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INSTABILITY OF SOLITONS - REVISITED, II:
THE SUPERCRITICAL ZAKHAROV-KUZNETSOV EQUATION

LUIZ GUSTAVO FARAH, JUSTIN HOLMER, AND SVETLANA ROUDENKO

ABSTRACT. We revisit the phenomenon of instability of solitons in the two dimensional general-
ization of the Korteweg-de Vries equation, the generalized Zakharov-Kuznetsov (ZK) equation,
ur + Oy, (Au + uP) = 0, (z1,22) € R%. Tt is known that solitons are unstable in this two
dimensional equation for nonlinearities p > 3. This was shown by Anne de Bouard in [4] gen-
eralizing the arguments of Bona-Souganidis-Strauss in [I] for the generalized KAV equation. In
this paper, we use a different method to obtain the instability of solitons, namely, truncation
and monotonicity properties. Not only does this approach simplify the proof, but it can also
be useful for studying various other stability questions in the ZK equation as well as other
generalizations of the KdV equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the two-dimensional generalized Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation:
(gZK) U+ Opy (A apyu+u?) =0, p>3, (21,20) €R*, teR (1.1)

The above equation with p = 2, besides being the 2d extension of the well-known KdV equation,
governs the behavior of weakly nonlinear ion-acoustic waves in plasma comprising of cold ions
and hot isothermal electrons in the present of a uniform magnetic field [I8, [19] and was originally
derived by Zakharov and Kuznetsov to describe weakly magnetized ion-acoustic waves in a
strongly magnetized plasma [23].
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The equation (I.I)) is the two-dimensional extension of the well-studied model describing, for
example, the weakly nonlinear waves in shallow water, the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation:

(KdV) w+ (Ugy +uP), =0, p=2, ze€R, teR (1.2)

When other integer powers p # 2 are considered, it is referred to as the generalized KAV (gKdV)
equation. It is also possible to consider non-integer powers p > 1, however, the nonlinearity
would have to be modified as 9, (Ju[P~'u). For the odd powers, this would produce a slightly
different equation, however, most of the theory would remain the same. Despite its apparent
universality, the gKdV equation is limited as a spatially one-dimensional model, and thus,
various higher dimensional generalizations exist.

During their lifespan, the solutions u(t, x1, z3) to the equation (ILI]) conserve the mass and
energy:

Mlu(t)] = /R (1) drydry = M[u(0)] (1.3)
and
Elu(t)] = % [ VU dardr - % /R Ll (t) dnyde, = Elu(0)] (1.4)

Similar to the gKdV equation, for solutions u(t, x,y) decaying at infinity on R? the following
invariance holds

/u(t,xl,xg)d:zl :/U(O,l’l,l’g) dx,
R

R
which is obtained by integrating the original equation on R in the first coordinate z;.

One of the useful symmetries in the evolution equations is the scaling invariance, which states
that an appropriately rescaled version of the original solution is also a solution of the equation.
For the equation (L) it is

U)\(t, Ty, LUQ) = A%u()\st, >\ZL’1, >\ZL’2)
This symmetry makes a specific Sobolev norm H# invariant, i.e.,
2o t+s—1
[0, 5 s = A7 Juo] s
and the index s gives rise to the critical-type classification of equations. For the gKdV equation

(L2) the critical index is s = § — -2, and for the gZK equation (L) it is s = 1 — ;%. When

s > 0 (in 2d gZK equation this corresponds to p > 3), the equation (1) is often referred as
the (L2-) supercritical equation. The gZK equation has other invariances such as translation
and dilation.

The gZK equation has a family of travelling waves (or solitary waves, which sometimes are
referred even as solitons), and observe that they travel only in z; direction

u(t, v1,19) = Qc(1 — ct, 79) (1.5)
with Q.(z1,29) — 0 as |z| — +oo. Here, Q. is the dilation of the ground state @:

Q.(Z) = PrQ(M2E), T = (11, 7),
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with @ being a radial positive solution in H'(R?) of the well-known nonlinear elliptic equation
—~AQ + Q — QP = 0. Note that Q € C®(R?), 9,Q(r) < 0 for any r = |2| > 0 and for any
multi-index «a
10°Q(7)| < c(a)e ¥ for any & e RZ (1.6)
In this work, we are interested in stability properties of travelling waves in the supercritical
gZK equation ([[LT)), i.e., in the behavior of solutions close to the ground state ) (perhaps, up to
translations). We begin with the precise concept of stability and instability used in this paper.
For a > 0, the neighborhood (or “tube”) of radius v around ) (modulo translations) is defined
by

U, = {u e HYE): Jnf, () — @+ Pl < a} |

Definition 1.1 (Stability of Q). We say that Q is stable if for all « > 0, there exists 6 > 0
such that if ug € Us, then the corresponding solution u(t) is defined for allt > 0 and u(t) € U,
for allt > 0.

Definition 1.2 (Instability of Q). We say that Q is unstable if Q) is not stable, in other words,
there exists a > 0 such that for all 6 > 0 the following holds: if ug € Us, then there exists
to = to(uo) such that u(ty) ¢ U,.

