arXiv:2406.07535v1 [math.AP] 11 Jun 2024

DYNAMICS OF THE NON-RADIAL ENERGY-CRITICAL INHOMOGENEOUS NLS

CARLOS M. GUZMÁN AND CHENBGIN XU

Abstract. We consider the focusing inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation i∂_tu + Δu + |x|^{−b}|u|^αu = 0 on R × R^N , with α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} , N = {3, 4, 5} and 0 < b ≤ min {_{6−N} 2 ,^4_N } . This paper establishes global wellposedness and scattering for the non-radial energy-critical case in Ḣ^1(R^N ). It extends the previous research by Murphy and the first author [26], which focused on the case (N, α, b) = (3, 2, 1). The novelty here, beyond considering higher dimensions, lies in our assumption of the condition sup_{t∈I} ‖∇u(t)‖_L2 < ‖∇Q‖_L2 , which is weaker than the condition stated in [25]. Consequently, if a solution has energy and kinetic energy less than the ground state Q at some point, then the solution is global and scatters. Moreover, we show scattering for the defocusing case. On the other hand, in this work, we also investigate the blow-up issue with nonradial data for N ≥ 3 in H^1(R^N ). This implies that our result holds without classical assumptions such as spherically symmetric data or |x|u_0 ∈ L^2(R^N ).

Mathematics Subject Classification. 35A01, 35QA55, 35P25.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the energy-critical inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation (INLS) for non-radial initial data { i∂_tu + Δu + |x|^{−b}|u|^αu = 0, u|_{t=0} = u_0 ∈ H^1(R^N ),

(1.1)

where α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} and b > 0.

The equation (1.1) enjoys the scaling symmetry u(t, x) → λ^{2−bα} u(λ^2t, λx), which identifies the unique invariant homogeneous L^2-based Sobolev space of initial data as Ḣ^{sc} , where

s_c :=^N_2 −^{2−b}_α .

When s_c = 1, the critical space is Ḣ^1(R^N ), which is naturally associated to the conserved energy of solutions, defined by^1 E[u] = ∫_1 2 |∇u|^2 −^1_{α+2} |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2} dx. Our first and main interest in this work is the scattering problem for (1.1) with general data.

Here we say that a solution to (1.1) scatters (in Ḣ^1) if there exist u_± ∈ Ḣ^1 such that lim t→±∞ ‖u(t) − e^{itΔ}u_±‖_Ḣ1 = 0, where e^{itΔ} is the free Schrödinger propagator.

Key words and phrases. Key words. Inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation; Global well-posedness; Scattering.

1We denote Ḣ1(RN ) simply as Ḣ1. 1

Note that when b = 0, the equation above reduces to the classical nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS), which appears in the description of nonlinear waves for various physical phenomena. It has drawn considerable attention in the mathematical community over the last three decades. The asymptotic behavior of the solution (scattering) for the energy-critical case was obtained by Kenig and Merle [33], who pioneered a strategy now known as the ‘roteiro Kenig-Merle’. In their work, they showed global well-posedness and scattering below the ground state for the quintic NLS in three dimensions, assuming radial data. Killip and Visan [35] further extended this result for N ≥ 5, considering the non-radial setting. While Dodson [15] studied the N = 4 case, the three-dimensional scenario remains an open question.

On the other hand, the inhomogeneous NLS model has also been the subject of a great deal of recent mathematical interest. The well-posedness problem has been studied in works such as [6,20,25,27]. Additionally, the dynamics of the solution have also been explored. In [4,23,24] proved scattering for (1.1) in the L^2-supercritical and Ḣ^1 subcritical regime (inter-critical case), i.e.,^{4−2b}_N < α <^{4−2b}_{N−2} assuming radial initial data. In [41] and [7] removed that condition, that is, they proved scattering for general data. Very recently, Murphy and the first author [26] treated the energy-critical case. They studied the scattering theory for (1.1) in three space dimensions below the ground state. More precisely,

Theorem 1.1. Let (1.1) with (N, α, b) = (3, 2, 1). Suppose u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1 obeys E[u_0] < E[W ] and ‖∇u_0‖_L2 < ‖∇W ‖_L2 , (1.2) where W denotes the ground-state solution to ΔW + |x|^{−b}W^{α+1} = 0.

Then the corresponding solution u to (1.1) is global-in-time and scatters in Ḣ^1.

This result represents an expansion of those obtained in [9,10] from the radial to the non-radial context. It’s worth noting that Theorem 1.1 establishes scattering in 3D considering non-radial data; however, for the homogeneous model, it is still open. In our paper, we further extend the result of [26] to higher dimensions, N = {3, 4, 5}, and widen the parameter b range in dimension N = 3. Additionally, we introduce a novelty in the condition, assuming a weaker condition (1.3) (first introduced by Killip-Visan [35]) than the one stated in [26]. The result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let N = {3, 4, 5}, 0 < b ≤ min{^{6−N}_2 ,^4_N } and α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} . If u is a solution of (1.1) with initial data u_0 and maximal lifespan I such that sup_{t∈I} ‖∇u(t)‖_L2 < ‖∇W ‖_L2 , (1.3) then u is a global solution and ‖u‖ L 2(N+2) N−2 t,x is bounded. In addition, the solution scatters in Ḣ^1.

This result extends two previous works. Specifically, when b = 0, the result derived corresponds to that of Killip-Visan [35]. Furthermore, It also extends the findings obtained in [26] for N ≥ 4. In the case where N = 3, we extend the range from b = 1 to 0 < b <^4_3 . The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows the general outline in [26] (Kenig-Merle roadmap). As we will explain, we need two new ingredients to address the non-radial case with the kinetic energy condition (1.3), along with results on the Cauchy problem, such as global small data, and stability theory, among others. The first establishes the existence of scattering solutions to (1.1) associated with initial data located sufficiently far from the origin (see Proposition 3.2 below). The second and main ingredient is the Palais-Smale condition (Proposition 3.4), which establishes blow-up solutions for a sequence of solutions of (1.1) with a compactness property. To this end, we need the technical results such as a bad profile and Kinetic energy decoupling. Both ingredients enable us to construct a minimal blow-up solution (or critical solution). In doing so, we will encounter several challenges with minimal kinetic energy, different from those developed in [26]. These difficulties are related to the fact that, unlike energy, kinetic energy is not conserved.

Next, we sketch the proof of Theorem 1.2. Let K > 0, we define

L(K) = sup_u { ‖u(t)‖_{S(I)} : sup_{t∈I} ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} ≤ K } . The small data theory of (1.1) (Proposition 2.2-(ii)), implies there exists δ > 0 such that: if ‖u_0‖_Ḣ1 < δ, then u exists globally and ‖u‖_{S(R)} ≤ 2δ. Note that L(K) is a continuous function concerning K from the local theory and stability result, thus there must exist a unique critical kinetic energy E_c such that L(K) < ∞ if K < K_c and L(K) = ∞ if K ≥ K_c, where K_c = inf{K : L(K) = ∞}. In particular, if sup_{t∈I} ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} < K_c, then the maximal lifespan I = R and ‖u‖_{S(R)} < ∞. Hence, Theorem 1.2 is equivalent to K_c = ‖W ‖^2_{Ḣ1} .

The scattering result is achieved by way of contradiction. If K_c < ‖W ‖^2_{Ḣ1} , then there exists a sequence of blow-up solutions u_n. Thus, we decompose their initial data u_n(0) into linear profiles at the Ḣ^1 level (using (3.1)), that is,

u_n(0) = J∑ j=1 g^j_n[e^{itjnΔ}ϕ^j ] + w^J_n . Using the first ingredient (Proposition 3.2), one can build a corresponding nonlinear profile v^j_n from each linear profile. By the stability result, the blow-up solutions guarantee the existence of a bad profile (see Lemma 3.5), that is, a nonlinear profile that blow-up in scattering norm (see our second and main ingredient, Proposition 3.4). Next, one can construct the critical solution u_c, see Proposition 3.7. This solution exhibits a precompactness property in Ḣ^1 up to scaling symmetry. However, Virial-type arguments and conservation laws preclude the existence of u_c (as detailed in Claims 1 and 2 at the end of the text). This contradiction confirms the scattering result of (1.1) and establishes the theorem.

As a consequence, we have, if a solution has both energy and kinetic energy less than those of the ground state W at some point in time (for example, at t = 0), then the solution is global and scatters in Ḣ^1.

Corollary 1.3. Let N = {3, 4, 5}, 0 < b ≤ min{^{6−N}_2 ,^4_N } and α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} . Suppose u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1 satisfies (1.2), then the corresponding solution u to (1.1) is globally defined for all time and scatters in Ḣ^1.

The idea behind the proof is that (1.2) implies (1.3) (see Remark 2.7 for details). This corollary extends the Kenig-Merle result [33] from homogeneous to inhomogeneous settings, assuming radial symmetry, and generalizes the result obtained in [26] to higher dimensions.

We would like to note that the proof of Theorem 1.2 adapts without difficulty (with some simplifications) to the defocusing case. Here we remove the conditions given in (1.2) because the norm ‖ · ‖_Ḣ1 is always bounded and all the energies are positive. Thus, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.4. Let N = {3, 4, 5} and 0 < b ≤ min{^{6−N}_2 ,^4_N }. For any u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1, there exists a unique global solution to i∂_tu + Δu − |x|^{−b}|u|^αu = 0, with initial data u_0. Moreover, this global solution scatters in Ḣ^1.

This corollary extends Park’s result [42] from the radial to the non-radial setting. It’s worth noting that this method differs from the one used in the previous work. It builds upon the ideas developed by Tao [43] for the homogeneous equation.

Finally, we study the blow-up problem in the energy space H^1, also considering non-radial initial data. Before stating the result, it’s crucial to address local well-posedness. Since we focus on blow-up in the inhomogeneous Sobolev space H^1, we establish the local result for all dimensions, N ≥ 3. This is possible because the metric employed in this analysis is defined by ‖u − v‖_{W (I)}, rather than ‖∇(u − v)‖_{W (I)} + ‖u − v‖_{S(I)} which is used in Ḣ^1. See Lemma 4.1. We state the result

Theorem 1.5. Let N ≥ 3, 0 < b ≤^4_N and α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} . Suppose u_0 ∈ H^1(R^N ) obeys

E[u_0] < E[W ] and ‖∇u_0‖_L2 ≥ ‖∇W ‖_L2 .

Let u(t) denote the solution to (1.1) and I_{max} denote the maximal time interval of existence. Then the following statements hold:

(i) If b ≥^4_N , then I_{max} is finite;

(ii) If 0 < b <^4_N , then I_{max} is finite, or I_{max} = R, for any T > ∞, there exists C > 0 such that sup t∈[0,T ] ‖∇u(t)‖_L2_x ≥ CT^{2N α−4} . Note that the result holds for all dimensions N ≥ 3. The proof is based on a contradiction argument using localized virial estimates. Here, we do not require assumptions such as spherically symmetric data or |x|u_0 ∈ L^2. We take advantage of the decay of the nonlinear term outside a large ball.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we first introduce some basic notation. We also discuss the well-posedness theory and stability theory for (1.1) and some variational analysis related to the ground state and the virial identity. In Section 3, we will prove that there exists a minimal energy blow-up solution to (1.1) under the assumption that Theorem 1.2 fails and prove the main theorem. Here we introduce the new ingredients for our proof. Finally, in Section 4 we show our second main result (Theorem 1.5).

