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Abstract

We consider the focusing inhomogeneous mass critical half-wave equation in one
dimension. Under the mild conditions of the inhomogeneous factor, we show that the
existence of the radial blowup solutions with ground state mass ||ug||2 = ||Q||2, where
Q is the unique positive ground state solution of equation D@ + @ = Q> and obtain
the blowup rate || D2 u(t)|| 2 ~ ‘71| ast /07.
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1 Introduction and the main result

1.1 Introduction

We deal in this paper with a one-dimensional focusing mass critical half-wave equation
with an inhomogeneous nonlineraity
i0u = Du — k(z)|ul?u, (t,z) € R x R, )

u(to,x) = up(x), up: R — C.

Here (D/7)(§ ) = [€]£(€) denotes the first-order nonlocal fractional derivative and for some
smooth bounded inhomogeneity £ : R — R and some real number tq < 0. This kind of
problem arises naturally in turbulence phenomena, wave propagation, continuum limits of
lattice systems, and models for gravitational collapse in astrophysics [4,6,7,13-15,18,30].
From mathematical point of view, it is a canonical model to break the group of symmetries

of the £ = 1 homogeneous case.
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Let us start with recalling some well-known facts in the homogeneous case k = 1:

i0yu = Du — |ul?u, (t,r) € R x R,
(1.2)

u(to, x) = up(x), ug: R — C,

where to < 0. All H'/2 solutions must satisfy the conservation laws of L?-norm, energy

and momentum
L%norm M (u /|utx|dx— M (up);
Energy E(¢) = 2/ a(t,z)Du(t,x)dx — —/ lu(t, z)|*dr = E(ug);
R

Momentum P(u) = < / vu(t,x)u(t,x)dx> = P(u),

and a group of H'/? symmetries leaves the flow invariant: if u(t,z) solves (1.2), then for

any (Ao, 70, %0,70) € R} x R x R x R, so does
v(t,x) = )\éu()\ot + 70, Ao + 20)e°. (1.3)
Following from [17], let @ be the unique positive radial ground state solution to
DQ+Q-Q*=0. (1.4)

Then the variational characterization of @ ensures that initial data ug € HY/?(R) with
lluollz2 < [|@Q] 12 yield global and bounded solutions 7" = 400, see [17]. On the other hand,
finite time blowup may occur for data ||ug||z2 > ||Q|lz2. At the critical mass threshold,

the symmetries (1.3) yields a minimal mass blow-up solution (see [17])

1

r—a\
1@ (F) 0. e = Qe

u(t,x) ~ 7

which blows up at t = 0 and the blow up speed is

C(uo)
|t]

ID2u(t)]| 2 ~ ast— 0.

Recently, Georgiev and Li (the author of this paper) [9,10] also obtained the ground state
blowup solution to the mass critical half-wave equation in two and three dimensional cases.
But unlike the mass critical NLS [22,27], the uniqueness for this minimal (ground state)

mass blow-up solution is still not known.



3

The structure of the problem is similar to the mass critical nonlinear Schrédinger

equation
iug + Au + |u|%u:0. (1.5)

At the mass critical threshold, the pseudo-conformal symmetry yields a minimal mass
blowup solution

S(t.9) = 775 @ (3) 5 15Ol = 1@l
where @ is the unique positive ground state of problem (1.5), which blows up at t =
0. Merle [22] proved the uniqueness of the critical mass blowup solution u € H! with
lluollz2z = ||@||z2 and blowing up at ¢t = 0 is equal to S(¢) up to the symmetries of the

flow. A robust dynamical approach for the proof of both existence and uniqueness has

been developed by Raphaél and Szeftel [27] for the inhomogeneous problem
iut—i—Au—l—k(aﬂ)\u!%u = 0. (1.6)

in two dimensions. Also, Banica, Carles and Duyckaerts [1] obtained the existence of the
minimal blowup solution of problem (1.6) in the one and two dimensional cases.

Inspired by [1,17,27], in this paper we study the inhomogeneous L2-critical half-wave
equation (1.1). By a similar argument as the homogeneous half wave equation [17] and
the cubic Szeg6 equation [11], the Cauchy problem (1.1) is still locally wellposed in the
Sobolev space H*(R), s > % and local existence in the energy space H'/2(R), that is, there
exists a unique solution u € C%([ty, T), H*(R)), where s > 1. with its maximal time of

existence tg < T < +00, and
T < +oo implies  lm ||u(t)]| 12 = +o0. (1.7)
t—T—

The conservation of the momentum no longer holds but the L?-norm and energy are still

conserved:

[2-norm: / lu(t, )2 = / o ()2,
R R
1

Energy: E(u(t,x)) = 3 /Ru(t,x)Du(t,x)dx — i /Rk(x)]u(t,x)lﬂ‘dx = E(uyp).

For the higher dimensional case, Bellazzini, Georgiev and Visciglia [2] obtained the local

well-posedness in H! ,(RY), N > 2; Hidano and Wang [12] studied the local well-posedness
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1
in H 2+E(RN ), N > 2 and € > 0 is small. The canonical effect of the inhomogenity is to

rad

completely destory the group of symmetry (1.3) and in the sense (1.1) is a model to analyze
the properties of half-wave equation in the absence of symmetries.
From the standard variational techniques, we can obtain the criterion of global exis-

tence for (1.1): given k > 0, let Q4 be

Qn(2) = —75Q(2), (1.8)
and let

k = maxk(x) < oo.
zeR

Then the initial data with

luoll L2 < My = [|@xl| L2 (1.9)

yield global and H'/? bounded solutions while finite time blow-up may occur for |jug| ;2 >

M,.

1.2 Statement of the result

Let us now fix our assumptions on k& where we normalize without loss of generality the

supremum ko = 1:

0 <k <k(x)<1and max k(x) =1 is attained. (1.10)
T

From (1.8), (1.9), the critical mass is then

My = [|Ql| 2

The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Ezistence of Ground state mass blowup elements) Assume that the func-
tion k € C%(R) is even and satisfies (1.10). For Eq € R*., there exist t* < 0 independent
of Ey and a ground state mass solution u € CO([t*,0); HY/2(R)) of equation (1.1) with

lulla = [|Qll2, E(u) = Eo,

which blows up at time T' = 0. More precisely, it holds that

x

u(t,x) — ﬁ@ (W) e 0 in L*(R) ast — 07, (1.11)



where

1

At) = N2+ 0(t%), (t) = T

+ O(t),

with some constant X* > 0, and the blowup speed is given by:

104 u(®)]s ~ S g5ty 0-, (1.12)

1

where C(ug) > 0 is a constant depending only on the initial data ug.

