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STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES AND BLOWUP STABILITY FOR
ENERGY CRITICAL NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS

DAVID WALLAUCH

ABSTRACT. We prove Strichartz estimates in similarity coordinates for the radial wave
equation with a self similar potential in dimensions d > 3. As an application of these,
we establish the asymptotic stability of the ODE blowup profile of the energy critical
radial nonlinear wave equation for 3 < d < 6.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the focusing energy critical nonlinear wave equation

{(83 — A)u(t,z) = ult,z)|u(t, x)| 7= (1.1)
ul0] = (f,9)

for a fixed dimension d > 3 and v : I x R — R, for some interval 0 € I C R and
ult] = (u(t,.), Owu(t,.)). When studying Eq. (LI) in a low regularity setting, one can of
course not hope for classical solutions and instead has to resort to a different notion of a
solution. For Eq. (1) this can be achieved by using Duhamel’s formula,

u(t,.):cos<t|w)f+wg+/o Si“((t|_vf)|v|)u(s,.)\u<s,.)|ﬁds, (1.2)

where cos(t|V|) and Sin‘(tvnv‘) are the standard wave propagators. This weak formulation
is a sensible expression for (f,g) € H' x L*(R%) and moreover, it is known that Eq. (L)
is locally well-posed in this regularity class (see [27, B]). Furthermore, this is the lowest
possible regularity in which the equation is not ill-posed. The key difficulty to prove local
well-posedness of Eq. (IL1)) stems from the fact that the nonlinearity cannot be controlled

by Sobolev embedding, as this would require the embedding H'(R%) < L5 (RY), which

evidently does not hold. In dimensions smaller than 7, this can be remedied by employing

Strichartz estimates. These are spacetime estimates of the form

sin(t|V])
V|

A2 44 S llgllzeray
LI2(R)L 42 (R9)

and variants thereof. Loosely, the improved control given by these estimates, is a conse-
quence of exploiting the dispersive nature of Eq. (LI).

One of the most intriguing features of Eq. (ILT]) is the occurrence of singularities in finite
time. An example of this phenomenon is given by the explicit solution

d—2
T 2-d d(d—2)\*
u (t) =cg(T—t)2 c¢g= (T :
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where 7" > 0 can be freely choosen. To investigate whether this solution is an isolated
example of this kind of blowup or if it actually plays a role in more generic evolutions,
one has to study the stability of this family of solutions. To do so, we restrict ourselves
to radial initial data for which Eq. (L)) turns into

(02 — 02 — =19,  u(t, r) = ult, r)|u(t, r)|a
ul0] = (f,9),

for r = |z| and where we identify functions with their radial representative. Moreover,

we employ the finite speed of propagation property thanks to which we can study Eq.

(L3) in the backwards lightcone I'r := {(¢,r) : t € [0,T),r € [0, T —t]}. For this domain,

especially useful coordinates are given by the similarity coordinates

(1.3)

p = %, 7= —log(T —t) + log(T).

In these coordinates we then linearise the nonlinearity around the blowup solution u”
and set (7, p) = (Te ™) T w(T — Te ™, Te " p) and
d—2
?/)1(7', p) = w(Tv p)v wQ(Tv p) = ar?/}(ﬂ p) + Pap?/’(ﬂ p) + Tw(Tv p)
to obtain an abstract evolution equation of the form
0:W(7) = LW(r) + N(¥(r)),

where L is a linear spatial differential operator. More precisely, L formally takes the form

L @lgﬁg) - (u«ﬂﬁu{ﬁ _“;2’32)(51?(;’22@)) i (#(Ll(p)) |

Our first theorem are the following Strichartz estimates.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 3 be a fized natural number and define the domain ofi to be

C2x CH(BY). Then L is closable and its closure L generates a semigroup S on Hx L2(B%)
such that the following holds. There exists a one dimensional subspace U C H' x L*(BY)
and a bounded projection P : H' x L?(B¢) — U such that

”S<T)Pf”H1xL2(Bf{) S eT”f”HleQ(BfII)
holds for all f € H' x L*(B{) and all 7 > 0. Moreover, for p € [2,00] and q € [ 2%, 4]
with % + g = % — 1, the bound
IS(T) X = P)fhl o @yzaws) S 1L — P)E|| g r2(me)
holds for all £ € H' x L*(BY). Additionally, the inhomogenous estimate

/OT[S<T _ 0)(I— P)h(o, )]ydo

< [T = P)h(r, -)”L;(I)Hlxﬂ(lﬂa‘f)
LE(I)L(BY)

holds for all h € C([0,00), H* x L?(B{)) N L'([0,00), H' x L*(B%)) and all intervals
I =10,7) C [0, 00).

Before we come to our second theorem, we would like to make the following remarks.

e The one dimensional unstable subspace stems from linearising around u?. This
produces the eigenvalue 1, which corresponds to the time translation symmetry

of the equation and hence is not a real instability.
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e In Cartesian coordinates the potential obtained from the linearisation has a sin-
gularity at the tip of the lightcone I'r. Our result therefore shows Strichartz
estimates for a wave equation in a lightcone with a potential that exhibits singu-
lar behavior at the lightcone’s tip.

e The method we employ is very robust and can easily be adopted to other potentials
provided one has enough spectral information.

These Strichartz estimates are the main tool used to investigate the blowup stability
of u” in the critical topology, i.e., to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let 3 < d < 6 be a fired natural number. Then there exist constants
M > 1 and &y > 0 such that for § € (0,8) the following holds. Let (f,g) € H' x L*(B{, )
be such that

J
1(f,9) — ul[O]HHle?(B‘fH) < M
Then there ezists a unique solution u to Eq. (L3) and a T in [1 — §,1 + 0] such that
T
T 2 2
/0 ) = (E P <6 (1.4)

Once more we would like to make some remarks.

e One readily computes that

T 2 ~ (T 1

(IR g, (=07
Hence, for the estimate (IL4]) to hold, u has to exhibit the same blowup behavior
as uT modulo a small error. Consequently, Theorem states that there is an
open ball around ! [0] in the energy topology such that data inside that ball leads
to the ODE type blowup. Observe, however, that the actual blowup time gets
slightly shifted in general. This shift is a consequence of the time translation
symmetry of Eq. (L3).

e The topology used is optimal in that one cannot lower the regularity assumptions
on the initial data as Eq. (L3)) is ill-posed below H' x L.

e The restriction d < 6 is due to the fact, that starting from dimension 7 one cannot
solely rely on the established LP L7 spacetime estimates to control the nonlinearity.

1.1. Outline of the proof of Theorem[1.1l As the main body of this work is concerned
with proving Theorem [L.T, we highlight the key steps. We also emphasize that the
strategy employed to tackle this problem builds on the techniques devised in [9] 12} [16].

e As previously mentioned, our starting point is formulating the problem in the
similarity coordinates 7 = —log(T" —t) and p = #~. In these coordinates the
blowup solution u! is just a constant function. Moreover, Eq. (L3) takes the

autonomous first-order form

O(7) = LO(7) + N(®(7))

for perturbations ® of the blowup, where L is a spatial differential operator ob-
tained from linearising the equation around the blowup solution, and N(®(7))
is the resulting nonlinearity. We show that L generates a semigroup S on H :=
H*' x L?(B%) and prove that L has precisely one unstable eigenvalue A = 1. This

eigenvalue does not correspond to a “real” instability of the blowup solution u”
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but is just a consequence of the time translation symmetry of the equation. Fur-
thermore, we establish that the associated spectral projection P is of rank 1 and
by standard semigroup theory we obtain the bounds

[S(T)(I=P)l < Cee™
for any ¢ > 0 and
IS(7)P|l3 < Ce.

Having done this groundwork, we begin with establishing Strichartz estimates for
S(7)(I — P). For this, we first asymptotically construct the resolvent of L. One
of the key ingredients for this is the fact that the spectral equation (A — L)u = f
with u = (uy,uz) and f = (f1, f2) reduces to the second order ODE

(L= (o) + (o8 = @Ak o) (o)~ (A d = D)l

— dui(p) = —=Fx(p)

with Fy(p) = fa(p) + (A +2) fi(p) + pfi(p) and p € (0,1). To simplify the analysis
of the equation, it useful to get rid of the first order derivative by appropriately
transforming the independent variable u. For the resulting equation, we then
construct fundamental systems near both poles separately. To do so, we employ

the diffeomorphism
1 1+p
= —1 —
p(p) = 5 log (1 _p)

which, by means of a Liouville-Green transform, transforms the equation into a
Bessel equation. Near 0, we then construct two linearly independent solutions
to Eq. (L) which are in essence perturbed Bessel functions and we control the
error by Volterra iterations. However, near the endpoint 1, we cannot use Hankel
functions, as the resulting control over the perturbative would not be good enough
for our purposes if we were to proceed in that fashion. Hence, near 1, we have no
choice but to construct a fundamental system directly. This is also done by means
of Volterra iterations. After gluing together the different solutions, we obtain a
satisfactory representation of the resolvent (A — L)~1.

To continue, we make use of the Laplace representation

(1.5)

1 e+iN
S(7)I—P)f = — lim AN —L)"H(I - P)fd)
T, N—oo e—iN

which, together with our asymptotic construction of the resolvent of L, allows us
to push the contour of integration onto the imaginary axis. We then proceed to
prove Strichartz estimates by bounding the resulting oscillatory integrals. More
precisely, we prove bounds for the difference of the linearised evolution to the
free evolution. This is much easier on a technical level and equivalent, given
that Strichartz estimates for the free evolution follow easily from the standard
Strichartz estimates in Cartesian coordinates.