The main goal in this paper is to provide a new proof of the instability result, originally
obtained by de Bouard [4] in her study of dispersive solitary waves in higher dimensions (her
result holds in dimensions 2 and 3). She showed [4] that the travelling waves of the form (L)
are stable (in the two dimensional case) for p < 3 and unstable for p > 3. She followed the
ideas of Bona-Souganidis-Strauss [1] for the instability, and Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss [9] for the
stability arguments. Here, we prove the instability of the traveling wave solution of the form
(CH), in a spirit of Combet [3], where he revisited the instability phenomenon for the gKdV
equation in the supercritical case, p > 5. We show an open set of initial data, in particular,
an explicit example of a sequence of initial data, which would contradict the stability of (). To
this end consider, for n > 1

1
Uon(Z) = MpQ(A\T), where X\, =1+ - and 7 = (z1,22).

Our main motivation is to show the new methods available (monotonicity and truncation) to
obtain the following result:

Theorem 1.3 (H'-instability of @ for the supercritical gZK). Let u,, be the solution with initial
data g, then there exists o > 0 such that for every n € N, there exists T,, = T, (ug,) such
that u,(T,,) & Uy, or explicitly,

inf [lu, (T, ) = Q( = §)ll = .

yeR

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we provide the background information on

the well-posedness of the generalized ZK equation in 2 dimensions. In Section [8] we discuss
the properties of the linearized operator L around the ground state (). Section [ contains
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the canonical decomposition of the solution around (), the modulation theory and control of
parameters coming from such a decomposition. In Section[Blwe discuss the virial-type functional
and the concept of monotonicity. The next Section [l contains a new proof of the instability via
truncation and monotonicity.
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in 2016-17 under the support of the Brazilian National Council for Scientific and Technological
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July 2016. L.G.F. was partially supported by CNPq and FAPEMIG/Brazil. J.H. was partially
supported by the NSF grant DMS-1500106. S.R. was partially supported by the NSF CAREER
grant DMS-1151618.

2. BACKGROUND ON THE GENERALIZED ZK EQUATION

In this section we review the known results on the local and global well-posedness of the
generalized ZK equation. To follow the notation in the literature, in this section we denote the

k+1 (

power of nonlinearity as u instead of w?) and consider the Cauchy problem for the gZK

equation as follows:

{Ut + 8x1AU + 8931 (Uk+1) = 0, (Il, ZL’Q) S R2, t > O,

(2.1)
U(O, Ty, ZL’Q) = UO(Il, .CL’Q) c HS(R2>

The first paper to address the local well-posedness of this Cauchy problem for the k£ = 1 case
was by Faminskii [6], where he considered s = 1 (strictly speaking, he obtained the local well-
posedness in H™, for any integer m > 1.) The current results on the local well-posedness are
gathered in the following statement.

Theorem 2.1. The local well-posedness in (2.1]) holds in the following cases:
o k=1: fors> %, see Griinrock-Herr [10],

o k=2 for s > 1, see Ribaud-Vento [20],

47

o k=3 for s > -3, see Ribaud-Vento [20],

e k=4,506,7: folﬁ s>1-— %, see Ribaud-Vento [20],
o k=28, s> %, see Linares-Pastor [14]
o k>38,5>s,=1-2/k, see Farah-Linares-Pastor [§].

Note that in the last three cases (i.e., for £ > 4), the bound on s > s is optimal from the
scaling conjecture. For previous results on the local well-posedness for 2 < k < 8 for s > 3/4
see [13] and [14].

Following the approach of Holmer-Roudenko for the L2-supercritical nonlinear Schrodinger
(NLS) equation, see [I1] and [5], the first author together with F. Linares and A. Pastor obtained

the global well-posedness result for the nonlinearities £ > 3 and under a certain mass-energy
threshold, see [§].
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Theorem 2.2 ([§]). Let k > 3 and s, = 1 — 2/k. Assume ug € H'(R?) and suppose that
E(up)™ M (uo)' ™ < E(Q)™M(Q)'™*, E(uo) > 0. (2.2)

If
IVuoll P luoll 2™ < (IVQIIEIQI L™ (2.3)
then for any t from the maximal interval of existence
Va5 uoll 2™ = Vu@)|[Sllu@)] 2™ < IVQIEIQN ™,
where Q) is the unique positive radial solution of
AQ—-Q+ Q! =0.
In particular, this implies that H' solutions, satisfying (2.2)-23) exist globally in time.

Remark 2.3. In the limit case k = 2 (or p = 3, the modified ZK equation), conditions (2.2))
and (Z3)) reduce to one condition, which is

|uollz2 < [|@|| 2

Such a condition was already used in [13] and [14] to show the ezistence of global solutions,
respectively, in H'(R?) and H*(R?), s > 53/63.

We conclude this section with a note that for the purpose of this paper, it is sufficient to
have the well-posedness theory in H*(R?).

3. THE LINEARIZED OPERATOR L

The operator L, which is obtained by linearizing around the ground state (), is defined by
L:=-A+1-pQ " (3.1)

We first state the properties of this operator L (see Kwong [12] for all dimensions, Weinstein
[22] for dimension 1 and 3, also Maris [15] and [2]).

