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We prove the only blowup solutions to the focusing, quintic nonlinear Schrodinger equation with mass equal
to the mass of the soliton are rescaled solitons or the pseudoconformal transformation of those solitons.
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1. Introduction

The one dimensional, focusing, mass-critical nonlinear Schrddinger equation is given by
iy +uxx + ul*u=0, u(0,x)=uo(x) e L*(R). (1-1)
This equation is a special case of the Hamiltonian equation
iy +uxx +uPlu=0, u(0,x)=uo(x), p>1. (1-2)
If u(¢, x) is a solution to (1-2), then
v(t, x) = 2@ Dy 021, ax) (1-3)
is a solution to (1-2) with appropriately rescaled initial data. Furthermore,

272000, 1) | sy = A2/ POTTV2 uo | gy

® = ®)’

so, for s, = %—2 /(p—1), the H*» (R) norm of the initial data is invariant under the scaling symmetry (1-3).
MSC2020: 35Q55.
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The scaling symmetry in (1-3) controls the local well-posedness theory of (1-1). In that case, p =5
and s, = 0.

Theorem 1. The initial value problem (1-1) is locally well-posed for any uy € L2,
(1) For any ug € L2, there exists T (u¢) > 0 such that (1-1) is locally well-posed on the interval (=T, T).
(2) If |luollz2 is small then (1-1) is globally well-posed, and the solution scatters both forward and

backward in time. That is, there exist u_, uy € L*(R) such that

lim |u(t) —e't2u =0 and lim (u(t) —e'Pu_ =0.
i () = a2 Jim ) =

(3) If I is the maximal interval of existence for a solution to (1-1) with initial data ugy, we say u blows up

forward in time if

i ol oy =+

If u does not blow up forward in time, then sup(I) = +o00 and u scatters forward in time.

(4) If sup({) < oo then, for any s > 0,
lim ||u(?)||gs = +o0.
t /'sup(I)
(5) Time reversal symmetry implies that the results corresponding to (3) and (4) also hold going backward
in time.

Remark. It is very important to emphasize that throughout this paper, blow up in positive time may be in
finite time or infinite time, unless specified otherwise. The same is true for blow up in negative time.

Proof. Theorem 4 was proved in [Cazenave and Weissler 1990]. See also [Ginibre and Velo 1979a; 1979b;
1985; Kato 1987]. The proof uses the Strichartz estimates
ol oo 2n s Loearxmy < Muolla@ + 1 E 0 L1 p2 145 11 (1 xmys

where u is the solution to
iuy +uxy =F, u(0,x)=uy,

on the interval 7, where 0 € I. The Strichartz estimates were proved in [Ginibre and Velo 1992; Strichartz
1977; Yajima 1987]. Theorem 4 was proved using Picard iteration, so u is a strong solution to (1-1). For
all t € I, where I is the open interval on which local well-posedness of (1-1) holds,

. t .
u(z)=e”3xm0+i/ e D0 |y (1) *u(r)) d.
0

See [Tao 2006] for different notions of a solution. O

Furthermore, a solution to (1-1) has the conserved quantities mass,

Mwm=/wamﬁu=MW@x
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and energy,
Ewa»=%/hu@dox—%/wmxmdx=Ewm»

For the more general equation (1-2), the Hamiltonian is given by
_1 24, 1 pH1 g
Eu@)) = 3 lux(t, x)|” dx P lu(t, x)| dx = E(u(0)). (1-4)

For p <5, [Ginibre and Velo 1979a] proved global well-posedness of (1-2) with initial data uy € H 1 (R).
Indeed, by a straightforward application of the fundamental theorem of calculus and Holder’s inequality,
ifu(t,x)e L*NH,

o0 [e.¢]
|WJW5[}MWJWM@;[uwmwme@fmwmwwhmy (1-5)
X X

Therefore,
p+1 (p—1/2 (p+3)/2
||u(t)||Lp+l(R) < ||”(t)||H1(R) ””(t)”Lz(R) )

so (1-4) implies the existence of a uniform upper bound on [[u(¢)|| ;1 when p <5.
For p > 5, there exist singular solutions of (1-2), that is, solutions on the finite interval [0, T'), T < oo,
for which

tli_g} ()| 1wy = o0-

See [Glassey 1977; Weinstein 1986].
When p =5, (1-5) implies

6 2 4
[ 1 dx 5 @1y )l 5 (16)
which implies the existence of a threshold mass M| for which, if ||ug| 2 < My,

E@(®) 2y 14013 -

with implicit constant \ 0 as ||ug| ;2 /" M.
From [Weinstein 1982], the optimal constant in (1-6) is given by the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality,

6 ”u”iZ 2 2
||u||L6(R) =3 A2 ||ux||L2’ (1'7)
1017 -
where
3 1/4
=— . 1-8
2 (cosh(Zx)z) (1-8)

Therefore, if [|uoll 2 < [| Q| f2, then (1-7) implies

E(®) Zjugl,» 1413, (1-9)
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which implies global well-posedness of (1-1) with initial data ug € H' and ||lug||;2 < || Q|| 2. Furthermore,
the identities

%/‘xz|u(t,x)|2 dx:4Im/xu(t,x)ux(t,x) dx

and

2
% X2Jult, )| dx = 16 E(u(t))

imply scattering for (1-1) with initial data

upe H'R)Nx = {u:/x2|u(x)|2dx <oo}, luollz2 <1102

More recently, [Dodson 2015; 2016a] proved that (1-1) is globally well-posed and scattering for any
initial data ug € L2, |lugllz2 < ||Q|l12. The proof used the concentration compactness result of [Keraani
2006; Tao et al. 2008] which states that if u#(¢) is a blowup solution to (1-1) of minimal mass, if #; is
a sequence of times approaching sup(/), and if u blows up forward in time on the maximal interval of
existence I, then u(%,, x) has a subsequence that converges in L2, up to the symmetries of (1-1). Using
this fact, [Dodson 2015] proved that if # is a minimal mass blowup solution to (1-1), then there exists a
sequence t,, — sup(/), for which E(v,) \ 0, where v, is a good approximation of u(z), x), acted on
by appropriate symmetries. Since (1-9) implies that the only # with mass less than || Q|| iz and zero
energy is u = 0, and the small data scattering result implies that the zero solution is stable under small
perturbations, there cannot exist a minimal mass blowup solution to (1-1) with mass less than ||Q ”22‘

When |u| ;2 = || Q| 12, (1-7) only implies that E(u) > 0. The Q(x) in (1-8) is the unique, positive
solution to

Oxx+0° = 0. (1-10)

See [Berestycki et al. 1981; Berestycki and Lions 1978; Kwong 1989; Strauss 1977] for existence and
uniqueness of a ground state solution in general dimensions. Also observe that by the Pohozaev identity,

E©@ =1} [(0-0u- 0910+ x0.) dx =0,

Up to the scaling (1-3), multiplication by a modulus one constant, and translation in space, Q is the
unique minimizer of the energy functional with mass || Q| ;2. See [Cazenave and Lions 1982; Weinstein
1986].

It is straightforward to verify that (1-8) solves (1-10), and that e’/ Q solves (1-1). Since [|e’’ Q| 16 is
constant for all # € R, we have that ¢’ QO blows up both forward and backward in time. Furthermore, the
pseudoconformal transformation of e’ Q(x),

1 —i  ix? X
U(t,X):meXp |:T+4_li|Q(?)’ f>0, (1—11)

is a solution to (1-1) that blows up as ¢ \ 0 and scatters as ¢ — co. Note that the mass is preserved under
the pseudoconformal transformation of ¢?? Q.
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It has long been conjecture that, up to symmetries of (1-1), the only nonscattering solutions to (1-1)
are the soliton e’/ O and the pseudoconformal transformation of the soliton, (1-11). Partial progress has
been made in this direction.

Theorem 2. If ug € H', ||lugll;2 = || Q|| .2, and the solution u(t) to (1-1) blows up in finite time T > 0,
then u(t, x) is equal to (1-11), up to symmetries of (1-1).

Proof. This result was proved in [Merle 1992; 1993], and was proved for the focusing, mass-critical
nonlinear Schrédinger equation in every dimension. O

For the mass-critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation in higher dimensions with radially symmetric
initial data, [Killip et al. 2009] proved:

Theorem 3. If ||ug||z2 = || Q|12 is radially symmetric, u is the solution to the focusing, mass-critical
nonlinear Schrodinger equation with initial data uy, and u blows up both forward and backward in time,
then u is equal to the soliton, up to symmetries of the mass-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation.

In this paper we completely resolve this conjecture in one dimension, showing that the only blowup so-
lutions to (1-1) with mass ||uq ”22 = 0] 22 are the soliton and the pseudoconformal transformation of the
soliton. This result should also hold in higher dimensions, which will be addressed in a forthcoming paper.

It is convenient to begin by considering solutions symmetric in x first.

Theorem 4. The only symmetric solutions to (1-1) with mass ||ug||z2 = || Q|12 that blow up forward in
time are the family of soliton solutions

e 12000x), A>0, R, (1-12)

and the pseudoconformal transformation of the soliton solution

1 . Py 2 )\‘2 )\'
—(T—z)1/2eleexP[—4(1”iT)]exp[it—T}Q(sz)’ A>0, 0eR, TeR, t<T. (1-13)

The proof of Theorem 4 will occupy most of the paper. Once we have proved Theorem 4, we will

remove the symmetry assumption on u¢, proving:
Theorem 5. The only solutions to (1-1) with mass ||ug||r2 = || Q| 1.2 that blow up forward in time are the
family of soliton solutions

10118 pid21 pixE0) 1/2 0 (3 (x — 2080) +X0), A >0, O€R, xo€R, & eR, (1-14)
and the pseudoconformal transformation of the family of solitons,

L o [i(x—io)z}ex L 22 Jo(H=0 (T =)
T -2 P\ ac—r) [P T T—¢ ’

where A>0, 0 €R, xgeR, & eR, TeR, t<T. (1-15)

Applying time reversal symmetry to (1-1), this theorem completely settles the question of qualitative
behavior of solutions to (1-1) for initial data satisfying ||uollz2 = || Q|1 2-

The reader should see [Nakanishi and Schlag 2011] for this result for the Klein—Gordon equation.
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Before proceeding to Section 2, the proof of Theorems 4 and 5 will be outlined. The first step (in
Section 2) in the proof of Theorem 4 is to use the sequential convergence result of [Fan 2021] to show
that Theorem 4 reduces to considering a symmetric solution to (1-1) that blows up forward in time with

lluollz2 = 1|Q|lz2 and A(¢) and y (¢) continuous functions of time for which
k(t)_1/2e_iy(’)u(t, i) —0)| <ne. a1, forallz>0. (1-16)
A1) L2

Then, in Section 3, the machinery in [Martel and Merle 2002] is used to choose A(?) and y (¢) satisfying
(1-16) for which

(€, 0x) = (i€, 0x) = (¢, 03) = (ie, 0%) =0, where €(z, x) :A(l)—l/ze—iy<r)u(, X

0

In Sections 4-6, the spectral theory of € is combined with the long-time Strichartz estimates in [Dodson

)—Q@)

2016a], proving
b 1
[ 10072 a1 = 3@, (10 4 ¥0.1)) 2 - 3ea®). 30+ ¥0:) 12+ 0 75
b
when / M) ?dt=T and a>0. (1-17)

In Section 7, we use (1-17) to show that if [0, T") is the maximal interval of existence of (1-1) in the
forward time direction,

T
/ le@)|17,1(1)"* < oo forany p > 1. (1-18)
0

Note that for the pseudoconformal solution (1-11), (1-18) holds, but fails when p = 1. Then in Section 8, we
use the virial identity in [Merle and Raphael 2005] to show that A(¢) is approximately monotone decreasing.
In Section 9, the monotonicity of A(¢) combined with long-time Strichartz estimates and conservation of
energy implies that u is a soliton solution when 7" = co. When 7" < 0o, a pseudoconformal transformation
of the solution must satisfy 7" = o0, so therefore # must be a pseudoconformal transformation of a soliton.
Finally, in Section 10, the above argument is generalized to the nonsymmetric case. We conclude with an
Appendix describing U? and V? spaces, an important tool used in long-time Strichartz estimates.

2. Reductions of a symmetric blowup solution

Let u be a symmetric blowup solution to (1-1) with mass ||u¢g| ;2 = || Q| ;2. Defining the distance to the
two dimensional manifold of symmetries acting on the soliton (1-8) by

inf luo(x) — e A2 Q(hx) | 2. 2-1)
A>0,yER

there exist Ao > 0 and yo € R where this infimum is attained. Indeed:

Lemma 6. There exist Ao > 0 and yy € R such that

li0(0) =262 00 )l 2y = inf o () — ™72 QG ) | 2
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Proof. Since Q, along with all its derivatives, is rapidly decreasing,
luo(x) = e~ A7 2077 (2-2)

is differentiable and hence continuous as a function of A and y.
Next, by the dominated convergence theorem,

i nf —e A1 200 ) |12
eyl 10 =T EOOTONE

= lluoll7>+11QI7. =2 lim sup [(e™7A7V2Q07 ). up(x)) 2] =2 Q)72 (2-3)
A o0 y€[0,27]

Here, (f, g); 2 denotes the L?-inner product

(f.€)12 =Re / F()2@) d.
Meanwhile, rescaling (2-3),
(™ 7AT2Q07x), uo(x)) 2 = (Q(x), € A 2ug(hx)) 2,

and therefore,

li inf —e 12007 )12, = 2|03, 2-4
xI\H})yef&zn]”uO(x) e O )72 =2l0l7- (2-4)

Finally, the polarization identity
luo(x) = A7200.7 %) 125 + uo(x) + A7 V2Q( " x) |12, = 4] 0|2,
implies that
1 2 .
3 /0 luo(x) —e™YA"20(0 7 W)II2, dy = 2] Q| 12,. (2-5)

If, for all A > 0,

inf Jug(x) —e VATV2Q( 012, = 2] 0]2,.
y€[0,27]

then (2-5) implies
luo(x) —e™YAV20(0 T W)|12, =2]|Q[2, forall >0, y €[0,2x]. (2-6)
In this case simply take Ao = 1 and yy = 0.

Remark. Equation (2-6) is not possible, since (2-6) is equivalent to the statement that there exists
luollL2 = I Q|2 satisfying

(o(x), e 2712Q0(A71x));2 =0 forall y €[0,27] and for all A > 0. (2-7)

Since Q and ug are symmetric, let R(y) = e¢”/20Q(y) and v(y) = e*/2u¢(e”). Then (2-7) implies
that v(y) is orthogonal to all translations of R(y). Since R(y) is exponentially decreasing, the Fourier
transform of R(y) is analytic in the strip, and therefore must have isolated zeros. Thus, its zeros are a set
of measure zero, so the translates of R are dense in L2. The author is grateful to an anonymous referee
for pointing this fact out.



1700 BENJAMIN DODSON

On the other hand, if

inf inf _eivy—1/2 —1 12 > 2
k“;o)}gRHuo(x) VA2 )2, <2]0]2s.

then (2-3) and (2-4) imply that there exist 0 < A1 < A, < 0o such that

inf inf _ —l‘)/)\—l/2 )\'—l 2 — inf inf _ —i)/)\’—l/Z )\‘—l 2 )
A e O A S R T

Since (2-2) is continuous as a function of A > 0, y €[0, 2x], and [A1, A;] X [0, 27r] is a compact set, there

exist Ao > 0 and y € [0, 27] such that

—i —1/2 — . —i — —
luo() = 152005 Dl 2y = inf o) = AT 2Q0 T 0l O

Using the weak sequential convergence result of [Fan 2021], Theorem 4 may be reduced to considering
solutions that blow up in positive time for which (2-1) is small for all # > 0.

Theorem 7. Let 0 < ny < 1 be a small, fixed constant to be defined later. If u is a symmetric solution

to (1-1) on the maximal interval of existence I C R, ||ugl||z2 = || Qll12, u blows up forward in time, and

sup inf [V AV 2u(t, Ax) — Q(x)|l 12 < 1 (2-8)
t€[0,sup(1)) »» ¥

then u is a soliton solution of the form (1-12) or a pseudoconformal transformation of a soliton of the
form (1-13).

Remark. Scaling symmetries imply that (2-1) and the left-hand side of (2-8) at a fixed time are equal.
Proof that Theorem 7 implies Theorem 4. Let u(t) be the solution to (1-1) with symmetric initial data u

that satisfies |ug| ;2 = || Q2. If

l-m .nf )\‘1/2 iy t,)\, N =0’ 2-9
Ay aaeg €T (A0 = Ol 2-9)

then (2-8) holds for all ¢ > ¢, for some ¢y € I. After translating in time so that ¢y = 0, Theorem 7 easily
implies Theorem 4 in this case.

However, the convergence theorem of [Fan 2021] only implies u(¢) must converge to Q along a
subsequence after rescaling and multiplying by a complex number of modulus one.

