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NONLINEAR PROFILE DECOMPOSITION AND THE
CONCENTRATION PHENOMENON FOR SUPERCRITICAL
GENERALIZED KDV EQUATIONS

LUIZ G. FARAH AND BRIAN PIGOTT

ABSTRACT. A nonlinear profile decomposition is established for solutions of
supercritical generalized Korteweg-de Vries equations. As a consequence, we
obtain a concentration result for finite time blow-up solutions that are of Type
II.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the initial value problem for the supercritical generalized Korteweg-
de Vries (gKdV) equation

Ou+ B3u+ 0, (uk )y =0, xz€R, t>0, (1.1)
u(z,0) = uo(z), '

where k£ > 4 is an integer. In the particular case when k = 1, this equation was
derived by Korteweg and de Vries [27] to model long waves on a shallow rectangular
canal. In the present work we are primarily interested in the case when k > 4, the
so-called L2-supercritical case, which is a generalization of the model derived in [27].
We recall that the gKdV equation (I has the following scaling symmetry: if

u(z, t) solves (LI)) with initial data u(z,t) = ug(z), then for any A > 0 the function
ux(z,t) given by

ux(z,t) = N *Fu(dz, A3t) (1.2)
is also a solution of (II) with initial data wp x(z) = ug(Ax). A simple calculation
reveals that

luxll g = A 573 fu ..

We note that if s, = % — % = (k — 4)/2k, then the homogeneous Sobolev space

H#*(R) is invariant under the scaling symmetry. In particular, if k& = 4, we find that
the scale invariant Sobolev space is H(R) = L?(R); we refer to the problem (L))
with k = 4 as the L2-critical (or simply critical) problem. When k > 4 we note that
s > 0; these problems are referred to as L?-supercritical (or simply supercritical).
(In light of the mass and energy conservation — see (L)) and (6] below — these
problems are also referred to as mass-supercritical and energy-subcritical.) Thanks
to the scaling structure it is natural to study (ILI]) in the Sobolev spaces H*(R)
with s > s;.

The local well-posedness theory for (ILI)) with & > 4 is well-understood. Kenig,
Ponce, and Vega [22] showed that the equation is locally well-posed in the Sobolev
space H*(R) with s > s;. Local well-posedness in the critical space H sk (R) is more
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delicate with the length of the interval of existence depending on ug € H**(R),
rather than on |[jug|| ., only, see [22]. Farah and Pastor also investigated local
well-posedness for (L)) with &£ > 4 in [§] and developed an alternative proof to the
argument given in [22]. These results are reviewed below in Section [ see Theorem
B.6and Corollary 3.8 The corresponding global theory in H*(R) for (L) with & >
4 is also well-understood. For the critical gKdV equation (k = 4), a combination of
the results in [22] and the sharp version of a Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality proved
by Weinstein [42] imply global well-posedness for intial data ug € H'(R) satisfying

Juollzz < Q1 L2, (1.3)
where @) is the unique positive radial solution of the elliptic equation
Q' -Q+Q>=o0. (1.4)

This result was extended for k > 4 by Farah, Linares, and Pastor [9] (see also Holmer
and Roudenko [I5] for the corresponding result in the case of NLS equation), where
they proved that the initial value problem is globally well-posed for ug € H'(R)
provided

Efuo]** Muo]' ™+ < E[QI*M[Q]' ™, E[ug] 20,
and

10suol e lluoll 2™ < 18:QN 5 1QN =™,

where M and & refer to the mass and energy quantities conserved by the gKdV
equation (L) (see definitions (LH) and (LG) below). Also @ stands for the unique
positive radial solution of the elliptic equation

Q// _Q+Qk+1 =0.
It should be pointed out that in the defocusing case (replace the ‘+’ sign in front
of the nonlinear term with a ‘=’ sign), the I-method can be used to prove that

the initial value problem is globally well-posed for ug € H*(R) for s > 4(k — 1)/5k
without any smallness condition on the initial data; see [9]. In the focusing case,
the I-method can also be applied to the critical gKdV equation (k = 4) under the
smallness assumption (L3)), see for instance [11], [7] and [39]. In this paper we
consider only the focusing case for (L.

The following two quantities are conserved by (L)):

(Mass)  M[u(t)] ::/R|u(:1:,t)|2d:1::/R|u0(:1:)|2d3::M[u0] (1.5)

(Energy) Elu(t)] := /]R (ui(m,t) - ki_'_zuk”(x,t)) dx (1.6)

= [ (100 - g @) ) do = efua),

In the critical case (k = 4) we notice that the mass is invariant under the scaling
symmetry and is a conserved quantity, while in the supercritical case (k > 4), the
scale invariant Sobolev space no longer coincides with a conserved quantity. This
presents a key difficulty in the analysis to come.

Mass-supercritical problems have received a great deal of attention in recent
years. A new strategy, the so-called concentration-compactness/rigidity method,
developed by Kenig and Merle in [I8] and [19] allowed the authors to prove sharp
results on energy-critical problems for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation and
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the nonlinear wave equation. Later these ideas were adapted to address mass-
supercritical, energy-subcritical problems, see [20], [15], [3], [6] and [12], for instance.
A detailed account of the ideas employed in these results is available in [17].

A key ingredient in the concentration-compactness/rigidity method is the profile
decomposition. The idea of this decomposition is connected to the concentration
compactness method of P.L. Lions and the bubble decomposition for elliptic equa-
tions. For dispersive equations the profile decomposition was first introduced by
Merle and Vega [38] and Bahouri and Gerard [I] in the context of Schrédinger and
wave equation, respectively. The principle goal of this article is to establish a non-
linear profile decomposition result for the supercritical KdV equations. We begin
by recalling the following linear profile decomposition result proved by Farah and
Versieux [10]. (See also [41] for related results when k = 4.)

Theorem 1.1. Let k >4, sk = (k —4)/2k and {¢n}nen be a bounded sequence in
H®:(R). Set v, = V(t)pn, where V(t) is the Airy evolution. Then there exists a
subsequence, which we still denote by {Un}nGN; a sequence of functions {1/)j}j€N -

neN,jen such that for every J >'1

H**(R) and sequences of parameters (hJ,, x3 t1)

there exists R € H®* (R) satisfying

Z (h) 2/k ( E )W (I;ng)JrV( )R;, (1.7)

where the remainder sequence has the following asymptotic smallness property

lim sup ||D;/pV(t)R;{||Lng =0, as J — oo, (1.8)

n—r00

for all (p,q) satisfying the condition

2 1 2
poq k
Moreover the remainder also asymptotically vanishes in the Strichartz space
5k/4 1 5k/2 ‘
L, "L, ", meaning that
lim sup ||V(t)R,,{||L5k/4L5k/2 — 0, as J — . (1.9)
x t

n—oo
Furthermore, the sequences of parameters have a pairwise divergence property:
Foralll1<i#j5<J,

N A R A A I e A

Finally, for fixed J > 1, we have the asymptotic Pythagorean expansion
on (. 0) ey Z 1 ey iy — IRy = 0. a5 =500 (L11)

Before stating our main result we require the following definition.

Definition 1.2. Let ¢ € HS’C(R) and {t, }nen a sequence with lim, oo t, =1 €
[—00,00]. We say that u(x,t) is a nonlinear profile associated with (¢, {t,}nen)
if there exists an interval I = (a,b) with t € I (if t = too, then I = (a,+o0) or
I = (—00,b), as appropriate) such that u solves (1)) in I and

i [ulsta) = V(t)¥ o =0



4 L. FARAH AND B. PIGOTT

The existence and uniqueness of nonlinear profiles is demonstrated in Section [
(see Proposition 4.1 and Remark A.2]). Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.3 (Nonlinear Profile Decomposition). Assume k > 4, s, = (k—4)/2k
and {bn}nen be a bounded sequence in H*(R). Let {1};en C H**(R) and
(R, 2, t] ) nen jen be, respectively, the sequence of functions and sequences of pa-
rameters given by Theorem [ and {U?} jen the family of nonlinear profiles asso-
ciated with (19, {~t},/ (h3,)* bnen) jex.