Theorem 3.1 (Properties of L). The following holds for an operator L defined in (3.1)

e L is a self-adjoint operator and oess(L) = [Aess, +00)  for some Aess > 0

o ker L = Span{@xm sz}
e L has a unique single negative eigenvalue —\g (with N\g > 0) associated to a positive

radially symmetric eigenfunction xo. Moreover, there exists 6 > 0 such that
Ixo(x)] S el for all z € R2. (3.2)
We also define the generator A of the scaling symmetry
1 1
Af = ﬁf + 52? Vf, (Il,l’g) c R2.
The following identities are useful to have

Lemma 3.2. The following identities hold
(1) L(AQ) = -Q
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(2) fQAszé)__pl)fQ2<Oforp>3, and [QAQ =0 if p=3.

Proof. The first two identities follow directly from the definition of L, A and the equation
—AQ + Q — QP = 0. The third identity is also easy to derive, for example

Josr- st e e fve)- (D) [

from which (iii) follows.

U

In general, the operator L is not positive-definite, however, if we exclude appropriately the
zero eigenvalue and negative eigenvalue directions, then one can expect some positivity prop-
erties, which we exhibit in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.3 (Orthogonality Conditions I). Let xo be the positive radially symmetric eigenfunc-
tion associated to the unique single negative eigenvalue —X\g (with \g > 0). Then, there exists
oo such that for any f € H*(R?) satisfying

(f’XO):(f7QIj):0’ J=12,
one has

(Lf, ) = a0 | f15:

Proof. The result follows directly from Schechter [21, Chapter 8, Lemma 7.10] (see also [21],
Chapter 1, Lemma 7.17]) O

Lemma 3.4 (Orthogonality Conditions IT). There exist ki, ko > 0 such that for all e € H'(R?)
satisfying € L {Qy,, Quy,} one has

(Leye) = / Vel + / I / Qe > ky ]2 — Kal(s xo)

Proof. 1f ¢ L xq, the result is true by the previous lemma. Now, if (¢, xo) # 0, let @ € R be
such that £; = ¢ — ayq verifies €; L Yo, in other words,

(e1:x0) = (€. x0) = allxoll3 = 0 <= a = (&, x0) Ixollz* (3.3)
Therefore, by Lemma we have
(Ler,e1) = oollells = oo(llell3 — 2a(e, xo0) + a®[[xoll3)- (3.4)
On the other hand,
(Ley,e1) =(Le, e) — 2a(e, Lxo) + a*(Lxo, Xo)
(Le, ) — 2aXo(e, xo0) + a*Xo|x0ll3- (3.5)

Collecting ([34]) and ([B.3]), we get
(Le, ) Zo0lle]l3 — 2aloo + Xo)(e, X0) + a*(00 + Ao)[|xoll3
=aollel3 = (o0 + Xo)Ix0ll2I(e, x0) I,
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where we have used ([B.3]) in the last line. The result follows by taking ki = oy and ky =
(o0 + o)Xl O

Following [3], we introduce the Lyapunov-type functional, connecting with the linearized
operator L and obtain the upper bounds on it.

Lemma 3.5 (Weinstein’s Functional). Recall (L3)-(L4) and define

Wl = Elu] + 5 Mu].
Then
WIQ +<] = WIQ) + 5(Le,2) + K[ (3.6)
with K : H' — R, and if ||g]|g; < 1, there exists C' > 0 such that
|H[el| < Cllellmllell3- (3.7)
Proof. A straighforward calculation reveals
ElQ+¢] = /|VQ+5 (Q + )Pt
/|V5|2 /VQ Ve— — ((p+1)Q”5+( Lp Por-1c2 4 [5])
—5iQ)+ 5 [ 19~ [(aQ+ @) - /@P ' - Gl
—5iQ)+ 5 [19:F - [ Q=% [ @i+ hEel (3.8)
p+l
where H e p+1 [ Gle Wit}‘ﬂ Gle] = Z (p:; 1) QP <k and we have used Q = AQ + QP
k=3

in the last line.
Since Q € L°°(R?), we use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

LI < el VAISIAE  a>2, (3.9)
to deduce that, if ||e]|z: < 1, then

p+1

H[ell < e llellk < Cllellm el

k=3

for some constant C' > 0. Next, noticing that

M[Q +¢] = /Q2+2/Q5+/52, (3.10)
and putting together (B.10) and ([B.8), we obtain (3.0]). O

Recall that ("[') = %-
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4. DECOMPOSITION OF © AND MODULATION THEORY

We consider the canonical parametrization of the solution u(t, z1, x2) close to Q:

e(t,xy, o) = ult,xy + y1(t), zo + ya(t)) — Q(x1, 22), (4.1)

where u is a solution of (L)) and v (¢), ya(t) are two C! functions to be determined later. In
the next lemma we deduce the equation for (¢, 7).

Lemma 4.1 (Equation for €). There exists Cy > 0 such that for all t > 0, we have

et — (Le)ay = (Y1 (t) — 1)(Q + €)ay + y5(8)(Q + €)z, — R(2), (4.2)
where
IR(e)] < Co > _(lel* + lea |lel*). (4.3)

Proof. By definition (@.1]), we have
u(t, 1, 22) = Q(z1 — y1(t), w2 — y2(t)) + (t, 21 — 1 (1), 22 — ya(t)).

