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THE DEFOCUSING ENERGY-SUPERCRITICAL CUBIC
NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATION IN DIMENSION FIVE

AYNUR BULUT

ABSTRACT. We consider the energy-supercritical nonlinear wave equation ug—
Au + |u|?u = 0 with defocusing cubic nonlinearity in dimension d = 5 with
no radial assumption on the initial data. We prove that a uniform-in-time a
priori bound on the critical norm implies that solutions exist globally in time
and scatter at infinity in both time directions. Together with our earlier works
in dimensions d > 6 with general data [3] and dimension d = 5 with radial
data [4], the present work completes the study of global well-posedness and
scattering in the energy-supercritical regime for the cubic nonlinearity under
the assumption of uniform-in-time control over the critical norm.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the initial value problem for the nonlinear wave equation with de-
focusing cubic nonlinearity in the energy supercritical regime, that is, dimensions
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8ttu — Au + |u|2u = O7
I . .
(VP) { (u, 0pu)|i=0 = (uo,u1) € He x Hye™?

where u: I x RY —» R with 0 € I € R a time interval.

The scaling symmetry
u(t,x) = ux(t, z) == Mu(At, Ax).

maps the set of solutions of IVP to itself and, moreover, the H x H*~! norm is

preserved by the scaling, where we identify the critical reqularity as s. = d—f.

We recall that solutions to (IVP) conserve the energy
1 1 1
Bult)u®) = [ | Fhut.a) + 5Vutt.o) + glu(t.o)|*ds = E(u(0)),

which is both finite and left invariant by the scaling when s, = 1. In this case, we
refer to (IVP) as the energy-critical nonlinear wave equation. The range s. > 1,
that is d > 5, is therefore known as the energy-supercritical regime for NLW.

In a recent series of works [3 [4] treating dimensions d > 6 with general (possibly
non-radial) initial data, and dimension d = 5 with radial initial data, we proved
that any solution to (IVP) which satisfies an a priori uniform-in-time bound over
the critical norm must exist globally in time and scatter. The goal of the current
paper is to treat the remaining case of dimension d = 5 with non-radial initial data,
completing the analysis of global well-posedness and scattering under the assumed
a priori bound for (IVP) in the energy-supercritical regime.

More precisely, we consider strong solutions to

Opu — Au + [ul?u =0,

NLW . .
( ) { (u,Ou)|t=0 = (uo,u1) € ng/2 X H;/2,

that is, functions u : I x R® — R such that for every K C I compact, (u,u;) €
Ci(K; HY? % H;m) and u € L{ (K x R®) which satisfy the Duhamel formula,
t 3 /
sin((t —t')|V
u(t) = S(t)(ug,u1) +/ ((T)ll)
0

sin(t|V])
VI

lu(t)|?u(t’)dt’, (1.1)

where S(t)(ug,u1) = cos(t|V])up +
equation with initial data (ug, u1).

up is the solution to the linear wave

We refer to I as the interval of existence of u, and we say that I is the maximal
interval of existence if u cannot be extended to any larger time interval. We say that
w is a global solution if I = R, and that u is a blow-up solution if ||u||ng(Ide) = 00.

Our main result in this paper is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that u: I x R® — R is a solution to (NLW) with mazimal
interval of existence I C R satisfying the a priori bound

(u,us) € L(I; Hi’/z X H;/Q).
Then I =R and

lullze ®xrs) < C
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for some constant C = C(||(u,ut) Furthermore, u scatters both

HL?"(Hg/sz;/z))'
forward and backward in time, i.e. there exist (uat, uf) € Hie x Hi~! such that

at) = S@) i, wf)u(t) = S0 (i )| e, rres — 0

as t — +oo.

In the energy-critical case s, = 1 with the defocusing nonlinearity |u|4/ (d=2)y,
global well-posedness and scattering for the nonlinear wave equation was established
in a number of works: see, for instance, [T, 8, [0 10, 21| 22| 23| 24] 26 27, 2§].
In particular, Struwe [27] established global well-posedness for radial inital data
in dimension d = 3, and Grillakis [§] removed this radial assumption. Grillakis
then established global well-posedness and persistence of regularity in dimensions
3 < d <5 [9], while this result was obtained for all dimensions d > 3 by Shatah
and Struwe [24] 25| [26] and Kapitanskii [10].

In all of these works in the energy-critical case, the key properties used are an
immediate uniform-in-time control of the critical norm H} x L2 by virtue of the
conservation of energy, along with the uniform space-time control given by the
Morawetz estimate,

// D) 4 < Bu(o)). (1.2)
I JRd |z|

Turning to the energy-supercritical regime s. > 1, the global well-posedness and
scattering of solutions for large initial data remains an important open problem in
this setting. In particular, the lack of any known conserved quantity at the critical
regularity renders the problem significantly more difficult than the energy-critical
case. Nevertheless, a number of recent works have treated the energy-supercritical
nonlinear Schrodinger and nonlinear wave equations under an assumption of a
uniform-in-time control of the critical norm, that is,

(uyup) € LI Hye x Hy ™Y, (1.3)

where I C R is the maximal interval of existence, in the spirit of the recent work
of Escauriaza, Seregin and Sverak for Navier-Stokes [6].

The first such result was obtained by Kenig and Merle in [14] using the concentra-
tion compactness approach introduced in their study of the focusing energy-critical
NLS and NLW [12, [13]. In [I4], global well posedness and scattering was obtained
for solutions satisfying (I3]) with radial initial data in dimension d = 3 with the
nonlinearity |u[Pu with p > 4, where the critical regularity becomes s. = % — %; see
also [I5]. Killip and Visan removed the radial assumption in dimension d = 3 [19)]
and established the result for radial initial data in dimensions d > 3 for a particular
range of p [20], which in dimension d = 5 becomes 4 < p < 2, disjoint from the

3
cubic case treated in [4].

In [3], we initiated the study of global well-posedness and scattering under the
assumed a priori bound in the case of the cubic nonlinearity in dimensions d > 6
with no radial assumption on the initial data, and in [4] we extended this result
to cover dimension d = 5 with radial initial data. The role of the present work is
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therefore to complete the study of the defocusing cubic energy-supercritical NLW
under the assumed uniform a priori control of the critical norm (L3).

1.1. Outline of the proof of Theorem .1l Our proof of Theorem [T makes use
of the the concentration-compactness approach of Kenig and Merle, and proceeds
as follows:

Assuming that the theorem fails, the first step in the argument is to extract a
minimal counterexample to the failure of global well-posedness and scattering; this
counterexample will be referred to as a minimal blow-up solution. More precisely,
we recall the following result:

Theorem 1.2 (Construction of a minimal blow-up solution, [13,[14]). Suppose that
Theorem [I1) failed. Then there exists a solution u : I x R® — R to (NLW) with

maximal interval of existence I,
(u,up) € LP(I; HY? x HY/?),  and ||u||Lgm(I><]R5) =00

such that u is a minimal blow-up solution in the following sense: for any solution
v with mazimal interval of existence J such that [|v||Ls (yxrs) = 00, we have

sup||(u(t), ue(t)ll gorz sz < supl|(v(E), ve ()l sz g1ve-
tel teJ
Moreover, there exist N : I — RT and x : I — R® such that the set
1 T 1
K ={(——u(t, z(t -

has compact closure in H% x H*~1(R).

t,x(t) + ) :tel}, (1.4)

N(®)

The proof of Theorem is based on concentration compactness ideas in the
form of a profile decomposition result for the linear wave equation, established in
dimension d = 3 by Bahouri and Gerard in [I] and treated in dimensions d > 3
by the author in [2]. This profile decomposition states that, up to subsequences
and the symmetries of the equation, any bounded sequence of initial data in the
critical space Hg/ > x K ;/ % can be decomposed as a linear combination of pairwise
orthogonal profiles and an error term which is small in a Strichartz norm. More

precisely, we have

Proposition 1.3 (Profile decomposition [T 2]). Let (uon, u1,n)nen be a bounded
sequence in H§/2(R5) X H;/Q(Rf’).

Then there exists a subsequence of (ugn,u1,n) (still denoted (ug pn,u1,n)), a se-

quence of profiles (Voj, Vlj)jeN c H? xHim, and a sequence of triples (€l x 1) €

n’n
Rt x R® x R, which are orthogonal in the sense that for every j # j',

. 3 . 3 . -/

j i - |l J'|
€ € xX X

n n n n n n
— + 5+ 5 + = — 00,
€n €n €n €n n

and for every £ > 1, if

. S . 1 (t—t —
Vi = S@)(V§, V) and v,z<t,x>—TVJ< ””)

(n
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then
‘
(o0 (2), urn(x) = D (V(0,2),0,V1(0,2)) + (w, (), wi , ()
j=1
with
lim sup|| S(t )(wo o W n)”LqL; é—> 0
n— 00 -

for every (q,r) an 1372 wave admissible pair with q¢,r € (2,00). For all ¢ > 1, we
also have,

loton %2+ Nl

14
= > [IVE 1 + IV 1Z070] + 0l + 0 130 + (1), 1= o
j=1

The next step in the argument consists of showing that such a minimal coun-
terexample cannot occur. As we will see below, this failure of existence arises as a
consequence of the compactness property (L4]). Before proceeding further, we now
recall an equivalent formulation of (IL4]) from [19, 20] which will be an important
tool in our analysis of blow-up solutions.

Definition 1.4 (almost periodic modulo symmetries). A solution u to (NLW)
with time interval I is said to be almost periodic modulo symmetries if (u,ut) €
Le(I; He x Hee™') and there exist functions N : I — R, = : I — R° and
C:RT™ = RY such that for allt € I and n >0,
/ 9wt a) P+ 1915 ) P <
l—x(£)|>C(n)/N(t)
and

/ EP2a(t, €)% + 11 2 (t,€)Pde < n.
[£]>C(n)N(t)

Almost periodic solutions satisfy a reduced form of the Duhamel formula which
states that the linear components of (III)) vanish as the time T approaches the
endpoints of the maximal interval of existence I.

Proposition 1.5 (Duhamel formula for almost periodic solutions, [30, 19]). Let
w:I xR5 =R be a solution to (NLW) with mazimal interval of existence I which
is almost periodic modulo symmetries. Then for allt € I,

=y
= (u(t), u(t)),

T—sup I
and
I o [ e S E
( /T N B (t))dt,/T ((t =)V F( (t))dt)
T—)_il’\lf J(U(t)’ ue (1)),

weakly in H?’/2 ;/2.
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We now recall a refinement of Theorem [[L2, which states that any failure of
Theorem [[. 1] not only implies the existence of a minimal blow-up solution, but also
implies that there exists an almost periodic solution which belongs to one of three
particular blow-up scenarios, for which the function N(¢) is specified further.

Theorem 1.6 (Identification of blow-up scenarios, [19]). Suppose that Theorem
[I1] fails. Then there exists a solution u : I x R® — R to (NLW) with mazimal
interval of existence I such that u is almost periodic modulo symmetries,

(u,up) € LE(HY? x HY?),  and ||U||ng(1xR5) = 00,

and u satisfies one of the following:

o (finite time blowup solution) either supI < co or infI > —oo.
o (soliton-like solution) I =R and N(t) =1 for allt € R.
o (low-to-high frequency cascade solution) I =R and

gnﬂgN(t) >1, and limsup N(t) = co.

€

t—o00

To complete the proof of Theorem [IL1] it suffices to show that each of the sce-
narios identified in Theorem cannot occur.

We begin with the finite time blow-up solution, which is ruled out in Proposition
The argument is based on the use of the finite speed of propagation and almost
periodicity to show that up to a translation in space, the solution at a given time ¢
has compact support which shrinks to zero as ¢t approaches the blow-up time. The
conservation of energy is then used to contradict the property that the solution is a
blow-up solution. This argument is essentially the same as in higher dimensions (see
[3] and the references cited therein); for completeness, we include a brief account
of the proof in Section 6.

