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BLOWUP BEHAVIOR OF STRONGLY PERTURBED WAVE
EQUATIONS

ROLAND DONNINGER AND DAVID WALLAUCH

ABSTRACT. We study the blowup behavior of a class of strongly perturbed wave equa-
tions with a focusing supercritical power nonlinearity in three spatial dimensions. We
show that the ODE blowup profile of the unperturbed equation still describes the asymp-
totics of stable blowup. As a consequence, stable ODE-type blowup is seen to be a
universal phenomenon that exists in a large class of semilinear wave equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear wave equations describe a wide variety of phenomena in fields ranging from
fundamental physics to the applied sciences, e.g. general relativity, quantum field theory,
solid state physics, and nonlinear optics. Typically, the equations that occur in appli-
cations are way too complicated for a rigorous mathematical analysis. One therefore
resorts to toy models that are supposed to capture and isolate essential features of the
more complicated equations. From the point of view of applications this strategy is only
meaningful if the phenomena discovered in the toy model are stable under perturbations
of the equation.

In the present paper we focus on the formation of singularities (or blowup) in finite
time. The basic semilinear wave equation

Ou(t, z) == (07 — A u(t, z) = u(t,z)|u(t, )7, p>1
admits the explicit ODE blowup given by

ult o) = (M)_ (117,

(p—1)2
which is known to be stable under perturbations of the initial data [I8 19, 8]. Tt is thus
natural to ask whether this type of blowup is also relevant for more complicated equations
that occur in applications. In this paper we show that the stable ODE blowup persists if
one perturbs the equation in a very general way. Roughly speaking, we consider equations
of the form
Ou + F(u, 0u) = u|ulP~!

where F'is (at most) linear in the derivatives Ou and satisfies some mild, natural require-
ments. We do not impose any smallness assumption on F'. Our result covers the whole
range p > 3 in 3 space dimensions and we allow for complex-valued solutions. A random
example of an equation that we can cover would be

Dhu(t, z) 4 e u(t, 2)0pu(t, ) + u(t, ©)® = u(t, z)|u(t, z)|°.

For the sake of simplicity we restrict ourselves to radial solutions but the extension to
the general case is purely technical.
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The mechanism we exploit is most easily explained by considering the Klein-Gordon
equation
Ou + mu = u|ulP~.

The natural scaling transform related to the pure wave case (m = 0) is given by

ult, z) s up(t,z) == AT (L, 2)

Under this scaling, the Klein-Gordon equation transforms as
2
Cluy, + )\P_—plmuA = uy|up P!

and if A\ — 0, the mass term becomes negligible. The ODE blowup is self-similar and effec-
tively, the solution moves to smaller and smaller scales as the blowup time is approached.
The heuristic scaling analysis therefore suggests that the mass term (and much more
general perturbations) can be neglected close to the blowup time. We implement this
idea rigorously by a purely perturbative argument. Consequently, we do not make use
of fragile structural properties like Lyapunov functionals or virial identities. That is why
we are able to treat very general perturbations and all p > 3. Our result shows, for the
first time in the supercritical context, that stable ODE blowup is a universal phenomenon
that occurs in a large class of models.

1.1. Setup. Since we restrict ourselves to the radial case, the effective Cauchy problem
we study is given by
(02 — 02 — 20, ) u(t,r) + F(t,r,ult,r),0u(t,r), Oult,r)) = |u(t,r) P u(t,r)
u(Ty,r) = f(r) (1.1)
Gou(To,r) = g(r),

where Tj is some initial time which we will specify below. Furthermore, p is a constant
that satisfies 3 < p. We additionally assume that f and g are complex-valued initial
data and that F' satisfies some natural constraints. Note that in the unperturbed case
(F =0), Eq. (IT) has a conserved energy given by

1 1
S(u(t, ')7 atu(ta )) = §||(u(t, ~)> 8tu(tv )H?Hl x L2)(R3) ]Tlnu(tv ')Hi—sz—il([m)-
Under the transformation
2 tr
t,r) = uy(t,r) =" rTu|—, <
uttor) = (e =37 (§5)
this energy scales as

E(ur(t,.), Baun(t,.)) = N1 E(ult, ), Buult,.)),

while Eq. (L) remains invariant if it is unperturbed. Therefore, we say that Eq. (1)) is
subcritical for 1 < p <5, critical for p = 5, and supercritical for p > 5.
We also remark that by employing the wave propagators cos(t|V|) and sm‘(glw)

, a weak
formulation of Eq. (I.T]) is given by

u(t,r) =cos(t|V|])f + WQ +/0 Sin((t|;f)|v|)/\/'(u)(s,r)ds,

where
N(@)(s,7) = (lu(s, )P~ u(s,r) — F(s,r,u(s,r), dsu(s,r), du(s,r))).

This weak formulation now has the advantage that instead of having to deal with the

differential equation itself, one obtains a fixed point problem. In order to be able to find a
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fixed point, it is vital to work in a space with enough regularity to control the (possibly)
supercritical nonlinearity. In our case H? x H' will be sufficient. Recall that for F' = 0,
Eq. (L) has an explicit blow up solution given by

Wt 1) = kp(T — t) 71 (1.2)

For notational convenience we further set ¢, = Hg_l. Note that since we allow for complex-

where

valued solutions, the phase shift u — e”u, § € R, is another symmetry that leaves the
unperturbed equation invariant. This leads to a two parameter family of blowup solutions
given by
up = el
Our interest in complex-valued solutions stems from the fact that, as a special case of
Eq. (L)), we obtain a semilinear Klein-Gordon equation.
Now we turn or attention to the perturbation term F'(t,r, u(t,r), dwu(t,r), Opu(t,r)).
First of all, we assume F' to be of the form
F(t,r,u,v,w) = A(t,r,u) + B(t,r,u)v + C(t,r, u)w, (1.3)
where B and C satisfy
Blrwl+lCEr S MAp)
|B(t,r,uy) — B(t,r,us)| + |C(t,r,uy) — C(t, r,uz)| < Mluy — usl, '

for some M > 0. Next, F' needs to grow slowlier in u than the leading nonlinearity itself.
Concretely, there needs to be a constant 1 < ¢ < p such that A satisfies

| A, 7y u)] < M1+ |ul?)

1.5
A7) = Alty s wa)] < M [l = ugfuz|*]. (15)

Since we will have to control ' in H', these constraints alone do not suffice and we also
have to impose restrictions on the derivatives. As u is a complex variable, we decompose
it according to u = x + 1y and require F to satisfy the bounds

|0, F (¢, 7, u, 0, w) [ <M (1 A+ [ul? + [o] + [w])

0. F(t,r,x + iy, v,w)| + |0, F (t,r, x + iy, v, w)| <M1+ |u|?" + |v] + |w]). (1.6)
Finally, we will also need the Lipschitz-type estimates
|0, F(t,r,uy, v1,wy) — 0. F(t, 7, ug, o, wo)|
< M (|urug|"™" = wolus|H + |01 — va| + |wi — wy
+ urvr — usva| 4 [ugwy — ugws|)
|0p, F'(t, 7, 21 4 dy1, v1, wy) — Opy F(E, 7, T9 + 1Y2, Vo, wo)| (1.7)
< M (Jur|ur | = wo|ua|T72| + [v1 — va] + |y — wal)
|0y, F'(t, 7, 21 + iy1, v1,w1) — Oy, F (¢, 7, 22 + Y2, Vg, w1)|
< M (Jurur|% = wo|usa|T72| + o1 — va] + |wy — wal) .

Assumption 1.1. There exist constants ty,r9, M > 0 and q € [1,p) such that
F:[l—ty,14t)] x[0,79] xCxCxC—=C
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satisﬁes (@), (@7 (m); (Em); and (DZZD fO’f’t S [1 — to, 1 +t0]7 T e [0,’["0] and

u,u, Uz,v, V1, V2, W, Wy, Wa € (C
T,T1,%2,Y,Y1,Y2 € R.

Due to finite speed of propagation it makes sense to study the Cauchy problem for
Eq. (LLJ)) in the backwards lightcone

I7 ={(t,r): te(Tp,T), re[0,T -1t}

to which we restrict ourselves. Our precise notion of solutions in the lightcone will be
introduced later in Subsection Nevertheless, we can already state the main theorem
of this work.