Comments on this result.

1. For the inhomogeneous case, the function k destroy the symmetry of the half-wave
equation. Due to the lack of homogeneity of the nonlinear terms, we cannot construct
the blowup profile like the inhomogeneous Schrodinger equation [27] or the homogeneous
half wave equation [9,10,17]. Fortunately, we can use another method to construct the
blowup profile in the general case. But the translation parameter is not well controlled
since the inhomogeneous half-wave equation does not satisfy the momentum law. On the
other hand, the pseudoconformal symmetry plays an important role in controlling the
translation parameter in the inhomogeneous NLS equation, see [27]. Hence, in the present
paper, we only consider the radial case.

2. The degenerate case. If the inhomogeneous factor k satisfies
kl(.%'o) = /{?”(.%'0) = O,

the method presented in this paper should also be able to treat this degenerate case, which
should in fact be easier to handle.

3. In the present paper, the inhomogeneous factor is not sharp, unlike the inhomoge-
neous NLS equation [21], it seems difficult to obtain the nonexistence result. On the other
hand, since the general criterion for blowup solutions for L?-critical and L2-supercritical
half-wave equation is still an open problem (see [3] for more details).

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we construct the high order approxi-
mate solution @p of the renormalized equation; in Section 3, we decompose the solution
and estimate the modulation parameters; in Section 4, we establish a refined energy /virial
type estimate; in Section 5, we apply the energy estimate to establish a bootstrap argu-
ment that will be needed in the construction of ground state mass blowup solutions; in

Section 6, we prove the Theorem 1.1; The Section 7 is Appendix.
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Notations

- (f,9) = [ fg as the inner product on L*(R).

- || - llz» denotes the LP(R) norm for p > 1.

- ]/”\denotes the Fourier transform of function f.

- We shall use X < Y to denote that X < CY holds, where the constant C' > 0 may
change from line to line, but C' is allowed to depend on universally fixed quantities only.

- Likewise, we use X ~ Y to denote that both X <Y and Y < X hold.

2 Approximate Blowup Profile

This section is devoted to the construction of the approximate blowup profile. For a

sufficiently regular function f : R — C, we define the generator of L? scaling given by
1
Af = §f+x-Vf.
Note that the operator A is skew-adjoint on L?(R), that is, we have

(Af.g) = —(f,Ag).

We write A¥ f, with k € N, for the iterates of A with the convention that A°f = f.
From now on and for the rest of this paper, we assume that k satisfies Assumption
(1.10). Moreover, without loss of generality, we assume that k attains its maximum at

xg = 0 which is nondegenerate
k(0) =1, K'(0) =0, "(0) <O0. (2.1)

In some parts of this paper, it will be convenient to identity any complex-valued

function f : R — C, so that, the complex-valued function f can be write as follows:

f=fi+ife.

We start with a general observation: If u = wu(t,z) solves (1.1), then we define the

function v = v(s,y) by setting

ulevsxei(t) ﬁzi
L9=330 (30) ™ & =5 (22)

T

It is easy to check that v = v(s,y) with y =  satisfies

As
i0sv — Dv — v 4+ k(A(t)y)|v]*v = iTAv + +75v, (2.3)
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where we set 75 = 75 — 1. Here the operator D is understood as D = D,. Following the

slow modulated ansatz strategy developed in [16,17,27], we freeze the modulation

A
5 _p. 2.4
A (24)

And we look for an approximate solution of the form

U(Say) - QP(S)(Z/)? P(s) = (b(8)7)‘(8))7 (2'5)

with an expansion
Qps)(y) = Qy) + Z DA Ry,
k+1>1

where
Ry =Ty +iSk,.

These asymptotic expansions suggests to define b(s) so that
2
bs = -5 and g = —Ab. (2.6)
Therefore, our purpose is to construct a high order approximation Q(y,b, \) = Qp that is

a solution to

b2
_iEabQP —ibAOAQP — DQp — Qp + ibAQp + k(A ()y)|Qr|*Qp = 0,

where P = (b, \) and |P] is close to 0.
We have the following result about an approximate blowup profile Qp, parameterized

by P = (b, A), around the ground state @ of the homogeneous half-wave equation.

Lemma 2.1 (Approximate Blowup Profile) There exists a small constant n* > 0 such
that for all |P| = [(b,\)| < n*. There ezists a smooth function Qp = Qp(z) of the form

Qp =Q + bS1 0+ b*Top + N2Tho + b* S50 + b Ty (2.7)

that satisfies the equation

b2
—i50Qp — bAQp — DQp — Qp +ibAQp + EA))|QplPQp = —®p,  (28)

Here the functions {Ry 1} o<k<a0<i<1 satisfy the following reqularity and decay bounds:

IRl + ARk + [A*Rigllzzm < 1, for m € {0,1}, (2.9)



IRyog| + |ARg | + [A*Ryy| S (2) 2, for z € R. (2.10)
Moreover, the term on the right-hand side of (2.8) satisfies
[@plam S O + N|P]), [V®p| S OB + N|P|)(z)~?, (2.11)
for m € {0,1} and x € R.

Proof. We recall that the definition of the linear operator

Ly 0
0 L_

L=

acting on L?(R,R?), where L and L_ denote the unbounded operators acting on L?(R, R?)
given by

Li=D+1-3Q% L_=D+1-Q%
From [7], we have the key property that the kernel of L is given by

V@ 0

ker L = span ,

0 Q

Note that the bounded inverse L~ = diag{L__Fl, L:l} exists on the orthogonal complement
fker L} ! = {VQ}* B{Q}
Step 1. Determining the functions Ry ;. We discuss our ansatz for Qp to solve (2.8)
order by order. We inject (2.7) into (2.8) and sort the terms of the same homogeneity.
Order 0: Clearly, we have that

DQ+Q-1QPQ =0,
since @) being the ground state solution.
Order 1: For b, from £'(0) = 0, we obtain
LyTig, =0,

L_ S0 = AQ.

