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STABLE SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR EXTERIOR WAVE MAPS IN ALL
EQUIVARIANCE CLASSES

CARLOS KENIG, ANDREW LAWRIE, BAOPING LIU, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

AssTrACT. In this paper we consider finite energy {—equivariant wave maps from
IR};S \(R x B(0,1)) — $® with a Dirichlet boundary condition at r = 1, and for all
¢ € N. Each such t-equivariant wave map has a fixed integer-valued topological
degree, and in each degree class there is a unique harmonic map, which minimizes
the energy for maps of the same degree. We prove that an arbitrary {-equivariant
exterior wave map with finite energy scatters to the unique harmonic map in its
degree class, i.e., soliton resolution. This extends the recent results of the first,
second, and fourth authors on the 1-equivariant equation to higher equivariance
classes, and thus completely resolves a conjecture of Bizori, Chmaj and Maliborski,
who observed this asymptotic behavior numerically. The proof relies crucially on
exterior energy estimates for the free radial wave equation in dimension d = 2£+3,
which are established in the companion paper [10].

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we give a complete description of the asymptotic dynamics for the
{-equivariant wave map equation

U:RIP\(RXB(0,1)) - 5,

with a Dirichlet condition on the boundary of the unit ball B(0,1) ¢ R? and initial
data of finite energy. To be precise, consider the Lagrangian

3
LU, 9,U) = f E —I&tU|§+Z|axU|§ dtdx,
j=1

R}P\(RxB(0,1)) 2

where ¢ is the round metric on $°, and where we only consider functions for which
the boundary of the unit cylinder R x B(0, 1) gets mapped to a fixed point on the
3-sphere, i.e, U(t,dB(0,1)) = N, where N € s say, the north pole. Under the usual
t-equivariant assumption, for £ € IN, the Euler-Lagrange equation associated with
this Lagrangian reduces to an equation for the azimuth angle ¢ measured from the
north pole on $%, namely

Y= 29+ D sinay) =0,
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The Dirichlet boundary condition then becomes ¢(¢,1) = 0 for all t € R and thus
the Cauchy problem under consideration is,

2wy
Yy — Yy — ;I#r + 22 sm(21,b) =0, r>1,

Y(t,1)=0, Vt, (1.1)
1,D(O, 7’) = ¢0(7), l;bt(oi 7') = l;bl(r)/

and solutions 1,;(1‘) := (Y(t), Yi(h)) to @) will be referred to as f-equivariant exterior
wave maps. The conserved energy for (L) is given by

{(€ + 1) sin®
—

Ecy, ) = fl % (¢% Y P dr.
A simple analysis of the last term in the integrand above yields topological in-
formation on the wave map if we require the energy to be finite. Indeed, any
Iﬁ(t, r) with finite energy and continuous dependence on t € I = (¢, t;) must satisfy
Y(t,0) = nm, V¥t € I, where n € Z. Given the fact that ¢ measures the azimuth
angle from the north pole, and (¢, 1) = 0 for all t € [, this means that the integer |#|
measures the winding number, or topological degree of the map. Note that the case
n > 0 covers the entire range n € Z by the symmetry 1) — —1.

In what follows we will refer to nn > 0 as the degree of the map, and we will denote
by &, the connected component of the metric space of all initial data (1o, 1) with
finite energy, obeying the boundary condition ¢o(1) = 0 and of degree 1, i.e.,

Eon = {0, 41) | 80, ¥1) < 0, Yo(1) =0, Tim yo(r) = nc}.

There are several appealing features of this model that make it an ideal setting
in which to study soliton resolution. First, by removing the unit ball in R® and
imposing the Dirichlet boundary condition, we break the scaling symmetry. This
removes the super-criticality at ¥ = 0 of the 3d wave maps problem and effectively
renders the problem subcritical relative to the energy. Global well-posedness in the
energy space is then an immediate consequence. Second, the removal of the unit
ball also gives rise to an infinite family of stationary solutions (Q¢,.(r), 0), indexed
by their topological degree n € IN; see Section 21l In particular, the solution
(Qeu(r), 0) satisfies

Qen(1)=0, lim Qg,(r) = nm.

Moreover, (Q¢(r),0) minimizes the energy in &, and is the unique stationary
solution in this degree class. Both of these features are in stark contrast to the same
equation on R'3 which is super-critical relative to the energy, is known to develop
singularities in finite time, and has no nontrivial finite energy stationary solutions,
see for example Shatah [18], and Shatah and Struwe [19].

For a fixed equivariance class ¢ € IN, the natural topology in which to place a
degree n = 0 solution is the energy space Hyy = H x L*(R?) with norm

P15, = f1 W +y)rdr, =, ). (12)

Here R? := R*\B(0, 1), and H}(IR?) is the completion of smooth functions on RR?
with compact support under the first norm on the right-hand side of (I2). For
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n > 1, denote by H,, := E¢n — (Qrn, 0) with “norm”
1@k, = 10— (Qes Ol

We remark that the boundary condition at r = oo is now 1,3 —(Q¢n,0) > 0asr — oo
with this notation.

The exterior model was first introduced in the physics literature in [I], as an
easier alternative to the Skyrmion equation. Recently, (L.I) was proposed by Bizon,
Chmaj, and Maliborski in [3] as a model to study the problem of relaxation to the
ground states given by various equivariant harmonic maps. Both [1} 3] stress
the analogy of the stationary equation with that of the damped pendulum by
demonstrating the existence and uniqueness of the ground state harmonic maps
via a phase-plane analysis. The numerical simulations in [3] indicate that for
each equivariance class £ > 1, and each topological class n > 0, every solution
scatters to the unique harmonic map Q¢ that lies in &;,, giving evidence that
the soliton resolution conjecture holds true in this exterior model. More recently,
this conjecture was verified for 1-equivariant (or co-rotational) exterior wave maps
with topological degree n = 0 by the second and fourth author in [15], and then
for all topological degrees n > 0 by the first, second and fourth authors in [11].

In this paper, we verify the soliton resolution conjecture for the exterior wave
map problem for all topological degree classes 1 > 0 in the remaining equivariant
classes, { > 2. Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For any smooth energy data in E¢, there exists a unique global smooth
solution to (L)), which scatters to the harmonic map (Qg,p, 0).

Here “scattering to the harmonic map (Q¢,,, 0)” means that for each solution gg(t)
to (L.I) we can find solutions @7 to the linear equation
(Ptt_(Prr_%(Pr"'@(P:O, r>1, (p(t,l)ZO.
so that .
P(t) = (Qen, 0) + PL() + 094,,(1), as t — *eo.

We emphasize that only the scattering statement in Theorem [[1lis difficult to
prove. We employ the concentration compactness/rigidity method developed by
the first author and Merle in [12,[13]. Given the previous work, [1T]], we can
quickly reduce the proof of Theorem[L1lto the rigidity argument, where the goal is
to show that any solution to (L) with a pre-compact trajectory in the energy space
must be a harmonic map; see Sections 2} Bl In Section B} the rigidity argument
is carried out using a version of the ‘channels of energy’ argument introduced
by Duyckaerts, the first author, and Merle in [7} [8]. Here we adapt the approach
in [11]] to all higher equivariance classes. The proof relies crucially on exterior energy
estimates for the free radial wave equation in dimension d = 2¢ + 3 where ¢ is the
equivariance class. These estimates were established in [6] for dimension d = 3,
in [11] for dimension d = 5, and in the companion paper for all odd dimensions;
see Theorem .

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we briefly review a few basic properties of the harmonic maps
Qr,n, and reduce the f-equivariant wave map problem to an exterior semi-linear
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wave equation in RY := R%\B(0, 1), with a Dirichlet boundary condition at r = 1,
and with d := 2€ + 3.

2.1. Exterior harmonic maps. In each energy class &, there is a unique finite
energy exterior harmonic map, which is a minimizer of the energy &, and also a
static solution to (1)), i.e.
2 te+1) .
aert’,n + ;aer’,n = % Sln(ZQt’,n) @.1)
Quu(1) =0, 1im Qy,(r) = 7

As in we change variables, setting s := logr, and ¢(s) := Q¢ .(r). The equa-
tion (2.1) becomes
U+1)

Pss + Ps = % sin(2), ¢0)=0, @(o)=nm, (2.2)
which in mechanics describes the motion of a pendulum with constant friction.
Noting that (Z.2) can be written as an autonomous system in the plane, we can
perform a standard analysis of the phase portrait to deduce the following result
— we refer the reader to Lemma 2.1] for the details of the identical argument
when ¢ = 1.

Lemma 2.1. Forall « € R, there exists a unique solution Q, € H(IR?) to @) with
Qralr) = nm — r% T+ O3+ asr — oo (2.3)

The OC(-) is uniquely determined by « and vanishes for a« = 0. Moreover, there exist a
unique ag > 0 such that Qu,(1) = 0, we will denote it as Qe .

2.2. Reduction to an exterior wave equation in high dimensions. At this point
we fix an arbitrary equivariance class £ > 2 and topological degree n > 0 for the
remainder of the paper. We reduce (L) to a semi-linear equation in R>*3. To
perform this reduction, we first linearize (LT) about the unique ¢-harmonic map
of degree 11, Q¢,. As we have fixed ¢ and 1, we will simplify notation by writing
Q = Q¢ and we note that when n = 0 we have Q = 0.

For each solution ¢ to (L.I) we define @ by
§i=0Q0+g.

Using the equations for 47 and for Q we see that ¢ solves
2 N (€ + 1) cos(2Q)

Ptt — Qrr — ;(Pr 2 Q= Z(r, (p)
p(t,1)=0, @(t,00)=0 Vt, (2.4)
(ﬁ(O) =W —-Q, 1#1),
where here
2,¢) = LV — in29)] cos(2Q) + (1 - cos(2g)) sin2Q

2r?
The left-hand-side of (2.4) has more dispersion than a wave equation in 3d due to
the strong repulsive potential
{(€+1)cos(2Q)  £(£+1)
TR

5 + O(r_2€_4) as r — oo
/




SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR EXTERIOR WAVE MAPS 5

where we have used the asymptotic behavior of Q from (Z3) in the expansion
above. Indeed, the coefficient £(£ + 1) in front of the =2 term indicates that we have
the the same dispersion as a d = 2¢ + 3-dimensional wave equation. This is made
precise by the following standard reduction.

We define i by setting ¢ = r‘u. Then if solves the following equation.

utt—uw—2€+2ur+V(r)u=N(r,u), r>1
u(t,1) =0, VteR (2.5)
i(0) = (uo, u1)
where
V(r) = (L + 1)(cr(;s 20-1)
N(r, 1) == F(r,u) + G(r,u)
F(r,u) := f(f(jzl) sin(r‘u) sin2Q (2.6)
G(r,u) = 5(26;2;21) (2rfu — sin(2r'u)) cos 2Q

The potential V() is real-valued, radial, bounded, and smooth. Using the asymp-
totics of Q in (2.3), we see that V has the asymptotics
V(r) = O 2, asr — o (2.7)
For the nonlinearity N = F + G we have
|F(r, u)| < Cor~*Jul?
20-21, 13 (2.8)
1G(r, u)l < Cor™*ul

The constant Cy here depends only ond = 2¢ + 3 and Q.
We will consider radial initial data

(o, u1) € H := H} x L*(RY),
where

(o, )l = f [yt (r))? + 1 (r)2] 12442 dr
1

and H}(IRY) is the completion under the first norm on the right-hand side above of
all smooth radial compactly supported functions on RY, with d = 2¢ + 3.

For the remainder of the paper we will work exclusively in the “u-formulation”,
(2.5), rather than with the {-equivariant wave map angle ¥(t,r) as in (LI). In fact,
we claim that the Cauchy problem (1) with data (Yo, 1) € &, is equivalent to
the problem (2.5) with initial data

1
H > (uo, 1) = (o = Q, ).
To see this, it remains to prove that
I8k = 1l (29)

Indeed, if we set g = o — Q = ru, then we have

-1

or = 7u, + 0w =1'u, +£’£
;
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Note the following versions of Hardy’s inequality

f(pz(r)drsf (pf(r)rzdr
1 1

f w?(r) r*ldr < f uf(r) 42 gy
1 1

These are proved first for radial functions ¢ € C7*(IR?), respectively u € C(R**%)
via integration by parts, using the boundary condition ¢(1) = 0 and u(1) = 0.
Hence, from (2.9) we obtain

f (p%(r)rzdrzf u2(r) r*2dr.
1 1

Therefore for each class &, the map

(o, 1) > (0 = Q) )

is an isomorphism between the spaces &, and H respectively.

We thus prove the analogous version of Theorem [L] in the “u-formulation.”
It is clear from the definition of i(t) that Theorem [[.1]is true if and only if every
solution #(t) to (2.5) scatters as t — +co. Scattering here means that solutions
to 25) approach free waves in R X IR? in the space H. A free wave in this context
is a solution to @5) with V = N = 0.

We prove the following equivalent reformulation of Theorem [T}

Theorem 2.2. For any initial data if(0) € H, there exist a unique, global-in-time solution
il(t) € H to @B). Moreover ii(t) scatters to free waves as t — +oo.

3. SMALL DATA THEORY AND CONCENTRATION COMPACTNESS

The proof of Theorem 2.2 and hence of the equivalent statement Theorem [I1]
proceeds via the concentration compactness/ rigidity method introduced by the
first author and Merle in [12}[13]. The argument can be divided into three separate
steps, namely (1) a small data theory, i.e., a proof of TheoremP.2lfor initial data with
small enough H-norm; (2) a concentration compactness argument. If Theorem 2.2
fails, then there exists a critical element, which is a minimal non-scattering solution
with a pre-compact trajectory in H. The critical element is nonzero, by step (1).
The main ingredient here is an analogue of the nonlinear profile decomposition
of Bahouri and Gerard, [2], adapted to (Z.5) along with a nonlinear perturbation
theory; and finally (3) a rigidity argument. Here one shows that any solution with
a pre-compact trajectory as in step (2) must be identically = 0. This contradicts the
existence of the critical element from step (2) and completes the proof.

