Theorem 0.1 (Riesz-Thorin). Let T be a linear map from LPo(R) N LP1(RY) to L% (RY) N
LT (RY) satisfying
\Tfllre; < M|l fllges forj=0,1.

Then fort € (0,1) and for p; and q; defined by

11—t n t I 11—t t
Dt Pbo b1 ’ qt q0 q1
we have
T fllLoe < (Mo)' (M) fllwe for f € LP(RT) N LP*(RY).

Proof. First of all notice that if f € L* N L? with a < b then f € L¢ for any ¢ € (a,b). To

see this recall Holder L1

1
Ifgller < W fllzeligllpe for —=—+ -~
r P q

+ % for t € (0,1) from |f| = |f[*| f|*~* we have

t
a

A llze = WA Nze < WP e A ey = DNzl F 1"

Then, since % =

For p; = po = p1 = oo (in fact we can repeat a similar argument for p; = pp = p; any fixed
value in [1,00]) we then have

ITfllzse < ITFNZar 1Tl g < (Mo)' ™ (M) f | poe

So let us suppose p; < co. Then it is enough to prove
\/ngdw! < (Mo) " (M) | fllLoelgll o = (Mo) (M)

considering only [|f|[zr: = 9]l 4
take the E; to be finite measure sets mutually disjoint. If ¢; < oo we can also reduce to

= 1 for simple functions f = Z;”:l ajxg; where we can

simple functions g = Zévzl biXF, where the F; are finite measure sets mutually disjoint.
The case ¢; = oo reduces to the case p; = oo by duality. In fact, see Remark 16 p. 44 [2],

HTHﬁ(Lpt,Ll) = HT*”[/(Loo’L;Dé)'

Notice that if both py < oo and p; < oo and since we are treating qo = ¢1 = 1, then

T zezri )y = HT*”L(LOO,L”;) < M; and so one reduces to the case p; = oo. If, say,

po = oo, then ||Tzpe 1y = [ T7 < My since p1 < oo, but [T zzro,1) =

L(L>,LP1)
IT* || z(zo0 (L)) < Mo, so in other words, we don’t get a Lebesgue space. However, the
issue is to bound for f € LPPNL>® a T*f € L' N (L>®) = L' where ||T* f||(zooy = IT* f| 1,
so that one can still apply the above argument used for p; = oo.



Let us turn to the case p; < oo and ¢, < co. For a; = €%|a;| and by = €'¥*|bg| the polar
representations, set

s a(z) . 1—2z =z
fo=_lag| =@ e yp; with a(z) := + =
N j:l‘ il I =) Po P1
Noooise 1—
gs = E b | T80 eVEx . with B(z) == qOZ i

k=1
Notice that since we are assuming ¢; < oo, then ¢; > 1 and so 5(t) = q—lt < 1, so that g, is

well defined. Similarly, since p; < oo we have «a(t) = plt > 0, so also f, is well defined.
We consider now the function

F(:) = [ Th.g.de

Our goal is to prove |F(t)| < My~ ‘Mj.
F(z) is holomorphic in 0 < Re z < 1, continuous and bounded in 0 < Re z < 1. Boundedness
follows from estimates like

l|a; | Co) | = |aj] o which is bounded for 0 < Rez < 1.

We have F(t) = [T fgdz since f; = f and g, = g.
By the 3 hnes lemma, see below, which yields |F(z)] < Mj 8¢ MJe? if the two estimates
below are true, our theorem is a consequence of the followmg two inequalities

|F(2)| < M for Rez=0;

|F(2)] < M for Rez=1.

For z = iy we have for pg < oo

m a(iy) Ppo m %+iy(§7%) po
[figo = lagl =@ | Xz, = |lag] Pt XE;
s =1
= yPt ) oy |PO =
Z il lajlm | xm = laPxe, = fIP
j=1 j=1

This implies

il = ([ 15alde) ™ = ([ 1) ™ =1 0.)

Notice that we have also || fiy||oc = 1 when py = oo.

Proceeding similarly, using 1 — §(z) = 1(1_,Z + o7, for z =iy and ¢, < oo we have
0 1
/
w2 — 1 a |%
, "\l " 90
q N 1-8(iy) |90 N T a N . 4
il =D 1Bkl PO | xm =D (el (bl | xmo= ) [kl %xm = 1g]%.
k=1 k=1 j=1



This implies

1
/ a;
ol = ([ loutac) ™ = ([ lariaz )’

Notice that we have also ||giy|/cc = 1 when g = oo.
Then

O“’_'

= 1.

|F(iy)| < HTfinquginq() < Mo”finpoHQinqO = Mo.

By a similar argument
[ frait = [fIP*

! /
|914+iy|™ = |g]*.

Indeed by a(l + iy) = 1% - ;T%

m

| fraiy[” = Z
j=1
m
Z M%‘

andbyl—ﬁ(l—l—iy):l;r—,liy—;—z

a(l+iy) h
laj| =@

m
= lajPPxe, = |f"
j=1

N

!
‘91+iy‘q1 = Z

k=1

9
(%)
1 0
1-8(0+iy) |1 N

!
el 0 | X =Y bkl (b
k=1

Finally

m | w(erag)
=> |l Pt
j=1

N
/
- Z ’bk|thFk =
j=1

qt

[FA+iy)| < T frviglla lgriylle, < Millfrviglp 914 llg = Mlele Hqu1 =

Here we have used the following lemma.

lg]%.

O

Lemma 0.2 (Three Lines Lemma). Let F(z) be holomorphic in the strip 0 < Rez < 1,

continuous and bounded in 0 < Rez <1 and such that

|F'(2)] < My for Rez =0,
|F(2)| < My for Rez=1.

Then we have |F(z)] < My~ *MRe* for all 0 < Rez < 1.



Proof. Let us start with the special case My = M; = 1 and set B := ||F||e. Set he(z) :=
(1 + ez)~! with € > 0. Since Re(1 + €z) = 1 + ex > 1 it follows |h(2)| < 1 in the strip.
Furthermore Im(1 + €z) = ey implies also |h(2)| < |ey| . Consider now the two horizontal
lines y = £B/e and let R be the rectangle 0 <z <1 and |y| < B/e. In |y| > B/e we have

| < b B
eyl T [eB/e]

[F'(2)he(2)

On the other hand by the maximum modulus principle

sup [F(2)he(2)] = sup |F(2)he(2)] < 1,
R OR

where on the horizontal sides the last inequality follows from the previous inequality and
on the vertical sides follows from |F(z)| <1 for Rez = 0,1 and from |h.(z)| < 1.
Hence in the whole strip 0 < x < 1 we have |F(2)he(z)| < 1 for any € > 0. This implies

lim [F(2)he(2)] = |F(2)] <1

in the whole strip 0 < z < 1.
In the general case (Mo, M) # (1,1) set g(z) := My~ *M7. Notice that

glz) = 008 Ms s |g()) = MI=T 07 =

min(Moy, M) < |g(2)| < max(My, My).
So F(z)g~!(z) satisfies the hypotheses of the case My = M; = 1 and so |F(2)| < |g(2)| =
Mol—ReleRez

O
One application of the Riesz—Thorin Theorem is the following.

Theorem 0.3 (Hausdorff-Young). For p € [1,2] and f € LP(R™,C) then (??) defines a

function Ff € LV (R™,C) where p' = -2~ and an operator remains defined which satisfies
p—1

_p(1_1
||‘Ff||LP/(]R"7(C) S (271') n<2 p/) HfHLp(Rn’C). (03)
Another example of application of M. Riesz’s Theorem is the following useful tool.

Lemma 0.4 (Young’s Inequality). Let

Tf(z)= A K(z,y)f(y)dy
where
sup / |K (z,y)|dy < C, sup / |K(x,y)|dz < C. (0.4)
rER" n yeRn n
Then

1T fllo@ny < CllfllLowny for all p € [1,00]

4



Proof. The case p = 1,00 follow immediately from (0.4). The intermediate cases from
Riesz’s Theorem. O
Recall the formula

1€ ~ lz|?
e = (27‘(6)_% / e %= 3 dg for any € > 0. (0.5)
R4

1  Schrodinger equations
For ug € S'(R?, C) the linear homogeneous Schrédinger equation is
iug + Au=0,u(0,z) = ug(z). (1.1)
By applying F we transform the above problem into
i +1l¢*a =0, 8(0,€) = To(€).

d ilz|?

This yields (¢, &) = e T(€). We have e EI° = G(t, ) with G(t,z) = (2ti) 2e ar .
This follows from the following generalization of (0.5) for Rez > 0

_ole2 _d Zigp 122
e * 2 = (27z) 2/ e e 2 .
Rd

This formula follows from the fact that both sides are holomorphic in Re z > 0 and coincide
for z € Ry. Then taking the limit z — 2i for Rez > 0 and using the continuity of F in
S'(R4,C) we get

12 d : i|$|2
e 1E° = (4ni)~2 / e %0 d,
Rd
Then u(t,x) = (271)*%G(t, ) * ug(z). In particular, for ug € LP(R?,C) for p € [1,2] and by
Reisz’s interpolation defines for any ¢ > 0 an operator which we denote by

ilz—y|2

ePltug(z) = (477125)_g /Rde  up(y)dy (1.2)

which is s.t. €t : LP(RY C) — LY (R%,C) for p € [1,2] and p/ = 2= with |ePlug|,, <
1 L

p
1_1
o

(47rt)7d(5 P )H'LLOHLP by Riesz interpolation.

Remark 1.1. Notice that for no p # 2 and t > 0 we have that €2 defines a bounded
operator LP(R? C) — LP(R?,C), see [9].

Remark 1.2. Notice that e : LP(R?) — L9(R?) is a bounded operator for all 1 < p < ¢ <
0.

Notice that (1.1) is time reversible. and if u(t, ) = e®tug(x), then v(t, z) = u(—t,z) =
eg(x) is a solution.



Let now u(t, z) = e'®tug(z), and for v, D € R? consider vy(z) = €2 ug(x — D). Then
o(t, z) == ePlug(x) = eév'x*i%tu(t, x—tv—D).
In the sequel, given v,w € L*(R%,C) we will use the notation
(v,w) = Re /]Rd v(x)w(x)dz. (1.3)

In the sequel we will reinterpret the equation

iu +Au=f, u(0)=uge H (R (1.4)
in the integral form
t
u(t) = etPug — i / A pdt. (1.5)
0

To understand this formula we will need Strichartz’s inequalities.
We say that a pair (g, r) is admissible when

2 d d

2422 1.

PRI (1.6)
2d . .

2§r§ﬂ(2§r§001fd:1,2§7“<001fd:2). (1.7)

Remark 1.3. The pair (co,2) is always admissible. The endpoint (2, ) is admissible

d—2
for d > 3 but the point (2,00) is not for d = 2. The equality (1.6) needs to be true by the

parabolic scaling u(t, z) ~ u(\%t, A\x), which preserves the set of solutions to (1.1).

We have the following important result.

Theorem 1.4 (Strichartz’s estimates). The following facts hold.

(1) For every up € L*(RY) we have ¢®tug € LI(R, L"(RY)) N CO(R, L2(R%)) for every
admissible (q,r). Furthermore, there exists a C s.t.

1€ uo | pagr, 1 rayy < Clluol 2. (1.8)

(2) Let I be an interval and letty € 1. If (7, p) is an admissible pair and f € LY (I, L¥' (RY))
then for any admissible pair (q,r) the function

Tr(t) = /t U9 £(5)ds (1.9)

belongs to LI(I, L™ (RY))NCO(I, L>(RY)) and there exists a constant C independent of
I and f s.t.

1T fllzar,Lrwayy < CUF v (1, ne ey (1.10)

6



2 Keel and Tao’s proof of Strichartz estimates

We will follow the argument by Keel and Tao [8]. We will assume that (X,dx) is a
measurable space and that H is a Hilbert space. We consider a family of operators
U(t): H— L*(X). We assume the following two hypotheses.

(1) There exists a C' > 0 s.t.

U@ fllg> < Cllfller for all f € H;

(2) there exist a 0 > 0 and a C > 0 s.t. for all t # s and all g € L'(X) we have

1T U ()" gl < Clt = |~ [gl -

We say that a pair (g, r) is o—admissible when

2 20
2L s
qg T (2.1)
rq 2 2 and (Q>T7 U) 7& (27007 1)
. . . . 20
Particularly important, for ¢ > 1 , is the point P = ( 2, 1)
O' pe—

Notice that (1) implies |U*(t)F|2 < C|F|[z2 by duality and that (U()h, f) 2(x) =
(h, (U®)) fy

Theorem 2.1 (Keel and Tao’s Strichartz estimates). If U(t) satisfies (1) and (2), and if
furthermore there exists an appropriate scaling operator in X and H, then we have

(3)
10 (¢l o ey < Cawluoll
)
H /R (U())F(s)dsllir < ClFll g
(5)

U@)(U () F(s)ds| Law,zr(x)) < Corgil Fll Lo @ 17 (x))-

|
t>s
for all admissible pairs (q,r) and (q,7).

(3) is called the homogeneous estimate and (5) the non-homogeneous estimate or also
the retarded estimate. (3) and (4) are equivalent by duality. The scaling operators are used
only in Sect. 2.2.

'Notice that since h — (U(t)h, f)r2(x) is continuous, an element f* € H remains defined such that
(U@, frr2(xy = (h, f*) - The map f — f* is linear, bounded and (U(¢))" f := f".

7



2.1 Proof of the nonendpoint homogeneous estimate

We consider the case (¢,7) # P. The proof of this case predates the paper by Keel and
Tao.
It is elementary that (4) is by duality and hypothesis (1) equivalent

/Rz (U(s))"F(s), (U(1))"G(1)) y dtds

S CIF N Lo w o xpllGll Lo w1 (x)-

So we have to prove the above estimate. Furthermore, it is enough to prove the above
bound for

T(F,G) = / (U(3))*F(s), (UL)*G(t))  dtds. (2.2)

t>s
By (1) we know that (3) holds for ¢ = co and r = 2. So pointwise

{(U) F(s), U0 G0) 4l = U@V ) F(), G0 o |

< UBU () F($)]l 200 IG@) 1200 < C2IF ) 200 IGO ] 120)-
Furthermore
(U6 Fs), UOY Gl = [T E) F(s), G| < IVOTE) FS) e 1G22 0x)
< Clt = s F($) 1 o) I GO 12 x)-

From the Riesz—Thorin Interpolation Theorem, see Theorem 0.1, we have (omitting the
constant) for any r € [2, 0]

* —o(1-2 —1=p(r,r
UMW) F ()l prx) S N = sl DIES) oy = 1= 81720 F )]
o o
h =0—1———=.
where B(r,7) :=0o -

Then we conclude
(U () F(s), U®)G0) | S |t =57 PEINES) o ) IGO0

For % - % = —p(r,r), using the Hardy,Littlewood Sobolev inequality, see Theorem 7?7,

which requires q¢ > ¢/,

IT(F.G) < | /R |t — 5‘_1_B(T’T)||F(5)||Lr’(x)d5||Lq(R)HGHLq/(R,LW(X)) S HFHLq’(R,Lr’(X))||G||Lq/(R,Lr/(X))-

Notice that % - % = —f(r,r) means
2 2 2
1-2=—0+1+22 e+ =4
q r q r
and —f(r,r) > 0 means
< 20
r .
o—1



2.2 Proof of the endpoint homogeneous estimate

Here we consider the endpoint case (¢,7) = P = (2, %), when o > 1.

The introduction of a scaling operator will simplify considerably the discussion. We
will denote it by D) for A > 0. We assume the following:
1. there exist operators Dy : H — H s.t. (Daf,Dxg)y =A"7(f,9)y
2. there exist operators Dy : L"(X) = L"(X) s.t | Dxfllzrx)y = A7 | fllrx)
3. in all cases Dy' = Dy-1 and D} = A7Dy 1.

Notice that for o = ¢, H = L?(R?) and X = R? with L"(X) the standard Lebesgue spaces,

then Dy f(x) := f ()\%a:) satisfies the desired requirements. Notice that we used the same
notation for dilation operators in H and L"(X), but they are distinct operators.

Lemma 2.2. Let the function t — U(t) satisfy (1) and (2) in Sect. 2. Then t —
D)\U(Mt)Dy-1 satisfies (1) and (2) in Sect. 2 with exactly the same constants C.

Proof. Indeed
IDAUA) Dy £l 2 = A2 [UN) Dy-1 fll 2 < CA"2 | Dy fllr = Cllf
and from (D \U(As)Dy-1)* = D\(U(As))*Dy-1,

[IDAU (M) D=1 (DAU (As) Dy-1)" f| oo [ DAU (At) (U (As)) " D=1 f1| oo
= [[UA)UAs))" Dy fllzee < CAT[t = 8|77 | Dy-1 fll 1 = CJt = s[77[| fll 1

O
After the above preliminary on scaling operators, expand
T(F,G) = 3" T;(F,G) where Tj(F,G) = / (U () F(s), (U(t))*G(1)) ,y dtds.
jez t—21>s>t—27+1
(2.3)
We will prove
D TF.G) S Fll o G oo (2.4)

JEZL
We will prove the following.

Lemma 2.3. For a fized constant C' dependent only on the constants in (1) —(2) Sect. 2.
we have '
IT3(F, G)| < C27 | F|| pa |Gl 2 (2.5)

with (1/a,1/b) in a sufficiently small, but fixed neighborhood of (1/r,1/r), dependent only
ono.