Let {I,,}nen be a sequence of intervals containing zero. The following statements
are equivalents

(i)
lim (||D;kU£||L5L10 + ||U£||L5k/4L5k/2) < oo for every j>1. (1.12)
n— 00 7 n * In

(i)

Jim (D3l 5230 + il gors 3072 ) < o0, (113)
where
. 1 ) —xl t—t
Ul(a,t) = ——pi (220 2= ™ (1.14)
(hn)?/* o (hn)?

and uy, is the solution to the gKdV equation (1)) with Cauchy data ¢y, at t = 0.
Moreover, if (LI2) or (LI3) holds, then (up to a subsequence) for every J >1

J
un = UL+ V)R] +7), (1.15)

j=1
with

timsup (72 o + 105 zgsn + 2l sers o) = 0. as J = o0, (1.16)
n—00 In 2% = In * In

where {R)}, sen C H**(R) are as Theorem [T

As an application of the nonlinear profile decomposition Theorem [[.3] we now
prove a concentration result for blow-up solutions of (LIl with k > 4.

In the case of the critical problem k = 4, it is known that the maximum time of
existence may be finite [32]. More precisely, there exists ug € H'(R) such that the
corresponding solution u(z,t) of (1)) with k& = 4 blows up at finite time 7*:

dim fJu(®)llzr = oo.

Recent work of Martel, Merle, and Raphaél [33], [34], [35] offers an updated per-
spective on these results . Although it is expected that the supercritical problems
k > 4 also admit finite time blow up solutions, the problem remains open. There
are a number of numerical results that suggest that this is the case, see [2], for
instance. In recent work of Koch [26] and Lan [30], blow-up solutions to (II]) with
a slightly supercritical nonlinearity have been constructed. These results do not fall
within the class of nonlinearities we consider here. We do not address the existence
of finite time blow up solutions in the present work. Rather we demonstrate the
concentration phenomenon for the supercritical generalized KdV equations assum-
ing the existence of finite time blow-up solutions. Mass concentration results for
the critical generalized KAV equation are known, see [23] and [40]. Theorem
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below extends these critical concentration results to the supercritical gKdV equa-
tion ([CT)) in the critical Sobolev space Hs* (R). Our main assumption is that the
blow up solution is of type II, that is, the solution blows up and remains bounded
in the critical Sobolev norm. In our case,

sup [[u(®)]l gox < 00, (1.17)

tel0,7*)

where T* > 0 is the blow up time. It should be pointed out that the local well-
posedness theory does not rule out type II solutions.

An abundance of recent literature is devoted to the study type II blow-up solu-
tions for several dispersive models. For instance, in the case of energy-critical wave
equation Krieger, Schlag and Tataru [29], Krieger and Schlag [28], Hillairet and
Raphiel [I4] and Jendrej [16] constructed examples of this type of solutions. More-
over, the works of Duyckaerts, Kenig and Merle []- [5] characterize these solutions.
For the energy supercritical NLS, the first example of type II blow-up solutions is
due Merle, Raphaél and Rodnianski [37].

A concentration result for supercritical nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equations
has recently been established by Guo [13]. There the author considers the following
initial value problem

{ iug + Au+ [uPlu=0, z€RLt>0 (1.18)
u(z,0) = up(x)
with p > 1 +4/d and establishes a concentration result, provided the blow up is of
Type II, meaning that

sup [[u(®)]| e < 00, (1.19)
te[0,7)
where s, = % — p—zl denotes the critical Sobolev regularity. Guo shows that if u is

a solution of (II8) that blows up at time 7% > 0 and satisfies (I.I9)), then

2 ~
(=) Pu(a,t)| de > Q3.

lim inf
T Jjz—a(t)| <A

where A(t) > 0 satisfies )\(t)HVu(t)||2/2(1_S”) — 00 as t 1 T*, Q solves
-1 B
2@+ P A - ot =0

It should be noted that the work of Merle and Raphael [36] shows that it is
possible, in the case of supercritical NLS, for the solution to violate the type II
blow up condition (assuming d > 3 and radial initial data). Indeed, they show that
there are solutions u(z,t) of (II8) that blow up at finite time 7™ such that

Jim (0 - = .
Currently no such result exists for supercritical KdV equations (IIJ).

Before state our concentration result, we recall that the small data global theory
(see Corollary B.8)) implies the existence of a number d; > 0 such that for any ug €
H*"(R) with ||u|| e, < 0k, the corresponding solution u of (L) with u(0) = ug
is global in time. Moreover, the solution also satisfies

we LPH* NLF/ALM?  and  Dffu e LILY. (1.20)

In light of the above result we can introduce the following definition.
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Definition 1.4. We define 69 = do(k) as the supremum over 0y, such that global
existence for (L) holds and the solution u satisfies (L20]).

We are now in position to state our main concentration theorem. It asserts
that for every type II blow-up solution for the gKdV equation (LI such that
S0 < [[u(t)|| gor < (3v/2/4)d there is a concentration phenomenon in the H**(R)
norm at the blow up time, with minimal amount .

Theorem 1.5. Let 6y > 0 given in Definition [T4) and u € C([0,T*) : H**(R))
be a solution of the gKdV equation ([LI) with k > 4 which blows up at finite time
T* < oo such that u(t) € C = {f € H*(R) | do < ||fll g < (3V2/4)d0} for all
t €[0,T%). Let A(t) > 0 such that \(t)"(T* —t)'/3 — 0 as t — T*. There exists
x(t) € R such that

lim inf |Diku(z,t)|*de > 5. (1.21)
2T Jla—a(t)| <A
Remark 1.6. The assumption |[u(t)|| -, < (3v/2/4)dp is technical and it guaran-
tees the uniqueness of the blowing up profiles given by Theorem [[3below. Without
this assumption we cannot prove Theorem

The proof of Theorem[L3lis inspired by the work of Keraani [24] where the author
establishes a concentration result for the critical nonlinear Schrodinger equation
([CI8) with d = 1,2 and p = 1+ 4/d by first establishing a nonlinear profile
decomposition result for the solutions.

1.1. Organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we review
the notation that is to be used throughout the paper. Section B offers a review of
the Strichartz estimates and the local well-posedness theory for the supercritical
generalized KdV equations including criteria for blow-up. The proof of Theorem
is contained in Section [l and the proof of Theorem is given in Section

2. NOTATION

In this section we introduce the notation that will be used throughout the paper.
We use ¢ to denote various constants that may vary from one line to the next.
Given any positive quantities a and b, the notation a < b means that a < ¢b, with
¢ uniform with respect to the set where a and b vary. Also, we denote a ~ b when,
a<band b <a.

We write || f||z» for the norm of f in LP(R). We also use the mixed norm space
LIL" to denote the space of space-time functions u(z,t) for which the norm

oo 1/q
lullzgaz o= ([ luteiz,ar)

is finite, with the usual modifications if either ¢ = co or » = co. In some cases we
wish to consider a finite time interval I = [a,b], in which case we write

b 1/q
Y ( / ||u<t>||zgdt> .

