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MULTI-BUBBLE BOURGAIN-WANG SOLUTIONS TO NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER

EQUATION
MICHAEL ROCKNER, YIMING SU, AND DENG ZHANG

AssTrACT. We consider a general class of focusing L?-critical nonlinear Schrédinger equations with
lower order perturbations, for which the pseudo-conformal symmetry and the conservation law of
energy are absent. In dimensions one and two, we construct Bourgain-Wang type solutions con-
centrating at K distinct singularities, 1 < K < oo, and prove that they are unique if the asymptotic
behavior is within the order (T — 1)**, for ¢ close to the blow-up time 7. These results apply to the
canonical nonlinear Schrodinger equations and, through the pseudo-conformal transform, in particu-
lar yield the existence and conditional uniqueness of non-pure multi-solitons. Furthermore, through a
Doss-Sussman type transform, these results also apply to stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger equations,
where the driving noise is taken in the sense of controlled rough path.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Introduction. We consider a general class of focusing L*-critical nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tions with lower order perturbations

ia,v+Av+a1-Vv+a0v+|v|%v:0 (L.1)

on RY, where d = 1,2, the coeflicients of lower order perturbations are of form

N
a(t,x) = ZiZ Vi (x)h(1), (1.2)
=1
d (N 2 N
ay(t,x) == (Z aj¢,<x)hz<t>) i) AGIOh(2), (13)
=1 \i=1 I=1

and ¢, € C(RY,R), hy € C(R*;R), <[ < N.
Equation (1.1) is mainly motivated by two canonical models. The first is the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation (NLS), corresponding to the case without lower order perturbations, i.e.,

id,y + Av + [v|1v = 0. (1.4)

NLS is a canonical equation of major importance in continuum mechanics, plasma physics and
optics ([31]). In particular, for the cubic nonlinearity in the critical dimension two, the phenome-
non of mass concentration near collapse gives a rigorous basis to the physical concept of “strong
collapse” ([65]). For more physical interpretations we refer to [31, 36, 65].

Another important model is the stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equation (SNLS)

idX + AXdt + IXI%th = —juXdt + iXdW(1), (1.5)

where W is a Wiener process of form
N

W(t, x) = Z ibi(0)B(1), xR >0,

=1

{1} C C;O(Rd,R), {B,} are standard N-dimensional real valued Brownian motions on a normal
stochastic basis (Q, . #,{.%;},P), and u = % p ¢7. The last term XdW(z) in (1.5) is taken in the
sense of controlled rough path (see Definition 1.8 below). The key relationship is that, through
the Doss-Sussman type transformation v := e~ X, v satisfies equation (1.1) with the functions {/;}
being exactly the Brownian motions {B}.

The physical significance of SNLS is well known. One significant model arises from molecular
aggregates with thermal fluctuations, where the multiplicative noise corresponds to scattering of
exciton by phonons, due to thermal vibrations of the molecules. In particular, for the cubic nonlin-
earity in dimension two, the noise effect on the coherence of the ground state solitary solution was
studied in [1, 2]. The case of quintic nonlinearity in the critical one dimensional case was studied
in [61]. We also refer to [7] for applications to open quantum systems.

It is known that, equation (1.1) is locally well-posed in the space H', see, e.g., [12] for the NLS,
and [22, 10, 4] for the SNLS.

The long time behavior of solutions is, however, more delicate. An important role here is played
by the ground state, which is a positive radial solution to the elliptic equation

AQ - Q+ Q" =0. (1.6)
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It is known that (see [12, Theorem 8.1.1]) Q is smooth and decays at infinity exponentially fast,
i.e., there exist C, > 0 such that for any multi-index |v| < 3,

10°0(x)| < Ce™™™, x e RY. (1.7)

More importantly, the mass of the ground state is the threshold of global well-posedness and
blow-up. As a matter of fact, in the NLS case, solutions with subcritical mass (i.e., ||[v||;2 < [|Qllz2)
exist globally and even scatter at infinity, [27, 67]. In contrast to that, in the critical mass regime,
two important dynamics are exhibited: the non dispersive solitary wave

W(t,x) = w20 (x — Ct) glaerdlePrewint) (1.8)
and the pseudo-conformal blow-up solutions
_d x—x" A R RS
Sr(t,x) = W(T —1)* BT 1.9
r(t,x) = w(T = 1)) QﬁWT_Q% (1.9)

where w > 0, ¢,x* € R? and ¥ € R. Both dynamics are closely related to each other in the
pseudo-conformal space X := {u € H' : xu € L?*}, through the pseudo-conformal transform
x|2

1 X |
~'aTn T, x" =c. 1.1
W(T—t’T—t)e , 1#T, x =c (1.10)

T -1)?
Note that, S+ blows up at time 7', and x* is the singularity corresponding to the velocity ¢ of W.
A remarkable result in the seminal paper by Merle [50] is that, the pseudo-conformal blow-up
solution is the unique critical mass blow-up solution to L*-critical NLS, up to symmetries of the
equation.

In the small supercritical mass regime, two different kinds of blow-up solutions to NLS are
exhibited. The first one is the Bourgain-Wang solution behaving asymptotically as a sum of a
singular profile S r and a regular profile z, i.e.,

v(it)—S7()—z(t) =0, ast = T. (1.11)

Sr(t, x) =Cr(W)(t, x) := (

Note that, v blows up at time 7" with the pseudo-conformal speed
IVvOll2 ~ (T =17

This kind of solutions was first constructed in the pioneering work by Bourgain and Wang [9] in
dimensions d = 1,2. It was then extended by Krieger and Schlag [42] to prove the existence of
a large set of initial data close to the ground state resulting in pseudo-conformal speed blow-up
solutions in dimension d = 1, this set is a codimension one stable manifold in the measurable
category. Moreover, the instability of such solutions was proved in the work by Merle, Raphaél and
Szeftel [56], which shows that Bourgain-Wang solutions lie on the boundary of two H' open sets
of global scattering solutions and loglog blow-up solutions. We also would like to refer to [41, 62]
for the stable manifolds for the supercritical NLS, and [8] for the center-stable manifold for the
Hz-critical cubic NLS in dimension three.
Another important kind of blow-up solutions is of loglog blow-up rate

9@l ~ (T = 0 ™"log log(T = 1)) .

Unlike Bourgain-Wang solutions, these solutions are stable under H' perturbations. In this respect,
we refer to the pioneering work by Perelman [59] and a series of works of Merle and Raphaél
[51, 52, 53, 55].
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In the even larger mass regime, the construction of multi-bubble blow-up solutions was initiated
by Merle [49], which behave like a sum of K pseudo-conformal blow-up solutions, 1 < K < co.
Through the pseudo-conformal transform, this also yields the existence of multi-solitons, [49].
Multi-bubble blow-up solutions with loglog speed have recently been constructed by Fan [32].

For general blow-up solutions to L*-critical NLS, it is conjectured that the mass of blow-up
solutions is quantized at each singularity and the remaining part of solutions converges strongly to
a residue away from the singularities, see the mass quantization conjecture in [54], see also [9].

Let us also mention that, according to the famous soliton resolution conjecture, global solutions
to a nonlinear dispersive equation are expected to decompose at large time as a sum of solitons plus
a scattering remainder. We refer to [18, 28, 29, 30] and references therein for the important progress
for the energy critical wave equation. For the NLS, except for the integrable one dimensional case,
this conjecture is still open. A series of (pure) multi-solitons (i.e., solutions behaving as a sum of
solitons without dispersive part) have been constructed for the NLS, see e.g. [17, 19, 20, 43, 44, 46,
49]. See [40] for the construction of two soliton solutions for the subcritical Hartree equation. For
the gKdV equations, we also refer to [45, 14] for the existence and classification of multi-solitions,
and [15, 16] for the construction of solutions behaving as a sum of solitons and of a linear term.

Hence, a natural question to ask is whether non-pure multi-solitons (including a dispersive part)
can be constructed for the NLS, which, to the best of our knowledge, seems not to have been done
in literature. See, e.g., the recent lecture notes of Cazenave [13].

The two conjectured long time dynamics are indeed the main motivations of the present work.

Furthermore, in the stochastic case, a remarkable result proved by de Bouard and Debussche
[21, 23] is that, stochastic solutions can blow up at any short time with positive probability in
the L?-supercritical case. Several numerical experiments have been also made to investigate the
dynamics of stochastic blow-up solutions, see, e.g., [24, 25, 26, 57, 58].

One major challenge in the stochastic case is that, in contrast to NLS, the classical pseudo-
conformal symmetry is lost due to the input of noise. Moreover, the energy of solutions is no
longer conserved, which makes it more difficult to understand the global behavior in the stochastic
L*-supercritical case, see [57, 58] for the numerical tracking of energy.

Recently, the quantitative construction of critical mass stochastic blow-up solutions to (1.5) is
obtained in [63], the proof there relies mainly on the modulation method developed in the work
by Raphaél and Szeftel [60] and also on the rescaling approach in [4, 5, 6, 37, 69, 70]. This also
yields the threshold of the mass of the ground state for the global well-posedness and blow-up in
the stochastic case. Later, stochastic blow-up solutions with loglog speed have been constructed in
[33]. Furthermore, multi-bubble blow-up solutions to (1.5), behaving as a sum of pseudo-conformal
blow-up solutions, were constructed and proved to be unique if the asymptotic behavior is of the
order (T — t)**, [64]. The conditional uniqueness result has been further used in the very re-
cent work [11] to enlarge the energy class for the uniqueness of both multi-bubble solutions and
multi-solitons, particularly in the low asymptotical regime with the orders O(T — £)°* and s7%",
respectively, where ¢ is close to T and s is large.

In the present work, we study the Bourgain-Wang type solutions, concentrating at multiple
points, in the large mass regime for both equations (1.4) and (1.5) in a uniform manner.

