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CONSTRUCTION OF A MINIMAL MASS BLOW UP SOLUTION OF
THE MODIFIED BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION

YVAN MARTEL AND DIDIER PILOD

ABSTRACT. We construct a minimal mass blow up solution of the modified Benjamin-Ono
equation (mBO)

ue + (u® — D'u), = 0, (mBO)
which is a standard mass critical dispersive model. Let @ € H? , @ > 0, be the unique ground
state solution of D'Q + Q = @3, constructed using variational arguments by Weinstein
(Comm. PDE, 12 (1987), J. Diff. Eq., 69 (1987)) and Albert, Bona and Saut (Proc. Royal
London Soc., 453 (1997)), and whose uniqueness was recently proved by Frank and Lenzmann
(Acta Math., 210 (2013)).

We show the existence of a solution S of (mBO) satisfying ||S]|z2 = ||@]|z2 and

1 - —xz(t) . 1
S(t) — )\%(t)Q< 0 ) —0 in H2(R)as t]0,
where L
Aty ~ 1, a(t)~ —|nt] and S,y ~ Q] ast L0

This existence result is analogous to the one obtained by Martel, Merle and Raphaél (J.
Eur. Math. Soc., 17 (2015)) for the mass critical generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation.
However, in contrast with the (gKdV) equation, for which the blow up problem is now well-
understood in a neighborhood of the ground state, S is the first example of blow up solution
for (mBO).

The proof involves the construction of a blow up profile, energy estimates as well as refined
localization arguments, developed in the context of Benjamin-Ono type equations by Kenig,
Martel and Robbiano (Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré, Anal. Non Lin., 28 (2011)). Due to the lack
of information on the (mBO) flow around the ground state, the energy estimates have to be
considerably sharpened in the present paper.

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Main result. We consider the modified Benjamin-Ono equation (mBO)
ut+(u3—7-lu$)m:0, teR, z€R, (1.1)
where u(t, x) is a real-valued function and #H denotes the Hilbert transform, defined by

1 [y
Hf(x) = —p.v. Ldy.
T RT—Y
Observe that with this convention Ho, = D?, where D® is the Riesz potential of order —a,

defined via Fourier transform by (Df)"(&) = [£|*f(€), for any a € R. We see equation
(mBO) as a natural generalization of the classical quadratic Benjamin-Ono equation

u+ (v —Huy) =0, teR, z€R, (1.2)

introduced by Benjamin [9] and Ono [53] and intensively studied since then, both mathe-
matically and numerically, as a model for one-dimensional waves in deep water. The cubic
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.01837v1

2 Y. MARTEL AND D. PILOD

nonlinearity for the Benjamin-Ono model is also relevant as a long wave model, see e.g.
Abdelouhab, Bona, Felland and Saut [I] and Bona and Kalisch [10]. At first sight, the re-
lation between (L)) and (L2]) seems similar to the one between the (cubic) modified KdV
equation and the Korteweg-de Vries equation, but (III) is not completely integrable and no
algebraic relation relates these two models. Another difference is that with dispersion of the
Benjamin-Ono type, a cubic nonlinearity leads to instable waves. More generally, nonlinear
one dimensional models with weak dispersion seem of great physical interest, see e.g. Klein
and Saut [3I] and Linares, Pilod and Saut [34]. Equation (mBO) is a typical model with
interesting mathematical properties, which can be seen as an intermediate step between the
well-studied generalized (KdV) equations and other relevant models with weak dispersion.

The following quantities are formally invariant by the flow associated to (mBO)

1 1 1
M(u) = —/ w dr and E(u) = —/ \D%u\2da:— —/ utda . (1.3)
2 Jr 2 Jr 4 Jr
Note the scaling symmetry: if u(t, x) is solution then wu)(t,z) defined by
up(t,z) = )\_%u()\_2t, Al) (1.4)
is also solution. Since this transformation leaves the L? norm invariant, the problem is
mass critical. Recall that the Cauchy problem for (L) is locally well-posed in the energy
space H %(R) by the work of Kenig and Takaoka [29]: for any ug € H %(R), there exists
a unique (in a certain sense) maximal solution of (LI in C([0,7*) : H %(R)) satisfying
u(0,-) = up. Moreover, the flow map data-solution is locally Lipschitz. (See also Tao [56],
respectively Molinet and Ribaud [511 52] and Kenig, Ponce and Vega [27], for previous related

works on the Benjamin-Ono equation, respectively the modified Benjamin-Ono equation.)
For such solutions, the quantities M (u(t)) and E(u(t)) are conserved. Moreover, if T* < 400

then limygps HD%u(t)HLz = +oo and more precisely, by a scaling argument, ||D%u(t)\|Lz 2
(T — t)_%, for t < T™ close to T*. We refer to Sect. [Z4] for more details.

From works of Weinstein [60} 61] and Albert, Bona and Saut [2], there exists an even ground
state solution Q € H 3 (R), @ > 0 of the stationary problem

D'Q+Q-Q*=0, (1.5)
related to the best constant in the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

for all v € H3(R), /v4 < 2/ D3| Gg;) . (1.6)

Frank and Lenzmann [22] proved very general uniqueness results of nonlinear ground states
for fractional Laplacians in R that include the model (I5]). As a consequence, @ is the unique
ground state solution of (LH]) up to the symmetries of the equation. Their work also includes a
decisive description of the spectrum of the linearized operator around . We refer to Sect. 2]
for more details.

Following a classical observation due to Weinstein [57], the conservation laws (I.3]), the
inequality (LG) and the Cauchy theory [29] imply that any initial data ug € H %(R) with
subcritical mass, i.e. satisfying ||ug||r2 < ||@]|r2 generates a global and bounded solution in
H3. In this paper, we show that this condition is sharp by constructing a minimal mass blow
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up solution, i.e. a solution of (mBO) which blows up in finite time in H 2 with the threshold
mass ||@Q||z2. Actually, this solution is the first example of blow up solution for (mBO).

Theorem 1.1. There exist Ty > 0 and a solution S € C((0,Ty] : H%(R)) to (mBO) such
that

1Sz = QL2 for all't € (0,T0], (1.7)
and ) 0
=T . 1
S(t)_/\%(t)Q< D) )—>0 in H2(R) as t ] 0, (1.8)
where the functions t — A\(t) and t — x(t) satisfy

)
M) ~t, x(t)~—|Int| astlo. (1.9)

In particular,
ID2S(#)l|z2 ~ t7Z||D2 Q|2 ast L0, (1.10)

Note that Theorem [II] implies readily the orbital instability (in L?(R) and thus also in

H%(R)) of the solution u(t,z) = Q(x — t), which also seems to be new for (mBO). Indeed,
for any n > 1/Tp, let t,, = 1/n, T, = (Ty — t,)A(t,) "2 > 0, and

uon(z) = )\%(tn)S(tn, Atn)x + z(ty,)) sothat  lim |lug, — Q.1 =0.
n— 0o H?2
Then, the corresponding solution u,, of (LIl writes, for ¢ € [0,T},],

Un(t,7) = A2 (tn) S (tn + A(tn)2t, A(tn)7 + (L))
and thus,

1
inf{Hun(Tn) — /\1262(/\1 . —I—:E1)||L2 cx1 €ER, A > 0}

1
= inf{HS(To) — )\12@(/\1 . —I—l‘l)HL2 xp ER A > 0} =cy > 0. (1.11)

It is also clear that the blow up behavior displayed by the solution S is unstable since for
any initial data with mass less that ||Q]| 2, the corresponding solution is global and bounded.

From (LI0), we see that S(¢) blows up as ¢ | 0 in H %(R) twice as fast as the lower bound
given by the Cauchy theory.

1.2. Comments and references. Historically, blow up results for nonlinear dispersive PDE
were first obtained by global obstruction arguments, such as the Virial identity for the nonlin-
ear Schrodinger equations (NLS) and related models. More rarely, explicit blow up solutions
(the most famous one for (NLS) is reproduced in (I.I5])) would give a description of some spe-
cial forms of blow up. In the 80’s and 90’s, variational arguments and a refined understanding
of the linearized operator around the ground state led to original blow up constructions and
classification results related to rescaled solitary waves, see in particular Weinstein [58) 59],
Merle and Tsutsumi [50], Merle [44], [45] and Bourgain-Wang [12]. Numerical experiments
were also used to try to predict blow up rates. We refer to Cazenave [14] and references
therein. Such directions were more recently systematically studied, in particular for the mass
critical generalized KdV equation, for mass critical NLS equations and several other related
models. A few sample results will be reviewed below (mainly from [37) 38| 41}, 47, [48), [49, 54] ).
It became clear that a refined study of the flow of the evolution equation around the ground
state family was the key to the understanding of the blow up dynamics with one bubble,
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both for stable and unstable forms of blow up. Theorem [L.I]above belongs to this category of
results and methods, providing a quite explicit blow up solution. In a situation where very
few is known on the flow around the ground state, considering a “doubly critical” situation
(both critical exponent and critical mass) is a way to enjoy a lot of structure and rigidity,
idea which goes back to [59] and [45].

Now, we give more details on previous related results, starting with the closest models.
For the mass critical generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation (gKdV)
Up + (Uge + 1) =0, z€R, tER, (1.12)

(the energy space for (IL1Z) is H'(R)), an existence result similar to Theorem [[T] was proved
by Martel, Merle and Raphaél [42], and then sharpened by Combet and Martel [I8]. More
precisely, let Qrav € H'(R), Qxayv > 0 be the ground state for (II2)), i.e. the unique even
solution of QY gy + Q%qyv = @kav. It follows from [42] and [I8] that there exists a solution
Skav on (0,+00) such that ||Skav(t)||z2 = [|Qkav||z2 and

1 + 3 :
Skav(t) — t—%QKdV <Tt + Co) — 0 in H'(R),

1(Skav)a(®)llz2 ~ QNI z2,  ast L0,

for some constant cy. We see that the singularity has the form of a blow up bubble with the
same scaling A\(t) ~ ¢, as in (L8). A main qualitative difference is the speed of the bubble
as t | 0, since for (gKdV), xkqv(t) ~ —%, whereas x(t) ~ —|Int| for (mBO). In this respect,
(mBO) seems to be a threshold case in the family of critical equations (LI6]).

For (mBO), the information obtained in the present paper on the parameters A(t) and x(t)
as t | 0is not sufficient to replace them by their explicit asymptotics in the convergence result
(L8); see Remark [6.1] for more details. The result (LI3) for (gKdV) is thus more precise. In
fact, for (gKdV), the minimal mass blow up is quite well understood, at least close to the
blow up time: in addition to (LI3]), sharp asymptotics, both in time (as ¢ | 0) and in space
(as © — £o00) were derived in [18], for any level of derivative of Skqv. Importantly, Skqv is
also known to be global for t > 0 and to be the unique minimal mass solution of (gKdV),
up to the symmetries of the equation (scaling, translations and sign change), see [42]. For
(mBO), such properties are open problems.

(1.13)

Recall that the existence and uniqueness of the minimal mass solution Skqv is only a
part of the results obtained in [37), [38], [40} [4T], [42] [43], [47] on the description of the blow up
phenomenon around the ground state (or soliton) for (gKdV) and, more generally, on the
classification of the long time behavior of solutions close to the soliton. Those works focus on
the case of slightly supercritical mass H' initial data

HQKdV”L2 < HUO”L2 < (1 +50)HQKdVHL2 where 0 < §y < 1. (1.14)

In this context, the main results can be summarized as follows: (1) The ground state Qkqv
is a universal blow up profile; (2) General H'! initial data with negative energy lead to blow
up in finite or infinite time; (3) For initial data close to Qkqv in a topology stronger than
H' (based on L? weighted norm), only three behaviors are possible: (Blowup) with speed
(T*—t)~1, (Soliton) and (Exit). It is also proved in [40] that the (Soliton) case (solutions that
converge in a local sense to a bounded soliton) corresponds to a codimension one manifold
of initial data which separates the (Blowup) and (Exit) cases. The (Exit) case refers to
solutions that eventually leave any small neighborhood of the soliton. It is expected (but yet
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an open problem) that such solutions behave as a solution of the linear problem as ¢t — +oc.
Finally, blow up solutions with various blow up rates (in finite or infinite time) are constructed
in [43] for initial data arbitrarily close to @ in the energy space. Concerning the critical and
supercritical gKdV equations, we also refer to Klein and Peter [30] and references therein for
detailed numerical studies.

In contrast, we recall that Theorem [[T]is the first blow up result for the (mBO) equation.
The difficulties in extending techniques and results from (gKdV) to (mBO) are multiple. First,
the slow decay of the soliton Q(z) as z — oo (see Proposition 24]) creates serious difficulties
when trying to construct a relevant blow up profile (see Remark [21]), and, more technically,
when estimating error terms far from the bubble. Second, an important aspect of the analysis
in KdV-type equations consists in considering localized versions of basic quantities, such as the
energy and the mass. Standard commutator estimates are not enough and suitable localization
arguments were developed in this context by Kenig and Martel [25] and Kenig, Martel and
Robbiano [26]. They are decisively used in the present paper (see Sect. 2], but being by
nature much more limited than the corresponding ones for the (gKdV) equation, they create
error terms that are difficult to handle. Finally, a decisive point in studying the flow of the
critical (gKdV) equation around the soliton is a suitable Virial-type identity, roughly speaking
a Liapounov functional on the linearized equation around Qgqv. It was first introduced by
Martel and Merle [37] and used intensively in all subsequent works on (gKdV) mentionned
above. Such a Virial identity is not available for the linearization of (mBO) around the soliton.
In the present paper, to get around the lack of such Liapounov functional, we introduce a
new refined algebra related to the energy functional, extending the approach of Raphaél and
Szeftel in [55] (see below for more comments). Such approach happens to be successful for the
construction of the minimal mass solution, which corresponds to a precise, rigid regime, but
it should not be sufficient to study extensively the blow up around the soliton, in particular
the stable blow up.

The results mentionned above on (gKdV) and Theorem [[T] are, to our knowledge, the only
available rigorous results on blow up for KdV-type or BO-type equations. Nevertheless, the
history of minimal mass blow up solutions for L? critical nonlinear dispersive equations is
much longer, especially for NLS-type equations. It started with the early derivation of the
explicit minimal mass blow up solution for the mass critical nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) in
R?, d>1,

i0pu + Au + |u|%u =0, zeR%

using the so-called pseudo-conformal symmetry. Let, for ¢ > 0,

1 _ix_‘z_i x
Snws(t, ) = xe TiONs (5 )
2

c (1.15)

[SnLs ()2 = [@nwsllzz,  [VSNLs(t)] 2 iy
where Qnrs > 0 is the unique ground state of (NLS). Then Sxrs is solution of (NLS); see
Weinstein [57], Cazenave [I4] for references. Also using the pseudo-conformal symmetry,
Merle [45] proved that Snrg is the unique (up to the symmetries of the equation) minimal
mass blow up solution in the energy space (see also Banica [7] and Hmidi and Keraani [23]).
We refer to Merle and Raphaél [48],[49] (and references therein) for more recent results notably
on the stable “log-log” blow up for (NLS) equation.
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For the inhomogeneous mass critical (NLS) in dimension 2,
i0pu+ Au+ k(z)lufu=0, k(0)=1, Vk(0)=0,

while Merle [46] derived sufficient conditions on the function k(x) > 0 to ensure the nonexis-
tence of minimal elements, Raphaél and Szeftel [55] introduced a new approach to obtain exis-
tence and uniqueness of a minimal blow up solution under a necessary and sufficient condition
on k(z), in the absence of pseudo-conformal transformation. For other constructions of mini-
mal mass solutions for NLS-type equations, by various methods, we refer to [8 [12], 17} 32, 33].
In particular, Krieger, Lenzmann and Raphaél [32] addressed the case of the half-wave equa-
tion in one space dimension, which also involves the nonlocal operator D', and requires the
use of commutator estimates. However, as pointed out in [42] [I8], the minimal mass blow
up for KdV-type equations is specific, in some sense less compact that for NLS or wave-type
equations, and requires the use of local norms, instead of global norms. A main difficulty in
the present paper is to combine such local norms and nonlocal operators. A hint of the speci-
ficity of KdV-type blow up is given by the asymptotics found in [I§], showing the existence
of a fixed tail for Skqv(t). See also Remark Bl for more details.

We expect that the strategy of this paper also applies to the following family of mass
critical dispersion generalized Benjamin-Ono equations, considered e.g. by Angulo, Bona,
Linares and Scialom [5] and by Kenig, Martel and Robbiano [26],

ug + (|u)**u — D), =0, tcR, xR, (1.16)

for @ € (1,2). Recall that [26] extends perturbatively the analysis of [37, [47] to the case
where the model (LI6]) is close to (gKdV), i.e. for a < 2 close to 2. In particular, blow up
in finite or infinite time for negative energy solutions is obtained in this context. The main
obstruction to extend such results to a € [1,2) is the absence of suitable Virial-type identity
as mentionned before. In the mass subcritical situation, recall that the asymptotic stability of
the soliton of the Benjamin-Ono equation (L2]) was proved in [25], extending previous results
on (gKdV) (see [39] and references therein), by using a specific algebra related to the explicit
form of the soliton.

For a € [%, 1), the blow up problem for (LI6]) is also relevant and important in physics.
In particular, the dispersion in the case a = %, for which the nonlinearity is quadratic, is
somehow reminiscent of the linear dispersion of finite depth water waves with surface tension.