In this section we give a very brief outline of steps (1) and (2) above. We omit
many details, since nearly identical arguments have been carried out in detail for
the case £ = 1 in both [15] and [11]].

3.1. Small data theory. In this section we establish the small data theory for 2.5).
The main ingredient here are Strichartz estimates for the linear inhomogeneous
wave equation perturbed by the radial potential V. Indeed, consider

d-1
utt_urr_Tur"'V(r)u:NI rz1

= 3.1)
u(t,1) =0, Yt, #0) = (up,u1) € H.
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The conserved energy for (3.I) with N = 0is
) =2 [ 2+ + VD) A
L(, 1) = 5 : (u +uy + V(ru) r

As shown in [I5, [11] this energy has an important positive definiteness property,
namely,

1
Sr(u, up) = E(”ut”% +(Hulw), H=-A+V

It is shown in that H is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator in L%(IR?) (with
a Dirichlet condition at r = 1), and moreover, that the threshold energy zero is
regular; this means that if Hf = 0 where f € H? N Hj then f = 0. It is standard to
conclude from this spectral information that for some constants 0 < ¢; < ¢,

cillfify, < CHF L) < callfI, ¥ f € Hy(RY)

In the sequel we will sometimes write ||1Z1|<2S := &.(i), which satisfies

llDle = 1@y Vit € H(RY) (3.2)
We call a triple (p, g, ) admissible if
1 d d 1 d-11 1
>2,022, —4-==-y, —<-—(=—--)
P 1 p g9 2 y P 2 2 g

Theorem 3.1 (Strichartz estimate). Let (p,q,7), (s, p) be admissible triples, then any
solution u to @) with radial initial data satisfies

|||V|_yvu”Li’Lz(]Rf) < “LT(O)“’H + |||V|pN||L:’L§’(RLj)/
where here 1’,s" are the conjugates of 1, s.

Remark 3.2. The case when potential V = 0 is proved in [9]. The case with V as
in (Z.6) can be proved by adapting the argument in [15] Proposition 5.1] to dimen-
sion d = 20 + 3. As in [15] the proof can be reduced to deducing localized energy
estimates for (3.) with V as in (Z.6). The local energy estimates are proved using
the distorted Fourier transform relative to the self-adjoint Schrédinger operator
Hy = —A + V on L*(R?), and rely crucially on decay properties of the correspond-
ing spectral measure. It is essential here H has no negative spectrum and that the
edge of the continuous spectrum for H is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance;
see [[15] Section 5] for more details.

A standard consequence of the Strichartz estimates is the following small data
2(d+1)

scattering theory. For a time interval I, we denote by S(I) the space S(I) := L, 1% (IX
R?) with norm

u = ||\u +
lullsqy == I ||Lt2_£7iTU(Ifo) (3.3)

Theorem 3.3. The exterior Cauchy problem for @.5) is globally well-posed in H :=
H} x L*(R?). Moreover, a solution i scatters as t — +oo to free waves, i.e., solutions
if € Hof

ouf =0, r>1, uf(t,1)=0, Vt 20 (34)
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if and only if
llullsw.) < oo,

where R, := [0, 00) and R_ := (—c0,0]. In particular, there exists a constant 69 > 0 small
so that if ||i£(0)||lgr < Oo, then i scatters to free waves as t — +oo.

Remark 3.4. Theorem[B.3/follows from the standard contraction mapping argument
based on Theorem B.Iland we omit the proof here. The reason that we can use a
Strichartz norm with the same scaling as the energy space is that the nonlinearity N
is effectively subcritical with respect to energy for radial functions on R?. Indeed,
the key point here is the Strauss estimate which gives

FO)] < Cr 51 ey

for radial functions f € H}(IRY). To use this to prove TheoremB3lfor £ = 1and d = 5
see the argument after [11] Proposition 3.2]. For £ > 2 we have d > 7 and one can
use the more delicate arguments from [5] and the harmonic analysis machinery on
exterior domains from [14]; see also [16]. As a heuristic we note that using (2.8)
with d = 2¢ + 3 together with the Strauss estimate applied to the nonlinearity
N(r,u) = F(r,u) + G(r, u) one has,
2(d-4) + 2d4-8 +
Gl )l < Pl =l ¥ < r Ml 2,
FL(RY)
)a < BB R < 2 P (3.5)
F(r )l s 7= |l = Jul = < 72 lull g oy 1
where here, as always, we have 7 > 1. Note that (d + 2)/(d — 2) is the energy critical
power in R'*.

3.2. Concentration compactness. By the concentration compactness methodology
in [12] 3], we claim that if Theorem [[.T} (and hence Theorem [2.2), fails, we can
construct a critical element, which is a global non-scattering solution to (2.5) with
minimal energy and has a pre-compact trajectory in H. Indeed, following an
argument that is identical to Proof of Proposition 3.6] we deduce the following
result. See also [4].

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that Theorem [T fails. Then there exists a nonzero, global
solution i.(t) € H to @F), such that the trajectory

K = [L(1)|t € R)
is pre-compact in H = H' x L>(R?). We call il.(t) a critical element.

The key ingredients in the proof of Proposition [3.5 are a Bahouri-Gérard pro-
file decomposition and a nonlinear perturbation theory, see [11, Lemma 3.4 and
Lemma 3.5]. We omit the details and just formulate the concentration compactness
principle relative to the linear wave equation with a potential, i.e., B.I) with N = 0.
We note that any solution to (3.I) with N = 0, which is in S(R) must scatter to “free”
waves, where “free” is in the sense of Theorem [3.3]

Lemma 3.6. Lemma 3.4] Let {u,} be a sequence of free radial waves, which are
uniformly bounded in H = Hj x L*(R?). After passing to a subsequence, there exists a

sequence of solutions V£ to @) with N = 0, which are bounded in H, and sequences of
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times {tﬁ;} C R such that for errors w’be defined by
w(t)= Y Vit —th)+wk, ()
1<j<k
we have for any j < k,
@, (H) = 0
weakly in H as n — oo, as well as
lim [t} £] = oo

and the errors wk vanish asymptotically in the sense that

}}1_{?0 lim sup ||wl:z,L||(Lf°L§’nS)(mef) =0 Vv T, SP<®
n—oo

Finally, one has orthogonality of the free energy with a potential, cf. 3.2),
WG =Y IVIIE + A1 + 0u(1)
1<j<k
asn — oo,

4. EXTERIOR ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section, we recall the exterior energy estimates proved in [10] for the free
radial wave equation in R'** .

4.1. Exterior energy estimates for free radial waves in all odd dimensions. We
note that we will use the notation [x] denotes the largest integer k € Z, k < x.

Theorem 4.1. [10, Theorem 2] In any odd dimension d > 0, every radial energy solution
of Ou = 0,u(0) = f,u;(0) = g in ]R};d satisfies the following estimate: For every R > 0

1
. 2 d-1 L 2
max lim QWRIVt,xu(t,r)l rdr 2 Sling (f Ol s riean (4.1)
Here
PER) = span {740,029 1 =12, 12k =1,

and g denotes the orthogonal projection onto the complement of the plane P(R) in (H* X
L2)(r > R; ¥~ 1dr).

The inequality becomes an equality for data of the form (0, g) and (f,0). Moreover, the
left-hand side of (@) vanishes exactly for all data in P(R).

We remark that, the Cauchy matrix played an important role in the proof of this
theorem. Let us review a few facts from linear algebra that will be important in
the upcoming sections.

(1) Let ay,---,a, be linearly independent vectors in an inner product space
y P P P
(V,(,)), which span the subspace W, that is,

W = spani{ay, - - - ax}

For any vector u € V, the orthogonal projection onto W+ can be written as

Projy. u =u— (Aay + -+ Aag)
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where the coefficients satisfy
<ProjwL u,a;) =u, aj> — Z A <a,~, a]-> =0
i
We set
= uw] Az[)&] Az[a-a-]
u:=[wa)] i @,apl, .,

so that
U=AA (4.2)

Using that A is symmetric, invertible and positive definite, we compute

k
I Projg. ulf? = G,y = )" Aid(ai,a))

= (4.3)
= (u,uy — ANAA" = (u,u) — UA™'U!
Let us simplify the notation by setting A = [a;], B= A" = [b;],
I Projyy. wlP = (at, = Y by, ) (u, ;) (4.4)
i

Next, we introduce the Cauchy Matrix [17], which is an m X m matrix of
the form

Az[ ! ], xi—yj#£0;, 1<i,j<m

Xi—Yj
Its determinant can be computed to be
Hi<j(xi - xj)(yj - Vi)
H;‘Z’:l(xi - yj)

from which we conclude that the Cauchy matrix is invertible. Using
Cramer’s rule, we can obtain an explicit formula for its inverse matrix

B=1[bjl=A" b= (xj— y)Aj(yi)Bi(x)) (4.5)

det(A) =

where A;(x) and Bj(y) are the Lagrange polynomials for (x;), (v;) respec-
tively, that is,

_ [Trzi(x — x0) _ X —X¢

C lpu(xi—x0) Xi — X¢

1<t<m,l+i
Yy—VYe
Bj(y) =
1351;1[#;‘ Yi—ye

Ai(x)

(4.6)

Now we compute the explicit formula for the projection in Theorem .1l If
we set V = L?(r > R, ¥~ dr) with a; = r?~*

W:Span{rzi—d li=1,---k= [%];VZR} (4.7)

R2i+2j—d

d—2i-2j (48)

{oe]
ﬂz](R) — <72i_d, ij_d>"V — f rZi—d+2j—drd—1 dr =
R
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and we have a Cauchy matrix when R = 1
1
A) = [d ~2i- Zj]kxk
Let x; = d — 2i,y; = 2j. Then using [.5) and (4.6), we deduce that
bi(1) =(d — 2i — 2)) Hlst’sk,t’;&j(Zi +2¢—d) [1<ecrzi(2] + 26— d)
! P Mhireee/@0=2)) Theraea(@l - 20
_ 1 [Ti<eck @i+ 20— d) [11,(2] + 20 - d)
d—2i- 2] Hlst’sk,t’;tj(%) - 2j) Hlsfsk,t’;&i(%} - 2i)

We thus obtain the inverse B(R) = A(R)~! with

(4.9)

bij(R) = bj(1)RT272, (4.10)
Moreover, we have established the projection formula

. 2
IPr0jyy. 81172 R it ary
k

1 Rd S ” 2i-1 P i
:f g 2(r)r- dr— ,-c]-f (™ drf gy =" dr
—2j R R

with

— Hlst’sk(d —2j-20)
! ng(gk,ﬁtj(zg - 2]) ’

<k= [%1 (4.11)

2i—d

one has

W= span{rzj_d li=1,---k:= [di] R} (4.12)

Next, let V = H'(r > R, ¥~1 dr). With 4; = r

An identical computation as before gives
R2i+2j-d-2

@(R) = @i = d)@j = d)

= (2i — d)(2j — d)R**27 2y (4.13)

We find the inverse of the Cauchy matrix [0&1 ]]— lixi Which is

d+2 21 -2

[ 1 ] _ 1 T (@+2-20-20) TT, o (d+2-20-2))

A+2-2i=2j |je = | d+2-2i=2]  Tlycpap 2 (20-20) Hls(sl?,iat/(Z[_zj) xk

This yields the inverse for A(R) = [@ij(R) ]z, which we denote by B(R) =
[bi]'(R)]I-(x}"c where

RA+2-2i-2j 1 y
d-2i)d-2j)d+2-2i-2j
[Ticoci(@+2=20—=20) [[1<pi(d +2 = 2€ = 2j)
Hlsfsk,t’;&i(zf — 2i) Hlsfsk,e;&j(zg =2))

bij(R) =

(4.14)
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We thus have the projection formula

IProjy. f1 |?q1 (=R -1 dr)
= ’ “dr— —did; ’ =2 d ’ 172 d
fR |f" (I dr L Tr22i 7] z]fR f'(r rfR 2 dr

with

d‘:r[lgg{(d+2—2€—2j) 1 j<l~<:[
! Hlst’sfc,t’;tj(%;_zj) ' o

Remark 4.2. From now on, the spaces W, W will be fixed as in {&7), @12) and the
formulas for c;, d; will be fixed as in @I1), @I15).

d+2
4

| (4.15)

Now let us collect some useful facts concerning the coefficients cj, d;.

Lemma 4.3. [10, Lemma 15] Given the coefficients c;,1 < j < k = [%] and d;,1 < j <
k = [%Z2] defined as in @IT), @I5), we have the following identities
k

Cj
Em—l, foranym e Z,1 <m <k (4.16)
k k
Cj d—2¢
—+1l=||—— (4.17)
]Z_; ] g 2¢
Similarly we have
k dj
7 - <m<k .
;d+2—2m—2]’ 1, foranymeZ,1<m< (4.18)
k k
d]‘ d+2-2¢
—+l=||—— (4.19)
e e

Lemma[43]can be proved using contour integration. We refer the reader to
Proof of Lemma 15] for the precise details of the argument.

4.2. Algebraic identities. The exterior energy estimates in Theorem BT will play
a crucial role in the proof of Theorem[2.2] Here we prove a few algebraic identities
to relate the exterior energy of the projected solution 7% i(t, r) with the projection
coefficients. The relations proved in this subsection will be essential ingredients in
our adaptation of the argument from [11} Section 5] to all equivariance classes. We
note that in [11], the € = 1 equivariant case treated there corresponds to d = 5 in the
previous subsection and the subspace P(R) from Theorem f.]lis simply a plane.

