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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a blow-up solution for the complex-valued semilinear wave
equation with power nonlinearity in one space dimension. We first characterize all the
solutions of the associated stationary problem as a two-parameter family. Then, we use a
dynamical system formulation to show that the solution in self-similar variables approaches
some particular stationary one in the energy norm, in the non-characteristic case. This gives
the blow-up profile for the original equation in the non-characteristic case. Our analysis is
not just a simple adaptation of the already handled real case. In particular, there is one
more neutral-direction in our problem, which we control thanks to a modulation technique.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The problem and known results

We consider the following complex-valued one-dimensional semilinear wave equation

O = 02u + |uP~tu,
u(0) = up and u(0) = uy,

and u; € L? with

loc,u?

where u(t) : x € R — u(z,t) € C, p > 1, ug € H}

loc,u

ol =su /| L @Pde and olly | = loly, |+ 1190l
’ ac r—a|< ’ » ,

2
loc,u

of propagation and the wellposedness in H' x L?. See for instance Ginibre, Soffer and Velo
[15], Ginibre and Velo [16], Lindblad and Sogge [29] (for the local in time wellposedness in
H' x L?). The existence of blow-up solutions for equation (I]) is a consequence of the finite
speed of propagation and ODE techniques (see for example Levine [28] and Antonini and Merle

The Cauchy problem for equation (Il) in the space H lloqu x L follows from the finite speed
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[3]). More blow-up results can be found in Caffarelli and Friedman [4], Alinhac [I] and [2],
Kichenassamy and Littman [23], [22] Shatah and Struwe [42].

The real case (in one space dimension) has been understood completely, in a series of papers
by Merle and Zaag [33], [34], [37] and [38] and in Coéte and Zaag [5] (see also the note [35]).
Some of those results have been extended to higher dimensions for conformal or subconformal
p:

4
l<p<pe=1+-—— 2
<pSpe=lt g7 (2)

under radial symmetry outside the origin in [36]. For non radial solutions, we would like to men-
tion [30] and [3I] where the blow-up rate was obtained. We also mention the recent contribution
of [39] and [40] where the blow-up behavior is given, together with some stability results.
Considering the behavior of radial solutions at the origin, Donninger and Schorkhuber [§]
were able to prove the stability of the space-independent solution (i.e. the solution of the
associated ODE «” = wuP) with respect to perturbation in the initial data. Willing to be as
exhaustive as possible in our bibliography about the blow-up question for equation (II), we would
like to mention some blow-up results in the superconformal, Sobolev critical and supercritical

ranges for equation ().

When N 42
N22andpc<p<psE—N_2,
Killip, Stoval and Visan found in [24] an upper bound on the blow-up rate. That bound is larger
than the solution of the associated ODE u” = uP, and is therefore thought to be non optimal.
In [I7] Hamza and Zaag gives a different proof of the results of [24], improving some of their
estimates.
When

N > 3 and p = ps,

equation (I]) has attracted a lot of interest. Many authors addressed the question of obtaining
sufficient conditions for scattering and blow-up through energy estimates, in relation with the
ground state (see Kenig and Merle [20], Duyckaerts and Merle [13]). Furthermore, dynamics
around the soliton were studied: see Krieger and Schlag [25], Krieger, Nakanishi and Schlag
[26] and [27]. There are also some remarkable classification theorems by Duyckaerts, Kenig and
Merle [9], [11], [10] and [12]. Concerning the blow-up behavior, we would like to mention that
Donninger, Huang, Krieger and Schlag prove in [6] the existence of so-called “exotic” blow-up
solutions when N = 3, whose blow-up rate oscillates between several pure-power laws.
When
N >3 and p > ps,

much less is known. We would like just to mention that the stability result of Donninger and
Schorkhuber proved in [7] the superconformal range, does hold in the Sobolev supercritical range
too, at least when N = 3. There is also a remarkable result by Kenig and Merle [21] on the
dynamics of solutions with some compactness property.

In this work, our aim is to study the profile of blow-up solutions in the complex case of
equation (). In particular, relying on the work of Merle and Zaag in [33], we give a trapping
result near the set of non-zero stationary solutions in self-similar variables. This study is far
from being trivial since the complex structure introduces an additional zero eigenfunction in the
linearized equation around the expected profile, and also because of the coupling between the
real and the imaginary parts.

If u is a blow-up solution of (dl), we define (see for example Alinhac [1]) a continuous curve
I as the graph of a function x — T'(z) such that the domain of definition of u (or the maximal



influence domain of u) is
D, ={(z,t)|t <T(x)}.

From the finite speed of propagation, T' is a 1-Lipschitz function. The time T = inf,cr T()
and the graph I" are called (respectively) the blow-up time and the blow-up graph of w.

Let us introduce the following non-degeneracy condition for I". If we introduce for all x € R,
t <T(x)and 0 > 0, the cone

C$7t75 = {(€7T) 7é (.’L’,t) ‘O <7<t 6’5 - .Z"},
then our non-degeneracy condition is the following: x( is a non-characteristic point if
30 = 0(wo) € (0,1) such that u is defined on Cyy 7(20),5- (3)
If condition (3]) is not true, then we call g a characteristic point. Already when u is real-valued,
we know from [37] and [5] that there exist blow-up solutions with characteristic points.
Given some xg € R, we introduce the following self-similar change of variables:

Weo(y,5) = (Do) = )7 Tu(, 1), y= %7

s=—log(T(xo)—1). (4
This change of variables transforms the backward light cone with vertex (zg,7(z¢)) into the
infinite cylinder (y, s) € (—1,1)x[—log T'(z¢), +00). The function wy, (we write w for simplicity)
satisfies the following equation for all |y| < 1 and s > —logT'(xo):

2(p+1) _ p+3

2 — p—1

Oiw = Lw — ESIE w~+ |wP™ w — P Osw — 2y0ysw (5)
where Lw = %8?;(,0(1 — y?)9,w) and p(y) = (1 — y2)P31, (6)

This equation will be studied in the space
1 2 2 ! 2 2 2 2
M= (g€ Hx 210,00 [l [ G +16P0 =) + e dy < +o0). ()
which is the energy space for w. Note that H = Hg X L% where

1
Ho = {r € HL(=1.0.0) | 7 [By= [ (rPO= )+ P dy < +o0). )

Let us define

p+1 9
w1

By the argument of Antonini and Merle [3], which works straightforwardly in the complex case,
we see that F is a Lyapunov functional for equation (B)). Similarly, some arguments of the real
case, can be adapted with no problems to the complex-case, others don’t. As a matter of fact,
the derivation of the blow-up rate works as in the real case whereas the convergence to the
profile needs intricate estimates, and this is the goal of our paper. Let us first briefly state the
result for the blow-up rate, then focus on the convergence question.

LA 1
E(w,dsw) = /1 <§\8Sw\2 + 5](%11)]2(1 — y2) +

- m’w’pH) pdy.  (9)



1.2 Blow-up rate

Only in this subsection, the space dimension will be extended to any N > 1. We assume in
addition that p is conformal or sub-conformal (see (2))). We recall that for the real case of
equation (IJ), Merle and Zaag determined in [30] and [31] the blow-up rate for (1) in the region
{(x,t)|t < T} in a first step. Then in [32], they extended their result to the whole domain of
definition {(z,t)|t < T'(z)}. In the following, we give the growth estimate near the blow-up
surface for solutions of equation ().

Proposition 1. (Growth estimate near the blow-up surface for solutions of equation
@) If u is a solution of () with blow-up surface T : {x — T(z)}, and if o € RN is non-
characteristic (in the sense (3)) then,

. . T(x
(i) (Uniform bounds on w) For all s > —log %:

0 < eo(N,p) < |[wag(8)[| 11 () + 10sway ()] L2(5) < K.
(ii) (Uniform bounds on u) For all t € [3T (), T (w0)):

2 Hu(t)HLz B(xo,T(x0)—
0 < eo(N.p) < (T(ay) — 71 2 a0

2y (0 L2(Bo,T@o)—t) - VWO L2(B(z0,T(20)—1))
T —t p71+1 0 0 0, 0 <K
(T ' (e Ty i) < &

where the constant K depends only on N, p, and on an upper bound on T (x¢),1/T(xo), do(xo)

and the initial data in Hlloqu X leoqu.

Proof. The idea of the proof is the same as in [32]. For the sake of completeness, we give in
Appendix [Al a sketch of the proof. |

With the bounds in Proposition [II we ask the question of compactness of the solution and
the question of convergence of w to a stationary solution of ().

1.3 Blow-up profile

From now on, we assume again that

N =1.

This subsection is the heart of our work. Indeed, unlike for the blow-up rate, it is not a simple
adaptation of the real case. It involves many new ideas of ours. The first step towards the
determination of the blow-up profile is to characterize all stationary solutions in Hg of equation

@).

Proposition 2. (Characterization of all stationary solution of equation (Bl) in Hy).
(i) Consider w € Hy a stationary solution of [A). Then, either w =0 or there exist 6 € (—1,1)
and 6 € R such that w(y) = €x(6,1) where

1 1
1—06%)p1 20p+1)\ 71
v(57 y) € (_17 1)27 R(éay) = HOW and ko = <(2(9 _ 1)2)> ’ (10)
(ii) It holds that
E(0,0) =0 and V6 € (—1,1), V0 € R, E(e“k(6,-),0) = E(kg,0) > 0 (11)

where E is given by (9).



Remark: Note that the proof of this proposition is very different from the real case. Indeed,
in the real case, the result follows from a transformation of the hyperbolic plane, which gives
nothing in the complex case. We succeed in proving the result relying on ODE techniques for
complex-valued equation.

Remark: Unlike the real case where the set of stationary solutions is made of 3 connected
components: {0}, {+x(0,y)} and {—~k(4,y)}, we have only two connected components: {0} and
{ek(8,9) |6 € R,|6] < 1}. This is one of the novelties of our approach. Indeed, we need here a
modulation technique to control the parameter 8 which may take any real value, unlike the real
case, where it was equal to k7 only.

The second step is the same as in the real case, and involves no novelty on our behalf. It
uses the Lyapunov functional to show that when xg is non-characteristic, then w,, approaches
the set of non-zero stationary solutions. This is the result:

Proposition 3. (Approaching the set of non-zero stationary solutions near a non-
characteristic point) Consider u a solution of (1) with blow-up curve T’ : {x — T(z)}. If
zg € R is non-characteristic, then:

(A.i) infgoer, (51<1y |[wao (-5 8) = €06(6, )| (<1,1) + [10swag|L2(<1,1) = 0 as s — oo.

(A.ii) E(wg,(s),0swy,(s)) = E(ko,0) as s — oo.

Proof. The idea of the proof is the same as in [33]. For the sake of completeness, we give in
Appendix [Al a sketch of the proof. [ |

From this result, we wonder whether # and § have limits as s — oo, in this words, whether
Wy, (-, 8) converges to some e¥>@0)k (5 (x0)) for some O (29) € R and |00 (20)| < 1. The
answer is in fact positive, as one sees in Theorem [l below that the following trapping result of
solutions of equation (Bl near non-zero stationary solutions, is a major tool towards this result.

In the following, we consider w € C([s*,00),H) and show that if w(s*) is close enough
to some non-zero stationary solution and satisfies an energy barrier, then w(s) converges to a
neighboring stationary solution as s — oc.

