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SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR ENERGY-CRITICAL WAVE MAPS
IN THE EQUIVARIANT CASE

JACEK JENDREJ AND ANDREW LAWRIE

ABSTRACT. We consider the equivariant wave maps equation R'*? — S2, in all equivariance
classes k € N. We prove that every finite energy solution resolves, continuously in time, into a
superposition of asymptotically decoupling harmonic maps and free radiation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Setting of the problem. We study wave maps from the Minkowski space R;f into the
two-sphere S?, under k-equivariant symmetry. These are formal critical points of the Lagrangian
action,

1
2w =5 [, Covan v f) e

restricted to the class of maps W : R%;z — S? C R3 that take the form,
(t,re?) = (sinu(t,r) cos kb, sin u(t, r) sin kf, cosu(t,r)) € S* ¢ R3,

for some fixed k € {1,2,...}. Above u is the colatitude measured from the north pole, the metric
on S? is ds? = du? + sin® u dw?, and (r,6) are polar coordinates on R2.

The general S%-valued wave maps equation in two space dimensions is called the O(3) sigma
model in high energy physics literature. It is a canonical example of a geometric wave equation
as it generalizes the free scalar wave equation to the setting of manifold-valued maps. The static
solutions given by finite energy harmonic maps are amongst the simplest examples of topological
solitons as they admit Bogomol'nyi structure [2]; other examples include kinks in scalar field the-
ories on the line, vortices in Ginzburg-Landau equations, magnetic monopoles, Skyrmions, and
Yang-Mills instantons; see [48] for an extensive treatment of field theories admitting topological
solitons from the point of view of mathematical physics.

Our interest in k-equivariant wave maps stems from the richness of their nonlinear dynamics
in the relatively simple setting of the geometrically natural scalar semilinear wave equation,

k? sin 2u(t
8t2u(t,r) — Au(t,r) + ﬁw

which is the Euler-Lagrange equation associated to .Z(¥) under the k-equivariant symmetry
reduction. Here A := 92 + 7710, is the radial Laplacian in 2-dimensions. The conserved energy

for (L)) is given by

=0, (t,r)€ R x(0,00), (1.1)

[e'e] 2
E(u, 8pu)(t) = 2 /0 %((@u(t,r)f—l—(@ru(t,r))z—kkﬁm:f#)rdr. (1.2)

We will often write pairs of functions using boldface, v = (v,v), noting that the notation ¢ will
not, in general, refer to a time derivative of v but rather just to the second component of v.
With this notation the Cauchy problem for (LI]) can be rephrased as the Hamiltonian system

du(t) = JoDE(u(t)),  u(Tp) = uo, (1.3)

= (5 §) DBty = (TAHO T mE)),

Both (3] and (2] are invariant under the scaling
(’LL(t, T)) 8tu(t7 T)) = (u(t/)‘v T/)‘)7 A_latu(t/)‘v T/)‘))v A > 07

where

and thus (L)) is called energy-critical.

The natural setting in which to consider the Cauchy problem for (L)) is the space of initial
data uy with finite energy, F(ug) < 0o. The set of finite energy data is split into disjoint sectors,
E¢.m, which for £, m € Z, are defined by

Eom = {(uo,uo) | E(ug,00) < oo, limug(r)=~4w, lim ug(r)= mw}.
r—0 r—00
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These sectors, which are preserved by the flow, are related to the topological degree of the full
map g : R? — S2: if m — £ is even and (ug, 0) € E¢m, then the corresponding map ¥ with polar
angle ug is topologically trivial, whereas for odd m — £ the map has degree k.

The sets &, are affine spaces, parallel to the linear space £ = &9 = H X L?, which we
endow with the norm,

00 2
. , ug(r
ol o= Hiolf + ol s= [ (a1 + Oeua(r))? + 122200
The linearization of (II) about the zero solution is given by
k2
Otv — Av + V= 0, (1.4)

and the flow for (I4]) preserves the £ norm.
The unique k-equivariant harmonic map is given explicitly by

Q(r) =2 arctan(rk).

Here uniqueness means up to scaling, sign change, and adding a multiple of 7, i.e., every finite
energy stationary solution to (LI takes the form Qs m(r) = mm + cQ(r/u) for some p €
(0,00),0 € {0,—1,1} and m € Z. The pair Q) := (Qx,0) and its rescaled versions Q,(r) :=
(Qa(r),0) :== Q(A\~1r) for A > 0, are minimizers of the energy F within the class & 1; in fact,
E(Q)) = 4rk. We denote, 7 := (,0).

1.2. Statement of the results. Our main result is formulated as follows.

Theorem 1 (Soliton Resolution). Let k € N, let {,m € Z, and let u(t) be a finite energy
solution to (L)) with initial data w(0) = wg € &, defined on its mazimal forward interval of
existence [0,T4).

(Global solution) If Ty = oo, there exist a time Ty > 0, a solution u;(t) € £ to the linear
wave equation (L), an integer N > 0, continuous functions \i(t),...,An(t) € CO([Ty,0)),
signs t1,...,.y € {—1,1}, and g(t) € € defined by

N
u(t) =mm+ Y 1;(Qy ) — ™) +ul(t) +g(t),
=1

such that

N ()
g(t)|e + J —0 as t — o0,
lottle + 3 54

where above we use the convention that An+1(t) = t.
(Blow-up solution) If T < oo, there exists a time Ty < Ty, an integer ma, a mapping

ul € Emam, an integer N > 1, continuous functions M\ (t),...,An(t) € C°([Ty,T4)), signs
tiy...,en € {—1,1}, and g(t) € € defined by
N
w(t) =mam+ Y 1;(Qy,¢) — ™) +uy + g(t),
j=1
such that

N )\'(t)
g(t g+§ J —0 as t— T4,
” ()” = )\j—i-l(t) +

where above we use the convention that An41(t) =Ty —t.
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Analogous statements hold for the backwards-in-time evolution.

Remark 1.1. This type of behavior is referred to as soliton resolution. A recent preprint by
Duyckaerts, Kenig, Martel, and Merle proved Theorem [ in the case k = 1 using the method
of energy channels; see [16]. Roughly, energy channels refer to measurements of the portion of
energy that a linear or nonlinear wave radiates outside fattened light cones. Such exterior energy
estimates were introduced by Duyckaerts, Kenig, and Merle [22] in their proof of the soliton
resolution conjecture for the radial energy critical NLW in 3 space dimensions; see also [23-25)]
for the treatment of all odd dimensions. The approach we take to prove Theorem[Ilis independent
of the method of energy channels.

Remark 1.2. The soliton resolution problem is inspired by the theory of completely integrable
systems, e.g., [28/[641/65], motivated by numerical simulations, [2975], and by the bubbling theory
of harmonic maps in the elliptic and parabolic settings [57,58],69,[73],[74]; see also [14L16,25] for
discussions on the history of the problem.

Remark 1.3. Our method establishes the exact analog of Theorem [ in the case of the equi-
variant Yang-Mills equation, by making the usual analogy between equivariant Yang-Mills and
k = 2-equivariant wave maps; see Cazenave, Shatah, and Tahvildar-Zadeh [4] for the formula-
tion. There, the harmonic map is replaced by the first instanton.

Remark 1.4. Theorem/[Ilis a qualitative description of the dynamics of all finite energy solutions
to (LI). A natural, challenging question is to ask which types of configurations of solitons
and radiation are realized in solutions. The first results of this nature were constructions of
solutions blowing up in finite time by bubbling off a single harmonic map by Krieger, Schlag,
and Tataru [44], Rodnianski and Sterbenz [61], and Raphaél and Rodnianski [59]. In [34],
the first author constructed a solution exhibiting more than one bubble in the decomposition,
showing the existence of a solution that forms a 2-bubble in infinite time with zero radiation in
equivariance classes k > 2. In [62] Rodriguez showed that no such 2-bubble occurs in the case
k = 1, proving that the only non-scattering solution with energy = 2FE(Q) blows up by bubbling
of a single harmonic map in finite time, while radiating ug = —Q. It is not known if there are
any solutions with more than one bubble in the decomposition when k£ = 1.

It is natural to ask about the fate of solutions with more than one bubble in the decomposition
in the opposite time direction. An answer to this question was given by the authors in [39] for the
2-bubble solution wu(y)(t) constructed by the first author in [34]. We showed that any 2-bubble
in forward time must scatter freely in backwards time. When the scales of the bubbles become
comparable, this ‘collision’ completely annihilates the 2-bubble structure and the entire solution
becomes free radiation, i.e., the collision is inelastic. Viewing the evolution of w(y)(t) in forward
time, this means that the 2-soliton structure emerges from pure radiation, and constitutes an
orbit connecting two different dynamical behaviors. We later showed in [36,138] that w)(t) is
the unique 2-bubble solution up to sign, translation, and scaling in equivariance classes k > 4.

Crucial to the proof of scattering after the collision in the case of two bubbles is the fact that
the 2-bubble configurations considered in [39] are minimal in the sense that any solution in &g
with energy < 2F/(Q) must scatter (see [9]). While inelasticity of collisions is still expected in
the case of solutions with more than two bubbles in one time direction, such a solution can still
exhibit bubbling behavior even after a collision that produces radiation — for example a solution
in &1 with three bubbles and no radiation in one direction could have one bubble with non-zero
radiation in the other direction. While we do not consider such refined two-directional analysis
here, a relatively straightforward corollary of the proof of Theorem [ is that there can be no
elastic collisions of pure multi-bubbles, which we formulate as a proposition below.
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Definition 1.5. With the notations from the statement of Theorem [1 we say that u is a pure
multi-bubble in the forward time direction if uf = 0 in the case T = +o00, and uj = 0 in the
case Ty < 4-o00.

We say that w is a pure multi-bubble in the backward time direction if ¢ — w(—t) is a pure
multi-bubble in the forward time direction.

Proposition 1.6. Stationary solutions are the only pure multi-bubbles in both time directions.

Remark 1.7. We note that Proposition was also proved in the case k = 1 for (ILI)) in the
recent preprint [16], as well as for the energy critical focusing NLW under radial symmetry and
in odd space dimensions in [22/25], all via a different approach based on energy channels. As
mentioned above, the case of N = 2 bubbles was already considered in [39]. See [49H51] for more
regarding the inelastic soliton collision problem for non-integrable PDEs.

1.3. History of progress on the problem. Our proof of Theorem [ is built on top of two
significant partial results, namely (1) that the radiation term, u; in the global case and wf in
the blow-up setting, can be identified continuously in time, and (2) that the resolution is known
to hold along a well-chosen sequence of times. The result (1) was established in [8HI0L40] as
a consequence of the classical work of Shatah and Tahvildar-Zadeh [67], and we make explicit
use of this fact. The latter result (2) was proved by Cote [8] and Jia and Kenig [40] using
Struwe’s classical bubbling analysis [70], many ideas from Duyckaerts, Kenig, and Merle’s sem-
inal works [19-H21], and several new insights particular to (IIl). While the sequential resolution
certainly inspires part of our argument, we cannot use it simply as a black box, but rather we
revisit the proof and derive more precise information from the analysis of Cote, and Jia and
Kenig as we explain in the next section.

We discuss these prior results in more detail. To unify the blow-up and global-in-time settings
we make the following conventions. Consider a finite energy wave map wu(t) € & ,,. We assume
that either w(¢) blows up in backwards time at 7_ = 0 and is defined on an interval I, := (0, Tp],
or u(t) is global in forward time and defined on the interval I, := [T, 00) where in both cases
Ty > 0. We let T} := 0 in the blow-up case and T} := oo in the global case.

Extraction of the radiation. Below we will use the notation £(r1,72) to denote the local
energy norm

2 " <\2 2 k2 2
”g”g(rhrz) = / ((g) + (aTg) + ﬁg ) TdT7
T1

By convention, E(rg) := E(rg, 00) for rg > 0. The local nonlinear energy is denoted E(wq;r1,72).
We adopt similar conventions as for £ regarding the omission of r9, or both r1 and rs.

Theorem 1.8 (Identification of the radiation). [8, Propositions 5.1, 5.2] Let u(t) € &, be a
finite energy wave map on an interval I, as above. Then, the limit 7Z > mam = limy_,7, u(t, %t)
exists, and there is an integer mos € 7Z, a finite energy wave map u*(t) € Eym., called the
radiation, and a function p : I, — (0,00) that satisfies,

. k * 2 _
Tim ((p()/0)" + lu(t) — w* () = mal[3) = 0. (15)
Moroever, for any « € (0,1),
E(u*(t);0,at) -0 as t — Ti. (1.6)
Remark 1.9. In the global setting, i.e., I, = [Tp,00) we must have ms = 0 and the linear

wave u;(t) € € that appears in Theorem [l is the unique solution to the linear equation (L4])
satisfying,

|lu*(t) —ur(t)||le -0 as n — oo,
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which one obtains via the existence of wave operators; see Lemma[2.8 In the finite time blow-up
setting the final radiation uy € &,, m that appears in Theorem [lis shifted initial data for w*(t),
i.e., the radiation w*(¢) in Theorem [L8 satisfies u(t,r) = mam + w*(t,r) for r > t. With this
definition and energy conservation, Theorem [L.I3] implies the energy identity,

E(u) = NE(Q) + E(u*). (1.7)

We remark that (L6]) in the case T, = oo uses the estimates for the even dimensional free scalar
wave equation proved by Cote, Kenig, and Schlag in [13].

The identification of w*(¢) and the vanishing (L5]) uses fundamental technique of Shatah and
Tahvildar-Zadeh [67] (see also Christodoulou and Tahvildar-Zadeh [6] for the case of spherically
symmetric wave maps); in [67] it is proved that every singular wave map has asymptotically no
energy in the self-similar region of the cone, i.e.,

E(u(t);at,t) =0 as t — Tk

for each a € (0,1) in the case T, = 0, and
lim limsup E(u(t),at,t —A) =0

A—oo T,
in the case T, = oco. Note that the latter refined estimate for globally defined wave maps was
proved in [I0] using methods from [6]67].

Remark 1.10. The radiation field can be identified in several other contexts and by different
means. For example, Tao accomplished this in [72] for certain high dimensional NLS. For critical
nonlinear waves with power-type nonlinearities, the radiation field can be identified even outside
radial symmetry; see the work of Duyckaerts, Kenig, and Merle [1§].

Sequential soliton resolution. The first result in this direction was Struwe’s bubbling
theorem [70], which showed that any smooth solution to (I.I)) that develops a singularity in
finite time must do so by bubbling off at least one harmonic map, locally in space, along some
sequence of times.

A deep insight of Duyckaerts, Kenig, and Merle, proved in [20] for the energy critical NLW, is
that once the linear radiation is subtracted from the solution, the entire remainder should exhibit
strong sequential compactness — it decomposes into a finite sum of asymptotically decoupled
elliptic objects, in our case these are stationary harmonic maps, along at least one time sequence,
up to an error that vanishes in the energy space. A crucial tool in proving such a compactness
statement is the remarkable theory of profile decompositions for dispersive equations developed
by Bahouri and Gérard [I]. However, after finding the profiles and their space-time concentration
properties (in our case their scales) via the main result in [I], one must identify them as elliptic
objects (solitons) by some means, and then prove that the error vanishes in the sense of energy,
rather the weaker form of compactness (vanishing in the sense of a Strichartz norm) given by [1].
In the wave map case, this program was carried out by Cote, Kenig, the second author, and
Schlag [910] (using the even dimensional exterior energy estimates proved by Cote, Kenig, and
Schlag in [13]) for solutions to (II)) with £ = 1 in & ; with £ < 3E(Q). The latter condition
restricted the number of possible configurations to those with a single bubble, and in this special
case the sequential resolution could easily be upgraded to a continuous one using the variational
characterization of @ and the coercivity of the energy functional.

In our setting, the sequential resolution was proved by Cote [§] in the case k = 1, and Jia
and Kenig [40] in the case k = 2, namely that Theorem [I] holds along a well-chosen sequence of
times. These works used the bubbling theory of Struwe [70] to identify the profiles as harmonic
maps, and in the latter paper the authors used a novel nonlinear multiplier identity to obtain
the convergence of the error in the energy space — in fact, we make use of this same identity in
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this work, see Section Bl A minor technical observation, which we explain in Remark B.2] yields
their result in all equivariance classes k € N. Before stating it, we introduce some notation.

Definition 1.11 (Multi-bubble configuration). Given M € {0,1,...}, m € Z, U'= (t1,...,tpm) €
{~1,1} and an increasing sequence X\ = (A1,...,Aar) € (0,00)™, a multi-bubble configuration
is defined by the formula

M
Q(m, 7, X;r) := mm + Z L (QAJ_ (r) —m).
j=1

Remark 1.12. If M = 0, it should be understood that Q(m,F,X; r) = ma for all r € (0, 00),
where ’and X are 0-element sequences, that is the unique functions ) — {—1,1} and §§ — (0, c0),
respectively.

We state the main theorems from Cote [§] and Jia, Kenig [40] using this notation.

Theorem 1.13 (Sequential soliton resolution). [8, Theorem 1.1], [40, Theorem 1.2] Let k € N,
{,m € Z, and let u(t) € &,y be a finite energy wave map on an interval I, as above. Let
ma, Moo € Z, and the radiation u*(t) € Eym., be as in Theorem [L.8. Then, there exists an
integer N > 0, a sequence of times t, — T, signs 1, € {—1,1}, and scales Xn € (0,00)N such
that,

Tim (Jfu(ta) = w*(ta) — Q(m. 7, ”HZAJJ >

where above we use the convention A\, n41 := ty.

Remark 1.14. The Duyckaerts, Kenig, and Merle approach from [20] to sequential soliton
resolution has been successful in other settings. The same authors with Jia proved the sequential
decomposition for the full energy critical NLW (i.e., not assuming radial symmetry) in [I4] and
for wave maps outside equivariant symmetry for data with energy slightly above the ground
state [15], where the perturbative regularity theory of Tao [7I] could be used; see also the
bubbling theory of Grinis [32]. See also [I1] for the radially symmetric energy critical NLW in
four space dimensions, and [63] for the same equation in odd space dimensions.

1.4. Summary of the proof: collision intervals and no-return analysis. The challenging
nature of bridging the gap between Theorem [L.I3] which is the resolution along one sequence
of times, and Theorem [ is apparent from the following consideration. The sequence t, — T,
in Theorem [[.T3] gives no relationship between the lengths of the time intervals [t,,¢,+1] and
the concentration scales Xn of the various harmonic maps in the decomposition. One immediate
enemy is then the possibility of elastic collisions. If colliding solitons could recover their shape
after a collision, then one could potentially encounter the following scenario: the solution ap-
proaches a multi-soliton configuration for a sequence of times, but in between infinitely many
collisions take place, so that there is no soliton resolution in continuous time.

We describe our approach. Fix u(t) € &,,, a finite energy solution to (LIl on the time
interval I, as defined above. Let N > 0, ms, ma € Z, and the radiation u*(t) € & .. be as in
Theorem [[.13l We define a multi-bubble proximity function at each t € I, by

() = int (u(t) - w'(0) - Qa7 + Z ()" (18)

“N

where 7:= (t1,...,en) € {=1, 1}, X:= (A\1,...,An) € (0,00)", and Ay41 :=t. We note that
d(t) is a continuous function on I,.
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With this notation, we see that Theorem [[LT3] gives a monotone sequence of times ¢, — Tk
such that,
lim d(t,) =0.

n—oo

Theorem [I] is an immediate consequence of showing that lim; 7, d(¢) = 0. We argue by contra-
diction, assuming that limsup, .7 d(¢) > 0. This means that there is some sequence of times
where u(t) — w*(t) approaches an N-bubble and another sequence of times for which it stays
bounded away from N-bubble configurations. It is natural to rule out this behavior by proving
what is called a mo-return lemma. In this generality, our approach is inspired by no-return
results for one soliton by Duyckaerts and Merle [26,27], Nakanishi and Schlag [541/55], and
Krieger, Nakanishi and Schlag [42/43]. The exponential instability considered in those works is
absent here, but is replaced by attractive nonlinear interactions between the solitons. This latter
consideration, and indeed the overall scheme of the proof is based on our previous work [39],
where modulation analysis of bubble interactions was used for the first time in the context of
the soliton resolution problem (in fact, we recently showed that the collision analysis in [39]
yielded a quick proof of Theorem [lin the special cases when at most two bubbles appear in the
decomposition; see [37]).
The basic tool we use is the standard virial functional

o(t) ::/ Opu(t)ropu(t)x o rdr,
0

where the cut-off x is placed along a Lipschitz curve r = p(t) that will be carefully chosen (note
that a time-dependent cut-off of the virial functional was also used in [54,55]). Differentiating
o(t) in time we have,

o' (t) = — /000 |8tu(t,7‘)|2 Xp(t) (1) 7dr + Q4 (u(t)), (1.9)

where Q) (u(t)) is the error created by the cut-off. Importantly, this error has structure, see
Lemmas 2.4] and [.T8], and satisfies the estimates,

Qo (w(t) < (1+ |p'(1)]) min{ E(u(t); p(t), 20(t)), d (1)}

Roughly, this allows us to think of v(¢) as a Lyapunov functional for our problem, localized to
scale p(t), with “almost” critical points given by multi-bubbles Q(m, 7, X). Indeed, if w(t) is
close to a multi-bubble up to scale p(t), and |p'(¢)| < 1, then |v'(¢)] < d(¢?).

Our first result is a localized compactness lemma. In Section Bl we prove the following: given
a sequence of wave maps u,(t) € &, on time intervals [0,7,] with bounded energy, and a
sequence R,, — oo such that

. 1 n Rynmn 9
lim — |Ogun (t,7)|" rdrdt =0,
o Jo

n—00 Ty,

one can find a new sequence 1 < r, < R, and a sequence of times s, € [0,7,], so that up to
passing to a subsequence of the w,, we have lim,,_,o, 8, -, (un(s,)) = 0. Here dr(u) is a local
(up to scale R) version of the distance function d. We note that the sequential decomposition
Theorem [[.13] is an almost immediate consequence of the localized compactness lemma along
with the Shatah and Tahvildar-Zadeh theory; see Remark The proof of the compactness
lemma is very similar in spirit to the analysis of Cote [§] and Jia and Kenig [40].

We give a caricature of the no-return analysis, pointing the reader to the technical arguments
in Sections [l [l for the actual arguments. We would like to integrate (I.9)) over intervals [a,,, by]
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with ay, b, — T such that d(ay),d(b,) < 1 but contain some subinterval [c,,d,] C [an,by] on
which d(t) ~ 1; such intervals exist under the contradiction hypothesis. From (L9) we obtain,

bn P(t) bn
/a /0 ’atu(ta T)F rdrdt 5 p(an)d(an) + p(bn)d(bn) + / ‘Qp(t) (u(t))| dt. (1'10)

an
We consider the choice of p(t). One can use the sequential compactness lemma so that choosing
p(t)/(dn — ¢,) > 1 we have,

dn  rp(t) )
L[ et P ) rarar 2 dy - (111

and one can expect that the integral of the error fi” |Qp(t) (u(t))| dt < |d, — cp| absorbs into
the left-hand side by choosing p(t) to lie in a region where u(t) has negligible energy.

To complete the proof one would need to show that the error generated on the intervals
[an, cn] and [d,,,b,] can also be absorbed into the left-hand side, and moreover that the terms
plap)d(ay), p(by)d(by) < dn — ¢,. To accomplish this, we require a more careful choice of
the intervals [a,, b,] and placement of the cut-off p(t), which motivates the notion of collision
intervals introduced in Section [l These allow us to distinguish between “interior” bubbles
that come into collision, and “exterior” bubbles, which stay coherent throughout the intervals
[an, by, and to ensure we place the cutoff in the region between the interior and exterior bubbles.

Given K € {1,...,N}, we say that an interval [a,b] is a collision interval with parameters
0 < e < nand N — K exterior bubbles for some 1 < K < N, if d(a),d(b) < ¢, there exists
a c € [a,b] with d(c¢) > n, and a curve r = pg(t) outside of which w(t) — w*(¢) is within €
of an N — K-bubble in the sense of (8] (a localized version of d(t)); see Defintion L4l We
now define K to be the smallest non-negative integer for which there exists n > 0, a sequence
€, — 0, and sequences ay, b, — Tk, so that [ay, b,] are collision intervals with parameters €,,n
and N — K exterior bubbles, and we write [ay, b,] € Cx(€,,n); see Section [A1] for the proof that
K is well-defined and > 1, under the contradiction hypothesis.

We revisit (LI0) on a sequence of collision intervals [a,,b,] € Cx(€,,n). Near the endpoints
ap, by, w(t) —u*(t) is close to an N-bubble configuration and we denote the interior scales, which
will come into collision, by X = (M,..., k) and the exterior scales, which stay coherent, by
i= (fig+t1,---,fin). We assume for simplicity in this discussion that the collision intervals have
only a single subinterval [c,,d,]| as above, and that d(t) is sufficiently small on the intervals
[an, cn] and [d,,, by,] so that the interior scales are well defined (via modulation theory) there.
We call [ay, ¢,], [dn, by] modulation intervals and [c,,, d,] compactness intervals.