1.2. Related results. Critical dispersive equations have been the focus of extensive
research over the last years and so, the singularity formation of such equations is also
being intensively studied. As a result, there have been numerous intriguing works of
which we can sadly only mention a handful. We begin with results on type II blowup
(i.e., blowup solutions with finite energy norm). The construction of such solutions can
be found in [26], [25], [22] and [23]. Further, for the classification of type II blowup we
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refer to [17, [I8] 19, 20]. Moreover, fascinating results concerning the stability of type 1T
blowup, have been established in [6] and [24]. Moving on to type I blowup, in [9] and
[12], the stability of the ODE blowup profile in the lightcone has already been established
for the energy critical wave equation in three and five dimensions. Recently, the author
together with Donninger also managed to show the blowup stability for H? x H! critical
wave maps [16]. Stability for subcritical equations was shown by the impressive methods
devised by Merle and Zaag in their joint works [28] 29, 30, BT, B2, B3, B4] and further
investigated by Alexakis and Shao [I] and Azaiez [2]. For an excellent numerical study
of the blowup profile, we refer to the study by Bizoini, Chmaj, and Tabor [4]. Asymptotic
stability in the supercritical case was shown by Donninger and Schorkhuber, see [14 [15].
Recently, Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber also studied the cubic and, together with Csobo, the
quadratic wave equation [21][7]. They show the stability of a blowup solution which is not
independent of the spatial variables. We would also like to mention related developments
in a more general coordinate system, called hyperboloidal similarity coordinates. These
coordinates allow one to study blowup stability problems on much larger domains than
just the backwards lightcone [3], I1]. Furthermore, as our work pertains to the body of
work on Strichartz estimates for wave equations, we also want to mention some of the
more recent results on these, e.g., [8, [35, [10].

2. SIMILARITY COORDINATES AND SEMIGROUP THEORY

As previously stated, we let d > 3 be a fixed natural number. Then, the coordinates in
which we study the evolution of the Cauchy problem (L3]) are the similarity coordinates
given by

p=g T = —log(T —t) + log(T).

> u(T — Te ™, Te "p), Eq. (L3) transforms into the

IS

Upon setting ¢(1,p) = (Te ")
equation

d—1 d(d—2
02 4 (d—1)0, +2p0,8, — (1 — p*)9> — Tﬁp +dpd, + % (T, p) (2.1)

= (7, p)| (7, p)|7=.

Let now

(0 (7_7 p) = w(Tv p)
alr.p) = Drb(r. p) + pO(r ) + 2 ).

Then Eq. (21)) turns into the system

0,1 (7,9) = —pOpin(7.p) — S n (7, ) + (. )
87’17[)2(7', P) = 52% (7_7 P) + %8%% (7_7 P) - papr(Tv p) - g'@b?(ﬂ P) <2'2)

+ i (7, p)|n (7, p) |72,

whereas the the blowup solution u” transforms into the constant function

Cq
d—2 .
3 Cd
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Next, we define H := {u € H' x L*({B{) : u radial} and denote by ||.||% the standard
radial H' x L?(B¢) norm. Motivated by the above system, we define the operator

L: D(L) C H — H, corresponding to the linear part in Eq. (22]), as

= —pui(p) — “Frui(p) + u2(p) )
Lu = — 2 )
(v) QWH%%@—%@—%@
where D(L) := {u € C? x Cl(ﬁf) : u radial}.
Further, we define an inner product on D(L), as
1

)i [ s o+ [ (s o+ D)

for any u,v € D(L) and we denote the associated norm by ||.|| -

Lemma 2.1. The norms ||.|g and ||.||% are equivalent on D(L), hence, also on H.
Proof. This follows in the same fashion as Lemma 2.2 in [12]. O

This norm has the nice feature that we can fairly quickly establish a dispersive estimate
on L.
Lemma 2.2. We have that

Re (iu\u)E <0

for allu € C* x C(BY).
Proof. An integration by parts shows that

—m{%ﬁmwmwwo:—M%E+SAWMM%H@
and so
Re ( /O 1[I~JUJ’1(p)U’1(p)pd‘1dp) =Re (W + /O 1 U’z(p)U’l(p)pd‘ldp)-

Analogously, we see that

Im(éﬁmumm@mdwazﬂm(lﬁmmm@mdlud—nmwmxmﬁ2@)

1
_Z 1)]?
5lua(1)]

=ke (= [ + o (5a(1)) ~ Flus(0)

Furthermore,

d—2
2

using the elementary inequality

(Ll (Da (1) = —uj (D (1) - [ur (1) + ua(1)a (1)

and thus, as % >

3
Re(—ab + ac + be) < % (la” + [b]* + |c|*)
with a = —u)(1), b = uy(1), and ¢ = u;(1), implies that
Re(Luju) g < 0,
for all u € D(L). O



Next, we will show that the range (1 — L) lies dense in H. To this end, note that
(A\-L)u=rt
implies

d—2
2

Aua(p) + pus (p) + ui(p) — u2(p) = fi(p)

d—1

uy(p) + puy(p) + C—luQ(p) = f2(p).

Aug(p) —uy(p) — 5

The first of these equations now implies

u(p) = fi(p)

which we can plug into the latter to obtain a linear second order differential equation
given by

up = Ay + puy(p) +

=2t + (S - eak )l - (A a1+ 00 i) = -R)

p
(2.3)
with Fi(p) = falp) + (5 + N fi(p) + pfi(p)-
Lemma 2.3. The range of the operator 1 — L lies dense in H.
Proof. For A = 1 the homogeneous version of Eq. (23] reads as
(=l + (5 - @ D) uhlo) - {@r D =0

and a fundamental system of solutions is given by

1
W = i)

g_lw/l—pQ
w(p) = (1= VI=p)e = (14 /1-p?):!
R T2 |

Moreover, their Wronskian is given by

d—2
W (uo, u = .3
(10, )(0) = s

For Fy in C*(BY), we now use Duhamel’s formula to see that an explicit solution of the
equation

=2+ (1 = (@4 20) ) - -+ 20usle) = ~Filo)

is given by

- 1 wi(s)Fi(s) ’ uy(s)Fyi(s)
) =10 | G g ™~ ) T

From standard ODE theory, it follows that u € C'*°((0, 1)) and therefore only the behavior

at the end points needs to be checked. For this, we remark that the pole of u; at p =0 is
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of order d—2, and so, it follows that u is continuous on [0, 1) and, after a quick inspection,
one concludes that u is even continuous on [O 1]. Next,
s3IV — s2uy(s)Fy / =11 — szuo(s)Fl(s)d

u'(p) = —uy(p) i 79 d—2

S

(2.5)

and using de I'Hopitals rule one verifies that «’ is continuous up to p = 1. Likewise, it is
straightforward to check that

s )ds:().

lim u
p—0

—2

Moreover, we observe that ug is a smooth even function on (—1,1) and so, uj(0) = 0.
Finally, the second derivative of u is given by

/ muo()

Y e L () et e
_F1<P)
1—p?

A direct calculation shows that u{(p) is continuous up to p = 1, while it has a pole of
order d at 0. Once more using de I’'Hopitals rule therefore shows that

P s71/1 — s2up(s) Fi(s

(o) 5 s e oo, 1))
Consequently, we see that u € C?([0,1)). Lastly, we note we can rewrite ug as
d—2 -
(VITr—vI=p)""  (Q+p=

up(p) =

+ f(p) + /1= pg(p)

2%—1pd—2 /1 —,02 o 2%—1pd—2 /1 —,02

for some functions f, g which are smooth on (0, 1]. Hence, uj is of the form

3(1+p)%
ug(p) = ——

_ 1—p) 3h
(1 2 +(1=p)"2h(p)

ot

with h € C(0,1]). Further,
limuy(p) =2 —d
p—1

and so,

[ AR gy [ 0= ARG

-2
as p — 1. Consequently, the two singularities at p = 1 cancel out exactly and we obtain
that u € C?([0,1]), with «/(0) = 0. O

Combining the last two Lemmas now yields

Lemma 2.4. The operator L is closable and its closure, denoted by Lg, generates a
strongly continuous semigroup Sy on H, that satisfies

1So(T)Ell3¢ < 112
forall™>0 and all f € H.

Proof. This follows immediately from the last two lemmas and the Lumer Phillips theo-

rem. O
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2.1. Strichartz estimates for the free equation. As the existence of the “free” semi-
group Sy has been established, the next step is to prove Strichartz estimates for this
semigroup. To do so, we will from now on always assume that 7" is confined to [%, %}
This restriction of T' leads to no loss of generality as we are only interested in 7" close to
1 anyway. First, we will need the following technical Lemma.

Lemma 2.5. There exists a family of extension operators Ep : H' x L?(B%) — H! x
L2(R%) such that

”ETfHHle(Rd) 5 ”f”HleQ(BdT)

for all T € [5,3] and all £ € H x L*(BY}.).

22
Proof. Let E; be a bounded extension operator from H! x L%(B%) to H* x L?(R%). For
f € H' x L?(B%) we define an extension by first mapping f to H! x L?(B{) via the scaling
f — £(T.), then extending via E;, and finally undoing the scaling. Since T' € [ the
resulting family of extension operators satisfies the desired estimate. U

27 2]

Lemma 2.6. Let p € [2,00] and q € [2%, 2%] be such that % + g =9 —1. Then the
estimate

||[SO(T)f]lnLQ(RJr)L‘I(B‘f) S €

holds for all f € C? x C’l( 4). Additionally, the inhomogeneous estimate

S hllznn
LE(I)L(BY)

/OT [So(T — 0)h(o,.)], do

holds for allh € L*(R,,H) N C([0,00),H) and all intervals I C [0,00) containing 0.

