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Abstract

We investigate the blow-up dynamics for the L? critical two-dimensional Zakharov-
Kuznetsov equation

Ou+ 0z, (Au+u) =0, v = (v1,12) ER?, t€R
w(0, 21, 22) = up(x1,72) € H'(R?),

with initial data ug slightly exceeding the mass of the soliton solution ), which satisfies
—AQ +Q — @* = 0. Employing methodologies analogous to those used in the study of
the gKdV equation [MMR14], we categorize the solution behaviors into three outcomes:
asymptotic stability, finite-time blow-up, or divergence from the soliton’s vicinity. The
universal blow-up behavior that we find is slightly different than the conjecture of
[KRS21], by deriving a non-trivial, computationally determinable constant for the blow-
up rate, dependent on the two-dimensional soliton’s behavior. The construction of
blow-up solution involves the bubbling of the solitary wave which ensures that it is
stable.

1 Introduction

The generalized Zakharov-Kuznetsov (gZK) equation with initial data ug reads as

O+ 0y, (Au+uP) =0, x = (x1,...,2n8) ERY, p>1, teR
U(O,l’l,...,ZL'N) :uo(xl,...,xN),
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(where A is the N-Laplacian) which is a higher-dimensional extension of the Korteweg-de
Vries (KdV) model for the shallow water waves

Ou+ 0p(Oppu+uP) =0, z € R, t €R.

When p # 2, the above equation is called the generalized KdV, with the particular case of
p = 3 which is called the modified KdV equation. In this paper, we are interested in the
gZK equation, which was originally derived by Zakharov and Kuznetsov to describe weakly
magnetized ion-acoustic waves in a plasma comprising cold ions and hot isothermal electrons
in the presence of a uniform magnetic field in 3D [KZ74]. During the lifespan of the solution
u(t), we have the conserved mass and energy: for 7 € RY,

M{u()] = M{u(0)] = /R ult, )

and

Elu(t)] = Elu(0)] = % /R [Vult, D)7 - ]ﬁ [ @y iaz

On R?, we call ¥ = (x,y). For a solution u decaying at infinity on R? we get that
/ u(z,y,t)dr = / u(w,y,0)dz
R R

by integrating the equation in the x variable. For the equation, we have the scaling u) =
2
ATu (N3, Az, A\y) and we have that

2 N
)= A2 ol

[u(0, )]

Hs(RN)»

which leads for the 2D cubic ZK equation to be critical case when s = 0, hence it is L?-critical.
From now on, we will discuss only this case, namely N = 2 and p = 3. The generalized ZK
equation has a family of traveling waves (or solitary waves, solitions) and they travel in the
x-direction

U(t, xz, y) = Qc(x - Cta y)

with Q.(z,y) — 0 as |(z,y)|— +o00. Here, Q. is the dilation of the ground state:

Q@) = e Q(e*T) = ' Q(e27), F = (2,y)
with @ being the unique radial positive solution in H'(R?) of the non-linear elliptic equation
—AQ + Q — QP = 0 (for existence, see [Str77|, [BLP81], for uniqueness [Kwo89]). From
[GNNE&I], we note that Q € C*°(R?), 9,Q(r) < 0 for any r = |x|> 0, and for any multi-index
a’
10°Q(Z)|< c(a)e™ for any & € R
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It follows from the conservation of the mass and energy, together with the Weinstein
inequality [Wei85]|, that if ||u|| 2< ||@Q||L2 we have

2E(u)
llull 2

QI 2

IVullz-<

In this case, we will have global well-posedness for the equation, therefore blow-up can
only occur in the case ||[u||2> ||Q|| 2.
The local well-posedness theory is well-known and we state the following known results:

Theorem 1.1. The cubic 2D ZK equation is locally well-posed in H*(R?), with s > i.
( |[RV12], [Kin23]). Moreover, if ||ug||r2< ||Ql|12, we have global well-posedness in H'(R?)
in [LP0OY], which was further improved to H*(R*) with s > 33 in [LP1] and H*(R?) with
s > 3 in [BFR20).

In terms of the stability of the traveling wave, we start with the following definition.

Definition 1.1. Denote

U, = {u e HY(R?) : inf [u(-) — Q(- + §)|m< a}.
JeR?

We say that Q, the radially symmetric solution of —AQ + Q — QP = 0, is stable if for all

a > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that if ug € Uy, then the corresponding solution u(t) is defined

for allt >0 and u(t) € U, for all t > 0. Otherwise, we call Q) is unstable.

In her pivotal work on dispersive solitary waves across higher dimensions, de Bouard
[dB96] demonstrated that in dimensions two and three, the stability of traveling waves of
the form Q(z — t,y) depends critically on the nonlinearity exponent p. Specifically, these
waves are stable for p < 1+ % and become unstable for p > 1 + %, with 1 + % = 3 in two
dimensions. This analysis draws upon foundational concepts developed by Bona, Souganidis,
and Strauss [BSS87]| for instability, as well as stability frameworks by Grillakis, Shatah, and
Strauss [GSS87].

For the L2-critical case in two dimensions, where p = 3, Farah, Holmer, and Roudenko
[FHRD| applied methods initially established by Merle and Martel [MMO1] to demonstrate
the instability of solitons within this regime. Further explorations by the same group [FHRa]
offered an alternative proof of instability in the supercritical case for p > 3, utilizing tech-
niques adapted from Combet’s work [Com10| on the generalized KdV equation. Moreover,
Cote, Munoz, Pilod, and Simpson [CMnPS16| have provided insights into the asymptotic
stability for cases where 2 < p < p* & 2.3, elucidating subtle aspects of dynamical behavior
in this parameter space.

For the blow-up question of the gZK, we saw previously that we need ||Q||r2< |Jul|zz.
From the local well-posedness theory ( [Fam95|, [LP11], [RV12]), we have that if T" < 400,
then

lin| V()12 = +oc.
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If T'= +o00, then either

};%]|Vu(t)]|L§y: +00 or li:?}iTnf||Vu(t)||L%y< +00

are a priori possible. In either case T < +oc0 or T' = 400, we say that wu(t) blows up at
forward time T if
hgr}lTanVu(t)HLgy: +00.

In terms of blow-up results for the L? critical ZK equation, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2. [FHRY18]. There exists ag > 0 such that the following holds. Suppose the
u(t) is a solution in H' of the 2D cubic ZK equation with Ey < 0 and

0 < [Jul|Z~IQIIZ:< .
Then u(t) blows up in finite or infinite forward time.

Their proof is based on the blow-up analysis for the L? critical gKdV equation in [Mer01]
and [MMOQ].

1.1 gKdV Blow-Up

There was much development on the blow-up problem for the L?—critical case of the gener-
alized Korteweg-de Vries equation

(1)

U+ Op(Uuge +1u°) =0, z€R,tER
u(0,x) = up(x), z € R

see [MMOO], [Mexr01], [MMO02b], [MMO02a], [MMR14], IMMR15a], [MMRI15b], [CM17|, [MP24].
It was proved in [MMRI14] that there exists a subset of initial data, included and open for
|||z in the set

.A:{u0:Q+801€0€H1,||60HH1< (50 and / $10€3d$<1}
>0

We also define the LZ—modulated tube around the soliton manifold:

u—ilQ S <a’ .
)\E )\0
0 L2

The dynamics of the blow-up for the L? critical gKdV are given in the following theorem:

Ao>0,z0€ER

T = {u € H' with inf

Theorem 1.3. [MMR1j|] There exist universal constants 0 < 0y < a* < 1 such that the
following holds. Let ug € A be the initial data of a solution u(t) of ().
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i) If E(ug) < 0 and ug is not a solition, then u(t) blows up in finite time and, for all t €
0,7), u(t) € Tor.

i) Assume that u(t) blows up in finite time T and that for all t € [0,T),u(t) € Tox. Then
there exists ly = lo(ug) > 0 such that

Q" 2

t—1T.
(T — 1) ast —

[t (£)]] L2~

Moreover, there exists N(t),z(t) and u* € H', u* # 0, such that

1 r —z(t) * T2
u(t,a:)—)\ )Q( NG >—>u inL®ast—T,

where

A(t) ~ (T — 1), z(t) ast— T,

-
B(T—1)

‘ Q117
/DR(U )V (z)dx ~ 8l0RL2 as R — +oo.

iii) Openness of the stable blow up: Assume that u(t) blows up in finite time T and that for
all t € [0,T),u(t) € Tor. Then there exists py = po(ug) > 0 such that for all vy € A with
|uo — vol| g1 < po, the corresponding solution v(t) blows up in finite time T (vy) as in (ii).

2 Main Result

2.1 Preliminaries and Motivation

In this section, we introduce the notation and preliminary concepts necessary for our main
result. Let @ denote the unique, positive, radial solution in R? to the nonlinear elliptic
equation
~AQ+Q—-Q*=0.
This solution is fundamental in our analysis of the generalized Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation.
Define g(z3) as the integral over the spatial domain of the derivative of () with respect to
To, that is,
[e.e] o0
g(r2) = / T9Qq, (71, 12) dvy = / AQ(wy, w2) d,
—o —0o0
where A is a differential operator that will be defined subsequently. The Fourier transform
of g, denoted g(§), is taken over the real line R.
The critical constant ¢ is then defined by the formula:

o
L ©d
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It is easy to see that 0 < ¢ < 2. Importantly, this constant c¢ is related to the exponent
of the blow-up rate in our main theorem concerning the blow-up behavior of solutions to
the equation. Specifically, it determines the rate at which the solution’s amplitude increases
as it approaches the singularity, thereby characterizing the critical dynamics of the blow-up
process of a solution of the L?-critical Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation in 2D,

(3)

uy + Opy (Au + u?) = 0,
w(0, z1, T3) = ug(z1, 22) € H'(R?).

The primary aim of this study is to address a conjecture proposed by Klein, Roudenko,
and Stoilov [KRS21|, which postulated that the blow-up rate exponent is % for the L%
critical generalized Zakharov-Kuznetsov (gZK) equation. Our findings reveal that the actual
value of the exponent is approximately %. This discrepancy underscores a fundamental
difference in the dynamics of blow-up between the gkKdV and gZK equations, challenging the
existing theoretical predictions and suggesting new complexities in the behavior of dispersive
equations. Below we state the conjecture proposed in [KRS21].

Conjecture 2.1. Consider the critical 2D ZK equation @). If ug € S(R?) is sufficiently
localized and ||ugl|| 2> ||@Q|| 12, then the solution blows up in finite time T such that ast — T

1 re—z(t) y—y®)y | - _ o
u(%%t)—)\(t)Q( OO )—)uEL,
with ] .
IVl mp A ~ (T = 0)3,0(0) ~ g 9(0) = " € R

Our investigation targets specific initial data close to the ground state @), the unique
positive radial solution of the equation —AQ +@Q — Q> = 0 in R?. We define the set of initial
conditions by:

Ay = {uo = Q + <o : |leollmr @2y < v and / ried(z,y) dr dy < 1} :
x>0

To analyze the behavior of solutions, we consider the L*-modulated tube surrounding the

soliton manifold:
1 =T - — 1'2) *}
U — — , <atp.
Ao < Ao Ao 12

The constants g and o* are chosen such that 0 < oy < o* < 1.

Tor = {u € H'(R?): inf

X0>0,(z1,22)ER?

2.2 Main Theorem

Theorem 2.2. For universal constants 0 < oy < o < 1 and initial data vy € A,, with
the solution u(t) of @), the following scenarios occur:
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(a) If the energy E(ug) < 0 and ug is not the soliton, then u(t) blows up in finite time T,
and for allt € [0,T), u(t) remains within Tyx.

(b) Assuming u(t) blows up in finite time T and remains within Ty~ for allt € [0,T), there
exists a constant co = co(ug) > 0, and with ¢ defined as in Equation (), the gradient
norm satisfies:

IVQ| 22
co(T — t)5=
indicating that the blow-up is reached by T as 0 < ¢ < 2.

||VU(t)||L2(R2)N ast — T,

(c) Stable blow-up: Define
O={uc H :u(t) € Ty for allt € [0,T) where T is the mazximal time of existence}

and denote the subset of solutions that blow up in finite time by O,. This subset is
open in H' N Ay, -

2.3 Detailed Comments

Comments:

(1). The blow-up rate |Vu(t)| 2 is significantly faster, behaving as ( 1)31_, compared to
T—t)3=

1 Notably, for ¢ > 1, the blow-up locus in the x;

.
T—t)3

direction can recede to infinity, while in the x5 direction it converges to a fixed point.
This distinction underscores the critical role of the decay behavior in x; at infinity in
the initial data, a feature highlighted by the specific weighting in the x; variable for
ug € Aa,. The x5 variable, by contrast, does not necessitate similar decay conditions.
The weight y] in the definition of A,, is not optimal. For example, we observe that
a smaller weight, i.e. y{, would be sufficient to prove the blow-up dynamics for the
negative energy case. The present septic weight is required from the proof of blow-up
for the zero energy case.

the self-similar blow-up rate of

(2). Employing the Weinstein inequality [Wei85)|, we find:

| ol
L2 (1— ) < g,
oI Vule 1= oy,

indicating that E(ug) < 0 necessarily implies ||ug||2> ||Q|| L2, unless vy is equivalent to
@ up to scaling and translations. This result clarifies the conditions under which blow-
up occurs, particularly noting that a non-positive energy typically leads to blow-up,
aligning with observations in the L?-critical gKdV context [MMRI4].

(3). In contrast to the gKdV scenario discussed in [MMR14], where the radiation u* of the
asymptotic profile belongs to H' and there is substantial evidence supporting strong
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convergence to u* in H', the situation here does not exhibit strong convergence in H*.
This situation resembles more closely the NLS blow-up scenario outlined in [MRO5b],
highlighting the anticipation of only strong L? convergence to the radiation.

(4). The conjecture (Conjecture 2 in [KRS21]) by Klein, Roudenko, and Stoilov was sug-
gesting that ¢ = 1. Our analysis finds that ¢ is given by (2)) and our numerical analysis
identifies the exponent ¢ ~ 1.6632, suggesting unexplored complexities in the dynamics
of the gZK equation. We include in Appendix E the MATLAB code used for computing
c, see [11l

(5). We significantly advance the findings of [FHRY18]| by examining scenarios where Ey = 0
and detailing the dynamics of solution blow-up for £y < 0.

Continuation: The core contribution of this paper is a rigidity theorem akin to that
found in [MMR14] for the L?-critical gKdV blow-up scenario.

Theorem 2.3. There exist universal constants 0 < oy < o < 1 such that the following
holds. Let ug € Aq,,. Then, we have a complete classification of the behavior of u:

(1) (Exit of Tube) There exist t* € (0,T) such that u(t*) ¢ Tox.

(2) (Stable Blow Up) For allt € [0,T),u(t) € Tor and the solution blows up in finite time
T < 400 in the way described by Theorem [2.2.

(3) (Asymptotic Stability) The solution is global, for all t > 0,u(t) € Tox, and there exists
Moo > 0,21(t) € C1 2o € R such that

Aooth(t, Moo+ +21 (1), Moo - +T00) — Q in H}, ast — 400,
with |Aso — 1|< 0090(1) and 1 (t) ~ 5 as t — 400,

Notation. We denote by L the linearized operator around the ground state ), namely
L=-A+1+3Q%
Also, we introduce the scaling operator

Af = .f + xlfm + x2fx2'
For any small constant 0 < a < 1, we define by d(«) a generic small constant with
d(a) > 0asa—0.

Finally, the L? scalar product in R

(fag):/R/Rf(%,@)g(%l,%z)dlddxz-
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2.4 Outline of the Proof

Construction of the Approximate Profile.
We begin by seeking a solution to the Zakharov-Kuznetsov (ZK) equation, positing the

form:
. 1 r1 — [L’l(t) To — [L’g(t)
U(t,l’l,l’g) - )\(t)Qb(s) ( )\(t) ) )\(t) ) )

where the dynamics are governed by the system:

dS_ 1 b:—ﬁ, (x1>s_

At \3(t)’ A A

Upon substituting into (3]), we derive an approximate self-similar equation:

bs% +0AQy + (AQy — Qp + @)y = 0.

This formulation necessitates a suitable law of variation for b, ensuring solvability for the
sequence of functions {P;};>1:

bS:—CO—Clb—Cgb2—Cgb3—..., Qb:Q+bP1+b2P2+
We find the coefficients as follows:
e At O(1), the solitary wave equation (AQ — @ + @?),, = 0 indicates co = 0.

e At O(b), the equation ¢; Py +(LP;),, —AQ = 0 simplifies to ¢; = 0, thus (LP,),, = AQ.
This equation is solvable since ff;o AQdx) orthogonally complements the kernel of L
(here, the L?—criticality of the equation, i.e. cubic nonlinearity, is crucial for this).

e At O(V?), the equation —co Py + (LPy + N(P)),, = 0 leads to the solvability condition
(—coPy + N(P1)a, Q) = 0, ultimately defining ¢, = ¢ as per (2)).

Thus, the dynamics are encapsulated by the system:

As (1) (2)s ds 1
bs b2 - b=—— =1 = — = .
+ebn =0, D S W s €1ey
This can be reexpressed as:
1
()\t)\Q—c)t = 0, (l’l)t = (Z'Q)t = O, b = —)\t)\z. (5)

ﬁa
Setting A(0) = 1 elucidates the phase portrait:

e For by <0, A(t) = [1 — (3 — ¢)bot] 7 increases indefinitely as ¢t — oco.

e For by = 0, A(t) = 1 consistently for all .
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1 1

1 . = 1
e For by > 0, A(t) = [1—(3—c)byt]3< collapses at T = m, with M\(¢) = by~ (T'—t)3-<.

This delineation forecasts a trichotomy in the dynamics of v based on initial conditions in
A, Exit Case, Asymptotic Stability Case and Blow-Up Case.

Decomposition of the Flow and Orthogonality Conditions
We will try to find a solution of (B]) of the form

. 1 r — Il(t) To — l’g(t)
U(t,l’l,l’g) - M(Qb(t) + 5) <t> )\(t) ’ )\(t) )7
. Try — l’l(t) To — l’g(t) ,Yl’l — [L’l(t) Try — [L’l(t) To — [L’g(t)
with Qu = Q OO )+o(0x(Je(o)] 0 )2 N0 )

as Py is defined above and with v < 1 and x is a well-chosen cut-off function.

We choose A(t), b(t), z1(t), z2(t) so that £(¢) is orthogonal to some well-chosen functions in
order to get good bounds on the approximate dynamical system for the geometric variables.
A necessary condition is to choose orthogonalities @1, @9, @3, ¢4 such that the matrix

(AQ. 1) (Qury 1) (Quasp1) (Pr,1)
M — (AQ,(pg) (QSCU()O?) (sza(p2) (PlaQO?)
(AQ, @3) (Qmw @3) (sz? @3) (Pla @3)
(AQ, @4) (lev 904> (Qmw 904> (P17 904>

has nonzero determinant. These orthogonalities must have sufficient decay such that the
inner products with P, ¢ L? exist. For simplicity, we will take one of the orthogonality
»1 = ) which is convenient for the coercivity estimate of L.

Moreover, if { L0y, @2, LOy, @3, Ly pa} Nspan{p1, pa, p3, ps} = 0, then the quantities of
the dynamical system 32+, (w;\)s —1, % have bad estimates of the order ||e|| g1, (a weighted
H' norm) while the quantity b,+cb* has a good estimate of the order ”E”?ﬂ) . This observation
is important in choosing the energy functional. In the gKKdV blow-up case, besides the usual
orthogonal function @, the functions z1AQ), z1Q),, are chosen as orthogonalities. For our
case, this cannot work as any construction of the mixed-energy functional will force the
remaining orthogonal function to be odd in both z; and z, which in turn forces det M = 0,
leading to a contradiction.

Therefore, we will construct functions orthogonal to the error that satisfies all these con-
straints. More precisely, we choose sufficiently good perturbations of x;AQ, 21Q.,, 10,
that will make det M # 0 and give sufficiently better estimates on the mixed-energy func-
tional.

Mixed Energy Functional

We use an energy method in order to get a pointwise control in time of the control the
residual term &, more precisely of a H'-weighted norm ||| 1. First, we define the weighted
norms

Nits) = [ [ (19=Poton) + o)

10



where the weights ¢;, ¢ are controlling only the problematic growth in the y; direction, more
precisely they have an exponential decay at —oco and ¢; has polynomial growth of degree
i at 400 in order to propagate the localization that appear in A,, for larger times. These
weights are chosen to offset the lack of decay of P; in the y; direction.

We introduce the mixed energy functional

Fiss) = [ [ U0+ 2605(0) - 5@+ )" - Qf - 1Q3eI}),

where j controls the decay of the functional and the weight ¢, ; = él + @w with ¢ not
depending on j and adapted to the orthogonalities 1, @2, ©3, 4 in order to get the quantities

(that appear as terms in (F;)s)
) [ [t [ [caui < el

Tav) [ [enai(
(better estimates than < [[e]|%,,).

The weight q;” is adapted to offset the most problematic term that appears in the equation
of €, specifically the drift operator %Aa. While in [MMR14] they offset this term by choosing
some good a priori conditions on (b, A, ) that they can propagate for all time ¢ as long as
u(t) € Tor, more precisely using that b < A\?. Since for our problem, the only bound that we
can propagate is of the form b < A with ¢ < 2. Therefore, to solve the control of the drift
operator, we artificially create a derivative, more precisely

oy [ [encoim (0 [ [25) < et

for a suitable cut-off function (;SZ, allowing us to close the estimates for F; ;.
The family of functionals F; ; satisfy

d (Fij lellmy _ b
_ > w <
ds()\j>+ N SN

for j > 0, where the power 4 of b is a consequence of the size of the error of the approximate
solution @,. Applying the energy estimate for j = 0, ¢, (3—v)c (v < 1), we get the appropri-
ate estimates of ||e|| 1. This, together with the coercivity of the functionals, F;; > HEH%I}J’
gives rise to a dispersive estimate that ultimately will control the error term.

Control of Dynamics
Since we want % ~ —MA27¢ ~ ¢y, understanding the evolution in time of the quantity %

is critical for our analysis. We achieve this by controlling [ %{/\%} ‘ds < 400, which means

_b —
C
¢ 0
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and the trichotomy will come from the discussion if ¢y < 0 (Exit), ¢ = 0 (Asymptotic
Stability), ¢ > 0 (Blow-Up). In order to control these dynamics in the gKdV case [MMR14],
the authors try to find a domination law between the quantities b and A;. In the present
paper, we provide a more direct route by analyzing strictly the quantity b/, see Section [§

Strong Convergence of the Asympotic Profile

While the convergence of the asymptotic profile is proved in [MMRI14]| by employing
Kato identities and energy estimates for some localized mass and energy functionals, we
draw inspiration from the L? supercritical NLS [MRS10] and L? supercritical gKdV [Lan16]
in treating the convergence.

We employ the Duhamel formula and some refined Strichartz estimates of Foschi [Fos03]
we can control the difference equation regarding @ = u — Qg where

1 T, — l’l(t) T — l’g(t))
T1,Ta) — ) —0ast—T.
This implies that @(t) is a Cauchy sequence for ¢t — T, therefore convergence in L? to a
radiation u*. In [MMRI4], it is shown that the radiation belongs to H', and they propose
the possibility of strong convergence in H' towards it. However, in our scenario, we invalidate
such conjectured convergence in H'. Whether «* is not in H' remains an open question.

Blow-Up for non-negative energy

We observe that for Ey < 0, from the conservation of energy we get that A(¢) — 0 which
is consistent only with the Blow-Up dynamics. For Ey = 0 it is more delicate since @ (up to
scaling and translations) can satisfy this condition. Nevertheless, we will prove that this is
the only case that does not blow up.

While in [MMRI4] the method of proof is using Kato identities and localized energy
estimates/Morawetz identities, we employ a different route. In a proof by contradiction, we
suppose the solution u(t) converges asymptotically to the ground state. We manage to prove
that for a fixed D > 1, and for a suitable cut-off function xp with supp(xp) € [—D, D]
that controls the y; variable, we obtain limp_ o [ [€*(t)xp(y1) = 07 (1). This is an
improvement of the brute force bound [ [2(¢)xp = O(D?) for a fixed ¢ > 0. It will imply
that ||e(t)||z2— 0, which forces the solution u(t) to be mass critical and energy critical, which
by the variational characterization of the ground state ) implies that u is equivalent to @)
up to scaling and translations.

2.5 Organization of the Paper

The organization of the paper is the following: in Section [l we prove the coercivity of the
L operator, in Section 4] we construct the approximate profile and in Section Bl we provide
estimates of the geometrical variables. We employ the mixed-energy method in Sections
[Ghnd [1 which leads to the rigidity theorem in Section 8l The rest of Theorem 2.2 as stability
and analysis of the radiation function appear in Sections[9 10l The blow-up for non-negative
energy is in Section [T1]
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3 Coercivity of the Linearized Operator

In this section we will use x,y for the spatial variables. We begin by stating well-known
properties of the linearized operator L = —A + 1 — 3Q?.