Theorem 8. Let u be a symmetric solution to (1-1) that satisfies |uo|| ;2 = || Qll ;2 and blows up forward
in time. Let (T_(u), T+(u)) be the maximal lifespan of the solution u. Then there exists a sequence
tn — T4 (u) and a family of parameters Ay, > 0, y, € R such that

e A 2u(ty, hyx) —> O in L% (2-10)
If (2-9) does not hold but there exists some 7, > 0 such that

sup  inf ||eiyk1/2u(t,kx) —0X) |12 <«
telto,sup(1) *»¥

then after translating in time so that ty = 0, (2-8) holds.
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Now suppose (2-9) does not hold and furthermore that there exists a sequence #,” /" sup(/) such that

inf e AV 2u(1; Ax) — Oll2 > 0« 2-11)
yeR,A>0
for every n. After passing to a subsequence, suppose that, for every n, we have 1, <t, <1, ,, where #,

is the sequence in (2-10) and ¢,; is the sequence in (2-11). The fact that

inf || AY2u(r, Ax) — Q|12 (2-12)
yER,A>0

is upper semicontinuous as a function of ¢ and is continuous for every ¢ such that (2-12) is small guarantees

that there exists a small, fixed 0 < 17, < 1 such that the sequence ¢, defined by

t,;" = inf{t €l: sup inf ||k1/2eiyu(r,kx) — Q02 < n*}
teft, ty] 2>V

satisfies 7,7 7 sup(/) and

inf [le” AV 2u(t, Ax) = Q) L2 = 1+ (2-13)
A>0,7€R

Indeed, the fact that (2-12) is upper semicontinuous as a function of ¢ implies that

{0<t<ty: inf [e” A 2u(t,Ax) — Q(x) |2 = s}
A>0,y€ER

is a closed set. Since this set is also contained in a bounded set, it has a maximal element 7,7, and 7, > 7,
The fact that (2-12) is upper semicontinuous in time also implies

inf e A 2u(tt Ax)— OllL2 > 1.
A>0,y7€R

On the other hand, since

inf e A 2u(r, Ax) — Ollp2 <nx forallt <t <ty
A>0,y€ER

and (2-12) is continuous at times ¢ € I where (2-12) is small,

inf AV 2u(t Ax) — Ol 2 = s (2-14)
A>0,y€ER

Remark. The constant 0 < 1, < 1 will be chosen to be a small fixed quantity that is sufficiently small
to satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 10, sufficiently small such that (2-12) is continuous in time when
(2-12) is bounded by 74, sufficiently small such that ns« < 19, where ng is the constant in the induction
on frequency arguments in Theorem 13, and such that T = 1/ is sufficiently large to satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 18.

Theorem 9 (upper semicontinuity of the distance to a soliton). The quantity

inf [l A1 2u(t, 2x) = Q) | 2wy (2-15)
Y

is upper semicontinuous as a function of time for any t € I, where I is the maximal interval of existence
for u. The quantity (2-15) is also continuous in time when (2-15) is small.
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Proof. Choose some ty € I and suppose without loss of generality that

[u(t0. x) — Q(x)|I 2 = ){njf/ le™” A1 2u(to, Ax) — Q ()l .2
For ¢ close to ¢y, let
e(t,x) = u(t,x)— ') O(x). (2-16)
Since ¢!(*=10) O solves (1-1),
i€ +exx + |ul*u—e"|QI* 0 .
— i€+ exx +3|0|*e + 221070 |02 0% 4 0( 2t QS—J') =0. (2-17)
j=2

Equations (2-16), (2-17), and Strichartz estimates imply that, for J C R, ty € J,

< 4 5
||€||L<;OL}CQL;1L§O(J><R) < lle(@o) 2 + ||€||L<;0L§(Jx|]qg)||”||L;LL§<>(JX[R) + HGHL?,X(JxIR)'

Local well-posedness of (1-1) combined with Strichartz estimates implies that ||u|| LALP I xR) = 1 on
some open neighborhood J of #y. Therefore, for ||€(#y)||; 2 small, partitioning J into finitely many pieces,

sup le@ L2 < ll€(to)ll L2 (2-18)
teJ
and
Jim fle(llz2 = e 2. (2-19)
Therefore,

s

lim inf |AY2e™u(t, Ax) — < |lu(ty, x) — = inf  |AY2eu(ty, Ax) — .
zli?oif‘y” eu(t,Ax) — Qllp2 < llu(to,x)— Ol 2 . GRII eu(to, Ax) — Q|2

Furthermore, if

. . 1/2 iy . _
Jim inf 11727 u(1.3:6) = Q2 < o, x) = Q2

then there exists a sequence ¢, — t9, A, > 0, ¥, € R such that

lim ||\ 2einy(t! A x) — < inf [[A Y2 u(ty, A .
Jim |2, 7% enu(s,, Ay x) — Qll 2 MII e u(to, Ax)| g2

For ¢, sufficiently close to #o, repeating the arguments giving (2-18) and (2-19) with 7, as the initial data
gives a contradiction.
When ||e(%) ||z 2 is large, (2-17) implies

d 2 4 2 4 2
€Oz WOl zecllelzz + llullzo ll€llza-

4

Therefore, Gronwall’s inequality and the fact that u € L7 | .

L imply

lim inf [’ AY2u(e, Ax) = Qg2 < inf  [le’” A 2u(te, Ax) — O ;2.
=10 A>0,y€R A>0,y€R

which implies upper semicontinuity. O
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Making a profile decomposition of u(z,}, x), the fact that u is a minimal mass blowup solution that
blows up forward in time and z, 7 sup(/) implies that there exist A(z,) > 0 and y(z,7) € R such that

MEN 2Dy A(1H)x) — i

in L2. Also, ¢,/ sup(I) implies ||iig||z2 = || Q|12 is the initial data for a solution to (1-1) that blows
up forward and backward in time, and by (2-14),
inf  |AY2eiig(Ax) — Oll 12 = 1. (2-20)
A>0,y€ER
Moreover, observe that (2-10), (2-13), and (2-18) directly imply that

A Ly ot gy =00 and - Hm o o gy = 00
so if # is the solution to (1-1) with initial data i,
inf A2 (1, Ax) — Oll2 < 14
A>0,Y€ER
for all ¢ € [0, sup(I~ )), where 1 is the interval of existence of the solution & to (1-1) with initial data i,
and & blows up both forward and backward in time. However, Theorem 7 and (2-20) imply that & must be
of the form (1-13). Such a solution scatters backward in time and is well approximated by a linear solution
12

which contradicts the fact that # blows up both forward and backward in time.

Therefore, Theorem 7 implies that (2-11) cannot hold for any symmetric solution to (1-1) with mass

luoll 2 = 1@l 2, so by Theorem 7, any symmetric solution to (1-1) that blows up forward in time must
be of the form (1-12) or (1-13). O

3. Decomposition of the solution near Q

Turning now to the proof of Theorem 7, make a decomposition of a symmetric solution close to Q, up to
rescaling and multiplication by a modulus one constant. This result is classical; see, e.g., [Martel and Merle
2002], although here there is an additional technical complication due to the fact that u need not lie in H .

Theorem 10. Tuke u € L2. There exists o > 0 sufficiently small such that if there exist Ao > 0, Yo € R

that satisfy
e 2u(hox) — Ol 12 < a,

then there exist unique A > 0, y € R which satisfy

(e.0%)2=(e,iQ%)2=0, (3-1)

where
e(x) = A 2u(x) - Q. (3-2)
Furthermore,
A iyoy 1/2
lellz2 + R_l + 1y —vol S lle"°Ay “u(rox) — Ol 2. (3-3)
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Remark. Since ¢'? is 27-periodic, the y in (3-2) is unique up to translations by 277k for some integer k.
Proof. By Holder’s inequality,
€70h 2u(hox) = Q(x). 0%) 2] £ €70g 2u(hox) = Ol 2.
€70 uhox) = 0.1 Q%) 2] < l€"hgu(hox) = Oll -
First suppose that Ay = 1 and y9 = 0. The inner products
iyq1/2 _ 3 iyy1/2 _ 3
(A u(dx) = Q(x), Q%) 2 and  (e"A 7 u(Ax) — Q(x).iQ%) 2 (3-4)

are C'! as functions of A and y. Indeed,
d , i L
g(ml/zu(kx) — 0(x), 0% 2 = (i A 2u(hx), Q)2 < lull211 Q1136
J , i . . .
@@’W“u(m) —Q(x).i0%) 2 = (i A 2u(hx),i Q%) 2 < ull 21 0136.

Next, integrating by parts,

e

u(Ax)+xe’ A 2u (hx), Q)
oa1/2 12

d  iyy1/2 3 i
A 3G0-000. 0% = (557
eiy 1 j 2
:(mu(XX)—kl FTH0).0°) € ui). 070
1
e

||u||L2||Q||L6+ lull 2% Qxll L2 1 Q117 o

and

(e’yxl/zu@x) 0(x),iQ%) 2=

u(kx)+xe’yk1/2ux(kx) i0 )

2)\1/2 L2

1
(2A1/2 * x)_kl/2 e uh), IQ)Lz 32 177 (€M u(x).i0? Q)2
1

SXIIMIILZIIQIIL# lull L2 11% Oxll L2 Q11 F oo

Similar calculations prove uniform bounds on the Hessians of the inner products given in (3-4).
Next, compute

%(e"m”zu(xx)— 0(x). 0%)12  =(0,0%2 =0,

A=1,y=0,u=Q

%(ei”kl/zu(?»X)— 0(x),i0%) > =(0.i0%) 2 =0l

A=1,y=0,u=0Q

(30 +x0x. 0%) 12 = 4110l }a.

0 iyy1/2 _ 3
3)»(6 A u(hx) — 0(x), Q%) 2 A=1,y=0,u=Q

(30+x0x.i0) ;> =

0 iyy1/2 j
ak(e Au(Ax), 1Q) 2 A=1,y=0,u=Q
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Therefore, by the inverse function theorem, if Ao = 1 and yy = 0, there exist A and y satisfying

=11+ Iyl S lle"Pu(x) — Q(x) .2
such that
@A 2u(t, Ax) — 0(x), 032 = (@AY 2u(t, hx) — O(x),i Q%) 2 = 0.

The inverse function theorem also guarantees that A and y are unique for all A,y € [1 =6, 1 + 8] x[—6, J]
for some § > 0, up to 27-periodicity.
For A outside [1 —§, 1 4+ §], observe that

e’ 21 2u(0.x) — 0|17 2

= lullz, + 11012, — 27 A2Q(Ax). Q)2 — 2(e' 2 ?[u — Ql(Ax). Q)12 2 82— O(@).  (3-5)
Similarly, for y outside [—48, 6], up to 27 -multiplicity,
e’ 21 2u(0.x) — Q|17 5

= [ul}. + 10132 — 2722 Q(hx), Q)2 — 2(e" A1/ *[u — Q](Ax). Q)12 2 6% — O(@).  (3-6)

which implies uniqueness for « > 0 sufficiently small.
For general Ay and yy, after rescaling,

2 .
2 1‘ 1y = y0l S 1A 2u(t, hox) — Q)2 3-7)

Finally, using scaling symmetries, the triangle inequality, and (3-7),

le?” A 2u(e, Ax) — Q(x) || 12

u(x)— e~tr) 12 0 (%)

L2
< _ —iV()k—l/Z (i) —iyok—l/Z (i)_ —iy)h—l/2 (i)
— M(X) e 0 Q )\0 2 + e 0 Q )\‘0 e 0 Q )\0 L
ofrarls)-ervof
. )\0 A L2
< llef"u(x) — Q(x) |l 2
This proves (3-3). O

Therefore, in Theorem 7, there exist functions
A:l—(0,00) and y:I —>R
such that (3-1) holds for all ¢ € [0, sup([/)).

Theorem 11. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 7, the functions A(t) and v (t) are continuous as func-
tions of time on [0, sup(1)). Additionally, A(t) and y(t) are differentiable in time almost everywhere
on [0, sup([)).
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Proof. Suppose J = [a, b] is an interval that satisfies

letll 4 oo (s xmy =1
and J C [0, sup(1)). Suppose without loss of generality that A(a) = 1 and y(a) = 0. Also, suppose for

now that [|u(a)|| 71 < oo. Strichartz estimates and local well-posedness theory imply that

el oo g1y smy S (@l - (3-8)
Since A(a) =1 and y(a) =0,
(u(a, x) — Q(x), Q*)p2 = (u(a, x) — Q(x),i Q%) 2 = 0.

Then, by direct calculation and the fact that Q is smooth and rapidly decreasing,

d . .
7. )= 0. 0N 2 = (ittxx. Q%) g2 + (i |u*u. Q)12
= (i1, 0xx (@) p2 +i(ul*u, Q)2 S llull 2 + Nullg oo ]l -
Therefore, (3-8) implies that (u(z, x)—Q(x), Q3) 2 is Lipschitz in time on J as is (u(¢, x)—Q(x),i Q%) 2
by an identical calculation. Then by the proof of Theorem 10, A(¢) and y(¢) are Lipschitz as a function

of time for ¢ close to @, and by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, A and y are differentiable almost
everywhere for ¢ near a.

Recall from (3-1) that
et,x) = VO 2u(r, A (1)x) — O(x).

By direct computation, for almost every ¢ near a,

e 21700+ + 2D (10 4 x0y + Le + xex) I 2(Qrx + €xn)

M) 2
+id(0) 2 O (e, M(0)x) | *u(t, A(x))

=i(y@t)+rM0)"2)0 + ig;( 0 +x0x) +iA(t) *(exx + 50* Re(e) +i0* Im(e) —¢)
+i(y@)+ A1)~ 2)6+AE;( €+xex) + A0 T2O0(0Plel* + |e]’).  (3-9)

Since a is arbitrary, A and y are differentiable at almost every ¢ € [0, sup(/)).
Next, define the monotone function s : [0, sup(/)) — R,

t
s(t) = / A1) % dr. (3-10)
0
Making a change of variables €, = e, by (3-9),
— 7 )i 1 . 4 . A4 .
es=i(ys+1)0+ X (2Q+xQx) +i(exx +50Q" Re(e) +i Q" Im(e€) —€)

hy
+i(ys + De+ = (3e +xex) + O(OP[e]* + e *|ul®).  (3-11)

=
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Plugging (3-11) into (3-2) and integrating by parts,

A I
L€, 09 = (. 0%) = 0= Z20l13 — (m(e), £-0%) 2 + Oys + el 2) + O(TMeuLz)

+ O(ll€ll72) + O(llel 72 llull7 )
and

As
%(é» i0%) = (&,i0%) = 0= (ys + DI QlI}s+ (. £O%) 2 + O(ys + llll€]l 2) + O(T”E”L2)

+ O(llell72) + Ol 7 2 llull7.00),
where £_ and £ are the linear operators

L f=—fex—0'F+f and Lf=—fix—50*f+ f. (3-12)
Since £LQ? = —8Q3 and (¢, 03);2 =0,
||Q||44 )\s )\s
VB = (0, £-0%)12 + O + llelz) + O S el
+ O(llell72) + Olel 72 llullz0)  (3-13)
and

A
1QNI74 (s + 1) = O(ys + el 2) + O(TSHEHLZ) +O(lel72) + Ollelallullzo).  (B-14)

Doing some algebra, (3-13), (3-14), and the computations proving (2-18) imply that, for any a € Z>,,

1
/a+ )i
a
a+1

A
a+1
/ lys + 1] ds < / ll€ll 2 ds. (3-16)
a

a

a+1
ds 5/ llell 2 ds (3-15)
a

and

Indeed, the computations proving (2-18) imply that
a+1

sup (el 2 < / ()l 2 ds. (3-17)
s€la,a+1] a
SO
a+1 ) 3 a+1 ) a+1 3
/ lell? 2 luel3 oo ds < [ ()], ds- / 12 ds. (3-18)
a a a

Furthermore, Strichartz estimates and the computations proving (2-18) imply that [ atl

a ||u||100 dss 17

and crucially, the bound is independent of ||u(a)|| 1 -
For a general u(a) € L?, let u™ (a) = P<yu(a). Taking N large enough that

€7@ (@) 2u™ (@, M@)x) = Qll 2 = 21,

Theorem 10 implies that there exist ¥V (s) and AN (s) for any s € [a,a + 1] such that (3-1) holds.
Furthermore, AN (s) and yV (s) satisfy (3-13) and (3-14), and ¥V (s) and A" (s) converge to y(s)
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and A(s) uniformly on [, a + 1], so ¥ (s) and A(s) are continuous as functions of s. Furthermore, €N — ¢

in L2 uniformly in s and ™V — u in L$L.
Therefore, plugging AN (s), ¥V (s), €, and u" into (3-13) and (3-14) and doing some algebra implies,
by the dominated convergence theorem,

1017 4[InA(s) = InA(a)] =/ O((Im(e), L-0%)2) + O(llell72) + OCllel17 2 llull 7 o) ds

a
and

IIQII14[V(S)—V(a)+(S—a)]=/ O(llell2) + O(llelZ 2 lully o) ds.

a

Therefore, by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, Ag/A and yy exist for almost every s € [a,a + 1] and
satisfy (3-13) and (3-14). O

Following [Merle 2001], the decomposition in Theorem 10 gives a positivity result.