The corresponding Whitham equation with surface tension writes

ug + (u? —w(D)u), =0, tcR, z€R,

1 1
where w(D) is the Fourier multiplier of symbol w(§) = (%)2 (1+7€%)2 and 7 is a

positive parameter related to the surface tension. Note that for high frequencies w(§) ~ |§ ]%,
which corresponds to the dispersion of (LI6]) in the case o = % We refer to Linares, Pilod
and Saut [34] for a detailled discussion and some progress on the local theory for the Cauchy
problem and to Klein and Saut [31] for numerical simulations. Obviously, weaker dispersion
can olnly complicate the problem and it seems quite challenging to address the full range
aclz,1).
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1.3. Notation. For any positive a and b, the notation a < b means that a < ¢b holds for a
universal constant ¢ > 0. Let (-,-) denote the scalar product on L?(R),

(f.g) = /R f(@)g(x)dz,

for f, g two real valued functions in L?(R). For simplicity of notation, we often write [ for
Jg and omit dx. If I is an interval of R, then 1; denotes the characteristic function of I.
Let x € C*°(R) be a cut-off function such that

0<x<1, x¥>0onR, X|(cony =0 and xy_, =1 (1.17)
Let A denote the generator of the L? scaling,
Af = %f—l—xf’. (1.18)
Let £ be the linearized operator around @, i.e. (see also Sect. [2.)
L:=D'+1-3Q%. (1.19)

We introduce the spaces Yy, for £ € N,
Vo= {f€C®R) : VkeN, Va e R, [f®(2)] < (1+Jz)~ P},
and the space Z
Z:={feC®R)NL®R) : f' €Vpand Vz >0, |f(z)| <A+ |z))"'}.

1.4. Outline of the proof. The general strategy of the proof is to adapt the robust ar-
guments developed in [55] (see also the previous papers [44] and [35]) to construct minimal
mass solutions in contexts where few is known on the flow of the equation around the soliton,
i.e. in the absence of a general Virial functional for the linearized flow around the ground
state. In particular, we combine the control of an energy-type functional, suitably localized
(see below), with a mixed Morawetz-Virial functional. The coercivity of the energy functional
uses in a crucial way the complete understanding of the kernel of £, proved in [22].

However, the strategy of [55] has to be adapted to one of the specificities of KAV and BO-
type equations which requires the use of local estimates on the residual terms, as in [41], 42],
and to the nonlocal nature of the operator D!, which requires specific localization arguments
introduced in [25], 26]. The proof of Theorem [Tl thus needs the combination of all existing
techniques in similar contexts, but this is still not enough. Indeed, because of the slow decay
of the ground state Q (0 < Q(z) < (1+]z]?)~! - see Proposition 2.4]), one cannot satisfactorily
improve the ansatz to a sufficient order as was done in [I8]. This means that the error term
(denoted by ) cannot be too small, even in local norms around the soliton (in contrast, for
(NLS) type equation, it can be taken arbitrarily small in global norms - see e.g. [33] - and
in local norms for (gKdV) - see [18]). The lack of good estimates on the error terms creates
important difficulties to control the cubic terms that are usually easily controlled. One of the
main novelty of this paper is to push forward the algebra of [55] and [42] to cancel out these
cubic terms.

In Sect. 2l we recall known facts on the ground state @, we construct the blow up profile
(subsequently denoted by @) and we introduce a suitable decomposition of any solution
around the blow up profile. In Sect. B, we introduce a particular sequence of backwards in
time solutions of (IT]) related to the special minimal mass regime of Theorem [[LT]and we claim
suitable uniform bootstrap estimates of the residual term € and on the geometrical parameters.
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In Sect. E] we close the estimates on ¢ using mainly a localized energy functional, but also
several other functionals to cancel out diverging terms. In Sect. Bl we close the estimates on
the parameters, adjusting carefully the final data of the sequence of solutions. In Sect. [0, we
use the weak convergence of the flow (from [20]) to obtain the solution S(t) of Theorem [Tl by
passing to the limit in the sequence of solutions of (LL1]) uniformly controled in Sect. B-Sect. Bl
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2. BLOW UP PROFILE

2.1. Solitary waves. The existence of nontrivial solutions to (5] is well-known from the
works of Weinstein [60, [61] and Albert, Bona and Saut [2]. We recall here the main results.

Proposition 2.1 ([2, 60} [61]). For u € H%(}R) \ {0}, let
1
(S1D5u) (S ul?)
Jlult '
There exists a solution Q € H? (R)NnC*(R) of (LH) that solves the minimization problem
inf {W(u) : u€ H2(R)\ {0}} = W(Q). (2.1)

Moreover, by translation invariance, Q) is chosen to be even, positive on R and satisfying
Q' <0 on (0,+0c0).

Note that for the corresponding equation with quadratic nonlinearity associated to the
Benjamin-Ono equation

D'Q+Q—-Q*=0, (2:2)
there exists an explicit solution Qpo(z) = T fm2 . By using complex analysis techniques, Amick

and Toland [J]E proved that up to translation, Qpo is the unique solution of (2.2)) in H 3.
These techniques do not apply to (5.

More recently, Frank and Lenzmann [22] addressed succesfully the question of uniqueness
for (LO). Their results actually hold for a large class of nonlocal problems involving the
fractional Laplacian in one dimension and are related to the well-known notion of ground
state.

Definition 2.2. A positive and even solution @ of (L)) is called a ground state solution of
(CH) if @ satisfies (Z1).

The following uniqueness result was obtained in [22].

mick and Toland proved the following stronger statement in [4]: any nonconstant bounded solution o
1 Amick and Toland d the followi t tat t in 4 tant bounded soluti f
([22)) is either Qpo (up to translation) or a periodic wave solution.
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Theorem 2.3 ([22]). The ground state solution Q@ = Q(|x|) > 0 of (LA is unique. Moreover,
every minimizer of (211 is of the form BQ(y(- — xg)), for some € C, 5 # 0, v > 0 and
xg € R.

Recall from [3} 26] the decay properties of the ground state solution.
Proposition 2.4 ([3, 26]). The ground state Q of (L) satisfies Q € Yo and E(Q) = 0.
Note that it is easy to check that E(Q) = 0. Indeed, ) satisfies the energy identity

[@+ [Iprar= o
fo-ife.

which imply that E(Q) = 0. For future reference, we also note that for |a| small, one has

E((l—a)@)z%(1—a>2/|0%@|2— o' @t =5-w?-0-a [ ¢

(1—ga+2a )/Q2

We W1ll need in the sequel technical facts related to the Hilbert transform. It is well-known
that ’7'-[(1 — 7) =1 1157- More generally, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.5. If f € Vo, then Hf € ).
Proof. Let f € Va. By the definition of H, we have for £ > 0 and some constant c,

EH(EO) = H@ ) o [ . 24)
Moreover, from the Sobolev embedding H!(R) < L>°(R) and the boundeness of H in H',
11 Pllee S ISPl S 1PN S 1,

[H (2 O e S IHEFFO) g S ™ B S 1
Thus, by @), [Hf®) ()] < (1 + [])~0+P). O

and the Pohozaev identitylg

We will also need the following variant of Lemma

Lemma 2.6. Let a € C*°(R) be such that a € L‘X’(R) and a', a" € L®(R) N L3(R). Then,

sup (1 + 22) \H(Hy) |5 Zua HLoo—i—ZHa I (2.5)

z€eR

Proof. First, we see from the Sobolev embedding H!(R) < L°(R) and the continuity of H

in H' that 2
' .
HH <1a4(ry;2> HLoo S H <1 T2 > HHl ;)HG(J)HLOO-

2which follows by using that f H(Q)zQ'dx = 0, since H(xp) = xH if f ¢dx = 0.
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Second, we deduce from (2.4) with £ = 1 that

(Y - (2 ) o+ 22

Arguing as above, we have

HH <y2( a(y) )/> H - Hy2< a(y) >/’ <i”a(j)”Loo +Z2:Ha(j)ll .
14 y2 Lee ™ 1+y?) ™ = j=1 o

We conclude the proof of (Z5]) gathering those estimates. O

We recall the properties of the operator £ defined in (I19)).

Lemma 2.7 (Linearized operator, [60, 61, 22]). The self-adjoint operator L in L* with domain
H?' satisfies the following properties:
(i) Spectrum of L. The operator L has only one negative eigenvalue —rg ( kg > 0)
associated to an even, positive eigenfunction xo; ker L = {aQ’ : a € R}; and oess(L) =
1, +o0);
(ii) Scaling. LAQ = —Q and (Q,AQ) = 0, where A is defined in (LI8);
(iii) for any function h € L*(R) orthogonal to Q' (for the L?-scalar product), there exists
a unique function f € H'(R) orthogonal to Q' such that Lf = h;
(iv) Regularity. if f € HY(R) is such that Lf € Y1, then f € Yi;
(v) Coercivity of L. there exists k > 0 such that for all f € H? (R),

(£5.£) 2 KAy~ ((F,QF + (1 AQP + (£,Q)?) (26)

Proof. (i) The fact that ker £ = {aQ’ : a € R} is a quite delicate property, proved by Frank
and Lenzmann, see Theorem 2.3 in [22]. The other properties were proved by Weinstein, see
Proposition 4 in [61]. See also [2].

(ii) The assertion follows directly by differentiating the equation satisfied by Qy(z) =
)\_%Q(/\_lzn) with respect to A and taking A = 1. The property (Q,AQ) = 0 follows from
(@x, Q) = (Q,Q).

(iii) Let h € L?(R). Observe that
Lf=hfor fe H(R) < (id—T)f=(D"'+1)"'h=:htor feL*R), (2.7)

where T'f = (D' +1)"1(3Q?f) is a compact operator on L?(R). From (i), if (h, Q') = 0, then
h € ker (id — T*)*. Thus, the existence part of (iii) follows from the Fredholm alternative,
while the uniqueness part follows directly from (i).

(iv) Assume now that h € ) C H*®(R) and let f € H'(R) be solution to £f = h. Then,
it follows from (Z7) that f € H*(R).

To prove the decay properties of f, we argue as in [3]. As observed by Benjamin in [9], if
w = w(z,y) is the harmonic extension of f in the upper half-plane R2 = {(x,) € R?: y > 0},
then lim,_,0 d,w(z,y) = —D'f(x). As a consequence, if v = v(z,y) is a solution to

Av=0 in Ri
(v—0yv —3Q%), =h, (2.8)

|y:0

then f(x) = v(z,0) satisfies Lf = h.
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Following [3], the solution v to (2.8]) is given by

v(z,y) = G(y) * BQ°f + h)(x), V(x,y) €RY,
where the kernel G(z,y) is given by

1y

+o0
Glw)= [ gley+wedn md gy =t

Moreover, we easily see that G is positive, harmonic on Ri and satisfies

+o0
G(z,y)de =1, Vy>0, (2.9)
14y —
Gz, y) S PR V(z,y) R, (2.10)
and for any k > 0,
1
|0FG(2,0)] < o Ve >1. (2.11)

In particular a solution f € H*(R) to Lf = h satisfies
f(x) =G(-,0) * (3Q*f + h)(z), VzeR. (2.12)
Since h € Y1, Q € Yo and f € HY(R), we get that
()] < G(-,0) x h(z), where h=3||f|[L~Q"+h|.
Let |z| > 1. It follows from (ZI1I)) that

= T Gz —t,0)
7@ < sup{(1+ |t|)|h(t)|}/_oo e

— 1
< / Gle=t.0) . / St
t—a<ila] 1+t lt—a|>1z) (L + [t])(z — 1)

By using (2.9]), the first integral on the right-hand side of the above expression is bounded by
2/|z|, while the second integral is easily bounded by ¢/|z|. Therefore, we conclude that

i‘éﬁ{(lﬂwl)lf(fv)l} < +00. (2.13)

dt

Now, we prove by induction on k that

sup {(1+ [z))**V [ f ) (@) [} < +oo, (2.14)
zeR
holds for all £ € N. Let I € N*. Assume that (214 holds for all k¥ € {0,/ — 1}. From (ZI2]),
FO() = /G(l)(x —t,0)(3Q%f + h)(t)dt := I+ II

where I, respectively 11, corresponds to the region |z — t| < &|x|, respectively |z — t| > %|z|.
Let |z| > 1. Arguing as above, we deduce from (21II]) that
1 < 1

7 </ , 2.15
IS ) s T T 1P S T (2.15)
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where the implicit constant depends on || f||z and sup;er{(1 + [¢])|2(¢)|}. To handle I, we
write, for x > 1 (the case x < —1 is handled similarly),

= /| n ‘a;G(x —4,0)(3Q% 1) (t)dt + 0LG(x — t,0h(t)dt = T, + I
z—t|<il|z

|z—t|<1|x]

Several integrations by parts yield

-1
S Y (D= E 0V (3EY — (0t-DaE oynd) (E
I j;( D (A0IG (=5, 0h9 () — (@06, 0n(2))
+ (1) G(x —t,0)hD (t)dt .
jt—z|<Lal

Since G(.,0) € Y, and h € Yy, we obtain |I5| < 1/|z|'*. By using the same strategy, we have
(the first term exists only if [ > 2),

-2
L= (1P (G- 5, 062NV - G, 0GR O(G))

=0
+(—1)l+1/_ P 0)(3Q2 )V (1)dt .

Observe that [(3Q?f) @)( O] S @+t~ 5+ for all j = 0,---1— 1, thanks to the Leibniz rule,
the induction hypothesw on f and the fact that Q € V. Hence, it follows that |I;]| < 1/|z|'+
and so |I| < 1/]z|**'. From this and (ZI5), we obtain estimate [2I4) with & = [. This
finishes the proof of (iv).

(v) This is a standard property obtained as a consequence of (i). We refer to Proposition 4
n [61]. See also the proof of Lemma 2 (ii) in [3§]. O

2.2. Definition and estimates for the localized profile. In this subsection, we construct
an approximate profile Q.

Lemma 2.8. There exists a unique function P € Z such that

(LP) =AQ, (P.Q/)=0, and lim P(y):% / Q. (2.16)

Yy——00
Moreover,
2

—(/Q) >0. (2.17)
Proof. We look for a solution of (ZI6) of the form P = P — f;'oo AQ. Observe that P solves
the equation in (2I6]) if

~ +00 / 400
(LP) =AQ+ (£ / AQ) =R where R=-HAQ - 3Q" / AQ.
y y

It follows from Lemma that HAQ € Yy and thus R € ). Moreover, Lemma [27] (i) and

(ii) yield . /
:_/R'Q:—/AQQ—/(ﬁ/y AQ)Q=0.

Thus, using Lemma [27] (iii) and (iv), there exists a unique P € Y orthogonal to Q' such
that LP = R. Set P = P — fy+°° AQ € Z. Then, P satisfies (2.16) and (P,Q") = 0. We also
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see that limy_,_o P = — [ AQ = § [ Q. Moreover, by using that LAQ = —(Q and integrating
by parts, we compute

ni= (P == [erag= [ ([ a@)re=3([20) = §([@)]

Since P does not belong to L?(R), we define a suitable cut-off version of it. Recall that y

is defined in (LI7).
Definition 2.9. The localized profile @)y is defined for all b by

O

Qb(y) = Qy) + 0Py(y) - (2.18)
where
Bi(y) = )P (y),  xo(y) = x(bly).- (2.19)
and y is defined in (ILIT). Define
Ry = LP, — P, = D'P, — 3Q*P,. (2.20)

Lemma 2.10 (Estimates on the localized proﬁle). For |b| small, the following properties
hold.

(i) Pointwise estimate for Qp. For all y € R,

1 1
[Qo(y)] S 2t 1011 2,0 (161y) + [6[110,1-00) ()

: (2.21)

(14 ly| 1+ |yl
1 1
1 1 1
[Pollze S 1672, [[D2PR[lp2 < [Infbl[z,  [[Refz2 S 1, (2.23)
ID2(P)lle S 1, (2.24)
and P
b _
|p? ( a > <[ (2.25)
ii) Estimate for the equation of Q). Let Wy, be defined by
E for th f Qp. Let Uy be defined b
0
= (HQh+ Qs — @)~ bAQy + 1702 (2.26)
Then )
3 b
1Wollz2 S 1612, W = bPxt = - Bollie S b, (2.27)
and . )
D2 Wy 2 < (b In [b]]> . (2.28)
(iii) Projection of ¥y in the direction Q.
(T3, Q) S (87 (2.29)
(iv) Mass and energy for Qp.
@i @5, (2:30)

| E(Qv) + pob| < b2/ 1n o] (2.31)
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Remark 2.1. We see that P defined above decays as 1/y as y — +oo. This is still acceptable
for our needs in the next sections. However, if one tries to improve the ansatz ), at a higher
order in b (as was done at any order in [I8] for (gKdV), one faces non L? functions for y > 0.
This is an important difficulty. In this paper, we have chosen to restrict ourselves to the
above ansatz Qp, at the cost of a relatively large error terms (see (BI6])).

Remark 2.2. On the definition of ¥y, in ([2.26]), we anticipate the blow up relations % ~ —b
and by + b> ~ 0, which will eventually lead to the % blow up rate. See Lemma

Proof of Lemma [210. (i) The proof of (2Z21)), (2.22]) follows directly from Q € Vo, P € Z
and the definition of @ in (2.I8]). We see using P € Z that

1Bl S [ Py [
y<0 y>0

Next, we split HD%P(,H 12 as follows
1
|D?Py|[72 = (D'Py, P) = (D'P, By) — (D'((1 = x) P), Py).
Since P € Z and P’ € ), we have by Lemma 25 D'P = HP' € V; and thus

dy dy
D'P, P, 5/ +/ ——~ < |In|b||.
I ) —2lp-1<y<0 1+ |y] y>0 (1 +y[)? 1o 2l

y _
s St (2.32)

Moreover,
(DM((1 = x)P), PO S 1 Poll2 (1= xo) Pllgn S 16172 (10 = x6) Pl 2 + Ixb Pl22) S 1
This implies HD%PbH 2 Slln |b||% Concerning Ry, defined in ([2:20)), we have
ID'P|I72 = [Bll7: 1 and  [|Q°Ryllr2 S 1.

These estimates prove (2.23]).
We proceed similarly to prove (2.24]) and decompose ||D%(yPé)|| 12 as follows

1D R = [yPHWRY = [yRHGPY + [yPHePos - 1))
Since (yP’)" € Y2, we have that H(yP’)" € Yy by using Lemma [2.5] and thus
[yl
yPH(yP') /P <
‘/ ’ "1+ yl

Moreover, since P’ € ),

[P0 - 1))

which finishes the proof (2.24]).
To prove (Z2H), we observe that 20t = sgn(b)yx/(|bly)P. Thus, it follows by interpolation

ob
that oP
b
2% (52) 1,
which is the desired estimate.

