arXiv:chao-dyn/9306007v1 21 Jun 1993

Universality in Blow-Up for Nonlinear Heat Equations

J.Bricmont*
UCL, Physique Théorique, Louvain-la-Neuve, Belgium

A Kupiainen'
Helsinki University, Mathematics Department,
Helsinki, Finland

Abstract

We consider the classical problem of the blowing-up of solutions of the nonlinear
heat equation. We show that there exist infinitely many profiles around the blow-
up point, and for each integer k, we construct a set of codimension 2k in the space
of initial data giving rise to solutions that blow-up according to the given profile.

1 Introduction
We consider the problem of the blow-up of solutions of the initial value problem
Up = Ugy + UP (1)

where p > 1,u = u(z,t),r € R, and u(-,0) = up € C°(R). It is well-known that, for a
large class of initial data ug, the solution will diverge in a finite time at a single point
(for reviews on this problem, see [B, [J]).

We are interested in the profile of the solution at the time of blow-up. To explain
what this means, let us fix the blow-up point to be 0 and the blow-up time to be T.
Then, we ask whether it is possible to find a function f*(x) and a rescaling g(t,T") so
that X

lim (T — )77 u(g(t, T)=,t) = f*(x) (2)
Moreover, we want to see how g or f* depend on the initial data.

The prefactor (7' — t)ﬁ in (2) can be understood easily: for initial data wug(x)
constant in x, u(t) solves the ODE @ = w?, i.e. u(t) = ((p — 1)(T — t))ﬁ for T =
(p—1)""ug®. We therefore expect that f*(0) = (p— l)ﬁ However, we want to obtain
f* for z # 0. In [I0, [0, I3, 3] (see also [A, ) several possible f*’s are discussed,
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and the set of initial data that will lead to a given f* is partially characterised. In the
present paper, we shall show that there exists, in the space of initial data C°(R.), sets
M, of codimension 2k, such that, for ug € My, the limiting behaviour (2) is obtained,
in the case k = 1, for

1
9@, T) = ((T'—1)|log(T —t)[)> (3)
_1
F@) = (p-1+ba)7 (4)
where b* = %, and in the case k > 1 for

1

g(t.T) = (T —1t)> (5)
fi@) = (p—1+b™)7". (6)

where now b is an arbitary positive number.

The lowest codimension 2 corresponds to fixing two parameters in the data that
specify the blow-up point and time. To reach the other "strata”, 2k — 2 additional
parameters describing the data need to be fixed.

Now we want to relate this problem to the renormalization group approach to the
study of the asymptotic behaviour of solutions of nonlinear partial differential equations;
this approach was initiated and developed in [fll, [{, ] and, from a mathematical point
of view, in [f]. Although our actual proofs do not rely very much on this approach, the
ideas used here are close to the ones of the renormalization group. In this approach,
the long-time behaviour of the solution is related to the existence of fixed points of
the renormalization group transformation (which basically amounts to solving the PDE
over a finite time interval, and combining this with some scaling transformations). A
given asymptotic behaviour is obtained, provided the initial data lie in the basin of
attraction of a given fixed point. This basin of attraction is called a “universality class”.
In the simplest cases, the fixed points are stable but, in general, there can be one or
more unstable or neutral directions for the renormalization group flow around the fixed
point. This is exactly what happens here: f* and f; can be viewed as a fixed points of a
renormalization group transformation having 2k unstable (“relevant”, in renormalization
group terminology) directions. Thus, to converge towards the fixed point, one has to
fine-tune 2k parameters (one for each unstable direction) and this explains why My is
of codimension 2k, and in what sense f* is “universal”. In addition, we encounter also
one neutral (“marginal”) mode, which, for £ = 1, turns out to be stable when nonlinear
effects are taken into account and for £ > 1 parametrizes a curve of fixed points. Thus,
our result is also connected to the center manifold theory.

Our results are perturbative, i.e. the sets M, consist of initial data that are close to
the corresponding fixed point. Therefore, our results are similar to those of Bressan [P
who considers a nonlinearity e* instead of u” and obtains the universal profile analogous
to our k = 1 case. However, his method is different from ours and we obtain a control
over the limit (2) which is uniform in x.



To describe our main results, let us fix a positive number T', and introduce

T7 T ug(TE) k> 1

o= { T uo((|log TITY3E) & = 1

Let first £ = 1. We write the initial data as

do + di &

1 TI9 (8)

where, given g € C°(R), dy and d; are the two parameters to be fixed. We have

Theorem 1. There exists a Ty > 0 such that, for each 0 <T < Ty and g € C°(R) with
9]lee < (log To)™% one can find dy and dy, such that the equation (1) with the initial
data (7),(8) has a unique classical solution u(z,t) on R x [0,T) and

Lim (T = )7 Tu((T — )| log (T = 1)])*&,1) = () (9)

uniformly in & on R.

Remark 1. We get a much more detailed information on u(z,t), see the Proposition in
Sect.3.

2p—1
1-p

Remark 2. To leading order, dy(p — 1)_ﬁ = — e With a = 2b*(p — 1)7=7, and

is independent of g (see Lemma 2 in Sect.3 below). This means that dy (and d;) are
nonzero, even if we have g(§) = 0 in (8).

Remark 3. The proof can be extended to more general nonlinearities, than (1): we
actually give below the proof for the equation

Up = Ugy + uP + F(u) (10)
and we will assume that F': R — R is Lipschitz and satisfies
|F(u)] < C(1+ |ul?) (11)

with 0 < g < p, and
|F()\U1) — F()\Ug)| S C’)\q|u1 - UQ|

for |uil, |us] < 1 and A > 1. With little extra effort the proof extends to nonlinearities
F(u,u,) in (1.10) that depend on u,. We need then

|F(u, 1) < C(1+ [ul? + Jug|") (12)
with ¢ as in (11),
2p
< —, 13
r<oT (13)

and the corresponding Lipschitz bound.



Remark 4. The proof also extends to x € R", n > 1;d;£ in (8) becomes d; ~gwhere d
is an n-component vector and £ becomes ||£]|?. Thus, we need to fix n + 1 coefficients.
For simplicity, we shall keep n = 1.

For k > 1, we take the data of the form

2k—1

FO) = fr )1+ Y dig'(p—1+b6%)7") + g(¢) (14)

=0

where d; are now the parameters to be fixed, once a g € C°(R) is given. We have then
the

Theorem 2. There exist Ty > 0 and € > 0 such that for 0 < T < Ty and g in C°(R)
with ||g|| < € there are constants d; € R such that the equation (1)with the initial data
(14) has a unique classical solution u(z,t) on R x [0,T) and

lim (7 — )7 Tu((T — 1) 7€) = f5.(€) (15)

uniformly in & on R, for some b* > 0, where b* — b as e — 0 and Ty — 0.

Remark 1. Thus we have, for £ > 1, a line of fixed points f; and given initial data
in the codimension 2k set in C°(R), the u(z,t) arrives to this line as ¢ — T. The only
effect of the g in the data (14) is to "renormalize” the b occurring in the data. Compare
with the k£ = 1 case where there was a unique fixed point f*.

Remark 2. Note that our assumptions, in both Theorems, allow initial data that are
not everywhere positive.

Remark 3. Again, more general equations can be treated, but we leave that formulation
for the reader.

2 Dynamical systems formulation

In this section we describe a change of variables that transforms the problem (1.10) into
a problem of long time asymptotics. We also explain the main ideas of our proof.

We write (1.10) in the “blow—up-variables”: given a u : R x [0,7) — R, define
¢:R x[—log T,00) = R by

(e t) = (T = ) 7o —log (T =) (1)

Then u is a classical solution of (1.10) if and only if (&, 7) is a classical solution of

1 1
5 = L7200 — I P+ F. 2
@ . TR et (%) (2)

o(6,m0) = Trrug(TH¢) (3)



where 79 = —log T,
L, = e3™1=1/0), (4)

and . .
Fr(p) = e 7T F(erTp). (5)

We will construct global solutions of (2), with suitable initial data thereby establishing
blow—up for (1.10). Note that, for £ = 1, the scaling in (1) differs from the one used in
(1.9) by a factor 71/2.

