arXiv:2310.14646v2 [math.AP] 12 Dec 2023

DYNAMICS OF RADIAL THRESHOLD SOLUTIONS FOR GENERALIZED ENERGY-CRITICAL HARTREE EQUATION

XUEMEI LI, CHENXI LIU, XINGDONG TANG, AND GUIXIANG XU

Abstract. In this paper, we study long time dynamics of radial threshold solutions for the focusing, generalized energy-critical Hartree equation and classify all radial threshold solutions. The main arguments are the spectral theory of the linearized operator, the modulational analysis and the concentration compactness rigidity argument developed by T. Duyckaerts and F. Merle to classify all threshold solutions for the energy critical NLS and NLW in [18, 19], later by D. Li and X. Zhang in [43, 44] in higher dimensions. The new ingredient here is to solve the nondegeneracy of positive bubble solutions with nonlocal structure in Ḣ^1(R^N ) (i.e. the spectral assumption in [51]) by the nondegeneracy result of positive bubble solution in L^∞(R^N ) in [45] and the Moser iteration method in [16], which is related to the spectral analysis of the linearized operator with nonlocal structure, and plays a key role in the construction of the special threshold solutions, and the classification of all threshold solutions.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the focusing, generalized energy-critical Hartree equation i∂_tu + Δu + (I_λ ∗ |u|^p) |u|^{p−2}u = 0, (t, x) ∈ R × R^N , (1.1) where N ≥ 3, 0 < λ < N, λ ≤ 4, p =^{2N−λ}_{N−2} ≥ 2 and the Riesz-potential stands for

I_λ(x) :=

Γ(^λ_2 ) π^N2 Γ(^{N−λ}_2 )2^{N−λ}|x|^λ . The generalized Hartree equation can be considered as a classical limit of a field equation and it describes a quantum mechanical non-relativistic many-boson system interacting through a two body potential V (x) =^1_{|x|λ} , see [28]. As for the mean-field limit of manybody quantum systems, we can refer to the work by Hepp in [32], see also [9, 10, 26, 28, 61]. Lieb and Yau use it to develop the theory for stellar collapse in [49] .

The equation (1.1) enjoys several symmetries: If u(t, x) is a solution, then (a) so is δ^{N−2}2 u(δ^2t, δx), δ > 0 by scaling invariance; (b) so is u(t + t_0, x) for t_0 ∈ R by time translation invariance; (c) so is u(t, x + x_0) for x_0 ∈ R^N by spatial translation invariance; (d) so is e^{iθ0} u(t, x), θ_0 ∈ R by phase rotation invariance; (e) so is u(−t, x) by time reversal.

The Cauchy problem for (1.1) was developed by A. K. Arora and S. Roudenko in [1, 3, 5, 13]. Namely, if u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), there exists a unique solution defined on a maximal

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35Q41, Secondary: 35Q55.

Key words and phrases. Concentration compactness rigidity argument; Hartree equation; Modulation analysis; Nondegeneracy of ground state; Spectral theory; Uniqueness.

1

interval I = (−T_−(u), T_+(u)) and the energy

E(u(t)) := 1 2 ∫ R^N | |∇u(t, x) | |^2dx − 1 2p ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ |u|^p) | |u(t, x) | |^p dx (1.2)

is conserved by time translation invariance of equation (1.1). The exponent p =^{2N−λ}_{N−2} is energy-critical exponent since the scaling transform u(t, x) → δ^{N−22} u ( δ^2t, δx ) , δ > 0 makes the equation (1.1) and the energy (1.2) invariant.

For long time behavior of solutions for (1.1), the ground state plays an important role, which is the solution of the elliptic equation with nonlocal potential

−ΔW (x) = (I_λ ∗ W^p) W^{p−1}, x ∈ R^N . (1.3)

According to [17], we have the variational characterization of W , which can be proved by combining sharp Sobolev inequality [7, 48, 64] with sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality [47, 48]. Recently, the authors give an alternative proof of the existence of the extremizer of this sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality in R^N by using the stereographic projection and sharp Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on the sphere in [45]. That is,

Proposition 1.1 ([17, 45]). Let N ≥ 3, 0 < λ < N, λ ≤ 4, and p =^{2N−λ}_{N−2} ≥ 2. Then for any f ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), we have (∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ |f|^p) |f(x)|^p ) 1_p ≤ C(N, λ) ‖ ‖∇f ‖ ‖^2,

where C(N, λ) = [ (^1_2^√_π )^{N−λ Γ( λ2 )}_{Γ(N− λ2 )}

(_{Γ(N)}

Γ(^N_2 ) ) N−λ_N ]^12p · [_{N(N−2)} 4 2^{2/N} π^{N+1}N Γ(^{N+1}_2 )^{− 2}N

]_− 1_2 and if (∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ |f|^p) |f(x)|^p ) 1_p = C(N, λ) ‖ ‖∇f ‖ ‖^2,

then there exist λ_0 > 0, x_0 ∈ R^N , θ_0 ∈ [0, 2π), such that

f(x) = e^{iθ0} λ^{− N−22}_0 W ( λ^{−1}_0 (x + x_0) ) , where W = [N(N − 2)]^{N−24} ( 1 1 + |x|^2 ) N−2_2 . (1.4)

As for the solution of (1.1) with energy below the threshold E(W ), C. Guzmán and C. Xu make use of the concentration compactness rigidity argument, which is originally developed by C. Kenig and F. Merle in [35, 36], (see also [54]) to show that

Theorem 1.2 ([31]). Let N = 3, 0 < λ < N, p =^{2N−λ}_{N−2} ≥ 2, W be the ground state solution of (1.3) and u be a radial solution of (1.1) in Ḣ^1(R^N ) such that

E(u_0) < E(W ) and ‖u_0‖_{Ḣ1(RN )} < ‖W ‖_{Ḣ1(RN )}.

Then the solution u is global in time and scatters both forward and backward in time, i.e. there exists u_± ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), such that lim t→±∞ ‖ ‖u(t) − e^{itΔ}u_± ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1(RN )} = 0.

Remark 1.3. Using the Virial identity, we can also show the blow-up result: if E(u_0) < E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_{L2} > ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} and x · u_0 ∈ L2(RN ), then the solution blows up at finite time T_±, which can be shown from [54]. So far, there have been many other dynamics results of the Hartree equation. In the mass and energy critical cases, please refer to [38, 41, 42, 54, 55, 57, 58, 68], and we can refer to [2, 4, 12, 29, 39, 52, 53, 56, 69] for other cases.

In this paper, we follow the argument by T. Duyckaerts and F. Merle in [18, 19], D. Li and X. Zhang in [43, 44] and consider the dynamics of radial solutions of (1.1) with threshold energy E(W ). Our goal is to classify the threshold solutions with

u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) is radial, and E(u_0) = E(W ).

For the case p = 2 and λ = 4 < N, C. Miao, Y. Wu and the fourth author study the dynamics of the radial threshold solution and classify the corresponding radial solutions in the energy space Ḣ^1(R^N ) under the spectral assumption (i. e. nondegeneracy of the ground state ) in [51]. Based on the results by authors in [45, 46], the motivation in this paper is to remove the spectral assumption in [51] and solve the nondegeneracy of the positive bubble solutions of (1.1) in the energy space Ḣ^1(R^N ). That is,

Proposition 1.4. Let N ≥ 3, 0 < λ < N, λ ≤ 4 and p =^{2N−λ}_{N−2} ≥ 2. Then the nontrivial solution U_{c,δ,x0} (x) :=^c_{(1+δ2 |x−x0|2) N−22} of the equation −Δu − (I_λ ∗ |u|^p) |u|^{p−2}u = 0, x ∈ R^N with constant sign is non-degenerate. More precisely, any energy solution to the linearized equation −Δφ = p [ I_λ ∗ (|u|^{p−1}φ) ] u^{p−1} + (p − 1) (I_λ ∗ |u|^p) u^{p−2}φ (1.5) must be the linear combination of the functions φ_1, · · · , φ_N and φ_{N+1} defined by

φ_j (x) := ∂U_{1,1,0} ∂x_j (x), 1 ≤ j ≤ N, and φ_{N+1}(x) := N − 2 2 U_{1,1,0}(x) + x · ∇U_{1,1,0}(x). Remark 1.5. The uniqueness and nondegeneracy of the ground state itself are very interesting and important problems, we can refer to [21, 22, 50, 66] and references therein, and they also play a key role in long-time dynamics of nonlinear dispersive equations (for example, NLS, NLW, Hartree, Boson star, etc.), especially in spectral analysis of the linearized operator, the construction of the threshold solutions, and the classification of the threshold solutions. Now we give some remarks about Proposition 1.4 as following.

(a) In [46], The first, third and fourth authors show the nondegeneracy of the ground state in the Newtonian potential case λ = 4, N = 6 by using the spherical harmonic expansion of the Newtonian potential, which is related to Gegenbauer identity in [6, 40].

(b) Motivated by R. Frank and E. Lieb in [23, 24], the authors make use of the spherical harmonic decomposition and the Funk-Hecke formula of the spherical harmonic functions (see also [6, 15]) to obtain the nondegeneracy of the ground state in L^∞(R^N ) in [45] for the general case .

(c) Based on the nondegeneracy of positive bubble solution in L^∞(R^N ) in [45], we only need show L^∞(R^N )-regularity of Ḣ^1(R^N ) solution of equation (1.5) to complete the proof of Proposition 1.4, which will be shown by the Moser iteration method (please refer to [16], and references therein) in Appendix A.

After showing the nondegeneracy result in Proposition 1.4, we can follow the standard argument in [18, 19, 43, 44, 51] to study the dynamics of threshold solution and classify all radial threshold solutions. The classification of threshold solutions is more complicate than that in Theorem 1.2. In fact, the ground state W is a new solution which doesn’t satisfy the conclusion in Theorem 1.2. Besides W , there also exist two other special radial threshold solutions W^±.

Theorem 1.6. There exist two radial solutions W^± of (1.1) on the maximal lifespan interval (T_−(W^±), T_+(W^±)) with initial data W^±_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) such that

(a) E(W^±) = E(W ), T_+(W^±) = ∞ and lim t→+∞ W^±(t) = W in Ḣ^1. (b) ‖ ‖∇W^−_0 ‖ ‖_2 < ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2, T_−(W −) = ∞ and W − scatters for the negative time. (c) ‖ ‖∇W^+_0 ‖ ‖_2 > ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2. Moreover, if N ≥ 5, T_−(W^+) < ∞.

Remark 1.7. There is no L^2-regularity for W^+ and W when N = 3, 4 from the construction in Section 3 and there is additional L^2-regularity for threshold solution in Proposition 5.1 in Section 5. We also expect that T_−(W^+) < ∞ for the case N = 3, 4.

Next, we classify all radial threshold solutions as follows.

Theorem 1.8. Suppose u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1 ( R^N ) is radial, and such that E(u_0) = E(W ). Let u be a solution of (1.1) with initial data u_0 and I be the maximal interval of existence. Then the following holds:

(a) If ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_2 < ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2, then I = R. Furthermore, either u = W^− up to the symmetries of the equation, or ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖ L^{2p}_t L 2Np Np−2p−2 x < ∞. (b) If ‖ ∇u_0 ‖ 2 = ‖ ∇W ‖ 2, then u = W up to the symmetries of the equation.

(c) If ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_2 > ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2, and u_0 ∈ L2(RN ), then either u = W + up to the symmetries of the equation, or I is finite.

Remark 1.9. When N = 3, 4 in the supercritical case (c), the above result shows that any L^2(R^N )-solution blows up in both time directions from the fact that W^+ ∉ L^2(R^N ).

Remark 1.10. Because of radial assumption, the symmetries of the equation here refer to the symmetries under scaling, time translation, phase rotation and time reverse. The above result is a generalization of the classification of radial threshold solutions by Miao, Wu and the fourth author in [51], which consider the case λ = 4 < N, and p = 2. For

Ḣ1(RN ) critical NLS, Q. Su and Z. Zhao classify nonradial, subcritical threshold solution in [63]. In addition, for subcritical NLS, we can refer to [20] by T. Duyckaerts and S. Roudenko, [11] by L. Campos, L. G. Farah and S. Roudenko. and T. Zhou also classifies threshold solutions of subcritical Hartree equation under spectral assumption in [69].

Last, the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the Cauchy problem and the properties of the ground state. We also state the spectral properties of the linearized operator L around W , which rely on the nondegeneracy of positive bubble solutions in Proposition 1.4. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.6 except for the negative time behavior, in particular, we construct two special solutions W^± of (1.1) except for the negative time behavior. In Section 4, we discuss the modulational stability around W . In Section 5 and Section 6, we study the solutions with initial data satisfying Theorem 1.8 part (a) and (c), and also obtain the proof of Theorem 1.6 for the negative time behavior. In Section 7, we analyze the property of the exponentially decay solution of the linearized equation to establish the uniqueness of the special solutions and this will imply the proof of Theorem 1.8. In appendix A, we show L^∞(R^N )-regularity of Ḣ^1(R^N ) solution of equation (1.5) by the Moser iteration method. In appendix B and appendix C, we prove the positivity and spectral properties of the linearized operator in Proposition 2.13 and Proposition 2.14. □

Acknowledgements. G. Xu was partly supported by National Key Research and Development Program of China (No. 2020YFA0712900) and by NSFC (No. 12371240). X. Tang were partly supported by NSFC (No. 12001284).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we give some preliminary results for the context.

2.1. The linear estimates and the Cauchy problem. In this subsection, we firstly recall some results on the Strichartz estimate and Cauchy problem of (1.1). Let I be an interval, and denote

Z(I) := L^{2p} ( I; L^{2NpNp−2p−2} (R^N ) ) , S(I) := L^{2p} ( I; L^{2NpNp−2} (R^N ) ) , N(I) := L^{2p2p−1} ( I; L^{2NpNp+2} (R^N ) ) , l(I) := Z(I) ∩ L^{2p} ( I; Ẇ^{1, 2NpNp−2} (R^N ) ) , ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{l(I)} := ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{Z(I)} + ‖ ‖∇u ‖ ‖_{S(I)}. Here we write N(I) to represent the inhomogeneous space-time norm on I × R^N and the single N to represent spatial dimension in the context without confusion.