More precisely, in both dimensions one and two, we construct multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang
solutions to (1.1), which behave asymptotically as a sum of pseudo-conformal blow-up solutions
and a regular profile, i.e., for ¢ close to T,

K K
() = > Sk®) = 2llz + (T = DIIVv(t) =V ) Sult) = Va@ll2 < C(T =0, (1.12)
k=1 k=1
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where z is the regular profile propagating along the flow generated by equation (1.1) with z(T') = 77,
{S,} are the pseudo-conformal blow-up solutions as in (1.9) with distinct singularities, and the
exponent k (> 3) is closely related to the flatness at singularities of both the spatial functions {¢;}
and the residue z*. Moreover, we prove that the multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solutions are unique
if their asymptotical behavior is within the order (T — £)**.

This provides examples of the conjectured mass quantization phenomena for both the L?-critical
NLS and SNLS. Furthermore, in the NLS case, through the pseudo-conformal transform, the ex-
istence and conditional uniqueness of non-pure multi-solutions are also obtained, which behave
asymptotically as a sum of solitons with distinct velocities plus a dispersive part. To the best of
our knowledge, this provides the first examples of non-pure multi-solitons to the L?-critical NLS,
predicted by the soliton resolution conjecture. Let us also mention that, the uniqueness holds in
the energy class of solutions with decay rate -, where  is large enough, which is larger than the
class of exponential convergence in which (pure) multi-solitons naturally lie.

Notations. For any x = (x|, - - , x;) € R? and any multi-index v = (v, - - - , vy), let |v| = Z?:l vj,
(xy = (1 + |xHV2,0v =63 - 8%, and (V) = (I — A)'/2.

We use the standard Sobolev spaces H*?(RY), s € R,1 < p < co. In particular, L” := H*’(R?)
is the space of p-integrable (complex-valued) functions, L? denotes the Hilbert space with the
inner product (v, w) = fRd v(x)w(x)dx, and H® := H*2. Let X denote the pseudo-conformal space,
ie., X := {u € H',xu € L[*}. The local smoothing space is defined by L*(I; HY) = {ue s :
fl f )PUVYu(t, x)|Pdxdt < oo}, a, 8 € R. Let C? be the space of all compactly supported smooth
functions on R.

We also use the notation ¢ = % g for any C' function g on R. For any Ho6lder continuous function

geC(),a>0,1 CR", letogy := g(t) — g(s), s,t € I, and ||gllo.r := SUPy s sus l'ff;(i. Ast— T or
t — oo, f(t) = O(g(t)) means that | f()/g(?)| stays bounded, and f(f) = o(g()) means that |f(r)/g(?)|
converges to zero.

Throughout this paper, the positive constants C and 6 may change from line to line.

1.2. Formulation of main results. Let K € N* and {xk}f:1 denote the distinct blow-up points in
R¢. We assume that the spatial functions {¢;} in the noise and the residue z* satisfy the following
hypotheses:

(H1) Asymptotical flatness: For any multi-index v # 0and 1 </ < N,

l)}liggo (X189 ()] = 0. (1.13)

Flatness at singularities: Let v, € N*. For every 1 <[ < N and multi-index |v| < v,
Np(x) =0, 1<I<N,1<k<K (1.14)

(H2) Smallness: Let a* be a positive (small) constant, m € N*. Let z* satisfy
12" p2me2ea < @ (1.15)
1K) g < @ (1.16)
Flatness at singularities: For any multi-index |v| < 2m,

0% (x) =0, 1<k<K. (1.17)

Remark 1.1. On one hand, the asymptotical flatness condition (1.13) ensures the Strichartz and
local smoothing estimates for the Laplacian with lower order perturbations, which guarantees the
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local solvability of equation (1.1), see [4, 48, 69]. On the other hand, the flatness at singulari-
ties (1.14) and (1.17) permit to construct blow-up solutions, which reflect the local nature of the
singularities.

The main result of this paper is formulated in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Consider equation (1.1) withd = 1,2. Let K € N*, T € R,,, {19k},1§:1 C R. Assume
that {(Mfi , and 7" satisfy Hypotheses (H1) and (H2), respectively, with v, > 5, m > 3 if d = 2 and
m>4ifd=1.

Then, for any distinct points {x,}X, C R, w > 0 (resp. any {wi}E_| € Ryy), there exists € > 0
small enough such that for any o, € € (0, ") and for any {wk}f:1 CRoowithiw,—w|<g 1<k<K
(resp. any {x}X | C RY with |x, — xj| > &', j # k), the following holds:

(i) Existence. There exists a solution v to (1.1) satisfying that for t close to T,

K
6 = > Su0) = 20z < C(T = 1)}, (1.18)
k=1
and
K 1
[lv(s) — Z Si(@) —z(Dlly < C(T = 1)2%7Y, (1.19)
k=1

where k 1= (m + ‘5’ -1 A, —2), C >0, {S,} are the pseudo-conformal blow-up solutions of the
Sform

- - b i i
Sut, %) = (T = ) FQ( =2 | T (1.20)
wi(T = 1)
and 7 is the unique solution of the equation
4
0,z +Az+a; - Vz+apz+1zl72 =0,
10,2 z ay - Vz+aoz + 7|7z (1.21)
«T) =7,

where the coefficients a,, ay are given by (1.2) and (1.3), respectively.
(i) Conditional uniqueness. Assume in addition that m > 10, v, > 12. Then, for any small { > 0,

there exists a unique solution v to (1.1) satisfying that for t close to T,

K K
6 = > Su0) = 20llz + (T = DIVW(E) = T Y. 540) = Va2 < CT =™, (1.22)

k=1 k=1

Remark 1.3. (i). Theorem 1.2 mainly treats two cases of singularities {x;} and frequencies {wy}:

Case (I): {xk}f:1 are arbitrary distinct points in R?, and {Wk}le(g R.o) satisfy that for some
w>0,|w,—w| <eforeveryl <k <K.

Case (II): {Wk}le are arbitrary points in R, and {xk}le(g RY) satisfy that lx; — x| > ™! for
anyl1 < j#k<K.

Cases (I) and (I) roughly mean certain decoupling between the profiles. In particular, Case (I)
allows the arbitrariness of singularities when the frequencies are the same. In the special single
bubble case, both the singularity and the frequency can be arbitrary. Unlike in Case (II), the
arbitrariness of singularities in Case (I) is mainly due to the conservation law of mass, which gives
a rapid exponential decay of the sum of the localized masses.

(ii). The decay order in (1.18) and (1.19) is closely related to thge flatness of {¢,} and 7* at the

singularities. For k > 4, the asymptotics hold in the more regular H space.
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(iii). It is important that the regular profile 7 propagates along the flow generated by equation
(1.1). This fact permits to control the energy, particularly in the absence of the conservation law
of energy, and to gain one more smallness of the remainder to fulfill the bootstrap arguments in
the construction. The solvability of equation (1.21) can be guaranteed by the smallness of 7* in the
Sobolev space and the Strichartz and local smoothing estimates for the Laplacian with lower order
perturbations (see, e.g., [3, 4, 48, 69]).

(iv). The conditional uniqueness reflects certain rigidity of the flow around multi-bubble pseudo-
conformal blow-up solutions and the regular profile. It was first proved by Merle, Raphaél and
Szeftel [56] in the single bubble case (i.e., K = 1) to ensure the continuity of the one-parameter
curve in the instability result, [56]. See also [39] for Chern-Simons-Schrodinger equations and
[64] for the SNLS case. It would be very interesting to prove the uniqueness in the low asymptotic
regime, e.g. (T —t)°*, as in the very recent work [11]. The main challenge here lies in the linear
terms of the remainder in the control of localized mass and energy, which destroy the upgradation
procedure in [11]. Let us also mention that, the proof of the conditional uniqueness in Theorem 1.2
is mainly due to the monotonicity of the generalized energy, which, fortunately, is stable under the
effect of the regular profile.

The applications to the NLS and SNLS cases are presented below.

Application 1: The NLS case. One main outcome of Theorem 1.2 is the following theorem con-
cerning multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solutions to L?-critical NLS.

Theorem 1.4. (Multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solutions to NLS) Consider equation (1.4) with d =
1,2. Let K € N*, T € Ry, {%h}F | € R. Assume that z* € H*"**** satisfying Hypothesis (H2) with
m>3ifd=2andm>4ifd = 1.

Then, for any distinct points {xi}x, € R%, w > 0 (resp. any {wi}f_, € Roo), there exists £ > 0
small enough such that for any a*, € € (0, ") and for any {wk}f:1 CRyowithlwy—w|<e1<k<K
(resp. any {xk},If:1 C R? with |x; — x| > g7, j # k), there exists a solution v to (1.4) satisfying the
asymptotics (1.18) and (1.19), where the regular profile z is the unique solution of equation

0,2 + Az + |zl iz = 0,

10 Az (zffz (1.23)
«(T)=1z7".

Moreover, if in addition m > 10, then for any arbitrarily small { > 0, there exists a unique solution

to (1.4) satisfying the asymptotic (1.22).

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.4 gives examples for the conjectured mass quantization in [54). Actually,
by the asymptotical behavior (1.18), for any R > 0,

K
v(t) = 7° in L? [R" - U B(xk,R)],
k=1
and

K
2 2 *|2
WOP = > IO, +12'F, ast > T.
k=1

Hence, the solutions concentrate the mass IIQIIi2 at each singularity and the remaining part con-
verges to a regular residue 7.

The next result is concerned with the non-pure multi-solitons to [?-critical NLS, thanks to the
pseudo-conformal transform which connects blow-up solutions and solitons.
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Theorem 1.6. (Non-pure multi-solitons to NLS) Consider equation (1.4) withd = 1,2. Let K € N7,
{9E | € R. Assume that z* € H*"*** satisfying Hypothesis (H2) with m > 6.