We now turn to the remaining two scenarios, the soliton-like and low-to-high
frequency cascade solutions. As in higher dimensions, the main tool that we use
to rule out these scenarios is to show that due to their particular properties, the
minimal blow-up solutions in these classes have finite energy. We then exploit the
control given by the conseration of energy and the Morawetz estimate (I2)) to show
that these solutions cannot exist.

Before proceeding with the current case of dimension five, let us first recall
the main steps used to obtain the finiteness of energy for these two scenarios in
dimensions six and higher:

e We first refine the bound u € L LE (which is immediate from the Sobolev
embedding and the a priori bound u € L;’OHjC) to Lg°LP for some p < d.
In particular, we use a bootstrap argument to bound the low frequencies
of u via almost periodicity and the analogue of Proposition [[L5] while the
high frequencies are bounded by the a priori bound.

e We next use this L{°LP bound to establish an implication of the form

(w,us) € LP(HS x HS™Y) s (uyuy) € LO(HE™ x H3717%0), (1.5)

for some sy > 0. This is accomplished by using the double Duhamel
technique introduced in [5] and used in the context of the concentration
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compactness method in [I7, [I§]. More precisely, we consider the homoge-
neous Sobolev norm as an inner product and using the Duhamel formula
provided by Proposition forward and backward in time on each side
of the inner product, respectively. We remark that the resulting integrals
are convergent in dimensions d > 6; this is the source of the dimensional
restriction in our work [3].

e Once we obtain the second step above, we iterate this argument starting
with the a priori bound (u,u;) € L°(HzSe x H<~') to obtain the desired
decay L°(HL=¢ x H;€) for some € > 0. In particular, we obtain that the
energy is finite.

In the present work, in dimension d = 5, we overcome the restriction in higher
dimensions by using a covering argument to introduce a spatial localization into
the Duhamel integrals. This is inspired by a similar approach used in [19] to study
the energy-supercritical NLW in dimension d = 3. However, substantial differences
between the linear propagator, Strichartz and dispersive estimates in dimensions
d =3 and d = 5 require us to argue differently than in [19].

We now outline the main tools involved in the present work as follows:

o A refined version of the improved L$°LP integrability obtained in dimen-
sions d > 6. In particular, we establish the bound v € Lg°L? for some
range of p < 5; this shows that the a priori bound (u,u;) € L$° (HS/2 X
H ;/ 2) implies that the soliton-like and low-to-high frequency cascade solu-
tions belong to L L3, and also enables us to exploit additional bounds of
the form (u, us) € L{°(HS x H5™1) to conclude the integrability u € L° L2
for an expanded range of p (see Proposition [B]).

e A quantitative estimate on the decay of the L{°L2 norm away from the
centering function x(t) (see Proposition B.4]). Such a result was first ob-
served in [19] with the corresponding norm L{° L3P /% in dimension d = 3.
We remark that in our setting, Proposition [3.4] takes advantage of the im-
provement in L{°LE integrability given by Proposition Bl to give better
decay when additional L®(H? x H*~') bounds are present. This improve-
ment in decay is an essential aspect of our argument.

o A subluminality property which expresses that for a suitable class of so-
lutions, the centering function x(t) travels strictly slower than the prop-
agation speed for (NLW). An analogous result was first obtained in [19)
in the dimension d = 3 setting. We note that the main estimate used to
obtain the subluminality in [19] is the energy-flux inequality, while this es-
timate no longer provides the decay required in the current d = 5 setting.
To overcome this difficulty, we establish a frequency localized form of the
energy-flux inequality which is accompanied by a frequency localized form
of the concentration of potential energy (see Lemma 3 and Lemma [L4]).

With these tools in hand, we establish an iterative improvement in decay prop-
erties for the solution u. In particular, to make the Duhamel integrals convergent,
we use a covering argument as in [I9] to localize the resulting integrals in space,
combined with a variant of a weak diffraction lemma from [19] adapted to the d = 5
setting.
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It is important to note that the applications of Proposition [3.I] and Proposition
B4lin the iterative improvement of the decay in analogy to (LH) use only the a priori
bound (u,u;) € L;’O(Hi’/z X H;ﬂ) to obtain the decay (u,u;) € L{(HS x H2™')
for s > %, which is still above the energy level. We then use this improved decay to
obtain the integrability Le°LP for a larger range of p than the one that is obtained
via the a priori bound alone. This extra integrability in turn allows us to continue
the iteration argument and we conclude that the energy is finite.

We therefore again have access to the Morawetz estimate (I.2) and the conserva-
tion of energy. We then rule out the soliton-like and low-to-high frequency cascade
scenarios, making use of almost periodicity, the finite speed of propagation, the
Morawetz estimate (L2) and the conservation of energy. This is accomplished in
Proposition and Proposition [6.3] respectively.

Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we establish our notation and recall some
essential preliminaries concerning the wave equation, as well as some analytical tools
which we will use in our arguments. In section 3, we establish improved integrability
properties of the soliton-like and low-to-high frequency cascade solutions. Then,
in Section 4 we establish a frequency-localized bound of energy-flux type and a
frequency-localized form of the concentration of potential energy, which are then
used to prove the subluminality result. Finally, in Section 5 we prove that the global
scenarios have finite energy, and in Section 6 we preclude each of the scenarios.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank M. Visan for suggesting the
study of this problem and for valuable discussions, as well as W. Beckner and N.
Pavlovi¢ for useful conversations. This material is based upon work supported by
the National Science Foundation under agreement Nos. DMS-0635607 and DMS-
0808042. Any opinions, finding and conclusions or recommendations expressed in
this material are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the views of the
National Science Foundation.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We will write L{ L (I x R5) to indicate the Banach space of func-
tions u : I x R® — R with the space-time norm

1/q
iz o= (IOl unyit) <00

with the standard convention when ¢ or 7 is equal to infinity. If ¢ = r, we shorten

the notation and write L{ , in place of L{L.

We write X <Y to mean that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that X < CY,
while X <, Y indicates that the constant C' = C, may depend on u. We use the
symbol V for the derivative operator in only the space variables.

Throughout the exposition, we define the Fourier transform on R® by

~

f(e) = @m)~>r2 / e @)
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We also denote the homogeneous Sobolev spaces by H $(R5), s € R, equipped with
the norm

[f 1l = VI fllzz

where the fractional differentiation operator is given by

P o~

IVI=f(&) = &I F(£)

We now recall the explicit formulation of the free propagator for the wave equa-
tion as
sin(t|V])

S(t)(f,9) = cos(t[V]) f + Y

which is given in Fourier space by
sin(¢[€])

S(6)(f,9) = cos(tlE]) (€) + a9

In dimension five, we have the additional representations

cos(t9)f = oo (e [ . Fas )| (2.1)

and
sin(t[V|) 3
MR

1
: /H_”g(y)dsw)] . (2.2

where B(x,r) = {x € R® : |z| < r} and |S*| denotes the surface area of the unit
sphere 0B(0,1) C R>.

We also recall the following expression of finite speed of propagation for almost
periodic solutions, which we will frequently use in our arguments:

Lemma 2.1 (Speed of propagation for z(t), [19, 3]). Suppose that u : R x R> — R
is an almost periodic solution to (NLW) with N(t) > 1 for all t € R. Then there
exists C > 0 such that for all t,7 € R,

ja(t) — a(r)| < [t — 7]+ C(N ()7 + N(r) 7). (2.3)

For a proof of this lemma, we refer the reader to (4.2) in [19] and, for a related
argument in the case of the soliton-like solution [3] Lemma 8.2]. Although the
result in [19] is stated for dimension d = 3, the proof applies equally to the current
setting.

2.2. Strichartz estimates for NLW. For s > 0, we say that a pair of exponents
(g,7) is Hi-wave admissible if g,r > 2, r < oo and it satisfies

1 2 1 5 5
-4+2<1, 4 Z=2—s.
q T q T 2

We also define the following Strichartz norms. For each I C R and s > 0, we set

[ulls,r) = . Sup HUHL;?L (IXR3);

(q,7) H3 —wave admissible

r
x

vn=  ~ nf el o s 1oy
(q,7) H3 —wave admissible L Ly (IxR?)

[l
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Suppose u : I x R> — R with time interval 0 € I C R is a solution to the
nonlinear wave equation

Ut — Au + F =0
(w,u)l—o = (uo,u1) € Ht x HE'(R®), peR.

Then for all s, 5 € R we have the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates [7, 1],
11V ulls, .y + 11V aells, o)
5 H(U’O?ul)HngHé‘*l + |||V|SFHN1+§7;L(I)' (24)
We also recall the standard dispersive estimate for the linear propagator (see,
for instance [20]),

Lemma 2.2 (Dispersive estimate). For any 2 < p < oo and t # 0, we have

S| s b,
for all f € S(R®), where % + 1% =1.
In particular,
s Il 2 (2.5)

for all f € S(R?).

2.3. Basic Littlewood-Paley theory. Let ¢(£) be a real valued radially sym-
metric bump function supported in the ball {¢ € R : [¢| < 1} which equals 1 on
the ball {¢€ € R® : [¢] < 1}. For any dyadic number N = 2¥ k € Z, we define the
following Littlewood-Paley operators:

PonT(€) = 6(¢/N)f(©),
Pon (&) = (1 (/N f(€),
Pr (€)= ($(6/N) — ¢(26/N)) (£)-

Similarly, we define Py and Psn with
Pcy=P<y—Pny, P>y=Psn+Ppn,
and also

Pye<ni=P<n —P<yr = Z Py,
M<N; <N
whenever M < N.
These operators commute with one another and with derivative operators. More-

over, they are bounded on L? for 1 < p < oo and obey the following Bernstein
inequalities,

IIVI*P<n fllie S N°IP<nfllrz,
I1Psnflliee S NPPsNIVI* fllie,
V= Py fll 2 ~ NE5|| Py f]| 2,
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with s > 0 and 1 < p < oc0.

In addition to the above Littlewood-Paley multiplier operators, we will also need
the function 6 : R5 — [0, 00) defined by

o(x) = ﬁ (w)a a>1 (2.6)

T
i=1 !

as well as the corresponding Fourier multiplier operator, given by

0(V)f =0(5)f(E).
We observe that for all z € R5, 0 < 0(z) < 1, and that 6 € L*.

As mentioned in the introduction, the improvement of decay properties for u in
Section [Al is based on a localization procedure. Due to the nonlocal nature of the
Littlewood-Paley and fractional derivative operators, as in [I9] we will make use
of the following lemma, which allows us to estimate the contributions far from the
support of the localization.

Lemma 2.3 (Mismatch estimates, [19]). Let ¢1 and ¢2 be smooth functions on R®
such that max{|p1(z)|, |p2(x)|} <1 for all z € R® and such that there exists A > 1
with

dist (supp ¢1,supp ¢2) > A.
Then for allo >0 and 1 < p < g < oo we have

g 5.5
||¢1|V|UPS1(¢2f)”LZ(R5) SAT? CAK ||¢2f||L§(R5)-
3. IMPROVED INTEGRABILITY PROPERTIES

In this section, we establish improved L{°L? integrability properties for a suit-
able class of almost periodic solutions to (NLW), which is the first step towards
proving that the global solutions in the soliton-like and low-to-high frequency cas-
cade scenarios have finite energy.

In particular, in Proposition[B.Ilwe prove that these solutions belong to the space
L°LP for some range of p < 5, having recalled that they belong to L{°L> due to
the a priori bound (u,u;) € L° (1‘.152/2 X H;ﬂ) combined with the Sobolev embed-
ding. On the other hand, in Proposition [3.4] we establish an improved integrability

property in a different direction, by obtaining a decay estimate on the L{° L5 norm.