Theorem 4. (Trapping near the set of non-zero stationary solutions of (Bl)) There
exist positive €y, po and Cy such that if w € C([s*,00),H) for some s* € R is a solution of
equation (3) such that

Vs > s*, E(w(s), 0sw(s)) > E(kg,0), (12)

H (;&2)) e </€(5(;‘,-)> H?—L <o 13)

for some 0* € (—1,1),0* € R and €* € (0, €], then there exists 6o € (—1,1) and O € R such
that

and

larctanh 0o — arctanh 6| + |0oo — 6% < Coe”

I (87“”11()2)) _ ¢t <“(55°’ ')> [,, < Coeremmole=n, (14)

Remark: Condition (I2]) is crucial for the conclusion. Indeed, if (I3 is satisfied but not (I2]),
(1-52) 7T .
—— which
(1+pes+oy) P1
may be made arbitrarily close to k(d,y) and satisfies convergences to 0 as s — +o0.
As we said earlier, the third step towards the derivation of the blow-up profile simply uses
Proposition Bl and Theorem [ to get get the following:

and for all s > s*:

we may have a different conclusion, as with the explicit solution w(y, s) = ko



Theorem 5. (Blow-up profile near a non-characteristic point) If u is a solution of (1)
with blow-up curve T' : {x — T(xz)} and xo € R is non-characteristic (in the sense (3)), then
there exist doo(xg) € (—1,1), Oo(x0) € R and s*(z¢) > —logT(xg) such that for all s > s*(xg),
(Z4) holds with €* = ey, where Cy and €y are given in Theorem [§} Moreover,

61900 (z0)

|[way(s) — “(5oo($0))||H1(—1,1) + ||8Swmo(8)||L2(—1,l) — 0 as s — 0.

Remark: From the Sobolev embedding, we know that the convergence takes place also in L,
in the sense that

1000 (x0)

|[wz, (5) — e /f(fsoo(xo))HLoo(_Ll) — 0 as s — oo.

Remark: As we mentioned above one of our difficulties comes from the invariance of the
solution under complex rotation, which induces an additional zero-mode in the linearization of
equation (Bl around (6, y). In order to overcome that difficulty, we use a modulation technique
(see Proposition [£1] below). Let us mention that the extension from the real to complex case
has been successfully performed by Filippas and Merle [14] in the case of the semilinear heat
equation with Sobolev subcritical nonlinearity:

O = Au+ |uPtu, with p > 1 and (N —2)p < N + 2. (15)

We mention that that the modulation technique was already crucial in [14] to control the ad-
ditional zero-mode coming from the invariance of equation (IH]) under complex rotation. Note
however that the adaptation from the real to the complex case for the wave equation is far more
difficult, since we have additional problems, coming from the fact that we have to handle non
self-adjoint operators.

This paper is organized as follows:
In Section 2, we characterize the set of stationary solutions, proving Proposition 2
In Section 3, we study the properties of the linearized operator of equation (5l) around a non-zero
stationary solution.
Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Proposition B, Theorem (4] and Theorem [l

2 Characterization of the stationary solutions in self-similar vari-
ables

In this section, we prove Proposition [2] which characterizes all Hg solutions of

o v 2(p+1)
p(p(l yo)w') 1)
the stationary version of (Bl). As our solution is a complex-valued one, we will use in addition
to the techniques of Section 2.3 in [33], other techniques as the determination of the phase and
some projections. Note that since 0 and kge?? are trivial solutions to equation [) for any 6 € R,
we see from Lemma that T5(e?ro) = €?k(6,7) is also a stationary solution to (B)). Let us
introduce the set

w+ |wP " w =0, (16)

S ={0,e"k(5,-),10] < 1,6 € R} (17)

and prove that there are no more solutions of ([I6]) in H( outside the set S.



Proof. We first prove (ii), since its proof is short.
(ii) Since we clearly have from the definition (@) that £(0,0) = 0, we will compute E(e*?x(4, -),0).
From () and the proof of the real case page 59 in [33], we see that

E(e”k(5,-),0) = E(k(3,-),0) = E(ko,0) > 0.

Thus, (1) follows.
(i) Consider w € Hy a non-zero solution of (I€). Let us prove that there are some § € (—1,1)

and 6 € R such that w = €?x(§,-). For this purpose, define

1

€= %log <%§> (that is y = tanh &) and v(€) = w(y)(1 — y?)p-1. (18)

As in the real case, we see from straightforward calculations that v # 0 is a H'(R) solution to

v+ |vfPto — sv =0,V €R. (19)

4
(p—=1)
Our aim is to prove the existence of 6y € R and &y € R such that v(¢) = k(¢ 4 &) where

v /{0

k(&) = ————
coshr=1(§)

Since v € HY(R) C ok (R), we see that v is a strong C? solution of equation (I9). Since v # 0,
there exists {y € R such that v(&y) # 0. By invariance of (I9) under translation, we may suppose
that £y = 0. Let

G ={¢ e R[w(¢) # 0}, (20)

a nonempty open set by continuity. Note that G* contains some non empty interval I containing
0. We also introduce R(§) = |v(£)|, 6 and 6 two determinations of the phase given by

= arctan Imv(f) an ) = arccotan Rev(g)
0) =artan (26 ) and €)= avnton (27 )
and h : G* — R given by
ceco g { 1T R0 40 e

We claim that h is well defined and that h € C*(G*). Indeed, let & € R such that v(£y) # 0.
Necessarily, either its real or its imaginary part is nonzero. If for instance Rew(&y) # 0, by
continuity

Jdo > 0, V|§ — &o| < do, Rew(§) # 0,

so 0 is well defined in (£9 — &, &0 + &), and h is well defined and C* in (& — o, &0 + dp). Now,
if Imv(&y) # 0, by the same way, we prove that h given by h(€) = 6/(€) is well defined and C*
in a small interval (£ — do,&o + do)-

This definition is nonambiguous. Indeed, if ever both 6 and 6 are defined on the same interval
(a,b) with a < b, then there exists k € Z such that

VE € (a,b), (&) = 6(€) + 2kn.

Differentiating this, we get
Ve € (a,b), 0'(€) = 0'(€).



Thus, 22) defines h(§) with no ambiguity.
Take £ € G*. Using one of the angle determination in (2I]) and projecting equation (I9), we see
that
R'(€) = R(N(€) — coR(§) + RP(€) =0, co = 72
2RI(EN(E) + RN (E) = 0.

_ h(0)R?(0)

Integrating the second equation on the interval I C G*, we see that for all § € I, h(§) = =3z ©

Ve € G, { (23)

Plugging this in the first equation, we get

Ve e, R'(¢) — R%@ — coR(€) + RP(€) = 0 where 1 = h2(0)R*(0). (24)
Now let
2
G = {5 € G* Ve € I, h(€) = %fégm} , (25)

where I = [0,€) if € > 0 or I = (£,0] if £ < 0. Note that I C G. Now, we give the following:

Lemma 2.1. There exists ¢g > 0 such that

1
VEE G, VE €1, 0< e < |v(¢)] < —
0
Proof. Take £ € G. By definition (25) of G, we see that equation (24)) is satisfied for all ¢’ € I,.
Multiplying R"(£) — E% —coR(§) + RP(§) = 0 by R’ and integrating between 0 and &, we get:

no_ n_ L om B €0 o R
or equivalently,
Ve € I, F(R(E)) = ~R(¢)2 > 0 where F(r) = — - 4 9,2 _ Ll £(0)
& T2 = T2 g p+1

Since F(r) — —oo as r — 0 or r — 0o, there exists ey = eg(u, £(0)) > 0 such that ¢g < R(¢') <
%, which yields to the conclusion of the Claim 2.1 [

We claim the following:
Lemma 2.2. [t holds that G = R.

Proof. Note first that by construction, G is a nonempty interval (note that 0 € I C G where
I is defined right after (20)). We have only to prove that supG = +o0, since the fact that
inf G = —oo can be deduced by replacing v(§) by v(=¢).
By contradiction, suppose that sup G = a < +o00. By continuity, we have
h(0)R(0)

R()?
on the one hand. On the other hand, by Lemma 21 for all ¢ € [0,a),0 < ¢ < |v(&')] < £

—= 6()'

Using (26]) v(a) # 0, and a € G*. Using (20), we see that a € G. By continuity, we can write
for all £ € (a — d,a + d), where § > 0 is small enough,

RI(€) ~ ROF(6)* — coR(E) + REP =0, ¢ = 5o
2R/ (€)h(€) + R (€) = 0.

V¢ € [O,CL],h(f) = (26)

From the second equation and (26]) applied with £ = a, we see that h(§) = % =

%. Therefore, it follows that (a,a+0) € E, which contradicts the fact that a = supG. B



Note from Lemma 2.2 that (23]) and ([24]) hold for all £ € R. We claim that ~(0) = 0. Indeed,
if not, then by (24]), we have p # 0, and since G = R, we see from Lemma 2] that for all £ € R,
|v(€)| > e, therefore v ¢ L%(R), which contradicts the fact that v € H'(R). Thus, h(0) = 0,
and p = 0. By uniqueness of solutions to the second equation of (23)), we see that h(§) = 0 for
all £ € R, s0 0(€) = 0(0) and v/(0) = Xe??®) (X € R). Thus

{ v(0) = R(0)e?©
v'(0) = Ae?0),

Let W € H(R) be a real solution of

W — oW + |[W[PW =0
W (0) = R(0) (27)
W'(0) = A.

By uniqueness of the Cauchy problem of equation (IJ)), we have for all £ € R, v(€) = W (£)e??(©),
and as v € HY(R), W is also in H(R). Since it is well known that the real solutions of (7)) in
H'(R) are

either W = 0 or W(£) = +k(€ + &) for some & € R, (28)
for the reader’s convenience, we recall the proof in Appendix[Bl it follows that v(§) = eieok(f +&o)
for some &) € R, because W # 0 and W > 0. Thus, for d = tanh§y € (—1,1) and y = tanh&,
we get

1

tanh £ + tanh & >2] Pt

v(§) = e kg [1 — tanh(§ + 50)2] 7= [1 B <1 + tanh £ tanh &g

2
— ditop |1 (Y2
° RO[ <1+5y

By (I8), we see that w(y) = €% x(6,y). This concludes the proof of Proposition 2l |

e [aa - ?
—ero 1+ dy)

1
p—1
] — p(8,y)(1 — )7

3 The linearized operator around a non zero stationary solution

In this section, we study the properties of the linearized operator of equation (B around the
stationary solution (d,y) (I0). We recall that in [33], the authors have treated the real case,
by introducing ¢ = (q1,¢2) € R x R and linearizing around x(4,y). It turns out that the real
part of our linearized operator for complex-valued solution is identical to the real part of the
linearized operator in the real case treated in [33]. As a matter of fact, we will rely on [33] for
the real part and have to invent new methods for the imaginary part.

For any complex number z, we use in the following the notation

Z = Re(z) and Z = Im(2).