Lemma 1. The following holds for the operator L:
o L is self-adjoint and oess(L) = [Aess, +00) for some Aess > 0.

o ker(L)=span{Q,, Qy}

e L has a unique single negative eigenvalue —Xg (with N\g > 0) associated to a positive
radially symmetric eigenfunction xo. Moreover, there exists 6 > 0 such that

Ixo(@)|< e for all 2 € R

Lemma 2. The following identities and conditions hold for L:
o L(AQ)=—-2Q and [ [ QAQ = 0.
o (LQ,Q)=—[Q*<0.
o Ligyr > 0. ( [Wei8)])

We proceed with proving the coercivity property for operator L. Define ¢ : R — R with
¢(x) = z + éz'e”1?!l with € sufficiently small, to be chosen later. We notice that ¢ € C*.
Also, we see that (AQ, p(2)AQ) = é(zte 1 AQ), (Qq, p(2)Q,) = é(z*e™* Q,) where we
used that (AQ, zAQ) = (Q,, xQ,) = 0 since z is odd and (AQ)?, Q? are even in x. Moreover,
we get that (AQ, ¢(2)Q.) = (AQ, 2Q,) since z*e™*IAQQ, is an odd function in z. Using
that @ is a radial function, by passing to polar coordinates,

(AQ.2@.) = (4Q.90) = 5 [ [0+ Qi Qur = K

therefore we obtain

//(AQ)2I//AQ(me+yQy)+//AQQ:2K.
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Thus, since AQ # 0, we have K > 0. Now, we choose the first bound on € such that

[ [ atelal( AQ ([ [atel21Q2]z

We define
M — [(AQ,SD(I)AQ) (AQ,SD(SE)QI)]
(AQ, ¢(2)Qz)  (Qu, p(2)Qx)

We observe that det M* = &2 [ [zt *l(AQ)? - [ [2*e ¥IQ% — (AQ,2Q,)* and by (@)
we get that det M* # 0. Finally, we have

(@ 9(2)Q,) = //xe g2,

g}emma3 Denote S = {u € H'(R?) : (u, Q) = (u, p(2)Qy) = (v, p(2)AQ) = (u, p(2)Q,) =

a). Coercivity: There exists §(€) > 0 such that

. ~ 2
inf (L) > 6(6) .

b). There exists 6(¢) > 0, such that for u € H'(R?),

(Lu,w) > 5(2)||ull— %(w,@)%(u,wx)@y)%(u, P(2)AQ)*+ (u, o(2)Qx)?). (7)

Proof. Proof of a).: By Weinsten [Wei85]| either by Proposition 2.7 (first proof) or by Lemma
E1 (second proof), we have that

inf (Lu,u)> 0.
(u,Q)=0
Now take u € S. Since it implies that (u, Q) = 0, we have that

inf  (Lu,u) > 0.

ull 2 =1,u€S
We will show that if u € S, then

inf  (Lu,u) > 0.
[lul| L2=1ucS
Let inf”u”ﬂzl,ueS(Lu,u) = 7 > 0. We will show, by contradiction, that 7 = 0 is not
possible. Suppose that 7 = 0 and we will show that the minimum is attained.
Let f, be a minimizing sequence i.e. f, € HY, ||fullz2= 1, (Lfn, fn) 4 0 and f,, satisfies

(fr, Q) = (fr,0(2)Qy) = (frn, p(2)AQ) = (fn,¢(2)Q,) = 0. Then for any n > 0 such that

for n large enough

O<//(an)zdx—i-//f,%dxg3//Q2ffld:c+n.



Since || fullL2= 1, the above inequality implies ||f,||z1 are uniformly bounded. Thus a
subsequence f, exists that converges weakly to some H' N L? function f. By weak con-

vergence, | satisfies (f,Q) = (f,9(x)AQ) = (f,#(®)Qz) = (fur 9(x)Qy) = 0 since all of
Q, p(2)AQ, o(2)Q. and p(2)Q, are in L.

Claim. We also have [Q*f2dz — [ Q?f*dx as n — oc.

Take € > 0, then there exists R > 0 such that e (1 + || f||z2) < €. Therefore,

[ @w-r<swe [ [in-risetarii<e
R2\B(0,R) | >R

By Rellich-Kondrashov theorem, we have that |, BO.R) Q*fF = | BO.R) Q?f?, therefore
there exists N(R) € N such that, for n > N(R), | [y 5 @*(f7 — f*)dz|< €. Putting all
together, we get that for sufficiently large n, | [, Q*(f7 — f?)dz|< e. Hence the claim is

proved.
From the claim and the fact that

1< fulln< 3//@2f5+n

we get that f # 0, as n can be as small as possible.

We will show that the minimum is attained at f and that || f||zz= 1. By weak convergence,
we have || f||z2< liminf, ool fullz2= 1. Suppose ||f|lze< 1. Let ¢ € L% ||¢||lz2= 1. Since
bounded linear operators preserve weak convergence and the gradient operator V : H' — L?
is bounded, then f,, — f in H' implies Vf,, — Vf in L?. Hence,

(C.VF) = I inf(C, V) < i inf [V foll €] o= limn i |V £, o
Maximizing over (, we obtain
IV £l 22 < im inf |37 f | 2.
Since [ Q?*f2dx — [ Q*f*dx, we have
(Lf, f) < lminf (L, f,) = 0.

Denote g = W, we get (Lg,g) < 0 and since inf),) ,—1ues(Lu, u) > 0, then (Lg,g) = 0.

Thus we can take || f||z2= 1 and the minimum is attained there.

Moreover, since lim, oo(Lfn, fn) = 0 = (Lf, f) and lim, o [ @*f7 = [oo Q% f* we
get that lim, ., oo|| fullzr= || ||z and since f,, — f in H!, then f, — f in H' strongly.

Since the minimum is attained in S at a function f # 0, there exists (f, \, «, 8,7, 9)
among the critical points of the Lagrange multiplier problem

a)
(L=Nf=0aQ+ Be(x)Qy +vp(x)AQ + dp(2)Qqy, with X\, o, 5,7,0 € R, (8)
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b) I fll2= 1,

If we take the scalar product of (§) with f, together with the fact (Lf, f) = 0 and items
b), ¢) above, we get that A = 0.
If we take the scalar product of (§) with @,, together with (Lf, Q,) = (f,L(Qy)) = 0,

(Q,Qy) = (¢(x)AQ, Qy) = (p(7)Qs, Qy) = 0 as Qy is odd in y and (2)AQ, p(2)Q, are even
in y. Also, (¢(x)Qy, Qy) # 0, hence g = 0.

If we take the scalar product of (§) with AQ, together with (Lf, AQ) = (f, L(AQ)) =
—2(f,Q) =0,(Q,AQ) = 0. Therefore,

0 =(p(x)AQ, AQ) + (¢ (2)Qa, AQ). (9)

If we take the scalar product of ([8) with Q,, together with (Lf,Q.) = (f, L(Q.)) = 0,
(Q, Q) = 0. Therefore,

0 =7(e(z)AQ, Q) + 5(p(7)Qa; AQ). (10)
From (@), (I0) we get that
« 7] _ |0
i =

Since det M* # 0, we get v = § = 0. Therefore, Lf = aQ, hence f = —5AQ + p1Q, + p2Qy,
for some a, p1, po.
We continue by projecting on p(x)Q,, so

0 = (£, 2(2)Qs) = =5 (AQ 9(@)Qu) + p1(Qus 9(@)Qu) + 2(Qy 2Qs)

o)
Moreover, by projecting on p(x)AQ), so

0= (/,p(@)AQ) = ~Z(AQ, p(€)AQ) + p1 (Qu, p(®)AQ) + p2(Qy: () AQ)

_ _%(AQ, P(2)AQ) + p1(Qu, p(2)AQ). (12)
From (), (I2]) we get that
<=5 _ |0
e [0

Since det M* # 0, we get o = p; = 0.
Hence f = pQnga then 0= (f7 gp(x)Qy) = p2(an‘P($>Qy) # 07 S0 P2 = 0. SO f = 07

contradiction.
Therefore, if ||u||,2= 1 and u € S, there exists §; = d;(€) > 0, so

(Lu,u) > 0 f|ul| 2. (13)
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Also,

(Lu,u) = HUHfm—?)/Cfﬁ > |Jullzn =3lQN e ullZ: (14)

and multiplying (I3) with % and adding it to (I4]), we get that there exists 6 = §(€) > 0
such that

(Lu, u) = Of|ul| g

Proof of b): Take u € H'(R?) and let v = u+aQ + bAQ + cQ, + dQ,, hence v € H'(R?).
We choose the coefficients in the following way:

W), (wp@)Q)
12"~ T (Q p@@y)°

and, since det M* # 0,

(4,Q)
bl . QI 2 (@, ¢(7)Qx) — (u, p(7)Qx)
o] = [ D0, p()AQ) — (. p(x)AQ)

(in particular b, ¢ are linear combinations of {(u, @), (u, p(2)Q.), (u, p(z)AQ)}.)

By simple algebraic computations, we get (v, Q) = (v, ¢(2)Q,) = (v, p(2)AQ) = (v, ¢(2)Q,) =

0. Hence, by part a), for some § > 0,
(Lv,o) > 8lo]]e. (15)
By expanding (Lv,v) and using that LQ = —2@Q3

(Lv,v) = (Lu, u) +4a(u, Q%) + b(u, Q) — 4ad|| Q|72 24| Q|7

lull lull
< (Lu, u) + 80a°(| Q|76+ L2+20b2”QHL2+ L2+4a2||Qlliz+bzllQII%z (16)

lull
< (Lu,u) + 1—0” +a*(4]|QII72+80/1Ql76) + 2167 QlI7

Let a = dmax{[|Q||7:, [|Qull72, [|Qyl72, [AQ]72}. Using that @, Qu, Qy, AQ are orthogo-
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nal to each other, we have

//vz://(u—aQ—bAQ—ch—de)z

://u2+0l2||Q||iz+bz||AQ||%2+02||Q:¢||%z+d2||62y||i2
— 2a(u7 Q) — 2b(u, AQ) - 20(“7 Qw> - 2d(u7 Qy)
2
u
= [ [ — 4@l 1AQI 41 Qu 47, o+

a7)
([ [ 5 +saie-aw @) + ([ [+ #1a0l-2040)
w([ [ 5 vseiauiizemen) + ([ [ 5 +saia-20.e)
> /u; —a(@®+ b+ +d)
From (I5), (IG) and (IT), we get, for some & > 0,
(Lu, ) //——aa + b2+ + d?). (18)

Since a, b, ¢, d are linear combinations of {(u, @), (u, ¢()Qs), (u, p(2)AQ), (u, p(2)Qy) },
there exists A > 0 such that

Q2+ B4R+ d < A((u, Q)2 + (u, o(2)AQ)? + (u, p(2) Q)2 + (u, <,0(:L’)Qy)2). (19)
Combining (I3)), (I8) and ([I9), we get that
(L, w) = &'l v = ((0.Q (. p(2)AQ)? + (1, 0(2) Q) + (1, p(2)@,)?)
> dofull 5 (0@ + (0, p(@)AQ) + (1. p(2)Q) + ( 9()2,)°)

where 0y = min(d’, §"). O

4 Construction of the approximate solution (),

In this section, using x1, x5 as spatial variables, we try to find an approximation of the soliton
Q(x1,z5) such that we get a sufficient approximate self-similar equation

8(;? +bAQy + (AQy — Qp + @)y = 0.

By writing Q, = Q + 0P, + ..., it means (LP;),, = AQ), therefore we need to prove we
can invert the operator 0, L. We can do that since (AQ, Q) = 0.

by
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Lemma 4. The fundamental solution of —A+1 in R? is 5= Ko(|-|), where Ky is the modified
Bessel function of the second kind. It satisfies Ko € C®(R%) and we have the following
properties:

a). For allr > 0, we have that

Ko(r) ~po —In(r).
b). For all r >0, we have that Ko(r) > 0.
¢). Jo Ko(x)dx is finite.
All these results can be found in [AS64] and [YC17].
Lemma 5. Suppose that f € H*(R?) satisfies, for K >0 and k > 0,
Vo € R [(—Af + f)(2)|< K(1+ |z])fe7.
Then, there exists C' > 0 independent on f,x such that
Vo € R% | f(2)|< CK(1 + |z|)Ft2e 1

Proof. Let (—Af + f)(z) = g(z) and knowing that the fundamental solution —A + I in R?
is 5= Ko(|-]) is the modified Bessel function of the second kind with the properties described
above. Since f € H?(R?), we have

1
= —K,
f o 0*g

and using K, > 0, for z € R?,

Ko(|lz = yDe (1 + [y[)*dy
Lo (R2?) JR?

and we denote h(z) = [, Ko(lz — y|)e /(1 + |y[)*dy. We can show by change of variables
that h(z) = h(—x) > 0, hence we need to bound g only on [0,00). Let F(r) = e (1 + r)*
on [0, 00).
For 0 < k < 1, we have that F'(r) < 0 on (0, 00), therefore F(r) is strictly decreasing
n [0,00). Since F(0) = 1 and F(r) — 0 such that r — oo, there exists 7 € (0,00) with
F(7) = 3.
For 1 < k, we have that at £ — 1 is a local maximum, and F' is strictly increasing on
[0,7 — 1] and F' is strictly decreasing on [k — 1,00). Since F(r) — 0 as r — oo, there exists
71 € [k —1,00) with F(7y) = ZEL.
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i). Case 0 <k <1and 0 < |z|< 7, we have F(|z|) > F(fo) = 3, then

) = [ Koo — Dby < [ Kolle = oy S F(la)
R? R?
where we used that F(|y|) < 1.
ii). Case 1 <k and 0 < |z|< 7y, we have F(|z]) > min{F(0), F(71)} = «, then
F(k—-1)
h(z)= | Kollt —yDF(yl)dy < | Kollz —y))dy———a < C(k)F(|z])
R? R?

where we used that F'(|y|) < F(k—1).

iii). If 0 < k < 1 and |z|> 7y, then Ty = inf{t € [0,|z|] : F(t) < 2F(|z|)} exists as
2F(|z]) < 2F(7) = F(0) =1 and that Zy < |z]|.

If 1 <k and |z|> 7y, then &y = inf{t € [r — 1,|z|] : F(t) < 2F(|z|)} exists as
2F(|z]) < 2F (1) = F(r — 1) and that 7; < |z|.

In both cases, if Z; < |y|< |z|, then F(|y|) < 2F(|z|), for i =0, 1.

a). Let [y|> [z], then F(Jy|) < F(|x]) so
/HKMW—MF4”1+wwmmg/Kmx—wﬂwmﬁD5FWﬂ
y|=>|z
b). Let Z; < |y|< |z|, then F(|y|) < 2F(|z|), then

/ o Bolle = e+ )y < / Kolla — yl)dy2F () S F(|al)

Ti<y<w

c). Let 0 < |y|< 7;(< |z|), we have that (1+ |y|)¥ < (1 + |z|)*, then

1
/ Kol — yl)e M(1 + [y])*dy < /
0<|y|<z;

B.z) |z — y|?

1
</ Fe (1 + [a])dy
BO) [T — y|2

1
5/ TdyF(|z])
B(.&) [T —y|?

< |z|2F(lz]) S el + |a])P+2

eI (1 4 ) dy

Therefore, we get in all cases that h(z) < Ce#l(14|z])¥2, hence | f(z)|< CKe I/ (142)++2.
U
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Denote by

Y ={feC®R?:Vi,j>0,3r,;>0such that |0 & f(z1,29)|< (1+]|(x1,22)

T 7 T2

)Ti,j€—|($1,$2)|/2}'

Lemma 6. Suppose f € H?(R?) such that Lf € Y. Then f € C*(R?) and there exists

K,,r, > 0 such that
A" f ()| < Kop(1+ |a]) e

for allm > 0.

Proof. Firstly, since —Af = (Lf — f + 3Q*f) and that Lf,Q € Y, then by induction on j,
if f € CI(R?), then Af € C¥(R?) which implies that f € C7T2(R?).

For the second part, we will proceed by induction on n.

Base case: (n = 0) Since || f||re®2)< || fllm2®e), @ € Y, therefore there exists K,r > 0
such that

[(=Af + /)(@)|< ILf + 3Q* < |LF+3Q%| fll o< K(1+ |2])7e™ =

By the previous lemma, we get that, |f(z)|< K(1 + |$|)r6—%‘

Induction step: Suppose that for n, we have that |A"f(x)[< (1 + ‘SL’|)T€_%. By the
Kolmogorov-Landau inequality in two dimensions (see [Dit89]), we get that, if i+j <2n—1

105,05, fll e S [ f = |A™ fllpee S (1 + |])"e

1Yy
Using this, together with A"Lf, Q% € Y, we get

(A" f(2)] = |[=A™(Lf) + A" f = BAMQ* )< [=A™(Lf)|[+|A" f|+3]A™(Q* )]

< [=AT(LAHIA"FIH3QYA I+ Y aiyral), 85, Ok 0 (Q°)]

i7j7k7l
1+j<2n—1

K1+ |z|)'e 2

Lemma 7. Suppose that f € H*(R?) such that Lf € Y, then f € .

Proof. By the previous lemma, we get that

A" f(2)|< Kn(1 + [z

)7"7L e~
for all n > 0. By the Kolmogorov-Landau inequality in two dimensions as in [Dit89], we get
that, if 7, j, > 0,

r 1=zl
)z+J€ 2 .

10,05, Fllz S 1 Fllzoe |A™ fllzoe S K (1 + |2
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Lemma 8. For any function h € L*(R?) orthogonal to VQ for the L* scalar product, there
exists a unique function f € H*(R?) orthogonal to VQ such that Lf = h. Moreover, if h is
even (respectively, odd), then f is even (respectively, odd).

This is a consequence of the Lax-Milgram theorem.

Lemma 9. There exists a unique smooth function P such that P, € ) and

00 2
(L) =2Q.(P.Q) = | [~ A@in| >0.P.Qu) = (R0 0.

2
L?J2

lim P(y1,y2) = 0,Vys € R.

Yy1—+00

Moreover, Q, = Q + bP is an approzimate solution in the sense that:

1(AQ, — @y + @y )y + BAQy || 1S .

Proof. First, we note by Lax-Milgram theorem, since AQ € L*(R?), there exists U € H*(R?)
such that (—A 4+ I)U = AQ. By the previous lemma, we get:

e Since AQ € ), we get that there exists > 0 with |U(x)|<S (1 + |z])7e” 2
e Since AQ is even in both yi, o, then U is even in both yy, ys.

Consider R = L(fyolO U)— f;lo AQ = fyolo(—AUjLU—AQ) —3Q? fyolo U=-3Q*[" UeC>.
For any «a, 8,7, € N,
05,00, (@)03 [ VIS (1 faly e PI(1 4 faalyoe e € (14 falymorase 5,

Y17 Yy2 Y17y2
Y1

therefore R € ). Also,

(R.Q,) = <L</°o ). Q) — </°° AQ,Q,) = </o° U, LQy) + (AQ, Q) = 0

Y1 Y1 Y1

and
o0

(1) = (0 0.0~ ([ 2.0 = ([ U2y =0

1 1 Y1

Hence, by the previous lemma, there exists P € ) such that LP = R with (}3 le) =
(P,Q,,) = 0 and since R is even in y,, then P is even in . Take P = P— f U+ ”Q ” - le,

villn
then

LP:LP—L(/:U):L(/:U)—/:AQ—L/OOU)+ ||(C2ij|222Lle__/yjoAQ
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therefore (LP),, = AQ. We have

(P.0,) = (P.Qu) = ([ 0.0+ 1021 (Q00) = ~(0:Q) + W.0) =0
Y1 ||Qy1||L2
and - (U 0
(Pv Qyz) = (P7 Qy2) - (/yl U, Qyz) ||Qy1HL (leaQyz) = 7

since fyolo U,Q,, are even in ys.
We have that

. 00 U,Q
Plonsse) = Plonin) = [ UGkl + 10" 2 Q.2
Y1 ||Qy1 HL
with P(yh Y2), Qyy (Y1, 2) € y and P is even y,. Therefore we have that lim,, , o P(y1,y2) =
F(y2) with F(ya) < (lye|+1)e” 2 . Also, limy, 1o P(y1,y2) = 0 and moreover, |P(y1,y2)|S

e~ lnl=lv2l for ¢ > 0 and hmy2—>:|:oo P(yl,yg) 0.

Let’s prove the uniqueness of P. Suppose we have another F, satisfying all the proper-
ties of P. First, L(P — P) = F(y2), for some function F. Since lim,,_, o Po(y1,y2) = 0
and by consequence limy, 1o0(F)yoys (Y1, ¥2) = 0, then F(yo) = limy, 100 LPy(y1,92) =
limy, 4 o0[—FPo (Y1, ¥2) + Po(y1,92)] = 0, thus LPy(y1,y2) = LP(y1,y2). Therefore, P — P €
Ker(L) = span{Qy,, @y, }. Since both P, Py L Ker(L), we get P = B.

Finally, if we denote the approximate solution @), = @) + bP we see that it is indeed an
approximation given that

(AQy — @b + Q})yy +bAQy = b(—(LP)y, +AQ) + O(b*) = O(b?).

Claim 1. We have that (P, Q) = ; f (ffooo AQdy, )% dys.
Since LP = —P,,, — Py, + P — 3Q*P = —fyolo AQdy;, hence (LP),, = AQ. We

have that limy, ,_ o LP = —limy, ,_o P,y + limy, s o P = ffooo AQ. Also, remember that
L(AQ) = —2Q. We show two methods for the claimed identity:

(1) First proof of Claim 1.

~(P.Q) = 5(P.L(Q) = 5(LP.AQ) = (- [ 4Q.4Q) -

/ [ (- [ se)reina,
L Y ([ ) o

o Y1

_ —% /_OO (/: AQdyl)zdyg.

[e.e]
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(2) Second proof of Claim 1.

~(P.Q) = 5(P.LAQ) = 5P (1P = ~EP2P) =5 [ [0, ()t

= /_Oo <— yll—i>r£loo (Lf)2>dy2 = —i /_OO </°° AQdy1)2dy2.

o0 o0 —00

And the claim is proved.

2
Suppose by contradiction that i ffooo ( ffooo AQdy1> dys = 0 which holds if ffooo AQdy, =

yg(f_oooo Qdy1> = 0 a.e. yp, meaning [~ Qdy; = ¢o € R. Since [|Q||p1(rz)< +00, we get
Y2

co = 0, contradiction with () being positive. Hence, (P, Q) > 0.
]

5 Modulation Equations

Let uy + Ady,u + 3u?0,,u = 0 and take v(t, y1,y2) = A(t)u()\(t)yl +z1(t), A(t)y2 + l’g(t)).
We have that

ve(t, Y1, Y2) = MU+ Mg + M Ay1Ug, + M AYate, + AN (01) 1ty + A(T2)1ts,
Uy, = Azurlvvyz = >‘2ur27 Uyryryr = )‘4uw1w1rlvvy2y2y1 = )‘4u$2w2w1’ Therefore,

vy = N\o + g + )\2)\ty1vy1 + )\ZAtygvm + )\2(:El)tvy1 + )\2(I2)t'l}y2
= NNV + M ~Ugyzy 21 — Uapmpzy — 300y ) + NNy10y, + N Nyavy, + A2(21)40,, + A2 (22) 10y,
- )\2)\tv — VUgiz121 — Vromazy — 31}20@1” + )\2)\tylvy1 + )‘2)‘ty2vy2 + )‘2 (Il)tvyl + )‘2(1'2)th2

We make the change of variables £ = L so A\, = A3\, and Mv, = vy, X3 (), = (25)s.
Hence
. EA’U i (Il)s (I2)s

Us T N U T Ty Ve + 0y, Av + 30°0pv = 0

with Av = v + y1vy, + y20vy,.

Consider y € C*(R) with 0 < y < 1,x’ > 0 and y = 0 on (—o0,—2] and y = 1 on
[—1,00).

Consider Qy(y1,y2) = Q(y1,y2) +ox([b]"y1) P(y1, y2). Now take e(y1,y2,5) = v(y1,y2, 5) —
Qv(y1,y2) and using that &5 = vy — (bx(|b]"v1))sP with 9, (—Q + AQ + Q*) = 0, the
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modulation equation reads the following;:

(e = (3 0)aQu+ e+ (U0 1) e+ e 1 i), — b )P

+[(AQy + Qb — Qp)y, — bAQ] = 3[(QF — Q)ely, — [(e + @)’ — Qp — 3Q5ely,
( )\S + b) AQy + (( )\) - 1) (Qv)y, + (x—;)s(Qb)yz —bs(xp +791(X0)y: ) P

A (I )s (:L’ )
TA ( )1\ —1>5y1 )2\ €y, + Wy — Ry(€)y, — Rnr(e)y,

(20)

where x(-) = (\W ), Uy = [(=AQy + Qy — Q3)y, — bAQs], Py = —bs(x6 + VY1 (XB)y ) P,
Ry(e) = 3[(Q; — @*)e], Ryi(e) = [(e + Qb)* — QF — 3Qje].
We have that

= [(-AQu+Qp— @})y, —0AQs] = (~AQ +Q = Q%)y, +B[(LP)y, — AQ] +b(xs — 1)(LP),,

F0[(X6)y1 P = 3(X6)ys Porgs = 3(X0) g1 P = (X0)yiinn P = 3(x0)yn @ P = (Xb)y1 Prays]
02 (=3(x; P?Q)y, — Ao P)) — 0°(xs P?)y,
= b(xe=1)AQ+[(X6) s P=3(X0) s Porys —3(X6) 101 P = (X6)yaynn P—=30x0) 50 @2 P = (X0) s Pross)
02 (=3(x; P?Q)y, — Ao P)) — 0° (X, P?)y,

Lemma 10. We have the following estimates:

_ lyal vl _lyal
Do <O (e T (L 2 glyn) Fe e T

(o[

lyal il el
(U)o | < BT 2 (g )e™ D1 e () e T )e T (21)

[o[7>

0, ol < [P a o (yn)eT 4 b

(o]
Proof. We have that
_lval
DO PIS 0172 (e =

_ lwal
‘b(Xb>y1 y2y2‘< |b‘1+71[ i L}(yl)e 2

ly1l _ lyal - lyil _ lyal lyil _ lyal
b1 = X6 IAQIS M1 g (wn)e™ F e E bl e H e e H e

\y1\+\y2\ Clyal lyal
‘b(Xb)yl y1y1‘< |b‘1+71[ %—L}(yl)e N ble” e 2

[o]7

_ly1l+lyal vl lyal
16(Xb) y1y1 Py [ S |b|1+2V1[—ﬁ,—L}(yl)e 2 Sbhle i

(17

_lyal
‘b(Xb)ylylylp‘S ‘b|1+371[—i —%}(yl) 2,

[o[7>
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— _@ _
1b(xb)y, Q° P|S |b‘1+71[—i —%}(?ﬂ) “lolemlel < 621[_L7_ﬁ}(y1) lwal,

o7 B
Since A(xpP) = xo P + y1(X0) s P + vix6 Py, + Y2 X6 Py

ly1l lyal

0° 3 PIS 52( 2 (Y1) +e” ER

[b]Y

lv2l

P PIS Bt ) B PIS L, g e 2.
By P | S b2|y1|e—*‘“‘¥‘”‘ et
_ lyal ly11+lyal Clyal o lyal
e Pl Bl (12 )™ F + Lo (e %) S R o)+ F)e 2,

=30 (G PQ) | S el
Hence, putting all the estimates together we get that

ly1l ly2l

< B e R () e e

o7 617
We do the same computations for (Uy)y,,, and for 8% . O

Since ug € To-, we assume there exists to > 0 such that V¢ € [0, 0], u(t) € Ta-. Therefore
there exists some parameters A(t) > 0, (71(t), Zo(t)) € R? such that

||Q — S\(t)u(t, S\(t)yl + Zi'l(t), S\(t)’yg + i’g(t))||L2(R2)< v < 1,
for some small vy > 0.