(ii) Expanding the expression (2I8]) of Q) in the definition of ¥, and using (1), we find
that

1.1
S lyPyllrzll(yP(xy = 1)) [z S 1BI72 02 S 1,

1 1
< Jlyx (1Bly)1 22l (o (1B19)) 1172 < 1817

Uy = b0y + b2Wy + b33, (2.33)
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where
\Ijl = (‘CPIJ)/ - AQ)

Uy = —3(QP2) — A(P) + %, and Uy =—(F))".

First, we prove (2.27)). By (2.16]), we rewrite ¥y as
Uy = (LB) — (LP)
= H((P(xo —1)" + (PO — 1)) = 3(Q*P(xs — 1))’
= H(P"(xp — 1)) + 2H(P'xp) + H(Px3) + P/ — 1) + Py, — 3(Q*P(xs — 1))’
Since H is bounded in L2, P € L*®(R) and P’ € ), we obtain

1 3 z
H (P (xp — 1 <b/ ) <,
169 (P" (x = D) 122 S 101 ( e T y)* S
1 3 z
VOGP |12 = (b, P! <b2/ )’ <
1690, )l 2 = [bl]1 x5 HLzNH(yS_‘bH Ty ) S
and )
b 5
[6HOGP) e S B ( [ X" (bly)? dy)* S 1ol
Similarly,
1 3 5
bP' (xp — 1 <b/ L) <
1bP" (xe = 1)1 22 < 18I( o T y)* < Ibl
and

1 1
b(x,Q*P <b2/ ———dy)” < b2
” (XbQ )”L2 ~ ’ ’ ( y<—|b|-1 (1 + ’y‘)g y) ~ ‘ ‘
Therefore, we conclude gathering those estimates that
7 5
16(¥1 = H(XP) — P'(xo — 1) = Pxp)llz2 S 1012 and  [[b(¥1 — Pxy)llrz S b2 (2:34)
Also, note that
1
3 3
0Pl S R ([ I Golo) 2 dy)* < i (2.35)
Now we focus on bWy and b>W¥s3. One sees easily that
16°(@x3P?) [l 2 + [I16° 0o P?) [l 22 < (b1

To deal with the remaining terms in Wy, we observe that

1
A(Ry) = 5P+ yP'xy + yPx;,

and
oQ
a_bb = Py + blyX ([bly)P = P, + yPxj,, (2.36)
so that 90 )
- A(R) + 8—bb =50 —yPx. (2.37)

By using P € Z,
2

1
PR
Pz 5 ([ (bl 2 an)* S 1.
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Hence 1
16(%2 = P22 + [16° sl < [b)* (2.38)
Therefore, we conclude estimate (2.27)) by gathering (2.33)), (2.34), (2.37) and (2.33).

To prove estimate (2.28), we estimate each term on the right-hand side of (233) in H 2,
For the sake of simplicity, we only explain how to deal with the terms corresponding to (2:35])
and (237)), which are the most problematic ones. First, observe that

1bOGPY | 2 S 1BlIXGE Pllzz + [bllIXGP 2 S [bI7

which gives after interpolation with (2:35l)

1

BlI[D2 (G P)l 2 < 10
Moreover, we have from (2.:23]) that
1 1
bP(1D2 (Py)|[ 2 < [0 In[0]]7 .
This last estimate gives the bound in (Z.28)).
(iii) We take the scalar product of (233]) with Q. First, for Uy, we use (234]). Since

HQ € Y1 by Lemma 23]

d
|(HOGP), Q)| = [ P HQ)| 552/ y

< b2
—2fp| -t <y<—fp|~* 1+ [y]

: /
Moreover, since P',Q € ),

(P00 = 1), Q)] + | (Px3, Q) S Bl
Thus, it follows from (2:34]) that
601.Q)| S P (2.39)
Next, we see using the computations in (2.37) that

(U3,Q) = (- 3(QP%) — AP+ P,Q) = 3(QP*(xs — 1)), Q)

1
+ §(P(Xb —1),Q) — (yP'(x» — 1),Q) -
By taking the scalar product of the equation in (ZI6) with P, we get that
(Plvp) - 3((Q2P)/7P) = —(AP,Q) :

On the one hand, it follows from (2I7]) that

(2.40)

(P.P) =~ lim_P)*=—(P.Q).

y——00
On the other hand, integration by parts yields

—3((Q2P), P) = 3((P*Q)', Q).
Hence, we deduce combining those identities that

(- 3(P*Q) +P—AP,Q) =0, (2.41)
so that the first term on the right-hand side of (2:40]) cancels out. We estimate the other ones
as follows:

1
2 o / < - < 4



MINIMAL MASS BLOW-UP FOR MBO 17

1
(PO —1),Q)| < /y<b1 mdy < [0

and

1
P'(xp — 1), / —dy < |b?.

This implies that |(b?¥s, Q)| < [b]3. Finally, we see easily that |[(b°¥5,Q)| < |b|3. This
finishes the proof of estimate (2.29)).

(iv) By using the definition of @ in (Z.I8]), we compute
[@i= [ @+ m@nr)+ 8 [P,

Moreover, observe that |b(Q,x»P)| < |b] and ‘bzfngﬁ‘ < |b]. This finishes the proof of

estimate (2.30).
Expanding Q, = Q + bP, in the definition of E in (IEﬂ) we see that

E(Q) = EQ+b [ A(D'Q-Q¥) + / DB + O(b?).
From FE(Q) =0, (L) and pg = (P, Q), it follows that
2(Qu) +pob| < 1l| [ PR — 1|+ b [ IDERE+007). (2.42)
By | [ PQ(xt — V| S J,e_p1 @w)dy < [b] and @Z), we finish the proof of @3). O

2.3. Decomposition of the solution using refined profiles.

Lemma 2.11 (First modulation around Q). There exists 69 > 0 such that if v € H 3 satisfies

1
. 3 . _ _

)\1>%]I,1£1€R IAfv(Ar - +21) QHH% 0 <o, (2.43)

then there exist unique (A, z,) € (0,+00) X R such that the function n, defined by

1
mo(y) = Adv(dvy + 20) — Q(y) (2.44)
satisfies

(1:Q) = (1 AQ) =0, [l ; S 4. (2.45)

Proof. The existence (and uniqueness) of (A, z,) such that 7, defined in (244 satisfies
[245]) follows from standard arguments, based on the implicit function theorem. We refer
for example to Proposition 1 in [36]. The key point of the proof is the non-degeneracy of the

Jacobian matrix: /
g ) | - weae@.e) 2o

O

Lemma 2.12 (Refined modulated flow). Let u be a solution to (1)) on a time interval T
such that

1
sup inf A fu(t, A\ - +xp) — Q|| 1 =0<do. (2.46)
teT M1>0,z1€R
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Fort € I, let A(t) := Ayqr) and x(t) := () be given by Lemma 211 and set

et y) = A (Du(t, Mty + 2(t)) — Qupy(y),  where b(t):_Egéo)

and Qy is defined in (ZI8)). Then, there exists 69 > 0 such that the following holds.
(i) Almost orthogonalities and smallness. On Z, it holds

A(t) (2.47)

2 <
”EHH% + bl S 9. (2.48)
(£, Q)] + (e, AQ)] < 1Bl (2.49)
(ii) Conservation laws. On Z, it holds
lel2y S 11+ [ ud = [ @2, (2.50)

1 1
|~ @) +ble Ro) + 5 [ (1D~ (@ + o) @F - 1Qie)]| S b, (251)
where Ry, is defined in (2Z20)), and

(&, Q) S 1B 1n B]] + [Blllell 2 + lle]l?, 5 +/62Q2- (2.52)

(iii) Equation of e. The function (\,z,b) : T — (0,+00) x R? is of class C*. Forty € T
and so € R, define the rescaled time variable s by
t /

to A2 (t,)

Then, on J, the function (s,y) is solution of

€5 — (Dle +e—((Qp+e)® - Qg’))y

s(t) = so + and J = s(Z).

2.53)
As As T IQy (
=—A — A — -1 —(bs + =2+ ¥
yAe+ (7 H0AQy + (5 = D(@s +e)y — (bs + %)= + s,
where Wy, is defined in (2.20]).

(iv) Modulation equations. On J, it holds

x A g2 \3

s Zs < |pl? 2

S -1+ |50 S +(/1+y2) : (2.54)

Remark 2.3. The choice b = —%)\ in (Z47) is not really standard. Usually, for simplicity,

b(t) is tuned so that (,Q) = 0 (see e.g. [41]). The choice (2.47)) leads to the relation (Z51]),
which is a sufficient substitute to the exact orthogonality (¢,@Q) = 0. In Sect. ] such a sharp
choice related to energy will be technically important in our proof.

Proof. (i) For all t € Z, let A(t) := Ay and (t) := x,(;) be given by Lemma R2.TT] such that

n(t,y) = A®)Fult, A()y + 2(t)) — Qy) satisfies (5(t), Q") = (n(t), AQ) = 0 and @I 1 < 9.
Then, since E(Q) = 0, AE(u) = AE(up) = E(Q +n) = O(5). It follows that b(t) defined
by b = —(E(ug)/po)A satisfies |b(t)| < d. Moreover, (t) defined by (2.47) satisfies ¢ =
—bPy + n, where P, is defined in (ZI9]). Since ||FPyllz2 < \b\_% and ”Pb”H% < 1, we obtain

HeHH% S |b|é RIS 5%. Since (P, AQ)| +[(P, Q")| < 1, estimates (2.49) are consequences of
(n(t),Q") = (n(t), AQ) = 0.
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(ii) By using the conservation of the energy E defined in (I.3]), we get from (2.31]) and the
equation of @) that

AB(uo) = E(Qu+2) = B@) + [(D'9@y+ 5 [IDEP = 1 [ (@ +2)" - @)

1 1 1
— b+ [(D'Q - @} +5 [1D%— ;[ ((@+9)' - Qf - 1Qe)
+O([bf*| In [o]]).
We compute (Ry, being defined in (Z20)))
D'Qy - Qj = D'Q - Q*+b(D' P, = 3Q°F) — 3V°QF] — VB = —Q + bRy + Op2(b]*).
Thus, by the choice AE(up) = —pob and ||e||;2 < 1, one obtains
1 1
[ D% = 5 (@u+ )" - Qi — 4Qie) | - 2.Q) + 20(e. Re) = OB ), (2:55)

which is 5I). In particular, by (Z23) and Z64), [e? < HE”Zl7 TOullel? < ”EH‘;’{ly
2 2
J1Q% — Q%2 < |b] [ €2, and thus,

(e, @)1 S [ [o] + [Blllel 22 + [l 4 +/€2Q2. (2.56)

By using the L? conservation, (Z30) and (2.23)), we get (using the notation in (T4)),
luollZe = llur-1(- + 2(t),B)[17> = Q72 + 2(e, Qo) + llelZ2
1
= 1QI72 +2(e. Q) + lellz2 + OIb] + [bl= e 2).
Summing this identity with (2.53]), we obtain

1 1 1
JlID3el 4 1o = 5 (@ + )" — Q4 = 4Q3) | = Ol + i) + ol — QU
Since by @84), [* < [lell} 5, [1@ullel® S [lel 4 and [1QF — Q*|e* < [b] [ %, we obtain
1
(Le,2) = O(Ibl + b]Z lellz2) + uollZ2 — [QUZ= + OClell? 5)-
By the coercivity of £ (see (2.6)) and (2:49), ([256]), for § small enough, we obtain
lel? 3 < 1ol + lluollzz — QN7

(iii) The C! regularity of A(t) and x(t) is a standard fact, see e.g. Proposition 1 in [38].
Equation (Z53)) follows directly by writing that u under the decomposition (Z47]) solves (I.])
and by using the definition of ¥} in (Z26). An intermediate step in the computations is
the derivation of the following equation for 7(s,y), which is more handy to derive later the
estimates for xs and g

As T
g = (D0 = (Q+0)° = Q%) =FTAQ+m+ (T -D@+my (257
(iv) Differentiating the orthogonality relation (n, Q") = 0 with respect to s, using (2.57)),
(AQ, Q") = 0 and the decay properties of @), we see that

1

T 1 n? 2 /1 A
n) - e ([

|(A ) 1@ | e ( Ty

2 3
Zs n° + ||
h\ + \ 1‘)—1—/ T2 (2.58)

Y
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Similarly, using (1, AQ) = 0, we have
As

>\_||AC§|| /”E (AQ)) </1+ )(

Combining (Z58) and (Z59), we obtain
As

T 1
—5—1>—7/an” 25 /nﬁ (AQ)
(5 ) e [ 2@+ - U
Now, we insert n = ¢ + bP, in (Z60)). Note that

[ Pe@y == [ery@ =~ [@ae =0, [Pea@)) =~ [(£P/AQ =~ |AQI3::

moreover, from the definition of P, and the fact that P is bounded,

As

A

2 3
Ts n +|77|
— -1 _— . 2.
* A DJF/ 1+ g2 (2:59)

2 3
n° + [n|
—_. 2.
/ 1+ y? (2:60)

_l’_

P-P 1-— bP|? + |bPy|?
MS 11— x| < |8, M<|b|27
1492 T+y2 1+ y?
and from (L6]),
1
3 2 2\ 2
([ (/Hﬁ ()
1+y? +y?
Thus, we obtain
1
x A g2 2
R N e N / 2.61
A ’ )\+‘NH+( 1+y2>’ (2.61)
which yields (Z.54]). O

2.4. Cauchy problem and weak continuity of the flow. In this subsection, we recall
1
known facts on the Cauchy problem in H2 and the weak continuity of the flow for (I.TI).

Then, we show that the decomposition of Lemma is stable by weak H 3 limit, a technical
fact that will be used in the proof of Theorem [L.1l

Theorem 2.13 ([29] 20]). For any ug € H%(R), the following holds true.
(i) there exist T = T(Hu0||H%) and a unique solution u of the equation (LII) satisfying

u(0,:) = wo and v € C([-T,T] : H%(R)) N Xp, for a certain resolution space Xp (see
[29]). Moreover, for any R > 0, the flow map data solution is Lipschitz continuous from
{uo € HE(R) : |[uol  y < R} into C([=T(R),T(R)] : H?(R)).

(ii) Let {uon} be a sequence of H? initial data such that

1
Ugp — up n H2 as n — +oo.

Assume that, for some C,T1,T5 > 0, for all n > 0, the corresponding solution u,(t) of (L)
exists on [—T1,T] and satisfies maxe|_7, 1) Hun(t)HH% < C. Letu(t) be the solution of (1)

corresponding to ug. Then, u(t) exists on [—T1,Ts] and

Vte [-T1,Ts], un(t) = u(t) in H? as n— +oo. (2.62)



MINIMAL MASS BLOW-UP FOR MBO 21

The second part of the Theorem, i.e. the weak convergence of w,(t) to u(t), is stated in
the last remark of [20]. For similar statements, we refer to Lemma 30 in [37] in the case of
the critical (gKdV) equation, to Theorem 5 in [25] in the case of the Benjamin-Ono equation
in Hz, to [20] for Benjamin-Ono in L? and to Lemma 3.4 in [16] for the mass supercritical
(gKdV) equation.

As usual, given any ug € o2 (R), we consider the solution u € C([0,T%) : H%(R)) ema-
nating from ug at t = 0 and defined on its maximal interval of existence [0,77*). If T* < +o0,
we see from Theorem [2.13] that limp+ ||D%u(t)\| 12 = +oo. A similar statement holds for
negative times.

Remark 2.4. Let u(t) be a solution of (mBO) such that T* < +o00. Then,
ID>u(®)llze 2 (T~ 1) 3.
Indeed, let 0 < tg < T, and let v(s,y) be the following solution of (mBO)

_1 1
v(s,y) = X 2u(Ag s + 10, Ay 'y), Ao = [ID2ulto)|72-

Then, ”D%’U(O)HLz =1and [[v(0)||z2 = ||u(to)||z2 = ||w(0)||z2. By Theorem 213 (i), it follows
that v(s) exists as a solution of (LII) in H 2 on a time interval [0, 5], S > 0 independent of
to. Thus, T* > Ay 28 + t, which is equivalent to

1
(T* — to)[|DZu(to) |72 2 1.

~

Now, we claim the following consequence of Theorem 213 (ii) on the decomposition of
Lemma [2.12]

Lemma 2.14 (Weak H 2 stability of the decomposition). Let {ug,} be a sequence of H 3
initial data such that )
Uugy —up n HZ as n — +00.

Let u(t) be the solution of (1)) corresponding to ug. Assume that for all n > 0, u,(t)
exists and satisfies (246) on [—Th,Ts| for some T1,T> > 0 and that the parameters of the
decomposition (An, Tn,bn,en) of u, given by Lemma satisfy, for some ¢,C' > 0, for alln
large,

Vte [-T1, T, 0<c<M(t)<C, M(0)=1, z,(0)=0. (2.63)
Then, u(t) exists and satisfies [2.46) on [—T1,Ts] and its decomposition (A, x,b,e) satisfies,
as n — +00,

Vte [“T1, 1), en(t) —e(t) in HE, M(t) = M), @nl(t) = z(t), balt) — b(2).

Sketch of proof. We use the strategy of the proof of Lemma 17 in [37]. We also refer to [49],
page 599, for a more detailed argument. The first step of the proof is to note that esti-
mates (Z.54) provide uniform bounds on the time derivatives of the geometric parameters
(An(t), 25 (t),by(t)) on [Ty, Ts]. Therefore, by Ascoli’s theorem, up to the extraction of a
subsequence,

(An (), @n (1), bu (1) = (\(1), Z(1), b(¢))  om [T, T],

for some functions (X(¢),Z(t), b(t)). Writing the orthogonality conditions (Z49) in terms of
un(t) and (Ay(t), 2n(t),bn(t)), using (2.:62) and passing to the limit as n — +oo, we see that

u(t) and the limiting parameters (A(t), Z(t), b(t)) satisfy the same orthogonality relations. In
particular, they correspond to the unique parameters (A\(¢),z(t),b(t)) given by Lemma 212]
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This uniqueness statement proves by a standard argument that, for the whole sequence,
(An(t), zn (1), by (t)) converges to (A(t),x(t),b(t)) on [—T1,T5] as n — +oo. It follows from
[247) that €,(t) — e(t) in H? asn — +oo. O

2.5. Estimates and localization arguments for fractional Laplacians. First, we recall
various useful inequalities and commutator estimates related to D* (0 < a < 1), and the
Hilbert transform .