Since w is a solution of (IL]), we have

V@ + 2oy + U@ + D — 20 = 0, AQ +8) + (@) +9(Q D) + RE). (40
where
RE) =2, (Z () @p-kek> I L e

Recalling that Q, Q,, € L°°(R?), there exists a universal constant Cy > 0 such that the estimate

(@3) holds.
Using that —AQ + @ — QP = 0 and the definition of L from (B, we rewrite the equation

EA) as
—&t + (Le)ay — 0y = Quy — Y1(E)(Q + €)ay — Y2(1)(Q + &)z, + R(e),
which implies the equation ([€2]), concluding the proof. O

Next we recall the modulation theory close to the ground state @, as in de Bouard [4] (see
also Bona-Souganidis-Strauss [1] for a similar result in the gKdV model).

Proposition 4.2 (Modulation Theory). There exists a; > 0, C; > 0 and a unique C* map
(y1,92) : Uy, — R?
such that if u € Uy, and €y, (w),yo(u)) 1S given by
E (1 () () (T1, T2) = (@ + y1(u), 22 + y2(u)) — Q(1, 2), (4.6)
then

En () yaw) L Quyy J=1,2.
Moreover, if uw € U, with 0 < o < o, then

1€ (s (w) ) [ 11 < Chra. (4.7)
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Furthermore, if u is cylindrically symmetric (i.e., u(xy, xs) = u(xy, |22])), then, reducing ag
if mecessary, we can assume ys(u) = 0.

Proof. See [4, Lemma 4.4]. O

Now, assume that u(t) € U,, with a < «ay, for all ¢ > 0, and define the functions y;(¢) and
y2(t) as follows.

Definition 4.3. For allt > 0, let yi(t) and y2(t) be such that &y, 1)y, defined according to
the equation (A0, satisfy

Em ) L Quyr J=1,2. (4.8)
In this case, we set
£(t) = €@ty = wl(r1 +y1(t), w2 +y2(t)) — Q(21, 72). (4.9)
From the estimate (A7), it is clear that
le@]lmn < Cia. (4.10)

The next lemma provides us with the estimates for |y} — 1| and |y5]|.

Lemma 4.4 (Control of the modulation parameters). There exists 0 < oo < ay such that if for
allt > 0, u(t) € Uy,, then yi(t) and yo(t) are C* functions of t and they satisfy the following
equations

(yi - 1)[“@901”% - (57 lewl)] - yé(&, Qmﬂﬂz) = (L(Qw1w1>7€> + (R(5>7 le)

and

_(yi - 1)<€7 Qmm) + yé[HQmH% - (57 Qw2w2>] = (L(Qw1m2>’€> + (R(&?), QIz)

Moreover, there exists a universal constant Co > 0 such that if ||e(t)|l2 < «, for all t > 0,
where a < aw, then
1 — 1+ ys| < Cale(t)]l2- (4.11)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (£4]) by ()., and then by ()., and integrating by parts, we
deduce

/ Qurt [ Qs = Gh(0)-1) / @il—e@m}y;u) [ / Qxl@xz—e@m: - [ resa.
/ 1Qut [ EE)Qun = G401 / Qxlczm—s@m}y;(t) [ / Qiz—z-:@m: - [ FEQu.

We first note that the first term on the left hand sides of the last two equalities is zero in
view of the orthogonality ([4.8). Moreover, we also have @), L Q.,, thus, vanishing a couple of
terms on the right hand sides. Therefore, using that L is a self-adjoint operator, we obtain the
following system

(yi - 1)[“@901”% - (57 lewl)] - yé(&, Qmﬂﬂz) = (L(Qw1w1>75> + (R(5>7 le)
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and

_(yi - 1)(5a waz) + y;[”@m”% - (57 Qmm)] = (L(Qx1x2)>€) + (R(E)a sz)

Next, we observe that there exists ay > 0 such that

||Q:L‘1 ||% - (Ea Qmm) _(59 waz)
_(Eanlxz) HQJEzH% - (5>Qx2x2)

if ||e(t)||l2 < « for every t > 0, where o < ap. Finally, we can find Cy > 0 such that

|y1(t) - 1| S “(L(Qmm)aE) + (R(E)a QJ:1)| : |||Qx2||§ - (€>Qx2x2)|

HLQus):2) + (R Qo | Quis)] |11l
<Col(®)la

1
> 511Qull211Qusl3,

Similarly, we obtain |y5(t)| < Cslle(t)]|2, concluding the proof. O

5. VIRIAL-TYPE ESTIMATES AND MONOTONICITY

Our next step is to produce a virial-type functional which will help us study the stability
properties of the solutions close to ). We first define a quantity depending on the ¢ vari-
able, which incorporates the scaling generator A and the eigenfunction of L for the negative
eigenvalue. For the gKdV version, compare with Combet [3], §2.3]. This turns out to play an
important role in our instability proof, and what is absolutely crucial here is that we can find
B # 0. We note that this does not work in the critical case (p = 3), nor in the critical gKdV
equation (with p = 5 nonlinearity), since 5 becomes zero. We now let

