874) that

J .
at I 4+ Flpl] = if Mo =1,
37/)] i N1t 5 T g 8.81
i + (1) T FHGL oI 7 =0 if Mo =0, (8.81)
J .
8(;!) = if Mo = oo,
and ' ‘ ' ' ‘
. (NPT 4t (M) Thax + ) if My €{0,1},
Ir]nax,n = ; (882)

(—00, 00) it A = oo.

Furthermore, (875]) shows that 0 € Ir]gax,n for any n > N(j).
In what follows, we discuss fundamental properties of nonlinear profiles in a series of

lemmas. In particular, we show that there is at most one “bad nonlinear profile”; the
other profiles are “good” in the sense of (8I35]) and (8I30]).

Lemma 8.10. Let j be a number for which Mo = 0, and let I be an interval on which

H(VWHSW) < 0. (8.83)
Then, the following hold:
Tim Jlodt? —ohd ||y, gy S M [[V{odod? — ol }|,, ) =0, (8.84)
Jim [[V{aZ, P - JJW}HVH%U) =0, (8.85)
lim HA{;UMJHVH% o =0 (8.86)

Proof of Lemma[810 The inequality in (8.84]) follows from Sobolev’s embedding. We
see from Holder’s inequality, Lemma 87 Lemma and the assumption (8.83]) that for
almost all t € I,

2(d+2)

: j J ]
nh_{goHV{Uoo — o (t }‘Lmi(dff)

(8.87)
< lim [[V{oLod? (1) — odi ¢ }H V) )11 1) = 0.
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Furthermore, we see from Lemma [B.8 and the assumption (8.83]) that

d+2) d+2)

IV{ol i’ (t) — ahd ()} 4 d(d“) S @) Sataesy € L) (8.88)
[ d2+4 [ d2+4

Thus, Lebesgue’s convergence theorem shows that the equality in (884]) holds. Similarly,
we can prove (880]). It remains to prove (886]). We see from Hélder’s inequality, Lemma
R Lemma and the assumption (B83)) that for almost all t € I,

+2)
d

L~ 4 ~.
lim [ Modd (@ < T [Nodd? (1) V) (020 1y = 0. (8:89)

HL 2d+2) T n—00
d

Furthermore, we see from Lemma and the assumption (8.83)) that

2(d+2) 2(d+2)

IN, o (¢ )|!L2d+2> SV @) 2l € L'(I). (8.90)

Thus, Lebesgue’s convergence theorem shows that (8.86]) holds. O
Lemma 8.11. Let j be a number for which Mo = 0, and let I be an interval on which

(V)% [| g4y < 00 (8.91)
Then, the nonlinear term in (831)) satisfies

lim [(V){(od) "' F*[G),o? 7] — F[yd)] }H 2av2) =0, (8.92)

n—o00 d+4 ([{L)

where I, == ((M)2inf I 4+ #,, (M,)2sup I + ).

Proof of Lemma[8.11l Note first that

Flyl] = FHGLol ) + FT[Gl o). (8.93)
Next, observe that
IN=Lptrd 3 0 ey 47 ]
nh—%loH {(O'OO) F*Glol ] — F*[Glo), }H (dd:f i

= lim (N,)72||GL (M) VI FHod ] — GL{M) IV FHod || e

77/—)00 Lt ;i+4 (Igl)
= lim VI Ld) = AP s (8.94)

S lim || V{FHod¢?] — F¥og] }H 20t2)
nee t:c )

+ Jim NI ™91 = () VP o] s
e Lg™ (D)
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We consider the first term on the right-hand side of (894]). We see from elementary

computations and Holder’s inequality that

lim HV{Fi ol ¢j] Ft Jj¢j }H 2(d+2)

n—00 L, ()
S&&W@Wwwﬂw—wwwwwww 2gs2) (8.95)

A

+ lim \\\UQJJ\%(U&JJ)QV%&E lo—ﬂwﬂ‘ d 2 (Ufwﬂ) Vo']w]}H d+2
n—00 I

t:c

Furthermore, we see from the triangle inequality, Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s embed-
ding, Lemma B¥] Lemma BI0 and the assumption (89I) that if d > 6 (hence %5 < 1),
then

lim H|0g01;j|ﬁVUg01;j |0]1/)]|d QVUMW}H 2dt2)
n—0o0 t:z; (I)

: J IR TiN2T AT J i Jahd J
+ limn [loA 5 (oL Yokt — ol | APV | g
" e tz (I)

S Jim oo Vol — o2 Vol Y] e
n—00 tx (1)

i I TS (o) V2Vl i — ol dd |8 (0 09\ 2V ol i
+ lim H‘Uoow ’ 4=z (Uoow ) VO'OOTZJJ - ‘O-nw ’ d=2 (Unw ) VUOOTZJJ}H 2(d+2)

Lo~ 4 Lo~ Lo~ 4 Lo~
+ tim [[lo309 (72 Vol — |07 |72 Vol dd | sasn
n—o0 L d+4 I
t,x

o~ 8o e T 8.96
T lim |[|od 0| ()2 o — [0 7 (od ) WW}H e (590
n—o0

(1

L~ o~ A L~
S lim floded? = I537 ) IVold v, L )
+ lim ||awuw IV{oht = ok} lv,, 4 )
4

< dim Jodoi? — ol 152 IV Iy, ()

+ lim |9V N2 IV ket — o v, 00

=0.
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Similarly, we can verify that if 3 < d <5 (hence 1 < %5 =1+ $=2), then

lim H|0g;01;j|£VUgo¢j |oF apT |2 2V0’3¢3}H 204+2)

: i s (53 D\ gl i J o J o J
+ lim [l | (oo 2Vododd — |od | (ohi) VU¢”H! 2g2)
n-»00 R

< lim {Jlo%, P + 1152 ) ke —Jf;JjHWQ*(I)||<V>%Zj\|v2+%(1)
+ lim oA g7 152 IV {0kt = o%d v,

=0.

(8.97)

Next, we consider the second term on the right-hand side of ([894]). We see from the

Mihlin multiplier theorem, the assumption ([8.91]) and Lemma [0 that

n— o0

lim N |[{|(\) 7V = (M) T FFHoZ || aaen)
L, ()

t,x

. L~ o~ A L~
S Ju MIFATI agep S B ok Mok =0

t,x

Putting (894]) through (898) together, we find that

lim |[(V)(od) " FHGL oI ) — (V)FHGL oI sweny =0

n— 00 L, ()
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We can also verify in a way similar to the estimates (8.94]) and (898 that

lim [[(V FT[GJJ]¢]]H 24+2)

n—00 L, (Ij)
= Tim (M) T A((M) ) F ol ] [P
n—00 d+4 (IJ)
t
—(d=2)(p=1) :
< 1im (M)A IV = () T DI ETod ]| s
n—0o0 L d+4 (IJ)
4-(d-2)(p—1)
+ lim (M) 2 [ VE o] | age
n—o0 d+4 J
tac (I)
< lim ()\])4—((1—;)@—1) N, HFJr ol ] 0 2@
n—0o0 L d+4 (ijl)
P (8.100)
+ lim (M) T2 | VF od ] e
n—o0 d+4 J
tac (I)
4-(d=2)(p=1) | : ~i11p—1
< lim (V)= e[ g I ]HVH%(I)
. j 4-(d=2)(p—1) §T ~;
+ lim (\) 2 [|ogy) {WH(I IV, 40
1H(1- 1)
< lim [N 48 ol i, oy ¥ v, 4
+ Jim N 1)y N I, 190
= 0.
Then, the desired result (892) follows from (899) and (RI00). O

Lemma 8.12. For any 6 > 0 and any k > 1, there exists a number N(0,k) such that for
any n > N(0,k),

> P 2w <6, (8.101)
X d+4

R LT (®)

)\g,o:oo

where the sum is taken over all integers j satisfying 1 < j < k and Mo = 0.

Proof of Lemmal812. Let q denote p or 2* — 1, and let 5 > 1 be a number for which

Mo = 00, so that w% = Gl ol etAu. Then, we see from Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s
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embedding, Strichartz’ estimate, Lemma B with o = 0 (see (850)) that

Jim 219 M || ey
L, (R)

< lim H¢j||Wq+1(In ||WL||V2+%(R)

A% A~
Snlim (N @D (=s0) || |7 |057 ¢t u]HVqH . N [|od et U]|’V+4(R) (8.102)

< Jim (W) V|| 1T @ |17,0 [N o |2

) S )(1— 1
S Tim [INoga |5 Vol |V Mol | 2 = 0.
Similarly, we can verify that
lim V{7 2wen S lm (31T VA 2en
n—00 d+4 n—oo R
Lt x R) Lt,x (R) (8 103)
< Jim 0I5 oy IV6 I, 00 = O

Thus, we find from ([8I02) and (8JI03) that for any 6 > 0 and any k& > 1, there exists
N(6,k) > 1 such that for any n > N (4, k),

> DA PN e <6, (8.104)
1<j<k L2t (R)
AJOO:oo
which gives us the desired result. O

Lemma 8.13. Let j > 1, and let I be an interval on which {Ej exists. Then, we have
sup 7)oy S 1V L snrys (8.105)
where I} = (()\%)2 inf I+t ()\%)2 sup I + t%)
Proof of Lemma 813 We can easily verify that
||<V>¢£||L?L%(Igl) < |\, ~j||Lt°°L§(I) + \|VU¥;TJZj||L§°Lg(1), (8.106)
Ve ey < IMoEP p2n ) + IV 21 . (8.107)

When M, € {0,1}, these estimates (8I06) and (BIOT7) together with Lemma prove
the lemma. Assume X, = 0o, so that ¢ (t) = 2%, Then, we see from (8100), (RI07)

and Strichartz’ estimate that

) oo 2 ay + IV 212 1y S IN0RE N2 + V| 2 (5.108
S IV |22 = V) [l o L2 (1)

Thus, we have completed the proof. O
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Lemma 8.14 (cf. Lemma 6.8 in [3]). There exists a number Jy such that I = R for
any j > Jo; and for any r > 2,

> I Gy S D @5 < oo (8.109)

J>Jo Ji>Jo

Proof of Lemma[8.17. 1t follows from (849) and the uniform boundedness (838)) that

k t

Tim Y Hgg’zag;e_iWAaszl <1 (8.110)
j=1

for all k > 1. Furthermore, we see from Lemma R that: if A, = 0, then

J
Tim [lghote” B0 @, = Y [Noda . =0, (8.111)
g
Tim [|[Vgiode 002w, = tim ([ Vo), = ]l (8.112)
and if A, € {1, 00}, then
L i th A .
Tim [lghode” O @ = [ . (8.113)

Putting (BII0) through (8II3]) together, we obtain that

.ot
ith

0 k k ]
, , it A
~ 2 _ . ~ 2 . . J\2 ~ 2
E [ 5 = Jim E @15 S Jim E lim (lghote ow® @, S1 (8.114)
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1
In particular, for any § > 0, we can take J(d) > 1 such that for any j > J(9),