Lemma 11. (modulated flow) There exist continuous functions (X, x1,22,b) : [0,t0] —
(0, +00) x R? such that

vt € [0, to],e(t, y1, y2) = AME)ult, A(O)yr + 21(8), M)y + 22(t)) — Qo) (1, Y2)

satisfies the orthogonality conditions:

(e(t), Q) = (e(t), p(y1)AQ) = (e(t), (Y1) Qy,) = (e(), (y1)Qy,) = 0
Moreover, we have that
)% - 1‘ + (@1 (), 22(t)) — (@1(8), Z2(8) |+ [0() [+ [[e@) | 2 6(w), [le (@)l < 6([[€(0) || ).
Proof.
Claim. For a > 0, let U, = {u € HY(R?) : ||lu — Q||;n< a} and for v € H(R?),\; >
0, (21,22) € R%, b € R, we define

Exyiniob(U1s Y2) = Mu(Ayr + 1, Mye + T2) — Qu(y1, y2). (22)
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We claim that there exist @ > 0 and a unique C' map: Uz — (1 — A 14+A) X (=7,7) ¥
(—Tq, @) X (—b,b) such that if u € Uz, then there is a unique (A1, Z1, T2, b) such that ), z, 4,
defined as in (22]) is such that

(Exsr,da0) Q) = (Exs,a1,826) PYAQ) = (Es,21,80,6) (Y1) Qyr) = (En,31,326, P(Y1)Qys) =0
Moreover, there exists a constant C; > 0, such that if u € Uy, then

lens 1,820 1+ AL — 1H|(21, 22)[+]b] < Chav.

Proof of Claim. We follow the proof of Lemma 2 in [MR05a] for NLS.
We define the following functionals:

1
p)\l,i‘l,i‘Q,b(u) ://8)\1@'1@'271)@7

pil,i‘l,i‘z,b(u> ://6)\1@1@2,5,(,0(];1)@?42,
p?)’\l,fcl,fcg,b(u) ://5A1,i1,i2,b<)0(y1)@y1,

pz)l\l,{)?l,{)?z,b(u) = //€A175E17£27b(p(y1)AQ‘

Also,
85}\1,50175321) — A
78& |A1:1,551:0,552:0,b:0— u,
85)\1,561@2,5 _
—on |\ =1,21=0,2=0,6=0= Uy,
85)\1,561@2,5 _
sz |)\1:1,:?:1:0,5c2:0,b:0— Uys
85)\1,501,562,5 _p
o |A1=1,21=0,32=0b=0= P
Therefore,

ap)\

N //A@-@zo,
a,0,\

l’xl’m’ | A =1,2120,50=0,p=0,u=Q= //le Q =0,

Ip)
>\1,w1,962,
|)\1 1,£1=0,22=0,b=0,u=Q— //Qyz' _0

apxl@l@zvb

o |A1=1,81=0,30=0,p=0,u=0= (P, @),
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ap2 ‘% ‘% . .
% | \=1,81=0,32=0,b=0,u=Q = //AQ ~o(y1)Qy, = 0 as AQp(y1)Q,, is odd in ys,

8p§ #1,82,b
Tiz | A1 21,51 20,2920 b=0,u=Q = //le (Y1) Qy, = // (11)Qy, - Q =10,

8P§1,i1,i2,b
T |)\1=1,i1:0,§32:0,b:0,u=Q: QyQ : Qo(y1>Qy2 ;é 07

ap)\ b
—ututab | A1 21,51 20,5220 b=0,u=Q = // ©(11)Qy, =0,

as P is cven ys, @(yl)Qyz odd in g» and |(P, p(31)@,,)| < +o.

8p)\ T1,Z2,b
(‘19)\11 = |,\1 1,81=0,22=0,b=0,u=Q = //AQ yl

8p31 T1,22
# |\ =1,81=0,32=0,b=0,u=Q= //an i AQ = —//AQ Q= (Qyy, 0(11)AQ),

OP3, o ,0.b ; i
Bt |, i gioiana= [ [ Que o)A@ =0 a5 Q. i 0dd 2 AQ even n

3
8/)A1 d1,82,b

b |>\1:1,£1:0,§cg:0,b:0,u:Q:/P'¢(y1)AQ7

4
ap}q,ihfm,b
o\

apil\ #1,82,b
#11902 | M =1,81=0,50=0,p=0,u=Q= //le ~(11)Qy, =0,

apil\ #1,82,b
#;m | \=1,81=0,32=0,b=0,u=Q= //Qm ~o(y1)Qy, =0,

as @y, is odd 2, y1Qy, even in yo

ap)\lxlxgb
|)\1 1,81=0,22=0,b=0,u=Q = yl le

The associated Jacobian matrix is

|,\1=1,321=0,322=0,b:0,u:Q: //AQ : @(%)le = (Qyu@(yl)AQ)a

0 0 0 (P,Q)

0 0 (Qy2> Qp(yl)Qyz) 0
(AQ, @(yl)AQ) (va @(yl)AQ) 0 (P> Qp(yl)Qlﬂ)
(Quis p(y1)AQ)  (Qyy, 0(y1)Qy,) 0 (P o(y1)AQ)
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and we see that its determinant —(P, Q)(Qy,, ¢(y1)Q,,) det M* # 0, proving the existence
of € satisfying the orthogonalities.

By the implicit function theorem, there exist @, a neighborhood Vi g0 of (1,0,0,0) in
R* and a unique C* map (A1, &1, 22,0) : {u € R? : |lu — Q|| (r2y< @} — Vi1,00,0) such that
the orthogonality conditions hold. The claim is proved.

Now, take v < min{@, 1;},. For all time on [0, ], there are parameters \(t) > 0, &, (t) €
R, Z5(t) € R such that

1Q = A)ult, M(t)z1 + &1(t), A(t)z2 + B2 () |1 2y < ¥

Now, apply the claim to the function At)u(t, Mt ):c1 + &1(t), \(t)z + Z5(t)), and putting
At) = MO)A(t), 21(t) = M(B)T1(t) + T1(t), 22(t) = A (t)T2(f) + T2(¢) and by the claim we
get that e(t, z1, x2) = A(t)u(t, \(t)x1 + x1(t), N(t)xe + 22(t)) — Qp(z1, x2) sastisfies

6@) 1 Qvé(t) 1 ¢(y1>AQ7 6@) 1 Qo(yl)Qng 1 Qo(yl)ngv

et 310 = 1] + )] < 30,
and [[e(t) | < 6(@) = 6(]|2(0)||n) for all ¢ € [0, fo]. 0

We mention a Sobolev-type inequality that we are going to use to bound the nonlinearity
terms in the modulation equation.

Lemma 12 (Sobolev Lemma). Suppose that u € H'(R?) and a positive function § € H'(R?)
such that |0,,1< 0 and 10,,|< 0. We have that

//u49dx1dx2§3]|u]|%z// u® +ul, +ul))0dzidas,
//u?’@dxldx2§\/§||u||m// u? +ul +ul,)0dedrs.

We include a proof of the lemma in Appendix A 25
Wo dne M(3) = | 00 LA (€ ff.) and (5 = | SV b))%,

Since we mtroduced a new tlme variable

/ bodt ds 1

5= as — = —

0 A(t)3 dt — \¥’

then all function depending on t € [0, ], for some ¢y > 0 can now be seen depending on
s € [0, so], with so = s(to).

Lemma 13. (Estimates for modulated coefficients) Suppose that, fort € [0, to],
le@)l2< (23)
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for a small enough universal constant 0 < U < min{vy, @} with vy, @ defined in Lemma [T1]
Then the map s € [0, so] = (A(s), z1(s), za(s),b(s)) is C* and it satisfies

(e, Q) = (6, 0(y1)Qy,) = (e, (Y1) AQ) = (£, 0(y1)Qy,) = 0. (24)
Then we have that
b+ [ [BLM2 + M+ el 2 M+ b,
|| < b + M+ el 2 M, (25)

%”F)@—i)s—l)ﬂ@ SO+ Mz e 2 M.

Proof. We consider the orthogonality conditions (g,Q) = (&, 0(y1)Qy,) = (€, ¢(y1)AQ) =
(e,(y1)Qy,) = 0, more precisely @) will give the estimate for by, ¢(y1)Qy, will give the

(:BQ)S

estimate for , and the interplay of both orthogonalities ¢(y1)AQ, ¢(y1)Q,, will give the

)
estimates for % + b and @ - 1.

Step 1. By projecting the modulated equation (20) on () and using the orthogonality
condition (¢,Q) = 0 and ((Le),,, Q) = —(e, L(Qy,)) = 0, we get the following:

(32 +0) 000 @ + (U2 < 1) (@0 @ + T22((@0)10 @) — a0+ 31001, P.Q)

A A A
= 2e@) - (U 1) 600 - 2, 0) - (9.0) + (80,00 + (Bra(0),0. Q)

Using that (AQ, Q) = (Qy,, Q) = (Qy,, Q) = 0, we notice that
[(AQ, Q)|= [=b(xs P, AQ)|S [0

|(Qb)ys: Q)= [-00xs P, Q) IS 1B
|(@b)yer Q)= [-00x6 P, Q) S 18I

(00 + 991000 P.Q) = (P.Q) + ([0 = x0) + 711 = X)) 2. Q)

As
1 on (—o0, —ﬁ]
(I =x0) +791(1 = X0)ys = ¢ (1 = x6) +791(1 — X0) on [~ 5t — il
0 on [—ﬁ,oo)

and (L —xp) +751(1 = x0)y, [S 1+ 7lIxy 5o = Cx,7) then

‘//[(1 —xv) + vy (1 —xb)yl]PQ‘ < //(_007_5” C(x,7)e
< lyal

S /6_2261?/2 e Hdy, S TP S b
(_007_

_ly1l+lyal
2
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hence (o + 791 (0)n) Q) = (P.Q) + OB = 3 %, (/75 AQaya)dys + O(bf). We

notice that

(0.Q) = (~AQ+Q=03), =bAQs, Q) = b([(LP),,—AQ]. Q) b (AP+((3QP?),,. Q) +O(H)
= b’ (AP + ((3QP?)y,, Q) +0(°)

Claim. The following holds (AP + ((3QP?),,, ) <= ( I AQdyy)*dys where ¢ is

defined as (2)).
Proof of the Claim. We prove in two ways the fact that (AP + ((BQPz)yl,Q> =
L [ iy, oo P75, AQUy, )dys

32

(1) First proof of the identity.
We observe that —(AP + ((3QFP?),,,Q) = (P,AQ) + (3QP?,Q,,), therefore

(P AQ) = (P, (LP)y,) = (P, =Pyyyy) + (P = Pyyoy) + (P, Pyy) + (P, =3(Q*P),y,)

[e’] ) P2
(P Py2y2y1> - / lim 7dy2 + ( Y1 3Q2 )

— o Yyr—>—0o0

o P,,,P o P2
:/ lim ﬂdw—/ lim —dyg—l—//3Q2
oo Y10 2 y1——oo 2

& —P,. P+ P?
:_/ lim %dw_//ggg%pz

Yy1——00
1 />~ ‘
T2 /_oo Jm (=P, +P) lim Py, — / / 3QQ,, P2
1 [ | 2
- 5/_00 (/_OOAQCZ?h) (yll_lglooP)dyz —- (3QP% Q,,)
— 5/_00 (/_OOAQCZ?h) <y11_1>I£100P>dy2 - (3QP%Q,,)

Hence
1

~0P+ P =5 [ ([ aQan)( tim_P)dn

[e.9]

(2) Second proof of the identity.
By the definition of LP we have that 6QQ,, P = LP,, — (LP),,, hence

~((3QP"),,, Q) = (BQP", Q) = (L, — (LP),, P) = L(LP,,, P) = L((LP),,. P)
—(AP’ Q) = (Pv AQ) = (P7 (LP>Z/1)
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~(AP+ ((3QP),,, Q) = 35(LP,,, P) + 5 ((LP),,, P)

1 o
/ / Oy, (P - LP)dy,dy, = 2/ (— lim P-LP)dy,

—c0 Yy1—>—x0

1——00 Yy1——00

- / Z Jim P / Z AQdy, ) du:

Denote lim,, ,_o, P = F(y,) which satisfies

= —5/ lim P- lim (=P, + P)dy:
oY

{_Fym +F=— [T AQdy, = g(y2) (26)

limy2_>_oo F(yg) = limyQ_m, F(yg) = 0.

The system (26)) implies uniqueness of the solution F which satisfies (€24 1)F(€) = §(¢)
by taking it on the Fourier side. It follows that

L F( - Q) f, 2 <£>d£
lfoo (foo AQdy )2d B f]R (
i A U B 1 Y2

And the claim is proved.

We have that
(A2, Q)= | (2, AQ)I< // \yl\Hyz\ 3

(240, Q)= |— (2, Q) IS // \y1\+\y2\ 3

\yl\Hyz\ 1
(Em Q)= |—(6, QIS // v

(Bole)r. Q)= [(Re(). Q)< 11 / / o PQQy. |+ / / CP Qe

<y // \yl\Hyz\ < |b\M2

[(BNL(€)y; Q)= |(Byw(e), Qu)l=

‘ //Qb@;@ +// £Q, N// _luil+lsnl //5%%

2/\

1
Mz,

D=

2/\

Mz,




ly1l+lyal o
S//fﬂe‘%—|—||E||L2//(|v€|2+62)6_w

S M+ |le]| 2 M
Here we used the Sobolev Inequality with 6(y1,y2) = e Which satisfies |0 <46
Y1
and |6,,|< 0).
Therefore, using that |3|< |3 + b[+]b], we get
]‘ o o 2 )\S S S =
|bs+cb2\1/ (/ AQdyl) dys < ( T+b‘ + ‘(I;) - 1‘ + ‘(xi) )(\b|+/\/lé)

F[BM2 + M + ||| 2M + [b?,

SO
b 2| < )\s (xl)s (IZ)S 1 1 ~ 3
e+ [ (|52 0]+ [0 = 1]+ |52 ) (BHM3) + HME + Mt el oA+ b (27)
In particular, we get
< )\s (Il)s (113'2)5 1 2 ~ 3
\bS\N<X+b‘+‘ 3 —1)+‘ ) )(\b|+/\/12)+b + M+ ||e|[ 2 M + |b]°. (28)

Step 2. By projecting the modulated equation on ¢(y;)@,, and we use the orthogonality
condition (e, ¢(y1)Qy,) = 0, we get the following:

(32 ) (A@u @) + (P2 = 1) (@02 0@) + (@) 0 10)@1)
b0+ 100D P )@s) = ~ 3202, 20 @0) — (2 1) (0, 000021
e o)Q) — (9@ + (RO 2 20n) + (Rs & 210)Q1)

FirStv we notice that ‘((Lg)yﬂ Qo(yl)Qy2>|: ‘(67 L((@(yl)Qy2>y1)‘5 M
Using that (AQ, ©(y1)Qy,) = (Qyr, ©(y1)Qy,) = 0, (as AQ, Q,, are even in y, and ¢ (y1)Qy,
is odd in y5), we have that

[(A@p; £ (y1) Q)= [=00x P Al (y1) Q) [= [ 06 P, 0 (91)AQy, ) + (6o P 41604, Qo) |-

Since |xp|< 1 and using that |P(y1,y2)|S e for y1 € [0,00), and |P|< C for
Y1 € <_0070]7
|//XbP<P(yl)AQyz|> |//Xbpy190y1Qy1yz|S L
Hence,

[(AQub, 0(11)Qy) |= [=b(xs P, A2(y1)Qy,))IS 0]
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and by the same computations,

[((Qb)yrs (W1)Qy,) = =X P, (0(y1)Qya )y )|S [0]-

Moreover

((Qb)yzv ¢(y1)Qy2) (Qym Qo(yl)QyQ) (XbP (y1>Qy2y2)

and by the same computations above

1b(X6 P, (Y1) Quay) IS 18]

Also, we obtain ((xs + YY1 (Xb)y ) P> ©(y1)Qy,) = 0 as P is even in ys.
We have that

(Ae, (1) Q) |= (e, Ap(Y1)Qy))|S M,
|(€y1a (p(yl)Qyzﬂz |_(5a ((p(yl)Qyz)m)LS M%’

|(5y27 @(y1>Qy2)‘: |_(57 w(yl)Qyﬂn)‘S M%v

_ lyal
Q) S 10 [ 10 - sle ¥ o) Qi+ S ¥

T

|(Rb( y1s P yl Qyz |( ( ) ( (yl)Qyz y1

\y\Hy\
Sl [ [IaP@eQunel+¥ [ [ \iPe)Qunels / [ =) < e,

(Bve(©hn: 2)@ua) | = [(Ri(e). (0(00)Q)in)|=

_ lyal+lyal _ lyal+lyal
s/ fassmaine+ | [t N//z o f foes
// g luiltlugl ||€||L2// Vel2e? _ Il

S M+ e 2 M
(Here we used the Sobolev Inequality 12 as before).
Therefore, we get, also using that [32]< |32 + b|+|b],

}(552)5
A

(@ o215 (|22 48] [ E22 1] S22 )ty 4 82 e e et

+b‘
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Step 3. By projecting the modulated equation on ¢(y;)AQ and using the orthogonality
conditions (g, p(y1)AQ) = 0, thus we get the following:

S (xl)s (x2>s
S [
+b | + |

< (3

Yl ME) + 82 4 M3 4 el oM. (29)

(2 +6) 0@ 208Q) + (V2 1) (@0 o00AQ) +

= bs(Os + 751 060)9) Py 0 (y1) AQ) + (&, L((0(51)(AQ)y, ) —

- ((1')1\)5 - 1) (€y1,<p(y1)AQ) - %( €y P ( )AQ) (\I]b’ (yl)AQ)

+ (Bo(€)y,, (1) AQ) + (Rni(e)y,, p(41)AQ).
Using that (Qy,, ¢(y1)AQ) = 0, we have that

|((@b)yar 1@y )= [=006 P, (1) Q)| 1B

2 ((Qb)y2> Qp(yl)AQ)

Also

((Qb)y,, (Y1) AQ) = (Qyy, (1) AQ) — b(xu P, (p(y1)AQ),y, )
with [b(xs P, (0(y1)AQ)y, )|S |b] and

((AQp)yy> p(1)AQ) = (AQ, 9(y1)AQ) — b(x P, A(p(y1)AQ))

with |b(xs P, A(p(y1)AQ))|S |b]. We notice

(O + 791 (x0) 1) P, (1) AQ) = (P, o(y1)AQ) + ([(1 — xp) + 71 (1 = x0)y ] P, 0(41)AQ)

As
1 on (—o0, — 2]

(I =xp) + 7511 = Xp)y = {(1 —x0) + 70 (1 = Xb)y, on [~ — k]

0 on [—

and |(1—x3) +751(1 = Xo)y [S 1+ 7lIxp lge= C(x,7) then

hence ((xb + 751 (X0)u, ) P, 0 (y1)AQ) = (P, 0(y1)AQ) + 0(|b\3) We have that

_lyil+lyal \yz\ 1
(& L (AQ),)) IS // 22 < v,



|(Ae, (y1)AQ)|= | (&, Alp(y1)AQ))|S (//626_w>é

N
<

‘(6y17§0(y1)AQ)‘:|—( ( o(1 AQ y1| // \yl\Hyz\ 2

2/\
s

N
s

(e AQ= |- (A@)IS [ [ ™)’

A S B [ [ 10 e 2 loael

[o[7>

[y _
SO e [ e <0
[ _4 L

o)

(B (€)yr> p(42) AQ) = | (Ba(e), (#(51)AQ)y, )|

_ Lyl \yz\ 2 1
=l [haPewn@ue# [ [xiPlemnrueas bi( [ [ e 54)" <

[(Bnz(e)y, 1 AQ)= [(Rni(e), (p(y1)AQ)y, )|=

_lyiltlyal ly1l+lyal
o o] o oo
5//6 \y1\+\y2\ ||6||L2// ‘Vé‘| _'_ \M\Hyz\

S M+ [lef| 2 M.

(Here we used the Sobolev Inequality (I2)) as before).
Together with the fact |32|< [32 + b|+[b], we get
S

1) yl)AQ Qu) + (540 (6(01)AQ. AQ)
+ b) + ) >+ ‘%2)

(

Step 4. By projecting the modulated equation on ¢(y;)@,, and we use the orthogonality
condition (e, ¢(y1)Qy,) = 0, we get the following:

JBME) + 16, (1P, o) AQ) | FO) + M + 5 + [el] 2 M.
(30)

36



(3 +0) 3@ Q) + (2 = 1) (@0 0@ + T2 (@) 0)Q10)

= (O + 1 () P, 2@ + (6 L)) — 35002 2 @) — (0 1) ey, 000y
(1)) — (W £)@) + (B 2(00) Q) + (Rvs () 0) Q)
Using that (Qy,, ©(y1)Q,,) = 0, we have that

[((Qb)ya, P(y1)Qyy ) [= [=0Ox6 P, (Y1) Qs ) IS 10

Moreover

((@b)ys (Y1) Q1) = (Quys (Y1) Qys) — DX P, (0(y1) @y )y )
with |b(XbPa (@(yl)le)ylﬂg |b| and

[(AQs, ©(y1)Qy, )= (AQ, 0(y1)Qy,) — b(x6 P, Alp(y1)Qy,)
with [b(xs P, Ale(y1)Qy, )| S [b]. We notice

(06 + 7910000 P2 (1)@Q0: ) = (Pe()@u) + (1= x) + 311 = x0)n 1Py (1) Qs ).
As

1 on (—oo —ﬁ]

(1 =x0) + 1l =xp)y = (=) + 991l = xo)ye om0 [~ — 5]

0 on [_‘b\moo)

and |(1 = x3) +751(1 = Xb)y [S 1+ 7lIxp [le= C(x,7) then

lyql+ly2l
I//l—xb + (1 beleley1|<// COGY)yrle” 7

\b\“f

S /6_y2|/4dy2/ ) yale” A dy, < ¢S < b
(~o0,~ 1]

Ty

hence ((xs + 791 (X6)y: ) P, 0(41)Qy, ) = (P, 0(y1)Qy,) + O(]b]*). We continue with

e LIS ([ [ 252)F =,

(el @u)I= 1= (= Ae@))IS ( [ [ 2524)" = ad,

|(grs (Y1) @y )= 1= (&, (2(11)y1Qyy )i IS <//€26_7 1
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N

o n@ul= |- o) @ulS [ [ 54) =t

lyal

(T, 0 (1) Q)| S B / / e (e 2 o) @ [+

[ol7> oY

ly1l
5\b|1+7/ e / LR < e 8 <8
- ]

2 1

[o]7> oY

)y17 (yl)le)‘_| Rb (y1>le)yl)|

-1y / / PQUQel ¥ [ / Pn)Qu e
// \y1\+\y2\ |b‘M%

(BN L)y 9 (41) Qi) [= |(Bai(e), ((41) Ry )y )=

_ly H\y | _ lyal+lyal
o fassmannet+ | [, N// e f fre
<//526‘M ||€||L2// Veppe? RS

= M+ |le]| 2 M
(Here we used the Sobolev Inequality (I2)) as before).
Therefore,using that |32[< |32 + b|-+]b], we get

)AQ, Qm) ((? — 1) (51 Q)

-
(3

+b|+ e ) b1+ ME) + 1(1P, 00 Qu) FOB) + ME + 8+ el 121
(31)
From (28)) we can rewrite (30) and (31 as
As
(o ) ol A@ Qu) + (52 + ) (p1)AQ. AQ) -
S ( +b\ 1\ + §>s )(|b|+M%) + M2 4B+ ||| 2 M
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and

) (AQ. oly s (1) ot @1
A

8

(33)

(

+ ’(”“"—i)é")(wHM%) + M3 4B+ [ 2 M.