Proof. Notice that
T;(F.G) = / | ~ {(U(s))"F(s),(U(t)"G(t))  dtds
t—27>s>t—27+1
= 9%igjo / (Do; (U(275))* Dy Do; F(275), Dy (U(271))* Dy—3 Doy G(2't) ) ,, dtds.
t—1>5>t—-2
Suppose now that we have (2.4) in the particular case j = 0. Then we have

IT;(F, G)| < C2%2 || Dy F(25)|| 2 o [| Doy G(270) | 2 = C225297 2790+ TFT) | F|| Lt |Gl o o
= Czj(2+a_1_20+5+3> ”F||L2La’ HGHL2Lb’ = CQj(l_U+E+3)||FHL2La’ HG||L2Lb’ = szjﬁ(a’b)HFHL%u’ ”GHL2Lb’

where we recall 8(a,b) =0 —1—-2 — 7.
So we have reduced to the case j = 0. Next we do another reduction. We claim that to
prove the case 7 = 0 it is enough to assume that F' and G are supported in time intervals

of length 1. Indeed, assuming this case, then we have

e[ w [ () FEL O 0) G0y ds

ne’l

1
2
< C E HFHLQ( n,n+1),Le HGHLQ( (n—2,n),L%) < C <: :HF”LQ((n n+1),L ) (Z ”GHL2 (n—2,n), e )

nel neZ neZ

[N

‘”(Z”F” ) (ZHGllmlm) = OVl o [

neZ nez

Hence, in the rest of the proof we will assume that F' and G are supported in time intervals
of length 1. To prove (2.5) for j = 0 we consider three cases:

(i) a=b=ox;
(ii) 2<a<rand b=2
(ili) a=2and 2 < b < 7.

Then the desired result follows by interpolation.
Let us start with (i). The proof is elementary and straightforward, because we have

To(F,G)) < / i / I WOWE) ). C0) e s

<c / dat / it — s IF) | IGE) 11 < C / dat / 1) | GOl
t—1>s>t—2 t—1>s>t—2
< C|F|\\piplGllpipr < C\Flp2pi||Gll p2pr-

10



Let us now consider (ii). Here we will use the Strichartz estimates in Sect. 2.1. We have

|To(F, G)| g/|</t_1>s>t_2(U(s))*F(s)ds, (U(t))*G(t)> |dt

9l H

<o)

U @) G )| dt
H

[ 1w®)y 6@ ud
H

/ (U(s))" F(s)ds
t—1>s5>t—2

t

/ (U(s))" F(s)ds
t—1>s>t—2

)

< ClGllpze sup‘
t H

/ (U ()" F(s)ds
t—1>s>t—2

where we used (1) in Sect. 2. Now, using the non endpoint Strichartz estimates in Sect.
2.1 (notice here 2 < a < r) we have, for (¢(a),a) admissible,

/ (U(s))" F(s)ds
t—1>s>t—2

This proves (ii) and by symmetry yields also (iii). O
Now we need to show that (2.5) implies (2.4). Obviously, we cannot just take a = b =r
and sum up, since (r,r) = 0. To give an intuition on how to overcome this problem, Keel

< CHFHLq(a)’La’ < CHFHL?La"

sup ’

t H

and Tao consider functions of the form

B

k

F(t) =277 f(t)xpw)(z) and G(s) =277

9(5)X 500 (@), (2.6)

with scalar functions f(t), g(s) and E(t) resp. E(s) sets of size 2 resp. ok Applying (2.5)
we obtain

IT3(F,G)| < C27 (e 1=2=8) 2772277 25 || £ 12l 2
N_k_k
VAL ) 2l 2
— 02 =55+ £l 2 gl 22
S HE)GER) | £ gelg e (27)

Il
Q
[\
.
—
x‘q“
|
e
|
SIS}
N—
[\
L
Ed
+
=
N
/-\
\T\
S =

— ook—jo)(
Notice now that we can adjust (a,b) s.t. for a fixed small £ > 0 the last term equals
Ol g (28)

whose sum for j € Z is finite.
To convert the above intuition in a proof we consider the following preliminary lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let p € (0,00). Then any f € L% can be written as

F=> cx

kEZ

k 1
where meas(suppxr) < 2 2%, |xx| <27r and |kl < 27 || f]|Le-

11



Proof. Consider the distribution function A(«) = meas({|f(z)] > «}). Then for each k
consider

1

k
Qf 1= A(;[I)IEZICO(, Ck = 2pak7 Xk = aX(akH,ak}(‘f‘)f

Notice that {ag}rez is decreasing in k (since, the larger k, the larger is the set {a: M) <

2F1),

We show the desired properties. We have
suppxk C {2 : app1 <|f(2)] < ar} SH{z : [f(2)] > ars}
Then we get the 1st inequality:

meas(suppxg) < meas({z : |f(x)] > ag41}) = linri AMa) = sup{A(a) : a > appq}) < 28FL

a—)ak+1

Next, by |f(z)| < aj in suppx, we have
i |f(@)]

893

hSAES

Ixk(z)] <2 <2

Let now lim o« = inf ap = @ and lim «p = sup o = @. Then we claim that o = 0 and
k—+o00 keZ k——o0 kEZ

that |f(x)] < @ a.e. Indeed, suppose that |f(x)| > @ on a set of positive measure. There
there is o > @ with A(a) > 2% for some k € Z. Then oy, > a > @, which is a contradiction.
On the other hand, suppose we have 0 < a < . Then \(a) = oo, since otherwise \(a) < 2¥
for a k, and then a > ap > a > «a, getting a contradiction. But by Chebyshev’s inequality,

00 > [|f[I7 = o’ Ae),

hence getting a contradiction. The above claim and the obvious fact that for any x we

have |f(z)| € (ag41, 0] for at most one k, prove f = ZCka (the claim guarantees the

kEZ
existence of one such k).

1
We have || f||z» < 27||ck|ler by

17112, = / flPde = / S el aelPds = 3 Jexl? / elPdz < 3 exlP2 Fmeas(suppx)
keZ kEZ kEZ
<2 el
kEZ
Next we have

Z lex|P = Z2kai = /

kcz kez Ry

aP (Z 2k5(a — ak)> do = / o (—F'(a))da

R+

12



where

Fla)=> 2"H(ap—a)= » 2"< Z 2 < 2\(ax

keZ ap>a 2k <\«

Then, integrating by parts and using (?7),

S ekl =p / P F(a)da < 2p / P \(@)da = 2] |2,

keZ R+

1
S0 that flcgller < 251110
O
Furthermore we have the following.

Lemma 2.5. Let 1 < q,r < oo and let f € LY(I,L]) with I an interval. Then we can write
the expansion of Lemma 2.4

F=>ar)x(t) (2.9)

keZ
with t — {cx(t)} a map in LI(I1, 7).

Proof. Formally this follows immediately from

Ier(® ¥ lzarery = H{ex@® e lay < 22 11 Fllzg Nzocr.

However one needs to argue that the function ¢ — {ck(t)} is measurable. By a density

argument it is enough to consider the case of simple functions f = Z X, (t)gj(x) with
Jj=1,..,n

E; mutually disjoints sets. Then (¢, ) = meas({|f(t,z)| > a}) = Z XE; (t)Aj(a) with
j717 7

Aj the distribution function of g;. Then ay(t) = >_;_;  , XE (t)oag) with 04/,(c 7 defined like

in Lemma 2.4 for each g;. Then

. . E .
{a®y= Y xi; () {eV} for &) = 2000,

j=1l,...n
This is measurable in ¢.
O
Consider now the
F(t) = fil®)xu(t), G(s)=)_ gu(s)Xu(s). (2.10)
keZ k€eZ
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By (2.6)—(2.8) e have

Z T;(F,G)| < Z 1T (freXrs 9:X7)] < CZ gelk—jol—| JJ’kaHLng};HLf
J jikk jikk

=0 [ ST aEterelel gl )y p e gz -
kk J
We claim that for a fixed C' = C(o,¢)

Z 275|k7j0|f€|E*jU| < Cz—EVf—F’a(l + |k — %D (2.11)
J

To prove this inequality, it is not restrictive to assume k£ < k. Then the summation on the
left can be rewritten as

Z 92ejo—e(k+k) + Z 9—e(k—k) i Z o (k+k)—2ejo
jo<k k<jo<k k<jo

Then (here [t] € Z is the integer part of ¢ € R, defined by [t] <t < [t] + 1)

Z 226ja—€(k+E) — 2—5(k+E) Z 92ejo _ 2—5(19—&-%) 22250([5]73') =C.y 275(k+75)+250[§]
J

<[2] =0

jo<k
1

_ s k (b —elk—F
< 0602 e(ktk)+2e0; _ 060_2 e(k—k) _ 0602 elk—k| where Csa — 1_27—250-'

We have

3 oe(k-+R)~2ejo o ge(k+h) S g o oe(b®) N~ o200 ([E]4145) _ 06025(16%)7250([5]“)

M

E<j0’ JZ[%] +1 7=0
< 08025(k+};)*250§ - Cgazfs@;k) — 050278“67%‘-
Finally
Z 2—€(E—k) — 2—5(%—/&) Z 1= 2—6(E—k) E _ ﬁ 1) < 0__12_6('];_@ (E B k;)
~ - pu p <
k<josk [§]+1§jo§[§]
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Hence (2.11) is proved. From this we conclude that for a fixed C'

S IT(FG) < O3 2 H o — B fel 2 92
J k.k

< ClIHIxl 2 e D22 M + 1k = kDlggll 2}
k 2(7)

=C (Z 271+ Ik!)> Ikl 22 Hle2(zy {1951l 2 o2z
k

where we used Lemma 0.4. So, using v’ < 2,

S ITE.G) < Il 2 e lgel 2 @ = T el 2o} ee
J
< "Nt e 2y N gl 2 < C7NIEN ol 2 NG e 22

which completes the proof of (2.4).

2.3  Proof of the non homogeneous estimate

We need to prove that for all admissible pairs (¢,7) and (¢g,7) we have

T(F,G)| < Cq,r,&,?”FHLq’(R,Lr’(X))HG||L§’(R,LF’(X))- (2.12)

We have already proved that this is true for (¢, ) = (¢, 7). Furthermore, proceeding like in
Lemma 2.3

1(r.6) < [ \< [ W) Fes wre)
< [ W) F@islalw©y cwlud < swl [ ©) sl [ 100) GOl

t>

K

< CIGl e | / (U(s))" F(s)dsl .
>s

Then, by (4) in Theorem 2.1 (that is the dual homogenous estimates, which are already
proved) for any admissible pair (g, r)

sup | t (U(s))"F(s)ds||mr = sup | A(U(S))*F(S)X(—m,t)(S)dSHH < ClEX(—oop | @ Ly < ClIFl Lo @1y
>s

So (2.12) holds for (g,7) = (00, 2) and any admissible pair (g, ). Obviously, symmetrically
(2.12) holds for (g,7) = (00,2) and any admissible pair (¢g,7). Finally, let us consider (g, r)

15



and (g,7) not in one of the cases already covered. Then it is not restrictive to assume that
(q,7) = (aty, by,) for to € (0,1) where

o) =+ G7) oo ()

In the cases ¢ = 0,1 the inequality holds, because these are cases considered above. By a
generalization of Riesz—Thorin, Theorem 0.1, the inequality holds also for the intermediate
t’s. O

2.4 Improved non—homogeneous Strichartz estimates

While the homogeneous Strichartz estimates (1.8) are optimal, the non-homogeneous Strichartz
estimates (1.10) as described in Claim 2 of Theorem 1.4 are not optimal.
We say that a pair (g,r) is acceptable when

1 d d

1o 2.13
q 2 r ( )
2<r<oocand 2<r < 0. (2.14)

Remark 2.6. Admissible pairs are acceptable, but the viceversa is not necessarily true.

We state without proof the following theorem from [7]

Theorem 2.7 (Inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates). Statement 2 in Theorem 1.4 is true
for any pairs (q,r) and (v, p) which are acceptable, satisfy

1 1 d 1 1
- == 1——) 2.15
q 7 2( roop (2.15)

and the following conditions:
e if d =1 no further conditions;
e ifd=2,r<ooandp < oo
e if d > 3 we distinguish two cases.

1. The non—sharp case

<1, (2.16)

QL=

_I_

B 5|
S| =
AN
=

(2.17)

S|

Q‘
QN
D=

16



2. The sharp case

1 1

o=, (2.18)

qa 7

d—21 1 d—21 1

—— - < —and — — < - and 2.19
7 T<pan y p<ran (2.19)

1 1 1 1

- <-and - < —. (2.20)

r q p

3 The semilinear Schrodinger equation

There is a vast literature on semilinear Schrédinger equations. For a survey, with a concise
discussion of some physical motivations, we refer to [14]. Here though, we consider only the
mathematical formalism and only the pure power semilinear Schrédinger equations

{iut —Au+ ANulP~tu for (t,2) € [0, 00) x RY (3.1)

t
u(0, ) = uo(x

for A € {1,—1} and p > 1. Here p < d* with d* = oo for d = 1,2 and d* = 2*2 for d > 3.

We collect here a number of facts needed later. -
Lemma 3.1. We have the following facts.
(1) For 1 < p < d* we have the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality:
1 1 «
([l o1 (RD) = C HVUHL'z Rd)”UHLz (R4) for m =570 (3.2)

(2) The map u — |u|P~'u is a locally Lipschitz from H'(RY) to H~1(R?).

2
(8) For u € WHPHH(R? C) we have V(|ulP u) = plulP~'Vu + (p — 1)|ulP ™! (‘u|> Vu
u
and belonging to L5 (Rd C).

Proof. For (1) see Theorem ?7.
We turn (2). By (3.2) we know that v — |u[P~'u maps H'(R?) — LPTY(RY) —
L' v (Rd) Furthermore this map is locally Lipschitz:

lal™ = ol oll e < ClI(Jul™ + [0l (@ = 0)|| 2

< O'(Jullfy + HUIILPH)IIU o]l pp1
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where we have used, for w = v — u,

1

d

\u|p—1u—|u\p—1v:/ (ot (4 1)) di =
0

1 1 1
d p=1
/ lu 4 tw[P~ dtw + / (u+ tw)% ((ur + tw1)? + (up + two)?) T gt = / lu + tw[P~ dtw+
0 0 0
2 1 _
p—1 2 N
Z ; (u+ tw)T ((u1 + twi)” + (ug + twa)?) 2 2(uj + tw;)dtw,
j=1

which from |u + tw| < |u| + |v| for t € [0,1] and

—_ p—3

1 —
(u+ tw)pT ((u1 + tw1)® + (ug + twa)?) 2 2(uj + twj)w;| < (p— Du + tw]P~wl

yields
[P~ — folP o] < p(ful + [0))P7Hu = o] < p2P7H(JulP [0 |u - o],
where in the last step we used, for |u| > |v],
(Jul + Jol)P~t < 227 HufP~h < 227 (ufP~h o o).

Next, we show that we have an embedding L (RY) — H~Y(R?). Indeed, this is equivalent
to H'(RY) «— LPT1(R?) with in turn is a consequence of (3.2).

We turn (3). First of all we claim that if G € C'(C,C) with G(0) = 0 and |VG| <
M < o0, then V(G(u)) = 0,G(u)Vu + 0zG(u)Vu in the sense of distributions. This claim
can be proved like Proposition 9.5 in [2] and we skip the proof here.
Let us now consider an increasing function g € C*° (R, R) s.t.

sTl for0<s<1

p—1
272 for s > 2

Juf?

W) u for m € N. Then, by the claim, for all ¢ €
C>®(R4,C) and all u € WPTL(R? C) we have

and let us define G, (u) = mp_lg(

~ [ Gntw) 330 = [ (.G + 06Gin(wds) . (3.3)

Let us take now the limit for m — co. We have

/ Gon(u) Dyp = / P~ B0 — / P~ B + / Gon(u) Ds¢.
|u|>m [u|>m

18



Now we have

/ lulP~1u 9, e %% 0 by Dominated Convergence
|lu|>m
since X {ju|>m} () 7% 0 ae. by Chebyshev’s inequality. Similarly

[ Gnwog < [ (Gatw el <2 [l oy
lul>m |u|>m |u|>m

— —
< 2P 1/|> [ulP|0;p] —— 20
ul>m

Next, we consider the limit of the r.h.s. of (3.3). For G(u) = |u|P~!u we have
/ (OuGon ()51 + 0Gi (w) D) 9 = / (0uG ()0 + OuG(u)057)
- / (0uG (u)ju + OaG(u)dju) ¢ + / (0uGin(u)0ju + FaGm(u)dju) ¢
[u[>m |u|>m

Then, like before, the terms of the 2nd line converge to 0 as m — oo and so we conclude
that all p € C®°(R? C) and all u € WHPH (R, C) we have

2
—/ﬁm1u@w=/<mml@u+@—nww1QZ>aw>¢

The fact of belonging to L% (]Rd C) follows immediately from Holder inequality.

O
Important are the following quantities:
/ |Vu|*dx + / lu[PTda
Pj(u) = = Im Ojutudx (3.4)

2 Rd
mmzéme.

Here E(u) is the energy, Pj(u) for j = 1,...,d are the linear momenta and @(u) is the mass
or charge.