Theorem 12. If €(t, x) is a symmetric function, € 1. 03, € LiQ3, |le(t.x)| 2 < 1, and |Q + €| 2 =
1Qll 2. then
EQ+0) 2 el = [ lesttP dx+ [ lete.x) ax.

Proof. Decomposing the energy and integrating by parts, since Q is a real-valued function,
EQ+a =1 [ Qhdv+re [ Quwerttndx+ St~ § [ 0 dx
5 3 4 2
—Re/ O(x)’e(t,x)dx — 3 / O(x)"|e(t, x)|” dx
—Re/ O(x)*e(t, x)* dx —/ O(le(t. x)]? Q° + [e(t. x)|%) dx.

First observe that, since E(Q) =0,

Yl ozav— 1 [ 064y =
2/Qxdx 6[Q dx =0.

Next, by (1-10) and integrating by parts,
Re/ O (x)ex (t,x)—Re/ 0(x)’e(t,x) = —Re/(Qxx(x)+Q(x)5)e(z,x)dx = —Re/ O(x)e(t,x)dx.
Using the fact that |Q +€l|z2 = | Qll12,

017, =30 +e€l7.+ 3llel;, =—(0.€)2 = —Re/ O(x)e(t, x)dx = S|el7..  (3-19)
Therefore,

1 1 3
EQ+6) = lells + leslZa — 3 [ 000t et 00 d

—Re/ Q()c)“e(t,x)2 dx—/ 0(|e(t,x)|3Q3 +|e(t,x)|6) dx.
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Decomposing the terms of order €2 into real and imaginary parts,
%Hex”iz + %||e||i2 . % / 0(x)*[e(t, x)[? dx —Re/ 0(x)*e(t, x)? dx
_ %/Re(e)i dx + % f Re(e)? dx — %/ 0(x)* Re(e)? dx + % f Im(e) dx + % / Im(e)? dx

— % / O(x)* Im(e)? dx.
Recalling (3-12),

% /Re(e)i dx + % / Re(e)? dx — %/ 0(x)*Re(e)? dx = %(C Re(e),Re(€))2.

It is well known, see, e.g., [Merle 2001], that £ has one negative eigenvector, £(Q3) = —8Q3, and
one zero eigenvector, £(Qx) = 0. Since Re(¢) L O* and Re(e) symmetric guarantees that Re(e) L Qx,

1

%/Re(e)i dx + 3 / Re(e)? dx — g / 0(x)*Re(e)® dx > %/Re(e)2 dx.

Next, doing some algebra,
% / Re(e)2 dx = %(ﬁ Re(e), Re(€)) — % / Re(e)? dx + % f 0(x)* Re(e)? dx < C(LRe(e), Re(e)).

By similar calculations, since Im(e) L Q3 and Im(¢) L Qy,

% / Im(e)> dx+% / Im(e)zdx—% f 0(x)* Im(e)? dx

_ %(ﬁ Im(e), Im(e€)) + 2 / 0(x)* Im(e)?

> %(c Im(e), Im(€)) > % / Im(e)? dx + % / Im(e)2 dx.

Finally, by the Sobolev embedding theorem and ||¢];2 < 1,

6 2 4 2
/ €S dx < llely, lellfz < lely,

and

3/2 3/2 5/2 1/2 5/2 5/2
/ 0 [e(t, ) dx 5 llel}5 el < Nl el )2 S Nell3 + el el < lel2z + el
which completes the proof of Theorem 12. O

4. A long-time Strichartz estimate

Having shown that it is enough to consider solutions to (1-1) that are close to the family of solitons and
that there is a good decomposition of solutions that are close to the family of solitons, the next task is to
obtain a good frequency-localized Morawetz estimate. The proof of the frequency-localized Morawetz
estimate will occupy Sections 4—6.

The proof of scattering in [Dodson 2015] for (1-1) when |ugll;2 < || Q|2 utilized a frequency-
localized Morawetz estimate. There, the Morawetz estimate was used to show that E(P,u(t,)) — 0
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along a subsequence, where P, is a Fourier truncation operator that converges to the identity in the
strong L2-operator topology. Then the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, (1-7), and the stability of the zero
solution to (1-1) implies that # = 0. In the case that ||u¢| ;2 = || Q||;2, [Dodson 2021; Fan 2021] proved
that £(P,u(t,)) — 0 along a subsequence, so the almost periodicity of # implies that u(#,) converges to
a rescaled version of Q.

In fact, [Dodson 2021; Fan 2021] proved more, that £(Pu(¢)) — 0 in an averaged sense on an interval
[0, T] C I. The operator P is fixed on a fixed time interval, but P converges to the identity in the strong
L2-operator topology as T — sup(/). The proof of Theorem 7 will argue that if E(Pu(t)) goes to zero
in a time-averaged sense, then ¥ must be equal to the soliton if the solution is global. If the solution
blows up in finite time, then u must equal a pseudoconformal transformation of the soliton.

An essential ingredient in this proof is an improved version of the long-time Strichartz estimates in
[Dodson 2016a]. The proof will make use of the bilinear estimates of [Planchon and Vega 2009], which
were also used in the two dimensional problem [Dodson 2016b].

Eventually, the proof of Theorem 7 will make use of long-time Strichartz estimates on an interval
J =|a, b] for

1< A(t) < TV100 (4-1)

where T = s(b) — s(a) and s(¢) : [0,sup(/)) — [0, 00) is the function given by (3-10). However, to
avoid obscuring the main idea, it will be convenient to consider the case when A(¢) = 1 first, since the
generalization to the case (4-1) is fairly straightforward.

Suppose without loss of generality that a = 0 and » = T'. Choose

O<nm <Ky Kl
to be small constants, suppose
le(. x) L2 = no (4-2)

for all ¢ € J, and choose n; < 1y small enough that

| 10@P e = 43)
|E1=n;
and therefore
swp [ N de <,
[€1=n

teJ 1

Then rescale from A(¢) = 1 to A(t) = 1/n; and [0, T'| — [0, nl_zT].
When i € Z, i > 0, let P; denote the standard Littlewood—Paley projection operator. When i = 0,
let P; denote the projection operator P<g, and when i < 0, let P; denote the zero operator.

Definition. Suppose nl_zT = 23k for some k € Z>¢. Then define the norm

sup  sup || Pl

0<i<k 1<q<23k—3i

2
[l U2 ([(a—1)23,a23/1xR)

+ 2M|(P=ju)(P<i—3u)|

2 _
X([0,n72TIxR) —

2
L%,x ([(a—1)23i’a23i]xR). (4_4)
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Also, forany 0 < j <k, let

sup sup || Pull

2
0<i<) 1<qe23k—3i U% ([(a—1)237,a237]xR)

+ 2||(P=ju) (P<i—su)||

2 _
lelly, o, nr21xmy) =

2

L? ([(a—1)2%,a23]xR)’
See [Koch and Tataru 2007] for a definition of the U f and VAp norms. See also [Dodson 2016a; 2016b;

2019].

Theorem 13. The long-time Strichartz estimate

leellx o2 7y 1
holds with implicit constant independent of T.

Proof. This estimate is proved by induction on j. Local well-posedness arguments combined with the
fact that A(¢) = r]l_l for any ¢ € [0, 171_2 T'] imply that

”u”Ui([a,a—i-l]x[R) <1
and wheni =0,

(P=ju)(P<j—3u) = 0.
Therefore,

”u”Xo([O,nl_zT]xR) <1 (4-5)
This is the base case.

Remark. The implicit constant in (4-5) does not depend on 7" or 7;.

To prove the inductive step, recall, by Duhamel’s principle, that if J = [(a — 1)23k=3i 4p3k=3i ], then,
for any ty € J,
t
u(t) = H Oy (1) +i [ O (ul*u) dt

o
and

t
/ IR P (lul*u) d
t

0

| P=ittll g2 sy S I1Pi (o)l 2 + ] :
U2 (J xR)

By (4-3) and the fact that (1) = 1/ for all r € [0, n2T], if i >0,

sup || Pxiu(to)llz2 < no- (4-6)
tOG[OJM_ZT]

Next, choose v € VA2 (J x R) such that ||v||V§( Jxm) = 1 and 0(t, &) is supported on the Fourier support
of P;. It is a well-known fact that

t
/ DA P (lu*u) dt
t

0

4
< sup [P (Jul*u)l 1 .
U% (J xR) v '

where sup,, is the supremum over all such v supported on P; satisfying ||v||V§( sxr) = 1. See [Hadac
et al. 2009] for a proof.
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By Holder’s inequality,
| Y . )3 . )3 AY . )4 . . )3
V(uzi-3) (=i-3) Mgy A lvzi-3)"(usi-3) g A+ lv@zi-3) " W@<i-a)lpr  +lv@=i-3)"lL1
5 4
S ”v”L‘tX’L% ||u2"_3”L~?L}(O + ||U||L;‘L§°||“Zi—3||L[16/3L§C ””Si—3”L;’OL§
2
+lvlgs Nwzi—s)(u=i-e)llp2 Nusi-slres luzi-s ”L?.x
3 2 ) _ 3/2 C3/2 1)z
vl usioslfe TusimelZe +Ivlzg Mm@z} Tusi-sl}E luxi-slfy
2 3
vl Muzi-slze luzi-ellys - (4-7)
Since VAZ cU f for any p > 2, again see [Hadac et al. 2009],
ol ooz + Wollzs +lvlpapee S Iollyz S 1. (+-8)
Next, when i > 4, since Ui C U#%, (4-3) and (4-6) imply
lusi—sll3 Sluzi-sl}a, collusi=sl Snollusi-3 |} S nollully (4-9)
When i < 4, the fact that for any a € Z,
o]l 24 .90 (fa, a4 11xm) S 1> (4-10)

the fact that the Fourier inversion formula and Holder’s inequality imply

H/|$|< s X0, €) de
<n

1

< u@)ll 2, (4-11)

Lo°

and the fact that (4-3) implies, after rescaling A(t) = 1 — A(¢) = 1/ny,

1/2
( /|s| ” |ﬁ(r,5)|2dé) <o (4-12)
zn

1
combine to imply that

luzi-3175 10 S Mo- (4-13)
Similar calculations can be made for the terms
[y lusisllpoor2 + luzi—3lle lusi—el?e +luzi=sl3e lluzi—lle . (4-14)
=! L;6/3L§' =t L7 Lx =t L?,x =t L?,x =t L?,x =t L?,x
Therefore,
. 5 , 4 . . 3 . 2 . 2 . 3
>3 ||L§L}C°+”u2’_3 ||L;6/3L§C lu<i—s ||L§>°L§+””Zl—3 ||L?.x ||u2’_6”L?x+”uZ’_3 ||L?»c ||”zz—6||L?!x

< 770”“”3‘(173([0]])(@) + 770”“”;(1.73([0]]@) +1n0. (4-15)
Next, by the definition on page 1710,

2 —i/2 3
Izi—s)w=i-6)lrz lu<i-sllres luzi-slpe <2 Pl o lusi-ellis,.  4-16)
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By (4-11), (4-12), and the Sobolev embedding theorem,

2 usiglLee, S o

SO
—i/2 3 3
272l qo.rpxm 1 <i—s6llzes, < nollully. . qo.r1xm)-
Making a similar calculation,
3/2 3/2 1/2 3/2 2
lezi-s)wsi-e) 1} Nusi-slly luzi-sll s = m el o mixe-
Since

Pzi(lusi-3|*u<i—3) =0,
it only remains to compute, using the definition on page 1710, (4-15), and (4-17),

[((Poi—s) (P51 S I(Poi—su)(P<i—g)ll 2 || P<i—gullzgs, v(Psi—5)* 2

WX

1713

(4-17)

(4-18)

(4-19)

2 2
+ 1 Pzisulips ||P2i—6u||L?',x lo(P<i—3t)"ll 2

< 7]0”””%/,-_3([()’T]x|]qg) ||U(P§i—3”)2||L%’X + 770”“”?(1._3([01])(@) + 7o-

By the Sobolev embedding theorem,

| P<isullpis S D0 IPulps 0 Y0 297308278 ullx, o, rixmy S 272 llullx,_y qo,71xm)-

0<j<i—3 0<j<i—3

Also, by VA2 C Uz/ 4 and the Sobolev embedding theorem,

8/9
L’

itA

i/9
o (Pist)l 78 5 20l 125 gy S0P 1 v0) )]

where sup, is over all [[vg[| 2 = 1 supported in Fourier space on the support of P;. Therefore, we have

finally proved
2 4
||P2i”||U§(JxR) < Mo+ nollullx, . qo.rxmy T Mollllx, o, 71xm)

8/9

it A
i Uo)(usi—3)||Ltz .
WX

+n0llull3; o, r1xmy 247 sup ll(e
vo
To complete the proof of Theorem 13, it only remains to prove

272 sup | ("B vo) (u=i-3)l 2 < 1+ lullx;_so.11xs)-
) :

Indeed, assuming that (4-21) is true, (4-20) becomes
||PZiu||Ui(JX[R) <o+ 770”“”12\/1._3([0,T]><R) + 770”””?\’1._3([0,T]><R)-
Equation (4-21) would also imply
22 (i) (Psi—s)ll 12 sy S I Pittll2 gy (1 + e,y o.7m)

< no + nollullx;,_; (o, 71xw) + 770||””15Y,-_3([0,T]xR)'

(4-20)

(4-21)
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Then taking a supremum over 0 <7 < j,

lullx; o, 71wy < 1+ nollullx; _5(0,1xr) + '70||“||§(,-_3([0,T]><R)’
which by induction on j, starting from the base case (4-5), proves Theorem 13.

The bilinear estimate (4-21) is proved using the interaction Morawetz estimate (see [Dodson 2016b;
Planchon and Vega 2009]). To simplify notation, let

v(t, x) = ¢!"By,,

where ||vg|/z2 = 1 and ¥y is supported on the Fourier support of P; for some j > i. Then take the
Morawetz potential

X —
MO = [ 1) 2 st dy + [ lusis P2 mfoudd .
Let F(u) = |u|*u. Then u<;_3 solves the equation
i0tu<i—3+ Au<j3+ F(u<j—3) = F(u<j—3) — P<j—3 F(u) = —Nj—3. (4-22)

Following [Planchon and Vega 2009],

%M(l)=8/|8 ((t, X)u<;i_3)(t, x)|? dx——/|v(t X)|*|u<i—3(t, x)|® dx

+/|v(z,y)|2( =) Refii<i-a0x Ni—a)(t. ) dx
|x — |

f (. y>|2f yfR NV i—sdxtci_s(t. ) dx

+2/Im[u<, N3, y)f _ﬁ

Then by the fundamental theorem of calculus, Bernstein’s inequality, the Fourier support of vu<;_3,
lvollz2 = 1, and the fact that ||u||;2 = || Q|| 2,

Im[vd,v](¢, x) dx dy.

. . X — _
2 usioally g 2 H P hsi-ally = [ 10000 =2 RV - adsusioal(e ) d
X — _
+ [ 1o P2 Relisioad A al,x) d
+2/Im[u<, s Ni—s](e, y)T i? Im[vd,v](z, x) dx dy. (4-23)

Also note that

Du<isl?, =lvviisisu<islp = |vusi-s| (4-24)
t.x r.x

2

Ly

S0 it is not too important to pay attention to complex conjugates in the proceeding calculations.
First, by (4-17),

o lu<i=s®lLs (rxmy < lvusi- 3||L2 lu<i=sl7ee, < 162% lvu<i- 3|| : (4-25)
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Now consider the term

Ni—3 = P<j—3F(u) — F(u<;—3). (4-26)
Since by Fourier support arguments
P<j3F(usj—¢) — Fu<i—¢) =0, (4-27)
we have
Nics = P<i—33lu<i—¢|*uzi—6 +2lu<i—6|*(<i—6) i zi—c)
— Blu<i—6|*ui—6<.<i—3 +2lu<i—6|*(u<i—6)*li—6<.<i3)
+ P<i_30((uzi—6)*u®) + O((ui—g<.<i—3)"u’)
=N+ N2, (4-28)
Following (4-7)—(4-19),
2
|||/\/}(_g| u<i-sllipr = |||u2i—6|2|u5i—9|4||]4}’x + |||u2i—6|2|”2i—9|4”14}qx
< ”(“Zi—6)(u§i—9)”iz ||”5i—9||ig>f>x + ||”Zi—6||i?x ||uzi—9||2gx
<no(1+ ”””X ([0, T]xu;g)) (4-29)

Therefore, since ||vg| 2 =1,

=[] e RN Byl v i dy

// lu(t, y)|2T y? Relii<i—39x N, (2, x) dx dy dt

+2/// Tmli<;—3 N, 2], y)T ?Im[vaxv](t x)dx dy dt

<$n02 (L4 1l o.r1wm))- (4-30)

Next, observe that

3P<i—3(Ju<i—¢|*uzi—¢) — 3(u<i—¢|*ui—6<.<i—3)
=3P 3(Ju<i—¢|*ui—6<.<i—3) + 3P<i—3(Ju<i—g|*u=i—3). (4-31)
Again following (4-7)—(4-19),
||PSi—3(|“§i—6|4”>i—3)(”i—6§~§i—3)”L}.X + ||P>i—3(|“Si—6|4”i—6§~5i—3)(”i—6§-Si—3)||L}’x
Sno(L+ul§, sqorpxmy):  4-32)

Finally, observe that the Fourier support of

3P 3(lu<i—g|*ui—6<.<i—3)(u=i—6) + 3P<i—3(lu<i—¢|*u>i—3)(u=i—) (4-33)
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is on frequencies |£| > 2/~°. Therefore, integrating by parts,

[ s Poieausicotisz. il ) [ tfiosae, ) dxdy di

_ d _
Z[// Im[vaxv](tvx)'a_;Im[”si—6P>i—3(|u§i—6|4”i—6§-Si—3)](tvx) dx dy dt
X
<27 oy lzapeelivilpsse ||(Mi—65~5:‘—3)(”51‘—9)“@2’)‘ ||“§i—6||2?oL§

— 4
+ 27" Jux ”L‘)L?f’ ”v”L‘}Lgo ui—6<.<i—3 ||Lj‘L§° ui—9<.<i—6 ”L;‘L?ﬁ ||u5i_6”L§’°L§‘C
j 2
< 102/ ||u||X,-,3([0,T]xR)' (4-34)

A similar calculation gives the estimate

[ itsics Peicausicattunieal ) S= 2 i . 0 dx dy ds

S0 ullx_qorixmy: (439

The terms
/ / v (z, y)|2H Re[ N, 8 u<;_3](t, x) dx dy di (4-36)
and
[JJ 1t = Rel <im0, N 0 iy @37)

may be analyzed in a similar manner.

