arXiv:2107.02436v1 [math.OC] 6 Jul 2021

Feedback controllability for blowup points of
heat equation *

Ping Linf Hatem Zaag?

Abstract. This paper concerns a controllability problem for blowup points on
heat equation. It can be described as follows: In the absence of control, the solution to
the linear heat system globally exists in a bounded domain 2. While, for a given time
T > 0 and a point a in this domain, we find a feedback control, which is acted on an
internal subset w of this domain, such that the corresponding solution to this system
blows up at time T and holds unique point a. We show that a € w can be the unique
blowup point of the corresponding solution with a certain feedback control, and for any
feedback control, a € Q2 \ @ could not be the unique blowup point.
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1 Introduction

In nature and in practical applications, blowup phenomenon exists widely. This phe-
nomenon can be described by some nonlinear evolution differential equations, which
have been studied in many references (see, for instance, [1], [3], [9]-[13], [15]-[20], [22]-
[26], [29]-[37]). Roughly speaking, blowup is a conception which means that a solution
is unbounded in finite time. In certain cases, the blowup of a solution is desired.
For instance, the dramatic increase in temperature leads to the ignition of a chemi-
cal reaction. However, solutions to linear partial differential equations without control
generally globally exist. It is naturally interesting to find feedback controls to these
equations such that the corresponding solutions blow up in finite time and at given
place.

This paper concerns a controllability problem for blowup points on heat equations.
It can be described as follows: In the absence of control, the solution to the linear heat
system globally exists in a bounded domain. While, for a given time 7" > 0 and a point
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a in this domain, we find a feedback control, which is acted on an internal subset of
this domain, such that the corresponding solution to this system blows up at time T
and holds unique point a. More precisely, we can describe our problem as follows.

Let Q be a bounded domain of R™ with smooth boundary 0f). In this paper, we
consider the following control system,

yt_Ay:qua x€Q7t>07
y =0, red, t>0, (1.1)
y(z,0) = yo(x), =€

Here the control u acts on a nonempty and open subset w C €2, and Y, is the charac-
teristic function of the set w.

It is well known that if the control u = 0, then for any yo € Hg(Q), the corre-
sponding solution to (L) globally exists.

The following definition refers to a blowup point of a solution to (LI]) with a
feedback control.

Definition 1.1 Let T > 0 and a € Q. We say that T is the blowup time and a
is a blowup point of the solution y to system (I1]) with a a feedback control u, if
there are sequence {a;}32, with aj — a and sequence {t;}3, with t; — T such that
ly(aj, tj)| = 400, as j — oc.

The problem we studied in this paper is as follows.

Problem (P) Given an initial data yo € H(Q), a € Q and T' > 0, we find a feedback
control u such that 7" is the blowup time of the corresponding solution y to (L1l), and
y has unique blowup point a.

Our problem differs with classical controllability ones (see, for instance, [2], [4]-[8],
[11], [27], [31], [32]). The target of our controllability problem is “infinity”, which is
outside the state spaces of the solutions; While the targets of classical controllability
problems are within the state spaces. On the other hand, feedback control can form
a closed-loop system and play an effective role of control. Its characteristics are: to
make timely response to the objective effect caused by each step of the implementation
process of the plan decision, and accordingly adjust and modify the next step of the
implementation plan, so that the implementation of the plan decision and the original
plan itself can achieve dynamic coordination.

So far, there are few papers on the controllability of equations with the property
of blowup. Zuazua et al. [6] and [8] considered the controllability of weakly blowing up
semilinear parabolic equations with open-loop controls. They showed that the systems
considered are null and approximately controllable at any time. In these references,
blowup occurs in the absence of control; While the solution can be steered to be zero
or to be sufficiently approximate to a given target in the state space at given time by
using controls. The aim in [6, 8] is to prevent blowup by controls, which is totally
different with the intention of making the solution blow up in this paper.

As for feedback blowup controllability, Lin [21] considered the blowup controlla-
bility of heat equation with feedback controls. It was proved in [21] that for any initial



data in HOI(Q) and for any time 7" > 0, there exist a number p with 1 < p < oo and a
feedback control acting on an internal subset of the space domain such that the LP+!
norm of the corresponding solution for (LII) blows up at 7. Lin [I4] et. al derived a
global exact blowup controllability for ordinary differential system y'(¢t) = Ay(t)+ Bu(t)
in the case that (A, B) is null controllable, A and B are time-invariant matrix. More
precisely, for any initial data in R™ and for any time 7" > 0, one can find a feedback
control u to make the solution y(-) to this ODE system blow up at time 7" > 0, i.e.,
lim |y(t)|gn = +00.
t—T

Sometimes people need more accurate blowup. For instance, in the mining process,
people expect that blowup happens in a specified time and at a given place. It need
more explicit theory than those obtained in [21] and [I4]. The problem of blowup point
controllability studied in this paper is to meet this need, which contains more complex
theoretical analysis and techniques.

Take H = L*(Q), D(A) = H}(Q)N H*(Q), A = A : D(A) C H — H, and
B : H — H, Bu = x,u. Denote by ¥ (H) the Banach space of all symmetric and
positive operators acting in H. The following theorem is our main result of blowup
controllability with a feedback control. It establishes the existence of a blowup solution
with prescribed profile in given time and at given point.

Theorem 1.1 For anyyo € HE(Q), any a € w and any T > 0, there exist Ty € (0,T/2)
and yo € C§°(w) such that the solution y to (I1]) with the following feedback control

w(z,t) = { —B*P(t)(y(t) — %o) () — Ajo(w),  (x,t) € A x (0, —Th),
O P (s ), (z,t) € Q x [T —T1,T),

exists on [0,T), T is the blowup time of y and y has unique blowup point a, where p
could be any real number with p > 1. Here, P € CS([O,T —T); 2+(H)) is the unique
mild solution to the following Riccati system,

lim (P(s)z,z) = 400, for each zg € H and zy # 0, (1.2)

{ P'(t) + A*P(t) + P(t)A — P(t)BB*P(t) =0 on [0,T — T1),
(8,2)—=(T—T1,20)

and P(-) holds the property that . liTmT (P(t)z(t), z(t)) = 0 for every mild solution z of
—dL—17
the state system z' = Az + Buv, z(tg) = 29 with 0 < tg < T — Ty, 2(T —T1) = 0 and
(S L2(t(),T —1T7; H)
Moreover, for all R > 0,
r—a

V(T = t)[log(T — 1)

(=07 Ty, - £ ) +0ast T,

sup
{Iz—al<R\/(T—0)[1og(T—1)] }

where

1

_1)2 JR
fo) = (p=1+ L) T v e R (1.3



Remark 1.1 We denote by Cs([0,T —Ty); X7 (H)) the set of all mappings S : [0,T —
Ty) — YT(H) such that S(-)z¢ is continuous on [0,T — Ty) for each zo € H. P €
Cs([0,T—T1); 1 (H)) is called a mild solution to system (L.3) if for each é € (0,T—T1),
P satisfies

P(T =Ty — 6 —t)zg = e P(T — T) — 6)et?

t
- / A P(T =Ty — 6 — $)BB*P(T — T} — 6 — 5)e" )4 20ds,
0

for each t € [0,T — Ty — 0] and 29 € H, and the second equality of (I.2) holds.

Theorem 1.2 Suppose that yo € HE(Q)(L®(). If y is a corresponding solution
to system (I.1) for some feedback control and belongs to C([0, tmaz); L°(2)), then any
a € Q\w could not be the unique blowup point of y. Here, [0, tymqs) denotes the mazimal
interval of existence of y.

Remark 1.2 By Theorem[1L1l and Theorem[1.3, we have that a € w can be the unique
blowup point of the solution to system (I1l) with a certain feedback control, while for
any feedback control, a € Q\ @ could not be the unique blowup point of the solutions to
system (I1l). However, the case a € Ow is open now. The methods we used to prove
Theorem [I1] and Theorem [1.2 are not applicable to this case. We leave it to be studied
in the future.

The techniques to prove our main result Theorem [Tl can be described as the
following two steps.

First, for any T' > 0 and any a € w, we will find a special initial data and a feedback
control such that the corresponding solution blows up in time 7} with 0 < 77 < T'/2 at
one blowup point a, and with the prescribed blowup profile.

We will draw on the methods that many authors studied the blowup profile of
the equation y; — Ay = |y|P~ly with p > 1 (%) in the first step. The description of
the asymptotic blowup behavior, locally near a given blowup point is a main direction
for this equation (see, for instance, [1], [3], [I5]-[20], [22]-[26], [29], [30]). Stimulated
by the blowup rate estimate, the notion of blowup profile was introduced by Herrero
and Veldzquez [15] [16], Veldzquez [29, 30], Filippas and Kohn [9] and Filippas and Liu
[10]. The selfsimilar change of variables is particularly well adapted to the study of the
blow-up profile.

The first step uses the ideas developed by Bricmont and Kupianinen [3] and Merle
and Zaag [23] to construct a blowup solution for the semilinear heat equation (x), and
Mahmoudi, Nouaili and Zaag [22] to construct a periodic solution to (x) in one space
dimensional, which blows up in time T at one blowup point a.

More precisely, in the first step (see Section 2), we will take the feedback control
u = Xu|y|/P"'y (p > 1) and make use of the similar techniques in Mahmoudi, Nouaili
and Zaag [22]. Indeed, the equation y; — Ay = xw|y|P~ty with (p > 1) () will be
considered in Section 2. We will prove that for any a € w and any T > 0, one can find
a special initial data such that the corresponding solution blows up in time 77 with



0 < Ty < T/2 at one blowup point a, and with the prescribed blowup profile. Our work
will be divided into two parts: the blowup region and the regular region.

e In the blowup region, we reduce the question to a finite-dimensional problem.
Similarity variables will be used to control the solution near the profile.

e In the regular region, we directly use the standard parabolic estimates.