Consider first the £ = 1 case with F' = 0. To understand the dynamics of (2), let us

start by considering its linearization around the constant solution ¢ = (p —1)7#. The
linear problem is ¢ = L¢, where

1
5282—§5a+1. (6)
with 0 = 0;. Hence, the first thing we have to do to understand the stability of the

constant solution is to study the spectrum of the linear operator L.
L is self-adjoint on D(L) € L*(R, du) with

e ¢ /de
() = = g
The spectrum of L is
spec(L) = {1 — g | n e N} (8)

and we take as eigenfunctions multiples of Hermite polynomials

(3] !

ha(€) = Y ————; (=1)m¢" " (9)

= ml(n —2m)!

that satisfy

/ hhdps = 218 (10)
and n
Lhy = (1= ). (11)

Thus the derivative of the RHS of (2) at the constant solution has 2 expanding (“rele-
vant”) directions and one neutral (“marginal”) one, hy = £2 — 2.

How do we understand now the emergence of the fixed point f*7 We get a clue on
what should happen by considering the following scaling: let

L&, ) = p(LE, L) (12)

, satisfies the equation

Hi(or) = L7%(=¢1 + ¢]) + Fra-(¢1). (13)



where we defined

1 1
Hi(p) = %ﬁﬁsw + 17 @ (14)

Hence, as L — oo, we expect the solutions of Hy(p) = 0 (for £ = 1) to be relevant.

These are, for any k, given by the one-parameter family f; (see (1.6)). Before we explain
why only one b* is selected, we will compare the above with the k£ > 1 case.

For k > 1, as 7 — 00, we expect the solution of

, 1, 1 .,
S Y — 15
$ =gk Pt (15)

to be relevant (see (2,4)). This can of course be integrated in closed form, but before
doing that, let us first look at its linearization around the constant solution ¢ = (p —

1)ﬁ The linear problem is ¢ = L..¢, where
1
Lo = —%58 +1. (16)

and so, e.g. in the space of polynomials, we have now 2k expanding directions corre-
sponding to &, for n < 2k.

Equation (15) is solved by putting (€, 7) = e~ 71 h(e~™/2%¢, ) whereby 9, h(y, ) =
e "h(y,7)P and so, for p =7 — 19

e T1f (e
L= (p = Df(e /PPl —er)] '/t

where ¢(&,79) = f(£). Depending on f, (17) has several possible asymptotics as p — oo.

p(&7) = (17)

In the space of constant f’s we have the stable f = 0 and unstable f = (p — 1)_ﬁ
fixed points. The latter is stable in a suitable codimension 2k space: let us consider say
f smooth,

1

fO)=(p—-1)"77, fO0)=0 £ <2k fEP(0)=5<0 (18)
and
0<f(E) <(p-1)77T £#£0. (19)
Then, for all £ € R
(6,7) = FO)] — 0 (20)
where
fil€) = (p— 14+ 56%) 77 (21)

for some b depending on 3.k, p.

These considerations thus lead us to expect (2) to have global solutions with initial
data in a suitable codimension 2k set in a ball around (21) in a suitable Banach space.
Note however, that the perturbation L-%p¢ in (2) is a very singular one: we certainly
need to keep track of its smoothing effects. On the other hand, we want to retain as
much as possible of the nice picture obtained above in the 7 — oo limit. We explain now



how this is done for (2) linearized around the constant solution, leaving the nonlinear
analysis to the actual proof in Section 4. .
The linearization of (2) around the constant solution is ¢ = L,¢ where

1
L.=L70; - 5780 + 1, (22)

In order to study linear stability, we thus need some properties of the fundamental
solution K., of (22), i.e.

0, Ko = L K.y, K,r=id. (23)
K., is conveniently found, by conjugating the problem (23) to a time independent one:
K, = SpelT=9£5 1 (24)

where
(5:0)(&) = 0(L¢) (25)

and £ is given in (6). Thus, in terms of kernels
Kro(8,€) = Loe™ (L€, Lo€) (26)

and, since the kernel of e* is given explicitely by Mehler’s formula [T9]:

(gerl? — ¢’

ePF(€,8) = [Am(1 — e *)] e exp [— 4(1 —er) !

(26) can be written in the form
Krq(£,€) = e0p2(e7?/?¢ = &) (27)
where p=7 — 0, [ = L2(1 —e*)7!, and

L _
dr2(§) = Tant v (28)
(27) and (28) show clearly that the effect of the L7297 is to smoothen the kernel of the
linear problem (see (16)), ¢ = (1 — 5-£0¢)¢, which is just

KX(€,&) = ers(e P~ ¢) (29)

i.e. the distributional limit of (27) as L — oo i.e. as 0 — oc.

As in the k = 1 case, we may now study the stability of the linearization in a Hilbert
space. The ”eigenfunctions” of K, are readily obtained From (9) by the conjugation
(24). We put

[

w3

} n!

hn(&,7) = L "h,(L:£) =

m

: m](n — Qm)' (_L;Q)mgn—Qm (30)



(note that h, — " as 7 — 00) whereby h,, (-, 7) form a basis of L?(R, du,) where

L, ;200
dp-(8) = /e EARA3 (31)

and
(s 7)o (7)) = [ B 7)€, )b () = L7227l (32)

We then have
Krohy (-, 0) = eT=00=n/2kp (1) (33)

which should be compared with K °p, = eP1=2k)p, for p, (&) = €™. The h, with n < 2k
form thus a convenient basis for the expanding modes.

Finally we want to comment on the effect of the nonlinear terms. The linear anal-
ysis presented above deals with deviations from the constant solution and turns out to
describe the solution well for [£| not too large. We thus need to understand why the
fixed points f; are selected, and, for k£ = 1, why only one b* occurs. Finally we need
to understand the stability problem for || large. We shall only discuss here the k = 1
case, since k > 1 is actually easier (see Section 4).

Consider k£ = 1. We introduce

0p(€,7) = (p— 1+ bg2 /7)™ (34)

where the factor 7 can be understood by comparing the scaling in (1) and in (1.9), and
we study the flow near ;. Let us rewrite (2) in terms of 7, where

4,0(577—> = Sob(£77—> _'_77(577—)‘ (35>
We get, using Hi(yp) = 0 (see (14)),

2

n = 1" —Hi(py+n)+ Hi(ps) + 05 — &6+ Fr(op +1)

= (L+W)n+Mn)+ ey — o+ Fr(op+1) (36)
where we write %11 = 1 — =25, and introduce
p p
p—1 1
W=plg, ——) (37)
p—1
M(n) = (o5 + 1) — b — ph . (38)

L, given by (6), has two unstable modes. Note that, formally, (i.e., for £ of order one)
W is O(r71), M is nonlinear in n and ¢} — ¢} is O(771). Our goal will be to construct
a center manifold for (36), i.e. to find the parameters dy, d; in (1.8), such that the flow
of (36) stays bounded.

To explain the idea of the proof we first consider the special case p = 2 and 7 even
in &, which will imply d; = 0 in (1.8). This example contains all the relevant features of
the general case. Now,

po(€m) = (L+06%/7)7" (39)

8



It is convenient to first find dy approximately, exact to order 1/7. Let

a

Mno(7) = = (40)
and define ¢ by
n=rnmo+y.
Then 1) satisfies the equation
b= (L+V)+ N +a (41)

with (for later purpose we write this for general p)

Vo= el - ) (42)
N@) = (po+m0+U)” = (o +m)" — ples +m0)" "+ Fr(oy +m0+ 1) (43)
a = @y — @+ (L+W)ne — 10+ M(no)

= @, —@p+ 10+ Wno— 1o+ M(no)- (44)

We shall see how to choose a and b so that the flow of ¥ in (41) can remain bounded.
Let us decompose 9 as

¥ = o(T) + o)y + (45)

where 1)+ is orthogonal to h,, n < 2 (we will later in the actual proof refine (45)). Next
we expand V and « (for £ = O(1)):

268 2a 1

T2

a=(a—20)7 4 (a +a® + (126 — b — 2ab)E*)) T2 + O(77?). (47)

Inserting (40), (45) in (41) and retaining only the leading terms in 1/7 and 1, i = 0,2,
we get from ¢; = (2%!) 7 (hy, 1)) ((+,-) is the scalar product of L?(R, du)):

Yo = Yo+ (a—2b)7~" + Ry (48)
Yo = Br Yy + (120 —b—2ab)7 "2+ R, (49)

where Ry = O(772 + 77 Y| + [¢]?), Ry = O(772 + 77 tho| + 772|tbo| + |¢0]?),and S =
2a — 1b(&%hy, hy) = 2a — 20b (coming from the Vi) term in (41)). We choose now a so
that the O(7~!) term in 1) vanishes i.e.

a@=2b (50)
and b such that the O(772) term in 1 is zero:

b=1b"=1/8. (51)



Note that this choice correspond to b = b* in (1.4) for p = 2 and a as in Remark 1.2.
Then g = —2 and our equations read

Yo = o+ Ro, o = —§¢2 + Rs. (52)

Now,
Yo =O(17?), o =0((log 7)77?) (53)

would be consistent solutions. Of course, we need to show that the expanding variable
1o will satisfy (53) by a suitable choice of 1y(7), i.e. of the parameter dy in Theorem 1.
This is rather easy to do, using the fact that ¢y is expanding; in the general case (with
dy # 0), we shall use a topological argument.