Proof. For d = 3 this is Proposition 2.2 in [9] and so we can assume d > 4. Let T € [%, %},
f e 0?2 x CYBY), and define Ay : H* x L2(B%) — #H by

Arf = (TF(T.), T?fo(T.)).

In view of the coordinate transformations done in section 2, the evolution Sy(.)f is given
by the solution u € C?*(R, x R) restricted to the lightcone I'T" of the equation

(02 — 92 — =19, ) u(t,r) =0
(U(O, .), 60u(0, )) = ETA;lf,
where Er is the Sobolev extension from Lemma 2.5l Therefore,
[So(T)f], (p) = (Te*T) (T Te 7, Te "p).

Now, let (p,q) = (3, 2%) and calculate

2-d, -7 T
I [So(7)1]; | Slle= u(T—Te e )| 2

2d_
L7-3(BY) Ld-3(BY)



So,

oo 2 %
< —aT —Te "
| [So(7)f], ||L3(R+)L%(B({) N </0 (6 |u(T —Te )H 24 (Rd)) dT)

1
N HUHB(R”L%(W) S HETAT fHHle?(Rd)

—1
S AT i r2gae) < 1Kl
by the classical Strichartz estimates (see [37], p.78, Theorem 2.6). Next, the estimate

2 <
IS0 ., sy I

pa

follows from the Sobolev embedding H*(BY) — Lﬁ(Bf). To obtain the estimate for
general admissible pairs (p, q), we interpolate with 6 = %d + 3 — d to obtain

| S0C)E)y lzaepy < 11 S0CE N7 2y IS0 12

—2(BY) L5 (B
Hence,
S S 0 S 1-0
808 Do yooty <HISoOELI NSWOELIY
= [So()f], |I° S =0
I 1So()f]; ||LM(R+)LTd(Bd)||[ o()f]y ||L2(]R —
given that p = (d_;)ﬁ. To obtain the inhomogeneous estimate, we let I = [0,79) C

[0,00) and use Minkowski’s inequality to estimate

T

[SO(T —o)h(o,.)], do

LE(I)La(BY)

3] S

LE(D)La(BY)

do

T(R*F)Lq(Bcll)

< / Lo (7 — &) [Solr — o) (a, )],
< / S0 (P s s, ooy 4

T0
< / Iao, )ll,, do

As we intend to study solutions close to T, our next step is to (formally) linearise the
the nonlinearity around u”. Motivated by thls we make the ansatz ¥ = & + (cy, —cd)
and define the formal nonhnear operator N as

N(u) = (N(Oul))

g

with
a2 9 + 2
U

N(w) = lea+ul2 (cq +u) = = =
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as well as the linear operator L' : H — H

0
, [yp—
L u:.= <2dl_d2u1) .

Note that L’ is a compact operator on H and so, as a consequence, we obtain that
L := Ly + L’ generates a semigroup S on H. This allows us to formally rewrite our
equation in Duhamel form as

P(7) = S(T)u+ /OT S(t — o)N(®(0))do. (2.6)

2.2. Spectral analysis of the perturbed equation. The next step now is to give a
description of the spectrum of L.

Lemma 2.7. The spectrum of L, denoted by o(L), satisfies
o(L) C {z € C:Re(z) <0} U{1}.
Furthermore, the point spectrum of L is contained in the set {z € C : Re(z) < 0} U {1}.

Proof. From the fact that Ly generates a Cy-semigroup we conclude that
o(Lp) C {z € C:ReX <0}.

Moreover, as L is a compact perturbation, any spectral point A with Re(\) > 0 has to
be an eigenvalue of finite algebraic and geometric multiplicity. By repeating previous
calculations we obtain that the eigenvalue equation (A — L)u = 0 is equivalent to the
second order differential equation

(= Ao+ (58 = @2V Do) () - MO+ d =) = ) =0 (2)

By setting z = p? and v(z) = u(y/z) Eq. [271) turns into

2(1—2)0"(2) + C—lv'(z) — ()\ + %

5 ) 20'(2) —i()\ A+d—=1)—=d)vi(2) =0, (2.8)

S

which, for a = % + %

— %, and ¢ = %l is of hypergeometric form, i.e.,

d p _
207
1

2(1=2)0"(z) 4+ (c = (a+ b+ 1)2)v'(2) — abu(z) = 0.

Since the Frobenius indices at p = 0 are given {0, 2%}, a fundamental system for Eq. (2.)
is given by the hypergeometric function

vo(2) =2F1(a, b;c; z)

and a second solution which fails to be in H'(B%). Therefore, any eigenfunction has to
be a multiple of uy(p) = vo(p?). We claim that for Re A > 0 ug(p) € HY(BY), if and only
if A= 1. That 1 is indeed an eigenvalue follows immediately from

d+1 d
1Fo <—+ ,0; —'z) =1.
For the other implication we first remark that

b
8Z2F1(a,b;c;z):a—zFl(a+1,b+1;c+1;z).
c
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Further, we infer that the asymptotic behavior of o Fy(a + 1,0+ 1;¢+ 1;2) as z — 17, is
determined by Re(c —a—b—1) = —4 — X. In particular, as a consequence of Eq. (10.12)
on page 166 in [36] we have that for A # 1 with Re X > 0

Fle+Dl(a+b—c+1)
INCEINCEY

Consequently, for Re X > 0, u)(p) can only be square integrable on B¢ if A = 1. O

lin% oFi(a+ 1,04+ 1;c+ 1;2)(1 — z)%“ =
2

Next, we are going to compute the multiplicities of the eigenvalue 1.

Lemma 2.8. The algebraic and geometric multiplicities of the eigenvalue 1 C o(L) both
equal 1 and an eigenfunction is given by

g(p) = @) :

Proof. A direct calculation shows that g is indeed an eigenfunction corresponding to the
eigenvalue 1. Assume that there exists another eigenfunction g. As before this implies
that g; solves the differential equation (2.7)), which has a fundamental system given by
g1 and

It st dsforp>—

2(152

—f§ 3dsforp<—

P(1-s2)%2

hi(p) =

As hy is not in H'(B%), g; has to be a multiple of g; and since the second component is
uniquely determined by the first, we infer that g = cg for some constant ¢ € C.

Let now P be the spectral projection associated to the eigenvalue 1. We split H' x L*(B¢)
into the two closed subspaces rgP and kerP. Analogously, we decompose the operator
L into Lygp : rgP — rgP and Lyep : kerP — kerP. The inclusion span{g} C rgP is
immediate. For the other one we remark that the operator (1 — Lygp) is nilpotent as the
only eigenvalue of Lygp is 1. Let n > 1 be the minimal index such that (1 —L,gp)"u =0
for all u € rgP N D(L). If n = 1 we are done. If not, there exists a nontrivial v € D(L)
with (1 — L)v = g, which implies

d—

(= el) + (2 = (200 ) = 2+ 2 (29)

Since the Wronskian of ¢; and h; is given by
W (g1, ) (p) = 2p"(1 = o) 2,

the variations of constants formula suggests that v; has to be of the form

v1(p) =co + crhi(p) + (2d + 2)h1(p)/ sH(1 — 52)%ds

o
+(2d+2) / U1 — 523 By (s)ds
0
for ¢y, c; € C. Note, that hi(p fl =1 2)2ds € L*([3,1]). Moreover,

s1(1—s )5h1(s)

is integrable on [0, 1] and so, given that h; is not in L?(B%), ¢; has to equal 0. However,

from the divergence of h; at p = 0, we see that for v; to be an element of H'(BY) the
12



integral

1
/ s (1 — 32)%ds
0

would have to vanish, which, by the positivity of the integrand on (0, 1), cannot happen.
O

Next, we obtain a useful bound on the resolvent of L.

Lemma 2.9. For every € > 0 there exist constants R. > 0 and C. > 0 such that the
resolvent operator of L denoted by Ry (\) satisfies the estimate

IRL(A)] < Ce
for all X € C with Re X > € and |\ > R..
Proof. This can be proven in the same way as Lemma 2.6 in [12]. U

By employing the Gearhart-Priiss Theorem we obtain the following result as a direct
consequence of Lemmas and

Lemma 2.10. For any ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C. > 0 such that
IS(7)(I = P)f[l3 < Cee™||(I = P)f||3,
forall >0 and all f € H.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE GREEN FUNCTION

In this section we take a closer look at the generalized spectral equation

(1= p?)uf(p) + (% — @A+ d)p) L(p) — <)\ Atd—1)+ W)

+ Vip)ui(p) = —Fi(p)
for an arbitrary potential V' € C*°([0,1]). To study Eq. ([B.1I), we will often make use of

functions of symbol type, which we define as follows. Let I C R, py € I, and o € R. We
say that a smooth function f: I — R is of symbol type and write f(p) = O((po — p)*) if

10, F(P)] S lpo = pI*7",
for all p € I and all n € Ny. A discussion of symbol calculus can for instance be found in

[9] and [12]. We will also make use of the “Japanese bracket” () := /1 + |z|? and lastly,
whenever we are given a function of the form f(p, A), then f'(p, A) denotes 0, f(p, \).

