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NEW TYPE II FINITE TIME BLOW-UP FOR THE ENERGY SUPERCRITICAL
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ABSTRACT. We consider the energy supercritical heat equation with the (n — 3)-th Sobolev exponent
ur = Au + u?, in Q x (0,7,
u(z,t) = ulpq, on I x (0,7T),
u(z,0) = up(z), inQ,
where 5 < n <7, Q = R" or  C R™ is a smooth, bounded domain enjoying special symmetries.
We construct type II finite time blow-up solution u(z,t) with the singularity taking place along an

(n — 4)-dimensional shrinking sphere in . More precisely, at leading order, the solution u(z,t) is of
the sharply scaled form
2¢/2

u(z, t) =~ A7t
(1) ®) (r,2)—(Er(£),62 (1)) ‘2
X(t)

1+

2

where r = /¥ +--~+13173, z = (Tp—2,Tn—1,Tn) with z = (z1,--- ,zn) € Q. Moreover, the

singularity location
(& (1), &:(1) ~ (V2(n —4)(T = t),20) as t /T,

for some fixed zp, and the blow-up rate
T—t

MO~ (g — P

This is a completely new phenomenon in the parabolic setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Semilinear heat equation
= Au+u?, in Qx (0,7),

u(z,t) = ulsq,  on IN x (0,7T), (1.1)
u(@,0) = uo(z), n O,
with p > 1 has been widely studied since Fujita’s celebrated work [35]. Here € is the entire space

R™ or a smooth bounded domain in R™ and 0 < T" < 400. Many literatures have been devoted to
studying this problem about the singularity formation, especially the blow-up rates, profiles and sets.
See, for instance, [10,11,38~ —59,65,74] and references therein. Also, for a comprehensive survey
in the literature up to 2019, we refer the readers to the book of Quittner and Souplet [68].

For the finite time blow-up, it is said to be of

o type I if

lim sup,_, (T — t)ﬁ lu(s t)]loe < +o0
o type IT if

lim sup,_, (T — t)ﬁ (-, t)[lc = +o0.

Type I blow-up is at most like that of the ODE u; = u?, while type II blow-up is much more difficult
to detect. In particular, two different types blow-up phenomena in problem (1.1) depend sensitively
on the nonlinearity, namely the values of the exponent p. In [10], Giga and Kohn first proved that for
1<p< Z%? only type I blow-up can occur in the case of convex domain. This was generalized to

radial case [31] and the case that the domain € is star-shaped [7] for the energy critical case p = 2.

;)
Z*g, multiple-point, finite time type I blow-up solution was found and

its stability was further studied in [62]. The critical exponent p = ”—J_r2 in this setting is special in

ng, solutions were classified near the ground state of the
energy critical heat equation in R™ with n > 7 in [9]. For dimensions n < 6 finite time blow-ups were
constructed in [34] by matched asymptotics method. (It is expected that no finite time blow-ups exist
in dimensions n > 7.) For the four dimensional energy critical heat equation, radial and sign-changing
type II finite time blow-up solution was rigorously constructed in [70] (See also [30]). In [24], the
authors constructed type II finite time blow-up solution for the energy critical heat equation in R® by
the inner—outer gluing method. See also [15] for the construction of a higher speed type II blow-up in
RS. In dimensions n = 3 or 6, recently finite time blow-ups are also found in [25, 16].

For the subcritical case p <

various ways. For the critical case p =

In the aspect of infinite time blow-up, Cortdzar, del Pino and Musso [12] constructed positive and
non-radial infinite time blow-up solution for problem (1.1) with Dirichlet boundary condition and
n > 5. The solution they constructed takes the profile of sharply scaled Aubin-Talenti bubbles

Unelo) =20 (55 ) =, (wi—s> o= —2)F (12)

which solve the Yamabe problem

AU+ U2 =0 in R™
Moreover, the blow-up position for the solution is determined by the Green’s function of —A in €2, while
the role of the Green’s function in bubbling phenomena for elliptic problems has been known for a long
time since the pioneering works [3,4]. In [33], Fila and King studied problem (1.1) with the critical
exponent p = ”—"’2 and gave insight on the infinite time blow-up in the case of a radially symmetric,

positive initial condltion with an exact power decay rate. By using formal matched asymptotic analysis,
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they demonstrated that the blow-up rate is determined by the power decay in a precise manner.
Intriguingly enough, their analysis leads them to conjecture that infinite time blow-up should only
happen in low dimensions 3 and 4, see Conjecture 1.1 in [33]. Recently, this is confirmed and rigorously
proved in [26] for n = 3. In a recent work [29], the authors constructed non-radial and sign-changing
solution which blows up at infinite time, where at leading order, the solution takes the form of the
sign-changing “cell” constructed in [22,23] instead of the Aubin-Talenti bubble.

The singularity formation for supercritical case p > Z—J_rg is much more intricate. Herrero and
Veldzquez [17, 18] found type II blow-up solution in the radial class for n > 11 and p > py.(n). Here

psr(n) is the Joseph-Lundgren exponent

) {oo if 3<n <10,
psL(n) = 4 .
I+ omes #n21l

The solution locally resembles a asymptotically singular scaling of a radial and positive solution to the
stationary problem
Au+uP =0 in R"™.

See also [63] for the case that 2 is a ball, and [8] for the case of general domain with the restriction
that p is an odd integer. For the borderline case p = pyr(n) and n > 11, the existence of type II
blow-up was shown in [71]. In the Matano-Merle range Z—fg < p < pyr(n) which complements the
Herrero-Velazquez range, no type II blow-up can occur in radially symmetric class in the case of a ball
or in entire space under additional assumptions [57,58,64]. In [25], the authors successfully constructed

non-radial type II blow-up solution to (1.1) in the Matano-Merle range p = Z—fé € (Z'fg,pJL(n)).
More precisely, the solution constructed in [25] blows up along a certain curve with axial symmetry
in the sense that the energy density approaches to the Dirac measure along the curve as t / T. See

also [10] for another kind of anisotropic blow-up for the case n > 12 and p > py(n).

Singularity formation triggered by criticality and super-criticality in many other literatures has also
been widely studied, such as the Schrédinger map, wave equations, Yang-Mills problems, geometric
flows such as harmonic map heat flows, mean curvature flows and Yamabe flows. We refer the readers
for instance to [1,5,6,9,13,31,36,37,44,51-55,60,67,69], and the references therein.

In this paper, we are concerned with the energy supercritical heat equation with the (n — 3)-th
Sobolev exponent p = 3
w = Au + u?, in Q x (0,7),
u(z,t) = ulaq, on 90 x (0,T), (1.3)
u(z,0) =up(x), in€Q,
where 5 <n <7, Qis R" or ) is a smooth, bounded domain in R™ enjoying the symmetry that 2 is
invariant under the orthogonal transformations
o Q(x1, -+ ,xy) = (R(:cl, e ,$n_3),xn_2,xn_1,$n), with
x=(x1," " ,2n) €Q, Re SO(n-—23),
where SO(n — 3) is the classical rotation group
o (X1, xyy e Tn) = (X1, — Ty, X)) With i=n—2 n—1, n
namely
QY =9, m(Q)=Q for i=n-2, n-1, n. (1.4)
In other words, 2 is a radial domain in the first n — 3 coordinates and even in the remaining 3
coordinates.

The aim of this paper is to construct type II finite time blow-up solution which blows up along
an (n — 4)-dimensional sphere with shrinking size /T —t. To state the main result, we write x =
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(x*,2**) € Q with 2* € R"™3 and 2** € R3, and denote |z*| = r, 2** = 2. We look for solution u(z,t)
with the same symmetry as Q2’s

u(z,t) = u(r, z,t) (1.5)
for a function @ defined in D x (0,T"), where

D::{(nz):r:\/x%—l—'--—i—xi3,z:(xn27xn1,xn) such that x:(x1,~--,xn)€Q}. (1.6)

Our main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q be R™ or a smooth, bounded domain in R™ in the symmetry class (1.4) with
5<n < 7. Then for T > 0 sufficiently small, there exist initial and boundary conditions such that the
solution u(x,t) to problem (1.3) blows up along a shrinking sphere, with the profile of the form

u(z,t) = AU ((r, ?) = (/\f(rt()t),fz(t))) (I14+0(1)) as t /T,

where U is the standard bubble (1.2) in R*, and for some k. > 0, zg € R3,

T —
m*m(l—i—o(l)) as t /T,

§() = (&0, &) = (V2 —DT =01 +0(1), 20(1 + (1)) as ¢ /T.

At) =

Theorem 1.1 exhibits a completely new blow-up phenomenon where the type II blow-up takes place
along a higher dimensional manifold with shrinking size. More precisely, from the characterization of
E(t) = (£:(1),&.(t)), the blow-up position of the solution u(z,t) we construct is a copy of S"~#, and
the (n — 4)-dimensional sphere shrinks with self-similar size /T — ¢ and asymptotically collapses to a
point (0, z) in Q as t /' T. A schematic depiction of the evolution of the concentration set for n =5
is given in Figure 1 below. Roughly speaking, the shape of the solution we construct looks like a “thin
tube” in the (r, z)-coordinate for n = 5. This type of concentration set with shrinking size was first
conjectured to exist in [15] in the context of harmonic map heat flow, where the authors considered
the case that the singularity set is a fixed circle. We will come back to this intriguing question in the
setting of harmonic map heat flow in a forthcoming work. Also, in the setting of energy supercritical
heat equation (1.1) with p = Z—fé (the second Sobolev exponent), type II finite time blow-up solution
concentrating on a fixed circle was constructed in [25]. In another aspect, the higher dimensional blow-
ups for parabolic problems can be regarded as the parallel with bubbling phenomena in the elliptic
setting, see [19-21] for example. It is worth mentioning that the boundary bubbling driven by the
geometry of the boundary in [21] was also conjectured to be true for parabolic problems in [25].

In fact, there are similar phenomena as shown in Theorem 1.1 in other literatures. In [70], a
very similar “neck pinch” blow-up with self-similar size v/1' — ¢ was already found for the finite time
singularity formation of the generalized Euler equations in dimension three (see [76, Theorem 1.11]). A
similar relation ér ~ é, which is the key to obtain novel dynamics of the shrinking concentration set in
Theorem 1.1, seems to be also crucially used to produce such “neck pinch” blow-up in [76, Section 7].
In the context of the finite time blow-up for nonlinear Schrodinger equations (NLS), the shrinking (or
collapsing) concentration sets have been found in [19,61] (see also [32] for the numerical simulations).
Note that the solutions constructed in [49,61] are essentially radially symmetric and the shrinking
concentration sets there are not of self-similar size /1 — t, while the solution constructed in Theorem
1.1 is cylindrically symmetric and &.(t) ~ /T —t. At the level of NLS with cylindrical symmetry, the
standing ring (with fixed radius) blow-ups have been investigated in [50,77] for example.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on the inner—outer gluing method, which has been a very powerful
tool in constructing solutions in many elliptic problems, see for instance [17,19-21] and the references
therein. Also, this method has been successfully applied to various parabolic problems recently, such
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FIGURE 1. A schematic depiction of the concentration set in Theorem 1.1 for n = 5.
In this case, the concentration set is a shrinking circle. The solution constructed in
Theorem 1.1 blows up along the shrinking circle 3(¢). For 0 < ¢t < t; < T, the
concentration set evolves from X(t) to X(¢1) (shown here as the blue curve) as t — t1,
and finally collapses to a point as t — T.

as the infinite time and finite time blow-ups for energy critical heat equations [12,21-27,29], singularity
formation for the harmonic map heat flows [16,72], type II ancient solution for the Yamabe flow [13],
the vortex dynamics in Euler flows [14], and the finite time singularity for the nematic liquid crystal
flow [56]. In the fractional setting, a new fractional gluing method was developed in [73] to construct
infinite time blow-up for the half-harmonic map flow, and also in [66] for the constructions of infinite
time blow-up for the fractional critical heat equation. We refer the interested readers to a survey [18]
for more results in parabolic settings.

In the symmetry class (1.5), problem (1.3) is reduced to solving
Uy = Aoyt + =20, +@°, inDx(0,7)

Uy = 0, on (DN{r=0})x(0,T) (1.7)
@ = i|aq, on (9D\{r =0}) x (0,T) '
i(-,0) = o, in D

where D is defined in (1.6) and A, .y := 02 + A, is the Laplacian in R*. Note that p = 3 is the
critical exponent in R%. So problem (1.7) can be viewed as the energy critical problem in R* with a
perturbation ”774117.. It turns out that the term "77411,, plays a crucial role in producing the shrinking
concentration set. The first step of the construction consists of choosing a suitable approximate solution
with sufficiently small error and then decomposing the original problem into inner and outer problems,
where the inner problem is essentially the linearization around the bubble supported in a well-chosen
ball. The inner and outer problems will be solved by developing linear theories for the associated
linear problems and the Schauder fixed point theorem. Since the desired blow-up solution is located
exactly at the self-similar regime r = O (\/ T— t), the estimates for the linear outer problem are much
more delicate than the case that the concentration set is fixed (r = O(1)). On the other hand, it is
a difficult issue to control the term of type ”T"lﬂ,. due to the shrinking effect r ~ T —t — 0 as
t /~T. As a consequence, in order to carry out the fixed point argument under suitable topology, the
estimates for the inner and outer problems should be very refined. For the outer problem, we achieve

this by using the Duhamel’s formula in R™, while for the inner problem, motivated by [12, 16], we
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improve the linear theory by decomposing the linearized problem into three different modes: scaling
mode, translation mode and higher modes. The most difficult modes are scaling mode and translation
mode. To find inner solution with proper space-time decay, we shall carry out a new inner—outer gluing
scheme for the scaling mode, while the estimates for the translation mode are obtained by the blow-up
argument. As mentioned, the inner problem is supported in a ball with radius R = R(¢) in terms of the
translated and scaled variable. To ensure the inner—outer gluing to be carried out, the radius R(¢) and
the parameters in the norms will be very carefully chosen, which results in the dimension restriction
5 < n < 7. This seems to be reasonable since the singularity takes place exactly at the critical level
r ~ /T —t, and from our computations, the estimates for the key coupling terms in the inner—outer
gluing system get worse as n increases. In other words, upper bound of the dimension n should be
present in this setting to ensure the implementation of the inner—outer gluing procedure. We believe
that the blow-up on higher dimensional shrinking sphere with n > 8 should exist, presumably with
more complicated blow-up rate.

Note that the supercritical problem (1.3) is in the Matano—Merle range Z—J_FQ < p<pjr. It was
proved that no type II blow-up is present for radial solutions in the case of a ball or in entire space
under additional assumptions [57,58, 64], while the solution constructed in Theorem 1.1 is certainly
not radially symmetric as the translation mode also plays a crucial role in the construction resulting in
the novel dynamics of the concentration set. In this aspect, the results in Theorem 1.1 share a similar

flavor as that of [25].

We close the introduction by mentioning that for problem (1.3), type II finite time blow-up on a
sphere with fixed instead of shrinking size also exists, and the upper bound for the dimension n for
this phenomenon to exist should be greater than 8. We will not elaborate on this problem since it is
a rather direct consequence of our construction here.

Since the proof of Theorem 1.1 is quite long and technical, we shall give a brief sketch to illustrate
the ideas in next section.

2. SKETCH OF THE PROOF

In this section, we shall sketch the major steps in our construction.
Step 1. Approximate solution

We define the error operator

n—4

S(u) == —uy + A yu + u, + ud.

,

Then looking for a solution to (1.3) in the symmetry class (1.5) is equivalent to finding u such that
S(u) =0,

where we drop the tilde for simplicity. The bubble

Ul(y)

1+ yl?
solves the Yamabe problem
AU +U? =0 in RY,
where ag = 2v/2. Our first approximation is chosen as
. - — &) |(r, 2) = £()]
Ut = U ith U AU (”)5() and 7, == (
U@ With Uxe e (t) ( N0 i Sy

for § > 0 fixed small, where 5 is the standard cut-off such that n(s) = 1 for s < 1 and n(s) = 0
for s > 2. The purpose of the extra cut-off 7, in front of the bubble is to make the desired solution



BLOW-UP FOR SUPERCRITICAL HEAT EQUATION 7

more concentrated near the shrinking sphere, and it also enables us to better control the terms of type
2=49,u as r — 0". Next, the error of U* is

s =n. |\ 20

(67} + 20[0
Lyl (T [y?)?

n—4
+ Une(Agryne — 0ims) + 2V, - VUx ¢ + (0} — 0 )US ¢ + Tar(mUA,f),

) ATV, U () -£0)

where V := (0,,V,) and y = % Notice that the slow decaying error in S(U*) is

B apA(t) N apA(t)
NH+p22 T 2
where p = Aly|. To reduce the size of &, a correction ¥y solving
du=Agu+& in R x(0,7)
is added. Moreover, U takes the integral form as (3.10). So we take the second approximation as

u* =U"+n.¥

Eo =

and its error is computed in (3.13). To further reduce the size of the error S(u*) to carry out the inner—
outer gluing scheme, we add one more correction ¥; as in (3.16). Then our corrected approximate
solution becomes
Step 2. The inner—outer gluing scheme
Now, we write
u=u}+P,

and our aim is to find the perturbation P satisfying

S(u; +P) =0.
We decompose P into inner and outer profiles

P=Pin + Pout
with

Pin = Ail(t)an)(yv t) and Pyy = 'l/} + Z*a

(] 2) =€)
m '”( AOR(D) >

Write y = (nzx)(i_t)g(tx E(t) = (&-(t),&.(t)) and U* = ¢p+ Z*. Then a desired solution v = u} 4P is found
if ¢ and 1 solve essentially the inner—outer gluing system

Ny = Dy +3U%(y)¢ + H(e, ¥, N, ) in Dag x (0,T)
n—4 .
wt = A(r,z)w + Tarw + g(¢, 1/1, )‘a 5) in D x (07 T)
where H, G, D are defined in (4.4), (4.6), (1.6), and
Dor = {(r,2) € R* : |(r,2) — (&, &) < 2A(R(E)}
The inner-outer gluing system (2.1) shall be solved by developing linear theories for the associated

linear problems and then applying the fixed point argument. See Section 4 for more detailed strategies
for solving this system.

where Z* satisfies (4.2) and

(2.1)

Step 3. Choosing parameter functions A(t) and £(¢) at leading order
For the inner probelm
N = Ayg + 3U%(y)¢ + H (¢, 1, A, €) in Dag x (0,T),
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we notice that the parabolic operator —A\28; 4 Ly is certainly not invertible since all the time indepen-
dent elements in the 5 dimensional kernel of Ly (see (3.3)) also belong to the kernel of —\20; + Ly.
Here Lo = Ay +3U 2 is the linearized operator around the bubble. Therefore, certain orthogonality
conditions are expected to guarantee the existence of inner solution ¢ with suitable space-time decay.
By the linear theory which will be developed in Section 7, approximately, orthogonality conditions

/ H((bawa )‘ag)Z](y)dy ~0 fOI‘ auj = 17 e 757 te (O)T)
R4

should be satisfied, where Z; are kernel functions defined in (3.3). By singling out the main term
Ha X, & U] in H(g, 9, A, &), it is thus reasonable to find the leading orders A, (t), &.(t) of the scaling
and translation parameters A(¢), £(¢) such that

Hi( A, &6, ¥")Z;(y)dy =0 forall j=1,---,5, t € (0,T).

