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We consider the following three-dimensional defocusing cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS)
with partial harmonic potential:
i 0pu + (Aps — xH)u = |ul?u, (NLS)
ulr=0 = uo.
Our main result shows that the solution u scatters for any given initial data 1y with finite mass and energy.
The main new ingredient in our approach is to approximate (NLS) in the large-scale case by a relevant
dispersive continuous resonant (DCR) system. The proof of global well-posedness and scattering of the
new (DCR) system is greatly inspired by the fundamental works of Dodson (2012, 2016) in his study of
scattering for the mass-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation. The analysis of (DCR) system allows us
to utilize the additional regularity of the smooth nonlinear profile so that the celebrated concentration-
compactness/rigidity argument of Kenig and Merle (2006, 2008) applies.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Background and motivation. Consider the Cauchy problem for the following family of nonlinear
Schrédinger equations in R?, d e N, with harmonic oscillators:

i 9pu + Agau — (@2|y* + [x[P)u = plul?~u,
M|t=0=uo,

(1-1)
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where 1 < p < o0, (y,x) € R xR, d =dy +dy, and dy,d» €N, dy > 1. The complex-valued
function u = u(t, y, x): R x R4 — C is the unknown wave function. The parameter w is 0 or 1, with
o = 1 corresponding to the quadratic potential case and w = 0 corresponding to the partial harmonic
oscillator on the left-hand side. The parameter = 1 corresponds to the defocusing case and u = —1 to the
focusing case. Equation (1-1) arises as models for diverse physical phenomena, including Bose—Einstein
condensates in a laboratory trap [Josserand and Pomeau 2001; Pitaevskii and Stringari 2003] and the
envelope dynamics of a general dispersive wave in a weakly nonlinear medium. It can also be derived in
the NLS with constant magnetic potential; see, for example, [Fukuizumi and Ohta 2003]. The associated
conserved mass and energy of (1-1) are given by

M@)(©) = / u(t, y.x)2 dy dx
R91 xR492

and

gdi.d> t=[ 1y t.y.x) 2+ L (w2]y]? 2 t”ZLt”p—Hdd'
wi,p W) (0) Rdldezzl yaxut(t, Y, X)|[" 45 (@ [y |7+ [x[F)|u, y, x)| +p+1|u( y.x)| ydx
It is natural to take the initial data from the following weighted Sobolev space:

up € {f = f(y.x) e L (RY):
IVyx Fllrz ey X1 fllz ey + @l 2 @ay + 1Sz gay < 00}

In view of the Sobolev embedding

2<q =<2+ ifd=>3,
HY'(R?) — L1(R?), 2<g<oo ifd =2,
2<qg <00 ifd =1,

the initial data is of finite energy in the energy-subcritical case

l<p<l+4z% ifd=>3,
l<p<oo ifd =1,2,

and we call the critical case p =1+ ﬁ, d > 3, the energy critical case.

The global well-posedness of (1-1) has been established in the energy-subcritical case by R. Carles
[2002b; 2008] in the defocusing case i = 1, and by J. Zhang [2005] in the focusing case ;. = —1 when
the initial energy is assumed to be less than the energy of the ground state of the related elliptic equation.
The Cauchy problem for (1-1) with quadratic potential (that is, @ = 1) in the energy-critical case was
considered by R. Killip, M. Visan, and X. Zhang [Killip et al. 2009b] in the radial case, and in the general
case later by C. Jao [2016; 2018]. They proved the global well-posedness for the defocusing case and also
for the focusing case when the initial energy (resp. kinetic energy) is less than the energy (resp. kinetic
energy) of the ground state. We would also like to mention the work of C. Hao, L. Hsiao and H. Li [Hao
et al. 2007; 2008], where the authors proved the global well-posedness for (1-1) (when w = 1) with an
additional angular momentum rotational term.
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It is well known that solutions of (1-1) with a quadratic potential (i.e., @ = 1) cannot scatter. However,
intuitively, in the defocusing case, if we turn off the confinement in some instead of all of the directions,
it should suffice for the condensate to evolve asymptotically freely: Indeed, if @ = 0, then the operator
i 9; + A, should yield large time dispersion and one expects a scattering theory for (1-1). When w = 0,
the scattering phenomena for (1-1) in the defocusing case has already been showed by P. Antonelli,
R. Carles and J. D. Silva [Antonelli et al. 2015] (see also [Carles and Gallo 2015]) in the fully weighted
space when w =0, u =1, dy =1,2,3, dp =1and 1 + dil <p<l+ ﬁ. The focusing case of
(1-1) has been investigated by A. H. Ardila and R. Carles [2021] recently when the energy is strictly less
than the static energy of the ground state. In this aspect, one expects the global-in-time well-posedness
result for the defocusing/focusing (when energy is strictly less than the static energy of the ground state)
energy-critical and subcritical cases for (1-1). On the other hand, the potential influences strongly the
asymptotic dynamics of the solution. In (1-1), the x-direction is not expected to have a global-in-time
dispersive estimate in view of Mehler’s formula

; —yl2
ot (Ax—Ix] )f(y,x) ) .
i (lx2+IF] .
= 2mi sin(2t))_72 / ewen (53 C(’5(2")_x'x)]‘()1, %)di forall y e R, x € R%,

R92

from which we can only derive the following periodic-in-time dispersive estimate:
. d
||e”(AX_|x|2)f(y,x)||L§O(Rd2) < |sin(2[)|_72||f(y,x)||L)1c(Rd2) forallt ¢ 27, forall y € R4

Nevertheless, we have the following global-in-time dispersive estimate in the y-direction:

||e”(AX+Ay Il )f(y»x)”L;oL%(Rd) N ||f(y’x)||L}L)2€(Rd),

where we used the dispersive estimate for the semigroup e?2» together with the L2-norm conservation
for the unitary of the operator e’ (Ax—xP), Thus, according to the scattering theory for the nonlinear
Schrodinger equations without potential, see for instance [Staffilani 2013; Tao 2006], one expects a
scattering result in the weighted Sobolev space when w = 0 in the case 1 + dil <p<l+ m, with
d1 + d > 2. Generally, to obtain the scattering in the intercritical case, one relies on the Morawetz
estimate; see for instance [Antonelli et al. 2015]. It is difficult to deal with the scattering on the two
endpoints p = 1 + dil and p =1+ m, which correspond to the usual d;-dimensional mass-
critical and (d;+d)-dimensional energy-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation without potentials
respectively. For the endpoint p = 1 + m, the scattering is a byproduct of the proof of the
global well-posedness, and we need to use induction on the energy method [Colliander et al. 2008]
or the concentration-compactness/rigidity argument [Kenig and Merle 2006; 2008] to prove the global
well-posedness. It seems to us one of the main difficulties is to establish a more delicate global-in-time
Strichartz estimate which should be a lot combination of the local Strichartz estimate of three-dimensional
Schrodinger equations as in [Barron 2021; Hani and Pausader 2014]. We refer to [Killip and Visan 2013]
for more illustration on the proof of the scattering of the nonlinear Schrédinger equations at critical
regularity Sobolev space. For the endpoint p =1 + dil’ global well-posedness is quite easy to get, and
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the main obstacle is to show the scattering. We cannot prove the scattering by the Morawetz estimate
even when the initial data lies in a better regular Sobolev space HJ}, . because the Morawetz estimate only
provides an a priori estimate of the nonendpoint Strichartz norm on the Hy1 / 4L§—level but cannot give an
a priori estimate of the Strichartz norm on the L2-level, which is not enough to yield the scattering in
this case. Therefore, to show the scattering, we still need to use the concentration-compactness/rigidity
argument [Kenig and Merle 2006; Kenig and Merle 2008] and its mass-critical counterpart [Dodson 2012;
2016a; 2016b; Killip et al. 2008; 2009a; Killip and Visan 2013; Tao et al. 2007a; 2008] to show the
finiteness of the L2-level Strichartz norm. In the L2-level Strichartz norm, we need to consider not only
the space and time translations of (1-1) as in the case 1 + dil <p=<1l+ @, but also the partial
Galilean invariance

u(t, y, x) > e BP0y 1y 280, x),

where &g € R4, of (1-1). In addition, by a limitation operation, it is realized that a new mass-critical
nonlinear Schrodinger system can be embedded into (1-1): this new mass-critical nonlinear Schrodinger
system inherits the above invariance and also has the scaling invariance in space-time, and its global
well-posedness and scattering should be proven by the argument from [Dodson 2012; 2016a; 2016b;
Killip et al. 2008; 2009a; Killip and Visan 2013; Tao et al. 2007a; 2008].

In this paper, we will consider the following Cauchy problem for the defocusing cubic NLS on R3:

{iatu+(AR3—X2)u = ulu, (1-2)

Ulr=0 = o,

where u = u(t, y, x): R x R? x R — C is an unknown wave function. The following mass and energy
quantities are conserved by the evolution of (1-2):

M) = / u(z,y. x) 2 dy dx.,
RZxR (ME)

n‘?(u(l))ZfR2 R%IVy,xu(l,y,X)ler%leu(t,y,X)|2+%Iu(t,y,X)l“dde-
X

Motivated by the mass and energy formulations, we take the initial data in the following weighted Sobolev
space:

up € SR = {1 € L2 @) | f 5@ = 1V /12 oy + 1/ 12500 oy < 003
with | £l gy = 1/ gty + 16 T2y (13)

By the Sobolev embedding H!(R3) — L4(R3), 2 < ¢ < 6, the initial data is of finite mass and energy.

Observe that (1-2) is a special case of (1-1), namely, corresponding to dy =2, do =1, o =0, u =1,
p=1+ dil = 3 in (1-1). In this case, the scattering phenomena is not yet clear. As we are in the energy
subcritical case 1 < p =3 < 5, the equation (1-2) is globally well-posed and the scattering of the solutions
follows in the small initial data case ||ug||x < 1, which is a byproduct of the small-data well-posedness
theorem. We will briefly explore these results in Section 3 and outline the ideas of the proofs, as we did
not find them in the literature.



SCATTERING OF THE THREE-DIMENSIONAL CUBIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 3375

1.2. Main results. Our main result in this article is the following scattering result for solutions of the
defocusing cubic NLS (1-2). Recall that ¥ (R?) is defined in (1-3).

Theorem 1.1. For any initial data ug € % (R?), there is a unique global solution u € CX(R, Z(R?)) of
(1-2). Moreover, the solution scatters; namely there exist u+ € X (R3) such that

[l (2) —ei’(AR3_x2)ui||E(R3) —0 ast— too.

In order to treat the general initial data with finite (but not necessarily small) ¥-norm |jug||x < oo, we
turn to the celebrated concentration-compactness/rigidity argument developed by C. E. Kenig and F. Merle
[2006; 2008], where one key ingredient is the linear and nonlinear profile decompositions for solutions with
bounded X~-norm. The proof of Theorem 1.1 shall rely on (a corollary of) Theorem 1.2 given below. More
precisely, we shall use Theorem 1.2 to prove the core result Theorem 4.9 in Section 4.2, which in return
gives Theorem 4.10 in Section 4.3. Theorem 4.10 will be used later in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 5.

As for the nonlinear profile decomposition, we will consider a sequence of solutions exhibiting an
extreme behavior to study the concentration of the data. More precisely, we need to study the behavior of
the nonlinear profile u; when A — oo. The (simplified) nonlinear profile 1, A > 0, is the solution of (1-2)

100y + Ayuy + (Ax —x2)uy = |upl?uy,
up (0, y.x) = 1¢(%. x),

taking the initial data by rescaling the function ¢ only in the y-variable. Set

(1-4)

—it(Ay—x2)

w(t,y.x) =e up(t, y, x),

and we obtain from (1-4) the following evolutionary equation for w:

wa(0,y,x) =

eIt (Ax=x2) (|pit (Ax=x2) ), 2001 (Ax—x2)y ).
P(3-%)-

x), then ¥ satisfies

e -

If we define w) (¢, y, x) = %(%’
{ ({0 4+ Ay)D = emiRP1(Bx=x?) (|pi A1 (Ax=x) 5|20 A1 (Ax—=x) 5y
5(0, y,x) = ¢(y, x).

Denote by IT,, the orthogonal projector on the n-th eigenspace of —A + x? (see Section 2 below for
more details). Applying I1, to the equation for v, we arrive at the following equation for v, = I1,:

{(ia, + Ay)ﬁn — eik2t(2n+1)nn (Zn1,n2,n3€N e—m2(2n1—2n2+2n3+1)z 5’115”25”3)’
f)‘n(07 y’ X) = ¢n(y» X) = Hn(p(y’ X).

Letting A — oo, we can formally get a limiting equation

(0 + Ay)vn(t, ¥, X) = D nynpnzeN p(Un Unyvns) (2, ¥, X),
ni—nz+n3=n (1-5)
vn(O’ yv X) = ¢n(yv X).



3376 XING CHENG, CHANG-YU GUO, ZIHUA GUO, XIAN LIAO AND JIA SHEN

By reversing the above process, we get an approximation solution of u:

- ; 2 1 t
i (t, y, x) = e (Bx=x7) Z(I”” (,\_2 %x)) (t,y,x) e Rx R? x R, (1-6)
neN
where vy, is the solution of (1-5).
In the above deduction, the following equivalent form dispersive continuous resonant (DCR) system
enters naturally:
{iatv—l—Asz:F(v), (DCR)

v(0,y,x) = ¢(y, %),

where the nonlinear term F(v) is defined by

F(v):= Z T, (Vi Uiy Unsy)-

ni,n2,n3,nEN
ni—nz+n3=n

This (DCR) system can be viewed as a dispersive version of the (CR) system derived by E. Faou,
P. Germain, and Z. Hani [Faou et al. 2016] in their study of the weak turbulence of the nonlinear
Schrodinger equations on compact domains; see also [Buckmaster et al. 2019; Colliander et al. 2010;
Germain et al. 2015; 2016; Dartois et al. 2020; Fennell 2019]. This new (DCR) system is very similar to
the resonant nonlinear Schrodinger system arising in [Biasi et al. 2018; Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b; Hani
and Pausader 2014; Hani et al. 2015]. The latter has nice local well-posedness theory, and also scatters
for small data in Li?—l 1

In our second main result, we prove the following large-data global well-posedness and scattering
theorem for (DCR), which might be of independent interest.

Theorem 1.2. For any ¢ € L%?—L}C (R? x R), there exists a unique global solution v of (DCR) in
C?Li?—l;(R x R? x R) satisfying

“v”L‘I’OL%HJCOL‘,‘JH,'V(RXRZXR) =C,

where C = C(||¢]|| L2l ) is a constant. Moreover, the solution scatters; namely there exist vy € L%H;
such that

||U(f) _eitAy Uﬂ:“L%'H}(RzXR) —0 ast— Foo.

Theorem 1.2 shall be proved in the final two sections and it takes a vast bulk of the paper. We prove
it again by the concentration-compactness/rigidity argument from [Kenig and Merle 2006; 2008]. The
system (DCR) is essentially a defocusing mass-critical nonlinear Schrédinger system. In the proof,
we follow the framework for scattering of mass-critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation [Dodson 2012;
2016a; 2016b; Tao et al. 2008] and our argument is also partly inspired by the scattering of the resonant
Schrodinger system derived from the NLS on cylinders [Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b; Hani and Pausader
2014; Hani et al. 2015; Yang and Zhao 2018; Zhao 2019].

We would like to comment briefly on the relation between (DCR) and weak turbulence.
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Remark 1.3 (the (DCR) system and weak turbulence). We can rewrite (1-5) in the Hermite coordinate (see
(2-1) below for the definition of the Hermite functions): taking the solution v, (¢, y, x) = ¢, (¢, y)hn(x)
in (1-5), we get an equivalent but simplified equation

(0 + Ag2)ea(t.y) = > Duy.nyins.nCnyCnyCns, (1-7)

ni,nz>,n3eN
ni—nz>+n3=n

where Dy, 5, .n5,n 1s the number such that Hn(hnlﬁnzhm)(x) = Duy,ny,n3,nhn(x), x € R. It would
be very interesting to understand Dy, n,.ns.n.! Compared with the success of the proof of the weak
turbulence on cylinders given by Z. Hani, B. Pausader, N. Tzvetkov, and N. Visciglia [Hani et al. 2015],
the unclear expression of the nonlinear term of the (DCR) system seems to be one of the main obstacles
to study the weak turbulence of the nonlinear Schrodinger equations with (partial) harmonic potentials;
for more information we refer to [Hani and Thomann 2016]. However, there are some interesting recent
attempts toward this direction in [Gérard et al. 2019; Germain and Thomann 2016].

Remark 1.4 (focusing NLS equations with harmonic potentials). In this paper, we only consider the
scattering of the defocusing NLS with partial harmonic potentials. It is an interesting problem to study
the scattering of the focusing version of (1-2). It seems difficult to find the threshold of the scattering
of the focusing NLS, and if we were able to find it, then most likely the scattering can be proven by
following the argument in [Dodson 2012; 2015; 2016a; 2016b; Killip et al. 2009a; Tao et al. 2007a; 2008].
We refer to [Ardila and Carles 2021; Bellazzini et al. 2017; Cao et al. 2022; Zhang 2020; Stanislavova
and Stefanov 2021] for the study of the instability/stability of soliton which may give some clues on the
threshold of the scattering of the focusing NLS.

1.3. Brief outline of the proofs. The model with partial harmonic potential studied in this paper can be
compared to the NLS on wave-guide R? x T, which was considered previously in [Yang and Zhao 2018;
Cheng et al. 2020a]. One key difference is that in our case, the linear operator has more complicated
spectral theory; for example the eigenfunctions cannot be written explicitly.

The proof of this paper contains two main ingredients. In the first part, we prove that Theorem 1.2
(or more precisely, the consequence Theorem 4.10 of Theorem 1.2) implies Theorem 1.1. The proof of
Theorem 1.1 has a very standard skeleton based on the concentration-compactness/rigidity argument intro-
duced by C. Kenig and F. Merle [2006], and it consists of three main steps: linear profile decomposition,
the existence of an almost periodic solution to the defocusing cubic NLS (1-2), and a rigidity theorem.

First of all, we establish the linear profile decomposition of Schrodinger operator with partial harmonic
potentials; namely the linear solutions can be divided into several orthogonal bubbles modulo some trans-
forms. This can be viewed as a vector-valued version of linear profile decomposition of the Schrodinger
equation in L2, which was first established by F. Merle and L. Vega [1998] in two dimensions, and then
extended to general dimensions; see for instance [Killip and Visan 2013] for more details. The proof of
this part is very similar to the wave-guide case in [Cheng et al. 2020a], and it is essentially related to the

n [Biasi et al. 2019a; 2019b; Evnin 2020], the authors studied a special structure of the constant Dy 5, n3 .1, and proved
that it satisfies a certain identity.



3378 XING CHENG, CHANG-YU GUO, ZIHUA GUO, XIAN LIAO AND JIA SHEN

description of the lack of compactness of the embedding ei1(Ag3—x%) . 5 (R3) — L‘t‘,yH,lC_GO for some
fixed 0 < €9 < %

In the second step, we prove the existence of a critical element by the construction of approximation
solutions. Since the nonlinear flow is not commutable with the transform groups derived in the first step,
in order to construct the approximation solutions, we need to assume that the limiting equations, which
is exactly the (DCR) system, is globally well-posed and scatters, as stated in Theorem 1.2. The idea of
using limiting equations was first considered in [Ibrahim et al. 2011], and was widely used in [Cheng et al.
2020a; 2020b; Hani and Pausader 2014; Ionescu and Pausader 2012; Jao 2016]. Then, much as in [Cheng
et al. 2020a], we use the normal form method to exploit additional decay to approximate the nonlinear
profile. In the wave-guide case [Cheng et al. 2020a], the eigenfunctions, which are the plain waves e'”/,
can be easily computed, and thus the Fourier coefficients are summed naturally. The difficulty in this
step is that we need to sum up the spectral projections of the solution properly. To some extent, the main
innovation of this paper is that we utilize the additional regularity of the smooth nonlinear profile to
update the /! summation of projections to /2.

In the third step, we borrow the idea used in [Cheng et al. 2020a] to prove the nonexistence of a nontrivial
critical element. The key point is the use of the interaction Morawetz estimate developed by J. Colliander,
M. Keel, G. Staffilani, H. Takaoka and T. Tao [Colliander et al. 2004], which is very important in the
remarkable work [Colliander et al. 2008] on scattering for energy-critical NLS in three dimensions, and
was further developed in [Planchon and Vega 2009; Colliander et al. 2009]. Then, we can arrive at the con-
tradiction similar to [Kenig and Merle 2006; 2008] using the compactness property of the critical element.

The second part of this paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is greatly inspired by
the fundamental work of B. Dodson [2012; 2016a; 2016b] in his study of mass critical NLS. We also refer
to [Yang and Zhao 2018], and the principal difference between that work and this paper is that our system
(DCR) involves the spectral projection of Schrodinger operator with harmonic potential. Here, one key
observation is that the (DCR) system is scaling invariant, which indicates that the classical method as
developed in [Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b; Tao et al. 2008] could be potentially applied to our situation.
Indeed, the linear profile decomposition developed for the Schrodinger propagator in Li?—l}c (R% xR) (see
Theorem 4.1) can be directly applied here. The essential difficulty occurring in the proof of Theorem 1.2
lies in precluding the almost periodic solution to the (DCR) system.