A solution of (1.1) on an interval I with 0 ∈ I is a function u ∈ C^0(I, Ḣ^1(R^N )) such that u ∈ Z(J) for all interval J ⋐ I and

u(t) = e^{itΔ}u_0 + i ∫_t 0 e^{i(t−s)Δ} (I_λ ∗ |u(s, ·)|^p) (x) |u|^{p−2}u(s, x) ds. We have

Lemma 2.1 ([13, 65]). Consider { i∂_tu + Δu = f, x ∈ R^N , t ∈ [0, T ), u(0) = u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ),

(2.1)

where ∇f ∈ N(0, T ), then for some constant C > 0, we have sup t∈[0,T ) ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} + ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{l(0,T )} ≤ C (‖ ‖u_0 ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} + ‖ ‖∇f ‖ ‖_{N(0,T )} ) . Lemma 2.2 ([30, 62]). For α ∈ (0, N), then there exists a constant C(N, α) such that for any r ∈ (^N_{N−α} , ∞), ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^N f(y) |x − y|^{N−α} dy ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lr (RN )} ≤ C(N, α) ‖ f ‖ L^{NrN+αr} (R^N ) . Lemma 2.3 ([8, 27, 37]). For every f ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), there is a constant C such that ‖ f ‖ L^{2NN−2} (R^N ) ≤ C ‖ f ‖ N−2_N Ḣ1(RN ) ‖ f ‖ 2_N Ḃ1_{2,∞}(RN ). Theorem 2.4 ([1, 3, 5]). For any u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) and t_0 ∈ R, there exists a unique maximallifespan solution u : I × R^N → C to (1.1) with u(t_0) = u_0. This solution also has the following properties:

(a) I is an open neighborhood of t_0.

(b) The energy of the solution u are conserved, that is, for all t ∈ I, we have

E(u(t)) = E(u_0).

(c) If u^{(n)}_0 is a sequence converging to u_0 in Ḣ^1 and u^{(n)} : I^{(n)} × R^N → C are the associated maximal-lifespan solutions, then u^{(n)} converges locally uniformly to u.

(d) There exists η_0, such that if ‖ u_0 ‖ Ḣ1 < η_0, then u is a global solution. Indeed, the solution also scatters to 0 in Ḣ^1(R^N ).

2.2. Properties of ground state. From (1.3) and Proposition 1.1, we have ‖ ∇W ‖_2 2 = C(N, λ)^{− pp−1} , E(W ) = p − 1 2p C(N, λ)^{− pp−1} . (2.2) Using the characterization of W in Proposition 1.1, the refined Sobolev inequality in Lemma 2.3, the analogue concentration compactness principle (profile decomposition in Ḣ1_{rad}) to the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [57], we have

Proposition 2.5. Let u ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) be radial and E(u) = E(W ). Then there exists a function ε = ε(ρ), such that inf θ∈R, μ>0 ‖ ‖u_{θ,μ} − W ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≤ ε(δ(u)), lim_{ρ→0} ε(ρ) = 0,

where u_{θ,μ}(x) = e^{iθ}μ^{− N−2}2 u(μ^{−1}x), δ(u) = | | ∫ R^N (| |∇u | |^2 − | |∇W | |^2 ) dx | |. Proof. We follow the argument in Proposition 2.7 in [51] and argue by contradiction. Let u_n ∈ Ḣ^1 be any radial sequence and satisfy

E(u_n) = E(W ), and | | ∫ R^N (| |∇u_n | |^2 − | |∇W | |^2 ) dx | | −→ 0. (2.3)

Hence, from the profile decomposition in Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ), there exists a subsequence of {u_n}^∞_{n=1}

and a sequence {U^{(j)}}_{j≥1} in Ḣ^1_{rad} and for any j ≥ 1, a family {λ^j_n} such that

(1) If j ≠ k, then λ^j_n λ^k_n + λ^k_n λ^j_n −→ +∞, n → +∞ (2) For every l ≥ 1, we have

u_n(x) = l∑ j=1 1 ( λ^j_n )_{(N−2)/2} U^{(j)} ( x λ^j_n ) + r^l_n(x), with lim_{l→+∞} lim sup_{n→+∞} ‖ r^l_n ‖ Ḃ1_{2,∞} → 0. (3) We have ‖ ‖∇u_n ‖ ‖^2_{L2} = l∑ j=1 ‖ ‖∇U^{(j)} ‖ ‖^2_{L2} + ‖ ‖∇r^l_n ‖ ‖^2_{L2} + o_n(1),

By Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3, the orthogonality between λ^j_n and λ^k_n for j ≠ k, we have lim l→+∞ lim sup n→+∞ ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | |r_{ln}(x) | |^p | |r_{ln}(y) | |^p dxdy = 0,

∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)|u_n(x)|^p|u_n(y)|^p dxdy = lim_{l→+∞} l∑ j=1 ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | |U^{(j)}(x) | |^p | |U^{(j)}(y) | |^p dxdy. By Proposition 1.1, we have C(N, λ)^{−p} ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | |U_{(j)}(x) | |^p | |U_{(j)}(y) | |^p dxdy ≤ ‖∇U_{(j)}‖2p_{L2} , thus, C(N, λ)^{−p} l∑ j=1 ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | |U_{(j)}(x) | |^p | |U_{(j)}(y) | |^p dxdy ≤^l∑ j=1 ‖ ‖∇U^{(j)} ‖ ‖^{2p}_{L2} .

This yields that

C(N, λ)^{−p} ≤ lim_{n→+∞} lim sup_{l→+∞} l∑ j=1 ‖ ‖∇U^{(j)} ‖ ‖^{2p}_{L2} l∑ j=1 ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | |U_{(j)}(x) | |^p | |U_{(j)}(y) | |^p dxdy

≤ lim_{n→+∞} lim sup l→+∞

l∑ j=1 ‖ ‖∇U^{(j)} ‖ ‖^2_{L2} p

l∑ j=1 ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | |U_{(j)}(x) | |^p | |U_{(j)}(y) | |^p dxdy

≤ lim_{n→+∞} ‖ ‖∇u_n ‖ ‖^{2p}_{L2} ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) |u_n(x)|^p |u_n(y)|^p dxdy =C(N, λ)^{−p}, where in the last step we use (2.3). Therefore, we conclude that only one term U^{(j)} is

nonzero, and C(N, λ)^{−p} = ‖ ‖∇U^{(j}0^) ‖ ‖^{2p}_{L2} ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | |U_{(j0)}(x) | |^p | |U_{(j0)}(y) | |^p dxdy .

By Proposition 1.1 for the radial case, there exist θ_0 ∈ [0, 2π), λ_0 > 0 such that

U^{(j0)}(x) = e^{iθ0} λ^{− N−22}_0 W (λ^{−1}_0 x).

This contradicts with the assumption and completes the proof. □

2.3. The coercive property. By the convex analysis in [54], we have ∀u ∈ Ḣ^1, E(u) ≤ E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} =⇒ ‖ ∇u ‖_2 L^2 ‖ ∇W ‖_2 L^2 ≤ E(u) E(W ) , (2.4)

∀u ∈ Ḣ^1, E(u) ≤ E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u ‖ ‖_{L2} ≥ ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} =⇒ ‖ ∇u ‖_2 L^2 ‖ ∇W ‖_2 L^2 ≥ E(u) E(W ) . This, together with the energy conservation, the variational characterization of W and the

continuity argument, implies that

Lemma 2.6. Let u ∈ C(I, Ḣ^1(R^N )) be a radial solution of (1.1) with initial data u_0, and

I = (−T_−, T_+) its maximal interval of existence. Assume that E(u_0) = E(W ), then

(a) if ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_2 < ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2, then ‖ ‖∇u(t) ‖ ‖_2 < ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2 for t ∈ I.

(b) if ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_2 = ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2, then u = W up to the symmetry of the equation.

(c) if ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_2 > ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2, then ‖ ‖∇u(t) ‖ ‖_2 > ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2 for t ∈ I.

Proof. The proof is analogue to Lemma 2.8 in [51] and Proposition 3.1 in [54]. □

2.4. Monotonicity formula. We define the localized Virial term

V_R(t) = ∫ R^N ϕ_R(x) | |u(t, x) | |^2dx, (2.5)

where ϕ(x) be a positive smooth radial function such that ϕ(x) =^{|x|2}_2 for |x| ≤ 1, ϕ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 2, ϕ^{′′}(r) ≤ 1, r ≥ 0 and ϕ_R(x) = R^2ϕ (_x R ) , R > 0, which is useful to analyze the gradient variant from W in Section 4. By simple calculations as in [51, 54, 60], we have

Lemma 2.7. Let u(t, x) be a radial solution to (1.1), V_R(t) be defined by (2.5), then

∂_tV_R(t) = 2Im ∫ R^N u ∇u · ∇ϕ_R dx, ∂^2_t V_R(t) = 4 ∫ R^N | |∇u(t, x) | |^2dx − 4 ∫ R^N ( I_λ ∗ |u|^p) |u(x)|^p dx + A_R ( u(t) ) , where A_R ( u(t) ) = ∫ R^N ( 4ϕ^{′′} ( |x| R ) − 4 ) | |∇u(t, x) | |^2dx + ∫ R^N ( − ΔΔϕ_R(x) )| u(t, x) | |^2dx

+ O (∫ |x|≥R (I_λ ∗ |u|^p) |u(x)|^p dx ) . 2.5. Basic properties of the linearized operator. We consider a radial solution u of (1.1) close to W and write u as u(t, x) = W (x) + h(t, x), then h satisfies the difference equation i∂_th + Δh = V h + iR(h), where the linear operator V and the remainder R(h) are defined by

V h := − (p − 1)(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_1 − p[I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}h_1)]W^{p−1} − i(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_2, (2.6) R(h) :=i ( (I_λ ∗ |W + h|^p)|W + h|^{p−2}(W + h) − (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}W − (p − 1)(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_1

− p[I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}h_1)]W^{p−1} − i(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_2 ) . (2.7)

Let h_1 = Reh and h_2 = Imh (In the following context, we will always denote the complex value function h = h_1 + ih_2 = (h_1, h_2) without confusion). Then h is a solution of the equation ∂_th + Lh = −iR(h), L := ( 0 −L_− L_+ 0 ) , (2.8)

where the self-adjoint operators L_± are defined by

L_+h_1 := − Δh_1 − (p − 1)(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_1 − p[I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}h_1)]W^{p−1}, (2.9) L_−h_2 := − Δh_2 − (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_2. (2.10)

Now we first give some basic estimates about the linearized equation (2.8). Firstly, we give nonlinear estimates as follows.

Lemma 2.8. Let V , R be defined by (2.6) and (2.7), respectively, I be a interval with |I| ≤ 1, and g, h ∈ l(I), u, v ∈ L^{2NN−2} (R^N ), then ‖ ∇ ( V h )‖ N(I) ≲ |I| p−1 p ‖ h ‖ l(I), (2.11) ‖ ∇ ( R(g) − R(h) )‖ N(I) ≲ ‖ g − h ‖ l(I) ( |I|^{2p−32p} (‖ g ‖ l(I) + ‖ h ‖ l(I) ) + ‖ g ‖_{2(p−1)} l(I) + ‖ h ‖_{2(p−1)} l(I) ) , (2.12) ‖ ‖R(u) − R(v) ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2 (RN )} ≲ (‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} + ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} + ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{2(p−1)} L^{2NN−2} + ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖^{2(p−1)} L^{2NN−2} )‖ ‖u − v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} . (2.13)

Remark 2.9. Let f(z) = |z|^{p−2}z. The complex derivative of f is that

f_z(z) = p 2 |z|^{p−2}, f_{z̄}(z) = p − 2 2 |z|^{p−4}z^2. For z_1, z_2 ∈ C , we have

f(z_1) − f(z_2) =

∫_1 0 [f_{z1} (z_2 + θ(z_1 − z_2))(z_1 − z_2) + f_{z̄1} (z_2 + θ(z_1 − z_2))(z_1 − z_2)]dθ.

Therefore,

f(z_1) − f(z_2) ≲ (|z_1|^{p−2} + |z_2|^{p−2})|z_1 − z_2|.

Also, by [14], we get | ||z_1|^α − |z_2|^α | | ≲ { (|z_1|^{α−1} + |z_2|^{α−1})|z_1 − z_2| α ≥ 1;

|z_1 − z_2|^α 0 < α ≤ 1.

Proof of Lemma 2.8. We follow the argument in Lemma 2.10 in [51]. We firstly prove

(2.11). Recall that

V h := −(p − 1)(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_1 − p[I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}h_1)]W^{p−1} − i(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_2.

Hence, we get | |∇(V h) | | ≲ |(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−3}∇W h| + |(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}∇h| + |(I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}∇W ))W^{p−2}h| + |(I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}h_1))W^{p−2}∇W | + |I_λ ∗ (W^{p−2}∇W h_1)W^{p−1}|

+ |(I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}∇h_1)W^{p−1}|. (2.14)

As for the first term on the right of (2.14), by Lemma 2.2 , Remark 2.9 and Hölder’s

inequality, we have ‖ (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−3}∇W h ‖ N(I) ≲ ‖ ∇W ‖ S(I) ‖ W ‖_{p−3} Z(I) ‖ h ‖ Z(I) ‖ I_λ ∗ W^p ‖ L^2_t L 2N 2N+2p−Np−2 x ≲ ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{S(I)} ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖^{p−3}_{Z(I)} ‖ ‖h ‖ ‖_{Z(I)} ‖ ‖W^p ‖ ‖ L^2_t L 2N Np−2p−2 x = ‖ W ‖_{2p−3} Z(I) ‖ ∇W ‖ S(I) ‖ h ‖ Z(I). As for the rest term on the right of (2.14), by simple calculations, we have ‖ ∇ ( V h )‖ N(I) ≲ ‖ W ‖_{2(p−1)} Z(I) ‖ ∇h ‖ S(I) + ‖ W ‖_{2p−3} Z(I) ‖ ∇W ‖ S(I) ‖ h ‖ Z(I).