The spaces LEL{ and LELY = LgLfa p) are defined similarly.
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We define the spatial Fourier transform of a function f(z) by

flo- | e f(a)da

The class of Schwartz functions is denoted by 8(R). We define D? to be the
Fourier multiplication operator with symbol |£]°. In this case the (homogeneous)
Sobolev space H*(R) is collection of functions f : R — R equipped with the norm

[ flgs = [1D5 f]l L2
3. REVIEW OF THE LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS THEORY

In this section we shall recall the well-posedness theory for the supercritical
gKdV equations, (L)) with &£ > 4 in the critical Sobolev space H®*(R). We begin
by recalling the Strichartz estimates associated with the Airy evolution

Ou+u=0, xR, t>0,

u(0,2) = up(x)
The solution of ([22) is given by u(x,t) = V(t)ug(x), where V(t) := exp(—itd?)
is the linear propagator for the Airy equation. Notice that the solution is globally
defined in the Sobolev space H*(R), for all s € R. Moreover, {V(¢)}:cr defines a
unitary operator in these spaces. In particular, we have for all s € R

IV (ol e = lluo]lger  for all ¢ € R. (3.23)

Next, we recall some Strichartz type estimates associated to the linear propaga-
tor.

Lemma 3.1. Let k > 4 and s, = (k—4)/2k. Then we have the following estimates:
(@) [IV(#)uol
(id) [V (¢t )Uo||L5L10 < C||u(>||L2
(i) ||0x fo (t—s5)g(,s)ds|rorz + || fo (t —s)g(- s)ds|ps 1o < cllgllLire;
(iv) [10x [y VIt~ s)g (s 8)ds| awsaponrz < cl|DFgllLyps-

(3.22)

Lik/4Lfk/2 S CH’U,OHI'{S,C 5

Proof. Inequalities (i) and (i7) were proved, respectively, by Farah and Pastor [§]
(Lemma 2.5) and Kenig, Ponce and Vega [22] (Corollary 3.8). The inequalities (4i%)
and (iv) follows from (i), (i7) and ([B23]) by way of duality and a TT™* argument. [

Further well-known Strichartz estimates are the following
Lemma 3.2. Let k > 4 and s, = (k—4)/2k. Then we have the following estimates:
. s —1/k
(i) | DXV (#uoll e 2 + D5 "V (#)uo e < clluoll o

VOl s ,, , < clivollis

(i)
(idd) [ D50, fy V(¢ = ~ 99 )dslluiesz < cIDZglzy
() 100 Jy V(e = ol 0ol sger < NDZoliye
Proof. For (i) see Kenig, Ponce and Vega [22] (Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.29). The

inequality (ii) is a interpolation between the two inequalities in (7). Finally, (ii%)
can be obtained by duality and a TT* argument combined with (i) and (i7). O

Remark 3.3. Note that when k& = 4 the estimates in Lemma Bl (¢)-(é¢) and in
Lemma [B.2] (ii) are all the same.
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We say that a pair (p,q) is H**-admissible if
2 1 2
-+ - =-. 3.24
PR (3.24)

In this case we have the following Strichartz type estimate.

Lemma 3.4. If k>4, s, = (k—4)/2k, and (p,q) is an H** -admissible pair, then
ID/PV (#yuollprs < clluol e (3.25)

Proof. See Kenig, Ponce and Vega [21] Theorem 2.1]. O

The particular case when p = g in the above estimate will be useful in the sequel.
In this case we find that

1DV (t)u | s < el e (3.26)

Also, recall the fractional Leibniz rule established by Kenig, Ponce, and Vega
in [22] (see Theorems A.6, A.8, and A.13).
Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < a < 1 and p,p1,p2,4q,q1,92 € (1,00) with
1 1 1 1 1 1
—=—4+— and —=—+—.
p pP1 P2 a9 @1 Q2
Then

(@) 1D2(f9) — fD3g — gD fllrzrs S D3 fllpe o llgllpzzpoe -
This result holds in the case p=1,q =2 as well.
(@) IDSF(f)llezry S INDGfllz poz [F ()l r2 o2, where F € CH(R).

The following theorem is the local theory as proved by Farah and Pastor [§]. We
include a summary of the proof for the reader’s convenience and since some of the
estimates developed in the proof will be used in the ensuing analysis.

Theorem 3.6 (Small Data Local Theory). Let k > 4, s = (k —4)/2k, ug €
H*(R) with ||uol g=, < K, and to € I, a time interval. There exists § = 6(K) > 0
such that if
||V(t - to)UoHLsk/zlLsk/z < 9,
there exists a unique solution u of the integral equation
¢
u(t) =V (t —to)ug — / V(t =t (u () dt (3.27)
to
in I x R with u € C(I; H**(R)) satisfying

ull yrogsns <26 and full e gos + D3

L5 L0 < 2cK, (328)
for some positive constant c.

Proof. We define

Xy ={uonlIxR: ||u||Lik/4L?k/2 <a and ||Dibu gz 0 < b}
Let

D (u)(t) :==V(t—to)uo — /t V(t — ), (uF ) (t)dt, (3.29)

to
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an integral operator defined on X (’f’b. We will next choose a, b and ¢ such that
®: X\, — XF, is a contraction.
First note that

@) 3073 5er2 < [V (E = to)uoll jsera ponrz + | D3* (@ Yp1ze,

where we have used Lemma BT (iv).
On the other hand

ID2 0 (W)l 5130 < K + el DY (W) |1
by Lemma B (4)-(4i1).
Using the ideas employed in Kenig, Ponce, Vega [22] equation (6.1) (see also
Farah, Pastor [8] equation (3.32)) we obtain
D3 (@ )Ly < C||u||L5k/4L5k/2”DasckU”LgL}o < ca®b (3.30)
Therefore, choosing b = 2cK and a such that ca® < 1 /2, we have
ID3E®(w)| s 10 < cK + ca®b < b.
Now, choosing § = a/2 and a so that ca®*~h < 1/2 yields

||‘I)( )||L5k/4 5k/2 < a.

So that @ : Xk — X”“b is well defined.
Next, for the contraction, we first observe that Lemma B.1] yields

1@ (u) — @()[| < el D3k (Wt =™ )| Ly e, (3.31)
where we have set
llalll = flull pgrraponre + [ DG ul Ly Lto-
Since uF ! — vk +l = (y —v) (Z?:O uF~Iv7), we use the Leibniz rule for fractional

derivatives (Lemma B3) and Holder’s inequality to bound the right hand side of
B.31) by

||D;k (uk-l-l _ Uk-i—l)

(P393
k
<l D uF 0| Lagap e l| D (w = v)| g pao
=0 !
k
+oll(u—v)D3F (O uF 07| pape
§=0

el o gz + 101 ) 1D (0 = ) g

+ cllu — U|| sk/ap 5;@/2(||D u||L5L10||u||k5k/4 /2

k—1
+ ||Dasckv||L2L}0||v”k5k/4 5k/2 + E ”D;k(ukijvj)”LﬁoL?O)v
J=1
1 4 1 1 2
here — =1— — and — = = — —.
whnere 20 5k an o 2 5k
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Moreover
||Dasck“k7jvj||L§0L§0 < CHDasak“kij”LZquiHU”j Sh/4p5k/2
k—j s
=+ ”u”LikJ/zLL?kp”D kUJHLPJLq],
where
1_1 (,+1)4 1 1 (,+1)2
o VTV T2 VT R
and . A . . )
—=1-(14+k—j)—, ===-—1+k—j)—.
7 (I+k—j)e 72 (L+k—J)e

On the other hand
k—j—1

||D5k i ]HLPJLQJ <C||D8ku||L5Lm||u|| L3R/ 5k/2

and
[ Dzxo” || 1P L < | DsFol s prollvll’ 5k/4 o2

Finally, collecting the above estimates we conclude
@) — @) < el D (u = o)l gy (ullswra s + ol srra onr2)
= 0l e
+ [lv| Lszs;k/z)(HD;'“UHLEEL}O + D3 vl| Lz £1o).-