Then for any distinct speeds {ck}K C RY, w > 0 (resp. any {wk}kK | € Ryp), there exists € > 0
small enough such that for any a*, € € (0 e *) and for any {wk}k L SR owith|lwi—w| <g 1<k<K
(resp. any {ck}k:l C R? with lcj—crl > & 1, j # k), the following holds:

(i) Existence. There exists a solution u to (1.4) satisfying

K
wm-Zﬁmn&mmsaﬁ%,ﬂwm@wmwm (1.24)
k=1

where k = m + % — 1, C > 0, {W,} are the solitary waves to (1.4) of form
Wk(t .X) — Wk -3 Q( th) i(%ck-x—%lcklzﬁw;ztﬂ?k)’ (125)
Wik

and 7 corresponds to the regular part z for (1.23) through the inverse of the pseudo-conformal
transform:

U@—CTUxﬁJziT—%fkﬁ. (1.26)

(ii) Conditional uniqueness. If in addition m > 16, then for any arbitrarily small { > 0, there
exists a unique non-pure multi-soliton u to (1.4) satisfying

K
[|u(r) — Z W) =Z(0)llg < Ct7¢, for t large enough. (1.27)
k=1

Remark 1.7. (i). It is known ([27]) that in the subcritical mass regime ||Z*||;2 < ||Qll;2, the solution

z to (1.23) scatters both forward and backward in time, i.e., ||z||L2+%(RXR 2 < oo. Since the pseudo-

conformal transform leaves the L*-critical NLS and the L[> (RxRY)-norm invariant, 7 also scatters
both forward and backward in time with small data ||7*||;2 < @" << 1. Hence, by the asymptotics
(1.24), the constructed solution behaves as a sum of solitons plus a dispersive part. In particular,
Theorem 1.6 provides new examples of non-pure multi-solitons to L>-critical NLS, predicted by the
soliton resolution conjecture.

(ii). It is also interesting to see that, the uniqueness of non-pure multi-solitons holds in the
energy class of solutions with decay rate t—>~, which is much larger than the class of exponential
convergence in which multi-solitons naturally lie (see, e.g, [43, 44]). We also refer to [17, 11] for
this kind of uniqueness in the case of pure multi-solitons to the L*-critical NLS. It remains still open
to prove the uniqueness or classification of even pure multi-solitons for the NLS, as done for the
gKdV equations in [45, 14].

(iii). The relationship between the exponent m and the decay orders in Theorems 1.4 and 1.6 can
be seen from the following estimates: for v := Cru,

1
lu@®llz < CtlIN(T - —)Ilz, (1.28)

Iv@®lls <

— Il

—ls. (1.29)
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Application 2: The SNLS case. Another important outcome of Theorem 1.2 is in stochastic case.
Let us present the precise definition of solutions to equation (1.5) in the controlled rough path
sense. For more details of the theory of (controlled) rough paths, we refer the interested readers to
the monograph [34] and [35].

Definition 1.8. We say that X is a solution to (1.5) on [0,7"), where T € (0, 0] is a random
variable, if P-a.s. for any ¢ € CZ, t = (X(t), ¢) is continuous on [0, 7*) and forany 0 < s <t < 1"

t N t
(X(1) = X(s), ¢) = f (X, Ap) + GiIXI7 X, ) = (uX, o)dr = ) f (i$iX, @)dB(1).
S k=1 N

Here, the integral fs t(igka, ©)dB(r) is taken in the sense of controlled rough paths with respect to

the rough paths (B,B), where B = (Bjx), Bjiy := fs '6B ;srdBi(r) with the integration taken in the
sense of Ito and 6B, = B(t) — B;(s). That is, (i¢i X, ¢) € C*([s,1]),

N
(i X, 0))st = = Z<¢j¢kX(S), ©)OB 5 + ORk s, (1.30)

j=1
1 1
and (¢ i X, oM lars. < 00, ||Rill2a, 15,1 < 00, where 3 < a < 5.

The important fact is that, via the Doss-Sussman type transform
v=e"X, (1.31)

the H' solvability of equations (1.1) and (1.5) is equivalent, see Theorem 2.10 in [63]. Thus, by
virtue of Theorem 1.2, we have the following result for the L2-critical SNLS.

Theorem 1.9. (Multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solutions to SNLS) Consider (1.5) withd = 1,2. Let
K € N¥, {0k}f:1 C R. Assume that {(Mfi , and 7" satisfy Hypotheses (H1) and (H2), respectively,
withv, >5, m>3ifd=2andm >4 ifd = 1.

Then, for P-a.e w € Q and for any distinct points {xk}sz1 C R4 w > 0 (resp. any {wk}kK=1 C Ryy),
there exists € (w) > 0 small enough such that for any a*, & € (0,&") and any {Wk}f:l C Ry with
we —wl <& 1 <k <K (resp. any {x;} | € RY with |x, — xj| > &', j # k), the following holds:

There exists T°(w) small enough such that for any T € (0,7"(w)), there exists a solution X to
(1.5) satisfying for t close to T,

K
le™" “IX(1, ) = Y Su(®) = 20)ll2 < C(T = 20, (1.32)
k=1
and
K 1
le™ X (1, w) = Y Silt) = 2D)lls < CT = 12, (1.33)
k=1

where k := (m + % - DA, —2), C>0,{S} are the pseudo-conformal blow-up solutions as in
(1.20), and z solves equation (1.21).

Moreover, if in addition m > 10 and v, > 12, then for any arbitrarily small { > O there exists a
unique solution X to (1.5) such that

K
le™ X (2, w) = >~ Su(t) = 2Dlls < C(T =™, fortclosetoT. (1.34)
k=1
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Remark 1.10. The blow-up time T € (0,7") is chosen to be sufficiently small in Theorem 1.9
because the Brownian motions start moving at time zero.

Sketch of Proof. The strategy of proof relies mainly on the modulation method developed in the
works [60, 56] and on the multi-bubble analysis in [49, 11, 64].

The modulation method in [60] is very robust to handle the critical mass blow-up even in the
absence of pseudo-conformal symmetry. It in particular enables us to treat equation (1.1) with
lower order perturbations (or, the stochastic equation (1.5)). Moreover, as exhibited in [56], it also
permits to construct Bourgain-Wang solutions as the limit of both the scattering and loglog blow-up
solutions, rather than by the fixed point arguments in [9]. This inspires us to construct multi-bubble
Bourgain-Wang solutions by using compactness arguments in the modulation framework, involving
the backward integration from the singularity.

More precisely, we first decompose the approximating solution into three profiles

v(t, x) = U(t, x) + z(t, x) + R(¢, x), (1.35)

where U, z, R are the blow-up profile, the regular profile and the remainder, respectively, which sat-
isfy suitable orthogonality conditions corresponding to the generalized null space of the linearized
operators around the ground state. See Theorem 2.1 for the detailed statements.

Then, the localization analysis in [11, 64] and flatness conditions permit to reduce the analysis to
an almost critical mass regime, in which more dynamical tools developed by [60] can be employed.
One crucial ingredient here is the monotonicity of the generalized energy adapted to the multi-
bubble case, which enables us to derive a uniform backwards control of the remainder. Hence, the
desired blow-up solutions can be constructed by using compactness arguments as in [60, 64].

Let us mention that, different types of interactions are exhibited in the multi-bubble case:

(/) Interactions between different blow-up profiles U; and Uy, j # k. This kind of interaction

is of exponentially small order (i.e., ¢~ 75), due to the rapid decay of the ground state and
the distinction of singularities. It was treated in the pioneering work by Merle [49] in the
construction of multi-bubble pseudo-conformal solutions to L2-critical NLS. See also [64]
for the recent treatments in the stochastic case.

(i7) Interactions between different localized remainders R; and Ry, j # k. Unlike the previous
interactions, the remainders are of low polynomial type decay orders. There is only little
knowledge about remainders in the geometrical decomposition. Extra cancellations and
decays have to be explored from the related localization and cut-off functions, e.g., to derive
the monotonicity of the generalized energy and the coercivity of energy, [64].

(iii) Interactions between the blow-up profile U and the remainder R. The typical interaction
of this kind is the localized mass M; defined in (3.1) below. It creates no difficulty in
the single bubble case, as it is of second order O(||R||iz) thanks to the conservation law of
mass. However, the conservation law of mass fails for each localized mass in the multi-
bubble case. Hence, more delicate analysis has to be performed to gain enough temporal
regularity, [11, 64].

(iv) Interactions between the remainder R and the regular profile z. This kind of interactions
are acceptable in the construction procedure, as it is at least of the order O(||R||;2), which
suffices for the bootstrap arguments.

(v) Interactions between the blow-up profile U and the regular profile z. These interactions
are treated by using the flatness condition (1.17). It is not difficult in the NLS case, as
one may use Taylor’s expansion and differentiate equation (1.4) enough times to get high
temporal and spatial regularity, [9, 56]. However, this argument is not applicable in the
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SNLS case, since the coeflicients a;, @y contain the rough paths of Brownian motions of

merely temporal regularity Ct%_. The key observation here is that, when interacting with
the blow-up profile U, the spatial size |x — x;| is comparable to the temporal size T — t.
This comparability between space and time permits to gain high temporal regularity from
the spatial regularity of the residue z*, and leads to an inductive expansion of solutions for
which the continuity of coefficients suffices.

Another major difficulty is the failure of the conservation law of energy for the solutions to (1.1).

Actually, unlike in the radial case in [56], two new modulation parameters «; and §; need to
be introduced in the multi-bubble case, due to the distinct singularities and the non-radialness of
solutions. The control of these new parameters requires certain coercivity type control of energy,
which however is no longer conserved. It might be tempting to use the variation control of energy
as in [63, 64]. However, in the Bourgain-Wang regime under consideration, extra terms such as
|lzllz appear in the evolution formula of energy, which, unfortunately, give no temporal regularity
and thus is far from sufficient to close the bootstrap arguments in the construction.

The key point here is, that the temporal regularity can be gained after subtracting the energy
evolutions of the solutions and the regular profile. This leads us to introduce the evolution equation
(1.21) for the regular profile, rather than the usual NLS. Similar structural consideration will also
be used in the controls of localized mass and of the remainder in the pseudo-conformal space.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the geometrical de-
composition and preliminary estimates for the modulation equations and different profiles. Section
3 is devoted to the controls of the localized mass, energy, and to the curial monotonicity of the
generalized energy adapted to the multi-bubble case. Then, in Section 4 we mainly construct the
multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solutions to (1.1). The conditional uniqueness result in Theorem 1.2
is then proved in Section 5. At last, preliminaries concerning the linearized operators, expansion of
the nonlinearity and the technical proof for modulation equations are collected in Appendix, i.e.,
Section 6.