Since W ∈ L 2Np Np−2p−2 x ∩ Ẇ^{1,} 2Np Np−2 x , we have that ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖_{Z(I)} ≲ |I|^12p , ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{S(I)} ≲ |I|^12p , which implies (2.11).

As for (2.12) and (2.13), recall that R(h) := i ( (I_λ ∗ |W + h|^p)|W + h|^{p−2}(W + h) − (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−1} − (p − 1)(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_1

− p[I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}h_1)]W^{p−1} − i(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h_2 ) , so, we have R(u) − R(v) = i ( (I_λ ∗ |W + u|^p)|W + u|^{p−2}(W + u) − (I_λ ∗ |W + v|^p)|W + v|^{p−2}(W + v) − (p − 1)(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}(u_1 − v_1) − p ( I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}(u_1 − v_1)) ) W^{p−1} − i(I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}(u_2 − v_2) ) . As for the term (I_λ ∗ |u|^p)|u|^{p−2}u − (I_λ ∗ |v|^p)|v|^{p−2}v, by Lemma 2.2 , Remark 2.9 and

Hölder’s inequality, we estimate when p > 3 that ‖ ‖(I_λ ∗ |u|^p)|u|^{p−2}u − (I_λ ∗ |v|^p)|v|^{p−2}v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2} = ‖ ‖(I_λ ∗ |u|^p)|u|^{p−2}(u − v) ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2} + ‖ ‖(I_λ ∗ (|u|^p − |v|^p))|u|^{p−2}v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2} + ‖ ‖(I_λ ∗ |v|^p)(|u|^{p−2} − |v|^{p−2})v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2} ≲ ‖ u ‖_{p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ u − v ‖ L^{2NN−2} ‖ I_λ ∗ |u|^p ‖ L^{2N} 2N+2p−Np + ‖ u ‖_{p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ v ‖ L^{2NN−2} ‖ I_λ ∗ (|u|^p − |v|^p) ‖ L^{2N} 2N+2p−Np + ‖ ‖|u|^{p−2} − |v|^{p−2} ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)(p−2) ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖I_λ ∗ |v|^p ‖ ‖_{L 2N} 2N+2p−Np ≲ ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖u − v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖u^p ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)p + ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖|u|^p − |v|^p ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)p + ‖ ‖|u|^{p−2} − |v|^{p−2} ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)(p−2) ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖|v|^p ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)p ≲ ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{2p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖u − v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} + ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖(|u|^{p−1} + |v|^{p−1})|u − v| ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)p + ‖ ‖(|u|^{p−3} − |v|^{p−3})|u − v| ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)(p−2) ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖|v|^p ‖ ‖ L 2N (N−2)p ≲ ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{2p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖u − v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} + ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{2p−3} L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖u − v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} + ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖^{p−2} L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖u − v ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2} ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖^p L^{2NN−2} + ‖ u − v ‖ L^{2NN−2} (‖ u ‖_{p−3} L^{2NN−2} ‖ v ‖_{p+1} L^{2NN−2} + ‖ v ‖_{2p−2} L^{2NN−2} ) ≲ ‖ u − v ‖ L^{2NN−2} (‖ u ‖ L^{2NN−2} + ‖ v ‖ L^{2NN−2} + ‖ u ‖_{2(p−1)} L^{2NN−2} + ‖ v ‖_{2(p−1)} L^{2NN−2} ) . When 2 ≤ p ≤ 3 and the other terms can also be estimated similarly. Above all, we can

obtain (2.13).

Last, we can show (2.12) from the expression of R(u) − R(v) above, and completes the

proof. □

Because of the linear operator V in the linearized equation (2.8), we will use the following

integral summation argument.

Lemma 2.10 ([18]). Let t_0 > 0, p ∈ [1, +∞[, a_0 ≠ 0, E be a normed vector space, and

f ∈ L^p_{loc}(t_0, +∞; E) such that

∃ τ_0 > 0, ∃ C_0 > 0, ∀ t ≥ t_0, ‖f‖_Lp_{(t,t+τ0 ,E)} ≤ C_0e^{a0t}. (2.15)

Then for t ≥ t_0, ‖f‖_Lp_{(t,+∞,E)} ≤ C_0e^{a0t} 1 − e^{a0τ0} , if a_0 < 0; (2.16) ‖f‖_Lp_{(t0,t,E)} ≤ C_0e^{a0 t} 1 − e^{−a0τ0} , if a_0 > 0. (2.17)

By the Strichartz estimate, Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.10, we have

Lemma 2.11. Let C, c > 0, and v be a solution of (2.8) with ‖ v(t) ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ Ce^{−ct}, then for any (q, r) with^2_q = N(^1_2 −^1_r ), q ∈ [2, +∞], we have for large t ‖ v ‖ l(t,+∞) + ‖ ∇v ‖ L^q (t,+∞;L^r) ≤ Ce −ct. Proof. We follow the argument in Lemma 2.12 in [51]. For small τ_0, by the Strichartz

estimate and Lemma 2.8, we have on I = [t, t + τ_0] ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{l(I)} + ‖ ‖∇v ‖ ‖_{Lq (I;Lr )} ≤Ce^{−ct} + C ‖ ‖∇(V v) ‖ ‖_{N(I)} + C ‖ ‖∇R(v) ‖ ‖_{N(I)} ≤Ce^{−ct} + C|I|^{p−1p} ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{l(I)} + ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖^2_{l(I)} + ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖^{2p−1}_{l(I)} . By choosing sufficiently small τ_0, the continuous argument gives that ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{l(I)} + ‖ ‖∇v ‖ ‖_{Lq (I;Lr)} ≤ Ce^{−ct}. Thus this implies the desired result by Lemma 2.10. □

2.6. Spectral properties of the linearized operator. Because of the phase rotation

invariance and the scaling invariance of (1.1), we know that iW ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) and ~W = N − 2 2 W + x · ∇W ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) are elements of the null-space of L in Ḣ^1_{rad}. In fact, they

are the only elements of the null-space of L in Ḣ^1_{rad}. From Proposition 1.4, we have

Lemma 2.12. Let L be defined by (2.8). Then { u ∈ Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ), Lu = 0 } = span { iW, ~W } . Namely, { u ∈ Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ), L_−u = 0 } = span { W } ; { u ∈ Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ), L_+u = 0 } = span {~ W } . Now we define the linearized energy Φ by

Φ(h) := 1 2 ∫ R^N (L_+h_1)h_1 dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N (L_−h_2)h_2 dx (2.18) = 1 2 ∫ R^N | ∇h_1 |_2 − p − 1 2 ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h^2_1 dx − p 2 ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^{p−1}h_1)W^{p−1}h_1 dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N | ∇h_2 |_2 − 1 2 ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}h^2 dx, and denote by B(g, h) the bilinear symmetric form associated to Φ, B(g, h) := 1 2 ∫ R^N (L_+g_1)h_1 dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N (L_−g_2)h_2 dx, ∀ g, h ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ). (2.19)

Let us specify the important coercivity properties of Φ. Consider the three orthogonal directions W, iW, and ~W in the Hilbert space Ḣ^1(R^N , C ). Let H := span{W, iW, ~W }, and H^⊥ be its orthogonal subspace in Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ), that is,

H^⊥ := { v ∈ Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ), (iW, v)_{Ḣ1} = (~W , v)_{Ḣ1} = (W, v)_{Ḣ1} = 0 } . Following the arguments in Proposition 2.13 and Proposition 2.14 in [51], we have the following coercivity properties of the linearized energy Φ on H^⊥ and G_⊥. Proposition 2.13. There exists a constant c > 0 such that for all radial function h ∈ H^⊥, we have Φ(h) ≥ c ‖ ‖h ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} . (2.20)

For the sake of completeness, we will show it in Appendix B.

Proposition 2.14. Let σ(L) be the spectrum of the operator L, defined on L^2(R^N ) with domain H^2(R^N ) and let σ_{ess}(L) be its essential spectrum. Then we have (a) The operator L admits two radial eigenfunctions Y_± ∈ S(R^N ) with real eigenvalues ±e_0, e_0 > 0, that is, LY_± = ±e_0Y_±, Y_+ = Y_−, e_0 > 0.

(b) There exists a constant c > 0 such that for all radial function h ∈ G_⊥, we have Φ(h) ≥ c ‖ h ‖_2 Ḣ1 , where

G_⊥ = { v ∈ Ḣ^1, (iW, v)_{Ḣ1} = (~W , v)_{Ḣ1} = B(Y_±, v) = 0 } . (c) σ_{ess}(L) = {iξ : ξ ∈ R, }, σ(L) ∩ R = {−e_0, 0, e_0}. Remark 2.15. The proofs of (b) and (c) of Proposition 2.14 are analogue to that of Proposition 2.14 in [51], but there is a little difference in the proof of (a). Here, we consider the case N ≥ 3 rather than the case N > 4 = λ in [51]. However, when N = 3, 4, W /∈ L^2(R^N ), we will give the proof of (a) for the completeness in Appendix C. Remark 2.16. As a consequence of the definition of Φ and B, we have that for any f, g ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), Lf, Lg ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), and h ∈ H^⊥ Φ(iW ) =Φ(~W ) = Φ(Y_±) = 0, Φ(W ) = − ‖ ∇W ‖_2 2 < 0, (2.21) B(f, g) =B(g, f), B(Lf, g) = −B(f, Lg), (2.22) B(iW, f) =B(~W , f) = 0, B(W, h) = 0. (2.23) Corollary 2.17. As a consequence of Proposition 2.13, we have

B(Y_+, Y_−) ≠ 0. (2.24)

Proof. If B(Y_+, Y_−) = 0, then for any h ∈ span{iW, ~W , Y_±}, which is of dimension 4, we have Φ(h) = 0.

But by Proposition 2.13, we know that Φ is positive on H^⊥ ∩Ḣ^1_{rad}, which is of codimension 3. It is a contradiction. □

Corollary 2.18. As a consequence of Proposition 2.14, we have ∫ ∇W · ∇Y_1 dx ≠ 0, where Y_1 = ReY_+. (2.25)

Proof. Note that (W, iW )_{Ḣ1} = (W, ~W )_{Ḣ1} = 0.

By (1.1), we have L_+(W ) = 2(p − 1)ΔW. If (W, Y_1)_{Ḣ1} = 0, then by (2.22), we obtain ±e_0B(Y_±, W ) =B(LY_±, W ) = −B(Y_±, LW ) = ∓ 1 2 ∫ L_−Y_2 · L_+(W ) = ± 1 2 ∫ e_0Y_1 · L_+(W ) = ±(p − 1) ∫ e_0Y_1 · ΔW = 0,

which means that W ∈ G_⊥. By Proposition 2.14, we have Φ(W ) ≳ ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} , which contradicts with (2.21). □

3. Existence of special threshold solutions W^±

In this section, we follow the arguments in [18, 19, 43, 44] and [51] to show the existence of special threshold solutions U^a and W^± in the energy space, we can also refer to [59] for the ideas from the existence of minimal mass blow-up solutions for mass-critical NLS. We firstly construct a family of high-order approximate solutions to (1.1) by use of the spectral property of the linearized operator L and a series of the elliptic iterations, and then obtain the special solution U^a by the compactness argument. The proof here is similar to those in Section 3 in [51], we only give the sketch of proof.

3.1. A family of approximate solutions converging to W as t → +∞.

Proposition 3.1. Let a ∈ R. There exists a sequence of functions (Z^a_j )_{j≥1} in S(R^N ) such that Z^a_1 = aY_+ and if h^a_k(t, x) := k∑ j=1 e^{−je0t}Z^a_j , k ∈ Z^+, (3.1) then we have as t → +∞

ϵ_k :=∂_th^a_k + Lh^a_k − R(h^a_k) = O(e^{−(k+1)e0 t}) in S(R^N ). (3.2)

Remark 3.2. Let U^a_k (t, x) := W (x) + h^a_k(t, x), (3.3) then as t → +∞, we have the high-order error estimate

ϵ_k :=i∂_tU^a_k + ΔU^a_k + [I_λ ∗ |U^a_k |^p]|U^a_k |^{p−2}U^a_k = O(e^{−(k+1)e0 t}) in S(R^N ).

Sketch of proof. Using the eigenfunctions of the real eigenvalues of the linearized operator, we can define h^a_1 := e^{−e0t}Z^a_1 . By the definition of (2.7), we know that R has at least the quadratic term, that is, R ( e^{−e0t}Z^a_1 ) = O(e^{−2e0t}), which yields (3.2) for k = 1. we can use a series of the elliptic iterations to cancel low-order error term, which together with the induction argument implies the existence of Z^a_j , j = 2, . . .. □

3.2. Construction of special solutions near an approximate solution. Now we show the existence of special radial threshold solution which can be proved by the fixed point argument.

Proposition 3.3. Let a ∈ R. There exist k_0 > 0 and t_0 ≥ 0 such that for any k ≥ k_0, there exists a radial solution U^a of (1.1) such that for t ≥ t_0

‖U^a − U^a_k ‖_{l(t,+∞)} ≤ e^{−(k+ 12 )e0t}. (3.4)

Furthermore U^a is the unique solution of (1.1) satisfying (3.4) for large t, and U^a ∈ L^2(R^N ) if N ≥ 5. Finally, U^a is independent of k and satisfies for t ≥ t_0, ‖ ‖U^a(t) − W − ae^{−e}0^tY_+ ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1(RN )} ≤ e^{− 3}_2^e0^t. (3.5)

Sketch of proof. The proof depends on the fixed point argument and Strichartz estimate in Lemma 2.1. Let e := U^a − U^a_k = h^a − h^a_k and it satisfies ∂_te + Le = R(h^a_k + e) − R(h^a_k) − ε_k, where h^a := U^a − W, h^a_k := U^a_k − W, ε_k is defined in Remark 3.2. This equation may be rewritten as i∂_te + Δe =V e + iR(h^a_k + e) − iR(h^a_k) − iε_k. Let us define the mapping

M_k(e)(t) := − ∫_{+∞} t e^{i(t−s)Δ} ( iV e(s) − R ( h^a_k(s) + e(s) ) + R(h^a_k(s)) + ε_k(s) ) ds. Thus the existence of a solution U^a of (1.1) satisfying (3.4) for t ≥ t_0 is equivalent to the following fixed point problem

∀ t ≥ t_0, e(t) = M_k(e)(t) and ‖e‖_{l(t,+∞)} ≤ e^−(^{k+ 12} )^{e0t}. (3.6)

Let us fix k and t_0. Denote

B^k_l := { e ∈ Z(t_0, +∞), ∇e ∈ S(t_0, +∞); sup_{t≥t0} e(^{k+ 12} )^{e0t}‖e‖_{l(t,+∞)} ≤ 1 } . By using the Strichartz estimate and Lemmar 2.8, we can show that if t_0 and k are large enough, the mapping M_k is a contraction map on B^k_l .