(3.1)

3.1. Construction of a fundamental system. To rid ourselves of the first order term
we set

d-1 1,2
v(p) = p7 (1= p*) 1" 2u(p),
which, for F) = 0 turns Eq. (8.1)) into
" (6 + 4\ —4N)p® +4d(1 — p*) —d°(1 — p*) =3 V(p)
= . 3.2
v"(p) + 120 = 27 vlp) = 1= pgv(p) (3.2)

As we are only interested in values of A that are close to the imaginary axis, we assume
that A = € +iw with ¢ € [0, 1] U [1 — 1, 1] and w € R. To analyse Eq. (3.2), we will make
use of the diffeomorphism ¢ : (0,1) — (0, 00), which is given by

plp) = 5(log(1 + p) ~ log(1 = ).
13



Note that

1
/
©'(p) =
(1—p%)
and that the associated Liouville-Green Potential )., which is defined as
3¢"(0)? 1¢"(p)

Qso(p) = _4 (p,(p)Q 2@'(P)2’

is given by

—_

Qeo (/)) =

Motivated by this, we rewrite Eq. (8.2 as
1 —4X+ 42 4d — d* -3
" _ _
Y0~ (ST e~ e 9
4d — d* -3 4d — d* -3 Vip
- <_ 2 5 T 2 2)2 : )2) v(p)-
A4p*(1 = p?)  dp(p)*(1—p?)*  1-p
We now perform a Liouville-Green transformation, i.c., we set w(p(p)) = ¢'(p)zv(p)
which transforms

") 1—4X+4)\2 4d—d? -3
o =07 dp(p)’(1— 2

+QAM)MM=0 (3.4)

into the equation

o) - (31 wlolo) +

Eq. (3.3) is a Bessel equation and a fundamental system for it is given by

Ve(p)Jaz(a(A)p(p))
Ve(p)Yaz(a(A)p(p))

where J, and Y, are the Bessel functions of the first and second kind respectively, and
with a(A) = i(3 — A). From this, we infer that Eq. (3:4) has the two linearly independent
solutions

w(p(p)) = 0. (3.5)

Consider now the set
{zeC:0<|z|<r}n{zeC:0<argz <7}

for r > 0 fixed, where arg denotes the (principal branch of the) argument of z. A Taylor
expansion shows that on this set, the Bessel function J, satisfies

J,(2) = 2 <ﬁ + 0(22)) | (3.6)

Further, when v is an integer we have that

Yi(z) = —2" <2v

14

(v —1)!

+ O(Z)) , (3.7)



while for half integers

Y, (2) = —27" ( + 0(2)) . (3.8)

In the half integer case we could of course explicitly calculate J, and Y, via their recur-
rence relations, this is however not needed.

21/
sin(vm)['(—v + 1)

Lemma 3.1. Let p € [| o 1). Then, the equation

(6 + 4\ — 402)p? + 4d(1 — p?) — d>(1 — p?) — 3

Ve 4p*(1 — p?)?

has a fundamental system given by

(14 p)173(1 = p)i*

A
2

hi(p, A) = 1+ 0™ (1= p)w) )]
a(A)
1+p%+%1—p%_% B B
a(p. 3y = LU o1 - gy
a(A)
Proof. We start by rewriting Eq. (3:9]) as
3+ 4\ — 4N d*+3 —4d
" O EA T A _ 4 o
v (p) _'_ 4(1 _p2>2 'U(p) 4p2<1 _ p2)v<p)
and compute that the equation
3+ 4\ —4)\?
" QT FA T EIA _
w”(p) + e w(p) =0

has a fundamental system of solutions given by

(L+p)i2(1—p)it
a(})

o>

w1<p7 )‘) =

SE
+
o[>
—~
—_
=)
S~—
IS
|

(1+p)

w2<p7 )‘) = w1<p7 1— )‘> =

Performing a Volterra iteration will enable us to construct a solution to Eq. (8.9) out of
these two functions. For this, we compute that the Wronskian of w; and wy is given by

W (wr (., \), wa (., \)) = 2

and so, from the variation of constants formula, we derive the fixed point equation

o) (o) - /m w1(2/;2‘2;l}2_<i’2;\)v

B /p1 wa(p, Nwi (5, )V

w(s, \)ds

2is%(1 — s2) w(s, A)ds
for

Vi=d®+3—4d,
pE [‘ o> 1), and with py € [‘ Ik 1] to be chosen. As w (., \) is nonvanishing on [W, 1)

we can divide the whole equation by it. By introducing the variable w := w7» we then
15



obtain

@@A):1+/m““&MMA&MV@@Ams (3.10)

2is?(1 — s?)

L s (p, Nwy (s, )2V _
- A)d
/p wi(p, A)2is?(1 — 52)“’(57 )ds

{1_3 (1+s>(ﬁg)“(;—;g)%“]v
22N 1)

:1+/ K(p, s, \)w(s, \)ds.

w(s, \)ds (3.11)

| |
\

We see that
pP1 P1 1
[ s Keeldss [ ot ds s
1 L e 1 S |1 )\|
e[ Ta(0] =P la(N)]

and so, we can set p; = 1 and use Lemma B.1 in [I3] to obtain that there exists a unique
solution @ to Eq. (BI0) of the form w(p,\) = 1 + O(p~"(w)~!). By re-inserting this
expression into Eq. (810), we derive the improved representation

W(p,A) =1+0(p~ (1= p){w) ™).
To be completely precise, the O-term also depends on € = Re A but this dependence is
of no relevance to us and, hence, suppressed in our notation. To show that this solution

is of symbol type, one can employ the diffeomorphism ¢ and argue as in the proof of
Lemma 3.3 in [9]. Subsequently, we infer the existence of a solution to Eq. (8.9) given by

hi(p, A) = wi(p, V[L+ O(p~ (1 = p){w) )],
The second solution hs, is obtained by defining hs(p, A) := hyi(p, 1 — A). O

To continue, pick r > 0 and py € [0,1) such that h; and hy are non-vanishing on both
the interval [, 1) and [po, 1). We now set py := min{po, 75557}, and observe that hy
and hy do not vanish on [py, 1).

Lemma 3.2. Let p € [py,1). Then Eq. B2) has a fundamental system of the form
Us(p, A) = ha(p, N1+ O(p°(1 = p){w) )]
Ya(p, A) = ha(p, N1+ O(p"(1 = p){w) ).

Proof. This follows by doing a Volterra iteration based on h; and hs and using the A

symmetry of Eq. (B.2)) as in the proof of Lemma B.11 O
Before we can construct a fundamental system for Eq [B2) near 0, we restrict ReA = ¢
to the interval [0, 1] and define p) := min{1(1 + po) a()\ ‘}

Lemma 3.3. Let Re A € [0,1] and p € (0,p)]. Then, Eq. (B2) has a fundamental system
of the form

Yi(p, ) =bi(p, N) [1+ O(p* (w)°)]
—VL= )00 oz (a(Np

a(p, X) =ba(p, M[L + O(p*(w))] + O (,07 <>1
(1= p)p(p)Yaz (a(N)gp

16



Proof. Recall that b; and by are two linearly independent solutions to the equation

N e e I T s o
o) ( 4(1 = p?) 4¢(p)2(1—p2)2+%(p)) (o) =0.

. dd—d—3  4d-d>—-3  V(p)
V(p):(—421 2+4 2(1— 2)2 ' 1 2)
pPL=p?)  4e(p)*(1 —p?) -
and note that a Taylor expansion shows V' € C*([0, p,]). Furthermore, we have

W (b1 (LA), bl \)) = %

Let now

thus, in order to find solutions of Eq. ([8.2) on (0, p)) we make the ansatz

b(p, \) = bi(p, A) — gbl(p, A) /Op by(s, M)V (s)b(s, N)ds (3.12)

# 5halp ) [ (s NV (s bl A

We now record some useful facts, the first being that, as ¢(p) ~ p as p — 0, the condition
p € (0, p,] implies that a(A\)p(p) is contained in the set {z € C: Im(z) > 0,0 < |z| < R}
for a sufficiently large R > 0. Thus, the identities (3.6), (8.7), and ([B.8) hold. Secondly,
since we are a definite distance away from the endpoint p = 1 one can directly check the
identity
p(p) = O(p)

for p € (0,7,). Lastly, as Rea(\) # 0 for all A € C with Re X € [0, 1], b; is nonvanishing
on (0, pa], as all zeros of J, are real provided that v > —1 (see [36], p. 244 Theorem 6.2).
This allows us to divide the whole equation (3.12) by by, which, upon introducing the
help variable b = %, yields the integral equation

b(p,A) =1+ / ' K(p, s, \)b(s, \)ds, (3.13)

with

K(p,s,\) = WQ(S) (ZTEZ ;;bl(s, A)2 = bo(s, A)ba (s, A)) .

From (B.6), (3.7), and (3.8]), we infer that
ba(s, Mbi(s, A) = O(s(w)”)

and

b2(p7 )‘)

bl(p7 )‘)
for 0 < s < p < p). Hence,

bi(s, \)* = O(p* 5" H{w)")

Px
/ sup K (p, s, N)|ds S {w)~>.
0

pe[s,ﬁ)\]

Consequently, there exists a solution b to Eq. (BI3) that satisfies

b(p, A) = 1+ 0(p*(w)”).
However, as all involved terms are of symbol form, we immediately conclude that

B(p,N) = 1+ O(p*(w)").
17



This in turn implies the existence of a solution of Eq. GB:ZI) which takes the form

Uilp, A) = V(1= p?)e(p) Jazz (a(N)p(p))[1 + O(p*(w)")].

To construct the second solution stated in the lemma, we pick a p; € (0, 1] such that ¢
does not vanish for p < min{py, px} =: px for any 0 < ReX < 7. Next, as by(p,A) =

bi(p, A pr b1(s, A\)~2ds also solves Eq. ([3.4]), there exist constants c1(A), c2(A) € C such
that

ba(p, A) = c1(Mba(p, A) + c2(Mbi(p, A).

