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FINITE POINT BLOWUP FOR THE CRITICAL GENERALIZED
KORTEWEG-DE VRIES EQUATION

YVAN MARTEL AND DIDIER PILOD

ABSTRACT. In the last twenty years, there have been significant advances in the study of the
blow-up phenomenon for the critical generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation, including the
determination of sufficient conditions for blowup, the stability of blowup in a refined topology
and the classification of minimal mass blowup. Exotic blow-up solutions with a continuum
of blow-up rates and multi-point blow-up solutions were also constructed. However, all these
results, as well as numerical simulations, involve the bubbling of a solitary wave going at
infinity at the blow-up time, which means that the blow-up dynamics and the residue are
eventually uncoupled. Even at the formal level, there was no indication whether blowup
at a finite point could occur for this equation. In this article, we answer this question
by constructing solutions that blow up in finite time under the form of a single-bubble
concentrating the ground state at a finite point with an unforeseen blow-up rate. Finding
a blow-up rate intermediate between the self-similar rate and other rates previously known
also reopens the question of which blow-up rates are actually possible for this equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem setting. The objective of this article is to shed some new light on the blow-up
problem for the critical generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation (gKdV)

Ou+ 0, (02u+u®) =0, (t,z) e RxR. (1.1)
Note that if u is a solution of (L] then for any (A, o) € (0,+00) x R, the function
1 t z—o0o

and the function w(t, z) = u(—t, —x) are also solutions of (I.I). Recall that the mass M (u)
and the energy E(u) of a solution u of (ILI]) are formally conserved

M(u):/Ru2dx

E(u) = %/R(axu)?dx— %/RUG dx.

The Cauchy problem for (L)) is locally well-posed in the energy space H'(R) by [14} [15].
For any ug € H'(R), there exists a unique (in a certain class) maximal solution u of (II)) in
C([0,T), H'(R)) satisfying u(0,-) = ug. Moreover, by [I5, Corollary 1.4], if the maximal time
of existence 7' is finite then

o 1
hlg%nf(T —t)3]|0zu(t)] 2 > 0.

We define the function
Qz) = (3 sech2(2:17)) 1/
1
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unique even positive H' solution of the equation
~Q"+Q-Q°=0 onR. (1.3)
Recall the sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [53]

%/qu(” < (]{E—Z;Y/R(OM)Q’ V¢ e H'(R) (1.4)

and the variational characterization of Q: for any ¢ € H',
1 _
2

By (L4) and the conservation of mass and energy, for any initial data ug € H'(R) satisfying
lluo|l2 < ||@]| L2, the corresponding solution of (L)) is global and bounded in H!(R).

For any (\,0) € (0,+00) x R, the function

u(t,z) = )\%Q (% <x - a>> (1.6)

is a solution of (L)) called solitary wave or soliton. We observe the relation between the

scale % of the soliton and its speed of propagation /\—12

1.2. First bubbling results for gKdV. For many nonlinear partial differential equations,
like the semilinear wave equation, the semilinear heat equation and the nonlinear Schrédinger
equation, blowup was proved for large classes of initial data by a contradiction argument
involving a rather simple functional (like the virial identity for the nonlinear Schrédinger
equation). Using this strategy, blowup is a consequence of an obstruction to global existence
and little information on the blow-up phenomenon is obtained. In the absence of such simple
criterion of non global existence for the critical gKdV, advances on the blow-up problem could
only be made by addressing the blow-up phenomenon through bubbling (or concentration) of
the ground state. A first hint in favor of this strategy is given by explicit blow-up solutions
for the mass critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation (LI2). Another hint is suggested by [54),
Theorem 4] which shows using (5] that a blow-up solution of (IT]) with the threshold mass
lluol|r2 = ||@Q]| 2 necessarily has the soliton behavior at the blow-up time T'

A2 (Dult, \(t)z + o(t)) — £Q ast+ T in H' strong

for some functions o(t) € R and A(t) L 0 as ¢t T T. To go beyond the threshold mass ||Q|| 2,
it is natural to restrict to solutions with mass slightly above the threshold, i.e. satisfying

1Qllz> < lluollr2 < (1+9)lIQl|2 (1.7)

for 0 < § < 1. Using a rigidity property of the gKdV flow around the family of solitons
established in [27], the first proof of blowup in finite or infinite time was given in [37] for any
negative energy initial data satisfying (IL7]). Then, a direct link was established between the
blow-up phenomenon and the solitary wave in [28, Theorem 1|, which states that any blow
up solution u of (1)) satisfying (L)) has the following bubbling behavior

)\%(t)u(t, At)z +o(t) = +Q ast?T in H' weak. (1.8)

where 0 < T < oo is the (possibly infinite) blow-up time. The above weak convergence shows
that the soliton @ is the universal profile for the blowup phenomenon, but also allows for
various possibilities of small residue and functions A and o. At that stage, it was unknown
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whether blow up could occur in finite or infinite time and what was the asymptotic behavior
of the parameters A and o close to the blow-up time. However, it was proved that

£1TI¥ N (t)o!(t) = 1. (1.9)

These general results later appeared to be optimal. Not only blowup can occur either in finite
or infinite time, justifying the alternative in [37], but also various blow-up rates are possible
both for finite time and infinite time blowup, justifying the flexibility on A and o in (LS.

1.3. Stable blowup and minimal mass blowup for gKdV. First, it is proved in [30]
that there exists a subset of initial data, included and open for || - |1 in the set

A:{UO:Q+EOZEOGH1, lleoll 71 < 0o and / xwagdaz<1}
x>0

where dp > 0 is small, leading to blow-up solutions of (L.I]) such that

lm (T — t) ||0pu(t)| 2 = 102
T v L ¢

for some ¢ = f(ug) > 0. Because of the openness property, we call this phenomenon stable
blowup. The asymptotic behavior of these solutions at the blow-up time T is typical of the
bubbling phenomenon. Indeed, there exists a function 7* € H' such that

) 1 C— 0(t)> .
lim < u(t,-) — = 7* in L? stron 1.10
tTT{ ) A%(t)Q< A(t) } i (110
for some functions A, o satisfying
A(t) 1

%%}ﬁzﬁ and £1T1}1(T—t)a(t):€—2.

Second, [31] Theorem 1.3] settles the case of blowup at the threshold mass ||ug|| 2 = [|Q|| 12
showing the existence of a unique (up to invariances) blow-up solution S(¢) of (LI]) with the
mass of ), blowing up in finite time with the rate ||S(¢)||g1 ~ C(T —t)~! and concentrating
a soliton at the position o(t) ~ C(T —t)"' as t T T. A precise description of the time and
space asymptotic behavior of S in [5] has permitted to construct multi-point bubbling in [6].
Such multi-bubble solutions provide examples of blowup with an arbitrary number of blow-up
bubbles, all propagating simultaneously to oo as ¢t 17T

1.4. Exotic blowup for gKdV. Because of assumption ug € A, the above stable blow-
up theory does not say the whole story in the H' neighborhood of the family of solitons.
From [32], there exists a large class of ezxotic finite time blow-up solutions of (I.1]), close to
the family of solitons, with blow-up rates of the form [|0u(t)|| 2 ~ (T —t)~" for any v > 1.
Such blow-up rates are generated by the nonlinear interactions of the bubbling soliton with an
explicit slowly decaying tail added to the initial data. Because of the tail, these H' solutions
fail to belong to A and the trichotomy of [29] 30] does not apply. The value % is not optimal
n [32], but a non trivial extension of the proof would be needed to improve it significantly,
for example to approach the special value v = % For a one-bubble blow-up solution, by the
relation (L)) between the position o of the bubble and its blow up rate A, the rate v = %
is critical: if v > % then the soliton goes at oo since limp o = oo, while for % <v< %, the
soliton has to stay in a compact interval. The existence of bubbling solutions with v = % was
ruled out in [28], but the range % < v < % was left open.
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1.5. Supercritical case and numerical experiments. Numerical experiments on blowup
for (LI) and its supercritical counterpart dyu + 0,(0%u + uP) = 0 for p > 5, are reported
in several articles. Pioneering numerical studies [2, [7] and more recent works [17] exhibited
self-similar blow-up for the supercritical equation which was confirmed rigorously by [18 23]

for p > 5 close to 5. Self-similar blowup means ||0,u(t)|| 2 ~ (T —t) 3 close to the blow-up
time and in particular blow-up at a finite point. This is the only known blowup rate for
the supercritical case, in contrast with the critical case where it was ruled out in [28]. The
article [I] is especially devoted to the supercritical case in the limit p | 5. In the critical case,
the article [I7] corroborates the stable blowup described in [30], even for large initial data.

1.6. Main result. As a conclusion of the above review, we observe that despite many efforts
spent on the blowup phenomenon for critical gKdV, the literature does not give any evidence
on whether blowup at a finite point could occur, even at the formal level. The main result of
this article answers this question by proving the existence of a family of bubbling solutions
of (ILI)) with the key feature that the blow-up point converges to a finite value at the blow-up
time, as a consequence of an unforeseen blow-up rate.

Theorem 1. For any § > 0, there exist T > 0 and a solution u € C([0,T), H'(R)) of (L)

of the form
1 —o(t
u(tr) = Q2
(T'—1t)s (T —1)
where limpur o(t) = 0 and the function r satisfies

~—

) + r(t, x),

(Sl

sup ||r(t)||lr2 <0 and lt#l%l(T—t)% Opr(t)]|z2 = 0.

te[0,T)

In particular, u blows up at time T and

2
lim (T — t)5 ||0pu(t =Q"|| 7.
i (7= 1)° [[0pu(t) 22 = Q'] 2

We refer to Section [6] for more detailed asymptotics, including limy7 (7" — t)_%a(t) = —5.

Remark 1.1. From Theorem [ and a rescaling argument, we remark that finite point blowup
occurs for some initial data in H' arbitrarily close to @ in H'. Let § > 0 and a solution
u as in Theorem [I] with blow-up time 7" > 0. Let to € [0,7) and Ao = (T — to)%. By the
invariances, the function u(t,z) = )\é u (A3t + to, Aoz + o (tg)) is still a solution of (L) on
[0,7) where T = T;gto = (T - to)_% and it blows up at time T at a finite point. Moreover,
by Theorem [I],

it 2) = pE (0Q (ult)x — (1) + A (Nt + 1o, Mo + o(10))

where \
0
ut) = and y(t) =
(T — N3t —to)

Thus, at t = 0, the solution u satisfies
- ~ 2
[2(0) = Qllzz = lIr(to)llz2 <6, 110:u(0) — Q'l[2 = (T — t0)5 [|0x7(t0)| L2-

Taking 6 > 0 small and ¢y € [0,7") close enough to T', u(0) is arbitrarily close to @ in H'. It
follows from the classification in [30] that u(0) ¢ A (see also Section [L.9)).

(N3t +to) — o(to)
(T — N3t —to)

o
o
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Figure 1 recapitulates known blow-up rates for (ILT]), i.e. values v > 0 for which there exist
H* blow-up solutions u of (L) with limyr (T — t)¥||0yul| 2 = C for C > 0.
Ruled out [I5} 28]  Theorem [ Existence proved in [32]

— l

L ) L u Stable blowup in A [30]
0 3 5 2 13 1‘/ Minimal mass blow up [31I] v o
Fommmmmmm - o . : t . ----
Finite blow-up point Blow-up point at co

Figure 1. Blow-up rates for the critical gKdV equation

Now, we discuss values v > % that were not considered in previous works. First, extending
the method in [32] should provide the whole range v € [3,00). Second, by constructing a
solution with the blow-up rate v = %, the present paper reopens the question of which blow-
up rates are possible for the equation, even close to the self-similar rate. We conjecture that
all blow-up rates are possible in the range v € (%, %) Since the value v = % corresponds to
a rather exceptional structure, described in Section [[L9] we expect that some key additional
ingredients will be needed to obtain the range v € (%, %) or a substantial part of it. Non

power-like blow-up rates may also be possible.