There are two cases of the critical element: high-to-low frequency cascade and the quasisoliton
scenarios. We exclude these scenarios based on the rigidity argument of B. Dodson [2012; 2016a; 2016b].
The key tool is to establish a vector-valued version of the two-dimensional long-time Strichartz estimate
in [Dodson 2016b]. The long-time Strichartz estimate is developed by B. Dodson to show the scattering
of the mass-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equations and has been proved as an important technique in
the scattering theory of nonlinear dispersive and wave equation. We refer to [Dodson 2019; Dodson and
Lawrie 2015; Dodson et al. 2017; 2020; Killip and Visan 2012; Visan 2012; Murphy 2014; Rosenzweig
2018] for more applications of this powerful tool. The proof of the long-time Strichartz estimate in our
situation here is rather technical due to the spectral projection and the failure of the two-dimensional
endpoint Strichartz estimate. For the high-to-low frequency cascade scenario, it is more delicate and
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we have to exploit some additional regularity of the critical element through the long-time Strichartz
estimate, and then preclude it using energy conservation law. For the quasisoliton scenario, we mainly
use the long-time Strichartz estimate to control the error terms of low frequency cut-off of the interaction
Morawetz identity. With all these ingredients at hand, the contradiction argument of C. E. Kenig and
F. Merle [2006; 2008] allows us to conclude the proof.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains some basic notation and preliminaries.
In Section 3, we record the local well-posedness, the small-data scattering result and the stability theory
for system (1-2). For the convenience of the readers, we present the proofs in the Appendix. In Section 4,
we will give the linear profile decomposition for data in ¥ (R3) and also analyze the nonlinear profiles;
therefore we reduce the nonscattering in X (R3) to the existence of an almost-periodic solution. In
Section 5, we will show the extinction of such an almost-periodic solution. The scattering of the (DCR)
system shall be proved in Section 6, where the proofs of two auxiliary theorems are left to the final
Section 7.

2. Basic notation and preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some basic notation used in this paper. We will use the notation X <Y
whenever there exists some constant C > 0 so that X < CY. Similarly, we will write X ~Y if X <Y < X.
We use N to denote the set of all nonnegative integers.

Throughout the paper, we will take €o to be some small fixed number in (0, §).

2.1. Fourier transform and Sobolev spaces. For any a € R?, d € N, the Japanese bracket (a) is defined
to be (a) = (1 + |a|?)}/2. We define the Fourier transform f:R? — C of a function f:R¢ — C as

f&)=

—izE
(270% /Rd e f(z)dz.
For each s € R, the fractional differential operator |V£i_geﬁned by |€|-S\f &) =& f (§). We also
define (V)* as an operator between function spaces by (V)* £ (§) = (1 + |£]?)5/2 f (&). In the following
we will use (V)® to emphasize the application of the operator on the x-variable.
We will frequently use the partial Fourier transform Fy, f of a complex-valued function f:R2xR — C
defined as

Ffen == [ oo, ger

where x € R is viewed as a parameter.

We shall also use the Littlewood—Paley projections. Take a cut-off function y € C°°((0, o00)) such
that y(r) = 1if r < 1l and y(r) = 0if r > 2. For N € 2%, let yn(r) = x(N7'r) and ¢n(r) =
AN(r) — xny2(r). We define the Littlewood—Paley dyadic operator P<y f := F “Ln (E]) f &)
and Py f := F Y ¢on(&]) f (§)). We also define the partial Littlewood—Paley projections to be

PZy f(y.x) = F (xw §)(Fy £)(E X)) and Py, f (v, x) := Fy (¢ (ED(Fy 1) (E, X))



3380 XING CHENG, CHANG-YU GUO, ZIHUA GUO, XIAN LIAO AND JIA SHEN

Next, we denote the usual Lebesgue space as L? (R?), and sometimes we write || /||, = || /|| L7 (RA)
for abbreviation. For any s € R, we define the Sobolev space as

WHP(RY) :={f € LR : || f lws.oay = (V) f Lo ey < +00}.
We also define H*(R%) = W52(R%).

2.2. Harmonic oscillator and Hermite-Sobolev spaces. The harmonic oscillator —A, + x2, x € R, has
been studied by many authors, and we refer to the lecture notes of B. Helffer [1988] and also the seminal
work of H. Koch and D. Tataru [2005b] for a few basic facts that we shall record below. The harmonic
oscillator admits a Hilbertian basis of eigenvectors for LZ(R), and, for each n € N, we will denote the
n-th eigenspace by E, and the corresponding eigenvalue by A, = 2n + 1. Each eigenspace Ej, is spanned
by the Hermite functions %,,, where

n

() = ———— (1t L) @-1)

nl237a X

for n € N. We also let IT,, be the orthogonal projector on the n-th eigenspace E, of —A, + x2.
For s € R and p > 1, the Hermite-Sobolev space W*? (R) is defined as

WHP(R) ={u € LE(R) : flullws.r := [{V) ullz + Il - PullLr < oo}

In particular, if p = 2, we denote W;’Z(IR) by #5.(R), and the H1(R)-norm was given in (1-3). By
[Yajima and Zhang 2004], we have

lellyysr ~ (=4 +x2)Zullp + [|ullp-

The Hermite-Sobolev spaces satisfy the usual Sobolev embedding; see for instance [Cazenave 2003].
These spaces also have other stronger Hermite-Sobolev embedding. For instance, we have

LY(R) — H ' (R). (2-2)

By duality, to prove (2-2), we only need to show H!(R) < L*/3(R). This follows from Holder’s
inequality as follows:

— 1
1 zars S 1) Hzall ) fllzz S DA+ X2 fllz < Uf -

The Hermite-Sobolev space L)I,’ 3 with 1 < p < oo and s € R is defined by

1

2
LYHE =1 f €LY LYR*XR) : | f | 1pps oy = (/Rz [RACROL /e dy)

=(/RZH(Z<2n+1>°”|fn(y,x>|2)2

nenN

N =

b4
dy) < oo} ,
L3 (R)
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where f,, = I, f. Similarly, for any time interval / € R and u : I x R?> x R — C, we define the space-time
norms LYWy L7 and LY LIHS of u as
dt) ,

Wl = [ (10000000 gy )
ya 1
q P
Il agcrssmeen = ( [/ [ e av) o)

where 1 < p.q,r <oco,ands € R. When s =0and p = ¢ = r, we shall write L} , , for LYW;"? L.
Similarly, when p = g, we shall write L‘Z yH5 for L? L‘yI 5. We also use the following space-time norm.
For any {un (¢, y, X)}nen, With (¢, y,x) € [ X R2 x R, we set

QR
N =

[

lunllLrparri2axmexmxny = Mnlli2 L7 L9 L (1 xm2xw)-
where 1 < p,q,r < oo.
Lemma 2.1. The Dirac function 8o(x) belongs to H ' (R).

Proof. By definition, we have

8021 =D @n+ 1) eal?, (2-3)
n=0

where ¢, = (80(x), hy(x)) = hn(0). Since

D I D et
dx™ |x n!’
n=0
we have
g 0, n is odd,
—x2 n
[ = —1 2
dx™ |x=0 =D n!, niseven.
(3)!
Thus
0, n is odd,

hn(©) =9 (=" (=13
ngﬂ% (%)‘

n!, niseven.

Together with (2-3), this implies

o0 o0

80C0I2 s < 74 Z S D — O

((%) (2n +1) = 2Mm(4m 4+ 1)

3. Local well-posedness and small-data scattering

In this section, we will review the local well-posedness theorem and the stability theorem for solutions of
(1-2), which shall be crucial in proving the existence of the critical element, and then record another impor-

tant theorem on the scattering norm in Theorem 3.4, which says that a weak space-time norm Lf’ y ,16_60
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is sufficient to prove the scattering result. We shall only state these results in this section and leave the
proofs to the Appendix. In fact, the results in this section can be proved by following the exact arguments
as in [Cheng et al. 2020a, Section 2; 2020b], upon noticing the embedding H1/2+(R) — L®(R).

Different from the Strichartz estimate for the harmonic oscillator, which is a local estimate, we have
a global Strichartz estimate for the partial harmonic oscillator similar to the Schrédinger equation on
waveguides [Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b; Tarulli 2017; Tzvetkov and Visciglia 2012]. Before giving the
Strichartz estimate, we first introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.1 (Strichartz admissible pair). We call a pair (p, ¢) Strichartz admissible if 2 < p < oo,
1,1 _1
2§q<oo,and;+a—§.
We can now state the Strichartz estimate. The proof is almost identical to [Tzvetkov and Visciglia
2012, proof of Proposition 2.1]; we also refer to Proposition 3.1 in [Antonelli et al. 2015], and we omit

the proof here.
Proposition 3.2 (Strichartz estimate for the partial harmonic oscillator). For any Strichartz admissible
pair (p, q), we have
it (A 2
||e”( R3ITY )f(y’x)”Lf’LzL}C(Rx[szR) S ”f”L%X

Meanwhile, for a = 0, 1, it holds

itA
e F DL r Lgg @xrexry S 1S 130e sy

The following nonlinear estimate, which follows from the Holder and Sobolev inequalities, is useful in
showing the local well-posedness result.

Proposition 3.3 (nonlinear estimate). For any 0 < €9 < %, we have

luquzus] 4/37_[1 € ~ ||u1|| H)lc—fo ”uZHL‘,‘,yH)IC_(O ||u3||L?’y7-l;_€0'

Using Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, one can easﬂy prove the following local well-posedness and small-
data scattering in L%’H}c (R? x R) and % (R3). The local solution can be extended to be global by the
conservation of mass and energy; we refer to [Carles 2002b; Tao 2006]. The proof of the local well-
posedness is given in the Appendix; see also [Antonelli et al. 2015; Ardila and Carles 2021; Carles 2002a;
2002b; 2003; 2011; Carles and Gallo 2015] for a comparison.

Theorem 3.4 (LWP and scattering in L%H}C and X).

(1) (well-posedness) Let ug € Li?—[}c. There exists a unique solution u € CPL%H}C (I xR? xR) of (1-2),
where I C R is the maximal lifespan. Furthermore, if ug € X (R3), the solution u can be extended to be
global in C2%, (R x R? x R).

(2) (scattering norm) If the solution u € COEy (R x R3) of (1-2) satisfies ||u||L4 17€0 (RxR2xR) = <M
for some positive constant M. Then u scatters in % (R3); that is, there exist uy € Ey x([R X R) such that

it(Agz—x 2)

lutz, y, x)—e ug(y, )|z, >0 ast— oo, (3-1)

We next give the existence of wave operators, whose proof can be found in the Appendix.
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Theorem 3.5 (existence of the wave operators). Let u_ € X. There exists T— > 0 depending on |[u—| s,
and a solution u € C((—o0, —T_], X) to (1-2) such that

lu(t, y, x) =" ADy_(y, )|y -0 ast — —co. (3-2)

Similarly, let uy € 3. There exists T+ > 0 depending on |u+ | s, and a solution u € C([T4+, 00), X) to
(1-2) such that

it(A—x2)

lu(t,y,x)—e ur(y,x)|lg =0 ast— oo.

We now state the stability theory in L§ H}C (R? x R). The proof is again given in the Appendix. For a
comparison, see [Colliander et al. 2008; Killip and Visan 2013; Koch et al. 2014]; in particular, [Killip and
Visan 2013, Theorem 3.7]. We also contend that the result in the following theorem can extended to X (R3).

Theorem 3.6 (stability theorem). Let [ be a compact interval and let ti be an approximate solution to
(1-2) in the sense that ii satisfies i 3,1 + Agsii — x>
Suppose

it = |ii|?i + e for some function e.

il rzpnnrs oy < M
for some positive constant M.
Let ty € I and let u(ty) obey

lu(t0) =1t (t0) | 291 = M (3-3)
for some M’ > 0. Assume in addition that the smallness condition
. _ _ 2 -
”el(t 10)(Agz—x )(u(lo) — M(l‘o))“thL.yrH)lc + ”e”L?,/SH)lc <e€ (3-4)

holds for some 0 < € < €1, where €, = €1(M, M') > 0 is a small constant. Then, there exists a solution u
to (1-2) on I x R? x R with an initial data u(ty) at time t = tq satisfying
—u < / 5 < ’ /
e —=tllps 51 < C(M, M7e, lu—itllpeop24, = C(M, MM,

/
lllgen3ptny st = €M M),

4. Existence of an almost-periodic solution

In this section, we will show the existence of an almost-periodic solution by the profile decomposition
and the nonlinear approximation.

4.1. Linear profile decomposition. In this subsection, we will establish the linear profile decomposition in
¥ (R3), which depends on the corresponding decomposition in L?(R?). The linear profile decomposition
in L? for the mass-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation has been established by F. Merle and L. Vega
[1998], R. Carles and S. Keraani [2007], and P. Bégout and A. Vargas [2007]. We also refer readers to
[Killip and Visan 2013; Koch et al. 2014] for other versions of the linear profile decomposition.

Theorem 4.1 (linear profile decomposition in L3 Hy (R*xR) and £). Let {uy }x>1 be a bounded sequence
in L%’H}C (R% x R). Then after passing to a subsequence if necessary, there exists J* € {0, 1, ...} U {oo},
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so that for any J < J* we havefunctlons ¢/ € L2’H ([R{2 xR), 1 <j<J, rk € L2’H ([Ri2 x R), and
mutually orthogonal frames {()LJ tk yk gk)},m C Ry x R x R? x R? in the sense that forany j # j/,

J J’ _ 2 22— Y2y
oy T g -+ |y’<.y.’f| +|( ©) k.(.,k) k|—>oo ask - oo (41
MM A A A A

such that, for every 1 < j < J, we have a decomposition
J

| S Y ; —y!
uk(y,x):Z_jelyf]i(elt,gAquﬁj)(y ]:yk’ )+rk (y X)
i=1 A At
In addition,
lim. (|uk||L2H1 Z - ”im) —o, 42)
kie‘itéAy( ~i My +y))- s";’J()ka -|—yk,x)) =0 in LZHI, ask — oo, for j < J, (4-3)
lim sup ||e”(AR3_x )rkJ |, o 1o =0 asJ —J*. (4-4)
k—o0 LiyHa

Furthermore, if {uy }x>1 is a bounded sequence in S (R3), then in the above conclusion, we can further
take )L]JC —1oroo, ask — oo, |EI£ | <Cj, forevery 1< j <J. And we have a slight different decomposition

J J J
; | Y Y. P (Y=Y
— J J - t, A J k J
uk(y,x)—z¢k(y,x)+rk (y,x)._ZFelyEk(ezk [RZPk¢J)( : ,X)-l-rk (v, x),
Jj=1 J=1"k k
where . )
¢/ (y.x) if limg o0 A = 1,

Pl¢7(y,x) =

Pé(,xll(')ed)j (y,x)  if limg 0 Ai =00,

and 0 is some fixed positive sufficiently small number. In addition, we also have a slight different decoupling

J
kli)ngo(é'(uk)— gs(@g)—g(r,{)) =0, (4-5)
hm (M(uk) ZM(¢k) M(rg )) =0, (4-6)
j=1

where £ and M are given in (ME). Other conclusions (4-1)—(4-4) hold as before.

To prove the above theorem, we need to establish the inverse Strichartz estimate in Proposition 4.6
below. We first recall the following refined Strichartz estimate which is essentially established in [Cheng
et al. 2020a; 2020b].

Proposition 4.2 (refined Strichartz estimate [Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b]). Forany f € L%’H;_EO/ 2 we
have

3 1
itA,» 4 —2 0 itA 2 4
16952 £l ey SIS0 e 300 1Q17 1742 fo 12 )
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where
D= [ J{[2k1. 2/ (ky + 1) x [2 k2. 27 (ka + 1)) : (k1. ko) € 7%}
jez
is the collection of all dyadic cubes, and fg is defined by Fy,(fo) = xo Fy f-

To prove the inverse Strichartz estimate, we shall need the following two facts:

Proposition 4.3 (local smoothing estimate [Constantin and Saut 1988; Vega 1988]). For any given € > 0,
we have

L jtA 2 1—¢
[ L 0% 1 0P 6) 1 dy drdt SR,y

Furthermore, if € > 1, then we have

1
L @R P i) dy drdr S L1 oy
Lemma 4.4. For each f € HL(R) and any R > 0, we have

If e xi=R) < R_%(Ilf(X)IIL)zc + IIXf(X)Il,izC IIf/(X)IIé_)-

Proof. For any f € H1(R), we have

X X
xf2(x) = f (2f2(2)) dz = / F2(2) 422/ (2) f(2) dz.
0 0
Then by Holder’s inequality, we get for any R > 0,
520 L qrizr < 1125 + 16/ G2 1) 2

Therefore,
_1 1 1
1/ Lgeaxizr) S RS Nz + Ix/ L2 1/ O £2)- 0
We also have the following estimate.

Lemma 4.5. By interpolation, the Holder inequality, (2-2), and Proposition 3.2, we have

tA itA itA itA -9
le’ yf||L4 1 S [léf yf||L4 HE le’ yf||L4 Hl < llef yfll XIIfIILg,j)lC- (4-7)
We can now prove the inverse Strichartz estimate.
Proposition 4.6 (inverse Strichartz estimate). For { fi }x>1 C L% HL(R? x R) satisfying

lim =A and lim |e'2r2 =, 4-8
k%ollfkllL;H;c k%oll Siell (4-8)

1—e¢
Ly

there exist ¢ € Li?—t}c and Ak, tr, &, yik) € Ry x R x R? x R?, so that passing to a further subsequence
if necessary, we have

e S CRYTIO (A2 fi) (Mg y + i, X) = $(y,x) in LHy, ask — oo,
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48

. €0
i (1l — e = 92,00 = 1912, 2 AZ( A) , (4-9)
8 8 =
limsup e 452 (fe = )4, o <€A T (1-ca? ()7, (4-10)
k—o00 z yHx 0 A
where ¢ and B are small positive constants, and
() = e B (IR gy (L0 ),
M A
Moreover, if { fi jk>1 is bounded in Y (R3), and also
. _ : itA _
Jim | fielp=A - and - lm JlenTe fiell 4 g 1-c0 =€, (4-11)
then we can take A > 1, |&x| S 1and ¢ € L%H}C(Rz x R) such that
Ape 1 eyt (1182 £y Mgy + Y. x) = ¢(v.x) in L2HL, ask — oo, (4-12)
and
48
. €0
Jim (1= 1= gulh) = Jim 1% 2 42( ) @13

Proof. Case 1: { fx }x>1 is bounded in Li?—[}c By Proposition 4.2, (4-7) and (4-8), there exists { O }x>1 S

D so that
s -8 _ . —3 0 itA,
€0A €0 Zliminf|Qp| 22| "r (fk)Qk“Lll/Z.
k—o00 ty.x

(4-14)

Let A be the inverse of the side length and &; be the center of the cube Q. By Holder’s inequality and

(4-8), we have

3 . 3 2 q1_2 3 . 3
liminf | Qg |72 [l a2 (fi) g, Il 1172 < liminf AT (€50 A'720) 11 262 (fi) o, [l 1he
k—o00 t.y.x k—o00 ty

Together with (4-14), this implies

24 1_24

lim inf A le” 252 (fi) i llLoe  (@xmexm) S €0A .

t.y.x

Then by Lemma 4.4 and Bernstein’s inequality, we have

hrn 1nfkk e An2 (f)ox oo

foy.x RXRZ2x{|x[>R})

<R 1;€n;gka(||(fk>gk||%@+|||x|(fk)gk(x>|| < 2 IR0l o)
1. . 1
S RS timinf A 10k F 1 fell ez, + 10k 1Al o 10 fily o )

~ R (| iz, + el e 100kl foeys ) =0 a5 R— o0,
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Therefore, we can take R large enough such that

. iA | 24 q_2s
liminf Ag [le"" 2% (fi) o, lLse, (x|=r) S 3€0A° <.
k 00 1.y.x =

As a consequence, there exists (fx, i, Xx) € R x R? x R with |x| < R, so that

24

. 24 _
liminf Ag | (2% (i) 0, ) (k. Xi)| Z €0 A 0. (4-15)
k—o0

Since |xx| < R, we may assume, up to a subsequence, x; — x* as k — oo, with [x*| < 1.
By the weak compactness of L§ H1, we have

Ake—l.sk(kky‘}’yk)(el.tkARz fk)(A’ky + yk’x) N ¢(y’x) in LiH)lC’ as k — 00.
By the very basic fact in Hilbert space H that

ge—g inH = |gly —llgx—glE — llgll.
we have

) 2 2 - 2
kliﬁolo(ka“L;H;c — |l fx —¢k||L§H;C) = ”¢”L§H}C'

We now turn to the remaining part (4-9). Define & so that Fy A is the characteristic function of the cube
[—%, %]2 By Lemma 2.1, (x, y) = h(y)do(x) € L%’H;l([Riz x R). From (4-15), we obtain

|(h(y)80()€), ¢(y,X +X*)>y,x|

- klim K(go(x)’/ h(y)Age S GuyTy) (el haz i) (A y + yg, x + xg) dy>
—>00 RZ

X
24

. 24 _
= lim Ax|(™ 2% (fi) o) ks Xp)| Z €04 <0, (4-16)
k—o0

from which it follows o

* A%
Iy x + 3|2 Z €0 4! 5.