P, 22) = / " (AQG ) + ol m)) d,

where [ € R is a constant to be chosen later.
From the properties of @ (see (L)) and xo (see ([B2))), there exist ¢,d > 0 such that

z1
|F(x1,x2)|gce—%w2/ e~ 2z, (5.1)

—00

and therefore, |F(z1,25)| = o(e2*) when z; — —oo for every x5 € R fixed. We also note that
F is a bounded function in R?, that is, F' € L>(R?).
We next define the virial-type functional

J(t) = /R2 E(t)F(ZL’l,l’g) dl’ldl'g, (52)

and would like to show that it is well-defined. The first observation is that J(t¢) is well-defined
if e(t) € H*T(R?) for all ¢ > 0. Indeed, this is a consequence of [4, Theorem 2.3], and following
the argument on pages 103-104 of [], we find a universal constant C3 > 0 independent of ¢
such that

|J(t)] < Cs(t73/4 + ¢1/2), (5.3)
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We remark that while our functional J differs from the one used in [4], the estimate above is
the same, see (4.2) in [4].

Our next task is to show that J(¢) is well-defined only assuming () € H*(R?) for all ¢ > 0.
To this end, we adapt some monotonicity ideas introduced by Martel-Merle [16] for the gKdV
equation. Define

x

&lE

)7

W(xy) = - arctan (e

where M > 4. The following properties hold for v

1
(1) $(0) = .
(2) liEl ¥(z1) =0 and li)ffrl Y(z) =1,

(3) 1- w(xl) = ¢(_$1)7

—1

(4) ' (x1) = (7TM cosh <%)) ;

(1) < i (22).

(5) |¢,/,(931)| < 2 =16

Let (y1(t),y2(t)) € CY(R,R?) and for zg,ty > 0 and t € [0, ;] define

1
Lig 1o (t) = /u2(tvx17 L) (w1 — y1(to) + 5(150 — 1) — xo)dz 1 ds, (5.4)
where u € C(R, H*(R?)) is a solution of the gZK equation (I.1]), satisfying

||u(t, Ty + yl(t), To + ’yg(t)) — Q(l’l, l’g)HHl < Q, (55)

for some « > 0. While this is a similar concept to study the decay of the mass of the solution
to the right of the soliton, as it was done in the gKdV equation in works of Martel-Merle, or
for example, see our review of the instability of the critical gKdV case via monotonicity [7], we
note that the integration is two dimensional in the definition (54]) (but the function v is defined
only in one variable x1). We next study the behavior of I in time and our almost monotonicity
result is the following.

Lemma 5.1 (Almost Monotonicity). Let M > 4 fized and assume that y,(t) is an increasing
function satisfying yi(to) — y1(t) > 3(tg — t) for every to,t > 0 with t € [0,to]. Then there ewist
o > 0 and 0 = O(M,p) > 0 such that if u € C(R, H'(R?)) verify (&3) with o < ap, then for
all zg > 0, to,t > 0 with t € [0,to], we have

[$07t0(t0> - [wo,to(t> < ‘96_%},



12 L. G. FARAH, J. HOLMER, AND S. ROUDENKO

Proof. Using the equation and the fact that [ (z)| < =¢'(z) < ¢/ (z), we deduce

d 1
Elxo,to(t) :2/uutw — §/u2¢'
2p 1
= — / (3u:201 +U:202 _ mup-l-l) w/ + /UZw/// o 5 /u2w/

1 2
<- / (Buil +2, + ZUQ) W + ngl /ul’“w’. (5.6)

Now, we estimate the last term on the right hand side of the previous inequality. First, we
write

/ WY = / QL = g(t)u")’ + / (u— Q- —(t)u"y, (5.7)

where y(t) = (y1(t),y2(t)). To estimate the second term, we use the Sobolev embedding
H'(R?) — L4(R?), for all 2 < ¢ < +o0, to get

[ =@t = s’ <l -t — F)u sl
<cllu = Q(- — ) llulls o /|
<ca QI / (IVul? + ). (5.8)

For the first term on the right hand side of (&), we divide the integration into two regions
|7 —4(t)] > Ry and |Z—1¢(t)| < Ro, where Ry is a positive number to be chosen later. Therefore,
since |Q(F)| < ce 9 we obtain

/ QU — FB)PY <ce o |2y lur/P|
|Z#—4(t)|>Ro

<ee 0o | Q2 / (Vaf? + [ul?).
Next, when |7 — ¢/(t)| < Ry, we have that

o1 = 1(t0) + 5t0 = 1) = 20| 2(n(to) = 0(8) + 20) — 310 — ) — 1 — (1)

1
Zi(to — t) + T — Ro,

where in the first inequality we have used that y;(¢) is increasing, to > ¢ and xy > 0 to
compute the modulus of the first term, and in the second line we have used the assumption

yi(to) — w1 (t) > 3(to — t).
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Since ¢/'(2) < ce %, we use again the Sobolev Embedding H'(R?) — L4(R?), for all 2 <

q < 400, to deduce that

(3-o+0)

. Ry _\ZYO0VTRO)
/ Q( — FO)uY <el|Qlce M e Jullt,
|Z—g(t)|<Ro

( (toft)+x0>

<c|Qlloo | QI e, (5.9)