If we were to expand ¢+ in (45) as

Pt =" giho; (54)
i=2
we would then formally get

Yo = (i = s + O(1/7') + N(¥)a (55)

1

(in «, we have an extra factor of 77! coming from the derivatives or from 7)) and the

formal solution would be .
Poi(1) = O(7717) (56)

so that g (7)hg; (E77/%) = 0 as T — oo, for all i (to prove (1.9), we need to scale & here
by 72, see (1)). However, (54) will not be a good representation for large ¢ and we
need to proceed differently.

We decompose 1 to a part localized on an interval around the origin and to a part
describing the large || behaviour. For this let x € C§°(R) be non-negative, x = 1 on
[—1,1] and x =0 on [—2,2]°. Let K > 0, and put

X(§7) = X((KT'/*)7"). (57)
K will be taken suitably large, see below. Let now
Yv=yx+v(l—x)=vs+ U (58)
The “small & part”, ¢, will be decomposed as above:
$s(€,7) = Yo(T) 4+ Pa(T)ha(€) + 0 (€, 7) (59)
and we shall prove that
[Wo(r)| < C772 (60)
()] < 770 (61)
(€T < O+ [Ef)r (62)
(- T)lloe < CTTH2, (63)

10



for any § > 0. This bound on 1 is a convenient upper bound on the (log 7)7~2 behaviour
which is expected on the basis of (52,53). Note that 1, 1, are functions only of 7, while
Y+, 1) depend on 7 and £.

The detailed 1, bound will be explained in the proof below, but here we want to
comment only on the decay in £ that we expect. The reason that (54) is not a good
expansion is that the eigenfunctions of L, i.e. h;, grow at infinity; the more they are
contracted by €™, the more they grow. This would make the nonlinear term in (41)
impossible to control. However, for [¢| > K712 the V in (42) (see (39)) is not any more
small; actually £ + V behaves like £ — p%l in that region and this operator has purely
negative spectrum. This is why an L*-bound such as (63) will hold.

The proof of the general p case is very similar. We have now 2 expanding modes (if
7 is not even), and the number b is again determined from a condition that the neutral

mode contracts like 772 (with possibly logarithmic corrections).

3 The proof, k=1
Theorem 1 reads, in terms of ¢, as

Theorem 3. There exists a Ty > 0 such that, for each 0 < T < Ty and g € C°(R) with
9]l < (log Ty)™% one can find dy and dy, such that the equation (2.2) with the initial
data (2.3, 1.7, 1.8) has a unique classical solution p(&,T) satisfying

lim [Jp(-7%,7) = [ ()l =0

T—00

We consider the equation for ¢ given by (2.41)-(2.44). The initial data is given by
(see (2.3),(1.7),(1.8),(2.35),(2.40))

do + di&ry ?

p—1+ b*gz/m) —ary "+ 9(57'0_1/2) (1)

¢(§a TO) = b~ (57 TO)(

Next we state the properties of ¢ that we want to establish. We write 1 as in (2.58),

¢ = ¢s + ¢l (2>
with this time )
s(6,7) = D P (T) (&) + (€, 7). (3)
m=0

We will prove the

Proposition. With the assumptions of the Theorem, for any 6 > 0, there exist a o and
constants dy, dy, such that 1, given by (2),(3) will satisfy

AT™2 m
ol <{ 0

(4)

0,1
2

11



(& I < AL+ €)™ (5)

and )
1] < AT 2. (6)

for some constants A, A;, uniformly on |1, 00).

Remark. Theorem 3 follows immediately from the Proposition, which implies that
[0(-72 7 |lso < O(T7Y2) (by (2.57), |€] in ¥, is bounded by 2K7'/2). The § in (4) may
be made arbitary small by increasing 7y (i.e. decreasing the data in 1 or, equivalently,
taking 7" small and uo large in (2.3)). It will be convenient in the proof to distinguish
between A and A;.

Proof. Let us assume that (4)-(6) hold for some ¢ > 7y and study the existence and
properties of the solution for subsequent times on an interval [0, 0 + p| . We shall choose
below a sufficiently large constant p, and prove iteratively our bounds on intervals of the
form [7,, 741 with 7,, = 70 + np.

To prove existence and uniqueness, write (2.41) as an integral equation

(1) = K(7,0)¢(0) + /dsK(T, s)IN(¥(s)) + a(:, 5)] (7)

for ¢(7) = ¥(-, 7). K is the fundamental solution of the linear equation K = (£+V)K.
We study the three terms in (7) separately.
We expand the linear term in ¢ as in (2) and (3):

K(r,o)Y(o) = 22_: O P + 0 + 0. (8)
with
0u(&,7) = (L= x(& 7)) (K(7,0)¢(0))(E). (9)

Lemma 1 collects the bounds for the 6’s:

Lemma 1. For any p > 0, there exists a 1y such that, if V(o) satisfies (4)-(6) for o > 7,
then, for 7 < o+ p,

|0 (T) — e(l_%)“_”)@bm(aﬂ < (r— U)CT_3+5 m=0,1 (10)
6:(7) = (ZP4a(0)| < (7 —0)CAT (11)
04(&,7)] < Cle DA+ e A1+ )2 (12)

16, 7)o < C(Are™ " + AeT=2))r3 (13)

Here and below we use C or ¢ to denote a generic constant, which may vary from
place to place. C' may depend on K in (2.57), but not on A, A; or anything else (unless
explicitely stated otherwise), and, since we shall consider K as fixed, but sufficiently
large, these constants are fixed also.

12



For the a-term, we need to specify 7o, i.e. the number a in (2.40), as well as b*, so

that the contribution of « to ¢ is (almost) of the same order of magnitude as the bounds
(10)-(13). We have

Lemma 2. Let )

e Gl i

a=2b"(p—1) o (14)
ie. b* = % and set b = 0" in (2.44). Define
A(ga T, U) = /dSK(Ta S)CY(', S)
Then A(§, 7,0) has an expansion as in (8):
2
A= Aphy + A+ A (15)
m=0
with
A (1,0)] < (17— a)C'e(T_")T_2 m=0,1 (16)
|Ay(r,0)] < (r—0)Cr73 (17)
A& m0)] < (T —0)C(L+[E)r? (18)
A7, 0) e < (7= 0)Ce 772 (19)

Given Lemmas 1 and 2, we may next solve (7) by the contraction mapping principle.
Thus, write (7) as
o(r) = (1) + N (¢, 7) = S, 7) (20)
where 9 collects the linear and inhomogenous terms that were bounded in Lemmas 1
and 2.
Consider now the following norm on C°(R). For ¢ € C°(R), we set

[l = 72201+ €)X lloo + 72721 (1 = X)¥ oo (21)

where x = x(-,7). We have

Ci(m) ¥l < 1017 < CoT) 9] (22)

for C1(7) > 0 and thus C°(R) is complete in the norm |- |,).
Equation (20) is now solved for ¢(7) € C*(R) for 7 € [0, 0 + p], with the norm

[l = sup [0l (23
T€[o,0+p]
We shall choose below p large enough and then take 7y so that, for ¢ > 7, we have,
<1+ 5 <2, e < Tg and A, A; < Tg . Then, it is an immediate corollary of Lemmas
1 and 2, that
1%, < C (24)

13



and we shall prove

Lemma 3. § maps the ball

By ={¢ € C°(R) | || — ¢°[l, < p7~*} (25)
into itself and, for 1y, 1y € By,
1S(W1) = S(a)ll, < Alltr — 4l (26)
with A < 1. Moreover, for ¢ € By, we can write
2
N, 7) =3 Buhm + 55+ 5 (27)
m=0
where, for T € [o,0 + p),
|5m(7_)| < (T - 0-)7_2 m = Oa 1 (28)
Bo(T)| < (T —0)7 7 (29)
64T < (T—o)(L+[E)r (30)
16w < (r—o)r2 (31)

Remark. Using the Lemmas, it is straightforward to show that (7) has a C° solution 1.
Using integration by parts and the regularity of the kernel K (7, ) (see (41, 44) below),
one can show that this solution is actually smooth and is the unique classical solution
of equation (2.41).