We proceed by contradiction to solve the finite-dimensional problem and complete
the proof of this step by index theory.

The main difference between the problem studied in this step and that in Mah-
moudi, Nouaili and Zaag [22] is that the nonlinear term of (xx) is supported in w.
Fortunately, since a € w, suitable cut-off functions can make us to reasonably di-
vide the blowup region and the regular region as in [22] and to choose an initial data
yo € C§°(92) of support in w. This leads us to get proper estimates in both regions.

Then, in the second step, just as we did in Lin [21], we will prove that for each initial
data, using the feedback null controllability results for linear heat equations obtained in
[28], there exists a feedback control such that the corresponding solution can reach the
above-mentioned special initial data constructed in the first step at T'—T7. Combining
these two steps, we can get our desired global blowup controllability for blowup points
with feedback controls.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we will construct a
blowup solution for (xx) with prescribed profile. Section 3 and Section 4 will give the
proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, respectively. In Appendix, we will give the
proof of a preliminary lemma.

2 Construct a blowup solution with prescribed profile

Let p > 1 be arbitrary but fixed. We consider the following system,

ye — Ay = xolylPly,  xeQ, t>0,
y=0, €N, t>0, (2.1)
y(x,0) = yo(x), z € Q.

In this section, we will construct a blowup solution for (21]) with prescribed profile.
This will play an important role in the proof of our main result. More precisely, we
have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 For any a € w, there exists Ty > 0 such that for any T € (0,Tp), there
exists an initial data yo € CG°(Y) of support in w such that the corresponding solution
y to (21) exists on [0,T), T is the blowup time of y and y has unique blowup point a.
Moreover, for all R > 0,

r—a

V(T = t)[log(T — 1)

((T—t)ﬁy(w,t)—f( )( -0, (22)

sup
{Iz—al<R\/(T—D[log(T—2)| }
ast — T, where

1

_1)2 1
fo) = (- 1+ L 0p) T v e (2.3



The following four subsections will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 211 The
techniques are stimulated by [23] and [22] for constructing stable solutions of the type
yr — Ay = |y|P~ 'y with prescribed profiles. In the following, we will give the proof when
n = 1, for simplicity, and that the proof for n > 2 is the same, with small adaptations,
as one can see from the paper [25] done for the standard heat equation. In subsection
2.1, we will give a formulation of our problem. In subsection 2.2 and subsection 2.3, we
will reduce an infinite dimensional problem into finite dimensional one. In subsection
2.4, we will complete the proof of Theorem 2] by topological argument.

2.1 Formulation of the problem

Suppose that the initial data yo € C§°(€2), and the solution y to (2.I]) exists on [0,7").
Then it is well known that for any 6 € (0,7, y is in the space L>(2x (0,7 —9)). Then,
we have |y[P~ly(-) € L>®(Q x (0,T — 6)). Thus, by the standard LP theory of linear
parabolic equations, it holds that y € Wg’l(Q x (0,T — 0)) for any ¢ with 1 < ¢ < oco.
By Sobolev embedding theorem, the solution y is in C®%®/2(Q x (0,7 — §)) for some a
depending on n with 0 < a < 1.

Let a € wand T > 0. Let xo € C§°(R, [0, 1]) with

— 17 ‘6’ S 17
we={ o 65y (2.4
Our analysis can be divided into the following two parts: the blowup region and regular

region.
In the regular region y, we define 7 by

y(x,t) =y(z,t)x(x), z€Q, t >0, (2.5)

where for any £ € Q, ¥(§) =1 — Xo(zl(i—ga)), with £9 > 0 will be fixed sufficiently small

later. Then, 7 satisfies the following equation:
07 = Oua + XolylP~'7 — 2X Oy — X'y (2:6)

In the blowup region of y, we make the following similarity transformation of

system (2.1]),
W(z,s) = (T — )"/ Vy(z,1) (2.7)
with
t—a=(T—-t)"%2, T—t=¢", (2.8)

then W (z, s) satisfies the following equation in (Q — a)e®/2? x [so(= —log T), c0),

1 1
DWW = O2W — 520:W = ﬁw + WP + (x — DWW (2.9)



For all z € R, we define

W(z,s)x(z,s), z€ (Q—a)e’?,
w(z,5) = { (Fone) othe(rwise ) (2.10)
with
(z,5) = (Ze_s/2> (2.11)
X ) - XO EO ) *

where ¢g > 0 with (a — 2gp,a + 2¢¢) C w will be fixed small enough later. Hence,

w(z,s) =0, |z| > 2e9e’/?, from which and the fact (a — 2e¢, a + 2g¢) C w, it holds that

if the initial data yo € C§°(12) of support in w and y exists on [0,7"), then by the internal

regularity of heat equation, w is in the space C*°(R X [sg, +o0)) with s = —log T
Then, we multiply equation (2:9]) by x(z, s) and get

1 1
Dsw = *w — §Z8Zw - zflw + [w|P~tw + N(z,5), ¥V z € R, 59 > —logT,

where
Wosx — 20.W0,x — WX + 32W . x
N(z,8) =< +WPIW(x —xP), ze (Q—a)e’?, sg>—logT, (2.12)
0, z€R\ (Q—a)e’/?, s> —logT.
Here, we have use the fact that when (a — 29, a + 2¢¢) C w, XwX = X-
Let
w=¢+gq, (2.13)
where
z K
=f(—=)+— 2.14

with k = (p — 1)_ﬁ and f is defined in (23]). Then ¢ is a solution to the following
equation in R X [so(= —logT), 00),

0sq = (L+V)q+ B(z,s) + R(2,8) + N(z,s), (2.15)
where
L=0%— %zaz +1, V=ppp !t - 1%, (2.16)
B(z,s) = (¢ + @) (e +q) — ¥ — ppP g, (2.17)
R(z,s) = 02p — %258290 - p%lcp + f — 9,0, (2.18)
N(z,s) = H+ 0,G(z,s), (2.19)
H(z, ) = W(Dx + 8 + 5200) + WP (x — x?), (2:20)



and

G(z,5) = —=20.xW, 9,G(z,s) = —20°xW — 20,x0.W.

(2.21)

We give a decomposition of the solution according to the spectrum of L. The

operator £ is self-adjoint on D(£) C L2(R) with

z

e 4

and
LE®) = {v € LB [olfy = [ IoPutz)dz < +oc}.
The spectrum of L is explicitly given by
spec(L) = {1 — %; m € N}.

All the eigenvalues are simple. For 1 — 5 corresponds the eigenfunction

bn(2) = 3 et (1,

h,,, satisfies
/hnhm,udz = 2"n!0m.

We will note also K, = /|| han |3 -
I
First, let us introduce

) = ):

where o is defined in (Z4]), Ky > 1 will be chosen large enough.
We write ¢ = ¢. + qp, where

@ = qx1, ge = q(1 —x1).

Then,
suppgs(s) C B(0,2K0v/s), suppge(s) C R\ B(0, Kov/s).

Second, we decompose ¢ as follows,

2
Qb(z7 S) = Z Qm(s)hm(z) + Q—(»% 3)7
m=0

(2.22)

(2.23)

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

where ¢, is the projection of g, on hy,, g—(z,s) = P_(qp), and P_ is the projection on

{hi; i > 3} the negative subspace of the operator L.

In order to reduce the infinite dimensional problem proposed in Theorem [2.1] into

finite dimensional one, we need the following definition as in [22].



Definition 2.1 For all Ko > 0,9 >0, A >0,0<n <1 and T > 0, we define
for all t € [0,T), the set S*(Ko,e0,A,n0,T,t) as being the set of all functions y €
L>*(Q2 x [0,T)) satisfying

(i) Estimate in R1: q(s) € Vi, a(s), where s = —log(T—t), q(s) is defined in ({2.7),
(210), (213), (2:14) and Vi, a(s) is the set of all functions r € L>® (R x[—1log T, +00))
such that

|7"m(8)| < AS_2(m = 07 1)7 |7" (S)| < A2S_2 IOg S,
{ Ir_(z,s)] < As™2(1 + |2), 2 re(2.5)] < A2 172, (2.27)
where
re(z,8) = (1 — x1(z,8))r(z,8), r—(2,5) = P_(xar),
{ form €N, rp(s) = [ dpkn(2)x1(z,8)7(z, 5). (2.28)

(ii) Estimate in Ry: For all x € Q with |x —a| > %, [y(z,t)| < no.

For simplicity, we may write S*(¢) instead of S*(Ky,eo, A,n0, T, 1).
For all Ky > 0, g > 0 and A > 1, there exists 5(Ky,ep,A) > 0, such that if
§>580>73,0<mn <1andy(t) € S*(t), where t =T — e~*, then we have

{ la(s)lL < CA%s™V/2, Jq(z,5)| < CA*RES (1 +|2]), Vz € R,

[W(s)l|lLe < K+ 2. (2.29)

Here and throughout the paper, C is a constant number, which may be different in
different context.

2.2 Preparation of initial data

Given a € w, we consider initial data for system (2.II) defined for all x € Q by
__1 A
yo(w,do,dr) =T »1 {90(2, 50)x (82, 80) + 5 (do + d12)x1(22, 80)}7 (2.30)
0

where T' > 0 will be sufficiently small, so = —log T, z = m—\/_:T‘f, X is defined in (2.1I1]) and
X1 is defined in ([2:24]).