The scale of the Kth bubble Ak () plays an important role and must be carefully tracked. We
will need to also make sense of this scale on the compactness intervals, where the bubble itself
may lose its shape from time to time. We do this by energy considerations; see Definition [5.11
Crucially, the minimality of K can be used to ensure that the intervals [c,, d,]| as above satisfy
dn — ¢p ~ max{Ag(cn), Ak (dpn)}; see Lemma [54l Thus the first terms on the right-hand-side
of (LI0) can be absorbed using (ILITI) by ensuring p(a,) = o(e; DAk (an), p(bn) = o(e; D) Ak (by)
if we can additionally prove that the scale Ax(t) does not change much on the modulation
intervals. Note that our choice of cut-off will satisfy A\x (t) < p(t) < pr+1(t).

We must also absorb the errors (f:: + i) (w(t)dt S (fac: + J;7)d(t) dt on the modu-
lation intervals. Here we perform a refined modulation analysis on the interior bubbles, which
allows us to track the growth of d(¢) through a collision of (possibly) many bubbles. Roughly,
up to scale p(t), u(t) looks like a K-bubble, and using the implicit function theorem we define

modulation parameters 7, A(t), and error g(t) with

’U,(t,’f') = Q(mnazx(t);r) —l—g(t,?"), if r< p(t)v <AQ)\j(t) | g(t)> =0, for j=1,....K,
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where A := r0, is the generator of the H-invariant scaling (note that for £ = 1,2 the decompo-
sition is slightly different due to the slow decay of AQ) and

(@] g):= /000 f(r)g(r)rdr, for ¢,g: (0,00) — R. (1.12)

The orthogonality conditions and an expansion of the nonlinear energy of w(t) up to scale p(t)
lead to the coercivity estimate,

lale+ (£2)" S (F05)" +0,00) = () + 0, )

where A ={jel,..., K —1: 1 # 1j41} captures the alternating bubbles (which experience
an attractive interaction force) and the o,(1) term comes from errors due to the presence of
the radiation w* in the region r < p(t) < t. In fact, since d(t) grows out of the modulation
intervals we can absorb these errors into d(¢) by enlarging the parameter €, and requiring the
lower bound d(t) > €, on the modulation intervals.

The growth of d(t) is then captured by the dynamics of the alternating bubbles, which,
since (L) is second order, enter at the level of A/(t). However, it is not clear how to derive
useful estimates from the equation for \”(¢) obtained by twice differentiating the orthogonality
conditions. To cancel terms with critical size, but indeterminate sign, we introduce a localized
virial correction to A} ~ —LjHAQHZE)\;1<AQ>\j | §), defining

Bi(t) = 4 IAQIE(AQx v | 9(1)) — IIAQIZE (AN (1)g(?) | §(2)) .

where A()) is a truncated (to scale \) version of A = A+1, the generator of L? scaling. Roughly,
we show in Sections 3] and [5.2] that if the distance d(¢) is dominated at a local minimum ¢
by the ratio between the j-th bubble and its larger neighbor with opposite sign, then we can
control dynamics of §;(t) near ¢y, showing that d(¢) grows in a controlled way until some other
bubble ratio becomes dominant, and so on, until we exit the modulation interval. All the while
we can ensure that the Kth scale does not move much, and we obtain bounds of the form
(f;: + f;:)d(t) dt < d(cn)%/\K(an) + d(dn)%/\K(bn) (see the “ejection” Lemma [5.8]). Thus the
errors can be absorbed into the left-hand side of (ILI0) and we obtain a contradiction.

A similar, but simpler refined modulation analysis was performed in [39]. The use of such
refinements to modulation parameters to obtain dynamical control was introduced by the first
author in the context of a two-bubble construction for NLS in [33]. The notion of localized
virial corrections in the context of energy /Morawetz-type estimates was developed by Raphaél
and Szeftel in [60].

1.5. Notational conventions. The energy is denoted E, £ is the energy space, &, are the
finite energy sectors.

Given a function ¢(r) and A > 0, we denote by ¢, (r) = ¢(r/\), the H-invariant re-scaling,
and by ¢, (r) = A"1¢(r/A) the L*-invariant re-scaling. We denote by A := rd, and A := rdr+1
the infinitesimal generators of these scalings. We denote (- | -) the radial L?(R?) inner product
given by (LI12).

We denote k the equivariance degree and f(u) := %sin 2u the nonlinearity in (LI)). We let x
be a smooth cut-off function, supported in r < 2 and equal 1 for r < 1.

The general rules we follow giving names to various objects are:

e index of an infinite sequence: n
e sequences of small numbers: ~,4d,¢,(,n, 60
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e scales of bubbles and quantities describing the spatial scales: A, u, 1, &, p; in general we
call A the scale of the interior bubbles and p the exterior ones (once these notions are
defined)

moment in time: t¢,s,7,a,b,¢,d, e, f

indices in summations: i, j, ¢

time intervals: I, J

number of bubbles: K, M, N

signs are denoted ¢ and o

boldface is used for pairs of elements related to the Hamiltonian structure; an arrow is
used for vectors (finite sequences) in other contexts.

We call a “constant” a number which depends only on the equivariance degree k and the number
of bubbles N. Constants are denoted C, Cy, C1, ¢, co,c1. We write A S Bif A< CBand A2 B
if A > cB. We write A < B if lim,,_,oo A/B = 0.

For any sets X,Y, Z we identify ZX*Y with (Z¥)X, which means that if f: X xY — Z is a
function, then for any x € X we can view ¢(x) as a function Y — Z given by (¢(x))(y) := ¢(x,y).

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Basic properties of finite energy maps. We aggregate here several well known results.

Lemma 2.1. Fiz integers {,m. For every ¢ > 0 and Ry > 1, there exists a 6 > 0 with the
following property. Let 0 < Ry < Ry < oo with Ry/R1 > Ry, and w € &,y be such that
E((u,0); R1,Re) < 6. Then, there exists by € Z such that |u(r) — bom| < € for almost all
re (Rl, Rg).

Moreover, there exist constants C = C(Ry),a = a(Ry) > 0 such that if E((u,0); R1, R2) < a,
then

|’u_€07THS(R1,R2) < CE(U;Rl,RQ). (2.1)

Proof. By an approximation argument we can assume (u,0) € &, is smooth. First, we show
that for any €y > 0 exists rg € [R1, Ro] such that |u(rg) — 7| < €g for some ¢y € Z as long as
E((u,0); Ry, Ro) is sufficiently small. If not, one could find ¢; > 0, 0 < Ry < R2, and a sequence
(tn,0) € & so that E((un,0); Ri; R2) — 0 as n — oo but such that inf,c(r, ry) ez [Un(r) —
{m| > e1. The latter condition gives a constant c(e;) > 0 such that inf,¢(g, g, |sin(u,(r))| >
c(e1). But then

2 [fe dr _ k2
E((un,0); Ry; Ra) > 7/ sin® (uy, (1)) - > 76(61)2 log(R2/Ry1),
Ry

which is a contradiction. Next define the function, G(u) = [;' [sin p| dp, and for r; € (Ry, Ry)
note the inequality,

|G(u(ro)) — Glu(r))| = ‘ /u(r )

We conclude using that G is continuous and increasing that |u(r) — fom| < € for all r € (R, R2).
Aslong as € > 0 is small enough we see that in fact, sin?(u(r)) > $|u(r)—£om|? for all 7 € (R, R)
and (2] follows. O

u(ro)

ro
|sin p| dp‘ = ‘/ |sinw(r)| |Opu(r)] dr‘ < E((u,0); Ry, Re).
1

We have the following version of the principle of finite speed of propagation.
Lemma 2.2. Let u(t) be a solution to (1) on the time interval [0,T]. Then
E(u(T);0,R—T) < E(u(0);0,R),  forall R>T.
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Proof. It suffices to consider the case of a smooth solution and then approximate a finite energy
solution by smooth ones. For a proof in the smooth case, see [67), Section 2]. O

Remark 2.3. The energy conservation yields the following equivalent formulation:
Eu(T);R+T) < E(u(0); R), for all R > 0. (2.2)
We have the following virial identity.

Lemma 2.4 (Virial identity). Let u(t) be a solution to (LI)) on an open time interval I and
p: I — (0,00) a Lipschitz function. Then for almost allt € I,

% (Bru(®) | X2y rrult) ) = — /0 " @ult, ) x ey () 1+ (ult)).

where

Qp(t)(u(t)) =—2

Zg)) /o Opu(t, r)rdpu(t, ) Xp(e) (1) AXp(o) (r) rdr

sin? u(t,r
2_ k2¥>xp(t) (1)AX pe) (1) rdr.

B /ooo (@tu(tr)F + (Gru(t,r)) r2

Proof. The proof is a direct computation along with an approximation argument for fixed t € I,
assuming p is differentiable at t. O

2.2. Local Cauchy theory. The following theorem was proved by Shatah and Tahvildar-Zadeh
in [67,68).
Lemma 2.5 (Local well-posedness). [68, Theorem 1.1}, [66, Theorem 8.1] [67] Let {,m € Z and
let ug € &. Then, there exist a mazximal time interval of existence (T—,T1) = Imax(ug) 2 0
on which (L)) admits a unique solution w(t) in the space C°(Imax; Erm) with w(0) = ug.

In fact, there exists g > 0 with the following property. Let ug € &, T > 0 and suppose the
solution u(t) to (L)) with data w(0) = ug is defined on the interval [0, 7), i.e., in CO([0,7); Erm)-
Suppose that there exists a time 0 <t < 7 and a number R > 7 —t such that,

E(u(t),0; R) < €.
Then, Ty (u) > 7.

See Struwe [70], p. 817] for the continuation criterion in the second paragraph of Lemma
in the case of smooth initial data, and see [66, Theorem 8.1] for the global well-posedness
theorem for energy class equivariant wave maps with sufficiently small energy. Key to the proof
are Strichartz estimates for the wave equation (see, e.g., Lindblad, Sogge [45], and Ginibre,
Velo [31]), after noticing that the linearization of (II)) about the zero solution is equivalent,
in the energy space, to the free scalar wave equation in dimension d = 2k + 2. Indeed, the
linearization of (LI]) about the zero solution is given by the linear wave equation,

2 2 1 k?
Ofv — v — =0+ —v =0. (2.3)
r r
We will sometimes use the notation vy (t) = S.(t)vg as the unique solution to (23]) with initial
data vy (0) = vg € £. The mapping £ 3 v(t) — W (t) € (H' x L?)1aq(R?*+2) defined by

W (t,r) = (r *o(t,r),r 0wt r))
satisfies [[v(t)|ls ~ ”W(t)”(HlxLZ),ad(R%H) and v(t) € & solves ([2.3) if and only if W(t) €
(Hl X L?);aq solves

OPW — Agp oW =0, (2.4)
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where Agyyo = 02 + @&n is the radial Laplacian in dimension d = 2k + 2.

For equivariance classes £k > 2, this leads to a spatial dimension d > 6 and inconvenient
technical complications. However, we observed in [39] that one may give a unified local Cauchy
theory for (LI)) for all equivariance classes k € N based on Strichartz estimates for linear waves
with a critical repulsive potential proved by Planchon, Stalker, Tahvildar-Zadeh [56]. For this
purpose, consider the mapping,

vo(r) = Vo(r) = r"tug(r),  o(r) = Vo(r) == r~tig(r). (2.5)
We see that v(t) = (v(t), dpv(t)) solves (23] if and only if V' (t) = (v(t), Oyv(t)) solves
2 _
fV—&V—§&V+k21V:0 (2.6)
r r

For each k > 1, define the norm Hj, for radially symmetric functions V on R* by
o) 2
2 ,_ o, (K —1) 5] 3
IV, mey = /0 [(&«V) R Vel rodr.
Solutions V'(t) to (Z6) conserve the Hj x L? norm and by Hardy’s inequality we have
IVl ety = 1V s g
Thus the mapping (23] satisfies
1V Vo) Loty = Vo Vo)l 2gsety = Il (v ) o

We conclude that the Cauchy problem for ([Z6]) with initial data in H' x L?(R*) is equivalent to
the Cauchy problem for ([2.3]) for initial data (vg,v9) € H x L?. As a consequence, Strichartz esti-
mates for solutions to (2.3]) are inherited from Strichartz estimates for (2.6) proved by Planchon,
Stalker, and Tahvildar-Zadeh [56].

Lemma 2.6 (Strichartz estimates for (2.6])). [56, Corollary 3.9] Fiz k > 1 and let V (t) be a
radial solution to the linear equation
k2 —1
r2
Then, for any time interval 0 € I C R we have

3 . .
OV =0V = 0.V + V=F(tr), V(0)=(,W)eH" x L*R").
HVH(LE’LQOL?,QC)(IXR‘*) + Stlel? IV Ol r2way S TV OV g p2way + 1L 22 (rxre)s
where the implicit constant above is independent of I.
We define the Strichartz norm,
_3 _2
[vllsy = Ir 5UHL§,’7T(1) +r730llLars

and recall that the notation LE refers to the Lebesgue space on (0,00) with respect to the
measure rdr.

Corollary 2.7 (Strichartz estimates for (2.3)). Fiz k > 1 and let v(t) be a radial solution to
the linear equation

1 k2
v — 02v — ;8741 + av= F(t,r), v(0) = (vo,0) € £ =H x L.

Then, for any time interval 0 € I C R we have
HUHS(I) + ||U(7f)||L;>°(HxL2)(I) S v(0)|[gxze + ||F||LgL2(1),

where the implicit constant above is independent of I.
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Writing the Cauchy problem for (L)) in the class £ = &y as

k2 k2
2 —
Oiu — Au + U= 27’2(

u(O) = (uo,ul) c&=Hx L2.

a standard argument based on the contraction mapping principle yields the following result; see
for example [12].

2u — sin 2u) 2.7)

Lemma 2.8 (Cauchy theory in &y). There exist functions dy,Cp : [0,00) — (0,00) with the
following properties. Let A > 0 and let ug = (ug,u1) € € with ||up|le < A. Let I 50 be an open
interval such that

[SL(t)uollsry = 0 < do(A).

Then there exists a unique solution wu(t) to 7)) in the space CO(I1;€) N S(I) with initial data
u(0) = ug. Moreover, u(t) satisfies the bounds |[ullsy < C(A)d, and [|ulpe(rey < C(A). To
each solution u(t) to 27) we can associate a mazimal interval of existence Iynax(uw) such that
for each compact subinterval I' C Imax we have |Jul| sy < oc.

Moreover, the completeness of wave operators holds: there exists ey small enough so that if
ug € & satisfies E(ug) < €g, the solution u(t) given above is defined globally in time, satisfies
the bound,

sup [[u(t)[le + [[ulls@®) < luolle
teR

and scatters in the following sense: there exist solutions u(t) € £ to (Z3) such that
| —uE(t)]e =0 as t — +oo (2.8)

Conversely, the existence of wave operators holds, i.e., for any solution v (t) € € to the linear
equation (23)), there exists a unique, global-in-forward time solution u(t) € & to (Z71) such
that (Z8) holds as t — oo. An analogous statement holds for negative times.

We make note of the following estimate proved in [§], which is relevant for the vanishing of
the error in the linear profile decomposition stated in the next section.

Lemma 2.9. [8 Lemma 2.11] There exists a uniform constant C' > 0 such that every solution

v(t) € £ to (23) satisfies,
3. 3 5
055, ) < CloOElr>vlIEs -

2.3. Profile decomposition. Bahouri-Gérard-type linear profile decompositions [I] are an es-
sential ingredient in the study of solutions to (I.1); see also [3,30,146L47,[52]. We make explicit
use of a version adapted to sequences of functions in the affine spaces & ,, proved by Jia and
Kenig in [40], which synthesized Cote’s analysis in [8]; see also [9] which treats sequences in & .

Lemma 2.10 (Linear profile decomposition). [40, Lemma 5.5] [I] Let ¢, m € Z and let u,, be a
sequence in &y, with limsup,,_, o E(uy,) < co. Then, there exists Ko € {0,1,2,...}, sequences
Anj € (0,00) for j e {l,..., Ko}, oni € (0,00), and t,,; € R, as well as mappings P e Eo;m;
with E(v,bj) < oo and finite energy solutions v¢ to ([23)) such that for each J > 1,

A 1
u, = mm + (W , (g )—mﬂ'
jZ::l ()‘n,j) )\n] ()‘7%]') J )
J i tnﬂ 1 i tn,z J
+Z(L(O' Toni’ o -&WL( o ))+w”’0()
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where, denoting by w;LL(t) the solution to the linear wave equation [2.3) with initial data wio,
the following hold:

o the parameters \, ; satisfy

Al L Ao K- K Mgy a8 M — 00;

and for each j one of A, ; — 0, A\ j =1 for all n, or A\, j — 00 as n — oo, holds;

e for each i, either t, ; =0 for alln orlim, ;’:L: = Fo00. Ift,; =0 for all n, then one

of oni — 0, op; =1 for all n, or o,; — 00 as n — oo, holds;

o for each i € N,
Anj | Oni | [tn,i]
Oni  Anj  Any

—00 as n—oo Vj=1,..., Kp;

o the scales oy, ; and times t,; satisfy,

Oni Ot |tni—tn
=4 — 4 — — 00 as n — oo;
On,i On,i On,i

e the integers {; and m; satisfy, |{; —m;| > 1, and,
Ko
L=m=> (L —my);
j=1

e the error term wi satisfies,

(w;{,o()\n,j')a )‘n,ng,o()\n,j')) —~0€€& as n—

(w;iL(tn,i, Onit)s an,iatwg’L(tnvi, oni)) ~0€€& as n— oo

for each J > 1, each j =1,..., Ky, and i € N, and vanishes strongly in the sense that

s

Jim Timsup (|l 1z @) + llwnsllse) = 0
—0 n—oo

e the following pythagorean decomposition of the nonlinear energy holds: for each J > 1,

KO J . .
E(un) =Y E@7) + Y E((0l(~tni/oni); 0niOl(—tni/oni))) + E(w;) + 0(1) (2.9)
j=1 i=1

as n — o0.

Remark 2.11. The pythagorean expansion of the nonlinear energy in the case Ky = 0 was
treated in [0, Lemma 2.16]. The case with Ky > 1 was treated in the recent preprint [16],
Appendix B.2].

Remark 2.12. We call the pairs (wj,)\w-) and the triplets (v?,0y,,tn:) profiles. Following
Bahouri and Gérard [I] we refer to the profiles (7, An,;) and the profiles (v?,0,,;,0) as centered,
to the profiles (v!, 0y tn) With —t,;/0n; — 00 as n — oo as outgoing, and those with
—tn,i/Oni — —00 as incoming.

In Section [B] we will need to evolve the linear profiles via the flow for (LI in the special
case when all of the centered profiles are given by harmonic maps. In this setting we define
nonlinear profiles as follows. Given a profile (v?,0,,;,t,,;) as in Lemma [ZI0] we define the
corresponding nonlinear profile, (v%,,0n.i,t,;) as the unique solution to (LI)) such that for all
_tn,i/o-n,i € Imax(vNL) we have,

. ; tni ; tni
l 7 Iy T ) — O
e oy, ( Un,i) CH¢ n’i)Hé’




16 JACEK JENDREJ AND ANDREW LAWRIE

The existence of nonlinear profiles follows from the local Cauchy theory in Lemma 2.8 in the
case of a centered linear profile, i.e., ¢, ; = 0, and from the existence of wave operators statement
in Lemma 2§ in the case of outgoing/incoming profiles, i.e., —t, ;/0y,; — £oo.

Lemma 2.13 (Nonlinear profile decomposition). Let {,m € Z and let u, be a sequence in
E¢m with limsup,,_, . F(u,) < co. Assume the linear profile decomposition for w, given by the
Lemma [2.10 takes the form

KO . . . —_— .
un:m7r+Z(Q()\ ) —m +Z< tnlz : ), Jl'atvi( O‘tnjl’o' )>+w o(*),
j=1 n,j n,t n,t n,i

On,i n,t

that is, all of the profiles (wj,)\,w-) for 1 < j < Ky as in Lemma 210 are given by harmonic
maps (Q, \n ;). There exists a constant 6y > 0 sufficiently small with the following properties.
Let ig € N, 19 > 0 and assume that for each i € N, and for each 1 < j < K,

T0On,ig — tn,i

< T—i—,i(vf\m% hm sup ”UNL” —tni, < 00,

S((— it T0%min Tt

Oy s = e
n,t n,i n,i (210)

and 7'0)\’0 < do,
n’]

for alln. Then for each n sufficiently large, the wave map evolution w,(t) of the data u,(0) = u,
is defined on the interval [0, ooy, Z0] and the following nonlinear profile decomposition holds: for
each t € [0, T00n.i,] the sequence z;(t) defined by

0
=mm + ]Z:;(Q()‘n, 7T + Z <UNL — O-n,i)’ T atUNL( o o, 2)

On,i n,i ,

+w; () + 2 (),

satisfies,

lim limsup ( sup Hzi(t)”g + |]2;{H5([07TOJMO])> =0.

J=00 n—o0 N€[0,m00m,4,]

Remark 2.14. We note that the harmonic maps in the nonlinear profile decomposition are
static solutions to (I.I]), but their presence in a linear profile decomposition may lead to eventual
singularities in the nonlinear flow. This leads us to the hypothesis in the second line of (2.10]),
which ensures that we are only considering the nonlinear evolution of w,(t) on time intervals
shorter than the length scales of the harmonic maps, thus avoiding the possibility of a singularity.

The key ingredient in the proof of Lemma 2I3] is the following modification of the now
standard nonlinear perturbation lemma [41], Theorem 2.20]; see also [I], Section IV].

Lemma 2.15 (Nonlinear perturbation lemma). Fiz integers £, m. There are continuous func-
tions €y, Cy : (0,00) — (0,00) with the following properties. Let I be an open interval and let
u,v € COI; &) such that for some A > 0,

2
lw = vl Lse(rey + [Ir7 % sinvl|p3(g08) < A
and
lea(w)llz: (r;z2) + llea(v)llr z:z2) + llwollsry < € < eo(A)

where eq(u) == 0?u— Au+k*r=2f(u) in the sense of distributions, and wq(t) := S(t—to)(u(ty) —
v(tg)) is the linear evolution of the difference, i.e., the solution to [2.3)), where tg € I is arbitrary,
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but fixed. Then,
[u(t) = v(t) —wo(t)l| Lo (re) + lu — vllsry < Co(A)e.

Proof of Lemma 213, Let X (I) denote the space L3 (I; L%) in this proof. Define w(t) := u(t) —
v(t) and let e := 02u— Au+k?r~? sin(u) cos(u) — (02v—Av+k*r~2sin(v) cos(v)) = eq(u) —eq(v).
Let tg € I, fix a small constant &g to be determined below and partition the right-half of I as
follows,

to<t1 <t < - <ty <00, Ij = (tj,tj+1), In (t(),OO) = (to,tn),
_2 . .
[r=3 sinvl|z3(g;06) < 6o for j=0,...,n—1, and n < C(A;d).

We omit the estimate on I N (—o0,%p) since it is the same by symmetry. Let w;(t) := S.(t —
tj)w(t;), where Sy is the linear propagator for (2.3]), for all 0 < j < n. Then

w(t) =wo(t) + [ Su(t—3s)(0,e — K> ?(f(v+w) — f(v) —w))(s)ds

to

which implies that, for some absolute constant Cy > 1,
lw = wollx(rp) S lle = K*r2(f (v + w) = f(v) = w)ll 1 121)

) ) (2.11)
< Cre+ Ci(6g + ||w||X(IO))||w||X(IO)

In the second estimate above we have used the expansion,
1
flo+w)—flv)—w= §(sin(2v + 2w) —sin2v — w)
= —wsin® v — 2sinvcos vsin® w + O(|w|?),
to estimate the terms on the right. Note that in (2.1 we are using in an essential way the
divisibility of the X (I) norm. Note that ||wl|x(s,) < oo provided Iy is a finite interval. If I is
half-infinite, then we first need to replace it with an interval of the form [ty, N), and let N — oo
after performing estimates which are uniform in N. Now assume that 0158 < % and fix Jp in
this fashion. By means of the continuity method, (2.II) implies that [jwl|x,) < 8C1e. Next,

Duhamel’s formula gives
t1

Wh(t) —do(t) = [ Su(t—s)(0,e — k2 2(f(v+w) — f(v) —w))(s)ds

to
from which we obtain

s — wollx(g) < / e = B2 2(f 0+ w) — F(0) — w))(5)]2 ds

0

which is estimated as in (2.I1). We conclude that [[w;||x®) < 8Cie. In a similar fashion one
verifies that for all 0 < j <n

[|[w — ijX(Ij) + H’wj+1 - ijX(R) Slle— 7‘527’_2(f(?f +w) — f(v) — w)HL,}Lg(Ij) (2.12)
< Cre+ Ci(65 + ”w”%((fj))HwHX(Ij)
where C7 > 1 is as above. By induction in j we have
lwllx,) + lwillx® <CUle V1<j<n

This requires that € < €y(n) which can be achieved as long as €y(A) is chosen small enough.
Repeating the estimate ([2.12]), but with the full S(I) norm and the energy piece L{°E included
on the left-hand side completes the proof. O
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Sketch of the proof of Lemmal[2.13. The proof is very similar to [I9, Proof of Proposition 2.8]
or [9, Proof of Proposition 2.17] and we give a brief sketch below, mainly to address how the
nonlinear profiles given by harmonic maps are handled.

