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BLOWUP STABILITY AT OPTIMAL REGULARITY FOR THE
CRITICAL WAVE EQUATION

ROLAND DONNINGER AND ZIPING RAO

ABSTRACT. We establish Strichartz estimates for the radial energy-critical wave equation
in 5 dimensions in similarity coordinates. Using these, we prove the nonlinear asymptotic
stability of the ODE blowup in the energy space.

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider the 5 dimensional energy-critical wave equation
(1.1) { (02 — A )u(t,x) = |u(t,x)|5ult, z)
ul0] = (. 9)

foru: I xR — R, ICR,0€I,and ult] := (u(t,-), dult,)).
For studying well-posedness of this equation in low regularity, the suitable solution concept
is given by Duhamel’s formula

(1.2) u(t,.>:cos(t|V|)f+wg+/o Sm((t|_vf>|v‘) (ju(s. N u(s. ) ds.

where cos(t|V]) and Smftv“vn are the standard wave propagators. We say that a function w is
a solution to ([LLT) if it satisfies the integral equation (L.2)).

It is known that this equation is locally well-posed in H' x L?(R®) and this is the minimal
regularity required, see [23] and [34]. The proof relies on the celebrated Strichartz estimates.
These estimates capture the dispersive nature of the equation by describing a space-time
improvement of the solution. This gives enough control of the nonlinearity.

One of the most important features of (L)) is the possibility of singularity formation (or

blowup) in finite time from smooth initial data. This is evidenced by the explicit solution

3
15\ 1
, G5 = (Z) )

where T > 0 is a free parameter. The solution u? is homogeneous in space but can be
truncated by finite speed of propagation. This leads to an explicit example of singularity
formation from smooth compactly supported data.

In order to see whether or not this blowup is generic, we need to study its stability. Ideally
one would like to study the stability at optimal regularity, which requires certain Strichartz
estimates. More precisely, as shown in [5], this involves establishing Strichartz estimates for

(SIS

ul(t,x) == cs(T — 1)~
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wave equations with self-similar potentials, since perturbing around this solution produces
an equation of the form

<0t2 — A+ (T -1tV <TL1€)) u(t, z) = nonlinear terms.
Our goal here is to establish such estimates in 5 dimensions, which will also give insight into
other critical models such as the wave maps equation. Compared to the 3 dimensional case
treated in [5], the 5 dimensional case gives rise to a number of new substantial difficulties.

To be more precise, we study the stability of the blowup solution u” locally in the back-
wards lightcone in the energy space. Since f € H'(R®) implies f € H. _(R?), it is natural to
consider perturbations in the space H' x L2. We restrict ourselves to radial data, in which
case ([LLT)) effectively reduces to

(13) (07 — 02 — 20, )u(t, r) = |u(t, r)|Fu(t,r)

' ul0] = (f,9)-
Our notion of solutions in the lightcone is given by the evolution semigroup in similarity
coordinates, see Section 2.1l Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. There exist 6, M > 0 such that the following holds. For all radial functions
f, g on R> with

)
1
1, 9) = w Ol e ees, ) < e
there exists a T € [1 — 6,1 + 0] such that the solution u to (1) ewxists in the backwards

lightcone Ty := {(t,z) € [0,T) x R® : |z| < T — t} and satisfies
/THUUw)—UTUwN
0

[ (2, )11

2
LS(B%‘—t) dt < 52

585 ,) T—t

In particular, u blows up at the tip of the cone I'p.

1.1. Remarks.

e Naively, one might think that stability of the ODE blowup solution «! means that
small initial perturbations of u!' lead to a solution that converges back to u!. This
is, however, wrong in general as the perturbation might change the blowup time.
Consequently, Theorem [I.1] says that if we slightly perturb the initial data for the
ODE blowup solution u!, the corresponding solution w approaches u’ as t — T—
for some T close to 1. In particular, the blowup time depends continuously on the
perturbation.

e Theorem [[LT] shows that there exists an open set in the energy space of initial data
that lead to the ODE blowup. In terms of regularity, this result is optimal.

e The convergence of the solution v to u? is normalized to the blowup behaviour of

u? and measured in a Strichartz norm. Observe that fOT 2 = oo and thus, the
integrand
. —_— T . 2
Jult,) =, Mg
(1 )2
s

must go to zero in an averaged sense as t — T'—.
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1.2. Related results. Singularity formation in critical wave equations has attracted a lot
of interest in recent years. There are different types of blowup. In type I blowup, the
energy norm of the solution becomes unbounded in finite time (e.g. the aforementioned
ODE blowup). On the other hand, type II blowup solutions have bounded energy norm.
Blowup solutions of type II were constructed in [22], [21], [I7], and [18]. Substantial progress
has been made in the study of type II blowup. In [12] [14] 13} [I5], type II blowup profiles were
classified completely. It is worth mentioning that all type II blowup solutions are unstable.
However, in recent breakthrough work, a family of type II blowup solutions that is “as stable
as it can possibly be” has been identified, see [20] and [2].

Less is known for the type I case. For subcritical equations, there is the remarkable series
of papers [24, 25, 26, 27, B0, 28, 29]. Unfortunately, the methods developed there do not
extend to the critical case. A numerical study in [1] suggests that type I blowup is generic.
The stability of the ODE blowup in the lightcone was established in a stronger topology in
[8,19, [10]. Subsequently, [5] was able to prove this stability in the energy norm by establishing
suitable Strichartz estimates in 3 dimensions.

Finally, our results may also be interesting from the point of view of Strichartz estimates
for wave equations with variable coefficients. This is a very active area of current research,
see e.g. [3 B31].

1.3. Outline. We follow the approach from [5], but we will point out some major differences
in this work. As is well known, the 3 dimensional radial wave equation is equivalent to
the 1 dimensional wave equation with a Dirichlet condition at the origin. This special
structure was heavily exploited in [5]. As a consequence, the present paper is far from being
a straightforward adaptation of the methods from [5].

Following the machinery from [7, [4, [I1], we first introduce similarity coordinates in the
lightcone 't by

T
1.4 7 :=log ——, =
(1.4) St—¢ F
Notice that this coordinate transformation depends on the parameter 1", but we drop this
dependence in the notation for simplicity. Under the transformation (¢,7) +— (7,p), I'r is
mapped to the infinite cylinder R, x B>. We rewrite (I3 as an evolution problem of the
form

0, V(1) = Lo¥(r) + F(¥(7)),

where Ly is a spatial differential operator and F is the nonlinearity. The ODE blowup «” in
this formulation is given by the constant solution (cs, §c5). Perturbing around this solution
by inserting the ansatz W (r) = (c5, 2¢5) + ®(7) yields

0,0(7) = (Lo + L')D(r) + N(D(7)).

Here we obtain a potential term L’ from the linearisation of F, and N is the remaining
nonlinearity. We show that the closure of Lg, denoted by Lg, generates a semigroup So(7)
on H := H!' x L*(B°). For the first component of this semigroup, we have the Strichartz

estimates
1 5 3

. < _ [
IEN >f]1||Lp(R+;Lq(BS);N Il —+2 =5



for p € [2,00] and ¢ € [4,5]. This follows from the standard Strichartz estimates for the
wave operator via a scaling argument.

From the bounded perturbation theorem, we also have that Ly + L’ generates a semigroup
S(7) on H. The operator Ly + L’ has one unstable eigenvalue A = 1 coming from the
time translation symmetry of the equation, and we use the Riesz projection P to remove
this unstable subspace. An application of the Gearhart-Priiss theorem yields the bound
1S(7)(I = P)|[gz) < Cee for any (fixed) € > 0. In order to obtain Strichartz estimates for
the semigroup S(7), we find an explicit representation from Laplace inversion. For sufficiently
regular f, let f = (f1, f2) := (I — P)f. Then we have

1 e+iN 1
SO0 =5 fim [ [ Gl E(dsi
2mi N—oo iy 0
where G is the Green function of the spectral ODE associated to L and Fy(s) := (A +
$)f1(s) + sfi(s) + fals).

The Green function G is constructed by considering a perturbation of the free equation
by a potential, and this is done by Volterra iterations. Then, we obtain a decomposition
G(p,s;\) = Go(p,s;\) + G(p, s; A), where Gy is the Green function of the free equation.
Hence the representation of S(7) also decomposes into a free part So(7) and a perturbation
T(7) accordingly. The perturbative part has an extra decay as |ImA| — oo, which is
ultimately what we exploit in establishing the Strichartz estimates. Due to the singular
behaviour of the fundamental system, the construction of G here is considerably more difficult
than in the 3 dimensional case.

Next, we turn to proving Strichartz estimates for T(7) by carefully examining the oscil-
latory kernels. An extra difficulty comes in, compared to the 3 dimensional case, from the
more complicated form of the free fundamental solutions, one of which is given by

e1(piN) = p (14 p)7 (2 4 p(—1 + 20)).
One part of this solution has growth of order O(({})), which destroys the nice extra decay
of G. However, this part is also less singular in p near 0 (p~2 instead of p~3). Balancing

the undesired growth in A and the singularity in p is a delicate procedure, which requires
additional work. With this we prove Strichartz estimates for the full semigroup
1 5 3

||[S(')f]1||Lp(R+;Lq(BS)) S Ml 2—9 + 6 =3

for p € [2,00] and ¢ € [4,5]. With the same techniques we also improve the growth bound
from the Gearhart-Priiss theorem to ||S(7)(I — P)|lzz S 1.

Using Strichartz estimates and the improved growth bound, we are able to control the
nonlinearity as in [5] and finish the proof of Theorem [L.1]

1.4. Notation. We write By := {z € R : |z] < R} and B° := B}. A function f € C*([0, 1])
with f/(0) = 0 gives rise to a radial function on B5. Hence we define
R
sy = | LPear
and

R R
/11 e 12/0 |f’(r)|2r4dr+/0 f () 2.
4



Bold letters denote 2-component functions, for example, f = (fi, fo). We write f(z) =
O(g(z)) if |f(z)] < |g(z)], and f ~ g as & — a if lim,_,, f@) = 1. We also write f ~ g if

g(z
f < g < f. Lastly, we use the Japanese bracket notation () := /1 + |z|%.

2. SIMILARITY COORDINATES AND SEMIGROUP THEORY

2.1. Similarity coordinates. As mentioned before, similarity coordinates are defined by
(L4) on I'r. For a solution u € C*°(I'r) to (L3)), we define

(1, p) = (Te ") iu(T — Te™™, Te " p),
and we have ¢ € C*(R, x B5). Then, by setting

1/11(7', P) = ¢(T> p)>
(2.1) ol p) = (& + 90, + g) (7. p),

we obtain the first order system from (L.3)),

A1 = —pdpthy — 311 + Yo
(2.2) 0y = aﬁ%ﬂ‘ %@ﬂﬁl — pOy1hy — %% + W1|%¢1
U1(0,p) = T2 f(Tp), ¥2(0,p) = T2g(Tp).

The ODE blowup solution u” corresponds to the constant solution (¢{, 1) = (c5, 2c5). We
take a perturbation around this solution by the ansatz

(2.3) (1, 102) = <Cs, gcs) + (01, ¢2)-

This gives the system

Oro1 = —pBpp1 — 201+ 2
(2.4) Orip2 = D21 + 50001 — pOppa — 5102+ F (1)
10, p) = ¥1(0,p) — 5, 2(0,p) = ¥2(0, p) — 3¢5

where F(x) = —05% + |es + 2|3 (cs + x). We take the Taylor expansion of F around zero:
F(z) = F(0) + F'(0)z + N(z). We see that F'(0) = 0, and
7 15 35
=0 3 4 4
This linearisation produces a potential term. The nonlinearity is then given by
T35

N(z) = F(z) — F(0) — F'(0)z = |c5 + |3 (c5 + z) — ¢ — ~e.

7
F'(0) = g|c5 e

Hence we define the formal differential operators

= —p(p) = Sui(p) + us(p)
Lou(p) = <ua'<p> + i (p) = pudp) - %UM) |



and

0
N0 = ()
Let ®(7)(p) = (p1(7, p), wa(T, p)). We can then write the system (24]) as
{ 0,®(r) = (Lo + L')®(7) + N(®(7))
©(0)(p) = (£1(0, ), £2(0, ).

We study this evolution on the Banach space
H:={f € H x L*(B) : f radial},

(2.5)

with the norm
I£115, == Hf1||%11(135) + ||f2’|%2(135)
for £ = (f1, f2). In next parts of this section, we will see that the closure of Lo + L' with a

suitable domain generates a semigroup S(7) on H, which leads to the concept of energy-class
strong lightcone solutions.

Definition 2.1. We say that u : I'r — C is an energy-class solution to (LL3)) in the lightcone
if the corresponding ® : [0,00) — H is in C([0, 00); H) and satisfies

O(7) =S(T)u+ /OT S(T — o)N(®(0))do

for all 7 > 0.

2.2. Semigroup of the free evolution. For the linear differential operator Ly, we define
its domain to be

D(Lo) = {f = (f1, f) € C* x C*([0,1]) : £1(0) = 0}.

So now Ly becomes a densely defined (unbounded) linear operator on H. We would like to
show that the closure of Ly generates a semigroup. We start with introducing an equivalent
inner product on the dense subspace D(Lg) given by

(Flg)s —/ A 4dr+/ f(r)gatryrdr + £ (g,

and we denote by || - ||z the norm defined by (-|-)g.

Lemma 2.2. The norms || - ||g and || - ||» are equivalent norms on D(Ly). In other words,
we have

€]l > [|£]]7
for all f € D(Ly).
In particular, taking the completions of D(Lg) with respect to both the norms || - |z and
| - |12, we conclude that they are also equivalent norms on H.

Proof. Here we need to show

1 1
(2.6) /0If’(r)lzr4d7’+|f(1)|2§IIfII?{l(Bs),S/O [/ (r)Pridr + | F(1)]*

for all f € C*([0,1]). Since ||f]|% = || Re f||% + || Im f]||%, we only need to consider the case
B E E

when f is real-valued.
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By the Sobolev embedding H'(3,1) < L>(3,1), we have
FO S 1 sy S 1oy

which gives the first inequality of (2.6]).
Next, we need to control the L? part of the H! norm of f. Since r € [0, 1], we can write

[ 2 s as
< [ 1765+ 2r6sf as
-/ P ()Pstds + 4 / () Psds 42 / 1 CICREE

-/ pePstas 2 (P [ -6 / f )P

S
S=

2

[f(r)fPrt =

1
< / 2 4 2
N/O /() 2s*ds + | F(D)P.

The right hand side is independent of r, so we can integrate over r and obtain

1 1
[ 1sprtar s [1p)pstas v s)P
0 0
and we also have the second inequality of (2.6]). O

With this set up, we now turn to the operator L.

Proposition 2.3. The operator io : D(io) C H — H is closable and its closure Ly generates
a strongly-continuous one-parameter semigroup {So(7) : 7 > 0} on H, with the estimate

1So(T)fl[2 < [If |7,
forall™>0 and f € H.

Proof. We use the Lumer-Philips theorem ([16, p.83 Theorem 3.15 and p.88 Proposition
3.23]) with the inner product (+|-)z and norm || - || z. Here we have to show two things:

e Re(Louju)p <Oforallue D(Lo);
e range of (A — Lg) is dense for some A > 0.

For the first part, let u = (uy, u;) € D(Lg). We compute

Re(Laufu)s = ([ (=31t 0)F = (VT + 415 ) '

e ([ (ol + 204012500 — o)) — Sl ) '

~Re (uamm e+ u2<1>r<1>) .

7



We first collect the terms containing u; only and use integration by parts,

I = _g/o [ (p)[*p*dp — %/0 d% (1)) pPdp ~ Re (i (1) (1)) - §\u1<l>|2

= 3~ Re (s (D) ~ Gl (VP

Similarly we collect the terms containing wusy only,

L= _1/1 < (jus(p)2) pPdp - §/1 ualp)*pdp = — ua(1)
9 5 ; dp ) 9 o 2 9 2 .

And the rest of the terms are
1y =Re ([ (oG + 4k (") do+ [ (040 i+ )
=Re (ui(l)ﬁ(l)) + Re (uQ(l)u1(1)> .

Summing up all terms, we get

Re(Lou|u)g
=1+ 1+ I3
= S = S ()P~ Fus(V) + Re (u (D)) + Re (u() (D) — (1))
< P = DD — Sl + Re (w4 (1)u(D)) + glaa(DF? + 3hus(1) — o (1)
=~ Ju(D)P <0,

Next, in order to show that the range of (A — f;o) is dense, we show that the system of
ODEs

()\ - ]:0)11 =f
admits a solution u € D(Ly) for every f € C* x C>([0,1]), which is a dense subspace of H.
Writing f = (f1, f2) € C* x C*([0, 1]), we need to solve the system

Ay (p) + puy(p) + gul(p) —uz(p) = f1(p),

Nualp) = () = S15(p) + pslp) + Jualp) = L)

From the first equation we see that

(27 uslp) = (A " 2) (o) + (o) — ().

Inserting this into the second one, we obtain a single ODE

4 bt 3
28) (=14 @)l + (<5 +or49))utl)+ (43) (34 3) o) = B
where Fx(p) = (A+3) fi(p) + pfi(p) + f2. By definition we have F\ € C*([0,1]). We

choose A = 1 and use the variation of constants method to solve (2.8)). The homogeneous
8



equation (i.e., Fy = 0) admits a fundamental system
24 p 1( 2+4p 2 p
¢1(p) = ———1,  dolp) = - :
PP(1+p)? P\1+pE  (1-p)
The Wronskian is given by
3

W(p) == W(go, 1) (p) = A= )

A solution to the non—homogeneous problem is then given by

¢1 Fl ¢0 Fl
—on(p / L s ante) [

_ (2 +5)(1— 5)2 Fy(s)ds

R0 / (24905} — @81 +9)}) F(s)ds

By definition, we have u; € C?(0,1), hence we only need to check the behaviour at the
boundary points p = 0 and p = 1. Using 'Hospital’s rule we find that u; is C'([0,1]) with
u}(0) = 0. The second derivative of u; is given by

uj(p) = 217 [ s+ a0 -9imsas

¢i(p) [* ! 1 Fi(p)
-4 /0 s(@+90 -9 = @291 +5)}) F(s)ds + s
Again an application of I'Hospital’s rule shows that at «} is not singular at p = 0. At p =1,
observe that the second term is not singular. In the first term, we have ¢(p) ~ —3(1—p)=>/?
and [s (24 s)(1 —5)"/%) Fi(s)ds ~ 2(1 — p)*2F;(1) as p — 1. So
_%(p)
3

1
1
/ $(2+ 5)(1 — s)Y2F,(s)ds ~ 5(1 —p)'Fi(1) as p— 1.
p

This cancels out exactly with the singularity in the last term, since Fi(p)(—1 + p*)7! ~
—sF(1)(1—p) " as p — 1. Thus v} is indeed continuous at p = 1, and uy € C?([0,1]). From
Z7) we also see that u, € C'([0,1]). Hence we can conclude that the range of (1 — Lg) is
dense.