Finally, by the finite propagation of finite energy solutions, we can obtain that the analogue estimate U^a ∈ L^2(R^N ) if N ≥ 5 from the derivative estimate of the localized mass to that in [18]. For this purpose, define a positive radial function ψ on R^N ,such that ψ = 1 if |x| ≤ 1 and ψ = 0 if |x| ≥ 2. We also define that for R > 0 and large t,

F_R(t) := ∫ R^N |U^a(t, x)|^2ψ( x R )dx. Then, we have

F^′_R(t) = 2 R Im ∫ U^a∇Ū^a · (∇ψ)( x R )dx = 2 R Im ∫ W ∇(Ū^a − W ) · (∇ψ)( x R )dx + 2 R Im ∫ (U^a − W )∇W · (∇ψ)( x R )dx + 2 R Im ∫ (U^a − W )∇(Ū^a − W̄ ) · (∇ψ)( x R )dx

Using(3.5), ‖U^a(t) − W ‖_{Ḣ1} ≤ Ce^{−e0t} and the Hardy inequality, we get |F^′_R(t)| ≤ C‖U^a(t) − W ‖_{Ḣ1} (‖U^a(t)‖_{Ḣ1} + ‖W ‖_{Ḣ1} ) ≤ Ce^{−e0t}, with a constant C independent od R, and thus, integrating between sufficiently large t and +∞, | | |F_R(t) − ∫ R^N |W (x)|^2ψ( x R )dx | | ≤ Ce^{−e}0^t. Letting R goes to +∞, we get ‖U^a(t)‖_L2 = ‖W ‖_L2 and U^a(t) ∈ L^2(R^N ) when N ≥ 5, which completes the proof from mass conservation law. □

3.3. Construction of W^±. Note that by (3.5), and the energy conservation, we have

E(U^a) = E(W ).

In addition, by (3.5), we have ‖ ∇U^a(t) ‖_2 2 = ‖ ∇W ‖_2 2 + 2ae^{−e0t} ∫ R^N ∇W · ∇Y_1 dx + O ( e^{− 32 e0t} ) as t → +∞. By (2.25), replacing Y_+ by −Y_+ if necessary, we may assume that ∫ ∇W · ∇Y_1 dx > 0, which implies that ‖ ∇U^a(t) ‖_2 2 − ‖ ∇W ‖_2 2 has the sign of a for large positive time. Thus, by Lemma 2.6, ‖ ∇U^a(t_0) ‖_2 2 − ‖ ∇W ‖_2 2 has the sign of a. Let W^+(t, x) = U^{+1}(t + t_0, x), W^−(t, x) = U^{−1}(t + t_0, x), (3.7)

which yields two radial solutions W^±(t, x) of (1.1) for t ≥ 0, and satisfies

E(W^±(t)) = E(W ), ‖ ∇W^−(0) ‖ 2 < ‖ ∇W ‖ 2, ‖ ∇W^+(0) ‖ 2 > ‖ ∇W ‖ 2, and ‖ ‖W^±(t) − W ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≤ Ce^{−e}0^t, t ≥ 0. Moreover, we have W^± ∈ L^2 when N ≥ 5. To conclude the proof of Theorem 1.6, it remains to show the dynamics of W^± for the negative time, we will leave the proof in Section 5.3 and Section 6.5. □

4. Modulation Analysis

For the radial function u ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), we define the gradient variant from W as δ(u) = | | | ∫ R^N ( |∇u(x)|^2 − |∇W (x)|^2 ) dx | | | . By Proposition 2.5, we know that if

E(u) = E(W ), (4.1)

and δ(u) is small enough, then there exist ~θ and ~μ such that u_{~θ,~μ} = W + ~u, with ‖ ~u ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ ε(δ(u)), where u_{~θ,~μ} is defined as Proposition 2.5, and ε(δ) → 0 as δ → 0. The goal in this section is that for radial threshold solution of (1.1), we choose parameters ~θ and ~μ to obtain the dynamics of these parameters and their derivatives in terms of the gradient variant δ(u).

First, by the implicit theorem and the variational characterization of W in Proposition 2.5, we have the following orthogonal decomposition, which is analogue to Lemma 4.1 in [51].

Lemma 4.1. There exist δ_0 > 0 and a positive function ϵ(δ) defined for 0 < δ ≤ δ_0, which tends to 0 when δ tends to 0, such that for all radial u in Ḣ^1(R^N ) satisfying (4.1), there exists a couple (θ, μ) ∈ R × (0, +∞) such that v = u_{θ,μ} satisfies v⊥iW, v⊥~W . (4.2) The parameters (θ, μ) are unique in R/2πZ × R, and the mapping u → (θ, μ) is C^1.

Proof. First by Proposition 2.5, there exist a function ϵ and θ_1, μ_1 > 0 such that u_{θ1,μ1} = W + g and ‖ ‖u_{θ1,μ1} − W ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≤ ϵ (δ(u)) . (4.3)

Now consider the functional J(θ, μ, f) = (J_0(θ, μ, f), J_1(θ, μ, f)) = ( (f_{θ,μ}, iW )_{Ḣ1} , (f_{θ,μ}, ~W )_{Ḣ1} )

= ( (e^{iθ}μ^{− N−22} f(x/μ), iW )_{Ḣ1} , (e^{iθ} μ^{− N−22} f(x/μ), ~W )_{Ḣ1} ) . Hence, by simple computations, we have

J(0, 1, W ) = 0, | | ∂J ∂(θ, μ) (0, 1, W ) | | = | | | ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖^2_{L2} 0 0 − ‖ ‖∇~W ‖ ‖^2_{L2} | | | ≠ 0. Thus by the implicit theorem, there exist ϵ_0, η_0 > 0, we have that for any h ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) with ‖ ‖h − W ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} < ϵ_0, there exists a unique ( ~θ(h), ~μ(h) ) ∈ C^1 such that |~θ| + |~μ − 1| < η_0 and J(~θ, ~μ, h) = 0. By (4.3), this implies that there exists a unique ( ~θ_1(u), ~μ_1(u) ) such that J ( ~θ_1 + θ_1, ~μ_1μ_1, u ) = J ( ~θ_1, ~μ_1, u_{θ1,μ1} ) = 0.

This completes the proof by taking θ = ~θ_1 + θ_1 and μ = ~μ_1μ_1. □

Let u(t) be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (4.1) and write

δ(t) := δ(u(t)) = | | | ∫ R^N ( |∇u(t, x)|^2 − |∇W (x)|^2 ) dx | | | . (4.4)

Let D_{δ0} be the open set of all time t in the domain of existence of u such that δ(t) < δ_0. On D_{δ0} , by Lemma 4.1, there exist θ(t) and μ(t), which are C^1 functions of t such that we have the following decomposition u_{θ(t),μ(t)}(t,x) = ( 1 + α(t) ) W (x) + h(t, x), (4.5)

1 + α(t) = 1 ‖ W ‖_2 Ḣ1 ( u_{θ(t),μ(t)}, W ) Ḣ1 , h ∈ H^⊥ ∩ Ḣ^1_{rad}.

We will make use of additional conditions to show that u converges exponentially to W in the positive time in Ḣ^1(R^N ) up to the constant modulation parameters in Section 5 and Section 6. The reason why we make this decomposition is that the linearized energy Φ is coercive on H^⊥ ∩ Ḣ^1_{rad}.

Lemma 4.2. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (4.1). Then taking a smaller δ_0 if necessary, the following estimates hold for t ∈ D_{δ0} : | |α(t) | | ≈ ‖ ‖α(t)W (·) + h(t, ·) ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≈ ‖ ‖h(t, ·) ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≈ δ(t), (4.6) | |α^′(t) | | + | |θ^′(t) | | + | |μ^′(t) μ(t) | | ≤ Cμ^2(t)δ(t). (4.7) Sketch of the proof. The proof mainly uses the coercivity of the linearized energy Φ on H^⊥ ∩ Ḣ^1_{rad} in Proposition 2.13 and the orthogonal decomposition in Lemma 4.1, we can refer to Lemma 4.2 in [51] for more details. □

5. Convergence to W for the supercritical threshold solution

In this section, we follows the argument in Section 5 in [51] to show the following result, which implies the dynamics of special threshold solution W^+ of Theorem 1.6 in the negative time and is also the first step in the proof of case (c) of Theorem 1.8.

Proposition 5.1. Consider a radial solution u ∈ H^1(R^N ) of (1.1) such that E(u) = E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_{L2} > ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} , (5.1)

which is globally defined for the positive time. Then there exist θ_0 ∈ R/(2πZ), μ_0 ∈ (0, +∞), c, C > 0 such that ∀ t ≥ 0, ‖ ‖u − W_{θ0,μ0} ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≤ Ce^{−ct}, (5.2) and the negative time of existence of u is finite.

5.1. Exponential convergence of the gradient variant.

Lemma 5.2 ([51]). Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, then there exists C such that for any R > 0, and all t ≥ 0, | |∂_tV_R(t) | | ≤ CR^2 δ(t), (5.3)

where V_R(t) is defined as in (2.5).

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 4.2, we can obtain the result for both large δ(t) and small δ(t), which is similar to Lemma 5.2 in [51]. We omit the details here. □

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, there exist C > 0 and R_1 ≥ 1 such that for R ≥ R_1, and all t ≥ 0,

∂^2_t V_R(t) ≤ − 2(p − 1)δ(t), (5.4) ∂_tV_R(t) > 0. (5.5)

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, we have

∂^2_t V_R(t) = 4 ∫ R^N | |∇u(t, x) | |^2dx − 4 ∫ R^N ( I_λ ∗ |u|^p) |u(x)|^p dx + A_R ( u(t) ) , where A_R ( u(t) ) is defined in Lemma 2.7.

By E(u) = E(W ) =^{p−1}_{2p} ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖^2_{L2} , we have 4 ∫ R^N | |∇u(t, x) | |^2dx − 4 ∫ R^N ( I_λ ∗ |u|^p) |u(x)|^p dx = −4(p − 1)δ(t). To prove (5.4), it suffices to show that for R ≥ R_1 A_R ( u(t) ) ≤ 2(p − 1)δ(t). We divide the proof into three steps:

Step 1: General bound on A_R(u(t)). We claim that there exists C > 0 such that for

any R > 0, t ≥ 0, we have A_R ( u(t) ) ≤ C R^2 + C R^{p(N−1)}N ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖^{p(N+1)}N_{Ḣ1} . (5.6)

Indeed, on one hand, by the facts that ϕ^{′′}(r) ≤ 1, r ≥ 0, | | − ΔΔϕ_R | | ≲ R−2, we have A_R ( u(t) ) ≤ C (‖ ‖u(t)‖^2_{L2} R^2 + ∫ |x|>R (I_λ ∗ |u|^p)|u|^p dx ) . (5.7)

On the other hand, by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, mass conservation and

the Sobolev inequality, we have ∫ |x|>R (I_λ ∗ |u|^p)|u|^p dx ≲ ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖^p L^{2NN−2} (|x|>R) ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖^p L^{2NN−2} ≲ ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖^p L^{2NN−2} ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖^{2p}N_{L∞(|x|>R)} ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖^{pN−2p}N_{L2} ≲ ‖ ‖∇u(t) ‖ ‖^p_{L2} ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖^{2p}N_{L∞(|x|>R)} ≲ ‖ ‖∇u(t) ‖ ‖^p_{L2} ( 1 R^{N−1} ‖ ‖∇u(t) ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖ ‖u(t) ‖ ‖_{L2} ) p_N

≲ 1 R^{p(N−1)}N ‖ ‖∇u(t) ‖ ‖^{p(N+1)}N_{L2} .

which together with (5.7) gives (5.6).

Step 2: Refined bound on A_R(u(t)) when δ(t) small. We claim that there exist δ_1,

C > 0 such that for any R > 1, and t ≥ 0, and δ(t) ≤ δ_1, we have | |AR(u(t)) | | ≤ C ( 1 R^{N−2}2 δ(t) + δ(t)^2 ) . (5.8)

To do so, we first show that for small δ_1,

μ_− := inf { μ(t), t ≥ 0, δ(t) ≤ δ_1 } > 0. (5.9)

Indeed, by (4.5) and Lemma 4.2, we have

u_{θ(t),μ(t)}(t) = W + V, with ‖ ‖V (t) ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≈ δ(t).

By the mass conservation, we have ‖ ‖u_0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≥ ∫ |x|≤^1_{μ(t)} | |u(t, x) | |^2dx = 1

μ(t)^2 ∫ |x|≤1 | |u_{θ(t),μ(t)} | |^2dx

≳ 1 μ(t)^2 (∫ |x|≤1 W^2dx − ∫ |x|≤1 | |V (t) | |^2dx ) . While by the Sobolev inequality, we have ‖ ‖V (t) ‖ ‖_{L2(|x|≤1)} ≲ ‖ ‖V (t) ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2 (|x|≤1)} ≲ ‖ ‖V (t) ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≲ δ(t), which implies that ‖ ‖u_0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≥ 1

μ(t)^2 (∫ |x|≤1 W^2dx − Cδ(t)^2 ) . We obtain (5.9) if choosing sufficiently small δ_1. Now by (4.5) and the change of variable,

we have | |AR(u(t)) | | = | |AR ( (W + V )_{−θ(t),1/μ(t)} )| | = | |A_{Rμ(t)} ( W + V )| |. Note that

A_{Rμ(t)}(W ) = 0, and ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2(|x|≥ρ)} ≈ ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖_{L 2NN−2 (|x|≥ρ)} ≈ ρ^{− N−2}_2 for ρ ≥ 1, we have | | |AR(u(t)) | | | = | | |A_{Rμ(t)}(W + V ) − A_{Rμ(t)}(W ) | | | ≲ ∫ |x|≥Rμ(t) | ∇W · ∇V (t) | + | ∇V (t) |_2 dx + ∫ Rμ(t)≤|x|≤2Rμ(t) 1 ( Rμ(t) )_2 (| |W · V (t) | | + | |V (t) | |^2 ) dx + ∫∫ |x|≥Rμ(t) I_λ(x − y) | W (x) + V (t, x) |_p| W (y) + V (t, y) |_p

− I_λ(x − y)W (x)^pW (y)^p dxdy ≲ 1 ( Rμ(t) ) N−2_2 ‖ V (t) ‖ Ḣ1 + ‖ V (t) ‖_2 Ḣ1 + ‖ V (t) ‖_3 Ḣ1 + ‖ V (t) ‖_{2p} Ḣ1 , which together with (5.9) implies that (5.8) if δ_1 is small enough.