Using the notation in Theorem (1] we define A;(t, R), uj(t, R) as the coefficients
of the orthogonal projection onto the space P(R) of #(t,r) = (u(t, 1), u(t, r)) with
respect to a suitable basis of P(R) as in point (3) of the remarks in the previous
subsection.

k k
regil(t, ) = |ut,r) = Y At R, (e, r) = ) (e, Ry (4.20)
P =1
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Here
d - d+2
k= |:Z:|, k:= |:T:| (421)

and we will fix this from now on. Using (.2), (4.10), and (£.14), we have the explicit
formulae

k _RA+2-2i-2 oo v 5
; = i = <i< .
Ai(t, R) ; T Zj)dld]fR w(t, A 2dr, V1<j<k (4.22)

and

k. Rd-2i-2j

- = = ” 2i-1 .
j(t, R) L d—2i—2jclc]‘fl; w(t,r)yr*dr, V1<j<k (4.23)

with ¢;, d; defined in @11) and (£.15). From (2), (£.8), and {#.13), we also have the
following identities

k i+ i—d— .
00 ) R2i+2j-d 2(d _ 2]) B
A NP 2dr = — —Ai(t,R), V1<i<k 4.24
fR (E, ) dr ijl d+2-2i—2; MR ! (424
o0 Vi k. Reiv2j-d
i .
jl; w(t, ¥)r " dr = 2. mﬂj(f, R), V1<i<k (4.25)

We can rewrite A; using integration by parts to obtain the following formula, which
will be useful in later sections.

Lemma 4.4.

dj
At R) = ——

& QiR [
i-2j

d-2j -1
u(R)R2T + ; 277 ut, r)yr* dr]
Proof. By applying integration by parts to (£22), we get

4\ u(RRVd,
AR =5 —2j ; d+2—-2i-2j)

N d; ’?(Zi_z)diRdu—zi—zj o
d-2j L @+2-2i-2)) Jp

(4.26)

u(t, r)yri=3dr

Suming up the first term in the expression above using (@.I8) yields

k
. d: A
d-2 i _ d-2
u(R)R ];—(mz—zl'—z]') = u(R)R*%

The lemma follows by relabeling i = i’ +1 in the second term on the right-hand-side
of [#.26). o

Lemma 4.5. For any function if € H, let Aj(t, R) and pj(t, R) be the projection coefficients
defined as in (4.20). Then the following inequalities hold:

1

k k
IRy = Y, (i, IR E) 4 Y (e, RRE#)' (427)
=1 i=1
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00
Ikt > [

Here X = Y means c1Y < X < oY, for some positive constants cy, ¢, which depend only
on d —in particular, the constants are independent of t and R.

k k
Y (@At P ) + Y (@t 0P (dr (428)
i=1 i=1

Proof. From (@3) as well as (£.8) and @.I3) we see that

”TCRL_[”%{(QR) = Z /\i(tl R)/\j(tl R)<72i_d1 TZj_d>H1 (r=R,r1-1dr)
b=t (4.29)

k
+ Z ui(t, R)uj(t, R)(P4, 7 _d>L2(rzR,rd-1dr)
i=1

Using the notation from point (3) in Section 4.1} we know that the Gram matrices
A(R) and A(R) are positive definite with

= [¢(p2i-d j2j-a _ [ R
AR) = [(r L >]L2(r2R,rd*1dr) - d—Zi—Zf]kxk (4.30)
A _ [¢2i-d 2j-d _ | RE#H2(4-2i)(d-2))
AR = [P, 2D = [—d+2_2i_2j ]M (4.31)
We have the equality
k . .
2 _ ‘ 2122 2j-ds2 (d - 2i)(d - 2j)
Iy = )L (it IR0, R 5 S

i,j=1

k
4 24y, 2j-4 1
+i;(ul(t,R>R it R

which implies (#.27) since A(1) = [#"Zf]kxk and A(1) = [%] _ are positive
definite.
To prove [#.28), we note that we have the explicit formula

L2 _ 2 2
”T(RIZH’I-I(VZR) _||l’ﬂ|7.{(.,>R - ||an’ﬂ|7.{(.,>R

R2+2-4-2(d — 2i)(d — 2j)
f (1, 1dr_ZA(tR)A(tR) d+2-2i-2j

1]1

R21+2 j—d

f (u )2 - 1[;[7' Z Mz(t R)[,l](t R) 2]

i,j=1
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Differentiating the above with respect to R gives

IRITR M} sy = —(Orus(t, R)*RT

RZ*2/=4-2(d — 2i)(d — 2j)
d+2-2i-2j

—2 Z IrAilt, R)A (t, R)

ij=1

k
+ Y Ai(t, R)A(t, R)RZ+243(d — 24)(d - 2))
; ’ J (4.32)
2i+2j~d

—12(t, R)R* — 22 Iruilt, R)uj(t, R)m

i,j=1

k
+ ) it Ryp(t, R)RZ #2141

ij=1

We seek to replace dru(R) and diu(R) in the above expression with expressions
involving A;(t, R) and ;(t, R). With this in mind we differentiate the relation (£.24)
with respect to R, which gives

2i-2 : R¥*2i-472(d — 2] E 2i+2j-d—3
i— — . 1+2]—
R¥29xu(t, R) ]221 (b R~ 21 Aj(t, R)R (d - 2j)

Dividing through by R*~2 yields the following expression for dgru(R),

R%=(d - 2]

k
Iru(t, R) = Z&R/\j(t, R) e

j=1

Z/\ (L ARY1(d-2j)  (4.33)

Note that this identity holds forall 1 <i < k, which means that foreach 1 < i,m < k
we have

R¥4(d — 2) R2-4(d - 2)
ZaRA(tR)d+2 - ] ZaRA(th+2 — ]2] (4.34)

Similarly we can differentiate (£.25) to obtain

R2j—d+1

k
—u(t,R) = Z Iritjt, R)ﬁ Z wi(t, RRY, Y1 < i<k (4.35)
j=1

By the same logic as above we see that for all 1 < i,m < k we have the identity

ZaRu,a R

R2j-d+1 RZ] —d+1

Z IRt R) (4.36)
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Now we can plug the formulae @.33) and (@.35) into (4.32) (note that by (.34) and
(4.36) we are free to choose i = 1 in both expressions) to obtain

2
aR“anQ_m|q.{(.,>R =

i
ZaRA (t, R)IrA(t, R)R¥RY R

£, Orpui(t, R)Irp(t, RYRZ 21041 (437)
”Z_ll d-2i-2)d-2j-2)

]} k - 2
) &R}li(t R)RZI d+1
—_ ‘ 2i-d\2 pd-1 _ IRENL RRT 7 | pa-1
- <Zf IrAi(t, R )R [Zf —>—5—| R
Upon further investigation of the relations (£.34) and (.36), and plugging these

into the last line above we obtain a system of identities indexed by m; € {1, ..., k}
and m, € {1,...,k}.

2
yogn  d-2i
5R||NRL71|W(,>R [Z drAi(t, R)R m]
. (4.38)
S Oruilt, RY S
& Td—2m, 2
We claim that @.37) and (£.38) together imply that
k k
d+1

— ORI sy = Z (OrAi(t, R)RZ"_ + Z Irpi(t, R Rzl-—) (4.39)

i=1 i=1

with constants depending only on dimension d. Once we establish (£.39) we simply
integrate from R to co to obtain (£28). Hence it remains to prove ([@39), which,
given ([@37) and (£.38), is an immediate consequence, of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let d > 7 be an odd integer. Given numbers a; € R,1 < i < k= [‘7”2]
satisfying

k k
(@-2j) (d-2j) . -
;a]d+2 2i-2] ]X_;a}d+2 =2 Vi<im<k (4.40)

it follows that
2 k

( Zk; a]-) o~ a (4.41)
=

]:
Similarly, if b; € R, 1 < i <k = [4] satisfies

k k
1 1 .
;biW‘—zf’ZbI‘m Visimsk (442)

=1
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then we have
k 2

(}Z_:b]d 2- 2])

with constants depending only on d.

Remark 4.7. When d = 3,5, @38) implies (£28) because k, k € {0, 1}

k
Z P (4.43)
j=1

Proof. Setting i = 1 and letting m run through 2, - - -k in (#40), we obtain a system
of equations

k
;#ém_zjzo, 2<m<k (4.44)
We can rewrite the above as
T m+m| =0 (4.45)
P o

where
_ 1 _ 1
M= [d+2—2m—2j]2$m,]-§"< - [dl_z’nl_zj/]1Sm’,j’sl-c—1
withd =d-2,m' =m-1,j =j— 1 This is precisely the matrix (@.8) with R = 1
for dimensiond’ =d —2and k' = [£] = [Z2] -1 =k - 1.
Since M is positive definite and 1nvert1ble, it follows that

k
P2 = Z a? (4.46)
1

To prove @A), it will then suffice to show that ():I;( aj)* is a nonzero constant
multiple of a3. Indeed, from (&8) and @I0), the inverse of M is given by

M—l — 1‘ ] Myaer (d’—Zj—le) [Miaer (d/_Zi_zl)
d’'=2i-2j nglgk’,l#j(zz_z]) nglgk’,l#r(y_zz)

1<i j<k
which implies using (4.45) that

1
fa == m ]Z_; (@ = 2i)(d’ - 2i - 2j)

y [Thaae @ =2j=20) [Tiqqe(d - 2i—21)
[hacr 220 =2))  Tlh<iep (21 = 2i)

for1 <i<k =k—-1. So we can check that

k

Y a=am Z F o 5 (4.47)

1
where here, from (£.I1) we have
o Thase@ 2121
Hlslsk/,l;ti(ZI - 2i)

/
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In @.47) we first sum in j using (.16) and then sum in i using (£.17). We are left
with

which proves that (Zl];1 aj)* = C(d)a2. In light of @46) we have finished the proof
of @.AT).

We argue similarly to prove @.43). First we write down a system of equations
for b; by setting i = 1, and letting m run through 2, ..., k in @42).

k
bj
le(d—Z—Zj)(d—Zm—Zj) =0 2smsk

Define b; = %’_zj,d_z d-2,and k = [d%z] = [4] = k. We then have

k b
Z‘—I-ZO’ 2<m<k
— (d+2-2m-2j)

which is exactly the same as (4.44). Hence the same proof gives us

as desired |

This completes the proof of Lemma[4.5] i

5. RiGIDITY ARGUMENT

The remainder of this paper will be devoted to showing that the critical element
i, from Proposition B.5 does not exist. In particular, we will prove the following
rigidity theorem.

Theorem 5.1 (Rigidity Theorem). Let ii(t) € H = H' x L>(IR?) be a global solution to
(2.5) such that the trajectory

K = {u(t)|t € R}

is pre-compact in H. Then u = 0.

Note that the pre-compactness of the trajectory K implies that the H-norm of
il(t) decays on the exterior cone {r > R + [t|} as t — oo.

Corollary 5.2. Given ti(t) as in Theorem[5Iland any R > 1, we have

()l r2r419) — 0 as t — *oo. (6.1
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Following the outline of the argument in Section 5], we divide the proof
of Theorem G| into several steps. The main idea is to combine Theorem
with Corollary 5.2] to establish the precise spacial asymptotic behavior of i(f). In
particular we will show that i7(0) has same the spacial decay as %(Q(r) —nmn) where
Qs a solution to the elliptic equation 2.1) as in Lemma[2.T]- note that this is better
decay than what is expected for generic energy data. Indeed, we prove that

up(r) = 91+ O(r**) asr — oo

°© . ) 5.2
f uy(s)s% tds = O(r*** ) asr — 0o, V1<i<k 62

where 9 is some constant, and k := [%].
We then argue by contradiction to show that i(t) = (0,0) is the only solution
with pre-compact trajectory K as in Theorem[5.Jland data that decay like (5.2).

5.1. Rigidity argument. Step I: estimating 7yl in H(r > R). The goal of this
section is to prove the following consequence of Theorem[£]and Corollary 5.2}
Proposition 5.3. Given a radial global solution il(t) to @.5) with a pre-compact trajectory,
there exist a number Ry > 1 such that for every R > Ry, we have the following estimate
uniformly in time t € R.

g iZ(B)llgr=ry SRRl l7(r2r)

4 . ~ . (5.3)
+ RENmRABIE sy + R ImRid(D)]

3
H(r=R)

Here H(r > R) := H' x LX(R?\B(0, R)), g and iy are defined as in Theorem BT}

In order to prove Proposition 5.3l we require a preliminary result concerning the
nonlinear evolution of a modified Cauchy problem that is adapted to capture the
dynamics of our pre-compact solution i(t) restricted to the exterior cone Qg :=
{(t,7) | ¥ = R + [t|}. Since we will only deal with the evolution — and in particular
we plan to make use of the vanishing property (5I) — on Qg, we can alter the
nonlinearity and the potential term in (Z5) on the interior cone {1 < r < R + |t}
without affecting the flow on the exterior cone — this is a consequence of the
finite speed of propagation. In particular, we can make the potential and the
nonlinearity small on the interior of the cone so that for small initial data we can
treat the potential and nonlinearity as small perturbations. This idea originates
in [7] and is used for the first time in [§] to prove rigidity theorems.

To be precise we study the modified exterior wave equation

20+ 2

hyt — hyy — rm=NWmm r>1
h(t,1)=0, VteR (5.4)
10) = (ho, hn)
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where d = 2¢ + 3 and where we set
v V(t|+R), r < |t| +R
R() = V), r> It +R

F(t| + R, h), r < ||+ R
Fr(rh) = { F(r,h), r > |t + R
G(H + R, h), r < |t + R
Gr(r 1) := { G(r,h), r > || + R

Nr(t, 1, h) := =Vr(r)h + Fr(r,h) + Gr(r, h)

Again, we remarks the the point of this modification is that everything coincides
with equation 2.5) in the exterior region Qg = {(t,7)|[r > [t| + R}. Hence by finite
speed of propagation, the solutions to both problems will agree on Q.