@ || g < 6. (8.115)

Note here that if A, = 0, then (BIIH) is rewritten as || Voot |2, < 6. Since Y7 satisfies

[B4) and (BTE), the small-data theory (Lemma [D.]) together with (BII5) implies that
there exists a number Jy such that for any j > Jy,

(V)% llseqmy S 117 - (8.116)

Then, the claim (8I09) follows from (8II4]), (8II6]) and Jensen’s inequality. O

Lemma 8.15. For any number k > 1, there exists a number N (k) such that for any
n > N(k),

k 4

.. n_A
N Lu(giohe 002 W) + I (wk) < m,,
j=1

K1 (R*)

" T (8.117)
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Proof of Lemma[813. It follows from ([832]), B37) and S, (¢y) < my, + &, that for any

numbers n and k,

R, 2
my — %_)1) > My +&p — m’c(wn(o))
, (8.118)
2 Sw(wn) - m’q%(o)) = Iw(wn(o))'
This together with ([853]) gives us the desired result (8I17]). O

Lemma 8.16. For any number k > 1, there exists a number N (k) such that for any

n > N(k) and any j < k for which the linear profile W is non-trivial,

.t )

S A ] R . N
H(glohe NEVAE u’) > 5/C(gﬂlafle NEVAE w’) >0, (8.119)

H(wk) > %K(wﬁ) > 0. (8.120)

Proof of Lemma[818. Since Z,, is non-negative, Lemma [RI5] together with (ILI0) shows
that for any k > 1, there exists a number N (k) such that for any n > N(k) and any
j < k for which @/ is non-trivial,

-t

.. = n_A .
K(giole o2 %) >0, Kwk) > 0. (8.121)

n

This together with (L6l gives us the desired result. O
Lemma 8.17. There is at most one number jy such that PR {0,1} and

So(aRg7) > my,  if NS =1,

o . (8.122)
HH(o22pi0) > HA(W) if ML =0.
Proof of Lemma [8.17 First, we consider a number k such that
.k
—i—n A 2
S, (ghoke 0BT < S (8.123)

Then, it follows from Lemma B7 Lemma B9 (874), (879), (L34) and (L33) that for

any sufficiently large number n,

Sw(algoqzk) == Sw(Ulgoizk< - ()\]?)2)) < my, if )\]go = 1’

tk

- - (8.124)
HH (o) = HH (o (= o)) < HEOW) i 0% =0,

Thus, it suffices for the desired result to show that there is at most one number jy such
that for any sufficiently large n,
4o

L B A 2
SW(Q%OU%OG (\10)2 UJO)ngw- (8.125)
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We see from Lemma [B.16] that for any j > 1 and any sufficiently large n,

.t

R n_A .
Sulghole 0?2 i) > 0. (8.126)

Hence, it follows from ([R52) and S,,(1,,(0)) < my, + &, that there are at most one linear
profile satisfying (8125]). O

Now, using Lemma R.I7 and reordering the indices, we may assume that for any
Jj=2
So(0dep?) <my, if Mo =1,

o , (8.127)
H (odop?) < HY (W) if X = 0.

Lemma 8.18. Assume (RIZ2T7). Then, for any j > 1 for which the nonlinear profile 0
is non-trivial and X, € {0,1}, there exists a number N(j) such that for any n > N(j),

K@ (= b)) >0 if Mo=1,

(N)2

L j | (8.128)
Ki(a&ﬂ/ﬂ(— (55)2) >0 if Mo=o0,
Furthermore, if Mo = 0 and H¥(oloip?) < HY(W), then for any n > N(j),
Vol (- t e < IVW2.. (8.129)
(An)?

Proof of Lemma[818 We see from Lemma that there exists a number N(j) such
that for any n > N(j),

Atj
G Fi(R.)
Tolgnone 007" W) <mu — 5000y

When M, = 1, the desired result (8I28) follows from (B79), (®130) and (LI0). In order
to prove (BIZR) in the case M, = 0, note that it follows from (L30) and (8I30) that for

any n > N(j),

(8.130)

,i . L. 7i . R t{L ‘
T (ghote OO0 TW) = H (gloje OV — ﬁ/@(%aﬁle o2 S )
p_
.,—it% . 2 »~—it{1A.
< Su(gnone Ow? Uj)—mK(gflaﬂle 2" (8.131)
it A k1 (Ry)

= Lo(gmone OW* W) < my — qope

Furthermore, we see from (8I31]) and (879) that for any n > N(j),

A
= 1l Hodole b2 < __m(R)
)) = Jim T (giote ) =M = 10 -1y

t
(Nh)?

72 (o] ( _ (8.132)
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Thus, when M, = 0, (CZ9) together with (I34), (L35) and (BI32) shows that for any
n = N(j),

K (o W( ))—H ol (-
which completes the proof of (BI28]).

Next, we shall show ®IZ9). Assume X, = 0 and H¥(clyp)) < HI(W). Then, we
see from ([RI33), (L34) and (28] that for any n > N(j),

1 . th
|| Vol (- %)Q)H;

iy )Hu oo (- (Aj)2)Hf;* >0, (8.133)

o g (- ) - L ved (- (jf) i

(n) (8.134)
1 Lo~ tzl 2 tj 2%
= gIvd (- e~ (- )
= H (o) < H (W) = L[V,
Thus, we have completed the proof. ]

We see from Lemma BI8 and ([8I27) that for any j > 2 for which Q,Zj is non-trivial
and M, # 00,
ool € PW, 4+ if Mo =1,
o ' (8.135)
ool € PWE if Mo =o0.
Furthermore, since 17 (t) = 237 for j > 1 with M, = oo, it follows from Theorem [2}
Theorem and Lemma that If;lax =R for any j > 2, and

sup (V)9 || sy() < 0. (8.136)
Jj=2

8.2.4 Existence of bad profile

In the previous section, we showed that there are at most one bad profile (see Lemma
RI7), and the candidate is ¢! (see (8I36)). Our aim in this section is to show that for
any T € (T, Tnax)

ot wa (T,T%..)) = OO (8.137)
where W! is the function space defined by (B73) (see Proposition B.25] below). To this

end, we observe properties of 1;1 on an interval where
ot w1y < 00 (8.138)

Lemma 8.19. For any interval I satisfying [8I38]), we can take a constant A(I) > 0
such that

V)9 |5y < A(D). (8.139)
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Proof of LemmaBI9. When AL, = oo, ¥'(t) = ¢*24! and therefore the claim follows
from Strichartz’ estimate. Moreover, when I is a compact interval in I}, the claim
follows from the well-posedness theory. Thus, we may assume that M, € {0,1}, and
supl =

max min* max
min max? h

blowup criterion (cf. Theorem 4.1 in [3] and Lemma 2.11 in [I§]) together with (8I38])

or infI = T!. . We only consider the case where sup/ = T  and
T!. < infI. The same proof is applicable for the other cases. Since supl = T

shows that T} = co and
H%&F”Wl([iﬁf,@) < oo. (8.140)
We shall show that
Lo I < o (8.141)

Suppose for contradiction that (8I41]) was false. Then, we could take a sequence {t,} in

[inf I, 00) such that lim, o t, = 00 and

lim |4 ()| ;1 = oo (8.142)

n— o0

Assume AL = 1. Then, ¢! is a solution to (NLI), and we see from Strichartz’ estimate
and Holder’s inequality that for any t,, < t,,

om0 ) SR ) < || [ 2 rP L],

TE[tm,tn]

(8.143)
SIBE oo TP ) + 1 e B e
Moreover, we see from ([8I40) and o), = 1 that
Jim 19 1w, 41 ((T00))0 W ((7,00)) = O- (8.144)
In particular, for any § > 0, there exists 7'(§) > 0 such that
1 W41 (76000 (),000) < 6 (8.145)
An estimate similar to (8I43]) together with (8I4%]) also yields that
)% 13,416,000V (17(5).000)
R ) B (8.146)
S (T ) e + (P71 4+ 672) (V)0 [y, 41 (176 00)) Ve (178),00)) -
Thus, we can take dp > 0 such that
H<v>{/;1HVP+1([T((50),OO))QV2*([T(60)7oo)) < H{bvl (T'(80)) || g1 - (8.147)

Combining (BIZ3) with (8IZ) and I4T7), we find that {e 241 (¢,)} is a Cauchy

sequence in HY(R?). Similarly, when AL = 0, we can verify that {e~#2gL i (t,)} is
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a Cauchy sequence in H L(R?). Thus, in both cases A}, = 1 and A\l, = 0, we can take
b, € H'(RY) such that

lim [0 (ta) i = 194111 < oo. (8.148)
n—oo

However, this contradicts (8I42]). Hence, we have proved (RI41]).

Now, we are able to show 8I39). If A\l = 1, then e[¢)!] = 0 (see (I0B) for the
definition of e[!]), and Lemma[D.2 together with (8IZ0) and ®IZI) gives us the desired
estimate (8I39). If A}, = 0, then et [O'éoiz;l] = 0. Moreover, it follows from (8.73]), (8140
and (BI4I)) that

||O-;o¢1||W2*([ian,oo)) < o0, sSup ||Vo-éo¢1||L2 < 0. (8149)
teinf I,00)

Hence, we see from Lemma [D.2] that

V) | sit(fin 1,00)) = IVOe® | 5t(fint 1,00)) < 005 (8.150)

which completes the proof. ]

A

Since the estimate (8242) is insufficient to control the remainder 2w, in the Strichartz

space (V)~1St(R), we need the following estimate:

Lemma 8.20. Assume [8I27)), and let q denote p or 2* — 1. Then, for any § > 0, any
interval I satisfying (8I38), and any number j > 1, there exists a number K (9,1, ) with
the following property: for any k > K(0,1,7), there exists a number N(0,1,7j,k) such
that for any n > N(6,1,j,k) and s € {0,1},

HW’V‘S i kH 2d42)(0-1) <9, (8.151)

L, 29D (1)

where I, := ((AL)?inf I +tL, (AL)2supl +tl).

Proof of Lemma[820. Let I be an interval on which (8I38]) holds. Put I' := I and
I’ ;= R for j > 2. Then, it follows from Lemma and (8I30) that there exists a
constant A(I) > 0 such that

sup |[(V)9 | g5y < A(I). (8.152)

7>1

Moreover, we see from (880) and elementary computations that for any numbers j, k,n >
1 and s € {0, 1},

104 |V P S wi]| PP
L, S (1)
o (8.153)
< (M2 o (G) VP wil| saene-n
Ly )
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We consider the right-hand side of ([8I53]) according to s and Ao:

Case 1.1. Assume s = 0 and M, € {0,1} in ®I53). Then, we see from Holder’s
inequality, Lemma B8 ([8I52) and (853 that there exists a number Ki(d,I) with the
following property: for any k > K;(d, 1), there exists a number Ny(d, I, k) such that for
any j > 1 and any n > N1(6,1, k),

(X)> 51| (G~ e S wh]| agaszo-n
Ly 2@ (1)
’ (8.154)

. A _ A
< )\%HU%WHVH%(U)HGM whllw, @) S H(WWHVH%(U)HGM whllw,. i @) < 6.