Acknowledgements. C.M.G. was partially supported by Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnologico - CNPq and Fundação de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado do Rio de Janeiro - FAPERJ (Brazil). C. Xu was partially supported by Qinghai Natural Science Foundation (No.2024-ZJ-976).

2. Notation and preliminaries

Let’s begin this section by introducing some notations that will be used throughout this paper. Subsequently, we establish the local well-posedness and investigate the stability result. Finally, we study the variational analysis associated with the equation.

We write a ≲ b to denote a ≤ cb for some c > 0, denoting dependence on various parameters with subscripts when necessary. If a ≲ b ≲ a, we write a ∼ b.

We utilize the standard Lebesgue spaces L^p, the mixed Lebesgue spaces L^q_t L^r_x, as well as the homogeneous and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces Ḣ^{s,r} and H^{s,r}. When r = 2, we write

Ḣ s,2 = Ḣ s and H s,2 = H s. If necessary, we use subscripts to specify which variable we are concerned with. We use^′ to denote the Hölder dual.

We also need the standard Littlewood–Paley projections P_{≤M} , defined as Fourier multipliers, with the multiplier corresponding to a smooth cutoff to the region {|ξ| ≤ M}. In particular, we use the following Bernstein type inequalities ‖|∇|^sP_{≤M} f‖_L^p_x ≲ M^s‖f‖_L^p_x . ‖P_M f‖_L^p_x ≲ M^{Nq − Np} ‖f‖_L^q_x . Finally, we use the following estimates: if F (x, z) = |x|^{−b}|z|^αz, then (see details in [25, Remark 2.6] and [23, Remark 2.5]) |F (x, z) − F (x, w)| ≲ |x|^{−b} (|z|^α + |w|^α) |z − w| (2.1) and |∇ (F (x, z) − F (x, w))| ≲ |x|^{−b−1}(|z|^α + |w|^α)|z − w| + |x|^{−b}|z|^α|∇(z − w)| + E, (2.2) where E ≲ { |x|^{−b} ( |z|^{α−1} + |w|^{α−1} ) |∇w||z − w| if α > 1 |x|^{−b}|∇w||z − w|^α if 0 < α ≤ 1.

2.1. Well-posedness theory. To discuss the well-posedness theory for (1.1), we first recall the Strichartz estimates (see e.g. [5, 21, 32]): ‖e^{itΔ}f‖_L^q_{I L}r_x ≲ ‖f‖_L2 , (2.3) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 e^{i(t−t′)Δ}g(t^′) dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{LqI Lrx} ≲ ‖g‖_L^{q′}1_{I L}^{r′}1_x . (2.4) Here (q, r) and (q_1, r_1) are pairs S-admissible (or L^2-admissible), that is,^2_q +^N_r =^N_2 and 2 ≤ r ≤^{2N}_{N−2} , N ≥ 3, 2 ≤ r < ∞ N = 2, 2 ≤ r < ∞ N = 1. They are one of the essential ingredients in the well-posedness theory for the Cauchy problem (1.1). Before stating the results to (1.1) we first establish an estimate on the nonlinearity. To do that, we define the numbers

q_0 =

2(N + 2)(b + 1) bN + N − 2 r_0 =

2N(N + 2)(b + 1)

N^2 + bN^2 + 4 and r̄ =

2(N + 2) N − 2 . Denote W (I) = L^{q0}_I L^{r0}_x and define the scattering size of a solution to (1.1) by ‖u‖_{S(I)} = ‖u‖_L 2(N +2)_{N −2} I L 2(N +2) N −2 x . (2.5)

Lemma 2.1. Assume N = {3, 4, 5}, α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} and 0 < b ≤^4_N . Then the following statement holds. ‖ ‖|x|^{−b}|f|^αg ‖ ‖ L^2_I L 2N N +2 x ≲ ‖∇f‖^b_{W (I)}‖f‖^{α−b}_{S(I)}‖g‖_{W (I)}.

Proof. Observe that N + 2 2N = α − b r̄ + b r_0 + 1 r_0 and 1 2 = α − b r̄ + b q_0 + 1 q_0 , where r̄ =^{2(N+2)}_{(N−2)} . It follows from Hölder and Hardy inequalities that ‖ ‖|x|^{−b}|f|^αg ‖ ‖ L^2_I L 2N N +2 x ≤ ‖|x|^{−1}f‖^b_Lq0_{I L}r0_x ‖f‖^{α−b}_Lr̄_{I Lr̄x} ‖g‖_L^q0_{I L}^r0_x ≲ ‖∇f‖^b_{W (I)}‖f‖^{α−b}_{S(I)}‖g‖_{W (I)}. □ Note that the condition b ≤^4_N implies α − b ≥ 0. Now, we state the well-posedness result.

Proposition 2.2. Assume N = {3, 4, 5}, α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} and 0 < b ≤ min{^4_N ,^{6−N}_2 }.

(i) For any u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1, there exists T = T (u_0) and a unique solution u with initial data u_0 satisfying u ∈ L^q_{loc} ((−T, T ) , Ḣ^{1,r}), ∀ (q, r) S-admissible. (ii) In particular, there exists δ > 0 such that if ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{S([0,∞))} + ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{W ([0,∞))} < δ, then the solution u to (1.1) is forward global and obeys ‖u‖_{S([0,∞))} ≤ 2δ. The analogous statement holds backward in time or on all of R.

Proof. To do that we use the contraction mapping argument. We only show (ii). Item (i) is similar. Define S_ρ = {u ∈ C(I; Ḣ^1(R^N )) : ‖u‖_S1_{(I)} ≤ ρ}, where ‖u‖_S1_{(I)} := ‖u‖_{S(I)} + ‖∇u‖_{W (I)}. (2.6) We will next choose δ, ρ so that G defined by

G(u)(t) = e^{itΔ}u_0 + iλ ∫_t 0 e^{i(t−t′ )Δ}|x|^{−b}|u(t^′)|^αu(t^′)dt^′ (2.7) is a contraction on S_ρ equipped with the metric d(u, v) := ‖u − v‖_S1_{(I)}. Hence, applying the Sobolev embedding and the Strichartz estimates (2.3)-(2.4), it follows that ‖G(u)‖_{S(I)} ≤ ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{S(I)} + ‖ ‖ ‖∇ ∫_t 0 e^{i(t−s)Δ}F (x, u)ds ‖ ‖ ‖_L^{2(N +2)}_{N −2I L}^{2N (N +2)}_{N 2+4x} ≤ ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{S(I)} + c ‖∇F (x, u)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x , where we have used the fact that

(_{2(N+2)} N−2 ,^{2N(N+2)} N^2+4 ) is S-admissible. Moreover, ‖∇G(u)‖_{W (I)} ≤ ‖∇e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{W (I)} + c‖∇F (x, u)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x . Since |∇F (x, u)| ≤ |x|^{−b}|u|^α|∇u| + |x|^{−b}|u|^α||x|^{−1}u| and combining Lemma 2.1 together with the Hardy inequality, we obtain ‖∇F (x, u)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x ≤ c‖u‖^{α−b}_{S(I)}‖∇u‖^{b+1}_{W (I)}. Thus, ‖G(u)‖_{S(I)} ≤ ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{S(I)} + c‖u‖^{α−b}_{S(I)}‖∇u‖^{b+1}_{W (I)} and ‖∇G(u)‖_{W (I)} ≤ ‖∇e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{W (I)} + c‖u‖^{α−b}_{S(I)}‖∇u‖^{b+1}_{W (I)}. (2.8) By summing the last two inequalities, one has ‖G(u)‖_S1_{(I)} ≤ ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_S1_{(I)} + c‖u‖^{α+1}_{S(I)} < δ + cρ^{α+1}.

Choosing δ =^ρ_4 and cρ^α <^1_2 we obtain ‖G(u)‖_S1_{(I)} ≤ ρ, which means to say G(u) ∈ S_ρ.

To complete the proof we show that G is a contraction on S_ρ. Repeating the above computations we get d(G(u), G(v)) ≤ c‖∇ (F (x, u) − F (x, v)) ‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x . (2.9)

The relation (2.2) yields (using the fact α ≥ 1) |∇ (F (x, u) − F (x, v))| ≲ |x|^{−b}(|u|^α + |v|^α)||x|^{−1}(u − v)| + |x|^{−b}|u|^α|∇(u − v)| + E ≲ |x|^{−b}(|u|^α + |v|^α)|∇(u − v)| + E, where E ≲ |x|^{−b} ( |u|^{α−1} + |v|^{α−1} ) |∇v||u − v|. Hence, (2.9) and Lemma 2.1 lead to d(G(u), G(v)) ≤ c ( ‖∇u‖^b_{W (I)}‖u‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} + ‖∇v‖^b_{W (I)}‖v‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} ) ‖∇(u − v)‖_{W (I)} + E_1, where

E_1 ≲ ( ‖u‖^{α−1}_{S(I)} + ‖v‖^{α−1}_{S(I)} ) ‖∇v‖_{W (I)}‖∇(u − v)‖^b_{W (I)}‖u − v‖^{1−b}_{S(I)}, if b < 1; ( ‖∇u‖^{b−1}_{W (I)}‖u‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} + ‖∇v‖^{b−1}_{W (I)}‖v‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} ) ‖∇v‖_{W (I)}‖∇(u − v)‖_{W (I)}, if b ≥ 1. Therefore, if u, v ∈ S_ρ then d(G(u), G(v)) ≤ 4cρ^αd(u, v), which means that G is a contraction (we choose 4cρ^α < 1). So, by the contraction mapping principle, G has a unique fixed point u ∈ S_ρ. □

Note that the conditions b ≤^{6−N}_2 and b ≤^4_N in Proposition (2.2) arise due to α ≥ 1 and α − b ≥ 0, respectively.

Similarly as before, using Strichartz estimates and Lemma 2.1 we also obtain

Corollary 2.3. • For any ψ ∈ Ḣ^1, there exist T > 0 and a solution u : (T, ∞) × R^N → C to (1.1) obeying e^{−itΔ}u(t) → ψ in Ḣ^1 as t → ∞. The analogous statement holds backward.

• Scattering criterion: if the norms ‖u‖_L∞_{t Ḣ}1_x and ‖u‖_{S[0,∞)} are bounded, then the solution u scatters forward in time.

We now address the stability theory (or long-time perturbation) for the energy-critical inhomogeneous NLS.

Proposition 2.4 (Stability). Let N = {3, 4, 5}, 0 < b ≤ min{^4_N ,^{6−N}_2 }, and α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} . Let 0 ∈ I ⊆ R and ũ : I × R^N → C be a solution to i∂_tũ + Δũ + |x|^{−b}|ũ|^αũ = e, with initial data ũ_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) satisfying sup_{t∈I} ‖ũ‖_Ḣ1_x ≤ M and ‖ũ‖_{S(I)} ≤ L, for M, L > 0. Let u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) such that ‖u_0 − ũ_0‖_Ḣ1 ≤ M^′, ‖∇e‖ L^2_I L 2N N+2 x ≤ ε and ‖e^{itΔ}(u_0 − ũ_0)‖_S1_{(I)} ≤ ε,

for^2 some positive constant M^′ and some 0 < ε < ε_1 = ε_1(M, M^′, L).

Then, there exists a unique solution u : I × R^N → C with u|_{t=0} = u_0 obeying ‖u − ũ‖_S1_{(I)} ≲_{M,M} ′_{,L} ε and ‖u‖_{S(I)} ≲_{M,M} ′_{,L} 1. The stability result for (1.1) will be obtained iteratively from a short-time perturbation result.