Applying the Lumer-Philips theorem we see that Ly is closable, its closure Lo generates a
Cy semigroup {So(7) : 7 > 0} on H satisfying the bound

1So(T)flle < [Iflle

for all 7 > 0 and f € H. But since the norms || - ||z and || - ||3 are equivalent, the conclusion
follows. O

This gives the growth bound ||So(7)||3% < 1, and we also have that the spectrum o(Lg)
satisfies
o(Ly) C {z € C|Rez <0}
by [16, p.55 Theorem 1.10].
9



2.3. The free Strichartz estimates. For a solution to (L3]) that blows up at r = 0,t =T,
due to the finite speed of propagation, this blow up is influenced only by initial conditions
supported in B..

Solutions to the free wave equation with initial conditions supported in B., when restricted
to the backwards lightcone, correspond to the semigroup {S¢o(7) : 7 > 0} in similarity coordi-
nates. The standard Strichartz estimates imply Strichartz estimates in similarity coordinates
by a scaling argument.

Proposition 2.4. Let p € [2,00] and q € [?,5] such that % + % = % Then we have the
bound

||[SO(')f]1||Lp(R+;Lq(B5)) 5 ||f||7't
for all £ € H. And hence we also have

for allh € C([0,00),H) N LY (R, H).

S ey 2,
L2 (R4 ;L9(B5))

/OT [So(T — o)h(o, )], do

Proof. Let £ = (f1, fa) € C* x C*([0,1]) with f'(0) = 0. Then (f1, fo) can be extended to
radial functions (f1, f2) € C? x C*(R®) by Sobolev extension, in such a way that

il sy S IAllames), and || fallraes) S 1 f2llr2s)-

By the change of coordinates ([L4]) with 7" = 1, the free evolution Sy(-)f is given by the
classical solution v € C*(R, x R, ), restricted to the backwards lightcone I'y, of the free
radial wave equation

(at2 - 87% - %ar>u(t7 T) =0
(29) { ul0] = (fl,fz)-

In other words, we have

[So(M)f]1(p) = e 2Tu(l — e, e7p)

for (1,p) € Ry x [0,1] by (2.1). Now we have

%
L5(B%) = (/ | [So(T \5p4dp)
1
3 5 5
= (/ ‘e_fu(l —e T, e ) ,04dp)
0
1 e’ ;
—e 37 (/ |u(1 - e‘T,r)‘5r4dr>
0

_1 _
Se 2T||U(1 — e T, ')HL5(R5)7
10
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then

S 1 . 2 2
H [so<->fJ1||L2<R+;Ls<Bs»s( / (e (1 = €77, Ylaoges dr)

1 3
- ( [ e ->||%5<R5)dt)

<llullz2e, ;s @s)-
By the Strichartz estimates for wave equations (|35, Theorem 2.6] with d = 5,5 = 1,¢ =
2,r =5), we have
||u||L2(R+,L5(R5)) 5 ||(f17f2)||H1><L2(R5)7
hence we obtain
1180 (e ez yspsmsy) S U f)llmcrewsy S N f)llmxze@s) = (£
By density this holds for all f € H.

The other endpoint comes from the Sobolev embedding H'(B®) < L% (B®) and Proposi-
tion 2.3]

HTSo(MEL 11 30 sy S I So(TE] ey S WSo(T)E Nl S (1134

. <
Henee |[[SoC), 1, 3 sy S 1
For other pairs (p, q) we can interpolate, for all g € [%, 5],

©_3 —1043
I8o(r)Eh o) < I1Bo(r)Ehll g, NSo(r)El -
Then using Holder’s inequality we have
0_9 043

IS0 ()fTull o, zoqesy) < [[[So( )]l 7

Loo(Ry;LE (BS))

provided (_1_(10 + 3)p = 2, which gives % + g = %

The inhomogeneous estimate is given by Minkowski’s inequality as in [5]. O

_10
IS0 ()E]1ll o, 15 msy) S (Il

2.4. The linearisation. The operator L' : H — H is bounded and also compact. We define
L = Lo+ L’ with D(L) = D(Ly). Then by the bounded perturbation theorem, we have that
L generates a semigroup S(7).

Lemma 2.5. The spectrum of L satisfies
o(L) c{z € C|Rez <0} U{1}.

Proof. Let A € o(Ll). If Re A < 0, then the assertion is satisfied. Thus we consider the case
when Re A > 0. In this case, A € o(L)\o(Lg), so the resolvent Ry, (A) exists. Then from
(A—L) = [1 = L'Ry,(N)](A — Ly), we see that 1 € o(L'Rg,(A)). But since L'Ry, () is
compact, we have 1 € 0,(L/Ry,())), so there exists f € H with f = L'Ry,,(\)f. Defining
u = Ry, (M)f, we have (A\—L)u = 0. Hence X € g,(L), and there exists a nonzero u € D(L)
such that (A — L)u = 0. Following a similar computation as in Proposition 2.3] the spectral
equation implies

=)+ (<3 pae)) o (r+3) (r+3) wo - Futo) =0



where u = u;. We define h(p?) = u(p) and set z = p?, then this ODE is transformed into
the hypergeometric differential equation

(2.10) 2(1=2)h"(2)+ (c— (a+ b+ 1)z) W (2) — abh(z) = 0,
where a = 3+ 3, b =2 — 1, ¢ = 2. In the case when Re(c —a —b) = 3 — Re X is not a

non-positive integer, a fundamental system at z = 1 is given by
hi(z;A) = oFi(a,bia+b+1—¢; 1 —2),
h(zN) = (1 =2 %F(c—a,c—bc—a—b+1;1—2),

see [32]. When % — Re A = —n for n € Ny, one solution is still given by h;, while the second
solution is given by

I (20) = ehi(z0) log(1 = 2) + (1 = 2) "g(: )

where ¢ is analytic around z = 1 with g(1;A\) # 0 and ¢ is a constant which can be zero
unless n = 0. Since Re A > 0, the requirement that u; € H'(B®) excludes the solution hq, so
a solution h must be a multiple of h;. A fundamental system at z = 0 is given by

ho(z; A) = 2F1(a, b; c; 2),
ho(z: M) = 21 Fi(a—c+1,b—c+1;2 —¢; 2).
From the connection formula, we have

I'l—cl'(a+b—c+1)
F'a—c+1I'(b—c+1)

c-1DI'(a+b—-c+1);
T(a)T(b) fo(z A)-

Since p — ho(p?; A) does not belong to H'(B3 ), we need to have
Fle—=DIl'(a+b—c+1)

(2.11)  hi(z;A) =

ho(z; A) +

fare
This happens only when
A5 A1
—CL——§—§ENO0I—Z)——§+§ENO,
and the only possibility for Re A > 0 is when A = 1. U

Lemma 2.6. For every e > 0, there exist constants C., R, > 0, such that
IRL(A)[% < Ce

for all X with Re X > € and |\| > R..

Proof. Fix € > 0. From Proposition 2.3, we have

1
<
by [16, p.55 Theorem 1.10]. From (A — L) = [1 — L'Rg,(A)](A — Ly), Rr(\) exists if and
only if [1 — 'Ry, (A\)] ! exists. Now let u = Ry, (A)f, then u and f satisfy

(3+3) ) = 1) = ) + ).

12



Recall that

La) = ()

3 3
'A + 5‘ IL'Rr,(Mf||n = ‘A + 3

then

||U1||L2(B5)

3
Ialh 5 1+ 3

<N fillz@sy + 1wl 2es) + [Juell2s)
Sl + [l
=[I£ll2 + [Ro (M F ]l
Sl
So |[L'Re,(M)|la S [A+ %}_1, and for |A| large enough, we obtain ||L'Ry,(\)||z < 1. There-
fore the Neumann series for [1 — L/Ry,,(\)]™! converges, and we have
IRL(M) I =[Re, (M[1 = LRy ] ™ (M)l

<Rl Y | ILRL, (V][5

k=0

<C.
as claimed. 0

Lemma 2.7. The geometric multiplicity of the eigenvalue 1 € o,(L) is 1, and its geometric
eigenspace 18 spanned by
2
g(p) = (5) .

Proof. First we note that g € D(L). A straightforward computation shows that (1—L)g = 0.
Now suppose that g is another eigenfunction with eigenvalue 1, then [g]; also satisfies the
transformed ODE (ZI0) with A = 1. In this case [g]i(p) = c-2Fi(a,b,c; p*) forb=4—1 =0

and some constant ¢ € C\{0}. Therefore [g];(p) is a constant, and we must have [g]; = ¢'[g]
for some constant ¢ € C\{0}. The second component is uniquely determined by the first
component, hence we must have g = c'g. U

The next lemma shows that the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue A = 1 is also 1, so
we can use the Riesz projection to remove the unstable subspace.

Lemma 2.8. There exists a bounded projection P : H — (g) such that PS(7) = S(7)P. In
particular, we have S(T7)Pf = e™Pf for all 7> 0 and f € H.

Proof. Since A = 1 is an isolated point in the spectrum, we define the projection

1

P= —,/RL()\)d)\,
2mi ),

where v is a curve in p(L) enclosing the point 1, such that no other points of o(L) lie in

it. Then P commutes with the operator L (this means PL C LP) and the semigroup S(7).

We have a decomposition of the Hilbert space H = ker P @& rg P. Then we have the parts

of the operator L, Ly, p and L,;p, as operators on the spaces ker P and rg P respectively,
13



with spectra o(Lyep) = 0(L)\{1} and o(L,zp) = {1}. It is obvious that (g) C rg P, so we
need to show the other inclusion.

First of all, notice that dimrg P < co. Otherwise, 1 would be in the essential spectrum of
L, which is impossible since L’ is compact and 1 ¢ o(Lg)([19, p.244 Theorem 5.35]). Hence
there is a minimal k € N such that (1 — Lyzp)*u =0 for all u € rgP ND(L). If k = 1 then
we are done. Now we argue by contradiction. If k > 2, then there exists u € D(L) such that
(1 —L)u = g. This is the same as saying that there exists a solution to the inhomogeneous

ODE
(= (o) + (—% n 7p) () = 12,

where u = uy. For the homogeneous problem, we already know that one solution is given by
the constant solution g;(p) = 2. Another linearly independent solution to the homogeneous
problem is given by

_ 1+ 4p* — 8pt
np) = ————
) P(L—p?)3
The Wronskian is
6
Wig1, 31)(p) = ——=
pt(l —p?)2
Solutions to the inhomogeneous problem are given by

ulp) =C1 + Cadulp) +24 /Op W(ggll(;l))(s) [t 2100 / W (o 1§1)(s> s

8 24(1+4p% — 8pY) [} .
=Cu+ Conlp) + 21 [ 51045 = stas + LI [ i
0 P31 — p?)2 )

where C,Cy € R are arbitrary constants. At p = 1, the requirement that u € H*(B%) gives
C5 = 0 and by looking at the asymptotic behavior at p = 0, we see that we must have

1
/ s*(1 — 52)%ds = 0.
0

However, this clearly fails because the integrand is positive for all s € (0, 1). d

Next, we apply the Gearhart—Priiss theorem to obtain a growth bound for the semigroup.
Lemma 2.9. For any € > 0, there exists a constant C, > 0 such that
IS(T)(I = P)fl3 < Cee™||(T — P)f||3
forall™>0 and f € H.

Proof. From Lemma and the fact that 0(Lyerp) C {2z € C|Rez < 0}, we have that for
every € > 0 there exists C. > 0 such that

IR (M)(I =Pl < C

for all A with Re A > e. Then from the Gearhart—Priiss theorem ([16, p.302 Theorem 1.11])

we obtain the stated growth bound. O
14



2.5. Explicit representation of the semigroup. Let f € C* x C'([0,1]) N D(L) and
f:= (I-P)f. Then f € C? x C'([0,1]) N D(Ly). By Laplace inversion ([16, p.234 Corollary
5.15]), we have

e+iN

1 N
S(T)(I—-P)f = — lim Ry (M)fd)

270 N—oo e—iN

for any e > 0. Hence we would like to find an explicit expression for Ry, (). Since u = Ry, (\)f

means (A — L)u = f, following the exact same computation as in Proposition we get the
ODE

212) == )+ (=5 +o2a+3) )+ (34 3) (343 ulo) - Futo) = B,

where © = u; and

B) = (3 +3) 7o)+ 720) + o)

Thus

RL(VL(p) = / G, 5 \)F(s)ds,

where G is the Green function of Equation (2ZI2)). Then we have the expression
1 e+iN 1

(2.13) [S(T)(I—P)f]i(p) = =— lim e”/ G(p, $; \)Fa(s)dsd\

0

27” N—o0 e—iN

for any € > 0.

3. CONSTRUCTING THE GREEN FUNCTION

In this section we construct the Green function for (2.12)). Most of our construction here
works for the equation

bt

1) ~ (=) + (=5 pr49) o)+ (A4 5) (A4 ) ulo) + Vi) =

with any V' € C*([0, 1]).
First of all, we set
v(p) = p* (1= p%)
Then (B.)) with F) = 0 is equivalent to
—2+ 1p2(11 44X — 40?)
P2 (L —p?)? L—p

but now (B.2)) has no first order terms. Notice that if v(-; A) is a solution to (B8.2]), then so is
(51— A).

(3.2) v"(p) +

15



3.1. Symbol calculus.

Definition 3.1. For a function f : I C R — C, a € I, and o € R, we write f(x) =
O((x — a)*) if
|01 f(z)| < Cjlz —al*™

for all x € I and 5 € Nj. Similarly, for a function f : R — C and o € R, we write
F) = O((x)") it |

|05f ()| < Cy )™
for all z € R and 5 € Nj.

We say that these functions are of symbol type, or behave like symbols.

Functions of symbol type have some nice properties. For example, we can easily check
that if f(z) = O(z*) and g(z) = O(z®), then f(z)+ g(z) = O(z). Some further properties
of functions of symbol type are discussed in Appendix [Al

The same notation is also used for functions with more than one variables. For example,
for f: 1 xR — C, we write f(z,y) = O(z (y)°), if

0205 @, 9)] < Cinla*™ ()"
for all (z,y) € U and j, k € Np.

Remark 3.2. In the following, we work with functions of three variables p, s, and w. We always
have p,s € [0,1] and w € R. We write O, and O, to indicate oddness and evenness with
respect to the variable w. For example, f(p,w) = O,(p (w)™") means that f(p,-) : R — C is
an odd function for each p.

3.2. The homogeneous equation. On solving (3.2) with V' = 0, we obtain a fundamental
system

_l’_

o[>

A
2

(1+p)i™

=

i(pi ) = %(1 ) (24 p(—1 +2))),

>
>~

zzl<p;A>=w1<p;1—A>=§<1+p>%+ (1— p)i 22+ p(1—20).

We define another solution,

Yo(p; A) == 1(p; A) — @El (o5 A).

Notice that 1)y is not singular at p = 0, since the singularities of 1y and 151 cancel out.
Since (B.2)) has no first order terms, the Wronskian of any two solutions is independent of
p. Some useful Wronskians between the above three solutions are

W(A) =W (1 (; )\)ﬂZl('; A) =W (bo(5 M), ¥1(5A)) = W(to(; )\)aﬁzl(? A))
=3 =2\ (142N (=1 +2N).
We can define another solution as follows.

Lemma 3.3. Let A = € +iw. There exists 6g > 0, such that

(50<w>71
Yo(p; A) == 1bo(p; )\)/ o(s; A) " 2ds
P

16



is also a solution to B2) with V =0 for p € (0,8, (w)~']. Moreover, it satisfies

Yo(p; A) = =2p7 W (N) 1+ O(p (A))]
for all p € (0,60 (W) '], w € R, and € € [0,1]. We also have

14
W (tho(+; A), (5 A)) = —1.
Proof. Taking the Taylor expansion we have vo(p; A) = —£p?W(A)[1 4+ O(p ())]. Hence for
sufficiently small dy > 0, we have ¥o(p; A) # 0 for p € (0,8 (w)~ Y, and thus 1o(p; \) ! =
—6p2W (M) 71 + O(p (\)]. Hence 1) is well-defined for p € (0,8, (w)™']. Differentiating
o with respect to p we can see that it is indeed a solution to B2) for V =0.
Now compute

fj‘)(w)i Yo(s; \)"2ds 1

dow) ™!
_ 3 2 S\ =2

do{w) ™"
_ Loy / (652 (N )2 [L + O(s (\)]ds

So(w) ™
=3 [ s Ol (s

1 s=0p{w) ™!
3 g ok
3 s=p
=1+0(p V),
for A = € + iw with € € [0,%]. The value of the Wronskian follows from a straightforward
computation. O

3.3. The fundamental system. In the following, we use Volterra iterations to construct
solutions for (8:2) (see [33] Lemma 2.4]).

Lemma 3.4. Let A = e +iw. There exists 6o > 0 such that [B.2) has a solution of the form
vo(ps A) = o(p; A) [1+O(p* (w)°)]
for all p € [0,00(w) '], w R, e € [0, 1].

Proof. We use Volterra iterations as in [5]. Using the fundamental system {o,1}, the
variation of constants formula suggests that a solution vy should satisfy the integral equation

(i) = (i) = e [ty
¢1 p, / Yo(s vo(s; N)ds.

For suﬂiciently small dp > 0, we have wo(p; A) # 0 for p € (0,50 (W)™']. So we can set
ho := %2, and we obtain the equation

vo(s; A)ds

p
(33) i) = 1 [ K(py s 0ol A,
0
17



where

K (pr5i3) = Gy | Sl A = ol N V)| 1.

