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Abstract

We consider the semilinear heat equation with Sobolev subcritical power nonlin-
earity in dimension N = 2, and u(z,t) a solution which blows up in finite time 7T
Given a non isolated blow-up point a, we assume that the Taylor expansion of the
solution near (a,T) obeys some degenerate situation labeled by some even integer
m(a) > 4. If we have a sequence a,, — a as n — 0o, we show after a change of coor-
dinates and the extraction of a subsequence that either a, 1 — a1 = o((an 2 — az)?)
or |an1 — ai||an2 — az| #|log|an.2 — as]|~* — L > 0 for some L > 0, where o and
B enjoy a finite number of rational values with 5 € (0,2] and L is a solution of a
polynomial equation depending on the coefficients of the Taylor expansion of the
solution. If m(a) = 4, then oo = 0 and either § =3/2 or g = 2.
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1 Introduction

We consider the semilinear heat equation in space dimension N > 1 with a Sobolev
subcritical power nonlinearity:

O = Au + [uP~tu, (11)
u(0) = ug € L®(RY) '

where
p>1, (N=-2)p<N+2. (1.2)

Other phenomena arise in the Sobolev critical and supercritical cases (see from example
Merle, Raphaél and Szeftel [11], Schweyer [14] and the references therein).

We consider u(t) : 2 € RV — u(z,t) € R a solution which blows up at time 7" > 0
and introduce the set of its blow-up points

S ={aeRY | |u(a,t)] = +ocast — T}

(note that w(z,t) — u*(x) as t — T whenever x ¢ .¥). In the literature, we know
examples of blow-up solutions where .% is finite or the union of some concentric spheres.
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In this paper, we are interested in non-isolated blow-up points. No results are available
in this context except for curve singularity (see Zaag [17, (18] [19] 20] and Ghoul, Nguyen
and Zaag [4]). Our goal is to introduce new techniques to track this kind of question.

When N = 1, we know from Chen and Matano [I] and Herrero and Velazquez [§]
that all the blow-up points are isolated. As we are interested in the asymptotic behavior
near non-isolated blow-up points, we need to assume that N > 2.

Let us note that all our statements do hold for unsigned solutions (Proposition [I]
together with Theorems [2] and B]). However, for simplicity, we reduce in the presentation
and the proofs to the case of nonnegative solutions, without loss of generality. Indeed, we
know from Corollary 2 page 108 in Merle and Zaag [13] that the solution has a constant
sign in some neighborhood of any given blow-up point, which means that in similarity
variables (I.3)), the unsigned case can be seen as a perturbation of the nonnegative case
with arbitrarily small exponential terms. Although the proof needs a crucial blow-up
criterion given below in Proposition and which is valid only for nonnegative solutions,
one should keep in mind that we have a twin version valid for unsigned solutions and
given in Proposition 1.2 page 111 in [I3].

Given a € ., it is convenient to study the local behavior of u(zx,t) near (a,T) in the
similarity variables version wg(y, s) first introduced by Giga and Kohn in [5] by

we(y,s) = (T — t)rilu(m,t) where y = and s = —log(T —t). (1.3)

r—a
VI —t
Using (L)), we see that w, (or w for short) satisfies the following PDE for all s > —log T
and y € RV:

1 w _
Osw = Aw — §y-Vw—ﬁ+]w]p Lw. (1.4)
From Giga and Kohn [6], we know that
We(y,s) > k= (p— 1)7ﬁ as s — 00, (1.5)

uniformly on compact sets and also in L?)(IRN ), the L? space with respect to the measure
density

2
plo) = exp (~14°) Jam) 2. (1.6

According to Velazquez [16] (see also Filippas and Kohn [2] together with Filippas and
Liu [3]) , we may refine that convergence and obtain the following first order classification:
- either

l
K
— K~ h 1.7
Wa(y,8) =K~ — ; 2(y0) (1.7)
where [ = 1,..., N, after a rotation of coordinates;
- or
wa(y,s) =k~ e 270 NG W) - By (un) (1.8)
Jitetin=m
as s — oo, for some even integer m = m(a) > 4, where y = (y1,...,yn), hj(§) is the
rescaled Hermite polynomial defined by
a2l
J: i 5 —2i
h; = —(=1)"¢ 1.9



and the multilinear form

Y Cungoein¥l - UN (1.10)
Jiteotin=m

is non zero and nonpositive. Extending the definition of m(a) by 2 if (7)) holds, Khenissy,
Rebai and Zaag called m(a) the “profile order at a” in [10].

From Velazquez [I5], we know that this expansion may indicate whether a is an
isolated blow-up point or not. Indeed, from Theorem 2 page 1570 in [I5], we have the
following:

(i) If (TD) holds with 1 = N or (LL8]) holds with the multilinear form in (LI0) negative,
then a is an isolated blow-up point.

(ii) More generally, for any € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that . N B(0,d) C Q.
where:

-Qe={y e RN | XL, 92 < |y} if (D) holds,
Qe ={ycRV| zj1+"'+jN:m Crnjo,in Vi - Un' | < €ly/™} if (I8) holds.

Expressing item (ii) differently, we may say that the set Q¢ N {|y| = 1} (which is finite)
gives indications on the location of neighboring blow-up points. Indeed, if Qg N {|y| =
1} = 0, then we are in Case (i), and a is an isolated blow-up point ; if QoN{|y| = 1} # 0,
then we cannot assert whether a is isolated or not (in fact, we believe the converse of
item (i) to be very hard); if we further assume that a is non isolated, then for sure the
neighboring blow-up points are located “along” the directions of the non-zero elements
of Qo N {[y| = 1}.

In this paper, our first goal is to refine the expansion (7)-(L8]) up to the second
order, and more if possible. In fact, we don’t consider the case (1), where more refined
expansions were obtained in a series of papers (see Zaag [17, [I8, [19] and Ghoul, Nguyen
and Zaag [4]). We will instead focus on the case (L8], where no refinement is available,
up to our knowledge. In addition, the exponential decay observed in the case ([L§]) is more
advantageous than the polynomial interaction of case (L), which allows us to better
handle the interactions between the various components of the solution in Theorem [3]
below.

Our first result states that in fact such an expansion is possible up to any order:

Proposition 1 (Asymptotic expansion in similarity variables for m > 4). Consider
w(y, s) a solution to equation (L) defined for all y € RN and s > sqo for some so and
assume that it satisfies the expansion (L) for some even integer m > 4. Then, for any
nteger M > 2m,

w(y,s) =k + Z e~ 25, (y1) . .. hiy (yn) + o(e_%sso‘M)
2m, ..., M
1,...,«

J
! j

(1,..-,iN) € Ej,

as s — oo, uniformly on compact sets and in L} for any q¢ > 2, where a; € N and
E; C N¥ s finite.



If the multilinear form in (LI0) has some degenerate directions, assuming furthermore
that w = w, where a is a non isolated blow-up point of (1), we may uncover some
rigidity in the expansion, in the sense that we show that some coefficients of the Taylor
expansion are zero. In order to simplify the presentation, we assume in the following that

N =2, p=2, and up > 0. (1.11)

The general case where N = 2, p > 1 and ug has no sign follows with the same proof
and natural adaptations of the statements. More precisely, we claim the following:

Theorem 2 (Second order refined asymptotic expansion near a non isolated point, when
m > 4). Consider u(z,t) a solution of equation (L) blowing up at time T > 0. Assume
in addition that the origin is a non isolated blow-up point with m(0) = m > 4. Then:
(i) Up to some rotation of coordinates, it holds that

m—2

wO(y7 3) = 1+e(1_%)8 Z Cthm—j(yl)hj(yQ) (1'12)
=0

1—m m "
te=” Z Crnt1,jhms1—j(y1)hj(y2) + O(se™ 2%)
=0

as s = oo in L} for any q > 2, for some real coefficients C; j such that the multilinear

form in (LIQ) is nonpositive, where wy(y, s) is defined in (L3]).
(ii) If m = 4, then

(Cu0,Ca1,Caz) #(0,0,0), Cyo <0, Cyp <0 and Cy; —4Cy0Cs2 <0.  (1.13)

Remark. If the origin is an isolated blow-up point, we expect no rigidity in the coefficients
of the Taylor expansion.

Remark. Several higher order improvements of (ILI2)) (showing cancelations of coeffi-
cients) are available in the proof.

Our second statement concerns the local geometry of the blow-up set:

Theorem 3 (Rigidity in the blow-up set near a non-isolated blow-up point when m > 4).
Consider under the hypotheses of Theorem[d some sequence a, = (an,1,an2) of non-zero
blow-up points converging to the origin. Then,

(i) It holds that

an - et = olan - €) as n — oo,

up to extracting a subsequence, where e € R? is a unitary vector of a degenerate direction
of the multilinear form (LIQ), et is unitary and e - e~ = 0.

(ii) Up to a rotation and a symmetry of the azxes, and up to a subsequence, it holds that
an1 >0, ap2 >0 and (LI2) still holds with possibly different constants, with

either an 1 = o(an722) or Ap1 ~ L\amg]ﬁ\ log an 2|,

for some B and a enjoying a finite number of rational values with 0 < B < 2 (see the
proof for a finer description of the localization of [3).

Moreover, L is a solution of a polynomial equation involving the coefficients of the Taylor
expansion (LI2) of wo(y,s) or one of its higher order refinements.



(i1i) When m = 4, the only possibilities for e in item (i) are e = (0,1) and e =
(—2C42,C4,1), the second possibility occurring only if Cil —4C40Cy2 =0 and Cy2 # 0.
In addition, we have the following simple statement for the behavior of a, in item (ii):

either a1 = o(an,22), o Q1 ~ Lamg2 or ap,1 ~ Lan,g?’/2 with L > 0.

Remark. The possible values taken by 8 are such that % € F1 U Ey where the 2 sets
E; and Es are defined respectively in (5.I8) and (5.19) below in the proof.

Remark. Our strategy to find the precise subquadratic regimes when m = 4 can be
carried out for any fixed m > 6. For example, when m = 6, we found the following
values for 8 : 4/3, 3/2 and 5/3, with o = 0 each time.

Remark. Note that in the case m = 2, we think that a similar result also holds. However,
the proof should be very different, since we are in polynomial scales of time s (see (L)),
unlike the case m > 4 where we are in exponential scales (see (LJ])).

Remark. We believe that our techniques should apply in the case N > 3 and yield a
similar result.

Let us briefly explain our strategy in this paper. Using Proposition [I we first make
a Taylor expansion of wy. Given b a nearby blow-up point, we derive from this a Taylor
expansion for wy (use (1) given below). Since wy is uniformly bounded in L%, its
components in the expansion (24 cannot grow, which implies some cancelations in the
Taylor coefficients of wy, justifying (LI2). In a second step, by the same argument, we
derive some constraints on the location of the neighboring blow-up points, leading to
Theorems 2] and B

Note that for simplicity, we give the proofs only under assumption (LII]). The general
case follows by the same proof. The only delicate point is to replace the blow-up criterion
given below in Proposition by its twin version valid for unsigned solutions and given
in Proposition 2.1 page 111 of Merle and Zaag [13].

2 Existence of an expansion of the solution in similarity
variables up to any order

We prove Proposition [Il in this section.

Proof of Proposition[d. Note that the case m = 4 is harder than the case m > 6. Indeed,
the quadratic term in the equation induces more interactions in the former than in the
latter case. For that reason, we only give the proof in the harder case, namely when
m =4.
Introducing
v=w-—1, (2.1)
we see from equation ([L4) that v satisfies the following PDE for all s > —logT and
y € R%:
v = L+ v? (2.2)
where

1 1
Lv=Av— §y-Vv+v: ;div(va)—}—v, (2.3)



and p(y) is defined in (L6). The operator .Z is self-adjoint in L%(]R2), and its spectrum is
given by the set {1 — % | 7 € N}, which consists only in eigenvalues, having hy,(y1)hi(y2)
(L9) as eigenfunctions, in the sense that

n+1

L b)) = (1= "5 ) om0,

Expanding v as follows:

oy )= D vig(s)hisj(y)hy(y2) (2.4)

i€N, 0<5<i

and introducing for any [ € N, v_; and the L%(IRQ) projector P_; defined by

vy, s) = Poa) = > wig(9)hisi(y)h(ya), (2.5)

i2l, 0<j<i

we write the following equations satisfied by v; ; and v_:

vig(s) = (1 - %) vij(s) + /v(y, $)2 ki (y1)k; (y2) p )y, (2.6)
831)_71 = fv_l + P_,l(vz), (27)

where
2
k(&) = hj(&)/ Il zz- (2.8)
This way, we are in a position to perform the first iteration, in order to refine the
asymptotic expansion in (L.8).

Part 1: The first iteration

Like the following iterations, we proceed in 3 steps in order to get the next terms in
the expansion, starting from (L.§]):
- we first use parabolic regularity to improve the convergence in (L)), from Lf)(IRQ) to
L}(R?) for any g > 2;
- then, we use the improved convergence to expand the quadratic term in equation (2.2)),
and write an ODE satisfied by the component v; ; defined in (2.4)); solving that ODE
gives an estimate on v; j, better than what (L.8)) states;
- finally, we use again the estimate on the quadratic term of equation (2.2]) and write from
(27) a differential inequality satisfied by v_; defined in (2.0]); integrating that inequality
gives an improved estimated on v_.

Step 1: Parabolic regularity to improve the convergence in (L8]
The following parabolic regularity estimate is crucial for the improvement:

Lemma 2.1. (Regularizing effect of the operator £)

) errero and Velazquez [9]) For any ¢ > 1, r > 1, ¥y € LIRN) and s >
p

max <0, - log(%)>, it holds that

C(q,r)esef%

|’€$ST/JOHL;(RN) < ~ 1Yol La @y

(1= e=)i(g—1—e(r = 1)&

(ii) Consider r > 2 and vy € L;(]RN) such that |vo(y)| +|Vuo(y)| < C(1+ |y|¥) for some
k € N. Then, for all s > 0, we have HGZS’UOHLZ(RN) < GSH’UOHLZ(RN),

6



Remark. Although we are working in two space dimensions, we felt it better to state the
result for any N > 1, for future purpose.

Proof.

(i) See Section 2 page 139 of [9]. Although the proof in that paper was given for N =1,
it extends to higher dimensions with no difficulty.