Therefore, choosing a such that ca || Q|42 ? < p+1 + and Ry such that ce=*™ || Q|7 2 < pg;l n
collecting (B.8)-(5.9), we obtain

2y
p+1
Inserting the previous estimate in (5.0]), there exists C' > 0 such that

d 3 1 1
Efmo,to(t) S_/(quﬂLQU +8u)w tce ® gm0t

(tto-01+50)

R
uPty! < /(|Vu|2 +[u) + | Qllocl| QI e e

T
SC e_W(} . e_m(to_t)

Finally, integrating in time on [¢,to], we obtain the desired inequality for some 6 = 6(M,p) >
0. 0

The next lemma is the main tool to obtain the upper bound for |J(¢)| independent of ¢ > 0.

Lemma 5.2. Let y,(t) satisfying the assumptions of Lemmalid. Also assume that y,(t) > %t
and yy(t) = 0 for all t > 0. Let u € C(R, H(R?)) a solution of the gZK equation (LI
satisfying (B.0) with o < ag (with ag given in Lemma [51]) and with initial data uy verifying
[ uo(z1, 22)|? dzy < el for some ¢ > 0 and § > 0. Fiz M > max{4,2}. Then there exists
C =C(M,d,p) > 0 such that for allt >0 and zo > 0

/ / w3 (t, 2y + 1 (1), ) daydwy < Ce 3
T1>x0

Proof. From Lemma [5.J] with ¢ = 0 and replacing ty by ¢, we deduce for all t > 0
Lyt (£) = Ly 1(0) < B 37

This is equivalent to

1 T
/U2(t, Xy, Jfg)lp(l‘l — yl(t) — l’o)dl‘ldl'g S /U%(l’l, .]72)1/1(5(71 — yl(t) + §t — l’o)d.ﬁl]ldl’g -+ ee_ﬁo.

On the other hand,

/UZ(t,iEl, L)t (11 — y1(t) — wo)dz1d; Z/Uz(ta x1 + y1(t), 22)Y (11 — x0)dz1dy

1
Z—// Wtz + yi (1), xo)dardas,
2 R Jz1>x0

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that ¢ is increasing and ¥ (0) = 1/2.
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Now, since —y; (t) + %t < 0 and 9 is increasing, we have

1
/ug(xl,xg)w(xl — yl(t> + §t — xo)dl'ldl’g S /u%(ml, Jfg)lp(l‘l — Jfo)dl’ldxg.

The assumptions [ |ug(z1, x2)|? dzg < ce il and 1 (x;) < ce yield
/“(2)($1,$2)¢($1 - xO)d$1d$2 <c /e—5lr1 61170 dx,
Sce_ﬁ(f)/e_(‘;_ﬁ)'“'dxl

<C(M,5)e

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that

1 ) 2
0—— > -« M > .
M — 2 )
Collecting the above estimate, we obtain the desired inequality. U

Next, we compute the derivative of J(t).

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that e(t) € H(R?), for all t > 0, and y,(t), y2(t) are two C* functions.
Then the function t — J(t) is C* and

d
EJ = 5>\o/€Xo + K (e), (5.10)
where, setting
__JeAe 5.11
B = v (5.11)

and recalling the definition ([L3]), we have
K= [Qe= -1 [c0Q+ )~ [eFu s [ QR - [ROFE (512)

Remark 5.4. Since Q and xo are both positive functions, we have [ Qxo > 0, and thus, 8 in

A
(I is well-defined. By Lemmal3.3, part (i), we deduce that f = —G% ¢
X0

(Note that in the critical case, p = 3, such a constant 3 would be zero, since [ QAQ = 0.)

>0, if p> 3.

Proof. From the equation for ¢ (@), we have
e
= [@nF+ G0 -1 [@+nF+u0) [@+e)uF - [REOF
—— [eLE) - w0 -V [@+ R~ utt) [@+ )P~ [ REF
—— [ L@+ 5w - (40 - 1) [(@+ 4@+ A - 15(0) [@+Fe~ [ REOF
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Using that L(AQ) = —@Q and L(xo) = —Aoxo (see Theorem Bl and Lemma [B.2]), we obtain
d
57 =% [0 -0 -1 [Qua+ s+ [

-0 - D) [ 200+ 8x) - (®) [@+E., - [ REOF.

Setting § = G%AQ > 0, the second term in the last expression is zero, and then relation (5.10)

holds with K (e) given by (B.12). O

6. H'-INSTABILITY OF () FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL GZK
In this section we prove Theorem For n > 1 let

U (7) = \yQ(A\Z), where X, =1+ % and 7 = (x1,22). (6.1)

The following proposition exhibits some properties of the sequence {ug,} with respect to @
that will be useful later.