As mentioned before, by Taylor expansion we have 1g(p; \) ™! = —6p2W (A) 7 [1+O(p (\))].
Since s < p , we have,

O s | S )5S )
and similarly
‘ﬁwo@; NIC A)) < (5 \)s? S i (55 s,
Since |1 (p; N)| < p~t for p < 0y (w) ™", we conclude that
(3.4) [K(p,s; ) S (p7H +571)s" < s

forall 0 < s < p <y <w)_1. Thus we have
So{w) 1 )
/ swp K (p, s Mlds S ()
0 pe(0,60(w) ")

Hence (B.3)) has a solution hg that satisfies

P
i) = 11 5 [ 1K(prs Mlds < 7
0
Re-inserting this into the equation we find
ho(p; A) = 14 O(p%).

Since every function behaves like symbol under differentiation with respect to both p and
w, we indeed have hy(p; \) = 14 O(p? (w)°) (see for example [6, Appendix B]). O

Similar to before, we can define a second solution for small p.

Lemma 3.5. Let A\ = € +iw. There exists 69 > 0 such that
do{w) ™ )
Do(p; ) == vo(p; )\)/ vo(s; \)~“ds
o

is also a solution to 32) on p € (0,8, (w)']. Moreover, ¥y is of the form
To(p; A) = Wo(p; A) [1+O(p* ()]
for all p € (O, do <w>_1] ,weR, e€|0, i], where Yy is from LemmalZ3. We also have
W (vo(+;A), 0o(;A)) = —1.

Proof. We choose 8y > 0 so small that vy, 1o, and ¢ have no zeros on p € [0, do (w>_l]. Then

@y is well-defined on p € (0, (w)~']. We can directly verify that @, indeed solves (3:2).
18



Now notice that at p = dy (w)~", both @, and ¢, are 0, so the statement of the lemma
holds. Then using Lemmas B.3] and B.4] we compute

fio(ﬂ% A)
Yo(p; )

-1

Sofw) ™ 0 0 Sofw) ™ 0
/ Yo(s; A)20(5% (w)’)ds + O(p* (w)°) / Yo(s; \) 2 [1 + O(s* (W) )} ds) )

For &, > 0 small enough, we also have y(p;\)! = —3spW A1 + O(p(w))] for p €
(0, 0o (w)_l], from Lemma 33 So using the asymptotics of ¥, and ), we find
Yo(p; A)

= O(p* (WO (p (W)?) = O(p® (w)°).
Tolor ) (P™ (W) )O(p(w)”) = O(p” (w)")

Moreover,

50(40)71 0 50<w>71 6 0 —6
/ ol 2)20(s? (w)°)ds = / O(s™ ()™ )O(s? (w))ds = O(p" {w0)™®),

and

0 6O<w>71 0
O ') [l NP L+ O ()] s

Sofw) ™
=0(p” <w>0)/ O(s ™ (W) ™) + O(s7> (w) s = O(p~" (w) ™).

So we obtain

Uo(p; ) 1 2 ()0
7SV A

The value of the Wronskian follows from a straightforward computation. U

Next, we construct perturbed solutions from ¢, and 1&1.

Lemma 3.6. Let A = € +iw. There exists 6; > 0, such that [B2) has solutions of the form

1—2A
(3—20)(1+2)\)

0(pA) = ta(ps ) [1 n a1(p) + 01— p) <w>—2>} |

(N = D) 1= e P+ OGP = ) ()7
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or alternatively we can also write
vi(p;A) = Ui(p; A) [1+ O ((w) Har(p) + O (1= p) (w) )],
D1(p; A) = Pa(ps A) [1+ Oo(w) Han(

for all p € [51 (w>_1 , 1} ,weR ee [O l}, where

74

=
N~—
_|_
)
—
=
o
—
—_
|
=
—
_
&
~
.
=

)=~ [ Vi(s)ds.

Proof. This also follows from Volterra iterations, but is technically a little more complicated.
Existence of solution
Motivated by the variation of constants formula, solutions to (3.2]) should satisfy the
integral equation

vi(p; A) = ¥i(p; 5v1(s; A)ds

vi(s; N)ds

1—82

for some constant p;. Since Re A > 0, |11 (p; )\)| > 0, so we can set h; := - and obtain the

¥
Volterra equation '
p1
(3.5) i) = 1+ [ Klposi (s A,
p

where

K(p,s;\) = W) (%(S; A)thi(s3A) = zlg 3101( A ) 1V—(ss)2'

We first compute
(1 —5?)(4—s%(1—2))?

52

¢1(8§ )\)1;1(5; )\) =

Y

SO
1—s
2

Y1 (s M (85 0)] S — 5°(1—2X)?|
1—s

S -9

-9 (54 0?).

(NI

<(1-p .

for all 0 < p < s <1 and Re()) € [0, 1]. Moreover,

di(p; A) s (l—=0p 37 24 p(1—2X) (1—s)2t (1 +s)s7 )
PYi(p; A )101( M= (?p) 24 p(—1+2X) 52 (24 s(=1+2X)%
20



SO

[NIE

(1= p)2(1—s)

@Zl (PS )\)
Y1(p; A)

(s 0)?] S

~Y

2+ p(1—2))
2+ p(—1+2X

(é + <A>2) ,

for all 0 < p < s <1 and Re()) € [0, 1]. Hence, when restricted to §; (W <p<s<lfor
some small §; > 0, we obtain the bound for the kernel

K (] Sy 0= L= 9% (554 0?)
SU=p)2(1—s)72 W)

Now we can choose p; = 1 and have

1
/’ sup K (p, 5 \)|ds < ()7,
S1{w) pe(

)‘ 124+ s(—1+2)\))?

N

S(U—p)(l=s)

d1(w) 1)
thus the Volterra (3.5]) has a solution h; that satisfies
1
(3. (i) <115 [ 1K(psilds S (1= ) ()
p

for all p € [6; (W)™, 1]. Re-inserting this into the equation we find

mmmzlﬁ/Km@mw+0m—m%wﬂ.

Form of the integral of the kernel
Now we look at the term

1
/ K(p,s;N)ds
p

_— V) 2 2 1-p\:™ 24 p(1-2))
_W (/p 2 (4—3(1—2)\))d3—<m> 2+p(—1—|—2)\)1(p7)\>>

1+s

I(p:)) = /p1 Vs(j) (1 - s>‘$“ (24 s(—1 + 2X))%ds.

We first look at the term A,

/1 O (4 21— 2x)?) ds = 4/1 i /1 R

2
P

Here we have

[ | <ivias [ s =1Vlim (1407 S 700 S (0= ) o)
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where the last inequality follows because p € [& (W)™, 1].
For the term B, we insert the identity

(1 —s)_5 @rs(-1+20) o ((1 - s)§+)‘(1+3)5_’\>

1+s 52 52

into I(p; A). Integrating by parts once, we get

MmA%:_/H“$@8+§@4+2Mﬁ%(u_spﬂg+ﬂﬁﬂ>d8

:JKMQ+pG&+2M%1 )§;1+m2A
—b/%l_@ftg+3ﬁ48JV@X%+w%—l+2Mﬂd&

So we have now

1—p\2 7 24 p(1—2)\)
- I(p; A
<1+p) 2+ (=12

:g_p%<mgm 1—2A)

l_)\ )\ 3)\
1—p\27 24 p(1—2)\) / (1—s)2t 1—|—s)2 )
L 1V (s)(2 —142)\))| ds.
+<1+p) 21 p(—1+2)) 0 [V(s)(2s + °(=1 4 24))] ds

We estimate the boundary term
2V _
1= (P24 vipa-2m)| 700+ -0 @ S 1)),
For remaining term, notice that for Re A € [0, 3],

1—p\ 2™ 24 p(1—2)\)
14+p 24 p(=1+42X)
is bounded, so we only need to look at the integral. When the derivative falls on V', the

whole term is of O((1 — p) (w)) which is already good, thus we only need to consider when
the derivative falls on the rest of the term. We look at

52

:iél<1_$)%H(1+sﬁ<2v@)+;HKQ(—1+2m)ds

1+s 52 S

:gél(1Iz)éﬂ(1+sf‘§?ds+(—2+4A[AI<1lz>éﬂ(1+sfyé9d&

22




In the first term, similar to before, we have, for Re A € [0, 7],

1/ _ 14X Vv 1/ _ 14Re)
/ (1+j) (1—|—s)2—(28)ds S/ (1+j) (14 5)?
P § p
<||V||Loo/ Las

T1=p) S A=p)w).

1—s %J”\_ (1—1—5)2a 1-s)2"
1+s 342\ \l+s ’

and integrate by parts again. Then we have

1 o\ 3+
(—2+4>\)/ (1 S) 1+ 9278 g
p \1l+s s
o 1 4 B 242
1 2)\/ Vi(s)(1+s) , 1—s s
342X/, s T+s

(e () o] (5))

V(s)

52

ds

For the next part we use

Now
1-2\V(p) 1-p\*
— 1 H—= <pt1-p) <(1- .
oD (152) | So - S 0=
And for the integral, as before, it is only better when derivative falls on V', so we only need
to compute

[l ]ro (=)

(3 1+s)| 1— ) 2tReX
|1 vl (i) s

/—ds<p S (- p) ).

Hence we obtain

- p\*™ 24 p(1-2))
(1 +p) 24 p(—1+ 2)\)I(p’ A)=0((1 = p) (w)).

Putting everything back together we see that

1 1
)\)/ K(p,s: \)ds = (1 — 2>\)2/ V(s)ds + O((1 = p) ().
p p
Finally, observe that we have

(1-2)2 1—2)

W) (3=2\)(1+2))
23
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as stated. The second solution is given by o1(p; ) := v1(p; 1 — A), so again we have

1-2(1-1) o —142x » .
Booa A ed- N arane oy Celwr )+ 0w ).

Estimating the derivatives
The fact that h; is indeed of symbol type is shown in Appendix [Bl O

Since ¢; is arbitrary, we can now choose §; < dg. Then we can use the fundamental
system {vy, 7y} to construct v; and @; on the interval p € (0,8, (w)™']. These happen to be

perturbations of ¢; and ;.

Lemma 3.7. The solutions vy, 01 can be extended to p € (0, dg (w>_1], and are of the form

o

—~
&
~
|

[\
~—
—

vi(p; A) = 1 ML+ Oo((w) ™) + Olp
51(p; A) = Y1 (p; A)[L + Op({w) ™) + O(p° () ™2)]

forall p € (0,6 (W)™ "], weR, e 0, 1.
Proof. On p € (0,8, (w)™"], there exist a(\) and b()\) such that

v1(p; A) = a(A)vo(ps A) + b(A)To(p; A),

where
~ W(ui(5A),00(5 ) AN
CL(A) - W(Uo(y)\),@o(, )\)) - _W(Ul('7)‘)7U0('7)‘)>
__W(U1(7 )7U0(7>‘)> _ (- NG
b()\) B W(UO( 7)‘)7{]0( 7)‘)> N W( 1( 7)\)’ 0( 7)\))

So far we only have valid expressions of v; and @, on p € [§; (W)™, 1] from Lemma 3.6
Since we have chosen &; < &, these expressions are valid at the point p = &, (w) . In order
to compute W (w1 (- A), To(-; X)) and W (w1 (- A), vo(; A)), we evaluate at p = &y (w)~'. Using
Lemmas and [35] we have

W(vi(+;A), 0o(+; A))
) , 1 -2\
=W (11 ), 1o (55 ) [T+ O((w) )] [1 + (3201 +2)\)
+ (60 (@) ™5 A (o (w) T s MO ((w) T

3 1 -2\
=W (1( A), o5 ) {1 ERCEEIN )Y

ar(5o () + 0<<w>—2>}

a1 (5o ()™) + O<<w>—2>] L O(w)™),

where the second line follows from ¢y (do (W)™ 3 A) = O({w) %) and ¥ (5o (W) "5 A) = O((w)).

The function a; is from Lemma Since 11 and 1y are explicitly defined, we can compute
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that

W (1(p; N), o3 N)) =1 (s A (p; A) — 41 (s Nabo(p; A)
Sofw) ™!
(s N (5 V) / Yol N)2ds — (s \p(pi A) !

Sofw) ™!
(o s ) / Yol \) s
p
o(w) ™t
W (1 (0 A), volpi V) / ols: ) ~2ds — v (o3 Ao(p: \)
p

50<w>71
— W / o5 \)~2ds — by (95 \)ho (95 V)",
p

which is a constant in p by the structure of the ODE. Evaluating at p = (w>_1, we see

that
W (1 (5 A), o5 X)) = (S0 () ™5 Mo (B0 (w) ™5 A) ™ = O((w)").

But for now we do not evaluate it, instead we use that the expression valid for all p €
(0,80 (w) '], not just at one point. So we obtain

a(A) = — W(vi(p; A), Do(p; A))

So{w)
= (W()\)/ Wo(s; A)"2ds + 1 (p; Mol p; )\)_1>

1 )
8 { TBo a2

a1 (5o () ) + 0<<w>—2>}

for p € (0,8 (w)~']. On the other hand, evaluating at p = dy (W)~ we have

bA) =W (01 (55 A), vo(+5 A))
B 1—2)
=W (@1 (), ¥o( ) [1+O((w) )] [1 + (3201 + 2\
+10(d0 () s )¢ (G0 (w) T AO((w) )

SV At ) L+ g Bl o)) + O )

a1 (5 () ) + O<<w>‘2>] ,

25

(8 () ) + 0<<w>—2>}

1—2)\
(3—20N)(1+2\)

=~ W) [H—



where in the segcond line we used ¥ (d (W) "3 A) = O(w)), 11 (6 (W)™ :A) = O((w)), and
W(A) = O({w)”). Hence
dow) !
vi(p; A) =vo(p; A) (W()\)/ Yo(s; A)2ds + 1 (p; N)bo (s )\)_1>

<1t gy (™) + () )

1—2)
(3= 2)\)(1 + 2X)

=W (A)do(p; M[L + O(p” (w) ™))
L+ O @) 1+ g
= W\ (ps ML+ O(p° (w) )]

=W No(p; 2) [O(p" (w) )]
a0 |1+ e P+ 00 (7).

Then we use 1o(p; A) = O(p~ (W) ™) and ¢ (p; A) ! = O(p (w)°) for small p, and see that

u(piA) _do(piN)
Vi(ps A) (s A)

w1+

(o AW {1 i ar (60 () ™Y) + 0<<w>—2>]

ar(6 () ) + O<<w>‘2>]

(w)*) [0(6° () 7)]

1—2\
(3—20)(L +2)\)
1—2\ —1 0 —2
=1+ (3_2)\>(1+2>\)a1(50 (W) )+ 0" (w) )

=1+ O,((w) ™) + O (W) 7?)

a1 (60 (W) 1) + O <w>—2>]

Here we have used that a;(dy (w) ') = O((w)") is an even function in w. The second solution
is again given by v;(p; A) = v1(p; 1 — \) as in the last part of the proof of Lemma 3.6, O

In the next step, we express vy in terms of the fundamental system {vg, U9} on the interval
pE [N (W)™, 1].
Lemma 3.8. The solution vy has the representation
w5 ) = [1+ Op(() ™) + O ur (93 A) = [1+ Op((w) ™) + O((w) )51 (5 V)
forall p€ [0y (w) ™', 1], w eR, e € [0, 1].
Proof. Since the Wronskian is constant, we can evaluate at p = 1 and get
W (vi(+5A), 01(+ A))
=W (1(5A), (5 0) [1+ 0 (1= p) {w) )] + (LA G(LA)O(p (L = p)° (w) )
=W (1 (5 A), ( )) = W)
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So there exist a(\) and b(\) such that
vo(p; A) = a(MNvi(p; A) + b(A) o1 (p; ),

given by
o) = WO 06 A) _ Wi ). 7aC50)
W(vi(5A), 01 (5A) W(X) ’
b()\) _ _W(UO( )‘) ( ’)‘)) _W(UO('; )‘)>U1('; )‘))
W(vi(+5A), 01(5 A)) W(A) ’
By using Lemma and evaluating at p = 8o (w)™", we have
W (vo(+3 A), 01(+s X)) =W (o (5 A M) [+ Oo((w) Har(do (w) ™) + O((w) )]
+ 1 (8 < > ) 0(do (w> )(9((w)_1)
=W+ Oo((W> D+ 0(<w>_2)]7
hence
a(A) = [1 4 Op((w) ™) + O((w) ).
Similarly,
W (w55 A), 01 (5 2) = WAL+ Op((w) ™) + O(w) ),

b(A) = —[L+ Ou({w) ™) + O((w) )],

3.4. The Wronskian. The transformation
_ 1A
ui(p) = p~2(1 = p*) "1 20(p)
now gives solutions u;, j = 0,1 to (3] with F\ = 0. Near p = 0 we have

lim wo(p; A) = Tim 222N o $oleiN) Ly g0,

p—0t p—0F p2 p—0F p 6

and we see that ug(;\) € C([0,1)) N C>°(0,1). Taking its derivative with respect to p, we
have, for p € [0, &g (w>_1], A =€+ iw,

[up(p3 A S 7t (W)

Hence ug(-;\) € H'(B} ;) for all § € (0,1). On the other hand, near p = 1, from the
transformation we have

lim wuy(p; A)
p—1-

= lim |p~3(1+p)2 M2+ p(—1 + 2X)) [1 + Oo((w) Nar(p) + O(°(1 — p) <w>_2)}]

p—1-
=22 (1+2)) = O((\)),
and its derivative is
Tim d(p:3) = O(()?)

Hence u;(;A) € C1(0,1] N C*>(0,1), so uy; € H'(B\{0}).
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Another two solutions to (B]) are given by, for j = 0,1,

_ _ 1
a;(p) = p2(1 = p*) 77
The next step is to construct the Wronskian of the fundamental system {ug, u;}. Here we
turn our attention to the specific potential V(p) = =2, i.e., we are looking at (Z12).

Lemma 3.9. We have

W (uo( A), ur (5 A) = W(\wo(A)p~ (1 — p?) 727>

where wo(e +iw) = 1+ O((w) ™) + O(w)™?) for p € (0,1), € € [0,1], w € R. Moreover,
lwo(A)| 2 1 for all X € C with Re X € [0, 1].