3.1. Improved L{°L? integrability. We begin with Proposition Bl which pro-
vides u € L{°LP integrability for some range of p < 5. As mentioned in the
introduction, an important aspect of our statement is the refinement of this esti-
mate to provide improved L{°LP decay when additional knowledge of the decay
properties of u in the form (u,u;) € L°(HS x H5™1), 1 <5 < 3, is present.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that v : R x R® = R is an almost periodic solution to
(NLW) satisfying

w,ug) € LO(HS x H~Y) N L (H3/? x HY/?).
t T x t x x

for some s € (1, %] Assume also that infyeg N(t) > 1.



12 AYNUR BULUT

10(342s) 5]

Then u € LL, for every p € (it

Before proceeding with the proof, we note that Proposition Bl in particular
implies that for any global almost periodic solution u to (NLW) satisfying the a
priori bound

(u,uy) € L(R; H2/? x HY?)  with inf N(t) > 1,
€

we have

u € LL3. (3.1)

Proof of Proposition[31l. Our argument follows the broad outline established in
the proof of Proposition 5.1 in [I9]; see also Lemma 7.2 in [3]. Fix n > 0 to be
determined later in the argument, and let u be a solution to (NLW) as stated in
Proposition Bl Since w is an almost periodic solution with N (¢) > 1 for all t € R,
we may find a dyadic number Ny € (0,1) such that

V¥ 2usnoll Loz < n-
As in [19], our proof of Proposition [B.1] will be based on a recurrence argument

followed by an application of a discrete Gronwall inequality. Towards this end, we
fix r > 5 and define the quantity

S(N) = N/ lup||pge s

We begin by noting that by Bernstein’s inequalities followed by Sobolev’s em-
bedding and the a priori bound u € Lfngﬂ, we have

3
S(N) S N2 |lunllperz S IV 2un|pgerz < oo
for N > 0.

The following lemma then gives the necessary recurrence formula for the quantity
S(N).

Lemma 3.2. For all dyadic numbers N < 8Ny, we have

In particular, for every e > 0 we have

3

S(N) Sy N27°€ (3.3)
for all N < 8Nj.
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Proof. Fix N < 8Ny. We first note that by the time translation symmetry, it
suffices to prove the claim when ¢ = 0. Using the reduced form of the Duhamel
formula given in Proposition combined with Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

/N MPNF(u(t’))dt’
0

N un (0)] 2y < N7 v

Ly

(V]
/N,l PR
. (I) + (11). (3.4)

+NF!

To estimate (I), we use the Bernstein inequality combined with the dispersive
estimate (23] to get

Nt . /
(I) S/ N3/2 Sln(_t |v|)
0

dt’
V|

L3

Py F(u(t'))

N-1
< / N2\ | Py F(u(t)|| 2 e’
0

S NP F(u()] 54 (3.5)

(1) < /
N-t L5

S [NV P )] e g
< N|[PyF(u(t)

Similarly,
sin(—t'|V])

dt’
V|

Py F(u(t'))

||Lt°°L‘;’/4' (36)

Collecting (B8] and ([B.6]), we have

N un (O)zg Su NI PVE (D) | e

We next estimate the right hand side of this inequality. Decomposing u as
U = U<N/s T UN/S<- <Ny T U>N, =: U1 + U2 + us,
we write
”PNF(U)HLfoLi/‘l 5 ”PN(U?)HLfoLi/‘l + ”‘PN(U‘g)”L;?oLfv/‘L

3 2
+ Z ||PN(u3uiuj)||L?oLi/4 + Z”PN(UQ’LHUZ')HL?OLE/“
i,j=1 i=1
3 2
= (D) + I+ Y ()i +> (IV)s.

i,j=1 i=1

To establish (8.2 it now remains to estimate each of the terms (I), (II), (I1I); ;
and (IV); individually.
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We first remark that (I) = 0, since the support of the Fourier transform of
ugN/S(t)B gives that PN [USN/S(t)B] =0.

To estimate the term (IT), we use Holder’s inequality along with the Sobolev
embedding and Bernstein’s inequality to obtain

(II) SN Z HuNluNzuNs”LtmL;
2N/8<N1<N2<N3<Ng
<N > ||uN1||L;><>LgHUN2||LOOL31 ”“N@}”LmLﬂl
2N/8<N1<N2<N3<No Lo L
SN 3 NS (N1 (N2 N3) 3 (a1 e
2N/8<N1<N2<N3<No
Su 772N Z S(J\/vl)]\]f2
2N/8< Ny <N
N 2
SunNTH N (—) S(Ny). (3.7)
2N/8< Ny <No 1

Turning to the terms (I11), ;, 4,j = 1,2, 3, we note that for each such i and j,
Holder’s inequality followed by the Bernstein and Sobolev inequalities gives

(III)LJ S N1/2||U>N0uiuj||L§°Li0/9
< N1/2||U>No||Lg°Lg lwill oo s 1wl oo s
< NY2NT32.3 .
~Su 0 ||u||L§ng/2
<o NV2N;3/2 (3.8)
We now estimate the terms (IV);, ¢ = 1,2, for which we examine each case
separately. For the term (I'V');, we write

(V)1 S ||u%<~§Nou2g% HLgOL‘;’/“

<y ccngllzgerz > lun: g, [luns || o 10
N1<No< %

5
Su N7 Z Ny [luny Lo e [[Vun, || e 2
N1<No<&

S PN YT NGS(N)N, 2

N1<No <%

Su N Y (%)1/250\11). (3.9)

N <E
On the other hand, to estimate (IV)q, we write
(IV)Q S ||u2%<-§NouS% HL?"L‘ZM

< uwcanolligrzllus <. <ngll oo prors Z lluny Il Lse,
N <&
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SunN T2 Vuy oy lligrz Y Ny luws e
N <&

N
<, m*N! -1
Su’NTH Y (N)S(Nl)- (3.10)
N <&

Putting the estimates B.1)-B.10) together, and observing that Ny < 1, we obtain
B2) as desired.

To obtain B3], we first recall the following discrete version of the Gronwall
inequality from [19)]:

Lemma 3.3. Let v,7,C,n >0 and p € (0,7) be given such that
1 /
n < n min{1 —277,1-277,1— 277},

Then for every bounded sequence {xy} C RY satisfying

k—1
o < C27K 4y 27 l):cl—i—nZQ vkl g,
=0 =k

we have z < (4C + ||z )27PF.

/

Fixing 0 < € < % and using this lemma with v = %, v = %, p<~yandn >0

sufficiently small, we obtain
S(N) Sye N2 3e

as desired (for a detailed description of a similar type of estimate see [19] and
Appendix A of [3]). This completes the proof of Lemma [3.2 O

Having obtained the recurrence formula in Lemma [3.2] we are now ready to
complete the proof of Proposition Bl We begin by recalling that the bound u €
L L5 follows from the a priori bound (u,u;) € L;’O(ng/2 X Hl/z) by the Sobolev

embedding.

Let s € (1,2] and p € (1%3;2;), 45110) pe given. Then, using the Littlewood-

Paley decomposition, Bernstein inequalities, and interpolation, we obtain

_5
lull peere S lunllpzere + > N7V 2uy| o2
N <8Ny N2>8Np
2(r—p r(p—2)
Su Y ||uN||z<;;; ||uN||z<:o;2+ >N
N<8Ny N>8Ny
2(r—p) =2 _s
Su Y (NTVPunllper) o2 lun | Fe + > N
N<8Ny N>8Ny
_2s(r—p) 1_5 r(p—2)
Suld D NTAH (NTES(N)) A
N<8Np
<u 14 Z N~ e N1*_+(% ));Efi:g; (3.11)

N <8Ny
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. _ 20s+4ps—35p+70 _ _ (104+4s5—5p)(4sp+15p—30—20s)
for r > 5 and € > 0. Choosing r = (107 d—5p) € = A(p—2)(30s 1 Ips—Fop1T0)
we obtain

(104+4s—5p)(4sp+15p—30—20s)
llull oo e Su 1+ E N Ip(ds—15p+30+4sp) < 00,
t xz N
N<8No

10(3+2 . 10+45—5p) (4sp+15p—30—20
where we observed that p € (ﬁ, 45110) gives ( +:p(451(1555130£45p) 9 > 0.

For the remaining values of p, the claim now follows by interpolating this bound
with the bound u € L$°L3, which completes the proof of Proposition B.11 ([

3.2. Quantitative L{° L2 decay. We now establish a decay estimate for the L L5
norm of global almost periodic solutions u to (NLW) with inf N (¢) > 1.

More precisely, we obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 3.4. Suppose u: RxR® — R is an almost periodic solution to (NLW)
with infier N(t) > 1,
(u,u;) € LP(HS? x HY?) and we LELY
for some w € (2,3]. Then for every e > 0 there exists C,, > 0 such that for every
R>1,
8(5—w)
12— w

sup/ lu(t, z)|’dr < C,R™ .
teR Jiz—a(t)|>R

Our proof of Proposition B.4lis based on rewriting the solution wu(¢, x) using the
Duhamel formula given by Proposition[I.5l Accordingly, we will need the following
estimate for the long-time portion of the Duhamel formula.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that u : R xR> — R is an almost periodic solution to (NLW)
with (u,ut) € L;;O(Hi/? X H;ﬂ) and infier N(t) > 1. Fiz 4 < p < 12. Then there
exists Cy > 0 such that for every 0 < S < T we have

/T SV )t

4
<C,S? L.
s VI

L

Proof. Let 0 < S < T be given. By an application of Minkowski’s inequality
followed by the dispersive estimate (2.1]), we write

T - T .
sin(—t|V]) sin(—t|V])
VY pruar]| < / sin(—t[V])

/s V| s V|
g —2(1-2) 9_6
S t P IVIT P F(u) oo pp/-ndt
s o la

T 4
< / (t)» ~2dt
S

<58

dt
Lg

F(u(t))

LE

where we have used interpolation to obtain

2-8 < 2 2-8
V| pF(u)HLfoLg/(pmNHuHLtng%IIIVI PUIIL?OL}_;%)
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3 4p—3
= T Y
1

~U -

where we have noted that u € L{°L3 as a consequence of Proposition B.11 0

With this lemma in hand, we now are now ready to prove the quantitative decay
result on the L°L5 norm, Proposition (.41

Proof of Proposition [3.4] We argue as in the proof of Proposition 6.1 in [I9], and
begin by noting that by the space and time translation symmetries, we may assume
without loss of generality that ¢ = 0 and z(0) = 0. Let € > 0 be given, fix § > 0 to
be determined, and define

D PR
fla) = [ TSP, o) = [ TGP )i

Note that by using the no-waste Duhamel formula, followed by Holder’s inequal-
ity, Young’s inequality and Lemma with p = 12, we obtain the bound

/ |u(0, x)|° dx
|z|>R

12(5—w) Tw
- / )+ 9@ 0,0 7 o

12(5—w) T 12(5—w) o
S [ @ 00| + o) 0,0 P ds
|z|>R

12(5—w) 7w
12— w 12—w
Su llfllpz™ u(0)]l pw
_5(2-w) (12—w)
te TG / |g(x)|5dx + 65 oo / |u(0, $)|5d$
|z|>R |z|>R

_ 8(5—w)

Su (OR)” 27w

5(12—w) 5(12—w)

s BES [ b+ SE [ )P
|z|>R |22 R

for € > 0. Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small (depending on the implicit constant),
this yields

8(

_8(B-w)
/ O S GRY ol (3.12)

On the other hand, from the finite speed of propagation for the linear wave
equation followed by the Sobolev embedding, we obtain

‘/O(;R Sin(_tllvl)F(u(t/))dt/

lgllLs(zi=r) S

V| L2 (e 2 R)
SR . /
< / SV (1) ()
: v L
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/53 sin(t'|V)
0

N [F(u(t')xq(x))ldt’

(3.13)

~

32
for any Q C R® with {z : |z| > R — R} C Q, where xq is a smooth approximation
to the characteristic function of €2.

We now recall that since z(0) = 0, the bound (23)) gives the existence of C' > 0
such that

lz(t)| < |t|+ C <R+ C (3.14)
for ¢ € [0,0R]. We may therefore take Q = {z : |x — z(t)| > R — 20R — C}.