Remark 3.2. Notice that Q,P; € C®(H'(RY),R) while £ € C'(H'(R?),R). We will
show that the above quantities are conserved for solutions in H!(R% C). Here E is the
hamiltonian. The system is invariant under the transformation v — eu for ¥ € R and the
transformations w(z1,...xj—1, 5, Tj41, ..., q) = w(T1,...Tj—1,Tj — T, Tj41, ..., 2q) for 7 € R.
The related Noether invariants are ) and P;.
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2
Remark 3.3. Notice that if u(t,x) solves the equation (3.1) then also 7ru(72t,7z) solves

the equation (3.1), with initial value 77ug(7-). Notice that
2 d 2
HTpuO(aT')HHSP(]Rd) = HUOHHSp(Rd) for s, = 27

He#r(RY) is the critical space for the equation (3.1) and equation (3.1) is critical for H*» (R%).
Equation (3.1) is supercritical for H*(R?) with s < s,. In practice when an equation is
critical or supercritical the well-posedness is either hard to prove or not true.

3.1 The local existence

We will consider the following integral formulation of (3.1):

t
u(t) = et ug — i)\/ )2 () [P u(s)ds. (3.5)
0
Proposition 3.4 (Local well posedness in L?(R%)). For any p € (1,1+4/d) and any
ug € L2(RY) there exists T > 0 and a unique solution of (3.5) with
2 d d
we C([-T,T], L*(R?)) N LY([-T, T), LP*(R?)) with = + 1= (3.6)
qQ p

Furthermore, there exists a (decreasing) function T(-) : [0,400) — (0,+0o0] such that the
above T satisfies T > T(||ugl|z2) > 0.

Moreover, for any T' € (0,T) there exists a neighborhood V of ug in L*(R?) s.t. the map
vo — v(t), associating to each initial value its corresponding solution, sends

V = C([-T', T, L*(RY)) N LY([-T",T"], LPTH(RY)) (3.7)

and is Lipschitz.
Finally, we have u € L%([~T,T], L°(R?)) for all admissible pairs (a,b).

Remark 3.5. We will prove later that for p € (1,1 + 2/d) that we can take T' = oo always.

Proof. The proof is a fixed point argument. We set for an a > 0 to be fixed below
E(T,a) = {v € C([-T,T), L*(R) N LA(~T, T], ¥ (RY)) :

vl == (vl poo (=, L2Rey) + 0l Lagmr, ), Lo+ (RAY) < a}

and we denote by ®(u) the r.h.s. of (3.5). Our first aim is to show that for 7' = T'(|luo||z2)
sufficiently small, then ® : E(T,a) — E(T,a) is a contraction.
By Strichartz’s estimates

P(u < + colllulP1u
[®(u)ll7 < eolluollz2 + col||ul HL(I'([—T,T],LPTﬂ)

= COHUOHL2 + COHU’”IZ/M’([—T,T],LPJFI)
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We will see in a moment that
pe(1,1+4/d) < pq <q. (3.8)
Assuming this for a moment, by Holder we conclude that for a § > 0
(w7 < colluollze + o@DV [l i < collunlz +co(2T)a?.
So for c(2T)?aP~1 < 1/2, which can be obtained by picking 7' small enough, we have
[#(w)llr < eolluollzz + 5 <a

if a > 2¢p||uo||z2. Hence ® (E(T,a)) C E(T,a). Let us fix here an a > 2¢pl|ug|| 2.
Now let us show that ® is a contraction for 7" small enough. We have

O(u) — P < p=Ly — Jy|P1
() = B < eoll ol 0l e

1 1
< COcH(Hu”IEpH + Hngp-&-l)Hu — 0|1 HLq’(—T,T)
-1 -1
< COC(HUH}zq([,T,T],LpH + HUHiq([,T,TLLpH)H“ - UHLP([—T,T],LPH)

where % + % = %. Since we are still assuming (3.8), we must have p < ¢, for p > ¢ would

imply pq¢’ > ¢, contrary to (3.8). Then by Holder and for an appropriate 6 > 0
() - B(0)lr < o020 T — vl o o) < C20P T — ol

So, for cgC2aP~1T? < 1, where a > 2collug||z2, We obtain that @ is a contraction and we
obtain the existence and uniqueness of the solution.

Next, let us prove (3.8). Obviously p¢’ < ¢ is equivalent to p/q < 1 —1/gq, in turn to
(p+1)/g <1, thatisto1/g<1/(p+1). But 1/g =d/4—d/(2p+ 2), so the last inequality
is equivalent to
2 +4 4

94 =
d +d

d/4 < <§+1>/(p+1)<:>p+1<

and this yields the desired result.
We have proved the existence of a T' = T'(||ug||z2) with the desired properties. Then
there exists a neighborhood V' of ug in L?(R%) such that for any vg € V we have a >
2¢o||ug|| 2. Then there is a corresponding solution v(¢) in C([~T, T], L2(R?))NLI([-T, T], LP*1(R%)).
Let now T” € (0,T') to be fixed. Using the equation and proceeding like above,

lu = vl < collug = voll 2 + coC T (Jfullf + ol ) u = vl

< colluo — vol| 2 + coC(2T")%2 ((2co|[vollz2)P ™t + (2co]luollz2)P ™) lu — v||7.
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Adjusting T, we can assume that it satisfies (recall a > 2co max{||lvo||z2, ||uol|z2})
4eoC(2T")aP~t < 1/2.
Notice that here 7" = T"(||up||z2). Renaming T'=T", from the above we get
lu = vllr < 2¢oljuo — wvol| 2

and this gives the desired Lipschitz continuity.
Finally, the last statement follows from (3.5) and the Strichartz Estimates.
O

Proposition 3.6 (Local well posedness in H'(R%)). For any p € (1,d*) and any up €
HY(RY) there exists T > 0 and a unique solution of (3.5) with

we O([-T, T}, H'(R%) N LI([-T, T}, WP+ (RY)) with > + 4 (3.9)
q p+1 2
Furthermore, there exists a (decreasing) function T(-) : [0,400) — (0,+00] such that the
above T satisfies T > T(||uo||gz1) > 0.
Moreover, for any T' € (0,T) there exists a neighborhood V' of ug in H'(RY) s.t. the map
vo — v(t), associating to each initial value its corresponding solution, sends

V = C([-T', T, L*(RY)) N LY([-T", "], WP (RY))

and is Lipschitz.
Finally, we have u € L([~T,T], WY (R%)) for all admissible pairs (a,b).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.4. The proof is a fixed point argu-
ment. This time we set

EMT,a) = {v e O([-T,T), H\(RY) N LY([~T, T], WP+ (RY)) -

loll = [0l Loo (=1, 110 Ry + 10l Loz, w1 (mey) < a}

and, as before, use ®(u) for the r.h.s. of (3.5). We need to show that by taking 7" sufficiently
small then ® : EY(T,a) — E'(T,a) and is a contraction. The argument is similar to the
one in Proposition 3.4 and is based on the Strichartz estimates. We will only consider some
of the estimates. By Lemma 3.1 and Strichartz’s estimates, we have

IV®(u)llz < colluoll g + colllulP~ V| pt1

Lo (-TT),L P )

= colluoll 2 + collwlT s gy poen) IVl a(r,77,0001)- (3.10)

where % + % = ?. Notice that if 8 < ¢, we can proceed exactly like in Proposition 3.4.
However this works only for p € (1,1 + 4/d), which is not necessarily true here. Instead,
using the Sobolev Embedding we bound

<(@n)F < @D)'F ()l

HUHL,B ([-T,T),Lpt1) ~ HUHLB( [-T,T),H!) ﬂ HuHLoo ([-T,7],HY)
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So, inserting this in the previous inequality we get

-1
IV (u)llr < colluollm + co2T) 7 (ulls)?. (3.11)

Here it is important to remark that the admissible pair (¢,p + 1) is s.t. ¢ > 2. Indeed, for
d = 1,2 it is always true that, if p + 1 < oo, then the ¢ in (3.38) is ¢ > 2. On the other
hand, for d > 3 recall that

d+2 2d
1 frl=—— 1= ——.
p+1l<d + d—2+ 1_2

And so again, since (q,p + 1) differs from the endpoint admissible pair ( we nec-

2d

R
essarily have ¢ > 2 also if d > 3.

In turn, the fact that ¢ > 2 implies that the 8 in the above formulas is § < oo. This
implies that we can pick 7" small enough s.t. (2T)pTlap_1 < 1/2, which from (3.11) yields
||<I>(u)||g}) < ci||upllgr + a/2 < a for a > 2¢1||ug||g1. From these arguments, it is easy to
conclude that there exists a T'(|juo||z1) s.t. for T' € (0, T(||uo||g1)) we have @ (EY(T,a)) C
EY(T,a). Proceeding similarly and like in Proposition 3.4, it can be shown that there exists
a T1(|luo| g2) s-t. for T € (0, Ty(||uol|g1)) the map @ is a contraction inside E*(T,a). The
Lipschitz continuity in terms of the initial data can be shown like in Proposition 3.4 and

the last statement follows from the Strichartz estimates.
O

Proposition 3.7 (Conservation laws). Let u(t) be a solution (3.5) as in Proposition 3.6.
Then all the three quantities in (3.4) are constant in t.

Proof. For u € C((—=T»,T1), H'(R?)) a maximal solution of (3.5) we will show that there
exists [-T,T) C (—=T»,T1) where E(u(t)) = E(u(0)), Q(u(t)) = Q(u(0)) and Pj(u(t)) =
P;(u(0)). In fact this shows that E(u(t)), Q(u(t)) and P;(u(t)) are locally constant in ¢.
Since these functions are continuous in ¢, the set of ¢t € (—T%,77) where E(u(t)) = E(u(0))
is closed in (—T5,T1); on the other hand, it is also open in (—7%,71) since E(u(t)) is
locally constant, and hence we have E(u(t)) = E(u(0)) for all ¢ € (=T5,71). Similarly
Q(u(t)) = Q(u(0)) and Pj(u(t)) = P;(u(0)) for all t € (=T, T1).

Step 1: truncations of the NLS. For ¢ € C*(R,[0,1]) a function with ¢ = 1
near 0 and with support contained in the ball Bga(0,7q), consider 2 the operators Q,, =
©(v/=A/n). The truncations Q, (Ju[P~'u) are locally Lipschitz functions from H'(R%) into

- s 1pdy P 1 mdy Qo ol d T
itself as they are compositions H'(R*) "'— =~ H ' (R%) = H'(R%)) of a locally Lipschitz
function, Lemma 3.1, and of bounded linear maps.

2Notice that using everywhere the projections P,, = X[0,n] (v/—2A) would be a bad choice for this proof.
Difficulties would arise from the fact proved by C.Feffermann [6] that P, for d > 2 is bounded from LP(R?)
into itself only if p = 2. On the other hand it is elementary that the Q, are of the form p1* for a p € S(Rd)

and so are uniformly bounded from LP(R?) into itself for all p and form a sequence converging strongly to
the identity operator.
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We consider the following truncations of the NLS

{iunt = —Ppr, Auy + )\Qn(]Qnun]”_lQnun) for (t,x) € R x R4
Un(o) = Qnuo-

By the theory of ODE’s, there exists a maximal solution u, (t) € C*(—T1(n), Ta(n)), H' (R?))
of (3.12) . Furthermore, if T5(n) < oo then we must have blow up

(3.12)

lim  ||u,(t = 400 if TH(n) < 0o 3.13
im0 () (313)

with a similar blow up phenomenon if 77 (n) < oc.
To get bounds on this sequence of functions we consider invariants of motion. The following
will be proved later.

Claim 3.8. The following functions are invariants of motion of (3.12):

A

En(v) == ||Pm’ovv||L2 + p+1

Ianlf"“dﬂj

Pj(v) with j =1, ...,d, (3.14)

Qv).

We assume Claim 3.8 and proceed. It is easy to check that u, = Pp, u,. We claim
that T1(n) = Ta(n) = oco. Indeed by Q(un(t)) = Q(Qnuo) < Q(up) we have

[un (Ol = IPrrgun(®)ll g1 < nrollun (@)l 2 = nrol|Quuollr2 < nrofluollr2. (3.15)
Let us now fix M such that |Jug||g1 < M and let us set
O, :=sup{tT > 0 : |Ju,(t)|| ;n < 2M for |t| < 7.} (3.16)

Our main focus is now to prove that there exists a fixed T'(M) > 0 s.t. 6, > T (M) for all
n.

First of all we prove that u, € CO’%((—GH, 0,), L?) with a fixed Holder constant C'(M). By
interpolation

’:MH
i

1

[t (t) — un(8) |22 S Nlun(t) — wn(s)]) 2 lln (t) — un(s)]]
1 1

S \/iHu”HZOO((_9n79n)7H1)HuntHioo((_gnﬂn)’Hfg ’t - 8’ (317)

M)\/|t —s| for t,s € (=0, 0,)

Now we want to prove

lun ()12 < lluoll2 + C(M)t® for some fixed b > 0 and for ¢ € (—6,,6,). (3.18)
From E, (u,(t)) = E,(Qpuo) and Q(un(t)) = Q(Qnuo) we get
2\ 2\
lun I3 + —=— anun\Pde = 1Quuollzp + —— \Qiuolpﬂdx-

p+1
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Hence using Holder and Gagliardo—Nirenberg

2
Jun(®ls < ool + 2 [ ] 1Quun (0P~ 1Q2uop ™|

< [luollF +C/d(|Qnun(t)|p +1Quol)|Quun(t) — Qpuoldz
R
< JluollF + ClllQuun(®)IP + IQiUOIPIIL% 1Quun(t) — Qpuoll L
< JluollF + C1 (1Quun ()] 1 + 1QRu0NT 1) llun () — Quutol|F: l[un () — Quuoll 2

Then by (3.17) with s = 0, the Sobolev Embedding Theorem and (3.16) we get (3.18).
Now for T(M) defined s.t. C(M)T (M) = 2M? (for the C(M) in (3.18)) from (3.18) we
get

[[n ()| Lo an) 0y, 11y < VM. (3.19)

Since v/3M < 2M this obviously means that T(M) < 6, since, if we had 6,, < T(M) then,
by the fact that u, € C1(R, H'), the definition of 6,, in (3.16) would be contradicted.
Hence we have
unll oo (= (ar),m (0, HY) < 2M (3.20)

This completes step 1, up to Claim 3.8.

The proof of Claim 3.8 is rather elementary and involves applying to (3.12) (,upne),
( ,iuy) and < y O, un> and integration by parts. We will do this now, but then we will discuss
also the fact that Claim 3.8 is just a consequence of the fact that (3.12) is a hamiltonian
system with hamiltonian F,, and that the invariance of () resp. P; just due to Nother
principle and the invariance with respect to multiplication by e resp. translation.

Indeed, applying (-, un¢) to (3.12)

0= *<PnroAun7 unt> + )\<Qn(|Qnun|p_1Qnun)7 unt)

_ d
= _<Aun) unt> + >‘<’Qnun’p 1Qnunu Qnunt> = %En(un)

Notice furthermore that, by u, = Py, u,, we have

1

A

Similarly when we apply (-, iu,) to (3.12) we get

1d . _ .
iﬁl‘un(twﬁ = —(Prrg A, itn) + MQn(|Qnun? 1Qnun)71un>- (3.21)

We have to show that r.h.s. are equal to 0. We observe that the the 1st term is 0 because

the bounded operator iP,,, A of L?(RY) into itself is antisymmetric: (iPpro A)* = —iPpp, A
For the 2nd term we use

<Qn(|Qnun’p_lQnun)a 1un> = <’Qnun’p_1Qnuna 1Qnun> = )\Rei/ﬂ{d ‘Qnun‘p—i_ldm’ =0.
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This yields 4Q(u,(t)) = 0. In a similar fashion we can prove & P;(u,(t)) = 0.
These computations obscure somewhat the following simple facts. First of all, (3.12)
and, in a somewhat formal sense also (3.1), is a hamiltonian system. First of all, the

symplectic form is
QX,Y) = (iX,Y) (3.22)

where
(F9)=Re [ f@)ds. (323)
Notice that €2 satisfies the following definition for X = L2(R%, C) or X = H'(R%,C).

Definition 3.9. Let X be a Banach space on R and let X’ be its dual. A strong symplectic
form is a 2-form w on X s.t. dw = 0 (i.e. w is closed) and s.t. the map X 5 2 — w(x, ) € X'
is an isomorphism.

Definition 3.10 (Gradient). Let F' € C'(L?(R%,C),R). Then the gradient VF € C°(L?(R4,C), L3(R%,C))
is defined by

(VF(u),Y) = dF(u)Y for all u,Y € L*(R%,C).

Notice that

d (1 A
_ = 7Pnr tY 2 - n tY p+1d
i (1P Vet )+ 2 [ Quus )rias)

= (P Su+ AQu(|Quul’ ! Quu), V).

(VE,(u),Y) (3.24)

t=0

We are interested in hamiltonian vector fields.

Definition 3.11 (Hamiltonian vector field). Let w be a strong symplectic form on the
Banach space X and F € C!(X,R). We define the Hamiltonian vector field Xp with
respect to w by

w(Xp(u),Y) :=dF(u)Y for all u,Y € X.

From Q(Xp,Y) = (iXp,Y) = (VF,Y) we conclude Xp = —iVF. Then from (3.24) it
is straightforward to conclude that (3.12) is a hamiltonian system with hamiltonian E,,.

Definition 3.12 (Poisson bracket). Let w be a strong symplectic form in a Banach space
X and let F,G € C*(X,R). Then the Poisson bracket {F,G} is given by

{F,G}(u) == w(Xp(u),Xg(u)) = dF(u)Xg(u).