Case 1.2. Assume s = 0 and M, = oco. Then, ¥/ (t) = "% and we sec from an
estimate similar to (8I54]), Strichartz’ estimate, Lemma and Lemma [RT4] that for
any k > K;(6,1), there exists a number Ni(d,1,k) such that for any j > 1 and any
n > Nl((S,I, k‘),

(M)l (GR) e B wh | awrme-n

L d(g—1)+4 i
e ) (8.155)

o A » A
< A lle” U%UJHVH%(IJ')I!e” willw,r @ S V)@ (2 e wpllw, ) < 6.

Case 2.1. Assume s = 1 and X, € {0,1} in (BI53). Take a sequence {vﬁﬁ}mzl of

smooth functions on R% x R with the following properties:

ny_r)noo H (V) (¢j — Ufn) HVH%(U)QVQ*(IJ’) =0, (8.156)

and for each m > 1, there exist R,]}L > 0, T,zl > 0 and af‘n € R such that
Bl = {(z,t): [2| <R, [t—al,| < TS} CRYx I’ (8.157)

m

and the support of vl, is contained in EY,.

We see from (8I52) and ([BI50) that for each j > 1, there exists a number M; ([, 5)
such that for any m > M ([, j),

H<V>U¥ﬁ||v2+%(lj)mv2*(n) < A(I) + 1. (8.158)

Moreover, it follows from (8I56]) that for any § > 0 and any j > 1, there exists
Ms(9,1,7) > 1 such that for any m > My(4,1,5),

(V) (47 — Ufﬁ)HVH%(y)mVQ*(m <. (8.159)

Put mgy := max{M;i(1,7), M3(5,1,7)}. We see from the triangle inequality, Holder’s
inequality and Sobolev’s embedding that the right-hand side of (8I53]) with s = 1 is
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estimated as follows:
(M)? 5 |od g (G) TV [ 2wl || swrae-n)
Ly 2@V (1)

< )0 = odvd lw, s () 1V 1€ 2w kHV 4(19) (8.160)

+ () 000 (GR) T VI un ]l 2aiaa-n
Ly

We consider the first term on the right-hand side of (8I60). Using (8.54]), Holder’s
inequality, Lemma and (8I59) that if n is sufficiently large dependently on k, then

o A
N [l = advhngllw, a1V [ wh ]y, (1)
. 1_ . 1 .
S O llod ! — ol Si anllohd? = ooyl 1) (8.161)
+a

SO = v}y, 4 o O = el <

Next, we consider the second term on the right-hand side of (BI60]). Assume first
that Mo = 1, so that M, =1and o) = 1. Then, we see from Holder’s inequality,
Sobolev’s embedding, [BI58), [B54), Lemma 2.5 of [2I] and (B5H]) that there exists
a number Ky(d,1,7) with the following property: for any k > Ky(d,1,j), there exists
Ny(6,1,7,k) > 1 such that for any n > No(6, 1,7, k),

(N2> o v (GR) MV [ wii]|- 2acao-ny
L, 29D (1)

t,x

= (|0, |V ]e" Sy JECE I

1)+4 ( J )
j Ak
< v I (1) 11V ]2 0 || @D
SV vy (1) 1V €2 w kll EETEI. (8.162)
(Bt
A k 1 A k
S A + 1}V ]e” IILQ(S};%O)IIIVIB” H
2(1—sq) . (3d+2)(1—sq) SA 1-sq & 2(1—sq)
SAAW) + 1T, 2@ (BY,,) 5@ e wplly? g Vgl 27

2(1-sq) . (3d4+2)(1—sq) —sq

S A +1H(T,,) 5@ (R,) s || kHWQ*(R) <0

Next, we assume that Mo = 0. We see from Lemma B8 and the support property of vfﬁo
that

I, 30h, O)ll72 S V)i, ()] 72 € L1 (R). (8.163)
We also see from Lemma that for any ¢ € R,

lim_[|\0v), (D)2 = 0. (8.164)

n“n%mo
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Hence, Lebesgue’s convergence theorem shows that

n-n-’mo n-n-mo

nli_)n;OH)\ij HL2 Mok hm / N oivl (t)]2, dt = 0. (8.165)

Furthermore, it follows from Holder’s inequality, (854]), Sobolev’s embedding, Lemma
RB ®IFN), N, < 1 and BI6H) that for any k > 1, there exists N3(d,1,4,k) > 1 such
that for any n > N3(0, 1,7, k),

(M)? |0, (GR) T VI Wil aarae-n
d(g—1)+4 j
Li o (17)

< )"l ly, " gyl

A
|l ) V1€ B 0, )
+3a

1-s s
S H)‘%ngvgno” i([j){A(I) + 1}
T (8.166)

1-s 1—s

o G dosq oo 1oee
S N0 | 2 1y (M) 2 oot g2,y {AMD) + 135
1—3q

o [9o0ho 2 1 (AU + 1

1—sq

< Nt | 2 1 TAWD)

S INMoh i,

t <

Case 2.2. Assume s = 1 and X, = oo in BI53). We see from Hélder’s inequality,
([BE4), Sobolev’s embedding, Strichartz’ estimate and Lemma that for any k& > 1,
there exists N4(d,7, k) > 1 such that for any n > N4(4, j, k),

()2 [l (Go) Ve Py 2(d+2)(0-1)

L, 2T (1)

s 1—s ins :
< (W) qIIJJWH ’ N)IIJ W||V;2*(U)|||V|em k||V+4(R)
(8.167)

. A
S )l o |y p)He” V@ I3 1

S Mo [ Vo |35 < 6.

Thus, putting the estimates (8I53), (8I54), (BI60), (RI6T), (RI62), (RIGE) and
([BIGT) together, we obtain the desired result (8IG]). O

Now, for a number k£ > 1, we define an approximate solution ¢k PP of 1, by

k

Y P (1) szz ¢Sy (8.168)

Assume [®IZ27). Then, we have [, = R for all j > 2, which together with (B2)
shows that Ljﬁaxn = R for all j > 2. Hence, for any numbers k& and n, the maximal
existence-interval of ¢h P s I&laxn = (AL T + th, (AL)?Thhax + t). Furthermore,
we see from (R70) that 0 € I

max ,, for any sufficiently large number n.
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Lemma 8.21. Assume [8I27), and let q¢ denote one of the numbers 1+ %, p and 2* — 1.
Then, for any jo > 2, any k > jo and any 0 > 0, there exists a number N(jo,k,d) such
that for any n > N (jo, k,d),

2)(g=1) (d+2)(g—=1) 1)

| an\\wq+l < Z 1w, 2@+ (8.169)
J=jo J=Jo
+2)
HVZ%HV ) < Z HV%IIV 4(R)+6 (8.170)
Jj=Jo J=Jjo

Proof of Lemma[8Z1. Let jo and k be numbers with 2 < jo < k. Then, we can verify

that there exists a constant C(jo, k) such that for any number n,

(d+2)(g—1)
H Z nHWq+1
J=jo
(8.171)
(d+2)(g—1) J e
B Sl AT S R | dadt
J=Jo J=2 2<j'<k;

J'#3

Furthermore, the orthogonality (841]) shows that for any § > 0, we can take a number
N (jo, k, ) such that for any distinct numbers j, ;' € {2,...,k} and any n > N(jo, k,9),

// |5 ( t){(dﬁ—)?(q*l)‘le’( )| dudt < 0 (8.172)
x, ) (z, zdt < ———. .
R JRA n C(jo,]{?)k2

Putting (8I7T) and [BI72) together, we obtain the desired result (8I69]). Similarly, we
can verify that (8I70) holds. O

Lemma 8.22. Assume 8I2T). Then, for any interval I satisfying (8I38]), we can take
a constant B(I) > 0 with the following property: for any number k, there exists a number
N (k) such that for any n > N(k),

IR P | (1) Wope (1) + H(Vsz_appHvH%(In) < B(I), (8.173)
where I, := ((AL)?inf I +tL, (AL)2sup I +tl).

Proof of Lemma[822. We consider the first term on the right-hand side of (8I73)). Let
q denote p or 2" — 1, and let Jy be the number found in Lemma R.I4l Then, it follows
from Lemma B 2T with 6 = 1, LemmaRI3] (854]), LemmaRT19] (8I30]) and Lemma [R14]
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that for any number k, there exists a number N (k) such that for any n > N(k),

(d+2)(g=1)

k-
el 2

k
(d+2)(g—1) (d+2)(g—1) (d+2)(g—1)
10— =2 i 2 ZAN T e E—
S Hwn”wﬁf([n) +ZH1/}%”WQ+12(R) +1+He” ”Wq+1 ®)
£
! (8.174)
~1 (d+2)(g—1) ~. (d+2)(q 1) ~. (d+2)(g—1)
S )P sy +ZH W lsums +ZII Wiswj — +1
Jj=Jo
(d )( )
SADTE T+t 1

Thus, we have obtained the desired estimate for the first term. We can deal with the

second term in a similar way. O

Lemma 8.23. Assume (8127), and let ¢ denote p or2*—1. Then, for any é > 0 and any
interval I satisfying 8I38]), we can take a number K(d,1) with the following property:
for any k > K(6,1), there exists a number N (6,1,k) such that for anyn > N(6,1,k) and
s €{0,1},

[P TPt k]| agen <8 (8.175)
Lyp ™ (In)

where I, := ((AL)?inf I +tL, (AL)2supl +tl).