Substituting [BI4)) into (BI3) and applying the inhomogeneous Strichartz esti-
mate (backwards in time, applied to the solution of (NLW) with Cauchy data (0,0)
at to = OR), we obtain

BI3) < VP Fu)xe@)l 20 5500,
N ”u(t)XQ(x)||L;?°([0,5R];Lg)||u(t)XQ(;E)||L§L;o|||V|5/4u(t)xg(;v)||LfOLio/g
< B(R/2)'®u(t)xa (@) 2 piollu(t)xe (@)l o /2, (3.15)

provided that R is sufficiently large and J sufficiently small, where

B(R) := sup/ lu(t, z)|>dx.
teR Jjz—a(t)| >R

Fix n > 0 to be determined. Using the finite speed of propagation, we may now
choose Ry = Ry(n,w) > 0 such that if @ C {z : |z] > Ro}, then
[u(®)xallLz 1o + () Xall oo garz <1,
which in conjunction with [B.I5]) gives
||g||Lg(\m\2R) = 772B(R/2)1/5 (3-16)
for R > Ry.

Combining (3.12) with [B.I6]), we obtain

/| o0 2)Pdz Su (OR)™ 75 4 0 B(R/2).

Applying the space and time translation symmetries,
B(R) < CL(0R)™ 55 +0'°CLB(R/2)
for each n > 0 and every R > Roy(n,u).
On the other hand, by the a priori bound (u,u;) € L;;>°(H§/2 X Him) we have
B(R) < 1forall R < Ry(n,u). Invoking an induction argument and choosing 7 > 0

sufficiently small (to prevent the constants from blowing up in the induction), we

obtain
8(5—w)

B(R) < Cy R 17w
for all R as desired. O
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4. BOUNDS OF ENERGY-FLUX TYPE AND SUBLUMINALITY

In this section, our main goal is to establish an improvement upon the classical
finite speed of propagation for (NLW) known as subluminality, which states that for
the soliton-like and low-to-high frequency cascade solutions, the centering function
x(t) in the definition of almost periodicity travels strictly slower than the propaga-
tion speed of the equation; this is the content of Theorem The main tools we
will use to establish this property are a frequency localized form of the energy-flux
bound, which will be established in Lemma [£.3] and a frequency localized version
of the concentration of potential energy, Lemma [£.4]

We begin by recalling a form of the standard energy flux bound in the R® setting
(see, for instance [19], [29]).

Lemma 4.1 (Energy-flux inequality). For every solution u to (NLW) with (u,u;) €
Lee(T; o2 x H;/Q), there exists Cy, > 0 such that we have

/ / lu(t, z)|*dS(z)dt < C, sup |t|. (4.1)
Io J|z—y|=t|

tely

for every Iy C I and y € R®.

The subluminality property obtained in [I9] makes essential use of the fact that
the right hand side of the energy-flux inequality grows sublinearly in |¢| in dimension
d = 3, which is no longer the case in our setting. To overcome this, we localize the
estimate in frequency.

In the frequency localized setting, the analogue of the energy flux bound must
take into account the fact that u>y satisfies

(%tuzN - AUZN + PZN[’U,g] =0, (42)

in place of (NLW). In view of this, the first bound we obtain below includes an
additional term over the classical case. This additional term is then removed from
the localized energy flux inequality in Lemma below by using the time reversal
symmetry of (NLW). In particular, our first bound is contained in the following
lemma:

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that u : I x R> — R is a solution to (NLW) with (u,u;) €

Lge(1; mY? x H;/Q). Then there exists C,, > 0 such that for every dyadic N > 0,
one has

/ / Pon[ult, z)*Jus n (t, ©)dS (z)dt
Iy J|z—y|=|t|
+/ / atPZN[U(ta95)3]U2N(t,x)dxdt <O ,N~!
Io J|z—y|<]t]

for every Iy C I and for y € R°.

Proof. In the following argument, we assume that u is smooth with compact support
(so that integration by parts is justified); we note that this assumption can be
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removed by standard approximation arguments. Fix N > 0 and define

1 1
Elt) = / =|Ou>n (¢, :C)|2 + §|VuZN(t,x)|2 + P>y u(t, $)3]UZN(t, x)dx.
|

o—y|<|t] 2

Differentiating in time followed by integration by parts gives

€

1 1
E(t) = / {§|3tU>N(t7$)|2 + §|VU2N(@ 2)|* + Psnlu(t, z)*|usn(t, )
|z—y|=t

+ Vus N (t,2)dus (¢, ) - Iz - §| dS(x)
+ /zy<t| [BtuZN(t,x)BttuzN(t,x) + [~ Ausn(t,2)|0usn(t, x)
+ [0 Psn[u(t, 2)*]Jusn(t, 2) + Psnu(t, 2)*0pusn(t, z) | do

In view of ([@2]), we obtain

d€ 1 1
E(t) = / [§|5tuzzv(fa z)]” + §|VU2N(fa ) + Pon[u(t, z)*|usn(t, x)
|z—y|=|t|

+ Vuzn(t, 2)0ruzn(t, x) - |;C — z| ds(z)

0, Ps n[ult, z)3us n (t, 2)da
+/lmy|<|t >n[ult, 2) usn(t 2)
3
> /zy_|t Pon[u(t, z)*lusn(t, )dS (2)
0, Ps ult, )3 us n (t, 2)da,
+‘/|I—y|§|t > [u(t, 2)Jusn (L, @)

Integrating the above estimate in time on Iy CC I and invoking the Fundamental
Theorem of Calculus, we then obtain

/I / ‘:MPzN[u(t’I)B]UZN(t;I)dS(I)dt

+/ / P> nu(t,z)*lusn(t, x)drdt < sup |E()].
Io Jz—y|<[t| tel

where to bound the right hand side, we use the Bernstein inequalities, followed by
Holder and the Sobolev embedding to obtain

E(t) S N7 (u, )| + N7 Pon(u(t,2)’]

Su N7

s/3]|Vusn(t,x)]| ;572

(R H2/ 2 x HY/?) s [

for every t € I, which gives the desired estimate, completing the proof of Lemma
4.2 ([l

As mentioned above, we may now use the time-reversal symmetry to remove the
additional term from the estimate in Lemma More precisely, we obtain the
following
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Lemma 4.3 (Frequency localized energy-flux bound). Suppose that u : [ x R® — R
is a solution to (NLW) with (u,u¢) € L°(I; H3*? XH;/Q). Then there ezists Cy, > 0
such that for every dyadic N > 0 and every x € R®, we have

//| o u(t,y)?Jusn(t,y)dS(z)dt < C,N~*

Proof. Fix N > 0 and x € R®. Recall that Lemma .2 gives

/1/ = m > wlu(t, 2)*Tuz (£, 2)dS (@) dt
+/IO /m i Ps n[3u(t, 2)*us(t, z)|Jus N (t, ) dxdt < C,N ™! (4.3)

for fixed Iy CC 1.

On the other hand, applying Lemma [£2 to @(t, z) = u(—t,x), we obtain

// yl= It\ > nlat o) Jas N (t, ¢)dS (o) dt
/ / > N [3a(t, 2) i (t, @) s N (, @) dedt < C N1
o z— y|<|t\

for any IO C —I ={-teR:tell} Inparticular, taking I = —Iy and observing
that a.(—t, ) = —u(t,z), we obtain

i Pl e S
— / / PzN[?)u(t,x)2ut(t,x)]uZN(t, ZC)d,Tdt < CuN_l, (44)
Io J|z—y|<|t|

Combining (£3)) and @) and taking Iy — I gives the desired estimate. O

In order to invoke the frequency localized energy flux bound, Lemma [£3] in the
argument for subluminality, we must adapt the bound on concentration of potential
energy to account for the frequency localization.

Towards this end, in the remainder of this section, we let  : R x R®> — R be an
almost periodic solution to (NLW) satisfying (u,u;) € L;’O(IR;HIW2 X H;ﬂ) such
that inf N(¢) > 1

Recall that (see, e.g. [19], [3]) there exists C,, > 0 such that for every k > 1,

// lu(t, z)|*dedt > C, [ N(t)"'dt. (4.5)
Io J|z—a(t)|<C/N(t) Io

As we noted earlier, we will need a frequency localized form of this bound. More
precisely,

Lemma 4.4 (Frequency localized potential energy concentration). Letu : RxR5 —
R be an almost periodic solution to (NLW) satisfying (u,u:) € L (R; 3% x ;/2)
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such that inf N(t) > 1. Then there exists No > 0 and C,, > 0 such that for all
N < Ny and k > 1,

// lussn (t, ) [*dxdt > C, [ N(t)"'dt. (4.6)
Io J]z—a(t)|<C/N(t) Io

Before proceeding with the proof, we recall a consequence of almost periodicity

which will aid in estimating the error terms resulting from the frequency localization
of the potential energy.

More precisely, let u be a solution given as in LemmalZ4l Then, by the definition
of almost periodicity along with the property inf;c(g ) N(t) > 1, we have

Jim | fusnl e gore + 1Pt e ia | = 0. (4.7)

Proof of Lemma[{.4} Fix N > 0. Applying (£3) to v > 8N, we obtain
1/4
/ / |UZ8N(tu {E)|4d$dt
Io J|z—z(t)|<C/N(t)

1/4
// lu(t, z)|*dxdt — // lucsn (t, )| dedt
Io J|z—a(t)|<C/N(t) Io J|z—z()|<C/N(t)

1/4
>.Cy | N@t) tdt — U/ |u<8N(t,x)|4dxdt] . (4.8)
I Iy J]z—2(t)|<C/N(t)

It therefore suffices to estimate the space-time norm appearing in ({.8]). For this,
we fix € (0,1) to be determined later in the argument, and use Holder’s inequality
followed by the decomposition u = u. /s + u>sn to obtain

C
// |u<8N(t,:E)|4d;vdt§/ O ucen(t, 2) |1 ndt
Io J|z—a(t)|<C/N(t) 1, N(t) @

Sun [ N(t)'dt, (4.9)
Io

1/4
>

where we have used ({1 to obtain the second inequality.

Substituting ([@9) into ([A3]), we then have,
/ / lussn (t,2)|*dadt > (Cu —nC") | N() .
Io J]z—x()|<C/N(t) To

Choosing 1 small enough so that nC!, < C,,/2 yields the bound (ZH). O

Having obtained the frequency localized energy flux bound and potential energy
concentration, we now turn to the proof of Theorem[4.6l For this purpose, we recall
the following lemma from [19], which states that the function x(¢) can be chosen to
have a certain centering property and establishes a first relationship between the
speed of z(t) and the frequency scale function N(t).
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Lemma 4.5. [19] Suppose that u : R x R — R is an almost periodic solution to
(NLW) satisfying (u,u;) € L (R; 32 % Him) such that inf N(t) > 1.

Then there exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that x(t) can be chosen to satisfy

1
i, [ IV 2u(t, 2) 2 + (V[ 2u,(t, @) Pdo > ~.
(z—x(t))>0 C

weS? w U

Moreover, there exists ¢ = ¢, € (0,1) such that for all 71,72 € R satisfying
N(m) < N(r2), we have

|£L‘(T1)—$(T2)| > |T1—T2|—CN(T1)71 = N(Tl)ZCQN(TQ).

The arguments used to obtain the claims in Lemma follow from the small
data theory and the finite speed of propagation; in particular the discussion of
Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.4 in [19] applies equally well to the current setting.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section,

Theorem 4.6 (Subluminality). Suppose that u : R x R — R is an almost periodic
solution to (NLW) satisfying (u,u;) € Lg( 73/ xHi/z) and such that infier N (t) >

1. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that for every t,7 € R with |t — 7| > 61, we have
(t) —2(r)] < (1 =)t — 7],

Proof. As in [19], we note that it suffices to show the following claim: there exists
A > 1 such that for every ¢ty € R there exists t € [to,to + AN (to) '] such that

lz(t) — x(to)] < |t —to] — A" N (o)™t (4.10)

Suppose to the contrary that (AI0) failed. Then for every A > 0 there exists
to = to(A) € R such that

le(t) — 2(to)| > |t — to] — A" N (tg)~! (4.11)
on [to,fo + AN(tQ)_l].