Theorem 1.1. Let p > 3 and suppose that Assumption [L.1 holds. Then there exist
constants 0,C,e,w > 0 and ¢ > 1 such that if Ty € [1 — 375,1 — 2_3] the following holds.
Let (f,g) be initial data that satisfy

1(f,9) = (up(To, -), Do (To, )l 2w g3y < €

with R = %—i—c%. Then there exist aT € [1—6%, 1—|—(§%], aCop >0, and af € (—Cpd, Cpd),
such that Eq. (LI) has a unique solution u : I, — C that satisfies

_2

(T — )25 | (ult, ), Frult, )) [l zocinus,) < Co(T —1)*
(T — )2 1| (ult, ), Bu(t, ) — (uf (£,.), 0 (&) s erzy, ) < ColT = 1)°
(T =2 5 flu(t,.) — ud (¢, )|,y < Co(T — 1),
for allt € [Ty, T).

In particular, Theorem [LT] shows that the solution blows up as t — T— with ul as
an asymptotic profile. Consequently, while u does not actually solve Eq. (ILT)), it still
provides the asymptotic blowup profile for initial data close to uj[0]. Furthermore, the
blowup function u} satisfies

3__2
lug (1, Mrz@s_y = (T —1t)>"»1, (1.8)

which makes the normalization factors appear naturally. We also remark that, as we
exclusively work with radial functions, i.e., f(x) = f(|x|), we will throughout this paper
identify f with f. Note that for any radial function f € H?*(B%) we have that

R
gy = [ S OR 4170 + 1) P
for any R > 0.

1.2. Related results. The study of blowup solutions for semilinear wave equations has
attracted a lot of interest in recent years and due to the sheer volume of results, we only
mention a handful of works that deal with ODE-type blowup. In the unperturbed case,
many results concerning the stability of the ODE blowup are available. The subcritical
case was thoroughly studied by Merle and Zaag [18, 19, 25], see also the work by Alexakis
and Shao [I] and Azaiez [2]. Furthermore, in the one-dimensional case, Merle and Zaag
were able to give a fairly complete picture of the blowup behavior [20} 21], 22, 26]. They
also managed to extend some of these results to higher dimensions [23, 24]. In the
supercritical case, a very influential numerical paper is [3] by Bizoni, Chmaj, and Tabor.

Rigorous results were established in [7] and [§] by the first author and Schorkhuber.
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Recently, the stability for the critical equation in three and five dimensions was shown in
optimal regularity by proving Strichartz estimates [4, [6]. In the subcritical case, Hamza
et. al. [10] [1T), 12} 13, 14, 15] studied the blowup behavior under various perturbations
of the equation, see also the paper by Killip, Stovall, and Visan [17] on blowup bounds
for the Klein-Gordon equation. Very recently, Speck [28] studied ODE-type blowup in a
class of quasilinear wave equations.

1.3. Preliminary transformations. Before we start analyzing Eq. (L) a few pre-
liminary transformations are in order. We begin with transforming to the similarity
coordinates, which are given by

T Og( )+ Og( O)a 1Y T—t’
and setting
b(r.p) = (T = Ty) e 71 u(T — (T = Ty)e ™™, (T — Ty)e ")
as well as
W (W) (r, p) :=(T — Ty)* 71e”® 51 F <T — (T = To)e ™, (T — Ty)pe ™,
2 2 a2 2y,
(T — Tp) 7 rer17(r, p), (T — To) " 70" 5707(0, + pa, ) v (7, p),

(T = Ty) o007 (1, p)) :
In these coordinates Eq. (L)) reads

+3 2(p+1 2
(ag + 20+ 200,0, — (1= )22 + %fﬁp E ;f%) (T, p)

—W()(r, p) = &(7, p) (7, p) [P~ (1.9)
We further set
¢1(T’ p) = w(T’ p)
a(rip) = (0 + 00, + )07 ),

to obtain a first-order system given by

{ Drin =t — pdythy — 234

1.10
Ortpy = Fptbr + 20,01 — pOphy — Boiby — W (1) — i [ (10

Note that in these coordinates the blowup u} corresponds to

__ 0 2
(%1,%2) =€ (K’IH »

j/{p).

Since solutions can take complex values, we will now split up v; into its real and imaginary

part, respectively. This will be needed later on, when we linearize the nonlinearity, which

is not holomorphic and hence has to be linearized as a mapping from R? to R2. Denote

by ¢; the real part of ¢; and by v; the imaginary part of ¢;. Then Eq. (ILI0), together
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with the initial data, reads

(

Oripr = o — pPO,p1 — 211
Orp2 = O3p1 + 20,01 — pOppa — B30 — Re(W (g1 + 1) — @iy + i [P

O-v1 = vy — pO,v1 — 1%1/1
0,9 = 851/1 + 28 U1 — ,08 vy — p+1l/2 —Im (W (o1 + ivy) — ivi |y + iy [P71)
1(0.9) = Re (T = TP (T — Ty))
£2(0,p) = Re (T = T0) (T — Ty)p))
1 (0. p) = 1m ((T = T0)7"5 (T — Ty)p))
| 2(0.0) = (T = T0)FTg(T = Th)p)).

(1.11)
Note that, since we are only interested in Values of T that are close enough to 1, we can
assume that 7 € [1 — 5,1+ 4] and Ty € [1 — 2,1 — 2] for some § and c that will be
specified later. As we intend to study solutions that are close to the family of blowup
functions, we will later on also make use of the splitting

( 01(0, p) = Re((T To) 71 f((T — Ty)p ) ( )311
SV A s ER
zﬂ@@zmlﬁ—ﬂﬁ%f - To)p))

| ve0,p) = Tm (T = To) P 5((T = To)p))

2. LINEAR THEORY

With these preliminaries out of the way we will now analyze the linear part of Eq. (LTT).
To do so, we define the space H as

H:={ue (H*x HI(IB%‘?))2 : u radial}

together with the standard inner product, which we denote by (.|.). Accordingly, we
denote the corresponding norm by ||.|.

2.1. Semigroup theory. This setup now enables us to show that the unbounded opera-
tor corresponding to the linear part in ((LIT), equipped with a proper domain, is closable
and that its closure generates a Cy-semigroup. To that end we define the operator L with

D(L) := {u € (C% x C?(B?))? : u radial}

by setting
—puy(p) +ua(p) — SHui(p)
" 2,1 o _ ptl
fu(p) = ui(p) + Sur(p) — pus(p) — Tua(p)

—pus(p) + ua(p) — ;%us(p) ’
uf(p) + 2u(p) — pul(p) — Bua(p)

for any u € D(L). This operator maps D(L) into H such that the following holds.
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Lemma 2.1. The operator L : D(f,) — H is closable and its closure L generates a
Co-semigroup S : [0,00) — B (H) with

ISl < e =t (2.1)
Furthermore any u € D(L) satisfies u € C(B3)* N CY(B3)* and u1(0) = us(0) = u4(0) =
uy(0) = 0.

Proof. The statement follows by combining the arguments from the proofs of Proposition
2.1 in [4] and Lemma 2.2 in [7]. O

This result also implies a useful bound on the resolvent of L, which we will need later
on.
Lemma 2.2. The resolvent operator of L, denoted by Ry ()), satisfies
1
IRLMI S 57—
Re(\) + %

for any A\ € C with Re(\) > _ 2

p—1°

Proof. This is immediate from the previous result and standard semigroup theory (see

for instance [9] p.55, Theorem 1.10). O
2.2. The modulation ansatz. In addition to L we define the operator N by
0
p—1
N(u)(p) = [ (u1(p) 7u3<g))‘ ui(p) 7

|(ur(p) , us(p)) " us(p)

with D(N) = H. That we can indeed define N on the whole space ‘H will follow from
Lemma 311 Further, for any u € H and 7 € [0, 00) we set

2 - 27 —T -7
W (u,7)(p) :=(T — Tp)* 71e @51 F(T — (T =Ty)e ™, (T — Ty)pe ™,

(T — To)_ﬁeﬁT(ul +ius)(p),

(12 2y, : 2 .
(T = To)~ 50707 ((uy + iua) (p) — - (u1 + ius)(p)),

(T — TO)_(H%)e(”ﬁ)T@p(ul + ZU3)<p>) .

and

0
V(u, 7)(p) == Re(W((l)l,T)(p)) ’
Im (W (u, 7)(p))

in accordance with the transformations from Section 1. Lemma [3.2] shows that this really
defines an operator mapping from H X [0, 00) to H. With these definitions, Lemma 2]
now enables us to abstractly rewrite Eq. (LII)) as

0, ¥ (1) =LU(7) + N(U(71)) + V(¥(7), ), (2.2)

where ¥ is a function mapping from some interval I C [0, 00) that contains 0 to H. Now

we can also provide the aforementioned definition of a solution.
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Definition 2.1. We call a function u : T} — C a solution of Eq. (L)), if the corre-
sponding U : [0, 00) — H belongs to C([0,00),H) and satisfies

U(r) =S(7)¥(0) + /OT S(t—0)(N(Y(0)) + V(V¥(0),0))do, (2.3)

for all 7 > 0.