Proof of Lemma[82Z3. Let us begin with some preparation. We see from Sobolev’s em-
bedding, Lemma B3] and Lemma [814] that for any ¢ > 0, there exists a number K;()
such that

s (d+2)(g—1) e (d+2)(q 1)
Yool e S D IV lae; <6 (8.176)
J=K1(9) J=K1(6)

This together with Lemma B2 shows that for any 6 > 0 and any k > K;(9), there exists
a number Ny (4, k) such that for any n > Ny(9, k),

k (d+2)(g=1)

> nHWq+1 ® <O (8.177)

J=K1(0)+

Furthermore, we see from Holder’s inequality, (854]) and ([853) that for any 6 > 0, there
exists a number K5(d) with the following property: for any k > K5(0), there exists a
number Ny (0, k) such that for any n > Na(d, k) and s € {0, 1},

(d+2)(q 1) (d+2)(g— (d+2)(q 1)
A k A k Ak A k
[e"Pwi VI e wp]| hulngn < €Pw HWq+1 |||VS " wnlly, @)

L, J 0 (®)

(8.178)
(d+2)(g—1)

A
< e ullly, 2 <0
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Now, we shall prove [8I7H). First, we consider the case where ¢ < 2. Then, we

see from Holder’s inequality, (854]), (RIT7) and ([RBITR]) that for any 6 > 0, any k >
max{K1(9), K2(8)}, any n > max{Ny(d, k), N2(d,k)} and s € {0,1},

k- — itk
ey PP |7V e 2 wh || L)
L, g™ (In)
(d+2)(g—1) (d+2)(2—q)
k- it kT 2 it A
< lvn app‘vlsen wy || 2(di2)(q71) ”’v‘selt HV2+4
Lt,g(q_l)+4 (In) d
(d+2)(q 1)
— ; A
N M’ﬁ app‘vlsen ” 2d+2)(q 1)
Lt,g(q 1)+4 (In)
K1) s ith, +2)(4=1)
J) Z (REANARE H 2(d+2)(q 1 (8.179)
=1 L, ;i(q R (In)
k N " (@+2)(a-1)
FY Ul e VISl
j=K1(6)+1
(d+2 )(q 1)
A A I
+ (| Cwp VI B wi]] suda) o)
L, J0H (®)
. ‘tA d+2)(q 1)
SCO)KL(6) sup |¢h|V[e! ” 2d+2)(q 1) +9,
1S]SK1(5) Lt d(g—1)+4 (In)

where C(§) is some constant depending only on d, ¢ and K;(J). Moreover, Lemma
shows that we can take a number K3(d,/) with the following property: for any
k > K3(6,1), there exists a number N3(6,1, k) such that for any 1 < j < K;(d), any
n > N3(6,1,k) and s € {0,1},

(d+2)(g—1) )

j v s _itA k <
3|V |*e HLW(M = COEL)

te
Putting (8I79) and (BI80) together, we obtain the desired result [8I70) in the case
q<2.

Next, we consider the case where ¢ > 2. In this case, we see from Holder’s inequality
and Lemma [R:22] that there exists B(I) > 0 with the following property: for any number
k, there exists a number Ny (k) such that for any n > Ny(k) and s € {0, 1},

(8.180)

(| [spk-ewp |91 22wl || aiaia)
L, (1)

SR\ PSP Ly s Fl

P (8.181)

< [l PV e B wp|| s BT

Lt’;i(q_l)+4 (In)
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Then, we can obtain the desired estimate (8I75) in a way similar to the case ¢ < 2. O

The following lemma enables us to control the error term of the approximate solution:

Lemma 8.24. Assume [RI27). Then, for any 6 € (0,1) and any interval 1 satisfying
RBI3]), there exist numbers ko (depending on & and I) and N(0,I) such that for any
n>N(,1),

(V) efbi PP]|| awizy <6, (8.182)
Lig™ (In)

where I, = ((AL)?inf I +t1 (AL)2sup I +t}).

Proof of Lemma[8.24 Let q denote p or 2* — 1. Then, we see from (855]), Lemma
and Lemma [B23] that for any § € (0,1) and any interval I satisfying (8I38]), there exist
a number kg > 1 (depending on ¢ and I), a constant B(I) > 0 (independent of §) and a
number Ny (0,I) > 1 such that if n > Ny(d, ), then

; )

A,k
" wn® (w1 (®) < T+ B0 (8.183)
[ w1y + D8R,y () < B, (8.184)

[[homapp|a=L et Rqbo || pign) A+ [[[R0 P V€ AWR | sy <60 (8.185)
Ly ot (In) L, 2% (In)

R0ZPP] a5 follows:

We rewrite the “error term” e[y

e[ = Z ( agi" + A ) +F ZW
st (3.186)

+ F[¢ﬁo-app] _ F[wﬁo-app _ eitAwZO].
Then, we have

(V) elwr™ PP s

L, 27 (In)

< %) { Zl( O 1 Av) + Zw g 8187
J= t,x n

+ H<V> { F[wﬁo—app] _ F[wﬁo—app _ eitAwao] } H 2(d42)
L, ()

We consider the first term on the right-hand side of ([8I87). It follows from (8],
Lemma and Lemma that there exists a number Ny(d,I) such that for any
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n 2 N2(57I)7

) {3 (2% 5 aug) + IS0 Y g

Jj=1 7j=1 Lt,g+4 (In)
(8.188)
< v {ZF vl - Zwﬂ i g
(In)
Then, we see from elementary computations that for ¢ = p or ¢ = 2* — 1,
kO ko ko
S _— }
(DN A A G WA [
j=1 j=1 =1 Lzt ()
(8.189)
<Z > Ml w’“u s
j=1 1<k<kg Ip)
k#j
and
kO ko ko
o ) ‘
19 il = [ D™ Do vl s
j=1 j=1 j=1 Ly g™ (In)
(8.190)
<Z > e 1vw’“H 20+
j=1 1<k<kg (In)
k#3j

Here, when ¢ > 2, we must add the following term to the right-hand side of (8I90):

ko ko

>0 > Ml ZIVWIWIII asn (8.191)

i=1 j=1 1<k<kg (In)
k#j

We see from the orthogonality (841]) that there exists a number N3(d, ) such that for
any distinct numbers j, k € {1,...,ko} and any n > N3(0, 1),

A 0l 2wen  + WA VYRl 2arn <5 (8.192)
L, 3 (1) Ly () PO
When ¢ > 2, we also see that for any number i € {1,... ko}, any distinct numbers
Joke{l,... . ko} and any n > N3(4,1),
4=2x7,J 0
[ v %II a S gy (8.193)

Putting the estimates (8I88]) through [8I93]) together, we find that for any n > max{N2(d, I), N3(6,1)},

1w Z( o +AYL) +F ZW ]} | g S0 (8.194)

]:1 t,x ( n)
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We move on to the second term on the right-hand side of (8I87). We can verify that for
g=porq=2"—1, and any number n > 1,

(2 pstoero=Lphomem — ylomorm _ ity fojat (ghomamw — Al L)y
L (1)

t,x

S Mre PP e B || s+ (e B[ YR s
Lig™ (In) Lzt (In)

+ [ PPV A w0 saen 4 € P Wi T VYRR s
L, 5T (1) L (1)

t,x t,x

R T | s

Lt,z+ (In)
(8.195)
When ¢ > 2, we must add the following terms to the right-hand side of (8I95):
[[ipfomapp|a=2¢itAqkozopkomarp|| 4y (8.196)
Lyg™ ()
e w2 |72y PPV B | sarn (8.197)

Ly 3T (In)

Furthermore, using (8I85]), Holder’s inequality, (8I83), (8I84) and (B54), we can verify
that the right-hand side of (8I95]) vanishes as n tends to the infinity (cf. the proof of

(3.10) in [21]). Thus, we conclude that

lim [|[(V){F [pfomorP] — F[phomarp — eByRo] | 5s = 0. (8.198)
e Lg™ (In)
Putting (RI87), (RI94]) and ([BI98) together, we find that the desired estimate (RIR2])
holds. O

Proposition 8.25. Assume [®8IZT). Then, A, € {0,1}, and for any T € I}, =
(Tins L)

min’ - max

ot lwr (o)) = 0. (8.199)

max

Furthermore, the following holds:
(8.200)

Proof of Proposition [823. First, we assume A\, € {0,1} and prove (8I99). Suppose for
contradiction that (8I99) failed for some T € I.... Then, we see from the well-posedness
theory that T'L. = oo and for any 7 € (T, | co),

min?

2 1 (r,00)) < 0. (8.201)
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In order to derive a contradiction, we consider the approximate solution wf[ap P defined
by (BI6]]). Note that for any numbers k and n, the maximal existence interval of ¢k app
is identical to I}, == ((AL)* T, + £, 00).

We shall show that there exists a constant B > 0 with the following property: for

any number k, there exists a number N (k) such that for any n > N(k),
[k v, 4 (10.00) Wy ((0.00)) < B. (8.202)

If — (;11 = —00, then we see from ([R201]) and (BT8) that Lemma B22] is available on
the whole interval R. Thus, we can take a constant By > 0 with the following property:

for any number k, there exists a number N (k) such that for any n > Ny (k),
Hwﬁ_app|’\/2+%(R)ﬂW2*(R) < Bj. (8.203)

On the other hand it — ( [BE # —oo0, then it follows from the construction of 1/)1 (see
B12)) that — ()\1 2 € (T | )U {oo}. This implies that there exist 79 € (T, 00) and
a number Ny such that 79 < — ( ) for any n > N, so that [0,00) C ((AL)?7+tL,00) C
I} Furthermore, we see from Lemma 822l and ([8201]) with 7 = 7y that there exists

max,n-*
a constant By > 0 with the following property: for any number k, there exists a number
Ny (k) such that for any n > max{Ny, No(k)},

[t v, 4(10.00) "Wy ((0.00) < By. (8.204)

Thus, (8203) and ([8204]) give the desired result (8202]).
Now, we shall finish the proof of (8I99) for A} € {0,1}. Note that it follows from

®43), (R40) and Lemma [R.8 that

],

ko J
[4(0) = £l = | Y ghoe 002w Zgn (—(;))Hm
j=1

. (8.205)
k B t?n tj
Sl o - (- )
~ Hl
st (Mh)?
This estimate together with (876) shows that for any number k, there exists a number
N3 (k) such that

sup |1, (0) — ¢ PP(0) [ < 1. (8.206)
n>N3(k)

We also see from (B38]) that

sup [tonllLoe 1(j0,00)) < 1- (8.207)

n_

Let dp > 0 be a constant determined by the long-time perturbation theory (Lemma [E.)
together with (8202), (8200) and (8207)). Then, we see from Sobolev’s embedding,
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Strichartz’ estimate, ([8205]) and (BT76) that for any number k, there exists a number
Ny (k) such that for any n > Ny(k),

HeltA{wn(o) _ wﬁ_app(())}“V2+é([0,oo)ﬂw2*([0,00))
4 (8.208)

S IV {40 (0) = U *P(0) }lsi((0,000) S 190 (0) = PP (0) ]| 11 << o

Moreover, it follows from Lemma that we can take numbers ky and N5 such that
for any n > Nj,
(V) el P sqasa) < do. (8.209)
Ly ((0.00))
Thus, applying the long-time perturbation theory (Lemma [EJ]) to ¢, and wﬁo_ap P with
n > max{N (ko), N3(ko), N4(ko), N5}, we find that

(V) ¥n I se([0,00)) < 00 (8.210)

However, this contradicts (834]). Thus, we have shown that (8I39) holds when A\, €
{0,1}.

Next, we assume that A\, = co. Then, (8202) holds without the hypothesis (820T]).
Furthermore, the same argument as ([8205]) through (82I0) shows that the case AL, = oo
never happens.