With Lemmas 1-3 we may now prove the Proposition. First, writing v = ¢° + !,
we have the bounds (28-31) for ¢! and thus, combining these with (10)-(13), (16)-(19),
we get the following estimates for the flow, for 7 < o + p,0 > 7:

[ (7) — =D ()] < (7 — 0)CeT D72 m = 0,1 (32)
[4a(7) = (Z)0a(0)| < (7 = 0)C AT (33)
(e, 7)) < Cle 3T DA+ eV A 1 (1 — 0)) (1 + [¢P) 7 (34)

(35)

o) 1

101 7)o < ClAe™ T 4+ 46T 4 (1 — 5)e™2))r—3

Now, we use (32-35) to prove the Proposition inductively. First, we prove the bounds
(4-6) for all times of the form 7, = 79 + np, n > 0, with some constants A, A;. Then, it
is easy to get (4-6) from (32-35) with o = 7,,, with possibly other constants, depending
only on p, for all times (for m = 2, one uses inequality (38) below).

Next, we observe that, for n = 0,7 = 79, is given by (1) and ||g|| < 75 2. We have

a _
Yo (10) + o dovo| + |¥1(70) — dii g 1/2| <Oy (36)
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for nonzero constants vp,v,. From (1) and (36), it is easy to see that (4)-(6) hold for
n = 0,7 = 7y for a suitable choice of dy,d;. Actually, one also sees from (36) that we
may, instead of varying d,, vary ¥,,(7). Let ¥,,(79) be in the interval [—/ITO_ 2 Ay 2]
for A large. Let us assume now that we can find ¥m(70) in that interval, such that (4)

holds for m = 0, 1, for all times, with A replaced by A. Then, (5,6) hold, using (34,35):
choose p large enough so that

C(AeP 4+ Aie™” +p) < A
C(Ale_”/p + Aef + pef) < A, (37)
This is possible, for suitable A, A;, if we take C Ae? < % and Aje="" < é, ie. Cer—r" < i.
For (4) with m = 2, we have
1o(7)] < (771277210 (7 — 0)CAT ™3 < 77280 (38)

for 7 > o, large enough.

It thus remains to show that there exist v, (7o) € [-Ary 2, A1 %], m = 0, 1, such that
(4) holds for all 7. Suppose such 1, (1) did not exist. Set y = A~172(vo(10), ¥1(70)) €
C =[-1,1> C R? and ¢ = A~'72(¢y(7),1(7)). We have shown that ¢ = ¢(t,y) is
continuous in 7 and y. Moreover, by the above assumption, for all y there exists a first
time 7(y), such that ¢(7(y),y) € 9C. Also, by (32), the flow ¢(7,y) is transversal to 9C
(by induction, (32) holds up to time 7(y)). This implies that 7(y) is continuous. Thus,
y — ¢(7(y),y) is a continuous map from the unit square C in R? to its boundary OC,
which is the identity on the boundary. Such a map can not exist, since C is contractible
to a point and this map would then provide a homotopy between the identity map
St — S! and the constant map. Thus we can choose the dy, d; such that (4), and hence
all the other claims of the Proposition hold. O

To summarize, the logic in the choice of constants is as follows: first, take K in (2.57)
large enough, and 6 small enough, so that various estimates hold. For example, we shall
use often the bound (see (2.7)): for K in (2.57) large enough

[ PO = x(& 7)du(e) < C(P)e (39)

for any polynomial P, where C(P) depends on P. This choice of K and § fixes the
constants appearing in the bounds used in the proof. Then, we take p large enough
so that (34,35) iterate (see (36, 37)) . Finally, take 7y large, given p and the various
constants appearing in the proofs, so that we can write e.g. 770 < e ™ or C' < 70 for
T > Tp. In several estimates below, we replace ¢ by 7, which will be legitimate, using
T 2.

We will now prove Lemmas 1-3.

Proof of Lemma 1. Let us denote 7 — o by ¢t and K(7,0) by K;. K; is the funda-
mental solution of the linear equation K = (£ + V)K and we will use a Feynman-Kac
representation for it. Since £ is conjugated to the harmonic oscillator:

2
—£2/8 p _£2/8 __ 92 § 1
(& /Ee/—8—1—62+1+1 (40)
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we may write
t

f V(w(s),0+s)ds

Ki(6€) = ¢(6,€) [ dufe(w)ed (41)

where duf.(w) is the oscillator measure on the continuous paths w : [0,¢] — R with
w(0) =¢, w(t) =¢, i.e. the Gaussian probability measure with covariance kernel

C(s, ) = wols)wi(s) + 2(e 311 — o] 4 e=hl=sl _ o=gla—s=sl) (49

and mean [ dpge(w)w(s) = wo(s), where
wo(s) = (sinh%)_l(g sinh% + ¢ sinht_TS). (43)

The kernel of e** is given explicitely by Mehler’s formula [I4]

(g2~ ¢y’

(&) = (1 — e exp [

! (44)

Although the proof of Lemma 1 is long, most of it can be understood easily by
considering (41), (44). If we replace K; by e'*, we understand the LHS of (10), coming
from (2.11). But the potential V, see (2.42), is of order 77! for £ of order one. The
precise estimate is done in Lemma 5 below and gives as a correction the RHS of (10).
In (11), the term on the LHS comes from V', as we saw in (2.52), and the RHS is as
in (10). For (12), the first term on the RHS comes from the fact that e contracts 6+,
which follows also from (2.11); however, we shall use an integration by parts and the
explicit formula (44), in order not to expand as in (2.54). The second term in the RHS
of (12) is the contribution to small £, coming from large £’. Looking at (44), we see that
this contribution is small for large ¢. Finally, in (13), the first term in the RHS, i.e. the
contribution from large &', is suppressed because the potential is no longer small, while
the one coming from small & is controlled because v, is bounded by O(771/2).

Let us now bound each term in (8). Consider first 0,,: let k,, = hy,||hm| 2. Then

O ( (km, X+ Kib(0)), where x, = x(§,7), and ¥, (0) = (km, Xo¥(0)). We write for
m

T) =
:0a17

1—m 1—m

oK — e =y (eff — e 4oy (K — ) + e (v, — xo ) (45)

Consider the first term in (45). Using (2,3) and (2.11), we have, writing x = X,
¥ =1(0),

2

(o, x (e = 0750 0) = 3 2[(173 = 05, (R, )
r=0
(R, X (€ = 7)) 4 (R, X (e — 7 5))1) (46)
For the first term in (46), use (39) to get

| (B, XTr) = Omp| < Ce7. (47)
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Indeed, by definition, (ky, hy) = Sy

For the two other terms and for later purposes, we need the following property of
the kernel of ¢, that follows easily from the explicit expression (44):

Lemma 4. Let [(£)] < (14 |¢'|)P, forp > 0. Then

[(e9)(€)] < Ce'(1+ e™2[g])? (48)

With Lemma 4 and equations (5, 39), we get, since (kp,, (e“ — el=2))L) = 0, for
m < 2,

m

| (ki x (€7 =M= 1)] = | (i, (1=X) (€ =1) = ("2 =1))yh)| < CAte'e™ (49)

Indeed, we may write e’“ — 1 = [} dsLe®*, and use the fact that (1 — x)k,, € D(L) and
L(1 — x)ky, has support in |[¢| > K, which follows from the smoothness of x.
Finally, for the last term in (46), using (6), and reasoning as above,

(o, x(€ = V)| < A [ da(€)d| £ (€)]
. /0 " dse* (6, ) (1 — x(€ o)) < Cte. (50)

1-m

and a similar bound for the term with 1 — e!=%2)*, Indeed, if we insert (44) and (2.7)
into (50), we end up with the estimate