Let ¢ be as in Lemma L5, fix A > ¢7!, and choose ¢y as in {@II). As a first
step, we show

AN (tg) < N(t) < ¢ 2N(ty) for t € [to,to+ AN(to)™ . (4.12)

To obtain ([#IZ), suppose first that ¢ € [to, to+ AN (to) 1] satisfies N () < N(to).
By (@II), we then have the inequality |z(t) — z(to)| > |t — to| — eN(to)™* >
[t —to] — eN(t)~1, so that Lemma F5 (ii) implies ¢ N (tg) < N(t). Moreover, the
bound N(t) < ¢ 2N(ty) follows trivially from ¢ < 1, verifying (Z12)) in this case.
On the other hand, when N(t) > N(ty), the bound ¢®>N(to) < N(t) is immediate,
and observing that (ZII) implies |z(t) — z(to)| > |t — to| — c¢N(to) ™!, we invoke
Lemma 5] (ii) again to obtain N(¢) < ¢ 2N (ty) as desired. Thus, (@I2) holds.

Having obtained (£I2), we now continue towards obtaining the desired contra-
diction to prove the theorem. Note that by space and time translation symmetries



24 AYNUR BULUT

it suffices to assume to = 0 and z(tg) = 0. We will obtain the desired contradiction
by obtaining incompatible lower and upper bounds on

AN(0)
/ / |’U,28N(t,$)|4d$dt. (413)
BN(0)=" J|z|-t|<BN(0)~*

for a suitable value of 8 > 0 to be chosen later in the argument.

We first obtain the lower bound on (£13]). Toward this end, we first obtain the
set inclusion

{z:]z—2(t) < C/N@®)} C{z: ||| —t| <BN(0)"'}. (4.14)

To show ([{I4]), we note that for to = 0 and z(tg) = 0, (£I1]) becomes
lz(t)] > [t| — AT'N(0)"' > [t| —eN(0)™" for 0<t<AN(0)"!
On the other hand, (23) and (ZI12) imply
()] < [t} + C(N@) ™+ N(0)") < |t + CN(0)™
and we therefore conclude that for all ¢t € [0, AN (0)~1],
|z(t)] — | Su N(0)" (4.15)
We now use ([{I5) to observe that the 1nequahty |z — z(t)] < C/N(t) gives
ol = ] = |[a] = la(®)| + |Ia(®)] — ¢
< |;v—9c |+\|x |—t]
<y N@t)" '+ N(0)™?

~U

Su (c24+1)N(0)

~U

where the implied constant is independent of A. We may therefore conclude (£.14)
when £ is chosen sufficiently large (independent of A). Then, invoking Lemma 4]
we obtain

AN(0)~?!
am=[ fussw (¢, )| dadt
BN(0)~1 J]z—=z(t)|<C/N(t)

AN(0)~?!
> / N(t) Lt 2o A(A - B)N(0)~2. (4.16)
B

N(0)~?
which establishes the desired lower bound on (£13),

We now establish the upper bound on [@I3]). Using Lemma followed by the
change of variables z = # — y in the x variable, Fubini’s theorem, and the change
of variables y' = z + y in the y variable to obtain

28N (0)7' PN

AN(0)~?!
/ / [ Peslutta)lusn (b )i @)y
ly|<28N(0)~1 /AN (0)~1  J]z—y|=t

AN(©)!
/ / / P>N[u(t,y’)B]U>N(t,y’)dy’dS(z)dt
N~ J|z|=t S|y —z|<28N(0)-1 B
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AN(0)~*
< /ﬁN (0)-1 / t/ I—2|<2BN(0)1 fuzew (t, )| dydS (=)d
— (I) = (IT) = (I11), (417

where we have set

AN(0)~?!
(1) := / / / ussn(t,y') un<.<sn(t,y')dy'dS(2)dt]
BN(0)=  Jlz|=t J|y'—2|<2BN(0)~1

)

AN(0)~?!
(II) = / / / PZN[Ung’U,<8N’u]’U,ZN(f,y/)dy/dS(Z)dt
B lzl=t /|y’ —2|<2BN(0)~*

N(0)—1

and
AN(0)~!

(111) = / / / Ponlud gy lusn(t,y')dy'dS (2)dt|.
BNt Jiz)=t S|y —z|<28N(0)1

We remark that to obtain the last inequality in (@IT), we have used the identity

Ponullusn = Pon[udgy + 3ussyucsnu + ulgy](un<.<sn + ussn).

We now estimate the terms (I)-(I11) in (II7) individually. We begin with the
first such term and use the estimate

/ Xtz ()SE) S BN

for t € [BN(0)71, < AN( )~1], followed by Holder’s inequality, to obtain

AN(0)~™
(1) < /5 / fussn () Plun<.<an(t, )]

N(0)~?

. (/ - X{z:ly/z|<2ﬁN(0)1}(2)dS(2)> dy’dt
SBNO) (A= B)N(0)” ]||u>8N||LwL

SalBNO) A - BN O, (4.18)

for N sufficiently small depending on 7, where we have used ([7) and BI) to
obtain the last inequality.

15/4 ||UN< <8N||L°°L5

The second and third terms are estimated similarly. In particular using the above
argument combined with the LP boundedness of the Littlewood-Paley projection,
we have

AN(©)™*
(I1) 5 [ﬂN(O)’l]‘l/ | Pon[uzsnucsnul(t,y)] - luxn(t,y)|dy'dt
BN(0)~* JRS

S BNO) A= BIN(O) llucsnll g e llulc s
S lBN©O) (A = BN, (4.19)

10/8]|u> Nl Leers

and
AN(0)~?!

D N7 [Pt o)z 6
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S BNO) A = BIN(O) llu<snlly o pissallusnlliserg

S lBNO) (A = BHNO) 7. (4.20)

Combining (£17) with [@I8)-(@20), we obtain

AN(0)~1
/ / / lussn (t,y)|*dy'dS(z)dt
BN(0)=1  J|z|=t J]|y'—2|<2B8N(0)~1

S 2BNO) PN+ [BN(0) (A - B)N(0) 7).
We now observe that the inequality
[, vz ()dS(:) 2 BN

for t > BAN(0)~! and v/ € {||y/| —t| < BN(0)~1} gives
@I3) <2°BN(0) "N~ +n(A—-B)N(0)~". (4.21)
Combining the upper and lower bounds (£21)) and (I6) for (£I3), we then have
(A= B)N(0)™" Su 22BN (0)7'N™! +n(A = B)N(0)~.
for N sufficiently small depending on 7. Choosing 7 sufficiently, small, we obtain
(A= B)N(0)" <u 2°BN(0)"'N !

for N sufficiently small. Letting A — oo gives the desired contradiction, and
completes the proof of Theorem O

5. IMPROVED DECAY PROPERTIES

The main goal of this section is to complete the proof of the following theorem,
which states that the soliton-like and low-to-high frequency cascade solutions have
finite energy.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that u : R x R® — R is an almost periodic solution to
(NLW) with (u,us) € L (R HY'? x HY?) and

inf N(t) > 1.

tel

Then (u,ut) € L{°(R; H; x L2) and, moreover, there exist 3 > 0 and Ny > 0 such
that

= 2(t))? Py, Vull 12 + (& = o(8))? Peyuell ez < .

Theorem [B.1] will be proved by establishing a slight improvement of the decay
properties of u, in which bounds of the form (u,u;) € L{°(HS x H:~') are shown
to imply (u,u;) € L{°(HS™¢ x HS~17¢) for € > 0 sufficiently small (see Lemma
below). Theorem BTl is then proven by an iterative application of Lemma [5.2]
starting with the a priori bound (u,u;) € L (HSe x Hze~').

More precisely, we obtain
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that u: R x R® — R is a global almost periodic solution to
(NLW) with (u,us) € L (R; HY'? x HY'?) and

i >
irg N(t) > 1.

Then there exist constants ey, 5 > 0 and a dyadic number N1 > 0 such that for
any s € (1, 3], the condition
(u,uy) € L®(R; HS x HS™Y)
implies
@~ 2(0))° Pe, [V “ull 2 + e — 2(0)) Pa, [Vt oz < 00 (5.1)
for every 0 < € < ¢g satisfying s —e > 1.
In particular, this allows us to conclude
() € L (R; F3~¢ x 13717°) (5.2)

for any such e.

Proof. As in [19], we begin by observing that to prove the claim it suffices to obtain
an estimate of the form

| P<ny [V*u(0)]| L2(82) + 1P<ny VI ue(0)] L2 () Su RTP (5.3)
for some 3 > 0 and all balls B = {z : |z — z¢| < R} with z¢ € R® and |z¢| = 3R.

Indeed, using the time and space translation symmetries to reduce the desired
estimate () to the case t = 0, z(0) = 0, a covering argument by Whitney balls
(that is, balls of the form Bpg) shows that (5] follows from (G3).

To see that (52) follows from (B)), fix € € (0, s — 1]. Decomposing the solution
into low and high frequencies, and using Bernstein’s inequality, we obtain

IV~ ull peer2 + 11V ™ uell oo 2
<V~ Pen,ullpeors + 11V 0 Penyull Lo 12

+ D VI unllzere + VI Orun | g2

N>N;
SIVF~Penullpzere + IV 0Pyl oz + Y N2
N>N;
S VI Panyullpeorz + |||V|S_1_€3tP§N1U||L§°L§ +1, (5.4)

where to obtain the second inequality we have used the a priori bound (u,u;) €
Le(H2? x HY?).
Thus, in order to obtain (B.I]) and (&.2)), it suffices to show (E.3).

Recallling the definition of 6 in ([2.0]), we now choose 0 < 1 < 2 such that 6(&) > %
for all |¢] <7, and a dyadic number N; such that Ny < 2. Let ¢r be given by

r — X

or(w) =¢( 7 ),
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and note that Ny < 2 gives supp P/S—]\:f C {€: €] <} for f € L?, and thus
[1P<n, fllzz < 10GV) P, flL2-
Using the Duhamel formula of Proposition forward and backward in time,
we obtain
| P<nv, V"~ u(0)|| 2 () + [1P<nvy VIS u(0) || 22 (51
SN0GY) P VI~ u(0)l[72 5,y + 10GV) Pen, [V 00u(0) 72 5,

> SID(_t|V|) . s—1l—e
5—< / V9 91 P P(ute)i

0 i
. /_Oo VW@@V”VP1EP<N1F(U(7'))dT>

([ ot DO P, Flutt)

— 0o

0
gbR/ cos(—T|V|)9(iV)|V|S1€P<N1F(u(r))dr> (5.5)

In order to obtain bounds for the space-time integrals in (&.3]), following [19], we
now define the cutoff functions pg, ogr, pr and og.

Lemma 5.3 (Specification of the cutoffs). There exists Ry > 1 such that for every

R > Rq there exist cutoff functions pr,or and pr,or € C°(R x R>;[0,1]) such
that

(i) for all (t,z) € R x supp ¢r,

winﬂVP_l_engF(u(t))
= %9@@@(@ )|V Pan, F(u(t))

and
cos(—t|V)0(iV)|V|*~ = Pey, F(u(t))
= cos(—t|V)0(iV)pr(t, )|V|* '~ Pen, F(u(t)),
(ii) for all (t,x) € {(t,z) : t < & ort> LR},
or(t,z) =1,
(ili) there exists Cy > 0 such that for all t € R and ¢ as in Theorem [{.0]
dist (supp pror(t),supp (1 — pror(t))) = Ci(|t| + R)
and
dist (2(t),supp (drpr(t))) > Ci(|t| + R),

(iv) there exists Co > 0 such that

IVVProR|L3ors < Coy  and  ||[V[pr(1 — opr)]l|lLers < Co,
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(v) there exists C3 > 0 such that for all T < 0 < t and z,y € R® with
(ta I)a (Ta y) € supp (1 - UR);
[t + |7l + ]zl + |yl < CsR and |t — 7] = |z —y| > C3R.