Therefore, choosing a and b such that b = 2¢K, § = a/2, cak < 1/4 and cab=1p <
1/4, we establish the contraction property. Finally, since b = 2¢K and the solution
u belongs to X, we show the inequalities (B28). Moreover, by [23), Lemma B.1]

(#31) and @B30), u € C(I; H* (R)) with its norm bounded by b = 2¢K. O

Remark 3.7. We can define the maximal interval of existence for any solution u of
(CI) obtained from Theorem Indeed, suppose that u™),u® e C(I; H**(R))
are two solutions of (IZI)) on the closed interval I with u(ty) = ug = u® (to) for
some to € I. We claim that u(®) = u(® on I x R. To see this, let

K = sup max [[u?|| ., .
el i=1,2

Since ||V (t —to)uol|  sk/apsr/2 < c||uol| s, , there exists and interval I C I such that
x t
to € I and [|[V/(t — to)uo|| psr/apsr/2 < 0(K), where §(K) is given by Theorem [3.6]
= by

By choosing a smaller interval f, if necessary, we can also assume that for ¢ = 1,2
we have

||’LL 5k/4 5k/2 <a and ||D;ku(i)||L5L1~0 < b, (332)
zT

s

where a and b are obtalned in the proof of Theorem The uniqueness of the
fixed point in X*, gives us that ) = u® on I x R. Because we can partition
the interval I into a finite collection of subintervals I j, each of which satisfy the
inequalities (3:32), a continuation argument gives v =u® on I xR.

In view of the above computations, we can define a maximal interval I(ug) =
(to -1 (UO),tO + T+(UO)) with T+ (Uo),T, (’LLO) > 0, where the solution of m
with initial data u(tg) = wo is defined. Furthermore, if T} < to + T (up) and
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Ty > to—T—(up) and Ty < tog < 11, then u solves (L)) in [T%, T1] xR with initial data

ulto) = uo and u € C([Ty, TyJ; H**(R)),u € LI L)%, and D3ru € LILY, 7.
As a consequence of Theorem we have the following result.

Corollary 3.8 (Small Data Global Theory). Let k > 4 and sy, = (k—4)/2k. There

exists 0, > 0 such that for any ug € H (R) with ||uol| g+, < Ok, the corresponding

solution w of (LI with u(0) = ug is global in time. Moreover,

[l oo o+ Nuull pvra ponre + 1 D35 ull g g0 < 2¢f|uoll grey-

Proof. The result follows from the same calculations used in the proof of Theorem
Let
llell == Ml oo grze + [l powraponre + 1 DGFull g ppo
and define
XE={u:RxR—=R||ull <a}.
Applying the estimates from Lemma Bl to (3:29) yields

IREI < elluoll g + ellullpons jorsall D3 ull sz < elluoll o + ca™ .

Choosing a = 2¢|uo|| 75, and ||uo|| zs, such that 2kck+1||uo||’;13k < 1/2 we obtain
@)l < 2¢luoll o

To see that @ is a contraction one uses similar estimates and the proof is completed
with standard arguments. O

Remark 3.9. Taking into account the smallness assumption (L3]) needed to have
global solutions in H'(R) it is reasonable to conjecture that d; = ||Q||z2 for the
critical gKdV equation, where @ is the unique positive radial solution of the elliptic
equation (A]) and this is an interesting open problem (see Linares and Ponce [31]
chapter 8).

Corollary 3.10. Let k > 4, s, = (k —4)/2k, ug € H**(R) with |juol| ., < K,
and to € I, a time interval. Assume u is a solution of the integral equation (B27)

in I x R with u € C(I; H*(R)) satisfying
||U||Lik/4L?k/2 + ||D;’“u||Lsz,L}0 < M.
Then u also satisfies

||Dalc+sku||L;°L? + ||U|| CIE I < cK—i—ch'H,
L, P T L3k

for some positive constant c.
Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma [B:2] and the estimate
1D (W) Laze < C||U||]ng/4L§k/2||chku||LgL}07
obtained in the proof of Theorem O

Remark 3.11. Let {U7};¢cy the family of nonlinear profiles given in Theorem [3
Setting

L= (W)’ In +1],
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the assumption (L) implies I — I7 such that U7 is well defined in IJ (the closure
of 1) and satisfies

(Jj 5k/4 5 5k/2 + Dskl/j 5710 < OQ.
|| L L T L2 L="°
x I_J T

In view of Corollary B.I0l we also deduce

1D; " U7 ooz + U] siones <00
r L, 3F—F [3k—2
77
and
. 1+skT7] J
lim (an Uillers + ||Un||LWLm> <,
e i
if the assumption ([12)) is satisfied.
Also note that if I7 = () then (I.IZ) is automatically satisfied for this index j.

We end this section with the following finite time blow-up criteria proved in [§].

Theorem 3.12 (Theorem 1.4 in [8]). Assume k >4 and s, = (k—4)/2k. Suppose
that ug € H* and to > 0. Let u be the solution of ([LII) with initial data u(to) = ug
and mazimal interval of existence I(ug) = (to —T—(uo),to + T+ (uo)). If Ty (up) <
00, then

= 00. 3.33
Hu”Lik/%?ﬁi/,fowquo)) > (3:33)

Moreover, if SUPye sy 1017, (uo)) 10Ol e < 00, then
||Di/3ku||L3k/2L3k/2 = 00. (3.34)
* [to,to+T4 (ug))

An analogous statement holds for T_(ug).

Proof. The argument from [§] yields the result in the case when tg = 0 and is easily
adapted to obtain the result stated above. O

4. NONLINEAR PROFILE DECOMPOSITION

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem Before proceeding to the
proof of Theorem [[.3] we have the following important proposition.

Proposition 4.1 (Existence of nonlinear profiles). Suppose that ¢ € H**(R) and
that {t,}nen is a sequence with lim, o t, =t € [—00,00]. Then there exists a
nonlinear profile associated to (Y, {tn}nen)-

Proof. We consider two cases. Ift € (—oo, 00), then we use the arguments contained
in Remark B0 to find an interval I containing  such that u € C(I; H**(R)) solves
(@IJ) with initial data ug = V(f)1p. Therefore u(t,) — V()1 as n — co. Since we
also have V (t,,)1 — V(t)1 as n — oo we obtain the desired result in this case.

Next suppose that £ = +oo (a similar argument applies in the case when ¢ =
—00). We solve the integral equation

u(t) = V(t) — /+OO V(t =t (uF T ()dt! (4.35)

in (tn,,+00) X R for ng € N large and satisfying

HV(t)¢||Lik/4Lf’ti/02,+m> <9,
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where § is given by Theorem 3.6l The same argument that was used in the proof of
Theorem now allows us to construct a solution to the integral equation (£.35)

such that u € C[tu,, +o0); H**(R)), we Ly 'L\ Drue LELY ). and
0>
1D (™ D paps, < oo (4.36)

The Strichartz estimates from Lemma B imply that for n sufficiently large we
have

[u(stn) =V Ea)Wll o < el D3 ™) L2

X tn +o0)

which goes to zero as n — oo by (EL34]). O

Remark 4.2. Note that if v, u(® € C(I; H*(R)) are both nonlinear profiles
associated to (¢, {¢n}nen) in an interval I containing ¢ = lim,,_ o t5, then ul) =
u® on I x R. This statement is clear if ¥ € (—o0,00) thanks to Remark B If
T = +oo0 (the case when 7 = —o0 being similar), then «(!) and u(?) are solutions of
the integral equation ([@35]) in (a, +00) X R for some a € R. Furthermore, we have
u® € L5k/4Lff/f ) and Dsru® ¢ L5L%0 too)- Using the same arguments as those
from Remark 3.7 we conclude the claim.