Lemma 2.5. (Short-time perturbation). Assume that assumptions in Proposition 2.4 hold. Let I ⊆ R be a time interval containing zero and let ~u be a solution of i∂_t~u + Δ~u + |x|^{−b}|~u|^α ~u = e, defined on I × R^N , with initial data ~u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ), and satisfying sup_{t∈I} ‖ũ‖_Ḣ1_x ≤ M and ‖ũ‖_{S(I)} ≤ ε, (2.10)

for some positive constant M and some small ε > 0. Let u_0 ∈ Ḣ^1(R^N ) be such that ‖u_0 − ~u_0‖_Ḣ1 ≤ M^′, ‖∇e‖ L^2_I L 2N N+2 x ≤ ε and ‖e^{itΔ}(u_0 − ũ_0)‖_S1_{(I)} ≤ ε, for M^′ > 0. (2.11)

There exists ε_0(M, M^′) > 0 such that if ε < ε_0, then there is a unique solution u of (1.1) on I × R^N , with u(0) = u_0, satisfying ‖u − ~u‖_S1_{(I)} ≲ ε and ‖u‖_{S(I)} ≲ c(M, M^′). (2.12) Proof. We may assume that 0 = inf I. First note by using ‖~u‖_{S(I)} ≤ ε, for some ε > 0 enough small, the Strichartz estimates (2.3)-(2.4), Lemma 2.1 and a standard continuity argument we have ‖∇~u‖_{W (I)} ≲ M. The solution u will be obtained as u = ~u + w, where w is the solution of the following IVP { i∂_tw + Δw + H(x, ~u, w) + e = 0, w(0, x) = u_0(x) − ~u_0(x),

(2.13) with H(x, ~u, w) = |x|^{−b} (|~u + w|^α(~u + w) − |~u|^α ~u). Indeed, let G(w)(t) := e^{itΔ}w_0 + i ∫_t 0 e^{i(t−s)Δ}(H(x, ~u, w) + e)(s)ds (2.14) and define B_ρ = {w ∈ C(I; Ḣ^1(R^N )) : ‖w‖_S1_{(I)} = ‖w‖_{S(I)} + ‖∇w‖_{W (I)} ≤ ρ}. We show that G is a contraction on B_ρ. Similarly as in Proposition 2.2 we deduce ‖G(w)‖_S1_{(I)} ≲ ε + ‖∇H‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x + ‖∇e‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x . (2.15)

Let us now estimate ‖∇H(·, ~u, w)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x . From (2.2) we get |∇H(x, ~u, w)| ≲ |x|^{−b}(|~u|^α + |w|^α)|x|^{−1}|w| + |x|^{−b}(|~u|^α + |w|^α)|∇w| + E, where (since α ≥ 1) E ≲ |x|^{−b} ( |~u|^{α−1} + |w|^{α−1} ) |w||∇~u|. 2Recall the norm ‖ · ‖

S1(I) is defined in (2.6).

Therefore, Lemma 2.1 and the Hardy inequality lead to ‖∇H(·, ~u, w)‖_{L2} I L 2N N −2 x ≲ ( ‖∇~u‖^b_{W (I)}‖~u‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} + ‖∇w‖^b_{W (I)}‖w‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} ) ‖∇w‖_{W (I)} + E_1, where

E_1 ≲ ( ‖ũ‖^{α−1}_{S(I)} + ‖w‖^{α−1}_{S(I)} ) ‖∇ũ‖_{W (I)}‖∇w‖^b_{W (I)}‖w‖^{1−b}_{S(I)}, if b < 1; ( ‖∇ũ‖^{b−1}_{W (I)}‖ũ‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} + ‖∇w‖^{b−1}_{W (I)}‖w‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} ) ‖∇ũ‖_{W (I)}‖∇w‖_{W (I)}, if b ≥ 1. Gathering together the above estimates with our assumptions, we obtain for any w ∈ B_ρ, ‖∇H(·, ~u, w)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x ≲ {( M^bε^{α−b} + ρ^α ) ρ + (ε^{α−1} + ρ^{α−1})Mρ, if b < 1; ( M^bε^{α−b} + ρ^α ) ρ + (M^{b−1}ε^{α−b} + ρ^{α−1})Mρ, if b ≥ 1. (2.16)

The relations (2.15) and (2.16) yield (choosing ρ = 4Cε and K = ρ)

‖G(w)‖_S1_{(I)} ≤^ρ_2 + {( M^bε^{α−b} + K^bρ^{α−b} ) K + (ε^{α−1} + ρ^{α−1})MK^bρ^{1−b}, if b < 1; ( M^bε^{α−b} + K^bρ^{α−b} ) K + M^bKε^{α−b} + K^bMρ^{α−b}, if b ≥ 1. If ε is sufficiently small such that

M^bε^{α−b} + ρ^α <^1_4 , M(ε^{α−1} + ρ^{α−1}) <^1_4 and Mε^{α−b} + Mρ^{α−1} <^1_4 , then ‖G(w)‖_S1_{(I)} = ‖G(w)‖_{S(I)} + ‖∇G(w)‖_{W (I)} ≤ ρ, that is, G is well defined on B_ρ. Using a similar argument we can also prove that G is a contraction. Therefore, we conclude a unique solution w on I × R^N such that ‖w‖_S1_{(I)} ≲ ε, which it turn implies (2.12). This completes the proof. □

With Lemma 2.5 in hand we can show Proposition 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. As before, we can assume 0 = inf I. Since ‖~u‖_{S(I)} ≤ L, we may take a partition of I into n = n(L, ε) intervals I_j = [t_j , t_{j+1}] such that ‖~u‖_{S(I)} ≤ ε, where ε < ε_0(M, 2M^′) and ε_0 is given in Lemma 2.5. Since, on I_j , w(t) = e^{i(t−tj )Δ}w(t_j ) + i ∫_t t_j e^{i(t−s)Δ}(H(x, ~u, w) + e)(s)ds, solves the equation in (2.13) with initial data w(t_j ) = u(t_j )−~u(t_j ), by choosing ε_1 = ε_1(n, M, M^′) sufficiently small we may reiterate Lemma 2.5 to obtain, for each 0 ≤ j < n and ε < ε_1, ‖u − ~u‖_S1_{(Ij )} ≤ c(M, M^′, j)ε (2.17) and ‖u‖_{S(Ij )} ≤ c(M, M^′, j), (2.18) provided that (for each 0 ≤ j < n)

‖e^{i(t−tj )Δ}(u(t_j ) − ~u(t_j ))‖_S1_{(Ij )} ≤ c(M, M^′, j)ε ≤ ε_0 (2.19) and ‖u(t_j ) − ~u(t_j )‖_Ḣ1_x ≤ 2M^′. (2.20) By summing (2.17) and (2.18) over all subintervals I_j , we get the desired.

It remains to establish (2.19) and (2.20). Indeed, ‖e^{i(t−tj )Δ}w(t_j )‖_S1_{(Ij )} ≲ ‖e^{itΔ}w_0‖_S1_{(Ij )} + ‖∇H(·, ~u, w)‖_{L2} [0,tj ]L 2N N +2 x + ‖∇e‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x , which by an inductive argument implies^3

‖e^{i(t−tj )Δ}(u(t_j ) − ~u(t_j ))‖_S1_{(Ij )} ≲ ε + j−1∑ k=0 c(M, M^′, k)(ε^{α−b+1} + ε^{α+1} + ε^α).

Similarly, we also obtain

‖u(t_j ) − ~u(t_j )‖_Ḣ1_x ≲ M^′ + j−1∑ k=0 C(k, M, M^′)(ε^{α−b+1} + ε^{α+1} + ε^α).

Taking ε_1 sufficiently small, we see that (2.19) and (2.20) hold. This completes the proof of the proposition. □ We end the section with a variational analysis of the equation.

2.2. Variational analysis. From Theorem 2.2 and Remark 2.1 of [45], we know that the ground state W (x) = ( 1 +^{|x|2−b} (N−b)(N−2) )_−^{N−2}_{2−b} solves the elliptic equation ΔW + |x|^{−b}W^{α+1} = 0 (2.21) and ‖|x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}‖_L1 ≤ C_1‖∇u‖^{α+2}_{L2} . (2.22) Multiplying (2.21) by Q and integrating by parts yields ‖∇W ‖^2_L2 = ‖|x|^{−b}W^{α+2}‖_L1 = c, where the final equality follows from direct calculation. This leads to the following useful identities:

C_1 = c^{− α2} , E(W ) =^{αc}_{2(α+2)} . (2.23) The following lemma shows that solutions to (1.1) that initially obey the sub-threshold condition (1.2) continue to do so throughout their lifespan. Furthermore, the energy is coercive in this regime.

Lemma 2.6 (Energy trapping). Suppose that u : I × R^N → C is a solution to (1.1) obeying (1.2). Then there exists δ > 0 such that sup_{t∈I} ‖u(t)‖_Ḣ1 < (1 − δ)‖W ‖_Ḣ1 . (2.24)

Furthermore, E(u(t)) ∼ ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} ∼ ‖u_0‖^2_{Ḣ1} for all t ∈ I. (2.25) Proof. We first suppose u(t) ∈ Ḣ^1 satisfies E(u_0) < (1 − δ_0)E(W ) = (1 − δ_0)^{αc}_{2(α+2)} and ‖u_0‖^2_{Ḣ1} ≤ ‖W ‖^2_{Ḣ1} = c. (2.26) for some δ_0 > 0. By the sharp inequality (2.22) and (2.23), we may also write E(u(t)) ≥^1_2 ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} −^{c− α2}_{α+2} ‖u(t)‖^{α+2}_{Ḣ1} . (2.27)

3By (2.16) and the choice of ρ in Lemma 2.5 we get ‖H(·, ~u, w)‖ L2[0,t j ] L 2N N +2 x ≤ c(M, M^′)(ε^{α−b+1} + ε^{α+1} + ε^α).

Thus, with y = ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} and

F (y) = y 2 −^{c− α2}_{α+2} y^{α+22} , while y ≤ c,

we have F (0) < (1 − δ_0)^{αc}_{2(α+2)} . Using this, continuity of the flow in Ḣ^1, and conservation of energy, we deduce that y < c − δ_1 for some δ_1. Then (2.24) follows directly.

For (2.25), it suffices (by the conservation of energy) to show that if f ∈ Ḣ^1 is as above, then E(f) ≳ ‖f‖^2_{Ḣ1} . In fact, using ‖f‖^2_{Ḣ1} ≤ c and (2.27), we have

E(f) ≥ ‖f‖^2_{Ḣ1} {^1_2 −^{c− α2}_{α+2} · c^{α2} } ≥^α_{2(α+2)} ‖f‖^2_{Ḣ1} . □ Remark 2.7. Note that, to prove Corollary 1.3, we use Lemma 2.6. Specifically, under the given hypothesis, we obtain (2.24), and by applying Theorem 1.2, we establish that the solution of (1.1) is global and scatters in Ḣ^1.

Finally, the next lemma shows that the sub-threshold assumption in (1.2) yields the coercivity needed to run the virial argument. In particular, the quantity appearing in the lemma is precisely the functional that shows up in the time derivative of the virial quantity.