Proposition 6.1. Let ug,, be given by (6.10), then for every n € N

[uomlla = Q2 and  Eluo,] < E[Q]. (6.2)

Moreover,

|lwo — Qg — 0, as n — +oo. (6.3)
Proof. A simple rescaling shows

/ o (2) P = / A2 Q) 27 = / Q@) Pz,

which proves the equality in ([G2). Moreover, from ug,(Z) — Q(Z) for all z € R? and the
exponential decay of @) (L), the limit in (6.3) is true by dominated convergence theorem.
Next, we turn to the energy inequality in (6.2)). Indeed,

n— Vn d_— n p+1d
Eluo /|uo \po/\o Bz

2/>\4|VQ( WT) 2 dT — —1/ N QN Z) [P dT
% [vawpar-

Therefore, using the Pohozaev identity

[1ar =250 [vor

|p+1dflf
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and the definition of A\, =1+ %, we obtain

p—1 1 }
Bluaa] - 5G] = P51 02 - 0 - 0 = )| 2 [ 1oprias

r -1

etz 1N et (p-1\L (P L _l_/’ gz

2 <n+n2) n ( 2 )n2 ;( k )n’C p+1 QP dz
r -1

dfp-1 [(p-1\]11 ~(p-1\1]| 1 / il

- { 2 ( 2 )]nQ ;( k )nk ol

Since for p > 3 we have

p—1 -1 (-DpE-2) p-1
( > ):(p—3)!2!: > N

we deduce the desired inequality. U

Now, assume by contradiction that @ is stable. Then for every a > 0 there exists n(«a) € N
such that for every t > 0 we have

Un(a) (t) e U,,

where () is the solution with initial data g ,@q). Since ugn@) (%) = Ay@)Q(An@)T) is cylin-
drically symmetric, so will be ) (t) for all ¢ > 0, as the equation is invariant under rotation
in R,,. Select oy < a9 < a1, where a; > 0 is given by Proposition and as > 0 by Lemma
44l To simplify the notation, we omit the index n(agp) from now on. Definition provides a
function

£(t) = ey ) = u(zr +y1(t), 2 +y2(t)) — Q(21, 12), (6.4)

satisfying (A.8]), and, from the second conclusion in Proposition .2 we also have y,(t) = 0 for
all ¢ > 0. From (61) and (63]), we deduce that y;(0) = 0.
Since u(t) € U,,, from Proposition £.2] and Lemma .4 we get

||€(t>HH1 < ClOéo and ‘yi(t) — 1| < CgClOé(], (65)
so taking o < {(2C)7!, (4C1Cs) ™1}, we obtain

3 bt
le@®)|lgr <1 and 1 <y (t) < 1 for all ¢t > 0.
The last inequality implies that y;(¢) is increasing and by the Mean Value Theorem

(tO - t)>

e~ w

y1(to) —yu(t) >

for every to,t > 0 with t € [0,to]. Also, recalling
Value Theorem yields

1(0) = 0, another application of the Mean

<

1
U1 (t) Z §t>
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for all t > 0. Finally, using the two facts that Q(Z) < ce™°%l for some ¢,d > 0, and A, > 1 for
all n € N by assumption (G.I]), we obtain

luo(Z)| < 2ce0.

Now, from Lemma 5.2, we can deduce the following L? exponential decay on the right for
e(t).

Corollary 6.2. Let M > max{4,%}. If ag > 0 is sufficiently small, there exists C' =
C(M,0,p) > 0 such that for everyt > 0 and xg > 0

/ / 52(t>I1a$2)d$1dI2 < Ce_%.
R x1>T0

Proof. Applying Lemma (52 for a fixed M > max{4, %}, there exists C' = C (M, d,p) > 0 such
that for all t > 0 and xg > 0, we have

/ / W2 (t, z1 + 1 (b), o) dardzy < Ce™ M (6.6)
R Jxz1>xz0
From the definition of €(t) (see (6.4)), recalling that yo(t) = 0 for all £ > 0, we have that

€ (t, S(Zl,l’g) = u(t, ry| + yl(t), SL’Q) — Q (S(Zl,l’g) .

Moreover, since Q(#) < ce ¥, we obtain
/ Q* (11, 5) doydx, Sc// e 21 gy dy
R Jz1>x0 R Jxz1>x0

<c </ e_6x2|d1’2) </ e_‘sxldxl)
R x1>T0

C gp _ C _m

Sﬁe om0 < ﬁe M (6.7)
where in the last inequality we have used that M > 1. Finally, collecting (6.0)-(6.7), we deduce
the desired result. O

In the next proposition, we obtain an upper bound for |.J(¢)| independent of ¢ > 0 (improving
the bound (B5.3)) previously obtained by de Bouard [4]).

Proposition 6.3. If ag > 0 us sufficiently small, then there exists a constant My > 0 such that
|J(t)] < My for all t>0. (6.8)
Proof. From the definition of J(t) (see (5.2))), we have that for all t > 0

‘J(t)‘ S / / ‘8(t,$1,$2)F(I1,$2)‘ dl‘ldl’g + / / \6(t,x1,x2)F(5L’1,x2)\ dl‘ldl’g.
R Jxz1<0 R Jxz1>0

Note that Fx{,, <oy € L*(R?) by (&), therefore, the first integral on the right hand side of the
last inequality can be bounded as