Since a € w, there exists dyp € (0,1) such that for any g9 with gy € (0, ], (a —
2e0,a+ 2¢9) C w. Then for any Ky > 0 and any £¢ € (0, d], there exits so(Kp,eq) such
that when so > 50(Ko,¢€0), Koy/S0 < £0e*/2 and 630/2/4 < e%/2, Thus, yo(+,do,d1) €
C3 () of support in w, x(8z, s0)x (2, s0) = x(82, s0) and x1(22, s0)x(z, s0) = x1(22, S0)
for S0 > gO(K(),E()).

Then7 by (Iza)v (m)v (m) and (m)7 when sg > gO(I(Oag(])y
Q(Z,SO)

- { ©o(z,80)(x(82,80) — 1) + fg(do + d12)x1(22, 50), 2 € (2 — a)e*/?,

- q(z,80) = —¢(z,50), z€ R\ (Q — a)eso/; (2.31)

In this subsection, we will prove that there exists (dg,d;) € R? such that the
solution y of (2.1)) with initial date yo defined in (2.30) satisfies y(t) € S*(¢), t € [0,T),
which will imply Theorem 2] (see section 2.4). First, we find a set Dy C R? such that
y(0) € S*(0). More precisely, we have the following lemma.



Lemma 2.1 (Reduction for initial data) For any Ko > 0, for any g9 € (0,00] and
for any A > 1, there exists so1(Ko,c0,A) > 0 such that for so > so1(Ko,e0,A) and
0<mn <1:

If initial data for equation (2.1) are given by (2.30), then there exists a rectangle

Dy C [-2,2]?, (2.32)

such that
(i) for all (dy,d1) € Dr, we have

Yo(,do,dr) € S*(0);
(i) for all (dy,d1) € Dy and x € Q with |v — a|] > €0 /4,
Yo(» do, d1) = 0.

Proof. Let Ky >0, 0 < &g < dg and 0 < ng < 1. We shall prove Lemma 2T in the
following three steps.

Step 1. We will prove that for each A > 1, there exists s§(Ko, o, A) > 0 such that
for each sg > s§(Ko, 0, A), if (do,d;) is such that (go,q1)(s0) € [—%, %]2, then

|do| <2, |di| <2,
lg2(s0)| < (log s0)sg?,
lg— (2, 50)| < (1+\Z! )So ;

ge(-+50)| < s/

Let (dy,d;) € R2. When z € (Q — a)e®/2, then by (Z31), if so > 50(Ko,e0), we
can write initial data as

a(2,50) = ¢°(2,50) + ¢' (2, 50) + ¢°(2,50) + (2, 50),

1
where ¢(z, s0) = (p—1+ 2" so) T (X(82,50) — 1), 4 (2, 50) = g (X(82,50) — 1),
q*(z,50) = fgdoxl@z,so) and @ (2,80) = fgdlle(%,so); If 2z € R\ (Q — a)e*/?,

_ 1
q=—90=—<p—1+ et so) o
a) Estimate for dj, d2 and ga2(so).
By the definition of x in (ZII]) and the definition of y; in (224]), there exists
Sé(K(),E()) such that if s > s3(Ko,e0), then 2Ko4/50 < 60680/2/8. Thus, for sg >
SO(K())EO)v

x1(z, 80)(x(82,80) — 1) = 0. (2.33)

Hence, if so > s3(Ko,£0), ¢°(2, 50)x1(2, s0) = 0, ¢* (2, 50)x1(2, 0) = 0, Vz € (Q—a)e*0/?,
and

/ ¢°kmx1(z, s0)dp = 0, / ¢"kmx1 (2, 50)dp =0, m =0,1,2.
(2—a) 50/2 (Q—a)esO/2

10



Since a € w, it holds that {z; |2| < Koy/50} C (Q — a)e®®/? if sg > s3(Ko, £0) with
88 large enough. Thus,

A
/ o (2, 50)d = do . | ¥1(22, 50)x1 (2 s0)dp
(Q—a)eso0/2 50 J (Q—a)es0/2
A A A
= do / X1(22, So)d,u == d0—2 /Xl(QZ So)d,u = d(] b(](S(])
(2—a) s0/2 S

0 0 0

where |by(s0)| < f d“ = 1. Moreover, if so > s3(Ko, o),

A A
‘/ q2/€0X1(2’780)du‘ = ‘do—2 /(1 + (x1(22,50) — 1))du‘ < |do| = (1 + Ce™“*0).
Q—a 50/2 SO SO

In the above estimate, we have used that when

Z2 22 S
) 2o o (- 00),

When sg > s3(Ko, o), we also have the following equalities

1
2] = 5Kov/so, exp (-

9 A [Kovso z
/ q"k1x1(z, s0)dp = do 2/ x1(22, s0)x1 (2, s0) 5 du = 0,
(© a)eSO/2 Ko+/s0

and

‘/ a*kax1(z, so)dpl
Q—a)es0/2

2

A 2° —
:‘do_g /(X1(22730) —1)
50

2 A
du( < Cldo| e, (2.34)
0
Similarly, when s > s3(Ko, o),

A
/ hoxa (2 s0)dp = dy 3 / X122, 50)x1 (2, s0)djt = 0,
(Q—a)es0/2 50 J(Q—a)es0/2

22

A
/ kixi(z, so)dp = dy— / — (14 x1(22,80) — 1)dp = d1 51(30)
(Q—a)es0/2 Q—a)es0/2 2
where |b1(so)] < [ %du =1,

‘ /(Q_a)eso/2 *kixa(z, so)d,u‘ = ‘dls_Ag (1 + /(X1(2z, 50) — 1)d,u>‘

§|d1|é2(1 +Ce‘CSO),
50

and

Ko/55 L2
/ ¢*kax1(z, so)dp = d1—2/ 2x1(22, 50)x1(2, 80)
(-a)es0/2 Koy

2
dp = 0.
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On the other hand, since a € w, when sg > S%(KQ,EQ) with sé large enough, and
z € R\ (Q—a)e®/2, we have

‘Z’ > 2K0\/S_,

which implies q(z, so)x1(2,50) =0, z € R\ (Q — a)e®/?, and
/ Q(Z, SO)kaI(Z7 SO)diu = 07 m = 07 17 2.
R\(Q—a)es0/2

Hence, it holds that when sy > sg(Ko,Eo) with 38 large enough, qo(sg) = dofgbo(so),
0
q1(s0) = dy S%bl(so), where |bg(so)| < 1, |b1(s0)| < 1. Furthermore, since
0

Kov/50/2
/1du:1, / ldp >1/2
—Koy/30/2

for sg > s§(Ko,¢eo) with s§ large enough. If (do,d) 1s chosen such that (go,q1)(s0) €

[—;—45, ;—45]2, then we have that if sy > s7 (Ko, o) with s large enough, then
0 0

1 1 1
bo(s0)  Jio—ayesorz X1(22:50)dn fKor/z L

Ko+/50/2
2
z

we have that when sy > sg(Ko, o) with 38 large enough, if (dy, d;) is chosen such that

(QOaQI)(SO) € [_§2_7 ?2_]27 then
0 0

|do| <

Similarly, since

dy] < — ! - <
1] = = =
bi(so) f(Q_a)eso/z x1(22, so)édu legg_/% 222 L

On the other hand, by ([2.34)), if so > s)(Ko,e0) with sj) large enough, then

log sg
’CJ2(30)’ < 3—2
0

b) Estimate for ¢_(z, sg).
Since

|Q(280|—‘q280><1280 qu mz‘,ZGR,
it holds that when sg > s(l]O(Ko, €0, A) with 300 large enough,
Elk

—CS() 2 ’Z‘ —C'sg
- (zso)|<00<3/2—|— (1+ 2] ))+00(30 ez

<Osy%(1+2%), 2z € (2 —a)e™/?,

12



and

A A A o
4-(2150)| < Cldol 5 + Clda| 12+ Clldol +di]) e (1 +[21P)
0 0 0

<Csy?(1+ |2%), z € R\ (Q — a)e*/?, (2.35)

Here we have used that when z € R\ (2 — a)e*0/? with sq large enough, |z| > sq.
c) Estimate for g.(z, so).
Since

X1(22,80)(1 — x1(2,80)) =0, z € R, (2.36)
it follows that
(1 —x1)¢%(2,50) =0, (1—x1)¢*(z,50) =0, z € (Q — a)e*/?.
On the other hand, if so > si! with s}! large enough,

C _
(1= x1)g" (2, 50)| < . < 55?3, z€ (Q—a)e™/?

When sg > 352(K0, £0, A) with 3(1)2 large enough,

(b= 17 23

1)’ (0)] = |(p = 14 P2 ) T (82, 50) 1), 2 € (@ - e

12

This implies that when sy > s5~ and 12| > 1, |(1 — x1)¢°] # 0. Thus, When

80630/2/8
s0 > s53(Ko, €0, A) with s3? large enough,

22 1 z ﬁ
(1 —x1)¢°(2, 80)] <C(=) 71 %
S0 (50680/2/8)7’71
gC’(i —ﬁ(ie—mﬂ)% < g < 851/2/3, z€(Q— a)GSO/z‘
50 €0 S0

When z € R\ (Q — a)e®/?,

(0650/2)2 )_ﬁ

1— <(p—1 A
(T-=x1)gl < (p—1+ - 2o

if s9 > sp*(Ko, 20, A) with s}t large enough,.
Hence, we have
—~1/2
lge(2, s0)| < s¢ / , z€R.