Let I,, = [0,7,) C [0, T90n i) be any half-open subinterval on which the wave map evolution

uy(t) is defined. By (2I0), the sequence

Ko J
vl (t) == mm + Z(Q(A—j),O) — )+ Z <vf\IL(
j=1 e i=1

is well defined on the time intervals [0, 7907, 4,]. The idea is to apply Lemma [2.T5|to the sequences
u, and v; on I, for large n and so we need to check that the hypothesis of Lemma [ZI5] are
satisfied. First, w,(t) solves (L.I]) so eq(uy,) = 0. Next we claim that

; ) ) at’UNL( ; )
Oni Oni~ Ong Oni Ony

. J .
nh_{lgo HGQ(’%)HLng([o,Toan’io}) =0. (2.13)
for any fized J. Denoting v, ,(t) := vﬁL(t;an , 5—) we have,

2
leau) ()] = 5o

Ko J
sin(2v! (1)) — Z sin2Q, ; — Z sin 2(’[)17;\1L7n(t))
j=1 i=1

And hence (2.I3) follows from an argument based the pseudo-orthogonality of the parameters,
the hypothesis (2.10), and repeated use of the identity,

sin(A + B) —sin A — sin B = —2sin Asin? B — 2sin B'sin® A.

Next, note that the last condition in (2I0) implies that

. _2 .

tim sup [ sin Qa0 mon ) S 1

n—oo
for each j € 1,..., Ky. In fact, is crucial that,
2
lim sup [|r~3 sin(v;)|| 36 (7,) < 1
n—oo

uniformly in J. This is possible thanks to the small data theory from Lemma 2.8 together

with the pythagorean expansion of the energy [29). Indeed, there exists .J; such that for
each i > Ji, we must have limsup, . E(v{,(0)) < € where ¢ is as in Lemma 28 and
vim(t) : v{(t;i"ll, m) Using again the pseudo-orthogonality of the parameters and (2.10])

along with Lemma 2.8 we obtain,

. _2 . i 3 . _2 4 3
limsup |73 Sm(z UIZ\IL,n)HLng(In) < lim sup Z |7 SUIZ\IL,nHLng(In)
n—00 ST n—00 ST

S limsup Y of, I < oo,
n— >h
where the last inequality implicitly uses the fact that for all v € £ with E(v) < e sufficiently
small we have ||v| g ~ E(v). One may now apply Lemma [2Z.15] and conclude, for instance, that
lim sup sup ||u,(t) — vi(t) — 'wi],n(t)Hé’ =0, (2.14)
n—oo tel,
for each interval I,, C [0, 790y, »] on which w,,(t) is defined. In fact, by Lemma[2.5 this is sufficient
to deduce that T’y (wy,) > 1904, 5 for all sufficiently large n as long as ¢y as in (2.10]) is chosen small
enough. To see this, suppose for contradiction there is some subsequence u,,(t) and a sequence
Tn, — 0 for which w,,(t) has maximal forward interval existence given by I, = [0, 7,,07,4,). Fix
J > ip and let € > 0 be a constant to be determined below. Since each of the profiles is
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well-defined up till time 70y, ;,, and using crucially the second line in (ZI0) (in particular that
Anj 2 Oni, for each j), we can find A,, = A, (e) > 0 such that

Ko
Z E(Q)\n,j;07 Ap) + Z B0} n(Th0n,ig); 0, An) + E('wLJ,n(TnUn,io)§ 0,45) <e
j=1 i=1

and such that s, := 7,05, — % > 0. By finite speed of propagation and the above we have

Ko
Z E(Qx, 30, A, /2) + Z E(Uf\IL,n(Sn); 0,An/2) + E('wLJ,n(Sn); 0,4n/2) <e
j=1 i=1

Combing the above with (2.14]), we obtain,
E(un(sn);0,4n/2) S €

as long as n is taken sufficiently large. Since 7,04,, — $n = Ap/4 < Ap/2, we see by Lemma
that 7,054, cannot be a maximal time for u, as long as ¢ > 0 is chosen small enough, a
contradiction. This completes the proof. O

In Section [B] we need an additional fact about profile decompositions satisfying additional
hypothesis proved in [I7]. First, a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 2.16. [I7, Claim 2] Let (f,,g9n) € € be a sequence of functions, bounded in € and
assume that there exists a sequence oy, > 0 of positive numbers such that

HgTL”L2(r2an) -0 as n—

Let {sp} C R be any sequence such that lim, o || /an = 00, and denote by vy = (vg,0g) € €
the following weak limit,

SL(_Sn)(fmgn) — vy €.
Then, Sy(8n)(frn,gn) — (v, —009) € E.
As a consequence one has the following lemma.

Lemma 2.17. [I7, Claim 3] Let £, m € Z and let u,, be a sequence in &, with limsup,,_, . E(u,) <
oo. Assume the sequence u, admits a profile decomposition of the form,

a : ! i —tni it :
’u,n:mﬂ'—FZ(Q(A—])yo)_ﬂ-)"i_Z<U£(U—77 )7 atvli( : 7—)> +wi,0(’)7
j=1 s i=1

ng Oni  Ong Oni Ony

1

that is, all of the profiles (7, \, ;) for 1 < j < Ko as in Lemma are given by harmonic
maps (Q, A\n,j). Assume in addition that,

linllrz =0 as n— oc.
Then, after passing to a subsequence, for each profile (vi,am,tmi) we can ensure that either,
tni=0Yn and 9. (0) =0
or,

tn,i

— 400 and Fi' # i such that vi(t) = fug(—t) Vi, tni = —tni Oni = —0ni YN

On,i
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2.4. Multi-bubble configurations. In this section we study properties of finite energy maps
near a multi-bubble configuration.

The operator £g obtained by linearization of (II)) about an M-bubble configuration Q(m, 7, X)
is given by,

Log:=D?Ey(Q(m,5,X)g = —Ag + — f'(Q(m, I, X))g,

where f'(z) = cos2z. Given g = (g,9) € €&,

- 00 2 .
<D2E(Q(m,m))g!g>=/0 (g(r)2+(arg(r))2+’;—2 /(Q(m,F,/\))g(r)2>rdr.

An important instance of the operator Lo is given by linearizing (L.I]) about a single harmonic
map Q(m, M,7;\) = Q). In this case we use the short-hand notation,
K.oo1, 5
Ly= A+ 5)+ 5(f(@) — k)
We write £ := L. For each k > 1,
,r.k
AQ(T’) = T’@TQ(T‘) = k’SiHQ = ka
When k£ > 2, AQ is a zero energy eigenfunction for L, i.e.,

LAQ =0, and AQ € L2 (R?).

rad

When k£ = 1, LAQ = 0 holds but AQ ¢ L? due to slow decay as r — oo and 0 is called a
threshold resonance. Indeed, for R > 0,

2

R
/ (AQ(r))*rdr = —% +2log(1 + R*) =4log R+ O(1) as R — oco.  (2.15)
0

On the other hand when k£ = 1, AAQ has an important cancellation which leads to improved
decay,

4r
AAQ = A+ (2.16)
so AAQ € L' N L™ and (AAQ | AQ) = 2, whereas for k > 2, (AAQ | AQ) = 0.
We define a smooth non-negative function Z € C°°(0, 00) N L((0,00),r dr) by
A if k=1,2
Z(r) = xr) Q.(r) k=1 (2.17)
AQ(r) if k>3
and note that
(ZAQ) > 0. (2.18)

In fact the precise form of Z is not so important, rather only that it is not perpendicular to AQ
and has sufficient decay and regularity. We fix it as above because of the convenience of setting
Z = AQ if k > 3. We record the following localized coercivity lemma proved in [34].

Lemma 2.18 (Localized coercivity for £). [34, Lemma 5.4] Fiz k > 1. There exist uniform
constants ¢ < 1/2,C > 0 with the following properties. Let g € H. Then,

(Lg|g)=clgll —C(Z|g)
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If R > 0 is large enough then,
2

120 [ (002 + 15 rar v [~ (@02 +125) rar - (7@ 10 10

R
>-C(2]9)°.
If r > 0 is small enough, then
[ee] 2 T 2 k2
(=20 [ (092 + 1% rar e [ (09 + %) rar = (5@ = Do | 9)
>-C(2]g)*.

As a consequence, (see for example [35] Proof of Lemma 2.4] for an analogous argument) one
obtains the following coercivity property of the operator Lo.

Lemma 2.19. Fiz k> 1, M € N. There exist n,co > 0 with the following properties. Consider
the subset of M-bubble configurations Q(m, i, \) for '€ {—1,1}M X € (0,00)™ such that,

M-1

Z ( A )k <. (2.19)

o M

Let g € H be such that
0= <Zﬁ\g> for j=1,... M.
for some X as in (ZI9). Then,

(D? Ep(Q(m, 7, X))g | 9) > collgll}-

The following technical lemma is useful when computing interactions between bubbles at
different scales.

Lemma 2.20. For any A < p and o, 8 > 0 with a # B the following bound holds:

LI w0 ()™

For any o > 0 the following bound holds:

o0 —a —ad A\ @
L GG T e () e (5)
0 A/ >1 r/>1 r 0 A
Proof. This is a straightforward computation, considering separately the regions 0 < r < A,
A<Zr<pu,and r > pu. O

Using the above, along with the formula for Z in (2.I7) we obtain the following.
Corollary 2.21. Let Z be as in [2I7) and suppose that A, > 0 satisfy A\/p < 1. Then,

A/ )kt df B =1,2 1 if k=1
<ZA‘AQH> & {(A/u)’“—l if k>3 <ZH‘AQA> e {(A/u)’“‘l if k>2

Another use of Lemma [2.20]is to extract the leading order terms in a Taylor expansion of the
nonlinear energy functional about an M-bubble configuration.
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Lemma 2.22. Fiz k > 1, M € N. For any 6 > 0, there exists n > 0 with the following property.
Consider the subset of M-bubble Q(m,t,\) configurations such that

Then,

H

‘_M

(E(Q(m, [ N) — ME(Q) — 16k Z LMH( )

)

Moreover, there exists a uniform constant C > 0 such that for any g € H,

- M A k
(PEp(Qun %) )| = Clall 3 (55)
j=1 "

+1

Proof. This is an explicit computation; see [39, Proof of Lemma 3.1, p. 1283-1286] where the
leading order term in computed in the case of two bubbles. The error terms are computed using
Lemma 2.20] g

The following modulation lemma plays an important role in our analysis. Before stating
it, we define a proximity function to M-bubble configurations. Fixing m, M we observe that
Q(m, i, A;r) is an element of & ,,, where

M
L=10(m,M,7) Z:m—ZL]’ (2.20)
j=1

Definition 2.23. Fix m, M as in Definition [LI1T] and let v € &, for some ¢ € Z. Define,

) = dmp() = I?Xf (Hv a ”5 + Z </\ +1> )%

where the infimum is taken over all vectors X = (A1, ..., Ay) € (0,00)M and all 7= {u1,..., 0} €
{—1,1}M satisfying (2.20).

Lemma 2.24 (Static modulation lemma). Fiz k > 1 and M € N. There exists n,C > 0 with
the following properties. Let m be as in Definition [LI11 and dy, ar as in Definition 223 Let
0>0,0¢cZ, and let v € &, be such that

dpy(v) <, and E(v) < ME(Q) + 6% (2.21)

Then, there exists a unique choice of X\ = Ay ) € (0,000M, e {—1,13M, and g € H,
such that setting g = (g,v), we have

=Q(m,,\) + g, 0
< o) = |
along with the estimates,
M—1
A \F
din, i (v)* < g7 + (A—’) < Cdy 1 (v)?, (2.23)
Jj+1
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and,

||g||§+%(vil) éCI}ngil) +67, (2.24)

where A:={j e {l,..., M =1} : 1 # tj41}.
Remark 2.25. We use the following, less standard, version of the implicit function theorem in
the proof of Lemma

Let X,Y,Z be Banach spaces, (zg,y0) € X x Y, and 61,02 > 0. Consider a mapping G :
B(z0,61) % B(yo,82) — Z, continuous in z and C* iny. Assume G(zg,y0) =0, (DyG)(x0,y0) =:
Ly has bounded inverse Ly L and

1

Lo — DG, y)lleevz) < ——1——
! O = B1L ez

0
3L M lezy)

(2.25)
|G (z,90)]|z <

for all |z — xo||x < 61 and ||y — yolly < 2. Then, there exists a continuous function ¢ :
B(xg,01) — B(yo,92) such that for all © € B(xo,01), y = s(x) is the unique solution of
G(x,6(x)) = 0 in B(yo, d2).

This is proved in the same way as the usual implicit function theorem, see, e.g., [5, Section
2.2]. The essential point is that the bounds (225 give uniform control on the size of the open

set where the Banach contraction mapping theorem is applied.
Proof of Lemma [2.27 The argument is very similar to [39, Proof of Lemma 3.1] and we only
give a brief sketch. Let 19 := d, p(v). By (Z21)) there exists some choice of '€ {—1,1}™ and
X € (0,00)M such that

M-1

—

G:=v—Q(m,7,)\) satisfies 5 < ||§||% +

N

A ) < 4
j=1 Aj+1

Define F' : H x (0,00)™ — H, by

—
— =~

F(g,X) = g+ Q(m, 7. }) — Q(m. I, X)
Note that, F(0,A) = 0 and
Moy
1E G Dl < gl + - |~ 1] (2.26)
= A
j
Next, define G : H x (0,00)M — RM by,

Glo.X) = (3 (20 | F@. D) oo

(2 | Fla. )

note that G(0,X) = 0, and we record the computation,

304,G(0.%) =~ (I8 + )21y, | Flo. X)) (21 4Q)
. \ (2.27)

NG9, %) = —1i5E (2, 1 AQu,) if i
2y



24 JACEK JENDREJ AND ANDREW LAWRIE

At this point, it is convenient to change variables, letting ¢; := log \; and é(g,[) = G(g, X)
Note that 9y, = \;0,;. From (2.26]) we see that G(-,-) is continuous near 0 € H in the first slot
and is C! near ¢ = (log Xl, ...,log XM) in the last M variables. We compute,

Lo := Dy, 0,, G(g,0)]

where (A;;) is the M x M matrix with entries,

oii = Aihsigen

Aj
Ajj =~ {Z]AQ), &j:—gﬁ«Zﬁ|AQﬁ>le#] (2.28)

which one may check, using (2.I8) and Corollary Z21] is invertible and || Lo||~! = O(1). The
conditions in (2.25]) are readily verified, and one may take 6; = Cyn and d2 = Cy7 in the notation
of Remark [2.25]in that case for uniform constants C, Cs. Indeed,

1G9, )| < llgller
and thus the second condition in ([2:25)) is verified. One may verify the first condition in ([2:25))

using ([2.27)) and (2:28)).
An application of Remark yields a continuous mapping < : B (0;d1) — Bra(0;d2) such
that

G(g0.0) = 0 = = s(g0)-
We define
9:=F(G,5), =)
Setting \; = e'i, and g = (g,9), by construction we then have,
v=0Q(m,;;\) +g,
and g satisfies (2.22]) and ([2.23]).

To prove the remaining estimates we expand the nonlinear energy of v,
ME(Q) + 6% > E(v) = E(Q(m. 7, X) +g)
R R 1 -7
= B(Q(m.7, X)) + (D E(Q(m,7. X)) | g) + 5 (D* B(Q(m. 7 X))g | g) + Ollg]2)
and apply the conclusions of Lemma and Lemma This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.26. Let k > 1. There exists n > 0 sufficiently small with the following property. Let
mleZ, M,LeN, r7c {-1,1}M 5 c {-1,1}, X € (0,00)M,ji € (0,00)", and w be such that
Ep(w) < 0o and,

- i \k
w — Q(m, 7, N3 + ) <, 2.29
lw = Q(m. 7 NI 2231 (55) =n (2.29)
L-1 1 L
lw— Q. lE+> () <n. (2.30)
j=1 Hj+1

Then, m =¥¢, M = L, U= &. Moreover, for every 8 > 0 the number n > 0 above can be chosen
small enough so that

s
‘max |~L —1|<6. (2.31)
j=1,.M Uy
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Proof of Lemma[2.26. From (2.29) we see that lim,_,o w(r) = mm, and from (2.30]) we see that
lim, oo w(r) = 7. Hence, m = /.

Next, let gy := w— Q(m, X) and g, 1= w— Q({, 7, fi). By expanding the nonlinear potential
energy we have,

Ep(w) = Ep(Q(m, 7, X)) + ( DEp(Q(m, 7. X)) | x ) + Olllgnll}).
Choosing n > 0 small enough so that Lemma applies, we see that
ME(Q) — Cn < Ep(w) < ME(Q) + Ch,
for some C' > 0. By an identical argument,
LE(Q) — Cn < Ep(w) < LE(Q) + Cn.

It follows that M = L. Next, we prove that 7 > 0 can be chosen small enough to ensure
that = &. Suppose not, then we can find a sequence w, with Ep(w,) < C, and sequences

—

UnsOny An, fin, SO that,

M-1
. Anj \F
e = QUm, 7, X)llfy + > (5°72-) " = ou(1) as n— o,
j=1 Anj+1

M—1
NN
lwn = Qm, s i) + D (%) = 0a(1) as n = ox,
= Hnj+1
but with z;, # &, for every n. We may assume without loss of generality that
0 = lim wy,(r) = lim Q(m, Fn,xn;r) = lim Q(m, &y, fin;7)
r—0 r—0 r—0

and we note that above limits agree mean that we must have Z]J‘/il tnj = Z]J‘/il op,j for each n.
Passing to a subsequence we may assume that there exists an index jo > 1 such that ¢;, = 0;,
for every j < jo and every n and tj, , # 0j,n for every n. We have,

1Q(m, Ty Xn) — QM Gy ) Lr < N — Q(m, Ty M)t + [ — Q(m, Gy ) | r = 0 (2)32)

First we show that j, > 1 Assume for contradiction that jo = 1. Then, we may assume that
ing =1, 0n1=—1and A\, 1 < pp,1 for all n. It follows that

—

Q(m, T, A) = Q(m, Gy i) 2 7 V1 € D, 201,

for all n large enough. But then,
2>\n,1

1Q(m, B, Xn) — Q(m, G, i) | > / (m/4)?

dr
)\n,l r

> (1/4)%log 2,

for all sufficiently large n, which contradicts ([2.32)). So ¢1,, = oy for all n. Thus jo > 1. But
then by a nearly identical argument we can show that we must have A\, ; ~ pu, ; uniformly in
n for all j < jo. Again we may assume (after passing to a subsequence) that Ay j, < finjo- It
follows again that for all sufficiently large n we have,

-

- N T
Q(m7 Lna )‘N) - Q(m7 O-naﬂn) > Z VT € [)\nyj(ﬁ 2)\"7j0]7

which again yields a contradiction. Hence we must have '= &.
Finally, we prove (2.31]). Suppose (2.31]) fails. Then there exists 6y > 0 and sequences A, jiy,
such that

HQ(m7 ZTL,XTL) - Q(m7 Znyﬁn)||H = On(1)7
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but

osup A/ ping — 1] = o, (2.33)
7j=1,...,

for all n. Following the same logic as before we note that we must have A, ; ~ u, ; uniformly
in n. But then we have,

M
190, 7y An) = Qs Ty fin)Fr = D _1Q,; = QI + 0 (1),
j=1
which implies that [|Q, ; — Qp, |z = 0,(1) for every j, yielding a contradiction with ([2.33]).
This completes the proof. O

Later in the paper we require the following lemma, which gives the nonlinear interaction force
between bubbles. Given an M-bubble configuration, Q(m, 7, \) we set

. k2 . M
film, £.0) 1= =5 (F(Qm,7.X) = Y- 1:£(Qy,)) (2:34)
j=1

Lemma 2.27. Let k > 1, M € N. For any 6 > 0 there exists n > 0 with the following property.
Let Q(m, 2, \) be an M-bubble configuration with

Mok
P VeS|
under the convention that \g = 0, Apr11 = co. Then, we have,

(8@ 1 m. 2 0) + st (30 - s (55) ] <0((35) + (55))

J

-

where here fi(m, 0, \) is defined in (2:34]).

Proof. Letting £ = m — Z]Ail tj we have

F(Q(m, 7, X) = %SIH 2m + 2ZL]Q)\ lsm(ZZ:LjQ)\j)

7j=1 7j=1

Fixing j € {1,..., M}, we expand,

—Sm ZLZQ)\ —|-2L]Q)\ ZLZ sin 2Q)y,

i#£]
1
= Esin(2ZLiQ>\i)(cos2Q)\ -1) (cos QZLZQ)\ >Lj sin 2Q),
Py oy (2.35)
1 1
+ 3 sin(2 Z LiQx,) — 3 Z L sin 2Q,
i#j i#£]

. .2 . .2 Y
= —1j+18in2Qy,,, sin” Qy; — ¢j—15in2Q),_, sin” Qy; + V(i A))

where via an explicit computation using Lemma [2.20] the function ¥;(z; \;) above satisfies,

(a0 @) [ <om ((32) + (75))
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where 0(n) > 0 is a function that tends to zero as n — 0. It follows that
<AQAJ. | fi(m, 7, X)> ~ b <r—2AQ§’\j | sin 2le> T <r—2 AQ3, | sin 2QAH>
= ljt1 <T_2AQ§\J-/>\H1 | sin 2Q> + 11 <7‘_2AQ§’\J_/)\J_71 | sin 2Q>

where “~” above means up to negligible terms. Note that,
1— 2k
SiH 2@ = 47‘km = 47"k + O('f’sk) lf r <K 1

= —4rF 4+ 003F) if r> 1.
Via residue calculus we compute,

o) k
/AQ() o4 32k3/ (7’7%:8#
0 0

r rk 4 r=k)3

o) e ) —k
/ AQ(r)34r=F dr = 32k‘3/ o dr = 8k?
0 r o (

rk +r=k)3

And thus,
A\ Kk A\
' —25 13 : 4, 2 J J
+LJ+1 <7" AQ)‘J'/)‘J'+1 | s 2Q> +Lj+l8k: <)\j+1) + 9(77) </\j+1)
_ . Aj—1\F Aj—1\*
i <T 2AQ§‘j/)‘j*1 | Sm2Q> B _Lj_18k2( ;\j ) * H(H)(;—j)
where 6(n) — 0 as n — 0, which completes the proof; see [39, Proof of Claim 3.14] for more
details of this computation. O

3. LOCALIZED SEQUENTIAL BUBBLING

The goal of this section is to prove a localized sequential bubbling lemma for sequences of
wave maps with vanishing averaged kinetic energy on an expanding region of space. The main
result, and the arguments used to prove it are in the spirit of the main theorems in Céte [8]
and Jia and Kenig [40], and also use many ideas from Struwe [70] and Duyckaerts, Kenig, and
Merle [20].

To state the compactness lemma, we define a localized distance function,

AN
) := inf — < g :
n(w)i= ok (Ju= Qm. 7 Ml + il < +Z S +1> ) (3.1)
where the infimum above is taken over all m € Z, M € {0,1,2,...}, and all vectors ¢’ €
{—1,1}M X € (0,00)™, and here we use the convention that the last scale Ay/11 = R.

Lemma 3.1 (Compactness Lemma). Let {,m € Z. Let p, > 0 be a sequence of positive
numbers and let w,(t) € &, be a sequence of wave maps on the time intervals [0, py] such that
lim sup,,_, . F(u,) < co.

Suppose there exists a sequence R, — oo such that,

Pn ann
lim —/ / By (t,7)* 7 drdt = 0.

n—o0 pTL

Then, up to passing to a subsequence of the w,, there exists a time sequence t,, € [0, p,] and a
sequence r, < R, with r,, — oo such that

lim 6, ,,(un(tn)) = 0.

n—o0
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Remark 3.2. We note that Theorem [[.I3] in the blow-up case is a quick consequence of
Lemma [B.] together with the fundamental result of Shatah and Tahvildar-Zadeh [67], that
for wave map developing a singularity at 7_ = 0 one has,

1 t T
lim —/ / |Byu(r,r)|* rdrdt = 0.
t—=0t o Jo
In the global case Ty = oo one uses,
1 T rt—A

lim limsup — / / |Byu(t,r)|* rdrdt =0,

A=oo T IS4 Jo
proved in [I0] using the analysis of [67].
3.1. Prior results on bubbling. The proof of Lemma [BIlrequires several preliminary lemmas,

including two Real Analysis results, which we address first.