(ii) From Lemma 4 page 555 in Bricmont and Kupiainen, we know that |eZ*(1+ |y|F)| <
Ce*(1+ |y|¥). Therefore, if 1 (y, s) = e *vy(y), we see from the hypotheses that |1 (y)| +
|V (y)| < Ce(1 + |y|*). Using the linear equation satisfied by v, we justify that

%/\MWH%(@/)dy: —T(T—l)/\w(y,S)\’"2!Vw(y7 8)!2p(y)dy+/!w(y7 s)|"p(y)dy
S/\w(y,S)Vp(y)dy,

and the result follows. O
Now, if

4
u(y,s) =e® Z Cyjha—j(y1)hj(y2) and g =v — 0 (2.9)
=0

we see from (L) and the definition (2] of v(y, s) that
lg(s)llzz = o(e™*) as s — oo. (2.10)

Moreover, v is an approximate solution of equation (2.2)), up to some error term, in the
sense that

00 = Lo+ 0>+ 0 (e (1L +|y[%))
(in fact, in this first iteration, unlike the following iterations, v solves the linear equation,
but we felt it better to write that equation as a perturbation of the nonlinear equation
[22), since this latter fact will be always true in the following iterations). Using (2.2)),
we write the following equation satisfied by g(y, s):

dsg=Lg+w+0)g+0 (e >(1+yP). (2.11)

Recalling the following estimate from Giga and Kohn [6] and Giga, Matsui and Sasayama
[7l:
C
T—t
we see by definitions (L3]) and (ZI)) of w and v that

[u(t)][ Lo <

[o(s)[|z < C. (2.12)
Furthermore, by defintion (2.9) of v, we see that
[0y, 5)| < C, if |y| < e (2.13)

Consider then ¢ > 2. Using the Duhamel formulation of equation (ZI1) together with
212) and [2I3), we write for some M > 0 and for some s* to be taken fixed large

enough,

lg(s)llzg < o™ @M g(s — 50|l g + / [ P N Gl P

s—s*

7



+C/ He(sfo)(erMId)ef2o(1 + ’x‘S)HLng’.

Fixing s* > log(q¢ — 1), we write from Lemma 2.1]

s

oy < Cllats =5z + [ 1. 0,000 g +Ce [ 1+ jaf) gy

(2.14)
Note that [|g(s — S*)HL% = o(e7 %) as s — oo from (ZI0) and ||(1 + |x|8)||Lg <C. It
remains then to estimate the middle term in the right-hand side of (2.I4) in order to
conclude.
Since for o € [s — s

&.12),

0(y, 0)g(y, o) = [o(y,0)(v(y,0) — B(y,0)| < Ce 5 (1 + [y|*) + Ce > (1 + |y|*),

—g*

*

,s] and |y| > €7, we have by definition ([29) of g and 7 and estimate

and
0 < ply) < Ce WP/ x 7 W/8 < Gemel /2 /8—lul?/8.

o (s—s%)/2
”1{\96\>e%}779(0)d0|]Lg < Ce° /s

Gathering the above-mentioned bounds, it follows that
_ —S
lg(s)llLg = o(e™?) as s — oo,

which is precisely the goal of Step 1.

Step 2: Refinement of the behavior of v; ;
Since estimate (L8) holds in L‘; by Step 1, we may use it to refine the ODE (2.6])
satisfied by v; ; and write:

v; ;(s) — (1 - %) v;,5(8)

Since |v; j(s)] < Ce™® by (ZI) and (L.8), using elementary ODE techniques, we derive
for s large enough:

< C’HU(S)H%% < Ce™%. (2.15)

sup |v; j(s) — Ci7je(1*%)s] < Cse ™, (2.16)
i<5

with
Ci,j =0if7 <3.
Note that the constant C' in this step may depend on (i, j).

Step 3: Refinement of the behavior of v_;
Since HP,J(UQ)HL% < ”U2HL§ = |jv[|2, < Ce2% by the regularity in Step 1, we see
P
from equation (2.7)) that

l
foaliy < (1= 5 ) ool + 0™ (2.17)
p 2 p
where C' may depend on [. Taking [ = 6 and integrating this inequality yields

va,b‘”Lg < Cse™%, (2.18)

8



Gathering (2.16) and ([2I8]), we see that

4 5
v(y,s) = e > Cujha(y1)hi(y2) + e 30 > Csjhs_j(y1)hj(y2) + O(se ) (2.19)
=0 =0

as s — 00, in L%(]RQ). This gives the first terms of the expansion announced in Proposi-
tion 1

Part 2: the following iterations

The strategy developed in the first iteration works here, iteratively! Let us see how
the second iteration works: using the parabolic regularity developed in Step 1 of the first
iteration, one can show that estimate (ZI9) holds also in L}, for any ¢ > 2, and also
uniformly on compact sets. Using this, one can refine the quadratic term in equations
(Z6) and [Z.7) up to O(se~3%). Integrating those equations (with i < 7 and [ = 8), we
refine the expansion of v ; and v_; up to that order, resulting in an expansion of v in Lz,

up to O(s?e~3%), and showing terms like e %, e_%s, se2% and e~2%. Iterating the process,
we may get an expansion for v valid up to any order, in any L} space with ¢ > 2, and
also uniformly on compact sets. This concludes the proof of Proposition [Il when p = 2,
the solution is nonnegative and m = 4. As we explained in the beginning of the proof,
this is the harder case, and the adaptation to the general case is straightforward. ]

3 Rigidity in the Taylor expansion for general m > 4

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [2

Proof of Theorem[Z4. Consider u(z,t) a solution of equation (LI) blowing up at time
T > 0. Assume that the origin is a non isolated blow-up point with m(0) = m > 4 is
even. We proceed in 4 steps:

- First, we recall from Velazquez [16] the first order Taylor expansion of wq(y, s) and
show that two coefficients are zero.

- Second, we introduce some geometrical transformation as a crucial tool in the proof.
- Third, we give the next order in the Taylor expansion and show that one coefficient is
Zero.

- Forth, we take m = 4 and justify (LI3).

Step 1: First order Taylor expansion
As stated in (LL8]), we know from Velazquez [16] that

m
wo(y, s) = 1+ e= 20> " Cop i (y1)hj(y2) + o(e~2)%) (3.1)
j=0
for some real coefficients Cy, ; for j = 0,...,m such that the multilinear form
m . .
> Cogy 7y (3:2)
j=0

is non zero and nonpositive. From the alternative due to Velazquez [16] and given on
page B we know that this multiform has (at least) one direction of degeneracy. Up to



making a rotation of coordinates, we may assume that the degeneracy direction is the
axis {y1 = 0}, which means that
Cmm = 0. (3.3)

Moreover, in order to guarantee the nonpositivity of the multilinear form, we directly
see that
Cm,m—l = O, (34)

otherwise, for |ys| large enough, the multilinear form may achieve positive values.

Step 2: A geometrical transformation

As already written in the introduction, a crucial idea lays at the heart of our strategy.
It consists in remarking that any Taylor expansion of wy(y, s) can be translated into a
Taylor expansion of wy(z, s), for any other point b € R? (not necessarily a blow-up point),
thanks to the following relation which follows from the similarity variables definition
i}

wy (Yo, 8) = wo(y, s) where y = be? + y. (3.5)

With a suitable choice of b, the uniform boundedness of wy in L induces some cance-
lations of the coefficients appearing in the Taylor expansion of wy.

Step 3: Second order Taylor expansion
Following the first order expansion ([B1]) together with ([B3]) and (34]), we may use
Proposition [l to find the next order in the Taylor expansion:

m—2
wo(y, s) =1+ e 72 Y7 Ol (y1)h(y2) (3.6)
7=0
. m+1
+ez? Z Crnt1,hm+1-5 (Y1) (y2) + Vo(y, s)
=0
with
[90(s)llg = O(se™27) as s — oo, (3.7)
for any ¢ > 2, for some real constants C,11; for j = 0,...,m + 1. We claim that

Cimt1,m+1 = 0. Indeed, let us assume by contradiction that Cy,41,m4+1 # 0 and find a
contradiction. Following Step 2 and choosing

b=(0,4e?), (3.8)

where A and sg will be taken large enough (in modulus for A), we show the following
(note that b may or may not be a blow-up point):
Lemma 3.1. For any A € R such that |A| > 1, it holds that

1 e
wy0,0(80) — 1 ~ Crg1,m41 4™ %0 as sg — 00,

where b is given by B8)), and wy 0 0(s0) is the coordinate of wy(y, so) along the polynomial

ho(y1)ho(y2) = 1 as in (2.4).

10



Let us first use this lemma to find a contradiction, then prove the lemma.
Choosing A of the sign of Cy,41,m+1, then taking sg large enough, we see that

wp0,0(80) > 1. (3.9)

In other words, wy, satisfies the following blow-up criterion we proved in [12]:

Proposition 3.2 (Blow-up criterion for nonnegative solutions of (L4). Let w be a
nonnegative solution of (14]) which satisfies

wo,o(sl) >1

for some s; € R. Then, w cannot be defined for all (y,s) € R? x [s1,00).

Remark. This proposition is valid only for nonnegative solutions. For unsigned solutions,
it should be replaced by a twin statement given in Proposition 1.2 page 111 in [13].

Proof. See Proposition 3.8 page 164 in [I2]. O

Since wy, exists by definition (I3 for all (y, s) € R? x [~ log T, +00), a contradiction
follows from (B.9) and this proposition. Thus, Cyy41,m+1 = 0, provided that we prove
Lemma [3.11

Proof of Lemma[31. Using the transformation (B.1) together with the definition (B.8)
of b, we see that

vp(Yp, S0) = vo(y, S0) With y1 = yp1, Y2 = 2 + A, (3.10)

hence, we write from (B.0])

m—2

Vb (Y- S0) 150N " Conjhim—i (Ys,1 )1 (o2 + A) (3.11)
=0
- m—+1
+e 2 % Crnt1,hm+1—5 (Wn,1) i (Yp,2 + A) + (Y, s0) (3.12)
=0
with

0(Yn, S0) = Vo(y, S0)- (3.13)

Recalling the classical relation
h} =jhj_1

related to the Hermite polynomials (IL9), we may use a Taylor expansion to derive the
following binomial relation

hi(€ + A) = EJ: ( '>Af'hjm(g). (3.14)

m=0

Using this relation and projecting the expression ([B.12), we derive the following expres-
sion .
0,0,0(50) = A" Crrgmire” 2 % + By 0,0(s0)

11



where we have used the classical orthogonality relation

le@Mﬂamsﬁzzﬁmm (3.15)

We need to estimate [ o(yp, s0)p(yp)dys in order to conclude. By definition, we write

Up,0,0(80) = /vo(y1,y2,so)p(y — (0, 4))dy.

Now, let us compute

p(y —(0,A)) = p(y) exp <§y2> exp (—%) :

Since [exp(Aya)p(y)dy < Ce?’, using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality together with
B1), we write

A2

) 1/2 -
moaleoll < CF ( [mtualodr) < CFae o (310
This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.1 O

This also concludes the proof of the fact that Cy,41,m41 = 0. From (3.0]), se see that
the Taylor expansion (I.I2) holds.

Step 4: Proof of (IL.I3) when m =4
Using (LI2]), we see that the 4-form introduced in ([B.2) reads as follows:

4 3 2.2
Ca07] + Cpaaiw + Cyoxixs.

Since this form is non-zero and nonpositive, dividing by z%, we see that (LI3)) follows.

This concludes the proof of Theorem O

4 Rigidity in the geometry of the blow-up set when m =4

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem Bl when m = 4. The proof when m > 6
is different and will be given in Section

Consider u(z,t) a solution of equation (ILI]) blowing up at time 7' > 0. Assume that
the origin is a non isolated blow-up point with m(0) = 4. Consider a,, a sequence of
non-zero blow-up points a,, converging to the origin.

We proceed in 4 subsections to give the proof:
- In Subsection 41l we prove item (i) and the first part of item (iii). In particular,
after a change of variables, we identify 3 possible regimes for the convergence of a,:
superquadratic, quadratic and subquadratic.
- In Subsection .2, we show that the only subquadratic regime follows a 3/2 law, and
determine its constant.
- In Subsection 3], we focus on the quadratic regime, and show that its “constant” enjoys
at most 3 possible values. This will give the second part of item (iii), which clearly implies
item (ii).
- Finally, in Subsection .4 we give the proof of some propositions which were used in
the previous subsections, and which are devoted to some refinements of the behavior of
the solution.
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4.1 Superlinear behavior for neighboring points

Recalling the alternative of Velazquez [16] given on page Bl we see that locally near the
origin, the blow-up set is located along some degeneracy directions of the multilinear
form (LI0). From the choice of the axes we made in Theorem 2] and (LI2]), we know
that the axis {y; = 0} is a degeneracy direction. Moreover, using (L.I3]), we remark that
if

Cil — 404700472 =0 and C472 7& O,

then, we may have another (different) degeneracy direction for the multilinear form
(LI0), namely the line of equation Cy 121 + 2Cy 229 = 0, no more. Thus, item (i) holds
for the sequence a,,. Since these two straight lines are orthogonal (respectively) to (0, 1)
and (Cy,1,2Cy2), the first part of item (iii) follows too.

Up to a rotation and symmetry of the axes, together with the extraction of a sub-
sequence still denoted the same, we may assume that a, converges along the ws-axis,
(which means that

an,1 = o(ap2) (4.1)

as n — o0), and that
Vn €N, ap1 >0 and a,2 > 0. (4.2)

Note that after such a change of variables, the Taylor expansion ([LI2]) remains valid,
with possibly different coefficients, denoted Cy ; for j =0,1,2 and Cs; for j =1,...,4.

Up to further extracting a subsequence still denoted the same, we are in one of the
following cases as n — oo:
- (subquadratic regime) with a, ; > an722,
- (quadratic regime) with a,, 1 ~ Lay2? for some L > 0,
- (superquadratic regime) with a,; < an722.

In the two following subsections, we investigate the subquadratic then the quadratic
regimes for the sequence a,,, in order to conclude the proof of Theorem [3

4.2 Subquadratic regimes for neighboring blow-up points

In this subsection, we assume that
Qp,1 > amgz as n — oo. (4.3)

We will show that the sequence a,, necessarily follows a 3/2 power law. We will also
determine the “constant” in front of such a law.