At the same time, since
lp (v D)l 250 Z NS x + X2 g1 + MIxI@.x + 392 = lIx" e x + x5l 2

= ¢ (rox + 225 — I NISGDl3
we get

* * <
16+ )2 < 1612250 + DN L2, < 1612250

Therefore ||@|| L2l > €24/€0 g1724/€0 and (4-9) follows. We turn to (4-10), by Proposition 4.3 and the
Rellich—-Kondrachov theorem, we have

!t (e~ BRI I B2 i) ey + e x - xi0)) = B2 P(y.x)  as k — oo,
for almost every (¢, y, x) € R x R? x R. By the refined Fatou’s lemma [Lieb and Loss 1997], we obtain

o2 £ |14 L leitBe2( £, — 4 o leftAr2 g, |14 .. >0 ask — oo.
” fk”L?yH)lc €0 || (fk d)k)”L?yH)lc €0 || ¢k||L?yH}( €0
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Thus, by the invariance of Galilean transform, we have

lim su eitARz _ 4 = limsu eitARz 4 o eitAle 4 B
2 2
= (0 ATy e ”Awn -
ty

We now take c(¢) € C°°, which has compact support on [—1, 1], such that

—€0°

le()e™ )l 43 = 1.
t.y
Then by (4-16), we have

1— 24
>6€0A €0,

/R (C(OR(B0(x). (7. x + 3™}y x

On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.1,

'/R(C(t)h(y)%(X), P(y.x +x7))yx dt

- /R (€8 (DR (7)S0(x)). €AY (. x + 5%}y

< itA itA
S e (c@h()ipasslle y¢(y,x)||L?,yH;—eo

< el Ay , X 1—€g -
€2 900l g 1o

Therefore, by the above two estimates and (4-17), we get (4-10).

Case 2: { fx }k>1 is bounded in Y (R3?). In this case, we have

lim sup ||P>nyk||L2H1—eo < (R)™°° lim sup | fkllz@®s) =0 as R— oo.
k—o00 - yiex k—o00

For R € 27 large enough depending on A and e, by (4-11), Sobolev embedding, and the Strichartz estimate,
P g Ji satisfies

lim |82 P2 ficll g pyrmeo = Jim /™82 fell s o 1oco = Jim e 852 PYg fil 4 1o
k—o00 Hx k—o0 x

L
. itA >
zkli)m e 2w fk”L;‘,y C hm | P2 Rfk”Lz —€0

So we can replace f; by P2 ~ g Jx in the above case, and for R = R(A, €) > 0 large enough, we may take
{OQk}k>1 SDand | Q| < R? such that A > R~ and |&x| < R. As in the proof of Case 1, we still have
(4-12) and also (4-9), (4-10). Furthermore, if lim sup; _, ., Ax < 00, then

Ape S Gy i) (o1t Bg2 fiy Ay 4 yi, x) = (1, X)

holds for some ¢ € ¥ (R? x R). To show (4-13), we just need to consider the case when A; — oo because
the situation when lim supy_, o, A < oo is as in Case 1. We note

48

€0

li = lim [P > 42
Jim (6613 = tim 172,012, = 4%( A)

Then the decoupling of the X-norm comes from P_ 20~ Id in L%H}C and (4-12). O
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. The conclusion follows by applying Proposition 4.6 repeatedly until the asymptoti-
cally linear evolution of the remainder is trivial in L;" yH)lC_éo. The decoupling (4-5) and (4-6) follow
from (4-13) and the orthogonality (4-1). O

Remark 4.7. For a linear profile decomposition for the Schrodinger propagator of the Schrodinger
operator —A + |x|2 in L2, we refer to the work of C. Jao, R. Killip, and M. Visan [Jao et al. 2019] and
C. Jao [2020]; we believe that some part of their argument can be applied in our equation. We also refer
to the linear profile decomposition proved by A. Ardila and R. Carles [2021].

4.2. Approximation of the nonlinear profile: the case of concentrated initial data. In this section, we
will show that the nonlinear profile u given in (1-4)

i 0puy + Agsuy —x2uy = |uy|uy,
{uk(o,y,x) = 10(%.%),
can be approximated by i, given in (1-6)
. _it(Ap—x2) 1 ty 2
), y,x)=e %(xvn(k—zzx)), (t,y,x) e RxR* xR,

when A is sufficiently large. Here v, is the solution of the (DCR) system (1-5)

ni—n2+n3=n

Un(O,y’x) = ¢n(y’x) = Hn¢(y’x)

The following corollary can be proven from Theorem 1.2 by following the argument in [Colliander et al.
2008; Killip and Visan 2013]. In particular, we refer to [Colliander et al. 2004, Lemma 3.12].

{ (0 +Ay)va(t, . X) =D ny,no,nseN Hyu(Vn UnaVns)(t, ¥, X),

Corollary 4.8 (corollary of Theorem 1.2: preservation of higher regularity). Suppose ¢ € L%’H}C (R% xR)
and v is the global solution of (DCR) given as in Theorem 1.2. For any s1 > 0 and s, > 1, if we assume
further v|;—o € Hy'H* (R? x R), then the solution v € C? Hy' Hy? (R x R? x R) and satisfies

v ”L?OHySl 32 mthtwysl ’4Hf62([RxR2xR) =C(¢ ”H;l HQZ(szR))-

Relying on Corollary 4.8, we can now prove the following general result on approximation of the
nonlinear profile in the large-scale case. We will prove it with the help of Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 4.9. Forany ¢ € L1}, 0<0 < 1, (Ak. tx., yi. €k) € Ry xRxR2 xR, |&| < 1 and Ay — o0
when k — oo. There exists a global solution uy € C?L%’H)lc of

10:ug + Ayug + Ayug — x2ug = |ug|ug.
(0, 3, %) = A e (A P_j o) (Y1),

for k large enough, satisfying

<
(77 ||LZOOL§H}CmL;{yH}((RxR2xR) ~lell 251 1
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Furthermore, assume that €4 = €4(||®|| 2%l ) is a sufficiently small positive constant and € HJ}OH}CO
such that

o= ¥llp241 < ea.

Then there exists a solution v € C to H)%H}C (R x R? x R) of (DCR), with

v(0,y,x) =¥ (y,x) iftx =0,
li . y.x)—eltAy =0 ifty — +o0,
Jim oy, x) — el 200 if t — Fo0

such that for k large enough we have

”uk”L‘,’OL%H}CHL‘,‘JH}C(RXRZXR) <1
with
”Mk(t) - wkk ([)||L?OL%H)ICHL?’J,H}C(RXR2XR) e 0 as k — 0Q,
where
Wi, (1 y. x) = e OB iy Ei ) 1 it (A=) ( g LTk _jSk(t_tk)’x)‘
k k

Proof of Theorem 4.9. By translation invariance, we may take y; = 0. By Galilean transformation and
|&x | is bounded, we may take & = 0. Then

_ 1 lt(A —x2) .
wy, (£, y,x + 1, , X .
/lk( Vs ) (Az k /\k )
When # = 0, we will show w), is an approximate solution to (1-2). After a simple computation, we see

ey, ‘= (ids + Ay + Ay _xz)w/lk - |w/lk|2w/1k

: - t
_ _kl:3 Z e it@n+1) Z e—21t(n1—n2+n3—n)(nn (Unll_)nzvm))(_’ L’x). 4-17)

272
neN ni,np,n3eN /\k k
ni—nz+n3#n

We will show this error term is small in the dual Strichartz space. Divide the right-hand side of (4-17)
into three terms:

er (2. y.x)
:_)%3 Ze—it(2n+1) Z e 2it(mi—nztn3— n)Py2 10(H (1),,11),121),,3)()L2 ) ,X))
neN ni,no,n3€N k
3 S R G N P )
neN ni,nz,n3eN

ni—n2+n3=n

_ i _ _ ry
_)“k3 Ze it(2n+1) Z o~ 2it(ni—na+n3— n)pz2 m(l‘[,,(vnlvnsz)(g,ﬁ,x))

neN ni,nz,n3€N
ni—nx+n3#n

| 2 3
=: ekk +exk +exk.
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We first consider eik and shall use Bernstein’s inequality, Leibniz’s rule, Plancherel’s identity and Holder’s
inequality to estimate as follows:

1
”ekk (t’ Y, X)HL?/J?H}(

_ _ia2 —2iA2¢(n— _ _
S A’kl Ze z)th(Zn-H) Z e ZZlkt(nl np+ns n)nn(vyvnl Uy 'Un3)(l,y,X) . 4.
nenN ni,nz>,n3eN Lt,y Hx
—1| iA2t(Ax—x2) (i A2t (Ax—x2 i A2t (Ax—x2), iA2t(Ax—x2)
~Ate KH(Ax—x )(e’ K Ax=xD) gy . @i At (Aa—x2) ol At (A v)(t’y’x)”Lj‘,/fH}C
<71 2 .
S A ||Vyv||L;1.yH)1€||v||L?’y%1( —0 ask — oo, (4-18)

where - -- are the missing two terms with V), acting on vy, and v;.
We now turn to the estimate of eik. Using Bernstein’s inequality and Leibniz’s rule as above, we have

2 < -1 —iAZt(2n+1) =
||€Ak ”L?/;”H)lc SAL Ze K Z Hn(Vyvn, - UnyUn3)(1, y, X) L4 +
neN ni,nz,n3eN ty Hx
ni—n2+n3=n sl
-1 1 _ 2
~ A7 (Z (M2 > Ta(Vyvn, - UnyVns) (. Y. X) ) e, T @19
neN ni,nz,n3eN Lt,y Lx

ni—n2+n3=n
where - - are the missing two terms with V,, acting on vy, and vy;.
We observe the following elementary inequality: forn =n; —ny +ns3

(m)2 < ()7 ()2 < ()7 (1) (02)2 (n2)2,
Using the fact {(n)™'},en € 12, the Minkowski inequality and boundedness of IT,, we have
1 _
(n)2 Z 0, (Vyvny - Onyvns) (8, Y, X)

ni,n2,n3€eN
ni—n2+n3z=n

4/3
L{PL31;

S (O (n1)%(n2)(13)?| T (VyVn, - UnyUns) (2, X))
LJL317
ni,n2,n3eN t.y Lxtin
ni—n2+n3=n
<

D (n1)(n2)*(13)2 [ (Vy v, - Buyvns) (2.3, 0| 2

ni,no2,n3€eN

By Holder’s inequality and the embedding ! (R) € L*°(R), we find

473"
LY

[(Vyvny - Unyvns) (@ ¥ X L2y S NIV vny (2, 9, ) 2 @y 10m2 (8 ¥ ) 31 gy Tons (2, Y, 0) g1 )

Similar arguments can be applied to the other two terms on the right-hand side of (4-19). All together
this leads to the estimate
2 -1 2 2 2 -
”e/lk ”L;‘,/y%'l)lc . Ak H (n1)“(n2)=(ns) ”(vy UnyVny Un3)([»y,x)”L)26 |‘Lf,/y3léllézlfl3

-1 2 2 2 Y .,
FA ) 020 03) 1y Ty vms om0 2 | a7y

—1 2 2 2 =
2 102 12)2 (1) 2y By Yy V)3 ) 2 gy o



3392 XING CHENG, CHANG-YU GUO, ZIHUA GUO, XIAN LIAO AND JIA SHEN
-1 3 3 3
S0 02 13) 19y v, (072 0m (09) ler 1oms (92 [ 7372 42
-1 2
<Ak ||Vyv||L;‘.yH§||U||L;t.yH;
-1
She CUY N a1ye)CAYlIL297) =0 ask— oo, (4-20)
Now, we only need to deal with eik. We will use the normal form transform to exploit additional decay
of A, since it possesses time nonresonance property. Integrating by parts and direct computation imply

t
/0 el(t—r)(Ay-‘rAx—xz)eik (1) de

t ~
:—A;3 Z / ezt(Ay—zn—l)e_eryPi’z,m (Hn(vnlﬁnzvm)()%,%,x)) dt
0 = r Mk

ni,nz,n3,neN
ni—na+n3#n

. .= ~ t
_ _1-3 } : t(Ay—2n—1) —itA . —1pYy - y
= _A'k el ( v n )e 4 y(—l Ay) PSZ_IO Hn (vnl vnzvn:;)(_Az , A’ ,x)
ny,n2,n3,neN r Mk
ni—nx+n3#n

_ i _on— X N— _ y
+)“k3 Z pit(Ay—2n 1)(_1Ay) 1Pi’z101‘[,1(vn]1),,21),13)(0,)L—,x)
ni,nz,n3,neN - k

ni—na+n3#n

_ L i(Ay—2n—1) —itRy, % _ T
+Ak3 Z /Oezt(Ay 2n-1),, ery(_sz) 18t(P§2_10Hn(vn,vnzvn3)(k—2,%,x))dt
k

ni,n2,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3#n

-3 it(Ay+Ax—x2) X \—1 = Y
:/\k Z el (Ay+Ax—x )(—lAy) sz_mnn(vnlvnsz)(o,)L—,X)
n15n25n35n€N k

ni—nz+n3#n

. . ~ t y
=3 —2it(n1— —it, -1 _
_Ak Z e (i =natna)= (=i Ay) P;z—lonn(vnlvnzvm)(,\_z’A_’x)
ni,n2,n3,neN r Mk
ny—na+nz#n

t -

-3 it(Ay—2n—1 —itA, % -1 - Ty

—|—)Lk E elt(Ay—2n )/ e 't Y(—iAy) 8rP22—1onn(Un1vnzvn3)(/\_2,A_JC) dr,
ni,nz,n3,neN 0 © Mk
ni—nx+n3#n

where the operator A, is defined to be
Ay :=2(n1—nz2+n3—n)+A,.

This is a perturbation of the Laplacian operator and we suppress the parameters n1, 1y, n3, n. The inverse
operator (—A y)_1 is defined by the Fourier transform

i(Fy f)(E x)

(n1 —nz+n3—n)—I§%

This operator is invertible when ny —n, +n3 —n # 0 and |£] < 271%. We will use this expression in the

Fy((=i D)~ ) x) = 5

remaining of the proof.
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Define

3,1 -3 t(Ay+Ax— y ‘A 1 — Y

e ‘)Lk Z pit(Ay+Ax—x )P<2 1()((—sz) (H,,(vnlvnzvm)(o,k—,x))) A
ni,n,n3,neN k Lt,ny
ni—na2+n3#n

32 -3 —2it(ni—na>+n3)—it_; x \=1( py = Ly

e)}k _‘/\k Z e it(ni—n2+n3)—i (—lAy) (PSZ_IOH,,(vnlvnva)(A—z,A—,x . L’
ni,n2,n3,neN k 7k Ly yHx
ni—nz+n3#n

and

o33 it(Ay—2n—1)

€k ”\k Z e

ni,npy,n3,neN /
ni—nx+n3#n —itA 1 _ T Yy
./0 TAy (i A ) (8 P<2 l01'[,,(1),111),121),,3)(g,ﬁ,x dr

Then, we have

First, we consider the term ei’kl. By the boundedness of the operator PZ,—10(—i A y) " whenni—ny+nz #n
and Minkowski’s inequality, we may estimate as follows:

L} )

/ it—1)(Ay+Ax— x) 3 (1, v, x)dr
0

3,1 3,2 3,3
~enn +ekk —I—ekk. 4-21)

4 41
Ly Hx

3,1 1 - LXN— _ y
st X e oG8 () (01| ]
ni,nz,n3eN k Ly 1Ly x
ny—nz+n3#n
- 1 - y
5)\,{3 (n)2 Z n((vnlvnzvn3)(0,r,x))
ni,n2,n3eN k L3 NLR0:
ni—nay+n3#n
_ 1 _
Sy P LU D (TR [(US) 7Y

ni,n2,n3€N

— 1 _ _ _
SAZ D M2 (@ny Onavns) 0,3, 0) 2 2 SA7 D 11y B ona) (0,3, L2501

ni,nz,n3eN ni,na,n3eN

A2 1o 03 Lot 10ms 0.5, )| 301 [0n5 0.y, )| g0

ni,nz2,n3eN

SAZZC(HU(O,y,x)HHy]H;f—>0 as k — oo. (4-22)

Next, we consider the term ei 2 As in the estimate of > Ak by the boundedness of the operator

P2y—10(—i Ay) ! when ny —ns + n3 # n, Minkowski’s inequality, the fractional Leibniz rule, Sobolev’s
inequality and Holder’s inequality, we have

<I’l>% Z e—2it(n|—n2+n3)—it(_iAy)—1

3,2 -3
<
e S Ak

ni,nz2,n3eN — t y
ni—na+n3#n 'Pzz—lonn((vnlvnzvns)( 5> ’x))
= Ar Ak

L} L33
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-3 1 - t y
Skk (n)2 Z ||Hn((vn1vn2vn3)(k_2’k_’x)) ”L‘y‘ P,
ni,na,n3€eN k k Lthln
ni—nx+n3#n
3 3
-3 — -3 3
< Ak 2 Z ||vn1Un2vn3 ||HJ}/2H)IC . < Ak > H ”U(t’ y’x)||W3/4’47'L5r ”L;1
ni,n2,n3eN Li ’
_3 _3
<A, 2@, y, )| <A, 2C(||v(0, y, x ; 350 ask — oco. 4-23
SN0 DN 2y raing S 4 CUDO, 3.0 otz ) (4-23)

Finally, we are left to consider the term ei’;. Applying the Strichartz estimate, we obtain

A,:3 Z it (By=2n—1)

t ~
ni,n2,n3,n€N —itA X \—1 y — T )y
ni—rfg-{fnﬁén /0 e't y(_lAy) (arPSZ—lonn(vnlUnzvn3)(/\_2,E,x)) dr
k

L} yHx
=] (G NN S ID DI

ni,na,n3,neN
ni—nx+n3#n

t ~
_\/0 P;’Z_]O(e—ltAy(_iAy)—l

_ Ty Ty Ty
'atnn(kk3vn1(E?EaX)UHQ(EsE,X)Ung)(g,ﬁ,x)))df

We observe, after some computation, that

(4-24)
LiL3HY

t -
(0 +Ay+Ay—x?) Y B2 /0 ey (—iAy) TP,

ni,na2,n3,neN

ni—na+nz#n X r y B r
0 [ A3 vm, (=50 = ==, — 2 x))d
(3820 (5 3o (2o (5 o))

— Z e—2it(n1—n2+n3)—it(_l-Ay)—lPy

<2—10
ni,nz,n3,neN

ni—nz+n3#n _3 r oy r y t oy
1 2 3 -atnn(kk l)nl (E,E,x)vnz(g,E,x)vn3(g,ﬁ,x))-

Therefore, by the above observation, Plancherel’s theorem and Leibniz’s rule, we have

—it(n— ) —its % a— - ry
(4-24) 5 ‘(Z( Yo TRttt ) 1P§2108,nn(xk3vm(k—2,ﬁ,x)
neN ™ ni,n2,n3eN k
ni—na+n3#n _ 2 1
*Un 57 X |Un s X
AR AT AR Ak LIL3L
_ t
(2% Jam (e (5
neN /\k k

ni,n2,n3€eN

L%.X)2 <n>)i

ni—nz+n3#n Z—y t y
Ul = — X |vns | . —. x
A2 AT) TP A A

L
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-2 _ -2 A
= Ak Z ”atvm *UnyUns ”L;L%’H}C + Ak Z ”vl’ll : atvn2vn3 ”L%L%’H}C
ni,n2,n3eN ni,n2,n3eN

) -
—I—/\k Z l[vn, 'Unzatvn3||L}L§H}c‘
niy,n2,n3€N

3395

(4-25)

We shall only show how to estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (4-25), as the other two terms

can be estimated similarly. By Holder’s inequality, and the fact that v satisfies (DCR), we have

Y 19evm, Dy vmsllL 120
nyi,nz,n3eN

2
Sl g 10Nz Lo

Z Hm (Un417n51)n6)

n4,ns,ne,n1 €N
n4g—ns+ne=nj

2 2
Sz pepallAyvllLzrens + 1173 653

Applying Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding, we have

Z [y, (Vi UnsVng)

n4,ns,ne6,n1 €N
n4g—ns+ne=n|

L3LSHS

LILSH3

3 _
5 <n1>2 Z Hnl(vn4vnsvn6)
n4,ns,ncEN L:;LSL)ZCII%l
n4—ns+ne=ni
< > (n) N na)3 (1) (n6)> | Ty (Vna Dns Vn)|
n4,ns,neg€N L?LSL)%I%l
n4—ns+ne=ni
3 3 3 =
S|22 e (ns) 06) NongOnsvngllz |
nq4,ns5,n6EN L7L3
SI DD (1) (1) (16)* 1vns g1 10ns 301 1vng 00 S0, 18,0 < CUV I 42/3,,0)°
~ 40Hx S0 Hy 6 1 H 6 L7Ly°H; — Hy ' "Hy7 2
ng,ns,ne€N

=y

where in the last inequality we use the fact that by Corollary 4.8, we have
Il e < CAVIL250)-
1Ayvllzes < CUAY I 250)-
Combining all these estimates together, we finally obtain
32 SA(CUW 222" CUIAY Yl 1253)
+ U N2 CUY  2r2,)%) = 0 as k — oo,

To apply Theorem 3.6, we see

. B e -
kgngollka(oiy,x) Up (0,3, ) 290 = 16 =¥ llp241 < e€a,

(4-26)
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1 t oy
w = |V =, —,X = ||V 5
| Ak”L?OLJ%H}C(RXRzXR) H A (’\i A ) L0123 I ||L?°L§H}C

1 r oy
Wp, g4 41 2 =77 73y X = VllLs ol
” k ”Lt!ny(Rx[R xR) H )kk (/\% Ak ) L?’yH}C ” ||Lt,ny

These together with the estimates (4-18), (4-20), (4-21), (4-22), (4-23), (4-26) and Theorem 1.2 yields
Theorem 4.9 when 7, = 0.
If t;, — 00 as k — oo, then v is the solution of (DCR) with

Iim |jv(z, y,x —eitAy =0.
Jim v, y,x) Vliz21
By the argument in the case 7; = 0, we can also obtain Theorem 4.9 in this case. O

4.3. Existence of an almost-periodic solution. Define

ALY = sup [l 4 <o gy

where the supremum is taken over all global solutions u € C2(R, = (R?)) of (1-2) with
Eu(t)) + M(u(r)) < L.
The proof of Theorem 3.4 implies A(L) < oo for sufficiently small L. Let
Lmax =sup{L >0: A(L) < oo}. 4-27)

If Lax < 00, then following the arguments in [Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b], one can show the existence
of an almost periodic solution with the help of Theorems 4.1 and 4.9. The proof is rather standard, we
refer to [Cheng et al. 2020a; Cheng et al. 2020b; Killip and Visan 2013; Kenig and Merle 2006; 2008;
Tao et al. 2008] and omit the proof here.