Moreover, we have the explicit formula

Cl()\) — W(bZ( ) (7)‘))

W (b (-, ), bi( A)

_ Wba(, A), b1 (5 A))
c2(A) = —

W (b (- A), bi (-, )

Using that W(ba(., A), b1(., X)) = —2 and W (b (., A),b1(., A)) = —1, we infer that ¢y = -2
and c1(A) = =W(ba(., A), b1(., A)). Evaluating W (bo(., A), b1(., A)) at py yields

W (B A)sBr (s A)) = —bs (B, M (s ) = O((w)?).
Keeping these facts in mind, we now turn our attention to 1o and remark that a second

solution of Eq. (8.2)) is given by @51 (p, A) = U1(p, A fm (s, \)"2ds. Considering this, we
calculate

(o) s = OV (9, N) + a0 [ () 2ds
= (o) + eatalp. ) [ bl ) s

+ oty (p, \) /pA [01(s,A) 72 = bi(s, A) 2] ds

= bl N1+ O + o) [ )

From by (p, \) =2 = O(p*~4w)?*~ ), we obtain

2) O(s*(w)°) _ 0/, \—2 d-d; \2-dy _ dmdy, \2d
/p b1(s, A)2[1 + O(s?(w)?)]? 5ds = O(p"(w) ") + O(p" Nw)™ ) = O(p" Yw)"™ )

ds.

a—2

and so, given that ¢(p,\) = O(p% (w) =), we see that 1, is of the claimed form for
p € (0,px). However, since for |A| large enough we have that py = p), we can safely
assume that py = py. O

Our next step will be to patch our solutions together.

Lemma 3.4. On [py, pa] the solutions 13 and 14 have the representations

VY3(p, A) = c13(N)b1(p, A) + c23(A)a(p, A)

Ya(p, A) = c1a(N)1(p, A) + caa(AN)a(p, A),
18



with
cLa(N) = GW (L A), bal, M)(p2) + O(() ™) = O(()”)
cas(N) = =5 W (N b ) (o) + O((w) ) = O((w))
and
e1a(A) = FW (ol A). bal, M) (2) + O(() ™) = O(()°)
c24(A) = =5 W (ha(, 1) i A)(pa) + O((w) ™) = O({w)).

Proof. We know the explicit representations

_ W@s( ), ¥a(, V)
c13(A) = T ln( %) val )
ca3(A) = W (Ws(, A), ¥1(, A))

W (@A), (-5 A))

and so computing the connection coefficents reduces to calculating these Wronskians.
Evaluating W (11(., A), ¥a(., A))(p) at p = 0 yields

W (010 0, 6, 1) = Wb, ), bal N) = =

while an evaluation at p, yields
W (3 A), 2, A)) = W (i (-, A), b2 M) (pa)[1 + O((w) )]
+ D (pas b2 (o, NO((w)°) + O((w) )
= W(ha(-, A), ba(-, A) (o) + O({w) ).

Hence,

e15(N) = SW (i (- ), bl M) (pa) + O((w) ™)
and analogously, one computes the remaining coefficients. U

Analogously we can patch together the solutions of the free equation. To this end,
let v;, and 1y, be the solutions obtained from Lemma in the case V = 0 and, for
notational convenience, let hy = ¢, and ho = 1x,.

Lemma 3.5. On [py, pa] the solutions g, and vy, have the representations
7vbfs <p7 )‘> = Cfl,s()‘)wﬁ (pv )‘> + Cty 3 ()\)i/fo (pv )‘)
¢f4 (pv )‘) = Cf1,4(>‘)¢f1 (pv )‘) + Cf2,4()‘)wf2 (P, )‘)7
with
¢ 5 (A) = gW(hl(., A);ba( M) (pa) + O((w) ™) = O((w)°)
Cryp(A) = —%W(hl(., A), 015 ) () + O({w) ™) = O((w)°)
and

cra(A) = gW(hz(-, A b2(-, N)(p2) + O((w) ™) = O((w)")

Crpa(A) = —gW(hz(-> A);bi(- M) (pa) + O((w) ™) = O((w)").
19



Now, let x : [0,1] x {z € C: 0 < Rez < 1} = [0,1], xa(p) := x(p, A), be a smooth
cutoff function that satisfies xx(p) = 1 for p € [0, pa], xa(p) = 0 for p € [py,1], and
0505 xA(p)| < Chp{w)* for k, € € Ny. We then obtain two global solutions to Eq. (3:2)
by setting

v1(p; A) =xa(p)[ers (MY (p, A) + c2,3(A)2(p, A)] + (1 = xalp)) ¥3(p, A)
v2(p; A) =xa(P)[era(N)Yi(p, A) + c24(A)2(p, N)] + (1 = xa(p)) Yalp, A).

An evaluation at p = 1 yields
W (vi,v2) = W (¢, ¢4) = 2i.

3.2. Original equation. We now return to our original equation and our specified po-
tential. By undoing our transformations, we obtain a fundamental system of equation
(Z77) which is given by

1-d

ui(p, A) =p = (1= p*) T 2ui(p, A)
us(p, A) =p 2 (1= p*) "1 2un(p, ).

Observe, that neither u; nor uy remains bounded bounded at p = 0. To construct a
solution which is well behaved near 0 we will need the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.6. We have ¢y 3(\) # 0 and cg,,(A) # 0 for all X € C with Re X € [0, 1].

2
2

A
2

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that co 3(\) vanishes for some A € C with

ReA € [0,%]. Then u;(.,iw) € H*(B{) and so, A would be an eigenvalue of L. However,

from Lemma 2.7 we infer that the point spectrum of L, denoted by o,(L), satisfies
op(L) C{A e C:ReX <0} U{l},

which contradicts the assumption. To prove the nonvanishing of ¢, ,(\) we argue simi-

larly, and set ug, (p, A) := pl%d(l — p?)"1 2wy (p, A). This function then solves

=)+ (= ear ) i) - (A0 a1+ 2 ) =0
’ (3.14)
for p € (0,1) and the vanishing of ¢, ,(\) implies
ug, (., \) € H'(BY).

Consequently, if A is such that cg, ,(\) vanishes, then A is an eigenvalue of L. However, as
L, generates a Cy-semigroup, the spectrum of Ly is confined to the closed left halfplane.
Thus, we are left with checking the claim on the imaginary axis. Assume that c;, , (iw)
vanishes for some w € R. The Frobenius indices of Eq. ([814) are given by {0, %2} at
0 and {0,1 — A} at 1 and so, from ug, (.,iw) € H'(BY), we see that ug, (., iw) is in fact a
smooth function on [0,1]. Setting z = p? and v(z) = u(y/2), transforms equation (3.14))
into

d d+1 1 d—2
2(1—2)0"(2) + iv'(z) — (iw + %) 20 (2) — 1 (iw (iw+d—1)+ dT) v1(2) = 0.
(3.15)
.. . . . . . . jo—d— jwo-d
This is now again a hypergeometric differential equation, with a = 2 Z 2ph =2 4+ ,

and ¢ = g. A fundamental system of this equation near 0, is therefore given by

fi(z) = oFi(a,b;c; 2)
20



and a second solution which diverges at p = 0, while near 1, a fundamental system is
given by

fQ(Z):gFl(ab'a+b+1—0'1—z)
fa(2) : (1—2) “woF(c—a,c—bic—a—b+1;1—2).

Therefore, for a solution of Eq. (B.15) to be smooth, it has to be a multiple of f;. Let
¢, c3 € C be such that

fi(z) = e2fa(2) + e3f5(2)
and note that the smoothness of us, necessitates the vanishing of ¢3. Fortunately, c3 is
explicitly given as
I(e)(a+b—c+1)
[(a)l'(b)

C3 =

So, for c3 to vanish, either a or b would have to be a pole of I which is impossible on the
imaginary axis. U

Thanks to the last lemma, we obtain a solution ug which does not diverge at p = 0 by
setting uy = ug — —u1 Next, we denote the free solution with the same behavior as u;

by g, for j = 0,1, 2 and note that

1

W (uy, ug) = W (ug,, ug,) = 2ip" (1 — p*) 727,

Observe now, that neither ug nor u; is in H*(B¢). The function u; fails to be in the space
H(BY) due to its divergent behavior at 0, whereas u{, is not square integrable at 1. It
follows that a unique solution u € H'(B¢) of Eq. ([Z7) is given by

Ul S, )\) F)\< )
(p7 = Up pa / W (,)\))( )1—32d8
uo(s,)\) Fi(s)
ealp A /Wm N, ()5 -2

Hence, we see that the Green function of Eq. (Z7) is given by

d=1(1 — ¢2)=3+A <
Glpsn) = > 1= {uo(p, Nun(s,\) if p < s

2i ur(p, Nuo(s, ) if p > s.

Similarly, we obtain a solution us of the free equation which is of the same form and an
associated Green function

Ge(p, s, \) =

(1= ) [ (o, Vg (5, 1) if p < 5
2i ug, (py Nug, (s, A) if p > s

This implies the following decomposition of the Green function.