So, for  we have {F,G} = (VF,—-iVG) = (iVF,VG). Now notice that if F' €
C1(X,R) then

d

o ' (un(t)) = (VE(un(t)), i (t)) = (VE(un(?)), -iVE(un(t))) = {F, En}ly, ) (3:25)
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Notice now that the map v — e%u leaves E, invariant. In particular the last assertion
implies that

d d
0= ——E, = —F,(e"
d,l9 (U) 90 d’l9 (6 U’) 90

= (VEp(u),iu) = (VE,(u),iVQ(u)) = (iVQ(u), VE,(u)) = {Q)EnHu
But then, since {Q, E,} = 0, by (3.25) we obviously have % (Q(un(t))) = 0.

Let us consider now, for { € j }?:1 the standard basis of R?, the transformation (e, F)(z) ==
F(z — \¥;). Obviously E, is invariant by this transformation and

d d
= —FE, = —En(ry2.

= — (VEu(u),0ju) = (VEu(u),iVFP;j(u)) = (VP;j(u), VE.(u)) = {Fj, En}|,

But then, since {P;}, E,,} = 0, by (3.25) we obviously have % (P;(ux(t))) = 0.
The above argument gives a link between group actions and invariants.

Step 2: Convergence u, — u. Let us consider I := [-T,T] C [-T(M),T(M)] N
(=T5,T1). Obviously we have

t

un(t) = 6 Quug — iA /O DD Q (| Quttn ()7~ Qi (5)) s,
Taking the difference with (3.5) we obtain
u(t) — up(t) = (1 — Qn)ug — i /O t DB (1 — Q) |ul(s) P u(s)ds
=i [ IR () als) ~ 1Quu) Q) s
—ia [ IR, (Quul) P Qun(s) — [Quin () Q) s

Then we have

= unll oy + llu = wnll ey < coll(1 = Qu)uollm + coll(1 = Qu)lul”™ ul pi1

Ld (Iwh )

-1 —1
S eollup ™ u = QP Qual s
+ COH|Qnu‘p_lQnu - ‘Qnun‘p_lQnunH , 1 ptl .
L (Iwh )
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and so, for a fixed ¥ > 0
lu = wnllagrwroesy + lu = all ey < coll(1 = Qu)uolls + coll(1 = Qu)lul” ]
+ COC|I|"9 (HUHLOO IHl) + ||Qnu||p:o1 i ) ||(1 — Qn)uHL‘I(I,WlaPJﬂ)

+ CUC|I|19 (HQnUHLoo([ HY) + HQnunHLoo I,H? ) HQN(U - un)HLq(I,lePH)

< coll (1 = Qn)uoll g + coll (1 — Qu)ul? ™ ul| el

Ld(Iwh )

+ coC 1”20l gy I (1 = Qu)ull parwroen)

+ coC 2TV (lully oy + (C0)™) Jfu = | oz wioen,
Then, taking T small so that coC|27|” (HuHLoo Tt (C(M))p_l) < 1/2 we conclude

[l = nll pagr ooy + llu = unl oo 1,1y < 2¢0]| (1 — Qn)uoll g1+

20011 = Qu)lul Ml s+ 260CH P2l ) | = Qu)ulog ey,

But now we have r.h.s."=° 0. Hence we have proved that there exist T > 0 s.t.

Jimlu = unl| e (-r,7y,11) = 0. (3.26)

Now, taking the limit for n — +oo in Q(u,(t)) = Q(Qnuo) and Pj(un(t)) = Pj(Qnuo)

we obtain Q(u(t)) = Q(uo) and Pj(u(t)) = Pj(ug) for all t € [-T,T]. Similarly, taking

the limit for n — +o0 in E,(u,) = E,(Qpup) and with a little bit of work, we obtain
E(u(t)) = E(up) for all t € [-T,T].

]

Corollary 3.13. Let u(t) be a solution (3.5) as in Proposition 3.4. Then Q(u(t)) = Q(uo).
In particular, the solutions in in Proposition 3.4 are globally defined.

Proof. As above it is enough to show that Q(u(t)) = Q(uo) for t € [-T,T] for some T' > 0.
So let us take the T in the statement of Proposition 3.4 and let us take 7" € (0,7"). There

exists a sequence u(g") € H' (R4 C) with ué") "% wp in L2(RE,C). So for n > 1 we
(n)

have uy ’ € V, the V in (3.7). In particular, for the corresponding solutions w, we have
u™ "%y in C([-T',T'), LA(R%)). Then, since Qu™ (1)) = Q(u{") for t € ([-T',T"],
taking the limit we obtain Q(u(t)) = Q(ug) for t € ([-1",T"]. Since T' € (0,T) is arbitrary
and t — Q(u(t)) is continuous, we have Q(u(t)) = Q(ug) for t € ([=T,T]. This implies that
t — Q(u(t)) is locally constant, and hence it is constant.

0
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Remark 3.14. It can be shown that under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.6 there are unique
maximal solutions to (3.5) of the type u € C°((—S,T), H'(R%)) with T > 0 and S > 0 and
with
lim |[Vu(t)[| 2 (ray = +00 if T < +00 and
t—T~
lim |[|[Vu(t)| p2(re) = +o00 if S < +o0.
t——S+

3.2 Conservation of regularity

In this subsection we will prove the following.

Theorem 3.15 (Conservation or regularity). Let u € C°((=S,T), H'(R%)) be a mazimal
solution of (3.5). Suppose that the initial value satisfies ug € H?(RY). Then

ue CO(=S,T), H*(RY)). (3.27)

Proposition 3.16 (Local well posedness in H?(R%)). For any p € (1,d*) and any ug €
H?(R?) there exists T > 0 and a unique solution of (3.5) with

ue L®([-T,T), HRNNW([-T, T], L2 (R)NWH([-T, T], WP (R?)) with 3+d

p+1

(3.28)
Furthermore, there exists a (decreasing) function T(-) : [0, 4+00) — (0, +00] such that
the above T satisfies T > T'(||uol| g2) > 0.
Moreover, for any T' € (0,T) there exists a neighborhood V of ug in H?(R?) s.t. the map
vo — v(t), associating to each initial value its corresponding solution, sends

V = C([-T", T, H*(RY)) n Wh4([-T",T'], LPT(RY)) N LY([-T", T'], W2PTL(R?)) (3.29)

and is Lipschitz.

Proof (sketch). As before we use ®(u) for the r.h.s. of (3.5). Recall that for a an
appropriate multiple of |lug||g1 we have that ® is a contraction of E'(T,a) into itself.
Let now set for an M to be defined below,

E*(T, M) = {v € L®([-T,T), H*[R")) n WH([-T, 7], "Y1 (R)) N EY(T, a) :
2
o]l = 101l oo (1, 12 Ry + 100N Lo (1), L0+ () < M} -
We need to show that by taking T sufficiently small then ® : E2(T, M) — E*(T, M) and is

a contraction. First of all, 7" will be smaller than the 7" in Proposition 3.6. Here we consider
estimates not done already. Starting from (3.5) we write

t
®(u)(t) = ePug — i)\/ eS8 |u(t — s)[P~ u(t — s)ds.
0
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Now we have
t
@ (u)(t) = ie" Aug — Xie u(0) [P~ u(0) — i/\/ ) (Jut — 8)P u(t — s)) ds.
0
Then for any admissible pair (v, )

HieitAAUoHLr(R’Lw(Rd)) < CStrichartz”“OHHQ(Rd)

and

i€ ()P~ u(0) | o g qwayy < Cstricnarts ()P~ u(0) | 2(gty = Csrichares ()2 g

< CStm'chartzCSobolevHu( )Hp 5(R4)

where we used H2(R?) < L?P(R%) which follows by Sobolev’s embedding by = % = =1—2for
a s € (0,2). Notice that for s < 1 we can bound the above by |u(0) If s > 1, 1t is
elementary to check that

e (gay-

s=(1—a)+2aforaac(0,1) with ap < 1.

Indeed,

1 1 d 1 dp—1 d 1
—=—-———-=>s=—(l--|=z— == —.
2p 2 2 P 2 2 p

Q| »

Notice that incidentally that

1 d—2 1

Ll o o 1f d=2y 2
20 2d+4 2 d T d 2 d+2) d+2

from which we derive o = 24 +2 < 2 and we have s < ¢ (confirming that s < 2). Now

d d d
s:(l—a)+2a:1+a:>ap:sp—p:2(p—1)—p:(2—1>p—2

-2, _d_d—2d+2 d_,
2 2 2 d-1 2

Then using interpolation in all cases we conclude

€2 (0) P~ u(O)| 1 (£ (ayy < Cstricharz | [u(0)[P~ u(0) | L2 ga)
< Cstrichart=Csopoteo [1(0) [5s i) |w(0) 5% (3.30)

< CStmchartzCSabolevap( )Mpa for 0 < ap < 1.
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We have
t
| /O 20, (Ju(t — s)P u(t — 5)) dsl| pr (7.1, L7 ()

t
= |/0 20, (Ju(s)[P~ u(s)) dsll r (10,07 (ma))

— —1
< Cstrichartz|||[ul’ 1atu||L4’([—T,T],LPTJ51) < CStrichartzHUHZB([—T,T},LPH)HatuHLq([—T,T],Lp“)

=1 -1
< Cstrichartz (2T) s ||u||ioo([,T7T]7H1) ||atu”LCI([—T,T},LP+1)
< CStrichartz(QT) fa M.

From the above we see that for a constant C(d,a) and T' = T'(d, a, M) such that

1968 () .,y < C(ds @) (ol gz oy + 0?1072
Choosing M s.t.
M M
3 > C(d, a)lluo| g2(ray and ) > max{1, C(d, a) }a?1 =) MPe (3.31)
we obtain
10:® (W)l Lr (=117, L7 (Re)) < T for all admissible pairs (7, 7). (3.32)
Next, we have
AD(u) = —i0;®(u) + MuPu (3.33)
Then like in (3.30)
HA(I)(“)HLOO([—T,T],L2(R‘1)) < Hat(I’(U)”Loo([—T,T],L2(Rd)) + H’u‘p_luHLOO([—T,T},LZ(Rd))
1— e
<100 ()| o 1,y 22y + Nl s gy 1 2y
Hence we conclude
M I—a o M M M
HA(I)(U)”LOO([fT,T],LQ(]Rd)) < Z + ap( )Mp < Z + § < ?

So we have found that ® maps E?(T, M) into itself. We skip the proof that, by taking T
appropriately small, ® is a contraction. Notice also that by Theorem 1.4 we have ®(u) €
CO[-T,T], L*>(RY)) for all v € E*(T, M). O

Proof of Theorem 3.15. By standard arguments Proposition 3.16 implies that if T' <
+o0 in (3.27) then

(3.34)

li t = . 3.35
T [[u(®)ll 2 gy = +00 (335)
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Now we claim that if u € C°([0, T], H'(R?)), then Au € CO([0,T], L*(RY)). Let |[ul| oo (jo 141,111 (1)) <
M < co. Then there exists a constant Cys dependent only on M such that From u = ®(u)
and (3.32) for T} € (0,T) we have

AU oo (fo,71, £2 Ry < N0:® ()| oo (0,73, 12 Ry + I[P~ | oo go.73, 12 R))

<Cuy (1 + [|Aul Izaoo([o,Tl],LZ(Rd))) ‘

Since pa < 1 if
Ty T~
12| oo o, 13), L2 (RAY) ——— +00 (3.36)

then for T close enough to T" we have

o 1
”AUHL"O([O,TA,L?(W)) (1 - CM||AU||1£00(?07T1LL2(R¢1))> < §||Au||L°O([O,T1],L2(Rd)) <Cu

which implies the following, which contradicts (3.36) and completes the proof,

o [ Aull oo (0,71, 12 (ReY) < 2C1-

3.3 The global existence

We start with the following observation.

Lemma 3.17. Let u € CO((—S,T), H'(R%)) be a mazimal solution as of Proposition 3.6.
Then if T' < oo we have
th/n% [Vu()|| 2(ray = +o0. (3.37)

Analogously, lim,—s [[Vu(t)|| L2 (ray = +00 if S < 0.

Remark 3.18. Notice that it is very important for this lemma that p < d*. Indeed, in the
energy critical case p = d*, the above statement is false.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists a solution with T' < oo for which there is
a sequence t; AT s.t. [lu(t)||g1rey < M < oo. Then by Proposition 3.6 one can extend
u(t) beyond t; +T'(M) > T and get a contradiction.

O

Corollary 3.19. If A > 0 the solutions of Proposition 3.6 are globally defined.

Proof. Indeed if a solution has maximal interval of existence (—S,T) with T' < oo, we must
have (3.37). But for A > 0 we have ||Vu(t)||z2 < 2E(u(t)) = 2E(uo).
O

Corollary 3.20. If A<Oand 1 <p <1+ % the solutions of Proposition 3.6 are globally
defined.
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Proof. We have

22l

o 1
T Cr T IV ol g™ for

1
2E(u(t)) 2 ||Vu(t)||%2(Rd) - L?(Rd)” 0||L2(]Rd) p+1 92

Notice that

d 4 4
a(p+1):f(p+1)—d<2<:>(p+1)—2<g<:>p<1+f.

2 d
But then, if (3.37) happens, we have

22l

. . 1)— (1-« 1
25 (uo) = Jim 2B (u(t)) 2 liz IVu()l[3apa) (1 O IV ol gy ’)
. H 2 —
= lim V()| 2gay = +00,
which is absurd. O

Corollary 3.21. If A <0 and1l <p <1+ % the solutions of Proposition 3.6 are globally
defined.
3.4 Local existence for the L? critical case

We consider now equation (3.5) for p =1+ %. Notice that in this case (p+ 1,p+ 1) is an
admissible pair.

Theorem 3.22. For any ug € L*(R%) there exists a unique mazximal solution of (3.5) with
p=1+75 with

d d
* 2 /mpd p+1 *\ 7o+l pd R
ue C([0,T7), L*(RY)) N Lloc ([0,T*), LPT*(R®)) wzth 7 +p+ 1 5" (3.38)

Furthermore, the mass is preserved, we have u € L%([0,T], L*(R%)) for any admissible pair,
if T e (0,T7).
There is continuity with respect to the initial data. And finally, if T* < oo, then

Thrglu |wll ao,7), L6 (rdy) = +00 for any admissible pair with b > p+ 1. (3.39)

Proposition 3.23. There exists a § > 0 such that if for some T > 0 we have

itA
e uo || o+t (o), 101 (Re)) < O
then there exists a unique solution

u € C([0,T], L*(RY) N LT ([0, T), LPTH(RY)).
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The mass is constant. Moreover, for any T' € (0,T) there exists a neighborhood V' of ug in
L?*(R%) s.t. the map vy — v(t), associating to each initial value its corresponding solution,

sends
V — C([0,T], L*(R%)) n P ([0, T, LPTL(RY))

and is Lipschitz.
Finally, we have u € L*([0,T], L°(R%)) for all admissible pairs (a,b).

Proof. The proof is a fixed point argument. We set like before
E(T,6) = {U € LPH([0,T], LY (RY) : [[o]l o oz, Lo+ ety < 25}

and we denote by ®(u) the r.h.s. of (3.5).
By Strichartz’s estimates

1
12 ()| Lo+1(fo,77xmty) < 0+ coll[ul’~ | i([()T]x]Rd))

=0+ CO||U||Lp+1 ([0,T]xR%)) < 6+ cp2PP < 26,

for § > 0 small enough, so that the map ® preserves FE(7T,0). Now we show that & is a
contraction in E(T,d). We have

,1 1
[®(u) — )| ot1(jo,1)xray) < colllufP™ u — [v[P™ UH ([0 T]xR4))

< C p—1 p—1 _

Cll (™ ol s = ol s
< eoC (Il o ey + 101 oy ) 18 = Ul oy
< coC2P 7167w — vl o1 (o 1))

which is a contraction for 6 > 0 small enough. The remaining part is also similar to that
in Proposition 3.4. In particular, let us now discuss the conservation of mass. The first
observation is that if ug € H'(R?) then we have u € C([0,T], H*(R?)). Ti orove this we
observe that u € C([0, 7], H'(R?)) by Proposition 3.6 and if it is not possible to take 7 > T,

then we will have a maximal interval of existence u € C([0,7), H'(R%)) with 7 € (0,T) and
blow up || Vu(s)| g1 —— +oo. But, for s <1 < T,

IV ull Lot (5 )y < IV 0] Lot (5. x 1Y) +COHUHLP+1([S )iy | VUl Lot (5, ) xra) )

Now, for s close to 7 we will have
-1
COHUHierl([S,Tl]Xﬂgd)) <1/2
and so, taking 7 —

IV ull Lot (5 7 xrey) < 20 VE S u0]| Lot (5 7] A
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and in particular
IVull o+ (o, xray) < 400.

Feeding this back in Strichartz inequality, we have
VUl oo 0,7,22RaY)) < Vol L2 (ray + COHUHLPH([O Axray VUl Lot1(po 7] xrey) < 400,

which excludes the blow up || Vau(s)|| g1 ~— +00. So we conclude that u € C([0,T], H' (R%))
and that, energy, momenta and mass of u(t) are constant in [0,7]. If now up ¢ H'(R?),
we consider a sequence ug, € H'(R?) with ug, —— ug in L2(R?). For any T’ (0 T),
we have by well posedness that for the corresponding solutions we have u, 27w in
C([0, 7], L*(R%)). Then Q(u,) — Q(u) in C([0,T"],R). Since Q(uy) are constant
functions, also Q(u) is constant in [0,7"] for all 77 < T..
PtA T—0T -
Proof of Theorem 3.22. Clearly we have |le"“uol| zo+1(j0,1), Lr+1 (Re)) — 0, S0 We can
apply Proposition 3.23 for 7' > 0 sufficiently small. There will be a maximal interval of
existence. We now prove the blow up result (3.39). Suppose that it is false, and that there
is a maximal solution in [0,7™) with T* < oo and

[wll Lo (jo,r+), b (mety) < +o00 for an admissible pair with b > p + 1. (3.40)

Then if b > p+ 1, we have

+ =
—
=

Hu”LP'H ([0,7*),LPT1(R4)) < HuHMoo ([0,T+),L2(R%) )Hu”La ([0,7*),Lb(R4)) for n=

[N
(S

So (3.40) holds also for b = p + 1. Now, for s close to T™ we have from (3.5)

t
6i(i&—s)Au(S) = u(t) + i)\/ ei(t_t/)A‘u(t,)‘p_lu(t,)dt/.