R4
The orthogonality conditions above imply that
: n—4
&-(t) + =o(1
O+ em W
&,(t)=0(1), j=234,
t

) =
=A%(1)
[T :_Slds = —c+o(1)

where 0o(1) = 0 ast T and ¢ > 0. Note that the operator "774& resulting from the symmetry (1.5)
plays a crucial role in generating the novel dynamics for &.(t), and the integro-differential equation for
A(t) is due to the non-local correction ¥y. After some effort, the integral equation can be approximated
by

. c
ANt)=——r"-——.
O = g —op

Therefore, to make H as orthogonal as possible to the kernel functions Z; with j = 1,---,5, good

choices for the leading orders A.(t) and &.(t) = (§.(t),&.,+(t)) are
Era(t) = V2(n —4)(T — 1)

fzpk(t) =20
_ Nlog T|(T —1t)
MO = T — P2

where 2 is a given point in R3. See Section 5 for detailed derivation of \.(t) and &, (¢). The remainders
for A(t) and &£(t) will be completely solved in Section 8.

Step 4. Linear theory for the outer problem

To solve the outer problem, we shall develop a linear theory for the associated linear outer problem
in Section 6.

Since the desired blow-up solution concentrates on an (n—4)-dimensional sphere with shrinking size
VT —t, suitable estimates for the outer solution 1) are affected by the shrinking effect and thus very
delicate to find. To achieve this, we find solutions in the symmetry class (1.5) by using the Duhamel’s
formula in R™. We consider the model linear problem

wt = A(r,z)u} + n;43ﬂ/} + fouta in D x (OaT)
=0, on (O0D\{r =0}) x (0,7)
Y =0, on (DN{r=0})x(0,7)

Y(r,z,0) =0, in D
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where the non-homogeneous term f,,;, is assumed to be bounded with respect to the weights appearing
in G defined by (4.6) in the outer problem. By using the Duhamel’s formula, we obtain the following
estimate

91+ < [fout |«
where the weighted norms || - || and || - ||«« are defined in (6.4) and (6.3). The proofs of these technical
estimates will be postponed to the Appendix.

Step 5. Linear theory for the inner problem

We then want to develop a linear theory for the associated linear inner problem.
Our strategy is to decompose the inner problem into three different Fourier modes

e Scaling mode: A\2¢9 = A, ¢° + 3U%(y)#° + h°(y,t) + °(t) Zs(y) in Dag x (0,T)
e Translation mode: \2¢} = Ayo! +3U%(y)o! + h'(y,t) + Z;}Zl () Zy(y) in Dagr x (0,T)
e Higher modes: \2¢; = A, ¢+ + 3U%(y)¢* + hi(y,t) in Dag x (0,7T)

and we shall construct inner solution in each mode. For the scaling mode, we further decompose ¢"
into inner and outer profiles
¢0 = ¢gut + R, ¢?na

where ngr, = 7 (%) with the standard cut-off n defined in (3.5) and R, = R° for o € (0,1).
As mentioned, due to the shrinking effect of the concentration set, the estimates required for the
inner—outer gluing to work should be very refined. This is the reason why we shall carry out a new
inner—outer gluing scheme at scaling mode. As a result, the estimates we get are only deteriorated
inside the inner ball, and adjusting o enables us to better control the estimates. On the other hand,
we observe that the kernel functions Z,(y) (¢ =1,--- ,4) corresponding to the translation mode are of
fast decay

1
Ze(y) ~ W as |y| — +o0,

which enables us to get the estimates for ¢! by the blow-up argument inspired by [16]. Here we need
a technical restriction that a; € (1,2) to ensure the integrability in the argument, where a; is one of
the parameters in the || - ||, q,-norm measuring the translation mode. See Section 7 for more details.

Step 6. Solving the inner—outer gluing system

Our aim is to solve the inner—outer gluing system (2.1) by applying the linear theories developed for
inner and outer problems and also the Schauder fixed point theorem. This is the context of Section 8.

For the outer problem, we estimate ||G||«» where the || - ||«x-norm is the norm we find in the linear
theory for the outer problem in Section 6. For the inner problem, we estimate H in the norms we find
for different modes in the linear theory in Section 7, namely, [|H°||, 244, [[H |l 240, |H]v24a- To
gain smallness in the contraction, restrictions for all the parameters in the norms are required, from
which we obtain the dimension restriction 5 < n < 7. We then need to adjust A(¢) and £(¢) such that
the orthogonality conditions hold. The reduced equation for £(¢) is direct to solve, while the reduced
equation of A(t) turns out to be an integro-differential equation due to the non-local correction ¥y,
which shall be solved by the similar argument as in [16, Section 8]. Finally, using the Schauder fixed
point theorem, we prove the existence of desired blow-up solution.
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3. APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS AND ERROR ESTIMATES

In the symmetry class (1.5), problem (1.3) becomes

n—4
ur + Au+ u?,

U = Upyr +

where (1, z) € D with D defined in (1.6). Define the error operator

n—4

S(u) == —uy + A yu + ——ur +u?,
where A, ;) = 02 + A, is the Laplacian in R*. Our first approximate solution is based on the
Aubin—Talenti bubble (see [2,75])
Qg
Uly) = —— 3.1
)= (31)
which solves the Yamabe problem
AU +U?=0 in R*.
Here ag = 2+/2. Tt is well-known that the linearized operator around the bubble
Lo(¢) := A¢ + 3U%¢ (3.2)
is non-degenerate in the sense that all bounded solutions to Lo(¢) = 0 are the linear combination of
Zi(y) :==0,,U(y), 1 =1,2,3,4, Zs(y) :=U(y) + VU(y) - v. (3.3)
3.1. First approximate solution. We define
_ r,z)—&(t
Unie(1,2) = A1 (U <())\(t)§()> ;
where
g(t) = (gr(t)agz (t))
with
Er(t) = &ru(t) + &1 (1), &ra(t) = 0(&r 4 (1)),
£2(t) = &2 () + E21(8), [€22(1)] = o(|&=.4(D)])-
In the sequel, we denote
() =<
At
Now we choose the first approximate solution as
U* = 0.Ux10),e(0)»
where the cut-off function 7, is defined by
|(r,2) — f(t)|>
=1 — 34
e 2= 1) ( ST (34)

with the positive constant § fixed sufficiently small. Here the smooth cut-off function 7 is defined by

n(s) = {1’ o<l (3.5)

0, s>2.
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Then the first error of U* is
* n — 4
S(U*) = = nu0:Ux g + Une(Dgrzyne — 0ims) + 2V, - VUx e + (02 — ) U3 ¢ + Tar(n*UA,ﬁ)

=1 A 2OADZ5(y) + A 2OVU() - £(0)| + Une(Aayn. = im.) + 2V, - VU e

n—4
+ (0 = 1) UR e + ——0-(0.U¢)

— . A2 (

(67} + 2&0
Lyl (T+1y?)

;) +AHOTU) -
n—4
+ Une(Agryne — Oims) + 2V, - VUs e + (0} —n)US ¢ + T&«(n*Ux,g),

where V := (0,, V).
3.2. Corrected approximate solution. Observe that the slow decaying error in (3.6) is
aoA(t)  apA(t)
ORI
where p = |(r,2) — £(t)|. In order to reduce the size of the first error, we shall choose ¥° to be an
approximate solution of

o = (3.7)

Ou=Apyu+ & in R* x (0,7).
To achieve this, we consider )
OéoA(t)
P2

3
ouP = 48y + 24 -
We perform the change of variable ¢ = p1)° and get

1 1 At
Orpo = (¢0)pp + ;((150)9 - EQSU - aopz( )

From the same computations as in [10, Section 4], an explicit solution to problem (3.8) is given by the
Duhamel’s formula

(3.8)

P = —aop/ As)k(p,t — s)ds

-T
with

Therefore, by 1° = p~1¢g, we get

Y0 = —ayg / A(s)k(p,t — s)ds.

-7
We regularize the above ¢° and choose a good approximation ¥g to be
Wo(r,z,t) = Wo(|(r, 2) = £()], 1) = Yo(p,1)

t 3.10
= —ao/ A(s)k(C(p,t),t — s)ds, (310)

-T
where

Clp,t) = V/p? + A2 (). (3.11)
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Now we compute the new error produced by ¥y and get
0o — A )Vo — & = WV — A, (1),2—¢. (1) Yo — &o

= 0¥y — DV — %ap\po - &

(T — gr)gr + (Z — fz)fz — A<t)>\<t)‘| / ).\(S)kC(Cﬂf — S)ds

:ao

¢ T

A2(t)
I

t p? 3
—|—a0/T/\(s) {—kt(c,t—s)—&-gzkgg(g,t—s)—kkC(C,t—s)—i— kc(C, t—s)| ds.

¢
Observe from (3.9) that k(¢,t) satisfies

3
*kt+kcc+zkczo.

Therefore, we obtain

(r—&)6 + (2 — £)E. — ADAD) |
¢

t
0¥ — Ay Vo — & = ap / A(8)ke (¢t — s)ds
-T

t 9 i .
+ao[TA(s) {)\C(Qt) ke (Gt — ) + A2(t)

C3
(T - 57‘)51' + (Z — gz)éz _ )\(t)A(t)_ t o
X007 WP [ ket sy

ke(Cot — s)] ds

(3.12)

:ao

) to
e [N Gkl ) Rt

= R[]
Now we choose the corrected approximation as
u =U"4+n.Y
and its error is given by
S(u*)=8U") + n*(A(r,z)\PO — 04Vo) — W0 + \POA(T,Z)U* +2Vn. - V¥
n—

4
+ Or(neWo) + (U* + 1, 0g)% — (U*)?

n—4
=SU") —nu(&o + R[/\D = Wodin. + \IJOA(r,z)U* +2Vn. - V¥ + Tar(n*qlo)
+(U* +1.%0)° — (U*)?

2002 () A(t)

= M« (1 T |y|2)2 + )‘_2(t>VU(y) : §(t) - U*R[/\] + Uk,ﬁ(A(r,z)n* - 81577*)

(3.13)
n—4
+ QV’I’]* . VU)HE + (nf - 77*)U):\))75 + Tar(n*U)\,g) - ‘Ijoam* + \IIOA(nz)n*

—4
2V, - VT, + "Tar(n*qfo) (U +0,00)3 — (U3

n—4

= K[\ &+ Une(Agyme — 0ims) + 2V, - VUs e + (0} = 0.)US ¢ + Un e O

r
n—4 " "
= Vo0t + Vol (2 + 2V - VW0 + ——0: (1. Wo) + (U™ + 1.Wo)® — (U*)?,
where K[, €] is defined as

200\ "2 (£)A(t)
(L+[y[*)?

n—4

+AT2(VU(y) - €(t) + NOIETAD)

KA €] ==« A2(1)0,,U(y) — R[N | . (3.14)



BLOW-UP FOR SUPERCRITICAL HEAT EQUATION 13

We define
n—4
Sout[A, €] = Une(A2yns — Oima) + 2V, - VUs e + (72 — ) U3 ¢ + UA@Tarn*

n —

4 n—4

. —4
+1+(1 = nr) <>\_2VU(Q) &+ )\;ﬁ)\_%yl U(?/)) .

To further reduce the size of the error, we introduce the leading orders of A and &

_ [l TIT —1) TR -
= Togm —p * & = e &) = (V2 =T =1), 20),

which will be derived in Section 5. Here 2y € R3. Notice that for T < 1, the error Sou[A, €] is
supported in D’ x (0,T) with

D = {(7’, ) ED MR |(r,2) — £(t)] < 20VT — t} :
where R = A\, with B € (0,1/2) to be determined later. Let ¥; be the solution solving
8t\111 = A(r,z)\lll + nT_ALaT\III + Sout[)\*7€*]a in Dx (Oa T)

U, =0, on (OD\{r =0}) x (0,T)
0,V =0, on (DN {r=0}) x(0,7) (8.16)
Uy(r,z,0) =0, in D

where Syut[A«, & is defined by replacing A, £ in Syut[A, €] by A« and &, respectively. Note that the
new error produced by ¥; turns out to be smaller order and will not change the leading orders A, &..
We shall show this in Section 8.
In conclusion, the corrected approximation we finally choose is
UZ =U*+ T]*\Ilo + ;.
In the sequel, we shall find a perturbation P such that v = u} + P is the desired solution, namely,
S(u; +P) =0.

4. THE INNER—OUTER GLUING SCHEME

We look for solution of the form
u=U"+w,
where w is a small perturbation consisting of inner and outer parts

W = Qin + Pouty; Pin = Ail(t)ans(:%t)a Pout = n*\IIO(Ta th) + \111(7”', Zat) + 1)[}(7"’ Z7t) + Z*(‘r’t)

Here ¢
R = nR(t)(n Zﬂf) =1 (W) ) (41)

the smooth cut-off function 7 is defined by (3.5), and Z* satisfies
= A,Z%,  inQx(0,T)
Z*(-,t) =0, on 09 x (0,T) (4.2)
Z5(-,0) = Z, inQ
in the original variables z € R™. Throughout the paper, we choose R(t) such that A(¢)R(t) < VT —t
for T' < 1. Denote

Dop = {(r,2) € R 1 |(r,2) — (6., £.)] < 2AR}
and U* = 4+ Z*. Then u is a solution to the original problem (1.3) if
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e ¢ solves the inner problem

N = Dyd +3U(y)p + H(d, ¢, A, €) in Dag x (0,T) (4.3)
where
2 . (n—4)X
)‘yl + 57‘
. . _ 3
ATy 0) + 9508+ 000, (1
+ NN (W) + N3N, €] + 3AU (y) ¥y
with KC[A, £] defined in (3.14).
e 1) solves the outer problem
Yo = D+ "0 1 G000 E) i D x (0.7) (45)

with
g(¢a 11[}5 Av §) = 3)\72(1 - UR)UQ(U)@} + Z* + 77*\1]0 + \Ijl)
D o (40)

FX [(BynR)6 + 29 - V6~ X2g0mg] + DA
+ (1 = nR)K1[N €] + Sout [N, €] = Sout[Ass &) + (1 — nr)N (w),

where )
2002 () (t
g = | 2R - RN (47)
Sout 1s defined in (3.15) and

Nw):= (U* +w)® - (U*)? - 3U§’§w. (4.8)

We now describe our strategy to solve the inner and outer problems. We shall first develop linear
theories for the associated linear problems of (4.5) and (4.3). Since the solution we want to construct
concentrates on an (n — 4)-dimensional sphere with shrinking size v/T — ¢, suitable estimates for the
outer solution 1 are very delicate to find. To achieve this, we find solutions in the symmetry class
(1.5) by using the Duhamel’s formula in R™. For the linear inner problem, we want to find inner
solution with proper space-time decay. Since the inner—outer gluing relies on delicate analysis of the
space-time decay of solutions, we shall further decompose the inner problem (4.3) into three different
spherical harmonic modes and construct solution in each mode. To get more refined estimates for
the gluing to work, we carry out a new inner—outer gluing scheme for the linear inner problem, where
certain orthogonality conditions are of course needed due to the existence of the nontrivial kernels (see
(3.3)) of the linearized operator Ly in (3.2). This will give us the reduced equations for the parameter
functions A(t) and £(t). The reduced equation for £(t) will be easy to solve. However, the reduced
equation for A(t) turns out to be an integro-differential equation due to the non-local correction ¥q in
(3.10), and it is more involved. Thanks to [16], we solve A(t) by following a similar procedure since
the integro-differential equation for A(¢) is close in spirit to that of [16]. Finally, by using the Schauder
fixed point theorem, we solve the inner—outer gluing system and prove the existence of the desired
blow-up solution.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 5, we derive the leading orders for the
parameter functions A(¢) and £(¢). In Section 6, we establish the estimates for the linear outer problem
with different right hand sides which appear in G defined in (4.6). The proof is postponed to the
Appendix. In Section 7, we develop the linear theory for the inner problem by spherical harmonic
decomposition. In Section 8, the inner—outer gluing system is formulated, and we shall solve (¢, 1, A, €)
from the full system by the linear theories developed in Section 6, Section 7 and the Schauder fixed
point theorem.
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Notation. Throughout the paper, we shall use the symbol “ < ” to denote “ < C7” for a positive
constant C' independent of ¢ and T. Here C might be different from line to line.