2. GEOMETRICAL DECOMPOSITION

2.1. Geometrical decomposition. For each 1 < k < K, define the modulation parameters by
P = (/lk,ak,,Bk,yk,Qk) €Y := RxR!XR!xR X R, where /1k,’yk, 0, € R, a/k,,Bk e RY. Set
P .= (P, -+, Pg) € YK

Given any K distinct blow-up points {x;}, set Py := || + | — x| + |Bel + Ivil, 1 < k < K, and
P:=38 P LetS(t,x) = XX, S«(t, x), where {S,} are given by (1.20).

Theorem 2.1. (Geometrical decomposition) Given T € R.q. Assume thatv € C([t,T.]; H") solves
(1.1) and W(T,) = S(T.) + z(T.), where T, < T. Then, for o sufficiently small and for T, close to
T, there exist t* < T, and unique modulation parameters P € C'((¢*, T,); YX), such that u admits
the geometrical decomposition

w(t, x) = U(t, x) + z(t, x) + R(t, x), t€[t",T.], x € R%, 2.1)

where the main blow-up profile

K
U(t,x) = > Uilt, x), 2.2)
k=1
with
Uutt, ) = 0t 0utt, “= D00, 0,1, y) = (el o), (2.3)

A (D)
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the regular profile z solves equation (1.21), R(T.) = 0, and the modulation parameters satisfy
Pu(T.) = W(T = T.), x, 0, wi(T = T), w2 (T = T.)"' + %), 1<k<K. (2.4)
Moreover, for each 1 < k < K, the following orthogonality conditions hold on [t*, T.]:

Re f (x — ) U(H)R(t)dx = 0, Re f Ix — aPU()R(t)dx = 0,

(2.5)
Im f VU(HR(@)dx =0, Im f AUDR(Ddx = 0, Im f ox(OR(1)dx = 0,
where A = ‘—zild +(x—ap) -V, and
_d — t . .
ok(t, x) = A1), gpk(t, XTCZ;‘)())eLGk(t) with p(t,y) = p(y)l(ﬁk(t}y—%w(t)lylz)’ (2.6)

and p is given by (6.2).

Theorem 2.1 is mainly based on the implicit function theorem. The case z* = 0 is proved in [64].
Since the smallness condition of z still keeps the non-degeneracy of the determinant of Jacobian
matrix, the arguments in [64] are also applicable here. For simplicity, the proof is omitted.

2.2. Modulation equations. Let ¢ := %g for any C' function g. For each 1 < k < K, define the
vector of modulation equations by

Mody. := |4 + il + 137k + Vil + [Axd = 2Bil + |38k + viBil + 100 — 1 = |Bil). (2.7)
Set Mod := Y& | Mod,.

The modulation equations mainly characterize the dynamics of geometrical parameters. The
main estimate is contained in Theorem 2.2 below.

Theorem 2.2. (Control of modulation equations) Assume that u admits the geometrical decompo-
sition (2.1) on [t*,T.] C [0, T) with the modulation parameters P = (A, a,8,v,0) € YX. Assume
additionally that for some C;, C, > 0,

Ci(T-t)<A<Cy(T-1), te[t,T.], 1 <k<K. (2.8)
Then, for t* close to T, there exists C > 0 such that for any t € [t*,T.],

Mod < C zK: IMy| + P°D + D* + o (T — 1)"*'*% 4 pv+1 | 2.9)
k=1
where v, is the index of flatness in (1.14), My is the localized mass

M, = 2Re(Ry, Uy) + f|R|2CI)kdx, (2.10)

and D is the important quantity to measure the size of remainder, defined by
D :=|R|2 + (T = DIIVRIl2. (2.11)

Moreover, we have the improved estimate

Al + il <C(PPD + D + o (T — 1y™1*% 4 p+1). (2.12)

Remark 2.3. By Lemma 4.3 below, we shall see that estimate (2.12) gains one more fact T —t than
(2.9), which is important in the derivation of the monotonicity of generalized energy .¥.

Theorem 2.2 can be proved analogously as in [63, 64], and hence is postponed to the Appendix
for simplicity.
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2.3. Estimates of profiles. We collect in this subsection the estimates of three profiles in the above
geometrical decomposition (2.1), which will be frequently used in the squeal.
The blow-up profile U. Let us first see that, by the explicit formula (2.3), U, satisfies the equation

) s et X—a
i0,U+AU + U Uy =t = ——Wult, =), (2.13)
A k

where 1 < k < K, and

— (30 = 1= B Ok = (iBr + viBr) - yOx + (/1 Vi + YOI Ok
— ity — 2By) - VO — i( 4y + YA Oy (2.14)

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that P = O(1) and A, > C(T —t), C > 0. Then, for any p > 2, there exists
C > O such that forallt € [t*,T,), 1 <k <K,

IU@IE, < C(T —1y™GD, (2.15)

Proof. Estimate (2.15) follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that for any 2 < p < oo,
d(3-%) d(3-3)

llgllzr < Cllglle B IIVgIILz , Vge H', (2.16)

and the estimates
U@z = 1012, IVU@ll2 = A NV Qillrz < C(T — )7 (2.17)
O

xX—ay

Because the blow-up profile U, is almost localized around —-* and the singularities are sepa-
rated from each other, the interactions between different blow-up profiles are exponentially small.
Lemma 2.5 below is a slight modification of [64, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 2.5. (Interactions between blow-up profiles) Let 0 < t* < T, < co. For 1 < k < K, set

—E)el®, with gi(1,y) = g(y)e PO ImOP), (2.18)
k

_d X
Gi(t, x) := 4, &t

where g € Ci(Rd) decays exponentially fast at infinity
10"g()| < Ce™, ] < 2,

with C,6 > 0, Pr := (A, @, Brs Vi Or) € C([t7, T.]; Y) satisfies that for t € [t*,T.],

2= wk(;’(t) 5 =% o = xd < mintg7le —adh A 2, BN+ Dl < 1, (2.19)

and

(T -1+ lmka)}{ lx]) < 1. (2.20)
Then, there exist C,6 > 0 such that for any 1 < k # [ < K, m € N and multi-index v with |v| < 2,

flx = "10"Gi(0)llx — axl"|G(n)ldx < Ce ™5, t e[, T.]. (2.21)
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Moreover, let ® be defined in (2.63) below. Then, foranyh e L' or 12,1 <k #1 < K, m,n € N
and multi-index v with |v| < 2,

flx — y"l0"Gy(0)llx — aul "kl Dydx < Ce™ 75 min{||hlly, 1Al 2, ¢ € [, T.). (2.22)
R4

In the sequel, we take ¢ and 7™ close to T such that (2.19) and (2.20) hold. In particular, A; is
comparable with 7' — ¢:

1
zwk(T — 1) S (1) < 2w (T —1). (2.23)
Hence, Lemma 2.5 is applicable.

The regular profile z. The main estimates of regular profile are contained in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let 7* satisfy Hypothesis (H2). Let z be the corresponding solution to equation (1.21).
For every 1 < k < K, define the renormalized variables € by

X — ag

_d .
2(t, x) = A, e4(1, )e', (2.24)

k

Then, for a* = a*(T, m) sufficiently small, the following estimates hold:
(1) (Smallness.) For t closeto T,

Wzl Lot pomeav2y < Crma’, (2.25)
10:2llcqeryzy < Cra’. (2.26)

In particular,
llezillze < Ca, Vel < Cra™(T - 1). (2.27)

If in addition xz € H', then for t close to T,

Ixzll = 7im1) < Cra. (2.28)
(ii) (Interaction between the profiles U and z.) If in addition P(t) = O(T —t) and |a; — x| < %
fortclosetoT, then for any 6 > 0, there exists Cr s > 0 such that

D lle M3l < Cramper’ (T = 1)1, (2.29)

lv]<2

Remark 2.7. Note that, by the exponential decay (1.7) of ground state,

f Ui(t, x)z(t, x)dx = f Or (e x(t, y)dy < Clle™ e ||

Hence, estimate (2.29) controls the interactions between the blow-up profile and the regular profile.
As explained in Introduction, this estimate in the NLS case follows from Taylor’s expansion of z and
differentiating equation (1.4) enough times to get high temporal orders. For more general equation

1
(1.1), including particularly the SNLS (1.5) where the coefficients a,,ay are only C; -regular in
time, we shall use a different inductive expansion of solutions and the comparability between the
spatial size |x — ai| and the temporal size T — t, due to the well localization of blow-up profile U,.
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2d+4

Proof of Lemma 2.6. (i). For simplicity, we set p = 2 + 3, p’ = 22,

(V)y2m+d+2 (o both sides of equation (1.21) we have

i6t<V>2m+d+2Z + (A +a - vV + a0)<V>2m+d+2Z + [<V>2m+d+2, aj - Vv + aO]Z + <V>2m+d+2(|z|%z) — 0’
(2.30)

with (V)42 (T = (V)2"*4+2 7% where [(V)?™ 92 a, - V + qy] is the commutator (V)*"*4*2(q, -
V +ap) — (a; - V + ag){V)*"*4*2_ Then using the Strichartz and local smoothing estimates (see [69,
Theorem 2.11]) we have

Applying the derivative

2m+d+2 2m+d+2 o)1 3
zll oo, 7;pr2meas2y <Cr (Ilz*llemw +IKVY™ 2 ay - V + ag) R [0 il (Izldz)IIILp/(,,T;Lp/))

Z 1
||L2(t,T;H1 %)

1+2
SC‘T (al* + ||Z||L2(t,T;H2T’+d+%) + ||Z||Loot(it,T;H2m+d+2) * (2'31)

Then, using the interpolation (see [69, Lemma 3.6])