This yields

i(t—s s<T—T*
€2 u(s) || ot (o7, Lo @ay) < Nl Lot (s 7, Lo (R + Cllullp i o 1y, Lo (may) = 0.

So

sup ||ei(t—s)A

s<T<T*

—s5)A

w(S) | Lo+t (s 17,201 ety < 0/2 = €V U(S) | Lot (o 1o Lo () < /2

where we used the continuity in T of T — ||e!*=9)%u(s )"Lp+1([S,T],Lp+1(Rd))‘ Therefore by the

continuity there exists € > 0 small enough so that ||el(*~ S)AU(S)HLp+1([s’T*+€]’Lp+l(Rd)) < 0.
Then the solution u can be extended beyond T* also in the interval [0, Ty + ¢].

O
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Example 3.24. In the case A = —1 of the L2~ critical focusing NLS
iy = —Au — |u|§u in R x RY, (3.41)
there are related solutions in H! (R, [0, 400))to
~Ap+ ¢~ oo =0. (3.42)

In 1-d they are explicit,

¢@%=l§iiiiif (3.43)

2y
cosh »=1 (P5=1x)

For d > 2 there are many types of solitons. For example, the ones in (3.43) are ground
states, and they are the only ones in d = 1. But in d > 2 there are also excited states.
Notice that if u(t,z) is a solution of (3.41), then also the following is a solution,

1 22
v(t,z) = 5w (t’ ?) e,

: i -v2
Since now, given a solution ¢(x) of (3.42), then u(t,x) = eT2V* s lp(x —tv — D) is a
solution of (3.41), it follows, choosing v = D = 0, that

d x
2

22 i .22 i
¢ (%) e'ate ¢ so also S(T —t,z) = (T — t)7%¢ ( > AT e T

S(t,z) =t T3

Obviously this for 7 > 0 has maximal positive lifespan 7. Then, for any admissible pair
(¢,7) with r > 2, we have

_d.d _2
1S(T = t,2) || prgey = (T = )" 27 ||l pr(ray = (T — )" |l pr(way & L0, T).

3.5 The H! critical cases

We consider now equation (3.5) for p = 1+ %5, We will consider the admissible pair (v, p)

admissible pair (v, p) given byp = 27d2 , = Ld (3.44)
d?> —2d+4 d—2
Notice that it is an admissible pair because
2 d d
v 2
Indeed
—2 d*-2d+4 2



Theorem 3.25. For any ug € H'(R?) there exists a unique mazimal solution of (3.5) with
p=1+ 755 with
we C([0,T%), H'(RY)) nC* ([0, T%), H 1 (R)). (3.45)

Furthermore, the mass and energy are preserved, we have u € L*([0,T], W'P(R%)) for any
admissible pair, if T € (0,7").
There is continuity with respect to the initial data in the following sense. If0 < T' < T* and
if uon oo, ug in H! (Rd) then for the corresponding solutions we have we have uy, 7%
in LP([0, T"], H'(R?)) for any p < oo.

And finally, if T* < oo, then

lim |[ul|ga(jo,r),26(ray) = +00 for any admissible pair with d > b > 2. (3.46)
T—T* -

The proof of Theorem 3.25 is based on Proposition 3.26 below. In the course of the

proof, we will consider admissible pairs (a,b) with b € (2,d) the number bi* = db—_db = % - é.
Then there exists an admissible pair (a, 3) such that
] = E + db_* 2 which can be rewritten as
2 4 1 1
1:6+d—2<b_d>' (347

Here notice that for b* = oo, that is when b = d, then § = 2, and if b* = d%dz’ that is
in the case b = 2, we have 8 = d%dQ, which is the endpoint. So for b € (2,d) we have the
intermediate cases 2 < 8 < d%dQ. We claim that the « in (o, 3) satisfies

4
1 1 -
—=—+ 4=2 o, equivalently (3.48)
o« a
1 =

2,4 d(1 1
a d—22\2 b/’

So in other words, we need to show

11 1 d 1 1 2 1 1
(o/,é’) = (2_d—2 <2_b> 11— P <b — d>> for any b € (2,d). (3.49)

11
It is enough to check the endpoints, in fact recall that (, 5) lays in a line, so it is enough
e

to prove (3.49) just for two values of b, because then this will imply the equality for all
values of b. If b* = oo, that is when b = d, then 8 = 2, which implies a = 0o, and so (3.48)
becomes

4
1 — d=2 d—2



which is obviously correct.

2d
Looking at b = 2, then as we mentioned, we have the endpoint («, 8) = (2, “), which

makes (3.48) true because o =2 and a = 0.
It is interesting to check when (a,b) = («a, §) we obtain exactly the admissible pair in (3.44).
Indeed,

2 a2 P 94 4 2d
a= —_— = = .
a a d—2 d-—2 7

Finally, since the map % — é in (3.48) is affine and % is a fixed point, in any case when

a # « it follows that « is in between them, and so also p is in between b and 8 and that
11 11 11
there exists a 6 € (0,1) with (7, ,0) =0 <a b) +(1-0) <a’ 5) . (3.50)
Proposition 3.26. There exists a § > 0 such that if for some T > 0 we have
1€ 00| 1 0,7y, wto ey < 6,
then there exists a unique solution
we C([0,T), H' (RY) n L7([0,T), W (R?)),

Moreover, for any T' € (0,T) there exists a neighborhood V' of ug in L*(R?) s.t. the map
vo — v(t), associating to each initial value its corresponding solution, sends

V — C([0,T], L>(RY)) n L7([0, T"), WP (R?)

and is Lipschitz.
Finally, we have u € L*([0,T], W5*(R?)) for all admissible pairs (a,b) and mass and
energy are preserved.

Proof (sketch). The proof is by a contraction argument. We set like before
E(T,9) = {U € L7([0,T), WHP(RY) : vl o (o,1), oo (ray) < 25}

and we denote by ®(u) the r.h.s. of (3.5). Let us open a small parenthesis now, and let
us pick an admissible pair (a,b) with b € (2,d). Then, for £ = % =1 — L and (o, 8)
admissible like in (3.48), by Strichartz estimates, by the Chain Rule in Lemma 3.1 and by
p—1= ﬁ, we have

19 ()| o o,y 015 Rey) < 1€ woll ooy, w1 ey + Collt? ™ (V) wll Lar 0.1y, 01,8 (ma))

< " uoll apo.r), w6 (ray) +CO||UHLa [0 77,04y [l oo,y w8 (re)

ST7AN
< " uol| po oy wrs ray) + collullls [0 w18l e o,m), w8 ra)y)
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So, in the particular case (a,b) = («, 8) = (p,7y), we have
H(I)(u)HLW([O,T),WLP(]RCI)) < HeimUOHLW([O,T),WLP(RCI)) + 06HuHiW([O,T),WLP(Rd))
Hence in E(T,J) we have
1D ()| £ (jo,),w o (ray) < 6+ p2PoP < 24,

for § > 0 small enough, so that the map ® preserves E(T,§). In a similar fashion we prove
that ® is a contraction in F(T,d). We skip the proof on the conservation of mass, energy
and momenta.

Proof of Theorem 3.25. Clearly we have ||eitAuoHLV([O’T)’WLP(W)) 207, 0, so we can
apply Proposition 3.26 for 7' > 0 sufficiently small. There will be a maximal interval of
existence. We now prove the blow up result (3.46). Suppose that it is false, and that there
is a maximal solution in [0, 7%) with T* < oo and

[ull Lago,7), Wb mayy < +00. (3.51)

But then

(t—s)A

[l o (s 7wt ey < Il w(S)|| o [s, 17, w18 (ReY) +cO”uHLa (0.1 14l za jo,7), w18 (Ra))

and the fact that Hqua ([T (RY)) ST, implies

i(t—s)A

[l o gs 7, Wi ray) < 2l u(S)|| Lo (5,17, W1.8(RY)

for s <T < T* with s and T close to T™*. This implies in fact that also

[l Lo (fo,7), w18 (Rayy < +00. (3.52)
Then, by
t H /
=B (s) = u(t) +iX / A () P u(t)dt
1€ 2 (8) | ooy w15 ety < M1l gy w18 ) +CUHUHLa (.7 w1l e s, 1), w8 (R
s<T—T*~
——— 0.

Since there exists a 6 € [0, 1] with the following, see (3.50),

(t—s)A s)Au(

e

W) £ (o 1o o)) < 1€ N o w1y 1€ P u(s )HLa ([, 7], W18 (R4))

it follows that we can arrange ||ei(t_5)Au(s)HLA,([S’T*JFE]’WL,)(Rd)) < 4, for s close enough to
T* and for € > 0 arbitrarily small. But then the solution u can be extended beyond T*.

We skip here the discussion of the well posedness.
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4 The dispersive equation

Here we will consider dispersive equations

{iut = —Au+ |ulP~u for (t,z) € [0,00) x RY (41)

U(O, CC) = uO(x)
with 1 4+4/d < p < d*. In this §we will give a partial proof of the following classical result.
Theorem 4.1 (Scattering). Consider the unique solution u € C°(R, H'(R?)). Then

u e LYR, WY (RY)) for any admissible pair (4.2)
and there exist uyx € H'(R?) s.t.

Jim () — s || g1 gay = 0. (4.3)

Remark 4.2. Scattering (the completeness of scattering operators) refers specifically to (4.3).
Notice that for 1 < p < 14 2/d Scattering (4.3) is false. For 1 +2/d <p <1+4/dis an
open problem.

Here the key deep statement is (4.2). In fact, (4.2) implies easily (4.3), as we show now
in the case +. So, assume (4.2), and in particular let

2 d d
e LYR,, WHPHH(RY)) with = + —— = =, 4.4
u (R (R?)) wi ¢ Tprl 2 (4.4)

From (3.5) with A = 1, we have
. t .
e () = ug — i/ e 5 u(s)|PLu(s)ds,
0
so that, for t; < tg, we have

. 3 t2 i
e 2 Bu(ty) — e Bu(ty) = i / T2 fu(s) " u(s)ds.
t1

Then

le™ 2% u(tz) — e Bu(t) | <

/2 e 18 u(s) [P u(s)ds

t1

Hl

1
< NullTaiey o), ey 1l Lo g, 00n) (4.5)

where % 4+ == %. We claim that a > ¢q. Otherwise a < ¢ and so

1
q

| —

<5 eptl<qg

Q3

/!

LS
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So, from p > 1+ %, (¢,p + 1) is an admissible pair with both entries > 2 + %. But
(2 + %, 2+ %) is an admissible pair, so we get an absurd and we conclude o > g.
So, let us consider the pair («, ) which is admissible (notice that o > ¢ > 2 implies
00 >a>2andso2< S <p+ 1. We claim that
1 1 7
—— = — — — with 7 € [0,1]. 4.6
=51 0.1 (4.6
Assuming this, (4.5) can be majorized yielding

HefitzAu(tZ) - efitlA t1<tz—+o0 0.

(tl)HHl < COHUHLOA ([t1,t2], WI,B)||u”Lq([t1,t2]7W1’p+1)
This implies that there exists

o —itA : 1 pd
Uy = t_liglooe u(t) in H*(R?).

Then we have
o0
etPu, —u(t) = —i/ B ()P u(s)ds.
t

As above,

t—+
we —u®)llm < Mul2l, o sl ooy wimss 550,

”eitA
which proves the limit (4.3).
Turning to the proof of (4.6), obviously « > ¢ implies § < p + 1 so that
L
p+1 B d
with 7 > 0. Since 2 < < p+1 < +oo, for d = 1,2 we have 7 < 1. For d > 3 we have

2d_ Qipee =2 — 1 _ 1
2<B<p+1< 5. Since G5F =35 — 3,

Lt ord=2 11
p+1 B d 2d 2 d
which implies 0 < 7 < 1 by
1—7‘>171
d 2 fB

As we indicated above, in Theorem 4.1, the deep statement is (4.2). The proof is rather
complicated. For this we will need the following which we will discuss only for dimension
d> 3.

Theorem 4.3. Let d > 3. Then given a solution u € C°(R, H'(RY)) we have

. 2d
t_l}inoo [w(®)]lLr@ay = 0 for all 2 <7 < T3 (4.7)
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Remark 4.4. Notice that it is enough to prove only case r = p+ 1. In fact, for 2 <r < p+1
there is an exponent a € (0, 1) with

[u(®)]| 2 (ray < HUOII%z(Rd)HU( Mt gy

which yields (4.7) while for p+ 1 < r < 2% there is an exponent « € (0,1) with

« -« a l—«
()l r gy < (@)l 71 gayllu(t)] L% < ()l 7per gay lu(t)] L%

< )% ey (2E(ug))

which again yields (4.7).
Theorem 4.3 is deep result and implies (4.2) rather easily as we see now. We will use
the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 4.5. consider a function f(z) = a—x+bx® forx >0, a,b >0, a > 1. We assume
that there are 0 < xg < x1 s.t. f(xo) = f(x1) = 0. Let now ¢ € C(I,[0,400)) be such that
o(t) < a+bp*(t) for all t € I and that there exists a point tg € I s.t. ¢(to) < xo. Then
o(t) <o forallt el

Proof. Since f(¢(t)) > 0 for all ¢, and ¢ is continuous, the image of ¢ is either in [0, zg] or
in [z1,400). Obviously, the first case needs to occur. O
Proof that Theorem 4.3 implies (4.2) (sketch). Consider

t

u(t) = e =8y () — i / )8 () [P u(s)ds,

S

Then by the Strichartz estimates

Jullzaqswrosny < Clhu(S) e +C [l Nz |,

1
ql
—cm<mm+c</|wﬂ+qwqmwzumwwﬂw

9

< Ollu(S)| g + CH“HLOOQ((S,t)vLTl)”UHZIq([S,thLpH)-
Here
p—§=p+1—q>0@p>l+4/d.

a

From Theorem 4.3, applied to 7 = p+ 1, we know HuHi;q( S

$.1.07+) ——— 0. Furthermore,

using conservation of mass and energy, there is a uniform upper bound for ||u(S)||z1. There
exists a constant Cy > 0 s.t. for any € > 0 there is Sgp > 0 such that for any Sy < 5 < t,

9
HUHLQ((S,t),WLPH) < Cp+ 5”“”2/(1([5715]71/[/1,p+1)-
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Picking € > 0 sufficiently small, by Lemma 4.5 we conclude that there exists a fixed constant
Xo s.t.

||u||Lq((S,t)7W1,p+1) < Xp for any Sp < S < t.

In particular we can take ¢ = co. Since we know that v € L} (R, WP+ 'we conclude that
|l Lo w1ty < +00. Time reversibility of the NLS, yields the same result for negative
times. The Strichartz estimates, yield v € L*(R,W'?) for any admissible pair. Like in
(3.10), we have

[ull sy, wrey < collu(S)|[m + CoHUHLa (sy.ony lull s, wre)

% —|—% = % with here a > ¢ by the discussion in the proof of (3.8). So now let (a, 3)

be an admissible pair. We have W% (R?) «— LP+1(R?), so, up to a change of constants, we
get

where

HuHLa((s,t),Wl»b) < col|u(9)||mr + CO”“”ZZ%(S,@’WL[?)HUHL‘Z((S,t),lepJﬂ) (4.8)

and in particular
-1
lull s ars) < collu(®llan + collull oo lulzoqsamrny. (49)

If in (4.9) we have p <2, then since |ul|za((5,),w1.0+1) S7H%, 0 the factor lwll Lo (5,0, w18
remains bounded for t — 400 if S > 1. If instead p — 1 > 1 we can apply Lemma 4.5.
So we conclude that in all cases [|u|fa((g4) w1.6) remains bounded for ¢ — +o00 if S > 1.
Inserting this information in (4.8), we get the same conclusion for [[ul| za((s,),w1.b)-

5 Proof of Theorem 4.3

Lemma 5.1. Let p € [1,00) and q¢ < d with 0 < g < p. Then we have

u(z)[P » \?
B < (2 a9 51

Proof. The general case u € W1P(R?) reduces to the special case u € C°(R?). In fact,
if (5.1) is valid for all u € C°(R?), then for a u € WIP(R?) with u ¢ C®(R?), we can

consider a sequence C°(R%) > u, D2H0 4 in WP (RY). Then, up to subsequence, we

have u,(x) LimascN u(z) for a.a. € RY, see p. 94 [2]. Then, by Fathou’s Lemma

p P
/ [u@)] dr < liminf/ Mdm
R |z n—oo Jpa x|

q q
. p p
< nlglc}o <Cl — q) HunHLp R%) HVUTLHLP Rd) = <d _ q> ||u”Lp R%) ||V”LL”LP Rd)"
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So we will prove (5.1) for u € C®(R?). Let z(z) := |z|~%2z. Then

Vor=V(z| )z + 2| IV x = —qla] 0z d|z| 1 = (d - q)|z] 7

]

Integrating the identity
ulfPV -2 =V - ([uf2) = plulP TV u] - 2,

we obtain for arbitrary » > 0

p
(d—q)/ [ul) de = V- (Ju|Pz) d:z:—p/ |u[P~ 1V |u| - zdx
|| >r

‘$|q |z|>r lz|>r

p=liy
< —p/ [uP IV |u| - zdx < p/ de,
|z|>r |z|>r |9

where we used

| >r |z =r |z
Using 1 — % + % + % = 1 and Holder inequality, we have

pr(g—1)

p=1l|y _
p/ de :p/ MW%WMW
|z[>r |

o=t s> |l

q—1

<ol [ P ) a5l
SV Japor Jale pray[Vullo@a).

u(z)[” P\ -
/|x>r ’(IZ‘q dxg d—q HUHZE,png)HVUH%p(Rd)

and, taking r — 07, we obtain (5.1).