Lemma 3.3. If a;, are positive numbers such that lim, . ay, = oo for all k € N, then there
exists a sequence of positive numbers by, such that lim, o by, = 00 and lim,, o ay 5, /by, = 00 for
all k € N.

Proof. For each k and each n define @y, = min{a; p,...,arn}. Then the sequences ay, — oo
as n — oo for each k, but also satisfy ay, < ax, for each k,n, as well as a;,, < ay, if j > k.
Next, choose a strictly increasing sequence {n;}, C N such that a, > k? as long as n > ny.
For n large enough, let b,, € N be determined by the condition n;, <n < np,4+1. Observe that
b, — oo as n — o0o. Now fix any ¢ € N and let n be such that b, > £. We then have

Qg n > aé,n > Zibn,n > bi > bn
Thus the sequence b,, has the desired properties. O

If f:]0,1] — [0,400] is a measurable function, we denote by
1
Mf(r):= sup —/f(t) dt
I>7;1C(0,1] |I| I

its Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. Recall the weak-L' boundedness estimate
1
{re[0,1]: Mf(r) > a}] < g / F()dt,  forall @ >0, (3.2)
0

see [53], Section 2.3].

Lemma 3.4. Let f, be a sequence of continuous positive functions defined on [0,1] such that
limy, 00 fol fa(t)dt = 0 and let g, be a uniformly bounded sequence of real-valued continuous
functions on [0, 1] such that limsup,, fol gn(t)dt < 0. Then there exists a sequence t,, € [0,1]
such that

lim M f,(t,) =0, lim sup gy, (t,,) < 0.

n—oo

n—oo

Proof. Let oy, be a sequence such that fol fa(t)dt < oy, < 1. Let Ay :={t € [0,1] : M f(t) <
ap}. By B2), limy,—~ |An| = 1. Since g, is uniformly bounded, we have

[ lan(0lde 5 0.0\ Au] 0
[0,1]\An
which implies
limsup/ gn(t)dt <0.
An

n—o0

It suffices to take t,, € A, such that g, (t,) < |A,|™* S, gn(t)dt. O
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A key ingredient of the proof of Lemma[B.]is a Struwe-type bubbling lemma [70]. We require
the version proved in [8[40].

Lemma 3.5 (Bubbling). [70], [8, Proposition 3.1], [40, Lemma 5.6] Let 0 > 0 and let o, — 0
and B, — oo be two sequences. Let v, be a sequence of wave maps, i.e., solutions to (L)), on
the time interval [0, 0] such that limsup,,_, o E(v,) < co. Suppose that

Bn
lim —/ / |0, (t, )] 2rdrdt =0
n—oo g an

Then, there exists an integer mg, 1o € {—1,0,4+1}, and a scale \g > 0 such that, up to passing
to a subsequence, we have

vy — Mo + 0@y,

in the space (LE(€))ioc([0,0] x (0,00)). In addition v, — mom + 0@, locally uniformly in
[0,0] x (0,00). And finally, v,(0) = Mo + 0@, in the space Eoc((0,00)).

The lengthy proof of the Compactness Lemma will consist of several steps, which are designed
to reduce the proof to the exact scenarios already considered by Céte in [8, Proof of Lemma 3.5]

and then by Jia-Kenig in [40, Proof of Theorem 3.2]. In particular, we will seek to apply the
following result from [40].

Lemma 3.6. [40, Theorem 3.2] Let v,, be a sequence of wave maps, i.e., solutions to (L)), on
the time interval [0,1] such that limsup,,_, . E(v,) < co. Suppose that there exists a sequence
tn € [0,1], and integer Ky > 0, and scales \p1 < -+ < Ay iy S 1 such that

) = i Y000 )
— n,j

where ||wpollpeoxzz — 0 and Hwnvng(OT;l) — 0 as n — oo for some sequence r, — 00.

Suppose in addition that, |wnollga-1xr,<r<ar,) — 0 as n — oo for any sequence A\, S 1 and
any A > 1, and finally, that

. % (,28n ?(20n(tn)) 2
lim Sup/0 <k‘ ——————— 4+ (Orun(tn)) 2005(2vn(tn))> rdr <0. (3.3)

n—o00 27’2

Then,
lwnolle =0 as n — oo.
Remark 3.7. Lemma[3.6]is not stated in [40] exactly as given above. However, an examination

of J40, Proof of Theorem 3.2] shows that this is precisely what is established. The heart of the
matter lies in the fact that the Jia-Kenig virial functional ([3.3]) vanishes at @, i.e.,

/0 <k2 Sln2(zQ) (arQ)22cos(2Q)> rdr =0,

but gives coercive control of the energy in regions where v, (t,7) is near integer multiples of .
3.2. Proof of the compactness lemma.

Proof of Lemma[31l Rescaling we may assume that p, = 1 for each n.
Step 1. We claim that there exist o, € [0, %], Tn € [%, 1] , and a sequence R;, < R, with
Ry, — 00 as n — oo such that

lim / / (28“1 Qun) /Ry — (afun—l—%&un)sin(Zun)x(-/Rl,n)) rdrdt =0, (3.4)

n—oo
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where y is a smooth cut-off function equal 1 on [0, 3], with support in [0,1]. Here and later in
the argument the second term in the integrand in (3.4]) is to be interpreted as the expression
obtained after integration by parts, which is well defined due to the finiteness of the energy.

Since
: R 1 [Rn
lim/ / (Dpun)?rdr =0 and lim/ / (O )? rdr = 0

there exist o, € [0, %], Tn € [%, 1] and a sequence R; , — oo such that,

Ry, Ry,
lim Ry n/ (8tu(an))2 rdr =0 and lim Rl,n/ ((‘?tu(Tn))2 rdr =0 (3.5)
For t € [0, 7], we have the following Jia-Kenig virial identity; see [40, Lemma 3.5 and Lemma
3.10].

g/ Orty, Sin(2up ) x (-/R1 ) rdr = / 2cos(2un)(8tun) X(-/R1p) rdr

9 1 28111( n)\ . ’

+ (O uy, + ;&un — k*————) sin(2uy)x(-/R1 ) rdr.
0

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the boundedness of the nonlinear energy and ([B.3]), we see
that

o
nh_)n;o (’atun(an)u sin(2un (on))| + |Opun (70) || Sin(zun(Tn))DX(’/Rl,N) rdr = 0.
0
Integrating (B.6]) between o, and 7, and using the above, we obtain (3.4]).
Step 2. We rescale again so that [0, 7] becomes [0,1]. We apply Lemma [3:4] to

Ry
() ::/0 Oy (t,1)[2 1 dr,

r2

b sin?(2u,, .
nit) = [ (PR @+ 00, sin(2u) )X i

(integrating by parts the second term in g, we see that this is a uniformly bounded sequence
of continuous functions) and we find a sequence {t,} € [0, 1] such that we have vanishing of the
maximal function of the local kinetic energy,

Ry
lim  sup // |0yt (t,7)|? rdrdt = 0,
"_“X’Iatn I1C[0,1] !I\ (3.7)

and lim \(%un(tn, )2 rdrdt =0,

n—o0 0

and also pointwise vanishing of a localized Jia-Kenig virial functional,

lim sup /OO <k2w — (DPun(ty) + %&nun(tn)) sin(2un(tn))>x(-/]§n) rdr <0. (3.8)
0

n—00 272

for any sequence En < Ry, < R, with En — o0 as n — 0o. We emphasize the conclusion from
the first steps is the existence of the sequence t,, such that [B.7) and (B.8]) hold.

Step 3. Now that we have chosen the sequence ¢, € [0,1], we may, after passing to a
subsequence, assume that ¢, — to € [0, 1].
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We apply Lemma 210 to the sequence u,,(t,), obtaining profiles (v, Anj) and (vl t, i, 005),

and w;io, so that, using the notation,

. . s i i —tmi . _ i _tn,i
'ﬁb% = (W('/An,j)’An;‘ J('/)‘n,j))v vL,n(O) = (UL(—7 )’O-n,%atvL(—7

)

Oni On,i Oni On,i
we have
Ko J
U (tn) = mom + Y (), —mym) + Y vl ,(0) +wjl g (3.9)
j=1 i=1

satisfying the conclusions of Lemma[ZI0. We refer to the profiles (37, An,;) as well as the profiles
(vi(0),tni, 0pni) With t,,; = 0 for all n as centered profiles (here the subscript , on ! is super-
fluous). We refer to the profiles (v (0),tp.i, 00 ;) With —t,,;/0n; — +oo as outgoing/incoming
profiles.

Step 4.(Centered profiles at large scales) At each step, we will impose conditions on the
choice of the ultimate choice of sequence r,, — co. Consider the set of indices

Teoo =47 €{1,..., Ko} | li_>m Apj=o00U{i eN|t,; =0Vn, and li_>m On,i = 00}

Using Lemma [3.3] we choose a sequence rq , — 00 so that 79, < Ry, An j,0n; for each A, ; with
J € Je,0o and each o, ; with i € J. . We note that by construction we have,

E(@b%;o,ro,n) —0 as n — oo, (3.10)
E((vi(0, /o), J;}?')i('/an,i)); 0,70,) = 0 as n — oo, '

for any of the indices 7,7 € J¢ co-
Step 5.(Centered profiles at bounded scales) Consider the set of indices

TJeo={je{l,...,Ko}| nh—>Hc;lo Anj <ooU{ieN|t,; =0Vn, and nh—>Hc;lo Op,i < 00}

We use Lemma [3.5] to show that each of the associated profiles must be a harmonic map.
Consider first the case of a profile (7, A, ;) with j € J.0. Define,

u%(t,r) = (u%(t,r),atuf@(t,r)) = (un(tn + A it AngT)s An,jOrun (tn + A jt, )\w-r))

and note that u, is a wave map on the interval ¢ € [—t,,/ Anj, (P —tn)/An,j]. Consider the case
tn, — to < 1, (the other possible limits have nearly identical arguments). Recall that we have
the weak convergence u3,(0) — 17 (0). Moreover,

17y 1 (7[5
—/ / 7 |8tuﬁl(t,r)|2rdr dt = —/ / 7 |An,jOptn (tn + )\n,jt,)\n7jr)|2rdr dt
g Jo Jo o Jo Jo

1 tn+)\n,j0'

Ry
= / |0 (s,9)*ydyds — 0 as n — oo
A Jt, 0

where the last line follows from ([B.7)) after fixing ¢ > 0 small enough so that t, + A, ;o < 1
for all n large enough. Thus by Lemma we conclude that there exists m;,¢;, Ag; so that

'l,bj = ﬁlzjﬂ' + LjQ)\O,j'
The cases of profiles (v} (0),t,, 0n) With ¢ € J. o are completely analogous. And we conclude
that each of these profiles must satisfy

vt (0,7) = (0,0).

since each v’ (0) € £ and thus can only be a constant harmonic map.
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Step 6.(Incoming/outgoing profiles with lim,, s [t,.i| = 00) We next treat profiles (v}, ¢y, i, 00 ;)
that satisfy,
tn,i

On,i

— +o00.

Up to passing to a subsequence of u,,(t,) we may assume that —t,, ; — to € [—00,00]. Consider
the set of indices,

t .
Joo ={i EN| —"% - +oo and |t,;| — oo}

n,i

We impose additional restrictions on the sequence r,. We require that r, < %\tml for each
sequence t,; in J;, . So at this stage, we again use Lemma [3.3] to choose a sequence 71, — 00
such that r , <79, and 1, < % |tn,i| for each sequence t, ; in Ji oo.

Since v! is a solution to (23] we know that it asymptotically concentrates all of its energy
near the light-cone. In fact, a direct consequence of [13, Theorem 4] is that

. 7 =
im o (s)llgr< e =0

Thus, if i € J, o0 and as long as 1, < % |tn,i| for n large enough, we see that O';%T’Ln < %0’;% tn,il
and thus

H”i(_tnvi/an,i)”S(rgrl,na;l) —0 as n — oo. (3.11)

by the above and we conclude that any such profile does not contribute to the asymptotic size

of &y, (un(tn))-
Step 7.(Incoming/outgoing profiles with lim,_, [tyi| < o0) Next, we consider profiles

(v}, tni,0n) such that

t .

— ' 5400 and — tni = oo ER

On,i
and we denote by J, o the set indices labeling all such profiles, and note that o, ; — 0 as n — oo
for each i € J; 0. We claim that any such profile must satisfy v} = 0. The argument we use
follows closely the argument given in [17, Erratum]. As there are few technical changes due to

setting of the current problem, we reproduce the argument here.
We claim that there exists a new sequence /71, < ra, < ri, such that

lim sup E(u,(t); A, ron, Anran) =0 (3.12)
=00 te0,1]
for some 1 < A,, < 12,,. By the finite speed of propagation, it suffices to have
li_}rn E(un(O);Aglrg,n,Anrgm) =0,
and then replace A, by its half, for example.
Let A, be the largest integer such that A%A” < /T Obviously, 1 « A, < ,/r1,. For
1€{0,1,..., A, — 1}, set Rg) = A2 /T1n, sO that A;leH) = AnRg), thus
An—1
Y E(un(0): A, RY, ARLY) < E(u, (0)).
1=0
Since all the terms of the sum are positive, there exists [y € {0,1,..., A4, — 1} such that ry,, :=
Rﬁf” satisfies
E(u,(0); A;lrzn, Apran) < A E(u,(0) — 0.
proving (312
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Next, using the finite speed of propagation along with (8.12]), we pass to a new sequence of
maps U, with vanishing average kinetic energy on the whole space. To see this, first we use
Lemma 211 to find a sequence y,, € [2r2,,,472 ] and integers m,, € Z such that

|un (0, yn) — mpm| = 0 as n — oo

Since ¢, m are fixed and limsup,,_, . E(u,) < oo, the integers m,, € [—L, L] for all n for some
L > 0. Hence, after passing to a subsequence, we may assume that m, = m is a fixed integer
for each n. We define a sequence of truncated initial data @, (0) as follows,

ﬁn(tna T) = X2rz,n (T)un(tm T) + (1 — X2ran (T))mlﬂ'

Using [B12), we have E(Uy(t,); 572,0,872,n) — 0 as n — 0o. Let @, (t) denote the wave map
evolution of the data u,(t,), which we observe, using the vanishing of the energy of the data on
the region [rg,/8,8rz,] is well defined on the interval [0,1] for large n. In fact, using the finite
speed of propagation and the monotonicity of the energy on truncated cones, we see that w,(t)
satisfies,

Up(t,r) =up(t,r) if r<re,, and sup E(u,(t);ran,,00) =0 as n — oo. (3.13)
te[0,1] :

Next, from the decomposition ([3.9) we have,
Un(tn) =mim+ D (Q(5—)0 = ™)+ D> v,(0) + +xans, Wi
§€Te0 " i<J, €0
— X2rg,,M1T + X2ry,,MOT

+ (X27’27n - 1) Z (L]Q()\—),O) - ﬂ-) + (X27“2,n - 1) Z Uz,n(o)

j€Te0 ] i<J, i€T0

+ X27‘2,7l Z Illb‘ZL(O) + X27‘2,n Z IUIZ_,,TL(O)
J€Te,00 i<J, i€J,0
where above we have allowed the abuse of notation, A, ; <+ A, j)o,j, for the profiles with indices
in J¢0. Using the same logic used to deduce (B10) and (B.I1) we have,

E(Q)\n,j?TZm OO) —0 as n — oo, ||vi(_tn7i/0n7i)||6(7‘2’r‘2yn0';1) — 0 as n — oc.

for any fixed j € J.0 or i € Ji0. Thus, using ([29) and the above along with ([310) and (311
we see that the last three lines in (3.14)) can effectively be absorbed into the error and writing

Wi (1) = X2ra, (1)) (1) + 0n(1)

we obtain the decomposition,

Un(tn) =mim+ Y (1Q(5—).0) —m) + > v, (0) + @ (3.14)
j€Te0 "I i<J, €0

We claim that that above is a profile decomposition for w,,(¢,) in that it satisfies the conclusions
of Lemma 210l Indeed, it remains to check the vanishing properties of the error ﬁi’o, but these
follow from, e.g., [I3, Lemmas 10 and 11] after noting the correspondence between the linear
wave equation (Z.6) and the 2k + 2-dimensional radially symmetric free wave equation (see
also [19, Claim A.1 and Claim 2.11] for the treatment of the wave equation in odd dimensions).
Assume for the sake of contradiction that there exists a nonzero profile ('vio, Onig» tnip) With

index iy € Jy,0, and assume without loss of generality that

_tni
—0 5 400 as n — o0o.
On,ig
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Using B.7) and [BI3) we have

1 I
lim sup — // |0, (t,7)|? rdr dt = 0,
n—o0 r51,,.1cfo,1) [ J1 Jo (3.15)

|0ktn (tr) |2 — 0 as n — oo,

and we can apply (after passing to a subsequence) Lemma 217 to deduce the existence of a
matching profile (vi', 0y, ;,,t,,:,) such that for all s € R,

i i
vit(s) = v°(—=s), Oni; = Onig, and tni = —tpn4, Vn.

After relabeling we may assume that i; = ig + 1.
We claim that there exists 79 > 0 so that, in addition to (8.I5]), we also have,

nh_{go ||atﬂn(tn + Toan,i0)||L2 =0 (316)

To see this, assume for simplicity that ¢, — to < 1 (the other possible scenarios are similar).
Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that

2724 > gup // |0y, (t, ) 2pdrdt,
I5t,;1C[0,1] !I\

and define sets E,, (for all large n) via,
E, = {1 €[0,1] : |0n(tn + Tonio)l|32 > 272}
Thus,
—9n—4 1 fntomio 2 L. 2 —n—2
2 2 [[Optin ()] 72 dt = [0t (tn + TOn,i) |72 AT = | En| 2
tn 0

O-n7i0

which means that |E,| < 27772 for all n large enough. Hence |U,>0E,| < %, and thus any

9
70 € [0,1] \ Up>0E,, satisfies ([B.10]). ’

Next, we will need to evolve the profiles for time = 790y, ;,. To get in the setting of Lemma [ZT3]
we first need to truncate the sequence again, removing all profiles concentrating at a scales
< 0Opi,- To this end, and following [I7, Erratum]|, we denote by K = Kso U Ky, where
Keo C Jey is the set of indices j such that,

E]Cj > 0 such that )\mj < Cka'n,iga
and letting ¢y > 0 be as in Lemma 2.8 K, g C J;, 0 is the set of indices ¢ such that both
E('vf%) >ey and 3C; >0 such that max(oy 4, |tni|) < Cion.i

Observe that ig,i9 + 1 € Ky 0 and that by the pythagorean expansion of the nonlinear energy,
K is a finite set.

Since oy,i, <K |tn,i,| we can, arguing as in ([3.12), find a scale o, such that oy, ;, < 0, < |t ]
and such that E(u,;o0,/4,40,) — 0 as n — oo. Using Lemma 2] and arguing as above,
after passing to a subsequence we can find a sequence y, € [%an, %O‘n] and an integer /1 with
|ty (tn, yn) — £17| — 0. We then define a sequence @, (t,) € &, m, by

ﬂ'n(tn) = Xon 17 + (1 = X0, ) Un(tn)

It follows that for any J > max(i;i € Ky ) + 1 we have

dn(tn) =mim+ Y Q)0 -m+ Y vla(0) + g+ oa(l)

§€Te,0\Ke,0 " i<J, i€T.0\Kv.0



SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR WAVE MAPS 35

where we define 11);{70( ) = (1— X0, )W; o(r). We need to justify the 0, (1) term above. First, it is
clear the harmonic maps with 1ndlces j € Ke,o satisfy [|(1— Xo,/2)(1;Q (5 J) 0) —m)||e = on(1)
since j € K¢ implies A, ; < Cjoy, i, < 0y,. Next for those indices 7 € Ky g we claim that,

11 = X201 (< tni/oni)lle S I0L(~tni/oni)lles Lo, o = 0n(D) (3.17)
To prove the last inequality above note that since ¢ € K o we have

lo'n 1 Un O-n7,0> 1 Un ‘nz‘

20n2 20'7”0 On,i 20 On,ig On,i

and now (B.1I7) follows from [I3, Lemma 9] after noting again that o, /0y, — 00 as n — oo,
and using the equivalence between (2.3]) and (2.4)) outlined in Section
Note that

Up(tn, 1) = Un(tn,r) = Up(tn,r) if 40, <1 < T2.n

and thus, denoting by @, (t) the wave map evolution of @, we have by finite speed of propagation
that for s > 0,

Uy (tn + 5,7) = Up(ty +5,7) = wp(tn +s,7) if 4o, +s<7r<ry,—s. (3.18)
The point of these truncations is that we can now apply the nonlinear profile decomposition
Lemma T3 to ,(0) up to time 90y, ;,, obtaining an error term z;(¢) satisfying for all s €
[07 TOUn,io]a

Un(ty +8) =mim+ Y (LjQ(f),O)—wH > V() + Wy () + 27 (t)

§€Te,0\Ke,0 v i<J, i€J:,0\K10

fim limsup ( sup [z 0)lle + 12215070001 ) = O

J—=00 n—oo tE[O,ToO’miO

Next observe that plugging in s = 70,4, above gives rise to linear profile decomposition for
un(t + T00n 4io) in the sense of Lemma [2.10, where the profiles are given by (Q,\, ;) and
(@ ,5, irtni) = (U1, 0nistni — ToOn,i,)- In particular 71 (t) = oot (—¢),

We apply Lemma [2.16] to the sequence,
(fna gn) = (an (tn + T00n,ig» Un,io’)y On,ig atan(tn + T0On,ig» O'n,io’))

—mr— ) (LJQ(%.),O) — )

. n’
]EJC,O\ICC,O J

with a,, = 4 Un. +70 and s, = i o By (.18) and (3.16) we have ||gn||L2 (r>an) 7 0 asn — oo.

On 20
Isn]

Since oy, < |tp, ZO] we also have — 00 as n — co. Hence we may apply Lemma On the
one hand, by the way the proﬁles are obtained,

90 (Fos gn) = Su(70)Su (22

Su(sn) (fur gn) = Su( 2 O (f gn) = (009 (0), i® (70)) € €

O-TL,Z'() Jn7i0
but on the other hand, since t,, 41 = —tni, — T00ni, and since oy iy = Onig+1 = On,ig+1 W€
have
7511 1
_ 3,20
SL(_sn)(fn7gn) - SL(_ ] )(fnvgn)
n,10

= Su(T)Su(— L) (. gu) = (v (7o), B (7)) = (o (~70), ~ Do (~0)) € €

On,ig+1
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An application of Lemma then gives v/°(r5) = vi°(—7p) and 9™ (19) = dv°(—7p), or in
other words v° (t) = v°(t + 27), is periodic with period 27y, which is impossible since v (t) is
a finite energy solution to (2.3]), unless vi" = 0, which contradicts our assumption. Thus, there
are no nonzero profiles with indices in the set 7 .

Step 8.(Vanishing properties of the error 'w;{p) We summarize where the argument stands
after all of the previous steps. With u,, defined in ([B.14]), we may relabel the indices in 70, so
that Xn = (A1, An k) With 0 < Ko < Ky, and with A\ 1 < Ao < -+ < Ak, S 1 and
signs ©'= (t1,...,tK,), so that

Up(ty) = mym + Z(LJQ()\;),O) — T) + Wy, 0. (3.19)

j=1 n,J

where we have removed the index J in @i,o, using the previous step since there are no nonzero
outgoing/incoming profiles relevant to the region r < ry,. It will suffice to show the existence
of a sequence 7, — 00, with r, < 7,2 so that after passing to a subsequence, we have

H@n,OHé’(rSrn) —0 as n — oo.
Using the pythagorean expansion of the energy, we conclude from (B.I5]) that
||1'5n70\|L2 — 0 as n — oo.
We also have directly from Lemma 2.10] that,
|WnollLee — 0 as n — oo.