Since a,, # 0, we see from ([@J]) and (£3) that
an2 >0 and a,; > 0. (4.4)

We proceed in 4 parts to prove the 3/2 law for a,:
- In Part 1, we prove that Cyo = Cy1 = 0 and Cyo < 0.

- In Part 2. we prove that C54 = 0 and a,; = O (amg%) as n — 0o.

n,1

- In Part 3, assuming that ““1- has a non-zero limit, we determine that limit in terms
an,2§

13



of the Taylor coefficients of the solution. ,
- In Part 4, we rule out the case where a,, 1 = 0(a,22).

Part 1: Proof of the fact that Cy» =Cs1 =0 and Cyp <0
We claim that it is enough to prove that

Cyo=0. (4.5)

Indeed, if this holds, recalling that Cy 4 = C4 3 = 0 in the multilinear form (LI0), thanks
to (LI2), we get the following simpler expression for the form:

Cuoyt + Ci1yiyo.
Since the is nonpositive and non-zero as stated right after (I.I0), we necessarily have
Ci1=0
and
Cap < 0. (4.6)

Let us then focus on the proof of ([&H]). Proceeding by contradiction, we assume that

Ca2 # 0. (4.7)

Let us reach a contradiction in this case.

We proceed as we did in Step 3 in the Proof of Theorem 2to show that C,41 m41 = 0:
we will derive information related to wy, defined by (B.35]) in Step 2 of the Proof of Theorem
2 However, we will not use the expression (B.8) for b. We will instead take

b= a. (4.8)

There is also another difference with the proof of the fact that Cyq1,my1 = 0, in the
sense that the contradiction will follow from the behavior of vy 1 ¢ instead of v 0. From
7)) and (1)), we introduce B, such that

an,1 = Bpap 2 with B, = o(1) as n — oo. (4.9)

Following (A4]) and the fact that a,, — 0, given any A > 0 (to be take large enough
later), we also introduce
SA4,m — +00 as n — 00 (4.10)

such that

SAn SAn

ango = Ae” "2 , hence a1 = Bpana = ABpe "2 . (4.11)

In particular, the transformation (3.5 reads here as
wy(yp, s) = wo(y,s) with y1 = yp1 + ABne%7 Y2 = Y2 + Aes and 7 = 5 — SAn. (4.12)

Using (LI2)), we write a new version of (8.12]) adapted to our new choice of b in (L))

2

o (Yps Sam) = €AY Cyjhaj(yn1 + ABn)hj(yp2 + A)
=0

14



4
3
+em 2N s jhsj(ys1 + ABu)hi(yn + A) + Op(yp 540)  (413)
=0

where Up(yp, 54,n) is defined in BI3) (with so replaced by s4,). Using the binomial
relation (3.14]) together with the orthogonality relation given in (8I5]), we may derive
from ([#I3)) a long formula for vy(ys, Sa,5). In fact, we won’t do that, since our argument
uses only the projections of vy(yp, s4,n) on hoho, h1ho and hoh;, with the notation

hihy = hy(yp,1) ;i (yp,2),

i.e. the projections on the expanding modes A =1 and A = % of the linear operator .
[23). For that reason, we will introduce a visual transcription of those 3 projections, in
the form of a table whose columns are vy,0,0(S4,n), Vb,1,0(54,n) and vp0.1(54,,), and whose
lines bear the name of the coeffients C; ; present in ({I3]), together with the rest term
Ub(Yb, SAn). More precisely, this is the table:

0p,0,0(54,n) 0p1,0(54,n) 0p,0,1(54,n)
Cui CLiA*Bi—ie—san | (4—i)CyABB3iesan | iCy; ABBL—iesan
Cs.; Cs; A5 B5~ie2%4n | (5 —i)Cy;A*Bi—le 2%4n | iCy; A4 B3 le~2%4m

O (Yb, SAn) Up,0,0(S4n) U5,0,1(54,n) Up,1,0(54,n)

Arguing as with (3I6]), we see that
‘@b,i,j(sA,n)‘ < C(A)SAyneiz‘;Am with (Zaj) = (070)7 (170) or (07 1) (414)
Using this, together with the table and the smallness of B,, written in (£9]), we see that

Ub71,0(8,47n) :2A3Bn6_5‘4’" (0472 + O(Bn)) + A4e_%s‘4’" (0574 + O(Bn)) (4.15)
+ O(C(A)SA,ne_ZSAv")

as n — oo. In order to know which term is dominant between the two appearing in the
expansion of vy 1 (s4,n), let us introduce the ratio

A3B,e%4n B, Qn. 1
R, = I T —an = 5 (4.16)
A e 2 T Ae 2 an,2

from (49), (£I1) and (@3). In particular, it holds that

S

B, > Ae™ "5 as n — oo (4.17)
Since Cy 2 # 0 by the contradiction hypothesis ([£.1), using (@15, we write
Up1,0(84,n) ~ 2AanC4,2€_SA’" as n — 00. (4.18)

Let us explain now how we reach a contradiction, first formally, then in a rigorous way.
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Proceeding formally first, we restart the argument from [AI2) with 7 =s—54, >0
this time. All the estimates run smoothly and we end-up with the following modifica-
tion of the table (note that we evaluate functions at s = s4, + 7, hence exponential
factors appear in the estimates, complying with the expanding nature of the considered
projections):

05,0,0(54,n + 7) Up,1,0(84m + T) 0p,0,1(Sam +7)

Cu CyieT A'BEte=5an | (4 —i)Cyie2 ABB3 e %an | iCy e2 A3Bi-ie=54n

0571' 057i€TA5B27i6_%8A’" (5 — Z‘)C57i€%A4BfL*i€_%SA’" iC57i€%A4Bgfie_%sA’”
Up(Yp, 54,0 + T) Up,0,0(84,n + 7) 0p,0,1(84,n + 7) Up1,0(854,0 +T)

Selecting the column on vy 10(s4,n + 7), We write
Up1,0(840 +T) ~ Qe%AanC472e_sAv" as n — 0o, (4.19)

which shows an increase in the size of vy 1 0(54,, +7) with 7. Taking an arbitrarily small
d9 > 0 then choosing 7 = 7, such that

-
26% |A3Bn0472|6_8’4’" = 60,

which means that

do
=2 2log — 0 4.20
A R, O] (4:20)
(use (AI0) and (£9)), we see that
|05,1,0(s4,n + Tn)| ~ o, (4.21)

and this violates the following convergence, uniform with the respect to the blow-up
point:

Proposition 4.1 (Uniform convergence of v,(y, s) to 0 when a is a blow-up point). It
holds that

sup |[va(8)|lr2 — 0 as s — co. (4.22)
acs i

In particular, for any i € N and j =0,...,7 with (i,7) # (0,0), we have

sup [vg,i,;(s)] — 0 as s = oo. (4.23)
acs

Proof. Clearly, ([£.23) directly follows from (£.22]), thanks to the L% projection defined in
@4). As for ([£22)), it is a direct consequence of the Liouville theorem of [12] and [13].
For a proof, one may adapt with no difficulty the proof of Proposition 2.2 page 11 in
Khenissy, Rebai and Zaag [10]. O
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Clearly, a contradiction follows from ([#2]]) and (423) (note that sa, + 7, — o0
by (£I0) and (£20)), justifying that C42 = 0. Unfortunately, the change of variables
starting from (AI2]) can be justified only when 7 stays bound, and this is not the case
in (Z20).

Fortunately, there is a rigorous way to justify (£I9). One has simply to take (ZIS])

as initial data at s = s4,, then integrate for s > 54, the following ODE satisfied by
vp,1,0(s) which we recall from (ZG):

/

o) = 510 + [ 0,9 ()p0)d, (a.21)

where k1(y1) = 4 was already introduced in (2.8)).

In order to do so, we need to evaluate the size of vy(y, s), and this is possible if we
evaluate it at s = s4,,, then integrate the PDE satisfied by vy(y, s) for s > s,,. Let us
start then by evaluating the size of vy(y,s) at s = s4,p.

Before that, recalling that (LI2)) holds in Lﬁ, we may use the trick based on the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality we used for (BI6) to prove that Up(sa,,) defined in (BI3) and ap-

pearing in ([AI3]) satisfies
15(s4.0) 22 < C(A)sane” 24, (4.25)

Hence, we may use ([£I3) together with the binomial relation (B.I4]) in order to show
that
6 (g, s.4,0) | 13 < CAZe™ A, (4.26)

for n large enough. Then, integrating the PDE ([Z2)), we show that for s > s4,, the
solution will stay as small as its value at s = s4,,. More precisely, we claim the following:

Proposition 4.2 (Uniform bound for v,,). There exists a universal constant Cy > 0
such that for all A>1 and D > 1, for n large enough, we have

Vs € [san Dsanl, [Van(5)]l1z < CoAZe™4m,
Proof. See subsection 4] below. O

Remark. The result can not hold if one replaces v,, by v, where xg is not a blow-up
point. Indeed, from Giga and Kohn [6], we know in that case that wy,(s) — 0, hence
Vgo(s) = —1 as s — oo.

Remark. In fact, our next argument needs the same estimate with better norms, namely
the L‘;. In order to justify that, we give two facts:

(i) First, given an arbitrary 79 > 0, note that estimate (£26]) actually holds for all
5 € [SAn —T0,54,n], by the same argument (based on the table given right before (4.19),
which holds uniformly for 7 € [—7p, 0] with the same proof). This will provide the L%
bound of Proposition for any s € [san, Dsapl.

(i) Second, using Lemma [2.1] note that the Lf) estimate follows from the Lf) estimate,
after some time shift 7% = 7%(4, 2) (by the way, using the nonlinear equation (2.2)) satisfied
by vg,, and the L> bound (2.12]), we see that ds|v| < (£ +C)|v| is the distribution sense,
hence Lemma 2] applies). Choosing the constant 7y of item (i) equal to 7* gives the L‘;
estimate for any s > s4,.
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Note first from the definition (£20) of 7,, and (£IT) that there exists D > 1 such
that sa, + 7n € [s4,n, DSa n|. Plugging the estimate of Proposition in the quadratic
term of ([@24) (we need in fact the Lj estimate, which holds thanks to the remark
following Proposition 2]), then integrating for s’ € [s4 p, s] (remember that |vg, 1,0(s")]
is uniformly bounded from (2.I2])), we obtain (remember that b = a,, from (£.8))):

Vs € [san, Dsan), |vp10(s)— e%vb71,0(sA,n)| < Ces A*e 2%4n where 7 = s — SAn-
(4.27)

Using ({18) and (£I7), we see that (£19) is justified. Taking 7 = 7,, defined in (420,
we see that (4£21)) holds, which contradicts Proposition 2l Therefore, (£7) doesn’t

hold. Thus, C42 = 0 and also Cy; = 0 and C49 < 0 by the argument presented at the
beginning of this part.

3
Part 2: Proof of the fact that a,1 =0 |a;, | as n— oo
This estimate will be achieved through 4 lemmas below, numbered 3] to [£.6, where
4 4
we successively prove that a, 1 = O <a3,2>, then a,1 = o <a3,2>, then Cs54 = 0 and

3
finally that an1 = O { a, 5 | as n — o0o. Let us state the first lemma:

4

Lemma 4.3. It holds that a,, 1 = O <a372> as n — 00.

Proof. Since Cy9 = C41 = 0 by Part 1, arguing as in that part, we can get an improved
version of (AIH]), thanks to the table given right before that estimate, the smallness of
B,, written in (£9) together with (£.14):

Ub,l,O(SA,n) = 4143047032678&” + A467%SA’” (0574 + O(Bn)) + O(SAmei%A’”)

as n — oo. Here, a discussion arises, according to the ratio of the two terms appearing
in this expression:

A3B3esan B3 al
_3 = SAn - 4 >
AteT2%An  fem 3 2

by definitions (49)) and (@Il of B, and s4 ,. Arguing by contradiction to prove Lemma
and recalling that Cyo # 0 by (£G), we see that we have

SAn
B> Aem 72 and vy 0(san) ~ 4A3CyoB2e 4 as n — oo, (4.28)

at least for a subsequence denoted the same. Arguing as we did for (£I9) and using this
time the table right before that estimate, we may show that

Up1,0(84,0 +T) ~ 4e2 A3B3Cype %4 as n — oo, (4.29)
then, derive a contradiction as in (£2]]), with

4|Cy 9| A3Ble=san
Tn = —2log [Caol 5 n®
0

which satisfies 7, — oo from (£.9), hence s4 ,, + 7, — oo from ({I0) and also s4.,+7, <
Ds 4, for some D > 1, from ([£2§). The question then reduces to justify (£.29)), for this
choice of 7,, and this can be done exactly as in Part 1, relying on Proposition Thus,
Lemma [4.3] is proved. O
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Now, we state the second lemma of this part:
4
Lemma 4.4. It holds that a,1 = o <a372> as m — 0o.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, we assume that up to some subsequence (still denoted

the same), we have
Gn,1
p
3
an,Q

for some L > 0. By definitions (£9) and (I1]) of B,, and sy, we see that

— L as n — o0, (4.30)

A

B, ~ LAY3¢~"%" as n — . (4.31)
Using ({13) as in Part 1 and Lemma [£.3] we may use ({I4]) and the table right before
it together with (L.31)) to derive the following expression for another coordinate, namely
Up0,1(54,n) (there is a great advantage in considering this coordinate instead of its twin
Up1,0(54,n), in the sense that with vp0.1(54,,), there is no contribution of Cy) :
3
vb7071(8A,n) = A4Bn6_55‘4’" (405,4 + O(Bn)) + O (C(A)SAme_zsA’")
= 4AELCs e 3% + O (e_%SAv"> .

By the same argument as in Part 1 and Claim 3] we see that C5 4 = 0 (the justification
follows also in the same way, thanks to Proposition [.2]).

Repeating the same argument presented here in this step, we derive the following
expression for the other coordinate (use the table right before (£.14)):

vp10(840m) = €2 {4143047032678’4’" + O(A4Bn€7%s’4’") +0 (C(A)SA,n€72sA’")}

~ 4€%A4L30470€_%8A’".

Again, the growing factor implies that C o = 0, which is a contradiction by ([.G)). Thus,

(£30) doesn’t hold and Lemma [£4] holds. As for the rigorous proof, it follows exactly as

in Part 1, thanks to Proposition This concludes the proof of Lemma [£.4] O
Now, this is the third lemma of the part:

Lemma 4.5. It holds that Cs 4 = 0.