Due to the fact that (AQ, Q) = 0, which can be easily seen by using the mass criticality.

Hence we can find a unique solution S L ker L_.
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For A, by the Taylor expansion, we have Ty 1 = Sp;1 = 0 since the function £ is even
and £'(0) = 0.
Order 2: For b2, we can obtain the following equation
LiTyo=3S10—ASi0+ 5%0.Q,
L_S509=0.
Since the kernel of Ly is VQ and S1, ) are even. Hence we can find a unique solution

T to the above equation.

For A2, we have
LiToz = 5K"(0)y° Q%
L_SQQ =0.

The solvability conditions read as
1

However, this is obviously true, since y? and @ are even functions.
For Ab, we can obtain that 77 ; = 51,1 = 0 since the assumption of the function &.

Order 3. For b3, we get
LiT50=0,
L_S30=—Tao+ ATz + 2QT5,051,0 + 51 ¢S10-

The solvability condition for S3 is equivalent to

_(Q, T2,0) + (Q’ ATQ,O) + 2(Qa QTQ,OSI,O) + (Qa S%,OSLO) = 0. (212)
To see (2.12) holds, we first note that

The right-hand side of above (2.12)
=—(Q.,Tap0) — (AQ. Tap) + 2(T20, Q*S1,0) + (Q, S7 051,0)
= — (Q,T2,0) — (L—-S1,0,T20) + 2(T1,0, Q*S1,0) + (Q, S ¢S1,0)
=—(Q.T2p0) — (L4510, T20) + (Q, 51051,0)

1
=—(Q,Tz0) — 5(51,0, S1,0) + (S1,0. AS1,0) = (51,0, 550Q) + (@, ST 051,0)

1

=—(Q,Tro) — 5(51,0, S1,0)-
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Thus it remains to show that

—(Q,Tyyp) = %(51,0, 51,0)- (2.13)

Indeed, by using L4 AQ = —Q, we deduce

1
—(Q,Tr) =(AQ, 551,0 —AS1o+ SioQ)

1

=§(L751,0, S1,0) — (L—S1,0,AS10) + (AQ, S7 Q)

1

1 1
25(51,0, DSy ) + 5(51,0, S1,0) — 5(51,0, Q*S1,0)

— (L—S1,0,AS10) + (AQ, 57 Q). (2.14)

Next, we apply (L_f,Af) = 2(f,[L_,A]f), which shows that

1 1 1
(L-S1,0,AS10) = 5(51,0, [L_,A]S10) =§(S1,0, [D,A]S1,0) — 5(51,07 [Q*,A]S10)
1
=5 (510, DS10) + (S10, (2 - VQ)QS1p).  (2.15)

Furthermore, we have the pointwise identity

—(z-VQ)Q + QAQ = %QZ. (2.16)

Inserting (2.15) and (2.16) into (2.14), we can obtain the desired relation (2.13), and thus
the solvability condition (2.12) holds.

For b?)\, we can easily obtain that T51 = S2,1 = 0 since the assumption of the function

Order 4. For b*, we have

LiTyo=3830—AS30+ T50Q + 251,0595,0Q + 2T2,0Q T,
L_Sio=0.

We notice that the right-hand side of above is a even function. Hence there is a unique
solution Ty L ker L.

Step 2. Regularity and decay bounds. By the similar argument as [17], we can obtain
the regularity and decay bounds. Here we omit the details.

Step 3. We mention that the bounds (2.11) for the error term ®p follow from ex-
panding |Qp|*Qp and using the regularity and decay bounds for the functions {Ry;}. We
omit the straightforward details. The proof of lemma 2.1 is now complete. O

We now turn to some key properties of the approximate blowup profile Qp constructed

in lemma 2.1.



Lemma 2.2 The mass and the energy of Qp satisfy
[1asP = [ @+ 0w +20),
o N 10002 ()4 4 2
E(Qp) = e’ = T [ K"(0)y"Q" + O + X°).
Here e; > 0 is the positive constant given by
1
er = §(L751,0,51,0),
where St satisfy L_S10 = AQ.
Proof. From the proof of lemma 2.1, we have
/ Qp[? :/ |Q +ibS1,0 + b Tao + NTp 2 + ib> S50 + b Ty |
= / Q2 + 62(5170, 5170) + 2b2(Q, T270) + O(b4 + )\2)
:/Q2 + O + 2%,
where we used the relation (2.13)
(S1,0,51,0) +2(Q, T20) = 0.

To treat the expansion of the energy, we have
E(Qp) :%(Q%DQP) - i /k()‘y)’QP’4

—5(@.0Q) ~ 1 [ K01+ { 1(510.D810) + (T2, DQ) |
-5t [ (HOwIQSEy +20°Taal) + O +2%)

—5(@.0Q) - 1[I +# {5510, D810) + (72, DO)}
= 5% [ K00 (@220 + 20Tl — § [ (0w - @1
+ O(b* +2?)

=b* {%(51,0, DSy ) + (T2, DQ) — %(@ Q57 o) — (T, Q3)}}

1

-1 [ k0w - D1l + 00t + )

:b2 {%(5170, DSLO) - (TQ,Oa Q) - %(Q’ QS%O)}

11
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-1 [ ®0w - 1@l + 0t + )
—p? {%(51,0, DSip) + %(51,0, S1,0) — %(@ QSiO)}
1

-1 [ 0w - D1l + 00t + )

1 2
:ibQ(L_SLO,SLO) A /k”(O)y2Q4 + O(b* 4 \?).