We note that the asymptotic behavior for Q from (2.3) together with the explicit
formulas for V(r), F(r, h), G(r, h) from (2.6), yield the estimates

(f|+ R) ™2 forr <|t|+R
24 forr> |+ R

(It|+ R)°H?, forr < |t|+ R
K2, forr> ||+ R

(It + R*213, forr < |t + R

2108, forr > |t + R

[VR(| < {

[Fr(r, )| < { (5.5)

IGr(r, )] < {

The advantage of the modified equation (5.4) is that by choosing R large, we
can make the potential term V(r) and nonlinearities Fr(r, 1), Gr(, ) small in space
and time and thus treat them as small perturbations.

Lemma 5.4. There exists a R, > 0 large and 6. > 0 small enough, such that for all R > R,
and initial data 11(0) = (ho, hy) with

IhO)llg < 0.
there exists a unique global solution to the modified equation G3). Inaddition, l’_l)(t) satisfies
Il 21 ., S 1Ol < 0.

L, 372 (Ix(R
withd = 2{+ 3. .
Also, if we let hi(t) := So(t)h(0) denote solution to free exterior wave equation with
initial data I;(O), we have

sup [l = hillze s ROl + R™2IRO)IZ, + R RO, (5.6)
teR

Proof. We sketch how to deduce (5.6). We simplify the notation by writing

llulls == llull 2a: lluellw == lloell oo pp (e
L7 (Ix(RE) HT O

By Duhamel’s formula and Strichartz estimates from Theorem B.I]we have

Il — hL”Lf"'H < |\Vrh + PR||L}L§(R><R§) + ||GR||3/(]R><]R5) (5.7)
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where Y(RR) is any sum of energy-admissible dual Strichartz spaces. Arguing as in
Remark[B.4(see e.g., 3.5) and [5]) one controls the term involving Gg by R™ ||h||f\,(]R)

where X(IR) is the intersection of all energy-admissible Strichartz spaces. Using
BI) we see that

IVROMllz S VR 20 20 Bl 2wy 2w S Rl
X Lt d+4 Lx 3 Lt d-2 Lxd—z

and similarly using (5.5) and the Strauss estimate we have
_d
IFllzz < R™2(kliwllklls.
By the standard contraction mapping and continuity arguments we can find R. > 0

and 0. > 0, so that

Il WRlls, nllw < 1720) kg
By (57) and the above (5.6) follows as well. |

We can now prove Proposition 5.3

Proof of Proposition[5.3] The proof is similar to Lemma 5.3]. We first prove the
case t = 0. For each R > 1, we truncate the initial data, defining ilr(0) = (ugRr, U1R)
by
uo(r), forr > R
uor(r) := -1
0(7) uo(R)h, forr <R
ui(r), forr > R
R (r) = 0, forr <R
Note that
2R (O)ll2¢ < EZO)lp=r) (5.8)
and hence there exists Ry > R., so that for all R > R,
R O)ll < 0.

Here R, and 6. are the constants in Lemma 5.4
Denote by iix(t) the solution to (54) with initial data #(0). By finite speed of
propagation,
ir(t,r) =u(t,r), VteR, r>R+[t
where ii(t) is our solution to (2Z3) as in Proposition 5.3
Now denote by ilg .(t) = So(t)ilr(0) the free evolution of this data. From (5.6) in
Lemma[5.4 we obtain

- - —dn~ _do 11~
sup [l — Tr tllze < RTR(O)lly + R 2R O)IZ, + R @O,
t

Hence we have
Nl r=r1) = NERElgrr>rp)
N —dn~ _d 5 1~
>|lidg L (Ollg1(r>r11) — Co(R' iz (O)llge + R™2 iR ()15, + R~ [iZ=(0)I1},)

Now, the left hand side vanishes as |t| — co by Corollary[5.2l Using the exterior
energy estimates from Theorem 1] (choosing either t — oo or t — —co according
to (1)), we deduce that

kit 0)lger=ry < RNt (O)llge + R™* [l )13, + R liZz (O)IF, (5.9)
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From (5.8) and the fact that by definition

I iR (O)lg(r=ry = IR H(O0)ll ()
see that

— —dn =, _d > 11~
Ik ZO sy < ROy + RO oy + RO

Finally, writing
IO)By s = IREO)E ) + I AONE 0
and by choosing Ry large enough, we can absorb all of the IINIL{LT(O)IIW(QR) terms to
the left hand side of (5.9), and obtain
ImgZ0)lg1o2r) < R™|ImriZ(0)]| + R™H|mgi(O)I? + R~ |mzif(0)]

This completes the proof for t = 0. For t = t) we can repeat the same argument by
setting
u(ty,r), forr > R

tl,r(7) := -1
or(r) u(to,R)h, forr <R

B uy(to,r), forr > R
i R(r) = 0, forr<R

The key point here is that by the pre-compactness of the trajectory K, we can find
Rg = Ro(6.) such that YR > Ry, we have

NEOllr=r) < 0.
uniformly in t € R. O
5.2. Rigitity argument. Step II: asymptotics for i7(0, 7). In this step we use Propo-

sition[5.3to establish the asymptotic behavior of i#(0, ) as r — co described in (5.2).
To be precise we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Let il(t) be as in Theorem 5| with i(0) = (ug, u1). Then there exists
31 € R so that

72uo(r) — 81 as r — o0
f u1(s)s* 'ds - 0 as r - 00 V1<i<k
.

where k := [%]. Moreover, we have the following estimates for the rates of convergence,

)rd_zuo(r) - \91) =0 as r > o

f u1(s)s* " ds

We remark that the analog of Proposition 5.5 for £ = 1 and d = 5 was proved
in [11) Lemma 5.3]. Here the proof of Proposition[5.5will consist of a rather lengthy
argument which is complicated by the increasing dimension of the subspace P(R)
in Theorem 1] To highlight the structure of the argument and illustrate the
key differences from [11], we will first treat the case £ = 2 and d = 7 where the
dimension of P(R) is 3. We then divide the argument for general { > 2 into two
cases determined by the parity of ¢ as there are subtle differences that arise when
¢ is odd as opposed to even.

=0 M) gs r > 00 V1<i<k
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First, we establish difference estimates for the coefficients A;(t, R) and p(t, R) of
the projection of i(t) onto P(R), which hold for all £ > 2.
Let u(t) be as in Theorem 5. I with the projection coefficients A;(t, R) and p(t, R)

defined as in (@.20). We recall the conclusions from Lemma 5] where k = [4], and
k=[42].

k k
Iy, = ), (i RREEY 4 ) (st ORZH)’
i=1 i=1

IR sy = (5.10)
N k
f [Z (8r/\i(t, r)rzz“%)2 + Z ((%Mz‘(t, r)rZi‘dz;l)z] dr
RO\=T i=1

with uniform-in-time constants which depend only on dimension d = 2£+3. Hence
we can rewrite Proposition 5.3 as

Lemma 5.6. There exists Ry > 1 so that for all R > Ry we have
o [ Kk -, k )
f Z (Qr/\,-(t, 1’)1’2’_Ll + Z Pt 1) )12 ) dr
R =1 i=1

k
< Z (R4i—3d A2(t,R) + RBi-3—4 A4(t,R) + R12i-3d-8 A8, R))
i=1

k
+ Z(R4l+2_3dlui2(t’R) + R8i-3d 4(t R) 4 R12i-3d-2 6(t R))
i=1

Let 61 > 0 be a small number to be determined precisely later such that 0; < 0..
By the pre-compactness of the trajectory K, we can find Ry = R1(61) > Ry (Here 6.
and Ry are as in Lemma 5.4 and Proposition5.3) such that

IiZ(E)lgesry <61 YR >Ry, Vt€R
Ri™ <6y

An immediate consequence of (5.10) and (5.T1) is that the following estimates hold
uniformly in time.

(5.11)

it A3 =i, A <6 Yr>Ry,1<i<k1<j<k (5.12)
We prove the following difference estimates.

Lemma 5.7. Let Ry be as in (5.10). For all r,v" such that Ry <r < r' < 2r, the following
difference estimates hold uniformly in t € R.
At ) = Aj(t, 1)

k

Sl’_zj_d Z[r2i+1|/\i(tl r)l + I’4i_1|/\i(t, }’)|2 + I’6i_3|/\i(t, 7’)|3]
> (5.13)

k
2N A2, D+ e, )P + e P

i=1
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and

Iuj(t/ 7') - tu](t/ 7’,)|

B

<Y [P AL+ AT DR + A P
i=1 (5.14)

k

72N 224 )+ A )P + e 1]
i=1

Remark 5.8. A quick observation is that for each index i in the summations above,
if [A;(t, )[r¥~2 2 1, then the cubic term dominates the growth rate in the terms
involving A;(t, 7). When |A(t, 7)[r*72 < 1, the linear term dominates. Similarly, if
|ui(t, 7)[r*~1 2 1, the cubic term dominates the growth rate in the terms involving
pi(t, ). When |u;(t, r)[r*~! < 1, the linear term dominates.

Proof. The lemma is a simple consequence of Lemma 5.6l

2

’

f dsAj(t, s)ds
f (s )2ds

sr—4j+d+2 Z[r4i—3d/\i2(t’ 7') + r8i—3d—4A;l(t’ 7') + rlzi_3d_8/tf(t, 7')]

At r) = Ajt, r’)l2 =

<

f (@A j(t, 5)s5~ 5 )ds
k

i=

1
k

4 A2 Z[r4z+2—3d WA, 1) + PSPt 1)+ P22 0 )]
i=1

and

2
2_

et =it = [ oumte as

f (siaj(t, 8)s5~ 7 )ds f (52 )2ds

k
<t Z[r4i—3d A2(t, 1) + PSR 1) + 1280 )]
P

<

k
Y A2 1) 4 Sk 1) + P20 )]
i=1

This completes the proofs of (5.13) and (5.14). m|

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of (5.12).



SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR EXTERIOR WAVE MAPS 25

Corollary 5.9. Let Ry be as above. For all v,v" such that Ry < r <1’ < 2, the following
difference estimates hold uniformly in t € R.

k k
.0 = 4t SH PG AL Al (615)
it 1) = i, 7))l <—[Z P2 (1) + Z P2 (e, )] (5.16)
i=1

Next, we make a few observations relating i(t, ) and the projection coefficients
Aj(t,r)and (t, 7).

Lemma 5.10. For each fixed R > 1 and for all (t,r) € Qg = {r = R + |t|} we have

k

u(t,r) = Z Aj(t, 1) (5.17)
r21+2] —d
2i—1 .

fr u(t, 5)s%~1ds = Zy](t T 77 V1<i<k (5.18)

ko d-2i2j = yit '
!l](t, 7') = L m(jj(j]"[ ut(t, S)S dS, V1< ] < k (519)

| d-2i-2j oo ‘
2j (21)d1+17d 2i—1

Aj(t,r) = [u(t Y 4 Z ), u(t, s)s%1ds |, (5.20)

with the last line holding for all j < k and where d; is defined in @IE). Moreover, for any
1<j,j <k we have

IAj(t1, 1) = Aj(E2, 7]
k

< ’,Zj’—zf |/\jl(t1, 7’) - Aj'(tZI 7’)| + Z

m=1

(5.21)

t
=2 f U (t, 7)dt
t

Remark 5.11. In [11], where £ = 1,d = 5and k = k = 1, the authors used the notation
M(t,r) = vo(t,r) and pi(t, r) = vi(t, 1); see [11}, equation 5.20] which contains the
analogs of (5.17) and (5.18) above. To avoid possible confusion, we remark that the
expression (5.17) does not mean that we have proved that u(t, rp) is an element of
P(ro) —in this case one would see A(t, r0)r%~4 on the right hand side of (5.17) rather

than A j(ro)rgj @A similar remark holds for (5.18) as well.

Proof. First, note that (5.17) follows by setting i = 1 in (224). Next, we observe

that (518) and (5.19) are just restatements of (4.25) and (.23) and that (5.20) was
proved in Lemmal4l So we are left to prove (3.21).



26 CARLOS KENIG, ANDREW LAWRIE, BAOPING LIU, AND WILHELM SCHLAG
Choosing times t # t, and plugging (5.18) into (520) yields

d-2j .
SR b,1) = Agtea, )
]

(2011

=(u(t, 1) - u(tz,r))+2(dT f (u(t1,5) = ulty, s))s™ds

=(u(tr,7) u(tz,r))+Z (fl 211*”2] f f it 5 ds

2i)dis
=t ”(tz'r)“ZZ(d 21( 12])(2; 2i - Zm)f pont, it

Performing the same computation for j* then gives

) m—d
d-2; . 1 K (2i)dir? f m(t, 7)dt
TV (Aj(tr, 1) = Aj(t2, 7)) Z Z (d—2i—2j)(d—2i—2m)

] i=1 m=

1 & (i) df Lm(t, r)dt
(d—2i=2j)(d—2i—2m)

D221 247 11, 1) = A (1)
d] i= =1
From the above we obtain

(Aj(tr, 1) = Aj(ta, 7))

di(d-2j") 272
d d-2 ) (/\ (t1,7)— /\ (t2,7))
vy 2 - )@ o
(d 2] Z‘Z{(d 2i — 2] (d—-2i- 2] )d - 21—2711)‘/; :um(/r)
which implies (5.21). -

Next, we record a computation regarding an averaged difference of the u;’s at
two distinct times t; # t5.