Proof. Proceeding by contradiction, we assume that
Cs4 # 0. (4.32)

This time, the argument follows from the behavior of vy 1 (s). Using (£I7) and Lemma
A4 we see by definitions (£9) and ([£II) of B, and s4,, that

SAmn SAn

Ae 2 € B, < Ase™ "8 as n — oo. (4.33)
Proceeding as before, we may use the table right before (Z19) to derive that
Up1,0(Sam + T) ~ A*Cs 4e3 e"2%4n as n — 00

(recall that in @IF), C41 = Cyo = 0 from Part 1). The growth factor e allows to get a
contradiction as in previous steps. Thus, (£32]) doesn’t hold and C5 4 = 0. The rigorous
justification again follows exactly as in Part 1, thanks to Proposition [£2l This concludes
the proof of Lemma O
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Now, this is the final lemma of the part:
Lemma 4.6. It holds that a,; = O((ngg/z) as n — 0o.

Proof. Since Cs 4 = 0 from Lemma [£5] we go back again to the table right before (€.19)
to derive the following expansion

Ub71,0(8,47n+7') = e% {4A30470B26_5A’" + 2A4Bne_%5f"" (0573 + O(Bn)) +0 (SAme_QSA’")
(4.34)
as n — 00. Making the ratio between the coefficients of the first two terms, we get

A?’Bge*SA,n _ BEL . an712 435
4 —Bsam SAn T 37 (4.35)
AiB, e 2%4An Ae 2 Qn,2

by definitions (49)) and (£I1) of B,, and s4 5. Assuming by contradiction that Lemma F.0]
A,n

doesn’t hold for some subsequence still denoted the same, we see that B, > v Ae™ "7 ,
hence,
Up1,0(840 +T) ~ 4651430470326_8’4’" as n — 0o,

and the growth factor shows that Cyo = 0, which is a contradiction from (46]). The
justification of this step follows as in Part 1. This concludes the proof of Lemma L6 [

Part 3: Possible limits for —%1
an,22

From Lemma 6] we may extract a subsequence (still denoted the same) such that

an,1

5 — Lo asn — oo, (4.36)
Qan,22

for some Ly > 0. Let us assume that Ly > 0 (note that the case Ly = 0 will be ruled out
in Part 4). Using (£35)), we see that

An

B, ~ LO\/Ze_T as n — oo.

From (£.34), we see that

SAn

b 10(sa0 + ) ~ €7 A*Bye”754m <4C4,0L(2) + 2053 + O(SA,ne_T)) as n — 00.
As before, we see from the growth factor that
40470113 + 20573 =0.

Since Cyo < 0 from (L) and Lo > 0, we necessarily see that Cs 3 > 0 and

Cs3
Lo=4/— =, 4.37
0 2Ciro (4.37)

The justification of this part can be done exactly as Part 1.

Part 4: Ruling out the case where a,,1 = o(amg%) as n — 0o
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Let us assume by contradiction that the limit defined in (£.30)) is zero. In other words,
Lo =0. (4.38)

From (£I7) and (£35]), we see that

A,n

A= < B, < A2e™ 1" asn — co. (4.39)

At the end of this part, we will reach a contradiction, ruling this case out. In fact, our
argument will follow from 3 steps:

- In Step 1, we show that a, 1 = O (ai’2| log an72|) as n — 0o.

- In Step 2, we prove that Cs6 = C53 = Cg5 = 0.

- In Step 3, we reach a contradiction and finish the argument of Part 4.

Step 1: Proof of the fact that a,; = O (a2 5|loganz|) as n — oo

Let us first show how the ratio between a,, 1 and a%’2| log ay, 2| naturally arises in our
argument. Using (A34]) together with (£39), we write:

Up1,0(840 +T) = ez {2A4Bne’%sA’"(C5,3 +O0(B,))+0 (sAme’QsA’")} as n — 0o.
(4.40)
Clearly, the balance between the Cs 3 term and the error term is important. Considering
the ratio between the two, we write

3
A*B, e 254n

SA7n6*23A,n

Bn A5 Gn,1
An ~

= A°
sanAe” 2

— as n — oo 4.41
2 @2 JTlog ang (440

thanks to the definitions (£9)) and (£I1)) of B,, and s4,. Thus, the ratio in the title of
Step 1 appears.

Proceeding by contradiction, we assume that (for a subsequence denoted the same),
we have
ap,1 > ai’2| log ay, 2| as n — oo. (4.42)

Using (£41)) and (4.39)), we see that

SAmn SAn

Sane 2 <K B,<e "1 asn— oo (4.43)
Using (4.40), we see that
Up1,0(840 +T) ~ 26§A4Bne*g“’” (Cs340(1)) as n — oo,

and the growth factor implies that
C53=0. (4.44)

The rigorous justification is exactly the same as in earlier steps, relying on Proposition
4.2

At this stage, we need to further refine the Taylor expansion of vy(y,s) given in
(LI2), taking into account that with respect to the expansion ([AI3]), we already have
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Cy1 = Cyp =0C53=Cs54 =0, from Part 1, Lemma and (£44]). Using the strategy
described in Proposition [Il, we write:

6723

2

6723 5
vo(y,s) = — —3 Cioraaphoho —

Ciovaazheho + [Caoe™® — e 2 CF gvaa4] haho

2 6
+ eigs Z 057jh5_jhj + 867230270’}’474,6h6h0 +e % Z Cﬁdhﬁ—jhj
=0

=0
+e72C3 ghghy + O (36—38) , (4.45)
for some real coefficients Cg ; with j = 0,. .., 6, where we have used the following notation

i = /R () (€) e (€)(€) .

with the polynomials defined in (L9) and (28], the weight p in (L) and the convention
Yi,;mn = 0 if [, m or n is negative ,

together with the notation
hihy, which stands for hy(y1)hm (y2).

Following this new refined expansion, we give first the following cancelation:

Claim 4.7. It holds that Css = Cs 5 = 0.

Proof. Using the expansion (d.45]), we give the following table, which is an update of the
former table given right before ([EI4):

Up0,0(54,0 + T) Up1,0(84,n + T) Up,0,1(54,n + 7)
2 Cz%o —27 ,—2s
04,0’74,4,0 ——3 V4,4,0€ e~ “%Amn 0 0
2 Cio ST A212 254 2 —37 —2s4
Chova42 ——5 aa2e (ATBre tAn —Cionaze 2" ABpe =An 0
.
Cy Cyoe” A*Bie—samn 4C, o2z A3B3e=5An 0
70 70 n 70 n
2 2 44 —2 2 —T 43P3 -2
CloY444 —Ciova,44A"Bpe” “54n —4C g vaa4€ 2 A°Bjem 8 An 0
; 3 . T _; _3 . T _; _3
C5,i 0571'6TA5BT51716_58A’" (5—2)0571'62144B;11 teT25Am ZC57Z'€2A4BT5L teT25Am
2 2 —2 2 z —2
Clov446 | Ciovaase” ABY(san +1)e ?4n | 607 g yaa66? A°Bp (540 + T)e >54n 0
; . T i . T —5
C&Z‘ C@JGTAGBT?*Z@*QSA’" (6—1)06,1‘62 A5BT5L ie™254m ZC@JGQ A5B2 ie=254m
3
c?, C3 e’ ABBSe 254 8C2 2" ATBl e~ 254 0
_5g r —3g5y T —3g4 z —3g4
O(se™2%) e"O((sap + 1) 2%4m) e20((sap + 1) 2%4m) e20((sap + 1) 2%4m)
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Please keep in mind that this table is fully justified if 7 is zero or bounded. It happens
that for our argument, we will need 7 = 7,, to go to infinity as n — oo. In that case,
note that the terms bearing the coefficients €2™ and €*7/2 are “artificial” and should not
be taken into account in our argument, including the formal one. This way, we will
ignore those terms in our formal argument. Fortunately, when it comes to the rigorous
argument, this table will be useful for 7 = 0 or bounded, and the conclusion will follow
from the integration of the PDE for 7 ranging between 0 and suitably large values.

- Proof of the fact that Cg e = 0.
Using (4.43]) and the previous table, we may derive the following estimate for large 7:

Vb0.0(5an+7) =€ (A°Ch 6+ o(1))e” 24 as n — oo, (4.46)

and the growth factor implies that
Ce = 0. (4.47)

As we have just written after the previous table, we don’t take into account the term
with €27 is the formal derivation of (#486]). Now, as for the rigorous justification, it goes
as in previous steps, relying on the previous table only for bounded 7, together with
Proposition However, the rigorous proof is a little more delicate than earlier, since
we need to take A large enough in order to conclude, as we explain in the following:

- first, relying on the previous table and (443]), we write the following expansion for
7 =0 (note that it is different from (£.48]), since we have lower order exponential terms
in 7 in the table which cannot be neglected for small 7):

2
_Cip

3 V40 + Cs A% +0(1)| e72%4m as n — oo. (4.48)

Vb,0,0(84,n) =
- second, using Proposition (with D = 4) and proceeding as for (£.27)), we integrate
the ODE (26]) satisfied by vy and write:

Vs € [sam, Dsan), [v00(s) — € vp00(540)| < CeTAte™4n where 7 = 5 — 54,
(4.49)
Using (Z48)), and taking A large enough so that A% term in (48] dominates its neighbor
with Cio, and also the A* term in the right-hand side of ([@49), we see that (Z40) is
justified.

- Proof of the fact that Cg5 = 0.
Proceeding as before, we may write the following expansion:

001(san+7) = €3 {241 Ble™8 4 (G55 + O(B,) (4.50)
+5A4°Bpe %4 (C 5 4+ O(Bn)) + O <SA,n67%SA’n) } '
Assuming by contradiction that Cg 5 # 0, we see from (4.43)) that
b0, (Sam + T) ~ 5e2 A°Bpe™24n Cg 5, (4.51)

and the growth factor leads to a contradiction as usual. Thus, Css = 0. As for the
rigorous justification, it is a little more complicated than usual. Indeed, when 7 = 0, we
have |vp0.1(54,5)| < €254 less than e~2%4» which is the bound Proposition E2] gives
on the quadratic term in the equation (ZG) satisfied by v 0,1. In other words, Proposition
is not enough to show that the linear term dominates the quadratic term when we
integrate equation (2.6]). Thus, we need to refine Proposition in the following;:
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Proposition 4.8 (Uniform expansion for v, ). Following Proposition[{.2 and assuming
that ,
vo(y, s) = Cape *hahg + O(e™2%) as s = o0 (4.52)

(in LY for any q > 2), we claim that for all A > 1 and D > 1, for n large enough, we
have for all s € [SAn, DSan),

6, (4 5) = Cage*halyn)llz < C(A)e™ 2%,

Remark. As we wrote right after Proposition L2] here also, we have the same estimate
valid in Lﬁ, by the same parabolic regularity argument.

Proof. See Subsection [£.4] O

Let us use this proposition to justify (£51]) (note from (€45]) that (A52]) holds here).
Note first from (£43) that the time 7, which allows (45]]) to be equal to some Jy >
satisfies 7, € [0, Dsa ], for some D > 0. Let us then apply Proposition 8 with D =
D+1.

First, when s = 54, we may use (£50) (which is fully justified when 7 = 0) and (£.43))
to write (remember that b = a,, from (4.g])):

Ub,0,1(5.4.n) = BAP Bpe 24 C 5+ O(Ble™2547) + O(s4 e 3507). (4.53)

Now, we recall the ODE (2.0) satisfied by vp0.1:

1
U5 2 s thoa(s) = 5o00a(s) + [ (o9 (12)p(y)dy.

Using Proposition E§ with the L;l) norm (use the remark following the proposition),
we may estimate the quadratic term as follows (note that the contribution of the term
[C10e*ha(y1)]? vanishes thanks to the orthogonality between hy(y1)? and hy(y2) in L%),
and write the following differential inequality on vy 0.1(s):

1
Vs > san, |Ul/7,0,1(5) — —upo1(s)] <C(s — SA7n)678A4672SA’” + C(A)efse’%s/*’"

2
+C(5 — s4,)* ABe™H4n 1 O(A)?e™354m,
Integrating this equation, we see that
Vr >0, [vho1(7+sam) — eFup01(sa0)| < C(A)eFe5oam,

for n large enough. Using (4.53) and ([f.43]), we see that (.5])) is justified. Thus, Cs 5 = 0.
This concludes the proof of Claim [£71 O

Now, we are ready to give the final argument of Step 1.

- Final argument of Step 1. Focusing on vy o(s), we write the following from the table
given right before (£.47):

Ub,LO(SA,n + 7’) = e% {4A3B2C4706_8A’" + 3A4Bie_%8f‘v" (0572 + O(Bn))

+2A° By e %4 (Cg 4 + O(By,)) + O <sA,ne*%SA,n) } .
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Here again, the terms coming with €7/2 in the table should not be taken into account at

the formal level, as we have already explained following that table. Since Cy o # 0 from

(4.6), using (£.43), we see that
Ub,LO(SA,n +7)~ 46§A3B20470678A’" as n — 00,

hence, a contradiction follows from the growth factor ez (the rigorous justification comes
exactly as with the proof of the fact that Css = 0 in Claim 7). This concludes the
argument of Step 1, proving that a, 1 = O(an,22| log ay2|) as n — oo.

Step 2: Proof of the fact that Cs¢ = C53 = Cs5 = 0.

We will prove these 3 cancelations in the order they appear. Before doing that, let
us recall that the Taylor expansion (£I3) still holds. Even better, we already have some
cancelations in that expansion, namely: Cy9 = C41 = 0 and C54 = 0 (use Part 1 and
Lemma [4.5]). One more thing we should keep in mind: using (£3) and Step 1 we know
that

an,QQ L ap1 < C’an,QQI log an 2| as n — oo.