1.7. Comparison with NLS. We briefly discuss the blow-up problem for the L? critical
nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS), restricting ourselves to the one-dimensional case

i+ O%u + |ulu =0, (t,z) € R x R. (1.11)

We refer to [4] for general information concerning (LIII). The first notable fact concerning
blowup is the existence of the explicit blow-up solution
1 _iel? i x
— 4(T—t T—t

Snis(t,z) = 7 Q <T—t> (1.12)
which has minimal mass for blowup, i.e. ||Sxrs(0)||z2 = ||Q]/z2, and satisfies the blow-up
behavior |0, SxLs(t) |2 ~ C(T—t)~1, often called conformal blowup. Moreover, it was proved
in [38] that Sxrs is the unique (up to the invariances of (L.IIJ)) blow-up solution with the
minimal mass. Then, other constructions of solutions with the blow-up rate (T'—t)~! appeared
in [3] (see also [19, [44] for instability properties). In a different direction, the study of the
so-called loglog blowup for (ILII]) has a long history, where formal arguments and numerical
experiments long prevailed, see [51]. Rigorous proofs first appeared in [39] 40, [41), [42], 43, [46].
In particular, it is known that there exists an open set in H! of initial data (including negative
energy functions close to the soliton) leading to blowup in finite time with the loglog speed

ool ~ ¢y BT oy
where C' is a universal constant. The loglog speed is a slight perturbation of the self-similar
blowup (T — t)_% for NLS. Moreover, it follows from [48] that a finite time blow-up solution
of (LII) with (7)) either enjoys the loglog blowup, or blows up with a rate ||Oyu(t)| 2 >
C(T —t)~!, which represents an important gap in possible blowups. Last, we point out that
there is only one example of blowup different from the loglog and the conformal blowups, of
the form ||0,u(t)|| 2 ~ C|log(T — t)|(T —t)~! but involving at least two interacting bubbles,
constructed in [35]. Figure 2 recapitulates this information.
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Log-log blowup [41] 42}, [46] Conformal blowup (I2)), [3]

0 % 1 vV — 00

Ruled out Ruled out near one bubble [48]

Figure 2. Blow-up rates for the mass critical NLS equation with one bubble

Several differences with the gKdV case are thus apparent. First, the existence of a contin-
uum of blow-up rates has already been proved for gkdV but is open for NLS. Moreover, for
critical gKdV, the existence of a gap property in blow-up rates as the one stated for NLS now
seems unlikely. Last, the influence of the choice of a weighted topology is clearly established
for gKdV but not for NLS.

1.8. Related results for gKdV. In the framework of stable blowup, as a consequence of [29]
30], there exists a local C' co-dimension one manifold included in A which separates the stable
blow-up behavior from solutions that eventually exit the soliton neighborhood. The solutions
on the manifold are global in time and converge in a local norm to the family of solitary
waves. In the same context, the continuation of solutions after the blow-up time was studied
in [25]. The exact large time behavior of solutions exiting any small soliton neighborhood
(up to invariances) is unknown even if scattering is expected. This question is related to the
so-called scattering conjecture, saying that any solution with ||ug|/z2 < ||@Q||z2 should actually
scatter. Such questions were successfully addressed for the critical NLS equation but are still
largely open for gKdV. In [16, 52], this conjecture was first studied both for focusing and
defocusing cases. In [8], this conjecture is fully solved for the defocusing critical gKdV. For
the fosusing case, it is proved in [9] that for any H'! initial data with mass smaller than the
mass of the soliton and close to the soliton in L? norm, the corresponding solution of (L.T))
must eventually exit any small soliton neighborhood. See also [45, Theorem 1.3] and its proof
for a related result.

Concerning blow-up properties, it is proved in [47] that blow-up solutions of (I.I]) concen-
trate at least the mass of the ground state at the blow-up time. The long time behavior of
solutions close to the soliton familly is also studied for saturated monlinearities of the form
u® — y|u[P~1u, for fixed p > 5, in the limit v | 0 in [24]. In [34], a different type of solutions
of (1)), called flattening solitons, are constructed : for any v € (0, %), there exist global
solutions, arbitrarily close to @), such that as t — oo,

ut,z) =t72Q (7" (x — o(t))) +r(t,x)

where o(t) ~ Ct'7?" and the function 7(¢) is small in L? and converges to 0 locally in the
neighborhood of the soliton.

The literature concerning type II blowup (in contrast with ODE blowup) for energy critical
wave equations and parabolic problems is also vast and beyond the scope of this brief review.

1.9. Sketch of the proof. We construct the solution by compactness, passing to the weak
limit in a sequence of solutions close to an appropriate ansatz and defined backwards in time
on a uniform interval of time. We refer to [36, [49] for pioneering works using this strategy in
the blow-up context and to the subsequent articles [5] 26l 33]. By this method, no stability
property is obtained, even up to a finite number of instability directions, unlike in [30} 32} [34].



FINITE POINT BLOWUP FOR CRITICAL GKDV 7

For the simplicity of notation, we first look for a solution U of (I.I]) blowing up at (¢,x) =
(0,0). As usual in investigating blow-up phenomenon, we introduce rescaled variables (s, y),
s < 0 and y € R, setting

1 ds 1 x—o(s)
U(t,z) = w(s,y), —=-—, Y=————". 1.13
The time dependent parameters A > 0, 0 € R are to be determined and the function w
satisfies the rescaled equation

As

Ogw + 0w —w+w®) = 52 (3 +yow) - (5 —1) guw =0. (1.14)

Setting w = @ + v and using (L.3)), the small function v satisfies
As s .
Osv — Oy(Lv) — XAQ - (% - 1) Q' = nonlinear terms (1.15)

where the operators A and £ are defined in (I.20) and (T22).

To define a suitable approximate solution, we use an expansion v = v1 + v9 + - - - in powers
1
of A2 up to a sufficiently high order. The main novelty lies on the definition of v;

vi(5,) = —223 ()0 (A(s)y + o (s)) A1(y) (1.16)

where the function A; is odd, such that (£LA;)" = AQ and lim1., A1 = Fmg (mg is a positive
constant) and © is a smooth cut-off function equal to 1 in a small neighborhood of 0. The
introduction of such a function A; is related to the existence of a resonance for the operator
0L of the form 1+ R where R is a Schwartz function and 9, £(1+ R) = 0. Using a function A;
which is not localized for y > 0, in contrast with the function P used in [30} [31],32], allows new
blow-up constructions for critical gkdV. Moreover, such an ansatz justifies formally the claim
that w(0) ¢ A in Remark [[LTl We refer to Lemma for the definition of these functions.

Observe also that )\%(s)@ (A(s)y + o(s)) is the rescaled counterpart of ©(z).

Now, we derive the blow-up rate obtained with this ansatz. Using that s-differentiation as
well as the y-differentiation of the cut-off function © (A(s)y + o(s)) are negligible, we have
1
dsv1 — 0y(Lv1) = —2A2(5)O (A(s)y + o (s)) AQ(y)-
Inserting this in the equation (LI5]) of v, the following approximate blow-up law appears
As
— & 2)2.
A
We identify a special solution A(s) = s~2 (recall that s < 0). Going back to the original time
variable using dt = \3(s)ds, this gives blowup in finite time ¢t = 0 with
1

[NIE

2 1
~——, Mt)=(5t)5 t) ~ (5t)5. 1.1
e MO =60 a0~ (6 (117)
For T > 0 small, the solution u of Theorem [Ilis then given by u(t,z) = ﬁU (%, —-).

Finally, we discuss more technical aspects of the proof. First, in the expression (LI6) of vy,

both the oddness of the function A; and the power in the multiplicative factor Az are decisive
in vanishing error terms (see the proof of Proposition 2.4]). We also point out that a key
ingredient of the proof is a sharp control of the variation of the energy of the approximate
solution based on a sufficiently small error term. In Section [, the difference between the
solution and the ansatz is controlled uniformly using a variant of the virial-energy functional
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first introduced in [30]. Last, it is relevant to write the ansatz in the original variables.
From ([I3)), we have formally

= Aél(t)Q (x ;(j)(t)> ~ 204 (%) '

By (II7)) and the asymptotic properties of Ay in (24]), the first correction term of the ansatz
behaves like 7, (x) = 2moO(z) sign(z) at the blow-up time where mgy > 0 is a constant (L23)).
Such a discontinuous blow-up residual is in contrast with the H' regularity of the asymptotic
residual corresponding to the stable blowup (LI10]). Closeness to a self-similar rate is generally
associated to a residue with low regularity, see [43] for the mass critical NLS equation and
[10 11, 121 3] 20, 211 22] [50] for related observations in the energy critical wave-type models.

1.10. Notation. Throughout the paper, we will denote by ¢ a positive constant independent
of § which may change from line to line. The notation a < b means that a < ¢b. The notation
a <s b will be used for the estimate a < csb, where the constant ¢5 may depend on 4.

We use the notation y — |y| for the floor function which maps y to the greatest integer less
than or equal to y.

For 1 < p < 400, LP(R) denotes the standard Lebesgue spaces For f,g € L*(R) two real-
valued functions, we denote the scalar product (f,g) fR x)dzx. From now on, for
simplicity of notation, we write [ instead of fR and we often omlt dm

Let x : R — [0, 1] be a C*>°(R) nondecreasing function such that

X\(—oo,—2) =0 and X‘(—lrf‘oo) =1. (118)
We define the weight function w : R — R by

lul
2

w(y) = e

1152, = [ e dy)2 . (1.19)

We introduce the generator of the scaling symmetry

and the weighted norm

Af=gf+ur (1.20)
and for any k € N,
Apf = 1;—kf+yf’. (1.21)
We also define the linearized operator £ around the ground state by
Lf=—f"4f—-5Q"f. (1.22)
We define the universal constant )
= Z/Q > 0. (1.23)

Let ) be the set of functions ¢ : R — R of class C*°(R) such that
VkeN, IC, > 0, r, > 0 such that [¢®¥ (y)] < Cp(1 + [y))*e ¥, Vy e R.

For any k > 0, we fix a function z;, : R — [0, 00) of class C° such that z;,(y) = |y|* for y < —1
and zx(y) = 0 for y > 0 and we define

2, =Y + span(zp, . . ., 2k)- (1.24)
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2. BLOW-UP PROFILE

This section is devoted to the construction of a blow-up profile, i.e. an approximate
solution close to @ of the rescaled equation (LI4]) with the expected blow-up behavior with
a sufficiently high order of precision.

2.1. The linearized operator. We recall standard properties of the operator £ and intro-
duce useful functions for the construction of the blow-up profile.

Lemma 2.1 ([30, Lemma 2.1)). The self-adjoint operator L on L*(R) defined by ([L22)
satisfies the following properties.

(i) Spectrum of L. The operator L has only one negative eigenvalue —8 associated to the
eigenfunction Q3, ker £ = {aQ’ : a € R} and oess(L) = [1,+00).
(ii) Scaling. LAQ = —2Q and (Q,AQ) = 0 where A is defined in (L20).
(iii) Coercivity of £. There exists vy > 0 such that, for all $ € H'(R),

1
(£6,6) 2 woll$lEn — o= (6. Q)" + (9,yAQ)" + (4, 4Q)%) . (2.1)
(iv) Invertibility. For any function h € Y orthogonal to Q' for (-,-), there exists a unique
function f € Y orthogonal to Q' such that Lf = h; moreover, if h is even (resp. odd)

then f is even (resp. odd).