52 B (5673/2751)2

sup e T et (51)
E<2K 12 E1>Kol/2

for K large enough. We may use the square root in the LHS of (51) to control the
integrals in (50) and the factor e’ in (48). The constant A; in (50) is bounded by the

factor O'_%, for o large enough.
For the second term in (45), we write again
2
(Ks X (K = €)00) = 3 (ks X (Ky = €Yy )0y + (K, X (K = €€) (00 + ). (52)
r=0

Now we need some properties of K;:

Lemma 5. The kernel K (§,£') given by (41)satisfies

Ki(E.€) = (6. €)1+ ~P(6,€) + RIEE) (53)
where Py is a polynomial
P2(£7£/> = Z pmngmgm (54>
m4n<2
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with |pms| < Ct, and R is bounded by
[R(E, €] < Ct(1+ )72 (1 + €]+ [€)° (55)
Moreover,
o
(R, (Ko = (=)*)ha)| < CH(1 + )77 (56)
Using (53)—(55),(4), Lemma 4 and (2.7), we have, for m < 2,

[(kons X (Ko = €)hp)tyy| < CAtT™ 7 =0,1

| (i, X By = ) ha)ibn| < Ctr=?*0, (57)
By (5) and Lemma 4, the 1) —term in (52) also satisfies a bound like the first inequality in
(57) and the 1-term is bounded as in (50). For the last term in (45), involving x, — Xo,

we can bound its contribution by Cte™", using (2.7) as in (39). Hence, combining
(45,47,49,50,57), we get

0,, — =2y, | < Ctr—3+° m=0,1 58
| ) )

For m = 2, we write first

o= (2 re (e (2)) e (@)

Then, combine the previous bounds with (56), using only the first inequality in (57)
since we use (56) for the r = 2 term. We get:

105 — (g)%m < CAtr=3, (59)

This proves (10,11).
Next, consider 6+ in (8). Let P+ be the projection in L?(R, du) on the corresponding
subspace. We write, using (2,3),

2
O = PEyK = P Kbt + S ¢ PEy Koy + Py Ko (60)

r=0

and consider again the various terms separately.
For the first term, we can write

(Kapt) = [ deM(€)f(€) (61)
where, ) .
M(E &) = K (&), f(€)=e (¢ o) (62)
i.e., see (41,44),
M(EE) = Hn(l— e )] Peelt o ST (Y (e, 0)
= N(&)e")(E€) (63)
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where we used the identity

(ge2— €’

1 —et _5,2:_52_‘—

(64)
and the notation

V(w(s),o+s)ds

16 E) = [ dutglw)ed

Now, (¢, hp) =0, m < 2 means (see (2.7)) [ f(£)¢™dE =0, m < 2. Thus, let fC-™)
be the m:th antiderivative of f, i.e.

£
Femne = [ dgreme). (65)

We have
Lemma 6. For f defined in (62),
FEO] < CAT (14 [l e (66)
form < 3.

Now write (61) by integrating by parts,

2
(Ka)(©€) = 3 [ON(E )0 (e )& )TV
r=0
+ [ ENE NN e (67)
We need the integration by parts formula for Gaussian measures [f:

e (eV)(E,€) = % /OtdsdslﬁgC(s,s’) / dpte W)V (w(s), 0+ )V (w(s), 0+ el V

t
+%/0 dsaf’o(sas)/d#ég/(w)V’/(w(s),a—l—s)er (68)
Since (see (2.42))
vV < 4
-
‘szg‘ < 0T n=0,1,2 (69)

and C(s, s') is given by (42), we have [ dpg (w)efv < C and
10" ) (&, )] < CT71t(1 + 1) (€] + [€])- (70)

19



As for 95N, we get from (63), for t > 1,

05N (€] < Ce % ([g] + [¢/]) e e (¢, &), (71)

where we used (64,44) to rewrite the RHS. Thus, from (66), (67), (70), (71) and Lemma
4, using T7H(1 +t) < ez for 7 large, we get,

(Ko )(6)] < CAT2e2(1 + [¢])°. (72)
To control Py K1)+, we use the following remark; let X (€) satisfy

1X(&)] < n(1+ |¢])°

Then, using (2.7), we have
|(km, X)| < O,

Hence, PLX(¢) = X (¢) —

T M

(km, X)hpn (&) satisfies
0

|PEX(€)] < On(1+[¢])° (73)

So, Ptx K+ satisfies a bound like (72). If ¢t < 1, since the derivatives in (71) bring
extra factors of 7!, so we do not integrate by parts as in (67), but derive the bound
(12) for that term in (60) directly from Lemma 5, Lemma 4 and (5).

Now consider the second term in (60). Since K; is given by Lemma 5, we obtain

|y (XK the ) (€) = 0,072 (xh, ) (€)] < C AT 2eH (1 + |¢). (74)

Indeed, we get A7—2%9

4,

from (4); for the P, term in (53), we have 77! and, using Lemma

| (Pohy ) ()] < Ce'(1+ [¢]*)

since 7 < 2. But, on the support of x, |¢| < 2K7'/2, so we can replace one power of |¢|

by 2K7'/2. Similarly, for R in (53), we get from (55) and Lemma 4, a bound with 72
and (1 + |€])® and we control |£]? by 7%/2. Now, using (73), we get a bound like (74) on
P (x K h, ) (€) — e 72) (xR, ) (€)). We still have to consider 1,¢!!=%) Pryh, r < 2.
But, by definition, P1h, = 0, and we can replace x by (1 — x), and use

(1= 0)he| < 77121+ [€])?

since 7 < 2 and |¢| > K72 on the support of (1—x). Then, by (73) again, P+(1—x)h,
satisfies a similar bound. Hence, the second term of (60) has a bound like the RHS of
(74).

For the last term in (60), we use the bound (69) on V, to get From (41), K;(£,¢') <
Ce'“(€,¢'). Then, using (6) and (44), we have

10+ 16 Bl < Gz~ sup(1 + €]

CA[’T_z t <ty

p—cl€e™t?=¢')? (g <
: Meon-x@aysf ST ISP
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for a suitable to. Indeed, for ¢ large, we get 72" < e (C' Ajet) ™! from e~ /*~¢)" and
the characteristic functions, while, for ¢ small, we get £ ~ ¢ and therefore (1 + |£]?)! <
cr™3/2 from (1 — x(&',0)). Then, proceeding as for (72, 73), we get a bound on the last
term of (60), which can be written as CA;e ™" 772(1 4 |£]?) for 7 large. This bound is of

course rather arbitrary, but convenient.
Hence, combining (72),(74) and (75), and using 7~ %/2+%¢t < e7%/2 in (74), we have

0(¢,7)| < CT72(Ae™? + Aie™) (1 + |€P). (76)

This proves (12).
Only 6, remains to be bounded. We have (see (9)),

O =(1—x)Kip = (1 = x)Ki(s + ). (77)

By (3, 4, 5), we have, using x|¢| < 2Ko'/2, |1, < CAc=Y2. Now, use K; < Cet* (from
(69) and (41)) and (48) with p = 0, to get

| Kt || < C Al 2, (78)

This gives a bound on the first term of (77).
For the second term, we use

Lemma 7. Let x be the function (2.57). Then,

1K (1 = x)[loo < Ce7P. (79)
Thus,

1Ko < CAe=t/Pr=1/2 (80)
The bound (13) for 6, follows from (78) and (80). 0

Now, we shall prove Lemmas 5-7 that were used in the proof of Lemma 1.

Proof of Lemma 5. We start with the Feynman-Kac formula (41). Let

. AfV(w(s),o—l—s)ds
M\ = / dpte (w)e 7 . (81)

M is C? in A (in fact C*) and

M(1) =1 +/ds/du2§,(w)‘/(w(s),a+s) + M (82)

~ ! t )\IV(w(u),o—l—u)du
= / dA(1—)) [ dsds’ / dpite @)V (w(s), o+ 5)V (w(s), 0+ )e 0 . (83)
0
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We have the following bounds for V' given by (2.42):

V < g (84)
V(w, 1) < Cr 11+ |w~\)2 (85)
Viw,7) = 77'Qw)+ V(w,7) (86)

with @Q(w) a polynomial of degree 2 in w with bounded coefficients and where V satisfies
~ C 4
Viw,n)l = 50+ el (87)

Insert now (86) in (82) and, in (83), insert (84) in the exponent and (85) elsewhere.
Using formulas (42), (43) for the covariance of pu, the claims (53)-(55) follow. P is
produced by @ in (86), while R collects M and V.