Step 3: Conclusion. From (5.8), there exist δ_2 > 0 and R_2 ≥ 1 such that if R ≥ R_2,

δ(t) ≤ δ_2, then we have | |A_R(u(t)) | | ≤ C (R_−^{N−2}_2 δ(t) + δ(t)_2) ≤ 2(p − 1)δ(t). Now Let

f_{R3} (δ) := C R^2_3 + C R p(N−1) N 3 ( δ + ‖ W ‖_2 Ḣ1 )^{p(N+1)}_{2N} − 2(p − 1)δ, where C is given by (5.6). Choosing R_3 large enough such that f_{R3} (δ_3) ≤ 0, and f^′_{R3} (δ_3) ≤ 0, we have for any R ≥ R_3, δ ≥ δ_3 that

f_R(δ) ≤ f_{R3} (δ) ≤ 0,

which implies that A_R(u(t)) ≤ 2(p − 1)δ(t), so we conclude the proof of (5.4) with R_1 = max(R_2, R_3).

Finally, using the positivity of V_R(t), ∂^2_t V_R(t) < 0 for t > 0 and u is defined on [0, +∞), we have ∂_tV_R(t) > 0 by the convexity analysis. □

Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, there exist c > 0, C > 0 such that for R ≥ R_1 ( which is given in Lemma 5.3), and all t ≥ 0, ∫_{+∞} t δ(s)ds ≤ Ce^{−ct}. (5.10) Proof. Fix R ≥ R_1. By (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5), we have

2(p − 1) ∫_T t δ(s)ds ≤ − ∫_T t ∂^2_s V_R(s)ds = ∂_tV_R(t) − ∂_tV_R(T ) ≤ CR^2δ(t).

Let T → +∞, we have ∫_{+∞} t δ(s)ds ≤ Cδ(t). By the Gronwall inequality, we have (5.10). □

5.2. Convergence of the modulation parameters. By the variational characterization of W in Proposition 2.5, the relation between modulation parameters and the gradient variant which is shown in Lemma 4.2, and Lemma 5.4, we can follow the argument as that in Section 5.2 in [51] to obtain the convergence of the modulation parameters. Thus, we have lim t→+∞ δ(t) = 0. lim_{t→+∞} θ(t) = θ_0, lim_{t→+∞} μ(t) = μ_0 (5.11) δ(t) ≈ | α(t) | = | α(t) − α(+∞) |

≤C ∫_{+∞} t | α^′(s) | ds ≤ C ∫_{+∞} t μ^2(s)δ(s)ds ≤ Ce^{−ct}, (5.12) ‖ ‖u − W_{θ(t),μ(t)} ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} + | |α^′(t) | | + | |θ^′(t) | | ≤ Cδ(t) ≤ Ce^{−ct}, which yields (5.2). □

5.3. Blowup for the negative times. It is a consequence of the positivity of ∂_tV_R(t) in (5.3) and the time reversal symmetry. Suppose that u is also global for the negative time. Applying Lemma 5.2, Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 to u(−t), we know that they also hold for the negative time. Hence by (5.11), we know that lim t→±∞ δ(t) = 0. By Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3, we know that ∂_tV_R(t) > 0 and ∂_tV_R(t) −→ 0, as t → ±∞. By Lemma 5.3, we have ∂^2_t V_R(t) < 0. This implies that ∂_tV_R(t) ≡ 0. It is a contradiction and completes the proof. □

6. Convergence to W for the subcritical threshold solution

In this section, we consider the subcritical threshold solution u of (1.1). Similar to that in Section 5, the following result will give the dynamics of special threshold solution W^− of Theorem 1.6 in the negative time and is also the first step in the proof of case (a) of Theorem 1.8.

Proposition 6.1. Let u ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) be a radial solution of (1.1), and I = (T_−, T_+) be its maximal interval of existence. Assume that

E(u_0) = E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_{L2} < ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} . (6.1)

Then I = R. Furthermore, if u does not scatter for the positive time, that is, ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{Z(0,+∞)} = ∞, (6.2)

then there exist θ_0 ∈ R, μ_0 > 0, c, C > 0 such that ∀ t ≥ 0, ‖ u − W_{θ0,μ0} ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ Ce^{−ct}, and ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{Z(−∞,0)} < ∞. An analogous assertion holds on (−∞, 0].

6.1. Compactness properties. We recall some key results of Theorem 1.2 and Remark 1.3. Note that the fact that the solution with E(u) < E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_{L2} < ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} , is global well-posed and scatters in both time directions. By Lemma 2.6, the concentration compactness principle and the stability theory as the proof of Proposition 4.2 in [54] and Lemma 6.2 in [51], we can show the following pre-compact property of minimal energy blow-up solution.

Lemma 6.2 ([51, 54]). Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying

E(u_0) = E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_{L2} < ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} , ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{Z(0,T+)} = +∞. Then there exists a continuous functions λ(t) such that the set

K := { (u(t))_{λ(t)}, t ∈ [0, T_+) } (6.3)

is pre-compact in Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ), where (u(t))_{λ(t)} := λ(t)^{− N−2}2 u(t,^x_{λ(t)} ).

Let u be a solution of (1.1), and λ(t) be as in Lemma 6.2. Consider δ_0 as in Section 4. The parameters θ(t), μ(t) and α(t) are defined for t ∈ D_{δ0} = {t : δ(t) < δ_0}. By (4.5) and Lemma 4.2, there exists a constant C_0 > 0 such that for any t ∈ D_{δ0} ,, we have ∫ 1 μ(t) ≤|x|≤ 2 μ(t) | ∇u(t, x) |_2 dx = ∫ 1≤|x|≤2 1 μ(t)^N | | |e^{iθ(t)}∇u ( t, x μ(t) )| | | 2 dx ≥ ∫ 1≤|x|≤2 | ∇W |_2 −C_0δ(t).

Taking a smaller δ_0 if necessary, we can assume that the right hand side of the above inequality is bounded from below by a positive constant ε_0 on D_{δ0} . Thus, we have ∫ λ(t) μ(t) ≤|x|≤ 2λ(t) μ(t) 1 λ(t)^N | | |∇u ( t, x λ(t) )| | | 2 dx ≥ ∫ 1≤|x|≤2 | ∇W |_2 − C_0δ(t), for any t ∈ D_{δ0} .

By the compactness of K, it follows that for any t ∈ D_{δ0} , we have | μ(t) | ∼ | λ(t) | . As a consequence, we may modify λ(t) such that K defined by (6.3) remains pre-compact in Ḣ1 and for any t ∈ D_{δ0} , we have

λ(t) = μ(t). (6.4)

As a consequence of Lemma 6.2, we have

Corollary 6.3. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1) and not scatter for the positive time. Then

(a) T_+ = +∞. (b) lim_{t→∞} √ tλ(t) = ∞; As a direct consequence of (a) in Corollary 6.3, we have

Corollary 6.4. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) with the maximal lifespan interval I and satisfy E(u_0) ≤ E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_2 ≤ ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_2,

then I = R.

The proofs of these results are same as the proofs of Corollary 6.3 and Corollary 6.4 in [51], which is the consequence of the compactness of K in Ḣ^1(R^N ), so we omit the details.

6.2. Convergence in the ergodic mean.

Lemma 6.5. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1) and (6.2). Then lim T →+∞ 1 T ∫_T 0 δ(t)dt = 0, where δ(t) is defined by (4.4).

Proof. By Lemma 2.7 and the Hardy inequality, we have | ∂_tV_R(t) | ≤CR^2. In addition, by E(u) = E(W ) =^{p−1}_{2p} ‖ ∇W ‖_2 L^2 , we have

∂^2_t V_R(t) =4(p − 1)δ(t) + A_R(t),

where A_R ( u(t) ) is defined in Lemma 2.7. By the compactness of K in Ḣ^1, for any ϵ > 0, there exists ρ_ϵ > 0 such that ∫ |x|≥^{ρϵ}_{λ(t)} | |∇u(t, x) | |^2dx ≤ ϵ, which together with Lemma 5.3 implies for R ≥ ρ_ϵ/λ(t), that ∀ t ≥ 0, | |A_R(t) | | ≤ ϵ. (6.5)

Fix ϵ, choosing ϵ_0 and M_0 such that

2Cϵ^2_0 = ϵ, M_0ϵ_0 ≥ ρ_ϵ.

By Corollary 6.3 (b), there exists t_0 ≥ 0 such that ∀ t ≥ t_0, λ(t) ≥ M_0 √ t . For T ≥ t_0, let

R := ϵ_0 √ T . For t ∈ [t_0, T ], we have

R = ϵ_0 √ T M_0 √ tλ(t) = √ T √ t M_0ϵ_0 λ(t) ≥ ρ_ϵ λ(t) , which yields that

4(p − 1) ∫_T t δ(s)ds ≤ ∫_T t ∂^2_s V_R(s)ds + | |A_R(s) | |(T − t_0) ≤ 2CR^2 + ϵT = 2ϵT. Let T → +∞, we have lim T →+∞ 1 T ∫_T 0 δ(s)ds ≤ ϵ 2 , which concludes the proof. □

Corollary 6.6. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1) and (6.2). Then there exists a sequence t_n such that t_n → +∞ and lim n→+∞ δ(t_n) = 0.

6.3. Exponential convergence. As the same with Section 5, we will give the exponential convergence of the gradient variant, which will prove the Proposition 6.1. The two ingredients of the proof of Proposition 6.1 are the local virial argument (lemma 6.7) and a precise control of the variations of the parameter λ(t) (Lemma 6.8).

Lemma 6.7. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1), (6.2) and (6.4), and λ(t) be as in Lemma 6.2. Then there exists a constant C such that if 0 ≤ σ < τ, we have ∫_τ σ δ(t)dt ≤ C ( sup σ≤t≤τ 1 λ(t)^2 ) ( δ(σ) + δ(τ) ) . The proof is analogue to that of Lemma 6.7 in [51]. For the sake of completeness, We give the proof.

Proof. For R > 0, Let us consider the function V_R(t) defined as in (2.5).

By the same estimate as that in Lemma 5.2, there is a constant C_0 independent of t ≥ 0 such that | |∂_tV_R(t) | | ≤ C_0R_2δ(t). Now we show that if ϵ > 0, there exists R_ϵ such that for any R ≥ R_ϵ/λ(t), then

∂^2_t V_R(t) ≥ (4(p − 1) − ϵ)δ(t). (6.6)

Indeed, by Lemma 2.7 and E(u) = E(W ) =^{p−1}_{2p} ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖^2_{L2} , we have

∂^2_t V_R(t) =4(p − 1)δ(t) + A_R(t),

where A_R ( u(t) ) is defined in Lemma 2.7.

To prove (6.6), it suffices to show that if ϵ > 0, there exists R_ϵ such that for any R ≥ R_ϵ/λ(t), | |A_R(t) | | ≲ ϵδ(t). For the case when δ(t) ≥ δ_0. As the estimate (6.5), we can use the compactness of K in Ḣ1 to show that for any t ≥ 0, ϵ > 0, there exists ρ_ϵ > 0, such that for any R ≥ ρ_ϵ/λ(t),

we have | |A_R(t) | | ≤ ϵ ≲ ϵδ(t). For the case when δ(t) < δ_0. As the proof of Step 2 in Lemma 5.3, we can show that for any t ≥ 0, ρ > 1, there exists C > 0 such that for any R ≥ ρ/λ(t), we have | A_R(t) | ≤ C ( ρ^{− N−22} δ(t) + δ(t)^2 ) , which implies (6.6) if choosing ρ large enough.

By (6.6), there exists R_2 such that for any R ≥ R_2/λ(t),

∂^2_t V_R(t) ≥ 2(p − 1)δ(t).

Finally, if taking R = R_2 sup_{σ≤t≤τ} ( 1 λ(t) ) , and integrating between σ and τ, we have

2(p − 1) ∫_τ σ δ(t)dt ≤ ∫_τ σ ∂^2_t V_R(t)dt = ∂_tV_R(τ) − ∂_tV_R(σ) ≤ CR^2 ( δ(τ) + δ(σ) ) , which implies the result. □

In order to get the exponential convergence of the gradient variant, we need to control the variations of^1_{λ(t)2} .

Lemma 6.8 ([51]). Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1), (6.2) and (6.4), and λ(t) be as in Lemma 6.2. Then there is a constant C_0 > 0 such that for any σ, τ > 0 with σ +^1_{λ(σ)2} ≤ τ, we have | | 1 λ(τ)^2 − 1 λ(σ)^2 | | ≤ C_0 ∫_τ σ δ(t)dt.

Thus, we have

Lemma 6.9 ([51]). Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) satisfying (6.1), (6.2) and (6.4), and λ(t) be as in Lemma 6.2. Then there exists C such that for all t ≥ 0, ∫_{+∞} t δ(s)ds ≤ Ce^{−ct}. (6.7)

6.4. Convergence of the modulation parameters. Now by Lemma 6.7, Lemma 6.8 and (6.7), we can get that there exists λ_0 ∈ (0, +∞) such that lim t→+∞ λ(t) = λ_0. (6.8)

The argument is standard, and we can refer to Section 6.4 in [51] for details.