Theorem 4.10 (existence of an almost-periodic solution). Assume that Ly < 0o. Then there exists a
solutionu, € C tO (R, Z(R3)) of the defocusing cubic NLS with partial harmonic potential (1-2) satisfying

Ee) + M(ue) = Linax  and ”“C”L“ ” 00. (4-28)
t.y

1=€0mxR2xR)
Furthermore, u. is almost periodic in the sense that for any n > 0 there is a Lipschitz function t — y(t)

and a sufficiently large positive number C(n) such that

/ e )||uc(t,y,x)||$_ll dy <n forallt €R. (4-29)
y+y(@)=Cn *

5. Rigidity theorem

In this section, we will exclude the almost-periodic solution in Theorem 4.10 by the interaction Morawetz
estimate with an appropriately chosen weight function. Once the almost-periodic solution is excluded, we
can finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Proposition 5.1 (nonexistence of the almost-periodic solution). The almost-periodic solution u. as in
Theorem 4.10 does not exist.

Proof. For each rg > 0, we define the interaction Morawetz action

My (1) = / / Sreltey D) Vytte(t, y.2)) - Vo (1 — FD e ¢, 5. )2 dy dx df 5,
R2xR JR2xR

where J = Im denotes the imaginary part of a complex number and v¥,,: R — R is a radial function
defined as in [Colliander et al. 2009; Planchon and Vega 2009], with

M) = [ stog( 3 o) 0

where .

wro(s) = {5_3

0 ifs<rg.

if s > ro,

It is straightforward to verify that ., is convex and |V, | is uniformly bounded (independent of rp), with

_AZWro(”) = 2’,_ﬂ80(r) — Wry (7).
0

Using the above properties of the weight function ¥,,, one can show (see [Colliander et al. 2009,
Section 3.3]) for all 7o > 0

To 1 2
/ . T ey 012 ) Py S e ez [9telppor S1. D)
By (4-29) and the conservation of mass, we have

2
u
[ cllL'%!X 5/
2 ly+y(@)<C (1)

where m. := M(u.) > 0 by (4-28).
Therefore, for each Ty > 0, by (5-2), Sobolev’s inequality, and (5-1), we deduce

m2T0 To 2
< [2(f lictt, v, 0l d)
~To \JIy+y(0)|<C (2 *

100

me To 2 \4 2
se(i) [y (fumeeriyto) ) u

To
me 1 2 2 me
scl=< Vo 2 (Jue(t, y, dydt sC =< ).
< (IOO)[_TO/WM 12 (et . )12 dy (100)

Letting 7o — oo, we obtain a contradiction, and this concludes the proof. O

e (r. y. 117> dv. (5-2)

Finally, we can now prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 3.4, to prove the scattering of solutions to (1-2), it suffices to show

the finiteness of the Lf’ y ,16_60 -norm of the solution of (1-2).
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To this end, let Ly,x be given as in (4-27). Then, equivalently, we need show that L,,x = 00. Suppose
for a contradiction that Ly,x < co. Then Theorem 4.10 would yield an almost-periodic solution of (1-2),
which is impossible in view of Proposition 5.1. O

6. Scattering of equation (DCR)

We will now prove Theorem 1.2, that is, the global well-posedness and scattering of the (DCR) system

{iatv—i—Asz:F(v),
v(0,y,x) = (y,x),
where

F):= Y Hp(Iy,vIT,,v,;v)

ni,na,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

and IT,, is the orthogonal projector on the n-th eigenspace E, of —A, + x2.

We will mainly follow the approach to the global well-posedness and scattering of the two-dimensional
mass-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation as in [Dodson 2016b]. The main ingredient is to establish an
infinite-dimensional vector-valued version of the two-dimensional long-time Strichartz estimate, which
helps us to preclude certain almost periodic solutions.

The (DCR) system is Hamiltonian with an energy functional

1 2 1 _ _
E(v) = ) ZA2xR|Vyvn| dy dx+Z Z [I‘%sz Un UnyUnsUny dy dx,

neN n,ni,n2,n3,n4€N
ny—n2+n3—nas=n

under the symplectic structure on L%,x (R? x R) given by (f. g) :=3 Jrexg S (. x)g(y, x)dy dx. It
also conserves the following mass M and kinetic energy &p:

M) = f lo(t. v, ) dy dx,
R2xR

— _ 2\ 2 _ 2 — 2
Eo(v) = /R , |CAx 220y )P dy de = ZN(zn +DIonl7s oy = 10172001 @2 xry
ne
We shall divide this section into three subsections. In Section 6.1, we establish the local well-posedness
theory for (DCR) and reduce the scattering to the exclusion of almost periodic solutions. In Section 6.2,
we derive the long-time Strichartz estimate and in Section 6.3, we exclude the almost periodic solution.

6.1. Local well-posedness and reduction to the almost periodic solution. In this subsection, we will
present the well-posedness theory of the (DCR). Then following ideas similar to those in [Tao et al. 2008;
Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b; Yang and Zhao 2018], we shall prove that there is an almost periodic solution
of (DCR) if the system is not global well-posed and if the solution does not scatter in L%’H}c That is, we
reduce the global well-posedness and scattering of (DCR) to the exclusion of this almost periodic solution.

6.1.1. Local well-posedness theory and the existence of an almost periodic solution. The local well-
posedness theory of the (DCR) system follows from a more or less standard argument: the Strichartz
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estimate in Proposition 3.2 and the nonlinear estimate in Lemma 6.2. The proof of the nonlinear estimate
relies on the following Strichartz estimate for the harmonic oscillator.

Lemma 6.1 (Strichartz estimate for the harmonic oscillator [Carles 2002b; Keel and Tao 1998]). For
1

2<gq,r < oo with % + % =3, we have the estimate
it(Ax—x2) )
[ f||L;1w;§"([—T1,T1]xR) S g @y
holds for any Ty > 0 and s > 0.
We can now give the nonlinear estimate.

Lemma 6.2. For functions Fy, F,, F3 defined on R? x R, we have

> Tu(My, FiTl,, Foll,, F3)

ni,na,n3,neN
nij—n2+n3=n

< -
L4/3]2 ~”Fl”L}‘L%”FZ”L;‘L)%”F?)”L;‘L%’ (6-1)
v X

and consequently, for any 8 > 0,

> Tu(My, FiTL,, Falle, Fs)

ni,n2,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

S min [[FeollpapellFe@ g 2 1Fellg 2. (6-2)

Ly}

where 03 is a permutation of the set {1, 2, 3}.

Proof. Let Fy € L*L2, by Holder’s inequality and Lemma 6.1, we have
ytx

< > Hn(HmFlnnzennSFz),Fo>

ni,nz,n3,nEN
ni—nz+n3=n

4
_1 Z / p2it(i—nz+nz—n) Iy, F11l,, Fo I, F311, Fody dx df
0

T 2
ni,na,n3,nEN REXR

T
_ %/ /2 ezt(—Ax—i-xz)Fl(y’x)eit(—Ax—i-xz)Fz(y,x)
0 JR2xR .ei‘(_A-¥+x2)F3(y, x)eit(—Ax+x2)F0(y, x)dy dx dz

Fe(_ 2 Fe(_ 2
< /RZ ||‘3”( Axtx )Fo(y,X)||L<;0L)2€([o,n]xug)||elt( Axtx )Fl(y7x)||L%L§([0,7[]xR)

e A By (0, 0| 18 o,y € AT Fa (00 9 18 o,y 4
< fR | Fo(r- Dz lle ™+ F1 (50l 1 go ey 1€ T Far 0l 1673 15 0 ey
et CAHI By, 1673 18 ((0,71xm) 4
< /R2 [Fo(y. )2 1F1(y. )l 2 1 F2(y. ) 2 1 F3 (v, x) [l 2 dy-
Therefore,

> Ty, Fi1L,, P2, Fs)

ni,nz,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

which is (6-1). One can similarly prove (6-2) using the fractional Leibniz rule. O

<
~ “Fl”LﬁL%||F2||L§L§”F3“L§L}C’

Ly L3
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Lemma 6.2 provides the following estimate for the nonlinearity F(v).

Lemma 6.3. For each solution v of (DCR), we have
3 —
||F(v)||L;1!/y3H% < ”U”L‘}JH‘;’ where a =0, 1.
Thus by Proposition 3.2, the solution v of (DCR) satisfies the Strichartz estimate
3
||U||L§’Lg7-[%(1xR2XR) N ||UO||L§H§5(R2><R) + ”v”L‘}.yH%(IxRZxR) fora =01, (6-3)
where I C R, and (p, q) is a Strichartz admissible pair.

As a consequence of Lemma 6.3 and (6-2), we obtain the following well-posedness theory. Since the
proof is well known (see for instance [Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b; Tao 2006; Killip and Visan 2013]), we
omit it.

Theorem 6.4 (well-posedness and scattering of (DCR)).

(1) (local well-posedness) Assume || vo|| 12n1 <00 The (DCR) admits a unique solution
ve (CPLIHLNLE H)((-T. T) x R* x R)

for some T > 0.

(2) (small-data scattering) There is a sufficient small constant § > 0, such that when ||vo|| 2nl = s,
(DCR) admits a unique global solution v with v(0) = vo, which scatters in LiH; in the sense that there
exist vE € Li?—[}c (R? x R) such that

[lv(z) —eimyviHL%?_[}C -0 ast — too.

(3) (scattering norm) Suppose v is a maximal lifespan solution on I with ||v||; 4 L2(IxR2xR) < ©0- Then
. X 2 1 t,y=x
v globally exists and scatters in L3 Hy.

We also have the stability theorem by Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3. The argument is similar to the proof of
Theorem 3.6, and we also refer to [Colliander et al. 2008; Killip and Visan 2013].

Theorem 6.5 (stability). Let [ €{0, 1}, I be a compact interval and v € (CPL2HLNL? HL)(I xR?xR)
be an approximate solution of (DCR) with the error term e =i0;0 + A, v — F(V). Then, for any € > 0,
there is § > 0 such that if

el 47354 (1 xpaxiy T+ 1500) = vol 2501 < 6.
then (DCR) admits a solution v € (L?oLg’H}C N L?,ych)(l x R2 x R) with v(to) = vo and

[0 —v ”L?JHQDL;’OLf,H}C(IszxR) <E€.

To prove (DCR) is globally well-posed and scatters for large data, by Theorem 6.4, we need to prove

v ”L‘t‘,yLJZC([R{x[szR) < 00,
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where v is a solution to (DCR) with initial data vo € L3 (R* x R). For the solution v of (DCR) with
maximal lifespan interval /, let

S(m) = SUP{HU”L;*JL%(IXWX[R) : ||v(0)“L§H}C(R2><R) =mj,
and
mo = sup{m : S(m) < oo for all m <m} > 0.

If we have mo = oo, then the global well-posedness and scattering in L%”H}C of (DCR) hold. Following
the argument in [Tao et al. 2008; Killip and Visan 2013], and using Theorems 6.5 and 4.1 during the
proof, we have:

Theorem 6.6 (existence of an almost periodic solution to (DCR)). Assume mg < oo. Then there
exists an nonzero almost periodic solution v € C?L%H}C N L‘t"y L2(I x R? x R) to (DCR) with I the
maximal lifespan interval such that M(v) = my. In addition, for any n > 0, there exists C(n) > 0 and

(y(1),£(t), N(t)) € R? x R? x Ry such that

[ eyl | I E D2 & <y foralli 1. (64)
ly=y @)= FF x [E=§@I=C ()N () x

N
Furthermore, we can take [0,00) C I, and N(0) = 1, £(0) = y(0) =0, with
N(@) <1, [N'(t)|+I|E@)|<N@)? forallt €[0,00).

As in [Dodson 2012; 2016a; 2016b; Killip and Visan 2013; Rosenzweig 2018], we see the almost
periodic solution in Theorem 6.6 has the following property:

Theorem 6.7. (1) If J C I is an interval which is partitioned into small intervals Jy, in the sense that
||v||L;‘,yL)26(JkXR2XR) =1, then we have

N(Jg) ~ / N(t)3dt ~ inf N(t) and Z N(Jg) ~ / N(t)3 dt, (6-5)
Jk teJy Joy J
k=
where N(Ji) = sup,c s, N(7).
(2) For any interval J C [0, 00), we have
/; N@)*dr < ||v||2?)yL%(JszxR) <1 —I—/J N(t)? dr. (6-6)

Proof of Theorems 6.6 and 6.7. With Theorems 4.1 and 6.5 at hand, one can follow the arguments in
[Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b; Dodson 2012; 2016a; 2016b; Rosenzweig 2018; Tao et al. 2008; Killip and
Visan 2013]. O

6.1.2. Some functional spaces and bilinear Strichartz estimates. As in [Dodson 2016b], due to the failure
of the endpoint Strichartz estimate in two dimensions, we need to utilize the function spaces U f and Vf
introduced originally in the seminal work [Koch and Tataru 2005a]; see also [Hadac et al. 2009; Koch
and Tataru 2007; Koch et al. 2014] for more detailed study on these spaces. The structure of our (DCR)
system motivates us to introduce the Banach spaces U K (L2) and VAp (L2) as follows.
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Definition 6.8 (U f (Lfc) space). For 1 < p < oo, let U f (L)zc) be an atomic space, where an atom v? is
defined to be

N N
V(63 X) = ) AL (3, x), with Y lop ()7, =1
k=0 k=0 >

In the expansion of v¥, N may be finite or infinite, 7o = —oo, and ty 41 = oo if N is finite. We impose a
norm on || - ”Ug’(L,%) as

||v||U£(L)2() = inf% Z ley| v = chv”, where vY are UK(L)ZC) atoms} )
v v
For a time interval I C R, we define

ez, = Ivlzllyr ez
Let DUX (L2) be the space

DUXR(L2) = {(id; + Ay)v:v e UL (L)},

endowed with the norm

t .
119 + Ay)v(z, y,x)||DU£(L%) = H/o Pl T=9)Ay (ids + Ay)v(s, y,x)ds

UR(L3)
For each time interval / € R, we can similarly define the restriction space DU f (L2,1).
Definition 6.9 (Vf (L2) space). For 1 < p < oo, Vf (L2) is defined to be the space of right continuous

functions v € L‘t’oLi . such that

A A
”v”VP(LZ = ||v||LOOL2 +{ S;lp/'z ”e ltk+l yv(tk+1) —e€ i yv(lk)” < Q.
Uk sk k

When the time is restricted to / € R, We can similarly define the function space Vf (Lfc, I). Then we have
(DUZ(L2)* = VI (L2). (6-7)

The following basic properties are straightforward to verify. For the proofs, see [Hadac et al. 2009;
Koch et al. 2014].

Remark 6.10 (basic properties of Ug(LJZC) and Vp(Lx)) Forany l < p<g<ooanda <b <c, we

have
UR(LY) S V(LY SUL(LY), (6-8)
Ilugaz ey = Wlozaz ey @4 100G 002 10 S 10T 202 10 TING 22 ey €9
lWlgpwz) < Ivle=ollpz  +I1G3:+Ay)vlpyr2). (6-10)

Moreover,

L” Ly 'L2C DUZ(L?), and UZ(L2 DCSLYLILY,  where (p.r) is Strichartz admissible. (6-11)



SCATTERING OF THE THREE-DIMENSIONAL CUBIC NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 3403

Following the argument in [Dodson 2016b], we also have:
Lemma 6.11. Suppose I = U;-n=1 I/, where I/ = laj,bjl,aj1=0b;. If f € L}Lix(l x R2 x R), then,
forallty e,

m 1

t ) m 5
P t—DAy f(t,y,x)dt < / e—l‘L’Ayf(.[) dr + ( ||f||2 A ) ’
/fo UZ(L3.D) ,; ” L3.x ,; PUatz17)
where
”f”DUg(L%,IJ') = sup / ' f(r,y, x)w(z, y,x)drdy dx.
lwll 17 JR2xR

Vo)< 1
By the bilinear Strichartz estimate in [Bourgain 1998], Minkowski’s inequality, Holder’s inequality,

and interpolation, we have the following two propositions. The proofs are similar to the bilinear Strichartz
estimates in [Dodson 2016a; 2016b].

Proposition 6.12 (bilinear Strichartz estimate, 1). Ler (p, q) satisfy 1 < p,q < oo, %—i—% = 1. For
M < N, assume supp Fyuog C{§ : || ~ N} and supp Fyvo C {§ : |§| ~ M }. Then we have

M\7»
Lrrg@sey <\ 3y | wollzz llvollzz - (6-12)

[lle" ol 2 [l A voll .2

Furthermore, suppose that g(t, y— ) and h(t, y—3) are convolution kernels with respect to the y-variable
and

Jsup et )1 1 ey + Isup Ve, )1 g ey < 1.

Then we also have

=

; ; M
A A
I 5y € ualiz Vs €00l | gy = (7 ) Mol ool

Similar to the argument in the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [Dodson 2016b], we can transfer the estimate
(6-12) to the U g space. Therefore, we have:

Proposition 6.13 (bilinear Strichartz estimate, I1). Let (p, q) satisfy 1 < p,q < oo, % + - =1. For
M < N, assume supp Fyu C{§ : || ~ N} and supp Fyv C{§ : |§| ~ M }. Then we have

1

M\»r
M2 ol llr pg < (ﬁ) lellyrez v lores).

1
q

6.2. Long time Strichartz estimate. From now on, we shall take our following setting as standard
assumptions. Fix
O<ez ey <Ker <1 and €3 <e’. (6-13)

By Theorem 6.6, we can take

IN'(0)] + E'()] <2720 2N (1 (6-14)
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and

o6, 3012, dv+ [

|(Fy) (€. 0117, d <€3. (6-15)
EEO1z220 N e

/|y—y(r)|2220e;”4/1v<t>
If [0, T'] is an interval with

T
||v||2?.y L2 (0T xR = 2k0 and /0 N(t)>dt = e320  for some ko > 0, (6-16)

then we can partition [0, T] = Uy:_ol J %, where J% are intervals that satisfy
| VO + @100l o) 8 =260 (6-17)

We can define the interval G,i now.

Definition 6.14. For any nonnegative integer j < kg, and nonnegative integer k < 2K0=/_ we can define
. (k+1)27 -1
6= |J J= (6-18)
a=k2/
For j > ko, we simply define G/ = [0, T']. We let é(G,i) = é(l,ﬁ), where t,g is the left endpoint of G,i.
On the time interval G li defined above, we have:
Lemma 6.15. (1) Let J; be the small intervals contained in Glg. By (6-5) and (6-17), the following
estimate holds:

(k+1)2/ -1

> / N@)>dt <2/ es. (6-19)
JO[

a=k2/

S NUD S fG N@dr g

J]EG,{

(2) By (6-14) and Definition 6.14, we have, for eacht € Gj,

I£(1) —£(G))| =27 Pes¢,

Nl—=

(6-20)
Thus, foranyt € G, andi > j,
2 < E—g(n)] 2T C g2 TR < E—E(G)) =2 C{E 2 < E—E (0] <273 (6:21)
and also
o lE—E@| 2T g E—E(GDI 2T g -] <23, (6-22)

Lemma 6.16. For the almost periodic solution v(t) to (DCR), and assume ||v ”L;‘ L2(Uxr2xr) = L on
Ly X
J C R, then we have

< y <
||v||Ui(L§,J) <1 and ||P>2_4€3—1/4N(J)U”Ui(L)zc’j) €2,

where N(J) = sup,cy N(¢).
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Proof. Let J = [to, t1], by (6-10), (6-8), (6-7), and (6-11), we have

10z @2,y < 022, + 10135 12 oy < 1
By (6-15), we have

y y
1P s 20es1ann P leeend coxaexmy S NP2, oo —ira g Vg s coxmexm = €2

Therefore, by the Strichartz estimate, we have

y
” P>2—4e3_]/4N(J)v | Ui(L)ch)

< y
” >2 20 —1/4N(J)v(t0)||L§QX(JXIRZXIR) + ||P>2—4e;]/4N(J)F(v)||L?/2L$/5L)ZC(JXR2XR)
2
< €2 + || 2 —20 —1/4N(J)v||LtOOL%.x ”v”L?L?}L)ZC(JXR2XR)
3 2
Sete(lvtolier: (rxrexr) T IIUIIL?yL;C(JX@zXR)) < €. O

We also have the following fact as a consequence of the above lemma.