Plugging (4-24)—(4-37) into (4-23) gives
22 ||1_)”§i—3”i%x +2% ||U“§i—3||i%x S22 402/ (14 |lull%,_,)-
Summing up over j > i implies (4-21), which completes the proof of Theorem 13. O
Theorem 13 may be upgraded to take advantage of the fact that u is close to the soliton.

Theorem 14. When A(t) = 1/n and T = 23 for some positive integer k.,

2 en72T 1/2
| Ps gl <(I [ ez, d)  + —.

Proof. Make another induction on frequency argument starting at level %k. Observe that Theorem 13
implies that foranya € Z, 0 <a < 171_1 T2,

”PZk/Zu”Ui([anl_lTl/z,(a-{-l)nl_lT1/2]X[R) S L
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Next, following Theorem 13,

||sz/2+3“||U§([512an1—1T1/2,512(a+1)n1—1T1/2]xR)

< inf | Porejoyau(t)l 2
te[512an7' T1/2,512(a+ 1)y T1/2]

00l P22ty (s12an7 7172, 512@+ D T2 1xmy - (4-38)

Since Q is a smooth function, if y(¢) and A(¢) are given by Theorem 10 and A(¢) = 1/n;,

1 Poi 24 3u @)z < e OA@)2u(t, M(£)x) — Q)2 + | Pskja+30(x) | L2
Sle@p2+T710 (4-39)

Plugging (4-39) back into (4-38),

||sz/2+3”||U§([512anl—‘T1/2,512(a+1)n1—1T1/2]xR)

m 512(a+ D' TV/2 5 1/2
<|— e(t,x dt
(57227 f512an1—1T1/2 Je(t0)13 dr)
512 1/2
—10 2
+ T + No (Z ”sz/zu”Uﬁ([(SlZa—}-(j—l))nl_lT]/Z,(S12a+j)171_1T1/2]><[R)) . (4-40)
j=1

Arguing by induction in k, taking L%kJ steps in all, for ng sufficiently small,

2 7]_2T 1/2
- —k/6 n 1
| Peicully2 o2y < 7710+ 252 +(;1 /0 e 7 df)

772 r]sz 1/2
< 710 4 (71/0 ||e(z,x)||]242 dt) . |

Remark. If C is the implicit constant in (4-40), then for ny < 1 sufficiently small,
(Cno)*/® <7710, (4-41)
The same argument can also be made when A(¢) > 1/n; forall ¢ € J.

Theorem 15. When A(t) > 1/n1 on J =|a, b],

/ M) rdr =T,
J

and nl_zT = 23]‘, we have

| b 1/2
—10 2 -2
”PZku”Ui([a,b]xR) ST 7+ (T/é €@l 2A(2) dt) .

The same argument could also be made for A(z) having a different lower bound, by rescaling A(z) to
A(t) = 1/n1, computing long-time Strichartz estimates, and then rescaling back.
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5. Almost conservation of energy

Since (3-11) implies that ||€(¢)|| ;.2 is continuous as a function of time, the mean value theorem implies
that under the conditions of Theorem 15, there exists #y € [a, b] such that

1

b
letto) 22 = [ le@) 22102 d.

The next step in proving Theorem 7 is to control

sup [le(r)] .2
tela,b]

as a function of ||€(#p)| ;2. Theorem 12 would be a very useful tool for doing so, except that while Q
lies in H*(R) for any s > 0, it is not the case that € must belong to H*(R) for any s > 0. Therefore,
Theorem 12 will be used in conjunction with the Fourier truncation method of [Bourgain 1998]. See also
the I-method, for example, in [Colliander et al. 2002].

Theorem 16. Let J = [a, b] be an interval such that
/ M) 2dt =T,
J

n 2T =23 and A(t) > 1/ forallt € [a,b]. Then,

22k B B
sup E(Psjrou(1)) < f le@) 1727 di + 2247710,
teJ T J;

Proof. By the mean value theorem, there exists 7y € J such that
1 _
le(o)l72 < 7/1 le@)I722(0) 72 dt.

Next, decompose the energy. Let Q refer to a rescaled version of Q, that is, Q =A(t0) 20 (M (to) " 1x),
and let & denote the rescaled € given by € = A(f9)~1/2&(t9, A(tg) ~' x). It is also convenient to split & into
real and imaginary parts:

€E=¢€1 +ier.

As in Theorem 12, by (3-2),
E(P<gtott) = E(P<f490 + P<j9€)

= E(P<t+50) —|—Re/ P49 0x P<jroéx dx —Re/(Psk+9 0)° (P<j49€) dx
1 - 5 ~ - 1 ~
+ §||Psk+9€||ip -3 /(Psk+9 0)*(P<i49€1) dx — 5 /(Psk+9 0)*(P<it9€2)”

—[ O(| P<+901*| P<k +9€*) + O(| P<t19€®) dx. (5-1)
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Since Q is smooth and rapidly decreasing, E (Q) =0, and A(%p) > 1/n;, Bernstein’s inequality implies

that
~ 1 ~ 5 1 <6
E(P<k490) = 3 /(Psk+9 0x) — 3 /(Psk+9 0)¢ <2730k,

Next, integrating by parts and using (3-19), the smoothness of Q, and Bernstein’s inequality,

Re/ P<yoOx P<kroéx dx —Re/(Psk+9 0)° Py 4oé dx

1
= —Re [ (Pocse) (PotssBox + (Poxs90)") dx = 3y

Next, by Holder’s inequality, since A(zy) > 1/n1,
1 ~ 5 ~ ~ 1 ~ -
§||Psk+9€||i'11 -3 /(Psk+9 0)*(P<g49€1)* dx — 5 /(P§k+9 O)*(P<k49€2)* dx

- 1
< | P<kroéllyy, + o)?
By the Sobolev embedding theorem,

/ | P<t+9€)* | P<k+9O® + | P<g49€|® dx

k(t )2 | <k+9€(lo)||Lz ||P<k+9€(lo)|| T+ 1 P<k+9€(t0) 117 2| P<k19€(t0) %,

~ 2 - 4 ~ 2
| P<g+9€(t0)ll72 + ||P§k+9€(lo)||Lz||P§k+9€(lo)||H1-

<
- ?»(to)z

Therefore, since A(tg) > 1/n1,
E(P<4oii(to)) S 2°¥le(to) ]|, + 273,

Next compute the change of energy

d
77 E(P<prott) = —(Pairotts. AP<pyou) 2 — (Pkrolis, | P<iyoul* P<yott) 2
= —(P<k+ous, P<p+9F(u) — F(P<gou))r2
= (i AP<gyou + i P<jeqo(|u|*u). P< 1o F(u) — F(P<gyou))p2.
First compute

| GAP<tsot, Pascss Fw) ~ F(Patpsu) di
o

for some ¢’ € J. Making a Littlewood-Paley decomposition,

I/
(i AP<gyou, P<pyoF(u) — F(P<gyou))p2 dt

o

~ Z Z /zAPk6u Pejo(Pyyu--- Prgu)

0<ks5<k4=<k3<kr<k; 0<ke<k+9

e, + 0(273%).

212 2k 2
| P<k+9€ll72 < 27" [le(z0) Iy 2-

(5-2)

(5-3)

(5-4)

(5-5)

(5-6)

— (P<k49Pr ) -+ (P<jyo Prsu)) - dt
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Remark. For these computations, it is not so important to distinguish between u and u.

Case 1: k1 <k + 6. In this case P<g49 P, = Pr, and P<gyo( Py u--- Py u) = Py u--- Pysu, so the
contribution of these terms is zero. That is, for kq,..., ks <k + 6,

t/
/ (I APyut, P<pio(Pryu-+- Prsut) — (P<gyo Pryu) -+ (P<iyo Prsu))p2di = 0.
fo

Case 2: k1 > k + 6 and k, < k. In this case, Fourier support properties imply that k¢ > k£ + 3. Then by
Theorem 15, Theorem 13, and (4-21),
t/

(i APxi3<. <krolty Pepro((P<gu)* (Pogrott)) — (P<xu)* (Pryo<. <k+out))2 dt
o

< 2% (Pt st) (Pl 2 (Poiertd) (Paicn) 2 [ Psr]2c
< i le@17 ()72 di + 224771,
T J;y L
Case3: ky > k46, ko >k, ks <k. If k¢ <k, then by Fourier support properties, k, > k + 3. Here,
t/
| GAP<t, Pets((Poscsa)(Possi(Pei’)
o

— (Pkg6<- <o) (Pry3<. <k o) (P<u)’) - di

< 20 (Pakrst) (P 12 (Paiersi)(Pg) 2 | P<gullfes

2k

2
S [ I dr + 2%
J

In the case when kg > k,

t/
/ (i APr<. <ktott, P<o((Psieqott)(Pogut)(P<gu)?)
to
— (Pit6<. <k+9U)(Pr<. <ktot) (P<ku)?) dt

< 92k ||(P2k+6u)(P5ku)||L%x | szu”i?l&o ”Pfku”Lto,ox ”u”L?OL)%
22k ~ ~
<2 [ lewian a2k
J

Case 4: ky > 2%+ and k,, k5 > k. In this case,

t/
/ (i AP<gyott, Pepio((Pogtott)(Pogtt)*u®) — (Prto<. <ktott)(Pr<.<kott)>(P<gyott)?) 2 dt
o

2k 2 2k 4 2
S 2 (Pory ) (Pegtd)l gz | Pkt 2y oo | Patttligs il o 12 + 22 1 Pkt ool

22k B B
57fj||e(t)||izx(z) 24t + 22k 10,
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The contribution of the nonlinear terms is similar, using the fact that

(i P<f9F(u), P<gyo F(u) — F(P<g4ou))p2 = (i P<k19F(u), F(P<gyou))p2.
Then make a Littlewood—Paley decomposition
(i P<gt9F(u), F(P<g+9ou))r2
= Z Z (i P<geyoltp, - ups), (P<gq9 P )+ (P<gyo Prsu))p2. (5-7)
0<ks<ky<k3<kr=<k, 0<kl=<k) <k} <k} <k|
Case 1: k. kj <k + 6. Once again, if k1, k] < k + 6, then the right-hand side of (5-7) is zero.
Case 2: ky or k! > k + 6, eight terms are < k. In the case that ky or k| > k + 6 and eight of the

terms in (5-7) are at frequency < k, then by Fourier support properties the final term should be at
frequency > k + 3. The contribution in this case is bounded by

1 _
[(Pskssi)(Pean)l 2 I(Pokssi)(Pean)l 2 | Pegulfos, 2% /J le)]12, dr +224T71°.

Case 3: ky or ki > k + 6, two terms are > k. The contribution of the case that k; or k; >k + 6, two
additional terms in (5-7) are at frequency > k, and the other seven terms are at frequency < k is bounded by

1 _
I(Pokot) (Pegtdll 2 | Pkt 2ol Pttt Nl oo 12 2% /J @2, dr + 22710,

Case 4: k; or ki > k + 6 and at least three additional terms in (5-7) are at frequencies > k. This case
may be reduced to a case where at least four terms in (5-7) are at frequency > k, and at least four terms
are at frequency < k + 9. To see why, notice that all five terms in F(P<g49u) are at frequency < k + 9,
so if four or five of the terms in P<j ¢ F(u) are at frequency > k, then we are fine.

If exactly three terms in P<j 9 F(u) are at frequency > k, then take the two terms in P<g 4o F(u)
that are at frequency < k to be terms at frequency < k + 9. Meanwhile, since at least four terms are at
frequency > £,

F(P<jyou) ~ (Py<. <k +ou) (P<grou)*, (5-8)

so in (5-8) there is one term at frequency > k and two more terms at frequency < k + 9.
If exactly two terms in P<jx 49 F(u) are at frequency > k, then there are three terms that are at
frequency < k. In that case,

F(P<jyott) ~ (P<.<k+ou)*(P<p4ott)’, (5-9)

so0 in (5-9) there are two terms at frequency > k and one term at frequency < k + 9.
If one term in P<j 4 F(u) is at frequency > k, then there are four terms in P<j ¢ F(u) at frequency <k.
Then there must be at least three more in F(P<g49u), SO

F(P<jyout) ~ (P<.<kyou)’u’. (5-10)
If no terms in P<g 9 F(u) are at frequency > k, then there must be four in F(P<gyqu), sO

F(P<gqou) ~ (Px<.<k+ou)*u. (5-11)
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The contribution of all the different subcases of case four, (5-8)—(5-11), may be bounded by
1
4 2 4 2k 2 2k —10
I Poktul s oo Nl o 2 | Pirol s, 2% /J le@I2, di +2% 710,

This proves Theorem 16. O
Corollary 17. If

LSA(I)SLTI/“)O
m M
and
/A(z)‘%fr:
J
then
2
sup| Pt 59— e(z, x) S / le@I25n(t)"2 di + 22K 710
resll =AY TA0) ) | g T Jy L
and
2 TI/SO * -2 /%0 2k =10
sup ()2 5 [0 o a Lo
te

1
Proof. The proof uses Theorem 16, Theorem 12, rescaling, and the fact that Q is smooth and all its
derivatives are rapidly decreasing. O

6. A frequency-localized Morawetz estimate

The next step will be to combine long-time Strichartz estimates with almost conservation of energy to
prove a frequency-localized Morawetz estimate adapted to the case when A(¢) does not vary too much.

Theorem 18. Let J = [a, b] be an interval on which (4-2) holds for all t € J, 1/ny < A(t) < T/100 /p,
forallt € J, and

/ MO 2dt=T. (6-1)
J

Also suppose 23k — nl_zT and that € = €1 + i€y, where € is given by Theorem 10. Then for T sufficiently
large,

b
- 1
[ 10132072 dr = 3@ (04 30) - ea®). 30 +x01) 2+ 0 75)- 62
Remark. The signs on the right-hand side of (6-2) are very important.

Proof. The proof uses a frequency-localized Morawetz estimate. The Morawetz potential is the same as
the Morawetz potential used in [Dodson 2015]. See also [Dodson 2016a].

Let ¥ (x) € C*°(R) be a smooth, even function, satisfying ¥ (x) = 1 on |x| < 1 and supported on
|x| < 2. Then for some large R (R = T''/25 will do), let

$(x) = /O (";y )d - /0 wz(%) dy, 6-3)



BLOWUP SOLUTIONS TO THE FOCUSING, QUINTIC NLS WITH THE MASS OF THE SOLITON 1723

and let
MO = [ 600 Py Pey roul(t. ) d.

Doing some algebra using (3-2), as in (5-1),
al )—e YOO(x)+e "Der, x). (6-4)

—iy(t) 1/2
A())“ M ( 0

Since Im[ P<j 1940 (P<j+ou)] is invariant under the multiplication operator u > e~ vy,

u(t, x)= e_iy(’)k(z)_l/zQ(

M(t) = / ¢ (X) IM[Pf 19 O(X) + Pejy9&(t, X)dx (Pt Q(x) + Pep49€(t, X))] dx.