Proof. From the transformation we compute directly
W(UO('§ )\)>ul('; )\)) = W(UO(-; )\)avl('; )\))0_4(1 _ p2)—%—)\
= W) [14 0,((w) ™)+ O(w) )] p 1 — )5

which is in the stated form.
Next we show that |wy(A\)| # 0. Since

Wiwo(5 ), v1(554))
W(A) ’
so wy # 0 if and only if W (ve(+; A),v1(+; A)) # 0. Moreover, since
W (w0 A) (5 0)) = p* (L= p2) 3P W (ol X), w1 (),

Wi(vo(+; A),v1(+; X)) # 0 if and only if W (ug(p; A), u1(p; A)) # 0 for p € (0,1). So we define
h(p?) = u(p) and set z = p?, then B) with F = 0 is transformed to the hypergeometric
differential equation (2.I0). This equation was studied in Lemma By comparing the
asymptotics as p — 0 we see that

uo(p; \) = hol(p*; \)O((w)?),
do(p; \) = hol(p*; NO({w) ™).

U)O(>\) =

and
ur(ps A) = ha (p% N).

So the Wronskian W (ug(p; A),u1(p; X)) # 0 if and only if hg(-; A) and hy(-; A) are linearly
independent. From (ZI1), ho(-; A) and hy(+; A) are linearly dependent only when

A b A1

—&:—5—5 GNOOI' —b:—§+§€N0
But this never happens for A = € + iw, € € |0, i] Therefore we obtain
W (wo(+sA), v1(+5A))

)| =

as stated. O

21

This shows that {ug(-; A\, u1(-; A)} is a fundamental system for (2.12]) with F) = 0.
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Corollary 3.10. We have
1
wo(A)

for the function wy from Lemmal39, where A = € +iw, e € [0,1], w € R.

=1+0, ((w)™)+0 (W™

Proof. We write

1 . U)O(>\)
wo(A)  Jwe(N)]?
=[1+0, (W) +0 (W] 1+0 (w™)]

=1+ 0, (W) ™) +0 ({w) ™).

3.5. Decomposition of the Green function. We first set

(P N) = p (1= )T 2 (ps ) = p (L4 p) N2 4 p(—1 4 2))),
GrpiA) 1= p (L= p") (s A) = p (L= p) 22+ pl1 = 2N)),
and

Po(p; A) == p1(p; A) — @1(p; A).
Then {@o(; ), ¢1(-; A)} is a fundamental system of (B.I) with F\ = V' = 0. The Green
function is given by

GO(pv 83 >\) =

)

11— 8?2t wol(ps Npr(s;A)if p <'s
(3 =2M) (1 +20)(1 = 2X) | @o(s; Npr(p; A) if p > s

which is the Green function that gives the semigroup Sy using Laplace inversion.
General solutions to (ZI2]) are given by

u(p; A) =co(Nug(p; A) + cr(Nur(p; A)
uo(s; >\ Yuq (p; A) B U p7 ul(s A Fi(s) .
[ T e~ | W e

where ¢o(\), c1(A) are arbltrary constants. But since neither uo(-; )\) nor u1(-; A) belongs to
H'(B®), we choose ¢y and ¢; to be identically 0. Then there is a unique solution in H*'(B®)

given by
/ uo s; )\ Yuq(p; A) / ui(s; ) F)\(s) ds
W (u ur(;N))(s 1—32 W ur () (s)1—s2
So the Green function for (m) is given by
Glp,s;)\) = sH(1 = s?)73H uo(p; Nui(s; A) if p <'s
Pr&iA) = (B3 =2XN) (14 2X)(1 = 2XN)wo(A) | us(p; Nug(s; N) if p>s 7

which is the Green function in the integral kernel of (2.13)).
We define a smooth cut-off y : R — [0,1] with x(z) = 1 for |z| < §; and x(z) = 0 for
|x| > do, where &y and §; are chosen from before. We decompose G in the following way.
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Lemma 3.11. We have
6

G(p,5;\) = Go(p, ;\) + D Gulp, 55 \),

n=1

where

Galp. i) = In, (s = px(p )1 - )+ DB

Galp ) = 1, s = 9 [L = x(p )] 11 — 2y O AEAL S0

)
~ >
Galp ) = 1, s = ) [L = x(p )] (1 — 7 3 ATl p

) — 4 2y =12 21(p; A)@o(s; A)a(p, 5 )
Ga(p,5;7) = 1, (p = s)x(s (w))s" (1 — 57) B2+ 20— 2V

Ga(p,5:A) = Lr, (p— 8) [1 = x(s (W))] s*(1 = 6*) 72 ((pl(f)’QAA);ill(i %?gp—x

)
)
9 11— x(s ()] s4(1 — s2)~ > £LLN LS No(p, 55 )
)

Golp, 5:A) = 1r, (p — (3—20)(1+2)\)(1 —2)\)

and
(P 5:A) = O(p°s°)Op((w) 1) + O((1 = p)°s® (w) ™) + O(p"(1 = 5) () ),
for allp,s € (0,1), \=e+iw, e€[0,7], we R, n={1,2,..., 6}.
Proof. From Lemmas [3.6] and [3.7] we have
u1(p; A) =x(p (w))ur(p; A) + [L = x(p (w))]ur(p; A)
=x(p (@))er(p M1+ Oo((w) ™) + O(p" (w) )]
+ 1= x(p @)1 (p; M1+ Op((w) ™ Har(p) + O(°(1 = p) (w) )]
(3.7) =o1(p; M1+ O(p") O, ((w) ™) + O(p°(1 = p) (W) ™)].
On the other hand, using Lemmas [34] 3.6, and 3.8, we have

uo(p; A) =x(p (W))uo(p; A) + [1 — x(p (w))] uo(p; A)
=x(p (W))o(p; A) [1 4+ O(p° (w) )]
+ 1= x(p W) ur(p; A) [1+ O({w) ™) + O((
—[1 = x(p ()] (p; A) [1 4 Oo({w) ™) + O((w) )]
=x(p (W))po(p; A) [1+ O(p° (w)~ )}
+ (1= x(p W) (s N) [1+0(0°)Ou({w) ™) + O(p°(1 = p) (w) %) + O((
(3.8) — [ = x(p )] &1(p; A) [1+ O(p ) (W) )+ 0 (1= p) (w) )+ 0O

Then we obtain the stated decomposition from Corollary [3.10l
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3.6. The semigroup. Using Lemma B.IT] the representation of the semigroup in (ZI3) is
given by

(3.9) [S(T)f]1(p) = [So(T)f]1(p) + L + lim /6 ; e)‘T/O Gn(p, $; \)Fa(s)dsd)\

271 N—oo X
n=1 €~

for any € > 0, f = (f1, f2) € rg(I—P) N C2 x C*([0,1]), and

F(s) = sfits) + (A+ ) o) + )

So we define, for n € {1,2,...,6}, f € C([0,1]), the operators

1 e+iN \ 1
1)) =g Jim [0 [ Gulpsin f(s)dsan
1 o0

:% N

1
eletiw)r / Gn(p, s;€+iw) f(s)dsdw
0

for 7 > 0 and p € (0,1). We would like to take the limit ¢ — 07. Indeed, for all p €
(0,1], € € [0,], and w € R we have |p1(p; € + iw)| + [G1(p; € + iw)| S p~2 + p~2 (w), so
1Go(p, s;€+iw)| < p~3s(1 — s)"27 (w) 2. By dominated convergence and Fubini, we have

e—0+

T,(1)f(p) = i T (1)) = 5- / " g / G, 5:0) F(3)dsclo
= % /01 /_Z e“TG(p, s;w)dwf(s)ds.

3.7. Representations of ¢y. In this section we apply the fundamental theorem of calculus
to po(p; A)p® to obtain two ways of writing this term. These representations will be useful
when we estimate the oscillatory integrals. Since lim, o o(p)p* = 0, we have

wo(p; \)p® = _%(3 —2X)(1—2)) /Op ((1 Ft)E A (1 t)—%—A) tydt,
= —%2(3 —2)\)(1 —2)) /_11(1 + pt) T2 Mydty.

Then we have

1 1 1
(3.10) eolpi ) = -3 = 2) (<1 + 23 / (14 pt0) 4 dty
—1

Notice that (1 + ptl)_%_)‘tﬂp:o = t1, SO we can write
1y rd 1y
(1 + ptl) 27 = —(1 + tltg) 2 tldtg + 1
o dto

14+2)\) [* :
= — %/‘ (1 + ptltg)_%_)\t%dtg + tl
0
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Then

1 | 1+ 2)\ 1 1 . 1
/ (1+ pty) 2 Mydt; = — %/ / (14 ptits) "2 M2dtydty +/ tdty
— -1J0

. -1
14+2)) [t [T

Hence we can further reduce ¢, in the form

32\ (=14 2\)(1+2)\) [t [t 5
(3.11) Po(p; A) = - ) 1 ) ) / / (14 ptaty) ™2 dtadty.
—-1J0

4. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES OF THE FULL SEMIGROUP

4.1. Preliminary. We first introduce some results that will be useful. We start with recall-
ing the result on oscillatory integrals from [5].

Lemma 4.1 ([5, Lemma 4.2]). We have

/R E0,((w) ™) + O({w) )]

for all a € R\{0}. O

S la)”

The next result is in the same spirit as Lemma A1l

Lemma 4.2. Let o € (0,1). Then we have

[ o)

< lal ™ (a)

for all a € R\{0}.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume a > 0. We decompose
/ e O((w) ™) dw
R

= /R e O({w) ™) x(aw)dw + Aei“w0(<w>_a)[1 — x(aw)]dw
=:I1(a) + I(a).

So we have

ha) = [ ot nads =a [ 0 ((£) ) xwits=0 (@),

a

and an integration by parts gives

L(a) =a™* /R[l — x(aw)]e™“O (w™*7") dw + /Rx’(aw)em“’ (w™) dw

=a? /R[l — x(w)]e“O ((%)_a_l) dw+a™? /Rx’(w)ei“’ ((%) _a) dw
=0 (a %) .
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Moreover, for a > 1, we can do integration by parts as many times as we want and get
[ 0t s = ol )
This gives the stated bound. U

We also have two results for the non-oscillatory case.

Lemma 4.3. We have
\p—” / 11— x(p (@))] €0({w) ™ Ydeo| < ()2

foralln > 1, p€ (0,1), and a € R.

Proof. We compute
o [ 1= xlp ()] O(f) ™
:,o_"/RX(IcuI) [1—x(p )] O(w) ™™ "dw + ,o‘"/[R [1— x(|lwD][1 = x(plw)] O(jw| ") dw

— [ b= om0y o+ [ 1= (
=0(p").

Then the statement follows from two integrations by parts. O

%D] 1= ()] O(pleo| )

The next lemma is similar.

Lemma 4.4. We have
o [ 1= 3 ] 0t | S 1ol @)
forn>2,pe(0,1), and a € R\{0}.
Proof. Without loss of generality we assume a > 0. Integrating by parts once we get
o [ 1= xlp @Dl 0(() s

=a_1p_"/R[1 = X(p ()] €“O((w) " Ndw + a~tp~H! /RX'(K) (W)™ O((w)™")dw
:a_l(ll(p’ CL) + ]2(pa a’))>
where both I; and I are O(p") by a similar computation as in Lemma 1.3 Then, when

a > 1, we integrate by parts twice more to obtain the statement. O
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4.2. Kernel estimates. Our goal is now to estimate ||7},(7) f|| 5 @s). Applying Minkowski’s
inequality we get

1
1T () fll s sy = ‘/ f(S)/Reszn(p, s;iw)dwds
0

<[

Proposition 4.5. We have the bounds

/ TG (p, s;w)dw
R

forallT>0,s€(0,1), andn € {1,2,...,6}.
Proof. For Gy we have

/ e“TG1(p, s;w)dw
R

L5(B5)

ds.
L5(85)

/ e“TG(p, s;iw)dw
R

We have the following result.

52(1 - s)_% |7+ log(1 — s)|_1% (T 4+ log(1 — s)>_l

L3(B5)

B ior s(1— s)_%+i‘*’(2 + s(—1 + 2iw))po(p; iw) y
N /R X(p @)™ g, (s = p) (3 — 2iw)(1 + 2i0) (1 — 2iw) (P, 53 iw)dw

eiw(T+log(1—s)) o(p; tw
=2-1g, (s —p)s(1 —s)72 /RX(P (w)) (3 — 2iw)(1 + 25})((? — ;iw

Jun

)vl(p, 8; 1w ) dw

1 (T+1log(1—s)) ( . zw)
— ]_ — 2 1 _ —3 900 p7 L.
a5 =01 = 97 [ 3l ) g e s i)

=:2L(p,s,7) + L2(p, s, 7).
For I; we use ([BI1]), then we have

eiw(r-ﬁ-log(l—s))wo(p. Z(.U)
) - d

/ A (w))etr+oe1=s) ( / / (1+ pits) 4 “"t2dt2dt1> Ly 51 i) dw
= / / 1+ ptitsy) ztl </ x(p (w >)eiw(r+log(1—s)+log(1+pt1tz))%(p7S;iw)dw> dtodt,

/ X(p <w>)6iw(r+1og(1—s)+log(l+pt1tz)),}/1 (p’ s z'w)dw ]
R

12

< sup

t1€(—1,1),t2€(0,1)

The order of integrations can be changed because p € (0, 1) is fixed. Moreover, thanks to
the cut-off x(p (w)), we have |(1 4 ptit2)"2| < 1 and |log(1 + ptits)| < 1 for all ¢y, ¢ in the
respective domains. So we can use Lemma [T and get

/ X(p <w>)eiw(THOg(l_8)+log(1+pt1t2))’)/1(p, s; iw)dw
R

<7+ log(1 — s) +log(1 4 ptits)) > < (7 + log(1 — s))
34
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Plugging this back in we have

(4.1) 11, 5. 7)| S Try (s = p)s(1 — )77 (7 + log(1 — 5)) 7,
sl < ([ [t = st =74 (g1 =) )
= s(1—s)"2 (1 + log(1 — s)) 2 (/OS p4dp) ’
~ §2(1—s)77 (1 +log(1 — 5)) 2.

For I, we directly use that

B(ps,) =la (5 = p)sH(1 = )7 [ R0y i)
R
x O(p°(1 = p)°s°(1 = 5)° () *)x(p (w))dw,
and we look at the integral kernel,
/ BNy (p (W) O(p° (1 = p)°s°(1 = )° (w) ™) o3 iw)dw
R

= [ e (p (O = (1= ) ()

[NIES

(2 + p(—1 + 2iw)) — etwloslFp)=los=p) (] _ 5

N

X 13 [(1 +p) 2+ p(1— 2zw))] dw

Since on the support of the cut-off x(p (w)), we have ew(lee(+r)=los(1=r)) — 1 1 O(wp), the
function

9(p,w) == (14 p)?(2+ p(—1 + 2iw)) — e (BTN (1 — )3 (2 4 p(1 — 2iw))
is of symbol type. Furthermore, we have
9(0,w) = ,9(p,w)|p=0 = 029(p,w)|p—0 = 0 for all w € R,

so by Cauchy remainder we have

P, w 2'/ D g(pt,w)(1 —t)*dt,

where 8y is the derivative with respect to the first variable. Since |9g(pt,w)| < (w)® on
the support of x(p (w)), we obtain |g(p,w)| < p* (W), Hence g(p,w) = O(p* (w)*), and on

the support of x(p (w)), we also have g(p,w) = O(pio (w>%) Thus Lemma gives the
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estimate

/R e Hos=2Dy (p (W) O(p° (1 — p)°s(1 — 5)° (w) )0 (s iw) dw

_ 'p_l% / e (THlog(l=s)—log(1+0)) y (5 (W) O p° (w>_1%)dw
R

(T 4+ log(1 —s) —log(1+ p))~

(r+log(1—s))7",

2

=

=

1

<p 1|7 + log(1 — 5) — log(1 + p)|~

<p 1|7 +log(1 — s) — log(1 4 p)|”
SO

[ I>(p, 5, 7))

2

Then we have

||[2('a S, 7')||L5(B5)

<s%(1 — s)‘% (T +log(1 —s))~° </Os (p‘l%\r +log(1 — s) — log(1 + p)\_l_lo>5p4dp)

5

<s(1— )72 (1 + log(1 — 5)) (/0 p~2|7 +log(1 — 5) — log(1 + p)\‘%dp)

We estimate

log(2)

1
/ pE [w —log(1+ p)| 2 df" = (7 = 1) |z — ay|>we™dy
0 0

log(2)
x 1
—x|x| "2 (€™ —1)72 |1 — y| 2e™dy

0

<ol / (2y) 1 — y| Fevdy
0

8=

1

=T 1 _1
5/ ly| 721 — y|"2dy

0
5’10g|x|’+1§|x|_%+1.

Since s < 1,

/ p 2|7 + log(1 — s) — log(1 + ,0)|_;dp' < |7 +log(1—s)| 2 +1.
0

With this, we obtain the bound

U=

15,7 leaqasy S52(1 = )% (|7 +log(1 = 9)| % + 1) (7 + log(1 — 5))

<s*(1 — s)_%\T + log(1 — s)|_% (T +log(1 — s))_l )
36

e, (s — p)s*(1— s)"2p 707 + log(1 — 5) — log(1 + p)| 7™ (7 + log(1 — 5))~*.
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Next, for G5 we have

/ e“TGo(p, 5;w)dw
R

eiw(T—I—log(l—s))Spl (p’ ZW)

=21, (5= o= [ 1= (o))

)72(/), §; iw) dw

. (3 — 2iw)(1 + 2iw) (1 — Ziw
L eiw(T—l—log(l—s)) 1 ,zw .
e (5= =5 [ = xlp o)) Sy s

::2[1(p7 SvT) +I2(p7 SvT)'
In I; we look at

6io.)('r-i-log(l—s)) 1 ;iw .
J 1= x0 ) G g gy el ssiw)de

= /R [1— x(p (w))] < HE=N o (p1iw) O(p°(1 — p)°s (1 — 5)° (w) ") dw

=(1+ p)%p—2 /R [1—x(p(W))] 6iw(f+1og(1—8)—log(1+p))O(po(l — p)%s°(1 — 5)° <w>_3)dw

Using Lemma [£3] we get

P / [1 = x(p {w))] e 7 Host= s O (1 — p)°s°(1 = 5)° (w) ™ )dw
R
=O0((T + log(1 — 5) — log(1 4 p)) 7).
Then since log(1 + p) is bounded for all p € [0, 1], we get

11(p, 5, 7)] STe. (s = p)s(1— )72 (7 + log(1 — 5) — log(1 + p)) >
Sle, (s = p)s(1— )72 (7 +log(1—s)) %,

which is the same as (L)) and the rest follows the same way. In I the expression becomes

Iy(p,5,7) =1z, (s — p)s*(1 = 5) "2 (1 + p)2p~2 / [1 = x(p (w))] g Hrost=s)—loglir)
R

x O(p(1 = p)°s°(1 = 8)° (W) *)dw.