If we introduce ¢ = (q1,¢2) = <Zl> € C x C for all s € [sg,0), for a given sy € R, by
2

(arwtro) = (5") ()

then, we see from equation (Bl that ¢ satisfies the following equation for all s > s:

% <Z;> =L <Z;> + (fa(om)) ’ (29)

9



where

) om0
"\ Lai+ 906, 9)d + i (5, y)g — Blqs — 2y0yq2)
i _ 1 2p+1)

»(6,y) = pr(6,y)’ - PEIER
7 _ 1 2p+1)
¢(57 y) - "4’(57 y)p - (p — 1)2 9

fs(q) = oG, ar) +ifs(dr, q),
where f5(d1,d1) = |£(0,y) + @[ (5(8,y) + d@1) — &(6,y)P — prP (S, y)dn,

f5(G1,a1) = |8(8,y) + 1P g — kP16, y)d1

From (29)), dissociating the real and imaginary parts, we get for all s > sq:

9 (@\ _ 3 (& 0
ds <Q2> =L <Q2> * (f&) ’

where
12) (e im0 0)
do Lay + 90, y)ar — E5G2 — 2y0yda
and
g () =2 (3)+ ()
where

() e 1)
*\& Ly +P0,y)q — B3y — 2y0y62)

Remark: From (29) we see that for ¢ = <Z}> +1 (g}> , we have
2 2

Q1 = (qi = (q1
L =L S+ .
’ (qz> ’ (%) ’ <Q2>

(33)

Note that the operator Ls (32) already appears in the real case studied in [33]. For that reason,
we recall from that paper the properties of Lg, and focus here on the properties of Lg, which is

one of the novelties of our work. Note from (7]) that we have

llallx = [6(g, 9)]2 < +oo,

where the hermitian inner product ¢ is defined by

¢@m=¢<@ﬁ,(ﬁ>=/7mﬁ+ﬁﬁu—fuqmm@wy

q2 T2 -1

Using integration by parts and the definition of £ (@), we have the following:

1
¢@m:/jmemrwm+@mmw@

10



We note that ¢ € H if and only if § € H and ¢ € H, and

lallz = lall3, + llall3..

This section is organized as follows:
-We first recall some spectral properties of Ls which was proved by Merle and Zaag in [33].

-Then, we focus on the study of Ls, precisely, we compute l~}§ the conjugate operator of Ls
and we give a zero direction for it.

-Using the projection on the eigenspace of Lj, we introduce a function which will capture
the dispersive character of equation (29]), and give some dispersive estimates in order to prove
Theorem [41

3.1 Spectral properties of Ls
From Section 4 in [33], we know that Ls has two nonnegative eigenvalues A = 1 and A = 0 with

eigenfunctions

_ptl y+o
Fi(6,y) =01 — 52)% (1+ 5y)_;i and Fy(6,y) = (1 — 52)1)%1 (1+6y)§5%i . (36)
(1+dy) »-1 0

Note that for some Cy > 0 and any X € {0,1}, we have

Co
1—62°

1 - y
Vol <1, & < 1Bl < Co and (1055l <

We know also that Lg‘ the conjugate operator of Ls with respect to ¢ is given by

i () _ Rs(ra)
"\r2) — \ L+ B+ 20rh — Ry
for any (r1,r9) € (D(L))?, where r = Rjs(r2) is the unique solution of
—Lr +7 = Lry + (5, y)ra.

Here, the domain D(L) of £ defined in (6]) is the set of all r € L% such that Lr € L%.

Furthermore, Lg‘ has two nonnegative eigenvalues A = 0 and A = 1 with eigenfunctions Wy such
that . )
. (=P =61 C(y+0)(1—0)r T
W1,2(57 y) = Cl( )( &1) ) WO,2(57 y) = CO( )( ¥ )
(1+ dy)r1 (1+dy)rt

WithE

— =N [ (L) d

and VVVAJ((X -) is the unique solution of the equation

—Lr+r= </\—;%i’>r2—2yré+

T2
p—11—19y2

! Tn section 4 of [33], we had non explicit normalizing constants & = é(8). In Lemma 2.4 in [39], the authors
compute the explicit dependence of éx(d).
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with ro = VVV>\72(5, -). Note that we have the following relations for A =0 or A =1
¢(W)\(57 ')7 F)\(57 )) =1 and ¢(W)\(57 ')7 Fl—)\(57 )) =0.
Let us introduce for A € {0,1} the projectors 74 (r), and # (r) for any r € H by
#(r) = d(WaA(8,-),r), (38)

r =73 (r) Fo(8,-) + 75 (r)F1(6, ) + 70 (r), (39)
and the space
= {r e H|wl(r) = 7(r) = 0},
Introducing the bilinear form
1
¢s(q,r) = /1(—1/1(5, Jarrt + g1y (1= y°) + gara) pdy, (40)

where (6, y) is defined in (B2)), we recall from Proposition 4.7 page 90 in [33] that there exists
Cpy > 0 such that for all |6 < 1, for all » € H°,

1 y
5|IT|I3{ < @s(r, 1) < CollrllF- (41)
0
In the following sections, we follow the method of [33] to study the spectral properties of Ls.

3.2 A zero direction of L;

Let us show that A = 0 is an eigenvalue for Ls. We claim the following:
Lemma 3.1. (Zero direction of Ls)

(i) For all |6 < 1, A = 0 is an eigenvalue of the linear operator Ls and its corresponding

etgenfunction is
Fol6,) = (“(f;y)) . (12)

(7i) Moreover, it holds for some Cy > 0 that

1 - ~ Co
VIo] <1, = <|[Fo(0,)llx < Co and [[0sF0(8,)|ln < +—=3-
Co 1-96
Remark: There is a more geometrical way to see that A = 0 is an eigenvalue for Ls and L
(in other worlds, a double eigenvalue for Ls given in (32])): simply note that equation (Bl has a
2-parameter family of stationary solutions

K(6,0,y) = (ei‘gn(é,y),0>

hence, 05K (9,0,y) = (0sx(0,y),0) and 0pK(6,0,y) = (ik(0,y),0) are eigenfunctions of the
linearized operator of equation (Bl) around K (4,0,y) = (k(J,y),0), which is precisely the operator
Ls. Splitting Ls into real and imaginary parts shows that (95x(d,y),0) and (k(d,y),0) are
eigenfunctions of Ls and Lg, respectively. A simple calculation shows indeed that (ds5x(d, y), 0)
is proportional to Ey(6,y) given in. (36).

The fact that A = 1 is an eigenvalue of Ls follows from similar ideas: noting that

1 1
— ( Kko(1 — §2)p—1 2ue®  ko(l —§2)p1 )

(43)

K(67M7y78): _2 -1 p+1
(14 pes +oy)r—1 P (14 pes + dy)r1

is an explicit solution of equation (&) with K(6,0,y,s) = (k(d,y),0), when pu = 0, differentiating
with respect to the new parameter p, we obtain an eigenfunction for Ls with A = 1.

12



Proof. (i) As k(d,y) is a stationary solution of (B), it satisfies (Il), hence

2(p+1)

Lr(d,y) — W

k(d,y) + k(6,y)’ = 0.

By definition (34) of Ls, we see that Lj <H(% y)> =0.

(7i) Noting that x(d,y) = Ts(ko) where the transformation 75 is defined in (I76]), applying
Lemma and using (10), we get the first bound. In order to prove the second one, we recall
the following integral calculation rules from [33]:

Claim 3.2. Consider for some o > —1 and B € R the following integral:

- 1 (1 o y2)a
1) = /_1 (o7 W

(i) ifa+1—B>0, then £ < I(5) < K;
(ii) if a +1— B =0, then £ < % <K;
(iii) if a +1— B <0, then & < I(6)(1 — 6?)~(+D+F < K.
Proof. See page 84 of [33]. |
Using the definition of Fy (@2)), the fact that
Y(0,y) € (<1, 1),y + 0] + |1 — 8% + (1 — 4) < C(1 + ), (44)

and straightforward computations we see that

T3

2
105 Fo (8, y)| < c%, 102, Fo(0,y)] < 0%.
(1 +5y)Pj— (1+dy)P

Using this and Claim B2 we see that (@3] holds for Fp. [ ]

3.3 The conjugate operator f/;‘

In this step of the work of [33], the authors have computed L; by simple calculations using
the definition of the conjugate, namely that ¢(Ls(q),r) = (JS(Q,LE(T’)) and the fact that £ is
self-adjoint. By the same way, we introduce, in the following, the conjugate operator of Ly with
respect to ¢:

Lemma 3.3. (The conjugate operator of Ls with respect to ¢) For all || < 1, the
operator L* 5 conjugate of Ls with respect to ¢ is given by

. R(;(TQ)
L6 ( 2> o (—,CT;[ + 7 —l— p+ 772 + 2yr2 (pél) —(1122)> (45)

for any (r1,72) € (D(L))2, where g = Rs(r3) is the unique solution of
—Lg+g=Lry+ (5, y)ra. (46)
Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Lemma 4.1 page 81 in [33]. |

In the following, we give an eigenfunction of l~}§ associated to the eigenvalue A = 0.

Lemma 3.4. (Eigenfunction of ﬂ;; for the eigenvalue \ = 0)

13



(i) (Ezistence) For all |§| < 1, there exists Wy € H continuous in terms of d such that L(Wy) =
0 where

; - L_ 455 (1 pw)
Woa(b.y) = dor(d.) and = = 0 [ L, (47)

and V~V071 is the unique solution of the equation

P+ 3 ’ 8 79
- — ) _° 7 4
Lg+g P LR b R & ey (48)
with ro = V~V072. Moreover, we have o
p(Wo, Fo) = 1. (49)
(i1) (Normalization) There exists Co > 0 such that for |§] < 1,
. - Co
W08, )l < Ciy and 05W0(0. )l < 0. (50)

Before proving this Lemma, let us recall the result from [33].

Claim 3.5. For any o € Ho, the equation (48) has a unique solution g € Ho (8) such that

gllro < Cllrall,-
Proof. See Claim 4.5 page 86 in [33]. |

Proof of Lemma [3.4)
(i) From the definition of L} @), Wy(6,-) = (Wo1(d,-), Wo2(6,-)) is an eigenfunction for the
eigenvalue A\ = 0 if and only if

Rs(Wo2(s,-)) =0, (51)
8 Woal(s,-)
(r—1) (1-9?

Note that Rs(r3) is the unique solution of (@B). Therefore, if Wy is a solution of (I)-(52), then
we have

~ ~ +3 . ~
—LWoy1(9,-) + Wo(0,-) + zjwog(@ ) + 2y9y Wo2(6,-) — = 0. (52)

LWo,2(8,+) + (5, ) Wo2(5,-) = 0.

Note also that, since (9, y) is a stationary solution of equation (&), it follows that
Lr(8,y) + Pr(d,y) = 0. (53)

This suggests that we take W (6, y) = & (8)k(J,y) with &(5) # 0 and Wy ; the unique solution
of (B2) (note that r(d,-) € Ho by definition (I0) and use Claim for the existence and
uniqueness of Wy 1(6,-)). In this step, we will try to normalize Wy. From the definition of ¢

B5), Lemma B and (48]), we write

1
o(Wo(6, ), Fo(6,)) = / ((=L101(6.9) + W (6. )w(6.1) + W05, (6 0)p(w)dy

8 WO,Q(éay)
p—1 (1—-y?)

1
= /_ (—z%i’ﬁ/o,z(&y)—2yW6,2(5,y)+ )k(8,y)p(y)dy-

1
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Note in particular that Wy 2(d,y) = éo(6)x(6,y), so
¢(V~V0(67 ')7 F0(57 ))
1

- ! p+3 8 ,
)| [ (22 b+ [ w0
8
<

! 2
- p+3 4y > 2
=¢n(0 / <— + +1—-——“2 |k (5, d
ol0) 2\ p-1 (»-11-y? P (6,9)p(y)dy
4 P 1
= Go(0)——k2(1 — 62)7 T / i p(y)2dy.
p=1 1 (14oy)rT LY
Performing the change of variable Y = %, we get

Therefore, in order to get ¢(Wy, Fy) = 1, it is enough to fix &(d) as a positive constant inde-
pendent from § as stated in (@7]).