Since Q is real-valued,

[ $C P 1s D010 (Peiers DxN] dx =
Next, by Corollary 17,

[ 6 WP R0 (Peiepor. x] Rz i [ 1e0IEA0 2 ar + fl 2K,
Next, since A(¢) > 1/n1, Q and dx Q are rapidly decreasing, ¢ (x) = x for |x| < R/nq, and |px(x)| <1,

[ $ P D0 (Pescss BN dx = (2,300 + 0T ). (65)
Indeed, since Q is real, by rescaling,

/ x Im[EGE ) (B dx = —(e2(1). x0x) 2. (6-6)

Next, since A(7) < T1/190/p, and R = T1/23,

/xlm[g(l,X)ax(Q(X))]dx— ¢ (x) Im[E (7, x)9x (O (x))] dxx

= —10 }
/|x>R/m Me)?? Qx(k(t))Hx(z)uz ( G ))‘dx = &

Also, since Q and all its derivatives are rapidly decreasing, A(f) > 1/ny, R = T''/25 and 23% = N 2T,

/ ¢ (x) Im[E(7, X)dx (O (x))] dx — f ¢ (x) Im[E(z, x)dx (P<g 10 O (x))] dx
< Rll€]l 2]l Poi o Ox(X) 2 S TTI0 (6-8)

Next, (6-3) implies that |¢)(x)| < 1 for any j > 1, and since Q is smooth and all its derivatives are
rapidly decreasing, integrating by parts, for j sufficiently large, yields

f () I[P p 92 (7. X)dx (Pt s O(x))] dx

AJ -
- /¢(x)Im[A—;P2k+9€(t,x)ax(PSkJrgQ(x))] dx <T771°  (6-9)
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0 (6-6)—(6-9) imply (6-5). Finally,
/¢(X) Im[ P19 Q(x)dx (P<je49€ (2, X)) dx = (6-5)— [ ( )Im[P<k+9 Q(x) - P<49€(1, x)] dx.

Making an argument similar to (6-6)—(6-9),

_/X(nllz )Im[m P<k+9€(l x)] dx = —(62, Q)L2 + O(T_lo), (6—10)
Therefore,
M(b) — M(a) =2(e2(a), L0+ x0x) ;> —2(e2(b), L0 + x0x) ., + O(T10)

R _ _
+0( 2W/ le@)]I724() 2dt)+0(n 2%k 999)

1
Following (4-22),

10t P<gyou + AP<pyou + F(P<qou) = F(P<qou) — P<pyoF(u) = —N. (6-11)
Plugging in (6-11) and integrating by parts,

d - -
EM(I) = /¢(X) Re[— P<pqottxx P<gyottx + P<pyott P<jioUxxx]

+ / ¢ (x) Re[—| Pt ouu|* P<jyott(Pegrotin) + Pegotds (| P<gyoul* P<giou)]

+/¢(x) Re[P5k+9u8x/\/](t,x)—/¢(x) Re[ N0y P< 1 ou](t, x)

2
mx i mx
_2/w ( )|a P<k+9u|2dx—2R2 X (R )|P<k+9u| dx

-2 / v (””“)|P<k+9u| dx + | ¢(0) Re[ Py youdx N(t, x)

- / ¢ (x) Re[N 3y P<jou](t, X). (6-12)

Next, following (4-28),
N = PejyoGlu<p|*uspre+ 2u<k|*<p) iz +6)
— Glu<i|*uskt6+ 2u<k|*WU<k)* Prto=-<ktot) + P<ky9O((Usg) Usr6)u>)
+ O((Pyt6<- <k+9t)(Pr<. <krou)u’)
= NO N,
As in (4-29), since |¢(x)| < 771_1 R, by Theorems 13 and 14,

b b
/ / ¢ (x) Re[P<roudx NP dx dt — / / ¢ (x) R[NP, Pojyou]dx di

ZkRn_l B 2kR'7_1
s el 2 dis i 61
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Making calculations identical to the estimate (6-13),

b b
| [ oo rel Pz aczsun N Dlax i~ [ [ 600 RAND0, Prsse. <iond d di
a a
< KRk )@=l sk =l lnsilZes

kpo—1 b k-1

Ry _ 2" Rn

kT [ le20(0) 2 di +
a

< -
~oT T10

Finally, using Bernstein’s inequality and the integration by parts argument in (4-34),

T T
/ / ¢ (x) Re[P<j13udx N D] dx dr — / / ¢ (x) R[NV, Poyy3u]dx di
0 0

1
S Popr st () Lo N(Popot) (Pl 2 luskly S =i

Remark. The last estimate follows from the fact that ¢ is smooth and [ 7 A(t)"2dt = T, which by a

local well-posedness argument implies
1/6
”u”L?,x(JXR) T /e,

Plugging this estimate of the error term back into (6-12),

b 2 b
nx n nmx
2L/W2(T)|axpsk+9u|2dxm—ﬁL/X"(T)|Psk+9u|2dxm
b
2 mx
—§L/W2(1T)|Psk+9“|6dxa’l

= 2(62((1)’ %Q +XQX)L2 _2(62(b)’ %Q +xQX)L2

22kT1/20
ro(Z— / 202 d1) +0(35): 610

| Pegyoti]? = (P<pyoO(x))? 4+ 2Pt 19O (X) - P<gyoéy(t, x) + | P<g1oé(t, x)|2.

The support of " (x), the fact that A(r) < T'/190 /n, and (1-8) imply that

2 2
R2 ( )Q(x) dx < R2 T11 N A(7)2 711" (6-15)

Since Q@ is a real-valued function,

Also, since Q and all its derivatives are rapidly decreasing and A(¢) > 1/ny,
| Prress O(0)[172 < 273, (6-16)

Therefore, since R = T'1/25 and A(r) < T1/190 /., (6-15), (6-16), and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
imply
1 1

ni mx
T [ (B ) Papsontt 0P dx 5 s i s el
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Next, letting €1 + i€3x = 0x€, write the decomposition

2 02 (1) Patconsl? =3 [0 () Pl
~ 50/ *”Z(M)(%PWQX (i) -&r=s2(555) ) o
AR ST <"+9Q"(A)(Cz)) koot (i) Pf"ng(ﬁ)spf"”i(”%))dx
S Ad e vk “9Q(w>)4( ) )f’“
ol (Patsveas(v x(z))) Petso0(555 ) (Petsses (55
SoAd (<"+9Q(A<z>)) Petroc( A(z))y
5 ) .
#3 (s (igs)) (Pt 1)
(P55 ) (Poteoc (v 1 )))5 1(P<"+96(’%))6)dx‘ ©17

Remark. Due to the presence of derivatives in

nx 2 mx
2/1/[2(?)|P5k+9ux|2dx—5/102(?)|P5k+9u|6dx,

it is convenient to dispense with the Q(x) and €(¢, x) notation and return to the Q and € notation.

We understand that P<x9Q(x/A(t)) denotes the frequency projection after rescaling, not a rescaled
projection. A rescaled projection appears in (6-18).

=
><

=3
=

/—;\ A/—:\/—\
=% ”\;
N— N — ——
TR

wls

For terms of order €3 and higher, it is not too important to pay attention to complex conjugates, since
these terms will be estimated using Holder’s inequality.
First, using the fact that

305 -§0°=30"—30°
combined with the fact that 1/n; <A < T'/190/y, R =T1/25 and Q is smooth and rapidly decreasing,

A(j)3 /‘P (mx)( Qx(%)z_—Q(k(t)Y)d 2 |
A0 [W (771X) (IQ(%) __Q(k(t)) ) s x(i)z %

Also, since 771_2T = 2% and Q and its derivatives are smooth and rapidly decreasing, A(z) > 1/1; and
Bernstein’s inequality implies that

2 2(Mmx x V 2 S Mmx x V | 1
oA (T)Q"(W) A (%) resese (m) IV Tk
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6 6
mx X nx 1 1
3A<z)3 / 4 ( )Q(Tz)) = 3A<z)3 / 4 ( ) <k+9Q(A(t)) DI 50r

MO T
Therefore,
2 [0 Popsansl?dn=3 [ 02 () 1Pou s
_ 4 2 MX X X X J X
= W/W (—) (P<k+9Qx (TZ)) P<k+z€1x(l,m)—Psk:9Q(m) P5k+9€12(f,m)) dx
4
ik ("‘X)( (o) 3o (i) (e ) )
4 nx 2 1 x YV X 2
+)\(Z)3/W 5 P<pyo€rx|t )\([) 5 P<k+9Q 0] P<k49€r f,m dx
4 m 0 3 x O\
e )(_ Petso0(555)) (Petose(555)
X 2 X 4
#3 (e (i ) (Peone(e )
5 6
#(peten0 (5 ) (reveoe (i35 )) 1 (Pose(- %)))dx

1727
and

1 1
+0(ge )
Integrating by parts,
4 2(mx x x x \ x
e | () (Pevs s ) Pavssens 1555 ) - P i5) Pt 5)
4

nx
:_k(t)3 /¢ ( 1 )(P<k+5Qxx+ P<i450 )()»(l)) <k+561(,%) dx
811 nix nx X X
~zat | # (7)Y () Pevess(55g) s 155

4 nx 2
+W[W(T) P§k+561( )\(I))[(P<k+5Q) — P<j450Q ](k(t))
Again using (1-8), 1/n1 < A(t) < T1/190 /5. " and the support of ¥/ (x),

811 nx nix X 1
mor | VR (7)o (g ) revesa (v 555) 5 7

— E [ .
Also, since Q and all its derivatives are rapldly decreasmg, by Bernstein’s inequality

811 mx\ , ,(mx X X 1
RA(1)? /Vf(?)w (?)PZ""'SQX (TZ)) Psk+5€1(f, Tl)) dx < W”E”LZ,

4 n1x 2
)»(t)3/w(T) Psk+5€1( k(t))[(P<k+5Q) — P<450 ]()\(Z))d <

and

L el
— || € .
N Tea@2 !
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Meanwhile, by conservation of mass, (1-8), (1-10), the upper and lower bounds of A(¢), and the fact
that Q and all its derivatives are rapidly decreasing,

_x(j)z /‘” (n;gx)P<k+5(Qxx+Q )(m)) <k+sel(,%) dx
= w)3/‘” (’71 )(Qxx+Q )(X(Z)) Pejeyse 1(%) dx+0(W12T6”€”L2)
- k(t)3/w (mX) (A(Z)) P<k+5el(z m)d +0(W12T6”6”L2)
- >~<t)3 [ o) Pawrsa(i55) +0(ﬁ(1)2neuu)
)

1 1
= )\(03 ( (A()) O(WllellL) A(z)2” ||L2+O(T6A(z)2”€”“)‘

Therefore,

: [ wz(%)wfkwuxﬁdx—% [v (”}Q")|P<k+9u| dx
= sl
+>»(j)3 /v (nT) G(Pfk”e”([’ Lz)) o)) )"
mf)s [ CR) @ (s 575)) ~brassoe (55 ) (revssa( 555)))
S [ (%) (l (P<"+9Q(x(z>))3 (Petsoe(: %))3

#(rasoe(iy)) (eroelioiis)

O [ ) R (e ) N

+0(5m) + 0 g 1)

Next, by Bernstein’s inequality, since 1/n; < A(f) < T71/100 /i,

5 [ () rersvan{r ) =3 555) (e 555)) )
)\([)3 R 2 <k+9€1x 1)\@) 2 <k+9 )\,([) <k+9€1 )\()
_ 4 2fMmx\ (1 x O\ 4 v \\2
=z | V(7)o (v555)) -32(i5) (Pevoons (5 ))))

N | —

+0(agelRs)
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Taking & (¢) € R that satisfies 25 = A(¢) and rescaling,

N R e
)\(l)3 R 2 <k+9€1x | ¢ }\.([) A(t) <k+9 Az, )\‘(t)
A
- )L(j)z / v? (771 Igt)x) (%(P5k+9+k(t)€1x(l»x))2 - %Q(x)4(P§k+9+k(t)€1(Z’x))z) dx

Integrating by parts,

4 A
w2 (P) (Pssskwar(t = 30 Petorier(t.) ) d

2 A 2
= )L(t)z w(nl Igl)x)(PSk+9+k(t)€1(t,x)) .
10 A)xV 4 7?2
~0? / w(’“ ,g )x) Q(;(Cz)) (Petsoskner (t.x))2 dx + o(R_lzneu;z)
- 1 5
)\(t)z( €)= Y7 )2 I€l72 + O(Rk(t)2 IIEIILZ), (6-18)

where £ is given in (3-12) and

A
€= W(m Igt)x) (P<k+9+k@)€1(t,X)).

Remark. This € is not the same as the € in (6-4).

For a function # 1 Q3 and u L Qy, by the spectral properties of L,

(Lu,u)p2—(u,u)r2=0.
For a general u € L2,
u= a1Q3 +a2Qx +MJ_7
where u+ 1 Q3 and ut L Qy, we have
(Lu,u)p2— WU, u)p2 > —O(a%) — O(a%).

Since €; L Q% and €; L Oy, by Bernstein’s inequality and the fact that 1/, < A() < T1/190/,

A A
(E, Q3)L2 = (61’ Q3)L2 - ((1 — w(mlTp))él, Q3) - (w (771 Igt)x) PZk+9+k(t)€1’ Q3)
L2 1.2

< zlellz2

and

A A
(€, Ox)p2 = (€1, O0x)p2— ((1 — K/f(me (Z)))GL Qx) - (W (?71 Igz)x) P>k totk@)€r, Qx)
L2 L2

—||€ .
NR g
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Therefore, for some 0 < § < 1 (§ = 1/100 will do), since |Q(x)|*> <3,

-~ 1 2
3 (e D= el + O el

) nx X
> v (?) (Psk+9€1x (l, m))

~A0)?
Likewise, since € L iQ3 and e LiQy,

5 [ (R (v 55)) - (55 (v 55)) )
OE FAVLGE A Y0 5 F<k+9 ") <k+9€2 Y0

) nix X
e o) )
Therefore,

=0
X 2
2 [0 (P st =5 [ 02 (") 1Pou

S RS w(’“x)P ¢ ( L) i
=202 T a3 R ) =K 00) | e

4 5[ MX 10 X 3 X 3
BYOE Jv (?) (?Pfk”Q (m) Pfkﬂe(” m)
2 4
+ §P§k+9Q(%) P5k+9€(f, %) ) dx
1 5 1 6
A(z)sf ( <k+9Q(>»( )) <k+96( A >) 6f <"+96( " )))d"
0] b 0 LY
- (AmZT“)_ (RA(r)Z”G"LZ)'

Now, by the fundamental theorem of calculus and the product rule, for any x € R,

2
mx X nx X
(%) <k+96(fm) (( ) pacone(555)])

nix X M
P ex|t, —=
o) reeroes(e i)+
Therefore, by Holder’s inequality, the fact that ||€|| ;2 < nx, the fact that 1/n; < A(f) < 71/100 . and

2
1 158
—0o|l——— 2 o 2 )
" (Rk(z)z ||€||Lz) 02 lerlly 2

2
1 1 156
—ol—— 2 o 2 )
L (R )2 ||€||Lz) )2 le2ll72

+

dx

2
Pl

R=T25,
1 n1x 2 x \|® nix 2
)\(t)3/w(?) P5k+9€(l’m) Sk(t)3 W(?)P§k+96x( T, )) lle ||Lz+ || ”L2
771 nx X 2 77* 2
SW W( R )P<k+96x(,m) L2+Rk(t)2”6”L2'
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Next, by Holder’s inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, for j = 3,4, 5,

1 nix 2 x O\ x o7/
s | (R [Pl 55)] 2G) e
1 1 nix 2 X
Ok (A(z)S / ‘”(T) Pfk”e(t’ W)
N Nx

< w(mx P x|t il
~ 5 < YN
A(0)2 A1) R )00
Therefore, for n4« < § sufficiently small and T sufficiently large,

2 MX 2 2 2f(Mx 6 1 2 1
2/W (T)|Psk+9ux| dx—gfw (?)|Psk+9“| dxi)\(t)z HEHLZ_O(W) (6-19)

Plugging (6-19) into (6-14), integrating in time, and using the fact that 23k = nl_zT for T'(ny) sufficiently

6 (j—2)/4
6—7j)/2
dx) el

2

2
el +

LZ'

large, the term
22kT1/20 b B
o(2— [ lewao0ar)
a

can be absorbed into the integral of the first term on the right-hand side of (6-19). Since

/ A 2dt =T,
J
the proof of Theorem 18 is complete. O

Since both the left and right-hand sides of (6-2) are scale invariant, the same argument also holds for
an interval J where
A<A1) < ATY/100 (6-20)
for any 4 > 0.

Corollary 19. Let J = [a, b] be an interval where (6-1) holds for some T sufficiently large and (6-20)
also holds. Then (6-2) holds.

7. An L? bound on ||e(s)| 2 when p > 1

Transitioning to s variables, under the change of variables (3-10), Theorem 18 and Corollary 19 imply
that if [@,a + T'] C [0, 00) is an interval on which
S'upse[a,a—i-T] )\'(S) <T 1/100
1nfse[a,a-l—T] A(s)

’

then
a+T ) . ) 1
/a le@)I22 ds < 3(e(@). 10 +x0x) ;2 —3(el@+T). 10 +x04) 2 + o(ﬁ),
Theorem 18 implies good L¥ integrability bounds on |(s) ||, 2 under (2-8), which is equivalent to

sup l€(s)llz2 = nx.
s€[0,00)
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Theorem 20. Let u be a symmetric solution to (1-1) that satisfies ||u| 2 = || Q|| 12, and suppose

sup le(s)[lz2 = n« (7-1)
s€[0,00)
and ||€(0)||z2 = n«. Then
o0
/ L) ds < 7a. (72)
0

with implicit constant independent of N« when n« << 1 is sufficiently small.
Furthermore, for any j € Z>, let

sj = inf{s €[0,00) : |[e(s)|/z2 = 27 4.