Next, let Wy be the function we obtain by applying the previously used transformations
to the blowup function 1/". This yields

Vo1 Jiv cos(0)
L en | —/ip cos(0)
Uy = wjz — " <in(6) (2.4)
V4 pT/ip sin(0)

Further, we let 6 depend directly on 7 and assume that lim, ., 0(7) =: 0., exists. As our
goal is to study the behavior of solutions that are close to the family of blowup functions
we make the ansatz

U(r) = &(7) + Vo(r)-
By inserting this into Eq. ([2:2]) and setting

(2.5)

0 0 0 0\ [ui(p)
Liu(p) = (p—1)cyco8(0)>+¢, 0 (p—1)c,cos(f)sin(0) 0| | ualp)
0 0 0 0 0 | us(p)
(p—1)cycos(0)sin(0) 0 (p—1)c,sin(@)*+c¢, 0/ \us(p)
as well as
No(r)(u) == N(¥y(r) +1u) = N(¥(r)) — Lyyu,
we obtain the equation
0.®(1) — LO(7) — L’GOOQD(T) = (Lle(T) - L'eoo) D(7) 4+ Ny (®(7)

)
Vo) (7),T) = 0rWo(r).
(2.6)

+V(®(7) +

Lemma 2.3. For any 6 € R the operator Ly := L + L, generates a strongly continuous
semigroup Sg : [0,00) — B(H).

Proof. Since Lj is a bounded linear operator on H, the claim follows from the Bounded
Perturbation Theorem. O

2.3. Spectral Analysis of Lj. In order to proceed, it is essential to recover a growth
estimate for Sy. To this end, we will now compute the spectrum of Ly and then sub-
sequently also o(Ly) for 6 small enough in absolute value. But first, one more small
preliminary lemma is required.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 € R. Then A € o(Ly) \ (L) implies X € o,(Ly).
Proof. Let A € 0(Ly) \ 0(L). Then we have the identity
A—Lg=(1-L,Rr(\))(\—L).

Therefore, as LyRy(A\) is a compact operator, we obtain A € o,(Lg) by employing the
spectral theorem for compact operators. O

This result enables us to explicitly calculate the spectrum in the case 6 = 0.
8



Proposition 2.1. The spectrum of Ly is contained in the set
2

{Ae C:Re(N) < ——1} u{0,1}.
p —

Proof. The growth estimate given by Lemma 2] implies that (L) is contained in the
set {A € C: Re(N) < —p%l}. Hence, any spectral point A with Re(\) > —z% has to
be an eigenvalue by Lemma 24l Therefore, there exists a nontrivial u € D(Lg) with
(A —Lg)u=0. From (A — Ly)u = 0 we obtain
2
ujr1(p) = (A + ]fl)uj + pui(p),

for j =1,3. A direct calculation now shows that (A — Lg)u = 0 implies

—(1 = p)ui(p) + 20 — &+ + E5p)ui(p) + (AN + EF) = 285 )uy (p) = 0 @7)
—(1 = p*)ug(p) +2(\p — £ + E5p)us(p) + A(A + EF)ug(p) = 0.
By setting u;(p) = UITEP) and uz(p) = ”2—2’)), this system turns into
~1= W)+ 20+ 2 (0) + (4 O 52— ) = sl =0 )
(= ) + 200+ () + (A 2+ 22— 1) — ey)us(p) = 0.

Since the two equations decouple, we will consider them separately. The first one has
already been studied in Lemma 3.5 of [5], where the authors showed, with the help of
hypergeometric functions, that the only eigenvalue of this equation is 1. In order to
analyze the second one, we make the substitution p — 2z = p? and set w(z) = v2(y/2) to
obtain

21— 2w'(2) + (% - (H% + %)z) W(z) — i ()\2 —ij’x— pf 1) w(z) =0,

Next, by setting c =1, a =3(A—1) and b= (A + ﬁ), the equation turns into
2(1=2)w"(2)+ (e = (a+ b+ 1)2)w'(2) — abw(z) = 0. (2.9)
Around z = 0 a fundamental system of solutions is given by
91(2) = 2Fi(a,b;¢; 2)
g2(z) = 23 oFila—c+1,b—c+1;2—¢;2)

where o F7 denotes the standard hypergeometric function (see for instance [27]). If c—a—b
does not vanish, a fundamental system around z = 1 is given by

f1<Z> = 2F1(a,b;a—|—b+1—c;1—z)
fo(2) = (1= 2) " "yFi(c—a,c—bc—a—b+1;1—2).

If (¢—a—>) =0, a fundamental system around z = 1 is given by f; and a second
solution which diverges logarithmically for z — 1. Since Re()\) is assumed to be bigger
than —p%l, fo ¢ H?(B}) and hence for a solution to be in H?(B?), it must be a multiple
of fi. Therefore, there have to be constants ¢; and ¢y such that f; = ¢191 + c292. Since
the solution has to satisfy the boundary condition w(0) = 0, which stems from the
transformation pu;(p) = vj(p) and the fact that we require u; € H?(B?), the coefficient
c1 has to vanish. Thanks to the explicit corresponding connection formula, the coefficient
is given by

Fa+b+1—c)I'(1—-¢)

Fa+1—=c)l'(b+1—¢)’

9
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where I' denotes the gamma function. For ¢; to vanish, a4+ 1—c or b+ 1 — ¢ needs to be
a pole of I'. This yields A = —2k for k e Njor A= -1 —Fk — zﬁ for k € Ny. Therefore

A has to be real and since Re(A) is assumed to be bigger than _z%’ the only possible
choice is 0. 0

The next two lemmas will determine the corresponding geometric and algebraic mul-
tiplicities of the eigenvalues 0 and 1.

Lemma 2.5. The eigenvalues 0 and 1 both have geometric multiplicity 1. Furthermore
the geometric eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 is spanned by ro while the
other one is spanned by g, with

ro(p) = and  gy(p) == | P!

0
0 ptl
1
2
p—1
Proof. First of all, it is straightforward to check that both functions are indeed eigen-
functions to the corresponding eigenvalues. As before, the eigenvalue 1 was already dealt
with in [5], Lemma 3.6 and therefore we will only do the considerations for the eigen-
value 0. Assume that there is another eigenfunction r(p). This would then imply that

T4(p) = ===73(p) + pr3(p) and that 7(p) = pr3 satisfies
4 4
1—po)r” 7 (p) — r(p) = 0. 2.10
—(1=p*)r (p)+p_1pr(p) p_lr(p) (2.10)
A fundamental system of solutions for this equation is given by
filp) = p,
_ 2 1 2 2
falp) = (1= p*)' 771, (1, = — 12— L—p?).

2 p—1 p—1

Now any solution of Eq. (ZI0) has to be a linear combination of these two solutions.
But as 7 has to be an element of H?*(B?), which f, is not, it has to be a multiple of
f1. Therefore 73 = ¢ for some ¢ € C and thus, by the above expression for 74 the claim
follows. 0

Next, we define the Riesz projections corresponding to the eigenvalues 0 and 1 via

" 2mi / R, (2) dz

Q, = Ry, (2)dz

o

where the two curves ~; map from [0, 1] to C and are defined by
) 1 )
Yo(t) = de*™ and v, (t) = 1 + 562Mt. (2.11)

Here d is chosen small enough, such that the curve vy stays completely in the resolvent
set of Lg. A suitable choice for d would for instance be

1
p—1
Further, we define the subspaces My := PoH, M; := QyH and N := (I — Py — Q,)H

With these definitions at hand, the next lemma can be shown.
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Lemma 2.6. The projections Py and Q, both have rank 1 and the subspaces My and M,
are spanned by g, and ry, respectively.