(ii) (Normalization) Since Wo.1 and dsWo, are solutions to equation. (@8] respectively with
ro = Wy o and ro = 05Wy 2, we see from Claim that for all |0| < 1,

Woll2 < Col[Woellw, and [|0sWollz < Coll0sWo 2|2, (54)

Using (@) together with the definition of V~V072 and straightforward computations, we see that
for all [§] <1 and |y| < 1,

1 1
~ _S2\p—T ~ 2\ =T
[Woa(6,y) < CU=0 19, Wo0(6,y)] < €Oy,
(1+6y) Pt (1+6y)P—T
2-p 2-p
9sWo.2(5, <C’(1_62$, 92 Wo (6, < o=
[0sWo,2(0,y)| < (1+5y)p—31 | 5.y 0,2(0,y) < (1+6y)%

Since we have by this, by Claim [3.2] and by the definition of the norm in H,, |[Wo.2llao + (1 —
62)[10sWo2lln, < Co, we see that (B0) follows by (B4). This concludes the proof of Lemma
B.4 [ ]
3.4 Expansion of ¢ with respect to the eigenspaces of Ls

In the following, we expand any r € H with respect to the eigenspaces of Ls partially computed
in Lemma Bl We claim the following:

Definition 3.6. (Expansion of r» with respect to the eigenspaces of I:(;). Consider r € H
and introduce

77'8(7’) = ¢(WO(57 ')7 7"), (55)
where Wy (3,-) is the eigenfunction of L% computed in Lemma[34), and 7° (r) is defined by

r=7(r)Fy(8,-) + 7 (r). (56)

Applying the operator 75 to (B8], we write

By @9),



therefore

Thus, we have .
7 (r) e H ={r e ”|7)(r) =0} (57)

Remark. Note that if » € #?, then 7 (r) = 7 (just use (56) and (57)) and Lsr € H.
Indeed, using the definition of 70 (B5), the definition of L} and Lemma 3.4 we write 7o (Lsr) =
d(Wo(3,-), Lsr) = ¢(LiWo(4,-),r) = 0. Moreover 7 (Fy(6,-)) = 0 (just use (B8) with r = Fy(9,-)
and (49])).

Remark. Note that 7$(r) is the projection of r on the eigenfunction of Ls associated to A = 0,
and 79 (r) is the negative part of 7.
3.5 Equivalent norms on % and H’ adapted to the dispersive structure

We introduce

1
ss(ar) = /}Pﬂ@)mﬁ+%ﬁﬂ—y%+@mmw,

1
= /_1(—Q1(£7“1 + (5, -)r1) + qar2) pdy. (58)

Proposition 3.7. (Equivalence in H’ of the H norm and the ¢s norm) There ezists
Co > 0 such that for all |§] < 1, the following holds:

(i) (Equivalence of norms in H%) For all r € H ,

1 -

E)HTH% < @s(r,) < Collrlf3,.
(i) (Equivalence of norms in H) For all r € H,

1 - = -
aolirle < (1801 + v/Bolr— 7)) < Collrlly where r = 72(r).

We introduce for all € > 0

1 ~ _ 52
Brelg,r) = /_ @ (—(1—6)£r1+ (—(1—6)¢(5,y) —62(7;(11 t)? ((11+ 52 )L) 7“1) oy

1
+ (1-¢ /_ 1q2rzpdy- (59)

To prove this proposition, we use the following:

Lemma 3.8. (Reduction of the proof of Proposition B.7) There exists ¢g € (0,1) such
that for all |0] < 1 and r € H, s, (r,7) > 0.

Lemma [3.8 implies Proposition [3.7. As we have 1(0,y)] < %2‘, we proceed exactly like in
[33] page 91. |

Proof of Lemma [3.8: We proceed in 3 parts:

- In Part 1, we find an hyperplane of H where @5, is nonnegative.

- In Part 2, we find a straight line in H, where @5, is negative and which is “orthogonal” to HO
with respect to @s...

- In Part 3, we proceed by contradiction and prove that @5, is nonnegative on H

Part 1 : ¢;5. is nonnegative on a hyperplane
We claim the following:
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Lemma 3.9. There exists €; > 0 such that for all |§] <1 and € € (0,€1], Ps is nonnegative on
the hyperplane

1
B ={aen| [ Tstatan=o}. (60)
where T_; is defined in (170]).
Proof. Define from ([I75]) ¢; = min(l, —Z=) > 0 and fix € € (0,e1]. We consider u =
-

(p—1)2

(u1,u2) € Ey, and write from (59)

N R . 2p(p+1) (1-6°)
puctu) = [ (=0 + [~ -0 - EEED LT ) otway

1
+ (=0 [ iy (61)
If Uy = T_suq, then u; = T5U; and we have from (I76])
(1 62)m1 y+ 6
ur(y) = ————=Ui(2) withz = ,
(1+dy)rT 1+ 0y
. (1-62)71
Luy(y) +9(0,y)ui(y) = ————-LUi(2),
(1+dy)rt
(1 ny )2(p+11)
-
p(y)dy = %P(Z)d%
(1)

Therefore, we see from (6I]) and Lemma [C4] that

1
puatun) = [ 016 (~0- 0t - 20 plaga:

1

1
+ (1—6)/ u3p(y)dy.

-1

<_(1—€)’Yl—€ p+1>/ Ui(z dz+(1—e)/1u§p(y)dy20

-1

v

since € < €7 hence (—(1—€)y; — 625) (f;')?) > 0 and 1 —e€ > 0. This concludes the proof of Lemma
9.9 |

Part 2 : @5, is negative on a straight line orthogonal to HO .
We need to find Vy(d,¢,-) in H such that @s(Vo(J,e,-),r) = 0 for all » € H®. Since we know
from the definition of H? (57) that

vre H, o(Wo,r) = 73(r) =0,
we proceed as in page 93 in [33] and search Vp(d, €, ) such that
Vr € Ha ¢(W0(57’)7T) = @5,6(%(67 67’)7T)' (62)

Then, we will show that @5, is negative on the straight line spanned by 170(5, €,+). Consider
€ > 0 small enough and take |0| < 1. We claim the following:
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Lemma 3.10. There exists €3 > 0 such that for all e € (0,€2) and |§| < 1:
(i) There exists Vp(9,¢€,-) € Ho such that (63) holds.
(i) Moreover there exists ¢ > 0 such that

sup |eVo(6, €,) + cEo(3,)||% — 0 as e — 0T, (63)
|o]<1

(iit) The bilinear form @s is negative on a line of H spanned by Vo(d,e,-).

Proof of Lemma[310: We proceed in 3 steps:

-In Step 1, we find a PDE satisfied by ‘7071(5, €,-) and transform it with the Lorentz transform
in similarity variables defined in (I70)).

-In Step 2, we solve the transformed PDE and find the asymptotic behavior of ‘70,1(5, €,-) as
€ — 07, uniformly in |§| < 1, which gives (i) and (ii).

-In Step 3, we use that asymptotic behavior to show that (5. is negative on a straight line
spanned by V(6. €, -), which gives (iii).

Step 1: Reduction to the solution of some PDE.
From the definition of @5, (B9) and ¢ (BH), we see that in order to satisfy (62)), it is enough to
take

‘70,2(57 €, ) = WO,Q((S? )/(1 - 6) (64)

and to prove the existence of V1 (4, ¢, ) solution to

~ ~ — 2 ~
—-ati@e) + (-0-906) - L) g e
= —EWO,I(& ) + I/T/YO,I(& ) (65)

Claim 3.11. (Reduction to an explicitly solvable PDE) Consider ‘70,1(5, €,-) and introduce
00,1(0,€,-) defined by .
60,1(57 67') = 7:6%,1(5767 ')7 (66)

where Ts is defined in (I76). Then,
(1) Vo1(0,€,+) is a solution to (63) if and only if 0o.1(0,€,-) is a solution to the equation

2p(p+1) _

_ 52 5 .
(1 — E)EZNJOJ((S, €, Z) + € (p — 1)2 U071(5, €, Z) = fg(z) = 1-90 2T_5 (ﬁW(],l((S, y) — W071(5,y)) .

(1—02)2
(67)

1) The linear form h — _1 f3hp defined for all h € Hy is continuous and for some Cy > 0,
170
we have .
V6 € (—1,1), Il < CollWo(6, )2 < C5.
Proof.
(i) Using (I76) we see that

1
- 1—6%)p1 )
Voa(d,€,y) = %60,1(5,6,7:) with z = i,
(1 + by) 71 1+ dy
5 5 3 (1—62)51
‘CVYO,I((S)Evy) +¢(57y)‘/0,1(5767y) = 72;)‘660,1(57672;)'
(L4 dy)r-t
Since (11__6622)2 =1 11;6‘;2)2, we see that equation (65]) and (€7)) are equivalent.
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(ii) The proof of (ii) is the same as the proof of Claim 4.11 in page 94 in [33]. |

Step 2: Solution of equation (67]) and asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0.

We prove (i) and (ii) of Lemma [0 here. Let us first recall the following result from [33].
Claim 3.12. (Solution of equation (67)) Consider

fly) = Z fnhn(y) € Hy
n=0

where hy, are the eigenfunctions of L defined in Proposition [C.3. Then, for any e € (0, %), the

following equation

%@+?U:f

(1 —¢€)Lv+ EW

has a unique solution in Hy given by
.- fn

n:0’7n+<?gi—+1)12)'_7n>6 '

v =

where v, < 0 are the eigenvalues of L introduced in Proposition [C.3.

Now, we use this Claim to prove (i) and (i7).

Proof of (i) of Lemma [310: Using (ii) in Claim B.II] we see that fJ € Hj. Therefore, Claim
applies, and we have a unique solution 0y 2(d, €, -) € Ho to equation (67). Using (i) of Claim
B4 and Lemma below we get a solution Vj1(6,¢,-) € Ho to equation (GH).

Proof of (ii) of Lemmal3 10t Note that the spectral properties of £ are given in Proposition
below. Since hg = ¢y by Proposition [C.3] we see from Claim and (ii) in Claim B.17] that for
€ small enough,

) f
190,18, €,) = 553~ ollo < Cll Al < C. (68)
p-1)2°€

where from (i7) in Lemma [C.6] and the fact that ¢y = 7'_5(60%(’)‘1’)) (see [ITG)), we have

1 1
7= /_ o)z = 2 /_ (£W0.1(6.9) = Woa(5.9) ) 5(6.)p(y)dy
= — 2 o(Wo(8,). Fo(d,) = — 2.

(use also the expression (3H) of ¢ together with [@2) and @J). As Vpa(d,¢,-) is explicitly given
by (64) and ([Z), we see that (63]) follows from (GS]), (G6l), the fact that T5(ko) = #(d,y) and the
expression of Fy (42]).