5. THE CHOICES OF A, AND &,

In this section, we shall choose the leading orders A.(t), &.(t) = (& «(t),&2.4(t)) of the parameter
functions A(t) and £(¢). In Section 7, a linear theory for inner problem concerning the solvability
and estimates of the associated linear problem will be developed, where approximately the following
orthogonality conditions

/ H(p, ¥, N\, &) Zj(y)dy =0 forall j=1,---,5, te€(0,T) (5.1)
RAL

are needed to guarantee the existence of inner solution ¢ with desired space-time decay. Here Z; are
the kernel functions (c.f. (3.3)) of the linearized operator Lg. Basically, we will derive the scaling and
translation parameters A(t) and £(¢) at main order from the orthogonality conditions (5.1).

Recall that

Ay + &
. . _ 3
A0 v+ 0+ 9,06 + E 0w,

+ NN (w) + N3N, €] + 3AU () Ty
In this section, we shall single out the leading term H, in H to derive A\, and &,. We define
Ho [N € U] = 302 (y) [ Wo + U] (Ay + &, 1) + XK, €]
2007 A (D) A(1)
(1+ [y[?)?

FAOTU) - 0) + S50, U)

= 3\U2(y) [ Vo + U*](Ay + &£, 1) +

- m /_T A(8) [=Chee (¢t — 8) + ke (¢t — )] ds
oo | (P = )6+ (2 — £)E. - ADAD) | [ B
— apnA~ () l TENPDLE ] /4 A(s)ke (¢, t — s)ds,

where U* = ¢ 4+ Z*. The contribution of the rest terms H — H, in the orthogonality conditions turns
out to be negligible compared to the leading term #,. We shall deal with this in Section 8 when we
finally solve the inner—outer gluing system.

Since R(t) is chosen such that A(t)R(t) < /T —t, we see that

supp(nr) C supp(7-)
for T < 1. So in the inner region Dag, 1. = 1. Then
R4

implies that
: n—4
gr t) + =o(1 3
(t) D (1)
where o(1) — 0 as t /T So the choice of &.(t) at main order is

Erlt) = V2(n —4)(T — ).
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Similarly, the orthogonality conditions
R4

imply that .

&, (t) =o(1), j =234,
where o(1) — 0 as ¢t / T. So at main order, the choice of £,(t) is

fz,*(t) =20
where 2 is a given point in R®. For convenience, we take zo = (0,0,0).
In order to get the reduced equation for A(t) from

R4 H* [)\’ 67 \I]*]ZS(y)dy = 07

we first evaluate

RINZs(ody = 575 [ U ([ Akt = 9) - Checleot = 9)ds )

— aph(t) /R 4 uﬁy(?)”? ( /_ tT As)he(Cot - s)ds) dy.

¢ _NOO+P) A

- )

R4

Let
’I‘ .

T t—s t—s

o (5.2)

and

N

K(T) = 1‘%

Then, recalling from (3.9), we get

( ¢2 ) ¢2 ¢2
8(1 — e T@=%) 2e 1=s) (e  AG=9)
k t—s)—Ck t—s)= —

C(C? S) C CC(C’ S) CS + C(t — 8) + 4(t — 8)2

- —4( T )3/2KTT<T>

t—s

and also ) )
¢ ¢
2 e 4t=9) 2e 4G=9) 2v7Y

Therefore, we obtain

_ _ A Zs5(y) ")
R4R[A}Z5(y)dy =~ /W 5 g2 (/_T t_sT2K’rT(T)ds> dy

7 2a0}\(t) Zs(y) t )\(s) )
A(t) /R4 1+ [y)? (/T s LEr(T)d ) dy.

We expand Z*(\y + &,t) and ¢p( Ay + £,¢) at ¢ = (0, 20)
Z*(My + &) = Z5(q) + o(1), Y(Ay + &, 1) = ¥(q, 0) + o(1).
On the other hand, from (3.10) and (5.2), we have
[ MO0 Zs(0 00,0 = = 30030 [ 02002000 ([ 360~ s)ds )

R -T

= —300M(0) | U*)Z3(0) ( = Kmds) dy.

_rt—s

(5.4)
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Then, the orthogonality condition

HA & 07 Z5(y)dy = 0
R4

gives

/W <3U2(3/)[‘I’0(P» t) +11(q,0) + Z5 (q)] + N (H)K[N, ﬂ) Zs5(y)dy + o(1) = 0. (5.5)

By (5.5), (3.14), (5.3), (5.4) and some computations, we obtain

Zs(y) K )\() t )\(s)
4o /R4 a +5|y\2)2 (/ ron STQKTTds> dy — 3o y U%(y)Zs(y) (/_T T SK(T)d8> dy

Y I L I ST Py e (55

+3(Z5(0) + 00,0 || U)Zs(w)dy +o(1) =0

The scaling parameter A(t) should be decreasing to 0 as t ,* T so that a blow-up solution can be
constructed. So we may impose )
A(t) =o0(1) ast /T.

Then (5.6) becomes

Zs(y) ©OAS) o 2 © M)
dao /R4 (1 +5|y\2)2 (/T rempd KTTd5> dy — 3ag /W U (y)Z5(y) (/T t—sK(T)dS> dy

=375+ 0.0 | UA0)Zs(0)dy + of1).
We define

ZS(y) t )\() 9 5 t )\(S)
4QOA4MW</Tt— T K~ dS)dy_30éO R4U(y)Z5(y) ([Tt_sK(T)ds>dy
'/Tt—sr<t—s>d

with
3
N =l [ (Y e (1) - 30 Zs )P (D)

dyl,  (58)
T=7(1+]y|?)

where |S?] is the area of the unit sphere S*. Now we need to analyze the behavior of I'(7) as 7 < 1 and
7> 1. By the definition of U(y) and Z5(y) as in (3.1) and (3.3) respectively, we write I'(7) explicitly

7 = aols’ / (P 2 e () — a2 ) P (1))

dly|
T=r(1+[y[?)

3 (1— |y\ |y|3 2 _ .2
= a0|S | [4T Kyy(T) 3a0K(T)] dlyl.
TR T=r(1+]y[?)
Since r T
Ye 7 3

1 —
AT Ky (T) — 362K (Y) = — — 2T 4 (8 — 30%) ——
with ag = 2\/5, we obtain

¢ +0(r), forT<1
F(T) = 1
0] (7) , forT > 1

T
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where ¢, > 0 is a constant. Therefore, (5.7) is reduced to

t-AZ(8) 3 s
C*/TA t/\(_)sdsz —3c0[Z5(q) + (g, 0)] + o(1), (5.9)

where
co = /R4 U*(y) Z5(y)dy < 0.
Since A(t) decreases to 0 as ¢t S T, we impose
0. = Z3(q) + (4, 0) < 0.

Now we claim that a good choice of A(¢) at main order is
c

A =
W= o —op°
where ¢ > 0 is a constant to be determined later. Indeed, by substituting, we get

t—A2(t) t—(T—t) 3 t—=A2(t) t—A2(t) 3 3
[T [ PR o OPRRY Sl UES P
t t

-7 t—s T t—s —(T—t) t—s —(T—t) t—s

_ /HH) M) gy 1 3(1)(108(T — £) — 2105 A1) — /H A A,

-7 t—s t—(r—t) t—s

(5.10)

z/t AS) e A1) log(T — 1) = B(1)
T —s

ast /T. By (5.10), we then see that

log(T — )L (1) = % (— log?(T — t)A(t)) =0,

dt
which means 3(¢) is a constant. Thus, equation (5.9) can be approximately solved for
. ¢
AMt) = ——rr——
O= Togm =P

with the constant ¢ chosen as

C/T ds .
_r (T = s)[log(T — s)|? "

3Coax
Ky i:= — .
Cx

where

At main order, we obtain _ )
At) = KA (T)
with g T|

. Og
M) =———""7"——.
W= o - o7

By imposing A\.(T') = 0, we finally get

_ ogT|(T —1t)

Ae(t) = m(l—l—o(l)) as t /T
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6. LINEAR THEORY FOR THE OUTER PROBLEM

In order to solve the outer problem (4.5), we need a linear theory for the associated linear problem.
We consider

wt - A('r‘,z)w + "_43T’t/1 + fout, in D x (O,T)

T

=0, on (0D\{r =0}) x (0,7) 6.1)
Y. =0, on (DN{r=0})x(0,T) '
Y(r,z,0) =0, in D

where the non-homogeneous term f,,; in (6.1) is assumed to be bounded with respect to the weights
appearing in the outer problem (4.5). Define the weights
o1 := AP ( R (0)X{|(r2)—e(t)| <27. R}
A 6.2
02 = |(r, 2) — £(1)|2 X{A R<|(r,2)—£(1)| <26 VT—t} (6.2)
o3:=1

where we choose R(t) = ;" (t) for 8 € (0,1/2).
Define the norms

3 -1
[l := " sup (Z Qi(r,z’t)> |f(r,z,1)] (6.3)

(r,2,t)€Dx(0,T)

i=1
AZTUTE (0)R2 e (0) AF VTR (0) R (0)
¥l == o 7] 1Yl Lo ax (0,1)) + log T| IV Loe (ax (0,1)
ATV ()RR (1)
~ £) — T
+(T’Z’t)b€111)px(0’T) Toa(T —1)] [W(r, z,t) = (r, 2,T)]

AR @R R ()

+ sup l IV (r,z,t) = V(r,2,T)|

(r,z,t)eDx(0,T) |log(T" —t)]
)\3*1/4’7 t R2+a t
b osup 2 I ) ez,
DxIr (ta —t1)7
where y = %, v,a € (0,1), v € (0,1), and the last supremum is taken over

1
Dx Ir = {(T,Z7t1,t2)2 (T,Z) ED, 0<t1 <ta <T, 1o —11 < m(TtQ)}

For problem (6.1), we have the following proposition.
Proposition 6.1. Let v be the solution to problem (6.1) with ||fout|«x < +00. Then it holds that
91+ < lfout [l (6.5)
In order to establish Proposition 6.1, we consider
wt:AR"w_'_fv IDQX(O,T)
W =0, on 9 x (0,T) (6.6)
¥(z,0) =0, in Q

which is defined in R™ in the symmetry class (1.5). For problem (6.6), we prove the following three
lemmas concerning the a priori estimates with different right hand sides.
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Lemma 6.1. Let ¢ solve problem (6.6) with right hand side
[f(@, )] S NTPOR™2 ()X (r2) (1) <27, Y

If
v—3+p82+a)<0, v—8(2—a)>0,
then ,
()] S AT (0)R72F (0)]log T, (6.7)
[z, 1) — (@, T)| S A>T () R7274 % (1) | log (T — 1), (6.8)
Ve, 8)] S AL ETR (0)R279(0)|log T, (6.9)
Ve, ) — Ve, T)] S A2 T% (1) R™274 3 (1) log(T — 1)), (6.10)
and
[, o) — (e, 1) S AT (8) R270(t) (b — 1) /2, (6.11)

z, 1l
where 0 <ty <ty < T with ty —ty < 35(T — t2) and p € (0,1).
Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ solve problem (6.6) with right hand side

|f(z,t)| < m)({/\*R§|(7-,z)—§(t)|§26m}7
where vy € (0,1), 6 > 0. Then
(2, t)] S A2THO)R™3(0)[log T, (
(2, t) = (a, T)| S N2THHR™2 ()| log(T - #)], (6.13
V()| S X232 (RT3 (H)VE, (
R
Vip(x,t) = Vip(a, T)| S N2 () R™2(1)] log(T — 1)), (
and
(@, t2) — (a,t1)] S NPT () R (ta) (12 — 1), (6.16)
where 0 <t <ty < T withty —t1 < %(T —t2) and vy € (0,1).

Lemma 6.3. Let ¢ solve problem (6.6) with right hand side

|f(z, )] S 1.
Then
(2, t)| S t, (6.17)
(@, )| S (T —t)|log(T" —1)], (6.18)
(Vi (x, )] < T2, (6.19)
IV(x,t) = Ve, T)| S (T — 1)/, (6.20)
and
(@, t2) — P(2,t1)| S (t2 — t1)[log(ta — 1), (6.21)
where 0 <ty <ty < T with ty — ty < 76(T — t2).

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We denote 9[foy:] by the solution to problem (6.6) with the right hand side
fout satisfying ||fout||sx < +00. Decompose

3
four = Zfi with | fi| S oill fills-

i=1
Let 1 — & =~ in Lemma 6.1. Then by the linearity, (6.5) follows from Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2 and
Lemma 6.3. g

The proofs of Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 are postponed to the Appendix.
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7. LINEAR THEORY FOR THE INNER PROBLEM

In this section, we develop a linear theory concerning the estimates for the associated linear problem
of the inner problem under certain topology.
In order to solve the inner problem (4.3), we consider the associated linear problem

Moy = Ayo+3U%(y)o + h(y,t) in Dag x (0,T). (7.1)

Recall that the linearized operator Ly = A + 3U? has only one positive eigenvalue p such that
Lo(Zo) = poZo, Zo € L™(RY),
where the corresponding eigenfunction Zj is radially symmetric with the asymptotic behavior
Zo(y) ~ [y|~*2e”VEl as |y — 4o0. (7.2)
Multiplying equation (7.1) by Zy and integrating over R*, we obtain that
N (B)(E) — pop(t) = (t).
where
)= [ 002y and a(t)= [ b0 Z)dy

Then we have

t
p(t) = elo oA dr (p(O) +/ g(mMA~>(n)e” 1o uok2(r)drd77> :
0

In order to get a decaying solution, the initial condition

T
p(0) = _/ Q(n))\_2(n)6_ I /*(J)\72(7")cl7“d77
0

is required. The above formal argument suggests that a linear constraint should be imposed on the
initial value ¢(y,0). Therefore, we consider the associated linear Cauchy problem of the inner problem
(4.3)
A2¢t = Ay¢ + 3U2(y)¢ + h’(yv t)7 in DQR X (07 T) (7 3)
#(y,0) = eoZo(y), in Dag(0)
where R = R(t) = A\, ?(t) for 8 € (0,1/2). On the other hand, the parabolic operator —A20; + Ly is
certainly not invertible since all the time independent elements in the 5 dimensional kernel of Ly (see
(3.3)) also belong to the kernel of —A\29; + Lo. In order to construct solution to (7.3) with suitable
space-time decay, some orthogonality conditions are expected to hold. So we consider the projected
problem

Ny = Ayo + 3U%(y)d + h(y,t) + () Zs(y) + Ej: () Ze(y), inDag x (0,T),

i=1 (7.4)
#(y,0) = eoZo(y), in Dyp(0)-
Our aim is to find suitable solution to problem (7.4) with space-time decay of the following type
[6llv,a == sup A7(E)(1 + |y[*) [[o(y, )| + (L + [yDIVe(y, D)I] (7.5)
yE€Dar
te(0,T)
and the right hand side of problem (7.4)
[7llva == sup A7(E)(1+ [y|*)[h(y, 1)l (7.6)
yE€Dar
te(0,T)

The construction of such solution is carried out by decomposing the equation into different spherical
harmonic modes. Let an orthonormal basis {0;}5°, made up of spherical harmonics in L?(S?), i.e.

AgsO; + 1,0, =0 in S*
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with
More precisely, Og(y) = co, O;(y) = ey, j=1, ,4 for two constants cg, ¢; and [i; takes the
general form (2 + ¢) with multiplicity (3;!1)! for i > 0.

For h € L?(DsR), we decompose it into

hnt) = o085 /). T =l byt = [ 6000, (0)as
§=0
and write h = h + h! + h* with
4 o]
WO =ho(r,t), h'=> hi(r,)0;, ht=> h(r1)e;.

j=1 Jj=5
Also, we decompose ¢ = ¢° + ¢! + ¢+ in a similar form. Then finding a solution to problem (7.4) is
equivalent to finding the pairs (¢°, h%), (¢',h'), (¢+, ht) in each mode.

The main result of this section is stated as follows.

Proposition 7.1. Let constants a,v,v1,0 € (0,1) and a1 € (1,2). For T > 0 sufficiently small and
any h(y,t) satisfying ||h°||y.24a < +00, |R |1y 244, < +00, [|ht|lv21a < +00, there exists a solution
(6,8, ct, eq) solving (7.4) and (¢, ct,eq) = (¢[h],[h°], c![h'], eq[h]) defines a linear operator of h
that satisfies the estimates

e Forly] < 2R°,

ot + (0 DIVl S | X8 oy 22Oy, -
7.7
e ||hL||y,2+a]

e For 2R <|y| < 2R,
601+ 1+ DIV0(0. 01 5 | BRI s + 12 O 2t ,
7.8

e ||hL||V,2+a]

10 =Py ~OW) 0 =P o e o

where R, = R° and O[h°] is a linear operator of h° satisfying
O[h°)]  AZRE~*1og RIW°lv,24a
fora’ € (0,a). Moreover,
leoA]l S AL (1P°lv2+a + 1h oy 240, + 1B lu24a) -

We devote the rest of this section to proving Proposition 7.1. Our strategy is to construct ¢ =
¢° + ¢! + ¢ mode by mode.