Lemma 2.15 ([13} 28, 21]). For any f,g,a € S(R),

2 . p=2
V2 <p<+too, |flle SIFIEID2FILE . (2.64)
Vo<a<1, [[D%gfllze S IfllallD%l 24, (2.65)

where [D*, g f = D*(fg) — gD*f, and
ViomeN, |[0L[H, a0 fllrz S 105 all Lo £l 2 s (2.66)

where [H,a] g = H(ag) — aHtyg.

Recall that ([2:64)) is the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, which follows from complex inter-
polation and Sobolev embedding.

Estimate (2.65]) in the case a = 1 is due to Calderén [13], see also Coifman and Meyer [15],
formula (1.1). Estimate (Z63]) in the case 0 < a < 1 is a consequence of Theorem A.8 in
[28] for functions depending only on x, with the following choice of parameters: 0 < a < 1,
a1 =0, ac=0a,p=2,p1 =p2 =4.

Finally, estimate (2:66]) in the case [ = 0 and m = 1 is the classical Calderén commutator
estimate proved in [I3]. The general case was proved by Bajvsank and Coifman [6] (see also
Lemma 3.1 of [2I] for a different proof).

The following estimates are direct consequences of (2.64])-(2.66]).
Lemma 2.16. For any a, f € S(R),

@)1 S Ul o, (2.67)

and

1 ;3 1 3 1
N AR LA AT AT A (2.65)

Proof. First,
J@'nra= [aura=- [ Fue = [ou)ra- [ rpar.
Thus,
1 /
Joinsa=3 [1ar).
which, combined to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (Z66]) (with [ = m = 1) implies (267

Second,

[t = [DEnpisa) = [1D37Pd + [(DEHIDE.)1.
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By (Z65) with o = 3 and (2:64),

[@')a - [ |DE | S D4 sal e D

;3 1 1, 1
SID2 flIZ N2 1D (@) 221D % ()72
<DL e3 ST P
SIDz I EN AN 22 lla™ | 2l s

which proves (2.68)). O

In the proof of Theorem [IT] we will also need sharp localization arguments reminiscent of
the identity and the smoothing effect first observed by Kato for the generalized KdV equations
(see [24] and also e.g. [37]).

Let o 4

Y
R et
We recall the following estimates.

Lemma 2.17 (Lemmas 6 and 7 of [26], Lemmas 2 and 3 of [25]). There ezists C; > 0 such
that, for any f € S(R),

[winrs

< / 12, (2.69)

and

[@inse - [|pt (V@) | < [ o (2.70)

Remark 2.5. When compared to (267))-(2:68]), the main point of the estimates (Z.69)-(Z70)
is to obtain error terms depending only on localized L? quantities. In return, such estimates
require a special choice of function ¢ - see [26]. The weak decay of ¢’ is a difficulty in Sect. 4,
but due to the nonlocal nature of D!, it is not clear whether (Z.69)-(2.70) hold for functions
decaying at oo faster than ¢’ (see also Lemma 2.5)).

2 ‘

3. UNIFORM ESTIMATES

In this section, we define a specific sequence of global solutions with a rigid behavior,
related to the desired minimal mass regime in Theorem [T1]

3.1. Uniform bounds for a sequence of solutions. Let T, = % for n > 1 large. Let
) 1— n _ in )
unt(z) = — a’i Q z Zf" where "' = —1In(n), (3.1)
(Air)2 An

the parameter \i" ~ % is to be fixed later and a‘" is uniquely chosen (depending on A\") so

that (see (23)

Bt = ) B = a)@) = po, 657~ T~ %% (3.2)

(Recall that py is defined in (ZIT7).) Note that [(u")? = (1 — ai™)? [ Q? so that

@ - Juin~ F (33)
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We consider the global solution u, of (L) corresponding to the data u,(T}) = u'™. For n
large, let 0 < 7, < +00 be such that Z,, = [T, T), + 7,,) is the maximal time interval where u,,
satisfies ([2.46) (7, > 0 exists by (B.I]) and by continuity of ¢ — u,(t)). By using Lemma 2.12]
we decompose uy,(t) for t € Z,,, as

1 T — (1)

un(ty 33‘) =71 an(t) +én (t7 y) y Y= > (34)
A (1) ( ) An(t)
where \,, &, b, are C' functions. We define the rescaled time variable s by
todt .
s=s(t) =5, + ‘/—Tn 20 with  s(7,,) = Sp = —n. (3.5)

We consider all time dependent functions (such as A, by, x, and &) indifferently as functions
of t on Z, or of s on the interval 7, = s(Z,,). From now on and until Sect. [6] where we go
back to the original variables (¢, z), we work for fixed b and with the rescaled variables (s,y).
Note that by (3] and (2.47]), we have

An(Sn) = )‘izna bn(Sn) = bizn = _Aizna T (Sn) = xizna

. . . (3.6)
en(Sp) =€ = —al'@Q — bﬁl"Pb%n.
Fix
3 2
where C7 > 0 is the universal constant in Lemma [ZI7 Let
0
1/ dy arctanx 1 ¢(% + |s] )
¢($)—;/_ool+y2— - +§, @(Say)—wa (3.8)
and )
N(en) = (/ |D%gn|2 —l—S%(,D) : (3.9)
Moreover, let
y _2
o) = [ AQWIY, J(s) = [ enlssylpx(~vlsI~Hdy. (3.10)
and .
fin(5) = 11 = Ju(3)[7% An(s). (3.11)
—1 1
Note that [Jn| < [, <o lenl(1 +|y)) = + f0<y<2|8‘§ len] < |s|3||lenl| 2. Observe that by (3.6]),

len (S 2 S 1Sal 72, N(En(Sn)) S [aif] + [6i71Sal? S [Sn] 715, (3.12)
Let C* > 1, Sy < —1 and ng > 1 to be fixed later.

Definition 3.1. For n > ng and s € J,, s < Sp. We say that (A, by, ©p,&,) satisfy the
bootstrap estimates at the time s if

inte) = 1] < 1617842, (3.13)
Auls) - ﬁ = [bus) - %\ < |s| B8 (3.14)

[ (s) + ]| < |57 FE, (3.15)
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and
N(en(s)) < C*|s|~1F5 . (3.16)

Definition 3.2. For n > ng, we define (if this set is not empty),

Sy :=sup{s € J, N (Sn,So) : BI3)-BI0) are satisfied on [S,,s] }, (3.17)
and 7 =[Sy, Sk].

The main result of this section states that there exists at least one choice of A7 ~ % such
that Sx = Sy i.e. such that the bootstrap estimates in Definition B.I] are valid up to a time
S independent of n.

Proposition 3.3. There exist C* > 1, So < —1 and ng > 1 such that, for all n > ny, there
exists Ao satisfying

13

|
AZ"——}<n‘1_+% and S = So. (3.18)
n

We prove Proposition B3] in Sections [l and Bl For the sake of simplicity, we will omit the
subscript n and write x, A\, 4, b and ¢ instead of x,,, A\n, tn, by and &,.

3.2. Consequences of the bootstrap bounds. For future reference, we state here some
consequences of the bootstrap estimates.

Lemma 3.4. For all s € T*,

A+ o]+ [lellz2 S Isl7H (3.19)
s )\s — ) |—1+8
%—4+X+45M2+N@5cpwﬁ, (3.20)
As 0

o 821 = |32+ 8] S I 72 sV S sl 2, (321)

so that
o] < [bs + 57|+ o < €|+, (3.22)

and

(e, @) + 1 AQ) S IsI ™ 1(6,Q)] S 1sI72 + N(2)* S (C*)?]s[72. (3.23)
Proof. From (B.:2) and the definition of b in (Z47), we have b = —\. Thus, these estimates
are direct consequences of the definition of S¥ and Lemma O

Remark 3.1. We note that the estimate on the full L? norm of ¢ given by (ZI9) cannot be

improved. In contrast, the H 3 norm and local L2 norm of ¢ have a better decay as t ] 0 (see
(316])). This phenomenon seems specific to KdV-type equations and requires the use of local
norms and estimates, which, as mentionned in the Introduction, are delicate to combine with
the non local operator D'. See Lemma [ZI7. Note that in the present paper, we localize only
the L? term in the definition of the energy and local norm (see (B9) and (@I)) below). See
also [I8] on such questions.
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4. CONTROL OF N (¢)

In this section, we close the estimates for A (¢), i.e., we strictly improve ([B.I6]) under the
bootstrap assumptions. We consider the following main functionals

F= [1D3eP + 20— 2 (@ +2)' - Qf - 4aie) (4.1

1 1 1 3
G = /¢s2 where 9 (y) = |s[>7 (¢ (ylsl72) - 5) X*(yls| %), (4.2)
K= / L, P, where Lof=D'f+ fo—3Qf. (4.3)

The functional F' is a localized energy functional in €. At the quadratic order in ¢, it is similar
to (Le, €), except for the localization factor ¢ on the L? term, as in (Lye,€). The functional G
is related to Virial identity and is useful to cancel some critical terms in %, as first observed
for the (NLS) equation in [55], see Lemma The functional K appears as an error term
in the variation of F, but we will see in Lemma [4.4] that it enjoys a special algebra related to
scaling variation.

4.1. Energy-type estimate.

Lemma 4.1. There exists Cy > 0 independent of C* such that for |Sy| large enough, depend-
ing on C*, and for all s € I*,

d [F 1 ) ol —240 ()\8 ) (F Z)
— (= - < _A—(Z - = .
ds()\>+4)\ ey < Cy C*|s| A )\+b 3 K—I—)\ , (4.4)
where
2 2 As Ts /
A:/s@—6/5QAQ+2<T+b>/eyAQ+2<X—1)/eyQ, (4.5)
Z = /62y90y><1 - 2/61\@(1 —©)X2 (4.6)
and
_ 4
xi1(s,y) = 1 — x(yls|7%/?), X2(s,y)=1—x<y§|8| 9)- (4.7)

Proof. The following notation will be used
V=V(e)=De+e— ((Q+2)° - Qi)
V, =V,(e) = Dle +ep — ((Qb + )3 — Qg) .
We compute using (Z53)),

(5] et ) f 0
=fht+fetfs+fatfs,
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where
fi= 2/VyV¢,
fo= 2% Jaay, - %F + 2(% +0) [(AQUV, = 200+ 1) aa%’v
fo=25 = 1) [(@+2)V
fi=2 [V,
fs= =2 [ (@ (@Qv+9° ~ @} - 3@%e) + [ Soup.
In the rest of the proof, we estimate the terms f1, ..., f5, taking Sy large enough, possibly

depending on C*. For future reference, note that

1 (25/ (ﬁ_i_‘s‘@) 1 1 1
o) = eo) = B = B g o) T (4 o

(4.9)

Estimate for fi. Integrating by parts, we have

flZQ/VwaZQ/VyV‘i'Q/Vy(Vw_V):2/Vy5(90—1)-

Note that by integration by parts,
2/D1 —1:2/1)1 :—2/D1 + :
( E)ys(so ) ( E)yw ( E) (eyp +epy)

By the change of variable y' = 4 + |s|, we have from Lemma 217,

0]
'/(Dls)apy—/’Dz a\/—\' C/Etpy

Recall that B = 100C;. Thus,

and

2/ (Dla)ya(cp -1)< —2/ ‘D% (6\/4,0_31)‘2 —1—% e2py.

2/5y5(<p —-1)= —/52<,0y,

Next, integrating by parts,
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and
[ @+ a0 -1
—— [(@+2P - @)eute -1 - [ (@Q+9°- Q) e,
=1 [(@+o' 10k al) -1
+/ Quly ((Qo+2)* = 3:Q5 = Q1) (0 -1 = [ (@ +9)° - @) =,
=5 [(@+o - 108 - Q-1 (@ +2° - @}) ) o,
+ @y ((Qu+2)° =32G8 - QF) (9 - 1).

Note that
(@ +o)* —4Qie — @ — 4 (@ +2)° — @}) | S &* + 2GR
First, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then (2.64]), we have

Jon famtes () ()
< (/‘6\/@’2)5 (/ D3 (g\m—y)‘?>5 </€2>5 </

< ﬁ ( D3 (5@)’2 +/€2cpy) :

_ _ 1

Qo < 1s72Q2 S |s| P for y > —|s|7,
Y ~

1s| "L, for y < —|s|1,

1

Dze

1
2>§

Second, since

we have
[2@ken s [ @ 80y S IsTNE 187! [ IePiy
Thus, for |Sy| large enough,

’/ (@ +e) —4Qfe — Qi — 4 (@ +2)° - Qi) 2) 9y
< ﬁ (/’D% (5\/@)’2 +/€24py> +C|s| 72N (e)%.

Similarly,
(@ +e)° = 3Q5e — QY S Iel® + 2
Since (Qp)y = Q"+ bP'xp, + bPX},
(Qb)y| S Q'+ 1DIQ + 0*L_gppy-1 o1y »

we first observe that

—30 —1-360
/< N W\(Qb)y\(\ar?’ﬂ?)s\s\ ’ /(!s\3+62) < lsl7
Yy<—31s
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Second, by the definition of ¢,

fory > L5, 1) =p0) —e@)| <yl max o, < |ylls| 7%, (4.10)

[~ 5151, +00)
and so, since |y|Q < Q2 <gand [|efp < [e2p+ [t SN(e)?,
Jo gy N (4 2) = S 172 [ 200 S ol 2000
In conclusion, since % << %, we obtain for |Sy| large enough,

fi < —/ (D% (E\/go_y))2 — % e%p, + C|s| 7310, (4.11)

FEstimate for fa. Since H(yey) = yH(ey), we have

[ve0'e) = [yete) = = [H=)e) == [y E) =0,
and so

2/(As)(Dla) :/\D%EP.

2/(A5)6<p = —/62y<py.
Moreover,

2 [as (@ - Q) == [(@+° - @) ~2 [ ve, (@ +9° - @)

where, integrating by parts,
=2 [y, (@ +2)° - @})

=5 [v(@+9)" - Qb —103) +2 [ 4@y (@ +2)° - @ —30%)

By integration by parts,

=5 [ (@ -+~ @t —108) +2 [ y(@) (@ +2)° - @} - 36%e) .
Note that
- / e (@ +e-aQ}) + / (@ +2)' — Qf —4Q3) +2 / 9@y (@ +2)° - QF —3Q3e)
_ / E2QuAQ; + 2 / SAQ,.

Therefore, for the first part of fy, we obtain
As As As
222 /(AE)VSD ~Zp= (_ /52%% _ /E% + 6/52QbAQb v 2/53AQb)

As
= - 52%03/
As
+ (7 +b) (—/€2<P+ 6/€2QbAQb + 2/€3AQb> :

—b (— /sch + 6/€2QbAQb + 2/E3AQb> ;
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Then, we observe that
2 [(AQUV, =2 [(AQu(D'e + 2 - 303 — 3@’ ~ &)
= 2/5(D1(AQb) + AQup — 3QEAQy) — 6/52QbAQb - 2/€3AQb-

Thus, summing these two expressions, we obtain

As
fa=-5 2y,

+ 2(% +b) [/(Dl(/\@b) + AQpe — 3QFAQy)e — %/6290] ;

— 2(bs + b%) %vgo

—b (—/5290+6/62QbAQb+2/53AQb)
= fa1 + fo2 + fo3 + fou

First, we split fo 1 into two parts

As
fo1=— (7 + b) /52?490@/ + b/€2y<ﬁy- (4.12)

We split the first term in right-hand side of (@I2]) using Z; = [ €2y<,0yX1, where y1 is defined
in (L5)

/62y90y =71+ /52y90yX(y|3|_2/3)-
Note that

‘/52y‘10yX(y|3|_2/3)

< g2 —l—/ g2

N/|y<28|2/3 lyloy . [yloy
2

SIsl? [ o, + s AN EP,

and thus by (3:20),

As -
%+ | [ Eventuls )

SOl 34 [ty 4 (el B

Sol1) [ 2o, + s,
For the second term on the right-hand side of ([&I2]), we see that
1
b /62 < 8_5(1_9)/ e2py + s_l/ g2
b | elyley < Is] Jicishan € P 5] o309 lyspyl

2
&
S \s\‘%“‘”/s%yﬂs\‘l/l =S Il [ g, st

1 ~
yl>|s|21HD |y|
Thus,

As _
f271 = — (7 _|_b) Zl +0(1)/E2tpy +O(’S’ 3+9) where Zl = /E2y90yxl'
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Second, we compute D*(AQp) + AQpp — 3Q?AQy to simplify the expression of foo. First,
we claim that for any function f,

L(f) = (LF) +6QQ S, LMf) = SLF+y(Lf) +65QQ'f — f+3Q%.  (4.13)

The first identity follows directly from the definition of £. For the second one, we proceed as
follows

LAf)= %ﬁf +Hyf) +yf —3Q%f = gﬁf +HL") — f+3Q%f +yf —3Q%yf

_ g.c F+yMHF)) — F+3Q2f +yf — 3Q%f’

= DLF b y(LF) — 4 3Q% + 6yQQ'T
Since LAQ = —Q and Qp = Q + bP,, we have
D (AQy) + AQup — 3Q°AQ, = L(AQ) + bL(AR,) + (AQ + bAP) (¢ — 1)
=-Q+ gbﬁPb +by(LPy)y — bPy + 3bQ? Py + 6byQQ' Py + (AQ + bAP,) (¢ — 1).
We use the notation from the proof of Lemma 210, ¥y = (LP, — LP), = (LF}), — AQ. Thus,
D' (AQy) + AQpp — 3Q*AQy
= —Q + byAQ + by¥ + gbﬁPb —bP, + 3bQ2Pb + 6byQQ' Py + (AQ + bAPR,) (¢ — 1).
Then,
D'(AQy) + AQup — 3QAQy
= —Q + byAQ + by¥, + gbﬁpr — bpP, + 3bQ2Pb + 6byQQ' Py + (AQ + by(Py)y)(p — 1).
Next, we see that
—3(QF — Q*)AQ, = —6bQAQP, — b? (gQPf + 6yQPy(Py)y + 3yQ’Pb2> =3V AR,
Combining these computations, we obtain
D' (AQs) + AQpp — 3QFAQy

3
=-Q+b (yAQ + 5 Lo P+ yPxyp — Pbso) +by(¥y — Pxy) 4+ (AQ + byP'xp) (¢ — 1)

9
— v <§QP§ +6yQPy(Py)y + 3yQ’Pb2> — 30°P/AR,.