Using the definitions (£9) and (I1)) of B,, and s, we see that

SAn SAn

Ae™ 2 < B, <CAsppe "2 asn— 0. (4.54)

With these facts in mind, we may use the strategy of Proposition [[land refine the Taylor
expansion ([LI12) written for vg(y, s) and prove that:

—2s —2s

e _ _
3 C3 o7a,4.0h0ho — 5 Ciovaa2h2ho + [Cape™ — e °CF gva,4,4] haho

e

vo(y, S) =

3 6
+e2e > Csjhs—jhy + se > CF gyaaeheho + € 2> Co jhejh;
j=0 Jj=0

+ 672SCZ7Oh8h0 + 0 (Seigs) , (4.55)

for some real coefficients Cg j with j = 0,...,6, with the same notations following (4.45).
Let us note that for the formal arguments based on this expansion, the table given right

before (447 is valid here.
In the following, we successively prove the 3 cancelations mentioned in the title of
this step.
- Proof of the fact that Cse = 0.
Using the same strategy as usual, we justify that

Vb0,0(84,n +T) =€" {A4B§€75A’"C470 + APB2e 3547 (Cs 5 + O(By))

+ A% (C s+ O(By)) + O (sane™ 54 ) }.

As we have written following the table given right before (£.47]), we ignore the terms
coming with €?7 in the derivation of this expansion.
Assuming by contradiction that Cg ¢ # 0 and using ([Z54)), we see that

6

Up0,0(840 +7) ~e"A e_QSAv"CGﬁ as n — oo.
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Then, the growth factor e leads to a contradiction (for the rigorous justification, Propo-
sition is enough here, provided that one takes A large enough; for a similar argument
see the proof of the fact that Cs = 0 in Claim [£7] above). Thus, Cs ¢ = 0.

- Proof of the fact that Cs3 = 0.
Using the same strategy as before, and taking into account the size of B, given in (£.54])
and assuming by contradiction that C5 3 # 0, we see that

T _3
Up1,0(840 +T) ~ 2¢z A*B,e 2%4nC5 3 as N — 00,

and the growth factor ez leads to a contradiction, as usual. Once again, the terms with
/2 in the table given right before ([@ZT) are ignored in this expansion. As for the
rigorous argument, Proposition is sufficient for the justification. Thus, C5 3 = 0.

- Proof of the fact that Cg 5 = 0.
By the same strategy, taking into account the size of B, given in (£54]) and assuming
by contradiction that Cs 5 # 0, we see that

T _
Up1,0(840 +T) ~ €2 A’e 28"‘7"0675 as n — 0o,

and the growth factor e leads to a contradiction, as before. Note that we ignored
the terms involving €7/2 in the table given right before #A47). As for the rigorous
justification, it goes as in the proof of the fact Cs = 0 in Claim .7} in particular, the
power of A is crucial. Thus, Cs 5 = 0. This concludes the proof of the cancelations in the
title of Step 2.

Step 3: Final argument of Part 4
Recalling the Taylor expansion (£.55) and the cancelations of Step 2, we may use the
strategy of Proposition [l and get to the next order:

—92s _5g 1
e 2e” 2
’Uo(y, S) = — 3 0270’)/474,0h0h0 - 3 04,0 Z C5,j74757j,17jh17jhj (456)
=0
6—25 9 5 2
- Ciovaa2h2ho — e 2°Cyp Z Cs,jv4,5—5,3—jh3—jh;j
=0
2 3 5
+ [Croe™ = e Clomaaa] haho + Y [Cs e 2* = 272" CuoCs jya 55— lhs—ih;
=0

4 2
_ _ s
+ 5 CF graasheho + €7 Y Cojhe_jhj + Y 257 2°CuoCs j7a5-57—jh7—5h;
J=0 J=0

7 2
5 5
+ E C77j6758h7_jhj + 672SCZ,Oh8h0 + 204706758 E C57jh9_jhj + 0 (826738) ,
Jj=0 Jj=0

for some real coefficients C7 ; with j = 0,...,7, with the notations given after (4.4%]).

With this expansion, we are ready to find the contradiction which will show that
([#38) doesn’t hold, concluding thus the argument of Part 4.
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Starting from the Taylor expansion (£56) and using the usual strategy, we may
update the tool-table before ([£47)) and write the following (note that we include only
the terms generating e®” with o > 0 and that we change the notation by avoiding to
reproduce the coefficients of the first column in the following; in other words, the second
to forth column have to be multiplied by the first in order to get the desired expression):

05,0,0(S4n + T)

Up1,0(84,n + T)

Up,0,1(854,n + 7)

Ca eT AiBle=san 4ez A3Ble=san 0

Csi eTA5B,51_iefgsA’” (5 —i)ez A*Biiesan iez A*BP~ie=sAn
Ciov146 " A°B) (540 + T)e” P An 63 APB(sap + T)e 254n 0

Ce.i eTAGBS*ie*2SA’n (6 _ Z-)egAng—iefzsAm ies A5B2*ie*25Am

)

Cu.0C5,iv4,5—i,7—i

. 5
eTATBI (54 + T)e 254

(7 — i)B%AGBS_i(SAm + T)efgsA’"

. T —3 _5
ie2 ASBI (s 4, 4 T)e 254

; 5 N T _; -5 . T _; -5
Cr.i eTATBT e 2%4m (7T —i)e2 A°BS~te254n ies ASBTlem2%4m
3
C’ZO 627A8B§Le_25f"n eETA7BZe_25A’n 0
. 5 3 . 5 3 . 5
C47OC57Z‘ 62714932726_55‘4’” 65TA8B781716_55A’” 657—148B2716_55A’”
T T
O(s2%e73%) eTO(san + 7)2e3%4m e20(say + 7)%e 354 e20(san + 7)%e 354

As we have written right after the previous table (given right before (£47)), the terms

coming with €27 and e

37/2

are not relevant for our formal argument.

From this table, and focusing only on the terms bearing es (remember, this is formal),
we may write the following expansion:

Ub1,0(540 +7) = €2 {4A33304,0€_8A’” +3AB2e™ 5940 (5.9 + O(By))

+24° e 240 (Co g + O(By)) + A% 340 (Crg + O(By)) + Osan’e 24m) |

SAn
Since B, > e~ 2 by ([@3)) (translated in particular in (£54])), we clearly see that

T _
Up1,0(840 +T) ~ 4e2A3Bf’LC47Oe S4n as n — 00,

since Cy o # 0 by (d6]). Choosing a suitable 7, we reach a contradiction with ([£.23) as
usual, at least formally. Now, on a rigorous level, Proposition is not enough, and
one needs to use Proposition L8] and the following argument to conclude (note that
Proposition [L.8 can indeed be applied here, since the hypothesis ([4.52)) is fulfilled thanks
to (A356). Therefore, the limit Ly given in (430) is zero.

As a conclusion to Subsection [1.2] whenever we are in the superquadratic case (£.3)),
only the 3/2 power regime is allowed, with a constant Ly given by (£37). In the next
subsection, we will investigate the quadratic regime.
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4.3 The quadratic regime

This part is devoted to the study of the quadratic regime mentioned on page[I3l Precisely,
we assume that
Ap,1 ~ Lan,Q2 as n — 0o, (4.57)

for some L > 0. We will show that L can enjoy only a finite number of values, which
depend on the Taylor expansion of the solution.

Our strategy in the same as before: use the Taylor expansion of vg(y,s) to derive
an expansion for vy(y, s) with b = a,,. The non-growth condition imposed on the three
components vy .0, Up,1,0 and v 01 then implies some conditions on the coefficients as
usual. It happens that those conditions take the form of polynomial equations on L,
whose coeflicients are derived from the Taylor expansion.

We proceed in 3 steps, where we successively improve the Taylor expansion of the solu-
tion, in order to find the values of L.

Step 1: Expansion of order e~3%4n in Ub,1,0
To begin with, let us recall that the expansion (IL12) is valid here. In particular, the
table given right before (AI9]) will be useful in our argument. Noting that

An

By, ~ LAe 3" asn — oo (4.58)
from (4L57) and (£IT), then, using our usual strategy, we prove formally that
Up1,0(840+T) = eF Ale—35am (2C42L + Cs 4+ 0(1)) as n — oc.
Given the exponential growth factor, this implies that
2042L +C54 =10 (4.59)

(in order to justify rigorously this estimate, simply note that Proposition holds here,
since it only uses the fact that (LI2) holds, which is the case here; using the ODE
argument given after Proposition allows us to conclude).

If Cy2 # 0, then Cy2 < 0 from (LI3), and (4359) implies that

_ Csa
2Cy 9

Since L > 0, this implies that C5 4 > 0. Thus, we assume in the following that

Cy2=0. (4.60)

Since the multilinear form in (LI0]) is nonnegative, this implies that
Cs1=0. (4.61)

Using (£.59), we also derive that
Cs4 = 0. (4.62)

)

Step 2: Expansion of order e 2*4n in the 3 expanding components
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Starting from the second order expansion (ILI2]) and using (A.60]), (£61) and (4.62)),
we may use the strategy of Proposition [I] to derive the following third order Taylor
expansion, analogous to (4.45]) above (with the same notations):

—2s —2s
e e _ _
vo(y,s) = — 3 CZov4,40hoho — 7027074,4,2@% + [Cape™ — e CF gva,4,4) haho
5 3 6
+ e 2° Z Cs,;hs—jh; + se” > C} yvaa6heho + e Z Ce,jhe—jh;
=0 =0
+ 672SCZ7Oh8h0 + 0 (Seigs) , (4.63)
for some real coefficients Cg ; with j = 0,...,6.

Using our usual strategy, we derive the following expansion:
b1,0(5am +7) = €2 A% 24 (2LC5 3+ Co 5 + o(1)),

at least on a formal level (this time, the table right before (4.48) is useful to derive this,
together with the estimate (£58) on B,). The exponential growth factor then implies
that

2LCs53+ Cp5 =0 (4.64)

(as for the rigorous justification, again, Proposition is sufficient, since the power of
A in the linear term in the ODE solution is 5, larger that 4, which is the power of the
quadratic contribution).

If C53 # 0, then we see that

__ Ges
2C573 '
Thus, we assume in the following that
Cs3=0. (4.65)
Using ([4.64]), we see that
Ces = 0. (4.66)

Writing the expansion of v, 0o this time, we formally see from (£358)) and the table given

before (4.40]) that
Up0,0(840 +T) = e" ASe=254n (Ce6+0(1)),

and the growth factor implies that
Ce6 =0 (4.67)

(again, the rigorous justification uses Proposition and the difference of the powers of
A between the linear term and the quadratic term in the solution of the ODE (6 against

4)).

Step 3: Expansion of order e~3%4n in two expanding components

At this stage, we need to further improve expansion (£G3) up to the forth order.
Starting from (4.63]) and using the strategy of Proposition [l together with (£.65), (466l
and (467, we write a similar expansion to (L56]):

e 2 2538 !
vo(y, s) = — 3 Ci074,4,0h0ho — 3 C4,0205,j74,5—j,1—jh1—jhj

Jj=0
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_9g 2
2 _5
5 Ciovaa2h2ho — e 2804,05 Cs jva5—j,3—jha—jhj
Jj=0

+ [Cape™ = 672802074,4,4] haho

e

2
_3 _5
+ ) [Csje72° = 2¢72°CuoCs 74,535 51h5-5h; (4.68)
=0

4 2
_ _ _5
+ se 2502,0747476h6h0+€ 2s E C&jh(;_jhj—i- E 2se 280470057j'}’475_j77_jh7_jhj
J=0 J=0

7 2
5 5
+ Z 07,j6758h7_jhj + 6728020h8h0 + 204,06758 Z 05,jh9_jhj +0 (826738) ,
§=0 §=0
for some real coefficients C7 ; with j = 0,...,7, with the notations given after (4.45).

Starting from the table in Step 3 of Part 4 above, together with estimate (£58) on
B,,, we formally obtain the following, thanks to our usual strategy:

.00(54m +7) = €7 ATe™254m (Cr 7 + 0(1)), (4.69)
Uh10(5an +T) = 5 ASe 554 (413 Cy g + BL2Cy 9 + 2LCs 4 + Cr 6 + o(1)).
The growth factors both imply that (at least formally)
C77=0and 4L3Cy o+ 3L*C55 + 2LCs 4 + C76 = 0. (4.70)

In particular, we see that L solves an equation of degree 3 (remember that Cyo # 0 from
(LI3)). Thus, it can at most bear 3 values. We need of course to justify (£.70]) rigorously.
For that, we need to refine Proposition .8 up to the order e~ 354 More precisely, this
is our statement:

Proposition 4.9 (Uniform estimate of v,, (y,54,,) up to the order e_%SA’"). With all
the information we have in this Step 3 of Subsection[{.3, we claim that that for all A > 1
and D > 1, for n large enough, we have for all s € [San, DSAn),

1Va,, (y,8) — Cape " ha(y1)l 12 < C A2 554m
Proof. See Subsection [£.4] O

As one may see by comparing the 2 propositions, the new version replaces the C'(A)
constant appearing in Proposition .8 by C A%2. With this improvement, the argument
given right after that proposition works (thanks to the difference between the powers of
A), confirming the validity of (470]). Note however that expansion (£69) is valid for 7
large, but not for 7 = 0; for that reason, one has to carefully use ({.G8) to derive that

6_28‘4’"

_5 2
Up0,0(84,n) = —TCE,OMA,O +e 25A’"(—§AC4,OC5,174,4,0 + ACr 7 +0(1)).

Apart from that, the adaptation of the argument given right after Proposition E.§] is
straightforward.

This concludes the proof of Theorem Bl when m = 4, if one assumes the result of
Propositions [2] [1.8 and A9 In order to finish the argument, those propositions will be
proved in the next subsection.
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4.4 Uniform estimates for w,,

This subsection is dedicated to the proofs of Propositions 2] [4.8] and L9 This is the
only missing element to terminate the proof of Theorem [ in the case m = 4, given in
the previous subsections.

Proof of Proposition[{.3 We will in fact sketch the idea, and avoid giving details.
Let us first start by recalling from Khenissy, Rebai and Zaag [10] that

Va, (4, 8) ~ P{2§i§4}(van) as s — 00, (4.71)

uniformly for n large enough (see Theorem 1 page 4 in that paper). We also know from

#22) that

Hvan(s)HLg —0as s — oo,

uniformly in n. From (@71]), our desired conclusion will follow if we fix Cp > 0 such that
forany A>1and D > 1,

Vi=2,3,4, Vj=0,...,9, Vs € [san Dsanl, |Va,i;j(s)] <CoA2e 54m (4.72)

whenever n is large enough.