1. Construction at mode 0.
We construct ¢° solving the linearized problem at mode 0
N2 = A,6° + 3U(y)g° + KOy, ) + (1) Zs(y),  in Dag x (0,7),
{fﬁo(% 0) = eoZo(y), in Dapg(o)-

The main result for mode 0 is the following

(7.10)
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Proposition 7.2. Let v,a,0 € (0,1). Suppose ||h°|,21a < +00. Then there exists a solution
(¢°,°, eq) to problem (7.10), which depends on h° linearly such that
N Jor [yl <2R7,

16°(y, 1) + (1 + [y [V  (y,1)] S N log R||h°|[p04a 4 117
ﬁ, for 2R% < |y| < 2R,

S, 0 Zsdly
g Z5Pdy
where O[h°)] is a linear operator of h° satisfying

OR]] £ X R~ log RN 240
for a’ € (0,a). Futhermore, it holds that
leo[n°]] S AZIIR° b 2+a-

o)) = ‘]

b

Remark 7.1. If we define

¢

4
bomai= s Lt |yl (6%, O + 1+ WDIVew.0)l],  (7.11)

(5,)€Dan x (0,1) AL () R7(A=9) (t) log R
then Proposition 7.2 implies that

||¢0| 0,0,v,a S ||h0||1/,2+a-

The strategy to prove Proposition 7.2 is a new inner—outer gluing scheme. We shall decompose ¢°
into inner and outer profiles to get more refined estimates. Before we prove Proposition 7.2, we first
state a result for the following problem

W00 = 8,04 3U2(0)0 + hnt) 4 (025~ 070, n Dan x 0.7,
(ZS(ZJ, 0) = O, in DQR(O)'
Proposition 7.3. Letv,a € (0,1). Then for sufficiently large R and any h satisfying |||, 244 < +00,
there exists a solution (¢, c) to (7.12) which is linear in h such that
LR %log R
[o(y, ) + (L+ [y Ve, 1) < A*Wﬂh v.24as (7.13)
Ot) = _ Jpu W25y,
fDQR |Z5|2dy
and
c(t) — / hZo| S AL(t) Hh —~ ZO/ hZ + e "B|h|ly24a - (7.14)
Dar D2r v,2+a

The proof of Proposition 7.3 can be carried out similar to that of [12, Section 7] (see also [30, Section
5.2]). Proposition 7.3 will be needed to describe the inner profile of ¢ when the inner—outer gluing
scheme is carried out.

Proof of Proposition 7.2. Suppose
¢ (y. 1) = &Y + e(t) Zo(y)
with ¢} solving problem
Ny = Ayd+3U%(y)p + hO(y,t) + & (t) Zs — c(t) Zo, in Dag x (0,7),
{¢(ya 0) =0, in Dag(o)-
For e € C*((0,T)), we get
Ny = Ay¢” + 30767 + h0(y,1) + E(8) Zs + [Né(t) — poe(t) — e(t)] Zo(y),

(7.15)
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from which we see that a natural choice of bounded solution e(t) to
N2é(t) — poe(t) — c(t) =0, t € (0,T)

e(t) = — /t ' exp (— /t ! AQL(OS) ds> ;2(83)@. (7.16)

Therefore, ¢° solves problem (7.10) with the initial condition ¢"(y,0) = e(0)Zy(y). It is clear from
(7.16) and (7.14) that

is

leo] S A NR°llv 2
So, to solve (7.10), we only need to consider (7.15).
Now we carry out an inner—outer gluing scheme for the mode 0. Consider

Ny = Ayo + 3U%(y)d + hO(y, 1) + &(t) 25 — c(t) Zo,  in Dag x (0,7),

#(y,0) =0, in Dagr(o), (7.17)
¢ =0, on 9Dyg x (0,7T).

We shall construct ¢° solving (7.17) of the form
QSO = ¢2ut + MR, ¢?n’

NR. =1 ol
B R*

R, =R’ for o€ (0,1).
A solution ¢° to (7.17) is found if ¢¥,, and ¢?, solve the system
>\28t¢2ut = Ay¢gut +3(1— nR*)U2(y) Sut +C[ ?n] +(1- nR*)h07 in Dag x (0,7)
Gout(y,0) = 0, in Dap(g) (7.18)
0. =0, on dDyr x (0,7)

where

with 7 defined in (3.5) and

/\26t¢?n = Ay¢?n + 3U2(y) ?n + 3U2(y) gut + h? + 50Z5 —cZy, in DQR* X (O7T) (7 19)
zon(yv O) =0, in DQR* (0) '
where
Clp%n) == 00 (Mg, — N20pnr,) +2VinR, - Vi,
We first consider the outer part (7.18). For the model problem
)\28t¢ = A'L/J + ho in DQR X (07T)
Y(y,0) =0, in D21?,(0)
Y =0, on 0D x (0,T)
we have
[¥llve S 1A% lv24 (7.20)

by 8 € (0,1/2) and the parabolic comparison. Then we apply the above estimate to the following
problem
AN20pp = A +3(1 — g, U + h°  in Dag x (0,7)

1/J(y> 0) =0, in DQR(O) (721)
’(/) = O, on 6D2R X (O,T)
and we claim that the solution ¥ to (7.21) satisfies

v,a 5 ||h0Hu,2+a~

1]
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Indeed, by (7.20), we only need to estimate

v

]- - 2 1 - —r v,a
3( NR. )U ¢ ( MR, )1 ¥ |y‘4+a”w” s
AI/
< R72 *
~ T 1+ |y|2+a
and we conclude that
1301 = 1)U llv2ta S B2 ¢lb.a- (7.22)

So from (7.20) and (7.22), we obtain
[¥llva S 1B = nr)U?Y + 50l 244
S R llva + 180,244
and for R, sufficiently large, it follows that
(R [P [ e (7.23)

as desired.
We look for a solution ¢9,, to problem (7.18). By (7.23), we get

¢outllvar S ICI@Gluz+ar + (1 = nR )R, (7.24)
where a’ € (0,a). Here ¢9,, defines a linear operator of ¢? and h®. We write it as ¢2,,[¢Y, , hY]. Now
we need to find ¢? solving the inner part

/\28,5(;5?” = Ay(rb?n + 3U2(y) i)n + 3U2( ) out[ in> ho] + hO + COZ5 —¢Zp, in DQR X (0 T) (7 25)
0 .(¥,0) =0, in Dyp, (o). '
To solve the inner part (7.25), we consider the fixed point problem
?n = T [3U2( ) out[ ?n’ho] + h‘o]
in the function space equipped with the norm
[ pgnllo« = sup AR log R)THL + [yl*) [[0%.] + (1 + [y VeR,|] -
(y,t)€D2r, x(0,T)
We apply Proposition 7.3 in the inner regime Dor, x (0,7), then (7.13) gives
17190« S l9llv2+a- (7.26)
We claim that )
IC[@%]lv24ar S RE = log Rl 62, |0, (7.27)
Indeed, we evaluate
|C[ ?n = ’¢0 AWR* - )\28#71%*) + 2v773* : V(b?n’
““log R
< R A )\u 0
| | 1 + | ‘4 ||¢zn 0
Alog R pa'—a
~ 14 |y‘2+a/ * ||¢ ||0*
which proves (7.27). From (7.24) and (7.27), we then get that

ou Va<Ra_a10R « (1= *h v,2+a’

6] BRIl + (1= 1) s o

< RY*1og R||6,llo,- + RE K],

Next, we compute

AY
13U (y) o] S WW%

)\l/
S TP

||¢out||1/,a/'
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So we get

13U (1) doutllv2+a S Idoutllv.ar- (7.29)
By (7.28) and (7.29), we obtain

13U (®)@0ut 2+ S RS log Rl 6%, lox + B~ [A°lly,2a- (7.30)
Therefore, we conclude from (7.26) that
1T [BU2()85,:[ @0, 11 + B0 S B~ log Rl[¢S,llo.« + 1R lv.24a;
which shows that the operator
in = T [3U% () douildim, 1”1 + h°]

is a contraction if R, is sufficiently large. A unique fixed point ¢?, thus exists and
162 lore S 150,20 (7.31)
Replacing a’ by «a in the computations of (7.24) and (7.27), we obtain
190utllva S log RIR°|lu2+q- (7.32)
Recalling ¢° = ¢2,,; + nr., 9%, and combining (7.31) and (7.32), we conclude

Ro(d—a)
for |y|] <2R°
0 0 v 0 1+|ylt 2 — ’
)+ (1 + \Y% O] < Alog R|A ||y 244
620 )|+ (1+ 5| V6", O] S A log R4 {Hlyla, for 2R* < ly| < 2.

Finally, we prove the estimate of c°. By Proposition 7.3, we get
Jpym, (W0 43U ()00,4 (6%, h°1) Zsdy
3 .
s, 12517y
Notice that 3U%(y)¢Y,;[¢?,, kY] is linear in h°. By (7.30) and (7.31), we conclude that

outl¥in>

A =—

S X (RE = log RI¢0, o, + R 10

u,2+a)

/ 3U2(5) ¢ 6%, 1) Zs
DR,

S N R log R|W° ||y z+a-
The proof is complete. O

2. Construction at modes 1 to 4.

As we can see in mode 0, the estimates are somewhat deteriorated inside the inner regime, and
this will result in difficulties when solving the inner problem. One can observe that, for modes 1 to
4, the kernel function for the corresponding linearized operator has faster decay than mode 0 which
suggests that the estimates at modes 1 to 4 should be better than mode 0’s. Inspired by the argument

in [16, Section 7], we shall carry out the construction for modes 1 to 4 by means of the blow-up
argument.
We perform the change of variable
) n / b ods
T="A(t) =710 <
o AZ(s)
so that
|log(T" —t)|?

Tt Ai| log T

We choose the constant 4 > 0 so that
7_71/1 !
for 11 € (0,1).
The main proposition for modes 1 to 4 is the following.
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Proposition 7.4. Assume a1 € (1,2),11 € (0,1), ||k, 244, < +00, and
/ R (y, 7)Zi(y)dy = 0, for all T € (19, +00),i=1,--- 4.
Dar

For sufficiently large R, there exists a pair (¢',eq) solving

O, = Apt +3U%¢" + h'(y,7), y € Dag x (10,00)
{¢1(y,70) = e0Zo(y), y € Dar
and (', eq) = (¢'[h'], eo[h']) defines a linear operator of h' that satisfies
16 s S NAH o 2400

and ,
leo[P' 1| S 777 W |y 240 -

In order to prove Proposition 7.4, we consider the following Cauchy problem
O, ' = Ap' + 3U2¢r + bl (y,7) — (1) Zo(y), yERY 7>17
¢'(y,m0) = 0, y eR?

with h! supported in Dag X (70, +00) and ||h!||,, 244, < +oc in the (y,7) variable, where 11 € (0,1)
and a; € (1,2). For notational convenience, we denote ¢! by ¢ and k' by h in the following lemma.

(7.33)

Lemma 7.1. Assume a1 € (1,2),11 € (0,1), |||y, 244, < +00, and

/ h(y,7)Z:(y)dy =0, for all T € (19,4+00), i =1,---,4.
R4
For 1 sufficiently large, the solution ¢(y,T) to

0-¢ = Ap +3U%¢ + h(y,7) — (1) Zo(y), y €RY, 727

oy, 7)Zo(y)dy = 0, for all T € (19, +00), (7.34)
R4
¢(97 TO) = 07 Yy € R4
satisfies
oW llay,m S NIhll2+ar,7- (7.35)
Further,

le(m)l S 7 B [|hll24ar 7 for 7 € [10, 1),

where ||h|lp.r, == SUPrefry,ry) T suﬂg(l + |y |h(y, 7).
ye

Proof. Note that problem (7.34) is equivalent to problem (7.33) for
h(y, 7) Zo(y)d
C(T) _ f]R4 (y T) 02(y) Yy
Jpa 1 Zo(y)|2dy
By the time decay of h and spatial decay of Zy (see (7.2)), we have
[e(m)] £ 7R |24y - (7.36)

Now we prove (7.35) by blow-up argument.
By standard parabolic theory, for any R’ > 0, there exists a constant K depending on R’ and 7
such that

lo(y,7)| < K, in Bgr/ X [19,71].
Tt is easy to check that ¢ = is a super-solution to the original equation (7.34). Thus, ||¢||a,,~ <

+00. We claim that

_Cc
1+]y[*1

QZ/)Zi:OfOI‘ all 7 € [T(),Tl], 1= 1, ,4.
D2r
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Indeed, we multiply (7.34) by Z;ng:, where ng: := 77('%) and 7 is the standard cut-off function defined

n (3.5). Then we have

Lo T) - Zige = / ds /4 ) - Lolnr Zi] + hZing: — c(s) ZoZinw:).-
R R
Further computation gives

/ (6(+8) - Lol 2] + hZimgr — c(s)Zo Zins).

/ &(-,8)Mr Lol Zi] + Zi Ang + 2Vnr -V Zi| + hZing — c(s) Zo Zing:

for some € > 0. By takmg R’ — 400, we get the desired result.
Now we want to prove

H¢||a1,7'1 ~ ||h||2+a177'1
We prove by contradiction. Suppose that there exist sequences 7f — +o00 and ¢y, hg, ¢, satisfying

T¢]€ = A¢k + 3U2(y)¢k + hk — Ck(T)Zo(y)7 Yy e R47 T > 70,
/ br(y, T )dy—OforallTe[To,q—f) i=0,1,--- 4,

and
1Dkllay, 7t =10 Nklloay, e = 0. (7.37)
By (7.36), we know sup, ¢z, -+ 7 Yiep (1) — 0. We claim that
sup 74| (y, )| = 0 (7.38)
To<T<TF

uniformly on compact subsets of R*. We prove (7.38) by contradiction.
Case 1. For some |y;| < M and 79 < 75 < 7§, if

(m5)" | ne(ye, 5] >

l\D\»—l

then we know that 75 — 4o00. Define

Ou(y,7) = (15)" dnly, 75 + 7).
Then
Oy ok = Lo[ok] + his — &,(7) Zo(y) in R* x (10 — 75, 0].
Due to the spatial decay of h and ¢, we know hy, — 0, &, — 0. By comparison, we get

‘&k(?ﬁ T) <

|_WinR4X(TO—TQk,O].

Hence, up to a subsequence, ¢ — ¢ uniformly on compact subsets with ¢ # 0 and
9 = A¢ +3U%(y)$ in R* x (—o0,0],

/¢y, (y)dy =0 forall 7€ (—o00,0], j=0,1,---,4,
(7.39)

|¢(y77-) < in R4 X (—00,0]7

< 1+ |y\“1
oy, 1) =0, y € R™.
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Note that the orthogonality conditions above are well-defined if a; > 1. We now claim that & = 0.
Indeed, by parabolic regularity theory, o(y, ) is smooth. By scaling argument, we get

1

Vol + |¢r| +|Ad| S T
Differentiating (7.39) with respect to 7, we get O, ¢, = Agr + 3U2(y)¢>T and
1
V T + T + A T~ T AL
Ve 6o+ 180 S e

Differentiating (7.39) with respect to 7 and integrating, we get
1 - L.
50 [ 1.2+ B(G..6.) =0,
R4
where
BG.6) = [ V3R =300y
Since fR4 ¢~)(y,7') - Zj(y)dy =0 for all 7 € (—00,0], j =0,1,--- 4, B(QZ;,QNS) > 0. Also, we have

[ 1orl? = —30.5G.5)

0
o [ 1 <o [ ar [ 16P<toc
R4 —o0 R4

Hence gZN)T = 0. So (;NS is independent of 7 and L [J)] = 0. Since g?) is bounded, by the non-degeneracy
of Ly, ¢ is a linear combination of Z;, j = 1,---,4. From orthogonality conditions fR4 ¢-Zj =0,

From above, we get

j=1,--- 4, we obtain ¢Z = 0, a contradiction. Thus,

sup 77|k (y, 7)| = 0.

To<T<T

Case 2. Suppose there exists y, with |yi| — 400 such that

() (U Tyl 7)) > 3.

Let
Gz, 7) = (75) |yl “ b (yi + lyelz, Ly + 75).
Then ~ ~ ~ ~
Orpr = A + apdp + hp(2,7),
where
ar, = 30U (yx + lyx|2)

and

hio(z,m) = (1) ye P b (g + yel 2, lye P+ 73) = (7)o elyul P+ 73) Zo(yne + lyil2).
By the definition of Ay,

: ((75) Hyw*r + 1)
hi(z,7)| S ol -
‘ k( )| ~ ( ) |yk+Z|2+‘“

with
Uk = I
[yl
and |é| = 1. Thus hi(z,7) — 0 uniformly on compact subsets of R*\ {é} x (—o0,0] and a;, has the
same property. Moreover, \qgk(O,To)\ > % and

N ky—1 2 1)~
|¢k(2’,7’)| 5 ((7—2) A|yk| T+ )
|9k + 2|*
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Hence we may assume &k — (;NS # 0 uniformly on compact subsets of R*\ {¢} x (—oo, 0] with (;NS satisfying
br =A¢ inR*\ {&} x (—00,0] (7.40)

and

|p(2,7)| < |z —e|7™ in R*\ {&} x (—o0,0]. (7.41)
Claim: functions ¢ satisfying (7.40) and (7.41) are 0.
Without loss of generality, we assume é = 0. Then

{ br = A, inR*\ {0} x (—o0,0],

- 7.42
|6(2,7) < |27, in R\ {0} x (—00,0]. 72

We consider the function @(p, 7) = (p2+c7)~ 2 +ep~2 for some constant ¢ > 0. Direct computations

give us
2

U, — A =a1(p®+er)" T2 (2—ay — g)p2 + (4ec — C5)7’ .
Then we know that if a; < 2, we can always find ¢ > 0 such that @(p, 7+ M) is a super-solution, where
M is a large constant. Thus, |¢| < 2u(p,7 + M). By letting M — oo and the arbitrariness of €, we

get ¢ = 0, a contradiction. The proof is complete. O
Proof of Proposition 7.4. From Lemma 7.1, for any 7, > 19 with 79 fixed sufficiently large, we have

6! (5, DI S 7 (L4 [y~ 17 240y, for all 7 € (70,71), y € R

and )

le(T)| < 77 R ||hY 240, ., for all T € (79, 71).
By assumption, ||h!|,, 244, < +00 and ||A!|24ay,7 < A1y 244, for an arbitrary 7. It then follows
that

01y, I S 77 (L + [y)) " B oy 240, for all 7 € (10,7), y € R

and )

le(T)| < 77 R ||hY|4, 244, for all 7 € (10,71).
By the arbitrariness of 71, we have

16" (@, DI S 771+ [y) ™ 1B [y 240, for all 7 € (ro,+00), y € R?

and

le(T)] < TTYIRM |50y 24q, for all T € (19, +00).
The gradient estimates follows from the scaling argument and the standard parabolic theory. The
proof is complete. O

3. Construction at higher modes j > 5.
For higher modes j > 5, we recall that
W= hi(r,1)0;, o[t = ¢;(r,1)6;
Jj=5 j=5
and let ¢ [h"] solve the following problem
Moy =Nyo+3U%(y)¢+ht,  in Dy x (0,7T),

¢ =0, on ODyr x (0,7),
¢(,O) = 0, in DQR.
Similarly, it follows from [12, Section 7] that
1
67y, Ol + L+ IV (v, 1) S A = 1h [lv,24a- (7.43)

14yl
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Proof of Proposition 7.1. Recall that

lh] = ¢°[1°] + &' [1'] + ¢t [h].
The validity of Proposition 7.1 is concluded from Proposition 7.2, Proposition 7.4 and (7.43). The
proof is complete. U

8. SOLVING THE INNER—OUTER GLUING SYSTEM

In this section, we shall solve the inner—outer gluing system by the linear theories developed in
Section 6 and Section 7, and the Schauder fixed point theorem. Our goal is to find a solution
(¢%, @1, ¢t 1h, A, €) to the inner—outer gluing system in Section 4 so that the desired blow-up solu-
tion is constructed. We shall solve the inner—outer gluing system in the function space X defined in
(8.76). First, we make some assumptions about the parameter functions.