By this remark we can also define the maximal interval I of existence for the
nonlinear profile associated to (¢, {t, }nen)-

Proof of Theorem[L.3. The proof is based on the ideas developed by Keraani [24]
to obtain related results involving the L2-critical NLS equation (see also [25]).

Step 1. We begin by proving that (LI2) implies (LI3]). Let
J
> U, -V(#)R;. (4.37)
=1

First note that, since u,, and U’ are solutions of the (gKdV) equation, r;/ satisfies
the equation

T 1 93] Ty
{837“" +03r] taz(J}) =0 (438)
Tn(‘rv 0) = Ej:i(vn - Un)(xv O)a
where U] is given in relation (LI4]),
. .
Vi, t) = ——v (L= ) (““’ I)
e Gy )V (7
and
; B | .
= (Y Ui(@.t) + VIOR](2) + ) (x.1) = (Ui, 0)"
= =

Letting I = [a, b], the integral equation associated to ([{38) with initial time a
is the following

rI () =Vt —a)r / Vit £t

for every t € [a, b].
Define

Wl = 1 e s osra + N3 e g
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By the Strichartz estimates (Lemma B]) we deduce

It lll; < el @ligon + 1035 filll 1 22)- (4.39)
We claim that
lim |r7]|, =0, as J—0. (4.40)
n—o0 n

If (@AQ) is true, by (I317) and Strichartz estimates (Lemma [3]) we have
Jim ([|Dg*unllLz g + ||Un||Lgk/4L§:/2)
Jo
< Jim (D3 Udllzsags + U2l oo ginre) +5up [ By + 1
=1 :
for some Jy € N. Therefore, the assumption (ILI2) and the Pythagorean expansion

(CII) imply (CT3).
Next, we prove the limit ({40). For every interval I = [a,b] C I,,, we estimate
the second term in the right hand side of (@39) by

1D filll s e

k+1

J J
<oz (Xvi] S (W)™
j=1 j=1
LiL?
; k+1 k+1
+ID3 | | D_UL+ V)R] - > v
j=1 j=1
LlL?
J - k+1 J ‘ k+1
+ D3 | | Do UL+ VR + 7 (x,t) - (> vi+v@R]
j=1 Jj=1
LLL?

=1/ 4117+ 111’

The last term is the easiest one to handle. Indeed, using the same computations
as in the proof of small data theory (Theorem B.6]) and combining with the last two
inequalities, we obtain

sl < elllrsi(@) g + L+ 113)

+ el D2 (3 U3 + VO R 15 10)

j=1

J
el S U+ VRN s v

j=1
J J

el YU+ VORI s e 1D G UL+ VORD 2o
j=1 j=1

J
+efllralll 1D U+ VORI s/ o
j=1

(4.41)
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We claim that

= ZUJ + V)R, svray sz + {13 ( ZUJ + VR s
j=1 Jj=1

is uniformly bounded. Indeed, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.3. There exists C > 0 such that lim sup (lim sup Ai) < C.

J—o0 n—00

Proof of Lemma[.3 We first note that by Strichartz estimates (Lemma [B.)
VORI srrapovre + 1DV @) Ryl s pio < ell Bl o < c, (4.42)

for all J,n € N, since {¢,, }nen is a bounded sequence in Hs* (R) and the asymptotic
Pythagorean expansion ((LIT]) holds.
Therefore, we just need to prove

hmsup hmsup||ZU ||L5k/4 /2 + || D3* ZUJ ||L5L10 < 4oo.  (4.43)

Using the pairwise orthogonality of (hf,, 27, ) )nen, jen given in Theorem [[1] we

n’ n’n

can prove (see for instance Farah and Versieux [10] Lemma 3.1)

hmsup I ZU7||5]§{:/14 sz < Z ||U3||5l§{j4 /2 for all J > 1. (4.44)
Ly,
A similar idea can be used to also deduce
J
11msup||DS" ZUJ 3010 <D DU 500, forall J>1.  (4.45)
j=1 "= "

On the other hand, by Strichartz estimates (Lemma [B]) and the asymptotic
Pythagorean expansion ((ILITI)

S IV iy + 3 IDEVOW o < €3 [0, < +o0. (446)

i>1 ' i>1 i>1

Let dp > 0 given by Definition [[4 In view of [@40]) there exists J(dg) > 1
sufficiently large such that

97113, < (80/2) forall j > J(&).

Also, by Definition [L2 and [B.23), for every j > J(do) there exists 77 € R such

that
1T (T e < 197 W30, + (80/2771)% < 65

Using the small data global theory (Corollary B.8)) with ug = U7(T7) we deduce

that U7 is globally defined and

U7 psvsa sz + 1D U7 ([ pao < 2| U7 (T7)]] o -

Collecting the last two inequalities and (£40), we have (since 5k/4 > 2, for
k> 4)

D MU o+ Do DUy o < oo (4.47)
J=J(60) 7>J(80)
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We still have to consider a finite number of nonlinear profiles {U7}; << J(50)>
however by triangle inequality, for every n € N

7(50) J(50)
1> U%||Lgk/4L§:/2 +IDF(> Uiz i
=1 im1

J(60)
<Y Uzl pvraporre + 1DF Unllz o -

Jj=1

Moreover, assumption (LI2) of Theorem imply that the right hand side of
the above inequality is finite.

Finally, in view of (@Z4) and (£A4H), the inequalities [@IAT) and (@48 imply
(#A3) and we complete the proof of Lemma O

(4.48)

Returning to the proof of Theorem [[3] by Lemma we can bound the right
hand side of inequality (@41]) by

il < el (@) e + 1+ 15

J
S U e+ S
J=1 v 1=2,k, k+1

(4.49)

The next two lemmas will help us to complete the proof.

Lemma 4.4. limsup I/ +1I7 =0, as J— +oo

n—oo

Lemma 4.5. For every € > 0, there exist p € N (which depends on & bul not on n
and J) and a partition of I,

p
L=
i=1

such that

J
limsup | > US|l sesaysere + D3O UDpsp <,
x I,}'l z In

n—r00

j=1 j=1
for every 1 < i <p and every J > 1.

We postpone the proofs of these lemmas for a moment, and continue with the
argument for Theorem [[33 Without loss of generality, let us assume I,, C R, (since
0 € I,, the general case can be completed by considering the positive I, "R and

negative I,, NR_ parts of I,,). Let £ > 0 and consider the partition of I,, given by
Lemma [£5] that is

P
I, = UI:L =[0,al]U0,a%]U---U0,aP).
i=1

By inequality [@49), for all interval I’ we have for n and J large

llied nt o 2 il

1=2,k,k+1

l
i (4.50)

i < el (@) e + L]+ I + <]

where we have set a = 0.
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Choosing € > 0 such that ce < 1/2 we can absorb the linear term in the right
hand side of ([50) to obtain

p Sellrl @ o + L+ 15+ 37 I
1=2,k k41

"l

lir

l
I

In particular, for the interval I} = [0,al]

1
el < el Ol e + L+ 25+ 3 (s
1=2,k,k+1
Since r/(0) = Z;}:Z(Vg — UJ)(0), by definition of the nonlinear profiles U},
have
lim |77 (0)] e — 0, as J— oo.
n—oo

Therefore, in view of Lemma [£4] and a bootstrap argument we deduce

nh_)rI;OH‘T;HHI% —0, as J — o0
In particular,

Jim. Ird(ap)|l ggor — 0, as J — oo

This last limit allows us to repeat the same argument on I2. By iterating this

pl“OCGSS, we Obta.in
J |
n

A [l

0, as J— oo,
for every 1 <i < p.