Finally, we prove estimate (56). We want to show that the contribution of the second
term in (82) to (kq, Kthe) is as claimed in (56).

Note that the term M in (82) can be absorbed into the RHS of (56). Also, by (86),
we may replace V in (82) by 771Q, the error again being absorbed into the RHS of (56).

Using (14) and (2.42), we compute

-1 _ pb W) = _hQ(w)
TRwW) = T(p — 1)2h2( ) At

(88)

We could now calculate the Gaussian integral in (82) directly, using the covariance (42)
and the fact that @) is a polynomial. The result, however, can be obtained directly, by
noting that the above estimates imply that

d d
| (s, Kiha) — = V(r) <o +t)r? (89)
(with t = 7 — o) where ) solves the equation

d

08 = (ka7 QOB =

_ (h%>h2)
A7 || o2

) = 271y (90)

with initial condition wg‘” (o) = 1. Indeed, we may first replace, with error bounded by
(89), K; by e*(1+ [; ds%) (use (82-87)). Then, using e“ky = ko, we replace
(K2, Kihy) by

k2, [ ds{ QLD py ()

)

where, again, the error is bounded by (89). Differentiating gives (89, 90). The solution
of (90) is ¥ (r) = (2)2, which yields (56). O

Proof of Lemma 6. We show: let [ fdz =0 and |f(z)| < A(1 + |z|P)e~*"/* then
[f0 (@) < CAQL A+ Jaf)e /4, (91)
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The claim then follows by induction in m using the fact that [ f(z)z™dx = 0 for m < 2
implies [ f") (x)dr = 0 for m < 2; (91) follows from a simple calculation: let e.g.
x > 0. Then, since [ fdx =0,

@I <A [T ey <

A y w2 (1 + [uP?) e du < CA(L + |z|P~")e /4
x4 /4

(]
Proof of Lemma 7. We will use both the oscillator formula (41) and another Feynman—

Kac formula for K;, in terms of the Wiener measure, which follows from the conjugation
(40):

Ki6€) = e [(1+ )t + 56— €7)] [ vl ()" (92)
where ,
1 2
0/ 0+ 1) = Tew(t))dt (93)

and dvg is the Wiener measure on continuous paths w : [0,] — R, w(0) =¢', w(t) =¢

with the normalization .
[ dvielw) = 7 (€.€). (94)
We want to estimate
[ Kilg €)1 = x(€.0))ag < et (95)
uniformly in €. Let us divide the integral into two regions:
(a) Let [ge™"/2 — ¢'| > [¢']/4. By (84), (41) and (44)

5/2

Kt(f,fl)SC(l_e t) 2@@ 1—e™

(96)

and that contribution to (95) is bounded by e~ for K in (2.57) (and o) large enough.

(b) Let [€e"/2 — ¢'| < 1]¢'], hence, for & > 0, say, £ € [2e"/2¢,3e"2¢']. we use the
representation (92) and condition on the first time ¢ such that w(t) = 3¢, if w visits £&'
at all. So,

U(w _ t—t U(w Uwa)
/dV§ g/ — /dtl dylfl 5, (A)l > /d § 51, 1 2
0

2

+ /d@g@ox@u>%gyﬁwl (97)

where dv} ,(w > a) is the measure on paths w such that w(0) = b,w(t) = a, and w(s) > a,
for s < t, defined by

/F bw>a—2—/F )| oma.
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One can check that this defines an expectation and that (97) holds by the method of
images. Below we shall only use the formula

/dl/ w>a) (b—a) e T
(47rt3)

which is the probability density that ¢ is the first time at which w, starting from b,
reaches a. Hence,

/ dt / Al o len > 52,) (98)

For the second term in (97) (this is where the extra contraction in large £ comes from!),
since |w(t)] > £71/2 (because of the characteristic function in (95)), we have from (93,

2.42),
Uw) < [—]% +p <(%)ﬁ + g)p_l]t — % /tw(t)zdt

for K (and 7) large enough. Using (92, 41), the contribution of the second term in (97)
0 (95) (see (92)) is then bounded by

e—(1+%)t/et£(£7£/)d£/ < e t/p (99)

since £1 = 1. For the first term in (97), use (84) to bound

.
Ulwr Uws) < =7 / e+ < (100)
0
so that, using (98), this term is bounded by
9 /
Ctseu[(l)jﬂ(e(t—tl)@?—%)(& %)) .. (101)
1 )

Hence, using (40,92) its contribution to K; is bounded by

¢

C sup e"E(E 3. (102)

t1€[0,t]
From the Mehler formula (44), since (let ( =t — 1)

Cros (&

=572 (5 (108)

(recall that & > 2¢"/2¢’), this term, inserted in (95), contributes O(e=%") = O(e™).
Thus the claim follows by combining this bound with (96, 99). O
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Proof of Lemma 2. We shall prove the following bounds for « defined in (2.44):

lam(s)] < Cs™® m=0,1 (104)
las(s)] < Cs™? (105)
lat (& 8)] < O+ [¢)P)s™ (106)
loa(,8)[loe < Cs73 (107)

Then, using Lemma 1 with (o) replaced by «(s), K(7,0) replaced by K(r,s), and
integrating over s, we get (16-19). We shall first show that, when a = 2b(p — 1)%,
(104) holds and then show that, if we choose b = b*, (105) holds also. For (104), we note
that, using (2.7)

|y =+ Wigg — 10 + M (1))| < Cs™2 (108)
Indeed, we may Taylor-expand M (7)) in the scalar product. From the expression (2.34)
for ¢,, we deduce (we set ¢, = (p — 1)ﬁ)

2b H
oS (109)
but (;)i—’i)? =(p— 1)21%; and therefore, the contribution of ¢} to order s™' and of ny = ¢
in (2.44) cancel each other (actually, in (109) only m = 0 is needed, since h; is orthogonal
to constants). This proves (104).

Next, consider (105). Since hs is orthogonal to constants, (1o, ha) = (o, ha) = 0, and
we want to show that

‘(hmv Sog + CP

|(hay @t — b+ Wi+ M(no))] < Cs™? (110)

Again we Taylor-expand and get

" pb? 204 b 2y g2 s3
(o, (W + 2y < 0578 (112)
(p—1)%s
|(ha, M(1))] < Cs™° (113)

because the only term in s~2 coming from M(n,) is constant, i.e. is orthogonal to hs.

Now, we compute (hy, &%) = ||ha||* = 8, (hg, 9*¢*) = 96. Thus, all terms of order s~2 will
cancel if the following equation holds:

. ( 96pb®>  8b ) _ 8pba
"2 -1)t (p—-1)?2) (p—1)?

Using our choice of a, this is an equation for b, whose solution is b* = (p—1)* So, (105)

1

holds. ’
The bounds (106,107) are rather trivial. Since a is a smooth function of £s71/2, with
bounded derivatives, we would get a bound with s73/2 in (106) from a Taylor expansion.
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But we have an extra s~! factor coming either from 7y or from derivatives; (107) is
proven by inspection. O

Proof of Lemma 3. From (1.11), (2.5) together with (2.43), we get

IN((E, 5))| < CD(E, s)IP + 7). (114)
where p = min(p,2) > 1. Equations (21), (24), (25) and
STEO(L 4 €)X, < OE T (115)
which holds for 0 <'s, 7 < o + p, imply, for ¢ € By,
(-, ) oo < CT1/240. (116)

So, we have, using K,_,(£,&") < Cel™9£(¢,¢') (from (41) and (84)) and £1 = 1 for the
second term in (114),

N@)EDN < O+ [Mds [ dg' (& )€, )]+ (= o)elDem ). (117)

We want to show that
|K'r—8|w||r < Ce(T_S)W]LS (118)

Write || = |¥xs| + |¥(1 — x)| and estimate in (118) separately the large £ and the
small ¢ parts of the norm (21). We have, using K, ,(&,¢) < Cel™9£(£,¢') (coming
from (84)), and (48),