After passing to a subsequence of the u,,, we claim there is a sequence r, — oo with the following
properties,

lgr, < min(rgm,]%l,n), Hzﬂan(T,;lST,SQm) — 0 as n — oo, (3.20)

where R, is as in Steps 1. and 2. Indeed, arguing as in Step. 5., we see that for any sequence
An S 1 and any A > 1 we have,

[wnller,a-1<r<r,a) = 0 as n— oo, (3.21)

see for example [8 Step 2., p.1973-1975, Proof of Theorem 3.5] or [40, Proof of (5.29) in Theorem
5.1] for this conclusion in those analogous settings. Then, considering the case A\, = 1 above
and passing to a subsequence of the w,, we obtain a sequence as in (3.20]).
Using the selection of r,, in the previous line, we see from (B.8]) that, in addition to B.I3]), uw,
satisfies
(e} cn2(977
lim Sup/ <k2w — (02T (tn) + %8,«&}(%)) Sin(2ﬂn)>x(-/rn) rdr <0, (3.22)
0

n—00 27’2

Integration by parts of the second term in the integrand above yields,
o _ 1 _ _ o _ _
—/ (0%, 4 =0ty ) sin (220 ) X (- /70 ) 7dr = / (0T ) %2 cos(2ty ) x (- /1) 7 dr
0 r 0

+ / Oy, sin(2ﬂn)%x'('/rn) rdr.
0

n

The second term on the right above satisfies,

/ Oy, sin(2ﬂn);x'(-/rn) rdr
0

n

S E((n, 05 5, 2r) 0 as - o0
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by our selection of r,,. From the above and ([3.22)) it follows that

] 0 2sin2(2ﬂn(tn)) ~ 9 - e Y dr
hmsup/0 (kz ————— + (Orun(tn)) 2cos(2un(tn))>x(/ n)rdr <0, (3.23)

n—00 272

We now use the second assumption in (B.20]), in particular the fact that it implies

lim E(wy;r,/4,4r,) =0,

n—oo

because all the A, ; are bounded, to truncate the sequence w,(t,) yet again, obtaining a new
sequence u,, and corresponding wave map evolutions u,(t) on the interval [0, 1], such that

Tin(t,T) = u,(t,r) = uy(t,r) if r<r,, and lim E('ﬁn;rn,oo) =0 (3.24)

n—oo

Using the above along with ([8.23]) we obtain the following global non-positivity of the Jia-Kenig
virial functional for u,,,

. ® (S QEn(t) o= e om0 Y,
hmsup/o <1<: b (O (t)22 o8 (2 n(tn))> dr <0

n—00 272

From (3.15]) and (3:24]) we obtain,
. 1 & = 2
lim sup — |0t (t,7)|* rdrdt =0,
=00 I5t,;1C[0,1] Il JrJo

10tn (tn)|| 2 — 0 as n — oo,

and finally from (3:I9]) we see that 5n(tn) satisfies,
~ KO . ~
ﬁn(tn) =miT + ;(L]Q(m)7o) - ﬂ-) + @n,o

with H’l:})/n’OHLooXLQ — 0 and ||’L~5n,0\|g(7n27,;1) — 0 as n — oo, and all the A, ; satisfy A, ; < 1.

Moreover, by ([3.2T]) we have the vanishing |[wy,olg(a-1x,<r<anr,) — 0 asn — oo for any sequence
An S 1 and any A > 1.

We have now reduced to a setting that is completely analogous to [40, Proof of Theorem 3.2]
and one may argue precisely as in that paper to conclude, via Lemma [3.6] that

||1~ﬁn||g—>0 as n — 0o.

We have shown that 500('1:Ln(tn)) — 0 as m — oo. By ([B24) we in fact have proved that
0y, (un(tn)) — 0 as n — oo, (note that A, g, < 1 and r,, — oo ensures that the final ratio
A, Ko/ A, Ko+1 — 0, where Ay, g 4+1 := 75), completing the proof. O

4. DECOMPOSITION OF THE SOLUTION AND COLLISION INTERVALS

In the final two sections we prove Theorem [I] for equivariance classes k > 2. We reserve the
case k = 1 for the appendix.
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4.1. Proximity to a multi-bubble and collisions. For the remainder of the paper we fix a
solution u(t) € &y, of (1), defined on the time interval I, = (0, Tp] in the blow-up case and on
I, = [Ty, o0) in the global case, for some Ty > 0. We set T, := oo in the global case and T} := 0
in the blow-up case. Let u*(t) be the radiation as defined in Theorem [[.8 More precisely, we
let ma = lim;_7, uf(t, %t) € Z and shift the radiation so that u*(t) € &y .. for some mq, € Z,
and for r 2 t, u(t,r) ~ mam + u*(t,r). Note that m =0 if Ty, = 00

It is a crucial insight of [7,O,[10] that w*(¢) is given for continuous time. Recall that Theo-
rem [[.8 gives a function p : I, — (0, 00) such that

hm (o) /1) + [[u(t) — u*(t) — mAﬂ”?S'(p(t),oo)) =0, (4.1)

and that for any « € (0,1) we have
lim E(u"(t);0,at) = 0. (4.2)

t—Tx
By Theorem [I.13] there exists a time sequence t, — T, and an integer N > 0, which we
now fix, such that w(t,) — u*(t,) approaches an N-bubble as n — oo. Roughly, our goal is to
show that on the region r € (0, p(t)), the solution u(t) approaches a continuously modulated
N-bubble, noting that the radiation w*(¢) is negligible in this region. By convention, we will
set An+1(t) :=t to be the “scale” of the radiation and Ag(t) := 0. Our argument requires the
following localized version of the distance function to a multi-bubble.

Definition 4.1 (Proximity to a multi-bubble). For all ¢t € I, p € (0,00), and K € {0,1,..., N},
we define the localized multi-bubble proximity function as

dg(t; p) == inf <Hu(t) —u*(t) — Q(ma, s \) Hg +§(< y+1) )

oY

where 7 := (tigq1,--.,en) € {=L1UN"5 X = (Agq1,..., ) € (0,00)V "5 X\g := p and
AN+1 =1t.
The multi-bubble proximity function is defined by d(t) := do(t;0).

Remark 4.2. We emphasize that if dg(¢;p) is small, this means that w(t) — u*(¢) is close to
N — K bubbles in the exterior region r € (p, 00).

We can now rephrase Theorem [[LT3]in this notation: there exists a monotone sequence t,, — T
such that

lim d(t,) = 0. (4.3)

n—oo

Even though this fact is certainly a starting point of our analysis, it will turn out that we cannot
use it as a black box. Rather, we need to examine the proof and use more precise information
provided by the analysis in [8[40]; see Section [Bl

We state and prove some simple consequences of the set-up above. We always assume N > 1,
since the pure radiation case N = 0 (in fact, also the case N = 1) is already settled by Cote’s
and Jia’s and Kenig’s work [8,[40].

First, a direct consequence of (4.1]) is that u(t) — u*(¢) always approaches a 0-bubble in some
exterior region. With pn(t) = p(t) given by the function in Theorem [[.§ the following lemma is
immediate from the conventions of Definition E.1]

Lemma 4.3. There exists a function py : I — (0,00) such that

Jim dw(t;pn(8) = 0. (4.4)



SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR WAVE MAPS 39

Theorem [1 will be a quick consequence of showing that, in fact,

Jim d() =0. (4.5)

The approach which we adopt in order to prove ([L3]) it is to study colliding bubbles. A collision
is defined as follows.

Definition 4.4 (Collision interval). Let K € {0,1,...,N}. A compact time interval [a,b] C L.
is a collision interval with parameters 0 < e < and N — K exterior bubbles if

e d(a) <eand d(b) <e,
e there exists ¢ € (a,b) such that d(c) > n,
e there exists a function pg : [a,b] — (0,00) such that dx (¢; px (t)) < € for all ¢ € [a, b].

In this case, we write [a,b] € Cx(€,n).

Definition 4.5 (Choice of K). We define K as the smallest nonnegative integer having the
following property. There exist n > 0, a decreasing sequence €, — 0 and sequences (a,), (b,)
such that [ay,by] € Cx(€n,n) for all n € {1,2,...}.

Lemma 4.6 (Existence of K > 1). If (L) is false, then K is well defined and K € {1,...,N}.

Remark 4.7. The fact that K > 1 means that at least one bubble must lose its shape if ([4.3])
is false.

Proof of Lemma[4.6 Assume (.5]) does not hold, so that there exist > 0 and a monotone
sequence s,, — T} such that

d(s,) >n, for all n.

We claim that there exist sequences (€,), (an), (b,) such that [ay,b,] € Cn (€, 7). Indeed, ([E3)
implies that there exist €, — 0, a,, < s,, and b,, > s,, such that d(a,) < €, and d(b,) < €,. Note
that a, — Ty and b, — Ty. Let py : [an,b,] — (0,00) be the function given by Lemma [4.3]
restricted to the time interval [a,, b,]. Then ([44]) yields

lim sup dn(¢pn(t)) =0.

=00 telan,bn)
Upon adjusting the sequence ¢, we obtain that all the requirements of Definition [£.4] are satisfied
for K = N.

We now prove that K > 1. Suppose K = 0. The definition of a collision interval yields
do(cn; pn) < €, for some sequence p,, > 0, and at the same time d(c,) > n for some n > 0. We
show that this is impossible.

Define v, := u(c,) — u*(cy). Since do(cn;pn) < €, we can find parameters, p, < A1 <

-

.-+ < A\p N and signs i;, such that defining g,, = v, — Q(ma, in, An) we have

do(cn; pn) = 190 llA _|_§ Mk<62 )
o\Cn; Pn) = nll&(pn,00) )\nj-i-l ~ ( |
7=0 ’

Using (1)) we see that we must have A\, v < p(¢p) < ¢, and thus using (£.1)) along with (4.6])
and Lemma [2.22] we have

E(u(cn); pn,o0) = E(g, +u™(cn) + Q(ma, tn, An); pu, plcn))

+ E(g,, +u*(cn) + (ma, n, An); pen), o)
=NE(Q)+ E(u*) + o,(1)
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Since by (L) we know that E(u(c,)) = NE(Q) + E(u*(c,)), we conclude from the previous
line that,

E(u(cy);0,pn) = 0p(1) as n — oo.

Using (£.2) and the fact that p, < p(cy,) it follows that E(v,;0, p,) = 0,(1), and hence by (21])
we conclude that

[om — £lls(0pn) S E(0n; 0,pn) = 0n(1) a5 71— 00
Thus, combining the above with ([£6]) we have d(c,) = 0,(1) as n — oo, a contradiction. O

In the remaining part of the paper, we argue by contradiction, fixing K to be the number
provided by Lemma We also let n,€,,a, and b, be some choice of objects satisfying the
requirements of Definition We fix choices of signs and scales for the N — K “exterior”
bubbles provided by Definition [4.1] in the following lemma.

Remark 4.8. For each collision interval there exists a time ¢, € [a,,b,] with d(c,) > n and
we may assume without loss of generality that d(a,) = d(b,) = €, and d(t) > ¢, for each
t € lan,by]. Indeed, given some initial choice of [ay,b,] € Cx(n,€,), we can find a,, < a, < ¢,
and ¢, < b, < b, so that d(a,) = d(b,) = €, and d(t) > ¢, for each t € [a,,b,]. Just set
an < Gy = inf{t < ¢, | d(t) > €,} and similarly for b,,.

Similarly, give some initial choice ¢, — 0,7 > 0 and intervals [a,, b,] € Cx (1, €,) we are free
to “enlarge” €, by choosing some other sequence €, < €, — 0, and new collision subintervals
[@n,bn] C [an,by] NCk(n,€,) as in the previous paragraph. We will enlarge our initial choice of
€y, in this fashion several times over the course of the proof.

Lemma 4.9. Let K > 1 be the number given by Lemma [{.6, and let n, €y, a, and b, be some
choice of objects satisfying the requirements of Definition [{.5. Then there exists a sequence
Gn € {=1, 13N, a function fi = (uk+1,- -, un) € C'(Unen[an, bul; (0,00)N ), a sequence
v, — 0, and a sequence m,, € Z, so that defining the function,

v UnEN[ana bn] — (07 OO)? V(t) = VnNK+1(t)7 (47)

we have,

lim sup (dK(t;l/(t)) +E(u(t),y(t),21/(t))> =0, (4.8)

n—00 tE€[an,bn]
and defining w(t), h(t) for t € Uplan,by] by

N

w(t) = (1= X)) (u(t) — u*(t) + xp@)MnT™ = mAT + Z a,w-(QM(t) —x) + h(t),(4.9)
j=K+1

we have, w(t) € Em, .ma, h(t) € E, and

lim sup (||h(t)||§+(£)k+§: (“j(t) )k)zo, (4.10)

0 teap,bn) 1(t) oy M (t)

with the convention that pun41(t) =t. Finally, v(t) satisfies the estimate,

lim sup |V'(t)|=0. (4.11)

"0 ¢ [an,bn)
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Remark 4.10. One should think of v(t) as the scale that separates the N — K “exterior”
bubbles, which are defined continuously on the union of the collision intervals [ay,by,] from
the K “interior” bubbles that are coherent at the endpoints of [a,,by,], but come into collision
somewhere inside the interval and lose their shape. In the case K = N, there are no exterior
bubbles, ux+1(t) =t and v, — 0 is chosen using (£.1)).

Proof. By Definition F] for each n we can find scales pg (t) < ix41(t) < -+ < pn(t) < t and
signs &(t) € {—1,1}=F for t € [an, b,], such that defining h,, (t) for r € (px(t),o0) by

—

u(t) — u'(t) = Q(ma, G (t), i(t)) + hpy (t)

we have,
2 STAZIORPE
At c(8)) = o (OE 000 + D (2 05) S o (4.12)
=K Hj+1

keeping the convention fik (t) := pk(t), in+1(t) :=t. Using limy, o0 SUPsefqp) dic (8 pr (1)) = 0
and the fact that
lim sup E(Q(mA75:(t)7ﬁ(t))7anﬁK+1(t)75nﬁK+l(t)) = 07

n—00 te [U«n 7bn]

for any two sequence o, < 3, < 1, we can choose a sequence v, — 0 with

~ . NN S ~
pi(t) S vpjig+1(t), and  lim  sup  E(u(t) — w'(t); Svnfix41(t), npix+1(t) = 0.

n—00 te[anybn] 4

Defining v(t) = vpfir+1(t), it follows from Lemma [2.1] that we can find integers m,, € Z, which
are independent of ¢ € [ay, b,] due to continuity of the flow so that

lim sup sup lu(t,r) — u*(t,r) — mum| =0,
"0 tE an bnl re(Lvnfir i1 () Avnfic 41 (1)
, ; (4.13)
Jim te[sagn] [w(t) =™ (&) = a1y, e (1) avmfine (1) = O
Thus, defining w(t) € &y, m, and, h(t) € € for t € Uy[an, by, by
w(t) == (1 — xp@e) (wt) — u* (1) + xo@mam
N N _
= (1= xsw)mam+xo Y. oiOT +xsmmam+ Y 05(t)(Qz,) — ™) + hi(t)
j=K+1 j=K+1 (4.14)
N ~
=mam+ Y 0;(t)(Qp, — ) + k(1)
j=K+1
we have using (£.12)),
= () \F
sup h(t)|| + - <62, 4.15
e (GIE ; @) (4.15)

for some sequence 6,, — 0. We note that the last equality in (dI4]) follows from the observation
that we must have,

ma— Y oj(t) =my (4.16)
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for any t € [ap, by]. We invoke Lemma and continuity of the flow to conclude that for each
n, the sign vector &(t) = &, is independent of ¢ € [ay, b,], and the functions g 4+1(t),. .., AN (%)
can be adjusted to be continuous functions of t. However, in the next sections we require
differentiability of the function fix4+1(t), so we must modify it slightly.

Given a vector fi(t) = (pr+1(t), ... un(t)), set,
w(t7ﬁ(t)) = (1 - Xl/n,LLKJrl(t))(u(t) - ’u’*(t)) + XVn;LK+1(t)mn7r

Fixing ¢ and suppressing it in the notation, and setting up for an argument as in the proof of
Lemma 2.24] define

— —

F(h, @) :==h— (w(-,n) — Q(ma, Gp, 1)) + w(-, @) — Q(ma, &n, fi)

and note that F(0,7i) = 0. Moreover,

N

— 1)
VF (i)l S 0l + > 22— ‘
j=K+1'"7
Define,
. 1 . 1 .

and thus G(0, ﬁ) = (0,...,0). Following the same scheme as the proof of Lemma [2.24] we obtain
via Remark a mapping < : By (0;Cof,) — (0,00)N =K such that for each h € By (0;Cofy,)
we have

() /i =11 < 0n

and such that

Using (I5]) we define
hi=F(h,s(h)), ji=s(h)
By construction we then have,

w(t, fi(t)) = (1 = Xo) (w(t) — w’({t) + XxpymaT
= Q(ma, Fn, i(t)) + h(t)

for v(t) := vppr+1(t), and for each j = K +1,..., N,

t€Jan,bn] Mg+

RO+ S (LSO <2 0= (2, 0 ke
sup (| <>||g+j:ZK( S5) ) S 0=(Zuu | ) (4.17)

Note that (48] follows from the above and from (AI]). The point is that we can now use
orthogonality conditions above to deduce the differentiability of u(¢). Indeed, noting the identity,

8th(t) = atw(tv ﬁ(t)) - 8tQ(mA7 53717 ﬁ(t))

N
= VnNIK-H(t)AXﬂ(U(t) —u*(t) — mam) + h(t) + Z O, j Il (t)AQMj_(t),
j=K+1
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differentiation of the jth orthogonality condition for h(t) gives for each j = K +1,..., N

Oust ()2 | AQ)+ 3 ottt (t) (2 ) | AQuuy)
i#j

vt (8) (Zug00 | Moo (ult) = ' (8) = mam) ) = i) (rAZ] o | 7'h) - (19

= (2, 0 | (1)),

which, using (£13) and (£I7), is a diagonally dominant first order differential system for fi(t).
Fix any to € Uy [an, by] so that (@IT) holds at the initial data fi(to). The existence and uniqueness
theorem gives a unique solution fiyqe € C*(J) for J 3 tg a sufficiently small neighborhood. As
the scales were uniquely defined using the implicit function theorem at each fixed ¢ and the
solution of the ODE preserves the orthogonality conditions, we must have [i(t) = fiode(t) must
agree. Hence ji(t) € C'. Finally, inverting (ZI8]) we obtain the estimates,

15(0] S Nhll2 S 6n

Using the above with j = K + 1 yields (4I1]). This completes the proof. O

4.2. Basic modulation. On some subintervals of the collision interval [a,, b,], mutual inter-
actions between the bubbles dominate the evolution of the solution. We justify the modulation
inequalities allowing to obtain explicit information on the solution on such time intervals. We
stress that in our current approach the modulation concerns only the bubbles from 1 to K.

Lemma 4.11 (Basic modulation, k > 2). There exist Cy,n9 > 0 and a sequence (, — 0 such
that the following is true.
Let J C [an,by] be an open time interval such that d(t) < no for allt € J. Then, there exist

e {—1,1}¥ (independent of t € J), modulation parameters X € C(J;(0,00)%), and g(t) € €
satisfying, for all t € J,

Xu(t)u(t) + (1 - Xl/(t))7nn7'r = Q(mna DS X(t)) + g(t)v (4'19)
0= <ZM | g(t)), (4.20)

where v(t) is as in [@T) and my, is as in Lemma[{.9 The estimates,

C7a0) ~ 6o < gDl + 3 (2% < cham +¢. (4.21)
= Myt
and
lotolle 2 (i) < comax (25) +on 22
hold, where
A={je{l,.... K—-1}:¢; #tj11}. (4.23)

Moreover, for all j € {1,...,K} andt € J,

X ()] < Collg(®)ll 2 + Ca- (4.24)
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If j€{1,...,K} we have

1

Lj)\;-(t) <Z ‘ Q>

(20 1 90)]

<allslE +co( (5205) + () a0l + G 429

where, by convention, \o(t) = 0, \x4+1(t) = oo for all t € J.

We observe that Lemma .11] is sufficient to reduce to the case K > 2. More precisely, under
the contradiction assumption that (5] fails, the set A as defined in (£.23]) is non-empty.

Lemma 4.12. If (A7) is false, then both N, K > 2 and the set A defined in (£23)) is non-empty.

Proof. Assume (4.0) is false and A is empty. For n large, we have d(a,) = €, < 1o as in
Lemma [ TTl Define e, := sup{t € [an,b,] : d(7) < no V7T € [an,t)}. Since A is empty, we
see from (£2I)) and (£22]) that d(t) < ¢, < 1 for all ¢ € [a,,e,) and thus e, = b, for large
n. But this is a contradiction, as [a,,b,] € Cx (7, €,) means there must be a ¢, € [ay, b,] with
d(c,) > n > 0. Since A being empty is impossible, this implies that N, K > 2 in the event
that (43 is false. O

Proof of Lemma[].11]. Step 1:(The decomposition (L.I9) and the estimates (£.21]) and ([£22))
First, observe that by Lemma 1.9,

sup  |E(u(t);v(t),00) — E(u*) — (N — K)E(Q)| = 0n(1) as n— o0 (4.26)

te[an,bn}
Since E(u) = E(u*) + NE(Q) it follows from the above along with (48] that
te[salipb | |E(u(t);0,2v(t) — KE(Q)| = 0,(1) as n — oo (4.27)

Using continuity of the flow, the fact that d(¢) < ng on J, Lemma 226, and by taking ng > 0

small enough, we obtain continuous functions A(£) = (A1 (¢), ..., An(t)) and signs 7 independent
of t € J, so that

—

u(t) —u'(t) = Q(ma, 5, A1) + g(t),

and,
i(t)
d(t)? < lg(1))2 + Z ( )" <4, (4.28)
]+1 t
with as usual the convention that Ay.1(t) = t. It follows from ([@26) and @27 that,
Ak () \F v(t) \k 2
su + (= <d(t)*+o,(1) as n — oo, 4.29
w [(Sar) * (5 @) | 5407+ (4:29)

which means, roughly speaking, that there are K bubbles to the left of the curve v(t) and N — K
bubbles to the right of the curve v(t).
For the purposes of this argument we denote by

v(t) = u(t)xpe) + (1 = Xp@))mam,

w(t) == (u(t) — w ()1 = Xun) + XoymnT, (4.30)
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Noting that Lemma 9] together with (£29]) imply the identity,
N

(ma— > t)m =mym,

j=K+1

we may express v(t) on J C [ap, by,] as follows,

K
v(t) = m,m + Z Lj(QXj(t) — )
j=1

K N
+ (=) Y (@34 = ™)+ Xue) > Q3,0 T Xvw e () + Xung(t):
j=1 j=K+1
Using (.J)) along with ([£28) and [29) we see that,

K

[o(t) —mnm — EKI Q5 —mIE+D (}j(t) )k Sd(t)* +o0,(1) as n— oo
~ X (®) ROV IR (R

This means that
dp, k(v(t)) SdA(t) +0,(1) as n— oo

in the notation of Lemma 2241 By taking 19 > 0 small enough, and n large enough, we may
apply Lemma [2Z24] (as well as Lemma[226] which ensures the signs 7" stays fixed) at each t € J,

to obtain unique g(t) € &, A(t) € (0,00)X so that
v(t) = Q(m, 1, A(1) + g(1),
0: <Zm|g(t)>7 vj:l?"'7K7

where in this formula 7, X are K-vectors, i.e., ©'= (t1,...,tx), Mt) = (M (1), ..., Ak (t)). We note
the estimate,

(4.31)

K-1
Ailt) \F | (Ak(@)\F
dn., vnt2§ g(t 24 J + <4d,,, vt2—|—0n1
K(on(0)” < hg(O1E + 3 Ew) +Gar) KO +oult)
< d(t)? + on(1),
as n — 00. Next, using (27 we see that
E(v) < KE(Q) + on(1).
Therefore, the estimate (2.24]) from Lemma applied here yields,
VORG
2 j
g(t)||z < sup +op(1
9@z S sup (275) + o)
where A= {j € {1,..., K —1} : ¢; # tj41}, proving ([@.22).
Next, we prove the lower bound in (£2I]). Note the identity,
u(t) —u(t) = v(t) — mpm + w(t) — Xy u'(t)
K N
= maT + Z Lj(Q)\j(t) —m) + Z O, (@) — ™) (4.33)
Jj=1 J=K+1

+9(t) +h(t) = X0, mu" ()
which follows from (430)), (4.9) and (4.14]).
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First we prove that (tx4+1,...,tn) = (0K +1,---,0N). From ([£9) and (£I0) we see that

o)~ mam— 3 ous( @y — 2+ (-0 )k+ > (A0 e
— maT — S e
2 TS T nm) T 2 G
On the other hand, we see from (4.29]) that,
N N o
v(t) \* Ajt) \* 2
Jw(t) —mam — Q5,0 —MIE+ (= + =) Sd{®)" +on(1).
j:;rl 10 <>\K+1(t)> j:;rl <>\j+1(t)>
Hence, using Lemma we see that for any 6y > 0 we may take 1y > 0 small enough so that
(tk41s-+-3tN) = (OK+1,--.,0N), and in addition we have
()

—1‘ <6y Vj=K+1,.. N
fin,j(t)

The above, together with (4I0]) implies that
N -
> () s
oK1 Ai(t)

We may thus rewrite ([£33]) as

K N
u(t) — u*(t) = mam + Z 1 (Q )+ Z L@y — ™)
j=1 j=K+1

+9() + h(t) = xupyu'(t)
Noting that

sup [lu*(t) X, lle = 0n(1) as n — oo,
t€(an,bn]

the previous line together with (4.32)) and (4.10) imply that,

) as n — 0o,

2 2 2 N A5 (t)
A(0)* 5 dy, x(0(0) + 0u(1) S 0O + Y (5275
j=1 Y

which proves the lower bound in (£.2T]).