Lemma 2.2. (i) There exists a unique even function R € Y such that LR = 5Q*.
(ii) There exists a unique function P € Zy such that
(LP) =AQ, lim P(y)=2my, lim P(y)=0, (P,Q)=0. (2.2)
Y——00 Yy——+00
Moreover,
(P,Q) = m3. (2.3)
(iii) Let Ay = P —mo(1+ R). Then, Ay is a bounded, odd function of class C* satisfying
Al ey, (LA) =AQ and yli)gloo A1 (y) = £my. (2.4)
Moreover,
(A1,Q) =0, (A1,Q") =0. (2.5)

Proof. The existence of the function R follows directly from (iv) of Lemma 21 and the
function P was first introduced in Proposition 2.2 of [30]. The values of the limits limy o, A;
are deduced from R € ) and (2.2). Moreover, it is clear from its definition that A; is
bounded, of class C* and satisfies A} € V. By LR = 5Q*, we have (£(1 + R))’ = 0, which
yields (LA;) = AQ thanks to ([2:2]). Now, decompose A; = A, + A,, where A, is even and
A, is odd. Since lim o A1 = —lim_, A1, we have A, € Y. Moreover, (LA.) = 0 since AQ
is even. Thus, by (i) of Lemma 211 A, = 0. Last, (2.5]) follows by parity and (2.2)). O

2.2. Definition and properties of the blow-up profile. We fix for the rest of the paper
an even smooth function Oy : R — [0, 1] with compact support such that

1 if |z < 2
Op(r) = L
(@) {0 if [z > .

and we set Cy = ||©¢[|3, > 0. Let 6 € (0,1) be small enough and define
x
o) =60 ()
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so that
1 if |z| < 26
O(zx) = 47 2.6
(@) {0 if || > 15 (2:6)
and
107> = Cob. (2.7)

Let sp < 0, |sp| > 1 to be fixed later and let Z C (—o0, s9] be a compact interval. We consider
C! real-valued functions A : T — (0,00) and o : T — R such that

2
0< A<t and —%<0’<0. (2.8)
Define L
0(s,y) = 0(y; A(s),0(s)) = A2(s)O(A(s)y + o (s)). (2.9)
For functions
Ay ey, As, Ay, Ag € 2y, Ase€ 2y, (2.10)

and real constants ¢, ca, ¢3, ¢} to be chosen later, we set
Vi = ClAl, Vo =coP + Ay, V3= C3P—|—A3, Vi = A4, Vs = A5,

2.11
V4*:CZP, VS*: g’ ( )
and
Z Vi(y + (log A(s Z Vi (y)0% (s, 7). (2.12)
Recall that the functions P and Aq are defined in Lemma - Let the blow-up profile be
W(s,y) = W(y;A(s),0(s)) = Qy) + V(s,y). (2.13)
Last, set
ch 5,y) + ci(log A(5))0" (s, ) (2.14)
Zc])\2 s) + ¢ (log A(s)) A2(s). (2.15)

The form of the approximate solutlon W is justified in the proof of the next proposition,
where we fix the functions A; and Aj and the constants c, c3, ¢}.

Lemma 2.3. If Ay, A3, Ay, As, A% satisfy [2.10) then
VieLl® Viey, MVe),
Vo, VieZy, Vs, Vi, VEeZ, VseZy, (2.16)
AoVi, AsVs, AJVi € 2y, A4V, AsVs, A5VE € Z;.

For j =2,3,4,5 and k = 4,5, (Z10) is summarized by

V S ZLJ 1J, A V S ZLJ 2J, Vk*,Aka* € ZL%J (217)

Proof. For V; and V¥, ([210) is a consequence of the definitions in (ZI0)-(2.1I) and the

properties of P and A; in Lemma [2.2] Next, we observe the following cancellation: if ¢ € Z;
for I > 1, then Ag11¢ € Z;_1. In particular, A3V3 € Zy and A5V5 € Z. O
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Let
)\8 S
E(W) = W + 0,(95W = W + W) = AW — (% - 1) ,W. (2.18)
Proposition 2.4. Assume ([2.8]). Let ¢; = —2. There exist real constants ca, c3, ¢ and

functions Ag, Az, As, As, A} satisfying [2.10), such that the function W satisfies the following
properties, for all s € T.

(i) Pointwise estimates. For any p >0, for any y € R,

OEW | + |[OBAW | S w + 6 PAPY I 1505 (Ay). (2.19)
(ii) Error of W for the rescaled equation.
/\s Og ’

EW) == (5468) (AQ+ ¥ — (52— 1) (@ +¥0) +¥w (2.20)

where for any p > 0, for any y € R,
VEWA|§5A%W-%AHm1pa&m(Ay% (2.21)

1 3
000, | S5 A2w + A2 os g1 (), (2:22)
7
08Ty | s [log AL A ([y[ 126,01 (Ay) + w) + AZTPLg 05 (Ay). (2.23)
Moreover,

[(Tr, Q)] S5 A (2.24)

(iii) Mass of W.

‘/WQ - /Q2 <94 (2.25)
(iv) Variation of the energy of W.
d [E(W) 1 1l As = 1|0 3
a <5 = (A2|22 A ——1‘ log A A3 ) . 2.2
(B2 e (00 5 B+ 23] = 1]+ how ) (226)

We choose ¢; = —2 to simplify the expression of the scaling asymptotic (see Section [2.7]).
Subsections 2.3H2.0] are devoted to the proof of Proposition 24 while Subsection 2.7 gives
the heuristic blow-up law.

2.3. Construction of the blow-up profile. First, for any j € N, we compute

) )\s . Os i
0.(07) = 5207 1A9—|—j%9] 19,6, (2.27)

and thus

5 5 5
)\s . i—1 *pnk—1 *nk
o =2 (;; JV;6971A0 + (log ) ;:4: KVFOF A + ;;:4: Vo

5 5
+ % (Z JVi0710,0 + (log A) > kVZ0F 19,0
j=1 k=4

Second, using W =Q +V, Q" — Q + Q> = 0 and the definition of £,
0y (2W =W +W?) =8, (~LV + (Q+ V)’ - Q° = 5Q"V).
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Thus, expanding V', we obtain

5 5
By (O5W — W +WP) = =3 "(LV;)'67 — (log A) Y _(LVF)'6
j=1 k=4

5
=) jV;07710,0 — (log A) Z kVir6r 19,0
j=1 k=4

9y (Q+V)° —Q°—5Q') +

where Wy is an error term defined by

5 5
Uy 0= 5Q* ) V;0,(67) + 5(log QY V70, (6%)

j=1 k=4

5
+) 0 (3V)9,(67) + 3V 02(67) + V;05(67)) (2.28)
7j=1

5
T (log ) D (B(V)"9,(6F) + (Vi) 02(6F) + V93 (6))
k=4
Third, we compute

5 5

oW = Q'+ (V07 10,0 + VI67) + (log \) (ka*Qk_layH + (v,:)’o’f> .
j=1 k=4

Last, we remark that A(67V;) = jV;0771A0 + (A;V;)07, where A; is defined in (IZI). Thus,

5 5
AW = AQ + > (V6771 AG + (A;15)67) + (log A) D (k:v,:ek—lzw + (Akv,:)ek) .
j=1 k=4

Combining these identities, using the expressions of V; and V;* in (2.11)), and the equations
of P and A; in (22]) and (24]), we deduce that

EW) =— (A— +5> (AQ + W) — (% - 1) (Q' +¥,)

— Z (LA;)07 — (log \)(LAE) 6°

3y (<Q+V> —Q°—5Q'V) + BU, + Ty

where
5 5

5
Uy =D (AT = VEok + (log A) Y (ARV)0", (2.29)
k=4

j—l k=4

5
U, = ZV 07 + (log ) > (Vi)'6F. (2.30)
7=1 k=4
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Denote Vj := @ for the simplicity of notation. We expand

5 5 25
(Q+V)° —Q°—5Q'V =Y M;e" + (log \)MZ0° + > (log \)' | Y My ;67

j=2 =0

where for j =2,...,5,

M; = Z Viy -+ Vis _5V04Vj’
it 5=
Mg = 20V5' ViV,
and for [ =0,...,5, 7 =6,...,25,
M ; = Z (le T ‘Gsfz)(vki T Vki)
Jittgs—itkit k=g

In the above sums, we have adopted the following convention: (1) sums are taken over all
indices j,, € {0,...,5}, ky € {4,5} under the constraint indicated below the sum; (2) in
the sum defining M ;, if | = 0, there are no V;* terms and if [ = 5 there are no V; terms.
Moreover, we have M;g = M;7 = 0 for [ > 2.

Differentiating the above expansion with respect to y, we find

9y (Q+V) —@°—5Q') Z M67 + (log A\)(MZ)'0° + Uy + Uy

where

ZM@ (67) + (log \) Mz 9,(6°)

5
U3 =0, |> (log)) ZMUHJ
=0

Therefore, we obtain after rearrangement

E(W):—<§+ﬁ> (AQ+%)—<§—1> (Q +0,) + Ty

A
(2.31)
+ Z ") 67 + (log A) (F — (LAZ)') 0°
where the functions F; and F3 are defined by

j—1
Fj=> cjopiVi+ M, for j=2,3,4, (2.32)

k=1

4

F5 =Y es_pMpVio — e Vi + My, (2.33)

k=2

Fg = CZA1V1 + 61A4V4* + (Mg)/ (2.34)
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and where we have merged all the error terms in Wy = Zizl U;., including the term

4 7j—1 4
Uy =Y, — Z (Z Cj_kAka> 67 + (— Z s\ Vi + 01V4*> 6°

j=2 \k=1 k=2
- (log )\) (CZA1V1 + 61A4V;1*) 6°.
Our next objective is to cancel the second line of the identity (2.31]) by a suitable choice
of functions As, ..., As, A} and constants ¢, c3, cj. Recall that we have fixed ¢; = —2. Note

also that there is no error term to cancel at the order (log \)#*, which justifies the simplified
form of the function V;* in (2.11)) (in other words, A} = 0).

Construction of As. We claim that there exists a unique even function As € ) such that
(LA3) = Fy. Indeed, observe from the definition of V; in (ZIT)) that
Fy = eryV] +10(Q°VE) = cf (yAy +10(Q°A7)) .