Proof. Fix Ry > 1 to be determined later in the argument, and let R > Ry be
given. Recall that o € R® is an arbitrary point satisfying |zo| = 3R.

We begin by choosing pr such that pr(t,z) =1 on {(t,2) € R x R® : ||z — z¢| —
t|]] < R} and

6
supp pr C {(t2) : (1= go)lt] = £ R < |2 = @] < (1+ )l + SR},
along with the condition that for each multi-index o = (a1, -+, a5), there exists
C,, > 0 such that
102 pr| < Ca(lt] + R)I.

Similarly, we choose o such that o = 1on {(t,z) : |t| € (o0, £)U(L2R, 00) or |z—
z(t)| > g(|t| + R)} and
supp o C {(t,z) : [t| € (00, E) U (LR, 00) or |z — z(t)| > & ([t| + R)}
along with the derivative bound
050 r| +107 (1 —or)| < Ca(lt] + R)~
for each multi-index «.
Next, we choose pr such that pgr = 1on {(¢,) : dist (z, {z : x € supp , pr(t,2)}) <
R+ %|t|}7 where supp , denotes the support in z, and
supp pr C {(t,2) : (1 = fu)lt] = 5B < |o — w0l < (1 + {5)It] + 5 R}
along with the derivative bound
107 pr| < Ca(lt] + R) 71! (56)
for each multi-index «.
To finish the construction, we now specify 6. In particular, we choose 6 such
that 6r = 1 on {(,z) : dist (2,supp , or(t)) < &(|t| + R)} and
supp , Gr(t) C {z : |o — (1) > 55 (|t| + R)}

for each ¢t € [£, 10 R], as well as the derivative bounds

27 4
1026 R| < Callt] + R)~1 (5.7)

for each multi-index «.

The properties (i)-(v) are now easily verified: noting that supp 6 C {z : |z;| <
4,9 =1,---,5}, (i) follows from the representations (2. and (22) for the linear
propagator (in particular, this is a formulation of Huygens’ principle). Properties
(ii) and (iii) then follow directly from the construction, while (iv) follows from the
derivative bounds given in the construction of each function, after a suitable change
of variables.
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To conclude (v), we note supp (1 —og) C {(t,z) : |t| € [&, 2 R]}, and thus there
exists C' > 0 such that |t| + |7] < CR for (¢,z),(7,y) € supp (1 — or). The finite
speed of propagation in the form of Lemma 2] then implies

[2(8)] < J(t) —2(0)] + |2(0)| <[t + [=(0)] + C.
for all ¢ € R, and thus for all (¢,z) € supp (1 — or) we have
2] < |z —2(t)] +|a(t)] < 2(t| + R) +[t| + C < CR

for some C > 0, where we have used the facts R > 1 and og = 1 on {(¢,z) :
|z —2(t)] > £(|t| + R)}. We therefore conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that
for all (¢, ), (T y) € supp (1 — oRr),

[t + [7] + [«] + [yl <CR

which is the first component of (v).

To see that the second component holds, we fix Ry > max{1,6~'} and apply
Theorem to obtain

[t =7 = lo—y[ =0t =7 = |z — 2(t)] — |=(r) —y|
25
2 ?Ru
where we observe that (¢, ), (1,y) € supp (1 —og) with 7 < 0 < ¢ gives the bounds
t—7] >R, |z —a(t) < 2(t+ R) and |y — 2(7)| < ¢(—7 + R).

This completes the proof of Lemma O

Having specified the cutoffs, we now use these functions to decompose the spatial
integration given by the inner product in (&1]), obtaining

s v oi0pn(t T Pe Fu(o),

0 in(—7
on [ v 060pon(t.0) 91 Per Fu(r)

— ([ cos(—TNOV (0, 0) T1 7 P, F(ul0),
0

0
on / cos(=7|V)O(V)pr(t,2)[V|*~1 = Pey, F(u(r)))

= —(AT,0rAT) — (A, 0rAy) — (A7, 0rAL) — (A7, drAy)
— (B, ¢rBy) — (B, ¢rB;) — (B3, 0rBy ) — (B3, ¢r By )
<NAT N2 lAT ez + AT 22 1AZ ez + 11 AT (2 (| AT [l 22
+ 1B ez IB7 Iz + 1By 122185 12 + 1B (| 2211 By Il
+ (A3, 0rAS )| + [(BS , ¢r By )| (5.8)

where we have set

0= [T pnt a)ant, o) VI P, Flu(t)ar

a7 = [ VD069 0 )t VI P, ()



THE DEFOCUSING ENERGY-SUPERCRITICAL CUBIC NLW IN DIMENSION FIVE 31

Afa) = [ h v%ow)pm D)1 — ot 2)| V] Pey, F(u(t))dt,

0 in(—7
A= [ VI (r,0)(1 = ot ) 91 Pen Flu(r))ar

as well as

Bff (z) := /000 cos(—t|V)0(iV)pr(t, z)or(t, z)|V|*~ '~ Py, F(u(t))dt,
0
B (x) = /_ cos(—| V)OIV ) pr (7, 2)om(7, )|V~ Pey, F(u(r)dr,
B () := /000 cos(—t|VO(iV)pr(t,z)(1 — or(t,z))|V* ' Py, F(u(t))dt,

0
B; (x) := / cos(—7|V)0(iV)pr(T,z)(1 — og(T, :E))|V|S_1_€P§N1F(u(7'))d7'.

— 00

The remainder of the proof of Lemma now consists of estimating the norms
and inner products appearing in (5.8). We accomplish this in the following three
propositions.

Proposition 5.4. We have
max{[| A} || 2, [|A7 |2, I B 2 1By N2} S R7V27P

for every B < ﬁ, provided that € > 0 is sufficiently small.

Proof. We argue as in [19]. We show the estimate for ||Af||Li and remark that the
other estimates are similar. Using the inhomogeneous Strichartz inequality and the
fractional product rule followed by Holder’s inequality, we obtain

AT |2

) T in(—t|V|), . 5
< lim H | e i) ot )71 F P, Fu(o)at

%

S [V lortt 2yt o) 91~ Pey, F(u(t))] |

L2LY3 (RxR5)

<\ [VIpror]]IVIF ™ T~ Pen, Fu(t))

L2ry/?
+ ||PR0'RV|V|57275P<N1F(U(t))||LgLi/s

N

V] 1/2 1/2

1/2_1/2(s— 53—
pio 3201?1914 Pa, F(u(®)] 3 2010

]HLOo )
1/2_1/2 o s—1—c
+lpY / /|v| P<N1F(u(t))||L§Li/3 (5.9)

Observing the identity F(z) = F(prorz) + (1 — pr’°0r’)F(z), we obtain
B _¢ -
IAT Nz S llox *o *IV 1"~ 4~ Pen, F(pRoRu()l] 3 2010 (5.10)
+ ” }%/20'}1%/2|V|5_%_6P<N1(1 — pR O'R )F(u(t))HLfLio/n (511)
4 ||p}%/20_11%/2v|v|8——_5P<N1F( RURU( ))”LfLi/g (512)
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1/2 1/2

+ o 2o VIV Pan, (1= pRP0R® ) F(u(®)] 2 paa (5.13)

lyass

The rest of the proof of Proposition[5.4lis devoted to estimating the terms (G.10)-
EI3). To estimate (BI0) and (BI2)), we perform a dyadic decomposition in time.
The advantage of this decomposition arises out of the following lemma, which allows
us to obtain uniform bounds on a localized Strichartz norm of the solution wu.

Lemma 5.5. There exists Rg > 0 and C > 0 such that
IV (Grome) |l arze < C

for every R > Ry and I C R of the form I = [-2R, L2R] or I = [T, 2T with
T>2YR

We remark that Lemmal[5.5]is obtained as in Lemma 7.2 of [I9] with an additional
derivative which is accounted for by choosing the space-time norm in accordance
with the Strichartz inequality. The proof is based on the small data global theory,
finite speed of propagation, and the subluminality result, Theorem 6] after ob-
serving that V is a local operator and therefore behaves well with respect to the
finite speed of propagation.

With Lemma [55 in hand, we return to the task of estimating (5.10) and (G12]).
We set Ty = 0, Tj = 22R2771, j > 1 and use Lemma5.3 (v) along with the Sobolev
inequality and the decomposition

PrORU(t) = P<gn, (PrORU(L)) + P>sn, (PRORU(1))
to obtain
EI10) + EI12)

Ll
5 Z||P<N1 |V|S 4F(pRURu(t))”L%(]j;L‘;/?’)
j=0

oo

s—e—1 ~ ~
30 (V1 Peam, (G
=0

+ IV =3 [Pesn, (ProRu(t))] [Posn, (PRORU()]PRORU L2 1, 179

S*é*l -~ g
+ ||P<N1|V| 4 [PZSNl (pRO'RU(t))]B||L§(]j;Li/3)

(I)j+(II)j (5.14)

I
s

Il
=]

J

with I; = [T, T}+1], where we have used the support of the Fourier transform to
conclude that the third term is zero. In the interest of simplifying notation for the
rest of the proof, all L} norms in the subsequent argument will be on the interval
1;.

To bound (I);, we consider two cases: s > 2 and s < 5. If s > 2 we use
the Holder inequality in time followed by the fractional product rule, interpolation,

I), Proposition Bl Proposition B4l and the Bernstein inequalities (provided
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€ < 1L5) to obtain

(D); S @R[V~ % [Pesn, (Fromu(®)] || 772 175
< (2'R)11 i | P<sn, (0rORU(t ))||1Lg°2/Ll£0|

IV~ Pass (romu() 55 1175 Pesw, (Fromu(®)] /]

1/100
| Pesn, (romu())| 0

Lgo LLP00/661
S [R(1+ 27)] 757366 (37 708) (8N )* =<5 (8Ny) 70~
9o ru O IV reru)
Sy [R(L+29)] 7190 ||V |* (romu(®) I/ .
S [ROLA+ 2779 [V ] u(t) | 1
Sun, [R(L+27)]7 75, (5.15)

where to obtain the fourth inequality we use R > 1, Lemma and the Sobolev
embedding. Moreover, in obtaining the second to last inequality, we invoke the
fractional product rule, Sobolev embedding and the bounds (5.6]) and (&.7)) to obtain
the estimate

[IVI*(proRu®)l o2 S V1P (0ROR)|| Ler? u®l . 2%
oLy
+ [1(oroR) | Lg=, IV u®) || g 2
S IV u@)l e rs- (5.16)
It now remains to consider the case s < %. Towards this end, fixing w €

10(342 . - . . L
( 1(5:4;) ,5], we proceed in a similar manner as above: using Holder in time, fol-

lowed by the fractional product rule, interpolation, Proposition B.I, Proposition
B4 B1), and the Bernstein and Sobolev inequalities, we obtain

T E o
(I); < (27R)=0=57 |[|V]*~74 [P<gy, (RERUD) | p1os pars

. 3(3—2s) . ~ ~
S (27 R)20555) || Pegn, (proru(t)) | s | P<sn, (Promu(t)) | o 1y
1 L . el L 204-3)
NIV Pas, (e | 5 5 V1% Pesiv, (dromu(d)]] 1 %

3(3—2s) 8(5—w) 2(4— 35)(%,€,i)
o2

(QJR) 2(11—6s) +%(* 5(12—w) ) (8]\71) 11—6s

el - To6s el - . Uim8)
VI3 Pesn (ProruO) 3 o VI3 Pesn (ProRu®) | 720
] o I
Nu N (2] R) 22(121 2655))+% 758((£52113))
2(4—3s)
AV (ProRu®) ™ = ||V]* (prorult D pe 1z
2(4—3s)

<umt (QJR)Q% iﬁ)ﬂ”( So—y) 11V]*u ())||L1;LG;

Suny [R(1+29)] 77600, (5.17)
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for e < 150, where we have set
=60 — __1500(4—=3s)
01 = sriasm1e. and 02 = 5555901914500
. 10(3+2
chosen w sufficiently close to %, and recalled that we have R > 1. We remark

that in order to apply Bernstein in the third inequality, we have observed o2 > 5=

when € < 150 and s < . We also note that to obtain the fifth inequality, we used
Lemma [5.5] and (IB]EI)

It now remains to estimate the term (II);. For this, we use Hélder in time and
space, followed by interpolation and the Bernstein inequalities to obtain

(I1); S Ny~ (2 R)¥ || [Pesn (Fromu(t)| o mu(t) Posn, (Prorult Ml prors pass
S Ny R)3|| Pes, (Promult M rsers |prRORU)] Lo L5
N Posn (PrRIRUD)) 1075 1 20/7
S*E*l y ks ~ ~
Su Ny T RIR) | proru(t) |} e s

NPsm, (Fromu@®) 75" [ Posm, (Fromu(®) | 25

23

9s —€ i1 23 -~
Su NPT R(L+ 2)] 7 |V (proru(®) 75 11V (Promu(®) | 2

Sy [R(L+27)]75

where we have used (3] and Proposition B4l with w = 3 to obtain the second to
last inequality, and Lemma and (B.10) to obtain the last inequality.