Lemma 2.8 (Coercivity). Suppose that u : I × R^N → C is a solution to (1.1). Suppose sup_{t∈I} ‖∇u(t)‖_L2 ≤ (1 − δ_0)‖∇Q‖_L2 for some δ_0 > 0, then there exists δ > 0 such that ∫ |∇u(t, x)|^2 − |x|^{−b}|u(t, x)|^{α+2} dx ≥ δ ∫ |∇u(t, x)|^2 dx uniformly over t ∈ I.

Proof. The sharp inequality (2.22) and the hypothesis imply ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} − ‖|x|^{−b}|f|^{α+2}‖_L1 ≥ ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} − C_1‖u(t)‖^{α+2}_{Ḣ1} ≥ ( 1 − (1 − δ_0)^αC_1‖∇Q‖^{α2}_{L2} ) ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} . We obtain the desired result using the relation (2.23). □ 3. Existence of minimal non-scattering solution This section contains several results related to constructing a minimal non-scattering solution (or critical solution), as detailed in Proposition 3.7 below. In particular, it includes two essential new ingredients of our work: Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.4. To do that, we start with the following linear profile decomposition of [34] (see [46, Theorem 4.1]).

Proposition 3.1 (Linear profile decomposition). Let u_n be a bounded sequence in Ḣ^1(R^N ). Then the following holds up to a subsequence:

There exist J^∗ ∈ N ∪ {∞}; profiles ϕ^j ∈ Ḣ^1\{0}; scales λ^j_n ∈ (0, ∞); space translation parameters x^j_n ∈ R^N ; time translation parameters t^j_n; and remainders w^J_n so that writing g^j_nf(x) = (λ^j_n)^{− N −22} f(^{x−xjn}_{λjn} ), we have the following decomposition for 1 ≤ J ≤ J^∗:

u_n = J∑ j=1 g^j_n[e^{itjnΔ}ϕ^j ] + w^J_n . This decomposition satisfies the following conditions:

• Energy decoupling: writing P (u) = ‖|x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}‖_L1 , we have lim_{n→∞} { ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − J∑ j=1 ‖∇ϕ^j ‖^2_L2 − ‖∇w^J_n ‖^2_L2 } = 0,

lim_{n→∞} { P (u_n) − J∑ j=1 P (e^{itjnΔ}ϕ^j ) − P (w^J_n ) } = 0.

(3.1)

• Asymptotic vanishing of remainders: lim sup J→J^∗ lim sup n→∞ ‖e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖_L 2(N +2)_{N −2} t,x (R×R^N) = 0. (3.2)

• Asymptotic orthogonality of parameters: for j ≠ k, lim_{n→∞} { log [_λj_n λ^k_n ] +^{|xjn−xkn|2} λ^j_nλ^k_n +

|t^j_n(λ^j_n)^2−t^k_n(λ^k_n)^2| λ^j_nλ^k_n } = ∞. (3.3)

In addition, we may assume that either t^j_n ≡ 0 or t^j_n → ±∞, and that either x^j_n ≡ 0 or |x^j_n| → ∞.

The following proposition is the first essential ingredient for proving the main theorem. It establishes scattering solutions to (1.1) associated with initial data living sufficiently far from the origin. This result allows us to extend the construction of a minimal blowup solution from the radial to the non-radial setting; moreover, it guarantees that the compact solutions we construct remain localized near the origin, which facilitates the use of the localized virial argument.

Before starting the result, let us introduce the following notations: For x_n ∈ R^N and λ_n ∈ (0, ∞), we define g_nϕ(x) = λ^{− N −22}_n ϕ(^{x−xn}_{λn} ). Observe that g_ne^{itΔ} = e^{iλ2ntΔ}g_n. (3.4) Proposition 3.2. Let λ_n ∈ (0, ∞), x_n ∈ R^N , and t_n ∈ R satisfy lim_{n→∞}^{|xn|}_{λn} = ∞ and t_n ≡ 0 or t_n → ±∞. Let ϕ ∈ Ḣ^1 and define ϕ_n(x) = g_n[e^{itnΔ}ϕ] = λ^{− N −22}_n [e^{itnΔ}ϕ](^{x−xn}_{λn} ). Then for all n sufficiently large, there exists a global solution v_n to (1.1) satisfying v_n(0) = ϕ_n and ‖v_n‖_{S(R)} ≲ 1, with^4 implicit constant depending only on ‖ϕ‖_Ḣ1 .

Furthermore, for any ε > 0 there exists N ∈ N and ψ ∈ C^∞_c (R × R^N ) so that for n ≥ N, we have ‖λ^{N −22}_n v_n(λ^2_n(t − t_n), λ_nx + x_n) − ψ‖_{S(R)} < ε. Proof. The proof is based on the construction of suitable approximate solutions to (1.1) with initial condition asymptotically matching ϕ_n. Our approximation is based on solutions to the linear Schrödinger equation.

To define our approximation, we let θ ∈ (0, 1) be a small parameter to be determined below and introduce a frequency cutoff P_n and spatial cutoff χ_n as follows. First, we let P_n = P_|^xn_{λn |}−θ_{≤·≤|}^xn_{λn |}θ . 4Recalling the norm ‖ · ‖

S(R) is given in (2.5).

Next, we take χ_n to be a smooth function satisfying

χ_n(x) = { 1 |x +^{xn}_{λn} | ≥^1_2 |^{xn}_{λn} | 0 |x +^{xn}_{λn} | <^1_4 |^{xn}_{λn} |, with |∂^αχ_n| ≲ |^{xn}_{λn} |^{−|α|} for all multiindices α. Observe that χ_n → 1 pointwise as n → ∞.

We now define approximations ṽ_{n,T} as follows: Definition 3.3 (Approximate solutions). First, let I_{n,T} := [a^−_{n,T} , a^+_{n,T} ] := [−λ^2_nt_n − λ^2_nT, −λ^2_nt_n + λ^2_nT ] and for t ∈ I_{n,T} define ṽ_{n,T} (t) = g_n [ χ_nP_ne^{i(λ−2n t+tn)Δ}ϕ ] = χ_n(^{·−xn}_{λn} )e^{i(t+λ2n tn)Δ}g_n[P_nϕ]. Next, let I^+_{n,T} := (a^+_{n,T} , ∞), I^−_{n,T} = (−∞, a^−_{n,T} ) and set ṽ_{n,T} (t) = { e^{i(t−a+n,T )Δ}[ṽ_{n,T} (a^+_{n,T} )] t ∈ I^+_{n,T} e^{i(t−a−n,T )Δ}[ṽ_{n,T} (a^−_{n,T} )] t ∈ I^−_{n,T} . We will establish the existence of the solutions v_n by applying the stability result (Proposition 2.4). To this end, we need to show three conditions.

Condition 1. lim sup T →∞ lim sup n→∞ { ‖ṽ_{n,T} ‖_L∞_{t Ḣ}1_x + ‖ṽ_{n,T} ‖_{S(R)} } ≲ 1. (3.5)

Proof. We estimate separately on I_{n,T} and I^±_{n,T} .

We first estimate on I_{n,T} . Noting that ‖χ_n‖_L∞ +‖∇[χ_n]‖_LN ≲ 1. Combining the product rule, Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding Ḣ^1 → L^{2NN −2} , we deduce that χ_n : Ḣ^1 → Ḣ^1 boundedly. Then the L^∞_t Ḣ^1_x bound on I_{n,T} follows from the Strichartz estimate. The Ṡ^1 bound on I_{n,T} also follows from Sobolev embedding and Strichartz. In the same way, we obtain the estimate on I^±_{n,T} . □ Condition 2. lim_{T →∞} lim sup n→∞ ‖ṽ_{n,T} (0) − ϕ_n‖_Ḣ1 = 0.

Proof. We treat two cases:

(i) t_n ≡ 0 (so that 0 ∈ I_{n,T} ), (ii) t_n → +∞ (so that 0 ∈ I^+_{n,T} for all n sufficiently large). The case t_n → −∞ is similar.

Indeed, Case (i). If t_n ≡ 0, then ‖ṽ_{n,T} (0) − ϕ_n‖_Ḣ1 = ‖(χ_nP_n − 1)ϕ‖_Ḣ1 → 0 as n → ∞, using the dominated convergence theorem.

Case (ii) If t_n → ∞, then applying (3.4) and by construction, it follows that ṽ_{n,T} (0) = e^{−ia+n,T Δ}g_n[χ_nP_ne^{i(λ−2n a+n,T +tn)Δ}ϕ] = g_ne^{itnΔ}[e^{−iT Δ}χ_nP_ne^{iT Δ}ϕ]. Thus, ‖ṽ_{n,T} (0) − ϕ_n‖_Ḣ1 = ‖[e^{−iT Δ}χ_nP_ne^{iT Δ} − 1]ϕ‖_Ḣ1 = ‖[χ_nP_n − 1]e^{iT Δ}ϕ‖_Ḣ1 → 0 as n → ∞. □

Condition 3. Defining e_{n,T} = (i∂_t + Δ)ṽ_{n,T} + |x|^{−1}|ṽ_{n,T} |^2ṽ_{n,T} , we have lim_{T →∞} lim sup n→∞ ‖∇e_{n,T} ‖_S′_{(L}2_{;R)} = 0.

Proof. We estimate on I_{n,T} and I^±_{n,T} .

We first treat the interval I_{n,T} . We write e_{n,T} = e^{lin}_{n,T} + e^{nl}_{n,T} , with e^{lin}_{n,T} = Δ[χ_n(^{x−xn}_{λn} )]e^{i(t+λ2n tn)Δ}g_n[P_nϕ] + 2∇[χ_n(^{x−xn}_{λn} )] · e^{i(t+λ2ntn)Δ}∇[g_nP_nϕ] and e^{nl}_{n,T} = λ^{− (N −2)α2}n g_n { |λ_nx + x_n|^{−b}χ^{α+1}_n |Φ_n|^αΦ_n } , where Φ_n(t, x) = P_ne^{i(λ−2n t+tn)Δ}ϕ. When we apply the gradient to e^{lin}_{n,T} , we obtain a sum of terms of the form ∂^j [χ_n(^{x−xn}_{λn} )] · e^{i(t+λ2n tn)Δ}∂^{3−j} [g_nP_nϕ] for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, where ∂ denotes a derivative in x. Hence, by Hölder’s inequality, Bernstein’s inequality, and the fact that j ≥ 1, one has ‖∂^j [χ_n(^{x−xn}_{λn} )] · e^{i(t+λ2ntn)Δ}∂^{3−j} [g_nP_nϕ]‖_L1_{t L}2_{x(In,T ×R}N_) ≲ |I_{n,T} | ‖∂^j [χ_n(^{x−xn}_{λn} )]‖_L∞_x ‖∂^{3−j} [g_nP_nϕ]‖_L∞_{t L}2_x ≲ λ^2_nT · λ^{−j}_n |^{xn}_{λn} |^{−j} · λ^{j−2}_n ‖∂^{3−j} P_nϕ‖_L∞_{t L}2_x ≲ T |^{xn}_{λn} |^{−j} |^{xn}_{λn} |^{|2−j|θ} → 0 as n → ∞ , for θ small. Estimating e^{nl}_{n,T} on I_{n,T} . A change of variables and Hölder’s inequality implies that ‖∇e^{nl}_{n,T} ‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x (In,T ×RN)} ≤ λ^b_nT^{12} ‖∇ [ |λ_nx + x_n|^{−b}χ^{α+1}_n |Φ_n|^αΦ_n ] ‖_{L∞t L} 2N_{N +2x (In,T ×RN)}. We next note that ‖∂^j [ λ_nx + x_n|^{−b}χ^{α+1}_n ] ‖_L∞_x ≲ |^{xn}_{λn} |^{−j} |x_n|^{−b}, j ∈ {0, 1}. So, applying the product rule, Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding, and Bernstein, we get ‖∇e^{nl}_{n,T} ‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x (In,T ×RN)} ≲ T^{12} |^{xn}_{λn} |^{−b}‖Φ_n‖^α_L∞_{t L}N α_x 1∑ j=0 |^{xn}_{λn} |^{−j} ‖∂^{1−j} Φ_n‖_L∞_{t L}2_x ≲ T^{12} |^{xn}_{λn} |^{−1+θ(5/2−3/r)}‖ϕ‖^{α+1}_{Ḣ1} → 0 as n → ∞. Let’s focus on the intervals I^±_{n,T} . We’ll only address I^±_{n,T} since a similar argument applies to the remaining interval. e_{n,T} = |x|^{−b}|V_{n,T} |^αV_{n,T} , where V_{n,T} = e^{i(t−a+n,T )Δ}[ṽ_{n,T} (a^+_{n,T} )].