Step 2. We will prove that for any A > 1 and for any sg > 885([(0,60,14), there
exists a set Dy, C R? topologically equivalent to a square with the following property:

q(do,dl,SO) S V&QLA(SQ) if and only ﬂ?(do,dl) S I)&r

13



By step 1, for each A > 1, there exists s{(Ko,e0,4) > 0 such that for each
s0 > sp(Ko, 20, A), we have the following equivalence,
. . A A
q(s0) € Vigy,a(s0) if and only if (go, q1)(s0) € [—8—2, ?]2
0 S0
Then it is enough to prove that there exists a set Dy, C R? topologically equivalent to
a square satisfying

A A, . .
(g0, q1)(s0) € [—8—2, ?]2 if and only if (dp,d;) € Ds,.
0 S0
We are sufficient to take
1 1 ] [ 1 1

Do = [_ bo(s0)” bo(so) b1(s0)” b1(s0)

when sg > s3°(Ko, €0, A).

Step 3. Suppose that = € Q with |z — a| > 0/4, we have |z| > e%0/%¢y/4. In this
case, there exists s{%(Kjp,e0) > 0 such that when so > s{%(Ko, o), g0e%0/2 /4 > Ko+/50,
X(8z,s0) = 0 and x1(22,s0) = 0. Thus, by the definition of yo(-, dp,d1) in (2.30), we
have that when sq > si6(Ko, 9), for any (do, d1) € Dr and for any x with |z —a| > £¢/4,

yo(z,doy,dr) = 0.

By step 1, step 2, and step 3, we can get Lemma 2.1l #

C[-2,2] x [-2,2],

2.3 Reduction to a finite-dimensional problem

Let us consider (do,di) € Dr, and sg = —logT > sg1, defined in Lemma 21l By
classical theory of parabolic equations, we can define a maximal solution y to equation
(21)) with initial data ([2.30), and a maximal time ¢.(do, d;1) € [0,T] such that

Vt € [0,t.), y(t) € S*(t). (2.37)

(1) either t, =T,

(2) or t, < T and from continuity, y(t.) € 0S*(t«), in the sense that when t = t,,
one ‘<’ symbol in the definition of S*(¢,) is replaced by the symbol “=".

Our aim is to show that for all A large and 7" small enough, one can find (dy,d;) €
Dr, tu(do,dy) =T,

We argue by contradiction to prove Theorem 2.1l and assume that for all (dy,d;) €
Dy, ti(dp,dy) < T. We will reduce the problem of controlling all the components of y
in S*(t) to a problem of controlling (go, q1)(s).

2.3.1 Priori estimates

By the definition of S*(t), there are two different types of estimates in the regions Ry
and Ro. Thus, in this subsection, we give two different priori estimates in Rq and Rg,
respectively.

Part 1: Estimates in R4

The following proposition gives a priori estimate in R;.

14



Proposition 2.1 There exists K} > 0 such that for any Ko > K¢ and for any gy €
(0,00, there exists A1(Ko,e0) such that for any A > Ay and 0 < nyg < 1, there exists
$1(Ko, €0, A) such that for all sg > §1(Ko,e0,A), for any solution q of (Z13), we have
the following property: if (do,dy) is chosen so that (qo(s0),q1(s0)) € [—S%, 8%]2, and if
0 0
for s1 > so, we have Vs € [sq, s1], y(t) € S*(t) witht =T — e™*, then Vs € [sg, 1],
|g2(s)| < A%s™?logs — 577,
A _
lg-(2,5)] < S (1 +[2*)s 7,
A2
o < ——. 2.38
lae(o)lo < 5 (2.39)

Here &g is defined in section 2.2.

Let us first write equation (2.I5) in its Duhamel formulation,

q(s) =K(s,0)q(o) +/

o o

’ drK(s,7)B(q(7)) + /s drK (s, 7)R(T)
+ / CdrK (s,7)(H + 0.G)(r), (2.39)

where K is the fundamental solution of the operator £+ V defined for each sy > 0, for
each s; > sg by

851K(81, S()) = (ﬁ + V)K(Sl, SQ),
K(So,So) =1 (2.40)

We write ¢ = o+ 8+ + 0 + 0 with

als) = K(s.0)a(0). 5s) = [ dr(s,7)Bla(r),

A(s) = / CdrK (s, 7)R(r), 3(s) = / K (s, 1) H(7), (2.41)
3(s) = / drK (s, 1)0.G(r),
where for a function F(z,7), K(s,7)F(7) is defined by
K(s,7)F(1) = /de(s,T,z,:n)F(x,T).
In order to prove Proposition 21 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 a) Vs > 7 > 1 with s < 27, Yz,z € R, |K(s,7,2,2)| < Cels~7E(2, 2)
with ; o/2 )
O e (ze — )

o) = An(1— e 9) P [_ 41 —e?)

15



b) For all s > 7 > 1 with s < 27, we have the following : For all differentiable
function g € L*°, such that zg € L,

16 (5, 7)0-9]| oo

oo S — s—T (s—7)
<ce{ lollee 527 45— A+ e zgllie +e 2 ligl=) }-
1 — e (s—7) S

¢) There exists Ko > 0 such that for any Ko > Ko, for any A’ > 0, A” > 0,
A" > 0 and p* > 0, there exists s1(A’, A" A" Ky, p*) with the following property:
Vsg > s1, assume that for o > sq,

lgm (o) < Ao, m =0,1, (2.42)
|a2(0)| < A"(log 7)o,
la-(z,0)] < A" (1 + [2]*)0~2,
lge(@)]l1 < A"0™/2,
then, Vs € [o,0 + p*],
las(s)| < A" (log 0)s™2 + Cmax{A’', A"} (s — 0)el*=)s73,
o (2,8)] < C(A"s72e™79)/2 4 7= (570P =2 (1 4 |2),
||ae(3)||L°° < Ce(s—a)A///S—1/2 + CA/,8_1/26_(8_0)/p,
where )
a(s) = K(s,0)q(0) = Y am(s)hn(z) + a—(z,5) + ae(z,5).
m=0
d) Vp* > 0, there exists sa(p*) such that Yo > so(p*), Vs € [0,0 + p*],
ha(s)] < C(s = a)s~°,
- (2,8)| < C(s = 0)s (1 + |2I%),

where
2

[ EGDRE) = 2(5) = 3 A n(2) +7-(219) + 7 519).

m=0

From a) of the above lemma, the following corollary holds (see Corrollary 3.14 in
[23]).

Corollary 2.1 Vs > 7 > 1 with s < 27,

‘/K(S,T,Z,$)(1 + |x|m)dx‘ §C’/e(8_T)£(z,:E)(1 + |z|™)dx

<O (1 + |2|™), m > 1.
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Lemma is similar to Lemma 3.13 in in [23]. We shall take the techniques in
the proof of Lemma 3.13 in in [23] to prove this lemma and just give a detailed proof
for those different with Lemma 3.13 in in [23] (see Appendix).

We are now going to prove the following proposition which implies Proposition 211

Proposition 2.2 There exists K} > 0 such that for any Ko > K¢, any g9 € (0,8] and
any A > 0, there exists Az(A, Ko,e0) > 0 such that for all A > Aa(A, Ko,¢0), there
exists S2(A, A, Ko,e9) > 0 such that for any so > S2(A, A, Ko, €0), for any solution of
(213), we have the following property: if
|am(s0)| < Asg?, m=0,1,
lg2(s0)| < Asy?log o, (2.43)
lg—(2,50)] < A(1+ |2[*)s;2,

1/2
lge (s0) || < Asg />,

if for s1 > sg, we have Vs € [sg, s1], y(t) € S*(t) witht =T — e~ 5, then Vs € [sq, s1],

|a2(s)| < A%s 2 logs — 577,

0-(z8)] < S+ |2P)s, (2.44)
2
lae(s)llz < 2“7

Proposition implies Proposition [2.1]

Indeed, referring to step 1 Lemma 2.1 we apply proposition 2.2l with A =
1. This gives gg(l,K(),Eo) > 0 and 52(1, A, Ko,g0). If we take 51(Kp,e0,4) =
max(52(1, A, Ko, €0), s0,1(Ko, €0, A)), we can get Proposition 21l #

Proposition can be derived from the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3 There exists Koz > 0 and Az > 0 such that for any Ko > Koz, €0 € (0, do],
A > As, A > 0 and p* > 0, there ewists s3(A, A ,p%) > 0 with the following property:
Vso > s2(A, A, Ko, 0, p*), Vp < p*, assume Vs € [0, 0+ p| with o > so, and y(t) € S*(t)
witht =T — e 5.

I) Case o > sg: we have Vs € 0,0 + p],

i) (linear term)

lag(s)| < A%(log o)s ™2 + CA(s — 0)el*=) s 73,

| (z,5)] < C(As™2e (=02 1 A2e=(=0) s=2)(1 4 |2),
llate(s)|| oo < Ce®~DAs™H2 4 C A2~ 2e=(5=0)/p,

where
2

K(s,0)q(0) = a(z,s) = Z am(8)hm(2) + a—(z,5) + ae(z, s).

m=0
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ii) nonlinear term
B2(5)] < 75
§3+1/2
B-(2,8)| < (5 = 0)(L + |2*)s 777,
1Be(s)llze < (s = 0)s ™%,
where € = ¢1(p) > 0, and

2

/ CdrK (5, )B(a(r) = B2 5) = 3 fn()m(2) + B—(2,5) + Belz,5).

m=0

iii) corrective term
ha(s)| < (s = 0)Cs ™2,

- (2,8)| < C(s = 0)s (1 + |2]),

e(s)lz= < (s —o)s™/%,
where
s 2
/ drK(s,7)R(-,7) =v(z,8) = Z Y (8)hm (2) + 7—(2,8) + 7e(2, 5).
g m=0
iv)
6 ()] < C 7
5-()] < O 2 (1 + I2P),
5:(5)] < C e
where
/s drK (s, 7)H(-,7) = d(z,8) = Z O (8)hm (2) +0—(2,5) + 0c(2, 5).
g m=0
v)
(o)) < OV,
e !
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(s—0)+Vs—oc

gl/2+e ’

|e(s)] < C

where

s ~ 2
/ AT (5,7)0.G(7) = 3(2,5) = 3 Bon(8)hm(2) + 5(2,5) + 3u(2, 5).

m=0

IT) Case o = sp. Assume in addition ¢(sg) satisfies (2.43]). Then Vs € [sg, so + p],
i) linear term

laa(s)| < A(log s0)s~2 + Cmax{A, A}els=50) (s — 50)s~3,

la_(z,8)| < CAs™2(1+ |2]),
lae(s)||Le < C(1 + e(s—so))js—l/%

Proof. We choose sy > p* in all cases so that if s < o <7 <5< 0+ p* and
p < p*, we have o1 <2svand 771 <25 L

By Lemma 2.2 we can use the similar techniques in the proof of Lemma 3.12 in
[23] to prove Ii), IIi), lii) and Iiii).