Combining (518) and (5I7) with (5.14]), we obtain
EI0) + GI) Su, R0 (5.18)
whenever ¢ is sufficiently small.

We now estimate (G.11]) and (513]). Note that by the Sobolev inequality, we have
EID) + G < o202V Py, (1 — PR F ) 2 pas (519)

SN+ R) ™71 — R w) F(u(t) | 2rr (5.20)
SN+ R) = L2 |1 F () gt

<, R-3-(=9)

<,R 3P (5.21)

whenever 3 < s — ¢, where we have invoked Lemma with 0 = s — € — 1,
A=Ci(t|+ R), g = % and p = 1. The claim follows by combining (5.I8)) and (52T
and observing that for e < %, B < ﬁ implies 5 < % < s —e. This completes the

proof of Proposition (.41 O

Proposition 5.6. We have the bounds

1

max{[[A3 ||z, [ A3 22, 1B Iz, 1By |12} < R=.

Proof. The proof proceeds as in the proof of Lemma 7.4 of [I9]. We show the
estimate for [|A7 || 2 and remark that the other estimates are similar. Setting Iz =
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[%, %], we use the inhomogeneous Strichartz inequality followed by the fractional
product rule, Holder’s inequality, and the Sobolev and Bernstein inequalities to
obtain

T .
. sin(—t|V s—l—e
A% 2z < Jim H |7 ot )1 - (e 9 P, Fu(o)as
> | Jo

L3
S IVlpr(t2)(1 — or(t, )|V Pan, Pl 12 15/ 1, sy
SIVIpr(t z)(1 - UR(tvx))]HL,?"Lg(IaxRE’)H|V|S_1_€P§N1F(u(t))||L§Li/3(1R><R5)
+lpr(l = o)L re IIVI* Py F(u®)l 12 1o/ 1 s
S IV P F®) | 21574010
SIF )] oo 34 TR12
<l oo B2
< R>.
where we have used Bl interpolated with the a priori bound (u,u;) € L§° (Hi’/ % x
H ;/ 2) to obtain the last inequality. O

To estimate the last term in (5.8]), we will make use of the following weak diffrac-
tion lemma, the proof of which we give in Appendix A. This result is the analogue
of the weak diffraction property presented in [I9], adapted to the dimension d = 5
setting.

Lemma 5.7. (Weak diffraction) Fiz ¢ € C(R5;[0,1]) such that ¢(x) = 1 for
|z] < 1 and ¢(x) = 0 for |x| > 2. Then there exists C > 0 such that if F,G :
R x R% — R are given along with Ry, C1,Co > 0 such that for every R > Ry we
have

supp F' x supp G C
{((t,x>, () : 417l + 2l 4yl < iR Jt— 7| — o — ] > ozR},

then for every R > Ry and xo € R® we have

(F.G,R)| < CR™Y2|IF|| o1 |Gl e (5.22)
where
sm t|V| - —xo,sin(r|V]) .
I(F.G, R) / / 0V F (L), o(—20)y 0(iV)G(r))drdt
v R V|

+//(cos(t|V|)9(iV)F(t),¢(. _Rxo)cos(T|V|)0(iV)G(T)>drdt.
R JR
where 0 is defined in (2.6]).
Proposition 5.8. We have
(A3, 0rAT) + (B, orBy )| S R”

for every B < %
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Proof. The proof proceeds as in the proof of Lemma 7.5 of [19]. We apply Lemma
B with

F(t) = pr(t,z)(1 = or(t,2))|V]* ™' Pen, F(ult)),
G(1) = pr(1,2)(1 — o (7, 2))| V"1~ Pey, F(u(7)).
Note that the hypotheses of the lemma imply that F' and G have the required
support. We therefore conclude
(A3, 6rAS) + (By By )| S R\ Fll e 11| Gl e
S Rfl/%”F(“)H%?LI
< R-1/26,
where we have used the Bernstein inequality along with the condition s —1—¢€ >0

to obtain the second inequality, and Proposition [3.1] to obtain the third inequality.

Then R > 1 implies R~/26 < R=8 for every 8 < 2—16, which gives the desired result,

completing the proof of Proposition (.8 O

We are now ready to complete the proof of Lemma In particular, collecting
Proposition [5.4] Proposition and Proposition 5.8 and invoking (5.8 we obtain

1P<ny [VI°~u(0) | 2 (B) + [ P<ny [V us (0) | 12 (1)
< 2(3—2(§+ﬂ) +2R 2 PRs + R—ﬂ)
SRP2

whenever € and 3 are sufficiently small, which concludes the proof of Lemma[5.2l [

Proof of Theorem [51]. Tteratively apply Lemma [5.2] starting with s = 3/2, to ob-
tain (u,uy) € L{°(HS™¢x HS~<71), with e sufficiently small to satisfy the hypotheses
of Lemma The claim then follows after finitely many iterations. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1l

In this section we conclude the proof of Theorem [Tl by precluding each of the
scenarios identified in Theorem[[6l We begin with the finite time blow-up solution.
As we mentioned in the introduction, the argument used to rule out this scenario
in high dimensions d > 6 in [3] is also applicable to the present case. In particular,
we outline the arguments used in the proof below.

Proposition 6.1 (Finite time blow-up solution). There is no solution u : I x R> —
R with mazimal interval of existence I satisfying the conditions of a finite time
blow-up solution as in Theorem [0

Proof. We argue as in [3]; see also [4] 14} [19] [20]. Without loss of generality (using
the time translation and time reversal symmetries), suppose that sup/ = 1. The
first step is to show that there exists zo € R® such that

supp u(t), supp ui(t) C B(zg,1—1) (6.1)
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for all t € I. This is accomplished by making use of the finite speed of propagation
along with the definition of almost periodicity (for details, we refer the reader to
the proof of Lemma 6.2 in [3], and the references cited therein).

We now estimate the energy, using (6.I]), Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev
embedding to obtain

B®u®)= [ JIVuOF + S + )z

‘1 $0|<1 t 2
S A=Vl o + el s
< 2
~ (1 )H(u ut)” too(Hg/QXH;/Q)
<

(1-1)

where we have used the a priori bound (u,u;) € L° (lt.lg:;’/2 X H;ﬂ). Letting t — 1
and using the conservation of energy, we obtain

E(u(0),u:(0)) =0,

which gives u = 0, contradicting |[ul|s = oc. O

52+ ull T s]

We now turn to the two global scenarios identified in Theorem the soliton-
like solution and the low-to-high frequency cascade solution. We remark that the
essential ingredient in precluding these scenarios is Theorem 5.1l We begin with
the soliton-like solution.

Proposition 6.2 (Soliton-like solution). There is no solution u : R x R — R
satisfying the conditions of a soliton-like solution as in Theorem [L.6

Proof. The proof proceeds as in [19]; see also Section 8 of [3]. Suppose for contra-
diction that such a solution w exists. Let T' > 0 be given. Invoking [20, Lemma
2.6] (see also Lemma 8.3 of [3]), we obtain

|T]-1

1+1 4
/ / d dt > Z/ / Mda:dt
RS le—at)<r |2l

(7] -1

1+1 4
u(t, x)|*dadt
Z C/+Z/ /z zt)|<R )|

> clog <%LT> .

On the other hand, the Morawetz estimate

T 4
t
/ / MdﬁdtSE(umul)
o JRrs ||

C'+|T]
log (T < ”(uvut)Higo(Héng) + HUH%;?OL‘;
5/8 3/8
S w1 e ey + Nl g lull 2
<1

~Y Y

gives
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where we have used Theorem [5.1] and 3] to see the finiteness of the right hand
side. Taking T'— oo, we obtain a contradiction as desired. O

To conclude, it therefore suffices to rule out the low-to-high frequency cascade
solution of Theorem For this, we first recall that for any almost periodic
solution u to (NLW), the compactness characterization (I4]) of almost periodicity
implies that there exists ¢(n) > 0 such that

/ IEP2a(t, )P + 1122, ©)Pde < n (6.2)
[€]<e(n)N(t)

(see for instance, Remark 3.4 of [3] and (8.1) in [I9]). We then have

Proposition 6.3 (Low-to-high frequency cascade solution). There is no solution
u: R xR — R satisfying the conditions of a low-to-high frequency cascade solution
as in Theorem [0l

Proof. We proceed as in [19]; see also Section 9 of [3]. Assuming for contradiction

that such a u existed, we choose a sequence {t,,} such that ¢,, — oo and N(t,) — oo

as n — oo. Fix 1 > 0, choose ¢(n) as in ([6.2), and fix a dyadic number M € (0, 3).

Suppose that n is large enough to ensure M < ¢(n)N(t,). We may then write
U<e(n)N(tn) (tn) = u<nmr (tn) + Uni<.<c(n)N(t,) (En),

so that by applying the Bernstein inequalities, Holder’s inequality, and ([G.2]), we

obtain

[Vusemne,) tn)llz < [[Vu<a(tn)llrz + [[Vurrc.<emyne) ez

58 —1/2y||(3/2
SMEIVusultn)l o5 + M PV ugetn e (tn)ll 2

58 —
S M | — 2(t))’ V|| o2 || (2 — 2(t)) o5 + M~V

s
< MF + M-V, (6.3)

where we have invoked Theorem [5.1] and noted that

Iz — ()7l jors = (/R (@ — x(t)>_6d:c) v < o0

for any t € R to obtain the last inequality.

On the other hand, the Bernstein inequalities may also be applied to the high
frequency portion of u(t,), giving
IV use(mv e Eadllz2 S [N EDT 2V Pus e v ()l 22
S N )2V ull ez

S [e(mN ()] 2 (6.4)

~

where we have used the a priori bound (u,u;) € L;’"(H;’/2 X H;/2)_ Combining
(63) and (64) then gives the bound

IVu(tn)pz < M + M~y 4 [e(n)N(t,)] /2. (6.5)
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Repeating these arguments for u;(t,), we obtain
58 _
| Pecmmieayuelta)llrz S M S + M%)
and
IPs ey n ()t (tn)l 12 S le(m)N (ta)] /2,

and we therefore obtain
58 _ —
e (tn)llr2 < ME + M2+ [e(n)N (t,)] /2. (6.6)

We now estimate the potential energy. For this, we note that the Sobolev em-
bedding followed by interpolation gives

luttn)llzs < IV 4u(ta)] 22
1/2 1/2
SIVuta) | NV P 2ulta) I

< (% a2 e )2 (67)
where we have again used the a priori bound (u,u;) € L;?"(Hg/2 X H;/Q).
Combining (65, ([@06) and ([©71), we obtain
E(ug,u1) = E(u(ty), uy(tn)) < w + w/?, (6.8)

where
w=MT + M V24 [e(n)N(t,)] "2

Recall that (6.8]) holds for all n sufficiently large (depending on M and 7). Fixing
M and 7, we now let n — oo to obtain
: : 1/2
Eug,u1) < M% + M~y 1 (M% + M_1/277) .
We now let n — 0 followed by M — 0 to conclude E(ug,u1) = 0 and thus u = 0,
contradicting [|ulls = oc. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [5.7]

In this appendix, we prove the weak diffraction result, Lemma 5.7, which is used
in the proof of Proposition 5.8

Proof. We argue as in [19]. To prove the theorem, we decompose the integral
I(F, G, R) into the sum of five terms, each of which will be estimated individually.