We write
_ |ogT|(T —t)

M) = —F—
©= T — P
and assume that for some numbers ¢y, co > 0,
c1| A (8)] < [A()] < ea]Ai(t)| for all t e (0,T).

Recall that we take R(t) = A7 (t) for 8 € (0,1/2).

In Section 8.1 and Section 8.2, for given ||¢°[|0.0..as [0 lvr.ars 19 var 10N+ 12100, IMIF, I€llG
bounded, we shall first estimate right hand sides G(¢, 1, A, &) and H(®, ¢, A, £) in the inner and outer
problems. Here the above norms are defined in (7.11), (7.5), (6.4), (8.74) and (8.75).

8.1. The outer problem: estimates of G. Recall from (4.5) that the outer problem

Yy = A(r,z)w + nT_Zlarw + g(¢7’¢7 )\,5) in D x (07T)
where

G, 0, N, €) = 3A"2(1 = nr)U*(y) (¥ + Z* + Vo + ¥y)

-3 2 (n—HA~!
+ A7 [(Aynr)d +2Vyng - Vyd — N odmg] + ~————00,1r
+ (]- - nR)]C[)\a 5] + Sout[)‘v g] - Sout P\*vg*} + (1 - nR)N(W)
with Sous defined in (3.15), K[\, €] defined in (3.14) and
N(w) = (U* +w)? — (U*)? - 3U§75w.
In order to apply the linear theory Proposition 6.1, we estimate all the terms in G(¢, ¥, A, £). Define
G(o, ¥, A &) =91+ 92+ g3

with ) )

91 :=3A"(L = nr)U~(y) (¥ + Z* + 0. Vo + V1),

— A1
g2 1= A3 [(AynR)Qb +2Vyng - Vyop — >\2¢at77R] + % ¢0rR,

g3 = (1 - UR)ICP\;f] + Sout[/\ag] - Sout[)‘wg*] + (1 - UR)N(W)-
To estimate g1, we need to estimate the corrections ¥y and ¥; defined in (3.10) and (3.16), respectively.
Estimates of Vg and 9,V

We first estimate the size of ¥y. Decompose

2

b s -5 gt .l e Wy
U = —ao/ )\(s)eizds =—a / +/ /\(5)672(15. (8.1)
-7 ¢ -7 t—<2 ¢
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For the first integral above, we have two cases

e ForT —t > %, we further decompose

=5 1_6—% t=(T—t) -5 . 1_6—%
M) —C s = / +/ M) —E s,
/—T ¢? -7 t—(T—t) ¢?

Since T'— s < 2(t — s) and 4(57;) < 1, the first integral above can be evaluated as

2

t=(T-t)  q_ - t=(T—t) |}
/ )\(S)eidsﬁ/ | (S)|ds

-T ¢ -T T—s

t*(T*t) 1
<llo T/ ds
SleeTl | T ) logT = 9P

<1

Similarly, for the second integral

2 2 2

t_% 1— 6_ 4(575) T | 10 T

' gT|
Mo s < [ s
/t—(T—t) ¢? t—(r—t) (t —5)|log(T — s)|?

| log T'| 2
_ Moe Tl () og(T —
S Togm — o 8\ 7 ) ~leeT =1

<Al [log(p® + A?) + 1] .

. F01"Tft<%,sinces<tf<2 <t— (T —1t), we compute

4
-1 t—(T—1) |3
[T B O
_r t—s 7 T—s

Then we evaluate

t 1= —«57:) 1 [t .
/ )\(s)eidssg/ CAs)lds S 1.
t

-5 ¢ -5
Combining (8.1)—(8.5), we conclude that
[Wo| < |Al [log(p? +A%) +1].

Then we want to compute the size of 0,¥y. Similarly, we have

t
aw«:fag[TM@M@me—ggw

42574(5735») __¢ i

t Smsy 2t 2e 9

< (r— 2(n—4)(T—t))/ A(s) 1 ds
-7 ¢

2

__ < 2
t—s __ 6T
% — 24 2e 4(t—s)>

— (r— /200 — (T = 1) /47+/t7£ A(s)< i

ds.

(8.2)
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For the first integral, we decompose
2
27 A —s) —
A(s ds
[, e g
2 2 ¢2
C e 4(t—s) B — 1=
N ( e 22T )
= +/ A(s) ds
[T t—(T—1) ¢t
t—(T—1) < . 1 ¢ 1
< +/ (s A=) ds 8.8
R IR L= e = &8
t—(T—t) - 5
() e,
-T t—(T—t) (t—s)
=(T-t) 1< 5
< / M) gy / ) s
-7 (T - s) t—(r—t) (t—35)
A Al
< 2t
~T—t + P2+ N2
On the other hand, one has
<2
e AM—s) — 242 19
t ( 2(t—s) ¢ _ |>\| (8.9)
/t,ﬁ)\(s) i dSNp2+)\2.
By (8.7), (8.8) and (8.9), we obtain
Uy < (r—+/2(n—4)(T —t)) max ﬁ A . (8.10)
~ T —1 p2+ A2

Estimate of ¥,

Similar to the proof of Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 in the Appendix, the correction term
U, given by (3.16) can be estimated as

|z —w|?

|0 | N/ /n ¢ b)Q Sout[ s &) (w, s)dwds, (8.11)

where

Sout [>\*7£*] = UA*@* (A(r,z)ﬂ* - 3t77*) +2Vn, VUA*,E* + (ﬂf

n—4

n—4
— n*)Ui)Mg* + U)\*V&‘* Taﬂy*

+ Vo[ A]0rmi + VoAl A 2yme + 2V - VW[N] — Wo[A] O
n—4 n—4

+ N+ (1 = nr)OWo[As] + nu(1 — mﬁm

)‘;233;1 Ul(y)

+ (1 — nR)/\:QVU : 5*
Here we take the term
n—4 n—4
Ux..e. D@ 2)ns + 777*(1 —nr)0r Yol A] + 104 (1 —nR) (

- \7%9,U A2VU - )
/\*y1+§r,* * Y1 (y)+ * 5
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in Sout[A«, &« as an example, and all the estimates for other terms can be carried out in a similar
manner. By the definition of 7, in (3.4) and (8.10), we have

n—4
Un, 6. D@2y + Tm(l —1R)0rWo[A]
Ax

1
N (T — )2 X{p~vT—1} T )\*Rimx{k*RSpS\/T—t}'
On the other hand, thanks to our choice
Ero(t) = V/2(n — 4)(T — 1),

we have
ot n—4 _  (n—4)\y
n )\*yl + fr,* gr,*()‘*yl + fr,*) ’
and thus
(1—ng) (Hﬂa Uly) + \,2VU - € )
T R >\*y1 + 57“,* x Yy Yy * *
< )\Ily% X 25T
¥ &t + &) (14 [y[2)2 RSS2
)\—1
<
~(T—-t)R?
Then from (8.11), we obtain
Eo(s) 1 AL(s)
U, < / + + * ds
WIS T T N @REVT s T T 9)R) (8.12)

< [og(T — 1)[AP (1),
where we have used R(t) = A (¢).
Estimate of g;.

Since we shall solve ¢ in the function space X, defined in (8.71), we get
g1 =32 (L= nr)U(y) (¢ + Z" + Vo + Uy)

< R_2(t))\:_2+%(O)R_2_a+%(0)| log T
~ (r, 2) — £(8)2 X{I(r,2) -2~y 9]«

R() R (t)] log(T — 1)
v \y B 7+ ) \
+ (r2) — g(t)|2X{\(T,z) €(t)\2>\*R}|| lloo + (r,2) — E(0))2 X{|(r,2) 5(t)|2)\*R}|| Il oo

L B0 0)os(T — )
(r, 2) — E(1)]2 X{l(r,z)—€(t)| =X\ R}

by using (8.12). So by the choice of the weight g2 as in (6.2), we have
[g1llee STl + 127 [0 + [[Alloo +1) (8.13)

provided

v=2+3+BU+a—-2)—1n>0,

28 — vy >0, (8.14)

483 —1—wv9 > 0.
Here ¢q is a small positive number.
Estimate of gs.

Thanks to the cut-off, go is supported in
{(ryz,t) e D x (0,T): MR <|(r,z) = &) <2\R, t € (0,T)},
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and we have
92 = A" [(AynRr) +2Vyng - Vyd — /\Q(amRW] + POrMR

SAUT 3R2“10gR(1—|—r—\/ n—4)(T —t) +)\)\R)X{‘TZ) £(t)|~A. R}
X (||¢O||0,o,v7a + ||¢ ||V1,a1 =+ ||¢ ||V,a)
p A (Mlosk - o]
VT —t \1+ Ri+e T grve 19 a1 +R1+a e
S (R*"log R+ \/*Rlog R+ A2V R =)0, (160,00 + 16" 11,0 + 6™ [l0) -
So it follows that

(n—4)A~1

160,00 +

lg2lls ST (16°0,0,0.0 + 16 1.0 + 167 10.a) (8.15)
provided

OI<a<a<l,
B <3, (8.16)
Bl+a—a)+v—v — 3 <0.

Here ¢q is a small positive number.

Estimate of g3.

We want to estimate g3 = (1 — nr)K1[\, €] + Sout [N, €] — Sout[As, &) + (1 — )N (w). Recall from
(4.7) that

KA €] = . W—R[A]].

We first estimate R[] defined in (3.12). Recalling

7§rér+ *fzéz*)\t)'\t t
R[/\]aol(r )A(t)gﬂy)%l/g (1 <>]/TA(S)]€C(<7HM5
t
(7)) .
+)\(t)(1+|y|2)3/2/_T)‘(s) [—Chec(Cot = 8) + ke (¢t — 5)] ds
and .
G t) =
we have
e 2(1—64&1))
/ Ms)ke(C t — s)ds :/TA etl;)_ . N
t_ﬁ P
5 ¢ A(s)
S (/T () A(S)(t_s)QdS—f—/t_f ?ds (817)
S BV VNI A
< —_
N / =) ds+/t_(T_t) A(s) (t—3)2d8+ c
<|7C 1Al
Sroite
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and

[ ) [=Chec(Cot = ) + el = )] ds

2 2

CZ
‘ ¢ 8 <1 — e_4<ts>) __<
. 2 A(t—>s) A(t—s)
= / A(s) ¢ - ce ds

+

P O &3 4t =)
(8.18)
t—(T—t) t—% . C CS t )\(S)
< A\
< (/T */tm)) 0 (50 ) d”/tcf o
AlE ¢ A
ST " T—82 ¢
From (8.17) and (8.18), we obtain
. 1 A2 1 My -E+N) y-E4 A
RIS A ((T ey ¢t R Sl ) A By B Yo y|2>> (519

Now we evaluate the first term (1—ng)K1[A, €] in g3 by using (8.19). Thanks to the cut-off (1—ng)n.,
the term (1 — ngr)K1[A, €] is supported in

{(r,z,t) €D x (0,T): MR < |(r,2) — £(t)] < 25\/T—t}.

So we get

(1 =nr)K1[\, €] = (1 —nr)n.

20002 (HA(L)
1+ )2 RW]

S R Mlss02 + Moo ™202(1 + [I€lle) + I |oo 03,
where the || - ||g-norm is defined in (8.75). We see that if

-2
{”2 p<0 (8.20)
vy, —1<0
then one has
(X = nr)Ci[A El[x ST (Al[oo + I€llc +1) (8.21)

for some ¢ > 0.
Next, we consider Sout[A, £] — Sout[As, &«]. Similarly, direct computations yield that

Sl — Sy £ 270 L
out [ out [ SxJl 5 Ty |(T7Z)_g(mzX{\(TVZ)—é(t)IZA*R}

ST

where o/, ¢ > 0. So we get
”Sout P\af] — Sout [)‘*75*]”** 5 Te. (8-22)
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Finally, we compute the nonlinear terms
(L =np)N (W) = (1 —ng) (U* +w)’ — (U*)® = 3UF ¢w) S (1 —nr)U"w’
-1
N T (A 'nrd)? + (0.90)? + 9% + (2°)? + UF] (1 — ng)
S MR 10g R 6015 5001 + AZTVRYTIN O], oy 0
ARG gor + [og(T — 1P| A 2AL
v—4+2 4 16 _ *
TR ONTT ORI (0) log TPl 2+ N2l 271
+ A2 ()N
+ AT log(T — 1) 02
Therefore, we obtain that for ¢y > 0
1L = )N @)lls ST (16°05 00 + 16717, 0 + 167150 + 1012+ 12715 + [Allo + 1)
provided
v—pB(20(4—a)+a—238)>0,
2v; —v— Bl —2a1) >0,
v — Bla—2a) >0,

vy < 1,
w—3+2—wm+pE+2a-1)>0,
4571/271>0.

37

(8.23)

(8.24)

Collecting (8.13), (8.14), (8.15), (8.16), (8.21), (8.20), (8.22), (8.23) and (8.24), we conclude that

for a fixed number ¢y > 0

1G]x ST (191lx +112* oo + 19° 10,00 + 10 11,01 + 197 b0 + [ Alloo + [IElle + 1)
with the parameters 3, a, a1, a, v, v1, 9,0 chosen in the following range
v—2+31+B8@+a-2)—1n>0,

283 — vy > 0,

48—y — 1> 0,

0<a<a<l,

B<3

Bl+a—a)+v—uv —1<0,
v—320(4—a)+a—8) >0,

21 —v — Bla—2a1) >0,
v—p(a—2a)>0,

vy < 1,
20—3+2 — vy + B4 +2a—18) >0

(8.25)

(8.26)

8.2. The inner problems: estimates of H°, #' and H*. Recall from (4.3) that the inner problem

is the following
N = Ay¢ 43U (y)¢ + H(p, ¢, A, &) in Dag x (0,T)
where

—4)\
H(0. 0, X ). 1) = 3NV (y) Vo + 0 + 27O +&,1) + gZJ1+)§

(n—4)A\3

(byl

FANVyd-y+0)+ Vo €| +
+ NN (W) + N[\, €] + 3AU? (y) ¥4

n*ar\llo
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with K[\, €] defined in (3.14). Since the inner—outer gluing relies on delicate analysis of the space-

time decay of solutions, we further decompose the inner problem (4.3) into three different spherical
harmonic modes

#°(-,0) =0 in Dyg

{A%s% = Ay¢! +3U2(y)dt + H (¢, 10, A, €)  in Dyg x (0,7)

{A%g = Ay¢° +3U2(y)¢° + HO(¢, 0, A\, €)  in Dy x (0,T)

¢1(70):0 in DZR
{A%f = Aot +3U(y)pt + HE (6,0, 0,€)  in Dag x (0,T)

¢(-,0) =0 in Dyg
with
0008 = [ HG.6.0.080(0). (5.27)
4
1,0, €) = Z ( /S 3 H(¢,w,%€)@j(9)d9) 0, (8.28)
and B
HE (6, 9,0, €) = (/wws) ,(0)d )@j, (8.29)
j>5

where ©; (j = 0,1,---) are spherical harmonics. From the linear theory in Section 7, we know that
for H = HO +H' + H' satisfying

#2417 s 24015 1 v24a < +00,

there exists a solution (¢°, ¢!, ¢+, %, ¢’) (¢ =1,--- ,4) solving the projected inner problems
N2g) = 8,67 + BU()" + HO(6,0, 0, ) + %5 in Dan x (0,7) 8:30)
#°(-,0) =0 in Do '
4
/\2¢% = AU¢1 + 3U2(y)¢1 + H1(¢7 '(/)7 /\7 5) + E; CéZf in D2R X (Oa T) (8 31)
#'(-,0) =0 in Dog
N2 = A,0* +3U()¢" + HE(6.0. M) in Do x (0.7) 832)
¢+ (-,0) =0 in Dog '

and the inner solution ¢[H] = ¢°[H°] + ¢! [H] + ¢ [HL] with proper space-time decay can be found
ensuring the inner—outer gluing to be carried out. First, we choose all the parameters such that

HHO||V,2+a7 ||H1||V1,2+a17 ||%l||l/,2+a < +o0.