Since p € N does not depend on n and J we deduce the limit ([Z40).
Step 2. We now turn to the proof of (LI3]) implies (IT12). Suppose that

i (D3l gs + unll ooy 302) < 00

and yet (LI2) fails. This means that there is a smallest jo > 1 such that

Sim (DU lagrgo + U2 gers ) = oo

It follows that

Jim. ||D§kU£°||LgL}2 =00 or  lim HU%OHL@”““L?Q/? = 00.

Assume first that

nlgr;o ||U%]7,0 ||Lik/4L?:/2 = Q.

Since jg is the smallest positive integer for which this is true, we obtain
lim S UL+ V@RY +ri = 0.
j=1 sz/4L?:/2
In the last line we have used

sup |V (£)RP|| se/a sn/z < 00 and sup ||| sx/a sn/2 < 0,
n T In n @ In
which is true by ([9) and (I6).
Moreover, by (LIH) we deduce
jo . . .
U =Y _UP +V()RY + 1),

Jj=1
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which implies
nh*{réo ||u7l ||Lgk/4L?f/2 = OO,
a contradiction.
In case
Jim [ DRFUR (| g 1o = oo,
we can repeat the preceding argument, recalling inequalities (LI0]) and (£42). This
completes the proof of Theorem [[.3] O

Now, we prove Lemmas 4] and

Proof of Lemma[{-3 By the proof of Lemma 3] for every € > 0 sufficiently small,
there exists J(g) > 1 such that

timsup (|52 Ukl sregons + 103 C S Uiz | < /2
n—00 . * t . et
J>J(e) J>J(e)
It remains to consider a finite number of nonlinear profiles {Uj}lgjg J(e)- Let

I7 denotes the maximal time of existence of U7. By a change of variables and
assumption ([LI2) of Theorem [[3] we have

||D;k Uj”sz’Lw . + ||Uj||L5k/4L5k/2 = ||D;kU7Jl||Lsz,L}0 + ||Ug||L5k/4L5k/2 < 0oQ0.
In—th v In—t], " v In
(n)? (hf)3

Therefore, there exists a closed interval Vi C I such that

HDikU]”L‘;’L}JJ) + ||Uj||Lik/4L;?/2 < 00. (451)
and ‘
b=t
(hn)?
for n large. N _
By (@51), we can construct a partition of [7 = (J}7 | I/ satisfying
||Dik Uj ||L§L;[J) -+ ||U] ||Lik/4L;’;/2 < €/2J(<€), (452)

for every 1 <i < p;.

Writing ([52) in terms of U} we have

| Dz* Ui”L;L;g + ||U£||Lgk/4L§§/2 <e/2J(e),
n,i L

where ff” = (hi)3I + 3.

Taking If” =1I,N ffw we construct the partial partition for all 1 < j < J(e).
Finally, intersecting all the partial partitions we obtain the desired final partition,
which is independent of n and J. 0

Proof of Lemma[{.7] Recall that
;o B "
<o | Yo - o)
j=1 j

j=1
LyL3,
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and
k41 k41

J J
I <||Dgs | [ D UL+ V(DR] -(> v
j=1 j=1

LyLg,

We first consider the term I/, which is bounded by a sum of terms of the form
(the quantity of terms depends only on J and k, but not on n)

To =103 (U2 U2 s
z " In

where not all j; are equal, say jr # jr4+1. Using the fractional derivative rule
(Lemma B3]), the above expression can be bounded by

k—1 E—1
T < S ID U g0 TT N0 N v v U203 o oo
=1 " n n

r#l
+ li[l HU#HLikML:;:/z HDaSck(U#U#“)HL,’;"LTZ )
where
1 4 1 1 2

To obtain the desired result we need to prove (recall assumption (i) in Theorem

L3

|UZ U+ ||LZ,C,8L?2/4 + || Dz Uk ng+1)‘,L§kL?Z —0, as n-—oo. (4.53)

Next, we prove that the first term in the left hand side of the last relation
goes to zero as n — oo. Indeed, since ((h,)nen, (7)) nen, (], )nen)jen are pairwise
orthogonal (see relation (II0), we have either

Bk hjk+1
. mn
lim j:+1 5 = +00 (4.54)
or
e Y I P

hlk = k¥t and  lim
n—r00

= 0. (4.55)

Jk
Pzl

(h7)?

By density we can suppose U7* and U7*+! are continuous and compactly supported.
If ([@54) holds, without loss of generality, we assume

Jk
hn

Jk+1
I,

— 00, (4.56)

as n — oo (the other case is similar). Using the change of variables x = hiry + @ik
and t = (hi*)3s + tJ* we can rewrite the first term in the right hand side of ([53)
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as
Tk TTk+1
U303 | g
0o _ _ 1/2 \ 8/5k
(] e )
—00 I,
8/5k
hi 2/k IS ‘ ‘ - 1/2 /
- (hj:“) / . \U7%(y, s)U7 (yg, s1,) | ds | dy | (4.57)
n —o0 Ik
where
- h].zlk x%k _ I.Zlk+l B h%’“ 3 t%" o tzlk+1
Pt T TR ) T
and

e

T (ni)?
(here I' denotes the maximal interval of existence for U!). Since U* and UJ*+1 are
compactly supported, we obtain

C [Tk O [Te+1

2k
([ 7 s — <C< hit )
n U lpge ek = 5

hjk+1
n
which implies the desired result by the assumption ([EL50]).

Now, assume that ([£55]) holds. Since U7* and U’F+! are continuous and com-
pactly supported, in view of [57) with h/* = h)™", we can apply the Lebesgue’s
Dominated Convergence to conclude that ({57 goes to zero as n — oo. Therefore,
we have proved

|UzrUs+ ||L2,C,8L?2/4 —0, as n — oo. (4.58)

Next, we treat the other norm in the left hand side of [@353)). First note, by
Remark [3.11] that

DY Ulsgess, + IV g, < oo,

for every 7 > 1 and independent of n € N. Therefore, setting oy, = % < 1 (for
k > 4) we obtain by interpolation

. ) —
IDZ U pary < IIDi“’CUiIIZ’;L; 1Dz Unll s 140 »
z n z n
where
1 1— o0 1 o 1—o0p
Z d - =2F
a I A R T)

In view of the fractional Leibniz rule, Lemma 35 we deduce

||ng-|-s;c (U%k U%k+l s <c ||ng—|-s;c U%k U%k+l || K (3k—2)
In [ 3k=4 p3k—2
x n

)HLgL ||Lng}n H

+e Hng"FskngJrl’

LaLb HU#H k(3k—2) (4.59)
il o I

3k—4 3k—2
w Lln

< 0
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for every j > 1 and independent of n € N, where
L_1, 3k-d g o1
a a kBk—-2) M BTy 3k—2

Finally, by interpolation we deduce

ok Sk
Sk ([TIkTTIk+1 Tk [TIk+1 || 9k TS5k Ok+Sk (TTIk[TIk+1 ||Uk+5k
HDm (Un Un )Hkaqu < ||Un Un HLSk/SLSkM HDm (Un Un ) Lorf
z by, e In =L,

(4.60)
1 ( Ok ) 8 ( Sk )1
I— — + -
Pk ok + sk /) bk o +s,) a
(o) e (25):
a  \ox+sg/) 5k ok +sk) B

Thus, in view of (£60), [@59) and ([@58) we conclude the proof of ([E53]).