1 3 1 3
12l sesey < COZNlellpmease + C " 2]l 2 < C62 |lellpomiare + CE "D, (2.32)
H_ -

where the last step is due to (x)~! < 1 and the mass conservation ||z]|;> = ||z*]l;2 < a*, we lead to

L e—Qmtd+3)y  x 1.l 1+4
2l rsomeas2y <Cr ((1 + 726 D)V 4+ T267 (2| ooy popgemeasy + IIZIILM‘(ZLT;HMM))- (2.33)
Here and in the sequel, the constant C7 may change from line to line.
Taking ¢ small enough such that C ;T267 < 1 /2 we obtain
. 1+4
||Z||L°°(t,T;H2”’+d+2) SCT,m (a' + ||Z||Loot(it,T;H2m+d+2)) . (234)

Hence, taking " small enough we obtain (2.25).
Estimate (2.26) then follows from (2.25) and equation (1.21), and estimates in (2.27) follow
directly from the identities:

Ea(t.y) = L 2(t, Ly + ap)e ™, (2.35)
and
Veu(t,y) = A2 V2, Ay + ae ™ (2.36)
It remains to prove (2.28). For this purpose, we derive from (1.21) that, for every 1 < j < d,
10,(x;2) + A(x;2) + ay - V(x;z) + ayp(xjz) — 20,z — a1 jz + x;f(z) = 0, (2.37)

and x;z(T) = x;z", a; ; is the j-th component of the vector a;. Then, applying Strichartz estimates
and using (2.25) we get

2l <Cr (Il + 1202 + ar 2 = x; f @)
4
<Cr (||x,~z*||Lz + (T = Ol + (T = r)||z||zm(,,T;Lm)||x,~z||Lm<t,mz>)
<Cr (o + (T = D lIx2llecran) (2.38)
which yields that for 7 close to T,

1xjzll oo 7202y < Cra”. (2.39)
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Moreover, for every 1 <[ < d, x;0,z satisfies
i10/(x;012) + A(x;012) + ay - V(x;012) + ap(x;012) + N = 0,
where x;0,2(T) = x;0,z", and
N = =20,z - a,,j0iz + x;(01a1) - Vz + xj(01a0)z + x;0,f(2).
Hence, by Strichartz estimates, (1.13) and (2.25),

1xj00zllcrzy <Cr (1027 2 + INLirizn))
4

<Cr (”xjalz*”Lz + (T = Dzl 72y + (T — t)||Z||ZOO(,’T;L00)||xjalz||L°°(t,T;L2)

<Cr (o + (T = e llx;0:2ll i) -
which yields that for 7 close to 7,
X012l L. 702) < Cred’.

Thus, estimate (2.28) is proved.
(if). Let us set m* := 2m + 1 and define the operator O, by

Dy = —i(A+ai(t) - V +ag(t) + 2(0)]7).
Then, by equation (1.1) and the mean valued theorem,
=2+ fT Dyz(rdr =z" + (T =)Dy z(t),
t
where t; € (¢, T). Further expansion of z(¢;) by (1.1) yields
2) =2 + (T - D, (Z* N f ' Z),z(r)dr)
n

=+ (T =)D, + (T = t)(T - 11)D,, 0 Dy, z(t2),

where t, € (¢, T). Then, further expansion by (2.43) and inductive arguments lead to

n j-1 n
=2+ [|T-0D, 00Dz + [ [T -0)Dy 00 D, 2(tri),
j=1 =0 1=0

where ty :=t, 1, € (t,T),1 <1< n. By (1.17),
1Dy, 0+ 0 Dy 2" (%) < Crlx = xil™ ™,
and by the Sobolev embedding H>"*+4 s Ci(m“), for2 <n<m,
Dy, 00Dy, 2(tp)ll= < CT,m||Z”Loo([’T;Ci(m+l)) < Cromllzll oo 7 pomearay.

Hence, we derive that for 2 < n < m,

2O < Cron | Ix = "™ + DT = Ylx = " + (T = 0y*' |, forlx=xl<1.

j=1
Note that,
|y + a — xi] < CP{y)Y < C(T — t)(y).

(2.40)

(2.41)

)

(2.42)

(2.43)

(2.44)

(2.45)

(2.46)
(2.47)

(2.48)
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. 1 1 : .
Moreover, since |a; — x| < 3, [y > 5p in the regime {y € R? : |1,y + o — x¢| > 1}, and so

—dly _0
l)lz(t’ /lky + a’k)ll/lkyﬂlk—xklzl||LN < CT,me T,

Taking into account (2.35), (2.47) and (2.48) we obtain

lle

e, (e <A lle M2y + @) Tyt + Taeyray—spe Dl
<Cro(T =07 (T = )" ™" + (T = ") + Cre 7. (2.49)
This yields that, for n = m and t close to T,
le™Me iz < Crono(T = 1)™14%. (2.50)
Similarly, by (2.44), for any multi-index |v| < 2,

n j-1 n
a(r) =02 + )| ﬁ(T — )30 Dy 00Dt + | (T =103 0 Dy 00 Dy 2ltyn).
j=1 1=0 =0 2.51)
As in (2.45) and (2.46), we have
0% 0 Dy 0+ 0 D7 (x)| < Crlx — xi™ 27, (2.52)
andforn <m-—1,
105 0 Dy 0+ 0 Dy 2ty Dl < Crmllzll g, sromevay. (2.53)

Thus, for any multi-index |[v| < 2 and n < m — |v],

102(t)] <Crm [lx =" M T = e — " (T - t)"“] , forlx—x|<1. (254
j=1

Taking into account

iy .
D xt,y) = A7 101, Ay + a)e ™ (2.55)
and arguing as in the proof of (2.49) we get

le™3e, 1 (D)l <Cru(T — T [(T — oy M YT =y (T - r)"“] + Crpe ™
j=1

SCT,m ((T _ t)m*_n+‘—21 + (T _ t)n+|u|+1+% + e_%)

SC‘T,m,é(T - t)m+1+%’ (256)
where in the last step we chose n = m — |v| for 1 < |y| < 2.
Therefore, the proof of Lemma 2.6 is complete. O

For the coeflicients of lower order perturbations, we have the following estimates.
Lemma 2.8. For any multi-index v, |v| < 2, set 8/%{()}) = (0" (Ay + ar), 1 <1< N. Then,
"G () < CPY 1M+ 0 < o] < v, (2.57)

where v, is the index of flatness in Hypothesis (H1). In particular, for ay,(t,y) := a(t, 4y + @),
ap(t,y) := ao(t, Ly + ay), we have that for any multi-index v, |v| < 2, there exists C > 0 such that

10Y(@ (2, Y)| < CAY PPy, (2.58)
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0% @o.(t, Y))] < CAY PV~ 71I(yy2e+2, (2.59)
Proof. By Taylor’s expansion and (1.14),
0B < CAy + ag — x)" 17 < CPP 1Tyt 0 < o) < ..
This yields (2.57). Estimates (2.58) and (2.59) then follow from (2.57), (1.2) and (1.3). O

The remainder profile R. Lemma 2.9 below permits to control the H' and L”-norms of remainder.
Lemma 2.9. ([64, Lemma 2.7]) There exists C > 0 such that
IRl < C(T = 07'D, |IRII2IIVRIl2 < (T = 0)7'D?, (2.60)
IRII?, < C(T - ™*E"Dpr. (2.61)

In order to deal with the multi-bubble case, it is useful to decompose the remainder R into
K localized profiles concentrating at the singularities. As in [64], since equation (1.4) is invariant
under orthogonal transforms, we may take an orthonormal basis {vj}j?:1 of RY, such that (x i=X) V1 #
0 for any 1 < j # [ < K. Hence, without loss of generality, we assume that x; - vy < x; - vy < -+ <
Xk - v1. Then, set

1

o= E 1352%1-1{()@‘” — Xp) - Vl} > 0. (262)

Let ®(x) be a smooth function on R? such that 0 < ®(x) < 1, |[V®(x)| < Co~!, ®(x) = 1 for
x - vy <40 and ®(x) = 0 for x - v; > 80. Define the localization functions {®;} by
D(x) ;= O(x — x1), DPk(x):=1-P(x— xg_1),

Du(x) =D(x—x3) —D(x—x3-1), 2<k<K-1. (2.63)
One has the partition of unity 1 = 25(:1 ®,. Then,
K
R="Ri, with Ry :=R®. (2.64)
k=1
The corresponding renormalized remainders g, 1 < k < K, are defined by
_d - .
Ri(t,%) = A gy(t, —% )i, (2.65)

k
The following almost orthogonality between profiles {R;} and {U,} is a consequence of the or-
thogonality (2.5) and the decoupling Lemma 2.5.

Lemma 2.10. (Almost orthogonality [64, Lemma 4.4]) Let t* be as in Theorem 2.2. Then, for t*
and T, close to T, there exists 6 > 0 such that for every 1 <k < K and any t € [t",T,],

IRe f(x — @) URedx| + IReflx — P URdx] < Ce ™7 |R| 2,

(2.66)
IIm f VU Rdx| + |Im f AcUiRidx| + |Im f oRedx| < Ce™™|R|| 2.
Furthermore, by (1.1), (1.21) and (2.1), the remainder R satisfies the equation
iOR+ AR+ a; - VR + apR + (f(v) — f(U + 7)) = -1, (2.67)

where
n =i0,U + AU + a, - VU + aoU + f(U + 2) — f(2), (2.68)
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and f(z) := Izlfilz, f(U + z) is defined similarly.
The estimates of 77 are contained in Lemma 2.11 below.

Lemma 2.11. Suppose that P = O(T —t) and |a; — xi| < %for any t € [t*,T.]. Then,

K
In(t, x| < C(T —1)"27?
k=

+ C7,
k

X—a,

(Mod + |e., )| + (T = 1))

1 y= A

where 11 satisfies |[n(t)||;2 < Ce 15, and for any multi-index v with |v| < 2,
165l < C(T = 1y (Mod + o (T - £y 4 (T — .
Proof. Let ¥, be as in (2.14). We decompose 7 into four parts:

n=n+n+n+n,
where
K (1) _
e ; x — ay(t)
«(Z,

m=fWU+2)-fU) - f(z),

m= )

K
n = F(U) = ). f(U),
k=1
ny=aj- VU + ayU.
By the exponential decay (1.7) of ground state and ||e_ ||~ < C,

K
m +ml < C(T = )7%72 Z (Mod + |&-4(t, y)|) e -
k=1 =

and 77 := |n3| contains different blow-up profiles, and thus, by Lemma 2.5,

IFOll2 < Ce 7.