We proceed in 2 steps to fix such a Cp: in Step 1, we initialize ([L72) at s = 54y, then,
in Step 2, we proceed by contradiction to prove it for s > s4, (the integration of the
projections of equation (Z.2)) on the various coordinates will be crucial for our argument).
Step 1: Initialization of (LT2)). Since there is a universal constant C > 1 such that for
any v € L% and ¢ = 2, 3,4,

1
Gy ax [vigl < [Pi(v)llcz < Co max fuil, (4.73)
using (4.26) together with (LTI]), we see that
Vi=2,3,4, Vj=0,...,0, |[Vg.i;(5an) <CA%e 54n (4.74)

whenever 7 is large enough, for some universal constant C' > 0.
Fixing

Co = 2C, (4.75)
we guarantee from (A74) that ([£72) holds at s = s4.,.
In particular, (£772) holds at s = s .
Step 2: The contradiction argument. Let us assume by contradiction that (AL72) is true
for all s € [san,s}], for some minimal s} < Dsy , and stops from being true at s = s;;.
From Step 1 and continuity, it follows that s}, > s4,. This also implies that we have an
equality case at s = s;,, in the sense that

[Van.ij(s5)] = CoA%e™*4n for some i = 2,3,4 and j =0, ..., . (4.76)
Starting from (Z75), we integrate the ODE (2Z6) satisfied by v, i ;, with 2 < i < 4:
)

U5 2 s 5(5) = (1= 50 (9)+ [ b)), (027 p(0)
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Since ([@72) is valid for all s € [s4 ., )], using ([@TI]), we have

| / Fie (1) (92) v, (s 8)2p(y)dy| < CCZAYe 25

(in fact, we need here an estimate in the Lf) norm and not just in the L%, and this
is possible thanks to parabolic regularity, as we have already explained right after the
statement of Proposition {.2)). Therefore, for all s € [s4 ., s};], we have
1 _
[0,3,5(5) = (1= 5)van,i5(5)] < CCFAte >,

Recalling that s;, < Dsya p, we integrate this differential inequality, ending with

i

[Vay,ij(s)] < €725 |y, o i(540) + CCFA e 4 (s — s4,0),

< %A%’SM +CC2AY 2540 (D — 1)s4,, < 3%‘)%126*“’”, (4.77)

if n is large enough. This means in particular that (£76]) is not true and concludes the
proof of Proposition O

Proof of Proposition[].8 Following Proposition [£.2] we assume that (£52) holds. We
also recall from (£9) that B,, — 0 as n — oo.

We proceed in 2 steps: we first initialize the estimate at s = s4 5, then, we use the bound
in Proposition [.2] to derive then integrate differential inequalities satisfied by the various
components.

Step 1: Initialization at s = sa,. Using the expansion (£52) and using our geometric
transformation as usual, we may write the following estimates for the various components
of the solution at s = s, (for the last estimate, remember that (52 holds also in Lf)
and use the Cauchy-Schwarz identity as we did for (£.25)):

Uan,4,0(SA,n) = 0470678’4’" + 0(67%“’"), (4.78)
|Vay i j(54.0)| < Cie™2%4m if (i, §) # (4,0), (4.79)
1Pe 33 (Ve (s40)) 22 < C(A)em 2%, (4.80)

Step 2: Differential inequalities satisfied by the various components. Using Proposition
whose conclusion also holds in Lﬁ, as explained in the remark following its statement,
we may write the following differential inequalities, for n large enough and for all s €

[$Ams Dsan),
Vie N, Vj=0,...,1, \vflmi,j(s) - (1- %)van7i7j(s)] < CjA%e 25am,
d i 4
1 Pocr gy Can (DI < 201 = DIP(uy s (v ()3 +C2A% 00,
Integrating these various differential inequalities, we get the following estimates, for n
large enough and for all s € [s4 ., Dsanl,

Vi=0,1, V§j=0,....4, |4, (s)] < CA%e 254 (4.81)

Vi=10,1,2, [v4,2;(s) = Va.2,j(san)| < C(s — san)Ate >4,
(4.82)
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Vi=3.4, Vj=0,....4 |va,i;(s)—el™DEsany © (s4,)] < CA*e 254 (4.83)
_3(g— _
1Pre—33(va, (9))llzz < €207 | P sy (va, (s40)) 3 + CAe 24, (4.84)

Using (A78)-(80), and recalling that s < Ds4 ,, we conclude the proof of Proposition
4.5 ]

Proof of Proposition[{.9 Note first that we can use all the information available in Step
3 of Subsection 3] For the proof, we follow the proof of Proposition [4.8] with only one
modification: we need to refine identities (.78)-(4£=80) so that we reach the orders e~ 2%4».

S

For that reason, we will keep only the e™* and ¢~2% terms in the expansion (A.G68) and

write )
3
Uo(y, 8) = C4,oe_sh4ho + e 2° Z 05,jh5_jhj + 0(86_28)
=0
as s — oo, in LH(RY), for any g > 2. Then, using the estimate (Z58) on B,, together

with the change of variables ([{12]) (with 7 = 0), we may use the binomial relation (B.14])
to write

b (Ybs Sa.n) =Caoe” 4 [ha(yp1) + 4hs(yp1)ABy, + O(B2)]

2
+ eigs’q’" Z Cs jhs—; (be)hj (yp,2) + O(C(A)SAmei%A’”)
=0

in L2(R™) as n — oo, thanks to the same justification as for (£25]). This can be trans-
lated as follows:
Wh0(san) = 4CioLA%e™ 354 4 o™ 354m),
v4.0(540) = Cape™ 47 4+ O (C(A)sane 24m)
) = Cs4e” 254 + O (C(A)sane 24n)

sup (00,0, (54.0)] + | Ppre 3y (Van (54.0) 12 < C(A)sane” 20
(1.5)#{(3,0),(4,0),(5,0),(5,1),(5,2)}
Using these estimates as initial data, together with the estimates (£81))-(4.84]), which
hold here, since the hypotheses of Proposition 4.8 hold also (because ([£.52]) follows from
([£568]), which holds like all the information of Step 3 in Subsection 3] we conclude the
proof of Proposition 9] (we also need Proposition [£.2)). O

for i =0,1,2 vp5:(5am

We have just proved the Propositions 2] 8 and 9] in this subsection, finishing
this way the proof of Theorem [l

5 Rigidity in the geometry of the blow-up set when m > 6

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem Bl when m > 6. As for m = 4, the proof
uses the same strategy based on the geometric transformation (B3) given in Step 2 of
the proof of Theorem Bl However, the number of steps depends linearly on m. For that
reason, we have to proceed differently, at some point in the proof. In addition, we have
more complicated formulas, and of course in the outcome, the result for m > 6 is less
explicit, hence, less spectacular than for m = 4. Accordingly, we only give the main steps
of the proof and don’t insist on details.
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Proof of Theorem[3 when m > 6. Consider u(x,t) a solution of equation (I.I]) blowing
up at time 7" > 0. Assume that the origin is a non isolated blow-up point where m(0) =
m > 6 is even and consider an arbitrary sequence of non-zero blow-up points a, =
(@n,1,an,2) converging to the origin as n — oo.
(i) This item follows exactly as in the case m = 4 (see Subsection[fIlabove). In particular,
after extracting a subsequence and making a suitable change of variables, we may assume
that

an,1 > 0and apo >0 forallneN (5.1)

and
an,1 = 0(an2). (5.2)

Note that Theorem [2] holds here, and so does the expansion (LI2), and that the multi-
linear form in (LI0) is non zero and nonnegative.

(ii) Following (£.2), after the extraction of a subsequence still denoted the same, we
identify 3 possible regimes for a,: superquadratic, quadratic and subquadratic, as with
m = 4. We then proceed in 3 parts:

- Part 1 is dedicated to the superquadratic case, where a,, 1 > an722 as n — 00.

- In Part 2, we deal with the quadratic case, where a, 1 ~ Lan722, for some L > 0.

- Finally, in Part 3, we gather all the information and conclude the proof of Theorem [Bl

Part 1: Quantified superquadratic regimes for a,,
In this part, we assume that

a1 > ai,Q as n — oo. (5.3)

We then proceed in 4 steps:

- In Step 1, we show that C, ;-2 = Cm—3 = 0, where those coefficients appear in the
expansion ([L12)).

- In Step 2, we introduce a new parameter 6 to measure the convergence of B,, = ay,1/an 2
to 0 in exponential scales of s 4, defined in (£I1]), and show that 6 enjoys only a finite
number of values in Q\{0}.

- In Step 3, we make a refinement of Step 2, by introducing one further parameter a to
measure the convergence of B, to 0 in polynomial corrections of exponential scales, and
show that a enjoys only a finite number of values in Q.

- In Step 4, following Steps 2 and 3, we make one further refinement, by introducing
a new variable v, to quantify the convergence of B,, to 0, and show that it converges
(up to a subsequence) to some value related to some root of a polynomial involving the
coefficients of the Taylor expansion of vy(y, s).

Step 1: Proof of the fact that C,, ,,—2 = Cyy ;-3 =0

Considering the expansion ([LI2)), we will now prove that Cp, p—2 = Cpym—3 = 0.
As in the case m = 4, the nonnegativity of the multilinear form ([[I0) implies that
it is enough to show that C), ,,—2 = 0. Proceeding by contradiction, we assume that
Crmm—2 # 0. Let us reach a contradiction from the behavior of wj, defined by ([@I2),
where b = a,,. Using the notations and assumptions in (£9)-([£I1]), we see from (E.3)),

(#I8) and (B2)) that

SAn

1> B,> Ae "2 asn — oo. (5.4)
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Using the expansion ([LI2)) and proceeding as in Part 1 of Subsection when m = 4,
both formally and rigorously, we readily see that

Up1.0(540 +T) ~ 202 A" LB, Gy 0120540 as 5 00,
The growth factor leads to contradiction. Thus, Cy, j—2 = 0 and Cyy, 4, —3 = 0 too.

Step 2: Measuring B, in exponential scales of 54 .
From (5.4]), we may assume that

log B,

SAn

1
— 0 €0, 5] or equivalently that B, = e~ +oW)san a5 pn 5 00, (5.5)

up to a extracting a subsequence, still denoted the same. Now, we are going to prove the
following three-fold statement:

Proposition 5.1.

(i) The limit 0 € [0, ] defined in (5.H) is rational.

(i) It holds that 6 # 0.

(i1i) In fact, O enjoys only a finite number of rational values in Ey U Eo where the two

sets By and Ey are defined below respectively in (518) and (5:19).

Remark. In fact, as we will see from the proof, items (ii) and (iii) are by-products of the
proof of item (i). For clarity, we dedicate the next step to the proof of item (i), then, we
explain how to derive items (ii) and (iii) in the following steps.

Remark. Note that
L
EluEgc{ﬁ 1<G<2m-—-3and 1 <L <min(G,m — 2)}.

Proof. We will give the proof of the three items successively.

- Proof of item (i) of Proposition [51

Using the strategy of Proposition [Il we may refine the Taylor expansion of vy(y, s)
(equal to wo(y,s) — 1 by definition ([ZI))) given in (LI2) (recalling that C,m—2 =
Crnm—3 = 0 from Step 1), up to the order O(se>=™)3):

1-m g =
vo(y, s) =el!~2)° Z Conjhm—j (DR (y2) + €2 ° Y Crngt jhunt1—5(y1)h; (y2)

5=0
(17E)s 2m—3 k )
+el7D0 Y Y Ol (1)hy(y2) + B (y, 5) (5.6)
k=m+2 j=0

with 7o (y, s) = O(se>~")%) as s — co. Note that we stopped in this expansion when the
quadratic term in the equation (2.2)) satisfied by vy (y, s) becomes relevant; this way, we
only have “linear terms” in our expansion.

Using the transformation (3.5), we may use the expansion in (5.6]) to derive the following
expansion for vy(yp, s4, + 7), which is analogous to ([@13]), with 7 > 0:

m—2
b Yoy Sam + 7) = 72 EanFT) Z Conihm—i(yp1 + ABne? )hj(yp2 + Ae?)
7=0
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m
1—m T T
te 2 CantDN " 1 (ys1 + ABre?)hj(yso + Ae?)

J=0

2m—3 k

k T T
+ e(1=5)(sa,n+7) Z Z C]w‘hlg—j(yb,l + ABnef)hj(be + Ae?2)

k=m+2 j=0

+ Up(yp, SAn + 7).

(5.7)

As before, for more visibility, we may write the following table giving the expansion for
the 3 expanding components v4,0.0(54,n+7), Vp,0,1(San+7) and vy 1,0(s4n+7), for 7 > 0:

05,0,0(SA,n + T)

Up1,0(84,n + T)

Up0,1(54,n + T)

Con.j Cpnje” A BT o= %)san m — §)Cpm ez AP BT 0=F)5an | 50, seT AmI BT (1= F)5An
™m,j m,j J)m,g JCm,j
4 1= T i 1= T _ s 1=
C C T AL BT S5 s | (41 — §)C €T AMB e s | O ez Am Bt san
m+1,j m+1,j J)Cm+1,5 JCm41,5
—j k . T —1—y _k . T 4 _k
Ch. s Cy. e" AFBF I o(1=3)54n k— §)C, ez AF-1BF 170 (1=3)san Cy. ez AF=1BE=T (1=5)sam
k,j k,j n J)Vk g n JUk,j n

Up(Yp, SAn +T)

Up0,0(SAn+T)

Up0,1(54,0 +7)

Up1,0(54,0 +7)

with the rest terms satisfying

2—m)san

‘@b,i,j(ybasA,n)’ S C(A7i7j)SA,ne( ) (58)

with the same argument as for ([3.10]).

Now, proceeding by contradiction, we assume that 6 is not rational. Let us first
explain our argument. As in the case m = 4, the contradiction will follow from the
behavior of one of the 3 components shown in the table above. In fact, since the multi-
linear form in (IZI0)) is non zero, there is [ = 0, ..., m such that C,,; # 0. Therefore, it is
convenient to choose a component involving this C,, ;, hoping to reach a contradiction.
Since [ € [0,m — 4] from (I2) and Step 1, we focus on the first two components, since
the third misses C), 9. More precisely, we will choose the second component, namely
Up1,0(84,n + T), since it involves lower powers of the small parameter B,. Furthermore,
we need the coefficient of the term involving Cp, ;, namely Am—les B,T_l_le(l_%)sf‘v", to
be dominant with respect to the error term whose size is shown in (5.8)). Since we have
from (5.0 that

Am—leg Bgm—l—le(l—%)sAm > Am—lengm—le(l—%)sA’n — Am—leg6(1—%—(771—1)94—0(1))814,71

(5.9)
as n — 00, a sufficient condition for this is to have
-2 m-1)8>2 o< 2 (5.10)
5 m m, i.e. 1) .