=

Here we first use Lemma to estimate
/R 1 - x(p ()] i (THlog(1=5)~log(1+p)) 1) ((w>_2)) dw
(4.3) SpH (T +log(1—s) —log(1+p)) > < p ' (T +1og(1 — 5)) .
On the other hand, using Lemma [4.4] we have

/R[l — x(p (w))] e (rHeB(1=s)=lo&(1+0)) ) (<w>—2)) dw

<|7r+log(l — ) —log(1+ p)| " (7 +log(1 — s) — log(1 + p))~

<7 4 log(1 — s) — log(1 + p)| ™" (1 + log(1 — 5))>.
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We can then interpolate the two bounds and get

[ 1= X et 11000 ()) d

< p_% |7+ log(1 — s) — log(1 + p)\_l_lo (T +log(1 — 5)>_2'

o2

Now
|Lx(p, s,7)|
Sl (s — p)s*(1— ) 2(1+ p)2p 10 |7+ log(1 — 5) — log(1 + p)| "™ (r +log(1 — 5))
Slp, (5= p)s2(1— 5) 72710 |7 + log(1 — 5) — log(1 + p)| 70 (7 +log(1 — 5)) .

which is the same as (£.2), and the rest follows the same way.
Similar to Gg, in G3 we have to bound the two terms

Li(p, s,7) =lg (s — p)s(1 — 5)"2(1 — p)2p~> / [1 = x(p (w))] eetrioali=s)—loxli=p)
x O(p*(1 = p)°s°(1 — s)° <w>—3>df
and
Iy(p, s,7) =g, (s — p)s*(1 — 5) 2 (L — p)2p~2 / [1 = x(p (w))] e Hosti=e)~los(1=r))
x O(p°(1 = p)°s’(1 — 5)° <w>‘2>dw.R
For I, from Lemma (.3 we have the bound
(1-p)2p~? / (1= x(p (w))] e Hlest==ls=rD O (0(1 — p)°s°(1 — 5)° (w) ~*)dw
=(1—p)20((r +log(1 — s) — log(1 — p)) ).
We then use
(4.4) (1—p)2 (T +1log(1 — 5) —log(1 — p)) > < (7 +log(1 — s))

and obtain the exact same estimate as for I; in the Gy case. For I, similar to before, we
interpolate the bounds from Lemma [£.3] and [4.4]

1
(1—p)2p~

[ 0= X o o= MO0 — )01 = ) () )

<p~i0 |7+ log(1 — 5) ~log(1 = p)| ¥ (1= p)? (v +log(L — s) — log(1 — p))~*

<p~ 15 |7+ log(1 — ) — log(1 — p)| " (r + log(1 — 5)) 2.
Hence

112(-, 5, 7)

L5(B5)

S (1= 5)72 (7 + log(1 — s)) </Os p3 |7+ log(1 — ) — log(1 — P)|_%) p
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We estimate

1

00 1
oo = tog(1 = )l Hdp| <l [T - e ey
0 0

2 0
1 _1 1 1 — _1
Slol¥ [ (oly) 211 =yl =2y + o1 [ (el 11— ol 2dy
0 2

2 [e%)
5/ y‘éll—yl‘édyﬂafl‘%/ y2dy
0 2

<lz|72 + 1.

~

Using this we have

(S

1B, leaqasy S5°(1 = )% (7 +log(1 =) % + 1) (r +log(1 — 5))

s3(1 — s)_%|7' + log(1 — s)|_T10 (t+1log(1—s))"".

For G4 we have

/ einG4(p, S;W)dw — 2[1(p’ S,T) + [2(p7 577-)7
R

with

N\H
[N

Lip,s,7) =1z, (p— s)%(l — )75 (1+ p)

iw(r+log(1-s?)~log(1+p)) ___ Po(siWw)ya(p s1iw)
X /RX(S (w))e (3 — 2iw)(1 + 2iw)(1 — 2iw) “

and

D=

4
S _1
L(p,s,7) :==1r, (p — S)F(l —5%)72(1 + p)

iw(T+log(1—s2)—log(1+p)) SDO(S; iw)fy4(p, 53 Zw) d
8 /RX<S (whe (3= 2iw)(—1 — 2iw) ™"

In I; we use the expression ([B.11]) for oo (s;iw), and write

4
[1(p,s,7')§111g+(p—8)%(1—8 é1+pé/ / 1 + styts) 2t1
-1

X /X(S <w>) iw(T+log(1—s2)—log(1+p) 1og(1+st1t2))7 (p,s ZW)dwdtgdtl,
R

where the order of integration in t;,¢; and w can be changed because s is fixed. Similar

to the G, case, on the support of the cut-off x(s(w)), we have |(1 + stito)"2| < 1 and
39



|log(1 + stita)| S 1for all ¢ € [—1,1] and ¢ € [0,1], s
/ / 1+ Stltg Zt / (7—+log(1_32)—10g(1—|—p)—10g(1+st1152)),}/4(p7 s;z’w)dwdt2dt1
R

% [0(ps°)Oo((w) ™) + O((1 = )’ (1 = )" (w) )]

< sup (1 +1log(1—s*) —log(1+ p) — log(1+ st1t2)>_2
t1€(—1,1),t2€(0,1)

< {7+ log(1 — s))_2

Hence we obtain

11 (p, 5,7)] Sl (p — s)%(l — )72 (1 +p)% (1 +log(1 —s))
(45 S, (o= )50 - )% (r +log(1 — ).

The situation for I, is similar, we use (3.10) and write

(14 p)2 /_1 (14 st)~2¢

1

m\»—t

3
S
[2(p7 877—) :1R+(p - 8)?(1 — S )

, 1—2
x / (s (i)t los st oa e a4 0) L i) o
Since
1—2iw 1—4iw— 4w? _ _
o = e T — 0, + O, ) + Ol ),
we see that ; +§2574(p, s;iw) has the same form as 4(p, s;iw). Hence by the same logic as

the I; case, we obtain the same bound

3
S _
La(p,5:7)] S Tz (p = )55 (1 - s)72 (1 +log(1 — s)) 72,

so for n = 1,2 we have

Cﬂl}—‘

I s S50 =) v logt = ([ p—ﬁdp)
—#(1 - o (o1 = o) (~5 4

1
5s?
<s2(1— )72 (1 +log(1 —s)) 2.
For G5 we use that on the support of the cut-off 1 —y(s (w)) we have s7! < (w), and write

Gs(p, s3iw) =1m, (p = s) [1 = x(s (@))] s*(1 = 8) "7 1 (5 A) s> O({w) ™)

=2 1g, (p— s) [1 = x(s (w >>1;—§<1—s> T (1L 4 )22 0((w) )
+ 1, (p— 5) [1 = X(s <w>>];<1—s> P14 )2 s TIO((w) 7).

IS
o



So we need to bound the two expressions
4

L(py5,7) =lr, (p = 9) 5 (1 =) 5(1+ )

=

572 [ 1 (s ()] Ut 00 () s,
R

and

=
=

Lip:s7) =L, (o = 5) (1= ) F(1+ p)

% 8—1/ [1— x(s ()] 6iw(7+10g(1—s)—10g(1+ﬂ))O(<w>_2)dw.
R

Now we apply Lemma [£.3 Since log(1 + p) is bounded, we obtain the bounds
1i(p.s,m)| Sla(p = )75 (1= )72 (r +log(1 — )~

<Ip, (p—8)—(1— )77 (r+log(1 — 5)) %,

and

D=

Is(p, 5, 7)| S 1a, (p — s)%(l — )% (t+log(1 — s)) 2.

These bounds are the same as (£.1).
The last term, Gg, is similar to G5. We look at
4

L(7)f(p) =la, (p — s%(l +5)72(1+p)

(NI

> / [1 _ X(S <w>)] eiw(r+log(1+s)—log(l+p))S—2O(<w>—3)dw
R4

and
53 1 1
L) f(p) =1r, (p — S);(l +5)72(1 +p)2
[ (1= s ()] 159 10 ()
Ry
Using
(1+5)72 (r+log(1+s) —log(1+p)) > < (1) > S (1 —s)72 (1 +log(l —s)) 7,

we obtain the same bounds as G5. 0

Using this, we obtain boundedness of the operators T,,.

Proposition 4.6. Let p € [2,00] and q € [?,5] such that % + % = % Then we have the
bound
170 () fllr@pszaesy S I1fllz2es)

for all f € C(]0,1]) andn € {1,2,...,6}.
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Proof. From Proposition 1.5 we have

1T0(r) oo / 1£(s)] / G (pswdal| s

L5(B5)

§/0 |f(s)]s*(1 — s)_%|7' + log(1 — s)|_1_10 (T +log(1 — s))_1 ds

< / |f(1—e™)| (1 —e¥)2e 2Y|r —y| o (1 —y) " dy,

0
by doing a change of variables s =1 — e™¥. Applying Young’s inequality gives

1.0 lion < ([ 150 -0 a- ey [

S llz2es)-
On the other hand, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives
ITu(r) Fllazceey S Fllzzon [[lr =175 =72,
Sl zzees),
so || T(- )fHLoo(R L2 Ey) S S ol peery 5@y S || f|l2@s). Therefore the claim follows by
interpolation. O

4.3. The term containing A. We recall that the function F) contains a term )\fl. For
convenience we rewrite this term as

F(s) = sfits) + (A 3) o)+ als) = sFito) + (3 5 ) o)+ 2460 + o)

and define for 7 > 0, p € (0,1), f € C'([0,1]), and n € {1,2,...,6},
. 1 e+ilN 1
110 i= 5t [ 512067 [ GulpsiN) f(s)dsdr
0

211 N—oo J _in

In order to prove the Strichartz estimates, we also need to have bounds for the operators T,.
We first present two lemmas concerning norm equivalence.

Lemma 4.7. We have

1™ fllzzsy = 11C)f ez, S 1l es)
for all f € C'([0,1]).
Proof. We compute

' 2.2 _} ! 2 3
/Olf(s)|sds—3/0 |£(s)|?0(s%)ds

<P + / F)IIF(5)]s’ds

1 1 1 /
,S||f||H1<Bs>+e/ |f(s)|282ds+g/ |f/(s)|?s*ds,
0 0
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where we have used Lemma Since this is true for any € > 0, we obtain the desired
conclusion. U

Lemma 4.8. We have

1C)f

@) S |1l o)
for all f € C'([0,1]).

Proof. We compute

||<->f||L5<B5>=( / <|f<p>|p>5p4dp)gs< / (|f(p)|p)5p2dp)g
1O @ S 1O e < 1O e

-(/ 1(|f(p)|p)2p2d/))% ¥ ( / 1 (Cg‘lpur(p)p))zp%z/))é

S llzz@s) + 1 z2@s) + 10) fllz20,0)
Sl ),

where we used Sobolev embedding in 3 dimensions H' < L%(B?), and Lemma E7 O

With the extra growth in A, we no longer have absolute convergence in the A integral.
Hence we must first do an integration by parts in s to obtain the desired decay, and treat
the boundary terms separately.

Proposition 4.9. Letp € [2,00] and q € [%, 5] be such that %+§ = % Forn € {1,2,...,6},
setting T, () f(p) = lime_ oy Ty (7) f(p), we have the bound

||Tn(')f||LP(R+;LfI(]B5)) S ||f||H1(Bs)
for all f € C'([0,1]).

Proof. Let A = € +iw where € € [0, 1] and w € R.
For n = {1,2,3}, we have that each G, is given by

Go(p, 5:0) = ga(p; Mg, (s — p)s(1 = 8) 722+ s(=1 4+ 2X))7a(p, 53 ),

where
\) = wolp; A)
g1(p; A) = x(p (w))(3 TN (I
PA) = p1(p; )
R S (=S)
g3(p; A) = [1 = x(p (W))] G1(p; \)

(3= 201+ 2)\)(1—2))
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We note that |g,(p; A)| < p~ (w) ™. Doing an integration by parts on the s-integral, we get

/0 e (s = )s(1 = )75 (2 4 (=1 4+ 2X)) f(5)7ap, 5: \)ds

=77 4—22)\ /p Os(1 — 8)%“8(2 + s(—=142X) f(s)7m(p, s; N)ds
—2

= (1- P)2 (2 4+ p(—1 4 2X)) F(p) 7 (p, 03 N)
2

(4.6) +

1+ 21 /p (1-— 3)%"‘)\85 [$(2 + s(—=1 4 2X) f(s)Vulp, s; A)] ds.

Inserting the integral terms back to Tn,6 we see that the A integral is now absolutely conver-
gent, so limits exist. Now

0, [5(2 + (=1 + 20)) £(5)1a(p, 5 i)
=(24 s(—1+ 2iw))sf($)0syn(ps 5; A) + (2 + 25(—1 4+ 2iw)) f(s)n(p, 55 iw)
+ 1(5)s(2 + s(—1 + 2iw))yu(p, s; iw),
and by Lemma B.11] we see that
(4.7) s9smm(ps 53 ) = O(p°s°)Oo({w) ™) + O(p°(1 = p)°s”(1 — 5)° (w) ).
So we could follow what we did in Proposition Using [|(:) fllz20,0) + 1C)*f Ir200,1) S

| f|| 12 (85), We obtain the desired bound. The boundary terms give rise to operators

1— % f ' e+iN .
UZPRPT0) i [ (1= p) 2+ (=1 4+ 22)) (. i N )
gy N—oo Je N

B (1) f(p) ==

The integrands are bounded by Cp~2 (w) ™2, we can take the limits
Bu(7)f(p) := lim By o(7) f (p)-

For B; we have

200 =0)2pf (D) [ iwirtrontip X(p (w)po(p; iw)
Bi(m) (o) = o /Re e (3 — 2iw) (1 — 2iw)(1 + 2iw

21— p)20*f(0) [ iwirrionap X0 (w))go(p;iw)
+ o /Re e (3 — 2iw)(—1 — 2iw

For the two terms, we use the two representations (B.I1) and (BI0) respectively. Since
1-2i — @) ((w)?) + O({w) ™), by Lemma Il we obtain

1By F(p)| S plF(p)I(L = p)2 (7 +log(1 — p)) > < pl f(p) (1) 2.
For B; we have

)71(p, p; iw)dw

)vl(p, p;iw)dw.

Bo(r) f(p) = P10 _2/;)5(1 Y

and using Lemma [£.3] we have

Bo(r)f(0)] S plf ()] (1 = p)2 <T44+ log(1 —p)) ™ S plf(p)| (7).

1= xp ot sty 10(()



Similarly,

N

1—p)(1 ; _
pf(p)( 25)( + p) /R[l _ X(p <w>]ezw7p—10(<w> 2)dw,
so we also have |Bs(7)f(p)| < plf(p)| (r)"%. Then by Lemma E8 we obtain the bounds

1Ba(7) fll sy S (7)1 fll sy for n = {1,2,3}.
For n = 4, we decompose T} into two parts according to ¢;(p; A). We have

Bs(1)f(p) =

e+iN 6)\7%01 (p’ )\)

Ai Nooo J_in (3= 20)(1 — 2))

[ 1o = (s (s (0= ) (s AP 5 AL ()ds
:[1,6(7-> p) + 1276(7_a p)a

where
(1+p>% e+iN (1+p)—)\€)\r
I Sl I e
Le(T,p) = Noeo | (B—20)(1—2)\)
1
x / e (p— (5 (@))s* (1 — 87)~ 505 A, 55 A) f(5)dsdA,
0
) 1 e+iN AT
p ( )2 / (L+p)"e
[ € ) T e Ay
27 (T p) N—)OO iN (3 2)\)

x / T (9 — )5 ()51 — 82)7F 055 (55 1) (5) A

The integrals in I; are already absolutely convergent, so we can take the limit and use Fubini,

L(r,p) = lim T, (p) =p™(1 + p)? / "= ) E ()

e—0+

iw(T=log(1+p)+log(1-57))
) Jiw)dwds.
% /R (3 — 2iw) (1 — 2iw) X(s (W))po(s;iw)ya(p, s;iw)dwds

This is similar to the G4 case in Proposition We use the expression ([B.10) for ¢(s;iw)
and obtain

12 (7 W zs@sy S N Fllzzon (072 S W fllanes) (7)7°
For I, the s-dependent part is given by
1, (p — 8)x(s (w))s [(1 —8) 224 5(—1420) — (14 8) 22+ s(1 — 2>\))] va(p, $: A).
Now we write
(1—8)" 224 s(—1+2))) — (1 +5)" 22+ 5(1 — 21))

(1+ S)%Jr,\ —(1- S)%-ﬁ-)\
s

= 2520,
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and do an integration by parts in the s integral. We obtain

/0 e, (o — $)x(s @) F(5)7a(p. 5 )
X s [(1 C )2 b s(—1 4 20) — (14 8) FN2 4 s(1 — 2>\))] ds

THX (1 G)3HA
(1+5) 8(1 ) ]ds

5 / (5 @) £ (), 5: M),

=

(1 p)%“)

s [x(s (w))s* f(5)7a(p, 53 N)] ds.

=x(p {W)p*f(p)ra(p, p; N) ((1 + )
+ /p (145)3 = (1—5)7+

S

For the integral term, reinserting back into I ., we see that the A integrals are now absolutely
convergent, so we can take the limits and use Fubini. When the derivative does not fall on
the cut-off x(s (w)), notice that

0 [8° f(s)1a(p, 5:M)] = 35* F(s)7a(p, 5; A) + ' (s)va(p, 53 A) + 8° F(5)0sya(p, 55 M),

and again we use that sdsv4(p, s; A) has the form as in ([@7)). Moreover, we write

1 Iiw 1— 1tiw 1 1 .
(4.8) (1+ 5)3 S( 5)? :5(1+2m>/ (14 st)~ 3+t
-1

Now 3121 — O.((w)*) + O((w) ™), so we can proceed as in the G4 case in Proposition E5] to
obtain the bound by ||(:) fllr2(0,1) + [|(-)2f | .2(0,1)- When the derivative falls on the cut-off,

we have to look at the term

p2(1+ p)2s*(1+ 8)2 f(s) / e (1o Hos(149) /(6 () O((w) ™) dw.