Proof. Note that since both eigenvalues are not in the spectrum of L, they have to be
generated by the compact perturbation Lj. This implies that the dimensions of both
eigenspaces have to be finite, as they would otherwise be in the essential spectrum, which
is stable under compact perturbations (see [16] p. 244, Theorem 5.35). Since the same
arguments as in Lemma 3.7 of [5] apply here as well, only the claim for My needs to
be established. Note that the operator Lyg, defined by Ly,u = Lou with D(Ly,) =
D(L) N My can be regarded as an operator mapping from the closed subspace M, to
M. Furthermore the spectrum of this operator only consists of the point 0. Since the
inclusion span{ry} C M, is immediate, only the reverse inclusion remains to be shown.
To see this, note that Lyg, is nilpotent as its only eigenvalue is 0. Thus, there exists a
minimal n € N such that Ly; u = 0, for all u € My. If n = 1, then My C span{ry} and
there is nothing to show. If n > 2, then there is a nontrivial v € rglLy;, with Lyg,v = 0.
Since this forces v to be a multiple of ry, there exists a u € D(Ly,) with Ly, u = crp.
This implies that @(p) = pus(p) satisfies

4 4 p+3
—(1-=pHa" W' (p) — ——1u(p) = ——p =: R(p). 2.12
(I=p)u +p_1ptL(p) p_lu(p) o1’ (p) (2.12)
As before, a fundamental system for the homogeneous equation is given by
filp) =
1 2 2
= (1— ) 7T, (1, - — 12— 11— p?).
falp) = (L= p7) 712 F(1, 5 P LA p)

The Wronskian of these two functions is given by

2

W (f1, f2) (p) = c(1 — p*) " »~1

where ¢ # 0 is some constant. Thus, a solution to the inhomogeneous equation must be
of the form

() = cufiteafa il /f2 ()17 dpt— fulp /f1 () (1-7)72 dp

(2.13)
for some constants 01, 02 € Cand Po; p1 € [0,1]. The boundary condition %(0) = 0 implies

that ¢ = —= fm fi(p)R(p)(1 — ~2)17 1 dp. Plugging this into the equation yields

u(p) :(01——/ L(p)R(p)(L —p )“dp)ﬂ——fé /fl R(p)(1 - )" dp.

But since f, is not in H?(B$), the integral

/f1 )(1— )5 dp

would have to vanish. This is however impossible as the integrand is strictly positive on

(0,1). O

Having sufficiently well characterized the spectrum of Lj, we now turn to the spectrum

of L,g.
11



2.4. Spectrum of Ly. The first easy to establish Lemma which we are going to need is
the following.

Lemma 2.7. The operator Ly is Lipschitz with respect to 0, i.e.,
IL§, — Lo, || < 161 — 6o
for all 61, 65 € R.

Proof. This is immediate, since all the expressions of Lj which depend on 6 are Lipschitz.
O

The next lemma provides a first description of the resolvent set p(Ly).

Lemma 2.8. There exists a 6 > 0 such that any A\ € p(Ly) is also contained in p(Ly),
provided that 0 satisfies |0 < dmin{1, |Rg,(N)| '}

Proof. Let A € p(Lg). Then the identity A — Ly = [1 + (Lj — Ly)Re, (A)] (A — Lg) im-
plies that A is in the resolvent set of Ly if and only if 1 + (Ly — Ly)Ry,()) is bounded
invertible. Since an explicit inverse can be given by the corresponding Neumann series,
this expression is definitely bounded invertible if | Lj — Lyl||[|Ry,(A)|| < 1. Note that by
Lemma 2.7 we have |Lj — Ly|| < L6, for all # € R and some fixed constant L € R.

Hence, if we set § < 5=, we obtain that |§] < dmin{1, |Ry,(A)|[ "} yields the bounded

invertibility of 1 + (Lj — Ly)Ry,(A). This in turn implies that A € p(Lg) and thus the
proof is finished. O
As a next step, we define the two domains
3
Qrono :={2€C:Re(z) € [_2(]9 — 1),x0],1m(z) € [—vo, yo] }
and 5
Q;:O,yo = {Z eC: Re(z) > _m} \ mey()'

The following lemma will restrict possible eigenvalues of Ly to a compact domain.

Lemma 2.9. There exist xq,yo,d,c > 0, zero such that 0, . C p(Lg) and
IR, (M) < ¢
for all 0 with |0| <6 and all X € 2.

0,Y0 "

Proof. Let A € 2, . Then A is also in the resolvent set of L and one has the identity
A—Lp=(1—-LyRL(A\) (A —L).
Next, we claim that the estimate [|[LyRyL())|| < |A|~" holds true for all A € €, provided

X

Tg, Yo are chosen big enough and 6 satisfies |0| < ||Rg,(N\)]| . Now, for any f € H the
expression LyRy, (A)f written out explicitly reads as

0 0 00\ [(Re(VE)
LRy () = | (7 D GO e e @m0 D B
(p—1)cycos(f)sin(d) 0 (p—1)e,sin(d)* +c¢, 0 [Rr(\)f]4

Set u = Rr(MN)f. Then u is the unique solution of the equation (A — L)u = f. Again,
short calculation yields

Juj(p) + pu(p) + fi(p),

uji(p) = (A + o1



for j = 1,3 and hence
sl S N (s + s llny + 1l ) -
Therefore, Lemma [2.2] yields
LR (M)t | ey SIAT (IR (VN + [I£]])

S,
for j = 1,3. Thus, the Neumann series » ;- (L)Ry,(A)" converges and is uniformly
bounded on €, . if zy and yo are chosen sufficiently large, which in turn completes the
proof. O

These results now enable us to describe the spectrum of Ly for small 6.

Lemma 2.10. Let 0 be sufficiently small. Then

3
o(Lg) C{z€ C:Re(z) < —}UA{0,1}.
(L) < { (2) € —55 = U0
and {0,1} C o, (Lg). Furthermore, the eigenvalues 0 and 1 are simple. Finally, the
eigenspaces of 0 and 1 are spanned by

—kp sin(6) cos(6)
e sin(0) —2; o cos(0) 2
ro(p) = i, cos(8) and  gy(p) := sin(d) |
Kp cos(@)p%1 sin(&)f%l

respectively.

Proof. Choose z¢ and y large enough, such that €2, . -is contained in the resolvent set
of Ly and set M := max{l,sup.cpq, , Rui,(2)}. Note that by Lemma 2.8 one has that
0] < 2 implies 08,4, C p(Lg), provided § is chosen sufficiently small. We define the
Projection Pj* by

1
tot
Py = 27ri

8910,@,0

Ry, (2)dz.

Next, as an immediate consequence of the formula Ry, (\) = Rp(A) (I — LyRL()\)) ™", one
has that Py* depends continuously on 6. By Lemma 26 P has rank 2 and therefore,
Lemma 4.10 of [16] implies that P} also has rank 2 for § sufficiently small. Note that 0
and 1 are eigenvalues of Ly with corresponding eigenfunctions ry and g,. Since the rank
of P} gives an upper bound on the sum of the geometric multiplicities of the eigenvalues,
there can be no other eigenvalues in €, ,, and the claim follows. 0

Proposition 2.2. Let § € R have a sufficiently small modulus. Then there exist two
rank one projections Py, Q, € B(H) such that

[Se(7), Po] = [Se(7), Qo] =0
and
PyQy = QyPs =0,
where [(.), (.)] denotes the commutator. These projections also satisfy
So(7)Py =Py
Se(T)Qp = €7 Qy

13



and

rgP, = span{ry}
rgQ, = span{g,},

for all T > 0. Furthermore, define 159 as 159 =1—-Py—Q,. Then one has the bound

[Ss(r)Pou] < e 77| Pyul
for allu € H and all 7 > 0 and all § € R with |6| small enough.

Proof. Analogously to Py and Q,,, we define the spectral projections Py and Q, by

: 27TZ/RL9 z)dz and Q, :—/RLQ

with vy and 7 defined as in (2I0). As Py and Q, are spectral projections, it follows that
PyQ, = Q,Py = 0. Since the operator Ly commutes with each of the two projections, also
the semigroup it generates does so. Finally, to establish the growth estimate on Sg(T)f’g
note that one has sup,cy+ IRL(2)Pg| < oo, where Hf := {z € C: Re(z) > —ﬁ}.
Therefore we can apply the Gearhart-Priiss-Greiner Theorem (see [9], p. 302, Theorem
1.11) to obtain the estimate and hence conclude the proof of this proposition, as the rest

follows from the previous lemmas. O

The final result of this section are three more Lipschitz estimates that will be essential
later on.

Lemma 2.11. We have
186, — 8o, Il + lIra, — 1o, [l < 161 — 6o
[Po, — Po, || +[1Qp, — Qo,l| S 161 — 02
~ ~ 1.
”891 <T>P91 - 892<T)P92H N |91 - 92|€ P
for all 01,05 € R with |04, 62| sufficiently small and all T > 0.