Lemma 3.7. We can decompose G according to

G(p,s,\) = Ge(p, s, \) + P (1-— pZ)_%_%sd21 1—s° _%Jr% ZG] P, S, A)




Ga(p, s, A) = 1r, (s — p)xa(p) (1 — xa(8))b1(p, A)ha(s,A)B(p, 5, A)

G3(p, 8, A) = 1z, (s = p)(1 — xa(p)) (1 = xa(8)ha(p, N ha(s, M) y(p, 5, A)

Ga(p: s, A) = 1z, (s — p)(1 = xa(p)) (1 — xa(8))ha(p, MR (s, N)ya(p, 5, M)

Gs(p,5,N) = 1z, (p — s)alp)[ba(p, N (s, p, A) + ba(p, Naa(s, p, A) + O(p 2 (w)' %))
X by(s, \)

Go(p,s,A) = 1r, (p — s)(1 = xa(p))xa(s)hi(p, A)bi(s, A)B(s, p, A)
Gr(p,5,A) = 1, (p = 5)(1 = xa(p)) (1 = xa(s))ha(p, A)ha(s, M) 71 (s, p, A)
Gs(p, s, A) = 1r, (p = 5)(1 = xa(p)) (1 = xa(s)h1(p, A)ha(s, A)ya(s, p, A)

aj(p,s,A) = O((w) ™) + O(p*(w)") + O(s*(w)") + O(p*s*(w)°)

Blp, 5, A) = O((w) ™) + O(*(1 — 8){w) 1) + O(2(w)°) + O(p2S(1 — s){w) ™)

%3P, 8,0) = O({w) ™) + O (1 = p){w) ™) + O(s(1 = 5){w) ")

+0(p"(1 = p)s(1 = s){w) )
forj=1,2.
Proof. We start by recalling that
wlp) = 9% (1= 700 (a0 - a2 ) )
F 0T 0= R o)) [al3) = 2,0

and
wlp)=p2 (1—p? DXa(p)(ers(N)i(p, A) + c2,3(A\)a(p, N)) + (1 = xa(p)) s(p, A)] -

Furthermore, the solutions uy; are of the same form with 1; and c¢; replaced by v, and
ct; .- Moreover, we also record the following identities

CJ'J?()\) - ij,k<)‘) = O(<w>71>7

Cf2,4(>‘) . w -1
- Cf1,3<)‘> Cf2’3(>\) - (( > )7

1_2A
472

0274()\)

C1,3()\) 02730\)

and

Ui(p, N) = e, (p, A) = bi(p, ) O(p* (w)°).
Since similar identities hold for
v — 1y
for j = 2, 3,4, the claim follows from a repeated usage of the identity

ab—cd =a(b—d)+d(a —c)
and a straightforward computation. O

To cast the G; in a more manageable form, we also derive corresponding symbol forms.
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Lemma 3.8. The functions éj defined as

Gylp,s. ) i= (1= p) 735" (1= ) 775Gy (p, s )

satisfy
Gi(p,s,A) = Lr, (s = p)xa(s)(1 = p*) 573 (1 = ) 520 s(w) )
Calp:0) = T (5 = pha(p)(1 = xa(9))(1 = )42

Gs(p.s.\) =1r, (p— s)alp)(1 — )77 2 (1 = 7)1+ 20(p s(w) )
Golp.5,3) = 1z, (p— )1 — xalp))xa(s)p = (1 + p)i~>
x (1= s2) 71 20(s7 7 (w) T )B(s, 9. \)

Grlp,5.0) = I (s = p) (1= xa(p))(1 = xa(8))p = (14 )3 A2 (1—5) 2%
x O((w) ™A (s,p,A)
Gs(py5,0) = Tr, (s = P)(1 = xalp)) (1 = xa(5)p 2 (14 p)2 s"2 (145)72
x O((w)™")Fa(s, p, A)
with
Blp,s,A) = [1+0(s7 (1= 8){w))]B(p, 5, N)
55(p 5, A) = [1 4+ 0o~ (1 = p){e) ™1 + O(s~ (1 = 8)(w) ™5, 5, V).
Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemmas B.1] and 3.3l O

To proceed, let £ € C? and set f = (I — P)f, where P is the spectral projection
associated to the eigenvalue 1 of L. By making use of Laplace inversion and Lemma [3.7]
the first component S applied to f is then explicitly given by
~ ~ 1 8 e+ilN 1
SIFa(p) = [So(r)Fa(p) + 5= > lim / Y /0 Gi(p, s, \Fr(s)dsd\  (3.16)

=1 —iN
for & > 0 and Fy(s) = sfi(s) + (A + D) fi(s) + fals).

4. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we will always assume d > 4, as in the case d = 3, the Strichartz
estimates were already shown in [9]. This restriction is to avoid the Strichartz pair
(2, 00), which we could just as well treat here. However, as this would slightly complicate
matters (mostly the notation), we choose not do so. The representation (3.16) of S is one

of the key ingredients to prove Theorem [I.1] i.e., to prove Strichartz estimates for the
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full semigroup S. To accomplish this, we start by defining operators 7} for j = 1,...,8
as

1 et+ilN ] 1
Ti(t)f(p) == =—— lim lim e(aﬂw)T/O Gj(p,s,e +iw)f(s)dsdw

T e—=0t N—oo J__ N
for f € C2(BY).
Lemma 4.1. The operators T; satisfy

T 10) = 5= [ [ €7l (s)dwis

for all f € C*(BY).

Proof. From Lemma [3.§], we obtain the estimate
~ 1=d 1
G(p s, NI S P72 ()72 (1 —5) 7

for j=1,...8, ReA €[0,1], and p € (0,1). As a consequence, the claim follows from the
Fubini-Tonelli Theorem and dominated convergence. O

4.1. Technical Lemmas. To establish Theorem [[.1] we will have to make use of a couple
of technical Lemmas. We start with some basic results on oscillatory integrals.

Lemma 4.2. Let o« > 0. Then

[ oy i

< {a)”?

for all a € R.

Proof. Since the integral is absolutely convergent the claim follows by doing two integra-
tions by parts. O

Lemma 4.3. Let a > 0. Then,

[ ot

< la]'=*(a)™

for all a € R\ {0}.
Proof. See Lemma 4.2 in [12]. O
Lemma 4.4. The estimate

[ e =m0 (o)) de

holds for alln > 1, p € (0,1), and a € R\ {0}.

< (o)™

Proof. This can be proven in the same manner as Lemma 4.3 in [12] U
Finally, we need one more lemma on oscillatory integrals.

Lemma 4.5. The estimate

[0 =)0 () ) de
R

holds for alln > 2, p € (0,1), and a € R\ {0}.

< lal™(a) ™"

Proof. This can be proven as Lemma 4.4 in [12]. O

We will also utilise of the following technical lemmas.
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Lemma 4.6. The estimate

H|'|_1fHL2(]B‘11) 5 ||f||H1(]B‘11)
holds for all f € CY(BY).
Proof. An integration by parts shows that

17 ey = /\f =y S0P+ [ 1Ol

~1
< ity < M7 g
and so the claim follows from an appropriate choice of ¢. O
Lemma 4.7. The estimates

I1-LA1l 2

Ir= 3(Bd S ||f||H1(Bfll)

’ /p s f'(s)ds

Proof. Let n = [4]. Then, from the Sobolev embedding H*(B") — L%(B?) we infer
that

and

2d_ 5 ||f||H1(Bfll)
Ly~ B9)

hold for all f € C*(BY).

d—3

_ ! n 1 1+ (d— n)d—d?’ %d 2 _ 1+(d— n)dgd
[ e o A (L1 ) o) =1l 7l

n) —n)d=3
< ||| |1+(d 2d f”Ln 2 B7) < |||_|1+(d ) %a f||H1(B?)

Further,

1 1
) d=3 _d=3 _
I-[HE% f| oy :/ £ (p)[Pp*H =" p ldpg/ 1F ()P dp = || 1l r2mey
0 0
as well as
—p)4=3 n) 4=
55T ey S gy + 1@  fll 2oy

f, Hf”Hl(Bfll) + ”H 1f”L2 (BY) ~ ”fHHl (BY)>

by Lemma For the second one we argue similarly to obtain that

1
’/ sf'(s)ds (d=n) 5 / sf'(s
p
Observe that

1
Pl / pl%%/ 5 () ds
p

1
pl=m 57 sf'(s)ds
P

2d

d-3 ’
£ (9) g e

5 ||f||H1(]B‘11)
L3(BY)

|

L%(B’f)

and

i

1
l1-n_3 d—1
< s + Hp [ s
P

25
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Lastly, we use the Cauchy Schwarz inequality to estimate that

1 1
/ s / s f'(s)ds
p P L2(BY)

1
l-n_ 7 _
S @l = 20| 2@y (/ 8
0

5 Hf”Hl(IBS‘f)'

d—1

z f(s)ds

7

_7 d—1
20

2

(SN

1—n
S pT

L3(BY)

Moreover, we will make use of the following two Lemmas, proven in [16].

Lemma 4.8 ([I6, Lemma 5.6]). Let « € (0,1). Then the estimate
1
/ s a +log(1 % )| ¥|ds < |a] ™
0

holds for all a € R\ {0}.
Lemma 4.9 (|16, Lemma 5.7]). The estimate

I

holds for all a € R\ {0}.

1
2

ds < |a| =2

S

=

1
a+ 5 log(1 — s%)

With these technical results out of the way, we continue by establishing bounds on the
operators T}.