+b’+

Denote K = (’)‘—/\5 + b‘ + ‘@ - 1‘ + ‘% >(|b|—|-./\/l%) + M2 + % + ||| z2M and multiply

B2) with |(¢(y1)Qy,, @y, )| and multiply [B3]) with |(p(y1)AQ, Qy, )| together with the triangle
inequality it yields

A
det M*|| 52 + b‘ <K. (34)

Also, multiply (32) with |(¢(y1)AQ, Qy, )| and multiply [B3]) with |(¢(y1)AQ, AQ)| together
with the triangle inequality it yields

|det M| ( 1‘<K (35)

From (29), (34) and (35) together with the fact that det M* # 0, we get there exists C' > 0

)\s (Il)s (I2)s )\s ‘ ‘ (xl)s ‘ ‘ (113'2)5
S (5ol +5 145

VBl M3+ M3 457+ e 12 M

and by taking © such that C < £ and since [b|, M < & we obtain the final estimate

)\s S £ -
2 p| + | e ) \—(Ii) S ME LB M. (36)
From (28)) and (27) together with (B6]), we get
bl S M+ 6 + [|e]| 12 M (37)
and ) .
|bs + cb?| S [bIM2 + M + [b*+]|e]| 2 M. (38)
O
Lemma 14. Define the weight
6_\@1\2\?42\ Y < 1
Q(ylay2):{ lyal '
e 4 ylvyl > 1.

and denote M(s = [ [2(s)y1,y2). Write

1 [~ [~
cQ:Z/ (/ AQdyy)?dys and cq = - / / Quadyr)dys

oo —0o0

and denote J(s) = (5(5),%f3; AQ) and J(s) = (g(s), 7= [ . Qy,). Under the assump-

" 28 J-
tions on ¢ from Lemma I3 and the additional assumption that M(s) < +oo on s € [0, sl
we have that
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a) [J(s)], [J(s)| S Mo (s);

50 ()| 2wt
o) |+ 5T = | S0+ M+ o(0m)M.

The proof of the lemma is included in Appendix B [11l

Lemma 15. Estimates induced by the conservation laws:

i
‘//Qg_//Qz—%(P, Q)| < b7 (39)
W E(Qy) = —b(P,Q) + O(b?).
iii)
el i+ [ i [ [a] (40)
i)

3—v ~ 1—v
2X°Ey + 2b(P, Q) — [IVelZ2I< o] = +M(e) + (lellZ-+16l = ) VellZ..  (41)

Proof. Proof of i)

[ @[ [e-wea|<aa-wra+e [ [ar<prrom <

Proof of i) Recall the definition of energy, E(u) =1 [ [|Vu|*~1 [ [u®.

Also, using that E(Q) = 0 and AQ + Q3 = Q, we have

E[(Qp +€)(s)] = E(v(s)) =

E@) = E@-b [ [xuPsq-b [ [aPei+0w) =-u(P.Q)+0)

Proof of iii). By the conservation of mass,

[ fasor=]
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so, using the orthogonality (¢,Q) = 0,

JJ5-ffo-[fa] o] [
://52+b2//X§P2+2b//XbPQ+2(a,Q)+b//6be
://52+b2//X§P2+2b//XbPQ+b//5XbP

| [
[ [ swppsiop el [ fi- [ [

and, using |b(t)|< 7 < 1 we get

1
el Ol slelza+] [ [ad- [ @2
el b+ [ [t [ [

Proof of ). Using i), i.e. F(Q,) = —b(P,Q) + O(b?) and the orthogonality condition
(57 Q) =0, we get

V%=E@0+;//W¥—//4N@fQH%@—QW—1//W%+&—Qﬁ4@d
(PQ+Ob2+b//anbP // (QF — Q*) — // Qp+2)' — Qf — 4Qj<]
We have

‘//gA XbP ‘ = ‘//Véj XbP //|5y1 Xb ylp‘_'_//‘gylxbpyl‘_'_//‘692XbP92|

We estimate each of the terms:

//@WMI%WW%M%//hm%ﬁ%%ﬁhfﬂ%m%%Wﬁkﬂm

which yields (here M(g) = [ [(|Ve|*+¢ ‘yl‘ﬂw‘dylm)

Since,

wPQ| S 1 | [ [ ewP| S b F el

we get

SO

\//ﬂ&mﬂ<ww«w+WHmmmHvammﬂm M)+ T e
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The other term is

[ Jle@ =g [ [leemarier [ [leaoaprient [ [Eoopy

We estimate each of the terms:

/ / Q" PIS bM(e) / / Q0P (&), of / / 0PI 1P el e

which yields
//‘8 (@) — @IS bM(e)7 + [b* el
For the last one,

[ 1@+er-qi-agieiz [ [@evn [ [rrs [ [

S M(e) + llellz: Vel +b% el 22

Putting all the estimates together we conclude

1 —y -
A3Eo+b(P,Q)—§/ TAM(E) + (lelFa+ bl TVl

6 Monotonicity Formulas

Choice of weights. For : > 1, we choose the weights ¢; p, qBZ-,B ‘R - R,

et for n < -—B
Gis(y1,y2) = 1 —l— @(yl for — g <y < g
@ for y1 > B

Ofory1<§

Qgi,B(yla Y2) = {y

5 fory; > B
and with ¢; 5 > 0, (¢i.p)y,, > 0 as ¢, > 0. Also, let ¥p(y1,y2) : R* - R

2yq
eB fory; < —B
(Y1, 2) = { u

1 for y; > —%

and with (¢¥)y, (y1,y2) > 0.
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By these definitions, we have for V(y1,y2) € R?,

|(¢i73>y1y1y1 (yh y2) |+| (¢i,B)yly1 (yh y2)| + ‘(wB)ylylyl (ylv y2)‘+‘y1 (wB)y1y1y1 (yla y2)‘+‘w3 (y17 y2)|
S (66.8)y (Y1, y2) S 0B (Y1, Y2)-
(42)
Defining the Norms. We define the following norms

//5 +e2,)0s + 2hin, Nioc(s // (¢4,8)y:»
fits) = [ [1vePredenm,

and notice that, for B > 4, we have M < BN ., M < BN; and M < N,
For i,7 with ¢ > 1 and ¢ > j > 0, we define the Lyapunov functional (mixed energy) by

” // €y + 6 Uvp + €2¢i,B + z 1?52@,3 - %((5 + Qb)4 - Qé - 4@25>w3 (43)

Proposition 1. There exists p > 0, B > 0 large enough (to be fized later) and 0 < v* < v
such that the following holds: Suppose £(t,y1,y2) satisfies the modulation equation and the

orthogonality conditions from Lemma Ll on [0, o] and the following a priori estimates hold
on [0, so] where s(ty) = s :

(H1) ||e(s)l|z2+b(s)|+N2(s) < v". (44)
Then we have the following:

(i) Lyapunov control: Fori>1 andi>j >0,

! _ bl
dS >\] 5 +5 +5 (¢i,B)y1 = y

(i1) Coercivity of F;;: Fori>1 andi>j >0,
Ni < Fis SN

Proof. Algebraic computations on F; ;. First, we write F; ; = F; + ;Jr; i L[g?q;i’B with

Fi= // Ep T 6y2 VB + e2dip — %((8 +Qp)' = Qy — 4Q25)¢B

For ¢ > 5 > 0 we have

Aj% { ];"f } =2 / / VB (g1 )5y + UB(Ey)sey + 265{edip — Vnl(e + Q1) — Q]}

—2//¢B(Qb)s[(Qb+a)3—Q§;—3@55] As _7-“+ >\ ds{ff5 ¢zB}

DY N

O
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We use the modulated flow equation (20])

com Jhe=(—acte—[@+eP - Q) +(3+0)aa+(

(x;\)s - 1) (@ +€)y,

+G?%ﬁ%+@m+%+wb

where ¥, = [(—AQy + Qp — Qp)y, — bAQs] and ©, = —by(x» + Yy1(Xb)y, ) P, to split

d [y
AJ@{ )\J’»J} =fi+fot+ f3

where

fi= 2//(55 - %A5)< — (VBEy )y — (VB )y, +€0i5 — ¥UB[(Qs + e)’ — QI?)’])

fo=25 [ [ ae(= Wnzn — Wnzin + 0 — vl @+ o)° - )
A, ffs@g}

_jX]:HrH—j ds{ A

fi==2 [ [ @)@+ o - 0} - 33

The meaning of this splitting is to differentiate between the terms on which the time deriva-
tive acts on ¢, i.e. fi1, fo and on @y, i.e. f3. We also treat separately the problematic drift
operator %AE in the term fs.

6.1 The computations for fi:

We split f; using the modulation equation,

fi=fii+ fie+ fis+ fia+ fis+ fie

with
hfﬂ//&ﬂmw—W+QW—@mMe&+a—m+@f—@ww+

g//(ﬁx+a—Keﬁaf—@ﬁb&—wmm%_wmm@m+d@ﬁ—wwh

f172 :2< + b) //AQIJ ngyl) (¢BEy2)y2 + 5¢i,B - ¢B[(Qb + 5)3 - QLZ]>>
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e
f14—2<

fis= =20, [ [ a0 P (= a2 — a2 + 6, — val(@+F - B3]

) [ [ (@00 (= Wz = (s + 0nm =l Qo+ =) - Q).

) // Qb+ )y — (UBEY )y — (VBEY )y + i — UB[(Qy + )% — Qg])’

fro=2 [ [ (= @nedo — Gnes + <60 = Vl(@+ 2 - Q3.

Step 1: Estimating f;;
We will prove that

fir €= [ [0 (s + ) + Gumn(eh + 25+ 27)
Recall
fa=2 [ [(-8ere e+ Q' ~ QU (-Be e [+ Q) ~ Qilbum+
2 / / (=8 + 2= [+ Q0 = Qb (W) — (W) + e0r — )}

= 11 + f11
We have that

=2 [ [{mete [+ Q0 - QU -ae+e = [+ Q0 - Qe
— [ [ont-ac+e- e+ @ - @i
- [ [acre—le+ @ - QP wa),
~ [ [wahl-as st - [ [ li-acte=(@+2° - @DP - [-ac+ )
(effectively, we isolate the large term —As + & and the small term (Qy + e — Q) =
O(N? +1b])). We get that
/ / VB)y [—Ac + ¢ / / VB)yr (€041 F €y T €+ 2651 Eyayy — 266y, — 26€4,,)
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and

2//(%9);/ = —2//(%9 X +//(¢B)y1y1y152
2//(%9);/ = —2//(%9 X +//(¢B)y1yzy252
2 [ [Gncnncm, = -2 / / e, + [ / )
Jury

hence
_//(¢B _Ac +e]? //wB (€2, + 2, + 262 + 22, // A+ AWs)y,
o] Jiwit—2 | [l
Now we look at

fl(ﬁ) - 2//{_A5 +e—[(e+ Qb)3 - Qg]}yl{_(wB)yﬁyl - (@DB)yzEyz + 5(@73 —¢B)}
_ _2// ey — Evars + E = (VB Ens — (05) ety + (D55 — V) by
_2// (Qy +2)° — Q3 i€y — (UB)yEyy +€(0is — ¥B)}

_2//(_5y1y1){_(¢B)y15y1 — (VB) gy, +€(PiB — VB)
= _2//(_5y1y1)(_(¢3)y1y15y1 — (VB)yi€nmn — (VB)y1aEys — (VB)yEyiys)
+ [ e en (i = vm) + 2((Gud — a)y)

:_2//¢B e +// y — 3(Pis — VB)y, // (90,8 = ¥B)yiyin
+2//¢B 68—2//1@386

_2//( )i = (UB)y ey — (VB)yey, +€(din — UB)

// (VB)y: //532/2[_(%9) — (95,8 — ¥B)y // (04,8 = VB)y1yap
—2//¢B & —2//(¢B)y1yly26yla —2//1@3 2Ev1y2E
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and, finally

—2//5{—(¢B)y1€y1 — (VB)y,Ey, +€(PiB — VB)}y

= —2//532/1(@%);;1 +//52[(¢B)y1y1yz — (VB)yiyay. — (91,8 — ¥B)y,] //€y15y2 VB )y,

Using the identity

p+1 p+1
R e a0

— (@ +2) = Q= pQ'e) (@

Y1

hence we get that (with p = 3)

2 [ [ @+ = Qletin—vm = =5 [ [(0un—vmh ((Qu+2)" - Q- 2@+ %)
- 2//(¢i,3 —¥B) ((Qb +e)’ = Q- 3@?*'5) (@)

therefore, putting all the computations together, we get

fii=— //¢B n(3el, +en) // 3(0iB)ys + AWB)y + (VB)yiyiy)
+ [ [l — G5~ G + / / [ (bu5)s + Alus)n]

_4// VB)y € ylyz - //5y15y2 (VB)y, + | — // VB)y:Eppm e

—//IDByl [—Ae+e—((Qv+¢)>— Q) — [-Ac + ¢’}
=5 | [ vnn (@0 - Qi - 1Qu+ o))
2 [ [t - v (1@ + 97 - Q1 - 3032) @

—2 / /[(Qb + 5)3 - Qg]yl{_(¢3)y15y1 — (VB)yCyn
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and, using that both ¢; g and 1 are independent of ys,

Jii=— //wB (e, Fen) // €, = (B )y, — 3(0i.B)y + (VB)yiyry,]
// —(01.8)y — (¥UB)yiyiu // —(9i.8)u + (90,B)y1pm] — // VB) iy,

_// V) {[—Ac+e— ((Qp+¢)°— Q) — [-Ac + )%}
a %//(QSZB —¥B)y ((Qb +e)t — Qp —4(Qy + 5)3€>
—9 / /(¢i,B — @DB)((Qb +e) - Q- 3@%6) (Qb)y, +2 / /[(Qb o) — QY (V)i

= f1<1 ‘|’f1N,1 +f1>,1

where the three terms denote integration in the regions {y; < =2}, {|y1|< 53}, {y1 > 5}
On the intervals Iy = {y; < =2}, I, = {y1 > £}, we have

//1 e (VB)yiann < é//l e (61,8)y,
//1 2l (V8) | < é//l €5 (41.8)n

The region y; < —E

Estimates of the term [ f gb, B— UB)y ((Qb +e)t —Qf —4(Qp + 5)36> :
Since
(@ +e)' = Qp — 4Qp +)°e|S e + Q3?
and |(¢i.5)y, — (¥B)y |< (¢iB)y, we have that

[ e =vna(@+o)' - - d@u+)

<[ [ o= vml@+ o)~ @ - 1@+ o

= //yl<_3(¢i,B)y1(€4+Q§e2)
S//yl<—§(¢i7B)y1€4+//yl<_§(¢i’3)le552

From the Sobolev Lemma (I2) with 6 = ¢; 1, . 5y (since it satisfies |6,,|< 6, 6,, = 0)

[[ewne Slel [ [ @vepiomn $607) [ [ @ HTeRGi,
yl<_* y1<—* y1<—7
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and since ||Qb||%§?y2,§ e B4 |b] for y1 < =2,

//yl<_%(¢i,B)y1Ql%52 S(e P+ |b|)//yl<—g(¢i’3)y1€2

hence

[ [ o (1@urer—ai-at@urore)is @) [ [ @l 410

Estimates of the term [ f{y1<_g}(¢i,8 —¥p) <(Qb +e) —Qp — 3@25) (Qb)y,
Since
(Qy +2)* = Q) — 3Qpel< lel*+]Qule®

and for y; < —% we have
* (05 — Up|< B(¢in)y
o |Q/< [QI+]blIPxsl< e + Clb

o (@0 |< Qs |[+[BII(PXb)ys < €% + C1b)

hence

//{ _B}st—¢i,BII(Qb+e)3—Q§;—3Qge||(Qb)yl|
B [ Y1 3 2 Y1 b P Y1
<B[ [ Gl R PP
and, by the Sobolev lemma (I2I),
B { 1 ’ Y1 b P Y1 SB _% Cb 2 i " 2 2
[ ohulrQu P < B e Colelis [ [ @i leP419eF)
and
B 4,8 )y 2 y1+b P Y1 SB _§+Cb2 i.B )y 2
[ ], el @u bR £ Bt cul? [ [ sl

hence

[ ] @ vmh (@t o) - Qf - 1@+ %),
n<—-g
S Bl + Ol (lelre +Clt) | /{ oy Bl (419
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Lemma 16. Suppose that u € H'(R?) and a positive function 6 € L*(R?) such that |0,,|< 0
|91'2|§ 97 |9$11‘1|§ 97 |9x2x2|§ 9 Let

Al://u2u§19+//u2u§29+//u49
A2://uilmﬁ#—//uim@—i—//uz@

Then we have Ay S ||ul|72A2 and [ [ u®0 < |jul|72A;.

We include the proof of this in the Appendix A, Lemma (26]).
Estimates of the term [ f{y <_§}[(Qb+6)3—Q‘Z’]yl (¥B)y €y, : Since we have [Qp|, | (Qb)y, |S

e=% + |b| for y < —£, and from Lemma (I0)

//{y <_§}(¢B>y1 y1 ~ HgHL?// ylyl yzyz 52)(¢B)y17
and from Lemma (I2))
[ st S Ul [ [0verseyonshn,
{y1<—§}

we obtain the estimate

//{ _7} [(Qs+2)° = Qly (¥B)yiey

S e (@ +2:00) + @t e

sf L ometenli@nl [ [ sy @
o[, womi@rer
sh@oalli[ [ woluch +l@li [ [ e
@l [ [ o W@l [ [ wons
Qe [ /{y1<_3}<¢3>y@§1+ / /{yK_B}(wB)yle%;
@[ @t [ [ e

20
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(8 + 1B ]2 / / VelP+e) (61.5)y, + ]2 / / 2 ) (s
6 2 +|b| // wB n€ y1 // ,lvbB v €
{m<-2} {m<-23

Hlells [ [ (€ + S+ )

Estimates of the term [ [(¢Yp), {[—Qe + e — ((Qp + €)* — @})]> — [-Ae + £]*} : Since
1(Qp + €)% — QF|< |e]*+Q%e| and from Lemma (I6), we have

| / / ()l Ac e — (@2 — QP — [~Ac + <)

S //(¢B)y1|[—2A€ +2e = ((Q+2)* — Q@ +2)° — Q3|

S [ [wal-20e +2:1P+ Q3D + [ [ Wil (eP+ QR
sf el [ [ wolellenlt [ [ o

HQG [ [ el 1@ e [ [ el
{m<-2} {n<-%}

Q2 o / / (5)me® + 1|Q o / / () + / / (5) e
{m<-23 {n<-L3 {m<-23%

Slettd+ @t [ [ @odnet 44 BT el
y1<—%

S(lelfate® + A @ Eap? [ [ (il
{y<-23

where here A = [ [(e2, +¢2,,, +€°)(¥B)y,. By putting together all the estimates we get
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that for some independent C' > 0 we get

fir <8+ Cllelore ) [ [ S wo
HEAH OOl -0 [ [ et

+ =34 Ollelate™ +8) + OB E + b+l )e + 1) [
+14 Ollelote ™ +8) + OB E 4 plel)eF + ) [

+[- 1+C(—+e 2+ [])] //yl<__ (VB )y + 1+_ //yl<__

+- 1+C(—+||6||L2+e‘B+b2 // oy
y1<—f

zB
~af [t o el [ / 2(n)
yl<_§ y1<—§

L el [ [ @+l
yi>—3%5

The region y; > %.
Since we have that (¢5),, = 0 on this region we have

fin=-3 //{y1>B} (01,8) //{y1>B} (01.8)y //{y1>3} —(¢i.B)y +

2 / /{y >§}(¢i,B)y1 (@b + E) N Qb — U@ +e) 8)

2 [, =)@+ - @l -0k )@

//{y1>g}(¢i,3)y1y1y15 = 32//{y1>3} Gi.B)y €
4

and since |(Qp +¢)* — Q}
then

We get

yl<——

B
y1<_§

—4(Qy+¢)%e|S et + Qfe? and, for y1 > 5, |Qy(y1,12)|S

Y1 (¢i,B)y1
Y2 (¢i,B)y1

(¥B)y,

(¢i,B>y1ylyl]

e B+ 12,

[ ee(@re-ei-s@ureris [ [ | @i

and from the Sobolev Lemma (I2), we get

/ / (Guhme® < lells / / (Gu) (& + V)
{y1>2} {y1>2}
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// (65 3)0, Q2% S (75 + 1) // (65 5)0, 2
{;>21 {;>21

Since |(Qy +€)* — Q — 3Q3e|S [eP+|Qule?, 615 — ¥BI< 2615, |Qu|S ™% +[b] (on g1 > &)

ly H\y | _ lval+lyal
and [(Q)y, |= |Qy1 +bbey1|§ e 2 (as [BylS e 2
which yields

and (o), = 0 for yy > &),

60,120 @0l (1,12 5 (0050, 01,10)

hence

[, @@y -ai-sai)@uis [ | oot i@,

S/Ap%w@mw+/ép%w@M@mP

and, by the Sobolev Lemma (12,

// wmw&swm// (608) (P +]V)

{yl>§ y1>§

[, Galalrs @ p) [ [ G
{y1> } {y1> }

Putting all the estimates together,

f7 < [3+mwmﬁwm2//’ (Gu5)me?, + %Lumwmﬂmmn// (618,
{;>21 {;>L21
[— 1+C(—+||e||L2+||e||m+e + e + [b+b?)] // (91.5)e”
{y1> }

<3+owm2//) @BM@+<1+cwmz//‘ (6182,
{;>21 {;>21

1+ (= 1 [lefl e 2+|b|)/ (65.5)n.62
- B2 " ]{y1>§} o

The region |y;|< Z.
Since we have that gbz p=1+ “0 . (s0 (¥B)y, = (VB)y1yy = 0) then

fll = __// 5 35y1¢y1 yl // 5 y2¢y1 yl // 5 5 Py1 yl)
{lnl<z} {lnl<3} {lnl<3}

+ B //{|y1<§}€ Py (Y1) — 2B //{y1<§} (Qv+2)' = Qy —4(Qy+¢) €)<Py1 (y1)
-3 / /{W% (@ +2)" - @} = 3Q5) (Qe)nolws)

1
= _E{ // 32 +er, 8 —3Q%% + 6y1QQy152} + Ry (g)
{lv<5}
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with

Q @

Ry (e) =— _// {- g* Pyiyiyr — (Qb Q2)5 Pyr + 6y, (—=* 5 5
lyr|<Z}

)y1 Py

3 4
—et Pyr — 4Qb5 Py — 2 (Qb)y15 Py, T 2(Qb)y153(y190y1

+ 6<Qb)y (0 — y1oy,) — 5

Remark. In fact, we isolate in the Ry;.(¢) with the terms that are small, namely of
order O(b) or have terms of higher powers 3, &*.

We mention a lemma for a Virial-type estimate coming from the coercivity of the operator
—2’3/1 8y1 L.

Lemma 17. Let v € H'(R?). There exist 1 > 0 and By > 0 such that if B > By, then

— )}

// BU —i—v —i—v 3Q*0°+6y1QQ,, v°) >u// v +v +v ——// — gl
{ln|<% } {lyil<5}

The proof of the lemma is contained in Appendix C (IJ).
From this, we get that there exists p > 0 such that

- — // 32 42+ 3@252+6y1QQy152}§
{lynl<Z}

I 2 2 2 1 2
- = e +e2, +e0)p +—// (&2 +e2 +5)(p —1)+—//6g0 :
//|y1<3} no "B Jypgesy " " B "

(46)

We observe that, by taking € < 100 and using that ¢,, > %

1
E// (e, + e, +)py, — 1< —5// (€2, + e, +e%)ey,
{lyrl<Z} {lyl<Z}

< (e, +eo, +°)(¢iB)
100 S gy "

Now we move to bound Ry, (). Since |QF — Q?|< |b], then

3
|;[/ (@—@W%&W// (61.5)m
BJ Jyp<zy ! (n|<Z) !

ly1l+1yal

Since |y1(Q7 — Q2),,|= |byixs Py, + 20°X3y1 PP, | and |P,,|<e” 2 , then

5] w@-@nelsm [ [ o,
{|y1\<B} |y1|<B}

o4



Since [4Qp + 2y1(Qs)y, | S 1 and from the Sobolev Lemma (I2)), we have
1
5/ @)L el lel [ [ @496,
{lyl<5y {ly1l<5}

3
?// #%gk@// (& + V<) (G1.8)m
{lyr|<Z} {lya1<Z}

Moreover, if we consider € < with g from Lemma (7)) and we use ¢,, > 5, we get

1
100 = 27

//5 Cpnn S //5 Py, < 100//52(@',3)3;17

//‘(Qb>y153(y190y1 IS 8//8 Oy < 100// (6i.8) 4
//‘ o nen) //6 P S 100//52(@93)91

Putting all estimates together we get

Rw@scww// (&, +22) (Dr5)m + [Clel o-+]o]) + // &(61.5)m
Y ) Jg<ny v ATRE - 100" ) Sy <2y by

and therefore
~Y M
<=5 [ [aveteionn

Now, putting together all estimates for f, fT, fi; We get that

fl’l = _% //[(Ezlyl + 8Z2/2yz)(¢B)yl + (532/1 + 8Z2/2 + 52)(¢i,B)y1]' (47)

Step 2: Estimating fi»

For this part, we will use cancellation to get rid of the large linear terms €, €y, €yoys
that could pose problems for the estimates, first by utilizing the properties of the operator
L and the orthogonality property of the modulated error. We rewrite it as

Ji2 = 2( + b) //AQb (VBey )y — (VBEY )y +Ebi — Un[(Qy +2)° — Qi’])
:2<§+b> //AQ (VB )y ey + Le + Ae(l —9p) — (1 — ¢i) — wB[(Qb—i_g) Q3]+3Q2 )
—M%f+Q/J)MP — (Wt — (me ) + 260 — Vsl(Qu ) — )

2( >+ b) //AQ (VB)y, ey + De(1l—vp) —e(1 = ¢ip) — Up[(Qs +¢)° — Q)] + 3Q25)

+ 26<Xs + b) // XbP (’(/JBgy1)y1 - ngyzyz + 5¢i,B - @DB[(Qb + 5)3 - QI?)’])