Iiv) Estimate of 6.

Consider s € [0,0 + p*), we recall that 0 < ny < 1. Since y(t) € S*(¢t), where
t =T —e~*, we see that if sp > s} with s} large enough,

C __s
|H(s)||Le < =2¢ p—1,

0
In particular, if 0 <7 < s <0+ p*, then
1 1 1 1 S
—<-<-<—, 72027,
207 s 1 0O 2
C __T —_ s _
V() < Se 7T < e T,
~ g2 ~ g2
0

Hence, if s9 > s3(p*) with s2 large enough,
10(z, s)| §/ dT/ |K(s,7,z,2)H (z,T)|dx

S/ dT/e(s_T)E(z,x)%e_ﬂps1>da;
o €0
C

__s [F Clp*) __s__
<—e 2(1’1)/ dTes_TS#e 20-1 (s — o)
o

€0 €0
S— 0O

<z -
§3+1/2
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Thus, if if so > s3(eq, p*) with s large enough, m = 0, 1,2,

S§—0

on(s)) < | [ xae09)3(z.s)m (u(:)dz] < [ 18(5)1(1 + 2Poutz)dz < 057

2

S§—0 S§—0
[6-(s)] < Ix1(2,9)8(2,8) = D dils)ka(2)] < Campl+ 2[>) < C e (LT 12%),
i=0
and
S—0
[0e(s)] < (1 = x1(2,))d(2, 8)| < C e

Iv) Estimate of 0.
Since s € [o,0 + p*), y(t) € S*(t), where t =T — e~*, we use Lemma [2.2] and get
that

’K(S,T)@ZG’
L 2
—e pP— _ s—7 _ s s—7) _ (pt+1)s
SCeS‘T{ £0 +2 T(1+S—T)((1+e?)e 0 4 e T e 475:)71))}.
/1 — e—(s—7) S €0

Making a change of variables, we write the integral as

s 1 0 1 s—o 1 n 1
. T E———;7 = de= | ——d
/o V1—e(s=7) /s—o—\/l—e_§ . /0 V1—e¢ : /0 1—e¢ :

with £ = s — 7. Since
1

1
—~—as & —0
VI—e€  E :
and
= 1—e¢
lim —€ — = lim —1,
€0 — £—0 &
there exists £ > 0 such that
1 2
V¢ € (0,&], —— < —.
g ( 60] 1_¢¢ \/E

Note also that there is Cy > 0 such that
1
V€ > &o, Vi < Co.

Therefore,

n 1 p min(n,¢o) 1 p n 1 J
- — - + -
/0 1—e¢ - /0 V1—e¢ ¢ /min(n,go) V1—e¢ -
min(n,§0) 9 n
§/ —d& + / Cod§ = 4+/min(n, &) + Co[n — min(n, &o)]
0 \/g min(n,&o)
§4\/ﬁ + 00777
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which implies
s 1
/ —————————d7 < 4V/s— 0o+ Cy(s — o).
o 1-— 6_(5_7)
Hence,

/ UK (5, 7)0.G (2, 7)dr|

1 _(t)s —0)?
<Ce{((s—0) + Vi—o)me b ¢ B2
€0
— 2 s—o (p+1)s
(8 J) (1 +s— 0)676_41(,:71)}

(1+5—0)(1+e37)e 2D

< C((s—o)++/s—o)

= §3+1/2 ’

+
€0S
if s9 > s3(c0, p*) with s3 large enough.

Then we can get the same estimate on 5 as 6. This completes the proof of Lemma
23 #

Lemma [2.3] implies Proposition Let Ko > Koz, €0 € (0,0¢] and let Abea
positive number. Let A > Ay(A, Ko, e0), where Ay(A, Ko, ) will be defined later. Let
S0 > :SVQ(;{, A, Ko, e0), where :SVQ(;{, A, Ko, g0) will be defined later. Let ¢ be a solution
of (2.15) satisfy (2.43]), and s; > so. Assume in addition Vs € [sg, s1], y(t) € S*(t) with
t=T—e"%.

We want to prove that Vs € [sg, s1], (2.44)) holds.

Let p1 > p2 be two positive numbers (to be fixed in terms of A later). It is
then enough to prove (2.44]), on one hand for s — sy < p1, and on the other hand, for
s — 50 > pa. We suppose A > Ay, so > max(s2(A, A4, Ko, €0, p1), 52(4, A, Ko, €0, p2)).

Case 1: s — 59 < p1.

Since we have V7 € [so, 5], ¢(7) € Vg, a(T), we apply Lemma [2.3] (I1i), (Iii), (Iiii)),
with A, p* = p1, and p = s — s¢. From (239)), it holds that

|q2(s)|

<A(log so)s 2 + Cy max{A, A} (s — s0)s7> + (5 — s9)Crs > + O} 5 81;1/23 - SO,

(2, 5)]
<C1As2(1+ |23) 4 (s — s0) (1 + |23)s7275 + C1(s — s0)s72(1 + |2])

s—5S0+t+v/S— 50
g2+e (

+C 14 |23),
1ge(8)| L

§01(1 + e(s—sg))gs—lﬂ + (S _ SO)S—%—E + (3 _ 30)3—3/4 + Cls - Sosj;;—i—/: - SO.
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To have (2.44)), it is enough to satisfy

T A -2
A(log sg)s §7(logs)s ,

~ A
C1As 24+ C1(s —s9)s 2 < Zs_z,
- A2
C1(1 4 el As71/2 < ZS_1/2, (2.45)

on one hand, and

Oy max{A, Ate=20) (s — 50)s73 + (s — 50)C15~ % + Oy =0 Vs 5

§3+1/2
A2
37(log 5)s72 — 573,
s—So++vs—s0 A _,
Cl 82+€ < ZS ;
_ s—so++s—sg A% _
(s —s0)s 34+ Oy 12 < Vi /2, (2.46)

on the other hand.

If we restrict p; to satisfy Cip; < %, Clgepl < %2 (which is possible if we fix
p1 = %logA for A large), and A to satisfy A< A, A< A;, C1A < % and C1 A < %2,
that is A > AL(A, Ko, o), (note that C; depends on K and &p), then since s —sg < p1,

(2:45) holds.
With this value of pq, (2.46]) will be satisfied if the following is true:

OlAA% g log A3_3 + ; log A018_3 + Oy (g IOgA + /g log A) S—(3+1/2)

A2
§7(log s)s™2— 573,

c %logA—F\/%logA - A,
s

1 S2+€ = Z )
3 3
3 3 §logA+\/§logA A2
(§IOgA)S 3/4 + Cl 31/2+5 S TS 1/2. (247)

The first one is equal to

3 3 3 /3 A?
C’lA% 3 log As_3+§ log AC s 34+C (5 log A+ 3 log A) sTOF/D 78 < > (log 5)s~?

which is possible if so > 53(A4, /T, Ko, e0).
Case 2: s — 59 > pa.
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Since we have V7 € [o,s], ¢(7) € Va(r), we apply Part I) of Lemma 23] with
p=p"=p2, 0=s—ps From (2.39),

_ _ _ +
g2(s)| < A%(log(s — pa))s™2 + CoAeP? pas™ + Capas™ + 027'013“\//;—27

lq— (2, 5)| < Ca(As™2e7P2/2 + A2 Ps72)(1 + |2f)
+ Calpa + VP2) (L + |2)s 727 + Capas (1 + |2[%),
LRI ZRTS

ge(s)||poe < CoeP? As™Y2 4 CoA2s™Y2e7P2/P 4 pys™3/4 1 CQW.
s

To obtain (2.44)), it is enough to have

(e}

fA,Pz (5) >

Co(e /2 A+ A% 5 4 py) <

)
)

Cy(A%eP2/P o2 4) < (2.49)

S ICTNES

with
fap = A%logss 2 — 73 — [A2 log(s — p2)s 2 4+ Ca(AeP? + 1)pys—> + Cg% ,

on one hand, and

A
Copa + /p2)s 3¢ < 28_2’

2
P2tye A (2.50)

~3/4
pas "+ Cy Szt = 4

on the other hand.
o . 2 .
Now, it is convenient to fix the value po such that CoAef? = %, that is py =
log %. The conclusion follows from this choice, for A large. Indeed, for arbitrary A,
we write

‘fA’log% -8 [A2 log Ea 1 =Gy <Ai + 1) log i] ‘

8C% 8C% 8C7
:‘Az log ss~2 — 573 — [A2 log (S —log 8g >3—2 +C2<A—821' + 1) log —8?7 s3
2 2 2
A A
8% Vlog@] — 579 a% A ¢ (Ai+1)1 i”
2 S1/2+3 5 %8 3¢, 2780, e
A A
A log g7 + \/log 577 A
|2 o 42 _ AN 2 2 2 =342 el
_‘A log ss A“log <8 log 802)8 Co S1/213 s °A%log 802"

Note that when |z| < £ with € small enough, there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that
|log(1 + z) — z| < C32%. Thus, we have
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A A
A log g¢; + /108 55, A
2 —2 42 -2 2 2 _ 4342
‘A log ss A“log ( — log —- 3G, ) Cy /28 A log 802‘
A A
A A log 57 + /108 505
<A — — i
< ‘logs log<s log802> log8023 ‘—I—C’g YR
A log % + 4/log %
=A%s ‘ log <1 — —log ) log —S ‘ +C
802 802 81/2+3
A /
A2 1 | A 2 log 8Cy + IOg 3Ch
03 2( %8 30, ) +C2 51/2+3

2
log <A
2 ( 802)
<CpA sl/2+3

when A > g%(K(),E()), and then take so > 33(A, Ko, o).
Then we take A > A3(Kj, o) such that

A210g%—1—02(Ai+1)10gi >1,

) 2 8C ]C

() e () <
2
Oz(A2(8é2> - %A) < AZ'

After, we introduce s > sg > 35(A, Ko, ), we have

and (2.50) holds.