8
Here we used E(Q) = 3(Q,DQ) — 1 [|Q|* =0, (S1,0, S1,0) +2(Q, T10) = 0 and expanding
the inhomogenity k(Ay) near 0. The proof of lemma 2.2 is now complete. O

3 Modulation Estimates

Let u € H'/2(R) be a solution of (1.1) on some time interval [tg,t;] with ¢t; < 0. Assume

that u(t) admits a geometrical decomposition of the form

wlt.z) = 1 s E Yo ds_ 1
9= 31120+ 4 (55) 7 5 =5 .

with P(t) = (b(t), A(t)), and we impose the uniform smallness bound
Pl + llellFe S AE) < 1. (3.2)
Furthermore, we assume that u(t) has almost critical mass in the sense that

o=@

To fix the modulation parameters {b(t), A(¢),y(t)} uniquely, we impose the following or-

< A2(t), Vi€ [to,t1]. (3.3)

thogonality conditions on € = €1 + ieo as follows:

(€2, AQ1p) — (€1, AQ2p) = 0,
(€2, 0pQup) — (€1, 0pQ2p) = 0, (3.4)
(€2, p1) — (€1, p2) =0,
the function p = p; + ips is defined by
Lypi =810, L_ps=bSiop1 + bApy — 26T, (3.5)

where S1p and 15 are the functions introduced in the proof of lemma 2.1. Note that
Ljrl exists on L2 ,(R) and thus p; is well-defined. Moreover, it is easy to see that the

right-hand side in the equation for p, is orthogonality to (). Indeed

(@, S1,0p1 +Ap1 —2T50) = (QS1,0,p1) — (AQ,p1) — 2(Q, T2 )



13
= (QS1,0,p1) — (1,0, L—p1) + (51,0, 51,0)
= — (51,0, L+p1) + (51,0, 51,0) = 0,
using that (S10,510) = —2(T20,Q), see (2.13), and the definition of p;. Hence py is

well-defined.

In the conditions (3.4), we use the notation

Qp = Q1p +1iQ2p.

By the standard arguments as [9, 10, 17], the orthogonality conditions (3.4) imply
that the modulation parameters {b(t), \(t),v(t)} are uniquely determined, provided that
€ = ¢ +iey € HY/?(R) is sufficiently small. Moreover, it follows from the standard
arguments that {b(t), \(t),v(t)} are C'-functions.

If we insert the decomposition (3.1) into (1.1), we obtain the following system

<bs + %zﬂ) HQ1p + A (% + b> NQ1p + dse1 — M_(€) + bAe;

— (5 +0) (401 + Ae) + 54(Qum + e0) + 3(0p) - Rl (3.6)
<bs + %zﬂ NQap + X\ (AT + b> INQap + Dsea — M (€) + bAey

— (5 +0) (40ap + Acw) +54(Qup + 1) + R®p) - Ri(e) (3.7)

Here ®p denotes the error term from lemma 2.1, and M = (M, M_) are the small

deformations of the linearized operator L = (L4, L_) given by

My (e) =Der + e1 — k(\y) (|Qp[e1 + 2QTper + 2Q1pQapes) (3.8)
M_(e) =Des + e — k(\y) (|Qp[*e2 + 2QTpe2 + 2Q1pQaper) - (3.9)

And R;(€), Ra(e) are the high order terms about e.
Ri(e) =k(\y) (3Qipel + 2Qaperes + Qrpes + |e|*er)
Ro(e) =k(\y) (3@27)6% + 2Q1peres + Qopel + |€|262) .
We have the following energy type bound.

Lemma 3.1 (Preliminary estimate on the decomposition.) For t € [ty,t1] with

t1 <0, there holds that

0>+ [lell %12 S AlEo| + O(A* + b%). (3.10)
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Here Ey = E(ug) denote the conserved energy of u = u(t,x).

Define the vector-valued function

v? As

Then, fort € [to,t1], we have the bound
|Mod(t)] S A +b" + Pllell 2 + [lell72 + [lell 31/ (3.12)
Furthermore, we have the improved bound
)\S < 5 2 2
~ TO S0+ Plellze +llellze + llellze-

Proof. We divide the proof into the following steps.
Step 1. Conservation of L?-norm and energy.

By the conservation of L?-mass and lemma 2.2, we find that

[k = [1ap+e = [10P +20e.Qp)+ [ 1+ 002 +5%),

By assumption (3.3), this implies
2R (e, Qp) + / le]? = O\ 4+ bY). (3.13)

Next, we recall that v = @Qp + € and the assumed form of v = u(t,x). We expanding the

nonlinear term:

o[ =[Qp[* + 4R(|QPPQP) + 4R(|e[>eQp)

203 Qi1pQ2p 203 2
+2 2[<1+ 1P>62—|—4766 + 14+ =222 ) 2.
i Qr2) T Qe Q2

We now inject the value of E(Qp) given by lemma 2.2 and the estimate the cubic and
higher nonlinear terms, using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the priori smallness

(3.3) to derive:

3 [1DH@p 4o = § [kOwiQp +
=E(Qp) + R <€, DQp — k‘(A’y)|Q7>|2Q7>)

1 1 1 207 Q1pQ2p 203\ o
+—/D562——/2Qp2[<1+ 1P>62—|—476162—|— 1+ P e
y | PRl g 2o Q) T 0P Qr)

+ O(llell31/2 + P2llell%2)
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2
—eit? = % [ K(O0Q" + % (. Dr — FOWIQFr)

2 Q1rQ Q
L 10 =L [ [(1+282) 4 41222 4 (14 25)

+ O(llell G2 +P).

Hence, we have

2
My =erb? — 5 / ¥(017Q" + % (e, DQp — KOWIQr Q)

2
+%/|D;€|2_%/2|Q7}|2 <1 2 ) 1—{—4Q1PQ2P6162+ <1+ QQ’P) :|

Qp[? Qp[? Qp[?
+ O(llellne + P9

Step 2. Coercivity of the linearized energy and the proof of (3.10). Combining the

conservation of mass (3.13) and the above energy conservation, we deduce that

Per+ R (. Qp+ DQp — FOWIQPPQp) + 5 [ Ie

> e Q
ey [ b= faent (14 5 ) @495 R aa (14 5 ) 4

)\2
:)\E0+§/k"( Y2Q + O ([lel3a)e + P+ b1+ X%). (3.14)

The remaining linear term is degenerate from (2.8):

Qp + DQp — k(A()y)|Qp|*Qp = —bAQp + O(P?),

and thus using the orthogonality condition (3.4), we have

R <67 Qp +DQp — k()‘y)‘QPPQP)
=bS3(e, AQp) + O(P?|lel|2) = O(P?le]| 2). (3.15)