25



where we used [ [AQLe = [ [LAQe = -2 [ [ Qe = 0.
Estimates for the term

//AQ €y FAe(1 —Yp) —e(l — ¢ip) — YB[(Qp + 8)3 — Qg] + 3@25)
- / / (—(AQ)y, (e + ANQ)(L — ¥p)e — AQ(E(L — i) — (1 — ¥p)[(Qs+ ) — G}

+//AQ[(Qb+5)3 — Q3 - 3Q7¢] +3//AQ(Q§ —Q%)e

Since 1 — 95 = (¢g),, =0 on y; > —£ and also |(AQ),, | IAAQ)|< e

2
‘//{y<B}AQ W) //{y<5} Pis //{y<B} (AQ Z,Byl)

<—€__ //{y< 23
S ysoan-eol<(f [, o //M sor
<\/76__ //{y< 3}

For the next term, by the orthogonality condition (e, @(yl)AQ) 0, we have

//AQ(l — Gin)e = //AQ(l + % — in)e

we split again into regions {y1 < =2} {|y1|< 2}, {1 > 2},

],y /{M oty
S%ﬁ o /{yK_%} (cm,B)yl)%,
/ /{yl>g}AQ<1”gl>_¢i,B>a|s (/ /{y>3}52<¢i,3>yl)é( / /{y>3}<A@> <1+ﬁ?il¢i,g>2);
<7 ], ) //W}
< VB / Jooy

ly1l+lyal
2

IN

2



For the region that is problematic, we use the specific construction of the weight ¢; p in

order to get
// ( w(gl) — dip)e =0
{ly1l<Z}

For the nonlinear term, we have

[ [aea-vmi@+2r-ail //{ A0 umlefs //{} ) lQ?

Since [AQ(1 — ¢p)|< B(¢i )y, for y1y < —=

[ [rau-wlr< [ / P8 < B [ [0,

<Blelle [ [+l + )0
Since Y5 < B(¢ip),, for all y

//{ Bf (@55 +|b\>f

/ / AQl(@i+2)' - @ - 30k 5 | / AQll+ / [110ail

Since |[AQ|S B(¢ip)y, and |Qp]S 1

/ J1nQlier < [ f1erBomn <5 [ [EF6m,
<Blelle [ [+l +2)6um
| [1neeiz s [ [0,
[ [ na@; - < 20 ) /] (Eﬁgzl)é
SVB( [ [ 6umn)’

Remark. We see that if we have let to estimate the term [ [ AQe(1 — ¢; ) as it is, we
would have gotten

|//{y1|<§}AQ(1 — ¢ip)e| < (//{y1<_f23}€2(¢i’3>y1>é(//{Iyl<§}(AQ)2(1(Q;72535)2)%
< ([ [#@mn)
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Therefore

| +b //{y1|<3} AQ(L = gin)e ‘<<BZN’UO€( >2+BN+52)T(// 2(@,3)@/1)%

// (61,8)y: + (BN; + b7 T(// ¢2B)y1>
S //5 (¢i.B)y, +0 //|V€| (¢i,B)y1) + bt

which s much bigger than what we want on the right hand side,

4
1003//|Va\ +e? )(PiB)y, +0

Hence, by using the orthogonality condition (g, p(y1)AQ) = 0 we have offset this loss of the

estimate, by making
// AQ(l (p(y1> : )E _
{lvr1<2} B

(% ) //AQ (¢5) €y T Ae(l —9p) — (1 — b, B) — ¥B[(Qy + 6)3 — Qg] + 3@25>|
<

N

Hence we get that

(BN )t + B840 [(( [ [0 ) VB 4100+ Bllels [ (63,45 + ) 6um]

S Bl 4+ )N B+ At o [ [ 428420 00m )

<C’b4+ﬁ//s +e, + ¢ (¢ZBy1_IOOB//E +eo, +2)(¢i,B)y + O

Estimates for the term

< + b) // XbP ¢B€y1) — YBEyy, +EPiB — Vs[(Qy + 8)3 . QgD

— (%—l—b) //{_A[A(Xbp)]ng_[A(Xbp)]yl(IbB)yl€—|—A(Xbp)g¢i’B—A(XbP)wB[(Qb+€)3_Qg]}

We have that

=0 if y; € (—oo,—ﬁ
< (14 et i€ [~
AP IAIA P A (X P) ]y, | . ol 1o
1 < (0 fpalye it 1 € [0
< (14 |ya|+|ya| el =Tl if y1 € [0, +00)
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We proceed with the computations for the first term of the above and we do it the same for
the other

1, s ([ faon (]|, jssaeh)
(f [eean) (f /[_%,_%(u|y2|>2e—2yzlggzl>%
B(//52(<Z52',B)yl>é
/ /[_%O]lAA<be>|¢B|e|s ([ [2ewn) ([ /[_%O]MA(Xbp)Pwa)yl)%
= <//52(¢2’B)y1>%(//[_E’O]G+\y2\)2e—2y23)%
<5( [ [#own)
// |AA (P || < // ) //[0 [AA 0 P))? (Jj)yl)%
<([ [ ) // (1+ s gl P21 )
< VB( // .
. ‘AA(XbP)|¢B‘€‘§< 62(@',3)%)%( ) AN (P2 ?/)129 )%
//“’“) /1 / /[m (@.5)0
= (//‘Ez(gb"’B)yl)%(//[%oo)(u|yl|+|y2|)ze—2yl—2@/2|B)é
Sﬁ(//52(¢i,3)y1 :

‘//AA(XbP)@DBE‘ SB(//52(¢ )

Also, by the same computations,

)//[A(Xbp)]yl(%)ylg) < B(//52(qb )
‘//A(Xbp)¢i,B5‘ < B(//52(¢ B) )
29

| N

IA

Hence we get



By the previous estimates, |A(xyP)Ys|< B(¢p),,, we have

[ [1atuPlenlst <81 [ [ GunuleP< Blel / / (VP42 (6250
[ [incoriniaie <1031~ [ [iscurizBo) ([ [@umaler)
< B(//(¢i,3)y1|5|2>%
[ [iupest@+ <7 - @< B( [ [Gumnle?)* + Blels [ [1ver+)60s),

Finally,

‘ <% i b) b//A(XbP)< — (UBey )y — VBEyys +€0in — VB[(Qp + &) = QZ’]) ‘

< BN+ B+ ([ [ 2 0u0) B Bl [ 6+ ) 000]
<B|b|NlOC 2+0 //5 +5 +5 ¢zB)y1>

4
NlooB//g +5 +a )(PiB)y +Cb

Hence the term is bounded by

\flg\_looB//a +er, +e8)(di)y + O . (48)

Step 3. Estimates for the term f; 3
For this part we will use the cancellation of the linear terms of ¢ in the same fashion as

we did for f; 2. Recall that

m-z( ) [ [ @+ 2= nz — (n s+ cum — val(@+ ° - Q)
We use the identity
[ [vn@lc+ @y - @@ e+ [ [ vneyle+ Q-
[ [ entul@r e - - Q2
- p+1//w3 Wl 2P QY — (p + 1)}
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hence

fia=2 (‘”’”;’S - 1) 1 [wol@ e - ai - 103

19 (21)s 1 //(bXbP +€)y ( — (Yey, )y — (Wey,)y, + 6¢,~73)

49 (x1)s 4 //Qy Le (VB)y, €y + (1 — ¥p)Ac —e(1 — ¢, ))

o1 1) [ [, il -

Since [ [ QyLe =0, [(Qy+¢)* — Q) — 4Qe|< e* + Q3e?, (¥n)y, < (¢4.8)y, and (Pp)y, =0

on y; < —E the term

’//wB (@ +2)" — Q- 4Q3e] // 6+// e

<ol [ Qw4 + L 40 [ [0
)//bbe — (g )y — (Vey,)y +aq§B <|b\1+wB //
R R |—|//(_oo__ Quunne(1 ~ ) —//(_oo’_%cgymg i
< VBe# ( // | 2%
[ [uta—wmail=| [ | ]@yyy
v fios

For the next term, by the orthogonality condition (e, ¢(y1)Q,,) = 0, we have

//Qy1(1—¢i,3)5://Qy1(1+ gl — ¢i,B)E

we split again into regions {y1 < =2} {|y1|< 2}, {y1 > 5}

‘//{ <_B}le(1+<ﬁ(g1) — ¢ip)e| <
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(f [y om) (] ], a2
<\/_e_ST //{y1<_} (0i.B)y )1,

©(y1) _
//{|y1<§}Qy1(1+ B )=

( ) 1 + @ yl ¢2 B) 5
¢2B y1 >
{y1>B} {y1>B} (%B)yl
, 3y | 3
‘ // yiH@_‘yz'_Tl // 82((251-73)%) 2
VB {vy1>%} {yi>23

1

<VBe ¥ //{y1>5} (¢:1,8)y )5,

where again we use the specific construction of the weight ¢; p in dealing with the region

{ly]< 5+
Remark. We see that if we have let to estimate the term [ [ AQe(1 — ¢; p) as it is, we

would have gotten

‘//'MKB}QM e S //|y1|<——} Gz //{y1|<s} ylﬁ)ﬁ
Sﬁ //52(¢i,3)y1

//91<B} = i) ‘< Bleloc( )2 + BN; + %) IB<//52(¢i,B)y1>2
5//82(¢i,3)y1 +b4+O<//(|V5‘2+52)(¢i,3)y1)

which is much bigger than what we want on the right hand side,

4
1003// (i), + b

Hence, by using the orthogonality condition (e, p(y1)Qy,) = 0 we have offset this loss of the

estimate, by making
( 1)
[] ., au 5)e =
{lyl<3}

Coming back to estimating the terms, we have

’//{yp%}le(

Therefore
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//6y1 (VBEy )y — (VBEY )y, —|—g¢i’B> _
2//[(E +5y2)(¢3)y1 +e (¢ZB)y1]

and since ‘ayl [QI?)’ o Qg”g |b‘7

} / / ewBayl[Q‘Z’—Q?’]\ §B|b|< / / ( @’B)yﬁ)_

Therefore, as |(:E1 - 1< B%/\/’Lloc(g)% + BN + 12,
fis < (B3N joe(5)? + BN; + b?) //(532,1 +e2, +)(bi8)y
+ BNl + B+ RVEE 1B ([ [omne)’ @)

4
_1003//5 +e2, + ) (diB)y + CH

Step 4. Estimates for the term f; 4
Similarly as for f; 9, f1,3, we use again cancellations to deal with the large terms. Recall
that

— (U)o — (Gp2)ss + 200m — Upl(@ +2)° — Q3))

We use the identity

[ [ve@nlc @y -@t-s@ o+ [ [ vnele+ Q- Q)
L / / Ur0 (@ + P — QU — (p+ 1)Qbe]
- pH//@bB Qo2 = QT = (p+ 1)@he] = 0

hence, using [ [ Q,,Le =0,

bXbP + 5 ngyl> (ngyz)yz + 5¢i,B>

— (WB)nen + (1 —vp)Ac — (1 - ¢i))

- Q3]7

yz
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‘//bbe —(Wey, )y — (Vey, )y, +edin <|b|1+VB //
‘//Qy ~VB)nly }//@ //@yy =(W8)y,

Bt //
S sl for i o

<(
For the next term, by the orthogonality condition (e, p(y1)Q,,) = 0, we have
e(y1)

[ [ent-ome= [ [Quu+E8 - o0

we split again into regions {y1 < =2} {|y1|< 2}, {y1 > 5}

ERVRE!
], e 2o < ([ [, <o // @ )
{y1<— B} {y1<— B} {y< Y Gi.B)

< VB ¥ //

{y1<— B}
// Qy2(1+ yl —¢i73)820
(<2} B
ALy
w0 {y>B} . i, B)y,
<5 // i) //
{y >B} {y>B}
<\/76__ //
{y>B}

using the same cancellation as for f; o, f1,3. By integration by parts, we get

[ [ en (= nzi = Gnzn +26um) = =5 [ 162+ ) 0n) + 2 6um)) =0

and since ‘ay2 [Qb Qg”g |b‘7

[ [evnvniai-@| < Bl( [ @)

Therefore, as|( *|< B3 ./\/11 o(5)2 4+ BN;(s) + b2,

’//{yp%}QyZ(

fia < [B2Niioe(s)? + BN; + b](B ‘“+—+B\b| //
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f _1003//8 +8 —l—é? -|-Cb

Step 5. Estimates for the term

(50)

fus =20 [ [0+ 00hn) P = (W2l = (B + 260 = Val(@o +2)° — G}

Denote ¢, = xb + 17(Xs)y,, hence

’//(Cb)ylylpra’ = ‘//{_b27 L (&), ¢B€
<(f [ /ﬁﬁﬂﬂ@ el B):
o

‘//Cbpylyl¢35’ = ’//waBPylyla‘
U [rem) ([ [5G55)
= Bé(//€2<¢i,3)yl :
}//(gb)ylpy%g} - }//[_%’_b_] Gortn P
<(f [ //M7M (@0 )
(e

\//Cb (V). Pe| = ‘//____]Cb Vol

[o]7> [oY

<([ [ / . [<<b>ylgi<’fi>lylp o

b'Y’ |

(] 2
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‘//Cb(¢3>ylpy1€

- ‘//Cb(wB Pe
<([ [0 / <b ») sz2
<5l f [0
\/ / 6P| = | / / " %g’
<(f ferwan) ([ [
<5( [ [0, :
’//Cbp(—@bB)[(Qws)g—Qi’J) S//|<b|PwB|e|3+//|Cb|P¢BQg|€|

and, since (P is bounded on R?

[ [1aipestets 1e:8 [ [ (9epreyons),
= e 25
<pi( [ [omn)’

As |bs|< BN joe + BN + b%, we have

Fis < (BNisoe + BN + ) BNE + (N, (s)+b2)BH5HLz//(|V6\2+52)(¢i,3)y1

4
< 1003// |Vel?+€?) w +Cb

Step 6. Estimates for the term

(51)

fi6=—2 / / Uy ( — (UBey, )y — (WBEy,)y +e0in — Upl(Qy+¢)* — Qg])

Using the estimates (21I) for ¥, we have

’//wb)ylyl%g‘ = ‘//<‘I’b)y1y1¢36’
(e
<vi(f /




{ fien

=] [ [ewmntwne
s // ) (// e
con( | fan.)

[ [ @ine| = | [ [ \Ifbywaa

(e e
< B //

and for each term,

[ [1wlesl=ps el | / (IV=+2%) (60.)

[ [z < ( / [ o) / / uith )
<vei(f /

fio < BN + 5 Blle]| 0 / / (IV[+22)(é1,2)

Hence

4
< 1003// |Ve|*+€?) w + O
Conclusion for the term f;
Putting the estimates (7)), [@8), [@9), (&0), (&), (52) together, we have
fi < u// €2,0) (VB)y ——//|V5|+5 s+ CObh
6.2 The computations for f:
We will now control the drift term that appears in the modulated flow. Recall
3 As =\
fo= 2— A€ (VBey, )y —(VBEY, )y, Te0i 5=V B[(Qs+e) —Qb])—]—}_ﬁ-f)\
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We have

//A€ (YBEy)ly // 29 — 11 (V¥B)y,) yl,
//Aa (VBE)]y // 25 — y1(¥B)y,) y27
2///\5@-735: —//y1 ®i.B) yls .

We have the following identity

//A5¢B (Qp+¢)f — Q7] _p+1// p+3 B—y1(¢B)y1>[(Qb+5)p+l Oy — (p+1)Q5e]
= [ [ onrQul(@ ey - @ -y

thus, in our case for p = 3,

2 [ [acuii@u+er @l = =5 [ [ (308 - n(wn) )@+ - 0} - 103
w2 [ [onrQuiQue o - f - 33l

Therefore

As )
_—// 2— 7)Y — w0 wB)w 5 _'_gyz - /j(bZB h <25sz1
__i// —JwB—mwwmm@ﬁw>—@“—@d

ff5¢zB
+—//2wBAQb (Qv+e)® — QF —3Q3e] + HMS{ N }

Since |(i — j)vp — y1(¥B)y|< B(dip)y, fori=2,3, [AQu| L,
Vg = <]522,B for y; < —5 we have

|// — ) = y1(¥B)y 5 +5y2 |<B//5 +5y2 (04,8)y:»

[ [ 56 is-uwaili@+ o) - @ - 1@< [ [ Bowmne'+ [ [ om0
< Blell: [ [+ + 6 + Blasliy,, [ [0
[ [ 2esrauli@u+ o - @t - 3034
SIAQulsz, B [ [P0 + 100 @z, B [ [ 6umh
§B[|€]|Lz//€yl+6y2+6 (6:.5) yl—l—B//a (65.5)0,-
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For 5 > 0,

ly1l

(] + |y1\) _T’ if Y < —2B
JoiB = y1(ip)y = 17+ — 1D, if [y1]< §
G —i)4, if y, > 2B

which yields the following estimates

yi| bl
// lidis — v( ¢sz1|62<// |§ B &2
{y1<—2B} {y1<—2B}
// i -l 2 // -l 2)3
(ne—smy BT <2y
SER([ [ @Bm)
{y1<—2B}

1

Ska2//¢mm

\ .
where we used that 326 ~ gl <Cify < —g and

// ‘j¢i,B_y1(¢i,B)y1‘€25// e’
{ly11<2B} {l11<2B}
S Bl
{ly11<2B}

$8 [ [
It remains to estimate

J j ff€2¢zB -
Hﬂxﬁ{ } /lwwH@BzM@wM

ms{“im} D B
S [y [ [y [ [Foal iy [ ],
[{//}//1//
S ek [,
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First, we see

As ~ A -
5y // 52@,3‘ <|¥ e B(¢i5)y
B<y<2B}
For the other term, we have the following:
Lemma 18. We have that
i )\Z // 2¢ ,B < b4 + 6( Nl loc ¢z B)yl . (54)
>\ dS B<y<2B}

Proof. We fix some B > 24/2(i — 1)(i — 2) and we proceed by differentiating

MS{//@BE }://ggsgzs,-ﬁ:

= //(;5@38[%/&5 +(=Ac+e—(e+ Q) +Q})y, + (% + b) AQy + ((:)3)1\)8 — 1) (Qv+ )y,
(I2)s
A

+

(Qb + €)y, + Dy + Ty
First, we have

//(23@38[%/&54- (—Ae+¢),] =
= —%%//yl(éi,B)yﬁzﬂL1//(¢;i,3)y1y1y152— 5//(@3@3)@;1551
__//¢2By1 €y — o //¢2By1
S—);%// (61.8)y.€ //¢zB (€8 + Vel // Oi8) i — (Pi.5)le”
<Al / / (i) / / F5) (2| VD) + / /_ Ly (i-1)(i-2) )

S—%%// (61,8)y:6” //¢2By15+|v5| // %’3——?;1)
< —%5//3/1(@,3);;152—Z//(ng’,B)yl(52+|V5|2)

Also, using [AQy|< e 2% for y, > L and

1

% + b‘rs b2 + BZNQloc + B’|€HL2'/\~/‘Z'7

)\s - 1 1
X +bH//¢Z,B€AQb’ < b2+BZN2loc+BH€HL2N zloc // AQb
y1>,

2

1

< (B + BEN,, + Blel| 2NN e~ % S b+
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Since,

//¢2B5Qb+5 //¢2B5Qb ——//¢sz1

and given |(Qp)y, | S e~ %% for Yy > 5,

I o,

so, [Es 1< B2+ BzJ\/QlOC + Blle||2N; and b, M1 oe < 8(7),

1
_|_1 _v1_y2 _B, .1 1
S ) loc // Z 2 ) S 8'/\/‘12,l0c S 5(1/*)'/\/12,100

(b2+B '/\/;loc+B||€||L2N zloc //(bZB y1 )

b+ 80N+ 30) [ / (Gu)ne®
By the same reasoning above,

’//CszE Qb+ €)ys

1

( ) zloc

+ B3N, + Bllel| 12N,

2
Jloc

and using that |% S

+ Bl 2N 8 ()N

i,loc

< (0 + BIN2

(Qb + E)yz

) loc

< b+ 6(vHN
+ Blle]| 2V,

Also, as |bs|< b7 + Bz./\/

‘//Q;i,Bg(I)b ~

3 Y
5 |bS|N12,loc // (XB + Vyl(Xb>y1) ’p? B; )
y1>7

B

+ Bl 12NN e 75 S+ 5 )N

i, loc

2
Jloc

yi
(xB + 7y1(Xb)y1)P§1i€

[NIES

oo

< (B2 + BN?

) loc

\y1\ \92\

Since, we have that |U|< b%e~ for y; > &

| / / bopel| <] / / Bgee S < SN, < B () N

Also, we have that,

//¢zB€ Qv +2)° = Qply //¢zB nel(Qv+e)’ — Q3] — //¢zB€y1 (Qv+e)’ — Q3]
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Hence,

’// (g% + 3Qye? +3Qb5‘ // s (et +Qie?)

‘//Q;Bgy [(Q+e)? — Q‘Z’
_’ // +Qb5+ Q%sz //cb (Qb)y 6——//¢ (Qb)n
< [ [Gu) g+@ga2+}//¢ @] +] [ [un(@)

and by the Sobolev inequality and using that [Qpl, |(Qs)y, |< e='5 =% for yi > L,

| [@mnet s lel [ @+ 19ePomn 567 [ [ 419 Gum
/] &iBQze%e-?//eQ (Bi)y S O) //52 (55}

[ [ st \<||a||L//e+|Ve\ 5w [ [+ 1veP)G,
] @izt [ [ saw | [ 26

and summing all the estimates, we get

}//(ngy (Qy+¢)° Qb //(€ +Vef?)(
Finally, using that yl(qﬁi By = Zgb,- 5, we get
{//¢Bg}<__//yl ne __//‘€ +‘VE|2)(<ZBi,B)y1+C'b4—|—5(y*)j\~/’i

—|—51/ //E +|V5| i,By1
s . ~ As ~ o
< ——Z//¢'B€2 + —// lids,5 — y1(¢4,8)y,)E°
B<y<2B}

__//5 + |Vel*)(@i.8)y, + Cb* + ()N,
<——z//¢35 +—//B<y<2B}Z¢B y1(0iB)y e
+ Cb* + 0(v
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therefore

{ //(Z)Z Be } Ts//g<y1<2B}[i‘Z;ivB — y1(GiB)y Je% + OB + 5(v*)N;
A

B(;.p)ye + Cb* + 6(v*)N;.

B<y<2B}

U
We get that, using the above Lemma (54) and that [32|< [b|-+o(N;) < 6(v*) and that

lell 2 < 60w, -
2. / / (IVP+2) (618 )un
As

Al / / VeP(Gip) + |2
| 3efiuti [ [ it + 5[ Blelis [ [0veP e 6100
A As Bé||€||%2(//52(¢i,3)y1)2

+ f B//52(¢i,3)y1+
Pl f [ i a b [ fane)

<50") [ [(VeP+e) 6 + 30 [ [ Honma)t + 64568
S307) [ [(VeP+e)6umy +

6.3 The computations for f3

Recall that
fi==2 [ [ @)@+ o - 0} - 33
We have that

[(Q)sl= 55 P Oc(10y1) + 716y (117))]S [s| S BN + 02

)//¢B[(Qb+€)3 - Q- 3@%5]‘ < B//|€|3(¢i,3)y1 +B||Qb||L§<;y2//€2(¢i,B)y1
S BHaHLz//(ajl +e2, 4+ ) (biB)y —|—B//g2(¢i73)yl’

f3 < (BN; +b?) B||5||L2//5 +eo +& quB)yl+(B/\7i+b2)B//52(¢LB)yl

_1003//5 —l—é? +5 V(DB -
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6.4 Putting together all estimates:
By putting together all estimates for fi, fo, f3 from (B3)),(E5),([E4), we get that

AE
”@{ Af}w | [aver+eoim, s

d Fij fi 2, 2 bt
%{y} +§//(W5| +e°)(9i8)y S N

6.5 Coercivity of the functional F; ;:

SO

Since

[ [ (@t -ai-aaie)un| < [ [ (=14 @)
Ul [ [avePreivn +lQilie [ [
<||e||L2//e 2 )vn+ @l [ [ 2o

N

hence

For the lower bound, we write

.F”—//€ +e)
// 2 +¢2,) 2¢zB 3Q°*Yp]

(e —@b—wbe—wbez Jow -3 [ @i -
and since

[ [ e+t -ai—aaie—sai)u 5 | [ (+1Qulef)en
Ul [ [+ +<m + 1@uluslells [ [ 428+

| / / (@ — )| < b / / i,

]f Pin - S (e + @' @t - 103 ) v

and



So it is sufficient to prove that

//[(Eil +e2 ) B+ % (¢in + -

Since Yp < ¢p and ¢ > 7, it is sufficient to prove that

[ [ic e+ —s@eunzu [ [+

We have that

(L(e\/UB),e\/1B) //8 +el +e2=3Q%)Yp +e [(%@) ul” + ey, (VB)y,

//(5 e +e*—3Q% )Y — // wByylZZB Jul”

levsli= [ [+ v [ [ wBywa Jul?

Also, using the orthogonalities for e

(Vi Q= @0~ Vimal= [ [ a0~

<(f[) //w} ) =t ([ [ae)

e/ T 0l0) @)1= (00 Qs (1= VT2 = //{_ P2 (1= V/Pm)e

//E% //{y<3} y1>Q2 Vip)>? %<6_§ //E%

|(ev/ VB, o(y1)AQ)|= |(p(y1)AQ, ( ¢B )= //{ <__} e(y1)AQ(1 \/7)|

< ([ [ //{y<3} (&) AQ Y et ([ [eu)’

’( VB, (Y1) Qys,) :’ Qua: (1= /Yp)e ’://{y1<—B} (Y1) Qs ( l—ﬁ)s‘

= <//52w3)%<//{y1<_%} <P(yl)2Q§21£L— \/w_3)2>é < e_]g(//ezws)%

From the coercivity of the operator L ([7]) we have

//(6§1+6§2+52—3Q22 // wByyﬁZB ]22

_I_jgb) 3Q%c*Yp] >,u//5 + e ) + ¢ 5]




> 61//(551 +ep, +&%)p — 51//822(w3)y1y17ﬁz; [(VB)w ] ?