It remains to prove ([8200). Suppose to the contrary that the claim (8200]) was false.
Then, it follows from (8.74]), Theorem [[.2, Theorem [[.3] Lemma and (8I99) that
l|oLotpd || St([0,00)) < 00. However, this contradicts (8I99). Thus, we have proved that the

claim (R200) is true. O

8.2.5 Ciritical element and completion of the proof

We shall show the existence of “critical element” (see Lemma [8.29] below). Furthermore,
we will derive a contradiction by using it under the hypothesis (830), which completes
the proof of Proposition

Let us begin by defining the functionals S, and Z¢,. For each j > 1, we define

, S, if Mo e {1,00}, , T, if Mo e {1,00},
ST = 7 = (8.211)

w w

HE it M =0, 7t it Mo =0.
Lemma 8.26. Assume 8I12T)). Then, for any § > 0 and any number k > 2, there exists
a number N (0,k) such that for any t € R and any n > N(d,k),

k

> T (0l 07 (1) + Lu(wh) < 6. (8.212)
=2
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Proof of Lemma[820. We see from ([831]), (B33]) and ([B52]) that for any § > 0 and any
number k, there exists a number Ny (0, k) such that for any n > Ny (4, k),

tJ

t . A
Su(ghote B2 +ZS Jode 002 W) + Sy(wh) <my, +0. (8.213)

If )\1 = lim,,— o0 )\ = 0, then Lemma B shows that for each ¢ € I

max?

lim lghol ! (1) 2 = 0. (8.214)
n—oo

We see from Lemma RI8, (R120) in Lemma RI6 (879), (R213), (8214) and (8200) in

Proposition that for any 6 > 0 and any number k, there exists Ny(d, k) such that
for any t € R and any n > Ny(4, k),

SL(odt?) + Su(up)

M-

k
> T (ol (1)) + Zo(wy) <

j=2 J=2
k o4l

S n_A 8.215
<Y Sidde T o rsaly O

j=2

1,171
<my — Sy(05017) + 26 < 206.
Thus, we have completed the proof. ]
Put 7! := — Then, passing to a subsequence, we may assume that

(/\1 )?"

= lim 7! € RU{#*o0}. (8.216)
n—oo

Ty -

Lemma 8.27. Assume [8IZT). Then, we have that A, = 1. Furthermore, there exists
a time T € I}, such that

max

-~ - R,
£ d,(v()) > = 8.217
te[%nmax) (1/} ( )) o 2 ( )
and (R )
£ (o) > Tl 8.218
ity <) = = (5215

where k1(Ry) is the constant appearing in (837T).

Proof of Lemma [8-27 Proposition [ together with (IEZZI) shows that A\, # oo and
7L £ 0o, If 71 = —00, then it follows from BZR) that T, = —oco and ||ol ¢! le(

min

(—OO7TD <

oo for any T < TL.. Ifrl € R, then we sce from the construction of ¢! (see (8TZ))

max*

that 71 € Il .. Put
Tl 1
mm;_ Toc if TI}HH > =00,
1
Tmin *= tL—1 if 7L eRand T, = —oo, (8:219)
—00 if 71 = —o0.
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Then, TL. < Tmm < 7'010, and we can take a number N; such that for any n > Ny,

min

1

i,
1 1
Tin < — )2 <Thax: (8.220)
Note that 0 € I}, ,, for all n > Ny. Furthermore, for each T' € (1, Tihay);
oS e,y < 00, (8.221)

which together with Lemma BI9 shows that for any T € (71, [T ), there exists a
constant A(T") > 0 such that

1(v)¢! Ise(rr ) < A(T). (8.222)

Sobolev’s embedding also gives us that

lote w27 S Y lsyr 7y < AD). (8.223)

Tmin ’

Now, we consider the approximate solution z/)fl_ap P defined by (RIGS]). Lemma R22]
together with (8223) shows that for any T' € (71, ,T1..), there exists B(T) > 0 with

mln’ max

the following property: for any number k, there exists a number Ny (k) such that for any
n > Ng(k),

‘|¢ﬁ_app||v2+%(In(T))ﬂWQ* (1)) + IKV) 5_app\|L§°Lg(1n(T)) < B(T), (8.224)

where

L(T) == ((A0)*Tomin + tns (AT + 1] (8.225)
Lemma B.24 together with (8223) shows that for any 6 € (0,1) and any T € (11, Th.x),

there exists numbers ko (depending on ¢ and T') and N3(d,T") such that for any n >
N3(57 T)7

(V) el asan <6, (8.226)
L, 5T (1,(1)

t,x

We also see from (843]), Lemma and (BT0) that for any number k& and any v > 0,
there exists a number Ny (k, ) such that for any n > Ny(k,~),

k J’
() = el @) o = | S ghorde b7 Zgnaw( . ))HHI
j=1

| (8.227)
—i tJ{LQAij i n
S R O I
]:

Furthermore, it follows from Strichartz’ estimate and (8227 that for any number k£ and
any 0 > 0, there exists a number N5(k,d) such that for any n > N5(k, ),

1) { 0) ~ v O}, ey S [H60(0) — @) <6 (8229
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The long-time perturbation theory (Lemma[EHl) together with (8224)), (8:226]), (8227
and (8228)) shows that for any T € (1. ,T..), there exist constants do(7T,7) > 0 and

1’1’111’1’ max

C(T,~) > 0 with the following properties: for any 6 € (0, (7, 7)), we can take numbers
ko (depending on ¢ and T') and Ng(9,T') such that for any n > Ng(6,7T),

1) ¢nlls1q1, )y < CT7), (8.229)

sup (V) {en(t) — R (1) } |2 < C(T,7)y. (8.230)
te 1, (T)

Here, C(T,7) is non-decreasing with respect to 7 Furthermore, it follows from (8230,
Lemma B and Lemma B26] that for any T € (71, ,T1}..), any § € (0,50(7,)) and the

number kg determined by 7" and 4, we can take a number N;(d,T,w) such that for any
n > N7(6,T,w) and s € {0,1},

1 {on (AR)°T + 1) = 6 ()T + £,) }IZ2

S IVE{n (0T + 1) — 0P (AL)°T + 1) }I7

ko
IV S (ALPT + 2) |5, + [V wko 2,
j=2
ko ' , (8.231)
SCTAPY + ko Y IV (AT +8,) |72 + Vw3, + 6
j=2

ko
= C(T, ) + ko _ [[IVIEGodd? (D) |3, + IV [*who]|2, + 6
Jj=2

S C(T, %)y +6.

We shall show that A\, = 1. Suppose for contradiction that A}, = 0. Fix a time
T e (7, ,TL..). Then, it follows from Lemma B7 that

m1n7 max

lim |45 ()T + ) || 2 = lim [|lgnone (D) . = 0. (8.232)

n—oo

Furthermore, we see from M(v,) = M(®,,), (823]1) and ([8232) that for any sufficiently
small w > 0 and any § € (0,60(T, 7)),

1@ 172 = lim ([ ((A)°T + )72 S C(T,7)** + 6. (8.233)

Taking v — 0 and § — 0, we deduce that &, = 0. However, this is a contradiction.
Thus, we find that AL, =1, so that AL =1, 7L = —t._ and o} =

Now, we are in a position to prove ([B2IT)) and (82IF]). We first consider the case

71 = —o0. In this case, we have t!, = co. Suppose for contradiction that (8217) failed.

o0

Then, for any T € (7L, ,TL..), we can take T' € [T, T}}..) such that

m1n ? Tmax - max

[\

d (P1(T")) < ZR... (8.234)

w
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Since lim,, yoot. = 0o, we can take a number Ng(7”) such that 7" + tL > 0 for any

n > Ng(T"). Thus, we find from §35), (82Z31) with AL = 1 and ([8234]) that

R < dy(n (T + 1)) < du (91 (T + 1)) + 0y(1) + 05(1)
o 9 (8.235)
=d., (wl(T,)) +o0y(1) +0s(1) < gR* + 0y(1) + 05(1).

However, this is impossible for sufficiently small v and 6. Hence, the claim (8217 is
true. Suppose next that [B2IR) failed. Then, for any T € (71, ,T1}..), there exists
T' € [T, T.. ) such that

- max

K(HHT") < gm(R*). (8.236)

Let Ng(7”) be the number obtained above. Then, we find from (B3T), (8231) with
AL =1 and (B236) that

R1(R.) < K(tn (T +1,))
5 (8.237)
K(@n (T + 1)) + 04(1) + 05(1) < Zh1(R.) + 04(1) + 05(1),

However, for a sufficiently small v and 4, this is a contradiction. Hence, the claim (82I8])
is true.

1

It remains to consider the case 71, E R. In this case, we have that 7. < 71 =

—tl < Tl (see B220)). Let T' € [—tL,,T,.) be a time for which (8234 or (8230)

holds. Then, we can derive a contradiction as well as the case 71, = —oo0. 0

Lemma 8.28. Assume (8IZ7). Then, we have M(¢') = M(D,,).

Proof of Lemma 828 We see from A} =1 (see Lemma R27), (850) with k = 2, (870),
Lemma and Lemma that for any § > 0, there exists a number N(J) such that
for any n > N(9),

W6 > W[ M(1n(0)) — M(e7 AT — wM(g2e B AT2) — WM (w?)
> W[ M(1h,(0)) — M(e ATH| - § (8.238)
> w|M(B,) — M(HY| - wd — 4.

Since 0 is an arbitrary constant, (8238]) implies the desired result. O
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Proposition 8.29. There exists a solution ¥ to (NLS) such that

Ve STy, (8.239)
. R1 (R*)

f  K(w(t)) > 8.240
et K(E) = == (8.240)
H(V) = B, (8.241)
[N, 1 (10, T ) W (10, Toma)) = OO (8.242)
{U(t): t € [0, Tmax)} is precompact in H'(R?), (8.243)

where Thax denotes the mazximal lifespan of W.

Proof of Proposition [8.29. Without loss of generality, we may assume (R8I27]). Then, we
see from Lemma BZ7 that AL, = 1 (hence ¢l = 1 and " is a solution to (NLI)), and

o0

there exists T € I}, such that
. T o R* . 7 ﬂl(R*)
£ d(v'(t) > = £ K'(t) > : 8.244
et S O) 2 50 iR 0) = (5240
We also see from ([831]), (B33), (B30]), (B52), (BT0) and Lemma BTI6l that
Sy(¥h) < lim S, (vn) < wM(®y) + By = my,. (8.245)

This together with Lemma B28 and ®24) shows that ¢!(-+T) € Sj& . Furthermore,
~ ’ 2
we find from Lemma B2, Lemma B2] (8244) and Lemma B3 that ¢! (- + Tp) € S5

for some Ty > T. Put W(t) := (¢t +Tp). Then, the maximal lifespan of U is Tiax (V) :=

TL..— Ty, and ¥ € Se R..+ We also find from Proposition B.25, (L6) and (8244) that
I 19,1 ([0, T (%))W ([0, Tana (%)) = OO (8.246)
HW)> = inf  K(U(@) > ) (8.247)

T 2 t€]0,Tmax (V) 4

Since M(¥) = M (') = M(®,,), the definition of E, (sce (82R)) together with (824%)
and (8.246]) shows the property (8241]).