Accordingly, since 6 € [0, 3] by (5.5), we consider two cases in the following:

Case 1: 0 € | 72)). From the table above together with (0.8]), we consider the

_m—s
» 2(m—1
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following expansion:

Ub,l,O(SA,n + 7-) = e% Z e(l—g)SA,nAk—l(k _ j)CkJ‘Bg_l_j + O(SAme(Q—m)SA,n) ,
(k,j)€H1

where

Ck; # 0 and e(lfg)sA’"B,’fl*j > SA,ne@*m)sA’”}.

We first note that Hy # (), since it contains (m,l), by (59) and (5I0). Second, the
following non-codominance property between all terms in the expansion (5.11]) allows us
to conclude:

Lemma 5.2 (No codominance of terms in the expansion of wvy10(san + 7)). Con-
sider two terms in the expansion (B11)), say (k —j)C’kJAk_lBﬁ_l_j6(1’%)5/&" and (k' —
jl)Ck/J/Ak/*lBﬁ,_l_jle(l_%)SA’" with Ck,jCk/,j/ 7é 0, m < /{?, K < 2m—3, 0 Sj < k— 1,
0<j <k —1, and (k,j) # (K',j'). Then, one of the terms dominates the other as
n— 0.

Indeed, if this lemma holds, recalling that Hy is a non empty finite set, we may consider
(k,j) € Hy such that

vp10(Sam +T) ~ ez (]}; _ j)CEJAE—lBE—lfje(lf%)SA,n (5.13)

as n — oo, with Cy 5 # 0. From the growth factor e, the coordinate Up10(840 + T)
will grow, and a contradiction follows as usual, both for the formal and the rigorous
argument. It remains then to prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma[522. Using the expansion of B, in (5.0, we see that
(k — §)Crj AP LBE 10004 — (k — j)Cy ;AP — (k1m0 4e)san (5.14)

as n — oo, with a similar expansion with (£, j'). Since (k,j) # (K, '), it follows that
(k,k — j) # (K',kK' — j'). Therefore, recalling that 6 is not rational (this is in fact the
contradiction hypothesis), it follows that

k . K / ./
1= D= h=1=0 A1 =5 = (K =150,

and the conclusion follows. O

Remark. From this proof, we see that the hypothesis that 6 is not rational is too strong.
In fact, the argument works whenever 6 avoids the rationals which are of the form
W, which make a finite collection of numbers, due to the boundedness of
the ranges where the parameters lay. This remark will show to be crucial below, while

adapting the present step in order to derive the proof of item (iii) of Proposition 5.1
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Case 2: 0 € [2(”7}1—__21), %] It happens that the argument of Case 1 works here, with
small natural adaptations.
The first problem is that the terms in the expansion (5.I1I) may all be dominated by the
error term, therefore, we need to go further in the Taylor expansion (B5.6]), and this is
possible thanks to Proposition [Il The question then is to know the order up to which we
carry on the Taylor expansion.

To find that, note that focusing on terms with C}, ; # 0 is a convenient way to have
a relevant term in the expansion of w1 (san + 7). Such a term exists with (k,j) =
(m,1), since we know that the multilinear form in (LI0) is non-zero. It remains then to
guarantee that the order in front of Cp,;, namely e(l_%)SA’"BZL”*I*l, is dominant with
respect to the error term. Since I > 0, hence e(!=2)%an Bm=1=l > ((1=5)san gm—1 —
(=5 —(m=1f+o())san a5 n — oo by (E5), we simply need to refine the the Taylor
expansion (B.6]) of vy(y, s) up to the order O(sye(k%)s) for some v > 0, with M € N
given by
M=1(20+1)(m—1)], (5.15)

where the notation [| stands for the ceiling (or upper integer part) of a given number.
This is possible, thanks to Proposition [Il However, in comparison with the Taylor expan-
sion given in (5.6), now we will see “resonant” terms, of order sie(k%)s, the first among
them occurs at k = 2m — 2, and corresponds to the effect of the quadratic term in (2.2)).

More precisely, that term is of order se>~™.

Now, using the geometric transformation given in Step 2 of Section Bl we may write
an expansion of vp(yp, 54, + 7) analogous to (B.7). We may also write a table similar to
the one right before (B.§), giving an expansion for vy 1 0(s4,, + 7) analogous to (L.I1J),
and which shows resonant orders, as follows:

Ub,l,O(SA,n + 7') = 6% Z (SA,TL + T)ie(l_g)SA,nAk—l(kj _ J)C‘kaJBykL—l_j
(k;vjvi)eHQ

+O(s4,7e ) (5.16)
where Hy C N? is a natural adaptation of the set Hy (5.12)) as follows:

Hy={(k,j,i) | m<k<M, 0<j<k—1, 0<i<i,, (5.17)

~ i k : 1-M
Ck,j,i 75 0 and SA,nze(l_E)SA’"BS_l_j > SA,nVe(T)SAvn},

where i € N is positive only at resonant orders.

As in Case 1, we first note that Hs is non empty, thanks to the choice of the order M
(BI5) up to which we made the Taylor expansion. Furthermore, the non-codominance
property holds here too!

Before proving that, we would like to comment on the time interval where we inves-
tigate the codominance property. In Case 1, all the terms in the expansion (G.II]) are
multiples of the sole function e2. Comparing them at 7 = 0 or on any subinterval of
[0,00) gives the same order. Here in Case 2, we have resonant terms, namely multiples
of (san + T)ieg with ¢ € N, and the comparison at 7 = 0 or on a larger interval may
be different, depending on the coefficient in front of the function and also on the size
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of the interval. For that reason, we need to clearly fix some interval where we make
the comparison. The most natural choice is simply the time interval of validity of the
expansion (5.I6]), namely, the interval where all the functions stay less than some fixed
small §g > 0. More precisely, given some (k,j,i) € Ho, we take 7 € [0, 7 j i.n] such that

.
;o kygyin

k - .
(San+ Thjin)'e 2 e(l_E)SA’"Ak_l(k‘ — j)CkJ,iBﬁ_l_] = dp.

Since the function 7 + (sa, + 7)%2 is increasing, we clearly have from (5.5) that
Tk,jin — 00 as m — 0o, and

Thjim ~ [k —2+20(k —1—j)]san as n — oo

(note that the coefficient of s, is positive, since § > 0 and k > m > 6).
Since 6 <m < k < M and 6 € [0, 3], it follows that k—2+20(k—1—j) € [k—2,2k—3] C
[m —2,2M — 3], hence

Tk, j in < (2M — 2)8,4771

for n large enough. Thus, we will consider 7 € [0, (2M —2)s4 ). On that interval, we see
that the resonant function (s4, + 7)'e2 is comparable to a pure exponential function,
in the sense that

V7 € [0,(2M — 2)s4,), sAmie% < (Sam +T)i€% < (2M — 2)isA7nie%.

Thus, the codominance property can be checked at 7 = 0, as we did in Case 1.

Consider then two different (k,7,i) and (k’,j,i') in Ho, and let us show that either
(san+ T)ieg e(l’%)sA’”Bﬁ_l_j or (san+ T)i/e%e(lf%)sA’"Bﬁl_l_jl dominates the other,
for n large and 7 = 0, which is legitimate, from the reduction we have just proved above.

Note first from (5.5) that

SA’nie(lfg)sA,ntflfj _ SAmie(lf%f(kflfj)GJro(l)))sAm’
as n — 0o, with a similar estimate for (¥, j,7).

IF (k, j) # (K, ), then (k,k—j) # (K', K’ — '), hence 1— & — (k=1 )8 £ 1— & — (i -
1 —47)0, since 0 is not rational. Taking n large enough, we see that one term dominates
the other.

Now, if (k,j) = (K',j'), then i # ¢/, and the two terms are different by the power of
54, (their ratio is exactly 5,47”’_",), and this implies that one term dominates the other.
Thus, we see that the non-codominance property holds in Case 2 too.

Since the set Hy is finite and non empty, we may consider (k, j,4) € Hs such that

= o _ o~ 7 T . k
Ub1,0(Sam +T) ~ (san + 7)'€2 (k= j)Cp 5 ;A B 1Tl 2)san

as n — oo, with CN',;ﬂ # 0. From the growth factor e, the coordinate Up1,0(84,n + T)
will grow, and a contradiction follows as usual.

Of course, our argument in Cases 1 and 2 is formal, however, it can be made rigorous
as usual, like we did at the end of Part 1 of Subsection in the case where m = 4.
This finishes the proof of item (i) in Proposition 511

- Proof of item (ii) of Proposition [51l
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The result comes from a small modification of the argument of the proof of item (i).
Assume by contradiction that € defined in (5.5]) is zero. All the argument of the proof of
item (i) holds here, and we naturally fall in Case 1. In particular (5.I1)) holds and the
finite set H; defined in (5.12) is non empty. It remains just to check the non dominance
property stated in Lemma Let us consider (k,j) and (K, ;') with Cy;Cp j» # 0,
m<kkE <2m-3,0<;57<k—-1,0<j <k —1,and (k,j) # (K,j), and show
that either (k — j)Ck,jAk_lBﬁflfje(l’%)SAWL or (k' — j’)Ck/,j/Ak/_lBﬁLl*jle(lf%)SAJL
dominates the other .

If k # K/, then this is clear from (5.14).

If k& = k', then, recalling that (k,j) # (k',j'), we necessarily see that j # j’, hence
the power of B,, is not the same in the two terms. Since B,, — 0 from (5.4]), one term
dominates the other. Thus, Lemma [(.21holds here too, and one can carry on the argument
of the proof of item (i) to derive that (5.I3) holds, which yields a contradiction from the
exponential factor. Thus, 6 # 0.

- Proof of item (i1i) of Proposition [51

In this step, we explain how to derive item (iii) of Proposition 5.1l from the proof of
item (i).

As announced earlier, our argument is a small adaptation of the argument already
used for the proof of item (i). The key idea for the adaptation was already mentioned
in the remark following the proof of Lemma having a non rational 6 is a too strong
condition to guarantee non-codominance. according to that remark and to the two cases
mentioned in the proof of item (i), we immediately see that 6 should avoid the following
two sets, in order for the contradiction argument to work:

m—2 K —k

B, =0, N , | m<kK<2m-—3, 5.18
=5 M —w 15
0<j<k—1, 0<j <k —1,(k,j) # (K,j") and k —j # k' — j'}.
m—2 1 K —k

Ey=|—— =-IN <kk <2m-2 5.19
=y ey gy | R S (519)
0<j<k—1, 0<j <k —1,(k,j) # K,j") and k —j # k' —j'}.

This concludes the proof of Proposition (.11 O

Step 3: Polynomial corrections to the exponential decay of B,,.
In Step 2, we showed that

B, = efesA’"gon where ¢, = e?54n) a5 p — 0, (5.20)

for some 0 € (0, %] N Q enjoying only a finite number of values. As one recalls from

the proof, our starting point in the proof lays in the Taylor expansion of the solution
vo(y, s) provided by Proposition[Il As that proposition allows the existence of “resonant”
terms, of the type sie(k%)s, it is natural to expect that the o(sa,) in (5.20) is of order
alog s 4, for some a € R, resulting in ¢,, ~ s4,,“. This is precisely the aim of this step.
Let us then assume that for up some subsequence denoted the same, we have

log n,
logsan

— a € [—00, 400]. (5.21)
We claim the following:
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Proposition 5.3.
(i) If 0 € [0, 5/~ 2(m 1)) then a = 0.
(i1) If 6 € [2(m L 1], then a € E3 defined by

Z—Z
E; = { m<kkK<MO0O<j<k—-1,0<j5 <k -1, 5.22
-7 (522

0<q SZka 0 SZ, SZk/a(ku?aZ) 7é (k,uj,ai,) andk—j #k/_j,}7

where M is defined in (5I5]) and iy right after (5.17).

Proof. We proceed in 2 steps:
- We first show that « is finite.
- Then, we show that « enjoys a finite number of rational values.

- Proof of the fact that « is finite.
Let us assume by contradiction that

1 1
ogen . logen

log san logsan

— 00 as n — 0. (5.23)

for a subsequence still denoted the same. In particular, this implies that
either ¢, — 0 or ¢, — 00, as n — o0. (5.24)

Our idea is to follow the pattern of the proof of item (i) of Proposition Bl where we
proved that 6 is rational. Naturally, we consider the two cases mentioned in that step.

Case 1: 0 € [0 ,2(m 1)) Even though 6 is rational this time, the expansion (5.11))
remains valid with the same finite set H; defined in (5.12), which is non empty, for
the same reason. If we can show the non-codominance property as in Lemma [1.2]
then, we are done. Let us then prove that lemma, in this new setting. Of course,
we need a different argument, since 6 is rational this time, and the issue concerns
the following order term, involving the limit « defined in (B.2I)). Consider then two
terms in the expansion (BII) of vy 1,0(sam + 7), say (k — j)C’kJAk*lBﬁ_l_je(l*g)s&"

and (K — j')Cp j A¥ LBF 7177 e0=F)san with Oy ;Cpryr # 0, m < kK < 2m — 3,
0<j<k—-1,0<j <k —1,and (k,j) # (K,j). By definition ([5:20) of ¢,, we see
that

(k — ])Ck]Ak lBk 1-j ,(1=3)sa,n = (k—7)Ch; AR (15— (k—1— J)G))SA,n(pﬁ*l*j7 (5.25)

with a similar expansion for (¥, j).

fl1-%2—(k—1-50+#1- %/ — (K —1 — j")8, recalling that ,, = e°*4n) as stated in
E20), we see that one of the two terms dominates the other.

Now, if 1—5—(k—1—35)0 =1—% —(k'—1—7")0 (and this may occur since 6 is rational),
recalling that (k,7) # (K',7") we necessarlly have k—1—j#k —1—4. In other words,
the power of ¢, is not the same in the two terms. Since ¢, — 0 or ¢, — o0, as stated
in (5.24), we see from the description (5.25) that one of the two terms has to dominate
the other. Thus, the non-codominance property holds, and a contradiction follows as in
Case 1 of the proof of item (i) of Proposition 5.1l
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Case 2: 0 € [2(77”__21), %] Again, the argument of Case 2 in the proof of item (i) of
Proposition 5.1l holds, and we may derive an expansion of vy 1 0(s4,, + 7) like in (B.16),
with “resonant” terms. The finite set Hs is non empty, for the same reason. If we can
show the non-codominance property as before, then we are done.