Now, we consider the term II;. To simplify the notation denote

J
W =>"Ul.
j=1

since

and

It is clear that

E

(VOR) + W, — (WM =3 (VR (W) ).
j=0

Therefore the term I can be bounded by a sum of terms of the form (the quantity
of terms depends only on k, but not on n and J)
Sn = ||Dgss’c (fﬁ e fﬁ(v(t)Rr{))HL;q )
where f! are equal to V(¢)R; or W,/.
Again, using the fractional derivative rule (Lemma B.3]), we have the bound

k—1 k—1

Sn < N0 full s oo TT 152
=1 "ol

Lik/4L:;k/2 Hf,li (V(t)R;{) H Lik/SL?k/4

k—1
T Ngrnszye D2 GV ORD gy

where
1 4 1 1 2
—=1-(k—-1)— d —=—-—(k-1)=—
DE (k=T)gp o w2 (k= 1)gp
By relations (£42) and (£43), Holder’s inequality and fractional derivative rule

(Lemma [B5])
S < c||V(H)R])|

Lik/4L?:/2 +c Hf:fD;k (V(t)Ré) HLﬁkLii :

In view of (I9), the desired result follows if we prove

lim sup Hf,’fD;k(V(t)R;i)Hkaqu — 0, as J — oo. (4.61)
n—00 T Hn
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If f¥ = V(t)R; it is true by Holder’s inequality and (LJ). So the interesting
case is when f¥ = W, For all J > Jy > 1, by inequality ([@42) we have

Jo J
WS D (VO R e < DNUADE VORI s +¢|| D U
j=1 73>Jo Lik/4L§:/2
(4.62)
In [@A7), we proved that U7 is globally defined for every j sufficiently large and
moreover, for every € > 0 there exists J(g) > 1 such that

I el A

Jj=J(e)
115k /4 15k /4
By ([EZ4) and the fact that "U%"Ls{“/“Lf’k/? = HUJHLE’{C/“L"”“/Z’ for every J > J(e)
T t x t
we deduce
J
. . 1|5k /4 k
limsup | > U < D 07l g e < 2
ji>J(e) Lik/4L?k/2 j>J(e)
Thus, by ([@.62), we have to prove that
limsup |UD3* (VR || s por =0, (4.63)
n—o00 T Tl

for every 1 < j < J(¢) and since € > 0 is arbitrary we conclude ([{GI]). Applying
the change of variables x = hiy + 27, and t = (hJ)3s + tJ, we have

}|U£D;k (V(t)Ri)HLg’CL?" = HUjD;kwiHLﬁkL% ) (4'64)
n I;L
R : . : : ;
where I7 = " oand wl (s,y) = (h2)2/FV ((h)3s + )R (hiy + 2,).

(h)?
A simple computation reveals

||w7{||Lik/4Lfk/2 = HV(t)R,,{||LEm:k/4Lfk/2 (4.65)
and
D2 w150 = 1D VORD e 0- (460
We claim that
lim sup HD;’“w;{HLng — 0, as J — o0, (4.67)
n—00 Tt

for some p close to 5 and ¢ close to 10.
Assuming the limit (L67) for a moment, let us conclude the proof of [G3).
Given e > 0, let U € C5°(R?) such that

HUJ — UgHLik/zlL??/Q <eg,

- I, —t
where I/ = lim T
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Therefore, using relations (€64, (£G5) and (£66) we have
|03 (VORI v = 107 D3 w0 [

<7 = U2 s oo (| DZFwi | g o + ([UZDZFwi | Lo o
I g 1)

<D (VORI 3 0-+ O 102w 1
Where CE = HUgHLﬁLé 5 With
zlp;
1 1 1 1 1 1
_::+j and —::+j
P, p D dk q q

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, by (£42) and ([L67) we obtain ([@G3).
To complete the proof we need to deduce ([LGT). Let us first consider the case

k > 6. Recall the sharp version of Kato’s smoothing effect given in Lemma (1)
||Di+SkV(t)u0\|LgOL? < cf|uo|| e - (4.68)

Since 2/3k < s < 1+ sy (for k > 6) interpolating inequalities (Z68) and (B20]) we
can find 0 € (0,1), a,b € (1,00) such that

D3V (#)uol| o o < €l DF*FV (1 )u0||0%/2 | DErrV (¢t u0||LmL2 , (4.69)
where
2 1 20 1 20 1-6
—0+(1 1-0) = - == d - == 4+-—
gl T Fs)(1=0) =si, T=gp, and g=gpd —

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.1l we also have the Strichartz estimate
1DV (t)uoll s ppo < clluoll e, -
Interpolating again, we obtain for all § € (0, 1)

1DV ()uoll 175 pas < c| D3RV (t)uol|s pyo 1D V(¢ )UOHLaLb

5+(1-6)(1-0) 0(1-6 (4.70)
< clluo | VDY (1uo| 752

a:,t

where
1 6 1-6 & 2001-96) 1 6  200—6) (1—60)1-90)
P T [ T 2
A direct calculation yields
1D/ W | oo = HDﬁ/%V(t)R,{ s (4.71)
and
||Di+s’“w;ﬂ|LgOL? - ||Di+s’“(V(t)R,{)HLgOL?. (4.72)

Hence, combining (£69), [@.70), (£66), (A.11) and (72 we obtain
s 5+(1-6)(1-6) (1-5
D3l s s < BNV ORI,
. 3k
for all 6 € (0,1). By (@42) and (L) (withp=¢q = 7), we deduce

li?ﬁsolip HDasckw;{HLféL? — 0, as J — o0.
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Finally, taking § close to 1 we obtain that ps is close to 5 and g5 is close to 10 which
implies the claim ([@67) in the case k > 6.

When k = 5 we cannot apply the previous argument since s, < 2/3k in this
case. However, if we replace the inequality ([{LG8]) by (see Lemma (1))

HDil/kV(f)UOHLkLOO < clluoll o
x Tt

we can carry out the same computations as before, observing that —1/k < s <
2/3k for k = 5, and also obtain the limit (£.67). This completes the proof of Lemma

44
(]

5. CONCENTRATION
In this section we prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem 4. Let u be a blowing up solution for (L)) at finite time T <
0o, and let {t,}nen be a sequence of times such that ¢, — 7. Set

un(x,t) = u(z, ty +1).
Since w is defined in [0,7%), uy, is defined in [—t,, T* —t,). Also, the finite time
blow-up criteria in Theorem [3.12] yields

Jim. ||un||Lgk/4L[505/T2L = lim ||un||Lgk/4L[5§{j’o) = 00. (5.73)

tn)

By the assumption (LIT), the sequence {u, (-, 0) }neny = {u(-, tn) bnen is bounded
in H®k (R). Applying the Linear Profile Decomposition, Theorem [T} for this se-
quence, we obtain (up to a subsequence) a sequence of functions {7} ;eny C H*(R)
and sequences of parameters (h?,, zJ,tJ ), en jen such that for every J > 1 there ex-

n»’n
ists {R;}n.7en C H**(R) satisfying (), (T3) and (CII).

Considering the sequence of intervals I, = [0,7* —t,). In view of (B3], the
Nonlinear Profile Decomposition, Theorem [[L3] implies that there exists some jo €
N such that U7 (the nonlinear profile associated with (¢70, {—tJ0/(hi®)3},cn))
satisfies

lim || DU s 10 + || U7
n— 00 "I

0 = 0. .74
||L2k/4L?:/2 0 (5 7 )

We claim that if u is a solution for the gKdV equation (II)) such that, for some
interval S, [lul[ sr/a 502 < oo then we must have |[Dz*ullpspp0 < co. Indeed,
x S x

let €9 > 0 be an arbitrary small number. Since the norm |[ul|,sk/a sx/2 is finite
x S
we can find a partition of the interval S, namely ty < t; < ... < tg, such that
lull  sxrapsr/2 < €0, where S, = [t tpi1], n=0,...,£ — 1. Since u is a solution of
O P
the integral equation (3.27), from Lemma BT (i7) we deduce

t
D;k/ Ut —t')0, (uF ) () at’
0

Dz ullzspio < clluollgey, +¢
" L5L10

zls,
n

< cl|uol| gor + CZ

J=0

tj+1
D;k/ Ut — )0, (u* T (#)dt!

tj

571,10
L3LY

n t
< clluollgon +¢Y Di’“/o U(t =)0 (u* ) () xr, (t')dt!