Lemma 5.12. Foreach1 < j<k,,t; # tp, and R large enough, we have

1 2R k
z ] i) =it i = 3 g f (16, )+ 116G, ) dt

with 1(i, j), 11(i, j) as follows

TR 20+2
1(i, ]) :Ef P2 ZJf [uss(t, s) +
R r

r= 2R .
=— %(u(t, r)rd—Zf—l)LiR +(2i—2j— 1)% fR u(t, r)yr*=-272dr (5.22)

. . 2R 0
_(20-2i+3)(2i-2) f A-2i-2) f u(t, $)s2-3ds dr
R r

us(t,s)]s* L dsdr

R

2R 00 tz
11G, j) = P-2i-2] f f [=V(s)u(t,s) + N(s, u(t,s))]s* ' ds dr (5.23)
r tl

R Jx
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Proof. Using the explicit formula for y; in (3.19), we have

1 (R
EfR pits, r) — pjlta, r)dr

k
Gicj 2i- 2,f 3 2i-1
i szf - (ui(t1,9) — uy(fa, 5))s* dsdr

k

CiCj 1 [ A-2i-2 f ooftl )s2i-1
=y t5)s2 ! dt dsd
Lt 12 - ZpoRf nll, s)" didsdr

k

cic; PR i T 20+2 »
- —2i-2j 2i—1
§ T3 ft % ). 7 f [tss(t,8) + =—us(t, 91> ds dr

i

Il
—_

CiCj
d—2i-2j

+

D~ 1p1-

ty 2R 00
f % A-2i-2j f IN(s, u(t,s)) — V(s)u(t, :;)]52"_1 dsdrdt
t R r

CiCj tlI" 106G Nt
m‘f; (i, 1)+ 1(, j)

here we used the equation (2.5) for u.
Now we use integration by parts and notice d = 2{ + 3, we get

1 (R 20+2
1(i, ]) :Ef rd 2 ij [uss(trs) +
R r

. r)rﬂ—zf—l)rm FQi—2j-1E f B u(t, ryr2-2dy
R -k =% ). MV

1

Il
—_

us(t,s)|s* P ds dr

(20-2i+3)@i-
R

as desired. |

) (R ‘
P22 f u(t, s)s*3ds dr
R r

Now we begin the process of proving Propostion using Lemma 5.7 and
Corollary[5.9]as the main tools. The goal is to understand the asymptotic behavior
of the projection coefficients A;(t, ) and p(t, r). We proceed in iterative cycles. In
each cycle, we first show a pair A;(t, 1), yi-1(t, ¥) converges as r — co. Then we then
show that the limits must be identically 0. By feeding this information back into
(5.13) and (5.14) we enter the next cycle where the goal is to show that A;_1 (¢, r) and
ui2(t, r) converge to 0 as r — oco. Eventually we show all of the coefficients have
limits as ¥ — oo, and that all of these limits must be 0 with the possible exception
of /\1 .

We will distinguish between the cases when ¢ is even or ¢ is odd, as there is
a slight difference in the computation. To clarify the exposition we illustrate the
method by working out the details of the simplest case not covered in [11], namely
t=2.

5.2.1. Proof of Proposition[b.5when { = 2:
When ¢ =2 we haved =7,k = 1,k = 2, and we have projection coefficients 11, A,
and pq with

rwil(t, ) = (ult, r) = A(t, R)r=> = Aa(t, R)yr™, uy — u(t, R)r™)
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Recall that our goal is to prove the following result, which is just Proposition5.5]
specialized to the case £ = 2.

Proposition 5.13. Let i(t) be as in Theorem B with t1(0) = (uo, u1). When € = 2 we
have
Pug(r) =9+ O(r %) asr — oo

foo ui(s)sds = O(r % as r — oo
We record the conclusions of Lemma [5.7land Corollary 5.9 for £ = 2. For any
r,v" such that Ry <r <1’ < 2r, the following estimates hold uniformly in time.
A1, 1) = Ax(t, 1) <0l Aat, D+ 70l PP + 0 Aa ()P
+ 17 A (t, V) + 3 At 1) + Aa(t, )P (5.24)
+ r‘slp(t, )|+ r‘4|y(t, r)l2 + r_?’lp(t, r)|3
Aa(t, 1) = Aa(t, 1) < *lAa(t, P + 78|, )P + 78 Aa(t )P
+ 170\ A0 (t, ) + AR (E, )P + 2 Ao (t, 1) (5.25)
+ r‘7|p(t, )|+ r‘6|y(t, r)l2 + r‘slp(t, r)|3
lut, 7'y = (e, DL sr7 A D+ 1771 A(E )P+ 777 A, )P
+ 170 Aa(t, )| + 3 Aot )P + Y Ao, )PP (5.26)
+ 770 ult, )| + 0 ult, )P+, )P
A1t 7') = M, 1) 61141t 1) + PlAa(t 7] + rlu(t, 7))
[Aa(t, 1) — Ax(t,7)] gr-261(|A1(t, |+ P Aa(t, 7)) + rludt, r)l) (5.27)
It 7) = (e, 1) <761 (1Aa e, Pl + PIAa(E )|+ rluct, 1))

Lemma 5.14 (e-growth). Given any small fixed number € > 0, the following estimates
hold uniformly in t € R with constants C = C(¢).

M) <, Ayt 1) S 75, u(t,r) < re (5.28)

Proof. Fix a small constant € > 0. From (5.27) and the triangle inequality we obtain
forany r > Ry,

A1t 2n)] <(1 + Co)lA(t, )| + Corr?|Aa(t, 1) + Corrlu(t, )
Aa(t, 2r) <Cr~261|A1(t, 1)l + (1 + Co)lAa(t, )| + Crlonfu(t, 7)] (5.29)
|lu(t, 20)| <r ' Co1lAL(E, )] + CorrIAa(t, )] + (1 + Con)lu(t, 1)

Now fix g > Ry, and define

|A1(tl 2nr0)| “l(t, an0)|
H, = —— t,2" _—
n @r0)? + [A2(t, 2"r0)| + 20
From (2.29) we can deduce that

Hyu1 < (1+3Co1)H,
Now choose 61 small enough so that 1+3C6; < 2°. Iterating the previous line gives
H, < (1+3Co61)"Hp < (2"r0)" (5.30)
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Notice that (2.12) ensures that once we fix rg, Hy is bounded for all t € R, and hence
(5.30) holds uniformly in time. This means that

Ai(t,2'r0) < (27r0)*¢, Aa(t,2"r0) < (2"r0), p(t,2"ro) < (2"r0)' " (5.31)

Now we feed (5.31) into the estimate for u(t, r) in (5.26). This yields

lu(t, 27 o)l < (1 + Co)|u(t, 2"ro)| + (2"r0) ¢
Iterating the above as before gives the improved bound

lu(t, 2"ro)l < (2"r0)°

Next, we feed (5.31) with the improvement above into the estimate for A4(t, ) in
(5.24). We have

Aa(t, 2" o)l 5 (1 + ConlAw(E, 2"ro)] + (2"r0)™
which again yields the improvement

Aa(t, 2"r0)l S (2"r0)*
after iterating. In summary, we have proved
At 2"r0)l S (2"r0)%,  Aa(t,2"r0) < (2"r0)%,  |u(t, 2"r0)l S (2"r0)°

Finally, (5.28) follows by combining the above with the difference estimates (5.24),

(B25), and (B26). m|
Lemma 5.15. There exist uniformly bounded functions 3(t) and o(t) so that

[Aa(t, 1) = 82(t) = O(r ) as r — oo (5.32)

lu(t,7) — o(t) = O ) as r — oo (5.33)

where the implicit constants in O(-) are also uniform in time.
Proof. We let € and rq be as in the proof of LemmaB.14] and plug (5.28) into (5.25).
This gives
|/\2(t, 2n+1r0) _ Az(t, znro)l < (ano)—8+9€ + (ano)—2+3€ + (znro)—5+3e
This implies that
Z Aa(t, 2" r0) = Ao, 2"r0)| < o0
n

Therefore, A>(t,2"rp) has limit as n — oo, which we denote by 9,(t). Next, we have

19(8) = Aa(t, o)l = lim |Aa(¢, 2" 1ry) = Aa(t, 7o)

n
< lim Z |/\2(t, 21+17’0) _ A2(t, ero)l < r62+3e Z(Zl)—2+3e
m—00
I=1 =1

Since (5.12) implies that Ax(t, 7o) uniformly bounded, the above means that 9(t) and
hence A;(t, 2"rp) are uniformly bounded. Using the fact that A»(t, 2"r)) is bounded,

we can upgrade (5.25) to
a(t, 27 70) = Aa(t, 27r0)| < (2770) 5% + (2770) 2 + (2rp) 3¢
and therefore
|Aa(t, 2"r0) — 92(b)] < Z Aa(t, 21 r0) = Aa(t, 2'r0)| < (2770) 72

I>n
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The fact that |A,(t,7) — 9(t)] = O(r~2) as r — oo now follows from difference esti-

mates (5.25).
Similarly, we plug (5.28) and the fact that we now know that A,(t, r) is bounded

into (5.26). This yields
|#(f, 2n+1r0) _ H(f, 2"7’0)| < (2"1’0)_7+9€ + (2"1’0)_1 + (znro)—4+3e

Arguing as above we deduce that p(t,2"r) has limit o(t), which is bounded in
te€ R, and

lu(t, 2"r0) = o(t)] < (2"r0) !
Using the difference estimate (5.26) as above we obtain (5.33). O

From LemmaB.T14and Lemma[5. I8 we deduce the following asymptotic behav-
ior for ii(t,r) as r — oo.

Lemma 5.16. The following holds uniformly in time.
Pu(t,r) = 92(t) + O ") as r — oo (5.34)

Proof. Using the formula (5.17) from Lemma[5.10 (5.34) follows immediately from
the r*¢-control of A1(t, R) from (528) together with the conclusion of Lemma 5.5
[m}

We will improve the asymptotics of i by showing 9,(f) = o(t) = 0.

Lemma 5.17. The limit 9,(t) is independent of time and from now on we will write
I = N (1).

Proof. Fix times t; # t,. Using (5.32) and (5.2T) with j =2, = 1, we get
[92(t1) = 92(f2)|
=Aa(t1, R) = Aa(ta, R)| + O(R™?)

SR72|Aq(t, R) — A1 (f2, R)| + R™? +O(R™?)

t
f u(t, R)dt
5]

where in the last step we used the r**-control on A1 (t,7) and r*-control of u(t,r) as
in (528), which hold uniformly in time. It follows that 9,(t1) = 9(f,) by letting
R — co. m|

Slt = B|O(R™2%€) + O(R72+%)

Lemma 5.18. 9, = 0. Moreover, o(t) is independent of time, and from now on we will
write o = o(t).

Proof. From (5.33) we have

2R 2R
ot —ott = [ ot et = . [ o) = e+ OR™)

Now using Lemma [5.12l with j = 1 (note that when d = 7, we have ¢; = 3), we

obtain

2R t1
% j; u(t) — p(t)dr = 3 f 1(1,1) + I1(1, 1)dt

[53

r=2r 1 (2R 5
r —EIR u(t, ryr’dr

Recall that
101,1) = = (ult, N7
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Plugging in (5.34) we see that
I(1,1) = =29, + O(R™>*%)

To estimate II(1, 1), we note that from the point-wise estimates for V and N in 2.7)

and ([2.8) together with (5.34), we get
| = Vru+ Nl < v 8ul + 3 ul + ~2uf < v’

Hence,
1 2R 00
I11(1,1)| = ‘E f r f [V (s)u(t,s) + N(s,u(t,s))]sds dr
R r
=O(R™?)
Therefore we must have
lo(t1) — o(t2)] = 6l(t1 — t2)92] + |1 — B]O(R™273) + O(R™) (5.35)

Recalling that o(t) is bounded uniformly in time, we rewrite the above as an
expression for 9,. Leting R — oo and then letting |f; — ;| — oo, we obtain

19, = lo(t1) — o(t2)]
6|t — to

which means that 9, = 0.
With the knowledge that 9, = 0, we see from (5.35) that

lo(t1) = o(t2)] = |t = LIO(R™>*%) + O(R™) 2.0

1
+OR?) + ——ORYH — 0
[t1 — to Rt~y —o0

for any fixed t; # t,. Therefore o(t) = ¢ is independent of time. ]
Lemma 5.19. We must have o = 0.
Proof. Suppose ¢ # 0. Recall from (5.19) and Lemmas[5.I5 and 5.18 that ¢ satisfies

3R3 f us(t,s)sds = o+ O(R™)
R

uniformly in time. It follows that we can fix R large enough so that 3R> fROO uy(t, s)sds

has the same sign as g and
‘BR?’ f u(t, s)sds
R

Integrating in time from t =0 to t = T gives

T o0
f 3R® f uy(t, s)sds dt
0 R

Carrying out the t-integration on the left hand side and using (5.34) with the
knowledge that 9,(T) = 9,(0) = 9 = 0, we see that

> L1
_ZQ

> L
_2Q

T ) )
| f 3R? f u(t, s)sds dt| = [3R3 f [u(T, s) — u(0, s)]sds dt| < O(R%)
0 R R
Therefore T
- < R3e
2I@INR

which gives a contradiction if ¢ # 0 since R is fixed and we are free to choose T as
large as we like. o



32 CARLOS KENIG, ANDREW LAWRIE, BAOPING LIU, AND WILHELM SCHLAG

Now we are ready to prove that the leading coefficient A;(t,r) has a limit as
r — oco. At this point we it will suffice to consider the case t = 0, and in the
following we will simplify notation by writing A;(r) := A1(0,7), A2(r) := A,(0,7) and
u(r) := p(0, 7).
Lemma 5.20 (Existence of limit for the leading coefficient A;). There exist 91 € R so
that
A1(r) = 91] = O(r %) as r — oo. (5.36)

Proof. Using (5.32), (5.33) and the fact that 9, = p = 0, we have improved decay
rates for A»(r) and p(r), namely
Mo <772, Ju)<r! (5.37)
Fixing a large ry and feeding (5.37) and the r*¢-control of A;(r) back into the differ-
ence estimate (5.24), we obtain
M2 r0) = A1 (2"r0)| < (2"r0) 0

Arguing as as in the proof of Lemma [5.15] we deduce that there exists 9; € R so
that 11(2"ry) — 91 as n — co. Moreover,

1A1(2"r0) = 911 $ (2"r9) ® as r — oo
Finally, (5.36) follows from another application of the difference estimate (5.24). O
We are now ready to complete the proof of Proposition[5.13}

Proof of Proposition[5.13] Inserting the conclusions of Lemma[b.15/and Lemma[5.20
along with the facts that 9, = g = 0, into the difference estimates (5.25) and (5.26),
we obtain the improved decay rates

o) = O0@®), |um|=0F")asr — oo (5.38)
It then follows from Lemma (5.38), and the identities (3.17) and (5.I8) with
t =0 that

Pug(r) = 91+ O(r ®) asr — oo
jﬁlu@ﬁdszCXf4%asr—am

This completes the proof. ]

5.2.2. Proof of Proposition b when € > 2 is even:
Here we have d =2(+3, k = [%] = %, k= [‘7%2] = §+1. We also note thatk =k +1,
d=4k—-1=4k+3.