Step 2:(The dynamical estimates (24 and ([25)) Momentarily assuming that X € C(.J)
(we will justify this assumption below) we record the computations,

V(t)

v(t)

Du(t) = §(t) + (mam — u(t) = Axwy,  0Q(mn, 1, X(t) ZL] HAQx (1):

which lead to the expression,

deg(t) ) + Z NG (AQx ) + (M — u(t)) VV((;)) Axut)- (4.34)
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We differentiate the orthogonality conditions ([£20]) for each j =1,..., K,

0— —i—j (A2, 19) + (2, | 09)

X K %
=52 (A2, [9) + (2 19) + 20N (20, 1 AQu ) + (2, | G s )
=1

which we rearrange into the system,

N ((Z10Q) =X HAZy, 1 9)) + D i (2, 1 AQy,)

i%5
NV
=— <Z>\_J | g> - <Zﬁ | (mpm — u)AXV>. (4.35)
This is a diagonally dominant system, hence invertible, and we arrive at the estimate,
after noting the estimates,
(20, 19)| S 1ale

V(t Ao
2 (2, 1 mam = D] S | 2 a2 = 0n 1)
where the last line follows from (@II)). Lastly, we note that the system (#35) implies that X(t)
is a C! function on J. Indeed, arguing as in the end of the proof of Lemma A9} let ty € J
be any time and let A(¢g) be defined as in (£3I]). Using the smallness (432]) at time ¢o, the
system (Z35]) admits a unique C* solution Aqe(t) in a neighborhood of ¢y. Due to the way the
system (435]) was derived, the orthogonality conditions in (£31]) hold with Aoqe(t). Since A(t)
was obtained uniquely via the implicit function theorem, we must have A(t) = Aoge(t), which
means that A(¢) is C*.

Lastly, the estimates (£.25)) are immediate from (£.35]) using (4.36) along with the estimates,

NS
(%) if <
k—1
<%> if j>i
A (A2, 19) | S Dl

This completes the proof. O

<Zﬁ | AQ&> <

4.3. Refined modulation. Next, our goal is to gain precise dynamical control of the modu-
lation parameters in the spirit of [33,[89]. The idea is to construct a virial correction to the
modulation parameters; see (4.47]). We start by finding suitable truncation of the function %7’2,
similar to [34, Lemma 4.6]. Since here we may have arbitrary number of bubbles, we need to
localize this function both away from r = 0 and away from r = co. To make the exposition as
uniform as possible, we restrict to equivariance classes k > 2 in this section, saving case k = 1,

which introduces additional technical complications, for the appendix.

Lemma 4.13. For any ¢ > 0 and R > 1 there exists a function ¢ = q.g € C*((0,00)) having
the following properties:

(P1) q(r) = 3r? for allr € [R™1, R],
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(P2) there exists R > 0 (depending on ¢ and R) such that q(r) = const for r > R and
q(r) = const for r < E‘l,

(P3) |¢'(r)| < r and |q (r)| <1 for all v > 0, with constants independent of ¢ and R,

(P4) q"(r) > —c and Lq'(r) > —c for allr > 0,

(P5) ‘(W + Tdr) q(r )‘ <er=2 for all v > 0,

(P6) ‘( ) | < er™! for allr > 0.

Proof. Step 1: We construct a function ¢(r) satisfying the desired properties for all » > 1. In
this step, without loss of generality we can assume R = 1. Let ¢; > 0 be small, to be chosen

later and set
1,
= if r<1
Go(r) == % .
5re —c1o(r) if r>1

where 1, (r) = 3r2logr + JO r) and ¢0 r) is any smooth function satisfying,
2

Fo)=0, ) =-5 WO=-3 FWH=-1, FW)=1,

59

which ensures 0 = 9o(1) = ¢ (1) = (1) =)' (1) = (()4)(1). To construct such a function it
suffices to take a suitable linear combination of negative powers of r, for example. Set Ry :=
exp(1/c1). We check all the properties for 1 < r < Ry. We have, ¢/ (r) = 7(1 —c¢1logr)+ O(c17)
and ¢ (r) = (1 — c1logr) + O(c1), so (P4) holds. Also,

K%(T))’
r
for an absolute constant, implying (P6). (P5) follows from AZ%(r?logr) = 0, with all the

remaining terms estimated brutally. We now truncate at Ry, setting e;(r) := %rj x(r) for
j=1,...,4 and defining,

o(r) = ¢o(r) if T’<R0
" @o(Ro) + X0_, o (Ro)Rhe;(—1 + r/Ro), if r> Ry

<r?J V¥r>1,j=01,...4

= |(logr + %)/ +0(rH =00

Noting that ‘qgj)(Ro)‘ < cle_j for j = 1,...,4, we see that ¢(r) inherits all the desired

properties from ¢,(r) and is constant after 3Ry; see [34, Lemma 4.6] for additional details.
Step 2: We next find a function ¢(r) with all the desired properties for » < 1. As above, we
may assume here that R = 1. Let ¢; > 0 be small, to be chosen later, and set

where 1;(r) = 3r2logr + ¢i(r) and 4;(r) is any smooth function satisfying,

~ ~ 1 ~ 3 ~ ~

G) =0, FM)=-5. WO =-3, dO=-1 §0)=1
{Ei(j)(r)‘ <p20oYr <1, j=0,1,...4

which ensures 0 = ¢;(1) = ¢{(1) = ¢{'(1) = ¢{"(1) = wi(4)(1). To obtain such a function it
suffices to take a suitable linear combination of positive powers of r, for example. Set Ry 1=
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exp(——) One can check, as in Step 1, that all the properties hold for Ro <r <1, using that
1+ logr > 0 in this regime. Then truncate as in Step 1 to obtain the truncated function ¢(r).
Step 3: The final function ¢(r) is obtained by gluing together the two functions called ¢

obtained in Steps 1, 2. O
Definition 4.14 (Localized virial operator). For each A > 0 we set
r
ANg(r) = d'(5) - Org(r), (4.37)
= (T 2t Ay
ANg(r) = (534"(3) + 5.4 (5))9(r) +d'(5) - 9rg(r). (4.38)

These operators depend on ¢ and R as in Lemma [£.131

Note the similarity between A and %A and between A and %A. For technical reasons we
introduce the space

X:={gecH| %,@QGH}.
Lemma 4.15 (Localized virial estimates). [34, Lemma 5.5] For any ¢y > 0 there exist ¢1, Ry >
0, so that for all ¢, R as Lemma [{.13 with ¢ < ¢1, R > Ry the operators A(\) and A(X\) defined
in [@3T) and [@38) have the following properties:
o the families {A(X) : A > 0}, {A(X) : A > 0}, {ANONA(N) : A > 0} and {\OrA(N) : A > 0} are
bounded in L (H; L?), with the bound depending only on the choice of the function q(r),
o Let 1 = Q(m, i, \) be an M-bubble configuration and let g € X. Then, for all X > 0,

‘ <A(>\)g1 ! T%(f(gl +92) — flo1) — f'(91)92)>

+ (A2 | (o +02) — Fla) ~ Pa) )| < Ll (49)

e For all g € X we have

(AN | £ag) = ~Plalf +5 | Rl ((0:9)* + 552) rar, (4.40)
o For \, 1> 0 with either N/ < 1 or /A < 1,
[AAQ) — A(NAQA][ L2 < co, (4.41)
(A~ AN @l < %0 (4.42)
1Al + IANQul < 5 min{(3/m), (/X)) (4.43)
JANQullz2 + 1AM Q22 S min{(A/m)", (1/2)*} (4.44)

e Lastly, the following localized coercivity estimate holds. Fix any smooth function Z € LN X
such that (Z | AQ) > 0. For(mngH)\>0 with <g|Z>\>—0

A K2
V[ @ St [T GG+ G5 @n - gt rar

> )
> -2 lgl

(4.45)

Proof. See [34, Lemmas 4.7 and 5.5] the proof in the cases k¥ > 2 and [62 Lemma 3.7 and
Remark 3.8] for modifications to handle the case k = 1. 0
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The modulation parameters X(t) defined in LemmalLIT] are imprecise proxies for the dynamics
in the case k = 2 (and also k = 1; see the appendix) due to the fact that the orthogonality
conditions were imposed relative to Z # AQ. Indeed, we use [d.20] primarily to ensure coercivity,
and thus the estimate ([Z22), as well as the differentiability of X(t). To access the dynamics
of (II) we introduce a correction £(t) defined as follows. For each t € J C [an,by] as in
Lemma [A.17] set,

(N i k>3
@@%Z{&@y_maﬁ<mﬂ AQu | 9(0) i k=2 (4.46)

foreach j = 1,..., K—1, and where L > 0 is a large constant to be determined below. (Note that
for 7 = K we only require the brutal estimate (£.24])). We require yet another modification, since
the dynamics of (L)) truly enter after taking two derivatives of the modulation parameters and it
is not clear how to derive useful estimates from the expression for 5;-’ (t). So we introduce a refined
modulation parameter, which we view as a subtle correction to §;-(t). For each t € J C [an, by]
as in Lemma [Z11] and for each j € {1,..., K} define,

510 =~ Mo 1500) ~ g AO@@ [90). (@47

Note that (;(¢) is similar to the function called b(t) in [39].

Lemma 4.16 (Refined modulation). Let k > 2 and ¢ € (0,1). There exist ng > 0,L > 0,¢ >
0,R > 1,Cy > 0 and a decreasing sequence 6, — 0 so that the following is true. Let J C [ay, by]
be an open time interval with

d(t) <ny and max (Ni(t) /A1 (1))

forallt € J, where A:={je{l,..., K —1} | ¢; # tj11}. Then, for allt € J,

2> 5, (4.48)

la(®)lle + 3~ (st Aisa (1)) < Comax (Nt)/Aisa (1), (4.49)
€A !
and,
1
rd() < max (\(1) S () < Cod(t). (4.50)
Moreover, for all j € {1,...,K —1} and t € J,
&)/ (t) — 1] < co, (4.51)
, i) \"?
60~ (0] < cmax (£20) (4.52)
and,
/ 1 Ai_q(t k
ﬂj(t) > <—ijj+1w T ( Nt > LM—lw2 - 60> () <§\J7(1t())>

9 (
)\](t) iGA 7,+1
where, by convention, Ag(t) =0, )\K+1 (t) = oo for all t € J, and w? > 0 is defined by
w? = Wi(k) = 8/’<:2||AQ||222 = 4k*7 tsin(w/k) > 0.
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Remark 4.17. By ([{.22), without loss of generality (upon enlarging €,), we can assume that
no > d(t) > €, implies max ()\Z‘(t)/)\i+1(t))k/2 > 0n,
1€

so that Lemma[4.16] can always be applied on the time intervals J C [a,, b,] as long as d(t) < ng
on J.

Before beginning the proof of Lemma [£.16] we record the equation satisfied by g(¢). Observe
the identity,

.o
AQ(mn, T X) = — ; 1 (Qx,):
and hence,
(OFu)xy = xvAu — T—zf(U)xu
= A(uxy + (1 — xp)mpm) — i—zf(UXu + (1 = X))

- ;arZLAXV + T_12(mn77 - U)(T2AX)V + r_12<f(uXV + (1 - Xu)mnﬂ-)) - f(u)Xy)

K
= Ag— 5 (F(Qma 73 +9) = 3 1 F(Qx,)
=1
- ;arZLAXV + T_12(mn77 - U)(T2AX)V + r_12<f(uXV + (1 - Xu)mnﬂ-)) - f(u)Xy) .

Recalling (4.34]), we are led to the system of equations,

K
0g(t) = §(t) + D 1 Nj()AQx, oy + d(u(t), v(1))
j=1

(4.54)
09(t) = —Lag + fi(mn, 1, X) + fa(mn, X, g) + S(u(t), v(1)),
where,
81.0) = (mum — )2 A,
u,v) = —%&uAX,, + T—lz(mmr — W) (r2Ay), (4.55)

/

1 v
+ 5 (£l + (1= x)mam) = Fx) = S Ax O,
which we note are supported in r € (v, 00), and

- k2 -
filma, 7. %) 1= == (£(Qma, 7. 5) =

2

Falma 2%, 9) =~ (7(Qma £.3) + ) — F(Qmn,7:X)) — F(Qms, 7 X)) ).

The subscript i above stands for “interaction” and q stands for “quadratic.” In particular,
fq(mp, 7 X, g) satisfies,

N

Ljf(QAj)>

1

<.
Il

I fa(mn, T X, @)l S llgll- (4.56)



52 JACEK JENDREJ AND ANDREW LAWRIE

In one instance it will be convenient to rewrite the right-hand side of the equation for ¢ as
follows,

Org = —Log + fi(mn, 1, N) + Fq(mn, BN, g) + (u, o), (4.57)

where j:(mn, 7N, g) is defined by the formula,

2

Falmn.2:3.9) =~ (£(QUmn. 7. %) + ) — F(Qma25)) ~ g). (4.58)

Proof of Lemma[{.16] . First, we prove the estimates (4.49]) and (@50). Let ¢, be the sequence
given by Lemma [LI1] and let §,, be any sequence such that (,/d, — 0 as n — oo. Using

Lemma [4.17] estimate ([@.49]) follows from ([A22]) and the estimate (£50) follows from (@2T]).
Note also that with this choice of §,, and (£49]), the estimate (£24]) leads to,
[A5(0)] < max (A(6) /A (). (4.59)
Next, we treat (£.51]), which is only relevant in the case k = 2. From (4.40]) we see that,
165/ — U = [IAQUZEA  (xeay AQy, | 9))
S llgllze<( 1+/ AQ(r)rdr) S (1+log(L))llglla < co

using (£.49) and (350) in the last line. Next we compute (t).
For k = 2, from (£.40]) we have

L
& =N — o (xe, AQy, | Oig)

1AQ72
G ' (4.60)
HAQH < XL, AQy, g) + HAQH <XL)\J_ Qx, | 9)-

We examine each of the terms on the right above. The last two terms are negligible. Indeed,
using [|gl|ze < llgll=,
A;» ot [
‘)\—j<AXL,\jAQﬁ \ 9>‘ S N Mgl zee /21LAQ(7’)7’d7’
< llgll?,

and,
bV 2L )
| 0ua2AQy, 19)] 5 (X gl /0 AQ(r) rdr S (1+log(L)) g2,
] A

which is small relative to ||g||¢ because of ([@49). Using (£54) in the second term in ([A60) gives

K
Lj ’

(X2, AQy, | (u,v)).

<XLAJ-AQQ | Dg) = — <XLAJ-AQQ | g) —

b b
IAQII7 IAQII7

R
1AQII1Z2



SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR WAVE MAPS 53

The first term on the right satisfies,

Y i AQ [ ) = =T (AQw |8+ (1 — xia )AQ | ¢
TRl i) = g, (e 190 ag (! — e A0 19
= HAQH <AQ,\ 1 g) +or(D)|glle-

where the or (1) term can be made as small as we like by taking L > 0 large. Using (4.59)), the
second term yields,

K
.
- m@mjmﬁ | 2; LNAQY, ) = N,

—ZHL]LZ (XL, AQy, | AQy,) +

AQIZ, = X£,)AQy, | AQy,)

o @
k/2
= =)+ O((Nj=1/A7) + (Ai/Aj1) + or (1)) max (Xi/ Aiv1) .

Finally, the third term vanishes due to the fact that for each j < K, L\; < Ag < v, and hence

(X2, AQy, | ¢(u,v)) = 0.
Plugging all of this back into (IEIII) we obtain,

i) + HAQHQ (AQx, | 9) ‘ < cpmax (N />\z+1)k/2- (4.61)

for k = 2, after fixing L > 0 sufficiently large. The same estimate for k£ > 3, i.e., when
£i(t) = N;(t), is immediate from (£25) since in this case we take Z = AQ. Thus (EI)) holds
for all k > 2. The estimate (A52)) is then immediate from (4.6I)), the definition of 3;, and the

estimate,

1 .
TagiE; Ag 19)| 5 lalk.

which follows from the first bullet point in Lemma [4.15]
We prove ([£53]). We compute,

!

__ 4 74 Lj AOs | B¢
] HAQH < QA | 9> |’AQ”2L2< QAJ‘ t9> o)
1 X 1
A0y, AN | §) — e (AN | § 5
||AQ|| < oy ( j)g | g> HAQH%Z <_( j) (3 | g> ||AQ|| < ( ) | tg>

Using ([A54]) we arrive at the expression,
~(AQy, 1 013) = (AQx, | (Lo~ £3,)9) — (AQy, | filma,0, X))

—(AQx, | falmn, 2 X,0)) = (AQx, | du. )
where in the first term on the right we used that £ AQ 5, = 0. Using (454]) we obtain,

— (A9 | 9) = = (A3 | 9) ZLZ (A0DAQ | 9) = (A)o(u.va) | 9)

= 1 (A)AQy, |g> >, <_ IAQx, | §) — (A0 va) | )
i#]
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where we used that (A();)¢g | ¢) = 0. Finally, using (£57) we have,
—(AO)g | 01g) = (A | Log) — (A9 | filma, e, X))

— (A9 | Falmn, 2%, 9)) = (A0)g | S, X)) -
Plugging these back into (£.62]) and rearranging we have,

1AQI2:5; = <AQA | filmast, X)) + (A9 | Log)
< A9 | Falmns 2. X.g))
<AQA [ (Lo = Lx)g >+LJ§—§< A= A)AQ), \g>

1

%
—<A<Aj> N |fq<mn,mg>> (A0 | Falma X, )
= . v (4.63)
+LJ~<<A<AJ->—A] Ny, | s 73.0) ) = 5 (05,4000 |9

+ZLZ< D@ | fq(mn, T, X g)>
i#£]

= DN (AM)AQA, | 9) = (AN | filma, X))

i#j
15 (AQy, | 9w, 1)) = (A6, v) | ) — (AN)g | dlu.v))

We examine each of the terms on the right-hand side above. The leading order contribution
comes from the first term, i.e., by Lemma [2.27]

Lj 5 2 oLl (A \E Lo oy Liti=1 (Aj=1)*
I (AQs | A1, N) ) = — (@ + O3) L (L) 4 (w2 4 o)) L (2L
Aj”AQHQLx Q| filmass ) = =2 + 06N ZEH (1) + (2 + 00 = ()

The second and third terms together will have a sign, up to an acceptable error. First, us-

ing (£40) we have,
Co k72
Al | 2ag) 2 -2l + 5 [ o (@0 55 rar
To treat the third term, we start by using the definition (IEEI) to observe the identity,

. . k2 k2 . .
fCl(mnv L_; )‘79) = _ﬁ(f/(Q)\J) - 1)9 - ﬁ(f,(g(mm Zjv )‘])) - f,(Q)\J))g + fq(mm L_; )‘7.6%64)
Next, by definition,
1,1, r Aj o,
(AN) —AN))g = By (54 (/\—]) + 5.4 ()\—j))g

The contributions of the second two terms in (£.64]) yield acceptable errors. Indeed,

(A0 = A0 | 557/ (@0ma. 5. 5) - F1(@1, )

1 - , d 2
;/ Q(ma, 5. 5)) = Q)| T < 52
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with R as in Lemma I3, and by ([@56) and the definition of ¢ from Lemma E.13,

{040 = 4000 |l )| -l Ll < o502
J

Putting this together we obtain,

~ - 1 [ 1 r i T
A(N) — A() A g)) — — (=) +Zd (=)= (f(Qx,) —Dg*rd
((A05) = A00)g | Talmn, 5. 90) = 5= [ (4" () + 524 () (/@) = Vg r
2
J
We show that the remaining terms contribute acceptable errors. For the fourth term a direct
calculation gives,

1 _ _
(AQu, (25 = £)9)| < T lgllar D (I~ AQxAQR Ilzz + I AQ%, AQA 1z2)
J i#j

1 Aj O\ Ai—1\k
< = j j
sl ((5) +(5))
By (&41) along with (4.24]) we have,
N
G5 (A - A0))a0y, 19)| < Llal.

J

For the sixth term on the right-hand side of (£.63]) we note that

ZLZQ)\ - ( F X)

—

and hence we may apply ([@39) with g1 = Q(my,, 2, A) and g = g to conclude that
K
(A09) 3 uQu | Jalmas:3,9)) + (A | Falmns 23 9)) | < S gl
i=1
which takes care of the sixth and seventh terms. By ([{42]) and ([£56]) we see that,
() - 5

N Co
SN0, | a7 3e0) )| Ll
j
Using the first bullet point in Lemma .15 and (£24]) we estimate the eighth term as follows,

J

)\/ Co
0, A0 18)| < 1Nl < Ll
.7 J

Next, using (£43) and (A56) we have,

co
3w (A)Q | falmn X, 9)) | S Sl
j
i#]
An application of ({.44]) and (£.24]) gives

> (aonay 19)] < Sl
i#] J
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Next, consider the twelfth term. Using the first bullet point in Lemma [£.15] and in particular
the spatial localization of A();) we obtain

(A9 | filmas e, X)) < Ngllar L FiCmas D) i1z, <o,

Using the expansion ([2:35]) from Lemma 227 we have the pointwise estimate,

i, 0| < MG (4.65)

It follows that

> 17 X \k 1 /A_1\*
. ~ o< J (=2

We obtain

{a0)g | Atmne D) 5 el ((25) "+ 5 (32)):

Finally, we treat the last line of (4.63]). First, using Lemma and the definition of ¢ in ([Z.55)
we have

. 1 /Aj\* n

{40y, 19w x))] S () Blw®:v(e),2v(0) < 3 (4:66)
— 5 14 )\j

for some sequence 6, — 0 as n — oo. The last two terms in (463]) vanish due to the support

properties of A(A;), #(u,v), ¢(u,v) and the fact that \; < Ag < v.
Combining these estimates in (4.63]) we obtain the inequality,

B = (—L'L‘Jrlw2 - Co)i <L>k + (L'L'_1w2 — Co)i <—)\j_1>k
a T Aj \ Aj+1 7 Aj Aj

1 R)\] 2 kf2 2 1 o0 1 " T A] / T k:2 / 2

— . = — —¢"(—) + 2Ly (—)) = -1
+/\j /RW ((6 q) +-59 )rdr—l—)\j/o (2q (Aj)+2rq(>\j))r2(f (Qx,) — g rdr
gl o

Co )\j Co)\j.

where to obtain cyd, in the last term we enlarged J,, so as to ensure §, > 6, in the esti-
mate (AG0O). Finally, we use (€45]) on the second line above followed by (£49) and (£48) to
conclude the proof. O

Finally, we prove that, again by enlarging €,, we can control the error in the virial identity,
see Lemma 24 by d.

Lemma 4.18. There exist Cy,n9 > 0 depending only on k and N and a decreasing sequence
€, — 0 such that
€250 (u(t))] < Cod(t)
for all t € [an,by] such that €, < d(t) < no, p(t) < v(t) and |p'(t)] < 1.
Proof. Since limy,— 00 SUPse(q,, b, 18 lew(t),20(1)) = 0, Lemma ALIT] yields

[u(t) — Qmn, LX) — g(t)lle@aviy — 0, asn — oc.

Using Remark EI7, (£49) and (£50) we have ||g(t)]le < d(t), hence, after choosing €, — 0
sufficiently large, it suffices to check that

[0 (L, ©LA(1))] < Cod(t),
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which in turn will follow from
oo —
| |(@-Qtma. )
0

Recall that AQ) = r0,Q» = ksinQ), so it suffices to estimate the cross terms. It is easy to

check that
| sin® (Zai) — Z:sin2 a;| < 42 | sina;|| sin a;].
i#]

2 QSin2 Q(mm L_: X(t))
—k r2

‘ rdr < Cod(t).

Invoking the bound
© dr
| AU < ('

0
from [39, p. 1277], we obtain the claim. O

5. CONCLUSION OF THE PROOF

5.1. The scale of the K-th bubble. As mentioned in the Introduction, the K-th bubble is of
particular importance. We introduce below a function p which is well-defined on every [ay, by],
and close to A on time intervals where the solution approaches a multi-bubble configuration.

Definition 5.1 (The scale of the K-th bubble). For all ¢ € I, we set
p(t) :==sup {r: E(u(t);r) = (N — K +1/2)E(Q) + E(u")}.
Note that K > 0 implies 0 < (N—-K+1/2)E(Q)+ E(u*) < E(u), hence pu(t) is a well-defined
finite positive number for all ¢ € I. By Lemma [£.9]
lim sup ‘E(u(t);y(t)) - (N-K)EQ) — E(u*)‘ =0,

n—00 tE€[an,bn)
which implies u(t) < v(t) for all n large enough and ¢ € [a,,, by,], thus pu(t) < px+1(t) as n — oo.