Step 3: Sign of ¢;. on the line spanned by Vo(d,€,-).
Proof of (iii) of Lemmal3I0: We will prove now that @5 ¢ is negative on the straight line spanned
by Vo(d,€, ). From (62), (63) and ([@9]), we see that

95675(‘70(57 € ')7‘70(5767 )) = @(Wo(é, ')7‘70(5767 )) ~ _qu(WO(é’ ')7F0(57 )) = _27 as € — 0)

uniformly in 8] < 1, So @5.(Vo(d,¢,-), Vo(d,¢,-)) < 0. This concludes the proof of Lemma [B10.
|
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Part 3: End of the proof of Lemma [3.8k
From Lemmas and B.10] we define ¢y = min(eq, €2) € (0,1). We will now prove by contradic-
tion that @s., is positive on H% for all |§] < 1.
We note that from (57) and (62)), for all |§| < 1 and € € (0, €], the definition of H? (7)) writes
as follows:
7:1(1 ={reH| 95675(‘70(57 €-),r) =0} (69)

Consider |0| < 1. By contradiction, assume that ¢; . is negative so
there is a nonzero r € H° such that @s(r,7) < 0. (70)

We mention that r is not collinear Vy(d,¢,-). Indeed, if r = aVy(d,¢,-) with o € R*, then we
would have

@6,6(%(57 €, ')7 T) = a§55,e(‘7()(57 €, ')7 %(57 €, )) 7é 07
by (7i7) in Lemma [B.I0] which contradicts (69]). Thus, the vector subspace

E2 = Span (‘70(57 €, '),7")

is of dimension 2. Therefore, as the subspace E; (60) is of codimension 1, there exists a non
zero u € 1 N Es.
On the one hand, since u € E1, we have from Lemma that

Ps,e(u, u) > 0. (71)

On the other hand, since @; . is negative on E by (iii) of Lemma B.10] we must have from (G9))

and ([0,

Ps.e(u,u) <O0.

This contradicts (7Il). So, @5 is nonnegative on #° . This concludes the proof of Lemma [3.8]
and Proposition B.71 |

4 Trapping near the set of stationary solutions

In this part of the work in the real case in [33], the authors have assumed that (I3]) holds for some
s* € Rand d* € (—1,1) and use modulation theory to introduce a parameter d(s) adapted to the
linearized equation and derive from the energy barrier the smallness of the unstable direction
with respect to the stable, then they use this to show that (w(s),dsw(s)) to some K(d,-) as
s — o0 in the norm of H.

This section is devoted to the proofs of Proposition Bl Theorem [ and Theorem Bl Let us
first give the proof of Proposition Bl then derive Theorem [l from Theorem M and afterwards,
prove Theorem [l

4.1 Convergence to a stationary solution

We give the proofs of Proposition Bl and Theorem [l here.

Proof of Proposition [3. From Proposition[C.Iland Proposition[Il one can see that the proof given
in the real case in Section 3.1 in [33] holds here with non change. Indeed, all the estimates remain
valid in the complex case, in particular, the Sobolev embedding and the Duhamel formulation
of the wave equation (). [ |
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Proof of Theorem [3 assuming Theorem [ Consider w = wy, where xy is non-characteristic.
The conclusion will follow from the application of Theorem @l to w,,. In order to conclude, we
have to check conditions (I2]) and (I3]). From the monotonicity of functional E (See Proposition

[Cl below) and (ii) of Proposition [, we see that

Vs > —log(T(x0)), E(w(s),dsw(s)) > E(kg,0)

and (I2) follows. Consider €* defined in Theorem [l From (i) of Proposition Bl we have the

existence of s* > —log T'(x¢) such that

(151<1. GeR} H <8 w( ))> - (K(% ')> HH1><L2 = %

Therefore, there exists [0*| < 1 and 6* € R such that

I <azvu(j2)> o <m<5g,.)> | <

Since 0 < p(y) < 1, it follows that

{|6\<iI11,£eR} H <810u(j3)> —e” (K(g’ ')> HH <€

and (I3]) follows. Applying Theorem [ we get the conclusion of the Theorem [

4.2 A Modulation technique

We introduce two parameters §(s) and 6(s) and we use a modulation technique to claim the

following:

Proposition 4.1. (Modulation of w with respect to ¢k (d,-)) There exists e, > 0 and
Ky > 0 such that if (w, 0sw) € C([s*,00),H) for some s* € R is a solution to equation (3) which

satisfies (13) for some |6*| < 1,0 € R and €* < €1, then the following is true:

(i) (Choice of the modulation parameter) There erists 6(s) € C'([s*,00),(—1,1)) and

0(s) € C([s*,00),R) such that for all s € [s*,00),

L0(s)/« ~0(8)/~
o (d(s) = 75" (d(s)) = 0
where 73 and 7 are defined in (38), (53) and q¢ = (q1,q2) is defined for all s € [so,

(o) =[5 + (i) ]

006%) — 0+ 106 (15150 ) 1o (1550 ) [+ lats e < e

(ii) (Equation on q) For all s € [s*,50),
£(0)-00 )+ )20 1) o)
s () = Lo (32) + (fa 0( 5) e ()

where L5(S L5 f(;(s and f(; are defined in (32), (33) and ([3}).

Moreover,
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Proof. (i) From (B8] (B6), we see that the condition (72)) becomes
O ((w(s), dsw(s)),d(s),0(s)) =0 where ® € C(H x (—1,1) x R,R x R) is defined by

B é(v,é,@) B gb(Re(e‘i‘gv—(/{(é, -),0)),W)
®(v,0,0) = (é@,a,e)) = ( o Tm(e=) W) > (76)

We recall the following inequality which has been proved in page 102 in [33]:

1+40;
v51752 € (_17 1)7 H"i(élf) - 5(627 )HHO S CO‘)\l - )\2‘ where )‘Z = log < +5 > . (77)

We would like to apply the implicit function theorem to ® near the point
(€ (k(0%,-),0),6%,6%). Three facts have to be checked :
1-First, note that

D (e (1(8%,-),0),8%,6%) = 0

2-Then, we compute from ([76)), for all u € H,
Dy (v,0,0)(u) = ¢(Re(e™""u), Wo),

D, ®(v,8,0)(u) = ¢(Im(e”u), Wy),

so we have

|Dy®(v,6,6)|| < Cy and || D, ®(v,4,0)|| < Cp. (78)
3-Let J(®, ®) the jacobian matrix of ®, and D its determinant so

(o5 oy
o\ 0sP 0y
where

9s® = ¢((95K(3,-),0), Wo) + p(Re(e v — (k(6,-),0)), Is Wo)
= G R (56.).0),000)
50‘? = p(Tm(e ), W)

0s® = qS(Im(e_wv), 85W0)

e = G(=r(8,),Wo) + ¢(~Re(e™"v) + x(4, ), W)
= -1+ @(—RG(E_ZO’U) + ’{(57 ')7 WO)v
referring to Lemma 4.4 in [33] for the first equation and the orthogonality relation (@9 for

the last one. Using The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the continuity of ¢ in H, the bound (50,
Lemma 4.4 in [33], and (1), we see that if

. 146 1+ 6* P
=01+ [1og (155 ) ~tox (155 ) [+ o= e " 0l < e (79)

for some €; > 0 small enough independent of *, then we have

o5 — | < s (1657 = (6 (50)
£ [Re(e® v — (5(6,-),0) I + [Re(v(e™™ —e‘””“”) <1
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= C —30 Cel
< —— <
058] < T | Tm(e )l < 1ol (s1)
05®| < Cl[Zm(e™v)||n < Cer, (82)
9@ +1] = |p(—Re(e™"v) + u(3,), Wo)| < C <|| — Re(e™"v) (83)
+ w1l [[Re(v(e™ — )l + 1188, ) — w (6%, ')H%) < Ce.
Collecting (B0)-(83]), we see that for €; small enough, we have
2/10 Cel
<
P ST &4

so we have the nondegeneracy of ® near the point (e (1(6*,-),0),8*,0%). Applying the implicit
function theorem, we see from (78)) and (84) that there exists ea, €3 > 0, C! applications (f, g) :
H — (—1,1) x R such that for all v € H satisfying ||e?" (k(0*,-),0) — v||x < ez and for all
(0,0) € (—1,1) x R satisfying |§ — 6*| + |0 — 0*| < €3 we have

®(v,6,0) =0 (6,0) = (f(v), g(v))- (85)

Take €9 = % and consider €* < . From (I3) and the continuity of (w,dsw), we see that for
some ¢* > s*, we have:

Vs € [s*,0%], [|(w(s), Dsw(s)) — € (k(6%,-),0)|]n < 2¢* < es.

Therefore, from (76) and (85]), we see that requiring (72]) is equivalent to have d = f(w(s)) and
0 = g(w(s)). Since f and g are C!, we get the conclusion with C'* functions §(s) and 6(s) such
that ([2) holds for all s € [s*,o%].

Now, let’s prove that ¢* = +oo. By contradiction, suppose that ¢* < 400, we apply the
implicit function theorem to ® at the point (v, 0n,0n) = (w(sn), dsw(sy)), d(sn),0(sn)) where
sn = o* — 1 and the uniform continuity of (w(s),dsw(s)) from [o* — 19, o™ + o] to H for
some 79 > 0. In fact, from (88, ®((w(sn), Osw(sy)),d(sn),0(sn)) = 0, moreover (78)) and (82)
are uniformly satisfied, so as above we see that we can define d(s) for all s € [sy,, s, + €] for
some €p > 0 independent of n. Therefore, for n large enough, d(s) exists beyond o*, which is a
contradiction. Thus, ¢* = +o0.

(ii) This is a direct consequence of the equation (fl) satisfied by w put in vectorial form:

osw = v

osv = Lw-— 2(p+1)

(p—1)2

3
w A JwP w — ]ilv — 2ydyv
p_

and the fact that (k(d,-),0) satisfies
2(p+1)
(p—1)?
as a stationary solution. We have from ([73])

0sq1 = qo—i0'(k(6(s),y) +q1) — & 05k

O = LR(3(5)0) + Lo~ TS wb(5),0) + )

LK(0,-) — K(0,-) + |k(3, )P k(5,-) = 0

- +3 .
+ [k(5(s),y) + @ P (R(5(s), ) + 1) — gy — 2y0yq2 — i0'qo.

p—1
Dissociating the real and the imaginary part of these equations, we get (74) and (75]). |
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4.3 Projection on the eigenspaces of the operator L;

Given s > s* and following the previous section, we make in this section the following a priori
estimate

llg(s)lla <€ (86)

for some ¢ > 0. From (72, we will expand ¢ and ¢ respectively according to the spectrum of
the linear operators Ls and Ls as in (B9) and (G6):

i(y,s) = aFi(6,y) + 4—(y, s) (87)
(j(y7 S) = (j— Y, S) (88)
where
= 7(9), Go =7 () =0, a-(s) = /&s(1-.4-) (89)
do =79 (@) = 0, a—(s) = /@5 (G- d_) (90)
and

From (87), (88]), (1)) Proposition B.7), we see that for all s > sq,

Ga(s) < 2-(5)ln < Coa(s)
Fa)+a-) < 126l < Colar ()] +a-() (91)
Ga(s) < 10s) e < Cod(s)
for some Cy > 0. Let us introduce
R6)=— [ Fao (92)
where
Fioan o) = O T WOV 5 g Do - O g (o

In the following proposition, we derive from (74)) and (75]) differential inequalities satisfied by
aq(s), a—(s), a_(s), 6(s) and 4(s).