Since p > s, and on the cut-off we have also s (w) ~ 1, so

P p) B ) ()] | [ R (5 ) O (o)
R

s;wsﬂ

5;|f<s>| (7 +log(1—)) 2 S

S—l / eiw(7—10g(1+p)+log(1:|:s))X/(S <w>)(9((w>_2)dw
R

| V)
[N

(1 — )73 [ f(s)] (T + log(1 — s)) >

)

using the same logic as in the proof of Lemma [£3l Then again we obtain the bound

() fll 20,1y when taking the L*(R,; L°(B°)) norm. On the other hand, for the boundary
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term we can again take the limit

By(7) f(p)
(1 + p)%f(p) e+iN e)\(T-HOg(l-i-P))
=" "7 lim lim —
47 €0+ N—oo [ _:n (3 — 2)\)

X X(p @)alp i N) (14 p)3 = (1= p)E*Y) A

i eiw(T+log(1+p)) 1 1.,
S X (o) (14 ) = (1= ) s

By @8) and Lemma I we obtain |By(7)f(p)| < plf(p)| (r) 72, and again Lemma .8 gives
that || Ba(7) fllses) S I1f s ()~
For n = {5,6}, the s dependent part is
n, (p — 5)[1 = x(s (@))]s(1 £ ) £ 5(1 — 20)70(p, 5 V),
while the s independent part splits into two terms,
NoipN) 2014t (14 p)e
(3—=2X\)(1 —2)) (3—=2X)(1—2)\) (3—2))

Again the first part already has decay (w)_2, so we can follow what we did for G5 and Gg
in Proposition @3 to obtain the bounds by ||(-) fl|z2(0,1) S ||f || a1 (ms). For the second part we
do an integration by parts in s,

/ e, (p— $)(1 £ 8) 5L = x(s ())]s(2 £ 5(1 — 2X)) f()7n(p, 53 \ds

/ 0,1 )1 = x(s w))]s(2 £ (1 — 20) F(5)7m(p, 5 A)ds

1—|—2)\
= (1% )L = (o ())]p(2 % o1 — 20) f() o 5 )
@9 - / (14 5) 520, [[1 = x(s (@)]s(2 % 5(1 = 20)) f(5)7a(p, 55 )] ds.

Using that sdsv,(p, s; A) has the form (4.7), the integral part is treated the same way as
before and is bounded by ||(-) fllz20.1) + 1(-)*f'l2200,1) S || f]la2(es)- The boundary term is
given by

B,(7)f(p)
(1 + p)%(l + p)%f(p) . . HiN A(r—log(14p)+log(1£p))[1 _ 0 -2
S g [ 1= X(p DIOG ()i

_(+p):(1£p)2f(p)
47

So Lemma gives that
Ba(7) £ ()] S plF(p)I(L £ p)2 (7 —log(1+ p) +log(1 % p)) > < plf(p)| ()2,

—2
@) S| fllamsy (1) O
a7

/ eiw(r—log(l—l—p)—i—log(lﬂ:p))[1 . X(p <w>)]0(p0 (w>_2)dw.
R

and as before we have || B, (7)f



4.4. Strichartz estimates.

2
NSO =PI o, oy S T P)E

for all £ € H. And hence we also have

Theorem 4.10. Let p € [2,00] and q € [§,5] such that % —l—% = 3. Then we have the bound

ST =P)hllrie, )
L2 (R L (BS))

/OT S(r — 0)(I = P)h(0,)], do

or allh € C([0,00),H) N LY (R, H)
Proof. From Equation (3.9]), we have

S}l = [So(7) +Z[ V(1 1+ 20+ ) + Tu(n) 1]

Then by using Proposition 2.4 F6], [£9] the stated result follows by the same argument as
[5, Theorem 4.1]. O

5. IMPROVED ENERGY ESTIMATES

We also need to take ¢ — 0+ in Lemma But since the constant depends on €, we
cannot directly do this. Instead, we show explicitly in this section that the constant C, can
be chosen independent of €, allowing us to take e = 0.

5.1. Preliminaries. We first introduce the following result which allows us to interchange
a limit and an integral, which is not absolutely convergent. This is in the same spirit as [5],
Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 5.1. Let f be a function of two variables ¢ € [O,i) and w € R satisfying the
properties that

o f(¢,+) is an odd function for every fized € ,

° fGCI([ i)XR)

o |fle,w)| < Cy{w)™" and |0, f(e,w)| < Cy (w)™ with Cy, Cy constants independent of
€.

Then
lim [ e f(e,w)dw = / €™ £(0, w)dw

e—0+ R R

for all a € R\{0}.

Proof. We do an integration by parts,

/ e f(e,w)dw = —,l "0, f(e,w)dw.
R

a Jr
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This integral is now absolutely convergent, so we can take the limit in ¢ by dominated
convergence, then undo the integration by parts,

lim [ ¢ f(e,w)dw = lim —l/ei“wﬁwf(e,w)dw
R

e—0+ R e—0+ ia

__ ! €9, f(0,w)dw

1 Jp
:/ei“wf((),w)dw,
R
as stated. O

5.2. Decomposition. Let f € rg(I — P) N C? x C'([0,1]), we have

9,[S(T)f]1(p) = = lim o e’\T/O G'(p, s; \) Fa(s)ds,

27”’ N—o0 e—iN

where

G'(p,s;\) =

sh(1 =72t Optio(ps Mua(s; A) if p < s
(3 =20 (1 +20)(1 = 2\ wo(A) | pur(p; Auo(s; A) if p > s

and F\(s) = sf{(s) + ()\ + g) fi(s) 4 fo(s). The free part is given by

11— )i IV
Go(p, 85 ) = all s) {ap‘PO(Pa Nei(s; ) if p<s

1
(3 =201 +2X)(1 = 2X) | Go1(p; N)o(s; A) if p > s

Lemma 5.2. We have the decomposition

6

6
G'(p.s;N) = Glp,s; N+ p ' Gulp,siA) + D Ghlp,s;\),

n=1 n=1
where G,, has the same form as in Lemmal311, and

s4(1 — S2)—%+>\

G'i(p,s;A) = 1r, (s — p)x(p (W) (91005 X) = 91(p; N)) 1(55 M) 71 (o, 85 0),

142X
Gy ) = 1y 5= L= 3 )= 0 (5 ).
Gafprs: ) = 1y 5= DL = 3 D=5 0 (5 ).
G ) = 1y o = (s ) = s A5 0,
Galprs ) = ey o= )L = 0o 6D ) (s A5,
Galps ) = ey o= )L = 0o 6o ) s A i),
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with

and

TPy 5:0) = O(p"s") Oo((w) ™) + O((1 = p)°s” () ) + O (1 = 5) {w) 7).

Proof. First of all, differentiating explicitly we have

Opipr(ps A) = =3p "1 (p3 A) — %(1 —20)(3 - 20)p (L4 p) 27,
0pP1(p3 N) = =3p~ ' G1(pi A) — %(1 —20)(3 = 20)p72(1 = p) 27,
aﬁ‘ﬁO(ﬂ; >\) = 8p§01 (p, )\) — 8pg51(p; )\)

= =3p""po(p; A) — %(1 —2\)(3 —2)\)p~? ((1 tp)y o (1— p)—é—,\> .

Now, using Equation (3.7)) we have

Oyur(ps V)
0,eu(p VL OP)O((@) ™) + O (1 — p) () )]

(o VOO () ) + O™ (1= ) () )]

—O,er(p V) + (—3/)—1«)1(/); M- ane - p>—%—k)

2
X [0(p")0({w) ™) + O (1 = p) (w) )]
+ 07 o1 (s N[O Ou((w) 1) + O (L = p)° (w) )]
=0,01(p3 \) + p~ o1 (s N[O(0°) O () ™) + O(p°(1 = p)° (w) ™))

— (1 =203 =20)p7(1+ p) 2 [O(")0u((w) ) + O(p (1 = p) {w) )],

From Lemma [3:4] we have

piN) + x(p (W))p o (s M) O(p° (w) 2



From Lemma 3.8, we have

[1 = x(p {w)Bpuo(p; A)
=[1 = x(p (WN]Dppr(p: ML+ O(°) O () ™) + O(p* (1 = p) {w) ") + O((w) )]
+ 1= x(p {@)er (s N[O HOu((w) ™) + Op™ (1 = p)° (w) )
= [1 = X(p @)@ (93 ML + O(p°) O ({w) ™) + O(p°(1 = p) (W) ) + O((w) )]
= [L=x(p @)]@1(ps MO~ O ({w) ) + O~ (1 = p)° (W) )]
=[1 = x(p {W)]0po(p; A)
+ L= x(p @)]p 1 (0 MO(P") 0 (W) ) + O (1 = p)° {w) )]
—[1 = x(p @] @1(0 MO(P") Ool(w) ™) + O (1 = p)° {w) )]
+[1 = x(p @)](1 = 20) (3 = 20)p™> (1 + p) 2 O(P") Ol (w) 1) + O(p°(1 = p)° (w)~*)]
—[1 = X(p D)1 =20)(B = 2X)p~* (1 = p) F[O(P) O, ((w) ) + O (1 = p)° {w) )]
Combining with (37) and (3.8, we obtain the desired decomposition. O

Now for n={1,2,...,6},7 >0, p€ (0,1), and f € C'([0,1]), we define operators

B e+iN
5,0 (0) =g dim [ / (9,5 V) f(s)dsdA
_1 eletiv T/ P G(p, s € +iw) f(s)dsdw.

2 R 0

Then by dominated convergence and Fubini, we have

$u(r)f(p) = Tim S, o(r)f(p) = / £(s) / 67 5 G (p, 51 o) deods.

e—0+ 27T 0

On the other hand, for n = {1,2,--- ,6}, 7 >0, p € (0,1), and f € C'([0,1]), we define

e+iN
S (1) f(p) = lim / Gl (p,s;N) f(s)dsdA

27rz N—=oo [, _in

/ (6““”/ G (p, s; €+ iw) f(s)dsdw,
“or

and we also want to take e — 0+. Indeed, by the same argument as [5, Lemma 5.3], we have

= lim e 27r/ / o (p,syiw) f(s)dsdw

27r f(s)/]R e“TG! (p, 8;iw)dwds.

Our goal now is to obtain bounds for ||§n(7')f||L2(Bs) and S, (7)1 L2(m5)
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5.3. Kernel estimates. We have bounds for the kernel of the operators S,,.

Lemma 5.3. We have
/eiwén(p,s;iw)dw
R

forall >0, p,s € (0,1), andn ={1,2,...,6}.

(T +log(1 —s))~",

N

Sp sl —s)”

Proof. Since the form of G,, is the same as G,,, the treatment here is similar to Proposition
435 For Gy, we have

/ e“TG(p, s;w)dw = 211 (p, s,7) + L(p, sT)
R

where

6iw(7—+10g(1_8))g00 (p zw)
) ~ - d

eiw('r-i-log(l—s))(po (p ’Lu))
251 (p, 55 i) dew.
X0 6D Gt . s )

From the proof of Proposition we already see that
L, 5.7) S 1z, (s = p)s(1 = 8)7% (7 + log(1 — 5))
< psA(1— )72 (7 +log(l - 5)) 7.
For I, we use (B.I0), and as before we have
e (THOB1=) o0 (- i)

o) G s )i

1
~ 'p—l / (1 + pt)_ / X(p <w>)6iw('r+10g(1—s)—log(l—pt))
-1 R

<p~' (T +1log(1—s)) 7,
This gives the bound

NI

[1(p7 SvT) :1R+(S - p)S(l - 8)_

[NIE

[2(p7 SvT) :1R+(S - p>52(1 - S>_

1 — 2w
1+ 2w

[NIES

M (p, s;iw)dwdt

Ia(p, 5, 7) S pts(1— 8) 72 (7 + log(1 — s))

For G, we do the exact same thing in G, but we stop at ([#3]), then we obtain the desired
bound. Similarly, Gy is exactly the same as G3, where we use @4).

For n = {4,5,6}, by the same method as the case of G,, in Proposition [L.5] we have the
bounds as in ({L.H),

/ TG (p, 53 iw)dw| <lr, (p— 5)p 23 (1 — 5)72 (7 + log(1 — 5))
R
SP_132(1 _ S)_% <7‘ + 10g(1 — $)>_2
as desired. -

Similarly, we have the following result for S/.
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Lemma 5.4. We have
/eiWTG;L(p,s;iw)dw
R

forall >0, p,s € (0,1), andn ={1,2,...,6}.

S p 21— p) 2821 — )72 (7 — log(1 — p) + log(1 — s))

Proof. The logic is still very similar to the proof of Proposition .5l For G, we have
/ eiUJTGll(p’ 3 iw)dw = 2]1(p7 S, T) + [2(p7 S, T)v
R

where

1
2

[l(pv SvT) :1R+(8 - p)S(l o 8)
8 / X(p <w>)eiw(7+log(1—s)) g1 (p7 ZCU) - gl(p7 ZCU) ,yi(pj s; zw)dw,
R

1+ 2w
L(p, s,7) =1py (s — p)s*(1 — )72

- -1+ 2w
iw(T+log(1—s)) i 5 . ! tw)d
X /Rx(/) (w))e (g1(p5iw) = Ga(psiw)) -~ (p, 53 iw)dw.
For I, we use the expression
1 ! .
(5.1) g1(p;iw) — g1(p; iw) = _2_/)(1 + 2iw)/ (1+ pt)_%_“’dt.
~1

Then, again thanks to the cut-off, we have
11 (p, s, 7)]
<lpi(s—p)pts(l—s)72
x / 1
-1
Slei(s = p)p (1= )72 (7 +log(1 — 8))”
SpA (1= p) =5 (1= 8)73 (7 —log(1 — p) + log(1 — s)) ™
by Lemma (4.1l For I5, we need to bound the expression
Ls(p.s.m) =lai(s = p)p (L p) 2% (1 — s) 2
. / (p (w)) e T—1oa(1£p)+log(1-5)) —1 4 2w
R

1+ 2iw
Again by Lemma [4.1] we have
[La(p. 5,7 € p72 (1= p)"28%(1 = )72 (r —log(1 — p) +log(1 — 5)) ™.
For G, the terms we need to bound are
I(p,5,7) =lri(s = p)p > (L4 p) " 2s(1—5) "2

/ g
% 1— iw(T—log(1+p)+log(1—s)) 72(p7 53 Zw)d
[=xto)le Wp s,

Njw

. -1+ 2
(1+pt)” / X(p ()t tenti=a)tos(hem) = T80t (i)
R

1+ 21w

2

71(p, 83 iw)dw.
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and
Lip,s,7) =lgy(s — p)p 2(14p) 2s*(1 — )72

iw(T—lo, og(l—s —1 4+ 2iw
% /[1 —x(p w))]e (T—log(1+p)+log(l—s)) _~ T "%
R

T2 T2l siiw)du.

For Iy, notice that

we use Lemma [£.3] and obtain

1L(p, 5, 7)| S Lre(s — p)p (14 p)"2s(1 — )72 {1 + log(1 — s))

Sp 21— p) 21— 8) 72 (1 —log(1 — p) +log(1 — 5)) >,
For I, by Lemma [Z1] we have

(T + log(1 — s)>_2

S p 21— p) 282 (1— )72 (7 — log(1 — p) +log(1 —s)) .

o
~~
>
\'Cn
\]
et
2
2
no
—~
—_
+
S
~—~—
|
N[
Va)
no
—~
—_
|
V)
~—
|
N[

Next, GY is the same as G, with (1 — p) instead of (1+ p), and we obtain the same bound.
For G, we first write

s*(1— 32)_%“@0(3; y)
((1 ) N2 4 s(—1 4+ 20) — (14 8) 32 4+ s(—1 + 2)\)))

(5.2) =2s <(1 —5)2tA = (1+ )

—s (1= )" 321 — 8) + s(1+20) — (1 +5) T 2(1 + 5) — s(1 + 2>\))>

“) +s2(142)) ((1 e s)_%+)‘> .

N

Then, we write
/ eiWTGil(p’ S; ’éw)dw = 2]1([), S, 7_) + IQ(pa S, 7_)7
R
where

Lip,s,7) =1, (p— 5)p (1 + p) 25
((1 _ S)%+iw 1+ 8)§+z’w)
14+ 2w

X /X(S (w)) et (rloall+o) Ya(p, 83iw)dw,
R
I(p,5,7) =1, (p — 8)p 2(1 + p) 25

x / (s ()R (1 — ) 754 4 (14 )78 o (p, 5; o) oo

54



In I;, we use the expression (L), and because of the cut-off, we have

[11(p, 5, 7)]
Sri(1 +p)‘§8/

-1

1

(1 st [ s fu)etetr st sl o, i)
R

Sp 21+ p) "7 (r —log(1+ p))

<p7 21— p) 2521 — )72 (1 — log(1 — p) +log(1 — 5)) >

In 15, we need to look at

Ly =1g, (p—8)p 2(1+p) 75*(1 + )73 / X (s {w))etrTlostaHlosa) o/ (1 ) duw,
R

and again we have

Lo(p,5,7)] S p72(1 — p)"252(1 — )72 (1 — log(1 — p) + log(1 — 5)) .

For G} we need to bound
1(prs,7) =l (p = 5)p (14 p) Fs(1 = 5)

/ oy
% 1— tw(T—log(1+p)+log(1—s)) 75(pa S5 Z(.U) d
Ji=xs e UL

and
L(p,s,7) =lpy(p— 8)p 2(1 4 p)"25°(1 — 5)77

. —1 4+ 2iw
% 1— iw(T—log(14p)+log(1—s)) / i) dw.
[t e T (s )

So for I; we use Lemma and have

1Li(p,5,7) Sp2(1 4 p)"2s%(1 — 5)7 3

571 1= x(s (@)t s DO (1 - 505001 — 5)° )
R

(NI

(1 —log(1 + p) + log(1 — 5)) >
(1 —log(1 — p) +log(1 — s)) 2.