Proof. The estimate on g, and ry follows from the fundamental theorem of calculus, as
both functions are smooth with respect to 6. The second and third estimate follow from
the proof of Lemma 4.9 in [§]. O

With this we conclude the linear analysis of Eq. (2Z.2)) and move on to the nonlinear
part.

3. NONLINEAR THEORY
In this section we will now deal with the nonlinearity Ny, which was defined as
NQ(T)(U) = N(\Ifg(T) —+ u) — N(\DQ(T)) — /g(T)ll
where

0

N(u)(p) == ‘<U1<p),U3<8))‘p_ ui(p) 7

\(ul(pl)47 us ()" us(p)



and with

0
V(u,7)(p) == Re(W((l)l,T)(p)) ’
Im (W (u, 7)(p))

whereas W was defined as
W(u,7)(p) ==(T — Ty)* 77 707 F (T (T = Ty)e™, (T = Ty)pe™,

_—2 _2 ’r .
(T —Ty) »Ter—1"(uy +iuz)(p),
2

(T = To) ™0 (g 4 i) (p) — —— (w1 + i) (p)),

(T — TO)_(H%)e(”ﬁ)T@p(ul + zug)(p))

for any u € ‘H. We also recall that in the similarity coordinates, which we use, the static
blowup function takes the form

2
\I’QI p—1

3.1. Estimates on the nonlinearity. The first important estimate of the nonlinear
theory is the following.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a 6 > 0 such that
INg, (u) — N, (V)| S (all + [[vI) [la = v[[ + ([l + [[v]]*) |6 — 62, (3.1)

for any w,v € H with [|u|,||v] < § and 61,6, € R with |64],|02] < 6. Furthermore

Proof. As Wy is independent of p and smooth as a function of €, this follows analogously
to Lemma 5.2 in [§]. O

Next, we will prove a similar result for V. In order to do that, we recall that the
perturbation F' is of the form

F(t,r,u,v,w) = A(t,r,u) + B(t,r,u)v + C(t,r, u)w,
where A, B, and C satisfy

| A, 7y u)] < M1+ |ul?)
At 7y ur) — Aty 7, us)] < M Junfua ™ — uglus| " |
|B(t,r,u)| +|C(,r,u)| < M(1 4 [ul)
|B(t,r,uy) — B(t,r,us)| + |C(t, r,uy) — C(t, r,us)| < Mluy — usl,

while the whole perturbation F' satisfies
|0-E'(t, 7, u,0,w) | <M (1 [ul + (1 + [u])(Jo] + [w]))

0. F(t, 7,2 + iy, v,w)| + |0, F(t, 7,z + iy, v, w)| <M1+ |[ul?" + o] + |w]).
15



as well as

|arF(t7T7 ulavlawl) - arF(t7T7 u27”27w2)|
< M( ‘ul\u1|q*1 — u2|u2\q*1‘ + |U1 — 'UQ‘ + \wl — U}2|
+ |u1vr — ugva| + |uswy — u2w2|)

|0, F'(t, 7, 21 4 1y1, v1,w1) — O, (L, 7, X9 + 1Yo, U2, wo)|

< M (Jug|un % = wolusa|T72| + [v1 — va| 4wy — wal)
|0y, F(t, 7, 21 + iy1, v1,w1) — Oy F'(E, 7, T2 + iy2, U2, wo)|
< M (Jugfun| % = ualua| 72| + Jv1 — va| + w1 — wal)

for 1 < g < pand M > 0. Note that these estimates imply

|0p, B(t, 7y 21 +iy1) — Opy B(t, 7, 0 + 1y9)| 4 [0, C (L, 1,21 + iy1) — O, C(t, 7,29 + 1y2)| = 0
|0y, B(t, 1,21 +iy1) — Oy, B(t, 1, 2 + iy2)| + 10, C(t, r, 21 + in) — 0,,C(t, r, x2 + 1y2)| = 0.

Lemma 3.2. The operator V. maps H X [0,00) to H and there exists a ¢ > 0 such that
IV (u,7)[| S (T = To)%e™™ (1 + [lu]|” + [Jul*)
and

IV(u,7) = V(v.7)[| £ (T = Tp)e " [u—v]| (1 + v+ =+ vl

(e + e gy + o+ i3l ) ).

for anyu,v € H and 7 € [0, 00).

Proof. Set

j=2+ & { 2 1+ ! }
= —— —m
q oo e T L o

and note that ¢ < p implies ¢ > 0. Therefore, the bounds on F, the Banach algebra
property of H*(B3), and Holder’s inequality yield the estimates

IV (0, 7)(P)Jill 2mgy S(T = To)7e™™ (1 + ) (|||Uj|q||L2(B§) + [[(Jun + dus| + D 2y
7=13

]+ )]+ e Dl

S(T = To)'e™ ™ (L+ [[ufl? + [Ju* + [ul])
16



and

IV (0, )l sy S(T = To) e "T<1 + [|Huj|"HL2(B§> + [[(Jun + dus| + D 2wy
=13

+ (un + dus| + 1) (uy| + |Uj+1|)HL2(B§))
+ 1 | Lo es) (1 + H|uj|q71HL4(B§’) + il pagsey + llugll pass

+ llugoallzocepy)

4
+ > (Hwh + il gy + 11+ s + il )
=1

6 s + 10+ s+ ) sy

S(T = Tp) e (1 + lal|? + [[all* + fuf + > Ilu;lli4(ﬂ§)> :
j=1,3
for k =2,4, u € H, and 7 > 0. Thus, the estimate
IV (u, )| S (T = To)%e™™ (1 + [lul| + [[ul|? + [u]]*)

follows from the Sobolev inequality ||.||fs@s) S |||l 2 ms)- The first estimate stated in the
Lemma now follows from the elementary inequality

laf <1+ lul.
Similarly, the bounds on the perturbation imply
IV, 7) = Vv, 7)]ell r2s2)

5@—%%@{W%+WMM+Wﬁ1—m+wﬂm+%VWmm

+ Z (H(l + |y + dug]) (uf — )| 2s) + v (ur + dug — (v1 +5v3)) || 289
j=1,3

+ 11+ [ur + dus|) (wjn = vja) L2y + v (wn +dus — (01 4 ivs)) || 2 g3 ))
S(T=To) e [lu— v (L + [l + [[v]|*=" + [lull + [Iv]]) ,
for k=24, u,v € H, and 7 > 0. Next, we set
~ 2 .
Alrup) = AT = (T = T)e (T~ oo (T = T P67 (0 +.) )

B(Tapaxay) :B(T_ (T_TO)B_Ta(T_TO)p (T TO) P 16p21 ($+Zy)

mnmaw=c(T—@—ﬂmﬂxT—%mfmT—%>ﬁwﬁfu+w0,

17



for x,y € R, to obtain

IV, 7) = Vv, D)lall g gg) + 1TV (0, 7) = VIV, D)l o)

<(T - T0)2+ﬁe*(2+ﬁ)7 A (7, ., Re(uy + ius), Im(uy + ius))

— A (7, ., Re(vy + ivs), Im(vy + iv3)) ‘

H' (BY)
4 ~
+ (T —Ty)e ™ Z HB (7, ., Re(ug + iuz), Im(uq + iuz))
=1

- B (1, ., Re(vy + iv3), Im(vy + iv3)) vl)

HY(B})

+ (T = Tp)e™™||C (7, ., Re(uy + ius), Tm(uy + ius)) (u) + iuf)

—C (7,., Re(vy + w3), Im(vy + dv3)) (v] + v)

HY(B3)
=L+ L+

A straightforward calculation then shows

L (T - T@”%e*ﬂﬁﬁ A (1,.,Re(uy + iug), Im(uy + ius))

— 0, A (1, ., Re(vy + ivs), Im(vy + ivs)) ’

L?(BY)

(T - T0)2€2T( H&JX (7,., Re(vy + iv3), Im(vy + dv3)) (u] + iuy — (v] + wg))’

L2(B3)
+ H(u'1 + duy) (83;1 (1, ., Re(uy + iuz), Im(u; + iug))

— 93A(7,.,Re(vy + ivs), Im(vy + iv;;))) ‘

L?(BY)

+ Ha@ (7, ., Re(or + ivs), Im(v1 + ivs)) (] + i) — (v} + iw})

L(B3)

+ H(u’l + iub) (84121 (7, Re(uy + iug), Re(uy + iug))

<(T - To)qe_qT( [(ur + dus)|ur + dus|*™" = (v1 + dvs)|or + ivs|"7| e

— 04A (1, ., Re(vy + ivs), Tm (v, + iv;;))) ’

)
+ HU1 + dvz|vy + iU3|q_2) ((ull + Zug) - (Ug + ivé))HLQ(B?)