Observe that F5 belongs to ), is odd, and thus y — ffoo F5 is an even function that also
belongs to ). In particular (fi/oo F,,Q") = 0. Hence, by using (iv) of Lemma 2] there
exists a unique function A, € ), even, such that LA, = ff’ « F2(y)dy, which implies that
(LA) = F>.
General computation. For j € N, define

Q; = (Aj_1P +yA] +20(Q° A1 P), Q). (2.35)
Then,

Q; = (?) mé. (2.36)

Proof of ([2.36]). Using the definition of A;_y in (L2I), (P,Q) = mg from (Z3)), then the
cancellation (yA], @) = 0 by parity and integration by parts, we rewrite €2; as

1—
Q; = <T]P + AP+ yA] + 20(Q3A1P)/7Q>

= %mﬁ + (AP, Q) — 20 (Q*A, P, Q). (2.37)
Note that from ([.22)) and (2.4)), the following identity holds
L(A}) = (LA +20Q°Q" A1 = AQ +20Q°Q' Ay

On the one hand, taking the scalar product of this identity with P, and integrating by parts,
we have

(L(A}), P) = = (AP,Q) +20 (Q°A1 P, Q") .
On the other hand, by integration by parts, using ([2.2) and (24)), then (LP) = AQ and
(A1, AQ) = 0 by parity, we obtain

(L) P) = (45.6P) = = (1im 4y ) (1 P) = (s (£PY) = ~20

Thus,
(AP,Q) — 20 (Q*A, P, Q) = 2m§, (2.38)
which implies (2.36) once inserted in (2.37]).
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Choice of co and construction of Az. We claim that there exist co € R and A3 € Z; such that
(LA3)" = F3. Indeed, observe from (ZI1)) and (232)) that F3 = c1caF3 1 + ¢ F3 2 where

Fy1 = AoP +yAy +20(Q° A1 PY,

F30 = Ao As + 20(Q3A1A2), + 100%(Q2A?)/.
In particular, F5 € Zjy. As in the construction of the profiles Py in [0, Lemma 2.4], we look for
a solution of (LA3)" = Fj of the form Az = A3 — fy+oo Fj3 for some A3 € ). Since F3 € Zy, we

have fy+oo F3 € Z; and this would imply that A3 € Z;. To find gg, by a direct computation,
we observe that it should satisfy the following equation

(LA3) = F3 + (ﬁ /yoo F3>/ =S5, (2.39)

where S3 = F} — 5Q% fy+°° F5. Since S3 € Y, from (iv) of Lemma 2.1 the existence Ay €y

solving LA3 = S is guaranteed if (S3,Q’) = 0. A direct computation using (Z39) and
LQ' = 0 yields

(85,Q) = —(55,Q) = — (F5, Q) - ((ﬁ/jw Fg)/,cz> — (F.Q).

Moreover, recalling the definition of €, in [2308]) (F3, Q) = c1c2Q3+c¢1(F3,2, Q). Since Q3 # 0

by (2.36]), we have
F
(F3,Q) — () <— o = _( 3,27@)
Q3

which concludes the proof of the claim.
Choice of cs and construction of A4. We claim that there exist ¢cg3 € R and A4 € Z; such that
(LA4) = Fy. Indeed, observe from (2II) and ([2.32) that Fy = cicgFu 1 + Fu o, where

F471 = A3P + yA’l + 20(Q3A1P)/,

Fio = c1A3A3 + ca(AaVa + 20(Q%Vi A3) + 10(Q*VE) + 30(Q*VEAVR) + 5(QVAYY.
It is important to observe that Fy, € Z;. Indeed, since A3 € Z;, we have A3A3 € 2
from ([2I6). The other terms in the definitions of Fy; and Fyo all clearly belong to Zj.
Moreover, recalling the definition of Qj in ([2.35]), we have (Fi, Q) = c1c38 + (Fu2, Q). Since

Q4 # 0 by (2.36), we have
(Fu2,Q)

F. =0 < c3=—
( 47@) €3 ClQ4
Hence, we conclude the proof of the claim arguing as for the construction of As.
Construction of Af. We claim that for any ¢; € R, there exists A} € Z; such that (LA%) =
FZr. Indeed, from (ZII) and (Z33) that

Fr = c1cf (AP + yAl +20(Q*A1 P)) .
In particular, using (235]) and (2.36]), we have (FZ,Q) = c1¢5Qs = 0. Since FY € Zj, the
claim is proved as before.

Choice of c; and construction of As. Since (05 = 0, the introduction of terms with log A in
the definition of W is needed to solve the equation of As. We claim that there exist ¢j € R
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and As € Z5 such that (LA5) = F5. From (2I1) and (233)), we compute F5 = c1¢jP + F5 2

where
F59 = c3AoVo + co A3V + c1 Ay Ay
+ (20Q° V1 Ay + 20Q° VoV + 30Q° V2V + 30Q° VA V5 + 20QVPVa + Vi)
We check that Fy € Z; from (2I6]). Moreover, using (P, Q) = mg, we have
(F5,Q) = c1ci(P,Q) + (F 2, Q) = crcimi + (Fs.2,Q)

(Fs,z,Q)_

clm%

and so
(F5,Q) =0 <= ¢} = —

2.4. Estimates for the components of the blow-up profile.

Lemma 2.5. Assume 238). The following estimates hold for all s € T and all y € R.

(i) Forj>1,q2>1,
0< 07 < A1 50 (M),
0 < A2 — 07 < A21p5 ) (Ay)),
_ 1
108601 S 07 INTT2 1596 (Aly]).-
(ii) Forj=1,...,5, k=4,5,p>0,¢>0,
J . i1
(OPV)08 (09| < ANw  ifq :10 and p > 5=
vy I ) an o 1_2525/(\y)  otherwise;
7 . )
(0P AV (07)] < A2w ifq=0 and p > 5=
vy T 6PN o5 05(Ay)  otherwise;

Asw ifqg=0 andp>%

OPVIOL(0F)| + |(OP AL Vi¥) 0 (6F)| <
[(OBV)OL(0%)| + [(O) Ak V) OL(07)] S 5_p_qu+q+gl[_25’%}(Ay) otherwise.
(iii) Forp >0,

100V (5, 9)| + [O8AV (5,9)] S AZw + 5 PAPFT1 509 (Ay).

(2.40)
(2.41)
(2.42)

(2.43)

(2.44)

(2.45)

(2.46)

Note that (i) of Proposition 2.4] is a direct consequence of (2.46). We also prove (iii) of
Proposition 2.4l Using W = Q + V', we compute fW2 = fQ2 +2[QV+ [ V2. From (2.46)

and (2.8), we have U QV‘ < A2 <62 and [ V2 <4, which proves ([2.25)).
Proof of Lemma[Z3. Using (Z8) and |o| < $, we have

if |y| > 2 then O(\y + o) =0,

if ly| < ¢ then ©(\y + o) = 1 and ©P)(\y + o) = 0 for any p > 1.

The estimates (i) follow then from direct computations.

Let j=1,...,5,0<p< % and ¢ > 0. From (2.16]), (2.40), [2.42)),
(@V)0807)] S (14 Il"™= ) 67IATE 1 g5 (M)

< ot et L2525 (Ay)-
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Let j =1,.. 5p>] and ¢ > 1. From (2.I6]) and (2:42)
(OBV))O(07)] < w(y)dINTF 31505 (Myl) < € 526~ INTF 315 05 (Aly)-

Since % >1and p— % > 0, we estimate e < 5P 2 \=’3" and thus in this case, we
also obtain
; Cp—qgtd=l 1
\(apv‘)aqwﬂ)\ S ORI NPT L 0505 (Ay).

Let j=1,...,5and p > ] . It follows from ([2.I6]) and ([Z.40) that |(9)V;)67] < Aw. Thus,

243)) is proved Estlmates (m and (2.45)) are proved similarly.
Last, for any p > 0, the estimate (2.46]) is a consequence of the general Leibniz rule

oV = ZZ( ) (99V;)P79(67) + (log \) ZZ( ) (29V;)oP~4(6%)

Jj=14=0 k=4 q=0

and of the previous estimates. O

2.5. Estimates for the error terms. Now, we estimate the error terms ¥y, ¥, and Wy .

Estimate for ¥y. Estimate (2.2]]) for any k£ > 0 and for y < 0 is a consequence of the definition
of ¥y in ([229) and (2.44), (245). For y > 0, we use the decay properties from (2.I6).

Moreover, the same estimates show that
[(Tx = (AM1V1)0,Q)] S A
We observe that the function A1V; = ¢1yA], is odd. Thus, (A1V1,Q) = 0 and it follows from
241 that
(A1V1)8,Q)] = | (MVA(0 = A1), Q)| s Ate 5
which yields ([2.24)).

FEstimate for ¥,. Tt follows from the definition of ¥, in (230) and 2.16), (2.43), [2.45)
that (2.22) holds for any k& > 0.

Estimate for Wy . First, we claim that, for any k& > 0,
7

‘55‘111‘ + ‘35‘1’2‘ So A2 o505 (). (2.49)
We decompose Uy = Wy 1 + Uy 9 + ¥ 3+ Uy 4 according to the four terms in (2.28]). Using
the expression of @, (2.16) and (2.42]), we have for any k > 0,

3 _5..3
105011 | + 105 10| S5 w()A? 15,25 (Aly]) So €728 A2 11_o5.261(Ay).-

For all the terms in 8’;\1'1,3, we use ([2.43)) with p+ ¢ = 3+ k and ¢ > 1, which proves that

7
0K, 3] <o A2TF1 o506 (Ay). Using (24F), we have [05Wy4| <5 [log Al >\2+k1[ 25,25 (AY).-
These estimates justify (249) for the term ;.
We decompose \IJQ = WUy 1 + Va9, where

Uy = Z M;8,(07) + M50,(0%) + (log \)MZ,(0°), Way = VP8, (6°)

and Ms = Ms — V. We observe that for j =2,...,4, k >0, |8’;Mj| + |8§M5| + |8’;M§| S w.
In particular, using (242)), we have [05Ws 1| <5 eI N2 1{_25,25](Ay). Moreover, using (2.42))
and |8’JV1| < 1, we have |8ny\1f272| <s Az tHE 1(_95,25)(Ay). This proves ([2.49) for Ws.
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Second, we prove that, for all £ > 0,
05 Ws| S5 flog Al N+ ST o505 (). (2.50)
We claim that, for any p > 0,
. ] 5
M| < w . ifp+1>%—3,
M~ 1 ly|2=2 P~ otherwise.

Indeed, after applying the Leibniz rule, any term of the sum expressing O M, j is the product

of five functions 9y Vj, or 9™ Vi ; moreover if p +1 >4 —3 then there exists at least one
Jm € {1,...,5— E}suchthatpm>———andsoap ijeyby(m) orone k,, € {1,...,¢}
Suchthatpm—l—1> In — 2 andso@pka € Y by (217).

Therefore, recalhng that Mg = M7 = 0 for I > 2 in the sum defining U3, the esti-
mate (2.50) is proved as (ii)-(iii) of Lemma [2.5]
Last, we claim, for all k£ > 0,

05 ws] S5 X [log Al [ylL-a5,0(Ay) + X7 flog Al w (2.51)
We compute from (2.14), (2:29)),
8 5 8

\11422 Z Cj— kAka Hj—z Cj— ka Qj

Jj=6 \k=j-3 Jj=6 \k= max(4,j -3)
8 5 9
+(log ) > > ekl Vi | 07 — (log M) Zvj 207
j=6 \ k=max(4,7—3) j=
9 9
+ (log \)cj Z i—aVi_4)0? + (log \) 042 j—aVi 6.
J= J=8

By (2.16), all the functions involved in the above expression of Uy belong to Z;. Moreover, the
minimal power of # is ¢ with log A, and §® with higher powers of log A\. Thus, estimate (2.51))

follows from (2.40) and (2.42).

2.6. Variation of the energy. By direct computation

)\2% [E(;g/)] = —/asw (G5W +W°) — 2%E(W)

and thus, using ([2.I8)-(2.20) and integrating by parts,

d [E(W) As W As oo
2 _ W 2”7 5
)\ds[ A2 }_ )\/A (@ ) — A EW)

+(3-1) / (Q +0,) (2W + W)

# [ (548) @+ w @ + )

- /\IJW (@;wW +W?)

‘=e€e1+ey+e3+eq.
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First, integrating by parts, — [ AW (8§W + W?®) = 2E(W) and thus e; = 0.
Estimate for es. It follows from (I3), 246), 222) and [ QQ' = 0 that

(/(!Q’\H%r)(\a?vw\(m‘/) @)+ [ v, !Q) <5 b

2.
Estimate for es. The function 8 depending on y, we rewrite e using 3 (see (ZI5)) as
As > ~
e3 = (T + ﬁ) /(AQ +0,) (5w + WP) +/ (5 — 5) (AQ + Uy) (3w + W?)

‘=e31t€32.