By (6.7), there exists t_n → +∞ such that δ(t_n) → 0. Fix such {t_n}_{n∈N} . The similar proof as that of (5.11), we can show that lim t→+∞ δ(t) = 0. (6.9)

Now for large t, α(t) is well defined by Lemma 4.2, (6.4), (6.8), and (6.9). Furthermore, we have δ(t) ≈ | |α(t) | | = | |α(t) − α(+∞) | | ≤C ∫_{+∞} t | α^′(s) | ds ≤ C ∫_{+∞} t μ^2(s)δ(s)ds ≤ Ce^{−ct}. Finally, by Lemma 4.2, (6.4), and (6.8), there exists θ_∞ such that for large t, we have | |θ(t) − θ∞ | | ≤ C ∫_∞ t | |θ^′(s) | |ds ≤ C ∫_{+∞} t μ^2(s)δ(s)ds ≤ Ce^{−ct}. 6.5. Scattering for the negative times. By Corollary 6.4, we know that u is globally well-defined. Assume that u does not scatter for the negative time. Then by the analogue estimates as those from Subsection 6.1 to Subsection 6.3, we have

(a) there exists λ(t), defined for t ∈ R, such that the set

K := {( u(t) ) λ(t), t ∈ R }

is pre-compact in Ḣ^1_{rad}(R^N ).

(b) there exists an decreasing sequence t^′_n → −∞ as n → +∞, such that lim n→+∞ δ(t^′_n) = 0.

(c) there is a constant C > 0 such that if −∞ < σ < τ < ∞, ∫_τ σ δ(t)dt ≤ C ( sup σ≤t≤τ 1 λ(t)^2 ) ( δ(σ) + δ(τ) ) . (d) there is a constant C > 0 such that for any σ, τ with σ +^1_{λ(σ)2} ≤ τ, we have | | | 1 λ(τ)^2 − 1 λ(σ)^2 | | | ≤ C ∫_τ σ δ(t)dt. From (b)-(d), we know that lim t→±∞ δ(t) = 0 and^1_{λ(t)2} is bounded for t ∈ R. Hence we have ∫_τ σ δ(s) ds ≤ C ( δ(σ) + δ(τ) ) . Let σ → −∞ and τ → +∞, we have δ(t) = 0, ∀ t ∈ R. Thus u = W up to the symmetry of (1.1), which contradicts with ‖ ‖u_0 ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} < ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} . □

7. Uniqueness and the classification result

In this section, we follows the arguments in [18, 19] and [51].

7.1. Exponentially small solutions of the linearized equation. Consider the radial functions v(t) and g(t)

v ∈ C^0([t_0, +∞), Ḣ^1), g ∈ C^0([t_0, +∞), L^{2NN+2} ) and ∇g ∈ N(t_0, +∞)

such that ∂_tv + Lv = g, (x, t) ∈ R^N × [t_0, +∞), ‖ v(t) ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ Ce^{−c1t}, ‖ g(t) ‖ L^{2NN+2} (R^N ) + ‖ ∇g(t) ‖ N(t,+∞) ≤ Ce −c_2t, where 0 < c_1 < c_2. For any c > 0, we denote by c^− a positive number arbitrary close to c and such that 0 < c^− < c.

By the Strichartz estimate and Lemma 2.10, we have

Lemma 7.1 ([18, 19, 51]). Under the above assumptions, then for any (q, r) with^2_q = N(^1_2 −^1_r ), q ∈ [2, +∞], we have ‖ ‖v ‖ ‖_{l(t,+∞)} + ‖ ‖∇v ‖ ‖_{Lq (t,+∞;Lr)} ≤ Ce^{−c}1^t. Now we show that v must decay almost as fast as g, except in the direction Y_+ where the decay is of order e^{−e0t}.

Proposition 7.2 ([18, 19, 51]). The following self-improving estimates hold.

(a) if c_2 ≤ e_0 or e_0 < c_1, then ‖ v(t) ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ Ce^{−c−2 t}, (b) If c_2 > e_0, then there exists a ∈ R such that ‖ v(t) − ae^{−e0t}Y_+ ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ Ce^{−c−2 t}. 7.2. Uniqueness.

Proposition 7.3. Let u be a radial solution of (1.1), defined on [t_0, +∞), such that E(u) = E(W ) and ∃ c, C > 0, ‖ u − W ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ Ce^{−ct}, ∀ t ≥ t_0. (7.1) Then there exists a unique a ∈ R such that u = U^a is the solution of (1.1) defined in Proposition 3.3.

For the sake of completeness, We give the details.

Proof. Let u = W + v be a radial solution of (1.1) for t ≥ t_0 satisfying (7.1). Then v

satisfies the linearized equation (2.8), that is, ∂_tv + Lv = R(v), Step 1: We will show that there exists a ∈ R such that ∀ η > 0, ‖ ‖v(t) − ae^{−e}0^tY_+ ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} + ‖ ‖v(t) − ae^{−e}0^tY_+ ‖ ‖_{l(t,+∞)} ≤ C_ηe^{−2−e}0^t. (7.2)

Indeed, we only need to show ‖ ‖v(t) ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≤ Ce^{−e}0^t, ‖ ‖R(v(t)) ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2 (RN )} + ‖ ‖∇R(v(t)) ‖ ‖_{N(t,+∞)} ≤ Ce^{−2e}0^t, (7.3)

which together with Proposition 7.2 gives (7.2). By Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.11 it suffices

to show the first estimate.

By (7.1), Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.11, we have ‖ ‖R(v(t)) ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2 (RN )} + ‖ ‖∇R(v(t)) ‖ ‖_{N(t,+∞)} ≤ Ce^{−2ct}. Then Proposition 7.2 gives that ‖ v(t) ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ C ( e^{−e0t} + e^{− 32 ct} ) . If 3 2 c ≥ e_0, we obtain the first inequality in (7.3). If not, an iteration argument gives the

first inequality in (7.3).

Step 2: We will use the induction argument to show that ∀ m > 0, ‖ u(t) − U^a(t) ‖ Ḣ1 + ‖ u(t) − U^a(t) ‖ l(t,+∞) ≤ e −mt. (7.4) By Proposition 3.3 and Step 1, (7.4) holds with m =^3_2 e_0. Let us assume that (7.4)

holds with m = m_1 > e_0, we will show that it also holds for m = m_1 +^1_2 e_0, which yields

(7.4) by iteration.

If writing u^a(t) = U^a − W , then we have ∂_t ( v − u^a ) + L ( v − u^a ) = R(v) − R(u^a). By assumption, we have ‖ ‖v(t) − u^a(t) ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} + ‖ ‖v(t) − u^a(t) ‖ ‖_{l(t,+∞)} ≤ Ce^{−m}1^t. By Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.10, we have ‖ ‖R(v(t)) − R(u^a(t)) ‖ ‖_{L 2NN+2 (RN )} + ‖ ‖∇(R(v(t)) − R(u^a(t))) ‖ ‖_{N(t,+∞)} ≤ Ce^{−(m}1^{+e}0^{)t}. By Proposition 7.2 and Lemma 7.1, we have ∀ m > 0, ‖ v(t) − u^a(t) ‖ Ḣ1 + ‖ v(t) − u^a(t) ‖ l(t,+∞) ≤ Ce −(m_1 +^3_4 e_0)t ≤ e−(m_1+^1_2 e_0)t.

Step 3: End of the proof. Using (7.4) with m = (k_0 + 1)e_0, (where k_0 is given by

Proposition 3.3), we get that for large t > 0, ‖ u(t) − U^a_{k0} (t) ‖ l(t,+∞) ≤ e −(k_0+^1_2 )e_0t.

By the uniqueness in Proposition 3.3, we get that u = U^a, which concludes the proof. □

Corollary 7.4. For any a ≠ 0, there exists T_a ∈ R such that { U^a(t) = W^+(t − T_a), if a > 0, U^a(t) = W^−(t − T_a), if a < 0,

Proof. Let a ≠ 0 and choose T_a such that |a|e^{−e0Ta} = 1. By (3.5), we have ‖ U^a(t + T_a)−W − sign(a)e^{−e0 t}Y_+ ‖ Ḣ1 = ‖ U^a(t + T_a) − W − ae^{−e0(t+Ta)}Y_+ ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ e^{− 32 e0(t+Ta)} ≤ Ce^{− 32 e0t}. (7.5)

In addition, U^a(t + T_a) satisfies the assumption of Proposition 7.3, this implies that there exists ~a such that

U^a(t + T_a) = U^{~a}(t).

By (7.5) and (3.5), we know that ~a = 1 if a > 0 and ~a = −1 if a = −1, this completes the proof. □

Remark 7.5. This shows that U^a(t) = W^±(t) up to time translation.

7.3. Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let us first show (a). Let u be a radial solution to (1.1) on [−T_−, T_+] such that, replacing if necessary u(t) by u(−t),

E(u_0) = E(W ), ‖ ∇u_0 ‖ L^2 < ‖ ∇W ‖ L^2 , and ‖ u ‖ Z(0,T_+) = +∞.

Then by Proposition 6.1, we know that T_− = T_+ = ∞, scatters in negative time and there exist θ_0 ∈ R, μ_0 > 0 and c, C > 0 such that ‖ u(t) − W_{θ0,μ0} ‖ Ḣ1 ≤ Ce^{−ct} for any t ≥ 0. This shows that u_{−θ0,} 1_{μ0} fulfills the assumptions of Proposition 7.3. By ‖ ‖u ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} < ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} and Corollary 7.4, we know that there exist a < 0 and T_a such that

u_{−θ0,} 1_{μ0} (t) = U^a(t) = W^−(t − T_a),

which shows (a).

(b) is a consequence of the variational characterization of W .

The proof of (c) is similar to that of (a). Let u be a radial solution of (1.1) defined on [0, +∞) (Replacing if necessary u(t) by u(−t)) such that E(u) = E(W ), ‖ ‖∇u_0 ‖ ‖_{L2} > ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖_{L2} , and u_0 ∈ L^2.

then by Proposition 5.1, there exist θ_0 ∈ R, μ_0 > 0 and c, C > 0 such that ‖ ‖u(t) − W_{θ0,μ0} ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≤ Ce^{−ct}. Similar to the proof of (a), we know that there exist a > 0 and T_a such that

u_{−θ0,} 1_{μ0} (t) = U^a(t) = W^+(t − T_a).

This shows (c). The proof of Theorem 1.8 is completed. □

Appendix A. Nondegeneracy of energy solution of equation (1.5)

From Remark 1.5 (b) and (c) , it suffices to show L^∞-regularity of Ḣ^1(R^N ) solution of equation (1.5) to prove Proposition 1.4. Now we use the Moser iteration method in [16] to show this result in this appendix.

Recalling equation (1.5), energy solution u ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) satisfies

−Δu = (p − 1) (I_λ ∗ W^p) W^{p−2}u + p [ I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}u) ] W^{p−1}. (A.1)

Let β ≥ 1, T > 0, we define the cutoff function

φ(t) = βT^{β−1}(t − T ) + T^β, if t ≥ T ; |t|^β , if − T ≤ t ≤ T ; βT^{β−1}(T − t) + T^β, if t ≤ −T. (A.2)

Since φ is convex and Lipschitz, we have

(−Δ)^sφ(u) ≤ φ^′(u)(−Δ)^su, s ∈ [0, 1] (A.3)

in the weak sense. By the equation (A.1), we get ∫ R^N (−Δu)φ(u)φ^′(u) dx = (p − 1) ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p) W^{p−2}uφ(u)φ^′(u) dx + p ∫ R^N [ I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}u) ] W^{p−1}φ(u)φ^′(u) dx. Using (A.3) and integration by parts, we get ∫ R^N (−Δu)φ(u)φ^′(u) dx = ∫ R^N |∇u|^2(φ^′(u))^2 dx + ∫ R^N |∇u|^2φ(u)φ^{′′}(u) dx. By (A.2), we know that the last integral is nonnegative, therefore, we have ∫ R^N |∇u|^2(φ^′(u))^2 dx ≤ (p − 1) ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p) W^{p−2}|u||φ(u)φ^′(u)| dx + p ∫ R^N [ I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}|u|) ] W^{p−1}φ(u)|φ^′(u)| dx. Applying the weak-Young inequality and noting that W = c (_t t^2+|x|^2 ) N−2_2 ∈ L^p(R^N ), p > (N − 2)/N, we have I_λ ∗ W^p ∈ L^∞(R^N ).

Using that φ(u)φ^′(u) ≤ βu^{2β−1} and the Hölder inequality, we have ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p) W^{p−2}|u||φ(u)φ^′(u)| dx ≤ Cβ ∫ R^N |u|^{2β} . Similarly, we can get ∫ R^N [ I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}|u|) ] W^{p−1}φ(u)|φ^′(u)| dx ≤ Cβ ∫ R^N |u|^{2β} . Thus, by the Sobolev inequality, we have

‖φ(u)‖^2_{L2}∗ ≤ ‖φ(u)‖^2_{Ḣ1} = ∫ R^N |∇u|^2(φ^′(u))^2 dx ≤ Cβ ∫ R^N |u|^{2β} , where 2^∗ =^{2N}_{N−2} . Let T → ∞, we obtain (∫ R^N |u|^{2∗β} ) 2_{2∗} ≤ Cβ ∫ R^N |u|^{2β} , where C changing from line to line, but independent of β. Therefore, (∫ R^N |u|^{2∗β} ) 1_{2∗β} ≤ (Cβ)^{12β} (∫ R^N |u|^{2β} ) 1_{2β}

. (A.4)

Because u ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), we know u ∈ L^{2NN−2} by the Sobolev inequality. Therefore, we can take β_1 =^N_{N−2} ≥ 1. From now on, we can follow exactly the iteration argument. That is, we define β_{m+1}, m ≥ 1, so that 2β_{m+1} = 2^∗β_m.

Thus, β_{m+1} = ( 2^∗ 2 )_m β_1,

and replacing in equation (A.4), we know that (∫ R^N |u|^{2βm+1} ) 1_{2βm+1} = (∫ R^N |u|^{2∗βm} ) 1_{2∗βm} ≤ ( Cβ_m ∫ R^N |u|^{2βm} ) 1_{2βm} . Defining C_{m+1} := Cβ_m and

A_m := ( ∫ R^N |u|^{2βm+1} )^1_{2βm+1} , we conclude that there exists a constant C_0 > 0 independent of m, such that

A_{m+1} ≤ m∏ k=1 C 1 2βk k A_1 ≤ C_0A_1.