This way, for A > .2{2(11, Ky, e0) and s > 59 > §2(E,A,K0,ao), which concludes
Case 2, and we complete the proof of Proposition #

Part 2: Estimate in Ro

The aim of this part is to show that if

Mo

%0 <le—al, 2 € Q, then |y(a, t.)] < (2.51)
provided the parameters satisfy some conditions.
Step 1. Improved estimates in the intermediate region.
Here, we refine the estimates on the solution in the region
€
Ko /(T —t)[log(T — t)| < |z — a| < 50 (2.52)
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Given a small z, define t = to(x) by

2| = Ko/ (T — to(z))|log(T — to(z))| (2.53)

to see that the solution is in fact flat at that time. Then, we see that the solution of
(1)) remains flat for later time. More precisely, we claim the following:

Lemma 2.4 Assume that y(t) € S*(t), t € [0,t.]. Then, there exist 0 < ¢ < 1,
K2 >0 and 5e (0,00) such that for all Ko > K2, &0 € (0, 5] and A > 1, there exists
33(K0,50,A) such that if so > s3 and 0 < mo < 1, then for xo € {rp e R: 0<
lzg —al <ep < 5} and x = xo + &/ T — to(zo) with |£| < |log(T — to(z0))|Y/*, it holds

that (z,t)  Ug,(7) C
x, Ko\T
Vt X <t< t*7 - S ’
o(zo) <t < v* (o) UKo(l)‘ | log |xo — al|©
where
: (b~ D?lzo — aP*1-55
_ 2.54
y* (o) [ 8p|log |20 — al| } ’ (359
and
-1 o1
Uk(r) = (1~ )+ L Ly o (2:55)

Moreover, |y(xo,t)] < Cy(Ko)|y*(zo)|, t € [0,t4], where C4(Ky) is a constant depending
on Kjy.

The proof of Lemma [Z4] is a small adaptation of the treatment of estimate (1.11)
in [I], and that for details, one may see [1].

Step 2. A parabolic estimate in Region Rs.

We recall from the definition of 5*(t) that for all % < |z —al, z € Q, |y(z,t)| < no.

Now we will obtain a parabolic estimate on the solution in Ro.

Proposition 2.3 (A parabolic estimate in Region Ra)
For any e € (0,1], any ¢ € (0,0] and any o1 > 0, there exist a positive constant Cs

2
. s €/2
independent of ,e9,01 and Ti(g,e9,01) = min {1, (C o 1(01+1)(Ei+—15)) } such

€

o

that for all t with 0 <t < T4, if y is a solution of
Yt = Yoz + Xw|y|p_1y7 Ve Qa te [Oyﬂ

which satisfies
(i) for

|lx —a| € [@

€
4’ 50]7 |y($7t)| <o,

(ii) for
w—al > 2 eQ y(@,0)=0.

Then for any t € [0,t] and any x € Q with 5 < |x — al, it holds that

ly(z, 1) <e.
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Proof. Recall that 7 defined in

y(z,t) =y(z, t)x(x), © € Q, (2.56)

where Y (z) =1 — XO(M), which satisfies

2
O = Oua¥ + Xw|YIP 7 — 20,(X'y) + X'y

Therefore, by (ii), we can write

t
176) e 0) < /0 S(t— ) altlP ™ Ty 20T
—20:(X'g—apz20Y) + X Ty _g > 20y dt’, (2.57)

where S(t) is the heat kernel.
We proceed by contradiction, and assume that there exists ¢ with 0 < ¢ < T} with

2
S €/2 .
Ty (e,e0,01) = min {1, <C5e(01+1)p1(01+1)(510+%)> }, such that the conclusion does not

hold for all ¢ € [0, ], where C5 will be defined later.
Using (ii) and the continuity of y, this means that there is ¢ € (0, 7] such that the
conclusion holds for all ¢ € [0,¢) and fails at ¢ = ¢. This means that

Hg(i\)HLOO(%OS\x—a\, zeq) = € (2.58)

Therefore, since X' and X" are supported by {2 < |z —a| < 2} and satisfy |Y'| < C/eo,
X"| < C/eZ, it holds that for (z,t) € Q x [0,7],

[7(t) ]| Lo ()

t C(01+1) gt C(Ul+1) t
< +1P—1/ g\ dt’ + / + /dt’
<(o1+1) ; 7"l - v 2 ;

¢ C 1) ~ C 1)~
<o+ 17 [+ SV QO e o)

0

In the above estimate, when it comes to bounding |y|1{|m_a|2%0}, we will bound it by
o1 if [ —a] <, and by € if [z —a| > . Then by Gronwall estimate, we have

m o P— CU +1 8 CO— +1 R
O mey < el (SO /7 Ol ¥ 1y

€0 E%

_ =~ 1 1
< Coel D gy 1 1)\/2(6— + =), te 0,4, (2.59)

0 £

2

. . €/2 ~ _ 5
Hence, if T} (g,£0,01) = min {1, <C56(01+1)p1(0'1+1)(%+;12‘)) } and t <t < Ty, we have
0

()] ooy < €/2,t € [0,2].
This contradicts with (Z58]) and completes the proof of Proposition 23 #
Step 3. Proof of the improvement in (2.51).
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Here we use step 1 and step 2 to prove (2XE1) for a suitable choice of parameters.
We consider Ko > K2, &g € (0,d], A>1,0<n <1, and
)
v ) g
where the different constants are defined in Lemma 2.1 Lemma [2.4] and Proposition
23l Applying Lemma [24] we see that if y(t) € S*(¢), t € [0, t.],

Sp > §4 =: max {/8\3(K0,€0,A), 50,1(Ko,€0,A), —log <T1<%,€0,C4(K0)

e e 3
V2 <o —al <2, Ve 0,6), Jy(at)] < CalKo)ly' ()] < CalKo)ly" (-

Using the proof of Lemma 2.1}, V¢ < |z —al, z € Q, y(z,0) = 0.
Therefore, Proposition 23] applies with ¢ = & and oy = C4(Ko)|y* ()],

v%o <lz—al, € QVte0,t] yt)| < % te[0,t]. (2.60)
Hence, (2.51) holds.

2.3.2 Transverse crossing on Vi, 4
Similarly to Lemma 3.8 in [23], we have the following lemma on transverse crossing
on Vi, A.

Lemma 2.5 There exist A3 > 0 and KS’ > 0 such that for any A > A3 > 1, Ko > Kg’,
eo € (0,9] and ng € (0,1], there exists 55(Ko,c0, A) such that for any sg > 55(Ko,c0, A),
we have the following properties: Assume there exists S, > so such that y(t.) € S(t«)

with t, = T — e~ and (qo,q1)(5:) € 8[—8%, 5%]2, then there exists 91 > 0 such that
V6 € (0,61), (90,q1)(5« +6) & [_ﬁv ﬁ]?

2.4 Topological argument

In this section, we shall conclude the proof of Theorem 211 by Topological argument.

We fix Sy > max{5, 80,1, 51, 54,95}, A > max{A1, A3}, Ko > max{K}, K2, K3},
gy € (0,5] and 19 € (0,1], take s9 > Sp. We argue by contradiction: According to
Lemma 2] for all (do,d1) € Dr, yo(-,do,d1) € S*(0). We suppose then that for each
(do,dy) € Dr, there exists s > so such that y(t) € S(t) (t =T —e™%). Let s«(dp,dy1) be
the infinimum of all these s.

Applying Proposition 2] and (2.51]), we see that y(t*) can leave S(t*) only by its
first two components, hence, s, = —log(T — t*), and

(90, q1)(do, d1, s+(do, d1)) € OS(t*)(s«(do, d1)).

We see from Definition 211 of S*(¢) that only the components go(s*) or ¢i(s*) may

touch the boundary of [—SAQ, s%]

Then we may define the rescaled flow:

®: Dy — 9([—1,1])2,
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3*(d07 d1)2

(do,dl) — A

(90, q1)(do, d1, s«(do, d1)).

In particular, either

A A
wqo(s«) = 20 OF wqi(sy) = 2 (2.61)

* *

w € {—1,1}, both depending on (dy, d;).

Now we claim that

Proposition 2.4 1) ® is continuous mapping from Dr to d(]—1,1]2).
2) The restriction of ® to Dy is homeomorphic to identity.

Proof. By Lemma and Lemma 2.1] we can use the similar techniques in the
proof of Proposition 3.10 in [23] to prove this proposition.

Form that, a contradiction follows by Index Theory. This means that there exists
(do,dy) € Dr such that y(t) € S*(t) and T = t.(dp, dy).