Estimating as in Lemma 2.1 and using (3.5), we deduce ‖∇e_{n,T} ‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N −2x (I +} n,T ×R^N) ≲ ‖V_{n,T} ‖^{α−b} L 2(N +2) N −2 t,x (I^+_{n,T} ×R^N) ‖∇V_{n,T} ‖^{1+b}_{Lpt Lrx(I +n,T ×RN)} ≲ ‖ϕ‖^{1+b}_{Ḣ1} ‖e^{itΔ}[ṽ_{n,T} (a^+_{n,T} )]‖^{α−b} L 2(N +2) N −2 t,x (R_+×R^N) . We now use the definition of ṽ_{n,T} and (3.4) to write e^{itΔ}ṽ_{n,T} (a^+_{n,T} ) = e^{itΔ}g_n[χ_nP_ne^{iT Δ}ϕ] = g_ne^{iλ−2n tΔ}[χ_nP_ne^{iT Δ}ϕ]. Thus by a change of variables, Sobolev embedding, and Strichartz, we have ‖e^{itΔ}[ṽ_{n,T} (a^+_{n,T} )]‖_L 2(N +2)_{N −2} t,x (R_+×R^N) = ‖e^{itΔ}χ_nP_ne^{iT Δ}ϕ‖_L 2(N +2)_{N −2} t,x (R_+×R^N) ≲ ‖∇[χ_nP_n − 1]e^{iT Δ}ϕ‖_L2_x + ‖e^{itΔ}ϕ‖_L 2(N +2)_{N −2} t,x ([T,∞)×R^N) . (3.6)

Noting that the first term in (3.6) tends to zero as n → ∞ by the dominated convergence theorem, and the second term in (3.6) tends to zero as T → ∞ by Strichartz and the monotone convergence theorem. □ With conditions 1–3 in place, we apply Proposition 2.4 to obtain the existence of solutions v_n to (1.1) initial data ϕ_n and finite S(R) norm. Moreover, lim sup T →∞ lim_{n→∞} ‖v_n − ṽ_{n,T} ‖_{S(R)} = 0. (3.7) We now adapt the arguments from [38] to the approximation by C^∞_c functions. We only give the sketch of the proof. Let ε > 0 and by (3.7), it suffices to show that ‖λ^{N −22}_n ṽ_{n,T} (λ^2_n(t − t_n), λ_nx + x_n) − ψ(t, x)‖_{S(R)} ≲ ε for all n, T sufficiently large. In fact, we will see that ψ will be taken to be an approximation to e^{itΔ}ϕ. Observe that for t ∈ (−T, T ), we have λ^{N −22}_n ṽ_{n,T} (λ^2_n(t − t_n), λ_nx + x_n) = χ_n(x)e^{itΔ}P_nϕ(x).

We can approximate this in S(R) by e^{itΔ}ϕ for large n, which can in turn be well-approximated by a compactly supported function of space-time on [−T, T ] × R^N . For t > T (the case t < T being treated similarly) λ^{N −22}_n ṽ_{n,T} (λ^2_n(t − t_n), λ_nx + x_n) = g^{−1}_n e^{iλ2n(t−T )Δ}g_nχ_ne^{iT Δ}P_nϕ = e^{itΔ}[e^{−iT Δ}χ_ne^{iT Δ}]P_nϕ. Again, we can approximate this in S(R) by e^{itΔ}ϕ for large n, which is again well-approximated by a compactly supported function of space-time on [T, ∞) × R^N . □ Next, we show the main ingredient of our work, the Palais-Smale Condition. The proof is technical, combining profile decomposition with the first main ingredient to construct the nonlinear profiles. Then, two lemmas are crucial to complete the proof: the existence of a bad profile and the decoupling of kinetic energy.

Proposition 3.4. (Palais-Smale Condition). Let u_n : I_n ×R^N → C be a sequence of maximal life-span solutions to (1.1) and t_n ∈ I_n. Suppose that lim_{n→∞} sup_{t∈In} ‖u_n(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} = Kc < ‖W ‖^2_{Ḣ1} (3.8) lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖_{S(t≥tn)} = lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖_{S(t≤tn)} = ∞, then there exists {λ_n} ⊂ R^+ such that {λ^{− N −22}_n u_n(t_n,^x_{λn} )} is precompact in Ḣ^1. Proof. By the time translation invariance, we may assume that t_n ≡ 0, then lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖_{S(t≥0)} = lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖_{S(t≤0)} = ∞. Given that u_{n,0} = u_n(0) is bounded (3.8), we apply the linear profile decomposition, possibly passing to a subsequence

u_n(0) = J∑ j=1 g^j_n[e^{itjnΔ}ϕ^j ] + w^J_n . (3.9)

We construct solutions (nonlinear profiles) to INLS: fixing j, if | |^{xj}n_{λjn} | | → ∞ up to a subsequence, by Proposition 3.2, there exists a global solution v^j_n to (1.1) with initial data g^j_n[e^{itjnΔ}ϕ^j ] and ‖v^j_n‖_{S(R)} < ∞. If | |^{xj}n_{λjn} | | tends to finite number, we can always assume xj_n ≡ 0 in this case. For the setting x^j_n ≡ 0, following the argument of [33], we can construct the nonlinear profile v^j associate to (ϕ^j , {t^j_n}) such that ‖v^j (t^j_n) − e^{itjnΔ}ϕ^j ‖_Ḣ1 → 0, n → ∞. (3.10) In that case, we define v^j_n(t, x) = λ^{− N −22}_n v^j (_t (λ^j_n)^2 + t j n,^x_{λjn} ) . Note that, v^j_n(0) = g^j_nv^j (t^j_n).

On the other hand, the relation (3.1) and small data theory, implies that there exists J_0 ≥ 1 such that for all j ≥ J_0, ‖ϕ^j ‖_Ḣ1 small and the solutions v^j_n are global with ‖v^j_n‖_L∞_Ḣ1_{(R)} + ‖v^j_n‖_{S(R)} ≲ ‖ϕ^j ‖_Ḣ1 . (3.11) Note that, for j < J_0 there exists at least one “bad” nonlinear profile such that ‖v^j_n‖^2_{L∞t Ḣ1 (I} j_{n)} ≥ K_c. (3.12) Indeed, If ‖v^j_n‖^2_{L∞t Ḣ1 (I jn)} < K_c for all j, the definition of K_c implies that v^j_n exists globally and ‖v^j_n‖_{S(R)} is bounded, contradicting the lemma below.

Lemma 3.5. (At least one bad profile) There exists 1 ≤ j_0 < J_0 such that ‖v^{j0}_n ‖_{S([0,Tn,j0 ))} = ∞. (3.13) Proof. The proof follows by contradiction: if (3.13) does not hold, then T_{n,j0} = ∞ and for all 1 ≤ j < J_0, lim sup n→∞ ‖v^j_n‖_{S([0,∞))} < ∞. (3.14) Subdividing [0, ∞) into intervals where the scattering size of v^j_n is small, applying the Strichartz inequality on each such interval, and then summing, we obtain ‖∇v^j_n‖_{W ([0,∞))} < ∞. (3.15) Combining (3.11), (3.14) and (3.8), we deduce (for n sufficiently large) ∑ j≥1 ‖v^j_n‖_{S([0,∞))} ≲ 1 + ∑ j≥J_0 ‖∇ϕ^j ‖^2_L2 ≲ 1 + E_c.

From these assumptions, we’ll establish a bound on the forward-in-time scattering size of u_n, thus leading to a contradiction. Indeed, define

u^J_n = J∑ j=1 v^j_n + e^{itΔ}w^J_n .

If the following conditions hold:

lim sup n→∞ { ‖u^J_n‖_L∞_{t Ḣ}1_x + ‖u^J_n‖_{S(R)} } ≲ 1, (3.16)

lim sup n→∞ ‖u_n(0) − u^J_n‖_Ḣ1 = 0, (3.17)

lim sup n→∞ ‖∇[(i∂_t + Δ)u^J_n + |x|^{−b}|u^J_n|^{α+1}u^J_n]‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} ≲ ε, (3.18)

then the stability result (Proposition 2.4) shows that ‖u_n‖_{S([0,∞))} < ∞, which contradicts the fact that ‖u_n‖_{S([0,∞))} → ∞ as n → ∞.

We first show (3.16). Note that | | | J∑ j=1 v^j_n | | |^2 = J∑ j=1 |v^j_n|^2 + ∑ j≠k v^j_nv^k_n,

then taking the L^{r̄2}_t L^{r̄2}x norm in both side, we can get ‖ ‖ ‖( J∑ j=1 v^j_n)^2 ‖ ‖ ‖_L r̄_{2t L} r̄_{2x} ≤ J∑ j=1 ‖v^j_n‖^2_{S([0,∞))} + ∑ j≠k ‖v^j_nv^k_n‖_L r̄_{2t L} r̄_{2x} . Since lim_{n→∞} ‖v^j_nv^k_n‖_L r̄_{2t L} r̄_{2x} = 0 (by the orthogonality conditions (3.3)) we have

lim sup n→∞ ‖u^J_n‖ ≤ lim sup_{n→∞} J∑ j=1 ‖v^j_n‖_{S([0,∞))} ≲ 1 + E_c,

which is independent of J. Moreover, ‖e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖_{S([0,∞))} ≲ ‖w^J_n ‖_Ḣ1 is finite. Therefore, the first estimate holds. In the same way (using (3.15)), we also obtain that ‖u^J_n‖_L∞_Ḣ1 is bounded.

We now consider (3.17). Using the fact that v^j_n(0) = g^j_nv^j (t^j_n)

‖u_{0,n} − u^J_n(0)‖_Ḣ1 ≲ J∑ j=1 ‖ ‖(g_n[e^{itj}n^Δϕ^j ] − g^j_nv^j (t^j_n)) ‖ ‖_{Ḣ1} ≲^J ∑ j=1 ‖e^{itjnΔ}ϕ^j − v^j (t^j_n)‖_Ḣ1 , which goes to zero, as n → ∞, by (3.10).