Thus, we obtain ‖u‖_L∞_{(R}N_) ≤ C_0A_1 < +∞.

This together with the result in [45] completes the proof of Proposition 1.4. □

Appendix B. Coercivity of Φ on H^⊥ ∩ Ḣ^1_{rad}

In this Appendix, we follow the argument in [51] and prove Proposition 2.13. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1: Nonnegative. We claim that for any function h ∈ Ḣ^1, ( h, W ) Ḣ1 = 0, there exists Φ(h) ≥ 0. Indeed, let

I(u) = ‖ ‖∇u ‖ ‖^{2p}_2 ‖ ∇W ‖_{2p} 2 − ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)|u(x)|^p|u(y)|^p) dxdy ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^pW (y)^p dxdy .

By Proposition 1.1, we have ∀ u ∈ Ḣ^1, I(u) ≥ 0.

Take h ∈ Ḣ^1 with (W, h)_{Ḣ1} = 0, α ∈ R, we consider the expansion of I(W + αh) in α of order 2. Note that ‖ ‖∇(W + αh) ‖ ‖^{2p}_2 = ‖ ‖∇W ‖ ‖^{2p}_2 ( 1 + pα^2 ‖ h ‖_2 Ḣ1 ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1}

+ O(α^4) ) , and ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) | W (x) + αh(x) |_p| W (y) + αh(y) |_p dxdy = ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^pW (y)^p dxdy + pα ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) ( W (x)^pW (y)^{p−1}h_1(y) + W (y)^pW (x)^{p−1}h_1(x) ) dxdy + α^2 ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) [ (p(p − 1) 2 W (x)^{p−2}h_1(x)^2 + p 2 W (x)^{p−2}h_2(x)^2 ) W (y)^p + ( p(p − 1) 2 W (y)^{p−2}h_1(y)^2 + p 2 W (y)^{p−2}h_2(y)^2 ) W (x)^p + p^2W (x)^{p−1}h_1(x)W (y)^{p−1}h_1(y) ] dxdy + O(α^3) = ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^pW (y)^p dxdy × ( 1 + α^2 ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) [ p(p − 1)W (x)^{p−2}h_1(x)^2W (y)^p

+ pW (x)^{p−2}h_2(x)^2W (y)^p + p^2W (x)^{p−1}h_1(x)W (y)^{p−1}h_1(y) ] dxdy + O(α^3) ) , where we use the facts that ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p)W (y)^{p−1}h_1(y) dy = ∫ R^N −ΔW (y) · h_1(y)dy = 0, ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p)W (x)^{p−1}h_1(x) dx = ∫ R^N −ΔW (x) · h_1(x)dy = 0, ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^{p−2}h_1(x)^2dx = ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (y)^{p−2}h_1(y)^2dx, ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^pW (y)^p dxdy = ∫ R^N | ∇W |_2 dx. Therefore we have I(W + αh) = pα^2 ‖ ‖W ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} (‖ ‖h ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} − ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) [ (p − 1)W (x)^{p−2}h_1(x)^2W (y)^p

+ W (x)^{p−2}h_2(x)^2W (y)^p + W (x)^{p−1}h_1(x)W (y)^{p−1}h_1(y) ] dxdy ) + O(α^3).

Since I(W + αh) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ R, we have

2Φ(h) = ∫ R^N | |∇h | |^2dx − ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y) [ (p − 1)W (x)^{p−2}h_1(x)^2W (y)^p

+ W (x)^{p−2}h_2(x)^2W (y)^p + W (x)^{p−1}h_1(x)W (y)^{p−1}h_1(y) ] dxdy ≥ 0. Step 2: Coercivity. We show that there exists a constant c_∗ > 0 such that for any radial function h ∈ H^⊥ Φ(h) ≥ c_∗ ‖ ‖h ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} .

Note that Φ(h) = Φ_1(h_1) + Φ_2(h_2), where

Φ_1(h_1) := 1 2 ∫ R^N (L_+h_1)h_1 dx = 1 2 ∫ R^N | ∇h_1 |_2 dx − p − 1 2 ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p)W (x)^{p−2}h_1(x)^2 dx − p 2 ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^{p−1}h_1)W (x)h_1(x) dx, and Φ_2(h_2) := 1 2 ∫ R^N (L_−h_2)h_2 dx = 1 2 ∫ R^N | |∇h_2 | |^2 dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N (I_λ ∗ W^p)W (x)^{p−2}h_2(x)^2 dx.

By Step 1, L_+ is nonnegative on {W }^⊥ (in the sense of Ḣ^1) and L_− is nonnegative. We will deduce the coercivity by the compactness argument in [51, 67].

We first show that there exists a constant c such that for any radial real-valued Ḣ^1- function h_1 ∈ {W, ~W }^⊥ (in the sense of Ḣ^1),

Φ_1(h_1) ≥ c ‖ ‖h_1 ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} .

Assume that the above inequality does not hold. Then there exists a sequence of realvalued radial Ḣ^1-functions {f_n}_n such that f_n ∈ H^⊥, lim_{n→+∞} Φ_1(f_n) = 0, ‖ ‖f_n ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} = 1. (B.1)

Extracting a subsequence from {f_n}, we may assume that

f_n ⇀ f_∗ in Ḣ^1.

The weak convergence of f_n ∈ H^⊥ to f_∗ implies that f_∗ ∈ H^⊥. In addition, by compactness, we have ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (y)^pW (x)^{p−2}|f_n(x)|^2 dxdy −→ ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (y)^pW (x)^{p−2}|f_∗(x)|^2 dxdy, ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^{p−1}|f_n(x)|W (y)^{p−1}|f_n(y)| dxdy −→ ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^{p−1}|f_∗(x)|W (y)^{p−1}|f_∗(y)| dxdy. Thus by the Fatou lemma, (B.1) and Step 1, we have 0 ≤ Φ_1(f_∗) ≤ lim inf_{n→+∞} Φ_1(f_n) = 0.

f_∗ is the solution to the following minimizing problem

0 = min f∈Ω\{0}

∫ R^N L_+f · f dx ‖ f ‖_2 Ḣ1 , Ω = { f ∈ Ḣ^1_{rad}, (f, W )_{Ḣ1} = (f, ~W )_{Ḣ1} = 0 } . Thus for some Lagrange multipliers λ_0, λ_1, we have L_+f_∗ = λ_0ΔW + λ_1Δ~W .

Note that (W, ~W )_{Ḣ1} = 0 and L_+(~W ) = 0, we have 0 = ∫ R^N f_∗L_+(~W ) = ∫ R^N (L_+f_∗)~W = λ_1 ‖ ‖~W ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} =⇒ λ_1 = 0.

Thus L_+f_∗ = λ_0ΔW = −λ_0 ( |x|^{−4} ∗ W^2 ) W = λ_0 2 L_+W. By Null(L_+) = span{~W } in Lemma 2.12, there exists μ_1 such that

f_∗ = λ_0 2 W + μ_1 ~W . Using f_∗ ∈ H^⊥, we get μ_1 = 0 and λ_0 = 0, therefore, we have f_∗ = 0, and f_n ⇀ 0 in Ḣ^1.

Now, by compactness, we have ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (y)^pW (x)^{p−2}|f_n(x)|^2 dxdy −→ 0, ∫∫ R^N ×R^N I_λ(x − y)W (x)^{p−1}|f_n(x)|W (y)^{p−1}|f_n(y)| dxdy −→ 0. By Φ_1(f_n) → 0 in (B.1), we get that ‖ ∇f_n ‖ 2 → 0, which contradicts ‖ ‖f_n ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} = 1 in (B.1).

Using the same argument, we can show that there exists a constant c, such that for any real-valued radial Ḣ^1-function h_2 ∈ {W }^⊥, we have

Φ_2(h_2) ≥ c ‖ ‖h_2 ‖ ‖^2_{Ḣ1} .

This completes the proof. □

Appendix C. Spectral properties of the linearized operator

In this Appendix, we follow the argument in [18, 19, 51] to give the proof of Proposition 2.14.

C.1. Existence, symmetry of the eigenfunctions. Note that Lv = −Lv, so that if e_0 > 0 is an eigenvalue of L with the eigenfunction Y_+, −e_0 is also an eigenvalue with eigenfunction Y_− = Y_+.

Now we show the existence of Y_+. Let Y_1 = ReY_+, Y_2 = ImY_+, it suffices to show that

−L_−Y_2 = e_0Y_1, L_+Y_1 = e_0Y_2. (C.1)

From the proof of the coercivity property of Φ on H^⊥ ∩ Ḣ^1_{rad} in Proposition 2.13, we know that L_− on L^2 with domain H^2 is self-adjoint and nonnegative, By Theorem 3.35 in [34, Page 281], it has a unique square root (L_−)^{1/2} with domain H^1.

Assume that there exists a function f ∈ H^4_{rad} such that

Pf = −e^2_0f_1, P := ( L_− )_{1/2}( L_+ )( L_− )_{1/2} . Then taking Y_1 := ( L_− )_{1/2} f, Y_2 := 1 e_0 ( L_+ )( L_− )_{1/2} f would yield a solution of (C.1), which implies the existence of the radial Y_± by the rotation invariance of the operator L.

It suffices to show that the operator P on L^2 with domain H^4_{rad} has a strictly negative eigenvalue. Since P is a relatively compact, self-adjoint, perturbation of ( − Δ )_2 , then by the Weyl theorem [33, 34], we know that σ_{ess}(P) = [0, +∞). Thus we only need to show that P has at least one negative eigenvalue −e^2_0.

Lemma C.1. σ_−(P) := inf{ ( Pf, f ) L^2 , f ∈ H 4 rad, ‖ f ‖ L^2 = 1} < 0.

Proof. Note that ( Pf, f ) L^2 = ( L_+F, F ) L^2 , F := ( L_− )_{1/2} f. Thus it suffices to find F such that there exists g ∈ H^4_{rad}, F = (Δ + V )g and ( L_+F, F ) L^2 < 0, (C.2)

where V := (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}.

We divide into two cases.

First assume that N=3, 4, in these cases W /∈ L^2, we will use the localization method. Let W_a := χ(x/a)W (x), where χ is a smooth, radial positive function such that χ(r) = 1 for r ≤ 1 and χ(r) = 0 for r ≥ 2. We first claim ∃a > 0, E_a := ∫ L_+W_aW_a < 0 (C.3)

Recall that −ΔW = (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−1}. Thus

L_+W_a = − (p − 2)(I_λ ∗ W^p)χ(x/a)W^{p−1} − p [ I_λ ∗ (χ(x/a)W^p) ] W^{p−1} − 2 a ∇χ(x/a)∇W − 1 a^2 Δχ(x/a)W. Hence ∫ L_+W_aW_a = − (p − 2) ∫ (I_λ ∗ W^p)χ^2(x/a)W^p − p ∫ [ I_λ ∗ (χ(x/a)W^p) ] W^p − 2 a ∫ ∇χ(x/a)∇W W − 1 a^2 ∫ Δχ(x/a)W^2. Let A :=^2_a ∫ ∇χ(x/a)∇W W, B :=^1_{a2} ∫ Δχ(x/a)W^2. According to the explicit expression (1.4) of W, W ≤ C|x|^{−(N−2)} and ∇W ≤ C|x|^{−(N−1)} at infinity, which gives |(A)|+|(B)| ≤ C a if N = 3, |(A)| + |(B)| ≤^C_{a2} if N = 4. Hence (C.3).

Let us fix a such that (C.3) holds. Recall that W is not in L^2. Thus Δ + V is a selfadjoint operator on L^2, with domain H^2, and without eigenfunction. In particular the orthogonal of its range R(Δ + V ) is 0, and thus R(Δ + V ) is dense in L^2. Let ϵ > 0, and consider G_ϵ ∈ H^2 such that ‖ (Δ + V )G_ϵ − (Δ + V − 1)W_a ‖ L^2 ≤ ϵ. Taking F_ϵ := ( L_− + 1 )_{−1} L_−G_ϵ, we obtain ‖ (Δ + V − 1)(F_ϵ − W_a) ‖ L^2 ≤ ϵ which implies ‖ F_ϵ − W_a ‖ H^2 ≤ ϵ ‖ (Δ + V − 1)^{−1} ‖ L^2→L^2 . Hence for some constant C0, we have | | ∫ R^N L_+F_ϵ · F_ϵ − ∫ R^N L_+W_a · W_a | | ≤ C_0ϵ. As a consequence of (C.3), we get (C.2) for F = F_ϵ, ϵ =^{−Ea}_{2C0} , which shows the claim in the case N = 3, 4.

Assume now that N ≥ 5, so that W ∈ L^2 and more generally in all space H^s(R^N ). In this case Ran(L_−)^⊥ = Null(L_−) = span{W }, Thus Ran(L_−) = {f ∈ L^2, (f, W )_L2 = 0}. (C.4) Note that L_+ is a self-adjoint compact perturbation of −Δ and ( L_+W, W ) L^2 = −(2p − 2) ∫ |∇W |^2 dx < 0, which implies that L_+ has a negative eigenvalue. Let Z be the eigenfunction for this

eigenvalue (it is radial by the minimax principle). Note that L_+ ~W = 0, then for any real

number α, we have

E_0 := ∫ R^d L_+(Z + α~W ) · (Z + α~W ) = ∫ R^d L_+Z · Z < 0. (C.5)

Note that (~ W , W ) L^2 ≠ 0,

we can choose the real number α_1 such that ( Z + α_1 ~W , W ) L^2 = 0,

which means that ( (L_− + 1)(Z + α_1 ~W ), W ) L^2 = ( Z + α_1 ~W , (L_− + 1)W ) L^2 = ( Z + α_1 ~W , W ) L^2 = 0.

By (C.4), for any ϵ > 0, there exists a function G_ϵ ∈ H^2_{rad} such that ‖ ‖L_−G_ϵ − (L_− + 1)(Z + α_1 ~W ) ‖ ‖_{L2} < ϵ. Taking

F_ϵ := ( L_− + 1 )_{−1} L_−G_ϵ, we obtain that ‖ ‖(L_− + 1)(F_ϵ − (Z + α_1 ~W )) ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ ϵ, which implies that ‖ F_ϵ − (Z + α_1 ~W ) ‖ H^2 ≤ ϵ ‖( L_− + 1 )_{−1}‖ L^2→L^2 .