Recall that in the case { = 2, we had projection coefficients Ay, A5, . We first
showed that A5(t,r) — 0 and p(t,r) — 0 as v — oo. This then allowed us to extract
a limit for A1(r) = A1(0, ) as r — oo, which in turn implied the desired asymptotics

]

Now for an arbitrary even equivariance class £ > 2, we have coefficients A4,... A
and yg, ... ux. We first will show inductively that each pair A;(t, 7), uj-1(t, ), with
2 < j < k satisfies

Ai(t,r) >0 as r > 00, wuj1(t,r) >0 as r — o0
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This will then allow us to extract a limit for A1(0,r) as r — oo. The argument is
nearly identical to the case £ = 2, and simply requires more bookkeeping.
First we prove an initial growth estimate that is analogous to Lemma[5.14]

Lemma 5.21 (e-control). Given any small fixed number 0 < € < 1, we can find 61 in
(510) so that the projection coefficients defined in @&20) satisfy the following estimates
uniformly in time.

|/\I~<(t/ 7’) s re/

|kt )| <7v©
it r)] g P2R-2-2ive Vi<i<k
|i(t, r)| < PR32 V1<i<k

(5.39)

Proof. From (5.15), for 1 < j < k, we have for r > R,

k k
|/\]‘(t, 2r)| S|/\]‘(t, |+ Cd [Z rZi_2j|/\i(t/ |+ Z FZi_2j+1|yi(t, r)|J (5.40)
i=1

i=1

And from (5.16) for 1 < j < k, we have

k

k
“,l](t, 2r)| S“,l](t, r)| + CTl [Z 721_2]|/\1’(t, r)| + Z r21—2]+1|#i(tl r)|J (541)
i=1

i=1

Now fix g > Ry and define

k k
H = Y @0 I, 2ro)l + ) (2"r0) (2, 2o) (5.42)
j=1 j=1
One can check using (5.40) and (5.47) that
HS,, < 1+ Ck+k)o)H;, (5.43)

Now, given any fixed, small € > 0, we can find 6; in (5.11) small enough such that
1+ C(k + k)61 < 2°. Tterating (5.43) we have

HE < (2" HE,
Using (5.42), it follows that
Ai(t, 2"r0)| < (2"r0) %2, |ui(t, 2"ro)| < (2"rg)Ph-2itve (5.44)

We remark that if we compare (5.44) with (5.12), we have achieved a nontrivial
improvement in the growth rate.

Now we insert (5.44) back into (5.13) and (5.14). Using the fact that d = 4k — 1,
we have

IAj(, 2" o) = Aj(t, 2"ro)| <CO1IA(E, 2"ro)| + C(2"ro) 2727+
|t 2 o) — ilt, 2"ro)| <Co1lpui(t, 2"ro)| + C(2rg) 37243
From this we see that

|/\](t, 2n+1r0)| < (1 + C61)|/\](t, 2nr0)| + C(znrO)ZI_C—Z—Z]'+3€
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from which, using again that (1 + C61) < 2¢, we obtain

Aj(E 2" < (291, ro)l + C ) (2" o) 27243 ey

m=1

We remark that when j < k, the second term involving the summation is dominant,
but if j = k, the first term is dominant. One can perform a similar calculation for
tj. In summary, we have

Mf{(t, 2”7’0) S(ano)e
wi(t, 2"r0)| $(2"r0)",
Ai(t, 2"r0)| S (2 rg)2R22i43e Vi<i<k

|uit, 2"r0)| S(2"rg)2k3-2i43¢ Vi<i<k

(5.45)

which is an improvement over (544). We note that since ry is fixed, all of the
bounds are uniform in time.

We use the difference estimates (5.13),(5.14) to pass from (5.45) to (5.39) for any
2y < 1 < 2y

We note that that if we feed (E45) back into the system (.13), (5.14) again,
we will not achieve any direct improvement because the last term involving |A;[®
dominates the growth in the difference estimate (5.13). m|

Next, we use Lemma (.21 as the base case for an induction argument. The
goal is to establish the following proposition, which indicates that the projection
coefficients go to 0 as r — oco uniformly in time, with the possible exception of
M(t, 7).

Proposition 5.22. Suppose that the equivariance class € > 2 is even. Let € > 0 be the
small fixed constant from Lemmal5.21) Let Ai(t, r) and y(t, r) be the projection coefficients
defined as in (@20) for a solution ii(t) to @B as in Theorem Bl Then the following the
estimates hold uniformly in time

IAi(t,r)| < 23 V2<ij<k
At )l s 75, (5.46)
|uj(t, r)| < r2i1ese V1<j<k

As we mentioned above, we will prove Proposition inductively. Indeed,
Proposition is a consequence of the following Proposition by setting P = k
below.

Proposition 5.23. Under the same hypothesis as Proposition[5.22]the following estimates
hold true for P = 0,1, ...k, uniformly in time.

it 1) s PEP-D243¢ 1< i<k andj#k—P (5.47)
A, 1)l < 7, if j=k-P :
|uj(t, r)) < P&t Y1 <j<k andj#k-P (5.48)
|ujt, )l < 75, if j=k-P '
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Proof of Proposition[5.23] First, observe that Lemma [5.21] covers the case P = 0.
Now we argue by induction. Suppose that (5.47) and (E.48) are true for P with
0 < P <k—-1. We show that they must also then hold for P + 1. We divide the
remainder of the proof into several lemmas, namely Lemma[5.24]- Lemma

Lemma 5.24. There exist bounded functions Si_p(t), ok-p(t) such that
e p(t 1) = 8 p(B)] s O *2) (5.49)
|lu-p(t, 1) = gr-p(B) < O™ (5.50)
where O(-) is uniform in time t € R.

Proof. First we insert our induction hypothesis (5.47) into (5.13). A quick compu-
tation shows that the cubic terms always dominate the growth rate in each sum-
mation term when P < k — 1. Therefore, for R; as in (5.11) and for R; <7 <+ < 2r,
we have

| /\j(i, ) — /\j(t, Ml < réfc—éP—9—2j—d+9e + relz—ep—zj‘—d—3+36 (5.51)

Here the second term on the right-hand-side above comes from the term involving
[A;_pl* in (5.13), which grows faster than the term involving |u—p|°. The first term
on the right-hand-side arises by considering the remaining terms in

Fix 70 > Ry, and set j = k — P in (551). Using the factd = 4k — 1, we get

Aip(t, 2" r0) = Ap_p(t, 2"ro)] 5 (2"ro) 472+

This implies that the series below converges,
Y (2" r0) = A _p(t, 2"ro)] < oo
n

which in turn implies that there exist a function 9;_p(t) so that
lim Ak—P(t’ 2"1’0) = \9]‘(_1;.([')
Then, we have
[95_p(t) = Ap_p(t, ro)l = lim |Ag_p(t, 2" r0) = Ag_p(t, 7o)l

n
< lim Y 1Aa(t,2"*170) = Aa(t, 2"10)]
n—oo
m=1

oo
—4P-2+3¢ my\—4P—-2+3e
S WeD
m=1

We can conclude from the above that 9;_,(t) is uniformly bounded since (5.12)
implies that A;_,(t,7p) is uniformly bounded. As usual, we use the difference
estimate (5.51), to conclude that, in fact, we have

lim Ap_p(t,7) = S3_p(t),
which implies that
|Aep(t, )] s 1

uniformly in time.
Similarly we plug (5.48) into (5.14), and show that for Ry <r <7’ < 2r

lp(t, ') = wep(t, )| S v 40713
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Arguing as above, this implies that there exists bounded function g_p(t), so that
rll_{g Ur—p(t, 1) = ok—p(t)

uniformly in time.
Using the boundedness of A_p(t, 1), w—p(t, ) in GI3) (5.14), we deduce that for
any r > Ry
INe_p(t, 27 r) = Ap_p(t, 2"r)| < (2742
|luk-p(t, 2"17) = pp(t, 2"7) < (2"1)
and it follows that

[Ar_p(t, 1) = Sr_p(B) < Z(znr)—u’—z < P2
=0

|pk—p(t, 7) = o—p(B)| < Z(z"r)—4P—1 < Pl
n=0
as desired. .

Now we use the new information on A;, u1; to write down a preliminary estimate
regarding the asymptotic behavior of u(t,7) as ¥ — oo assuming our induction
hypothesis.

Lemma 5.25. We have the following preliminary estimates for u(t,r):
2Py, ) =9p_p() + O(r2+%) (5.52)
As usual, the above holds uniformly in time.

Proof. The proof follows by plugging the estimates in (5.47) along with the conclu-
sion of Lemma[5.24linto the formula (5.17) in Lemma m|

Remark 5.26. The induction hypothesis (5.47) and the corresponding asymptotics
(5.52) mean that if we count backwards from k to 1 to find the first A;(t,r) that

doesn’t decay to 0, then u(t, r) decays like #*/?. This coincides with the fact that A;

is the projection coefficient for r%/=7.

Lemma 5.27. $;_p(t) is independent of time and from now one we will write S;_p(t) =
Si_p.

Proof. Fix t; # tp. Using (5.49) and G2T) with j=k—P,j =k-P-1=k-P>1,
together with (547) and (5.48) we have

19%_p(t1) = Sg_p(t2)]
- )/\’-“P(tl’ 1) = Ai-p(t2, I’)| +O@™472)

k f1 ~
Y, f 26Dy (8 r)d
m=1"h

<21 O(r (1 + |t — )

S 2 Akep(ty, 1) = Akop(bo, 1) + +0(r 72

Letting r — oo we see that
Sjp(tr) = Sp_p(t2)
as desired. O
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Lemma 5.28. 9;_, = 0 and g_p(t) is independent of time — from now on we will write
Ok-p(t) = Ok-p.

Proof. We will use Lemma to prove both statements. Using (5.50) we have
1 (R
ok-p(t) = Ge-p(t2) =% | (G-p(t1) — Or-p(t2)) dr
R

2R

1
R (tk-p(t) — pr—p(t2)) dr + O(R™*71)
R
Now, by setting j = k — P in Lemma[5.12] we obtain
1 2 CiCj Lo )
R ) (i-p(t1) — pr-p(£2))dr = L i—2i-2j j; (G, k= P)+11(i, k- P)) dt

with the formulas for I(i, k — P), II(i,k — P) given by (5.22) and (5.23).
From the point-wise estimates for V and N in 2.7) and (2.8), along with the
asymptotics for #(t, r) in (5.52), we see that

| = V(r)yu+ N(ru)l < 72 Hul + 73l + 202 g 23760
Hence with j = k — P we have

2R )
1I(i,k—P) = '% f P2i-2] f ( — V(s)u(t,s) + N (s, u(t, s)))szl’-1 dsdr
R r

SO(R_2_4P)

Next we examine the main term

r= 2R

— ; ! — 2R . . oo .
_@r-2i ;3)(21 2) PAm2i=2j f u(t, s)s*3ds dr
R r

We plug in (5.52) and observe that for j = k — P
P2t v) = 85_p + O 5)

PR e . Sz
—2i-2j 2i-3 3. _ k-P —2+3¢
r j; u(t,s)s“°ds i2i-2 + O(r )

From these estimates we obtain
- —2jd-2j-2)
D= e 5o
Hence we get that the entire contribution from the term involving I(i, j),1 <i <k
is given by

+ O(R—2+3€)

k cicj  =2j(d-2j-2)

z — —2+3¢
d-2i-2] d-2i-2j O_p(t —t2) + O(R™7)

We will prove in Remark[5.29 that the coefficient in front of (f; — t1)9;_p is nonzero.
We assume that this is so for the moment and denote its absolute value by C > 0.
Hence

lok-p(t1) — ok—p(t2)| = Clta — t1] [9;_pl + ORI (1 + |1 — ta])) (5.53)
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First we let R — oo to obtain
lok-p(t1) — ok—p(t2)| = Clt2 — t1] [97_pl
Then by taking |t — t,| arbitrarily large, and by the boundedness of g_p(t), we have

1 lox-p(t1) = ok—p(t2)|
— —
C It] - tZI |ty —t3|—>00

|\9]}_p| =

which means 9;_p = 0.
But since 9;_p = 0, we can go back to (5.53) to deduce that for fixed times t; # t,
we have

|0c-p(t1) = Ge-p(t2)] = OR™' (1 + |11 = a])) =20
which means that g,_p(t) is independent of time. O

Remark 5.29. Here we prove that for 1 < j < k we have

CiCj —2j(d—2j—2)
—d-2i-2j d-2i-2]

=C#0 (5.54)

which was needed in the proof of Lemma5.28]above.
We will show that Y5, m = % Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 43| we

set a(z) = mzl(z —Xm), B(z) = I} _ (z— ym) With x,, = 2m, y,, = d —2m and consider
the contour integral

B 1 Y D1 R PO 1

7 D 0@ =y @y R ey Y

i=1
where 7 is a large circle centered at the origin. The left-hand-side goes to 0 as we
let the radius of the circle y tend to oo, and we can compute

pz) 1 N —Ci
Ca@ ey = @2 2p

Bz) 1 v = [hcmeims (Wi =ym) 1

7 ] - _
az) (2= ;P [T (yj — xm) i
Therefore Y5, m = C—j. In fact, the number C in (5.54) is given by 2j(d —2j—-2),
and we can check that this matches the corresponding number in Lemma 5.18]in
the case £ = 2.

es(——

Lemma 5.30. g_p =0.