By definition, so = 0, and the continuity of ||€(s)|| ;2 combined with Theorem 8 implies that such an s;
exists for any j > 0. Then,

m .
[ le)I2, ds < 27, (7-3)
S

for each j,with implicit constant independent of nx and j > 0.

Proof. Set Ty = 1/n4 and suppose that T is large enough that Theorem 18 holds. Then by (3-15)
and (7-1), for any s’ > 0,

sup  InA(s)— inf InA(s)| S, (7-4)
s€ls’,s"+Tx] SE[s’, 5" +Tx]

with implicit constant independent of s > 0. Let J be the largest dyadic integer that satisfies
J =2J* < —lnni/z.
By (7-4) and the triangle inequality,

sup  InA(s)— inf  InA(s)| S J,
S€[s’, s’ +J T SEls’, "+ Tx]

and therefore
sup /o * )\. S
i sels’, s’ +3JT*] ( ) < T*I/IOO. (7-5)
lnfse[s’,s’-|-3JT*] )"(S)

Therefore, Theorem 18 may be utilized on [s’, s” + J T]. In particular, for any s’ > 0,

s'+J Ty ) 1
[ N ds < 16 + e+ Tl + 0 555 ). (7-6)
y JOT
In fact, if s’ > J T, then by (7-5),
S/+JT* ’ 1
€ ds < inf € + inf e(s +0\——). (-7
/S O leRads s inf e@lat ez ( JQT*Q) 7-7)
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In particular, for a fixed s’ > 0,

s’ +(a+1)J Tx 5 1 s'+(a+1)J Ty 5 1/2 1
su e(s < — | su e(s ds + 0( ) (7-8)
s [ el 5 — /ZT*I/Z(azI()) [ ol ) o

Meanwhile, when a = 0,

s’ +J Ts 5 1 s'+(a+1)J Tx 5 1/2 1
e(s <|le(s’ +—(su / e(s ds) —I—O( ) (7-9)
L e st (e [ el o

Therefore, taking s" = sj,,
SjyH@+1)J T . .
sup [ Ie(s) 32 ds S 27 ne + 01, (7-10
a>0Jsj,+aJ Tk

Then by the triangle inequality,

s'+J T ]
sup / le@)II7 > ds S 277 s,
S

§'=8j, IS8

and by Holder’s inequality,

§'+J Tx
sup / lle(s)||z2ds < 1.
s/

=58,

In fact, arguing by induction, there exists a constant C < oo such that

s’ +J Ty
sup / le(s)||f2ds <C (7-11)
8§ =Spjy 48
for some n > 0 implies that
s'+JntLT,
wp | le()]125 ds < CT=+DT1, (7-12)
§'ZSm+1)jx V5

and by Holder’s inequality,
s/+JnrT,
sup / le(s)p2ds < cl/2,
8'ZS(n41)jx V8

Therefore, (7-11) holds for any integer n > 0.
Now take any j € Z and suppose njx < j < (n+ 1) j«. Then by (7-11),

sup
a=0

sji+(@+1)J T,
/ le(s)ll 2 ds < J.

sj+aJn 1T,
Therefore, as in (7-10),

sup le()I172 ds S 27 s,

a=0

si+(@+nJrtir,
/s

i+aJnt1T,
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and therefore by Holder’s inequality, for any 5" > s;,
42T,

swp [ el ds <1,

s'=s; Js’
with bound independent of j. Then by the triangle inequality, (7-5) holds for the interval [s’, 5"+ 3-27 J T],
and by (7-6)—(7-9),

5;+27 J T, )
/ le(s)]25 <27 .. (-13)
8

and therefore, by the mean value theorem,

inf - Jle@)lze S 277072
s€[sj, 57 +27 JT«]
which implies

sj41 €[sj, 87 +2/ Ty

Therefore, by (7-13) and Holder’s inequality,

Sj+1 ; Si+1
[ et ds <2 and [T el ds <1, (7-14)
S Sj
with constant independent of j. Summing in j gives (7-2) and (7-3). O

Now, by (2-18),
le(s) 2 ~ lles)]l 2
for any s’ € [s, s + 1], so (7-2) implies
lim |le(s)| 2 =0.
§—>00

Next, by definition of s;, (7-14) implies

Sj+1
[ el ds <1,
sj
and, for any 1 < p < o0,

Sj+1 » p—1n—j(p—1)
/ le)Ily . ds S me 277077, (7-15)
S

i
which implies that ||€(s)|| ;2 belongs to LY for any p > 1 but not to L!.
Comparing (7-15) to the pseudoconformal transformation of the soliton, (1-11), for 0 <¢ < 1,

AMo)~t and  |le(@®)] L2 ~1,
SO

1
/0 ()] 22 (0) 2 dt = oo,

but for any p > 1,
1
| 1ela0 2 a < .
0

For the soliton, €(s) = 0 for any s € R, so obviously € € L? for 1 < p < oo.
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8. Monotonicity of A

Next, using a virial identity from [Merle and Raphael 2005], it is possible to show that A(s) is an
approximately monotone decreasing function.

Theorem 21. Forany s > 0, let

A(s) = inf A(2).
7€[0, 5]

Then for any s > 0,

A
1= 2 o3 (8-1)
A(s)
Proof. Suppose there exist 0 < s_ < 54 < oo satisfying
A(s+)
= 8-2
Ao ¢ (8-2)

Then we can show that u is a soliton solution to (1-1), which is a contradiction since A(s) is constant in
that case.

The proof that (8-2) implies that # is a soliton uses a virial identity from [Merle and Raphael 2005].
Using (3-11), compute

d A
5O+ 0l +4(:Q+ 0y, €)1

A
= O(lys + 1lll€llz2) + 0( Ts

||€||L2) +O(lell72) + Olel 2 ll€ll7s).  (8-3)
Indeed, by direct computation,

Oxx(x?Q) + Q*(x?Q) —x?Q =4(3Q +x0x).
Then by (3-15), (3-16), (7-2), and the fundamental theorem of calculus,

S+
17012, +4/ (210 +x0),2 = OG1a).

Therefore, there exists s’ € [s—, s4] such that

(€2.50 4+ x0x) ;2 <0. (8-4)

Since s” > 0, there exists some j > 0 such that s < s+ Ty < Sj+1. Using the proof of Theorem 20, in
particular (7-14),
As

Sj+1+J
/sf A

ds < J. (8-5)

Then by Theorem 18, (8-4) implies

Sji+14+J .
[ le(s)IZ2 ds < 27UF1+y,.
N

’
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and therefore by definition of s 147,

SjH1+J
/ le(s) 2 ds < 1. (8-6)
S/

Then, (8-6) implies that (8-5) holds on the interval [s’, 5j1427], and arguing by induction, for any k& > 1,

Sj+k ’ ik
/ le@)I2 ds <279,
S

4

and

Sj+k
/ le(s)ll 2 ds < 1.
S/

with implicit constant independent of k. Taking kK — oo,

o0
| 1ewizsas=o.

S

which implies that e(s) = 0 for all s > s’. Therefore,
uo = A200x)e’

for some y € R and A > 0, which proves that « is a soliton solution. O

9. Almost monotone A ()

The almost monotonicity of A implies that when sup(/) = oo, u is equal to a soliton solution, and when
sup(/) < oo, u is the pseudoconformal transformation of the soliton solution.

Theorem 22. If u satisfies the conditions of Theorem 7, u blows up forward in time, and

sup(/) = oo,
then u is equal to a soliton solution.
Proof. For any integer k > 0, let
I(k) ={s>0:27%k+2 < }(s) <27k 43y, 9-1)
Then by (8-1),
27k < A(s) <27k H3 (9-2)

for all s € I(k). By (3-10), the fact that sup(/) = oo implies that
> 27 1(k)| = 0.

Therefore, there exists a sequence k;, ' co such that

1
—2k
[ (k)27 = K2

and such that |1 (ky,)| > |I(k)| for all k < k.
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Lemma 23. For n sufficiently large, there exists s, € I(ky) such that
letsn)lz2 < g2 2.

Proof. Let I(ky,) = [an, by]. By Theorem 18, for n sufficiently large,
[ 1 ds S n+ 27 <
I(kp)

Then, using the virial identity in (8-3),
(3an+by)/4
/ (2. 0 +x0.) 12 ds = O(a) + O()).
an

Therefore, by the mean value theorem, there exists s, € [an, %(San + bn)] such that

_ 1
‘(GZ(SI’!)’ %Q+XQX)L2‘ 5 m

By a similar calculation, there exists s,‘," € [%(an + 3by), bn] such that

1

+y 1 < _ -
|(€2(57). 3@ +x0Qx) 2] < T
Plugging (9-3) and (9-4) into Theorem 18,

+

Sn 5
[ 1w s <
Sn

|1 (kn)|’
Then by the mean value theorem there exists s € [s;,, s,;7] such that
leCsnlZ: £ o
T (k)2
Since |1 (k)| = 22kn k;;2, the proof of Lemma 23 is complete.

Returning to the proof of Theorem 22, let m be the smallest integer such that

22kn
0™ > (1),

n

Since |1 (k)| < |1(ky)| for all 0 <k < ky, (9-5) implies that

|Sn| < 22kn+m+1'

Let r;, be the smallest integer that satisfies

2 @hintm1)/3okn L 5
m

1737

(9-3)

(9-4)

(9-5)
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Since A(s) > 27%n for all s € [0, 5,], setting t, = s~ (s,), rescaling so that () > 1/, on [0, 22kn nl_zt,,],
applying Theorem 18, then rescaling back,
”PZrnuuui([()’tn]xR) < M

Arguing by induction on frequency and using (4-41) and the preceding computations,
| Ps sy fatmrattl 2 o.nixmy S ka2 2¥r27. (9-6)
Then using the computations in (5-1)—(5-6),
E(Psp, thy f4+m/at(tn)) < (g2~ 2onammpmnthn$tmiay2 g lo=kn/12=5m/ 12712,
Next, following the computations in the proof of Theorem 16 and using (9-6),

SUp  E(P<p, i, /a-4myatt(1)) < (kg2 ~Fn/ 1273m 122,
t€l0,1,]
Since m > 0 for any n, taking n — oo implies that E(ug) = 0. Then by the Gagliardo—Nirenberg
inequality, u is a soliton. O

It only remains to show that when sup(/) < oo, u is a pseudoconformal transformation of the soliton.
If one could show that the energy of u is finite, then this fact would follow directly from the result of
[Merle 1993]. Similarly, if one could generalize the result of that paper to data that need not have finite
energy, then the proof would also be complete.

We do not quite prove this fact. Instead, suppose without loss of generality that sup(/) = 0 and

sup €@ L2 = nx.
—1<t<0

Then write the decomposition

v e~ x
u(t,X) = )\(t)l/Z Q()\(l‘)) + )\(l)l/ze(t’ )‘(Z))

and apply the pseudoconformal transformation to u(¢, x). For —oo <t < —1, let

1 1 ;
v(t,x) = mu(_ i)elx2/4t

1t
1 /0 X ix2jar | | e/ ix2/41
= e €l —, e .
V2 0(1/0)/2 = \er(1/1) V2 0(1/0)12 N\t ta(1/1)

Since the L? norm is preserved by the pseudoconformal transformation,

iy(1/t) ~ /1 <\
lim || ely(/)el, T ) —
ool t1/2 0(1/)1/2 "\t " tA(1/1) 12
and
1 v/ 1 X ix2
- /4t <
B rl/zxa/z)l/ze(r’zm/t))e Lo
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Since

1 eiv/n X
t1/2 x(1/1)1/2 Q(zk(l/z))

SO
OYE Q(@)

is in the form

it only remains to estimate
1 eiv/n X
112 0(1/1)1/2 Q(zk(l/z)

Once again take (9-1). As in (9-2), for any k > 0, we have A(s) ~ 2% for all s € I(k). Furthermore,
by (3-15), ||e()]|z 2 — 0 as ¢ /' 0 implies that there exists a sequence ¢ " oo such that

)(eix2/4t _ 1)

L2

|[I(k)| > c; forall k> 0.
Then by (3-10), there exists r(z) \, 0 as ¢ ' 0 such that
A1) <tV2r@), soA(1/1) <t7V2r(1)0). (9-7)

Therefore, since Q is rapidly decreasing,

lim 1 Q( X )x2 0 ©-8)
1 — = -
\—oo|| t1/20(1/1)V/2 = \ed(1/1)) 4t |12
as well as
1 X 2
li ix</4t _ 1 =0.
t\fr—noo zl/zk(l/t)l/ZQ(zk(l/z))(e ) 12

Therefore, by time reversal symmetry, v satisfies the conditions of Theorem 7, and v is a solution that
blows up backward in time at inf(/) = —oo, so therefore, by Theorem 22, v must be a soliton. In
particular,

_ A2 ,i041)2 _ U (L xY ixa
v(t,x)=e'""e'A Q(Ax)—tl/zu(t,[)e .

Doing some algebra,
uG ?) — piM1 0 pix?/4141/2)1/2 Q(Ax),
)

_ =i\t _—if ix2/4tL 1/2 A_x
ut,x)=e e Ve tl/z)‘ Q(l .

This is clearly the pseudoconformal transformation of a soliton. This finally completes the proof of
Theorem 7.
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10. A nonsymmetric solution

When there is no symmetry assumption on u, there is no preferred origin, either in space or in frequency.
As a result, two additional group actions on a solution # must be accounted for, translation in space:

u(t,x) —>u(t,x —xg), xp€R, (10-1)
and the Galilean symmetry:
e‘itééei’cé"u(i, x —2t&y), & €R. (10-2)

This gives a four parameter family of soliton solutions to (1-1), given by (1-14). Making the pseudocon-
formal transformation of (1-14) gives a solution in the form of (1-15).

In this section we prove Theorem 5, that the only nonsymmetric blowup solutions to (1-1) with mass
lleeo ||i2 = | 0] iz belong to the family of solitons and pseudoconformal transformation of a soliton. To
prove this, we will go through the proof of Theorem 4 in Sections 2-9, section by section, generalizing
each step to the nonsymmetric case. There are several steps for which the argument in the symmetric case
has an easy generalization to the nonsymmetric case, after accounting for the additional group actions
(10-1) and (10-2). There are other steps for which the nonsymmetric case will require substantially more
work.

10.1. Reductions of a nonsymmetric blowup solution. Using the same arguments showing that Theorem 4
may be reduced to Theorem 7, Theorem 5 may be reduced to:

Theorem 24. Let 0 < 4 < 1 be a small fixed constant to be defined later. If u is a solution to (1-1) on
the maximal interval of existence I C R, ||ugllz2 = |Qll 2, u blows up forward in time, and
sup inf [ e™ %021 2u(t, Ax + x0) — OX) | r2 < nx, (10-3)
t€[0,sup(1)) A,v:€0,%0

then u is a soliton solution of the form (1-14) or the pseudoconformal transformation of a soliton of the
form (1-15).

Reducing Theorem 5 to Theorem 24 requires the following generalization of Theorem 8, which was
proved in [Dodson 2021, Theorem 2].

Theorem 25. Assume that u is a solution to (1-1) with ||ug| ;2 = || Q|12 that does not scatter forward in
time. Let (T~ (u), T (u)) be its lifespan (T~ (u) could be —oo and T+ (1) could be +00). Then there
exists a sequence t, /' T (u) and a family of parameters A, > 0, &, € R, x, € R, and v, € R such that

)\,11/2eix$”e”’”u(zn, AnX +Xx,)— Q in L%

Lemma 6 can be generalized to the nonsymmetric case, proving that || e e?*§0 A 1/2y0 (Ax +x0)— Q| L2
attains its infimum on y € R, & € R, xo € R, and A > 0. Theorem 9 is also easily generalized to the
nonsymmetric case, showing that the left-hand side of (10-3) is upper semicontinuous in time and
continuous in time when small. Therefore, Theorem 5 is easily reduced to Theorem 24 using the same
argument that reduced Theorem 4 to Theorem 7.
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10.2. Decomposition of a nonsymmetric solution near 0. When a nonsymmetric u is close to a soliton,
it is possible to make a decomposition of u, generalizing Theorem 10 to account for the additional group
actions in (10-1) and (10-2).

Theorem 26. Take u € L2. There exists a > 0 sufficiently small such that if there exist Ao > 0, yo € R,
X0 € R, and &y € R that satisfy

le70e™ 0y 2uhox +x0) = 002 < e,
then there exist unique .. >0, y € R, X € R, and & € R that satisfy

(6.0 )2=(€,i0%)2=(e, Ox)p2 = (€,iQx) 12 =0,

where
e(x) = e\ 2y(hx + %) — 0. (10-4)
Furthermore,
A 5 A X — Xg ivo ixgey 1/2
lellz2+ H—l +|y —vo—Eo(X—x0)| + é—nfo + || S e’ 0n ) "u(hox +x0) — Oll 2.

Ao

Remark. Once again, since e’” is 27-periodic, the y in (10-4) is unique up to translations by 27k for
some integer k.