Remark 6.17. If N(J) < 275¢}/%, we have

Yy
I g(G&),zf—25-~-52i+zF(”)||L?/2L§/5L2(wazxw)

<
1Py a0t VI coxaexm V1L 6 12 oy =

where the operator Py Giy2i—2 <zt is given in Definition 6.18 below. Thus, for 0 <7 < 11, and

N (Gé) <23 e;/ 2 by the fact that G’ is a union of at most 2!! small intervals, we have

y
” PE(G&),Z"—2§...521'+2F(U) ”L?/ZLJG/SL)%(G(I;,XRZXR) <e

We can now define the long-time Strichartz estimate norm as in [Dodson 2012; 2016a; 2016b]; see
also [Cheng et al. 2020a; 2020b].

Definition 6.18 (long-time Strichartz estimate norm). For any G,f c[0,T], let

i—j
|v||X(G) 227 D P ) 22 02,61 +Z|| oGy 22 2 oI5 426
o<i<j Gl EGJ

where
P%-y(t),zi—zﬁ...fzi-iﬁv =eVEOp 232—25...52i+2(e_ly'g(t)v)-
We define the X ko norm to be
lvli% sup  sup o]}
X, ([0, ) ~ 0<j<ko G/ c[0,T] X(G})
For any nonnegative integer k. < ko, we take
0% oy = S s ol (6-23)

0<j=k« G{cl0,T]
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To close our bootstrap argument in the proof of the long-time Strichartz estimate, we also need to
introduce the following norm to measure X, norm of v at scales much higher than N(z).

Definition 6.19. Let

2 _ Z i—j Z pYy 2 '
”””Y(G,ﬁ) — _ | s(Gm,zi—zf---ssz””Ui(L%,Ga)
0<i<j GlngGli
N(GL)<2i=5¢l/2 Z pPY> . l? -
(Ga)=2e3 + | £(G]),2i2<-<2i+2 ”Ui(L%,G,i)
i>j,i>0
N(G])<2i—5¢}/?

We can define the norm ||v ”71( .7]) similar to (6-23) in Definition 6.18.

For i < j, and the solution v on the time interval Gl , we can define the Littlewood—Paley projector
around £(¢) of v as

v = VEOPY (EEOy) Yy EO Py (mirEDy)

y
Pé(t),Zi £(1),>27

Then, as a consequence of (6-7), (6-8), (6-11), the Littlewood—Paley theorem and Proposition 3.2, we
have the following estimates which reveal the relationship between the Strichartz norm L7 LgLi of the

Littlewood—Paley projector around £(¢) of v and the long-time Strichartz norm of v. We still refer to
[Dodson 2016a; 2016b] for the argument, without presenting the proof here.

Lemma 6.20. Fori < j, we have

Yy
1P,

0.2 VlLr L2l 27 g iy (6-24)

y . < .
”Ps(t),zzf”||L;’L3L§(G,{xu@2xu@) ~ ”v”X(G,{)’

(6-25)
where (p, q) is Strichartz admissible pair.
Our aim is to prove the long-time Strichartz estimate.

Theorem 6.21 (long-time Strichartz estimate). For the almost periodic solution v in Theorem 6.6, which
satisfies (6-13), (6-14) and (6-15), there exists a positive constant C = C(v) such that, for any nonnegative
integer ko, v and N(t) satisfy (6-16), we have

il %, o, = €

To prove Theorem 6.21, it suffices to show, for any 0 < j < k¢ and Gii c[o0,T],
i—j y 2 _ y 2 _
22 Z ”Pg:(Gé)’zi—zS...Ezi-&-Zv “Ui(L)z(,G{X) + Z ”PE(G;),zi—zg-'-sz""‘zv”Ui(L)ZC,G,i) = C.
0si<j  GicGi izj

To reach the above estimate, we will perform an induction argument on 0 < k, < k¢ and then a bootstrap
argument in Sections 6.2.1 and 6.2.2, respectively.
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6.2.1. Basic inductive estimates. First we show the basic estimates to start up our induction.

Lemma 6.22 (basic inductive estimate).
3
Il g, qo.rpy =€ and vllg, o) = C€s - (6-26)

For 0 <k <ko, we have

2|v||% and (6-27)

v ”Xk oy =% 0. Iz, e (0T = ”””Yk*qo )’

Proof. By Lemma 6.16, we have
||v||U§(L2 Joy S 1 forany J% in the decomposition of G]{ in (6-18). (6-28)

Therefore, by Strichartz estimate, (6-10), (6-11), (6-8), we have, for ¢, € J¢,

1

2
y 2 :
(Z ”PE(Ja),Zi—zs...52i+2v“Ui(L%,Ja)) Sl  + ||v“L?L$L3c(~’“XR2XR)
i>0
- - 3 <
S vtz  +10lg2 g2 5oy S 1

Thus, ||v||)~(-0([03T]) <C.
At the same time, by (6-15), the conservation of mass, and (6-28), we infer that

1

2
( ZO 1Pf ey pim2 <22 12, ,a))
i>
N(J¥)<ey/?21=5

< || E(Ja) >8¢ —1/2N(Ja) (Ol)“LZ + “ E(Ja) >8¢ _l/zN(JC‘) ( )”L L2 (JaXIszR)

1P, sac 2w e 13 e TP (t),z4e3_1/2N(t) (v)”L‘L%.x(J“szxR)

3
< || pY <3
N||PE([)> 1/2N(l‘) ||LooL2 (J“szxR)(” ||LooL2 (J‘XXRZXR)+||U||U2(L2 ]0‘)) 6 .

Thus, by Definition 6.19, we have ||v||Y (10,77 = Ce§/4.
By Definition 6.14, we see G/ *' = GJ, UG, , |, with GJ, NG}, , | = @. Then for 0 <i < ;. if
Gl C G]Jrl we have G, C ij or G, C Gék+1 Thus

i—(j+1) Y
Z 2 Z ”PS(G&),zi—Zs---sz"“v”Ui(L%:Gé)

0<i<j+1 GLcGit!
-1 i—j y 2
=2 )2 ( 2 1P 61y pi2 <z Uz 2,60
0<i<j G(’;,CG{,(
c 2
+ Z g(G')zt 2<.. <2I+2v”U§(L%,Gé))
G CG2k+1
2
ey, ,0l17, iy HIP N ol i)
S(G )2] <-<2/+ UA(L sz) S(G k+l)21 <-<2/+ UA(L G2k+l)

<1 _
<300y )+ gy ) (629
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At the same time, by (6-21) and (6-9), we see

STPY e +1
E(G]{+1)’21725...521+2 U2 (L2 Gj )

i>j+1
y

< . .

2;1 s(G’*‘)zl 2<2i2 ”U2<L2 Gl " ||Ps(G,ﬁ+‘),zi—2s~~szf+2 ”UZ(L2 G’k+1>)

i>j
2

< -

Z i:(GJ 21’—35...521'4—% ||UA(L2 Gék) + ” S(G 21’_35."521'_;’_; ||UA(L2 ng-‘rl)) (6 30)

i>j+1

Therefore, by (6-29) and (6-30), and Definition 6.18, we get

<2|vll%

v ”Xk +1([0,7T]) — X, ([0,T])

By a similar argument, we can deduce

|
v ”Yk*-i- ([o, T]) =2l ”Yk*([O i

6.2.2. The bootstrap estimate. In the following, we will establish the bootstrap estimate, which is
necessary for the proof of Theorem 6.21. For 0 < j < kg and G; C [0, T]. By Duhamel’s formula, we
have, for 0 <i < j,

y . y i
”Pg(g&),zi—zf...sziﬁ-zv”Ui(L)zC,G"x) = ”Pg(Gi) 2i—2<. <2i+zv(t0t)||L§!x

+ f iC=Aypry o Fu(r)de (6-31)
té.{ £(GL),2i2<..<2i+2 Ug(L)ZC,G(’;,)
Here we take té to satisfy
y .
1PeGiy 22 <zt iz = nf ” tGiy 222V O3

We now consider the first term on the right-hand side of (6-31). By (6-17) and Lemma 6.15, we have
o _—
Z 21 ’ Z ” E(Gl) 2i— 2< <21+2v(t‘;)||L32,

< 2—f 7% /G SO + eV a2 o) Do 1P8 2i32cgivs?®l7z dr <L
k

0<i<j

Fori > j, we can just take t,g to be the left endpoint of G,{. Then we have

y 2. < 2. <
2P G sV OIS IWEDIE ST
1zJ
Thus
i—J y )2 y N2
D 2T PGy VDT D IP  ia iaVEDIT S 1 (632)
0<i<j  GicG/ i) T

We next consider the second term on the right-hand side of (6-31). Observe that there are at most two
small intervals, called for instance J; and J,, which intersect G,ﬁ but are not contained in G,ﬁ. Then by
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Lemma 6.16 and (6-11), we have

i—j 2
Z 2 Z ”F(v)”L}Lg,x((GQn(JlUJZ))xWxR)

s 22 IFE@IL1 L2 (rum)xrexmy
o<i<j

+[lvll

< lvll® 6
~ ”v”L?L?,L%(J]XRZXR) L?LgL%(JZXRZXR) ~

Then by (6-9), (6-11), (6-33), (6-14), (6-19) and Definition 6.14, we obtain

t 2
i—J i(t—1)Ay py )
DS /,i ¢ Peciai-2gnanF @AY (12,61
0<i<j G(l;ng'li o ALX,U
N(GlL)=2i—5¢/?
< i—j y 2 )
~ Z 2 2 A Z 1761y 22zt F Olpu2 (2,640
O<i<j GLCGY JINGl#2
N(GlL)=2/=5¢}/?
< i—Jj 2 A
~ Z '2 Z ' Z ”F(”)”L}Li,x((G&nJ,)xWxR)
O<i<j GLCGY JiNG{#2

N(GlL)=21—5¢}/?

st X2 X OB e S1H L X 2750

o<i<j JlgGli Jlng ) 05i1</£,
Npza-el? 2<% NG

On the interval G; with N(G]) > 2=%¢}/? by (6-14) and (6-17), we have

[ N@)?dr < 1.
Gy
Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality, (6-3), (6-19), (6-6), and (6-35), we have

>oooe? F(v)|? S F)|?

L £(G}).21 2 <2 +2 L}L} (G{ xR2xR) LIL3 (G]xR2xR)
iz
N(G])=21—5€)/? < ||v”2?L$L§(G;ij2xR) <L
Thus, by (6-31), (6-32), (6-34), and (6-36), we infer

2

t
it—7)Ay p¥
/ pit—t yPg(G,{),zi—Zsoszi“F(v(r))dr

j
Tk

2 <
gy sit Y]

iz
N(G{)<2'—%¢;/?

IDIESED M
0<i<j G(lng]{
N(Gi)<2i—5¢}/?

U2 (L},G})

2

t
it—17)A y
/,& ¢ ' Ps(Gg),zi—zﬁ...sziJrzF(U(T)) dr

< 1.

U2 (L%,Gh)

3409

(6-33)

(6-34)

(6-35)

(6-36)

(6-37)
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We can further get

Egysit ¥

RES
N(G})=<2i—10¢}/?

2.2 )
0<i<j GégG}é,
N(Gl)<2'~10¢;/?

2

l(t 7)Ay
/t{ Ps<Gf>2l 2y O U (L3.G})

2
. (6-38)
UZ(L%,Gh

it—10)A y
/;& ¢ yPg(gl ), 2[—25...52i+2F(U(T)) dr

because the contribution of those terms for i satisfying 2i_1°e;/ 2 <N(t) <27 e;/ 2 in the right-hand
side of (6-37) is small by similar argument as in the proof of (6-37).

By a similar argument as above for (6-38), we also refer to [Dodson 2016b] for more explanation.
Then, we have

3 2

2
gy SE+ 2
e
N(G])<2i—10¢}/?

t
l(t 7)A
/;] yPE(Gj)Z’ —2<. <21+2F(v(r))df

UZ(L}.G])

¢ 2
i—j it—7t)Ay, py )
* Z ‘2 Z ) ‘/lz ¢ yPE(GQ),zi—ZS...Szi-rzF(v(f)) dt V2 1260 (6-39)
OSZ<J G(ngG,ﬁ o A x>YUa
N(G&)§2i_10€;/2
Remark 6.23. By Lemma 6.22, Remark 6.17, and (6-11), we have
(t—0) 2
el t=DAy pY F(v(r))dt
izzj /’ff §GP2 22 UZ(L3.G))
0=<i<l11
N(G,ﬁ)ﬁZi_SE;/z o A 2
i—) i(t—t
+ 3 2 % ‘/t PGy s FOONE| S
o A(anGDl)

0<i<ll1 j J
==t aicoy,
N(GlL)<2i—5¢/?

So we can further reduce the summation over i on the right-hand side of (6-38) and (6-39) toi > 11.
Therefore, we have reduced to the proof of the following estimate.

Theorem 6.24 (reduced estimate).

t
it—1)A
Z /t ’ PE(GJ) 2i—2<..<2i+2 F(v (T)) dr

i>]j k
+

O=i<j GL<G]

&<

N(Gi)<2i—10€1/2

2

U2(L3,G))
2

it—1)A y
/t&e "B iy ni-r < it F (D)) T

UZ(L3%,Gl)

+e3|vl} +vl% (1 +v% (6-40)

3
el W%, g0, P17, o1 7, (0.7 ¥;(10.70) ¥, (0.71)"
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Once this theorem is proved, we can close the proof of Theorem 6.21 by a bootstrap argument. In the
proof given below, we shall assume Theorem 6.24 holds, while leaving its proof to Section 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 6.21. Suppose

3
<Ce; < e,

<Cp and ||v||Y _qo.tp =

Iol%, o) =

and from (6-27), we have

<2Cy and <2e¢5.

Ilv ||Xk*+1([o ) = ”””Yk (0.1 =

Then, by (6-38), (6-39), and (6-40), we can further get
2 5 3
I0lg, . qory < CU+e (2C0)s + €5 +ea(l+2Co)®),

3 2 5 3
g, . qorp =< Cles +€5 (2C0)% +e5 +ex(1+2C0)°).

If we choose Co = 2°C, and €, small enough, then we may deduce

W%, . qo0.r) = <C; and Wi, . o =€ -

Theorem 6.21 now follows from this and (6-26) by performing an induction on k.. O

6.2.3. The low-frequency localized interaction Morawetz estimate. As an application of the long-time
Strichartz estimate, we can obtain the low-frequency localized interaction Morawetz estimate of the
(DCR). The Morawetz estimate is a very important tool to prove the scattering of the nonlinear dispersive
equations for the radial case [Lin and Strauss 1978; Morawetz 1968]. In the nonradial case, J. Colliander,
M. Keel, G. Staffilani, H. Takaoka, and T. Tao [Colliander et al. 2004] developed the interaction Morawetz
estimate, which is used to prove the scattering of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation [Colliander et al.
2008; Tao et al. 2007a; 2007b; Dodson 2012; 2016a; 2016b] in the nonradial case. The low-frequency
localized interaction Morawetz estimate will be used to preclude the soliton-like solution in Theorem 6.26.

Theorem 6.25 (low-frequency localized interaction Morawetz estimate). Let v(¢, y, x) be the almost
periodic solution in Theorem 6.6 on [0, T| with fOT N(t)3dt = K. Then we have

2
< o(K). (6-41)
L7 ,([0,TIxR2)

“/ IVy & (|P<10 _IKU(t’y’x)|2)dx

The proof of this theorem follows from similar arguments in [Dodson 2012; 2016a; 2016b] and relies
on Theorem 6.24 (and also some part of the proof). In our (DCR) system, the interaction Morawetz
quantity is

Mo(t)_///Rz/ v, 7. x)|2 ~|J(vV yu)(t, ¥, x)dy dj dx dF,

which is invariant under the Galilean transform in the R%-component. Following the argument in
[Colliander et al. 2009; Planchon and Vega 2009] we can get

H/m (ote, v dx|

< [Mo(T) — Mo(0)].
L7 ,([0,TIxR2)
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Replacing v by its low-frequency cut-off P2 10671 K Vs WE then get the low-frequency localized interaction
Morawetz quantity

_ y 22 VY py y - -
M(t)_/R/R/Rz/Rz|PSw€1lKv(t,y,x)I |y_)7|“S(Pgloe;‘vayPgl()e;‘KU)(t’y’x)dyddedx'

Because for any n > 0 independent of €1, by Theorem 6.6 and Bernstein’s inequality, we have

IM(T)| + [M(0)| < nkK,

we then obtain
2

<nK+¢&,
L7 ,([0,TIxR2)

H/RWyﬁuv(r,y,x)F)dx

where & are the error terms coming from the low-frequency cut-off of the solution of the (DCR). These
error terms can be proven to be o(K), using Theorem 6.24 and also some estimates from the proof of it.
We shall leave the detailed proof of this theorem to Section 7.2.

6.3. Exclusion of the almost periodic solution.
Theorem 6.26. The almost periodic solution to (DCR) in Theorem 6.6 does not exist.

Proof. We will preclude two scenarios in the following.

Case I: fooo N(t)3 dt < oo. By the proof of Theorem 6.21, as in [Dodson 2016a; 2016b], we have

0 3
||v(t’y’x)”L?oH;’L)ZC([O,OO)XR2XR) Smo ([) N(t)?’ d[) . (6-42)
By (6-42) and (6-4), we have
le™ v g1 12 S NOCH@) + ()2 =0 as 1 — o,

Thus, for any € > 0, we can take a sufficiently large positive constant 7o such that ||’ €0y (zo)|| A1z <€
In the following, we can assume 7y = 0 because of the Galilean invariance. By Minkowski’s inequality,
the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, and Holder’s inequality, we have

E(1) = E@O) 5 [v(O0)], > S

Because we can take € as small as we wish, this scenario does not exist.

Case II: fooo N(t)3 dt = co. By Holder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality, we have

|Py - U(Zay,x)|2dydx
/Iy—y(t)ISC(I})O||v(0)||iz )/N(t)/R <10e7'K
y.x

C(rglv @17, )\3
(5 )

S

1
LI AP2 s ve 3P

Ly
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1 2
By Theorem 6.6, we have for K > C (155 llv ||L§ X),

2
v
vl ,

= P2 v, y,x)?dydx.
2 A/Y—Y(l)ic(@llvlliz )/N@) =10 K
y.x

By the above two estimates, together with Theorem 6.25 and the conservation of mass, we have the
following contradiction when K is sufficiently large:

’ 2
ol k= [ vor( [ [ 172 o as0)
Ly x 0 |y—y(t)|§C(ﬁ||u||i%x)/N(t) g =<10e7'K

2
1
S IV ZAPL 1 0y, ) P) dx < o(K).
/R <10e7'K L2, (0.T]x)
This completes the proof of Theorem 6.26. O
Proof of Theorem 1.2. This is an immediate consequence of Theorems 6.6 and 6.26. O

7. Proof of Theorems 6.24 and 6.25

7.1. Proof of Theorem 6.24. In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 6.24. To prove this
theorem, we depompose the nonlinear .term ng(G& ),2i 2 <ei +2 F(v) and also use the fact that on the
time interval G, &(t) can replace £(G) up to 2/ 72 by (6-20). Then, we can see it is enough to prove

the estimate the left-hand side of (6-40) with Pé__y( Giy2i—2<zait? F(v) being replaced by
y y y
PS(G&),Z"—ZS-"szi“O( 2. M (@(Gé),zzf—5 Uni L), z2i-10Vn2 v"S)) (7-1)

ni,no,n3,neN
ni—nz2+n3=n

B 22 <znit2© Y (Bl gm0 @{Gé),ng—lov’”@{Gé),zi—Ss---szi-i-SvM))’ (7-2)

ni,nz,n3,neN

ni—n2+n3=n
we also have a similar fact for the nonlinear term Pg(G.]é'),zi—ZS,_, <oi+2 F(v), where the symbol O represents
the different frequencies that will be located in different v,,, [ = 1,2, 3. Since their estimates are almost
identical, we denote them as a single O. The estimate of the Duhamel propagator of the term (7-1) is very
short and easy, and mainly relies on the bilinear Strichartz estimate in Proposition 6.13. The estimate
of the Duhamel propagator of the term (7-2) is lengthy. This is because to prove the estimate of the
Duhamel propagator of the term (7-2), we need to prove the bilinear Strichartz estimates on the union of
the small intervals. It turns out these bilinear Strichartz estimates cannot be proven just by the harmonic
analysis but also rely heavily on the structure of the (DCR) system or more precisely the corresponding
interaction Morawetz estimate of (DCR). During the proof of this part, some terms can be estimated by
the following bilinear Strichartz estimate established recently [Candy 2019] instead of the interaction
Morawetz estimate as in [Dodson 2016b]. This new bilinear Strichartz estimate is very useful in [Shen
and Wu 2020].
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Lemma 7.1 (bilinear Strichartz estimate [Candy 2019]). Let 1 < g,r <2,
M, N €27 satisfy M < N. Then, for any ¢, ¥ € L>(R?),

3_,_3

. . M aq
||e”APN¢eltAPMW||L?L;(RxR2) < NT||PN¢”L2(R2) I Pr ¥l L2 w2)-

+ % < %, and suppose

Q=

7.1.1. Estimate of (7-1). We first deal with (7-1).
Theorem 7.2. For any fixed G,{ C[0,T], j >0, we have
DERED M

i i—10_1/2
N(Gi)<2i=10¢!