This yields

Lemma 5.2. For d > 4 there exists a Cy s.t. we have

Jua)
Adm3w<@W%wy

Proof. We proceed as above for ¢ = 3 and p = 2, to obtain

2
(d— 3)/ [ul) dr < —p/ |u[P7IV |u| - zdx < 2/ |uHVu|dx
|| >r |l"3 |z|>r |l’|2

|| >r

1 1
<2 / wd:v 2 / ‘Vu|2dx 2 .
N || >r |l‘|2 || >r |l’|2
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In the 2nd line we apply (5.1) for p = ¢ = 2 to both u and Vu, to obtain

1 1
u(x)|? ul? 2 Vu|? 2 2
-3 [ ta< ( [ Mdaz) ( [ ) <2 (25 19l Puloges

Then (5.2) follows sending r — 0. O
Let ug € H2 Then u € C°([0,T), H?) by the theory by Kato. Then equation (4.1)
holds also in a differential sense as

iy = — A+ [ufPu in D ((0,7), LR, C) ).

Notice that u € C1([0,T), L?). Let us now consider the quadratic form

;<i <8T+d2_r1>u,u>. (5.3)

Notice that it is well defined and self-adjoint. Then, taking the derivative for u € C°([0,T), H?)N
CY([0,T), L?) we have

%2 <1<8T+2T>u,u>——<<&a+ o >u,1u>.

which can be proved assuming first u € C°°([0,7T), H?) and then proceeding by a density
argument. In our case we get

d -1 . d - ]. _
i (5 ) ) -
d—1 d—1
i _ v _ p—1
<(8T + ) u, 1u> <(8T + ) u, —Au + |ul u> . (5.4)

The equality (5.4) is crucial, indeed we will use it to prove

d , p—1 |u|PH
— (0, >(d-1 d 5.5
& i) > @- 0t [ e (55)
which tells us that u — (0yu,iu) is some sort of Lyapunov functional and is crucial in our
argument.

The first observation to obtain (5.5), is that the following is true,

d—1 .. 1d .
<<6r + o ) u,1u> =5 (Oru, iu) . (5.6)
Indeed, notice that
1 . 1 x -
5@ Re (iuw,) + §V . <; Re (1uu))
1 - 1 A 1 x RN | 1 -
=5 Re (ivw,) +M+ 3 (V . ;) Re (ium) —i—M—i— 5 Re (ivw,)
d—1

= Re (ivu,) + =T Re (ium) ,
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so that integrating in = we obtain exactly (5.6).
The next step to prove (5.5), is the following inequality.

Claim 5.3. Let u € H?(RY,C). Then

(o0 5"V <o o)

Proof. The proof is based on the identity

Re {Au <u7~ + d;?qlu>} =V -Re {Vu <u7~ + d;ﬂ%)} ~-V. {%\Vuﬁ} (5.8)

d—1 x 1 d—1)(d—-3
9 (1 Sht) - 2 (vep - o) - D=

4 93
which we check now. We have
. d—1_ . d—1_ Tp . d—1_
V- Re {Vu (ur + o u> } = Re {Au (ur + " u)} + Re {Bjuﬁj <78ku)} + Re {@uaj ( o u)}
1

d— 1 - d—1
—RedAu(m + 5 a +J%0HVUP+~ﬂVM2—Re{fgi@u@ﬁ}+4——ﬂVuF
2r r 73 2r

2r
d—1xz; .
- Tr—g Re {0;uu}

B o d—-1_ Tk 9 9 Tk |Vul|? — |u > d—1 9
= Re{Au (ur + o u)} + O <§|VU\ ) — [Vul“0 (—) + + o |Vul

2r r
d—1z; d—1 €T;
~or () =, ().

Now we use

o () =5
0, (%) =52

to conclude
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which is (5.8). Now, applying the Divergence Theorem to (5.8) in R%\ Dga(0,a) and take
the limit for @ — 0 and Lemma 5.1, we have

<(a + 4= 1>u,Au> < —/Rdi(\vuy?— u?) o= A= DE=3) |“’2da;

2r 4 a—=0t Jpsq T3

. . d-1_ |Vul?>  d—1 |ul?
_1Ln_1,(l){lrf - [Re{ur (ur—i- g u)} 5 + — T ds.

Let us now suppose that u € C*(R? C). Then

lim |Vu|?dS =0
a—=0% JoB(z,a)

Similarly, for d > 3 and u € C*°(R%,C) we have

2
lim |u|2
a—0t Jr—gq a

ds =0

Hence, for d > 3 and v € C*®(R%,C) we obtain 5.1, we have

a1 L (9l o de - 7DD [
< _ _ _ L A N— <
<<8,, + 5 >u, Au> < /Rd . (IVul® = |u,|?) da 1 i ——dz <0.

(5.9)

For u € H?(RY,C) and, u ¢ C*(R?, C) considered a sequence u,, 270 win H? (R4, C), we
have

d—1 1 (d=1)d=3) [ |un?
g, Dup y=— [ = 2 — |un|?) dzx —
<<8T+ 2 )u" u"> /Rd - (IVunl” = fun %) da 4 /Rd a

which in the limit converges to (5.9).
For d = 3 then u € C°(R3) and so

245

lim lu|*— = 4r|u(0)[?,

a—0% J9B(0,a)

so that we obtain
d—1 1
) - ——— JAN = - - 2, ? -2 2,
<<8 + o )u, u> /R3 " (IVul* = Juy|?) do — 27|u(0)|

The next step to prove inequality (5.5) is the following identity,

d—1 —1p—1 [ |uPt!
p—1 _
<<8T + o > u, |u| u> 5 : / (5.10)

47




Indeed

d—1 _ d—1 lulPtt 1 p-1
p—1, \ _ 1 2 24
<<&+»2T>UJM z§ o LS [ o
d—1 lulpt™ 1 2 gy 1
= - O d
2 /Rd T +2p+1/Rd (jul®) =" de
_d—l/ |up+1_d—1/ |u|p+1_d—1p—1/ |u|PH
2 Jga T p+lJga 7 2 p+1lJga v
So now we can prove (5.5). Indeed, from (5.6), (5.4), (5.6) and (5.10), we obtain
1d d—1 d—1
_ Y — - - o p—1
mEyT (Oru,iu) = <(8r + o > u, 1u> <(8r + o > u, —Au + |u] u>
d—1 _ d—1p—1 |u|PTt
< — Py )y = —
< (e ) =T L

which yields (5.5).
Lemma 5.4. We have

|u [P+ 2 p+1 22 p+1
Lt [ < 2 Pl Valsm e < 51 gz (o).
(5.11)

furthermore, we have u(t) 220 in HY(RY).

Proof. To get (5.11) if ug € H?(R?) it is enough to integrate (5.5). The general case follows
by density, because if H? > gy, LimaiaN up in H', we know that for any 7' > 0 for the
corresponding solutions u,, 22H0, 4 in C%([0,T), H'). Then, by the density argument in

Lemma 5.1, we have

Pt e [ w2 pt1
/ dt/]Rd < hnHAl)gf . dt i nr S d_1 p— HUOTLHLQ Rd)HvunHLOO [0 T] L2(]Rd))

n—+400 p+ 1
d 1 p— HUOHL2(Rd)HVU”LOO [0,T],L2(R%))-

Taking the limit for T — 400 we obtain (5.11) with R replaced by R, , which by time
reversibility yields also the general case.

To get u(t) — 220 in H'(RY) it is enough to show (u(t), 1)) L2420 0 for all 4 € CX(RY).
We have

u

[(w,9) [ <]

1
[ppe PP 9] pea
rp+l L®

so that | (u,)|P™ € L'(R). On the other hand, from

iy = — At |ufP~luin D/ ((O,T), H—l(Rd,C)) .
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we have u € BC! (R, H}(R?,C)) which implies | (u,v) |** € BC'(R) for 2k > p + 2 and
for s <t we have

[ {u(), ) P — [ {u(s), \2’“ Qk/ | (ut), o) PE7H (adt'), ) |t

C (&, B(uo), Juoll2)) / | (u(t)), ) [Pt S22 0,

Before starting the direct proof of Theorem 4.3 we recall the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. There exists a constant C = Cr such that for any u € L2((0,T), H'(R%)) N
HY((0,7), H Y (RY)) we have u € C°([0, T], L>(R%)) with

[wll oo (0,77, L2(RaY) < C (Hu||L2((O,T),H1(Rd)) + HaHLQ((O,T),H*l(Rd))) , (5.12)
Furthermore we have |[u(t)||3. € AC([0,T]) with

@ u(t) 2 = 2 u(t) (1)) (5.13)

Proof. Let us assume additionally that u € C1([0, T], L2(R?)). Then for any fixed ¢y € [0, T']
we have

lu(®)IIZ2 = llu(to)lIZ> + 2/ (u(s), a(s)) ds (5.14)

to

< Jlu(to)ll7= + HUH%Z((o,T),HI(Rd)) + HQH%Z(((),T),H—l(Rd))-

We can choose [u(to)||2, =T! fo lu(s)||22ds obtaining (5.12) for C' = 14 T-1
The general case is obtained by considering a sequence (uy,) in C1([0, T], H'(R?)) converging
towin L2((0,T), H*(R*))NH((0,T), H~'(R)). To get such a sequence, we can extend ap-
propriately u into a function in L?(R, H'(R?))N H'(R, H~!(R?)), and then we can consider
Up, = Pe,, * U With €, 27 0. Then this sequence satisfies the desired properties.
Then (5.12) implies that (u,) is a Cauchy sequence in C°([0,T], L?(R%)). The limit is
necessarily u, which satisfies (5.12). Also by a limit, we conclude that u satisfies the
equality in (5.14), for any fixed ¢y € [0,7]. This implies [|u(t)||2, € AC([0,T]) and formula
(5.13).

O

Lemma 5.6. We have

/ |uPtde 22125 0, (5.15)
|z|>tlogt
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Proof. We consider for M > 0

|Am7| for |z] <M

0 =
() { 1 for |z| > M

Then 0, € WH(R?) with | VOu||z~ < 1/M. Now we have u € CO(R, H') N C (R, H™1).
Then, by Lemma 5.5 applied to v/Oyu, t — 271 (O u(t), u(t)) € AC([-T,T)) for any T > 0
with

d .
227 (Onru(®), u(t)) = (Oaru(t), u(t))
Since we have iu(t) = —Au + [u[P~u in D'(R, H~1), we have
d . e :
227 Ouru(t), u(®)| = [(Onu(®),ibu = ilul " u)| = (Onru(t), i0u)] < [[Vullg2]lul g2] VO o

< IVl g2 llull 2 VOl e < CM
Then it follows, for a C' independent from M,
(Orru(t), u(t)) < CM ™t + (Orrug, uo) -

Setting M = tlogt, we obtain by dominated convergence

/ () 2dz < (B 105 pu(t), ult))
|z|>tlogt

C
§+/ . ]u|dm+/ luo|2dz =52 0.
logt |z|<tlogt tlogt |z|>tlogt

Finally
) 241 100y < 1O 0010 0O a1

< Olul®)I2(ays 11080 | VEOIE ey < C I [$ a5 11050)

—— 0.

Lemma 5.7. For anye >0 ,t>1 and 7 > 0 there exists ty > max(t,27) s.t

/ / lu[PH dzds < e. (5.16)
to—27 J|z|<slogs

Proof. The starting point is Lemma 5.4. We have

ulPH! *  ds
oo>/dt/ [u Z/ / lulPTtda
R R T 2 slogs |z|<slog s

> t+2(k+1)T
/ *+D7 ds / (P
t+2kT slogs |z|<slogs

v

(]2 TTM

v

1 t+2(k+1)
/ ds/ lu[P dz.
(t + Q(k + 1)7—) log(t + 2(k + 1)7—) t+2kt |z|<slog s

i

0
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From this inequality we derive

t+2(k+1)7
liminf/ ds/ lu[Pdx = 0,
k=400 Jitokr |z|<slog s

because otherwise the series would diverge. Hence for any € > 0 there exists kg arbitrarily

large with
t+2(ko+1)T
/ ds/ lulPde < e.
t+2koT |z|<slogs

So for tg =t + 2(ko + 1)7 we obtain (5.16).

O
Lemma 5.8. For any €,a,b € Ry there exists tg > max(a,b) s.t.
sup  JJu(s)| pp+1 < e (5.17)
SG[to—b,to]
Proof. We have
. t .
u(t) = ePug — i/ =By (s)|P~ Tu(s)ds
0
. t_T . 1 .
= Py —i/ =8y (s) P u(s)ds —i/ =By (s)|P~ Tu(s)ds
0 t—1
w(t,T) 2(t,7)
= "Pug + w(t, T) + 2(t, 7).
Now we consider each of the last three terms.
Claim 5.9. We have
€A ug|| ppr =5 0. (5.18)

41
Proof. Indeed, if ug € LPT, then

1

: I 0 S
T ey I
p

0.

il
The general case follows from the special one using the fact that H' N L% is dense in
H'. O

Claim 5.10. There is a constant C independent from ¢ and 7 s.t.

d(p—1)—2max(1,p—1)

leo(t, 7Yl gos < Cr "D (5.19)
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Remark 5.11. The exponent is strictly negative. Indeed, for p — 1 < 1 we have

0<d(p—1)—2max(1,p—1):d(p—l)—2<:>p>1+§.
Ifp—1>1

0<d(p—1) —2max(l,p—1)=(d—-2)(p—1) < d > 3.
Proof. We define

[ xifp>2
1= 5L if p < 2.

Then we have, for a dimensional constant C,

t—r1 _d<l_l) »
ot r)le <0 [ = B s
Here we claim
1 1
dl - —— 1. 5.20
<2 Q>> (5.20)

This is obvious by d > 3 if ¢ = 0co. Otherwise, for p < 2

11 1 2-p\ d P
d<2 q) d<2 5 ) 2(p )>1<=p> —i—d,

where the last inequality follows from p > 1+ %. So we have, for a dimensional constant C'

lott, P lze < G sup fu(s)] (5.21)

p
Lrd" "

We claim now that 2 < pqg’ < p + 1. Indeed, for p > 2 we have ¢ = 1 and the claim holds.
If p < 2 then

1 1 2 —
q q 2 2

so that pg’ = 2. So in all cases we have H' < LP? and we can uniformly bound the last

factor on the right in (5.21).
Next, we claim ||w(t, 7)||z2 < 2||ugl| 7,2, which follows from

t—7 t—T
w(t,r) = —i/ T8 |y ()P u(s)ds = €74 (—i/ ei(t_T_S)A|u(8)p_lu(s)ds>
0 0

= (u(t —7)— ei(t_T)Auo) = e™u(t — 1) — Py,
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Finally, we claim p+ 1 < ¢. This is obviously the case if ¢ = co. Otherwise p < 2, and then
2
¢g>ptle=—>p+le=2>p+1)2-p =2+p-p

where the last inequality follows from p > 1 and so from p — p* < 0. Finally by Holder

9 —_ 9 12 9 L4 ] 2 .