Proof. By Holder’s inequality, if € = ei”oeixéo)»(l)/zu()\ox + x9) — Q(x), then
(e, 072l +1(€. Ox) 2l + (e, i Q) 2] +1(€,i Q) 2] 5 lle0e™ 0y 2u(hox + x0) = O(¥) 2.
As in the proof of Theorem 10,
(e X0 2y (Ax 4+ %) — O(x), f)f2 (10-5)
is C! as a function of ¥, A, X, and &, when
S €4Q%10% 0x.10x}.
Indeed, by Holder’s inequality and the L2-invariance of the scaling symmetry,
%(e"ye"xéx”zu(xx +3) = Q). gz = (7™ 2u(x + %), )2 S lull 211 /1 2.
Next,

%w"ye’*ﬂ“zuouxﬁc)— Q(x). f)p2 = (ixe” ™3 2u(hx + %), )2 S lullg2xf |l 2. (10-6)

Since Q and all its derivatives are rapidly decreasing, x / € L? and (10-6) is well defined.



1742 BENJAMIN DODSON
Next, integrating by parts,
%(efyeixéxmu(xx F )= 000, )2
1 .. .
= (—e’ye’xékl/zu()\x + %) + xeV XA 2y (hx + X), f)
2\ L2
1 . . 1/ .
= — (V™A 2u(hx + %), g2 —— (e XN 2u(x + %), f
2)\. )\ L2

L |
—%(ie’ye’xgkl/zu()\x—i—fc),xf)Lz—X(e”’elxgkl/zu()»x—i—fc),xfx)Lz

1 1 (3
S lullp2 12 + - lulli2lixfxllz + == llull 2 1%/l L2
A A A

Similarly,

%(eiyeixgkl/zu(kx—i-fc)— 0(x), /)y
= (/XN 2y (Ax + X), )2
1 L 1 . .
= —X(ige'ye'xéxl/zu(xxw),f)Lz—X(elye’xéxlfzu(xx+>z),f;c)Lz

1 &1
S plullezllf ez + 5= lullczll fll e

Similar calculations also prove uniform bounds on the Hessians of (10-5).
Suppose Ag =1, Yo =0, x¢9 =0, and & = 0. Compute

G R0+ D=0 e, = (04504 07) 2 = QI
G UG+ D= 0| =( 0+x0x,i0%),, =0,
%(eiyeixékl/Zu(Xx+)~c)—Q(x), 0%)2 0 50 bt = (30+x0x.0x) ;> =0,
G U0+ =00 e = (1045 0xi04) 2 = 0
Gr e Y O 49 = 0. O, =000 =0,
%(e"ye"xfx”zu(xx =000 02|, = 000D =10l
ar @7 R0 4 =000 Qe = (00002 =0,
%(eiyeixskl/zu(kx +3X)—0(x), 0%);2 ot ttue (i0.i0x)p2 =0;

(2 (0 1+ 5) — 0(x), 0°), = (0x. 0V)p2 =0,

= (0x,i0%) 2 =0,

A=1,y=0,X=0,§=0,u=Q
%(eiyeixskl/zu()»x +X) - 0(x).i0%) 2

}»=1,)/=0:)?=0,§=03u=Q
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(X 200y 1 5) - 0(x), 0%) = (Qx. Qx)12 = 1| Ox 72

:(QmiQxh}==&

)»=1,)’=Oa?~6=0,€=0,u=Q

A=1,y=0,x=0,6=0,u=0Q
%(ei”eixékl/zu(kx +5)—0(x), 0%) 2

%(e"ye”xfx”zuw FD =0 Q| = x0.07) =0,
%(efye"xéxl/zu(xx FD=0ENIQ],_ = (0x0.i0Y) =0,
G @ PO £ = 0. e, | = (050,052 =0,
ST x40 = Q). O, = (050000 = —3101

Therefore, by the inverse function theorem, if Ag = 1, Y9 =0, & = 0, and x¢ = 0, there exists A > 0,
y €R, £ eR, and X € R satisfying

lellzz + k= 1]+ |y | + €] + %] < [le7°e* AL u(hox + x0) — O 2. (10-7)

As in (3-5) and (3-6), A > 0, y € R, and X € R are unique, and y € R is unique in R/2mn.
For general Ag > 0, xg € R, & € R, and yg € R, combining (10-7) with symmetries of (1-1) yields

X—XO
Ao

< e 001 2u(hox + x0) — Qll 2. O

+

A . A
lellz2 + |— =1+ |y —vo—&o (X —x0)| + | — —&0o
Ao Ao

As in Theorem 11, it is possible to show that A(¢), y(¢), x(¢), and £(¢) are continuous functions
on [0, sup(/)) and are differentiable almost everywhere on [0, sup(/)). Let s(¢) be as in (3-10). Since
s :[0,sup(Z)) — [0, 0co) is monotone, the function is invertible: #(s) : [0, c0) — [0, sup([])). Letting

y(s) =y((s), Als)=A(s), x(s) =x(t(s)), &(s)=§@(s)),

and letting

(s, x) = VOO ) ()24 (2 (5), M(x)x + x(5)) — O(x), (10-8)
we can compute

As As
es =i75(Q+€) +i&x(Q+ )+ 3 (3(Q+6) +x(Q +)x) —i =E()X(Q +€)
+ 21+ —i ZEE(Q+ ) (0 +)xx
+2£()(Q +e)x —iE()*(Q + ) +i[Q +e[*(Q+e). (109

Taking £ € {03,i03, 0x.i0x},

e = (e )2 =0.
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Using the fact that £ belongs to the span of {Q3,i 03, Q.iQx} if and only if i f belongs to the span of
{03,103, 0x.i0x} as a real vector space, compute the following:

(75(Q+ ). )z = (150, )2 =0 if f = 0% Qx.i 0.
(vs(Q+€),i0%) = ys ] Qll74;
; —1(E9) = REW) 2112,
(- 5e0) i@+ e = | + 0o~ Rz liel) it s =iox (10-11)
O(|ts(s) = 56 |lellp2)  if £ €403 Qx.iQ%};

(10-10)

(i3eer0ras) =(-iFew0s) =0 iff=0%0ni0x
L2 L2

(10-12)
(—i%é(s), 0, iQ3)L2 = —%S(s)IIQII“M:
(E*Q+€). 2 = (6()*Q. 2 =0 if =07 0x.i0x. 10-13)
()2 0.10%) = £ 0L
L0+ +x(Q 40, 0%)p = 22101 + O | 22 el
3 \2 X 12 — 4L L4 X L2
) : (10-14)
Ts(%(Q—i—e) +x(Q+6)x. f)2= 0( TS IIEIILZ) if /= 0x.10%10x:
Xg Xs 2 Xs
(5 +260) @+ 1 001z = (3 +260)) 10515 + O[3+ 260 Il
(10-15)
(32 +260) (@ + 1 Nz = 0|3 + 2609 el 2) if f = 0%i0% 0.

Finally, taking € = €; + i€,

(i (Q+6e)xx +i|0 +€|4(Q +€), )2
=(Q. N2+ (Ley—Loer, 2+ O(le* (e’ + Q). /)2, (10-16)

where £, £_ are given by (3-12). Since £, £_ are self-adjoint operators, (€1, 03);2 = (€3, 03);2 =0,
LOx =0, and

((Q+6)xx+il0+e*(Q+e6). )2
101134 + O(el*(le® +1QP), )2 if f=i0°
_ JOWeP (el +101). /)12 iff=i0n 000
—(€2.L-0%) 2+ O((lel*(lel® + |Q1?). /)2 if f =03,

—(€2.£L-0x)r2 + O((lel*(le® + Q). f)L> if /= Ox.



Combining (10-10)—(10-17), we have proved

N )\‘S
(4 1- 360 -502) 1015+ 0 j6 - 250
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As

||€||L2) +0( 5 IIEIILz)

" 0( 3 %O ”flle) + O(lell}2(1Q11} o + e} ) =0, (10-18)

h .
(- eo o+ of eliz) + 0 |5 letu2)

+ 0( T2 ||e||Lz) + O(lel22(1 Q13 + €3 = 0. (10-19)

||6||L2)

+ 0( L4 26(6) ||e||Lz) +O(lel22 (121 + el = 0. (10-20)

A
IIEIILz) + 0( IIGIILZ)

s
A

" 0( %O ||e||L2) + O(lell 72 (1 Q13 + llel})) = 0. (10-21)

Using the same analysis as in (3-15)—(3-18), for any a € Z>,

As
Es — TS(S)

As

A

As
- 260 leliz) + o

A
101}~ (e £-0%): + o

N }\'S
(5 +26) 1012~ en.£- 002 + 0 fr = F500

A

a+1 X ) a+1 )
[ r=ew -2 |ass [ 1R as (10-22)
a a
a+1 )\'S a+1 5
[ le=Sewlass [ 1ewizs as (1023)
a a
a+1 A a+1
/ = dssf le()]l 2 ds, (10-24)
a )\’ a
a+1 X a+1
/ Ts+2g dssf le(s)|l 2 ds. (10-25)

10.3. A long-time Strichartz estimate in the nonsymmetric case. The symmetry (10-1) does not impact
the long-time Strichartz estimates in Theorems 13—15 at all. However, the Galilean symmetry (10-2)
does, since it involves a translation in frequency, and therefore will impact estimates of # under frequency
cutoffs. Nevertheless, it is possible to prove a modification of Theorem 15 using virtually the same
arguments.

Theorem 27. Suppose A(t), x(t), £(t), and y(t) are as in (10-4). Also suppose that on the interval
J =la,b],

1
At > —, / AM)T2dt =T, and 02T =23
m J

Furthermore, suppose that
t
% <no foralltela,b].
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Then

3 1 b B 1/2
1Pkl e 770+ (7 [ e ar)
a

Proof. Observe that by (10-4),
Ut x) = o~V O —xEO0 ()12 o (XX
’ A(2)
+e_iy(t)e_ixé(t)/)“(t))\(t)_1/26(t, "__x(’)) (10-26)

A(t)
Then by (4-3), (4-4), and (10-26),

||P>0u||Lc>oL2 [a b]XlR) 47)0
Applying the induction on frequency arguments in Theorems 13—15 gives the same results. O
10.4. Almost conservation of energy for a nonsymmetric solution. It is possible to use the long-time

Strichartz estimates in Theorem 27 to prove an almost conservation of energy for a nonsymmetric solution.

Theorem 28. Let J = [a, b] be an interval such that

Al) = L E@] <no foralltelJ and / M) 2dt =T, ;71—2T — 23k
m A 7
Then,
sup E(P<g4ou(r)) < —/ le@) 3 2A(1) "> dr + (sup s( )) + 22k =10, (10-27)
teJ teJ )\( )

Proof. Decompose the energy as in Theorem 12. Since E(Q) = 0 and (€2, Ox) =0,
Ew)=E (e—iy(t) e~ IED/MD) ()12 Q(X - X(Z)) 4 om0 =ixED/MD)) )71/ E(Z’ X — X(t)))

?»(t) A(t)
EW? 2E(1)
2MI)ZIIQXIILZ 2MI)ZIIQIILZ 6M[)ZIIQIILa 2m)zll 17, — m)z(Qx,ez)Lz
E0? o 1 » &) (1) E()?

(Ver.€)p2+ =5 Ver, e + 70—

— 2)\.(t)2 ||€||L2 + 2A(1)2 [ E“Lz - At )2 20(1)2 |le ”LZ

/ 0(x)*er (1, x)> dx —

()2
/ 0(0)*er(t.x)* dx

2k(r)2 2A(z)2
3 6
+ O(Wllellm + WHGHLG)
_EO? ey L e SO £0) Lo
= 2)\0)2 19172 + A0E lellz2— Y )2(V61, €)r2 + v )2( €2.€1)12 + M—1)2”V€”L2

/ 0(x) ey (1. ) dx — / 000 (1. ) dx

2A(t)2 21(1)2

—_— 3 S 6 -
+0(gralelis + ralelte). (10-28)
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Using the bounds on |£(?)|/A(2), the fact that Q and all its derivatives are rapidly decreasing, Fourier
truncation, and the mean value theorem implies that (10-27) holds for some ¢y € J. Then, using the
long-time Strichartz estimates in Theorem 27 and following the proof of Theorem 16 gives Theorem 28. [

It is also possible to generalize Corollary 17 to the nonsymmetric case.

Corollary 29. If

1 !
— < A1) < T1/1°°, EOI _ <no forallteJ  and / MO 2de=T, 2T =23,
m m ) J

then
o=V () p—ixXE) /A1) x—x(O\) 2
P t,
ey f"”( NORE 6( () )) .
22k 5(1)2
< — et Mt 2a’l+(su )—I—22kT_10
T || BIFY0R ,69 )2
and
T1/50 T1/50 é}() T1/50
sup |le(?)]|2, < f||e(t)|| MO dr + (sup )+z e
teJ L2 L 7]% teJ )\([)2 7)%

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 12, since € L {Q3, Q,i 03,10y}, there exists some ¢ > 0 such that

(x)*e1 (1, x)* dx— / O(x)*ey(t, x)? dx

1 , 1 , 5 1
S+ 5 Ve e / 0 s

2)\(1‘)2 ” ”L2 )\([)2 ||VE||L2 (10-29)

Next, for ||€]| ;.2 < no sufficiently small, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, taking 6 = |€|;2/[| Q|12 in
the last step,

EO* L2 &0 £() E0* 2 1E@)?
— 2> (Vey, Ve, > —-———= Ve

S SI01: — Ly (Ver e + s (Ven a2 505101 = 55 e el — 7 Vel
> — (x( )2)” €lza (10-30)

Finally, by Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding theorem, since ||€]/;2 < 1,
0 \% 10-31
(w)2 el + 7ol ||L6) el + S I Vel. (10-31)
Plugging (10-29)—(10-31) into (10-28) proves the corollary. O

10.5. A frequency-localized Morawetz estimate for nonsymmetric u. As in Section 6, the long-time
Strichartz estimates of Theorem 27 and the energy estimates of Theorem 28 and Corollary 29 give a
theorem analogous to Theorem 18 in the nonsymmetric case.
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Theorem 30. Let J = [a, b] be an interval on which

t 1 1
ano, — SA(Z)S—TI/IOO forallt € J and / M) 2dt =T, 171_2T=23k.
A1) U U J
Also suppose € = €1 + i€y, where € is given by Theorem 10. Finally, suppose there exists a uniform bound
on x(t),
sup |x(1)] < R=TY?%, (10-32)
teJ

Finally, suppose that £(a) = 0 and x(b) = 0. Then for T sufficiently large,

b
/ le()1222(0)"2 di

<3(e2(a). (3@ +x0x)) ;2 —3(e2(6), 3O +x0x) ;2 + T sup £0)? + O(L).
— 2 L 2 L 77% reJ )\(t)z T

¢(X)=/0 x(%) dy:/O wz(%) dy, (10-33)

M) = [ $00) Iml P Pey roul(t, x) d.

Proof. This time let

and let

Since
() Sn7'R and  [E(0)]/A(1) < no.

Theorem 27 implies that the error terms arising from frequency truncation may be handled in exactly the
same manner as in Theorem 18.

Next, observe that by (10-30) and (10-31), the additional terms in the left-hand side of (6-17) that
arise from the fact that £(7) need not be zero may be handled in exactly the same manner as the terms
involving € and higher powers of €.

Now decompose M (b) — M (a). Since Q is real-valued, symmetric, and rapidly decreasing, (10-33),
the bounds on A(¢), and (10-32) imply

/ o (x) Im|:e_”’(’)e_ixé(t)/k(’)k(t)—l/Zp§k+9 0 (x — X(l))

A(0)
9, (e—iy(t)e—ixE(t)/A(t)k(Z)—1/2P5k+9Q(X ;(?;)(t)))] Jdx
_EO x—x®OY —i0y_ £E@) 2 10
— 0 [omo(*550) dx+ 010 = S0x 01013 + 0T, (1034
Since £(a¢) = 0 and x(b) =0,
(1)

2 b_O
Ol =0
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Next, by Corollary 29,

/¢(x) Im|:P5k+9e_i”(’)e_"xf(t)/)‘(’))\(t)_1/26(t, X —x(t))

A7)
X 0x (P5k+9e_iy(t)e_"xsm/)‘(t))\(t)_1/26(t, %);)(Z)))] dx
R 2 -2 R k999 T3 £(1)?
— t A)“dt+ =2"T™ . 10-35
< omnn [, NEOIEA0™ 4 5227709 4 L S (10-35)
Next, using the computations proving (6-5) combined with the fact that (€5, Qx) =0,
/¢(x) Im[p§k+9e—iy(t)e—ixg(t)/x(z)k([)—l/26(t, x ;(;C)(t))
X (P5k+9€_iy(t)e_ix‘f(t)/)‘(t))n(t)_l/zQ(—x ;();)(t)))] dx
x(r) ()
— (3012 + (€ Q) €1 Qg+ O )
=—(e2.x0x) 12— f&; lell72 +O(T™"%). (10-36)
Finally, integrating by parts,
/ (x) Im[ Pepy g0 ®e=ixE@/0 Mt)—l/zQ(x;(_x)(’))
- t
w8 Pagp o (t) /217 @ ixe 00, X=XOWN] ;o
B A1)
= (10-36) — / ( ) Im|:P<k+9e iy(®)p— sz(t)/A(t)A(Z) 1/2Q(X ;(X)(l))
4
X P g0 17O mIXE@/0) (1)=1/2 E(t’ x ;()tc)(t))} dx. (1037)
As in (6-10),
M x—x(1)
— / X(2R) Im|:P<k+9e iy (0) g=ixE@O/MO) ) (1)~ 1/2Q(—A(Z) )
o P§k+9e—iy(t)e—ixé(t)/k(t)k(t)—l/26(l’ x;(f)(l))] I
= —(e2, Q)2+ O(T™17). (10-38)

Summing up (10-34)—(10-38) and using the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Morawetz estimate
completes the proof of Theorem 30. O

10.6. An Lf bound on | €(s)|| .2 when p > 1 for nonsymmetric u. Combining Theorem 30 with
(10-18)—(10-21), it is possible to prove Theorem 20 for nonsymmetric u.
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Theorem 31. Let u be a nonsymmetric solution to (1-1) that satisfies ||u| 2 = || Q||12, and suppose

sup [le(s)[lz2 = nx« (10-39)
s€[0,00)
and ||€(0)| ;.2 = nx. Then
o0
/ le()[17 2 ds < nx. (10-40)
0

with implicit constant independent of nx when 1« << 1 is sufficiently small.
Furthermore, for any j € Z>, let

sj = inf{s €[0,00) : [e€(s) |12 =277/ na}.