Lemma 5.2. The function u defined above has the following properties:

(i) its Lipschitz constant is < 1,

(ii) for any e > 0 there exist 0 < § < ng and ng € N such that t € [ay,,b,] with n > ng and
d(t) <o imply |u(t)/ Ak (t) — 1| < e, where Ak (t) is the modulation parameter defined in
Lemma

(iii) éftn € [an, bn), 1 < 1y K pusgy1(tn)/p(tn) and limy, o0 8y, 1) (En) = 0, then limy, oo d(ty,) =

Proof. Let s,t € I. We prove that |u(s) — u(t)| < |s — t|. Assume, without loss of generality,
w(t) > p(s). Of course, we can also assume u(t) > |s — t|. By (22]),

E(u(s); u(t) —[s —t]) = E(u(t); u(t)) = (N = K +1/2)E(Q) + E(u’),

which implies u(s) > u(t) — |s — .
In order to prove (ii), it suffices to check that

Eu(t); (1 +e)Ax(t) < (N - K+1/2)E(@Q) + E(u’),
Blu(t); (1 — (b)) > (N — K +1/2)B(Q) + B(u")
By ([26]), this will follow from
E(u(t); (1 +e)Ax (1), v(t) < E(Q)/2,
Bu(t); (1 - OAx (1), v(t) > B(@Q)/2.
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We use (£19). By [21), ||g|l¢ < 1 when § < 1 and ng > 1. Thus, it suffices to see that
E(Q(mn, 1, N); (1+ )Mk (1), v(1)) < E(Q)/2,
E(Q(my, 7, N); (1 — )k (t),v(t)) > E(Q)/2

whenever Zszl Aj(t)/Aj+1(t) < 1, which is obtained directly from the definition of Q.
We now prove (iii). Let R,, be a sequence such that r,u(t,) < R, < pr+1(t,). Without loss
of generality, we can assume R,, > v(t,), since it suffices to replace R,, by v(t,) for all n such

that R, < v(t,). Let My, my,, i, X be parameters such that

— N 2 k
() — Qs T M) <ty 1822z +Z( ]H) ~0, (51

which exist by the definition of the localized distance function (B1]). Since

1
K — 3 <liminf E(u(t,); 0, rmu(ty)) < limsup E(u(t,);0, rou(ty)) < K,

n—o0 n—00

we have M, = K for n large enough. We set A, j := p;(t,) and ¢y, j := o; for j > K. We claim
that

i (a0 - w'(0) - @, X, ||S+Z( ,Hl)):“'

By the definition of d, the proof will be finished. First, we observe that A\, x < ru(ty), so
A,k /A, k+1 — 0. In the region r < r,u(t,), convergence follows from (G.IJ), since the energy
of the exterior bubbles asymptotically vanishes there. In the region r > R,, the energy of the
interior bubbles vanishes, hence it suffices to apply Lemma [£.9] and recall that R,, > v(t,). In
particular
lim E(u(ty):0.rau(t,) = KE(Q),  lim Bu(t,): Ry) = (N — K)E(Q) + B(u"),
which implies
li_}rn E(u(tn); rap(tn), Rn) =0,

and () yields convergence of the error also in the region r,u(t,) <r < R,. 0

Our next goal is to prove that the minimality of K (see Definition [4.5]) implies a lower bound
on the length of the collision intervals. First, we have the following fact.

Lemma 5.3. If m, € Z, 1, € {-1,1}, 0 <1y, < p, € Ry, 0 <ty < iy, and wu,, a sequence of
solutions of (LI)) such that u,(t) is defined for t € [0,t,] and

then

Jim o [wn(t) = (mam + Q) et o) = O
Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume m, = 0, ¢, = 1 and u, = 1. After these
reductions, the conclusion directly follows from [7, Lemma 3.4]. d

Lemma 5.4. Ifn; > 0 is small enough, then for any n € (0,11] there exist e € (0,n) and Cy, > 0
having the following property. If [c,d] C [an,by], d(c) <€, d(d) < € and there exists tg € [c,d]
such that d(tg) > n, then

d — ¢ > Oy max(p(c), u(d)).



SOLITON RESOLUTION FOR WAVE MAPS 59

Proof. We argue by contradiction. If the statement is false, then there exist n > 0, a de-
creasing sequence (e,) tending to 0, an increasing sequence (Cy,) tending to oo and intervals
[en,dn] C lan,by] (up to passing to a subsequence in the sequence of the collision intervals
[an,by]) such that d(c,) < €,, d(d,) < €, there exists ¢, € [c,,dy] such that d(t,) > n
and d,, — ¢, < Cylmax(u(e,), u(dy)). We will check that, up to adjusting the sequence e,
[en,dn] € Ck—1(€n,n) for all n, contradicting Definition
The first and second requirement in Definition [4.4] are clearly satisfied. It remains to construct

a function px_1 : [cn,dp] — [0,00) such that

lim  sup dg 1(t;px-1(t)) = 0. (5.2)

n—00 tE€(cn,dn]
Assume pu(c,) > p(d,) (the proof in the opposite case is very similar). Let r, be a sequence
such that Ax_1(cp) < 1 < A (cp) (recall that Ag(cp) is at main order equal to u(c,) and
that A\o(t) = 0 by convention). Set prx_1(t) := m, + (t — ¢p) for t € [c,,dyn]. Recall that
Gn € {—1,1}V=K and ji(t) € (0,00)Y "X are defined in Lemma Let ¢, be the sign of
the K-th bubble at time ¢,, and set & := (1,,7,) € {—1, 1}V=E=D and 7i(t) := (u(cn), A1) €
(0,00)N=(K=1) _ Let R, be a sequence such that v, (c,) < R, < g +1(cn). Applying Lemmal[5.3)
with these sequences r,, R,, and u,(t) := u(c, + t), we obtain

lim  sup ||u(t) — Q(ma, Gn, 1(t) (o1 (1),00) = 0,

n—00 te [Cn 7dn}
implying (5.2]) O

Remark 5.5. We denote the constant C,, to stress that it depends on the solution w and is
obtained in a non-constructive way as a consequence of the assumption that w does not satisfy
the continuous time soliton resolution.

5.2. Demolition of the multi-bubble. Recall the following notion from Real Analysis. If
X CR U:X — RU{+o0} and ty € X, we say that ty is a local minimum from the right if
there exists t1 > to such that U(tg) < U(t) for all t € X N (tg,t1). Similarly, we say that ¢ is a
local minimum from the left if there exists t; < to such that U(tg) < U(t) for all t € X N (ty,tp).

Definition 5.6. [Weighted interaction energy] On each collision interval [a,,, b,]|, we define the
function U : [ay, b,] — R, as follows:
e if d(t) > no, then U(t) := +o0.
e if d(t) < no, then U(t) := max;e (2_i§,~(t)/)\i+1(t))k, where \;11 and §; are the modu-
lation parameter and its refinement defined above, see Lemma

Remark 5.7. Continuity of d, & and \; implies that U is finite and continuous in a neighborhood
of any point where it is finite.

Lemma 5.8. Let k > 2. If ny is small enough, then there exists Cy > 0 depending only on k
and N such that the following is true. If tg is a local minimum from the right of U such that
Ul(tg) < +oo and t. > tg is such that U(t) < oo for all t € [tg,ts], then

2)\[{@0) < )\K(t*) < g)\K(tO)a (53)
/ " d(t)dt < Cod(t) A (to). (54)

An analogous statement is true if t, is a local minimum from the left.

Remark 5.9. Since d(tp) < g and d(t.) < 19 are small, A\g differs from p by a small relative
error, so in the formulation of the lemma we could just as well write u instead of Ag.
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Proof of Lemma[5.8 Step 1. We can assume t, > to. For j € A, denote E,(t) =279 (t) A1 (1)
and let
Ao = {j € A: Ulto) = &(to)"} = {j € A: &(to) = maX&(to)}

Ao = {j € Ag : €(to) > 0}.
Since tg is a local minimum from the right of U, Ay # (. Let jo := min Ay € A.

We now define by induction a sequence of times tg < t; < ... < {;, = t, and a sequence of
elements of A, jo > j1 > ... > ji,_1, in the following way. Assume to < t; < ... < t;_; and
jo > j1 > ...> ji_1 are already defined. We set

t; := sup {t € [ti—1,t4] : £J( T) < EjH(T) for all 7 € [t;_1,t) and j € A such that j < jl_l}.

If t; = t,, then we set [, := [ and terminate the procedure. If not, let

.Al = {j cA: j < jl—l and fj(tl) = fjl,l(tl)}'
By the definition of #; and continuity, A; # 0. We set j; := min A;.
Step 2. We check that t; > t;_; for Il =1,..., 1.

In order to prove that t; > ¢, we need to show that there exists ¢ > ¢y such that {3(7’) < Ejo (1)
for all 7 € [tg,t) and j € A such that j < jg. Since A is a finite set, it suffices to check this
separately for each j € A. If j ¢ Ay, the claim is clear, by continuity. If j € Ay \ Ay, then
é}(to) = Ejo (to), g}(to) < 0 and E;.O (to) > 0, again implying the claim.

For [ > 1, the definition of j; implies that gj(tl) < {N’jl (t;) for all j < j;. Writing I — 1 instead
of I, we get gj(tl_l) < gjlfl(tl_l) for all § < j;_1, whenever [ > 2. Thus, by continuity, &; > ¢;_1.
Step 3. By induction with respect to [, we show that there exists a constant Cy depending only
on k and N such that for all I € {1,...,l.} we have

/tl d(t)dt < Cod(t)F Ay, 41 (ti-1), (5.5)

ti—1
= 1~ .
&, (t) > §§j(t), for all t € (t;_1,t;) and j > j;_1.

Suppose (5.5) is proved for [ € {1,...,lp} and let Ty € (t,,t;,+1] be the largest number such
that

To
[ i < 260 ) (5.6)

th

- 1~ .
&y () = ij(t), for all ¢ € (t,,To) and j > jj,, (5.7)

3
gjlo (t) > Zgjlo (tlo), for all t € (tlo, T(]).

It suffices to prove that

To
|t < (@) xg i th), (5.8)
tl()
- 1~ .
&y () = §§j(t), for all ¢t € (t,,To) and j > jj,, (5.9)
7
gjlo (t) > ggjlo (tlo), for all ¢t € (th,TQ). (510)

It will be convenient to assume T = ¢, = t;,41, which is allowed. Also, in order to simplify the
notation, we write [ instead of [y in the induction step which follows.
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The first observation is that if j; < j < j;_1, then \;(t) is “almost constant” on the time
interval (¢;,t;41). More precisely, we claim that

’)\j(t)/)\j(tl) — 1‘ < co, lfj > g and t > 1, (5.11)

where ¢y can be made arbitrarily small by taking 7o small enough. Indeed, |\;(t)| < d(), so
(5.6) implies the claim (we stress again that Cy will not depend on 7).
The definition of #;;1 implies

&,(t) > &(t),  forallte (,t) and j < gy, (5.12)
so (B.7) yields
meaj(g(t) < Ejl (1), for all ¢t € (t,t141). (5.13)

The bound ([£53]) yields for all ¢ € (t;,t11)

)\jl (t)ﬁél (t) > (_lelesz - CO)(2jl£~jl (t))k + (lele_1w2 - CO)(2jl_1£~jl—1(t))
—comax (26(1))",

k

with the convention &(t) = 0. By (5.12), 27,1 (t) < 127t€;,(t). Taking ¢y small enough and
applying (5.13)), we obtain

w2
>

~ . k—1
N80 2 S @EW) = BnzatD (5.14)

Ntk

where ¢; > 0 depends only on k£ and N, and in the last step we used (5.11]).
With ¢o > 0 to be determined, consider the auxiliary function

¢(t) = /sz (t) +C2 (éjl (t)/)‘jr‘rl(tl))

k
2 .
The Chain Rule gives

k k k
¢'(t) = B, (t) + 625)\j1+1(tl)_§€jl (t)2'¢ (1)

k
2

We have \§§-l ()] < e3(&,(t)/Nj,+1(t))

Pt > — <®ﬁ>y4>—£iw@%2
T () \ A () ~ Aj(t) ’

with co, c3, ¢4 depending only on k& and N. The last inequality yields

, with ¢3 depending only on k and N, hence (5.14]) implies

tit1
N We®)*F) 2 o) = SO S Njpya (t)o(tr1)** S dltin)* Nz 01 (1)
t
(5.15)
~ k
If we consider ¢(t) := B;,(t) + (&, (t)/Nj+1(t1)) 2 instead of ¢, then the computation above
shows that ¢ is increasing. From (5I8]), we have ¢(¢;) > 0, so ¢(¢t) > 0 for all t € (&;,t141),
implying d(t) < ¢(t). Thus, (5I5) yields (5.8) if Cy is sufficiently large (but depending on k
and N only). _
We now prove (B.10). By the definition of ¢; and the fact that j; < ji_;, we have §;,(7) <
&,_,(7) for all 7 € [t;_1,t;). By the definition of j;, &;,(t;) = &;,_, (t;), in particular we have

&, () > &, (t). (5.16)
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Recalling that E,(t) = 279¢;(t)/Aj41(t), we find

it Gt g G M) G WX ()

Nji+1(tr) Aj+1(t)? Nji_+1(t) Nj_i+1(t)?

Since Aj,+1(t)/Aj,_+1(t) +&,(8) /Nj,+1(t) + &5, (8) /N, _,+1(t;) is small when 7 is small and,
see Lemma

9= (5.17)

N (D] + 165, () + 1N, ()] S %%}(&/Aiﬂ)kp,
we obtain
§,(t) > —eo max(&s/ A1), (5.18)

where ¢y can be made arbitrarily small upon taking 7y small.

By (GI8) and [@52), we have §, (1) > —co(€, (t)/Aj 1 (1)

as needed, and

k
2, where ¢y can be made as small

. k—1
0> By a 2

We deduce that & (t) > 0 provided

=t > 22473 (0)(E (00 Ny ()

[MEy

But, if the opposite inequality is satisfied, the bound [€ (t)| < (&, (tl)/)\jlﬂ(tl))% yields (5101,
if ¢y is small enough. In fact, the argument gives the bound with % replaced by 1 — ¢y, where
cp > 0 is as small as we want. Combining this with (5.11]), we obtain in particular

& (tisn) > (1= co)&, (1), (5.19)

with cg > 0 arbitrarily small.
Finally, we prove (5.9)). By (5.10) and (5.11]), it suffices to show that

gjz(tl) > ij(tz), for all j > j;.

Let I’ < I be such that jy < j < jy_1. The definition of j; yields gjl/(tl/) > gj(tl/), so it suffices
to check that N = N

§ity) = B/4)x & (7).,  foralll,
with ¢y > 0 small, and use this inequality [ — I’ times. The last inequality follows from (G.I6])

and (G.19).
Step 4. Taking the sum over [ of (5.8]), we get (5.4]). The bound (E.3)) follows from (BII). O

Starting from now, 1y > 0 is fixed so that Lemma [5.8 holds and Lemma [5.4] can be applied
with n = ng. We also fix € > 0 to be the value given by Lemma [5.4] for n = .
Directly from the definitions, we see that there exists C; > 0 such that

d(t) <no implies C;'d(t)? <U(t) < C1d(t)>. (5.20)
Recall that d(a,) = d(b,) = €, and d(t) > €, for all ¢t € [ay, by,].

Lemma 5.10. There exists 0y > 0 such that for any sequence satisfying €, < 0, < 6y and for
all n large enough there exists a partition of the interval [ay,, b,

_ L R R R R L L L L R _
Qn = en,O < en,O < Cn,O < dn,O < fn,O < fn,l < dn,l < Cn,l < en,l <...< en,Nn = bn,

having the following properties.
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(1) For allm € {0,1,..., Ny} and t € [ef,,, ek ], d(t) <o, and
enm
[ et < ol minuel ) lell ), (5.21)
ek
where Co > 0 depends only on k and N.
(2) For all m € {07 17’ . 7Nn - 1} and t € [egmv nm] [fn ,mo nm—i—l] U [cﬁ,m—kl?eﬁ,m—i—l]’
d(t) > 0,.
(3) For all m € {0717-'- - 1} and t € [ nm7fnm] U[ r%m—l—lv ﬁm—i—l] d(t) 2 €.
(4) For allm € {07 1,..., N }: ( n,m) >no and d(dn,m—l—l) 2 1M0-

(5) For allm € {0,1,...,N, —1}, d(ck ) =d(c},..1) =€
(6) For all m € {0,1,...,N, — 1}, either d(t) > € for all t € [c nm,cﬁmﬂ] or d(f,) =

d(frﬁm—l—l) =€
(7) For allm € {0,1,..., N, — 1},

sup — p(t)/ i op(t) <2

tE[e%ym,Cﬁ’m} te[eg,m’crlzm}
sup p(t)/ i opu(t) < 2.
te[cﬁ,m+1,e§m+1} teley 1 €nmat]

Proof. For all tg € [an,b,] such that U(tyg) < oo, let J(to) C [an,by] be the union of all the open
(relatively in [ay,, by]) intervals containing to on which U is finite. Equivalently, we have one of
the following three cases:

o J(ty) = ('dn,;gn) to € (an,t b)), d(a,) = d(b,) = 1o and d(t) < 7o for all t € (@, bn),

hd J(tO) = [anabn) ty € [any n) (bn) =To and d( ) <o for all t € [anabn)7

o J(tg) = (an, by, to € (Gn, by, d(ay) =no and d(t) < ng for all t € (ay, by].
Note that 6,, > ¢, implies a, > a,, and bn < by. Clearly, any two such intervals are either equal
or disjoint.

Consider the set
A= {t € [an,by] : d(t) <O,}.
Since A is a compact set, there exists a finite sequence
ap < 8po < Sp1 < ...<8SpN, < by

such that

Smm €A, AC | T(snm)- (5.22)
m=0
Without loss of generality, we can assume J(Spm) N J(Spm) = 0 whenever m # m/ (it suffices
to remove certain elements from the sequence).

Observe, using (5.20), that U(sn m) < Od(spm)? = on(1), whereas U(a,) > Cy'd(@,)? >
C’l n¢ and similarly U (b ) > C’1 ng, which for n large enough implies that U, restricted to
J(sp,m), attains its global minimum. Let ¢, ,, € J(spm) be one of these global minima, in
particular we have J(t, ) = J(Sn,m) and one of the following three cases:

® tym € (an,by) is a local minimum of U,
® ty,m = ayp is a local minimum from the right of U,
® t,m = by is a local minimum from the left of U.

Note also that, again by (5.20),
t m) < \/ClU(tn,m) < \/ClU(Sn,m) < Cld(sn,m) < C19n7 (523)
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where the last inequlity follows since sy, ,, € A.

Let m € {0,1,. —1}. Since J (tn,m) N J(tnm+1) = 0, there exists ¢ € (tnm, tnm+1) such
that U(t) = oo. Let dR be the smallest such ¢, and d~ .m+1 the largest one. Let CR be the
smallest number such that d(t) > efor all t € (cf,,,dff, ). Similarly, let ¢&, . be the biggest

nm’ n,m

number such that d(t) > e for all t € (df,,,,,c ﬁmﬂ) Next, let e, be the smallest number
such that d(t) > 2016, for all t € (eff CR ). If we take 0, < 56, then we have eR <ch

It follows from (5:23]) that eR > tn me Slmllarly, let emm 41 be the biggest number such that
d(t) > 2C10, for all t € (c} 41, € £7m+1) (again, it follows that el .\ < tn;my1). Finally, if
d(t) > eforallt € (dfm,dﬁ m+1)s we set fR and fL 'm+1 arbitrarily, for example f,fm = dﬁm
and fF, ., =dk ., If on the contrary, there exists t € (df,,, d5, ) such that d(t) < e
we let f,fm be the biggest number such that d(¢ ) >eforallte (dfm, I 7m), and f,ﬁmﬂ be the
smallest number such that d(t) > e for all ¢ € (f 1 dL 1)

We check all the desired properties. For all n € {0,1,..., N, }, we have el < t,,, < eff
Moreover, if t,, , = eﬁ,m (which can only happen for m = 0), then t,,,, is a local minimum from
the right of U, and if ¢, ,, = ef}m (Which can only happen for m = N,), then ¢, ,, is a local
minimum from the left of U. Since d( m) < 2C16, and d(e nm) < 2C46,, the property [(1)]
follows from (IBZI) The properties |(3) - and @ follow directly from the construction.
The property |(2)| is now equivalent to the followmg statement: if d(¢g) < 6,,, then there exists
m € {0,1,...,N,} such that ty € [e},,, el ]. But (5.22) implies that tg € J(spm) = J(tnm)
for some m and, by construction, d(¢) > 6, for all t € J(t, ) \ [e{;’m,ef,m], S0 we obtain

t € [ef el ]. Finally, using again Lemma B8 but on the time intervals [tn m,cf,,] and

[cimﬂ, tn,m+1], we deduce the property |(7)| from (G5.3)).
O

5.3. End of the proof: virial inequality with a cut-off. In this section, we conclude the
proof, by integrating the virial identity on the time interval [ay, b,]. The radius where the cut-off
is imposed has to be carefully chosen, which is the object of the next lemma.

Lemma 5.11. There ezist 6y > 0 and a locally Lipschitz function p : U2 [an,by] — (0,00)

having the following properties:
(1) max(p(an)||Ou(an)||z2, p
(2) limy, 00 infiepq,, b,] (p(t)/
(3) if d(to) < 360, then |p'(t
(4) hmn—)oo SuPtG [an,bn] |Q p(t)

(0n) |0y (bp) || £2) < max(p(an), u(bn)) as n — oo,
p(t)) = 0o and limp o0 SUPyea,, 5] (P(t)/1E+1(t)) =0,
)| <1 for almost all t in a neighborhood of ty,

) (u

()| =0.
Proof. We will define two functions p(®, p(®) and then set p := min(p(®), p® v). First, we let

p(a)(an) = min(R,p(an), v(an)),

where 1 < R, < H@tu(an)HZzl Consider an auxiliary sequence
o = Sup  [|U(t)llg(min(p@ (an)+t—an,u(t)20(8)) -
te [ln,bn

We have lim,,_,, d, = 0. Indeed, we see from the finite speed of propagation that

limsup E(u(t); p9 (an) + t — an,00) < E(u*) + (N — K)E(Q).

n—oo

This and Lemma yield
lim E(u(t); min(p@ (an) + t — an, v(t)); 20(t)) = 0,

n—oo
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thus Lemma 2.1l implies d,, — 0.
Let 6y > 0 be given by Lemma [5.10] and divide [ay,, b,] into subintervals applying this lemma
for the constant sequence 6,, = 6. We let p(®) be the piecewise affine function such that

Jun

d d -
(a) — R (a) — 2 :
"’ (t):=1if t € [eL €rm> €nmls ’ (t) := 0p, ? otherwise.

We check that limy, o infie(q,, ] (p9(t)/u(t)) = co. First, suppose that ¢ € [efl nm, ek m+1) and
t—el,, 2 pel,,). Then u(t) < p(ef,,) + (t—ek, ) St—ef, and P\ (t) > 6, (t —ell ), so
P (t) > u(t).

By Lemma 5.4, ek . —ell, > Cypu(efl,), so in particular we obtain P\ (e L omi1) >
p(ek ) for all m € {0,1,...,N, — 1}. Note that we also have p(® (el 0) = P\ (a,) >
wlan) = ,u(eﬁ’o), by the choice of p(*)(a,). Since, by the property (7), ,u changes at most by a

factor 2 on [ef el 1 and p(“) is increasing, we have p(@(ef ) > pu(ef ).

n,m? nm

Finally, if t — eff,,, < p(ef,,), then pu(t) < 2u(ef ), which again 1mphes P (t) > pu(t).

The function p( ) is deﬁned similarly, but integrating from b,, backwards. Properties (1), (2),
(3) are clear. By the expression for €, (u(t)), see Lemma 2.4, we have

Q) (w(®)] S L+ 1" ODwOF o) 200) S VO — 0,

which proves the property (4).