Moreover, since

“k

K
—d_q p _d i
774(ta -x) = E /lkz (t)al,k(t’ y)VQk(t’ .V)e B + /lkz(t)ao,k(ts ,V)Qk(t, )’)e 9k|y=x*l”k’
k=1

where ay , ap, are as in Lemma 2.8, using Lemma 2.8, (1.7) and P < C(T — 1) we get

K
—d_ U U - -4 [ Vs ,—
na(t, )| <C ) (T =0y ' Py e 4 (1 = i 2P () e M) |y
k=1 *

K
<C Y (T - 5| L,
k=1 A

Hence, (2.76) and (2.79) together yield (2.69).
Concerning (2.70), by (2.14), it is clear that

10" ll;2 < C(T - £)* M Mod.

19

(2.69)

(2.70)

(2.71)

(2.72)

(2.73)

(2.74)

(2.75)

(2.76)

(2.77)

(2.78)

(2.79)

(2.80)
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Moreover, expanding f and then using the exponential decay (1.7) of ground state we have

102mllz < C(T = 05773 eyl + Ce™ 75, (2.81)

lv]<2

Since 173 contains the interactions between different blow-up profiles, by Lemma 2.5,
18%7311,2 < Ce™ 7. (2.82)
At last, applying Lemma 2.8 we also infer that

v S _|U|+% v _‘_21_1 ~ _% ve—|ul-1
N0%mall2 < Z/lk I05(a14,* VO +apd, > Qollz < C(T — 1) : (2.83)

l=1

Therefore, putting the above estimates altogether we obtain (2.70). O
3. LOCALIZED MASS AND (GENERALIZED) ENERGY

This section is devoted to the key estimates of localized mass, energy and the generalized energy.

3.1. Control of localized mass. Recall that the localized mass is defined by
M, := 2Re(Ry, Uy) + f IRI*®ydx, (3.1)

where R, = R®; and {®,} are the localization functions given by (2.63).
The main estimate is contained in Theorem 3.1 below.

Theorem 3.1. (Control of localized mass) Suppose that P = O(T — t). Then, there exists C > 0
such that for every 1 <k < K,

T* D
M (D) < Cf (a/*D +
p T

2

)ds + C(a/*D + (T — z)'"“*%’), telt,T.]. (3.2)
- S

Proof. On one hand, the geometrical decomposition (2.1) yields the expansion:

f v(t)*Drdx = f (UP + 21> + [RP)®rdx + 2Re f (RU + zR + zU)®ydx

= f |U|D7dx + f |2 ®ydx + f |R|*®ydx

+ 2Re f R.Uidx + 2Re f zUidx + 2Re f Ridx + O(e ™F|R|l2),  (3.3)

where the last step is due to Lemma 2.5 and 6 > 0.
On the other hand, since v(T,) = S(T,) + z(T.), we have

f W(T D> ®dx = f (S (T + |z(T)P)Drdx + 2Re f (S N(T.)Didx. (3.4)

Note that, the integrations f |z]*®dx and f |2(T,)|*®;dx only contribute a small constant (a*)?,
which, however, is insufficient to close the bootstrap arguments later. The key point is that one
more factor D can be explored by subtracting (3.4) from (3.3) and then using both the dynamics
generated by equations (1.1) and (1.21).

To be precise, we derive from (3.3) and (3.4) that

| M ()] S‘ f(IV(t)I2 — (TP )y ~ f(lz(t)l2 — (T )P )Drdx
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+ ’ f(IU(t)I2 — IS (T.)P) Dy x

+ 2(’ f (ZU)(Ddx| + ’ f (zRy)(1)dx

= K, + Ky + K3 + Ce"T5||R)| 2. (3.5)

+ i f (ZE)(T*)q)kdx) + Ce T7||R||2

Let us first treat the easier two terms K, K3. Actually, it holds that (see [64, (5.22),(5.23)])

f U@)PDdx = |QIF, + O(e ™), (3.6)
f IS (T)PDdx = QI3 + O(e ™) = || Q2 + O(e™ ™), 3.7)

which yields that
K»(f) < Ce 5. (3.8)

Moreover, by (2.25) and (2.29),
Ks(t) <C ([N IROz2 + lle™ (&) + ek TID s + e )
<C(a'D + o’ (T - 1y™!*%) (3.9)

Hence, it remains to treat the first term K; on the R.H.S. of (3.5).
For this purpose, we derive from equation (1.1) that

d
- f W ®rdx =Im f vV + a||vf) - VO,dx. (3.10)
Similarly, by equation (1.21),
d _
= f |zI*®dx =Im f (2ZVz + ay|z]?) - VO, dx. (3.11)
Thus,
d 2 d 2 — - 2 2
7 [V|"Drdx — 7 |2|°®rdx =Im | 200Vv —2ZV2) - VO, + (V" — |2|7)a; - VDd x. (3.12)

Note that, by (2.1),
Wy —zVz=UV(U +R+2)+ (R+2)VU +ZVR + RVz + RVR. (3.13)
Since P=O(T - 1), |xy —ax(t)| < 0, 1 <k <K, suppV®D; C ﬁ,’le{x D x —ay| = 30}, By (1.7),

’f(ﬁ-V(U+R+z)+(§+Z)VU)'Vd)kdx < Ce 7. (3.14)
Moreover, the integration by parts formula yields
fZVR -V, dx| = ’ fRVZ - VO, + RzZADdx| < Cllzl| g IR 2. (3.15)
Thus, it follows from (3.13)-(3.15) that
Im f (FVy = 2V2) - Vx| < C (|l IRz + IRIIVRIIz: + 775) (3.16)
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Similarly, we have

’Im f (V[ = |zPa, - VOdx| <C f VO ||UP* + IR + 2Re(RU + zU + zR)|dx

<C (llzll2IRll2 + IR, + e77) (3.17)
Hence, we conclude from (2.25), (3.12), (3.16) and (3.17) that

d d
- f |v|2<1>kdx—E f |z ®ydx

where ¢ > 0. Integrating both sides we then obtain

_ 0
<C (lzlle IRz + IRIZ: + IRl 2| VRIl + 777)

DZ
SC(a*D + T + e‘Tir).

T, D? o
K < Cf a'D + ds+Ce T4, (3.18)
; T—-5s
Therefore, plugging (3.8), (3.9) and (3.18) into (3.5) we obtain (3.2). The proof is complete. O

3.2. Refined estimate of . In this subsection we shall derive the refined estimate of parameter
B = (By) from the energy functional, defined by

2d+4

Unlike in the NLS case, the energy of solutions to (1.1) is no longer conserved, it is thus impor-
tant to first control the variation of energy. This is the content of Lemma 3.2 below.

E() = f |Vv|2dx—— |v|2+%dx. (3.19)

Lemma 3.2. (Variation of the energy) Suppose P = O(T — t). Then, there exists C > 0 such that
2

d d
EE(V) - EE(Z) m

<C (a*D + +(T - t)”*_3), Yt e[t T.]. (3.20)

Remark 3.3. As in the proof of Theorem 3.1, the key point here is that one more factor D can be
gained from the difference between the energies of v and z.

Proof. As in the previous case of localized mass, we consider the difference between two ener-
gies of u# and z. Using (1.1) and (1.21) we compute, as in [64, (5.26)],

N

d - 1
—E() = -2 > hRe f V2¢y(Vv, Vv)dx + 52N f N ¢ilvdx
=1 =1

N

d N 2
—ZZh, f AgilvP*idx - > Im f V[Zaj@hlJ - Vvvdx, (3.21)
=1 j=1 =1

and

d = 2 — 1 = 2 2
TE@)=-2 ; hRe f Viu(Vz, Vo)dx + 5 ; h f A2¢)|z2dx

2
2 N d N
—ZZhl f A¢,|z|2+%dx—21m f V[Z 6j¢1h1) - Vzzdx. (3.22)
=1 j=1 =1
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In order to control the difference %E(v) - %E(z), we first see that, by (2.1), integration by parts
formula and (2.29),

Re f V2¢,(Vv, V¥)dx — Re f V2¢,(Vz, VZ)dx

d
Z Re fﬁljgb,&i(U + R)a](U + R) - Gijjgblajz(U + R) - 8,’,’j¢l(U + R)GJZ

ij=1

= 0;j$10;;z(U + R) — 0;;¢1(U + R)0;;zdx

d
<C Z (||R||12ql + f (10;z] + 10;jz))IR|dx + ' f 3,;¢1(0;Ud;U + 0;UO;R + O;RO;U)dx

i,j=1
| [ 201000 + 20,0000 )
K K _
SC(Hananan FIRIG, + (T = "1+ > 1 Vedllz) + (T = )77 ) fle el + e‘r——f) :

k=1 k=1
(3.23)

+‘fz8,-j(6,~j¢lv)dx

Similarly,

i f A gi(IvI* = 1zPdx

SC(IlRlliﬁfIZIIRIdX+f|A2¢zI(IU|2+IRU|+|ZU|))dx

K
<C{IRIE, + ellalIRlLz + (T = 0=+ (T = 0" Y e Peglee), (3.24)
k=1

and

f Ag (VP — |2 )dx

sCf|A¢,| (1U +RP*% + 2" 4|U + RY) dx

K
24 o - 3N el it
SC[HRHHN+||z||Hlf||R||Lz+<T—r)“ (T =07 Y e M2 |.

k=1
(3.25)
Moreover, by (3.13),
d 2
Im f V| > 9i01| - (Vi - V)
=1
d 2
~Im f VY 9,0 - (VU(U +R+2)+ (VR +V2)U + VRR + VRZ + Vzﬁ)dx. (3.26)
=1

Note that, by the integration by parts formula, (2.29) and (2.57),

il V[i o1

2
(VzU + VRZ)dx
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I{5oe

K
SC(HZ”HlllRHLZ +(T - 1> Z ||€_6'y'8z,kllm). (3.27)

k=1

2 d 2
(U + R2)dx + f Y (Z ) j¢,] - (zVU + RVZ)dx
j=1

Using (2.57) again we also have
d
‘Im f Y (Z 0,
=1

K
<C [(T — 1?2 [1 + Z lle™Me, il + D) + e—r%]

=1
<C(T — 1), (3.28)
Plugging these into (3.26) we get

'Im f V(Y 0,61) - (Vv - VR

K
<C [||Z||H1||R||L2 + IRI2IIVRI 2 + (T = )77 + (T — 1y Z IIe_‘S'y'ez,klle). (3.29)
k=1
Therefore, we conclude from the estimates (3.23), (3.24), (3.25) and (3.29) that

2
: (VU(U +R+7)+ VRU) dx

d d 1+2 2+4 v
= B) = SE@| <C (Il + el IR + IRIE, + IRIG + (T - 07=)

2
T T I)M)’

which yields (3.20), thereby finishing the proof. O
We are now in position to derive the refined estimate of 8 = (5;), which is essentially a conse-
quence of the coercivity of energy around the ground state.