+ H(U/l + ’lug) ((Ul + ’iU3)|U1 + Z'U3‘q72 — (’Ul + Z"U3)‘U1 + Z"U3|q72) HL%]B?))
S(T = Tp) e [Ju —v|| (HUH(’*1 + v

] (s 303 gy + o + 01 gy ))

for u,v € H and 7 > 0. Next, we again use Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequal-
ity [[llza@2) < [l (82), in addition to the estimates on the perturbation, to obtain
18



OB (7,.,Re(vy + iv3), Im(vy + v3)) (u; — v;)

LY [(T . TO)eT( ’

=1

L*(BY)

~

+

)ul (@é (7, ., Re(uq + tuz), Im(uq + iug))

LQ(]B%))

+ (T = Tp) e T Z (H@,J? (7,.,Re(uy + ius), Im(uy + ius))

k=3,
L2(B3) )

L?(BY)

— 0B (7,.,Re(vy + ivs), Im(vy + iv;;))) ’

X / - _ ! - ‘
g (U +rug (v +“’3)) L2(82)

+ H@;J? (1,., Re(uy + iusz), Im(uy + ius)) (vy + dvg)(u; — vl)‘

+ (T —Tp)e || B (1, ., Re(vy + ivs), Im(vy + vs)) (u) — v])

+ (T —Ty)e™ u;(é (1, ., Re(uq + iuz), Im(uq + ius))

— B (1, .,Re(v; + ivg), Im(v; + ivs)) )’

~

T TO qe qr Z (H 1 + ‘Ul + ZU3D<U1 — Ul)”L2(B3 + HU[(Ul + ZU3 — (Ul + ZU3))”L2 ]B3)
=1
+ [l (uy +dug — (vy + ivé))“ﬂ(ﬂ%?) + (v +dvg) (w — vl)||L2(1B§)

+ (1 + o1+ dvs]) (ug — v) | L2ms) + g (ua + duz — (01 + ivs))“wm))

g(T—To)qe_qT(IIll — vl @+ [l + i)

4
+ 3 (el o Il + ) = (0] + i)l ey
=1

+ vy + dvg | pagsy 1w — vil| awsy + (1 + [Jug + ius”H?(Bf)) g — Vil 22
sl + ) = o1+ i)y
S(T = To)?e™ T |fu— v (1 + [[ul + [Iv]]),
for u,v € H and 7 > 0. Since one can obtain the estimate
Iy S (T = Ty)Te~Ju — ]| (1 + [[ul] + v])

analogously, the proof of this Lemma is finished. (

These two Lemmas will be vital for the fixed point argument which will be done later

on. We continue by employing Duhamel’s Principle, to rewrite Eq. (28] as an integral
19



equation, which, for any initial data ®(0) = u € H, takes the form
2(r) =S (r)u+ [ Su. (= ) ooslo) + Naco (2(0)
0
+ V((I)(O) + \Ifg(a), (7) — 80\119(0)) do (32)

for 7 > 0 and with the abbreviation ﬁg(g) = Lg(o) —Lj_. To analyse this equation further,
we need the correct functional analytic setting and therefore introduce the two Banach
spaces (X, ||.||x) and (X, |.||x) as follows.

Definition 3.1. Set X := {® € C([0,00),H) : [|®||x < o0}, with
|| = sup[e“ || @(7)]]],
>0

with wy, := min{g, ]ﬁ}, where § is the constant from Lemma 3.2
The second Banach space that will be needed is the following.
Definition 3.2. Let X := {6 € C'([0,00),R) : 6(0) = 0, ]|0]| x < oo}, where

10l += sup e |6(7)] + 10(7)]] -

By X5 and X5 we denote the closed balls of radius ¢ in the corresponding norms.
Now follow two more lemmas that provide useful estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let ® € X5 and 0 € X5 with 0 < § < 0y and 0y sufficiently small. Further
let T € [1 — %, 1-— %] and T € [1 — g, 1+ g] for ¢ > 1 sufficiently large. Then, we have
the estimates

Loy (7)]| + [Nory (D(r)]| < 8% 27
(X — Py )0 Vor)ll + | Qo 0-Vo(r) || S %27
IV (W) + @(7), 7)|| < 0% 27
for all >0 and ¢ € [0, dg].

Proof. By assumption 6 is at least once continuously differentiable and therefore

6(r) — 0(rs)] < / (o) do

<9 (e""“1 + e’“’m) .

Since the expression 0 (e “?™ + e “?™) tends to 0 as 7,72 — 00, the limit O, :=
lim, ., 0(7) exists and we even have the estimate

|0 — 0(7)] < / 10(o)| do < Se".
Hence Lemma 2.7 yields
120 @ ()| < Ly — Lo |l [R()]] S Se7[6(r) — bc]| S 6777,

Further, as IN satisfies the quadratic estimate proven before, we have

[Nor) (¥ ()| S 6%
20



which establishes the first estimate. For the second one, note that

which equals 9(7)r9(7). Set Ty := rg(-) — ry., to obtain

(T =P )0- Yol < 1T~ Po )0(7)ro, || + [I(T—Po )i(7)Eo(r|

S 100! [IEo |
S 0e7]0(7) — O

2 —2wpT
S 0% T,

The estimate on Q,_0-Vs(;) now follows from the same calculations since Qg_rg,, = 0.
To obtain the last estimate, note that

IV (W) (7) + (), DI S (T = To) e (L4 [ (7) + S + | oy () + (7))
S (1= Ty)ie 2

< 52672%’7,

~Y

provided c is chosen large enough. O

Next, we also derive corresponding Lipschitz bounds.

Lemma 3.4. Let § > 0 be small enough and Ty € [1—-22,1—-2] as well as T € [1—2,149]
where ¢ > 1. Then, provided c is chosen large enough, we have the estimates

| Lo, (1) @1(7) — Loy (ry @2 (7)|| < 727 (|| @1 — Dolac + [|61 — Oa]|x)
Ng, (1) (P1(7)) = Noy(r) (P2(7)) || S 5277 (|| @1 — Dol + [|61 — 6] x)
(T —Po, )0rVo,(r) — (L= Poy )0, oy || S de™*#7]101 — s x

1Qo,_ 0 o,(r) — Qp,_ - Vo, (r) || S 6277 (|0y — Bs|x
and

V(7)1 + W, (r), 7) = VI(Po(T) + W), T)[| S 0277 (|| @1 — Do + (|61 — O2]|x)
for any ®1, Py € X5,61,0, € X5, 7> 0, and § € [0, o).
Proof. Recall that

(L], (6) =eplp — 1) (cos(9(7))ur(p) + cos((r)) sin(0(r))us ()
+ cpur(p).

Therefore

(il Lil,) ()= [ (o) (cp<p — 1)( — 2¢08(0(0)) sin(0(0))u (p)

+ (cos(6)* — sin(0)?) uz(p) )) do.
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Thus, by setting [;(0) := —2cos(6) sin(f) and Il5(0) := cos(6)? — sin(#)?, we obtain

[ ey (A O R

H(BY)

+ /OO 101(0)2(61 () — éz(o—)lzwz(a))\da) [ull
<Z( / 161(0) (1;(61(0)) — 1;(65(0))) |do
v [Tl - e‘2<a>>zj<ez<a>>|do) Ju

< ( 1016100 - (0] +161(o) - ez<o—>\do—)uuu

o0

<l / 6, — By xdo
T

< e 16, — Ballx.

Analogously, one derives the bound

[[(Foue = L) u] |
Hence

Lo, (@1 (7) — Loy iy @2(7)]] S Ly — Loy | [|@1(7)]| + || Loy | [ @1(7) — @ao(7)|
< 6e7207 (|61 — Oo|x + [|[ 1 — Palx) -

The estimate on the nonlinearity follows immediately from Lemma 3.1l To derive the
third bound stated in the Lemma, recall that (I — Py_ )0, V() = 6(7)(I — Py_ )T(r) for
any § € R. Furthermore, since the function (6, p) — ry(p) is smooth for any 6, the

representation
f‘g(T) = —/ 801"9(0) (p) do

o) — Eoair || < / 105 (F010) — Tasior)| do

S [alfe™ |61 — baf|x
H(BY)

implies that

SJ/ €7wp0”¢91 —92”de'
S e |0 — Oa|x-
Thus we obtain
H(I - P'91oo)a7'\1]91(7' (I - PGQOO)a \Il92 ” <H‘91< )(I - P91oo)f'91(7') - 92<T> (I - P92w)f92(T) H
SN0 ()T =Py, ) = (1) (X = Py, )| [|E0, -

+162(7) (X = Po, )l [[B0y(r) — Eonio |
fﬁe_zw“ﬂ@l — 92”){.