On the one hand, we deduce from (L3), (2.40), (221)) and [(AQ)Q = 0 that

> 1B (/ (1AQI+1Wal) (B3VI + @+ V)* - @*) + [ "I’A‘Q>

On the other hand, by using (2.14)-(2.15)

les 1] S

As 3
|

4 )
€3.2 :/ 3¢ (9]’ —A%) +ci(log ) (6% = 22) | (AQ + W) (2W + WP),

j=1
and so it follows from (2.41]), (2.19) and (221]) that
1 5
le3,2] So A2 / (@ + AL 2525 (\y)) (w + >\51[_25,z5](>\y)) Lso0)(Alyl) S5 A%,

Hence

As =
By

Estimate for ey. It follows from (2.19]) and (2.23)) that

7 5
ea] Ss / (X og Al (131150 (M) + ) + A3 102 (Ap) ) (1w + A1 o525 (A0))
S5 A3 [log Al

les| g A2 A3

We complete the proof of (2.26) gathering these estimates.

The proof of Proposition 2.4]is complete. From now on, when we consider a blow-up profile
W such as in (212)-2I3), we take ¢c; = —2, the constants cg, c3, ¢§ € R and the functions
Ay, Ag, Ay, As, Af defined in Proposition 2.4
2.7. Formal blow-up law. Proposition 2.4] (ii) suggests to look for a blow-up profile W with
parameters (), o) satisfying formally

As = Os

s -0 2z

x TP=03
The replacement of §(s,y) by B (s) in the equation of A is justified by (2.41I]). In view of the
expression of 8 in (ZI5]) (recall ¢; = —2), we introduce

Ao d

Ul

G(A) = / 3 1 e :
A n2 (2= can? — ezn — 2 log 1)

—1=0.

(2.52)
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This function is well-defined for any 0 < A < Ay, where Ag > 0 is small enough. Rewriting
the equation for A as A\;G'(\) = —1, yields by integration G(\(s)) = G(A(0)) — s = —s. We
have G(\) = AT — Flog A+ O(1) as A | 0. Moreover, the function G is decreasing and
one-to-one from (0, Ag] to [0,00). Thus, A(s) = G71(—s) ~ s72. Next, we integrate o5 = \
choosing o(0) = fi)oo A. Thus, for any s < —1, we obtain the estimates

log |s|
Eli

~

1

3. MODULATION CLOSE TO THE BLOW-UP PROFILE

3.1. Refined blow-up profile. In [30], a refined approximate blow-up profile around @,
involving a small parameter b and denoted by @), allows to obtain an additional decisive
orthogonality condition on the residual term. We proceed similarly for the blow-up profile .
For a C! real-valued function b : Z — R such that

b| < 62, (3.1)
we define the function Wy(s,y) = Wy(y; A(s),0(s),b(s)) by
Wb(37 y) = W(37 y) + b(S)Pb(37 y) (32)
where
Po(s,y) = xo()P W), xu(s,y) = x([b(s)["y), v = % (3.3)

and the function x is defined in (II8]). The next lemma provides estimates for the refined
profile Wp. Let

Uy, = 9y (b0y Py — bPy + Wy — WP) 4+ bAQ + bBAP,. (3.4)

Lemma 3.1. Assume 2.8) and B1)). For all s € T.
(i) Pointwise estimates for W;. For any p > 1, for any y € R,

1

(Wl + [AW,| S w + A21 9595 (Ay) + [B]L[2,0)(|6]"y), (3.5)
|OVWy| + [OFAW| S w + 5_p)\p+%1[—25,25](>\y) + Py gy ([B]7y). (3.6)

(ii) Error term in the equation of W3. For p =0,1, for ally € R,
O8] S5 (87 + [bIA2 ) + [BIA2 Lo g ([BI7y) + o Ly (el7y). (3.7)

Moreover,
‘(\yb, Q) — 2e1m2bAz | <5 b2 + |b|A. (3.8)
(iii) Mass and Energy of W,

‘/Wb /W2 S [bl+ ]z, (3.9)

[E(Wy) = BW)| <5 [b] + [b]'A%. (3.10)

Proof. (i) The estimates ([B.5)-(3.6]) follow directly from the estimates ([2.I9]) for W and the
definitions of x, W} and By in (II8]), (3:2)) and (B3).
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(ii) Expanding W, = W + bP, and using (LP)" = AQ in the definition of ¥, we find
Uy, = b(1 — xp)AQ + bBAP,
+3b(0yxb) P + 3b(0;x) P’ + b(93x6) P — b(dyxs) P + 5b(9yxs)Q* P (3.11)
+ b0y (5(W* — Q") P, + 106W? P} + 106°W? P} + 5b°W P} + b*P)) .

We estimate separately each term on the right-hand side of (3:I1]). First, from the properties
of xp and AQ € Y, for p =0,1,

_3 _Llp—
|60 (1 — xo)AQ)| S [ble™ 41 oo _yy (b)) < [ble” 1w

Next, we compute
AP, = (AP)xp + y(9yxs) P, (3.12)
and we estimate

AR Sw+19q(b["y) and |9yAP| S w + [b]71 o _1(|b]y). (3.13)
Thus, it follows from (2I4]) and (240) that
[BBARY] < [bAZw + [BIAT1p g ([b]7y),
1680, (APy)| < [BIAZw + [b] YA 1oy ([B]y).
Next, we deduce from ([B.3]) and P € Z; that, for p = 0, 1,
1602 (D x5)P")| + [bO2 ((92x6) P')| + [bOE ((9yx0)Q*P)| S e 7w
108 ((95x0) P) | + 035 ((Byx0) P)] < 16121715 yy([b]y).
Recall from (ZI3), W* — Q* = 4Q3V + 6Q?*V? +4QV?3 4 V*. By ([240)), for p = 0,1, 2,
OP(QPV)| + [8(Q*V?)| + |a2(QV?)] < Afw,
0D(VH)| S Nw+ 6 PAPF2,
Thus, for p =0,1,
6O (W — Q)By)| S5 [bIAZw + [BINPPL g (1B]y) + (6] F VA2 (P + [B77) 1o, 1y ([B]y).
Last, by using (2.19]) and ([3.3]), we have, for p = 0,1,
02077 (W3PR)| <5 b2w + [bPATTPL g 00 (1By) + (b YAZ (P + () 1o iy ([0]7).
°0, 77 (W2P))| Ss 16w + [bP A P1_gg/(16]y) + [BI*TTANP + [b]P7)11_o _1j(|b]"y),
(10,7 (W) | Ss [bl'ew + b1 A2 711y 0 (1By) + [+ 7A (P + 6171y ([b]7),
690, P (B))| Ss [P + [Py gy (7).

We deduce (3.7)) by gathering these estimates.
Proof of (3.8]). Taking the scalar product of the expression of ¥y in (3.11]) with @ and using
the same estimates as before, we observe that the two terms bGAP, and 20b8y(Q3V10P) give

contributions of size bA? while all the other terms give contributions of size at most b% 4 |b|\.
First, we observe

|(8AP = e AP.Q)| S (BB = P),AQ)| +1(8 = BYP,AQ)| + B — c1A3 (P AQ)
<Az i azem iR £ A 5 ATH A
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Second, we compute from (2.11]) and (2.41) that
(0,(Q*116P), Q) + 1)} (@41 P.Q)

Thus, ([B.8) follows from the identity (2.38]).
(iii) Expanding W), = W + bP,, we obtain

/Wf:/w2+2b/WPb+b2/P5.

Observe from (2.19) and (3.3) that
b / WP,
Hence, (8.9 is proved. Expanding W, = W + bP, in the definition of the energy, we obtain

EW,) = E(W) + b/((‘)yW)(abe) + %zﬂ /(aypb)2 — %/ (W +bP)° —W9).
Observe from (2.19) and (3.3) that

‘b / (0,W)(9,Fy)

S Azemax S5\

§WHW”ﬁ,¥/ﬁSWPﬂ

< bl w/@afs&

'/((W+be)6—W6) < |b| + [bI17AS.

Hence, (B3.10) is proved. O

3.2. Modulation close to the blow-up profile. Let
Z =[S, s0] where S < 59 < 0 and |sg| > 1.

We look for (w(s,y), A\(s),o(s)) solution of the rescaled equation (I.I4)) on Z such that w has
the form

’lU(S, y) = Wb(s7 y) + 6(87 y)v
where the parameters \, o, b satisfy (2.8)), (3I]) and the function ¢ satisfies

le(s) i < 8% (3.14)
and the orthogonality relations
(e(s), AQ) = (e(5),yAQ) = (£(s),Q) = 0. (3.15)
Moreover, we assume that
w(S) =W (S) < b(S)=0,¢e(S)=0. (3.16)

In this context, the existence and uniqueness of C! functions A, o, b ensuring the orthogonality
relations (B.15) follow from standard arguments based on the implicit function theorem. In
the case where the blow-up profile is @, this is justified in [30, Lemma 2.5] and the references
therein. The same proof applies to the refined ansatz W. The orthogonality relations (B.I5])
are taken from [27] (as in the series of papers [5, 6 291 B30} 311 32, 34, 37]) in order to ensure
the positivity of a quadratic form related to a virial argument (see Lemma [5.2).
We derive the equation of €. First, we check from ([L14]) that
Dse + 0y [02e — e + (W +2)° — W) — %As - (”7 - 1) Oe +&W) =0  (3.17)
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where (see ([2.I8]) and (B.4]) for the definitions of £(WW) and ¥y)

E(W) = E(W) — bAQ — (% + /3) A(bP,) — (% - 1) (b0, Py) + B (bPy) + Ty,

Next, using (2.20), we rewrite

gb(W) :—WL'MQ—I-\IJM—F\I’{/V—F\P(,, (3.18)

where

As 3 .
= <7iﬁ1+b>, NP = (g‘) (3.19)
S Y
and
As ~ Os

Uy = — <T +B+ b) (T + bAP) — <T - 1) (U, + b0, P,) 520)

+ (B = B) (AQ + Wx +BARy) + b (¥ + bAP,) + by (x5 + 799, x0) P-
Lemma 3.2 (Modulation estimates). For any s € Z,

As

% . 1( So llellzz, + A% flog Al + [BIAZ + 2, (3.21)

by + 2¢;bAz

So lellfa +llelizz (A% + [bl) + X° log A| + [BIA + B2. (3.22)
Proof. By using the definition of £ in (L22]), we rewrite the equation of ¢ as
Bse + 0yLe —mm- M(Q+¢)+ (B+b)Ae+0,R1 +0yRo+ Wy + Uy + U, =0 (3.23)
where
Ri=Wy+4¢e)® —WP —5Wie, Ry =5W —Q%be.
We start by general estimates on the error terms in ([3.23]). We claim that, for any f € ),

(@R DS el (3.24)
(@R IS (A +1]) Dl e, (3.25)
(War, £)| S bl + (7] + B)(AZ + [b]) + e, (3.26)
(W, £)] S5 A Jlog Al (3.27)

1
[(Ta, £)] o [BI(AZ - [0]). (3.28)
where the implicit constants depend on f. Indeed, the estimate (3.24]) is a consequence of
[R1| < [Wol?e® + [e]” S Jef* by BB and [e]|7 S [|0yellz2llellz S 1. The estimate (3:23)
follows from integration by parts (9,Ra, f) = — (W} — Q%)e, f') and [W)} — Q*| < AT 4 |b]

using ([2.46) and (3.2)). The estimates (3.26)-(3.28) follow from (2.41)), (2.21)), (2.22)), (2.23)),
B0, BI12) and (3:20).
Now, using the first orthogonality relation in (3I5), (3:23) and (Q', AQ) = 0, we obtain

‘<%+§+b>+%ﬁ§jl>

N 1
<o (] + lellzz,) (A2 101+ llelzz, ) +1(@yRa, AQ))
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Hence, using (3:24)-B.28]) with f = AQ,
As
By
Similarly, by the second orthogonality relation in (I5) and (Q',yAQ) = [[AQ||%,, we obtain

+B+b

o lellzz, + 1] (A% + 6]+ llelzz, ) + bs] + A% [log Al + [bIA® + 0%, (3.29)

% - 1\ <o llellz, + || (A% +|b| + Hsu%) 4 |bs] + A flog A| + Az + 52 (3.30)
Last, using the third orthogonality relation in ([BI5]) and (B.:23]), we have
0= (9:2.Q) = (9,L2,Q) = (- M(Q+2).Q) + (B +b)(A=,Q)

+ (0yR1,Q) + (0yR2, Q) + (¥ar, Q) + (Yw, Q) + (¥, Q).