<C (a/*D +

Theorem 3.4. (Improved estimate of 8) Suppose that P = O(T — t) and D = o(1). Then, for any
telr,T.],

K 2 K 2

|? IyQll y

E If—flillQlliz <3 L wy — -5 + O(ED), (3.30)
k=1 k=1

where the error term

E fT( “D + D )d + *D+i My (T -0 2+ (T -0)"*2.  (3.31)
r .= o p—— ) o - o - . .
: (T - 57 L4 (T~ 1y

Proof. Let F(v) := T‘L‘Ivlhg, F(U + z) and F(z) are defined similarly. Set f(v) := |v|3v. Rewrite

K

K
1 — 1 1
E(V) = E(V) + E ?RerkRk + §|R|2(Dkdx - —2/12Mk. (332)
k=1 "k k=1 k

Using (2.1) and (6.8) we expand
FW=FU+2)+FU+z2)-R+F"(U+2zR)-R.
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Applying (6.8) again to F(U + z) we get
FOW=FU)+FU) - z+F'(Uz)-72+FU+2)-R+F'(U+zR) - R (3.33)
Then, taking into account F’(U) - z = Re(f(U)z), F'(U + z) - z = Re(f(U + z)7) and the expansion
1 1 1 1
EIIVVIIZ = EIIVUIIiz + EIIVZIIiz + EIIVRIIiz —Re(AU + Az, R) — Re(AU, 2),

we obtain
K

E(w)=EU) + E(z) - 2;2Mk - [Re f(AU + Az +|U +Z| (U + 2))Rdx — Z Rerkdex)

1 1
+ ( f 5|VR|2dx + Z 0 f IR’ ®ydx — Re f F"(U+2z,R) 'dex)
k=1 k

—Ref(AU+|U|?7U)Za’x—Ref(F”(U,Z)-Z2—F(Z))dx

K 4

1
= EWU)+EQ) - ) =M+ ) E. (3.34)
=1 “"k I=1
Note that, E| and E, are ordered by the homogeneity of R, and E3 and E, contain the perturbations
with the regular profile z.
Next we estimate E; separately, 1 <[ < 4.
For the linear term E;, by Lemma 2.5,

K
- > Re f(AUk — 72Uy + |Ui|1 U Redx
k=1

~Re f(Az +|U +2|4(U + 2) — |U|7U)Rdx + O(e” ™ |IR||2)
= Eyy + Ep + O 7 ||R||2). (3.35)
Using the identity (6.39) and the almost orthogonality (2. 66) we have (see [11, (3.38)]),

Ey = Z —21m f(?’kAQk = 2B - VOEdx - _zRefLBk - —)’| Q&rdx
A = A

k=1

K 2
. %Re f UcRedx + O(e" ™ ||Rll12)
k

§ s
=-> By, 4 O(IRIE. + & ™ Rll2) (3.36)
Moreover, by (2.25) and (2.29),

En| < C f (1Az] + U |2] + 2" ) |Rldx

K

—211 =8l 1+§ _ 0

SC[nAanzQ AN e gl + Izl " + e 7 |11l 2
k=1

< C(a*llRIILz + e—%). (3.37)
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Thus, we obtain

Bil? ( D’ )
- —M; + O(@*||R||;2 + e Tf)+0 . (3.38)
kZ 2 ‘ (T 17

Concerning the second term E;, set
E, := —Re f F’"(U+z,R)-R*- F"(U,R) - R%dx. (3.39)

We estimate

1 S 1 7 =
=3 f |VR|2dx+Zz—/li f IR*®dx — Re f F'(U,R) - R*dx + E,
k=1
—1f|VR|2dx+zK: !
=5 =

k

— D2 s
Co * (Z ot ] (3.40)

where C > 0, the error in the second step is caused by the remainders of orders higher than two
(see [11, (3.34)]), and the last step is mainly due to the local coercivity of linearized operator in
Lemma 6.1, see the proof of [11, (3.39)], and =0 ( T t)Z) The error Ez can be bounded by

2 4 2 4 —2 ~ l)3
RI*®, — (1 + S)|U|A|R)> = =|U|72UR dx + E, + O
IR|"® — ( d)llll dll x+E, T 17

(T t)2

|E,| <C f UL + R + 2] DIzl |RPdx

= a 2 -7
((T—t) lee MSzk”L‘””RHLz+||Z||L°°||R|| ‘+||z|| IR +e T_,]

k=1

<C ((T -7 Z le™ e, llie + @*(T — )72 + a*)Dz +Ce T, (3.41)
=1
where we also used (2.61) and D = O(1) in the last step.

Thus, for ¢ close to T such that C (Z,Ile lle™Me_ il + 2(T — t)%) < 1C, it follows that

C D S M :
E, >— + +e T, 342
22T =0y [k=1 T - ¢ (42
The last two terms E3 and E4 can be estimated easily by using (1.7) and (2.29):

K

|Esl < C(T = 1) ) lle™e gll + Ce 75 < Ca' (T =" '3, (3.43)
k=1

1+d
Eds<C Z et < o o 3 e el + Co < Ca'(T — o7, (344)

k=1
Thus, comblmng (3.34), (3.38), (3.42), (3.43) and (3.44) we conclude that for some C > 0,

D> < L+ [BP
EW) 2EU) + BQ) + Co—ps - ; M
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2

K
19, Z M, +a'D+a (T — "1+ . (3.45)
(T -1

Furthermore, since v(T,) = S (T.) + z(T.) we derive that

EMW(T.)) =E(S(T.)) + E(«(T.)) + RerS(T*)VZ(T*)dX

- f FW(T.) - F(S(T.) — F(z(T.)dx. (3.46)

Asin (3.43) and (3.44),by 2.29)and T - T. < T — 1,

K
<C(T =07 ) lle e (Tl + Ce™ T

RerS(T*)VZ(T*)dx

<Ca(T — )" 1*5, (3.47)

and

K
<C(T =12 ) leMe (Tl + Ce ™

[ @) = @) - s
<Ca*(T - 1)"'*2. (3.48)

Thus, it follows from (3.46), (3.47) and (3.48) that
E((T.)) = E(S(T.)) + E@(T.) + O a(T = 1" '*%). (3.49)

Now, plugging (3.49) into (3.45) we derive

2

EU@) + C(T s <(E(W(1) — E(/(T.,))) — (E(z(1)) — E(z(T.))) + E(S(T.))
o L+ B oML e
+; 70 M +0 ;(T—t)Z +a’D+a (T -0"*1|.  (3.50)
Thus, by the variation control (3.20),
2
EU®)) + C( B <E(S(T,)) + O(Er), (3.51)
where Er is as in (3.31). Moreover, (2.3) and Lemma 2.5 yield
o (18P
= 2 5
EU®) = Z] ( I + 5 ﬂzquuLz +0(e ™), (3.52)
Ko \\2 ,
E(S(T.) = gk YOIl2, + O(e™ ™), (3.53)
k=1

Therefore, plugging (3.52) and (3.53) into (3.51) we obtain (3.30). The proof is complete. O
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3.3. Monotonicity of generalized energy. This subsection is mainly devoted to the crucial mono-
tonicity property of generalized energy.
Let y(x) = y(x]) be a smooth radial function on R, where y satisfies ¢'(r) = rif r < 1,
W'(ry=2—-e"ifr > 2, and
Y’ (r)
Y (r)
Let ya(x) := A? x(3),A =1, f(v) —|v|dvandF(v) 2d+4|v
The generahzed energy, adapted to the multi-bubble case, is defined by

W()

— () =0. (3.54)

|2+d

K
S (1) ;:% f|VR|2dx + % Z f %lRlzCDkdx —Re fF(v) — F(U +2) - f(U + 2)Rdx
k=1

2/lklm f(VXA)(

where .7 mainly contains the quadratic terms of remainder (up to acceptable errors) and .#? is
a Morawetz type functional. The key monotonicity property is formulated below.

) VRROdx =: ¥V + 7P, (3.55)

Theorem 3.5. (Monotonicity of generalized energy) Suppose that P = O(T — t), |Bi| + D(t) =
O((T — t)?). Then, there exist Cy,C, > 0 such that for A large enough and t € [t*,T.],

\xar
CIZ f (|VRk|2+—|Rk| )e T dx — GAE,. (3.56)
where

K .
_ ﬂk/lk + Yk Mod m—3+4 U3
&= T Mk+((T ST =" (@ 7D

D? D? M; ;
+ + + +e T, 3.57
T—02 “@T—1p T-1p © 627

The functionals .#" and .#® will be treated in Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 below, respectively.