Proposition 4.2. There exists Cy and €3 > 0 such that if w a solution to equation ([4) satisfying
(72) and (80) at some time s for some € < ez, where q is defined in (73), then:
(i) (Control of the modulation parameter)

!
0’| + i ‘f ‘52 < Co(ad + a2 +a2). (94)
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(ii) (Projection of equation (74)) on the different eigenspaces of Ls and Ls)

&) — a1] < Co(a2 + a2 +a2), (95)

1 S0\ 4 ! N 3
(R_ + =(a? +a2_)> < =1 (@ 5 Jrcgiz)1 py2dy +Co(2+a% +a2)2,  (96)
—1/ —

IR_(s)| < Co(a? + a2 +a%) 2 where p=min(p,2) > 1. (97)
(77i) (An additional relation)
d ! 4.9 ! P
— 11Gop < —=a C 7 Co(at + a2 98
ds/_lqlqu_ g0 o/_lq_,gl_yQJr o(ay +a2) (98)
d (! 4o ! P
— 1G2p < —=a C 3—— 4 Co(a? + a?). 99
ds/_lihqw_ 70 + 0/_qu1_y2+ o(ag +a2) (99)

(iv) (Energy barrier) If moreover [12) holds, then
aq(s) < Coa—(s) + Cra—(s). (100)

Remark: Estimate (@6]) shows a kind of Lyapunov functional for system (74)-(75]). Indeed,
if we imagine for a second that ¢ and 6 do not depend on s (in other words, if we forget the
modulation technique), then proving (@@ reduces to finding a Lyapunov functional for system
([74)-[75), which follows, as for equation (B), by multiplication by the conjugate of the time
derivative, then, by integration over (—1,1).
Because of the modulation, we need to be more careful and use (i) to show that |§'| and |¢’| are
quadratic in ||q|x.
Remark: The estimates concerning #’(s) and R_ are among the novelties of our paper, since
they directly involve the complex structure. The other estimates are parallel to those of the real
case treated in [33].
Remark: The bahavior of the solution will be derived in Section 4] below, thanks to the
differential inequalities stated in Proposition above. One issue will be to show that the
unstable direction ¢y, which satisfies (95]) never dominates the other components. This fact is
true from (I00]), which is a direct consequence of the energy barrier hypothesis E(w(s), dsw(s)) >
E(ko,0) given in (I2). Let us stress the fact that such a hypothesis is natural, since Theorem
] will be applied with w = w,, where x is non-characteristic, and thanks to Proposition [3 we
know that (I00) holds.

Let us give the following estimate:

Claim 4.3. For ally € (—1,1), ¢1 = 1 + iqa
| fs(s) (1 (y, 8))| < ComM (k(5(s), y)P 2 |qu (. s)|*, |ar (y, 5)[P) (101)

[ Fss) (a1, )| < ComM (k(6(s),»)Plar(y, s), las (y, s)PF1) (102)

where f5(q1) and Fs5(q1) are introduced in (32) and (93), mM = min if 1 < p < 2 and mM =
max if p > 2.

Proof of Claim [].3 Introducing § = £+if = q1/k(8(s),y) and considering the cases |¢| < 1 and
€] > 1, for f5(q1) = fs(q1) +if5(q1) given in ([B2), we get the conclusion. [ |
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Proof of Proposition [{.3. We proceed in 4 parts in order to prove Proposition

-In Part 1, we project equations (74]) and ([75]) respectively with the projectors 7y (A € {0,1})

B]) and 7 (B3) and we derive the smallness condition on § and ', together with (93]).

-In Part 2, we first give some preliminary estimations, then from the derivatives of &2 and &%

given by the quadratic form ¢ and ¢5, we get (@8) and (7).

-In Part 3, writing equations satisfied by ¢ (74)), ¢ (75]) and using (2] we prove (O8) and (99).

-In Part 4, we prove (iv).

Part 1: Projection of equations (74]) and ([75))
Projecting equation (7)) with the projector ﬁf\ B8) for A =0 and A =1, we write

0.0 = Lo + 1 (1 %) - 50 (P ) +oost (2),

Proceeding exactly like in page 105 in [33] with (80) (@I]), and using the fact that

3 (2 ) 1= 1673069, (2 )1 < 1076 il < i

we get

Co
!

<
1= 15

—_— (1 . 2 <2 | <2 .
(p—1)(1 —62) 510'|(Jaa| + @) + Co(ay + aZ + a2 ) + Col6'|a-

@(5) = n(s)] < 5

C
" 10'1(aa| + a-) + Colad + a2 +62) + Colo'| .

Now, projecting equation (75) with the projector 73 (53)), we get

A0 = wLaon + 7 (7, ) -0 (U,
-Since dp(s) = 73(q) = #(Wo(d,-),§) = 0 by @) and the definition of 7§ (53], we write
0= ap(s) = 70 (0s4) + &' (5)(0sWa (3, -), §).-
Using (50) and (@), we get

~ ~ 0 ~
78(0,)| < 7510

-Using (i) of Lemma 34} the definition of 7§ (55)), we write
o(Ls(@) = (Wo(6,-), Ls(@) = S(L5(Wo(6,)),d) = 0.
-From the definitions of 7} (55) and ¢ (B5)), together with Claim A3} we see that
5 0 ! ;
7o < C/ k(9, d
(7, o) | <€ [, MO0ty
1 1
< Co/ 58, 9)P i (y, s)Ppdy + Codpysay /1 £(0,9)|q1(y, 8)[Pp(y)dy

-1
< CqulHigHHH( )HLM + C05{p22}HQ1HII)/g+1HH(57 Wi

(103)

(104)

(105)

(106)

(107)

(108)

where dg,>9y is 0 if 1 < p < 2 and 1 otherwise. Therefore, using (I08)), Lemma [C.2] (86) and

(EZD), we get
K <f5 > | < Colain(s) + () + - ()%,
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-Since 7] </~£(5,y)> =1 from Lemma B.I] and B4] using (50) and ([@I)), we write
(MO0 n) = (O ) - (M) | < cullartol a0
Using (I06)), (I07), (I09) and (II0]), to bound the terms of equation (I03]) we get:

C
0] < 5 _052 10'|a— 4 Co(a3 + &2 + %) + Col0'|(|cer| + ). (111)

Using (86) and (@1]), we see that

2/10 ’(5/‘
<
P11 = O

1]

/

+ Co(aF 4 a2 + &%) + Coeld'|,

hence
2Kg |0']

p—1 1—062
Taking € small enough, we get (O04]). Then using ([@4]) to bound the term of the right hand side
of (I04) we get (O5)).

Part 2: A kind of Lyapunov functional for system (74)-(75])

We need to put together information from ¢_ and ¢_ in order to conclude. Handling each one
alone doesn’t allow to control the terms f_ll go fg(ql)pdy and f_ll Qo fg(ql)pdy which appear in
the differential inequalities satisfied by &_ and &_ (use (II5) and (I2I)) below). We claim that
@6 follows from the following Lemmas:

(1 — Coe)|0'| + ( — Cpe) < Co(af + a2 +a2).

Lemma 4.4. (Preliminary estimates for §_) There exists €3 > 0 such that if € < €3 in the
hypotheses of Proposition [{.3, then

‘ .
fé(ql)
1) < — < >> / q2 5(q1) y‘ < CO( 1 )3
o) q—,mT f( ) / ,Od a]+a +a)2.

dyd- — L(q_) —#° < > |, < Cotat +a2 +a?)%,

Proof. Since the equation (74)) satisfied by ¢ is the same as in the real case treated in [33], except
for the last term 6’(q1, G2), we refer the reader to Claim 5.4 page 106 in [33], and focus only on
the last term. Using (91) and (94), we see that

- o~ . . ~ 3
116" (d1, G2)||3 < Co(a3 + &% +a2)z,

which is precisely the error in the right-hand sides of the inequalities in Lemma [£4l Since our
equation (Bl satisfies (8@ and (@I]) , we see that the proof of Merle and Zaag in page 108 in [33]
can be adapted in our case. |

Lemma 4.5. (Preliminary estimates for ¢_) There exists €4 > 0 such that if € < €4 in the
hypotheses of Proposition [{.3, then

‘ B <JF5?Q1)
‘@5 (G_,ﬁ‘i <f5(OQ1)>> - /11 ézf&(m)/?dy‘ < Cola? +a® +a2)3, (113)

asq~— - E(S((j—) -

> HH < Co(@+a% +a2)r,  (112)

1 . 1 e d 1 ~
‘/1(12f5(Q1)de+/IQ2f5(Q1)de— E/l}—é(s)pdy‘ < Co(ai + & +a% )2 (114)
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Remark: Note that (II4]) is one of the new features of our paper. Indeed, it directly involves
the complex structure.

Let us derive (Q6) and ([@7) from Lemmas [4.4] and .5, then we prove Lemma

Proof of (96) and (97): Using the definition of &_ (89), we proceed like in page 107 in [33] and
we apply the bound (94)) on ||, so we get

&2
jala = @5(d-, 0q-)| < Cold'|7—55 < Co(al + a2 +a2)%
Using Lemma [4.4] we write
3 1
a_a- — @p5(q—, Lsg-) —/ G2 fs(q1 de‘
<2 | x2 3 . .5 0
< Colat +a% +a?)2 —I—‘go(s <q_ DsG— — Ls(G_) — 7° <v > ‘
s(q1)
<Co(a2+ a2 +62)% + |4 ||n(a@2 + a2 + a2)2 < Co(a2 + a2 +a2)s.
Since we easily gets from the definition B2) of L; that ¢5(d, Ls(§)) = — 1 f 11 G2 Py rr y >dy, we

conclude that

1 . 4 1 ~ 3
[ —/ G fs(qu)pdy| < —p—l/ qizl pyzdy—l— Co(a? + &% +a2)>. (115)
-1 -1/ -
Arguing similarly for a_ (89), we see that
62 (s) = s(d(s), q(s)).
Using the definition (G8]) of ¢s, we have by differentiation
1 - 5
W e = @5l 00) — 55() [ 0s0(60)it, (116)

Using the Holder inequality, the Hardy-Sobolev estimate of Lemma and (@I)), we write

1 ~ ~ ~
| / O5(6.0)20| < 10500.9) gy 10120 < Ol oy (o)” (117)
-1 Lp p

“J

Since 959 (0,y)| < C/(1 + dy)? for all (8,y) € (—1,1)* from the expression of ¥ in (32), Using
Claim [3:2] we see that ||05¢(,y)]| pr1 < C/(1 — §2). Therefore, using ([[I6]), (II7)), and the
Ly

bound ([@4) on | (s)], we get
<2

~7 ~ ~ i~ - a” . . ~
l&"a_ — @s(q,0sq)| < Cold'| 5 S Co(a? + & +a%)2 (118)

From (II8]), the continuity of @5, Lemma [4.5] we write

1 ~
& a- — ¢5(q, Lsq) — / dzfa(ql)pdy\

(119)



Besides, using the expressions of L; (34) and @5 (58), we have

i F B q~2 q~1
@5(q, Ls(7)) = @s <<£gl +(6,9) @ — B2 — 2y8yéz> ’ <§2>>

1 -
_ / (LG + D0, y)@1) pdy

1

- N +3._ e

+ / (Lqr + (6, y)q1 — i e 2yds)Gopdy
_1 -

p+3 (1 L p+3 [t [T
=01 lqudy - /ly(qg)’pdy =01 1(13 + 1qg(p—yp’)dy
4 /1 ~2 /1 o Y } 4 b P
——— | @Eapdy+ | & dy| =——— | & dy. 120

Using (I19) and (I20]), we see that

1 1
. oz 4 . 2, . 93
aa —/ qgfg(ql)pdy' < ——/ q372 P 5dy + Co(a3 4+ a% 4 a2)>. (121)
—1 p— 1 -1 1— Y
Therefore, using ([15]) with (I2I), we write
‘5(54— +al) — [/ dafs(qr) + q~2f6(Q1)de] ‘ (122)
-1
<4 1(*2 + 32 o) —L—dy + Co(ad + a2 +a2)?
N g_o2T4_2 1— 42 Yy ola] T T )2.

Better yet, by (I14) we see that estimate (@6]) holds with R_ given by (02). Using Claim [4.3]
Lemma and condition (86]) (considering first the case p > 2 and then the case 1 < p < 2),
we see that (7)) holds. It remains to prove Lemma in order to conclude the proof of (98]

and (I00).