From (3.14) and (3.15), we deduce that

1 1
b261+—/|e|2+—/|pée|2

1 2 L Q1PQop ( QQ'])) ]
5 [ 21er [<1+IQ7>I2> TG T U T g0p

=\E, + T / E'(0)y2Q* + O(|[e|3,1» + [|P* + bt + A?). (3.16)
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We now observe from the proximity of @p to @ ensured by the priori smallness (3.3) that
the quadratic form in the left-hand side of (3.16) is a small deformation of the linearized

operator close to Q. Hence, we have

1
e + 3 [(Lyer,e1) + (L_e2,€)]

2

A
=A\Ep + / K'(0)y*Q" + O(llell31/o + 0"+ A) + o([lell71/2)- (3.17)

We now recall the following coercivity property of the linearized energy, which is a conse-

quence of the variational characterization of @,

i{(Ela Q) + (e, 51,0)2 + (2, p1)?}. (3.18)

(Lyer,er) + (L_ea, e2) > Colle]| /2 — o

with some constant Cy > 0. By the similar argument as [17,24], we can obtain the

coercivity estimate. Note that the orthogonality conditions (3.4) imply that
(€1, 510)* = O(P?[lel[2). (e2,p1)* = O(P?|le2).

Furthermore, using the orthogonality conditions (3.4) together with the degeneracy inher-

ited from (3.13), we have
(1, @)1 = ollell gra/2) + O(B* + A%).
Then combining these bounds with (3.18), we deduce that
Coy 12 4,42
(Ler 1) + (L-ez,€2) 2 —lel[fpje + OB + X7,

Injecting this into (3.17), we can obtain (3.10).

Step 3. Inner products. We compute the inner products needed to compute the law
of the parameters from the Qp equation (2.8), where M; and M, are given by (3.8) and
(3.9), respectively. The following estimates hold.

(M_(€) — bAer, AQap) + (M (€) 4+ bAea, AQ1p) = —R(e, Qp) + O(P?|l€ll12),  (3.19)
(M_(€) — bAer, 0yQap) + (M (€) + bAea, ,Q1p) = O(P?||e]| 12), (3.20)
(M_(€) — bAer, p2) + (M (€) + bAe, p1) = O(P?|l€||2)- (3.21)

To prove (3.19)-(3.21), we can use the similar argument as [17,26,27], here we omit the
details.
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Step 4. Simplification of the equations. To compute the modulation equations driving
the geometrical parameters, we first simplify the equations (3.6) and (3.7). Using the

explicit construction of Qp, we obtain

(bs + b ) Q1p + Dser — M_(€) + bAey
( ) (AQup + Act) + 4(@ap + ) + S(Ep) — Ra(e). (3.22)
(bs + b VO Qop + Osea — My (€) + blAey

(3~ b) (AQep +Ae2) +7u(Qap + 1) = REp) + Ri(0), (329

where My and M_ defined by (3.8) and (3.9), respectively, and the remainder term ®p
has the following from from lemma 2.1.

Step 5. The law of b. We take the inner product of the equation (3.22) of €; with
—AQ2p and we sum it with the inner product of equation (3.23) of e; with AQ1p. We
obtain after integrating by parts:

2
<b + ’ > ((L-S1,0,S1,0) + O(P?)) =R(€, Qp) + (Ra(e), AQ1p) + (R1(€), AQ2p)

— (S3(®p),AQ2p) + (R(p), AQ1p)
+O (P + |Mod(t)])([lell 2 + P)) -

Now, by using that
2R(e,Qp) = = [ I + 00! + 32, (3.24)
We deduce that
(b4 B ) (25105100 + OP2) = = [ e+ (Rale), AQup) + (Rafe),AQur)
+ O (P + |Mod(t)|)(|lell 2 + P) + A% + b)..

Step 6. The law of A\. By projecting (3.22) and (3.23) onto —9,Q2p and 9,Q1p,
respectively. We obtain

<% + b) (2e1 + P?) =(Ra(e), ,Q1p) + (R1(€), 0pQ2p)

+ O ((P*+ |Mod(t)|)(||e] 2 + P?) +b°) .

Here we used that (Qap, 9Qa2p) + (Q1p, HQ1p) = b(S1.0,S10) + 26(Q, Tao) + O(P?) =
O(P?), since (S1,0,51,0) + 2(Q, Tz0) = 0.
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Step 7. Law for 4.
We take the inner product of the equation (3.22) of ¢; with —p2 and we sum it with
the inner product of equation (3.23) of €5 with p;. We obtain after integrating by parts:
2

7 (@) +0(PY) == (b4 ) ((Sr0 ) +0(P2) + (5 +0) (OP)

+ (Re(e), p1) + (Ra(€), p2) + O (P + [Mod()])|e] 2 + )

Note that (Q,p1) = (L-S1,0,51,0) = 2e1, which follows from LiAQ = —Q and the
definition of p;.
Step 8. Conclusion. Putting together Step 5, 6, 7 and estimate the nonlinear inter-

action terms in € by using Sobolev embedding yields:
(A+ B)Mod(t) = O (P* + |Mod(t)|)l|ell 2 + llell72 + [lel31,2 + A2+ ). (3.25)

Here A = O(1) is in invertible 3 x 3 matrix, whereas B = O(P) is some 3 x 3 matrix that
is polynomial in P = (b, \). For [P| < 1, we can thus invert A + B by Taylor expansion

and derive the estimate for Mod(t) stated in this lemma.