We observe the special cancellations (9yLe, Q) = — (¢, £LQ’) = 0 and (Ae, Q) = —(¢,AQ) = 0.
Moreover, it follows from the identities (AQ, Q) = (Q’, Q) = 0 that

(7 7@ +2),Q) | S5 lilell e,

Recalling m3 = (P,Q) > 0 (see (Z3)) and arguing as for the proof of ([3.26]) but using [2.24])
instead of (2.2I]), we obtain

[(War, Q) — mabs| Ss (A2 + [B]) + [B|A + b + €75,
Then, we deduce combining these estimates with (3.8) and (3.24)-(B27) with f = @ that

>

bs + 2c1bA2 Ss (Im] + [lell 2 ) <)\% + [b] + ||€||L§ol> + A3 log A| + [b|A + b2 (3.31)
Therefore, we conclude the proof of (3.2I)) combining (3:29)), (8:30]) and (3:31]), and taking §
small enough. The proof of (8:22)) then follows from ([B.21]) and B31]). O

4. BOOTSTRAP SETTING

4.1. Definition of a sequence of solutions. The time variables ¢t and s will be approxi-
mately related by 5t = (—s)™° (see (6.1])) which motivates the definitions, for n > 1 large,
11
=5
We denote by W, ,,(t,y) the function Wy(y; An(t), on(t),bn(t)) defined in Section [ for A, (t),
on(t) and b, (t) to be chosen. We define the solution w,, of (LI]) with initial data at 7T;,

un(Tn) =TI ! Wb,n <Tn7 %;@)
A2 (T,) n(Th)
with the choices )
M(Ty) = G7Y(n), on(Tn) =~ ba(Tn) = 0. (4.1)

Recall from Section 2.7 the definition of G and |\,(T},) — n~2| < n~3(logn).
We consider the solution u,, for times ¢t > T,. As long as it exists and remains close to
up to rescaling and translation, we can decompose it as in Section

where ¢, satisfies (B.I5]). At ¢t = T,,, this decomposition satisfies (£.1)) and &,(7;,) = 0.
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We define the rescaled time variable s

t dt,

From now on, any time-dependent function will be seen either as a function of ¢ or as a
function of s.

4.2. Notation for the energy-virial functional. We follow the notation and presentation
of [30}, Section 3.4] and [6, Section 3.1]. Let 1, ¢ € C* be non decreasing functions such that

e’ fory< —1,
e¥ fory< —1,

1 1
Y(y) = 1 and  @(y)=q y+1 for - <y<g,
1 fory> st 2 2

2—e Y fory>1.

We note that such functions satisfy %ey < YP(y) < 3e¥ and %ey < p(y) < 3e¥ for y < 0, and
s0(y) < ¥(y) < 3¢(y) for all y € R. Moreover, we may choose the function ¢ such that
1<¢(y)<1forye[-1,1] and so & “l < ¢ (y )<3e‘|y‘ for all y € R.

For B > 100 large to be chosen later we define

_ s (Y — (Y
vp)=v (%) and wp)=v(%).
From the properties of ¢ and ¢, we have for all y < 0,

1 1
5¢F SUp(y) <3eF, ceF <pp(y) < 3ek, (4.3)
and for all y € R,
1
ge_% < Bols(y) <3¢7 B < 9p5(y),
1
5903(9) < ¥p(Yy) < 3pp(Y), (4.4)

Vp(y) + B2WE ) + BB ) < ¢B(y).

1

Np(en) = </ ((Byen)? +€2) 903) 2

We set

and we observe
1
2
lenlizz, < (B [ ) Naten) (4.5)

4.3. Bootstrap estimates. Let C7 > 1 and C3 > 1 be two large constants to be fixed later
(possibly depending on §). We introduce the bootstrap estimates

1

An(s) = | < Ctls|log s],

(4.6)

on(s)

' < Ctls| ™2 log s,

sl
[bn(s)] < Cf]s| ™ log 3],
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and )
S i\ 4 P B
Nateo) + ([ (2) Iealrls a7 ) < Gl g sl (4.7

For sp < —1, |sg| large enough to be chosen later, we define S} € (S, so] by

Sy =sup{S, < § < so: BI4), [@6) and [@T) are satisfied for all s € [S,, §]}.

Proposition 4.1. There exist C7 > 1, C5 > 1, B > 1 and sg < —1, independent of n, such
that for n large enough, S} = sg.

Proposition ] is proved in the rest of Section Ml and in Section B We work on the time
interval Z = [S,,, S| where the bootstrap estimates (8.14]), (4.6]) and (£7)) hold. In every step
of the proof, the value of |sg| will be taken large enough, depending on the constants J, CF,
C3 and B, but independent of n. For simplicity of notation, we drop the n in index of the
functions (W, €0y Ay O, b))

4.4. Closing the parameter estimates. The next lemma follows from inserting (Z.6))-(4.7)

into the estimates ([B.21]) and (3.:22]), using also (4.35]).

Lemma 4.2. For all s €T,

A ~ o
|| = ‘TS + 6+ b‘ + TS - 1‘ So llellzz, + Ctls| =% log |s], (4.8)
|bs + 457 1b] <s ]s]_lHEHLSOI + |s] "% log |s|. (4.9)
We strictly improve the bootstrap estimates (4.6]) on the parameters.

Lemma 4.3. There exists C7 > 1, independent of C5 such that for all s € T,

1 *
) = 5| < Gl ol
1 cr,
o)~ il < Fot o s, (4.10)

cy, _
[b(s)] < —Fls| " log |s]-

Proof. First, from (@8] and (@35)-(@8)-@T), we have |\;G'(\) + 1] < |s| 72, where the func-
tion G is defined in (Z52). Integrating on [Sy,s] for any s € Z and using ([@1]), we obtain
IG(A(s)) — |s]| < Is|7L. Since G(\) = A2 — Zlog A+ O(1) as A | 0, we obtain

A(s) = 5|72 + cals| 7 log |s| + O(|s|7?), (4.11)

which implies the estimate for A in (4I0]) by choosing C7 > 4cy and |sg| large enough.
Second, from (&8), (A1) and (@II), we have |os — |s| 72| < |s|®log|s|. By integration,
using o (S,,) = [Sn| 7},
jo(s) = Is| 7! < c|s| " log 3|
for some ¢ > 0. Choosing C7 > 4c, this implies the estimate for o in (Z.I0).
Last, from (&3) and @8)-@7), |(s'b)s | <5 [sPllellr2, +|s|7*log s|, and using b(S,) = 0,

st S5 [ 1rPlletr)lz, dr -+ sl og sl

n
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Using (£5) and then (47), we observe that

2 L 2, 2 2 L
TP le()z, Ss ITl?’[/\G_v;(e(T))]B||€(T)||2§O1 <6 (C3)3 |77 (log |7[)3 - [TIslle(mllzs -
By the Holder inequality and then again (4.7), it follows that

S 2 S
LvWWWQM$ww{LvM®wwm></vw€uzm)

5 G5 (IsI7# o0gsD)F) (IsI™ Qogs]) ¥ ) = C3s| ™5 log(|s).

Thus, |b(s)| < cs|s|~°log |s| which yields the estimate for b in (0] by choosing CF > 4cs. [

The constant C7 in ([6) is now fixed according to Lemma[3land it is not tracked anymore.
4.5. Control of global norms from the conservation of mass and energy.
Lemma 4.4. For any s € Z,

le()z S 62 19ye(s)llze S 972572 les) e < Isl ™" (4.12)

For |sg| large enough and ¢ small, this improves strictly the bootstrap (B.14]).

Proof. From BI6) and [ w?(S) = [w?(s), it follows that

JwHs) = [wis) - /mwm /m )2 [ +5R)(s)e() + [ 260)

Using (2.25]), we have ‘ [W2(s) — [W2(S | < 4. Moreover, we deduce from the orthogonality
relation [ e@ = 0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the estimates (2.46]) and (3:3) that

/(W +bPFy)e

Combining these estimates with (3:9) comparing W and W}, yields the control of the L? norm
of & (recall that (2.8]) and (B.I]) control the size of the parameters in terms of 9).

The conservation of energy implies that A=2(S)E(w(S)) = A~2(s)E(w(s). Thus, by (3.16)
EW(S)) _ E(w(s)  EW(s)+e(s))
A2(S)  A%(s) A2(s) ’
Using the identity [(Q" + Q°)e = [ Qe =0,

EWy+¢e)=EW,) + /(8 V + b0, B,)(0ye) + /(8 E)
- [0t (e - W - owie).

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then (2:40]),

‘j/(a@xf)(aya)

Next, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (3.3)) yield

‘ / b0, ) (0,¢)

1 1 _
< (Ve + bl Pollz2) llell 2 < 5/&?2 +c(6+ || + Az + [pP77).

1 _
<10yl ll9yellze < gllDyelze + ed~ A%

1
S blloyellze < SllOyellze + elbf*.
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We observe from (2.46)), (3.3)),
v - @ < [ @i+ pinbld + [qvE -+ prinE
S OB+ pDlellzz + OBVE+ P Dl S O3 + Blell 2, + 632 + b
and from (B.5) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (L4)),
S / (erz —1—56)
< lela + 2+ Il + llell42 10,2l
el + 03 + bl + 0yl

‘/ (Wy+¢)° — WP — 6Wpe)

Gathering these estimates, for § small enough, we deduce
EW,) E( (5))
A2 A2(S) |

1
10yelZz < lelifz +AZllellgz, +071A% + 0% + A2

By (810) and then (28] we have (recall v = 3/4)

[E(Ws) = E(W)| < [b] +[b1AZ < [b + A5 < [b] + )"
From (2.:26), (£8), (£5), (£.6) and (£1), we have
e
dt | A2

< C3ls| 7 log 3.

Thus, by integration,

EW(s)) EW(S))

A%(s) A%(5)

This yields, using also (d.5]), (£.6]) and (.71),
el S 50 + s, + Az, + b1 S 674

‘ < C3ls| Hog|s| < 1. (4.13)

Last, the estimate ||e]|2o < |l€]|z2]|0yellz2 completes the proof of (EIZ). O

5. ENERGY ESTIMATES

To complete the proof of Proposition [4.1] we improve the bootstrap estimate (£7)) using
the following variant of the virial-energy functional introduced in [30]

F= % V@ya)% + /%B - %/ (W5 + )" = Wy = 6Wye) v |

5.1. Virial-energy estimates.

Proposition 5.1. There exist p1, s > 0 and B > 100 such that the following hold on T.
(i) Time variation of F.
dF u _
5 [ (@ + ) i 55 Cilsloglsl (5.1)
(ii) Coercivity of F.
F 2 L NaE)”. (5.2)



FINITE POINT BLOWUP FOR CRITICAL GKDV 29

Proof of Proposition [5.1l Proof of (5.I]). By one integration by parts and then (317

)\2d]: —2/85 wB(‘)ys—z/JBZ? e+epp — U [(Wb+a) Wb])

— 2%)\2.?— 2/(85Wb) [(Wb + E) — Wb - 5Wb E] T/JB

=fi+tfotfs+fatfs

where
f=2 / B, (~02 + ¢ — [(Wy +¢)° — W) Gp(e)
fa=2 [ &W)Gu(e)
fi=2(% 1) [@066)
2 2 1 6 6 5
4—2—/<A€GB —(0ye)"Yp —¢ ¢B+§[(Wb+5) _Wb_GWb€]¢B>
fs = —2/(85Wb) [(Wy +¢)° — Wy — 5W,'e] ¥

and

GB(E) = —8y(¢38ya) +epp —Yp [(Wb + 6)5 — Wg)] .