// |e(t, w1, 22) F (w1, 2)| dvrdry < ||e(t)]2]| F'X {21 <0yl]2 < ¢ Cra,
R Jz1<0
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where in the last inequality we used (6.0)).
On the other hand, again from (5.1]), for every z5 € R we have
4c

sup |F'(z1, z2)] < 5 ~aleal,
zr1€ER

Therefore,

/ / |8(t,$1, ZL’Q)F(LUl, 1’2)‘ dIldIQ S/ sup |F(ZL’1, ZL’Q>| (/ |€(t, Ty, ZL’Q>| dl’l) dZL’Q
R Jx1>0 Rx1€R x1>0
4
S—C (& 2|:c2\ (/ |€(t,$1,.§(]2)‘ dl’l) dl‘g.
5 R x1>0

Furthermore, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the x;-variable, we get

+oo k41
/ |e(t, @1, 22)| day :Z/ |e(t, 1, 22)| day
x1>0 k

k=0

+oo k+1
SZ (/ 52(t,$1,l’2)dl'1)
k

k=0

1/2

Now, collecting the last two inequalities and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the xo-
variable, we obtain

o0 k41 1/2
// t 1'1,1’2) ($1,1’2)|dl’1dl'2 Z/ \xz\ (/ 82(t,l’1,l’2)dl’1) dl’g
x1>0

40 1/2 400 1/2
Sg Z (/ €_éx2|dl'2) (// 82(t,xl,l’2>d.§(]1dI2)
k=0 R RJE

4\/§C 1 R k

2N o i
<% ¢ e

k=0
assuming «g > 0 is sufficiently small so that we can apply Corollary in the last inequality.
To complete the proof we take My = cChog + %3—‘//52001/2 Z;:;’Z e~ < +00. O
: : . d
The next theorem provides a strictly positive lower bound for EJ (t)].

Theorem 6.4. If ay > 0 is sufficiently small, then there exists a constant ag > 0 such that

d
Ej(t)‘ >ag>0 forall t>0.

Proof. Let g < min{ay, as}, so that we can apply Lemmas and 4. In view of (B.I0), we

have

7= [0+ KE) (69
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where, since y(t) = 0 for all ¢ > 0,
K= [ Q=i -1) [«thQ+ 5w - [ROF

and R(e) satisfy (£3). We estimate the terms in K (¢) separately. First, observe that ||e(t)|| <1
by (EIQ), if oy < (2C))~*. Hence, from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality ([3.9), we deduce

p
IR <Co ) (lellk + llea lallellsgt )
k=2
p
<cCo Y (IVells?llell3 + lea Izl Vel ell2)
k=2
<Cslell2llell

I

On the other hand, from (£I1]) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(v, — 1)/5(AQ—|—BX0) /6(AQ+ﬁXo) < Co||AQ + Bxoll2llell2]le]] -

Finally, the mass conservation (L.3]) for the solution u, the definition of € (4.9]) and the relation

([.2)) imply
/Q2:/uoz/u(t):/Q2—|—2/5Q+/z—:2
&

Collecting ([6.10)-([6.1T]), there exists a universal constant (depending only on p) Cg > 0 such
that

where C5 = 2pcCy. Thus,
< Gs[|[Floollel2lle | a2 (6.10)

< Ghllel]

and so )
< SlelB. (6.11)

[K(e)] < Colle]l2lel] - (6.12)
Now, let

From Lemma [B.4] we deduce

2 k1 2 1
0°(t) > k—zlle(tﬂb - k—z(La(t),é(t))

In order to estimate (Le(t),e(t)), we invoke Lemma .5 to get
1
Wluo] = Wlu(t)] = WIQ + ()] = WIQ] + 5 (Le(t), £(t)) + H[e(t)]
and then from the definition of the Weinstein’s Functional W, we get

(Le(t),e(t)) =2(Eluo] — E[Q]) + (M[uo] — M[Q]) — 2H[e(t)]
= — 0o — 2H[e(t)],
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where 0y > 0 by Proposition Thus,

9%mﬁww§b%+wum
do
> 2Ll + 3

where in the last line we chose oy < k1 (4C"C1ks)™! in order to use inequalities (3.7)) and (ZI0).
Therefore, 0%(t) is a strictly positive number for all ¢ € R, and hence, the sign of §(¢) remains

(6.13)

the same during the evolution. Let’s assume that () is positive, then (€.I3) implies

k’l kl
0(t) >/ =—lle@®IF + — > et 20
O 2 oLl + 2 2 e\ Rl + /2
Plugging the last inequality in (6.9]), we obtain
d k )
—J > cBroy| o T SOl + By = + K(e).
dt ko

Finally, from (€12 we can choose oy > 0, sufficiently small, such that

d Cﬁ)\o k‘l 50 50
dtJ 2= 2k2”€(t)”2 +cﬁ)\m/k2 > cﬁ)\m/kQ >0

If a(t) is negative, then arguing as above, we can show that for ag > 0, sufficiently small, there

d
exists ag > 0 such that %J (t) < —ap < 0, concluding the proof of Theorem [6.41 O

d
Proof of Theorem [L.3. If %J (t) > ag > 0, then integrating in ¢ variable both sides, we get

J(t) > agt + J(0) forall t >0,

which is a contradiction with (6.8]), the boundedness of J(t) from above. The case when
J'(t) < —ap < 0 goes absolutely similar. O
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