//(531 +e +e”—3Q% )Y >

SED

_B
2

251//(5§1+632+5 Y+ (1—6) // 2(¢n) ywﬂiZB [(¥B),, )

//5 +5 +5w3

>—//5 +5 +5 VB
where we used that

2(¢B)y1y1w3 - [(¢B)y1]2 _ ﬁwB for y1 < _g
4’!7DB 0 fOI‘ Y1 Z Sy}

and we choose B > 2log <6%). Hence, we get
1

([ )

[ 1€+ s+ 20— 3@0n = 2 [ [+ S0+ o)

so Ni S Fij-

7 Energy Estimates

In this section, we find the consequences of the monotonicity formulas to bound the € energy-

type quantities. We denote
s™ = sup{s : Vs’ < s, [b(')[+N3(s) + [[e(8)][ 2 < v7}
with v* from Proposition [Il and suppose that s** > 0.

Proposition 2. The following holds:

i) Dispersive bounds. For any i > 2, for all 0 < s1 < s5 < s we have that

Nis) + / N / / (VelP+e2) (dnm)ds < Nifsy) + [P (s0) [+ ()], (57)

and also, there exists C' > 0 independent of s1, sy such that for any 0 < a < 3 — Cv*

and i > max{ac, 2}, for all 0 < s; < sy < §™ we have that

Nilss) [ LJUVEP+e)Bin) ;o o Nilsy) | [B(s0)]

|6 (s2)|

A¢(s2) A2<(s) & Aec(s1) - Ae(s1)

S1

76

Ao¢(sg)”

(58)



ii) Control of the scaling dynamics. Let X(s) = M(s)(1 — J(s)), where J(s) is defined in
Lemma|[T]. Then on [0, s*),
D,

— +0b
A

< Ny 411 (Né n |b|). (50)

i11) Control of the dynamics of b. For 0 < s1 < sy < s**,

/82 b*(s)ds < Na(s1) + [b(s1)|+[b(s2)], (60)

S1

and

d V*(sa) | D°(s1) | Nis(s1)
ds{ Hds S Ac(s2) i 5\0(51) * 5\0(51) . (61)

b(s2)  b(s1) .
N(s)) 5\0(51)‘ S /

Proof. Proof of i) We have that
cb? < —b, + ClNl,loc + Cyr* V.

By integrating the monotonicity formula and using the coercivity F; o, we get

Ni(s2) / // |Vel?+e?)(s)(di5)yds S Fiols —|—u/ // |Vel?+e?)(s)(¢i.)y ds

5 ./_"@0(81) +/ b4< )d

S1

< Ni(s) + / " b (s)ds.

S1

Also, for 7 > 2,

/ b4(s)ds§—/ b*byds + Cy (v /NMOC )ds + Ca(v /Nl

< <b3(382) _ 53(381)> + (v *)/ ( Lioe(8) + Ni(s ))

< [6%(5) |+ 16 (51 |+03y/ //|v5| +2)(5)(65.5)u, 5.

Combining the two inequalities and taking v* smaller than a universal constant, we get for
1> 2,

Nis:) / [ [O9eP42)6) Gumhds € Nior) + s 1(s0).
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For the second dispersive bound, by integrating the monotonicity formula and using the
coercivity JF; ., we get, since ¢ > ac,

Nilsa) | [ IOV Gy ) - Fuoelss) 82ff<|vfs|2+52><s><¢i,3>y1 8
Noo(ss) ), X (s) ds 2 wsg) ey X (s) ;
zac 31 52 b4 )
S )\ac sl s)

S

ek
/2()

Also, using that i > 2,

sz 14 Ep) 2 S92 D)
c/ 76 (5) ds < —/ b7, —_ds + C,(v*)? Nl’loc(s)ds—l—Cg(u*)?’/ Ni(s) ds

, A(s) L A(s) o A%(s) L Aee(s)
b3 (s1) b3 (sz) ac 52 0P N, oo [ NMisoe(s) + Ni(s)
= (3)\“(51) - 3Aac(52>> 3 / hoe TG0 / l ool

b3(s2) b3(s1) ac [0 /) ac [ b
< _ = Z (2 =
= 3Aac(sz)’+ e(s)| 3 / Aae(A +b)+ 3/5 o 08

2 [ [([Vel+22)(s) (i) 1

%\ 2 Y1
+ C3(v") ; o(s) ds
53(82) b3(81> S2 |b‘3 ) 1 . ac S2 b4
< vl Igpargog + 5 [ 3 bt M+ G [ s
Ep) 2 2 .
+ 03(1/*)2 ff |V6‘ +e )( )(¢Z,B>yl ds
o A%e(s)
b3 (s3) b3(s1) ac N[t
= 3xac(sy) | T 3xac(sy) +(F+0) / oo 48
w2 2] J(VeP+e*)(5)(di.8)y,
+ CG(I/ ) . )\ac(s) dS,
hence
3 3 S2 2 2 .
b (82) Sl) ) +5(V*) ff(\V€| +e )(3)<¢2,B)y1 dS

a C.u* 52 pt(s
(1-5-72) / icis))dss N(sa) | TN (o) ) N (s) !

therefore there exists C' > 0 such that if o < 3 — Cv* then we get
[0 gy ) | Bl ] (Ve 0 Gunn
51 ac S

)\ac(82) )\Occ 51 )\ac(s)
and combined with the inequality above we get, for i > max{ac, 2},

Nilss) [ JJUVeP+e)($) (Gin)y ;o o Nils) | B(s2)

yld +
Ae(s2) s, Aee(s) ™ Aee(s1) AO‘C($2)‘

‘+5 S

S1

b*(s1) ’
A% (s1)
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Remark. It means that as v* — 0, then we can take o as close to 3 as we want. For
the rest of the paper we will need just o = 1741 for some fixed v*.

1
Proof of ) Using that |J|< N < 0(v*) and the differential equation for J from lemma
[I4] we get

As s ’ 1
A 1-J 1-=-JI~

1
5 b2 —|—N3,loc + |b‘./\/’22 ,S b2 +N2

As As
TAb= 5T = ()

—J’ (62)

Proof of 4ii) Since

Cb2 S —bs + CNl,loc + 5(1/*)./\/1

so, using [57]

/b2§—/ bds+C’/ M iocds + d(v /./\/]ds

< [b(52)|+[b(51)|+(C + 6(v / /|v5| +2)(6a.5)y,
S [b(s2)[+b(s51)[+CNa(s1).

For the second control of b, we have that |J(s)|< ./\/'3%00(8) < §(v*), hence A(s) > 0 and
I(s) < A(s) < 2X(s), and using ([62) and (25)

(|b]*+N).  (63)

’ 1
Ael ™ e

bt o (D)D) < L (b + A S

Using that |(1 — J(s))z — 1|< N% this yields

< |l + gt - oo 11\ ¢

U/wz 1 B>+ <+‘

b(s1)
A(s1)

b(Sl) c
* | 0*

b(s2)
AC(SQ) Ac 81

(1= J(s1))¢ = 1]

A(
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Also,

2 b3(s)| %2 bb,sign(b) 2 M 1oe(S) o [2N()
c (s) dsg—/ (o) als—l—C'/S1 2 (s) ds+5(u)/ )\C(S)ds

S1 S1 S1

ds

2(s)sign(b(s))1s2 ¢ [*2 b’sign s 2 N toe(s v Na(s
< [l ))]81‘5/51 b i(b)%w/& ole) o M8G5
< (b (Slg‘i\lcg(r;(f;(sl)) B 3221151; ) /81 b SIgn )\_
|

raw) [ S S o Kl L
(

b*(s3) b*(s1) c (% b*sign(b) c (% b3sign(b)
= 2>\C(52)’+ 2)\6(31)‘_5/51 e ()\ +b)+§/31 oo
Ns(s1) | [B%(s1)] | [b%(s2)]
A(s1)  A%(s1) AC(32)
52(82) 52(51) ‘ = [b?
A(s Ac(sl) 2), N

2)
) [ 5

A
59 51 . 2 1p|3 2 No(s
al )> Z;\ ((51;‘ ( +0(v ))/S ‘i| ds+ (v )/s )\C<(8))ds

(82 1 1

ds

(b2 +N2 ) > W
1,loc 2 ¢

S1

C

and taking 6(v*) < £ it implies

gy P Ty [ AR,
L ) S (s T ) L )
BR(s)  B(s1) - Na(s) | [P(s)) | [bP(s)
S 3w ) O R T ) T xe) (6
b*(s2)  b*(s1) N3(s1)
S () T nGy O

v )\6(81) .

By (B8) and () and A(s) ~ A(s) on [0, 5*], we obtain for 0 < s; < s, < 5™,
2 2 2
b(s2) ‘ </ i{i} ds < b*(s2) Lb (s1) +N3($1)
Ae(ss) )\C (s1)1 ™ Js, lds U)e A(s2)  A%(s1)  A%(s1)

52() b*(s1)  Ni(s1)
S ey T R
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8 Rigidity near the soliton

Let ug € H! with

up = Q + €, ||o|| 2 < 0407// 9150
y1>0

and let u(t) be the corresponding solution of the ZK equation on [0,T). Let T« be the L?
modulated tube around the soliton manifold:

1 . .
To :{uEHl with inf }u—7Q< ~x0’ ~y0)} <a*}
X>0,z0,y0€R A A A L2
and consider the set of of initial data
Aoy = {Uo Q + o with ||e|| g1 < ap and // yled < 1}.
y1>0

Define the exit time:
t* = sup{0 < t < T, such that V¢’ € [0,¢],u(t') € 7;}

which satisfies t* > 0 by assumption on the data.
We recall the a priori estimates

(H1) [b()[+N3(t) + [[e(@) ][ o< v* (65)
with v* from Proposition [l

Theorem 8.1. There exist universal constants 0 < ofy < o < v* such that the following
holds. Let ug € A with 0 < ag < o, then u(t) satisfies the assumptions (H1) on [0,t*).
Then the following trichotomy holds:
(Asymptotic Stability) Suppose t* =T = +oo. We have that there exist A, satisfying
Moo — 1)< §(ap), oo € R and z1(t) € C* such that

Wt Moo - +21(1), Ao - +200) — Q in H . as t — +o0.
Moreover,
No(t) = 0,b(t) = 0, ast — 400,

t
lim A(t) = Ao, 71(t) = 5 (1 + 0r7(1)), lim 25(t) = 200 € R ast — oo,
t—o00 t—00

A2
Furthermore, there exists C* > 0 such that |b(t)|< C*N3(t) for all t > 0.
(Stable Blow Up) Suppose t* =T < 4o0. There exists 0 < ly < §(ap) such that

by B

lim —————— =, lim 5o

=T (T — )5 =T (T —t) "
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LIn(T —t), if c =1,
2 (t) ~ U
%(T —t)3=, ifc#1.
lim 25(t) = 2o, for some o, € R
t—T
and there holds the bounds:
IVe(t)|[ e~ A2(2), [le(t)]| 2SS S(a).

Here, we used 0 < ¢ < 2.
(Exit of Tube) Supposet* <T. We have

- 50 (55N

*

inf
A1>0,21,22€R

L2
In addition,

SAY), b(tT) S —(a")".

A continuity argument thus ensures that the cases (Exit) and (Blow Up) are open in
A,,- First, note that by the decomposition lemma, u admits a decomposition on [0, t*]:

1 x1 — w1 (t) 9 — xa(1)
ults01,2) = 55 Qua +) (6= 55— 5 )

together with uy € A,, implies the estimates on the initial data:
€)1 +[b(0)|+[1 = A(0)[S 5(@0),// y1e(0) < 2. (66)
y1>0

In particular, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have
N;(0) < () for all 1 < i <6.
For v* as in Proposition [Il define
t** = sup{0 < t < t* such that u satisfies (H1) on [0,]}.

Note that t** > 0 is well-defined from the initial data for £(0),b(0), A(0) and a continuity
argument. Recall that s = s(t) is the rescaled time by % = /\%(t) and we let s** = s(t**)
and s* = s(t*). One important step of the proof is to obtain ¢** = ¢* by improving (H1) on
[0, £**].
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8.1 Bootstrap argument

In this section, we prove the propagation of the a priori estimates to the exit time of the
modulated tube.

Lemma 19. Using the notation above, we have t** = t*.

Proof. For a solution close to @), the decomposition of Lemma [13 says that if

el vn i ]

then we have for a decomposition of the type
e(t, 1, y2) = AB)u(t, A()yr + 21(0), A(t)y2 + 22(t)) — Qocr) (1, 2)
with (A(£), b(£), 21 (£), 22(¢)) chosen to satisfy
(e(t), Q) = (e(t), p(y1)Qy,) = (e(t), p(y1)AQ) = (e(t), (y1)Qy,) = 0

then we have that

o1 (8)]12= |[uct <K<,

L

le@®)lz2+b(£)[S 6(KC).
Now, since u(t) € T, we can take K = a* and by choosing o* <« v*, we get that
1b(s)|< d(a*) < v*. As ‘ [ fug— [ f@z‘ < ap < v* by the choice of the initial data, then

el | [ i~ [ [ @ S8+ a0

No(s) S Ns(0) + [B*(0)[+0°(s)| S 0(a”) < v
By improving (H1) (63]) on [0,¢*], we get that ¢** = ¢* by a continuity argument. [
Remark 1. As |J(s)|< Na(s)2 S Ng(s)2 < 8(v*) we get that A(s) > 0 for all s < s*.

Now, we discuss the cases t* < T and t* = T', the latter having two subcases as T' < 400
or T' = +o0.

8.2 The case t* =T
We start by stating a Lemma that will be used throughout this analysis.

Lemma 20. Suppose f : [0,400) — R with [;°|f'(t)|dt < +oo, then limy_, o f(t) = | € R.

We deal with the case t* = T. By Lemma [I9, we have that (63) holds up to time
t** = t* = T. By a change of variables we have s** = s* = +o00. By (&l for s; = 0 and
sy = s and using (65) we have

b(0)

N3(0)
Xc—(o)(l —b(0)) — R(0) ~ Re(s) ~ 3 (0) (1+5(0)) + W.




In particular, it means limsup,_,, . )\cs is finite. By (&1l),

2 2
/ ’—{i}’dsf/ Zf ) +j§/3(0)+limsuplz (s) < to0,
0 ds L )e A(0)  A(0)  s—too AS(S)
which by Lemma 20 we get that

b(s)
X (s)

—cp € R as s = +o0.

We define s, such that for all s > s,., then

Equivalently, we call ¢. such that s, = s(t.).
Claim. In this case we have ¢q > 0.

Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that ¢y < 0. By the definition of s. we get that for all
s > s. we get b(s) < 0. From (B59), we observe that for s > s,

(

>
-

5 2(5) +b(s) > —Cb*(s) — ONy(s), so (5;\)5(5) > —b(s)(1+ Cb(s)) — CNo(s) > —CN(s)

where we take v* such that |Cb(s)|< Cv* < 1. Integrating in time the inequality and using
(E1), ©5), we get for s. < s1 < s9,

/ % > c/ Ny(s)ds > —5(v*), thus log (iii;) > _5(07) = A(sy) > %5\(31)
Using that ‘)‘(s — 1’ = [J(s)|< Na(s)2 < 6(v*) we get that
As2) > %)\(sl) for 55> 51 > 5o, (67)
We divide the (59) by AC,
Chrglsegrey
which together with s = A\27¢(}), =Ty We get that
(- %(1 +Cb) - /;[2)(1 —J() <) < (- )\3(1 +Cb) + CN2)( ()i
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From (65) we notice that = < 1 — J(t),1 + Cb(t) < % and by definition of t., for t. <t

100 100
we have 5 b(1)
Co Co
< < = <0. 68
2 T At) T 2 (68)
Therefore we have ol A, 3eo v
Co 2-¢ Co 2
Pl o2 <) N\, < 229 o2
2 A T (W) = 2 + ¢
and by integrating in time we get
3 t
|Co|t—t / < NE() — At )g@(t—twc /;/2
te

From (67) we get

l%%?f”f%SV*@M%m+W@HW@m5&wwww

hence

(5010 52) ™ <000 < (Pl -1+ 300)

Together with (G8) we have

[

—@(@(t )+ X”—C(tc))ﬁ <b(t) < — ‘020| (' : l (t—t.) + X"H(tc)) e

so |b(t)|< C(t). From (0] we have that

i< cpteiec] [ [t [ @ sco

and by the energy conservation law (41]), we have

IVe(®) 72 (1) + lle(@)lIZ2+X° (0) [ Eo [+ (P, Q) S C (1)

therefore ||e[|2, < C(t).

Now, t* = T < oo cannot happen since ||u(t)| g exists beyond T in this case as the
equation cannot admit type II blow up from the local well-posedness theory, contradiction
with the definition of T If t* = T' = 400, we get that b(t) — —oo as t — 0o. Nevertheless,
since t* = oo, then u(t) € Ty, for all ¢, which implies that |b(¢)|< 0(a*) for all ¢. This gives
a contradiction. O

8.2.1 Blow Up - The case ¢y > 0.

By the definition of s. we get that for all s > s. we get b(s) > 0. From (B9]), we observe that
for s > s,

(

>
>

)s
A

(5) + b(s) < Cb*(s) + CNa(s), so (s) < =b(s)(1 — Cb(s)) + CNa(s) < CNa(s)

A
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where we take * such that |Cb(s)|< Cv* < 1. Integrating in time the inequality and using
(B7), [©3), we get for s. < s1 < s9,

/82 ()

/ " No(s)ds < 6(v*), thus log (X(SQ;) <5() = A(s2) < 2X(s1).

5\(81
Using that ‘;Ez — 1’ (s)|< Na(s)z < 6(v*) we get that
A(s2) < 2A(sq) for s, < 51 < ss. (69)

We divide the (B9) by XC,

\ 2
E/\)S +~£‘ < C[f— +C&
Aetl b P c
which together with /\c+1 = A27¢(\), o Jl( oy and we get that
b N2 3— 32—c/X b NQ 3—
S . c < _ c ¢
(1= = C2) (1= ()™ < =270, < (L (1+ o) + CT2) (1= J(1))

From (65) we notice that —= <1 — J(¢),1+ Cb(t) < 2 and for ¢, < t we have

% 100
b M) Ba (70)
2 7 X(@) 2
Therefore we have N, yo 3co N
O <R < 05

and by integrating in time we get

t t
C—O(t—tc)—C/ Na < N7C(t) — No(t) < @(t—tcwc/ N
2 X 2 WA

From (69) we get

[ 52 = [0 eas )il + ) £ 50700

hence c .
NT) € = (= te) + XC k).
We get that if T = 400 then t — oo implies A(£) — —oo, contradiction with A > 0. Thus
T < +o00. This means, by the Cauchy theory for the ZK equation that we have blow-up at
T, which implies A(t) — 0 as t — 7. Since b(t) < 22X°(¢) for t > t., it implies b(t) — 0 as
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t — T. Also, from the dispersive bound (58]), we have for sufficiently small v*, there exists
some 7 :=n(v*) < 1, such that for s > s, we have

Ne(s) o Na(sc) b(s) b (sc)

< ne ne <
>\(3_77)C(S) ~ )\(3_77)6(80) >\(3_77)C(8) _'_ )\(3_77)0(80) ~ 1 _'_ )\ (8) _'_ )\ (SC) ~ 1 (71)

so Ng(s) < AB=m¢(s) for s > 5., hence by compactness we get
Ns(s) < AB=¢(s) for all s > 0. (72)
This implies Ng(t) — 0 as ¢t — T. By the conservation of energy (4Il), we have

V()25 [b(8) [+X3 ()| Eo |+ Ns(t) — 0 as t — T.

L 1
We denote lp = ¢;° > 0 and since |J(¢)|< N3(t)2 — 0, we get that

b(t)

() — I %ast — T with Iy < 6(ap).

By the A—inequality (5J) we get that

’()
A

>

< 1 b

(;\)t(A)2‘CW + 32X

8+b):

Using that (1 — J(t))37¢ — 1< J(t)37¢,

LB e 113 s R w LV

A€ A
3

< WG et Ly

< Na + [bP+[b| I (£)*

)\c

Using that lim,_,7 A(t) = 0 and integrating the above inequality we get

T T
‘X(t)?"c—/ Aﬂ </ Nz +o(Jtl)
t t

S e
< /OO N8 \No(s))ds' + o(|T — t|)

~Y
S

<A1 /OO Na(s")ds" + o(|T —t])

Therefore

LA Y )
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SO

T 4 . Ty
S5t o) s 20 )t o (1] S 5 4 o),
Taking t — T and using that lim;_.p % =137, lim,_,7 J(t) = 0 we obtain
fip g = = e = (73
which implies
lim % =13 (74)
Since
‘% 1’ < Na(s)? +b2(s) = 0 as s — 00
we get
(o= 50— Lo 1)) - W(l T or(1)
implying
(14 0;7(1))Zs for some T, € R, ifc <1,
ra(f) = { — (T = (1 + or(1), ife=1, (75)
B(T =5 (14 0rr(1)), o1,

From Lemma [I4] the differential equation for x5 gives that
/ (@3 — NJ)slds < / A(8)(Na(s) + b*(s))ds < +o0,
0 0

hence by Lemma B0, z5(s) — A(s)J(s) has a finite limit as s — +oo, and since J(s) <
Na(s)z — 0 as s — +o0, we conclude that

SCz(t) — T ast —T. (76)
In the s variable, we have that
3—c 1 1 (3_2%3_0)%
= T o= (1+0(1)),b(s) = —(1+0(1)), A(s) = 370%(1 +o(1))
(14 0(1))Zx, if c <1,

z1(s) =< (L+o0(1))E¢3 " Ins,  ifc=1,
(1+ 0(1))%@_05%, if e>1,
and 3(s) = T as s — 0o. We show from ([@0) and (66]) that
le()llz2< () (77)
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and from the conservation of the energy (4Il) and (62) we have
IVe(®)lI7- S A ()| Eol+[b(t)[+Na() S A°(t)d(aw).

Since from (72)) we get

11

() S N°(E) = NP(8) = N*(8) = AT (1) S b(t) = N2(t) — 0(t) — Na(t) S [ Ve(t)]Za

we conclude that

IVe(t)|| L2~ A2(t) ast — T. (78)
Finally, we conclude from (78)) (on the right we use the variables y1, ys),

O(Ib(®)'"%) + [IVe(t, g, y2) 2z, ,, +HIVQI 2

Y192 Y1Y2

IVu(t, v, 29)||2 , =

D) )\(t)
therefore Vol
- . V@l

8.2.2 Asympotic Stability - The case ¢y = 0.

From (61]), we have for 0 < s < ' < 400,

b(s) _ bs) | L D), D(s) | Ni(s)

(@) Xe(s) Y Re() | ae(s) | Xe(s)

Using that ¢y = 0 and (65)), therefore by letting s' — 400 we obtain that there exists C* > 0
such that
|b(s)|< C*N3(s) for all s > 0. (79)

From (B3), we have

s

S [b(s)[+Na(s),
therefore, by (79) and (57)), we obtain

/31
0

] 1
Hence, from log (AE;D < 6(v*) together with the fact that ’)‘(s — 1‘ S NZ(s) S o(v*) we

Al <
)

/ 1b(s) [ +-Na(s) / Ni(s) < Na(0) + [0 H16%(5)|< 6(v°).

>

get
Als)
A(0)

The estimates (60) imply that

- 1’ < 6(v") for all s > 0.

IA(s) — 1< o(v") for all s > 0. (80)
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From the conservation of mass (40) and the fact that ap < v*, we obtain
le(s)|| 2SS 6(v™) for all s > 0. (81)
From the conservation of energy (41))
[Ve(s)[132< Clb(s)|Z +21b(s)[|(P, Q)I+X*(5) Eo+C|=(s) 72+ ([le(s) | F2+[b(s) [ Z) [ V() 32
and from (65), (R0) and (RI)) we get that
|Ve(t)||7:< 2By + 1Vt € [0,7).

Hence, by (B0) and (63]), we see that ||u(t)||z: is bounded uniformly on [0,7), therefore
T = +o00. By ([9) and (57), we get

/+Oo~
0

As
A

By Lemma 20, we obtain lim,_, o0 A(s) = limyo oo A(t) = Ay € R and by ®0), |Ao — 1|

d(v*).

Now, we claim that b(t) — 0 as t — +oo. From (79) and (57),

+o0 +o0o
N / [6(s)[+Na(s) S Ns(s) S Na(0) + [b*(0) [+ lim suplb* ()| < +o0.
0

0 s—+00

/ \bt\dt:/ |bs|ds§/ (b? + N1)ds < Ng(0) + [b°(0) |+ lim sup|b®(s)| < 6(v%)
0 0 0

Ss—+00
together with Lemma 20l implies that b(¢) — [ and since fooo b2 (t)dt < oo, we get [ = 0, thus
b(t) — 0 as t — +oo. (82)

Since (B7) for i = 6 and (63]) yields

/ [ [0veP+ ) @n)ds 5 507)

there exists ¢, — +oo such that [ f(|V&t|2—|—e’:‘2)(tn)(%,B)y1 — 0 and as

J e ([ fusman (] [ (] rumon)i o
//|Vs| e < [ [19=Pt) nm) - 0

and hence putting them together we get Ng(t,) — 0 as n — oo. Using this together with
b(t) — 0 and (B7) we have

Ns(t) S Ns(tn) + |b°(t)|+]6°(t)|— 0 as n — oo and t — +o0. (83)
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Now, since lim;_, o S\(t) = A and from (83)), we get limy o A(t) = M.
From (28],
&

—1)3—1‘ 5./\/'2%(5)+b2(s) —0as s — 400

A
h 1 (@), _ 1+of)
. Ti)s +o0
(xl)t - )\2 )\ - ()\00)2
so 71(t) = x5(1+0(1)). From Lemma [I4] the sharp modulation equation for z5 gives that

(Aoo)?
/OOO|(1'2 —\J)|ds < /000 A(8)(Na(s) + b%(s))ds < +o0,

hence by Lemma B0, x5(s) — A(s).J(s) has a finite limit as s — 4o00. Since A(s)J(s) <
Na(s)2 = 0 as s — +00, we conclude that 25(t) = 2o € R.
We get from (0) and (), for all ¢ € [0, +00),

le@®)lz2< 0(a), [Ve(@)IIZ2< [b(E)|+Na(t) + X (8)] Eol. (84)

We observe that we have asymptotic stability since

At AE) - 015 A() - +22(8) = Qs S =)Ly, b3S NG (8) + b(8) =3 = 0

loc loc

as t — +o0.
Therefore, we have

[Acott(t; Ao - +21(1), Ao - +o0) — Qg1 — 0

as t — 4oo0.