Proof of Lemma [{.5
e Proof of (I12): We first project equation (78] using the negative projector 7
Definition

)

introduced in

7 (04d) = 7 (Lo d) + 7° ( f5<0q1>> —0/(s)7° (M )+ qa> | (123)
We write the expansion (B6]) with 0,
054 = 7)(950) Fo 6, ) + 72 (95). (124)
Using (72)) and ([I24]), we see that
70 (05G) — 05 = 0. (125)
From the remark after the Definition 3.6, we see that Ls(§) € H_ (as § € H_) and
7 (Ls(@)) = Ls(d). (126)

7 (“(g’ ')> =0,



therefore, using (B6) with ¢, we write

2 (MY = [ (D) ], < e+ @Rl

Clldll < Cola? +a% +a2)2, (127)
where we used (55), (50), [@3) and [@1) to get the last line. Using (123)), (I25)), (I26]), (I27)) and

@) we get (I12).
e Proof of (I13): Note from (56]) that

(fa(oth)) = Bo(s) (8, ) + 7= (fa(oql)> ’

>. So from the definition (58], the bilinearity of @5 and the bound on

IN

) 0
fs(q1)

the norm of Fy, we have

where By(s) = 7] <

!
Njw

= @5 <§, By(s)Fy(3,y) ‘ < C|Bo(s)|||dl|u < C(aF + a2 +a2)z,

from (I08) and (@II), (II3) follows.
e Proof of (117): We see from the expression of Fss)(q1) ([@3]) that

1 1 1
/ G2fs(q1) -l-/ G2fs5(q1)pdy 2/ 0sF5(s)(q1) pdy (128)
1 1 -1

1

1, _ y
b [ B 0015 (5) ot + Rpdy+0'(s) [ [06(6) + @) oar) — uilan)] o

-1 -1

Since we have ||05x(6, -)x(d,. )P~ pt1 < Co/(1 — &%), from the expression of dsk(6,y)
Ly

P

20 (y+8)(1— )t
p—1 (1+5y)_%

85’%(67 y) =

)

the definition of (I0) x(d,y) and Claim B.2] we use the Holder inequality and the Hardy-Sobolev
inequality of Lemma to derive that

1
9, 0 C
[ ot6eto ot + o] < £ lla(o) e

so, by ([@I)) and ([©4]), we get
-5 [

-1

1
KP71(8, )5k (8, y) (pdt + cﬁ)pdy( < Co(af + a2 + a2 )% (129)
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Since V|0| < 1, ||K(6, )|z, < Co by definition (I0)), using Claim 3] Lemma [C.2 and (QI]) we see
that

‘/ afs(a)p dy‘ +‘/ qifs(q)p (y)dy‘
1
< e (6{p>2} / () ar(0:5)pdy + / (s s>|p+1pdy>

1 1
< Go (SIS a5 + )

< Cqul(s)ngl, where p = min(p,2) > 1

< Co(ad + a2 +a2). (130)
Using (128), (129), (I08), (I30) and (94) we see that estimate (II4]) holds. This concludes the
proof of Lemma [ |

Part 3: An additional relation
(iii) First, note from (@I]) that

1 1 1

/ o+ / (01 =+ / B < Co(e +a?), (131)
1 1 1

/1fﬁp+/1(3y61)2(1—y2)p+/1é§p < Coa?, (132)

and, using equation (74) and the definition of L; [2)), we write

d 1 1 . § 3
£/161¢?2p= /1(9’(8)q1q2+q§ — &' (8)G205k(6,-))p

1
pe T y +3 . . -
+ [ aea+ 0600 -k - 20,0+ fia) < 0GR (139)
—1 -

Almost of the terms in the right hand side of (I33]) have been studied in [33], except for the two
terms with 6'(s).
-Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (86]), (OI) and (O4]), we see that

‘/_11 9’(3)@1%,0( < 10'(s)| </_11 cﬁpf (/_11 qu)z < m(df +a2 +a%),  (134)
‘/ Q1Q2P‘ 16'(s)| </_11 (ﬁp>%

for € small enough. Using the proof of Proposition 5.2 page 103 in [33] to control the other terms
we get (O8]).

By the same way, in order to prove (@9), we will bound all the terms on the right hand side of
the following:

N
—_

and,

IN

(135)

N\
s
=y
[\
he)
S~
D=
|
S|
o
(@]

—
joxt
=D
+
joX
| [N}

+
o))
| [ 3]

1 1
% /_ [ Dzp = /_ (=0'(5)@2(k(3,) + @) + @z)p

1

1
a7 . +3 . . F .
+ [ aen + 06,06 - S - 20,m + file) — 0w (130)
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-We use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (94]), (I31]), (I32]), (86]) and bound x(d,y) to write for
€ small enough,

(NI

[ vommen ] < 0ol (6l + ([ 70t) ([ ot

1

1
< C@+a+ad)r<—(a2+at+ad).  (137)

-From the definition of @5 (B8) and the definition of a_ (@0), we write

/_11 QLG +00,)q)p = —ps <<q(~)1> , (%)) - _&2. (138)

-Using integration by parts, the fact that |yd,p(y)| < C #, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

Lemma [C2] (I31) and ([I32), we write
p+3 [t b -
‘—— Q1Q1P_2/ q1y0yqap
p—1/4 -1
1 1 1
- A +3 - -
‘2/ 20yq1yp + <2_p_>/ Q1Q1P+2/ Q2q1y0yp
-1 r—1/) /4 -1
! p
C 02|10y G do ||
[ (1l + el 2 )
! 2 P 2 ! 2 2 ! 2 P 2
G / Oyq1)"(1 —y P+/§—} 139
</_121—y2> [_1(31 A ) L= (139)
! 2 P \1)2 L ! 2 P
< Coa—(/_l%ﬁ) < TS Q +C/_1<Z21_—y2-

- Arguing as for (I30) and ([I34]), using (86l we write for € small enough

IA

IN

1

1 ~
[ adsaemas] < Colla @I < 156t +a2 + ) (140)
1
1
‘/1 0'(s)Gadip| < Cl0'(s)|(a2 + a2 + &%) < m(a% +a% +a?). (141)

Collecting (136])-(141]), we get

d [! 4 5 ! 2 P 2 2
— G1Gop < —=a C 45—~ + Co(a 7).
ds/_1Q1Q2P_ FO- Tt o/_qul_yQJr o(ay +a7)

Part 4: Energy barrier
(iv) Using the definition of ¢(y,s) (73]), we can make an expansion of E(w(s),dsw(s)) (@) for
g — 0 in ‘H and get after from straightforward computations

1
B(w(s).dru(s)) = Blro,0) + 5 (¢s(d.0) + os(0.0) — [ Faapdy  (142)

where @5, ps5 and F5(q1) are defined in (40]), (58) and (©@3)).
Since we have ([@2)), [@7)), (86) and (@T):

1 ~ -
1 / f5<q1>pdy1 < Cllg) B < C (@ + 62 + a2), (143)
-1
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we note that for some Cy > 0
#5(q,4) < Coai — Cha?, (144)

which was proved in [33] in page 113. From (I2)), (I42]), (I44)) and (I43]), we see that taking e
small enough so that CeP~! < %, we get

Co C1\ .o C1 1 Ch) .
OSE(U’(S),asw(S))—E(KO,O)S<7+Z> e - 9g 1+(2+Z> &

which yields (I00). [ ]

4.4 Exponential decay of the different components

Our aim is to show that ||g(s)||%x — 0 and that both # and ¢ converge as s — co. An important
issue will be to show that the unstable mode ¢, which satisfies equation (@I]) never dominates.
This is true thanks to item (iv) in Proposition .2 (see the third remark following that Proposi-
tion for more details). Let us first introduce a more adapted notation and rewrite Proposition
4.2l
If we introduce

14 46(s)

A(s) = %log ( o

)
(note that §(s) = tanh(\ (31)2

) a(s) = ai(s)?andb(s) = a_(s)? +a_(s)? + R_(s) (145)

), then we see from (IEZI) and (@I]) that if (86) holds, then [b —
(a—(s)? + a—(s)?)] < CoePH(@1(s)? + a—(s)? + @—(s)?), hence
9 ., 99 ., 1 101, ., 101_ ., 1
= = T a<b< 4 A —
1007 (8" + 150008 = 10g@ = b = 19048+ 19p ()" + g (146)

for € small enough. Therefore, using Proposition 4.2 estimate (86l), (@Il and the fact that
Ie) — _0'(s)
N(s) == T5(yz» We derive the following:

Claim 4.6. (Relations between a, b, A, 6, f_ll d1g2p and f_ll G1G2p) There exist positive ey,
K4 and Ks such that if w is a solution to equation (3) such that (79) and (86) hold at some
time s for some € < eq, where q is defined in (73), then using the notation (I}3]), we have:

(i) (Size of the solution)

(@) 5 b() < I < Kalals) +b(s) < Kie (147)
16'(s)] + [N (s)| < Ka(a(s) +b(s)) < KZllq(s)[13, (148)
1
[ o] < Katats) + 600 (149)
1
‘/_16161/) < Kyb(s), (150)
and (146]) holds.
(i) (Equations)
§a—Keb<a'<§a—K6b (151)
2 4 = =9 4€0,
1
V<= _1(43,2 @ 5)5 _py2dy—|—K4e(a—|—b), (152)

d (! 3 1 P
d_/ (G1d2 + q1G2)p < —3b+K4/ ((ﬁfrfﬁ)ﬁ + Kja.
§J-1 ~1 Y
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(11i) (Energy barrier) If (I2) holds, then
a(s) < K5b(s).

Proof of Theorem []: Consider w € C([s*,00),H) for some s* € R a solution of equation (5l
such that (12 and (I3]) hold for some §* € (—1,1),6* € [0,27) and €* € (0, ¢]. Consider then

€= 2KOK1€* (153)
where K is given in Proposition [L1] and K will be fixed later. If
€ <€ and € < ¢4,

then we see that Proposition 1] Corollary and (I46) apply respectively with €* and €. In
particular, there is a maximal solution d(s) € C([s*,00),(—1,1)) such that (72Z) holds for all
s € [s*,00) where q(y, s) is defined in (73) and

1+ 6*
16— 07 + IA(s") = N] + lla(s")llxe < Kre® with A" = log (1 f(;*) - (154)

If in addition we have
Ky > 1 hence, € > 2K €", (155)

then, we can give two definitions:
- We define first from (I54) and ([I55) s € (s*, 00) such that for all s € [s*, s7],

lla(s)l[s <€ (156)

and if s7 < oo, then ||g(s})||y = €.
-Then, we define s} € [s*, s7] as the first s € [s¥, s]] such that
b(s)

a(s) Z 74 (157)

ot

where K, is introduced in Corollary 4.6l or si = s if (I57) is never satisfied on [s*, si]. We
claim the following:

Claim 4.7. There exist positive eg, pg, K¢ and f € C*([s*, s3] such that if € < g, then for all
s € [s*,s5]:
(i)

1

51(5) bls) < 2f(s) and £'(s) < ~2uaf (s),

(ii)
lla(s)ll < Kolla(s™)[lpe™6C™) < KoKiefem e,
Proof. The proof of Claim 5.6 page 115 in [33] remains valid where f(s) is given by
1
f(s) =b(s) +n6 / 1(@1(12 + ¢142)p,

where 1g > 0 is fixed small independent of e. |
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Claim 4.8. (i) There exists e; > 0 such that for all o > 0, there exists K7(o) > 0 such that if
€ < €7, then