Now, suppose for contradiction that there existed a number 7 > 2 such that &j is
non-trivial. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 1;2 is non-trivial. Then, it
follows from (BI35) and Theorem [[2] that

H(P?) >0 if A =1,

- (8.248)
Hi(o2y?) >0 if AX =0.
We see from ([879]), Lemma B9 and (8248]) that
.12 "
hm”%oo%(g,%afle_z (A%)fAﬂz) _ ’H(¢2) if )\go =1,
0< hy = (8.249)

2
7

limy, o0 H (202 DRZ02) = HE(0202) if A2 =0.
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Furthermore, we see from (851]), (836), (RI20) in Lemma [RI6 and (8249) that

2 . t?n )
0= lim {H(qpn) - Z%(ggage*zmw) — H(wi)}
j=1

n— o0

(8.250)
< B, — lim H(e ") — hy.
n—oo
This together with (879]) shows that
H(W) = H (') = lim H(e ™20") < B, — ho. (8.251)

n—oo

However, this contradicts the proved property ([8241]). Thus, we have found that {Ej =0
for all 5 > 2. Then, we also see that @/ = 0 for all j > 2.
We return to the decomposition [843)): 1, (0) = e itn A1 +wl. Tt follows from (8.50),

EZ) and M(') = M(T) = M(®,) = M(t,) that

lim ||lw}|;2 = 0. (8.252)
n—o0
Moreover, it follows from (836]), (8E1), (B79) and (R24T]) that
. 1\ _
Jim 7 (w,) =0, (8.253)

which together with (8120) in Lemma BI6] shows

d 2 d
. 12 : 1y _ k : 1y _
Jim [V e < 5 i {#(w}) - 1)K(wn)} <o Tim H(wh) = 0. (8.254)
Thus, we find that
lim w2 = 0. (8.255)

Finally, we shall prove the precompactness of {¥(¢)} in H'(R?). Take a sequence
{mn} in [0, Tmax(¥)). By the continuity in time, it suffices to consider the case where
limy, 00 7w = Thmax(¥). Applying the above argument to {¥(¢ + 7,)}, we can take a
subsequence of {7, } (still denoted by the same symbol), a sequence {¢,} in R, a sequence
{w,} in HY(RY) and a function u € H'(R?) such that

U(ry) = e 20+ wy, (8.256)
lim |wy||g =0, (8.257)
n—oo
too = lim t, € RU{o0}, (8.258)
n—o0

and if o, = 00, then Tipin (V) = —oco. We see from ([8250]) and ([8257)) that

lim | W(r,) — e A% g = 0. (8.259)

n—oo
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Hence, in order to prove the precompactness, it suffices to show that t,, € R. Suppose
for contradiction that to, = co. Then, we find from Strichartz’ estimate and (8259]) that

A
g "2 (Tn) v, 4 ((—oc0)nwye (—oc.0)

= lim Hei(lt—th)A\I'(Tn)HVQJr ((—00,—tn])NWax ((—00,—tn])

n—00 4

< lim Hei(t—l—tn)Ae—itn

A~
lim UHV%L%((—oo,—tn])ﬁWQ*((—oo,—tn])

(8.260)

+ lim e/t A (W (7)) — e*itnﬁﬂ}||V2+%((foo,ftn])ﬂW2*((foo,ftn])

< lim [[(V)e"2ally, T8

Jim 4 (=00, ~ta))War (=00, ~ta]) + 1M [ ¥(7) —e
—0.

Thus, the small-data theory (see Lemma [D.1] below) shows that there exists a number
N > 1 such that for any n > N,

I 1w, 1 ((—o0sma))iWar (—o0,ma]) = NP+ T )l 1 (—o0s0)nWar (—s0i0)) S 1, (8.261)

which together with lim,, o0 75y = Tinax (V) shows

117 1 ((—00, T ()W (00, Tina (9))) S 1+ (8.262)

However, this contradicts ([8242]). Thus, we have ¢, € R and therefore the precompact-
ness holds. O

Now, we finish the proof of Proposition Under the hypothesis (830, we have
shown the existence of solution ¥ with the properties (8239) through (8243]) in Proposi-
tion 8291 However, the same argument as the proof of Proposition 5.3 in [I8] shows that
such a solution ¥ never exists, and therefore we have arrived at a contradiction. Thus,
the hypothesis ([830) is false, and we have proved Proposition ]

A Existence of ground state

In this section, we show the existence of ground state of (L7 in three dimensions. We
also give a proof of (IL34]) at the end of this section.

Proposition A.1. Assume d =3 and 1 < p < 5. Then, there exists ws > 0 such that
for any 0 < w < ws, a ground state of (L) exists.

In order to prove Proposition [A.1], we consider the following equation in R%:

_5-p 1 4 1/md
v—Av—w 7 |v|P v — |v|F20 =0, ve H (R \ {0} (A1)
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The action associated with the equation (A.Jl) is

+1
v ‘][),val T o H HL2*-

5—p

§ulo) = glollZs + 3IVolRs - 2 (A2)

It is easy to see that: if d = 3 and v is a solution to (A.]), then the H'-rescaled

function wiv(\/c_u-) becomes a solution to (7)) in R?; and if u is a solution to (7)) in

R3, then wfiu( /+/@) becomes a solution to (AI). Furthermore, if d = 3 and ®,, is a

ground state of (AJ]) (namely, <I>w a solution which minimizes the action S among
the solutions to (A.T])), then for any solution u to (L) with d = 3,

Su(wiBu(Ve)) = Su(®u) < Su(w™ 1u(-/vw)) = S.(u). (A.3)

Thus, we find that it is sufficient for Proposition [AJ] to prove the existence of ground
state of (AI) in R3. An advantage to consider the equation (A-2) is that we can take
into account the smallness of w easier than the original problem (7)) in our variational

argument below.

We define
iy, == inf {T,(v): v e HY(R?)\ {0}, N, (v) <0}, (A.4)
where
~ _5-p
Noo(v) := IIUII%2 +[IVolfe —w 4p\|v\|’£ﬁl ol (A.5)
= p—1
To(v) = 50— St {HUHLz +IVelia} + )H 72 - (A.6)
It is easy to verify that
-~ 1 -~
w=8,— ——N,. AT
p+1 (A7)

Moreover, we have the following:

Lemma A.2. Assume d=3 and 1 < p < 5. Then, we have the following:
() .

Mg, = inf {S,(v): v e HY(R?)\ {0}, No(v) =0} (A.8)
(ii) Any minimizer of the variational problem associated with m,, becomes a ground state

of (AJ).

Proof of LemmaA 3 First, we shall prove (i). Since T,(v) = S,,(v) for every v e HY(R?)
with NV, (v) = 0, we see that i, < inf {gw(v): ve HYR3)\ {0}, N,(v) = 0} In order
to prove the opposite inequality, we note that for any vy € H'! (R3)\{0} Wlth N, (v9) <0,
there exists 0 < Ao < 1 such that N, (Avg) = 0. Furthermore, this together with (A7)
shows that

inf {S,(v): v € HY(R?®)\ {0}, Nu(v) =0} < Su(Movo) = To(Movo) < Tolvo).  (A9)
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Since vg is an arbitrary function in H(R3)\ {0} with N, (vy) < 0, we find that (AR)
holds.

Next, we shall prove the claim (ii). It is well known that if Q. is a minimizer of
inf {g’w(v): v e HY(R?) \ {0}, N,(v) = 0}, then Q., is also a ground state of (A.).
Hence, we sce from (A7) and (AR) that it suffices to prove that N,(Q,) = 0 for all
minimizer @w for m,,. Suppose to the contrary that there exists a minimizer @w for
my, such that wa(éw) < 0. Then, we could take 0 < A\g < 1 such that wa(Aoéw) = 0.
Furthermore, we see from the definition of m,, (see (A4)) and 0 < A\g < 1 that

ﬁlw < i(AOQw) < ﬁ(@w) = ﬁlwa (A.lO)
which is a contradiction. Thus, N,,(Q,) = 0. O
A key lemma to prove the existence of the minimizer is the following:

Lemma A.3. Assumed =3 and 1 < p < 5. Then, there exists ws > 0 such that for any
0<w<ws,
. 1
0 < iy, < ga%. (A.11)

Proof of Lemma[A 3. First, we shall show that m,, > 0. Let v be a nontrivial function
in H'(R3) such that A,,(v) < 0. Then, it follows from Sobolev’s embedding that

* _5-p
T ST ol il (A12)

_572 +1
iz = IollZ2 + IVollze <w™ T llollfpn + [lv]l7-

In particular, (A.12]) implies that
5-p — 5-p
w i Sl +w T ol (A.13)

Since the implicit constant of the inequality (AI3) depends only on p, we find that for
any 1 < p < 5 and any w > 0, there exists C(w) > 0 such that C(w) < 7.,(v) for all
v e H'(RY) \ {0} with A, (v) < 0. Thus, we have proved that 7, > 0.

Next, we shall show that m,, < %O‘g. We define

1 1 z|2\ -3
Wy(z) i =w 2W(z/w) =w? <w2 + %) . (A.14)

Note that W, does not belong to L?(R?). Let x be an even smooth function on R such
that x(r) =1 for 0 <r <1, x(r) =0 for r > 2, and y is non-increasing on [0, 00). Then,

we define
Wo(z) = x(|z|) W (). (A.15)
We see from (L28) that
IVWal32 = 02 + Ow), (A.16)
[Wo|[2er = 02 + 0. (A.17)
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Moreover, we find that for any 2 < g < 6,
Ow™=) if 3<qg<6,
IWol%, ={ Ow?3|logw|) if q=3, (A.18)
O(w?) if 2<q¢<s3.
Note here that there exists a unique 7,9 > 0 such that
Nos(TuoWe) = 0. (A.19)
Furthermore, it follows from (A.16]) through (A.19) that: if 2 < p < 5, then
0= 720 Wall3z + 720 VWul3z —w™ T r2 5 WLl — 720 Wool 2er
(A.20)
= 7200(w) + 720{0% + 0(w)} — HOWF") = 78{0? + Ow™)};
if p =2, then

0=12,0(w) + 120{0? + O(W)} — 72 ,0(wi|logw|) — 75 o{o? + OW™};  (A.21)

and if 1 < p < 2, then
0 =1200(w) +720{0% + O(W)} — 250" T F) =18 {07 + O(W?)}.  (A22)
Thus, we find from (A.20)) through (A.22]) that
Tho=1+0(w) — 55 0u(1), (A.23)

where 0,(1) means a certain function such that lim,_,90,(1) = 0. Furthermore, since

0 < p—1 <4, this implies that

1
li —. A.24
win-l{o Tw,0 2 ( )
We introduce a function y,,: (0,00) — R as
0 = SR Wl2a + VW2 ) — |77, A.25
vo(t) == SE{IWollze + [VWolL2 } H 172 (A.25)
It is easy to verify that the function y,, attains its maximum only at the point
—~ —~ 1
WollZs + [[VWL 7.}
e UVollze + VWl (A.26)