To this end, we first give some estimates for H.
e By (8.6), we have

IBAU? (1) [ Wo( Ay + &, 1) + ¥(\y + &, t) + Z* (Ay + &, 1)]|

A«(t) —2-a+8
0)R™2~* n (0)|logT " Z | -
Ty (0) (O)[log T[[|+[|« + (1 27| }

(8.33)

< [1A.] (log A, + Log(1+ Jy)) + X2 7>F7
~ 1 * * *
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e By (8.10), we obtain

. . n—4)\3
‘A [)\(Vycﬁ Y+ @)+ Vyo- 5} + %n*&%
. (AR ]og R
<)\ )\ = 0 o,v,a ! vi,a - Va) 834
N Ty LA P (8:34)
A A A
M—5 || |1 a —2(n —4)(T —t )
+ €1+ \y|1+‘“ ||¢ H 1,01 + m(r (7’L )( ))1+|y|2
e Using (8.6), (8.12) and (8.19), we evaluate
|NN () + N[N, €] + 3AU (y) P4 |
A2 _ *
S ‘H—le (A R)? + (0 %o)* + 07 + (27) + Wi] + N°K[A, ¢]
L C 1 T R <GNP I Ay Y
1+ [y[10 Dowa T T ypre 19 e T T e 19
2v— 4+ —4—2q+ 16
)‘2( )>\ (O)R 2 +1"6(0)‘10gT‘2||wH2 ‘)\ | \log( —t)‘ (835)
1+ [y[? . 1+| 2
NPT AP log(T —1)]> | A A€ A w
1+ [yf? > 1+ |y (IT+y*)?  1+yP VT —t1+[y/*
TN (RN D VP U £ 3 (u-6+3)
(T =12 (1+[y*)? T-t L+ y?
e In the spherical coordinates, the projection of
: —4
“2OVU(y) - €(t) + ———A"2(1)0,, U

on mode 0 is given by

n—4 L
/SS e DU

Yy + &-(t)
A2 ™ |y| cos O sin? @
do
(1+ |y[?)? /0 Aly| cos 6 + &, (8.36)
A Aly[*m

= _C ,
(T4 [y)? 206 + /€2 — (Ay)?)?
where C is a constant. Note that since our choice of &, is
&~ V2(n—4)(T —1),

the above projection on mode 0 behaves exactly like the first error & defined in (3.7), and
direct computations show that the sum of these two terms does not vanish. So we can deal

with (8.36) by slightly modifying the first correction ¥y. Here we omit the details.
e Similarly, the projection of
_ : n—4
2(OVU(y) - €(t) +

—2
OO
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on mode 1 can be computed as

_ n—4 .
/S3 A2 (t)0,, U (y) <>\(t)3/1-|-§7~(t) + fr) ©1(0)dd

U (n— DAt
= /S A% U e 0w + &)

AP ™ cos®fsin 0 40
TU GO+ Sy Nyleost+ €
ot (Ol + 0N — sgt + 862 /E — (P
IRRFOEAPRE SO |

where C is a constant and we have used that é,. ~ —%. Note that in Dag, namely |y| <

2R, we have A|y| < &, for T sufficiently small. Therefo}e7 by directly expanding the above
expression, we obtain

9 n—4
o (D0 U0) (A(tm N

Then we estimate H in three different modes.
Estimate of HP°.
By (8.33)—(8.36), we obtain
\ v—2+4 —2—aq+8
Hl21a S ALl log(T — )] + AL (A7 (0)R=27% 5 (0) | log T[4
1 3 po(4 0 : 4 0
FATNZ oo + A2 RoU~) log R[|¢"[[0,0,v,a + )‘*|>‘*|RU( —a) log R||¢"[|0,0,v,a
+ AR (log RZ[¢0]12 ., 0 + X2 (R0 ()R (0) log T2
+ A2TYAPRLog(T — t)]> + A27VR| 27|12, + AP~V R |log(T — t)[?

©1(0)do

+ g;) 01(0)dh < —— (8.37)

S+ y)

k i A5V )\47VR2+a(R‘é| _|_)\)
)\1711 )\* )\* * R2+a )\171/ *
AR+ el (g e a4 2
+XVRRE 4 )
from which we conclude that
[#H0llv24a S T (16°0,00,a + 191 + 2% + [Alloo + [I€llc + 1) (8.38)
provided
v<l1
1-1+82+a-2)>0
1 —Bo(d—a)>0
1—po(4—a)>0
—280(4—a)>0
v=2o(4—a) (8.39)
2—v—af >0
v—24+3+B8(4+2a-18)>0
2—v—af >0
4—a)f—v>0
S—v—-B1+a)>0

Estimate of #!.
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From (8.33), (8.34), (8.35) and (8.37), we have
-V \ —v V_2+% —92_aq+38
[ lor 20 € AT og(T = D)l|A] 4+ A7 (X ()R> (0) [ log T1 [
. 1
FATNZ oo+ AR 0 lur 0y + Al A B9 s 01+ A2 RIY lur
AT AR AL G, o, AT AR log(T — 1)

vV— § —A— 10
F AR (AT (0) R (0) | Tog T2 (|12
3y,

+ AR ZF|1Z + AT R | log (T — t)|° + A2
MR (RIE + )

R1+a1

. )\5—1/1
+ A <( S R AT 4

T —t)2 T—t
+ A2 Ru (R +A)).
Therefore, we obtain that for ¢y > 0
1#H o 240 ST (16 1,00 + 1[92 oo + [INloo + [I€]le + 1) (8.40)

provided

v <1

v —1+24+82+a—-2)>0

1-28>0

%—1/1—5(1+a1)>0

v, >0

(8.41)
2—1v — a1,8 >0

2w—1—2+24+B(4+20—a;—28)>0
2—v1—a18>0

(4—a1)B—11>0

S—v—B(l+a)>0

Estimate of H'.
Using (8.33)—(8.35), we get
—vy v v—2+4 o4 8
[ 240 S A7 A [og(T = )] + A7 (DAL (O)R™>7* % (0)[log T[]
FATNZ oo + AR AN 07 0 + AL 07170 + A2 (AP R? log(T — t)?
v a 2v—4+8 _4—2q+ 16
F ATV (DR (DA (0)R™*729%5(0) | log T (|4 I3

5—v

: A
/\271/Ra Z* 2 A4B7VRa 1 T _+¢ 2 A* * R2+a
+NR 2+ N R o 0 + A G

NV RZFA(RIE| + M)
T —t

+ Al 4 + X2V R*(RI| + /'\)).

Thus, one has

1H v 2va ST (167 b + 191 + 127 oo + [Aloo + €]l + 1) (8.42)
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provided
O<rv<l
2-1+82+a-2)>0
1-26>0
2—v—af >0 (8.43)
v—2+84+B(d+2a-1)>0
2—v—af >0
4-—a)f—-v>0
S—v—-B(1+a)>0
Collecting (8.38)—(8.43), we conclude that for some ¢y > 0
||HO||V,2+a + ||H1||V1,2+a1 + HHL||V72+a ST (|¢0||0,a,u,a + ||¢1||u1,a1 + ||¢L||V,a
(8.44)
+ 191l + [[Mloe + il + 127 oo + 1)
provided the parameters 3, a, a1, o, v, vy, 0 satisfy
O<rv<l
2-1+482+a-2)>0
1—Bo(d—a)>0
v—2B0(4—a)>0
2—v—af >0
v—2+84+B(4+2a-1)>0
4—a)f—v>0
3—v—B1+a)>0 (8.45)
O<i<l1
v —1+24+82+a-2)>0
1-28>0
31 —B(1+4a)>0
2—v1—a1B8>0
20— -2+ 4+ BU+20—a;—2£)>0
2—v1—a18>0
(4—a1)f—11>0

8.3. The parameter problems. From (8.30)—(8.32), we need to adjust the parameter functions A(t),
&(t) such that

FNETT =0, NETT] =0, £=1,-- 4,

where 0
fD2R* H Z5dy

co[)‘7§> \I]*] =7 "———-0 HO], (846)
fDQR* |Zs5|*dy
H Z,dy
IR o i L ey S T (8.47
| | fDQR | Ze|?dy )

It turns out that we can easily achieve at the translation mode (8.47), but the scaling mode (8.46) is
more complicated.
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8.3.1. The reduced problem of &(t). We first consider the reduced equation for £(t) = (& (¢),&.(1)).
Notice that (8.47) is equivalent to

H1(¢7¢7Aa§)(y7t)21(y)dy = Oa for all t € (OvT)7 1= 1; o a4-
D2r
Recall that

= V20 = T = 1) + & (t), &) = 20+ €1 (2)

and write \Il*:d)JrZ*.Then fort=1,---,4,

H (¢,1, M, &) (y, 1) Zi(y)dy = 0

D2r
yield that
—4
57’ :br )\’€7¢’\IJ*
{ . ér [ ] (8.48)
gzj = Zj [)\7§7¢a \II*]
where
b6 = [ HINE 6021 )y
D2r
b0 = [ H N6 W0 025y for =234
D2r
with
Mo\ € 6,0 (y,t) = U (H—AU (g’ +"_4)>@ (B)dﬂ}@
e S P g ) ) '
and
4
w0 =30 | [ (-2, ) esm) e,
j=2
Here ©; (j = 1,--- ,4) are the eigenfunctions corresponding to the second eigenvalue of —Ags. Now

we want to evaluate the sizes of b.[A, &, ¢, ¥*] and b, [\, &, ¢, U*]. By direct computations, we get
b€ 0, W1 S (Ml [Tog(T = D] + A1 27|00 ) (14 O(R™))
+ AN )R (0)] log T[] (1 + O(R™))
AN onar (1 + OR™)) + A A6 10 (1 + O(R™))
+ A AR+ OR™) + X2 @12, 4y (1 + O(R7>471)
+ 2N TR () R (0) og TP [I2(1 + O(R™) (8.49)
+ A2|Z|2 (1 + O(R™Y) + A2A P log(T — 0)]*(1+ O(R™Y))
+ X log(T — (1 + O(R™1) + AAu| (1 + O(R™?))
+ 201+ OR™Y) + XA R+ AF A R2[€]
+ AL ARG (1 + O(R™Y))
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and
b, 06 0,911 S (Al og(T = O] + A1 2" ) (1+ O(R™)

V—2+%

+AOATTT(O)RT2HE (0) | log T[] (1 + O(R™))
A6 1y (14 O(RY)) 4 AL 68y 0 (1 4+ O(R™))
AR+ O(RTY) + 22 012, ,, (1+ O(R™241 1)

vi,a1

vt d (8.50)

+ A (A (0)R™+720% (0) | log T1? || (1 + O(R™1))
+ 201272 (1 + O(R™H) + A2\ log(T — 1) (1 + O(R™1))
+ AP log(T = )*(1 + O(R™) + Al A (1 + O(R™)
+ A2 (L O(R™Y) + AAIR + M AR €6
+ AT Rlllo (1 + O(RT).
Since &,.(t) = \/2(n — 4)(T — t) + &.1(t), problem (8.48) becomes
1 — (n—4)&
L V2T -6 (V2= DT -0 + &
&, = by [N € 6,07,

Then we analyze the reduced problem (8.51), which defines operators =, and =, (j = 2,3,4) that
return the solutions &, ; and &.; respectively. Here we write

= br[)‘7 fa ¢7 \IJ*]’
) (8.51)

—_
— —

== (5,5.,,5.,5,). (8.52)

We shall solve (&,1,&,,1) under the norm
Il = sup (7741600 4 M(T = 1316 + 165, (0] + (T~ )1, 0)
te(0,

for v > 0and 0 < M; < 1. From (8.51), we have

T —¢t %Jrv
O (W BN, 0, ‘I’*]HLoe(o,T)) (T -1

and
|§Zj (t)‘ < ‘ZO| + Hsz' [)‘7 ga Cb) \II*] L>(0,T) (T - t)
Therefore, we obtain
= 1+ M, 1y .
1Erlle = —5—ll€lle + (1 +M)(T = )27 [[br[A & &, U7]l| L 0, (8.53)
and
120l < l2ol + (T = 7 b2, 0, 6, 9 o o0 - (8.54)
By (8.49), (8.50), (8.53) and (8.54), we conclude that for some constant C' > 0
—_ 1 + M 1, 14, 3 .
e < |50 cam)@—oF (A aTAIR) el

+ O+ M) (T —t)z~" {/\*(t)AZ_Hf‘(O)RQO‘*i

Dl + Al 27 oo (8.55)

+ AFT N[0 s ar + Al Moo + A*}
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and

— —v v—2+4 —2—q+ 8 *

122,16 < J2ol + CT =)~ A BAT T (O)R™27F[$l]s + Al 270
(8.56)
O X0 s+ A Al A (AP 4 22514 R) ||s||c,~] .

8.3.2. The reduced problem of A(t). Since the reduced problem of X is essentially the same as that
of [16], we shall follow the strategy and logic in [16, Section 8§].
From direct computations, we see that (8.46) gives a non-local integro-differential equation

/t As) (W) ds + cod = a[\, &, W¥I(t) + 2. [\, €, ¢, U¥(1), (8.57)
_rt—s t—s
where
B Z5(y)
0 =200 / T+l ™
A&V == [ 3U0) (Wo+ 9 Zs(o)d, (8.58)

and the remainder term a. [\, &, ¢, U*](¢) turns out to be smaller order and has the following bound

lar X &0, UT)(O] S [ ARTETD (L4 A]) + A 2RI H&IIG} log R||¢"[l0,0,v,a(1 + O(R:?))

+ A2 RIAlog(T — )] + A2 1R (log R)?|[6°|[3 5.,,(1 + O(R,®))

2u—4+ 32 —4—2q4+ 16
FAOXTTTT(0)RTAT2H T (0) log T log(T — #)|[|v]12

+ A AP log(T = )* + Au[log(T = )| 271 % + A2~ [log(T — ).
We first introduce the following norms
|log(T —#)|'
fllog = sup =8 =L ¢,
Il = sup FETSGHT)
where f € C([-T,T);R) with f(T) =0, and © € (0,1), [ € R.
|log(T — 1)/’
= t) —
[g]%m,l s}:lrp (T— t)m(t _ S)’Y|g( ) g(S)|,
where It = {0<s<t<T:t—-s< (T —1t)}, g € C([-T,T;R) with g(T) =0 and 0 < y < 1,
m >0, [ € R. Also, we define

Bo[\|(¢) = /t Als) (XZ“)> ds + coh (8.59)

rt—s t—s

and write

BO[)‘] - (a[)‘v £, ‘I’*} + ar[/\a b, \II*])
A
A key proposition concerning the solvability of A is stated as follows.

Proposition 8.1 ( [16]). Letw,© € (0,1), v € (0,1), m <©—~ and | € R. Ifa(t) satisfies a(T) < 0
with 1/C < a(T) < C for some constant C > 1, and

T1og T|"* [la(") — a(T)lle -1 + [aly.mi-1 < C1 (8.61)
for some ¢ > 0, then there exist two operators P and Rg such that A\ = Pla] : [-T,T] — R satisfies
Bo[A](t) = a(t) + Rola](t) (8.62)

FCH] =

(8.60)
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with
N log ‘ logT\ (T _ t)m+(1+w)'y
Rolal(®)] < (T3+e + 7281082100y — (M) |lo.r ) ==Y
Ralal()] 5 (% + 79 ELE L o) — ol + ey ) T
The proof of Proposition 8.1 is in [16]. The idea of the proof is to observe that
t—22(t) 3
B~ [ ) 4,
-T t—s

and we decompose . )
Bo[A] = Bj[A] 4+ SulA] + Ru[M,

where 20

t=A2(t) 3

mm:&m—/ AB)
T t — S
o IO N (s)
&ML:Mu+wmgT—ﬂ—m%Mﬁﬂ+/ A g
_T —

and

. t=AZ(t) \ )
RJM:—/ MO =As) (8.63)
t—(T—t)l+w t—s

Here w > 0 is a fixed number. We solve a modified equation where we drop R [A] in (8.62), and thus
the remainder Ry is essentially R, [\] and a, [\, &, ¢, U*].

In another aspect, we modify problem (8.57) replacing a[A, &, U*] by its main term. To this end, we
define

alX & U] = a® [\ & W]+ a' [N § U] + at [N € U]

with
O 6T = — / O] Zs (y)dy,
DoRr,
a' €T = — / £ (W] 25 (y)dy,
D2r,
and

at 6T = - / L) 25 (y)dy.