Ko < CeT™D772H0 (14 |¢13) |,

while, for x,K,_s[#)(1 — xs)|, we can use a bound like (75). This proves (118) for
€| < 2K 7Y%, For large |¢|, we can use (78,80) and the bound (116).
Now, for § small and 7 large (so that C(r~2%)P~ler < 7720) we get from (117,118),
and (23-25),
IS@) =N, = IN()ll, < pr~ (119)
as required. The proof of (26) is similar.
To prove of (28, 29), write N = xN + (1 — x,)N, and use instead of (114)

N (W(E, ) < Clxsl (€, 8)|* +e7).

because, for |£| small, we can Taylor-expand N. By (21,23-25), we have |y¥|? <
CT=42(1 + |€|%). Now, using K, ,(£,¢) < Cel™9E(¢,¢), Lemmas 4 and (2.7), we
get (28,29) for xsN. For (1 — x5)N, we use the bound (114) on N and (39,51). The
proof of (30,31) follows immediately from (119) and the definition of the norm (where
we can of course replace p by 7 — o). O
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4  The proof, £k > 1

We need to study the equation (2.2) with F' = 0:

=2 1 i I L P
p =L = ke SoPte (1)
and with initial data as in (1.14):
2k—1
p(&m0) = [+ D dif'(p—1+bE") ) + g(€) (2)
i=0

We want to prove the

Theorem 4. There exist T < oo and € > 0 such that for 7o > 7 and g in C°(R) with
lglloe < € there are constants d; € R such that the equation (1)with the initial data (2)
has a unique classical solution, which satisfies

le(7) = f5()llc = 0 (3)
as T — oo, for some b* > 0, where b* — b ase — 0 and 79 — 0.

We reduce the proof of the Theorem again to proving certain inductive properties of
© as we increase 7 in discrete units. First we introduce the deviation of ¢ from f;. It is
convenient to write this in the form

o(&,7) = [y ()L + en(§)v(E, 7)) (4)
where we introduced )
en(§) = P14 e (5)
Then (1) is equivalent to
Y=L+ NW) + Dr(¢) + Pr(¢) (6)
where .
L.=L0; - %gag + 1, (7)
the nonlinear term is given by
N(¥) = (1+e))’ =1 — peytp (8)
and
D-(y) = —%L;erﬁ%‘lw’ ©)
P(y) = L7 2ep(€)(an + aat®ey + (as + aac™ey)p)). (10)
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where «; = «;(k, p, b) are constants. Note that, as opposed to (3.41), there is no potential
in (7). This will greatly simplify the analysis, see Lemma 1 below. Due to the factor
L2, the D,, P, terms will be small, like the ”irrelevant” F in Section 3.

Let

_ 2kp
M = p—1 (11)
and consider (o) of the form
[M]
= > Un(0) (- 0) + ¢ (0) = 9=+t (12)
m=0

where [-] denotes the integer part and ¢+ is C? in £, is bounded by
[t (0)lo = s%p(L;M + M) (€ o) < (o) (13)

and is orthogonal in L*(R, dpu,) to h,,(c) with m < [M], where the scalar product is
defined by (2.32). Also assume

onie) <{ S0 700 (14)

and take
e(o)=L;°

for 0 > 0. The reason for choosing M larger than 2k is that the integration by parts
works only for such large M, see Lemma 1 below. However, to control the nonlinear
term (8), we cannot take M too large. We will need N (1)) to be bounded by [£|™. But,
with the choice (11), (ey1)? < C|&|M=20P = C|¢|M. We have then the

Proposition. Given p > 0, there exist § > 0 and T < 0o such that if 0 > T and ¥ (o)
satisfies (12)—(14) then the equation (6) has a unique classical solution, for T € [o,0 + p)
which can be expressed in the form (12)with

[ (1) = 75y, (o) < (7 = ) C(p)e(0)? (15)
W (r)l < Ce 7T e(o). (16)
Here and below, C'(p) < Ce®. We will now prove the Theorem, given the Proposition.

Proof of Theorem 4. Let ¢(&, 1) be given by (2). We put (see (4))

2k—1

(€, 1) = Zd§+ — 14 b g(E) Zwmm m(&,T0) + (6, 10)  (17)

and get from (2.30)—(2.32),

[Ym(10) — dim| < C(L'+ LTe) m < 2k, (18)
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[Vm| < CLYe m > 2k

and, since
I <l 1
Y=g Z hm(% hm)To(hmv hm);o
m=0

withy=(p—1+ b§2k)%g, we find

[M]

(6 )l < Cell+ g™ + D (L™ + [§]™)L7]

m=0

< CeDM(LM + 1)

where we use, see (2.30),
|hm (€, 7)] < C(LZ™ + [€]™).

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

Therefore, given 15, we may, by taking e small, satisfy (12)—(14) for ¢ = 75. Moreover,
as in Section 3, instead of varying d,,, in (1.14), we can vary ¢,,(7), m < 2k, in (17), in

the interval defined by (14) with ¢ = 75. Put now 7,, = 79 4+ np, and write

P(&,7n) = fo,(E)(1 + €5, (§)(E, )
with ¢ satisfying (12)—(14) with ¢ = 7,,. By the Proposition,

P(& Tnrr) = fo,(E) (1 + €, (E)P(E, Ts1))
with ¢ satisfying .
[ — P00, | < C(p)pe(rn)?

and . )
|wJ_|7_n+1 < Ce rie(ry,).

Put now .
bn—l—l == bn - 7~p2k

whereby, for 6 small enough in the definition of €(o),

410(57 Tn—l-l) = fbn+1 (£>(1 + €bpt1 (£>E(£v T))

and

|, — e?ET 2R | < Cp)pe(rn)? m < 2k
o] < Cpe(1,)? < e(Ts1)?
@] < e(Tui1) m > 2k

[

Tn+1 S 8(7—"4‘1) :

(23)

(28)
(29)
(30)
(31)

We use C(p)e(m)? < e(mns1) and C(p)e(m)2 < (Tni1). Moreover, by the same topo-
logical argument as in Section 3, we now establish the existence of ¢, (7y) for m < 2k,
such that ¢ in (23) satisfies (12)—(14) for all n. The contrary assumption would now
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allow us to construct a homotopy between the identity and constant maps respectively
from S* — S?*. From (26, 24, 14) we then deduce that

b, — b*
and |b* — by| < Ce(ry)?, with by = b, implies that b* — b as e — 0 and 75 — 00 (see (18,
19, 21)). O

We now turn to the proof of the Proposition. We consider the following integral
equation related to our PDE (6):

V(1) = Krot(0) + [ dsEoo(N(@(5)) + Po(6(5))) + D(¥, 7) (32)

where
D7) = dpkblp — 1) [ dsL:? [ dg0e(Kon(e, ()€™ N0 s)  (33)

A classical solution of (6) satisfies (32). Note that D(1, ) is obtained by integration
by parts from the term that naturally follows from the integration of (6). This form is
more convenient for us since we want to work with C° data. We show that (32) has a
unique solution in a suitable space and that this solution is the classical solution of (6).

Let us introduce the following norms in C°(R). We write ¢» € C°(R) as in (12)

[M]
V(&) =D mhm(€,0) +¢(€) (34)
m=0
and let
[M]
1Wollo = D [l + 8o (35)
m=0
with |11, defined in (13). It is straightforward to check that
Ci(o)[ell < [[¥lle < Calo)l[]] (36)
with C; > 0 and
[l = Sup (L + 1)), (37)
so C°(R) is complete in the norm || - ||,
Write (32) as
V(r) =¢°(7) + N(¥,7) + P(,7) + D(¥, 7) (38)
with (using (2.33)),
[M]
W(r) = Kegtp(0) = 37 e 8 (€, 7) + Korgt™ (39)
m=0
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Let us first bound °:

Lemma 1. We have X
| Kot < Ce 71Tyt (40)

Proof We use the conjugation (2.24): let

0(¢) = v (L;1€), () = (Kot )(L7'€) (41)
whence
0= ek (42)
and (see (35, 13)),
16(§)] < LM (1 + [l [lo (43)

with
0,hyn) =0 m < [M],

where the scalar product now is given by (2.10). Proceeding as in the derivation of
(3.67), we get, for 7 — o > 1,

(50 (E)] = / LN (E,E) e
< e” W2 LM (L 1) [l (44)
where N (&, ¢') is defined in (3.63), f(€) = e7¢°/40(€) and we used the analogue of Lemma

3.6, i.e.