W, IILQ*

Note here that it follows from the definition of o (see (L27))), (AI6]) and (AI7) that
IVWellz: _ o2 +0(w)

— = =0+ O(w). (A.27)
Wl 02 +O(w?)
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Moreover, we see from (A.16l) and (A.18]) that

W2
”Nﬁ = O(w). (A.28)
VW72

Hence, if w is sufficiently small, then we have

_ 1(\\%\\%2 + quwH%Q)% _ LIVWalg, (1 Wl )

y(Tw,max)— — = — —
3 [Woll2,- 3 WL, VW12, )
29
o3 T2 T |4
:17”2%;'”{1 s ”VK"i”L; o ”VK"iHLj =163 4 o).
3 Wal3,- 2| VW2, [VWoll72 3

Furthermore, it follows from (A.§)), (A.I18), (A.19]), the same computations concerning

IWal[2tL, as (A20) through (A22), and (A2) that

5—p

= — w a —
My < Sw(Tw,OWw) = yw(Tw,O) - Dt 1 ng(L]lHWwHI[);il

(A.30)

1
< yw(Tw,max) - ng = gU% + O(w) — cwe

for some 0 < 6 < 1 and some ¢ > 0 depending only on p. Thus, we find that if w is
sufficiently small depending only on p, then (AII]) holds. O

Now, we give a brief proof of Proposition [A.T}

Proof of Proposition [A 1. As mentioned above, if d = 3 and D, is a ground state of (A.T]),
then wiffw(\/@-) is one of (7). We also see from Lemma [A.2] that any minimizer of the
variational problem associated with m,, becomes a ground state of ([(AJ]). Thus, it suffices
to prove that for the frequency ws > 0 given in Lemma [A.3] and any 0 < w < w3, there
exists a minimizer for m,. The proof is standard: using Lemma [A.3] and the Schwarz

symmetrization, we can prove the existence of minimizer for m,, (see, e.g, Propositoin

2.1 1in [2], and [7]). O

At the end of this section, we discuss the variational value m,, defined by (LJ) in

three dimensions.

Proposition A.4. Assume d =3 and 1 + % < p < 5. Let ws be the frequency given in
Proposition [A 1. Then, for any 0 < w < w3,

1
0<my, < 50%. (A.31)
Furthermore, any ground state Q,, of (L) satisfies

Sw(Qw) =MmMy. (A.32)
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Proof of Proposition[A.4 First, we shall show that m,, > 0. To this end, we recall that
(CI0) holds for d = 3 and 1+ 3 < p < 5. Let u be a nontrivial function in H'(R?) such
that (u) < 0. Then, it follows from Sobolev’s embedding that

3(p—1)

5—p (p
IVallZe S lull 3 IVull2® + (Vg (A.33)

In particular, if |Ju|/;2 < 1, then (A.33) implies that 1 < [|Vul[z2. Hence, if ||ul|z2 < 1,

14
then Z,(u) > ppif’HVuW 2 1. On the other hand, if ||ul/z2 2 1, then Z,(u) >

12 X
“l|ul|?; 2 w. Thus, we find that Z,(u) 2 min{l,w} for all v € H*(R?)\ {0} with
K(u) < 0. This together with (ILI0) shows m,, > 0.

Next, we shall prove (A3I). Let Q. be a minimizer of the variational problem
associated with my, (see the proof of Proposition [A] for the existence of the minimizer).
Then, it follows from Lemma [A.2] that @w is a ground state of ([A.J]). Furthermore, it
is easy to verify that ./\N/'W(QV) = 0. Put Q,, := wi@w(\/c_u-). Then, @, becomes a ground

state of (7)) and satisfies the following identity:
K(Qw) = 0. (A.34)

Hence, we find from the definition of m,, (A.8) and Lemma [A.3] that

My < Su(Qu) = Sw(Quw) = my, < 502. (A.35)
Then, the standard argument (see, e.g., Proposition 2.1 in [2]) proves the existence of
minimizer of the variational problem associated with m,,. Furthermore, it is well-known

that any minimizer for m, becomes a ground state of (7)) (see, e.g., Proposition 1.1 in

[2]). Thus, (A.32) holds. O

Next, we give a proof of ([L34]).

Proof of (L34). We find from (L28)) that the function W (see (L20)) satisfies KHW) = 0
and ZHW) = H}(W) = 50%. Hence, m} < 50% and therefore it remains to prove
éag < mt. Let u € HY(R?)\ {0} satisfy K*(u) < 0. Then, we can take 0 < \g < 1
such that Kf(A\u) = 0. Furthermore, it follows from the definition of o (see (L21)) and
KF(Nou) = A3 Vul72 — AF [|ull,- = 0 that

[Vul? ==
<7 ||2L2 <A lull 2. (A.36)
2"
Raising the both sides of ([A.36) to the power of %l, and using K*(A\gu) = 0 and Ay < 1,
we see that
1 4« 1
St < Houle = HH (ou)
5 (A.37)
= Hiou) — — K Oou) = THou) < THw).
H (Aou) =1 (Aou) (Aou) < T*(u)
Since u is arbitrary, we find that 50% < mt. Thus, we have completed the proof. O
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B Fundamental properties of the linearized operators

In this section, we discuss fundamental properties of the operators L,  and L, — defined
by (£4]) and ([3), respectively. Throughout this section, we assume that d > 3, 1+ % <
p<2"—1and 0 <w < wp, where w; is the frequency given by Proposition [2.4]

First, we can easily verify that for any f € H'(R?),

4
1 a—
< (wH T+ [ Rl + [l B2 1120, (B.1)

(Lo fs Fu—1,m

+ ‘(Lw,,f, Da-1m

where the implicit constant is independent of w. Moreover, we see from ([L3]) and (6l

that for any u,v € H' ,(RY),
[Sg(q)w)u}v = (Ly,+ Ru] + iLy, —S[u],v) g1 g (B.2)
Lemma B.1. The operator L, — is non-negative and Ker L,, — = span{®,,}; in particu-

lar, there exists §,, > 0 depending on w such that for any u € H'(R?) with (u, ®,,) 2 =
0,
(Lot )1 > Gl (B.3)
Proof of Lemma[B1. We can prove the claim in a way similar to [30]. O
Differentiating the equation (7)) for @, with respect to z;, 1 < j < d, we have
0=0;(wd, — Ad, — 7 —®2 1) =L, 9,P,,. (B.4)
Lemma B.2. There exists ws > 0 such that for any w € (0,ws), we have

Ker L,, + = span{01 Py, ..., 04D, }. (B.5)

Proof of Lemma[B.2 We can prove this lemma by regarding the operator L, i as a
perturbation of L], (see [I3] and Lemma [ZT). O

Now, we introduce the functional A, as
Noo(u) = wllullF2 + IVl Fe = lull75i = llulF- (B.6)
Then, we can verify that
my, = inf {Sw(u): ue HYRY\ {0}, N (u) = o} . (B.7)

Lemma B.3. For any u € H'(RY) satisfying

(0= 1B+ (2 282 u),, =0, (B.8)
we have
<Lw,+u,u>H717H1 > 0. (B.9)
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Proof of Lemma[B.3. The proof is similar to Lemma 2.3 in [24]. O

2

2 (RY), Ly, + has only one negative eigenvalue which

Lemma B.4. As an operator in L

is non-degenerate and 0 is not an eigenvalue.
Proof of Lemma[B.4] We can prove this lemma in a way similar to [30] and [13]. O

Lemma B.5. Let wy be the frequency given by Proposition[{.1l Then, there exists wy €
(0,w2) such that the following holds for all 0 < w < wg: Let > 0 be a positive eigenvalue
of iL,, as an operator in L%eal(Rd), and let Uy be a corresponding eigenfunction. Then,
we have:

(i) For any non-trivial, real-valued radial function g € H'(R®) with (g, f2) 2 , =0,

(Leos9, 9 1,11 ~ gl (B.10)

where the implicit constant may depend on w.

(ii) For any non-trivial, real-valued radial function g € H'(RY) with (g,0,®,);2 =0,

real
(Lo-9: 9 1,10 ~ llgll 7, (B.11)
where the implicit constant may depend on w.

Proof of Lemma[B3. We prove the claim (i).
First, we shall show that for any 0 < w < ws and any nontrivial, radial real-valued
function g € H'(RY) satisfying (g, f2);2 =0,

l
(Lw+9,9) 15— 1 > 0. (B.12)

Suppose for contradiction that there exists w > 0 and a nontrivial radial real-valued
function g_ € H'(R?) such that

(9-sf2)2 =0, (B.13)

real

(Lot 9> 9-)—1,m < 0. (B.14)

Since Ly, + is self-adjoint in L2, (R?), we see from (ZI09) and (B.I3) that
<LUJ7+g—7 f1>H*1,H1 = (9—7 Lw7+f1)L12~eal - _M(g—7 f2)L2 =0. (B15)

real

Moreover, it follows from (£I09) and (£I14]) that

(Lo f1, 1) p-1,m = —(Mf2,f1)L3ml = —u(f1, f2),;. <O. (B.16)

real
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Note here that (B.I13) and (B.I6]) show that g— and f; are linearly independent in
L2, (R?). We see from the hypothesis (B.14) and (B.I5) that for any a,b € R,

A G A Gl e LR

b2
2ab
=a ( w+f17f1) ” H < w+g—=g—>H*1,H1 + W<Lw,+g—7fl>H*1,H1
< a* (Lot f1,f1) 12 <0
(B.17)
o fi= (e
_ 1—1,€1)r2 €l
e = —I— , eg:= Lreal . (B.18)
19—l 2 | f1 = (f1,€1)Lgeal€1HLz
Then, it is clear that |e1||z2 = [lez]|r2 = 1 and (e, e2);2 , = 0. Moreover, we find from
(B.17) that for any «, 8 € R,
(Lo + (ael + ,862), aer + Bea) -1 g < 0. (B.19)

Since Weyl’s essential spectrum theorem shows 0ess(Le,+) = Oess(—A + w?) = [w?,00),

the min-max theorem (see Theorem 12.1 in [23]) together with (B.I9) shows that the
second eigenvalue of L, 1 is non-positive. However, this contradicts the fact that L, 1
has only one non-positive eigenvalue as an operator in L2, ;(R?) (see Lemma [B.4]). Thus,
we have proved the claim (B.12)).