Finally, we deduce the improved bound for % + b{, by recalling the estimate derived

in Step 6. Now we complete the proof of this lemma. O

4 Refined Energy bounds

In this section, we establish a refined energy estimate, which will be a key ingredient in
the compactness argument to construct ground state mass blowup solutions.
Let u = u(t, ) be a solution (1.1) on the time interval [tg,0) and suppose that Q is an

approximate solution to (1.1) such that
iQr = DQ + k(@)|QQ = ¥, (4.1)
with the priori bounds

~ l ~ ~
Q2 S 1, [D2Qll2 S —» [VQI2 S - (4.2)

| =
> =

We then decompose u = Q + ¢, and hence ¢ satisfies

i€ — Dé+ k(z)(|u*u — |QI*Q) = —v, (4.3)
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and we assume the priori bounds
|DFRell S 1, D72 S A2, féll: S A (4.4)
as well as
N+ b S A2 b <AL, Jby] <1 (4.5)

We let A > 0 be a large enough constant, which will be chosen later, and let ¢ : R — R

be a smooth and even cutoff function with

T for 0 <z <1,
¢'(x) = (4.6)

3—e Il for x> 2,
and the convexity condition
¢"(z) >0 for z > 0. (4.7)
Furthermore, we denote
Flu) = Flul*, f(u) = ulPu, F'(u) -h = R(f(u)F).
We have the following generalized energy estimate.

Lemma 4.1 (Localized energy/virial estimate.) Let
1 1o L []EP 5N ) L
Jaw) =3 [ s+ 2 [ L0 = [@lre - F@) - 7@ -4

+ g% (/ AV (A%) -vg§> . (4.8)

Then the following holds:

dstA — %s (/ k(x)w2é2> ~ R (/ k(:v)Qt(2|€|2©—+€2Q)>

b 2 b [T x I
i B ol . Ao [
o) A T /80 \/5/ ¢(A)\) [Vés["dwds

1 b o 9 G N
- 8A2)\3/S Oﬁ/A ¢(AA) 6" dxds

bR (/ AV (%) k(2)(2E°Q + Q) -V—Q>

X

+<s</ [—Dzﬁ—%+k(:c)(2|@|2¢—6~221,5)+z’bAV¢(A)\) Ve
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+ i%Aqﬁ (%) w] g)

1~ 1 1 — ~
+ O (AlZe + A7 el 2 + log? (2 -+ 112542 ) IeliZs ) - (4.9)

Here we denote €5 = \/g_AlJFSE with s > 0.

Proof. To prove this lemma, we can use the similar arguments that can be found [17,27].
For the reader’s convenience, we provide the details of the adaption to our case.

Step 1. Algebraic derivation of the energy part. We compute from (4.3):

{5 w45 [T [rwirw - r@)- 7@ -4}

—® (04 Dé + &~ Ka)((0) - 1Q)) - 2% [ 167
- R (0Q. k(@) (F@+8) — @) - 1'@)-9))

SHN (w,De # 5= ) (F0) - (@) - 33

- v [ 16 =R (201 F@+ 0~ F@ - F(@-9)

_ g <¢,De+ %e— k(2)(2/0]2 — Q2€)> - %%/k g /\ 2

~ R (atc}, k<x>m) — R (0@, k()]el%)

-3 (v JEHAT@ 0 - 1D - 1@ 8). (4.10)

where f/(Q) - € = 2|Q[?¢ + Q?¢. Using (4.5) we have

P
v [16P =55 [+ O elRn). (4.11)

Next, from (4.2), (4.4) and k(x) is bounded, we deduce

3 (4= Jer@r@+a- 1@ - 7@ a)|

<p3 (v serei@+aag o )|
1 -
< (Wollas + 1l ) V(15 + el o)

1. -
SAll 2 + ;IIEH%Q +[IelF /2 (4.12)

Here we used the priori bounds (4.2) and (4.4), the inhomogeneous factor k(x) is bounded
2 1
and the interpolation inequality | fllzs < [ f[1%, 2 /1|72 in R.
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For the cubic term hitting 8,Q, we replace 9;Q using (4.3), integrate by parts and then

rely on (4.2) to estimate

‘/k(:c)at|€|2§

§||QHH3/4H|€|2€||H1/4 + [IEllZsllelzs + N1l o2 ellze

1. _ - -
)\3/4 € HLzH HHI/Q SNl G e + N0l 2 el 2 l1Ell a2
Sele + Al e (4.13)
Here we used the Sobolev inequality, interpolation inequality and the fractional chain rule

|DSF(uw)||ze < || F'(w)|| o1 || D3| Lee for any F € C' with 0 < s <1 and 1 < p,p1,p1 < 00

1 1
such that = + e

We now insert (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13) into (4.10), we have
215 [iwter 5 [ - [rwire -
_1g (/ k(@@??) _ R (@Qk( (2P0 + 20) > % GT

o ([ (-ov- %+ maEaP - 00 ¢)

+ O (Al9lz2 + A ellZ2 + l1€llFz) - (4.14)

@z
?61
:_/

>|

Step 2. Algebraic derivation of the localized Virial part .Let
Vo(t, ) = bAV (%) .
Then
% <bS / AV (%) ng>
S ( / AR veé) + %% ( / Vo - ((VO€)e + vga@) . (4.15)

Using the bounds (4.5), we estimate

~ A
‘atw‘ S bl +0| [ S 1. (4.16)
Hence, by using [17, lemma F.1], we deduce that
. 181172
OV - Vee 3 (4.17)
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Now we turn to the second terms in (4.15) containing the time derivative of €. Using (4.3)

and D = D is self-adjoint, a calculation yileds that
%% ( / Vo - ((VO€)E + veat€)>

— %% (/e [—i\ — V],V (—iV) + (—iV) - VQE} e)

b ( [ K- 12Pvs (57) - 7F)

-5 ([ roP - 10P@A (55) 1 F)
_b%@w(%) ———§R</¢ AX

By the similar argument as [17], we can obtain
1 ~ - -
-9 (/ Vo (Vo) + vga@)

_b m\f/ Ve, Pdzds — ~ -0 /JFOO/AQ@(i) 12, |2dxds
2 A)\ s 8 A2)3 R AN 1

+ bR (/ Aw A—A> k(2) (2,20 + &20) - vcg)

3 ([ave () v+ 20 (5)+])

1 ~
+0 (log? 2+ eliZ/2) 1632

('T\I\

) : (4.18)

where €, satisfies equation —Aé; 4 sé = \/ge with s > 0. This completes the proof of this

lemma. O

5 Backwards Propagation of Smallness

We now apply the energy estimate of the previous section in order to establish a bootstrap
argument that will be needed in the construction of ground state mass blowup solution.
Let u = u(t,z) be a solution to (1.1) defined in [ty,0). Assume that ¢ty < t; < 0 and

suppose that v admits on [tg, 1] a geometrical decomposition of the form
€T .
ult, 1) = —— (@ + (t, —) o), (5.1)
)\2( RS0

where € = €1 + ieg satisfies the orthogonality condition (3.4) and |P| + HGH?{UQ < 1 holds.
We set

gy = — 1 (s F ) v
&2) A2 (1) (’A(t)> ' (5:2)
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Suppose that the energy satisfies Ey = F(ug) > 0 and define the constant

Ao =, & (5.3)

with the constant e; = %(L,SLO, S1,0) > 0.