Lemma 4.10. Let p € [2,00] and q € [2%, 24] be such that % + g =2 — 1. Then the
operators T satisfy

||Tj(')f||LP(R+)L‘I(B‘f) 5 ||f||L2(JBf{)
for all f € CH(BY).
Proof. We start off with 77 which satisfies

Ti(r)f(p) / ") [t -t

for some p; < 1, thanks to Lemmas B.8 and [4.1] and the fact that y;.(s) is supported
away from 1. Using that

Xiw()O(p"s(w) ™) = Xiw(5)O(p
for p < s and Lemma yields

3—d 1 P1
IT3(r) ()] Sp'° / s

1
(T>2p32d+§/ 2 e
0

9 3-=d 1
(1) 2P 2 +8||f||L2(B‘f)'

1w

2

(1-— 32)_%_%O(pos(w>_1)dwds

<

~Y

Since,

IS

IS

4d

8=d_ 1
I
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d—3 dp
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we conclude that

17/l 24 e T IO 2. o Sl rag)-

Leo(R4)Ld=2 (BY) L2(Ry)L =3 (BY)

The estimate

”T1<')f”LP(R+)Lq(]B‘f) 5 ”fHLQ(B‘f)

for general admissible pairs (p, q) then follows from the interpolation argument done in
the proof of Lemma 2.6l Slightly adapting these arguments allows us to also obtain the
desired estimates for T5. Next, we turn to 75 which is given by

1)) = [ 106) [ rnlo)1 = ()1 - )

—3

X 5T (1= 8) 73 O(p T T (w)T)B(p, 5, iw)dwds
Since 3 behaves like O({w)™") in w, we can use Lemma with a =1 — 422 to obtain
the estimate

1
p32d+d4d3/ (r +In(1 — 5))2
0

R= 3(Bd

I s]

1 s .
X |t — 5 In(1 — ,02) +In(1 — s)|_(€l_d(1 — ) 2s 2 f(s)ds

< / (1— )25 T ()| (r + In(1 — 5))

d—3

d . de 1
P S - ) em - as

2d
Ld=3(BY)

X

_ / (1— )3 T f(s)|{7 + In(1 — 5))

1 1 .
X / (p%\r ~3 In(1 — p*) +In(1 — 3)\%dp) ds
0
1
5/ (1-— 3)’%s%|f(s)\<7' +1In(1 —8)) 2|7 +In(1 — s)|%ds
0

by additionally employing Lemma [£9. By now making the change of coordinates s =
1 — e7¥ and using Young’s inequality, we derive that

121, S

LT Bg)

/ (r— )2l — [T — V) T (L — ) dy
0 L2(Ry)

5 (/ow et — eI - e—y>|2dy)2 /R (r) 2|~ dr

§||f||L2(1Bf{)-

As the other endpoint estimate follows likewise, the general one follows once more from

interpolation. Ty can be bounded analogously by using Lemma [£.§ instead of Lemma
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and we move on to T3, which is given by

avvwwzép%ﬁM@@—m52ﬂ$44Wu—Mum>
% (1= X () (1 + p)2 7™ (1 — 8) 2O ({w) 1 (p, 5, iw)dwds
— /0 ]3(pa S, T)f(S)dS.

Here, an application of Lemma [.4] yields the estimate

1L3(p, 5. 7) F(p)| S p°% (7 — In(1 + p) +In(1 — 8)) 21+ p)3(1 — 5) 257 | f(s)]
while from Lemma we deduce that
1L3(p, 5, 7) f(p)] S p°2 (7 — In(1 + p) + In(1 — 8)) 27 — In(1 + p) + In(1 — 5)| !
X (L+p)3(1—8)" 25T | f(s)].

An interpolation between those two estimates then shows that

1

ITy(r) f(p)] Sp™=" 5 i (r —n(1+ p) +1In(1 — 5)) 2|7 — In(1 + p) + In(1 — 5)| %

x (14 p)2(1—s)72s"2 |f(s)]ds
1
5p%d+%/ (r+In(1 = )27 = In(1+ p) + In(1 — s)| 7
0

x (1—s)"25"2 | f(s)|ds.
Consequently, one can derive the desired estimates on T3 by employing the same strategy
as for T5. Similarly, one deduces that

T Sp e *4d/ (7 —In(1=p)+In(1— )7 = In(1 — p) +In(1 — 5)| &
x (1= p)3(1—s)72s"7 |f(s)|ds

and as (1 — p)2(r —In(1 — p) + In(1 — 5)) 2 < (r + In(1 — 5)) 2, we conclude that
1

TS ) S 7T [ (il ) = Il = p) (1= )

x (1—8) 252 | f(s)|ds.
The Strichartz estimates for 7T therefore also follow in similar fashion as the ones for 7T,

and since the remaining kernels can be bounded analogously to T3 and T}, we conclude
this proof. O

Unfortunately these estimate alone are not enough to control our semigroup, given
that the right-hand side in (BI6) also contains the term Af;. To remedy this problem,
we introduce operators 7). as

1 e+ilN 1
T;e(m)f(p) :=z— lim )\e’\T/ Gj(p,s,\)f(s)dsdA
0

2mi N=oo [N

and

Ti(r)f(p) = lim T ;(r)f(p)

e—0t
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for f € C*(BY).

This additional power of A\ makes life a bit more tricky for us, as it spoils the absolute
convergence of the oscillatory integrals. To get around this difficulty we will perform
integrations by parts in the s integral to recover the absolute convergence. Using this
trick we will show that the limiting operators T} exist for each 7 > 0 and p € (0,1) and
satisfy Strichartz estimates.

Lemma 4:11. Let p € [2,00] and q € [2%, 2L] be such that % + g =2 — 1. Then the
operators T satisfy

|’j}(')f"LP(R+)L‘I(B‘f) 5 Hf”Hl(IBS‘f)
for all f € CY(BY).

Proof. For j = 1 we can again without any problems take limits and interchange the
order of integration as we can exchange powers of s for decay in w. Doing this leads to

iw 3_iw

x O(p' 2 *5s"2 ~i(w) 7178 )dwds
and we can employ Lemmas and [0 to compute that

|ﬁvﬁmﬂsv>%%+54524@mS

41
< ()2 e | 2
S <7'>7 p E +8Hf”H1(IB§fll)

by Lemma A6l Consequently, the claimed estimates on T} follow as the ones for T} in
Lemma Analogously, we can bound Ts and so, we move on to T, for which we note
that we can again take limits, as we can once more exchange powers of p for decay in w.
An integration by parts shows that

EWWMZAMWWWM%MMMLWY%_/ﬂ—mﬁ)

MIH

+5(p, 5, i) f (5)dsdw
:Ammmﬂm%nmmrw%%%mwmm
x p'z (1= p)2Blp, p,iw) f(p)dw
[0 T e - A [t
X 0,153 (1 = Xaul))Blp, 5, 10) f (5)]dsdo

= By f(p) + L) (p)

Given that B( iw) behaves like O({w)™!) in w, we can use Lemma [L.4] to obtain the
estimate

X s°T (1—3)

|B2(7) [ ()| S (7) "2 plf (p)]
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and so, by employing Lemma [4.7] we see that
1B2() fll 1B2()fl S AN e gy

For I we first remark that if the s derivative hits the cutoff, then we can argue similar as
for Ty and so focus on the other cases. Let I}(7)f(p) be term where f gets differentiated.
Applying Lemma with o = i shows that

L2(R4) T%(Bf) L>(R )Ld 2(]Bd)

\G@ﬁ@ﬂsfflO@—sﬁh—%mu—ﬁﬁ+mﬂ—$>%%WN®MS

1
5—2d - d—1 5—2d -
Sp ot A7) 2/ sz | f'(9)ds S ot (D)l
0
and so

ILOL o S lmeg-

Ld 2(]B

For the other endpoint estimate we can argue similarly as when we bounded 75 and since
the remaining cases can be bounded likewise, we move on to T. For T, we again perform
an integration by parts, which recovers the absolute convergence of the A integral, thus
enabling us to once more take limits and interchange the order of integration. More
precisely, we deduce that

nvwwﬁzf@{/W&W1—Mxmfu+wﬁ“%r—>ﬁwoww2ﬁxmmwmm

107 [ e e i -t

X D[(1 = Xiw(5))s 7 f(5)T(p, s, iw)]duwds

and one can bound Ty in analogy to Tb. Moreover, since the remaining kernels can also
be bounded in similar fashion as either T or T3, we conclude this proof. U

Thanks to these kernel bounds we can now easily establish Theorem [L.T]

Proof of Theorem[11. The estimates for d = 3 have already been established in [9] and so,

we only have to verify the claim for d > 4. For f € C*xC'(B¢) the homogeneous estimates
are an immediate consequence of the representation (3.I6]) combined with Lemmas [£.10]
411l and the Strichartz estimates on Sy proven in Lemma 2.6l Therefore, the general
homogeneous estimates follow from a density argument. The inhomogenous ones can
then be established as in the proof of Lemma 2.6 O

5. NONLINEAR THEORY

In this section we turn to the proof of Theorem and so we restrict ourselves to
dimensions d with 3 < d < 6. Recall, that the nonlinearity N was defined as

N(u) = (N(Oul))

d+2
N(u) = [eg+ulT2 (cq + u) — ¢d —
30

with

2d + d?
u.
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Lemma 5.1. Let 3 < d < 6. Then the estimates
d+2
IN( w2y S Muallfa gy + luall? zd+4

2 (BY)
and

IN(u) — N(")HHIxL?(Bf{) Sl — U1HL4(B§)(HU1”L4 Bd) T ”UIHL“(B‘{Z))

+ Hu1 — Ul” 2d+24(183d

(fleua |12 zd+4 + [Judll s )
B) B

hold for allu,v € H* x L*(BY).
Proof. Since N(0) = N'(0) = 0 we obtain that
IN@)| S o + [l 2.

Hence,

d+2 d+2
IN([| 1w r2me) S il s + ui™ r2me) = lluall7ags +”u1|ﬁ*§(@g>'

For the Lipschitz bound, we infer that

IN(z) = N()| < |z —yl(IN'(2)] + [IN'()]) < [z —yl(l2] + |z[72 + [y| + [y|7=2)
from which we conclude that

IN(u) - N(")”Hle?(Bf) S lun — UlHL“(B‘f)(HulHL‘l(B‘f) + HUIHL“(]B‘{Z))

e 4
+ (152 g, + 107725

Ld 2(Bd

S lun — UlHL‘*(Bf)(HulHL‘l(]B‘f) + Hvl”m BY) )
4

([ ]| P + ||Ul||d2d+4 )
) =2 (BY)

+[Jur — 1| 204a !
L L d=2 (]Bl

= (89)

by using Hélder’s inequality. O

To finally define a notion of a solution, we first introduce the Strichartz space X" as the
completion of C2°([0, 00) x BY) with respect to the norm
[0l = N0l 2 g + 161, g2

2d+4 .
Ld-3 Ld=2 (R4 )L d=2 (]Btli

Further, for any u € H and ¢ € C°([0, 00) x ]BTil), we define

Ku(0)(r) = S(r)uly + [ 8(r = )N((6(0), 0)de — [ C (o, )
where
C(4,u) = P (u + /0 T TN (6(0), 0))dcr) .
Finally, we will also make use of the abbreviation

X5 :={p e :|olx <0}

and at last, we come to our definition of a solution.
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Definition 5.1. Let
T ={(t,r) €[0,T) x [0,00) : 7 < T —t}.