We claim the following estimates

0Q _1
1£o557 = (LoPo+yPx19) 2 S 15l 72,

(
ﬁspr - Pb(p = Rb, (4.15
3
16y (T1 — Pxj)llze < [b]2, (
1
QP2 + lyQPs(Po)yllz2 + [lyQ Bl 2 + |02 | Py APy 2 S 1. (
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Indeed, by using (2.30]),

r 0Qy

Y Ob
and [D Pz S IPxlce + IyP'xpllie + luPxglize S 113, Q2P 2 < 1613, which
proves (£I4]). Next, (E:E) is a simple consequence of the deﬁmtlons of L, and Ry in (43
and (2:20). Then, estimate (£I6) is proved as in (2.34]). Finally, ({17 is straightforward.

Inserting ({.14)-@IT), we obtain
D (AQy) + AQyp — 3Q7AQ
0 1
— Q4+ bRy + byAQ + bL, 2

— (Lo P+ yPxyp) = D' (yPxy) — 3Q*Px;,

ot = 5LeP+ (AQ +byPx)(e = 1) + Opa(ls| ),

and thus, using (Z51)) and ||el|z2 < |3|_%,
1
/(Dl(AQb) +AQyp — 3QFAQp)e — 5 /6290

2
9
¢ g;b*b/EyAQJF/AQHyPXb)( — 1)z + O(Js| > 1n |s]).

Concerning f5 3, by the definition of V,,, one has

8va / cwaaci” / 88%’ (667, + 307 PR)= +3Que” + °)

One sees easily by using (2.36]) that

b
_—§F—§K+b/ oL

/ 99 ((GbQPb +36°P))e +3Que” + £ ) S s TN () + N(e)? S (CF)% s 27,

ob
and thus by [B20)), since b = —\,

)\s * 443
fa3=—2b <T + b> / Ew% +O((C )3|S| 4+29).

For fa9 and fa3, we thus obtain
As As
Joo+ fo3 =~ (T —|—b> (F+bK)+2b (Y —|—b> /eyAQ

2 (3 +0) [(AQ+byPixs)(e - Do+ O(1s| 4.

We split the third term in the right-hand side as follows

2 (% + b) /(AQ + by P’ xp)(p — 1)e

() o0) | (o) ) o

where Zy = —2 [ AQ(¢ — 1)exa.
It follows from (EI0) and |[AQ| < (1 + |y|)~2 that

4. - le] —20 —20-1
AQx(y—s 9) —1De| < s 29/ < € <|s .
[ aax(vgh=) e S [, S e S 1o
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Thus, by ([3.20)), since 6 > 3/5, for |Sy| large enough,
Al 4,
— 4+ A — -1
‘(A + )/ Qx(yB!8! )(cp )
Next, since P’ € )y, using again (£.10),

€|
Sl R . .
- lyl<Zsl ly1>Z1s1? [y

—1-3 _1-8 _3_
SIsIT 2 el + [T 2 el 2 S 18|72 R

< CHs| 72720 S |73

beP’xb(cp —1)e

Thus, by (3:20)), since 0 > %, we obtain

K% + b> /byP’Xb(so —1)e

In conclusion for fs9 and fo 3, we obtain

foo+ foz = — <A— + b) (F +bK + Z) +2b (% + b> /z—:yAQ + O(|s|3+9).

S CYs|73 S s 73

A
where Zs = —2 [ AQ(¢ — 1)exa.
For fs 4, we claim
foa=0b (/ e2p — 6/€2QAQ> + O(|s]39). (4.18)
Indeed, we check that

bl [ *1QuAQs — QAQIS I [ 1o 5 15|,

1
Sl [ 1 s vl ([ 12) ([ 103e) " < oo,

In conclusion for f5, we obtain

and

o[ =aa

fzz—(%—kb) (F+bK + 2)

+b</52<p—6/52QAQ+2 <% +b) /syAQ) (4.19)

+0(1) /EQcpy + O(]s| 731,
Estimate for fs. By integration by parts, we have
2/(Qb +e)yVyp = 2/(Qb +¢),(D'e + ep — 3Q%e — 3Qpe* — &%)
=2 [ (DYQuy + (@yw —3QE@),) - [ 2
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As before, using ([£I3]), since LQ' =0,

Dl(Qb)y + (Qb)y‘P - 3Q2(Qb)y =LQ' + b»c(Pb)y +(Q + be)y(‘P -
= b(LPy), + 6bQQ'P, + (Q 4 bPy), (¢ —
= bAQ + b¥ + 6bQQ Py + (Q + bPy)y(p —

and
—3(QF — Q*)(Qp)y = —6bQQ' P, — b*(3Q' P2 + 6QPy(Py),) — 36> P2(Py),.
Thus,
Dl(Qb)y + (Qb)y‘P - 3Q§(Qb)y =bAQ + 0¥ + (Q + be)y(‘P - 1)
—b*(3Q' P2 + 6QPy(Py),) — 3b° P2 (Py),.
We claim

[b¥slze < ls]2,

Q' PElls + PP 12 + QPP s S 1,
[enQ = [ey@ +o(C)Plsl ),

Q' = D2 + BII(R)y (o = sz S Jsf 7.

Indeed, (£20) is a consequence of (Z.34]) and (Z35)), ([@ZI]) is a direct consequence of the
definition of P, and ([@22) follows from AQ = Q + yQ' and 3.23). To prove ([@23), first we

apply (£I0), so that

Second, since P € Z,

Y-
oo - D 5 0 [ 1280y [

d d
S |S|—2—4€/ Yy > + |S|_2/ Yy ; +
wi<Zlsle 1 +y y>Blsle 1+y

¢ —40 dy —40
T Y <
|| ||L2 1 + 6 | | Iy‘<g|8‘9 1 + y4 ‘y|>g‘5|9 1 + yﬁ | |

5|72 < IsI7°.

Thus, using also ([3.:20]), we obtain, for Sy large (possibly depending on C*), using 6 > %,

fs=2b (T - 1> /syQ' + o(l)/szgpy + O(]s| 7319,

Estimate for fy. Recall that

f4=2/\I'bV¢:2/\I’b(D1€+690—((Qb-i-s)?’—Qg)).

First, using (2.28]),
/\IJbDla < ’/(D%wb)(D%g)
Second, by (Z27]), we have

1 1 1
3 3 3 0
([ wte) <P+ el ([ P20a2e)" + 1ok ([ PRe) " < it

1 1 — 1
SIIDE | 2]|DZell 2 < 5|7 In |s]|ZA/(e).

(4.24)

(4.25)
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Thus,

1

1 1
Juwed s ([wie)” () sl ine s Cls o,

Using (2.64) (with p = 6), (2.27) and (3.19), we also have

‘/ \I/b€3

Estimating the other terms [ ¥,Q%e and [ W,Q,e? similarly, we obtain

_3 _
< 1@yl 2 llellze S 15172 lell 2N () S (CF)?|s| 7.

fa] S |s| 2P EN(e) S O[3 (4.26)

Estimate for f5.
fs= =2 [(@s (Qu+2)° ~ @}~ 3Q5<) + [ 0 = frn + fr
First, by (2:36]) and (3.21)),

1)
Qo] = [ba]| 22

_ _ o 1—o4 b
CE S (15172 + s TIN(e)) 5 €8l

Thus,
5l S C7lsl 2% [12(@ + [b1) + [el® S C*Is7+8 (W (e)? + 1sI#)
S (C*)3|S|—4+%0 S |S|_3+0.

Second, we see from the definition of ¢ in (3.8])

o (4 +1s) 6 (% +1s1%) ¢/(Is1")
Cpe—ll 0 \B V) 1y 0
Osp = 0s™ 5] () 0s™|s| ) . (4.27)
We also have that
& (B + 15
M—H&/g% < |S|—1+0/€2(py’
and
¢ (% +1s”) ¢'(Is])
71 [ 2 & ¢2(,5,>9) I [0 S sl e
Thus,
fs = o(1) [ g, + 057+, (4.28)

Therefore, we conclude the proof of (4.4]) gathering (£IT)), (AI19), [E24), ([£.20) and ([Z28).
O
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4.2. Virial-type estimate. Now, to extend to the cubic Benjamin-Ono equation the tech-
nique developed in [55], we prove the following suitably localized Virial-type identity.

Lemma 4.2. For |Sy| large enough possibly depending on C*, for all s € T*,

1

G < Is| 72 (4.29)
and e
=2 [ D) - [ +6 [ Qe — 6 [ Qage?
As s /
v2(( 20 fonaa(5 ) f o
+O(|s|72%) + O(|s| || D3 (ep) |1 22)
where ,
p(s,y) = _xlslE) (4.31)

(14 y2s|-1)?

Proof. The bound @Z9) follows from |le]|;2 < |s|7! (see (B19)) and the bound || < |8|%
coming directly from the definition of ¢ in (Z2)).

Now, we prove ({30)). We compute using (Z.53),

dG
s 22/6567/)4-/627!)5 =01 +92+93+ 94+ 95+ ge + 97,
where
As
g1 = 2/Vy€1/1, 92 =2+ /(As)w,
As Ts
93:2<X+b>//\@b5¢7 94:2<X—1)/(Qb+5)y5¢’
0

g5 = —2(bs + b?) %sw, g6 = 2/\I’b€¢,

g7 = /62%-

We claim that the following technical facts on v and p.

Lemma 4.3. The following hold.
(i) Pointwise estimates.

_1 1
[W(y) =yl SlsI72lyl? 10l S sl (4.32)
1
< Io(d
il Sl (4.33
2 _3
_ X°(yls|75) 1
U= Tyt T oty O (4.34)
y?lsI~! _1
thy = 1|+ |p — 1 §TQ|S|_17 byl S 1, [yl S 18|72, (4.35)
|s| ! —u -1
< <
Wyyy’ ~ (1 —i—y?]s]—l)? + ‘S‘ 101—2\S|%<y<_|8‘% ~ ‘S‘ : (436)
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(ii) Norm estimates.
1 _1
pllze + 1yllc> S ls15s Mlpyllize + [¢wyllze < 1577 (4.37)

Proof. By Taylor expansion, since ¢(0) = %, ¢'(0) = % and supg |¢”| < 400, one finds for
1
lyl <s]2,
1

_1 1,1 _
[6(1sl72y) = 5 = —IsI72y| S Is| 'yl

The definition of ¢ in (A2) then implies (£32) for |y| < |S|% For |y| > |S|%, #32) is a
consequence of Y] < |8|% Next, note that by the definition of ¢ in ([£2]),

1 3 1 1 1 3
by =7 (ylsI X3 (yls|75) + sl 70 ((uls|72) — 5) O0C) (wls79)

2 -3 (4.38)
_ X (ylsI75) 1 T I
s rERdl 0 (d(yls|7) = 5) 6PV (s 79),
which implies directly (£33]) and (434]). Moreover,
2|1
y°ls|
S P ,
| 2 L+ y?[s|~1 y>— \|5+|| L

Differentiating (4.38]), we have
_1 1 _1 _3
Wy = |s|72me” (yls| 77 ) xP(yls|3) +20s| 75w’ (yls|72) () (yls|F)
1
2

sl (0 (ulslH) = 5 ) )" (wlsl )

and thus [¢y,| < \s\_%. This proves (435]). Now, we estimate 1,,,,. By direct computations,
we have

gy = Is| 770" (yls] 72 ) xP(ylsl %) + 3ls| 275w (yls] 72 ) () (wls| %)

X
)= 5) 6 ls )

1

434! (vl ) () sl ) + a5+ (o (vl

l\)l»—l

Thus,

|s| !

<
|¢yyy| ~ (1+y2|8|_1)

Finally, we prove ([@37). First,

1
Y <3,
/p ~ 1 y2‘8‘_1 ~ ‘S‘

Note that by direct computation

S lsl™t.

+ _3 3
| 2\s| 5<y<—|s|5 *

_3
_3 X'(yls|73) ||__y!8! 2 x(yls| %)

1
(1 +y2[s|71)2 (1 +y2s|71)

L1 e CA?

and thus,

2].|—1
_6 -1 yls|~dy -1
5 _ -_— .
/(py) N’ ’ 1+y2’3’_1 +’S’ /(1+y2’3’ 1)3 ~ ’S’
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1
By (L38), we have [(dy —p)* S Is|75 [

3 3
—2[s|5 <y<—|s|5

3 3
_ <|s|7% —p)y? <175
Wy =l SIslFL o o andso [y, - ) S Il

which finishes the proof of (Z37]). O

dy < |s|% and

FEstimate for gi. We claim

gi=-2 [ID4en)* = [0 +6 [ Q¥en ~ 6 [ Qage?

o (4.39)
+O(Is|72%) + O(|s| "2 || Dz (ep) | 72).
By using the definition of V' in (48] and integrations by parts, we decompose g; as
91 =911 +912+ 913,
where
g11 = 2/(D1€)y€¢a
912 = —/62%,
1
ga= 5 [ (@+9)' = Q= 108w, +2 [ (@ +)° - QD
2 [ (@ -+ - QF - 3Q8) Q-
First, concerning ¢;,1, we claim the following two estimates
I (4.40)
1 2 _ S BG §
[0, [ IDHER| S 11724 + s DHep) e (d.41)
With these estimates in hand, we obtain after integration by parts that
g1,1 = —2/(D1€)€y1/) — 2/(D16)€¢y
(4.42)

1 _ L 1
= =2 [ |DH(ep) + O(1s|+) + O(s F D (p)l2).

Proof of ([&40). Using (2.67)) with a = 1, since ||{yy|lLe < |S|_% (see (E30))), we obtain from
B.I19),

_3 240
[@e)e] el aoe 5 1ol 7E S 1727,

Proof of [@AT). Using [Z58) with a = v, since ||a”||;2 < |s|% and ||d|| 2 < |s|1, we have
[@e)ev, - [ 1Dtey,

3 1 3 1
S el g lell 22 gy ll 2 llvyll 72

S (O3 s HE0 < |52,
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_3
since 0 > % By (&38) and the definition of p = %, we see that |, — p?| <
1+y?|s|=1)2

1
|s| 7101 3 and thus
—2]s[8 <y<—|s|3

1 1
[ 1D3eu, — [ 1Dk

Now, we claim
[1Dtepe ~ [ D)
which is sufficient to finish the proof of (£4I]). Indeed, using (2.65]) and (264,
1 1 1 1 1 1
'/!DZE\QPQ —/!DZ(é?p)\z = ’/ ((D2e)p+ D3 (ep)) ((D%)p—w(sp))’
1 1 1
S (I(D2e)pllpz + D2 (ep)12 ) 1D, plell 2
1 1 1 1 3 1
< (ID%ellzz + D3 (en)li2) el y el 2o lloy 2 £

< |57 4 (C*)2 |s| 5T D3 (ep) | 2

1 1
SIsI7#40 + |s|720 | D2 (ep) 122

1 1 1
S sl 1| DEe|72 < 15|70 (M (€))? < [s| 7.

< |s| 720 + |s| %0 || D3 (ep) |22, (4.43)

Second, we see from (€34,

9 _3

2 2 X2 (yls|75) - / 2
—g1o= | 2, = [ 22X P L o410 €
91,2 / Yy / 1+ y2|s|! (Is] ) —2|s\%<y<—\s|%

_/ 2X2(y’3’_%) —I—O((C*)2| —%4—0)
/) 1+ 9y2|s|7t s

= [+ s, (4.44)

since (by 6 > %), Il e? SN(e)? S (C)?s| 727,

3 3
—2|s]5 <y<—|s|5
Next, we claim

915 =6 [ Qe ~ 6 [ QAQe+ O(1s] 7). (4.45)

We start with rough bounds, using (£32)) (in particular |¢Q’| < 1), and (£35) , and then
2.64),

g5 -3 [ 6,Q% 46 [ vQQe?
S [ 1l (el + 1+ 1e1Y) + [ 101 (Bllel? + (@1 + eDel?)

Slol® [+ [l + [lelt S1ol% S 1572+

Now, using (£.39]),
’/wa%z —/Q2€2

SIsl [l S Jsl 7,
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and, using (4.32),
] [veae - [y

Slsld [ S 1sl7d S 1al 2.
Thus,
g1,3 = 3/Q2€2 - G/yQQlf?Q +0(|s|7*?)
_ 6/@252 - 6/@1\@52 +O(s|2+).

Hence, to finish the proof of ([@43]), we only have to prove
[@en-psis, (4.46)

but similarly as before, this follows from [p? — 1| < ?|s| L.
Therefore, we conclude the proof of ([A39) gathering ([@42), (£44]) and ([£45]).
FEstimate for go. We claim
g2 = O(|s|7**7). (4.47)
Indeed, integrating by parts,

As
o == / Yy

Note that since § > 2, ¢ > 1 for y > —2|s|%, and thus [ o olal ]2 S N(e)? < (C*)?|s| 7219,
y

—2|s|5
Combining this, [A33]) and (320)), we find |g2| < (C*)3|S|_%+%0, which implies (£47) since
0 <1.

FEstimate for gs. We claim

As _
g5 =2 (7 4 b> /eyAQ +O(|s| ), (4.48)
First, by (£32)
< dy -3
[rQsw-p|s [ el s [ e
ly|>s]2 Y lyl<|s|2
1
< 9\ 2 _1 < lo-3
S llellze Vdy/yT ) LT el SIS
ly|>s]2
Second, since 1) = 0 for y < —2]3]%, Y| < ]s]%, and [AP)| < (1+y+)~t (here y, = max(0,y)),
o fameu| it [ I3 S 1s el S 1ol
y>—2|s|5

Thus, (£48) follows from (B:20) and 6 > %

Estimate for g4. The proof of the following estimate is similar and easier (due to the stronger
decay of Q' with respect to AQ)

g1 =2 (% - 1) /ayQ’ + O(]s| 72+, (4.49)
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Note that to deal with the term 2 (%2 — 1) [eyet), we integrate by parts and use (£35) so

that
() o5 1) S

Estimate for g5. We claim
g5 = O(|s|7*). (4.50)

< (1 +y4)~! and thus, using (321) and @32,

_24 8 —
951 S Cls Rl [ el )

y>—2[s|5

SN [ 50rsl%.