D2r,
where L[W] := 3U2(¥, + ), LO[W] is the projection of L[¥] on mode 0, L'[¥] is the projection of
L[¥] on modes 1 to 4, and L*[¥] is the projection of L[¥] on higher modes j > 5.
We define
Ro [ao[)\,f, \I/*H (t) + a' [\, &, 0% () + at [\, & U¥)(t)
Jpsn. 125(y)dy (8.64)
- (CO[H[)‘v Ea \I]*H - éO[HOP‘v 5; \I/*H) )

where Ry is the operator given in Proposition 8.1, c° is defined in (8.60), and ¢° is the operator given
in Proposition 7.2. The reason for choosing such c? is the following. By Proposition 8.1, the equation
we solve is

CS [)‘a 3 \II*](t) =

Bo[Al(t) = a®[A, &, U7](#) + Ro[a’[X, & ¥7]]
which is equivalent to
Ro [’ & T]] (8) +a' [N & U¥](t) + at [N, € U¥](¢)
Joun 1Z5 ()P dy '
We shall consider the following reduced equation
OH] = N € 07,

AH] =

from which we get (8.64).
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By (8.58), Proposition 8.1 and Proposition 6.1, it is natural to choose
4 8
O=v-2+—-+82+a—--)
n n
and
m=v—-2—vy+p2+a).
In order for |la(-) — a(T)|le,i—1 and [a]y,m,i—1 to be finite, we require
I < max{1+ 20,1+ 2m}
and it then follows that
la(-) = a(T)lloi—1 S og T, falymi1 S [log 7|~
Another assumption m < © — « in Proposition 8.1 is valid since S < 1/2. Finally, in order to make
the remainder Ro[a] small, we impose
m+ (1+w)y>6,
which implies that

8.4. Inner—outer gluing system. By the discussions in Section 8.3.2; we transform the inner—outer
problems (4.3), (4.5) into the problems of finding solutions (¢, ¢°, ¢*, ¢+, A, €) solving the following
iner—outer gluing system

Ve = Apoyh + 22000 + G(¢° 4+ ¢! + o, + 27, 0,6), in D x (0,T)

1/} — _\1107 on (aD\{T = O}) X (O,T) (8 65)
¥y =0, on (DN {r=0}) x(0,7) '
1/)(7“72,0) = _(1 _n*)qjov IHD
N2¢) = Ayo® +3U%(y)d° + HO(p, 4, N, &) + P[HZs  in Dag x (0,7) (8.66)
#°(-,0) =0 in Dop '
W20 = A0+ 30+ H G0N+ DNz D x O.T)
=1 .
¢1('>0):O in Dog
>‘2¢#— = Ay¢J' + 3U2(y)¢l + HL(¢; 1)[}; A,f) + Cg[)‘a€7 \Il*]Z5 in D?R X (OaT) (8 68)
¢+ (-,0) =0 in Do ’
AH](t) — O\, &, T*](t) =0 for all ¢ € (0,T) (8.69)
cH](t) =0 forall t e (0,T) (8.70)

where 7, is defined in (3.4), G is defined in (4.6), H°, H', H' are the projections on different modes
defined in (8.27)—(8.29).
It is direct to see that if (¢, ¢%, @1, ¢+, \, €) satisfies the system (8.65)—(8.70), then

U=+ 2% p=0¢"+¢ +o"

solve the inner—outer problems (4.3), (4.5), and thus the desired blow-up solution is found.



48 M. DEL PINO, C. LAI, M. MUSSO, J. WEI, AND Y. ZHOU

8.5. The fixed point formulation. The inner—outer gluing system (8.65)—(8.70) can be formulated
as a fixed point problem for operators we shall describe below.
We first define the following function spaces

Xyo :={¢" € L®(Dag x (0,T)) : Vy¢° € L®(Dag x (0,7)), [|6°]l0,0,0,a < +00},
Xy = {¢" € L®(D2r x (0,7)) : Vy¢' € L®(Dag x (0,7)), |6 luy,a, < +00},
Xgo ={¢" € L(Dar x (0,T)) : Vyo© € L(Dag x (0,T)), [[¢" |10 < +00}, (8.71)
Xy ={¢Y e L®(D x (0,T)) : |||« < +oo, 1 is Lipschitz continuous with respect
to (r,2) in D x (0,T)}.

In order to introduce the space for the parameter function A(t), we recall from (8.59) that the
integral operator By takes the following approximate form

t=23(1) (g )
sa= [ s ol

7 -5
Proposition 8.1 provides an approximate inverse operator P of the integral operator By such that for
a(t) satisfying (8.61), A := PJa] satisfies
Bo[A] = a+ Ryla] in [-T,T],
where Ry[a] is a small remainder. Also, the proof in [16] gives the following decomposition
Pla] = Xo,x + Pila] (8.72)
with

T
1
Aok = K|lo T/ ———ds, t<T
or = wllog Tl | e P

k = kla] € R, and the function \; = P;[a] satisfies
Ml < [og 71"~ log(|log T') (8.73)
for 0 < ¢ < 1, where the || - ||+,3—,-norm is defined as follows

[[f11+k = sup ]Ilog(T*t)lklf(t)l-

)

So we define
Xy :={M € CY[-T,T]) : M(T) =0, | M+,3- < o0}
Here by (k, A1), we represent A in the form
A= Aox + A1,
and from [16], one can write the norm

AP = |5l + A3 (8.74)

Recall that E(t) = (fr(t)agz(t)) with fr(t) =V 2(” - 4)(T - t) + gr,l(t)a gz(t) =20+ gz,l(t) and
write £(t) = &.(t) + &1(t). We define the following space for (&,.1,&,.1)
Xe = {¢ € CH((0,TxRY), €T) =0, [¢lg < +oo}
with

l€lci= sup (=074 lga O] + M@ -0} Ia®] + les, O]+ (T =0, 0] (5.75)
te(0,
for some 0 < v < 1.
Define
X:X¢OXX¢1 XX¢L><X¢,XRXX)\XX§. (876)
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We shall solve the inner—outer gluing system in a closed ball B in which (¢°, ¢!, ¢, 9, K, A1, &) € X
satisfies

16%0,000 + 10 .01 + |6 [lva <1

[l <1

|k — kol < |logT|71/2 (8.77)
[Aill+3-0 < Cllog T|" " log?(|log ')

1€lle <1

for some large and fixed constant C, where ko = Z(0).
The inner-outer gluing system (8.65)—(8.70) can be formulated as a fixed point problem, where we
define an operator F which returns the solution from B to X

F:BCX = X
v o= ]:(U) = (‘F¢0(U)’]:¢1(U)7]:¢i(v)>“7:7/)(1))7fﬁ(v)afk1(v)7]:§(v))

with
Fpo (8%, 01, dF 0, 5, M1, &1) = To(HO[N, &, 07]),
For(¢°, 01, ¢, 0, 5,01, 61) = TL(HU[N €, 07]),
For (00", ¢ 00,5, A1, 60) = To (HEA 607 + A, €, 97 Z5)
Fu(¢0, 6", o™ wm A1) =Ty (G0 + 0" + ¢+, ¥%,X,9)), (8.78)
Fu(@®, 0t ¢ 10, 5, M1, &) = K [a®[N, €, T7]]
Far (0°, 0", 07, mm) Pr [a°[N €, 0],

]:E((bov(b ?¢ 71/}7/'{")‘1;51) = :‘<¢0?¢15¢L?'¢)?)‘75)'
Here 7y, 71 and T, are the operators given from Proposition 7.1 which solve different modes of the
inner problems (8.66)—(8.68). The operator 7, defined by Proposition 6.1 deals with the outer problem
(8.65). Operators kla], P; and = handle the equations for A and £ which are defined in Proposition
8.1, (8.72) and (8.52).

8.6. Choice of constants. In this section, we list all the constraints of the parameters
5,a,a,a1,u,V1,V2,a
which are sufficient for the inner—outer gluing scheme to work.
We first indicate all the parameters used in different norms.
e R(t) = A\;P(t) with 8 € (0,1/2).
e The norm for ¢° solving mode 0 of the inner problem (8.66) is || - ||0.s.,.c Which is defined in
(7.11), where we require that v,a € (0,1), and o > 0 is fixed and sufficiently small.
e The norm for ¢! solving modes 1 to 4 of the inner problem (8.67) is || - ||,,.a, Which is defined
n (7.5), where we require that 14 € (0,1) and a; € (1,2).
e The norm for ¢ solving higher modes (j > 5) of the inner problem (8.68) is || - ||,., which is
defined in (7.5), where v,a € (0, 1).

e The norm for ¢ solving the outer problem (8.65) is || - ||« which is defined in (6.4), while the
I - l«x-norm for the right hand side of the outer problem (8.65) is defined in (6.3). Here we
require that v, a, v, € (0,1) and v € (0,1).

e In Proposition 8.1, we have the parameters w,©,m,l,v. Here w is the parameter used to
describe the remainder R, in (8.63) and w € (0,1/2). To apply Proposition 8.1 in our setting,
we let

4 3
O=v-2+—-+62+a—--),
n n
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m=v—-2—v+F02+a), I<1+2m,
and require that

such that

is guaranteed. Also, we need
4 8
v—24+—-4+p2+a—--)>0
n n

to ensure that © > 0.

In order to get the desired estimates for the outer problem (8.65), by the computations in Section
8.1, we need the following restrictions
v—2+24+8@+a-2)—1n>0,
28 — vy >0,

48— vy —1>0,

O<a<a<l,

B <3
Bl+a—a)+v—uv —31 <0,
v—F(20(4—a)+a—8) >0,

2vy — v — B —2a1) >0,

v— B(a—2a) >0,

vy < 1,

2w —3+4+2 -+ pA+2a-1)>0.

In order to get the desired estimates for the inner problems at different modes (8.66)—(8.68), by the
computations in Section 8.2, we need

O<v<l,

2-1+82+a-2)>0,

1 —Bo(4—a) >0,

v—2B0(4—a) >0,

2—v—af >0,

v—2+8 4+ B4+2a - 1) >,

4—a)f—v>0,

3-v—B(1+a)>0,

0<r <1,
v —1+2482+a-3)>0,
1-28>0,

S—un—p0+a) >0,

2—vy —a18 >0,

-1 —2+ 24+ B(4+20—a; —18) >0,

2—vy—a18 >0,

(4—a1)—11 >0.

It turns out that suitable choices of the parameters satisfying all the restrictions in this section can be

found for the space dimensions n = 5,6, 7. Here we give specific example for each case. Sound choices
are listed as follows.
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en=>5: 6:%*6, a = 4e, a:%e, a1 = 2 — 2¢, 1/117%6, vy =36, 3 <1, o >0 small
en==0: 6:%*6, a = 4e, azl—;’e, a; = 2 — 2e, I/:].*%E, 1/1:%6, ve <1, o >0 small
en=": 52%76, o = 4e, a:%e, a; = 2 — 2e, I/:].*%G, vy =36, vp <1, o >0 small

where € > 0 is fixed and sufficiently small.

8.7. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Consider the operator
F = (f¢o,.7:¢1,f(bl,fl/,,fmf,\l,fg) (8.79)

given in (8.78).

To prove Theorem 1.1, our strategy is to show that the operator F has a fixed point in B by
the Schauder fixed point theorem. Here the closed ball B is defined in (8.77). By collecting the
estimates (8.25), (8.38), (8.40), (8.42), (8.55), (8.56), (8.73), and using Proposition 6.1, Proposition
7.1, Proposition 8.1, we conclude that for (¢°, ¢!, ¢, ¢, K, A1, &) € B

[ Fp0 (67, 61, ¢, 0, 85, M1, €0) [lo,wa < CTC

[ Fp1 (6%, 0", &, 00, 5, A1, &)y 0y < CTF

1 Fpo (6°, 8%, &%, 0, 5, A1, €1) v < CT

1Fy(0°, 1, ¢ b, 5, Ay, €0) ||« < OT (8.80)
| Fe(8%, 0", 6,0, 5, A1, &) — kol < Cllog T| ™!

1Fas (0%, 61, &, 0, 5, A1, 60) [l < Cllog T|'~*log?(|log T)
|Fe(6°, 0", o0, 5, A1, &) le < CT*

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of T', and ¢ > 0 is a small fixed number. On the other hand,
compactness of the operator F defined in (8.79) can be proved by suitable variants of (8.80). Indeed,
if we vary the parameters 3, a, a, a1, v, v1, V9, 0 slightly such that all the restrictions in Section 8.6 are
satisfied, then we get (8.80) with the norms in the left hand side defined by the new parameters, while
the closed ball B remains the same. To be more specific, for fixed ¢’,v’,a’ which are close to o, v, a,
one can show that if (¢°, ¢, ¢+, 9, K, A1, &1) € B, then

H]:¢0 ((bo’ ¢17 (bLa wa R, )‘17 fl) ”0,0’,1/,@’ S CTE,-
Moreover, one can show that for v/ > v and v/ — ¢’8(4 — a’) > v — 03(4 — a), one has a compact
embedding in the sense that if a sequence {¢2} is bounded in the || - ||,s7 ,,a--n0OTm, then there exists
a subsequence which converges in the || - ||p,»,,,o-norm. Thus, the compactness follows directly from a
standard diagonal argument by Arzela—Ascoli’s theorem. Arguing in a similar manner, one can prove
the compactness of the rest operators. Therefore, the existence of the desired solution follows from
the Schauder fixed point theorem. The proof is complete. O

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

Proof of Lemma 6.1. The proof is achieved by considering the following Cauchy problem in R™

Db = Ao+ f, i R" x (0,T) )
Yo(z,0) =0, in R" .
If we decompose the solution to (6.6) in the form

¢:¢0+1/11>
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then 9 solves the homogeneous heat equation in Q2 x (0, T") with boundary condition —t;. By standard
parabolic estimates, it suffices to establish the estimates (6.7)—(6.11) for ¥y. In the sequel, we denote
¥ by the solution to (A.1) given by Duhamel’s formula

|z —w|?

t P T
U(x,t) = /0 /n Wf(w,s)dwds
PR (=)

t
S / A:_g(s)R_2_a(s)/ ———~dwds,
0 ((r2)—£(s)| <2, (s)R(s) (4T(t = 5))/2

where w = (w1, ,wy), r = /w?+ -+ w?_; and z = (Wp—2, Wy—1,w,). We decompse

|z —w|?

|z —w|?

/t )\uf?’( )Rf2fa( )/ e At-9) dwd
Yo (s s ———— —dwds
0 ()€ (s)| <2\ (s)R(s) (4T (t — 5))"/2
|z —w|?

t—(T—t) =Xt () t X , e A=)
. [ [ eeree [ iy wds
/o t—(T—t) =231 (1) () —€(s)| <2\ (s)R(s) (4T (t — 5))"/2

= I + T2+ I3

for some d; > 1 to be found. Here we recall that

§(t) ~ (V2(n—4)(T — ), 20)

and take zp = (0,0,0) for convenience. Directly integrating, we obtain

|z —w]|2

t—(T—t) TAGE—s)
Iy = / A:*?’(S)R*?*a(s)/ —  _dwds
0 (r,2)—€(s)| <20, (5) R(s) (AT (t — 5))/2

t—(T—t) |z—w|2
s [ oo [ e dinds
0 |(7.2) - S | < 2efaRe)
t—(T—t) s ) 4
< - “2ma F)t T drdz
~ /0 R /|<f,g>i(f”s S%J%i“’(r) e
< s N3 (s)R™27%(s) ()BT — )" Ae(5)R(:))’ ds
S * (t — s)(n=3)/2 (t—s)3/2
t—(T—t) )\:—3 S\R—2—« s) n—4
</ (:/<“>_s)n/z( () R() (T - )7 ds

< N(0)R>(0),

where 7 = z(t — s)"'/2, W = w(t — s)"Y2, 7 = r(t —s)"/2, 2 = z(t — 5)"'/2, and for the third
inequality above, we have used the fact that

VT — s> A(s)R(s)

for T < 1 since A, (s)R(s) = At ?(s) with 0 < 8 < 1/2. Then similarly we compute

< A “ 3 2 4

I v— —2—a A —4 7~ 7~

e /t<Tt) M @R /(az) o) | < PAa (o) (o) (F)""drdzds
< / e 35 20 () 2GRS VT — ) (A (5)R(5)” | (A-2)
~ Ji—(r-v : (t — s)(n=3)/2 (t — 5)3/2

vt (n72)élf51)

S A ()R>~ (t)] log(T' — t)|
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and

t
s < / A3 (s)R-2-(s)ds
)

S AT RTE(E) log (T — ).
Since 8 € (0,1/2) and n > 5, we can choose §; = w. Therefore, we get

vV— 4 PR S
I+ Tio+ Iis S A 2+"(0)R 2 a+2<0)‘10gT‘

as desired.
Similarly, to prove (6.8), we decompose

[(z,t) —p(x,T)| < Ioy + Iog + Inz
with
t—(T—t)
Bi= [ [ 166 wt-9) = Gl w7 = 5w, duds,
0 n

¢
122:/ / |G(z —w,t— ) — Gz —w, T — s)||f(w, s)|dwds,
t—(T—t) Jrn

T
= [ [ 16— w7 = 5| (w9 duds,
t n
where G(z,1) is the heat kernel

|=|?

e 3
G(x,ﬂ :?zi;gyﬁg.