[FE™E)] < Ce™ 3 LM (14 [E)™M |9 |,
for 0 < m < [M]+ 1, and Lemma 3.4. Since by (11) and (2.4),
¥ f’

T—O’)L—M — e 7 1(7' U)L—M

€ o T

we get
Kot (©)] < Ce™ 57 (LY + €)1 - (45)

For 7 — 0 < 1 we need not integrate by parts and the bound follows using (3.48). O
In particular, from Lemma 1 and (39, 13, 14) we deduce

14°]l- < C(p)e(o).
To solve (32), consider the ball

B={vcC'Rxloo+p) | s [v—v’], <elo)¥)

T€[o,0+p)

where p = min(p, 2). Note that, for 1) € B, we have, for s € [0, 0 + p]

[Ym(s)] < Clp)e(o)
[WH(s)] < Clp)e(o) (L™ + IE]Y) (46)
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We have then

Lemma 2. Equation (32) has a unique solution ¥ € B. The properties (15)and (16)

hold for .

Proof of Lemma 2. We shall use the contraction mapping principle. Let us first bound

the nonlinear term

N(Er) = [ds [d€Bo (6N W(s).€)

[M]
= 2 Nnlmhn(&m) + A7),

Here (use (2.33))

— r (T—S)(l—%) (hm7N)8
Nm(T) !d$6 k 7(h,m,hm)s‘

and

NE(7) = [ sk N ((s))

Consider first V(7). Let x(£) = x(]¢] < 1) and x¢ =1 — x and insert
N = xN + x°N
in (48). From (8) and the bounds (46) on v, we have
IXN| < x(Clp)e(o)eslé] ™) < (Clp)e(0))"Ig]™
(use (5) and recall that M = 2kp(p — 1)7!) and therefore from (2.32)

°N 2
((hi;n ’Xh ))s‘| <eH < e(o)?.

As for YN, Taylor expanding, we obtain

K
XN => cix(enh) + R

=2
with the bound for the remainder
|Ri| < Cxleso|" 1 < (Clp)e(o)) .

Thus,

[ < L)) < o

provided we take K > K ().
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For the sum in (52) insert the decomposition (12):

x(evh)y = x(ep=) + 8, (55)
and, by the bound (46) for *, we get, for S = Zsz ;S

151 < Clp)e(oPx(€) (LM + €. (56)
Thus b g
] < CLE (o) < Co)lo) (57)
For the first term in (55), we insert
L 2k 2k
== )7 () () ), (58)

and the expansion (12) for <, to get

K _ (M]
A= ZCjX(ebw<)J _ ch,pX§p H w?zh?z + E(U)2§2k(L+1)XQ = A, + A, (59)
j=2 n,p i=1

where n = (n4,...,npn), 1 > 2 and x@ is bounded.
For Ay, put x = 1 — x¢, estimate the y“-term by (51) and use

(h'ma hm)s B S CLT_p_Z " P —+ an Z m
and (46), to get
s A1)
k) < oo (61)

For A,, take 2k(L + 1) > M to obtain (61) again, for Ay. Thus, inserting (51, 54, 57,
61) into (48),
N ()| < (7 = 0)C(p)e(0)? (62)

for 7 € [0, 0 + pl.
For N in (47, 49), we proceed in a similar fashion; (50) yields
[(XN)T| < (Clp)e(o))" (LM + [€]™) (63)

using X+ = X — 22} P (P P ) 5 (B, X)), (3.74), and the first inequality in (51).
For (xN)*, we write as in (52, 55, 59),

XN =A+ S+ Rg. (64)
S has the bound (56), and, from (53), we get, for K large,

|Ric| < e(0)2LM, (65)

o
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As for A, by (59), A, satisfies a bound like (56) and for A; we divide the sum into
p+ > n; > [M] and < [M]. For the first sum,

[M]

xI€ I hi

i=1

< CLTM + €M) (66)

since h; is bounded by (22), and, for the second sum, replace y = 1 — x¢ by —x° since

1 will not contribute to AL ( (€2 TIM h)* = 0 for these terms). Since |¢| > 1, in this
case

[M]
Xl [T ri < Cle™ (67)
i=1
and altogether
AT < Clp)e(o)* (LM + €M) (68)

(we used again the fact that this bound for A implies it for A*). By (63),(65),(68),
[N < Clp)(eo)” + (o)) (LY + €)Y (69)
and therefore, using (41, 42) and Lemma 3.4,
N < Clp)(r = a)(e(0)? + (o)) (LM + €M), (70)
We may bound C(p)(1 — 0)(e(0)? + €(o)P) by e(a)%.
Next, we consider P in (38). From (10) we have
[Prx°| < CL; (g™ (71)
which fits to our bounds (see (63)). The |£] < 1 analysis proceeds as above.

Finally, for the D term in (33), the terms where J¢ does not act on K are estimated
as above and we write the remaining term as 4pkb(p — 1)~ F with

. [M]
T K (€, E)p(E ) = S Fohy + F*- (72)

m=0

F(e) = / dsL>2 / de'e

where p(¢&';s) = (&)* ey (€)1 (€, s), and where we used (2.27, 2.28) to change d¢ into
O¢. We write again

[M] N
P= Pmhm+p (73)
m=0
and we have from (46),
lp(s)lls < Clp)e(o). (74)

Since O¢hy, = mhy,_1 and the adjoint of ¢ in (-, -), is —0¢ + %5, we have

m

Fn(r)] < (me1) [ L2000 gy () (7=0) O P L (s €Kt e s i)
(75)
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Therefore

|[Fn(7)] < (1= 0)C(p) L e(0) < (7 — 0)e(0). (76)
As for F'*, we have
Ft= / dsL -2 T 0K, o p(s)* (77)
and we need the bound for 0K, derived from (2.27, 2.28):
! 5T ! C LT 5T /
06, €)] < CLay (e~ €) < SPITG, oe ) ()
(where, recall, L? = L?(1 — ¢*~7)7!). This implies
[FHr < Clp)Lg'e(o) < e(0)? (79)

The bounds (62, 70), (76, 79), and similar bounds for the other terms in P, D, imply
that the RHS of (32) maps B into itself. That this map also contracts in this ball is
showed in a similar fashion. Finally, (15) follows from (32, 39, 62, 76) and (16) follows
from (32, 40, 70, 79), using p > 1 in (70) to bound its RHS by e 7 Te(o)(L-N + [¢[Y).
O

To conclude the proof of the Proposition, we need to show that the v as constructed
above actually is C? in £ and C' in 7 on (0,0 + pl.

For smoothness, the idea is to improve the smoothness of 1 iteratively using (32)
and the regularity properties of the kernel K. This is completely straightforward, but
we will sketch the argument here for completeness. Let us consider the least regular
term in (32) i.e. the F' term in (72). The bound (78) may be improved to

(p) L2716 — &'
(1 —s)' "2

06Ky (61,€) 062, €] < & (6312(e 5 61 =€) 40y o (€T &, —€))

(80)
for n > 0. This implies that F is C*~" (Holder continuous with exponent 1 — 7). The
other terms of D, N, and P are analyzed similarily to be C?>~". Thus our solution
Y € C'77, and, by considering the solution ° of the linear equation, we see that its
1 — 5 Holder norm is bounded by O((s — o)~ =") for s — o small. With this knowledge

we next prove that F' € C?7". Indeed,
F(e) = [dsL;? [ dg'H(g,€) (81)

where, putting the derivative back on &', and using [ d€'0 K, 4(€,&') = 0, we have

H(§,€) = 0 Kri(,€)(p(E',5) — ple T €, 5)) (82)
and we may now use the Holder property of p (for each power of |¢ — e €|, one gains
a power of |7 — s|'/?) to bound

14n 1—n

[ €10 )] < Clo)(r =) F (s =) (83)
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where the (s — 0)_% comes from the Holder estimate on 1. Now, (83) is integrable in
s, for n small. Thus « is C'. This allows us to integrate by parts and to write (33) as :

D(y7) = —apkb(p — 1)~ [ dsLi? [dSKo(6, )€ 00 s)  (81)

and by the above argument to prove that D and hence v is C?7".
Finally, we write (38), reasoning as in (82),

(g m) = 000(E ) + [ ds [ dgO (6, €)(W(E) — w(©)) (85)
with ¥ € C'=7 and apply the argument above to conclude that 1 is C2?. The derivative
with respect to 7 is similar. This concludes the proof of the Proposition. a
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