Estimate for fi. We claim that there exist uy > 0, By > 100, such that for all B > By,

fit 2 [ (& 4+ @07 ol S5 bl (5.3)

Following the computations page 89 in [30]

fi= [ 30w + (35 + vy~ VHO)? + (s — )]

_1 / [(Wy+ )8 — WE — 6(Wp +£)°¢] (¢ — ¥p)

3
w2 [ (W42 = W - 5Wie] 0, W) - o)
110 / Wa(0,) [(8,Wh) (W + 2)* — W) + (Wp + ©)4(8,2)]
- /T/J/B [(—855 +e— (Wy+e) — Wl;r)))2 - (—825 + 5)2} )

We decompose f1 =: f;~ + fi” + f{ where f;~, fi” and f{" correspond to the integration over
the regions y < —g, ly| < g and y > g respectively.
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We first estimate f;~. By using the properties of pp and ¢p in ([£3)-(@4) and choosing
B > 100 large enough, we have

1
fr+3 / (07e)*p + = / (% + (0,)°) ¢
y<-% 2 Jy<-%

5/ B (Wye? + &%) cpjg+B/\abey(bey?’a?HaP)gij
y<—3
" /< 10yl (19, Wl (Walfel + [el*) + [ye] (Wl + %)) o
y<—z%

el (W2 = W)W o) W

=: f1<,1 + f1<,2 + f1<,3 + f1<,4-
It follows from (3.5, then (£3)-([£4) and (£.I12])

B
R B (e el B Y G RN I B
y<-% y<—3 y<—
Similarly, 3.5), B3.6), then (43)-(@4) and (£I12]) yield

_ _ _B -
fosB [ Sudr BSSO 4 NEl) [ Sens (R all) [ S
y<-7z y<—3 y<—

vl

vt

P [ 0 W+ ) (2 + 02P) e+ [, @ (Wl + <) o
Yy<—% Yy

< (e‘% + \s\_4> / ., (% + (9ye)?) ¥l

y<—3

vl

and

s [ W) @ @) tos [ (Wl ),
y<—3 y<—

vty

S (%415 / L (05e)vp +e%¢) .
y<—3

Gathering these estimates and taking B > 100 and |s| large enough, we deduce that
1
o+ / (0re)* Y + = / (€% + (846)*) ¢ < 0. (5.4)
_B 4 _B
y< 2 y< 2
Since Y3 =0 on y > %, we observe using also ([£4]) that, for B > 100 large enough,
1
T+ —/ (€2 +(9y)*) ¥ S /
2 y>B

y>

Using (B.3), (3:6) and ([4.12), it follows that
B
g Eerblt [ Penset [ ol Wa)
y> y>Z y>

(W)t + %) el + / 0, Wy| (IW3]* + |ef*) e%¢5.

B B
z y>3

vty
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Thus, using ([4.71), for B and |s| large enough, we obtain

1 _
ey IR AN 59
Y>3
In the region |y| < %, using ¢p(y) =1+ % and ¥p(y) = 1,
~ 1 1
=g [ (30042 [ 2 = w7+ %)
2
2
- = (W +)° = Wy — 5Wy'e] y(8,W).
B Jiy<2

We decompose f{~ as

1
= -5 (3(9ye)? + &% — 5Q"e? + 20yQ>Q'e?)
lyl<Z
1
- [(Wy + €)% — WY — 6(W, + ¢)°c + 15Q"&?]
3B Jjy<2
2
- = (W) +2)° — W) — 5W;'e — 10W,e?] y(9, W)
B Jy<z
20 3 3/ 2
-5 |y (WaW - Q°Q)e
lyl<Z

=: fT1+ fia+ 1+ fis

To control the main quadratic term f1N,17 we rely on the virial-type estimate proved in [30]
(see also [27], Proposition 4]).

Lemma 5.2 ([30, Lemma 3.4]). There ezists By > 100 and po > 0 such that, for all B > By,

/ N [3(0y)* + &% — 5Q"e* + 20yQ' Q%] > ,uo/ (2 + (94¢)?) ! 2
lyl<5

lyl<Z B
Hence,
- 1
Jia+ MO/ . (52 +(9y8)%) ¥l S B e gp.
lyl<3
To estimate fi and f{;, we need the following estimate for k = 0, 1,

OF Wit = Q") S Isl ™0+ [174 21 L5 05 (Ag) + Is| 2 (log |5 1o (By). (5.6)

Indeed, for £ = 0, we observe that
Wy — QY S W= QY + W, = W S Q°IVI+V*+ [ol| B||W]* + [b]*| Py *.

For k =1, we expand

W2o,W, — Q*Q = (W3 — Q3 + 3bW?2P, + 3b°W P2 + b>P2)d, Wy, + Q30,(V + bP;)
which implies that
(W0, Wy — Q°Q'| S (QIVI+ VP + [BIW?[ Bo| + [b°| Po*) 10, Ws| + Q% (10, V] + (][0, P|) -
Thus, (5.6) follows from (2.19)), (2.46)), (3.3) and (4.6]).
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We decompose
(Wy +€)8 — W — 6(Wy, + ¢)%c + 15Q*?
= Wy +e)° — WP — 6Wpe — 15We? — 6 [(W, +¢)° — W) — 5Wyle| e — 15 [} — Q%] €2,
so that
(W, +)% =W —6(Wy +¢)°e + 15Q%2| < ([WhPle] +£%) & + |[W, — Q%] %
Thus, it follows from (B.5]), (412]) and (5.6]) that

N 1 _
70l 5 (Wl el + lelle + 105~ @) 5 [ 17 [ el
ly|<Z lyl<Z

Similarly, (3.5), B.6) and ([{I12) yield

N 1
|fisl < 5 /I . (WE1el® + |el°) |yl |0, W]
yI<z

S (Wl el + el=) 10,Woll [ 255 1s7'B [ 2
lyl<3 lyl<5

Finally, (5.6) implies that

sl SIWo W - @@ [ Pl B [ e
Yy

lyl<Z lyl<Z

Hence, by gathering these estimates and taking |s| large enough,
~ , Mo 1
[ @00 s g [l 5.7
lyl<Z

The proof of (5.3) follows by combining (5.4), (5.5), (5.7) and by fixing 274 min{1, uo},
B > By large enough and taking |s| large enough possibly depending on B.

BEstimate for fz. We claim
122 < 5 [ ety + esCilal o ] (53)
Using the expression of &(W) in @I8),
fo= 2/ (7 MQ) Gi(e) - 2/ (Uar + Uy + Uy) Gp(e) = fo1 + fao.
We deal first with fo. Integrating by parts and using £AQ = —20Q, £Q' = 0, we compute
[4QGa(e) =2 [6s0e— [unaQre+ [(on - vmnq:
- /AQz/JB (W) +¢)° — W) — 5We] — 5/AQ¢B (W, — Qe
and
J@6ue) =~ [vpa'e+ [(en- Q-

- / Qg [(Wy+¢)° — WP —5Wyle] — 5 / Qe Wy — Q' e
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Note that by the orthogonality relations ([3.I5), we also have [yQ'e = [(AQ — %Q)s =0.
Using the definitions of 95, ¥; and ¢p, it follows that

‘/%@6 Z‘/WB—l)@ff 5/< L€ Hlel S e el zz,
L)

[ose|+ | [usaares [ s e B e,
V<=3

1/<¢B—¢B>A@s =2\/<¢B—w3—%m@s ,s/l ) -%se-%nen%,
Y>35

2

and

Z‘/(SDB—¢B—%)Q/€ S

Next, we get from (5.6]) that

‘ [ton—vnte

\y\

[ m (@1 1@ (W3 = @l Ss 1l [ e B S bl
Finally, we deduce from (B.5) and (£I2) that

/ 5 (\AQ\ F1QN) [(Wh +€)° — W) — 5We]

S [ume® (Wil + 1) S (Wt + el Wl < el
Combining these estimates with (45]), (7)), (4.8) and taking B large enough, we obtain

aal < 52 [ 260y cals| (1085 (5.9)

We fix B to such a value (independent of C3 and §) and we do not track anymore this constant.
To estimate fz 2, we need an estimate on the error term ¥ = Wy, + Wy + Wy,

Lemma 5.3. For all s € Z, Np(¥) <s \s\_lHEHLzl + 5 %log|s].

Proof of Lemma [5.3. First, we observe that (Z23) and (@8] imply Np(Vy) <s s 6log|s|.
Second, we also have Ng(¥;) <5 s~ %log|s| by (1) and (8.
Last, we claim that Ng(¥) Zs |s|7lell 2 1 +5 %log |s|. By the definition of ¥, in ([3:20]),
Np(Yar) 1| (NB(¥a) + Np(¥o) + [bINB(AR) + [bINB(9, )
+ [bs|NB (X6 + 59y x0) P) + [b] (NB(¥) + [bINB(AF))

gy ((B ~B)(AQ + Uy + bAPb)) .

From ([&8), (E3) and (&8, it follows that |b| <s |s| 7 log|s|, 7| <s ||€||L2 + 57 %1og|s| and

bs| Ss |s]™ 1”EHL21 + 57 %1og|s|. Next, from (Z2I)-EZ22), Np(¥y) +NB( s) < Is|7t and

from the definition of P and B.I3), Np(AR) + Np(9yP) + N ((xp + 190y xs)P) < 1.
Finally, from (241, we have |3 — 8| + 18,8] S5 1517 L5 00)(Alyl). By the properties of pp

and Q, (Z2I) and BI3), it follows that Ns((3 — B)(AQ + Uy +bAR,)) <s |S|_16_%. These

estimates are sufficient to prove the claim on ¥,;. O
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We compute from the definition of Gp(¢)
f29 = 2/¢B(ay\11)(aya) + 2/90]3\1/6 — 2/¢B\IJ (W) +¢)° —W7].

We deduce from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (£4]), Lemma [.3] and then (7)) and (LX)
that

\ [ vu0,9)0,)

< N(DNp(e) S5 (I lellzz, + 151 log |s| ) Mae)
_1 _3 o —
s lsEllellZs -+ [s|F V(@) + Cls ™ (logs])?

<5 ls| 3 / 20l + O35~ (log ).