From (2:36]), one has ’%

< CYs| 710553 |[e]| 12 S CFs| T3 S || 72,
since 6 > %

FEstimate for gs. We claim
g6 = O(|s| 7). (4.51)
Indeed, by ||¢]|ze < |S|%, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (Z27)), we have (using > 1)

— _3 —
g6l < Is1 ™ llellzz S 1sl72 < [s| 72+,

FEstimate for g7. We claim
gr = O(|s| 7). (4.52)
By the definition of ¢ in (4.2),

1 B 1 3 3 1 1 1 _3
O = =315 + 2 sl "y (wlsl A wlslH) + Slsl T (owlslH) — 5)y0) (wlsl ).

1
< lol—3
Thus, |0s¢] < |s| 21y>_2|8‘% and

_1 _5 —
lg7] S 15172 (e)® S (CF)?[s| 270 < 1|7

Therefore, combining (439), ([£47), (£48)), (£49), (£50), (£51) and (£52]), we finish the
proof of (IIBIII)

4.3. Estimates on the functional K. Recall that K = [eL P, is defined in (3.I6).

Lemma 4.4. For |Sy| large enough possibly depending on C*, for all s € T*,
K|S NE)ls|> 5 C*s[77. (4.53)

and

dK | s 3
et rom| s ([e,) s (4.54)

Proof. We begin with the proof of [£53)). By using the definition of £, in (£.3)), we decompose
K as

K = /eDle+/st<,o—3/eQ2Pb.



42 Y. MARTEL AND D. PILOD

First, we deduce from (2.19), (3.8]) and (3.9) that

le|
stgplg/ —+/ Ecp+/ el
‘ / y>0 1+y —2B|s|f<y<0 ‘ ’ —2|s|<y<—2Bl|s|? ’ ‘

1
1 2
SN+ NEslE + M) | [ =
—2|s|<y<—2B|s|? 1 + [y]
SN)lsl
Second, we deduce from (2.23]) and (3.9) that
| [D'n| =| [ D¥DR| S 1Dkl DE Rl S N ).
Moreover, we get easily that
| [e*n|snE)

Those estimates together with the bootstrap hypothesis (3.16) conclude the proof of (£53)).
Next, we turn to the proof of (£54]). By using the equation of &, in ([253]), we compute

dK P,
s /€s£ Pb+/wspb+b /€£ (81)) (4.55)

=k +ko+ks+ky+ks+ke+ k7,

where
As
k= / V,C,P,, b= / (A2)L, Py,
As Ts
ks = (T + b) /(AQb)ﬁ Py, ky = (T — 1) /(Qb +€)y£<pr,
ks = —(bs + b2) %ﬁ By, ke = /\Ifbﬁwpb,
P,
= N
ky = /ap b+b/s£ (%)
In the rest of the proof, we estimate ky,--- , k7 separately, taking Sy large enough, possibly

depending on C*.

Estimate for k1. In order to estimate k1, we rewrite L,P, as
L,P, = D'P, + Pyp — 3Q*P, (456)

=LP+D'(P(xs — 1)) + Plxsp — 1) = 3Q°P(xp — 1) - '

Moreover, integrating by parts and using the definition of V' in (4.8,

/cscpb +3/Qb (L, D) +/3Qbs ) (LR,
—k1,1+k1,2+k173.
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First, we deal with kj ;. Recalling that £(AQ) = —@Q, the equation in (2Z.I6]) and (£50),
we have

bia= [2Q— [£o(D'(Poo— 1), — [ £e(Plase =), +3 [ £2(Q*P(x 1),
= /€Q +kiaa+kii2+ki13.
From the definition of £, (8.19), the definition of x; in (2I9) and P € Z, we get that
[k1,1] S llellzz (PO — 1))z + 1(P O = 1)"Mlz2) < 1sI72, (4.57)

and
et 13 < llellze (@2 PO — 1Y 122 + Q2P — 1)) l12) < Isl 7% (4.58)
We rewrite k112 as
kaz = [ D'e(Phag — 1), + [(1=3Q2:(Plue - 1),
To treat the first term above, we use the decomposition
(P(xpw — 1)), = P'(xop — 1) + Pxpy + Popy -
On the one hand, observe that

M

/Dl (P"(xpee — 1) + Pxipp) = /’He (P"(ae = 1) + 2P x40 + PXie + Poy )
2
1
P'(1—xp0)|l2 < / — |+ sy P2 < |s| 7,
[t )]l <2150 Ty |57y P |2 < 1]

thanks to (£I0), using P’ € Vs and the definition of ¢ in (3.8]),

1

1 \2 7
HP%MH§W(/ —Q S sl
—2ls|<y<—Is| Y|

1 _5
IPxelle S 10 =] Sl
—2]s|<y<—ls| Y]

1
1\? 5
Pxpoyllz S b / — 1 <s|72.
Pl Sl ([, o) sl
Then, we deduce from ([3.I9) that

=

and

_1_
'/D1 (e — 1) + Pxyp)| S ls|72 7.

On the other hand, Lemma [2:6] and the translation invariance of H together with (£.9) imply
that

|Hay (Pb‘;py)| S Py

[tz (f2)

and thus

’/D ePypy| = ’/67-[(9 (Popy)| S
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Hence, we conclude that

[ De(Plag - 1), | S ([ 0) (4.59)

We write the second term in the decomposition of k112 as
/(1 = 3Q%)e(Play — 1)),
= [(1-3Q9P bap ~ D+ [(1-3@2ePxge+ [(1-30D):Pp, .
By using (319), P’ € ),, and ([&I0), we have
fa-saneroue vl stets ([, o) o, e
y<—LE|sp |yl* y>—Lsjo (14 |yl)?

SlsI72 7 4+ [s| PN (e)

[0-3aeri] s ([ )’ ( Lo ﬁ) S Is| 7V E).
[0 -saena < ([ 20) e 5 ([0)"

Hence, we deduce gathering those estimates and using (3.16]) that

[0-30%e(Ptop 1), | 172 + ([ 20,) (4.60)

since 2 — & > 1 + 3%, Therefore, we conclude from (Z5J) and (E60) that

N[

and

1
el S5+ ([26,)7 (4.61)

Next, we derive an estimate for kj ». Since
bio =3 [ (26QP, + B PD=(D' Ry + Pyp — 3Q°R),,.
we deduce easily from (3.19) that

_3

kel S [blllelle < [s72 - (4.62)

Finally, since

ks = / (3(Q +0Py)e? + %) (D' Py + Py — 3Q°P)

)

we deduce by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities

[2564) with p =4 and p = 6, (316]) and (B19) that
el 5 ([ ) 4 () S lelle W@ + M) s O EE (wen)
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Therefore, we conclude gathering ([3.23]) (to control (e,Q)), (£57), (458), (61, (462)
and (4.63)) that

1
ket < C*s|~ 3% + (/s%y)? . (4.64)
Estimate for ks. We decompose ko as
As
b= /Ae(Dle + Py — 3Q%R)

= ko1 + koo + ka3,

and estimate each term separately.
By the definition of Ae, we have

1
/AaDle — 5/aDle +/yayD1Pb.
On the one hand, we see from (2:23]) and (3.19]) that

/ eD'P,

On the other hand, we have from the properties of H
/yeyDle = —/’H(ysy)PI; = —/y(Hsy)PI; = —/yDlsPIj,
so that by (2.24))

1 1 1
S ID2el|p2]| D2 Byl S N (e)[In|s]|= .

1 1
[ v, D B S Dl DGR sz £ ACE).
Hence, it follows from (B.16), (3:19) and (3:20) that

— 1
k2,1 < (C*)%s| 72+ I |s|= .

After integrating by parts, we have

1
/AePbsD = —5/6Pbso - /ysPésD— /yePbsDy-

s(f20) ((Jroe) = (Jomre)') s,
'/ystsoy S (/(be)%y)% (/62903,)%

2

Y 260

P)’ey 5 / + / Yoy + / B S s
/(y b) ¢y y>0 Py —2B|s|0<y<0 yF ey —2ls|<y<—2B|s] 1+ 4 g

Hence, we deduce from (3.I6) and ([3.19) and (3.20) that

1
9430 1430 2
baal S (CPIs 2% 4 s 1 ([ 20,) "

Finally, we get easily

Moreover,

fon

+ ‘/yePégp

and

[ 8@ R £ Il INQ Rz S Jele.
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so that, by using (3.19]),
6
[z 3] S C*[s[ 7%
Therefore, we conclude gathering those estimates that

N

bl S (C*PIsl ¥ 4 1 ([ 2,) (4.65)

Estimate for ks. We split ks as

s s
k3 = (T‘i'b)/AQﬁsoPIH-(T
= k31 + k32,

and estimate each term separately.
By using ([A56]) and the identity £L(AQ) = —Q, we have (see the definition of py = (P, Q)

in (Z17))
fa = (324 0) (=po+ [ AQ(D (Pl — 1)) + Plasp = 1) = 3Q°P(a 1))
Moreover, since AQ € ), Lemma implies that H(AQ) € V1, and thus
[2aptPto - 1) =| [ Pow-none@)|s [ o shl
By using (£10), AQ € )», P € Z, we also have that
’/AQ(P(XW - 1))‘

</ L ’S’—20 (/ ’y‘ +/ ‘y’ ) < ’S’—Q
~ y<—LZ|s|0 ‘ ’2 —Bslf<y<0 (1 + \y!)2 y>0 (1+ ’y‘)g ~

[ sl

y<—|s| |Z/|6 ~

As o —1-2
[k + (55 + b)po| S C¥Js] 75

—I—b)b/APbﬁgOPb

and
JRCL ORI
Hence, we deduce from (3.13]) and ([3:20) that

Next, we look at k3. We have that

As
k3o = (=

1
S b / (55 +yF;) (D'P, + Pyp — 3Q°D,)
By using (2:23) and (2:24]), we see that

| BD'R| = DR S1als

and
1 1 1
< || D2(yP)ll2|D2 Pyl 2 S [n]s]|2 .

/ yP.D'P,
We also have that (see the definition of ¢ in (3.8]))

d
[rid s | 2/ PSP, (4:66)
—2lb|~t<y<—10B|s|° |Y|  Jy>—10B|s|0
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< [1P1+ 0 [ bl S 1
‘/APbQ2Pb

s [@st
Hence, we deduce from (3.16]) and ([B19) that
[kaa| < CYJs 7%

Therefore, we conclude gathering those estimates that

' / yPy Py

and

As o |94 30
ks + (5 +b)pol S C*ls| 7245

Estimate for ky. We decompose k4 as follows.

ky = ( ——1/@5 P+ (5 b/sz P+ (5 - )/sy£¢Pb
=ka1+ ko + ka3

We estimate each term separately.
The decomposition (£56) and the property £(Q’) = 0 imply

ka1 = ——1 /Q P(xp — 1)) + P(xpp — 1) = 3Q*P(xp — 1)) .

Moreover, we have the following bounds

/Q'DI(P(Xb - 1))‘ 1@ (P — 1))z S Il 72,
/ 1 - |y| —
_ < - 20 g K 20
’/QP(XW 1)’ /y<__ 4o TP + |s] /(1+|y|)3 S s

thanks to (EI0), and
1
Je@r-n|s [ | e

Thus, it follows from B:20) that |ks 1| S C*]sy—l—T_
By using that [ P/D'P, = [ P/H(P}) = 0, we rewrite k2 as

k42_(ﬁ—1b/Pbe¢ 3(Zs b/PbQ2Pb.
We also observe that

1 1
PP, ———‘/P2 </_ _ <1

Thus, it follows from (3I9) and (B3:20) that |k 2| < C*’3’—2+§'
We rewrite k43 as

<1 and ‘/chfpb

Ts
i = (52 - 1)/€y(D1Pb + Pyp— 3Q°Fy) .

Moreover, we observe that

/ e,D'P,

S |ID2el| 2| D2 Byl S Ne),

47

(4.67)
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‘/q,PbsD < '/6Pé<p + ‘/5Pb90y
<([2o) 1m0+ ([20) (o) sve,
'/syQ2Pb

Then, we deduce from (BI0) that |ky3| < (C*)?|s|72+7.
Therefore, we conclude gathering those estimates that

N

and
1 1
S Dze|| 2| D2(QPy) |l 2 S N(e).

[ka| S (C*)?|s| 7240 (4.68)
Estimate for ks. By using (2.36]), we decompose k5 as
0
ks = —(bs +b°) %£¢Pb = —(bs + b2)/ (P, +yxipP) (D'Py+ P — 3QRy) |

and estimate each term separately.
First, we deduce from ([Z.23]) that

'/PbDle — |DER2: Slnls),

~

and

1 1
[ 0PDB < 1D} Pl | R

1 1 1 1
S Pl (xP) | 221 D2 Pyl2 < |Ins]|2 .
Next, in addition to (&B8)), |/ P2¢| < |s|?, we have

Y
[ vipri <l [ AU )| S 1

2ls|<y<—|s| 1+ |y
Finally, we see easily that

‘/ (P +yxuP) Q°Py| S 1.
Therefore, we conclude gathering those estimates and using (3.21]) that

|ks| S C*s| 727 . (4.69)

Estimate for kg. Recall that
ke = / W, P, = / W, (D'Py + Pyp — 3Q°P;) -

First, it follows from (2:23]) and (2.28)) that

/ U,D'P,

Second, we deduce from (£.20) and (4.606]) that

1 1
3 3
‘/‘I’beCP < (/‘I’gﬁﬂ) (/szﬁﬂ) < s

1 1 _
< ||D2Wy|| 2| DZ Byl 2 < |s| 72 1n]s].
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< (/\If%cf)% (/Pfcf)% < Jsl2.

ke < |s| 721 (4.70)

Finally, (2.27)) yields

/‘Iij2Pb

Therefore, we conclude that

Estimate for k7. By using (4.27]), we decompose the first term of k7 as

o [EEAB) o [ 6+ s st
[eoum =05 [ LB LED s -

We deduce from (£.9]) that
1

¢' (% +1s) —140 2
o] [l s ([ )

¢ +[s1%)¢/(|s]) < |10 (/Eng)% </Pb290>% < ]s]_l_%/\/(s).

¢*(Is|”)
Hence, it follows from (B.16]) that
o] i (f a%y)% Wellnd (471)
To deal with the second term in k7, we use %IZ” = —yx'(|bly) P, so that
Ly (%) = D! (%) — yx'(Ibly) Py + 3Q%yx/([bly) P

We estimate each corresponding terms separately. First, we deduce by using (2.25]) that

o () 0teot (4) ), <iowt

‘/ 8Pb </52<,0)% (/ |yX/(|b|y)|2ﬁ>% < |sIN(e),

and by (Z.60])

’ 146 Pb

|s

S [D%e|l e ||D

Moreover,

and

aP 2 1\ s
@Gt < ([2e) ([ tmb—s)" < v,
since @ € Vs. Then it follows from (BI6]) and (3:22)) that
b / L, (%ib)‘ < (C)2|s]2+° . (4.72)
Therefore, we deduce gathering (A.71]) and (£72]) that
1
el S 174 ([ 220,) o (0)R1sl 2 (1.73)

Finally, we conclude the proof of estimate ([£.54]) gathering estimates (£.64]), (£.63]), (£67),
(469), (£869), (£10), (£73) and taking |Sp| large enough. O
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4.4. Remaining terms.

Lemma 4.5. For |Sy| large enough possibly depending on C* and for all s € I*,
2] < |57, (4.74)

and )
dz 2
st ([20) (4.7
ds
Proof. Recall that Z = Z; + Z5, where
71 = /52ygpyxl, Zy = —Z/AQ(gp — 1exa.
Proof of (&T74]). Indeed,

— —1-2 —
20 [Pl S s S s
y<—ls|3

and, since 6 > %,

— — _1_3p —9249
25 | o 172 S Nl (/ o 4) < Js 530 < |5 72
Y<—71iIs Yy<—7xls

Now, we prove

le 2
—1 < . 4.76
2] <o (4.76)
and )
dZs _ _30 2
2| st ([ 2) (a.17)
which prove (4.75]).
Proof of ([ET6). Observe from the definition of Z; that

az
d—; = 2/aasysoy><1 +/5285(90y)X1 +/52§0yas(X1)

which implies by using (Z53]) that

dZq
s = 211 + 212 + 213 + 214 + 215 + 216 + 217,
where
As
211 = 2/Vy€y4pyX1, z12 = 2T /EAEW’yXl,
As s
z13 = 2(7 +b) /AQbEysDth 214 = 2(7 - 1) / (@b + ) cyeyxas
oQy
215 = —2(b8 + b2) 8—612)5%03/)(1, Z16 = 2/\I/b~€y<PyX17

27 = /6235(%))(1 +/€290y<‘?s(><1)-

First, we claim the following estimates

_2 _4 _
lyxaeyllze S 15175, Nuxaey)yllee S 1sI73, Iuxaey)yylle= < 1s172, (4.78)
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and

_1 . _5
lyxagyllze < 15175, lxaewllee S 1817 Ixaeywlle: < s (4.79)
which follow directly from the definition of ¢ in (3:8]) and the definition of x; in (&1).

Estimate for z11. By using the definition of V in (48]), we rewrite z11 as
2y = 2/(D16)y6y><190y + 2/ (1= 3Q%)e) eyx1py — 6/ (Qf — @%)e) cyxiy
—6 / (Que?) eyxipy — 2 / (€)yeyx1py

= z111 + 2112 + 2113 + 2114 + 2115 -

We estimate each term separately.
First, we observe after integration by parts that

z1 = —2/(D1€)Ey(y><1s@y) - 2/(D1€)E(y><1<ﬁy)y-
Applying (Z67) with a = yx1¢y, from T8 and (BI9), one obtains
[ @) S Il ol < 1517
Applying (Z68) with a = yx1py, from [@T8)-@79) and BI6), (319), one obtains
1 1 3 1 3 1
@ ean| 5 [1DEPInagn), + 1D I oae)ul fl wae)l:

S (CH2s| 750 4 (C1) 3|20 S |72

Hence,
E R El (4.80)
Second, we get after integration by parts that
Z112 = —6/QQ’62yX190y - /(1 —3Q%)E* (Yx10y)y
Thus it follows from (L78]) and (3.19]) that
_z
z112] S (1QQyx1pyllre + [(x19y)yll o) lellzz S 1s75 (4.81)
Also integrating by parts, we have
2113 = —3b / (2QP, + bP2),e2yx1p, + 3b / (2QP, + b2 (1310
so that
_8
23] S [BI(12QPy + bE )yyx1py |l + [1(2QPs + 0B} ) (yxapy)ylloe) elli S Isl 75, (4.82)
thanks to (319) and (£18)).