Finally, we turn to show (3.18). To this end, we write f(z) = |z|^αz and observe e_n = (i∂_t + Δ)u^J_n + |x|^{−b}f(u^J_n) =|x|^{−b} [ f (∑ v^j_n ) − ∑ f(v^j_n) ] . (3.19)

Given (2.2), to estimate ∇e_n, it is sufficient to estimate terms of the following types: (1) |x|^{−b}|v^j_n|^{α−1} · v^ℓ_n · T v^k_n, T ∈ {|x|^{−1}, ∇}, (2) |x|^{−b}|e^{itΔ}w^J_n |^α · T e^{itΔ}w^J_n , T ∈ {|x|^{−1}, ∇}, (3) |x|^{−b}|e^{itΔ}w^J_n |^α · ∇u^J_n, (4) |x|^{−b}|u^J_n|^{α−1} · e^{itΔ}w^J_n · ∇u^J_n, (5) |x|^{−b}|u^J_n|^α · T e^{itΔ}w^J_n , T ∈ {|x|^{−1}, ∇}, where we have j ≠ k and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , J}. The first term also involves a constant C_J that grows with J. However, we will shortly see that for each fixed J, these terms tend to zero in L^2_t L^{2NN +2}_x as n → ∞, so that this constant is ultimately harmless.

Using the spaces appearing in Lemma 2.1, it follows that

‖(1)‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} ≲ { ‖|v^k_n|^{α−b}T v^j_n‖_L^q1_{t L}^r1_x ‖∇v^ℓ_n‖_L^q0_{t L}^r0_x ‖∇v^k_n‖^{b−1}_Lq_{0t L}r_{0x} b ≥ 1; ‖|v^k_n|^{α−1}T v^j_n‖_L^q2_{t L}^r2_x ‖∇v^ℓ_n‖^b_Lq_{0t L}r_{0x} ‖v^ℓ_n‖^{1−b}_{S([0,∞))} b < 1; where (q_1, r_1) and (q_2, r_2) satisfy N + 2 2N = 1 r_1 + b r_0 , 1 2 = 1 q_1 + b q_0 and N + 2 2N = 1 r_2 + b r_0 + 1 − b r̄ , 1 2 = 1 q_2 + b q_0 + 1 − b q̄ . As the norms ‖v^ℓ_n‖_{S([0,∞))} and ‖∇v^ℓ_n‖_L^q0_{t L}^r0_x are bounded. It suffices to show that

lim_{n→∞} ‖|v^k_n|^{α−b}T v^j_n‖_L^q1_{t L}^r1_x = 0 for j ≠ k. (3.20)

In fact, it follows from approximation by functions in C^∞_c (R×R^d ) and the use of the orthogonality conditions (3.3) (see e.g. [34] or [46, Lemma 7.3]).

Next, we turn to estimate terms (2), (3). Choosing J > J^′ large enough such that lim_{n→∞} ‖e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖_{S([0,∞))} < ε J^′ . By the lemma 2.1, we estimate ‖(2)‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} ≲ ‖e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖^{α−b}_{S([0,∞))}‖∇e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖^{1+b}_{W (R)} and ‖(3)‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} ≲ ‖e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖^{α−b}_{S([0,∞))}‖∇u^J_n‖_{W (R)}‖∇e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖^b_{W (R)}. Together with vanishing condition (3.2) and ‖w^J_n ‖_Ḣ1 ≲ 1, we have lim sup n→∞ ( ‖(2)‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} + ‖(3)‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} ) ≤ ε. Now we turn to estimate (4). For 0 < b < 1, thus ‖(4)‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} ≲ ‖u^J_n‖^{α−1}_{S([0,∞))}‖∇u^J_n‖_{W (R)}‖∇e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖^b_{W (R)}‖e^{itΔ}w^J_n ‖^{1−b}_{S([0,∞))}. Similarly, we have lim sup n→∞ ‖(4)‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} ≤ ε. For the setting b ≥ 1, we only estimate a single term of the form, for j ∈ {1, ..., J}, ‖|x|^{−b}|v^j_n|^{α−1} · e^{itΔ}w^J_n · ∇v^j_n‖_{L2t L} 2N_{N +2x} . By density, we may assume v^j ∈ C^∞_c (R × R^N \ {0}). Applying Hölder’s inequality, the problem further reduces to showing that lim_{J→J ∗} lim sup n→∞ ‖∇w̃^J_n ‖_L2_{t,x(K)} = 0 for any compact K ⊂ R × R^N , (3.21)

where w̃^J_n := (λ^j_n)^{N −22} e^{i((λjn)2 t−tjn)Δ}w^J_n (λ^j_nx + x^j_n). This finally follows from an interpolation argument using a local smoothing estimate and vanishing (3.2) (See [35, Lemma 2.12] for details). The term (5) can be estimated as above, then we complete the proof. □

Returning to the proof of Proposition 3.4 and rearranging the indices, we may assume that there exists 1 ≤ J_1 < J_0 such that

lim sup n→∞ ‖v^j_n‖_{S([0,T} j_{n))} = ∞ for 1 ≤ j ≤ J_1 and lim sup_{n→∞} ‖v^j_n‖_{S([0,∞))} < ∞ for j > J_1.

For each m, n ≥ 1 let us define an integer k_{n,m} = k(n, m) ∈ {1, ..., J_1} and an interval I^m_n = [0, s] by sup 1≤j≤J_1 ‖v^j_n‖_{S(I} m_{n )} = ‖v^{kn,m}_n ‖_{S(I} m_{n )} = m. Applying the pigeonhole principle, there must exist a j_1 such that k_{n,m} = j_1 for infinitely many n. By reordering the indices, we can assume that j_1 = 1. Thus, lim sup n,m→∞ ‖v^1_n‖_{S(I} m_{n )} = ∞,

which implies (using (3.12)) lim sup n,m→∞ sup_{t∈I m} n ‖∇v^1_n(t)‖^2_L2 ≥ E_c. (3.22)

Notice that since all v^j_n have finite scattering size on I^m_n for each m ≥ 1, we can obtain the same approximation result by employing a similar proof as before. More precisely, lim_{J→∞} lim sup n→∞ ‖u^J_n − u_n‖_L∞_{t Ḣ}1_{x(I} m_{n )} = 0.

for each m ≥ 1.

To conclude the proof of the proposition, we will utilize the following lemma, which will be proven subsequently.

Lemma 3.6. (Kinetic energy decoupling for u^J_n) For all J ≥ 1 and m ≥ 1,

lim sup n→∞ sup_{t∈I m} n | ‖∇u^J_n(t)‖^2_L2 − J∑ j=1 ‖∇v^j (t)‖^2_L2 − ‖∇w^J_n ‖^2_L2 | = 0.

Applying the previous lemma, (3.8) and (3.22) one has

E_c ≥ lim sup n→∞ sup_{t∈I m} n ‖∇u^J_n(t)‖^2_L2 = lim_{J→∞} lim sup_{n→∞} {‖∇w^J_n ‖^2_L2 + sup_{t∈I m} n J∑ j=1 ‖∇v^j_n(t)‖^2_L2 }. Therefore, the relation (3.22) implies that J_1 = 1, v^j_n ≡ 0 for all j ≥ 2, and w_n converges to zero strongly in Ḣ^1. Thus, u_n(0) = g^1_n[e^{it1nΔ}ϕ^1] + w^1_n.

Finally, we show that the sequence u_n(0) is precompact in Ḣ^1. To this end, we must show that space-time translation parameters obey (t^1_n, x^1_n) ≡ (0, 0). That is, u_n(0) − g^1_n(ϕ^1) → 0 in Ḣ^1.

We claim that x^1_n ≡ 0. Otherwise, if |^{x1n}_{λ1n} |, then, by Proposition 3.2, for all n sufficiently large, there exists a global solution v^1_n to (1.1) satisfying v^1_n(0) = g^1_n[e^{itnΔ}ϕ^1] and ‖v^1_n‖ < ∞.

Thus, by the stability result (Proposition 2.4), we show that ‖u_n‖_{S(R)} < ∞, which is a contradiction. We now suppose that t^1_n → ∞. The Strichartz estimate and the monotone convergence theorem imply that ‖e^{itΔ}u_n(0)‖_{S([0,∞))} ≲ ‖e^{itΔ}ϕ^1‖_{S([t}1_{n,∞))} + ‖e^{itΔ}w^1_n‖_{S([0,∞))}.

Therefore, ‖e^{itΔ}u_n(0)‖_{S([0,∞))} is small for large n, using (3.2). Consequently, by the small data theory, we conclude that ‖u_n‖_{S([0,∞))} is bounded, which is a contradiction. Similarly, we obtain a contradiction when t^1_n → −∞.

We conclude the proof by proving the decoupling of kinetic energy.

Proof. Lemma 3.6 The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.2 in [35]. So, we only give the main steps. Indeed, for any t_n ∈ I^m_n , a direct computation gives ‖∇u^J_n(t)‖^2_L2 − J∑ j=1 ‖∇v^j (t)‖^2_L2 − ‖∇w^J_n ‖^2_L2 = I_n + II_n,

where I_n = ∑ j≠k ⟨v^j_n(t^j_n), v^k_n(t^k_n)⟩_Ḣ1 and II_n = J∑ j=1 2 Re⟨e^{itΔ}w^J_n , v^j_n(t^j_n)⟩_Ḣ1 .

It suffices for us to show lim_{n→∞} I_n = 0 for j ≠ k and lim_{n→∞} II_n = 0.

To establish I_n, we employ the following result: for all J ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ J, the sequence e^{itjnΔ}[(g^j_n)^{−1}w^J_n ] converges weakly to zero in Ḣ^1 as n → ∞. The proof of II_n follows a similar structure to that of I_n, integrating the orthogonality of parameters (3.3). □ This completes the proof of Proposition 3.4. □ Proposition 3.7. Assume Theorem 1.2 fails, then there exist a critical value 0 < K_c < ‖W ‖^2_Ḣ and a forward maximal life-span solution u_c : [0, T_{max}) × R^N → C to (1.1) with sup t∈[0,T_{max})

‖u_c(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} = E_c < ‖W ‖^2_{Ḣ1} and ‖u_c‖_{S([0,Tmax))} = ∞.

Moreover, there exists a frequency scale function λ : [0, T_{max}) → (0, ∞) such that K = {λ(t)^{− (N −2)2} u_c(t, λ(t)^{−1}x) : t ∈ [0, T_{max})} is precompact in Ḣ^1. An analogous result holds backward in time.

Proof. The proof primarily relies on the Palais-Smale condition (more details, see [33], [35]). We give the main steps. Assume Theorem 1.2 fails. From the definition of K_c, there exists a sequence of solutions u_n : I_n × R^N → C to (1.1) such that lim_{n→∞} sup_{t∈In} ‖u_n(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} = Kc < ‖W ‖^2_{Ḣ1} , lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖_{S(t≥tn)} = lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n‖_{S(t≤tn)} = ∞. By choosing t_n ∈ I_n such that ‖u_n(t)‖_{S(t≥tn)} = ‖u_n(t)‖_{S(t≤tn)}, and exploiting time translation invariance, we set t_n ≡ 0. According to Proposition 3.4, by passing to a subsequence, there exists {λ_n} ⊂ R^+ such that λ^{− N −22} u_n(0,^x_{λn} ) → u_0 in H^1.

Let u_c : I_{max} × R^d → C with u_c(0) = u_0 be the maximal life-span solution to (1.1). The stability result implies that for any compact interval I ⊂ I_{max}, lim_{n→∞} ‖u_n − u‖_L∞_{t Ḣ}1_{x(I×R}N_) = 0 ‖u(t)‖_{S([0,∞))} = ‖u(t)‖_{S((−∞,0])} = ∞ sup_{t∈I} ‖u(t)‖_Ḣ1 = K_c < ‖W ‖^2_{Ḣ1} .