Now we claim that the following backwards propagation estimate holds.

Lemma 5.1 (Backwards propagation of smallness) Assume that, for some t; < 0

sufficiently close to 0, and some ¢ € (0, %) fized. We have the bounds

[llull3 = 1QIIE| < A*(t),
2
2

DI + 405 S At [IDHe(m) [ < b0,
2
A0 | S, | - <o),
2t

where Ay defined in (5.3). Then there exists a time ty < t1 depending on Ay such that
Vt € [to, t1], it holds that

G
B+ 12 S A1),

l\)\»—i

1 €113
IDze)ll5 + 2 < 1D

NORS A(t1)
IDE ()2, < AF2 (),

t2 b(t) 1
e e R B2 L]

Proof. By assumption, we have u € CO([tg,t1]; H/?>*9(R)). Hence, by this continuity, let

us consider a backwards time tg such that for any t € [tg, t1], we have bounds

Illz2 < KA@), |0 jue < KAZ(2), (5.4)

IED 315 < KAT(), (5.5)
t? 34 b(t) 1

‘)\(t) vy < KN (1), O < KA(b), (5.6)

for some large enough universal constant K > 0.

Step 1. Bounds on energy and L?-norm. We set

At.w) = 0, |
Q) = 750 (5) (5.7

Let J4 be given by (4.8). We claim that (4.9) implies the following coercivity property:

dJA 3 5
G = )\2 /| >+ 0 <10g2 (2+ € ||H1/2> HGanp/Q +K4>\2)- (5.8)




24
By the similar argument as [17,25,27], we can easily obtain the following estimates:

Upper bound:
T4l S IDYI: + S1elZs. (59)

Lower bound:
Ja 2 X [H HH1/2 - (617Q)2] : (5.10)
On the other hand, using the conservation of the L?-mass and (3.13), we deduce that

(e Q)| S el + 2200+ | [ 1P - [ @] 5

< lell> + K22%(1).

This implies

(1, Q) S olllell72) + KX (2). (5.11)
Next, we define

O

Y0 (5.12)

X(t) = [|D3E)]|2 +

By integrating (5.8) in time and using (5.9), (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12), we find

X() SX () + K0 + [ (log 2+ el ) Jer)] + KOAF (7)) ar

D=

<X(t) + KN (t) + /1 1og% (2+ X (1) 2)X(7)dr,

t
for t € [to,t1] with some ty = to(Ag) < t1 close enough to t; < 0. By Gronwall’s inequality,

we deduce the desired bound for X (¢). In particular, we obtain
X(t) S X(t) + A (1), t € [to,ta]. (5.13)

Step 2. Integration of the law for the parameters. We now integrate the law for the

parameters. Indeed, lemma 3.1, (5.6) and (5.13), implies that

2oy b‘ SAZ+ K223 <AL (5.14)

12
bs + 5% + |5

From the above bound (5.14), we have

bs + 1b2 b [\
< ) B kLA <—+b> < A3, (5.15)
s A2 2\2

>
= S
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Hence, for s < s1, we have
1 b 1 b
S — 1 +A(s) SAGs), (5.16)
A 3

— — —(s
where we used the assumption at time ¢ = ¢;. We now write the conservation of energy

at ¢ and add the conservation of the mass, we deduce
2
[r ot ro ([l - [ @)+ o0,

b2€12 = >\E0 + %
Since from the choice of Ag in (5.3) and |[Jul|2, — [|Q|2.] = O(A?), we have

1 b 1 b
A< L a<A
A W PR SUME
where we used (5.16) in the last step. This together with (5.16) again yields
b 1
—1——| <A\ 5.17

From the (5.14) for the scaling parameter, we have
A2 Az A2
A =b+0N) = + 02 +A2) =0 + O(A2) = 2 1 O(#).
Ag Ay Ag

+O(t3) <t

Hence, using (5.17), we have
t 1 1

A2 (ty) — ——

() =3

A2 (0) = 5|

~

N[

Therefore, we obtain the desired bound for A.
Step 3. Coercivity of the quadratic form in the RHS of (4.9). We now turn to the
proof of (5.8). Let H4(€) denote the quadratic terms in € on the right-hand side in (4.9),

[r@@#) - ( [rooaered)

b +oo T o
/3—0 \/E/AQS (A_)\> |Vés|“dxds

that is
Ly
A 2\
b

TN
- é/m?’ /s:o \/E/N‘b (53) fePdods
+ bR (/ AV (A%) k(z)(21E20 + 2Q) -V—Q> . (5.18)
(5.19)

We now claim the following estimate holds:
- C 9 442
HA(E) Z >\—§ ‘6‘ + O(K )\2),
2
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with some constant ¢ > 0 and € is given by (5.2).

Indeed, first observe from lemma 3.1 we obtain
|Mod(t)| < K2X\2(t). (5.20)

Using this estimate (5.20), we then compute from (5.7):

2

~ ~ 1 A . oQ x 1 . T
e | 2t Pl(2) - —¢in d
Q) =e T [ AAQp—i—Z’ﬁQp—i—bt 2 :| ()\> )\%e Qp <)\)

i b\ ~ x ~ 1
=<X+5>Q+b<x)‘vQ+O(K)‘ 2).