Vs € [s3,min(ss + o, 1)1, [la(s)llae < Krlla(s) e 00" < Ky yeterole=)

where pig has been introduced in Claim [{.7
(7i) There exists eg > 0 such that if € < eg, then

(s—s3) 1
Vs € (s3,51], b(s) < a(s) <5K4e_ 7+ —) (158)

where K4 and K5 have been introduced in Corollary [4.6
Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Claim 5.7 page 117 in [33]. |

Now, in order to conclude the proof of Theorem M| we fix og > 0 such that

5K_070 _|_L < L
4 4K5_2K57

where K, and K5 are introduced in Claim Then, we impose the condition
e = 2K K€", where Ky = max(2, K¢, K7(0y)), (159)

and the constants are defined in Proposition [£1] and Claims [£.7 and [£8l Then, we fix

€p = min <1,61, #@Z‘fﬁ for i € {4,6,7, 8})

and the constants are defined in Proposition A1l Claims [£6] [£7 and .8 Now, if €* < ¢, then
Claim [.6] Claim [£.7 and Claim [4.8 apply. We claim that for all s € [s*, s7],

la(s)le < Kolla(s e 0~ < Kokyete =) = Eompaters) (160)
Indeed, if s € [s*, min(s5 + 0, s7)], then, this comes from (4i) of Claim 4.7 or (i) of Claim [L.8§]
and the definition of Ky (I59).
Now, if s5 + 09 < s} and s € [s5 + 00, s]], then we have from (I58) and the definition of oy,
b(s) < gﬁ?) on the one hand. On the other hand, from (éi7) in Claim .6l we have a(s) < K5b(s),

hence, a(s) = b(s) = 0 and from (7)), q(y,s) = 0, hence (I60) is satisfied trivially.
In particular, we have for all s € [s*, s7], ||q|[% < §, hence, by definition of s}, this means that
5] = oo.

From (i) of Claim (.8 and (I48]), we have

2
Vs > s, |q(s)|ln < %e‘“ﬁ(s_s*) and [0'(s)] + [N (s)] < KZ%6_2“6(3_3*). (161)
Hence, there is 0, Moo in R such that 0(s) = 0o, A\(s) = Ax as s — oo and
Vs > 5% | hoo — A(s)| < CreZe26(578") = Oy e2em2H0(s=57) (162)

Vs > 5%, |0s0 — 0(s)| < Cre*2e216(5757) = Cpe?e2H6(s=57) (163)
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for some positive C; and Cy. Taking s = s* here, and using (I54) and (I53]), we see that
Moo — N[+ |0oo — 0%| < Coe*. If 05 = tanh Ao, then we see that |60 — 0| < C3(1 — 6*2)e*.
Using the definition of ¢ (73), (79), (I61)), (I62]) and (I63) we write

[t o= (25)

H

w(s) 00 ((K(6(5),) i0(s)
< —e + 1€ (K(3(s), ) — K(doos )20
H <83w(8)> | ( | 0 > y H
+ |1K(Go0s )| €706 — 0]
< gl + ClAse = A(8)| + Clog — 6(s)| < Cycte o=,

This concludes the proof of Theorem [4l

A Energy estimates in similarity variables

For the sake of completeness, we give in this section sketches of the proofs of Proposition [l and Bl
proved in the real case in [32] and [33], and which extend to the complex case straightforwardly.

Sketch of the proof of Proposition [
Consider zp € R. If T'(zp) = minger T'(x), the proof is given in [30]. If not, then we has to use a
geometrical covering argument in addition to the ideas of [30]. In order to keep this sketch in a
reasonable length, we don’t mention this covering argument and refer the reader to [32]. Thus,
we only focus on the real case where

To = T(x0) = min T'(z).
zeR

o The lower bound:
Note first that the lower bound follows from the finite speed of propagation and scaling. Indeed,
if (w,0sw) is small in H' x L? at some time s = sg, then using back the similarity variables
transformation (@), we see that initial data for (u,dyu) is small on the basis of the light cone,
which means that the solution cannot blow-up at time 7. See Remark after Theorem 1 page
1149 in [30].
o The upper bound:
The proof is performed in similarity variables and relies on two arguments:
- The fact that the functional E(w) defined in (@) is a Lyapunov functional for equation ()

which satisfies
4 E(w(s)) = A |Osw]?
ds N pP— 1 1 s

- A blow-up criterion from Antonini and Merle [3] stating that a solution w of equation cannot
be defined for all s € [sg, +00) if E(w(sp)) < 0.
From these two facts, we see that for any Z € R, wz satisfies

p
dy.
1 — g2 y

0 < E(wz(s)) < Co,

Vs Z - log T07 +o0 2 p
Ciogty Jiyi<1 105w 57 < Co,

(164)

with this identity, the proof is done in 3 steps:
- Step 1: multiplying (B by wp and integrating for x € (—1,1), we obtain a new identity.
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Combining that identity with (I64]) we end-up by proving that
s+1
Vi e R,Vs < —log Ty + 1, / / . (105wz]? + 18, wz 2 (1 = |y|?) + lweP*) dy < Co. (165)
S y|<§

Note that it is important to get (I64]) and (I65]) for any z € R and not just for z = z.
- Step 2: Using interpolation, Sobolev embeddings and a covering argument we end-up with
the fact that

vz € R,Vs > —logTy + 1, / lwz [P dy < Cy. (166)
ly[<1
- Step 3: Given s > —log Ty + 1, we need to work at & = Z(s) such that
1
[ Vs Py = gsw [ [T 0e5) . (167)
lyl<1 zeR J|y|<1

Thanks to a covering technique, we see that at such an Z(s), we have the equivalence of pure
and weighted L? norm of the gradient, in the sense that

1
o [ VusaePly < [ 1Vus )P - )y < Co [ [Fuag (w5,
0 Jlyl<1 lyl<1 lyl<1

this equivalence of norms is really crucial to finish the proof. Then we need the following and
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see Proposition 3.2 page 1158 in [30])

B
/ |w|P+1dy <C / (8yw)2dy , for some 3 < 1. (168)
lyl<1 lyl<1

Indeed, thanks to interpolation estimates in Sobolev spaces and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg in-
equality (I68]), we use the energy boundedness (I64)) to derive that

%E—ME+L/ Vs (4, 5)|2dy < K (Co)
lyl<1

for some K > 0. Using (I67]), we see that

Vs > —logTy + 1,V € R, / Vws ) (v, s)2dy < 2K(Cp).
lyl<1
Using the definition of the functional F(w) (@) and a covering argument together with (160,
we conclude the proof of the upper bound of Proposition [Il For details, see [30] and [32].

Sketch of the proof of Proposition
The idea is simple: equation (B]) has a Lyapunov functional F(w) defined in (Q]) which satisfies
4 ! 5

P = == [ (@)

Vs > —log T'(zo), I T

p
——dy. 1
el (169)
From (I64), it follows that

+o0o
/ / (Dsw)? 5dyds < E(wz,(—log T(z0)) < Co. (170)
log T(wo) J |yl <1 1—y?

From this identity, we see that for any € > 0

s+1
/ / (Osw)
ly|<l—e

This means that dsw — 0, in a certain sense, which means that w would approach the set
of stationary solutions. From the lower bound in Proposition Il w cannot approach the zero
solutions. Since the set of non zero solutions of () is given by {0,e*x(6,-), 0] < 1,0 € R}, we
get the conclusion. For the actual proof and for details, see Theorem 2 page 47 in [33].

dyds—>0ass—>+oo
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B Explicit solution of the elliptic equation in one space dimen-
sion in H'

We solve here equation (27]), deriving the well-known KDV solutions. Our aim is to prove (28)).
Multiplying equation (Z7]) by W’ and integrating in space we have
c |W|P+1 _

1 12 2
w2 S = K. 171
WP =W (171)

As W € H1, all the terms of the left hand side of (ITI)) are integrable, so K = 0. We claim that
3o € R, W' (&) = 0, (172)

otherwise, if
VE € R, IW/(€) # 0, (173)

W would be monotonic, with limits (in R) at + infinity. Since W € L?, those limits have to
be zero, leading to W = 0, contradicting (I73]). Thus (I72]) holds, and from (I'71), we see that
either

W (&) =0 or W (&) = +ro, (174)

given in (I0). Since we already know two solutions satisfying (I72]) and (I74]), namely
W =0 or W(E) = K€ — &),

this concludes the proof of ([28)).

C Basic properties and some results

In the following, we recall some results which we have used in this work. We first give the
boundedness for E.

Proposition C.1. (Boundedness of the Lyapunov functional for equation (5l)) Consider
w(y, s) a solution to (A) defined for all (y,s) € (—1,1) x [—logT,+00) such that
(w,0sw)(—logT) € H' x L?>(—1,1). For all s > —log T, we have

0 < E(w(s),dsw(s)) < E(w(—1logT),dsw(—1logT)),

and
o0 1 .
/ . / 1(8sw(y, 5))? 1p£yz)/2 dyds < pTlE(w(— log T), 0sw(—logT)).
“logT J—
Proof. See Antonini and Merle [3]. |

These following properties have been cited and proved in Section 2 in [33]. We first give
Hardy-Sobolev identities in the space Hq (8.

Lemma C.2. (A Hardy-Sobolev type identity) For all h € Hy, it holds that

! 2 P(y) 12 2\ 1o
([, 02 5dn) 4 o+ 1001 = )7 e sy < e

The operator £ introduced in equation (5l) have the following properties:
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Proposition C.3. (Properties of the operator £ (6)) The operator L is self-adjoint in L.
For each n € N, there exists a polynomial h,, of degree n such that

3
Lhy, = Ynhy where v, = —n <n + ]i1> . (175)
p —
The family {hy,|n € N} is orthogonal and spans the whole space Lg. Whenn =0 andn =1, the
eigenfunctions are hg = cg and hy = c1y for some positive ¢y and ¢y, and

2(p+1)

Lcg =0, Loy =—
p—1

c1y.

We claim also the following:
Lemma C.4. Consider u € Lg such that Lu € L% and
1
/1 u(y)p(y)dy =0
Then, f_ll ulupdy <1 [u’pdy where v = —2EL.

Using the Lorentz transform we get a one dimensional group which keeps invariant equation
()
Lemma C.5. (The Lorentz transform in similarity variables) Consider w(y, s) a solution

of equation (4) defined for all |y| < 1 and s € (sp, $1) for some so and s1 in R, and introduce
for any § € (—1,1), the function W = Ts(w) defined by

1
(1 —62)p1 Y +6 1+60Y
W(Y,S) = ——w(y,s), wherey= ——— and s = S — log ——. 176
e (1+6Y)rT ) YT Ivoy > (176)

Then W(Y,S) = Ts(w) is also a solution of (3) defined

IR S T )
Tt 2 %10 )

1
forall|Y| <1 and S € <so + §log

In the following, we recall from [33] some properties of the transformation 7y:

Lemma C.6. (Continuity of T5) There exists Cy > 0 such that for all§ € (—1,1) and v € Hy,
we have

(i)(Continuity of Ts in Ho)
1
allvllm < || T5(0)ll0 < Collv] |-

(ii) For any Vi and Va in L%, we have

1 1 )
| Ve = [ Gl
where v; = T_sV;, i € {1,2}.

Proof. (i) see Lemma 2.8 page 57 in [33].
(74) This is a direct consequence of the change of variable (I76]) and the definition (@) of p(y). W
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