2

A y hgh
/n !t TP G- <zaita T (D) dT

UX(L3,G)

2

+
iz,

N(G{)<2i10¢}/2

/ eltrp? F& (v(x)) dr
t

G 21 2< <21+2 kj
J £(G]),

UZ(L3.G{)
o o

< 3 <

=€ v ||Xj [0,T]) Ilv “Yj ([0,T])’

where
high
hig Py = E I, (ng(Gj) s ng(t) —i—10Vn2Vn3 ) (1),
> >

ni,na,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

h h »y
00 EEEE Y Hn(ng(G&),sz—s”nlng(t),zzi—lo”nz”ns)(t)-

ni,np,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

Proof. On the time interval Gé with N (Gé) <2 _10631,/ 2 we take w € VA2 (L)zc, G&) be normalized so that
(Fyw)(t, &, x) is supported on
61272 < 5 - §(Gg)| =272

for any (¢, x) € R x R. By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, (6-1), Proposition 6.13, the conservation of
mass, (6-8), (6-11), Lemma 6.20, and (6-15), we infer

/ (w(D), F (o) de
Gl .

1
< E: 2 y 2
[elzz e s(Gl 2z ”L?”Li“(GaxRZ) 1Peaina sz oz Gixnex

[>i—5
y .
lw IILS/szLz(G, szR)H £@), >2i—10””L?”LiOLi(G&szxR)””"L?C’L%,X(Gax%m

- it
S 2 2P Iz az,ei 1P saimto ||LOOL2X(GQXR2XR)

= P )2

Lo B2 10V L25/12150 12 (G, xR2xR)
< 0, 5 .
=M%, qo.ry > 27 Peaiatluzazey

[>i—5

1
<elvlle s 2 . -
Sef ”v”X,-qo,T])(lZ 2 1P gy Pz i) -3

>i—5
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As in [Dodson 2016b], we see, for any 0 </ < j, G,i overlaps 27~ intervals G'é and, for0 <i </,
Gll3 overlaps 2!~ intervals G.,. In addition, every G is contained in one G'IB. Thus, we can divide the
summation in the left-hand side of the following (7-4) and (7-5) into different groups according to [ > j
and 0 </ < j. Then by some easy calculation and reordering the summation of i and /, we have

i—j 2
D2 ) (Z 2% |P (Gl)zlv||U§(L§,Gg))’ (7-4)

o<i<j G&CGZ I>i—5
i i—10_1/2
N(G})=<2! 063

iz, [>i—5
N(GZ,)SZ'_“)E%/Z

Theorem 7.2 follows from (6-7), (7-3) and (7-4). o

7.1.2. Estimate of (7-2). Now we turn to the estimate of (7-2). Let

low R § y y y
Fk,j () := Iy (Pg(t) <2i—10Un1 PS(t),szi—lov"Z Pg:((;j),zi—5<...<2i+5vn3)’
ni,np,n3, neN Kk -
ni—nz2+n3=n

1 _ y y y
Fyi(w(@)) = Z I, (Pg(t) <i- lovnlPi:(t),fzi—lovnzPS(G&),zi—SS...SzH-Svn3)'

ni,nz,n3,neN
ni—nz2+n3=n

Then, we have:

Theorem 7.3. Forany 0 <i < j, on the time interval Gl C Gli, with N(Gé) =< 2i_106;/2, we have

/;i l(t A, ng((;l )22z <21+2F01l0;N(v(_[)) dr

UZ(L%.G&)
y , ~ ~ 4
< ”PS(GI )25 <. <2'+5v”U§(L)2<,G&)(62 + ||v”Y,~([0,T])(1 + ”v”X,-([O,T])) ). (7-6)
In addition, fori > j, N(GJ)<2’ 10, 1/ , we have
it—1)A low
/t j VP ) i ) A

k

U2(L%,G))

3G=i) 4
<2 S(G,{),Z"—5§~-~§2i+5v”Ui(L)anGlf)(Gz + ”””Z([o,T])(l + ||U||)"('j ([O,T])) ). (1-7)
Proof of Theorem 7.3. We will only prove (7-6), as (7-7) follows by a similar argument. Fix G(’; with
N (Gé) < Zi_loe;/ 2 'We can see there are no more than two small intervals J 1 and J, which overlap Gé
but are not contained in G.. Let G, = GL\(J1 U J3), by (6-8), (6-7), (6-9), and (6-11), we have

l(t 7)A, Py FlOW d
/;é E(GlL),2i2<.<2i+27 Qi (v(7)) de U126
t
< l(t f)Av Py F]OW d
~ /tllx £(GL),2i—2<..<2i+2" @i (v(r))dr vz 3, i)

I O 373 12 ngiwmxey + 1Fad @O 2 angiyaexmy T-8)
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Here, we may assume t., € G(’x, because if t., ¢ G(’x, we may move . into 6& with the errors being
absorbed by the last two terms on the right-hand side of the above inequality. We can show the last two
terms on the right-hand side of (7-8) are small in the following.

On the intervals J; for [ = 1, 2, by Propositions 6.12 and 6.13, (6-11), the fact N(¢) < 2i_5e;/2 on Gé,
(6-14), (6-15), Lemma 6.16, and (6-11), we can get

”Flow(v(t))||L4/3L2((JmG ) R2xR)
y .
5 ” ||P§'(Jl),§€3_1/4N(Jl)v||L)2‘ ”PE(GQ)J’.*SS"SZHSU ”L)zc ”L%y((‘llﬂG&)XRZXR)
y
NPgy, <100l 12 ((inGi)xR2xR)
+ | P

. y .
cn e Vv ez cwinciomm 1 Py gr) 2ims <. <orsP L2 L3 12 (inGiyxrexm)

Y .
”P’;‘(t),szf—lov”L§/3L§L,2(((110G&)XRZXIR)

s )

2K 563—”41\](11)

. y
ks s(anz sewsaitsluz e Picy eV luz s

+62|| S(Gl 21—5ss21+5v||U§(L)2(sG(II)

SelP] (7-9)

£(GL),2i—5<<2i+5 vl UZ(L%.GL)"

Thus, we can simplify the estimate of (7-8) to the case that Gé is the union of finite many small intervals J;.
(If not, we just need to add the right-hand side of (7-9)). Let

1 ,l — y y
owl2 (1)) = Z H”(P E(1), 2lzv”1PS(t),sz’zv”2PS(G&),Z"—Ss---sz“rSv”3)'

ni,na,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

Then by Lemma 6.11, we have

LHS of (7-8) < A1 + A2 + Az + Aa,

where
1
1 N 2
Ay = Z ( Z 1P S(Gl)zt 2<i<2i+2 aolw (v (t))”DUi(L%,Jz)) , (7-10)
0<lr<i—10 JlgG(l;,
N(J))zey/ 221275

= E —itA y lOle
2 : /J/e R sy GO o (7-11)
0<lr<i—10 2
J[EG‘Q

N(J))=e}/ %2025

1

_ y lowlz 2 2
3=y ( 2. WP mmagsmaFar TOONL o o )) (7-12)

0<l><i—10 G;chi
=Y«

N(GIZZ)SGQ/22/2—S
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= E —itAy p¥y low,lz
o ‘ Ll2 ¢ ’ P‘S(G’ ,2i2<<2i 2 a i () de i (7-13)
0<lr<i—10 8 L2,
J2 R
G4 CG,

N(G)<e}/?2/2~5
The proof of the first two terms are easy. We first prove the following auxiliary estimate.
Lemma 7.4. Let (po, qo) be Strichartz admissible with qo > 20. Suppose that
w(t, y.x) € LY LIOLY(J; x R* x R)

satisfies that Fw(t, -, x) is supported on {€ : 2072 < |§ —£(GL)| <2/ 2L IFN(J)) > e;/2212_5, then we
have

/ [ /w(l ¥y, x)FlOZ-N’lz(v(t,y,x))dydxdt
J; JR2 ’

1

1
I 1_
f4q
<29 €5

7“w“LPOLqOLZ(JzXRZXR)” £(GL).2i—5<- <2[+51)(l‘ y, x)||U2(Gz L2) (7-14)

Proof. By (6-14), we see |€ —£(¢)| < 2212 implies |§ —£(J))| < €3 1/2 N(Jp) for t € J;. By the argument
in the proof of Lemma 6.2 and Hélder’s inequality, we have

/J [Rz / mny’lz”((ﬁ y.x))dy dx dt
l

2
< ”elt( Ax+x2 )wpgy(t) 2lzelt(—Ax+x )
it(—Ax+x2)
P s’
y it(—Ax+x2)
VP Gy pim5<0i+sC Vi po/r0=1 20/ 0=1 2 (g 21w s xR2)"

v ”Lf&LfOLﬁ ([0,]xRx J; xR2)

(7-15)

By Minkowski’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, Lemma 6.1, Bernstein’s inequality and the conservation
of mass, we have

it(—Ax+x2)

”elr( Ax+x2 )wa e

£(1),212
< ” ”eit(—Ax—i-x )

v ”LfchfOLJ% ([0,r]xRx J; XR2)

y it(—Ax+x2)

2220 t0,x1x) 1 P ) 212 U220 g0 ey |20 L3 1)
212

N ”w”Lf’OLgoL%(thxR) 1P g(,) 2V ||L°°L"0L2(J,><R2><R) 290 JJw ”LPOLqOLZ xrexgy (7-16)
Next, we use the vector-valued version of transference principle to estimate

iT(—Ax+x2) y iT(—Ax+x2)
I g(J,) <€_1/2N(Jl)e UPS(G‘)ZI —S5<. <2z+se ”||Lf&Lf0L§([o,n]xRxJZxRZ)-
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Then, using the similar argument of Corollary 1.6 in [Candy 2019], we are reduced to considering

y y 272
S(Jz),5€3_1/2N(Jz)v and PE(Ga) 25 <onznitsV ATE U, (L3 )-atoms. Let

_ tA itA
PE(JI)Weg 2y Z)Uel "I PlGr gims cogaits? = e g ().
JeJg
where 7 and J are partitions as in the definition of Ui (L2). We see by Lemma 7.1, Holder’s inequality
and Lemma 6.1,
itAy iT(—Ax+x? itAy it(—Ax+x?
”ezt vl T( +x )flezt vl T( +x )gJ I 1’0/(1’0_1)Lfo/(po_l)L%([O,n]XRXJlX[Rz)

i 2
<2 2(63 ZN(JZ))2 i [T At )f1||L2 22072071 (g2 [0, 7]xR)

<2H NI W N Sz gz NI 1l 20 00 e
Then, we have
”ng(Jl) segl/zN(J,)eir(_AXerz)y it(—Ax+x2)
’ UPS(G' ),2i—5 <n<2i+5€ v ||Lfg/(”0‘1)Lf0/<”0‘l’L§([o,n]xRxJ,xu;ez)
S35 G INUD TRy oz B gy secarst Ry (1D
Therefore, (7-14) follows from (7-15), (7-16) and (7-17). O

We first consider (7-10). By duality, we have

co- ¥ (% [N sl
0<lr<i—10 JIQG(I;(, ”w”V2 ;. L2 =1 / , %
N(JI)ZG;/Zzlz—S 1ow,lz(v(; y,x))dydxds ) .

By ”w”Lf’OLﬁoL%(J;xWxR) < ”w”Vj(J;,LZ) <1, and (7-14), we get

7100 > ( Yo 2we ) 1P, 1) 25 <zaits? 6 Y- D w2 6 12)
0<lr<i—10 JiCGL,
N(J))=ey/?2/25
-3 7_% ;
<62|| E(G')Z’ S5<e. <2I+5vl|Ui(L)2cath;t)'

We now consider (7-11). By duality and Lemma 7.4, we have

—itAy py low Lo
e P v(t, y,x))dt
/Jl E(Gl ),2i—2<..<2it+2 (x i ( ( Y, )) L% )

2l l_i
< ll‘A. q0 —* . _
| "SUP 1” Ywoll 70 190 12 (7, xr2xm)2 wey 0277 E(Gz)2[—5<...<2i+sv”Ui(G}x,Li)’ (7-18)
wol, 2 = ==
y.xX
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where J;,wg is supported on {£ : 2/ 7> < [£ —£(Gl)| < 2/73} in the above estimate. For fixed i, we take
qo =20+ 2i; then 2i/90 < 1. For the right-hand side of (7-18), by Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality,

(6-14), (6-5), (6-19), and the conservation of mass, we have
20y 1_ 1L

=2 g _ i .
(7-11) > sup 296, 02 2||e”AywO”L{’OL"OL%(szWxR)
o<l <i—10 lwol2 =1
13 .
J1€Gy P S(GZ)ZZ 5<...<2i+5v”U§(G&,L§)

N(J))=ey/?202—5 .

22 i_% itA Dpo ro
< Z 2490 €4 Z et 2y we |29 L70 190 L2 (xR xR)

0<l><i—10 JCG,

N(J))=ey/*2/2=5 po—1

—iH0 ) oy
: Z (2 2)P0 ||PE(G&),zf—Sﬁ...ﬁzl‘-FSv||U§(G&5L)2€)
J1SG,
B ke T
< Z 2q0€ e yw0||Lp0LqOL2(Gl XszR)(240+2)2 a0
0<l><i—10 .
2-5<e3V2N(I)) P E(Gl 2i—5§...52i+5v”Uﬁ(G{x,L%)
2, 1L
a0 .
N Z 2q0 63 2 C I E(G’)Zl —S<. <2,+5””U&(G},,L§)
0<lr<i—10

2’2_5<e_1/2N(J;)

<€3 (18 S(Gl)zt —5<.. <2z+5””U§(L3uGé>'

For the estimates of (7-12) and (7-13), we separate the proofs in the next section using two bilinear
Strichartz estimates. O

7.1.3. Two bilinear Strichartz estimates. We have the following:

Theorem 7.5 (first bilinear Strichartz estimate). Let wq € L2 L (R2 x R) with supp Fywo is supported on
{£:2075 < |§ —£(GL)| < 2!F3). Then, for any 0 <l <i — 10, we have on G C G},

” ”eltAy w0||L2 || E(t) <212U”L§ ”L%'y(Gfgszz) S ||w0||2 (l + ”U“X (Gz . (7_19)

Theorem 7.6 (second bilinear Strichartz estimate). Let wg € Li’ x([Riz x R) with supp Fywo supported
on{€:2175 <& —E£(GL)| <2/5). Then we have

2
> e Srwollizl Py o vliz iz Gixnry < Mwollzs (1 +101G e ) (7-20)
0<lr<i—10

With the above two bilinear Strichartz estimates, we can now estimate (7-12) and (7-13).

Estimate of (7-12). For any 0 < [, < i — 10, by the fact that Gé consists of 219 subintervals Gé_lo,

Proposition 6.12 and Theorem 7.5 on the subintervals Gé‘lo, we get
H ” (Gl ),2i—5 <25 ”L2 “P £(0), <2120”L% ”L%y(GéXRz)

y
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Forlany Gl2 C G, choose wfgz e VZ(L2, Géf), with supp ]—"yw/[g2 C{E:272 < |E—E£(GL)| <212} and
||w 2 ||V2(L2 G2y = 1. Then by Holder’s inequality, (6-1), and (7-21), we have
Xa ﬁ

N 2
el y y y
( 2 H wi 2 (Bl s tn Bl i Vnakgy pimsc.carestn)

1 —qi ni,n2,n3,neN
GB Gy nij—n2+n3=n

1
)2

L}, (GRxR>xR)
N(GQZ)SG;/2212—5

1
SO s Il g sevliz e o)
GZCG[
B =Ya y
N(G)<el/ 221275 H}E(thz —5<. <21+5U”U2(L2 Gc’x)(1+||v”X(G'))' 722

By Proposition 6.13, (6-8), (6-11), and N (Géz) < e;/ 2212_5, we can estimate the term in the first bracket
on the right-hand side of (7-22) as follows:

I
1012212022 g
> 2 w2 3 pY 3
< ” ||w ||L2 || S(t) 2]2 ||L_>26 ”L?L;/z(Glﬁszz)” ||L3L6L)2((G12X|R2X|R)|| E([),zlz ||L3L6L2(G]2XR2XR)
<25 olly, 1)

Thus, by the above inequalities, we obtain

TSNP o ivs e sz a7, (0 + 1013 ) 0

Estimate of (7-13). Let wg € Li’x have unit norm with F, wo supported on {& : 2172 < |§—§(Gé)| <2it2y
By the Holder inequality and Proposition 6.12, we have

—itA y lowl
/Glze l yPE(G’)zl —2<..<i+2 az >(v(t,y,x))dt
B

L%,
] low,[
S sup € wo BT Py )N, o e
lwoll,» =1 @ L}, (G2 xR2xR)
y.X
itA y
5 o Hsup IH ||€ yw()“Lz ” z;-(t) 212U||L2 ” f(l) <2[2 ”L)ZC ||Pf(Gé),Zi_Sfu'Szi"rSv”L% ”Ltl y(G?sz)
ol .= .
Ir—i
<273 ||py

~

E(G;ISZ),2’2—2§~--5212+2U”UK(L 12) H I% é(t) <22 Ul I E(G’ ), 2175 < <2’+5v“LJ26 ”L%.y(G?XRZ)'
Then by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and (7-20), we have
1
o y 2 _
(7-13) < ”U ”Y,' (G&)( Z ” ” Pg(t),lezv”Lz ” P} £(GL),2i—5<- <21+5v ”L% HL%,y(G(’IX[Rz))

0<lz<i 10

< v ”Y(G’)” £(GL),2i—5<- <2l+5v||U2(L2 Gl)(1+||v||X (GL) ) 0
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Therefore, this completes the proof of Theorem 7.3. Then we can prove Theorem 6.24 by summation
with respect to i in the same way as (7-6) and (7-7) in Theorems 7.3 and 7.2.

7.1.4. Proofs of the bilinear Strichartz estimates. It remains to prove the two bilinear Strichartz estimates,
that is Theorems 7.5 and 7.6. The proofs of these results are basically the same and rely on the interaction
Morawetz estimates of the (DCR) system; the argument here follows from that in [Dodson 2016b]. We
shall only present the proof of Theorem 7.5 here, because argument of the proof of Theorem 7.6 is similar
and also relies on the result of Theorem 7.5 as the proof of the corresponding bilinear Strichartz estimate
in [Dodson 2016b].