By definition, so = 0, and, as in Theorem 20, such an s; exists for any j > 0. Then,

o0
/ le()117, ds <277 s (10-41)
Sj

for each j, with implicit constant independent of nx and j > 0.

Proof. Set Ty = 1/n4 and suppose that Ty is large enough that Theorem 30 holds. Then by (10-39)
and (10-22),
sup  InA(s)— inf In k(s){ <.
sels’,s'+ Tl s€[s’,s’+Tx]
Let J be the largest dyadic integer that satisfies

J =27 S—lnniM.

By (10-24) and the triangle inequality,
sup InA(s) — inf In )\(s)| < J,
S€[s’,s'+J Tx] sels/,s'+J Tx]
and therefore,
su ’ o As
. Pse[s’,s’+3J Ty] (s) < T*I/IOO‘
1nfsE[s’,s’-i-3JT*] A(s)

Rescale so that infyey, ¢+377,]A(s) = 1/11. Then make a Galilean transformation so that £(s”) = 0 and
a translation in space so that x(s”) = 0 when s” € [s', s’ + 3J T] is the other endpoint of the interval of
integration. Then by (10-23) and (10-25),

S 1
sup £65)] Sn«dn; K no and sup |x(s)|5J2T*1/100+—T*1/100J < T*1/25.
sels,s'+3JTx] M) sels’,s'+3J Ts] M

Therefore, by Theorem 30,

s'+(a+1)J Tx 5 1 s'+(a+1)J Tx 5 1/2 1/50 2
sup [ O —— (sup | ||e<s)||L2ds) #7100
a>0Js'+aJ Ty JI/ZT* a>0Js'+aJ Ty

J9T*9)’
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and when a = 0,

s'+J Ty 5
[ ol
N

S llesNlipz +

1 s+ (a+1)J T , 1/2 /502 1
—— | su e(s ds + T + O( )
J1/2T,,<1/2 (azr()) /s’+aJT,k eIz ) o JoT?

Therefore, taking s’ = sj,,
Sjx Ha+1)J Ty ] _
sup [ I€(5) 22 ds £ 277 ne + 0@ n2).
a>0Jsj,+aJ Tk
By the triangle inequality,

s'+J T ]
sup / le@)II7 > ds <277 s,
s/

§'=Sj,

and by Holder’s inequality,

s'+J T«
sup / le(s)|2ds < 1.
S/

§'=S8j,
It is therefore possible to prove Theorem 31 by induction. Indeed, suppose that for some n > 0,
'+ I Ty §'+J" Ty
sup / le(s)ll2ds <C and  sup / ||e(s)||i2 ds < C?J "y,
' =Spjy IS8 ' Z8pj )8
Then by (10-24),

sup | sup InA(s)— inf lnk(s)‘ < CJ. (10-42)
§'ZSjy s€[s’,s'+JM 1T, SE[s/,s’+J Tx]

Next, rescaling so that infse[y o4 ynt17,]A(s) = 1/n1 and setting £(s”) = 0, (10-23) implies

o O

< n:n1C*J < 1o, (10-43)
sE[s/, s+ I 1T, ] A(s)

and by (10-25), if x(s”) = 0, where s” is the other endpoint of the interval of integration,
1
sup |x(s)] <RI L o100y M2 (10-44)
SE[s/+JI 1T, ] N
Then by Theorem 30, as in (7-12),
s’ +JntIT, )
sup / le()12, ds < J~HDTN L /2372 04 g2 < gD T (10-45)
5" 28+ 1)jx V8

and by Holder’s inequality,

s'+JnHIT,
sup / le(s)||z2ds < 1. (10-46)
N

8 ZS(n+1)jx
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It is important to observe that the implicit constants in (10-45) and (10-46) are independent of C so long
as the final inequalities in (10-43) and (10-44) hold and C < T,}/%.

Now take any j € Z and suppose njx < j < (n + 1) jx. Then by (10-45) and (10-46),

sup ||e(s)||22 ds < 2_j77*’

a=0

le(s)|;2ds <J and sup

sj+(@+1JtiT, si+(@+1)JntiT,
/.;j+aJn+lT* aZO/

sj+aJnt1iT,

and therefore, after appropriate rescaling and Galilean and spatial translation, (10-42)—(10-44) hold.
Therefore, by Theorem 30,

§'4+27 T, s’ +27 T, )
sup / le(s)llz2ds <1 and / ||€(S)||i2 ds <277 n,,
s'=s; Js! s/

with implicit constant independent of j. Furthermore, as in (7-13),

s'+27 J T, ) )
[ e ds <2
s

so by the mean value theorem,
inf Jle()llz2 S 27 et 72
s€[sj, sj+27 T Tx]
which implies
Sj41 €[sj, 85 +27 JTy].

Therefore,
Sj+1 . Sj+1
[ et ds <2 and [T ez ds <1,
S Sj
with constant independent of j. Summing in j gives (10-40) and (10-41). O

Now then, as in Section 7,

Sj+1
| _ <
lim [e(s)ll2 =0. [ le(s)llz2 ds < 1.
and, forany 1 < p < oo

Sj+1 » Pl j(p—1)
[ e, dss gz 2o,
sj
which implies that ||€(s)|| ;2 belongs to LY for any p > 1 but not to L!.

10.7. Monotonicity of A in the nonsymmetric case. It is possible to use the virial identity from [Merle
and Raphael 2005] to show monotonicity in the nonsymmetric case as well.

Theorem 32. Forany s > 0, let

A(s) = inf A(7).
7€[0, 5]

A(s)

1< -—=<3.

S E

Then for any s > 0,
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Proof. Suppose there exist 0 < s_ < s4 < oo satisfying

Mos) _
Ao

Then using (10-9) and the computations in Theorem 21,

d A
%(G,yZQ)m + TSHJ’Q”iz +4(€2» %Q +yQy)L2

S )\’S S
_ 0( pot 1= ) £ ||e||Lz) + 0( b ||e||Lz) ; 0( 42 ||e||Lz)
As
+ 0( & 2e) ||e||Lz) L O(lel22) + OCle s [elioe).  (1047)

Then by Theorem 30 and the fundamental theorem of calculus,

s+
QI +4 [ (24 +x0s) 2 = O
N

Therefore, there exists s” € [s—, s+] such that

(62, %Q+XQX)L2 < 0.

Make a Galilean transformation setting & (s”) = 0 and a translation in space such that x (s”) = 0, where s”
is the other endpoint of the interval of integration. Also rescale so that A(s”) = T*1 / 20O/ n1. Since 5" > 0,

there exists some j > 0 such that s; <’ + T4 < sj4;. By Theorem 31 and (10-23),

Sj+147 | ), 1 1
f Blas<J = — <i@t)<—TM"
s A m m
(10-48)
1€(s)] 1/25
ey Ko and sup x| LT
SE[S/,S]'+1+J] (S) SE[S’,Sj+1+J]

Then by Theorems 30 and 31,
ST+ ; Sj+1+J .
[ ez as 52700 g, [T e s 5270440,
s’ s/

and therefore by definition of s 147,

Sji+14+J
/ le(s) 2 ds < 1.
S/

Then, (10-48) holds on the interval [s’, sj41427], and arguing by induction, for any k > 1,

8j+k

Sj+k 5 ik
/ le@)I2 ds <275, and / le(s)ll 2 ds < 1.
S

’ s/
with implicit constant independent of k. Taking k — oo,
[e.°]
[ 1ewizas=o.
s/

which implies that e(s) = 0 for all s > s’. Therefore, u is a soliton solution to (1-1). O
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10.8. Almost monotone A(t). In the nonsymmetric case, when sup(/) = oo, u is equal to a soliton
solution, and when sup(/) < oo, u is the pseudoconformal transformation of the soliton solution.

Theorem 33. If u satisfies the conditions of Theorem 24, u blows up forward in time, and

sup(/) = oo,
then u is equal to a soliton solution.
Proof. As in Theorem 22, for any integer k > 0, let
Ik)={s>0:27%T2 < j(s) <27k+3

As in the proof of Theorem 22, there exists a sequence k;, /' oo such that

1
—2ky o L
a2
and such that |1 (ky,)| > |1(k)| for all k < k.
Lemma 34. For n sufficiently large, there exists s, € I(ky) such that

le(sn)|lp2 < k227 2n,

Proof. Let I(ky) = [an, by]. By Theorem 31,
[ 1ewlzads <.
I(kn)

Then, using the virial identity in (10-47),
(Ban+by)/4
/ (€. 10 +x04) 2 ds = O(ns) + O(1),
an

Therefore, by the mean value theorem, there exists s, € [an, %(3an + bn)] such that
1

|1 (kn)|

By a similar calculation, there exists s, € [§(an + 3bn). by | such that

B
|1 (kn)]

‘(62(5;)’ %Q“‘XQX)Lz‘ <

|(e2(5:). 30 +X0x) 2]

Therefore, by Theorem 30, (10-49) and (10-50) imply
+

Sn
le(s)]1?, ds < .
/sn— L2 |1(kn)|

(10-49)

(10-50)

(10-51)

Indeed, rescale so that A(s, ) = 1/n;. Then by Galilean transformation, suppose &£(s,,) = 0 and by

translation in space, suppose x(s;7) = 0. For all s € [s;,, 5], by (10-23) and Theorem 31,

G Smne and |x(s)| < To/%.
A(s)

(10-52)
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Therefore, by Theorem 30 and (10-23),

s,'f 1 S;T
e(s)2 ds < +n T1/25/ 6(.5‘)2 ds < .
/sn— e T T R TTA]
Remark. To make these computations completely rigorous, partition [s;,,s;7] into a dyadic integer
number of subintervals of length ~ 1/74, and then following the arguments proving Theorem 31, it is
possible to prove that (10-52) holds on subintervals of length ~ J /74, and then by induction, (10-52)
holds on [s,, Sn+ ], which by Theorem 30 implies that (10-51) holds.

Then by the mean value theorem,

1
2 <
letmlizs S o

Since |I(ky)| > 2%kn k;; 2, the proof of Lemma 34 is complete. |
Make a Galilean transformation so that £(s,) = 0. Then by (10-23), since A(s) = 2% for all s € [0, 5],
EO) o,

) N Nx. (10-53)
Now let m be the smallest integer such that
2ky
2 2" > | I(ky)|. (10-54)

Since |I(k)| < |1(ky)| for all 0 <k < ky, (10-54) implies that
|Sn| < 22kn+m+l.
Let r;, be the smallest integer that satisfies

S Chtm+1)/3 5k L orn
m

Then, as in the proof of Theorem 27, setting #, = s~ (s,), (10-53) and induction on frequency implies

1Pz, 12 (10,6,1xm) < M

and
—2kyA—
”Pzr,,+k,1/4+m/4”||Ui([o,tn]xR) S k32 2np=—m,
Furthermore,
E(Pirn+kn/4+m/4u(tn)) S (k,%2_2k” 2—m2rn+kn/4+m/4)2 ~ (k32_k"/12_5m/127}1_1)2
and

up  E(Per i fa-m s (1)) < (kg2 kn/12=3m 1212,
tel0,t,



1756 BENJAMIN DODSON

By (10-30), if &,(s) is the £(s) in (10-8) for which &,(s,) = 0,

1€ ()% < (k22 kn/12-5m/12, =12
0zszs, M T P

which implies that & (s) converges to some £, as s — 0o. Making a Galilean transformation that maps £.0
to the origin and taking » — oo, since m > 0, (10-10) implies that E(uo) = 0. Therefore, by the
Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, 1 is a soliton. O

When sup(/) < oo, suppose without loss of generality that sup(/) = 0, and

sup |le(@®) L2 < n«.

—1<t<0

Then write the decomposition

e~ i7(® exp [—ix%] Q(X —x(t)) . e—iv(@® exp [—ix%] e(z X —x(z))
A(r)1/2 A2) NORE YO A

and apply the pseudoconformal transformation to u(¢, x). For —oco <t < —1,

u(t,x) =

- i . 1
R B LI WEDVES UM explix§GB] v ixiyn) i
’ 2\t 1172 A(1/0)1/2 ta(1/1)
: i E0/D)
+ 1 ely(l/t)eXpl:lxk(l/t):IE l x—[x(l/t) el'x2/4t
t1/2 A(1/0)1/2 t’ tA(1/1) '

Since the L? norm is preserved by the pseudoconformal transformation,

lim
t\(—00

=0.
L2

. . 1
1 e explixiH/o ] L ox = tx/DN ix2jar
A2 i o/

Next,
e explini ] i1y (/1) (1Y
(2T A1/ Q( tn(1/1) )e"p[’x 2 }e"p[_’?(?)]

is of the form

—i7@) _ 5()])\ 1/2 (x x(t))
e exp[z)\() (I o )

where

D) Eo=¢G)+ (D))
(%) and )?(Z)=tx(%).

<
~
~
N
Il
<
N
~ | —_
N—
|
|

>~
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Also,
j - £U/1)
1 ely(l/t)expl:l.xx(l/t)] x—tx(l/[) iX2/4t
172 A(1/1)1/2 1A(1/1)
iy (1/1) i E4/1)
1 e’ eXp[lxk(l/,)] (x—tx(l/l))ex |:l.xx(l/t):|eitx(1/t)2
(172 A(1/1)1/2 th(1/1) : L2

1 Q(x—lx(l/t))(ex [i (x—tx(l/t))z]_l)
7201/ 072 2\ 1)) P 41

As in (9-7) and (9-8),

1 x—tx(1/t) (x—1x(1/1))? I
zl/zm/z)l/zQ( in(1/1) )(e"p[l M ]_)

Therefore, by time reversal symmetry, v satisfies the conditions of Theorem 24, and v is a solution that

L2‘

=0.
L2

im
t\(—00

blows up backward in time at inf(/) = —o0, so therefore, by Theorem 33, v must be a soliton. Therefore,
u is the pseudoconformal transformation of a soliton, which proves Theorem 5.
Appendix: U? and V' ? spaces

The description here of U? and V' ? spaces comes from Section 5.3 of [Dodson 2019]. See also [Koch
et al. 2014].

Definition (U ? space). Suppose u € UP. We say that u is a U # atom if there exists a sequence {t;} " 00
satisfying

u= Z l[l‘k,l‘k+1)uk’
k

Do luklf ey = 1.

and

Then define the norm
lu@lgr@xray = inf{z lea] ju() = Z cpuy, for almost every ¢ € R, where uy (¢) is a U? atom}.
A A
Then set
lully? @xray = lle " ullyp @xrdy-

Functions with finite U f norm have finite Strichartz norms Lf L% when p < p < oo and (p, q) is an
admissible pair. Bilinear Strichartz estimates also hold for p in the appropriate range.
Theorem 35. If I is an interval with tg € I, forany 1 < p <oo,if 1/p+1/p’ =1,
t
/ UTOAF(T) dT
t

0

< sup (G, F)dr.

UR (IxR4) "G”VK/(IXRd):l I
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The VAp space is defined as follows.

Definition (Vi’ spaces). Suppose I = [0, T'] is a compact interval. Define the partition
Z:{Ozl0<t1 <"'<tn:T}.

Then for 1 < p < oo define the norm

n
1017 5 ey = D 100@) =0 (tk=D1] 2 -
k=1

Then write

Il = [le™ " v

p p
VE(2;IxRD) VE(z;Ixray

and define the norm
Ivllye (1 xray = sup Ivllye zrxmay + 1Vl Lo 2 (7xma):

The V2 space embedding will be extremely useful.

Theorem 36. If p <gq,
VP cU1
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