Proof. Suppose gr—p # 0. Using (5.50), we see that when R is large enough p—p(t, R)
will have the same sign as g¢_p and

1
|tr—p(t, R)| > §|Qk—P|-

Integrating x_p(t, R) in time from ¢t = 0to t = T gives

T
1
[ ot o] 371010 (555)
0
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On the other hand, using the explicit formula (5.19) for p_p we can deduce that

T ) T
f tr_p(t, R)dt RA-272(k=P) f f uy(t, s)s* ' dtds
0 R 0

RI-2i-2(c-P) f (u(T, s) — u(0, s))s*'dtds
R

k
<)
i=1

k
<)
i=1

<O(R%*) (5.56)

where we have used (5.52) and the fact that 9;_, = 0 above. Therefore, combin-
ing (5.55) and (5.56) we can find a large fixed R so that for all T we have

1
ZTlow_»l < R3€
> lok-pl <
Letting T — oo above gives a contradiction if ge_p # 0. Hence gr_p = 0. |

Now that we have proved that A;_,(t,7), ux-p(t,r) — 0 as r — oo we can feed
this information back into the difference estimates (5.13), (5.14) to obtain improved
decay. Here we make some simple observations (to prepare for the next lemma)
regarding an argument that we have used often.

Remark 5.31. We make two observations regarding arguments that were used for
example, in the proofs of Lemma (.21] and Lemma and will be used again
below.

(1) Starting with the difference estimates (5.13) and (5.15), suppose we can
prove

IAi(t, 2" rg) — Aj(t, 2"r0)] S (2"70)" (5.57)
and/or
IAj(t, 2" )| < (1 + Co1)A(E, 2"r0) + (2"70)" (5.58)

for some number a € R and where ry > R; is fixed. For a fixed € > 0 we
then choose 61, Ry in (B.11) so that 1+ C16 < 2€.

e Ifa > ¢, then we can show by iterating (5.58) that|A(t, r)| < * uniformly
in time. See for example the proof of Lemma [.21] for an argument of
this nature.

e If 2 <0, then (552 is enough to conclude that A;(t, ) has limit 9;(t) as
r — oo, which is bounded in time, and moreover,

At ) =9I <7

uniformly in time. This further shows that [A;(t,r)] < 1. See for
example the proof Lemma for such an argument.

(2) By the observations in Remark we note that when we feed (5.47) and
(5.48) with 0 < P < k — 1 into (5.13) and (5.14), the cubic terms always
dominate. But, when we insert (5.47) and (5.48) with P = k into (3.13) and
(5.13), the linear terms will dominate.

Lemma 5.32. If (5.47) and (5.48) are true for P with 1 < P < k — 1, then they are also
true for P + 1.
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Proof. We insert (5.49), (E50) (recalling that we have proved that 9;_p = g_p = 0)
as well as the induction hypothesis regarding the other coefficients, i.e., (5.47) and
(548), into the system (5.13) and (5.14). This gives, for Ry <r <t <2r,

[Aj(t, ") = Aj(t, 1)l

Sr—Zj—d+6(fc—P)—9+9e ~2j—d+2(k-P)-4P-1

r 4 p2i-d+6(k-P)-12P-9 (5.59)

where the first term on the right hand side arises from the summations involving
|A;| with indices i # k — P and the summations involving |y, with indices i # k — P.
The second term comes from the linear terms involving |A;_pl, [tk-pl, and the third
term comes from cubic terms involving [A;_p, |tk-pl-

By comparing the growth rates of each term on the right-hand-side of (5.59)
with 2(k — P — 1 — j) — 2 + 3¢, we can simplify the above to

|/\j(i, ) - /\j(f, Al < },2(12—13—1—j)—2+3€

Noting that (5.47) implies Aj(t, r) — 0 for k — P < j < k, we have, using the second
bullet point in Remark[5.31]

Aj(t, )| s PEPT1D28¢ whenk—P < j<k
Nt <1<, when j =k - (P+1)

However, if j < k—(@P+1), wehave2(k—P -1 - j) — 2+ 3€ > €, and hence, using
the first bullet point in Remark[5.37] that

A, 7| s PEP1=D243 when1 < j<k—(P+1)
The same argument shows that

| ,Llj(f, ) — pj(t, Ml < r2(f<—P—1—j)—1+3€ = 2k=P-1-)+1+3¢

and hence
|luj(t, )| < PEPIEDe when 1 < j <k, j#k— (P+1)
luit, Nl <17 when j=k—-(P+1)
This completes the proof of Lemma[5.32 o

Finally, we note that the work in Lemma though Lemma verifies
the inductive step. This completes the proof of Proposition (and hence of
Proposition[5.22). O

The last step before completing the proof of Proposition is to show that
A1(r) := A1(t,0) has a limit as r — oco. In what follows we will restrict to time t = 0
and write A;(r) := A;(0,7) and u;(r) := u;(t, 7).

Lemma 5.33. There exists a number 91 € R so that

|A1(r) = 911 = O('™) as r — oo (5.60)
Also we have the improved decay estimates

A s 724, 2<j<k (5.61)

()] < 72, 1<j<k (5.62)
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Proof. First we use the estimates from (5.46) in (5.13) for Ay, which for a fixed
o > Ry, y1€1dS

112" 170) = M(2"r0)] $(2"70) A 2" ro) + (27r) T

<(2nr0)1—d+3€
As noted in Remark[5.3]] this is enough to conclude that there exists 9 € R so that
A(r) =9 as r— o

and moreover that [1;(r)| < 1 is bounded. Using the new information that A,(r) is
bounded in (3.13), we obtain

A1) = A(27)] <(2")

Therefore,

() =911 ) @) - h@'n)| <
n>0
Finally, combining the fact that |A1(r)| < 1is bounded with (5.46) we can deduce
from (5.13) (5.14), the following improved decay for all of the other coefficients

|/\j(2n+17’) _ /\](2"T)| < (znr)—Zj—d+3

) 5.63
|[uj(2n+1r) _ [u](znr)| < (2nr)—2]—d+2 ( )
Moreover, we know from (5.46) that then A;(r) — 0 for2 < j < k and u(r) = 0 for
each 1 < j < k and hence (5.61) and (5.62) follow from (5.63). |

We can now finish the proof of Proposition 5.5lwhen ¢ > 2 is even.

Proof of PropositionG.blwhen € > 2 is even. We insert (5.60), (5.61), and (5.62) into the
identities (5.17), (5.I8) for t = 0. This gives

#2ug(r) = 91 + O(r™™*) as r — oo

f u1(s)s?1ds = 0¥ as r - oo
as desired. This completes the proof. o

5.2.3. Proof of Proposition[b.5when { > 2 is odd.

In this case we have d = 2 + 3,k = k = %, and thus d = 4k + 1. The proof
is very similar to the argument given when ¢ > 2 is even, with a few subtle
differences due to the different numerology involving d, k, and k. In particular, in
the current situation there is an extra term p(t, 7) which we must show tends to
zero as r — oo before beginning the induction argument, which deals with the
pairs Aj(t, r), pj-1(t, ) for2 < j < k.

We will give an outline of the proof, highlighting the slight differences that
arise in the argument. However, we will omit details and simply refer to the
corresponding argument in the previous subsection.

We begin with the r°-control, which is the analog of Lemma[b.21]
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Lemma 5.34 (e-control). Given any small fixed number 0 < € < 1, we can find 01 as in
(510N such that the projection coefficients defined in @&20) satisfy the following estimates
uniformly in time.

Akt 1) s7°

lp(t, )l S 7°

IAi(t, 7)| < p?h-2im1e3e Vi<i<k

|ui(t, r)| S P22 Vi<i<k
Proof. From (5.15) and (5.16), we have for all » > Ry

(5.64)

k

k
1At 20)] <IAj(E, ) + Coy {Z PN DL+ Y P e, r)|]
i=1

i=1
k k
| . Oy iz =2je1,
(8, 20) <l (8, 1] + C= {erz |A,<t,r>|+;r2 it 7

Now fix g > Ry and define
k k
H = ) @ o A8 27r0) + ) @) X it 27o) (5.65)
=1 j=1

Iterating, we obtain
H) ., < (1+2kCo1)H,,
Now given € > 0, we can find 0; small enough so that (1 + 2kCo1) < 2¢, and hence
Hj < 2"Hj
This then implies that for 1 < j <k,
At 2 )] 5 @) T, (e, 2r0)] S (270 (5.66)

which is an improvement over (5.12).
Arguing as in the proof of Lemma[.2]] using (513) from Lemma[E.Zlwe obtain

IAj(t, 2" rg) = Aj(t, 2r0)| S CorlA(t, 2"ro)| + C' (2" rg) P2 1+3¢
|ui(t, 2" ro) = wilt, 2"ro)| < Corluilt, 2"r)| + C' (2rg) 27243
which yields (using also[5.66)) in the case of 1),
lt(t, 2"r0)| S(2"r0)
Ak(t, 2" 7o)l <(1+ Co1)|Ak(E, 2"r0)| + C'(2r0) 13
IAj(t, 2" o)l <(1 + C81)IA(E, 2" r0)| + C'(2"rg) 217143 V1< j<k
|uiCt, 27 ro)l <(1+ Co1)lpit, 2"r0)| + C'(2"rg)* 2723, V1<i<k
The usual argument then gives
IAk(t, 2"r0)l S(2"70)", |bk(t, 2"ro)l < (2"r0)°
IAj(t, 2"r0)| S(2"r0)* 2714 V1< j<k
|uit, 2"r0)] S(2"ro) 223 V1 <i<k

which is an improvement over (5.66). Lemma then follows from another
application of the difference estimates. ]
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Remark 5.35. We remark on two subtle differences between the £ even and ¢ odd
cases. One is the choice of slightly different functions H;, (5.42) and H¢, (5.65) above.
Another occurs when we plug the e—control Lemma[B.2T]or[5.34]into the difference
estimates (5.13) (5.14). When ¢ is even, the dominant growth rate comes from the
Aj terms, while when ¢ is odd, the dominant growth rate comes from the y; terms.

As we mentioned above, we first show that u(t,7) — 0 as ¥ — oo before
performing the inductive argument on pairs A;, uj-1 as in the even case.

Lemma 5.36. There exists a bounded function gi(t) for each t € R so that
|t ) = o) = O asr — o (5.67)
where the O(-) above is uniform in time.

Proof. By the now usual argument, we fix rp > R; and plug (5.64) into the difference

estimates (5.14),
|ux(t, 2" o) — we(t, 2"ro)| < (2"r0) 2

As in Remark £.31] we can deduce from the above that u(t, 2"'ry) converges to a

bounded function gi(t), which in turn implies that (t, 2"rp) is uniformly bounded.

From the difference relation (5.14) we conclude that in fact lim,_ pik(f, 1) = gi(t).
Using this new information together with (5.64) we can deduce from (5.14) that

lu(t, 271 r) = (£, 2| < (2"r) 72
whence
|lu(t, 1) — o) S 77
uniformly in time. |

Lemma 5.37. g(t) is independent of time and from now on we write gk(t) = 0.

Proof. First we note that (5.17) together with (5.64) imply that

k
jult, Pl = | Y Ayt 1)) 5 e
j=1

Thus, we have (5.52)
| = Vr)u+ N w) < 7724 u) + 73 u? + P22 uf® < 2748 (5.68)

Using Lemma[5.36and Lemma[5.12lwe obtain

1 R
o) = i) = . [ putt) = etr+ OR)

153
I N L , ‘ B
= d_Zi—ij; I(i, k) + II(i, k)dt + O(R™)

with I, II as in (5.22), (5.23).

From (5.68) we can estimate II as follows

1 R ) 0 )
11(i, k)| ZIE ) pA-2i=2k f [=V(s)u(t,s) + N (s, u(t,s))]s* dsdr|

SO(R_6+3€)
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For the main term I(i, k), we have

1 r=2R 1 (2R
16, = - (u(t, r)rd_Zk_l)'r:R +(2i-2%k-1)g fR u(t, ryr'=*"2dr

Y - 2R ) 00 )
=2 +R3)(2z 2) f -2i-2k f u(t, $)s2=3ds dr
R r

—0(+)
In summary, we have proved that
lox(t1) = ox(t2)] = O(R™>*|ty — ) + O(R™?)
By letting R — oo, we see that gi(t1) = ok(t2) for any t; # t». m|
Lemma 5.38. g, =0

Proof. The proof is identical to the argument in the proof of Lemma We omit
the details. |

Now we can give slight upgrades to the estimates for each of the A, ;.
Lemma 5.39. The following estimates hold true uniformly in time.
IAj(t, | S max(re, 243 1<j<k
|uj(t, )| < max(r, P*727515) 1<j<k
|t )] < 773

Proof. We plug the estimates (5.64) together with (5.67) and the conclusion of

Lemma[5.38] into the difference estimates (5.14). For all Ry < r < 7’ < 2r we have
|ux(t, 1) = it 7)) s 770

Since we have already proved that p(t,r) — 0 as r — oo it follows that

|ux(t, )| < 7703

Now we plug the above together with (5.64) into the difference estimates (5.13),
(5.14). Noticing that the dominant growth rate come from the terms involving |A[>
we obtain

Aj(t 1) = Aj(t 7)| s PRoAEe
lj(t, ) = e, 1) s PR
which yields (see Remark [5.31),

Aj(t, 1) < max(r<, rP-2m43€) 1<j<k
i ]
it 7)) < max(r€, r?k2i75+3€) 1<ij<k
Hi ]
This completes the proof. ]

We can now formulate the analog of Proposition[5.22]for the case when ¢ is odd.

Proposition 5.40. Suppose that the equivariance class £ > 2 is odd. Let € > 0 be a
small fixed constant from Lemmalb.34) Let Aj(t, r) and pj(t, r) be the projection coefficients

defined as in (£20) for a solution u to @.5).
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If il(t) has pre-compact trajectory in H, then the following the estimates hold uniformly
in time

IAi(t,r)| < r2I72%e V2<j<k
At 1)l < 77,
|ui(t, 1) S r2i73%e V1<j<k

As in the case of even ¢, Proposition[5.22]is proved inductively. Indeed, Propo-
sition[5.22]is a consequence of the following Proposition by setting P = k— 1 below.