Similarly,
2114 = —4/(Q +bP) e yx1y + 2 /(Q + b8 (yx1py)y -

Hence, it follows from (3.16), (3.19) and (Z64) (with p = 3) that
l2114] S (I(Q + Py )yyxaeylle + [(Q + bPy) (yxaspy)yll<) / el®

] o (4.83)
S C*[s| 73 |el72N (e) S C|s[ 7572 S ]s 72
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Finally, integration by parts and (2.64]) (with p = 4) yield

1
|z115| = ‘5/54(?4X190y)y

Therefore, we deduce combining (4380)-(£34]) that
21| S [s72. (4.85)

L _13.9 _
S xaey)yllii=llDzell3[lelfz < (C*)?s|73 70 < lsl 72 (4.84)

Estimate for z12. We have Ae = § + ye, and integrating by parts,

A A
a2 =50 /EzyXMOy -5 | ey
Moreover, by B19) and @20), |32 < |3 + b+ |b] < C*\s\_“rg, and thus, by (LT8),
_14-8 _8,409 _
|z12] £ C*1s| 72 (lyxawyllze + 1@ xapy)yllz=)llellfz S C*ls|73%2 S Is| ™%, (4.86)
since 6 < %.

Estimate for z13. Since
As
213 = 2(7 +b) / (AQ + bAPy)eypyx1

we deduce from (3.19), (3.20) and (£79) that
_1+8
213 S C*[s| 72 (I AQyx1yll2 + [DIIIAPyyx 10yl 2) Il 2

S Ol (sl R sl TH)lsl T2 S Ol E R S 18 o

Estimate for z14. Integrating by parts, we have
214 = (% - 1) (2/ (Q+bP) cyxapy — /52(yX190y)y) ;
Moreover, observe from (3.19]) and @ € ) that
/ (Q+bP) cuxaey| S [1(Q+bP) yxagyll allelze < [s[7572
and from (B.19) and (£78]) that
[ e S lwaslolels S 75
Hence, we deduce from (3:20]) that
[e1al £ s 1|75 S Jsl (4.88)

Estimate for z15. Recalling (2Z36]), we have

a5 = ~200 + ) [ (B +yPxi)emnasy
Moreover,

[ Pevxaen| S Il S 157,
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thanks to (£79), and

[uPxiewar,| S lelell S1si.
Then, we deduce from (B.21]) that
J215] S C*Jsl =572 < 15| (4.89)
Estimate for z16. By using ([2:27), (319) and (£.78]), we get that
2161 S lyxapy o= 103l 2 lellzz S 1175 (4.90)

Estimate for zi7. First, we compute 0s(x1)(s,y) = %]s]‘gyx/(y]s]_%). Then,

[ 200.00)| £ 151 Flelfa < 15175
Second, arguing as in (£.27]), we get that
[ Eonten] SISl el + ol el < 1515
Thus, we deduce that
a7 S 18173 (4.91)

for |s| large enough since 6 < %

Therefore, we conclude the proof of (£.76) gathering (£.35)-(Z91).
Proof of ([ETT). Observe from the definition of Z; that

1dZ.
_§d—32 = /ESAQXZ((:D -1+ /sAwas + /EAQ(Xz)s(GO -1,
which implies by using (Z.53]) that
1dZs
—5 5 = %21 T %22 + 223 + 224 + 225 + 226 + 227
2 ds
where
As
2oy = /VyAQXQ((p —-1), = /AEAQX2(<P —1),
As Ls
o= (2 +) / AQuAQy2(p — 1), e = (- 1) / (@ +e), AQx2(p — 1),
3}
2a5 = —(bs + b?) %AQXW —-1), 296 = /\I'bAQXz(sD —-1),

ar = [eAQuatle + [ AQD ()~ 1).
First, we claim the following estimates

_360 _560 _18
[AQx2llz2 S Isl72,  [[(AQx2)yllzz SIsl™2, and  [[(AQx2)yylle Ssl™2,  (4.92)

which follow directly from the fact that AQ € Vs and from the definition of 9 in (£7]). Recall
that B is a fixed universal constant chosen in (31).
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Estimate for zo1. By using the definition of V in (4.8]), we rewrite z9; as
201 = /(Dls)yAQm(sD -1+ / ((1-3Q%¢) AQxa(yp — 1) — 3/ (Qf — @%)e) ,AQx2(p — 1)
-3 [ @) M@l - 1) - [0k - 1)

= 2211 + 2212 + 2213 + 2214 + 2215 .

We estimate each term separately.

First, we see integrating by parts that
o == [(D'9(AQ)y (e~ 1)~ [(D'9AQup, (4.93)
We deduce from (316 and (492]) that
[ Drea@uy (e - 1| S IDHlIDE (4@ o - )iz

< NEIAQx), 12 (AQx2), (v — ), 12
5 C*‘S‘_l_% )

In order to deal with the second term on the right-hand side of ([£93]), we see integrating by
parts again that

- [ DlehQuag, = [ He(AQualygy + [ HeAQuagy.
From (319) and (£.92), we get
‘/He(AQX2)yQDy

_1_56 _
< llellzzl(AQx2)yllz2 S 1517277 < Is| 2,

since 6 > % Moreover,

- / HeAQx2pyy = / eAQx2Hpyy + / e[, AQxz2]eyy -

From the definition of ¢ and Lemma [Z5], we have |Hp,,| < ¢y. Thus, thanks to (£92]),

: :
_30
[erQuatten| s InQulz ([ <6,) Sl ¥ ([20,)

We deduce from the Calderén commutator estimate (see (2.66]) with [ = 0 and m = 1) that

‘/ e[H, AQx2]pyy

Therefore, we conclude gathering those estimates that

—_1_3p
S llell 2 [1H, AQxaleyy | 12 < lellzl(AQx2)ylloe lyllze < 151727

1
_1_56 _30 2
e S s E s ([ 2,) (4.94)

Next, we see integrating by parts that

a2 = =6 [ QQEAQua(p — 1)~ [(1-3@2)(AQua)y (0~ 1) — [ (1~ 302):AQua00,
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Moreover, it follows from (319 and (4.92]) that
136
2

[ QQeAQuale ~ )] £ 1QQ M@ el S 1o E

0

(1= 30ME(0Qx)y (v — | S IAQu)y lazlelze < 15173 %,

1 1
2 36 2
SIAQualia ([ 6 )" 157 ([ )

1

1 50 _ 30 2
anal S 1sl78 % 4 1% ([ 2, ) (1.95)

and

‘/(1 - 3Q%)eAQx2py

Hence, we deduce that

for |s| large enough.
Integrating by parts again, we get

2913 = 3b/(2QPb + ng)E(AQXQ(gD — 1))y’

so that 1
_5_36
|z013] < WHEHBH(W + ) (AQx2(p = 1)) [l 2 S s 7272 (4.96)
Similarly,
|z214] = 3 \/(Q + bPy)e? (AQx2 (¢ — 1))y
1

S el + 16D (AQxa(e = 1), (4.97)

S |s|—2—20
and

— 1
anl = | [ £ (AQuale = 1), | £ Il (0@ = 1), 5 151 el Dl

thanks to (2.64) (with p = 3), so that

|2215] S C*[s| 7277 (4.98)
Therefore, we conclude gathering (4.94])-(Z98]) that
] S 1575 % s 7¥ ([ 52%)% - (4.99)
Estimate for zo5. We see integrating by parts that
290 = —%% eAQx2(p — 1) — % ey(AQx2)y(p — 1) — % eyAQxa2¢py -

Hence, it follows from (3.19), (3.20) and (4.92)) that

el (1AQxal e + lo(a@xell) + ([ 0,) Iva@allz

1 1
2 2
Sl el ([20) g4 ¥ ([20)

148
|z22] S C*|s|71F2

(4.100)
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Estimate for zo3. Note that from the definition of @y,

93 = (E +b) /(AQ)2X2(<P - 1)+ (% + b)b/APbAQm(so —-1).

A
Moreover, it follows from (3.19) and (3.20]) that
As _ 1 50
Gt [0t -n| s e [ g ot
<__
and
A 0 1 1
—s+bb/APAQX @—1‘550*3—% / —+b/ -
(>\ ) bAQx:( )| < PICTs y<—L|spe |y|? o 2l -t<y<—|b|-1 |Y]
SOl R
Then, we deduce that
2]
298] S C*[s| 7272, (4.101)

for |s| large enough.

Estimate for zo4. We have after integrating by parts that

Ts

= (5 =) ([ (@+0R) AQue - 1) - [c0Qua(e -1 - [ aAme) .
Moreover, we get from ([B.19) and (£92]) that

1 1
+bP,) A —1}</ b/ L / v) < g0
[ @), AQuate 1) e T o P s
_l_ﬁ
[ 0@zl e~ 1] £ lellal Qe S bl
and . .
9 2 36 9 2
/EAway S 1AQx2 | 22 /6 ey | sl /E ey
Thus we conclude from ([3.20) that
1
|204] < C*|s|73720 4 C*|s| 10 (/52<,py>2 < |s|72 (4.102)

Estimate for zo5. We recall from the definition of in (2.36) that

zo5 = —(bs + b?) / (P, + nyi,)AQm(sD —1).

Moreover,

PAQs(p—1)| < LSl
y<—2|s° [y]

!/
b
[wxin@uate - 0| siol [ X0 <y,
Then, it follows from (32I]) that
|z25] S C*ls| 7272 < I 2. (4.103)

and
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Estimate for zo6. We deduce from (Z27) and (£92]) that

3_ 36
|226] < [ WollL2[[AQx2llz2 S [s727 2 . (4.104)

Estimate for zo7. First, we compute 95(x2)(s,y) = £0|s| "~ Lyx’(%y|s|™?). Then,

[N
nlg

‘/EAQas(Xz)(SO— 1)’ < s el 2 </y %) < o4

<=5/ |yl

Second, using (£27]) and (£92]), we obtain

Jun

’ / eAQx205p

2
S IAQalz ([ o)+ 157 IAQxel el

1
St ([ ee,) sl E R

1
2
| S Is| 737 4 |s| 718 (/a%y) : (4.105)

Therefore, we conclude the proof of ([@T7) gathering (£.99)-(Z105]). O

4.5. Coercivity lemma. We state and prove two consequences of (2.6]) and (B.23)).

Hence, we deduce that

Lemma 4.6. There exits k > 0 such that

/ l\D%(ep)]z + €2 (@) — 3Q2(6p)21 > /{/ [\D%(ep)]2 —1—62,02} + O(|s|~#?), (4.106)

where p is defined in ([L31), and
F > kN (e)* + O(]s|7219). (4.107)
Proof. Proof of (&6l). It is clear from the definitions of ¢ and p (see (B8) and (£31])) and
0> % that p? < ¢. More precisely, for y > —2|S|%, we have
3
¢(Is|”) — o(=Flsl5 +1s”)
¢(1s]%)

1— (s, y) < 1— (s, —2|s|3) = < |52,

and thus
pls) = p? — || 5. (4.108)
From the definition of p, we have
1 yls| !
1 2 <] — 202, < 2 /

9 1 1
<s_3+s_1/ < |s|71.
SR arm e <
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Thus, by 3.19), B3.23),

(ep, Q)] = 1(5,Q) — (&, (1 = P)Q) S 1, Q)| + (1 = PRIzl 22
S (C*)2[s| 7240 4 |73 Jel| 2 S || 7 (4.109)

~

By a similar argument, using ([8:23]) we obtain

(0, Q") +1(ep, AQ)| S [s]7 (4.110)

Therefore, applying (2.6]) to ep, we find
2
[lIpteo+ e (%) - 3@2@)2]
1 _3
> [[ID3n) + <%~ 3Q%e0)?] + O (Isl 2 el2)
> fi/ [|D%(6p)}2 +62p2} +0(s|7%),

and the result follows since % >2—0.

Proof of ([@I07). First, we observe that

(@ +2)" - Qf - 4Qe) — 6Q%2| S [s[Tel® + | + |el*,

and thus, using () with p = 4 (which implies [[<[1 S [l 2/l 3 S C*Is|727%),

S 187 lellZ + llellz2llelZa + lellzs

[ (@ +2)" - Qf - 13) - 6%

SJ ‘S‘_2 + C*’S’_2+% + (C*)2’S’_3+6 5 ’S’_2+6.
(4.111)

Next, using ([£43]), we have
[1D3e > [1D3ep? > [IDHp) + 0157+ + O F 1D en)l2)
Thus, using also (4.108)), (4.46]) and (4.111l), we obtain
F2ane?+ [|(1-5) IDbenP+ (1-5) e - 3Q%epy?
+ O(s|72+) + O(|s| % | D2 (ep) 32)
> SN+ O(1s]>),

applying (2.6) on ep as before.
For future reference, we claim the following bound

|F| S N(e)* + |s| 7> (4.112)

Indeed, (ZITZ) is a direct consequence of ([EIII) and the estimate [ Q%€ < [£2p <N (e)2
O
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4.6. Closing estimates on ¢. Let
K\ F 1 1 KZ
H:(l——>—+G+—K2———. 4.113
po/ A 2po po A (4113)

Proposition 4.7. For |Sy| large enough, possibly depending on C* and for all s € T*, the
following hold

(i) Bound.

|H(s)| S N%F + |s] 710 (4.114)

(ii) Coercivity. There exists k > 0 such that

2
H(s) > /‘iN()\E) + O(]s| 719, (4.115)
(iii) Estimate of the time derivatives.
af < C*Js| 72, (4.116)
ds

Proof. Proof of (&I114]). Recall from ([€29)), (£53]) and (£74]) that

KZ
G|+ K*+ % < Js 73 + |57 < |72 (4.117)

By (@II7) and (4I12), we obtain (II4]).
Proof of (A115)). By (@II7) and ([AI07), we observe that

N(e)?

O )+ 0(1s| ),

H(s) >k

which implies (ZI15]).
Proof of (@II0). First, from @) and [@30), we have
% (§ +G> + % e, < —2/ ]D%(a,o)}2 - /(5/))2 - /62(,0+6/Q2(Ep)2
_ <% +b> (?_KJF %) (4.118)
+O(C*|s| 72+ + O(|s| "% | D3 (p)[3)
Second, from (@A) and (F20), @53), [@74), we have

d (F 1 30
Rl e < = 2 *\2| | —24+ =
d8<)\>’NA/a¢y+(C)\s\ v (4.119)
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From (4.54]) and then (£53), (4119), (£.112)),
d (KF A F
s ( y )+ O(TM)X’ (4120
1
d (F 2 30\ F
<|pd (F 2 o430 ) L'
N‘de(AMjL((/E%) *ls 2))\

1
1 5 2
S el 5 [ oy (O 1Sl E o ((/ o) + <c*>21<sr—2+%> (C*)%)s| 1
Po

< A9 —240
< B [, + 0(s 2.

(4.121)

Therefore, combining (m and (@121,

d K )

_ < _
ds<(1 p0>)\+G> SRR 2/’D2 Colk /Ep) /ECP
As Z
(G (K 3)
+O(C*[s|2) + O(Is| " | D3 (ep)[72) . (4.122)
From (£54)) and then (£53),

1 d KK A 3 50
— Y gy = 28s (2 K K/2 ) K(C*)?*|s| 7tz
2pg ds Po <)\+b> +O< < Py +O( (C7)s| 2)
_ 2 *\2[ | —2+38
< <A+b)K sy [ eut 0 (AR2) + 0 (K(CPls|2+%)
)\s 2 —246
<_ - R
< <A+b)K+2O)\ Egoy+(9(]s] )
Moreover, from (£54]) and (£76), [E77),

_ii(g) 1KZ lKZ 1 M KZ
pods \ A po A po A Po A A

<><</>><

(4.123)

A) (4.124)
1
K, K, s/ [, \? A KZ
Thus, using (3.20), and then (£53)), (£74),

As

1d zZ 1 5 zZ? g K2
- - < [ = _ - -
p0d8<)\)_()\+b>)\+20)\ wy+o< >+o(ysy d

A
z KZ
+0 ((C’*)2|3| —2+3¢ )\> +0 <—|s| 2) +0 <C'*|s| 1+ 82 3 ) (4.125)

As 2 2 —2+40
< [ = —_— .
—(ﬁb)ﬁm 2, + O(|s|729)
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Thus, setting H = (1 — —) + G+ o K2 — ;%%v we see that
d 1
—H + g2 _—2/D25 —/5 2—/62 —|—6/Q2€2
PPN ARG D3Il - [ ) 4 (€e) (4.126)
1 1
+O(C*s|72*0) + O(|s| 720 || D2 (ep) I72) -
Using (#I06), we obtain

d 1 DA
—H+ — 2 < C|s| 72 4.12
7 —1—10)\ 2o, + 2/ Dz ( -l-E,O} C™s| , (4.127)
which implies (Z110]). O
Observe by (312), (314]) and (@II4]) that

|H(S,)| S |Sn| 7. (4.128)
Let s € Z*. Integrating (ZII6]) on [S,, s], we obtain
H(s) = H(Sp) S C*|s| 7.
Therefore, by [@I12])), (EII5) and A(s) ~ |s|~!, we obtain
NP < CoCrls 7,

where the constant Cy above does not depend on C* nor on n. Now, we fix the positive
constant C* so that C* = 4C5. Then, we deduce

M) < Tpsl 14

4.129
< sl (4.129)

which strictly improves (3.16]).

5. PARAMETERS ESTIMATES

In this section, we finish the proof of Proposition B3] by closing the estimates for the
parameters fi,,(S), A\n($), bn(s) and x,(s). Indeed, we strictly improve estimates (3:13)), (B.14))
and (BI5]).