Let us fix Ko > 0,69 >0, A >0,0 < ny <1and T > 0 so that all the
statements of Section 2.1-2.3 apply. Hence, for some (dy,d;) € Dy, equation (2.1]) with
initial data (Z30) has a solution y such that T = t.(do,d;) and for any t € [0,7),
y(t) € S*(Ko,e0,Ag,n0,T,t). By ([2.29), we see that for any s > —logT and for any

z €R,
CA?
< .
(e )] <

By 2I0), 2I3) and (214), it holds that for any s > —logT and for any z with
2] < gpe®/?,

Wi - 12| < Cf; +<

Hence, if T is small enough, we have that for any ¢ € [0,7") and for any = € Q with
|$ - CL| < €0,

—al(T — 1)~ 1/2 A
(T—t)l/(p_l)y(:v,t)—f<(x a)(T — 1) )‘ <4 (2.62)
| log(T" — )| V| 1og(T' = 1))
This implies (2:2)).
Now just take a; = a and t; =T —¢;, j = 1,2,---, with ¢; being any sequence
converging to 0. Then,
t A
y(a,t) - ‘g ¢(4) — 0, as j — +oo,

(T — ;)@

V [1og (T — ;)]

that is, |y(a,t;)| ~ k(T —t;)~Y/®=1 as j — +00. Hence, y blows up at point a in time
T.

It remains to prove that for any = # a is not a blowup point.

We know from (ii) in Definition 2.T]that for all 2 € Q with |z —a| > 2, |y(z,t)| <
no- Thus, any zg € Q with |zg —a| > £ is not a blowup point. Now, if 0 < [z¢ —a| <
£0/2, the following result from Giga and Kohn [12] allows us to conclude Theorem 211
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Proposition 2.5 For all Cy > 0, there is ng > 0 such that if v(§,T) solves
ve = Av| < Co(1 + |v]?),

and satisfies
1
(&) <no(T 1) #T,
for all (¢,7) € B(a,r) x [T —r%,T) for some a € R and 0 < r < 1, then v does not
blows up at (a,T).

Indeed, since 0 < |z¢ — a| < g¢/2, it follows from (2.62)),

|0 — al/2(T — t)‘1/2>‘ c4 .,

|—ao|< 1202l

as t — T. Therefore, applying Proposition 2.5 we see that x( is not a blowup point.
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1l #

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Given p > 1. By Theorem 2.1 we conclude that for each a € w, there exists Ty > 0
such that for each T' € (0,Tp), there exists an initial data yp € C§°(w) such that the
solution y to (2I]) blows up in time T and has unique blowup point a.

Then, given (a,T) € w x (0,400), we take a time 77 € (0, min{7p,7/2}). Then
there exists an initial data yo € C§°(w) such that solution y to (2.I]) has unique blowup
point (a,T7). We set

Yz, t) ==y, t =T +Ty), (z,t) €e Qx [T —T1,T).
Then, 7 satisfies the following system,

Ui — AV = xu[gP'Y, 2 €Q, te(T-T,T),
7=0, zed, te(T-T,T),
Y(x,T = Th) = Go(x), =€

Moreover, 7 has unique blowup point (a,T").
On the other hand, for each yo € H} (), take the following system in consideration,

2zt — Az = xuv, (x,t) € Q x (0, T —T1),
z=0, (x,t) € 0Q x (0,7 — T1), (3.1)
Z(%,O) :yO(x)_gO(‘T)7 r e

)

where v € L%(0,T — T1; H). Since yo — 7o € HE(Q), it is well known that for each
v € L2(0,T — Ty; H), there exists a unique solution z in C([0,7 — Ty]; H}(Q)) to @BI).
B) can be equivalently written as

) (3.2)

{ (1) = Az(t) + Bo(t), t € (0,T —T),
2(0) = yo — yo(z).
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Consider the following optimal control problem,
T-T,
(P) min { / |v(t)||3dt; 2 = Az + Bv, 2(0) = yo — 3o, 2(T —T1) = O},
0

and the Riccati system (L.2I).
By Theorem 2.1 in [28] and its proof, there exists a unique mild solution P €
Cs([0,T—T); 2% (H)) to problem (I.2). Moreover, P satisfies . liTmT (P(t)z(t), 2(t)) =
—dL—17

0, for every mild solution z of the state system 2z’ = Az + Bv, z(tg) = zo with 0 < ¢y <
T T, 2(T —Ty)=0and v € L*(ty, T — T1; H).

Moreover, v(t) = —B*P(t)z(t), t € [0,T — T1), is the optimal feedback control for
problem (P).

Set y(t) := 2(t) +yo(x), t € [0,T — T1) and

ur(t) := v(t) — Ayo(z) = =B P(t)(y(t) — yo(z)) — Ayo(x), t € [0,T = T1).
It holds by the construction of yo(x) that
Ayo(z) = xwAYo(x).
Then, it follows that 7 is the solution to the following system,

’y\t—A/y\: Xwli1, JZGQX(O,T—Tl),
y=0, x eI x (0,7 —T1),
Y(z,0) =yo(x), z€Q,

and
y(T' —T1) = yo(x).
Set ~
saty= { Jo QT
and

w(a,t) = —B*P(t)(y(t) — Jo)(x) — Afo(z), (z,t) € Ax (0,7 —T1),
T P (s ), (z,t) € Q x [T =T, 7).

Then, y is the solution to (LI]) with the feedback control u, and it follows that y
blows up in 7" and has unique blowup point a.
This completes the proof of Theorem [[LIl #

4 Proof of Noncontrollability

Proof of Theorem Let yo € H(Q) (N L*°(Q). Suppose that y is a corresponding
solution to system (L)) for some feedback control and belongs to C([0, tymaz); L°(92)),
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and suppose that a € Q \ @ is the unique blowup point of y. Then we can find three
balls By, By and By with a € By CC By CC By CC Q\ @. Set x2 € C*(Q\ @),

L 1, S B(),
X2 = 0, xEBg\El.

Let ¢ = xoy. We get

0r — Ap = =2V x2Vy — Axay = —2V(y - Vx2) + Axay, = € By, t € [0,tmar),
¢ =0, T € OBay, t € [0, tmaz), (4.1)
(ID('Z'7O) = (X2?JO)($)7 T € BQ.

Then semigroup representation formula for ¢ gives

t
o(t) = e (x2y0) +/ =92 (_2V - (yVx2) + Axay)ds, t € [0, tmaz)- (4.2)
0

Then, we have

t
o)z <Cllyollz= + C/O ((t = 5)" 2|y Vx| Lo
+ ”AXQyHLoo)dS, te [Oatma:c)- (43)

Since a € By CC By CC By CC Q\ @ and a is the unique blowup point of y, we
have that there exists a ball By with a € B3 CC By and a constant C' > 0 such that for
any t € [0,tmaz), ||[Y(t)]|L= < C in By \ Bz. On the other hand, Vys = 0 and Ays =0
in By. Then by [3), it holds that for any t € [0, tm4z), ||@|lze < C1 in By for some
C > 0. This contradicts with the assumption a is a blowup point.

This comletes the proof of Theorem 1.2. #

5 Appendix

Proof of Lemma
Step 1. Perturbation formula for K(s,o, z,x)

Since £ is conjugated to the harmonic oscillator e~ & Les = 9% — 91”—(23 +1/4+1,
we use the definition of K and give a Feynman-Kac representation for K,

K(s,0,z,x) = e(s_")ﬁ(z,a:)/duig"(w)ef;0 Viwm)e+n) gr, (5.1)

where duf;? is the oscillator measure on the continuous paths w : [0, s — o] — R with
w(0) =z, w(s — o) = z, i.e. the Gaussian probability measure with covariance kernel
I(r,7'),

_ ZU(](T)’[UO(T/) + 2(6—1/2|T—T’\ o e—l/2|7’+7”| + e—l/2|2(s—o‘)—7"+7’| _ 6_1/2|2(5_0)_T/_T|),
(5.2)
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which yields [ dus;w(r) = wo(r) with

s — —0o—-T

wo(7) = (sinh U)—l(z sinh% + zsinh S#)
We have in addition
0 —0/2 _ )2
o0c e (ze x)
e ()= —F/—/———==eXP | — —7 5
B0 = e O [ 11 e )

We write from now on (v, ¢) for [ du(z)e(z).

Lemma 5.1 Vs > o > 1 with s < 20, the kernel K(s,o0,z,x) satisfies
1
K(s,0,z,x) = e(s_g)ﬁ(z,:n) (1 + —Pi(s,0,z,x) + Py(s,0, z,x))
S

where Pj is a polynomial

Pi(s,0,z,z) = Z Pmn(s,0)z™a"

m,n>0,m+n<2
with |ppn(s,0)| < C(s — o) and
|Py(s,0,2,2)]| < C(s— o) (1 +5—0a)s (1 + |z| + |z])*.

Moreover, |(k2, (K(s,0) — (057 1)?)ha| < C(s — 0)(1 + s — 0)s~2. See Lemma 5 in [3].

Step 2. Conclusion of the proof of Lemma

a), b) and d) see Lemma 3.13 in [23], Lemma 3.11 in [22] and Lemma 2 in [3],
respectively.

Proof of ¢). We consider Ky > 0, A" > 0, A" >0, A" > 0 and px > 0. Let
S0 > p*, 0 > sg and q(o) satisfying ([2.42). We estimate

2
a(s) = K(s,0)q(0) = Z W (8)him(2) + a—(z,8) + ae(z, s),
m=0

for each s € [0,0 + p*].
Since o > sg > p*, we have that for any 7 € [0,s], 7 < s < 27.
(i) Estimate of aw(s).

az(s) =025 2q2(0) + (k2, (xa (- 8) = x1(0))o”s (o))
+ (k2. x1 (-, 8) (K (5,0) — 0%572)q(0). (5.3)
By Z42), we have |0252¢2(0)| < A”(log o)s™2, and
’(k27 (Xl('7 S) - Xl('70))023_2q(0))‘ < CA,(S - 0)3_37 (54)

for o > 59 > s1(A’, A", A" Ko, p*).