Hence for some constant C_0, we have | | ∫ R^d L_+F_ϵ · F_ϵ − ∫ R^d L_+(Z + α_1 ~W ) · (Z + α_1 ~W ) | | ≤ C_0ϵ. By (C.5), we have (C.2) for F = F_ϵ, ϵ = −^{E0}_{2C0} . □

C.2. Decay of the eigenfunctions at infinity. By the bootstrap argument, we know

that Y_± ∈ C^∞ ∩ H^∞. In fact, we have Y_± ∈ S. By (C.1), it suffices to show that Y_1 ∈ S.

Note that Y_1 satisfies that ( e^2_0 + Δ^2 ) Y_1 = − pΔ ( I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}Y_1)W^{p−1} ) − p (I_λ ∗ W^p) ( I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}Y_1) ) W^{2p−3} − (p − 1)Δ ( (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}Y_1 ) − (p − 1) ( (I_λ ∗ W^p)^2W^{2p−4}Y_1 ) − (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}ΔY_1.

Thus,

(e_0 − Δ)^2 Y_1 = − (p − 1)Δ ( (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}Y_1 ) − (p − 1) ( (I_λ ∗ W^p)^2W^{2p−4}Y_1 ) − pΔ ( I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}Y_1)W^{p−1} ) − p (I_λ ∗ W^p) ( I_λ ∗ (W^{p−1}Y_1) ) W^{2p−3} − (I_λ ∗ W^p)W^{p−2}ΔY_1 − 2e_0ΔY_1.

Because of the existence of the nonlocal interaction on the right hand side, the decay estimate in [18] does not work. From the Bessel potential theory in [62], we know that the integral kernel G of the operator (e_0 − Δ)^{−2} is G(x) = 1 (4π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 e^{− e04π δ}e^{− πδ |x|2} δ^{−N+42} dδ δ . Hence we have (1) G(x) =^{|x|−N+4}_{γ(4)} + o(|x|^{−N+4}), |x| → 0; (2) there exists c > 0 such that G(x) = o(e^{−c|x|}), |x| → +∞. Then the conclusion follows by the analogue estimates in [25, 39]. □

References

[1] A. K. Arora, Scattering of radial data in the focusing NLS and generalized Hartree equations, Discr.

Cont. Dyn. Syst., 39:11(2019), 6643–6668.

[2] A. K. Arora and S. Roudenko, Global behavior of solutions to the focusing generalized Hartree equation, Mich. Math. J., 1 (2021), 1–54.

[3] A. K. Arora and S. Roudenko, On well-posedness and blow-up in the generalized Hartree equation, arXiv: 1910.01085.

[4] A. K. Arora and S. Roudenko, Threshold solutions for the Hartree equation, arXiv:2210.07344. [5] A. K. Arora, S. Roudenko and K. Yang, On the focusing generalized Hartree equation, Math. Appl.

Sci. Eng., 1:4(2020), 383–402.

[6] K. Atkinson and W. Han, Spherical Harmonics and approximations on the unit sphere: An introduction, LNM, Vol. 2044, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2012.

[7] T. Aubin, Problémes isopérimétriques et espaces de Sobolev, J. Diff. Geom., 11 (1976), 573–598. [8] H. Bahouri and P. Gérard, High frequency approximation of solutions to critical nonlinear wave equations, Amer. J. Math., 121 (1999), 131–175.

[9] C. Bardos, L. Erdös, F. Golse, N. Mauser and H.-T. Yau, Derivation of the Schrödinger-Poisson equation from the quantum N-body problem, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 334:6(2002), 515–520.

[10] C. Bardos, F. Golse and N. J. Mauser, Weak coupling limit of the N-particle Schrödinger equation, Meth. Appl. Anal., 7:2(2000), 275–293.

[11] L. Campos, L. G. Farah and S. Roudenko, Threshold solutions for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 38:5 (2022), 1637–1708.

[12] D. Cao and Q. Guo, Divergent solutions to the 5D Hartree equations, Coll. Math. 125(2011), 255–287. [13] T. Cazenave, Semilinear Schrödinger equations. CLNM, Vol. 10. NYU, AMS, Providence, Phode Island, 2003.

[14] T. Cazenave, D. Fang and Z. Han, Continuous dependence for NLS in fractional order spaces, Ann.

Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 28:1(2011), 135–147.

[15] F. Dai and Y. Xu, Approximation theory and Harmonic analysis on sphere and balls, Springer, New York, 2013.

[16] S. Dipierro, M. Medina and E. Valdinoci, Fractional Elliptic Problems with Critical Growth in the Whole of R^N , Lecture Notes, Vol. 15 of Appunti. Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa, Edizioni della Normale, Pisa, 2017.

[17] L. Du and M. Yang, Uniqueness and nondegeneracy of solutions for a critical nonlocal equation, Discr.

Contin. Dyn. Syst., 39:10(2019), 5847–5866.

[18] T. Duyckaerts and F. Merle, Dynamic of threshold solutions for energy-critical NLS. Geom. Funct.

Anal., 18:6(2009), 1787–1840.

[19] T. Duyckaerts and F. Merle, Dynamic of threshold solutions for energy-critical wave equation. Int.

Math. Res. Papers (2010), Vol. 2008, article ID rpn002, 67 pages.

[20] T. Duyckaerts and S. Roudenko, Threshold solutions for the focusing 3D cubic Schrödinger equation.

Revista. Math. Iber., 26:1(2010), 1–56.

[21] R. L. Frank and E. Lenzmann, Uniqueness of non-linear ground states for fractional Laplacians in R, Acta Math., 210(2013), 261–318.

[22] R. L. Frank, E. Lenzmann and L. Silvestre, Uniqueness of radial solutions for the fractional Laplacians, Comm. Pure Appl. Math, 69:9(2016), 1671–1726.

[23] R. Frank and E. Lieb. A new, rearrangement-free proof of the sharp Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev inequality, Spectral Theory, Function Spaces and Inequalities, pages 55–67. 2012. Basel.

[24] R. Frank and E. Lieb. Sharp constants in several inequalities on the Heisenberg group, Ann. Math., 176:1(2012), 349–381.

[25] J. Fröhlich, B. G.Jonsson, and E. Lenzmann, Effective dynamics for Boson stars, Nonlinearity, 32(2007), 1031-1075.

[26] J. Fröhlich, S. Graffi and S. Schwarz, Mean-field- and classical limit of many-body Schrödinger dynamics for bosons, Comm. Math. Phys., 271:3(2007), 681–697.

[27] P. Gérard, Y. Meyer and F. Oru, Inégalités de Sobolev précisées, in “Séminaire Équations aux Dérivées partielles”, Ecole Polytechnique, Palaiseau, Decembre, 1996.

[28] J. Ginibre and G. Velo, On a class of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with nonlocal interaction, Math.

Z., 170:2(1980), 109–136.

[29] J. Ginibre and G. Velo, Scattering theory in the energy space for a class of Hartree equations, Nonlinear wave equations (Providence, RI, 1998), 29–60, Contemp. Math, 263, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2000.

[30] L. Grafakos, Classical Fourier analysis, GTM, Vol. 249, Springer, 2008.

[31] C. Guzmán and C. Xu, The energy-critical inhomogeneous generalized Hartree equation in 3D, arXiv:

2305.00972.

[32] K. Hepp, The classical limit for quantum mechanical correlation functions, Comm. Math. Phys., 35(1974), 265–277.

[33] P. D. Hislop and I. M. Sigal, Introduction to spectral theory: with applications to Schrödinger operators, AMS, Vol. 113, Springer, 1996.

[34] T. Kato, Perturbation theory for linear operators, Second corrected printing of the Second Edition, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1984.

[35] C. E. Kenig and F. Merle, Global well-posedness, scattering and blow up for the energy-critical, focusing, nonlinear Schrödinger equation in the radial case, Invent. Math., 166(2006), 645–675.

[36] C. E. Kenig and F. Merle, Global well-posedness, scattering and blow-up for the energy critical focusing non-linear wave equation, Acta Math., 201:2(2008), 147–212.

[37] R. Killip and M. Visan, Nonlinear Schrödinger equations at critical regularity, Lecture notes prepared for the Clay Mathematics Institute Summer School, Zürch, Switzerland, 2008.

[38] J. Krieger, E. Lenzman and P. Raphaël, On stability of pseudo-conformal blowup for L^2-critical Hartree NLS, Annales Henri Poincaré, 10:6(2009), 1159–1205.

[39] J. Krieger, Y. Martel and P. Raphaël, Two soliton solutions to the three dimensional gravitational Hartree equation, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 62(2009), 1501–1550.

[40] E. Lenzmann, Uniqueness of ground states for pseudorelativistic Hartree equations, Anal. PDE, 2:1(2009), 1–27.

[41] D. Li, C. Miao and X. Zhang, The focusing energy-critical Hartree equation, J. Diff. Equat., 246(2009), 1139–1163.

[42] D. Li and X. Zhang, On the classification of minimal mass blowup solutions of the focusing masscritical Hartree equations, Adv. Math., 220(2009), 1171–1192.

[43] D. Li and X. Zhang, Dynamics for the energy critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation in high dimensions, J. Funct. Anal., 256:6(2009), 1928–1961.

[44] D. Li and X. Zhang, Dynamics for the energy critical nonlinear wave equation in high dimensions, Trans. AMS., 363(2011), 1137–1160.

[45] X. Li, C. Liu, X. Tang and G. Xu, Nondegeneracy of positive bubble solutions for generalized energycritical Hartree equations, arXiv:2304.04139.

[46] X. Li, X. Tang and G. Xu, Nondegeneracy of the positive solutions for critical nonlinear Hartree equation in R^6 , Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 150:12(2022), 5203–5216.

[47] E. H. Lieb, Sharp constants in the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev and related inequalities, Ann. Math., 118(1983), 349–374.

[48] E. H. Lieb and M. Loss, Analysis, GSM, Vol. 14, AMS, Providence, Rhode Island, 2001. [49] E. H. Lieb and H.-T. Yau. The Chandrasekhar theory of stellar collapse as the limit of quantum mechanics, Comm. Math. Phys., 112:1(1987), 147–174.

[50] Y. Liu and J. Wei, Nondegeneracy, Morse index and orbital stability of the KP-I lump solution, Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal., 234:3(2019), 1335–1389.

[51] C. Miao, Y. Wu and G. Xu, Dynamics for the focusing, energy-critical nonlinear Hartree equation.

Forum Math., 27(2015), 373–447.

[52] C. Miao, G. Xu and J. Yang, Global well-posedness for the defocusing Hartree equation with radial data in R^4 , Commun. Contemp. Math., 22:2(2020), 1950004 (35 pages).

[53] C. Miao, G. Xu and L. Zhao, Global well-posedness and scattering for the energy-critical, defocusing Hartree equation for radial data, J. Funct. Anal., 253:2(2007), 605–627.

[54] C. Miao, G. Xu and L. Zhao, Global well-posedness, scattering and blow-up for the energy-critical, focusing Hartree equation in the radial case, Coll. Math., 114(2009), 213–236.

[55] C. Miao, G. Xu and L. Zhao, Global well-posedness and scattering for the mass-critical Hartree equation with radial data, J. Math. Pures Appl., 91(2009), 49–79.

[56] C. Miao, G. Xu and L. Zhao, Global well-posedness and scattering for the energy-critical, defocusing Hartree equation in R^{1+n} , Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 36:5(2010), 729–776.

[57] C. Miao, G. Xu and L. Zhao, On the blow up phenomenon for the mass critical focusing Hartree equation in R^4 . Coll. Math., 119:1(2010), 23–50.

[58] K. Nakanishi, Energy scattering for Hartree equations, Math. Res. Lett., 6(1999), 107–118. [59] P. Raphaël and J. Szeftel. Existence and uniqueness of minimal blow-up solutions to an inhomogeneous mass critical NLS, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 24:2(2011), 471–546.

[60] T. Saanouni and C. Xu, Scattering theory for a class of radial focusing inhomogeneous Hartree equations, Potential Anal., 58:4(2023), 617–643.

[61] H. Spohn, Kinetic equations from Hamiltonian dynamics: Markovian limits. Rev. Modern Phys., 52:3(1980), 569–615.

[62] E. Stein, Singular integrals and differentiability properties of functions, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1970.

[63] Q. Su and Z. Zhao, Dynamics of subcritical threshold solutions for energy-critical NLS, Dyn. Partial Differ. Equ., 20:1(2023), 37–72.

[64] G. Talenti, Best constant in Sobolev inequality, Ann. Mat. Pura. Appl. 110(1976), 353–372. [65] T. Tao, Nonlinear dispersive equations, local and global analysis, CBMS. 106, Washington, DC, AMS Providence, RI, 2006.

[66] G. Teschl, Mathematical Methods in Quantum Mechanics with applications to Schrödinger Operators, Second Edition, GSM, Vol. 157, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, Rhode Island, 2014.

[67] M. I. Weinstein, Modulational stability of ground states of nonlinear Schrödinger equations, SIAM J.

Math. Anal., 16:3(1985), 472–491.

[68] K. Yang, S. Roudenko and Y. Zhao, Stable blow-up dynamics in the L^2-critical and L^2-supercritical generalized Hartree equation, arXiv:2002.05830.

[69] T. Zhou, Threshold solutions for the focusing generalized Hartree equations, arXiv:2204.01567.

Xuemei Li Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems, Ministry of Education, School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875, People’s Republic of China.

Email address: xuemei li@mail.bnu.edu.cn

Chenxi Liu Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems, Ministry of Education, School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875, People’s Republic of China.

Email address: liuchenxi@mail.bnu.edu.cn

Xingdong Tang School of Mathematics and Statistics, Nanjing Univeristy of Information Science and Technology, Nanjing, 210044, People’s Republic of China.

Email address: txd@nuist.edu.cn

Guixiang Xu Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems, Ministry of Education, School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875, People’s Republic of China.

Email address: guixiang@bnu.edu.cn