We consider an arbitrary n > ng. As in Sect. [ for the sake of simplicity, we will omit the
subscript n in this section and write u, A, b,  and € for u,, An, by, , and €,. Recall that

the constant C* has been fixed in Sect. @ thus from now on, we omit to mention dependency
in C*.

5.1. Refined scaling control. Recall that we set

o) = [ QWY I(s) = [=s.mplo(-uls )y, (5.1
and
(s) = [1 = T(5)] 5 A(s). (52

Such a functional J(s) was introduced in [37), B8] in similar context (see also [11]). It corre-
sponds to the fact that the orthogonality (e, AQ) is not especially interesting for the estimate

of \s. Indeed, from ([BI9) and (B20), the best information one can get is 3| < C*|s|~ 145,

Thus, one needs to introduce a functional related to the cancellation (AQ, Q) = 0. Unlike for
NLS—type equation, where such cancellation can be used easily (see e.g. [55]), the fact that
p & L? creates serious difficuty and imposes the use of cut-off term in the definition of J. We
claim the following result.
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Lemma 5.1. For |Sy| large enough and for all s € T*,

()| < Is 7372, (5.3)
dJ As _4.0
w3 +0)| sl (5.4
% +b‘ < 5|73+ (5.5)

Remark 5.1. Since 6§ < %, we see that from (5.5)),

. . . 148
estimate is much more precise than |32 < C*|s|7!*2.

£+ b‘ < |s|7, while |b| ~ |s|7!, thus this

Proof. First, we see by using the decay of p and (3.I6]) that

(s, 1 _240
NS [ EEBlay s [ ey S el + 151N 1s17E4S,

y<0 14 |y| <y<2ls|3
which proves (5.3)).

Now, we use (Z53]) to compute %,
d 2
S = [eamuls ™) = 216l [ ulsl 7 (—ulsl Hpe
=J1+Jj2+J3+Ja+Js+Jje + 7
where
‘ _2 L As _2
J z/Vypx(—yISI 3), j2 = X/Aspx(—y!ﬂ 3),
. As _2 . Ts _2
jo= (540 [AQuox(—alsl ), di= 2= 1) @+ uox(-lsl )
. oQ _2 . _2
o ==+ 0%) [ S px(—ylsl ). s = [ Wapx(-lsl )
. 2, _2 _2
gr==3ls17" [ alsl (plsl Hep.
Estimate for ji.

ju=— [ Lelox(=slsl ™), +3 [(@F — @=lox(—slsl ), + [ (BQue* +3) (px(ylsI D),
=J11+tJi2+ 13-
First, using p' = AQ and LAQ = —Q,

o = = [ Q) + s [ el (ulsl )
— [e@+ [ L@ —x(=glsl ) +1s17F [ Lo (~lsI ).
Note from (BI9) that

[ =D AQU ~ x(=uls1 )| £ el I(AQ( — (vl )y lz2 S 1l 7%
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< llell 2 AQ(L = 3Q%) (1 — x(—yls|5))|l2

— _3
< llellzzlsl ™ < Is 72,

] [ Q1 - 3@3)(1 ~ x(ylsl )

[ =D X olsl )| S lellall o (ulsE)yllze S Dellalsl 8 5ol
and by (316
[ 21302 ex (~ulsl )| S NI (-alsl Dz SNEsl S 1575

0

Thus, using also | [eQ| < |s|7210 < |s|_% 2 (see (3.23))), we deduce that

4,0
il S Isl™ ERR

Next,
‘ _2 _3
2l S [blllellz2 l (ox (=ylsI7%)) 2 < [s72
and using (2.64))
. 1 _2 _9240 _4
13l S W (e)® + [blllellZ2 + llellz2 D2 ellL2) 1ox (—yls|3))yll oo S [sI72F7 S [s]75

Hence, we deduce combining those estimates that
. _4.96
il S lsl73 72 (5.6)
Estimate for jo.
A _2
fo= =3 [ eMox(-olslH) = —5 507 = 3 [ evtox(-pls 1),
Note that

‘/Ey(px(—y\srﬁ))y

_2 _2 _2
< | [cvnxt-ulsl )| +1sl73 | [ evon'(-ulsl )
< llellze + 813N (e) < [s] 7575
Thus, by (53) and then (3.20),

o] < (

Estimate for js. For the term js, we first note from (2.I7)) that

o=yt -3(J) -

By the decay properties of @, P and p,

[@arox-ylsi )| <

4

+b‘+|b|> s|~3HE < |55 < [s|A+E (5.7)

dy
S| Inbl| + [In|s|| S |[In|s 5.8
/—2b1<y<|s§ 1+ |yl S [ [l + [l fs]] < [In ] (5.8)
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Thus,
/(AQb)pX(_y|3|_%) = /p(AQ)x(—yISI_g) +b/(APb)PX(_y|5|_%)
= [ p2@+ [ pAQ(c(=yls| ) = 1) + O(Is| | 1n]s])
=po+O(s] 7).

Therefore, by (3.20),

A
fr=po (3 +0)| S lsiHrE S sl (5.9
FEstimate for j4. Similarly, since [pQ' = — [ p'Q = — [ QAQ = 0, we have
_2 _2
[ @hoxt=lsl 5 = 001517
Moreover,
_2 _2
Jevoxtulst = == [eox(=ylsl5) + s [epx(-ylsI ).
and so
_2 1
[epuisl )| S lell 5 1sI 72
From (3.20]), we obtain
sl < Jsl 7B |s 72 S |22 (5.10)
Estimate for js. By (2.36) and the decay properties of P and p (as in (5.8))), one has
_2 _2
S on-slsl )| < [ 1llobe-vlsl )+ [ o S Inls.
—2[b|~l<y<—|b|~1
Thus, using (3.22),
] < 1sI7>*% In]s| < [s|75%5 (5.11)

Estimate for jg. Next, by (Z27T) and the properties of p,

_2 1 _T _4,90
Sl 2 lox(=ylsl73) e < 1ol 2ls|5 < 1s]78 < [s[737F2 .
(5.12)

. _2
ol = | [ woox(=lsl )

Estimate for j7. Note by the definition of

Mlcc

. _ 4,
g7l < s 1/| 2 <y<alof el S Il 3 llellze S 1s75 S 5|75 (5.13)
Y

Therefore, combining estimates (5.6)-(5.13]), we obtain (&.4]).
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1
Now, we prove (5.5). Since u = (1 — J)Po A, by direct computations and then (5.4]), (3:20)
and (53)), we have
A

Hs s
- (E+b)|=lpo(1=T)(Z+b)—J,
polt =) (B2 0| = |1 =) (3 4) -
As As
< 22 4h) - J L)
<o (5 +0) =+ (5 +0)
S sl 757 4 |5 7540 S |75+

~

which proves (5.5, since 6 < 2. O

+ po

9

5.2. Closing parameter estimates. Let Sy < 0 and ng € N, with |Sy| and ng to be fixed
large enough. Set

o= % - Z € (0, %) from the condition (7)) on 6.

Let s € Z*. From (3.20),

-1 sl (5.14)
Moreover, from (B3], (55) and b = —A,
Rt ST and ] < a2 | el [§ - 1] S 12 )
First, we observe from (3.13]), (8.19) and (5.I5]) that
1 pi(s) la _ Ly 1-g
Als) = = | S A(s) |1 = 75| + |uls) — 7| S sl 7% < 5lsl7 72, (5.16)
' 5] A(s) 5] 2

for |Sp| large enough. Since b = —\, this strictly improves estimates ([B:I4]) on b(s) and A(s).

Second, we improve the estimate on |z(s)+1n(|s|)| in (315). From (5.14)), (3.19) and (5.16)),

we have ) )
2o+ 5] <low = 2@+ M) - | S Jol e
s sl
Integrating on [S,,, s], using 2* = —In(]S,|), we obtain
|z(s) +In(|s)| < [s[7* (5.17)

As before, this strictly improves ([B.I5]) on x(s) for [Sp| large enough.

The last step of the proof is to strictly improve ([3I3]) on p by adjusting the initial value
of A\, i.e. A" using a contradiction argument. See [19] for a similar argument. Note that such
an indirect argument is needed because the estimate (5.15]) is relatively tight, which prevents
us from choosing explicitly the value of A\™. Let

1" = (Sy) = (1= J(Sy)) 70 A", (5.18)

First, we prove that there exists at least a choice of u™ € [|S, |1 —|S,| 727, [Sn| 7t +[S,7179]
that allows to strictly improve the bootstrap bound (B.I3]) on Z* using (5.15)). Second, since
the dependency of 1 on A" in (5.I8)) is implicit (recall from (3.8]) that £(S,,) and thus J(S,,)
depends on A\"), we need to check that the the image of the map

o

AT (18T = (8] T TR ST A 8] TR e

contains the interval [|S, |~ — [S,]| ™', [Sn| ™' + S|~
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Assume for the sake of contradiction that for any pf € [—1,1], the choice p™ = |S,|~* +

pES, |71 leads to Si(uf) = SX < Sp. By @EIZ9), (5I6) and (5.17), we have strictly
improved (B.14), (315 and B16]). Thus, at Sy, (B13) is saturated, which means that

(S5) = 13| = 1857 (5.19)

Define the function ® by
gt e (1,1 (u(Sy) = IS5 ISHM € {(-1,1
Set )
F(s) = (n(s) +571) (—s)2+2
Then, using (5.15]) and (B13),

£15) = 2(p()+ 57) (s(5) = 572) (=922 =2+ 1) (o) + 571 (=) 420

=2(p(s) +57") (#2(s) = 572+ O(s| 27 (—s)*+

In particular, by (5.19),

f(Sy)=1 and f/(S;) = 4alS;|~" + O(IS;|717*) > 3al S|, (5.20)
for |Sx| > |So| large enough. It follows from the transversality property (5.20) that the map
pf = S is continuous. Indeed, first, let uf € (—1,1) so that S, < S% and let 0 < ¢ < S} — S,
small. By (5.20), there exists 6 > 0 such that f(S} +¢€) > 1+ and, for all s € [S,, S} — €,
f(s) < 1—4. By continuity of the flow for the mBO equation, there exists 7 > 0 such for all
fif € (—1,1) with |2* — u#| < 7, the corresponding f satisfies | f(s)— f(s)| < /2 on [S,,, S* +€].
This has two consequences : first, for all s € [S,,, S* —¢], f(s) <1— % and thus S% > S* —¢;
second, f(S* +¢€) > 1+ % and thus S < S* 4 €, which proves continuity of uf — S* on
(—1,1).

Moreover, we see that for uf = —1 and pf = 1, f(S,) =1 and f/(S,) > 0 (see (5.20)), and
thus in this case S¥ = S,,. By similar arguments as before, uf — S is continuous on [—1, 1].

Therefore, the function @ is also continuous from [—1,1] to {1, —1}, but this is a contra-
diction with ®(—1) = —1 and ®(1) = 1.

It follows that there exists at least a value of uf € (—1,1) such that p™ = |S,|7! +
1#]S, |71 leads to S¥ = Sp.

As announced, now we check that this value of y™ indeed corresponds to a choice of
A" satisfying (B.I8). This will finish the proof of Proposition B3l For this, we set Q, =
=t — I S n_l_%] and we study the map:

1

A€ Qi ™ = (1= J(S,))70 X" = (1 -/ sm<y>p<y>x<—yn-%>dy) "0 N,
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where from ([3.4) and ZI9), £ = —a™Q + A™x(yA"™)P. From the definition of ¢ in (3.2)
and (2.3), it is clear that the map : A" — a'" is independent of n, smooth and bijective in a
neighborhood of 0 and %‘)\m:o =po/[ Q* > 0. Since

T | € ox(mynTE)

3 ) -2 m n
= dAm/QPX —yn 3)+/x(y¥")P,0x(—yn D) /yx'(y)\ )Pp,
for y < —1, we see that the map : A" +— p™(A™) is C! on Q,, and that

for all n large enough. Moreover, by the properties of P and p,

where |yp(y)| S

1

d in

anin ‘)\’"EQn € [%7 %]
| yin_p-1 = n (1 4+ O(n" logn)),

1

in in
ntin -5 2 M it + 5

1 I S on e,

for n > ng, no large enough. Therefore, for n large enough, the map u'™ is one-to-one from
Qn to u™(Q,) and p™(£2,) contains the interval [n=! —n=17% p=1 4 p=1-9],
6. COMPACTNESS ARGUMENTS

Going back to the original variables (¢, z), we claim from Proposition B3] that there exist
no > 0 large and ¢y > 0 small such that for any n > ng, the solutions {u,,} defined in Sect. B
satisfy, for all t € [T}, to],

< 43 < +2a
fen®lie 5 2 O3+ IenOl s SE™
An(t) =t + !bn<t> +t| SR |wa(t) + | Int|| S t2.
(Recall that o = ¢ — % € (0, &5).) Indeed, from (BId]), we have \,(s) = [s|~! + O(|s|~17%)
and so (B3] rewrites as

t—Tn:/ X2(s)ds' = ([s] ™~ 1Sa17") +O(Is| %),
Sn

Since |S,|~' = Tp,, it follows that ¢t = |s|~* 4+ O(]s| 7'~ 2) as |s| — +oc and, equivalently,
st =t+ 02, |s|=tT'+ 0@t F2) ast]O. (6.2)

Thus, the estimates on A, (¢), b, (t) and z,(¢) in ([6.1)) follow directly from 3.14), (B.I5) and
([62]). The estimates on ||e,(t)|/ 72 and ”En(t)”H% follow from (B.16]) and (3:19). Finally, from

the definition of ¢ in (38), it follows that for y > —|s|?, ¢(s,y) > 1. Thus, from (ZI8), we
have

[ sy s Isl72.
y>—|s[?
Since t75 < |s|% choosing ty small enough, we also obtain
/ L2 (ty)dy S0 = tatia, (6.3)
y>—t"5

This completes the proof of (G.).
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These estimates imply that the sequences {\,(t0)}, {xn(to} are bounded, and the sequence
{vn} defined by

1
Un = it (to)un(to, An(to) - +2n(t0)) = Qb, (1) + €nlto)

is bounded in H2. Therefore, there exist subsequences {vn, }, { A, (t0)}, {zn, (to)} and v €
H%, Ao > 0, oo, such that

Up, — Us weakly in H%, Ani(to) = Ao and  zp, (th) — Zoo- (6.4)
—00 k—o00

L k—-+oo

Let vy be the maximal solution of (ILI)) such that vg(0) = vy, and let (A, z,bk,ex) be
its decomposition as given by Lemma [ZI21 Then, by the scaling invariance (L4]) and the
uniqueness of the Cauchy problem,

to — Tn,
A%, (to)
Hence, it follows from the uniqueness of the decomposition in Lemma that
A, (to + A2 (o)t T, (to + A2 (to)t) — zn, (¢
Melt) = « (to k(o))’ o (t) = «(to + X5, (f0)t) k(0)7
A, (t0) Any (to) (6.5)
bi(t) = b, (to + A5 (to)t) . ex(t) = en, (to + Ap, (o)1)
Now let 77 > 0 be such that T} < /\tTO, so that we may apply Lemma [Z14] to vg(t) on [—T17, 0],
since the conditions (Z63)) are fulfilled for k large enough on such an interval. We obtain
that the solution v(¢) of (L] such that v(0) = v exists on (—;TO, 0}, and its decomposition

(Av, Ty, by, €) satisfies, for all ¢ € (—;7070}7

1
Uk(t, ) = A2, (o) un, (to + A, (to)t, Any, (t0) - +an, (to)), VEE [— ,0] .

. 1
M) = (), arlt) = @t bult) | = bult), 2xlt) | = eult) weak in H?.
(6.6)

Then we define the solution S(t) of (L), for all ¢ € (0, ¢g], by

1 t—ty r—x
S(t7x):—lv()\2 DY 00)7
Ao 00 0
and denote (A, x,b, ) its decomposition. Once again, the uniqueness of the decomposition in
Lemma 2.12] yields

t—to t—to

Al) = Ao (57) s 2(t) = oo + Aot (—57) +
tty t—to - (6.7)
b(t) = bv()\—g) ; e(t) = €v()\T) :
Therefore, we obtain gathering (6.4))-(6.7]), for all ¢ € (0, o],
. 1
Mit) | = AW w0 2 w0), bu(6) b, e (1) e(t) weak in Y,

which implies together with (6.I]) that
1
le(®)lzz S £, ECIEEG

@) = ¢+ 1b(8) + 8] S 77, Ja(t) + [ Int]| S 2.

win

4
St

(v>~175) (6.8)
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Since \(t) — 0 as t | 0, the solution S(t) blows up at time 0. Moreover, by weak convergence
and ([B.3), we have

ISz = sl < i inf o,z = T inf un, (f)] 2 = lmn i [, (To) 122 = Q112

and thus [|S(t)||z2 = [|Q|lz2 (recall that solutions with ||ug|lz2 < [|Q||z2 are global and

bounded in H%)
To finish the proof of Theorem [I.I], we recall that

1 x — x(t)
0.9 = 350 (Q+ ()P +2) (t, W> , (6.9)
and so
1 1 x — x(t) b(t) 1 x — x(t)
D2S(t,$)—)\% ; D Q<t, )\t) >—|—)\% ; D Pb(t) (t, )\(t)
1( | 1 x — z(t) " (6.10)
*ﬁ@D”G“Am »
By ([223) and (G8), we have [|b(t) Py |2 < |67 S 7 and |le]|» < ¢2. Thus,
1 . —x(t) 1
||S(t) A%(t)cg< G ) 38 (6.11)

Similarly, it follows from (223 and (6.8]) that )\_%HbD%PbHLz < )\_%|b||ln|b||% < t%|lnt|%
and \~2 ||D%€||L2 < t%+4a, and thus

| [0~ e (5 )
Note to finish that (6.11]) and (6.12) imply (L8]).

o=

< ts. (6.12)

L2

Remark 6.1. Note that by (6.8)), we get the estimate \& —1] <t2, and thus

- o =2)

< t%
t Iav)

L2

)

but such an estimate cannot be established in H> because of the singularity. This reflects a
certain lack of precision of the ansatz ;. As observed in Remark [2.1] it does not seem clear
how to improve the ansatz without creating serious additional technical difficulties.
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