Now, we are in a position to prove the claim (i). It follows from (B and ([Z3)) that
there exists wy > 0 such that for any w € (0,wp) and any g € H'(R?),

1- e *_
(Lo g @) S (w+1+wrt O | 4 w@ a5 U )272) g2 (B.20)
Thus, it suffices to show that

inf <Lw7+g? g>H*1,H1 > Oa (B21)

1 (rd
geH  J(RER)

gl g1 =1

(9:f2);2 =0
real

where H! ,(R? R) denotes the space of radial real-valued functions in H!(R?). Suppose
for a contradiction that (B.2I]) failed. Then, we could take a sequence {g,} of radial
real-valued functions in H'(R?) such that

lgnllm =1, (B.22)
(gn; f2)r2 =0, (B.23)
lim (L, 4 Gns Gn) -1 g1 = 0. (B.24)
n—o0
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Here, passing to some subsequence, we may assume that there exists a radial real-valued
function g, € H'(R?) such that
lim g, = goo weakly in H'(R?). (B.25)
n—oo

If goo = 0, then we see from (B.24)) and (B.25) that for any w € (0, 1),

0 - 7}1)%<LW7+gn’ gn>H_17H1 - nh—)II;O (Lw’+gn’ gn)L?‘eal

T 2 2 p—1 2 * ﬁ 2
= lim {w ‘gn| + ‘Vgn‘ —p q)w |gn‘ — (2 — 1) P ‘gn|
n—00 Rd Rd Rd Rd

>w— lim {p/ ‘1>£1|9n|2+(2*—1)/ ‘1>Ji42\gn\2}
n—oo Rd Rd

= Qj,

(B.26)

which is a contradiction. Thus, we have found that g, is nontrivial. Then, it follows

from (B.24]), the lower semicontinuity and (B.I2]) that

0= nli_)rgo<Lw7+gnagn>H*1,H1 > <Lw,+gooagOO>H*1,H1 > 0. (B.27)

This absurd conclusion comes from the hypothesis that (B.2I)) failed. Thus, we have
prove the claim (i).
Next, we prove the claim (ii). Let ¢ € H'(R?) be a non-trivial, real-valued, radial

function with (g,9,®y)p2 = 0. We write g in the form
g =a®, + h, (B.28)
where h satisfies (h, D) ;2 , = 0. Note that the condition (9,0bPy) 12 , = 0implies that

h’ au)@u} 2
a=— ( )iz . (B.29)
((I)w,awq)w)L2

real

Hence, we find from (h,®,);2 =0 that

real

HQH%JI = (g’g)Lgeal + (v.q= Vg)p

real

= a®|@ulfip + 1Rl — 2a(VPu, V)

real

B.30)
100 Pu 172112117 21100 @[ 22 ||| 2 (
< PPNz g2, 4 s + Lol el G o)
‘(q)w’awq)w)LQ 1 ‘(q)w,awq)w)[/zeal‘
S Al
Moreover, we see from L, _®, = 0 and Lemma [B.1] that
<Lw7_g7g>H—17H1 = <Lw,_(a<1>w + h), a@w + h>H71’H1
(B.31)

= (Ly,—h, By g1 1 2 |13
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Putting (B.30) and (B.31)) together, we obtain
97 S (Lwo-9, 9) -1 - (B.32)

The opposite relation follows from (B.I]). Hence, we have completed the proof. O

C Inequalities for the radial functions

We see from the fundamental theorem of calculus and Hardy’s inequality that for any
d > 3 and any radial function g € H*(R?),

sup (el o)} = sup [~ f =g ar

x€R4 xeR4 J|z|

> a3 d-1
< /0 2 o) g () dr (1)

1 1
oo 2 oo 2
s( /0 rg<r>\2rd—3dr) ( /0 rg'<r>\2rd—1dr) < IV

Similarly, we can verify that for any d > 3 and any radial function g € H'(R?),

_  aa d-1
SU@{led Hg()*} 5/0 r 2 |g(r)lr = g (M) dr S llgll2way IVl 2wy (C.2)
xre

D Small-data theory
We record standard small-data theories for (NLS) and (LI9) (see Lemma [E] below and
Corollary 3.9 in [22]):

Lemma D.1. (i) Assumed > 3 and 1—1—% < p<2*=1. Then, for any A > 0, there exists
§(A) > 0 with the following property: for any to € R and any v € H'(R?) satisfying

1(V)ollze < 4, (0.1)
Hei(t_to)AwoHW%L%(R)OWT‘ (R) < 5(14)7 (DQ)

there exists a unique strong H'-solution v to (NLS) with (ty) = 9. Furthermore, the

maximal existence-interval of 1 is the whole of R, and v satisfies

V)P llsury S IKV)%oll 2 (D.3)

(i1) Assume d > 3. Then, there exists 09 > 0 with the following property: for any ty € R
and any o € H L(RY) satisfying
[Viboll 2 < do, (D.4)

there exists a unique strong H'-solution ¢ to (LI with 1(to) = tho. Furthermore, the

mazimal existence-interval of 1 is the whole of R and
IVYllsiry S VYol L2 (D.5)
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We can control the norm of the full Strichartz space by a few particular norms:

Lemma D.2. Assume d > 3, and let A1, Az, A3 > 0. Then, there exists a constant
C(Ay, Ag, A3) > 0 with the following property:

(i) for any interval I and any space-time function u satisfying

[l oo 1,1y < A, (D.6)
Ju pr+l (AW, (1) S A2, (D.7)
[V H ey < A, (D.8)
(1)
we have
[(V)ull gy < C(Ar, A2, A3). (D.9)

(i) for any interval I and any space-time function u satisfying

IVul| oo (1 2y < A1, (D.10)
lullw,. ) < A2, (D.11)
[Ve'[u H S (D.12)
we have
[Vullgyry < C(A1, Az, A3). (D.13)
Proof of LemmalD.4. See the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [3]. O

E Long-time perturbation theory

In this section, we give the long-time perturbation theory for a general nonlinear Schrodinger
equation including (NLS) with 1+ § < p < 2* —1:

OV
"ot

where f: C — C is a continuously differentiable function in the real-sense.

+ A+ f() = (E.1)

Fix an even, smooth cut-off function y defined on R such that x(r) =1if0<r <1
and x(r) = 0 if » > 2, and define

fei(2) = x2S (2) (E2)
for(2) = 1) = far(2), (E3)
Then, our assumptions about the nonlinearity f are the followings:
1.
10 =20 = %0 -0 (E.4)



2. There exists a constant C<; > 0 such that for any 21,29 € C,

0f<1 0f<1 0f<1 0f<1
5o (1) = )| + [T e - )
|21 — 2| min {10, (21| + |22)a "'} if d =3, (E.5)
< C« A
|21 — 2|4 if d>4.
3. There exists a constant Cs1 > 0 such that for any z1, 20 € C,
9f>1 df>1 df>1 Of-
5o (1) = )|+ [ ) - S )
21 — 2| (2] + |2)72 ! i 3<d<5, (E.6)

|Zl—22|d;12 if dZG

Throughout this section, we allow the implicit constants to depend on C<; and Csq,
so that the assumptions (E.4) through (E.6) imply that

f<1(2)] S |24, (E.7)
fo1(2)] S |27, (E.8)
0 0 4

)|+ |22 5 1at, (.9
0 0 4

L1 o) + |22 )| 5 Jeli2 (E.10)

for any z € C.
Now, we state the long-time perturbation theory for the equation (E.II):

Lemma E.1. Let d > 3, I an interval, ¢ € C(I, H'(R?)) a solution to (EI), and let u
be a function in C(I, H'(RY)). Assume that

ullpoe iy < A, (E.11)
||UHV2+%(I)0W2*(1) < B, (E.12)
19 (to) — ulto) |l <7 (E.13)

for some tg € I and some constants A >0, B > 0 and v > 0. Then, there exist constants
do(A, B,v) >0 and C(A, B,v) > 0 such that if

7102 {ap(20) — u(tO)}HV%L%(I)mWQ*(I) <9, (E.14)
(Ve 242y <6 (E.15)
Ly (D)
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for some 0 < 6 < dp(A, B,7), then we have

1
[ —ully, L4 (DWae (D) < C(A, B,~)§ @@+, (E.16)
(V)Y = u}llsury < C(A, B,7)7, (E.17)
{V)llsiry < C(A, B,7). (E.18)

Here, the constant C (A, B,~) is non-decreasing with respect to each of the parameters A,
B and ~.

We can prove Lemma [E]in a way similar to the proof of Theorem 3.8 in [22]. The
main difference of the proof is that we need another exotic Strichartz estimate. For

example, the following exotic Strichartz norms work well:

4
lulzsy == V) 2 ull gasny 202y Fllull pp  200e2 (E.19)
Lf(d_Q) Lgm (I) Lt 2 Lz(d*Q)(d‘F‘l) (I)
4
lull sy = (V) =2 4 2d2(d+2) + [lull -, d(d+2) _2d4%(dt2) (E.20)
L? L;ci3+4d2+4d—16 (1) 2(d+4) L(d+4)2(d 2) (I

where [ is an interval. In particular, we have the following exotic Strichartz estimate.

Lemma E.2 (Exotic Strichartz estimate). Let d > 3. Then, we have

i Ou
lu — €' tO)Au(tO)HES(I S ||Z_+Au_9||ES*(I)+||<V>QH 2(d+2) (E.21)
L2t (D)

for any interval I, any to € I, and any functions u and g defined on R% x T.
Moreover, we can derive an analogue of Lemma 3.11 in [22]:

Lemma E.3. Let d > 3. Then, we have

d+1 12(01—2) d3+2g2—16d+32
aZ(d+2 a2 (d+2
HUHES(I)<”qu2(d+2) IVull gy + llull“aas (V) ullgyy (E.22)
th () Ly, 4 (I)

for any interval I and any function u on R x I. In particular, we have

lullzsry S IKV)ullser - (E.23)

Moreover, there exist constants 0y,01 € (0,1] depending only on d such that

1-6
] EIEEE IS HUHSt(PHuH (E.24)
L7 (I
ul] 2@rn < IIVUHE(%IIUHGEISU) (E.25)
()

for any interval I and any function v on R% x I.
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F Table of notation

Symbols Description or equation number
M C2)
H,HT HE, L3), @41, @32)
Su, 8L, S @3). (T6), B21)
K, K, Kf, KF (L5), [L57), @43), @31
7,1, T4 T} @CID), (L58), (C30), €211
T (C12)
o, U positive, radial ground states of (L7) and (L22])
w (C.24)
My, 0, Vw C9), @C27), @17
ﬁﬁ/waPWw7PWw,+7PWw,— (m? (m)7 (m? (m)
PWT, PW, PWis D), (C4). (D)
PW (L37)
T, (T2
N )
Ew,Lw,JraLw,f (B:ZI)’ (IED’ (IED
Lot (C55), (C54)
T B (50), (50
7 positive eigen-value of —iL,,
U4 eigen-function of —iL,, corresponding to +p
Ax(t) (E50)
I'(t) (E.63)
)\1(75)712(15) (@.28)
du(P(1)), du (P(1)) ([E.85), (6.15)
0p,0x,08, 0x @10, 24, D), (77)
Tx G.12)
k1(9) (6.20)
AL LR S5 Rt GD), D), @I
SHI), Vo(I), V(I), Wy(I), W (I), W (1) (L6T), [@L62), BZ3)
G, g B.44), B.43)
0-7‘2"’7 UJ (m7 (m)
wh, th, M, B39, B40), @4D)
W wy, (77), B4
VI h B72), B30
Y P B.I68)
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