We now estimate the term
—#( [ro00Eg+ad)
3 ([rnaeired) - gir ([ roeeea +20)Q)
- ([ (§) )P+ 20)-9Q) + O el

Plugging this estimate into (5.18), we can obtain

NG :&[[jﬁ/m(%) |Ves|2dxds+/|6|2
- [ 1@ (P + 2@%:)% T+ 4QipQoperes + (@[ +2Q3p)E3)
4A2/ \/_/AZ yes\ dxds
+ 2R ( / k(@) (A9 (5) =) @le*Qp +Qp) -v—czp) ]
+ O(KAe]72).

Note that (AV¢ (%) —x) =0 for |z| < A and we estimate

[ k) (4V6 () — o) @lePQr + 2Qr) - VO

SIA + 12))Qp | oo (21> ) IV QP oo el F 2
‘ A+ |z

<
LA |

lellZe < 5 llell7e,
A

Leo(|z[=A)

where we use the uniform decay estimate |Qp(z)| < (z)~2 and the bound [|[VQp|lr=~ <

|QP||p2 < 1. Using the lemma A.2, lemma A.3 and the definitions of Ly 4 and L_ 4, see
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(A.1) and (A.2), respectively, we deduce that
_ b 1
Ha(e) = QAQFL+AQJQ>+<L ) +0 (5 [167) |+ 0N el3)
2
2
— €l* —(e1,Q
A% (/ ola >

1 |2
—= +O(K
where we used b ~ A2 and (5.11). This completes the claim (5.19)
Step 4. Controlling the remainder terms in (4.9). It remains to control the ¢ terms

). According to (4.1), (5.7) and the construction of Qp, we have

n (4.9
1. b (s
Yp=—7li{bs+ 5 )0Qp+i| +b)AQp
A3 2 A
i (22 40) AQp +5.Qp + Up ()
A * A
By the lemma 2.1 and (5.20), we have the rough bound on
(5.21)

V74| 2 S K2V, for j = 0,1

Write ¥ = 91 + 1)9. Then using the similar argument as [17,27], we can obtain that
’lzz)2 512 ~N2 7 =
(2)(21Q 2 — Q7p2) | €

‘%(/[ Dipy — =2 + k(z
|w?>+Kﬂg
A2

SK%ﬂkmzso<

and

3 ([ [-oon - 5+ @R - @i )
sK%ﬂﬂpsoG@#)+Kﬂ%
A2
Finally, we recall (5.19) and insert all the derived estimates for the terms involving v in

(4.9) and we conclude that the coercivity property (5.8) holds
Step 5. Bounds on ||[D2+%¢(t)|| ;2. By the similar argument as [17], we can obtain the
g

H319 estimate. Here we omit the details
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6 Proof of the Theorem 1.1.

In this section, we prove the following result.

Theorem 6.1 Let vy and Ey > 0 be given. Then there exist a time tg < 0 and a solution
Ue € CO([to,O);H%(R)) of (1.1) such that u blowup at time T = 0 with

E(uc) = Eo, and |Jucl3 = [|QII3.
Furthermore, we have HD%U/CHQ ~tYast— 07, and u. is of the form

1 . .
uc(t,r) = ——[Qp.) + €l <t7 X) e = Q. + &,
A (t)

where P.(t) = (be(t), Ae(t)), and €. satisfies the orthogonality condition (3.4). Finally, the

following estimate hold:

1
€cll2 S Aer ll€cllge < A,

Alt) < = 00, 20 - - =003

)= =0 W m g =00
4A%

Y(t) = ==L 490 + O(A3).

ot
fort € [to,0) and t sufficiently close to 0. Here Ay > 0 is the constant defined in (5.3).

Proof. By the similar argument as [16,17,19,20,23,27], we can obtain the desired result.

Here we omit the details. O

A Coercivity estimate for the localized energy

In this section, we give some useful lemmas. By the similar argument as [17], we can easily
obtain the following lemmas, so here we omit the details. In the following, we assume that
A > 0 is a sufficiently large constant. Let ¢ : R — R be the smooth cutoff function
introduced in (4.6), Section 4. For ¢ = € + ies € H'/?(R), we consider the quadratic

forms

Lea)i= [ V5 [oavienfasds+ [laP =2 [Ho@lal @D
Loate)i= [ V5 [ AoV fasds+ [ laf - [kl (A.2)
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where Ags = A(¢ (%)). As in lemma 4.1, we denote

2 1
= — f . A.
Us \/;_A+Su, ors>0 (A.3)

We start with the following simple identity.
For u € H'/?(R), we have

/ \/5/ |Vug|?dzds = || DY ?ul|2. (A.4)
0 R

Indeed, by applying Fubini’s theorem and using Fourier transform, we find that

o0 2 o d
|75 [ vupaeds = 2 [ [7 S pag = V2

In general, we have

2 o0
_/ \/5/ |(=8)*2usPdads = || D> 7. (A.5)
0 R

™

Next, we establish a technical result, which show that, when taking the limit A — 400,
the quadratic form [° /s [ Aga|Vus|[*dzds + ||u]|3 defines a weak topology that serves
as a useful substitute for weak convergence in H'/?(R). The precise statement reads as

follows.
Lemma A.1 Let A, — oo and suppose that {u,}2, is a sequence in H'/?(R) such that
|V [ 804,19 ). Paads + s < C.
0

for some constant C > 0 independent of n. Then, after possibly passing to a subsequence

of {un}22,, we have that
U, — u weakly in L*(R) and u, — u strongly in L2, (R),
and u € HY?(R). Moreover, we have the bound
[e.e]
| DY2u))3 Sliminf/ \/E/A(bAn]V(un)s\Qdmds.
n—oo 0

Lemma A.2 Let Ly 4(e1) and L_ a(e2) be the quadratic forms defined (A.1) and (A.2),
respectively. Then there exist constants Co > 0 and Ay > 0 such that, for all A > Ay and

all € = e +ies € HY2(R), we have the coercivity estimate

1
(Ly,a€r,€1) + (L a6, €2) > Co/ e — Co {(e1,Q)* + (€1,51,0)* + [(e2, p1)|* } -

Here Sy g is the unique functions such that L_S1 o = AQ with (S1,0,Q) =0, , respectively,
and the function py is defined in (3.5).
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Lemma A.3 For any u € L*(R), we have the bound

1
< - llull3.

+o0
/ \/§/A2¢A|us|2d:ﬂd8
s=0
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