Consider then two different (k,j,7) and (k',j',i') in Hy, and let us show that either
(san+T)€2 e(1=5)san ph=1=7 o (5An + T)i/e%e(lf%)sA’"Bﬁ,_l_jl dominates the other,
for n large. From the reduction we showed in Case 2 of the proof of item (i) of Proposition
[B.1] above, it is enough to check the dominance at 7 = 0. Note first from (5.20) that

sanic0=8)san phii _ g io(=b—(km1=))0)san h=1=] (5.26)

as n — oo, with a similar estimate for (k',5,4").

fl1-5—(k—-1-5)0#1- 5/ — (K —1—j")8, recalling that ¢, = e°®4n) from (5.20),
we see that one term dominates the other.

Assume then that 1—%—(1{:—1—]’)9:1—%/—(k’—1—j’)9.

If k—j =k —j, then k = K, and since (k,j,i) # (K',7',4), it follows that i # 4’
From the expression (0.26]), we see that the powers of 54, are different, hence, one term
dominates the other.

Now, if k—j # k'—j’, making the ratio between the two terms, we find sAmi_i/ gpffjf(k,fj,).
Using (5.20) and (5.24]), we see that one term dominates the other.

Of course, our argument in Cases 1 and 2 is formal, however, it can be made rigorous
as usual, like we did at the end of Part 1 of Subsection in the case m = 4. Thus, we
have just proved that the parameter « defined in (5.21)) is finite.

- Conclusion of the proof of Proposition [2.3

In the previous step, we assumed that o = +00 and reached a contradiction. In fact,
a careful check reveals that the contradiction can be reached in Case 1, for any a # 0,
whereas in Case 2, we simply need « to avoid the set E3 defined in (5.22]). This concludes
the proof of Proposition B.3 O

Step 4: One further refinement in the behavior of B,
So far, thanks to Propositions (5.1]) and (5.3]), we have proved that

By, = exp(—0s4,)s4n" 1y for some 1, = SA,nO(l) (5.27)

as n — o0o. This is the aim of this step:

Proposition 5.4. Up to a subsequence, 1, converges to some L > 0, where L enjoys
a finite number of values, all solutions of polynomials whose coefficients depend on the
coefficients that arise in the Taylor expansion of vo(y, s).

Proof. Here again, we crucially use the geometric transformation introduced in Step 2
of Section Bl We proceed in 2 steps:

- In Step (i), we show that v, is bounded away from 0 and from infinity.

- In Step (ii), we show that up to a subsequence, 1,, converges to some L > 0, which is
a solution of a polynomial whose coefficients depend on Cj, ;.

- Step (i): ¥y, is bounded away from 0 and from infinity.
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We proceed by contradiction, and assume that for a subsequence (still denoted the
same), we have
tn, — 0 or 9, — 00 as n — oo. (5.28)

As before, we follow the strategy of the proof of item (i) of Proposition 5.1l with its two
cases.

Starting by Case 1, where 6 € [0, 2(”1;—:21)), we still see that (5.I1]) holds, with H; which
is still a non empty finite set. It remains only to prove the non codominance prop-

erty. Consider then two terms in the expansion (GII) of vy 10(san + 7), say (kK —

j)Ck’jAkleﬁflfje(l—%)SA,n and (k/_]-/)Ck/JIAk/,1B11§/,17j/e(1—%)SA,n with Ck,jck’,j’ 7&
0,m<kk<2m-30<j<k—-1,0<j <k —1,and (k,j) # (K,j). Using (527),
and recalling that « = 0 from Proposition [5.3] we see that

(k — §)Ch jAM I BE 1 e(1=5)5am — () — )Cy ;AR T3 (R 1=0)0sanyk=1-5 - (5.99)

with a similar expansion for (£, ;).

fl1-%_(k—1-5)0#1- %/ — (K —1—j")0, recalling that 1, = s4,°1) = e°llo8sa.n)
as stated in (5.27)), we see that one of the two terms dominates the other.

Now,if 1 —& —(k—1-7)0=1- %l — (K =1 — 7", recalling that (k,j) # (K, ") we
necessarily have k — 1 —j # k' — 1 — 5. In other words, the power of 1, is not the same
in the two terms. Since 1, — 0 or 1,, — 00, as stated in (5.28]), we see from the descrip-
tion (0.29) that one of the two terms has to dominate the other. Thus, co-dominance
holds in this context, and a contradiction follows as in Case 1 of the proof of item (i) of
Proposition [B.11

Now, moving to Case 2, where § € [57=2. 1] we may consider two terms in the

2(m—1)’ 2
expansion (B.I6) of vp10(54,n + 7), say (san + T)ie%e(lfg)sA’"Bﬁ_l_] and (sq, +
T)i/e%e(l_%)SAv"Bﬁ,_l_jl, where (k,j,4) and (K',7',4") belong to Hs defined in (517,
and prove that one dominates the other. From the reduction we did in Case 2 of the
proof of item (i) of Proposition 5.1l we may check the dominance only at 7 = 0. Using

(B27)), we see that

$A7nie(17%)sA’nBﬁflfj _ e(lf%f(kflfj)G)sA,nSAmiJra(kflfj)wﬁflfj

as n — oo, with a similar estimate for (k',5,4").

fl1-5—(k—1-5)0#1— %/ — (K — 1 —4")0, recalling that v, = s4,,°1) = e°lo854.)
as stated in (B.27]), we see that one of the two terms dominates the other.

Assume then that 1—%—(1{:—1—]’)9:1—%/—(k’—1—j’)9.

Ifi +a(k —1—3j) #4 + (K — 1 — j')a, then, using again the fact that v, = s4,°") =
eolo8san) we see that the power of s A,n is different between the two terms, hence one
term dominates the other.

Now, if i+a(k—1—j) = i'+(kK'—1—j")«, then, necessarily k—1—j # k'—1—j', otherwise,
(k,j,i) = (K',4',4"). Therefore, the power of s4 ,, is the same in the two terms, unlike the
power of . Recalling that 1, — 0 or ¢, — o0, we see that one term dominates the
other.

Step (ii): 1y, converges (up to a subsequence)
From Step (i), we may assume that for some subsequence (still denoted the same),
we have

Y — AYL as n — oo (5.30)
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for some L > 0 (we write the limit in (5.30) as A?*’L and not L, since in this form, L
will be shown to be a solution of a polynomial whose coefficients are independant of A).
We will distinguish two cases as in the proof of item (i) of Proposition 5.1l

Case 1: 0 € [0, 2(%—121)) Note that o = 0 by Proposition 53l In this case, we see that
(E10) still holds, with H; which is still a non empty finite set. However, this time, we
will have codominance, as we show in the following. Since the number of terms is finite
in the expansion (5.11J), we may consider (k,j) € Hy defined in (5.12)) such that the term
corresponding to this parameter dominates all the others. Using (5.11]) and (5.27]), this
term reads

U=B)san ARY(f; — §)Cp - BE1T = AFT1Cy (= J)elt 8- (-1-000san b 17 (5 31)

As we wrote earlier, we expect here to have codominance. Let us then characterize the
set E of all (k,7) € Hy such that the corresponding term is of the same size as the term
corresponding to (k,7). From (5.31)) and (5.30)), this means that

1—%—(1?:—1—5)9:1—%—(15—1—]’)9. (5.32)

This way, we may keep only the dominant terms in (B.11]), namely those coming from
E. and write

Ub,l,O(sA,n -+ 7-) = e% Z e(lfg)SA,nAkfl(k _ j)CkJBﬁfl*j 4 O($A7ne(27m)8,4,n)
(k.j)eE

Using (5.31)) and (5.32]), together with the convergence (5.30]), we derive that

Ub,l,O(SA,n + 7—) — e%e(l*%f(ffflfj)e)s,c\,n Z Ak*l(k _ j)Ck’J(A29L)k717] + 0(1)
(k,j)EE

— 65e(l_%_(]}_1_5)6)5A,nA]}_1+26(E_1_3) Z (k — j)ijLk—l—j +0(1)
(k,j)EE

as n — 00. From the growth factor e, this implies that

> (k= j§)CryL 7 =0
(k,j)EE

Since L # 0 and Cy; # 0, for all (k,j) € E (remember that £ C H; defined in (5.12))),
this sum contains at least two terms, and this is precisely the desired polynomial relation.
Remember that E # (), since it contains (k, ), and that Crj; # 0, for any (k,j) € E,
since £ C Hy defined in (5.12)). Note that the degree of this polynomial is bounded by
k—1 < 2m —4 by definition (512)) of Hy, hence, we have at most 2m — 4 possible values
for L.

Case 2: 6 € [#__21), %]. We are then in the framework of Case 2 of the proof of item (i)
of Proposition é'):[l above. In particular, the finite set Hy is still non empty, for the same
reason. However, we may have codominance in this context. Since the number of terms
is finite in the expansion (5.I6), we may consider (k,j,i) € Hy defined in (5IT) such
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that the term corresponding to this parameter dominates all the others. Following what
we wrote in Case 2 of the proof of item (i) of Proposition (5.] above, we may just take
7 = 0 to discuss codominance issues. Using (.16 and (5.27), this term reads as follows,
when 7 = 0:

SA’nae(l—@sA,n AFY(E = §)C - BE1- (5.33)

7]77/ n

— (1501 san g, ira(b=1-]) gF-1(F 7)Crizk 1.

Let us then characterize the set E of all (k,j,i) € Hs such that the corresponding term
in (5.I6)) is of the same size as the term corresponding to (k, j,4). From (5.33) and (5.30),

we see that we need to have

1—%—0(1&—1—5) = 1—%—0(14—1—]‘) and i +a(k—1-7) =i+alk—1—7j). (5.34)

This way, we keep only the dominant terms in (5.I6]), and write

vro(san 1) =e3 | S0 (san+r)iedmDsan ARk — 5Oy BET1
(kji)er

+O(3A7n“/e(#)sf“v")> .

Using (£.33)) and (5.34]), together with (5.30), we write for all 7 € [0, (2M —2)s4 ] (note
that this interval refers to our discussion in Case 2 of the proof of item (i) of Proposition

B.1):

T k_p(z_1_3 = 7. 1.7 7 7. 1.3
vb,170(5A,n+7—) 2626(1 5 —0(k—1 J))SA,nSAmZJFC“(k 1 ])Ak 14+20(k—1—7)

X Z <1 4+ T )Z (k—§)Crj i L" 179 +0(1)

_ SA
(k,j,i)€E "

Now, for any dp > 0, we consider 7,(dp) > 0 such that
eg6(1—%—9(/5—1—3))@,,”$A7n5+a(15—1—3)AE—1+29(/5—1—3) = Go.
Clearly, it holds that
Tn(00) ~ [k =2+ 0(k —1 —j)]san as n — oo.
Therefore, we see that
U10(5am +(00) =00 | > (k=1+0(k—1—7) (k- §)Crjil 177 +o(1)
(k.ji)eE

This forces the coefficient of dy to be zero:

o =146k =1-7) (k= )Crplt7 =0,
(k,ji)eE

otherwise, vp1,0(54,n + Tn(do)) Will be large as in (Z.21]), which leads to a contradiction.
Since L # 0 and Cj,;; # 0, for all (k, j,i) € E (remember that E C H, defined in (E.17)),
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this identity contains at least two terms, and this is precisely the desired polynomial
relation.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.4l and finishes Part 1 dedicated to the super-
quadratic case. O

Part 2: The quadratic regime
In this part, we consider the quadratic regime, where

Ap,1 ~ Lan,Q2 as n — 0o, (5.35)

for some L > 0, and show that L satisfies a polynomial equation whose coefficients are
given by the Taylor expansion of the solution.

Note first from the notation ([£II]) and the definition (£3)) of B,, that we have

_SAnm
B, ~ LAe” 2 asn — oo.

The proof is in fact a simple adaptation of our argument in the super-quadratic regimes,
given in Part 1. Let us then follow that part step by step, and see what changes.

In Part 1, the outcome of Step 1 is the following:
Cm+1,m + LCmJan =0. (5.36)

If Crym—2 # 0, then, we have our polynomial and we are done (in fact, we have more,
in the sense that L enjoys only one value : —Chyi1.m/Crmm—2)-

If Cpym—2 = 0, then we also have Cy, y,—3 = 0, because the multilinear form in (IZI0) is
nonpositive. In other words, we have exactly the same conclusions as in Step 1 of Part 1
in the super-quadratic case (in fact, we have more, since Cp,11,m = 0 from (5.30])). For
short, we can carry on all the next steps of the super-quadratic case up to to the end
of Part 1, and see that L satisfies a polynomial equations. For the reader’s convenience,
we would like to mention that hypothesis (5.35]) makes many steps either non relevant
or trivial:

- In Step 2 of Part 1, § = 1 which makes Proposition .1l non relevant. Moreover, (5.35)
is stronger than (5.5]).

- In Step 3, estimate (0.35) is stronger than (5.20), and « defined in (B.21)) is zero. Ac-
cordingly, Proposition [£.3]is non relevant.

- As for Step 4, again, estimate (.353]) is stronger than (5.27)), and the first assertion of
Proposition 0.4l is clear (¢, — L as — o).

- In conclusion, only the second assertion of Proposition 5.4 remains relevant, and pro-
vides us with the polynomial relation for L.

Part 3: Conclusion of the proof of Theorem [3]
From the study of the super-quadratic case in Part 1, and also the quadratic case in
Part 2, we see that either we are in the subquadratic case a, 1 = o(amg)z, or

B, ~ LAQGefesA’"sA,na as n — 0o,

where 6§ and « enjoy only a finite set of rational values, and L > 0 is a solution of a
polynomial equations whose coefficients depend on the Taylor expansion of the solution.

By definitions (@11l and (£9) of 54, and B,,, we see that

20+1 [}
an,1 ~ Lay2 |2log an 2|,
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with 260 + 1 € (0,1], which is the desired estimate in Theorem [B] The set where 260 + 1
lives directly follows from item (iii) in Proposition (.1

This concludes the proof of Theorem [Bl O
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