Jj=0

)

LyLi°
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where x5, denotes the characteristic function of the interval S;. From Lemma [3.]]
(7i7) and similar computations as the ones in the proof of Theorem B.Gl we obtain

n
1D ull Lo < elluoll o + ¢y 1Dzl pe ||u||]zik/4Lz§/2
j=0

n
< cluolljee +ceh D 1D ullpgrs
j=0

Therefore, choosing csf < 1/2, we conclude

n—1
1D3 ull g < 2elluol o +2) 1Dz ullz e - (5.75)
j=0

Inequality (B.70) and an induction argument implies that [[D3*u|[zs 10 < oo for

n=20,...,{ —1. By summing over the ¢ intervals we conclude the claim.
Now, since
SkTTJo — Sk[TJo
1D U llpspio = D3 U7[| pa o
n Iio
and
MU N psnrapsnre = (U] srsapsnr2
* In x 7o
n
. +i0 T _¢ tJ0 L. . .
Jo — | n _ n
where [Jo = 0 By T vy ) the condition (B74) implies
n n n

; Jo
nll)ngo ||U ||L2k/4L

5k/2 — OQ (576)
130

In particular ||¢%°|| ., > &9, otherwise U7 is globally defined and then the above
limit is false.

R . tJo
Let t7° = lim,, oo ——2—

_ (h20)3
that {h?°},en is a sequence of positive numbers) and the limit (E70) cannot be
true in this case.

By the asymptotic Pythagorean expansion (LTT]) it follows that

. We have that /° # +oo, otherwise I70 — ) (recall

A 2 112
liminf u(ta) |3, = D 19713, (5.77)
j=1

If there exists another j; # jo such that (574) holds then |[¢7*| ;.. > &y and
the inequality (577) implies sup,,cy [|u(tn)| = > V260, which is a contradiction
since we have assumed that u(t) € C' = {f € H*(R) | 8o < || fll gor < (3v/2/4)00}
for all t € [0, T*). Therefore, the profile U0 obtained above is the only blowing up
nonlinear profile.

Now, considering the sequence of intervals I,, = [—t,,0] and applying the same
ideas we obtain

n]i{r;o ||UJO ||Lik/4L??0/2 = 00,

n

Fio _ |ty _ _tlo o
Where In = (th)g, (hzbr))gv (hzlo)g .

Therefore, t7° # —oo and without loss of generality we can assume t7° = 0. Thus,
U7 is a solution of the gKdV equation (LI) with initial data 17 which blows up
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in positive and negative times. Moreover, denoting by T7* > 0 the positive finite
blow-up time of U7, the limit (5.76) implies
T —t
im " > T (5.78)
n— 00 (h%U)B Jo

Returning to the linear profile decomposition for the sequence {u(:,t,)}nen,
relation (7)) and the change of variables = hfoy + 20 and t = (hi®)3s + to,
imply that for every J > jg

J
(h3)2 RV (R0 )Ps + 62 Yu(hioy + 202 ta) = V ()7 (y) + > Vil (y,5) + Ry (y, 9),
Jj#Jo

where
~ . hJo hJo t _ t] h]o 70 —
Vily,s) = | = 7 Dno) sy J (_ M)
.2) (hil) ((hfl) (hh)? )w n

R]y,) = (B0 /AV (s + 60 R (hloy + )
Using the orthogonality of (hJ0, 230, 30, cyy and (hd,, 2%, 1 ),en for § # jo it is easy
to see that

and

VJ — 0 weakly in L5’“/4L5k/2

Moreover, since

IR,

)k/4 )k/2 = HV( ) 5k/4 5k/2 < C||R HHS,C S C

Al
there exists R’ € H**(R) such that

}N%' — R’ weakly in L5’“/4L5k/2

Therefore, for every J > jo
(R)* RV ((Ri2)Ps + 602 )u(hiy + ol 1) = V (5) % (y) + R (y, )

weakly in L5k/4L5k/2.

On the other hand,

||RJ||Lgk/4Lfk/z < h,?l_fo%p IR, pok/apse = IV (6)R;| poesagsesz = 0,

as J — 0o. Therefore, by the uniqueness of the weak limit we conclude R’ = 0 for
every J > jo and
(BI2)2/4V (25 + 0 u(hioy + 22, ta) — V () 4% (y) weakly in LIF/AL3/2,

A simple computation reveals

) . tZLO
(hﬂ))yk‘/((hf{)ﬁs—l—t”) (h30y+x30 t,) =V(s)V <(h210)3> In(y),

where f,(y) = (h?)* *u(hPy + a0 tn).
At this point, we will make use of the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let {¢n}nen and ¢ be in H**(R). The following statements are
equivalent:

(1) ¢n — ¢ weakly in H**(R).
(i) V(t)pn — V(t)p weakly in L2/ L2H/?
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Proof of Lemmal[5dl Our argument follows that of Lemma 3.63 in [38]. First sup-

pose that V(¢)¢, — V()¢ weakly in LA 5k/2

function of the unit interval, and let ¢ € (R ) Set
F(z,t) = x(-1,0(O)V () D3 ().

Then an easy calculation reveals

, let x[_1,1) be the characteristic

o0

/_Z /_Z (V(t)%(:c))F(:c,t)dxdt = 2/ (D;k¢n(x)> (D;kw(x))dx

It follows that D3+¢,, — D3k¢ weakly in L?(R), as required.

5k/(5k—4) 1 5K/ (5k—2)
t

To prove the converse, we suppose that ¥ € L and observe

that

/ / )¢(xtd;vdt / e (/V xtdt)d;v
:/Oo (D3 6n()) (D;S’“/RV(t)gb(x,t)dt) d.

— 00

The result follows once we show that

D /OO V(- t)dt

— 00

S CHw||L5k/(5k—4)L5k/(5k—2) .
L2 ‘ ‘

Indeed, by duality and a TT* argument we deduce from Lemma B] (4)
H/ D25V (t — s)y(-, t)ds

Finally, the desired estimate then follows from ([.79) by way of duality and a TT*
argument. O

< C||¢||Lik/(5k—4)Lfk/(5k—2). (5.79)

Lgk/zlLi;k/Q

tj

Using the previous lemma and the fact that ¢/ = lim,, o, — 0y

= 0 we finally
conclude

(hdo ) Fay(hdo - o t,) — 70 () weakly in H**(R).
where [|¢°|| ., > 0o and {hf°},en satisfies (78). Therefore, for every R > 0 it
follows that

lim (hg’y)%ﬁ‘*/k/ |D§’“u(h{f;v+x{f,tn)|2d;v2/ | D3kapio ()| dux.
n—oo |z|<R |z|<R

The change of variables y = hiox + 2/ yields

lim sup/ |Dgu(a,ty,)|Pda 2/ | DSkapT0 ()2 dax.
N0 \ zeR J|z—z|<hi'R |z|<R

Taking A(t) such that A(¢t)~1(T* — )1/ — 0 as t — T*, from the relation (578) we
deduce A(t,) " thi® — 0 as n — oo, which implies

lim sup/ | DSk u(x, t,)|* da Z/ | DEkapTo (2)|2d
N0 \ 2eR J|z—z|<A(tn) |z|<R

for every R > 0. Since |[¢%| z=, > o, we deduce

lim inf sup/ |Dsku(z, t,)|?de | > 2.
=T\ zeR J|z—z|<A(t)
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Finally, using a continuity argument, we can find a function x(t) € R such that

(T21)) holds. O
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