Moreover, using Proposition 3.4 again, we obtain that K is precompact in Ḣ^1. □ We now have all the tools to show the main theorem.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We proceed by contradiction. Suppose that Theorem 1.2 fails. Then, by Proposition 3.7, there exists u_c : [0, T_{max}) × R^N → C , which is a minimal blow-up solution with a compactness property. We aim to show the non-existence of the minimal nonscattering solution u_c, as stated in Proposition 3.7. To this end, we will consider two cases: T_{max} < ∞ and T_{max} = ∞.

Claim 1: There are no solutions to (1.1) of the form given in Proposition 3.7 with T_{max} < ∞.

Indeed, we use the following reduced Duhamel formula, which is a consequence of the compactness properties of u_c (see [36, Proposition 5.23] for details).

Lemma 3.8 (Reduced Duhamel formula). For t ∈ [0, T_{max}), the following holds as a weak limit in Ḣ^1:

u_c(t) = i lim_{T →Tmax} ∫_T t e^{i(t−s)Δ}[|x|^{−b}|u_c|^αu_c(s)] ds. We suppose that T_{max} < ∞. Then, using Lemma 3.8, Strichartz estimates, Hölder’s inequality, Bernstein’s inequality, and Hardy’s inequality, we find that for any t ∈ [0, T_{max}) and any M > 0, ‖P_M u_c(t)‖_L2_x ≲ ‖P_M (|x|^{−b}|u_c|^αu_c)‖_L1_{t L}2_{x([t,Tmax)×R}N_) ≲ M^{N( N +22N − 12 )}(T_{max} − t)‖|x|^{−b}|u_c|^αu_c‖_{L∞t L} 2N_{N +2x} ≲ M(T_{max} − t)‖u_c‖^{α+1−b}_{L∞} t L 2N N −2 x ‖∇u_c‖^b_L∞_{t L}2_x . Thus, using Bernstein’s inequality for the high frequencies, we deduce^5 ‖u_c(t)‖_L2_x ≲ M(T_{max} − t) + M^{−1}.

for any t ∈ [0, T_{max}) and M > 0. Using conservation of mass, we deduce ‖u_c‖_L2 ≡ 0 and hence u ≡ 0. As u is not identically zero, we conclude that the finite-time blowup scenario is impossible.

Claim 2: There are no solutions to (1.1) of the form given in Proposition 3.7 with T_{max} = ∞.

Indeed, for a smooth weight a, we define

M_a(t) = 2 Im ∫ ūu_j a_j dx, (3.23)

where we use subscripts to denote partial derivatives and sum repeated indices. Using a computation using (1.1) and integration by parts, we then have dM_a dt = ∫ 4 Re a_{jk}ū_j u_k − |u|^2a_{jjkk} − ( 2 − 4 α + 2 ) |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}a_{jj} (3.24) − 4b α + 2 |x|^{−b−2}|u|^{α+2}x_j a_j dx. The standard virial identity corresponds to the choice a(x) = |x|^2. However, in this case, we cannot guarantee the finiteness of M_a(t), as we are working with merely Ḣ^1 data. Thus it is essential to localize the weight in space. The success of this relies on the compactness of the solution u_c(t). In particular, we can establish the following.

Lemma 3.9 (Tightness). Let ε > 0. Then there exists R = R(ε) sufficiently large so that sup t∈[0,∞) ∫ |x|>R { |∇u_c(t, x)|^2 + |x|^{−b}|u_c(t, x)|^{α+2} + |x|^{−2}|u_c(t, x)|^2 } dx < ε. (3.25) 5Note that, u = P M u + (1 − P_M )u.

Proof. The proof is standard, so we omit the details. □ Returning to the proof of Claim 2. Fix ε > 0 and choose R = R(ε) as in the previous lemma.

Choosing our weight a such that a(x) = { |x|^2 for |x| ≤ R CR^2 for |x| > 2R, for some C > 1. In the intermediate region, we can impose |∂^αa| ≲ R^{2−|α|} for R < |x| ≤ 2R for any multiindex α. Hölder’s inequality, and Lemma 2.6 implies that (for some δ > 0) sup t∈[0,∞) |M_a(t)| ≲ R^2‖u_c‖^2_{L∞t Ḣ1x} ≲ R^2E(u_c). Furthermore, by (3.24), one has dM_a dt =8 ∫ R^N |∇u_c|^2 − |x|^{−b}|u_c|^{α+2} dx (3.26) + O {∫ |x|>R |∇u_c|^2 + |x|^{−b}|u_c|^α + |x|^{−2}|u_c|^2 dx } (3.27)

Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.8 implies that (3.26) ≥ δ ∫ |∇u_c|^2 dx ≳ δE(u_c), where t ∈ [0, ∞) . On the other hand, Lemma 3.9 implies |(3.27)| < ε. Hence, by applying the fundamental theorem of calculus and integrating throughout the form [0, T ], it follows that E(u_c) ≲^{R2}_{δT} E(u_c) + ε.

Choosing T sufficiently large, we obtain E(u_c) ≡ 0 and so u_c ≡ 0. This is a contradiction.

4. Blow-up This section shows the blow-up result via localized virial identity (Theorem 1.5. To this end, we first show the local well-posedness in H^1(R^N ). The proof closely follows Proposition 2.2, with the key difference being the substitution of the metric d(u, v) = ‖u − v‖_S1_{(I)} with d(u, v) = ‖u − v‖_{W (I)}. It is worth mentioning that the metric is determined by the function itself, not by its derivative. As a result, we avoid the dimension restriction typically imposed by α ≥ 1, allowing the result to hold for all dimensions N ≥ 3. In the sequel, we show a technical lemma and finally, we prove Theorem 1.5.

Lemma 4.1. Assume N ≥ 3, α =^{4−2b}_{N−2} and 0 < b ≤^4_N . For any u_0 ∈ H^1(R^N ), there exists T = T (u_0) and a unique solution u with initial data u_0 satisfying u ∈ L^q_{loc} ((−T, T ) , H^{1,r}), ∀ (q, r) S-admissible. Proof. Define S_{T,ρ} = {u ∈ C([0, T ]; H^1(R^N )) : ‖u‖_S1_{([0,T ])} ≤ ρ , ‖u‖_{W ([0,T ])} ≤ M}, where ‖ · ‖_S1_{(I)} as in (2.6). We show that the operator G defined in (2.7) is a contraction on S_{T,ρ} equipped with the metric d(u, v) := ‖u − v‖_{W ([0,T ])}.

The Sobolev embedding and the Strichartz estimates (2.3)-(2.4) yield ‖G(u)‖_{S([0,T ])} ≤ ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{S([0,T ])} + c ‖∇F (x, u)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x , ‖∇G(u)‖_{W ([0,T ])} ≤ ‖∇e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{W ([0,T ])} + c‖∇F (x, u)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x , and ‖G(u)‖_{W ([0,T ])} ≤ ‖∇e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{W ([0,T ])} + c‖F (x, u)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x . Thus, applying Lemma 2.1 together with the Hardy inequality one has ‖G(u)‖_S1_{([0,T ])} ≤ ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_S1_{([0,T ])} + c‖u‖^{α−b}_{S([0,T ])}‖∇u‖^{b+1}_{W ([0,T ])} ‖G(u)‖_{W ([0,T ])} ≤ ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_{W ([0,T ])} + c‖u‖^{α−b}_{S([0,T ])}‖∇u‖^b_{W ([0,T ])}‖u‖_{W ([0,T ])} If u ∈ S_{T,ρ} we obtain ‖G(u)‖_{W ([0,T ])} ≤c‖u_0‖_H1 + cρ^αM. Let M = 2c‖u_0‖_H1 and choose ρ such that cρ^α <^1_2 . Moreover, choosing T small enough such that ‖e^{itΔ}u_0‖_S1_{([0,T ])} <^ρ_2 , we get ‖G(u)‖_S1_{([0,T ]))} ≤ ρ and ‖G(u)‖_{W ([0,T ]))} ≤ M.

That is, G(u) ∈ S_{T,ρ}.

Repeating the above computations we get (if u, v ∈ S_{T,ρ}) d(G(u), G(v)) ≤ c‖F (x, u) − F (x, v)‖_{L2} I L 2N N +2 x ≤ c ( ‖∇u‖^b_{W (I)}‖u‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} + ‖∇v‖^b_{W (I)}‖v‖^{α−b}_{S(I)} ) ‖u − v‖_{W (I)} ≤ 2cρ^αd(u, v). So, by the contraction mapping principle, G has a unique fixed point u ∈ S_{T,ρ}. □ We now show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let u(t) : I_{max} × R^N → C be a solution to (1.1) obeying E[u_0] < (1 − δ_0)E[W ] and ‖∇u_0‖_L2 ≥ ‖∇W ‖_L2 , there exists δ such that ‖u(t)‖_Ḣ1 ≥ (1 + δ)‖W ‖_Ḣ1 for all t ∈ I_{max}.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, we have F (y) = y 2 −^{c− α2}_{α+2} y^{α+22} , while y ≥ c with y = ‖u(t)‖^2_{Ḣ1} . Using the fact F (0) < (1 − δ_0)^{αc}_{2(α+2)} , continuity of the flow in Ḣ^1, and conservation of energy. Thus, one can get y > c + δ_1 for some δ_1. Therefore we get the desired result. □ Finally, we show the blow-up result for (1.1) with non-radial initial data.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let φ(x) ∈ C^∞_0 (R^N ) be a radial function, denote by φ(x) = {_{|x|2} 2 , if |x| ≤ 1; 0, if |x| ≥ 10, and φ^{′′}(x) ≤ 1.

Then, let R ≥ 1 and a(x) = R^2φ(x/R) satisfies a^{′′}(x) ≤ 1, a^′(x) ≤ R and Δa = N and, for |x| ≤ R, we have Δa(x) = N and ∇a(x) = x. Set V_R(t) = ∫ R^N a(x)|u| 2dx, then d dt V_R(t) = M_a(t).

From (3.23), one can obtain that

d^2 dt^2 V_R(t) =4 ∫ R^N Re a_{jk}ū_j u_k − |u|^2a_{jjkk} − ( 2 − 4 α + 2 ) |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}a_{jj} − 4b α + 2 |x|^{−b−2}|u|^{α+2}x_j a_j dx =4 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 a^′(x) |x| dx + 4 ∫ R^N |x · ∇u|^2 (a′′(x) |x|^2 − a^′(x) |x|^3 ) dx − ∫ R^N |u|^2a_{jjkk} dx − ∫ R^N ( 2 − 4 α + 2 ) |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}a_{jj} − 4b α + 2 |x|^{−b−2}|u|^{α+2}x_j a_j dx Since a^{′′}(x) ≤ 1 and a^′(x) = |x| (|x| ≤ R), we then have

d^2 dt^2 V_R(t) ≤4 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ∫ R^N |u|^2a_{jjkk} dx − ∫ R^N ( 2 − 4 α + 2 ) |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}a_{jj} − 4b α + 2 |x|^{−b−2}|u|^{α+2}x_j a_j dx ≤4 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 4 ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}dx + C R^2 ∫ R≤|x|≤10R |u|^2dx + CR^{−b} ∫ |x|≥R |u|^{α+2}dx. To control the last term we use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality: ‖f‖^{α+2}_{Lα+2x} ≤ C‖f‖^{N +2−(N −2)(α+1)2} L^2_x ‖∇f‖ N α 2 L^2_x .