Proof of Theorem 7.5. Let w = e'*Av wq and & = Pg(t) <o V- Then w and w satisfy i 0, w+ A, w =0, and
i0;W~+ Ay = F(W)+ Ny + N = F(w) + N,
where
N1 = ng(t),szle(v) — F(w),
and N, = ( PE ). 2,2)1) with %Péy(t),s ol being given by the Fourier multiplier
_ /
_V¢(E 2152(’)) fzg)‘

We define the interaction Morawetz action

M(1) —/ / lw(t, 7, %) y — ?s(waw)(t y,x)dydydxdx
RZxR JRZXR ly =yl

+/ / (e, 7. 52— 3@V, ) (. y. x) dy df dx dF.
R2xR JR2xR ly =l

After some tedious calculation, we get

/, / /[|11)(l,y,5€)w(t,y,x)lzdxdfcdydt
G Jr2JRJ/R

<2272 sup M)
tergz

yol2=2i / /Rz/Rz//m(z 7,52 y_y|J(N(Vy—ig(t))u?)(t,y,x)dxdicdyd)?dt (7-23)
o2 /12 /R2/Rz//|w(z,)7,5c)|2—|y:)j|S(u:;(Vy—is(t))N)(t,y,x)dxdfcdydfdt (7-24)
422 / /%2 /[Rz//J(w(V —i&E@))w)(t,y, x)| ~|\s(wN)(t ,y,x)dxdxdydydet|. (7-25)

By the invariance of the Galilean transformation of M(¢), Holder’s inequality, and the conservation of
mass, we infer that 222721 SUp, i |M(t)| can be bounded by the right-hand side of (7-19).
B
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Estimate of (7-23). By (6-14), (6-17), Bernstein’s inequality, the conservation of mass and the Strichartz
estimate, we have

I,—2i : ~ 2
- < 2t2 —

—2i 2 / y
T2 3 ol /R /ng EONPy ) 203 < catr30 Y- D
(Y, —iE(t) P t, 7, dx dr
”( y lé( )) E(l),§212v( y x)”L% X
< I,—2i s ~ 2 2l,—2i 2
<2 ”Nl”L?_/fL)ZC(G;ZXRZXR)”(Vy lS(I))w”L‘t“yL%(ngszx[R)”wOHL%x—i_z ”wOHLJ%,x'

Let

m(t.§) == 7

§-86@) (§-80)
¢ .
By Minkowski’s inequality, Young’s inequality, sup, ||(F 'm) (¢, y)|l;1 <1 and (6-24), we get
quality, sup, [[{(/¢ LY g

1(Vy — ié(t))ﬁ)IIL;gyL%(G’BZxWxR)

S Z “(Vy _ig([))P;(t)’zll v”L?’yL)ZC(G;zXRzXR)

o<li<b

s ) on [ |<fglm)(r,y—y~)|||(P§,),211v)(r,y2x)||L;df‘ L
o<l <l Lt,y(GBZX[Rz)
< I y

~ Z 2 ”Pg(t),z’lv“L‘,‘.yLi(ngszxR)

o<hi=<b

s Y 225 el 6 <2200l

~ X, (GZ) ™ Xi (G&)

o<l =<l

Thus, it implies

) < 72l—2i 2 o 20,—2i 2
(72315 22272 woly 1015, 63 IN 47512 612 iy + 2277 ol
Let

ol = p? and vV"=P

y
£(r), <2257 0),>22-5""

We can then decompose Nj as

Ny =
y A _ y I py I pY l
@(:),52’2( 2 H”(vnlvnzvn3)) 2 H"(Pf(t),sZ’Zv”lpé(t),szlzv"zps(t),szlzvn3)
ni,n2,n3,neN ni,n2,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n ni—n2+n3=n
(7-26)
y 17 . hy)_ y I py [ pY h
+2(P$(t),5212( Z H”(vnlvnzv"3) Z H”(@(t),52’2v”‘@(t),52’2U”ZIE(t),§2’2v”3))
ni,n2,n3,neN ni,n2,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n ni—n2+n3=n

(7-27)
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y I ok ol y I py h pY l
+f§(,),512( 2 H"(v"lv"zv“)_ 2 Tn(Bgy o Vni By <o Vi By <ot V)

ni,nz,n3,neN ni,nz,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n ni—n2+n3z=n
(7-28)
y h.h _ y h py h pY
+O(P$(t),§212( > Hn(”m”nz”ns)) > H”(@(r),szlzvnl@(msz’z”"zIz(t),szfz”'”))’
ni,n2,n3,neN ny,ny,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n ni—n2+n3=n
(7-29)

where the O in (7-29) means there are two high-frequency factors in it. Observe that
(7-26) = 0.

We next consider (7-27) and (7-28). Because their estimates are very similar, we only prove (7-27). Since
(Fy v,]f3)(t, 0, x) is supported on {0 : |0 — £(1)| < 212710} we have

y I 1 ,h _ y I py [ pY h

Pey.<an ( Z I (v, V7, Vs ) Z T (P ), <a12 Vi Py, <o Vo Py, <a2 Vs
ni,n>,n3, neN ni,nz,n3,neN,
ni—n2+n3=n ni—n2+n3z=n

(7-30)

3 3 /// emITEO ((P;(t),z,1 v )@, x)e—iz$(t)(P§y(t)’5211 vl )(z, x)v! (6, x))

lIi<lpni,nz,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

/// i EG—F)Hin(F—2)+io(z—0) ((¢(S—2i(t)) _¢(0—21§2(t)))
¢(021_zfl((t)))wll(s_n)¢(nz_70)) do dndédzdydo (7-31)
+ Y X e 0w, koG e EOw, Gk 6.0)

li<lyni,n2,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

iE(y—§)+inG—z)+io(z— E—£(1) o—£&(1) o—£()
./f/es(y P +inG—z)+io( 9)((¢,( = )—d)( = ))¢( = ))

Y1, (n—0) (S;T") do dypde dj dz df. (7-32)

We shall only prove estimate (7-31), as the proof of (7-32) is similar.

73n=>Y Y // K(t:3.2.0) (e O™ OP) | v )y =5.%)

li<lhni,n2,n3,neN
TR (=5 —2)E )

Psy(t),gzll vl )y —F —z. )l (v — F —z—6,x)) dF dz d,
where

K(t;)7,z,0)=[// ei€i+inz+ioe((¢(5—2i(f))_qj(o—zléz(t)))

-¢(”‘2—,§“))w E—n¢ ("2%’)) d¢ d dor
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By the estimates |§ — n| ~ 2/1, |p—o| <21, and the fundamental theorem of calculus, we obtain

E-¢0) o—£@) _ _
‘qs( sl B Gyl | SR et R (7-33)
This implies
sup/ |K(t; 7,2,0)|dy dz do <2017l (7-34)
t

Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, (7-34), Lemma 6.20 and the conservation of mass,
we infer

y I 1 .h
H Pey<an T ( 2 'm v”zv’”)

ni,nz,n3,neN
ni—nz+n3=n
_ y h
2. TPy, <ona¥m P 2(0y.<202 U i) <2 V)
ni,nz,n3,neN
ny—n2+n3=n

L3L3(GR xR xR)

Kt 5. 2.0[1Pf ) o, v) =50 2 1Py v =F=2.0)lIL2

=2 = 0.0) 3 55z dQH

L3
< 2 2TRINRS ) oV e s 1PY gt s s 2 10" s s 2 S 10 61
h=<l,
We now consider (7-29). Since
o 5 syt
el = P sV Py s Vs, )
E0.=22 M T8, T E 0.2 T a2 Gl o
Shollggorg W0"17sm 5,2 S 100, 61y
it follows that
IV 35 12 6ty < 100 6ty (7-35)

and therefore, we have

(7-23) S 2227 [wol 75 oy 1+ 101 61)-

Estimate of (7-24). Applying integration by parts, we have

///G //'w(t V. x)lzﬁ%(uw)(t .y, x)dy dj dx dx dz|.
ﬁ

(7-24) < (7-23) + 2272
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By the Strichartz estimate, (7-35), (6-14), (6-17), Bernstein’s inequality, and the conservation of mass,
we have

212 —2i

/ /f/ lw(t, 7, x)|2| |m(wN)(t y,x)dy dj dx d% dr

5212_21.“11)0”25’)(2_2/ & (t)|||P £(1),22 3 <<2l2+3 ||L2 (Vy lé(t)) g(t) <2120”L§,x dt

l—2i .
+22 ’||w|| [ |

1 l
4 L3 (Glszsz) 1N ”Lf/jL%(G;xuzesz) LS, L3(G 2 xR2xR)

S22 g2, (140l )

Thus

(7-24) S 2227 lwo |7, (1+ vl (1)

Estimate of (7-25): By Bernstein’s inequality and the conservation of mass, we have

212 —2i

/ /R /RZ//J(w(vy—zsm)w)(z rn 2= |o(wN2)(t 5. 5)dy dj dr di d
< ||w0||i§’x(2_l_12f |§ e "g‘(t) 22-3<.. <2,2+3U||L§’x||(v —i&(1))P E(t) <212v”L_%,X dt)

+ ||w0||i§x (2_1_7 /;12 |€ (t)”lng(t),lz—3§~~512+3v”L%_x “(Vy lé([)) P £(0), <2/20“L§,x dt)
B
S lwol, .

We now turn to the estimate of

22 / /RZ /RZ/ / S(w(Vy —i&()w)(t, y, x)l |«s(le)(t ,¥,X)dydydx dx dt|.
Since
/ s( > @nn(wmw_mwm))(x) di =0, (7-36)
R ni,no>,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n
we see

/ S (i N1 ) () di = /R *(Z TS nn(vm%vm))(sé)dx.

neN neN ni,nz>,n3eN
ni—n2+n3=n

I

Using the decomposition v = v +v! , where v/ = P” _- v, together with the above equality, we have
g p f(t) <212 5 g q y

[ EA@N @ = [ S Font it Fant Fat Frad@di, @37

nenN neN
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where Fj , consists of j v,}l‘—terms and 4 —j v,ll—terms, for j =0,1,2,3,4,in

S(li)_nPsy(z),gzlz Z Hn(vnllﬁzvﬁ)),

ni,no2,n3€eN
ni—n2+n3=n

We now consider the estimate of the F; terms, j =0, 1,2, 3, 4, as follows.

By (7-36), we have
/ > Fonlt.7.%)d=0

RnGN

By Bernstein’s inequality, (6-1) and Lemma 6.20, we have
/Gl2 f / /2/ S(w(Vy —i&()w)(t, y, x)| |(F3+F4)(t ,y,X)dydydxdxdt
R

<2k lwoll7

212 —2i

h
” ||L3L6L2(G12XR2XR) ”L?OL%’X(G/?XRzXR)

o
<227 o2, 0l g

By a direct calculation, we have

— y y hpY ol vl
ZFI’"_ZJ(PEQ) <2 Py 202V P s 2 T vl

neN neN niy,n2,n3€N
ni—n2+n3=n

l y
+tunPe, <212( > Ma(op, P £(t), 220272 U, )

ni,nz,n3eN

ni—n2+n3=n
+2 ) H,,(vnlvg,ng(t) Jat2V n3))) (7-38)

ny,na2,n3€eN
ni—n2+n3=n

Since the support of the partial Fourier transform with respect to y of ) ", . F1,,(¢, ¥, X) is contained in
{& 1 |€] = 22274}, we can apply the integration by parts with respect to ¥, the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev
inequality, Bernstein’s inequality, the Strichartz estimate, (6-25), and (6-24) to give the following estimate:

oo L Lo im0 i (3 50 aras axasa

neN n’eN

<212 —2i
12 RrR2 JR2

2[2 —2i

Z(wn(vy—zsa»wn)(t ¥, X)

neN
: 95 (—Ay)‘lf(z Fl,nf)(z,y,x)dx

[y =7 R\ 5=

dydydxd:

< Ir—2i .
~ 2 ||w||L?LgL§(Gg2XR2X|R)“(vy lé(t))w”LIOOLJ%‘X(GZ‘ZXRZXR)

195 (—A;)”/(Z Fi ,,) dx

n’eN

L}2LY5(G xm2)

—i 2 l h l
2000 1 0122 iy 1V 1215 12002 oy S 2% N0l 101,
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We are now left to show

= oo [ L L @ igomn o g =,

n,n’eN |

Sllwoll2 A+ vll%

2h—2i F2 (1,7, %) dy dy dx dX dr

X (Gt )) (7_39)

Similar to the estimate on the term involved F; above, from integration by parts, Bernstein’s inequality
and (6-25), we conclude

a2 Z/,2 L, [, [ s —igomne. .0
neN
y=Jy /(Z P2, _IOFZ,n/)(z,y~,)z)dxd;cdydy~dz
1y =7l et
I—2i ,
5 2 2 ! ||w||L?LgL%(GIﬂZXR2XR) ”(vy _l(t))w”LooLZ (GlszZXR)

35 (—Ay5)” 1(/ ZP>12 10F2n’dx)

n’eN

LY2LY° (G xw2)

h
"2

—i 2 I
<27 wollZ; V117 <227 wol 7,

v .
LeL4L2 (Glszsz) L}LSL3 (G2 xR2xR) ~ ” ||X (G%)

We now turn to the estimate of the low-frequency part of F». First of all, we can decompose [ ,’ as

Fou(t,y, x)—ms(2v E(t) <212( Z H,,/(v /v A /))

4 7
mon2 my
—/
ny—n,+n3;=n

1 py Tk
o P <2t ( 2. Ty ”n;vng))
n'y,nh,neN
2pY L hpY LT
" PS(’) <212v”/P$(l),§212 Z H”/(vnﬁvn’zvné)
n'y,nh,neN

y h pYy I ~h 1l
Pz P 2 Ty, vn’zvné))‘ (7-40)
ny,n%,nseN
n—n)+ns=n’

Since

~ y y h
J(Z 2 Pl T O v Py o0 ) )

/ ’ ’/ 7
n’e€N nl,n}, nseN
ny—n,+ns=n’

(X X Py O l) =0

/ /7 ’ /
n’eN ”15”2>"3€N
n—n)+ns=n’
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we obtain
vl PY hhol
(Z vn/PE(l) <22 ( Z H”/(vn/1 vn’zvng))
n’eN "/1 nz’n eN
e Py uhp I T
t 2 P$(f) <2tz U’ E(t) <22 > H"’(vn’lvn’zvng))
e ny,n, e

’ ’ A
ni—n5+n3=n

— X ¥ h py 11 ok
_2‘5(2 2 (P oo WPy o o 0 v i)

n’eN n),n},n5eN
/7 ’ [
ny—n5+n3=n

y y h
= Pl <on U ! v ,Pg(t) <202V, )) (7-41)

hoh oL NN
+23(Z€:N / Z N( Pg(t) ot T (v 00 07 ) =0 vl T, (P S0r.<atz O vn,z)vn,s))). (7-42)
n ni,n5,n5€
n’ll—n'zz—i-nzf;:n’

For (7-41), by (7-30), (7-34), Lemma 6.20 and the conservation of mass, we have

212—"' [ (7-41)(x) dx
R L}, (GZxR2)
Ip—iy, h y I 1 h
5 2'2 ||U “L?,yL%c(ngXRZXR) Z Hn Pf(l‘),izlz (vnl vnz vn3

ni,nz,n3,neN
ni—nz>+n3=n

1 h
_ Z Hn(v vy P&(t)<212v"3)

ni,na,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

LYPL3 (G xR xR)

Ir—i 11—l l h
11512

%Gy (7-43)
To estimate (7-42). We note similar to (7-33), we have

¢(W) (25;2) <27l — £ ()],

Then by Lemma 6.20 and the conservation of mass, we have

<2l )3

2bai / (7-42) dx
R L} ,(GZxR?)
L—i ] kol
<22 ”L?OL%_X(G?XRzXR) Z Ps(t) <2’2H”(v"1v”2v

ni,n,n3,neN
ni—n2+n3=n

h kol
_ Z I, (P o), <212(vn1“z}1'2)vn3)

ni,na,n3,neN
n1—n2+n3=n

L! Lﬁ,x(Gézx[sz[R)

< in..h 11 lzz
2" ” ||L L6L%(G12 R2x R) Z || s(t) 2’1U ”L3L6L2(G12XR2XR) ~ ||U||

1_2

X (GL)
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Now we turn to the remaining terms in (7-40). Observe that

~ y R T h
. ( Z Z vn’Pg(t) <2/2 H”/(vn’, ”n;”ng)

4 ’ 4 ’
n’eN ny,n5,n3€N

n,—n.+nsh=n’ h I h .l
e 2 2 Plywntn P, 212H”'(vn’1vn’2”"§))

4 7 ’ 4
n’eN ;/1],11/2,n§€N
J——
ni—n,+n3=n

= Pl il Ly
- Z Z (PE(I) <22 v”'PS(t) <22 H"’(vn’l vn'zvn’g)
n’eN n',n}, n5eN mme s -
A 77 y
R = Py <o VT (g Py ooV Ue)) - (7440
T hool ol
i Z Z S(v ”/P‘s”(t) <22 H"'(Un/lvn/zvné)
n’eN n’l,n’z,ngel\j -
- A 5
ny—ny+ni=n + Pl o U T (v, H0).<2 )) (7-45)
Similar to the arguments for (7-43), we have
212—i /(7—44)dx 212 l”v” l
" Ll (G2xr2) X1 (GL)

Thus, to show (7-39), we just need to consider the term that contains (7-45). By direct calculation, we get

22 [ ’ /Il ’;NS(va—is(r))wn)a,y,x)

4 ol hooT . h
Z Z Pf(t) <22~ (v ”/Pé(t) <2l ”/(vn’l vn’zvné)

|y yl n’eN n’l,nz,ngeN
nl—n2+n3—n
+P§(t) <22 n’H" (v (t) <212 n, v ))(t y,X)dydydxdxdf
_9j I
= pl2—2i /GlZ //Z\s(wn(v —i§@)wa) (. y 4+ 28(Gy 2t x) Z Z ;(;),5212—10

B neN n’eN n’l,nz,n eN
n1 n2+n3—n

(o0 h . h h ~ I ~ ~ ~
-J(vn,lvng(vn,vn,z ng(t)qlz ,,,Pm<212vn,2))(z,y+2g(Gﬂ2)z,x)dxdxdydydz. (7-46)

We may take & (Géz) = 0 in the right-hand side of the above equality by the invariance of the Galilean
transformation. By the inverse Fourier transform, we have

> X /lszffa(wn(v 8wy 1)

, |y |
n.n'eN n',nj, 3eN
nl—n2+n3=n

PY,- 103((@r vk, )(vn,v, PE(I) wots vk, sa) <2,2vf;,2))(t, 7,%)dy dj dx dx dr



3430 XING CHENG, CHANG-YU GUO, ZIHUA GUO, XIAN LIAO AND JIA SHEN

= X / ; //// S(@a(Vy —i§ (1) wn) (1. . x)

n,n’eN n’l, 2 2eN

ny—ny+ni=n’ (/// (7]1+7)2+U3+U4)ei?(n1+nz+n3+n4)
Iy yl 202~10

T ((Fyvhy )0, 0, %) (Fyohy )t ma DFvl) (0, 5 (Fyvl ) (17, 9)
. (1 _¢(U1 _E([))¢(n2 _lf(t))) dnl dﬂz df]3 dn4) dy d)7 dx dx dr.

2b2 2
Let

q(m) = |m >+ n2l? = n3> = |nal?,

as in [Dodson 2016b], we have 1/g(n) is a convergent sum of terms with operator norm being dominated
by 1/(Im[* + [n21*) ~ 1/(In1|n2]) on the support of

m—§@) n2—§@) n U
(1_¢( ¥ )¢( - ))¢(2’23—4)¢(21;4)'

Let G - = [to, t1]. Applying integration by parts (with respect to time), we have
pplymng g y P P

& itam \ (i (V. — i y—Jy no+m+n2+n3)
/Géz ST 72 (e Ytaness =szomamya o =0 (55
. el Y (1+n2+n3+70) (1 _¢(7I0 ;lf(l))¢(n2 ;lf(t)))

(e (Fyol) 1o D) (ol )0 na, e M (Fpul )0 m e

: (fyvng)(t, N3, X) dny dnz dns d770) dy dy dx dx dt
:= B1+ By + B3 + By, (7-47)

where

B = ///////flCI(U) MDY (W (Vy—i £ (1)) wn) (. y, X)l | (m+Z§;?§+n0)eiﬂm+nz+n3+no)

'(1_¢(n0;i(t))¢(772;5([))) (e (Fyol ) tmo, B)e T (il ) 2,2.%)

51
, (7-48)

to

/ ////////ZCI(U) g 37 S Wn(Vy—i&(®)wn)(t. y, x)| _~| (771+Z§::7§+;70)

o1 T +m+n3+10) (l_d)(’70—15(’))(]5(772—15(0))
22 20

_ 2 T - _ 2 1 - . 2 - . 2
(e itlnol (]-"yvfl’,)(t,no,x)e itlnz| (.7-";1)”;,)(t,nz,x)e”l"1| (ffvfl,l)(t,m,x)e”l'”'

; 2 ~ : 2 ~ ~ -
eltiml (]-";v,ll/l)(t,nl,x)e”|"3‘ (]—"yvflg)(t,m,x)dnodmdn2d773)dy dy dxdx

(Fyv /)(t n3,%)dn1dnadnszdne)dy dy dxdx de, (7-49)
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——/t W =6 — ”q<">%<wn(%—zé(z))wn)(zyx>| .