L —

Toward this end, we use the Plancherel theorem and the identity ¢(—=2)(&) =
RSe~ 0 € §(RE) to write

sin(t|V]) . .
/ (VERGGT)F (), o

— 3:0) sin(7|V|)
R 4

0(iV)G(7))drdt

e SN 5 o w0 S D g
- [1i0™ 8 o6 1.6, o (2 )« ()2 Loyaeara
£-n

— % sin sin(T €0l
_/R (t[&]) sin(rIn])0(£)0(n) €1m]
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- e=iwo RE=N G(R(E — n))F(t,€)G(t, n)dndEdrdt.

Summing this with a corresponding identity for the operator cos(t|V|) and using
the changes of variables £ — 2§ +1n, n+— n — &, we find

156,70 = [ 7 costle = rlal — sntee) sn(rin) 1 — )

- 0(€)0(n)e= w0 BE=m G(R(E — ) B (t, )G (r, n)dndEdrdt

— R_5 efeftEl=TInl) §-n oleitlEl+TIn)) _5'_77
G R 1)

0(€)0(n)e=iwo RE=M §(R(E — n)) F(t,€)G (7, n)dndédrdt
= (I) + (IT) + (III) + (IV) + (V),

where we have set

()= /24R5A(t, 7 11, ) (R 2P ) F(t, o+ v)G(r, o — v)dpdvdrdt,

(1) = [ 2R A7 ) (1 = SR )R 0) F(t, s +-0) Gl — ) v,
1D = / 2R Ao (t,7, 1, v)(1 — (R ) p(R12/ )
{(t,7,1,v):|t+T| < R25/26}

E(t, pn+v)G(r, p — v)dpdvdrdt,

(IV) = 2'R° Ay (t, 7, 1, v) (1 — 9(RM/?° 1)) p(R'2/*°v)

~/{(t,7',u,u);t+7—>R25/2s}
F(t, p+v)G(7, b — v)dudvdrdt,

(V)= [ 2RAG 1)1 = SR P )(1 =GR )

F(t, pn+v)G(r, p — v)dpdvdrdt,
and
A(t,’?’,,u, V) = Al(thhUJa V) + AQ(ta T [y V)a

T V) = eei(t\u-{-u\—r\u—u” (M+I/) ) (M_I/)
Al(tv ) ) R[ ](1+ |ILL+V||,LL—V| )
O(p+ )01 — v)e~ w0 2R §(R(2v)),
T V) = eei(t\,u+u\+‘r|,u7u\) _ (:u+V) : (ILL—V)
A2(t7 ) M ) R [ ](1 |ILL—|—I/||ILL—I/| )
O(1+ V)0(p — v)e~iw0 2R §( R(20)).

It now remains to estimate the terms (I)-(V'). For notational convenience, we
set

Xy :={t:supp Fn({t} x R®) # 0} x {7 :supp G N ({7} x R%) # 0},
X :=X; xR® x R,
and note that the hypotheses of the lemma imply | X;| < (2C1 R)%.
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To estimate (1), we use the change of variables y — R~'%/2?%y and v — R~ v to
obtain

)] < /X RO e 12 G e 1 JA(E 7 0, )] [ (R 1) dpdydrt
5 7 11/25
< / RO F| e 12 Gl e 2 [9(2R0) | [9(R™?P )\ dpdverdt
X

= [ B0 Pl 121Gl s
X

S RTUAIX| | Fll Lo p |Gl Lot

N R71/5||F||L;>°L;||G||L,°,°L;7

where to obtain the fourth line we have used ¢ € C2° and the bound

- 1 1
lp(v)|dv < C</ —4d1/+/ —Gdu) < 00, (A1)
R5 lv|<1 v lv|>1 v

which follows from the observation that ¢ € C2° allows us to choose constants
C,n > 0 such that

6(&)] < Cmlg|™™ (A.2)

for every m > 1.

To estimate (IT), we write A;(t, 7, u,v) as the sum of two terms and estimate
the resulting oscillatory integrals. More precisely, we obtain

((I1)] = / F(t, z)G(r, y)( / 24RO (= (W) Ay (8 7, 1, v)

(11— (b(Rl1/25u))¢(R12/25y)dudy> dadydrdt

A

/F(t,{E)G(T, y)(/eiR“"l(“’”)U)(u,V)dudV> dxdydrdt

+‘/F(t,$>G(T, y)(/eiR“’1(“’”)¢(u,l/)dudu> dwdydet‘

S / |F(t,2)||G(7, y)|[R~ TP dedydtdr
R5 XR5 X X1
SRYBIX|F| o1 |Gllpee
§R724/25||FHL§’°L§HG”L?L;’ (A.3)

where we have used the oscillatory integral estimate

/eiR“"’(””’)w(u,u)dudu < R/, (A4)

for o = £1, with

soa=%[U(tlquVI—TIM—V|)+M-(:E—y)+v-(w+y)],

¥ = (1 — ¢(R™/? ) p(R**/*v) R

e R GaRB -+ )0l — ) (14 UL,
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To establish (A4), let (i, v, 7,t) be a given point in the support of the integrand.
We first show that ‘ Tal Vugo‘ is bounded away from zero. Indeed, using Cauchy-

Schwarz followed by the inequality /1 — ‘#‘:Ij‘z < P\L(\ﬁzj) (which follows from
|| > R=1/2% and |v| < 2R12/?5), we obtain

’Lv@’:’f—_f_t—_f ﬂ.{Ut(uﬂ)_w(u—v)gx—w”
ul " R R |yl [ Rlp+v]  Rlp—v| R
>02_Clmax{1_ (M+V)1_N'(N—V)}

- lal[pe + v ll[pe — v

2
202_01(1_ 1_L>
I+ vf?

Cl|V|2
>0y — <L
= 2 |/L+V|2

—24/25

oy 2C, R

(R—11/25 — 2R—12/25)2
21,

provided R is chosen sufficiently large.

1 )
We now set a = (I%I . V,M?) ﬁ Observing the identity e'®¥ = R=%(a
ivu)ﬁeiR‘/’ and integrating by parts, we obtain

§R712/5 sup /eiRapde’
‘V|<2R—12/25

SEP s [V, @fuldn

V|<2R 12/25

§R742/5/ R5|‘u|76d‘u
Iul=R=11/2

< R/ (A.5)

’ / e ee )y, v)dpdy

which establishes (A4)) as desired, where we have used the estimate

sup iV, - )°9] < CR?|pu|~°.

We now turn to the estimate of (III). To estimate this term, we begin by
observing that for R sufficiently large, the conditions |u| > R™'/?% and |v| <
2R™12/%5 give |u| > 2|v|. We therefore obtain

(111)] < B® /

R5 xR5 X S |M|2

2
I g+ SR 1 12 |Gl 312 dudvdrdt

S BFlrualGlomrs [ Plo@R)ldvdrae
R xS

N R72||FHL§°L;HGHL§°L;|S|
S R_l/%”FHLgoL;HG”L:OL;
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with
S = (X1 N{(t,7) : |t + 7| < R*/*}),
where for the first inequality we have used the bound
) (w—v) _ O
il —vl = pl?

on the support of (1 — ¢(R'™/?°u))p(R'?/?>v), while for the second and third in-
equalities we have used the bounds

O +v -
/ Lﬂduz/ 1l 2du+/ O(u+v)du < C+ |0 2 < 00
rs |yl ul<1 |1

and

/ v|?|p(2Rv)|dv = R / v|?|p(20)|dv

*mwp/ |ﬁw+c/ 20|~ dv)
lv]<1 [v|>1
<CRT,

respectively.

To estimate (I'V), we proceed similarly to our estimate of (IT) above, writing
As(t, 7, u,v) as the sum of two terms and estimating the resulting oscillatory inte-
grals. More precisely, we obtain

ans'/meG@w(/aﬁw”amw

- Rbe~iw0-2Rv (2 Rv)p(R'?/ 25u)dudu) dadydrdt

+ ‘ /F(t,x)G(T,y)</eiﬁ(“’”){/z(u, v)

. R5e”0'QR”QZA)(QRV)QZ)(RH/%V)d,udu) dxdydrdt

< / |F(t,2)||G (1, y)|R™"*/52dzdydtdr
R5XR5 x X1

S IF o e l|Gll e ny R1277%1 X

N ||F||Lg°L;||G||L;?°L;R_25/52-
where we have used the oscillatory integral estimate

/ (/ei@{/)vdu) RSe~iwo:2Rv (2 Rv) p(R'?/ *5v)dy < R™129/52 (A.6)
for o € {—1,1} and
Qo =0o(tlu+v|+7lp—v|)+pl@—y) +rviz+y),

3= 000t =) (1= SEDUZD N 1 i),
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To obtain (AX6), we write the left hand side of (A6) as

z [ ([ 5t ) e R

where the functions 7; form a partition of unity subordinate to the open cover

{max{]p| : Zs«fé/€}< uk} {max{|p| : l#k}<——uk}
fork=1,---5.

We consider the j = 1 term and note that by symmetry one may estimate the
other terms in a similar manner. Invoking the Van der Corput lemma, we bound
the modulus of the left hand side of (AZ6) by

/R5|¢3(2RV)| |6(R"?/?v))| /(/ eia”iznldm) dpg -+ - dps

1/2 A
sLL () mieememe=y
®5 Jy x[0,00) \ [t + 7|
(12ll2s, + 10 Plny, ) dp -+ dasdy

2 A~
/R/Y 0 <|t+|yf||1/2)RSW?RWIM(R”/%I

1
<</145> (2:U‘3/2 2/2)) d,“? T d,UJSdV

dv

< R7129/52,

with Y = {(p2, 13, a) ¢ |ps| < 5}, where to obtain the second inequality we have
observed that for every (u,v) in the support of the integrand and (¢,7) € X1, we
have the inequalities |u|? — |u1]? ~ |u|? and |u| ~ ps, as well as

CR1-1/25
lul

\u? — 3
|l

851@(7 —o-(t+71)

and for R sufficiently large,

lu? =y}

ul* — 12 -
et = |0h G o () |l

ul?

ul® — pt,  CRUUZ

107, o = [(t+7)

>|(t+71)
|l |l
< |t+7| CR-Y6O|t 41|
T ks Hs
< |t+7’|7
2ps

and to obtain the last inequality we have recalled that

1 1
[t+7]1/2 < Res/52 Ol the

domain of integration.

It remains to estimate (V'), for which we proceed as in (I). In particular, we
observe that by (A.2), we have the inequality |¢(2Rv)| < C|2Rv|~?, from which we
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obtain the bound

(V)] < /X RO|A(t, 7, p,v)|(1 — (R 1)) (1 — (R P0))
[ Fll g2 |Gl Loo £y dpudvdrdt

< / R°0(u+ v)|p(2Rv)|(1 — ¢(R12/25V))||F||L50L; |G| e L1 dpdvdrdt
X

<10 1Pl o2 |Gl e 1t / R4y~ dvdrdt
Xn{v>R~12/25}

SO Fl e |Gl e B52/2°) X0

S HFHL?,’O% ”GHL?’L;R_W%,
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