By the mass conservation, we can get d^2V_R dt^2 (t) ≤4 ( ∫ R^N (|∇u|^2 − |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2})dx ) + CR^{−b}‖∇u‖^{N α2}_{L2x} + CR^{−2}, (4.1) where C depends on ‖u_0‖_L2 and we use the fact 0 < b < 2.

Case I: b ≥^4_N . From inequality (4.1), then one can obtain that d^2 dt^2 V_R(t) ≤4 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 4 ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u|^{α+2}dx + R^{−b}‖∇u‖^2_L2_x + CR^{−b} ≤4(α + 2)E(u(t)) − (2α − R^{−b})‖∇u‖^2_L2_x + CR^{−b} where C depends on ‖u_0‖_L2_x . By Lemma 4.2 we deduce that

d^2 dt^2 V_R(t) ≤2α(1 − δ_0)‖∇W ‖^2_L2_x − (1 + δ)(2α − R^{−b})‖∇W ‖^2_L2_x + CR^{− min{b,2}} ≤ − 2α(δ_0 + δ)‖∇W ‖^2_L2_x + (1 + δ)R^{−b}‖∇W ‖^2_L2_x + CR^{− min{b,2}}.

Choosing R large such that (1 + δ)R^{−b}‖∇W ‖^2_L2_x + CR^{− min{b,2}} ≤ α(δ_0 + δ)‖∇W ‖^2_L2_x , then we have d^2 dt^2 V_R(t) ≤ −α(δ_0 + δ)‖∇W ‖^2_L2_x .

Thus, by integrating, it follows ∫ R^N a(x)|u(t)|^2dx ≤ −Ct^2 + 2tM_a(t) + ∫ R^N a(x)|u(t)|^2dx for C = α(δ_0 + δ)‖∇W ‖^2_{L2x} . The inequality give us that the maximal lifespan is bounded. Therefore we get the desired result.

Case II: 0 < b <^4_N . Suppose I_{max} = R. We will prove u(t) blows-up in infinite time. Fixing T < ∞, let R(t) denote by R(T ) = sup_{[0,T ]}(δ^{−1}‖∇u(t)‖_L2_x )^{N α−42} .

Thus, we have R(T )^{−b}‖∇u(t)‖^{N α2}_{L2x} ≤ δ‖∇u(t)‖^2_L2_x and (using the fact ‖u(t)‖^2_{L2x} ≥ C) R(T )^{−b} ≤ Cδ‖∇u(t)‖^2_L2_x . Together with (4.1), Lemma 4.2 and choosing δ small enough, we can get V^{′′}_R (t) ≲ −δ_0‖∇u(t)‖^2_L2_x . A direct computation shows that

V_R(t) = V_R(0) + V^′_R(0)T + ∫_T 0 ∫_s 0 V^{′′}_R (t)dtds. Using the definition of V_R(t), thus we can get V_R(0) ≲_{‖u0‖L2x} R(T )^2 and |V^′_R(0)| ≲_{‖∇u0 ‖L2x} R(T ). Collecting the above estimates, we have ∫_T 0 ∫_s 0 ‖∇u(t)‖^2_L2_x dtds ≲ R(T )^2 + R(T ) · T. Using the fact ‖∇u(t)‖_L2_x ≥ C and Young’s inequality, thus

T^2 ≲ R(T )^2 +

R(T )^2 2 + T^2 2 . Therefore, we can obtain that R(T ) ≥ CT . Hence sup t∈[0,T ] ‖∇u(t)‖_L2_x ≥ CδT^{2N α−4} .

We complete the proof. □

Data availability statement

No new data were created or analyzed during this study. Data sharing is not applicable to this article.

References

[1] T. Akahori and H. Nawa, Blowup and scattering problems for the nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Kyoto J. Math. 53 (2013), no. 3, 629–672.

[2] A. Arora, B. Dodson, and J. Murphy, Scattering below the ground state for the 2d radial nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 148 (2020), no. 4, 1653–1663.

[3] J. Belmonte-Beitia, V. M. Pérez-Garcia, V. Vekslerchik, and P. J. Torres, Lie Symmetries and Solitons in Nonlinear Systems with Spatially Inhomogeneous Nonlinearities. Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 064102.

[4] L. Campos, Scattering of radial solutions to the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Nonlinear Anal. 202 (2021), 112118, 17 pp.

[5] T. Cazenave, Semilinear Schrödinger equations. Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 10. New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003. xiv+323 pp.

[6] M. Cardoso, L. G. Farah, and C. M. Guzmán, On well-posedness and concentration of blow-up solutions for the intercritical inhomogeneous NLS equation. Preprint arXiv:2004.06706.

[7] M. Cardoso, L. G. Farah, C. M. Guzmán, and J. Murphy, Scattering below the ground state for the intercritical non-radial inhomogeneous NLS.. Preprint arXiv:2007.06165.

[8] T. Cazenave and F. Weissler, The Cauchy problem for the critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation in H^s.

Nonlinear Anal. 14 (1990), no. 10, 807–836.

[9] Y. Cho, S. Hong, and K. Lee, On the global well-posedness of focusing energy-critical inhomogeneous NLS.

Preprint arXiv:1905.10063.

[10] Y. Cho and K. Lee, On the focusing energy-critical inhomogeneous NLS: weighted space approach. Preprint

arXiv:2002.12355

[11] V. D. Dinh, Energy scattering for a class of inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation in two dimensions. Preprint arXiv:1908.02987.

[12] V. D. Dinh, Energy scattering for a class of the defocusing inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation.

J. Evol. Equ. (2019) 19, no. 2, 411–434.

[13] V. D. Dinh, Scattering theory in a weighted L^2 space for a class of the defocusing inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Preprint arXiv:1710.01392.

[14] V. D. Dinh, Non-radial scattering theory for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potential. Preprint

arXiv:2001.01783.

[15] B. Dodson, Global well-posedness and scattering for the focusing, cubic Schrödinger equation in dimension d = 4. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4) 52 (2019), no. 1, 139–180.

[16] B. Dodson, Global well-posedness and scattering for the mass critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation with mass below the mass of the ground state. Adv. Math. 285 (2015), 1589–1618.

[17] B. Dodson and J. Murphy, A new proof of scattering below the ground state for the 3d radial focusing cubic NLS. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 145 (2017), no. 11, 4859–4867.

[18] B. Dodson and J. Murphy, A new proof of scattering below the ground state for the non-radial focusing NLS. Math. Res. Lett. 25 (2018), no. 6, 1805–1825.

[19] T. Duyckaerts, J. Holmer, and S. Roudenko, Scattering for the non-radial 3D cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Math. Res. Lett. 15 (2008), no. 6, 1233–1250.

[20] L. G. Farah, Global well-posedness and blow-up on the energy space for the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation, J. Evol. Equ. 16 (2016), no. 1, 193–208.

[21] D. Foschi, Inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates, J. Hyperbolic Differ. Equ. 2(2005), no.1, 1–24. [22] D. Fang, J. Xie, and T. Cazenave, Scattering for the focusing energy-subcritical nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Sci. China Math. 54 (2011), no. 10, 2037–2062.

[23] L. G. Farah and C. M. Guzmán. Scattering for the radial 3D cubic focusing inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Journal of Differential Equations, 262(8):4175–4231, 2017.

[24] L. G. Farah and C. M. Guzmán. Scattering for the Radial Focusing Inhomogeneous NLS Equation in Higher Dimensions. Bull. Braz. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 51(2):449–512, 2020.

[25] C. M. Guzmán, On well posedness for the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Nonlinear Anal.

Real World Appl. 37(2017), 249-286.

[26] C. M. Guzmán and J. Murphy, Scattering for the non-radial energy-critical inhomogeneous NLS. J. Diffe.

Equa. 295(2021), 187-210.

[27] F. Genoud and C. A. Stuart. Schrödinger equations with a spatially decaying nonlinearity: existence and stability of standing waves. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 21(1):137–186, 2008.

[28] C. D. Guevara, Global behavior of finite energy solutions to the d-dimensional focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Appl. Math. Res. Express. AMRX 2 (2014), 177–243.

[29] J. Holmer and S. Roudenko, A sharp condition for scattering of the radial 3D cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Comm. Math. Phys. 282 (2008), no. 2, 435–467.

[30] Y. Hong, Scattering for a nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a potential. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 15 (2016), no. 5, 1571–1601.

[31] M. Ikeda and T. Inui, Global dynamics below the standing waves for the focusing semilinear Schrödinger equation with a repulsive Dirac delta potential. Anal. PDE 10 (2017), no. 2, 481–512.

[32] T. Kato, An L^{q,r} -theory for nonlinear Schrödinger equations. In Spectral and scattering theory and applications, 23, Adv. Stud. Pure Math., pages 223-238. Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 1994.

[33] C. E. Kenig and F. Merle, Global well-posedness, scattering and blow-up for the energy-critical, focusing, non-linear Schrödinger equation in the radial case. Invent. Math, 166 (2006), no. 3, 645–675.

[34] S. Keraani, On the defect of compactness for the Strichartz estimates for the Schrödinger equations, J. Diff.

Eq. 175 (2001), 353–392.

[35] R. Killip and M. Visan, The focusing energy-critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation in dimensions five and higher. Amer. J. Math. 132 (2010), no. 2, 361–424.

[36] R. Killip and M. Visan, Nonlinear Schrödinger equations at critical regularity. In “Evolution Equations”, 325–437, Clay Math. Proc., 17, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2013.

[37] R. Killip, J. Murphy, M. Visan, and J. Zheng, The focusing cubic NLS with inverse-square potential in three space dimensions. Differential Integral Equations 30 (2017), no. 3-4, 161–206.

[38] R. Killip, C. Miao, M. Visan, J. Zhang, and J. Zheng, The energy-critical NLS with inverse-square potential.

Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 37 (2017), no. 7, 3831–3866.

[39] Y. Lee and I. Seo. The cauchy problem for the energy-critical inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Preprint arXiv:1911.01112.

[40] J. Lu, C. Miao, and J. Murphy, Scattering in H^1 for the intercritical NLS with an inverse-square potential.

J. Differential Equations 264 (2018), no. 5, 3174–3211.

[41] C. Miao, J. Murphy, and J. Zheng, Scattering for the non-radial inhomogeneous NLS. Preprint

arXiv:1912.01318.

[42] P. Dongjin, Global well-posedness and scattering of the defocusing energy-critical inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation with radial data. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 536 (2024), no. 2, 128–202.

[43] T. Tao, Global well-posedness and scattering for the higher-dimensional energy-critical nonlinear Schrödinger equation for radial data. N.Y. J. Math. 11 (2005) 57–80 [electronic only].

[44] C. Xu and T. Zhao. A remark on the scattering theory for the 2d radial focusing INLS. arXiv:1908.00743. [45] E. Yanagida, Uniqueness of positive radial solutions of Δu + g(r)u + h(r)u^p = 0 in R^n, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 115 (1991), 257–274.

[46] M. Visan, Dispersive Equations. In Dispersive equations and nonlinear waves. Generalized Korteweg-de Vries, nonlinear Schrödinger, wave and Schrödinger maps. Oberwolfach Seminars, 45. Birkhäuser/Springer, Basel, 2014. xii+312 pp.

Department of Mathematics, UFF, Brazil Email address: carlos.guz.j@gmail.com

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Qinghai Normal University, Xining, Qinghai 810008, P.R. China Email address: xcbsph@163.com