8.3 Exit Caset* < T

In this subsection, we deal with the situation that the solution exits the modulated tube 7+
before the maximal time of existence. By the definition of ¢*, we have

e - m( 5252

L2

(a*)? = inf
A1>0,z1,22€R

S )T He@)IZ (85)

Y

and from (40) and since uy € A,, we get that
(07" < 1b(t) 2 -+a

and oy < o implies that
(a")" S [b(t")]. (86)

Claim. We have that b(t*) < 0.
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Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that b(¢*) > 0. Define

o 0 if b(s) > 0 for all s € [0, s*],
O \sup{s < st : b(s) = 0},

which implies b(sj) = 0 and b(s) > 0 for s € [s§, s*]. Using (6&Il) with s; = s and sy = s we
obtain there exists C* > 0 such that

1b(s)|< C* N3 (s) for all s € [0, sp]. (87)

By repeating the analysis of (80) using (87), we obtain |A(s§) — 1|.< d(v*). We observe
that (58) with s; =0 and sy = s € [0, s*] together with (66) imply

b(s)] o [B(O)] , N5(0)

= < d(ap). 88
Xe(s) TAe(0)  Ae(0) (@) (88)

_ Using that b(s) > 0 for s € s, s*], we can use the same analysis as in (69) to show that
A(s) < 2A(sy) < 3 for all s € [sg, s*]. From this and (88), we get |b(t*)|= |b(s*)|< d(a).
From (B6) we get that o* < (), contradiction with the choice of oy < . O

From the previous claim and (86]), we obtain b(t*) < —(a*)*. Again, by (58], (G6) and

(©63) we get that f((”’s); < d(ap), which implies

9 Stability of Blow-Up

Suppose that vy € H' and let v(¢) is a solution through ZK flow with initial data vy that
blows-up as 0 < T, < 400 and v(t) € T, for all t € [0,7,), with a* < v where v is chosen
like Lemma [I[3] Therefore we can demcopose v(t) as in Lemma [[3] with (X, b, e, x1, z5) such
that the orthogonalities (24]) hold on [0, 7}).

Now, take v, € H'NA,, asequence such that Ugy, — U In H'. Denote u,, the ZK flows
with initial data ug,, and denote by T,, its maximal time of existence. By the H' local theory,
for all T" < T,,, there exists Ny such that for all n > Ny, u, exists on [0,7"] and u,(t) — v(t)
in H! for all t € [0, T"], hence T, < liminf, . T},. Also, using the triangle inequality, there
exists Ny > Nj such that for all n > Ny, u,(t) € Tox with a* < o™ < v, hence we can
decompose as in Lemma [[3 with (A, by, 1,5, T2.n, €n) such that the orthogonalities (24)) hold
for e,, and the estimates (25]) hold for A, by, 1., T2

We state the following result that appears in [FHRY18| in Lemma 5.4 (see also [MMO0],
Appendix D for the gKdV case):

Lemma 21. For a smooth function x(x,y)

n R? with x(z,y) = 1 on |(z,y)|< 1 and
X(@,y) =0 on|(z,y)|= 2 set 1op(w,y) = x(5, 1), 1k

(0]
D), Lo(e,y) = 1 - lop(,y) for k € N.
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Let vy, be a sequence of H' initial data such that Vo — Vo N H' as n — 4o00. Let
v(t), respectively v, (t) be the solutions under the ZK flow corresponding to vy, respectively
Vo Assume that for all n > 0, v,(t) exists on [0, T3] for some Ty > 0, there exists C' > 0
such that maxcom)||vn(t)|| ;< C and there exists k > 0 such that ||v,(0)1sg]|2< £[|Q|| 22
Furthermore, assume vy(t) exists on [0,T1] and ||v(t)|| g < C. Then

vt € [0, Th],va(t) — v(t) in H' asn — +oo

and
vt € [0, Th],vn(t)1<p — v(t)1<p in L? asn — +oo

From this we have the following corollary:

Corollary 1. Assume all the conditions of the previous lemma hold. Moreover, suppose
up, accepts a decomposition as in Lemma 13 with (A, by, 1.4, T2.n) sSuch that €, satisfies the
orthogonalities ([24)) and there exists constants ¢, C

V[0, 1], 0 < ¢ < An(t) < C, by (0) = 0,21.,(0) = 0, 22,,(0) = 0.

Then, u(t) accepts a decomposition with (X, b, @1, &) such that e defined as in Lemma
satisfies the orthogonalities (24]) and

Vt € [0,T),en(t) = (t) in H', Ma(t) = A(E), bu(t) = b(t), 21.0(t) = F1(£), Ton(t) — Fa(t)
as n — +0o0.

Proof. We sketch a proof of the corollary (also see [MR04] Section 4.3, page 599). From
the decomposition we get that sup,cio zllen(t)|[z1 < C uniformly in n. Therefore, (23]) im-
plies that (A, by, Z10, T2n) and ((An)t, (bn)t, (T1.0)e, (T2,0)¢) are uniformly bounded. There-
fore, by Arzela-Ascoli lemma, there exists (A(t), b(t), 71 (t), Z(t))for all t € [0, T3] such that
(Ans by, 1., T2 ,) convereges uniformly to (5\, l~), T1,T5) as n — +o00. This fact together with
the previous lemma yields ¢, (t) — ¢(t) for all ¢ € [0, 77]. O

Now, we return to our proof of stability. Since ug, — vo in H I we have that all the con-
ditions in Lemma [21] are satisfied (we get ug 1>k — volsk, then |Jug,lskl|2< 2||volskl|2<
21@Q|| 22 for all k sufficiently big). Therefore, for 7" < T,, for all t € [0,T"], A, (t) — A1)

By the blow-up of v(t), we have A(t) — 0 as t — T,,. By a diagonalizing argument, we
get that there exists N such that for all n > N, A\, (t) — 0 as t — T,. Since ug, € Aa,,
by the classification theorem we get that u, blow-up for all n > N with the same law as in
Theorem As a consequence, we get that lim,, . T, = T,,.

Therefore, there exists p = p(vg) such that for all wy € H' N A,, with ||[vg — wo|l g < p,
then if w is the solution under the ZK flow with initial wy blows up with the same blow-up
rate as in Theorem

Remark 2. We observe that the same method could apply for any initial data from the Exit
Case, resulting that both the Blow-up and Ezit cases are stable.
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10 Strong Convergence in L? of the Asymptotic Profile

Suppose dsu + 0y, Au + u?d,u = 0 and that we are in the Blow-Up Case from Theorem [B1]
We are proving that there exists u* € L*(R?) such that

1 Q(xl—xl(t) Ty — xo(t)

O O ) >—>u*inL2 ast —T.

U(t, L1, x2) -

Take u(t,z1,@2) = (Qs + @)(t,21,22) with Qs(t,21,5) = 5iQy (P55, 25580 ) and
w(t, xy, x9) = L»5(15, n—mit) xz_“(t)). We observe that

NO) NO) NO)
1 x1 — x1(t) 9 — 2a(1) o e2=)
stz ("5 L G D) |, SPOFTS @0 e

which means it remains to prove that @(t) has a limit in u* in L.
The function 4 satisfies the equation 0,4 + 0., At + f(4),, + & = 0 with f(a) = (Qs +
@) — Q% and

) = sy [~ Wt 06P— (F0) A0 (U 1) @0 = T2 Q] (1 P 2 )

Dy

where U, = [(—AQy + Qp — @3y, — DAQS), & = xo + Y01 (XB
= u(t+7) and v, (t') = @, (') —a(t)

Let 0 < 7 < T and for all t € [0,T—7) we define . (¢)
for all ¢’ € [t,T — 7). Hence, v, satisfies:

Orvr + O, Avr + [f (@), (E+7) = f(@)2, ()] + ([§( +7) = F(@)] = 0

Define the unitary group {U(t)}i=>°_ associated to the linear operator of the Zakharov-
Kuznetsov equation, namely

g(t, x1,22) = U(t)go(ay, 22) = / I HE TP Tt g (¢ p)dedn. (90)

RZ

By Duhamel formula we have that for 0 <t <T — 7 —t,
tl
v (E +t w1, 20) =UR v, (t, 21, 10) + / UUEV (@), (" +t4+T) — f(0), (" + t)]dt”
0
tl
+/ UYUR" S +t+7)—F@" +t))dt”
0
(91)

We are going to use the method used by Lan |[Lanl6] and by Merle-Raphael [MRSI10| in
proving the strong convergence for the L? super-critical case for gKdV, respectively NLS.
We state the result of Foschi [Fos05] about the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates:
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Theorem 10.1. Consider a family of linear operators V(t) : H — L3t € R, where H is a
Hilbert space. Suppose the following properties of V (t) hold:

(1) Forallt e R,h € H :
VO3 < M1

(2) There exists a constant o > 0, such that for all f € LY N L% and t,s € R, there holds:
VOV () flles = |0||f||L
We say a pair (q,r) € [2,+00]? is o—acceptable if and only if they satisfy:
1 < 20(1 — %) or (q,r) = (+00,2).

Consider 0 < o < 1 and 20—acceptable pairs: (¢;,7;),1 = 1,2, such that the scaling rule

18 satisfied:
1 o 1 o
—+—+—+—=0
q1 ™ G2 T2

Then we have the following inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates:

where gy, 1y are the conjugates of qa, 7.

<

. 92 172
Lgl L;(l Lt LX

/ VOV

We also state the following theorem that appears in Faminskii [Fam95|, Linares, Pastor
[LP11]:

Theorem 10.2. (Lemma 2.3, [LP11)])
Let U(t) be the unitary group defined as in ([QQ). Then,

1U@)ALz,,, < 1AL

T2y’

> 1U@R] e

| ‘2||h||L Vt#o

zywgy MY 1112 zyap’

Using the previous two theorems, we get the following refined Strichartz estimates:

Corollary 2. For all %—acceptable pairs (q1,7m1) and (g2, 12), if they satisfy:

then there holds:
(92)

<l g,

™
LA Ly, =



Now, we return to our problem. Choose (+00,2), (g2,72) two 2—acceptable pairs, such

3
that the scaling rule is satisfied:
1 2 1

q2 319 3
From (@I), (92)) we get that, for 0 < ¢ < 7,

< ||U( ) ()HLoT T—t) L3, 2

+/ U F (@), ()"

||Ur||L[°;jT 12,

L[otoT T) L%I 2

+ / ' oy ") dt”

Lee L2

[t,T—7)"®122
Slor®llez,, H @l o + 181,
L[t,Tf‘r) 122 [t T—7)"%122

From now on, we will use from (72) that Ng(t) < AB77¢(t) and we can take n = 1, but
we will leave it as 7.
Step 1: Estimates on f(1),

Using a change of variables, i.e. y; = = xl(t

for i = 1,2 we get

M@0l = |5l - @il (2552 25m ) |
- @t Qi
A moll,,
5)\(t>2+_<HQb5y1‘ o +||Qb(Qb)y15|| ‘l'H(Qb)y152‘ v “'Hf%yl‘ﬂ-; )

We estimate each of these terms. Denote r > 0 such that Ti, = % + % For the first term,

N

by interpolation, we have

s <

7‘ ~
yl Y2

H5 Qb y1} |(Qb)y1|

[(Qb)y, |
2 Lr

Y192 Y192

Using that (72), (77), (78),

/ Jei@nls [ [ e@n+maralor [ [ eloorme

< e lZaNo(t) + AT () el ()2 M) mnEn2)

|(Qb y1
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WM%MC

Hence,

5//%&%//H%MWW//MMWMWESHWﬂWW”ﬂSL

3—n 2+'Y)

, 5 )\(t)c mln(

)
Lyly2

H62(Qb>y1

For the second term, by interpolation, we get

lew @Iy S len@ls 1@l
Y192

Using that (72), (78),

ol = [ [a@rs [ [ae+ [ [Sour

SNs(t) + A (@) Ve(B)[[ 72 M)
and ||Qs|| ;- S 1, therefore

LSART
yiyg

Hgyl (Qb)z‘

For the third term, by interpolation, we get

@)@l ., S 1e@odloy, 1@l

9192

Using that (72), (77,

ls@nlly, = [ [i@nr < [ [e@iw [ [2aapyr [ [ by

< Ni(t) + BN () + )22 ||2(2) | 22< A(E)eminG=n2+2y)
and ||Qs| ;- S 1, therefore
NP
Hg(Qb)lebH < A(t)emin(=h1E),
y1y2

For the fourth term, by interpolation, we get

S [y |l
g~ n Ly,
Y1Y2

2 } 2 < 2
Jewe i SI9ely el

Since r > 2, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality we have

3_ 1 1 _ 1

27 7 72 .i-i-
lell 2. . <||V6||Lz HéfHLz = Vel 2 el = 1vells H6H2 ’2

y1y2

Jun
Nl
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and pluging in the estimate and using ([78))

e’

2
)

Ty Y 141
oS IVelL 7 el S AU
Ly1y2 Yy1yY2 Y192
Deﬁne a= mm(

1,143, 1—|— ) By passing to the original spatial variables and noticing
that 1+ T— = E, it 1mphes

V@l ;) S —

er ~ i{_
EEOE
Using the previous estimates and that « > 1 > = we get

cx

2

[1f (@) <(/ : “ : ' : '
@l < / LT 7 / _di
Lty T)Lw21w2 t )\(t/)%_m t (T — t’)ﬁ(‘?_caqz)

W

(93)
¢ (a—-L) < (a—+
= (T =ty T = (T - )T
Step 2. Estimates on §.
Since
6Pl s S 1ol 72 IAQsl s, S L@yl S L@l 5 ST 5 S " s
ylyZ Y1Y2 Y192 Y1Yy2 Y1Yy2
we get by change of variables and by (25)
1
IBOI,» S ——= [||‘1’b|| O (1) + No(®) Pl
Loy )\(t) 9 Lyfyy ywz
9 1 1 c(1+-L) < 1
+O(O)+N6(O)2)IAQeNl vy +( @)l 7, +11(Qb)usll s )} — M) S ——=—
Ly, Ly, Ly, t) T2 )\(t) s
where & =1+ - ~soasa>1> ql,,
2
T 1 Qé i c (~_ 1 )
Sy e S| [ (=) @) ~@-nT (94)
[tT T)Lx21x2 t )\(t/)g_ca

For all ¢ > 0, from (89)), (O3), ([©4]) we have that there exists a t. close enough to 7" such
that for any t. <t < T,

i

sl o1, 22) = A(lt)Q(gj1 ;(f)l( -3 xQ )

1@l g o B <e

[t,T— ‘r)L 2 [tT ‘r)L a2

(96)

(95)
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Step 3. Estimates on ||v.(t)]| Lz

12

By the triangle inequality we get

[a(te +7) = a(te)l ez, < lJulte +7) = ulte)| 2

T1T2

1 w1 — x1(te) T2 — 20(te)
t€7 ) - )
+ ‘ Qs(te, x1,2) A(te)Q< A(te) A(te) ) L2 (82)
1 xy —x(te +7) w2 — wa(te +7)
T ' QS(tE + 7T 1'2) B )\(ta + T)Q( )\(ta + 7') ’ )\(ta + ’7') ) L2(R2)

1 x1 — x1(te) @9 — 29(t) 1 1 — 21 (te +7) @2 —xo(te +7)
)\(tE)Q< At A(¢) ) Y +7‘)Q< AMt-+7) 7 AMto+71) )

From the H' theory, i.e. u € C([0,T), H'), there exists 7o = 19(t.) € (0,7 — t.) such that
V0 < 7 < 719, we have

|
L2(R2)

lu(te +7) —u(t)||Lz  <e. (97)

Tr1x T

Define F(t,z1,25) = 4 [ﬁQGl;ZS(”’ ”;g(t)ﬂ and the last term can be written as
xi—xi(t)

where here we used Minkowski’s inequality. By doing a change of variable (i.e. y; = NG
for i = 1,2) we get

fetr te+T7
[l at< [
te T1T2 t

We estimate the first term using (73])

/tEM )‘t‘< /terT—l dt =1 ( Tt >< T <
[ C = In
L IXI=) T T—t.—7)>T—t.—7=°

the last inequality being true for a small enough 7. For the second term, using (75

te+T7 te+T7
/ (1) < c/ (T — 1)
te te

A
the last inequality being true for a small enough 7. Lastly, for the third term using (70)

/ts‘l'T
te

te+7 te+T7
/ Pt o, a)dt|| < / VPt 20,2l e dt
te L2 te w2

12

(ll'l)t
A

At (z2);
3 1@y, [

1Quallzs )

1AQIL;  +|

3 T
37Cdt = = S £
(T —t)(T —t. — )5

(1'2)t
A

1 T
c

te+T1 1 te+T7
5/ —dtgc/ (T —t) 5edt = ——— <e¢
e A0 b (T —t.)5=
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the last inequality being true for a small enough 7. Hence, there exists 7, = 71(¢.) such that
for all 0 < 7 < 7 we get that

<e

o5 ) - e e )

T1T2

(98)
Hence, from (@5)), (97), ([@8) it yields that there exists a 7 = 7(¢.) such that for all 0 < 7 < 7,

[o-(t)l| z,,, < Ce.

Step 4. Conclusion.
From the previous steps, we get that for 7 < 7 we get that
’|UTHLF§T77)L§112 < Ce.
Now, choose ty with max (T — 7,t.) < T. Then, for all t1,ty € (to,T),t1 < to,to —t1 =7 < 7.
From everything above, we have:

lii(ta) — () lzz,,, = o (002, < llor s < Ce.

z2 [t,T*T)L%112 -
Hence, a(t) is a Cauchy sequence in L? as t — T. Therefore, there exists u* € L? such that
a(t) »> u*in L2 ast — T.

We remark that

1 xl—xl(t) LUQ—IL’Q(T,)
)\(t)Q< N0 )

U(t, Xy, 113'2) -

= [lu"l 2,

2
LzlzZ

implies ||u*||z2> 1 (||luoll 2—||Ql£2) > 0, therefore u* # 0.
Since,

b(t) y T = T1()\ 21— 31 (t) zo — ot
‘Ti)x(‘b(t)‘ O ) ) 7 O %)

therefore

Ve
e ()

(Ve) (t, x1 —x1(t) a9 — :cg(t)>

OO ~ XD,

1
A1)

L0
p R

~ >\c(2—w)—2(t)’

Vi 2> A2(8)[1 — AT (¢)]> = 400 as t — +00,

since ¢ < 2. Thus the convergence to u* cannot be in H!.

11 Blow Up for E; <0

We start with an orbital stability result that appears in [Mer0l] (Lemma 1), [MMO02b]
(Lemma 1) for the one-dimensional cade in regards with the gKdV equation. We reiter-
ate the result for the two-dimensional case.
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Theorem 11.1. There exists ay > 0 such that the following property holds true. For all
0 < o < ay, there exists 6 = §(a’) > 0, with 6(a/) — 0 as o/ — 0, such that for all
ue HY(R?),u #0, if

a(u) < o, Blu) < o///|vu\2,
then there exists x1,y; € R and ¢y € {—1,1} such that
1Q — eodou( Nz + 21, Aoy + y1) [ 11 < 6(),

with
V|

Ao = .
D IVl

We include the proof of this theorem in Appendix D [l for the sake of completeness.

Suppose now that we have an initial data uy € A,, with Ey < 0 and take a; from Theorem
M1 small enough compared to a* (implying that €y(¢) is constant for all ¢), by the same
theorem we get that u(t) belongs to the tube 7,+ on the maximal existence interval [0, 7).
This means the solution u(¢) cannot be in the Exit Case. Denote by (A(t),b(t), x1(t), z2(t))
to be the geometrical quantities arising from a decomposition of u(t) as in Lemma I3

Case 1: £, < 0.

By the conservation of the energy (4Il), we get

N ()| Eo|+|| Vel 225 |b(t) [+ Ns(t) — 0 as t — oo,

so A(t) — 0 as t — oo, so we cannot be the asymptotic law in the Soliton Case of Theorem
Rl which implies that the solution blows up.

Case 2: £y =0.

Again, by the conservation of the energy (41]) we have that

IVe(®)[|2.< |b(t)|+Ne(t) — 0 as t — oo.

Suppose by contradiction that we are in the Solition Case of Theorem Rl Therefore, there
exists C* such that
|b(t)|< C*NA(t) (99)

for all t € [0, +00). Thus, by the dispersive estimates (&7), we obtain

400 +00 +00
/ IVe(t)|Zadt’ < / BV dE + [ No()dt < Ne(t) + [B(0)P= 0, as £ — +o0,
t t

t

We state a lemma that appears in (Appendix C, [MR06]|) adapted to our setting.

Lemma 22. Let w € H'(R?), then we have the following estimate:

//wlngQ §C’D2<//w26_|y1+//|Vw|2>.
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Proof. We include for completeness a short proof. Suppose v € C§°(R). By a simple contra-
diction argument, we get there exists yo € [0, 1] such that [v(yo)|?< 3 [v2e~ . Then writing
that v(y) = v(yo) + [ vy(z)dx, we get

yO

[ rwa=e [ (-l [ oy (o) )y

< CD2</U26_y| +/v§).

By the density of C§°(R) in H'(R), the conclusion holds for all v € H'. The Lemma follows
by applying the conclusion to the function w(-,y,) = v and then integrating in ys. O

As a corollary of the above lemma we have

//yl@ ) < CD*Ni(1). (100)

Lemma 23. Suppose x € C2(R) a function with supp(x) € [—1,1] and denote xp(-) = x(F)-
We have the following improvement of the above estimate: there exists C' > 0 independent of

D, such that for tqg > 0,

//62(to,y1,yz)><p(y1)SC/\/s(to)JrCmm(N (to), DNa(to)) / ‘//

Proof. We have the following equation for ¢ :

A
et v, y2) = =0y Ae — F — bGP — f(€)y, + ;A5+ (71 )\) (w2):

f(e)=(Qv+2)*—Q3, &= xp+7y1(Xp)y and

50 = [~ w— (3 )80 (U2 - 1)@~ (C22) (@] (10

We compute

th// XD—__// (XD)y // (XD)un // (XD)yryiwm //f €)ypEXD
_//S&?XD—bt//Cbpé?XD‘f—%// 5 g€ XD + (:E;)t//asmx[)
> =5 [ 1910t [ [ 20w = [ [ Homeno- [ [520
[ faren [ [erens 2 (x2)

€€y XD €€y, XD
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> —%//|v5|2—//e2l(xD)y1ywl|—)//f(e)yngD - ’//&EXD’
—bt//CbP€xD+——//e 1 (XD)y, + (21)s // (w2):

Step 1: Estimates on [ [ €2|(XD)z1z1z |- We have by a change of variables and applying
the lemma (I00) that

- 1 1 1
[ #100hnl= 5] [ [ Gl D) < OG0

Step 2: Estimates on |[ [ f(e)xexp| We compute by integration by parts

’//f(f)ylexf:)’ = ‘3//Q§55ylxg+3//Qb525y1XD+3//535y1XD‘

5//’@17(@7);;152‘+//Q552+//‘(Qb)y153‘+//‘Qb€3‘+//54
S//Qb(@b)y152+//QgE2+//‘(Qb)y153|+//‘Qb53‘+//54

For each term, we use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the smallness ||| 2< 1
from (B4) to get

’//Qb@byl ’<N2 t) + b (t)

[ [ (@] S M)+ O 19l BN )

[ [@)] sdao + polvle. | [ [ 0] s Ival-

Now, putting together all the estimates,
[ [1s@eltn| £ 460+ 80 + V02 cru).

553/2 XD

‘<N2 ) + b (1),

Step 3: Estimates on ’ff&sxp‘.
We have by previous estimates

‘//AQbexD‘ < //\AQb6|dy1dy2 < N £ O,

| / / (Qnexo| / / Q) ldyadys < NG () + |b(t)[1+3
‘// @ 925XD‘ S //\ Qo) eldyrdyz S NF (8) + [b(1) '3,
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‘//\I]ngD‘ S//I\I’beldyldyzif\/;+2(t),

and by the estimates (25) we get
| [ [ 5exo| < 0@+ MO0 + BOI) < C0 + BOR) < CAR)

Step 4: Fstimates on @ [ [eeyxp-

Using that |(x1)], [A(t)]|~ 1,
6691XD‘ 5 ‘//520@?)%1

Step 5: Estimates on "2 [ [ec, vp.
Using that |A(¢)|~ 1, and |(z2)|< b2 (¢ )+N2 ) from (25), we obtain from (@9) that

5 ////%XD\“’?Q )+ NG \//aeym\wzf )+ NG (1) el Vel 2

< (BP(1) + N (1) (B(E) N3 (1) < Na(t) +B(t) < Nah).