.a%(¢(771+Z?:7173+770)eiy~(m+nz+n3+no) (1_45(770;520))(]5(772;5(0 )))

— 2 ~y —] 2 ~ ] 2 ~
(e T Fgop) 0. D)e 2 (Fyvp ) (1.2, D) M (Fyog ) F)

-eit|"3|2(f~vl, )(t,m3,X)dnydnadns dr]()) dydydxdxdt, (7-50)

A e e i

.eii(n1+nz+n3+no)(l_¢(’70 IS(Z))QS(UZ lg(t)))
22 202

0, —; P2 — o 2 -
'E(e it|nol (‘7:)71),}1’/)(1»7]0»36)3 it|nz] (ffvgé)(t,nz,x)

M (Fol ) D (Fyvl, ) (6,03, ¥ dny dip dns dng) dy di dxdidr. (7-51)
For (7-48), set

1 m—+n+n3+n no —&() n2—£&(1)
m(t;no,m,nz,ns):q(n)qﬁ( ! 22,2_103 0)(1—45( 02,2 )¢( 2212 ))

Then we have

a9 = [[[f[f]f Ny = 16O 1. 6) 2 |K<z 20,21 22, 230 (1. — 20.5)

vn (t, y—12zs, x)vn,1 (t,y —Zl,x)vn,3 (t,y —z3,X)dz1dzpdzzdzgdx dx dy dy
2

151

’

to

where

K(t;20,21,22,23)=////m(t;no,m,nz,ns)e””“eizznzei23"3eiz°”° dnidnadnadne,  (7-52)
which satisfies

sup/ |K(t; 20, 21, 22, 23)| dz1 dzp dz3 dzg S 27 2 (7-53)
t

by the Coifman—Meyer theorem [Germain et al. 2012]. Thus, by Bernstein’s inequality, (7-53) and the
conservation of mass, we have

> >oooa 48)‘

n,n’eN nl,nz,n3€N
nl—n2+n3—n

<2272 wll oo p2 [1(Vy —iE(O)w| 00y 2
1 Ly.x i Ly.x

[ 1K@z 22z 05 20 Dl 1 5 22 P
oty —21,%) .2 ||Ul(f,)7—23,37)||L§ dz1dzadzzdzedy

212 —2i

Ir—i 2 —21 h 12 2
S22 wolZ, 2RI 120 s 1020 12 S ol
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Next, we turn to the estimate of (7-49). By a direct computation, we have

LE [ (i =180 un) 100
— GOty 2, + Z By, [ (T, = i66(Dy )03, ) d
k’'=1
- Z Byk,fﬁ/(‘c)yk,wn(ayk — 1§k (1)) wn)(t, y, x) dx.

k/_
Thus, we get

(7-49) =

/G//////// 5 On .0l K620, 21,22, 29U (1.5 =20, 0], (17 =22, )

: vn/ (t.j—z1. i)vig (t,§ —z3,X)dz1 dzp dz3 dzg dy dj dxdX dr (7-54)

5> f W &= 0 0, =it ..o

k.k'=1

- K(t:20, 21,22, 23)00, (1, § — 0. D)0", (1, § — 22, )
2
: vfl/ (t,7— zl,i)vflg(t, § —z3,%)dzy dzp dz3 dzody dj dx di dt (7-55)

> | ; I (lyy yy)(‘ayk,m(ayk,wn<ayk—isk(z))wnxr,y,x)

k.k'=1

- K(1:20.21. 22, 23)0/%, (1. § — 2o, )?)v,’,’/z(t, y—z2,%)

-vi/l (t. 7 —Zl,i)vflg(t, § — 23, %) dzy dzp dz3 dzg dy dj dx d% dr, (7-56)

where K(¢;zg, z1, 22, z3) is given in (7-52).
By (7-53), (6-14), (6-19), Bernstein’s inequality and the conservation of mass, we have

> > (754

2i~—2 2 2
I N P W(/ . |5'(t)|dr)
n,n' €N n',nl,nieN : G

— < 2
ny—n)+ns=n’ ~ ”wO”ng,x'

212—2i

Integrating (7-55) by parts in space, we derive

9= 5 [ S5+ i, v

k.k'=1

- K(1:20. 21, 22. 23)V% (1, § — 2o. i)v,}j&(t, y—122,X)

-vfl/l (t,y —Zl,i)vi/s (t,y —z4,X)dz1 dzp dzzdzodx dx dy dy dt.
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Therefore, by the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality, (7-53), Lemma 6.20, the Sobolev embedding

theorem, the fact G/lg2 C G(;, |£(1)| < 22 and I, < i, we have

> > (759

n,n’eN n’ . n.,nkeN
'ttt =n < w || ||v||
ni—n,y+ny=n ~ 0 X (G’

I,—2i 12
2 VN Egersr2

I>—2i~2in—21 2 hy2
<2277 27 || 6L3L)2C||U ”L?L§L§|

By a similar argument, we infer

2[2 —2i

)OI DINCE DI T,

n,n’eN nl,nz,n3eN
nl—n2+n3—n

Now we turn to (7-50). As (7-48), we have the corresponding integral kernel

K(t:20,21,22,23) = //// 1 (t; Mo, N1, N2, N3)e’ 711 172112611323 12010 ) dn, dipz dno,

where

y 27 i 43+ o
m(t;no,N1,M2,M3) = — ¢( )

q(n) 2k=10

((V¢)( s<)) (m;s()) ¢( s<))(v¢)( s<>))

The kernel function K (t;zo, 21, z2, z3) satisfies

sup/ |K(t 20,21, 22,23)|dz1 dzp dz3dzg S 27 3
t
Thus

212—2i

> > (750)

-2 h 12
S I T §%( [ |s’(r)|dr)
n,n’eN n,n},n%eN v G

ni—njtny=n' S llwol7 -
y.x

Finally, we consider the term (7-51). Following the argument for the estimates (7-48) and (7-50), by the
Bernstein inequality, the conservation of mass and Lemma 6.20, we deduce

> > a5

/ /7 ’ /
n.,n'eN n',n5,n5eN
n|—n,+nl=n’

a2 < gl ||wo|| LA 1%

X; (G’

Therefore, we eventually arrive at

(7-25) < ||w0|| (1+||v||X(Gl )-

The proof of Theorem 7.5 is complete. O
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7.2. Proof of Theorem 6.25. By Theorem 6.21, we have

lvall 2, qo.a—27p < 1 (7-57)
where
€32ko
2 . 3
vy (t,y,x) =Av(A°t, Ay, x), with A = i (7-58)
Letw = Py2k0 v;. Then w satisfies
i0;w+ Ay = F(w)+ N,
where
N = PészF(vA).
Let
M(t)—/// / |lw(t, y, x)|2| |o(waw)(t y,x)dydydxdx.
R2
Then a direct calculation similar to [Dodson 2012; 2016a; 2016b; 2009] gives
[, a0 ax| < s M@+,
L7 ,([0,A72T]xR2)  te[0,A—2T]
where
AT
J(w(Vy—lé(t))w)(t v, x)l ~l\s(wN)(t ,V,X)dydydxdxde| (7-59)
R2
2T
151, 7, x)|2|y y~|3(N(v —iE())D)(t, y, x)dydydxdxdt‘ (7-60)
rR2 JR2
AT2T
lw(t, 7, %)|? | |\s(w(V —i&()N)(t, y,x)dydydxdxde|. (7-61)
R2 JR2

Since N (t) <1, we have N, (t) < €32%0 /K. By Theorem 6.6 and the Bernstein inequality, for any 7 > 0,
if K > C(n), we have

”(Vy —i&()w ”L}’°L§,X([O,A*2T]x[RZXR) S 772k0- (7-62)
Therefore, by the Galilean transformation and the conservation of mass, we get

sup  [M(1)] S n2o.
te[0,A72T]

We now consider (7-59). As in (7-37), let v/1 =P’
decomposition

k-3 VA and v/1 P>yzk0_3v;k. Then we have the

/%(@N)(t,f,fc)dizf Fo(t,y,%) + F1(2,7,%) + F2(2, 7, %) + F3(1, 7, X) + Fa(z, y, X) dX.
R R

We can see

f Fo(t,7,%)d% =0
R
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Following the same argument as the proof of (7-25), we may obtain

Then by (7-62) and the conservation of mass, we have

AT2T

rs(tf)(vy—isa)m)(r,y,x)'y ‘¥|<F2+F3+F4)(r,yix> dy dj dx d¥ dr‘ <n2ko.
R2 Y=y

To estimate the contribution of the term with F; in (7-59), we see the support of the spatial Fourier
transform of [, Fi(r, 7, %) dX isin {& : €] > 2k0=43 a5 in (7-38). Therefore, by integration by parts, the
Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality, the Bernstein inequality, Lemma 6.20 and (7-57), we have

R JR2

AT2T

- J(W(Vy—lé(f))w)(t Vs X)| i

/A ZT[Rz /R [(w(v —iEO)).y 0 by

Swllipeer2  qoa—2rxmexmy (Vy =16 (@)W ”L?vyL%([OJ_ZTlxRZXR)

) 85(—A)7)_1/F1(t,)7,32)di
R

(/ Fi(t,7,%) d)"c) dy dj dx dr

dy dj dr

|05(—=A5)” I/I;{Fl(t,)?,i)di

Ly} ([0,A—2T]xR?)
—k ; =~ 13
S 27V, —is () w ||L?!yL)2(([0,)t_2T]><[R2XR) [[v;, ||L§yL§([0,)L—2T]xR2xR)'

By the Bernstein inequality, Lemma 6.20, and (7-57), we have

! L ko=l _ ko
||UA||LgyL§([o,x—2T]xR2xR)5 Z 23276 3523

0<l<kg
Note that
Iy =)Dl 5721012 o sarpoy S 0 2125%07) <25, (7-63)
0<l<kg
Interpolating (7-63) and (7-62), we obtain
. ~ 3
(V) —i&(t)w ||L‘,‘!yL§([0,A—2T]xR2xR) <ns oko (7-64)

Thus, by the above estimates, we have

(7-59) < n82ko.
Now, we turn to (7-60). By (7-35) and (7-57), we have

(7'60) 5 ”w”LooLz (0,1~ 2T]X[R2X[R)”N||L4/3L2([0,A—2T]XR2XR)”(Vy _ié(t))ﬁ)”L‘t‘.yL%([()’/l—2T]x[R2x[R)

S niko.
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Finally, we consider (7-61). Applying integration by parts, we have

—2
(7-61) < (7-60) + m o IRz|1I)(t,)7,)?)|2ﬁsﬁ(wN)(t ,v,x)dydydxdxdt|. (7-65)
By (6-1) and (7-36), we see
22T
- 6s></ / [ 0.5, 912 |||w(z Yol v ey )13 dy d (7-66)
22T
/ L, 105 D1 iy 0l 1o 0y 0 Iy )z dy d
(7-67)

By the Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality, (7-62), (7-64), Lemma 6.20, the Sobolev embedding
theorem, the conservation of mass, and interpolation, we have
82ko

-66) < [lv"]13 o3 <
(7-66) < ””A”L;{yLi([o,,x—zr]szxR)”w||L;{yL§([o,x—2T]xR2xR) ~ 1

and

h ~ 113
-67) <
(7-67) S 13 lL3 Ls L3 to.a—2T1xmex) 121 19 190720 2 10 12 712wy
k2 < %2]{0
”v/1”L?Lg‘)/”Li([o,A—ZT]xWxR) ~ 1 )
Thus, by the above estimates, we have

< r’%ZkO‘
L? ,([0,A72T]xR2)

H/IV By x|

Undoing the scaling in (7-58), we finally reach the desired estimate (6-41). O

Appendix: Well-posedness theory for (1-2)
In this appendix, we present the proofs of the recorded results in Section 3. Let
X1(t) =xsin(t) —icos(t) 0y and X,(t) = xcos(t) +i sin(z) 0. (A-1)

We have the pointwise identity: for any f € S(R?),

1X1(0) S (0, )P+ 1 X2(0) f (0, 0 = |xf (v, ) > +10x f (v, x)> forallz €R. (A-2)
The next result follows by direct calculation. We refer to [Carles 2002b] for more explanation.
Lemma A.1. The operators X1(t) and X, (t) satisfy the following properties:

(1) They correspond to the conjugation of gradient and momentum by the free flow,
Xi(1) = oit(Bg3 —x2) (—i 8x)e—it(AR3 —xz)’

Xz(t) — eit(AR3 _xz)xe_it(A[R3 —x2) )
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(2) They act on the nonlinearity like derivatives, that is, for j = 1,2, we have
X, @) (ulPu)] < ul? X (0ul.
As a consequence, for any u+ € X, we have
e A=) |5 = u()—e A Dug | 2 4
HIX1 (O @)= P )| 2+ X @) @) - S D)5

We now show the local well-posedness part of Theorem 3.4 in the following formulation. This is essentially
following the argument in [Cazenave 2003; Tao 2006].

Theorem A.2 (local well-posedness). For any E > 0 and ug with ||ug]| L2l @ xr) = E, there exists
80 = 80(E) > 0 such that if

it (A~ — 2
||elt( R3™X )MOHL?.),L%(IXRZXR)

it(A 2 it(A ~— 2
4 ||X1(t)elt( R3I™X )MOHL;‘VyL)ZC(IXRzXR)—i_ ”XZ(t)elt( R3™X )MOHL;‘JL%(IXRZXR) 580,
where 1 is the time interval, there exists a unique solution u € CtOLi HL(I x R? x R) of (1-2) satisfying

it(AR3 —x2)

lullzs 2 xmexmy = 2lle uollLs yiaxmexmy and  lullpeor2s (rxmexmy = Cluollp2p-

Proof. Let

t
D) = 180y i [ )5 s,
0

and set the space X to be
X={ueClLiH,: Il oo p251 < 2E. Il g4 51 = 2C80}
or
07241 .
X={ueC L}H,: lullpoor  <2E. fullps 2 <2Cdo.
1Xj Oullpeorz < 2E. [1X;(Oullps 12 <2Co. j =1.2}.
For any u € X, by Proposition 3.2, Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, Lemma A.1, and (A-1), we
have
”@(“)“L‘,”L,%,x S ||u0||L32;,x + ”M”L?,yl)%'lmllzf}!yH}

and
1X1 (@) 002+ 1X2(0) D)o

S Vsuoll g, +lxuoll g, +ulZe 4y (X1l g2+ 1Xa@ullys 12).

Thus

1P eor2  + X1 ()P poorz  + [ X2(O)PW)lI o2 < E+(2C80)° <2E.  (A-3)
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Similarly, we can obtain
0@l 2 + IX1(OP)Ls p2 + IX2()PC) L3 12 =80+ (2C8)° <2C. (A-4)
In the same time, for any u, v € X, by the Strichartz estimate, Holder’s inequality, and Sobolev’s inequality,
we have
0G0 = @)l 12 S [l = o] o,
< lu— v||L?,yL§c(||u||i‘,"yH§ + ”v”i;‘.yH}) < (2C80)%|u — UHL;"yL)ZC- (A-5)

Combining (A-3), (A-4), and (A-5), we have for §p small enough ® : X — X is a contractive map.
Therefore, the theorem follows from the fixed point theorem. O

We now turn to the proof of the scattering norm in Theorem 3.4.
Proof of the scattering norm part of Theorem 3.4. We need to show

ellzs stnrsw) 42 @xrexmy < €M) (A-6)

Then by the scattering theory of the nonlinear Schrddinger equations [Antonelli et al. 2015; Carles 2011;
Tao 2006], we have scattering in (3-1). By the well-posedness part of Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove
(A-6) as an a priori bound.

Divide the time interval R into N ~ (1 + %)4 subintervals /; = [, ?;41] such that

||u||L?)y'Hi_EO(Ij XRZXR) E 87 (A_7)

where § > 0 will be chosen later.
On each /;, by (A-1), the Strichartz estimate, the Sobolev embedding and (A-7), we have

”””L;‘Wy"“LimL;{yw(g xR2xR)

< C(llu)ls+ IIIMIZMIIL;{/;L; + X1 (t)(IMIZM)IIL;{/ysL; + IIXz(t)(Iulzu)llL;{/ysL)zc)

< C(lu@)ls + ”u”i;‘yH;‘GO(”u”L?.yL% +IXi@ullLs 12
| Il 1)+ Wz 002, 1)
<C(lu@p)ls+ ||M||i4 gi-colullps p2 +1Vxulps g2+ llxlullps 72+ ||”||L;‘W;’4L§))

.y X

. 2
fc(”“(t])”E +3 ”u”L‘,‘WylAL%ﬂL?.yH}C)'
Choosing § < (%)1/ * Jeads to the estimate

[|u ”L‘,‘W;}AL%OL?JH)IC(IJ- xR2xR) <2C ||u(tj) [ Syoxe
The desired bound (A-6) now follows by adding up the bounds on each subintervals /;. O

Proof of Theorem 3.5. We only give a sketch for the proof of Theorem 3.5, since it follows essentially by
the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 3.4.
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Foru_ € X, let § > 0 be a small absolute constant to be taken later. Taking 7 = T_(u—) large enough
and then applying the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain

it(A—x2)

lle 5.

u_ <
”L;‘Wy‘AL,%mL;{yH}x((—oo,—T_]szxR) =

Solving the integral equation
t
u(t) = ety / e’(t_s)(A_xz)(|u|2u)(s) ds
—00

in LPL2HL N LHILE 0 LW, L2 0 L} HL((—00, —T-] x R? x R) and keeping u small in
L?W;AL}ZC N L?’y”;’-[)lc((—oo, —T_] x R? x R), the argument in the proof of Theorem A.2 implies that
there exists a solution of (1-2) on (—oo, —T_] x R? x R, which furthermore satisfies (3-2). This completes
the proof for first part of Theorem 3.5. The proof for the second part of Theorem 3.5 is similar and thus
we omit it here. O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 3.6. First, we show the following short-time version.

Lemma A.3 (short-time stability theorem). Let I be a compact interval and let ti be an approximate

2

solution to (1-2) in the sense that i 0;1i + Agsii — x>0 = |ii|?il + e for some function e. Assume that

12l Lgo 12901 (1 xm2xmy = M (A-8)
for some positive constant M. Let tg € I and u(ty) be such that
lu(r0) =i (t0) | 29 = M (A-9)

for some M’ > 0.

Assume also the smallness conditions hold:
Il 413301 (1 xmoxm) < € (A-10)
€ (A-11)

F—to) (A a —x2 -
" ¢T3 u(tg) — i (10)) | L4 41, + el 47337351 <

for some 0 < € < €1, where €y = €, (M, M’) > 0 is a small constant. Then, there exists a solution u to
1-2) on I x R? x R with initial data u(to) at time t = to satisfyin
8

-y < -
lu =l Ls 51 S e (A-12)
lu—itl g3 S M. (A-13)
Il oo 201 S M + M, (A-14)

2 <12~
ul“u — |(ul“u <e. A-15
o= P 373 3,0 (A-15)

Proof. By symmetry, we may assume ?9 = inf /. Let w = u —u. Then w satisfies
i 0w+ Agsw —x2w = |i + w|?(@ + w) — |i) % —e.

For t € I, we define

e 2/~ ~12 -
D(t) = i+ w 2+ w) = 72 37531 (10 1oy
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By (A-10), we have
DO S lwlps st (E7a o0+ 1wlZs 50
s 2
< ”w”L?,yH}c([to,t]xRZxR) Ferllwlley o< xmy (10

On the other hand, by the Strichartz estimate and (A-11), we get

V(A 2
”w”L?.yH;([to,t]xwsz)5 e ¢r0) (B )w(t")”L;‘,yﬂi—([to,r]xWxR)+D(t)+”"’”Li‘,/y%}c([to,t]xWxR)

< D(1) +e. (A-17)
Combining (A-16) and (A-17), we obtain
D(t) S (D(t) +€)* +€3(D(t) +e).
A standard continuity argument then shows that if €; is taken sufficiently small, then
D(t) <e forallt el,

which implies (A-15).

Using (A-15) and (A-17), one easily derives (A-12). Moreover, by the Strichartz estimate, (A-9) and
(A-15),

~ 2~ ~12 ~
lwlizge 230 (1 xm2xry < Nw )l 251 + i +wl™ G +w) — [l arsy 0 +llell 4y < M’ +e,

which establishes (A-13) for €; = €1 (M) sufficiently small.
To prove (A-14), we use the Strichartz estimate, (A-8), (A-9), (A-15) and (A-10),
~ ~ 2 <12~ ~12~
el oo 20 (1 xmexmy S M (t0) 2501 + 1t (f0) =10 (t0) | L2500 + Il Fu =l %] /5y 0 + W7 75,0

SM+M +e+|i SMAM +eté.

3

L} 1k

The proof is complete by choosing €1 = €1 (M, M) sufficiently small. O
We now show the proof of Theorem 3.6.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We divide the interval I into N ~ (1 + é)4 subintervals I; = [t;,1;41], 0 < j <
N — 1, such that

Il Ls 310z, xmexm) = €15

where €; = €1(M,2M’) is given by Lemma A.3.
By choosing ¢ sufficiently small depending on J, M and M’, we can apply Lemma A.3 to obtain, for
each j and all 0 <€ < ¢y,

~ . ~ . /
e — “”L;{yH}C(IJ» xrexg) = C()e, e =l Lo 2901 (1, xm2xmy = €M,

el o 12308 1, ey < CONM + M), lufu — a7 <C(j)e.

”L?ff%k(l_; xR2xR)

provided we can prove that analogues of (3-3) and (3-4) hold with 7o replaced by ;.
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In order to verify this, we use an inductive argument. By the Strichartz estimate, (3-3), and the inductive
hypothesis,

() = (@)l L2901

~ 2 ~12 ~
< lhto) = (00} 35, + P2 = 2R 3731 12y + 1€ 37530 o 1y
j—1
SM' '+ Clh)e+e.
k=0
Similarly, by the Strichartz estimate, (3-4), and the inductive hypothesis,

i(f—1: 42 -
||el(t t/)(AR3 X )(u(t])_u(t]))”L?yH)l((I]XRZXR)

< || pi (t—t0)(Ag3—x2) 5
S N 1) ~ 108 et 1wy 1€l L3750 o, T

j1 o el = P 72, s
x ([to,t; 1xR2xR)
Se+ Y Clhe. py AR
k=0
It is clear now we may choose €1 sufficiently small, depending on N, M and M’, such that the hypotheses

of Lemma A.3 continue to hold as j varies. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.6. |
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