We need one more elementary result.
Lemma 5.12. If p : [a,b] — (0,00) is a 1-Lipschitz function and b—a > tu(a), then there
exists a sequence a = ag < a1 < ... < a; < ajy1 = b such that

1
Z,u(ai) <aj11—a; < Z,u(ai), forallie {1,...,1}. (5.24)

Proof. We define inductively a; 41 := a; + % wu(a;), as long as b — a; > % w(a;). We need to prove
that b — a; > 2pu(a;) implies b — a1 > Lpu(ai).
Since p is 1-Lipschitz, p(ai+1) = pla; + p(a;)/4) < pla;) + pla;)/4 = 2p(a;), thus

3 1

1 5 1
b—ait1 =b—ai — zplai) > Tulai) — 7 TeHai) = gulair).

plai) > 1¢

Remark 5.13. Note that (5.24) and the fact that u is 1-Lipschitz imply infyc(q; o, p(t) >
%:u(ai) and SUPte[a;,a:41] N(t) < %M(ai)v thus

1 .
- sup p(t) <aip1 —a; <3 inf  u(t),
tE[CL“CL,H,l] te[ai,ai+1]

in other words the length of each subinterval is comparable with both the smallest and the
largest value of y on this subinterval.

Lemma 5.14. Let p be the function given by Lemma[5.11] and set

t) :/000 Opu(t)roru(t)X oy rdr. (5.25)
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1. There exists a sequence 0, — 0 such that the following is true. If [?in,gn] C [an,by] is
such that

by —ap > —pu(dn) and d(t) > 0, for all t € [, by),

| =

then B
0(by,) < v(ay). (5.26)

2. For any c,0 > 0 there exists § > 0 such that if n is large enough, [En,gn] C [an, byl,
ciu(@p) < by —an and d(t) >0 for all t € [an, by),
then

o(by) — 0(ay) < =6 sup  u(?). (5.27)

t€[an ,bn)

Proof. By the virial identity, we obtain

o'(t) = — /Ooo(ﬁtu(t))2xp(t) rdr + o, (1). (5.28)

We argue by contradiction. If the claim is false, then there exists # > 0 and an infinite sequence

[@n, bn] C [an, bn] (as usual, we pass to a subsequence in n without changing the notation) such
that

1 ~
by — ap > Z'U(a") and d(t) > 0 for all t € [ay, b,],

and B
v(by,) — v(a,) > 0.

By Lemma [5.12] there exists a subinterval of [En,gn], which we still denote [5n,gn], such that
1 ~ 3 ~ ~
Z,u(an) <b, —ap < Z,u(an) and v(b,) —v(a,) > 0.

Let pp :=inf, 5 | p(t). From (5.28), we have

b 1
lim = / / (Opu(t) Zrdr = 0.
n—00 b _ an

By Lemma [5.1T] infte[an@} pr1(t) > pp > inf, o 5 ou(t) ~ sup, iz 7 u(t), so Lemma B
yields sequences t,, € [an,b,] and 1 < 7, < pg+1(tn)/p(t,) such that

hm 6,%”(%)( ( )) = 0,

which is impossible by Lemma (iii). The first part of the lemma is proved.

In the second part, we can assume without loss of generality b, — a, < %,u(fin). Indeed, in
the opposite case, we apply Lemma and keep only one of the subintervals where p attains
its supremum, and on the remaining subintervals we use (5.26]).

After this preliminary reduction, we argue again by contradiction. If the claim is false, then

there exist ¢, > 0, a sequence d,, — 0 and a sequence [?in,gn] C [an,by] (after extraction of a
subsequence) such that

cp(dy) < bp —an < Sp(@,) and d(t) > 0 for all t € [an, by,

e~ W

and B
0(bn) — 0(an) = —bnp(an)
(we use the fact that u(ay,) is comparable to sup, €ln ] ,u( ), see Remark [5.13]).
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Let pn :=inf,_. 5 p(t). From (B.28), we have

b [ 3pn
lim = / / (Oru(t) rdr =0.
n—oo b _ an

We now conclude as in the first part. O

Proof of Theorem[dl. Let 6,, be the sequence given by Lemma [5.14] part 1. We partition [a,, b,]
applying Lemma [5.10] for this sequence 6,,. Note that this partition is different than the one
used in the proof of Lemma [5.111 We claim that for all m € {0,1,..., N, — 1}

v(chm) = vlenm) < on(Luler ), (5.29)
U(frﬁm-l—l) - U( TJL%,m) < On(l):u'( rﬁm)? (530)
v(er mr1) = 0(er me1) < 0n(L)p(ey mir)- (5.31)

Here, 0,(1) denotes a sequence of positive numbers converging to 0 when n — co. In order to
prove the first inequality, we observe that if ¢, —ef = > %u(eﬁm), then (5.26]) applies and
yields v(cf,,) — (el ) < 0. We can thus assume ¢, —eff, < i,u(eﬁm) < 2,u( i), where
the last inequality follows from Lemma [5.I0] property But then (5.28]) again implies the
required bound. The proofs of the second and third bound are analogous

We now analyse the compactness intervals [cZ gt fk ;] and [fE i+10 Cr L 1]. We claim that there
exists § > 0 such that for all n large enough and m 6 {0,1,...,N,}

0(crmi1) = 0(Cppm) < —dmax(u(cy ), N(CrLL,m+1))' (5.32)

We consider separately the two cases mentioned in Lemmam property @ If d(t) > € for all
tele nm,cﬁmﬂ] then Lemma [5.4] yields cZ el k> Crtu( fm), so we can apply (5.27)),

which proves (2.32). If d( nm) = €, then we apply the same argument on the time interval

R

R .
s fnm)] and obtain

[c

0(faim) = 0(en ) < —dmax(u(cy ), 1(frim));
and similarly
U(Cﬁ,m—l-l) - U(frﬁm—i—l) < —0 max(#(cﬁ,m—kl)vﬂ(.frﬁm—kl))‘

The bound (5.30) yields (532])

Finally, on the intervals [e5 e, ], for n large enough Lemma 5111 yields | ,0( )| < 1 for
almost all ¢, and Lemma I8 implies |v’(¢)| < d(¢). By Lemma 510, properties |(1)| and we

obtain
v(eZ Y —v(ek ) <o, (Du(ck,), for all m € {0,1,...,N,, — 1},

n,m n m) = n,m

U(eﬁm) —v(el, ) <o.(Mu(ct, ), forallme {1,...,N, —1,N,}.

n,m n,m

Taking the sum in m of (5:29), (5.31), (5.32) and (533]), we deduce that there exists § > 0
and n arbitrarily large such that

v(bp) — v(an) < —dmax(u(cyo), ulern,))-
But p(a,) ~ ,u(cﬁo) and p(by) ~ ,u(ciNn), hence
v(bn) — v(an) < —d max(p(an), 1(by))-
Lemma [5.17] (1) and (5.25) yield
lo(an)| < plan),  [o(bn)] < p(bn),

a contradiction which finishes the proof. d

(5.33)
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5.4. Absence of elastic collisions. This section is devoted to proving Proposition Our
proof closely follows Step 3 in our proof of [39, Theorem 1.6].

Proof of Proposition [[.8. Suppose that a solution of (ILT]), u, defined on its maximal time of ex-
istence t € (T—, T ), is a pure multi-bubble in both time directions in the sense of Definition [[.5],
in other words

lim d(¢t) =0, and lim d(¢t) =0,

t—T t—T_
and the radiation u* = u} or u* = wug in both time directions satisfies u* = 0. In this proof,
all the N bubbles can be thought of as “interior” bubbles thus, whenever we invoke the results
from the preceding sections, it should always be understood that K = N. Applying Lemma 2.24]
with § =0 and M = N, we obtain from ([2.24)) and (2.23]) that

A\
d(t) < Cmax (—]) .
JjeA )\j+1
Let 7 > 0 be a small number to be chosen later and ¢4 be such that d(t) <nforall t > t,. If
is sufficiently small, then the modulation parameters are well-defined for ¢ > ¢, so we can set
U(t) = max (27&(1) Nia@®)F, forallt >ty
[4S]

cf. Definition Since U is a positive continuous function and lim; .7, U(t) = 0, there exists
an increasing sequence t, — T4 such that ¢, is a local minimum from the left of U. Thus,
Lemma [5.8] yields

tn
[ dttar < Cudeanes),
Ly

and passing to the limit n — +o00 we get

Ty
/ d(t)dt < Cod(ts)FAn(ts). (5.34)
t4
By inspecting the proof of Lemma[£.17] one finds that in the present case it holds with {,, = 0, in
particular we have [\ ()| < d(t). This bound, together with (5.34]), implies that lim, 7 An(?)
is a finite positive number, thus Ty = +o0.

Analogously, T_ = —oo and lim;_,_ o, Ay (t) € (0, +00) exists.

The remaining part of the argument is exactly the same as in [39], but we reproduce it here
for the reader’s convenience.

Let § > 0 be arbitrary. Inspecting the proof of Lemma .18 we see that in the present case
it holds with §,, = 0, thus for any R > 0 we have |Qr(u(t))| < Cod(t). From this bound and
the estimates above, we obtain existence of 17,75 € R such that

T 1
| ntuvir <

= )
/ Qp(u(t))|dt <
T 3

for any R > 0. On the other hand, because of the bound |Qg(u(t))| < CoE(u(t); R,2R) and
since [T7,T5] is a finite time interval, for all R sufficiently large we have

T 1
/ Q(u()dt < 25,
T 3

in other words

/ Qn(u(t)|dt < 0.
R
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Integrating the virial identity from Lemma 2.4 with p(t) = R over the real line, we obtain

/_+OO /Ooo(&gu(t,7‘))@3(7"))2 rdrdt < 4.

By letting R — +o00, we get
—+00 00
/ / (Opu(t,r))? rdrdt < 6,
—00 0

which implies the wu is stationary since ¢ is arbitrary. ([l

APPENDIX A. MODIFICATIONS TO THE ARGUMENT IN THE CASE k =1

In this section we outline the changes to the arguments in Section [l and Section [B needed to
prove Theorem [ for the equivariance class k = 1.

A.1l. Modulation and refined modulation. The set-up in Sections [£.1] holds without mod-
ification for k = 1. To be precise the number K > 1 is defined as in Lemma [£.6] the collision
intervals [a,, by € Cx (1, €,) are as in Definition 5] and the sequences of signs &, € {—1, 1}V =K,
scales fi(t) € (0,00)V =K and integers m,, € Z associated to the exterior bubbles, and the se-
quence v, — 0 and the function v(t) = v, K +1(t) are as in Lemma [£.9]1

Lemma [.17] also holds without modification. Let J C [ay,, b,] be any time interval on which
d(t) < 1o, where 7g is as in Lemma IIT Let 7€ {—1,1}%,X(¢) € (0,00)%, and g(t) € & be
as in the statement of Lemma [£.11]l Let L > 0 be a parameter to be fixed below and define for
each j € {1,..., K — 1},

A tj
gj(t)‘ /\J(t) 210 g( ]+(1()t )< L\/)\

AQx ) | 9() + Y 1u(Qu) — ™)),

i<j

JAj+1(t)

and,

5i(0) =~ Ay | 90)) — (AR (H)at) | §(1)). (A1)

Proposition A.1 (Refined modulation, & = 1). Let ¢g € (0,1) and ¢; > 0. There exists
constants Ly = Lo(cg,c1) > 0, no = no(co,c1), as well as ¢ = ¢(co,c1) and R = R(cp,c1) > 1 as
in Lemma [[.13, a constant Cy > 0, and a decreasing sequence €, — 0 so that the following is
true.

Suppose L > Ly and J C |an, by is an open time interval with €, < d(t) < ng for all t € J,
where A:={j€{1,...,K —1} | t; # tj41}. Then, for allt € J,

lg@lle + YAt/ A1 ()2 < max(Xi(t) A (1)), (A.2)
€A
and,
Ciod<><gg< Alt)/ A (1) < Cod(®) (A3
&)
M A < .

Moreover, let j € A be such that for allt € J

end(r) < ( A?f()t)) (A.5)
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Then for all t € J,

/ A1) V) 2 Ai(t)
0 (108 (37))" = Comaxy [y (A.6)
i+1(1) Ai(t)
(02108 ) = B(t)] < Comax oD (A7)
and,
ﬁ; (t) > (—Lij_HS — Co) ﬁ + (Lij_18 — Co) A)f]_(igg)
(A.8)
~ D max Ai(t)

)\j(t) €A )‘H-l( )
where, by convention, \o(t) = 0, \x4+1(t) = oo for allt € J.

Proof. The estimates (A.2)) and (A.3]) follow as in the proofs of the corresponding estimates in
Lemma [.J6] We next prove (A.4). From the definition of &;(¢),

G A
A+ A |

1
log( J“)

J+1<XL,/,\ X1 Q/\ ’ 9>‘

<]

1<j

1
+‘10 ( J+1 ]+1<XL /XA Q)\ |ZQ)\ _7T ‘
)‘J

For the first term on the right we have,

1 1
mmm Q|9 (ﬁmngum 3/i41)?

J

‘ log(

Next, for any i < j we have,

. Aj LA/
>\j+1|<XL\/mAQQ| (@Qr, — ™) Se m/o AQ(r) |Qxyyx; (r) — | rdr
Ai
< Aj
and hence,
1 Aj by
— Xp o Ay, Qx — ) <L =
log()‘]“) Al Aids | ; ‘ Aj+1 2; Aj
and (A.4) follows.
Next using (A.2) and ([£24) for each j, we have
[ 5] < max(Xa(£)/Avia (1) 2. (A.9)

€A
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We show that in fact & satisfies the improved estimate (A.6). We compute,

Li M. ’
= )\/ — —] _J o 7+1 Z -
Sj J (log( )) ( ]+1)<XLm Q)\ ‘g—i—;b Q)\ 7T>
+m()\_j jiixAXLm Qu lg+> 6@y —m)

1<j

/

A
R - 3 _ A.10
+ 21og( J+1) /\ <XL Aj >\]+1_ Q)‘ g+ o bi QA 7T)> ( )

Ly

" g Vv 109
Lili
+Z j. )\2<XL /)\j)\j+1AQﬁ ’ AQ&>

A
i<j 210g(i\—;f1)

The second, third, and fourth terms on the right above contribute acceptable errors. Indeed,

DYVEEND i o ;

gt o~ A i 97+ 2l =} 5 B GO
1<j

; LYRPY 2 N ;

‘m(rfrj—i)@ﬁm Qx; |Q+ZLZ N =TS max; E:(logf(){+1;1( :
1<J

o - < maxiea(Xi(t)/Ait1 (1))

‘210g( J+1))\ <XL >\,\J+1_ QA |g+§LZ A ¢)> < sl JH)

with the gain in the last line arising from the fact that AAQ € L'; see (Z.I6). The leading order
comes from the second to last term in (A0). Using (£.54]) gives

Lj
——(X ——AQ). | Oig) = — N 0 ;
210g(&k_j1)< /O 1 09) 210g( f <L\/>\>\+1 N 19)
’ 1
_)\ m<XL\/mAQ)‘_J|AQ>\_J>
L
(XL /mm AQy; |ZLZ/\ AQy,)
210 ( J“) \/ J+1 oy
Iy
- 210g(] J+1)<XL\/AJ>‘j+1 Qxn | ¢(u,v)).

We estimate the contribution of each of the terms on the right above to (A10). The last term
above vanishes due to the support properties of ¢(u,r). Using (ZI5]), (A9) on the second term
above, gives

D=

max;ecA(Ai (t)/Xit1(t))
log( ”1)

1
>\/21 g( ]+1 <XL\/)\)\+1 Q)\ |AQ)\>+)‘/|<
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which means this terms cancels the term )\’ on the right-hand side of (A10) up to an acceptable
error. Next we write,

yeEy <XLm @y 1) LNAQy,) = Z¢ <XLm Qx| AQ,)

210g oy ie; 2log(5+ 3“
L,L]
- Z g+1 <XL,/AJ-,\J-+1AQQ | AQ),)
z>]

The first term cancels the last term in (A.10). For the second term we estimate, if i > j,
[Xp 7A@, | AQA) S A/ A

and thus, using [A.9)) the second term in the previous equation contributes an acceptable error.
Plugging all of these estimates back into (A.I0]) gives the estimate,

_ maxiea(\i(H)/ A1 (1))
c1 log( JH)

&+ (A 19)] 2 (A1)

2log( J“)

Using (A.2) and HXL\/WAQA Iz < (log( ”1))%, we deduce the estimate,

=

< maxiea(Ai(t)/A z+1( )
A

oy AQx I
‘mog(*i—?)%m 2193 Dk

which completes the proof of (A.G]).
Next we compare (3; and 2¢; log(Aj11/A;). Using (A.I)) we have,

AN )9 [ 9(0) | £ gl S max(hi/ Ao,
We also note the estimate
) 1
‘<(XLW - XLW)AQQ | 9>‘ < Igleffi(()\z‘/)\wl)?-

which is a consequence of (A4). Using (A1) the estimate (A7) follows.
Finally, the proof of the estimate (A.8]) is nearly identical to the argument used to prove (£53)),
differing only in a few places where the cut-off x, N v is involved. Arguing as in the proof
JAG+1
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of (A.53]) we arrive at the formula,
Lj -~ ~ o
/8; = _)\_]' <AQ)\]‘ ‘ fi(mmL7 )‘)> < g ‘ Log) + < ))g ‘ fQ(mmL?)‘vg)>
j

<XL\/§,\—+1 @y 1 (Lo = Ly)g >+L]i <()\%A A(N)))AQy, !9'>

- <A(>\j) > " 4iQa, | fqlmn, 1) X, g)> - <A()\j)g | fa(mn, 75 X, 9)>
=1

1 - A
45 () = Sy Q| falmadi X)) = 5 0y A)g | 3)
+ 36 (A, | falma,2:X.9)) = 3 6N (ANIAQ, | 9) = (AN | filmn,1, X))
i#£j i#]
— 1 (Xp A, | 9w, 1)) = (Ao, v) | 9) = (A9 | dlu,v) )

s 4 (- @, | e D) — 1,3 (0 AAQ, | )
)\j XL\/m A 1 JilMMn, ¢, g)\] ><L\/§J,\—+1 A g

& A

+ (L3, 00 A [ 9) + 2 (2 3 (& T (g AQ 19)

All but the last four terms above are treated exactly as in the proof of (453]). For the fourth-
to-last term a direct computation using the estimate (£.65]) gives,

Yl : X LA L A
‘Aj (0= X gmAQ il ) | < ¥ <Aj+1 DY ):
For the third-to-last term, we use that AAQ € L%, (A9), and (A.2) to deduce that,
-)\; 1 AA / ! Ai/
‘LJ)\_j <( - XL\/W)— @y | 9> ‘ < )\—jlgle%( i/ Ait1),

The size of the constant L > 0 becomes relevant only in the second-to-last term. Indeed, since
LAQ = 0, we have,

B 1, 1o
ﬁ)\j (XL /gj)\jJrlAQﬁ) - L2£j)‘j+1 (AX)L /ﬁj)\j+1AQﬁ + 2L ’75]')\]'_’_1 XL\/EJ X1 Q)\
And therefore, using (A.2) and (A4]) we obtain the estimate,

‘ <£>\j(XLmAQﬁ) | g> ‘ S %)\i max()\i/)\iﬂ)

for a uniform constant, independent of L. Taking L > 1 large enough relative to ¢y makes this an
acceptable error. Finally, for the last term we use the improved estimate (A.6) for £} and (A.4)
to obtain,

g M|

& Ny ™

%(‘59“‘ P\ +1‘> <<)\imax()\ /)\z—l—l)%

and hence,

v & X 1
2J(§j ]+1)<AXLMAQA \ 9>‘ < 3 m maX()\ /Nig1)-

J
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This completes the proof. O
We note that Lemma [4.18 and its proof remain valid for & = 1.

A.2. Demolition of the multi-bubble. We define the weighted interaction energy in the same
way as for k > 2, see Definition

Lemma A.2. If ¢y in Proposition [A 1] is taken sufficiently small, then there exists a constant
C1 > 0 such that
d(t) <no implies C7'd(t)? <U(t) < Cid(t)*

Remark A.3. In the case k > 2 the corresponding estimate (5.20]) follows immediately from
(@E1). For k =1, since the bound (A4) does not imply that &;(t) ~ \;(t) for all j € A.

Proof. Let t be such that d(t) < 7o, and let jo € A be such that
Ajo (£)/ Xjo+1(t) = max Ai(t)/ Xig1 (2).
Then we deduce from (A4]) that
Ejo D)/ Njo+1(t) 2 Xjo (8)/Xjo+1(t) Z A(t)?,
which yields the required lower bound on U (t).

The upper bound follows directly from (A4) and the fact that \;(£)/\j41(t) < d(t)? for all
JjeA O

The analog of Lemma [5.8] for k£ = 1 is formulated as follows.

Lemma A.4. If ng is small enough, then there exists Cy > 0 depending only on k and N such
that the following is true. If ty is a local minimum from the right of U such that U(ty) < +oo
and t, > tg is such that U(t) < oo for all t € [to,t], then

3 4
Z)\K(tO) <Ak (ts) < g)\K(tOL

/ " At < Cod(t,)*/“Tog )Mk (fo).

to

An analogous statement is true if ty is a local minimum from the left.

Proof. Steps 1 and 2 are similar as for k£ > 2. Step 3 differs significantly, so let us indicate the
necessary changes. First, the modulation estimates (A.6), (A.7) and (A.8) only hold under the
assumption (A.5)). However, note that in Step 3 this last assumption is satisfied on the time
interval (¢;,,Tp), on which the modulation estimates are used, see (5.13)).

Instead of (B.I8]), we claim that

&, (t)\/ —log &, (1) ~ & (tz)\/— log(&j, (t))/Aj,+1(t)) = —co max V&) Aiv1(t),  (A12)

where ¢y can be made arbitrarily small upon taking 79 small. Indeed, recalling that g](t) =

277¢;(t) /A j+1(t), GIT) yields

&,(t) 2 —&,(t) X, 1 (1)) —

Nji+1(t)
Nji_y+1(t)

Since gle (t;) is small when 7 is small, (A.9]) yields

&, (t)\/ —log &, (1) |\, 41 (t)] < co max /&i(t) /i (t)-

(1€, L ()] + &y ROIN,_ a (B)]).
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Since &j,(t;) = &j,_, (t), (A.6)) yields

~log &, ()18, , (t0)] < max v/&i(0)/Nisa (1),

For the same reason, and using again (A.9)),

—log &, (t1)&j,_, ()N, 11 (1) S max /& (t) /A ().

Since ji < Ji—1, Aj+1(t1)/Nj,_,+1(t;) is small when 7 is small, so we get (AI2).
In (5.5), (5.6) and (5.8), we replace d(¢)¥/2 by d(t)?/—d(t). Next, we introduce the auxiliary
function ®(z) := /—xlogzx for 0 < x < 1. Note that

.Z')/ vV — lOg@(%),
' (z) = v —logx
2V
With ¢o > 0 to be determined, consider the auxiliary function

o(t) = Bjy (t) + C2(I>(£il (t)/)‘jri-l(tl))'

+ O((—zlogz)~Y?) > 0.

The Chain Rule gives
5 (@) &i(t)
/ _pl Ji / Ji
$10) = 8, (0) + e Aji1(tr) ? <>\jz+1(t1))'

1 .
By (@8) and (1D, we have [}, (1)] < ea(&)(1)/ A1 (0))? Tog(— &5, (6)/ A (1)) 72, with s
depending only on k and N, hence (A.8)) implies

C3
¢'(t) > ;
© Aji1(ty)
with ¢z, c3 depending only on k and N. If we consider ¢(t) := B, (t) + 2P (&,(t)/Nj+1(t))
ilastead of ¢, ~then the computation above shows that ¢ is increasing. From (A.12]), we have
o(t;) >0, s0 ¢(t) >0 for all t € (¢;,t;41), implying

d(t) < \/&i(0)/Njr1(t) S o(t)// —log ¢(t). (A.14)

The bound (A.I3)) yields
(Nirr(t)e(t)*/v/=log 6(1))" 2 o(t /w—log<z>
We observe that |¢(t)] < (IJ(d(t)2) hence ¢(t)?//—log ¢(t) < d(t)?y/—logd(t) and

/ - o(t)//—log p(t)dt < Nj1(B)d(ti1)?/ v/~ log ¢(tis1) < d(tis1)*/—log d (1) N1 (t).

t

Thus, (AI4) yields (5.8) (with d(t)2\/—logd(t) instead of d(t)**) if Cy is sufficiently large
(but depending on k£ and N only).
We now prove (5.10). By (A12)) and (A7), we have (5;,(t;) > —co®(&j,(t1)/Nj+1(t1)), where

co can be made as small as needed, and

B85, (t) > c1/Nj1(t)-

(A.13)

We deduce that & (t) > 0 provided

t—t > ?/\jlﬂ(tz) (&, (t)/ Aji+1(t)) 20 \/fyl (t) ]l+1(tz)\/— log (&5, (t1) /Aj+1(t1))-
1
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But, if the opposite inequality is satisfied, the bound

€, S /& 1)/ Ao () /) = Tog (€ (t1) Ay (1)

yields (B.10]), if ¢ is small enough.

The proof is then finished as for k£ > 2. O

The remaining arguments of Section 5 apply without major changes. In (5.21]), one should

replace 9,2/ b by 62/~ Tlog0,,.
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