(ll'l)t

(101)

Now, by integrating in time on [tg, +00), we have

gggO// o= [ [tz [ [ [I9:0ls,,0¢ - /OONQu')dt
/(bPexD )\t C’/

bt

bt g? Y1 XD XD

)\t

> CN3 to P€XD 6 U1 XD XD

By (I00), we have hmt_m i f e*(t)xp =0, therefore

/ / e*(to)xp S Nas(to)+ bt Pexp 21 (XD )y / e2(XD)y,
to
Step 6: Estimates on ft [ [E0y(xp)y
We will prove that
D . 1
N e (t)y1(xp)y, | S min(Ny (t), DNa(t)).

At

S| < b(@)[+N5 (t) from @5) and [y1(xp)y |< [[Y1xy, [|zoe, from ([I00) we

1)/
5leD

Case 1. Using
get that

< (B NE ) g xon Lo~ / / I ) el
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< (1B(1) +NZ () [y X0 | 2= DAZ < Cllyas llz= DN ().

Case 2.
Now we do the second estimate [, 2 [y,

(%) = [ % 1 J o, where n(un) =
Y1 Xy (y1)7 SO Supp(n) g [_17 1]777 € CS(R) and WD(yl) -

(%)
By the sharp equation for A from Lemma [I4] for J(t) = 2# t), [ I AQ) we have that
A d =\ )
T —b+ dtJ+ AJ+O(b + Na).

Observe that |J(t)|< NQ% (t). Hence

o [ [ 0]
/to)\//gﬁD— /tob//gnD_'_to )\J e"np
+/ Jt//527’][)+/ O(b2+N2)//€2T]D.

to to

We estimate the following terms by (57), (84), ([@9):

(| S [ MOOIS Natto),

/ // nD\</ (IBOI+NE ()N (1)1 /Aé < Nito).
/to 0w o)+ s [ [ nDN/ Na()lle )25 Na(to).

Now we focus on the last term.

/ o [ [ =1 [ [ Eoml - /: 105 ([ [ m)
1) [ [ amo~ [ a0 5( [ [ em)

J(t)//ez(t)m)\ §N2%(t)||s||2m—> 0ast— 0.

Also, we notice that ‘J(to) i f52(t())77D’ < /\/2%(250). Let treat the term

/: J(O%( / / SO /t ) [—gJ(t) / / &2 (11p)n —%J(t) / / 2 (o)
+J(t)//62(77D)y1y1y1 _J(t)//f(&f)ylﬁnl)—J(t)//SgnD_J(t)bt//ganpg

105

where we used



—J(t)% / / e2y1(np)y, + J(t) (x;)t / / 55y1nD]dt.

We estimate all the terms that appear using part a) in Lemma [T4k

50 [ [l 0 [ [ monl 70 [ [ 200
50 [ [ 1@ ][]0 [ [ sen| < rst0

03 [ [ o] SN OUOHNZ )]l Mal0),

OS2 [ [ cepnn] € AFOAFOlel2S M),

We have the last term to bound ftzo J(t)b: [ [ ConpPe. For that denote gp(t) = [ [ GmpPe(t).
We note that [gp(¢)|< min(D, [b(t)|~)z, so [b(t)gp(t)|< |b(t)]' 2. By integrating by parts,

S NQ(t)a

Y

oo

/ " T (0hgn = OO 0] — [ g+ [ " Tblgn):

to to to

= —ttn)an(to) — [ (3+00) = 3T+ 00 +A5(0) 0o () + [ IO 90,

to to
where we used that |J(t)b(t)gp(t)|— 0 as t — oo and the sharp equation (I4]) for J(t).
Therefore |.J(to)b(t0)gp (o)< Na(to)2|b(to)] "7 < Na(to) and also

| (% he %](t) O (1) + Na(t) )b(1)gn ()] < No().

We claim that we can bound pointwise (gp); by

(g0l S 1+ (D)+AG (1)) min(D, [b(6)] )2 + No(t) min(D, [b(5)| 7).

The claim is similar to the slightly more complicated one that appears in Step 7. We omit
the repetition of the proof here and we refer the reader to Step 7, Claim (I02)).

Thus |J(t)(gp):b| < Na(t), which implies ftzo J(t)bth‘ < Ns(tg) which in turn gives

/: 104 / / (b)) | S Nalto)
/t:o%//e%)np) < N2 (k).

This yields the estimate

/00 Jt//€2(t)77p‘ S./\/é% (to), and so
to
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Step 7: Estimates on ftzo be | [ GPexp.

Denote
= / / GxpPedydys,.

First, for any D > 0, by (84) we have that

ol ([ [ o) //mzﬂ < lle(®)ll 3., min(D, [b(t)| ) <

which proves that fp(t) is a well-defined function in ¢. Also, we see that
() fo(B)IS llellzs,,, ()72 = 0, as t = +oo.

As an alternative bound, we have

(t)fp(t)]< (//52xp)2|b(t)|1—3.
Let’s denote x = xp( P.

Claim. We have the following bound:
[(Fp)elS 1+ ([bl+A) min(D3, b 7%) + N (t) min(D, [b]77)

and [b(fp):(£)[S Na(t).

Proof of the Claim.Using the modulated flow equation, we compute

| fra | [ | [ty ] fror

+%//>ZA5+ (x;%//x(syljt (x/i)t//;g%
_//Xylylylg_//XymylﬂﬂL//)Zylf(&)—//XS
—bt//XDgl?PQ_l'@//)leﬂ—F%//X . (z2):

hence we have

(fo)] <

lellzs, ,, + 1 Xuoyam Iz, el s, 4l X0 Qoe ez,

y1y2 Y192 Y192

bt//XDCl?P2’
O e [

Y192

L P P P

Ey2X7

o(a

[NIES

0) D>,

(102)



1 _a
We note that [Ty 2., IR 22, [Rompan 12, 1 %1z, S min(DE, b(e)| %), also
1Qsellz , < Qs Nlellzz < 1and by the Gaghardo—Nlrenberg inequality we have ||53]|L51y2§

Yyivy2 — Y192 1y2 ™~

He’:‘HLgly2 IVellrz,, - Using the estimates (23), we have

S, +E0) + NZ () (IAQulL 12

Y1v2

ISl H(@b)ya Iz, +11(Qb)ys [ 2

We estimate each of the terms together with using the inequality |b(¢)|< Na(t), the smallness
of Na(t), we get:

yiy2 7~ 9192)

Y192

12s()ll2z,,, S (B82S INR(0)]E,

(1 () + N5 () (IAQsllzg,,, + @)yl +1(Q0)ya

Therefore,

R () + N (1),

Y192 Y1y2 9192)

1) < BA(E) + N (1),

y1y2 °~

For the other term, we have

bt//XDCgpz

For the next term, using that (z,); = 1+ o(1),|P,, (y1,%2)|< e 1¥171%2l and by a change of

variables, we obtain
1
[ [rwoaracls A

y 1 _a
[ [iowmapels 5 [ [our6r) el s 4 mndk o),

I/ |xD<cb>y1Pe|,s|b<t>|'Y( / [ G e P?) el 1O min(D%, o)),
Therefore,

S (b(t) + Na(t)) min(D, [b(t)| 7).

1

S b 2N (1)

Z'1

Following, we get

< (B(t) + N (1)) min(D, [b(t)| )%,

Eya| =

< [b(t)|+NF (1), and

[ Jusem ] fie | frse ] [

[ [ xoapels min(o2 o)

For the last term, using that

At
pY

thus
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| [rwotmpyels as o),
[ [wtwhnarets ([ [ (%) 0 (i) i, < minh oo ),
[ [bon@npels ([ [xobroiicaorme?) el , < minok ),
[ [ xoGiPclS min(D4 oo )

[ [1x06Prels min(D2 o) ).

T[] ] = (oA ) A 0+ min(D. 6] 1) < Asle)+ (O (2) min D, o) )

Therefore

Putting all the estimates together, we get

[(Fo)d S 1+ (BO]+HAZ (1)) min(DX, [b(t)] ~#) + Na(t) min(D, [b(t)| )

and therefore |b(¢)(fp):(t)|.< Na(t), thus the claim is proved.
We apply integration by parts to get

| teto = sl = [ bl

S IO o)+ / “pdar oI ( [ [Eon) + [T as
Sor( [ @) + a5,

where in the last inequality we used the dispersive estimate (57)) and (99). Thus,

Pexp| §C<|b(t)|1‘5<//52(t)x,g>%+N3(t)>.

hence by (102),

o
t

00
by
t

Step 8:
Putting all the estimates together, we get

3 [ [20xo <onsm+cwor-i( [ [eon) +cmnwd o, oz

+e| [ [0,
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Therefore, there exists ¢y > 0 such that for all ¢ > ¢,

//52(t)XD§CN3(t)+Cmin(N (t), DA:) +C/ ‘//

Now, we get back to our problem.

Lemma 24. We have that ||5(t)||L51y2—> 0 ast — oo.

Proof. We construct a cut-off function p € C4(R) With supp(p) € [—1,1], p,, > 0 on [—1,0],
py <0on [0,1] and p >0 on [~1,1], p > 5 on [~3, 3]. Denote pD(yl) = p(%5). By applying
Lemma (23) for x = p,,, we get that

R R e

/ / 2(1)](pp)l< C / /D )| (P 5 min (NG (1), DAG (1)

D t )// pD Yy1y1

where we used [ [ e*(t) < No(t) and (I00) at the last inequality.
Now, by applying the Lemma (23) to x = p,

//D D (to)S//az(to)pDSCJ\@(tO)+Cmin(N (to), DN2)(to +C/ // (D) |

< ONi(to) + ONZ (o).

< ON;(t)

Now, letting D — oo we get that

le(8)]|2< CNA(t) + CNE(E) 5 0 as ¢ — oo,

Wrapping up the proof for the case Ey = 0, from Lemma 24] we have

//uodxldzvg // (t)dzidzy = //Qb(t (y1,y2) + &(t, yl,yz)]
://Q2+//b(t)xb(t)PQ+//b(t)xb(t)Pe+//62(t)+bz(t)//X§P2 —>//Q2

as t — oo. Therefore ||ug||z2= ||@Q||L2, contradiction since ug is not of minimal mass.

Remark 3. We observe that if ug is not equivalent to QQ up to scaling and translations, the
case Ey = 0 implies blow up for the solution u(t).
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Appendix A

Lemma 25 (Sobolev Lemma). Suppose that u € H*(R?) and a positive function § € H'(R?)
such that |0,,1< 0 and |0,,|< 0. We have that

//u‘l@dxldxgg?)”uH%z // ol + ul))0dzdas,
172

//u39dxld$2 S\/§HUHL%1£2// U +u +u )edl'ldl'g
Proof.

// 49_// u202u%07 </ max(u’f> )nﬁx(ﬁe%)d:ﬁldmz
max(u?9?)da / max(u20% )dz,
<4//|8x1u29 \//|8x2u
<4 //|uuz1|92+ 2|9x1| //|uuz2|92+ 2|9x2|)
<atuli[( [ [z0) 45 ([ [wo) Tt [( [ [a0) +5( [ [wo)]
§4<//u2>g[//(u +ux1+um2)9}
<l [ [, + e

where we used that |max,, f|< [|0,, f|dx and that % < @2, for i = 1,2. and using this and
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

st
S\/§||u||Lz<//(u2+uil+u§2)9>é(//u29)é
<Vl [ [+, 442,00

O

Lemma 26. Suppose that u € H'(R?) and a positive function 6 € H'(R?) such that |0,,|< 6,
|91'2|§ 97 |9$11‘1|§ 97 |9x2x2|§ 9 Let

A1://u2u§19+//u2u529+//u4«9



A2://uilzlejt//uim@—l—//uzﬁ.

Then we have Ay < |lul|32As.

Proof. We start with the following claim.
Claim We have that [ [u®0 < |jul|3.A;.
Proof of Claim

// 69—// W02uP07 </ max( 39%)max(u39%)dx1dx2
max(u 9 de/maX U203 2)dxy
<4//|ax1 (u9}) \//mm (u9})
1
2 032
< 4ul| 2 //u2u29 // 49 ||u||L2[ //u2u29
< z
_4 //u 1 //u(u +ux1+ux2)9]

< 3[|ull7- A

and the claim is proven.
By integration by parts,

//uzuiﬂ = —//usuxﬁmi — //u?’umm — 2//u2u2 0

hence

of for0=3] fone | [

Since

[ foos (] [on ] fonb (] [ (] o)

//usumﬂﬁ (//u%f(//uime)

Hence we get from this and the claim that

//u2ui1«9+//u2ui29+//u495//|u3um1m1‘9+//\ugux2x2‘9+/1/\u4|9
([0 {9/ 20

hence A; < HuHLzA A2 and so A; < [Jul%,
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Appendix B

We proceed with the proof of Lemma [I4]
The proof of a) is a consequence of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
For b), we project the modulation equation (20) onto [*' AQ and using that (e, L(AQ)) =

—2(£,Q) =0, (Q,AQ) = (Qy,, [7). AQ) = 0 and notice that (AQ, [ AQ) = 3 [([ AQdy:)*dy, =
2CQ.

L [0 = e [ 30) - (B Y- (e [ 0
+ (% +b)20q + b(% +0) (ACwP). /_: AQ) - b((x;)s ~1) (0P AQ)
2 (o [ 400) = (00 m 0P [ 20Q)
~ (. /_ : AQ) + (Rui(e) + Rile), AQ)

We have the following estimates

) |3 |16, pAQ)IS ([bl+ M= + () MIM= S0+ M+ 5(v")M,

i) | 2]](e02 [7 AQ)| S (BIH+-M? + () MIME S 8+ M+ 3(v) M,

i) ( 2 _ 1) (e, AQ)} < (B2 + M5+ 5 MM < b+ M+ 5 )M,

iv) |2 (e, [ (AQ),, )
v) [b(% +8) (AGGP), [ AQ)| S I + ME +8(v") M) S B + M+ 6(v) M,

< (B2 + Nijoe + 6()MIMz < b 4+ M + 6(v*) M,

A

vi) [b(58 = 1) (P AQ)| S IBI(B? + M3 4+ 0()M) S B+ M+ 3(v) M,

s ((Xb+vy1xby1 o ki )‘562+M+5(V*)/\;l,

vii)

viti) | (W, /%, AQ)| S ¥
ix) |(Ryz(e), AQ)|S M+ 5(v*)M,
x) |( ( ), AQ)|S [bIM2 + B2 M: S B+ M.

Since 5(e, [ “' AQ) = J and putting together i)-x), we get the equation
A A , . . . .
_ Sy (= — < 32 *
}dSJ+AJ <A+b>‘ O?) + O(M) + o(M) < B2+ M + 5(v")M.

The proof of ¢) is similar to b).
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Appendix C

We proceed with the proof of Lemma [I7T We use z,y for the spatial variables. For this, we
require the following Virial Lemma:

Lemma 27. There exists p > 0 such that, for all v € H'(R?),
1
(L) = [ [0 02407 - 302 + 650Qu0) 2 ol (0, QP
0

Proof. Let A =1— 302 — 8; —3Q% + 62QQ,. From [FHRY1S|, we get that the spectrum
of A = {M\}UIL +o0) with \; = —0.4302, and denote ¢, the eigenvector associated to
A1, with ||¢1] 2= 1. Using numerical simulations they found that (Q,¢1) =~ 0.9902]|Q|| .2
and (Qg, ¢1) ~ —0.0000||Q||2. We continue with the angle lemma from the same authors
I[FORY1S):

Let P, be the projection on ¢y, namely P;f = (f, ¢1)¢1. This means that (I — P;)A has
spectrum bounded below by A, = 1 (note that Ay > \;). Also, denote g = , hence

llgllzz= 1 and (g, ¢1) = 0.9902 and let 0 < § < 7 with cos 8 = (q, ¢1).
Claim. Let w € H' with ||w|/z2=1 and (w, Q) = 0, then

Q
QI L2

(Aw,w) > 0.972||w]|2..

Proof of Claim. Suppose w = ¢jcosa +w; with 0 < a <7 and (wy,¢1) =0, so ||wy| 2=
sina (since ||wl|/2= 1) and g = ¢y cos B + g1 with (g1, ¢1) = 0, so ||q.||2= sin 8 (since
lallze=1).

Since (w, q) = 0 = cosacos B+ (w1, q1), hence |cosa cos B|= |(wi, ¢ )|< |wi|lr2llqL| 2=
sin asin 3. We get that cos? a cos? 8 = cos? a(1 —sin? 8) < (1 —cos? a) sin? 3, hence |cos a|<
sin 8. Therefore, as (w,,¢1) =0, Aw = cosaAp; + Aw; = A\ cosapy + Aw,,

(Aw,w) = A\ cos® a+ (Aw,,w;) = A cos’ a+ (I — P))Aw,,w,)
> A\cos?a+ A sinfa =X — (A — A)cos®a
> A — (AL — Ap)sin? 8 > 1 —1.4302(1 — 0.9902) ~ 0.972

hence, from all w € H' with w € Q+,
(Aw,w) > 0.9]lw|72

and the claim is proven. .
Now, take sup, ,|3Q* — 62QQ.|= C, so

(Aw, w) = //(3%3 +wy) = sup|3Q° — 62QQu|l|w| 72> [|w|[F —(1 + C)llwlZ:
Y

and for the claim we get
0.9
Aw,w) > —|w||?:.
() 2 =l
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As a corollary, there exists p > 0, such that for all v € H*,

1
/ / 30202 4 o = 302 4 62QQu0* 2 (0, QP

For this, take v = w + a@Q with (w,Q) = 0, meaning that o = (v, Q). Hence, using the
lemma above for w since (w, Q) = 0,

//31}3 + U; + 0% = 3Q%* + 62QQ,v* = //(?ﬂui + wz +w? — 3Q*w? + 62QQ,1%)
+ 20 / /(wQ +w,Q, + w,Q,) + a? / /(Q?; + Q1+ Q* - 3Q" + 62Q.Q°)
+ 2a//(—3@3 + 62Q,Q%w

> uloly2a [ [u-aQ+Q)+a? [ [(-20"+ 0000 + 20 [ [(-30° + 600,00

= - 1
> Bl —ka® > § ol —Ko® > il —=o®

where fi = min{%, K} and we used that —AQ +Q — Q* =0, JJ(@+Q2+Q;—Q") =0
and [Jw]|7.= [[v]|72—a?[|Q]|7.- O

Lemma 28. There exists > 0 and By := Bo(u) > 0, such that if B > By, for all v e H*,
// (302 +v + 02 = 3Q%* + 62QQ,v?) >,u// v+v 4 0? ——//ve 3

{\x\<5} {le|< 2}
(103)

Proof. Let ¢ be a smooth function such that
1 1
((x) =0 for |z|> 5,((3:) =1 for |z|< Z’O <(<1lonR.

Set © = v(p where (p(r) = ((%). Using the corollary of the above lemma, we get that

3u//v+1— //v+v —3//Q2v2+6//xQva>——//vQ
Now
[[a=] [ua+ | [ewi-5m= [ [aa- [ [
S//{:c<5}v +_//lml<B}
[Ie=] ]
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and since Q(z,y) < e™*1/2 and [2Q,Q|< e7171/2 for all z € R

_3//62262 B _3//@%2@%g - _3//{|:c|<3}Q2U2jL?)//B<ac<B}QzU2(1 -
_3//{“?}@%2 e //E<w<§}02
6 / / 2Q, Q% = 6 / / Q. Qv
:6//{x<§}xQxQ1)2—6//§<x<§}$Qvaz(1—§J23)

< 6// xQxQU2+6e_§// v?
{lzl<3} 2 <lel<3}
Also, using (v,Q) =0,

[ - |//v@cB\=\//v@(l—cBﬂge—%(//zﬂe—%)é

Taking B such that 9e~% + C < £ we get
s-nff RN / /{ o)
3 oy @] gy @05 [
2(B—M)//{x<3}v§+(1—u)//{ws}(vZﬂLvQ)
—3/ I R s

)y A Yoy YT
o= b o

hence

3// v§+// (v§+v2)—3// Q202+6// Q. Qu?
{lzl< 5} {lzl< 5} {lzl< 5} {lzl< 5}
> // v +v +v v2e 7.

=2 {lol<£}
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Appendix D

Theorem 11.2. There exists ac; > 0 such that the following property holds true. For all
0 < o < ay, there exists 6 = 6(a/) > 0, with 6(a/) — 0 as o/ — 0, such that for all

ue HY (R?),u #0, if
alu) <ad, E(u) < a'//|Vu|2,

then there exists x1,y1 € R and ¢y € {—1,1} such that
1Q — eoXou(Nox + 21, Aoy + y1) || < (),
with
1Y@l
[Vl

In order to prove this result, we will go through several steps that appear in the works

of Martel, Merle ( [Mer01], Lemma 1), ( [MMO02b], Lemma 1).
Claim 1.The variational characterization of Q: for v € H'(IR?), if

0<//v2§//Q2andE(v)§0,

then there exists A > 0, (zo, o) € R?, ¢y € {£1} such that v = eQAQ(A(x — o), My — 1))
This appears in [WeiS5]. As a corollary of this claim, we get that if v € H'(R?) with

)=0,[ [v2=[[Q% [ [|IVv*= [ [IVQ]? is equivalent to
v =€6Q(x — xo,y — Yo)- (104)

Lemma 29. Let (v,),>1 be a sequence in H'(R?) such that

//v —>//Q2 cmd//|an|2 //|VQ|2 and E(v,) < 0.

Then, there exists a sequence €, € {£1} and a sequence T, in R* such that

€nn(- + x_n)) — Q in H'.
Proof. We proceed by contradiction. By concentration compactness method, there exists a
subsequence wy, = vn(- + ) — V in L? and w, = va(- + ;) = V in H'. By Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality, we have

lwn = VIza S llwn = Vil e llon = Vi = 0 as 7 — oo

SO W, — V in L4. By passing to a Subsequence, we have that
= — —_ = - n - n n — .
E(V 5 VU L2 1 U\ 14 lnIIl mn 5 Vw L2 1 Wnll a4 lnlﬂ inf E(w
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This implies, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, E(V)=0,s0w, —Vin H.
Thus, we get that [ [VZ= [ [Q* E(V) =0, ff|VV|2 J [IVQI?, then by the above
corollary T04] we get V = eoQ(- + 7)), Wlth eo € {:tl} Hence,

Eo)mun()\n7 + 1,7)”) — @ in L? which leads to a contradiction.

O

Proof of Theorem[I1.1l By contradiction, suppose there exists a sequence (u,),>1 of func-
tions in H'(R?),u,, # 0, such that

JL%//“iS//QQ’E&fﬂv)|2§0‘

We set A\, = ffj[llvVQ\z and v, = Ayun (A, 7). We see that [ [vi=][u?and [ [|Vv,|*=

[ [IVQ|*. By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality we get

T 230 ff@2)

and since lim,, o a(u,) < 0,lim, T f‘(“” E <0, it follows that

By direct calculations, we have:

E() = o WW [ [ivap<oc [ [ivap= [ [war

Therefore the sequence (vy,),>; satisfies the conditions of Lemma 29 hence €,v,(- + z,,) —
(@ as n — oo, which yields contradiction. O

Appendix E
Matlab Code

We present the code in computing the constant ¢ as defined in (2]). We use the definition of
¢ from (26) that allows us to apply the computational machinery. Define F' as the unique
solution of the system

{_FW +F=— [ AQdy, = g(y2) (105)

limy, oo F(y2) = limy, oo F'(y2) = 0.
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

It follows that
2 [, P (= [ AQuy )dy,
o0 o0 2
I (f_oo AQdyl) dys

Our numerical computations gives that ¢ ~ 1.6632. Below we include the code used for
the computations.

= C.

% Define grid and parameters
L = 100;

Nx = 200; Ny = 200; Nt = 100;
dx = 2xL/(Nx—1);

dy = 2xL/(Ny—1);

dt = 1/Nt;

X = linspace(*L, L’ NX);

y = linspace(—L, L, Ny);

[X, Y] = meshgrid (x, y);

% Initial condition and boundary conditions for Q
Q = exp(—sqrt(X.72 +Y."2));
Q(:,1) = 0; Q(:,end) = 0; Q(1,:) = 0; Q(end,:) = 0;

% Implicit finite difference method (assuming temporal dynamics
are relevant)
alpha = dt / dx"2;
beta = dt / dy~2;
for n = 1:Nt
for i = 1:Ny
diagonal = (1 + 2xalpha) * ones(1, Nx);
off Diagonal = —alpha * ones(1, Nx—1);
A = diag(offDiagonal , —1) + diag(diagonal) + diag(
off Diagonal , 1);
b=Q(i, :); % Current state of the row
Q(i, :) =A \ b’; % Solve linear system
end
end

% Plot Q

figure;

surf (X, Y, Q);

title (’Solution Q(x, y)’);
xlabel ('x7);

ylabel ("y");

zlabel (7Q7);
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35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

% Compute g(y)

dQ_dy =

[diff(Q, 1, 1) / dy; zeros(1l, Nx)|; % Boundary

approximation

Y

g =y’ .* trapz(x, dQ dy, 2); % Ensure g is a column vector

% Solve

for F(y) with Dirichlet conditions

M = length (y);
C = spdiags (|ones(M, 1), —2xones(M, 1), ones(M, 1)], —1:1, M, M);

d =—-dy"2 x g;

C(1, :) = zeros(1l, M); C(1, 1) = 1; d(1) = 0;
CM, :) = zeros (1, M); C(M, M) = 1; d(M) = 0;
C=C / dy 2 — speye(M);

F=C)\ d;

% Plot F

figure;

plot (y, F);

title (’Solution F(y) with Dirichlet Boundary Conditions’);

xlabel (”

v

ylabel ("F7);

% Comput

numerato

e constant c¢
r = 2 x trapz(y, F .x g);

denominator = trapz(y, g."2);
¢ = numerator / denominator;

% Display results

disp (| "Computed c¢: ', num2str(c)]);
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