-

+

p

N[ =

! So

Notice that o =

D=
Q=

(S
|
-
i

P

“(i-sh) (5.22)

lw(t, T)llpe+r < CT

Nl
Q|

We now examine the exponent in (5.22). If ¢ = co the exponent equals
1 1 > dp—1)—2(p—1) d(p—1) —2max(1,p — 1)

_(d_2)<2_p+1 2(p+1) - 20p+1)

In the case ¢ < oo, then

<;p;>< r ;) (%)

p—1) —2max1p—1)

_ dp—-1)—
2(p + 1) 2(p+1)
So we have proved that the exponent in (5.22) is exactly the one in (5.19), which is then
proved.
O
We now consider
t
ltr) =i [ IR (s () ds
t—1
We have
1
(5.23)

Notice that p < d*, that isp+1 < dQTd2 is equivalent to d ( i) < 1. Indeed,

1 _d-1 1 1

b+l 24 2 d
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We now pick ¢ € (1, Z%ﬁf};) Notice that this implies gd (% — ﬁ) < 1. Then

t —dq(l—i) 1/q t ,
ot ) s < ( | sl ds) < / Huni‘éﬂds)
t—1 ) t—1
¢ S NT
o ([l as)
t—T

QY

for some a > 0. Now we claim ¢/p > p + 1 or, equivalently, 2 7 <5 +1 Indeed
q 2 p+1 qg q 2 p+1 q 2 p+1
2p+ 1) —(p+1)d+2d D 2—(p+1)d+2d D
= — < ,
2(p+1) p+1 2(p+1) p+1

where the last inequality holds because

2
2—(p+1)d—|—2d:2—pd—|—d<0<:>p>1+g,

with the latter true because, in our case, p > 1+ %.
From ¢'p > p+ 1(> 2) and p < d* it follows that,

1 1 1) 11— 1 B 1-8
lellZhes = Nl ™ < el sl 7Pl 00 for g = 5

So, by the Sobolev embedding H'(RY) < L¥*+1(R?), we conclude for the solutions of our
equation

+1 1)8 (pd’ —p—1)(1-B)
ulP7,, < CllulPtL, uo | P (2B (ug)) ™

for a dimensional constant C, related to Sobolev embedding. So, for a constant C' which
depends on the dimensione and ug, we have

1
q

t —_
et s < Coo ([ ullhas)”
—T

1
t t Fd
@ / ds/ |u|p+1dx—|—/ ds/ lulPdx
t—7 |z|>slog s t—7 |z|<slogs
1
o

1
L 5+ +1 a L 5 t 1
<27 Ct a ( sup [lu(s) || |x>slogs)> +27CT (/ ds |ulP T dx
sEt—T,t] t—T1 |z|<slogs
(5.24)
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Let us take now 7 > b such that

d(p—1)—2max(1,p—1)

lw(t, 7)1 < CT 2(p+1) <

(5.25)

IR

Next, using Lemma 5.6 and Claim 5.9 let us take ¢; > max(a, b) such that for ¢ > ¢;

L

it 70ty +1 N
e ugl|pps1 + 29 CT T4 ( sup ||u(8)”ip+l(x|>slogs)) <7 (5.26)
SE[t—T,t] -
Using Lemma 5.7 there exists ty > t; + 27 such that for t € [tg,t9 — 7]
1 1

1 t q 1 to q €
27 Cr° / ds/ |ulP T da <27 C70 / ds/ Ju[P T da < -
t—T1 |z|<slog s to—21 |z|<slog s 4

(5.27)

If we consider now the €,a,b in the statement, we can take ty = t9 large enough so that
to > max(a,b) and take 7 > b obtaining (5.17).
O
We now move to complete the proof of Theorem 4.3.
Let us fix € > 0. Pick ¢ > 7 > 0. Then, in view of u(t) = e"®ug + w(t, 7) + 2(t,7), we have
that by Claims 5.9-5.10 there exists t; > 0 and 7. with

d(p—1)—2max(1,p—1)
i - €
[u(®)l o1 < [l uol| o1 + Cre ey Hllat )l < 5+ 12 )l o,

where we chose [|e"®ug||ppr1 < £ for t >t and
_d(p—1)—2max(1l,p—1)

Cre 2y =-, (5.28)

'S e

where C'is a dimensional constant. In turn by (5.23)

! —d(l—i) p _ggp:&; P
|2, 7e) || Lo+1 5/ (t—s) 2ot ”uHLerldS <Cre 7 sup HU(S)HLP+1'

t—Te SE[t—Te,t]

From Lemma 5.8 we know that there exists tg > max(t1, 7) s.t.

. (5.29)

IR

sup  [u(s) o <
Se[tofTe,to}

Consider now
te =sup{t > to: sup |lu(s)||pp+1 < e€forall t € [to,t]},

SE[t—Te,t]
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where (5.29) guarantees that the set on the right hand side contains at least tp and in fact,by
the continuity in ¢ of the function ¢ — sup,cp_r ¢ lu(s)| zp+1, @ whole interval.
If t. = 400 we will have proved the desired result, because in particular this guarantees
that [|u(s)||zp+1 < € for all the ¢ >ty and, since here € > 0 is arbitrarily small.

So, let us suppose that t. < co. Then, by u € C°(R, H'), we have [[u(tc)||ir+1 = €.
Then we have

d(p—1)

€ € 1—
<t tlelte il < S+ 0R T s u(s) e,
SE[te—Te,te]

so that we conclude

€ 1— d(p—1)
€< 3 + (C’T6 2p+1) 6p1> €.

We now need to check that it is possible to choose 7. such that both

1_d(p71) 1
Cre el <o (5.30)

and (5.28) are true. This will lead to a contradiction. Suppose that for 7. which satisfies
(5.28) inequality (5.30) is false. This implies

1_dp=1) 1_d(p=1) _d(p=1)>—2(p—1) max(1,p—1)
oo ST @t = gl D , (5.31)

where we substituted e?~! using the equality (5.28). We will show now that the exponent
of 7. is negative, so that taking 7. > 1 formula (5.31) leads to a contradiction. Taking a
unique fraction in the exponent and focusing on the numerator, we have

20p+1) —dlp—1) —d(p—1)* +2(p -1
=(p—1)(2max(l,p—1)—d—d(p—1)
=(p—1)(2max(l,p—1)+2—d(p—1)
=(p—1)(2max(l,p—1)+2—d(p—1)

)max(l,p —1)

)+2(p+1)
)—dlp—1)—2(p—1)+2(p+1)

) —d(p—1) +4. (5.32)

For p — 1 <1 the quantity in line (5.32) becomes
(p—1)(@d—dlp—1))—dlp—-1)+4=p(d—-dp—1)) <0

by p > 1+ 4/d and this completes the proof for p — 1 < 1.
For p — 1 > 1 the quantity in line (5.32) becomes

(p—1)QRp—-1)+2-dp—-1) —dp—1)+4
=p-1)2-(Wd-2)(p—1))—dlp—-1)+4

o6



For d > 4
P-1)2-(d-2)(p—-1))—dlp—1)+4
<@-1D)E2-20p-1)-4p-1+4=-20p—-1)p-4p—-2) <0
Finally, for d = 3 and p — 1 > 1 the quantity in line (5.32) becomes, for a« =p — 1,

P—1)C2p-1)+2-3(pp—-1)-3(p—-1)+4
=—a’—a+4=:—q(a).

Now, ¢(a) = 0 for ay = —-1/2 + @ This means that ¢(a) < 0 for p — 1 > \/g_l.
The completion of the proof of Theorem 4.3 for the remaining cases, that is d = 3 and
2 < p < VAT s not in [4].

O

A Appendix. On the Bochner integral

For this part see [3]. Let X be a Banach space.

Definition A.1 (Strong measurability). Let I be an interval. A function f : I — X is
strongly measurable if there exists a set £ of measure 0 and a sequence (f,(¢)) in C.(1, X)
sit. fu(t) = f(t) for any t € I\ E.

Remark A.2. Notice that when dim X < oo a function is measurable (in the sense that
f~1(B) is measurable for any Borel set B) if an only if it is strongly measurable in the
above sense. Indeed if f is strongly measurable in the above sense then as a point wise
limit of measurable functions f is measurable, see Theorem 1.14 p. 14 Rudin [?]. Viceversa
if f is measurable, then f is strongly measurable in the above sense, see the Corollary to
Lusin’s Theorem in Rudin [?] p. 54.

Ezample A.3. Consider {z;}7_, in X and {A4;}_; measurable sets in I with |4;| < co and
with A; N A, =0 for j # k. Then we claim that the simple function

Z%XA T X (A1)

is measurable. Indeed, see Rudin [?] p. 54, there are sequences {¢; ;}ren in Cg( I,R) with
k—o0
©k(t) "= xa,(t) a.e. and hence

COI,R) > fi(t) Zxﬂ;]k ) "22° £(t) ae. in I

Proposition A.4. If (f,) is a sequence of strongly measurable functions from I to X
convergent a.e. to a f: 1 — X, then f is strongly measurable.
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n—oo

Proof. There is an E with |E| = 0 s.t. fu(t) — f(t) for any ¢t € I\E. Consider for any

k—o00

n a sequence Ce(1,X) > for — fn a.e. We will suppose first that |I| < co. By applying

Egorov Theorem to { || fux — fnll }een there is E, C I with [Ey,| < 27" st || fus— foll "=5°0
uniformly in I\E,, Let k(n) be s.t. ||fnrm) — full < 1/nin I\E, and set g, = fy, x(n)- Set
F = EUJ(N,, Upsm En). Then [F| = 0. Indeed for any m

(o] o
[F|<|E|+ ) |Ea| <|E[+ ) 27370
n=m n=m

n—oo

Let t € I\F'. Since t ¢ E we have f,,(t) — f(t). Furthermore, for n large enough we have
t € I\E,. Indeed

t%ﬂ UEn:>Eims.t.t€ UEn:> tZ B,V n>m.

m n>m n>m
Then ||gn(t) — fn(t)|| < 1/n and g,(t) "= f(t). So f(t) is measurable in the case |I| < co.
Now we consider the case |I| = co. We express I = U,I, for an increasing sequence of

intervals with |I,,| < oo. Consider for any n a sequence C.(Ip, X) 3> fn i hopo f a.e. in I,.
k—o00

Then by Egorov Theorem to || f, 1 — fnll there is E, C I,, with |E,| <27 st. for — fo

uniformly in I,,\ B, Let k(n) be s.t. || f xn)— fall < 1/nin I,\E, and set g, = f, j(n)- Then

defining F' like above, the remainder of the proof works exactly like for the case |I| < oo.
O

Example A.5. Consider a sequence {z;}jen in X and a sequence {4;};en of measurable
sets in I with |A4;] < oo and with A; N Ay = () for j # k. Then we claim

F&) = wixa,(t) (A.2)
j=1

n

is measurable. Indeed if we set f,(t) := ijXAj (t), then we have lim f,(t) = f(t)
— n—o00
‘]:

for any ¢, since if ¢t ¢ U2, A; both sides are 0, and if t € Ay, then for n > ny we have

fn(t) = xn, = f(t). Hence by Proposition A.4 the function f is measurable.
When the sum in (A.2) is finite then the function f is called simple.

Example A.6. Consider a sequence {z;} ey in X and a sequence {4;};en of measurable
sets in I where again A; N Ay, = ) for j # k but we allow |A;| = co. Then

F) = wixa,(t) (A3)
j=1
is measurable. To see this consider f,,(t) = X[—nn(t)f(t). Then

fn(t) = Z LiXA;N[—n,n] (t)
j=1
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and by Example A.5 we know that each f,(t) is strongly measurable. Since f,(t) — f(t)
for any t € I we conclude by Proposition A.4 that f is strongly measurable.

Another natural definition of measurability is the following one.

Definition A.7 (Weak measurability). Let I be an interval. A function f : I — X is weakly
measurable if for any ' € X’ the function t — (2/, f(¢)) x/x is a measurable function I — R.

Obviously, strongly measurable implies weakly measurable. Let us explore the vicev-
ersa.

Definition A.8. Let I be an interval. A function f : I — X is almost separably valuable
if there exists a 0 measure set N C I s.t. f(I\N) is separable.

The following lemma shows that strongly measurable functions are almost separably
valuable.

Lemma A.9. If f: [ — X is strongly measurable with (f,(t)) a sequence in C.(I,X) s.t.
fu(t) = f(t) for any t € I\E for a 0 measure set E C I then f(I\FE) is separable and there
exists a separable Banach subspace Y C X with f(I\E) C Y.

Proof. First of all f,(I N Q) is a countable dense set in f,,(I). So f,(I) is separable. In a
separable metric space any subspace is separable. So f,,(I'\E) is separable. The closed vector
space Y generated by U, f(I\E) is separable. Indeed let C' C U, f,,(I\E) be a countable
set dense in Uy, f,(I\E). Let Spang(C) be the vector space on Q generated by C. Then
Spang(C) is dense in Y. For C' = {z1, 72, ...} we have Spang(C) = UpZ;Spang ({71, ..., T }).
This proves that Spang(C) is countable and that Y is separable. O
Ezample A.10. Let X be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {e; };cr. Then the map
f:R — X given by f(t) = e; is not strongly measurable. This follows from the fact that it
is not almost separably valuable.

On the other hand if x € X then ¢t — (f(¢), z) is different from 0 only on a countable subset
of R, and as such it is measurable. Hence f is weakly measurable.

Notice however that if C' C [0,1] is the standard Cantor set (which has 0 measure and has
same cardinality of R) and if {€;};cc is another basis of X, then the map

) = e for t € C and
g\ = 0 otherwise

is weakly measurable (like f and for the same reasons) and is almost separably valuable.
Pettis Theorem, which we prove below, implies that ¢ : R — X is strongly measurable.

The following lemma will be used for Pettis Theorem.
Lemma A.11. Let X be a separable Banach space and let S be the unit ball of the dual
X'. Then X' is separable for the weak topology (X', X), see Brezis [2] p.62, that is there

exists a sequence {xy,} in S" s.t. for any x' € S’ there erists a subsequence {x,, } s.t. for
any © € X we have lim (z;, ,x)x/x = (z',2) x/x.
k—o0
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Proof. Let {z,} be dense in X. For any n consider
F,: S/ — R” defined by Fn(x’) = (<$/,IL’1>X/X, . <x/7'rn>X’X)’

Since R™ is separable, and so is F,(S’), there exists a sequence {z! , }i s.t. {Fy(a] )}k is
dense in F,(S"). Obviously {2;, ;}nk can be put into a sequence. For any 2’ € S’ for any n
there is a ky, s.t. [(z' — ], ;. , @) x7x| < 1/n for all i < n. This implies that for any fixed i

we have lim (2], . ,z:)x'x = (', ;) x'x. By density this holds for any = € X. O
n—r00 e

Proposition A.12 (Pettis’s Theorem). Consider f : I — X. Then f is strongly measurable
if and only if it is weakly measurable and almost separable valuable.

Proof. The necessity has been already proved, so we focus on the sufficiency only. By
modifying f we can assume that f(I) is separable. By replacing X by a smaller space, we
can assume that X is separable.

Fix now x € X. Then we claim that ¢ — || f(¢) — z|| is measurable. Indeed for any a > 0

ftel:|f(t)—al <a} = Nwes{t € I: @/, F() — 2)xx] < a}.}

Using the fact that S’ is separable in the weak topology o(X’, X) and the notation in
Lemma A.11, we have

{tel:|f(t) =l <a} = Npendt € 1+ |(x, £() — 2)xrx] < a}.

Since the set in the r.h.s. is measurable, we conclude that ¢ — || f(¢) — z|| is measurable and
so our claim is correct.

Consider now n > 1. Since f(I) is separable there is a sequence of balls {B(z;, 2)};>0
whose union contains f(I). Set now

W = {t: f(t) € B(zo, 1)},
w](‘n) = {t: f(t) € Bxj, 1)\ Upej wil”

and

Fa(t) = mix o (8)-
=0 !

Notice that szow](.n) = I and they are pairwise disjoint and measurable. By Example A.6

we know that f, : I — X is strongly measurable. Furthermore, for any ¢ € I there is a j

s.t. te wjn) and this implies

% > || £(¢) —a:jH = [|f(t) = fu(®)|

In other words, || f(t) — fn(t)|| < 1/n for any ¢t € I. Then f,(t) — f(t) for any ¢, and so by
Proposition A.4 the function f: I — X is strongly measurable. O
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Ezample A.13. Consider the map f : (0,1) — L°°(0, 1) defined by ¢t EN X(0,1)- This map is
not almost separable valued. Indeed t # s implies || f(t) — f(8)]lco = 1. If f were almost
separable valued then there would exist a 0 measure subset E in (0,1) and a countable set
N = {t,}, in (0,1)\E such that for any ¢ € (0,1)\(EUN) there would exist a subsequence
ng with f(t,,) Fope f(t) in L*°(0,1). But this is impossible since || f(t) — f(tn,)]|oc = 1.
On the other hand f : (0,1) — L?(0,1) defined in the same way, is strongly measurable.
First, since L2(0,1) is separable, it is almost separable valued. Next for any given w €
L?(0,1) we have

(), w) 2on) = /0 w(z)dz

which is a continuous, and hence measurable, function. So f is also weakly measurable and
hence it is strongly measurable by Pettis Theorem.

Recall that in Remark A.2 we mentioned another possible notion of measurability, that
is that f : I — X could be defined as measurable if f~1(A) is a measurable set for any open
subset A C X. We have the following fact.

Proposition A.14. Consider f : I — X. Then [ is strongly measurable if and only if f
is almost separably valuable and f~1(A) is a measurable set for any open subset A C X.

Proof. The ”<" follows from the fact that for any a open subset of R and for any 2’ € X
the set A = {x € X : (z,2')x x» € a} is open and for ¢(t) := (f(t),2')x,x we have
fYA) = g7'(a). So the latter being measurable it follows that g is measurable and
hence f is weakly measurable. Hence by Pettis Theorem we conclude that f is strongly
measurable.
We now assume that f is strongly measurable. We know from Lemma A.9 that f is almost
separably valuable. Let U be an open subset of X. Let (f,), be a sequence in C%(I, X) with
fu(t) "= f(t) ae. outside a 0 measure set E C I. Let U, = {z € X : dist(z,U°) > r}.
Then

FTHONE = Unzt Unst s fi (U))\E, (A.4)

To check this, notice that if ¢ belongs to the left hand side , then f(¢t) € U1 for some
mo

n—0o0

mgo and, since f,(t) — f(t), for n large we have fi(t) € U if k > n for mqy > myg
preassigned. Viceversa if ¢ belongs to the right hand side, the?llthere exist n and m s.t.
frx(t) € Ux for all k > n. Then by fi(¢) hope f(t) it follows that f(t) € U1 with the latter
a subset of U. This proves (A.4). Since the r.h.s. is a measurable set, this completes the
proof. O

Definition A.15 (Bochner integrability). A strongly measurable function f : I — X is
Bochner—integrable if there exists a sequence (fy,(t)) in Cc(I, X) s.t.

lim /I | ult) — F(0) [t = 0. (A.5)

n—oo
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Notice that || f,(t) — f(¢)||x is measurable.

Ezample A.16. Consider the situation of Example A.13 of a Hilbert space X with an or-
thonormal basis {e;}ier and the map f : R — X, which we saw is not strongly measurable
and hence is not Bochner—integrable. Notice that f is Riemann integrable in any compact
interval [a,b] with f;f(t)dt =0.