32



We write (Ka,x1(+,8)(K(s,0) — 0?s72)q(0)) as Zfzo by + b— + be, where b, =
(k%Xl('vs)(K(s’O-) - 0'28_2)}17«)(],«(0'), b = (k27X1('78)(K(87O_) - 028_2)q—(0))7 be =
(k27X1('7 3)(K(370) - U2S_2)Qe(0))'

For r = 0, 1, we use Lemma [ Corollary 2] and (2.42]), and the fact that
els=Lp, — e(=r/2)(s=0)p and (kg, hy) = 0, and derive that when sg > s3(A’, Ko, p*),

[br| =I(k2, x1.(-, 8) (K (5,0) = =5y )qp (o) + (kay xa (- 8) (7% = 02572 Ry ), ()]
<CA'e® (s — )3, (5.5)

Indeed, by Lemma [5.1],
(s,0) — = 5)h, |
/| (s,0,2,x) — (2, 2))hy (z)|dx

<[t (Sema) Sl

m,n>0,m+n<2

+C(s—0o)1+s—0)s 2(1+|z| + |:17|)4> | () |d. (5.6)
Hence, by Corollary 21l and (Z.42), if o > s¢ > s3(p*), then
|(k2, X1 (-, 8)(K (5,0) = e“77%) R, ) g (o)

<| / ki (2, ) (K (5, 0) — €= hyq, (0)dp(2)]

s—a+(s—0)(14—i—s—a)

<CA( el < C A/ (s — 0)s 3579, (5.7)

s3 s
On the other hand, just note that
(e(S_U)£ — 0% 2)h, = (e(l_%)(s_") — 0257 2)h,.
Note also that if r # 2, then (ko, h,) = 0, hence
(K2, x1(; 8)hr) = —=(k2, (1 = xa(-; 8))hr),
and
[(k2y x1 (- 8) (€575 =025 72y )gp (0)] = |(€1 72677 —0572) (ka, (L—xa (-, $)Ir)) 1 (0) -
Remember first that we have
s € lo,0+ p*l,

and that we may assume that o > 1.

All we need to do, is to prove that

e1=2)5=9) _ 52572 < C(p*)(s — o). (5.8)
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In order to do so, we write
el=5)s=o) _ 023_2‘ < ‘e(l_%)(s_”) - 1‘ +1- 0'23_2‘ =0L+ b

Then, since for any = > 0, there is y € [0, z] such that |e* — 1| = eYz < ze®, we see that

r

I < 172679 (5 — 5) < 15" (5 — 0) = Oy (p*) (s — o). (5.9)
As for I5, we simply write

12:(8_02#g@(s_g)gg(s—a)gﬂs—a), (5.10)

where we have used the fact that 1 < o < s. Gathering (5.9) and (5.10), we obtain
(5:8). Thus, when sq > s(A4’, p*),

(k2 xa (-, 8) (77 — 0572 hy)gp (o) < Ce™(s — o),

from which and(&.7), (53] holds.
By Lemma [5.T and (2.42]),

lba| < CA'(s —0)s3,

if 0 > 59 > s7(A, A" Ko, p*).
We write be = be1 + be2 + be g, with be1 = (k2, x1(-, s)(K(s,0) — e(s_g)‘:)qe(a)),
be,2 = (k27X1('73) 03_0' dTﬁ(eTﬁ)QE(O’))a be,3 = (k27X1(’73)(1 - 023_2)q6(0))' By (m)7

be,3] < C(s— U)A's_?’,

if 0 > s9 > s8(A, A", Ky, p*). Since L is self-adjoint,

2

_ 1zl
ool =| [ e )(e)

A P — TR
0 VAar(1l —eT) P i1 —em) )
2|2

< / € L deLka(-8))(2)

VAT
s—0o T —7/2 _ )2
e ze x
. d df——— & S N Y P
/0 ! VAT(l —e™7) P ( 4(1—e"7) ) ?
<C(s—0)A"s712eC < C(s— o) A's73, (5.11)

if 0 > s9 > s](A", A", Ko, p*).
In the above inequality, we have used the fact that £(kax1) is zero for |y| < Kov/s.
More precisely, since Lko = 0 and k} = k1/2, it is easy to see that

2292 1 22-2

"

Lkax1) = x4 + (x1)" (5.12)

2
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Since the support of the derivatives of x; is included in [Ky+/s,2K(+/s|, we derive that
when sg > 1,
|L(kax1)| < C(Ko) 1+ [21*) Lyjp> ko v5)-
Now, we estimate b 1. By Lemma [5.1]

(K (s,0) = e4~7F)ge(o)]

g/ (K (s,0,22) — e~ (2 2))qe (2, 0)|dx

g/e(s_g)ﬁ(z,x)<§(s —0) Z |2|™ |z |™

m,n>0,m+n<2

+C(s— o)1 +s—0)s2(1+]2] + ]az\)4) e, 0)|d. (5.13)
Hence, by Corollary 2] and (2.42]), and the fact that |z| > Ko+/0, ¢ is not 0, we have
|be,1|

<[ [ ka5 (5.0) = € )a(o)du(c)

_ _ _ 2
SCA”(S g (S U)(l +s U)>e(s—a)e—@a

8

$3/2 $5/2
<CA'(s —0)s73, (5.14)
if 0 > s9>s5(A, A", Ko, p*).
For
b = (k2,x1(-,8) (K (5,0) — 057 %)q_(0)). (5.15)

We write b_ = b_ 1 +b_o+b_3, with b_1 = (ka, x1(-,8)(K(s,0) — e=9E)q_(0)),
b_o = (k2,x1(-,s) (f_g drL(e™)q_(0)), b_s3 = (k2,x1(-,s)({ — 025 %) q_(0)). Just
note that (kg,q—) = 0, we have

(b2, x1(+,8)q-) = —(k2, (1 — x1(-,8))q-).

By (6.10) and (2.42),
b 3] =|(k2,x1(, $)(1 = 0%s7*)g_(0))| = [(1 = 0572)[|(k2, (1 — x1(+, 8))q—(0))]
§C%(s _0)A" 52705 < C(s — 5) A", (5.16)

if ¢ > s9 > s7(Ko, p*).

b_o can be treated similarly as b2, it is bounded by C(s — 0)A" s 2e=¢% <
C(s —o)A"s™3,if 0 > s9 > s19(Ko, p*).

By Lemma 5. Corollary 2] and ([2:42)),

(b 1] =[(k2, x1. (- 8) (K (s5,0) = €477 )q_(0)|

<| / ks x1 (2, 5) (K (5, 0) — eC=E)g_(o)dp(2)|

s—0+(s—0)(1+s—0)

§C’A///( . )e(s—cr)

s3 s
<CA"(s —0)s3els79), (5.17)
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if 0 > s9 > sit(p*).
All these bounds yield

lag(s)] < A"(log o)s ™2 + Cmax{A’, A" }(s — o)) 573, (5.18)

for sg > si2(A, A", A", Ky, p*).
(ii) Estimate of a_(z, s).

a_(z,8) =P_(x1(-,s)K(s,0)q(0))

=P_(x1(9)K(5,0)q-(0)) + Y _ ar(0) P-(x1 (-, 8) K (5,0)hy)
r=0
+P—(X1('7S)K(S7U)qe(0))v (519)

where P_ is the L?(R, du) projector on the negative subspace of L.
In order to bound the first term,

K(s,0)q-(0) = /d:nem2/4K(s,0’, z,z)f(z), (5.20)

where f(z) = e *"/4q_(z,0). From step 1, e* /4K (s, 0,2 z) = J(z,2)E(z, z) with

_(Zef(sfo')/Zix)Z

J(z,3) = [Ar(1 — e~ (6=0)|71/2e50 ¢ [AeT Ta=e ) (5.21)
and

E(z,z) = /dui;"(w)e 0 " Viwn)otndr, (5.22)
Let fO = f, and for m =0, 1,2,
o) = [ @,

we have that for m = 0,1,2,3 (see Lemma 6 in [3]),

el

IFE™(2)] < CAs72(1 + |2])3me™ T

Then, we can use the similar techniques used in the proof of Lemma 3.13 in [23]
to get that if sg > s13(A4’, A" A" Ky, p*), then

la_(z,s)] < C(A" s72e~(579)/2 ¢ A//e_(s_0)28_2)(1 + |2[3).

(iii) Estimate of ae(z,s).
We write

ae(zv 3) = (1 - Xl(zv S))K(S,O’)Q(O’) = (1 - X1(27 S))K(37 U)(Qb(a) + qe(a)).
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From (2.42]) and Corollary 2.1,
(1= x1(2,8) K (s,0)qp(0)| < Cel*=) A" g71/2, (5.23)

if 0 > 59> sit(A, A", A" p*).
Using (2.42)) and the following estimate (see in [3]),

1K (5, 0) 2> 0 5l < Ce™ =,

we have

(1= x1(,5))K(s,0)ge(0)]
:‘(1 —xl(z,s))/de(s,J, z,x)qe(:n,a)‘

:‘(1 —Xl(z,s))/de(s,a,z,x)I|m|ZK0\/gqe(a;,J)‘
<CA"s 12 (5=0)/p, (5.24)

Hence, it holds that
e (s)||poe < Cel= A s™12 L C A" 57127 (570)/p

if 0 > 59> s1°(A, A", A" p*).
This completes the proof of Lemma #.
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