To prove the fourth estimate, note that we again have

Q. 0-Vy(r) = Q(T)ngo To(r)
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and the same considerations done to establish the third claim also yield the fourth one.
To establish the final inequality, note that for € small enough the Sobolev embedding
H?(B$) < L*>(B}) implies that |u(p)| < 1, for all u € H*(B}) with |ull 2(s3y < €. This
in turn implies that there exists a k£ > 0 such at

[Wort + i[Wor)s + ur + iug| >k,

for all # € X and all u € H with |Jul|y <6, for § < e. Thus if ¢ is chosen small enough
we have the estimate

IV(®1(7) + Wo,(r), 7) = V(Po(T) + Py, )| S(T — To)?e™ " <||<1>1(7) — Oy(7)]|

+ 1P, ) — ‘1’92(T>||)
S(T = To)%e 7 (|| @1 — @«
+ |61 — 92HX)7

due to Lemma Thus, the claim follows if ¢ is chosen large enough. O

Beginning with the next section, we always assume that ¢, T and 7" are chosen such
that the Lemmas 33 and B4 hold, without stating it explicitly.

4. UNSTABLE SUBSPACES

Our next step is to deal with the unstable subspaces rg Py and rgQ,_ which are
induced by the invariances of our equation.

4.1. The modulation equation. The instability corresponding to the eigenvalue 0 will
be handled by modulation, i.e., by finding a function 6(7) such that the instability is com-
pletely suppressed. To derive an equation for such a 6, we formally apply the projection
Py to Eq. B2l This then yields

Pg (I)(T) :Pgooll

oo

+ Py, / (Lot ®(9) + Noo)(®(0) + V(@(0) + W), 0) — 0V ) do
0
(4.1)
The idea now is to set the right-hand side equal to zero. But as this would entail the
boundary condition Py_u = 0 for 7 = 0, which is not always satisfied, we have to use
a small trick. To this end, denote by x : [0,00) — [0, 1] a smooth cut-off function that
satisfies x(7) = 1 for 7 € [0,1], x(7) = 0 for 7 > 4 and finally |x'(7)| < 1 for all 7 > 0.

Next, we make the ansatz Py ®(7) = x(7)T for some I € rgPy_ . Since evaluation at the
time 7 = 0 implies r = Py_ u, one obtains the modulation equation

(1= x(7))Po.u

—|—Pgoo / (f;g(@@(()’) + Ng(@(@(()’) + V((I)(O') + \I’g(g), 0') — 80\119(0)> do = 0.
0

(4.2)
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Now note that making the further assumption 6(0) = 0 yields

P, / Oy Wy do = Py, / §(0) (0. + o) do
0 0

- (9(7’)1'900 + Pgoo/ 9(a)fg(o)da) .
0

If we insert this into Eq. (£2)), we obtain

00, = (1= X(7) Pt Po.. | Lo (o) + Now) (@(0)) + V@(0) + Vit ) do
(4.3)

—Pgoo/ g(d)f'g(a)dd.
0

The next Lemma will show that, provided @ is sufficiently small in norm, there is indeed
a6 :[0,00) — R such that Eq. (£3) is satisfied.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose § > 0 is sufficiently small and ¢ > 1 is sufficiently large. Fur-
thermore let ® € X5 and u € H with |[ul| < 2. Then there exists a unique function
0 € X5 such that 0 satisfies Eq. [E3)) and such that the map ® — 0 : Xs C X — X is
Lipschitz-continuous.

Proof. The idea to prove this, is by setting up a contraction for 6. To this end, we begin
by rewriting Eq. (£3) as

0(7)ry,, = —/ X (0)Pg_udo
0
+ / Py, (fw(a@(a) + Ni(o)(®(0)) + V(®(0) +‘1’e<a>70)) do
0
—~ / 0(0) Py T do
0

=: / G(0,P,u)(0) do.
0
This yields
o). = ([ @000 oo ).
0
Therefore, by setting
G(0,®,u)(0) = |ra. |72 (G(8, D, u)(0)|rs.. ) ,
we obtain B}
0(t) = / (;’(97 O u)(o)do =: G(O, P, u)(7).
0
Thanks to Lemma 211 we know that
[Bor) | S10(7) — Ooc| S de™.
Further, it is also clear that
5 —2WpT
X' (T)Poul S IX (1] S e ZpT

Thus Lemma B3] implies [|G(6, ®,u)(7)|| < (2 + §%)e 27, from which we conclude that
for # € X5 we have
G’(B, D, u) € X;
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provided that § > 0 and ¢ > 0 are chosen sufficiently small and large, respectively. Next,
note that

X (T)Poy 10— X' (7)Py,_ul| S 3¢ 2761, — ba. | < e 6, — b x
as well as
||91(T)P01wf91(7) - 92(T)P02wf“92(7)|| §||91(T)P01wf91(7) - 91( )P62 1“92 ||
+161(7)Po,., oy () — 02(7)Poy. oy (o) |
S0erT || Py, _fo,(r) — Poy_ Poy(r) || + 07|01 — 6]
Soe™2T |00 — s x,

since ||Tg, . —Tg, || S e 7|01 — 02| x. These two estimates together with the estimates
provided by Lemma 3.4l now imply that

IG(01, @, u)(7) — G(02, @, u)(7)|| S de™ 7|61 — ba|x
which in turn yields
HG(@I,CD,U) —G(92,q) u)HX 5”91 —92”)(, (44)

for all 0,6, € Xs. Therefore, the requirements of the contraction mapping principle
are satisfied and we obtain the existence of a unique 6 € X; with 6(7) = G(0, P, u)(7).
To prove the final claim, let 6;(7) = G(61, Py, u)(7) and 62(7) = G(O2, P2, u)(7), for
®,, Py € X5. We then estimate

101(7) — 02(7)| S| G (61, 1, 1) — G(6a, o, 1) |
S0e 2T (|| @y — Dol x + |61 — Ol x)

due to the previous considerations in this proof and the estimates in Lemma [3.4l This
now yields the claim by invoking the fundamental theorem of calculus, provided ¢ is
chosen sufficiently small. O

4.2. Time-translation instability. Now we deal with the unstable subspace rg Q,_ .
This will be done by adding a correction term to the evolution in order to stabilize it. To
find such a term, we formally apply Q,_ to Eq. (£.2)) which yields

Q.. (1) = e’ Qp u

+e"Qq., / ¢ Lo (o) + Noy(o) (2(0)) + V(D(0) + Uy, ) do
0

— €TQ900/ 67080\1’9(0) do.
0
Therefore, we set
C(®,0,u) :=Qy_u
#Qu [T (Luos®(0) + Nato (0(0)) + V(B(0) + Ya,0) — 0) dor
0
and first deal with the modified equation given by
®(1) =S (1) (u — C(2,0,u))

+/T Sy (1 —0) (tg((,)cp(a) + Ny ((0)) + V(D(0) + Vi), 0) — 0sPp(o ) do.

’ (4.5)
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Proposition 4.1. Let § > 0 be small enough and ¢ > 1 be sufficiently large. For any
u € H with ||u|| < 2 there exist unique functions ® € X5 and 0 € X; such that equation
([@.5) holds for all T > 0.