We say that v : I'T — R is a Strichartz solution of

_ 1 4
(af _p ar) u(tr) = ult, ) u(t, r)| 72

r

if ¢ =@ = [V — U], with

. 1/}<7-7 p) L —r % . T .
¥ = (2 o T ) TR = () F (T T Te )
belongs to X and satisfies

¢ = Ka(0)(¢)
and C(¢,®(0)) = 0.

Our modus operandi is now essentially a three step process. First, we will show that
when properly restricted, K, will satisfy the requirements of the Banach fixed point
theorem. After that, we will show that by choosing our blowup time appropriately, we
can achieve that the correction C vanishes. Then, we will show uniqueness of solutions
in the Strichartz space. We kick off this program with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let u € H and ¢ € C([0,00) x BY). Then Ky(¢) € X. Furthermore, the
estimate

a+42

IKu(@)ll2e < allse + 015 + [0l 5
holds for allu € H and ¢ € C=(]0,00) x BY).
Proof. We first investigate (I — P)K,(¢). By Theorem [[LT] and Lemma [51] we have that

0= PR % b+ | IN () sy
- Fae
Shulle+ [ 160 ey + [ M@, do
0 0 L =2 (Bf)

d+2

< lulls + llgll% + lloll%™.
Next, we take a look at PK,(¢) and compute that

PK.(0) =~ [ ¢ "PN((6(0).0))do:
Now, as P is a bounded linear operator with rgP = span{g}, there exists a unique g € H,
with
Pf = (fv g)?‘lg

for all f € H. This implies that ||[Pf]1]|ems) S |(F, 8)ulllg1lla@e) S [Ifll# for 1 < g < oo
and consequently,

IPK0) sy S [ € INGDaepdo
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So, applying Young’s inequality yields

||PKU<¢>||X5(nl(_oo,me-||L2<R>+||1<_oo,o>e'~'|| ) |71 6o sy

L2 (R)

2 A
S llellx + ol

Lemma 5.3. Let u € H. Then the local Lipschitz estimate

IKu(@) — Ku(®)llx S 19— x (umu 1G5 + Il + kufﬁ)

holds for ¢, € C([0,00) x BY).

Proof. We again start by first investigating (I—P)Ky(¢) — (I—P)Ky(?). From Theorem
L1 and Lemma [5.1] we infer that

(T = P)Ku(¢) = (I-P)Ku(¥)llx S /OT IN(6(0)) = N((0)l L2 gy do

Slle—vllx (H¢Hx+|l¢|l§é+H¢Hx+H¢HS‘é)-

Further, from the calculations in the proof of Lemma we conclude that

IPKw(0)(7) = Ku() ()]l Lag) S /Oo e 7|N(¢(0)) = N((0)) 2oy do

again for 1 < ¢ < co. Once more applying Young’s inequality then yields

IP[Ku(6) — Ka(@)]lx < (||1<_oo,o>e'~'||L2<R>+||1<_oo,o>e'~'|| )

Ld=2 (R)

x / "IN (o)) — N () 2oty

Sllo—llx (H¢Hx+H¢H§:2+H1/1Hx+H¢H§:2)-

The next two results are now a direct consequence of these two Lemmas.

Lemma 5.4. Let u € H. Then the operator K, extends to an operator from X to X
such that the estimates

||Ku(¢)||2’( S ||u||H + ||¢||g( + ||¢||§(%§
and
(&) = Kul)le 5 6= ol (lolle + 16157 + ol + 10157 )

hold for all ¢, € X.

Lemma 5.5. There exist constants ¢ > 0 and § > 0 such that if ||uljy < 2, then there
exists a unique ¢ € Xs with Ky (¢) = ¢.
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Proof. Lemma implies that that K, maps &5 to Xy, provided that c is chosen suf-
ficiently large and § sufficiently small. Further, by shrinking ¢ if necessary, Lemma [5.3]
implies that

1
IKu(¢) — Ku(@)llx < 5ll¢ =l

for ¢, € Xs. Hence, when restricted to X, K, satisfies the conditions of the contraction
mapping principle. U

Proceeding as previously stated, we move on to showing that we can get the correction
term to vanish by choosing an appropriate blow up time. To that end, recall that due to
the coordinate changes in the first section, the prescribed initial data are given by

61(0,p) = 11(0,p) = ca = T2 u(0,Tp) — ca=T"% f(Tp) — cu

03(0,p) = 120, p) — L= 2y = THA0u(0, Tp) —

Further, as we care about initial data which lies close to u![0], we also compute that after
our coordinate changes the blowup u; takes the form

Prp) =T e 5 Tuy (T —Te ", Te " p) =T 2 e 2 Tcy(1—T+Te )2
d—2
Nrp) = S "The 7 cy(1— T+ Te ™) 5.
2\, P

2
To deal with these initial data in a convenient form we introduce the mapping
U:[1—-61+0] x H' x L*(B{,5) = H

as

-2 —2 d - 2 d - 2
U(T,v)(p) = (T"F 01(Tp), T0a(Tp)) + (I°7 ca, —5—T2ea) = (ca

Cd).

With this, we can rewrite our initial data as

¢(07 p) = U(Tv (f —Cdy g —

Lemma 5.6. There exist M > 1 and § > 0 such that for v. € H' x L*(B{ s) with
||V||Hle2(]B¢11+6) < L there exist ¢ € X5 and T* € [1 — 4,1 + 0] with Ky-v¢ = ¢ and
C(o, U(T*,v)) = 0.

Proof. We start by computing that

a2 d—2

d—2 d d—2
8T(ch 2, 5 CdTQ)‘Tzl =

Tcdg

and so, we can expand U(T,v) as

d—

U(T,v) = (T 01 (Tp), T0a(Tp)) + =2 ca(T = Vg + (T — 167

with f7 € H such that ||f7]jy <1, for T € [1, 3]. This allows us write

(U(T, ). ) = O(5T°) + [g306T°) + O(°T°)
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for T'€ [1 — 4,1+ 6]. Denote by ¢ € X5 the unique fixed point of Ky ) which exists,
thanks to Lemma [5.5] provided that M is chosen sufficiently large and ¢ sufficiently small.
Recall further that

Cor U(Tv) =P (UT) + [ e N(or(0).0)as

By construction we have that
4]
— T + O(6°T°) +

(Clor, U(T,v)), ) = Ol el ()

and moreover the O-terms in (5.I) are continuous functions of 7. Thus, the vanishing
of (C(¢7,U(T,v)),g)n is equivalent to the equation T'— 1 = F(T) for continuous F
with [F(T)| < 2 + 6% Consequently, if we choose § and M accordingly then 1 + F is
a continuous map from [1 — d,1 4 J] to that same interval and therefore it must have a
fixed point. U

We now come to the penultimate result which shows uniqueness of our solutions.

Lemma 5.7. Let u € ‘H. Then there exists at most one ¢ € X with Ky(¢) = ¢ and
C(¢,u) =0.

Proof. Let u € H and assume that we are given two fixed points ¥, ¢ € X of K, with
C(¢,u) = C(¢,u) = 0. Let 75 > 0 be arbitrary and note that for any 6 > 0 there exists
an Ns € N such that

[l 2z + 9llx ) <9, (5.2)
for all n € {0,1,2,..., Ns — 1}, where
1600y = 100y 28y 190, 2,025
and I, := [n3~ (n + 1)z ] From the calculations done in the proof of Lemma [(5.3 we
then see that
19(7) = S 2ty gy + 1(7) = SO 2
<[ [ eoitoton - vvions
0 L2(BY)
Thus,
6= dlxao 5 | [ IV = Moo lapdo
0 Lz (Io)
| [ e IN L) - N liado|
0 L2 (Io)

’T()/N5
<em / IN(6(0)) — N((0))l| oaiydo

S ¢ = dllxwo) (Ilcbllx o) +||¢||X (o) T ¥z +||¢||X(10)

By choosing § sufficiently small, we see that

|W—¢Mm._ﬂ¢ V|l 2 (1)
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and so ||¢ — ¥ ||x(1,) = 0. Continuing inductively we therefore conclude that

¢ — Vllx (0.7 =0

and as 79 > 0 was chosen arbitrarily, the claim follows. O

Now, we are finally able to prove Theorem [L.2]

Proof of Theorem[1.2. Let M > 1 be sufficiently large and 6 > 0 sufficiently small.
Further, for v = (f, g) — u![0] with

o

||V||H1xL2(1Bf{+6) < M

let u be the corresponding solution, ¢ be the associated function in similarity coordinates,
and T be the corresponding blowup time from Lemma Then

[1]

> ol . = / 10(0,) — call? . do

L2(R4)Ld-3 (BY) L 3(]Bd)

- / (T = 1) s (— log(T — ) +og(T), ) — call® ot

Ld 3(]Bd)

= [ I =05 (T = ) o(T), ) = T = T,

T -3 (Bd
T
_ / lult, ) — ()P .

T—t)
Ld 3 (]BTft)
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