To see this recall that the Riemann integral is, if it exists, the limit

b

/ f(t)dt = lim Z f(t;)|1;] with t; € I; arbitrary
a |Al—=0 LieA

where A varies among all possible decompositions of [a,b] and |A| = maxjea |I|. We have

1D e 1P =D et ea) Il <2 11114 = 2|A|(b - a)

L;en gk J

A|—0
2120,

Proposition A.17. Let f: I — X be Bochner—integrable. Then there exists an x € X s.t.
if (fu(t)) is a sequence in C.(I,X) satisfying (A.5) then we have

lim x, = x where x, = /fn(t)dt. (A.6)

Proof. First of all we check that x,, is Cauchy. This follows immediately from (A.5) and
from

mwwmwzwﬂh@—ﬁwmwxs/wuw<mw»wt

szwm@— \Xw+/wf (1)) .

Let us set © = limx,. Let (gn(t)) be another sequence in C.(I, X) satisfying (A.5). Then
lim [, g, = x by

H/@zﬁ—ﬂu—W/% ) ﬁ+/n it — 2x

/Ilgn — fult det+|!/fn )dt — x| xdt
<%mmw— |uﬁ+/ﬂm _ >mw+w/m )t — x| .

O

Definition A.18. Let f : I — X be Bochner—integrable and let x € X be the corresponding
element obtained from Proposition A.17. The we set f [ f)dt =z

Theorem A.19 (Bochner’s Theorem). Let f: 1 — X be stmngly measurable. Then f is
Bochner—integrable if and only if || f|| is Lebesgue integrable. Furthermore, we have

HLf@ﬁwg[vwwt (A7)
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Proof. Let f be Bochner—integrable. Then there is a sequence (f,(t)) in C.(I, X) satisfying
(A.5). We have || f|| < [|fall + IIf — full- Since both functions in the r.h.s. are Lebesgue
integrable and || f|| is measurable it follows that| f|| is Lebesgue integrable.

Conversely let ||f|| be Lebesgue integrable. Then there exist a sequence (g,(t)) in
Ce(I,R) and g € LY(I) s.t. [} gn(t) — || f(®)|||dt — 0 and |gn(t)| < g(t). In fact it is possible
to choose such a sequence so that |gn — g1y < 27" for any n and any m > n (just by
extracting an appropriate subsequence from a starting g, 3). Then if we set

N
Z |90 (t) = gn+1(t)] (A.8)

we have |[Sn|[z1r) < 1. Since {Sn(t)}nen is increasing, the limit S(t) := limp— 400 Sn(?)

remains defined, is finite a.e. and [|S|[z1;) < 1. Then [g,(t)] < |g1(2)] + S(t) =: g(t)

everywhere, where g € L!(I). Notice that lim g,(¢) is convergent almost everywhere (it
n—oo

convergent in all points where lim,,—, oo Sy (t) is convergent). By dominated convergence it
follows that this limit holds also in L'(I) and hence it is equal to || f||.
Let (fn(t)) in C.(1,X) s.t. fn(t) — f(t) a.e. (this sequence exists by the strong measura-

bility of f(t)). Set
a0
O T
Notice that (un(t)) is in C.(I, X). We have
FAQIN O]
1£a O] + 5

We have (where the 2nd equality holds because because ILm gn(t) = || ()| and le ()| =
IF @O a-e.)

[un(8)]] < < lgn(®)] < 9(2).

lim 1y (t) = lim — 1920 TIa(t) = lim (1) = f(2) ae.

o n=oo || fu(B)ll 4 5 o0
Then we have
Jim lun(t) = f(O)]| = 0 ae. with [lun(t) = f()] < g(8) + [IF(D)] € L'(D).
By dominated convergence we conclude

lim /Hun (t)]|dt = 0.
n—oo

3Suppose we start with a given {gn}. Then for any 27" there exists N, s.t. ni,n2 > N, implies
lgny — gnallriry < 27" Let now {¢(n)} be a strictly increasing sequence in N s.t. ¢(n) > N, for any n.

Then ||gy(n) — Go(m)llLr(ry < 27" for any pair m > n. Rename g, (n) as gn.
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This implies that f is Bochner—integrable. Finally, we have
I [ sl =t | [ unttrat] <t [ Juntelie = [ 50t

Corollary A.20 (Dominated Convergence). Consider a sequence (fy,(t)) of Bochner—integrable
functions I — X, g : I — R Lebesgue integrable and let f : I — X. Suppose that

[fn@®)] < g(t) for alln
nhjolo fn(t) = f(t) for almost all t.

O]

Then [ is Bochner—integrable with [, f(t) = limy, [} fu(t)

Proof. By Dominated Convergence in L'(I,R) we have [;[|f(t)|| = lim, [;|fa(t)]l. By
Proposition A.4, as a pointwise limit a.e. of a sequence of strongly measurable functions, f
is strongly measurable. By Bochner’s Theorem f is Bochner—integrable. By the triangular

inequality
im s | / — fu(®)] < tim / 1F(t) = ful®)] =0
)] <

where the last inequality follows from ||f(t) — < |If(@®)] + g(t) and the standard
Dominated Convergence. 0

Definition A.21. Let p € [1,00]. We denote by LP(I, X) the set of equivalence classes
of strongly measurable functions f : I — X s.t. [[f(¢)|| € LP(I,R). We set ||f|lrr(7,x) :=

A 2r Ry
Proposition A.22. (LP(1,X),|| ||z») is a Banach space.

Proof. The proof is similar to the case X =R, see [2].
(Case p = 00). Let (f,) be Cauchy sequence in L>(I, X). For any k > 1 there is a N, s.t.

1
||fn — meLoo(I’X) S E for all n,m 2 Nk
So there exists an Fy C I with |Eg| =0 s.t.
1
| fr(t) — fr(t)||x < z for all n,m > Ny and for all for ¢t € I\ F.

Set E := UpE). Then for any ¢t € I'\E the sequence (f,(t)) is convergent. So a function
f(t) remains defined with

1
I1fn) — fO)]lx < Z for all n > Ny, and for all for ¢t € I\ E. (A.9)
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By Proposition A.4 the function f is strongly measurable. By (A.9) we have f € L*°(I, X)
and

1
1fn = fllze.x) < z for all n > N,
and so f, — f in L*>(1,X).
(Case p < 00). Let (f,) be Cauchy sequence in LP(I, X) and let (f,,) be a subsequence
with
1 = Frnaa ooy < 27°

Set now l
9i(t) = (1) = frgr (D)llx
k=1

Then
gl e (rry < 1.

By monotone convergence we have that (g;(¢)); converges a.e. to a g € LP(I,R). Further-
more, for 2 < k <1

-1
1 () = FarDllx = D 1y () = frj D)l x < g(t) = g1 (8)-
j=Fk

Then a.e. the sequence (fy, (t)) is Cauchy in X for a.e. ¢t and so it converges for a.e. t to
some f(t). By Proposition A.4 the function f is strongly measurable. Furthermore,

1) = frr )]l x < g(2).

It follows that f — f,, € LP(I,X), and so also f € LP(I,X). Finally we claim |f —
Juellze(r,xy — 0. First of all we have || f(t) — fu, (¢)[[x — 0 for a.e. t and

1) = fn DN < ¢"(2)

by dominated convergence we obtain that || f — f,,||x — 0 in LP(I,R). Hence f,, — f in
IP(1, X). O

Proposition A.23. C°(1,X) is a dense subspace of LP(I, X)) for p < cc.

Proof. We split the proof in two parts. We first show that C?(I, X) is a dense subspace of
LP(I,X) for p < oco. For p = 1 this follows from the definition of integrable functions in
Definition A.15. For 1 < p < oo going through the proof of Bochner’s Theorem A.19, the
functions u, considered in that proof can be taken to belong to C%(I, X) and converge to
fin LP(1,X).

The second part of the proof consists in showing that C2°(I, X)) is a dense subspace of
CY(I,X) inside LP(I, X) for p < co. Let f € CY(I,X). We consider p € C°(R, [0,1]) s.t.
[ p(x)dx = 1. Set pe(x) :== € *p(x/€). Then for € > 0 small enough p x f € C(I, X). We
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extend both f and p * f on R setting them 0 in R\7. In this way p. x f € C°(R, X) and

f € CYR,X) and it is enough to show that p * f > fin LP(R, X)..
We have

pex (1) — £(t) = / (F(t — es) — £(s))p(s)dy

R
so that, by Minkowski inequality and for A(s) := || f(- —s) — f(*)||z», we have

lpes £(t) = F(B)lluo < / ()| Ae s)ds.

Now we have lims_,0 A(s) =0 and A(s) < 2||f||zr. So, by dominated convergence we get

g | £ = 11> =ty [ Ip(s)| e 5)ds = 0.

So
lin pex f = f in L'(R,X). (A.10)

Proceeding as in the previous proof, we can prove the following.
Proposition A.24. Let p € [1,00) and f € LP(R, X). Set

h
Tnf(t) =h~1 v f(s)ds fort € R and h # 0.
t

Then Tpf € LP(R, X) N L®(R, X) N CYR, X) and T, f "3 fin LP(R, X) and for almost
every t.

O]

Proposition A.25. Let p € [1,00] and {f,} a sequence in LP(I,X). Let f : I — X and
suppose that fn(t) — f(t) for almost any t in I. Then f € LP(I,X) with

1|z x) < Timinf [ fofl Loz, x)- (A.11)

Proof. First of all we need to show that f is measurable. We know that there exists a zero
measure set F' C I such that f,,(t) — f(¢) for any ¢ € I\F. Since for any 2’ € X’ we have
(Fn(0),2") oo 0 =225 (f(#),2) o xo for any t € I\F, the map (f(-), ')y, x+ is measurable,
and so f is weakly measurable. For any n there exists a zero measure set F,, C I such
that f(I\E,) is separable. Let E' = F'|JU,E, which obviously has 0 measure. Let now A
be the convex hull of U, f,,(I\E) and let A the weak closure of A, which is also the strong
closure of A. Now, U, f.(I\E) is separable, A is separable and also A is separable. Since
f(I\E) C A we conclude that f(I'\E) is separable and so by Theorem A.19 f is strongly
measurable. Let now
gal0) 2= 10F (D) and g(t) == Tim_ g, (1)

n—-+oo
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Then
g(t) = lim inf || f.(t)[|x-

Since gn(t) < [|fn(t)||x for any ¢, it follows that g, € LP(I) for any n and by monotone
convergence

lgllizoy = lim lgnllzer) < Hmnf || foll 2o x)-

By the lower semicontinuity of the norm || - || x, we have

IF@®)lx < g(t) for a.a. t € I'and so |[fllzo,x) < l9]lLe)-

This yields (A.11).

Definition A.26. We denote by D'(I, X) the space L(D(I,R), X).
Corollary A.27. Let f € L}, (I,X) be such that f =0 in D'(I,X). Then f =0 a.e.

Proof. First of all we have fJ fdt =0 for any J C I compact. Indeed, let () € D(I) with
0 <y, <1and ¢, — xj a.e. Then

n—-4o00

/ fdt = lim pnfdt =0
J J

where we applied Dominated Convergence for the last equality. _
Set now f(t) = f(t) in J and f(t) = 0 outside J. Then T}, f = 0 for all A > 0. Then f(t) =0
for a.e. t. So f(t) =0 for a.e. t € J. This implies f(t) = 0 for a.e. t € R. O

Corollary A.28. Let g€ L} (I,X), to € I, and f € C(I,X) given by f(t) = ftto g(s)ds.
Then:

(1) f'=gin DI, X);
2 is differentiable a.e. with f' = g a.e.
(2) f is diff f'=y

Proof. Tt is not restrictive to consider the case I = R and g € L!(R, X). We have

Flt+h) = £(t)

t+h
Thg(t) = h™! / g(s)ds =
f h

By Proposition A.24 Tyg "0 g for almost every ¢. This yields (2).
For ¢ € D(R) we have

(f ) = — /R £ (1)t
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Furthermore
p(t+h) —e(t)

flLig%) A = ¢'(t) in L™(R).
%0 olt+1)20) £t —m)— £(t)
(o —}llg%/f - at =i | o=

— —%ii%/ch(t)Thg(t)dt_ (9,9)

Definition A.29. Let p € [1,00]. We denote by W'P(I, X) the space formed by the
ferl(I,X)st. feD,X)is also f' € LP(I, X) and we set || fllw1e = | flle + | f/||e-

Lemma A.30. Let u,g € L*(I, X) be such that
to
(u(ta), fxx« = (ulta), f)xx- = / (9(s), [)xx=ds for any f € X*.
t1
Then Oyu = g in D'(I, X).

Proof. We immediately obtain (u(t), f)yy« € AC(I) with derivative 0 (u(t), f) xx+ =
(9(t), f)xx«- For any ¢ € D(I) and any f € X*

(= [uoeins) == [ o0 = [ 60 5y o= { [ attroar.s

which yields

- / w(t)g (£)dt = / g(B)(t) for all € D(I)

1 I

and so dyu = g in D'(I, X).

Theorem A.31. Letp € [1,00] and f € LP(I,X). The following are equivalent.
i feWwhr(I,X).
ii There exists g € LP(I,X), to € I such that f(t) = f(to) +ft0 s)ds for a.a. t,to € I.

iii There exists g € LP(I,X), v € X and to € I such that f(t) = zo + ft s)ds for a.a.
tel.

iv f € AC(1,X), differentiable almost everywhere and ' € LP(I,X).
v f is weakly absolutely continuous, weakly differentiable almost everywhere and f' €

LP(I,X).
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Proof. Assume (i). For t¢,ty € I we set
t
wit) = Ft) = flto) = | f'(s)ds.

Then w € C°(I,X) and w’ = 0 in D'(I, X) by Corollary A.28. Therefore w(t) = zq for
some fixed ¢ € X. But by continuity w(0) = 0 and so we get (ii). This immediately implies
(iii). By modifying f in a zero measure set, we get (iv) and this implies (v). So now we
want to show that v = i. Let g be the weak derivative of f, that is g = f’ in the sense that
for any ' € X’ we have (f(-),v) xxx € AC(I) with

SO ) s = St0), V) g x + /t (9(8),) x e x0 d5- (A12)

Since g € LP(I, X ), we can consider
t
wlt) = £6) = fita) = [ als)is.

We claim that w = 0. Indeed, for any 3’ € X’ we have from (A.12) that (w(t),y’) v x» = 0.
Since this holds for any ¢, it follows w = 0. Then

¢
f(t) = f(to) + / g(s)ds.

to

It follows from Corollary A.28 that f' = g in D'(I, X) and we get (i).
O]

Theorem A.32. Let X be reflezive. Letp € [1,00] and f € LP(I,X). Then f € WHP(I, X)
if and only if there exists ¢ € LP(I,R) such that

/ " o(s)ds

In that case we have ||f'||Lr(7,x) < [0l Lo (r)-

1f(7) = f®)llx < for a.a. t,7 € 1. (A.13)

Proof. The only nontrivial statement is proving that (A.13) implies f € W'P(I, X). Notice
that (A.13) implies that f is continuous almost everywhere and, up to a redefinition in a 0
measure set, can be assumed to be continuous. We will also consider the case I = R. Then
f(R) is separable. So we can assume that X be separable. Then, since X is also reflexive,
it follows that X’ is reflexive and separable. For any h > 0 consider

fit+h) = 1)

In(t) == Y
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We claim that h — fj, is a bounded function from R to LP(I,X). For p = oo it follows

from
t+h
/ o(s)ds
t

t+h p » t+h t+h
/ o(s)ds| < [nF / o(s)|Pds = B! / o(s) Pds.
t t t

Then we get the following, which completes the proof of our claim,

ft+h)— f@). | [T 1 7
S\ = | dt|h Pds= | d PIp d
| e o [ [ etpas = [ astetopint [ a

- / p(t) Pt
R

Let now {z},}

< el zoom)-

Hf(t+ h})b — f(®) HX <[B!

For p < oo we have

Hf<t+h>—f<t> P

h v |hlP

)

be a sequence dense in X and set 1y, (t) = (f(t),2],) y« x/- We have

/t " o(s)ds|

Then v, € AC(R) for all n, and in particular v, is differentiable outside a zero measure
set £, C R. For £ = U, FE,, we conclude that

(fu(t), ) o xr = Ynll + h/i —Yn(®) noot W (t) for all t € R\E.

Let F' be the set of Lebesgue points of ¢. Then for t € R\ F we have

neN

19 (7) = Pn ()]l x < Il ]lx

Il fn(t)]] < K(t) < oo for h small enough.
+
We claim that for any ¢ € R\(E U F) there exists w(t) € X such that f,(¢) LSl w(t).
Indeed, if we consider in R a sequence hy oo, 0, then up to a subsequence (which to
simplify notation we assume to coincide with the initial sequence) there exists a weak limit
fn,(t) = w(t). Then for any n we have

n hy) — ;L 1 g /
m w (t+ ;;2 w (t) :klggo <fhk(t)7xn>X><X’ = <w(t)’x”>x><xl.

Un(t) = li

k—o0

This guarantees that in fact this limit is true for any ¢t € R\(E U F') and for any sequence
n—0o0

hi —— 0. Hence f;(t) — w(t) for h — 0 for any ¢t € R\(E U F). It follows from
Proposition A.25 that w € LP(R, X) with

lwllr@®,x) < llellLew)-

By statement v in Theorem A.31 and by Corollary A.28 we have f € WP(R, X) with

/' =w.
[
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