Proof. To begin with, we denote the right-hand side of Eq. (£3) by K(®,0,u)(7). The
idea of this proof is to again invoke the contraction mapping principle. Therefore, we
first claim that for § > 0 small enough and ® € X; we have K(®,0,u) € X5 where
0 € X; is the one associated to ® by Lemma A1l We first apply the projection Q,_ to
the right-hand side of the equation which yields

Q, K(®,0,u)(1) = — /TOO e Q. <f,9(0)<I>(a) + Noy(o) (®(0)
+ V(®(0) + Vo), 0) — 80(139(0)) do.
Therefore, Lemma [3.3] implies
QoK@ 0.0)(r)| €8 [ eroe e S e

Thus Qy_ K(®,6,u) € X% if 9 is chosen small enough. Note that since Qg Py, = 0 and
C(®,0,u) is contained in the range of Q,_, we obtain

Py K(®,0,u)(1) = x(7)Py.u,

due to Eq. (£2]). Hence

Y

4]
[Py K(®,0,)(r)| S S 27

and, provided c¢ is chosen sufficiently large, this implies Py K(®,0,u) € X%. To show
that K(®,6,u) € A, it remains to consider (I — Py, — Q,_) K(®, 6, u)(7), which equals

So.. (T)Py, (u+ C(P,0,u))

+/ So. (T — a)f’gw (ﬁe(o)q)(O) + Nyo)(®(0)) + V(®(0) + Yy(0),0) — 8U(I)e(g)> do
0
with f)goo defined as in Proposition Thanks to Lemma 3.4, we have
5 2 = —0—2wpo 5 2
lc@ow <l v e [T eooir <0y
¢ 0 c

and therefore, from Proposition and Lemma 3.3 we infer

5 T
(1= P = Qu ) K@ 600 S (G4 e 82 [ el oo gy
0

<t e

In summary, K(®,0,u) € X5 whenever & € Xjs. It remains to show the Lipschitz-
continuity of K(®,6,u) for arbitrary ® € Xs. Hence let &1, Py € Xs and let 6; be

associated to ®; through Lemma (4. We proceed in a similar manner as before and
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therefore first deal with Q,_K(®,6,u). This yields

1Qp, K (P, 01, u)(7) — Qp,  K(3,02,u)(7)]|
SlQo, K(®y1, 01, u)(7) — Qp,  K(®3,02,u)(7)]|
+11Qq,  K(P2, 02, u)(7) — Qp, K(P2, 65, u)(7)]]

<5/ e’ o —2wpa||q)1 (IDQHXdO'
S0eTHT|| By — By,
by using the estimates given in Lemma [3.4] as well as the estimate
161 = ba2llx S ([ @1 — Poflx

which was derived in Lemma .11 We further obtain

|Po, K (P1,01,u)(7) — Py,  K(Po, 02, 0)(7)[| S [x(7)] |(Po,,, — Po,)u|
< 6e270) — 0] x
S 0e72T|[ By — Do,

due to the Lemmas 211 and L1l By invoking Lemmas 2.11] and B.4], one obtains

|C(®1,01,u) — C(Pg, 05, 0)|| S 0|1 — Poflx + 5/ e 7Dy — Dy x
0
S 0@y — Po|
Hence,

|Po, K(1,01,u)(1) — Po, _K(Dy, 0, u)(7)|| S 5e™7[|@; — 0o x

+ 5/ epr(TJro) Hq)l — (I)2HX
0
S 0| @y — Dol

again with the help of the Lemmas 2. 1T and B.4l The claim is now established, since the
conditions of the aforementioned contraction mapping principle have been established.
O

4.3. Variation of blowup time. We are now going to develop tools that allow us to
solve Eq. (43]) without the correction term C(®, d,u). In order to do so, we first introduce
the scaling operator v — vI with

(T - To)ﬁvl((T —To)p)
VI(p) = (T - To)iw((T —To)p)
(T - To):;ivs((T —To)p)
(T = To)rtva((T" = Tp)p)

for any v € H(B%) := {v € (H*> x H'(B%))? : vradial}. We do this since, due to
transformations we applied to Eq. (L), the blowup time is now also showing up in the
initial data of Eq. (LTT]). By the splitting [LT2] the initial data can the be rewritten as

D(0) = W(0) — Vo) (0) = I(f,9)" + V§ — Wy

where J : H? x H'(B%) — H(B%) with
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Note that J is a bounded linear operator. Motivated by this, we set
U(T,v) :=J(v)" + U] -y,

for any v € H? x H'(B%). Further, by setting v := (f, ) we can rewrite our initial data
as

®(0) = U(T,v).
Next, we need the following result on U.

Lemma 4.2. Let 6 > 0 be small enough, ¢ > 1 sufficiently large, Ty € [1 — 32,1 — 2—65]

and T € [1 — ;%, 1+ ;12] Furthermore, suppose ||V| g2y s is sufficiently small, where

R:—5+§2. Then

C

IU(T,v)|l <0,

for allT € [1 = 5,14 %) and the map T +— U(T,v) : [1 — %, 1+ 5] — H is continuous.
Proof. First note that
(T —Ty)r
(1—Tp)rt
< T—-Ty—1+1Tj
~ 1—-"Ty

1-T
<
=1=T,

_ 2
S lef

H‘I’g]l—[‘l’oh‘ = Kp -1

2
p—1

2
p—1

Further, the same estimate holds true for the other components as well. To continue let

v € H(B). Then

2 _
IV ST = To) 7= v e,

T-T)

< (C)
S
Therefore, as ||J|| = 1, we obtain ||U(T,v)|| <6, provided v satisfies

_2
IV 2@ < 81,

and c is chosen large enough.

This result immediately implies the following Lemma.
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Lemma 4.3. Assume that the assumptions of Lemma[{.9 hold. Then the equation
®(7) =S¢, (1) (U(T,v) — C(2,0,U(T,v))) (4.6)

4 [ 80 = ) (L) ®(0) + Noto () + V(@(0) + V), 0) ~ 0se)) o
0

has a solution (®,0) € X5 x X5 and the solution map T — (©,6) : [1— 5,1+ 5] = X x X
1S continuous.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemmal42] since one obtains Eq. (d.6]) by replacing
u with U(7,v) in Eq. (£3). O

The final Lemma, needed to prove the main result, states that we can choose a T' such
that the correction term C(®,60, U(T,v)) vanishes.

Lemma 4.4. Let the assumptions be as in Lemma [{.3  Then, there ezist functions
(®,0) € Xsx X5 and a T € [1—5,1+35] such that Eq. (@8) holds with C(®,0,U(T, v)) =
0.

Proof. Denote by (®,60) € X5 x X, the functions associated to T' through Lemma
Further note that

OrUl |y = (T — Ty) gy (p),

for some constant C), > 0. Therefore we can rewrite U(T, v) as
U(T,v) =J(v)" + (T = 1)C\)(T — Tp) 'go + (T — 1)*(T — Tp)*£(T
=J(V)" + (T = DC(T = To) gy, + (T = 1)Cp(T = To) " (8910 — ..
+ (T = 1)X(T — To)*£(T)
with ||If]] < 1. As |6(0) — O] < 0, we have that
||g9(o) - geooH NEY
and from this we infer that

(Po. UL Vg0 ) = (1= DC,T ~ Tp) g+ OC) +0(c™),

where each of the O-terms is a continuous function of 7. Hence Lemma implies that
_ d _
(C(®,6,U(T,v))lgs,.) = (T = DC(T = Tp) " llgg, I + O) + O(c™).

Consequently the vanishing of C(®, 6, U(T,v)) is equivalent to T solving the equation
)
)+ 0(0_2)) .

c
Note that the right hand side, denoted by F(T), is continuous in 7" and satisfies

4]
Fl< g

1-T=(T-Tp) (O(

It follows that 1+ F is a continuous map from [1 — %, 1+ 3] to [l — %,1+ 5] and such

a map necessarily has a fixed point. U

Now we are able to prove our main result.
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4.4. Proof of Theorem .71

Proof. Theorem [[Tlis now essentially a consequence of the last few Lemmas. Therefore let
9, Ty, and ¢, be as in the assumptions of Lemma[L 4 and suppose that the initial data (f, g)
of Eq. (1)) satisfy the conditions of Theorem [Tl Then, by the previous Lemma, there
exists a T € [1— %, 14 3] as well as functions (P, 6) € X5 x X5 which solve Eq. [3.2) with
initial data ®(0) = U(T,v), where v := (f,§) is as in Hence, V(1) := ®(7) + Yy(ry
satisfies Eq. (2:2) in the mild sense, with initial data ¥(0) = ¥y + U(7,v). By undoing
the transformations done in the first section, we obtain that

u@#):CT—ﬂ_ﬁﬂwy+w®0—bgT—ty+bgT—zw,?%?)

solves the original perturbed radial wave equation (L)) with initial data

w(To,r) =ug(To, ) + f(r)
Aou(Ty, ) =0oug(To, ) + §(r).

We thus calculate

2 41
(T = )72 flug (1) — ult, )| 2oy,

ST = 6)2[| Ve, — W(—1log(T — ) + log(T — Tp), ﬁ))”%(}g%_t)
<||Wo,, — U(—log(T —t) +log(T — Tp), .||
<[ Wo.. — Wo(—tog(T—t)+log(r—To)) |
+ [(2(—log(T — t) + log(T — Tp))||
<<T - t)wpv

~Y

for all t € [Ty, T). As the other stated bounds follow analogously, the proof of Theorem
[T is completed. O
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