Proposition 5.41. The following estimates hold true uniformly in timefor P = 0,1, ... k-
1.

Aj(t, 7| s rHEP=2e Vi<j<k andj#k-P 569
At ) s 7, j=k-P '
|wj(t, r)] < PEPm=3re Vi<j<kandj#k-P-1 570)
it I < 7, j=k-P-1 '

Proof of Proposition[b.41l We proceed by induction. The base case P = 0 follows
from the slightly stronger conclusions of Lemma Now assume that (5.69)
and (5.70) hold for P with 0 < P < k — 2. We show that they must then hold for
P+1

We note that when we plug (5.47) and (5.47) into (5.13), (5.14), the cubic terms
dominate the growth rate, as long as P < k — 2; see Remark[5.8

As in the proof of Proposition we proceed in a sequence of steps. As the
proof is nearly identical to the proof of Proposition[5.23lwe will omit nearly all the
details below.

Step 1: There exist bounded functions 9x_p(t), gk—p-1(t) such that

[Ak-p(t, 1) = Si_p(B)] € O~
|lte-p-1(t, 7) = ge-p-1(t)] S O~ *3)
where O(:) is uniform in time f € R.

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of Lemma[5.24 o

Now we use information on A}, u; to find the asymptotic behavior for u.
Step 2: We have the following asymptotics for u(t, r) which hold uniformly in time.

M(t, I’) ZSk_p(t)rz(k_P)_d + O(Tz(k_P)_d_2+€)

Proof. The proof follows by plugging the estimates in (5.69) along with the conclu-
sions of Step 1 into (G.17). ]

Step 3: dy_p(t) isindependent of time and from now on we will write S_p(t) = S4_p.
Proof. The proof follows by arguing exactly as in the proof of Lemma [5.27] o
Step 4: 9x_p = 0, and g—_p-1(t) is independent of time.

Proof. The proof is identical to the argument given for Lemma[5.28 o
Step 5: gr_p-1 = 0.

Proof. This follows from the same argument as the one used to prove Lemma[5.30)
o
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Finally, we use the same argument as the proof of Lemma [5.32 to complete the
proof of the induction step, namely that if (5.69) and (5.Z0) hold for P, then they
also hold for P + 1. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.41] and hence of
Proposition i

Finally, we can argue as in the proof of Lemma to establish the following
lemma. Again we write A(t) := A;(0,7) and p(r) := u;(0, 7).

Lemma 5.42. There exists 91 € R so that
A1(r) = 91) = O(' ™) as r — oo (5.71)
Moreover, we have the improved decay estimates
()] < r2, 2<j< (5.72)
|uj(n)] s 12742, 1<j<k (5.73)

We are now able to complete the proof of Proposition 5.5l

Proof of Propositionb.blwhen € > 2 is odd. To conclude, we plug G.71), (72), and
(E73) into the identities (5.17), (518) to obtain

M 2up(r) = 91 + O(r¥*1) as r - o

(o)
f uy(s)s%tds = O(r**272) as r — oo
.
as desired. O

5.3. Rigidity argument. Step III: nonexistence of the critical element. Finally,
we complete the proof of Proposition 5.I|by showing that #(t) = (0,0). We divide
this argument into two cases depending on the value of the number 91 from Propo-
sition

Case 1: 9; = 0 = (0) = (0,0): Here we show that if 9; = 0 then i(t) must be
identically zero. As a preliminary step we first prove that if(0) must be compactly
supported.

Lemma 5.43. Let 1i(t) be as in Proposition5Iland let 91 be as in Proposition[B.Bl If § = 0,
then 11(0) = (uo, u1) must be compactly supported.

Proof. The proof is similar to [11, Proof of Lemma 5.13], which was inspired by [8].
If 91 = 0, we see from Lemma[5.33land Lemma [5.42] that

() = O3, 1<i<k
lui(n)] = O~ 342),1 < i <k

Therefore,

k k
Y @)l + Y @ o)l $ 2"y~ (5.74)
j=1

=
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Using the difference relations (5.13) and (5.14) we can deduce that for any rp > Ry
142" 7o)l = (1= C81)IA;(2"r0)|

k k
- C(2"ro)* Z Q@+ ) @)
=1,i#
@ ) > (1= c(sl)mj(z o

k k
= @' Y M@ o) + Y 2" o)

i=1,i#] i=1,i#j

Now, choose 1y large enough and 6; > 0 small enough so that C(6; + 212(r0)2’~“d) < %
Iterating the above then yields

3 k af K k
Y @il + ) Iy o)l = (Z) [Z Ajro)l + Y #j(ro)l] (575)
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

Putting (5.74) together with (5.75) gives

i k

1 1 _
E |Aj(ro)l + E luj(ro)l < 31 on(d-3) ro'™
j=1 j=1

This implies that
[Ai(ro)l = |uj(ro)l = O, Vi<i<kl<j<k
It then follows from (5.10) and Proposition 5.3] that
1Z00)l¢(r2ry) = O
Hence (d,u, 111) are compactly supported. Finally, because we know that
lim 1) =0
we can conclude that u is compactly supported as well. O

Lemma 5.44. Let u(t) be as in Theorem[b.1) and 91 as in Proposition[5.5 Suppose 91 = 0
Then il = (0,0).

Proof. We again argue as in Proof of Lemma 5.13], which was inspired by [8].
Suppose that 91 = 0. By Lemma [5.43] we know that then (u, #1) are compactly
supported. Now we assume (g, u1) # (0,0), and argue by contradiction.
Find po = p(ug, u1) > 1 so that
po = inf{p : [|iZ(0)ll¢>p) = O}
Let ¢ > 0 be a small number to be determined below, and find p; = pi(¢), with
1 < p1 < po such that

0< ||ﬁ(0)||;{(72p1) <e? <o

where 6 is as in (G.11).
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By Lemma 4.5 we have

HIZ(O)”H(WR) [Z (Ai (R)RZI— = )2 + Z(#I(R)RZZ 4 )2]

R
+j; {;(ami(r)ﬂz—‘%l)z + ;(&r#i(r)rZi—dTl)z] "

By setting R = pg above it follows that A;(po) = uj(po) =0
By Proposition[5.3] and its reformulation in Lemma we see that

f ) [Zk:(&r/\,-(r)rz'_m ) + Z(&rpl(r P )2] dr
p1 i=1

k
sZ (pr*22%(p1) + pr ¥4 (p1) + P12 (1)) (5.77)
i=1

(5.76)

+Z 4i+2-3d 2 p1)+p181 -3d 4(p1) +p1121 —3d-2 6(p ))

Now we use the fundamental theorem of calculus to express the differences |4 ;(p1)—
Aji(po)l and |uj(p1) = pj(po)l in terms of (5.77) and argue exactly as in the proofs of
Lemmal[5.7and Corollary[5.9]to obtain

Ai(p0) = Aypoll < [Z P} Aoyl + Z h 2]“|u1-<p1>|]

k
) . i 2i-2j 2i=2j+1
lui(pn) #J(po)lspl[i A (m)l+Zp |H1(Pl)|J

Recalling that A;(po) = uj(po) = 0, and setting

k
Hi=Y" pY1A(0, po)l +Zp1’+ 140, po)
j=1 j=1
we see that H < ¢H. By choosing ¢ < 1 small enough we can ensure that H = 0.
Therefore
Ai(p1) = wj(p1) = 0. Vi<i<kl<j<k
By (5.77) and (5.76), we then have

120l ¢(rpy) = O

which is a contradiction with the definition of pg since p1 < po. This completes the
proof. o

Remark 5.45. Above we used Proposition at time t = 0 to obtain (5.77). We
note that although the statement of Proposition[5.3makes it seem like R > Ry must
be a large number, in fact all that is required in the proof is that the energy of
the truncated data be small enough to be able to apply Lemma 5.4 If the initial
data (ug, u1) is compactly supported, this smallness can be achieved by simply
taking Ry close to the edge of the support. The same can be said about Lemma 5.4l
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An examination of the proof of Lemma 5.4 reveals that in the case of compactly
supported data, one can gain an extra small factor involving (po — Ro), which is
enough to treat the potential term perturbatively.

We next consider the case 81 # 0.
Case 2: 9; # 0 is impossible.

By Proposition 5.5l we have
up = 917774 + O(r*~)

Recall that by definition, r‘uy = 1(r) — Q(r). Using the asympotitc behavior of Q(r)
from (2.3), we see that in fact,

ap — 9 -
Po(r) = nm = — = + O(r 3y
By Lemma 2] we can find a unique solution Qu,-s, € HY(R?) to 1) with the
same asymptotics

ap— 9
Quy-sy = 17 = =+ O(7)

Since 9; # 0 we also note that Lemma 2.1]shows that
an—sl(l) #0

To simplify notation we write 3 := 91 and é := Qg,-s- Define
1 —_
uso(r) : = 7(%(7) - Q(r)
1
Haa(1): = (1) (578)

1 —_
us(t,r) = (@t 1) - Q)
where of course Y (t,r) := ru(t,r). Then, ug(t, r) solves
20+2

Onity — dpplly — T&us + Vo(rus = Ns(r, uy), rx>1
us(b,1) = —Q1) 20, VteR (5.79)
165(0) = (usp, us,1)
where _
Va(r) 1= (€ + 1)(C:2)82Q -1)

Ns(r,us) = Fs(r,us) + Gs(r, us)

Fy(r,ug) := t’(f{i—zl) sin(r{us) sin2Q

Gotrt) = LD 04— in@rug)) cos20

2pl+2
Note that the difference between 2.5) and (5.79) is that the Dirichlet boundary
condition at 7 = 1 is not satisfied by i/s(f) and that we have replaced Q by 0.
We list several properties of iy (t).
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(1) K:={is(t) : t € R} is pre-compact in H' x L?(r > 1). This follows since

is(t) = (u() + Q- Q) w(h), (5.80)

the trajectory of i(t) is pre-compact in H, and Q — Q is independent of time.
In particular, this means that

s (Dllggrorey — 0 as [t — oo (5.81)
(2) 15(0) has the following asymptotic behavior

ugo(r) = Oy asr — oo

0 ) ) 5.82
f us1(s)s% 1ds = O(r* ) as r — oo (582)

The above follows from (5.80), Proposition[5.5] Lemma 211
(3) us(t,1) = -Q(1) # 0.
To complete the proof of Proposition 5. we will prove below that ug = 0.
Indeed, by (5.78) this would imply that y(r) = Q(r), which is a contradiction
because Y (t, 1) = 0, while 5(1) # 0.

Lemma 5.46. Let il be as in the Proposition[5.]] and suppose 8 := 91 # 0. Then if ils(t)
is defined as in (5.78) we must have ily = (0,0).

Proof. The argument that we will use to prove Lemma is basically identical
to the one presented in the previous step regarding the case 9 = 0 and we give
only a very brief sketch of the proof here. We refer the reader to [11 Proof of
Proposition 5.15] for a more detailed version of this argument.

First we can show that #73(0) must be compactly supported. Indeed, we can
adapt the same argument used to prove Proposition using (5.81) in place of
Corollary[5.2) to prove the analogous result for ifs(). In particular, (53) holds with
il3(t) in place of il(t), i.e., there exists Ry > 0 so that for all R > Ry we have

I s (B)llarary SRRl (D)

(5.83)

.y — — —
+R™2 ”nRuS(t)'l%—{(,,Z]g) +R 1||nRuS(t)||3.{(V2R)

Next, we define the projection coefficients Ay j, us,; for s,

k k
kit 1) = |us(t, 1) — Z g i(t, Ry, dyus(t,r) — Z (£, Ry
j=1 j=1
using the formulas @.22) and @.23). Using the asymptotics of uy in (5.82), we
immediately get the asymptotics for Ay j, pg ;.

Aol = OG22, ug, | = OG22

Using the analog of Lemma [4.5] for ify, we can rewrite (5.83) in terms of Ag,j and
ts;- It follows that Lemma 5.6, Lemma[.Z] and Corollary 5.9 hold for Ay j and ps ;
in place of Aj and ;.

With this information, we can apply the exact same argument used to prove
Lemma [543 to deduce that i73(0) must be compactly supported. To conclude, we
can then argue exactly as in the proof of Lemma[B.44lto prove that il = (0,0). O
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5.4. Proof of Theorem[5.Jland Theorem[I.1l We give a brief summary of the proof
of Proposition 5.1
Proof of Propopsition[5.J] Suppose that i(f) is a solution to (2.5) so that the trajectory,
K =1lit) | teR)
is pre-compact in H. We also note that
rut,r) == P(t,r) - Qr)

where (t,r) is a degree n, {-equivariant wave map with £ > 2, i.e., a solution
to (LI). Then by Proposition 5.5 there exists 9 € R so that

[ "2uo(r) - 8] = O(*) as r — oo

f u1(s)s* " 1ds

where k = % if £ > 2iseven,and k = % if £ > 2isodd. If § # 0, then by Lemma[5.46]
we must have ¢(0,7) = Qqu,-s(r), which yields a contradiction since Qu,-9(1) # 0.
Therefore 9 = 0, and hence #(t) = (0,0) by Lemma[5.44] This completes the proof
of Theorem 511 |

=0(rP*?> M) as r >0 VY1<i<k

Finally, we summarize the proof of Theorem [l

Proof of Theorem[LIl We prove the equivalent reformulation, Theorem[2.2l Suppose
Theorem[I.Jland hence Theorem[2.2) are false. Then, by PropositionB.5) there exists
a critical element, 7.(f), i.e., a nonzero solution to (2.5) such that the trajectory
K = {il.(t) | t € R} is pre-compact in H. By Theorem 5.1l we must then have
i.(t) = (0,0). Since the critical element is nonzero, we have reached a contradiction,
which means that Theorem 22]land Theorem [T are true. |
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