SO (L4 p) S (L= 8)
SpA(L—p)7Es*(L—s)”

And for Iy we have
[La(p,5.7)| Sp~> (14 p) 725 (1 = 5)7% (1 — log(1 + p) +log(1 — 5))~

<P 21— p)"2s%(1— 5) 72 (r —log(1 — p) +log(1 — 5))*.
Finally, Gy is similar to G%, but we get (1 + s) instead of (1 — s). Then, we have
(1+5)77 (r+log(1+8) 7" £ ()72 £ (1= p)77(1 = )72 {7~ log(1 — p) +log(1 — ))

and obtain the desired bound. U

D=
N=

2

Lemma 5.5. We have
150 (T) fll 2y S N Flle2ges), n={1,---,6},

15, (T) fll 2y S 111 L2s), n={1,---,6},
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for >0 and f € C'([0,1]).
Proof. We write

1
S.0) = = [ FOKilp.sirids.
T Jo
where
K, (p,5;7) Z/emG;(p,s;iw)dw
R
Then Lemma [5.4] gives the bounds

KL (pos;7)] S p72(1— p)"2s*(1 — )72 (1 — log(1 — p) + log(1 — 5)) .

Doing a change of variables p=1—¢e™, s=1—e7Y, we get

15 (MAQ =) S ex (1 —e) / ey ) A (1 - e by,

so using Young’s inequality, we have

AT ( / S (r 4dp)2

([T suensa - epa - eyea)
(I
S =l [ 1701 5d0)

SIS llz2s)-

For the operators S,, from Lemma [5.3 we have

‘p‘l / TG (p, 53 iw)dw
R

1
2

12

N

A

/000 (T—y+a) 7 [f(1—e)|(1 - ) 2dy

2
dx)

< P23 (1—5) 7 (7 + log(1 — 5))

Sp 1 —p) (1 —s)”

so the bounds for S, follows the same way. U

(NI

(r —log(1 — p) +log(1 — s)) 2,

5.4. The term containing \. As before we need to deal with the )\fl term in F). Here we
also need to deal with the operators
. 1 e+iN

S0 f(p) i=5— lim S+ 236V / G, 0) f($)dsdA
0

271 N—oo J _in

271 N—oo

€ zN
Sh(T)f(p) = lim /+ —(1+2)\)e / G (p,s;\) f(s)dsd.
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Lemma 5.6. Setting S’n(T)f(p) = lim 04 émﬁ(T)f(p), we have the bound

190 (T) fll ey S N lerges)
for all T >0, f € CY[0,1]), and n € {1,2,...,6} .

Proof. We follow the logic in Proposition by an integration by parts in s. Indeed, the

form of S, (1) and T}, .(7) only differ in a factor of p~'. After an integration by parts, the
integral terms can be treated the same way as in Lemma [5.3] followed by Lemma [£.5, and
the L?(BB®) norms are bounded by C (|| /|| z2@s) + |(-) " fllz2es)) S ||| mss) for all 7 > 0.
On the other hand, the boundary terms are (pointwise) bounded by C|f(p)| (7)™ (see proof
of Proposition E9), so the L*(B®) norm is bounded by || f||z2s) for all 7 > 0. O

Lemma 5.7. Setting S’ (7)f(p) := lim_,o4 S,’%E(T)f(p), we have the bound

15,(7) fll 2 esy S Il o)
forallT>0, f e CY[0,1]), and n € {1,2,...,6} .

Proof. Again, we follow the same method as Proposition 4.9 The s dependent part of S,’L
has the same form as T}, for each n = {1,--- ,6}.

For n = {1,2,3}, we do an integration by parts as in (£6]). The integral part is dealt with
by the same way as Lemma [5.4] (for each fixed N, we use Fubini to interchange the w and
s integral, then we use dominated convergence for the s integral to take the limit N — 00).
Then the method in Lemma gives the same bound as in Lemma [5.0l For the boundary
term, with the logic in Lemma 5.1l we can take the limit ¢ — 0. For n = 1, we have

Bi(7)f(p)
_2(1—p)2pf(p) / iwirtioa(1—p) X(P (W) (91 (p3iw) — Gi(pyiw)) ,
B 2mi R € 1+ 2w Vl(pa P; Zw)dw
(1 — /))%p2f(/)) / iw(r+log(1—p)) . - -1+ 2iw y
* i - X(p (@) (g1(p3i0) = 1 (p3i0)) 5= (p, p i) o

In the first term we use (5.1)) and in the second term we use the expression of g; and ¢
directly, similar to proof of Lemma 5.4l So we get the bound |B; (1) f(p)| < |f(p)| (r)>. For
n = {2,3}, we have

, 21— p)2(1£p)"2f(p) _ o (r-tlog(1—p)—log(140) Va0 P3 1w
Bl f(p) =L (2m. )21, 1/R[1—x(p<aJ>)]6 (oot 1(+ 2w)dw

. (1—p)%(1#p)‘%f(p)

271

[ 1= o (et oston-bisons (5, o),
R

The same treatment as in the proof of Lemma [5.4] gives |B. (1) f(p)| < |f(p)] ()2
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For n = 4, we decompose the operator into two parts according to (5.2)). So we have

. 1 ) e+iN N
S1.(1)f(p) == lim e g1(p; N)

2mi N=oo Jo iy

x / 1 (p = )x(s ())s (1= )37 = (14 5) 59 F(s)ri(p, 5 A)dsdA
1 e+iN

i l ~(1 2 AT .

x / e (p = $)x(s w))s? (1= 5) 75 = (14 5) 75 F(s)3)(p, 55 \)dsdA
::ILE(Ta p) + [2,6(7-7 p)

In I; we can take the limit in € and change order of integration (same argument as in [,
Lemma 5.3]). Then we have I1(7, p) := limo1 I1 (7, p), and

h(ﬂp):p”(up)‘?f(p)/o 1o (p— 5)s

2m
X / x(s (w))e(T—loe(1+0) <(1 — szt (1+ s)%“) Y4 (p, s;iw)dwds.
R

Following the method in the proof of Lemma [5.4] (the I5 term in GY)), we get the bound
L) FI S NC) T fllezesy S Il aresy for all 7> 0. In I, we do an integration by parts in s
using

+2

(1+s) 2t = AL 5)z

SO

/1&( — s)x(s (W))s?(1 £ 8) "2 f(s)7i(p, 5: A\)ds
1+2)\/ 0u(1 = 5)2 " x(s ())s* f(5)74(p, 51 N)ds

1+2A(1ip>2“ X(p )P f()7a(ps p3 V)
- 1izm /Op(l + )220, [X(s (@))s*f(5)74(p, 53 \)] ds.

The integral part is dealt with by the same argument as in Lemma [5.4] (the I term in GY),
and we again obtain a bound by C (|| f'||z2@s) + [|(-) " fllr2@s)) < | f|l sy for all 7> 0. In
the boundary term we take the limit ¢ — 0+ by Lemma [5.1] so

+2(1 £ p)3(1+ p)"2 f(p)
2me

Bi(7)f(p) = [ o (et 5, o)
R
and we get the bound |B(7)f(p)| < f(p) (1)
For n = {5,6}, as before we do an integration by parts in s as in (4.9), and the integral

terms are handled by the same way as in Lemma [5.4] (the [, term in G§ and Gj). The
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boundary terms are

+(14p)2(1+p)"2f(p) _ / ol Yol piiw)
B’ — 1 1— iw(T—log(14p)+log(1tp)) m\Fs I d
w(7)f(p) — [ = xlp(whe TR

1+ p 1 + P %f P ww(T—lo, 0, ! .
( ) (2m )2 10) R[l —x(p(w))le (T—log(1+p)+1 g(lip))%(p’ p;iw)dew.

So we also have |B.(7)f(p)| < f(p) (t) > for n = {5,6}.

+

5.5. Improved energy bounds.

Lemma 5.8. The semigroup S admits the bound

IS(r)(X = P)fll,, < I(T—P)E],,
forallT>0 and f € H.

Proof. Here we have the representation of the first component

[S(r)f)s = [So(r +Z[ ) (11t + 20+ 1) + Tu(n) F1]
and the definition of the second component
) = [0 + 90, + 3| 1S (o).
This is the same proof as [5, Lemma 5.7].

6. PROOF OF THE THEOREM

We look at the nonlinear problem

O(7) =S(1)u+ /OT S(t — o)N(®(0))do,

where
0
N(w(p) = <N<u1<p>>) '
with -
N(z) = \%—i—x\g (s +x)—c2 — T

Lemma 6.1. We have

7
IN( I < NunllZs s + w1

and

IN(w) = N(v)[l3 Sllua = v 15(8))

4
-+ ||U,1 — UIHL% (B5) <H 1||L%(B 5) HUlHZ%(BS))

rs@s) (Jlualls@s) + [lon

for allu,v € H.
59



Proof. We compute

3 3
7 + 35 T|[15\* 35
! = — 3 _— — —_— -
N'(x) 3|C5—|—SL’| 1°-3 (4) +x T
and observe that N(0) = N’(0) = 0. Hence
IN(@)| S e + [, IN'(@)| S Ja] + |5,

for all x € R. Since N is monotone, we also have
4 4
IN(2) = N(u)| S |2 =yl (IN' @)+ N @) S Je = ol (le] + 2]+ yl + [y]?)

Then by Holder’s inequality we get
7
IN(w)llo = N (un)ll2@sy S luillzes) + luf |l 2@s)

7
S lunllzs@s) + luall® g

7
S Nl Zages) + llua i o

(B5)
and

IN(w) = N(v) 2 SN () = Nw)l| 2oy
4 4
Sl = v llz2eo) (llenllzeges) + lual Faqasy + o1l z2gs) + lonl s )

Sllur — 1| s es) (||U1||L5(B5) + HU1HL5(BS))

. 4
+ ||u1 U1||L%(]B5) (HulHLl?fl(Bg,) + +||U1||L134(]B5))

as required. O

6.1. The nonlinear problem. In the following, we first modify the equation to remove the
unstable direction, then we show how to remove this modification.

For W(7)(p) = (¢1(7, p), ¢2(7, p)), we define
11% = 10l a0 + lorllT2@ s oomo),
and introduce the Banach space
X :={®cC(0,00),H): p1 € L*(Ry; L°(B)), ||®||x < o0}

Moreover, we set
Xs ={PecX:|P]| <d}.

For initial data u € H, we define

where

C(d,u) =P [u + /OOO e_"N((I)(a))da] .

Lemma 6.2. There exist ¢,6 > 0 such that if |ully < 2 and ® € X, then Ku(®) € A;.
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Proof. From Lemmas [5.8 and [6.1], we have

0= PYK(®) ) 5 -+ [ IN(D(0)

S2o [ (1@ lBaen + oo )y, ) d
- 9 (s} O-’ O-

~ ; P\, )l L5 (Bs) ©1 L‘lSé(IBﬁ)
5 5 1-0 %
sS4 8+ (leilbgwelol oo
20 5
S 2+ 0"+ (lealliage, woeny 10l e, 0
5
+52+5s

Moreover, from the Strichartz estlmates in Theorem [£.10, we have

(T = P)KW(®) ()l 2y c5 @y S [lulla +/0 IN(®(0))l2deo

<g+52+5§.

Next, from Lemma 2.8 we have

PK,(®)(r) — P [S(T) u— C(@, )] + /O S(r — a)N(cp(u))da]
_ / e~ PN(®(0))do + /0 " PN(®(0))do — — / " e PN(®(0))do

Since we also have rg P = (g), so by the Riesz representation theorem, there exists g* € H
with Pf = (f|g*)ng for all f € H. Then

IPKu(@)(7)w S [ e [(N(2(0) gl do

< / IN(®(0))||sedo
< 6% 4 63,
Finally,

IPKW(®)(T)]| s ) S /Oo "7 IN(®(0)) |3 do

= To(r) [ Lomal(r = )7 IN(() o,
then Young’s inequality gives
IPKW(®)]| 225 89)) Slll[—oo,me(')llm(m/ IN(®(0))l|3do
0
<6% + 03,

Therefore, we have |Kyu(®)||lx <2+ 6%+ 83, which implies the claim. O
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Lemma 6.3. Let > 0 be small and u € H. Then
Kl ®) ~ Ku(9) s < 512~ [0
for all &,V € Xj.
Proof. From Lemmas 0.8 and [6.1], we have
[(I=P) [Ku(®)(7) — Ku(¥)(7)] |2
S [ IN@(0) = N(@(0)) o

S [ oo = wa(o)

-HWﬂ@—¢mwm%B50Wﬂ>WM Iy, ) do

3 (B%) 3 (B%)

wre) (lea(0)llzss) + 141(0) 252

Sller — Uil ss@sy (o1l @y + 191l 2wy s msy)
— 1 3 3
+ Il w1||L%(R+;LT4(B5)) <||¢1||L3(R L5 (B5)) ||¢1||L3(R LT(IB%E’)))
SO @ — V.
Furthermore, from Theorem .10 we have
(I = P) [Ku(®)(7) = Ka(V)(7)] |2y s05(8%)) S / IN(®(0)) = N(¥(0))||2do
0
S 0[P — ¥l
Following the same logic as in the proof of Lemma [6.2] we have
IPKu(®)(7) — PKu(¥)(7) ]l 5/ e 7 [(N(®(0)) = N(¥(0))|g")ly, do
S 0@ — ¥

Lastly,

I [PKu(®)(7) = PKW(W)(7)]; lls@s) S /OO e ?[IN(®(0)) — N(¥(0))|[ndo,

and by Young’s inequality we have

I TPKu(®) = PRu(V)]; [ 2050y S 0[P — V|,

Hence ||Ku(®) — Ku(¥)|lzx < 0||® — ¥||x. By choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we get the

inequality as claimed.

Corollary 6.4. There exist ¢, > 0 such that if ||uljz < &, then there exists a unique ® € X

satisfying ® = Ky (D).

Proof. We obtain the conclusion from Lemmas [6.2] and [6.3] and the Banach fixed point

theorem.
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Finally, we show that if we choose the blowup time correctly, the correction term C(®,u)
is in fact 0. Recall that the initial data ®(0) = (¢1(0), ¢2(0)) are given by

1(0) = 41(0.p) = 5 = T2 f(Tp) — c5
3 5 3
2(0) = 2(0,p) — 55 = T29(Tp) — 5¢s.
The ODE blowup solution u!, transformed to similarity coordinates, is given by
(1, p) = T%e_%Tul(T —Te 7, Te 7p) = T%e_%Tc5(1 - T+ Te_T)_%.
As in (1)), we set ¥] := ¢!, and
3 3 5 _: 5
U3(7.p) = 0t + pO} + S0} = SesTRe 3 (1= T+ Te ™) %,
Thus intial data for this solution is given by
3 s
@D%(Oa p) = CST%>'¢%(0’ p) = §CST§-

Now we rewrite the initial condition for ® as

(0)(p) = (T% (F(Tp) — ¢5) + esT3 — ¢5, T (g(Tp) - g%) + g%T% - gc5>
—U (T, <f 59— ;5)) (o),

U(T,v)(p) == (T%vl(Tp),T%vg(Tp)) + <c5T3, gT) - (05, gcg,) .

We can see that, for 6 > 0 sufficently small and v € H' x L*(B}_;), the map
U(,v):[1—=6,1+6] = H" x L*(B®)

is continuous (see for example the proof of [7, Lemma 4.14]).

where

Lemma 6.5. There exist M > 1 and § > 0 such that, given ]|V||Hle2(]B§+6) < %, there exist
T* € [1— 6,1+ 0] and |®] € X5 with ® = Kyz-u)(®) and C(®, U(T*,v)) = 0.

Proof. First, we have

So we can write

3
U(T,v)(p) = (T30, (Tp), Thun(Tp)) + “esg(T = 1) + (T = )%
where [[fr|[3 <1 on T € [3,3]. Hence
5 3
Tl =0 (317 + Sealll*T - 1) + 06°T)

forall T € [1—0,1+6],6€[0,1], and M > 1.
Now notice that
IO, )l S Nlollasrzes, ) + 17— 11,
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so for every T' € [1 — 0,1 + 6], by Corollary [6.4] there exists &, € X5 with &7 = Kyrv)(P)
provided that ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small and M > 1 is sufficiently large.
Recall that

C(®,u) =P {u + /00 e “N(®(0))do]| .
and notice that :
| e IN@@)ldo £ 8
we have 0
(@), =0 (57°) + Seallgl (T - 1)+ 01

Since rg C(®, u) C (g), we see that C(P,u) = 0 is equivalent to 7' — 1 = F(T'), where F is
a continuous function of T on [1 — 4,1 + ¢] with |F(T)| < 2 + 6°. Choosing M sufficiently
large, we have that rg(1 4+ F') is a continuous function from [1 — §,1 + 4] to itself, so 1 + F
has a fixed point 7. O

6.2. Proof of the main theorem. Finally, we turn to our main result.

Proof of Theorem[I1. Let M > 1 be sufficiently large and ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. For (f, g)
with

0
H(fag) _ul[o]’|H1XL2(]B‘?+6) < M7

let v = (f,g) —u'[0]. Then we have the associated ® € X5 and T given by Lemma[G.5. Then
from (L4)), 1)), and (2.3), we have

VEMMWMWW=AH%hN%mW

— [ () =~ allsanir
:/OT . (log TT—t") 0 ;aasw Td—jt
T ) 2
:/0 (U (log Tji T ﬁ) —C5 — (Taﬁft)?,
:/OT(T — P |(T =) 2y (log Ti—t’ T——t) — (T —t) 3¢ ;(B%J (Tcitt)s

T
= [t = a4

N/T e =7 Moogey )
~ T 72 —
0 ||u (t, )H 5(]3%%) T 13
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APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF SYMBOL TYPE FUNCTIONS

Here we discuss some properties of functions of symbol type. From the Leibniz rule we
have the following property.

Lemma A.1. Let f,g : (0,1) — C, a,b € [0,1], and o, € R. If f(z) = O((x — a)®),

g9(z) = O((x = b)"), then f(z)g(z) = O((x — a)*(z — b)").
In particular, if f(x) = O((z —a)®), g(z) = O((x — a)?), then f(x)g(x) = O((x — a)**7).

Proof. Fix j € Ny. By assumption, f and g satisfy
|0:f(2)] S |z — al*™ and [9g(2)] < o — 0"~
for all z € (0,1) and k € Ny. Then by the Leibniz rule we have

o2 (f@an| <3 (1) o241 koo

k=0
~ (]
_qlemU=R) |y — p|P—k
S (2) e ==l -
k=0
Sle = al* ™o = b7,
since |[r —a| <1 and |z —b| < 1. O

Symbol behaviour is also stable under integration in certain situations. An example is the
following.

Lemma A.2. Let f : (0,1) — C and o > 1 with f(x) = O(x~%). Define a function
g:(0,¢] = C with ¢ € (0,1) by

g(x) = /Cf(y)dy.
Then g(z) = O(xz—>*1).