Similarly,

[ onve] < Nn(ING(E) Sa 5174 [ 2 + Cilsl o bl
Moreover, since g < 3pp and [|[Wy||r= + |le|lr~ < 1 by @B38), (£I12), we check

‘ [ onw (W47 =] £ [ onl®l (W'l + 2F) S Na(®)N(e)

Thus,
aal < B [ €2+ coC3l 1 o s (5.10)

which together with (5.9) yields (5.8]).
Estimate for fs. Integrating by parts, we compute

r=(5-1) ) [%(ayaf — ¢y g (Wy ) = W9 — 6W7)

+ 2050, W) (W, +€)® — W — 5Wye)

By @3), @3) and [@ET), we have |m| <s C3|s|°log|s|. From (@I)-@B6) and @I2),
Wyl oo + |0y WhllLee + lellne < 1. Thus, by (@7T) and the properties of ¢p, ¥z,

|fs] S 1mINo(e)]? s (C5)%[s| P (log[s])® < 7M. (5.11)
Estimate for fy. We claim

<t / (€2 + (8,6)%) @l + csls| 14, (5.12)

By integration by parts (see also [30, page 97]), we have the identities

/( £)0y (pdye) = /1/1366 /yT/JB(ae)
/(Aé?)wB =3 /ysOBE

/ (Ae)s (Ws + )7 — (W + F)F) = ¢ / (205 — yuip) (Wo+2)° — Wy — 6W;e)

- /¢BAWb (Wy +¢)° — Wy — 5Wie).
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fa= —)‘7 </ yUp(9ye)? + /90362 + /ywbé?z)

1)
+ 3N Y ((Wb +e)0 — Wb6 - 6Wb55)

+ 275 / VAW, (W, +¢)° — Wy — 5Wje)
=: fa1+ fa2+ fa3.

First, from (@X), ([&6), {7), and next the definition of 3 in ZI8) (with ¢; = —2), we have

A ~
< 2 B Csls| P ogls| > 2l 7" —cls|7* > 0,

so that using ¥ > 0, ¢ > 0 and ¢’z > 0,

As
- </ YU (9ye)” +2/90B52 +/ ywﬁg€2> <0.
y>0 y>0

Thus, by ]%\ < |s|71, the properties of ¥, pp and the Hélder and Young inequalities

fa1 S |S|_1/ |y|e% (52 + (8y5)2)
y<0
99

_1 99
S ‘8‘—1 </ ]y\looe% (52 + (3y6)2)> 100 </ (62 n (8y5)2) @b) 100
y<0 y<0
Solsl % 4 lsl 7 [ (40,07
y<0

where we have also used [, _, ly[' s (2 + (9,)?) < )3 So 1 (see ().
To deal with f42, we observe that ¢ = 0 for y > —B. Moreover, note that using (3.5])
and (4.12))

Hence,

‘(Wb +&)0 — WP — 6W; a‘ S |Wylte? + 8 <5 we? 4 |s| 712
Then, it follows arguing as for f;; that

_ Y
Fazl Ss I el + 1ol 5/ B yleke?
y<0
1

99
_ _ v 100 100
Solol [ e+ 1s0 ([ iwene)™ ([ )
y<0
S bl 15| [
To deal with fy 3, we observe from ([B.5) and (4I2) that

‘AWb (W + £)° — Wy — 5W; a” < AW, (]Wb\3a2 + e ) <5 we? + |s| e
Hence, it follows from (@4), (A5 and (7)) that

Fasl Ss 17 el + 18| "N Ss 15| / 205 + Cfls| 5 logs].

We conclude the proof of (5.12]) by combining the estimates for fy1, f12 and f43.
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Estimate for fs. We claim that for |s| large enough possibly depending on B and C3,

1 < B [ 2+ ol 1, (5.13)
We claim
0 W3] < |s| 2. (5.14)
Indeed, by the definitions of W}, and W, and then (2.27]), we have
OWp = O, W + 8s(be)

5 5 5
s
- Zvjas(e (log \) >V o.(6 +5 =N CVEOT 4 by (xo + Y90y xe) P
k=4 k=4
A > . > . 5 .
= 7 D TGViITIAG + (log N) Y GVFOTTIAG + Y Ve
j=1 j=4 k=4

5 5
+ 2 [ YoVt I0,0+ (log N) Y V60,6
j=1 j=4

+bs (o + 790y x) P
Using (2.40) and (2.48), we have |0| + [A0] < |s|~ and |9,0] < |s|73. By @2.I6), this yields

5 5 5
> GV0TTIAG| + |(log A) Y iV OTTIAG| + | V67| < [s T
j=1 j=4 k=4
and
5 ‘ 5 '
D VT 10,0| + |(log A) > V0T 0,0) < Is| 2
j=1 =4
Using (@.8), @), @) and @), we have |§] < [s|7, <o C3s| % log |s].

Thus, (5.14) is proved.
Using ([3.5), we have |[W,|3 < w + |s|~3. Moreover, ‘(Wb +e)5 — WP —5Wyle| S [Wy|*e? +
|g|?, and it follows from (@) and ([EI2) that

1551 S Isl2lelZe + sl N (o)1,
which yields (513]).

Finally, we conclude the proof of (5.1I)) by gathering (5.3)), (5.8), (511)), (5.12]) and (G.13]).
We turn to the proof of (5.2]). We decompose F as follows:

1
NF = / [(0y)*¥ + %pp — 5Q*?] — g/ [(Wy+)° =W — 6We —15Q"] ¥
=: F1+ Fo.

To bound F; from below, we rely on the coercivity of the linearized operator around the
ground state £ under the orthogonality conditions [B.I5]) (see (2.1])) and standard localisation
arguments. Proceeding for instance as [28, Appendix A] or as in [5, Proof of Lemma 3.5], we
deduce that there exists fio > 0 such that, for B large enough, F; > jis[Np(e)]?.
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To estimate JF», we write
Wy + )8 = WP — 6Wpe — 15Q%* = (W, + )% — WP — 6Wpe — 15W;'e? — 15 (W, — Q%) €2,
so that
|(Wb +6)8 — WP — 6Wpe — 15@452‘ < (|Wb|3|5| + 64) g2 + |ng - Q4‘ 2.
Thus, it follows from (£4), and then [B3]), (L.6) and (EI2]) that
P2l S (IWollZee llellpoe + llellzee + Wy — Q%] ) /62903 Ss IsI T VB
The proof of (5.2]) follows from these estimates taking |s| large enough O

5.2. Closing the energy estimates.

Lemma 5.4. There exists C5 > 1 such that on T,

1
5 4 5 cr
Natee) + ([ () el ar) " < Bl togs (5.15)
Sn S sol 2
Proof. Let s € Z. Integrating (5.I]) on [S,, s|] and using F(S,,) = 0, we find
F(s) +/S 7'4/ ((0ye)? + %) plpdr Ss C3s O(log |s|)?.
Thus, by (£5) and (5.2, we obtain
Na(e(aI? 57 [ 73 dr S5 G35 1og 5]

By choosing C3 > 1 large enough, this implies (5.15)). O

We complete the proof of Proposition 4.1l The constant C7 > 1 has been fixed as in
Lemma 3] and the constant C4 > 1 is now chosen as in Lemma[5.4l Assuming by contradic-
tion that S} < sg, by continuity, it follows that at least one of the estimates in (3.14]), (4.6l)
and (4.7) is reached, which is absurd by Lemmas [£.3] [£.4] and [5.4]

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

We follow the presentation in [5, Section 3.8] for the compactness argument. By Propo-
sition 4.1l the sequence {u,} of solutions of (I.I]) defined in Section Ml satisfy the uniform
estimates (4.6)-(47)) on [S,, so] where sg < —1 is independent of n. We rewrite these esti-
mates in the time variable t. From (8], A2 (s) = |s|=% + O(|s|~"log |s|) so that (&2]) implies

s 1/ 1 1 log ||
t—T,= [ XN()ds' == —= - —==)+0
/gn () 5<\s\5 \sn\f’)* (\s\6>

where T, = =+—. It follows that t = =5 + O (17—5“65—'), and so

5|Sn| 5s[®

1 6
Lp=otto (t5ylogty). (6.1)
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Thus, estimates ([4.6) and [@I2]) on [S,,s¢] imply the existence of ¢y > 0 independent of n
such that on [T}, o], it holds
[bn (£)] S5 t[log ],

Aa(t) — (58)5 | S5 7| logt],

(6.2)

on(t) — (5t)7 | g 15| log ],

len )2 <02, ||0yen(t)|lze < 5 2t5.

These estimates imply that the sequence {u,(to)} is bounded in H! and that the sequences
{An(to)}, {on(to)} and {1/A,(to)} are bounded in R. Let

Up(x) = Aé (to)un(to, An(to)z + on(to)) = Wy n(to, z) + enlto, ).

Then {i,} is also bounded in H' (see (3.5) and ([B.6]). Therefore, there exist subsequences
{an, by {n by {on }s {bny,} of {Gn}, {Mn}, {on}, {bn} and G € HY, A\yo >0, 000 ER, by €R
such that u,, — tg weakly in H' and Anj, = Ao, Ony, — Ooo, bny, — boo as k — 00.
_For any k > 0, let @(t) be the maximal solution of (LI)) such that @ (0) = n,, and let
(Ak, Ok, b, £) denote its decomposition as given by Section By the scaling invariance
1 to—Th
n(t, 2) = A2y (t0)uny, (to + A (H0)t, Any (t0)2 + oy (t0)), VtE [—;37(]50)’“ o] .
ng
Hence, we deduce from the uniqueness of the decomposition that
< An (to + A2 (o)t ne(to + A3 (to)t) — o, (2
Ak(t) = 1 {fo k(O)), 5’k(t):0k(0 (o)) Jk(O),
Any (t0) Any (t0)

Di(t) = buy (to + A5, (t0)t),  Ek(t) = eny(to + A3, (to)t).

Let t; € (0, ;T:o) and apply [0, Lemma 2.10] on [—t1,0]. It follows that the solution @ of (LTI)
with initial data @y exists on the time interval (—/\%, 0], and its decomposition (5\, ,b, £) is
the limit of {(\g, G5, b, &)} as k — oo (in the weak H' sense for {&}).
Now, let T' = 5%t and define the solution u of (III) on [0,T) by
u(t,z) = 1 1ﬂ< —t ’—a:—aoo>‘
(5hss)z \(BAx)?" BAx
Denote by (A, 0,b,¢) the parameters of its decomposition on [0,7),
1 z—o(t z—o(t
e =5 (0 () (56 ))
where, from (6.2]), for any t € [0,7),
b(t)] S5 (T — ) [log(T — 1),
AW — (T = 2] 55 (T = )2 Pog(T — )],
1 (6.3)

o) +5(T — 1)3| 5 (T = ) Jlog(T 1)

IS

le(®)llz2 S 62, [0ye(t)l2 S 6 2(T — )5,

[S;
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In particular, v is an H' solution of (LI blowing up at time ¢ = T at the point 0.

complete the proof of Theorem [I we write

- 1 z—olt) =ri(t,x) +rot,x
u(t, x) (T—t)éQ<(T—t)§> =ri(t,x) + rao(t, x)
where
(h ) — 1 z—o(t)) 1 x —o(t)
1(8:2) A%(t)Q< A(t) > (T—t)éQ<(T—t)§>
1 y x—o(t)
TQ(t’x)_A%(t) < A(t) >
and

o(t,y) = Wi(t,y) — Qy) +e(t,y) = VI(t,y) + b(t) B(t,y) +(t,y),
and we prove estimates on 71, r2. We find setting (¢ ) ( - t)% /A(t) and using (6.3)),
<

1 1
Il = | oeA®) -e , — 1 S (T — 1)} log(T — )],
(T = ) 0am1(B)]2 = [A2Q W) - @
Next, by (246), B3) and (©.3),
lollzz < IVllz2 + Pl + llell 2 S 8% + o' =% S 85
Second, by (2:46), (B3) and (6.3),

18,0]| 2 < 10,V |2 + 160y Pyll 2 + 0yell 2 S A2+ [b] + 672 (T — )5 Sg (T —t)5.
Thus,

lra(®)llze = lo®)llze S 82, (T —1)310ur2(t)ll2 = AE)19yo(t)ll 2 S5 (T — 1)5.
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