For the first integral I5;, we have

53

(A.3)

(A4)

1 pt—(T—t)
Iy < (T - t)/ / / |0:G(z — w, t, — 8)|\Y73(s)R™27%(s)dwdsdv,
0 Jo [(wr wz)—E(8)|<2X4 (8) R(s)

where (w,,w,) = (, Jw} + -+ w2 g wy—2, Wy, wn> and t, = vT + (1 — v)t. Changing variables

Wy = (w7',v7wz,v) = (wr(tv - 8)71/2,11)2(157; - 3)71/2)3

we evaluate

/ |0:G(z — w, t, — s)|dw
[(wr,w2)—€(s)| <24 (s) R(s)

xr—w 2 —_ 2
g/ e*l(m—‘s) ( |z wJLH + 1 — ) dw
|(wyw2)—€(s)| <2X (s)R(s) (ty—s)=2  (tv—8)2

_lmy—wyl? 9 1
B / (o) | Druome) © T (e ) ty — dev
| r iz ) - s | < 2o v

and thus

t—(T—t)
/ / 10:G(x — w, t, — )N "2(s)R™27%(s)dwds
0 [(wr,wz)—€(8)|<2X+ (s) R(s)

T— s)nT(A*SszR(s))4d

t—(T—t) (
v—3 —2—«
< / N3 ()R (s)

t—(T—t)

< / () R0 (s)(T — )~ 3ds
0

< AU OR(),

from which we conclude that
Iy S MR (1) log(T — 1)]
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For I55, we have

t
Iy < / / |G(z —w,t —8)|N3(s)R™27%(s)dwds
1 (T —) | (wpw2) —€(5) <200 () R(5)

t
+ / / |G(z —w, T — s)|\Y73(s) R™2~%(s)dwds.
t—=(T—t) J(wr,wz)—€(s)|<2X. (s) R(s)

The first integral above can be estimated as

/ / |G (2 — w,t — 8) N3 (s)R™27%(s)dwds
t—(T—t) J|(wr,wz)—E€(s) <2 (s) R(s)

t=Xo1(¢) t
= / "’/ |G (2 — w,t — 8)|N "2 (s)R™27%(s)dwds.
t—(T—t) )

Notice that we already estimate the above integral in (A.2) and (A.3). So with the choice §; = 7285

one has . "
/ / |G(z —w,t —8) N 3(s) R~ %(s)dwds
t—(T—t) J|(wr,wz)—€(s)| <2 (s) R(s)

SN RO (1) log(T — 1)].
Similarly, it holds that

t
/ / |G(z —w, T — 5)|\Y3(s)R™2~%(s)dwds
t—(T—t) J|(wr,w=)—€(s)|<2A4 () R(s)

SN R () log(T — 1)].
Therefore, we obtain
< v—2+7 —2—a+8
Ly SN PR % ()| log(T — t). (A.6)
For I3, changing variables
FP=a(T—3s)"Y2 w=wT-s)"Y? and (b,,0.) = (w(T — )" w, (T — s)"1/?),

one has

|z —w|?

e UT—s) o
I / / n/2)\* 3(s)R™27%(s)dwds
[(wpw2)— ()| <200 () R(s) (T = 5)

6_%)\”_3(3)R_2_°‘(s)du~)ds
b | ) - S |< PR *
TE VT—s|—= T-s

n—4

(T = s)"= (M(s)R(s))!

5 [ >">:_3(8)R_2_a(8) (T _ s)n/2 ds

- /T ‘ logT‘u+1fﬂ(2fa) (T _ s)uflfﬂ@fa)
ST i@ - sperre
SN MRT(1)

provided v — 8(2 — a) > 0. Collecting (A.5), (A.6) and (A.7), we conclude the validity of (6.8).
Then we prove the gradient estimate (6.9). By the heat kernel, we get

t yv—3 —2—«
vels [ 2 ()R (s) /
9 ~ pED)
o (t—s)z |(wr,w.)—€(5)| <20 () R(s)

t yv—3 —2—« 512
< / MR (s) e~ "5 (1 + |w|)dwds,
0

1/2 ‘
(t—s)/ | 0) — Sk | < P2l

A

(A7)

ds

|z —w]|2
e 4(t—s)

x — w|dwds
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where & = z(t — s)~ /2,
(wvaz) = <\/ w% + e + wi_ngn—%wn—la wn) )
and
(wmwz) = ( w%“‘"'+w%_37wn—2awn—1;wn> .
First, we compute
I A3 (s) R (s) _la? SN g
/0 (t—s)!/2 /|(w )= L) | < 2Ax()RC) e (I a)dids
ryWz s | = Vi—s
§ [T AR ) MR T (R,
~ 0 (t _ 5)1/2 (t _ S)(n—S)/Q (t _ 8)3/2
/t(Tt) A/ (s) R (s)(T — s)nT% (A.8)
S T ds
0 (t—s) 2
t—(T—t) .
S TR T - s
0
_1
<A Z(0)RYP(0)| log T
Then we compute
EXEW A3 (5) R0 (s) 012
/ (t —s)l/2 / i) | meeB) © (L+ |])dwds
t—(T—t) |(w7-;wz)*ﬁ =
< /tAiZ(t) AL (s)R*(s)(T — 5) "% (A.9)
< ) ds
t—(T—t) (t—s)z

—n)dy

pan=2, (1-n)
ST )Rt log(T — 1)),
where §o > 1 is a constant to be determined. On the other hand, we have

/t )\Z_?’(S)R_Q_a(s)/
a2 (E— )" e —e(s)| <20 (5) R(s)

/t M3 )R™2(s) (A.10)
t—X32(¢) (t —s)1/2

S2
NPT R0,

_|sz\2
e i | — w|dwds

N

A

By choosing d; = w and combining (A.8)—(A.10), we prove the validity of the gradient estimate

(6.9). The proof of (6.10) is similar to that of (6.8). We omit the details.
To prove the Holder estimate (6.11), we decompose

[Y(x,te) — Y(z,t1)| < Ji1 + Jiz + Jis

with
t1—(t2—t1)
Ji :/ / |G(z — w,ta — 8) — G(x —w, t1 — )| f(w, s)dwds,
0 n
t1
Jio :/ / |G(z —w,ta — s) — Gz —w, t1 — s)|f(w, s)dwds,
t1—(t2—t1) JR™
and

ta
Jis = / Gz —w,ty — s) f(w, s)dwds,
t1 JRn
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where G(z,t) is the heat kernel (A.4). Here we assume that 0 < t; < to < T with ¢5 < 2t;. For Ji1,
by letting ¢, = vte + (1 — v)t1, we have

t1—(t2—t1)
Jin < (t2 —t1) // / |0:G(z — w,t, — 3)|f(w, s)dwdsdv

(ta—t1) _Jz—w|? |z — w|?
o [ [T -y (el
(wryw.)—E(5)| <2 (s) R(s) (ty —s) 2

W) N 73(s)R™27%(s)dwdsdw,

where (w,,w,) = (, Jw?+ -+ w?_,, wn,g,wn,hwn) . Taking

Ty = x(ty — 8)71/2, wy = w(ty, — 5)71/2 and  (Wy .y, W) = (W (t, — 5)71/27102(% - 3)71/2),

we get

/I(wrawz)_5(5)|§2>\*(s)R(s)

_le—w® [ ]z —wl|? 1 3, N2
e Atv—9 + A72(s)R “(s)dw
<(t T _S)ngz) (SJR270(s)

Jery —wy |2 A3(s)R727%(s
= / o) o () o) e e lU (1 + | Ty — U)q;|2) u (t) — ( )dwv.
|(wr,mwz,u)*ﬁ Sﬁ v s

Observing that for any p € (0,1), we have

M 9 < \/m K
_E(s) | 222 (8)R(s) € (1 + |33v wq)| )dwv N \/tf ,
’(“}7‘ v, Wz v)_ <? v s

Viu—s
where we have used the facts that &(s) ~ (\/2(n —4)(T — s),0,0,0) and VT — s > A.(s)R(s) for
T < 1. Thus, one has
t1—(ta—t1) /\VﬁB(S)R7270‘(S)(T N S)%
J to —t * : ds.
n s 1)/o (ts — 5)' 7%
Recalling that R(t) = A, ?(t) for 8 € (0,1/2), we have the following two cases
o If v =3+ 32+ a)+ %5 <0, then we have
/ DTSR ()(T - 5)E
o (t2 _ 8)1+%

< )\573+%(t1)R72*a(t1)| log(T — tl)\/ S ;ds
~ 0 (ty — 8)1+%
SR )R () log(T — 1) (82 — 1) /2,
o If v =3+ 3(24+ a)+ 5 >0, then we decompose
/t1—(t2—t1) )\Z_s(s)R_2_a(s)(T _ s)% )
0 (ta — s)'+%

/t1—(T—t1) t1—(t2—t1) )\u—?)( )R_2 o(s)(T — S)%
_ +/ * o, ds.
0 ti—(T—t1) (ta —9)'*%

v—3+B(2+4a) <0,

Assuming
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we obtain that

/tl_(T_tl) N R2 ()T = 9)%
S s
0 (ty — s)t2
t —(T—t ) v—3 —2—« o I23
S CISACT T
0 (T — 8)1+7

ds

t1—(T—t1) | log T|u—3+ﬂ(2+a)(T _ S)u74+ﬁ(2+a)
- /0 |log(T — s)[2(v—3+5(2+a))
SN )R (1) (12— 1)+
and similarly
hell2=h) \v=3(s)R=2-(s)(T — 5) %
/tl(Ttl) (ta — s)'*%
In both cases, we have

ds SN2 (t) R2 (k) (b — t1) /2.

v+5-3 9 —u
Jin SATZT (b)) R () (L — t1) M2,
For Ji5, we evaluate

/t1 / |G(z —w,t; — s)|f(w, s)dwds
¢ n

1—(t2—t1) /R

" z—w|?
<[ R | 22 s
t1—(ta—t1) l(wv-,wtzl);sw)\gzx\*/(;)%s)
t Iz
1 T —
S / N3 (5)R™27(s) <\/75> ds
ty—(ta—t1) Vi —s
" | log T|7=3+8(+a) (T — g)vt5-3+6(2+a)
B /t1—(t2—t1) | 1Og(T - 3)|2(V*3+ﬁ(2+a))(t1 — S)H/2

SNTET (1) R270 (1) (b2 — 1) 2,

57

where we have changed variables Z = x(t; — s)~"/2, @ = w(t; — s)~/2, and p € (0,1). Similarly, we

have
t1
/ / 1G(x — w, ts — 8)|f(w, s)dwds < N2 72 (1) R7270 (1) (s — 1)1 H/2,
t1—(t2—t1) JR™
Thus we conclude that .
Jiz SATE T () RO (b)) (b — t) M2,
Finally, for Jis,

2
Jiz = / Gz — w,ty — s) f(w, s)dwds
t1 JRn

to w2
_ o =
< N 73(s)R™27%(s) e~ 1 dwds
. (wrwz) =€) 22 (5) B(5)
1 Vta—s = fta—s

SN (1) R27% () (b2 — 1) /2

follows from the same argument as before, where & = z(ty — 5)~ /2 and @ = w(ty — s)~ /2

completes the proof of (6.11).

This
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Proof of Lemma 6.2. We first prove (6.12). Similar to the proof of Lemma 6.1, Duhamel’s formula
gives

_|a:7w|2
izl s | ) / T ds
0 (E=8)""2 Jx () R(s)<I(wnw2)—€(s) | <26v/T=5 |(Wr, w2) — &(5)]
¢ _lz—w|?
A2
§/ t* (S)/ ()R(s) () VT=s — zdwds,
— A« (s)R(s ~ ~ £(s 26V/T—s ~ ~
0 5 R L@ 8:) - L [SBEST ((y, ) — \%%
where & = z(t — 5)1/2,
(wT7wz) = ( w%+"'+w3~b—37wn23wnl)wn) 9
and
(wmwz) = (\/ ’UN}% + -+ @%73711777,727 wnlawn>
with ; = w;(t —s)"Y2,i=1,--- ,n. We have
t _le—w)?
A2
(e, )] < / =) / c T dads
0 P SRR |- FE< A (a0, 0.) — L
< /t \2(s)  t—s s
S Jo T=s RER()
t | 10g T|uz72+2ﬁ(T o S)l/272+2ﬁ J
S
o Tog(T — )Pt
< AL (0)R2(0) log T
as desired.
Now we prove the gradient estimate (6.14). By the heat kernel, we have
7|T,—w|2
[Vip(x,t)] S /t 7>\:2(S) / e Tz vl dwds
U o (= 8" I (9)R() <) (wrw. ) —e(s)| <20vT—s (W w2) — ()]
_le—al?

t ~ ~

A2 (s P

B / (t—s()?’)/2/x*(s)R(s)< k) [eobyT=s [ | o | 5 dwds
o TP oo 32 < [, - 52

N

/t A2 (s) t—s ds
o (t—s5)3/202(s)R%(s)
SALT (R (H)VE.
Next we prove the Holder estimate (6.16). We decompose
[(z,ta) — (. t1)| < K+ Ki2 + K3
with
t1—(t2—t1)
K :/ / |G(x —w,ty — s) — G(x — w,t; — )| f(w, s)dwds,
0 .
Ky = / / |G(‘T —w,ls — 5) - G(I —w,t1 — S)|f(w7 S)dU}dSa
t ) n

1—(t2a—t1
and

ta
Kz = / / G(x — w,tz — 3) f(w, s)dwds,
t1 "
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where G(z,1) is the heat kernel (A.4). For Ki3, we have

|z—w|?

TR (s

| K13 5/ / dwds
t A ($)R(s)<|[(wr,wz)—E€(s)| <26/ T —s (t2 - S)n/2 |(w7“’ wz) - 5(5)|2

_la—w)?

t
2 )\Vz
/ /M)R() € |o26yT=s et — 5 e g dids
t <’(w wz)—\/i <ﬁ 2 ‘(~ - £(s)

wrawz)_m
_lz—a? Vo
SRTRTAL=—
A Az t2 s w awZ)i 675(23_)5
where
. n A(8)R(s) . &(s) 20T —s . . (T — 5)%
hi={oen m<‘(w’“’wz)‘m < o< o
and
. n A(8)R(s) o &(s) 20T —s . (T — 5)°
A= {mem mg‘(w“wz)m < ez g

Then, one has

ST
A2 (s) .

/t /A to—s - £(s) 7 dds

! ! wmwz) T Vb

t2 125} _ _ ’I’L53
</ A2(s) te—s (T —s) ds
Y i t2— s AXs)R3(s) (t2 — 5)"

ST ()R (ty) (b — 1)1 7%

1

and
_lamw?
AL2
/ / 2 ids
-5 |~ -
Az 2 wr’wz) - \/gt(zs—)s
- n—2
§ /” X2 (s) (=) \™ [ [T=s\"
s
~ iy ta—s \ (T —s)% to — s
_ n_2 n—
ST (1) (1 — 1)1,
where we have used
n—2
1 T—
ﬂ . 5 zdwds§< : 3) .
(Z (S><‘(1Dr,u”;z)f i(;is <2 tQT:: (UN)r,’J)z) . % 2— S
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Similar to the estimate of K3, we evaluate

1 pty—(ta—t1) _ Jo—w? x —w|?
K| S (t2 — t1)/ / / Sl i l,+4
o Jo M (5)R(8)<|(wy w2 )—E(s)|<26v/T—5 (ty —s) 2

1 A2 (s)
— ) I 5 dwdsdv

+

(ty —s) 2 wy,w) — &(s)]

1 tlf(tgftl) _M
Z(tz—tl)/ / ﬂ . s (|& —f?
0o Jo 2Ll B < | (b 11, ) — e | < 2 Ts (ty —s)
A2
+1) 2 adsdo
ry Wz To—s

_ n—2 n—
S AT (1) R2 (1) (b — 11) 00+ AT (1) (1 — 1) %

Estimate of K75 can be carried out similarly. Therefore, collecting the estimates above, we conclude
that
n—2

_ n—2
(@, ta) — (, t1)] S N2T2E (1) R™2(82) (f0 — £1)' "% + N2 F (1) (8 — 11)00% 775
Taking 03 = 64 and 1 — nds = 6405 — %52 =~ with 0 < v < 1, we obtain
[(z,ta) — (a,t1)] S AT (B)R2(t2) (B2 — 1)

as desired.
Estimates (6.13) and (6.15) follow in a similar manner as that of Lemma 6.1. We omit the details. [

Proof of Lemma 6.3. By the heat kernel, we directly get

|z —w|2

t
e AG—s)
< <

To prove the gradient estimate, we write

t
1 _Jz—w|?
wwaws/(nﬁ/faMQx_Mmm
o (t 2 n

_5)2

< t 1 L N
~ ) m € 4 |Z‘—U}‘d’lUdS

t
1
< | ——ds SHV2
NA (5127

The proofs of (6.18) and (6.20) can be carried out similarly. So we omit the details.
In order to prove the Holder estimate (6.21), we decompose

[Y(z,t2) — Y(z,t1)| < J31 + J32 + Jss

with b (ta—t1)
T :/ / G(@ — w, ts — ) — Gz — w,ty — 8)|f(w, s)dwds,
| .
t1
J@:/’ /\GW—MQ—Q—G@—MH—@UWJWW&
t ) JR™

1—(ta—t1
and

ta
J3z = / G(x —w,ty — s) f(w, s)dwds,
t1 Rn
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where G(z,t) is the heat kernel (A.4). Here we assume that 0 < t; < to < T with ¢ < 2t;. For Js1,
by letting ¢, = vte + (1 — v)t1, we have

t1—(t2—t1)
J31 < (t2 —t1) // / |0:G(x — w,t, — s)|f(w, s)dwdsdv

t1—(t2—t1) le—w|2 —w|? 1
< (2 —tl)/ / / e 19 | wl+4 + — | dwdsdv.
o Jo n (ty—s) 2 (ty—s8) 2

Let x, = z(t, — s)~"/? and w, = w(t, — s)~ /2. We then have

/ 67{(84;11‘52) o —wp? + 1 dw
n (ty —s)"2  (t,—5)">

ey —wy? 2 1
:/ e 1 (|xv—wv| +1)t

v— 8

dw,

A

e~ (1 " dr.
ty — 8 —H“) "

So we get

tg tl

J31 S (ta —t1) Sdsﬁ(tg—t1)|log(t2—t1)|.

For Jso, we evaluate

/t1 / |G(z —w,t; — s)|f(w, s)dwds
¢ R"

1—(t2—t1)

ty
A
t1—(t2—t1) "

Sty—t

and similarly

ty
/ / |G(z — w,ta — 9)|f(w, s)dwds < tg — t1,
t ) n

1—(ta—t1

where we have changed variables & = z(t; — s)~%/2 and @ = w(t; — s)~ /2. Thus we conclude that

a2 St —ta.
Finally, for Js3

t2 |1Z—w|2
J33 5 / / e 4 dwds
tl n
Sta—t
follows from the same argument as before. This completes the proof of (6.21) by collecting the estimates
of ng, J32 and J33. O
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