Proof. First of all, since 0 < x <c¢ < 1and —a+1 <0, we have

)| < duy < —ady < C—oe-i—l +:L,—a+1 < l,—oe-i—l‘
9@ < | IfWldy s [ vy "dy S N
Moreover, since

5, / Fly)dy = — f(2),

estimates on derivatives follow from the symbol behaviour of f. O

Lemma A.3. Let f : I CR — C, 0 € T be such that f # 0 and f(z) = 1+ O(x). Then
there exists 6 > 0 such that 1/f(x) =14 O(z) on (0,0).

Proof. This follows from the Taylor expansion. O

Next, we show some properties that are specifically used in the derivative estimates of the
Volterra solution from Lemma

Lemma A.4. Let x € [0,00) and j € No. Then

01(e™O(")| S e *a (x)’ .
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Proof. By the Leibniz rule, we have

J

3 (91) D29 O(z°)

=0

<e ()

|05(e7"0(a")] =

0
Lemma A.5. Let z,y € [0,00) and j € Ny. Then
902 (x +y)°) = O(a™ (z +y)").

Proof. We have

J

000 +9))] DoV +9) S a,

1=0

since x +y >z, 50 (z +y) ! <zl O

Lemma A.6. Let x € [0,00), y,w € R such that y and w have the same sign, and k € Ny.

Then
0 0
oo ((L+o)) =0 ((L+e)'w).
w w

Proof. First, the claim is true for k = 0. For £ > 1, we show that

0 k o

oro ((g —i—x) ) = Z @ ((g —i—x) ) ymw ™,
w — w

We do this by induction. When k = 1, we have

5,0 ((g+x)°) 0 ((g H)*) o2

which is what the formula claimed. Next, suppose that this is true for all derivatives up to
order k — 1. Then
k—1

to((5e ) -azo((rn) )
YW TR % O ((% - :)3) _m) YR

So we can estimate

e ((% +x)°)‘ 5i

w
m=1
k w m m
3| () et s || e <
S I\y twr y+wz
since |y| < |y + wz| for w and y with the same sign and = > 0. O

66



Lemma A.7. Let x,y,w, k be as in the previous lemma. Then

k(o ((2+2))) = Lerto ((Lea) ).

Proof. The claim is true for £k = 0. Now suppose the statement is true for up to k — 1
derivatives. Then

as required. O

APPENDIX B. DERIVATIVES OF THE VOLTERRA SOLUTION

Here we show that the solution to the Volterra equation (B3.5) is of symbol type. We

introduce the variables = ¢(p), y = ¢(s) with (s) = 1log 1. Define H(z;\) :=

hi(¢~'(2); \), by change of variables, (7)) is transformed into a Volterra equation of H,
H(z;\) =1 +/ K (z,y; ) H (y; \)dy,

where K (z,y;\) := K(¢ ' (x), o (); \) (¢~ 1) (y). Notice that we have XM y)| Sj e
for all j € N and y > 0, and

LY 14
1—p)\>2 L—sy 27 L1-2X)(—2) _ 2iw(y—a) ,(1-20)(y—2)
1+p 1+s
Since € € [0, i] and z < y, we also have el 729W=2) < ¢=) Hence we can write
K(z,y; M2, y; A) = aly; A) + b(a, y; A)e 2@,

where a(y; \) = e 2O(y° (w) ™) and bz, y; A) = e % vO(2%° (W) ).
We rewrite this equation further, by setting

H(x; M) = 14 e H(z; ),

SO
H(z; M) := e* (H(z; \) — 1).
Then we obtain the Volterra equation for H, given by

(B.1) () = o)+ | " Ry N H (g Ny

where

g(z; ) = 629”/ K (z,y; \)dy
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and
K(z,y; ) == K (2, y; Ne* e = afz, y; ) + b(w, y; e 20,

with a(z,y; \) = e2e O (y° (w) ™) and b(z, y; \) = e“e 3O (209" (w) ™).

Now we turn to (B.l). We would like to show that a solution H to (B.) is of symbol
type, then conclude that a solution to (3.5]) is also of symbol type. The argument is broken
down into a few steps.

Step 1: Firstly, from (B:6) we have |H(z;\)| < (w)™'. This also follows directly from
Volterra iterations of ([B.Il), since

gz 1)] < & / e 4 e Vdy (W)t S (W)L

Hence [|g(-; A)||z < (w) ™. Moreover, the Kernel K satisfies
K (2, M) S (e +eme™) (w) 7
SO
/00 sup | K (z,y; \)|dy < /OO (e*"e ™ +ee™™) dy (W) < (W)
01(w) ™ ze(d1(w) " ) ow)™!

Step 2: We use induction to show that |07 H(z; \)| < 277 (w) ™" for all j € Ny. This is
true for j = 0 from step 1. Now suppose that |0LH (z;\)| < 27 (w) ™ forall I =0, ,j—1.
Taking derivatives of (B.]) we have

O H (2 \) =gy o5 \) + / R (. y: NOIh(y: Ny

where
J—1

gio(z; \) == dg(x; \) + Z (‘g) / IR (x,y + 2 NOLH (y + 3 N)dy.
0

1=0
We compute

D g ) = ( /ny+9:)\)dy)

= [ Oy 0 ) Oy ) () e

Hence |g(z; )| < 277 (w)~". Moreover,

|8j_lk(x Y+ ;)|

}6_43’8” '(e _2m(’)((y + )% { )} + }6_33’8” e O (y + 2)° <w)_1))‘

SZE G-=1) <Zl§'>] 1(6—4 e —|—€ ye 2x> <w>—1‘
We also have
LH(y+ 0] S (y+2) " w) ' Sa W)

for [ =0,---,7 — 1 from the inductive hypothesis. Hence
7—1

(1) [ oo ot s 5 o o7 50
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Therefore |g;0(z; \)| < 277 (w) ™"
Now define g;o(x; ) := 27g;0(z; N) and Hjo(z; A) := 2707 H(x; ). Then Hj solves the
Volterra equation

Hjo(z; \) = gjo(w; A)+/ K (2, y; Ny ™ H; o(y; N dy

with [|Gj.0(5 NIz < (W) and |K (z,y; \)a?y 7| < |K(z,y;\)|. Hence Volterra iterations

give the bound || H (- \) ||z < (w) ™", and therefore |07 H (25 \)] < 277 (w) ™.

Step 3: We show that |08 H (x;\)] < 77 (w)™"F for all j € Ny and k € Ny, by
induction on k. The case when k£ = 0 is done in step 2. Now suppose that we have
070 H (2; \)| < 77 (W) " forall j € Ng and m =0,1,-- -k — 1.

Differentiating (B.1l) directly, we have

DIOEH (2: ) = gyl \) + / R (s NOIOEH (3; Ny

where
9w A) =000k g(w; \)

] k ® i —m T m
. (?) (m) /0 FOET K (2, y + 23 \)OLOTh(y + x5 N)dy.

(L,m)#(5,k)
Using the forms of g and K and the inductive hypothesis, we find that [g;z(z; )| <

~

x™d <w)_1. Then following the same argument as in step 2, Volterra iterations give the
bound |879% H (z; \)| < 277 (w) ™.
So now we can assume that |w| > 1 and use a scaling argument to obtain the decay in w.

Observe that both g and K have a symbol part and an oscillatory part. Since the symbol
part already gives enough decay, we only need to be concerned with the oscillatory part. In
g(z; \), we write

62:2/ b(!)ﬁ', y; )\)e—%w(y—x)dy :em/ e_yO(xOyO <w>—l)e—2iw(y—x)dy

00 0 .
:/ e 50 (:L’O (g + x) w_2) e 2 dy.
0 w

Then no derivative will fall on the oscillatory term. Using Lemmas [A.6] and [A.7], we have

&{dj/ w0 (:L'O <£ + :L")Ow_Q) e *Wdy
0 w
k 00
=2 / €O (a7 (y + ) y"w ) ey,
m=0""0

Taking the absolute value we have

k 0o
Z / e VO (Z'_j (y + ZE')O ymw—l—k) e—2iwydy
m=0 0

k (o.0]
< Z x_]w_l_k/ e Yy™dy
m=0 0

—j, —1-k
Sz lw :
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Hence we indeed have |[970Fg(z; \)| < #7w='"*. Similarly, the @ part of K already gives
enough decay, and we write

/00 B([L’, Y N)e 2 W= [ (4 \)dy = /Ool; (1’, % + x; )\) e W H ( + )\) dy
x 0

So we can have

Bk =3 E . —2iy d
axaw/o b(x,w+9:,)\> H( +m)w
= bjk(2; /\)+/ bz, y; \) 0K H (y; Ne 2 =")dy,

where

- o bz, L+ a5\
= 5 () [ )
0<1<5,0<m<k 0

v/ ,V ST =,y

(L) £ (k)
o b Y mN) [ (K
—2¢ b w ) k—m am
+/0 e yT<8;m§:0<m)8 8H( +:c)\> dy.

By inductive hypothesis, H behaves like a symbol when the second slot is differentiated up
to k — 1 times. So we have

-1
O H ( +x )\)‘ (2 + :L’) wtTm < g™
w

forall l € Ngand m =1,--- ,k — 1. Moreover,
kol _;
() ot maps (L wn)| 5 (L4a) "ot g atumion
m=0 m w
Similarly,
co oy .
a:][;—laicj—mb (LU, w + >\) :856'—180]3—771 (eaze—i’)(%—x)(f) (SL’O (g . I>0w_2))
w w
0
_ai-l —2z -3 (_ _ ) m', —2—(k—m)—m’
[ ( mz e ( o) ytw )) )
and

k—m
ai—l <€—2x Z O (LEO <% _ x)oym’w—(k—m)—m')) i

m/=0
k—m
5 6—2xx—(j—l) <Zl§'>j_l Z ym’w—Z—(k—m)—m’.
m/=0
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Now we can estimate

k k—-m ) [e'e
byl A Se*a () | D / e Puy " dyw T e / e dyw
0 0

Hence we conclude that
g N S @77 {w) ™",
and solving the Volterra equation we obtain [20% H (x; \)| < 279 (w)
Transforming back to h;: we show that \8]8kh1(p, N < p(1 = p)t I (w) T F for
k>
So far we have shown that H(z;\) = 1 + e >*O(2° (w) ™). Hence for any j +k > 1, we
have

—1-k

1050w )| S e () ()
Recall that ¢(p) = 1 log 12, so we have

1-p?
|050(p)| < (1= p)7~
for p € (0,1) and 5 € N. Now

J
Bhn(p;X) = B H(p(p); X) = > HY (0(p); Ndja(p)
where [854(0)| S (1 - p) . So
@05 hy (3 \) Z\Hﬂk SN (1= )

<p(p) 7 (p(p)) e 20 (W TR (1 — p)I
,S,O_j(l _ p)l—j <w>—1—k

as desired.

REFERENCES

[1] P. Bizon, T. Chmaj, and Z. Tabor. On blowup for semilinear wave equations with a focusing nonlinearity.
Nonlinearity, 17(6):2187, 2004.

[2] S. Burzio and J. Krieger. Type II blow up solutions with optimal stability properties for the critical
focussing nonlinear wave equation on R3t1. arXiv preprint arXiv:1709.06408, 2017.

[3] P. D’Ancona and L. Fanelli. Strichartz and smoothing estimates of dispersive equations with magnetic
potentials. Communications in Partial Differential Equations, 33(4-6):1082-1112, 2008.

[4] R. Donninger. On stable self-similar blowup for equivariant wave maps. Communications on Pure and
Applied Mathematics, 64(8):1095-1147, 2011.

[5] R. Donninger. Strichartz estimates in similarity coordinates and stable blowup for the critical wave
equation. Duke Mathematical Journal, 166(9):1627-1683, 2017.

[6] R. Donninger, W. Schlag, and A. Soffer. A proof of price’s law on schwarzschild black hole manifolds
for all angular momenta. Advances in Mathematics, 226(1):484-540, 2011.

71



[7]

R. Donninger and B. Schérkhuber. Stable self-similar blow up for energy subcritical wave equations.
Dynamics Of Partial Differential Equations, 9(1):63-87, 2012.

R. Donninger and B. Schorkhuber. Stable blow up dynamics for energy supercritical wave equations.
Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 366(4):2167-2189, 2014.

R. Donninger and B. Schorkhuber. On blowup in supercritical wave equations. Communications in
Mathematical Physics, 346(3):907-943, 2016.

R. Donninger and B. Schorkhuber. Stable blowup for wave equations in odd space dimensions. Annales
de UInstitut Henri Poincare (C) Non Linear Analysis, 34(5):1181-1213, 2017.

R. Donninger, B. Schorkhuber, and P. C. Aichelburg. On stable self-similar blow up for equivariant
wave maps: The linearized problem. Annales Henri Poincaré, 13:103-144, 2012.

T. Duyckaerts, C. Kenig, and F. Merle. Universality of blow-up profile for small radial type IT blow-up
solutions of the energy-critical wave equation. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 13(3):533—
599, 2011.

T. Duyckaerts, C. Kenig, and F. Merle. Profiles of bounded radial solutions of the focusing, energy-
critical wave equation. Geometric and Functional Analysis, 22(3):639-698, 2012.

T. Duyckaerts, C. Kenig, and F. Merle. Universality of the blow-up profile for small type II blow-up
solutions of the energy-critical wave equation: the nonradial case. Journal of the Furopean Mathematical
Society, 14(5):1389-1454, 2012.

T. Duyckaerts, C. Kenig, and F. Merle. Concentration-compactness and universal profiles for the non-
radial energy critical wave equation. Nonlinear Analysis, 138:44-82, 2016.

K.-J. Engel and R. Nagel. One-parameter semigroups for linear evolution equations, volume 194 of Grad.
Texts in Math. Springer, New York, 2000.

M. Hillairet and P. Raphaél. Smooth type II blow-up solutions to the four-dimensional energy-critical
wave equation. Analysis & PDE, 5(4):777-829, 2012.

J. Jendrej. Construction of type II blow-up solutions for the energy-critical wave equation in dimension
5. Journal of Functional Analysis, 272(3):866-917, 2017.

T. Kato. Perturbation theory for linear operators. Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg New York, 1995.
Reprint of the 1980 edition.

J. Krieger. On stability of type II blow up for the critical nlw on R3*1. arXiv preprint arXiv:1705.03907,
2017.

J. Krieger and W. Schlag. Full range of blow up exponents for the quintic wave equation in three
dimensions. Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées, 101(6):873-900, 2014.

J. Krieger, W. Schlag, and D. Tataru. Slow blow-up solutions for the H*(R?) critical focusing semilinear
wave equation. Duke Mathematical Journal, 147(1):1-53, 2009.

H. Lindblad and C. Sogge. On existence and scattering with minimal regularity for semilinear wave
equations. Journal of Functional Analysis, 130:357-426, 1995.

F. Merle and H. Zaag. Determination of the blow-up rate for the semilinear wave equation. American
journal of mathematics, 125(5):1147-1164, 2003.

F. Merle and H. Zaag. Determination of the blow-up rate for a critical semilinear wave equation. Math-
ematische Annalen, 331(2):395-416, 2005.

F. Merle and H. Zaag. Existence and universality of the blow-up profile for the semilinear wave equation
in one space dimension. Journal of Functional Analysis, 253(1):43-121, 2007.

F. Merle and H. Zaag. Openness of the set of non-characteristic points and regularity of the blow-up
curve for the 1D semilinear wave equation. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 282(1):55, 2008.
F. Merle and H. Zaag. Existence and classification of characteristic points at blow-up for a semilinear
wave equation in one space dimension. American Journal of Mathematics, 134(3):581-648, 2012.

F. Merle and H. Zaag. On the stability of the notion of non-characteristic point and blow-up profile for
semilinear wave equations. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 333(3):1529-1562, 2015.

F. Merle, H. Zaag, et al. Isolatedness of characteristic points at blowup for a 1-dimensional semilinear
wave equation. Duke Mathematical Journal, 161(15):2837-2908, 2012.

J. Metcalfe and D. Tataru. Global parametrices and dispersive estimates for variable coefficient wave
equations. Mathematische Annalen, 353(4):1183-1237, 2012.

72



[32] F. W. Olver, D. W. Lozier, R. F. Boisvert, and C. W. Clark, editors. NIST handbook of mathematical
functions. http://d1lmf .nist.gov/, Release 1.0.20 of 2018-09-15.

[33] W. Schlag, A. Soffer, and W. Staubach. Decay for the wave and Schrédinger evolutions on manifolds
with conical ends, Part I. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 362(1):19-52, 2010.

[34] C. D. Sogge. Lectures on non-linear wave equations, volume 2. International Press Boston, MA, 1995.

[35] T. Tao. Nonlinear Dispersive Equations, Local and Global Analysis. American Mathematical Society,
Providence, Rhode Island, 2006.

UNIVERSITAT WIEN, FAKULTAT FUR MATHEMATIK, OSKAR-MORGENSTERN-PLATZ 1, 1090 VIENNA,
AUSTRIA
E-mail address: roland.donninger@univie.ac.at

UNIVERSITAT WIEN, FAKULTAT FUR MATHEMATIK, OSKAR-MORGENSTERN-PLATZ 1, 1090 VIENNA,
AUSTRIA
E-mail address: ziping.raoQunivie.ac.at

73


http://dlmf.nist.gov/

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Remarks
	1.2. Related results
	1.3. Outline
	1.4. Notation

	2. Similarity coordinates and semigroup theory
	2.1. Similarity coordinates
	2.2. Semigroup of the free evolution
	2.3. The free Strichartz estimates
	2.4. The linearisation
	2.5. Explicit representation of the semigroup

	3. Constructing the Green function
	3.1. Symbol calculus
	3.2. The homogeneous equation
	3.3. The fundamental system
	3.4. The Wronskian
	3.5. Decomposition of the Green function
	3.6. The semigroup
	3.7. Representations of 0

	4. Strichartz estimates of the full semigroup
	4.1. Preliminary
	4.2. Kernel estimates
	4.3. The term containing 
	4.4. Strichartz estimates

	5. Improved energy estimates
	5.1. Preliminaries
	5.2. Decomposition
	5.3. Kernel estimates
	5.4. The term containing 
	5.5. Improved energy bounds

	6. Proof of the theorem
	6.1. The nonlinear problem
	6.2. Proof of the main theorem

	Appendix A. Properties of symbol type functions
	Appendix B. Derivatives of the Volterra solution
	References