Lemma 3.6. (Control of #V) Consider the situations as in Theorem 3.5. Then, there exists C > 0
such that for any t € [t*,T.],

A5V <~ v 2 o Y 2 s 2 i0e2
o2 1 /l—illsklle - 2 ﬂ_iRe f(l + E)|Qk|d|8k| + E|Qk|d Ok & dy
S Y.
k N 7
- MiRe f ¥ VO (f"(Q0) - )dy - C&,. (3.58)
=1 "k
where &, is the error as in (3.57) but without the term %

Proof. Let 7 be as in (2.68). Using equation (2.67) and (6.8) we compute as in [64, (5.32)] that

dj(l) K . 3 2 $ 2
S == 2l R - Y PG+ )RR
k=1 k=1

K
—Re(f"(U+2z,R) - R2,8,U + 7)) - Z A2 Im(RV®,, VR)
k=1
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K
= D AU + 2, R) - R, Ry)

k=1

K
—Im(AR = > AR + f(v) = F(U +2),a1 - VR + agR)
k=1

K
— Im(AR - Z 2R+ fO0) = F(U +2),m)
k=1

7
— . @
=y 7).
=1

The terms {ftfll)} are estimated as follows:
(i) Estimate of 7). Since P = O(T — 1), D = O(T — 1)), by Theorem 2.2,
Mod = O(T - t)%).
Hence, we compute

A Ay + Mod D?
k _ Yk kA 7k_7’k+0( 0)_7k+ ( ),

R A R AT

which yields that

M _
S =

K 2
Yk 2 D
— RI"®idx + O .
k= ﬂifl [ uder ((T_t)z)

.. . ) 1 ;
(i) Estimates of .7,," and .7, ;. Rewrite

1

K
I+ I8 == A2 (U) - R Ry) - Re(f"(U,R) - R, 3,U) + er,
k=1

where er denotes the difference
K
er:== > AIm(f'(U +2)-R - f'(U)- R, Ry)
k=1

— (Re(f"(U + 2. R) - R%, 8(U +2)) - Re(f"(U,R) - R, 3,U))
=:er| + er,.
We claim that
er =0(a’(T - 172D?).
To this end, by (6.14), the renormalized variable €, in (2.24),

lery| <C(T — 1) f (U + 12l IR Pdx

K
4
-4 -5 2 211114 2 -4 2
SC((T—t) E lle™ e wll=lIRIE, + (T = 2Nzl IR, + € 7RI
k=1

SC(a/*(T — " 4 o*(T - z)—z) D2

29

(3.59)

(3.60)

(3.61)

(3.62)

(3.63)

(3.64)
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Regarding the second term er,, note that
er, =Re(f”"(U + z,R) - R*,0,z) + Re{f”"(U + z,R) - R* — f""(U,R) - R*,,U)
=:.éerp +ery.

By (6.16) and estimates (2.15), (2.25), (2.26) and (2.61),
lery | <C f (U + 127" + [RT IR zldx

d 2 %—1 2 %+1
<Clld:zll2 {IIU]| IRII7s + 1zl fo IR + ||R||L§+2

4<i—1)
<Ca*(T - 1t)°D. (3.65)
Moreover, since by (2.13) and Mod = O(1),
18, U@l < C(T =722 (3.66)

Then, using (6.15), (2.29) and (2.61) we get

lery| <C f (U172 + |R|772 + |2)77D)|2l|R16, Uldx

- - - —. 0
<C(T - 1)° Z el IRIE, + C(T = £y ZZ e el IRI, + Ce™PIRIE,

Ld
k=1 k=1

<C(T -0 Z lle™e, ||,~D? + Ce 75 D?
k=1

<Ca*(T - ty" 31D, (3.67)

Hence, plugging (3.64), (3.65) and (3.67) into (3.62) we prove (3.63), as claimed.
Thus, since

Bl + D(1) + Mod(t) = O(T —1)°),
computing as in the proof of [11, (4.18),(4.20)] we obtain

K
2 2 —
‘ﬂt%) + ft(;) == %Re f(l + E)|Uk|%|Rk|2 + E|Uk|%_2Uk2Ridx

Z R f = 0‘") VU, f"(Uy) - Rdx + O((T — 1) 2DX(1)). (3.68)
(iii) Estimate of .7, (D) We use the smallness in Case (I) or Case (II) to control this term and have
that (see [11, (4.21), (4 22)])
.7 < Ce(T - 1y ° D™, (3.69)
(iv) Estimate of 7). Using (6.16), (2.15), (2.61) and D < C(T - 1)* we get

24-1)

_ 442
LSO =172 (UIE, IR, + 11 IRIE, + IRI )
<C(T =072 ((T - 072D + &’ (T = )72D* + (T — 1)2D7*?)

<C(T - 1)™*D*. (3.70)
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(v) Estimate of I}, Using the integration by parts formula and (6.13) we get (see also [64,
(5.42)) *

K
IM(AR = 3" ARe + f() = (U +2),a1 - VR)|

k=1
2 ) 2 4 4 4
<C(IIVRI, + (T = D7IIRI}.) + C | (U7 + 2l7 + |[R7)|Rlla; VRIdx. (3.71)
Then, by (1.2), the change of variables and (2.57),
f (U7 + |z|4 + [R|D)IRla; - VRIdx

N K
<CT =072 3" 3 1MV (Ay + ap)ll=IIRIINIVRI
=1 k=1

4 441 _5
+ C (I IRV RIL: + IRI IVRIL:) + Ce P IRIE,

<C(T -0+’ (T-0") D>+ C(T - 13D + Ce 15 D2 (3.72)
Since D < C(T - t), we come to
K
IIm(AR — Z 2Ry + f(u) — f(U +2),a; - VRY| <C(T - ) >D*. (3.73)
k=1

Similarly, we have
K
(AR = > 2Ri+ f(v) = f(U +2),aoR)| <C (||R||§,l + LRI, + f (017 + 1217 + |R|%>|R|2dx)
k=1

sc((T — 2D + &' D* + (T - z)—2D2+i‘7)

<C(T - ) D> (3.74)
Thus, we conclude from (3.73) and (3.74) that
17 < C(T - 1°D”. (3.75)

(vi) Estimate of fl(;). It remains to treat the delicate inner product ﬂ[(;) involving the n term.
First, we claim that

K
I == 3 AR, ~ 2Ry + f/(U) - Re)
k=1
+O(" (T =1y ™iD+ (T —)?D* + £775). (3.76)
This means that, the inner products involving Ry of orders higher than one are acceptable errors.
To this end, we use the expansion (6.8) to get

fO) - fU+2)=f'(U+2)-R+ f'(U+zR)-R*
=f'(U)-R+(f(U+2)-R-f'(U)-R)+ f'(U+2zR)-R* (3.77)

Define the renormalized variable g by
X —
Ak

_d .
R(t,x) = 4, erult, Ye'% .
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Then, by (6.14) and (2.69),
Im(f'(U +2)-R = f'(U)-R,m)

4_ 4_
SCf(IUIE " 12l lIRInld x

K
<C(T -1 Z f(e—am + Isz,kI%—l) lezallerad (Mod + |e4l + (T = 1)) e~ ldy + Co 1
k=1

K
<C(T - t)_4 Z ||e_6|y|8z,k||L°°||R||L2 (MOd + ||€_6|y|81,k||Loo +(T - t)u*+l) " Ce_%

k=1
<Ca*(T —ty""*3D + Ce 75, (3.78)
Moreover, by (2.15), (2.61), (2.70), (3.60) and Mod < C(T - t)?,
Im(f"(U +z,R) - R, 1) <CI|U + znf;;l)nRuignnuLz + CIRIE Il
<C(T = ) lInll2D* + Clinll 2RI,
<C(T - t)*D*. (3.79)

Thus, combining (3.77), (3.78) and (3.79) and using Lemma 2.5 we obtain (3.76), as claimed.
Next, in order to treat the remaining linear terms on the R.H.S. of (3.76), we decompose 7 into
four parts n = Z?:l n; as in (2.71). Note that, by Lemma 2.5, (2.73) and (2.74),

IIM(AR; — ARy + £/ (Up) - Ry 2 + 13

4 4
d d

<Cit ), f Verllle-il’ + Vezille-i™ e Mdy + C f lexlle? Jedy
=1 j=1

4
d

—. , i_. . _ 5

+ O f F(Q@Oel Ol T e il dy + Ce
j=1

<CAPM e (gl + Vel D + Ce ™™
<Ca*(T —t)"**iD + Ce 75, (3.80)
where the last step is due to (2.29). Moreover, by (2.75) and Lemma 2.8,
(AR, = Ry + f'(Uk) - R, 14)
SCA Ve, V(A g - VO + G0k Qo)
+CA° f(|8k| + 1" QeI s - VO + o Oildy
<CA; 7 (ledllz + IVedlz2)
<C(T - *7D. (3.81)
Hence, taking into account (2.72) and using Lemma 2.5 again we obtain
Im(ARy — A°Ry + f/(Up) - Rio ) =4 Im(Aey — & + £/(Q1) - &x, i)
+O(@ (T ="+ (T —p"HD+e7), (3.8
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where ¥, is given by (2.14).
The analysis is now reduced to that of the inner product involving ‘¥y.
By the proximity

Ok = Q +O(Pe™™) (3.83)
and the definition of linearized operators in (6.1),
Im(Ag, — & + f'(Ox) - &1, Pi)
=Im(Ag; — & + f(Q) - & ¥i) + O(PMod|IR||2)
=(Ly &1, Pio) — (L_&2, Pr1) + O(PModD). (3.84)

where ‘T’k is defined as in (2.14) with Q replacing Oy, &1 = Reey, &n = Imey,, and ‘Af’k,l, ‘T’k,z are
defined similarly. Then, by (2.14) and the algebraic identities in (6.3),

(Li&g, \?k,2> = — (Wi + Yi){Er1, Ly AQ)
=2( Ak + Y)Re(Uy, Ry) + O(PMod||R||2), (3.85)

and

_ 1
(L_grn, Pr1) =— (/liﬁk + YiBi){€r2, L-Q) + Z(/lii’k + Vi)<8k,2, L_yQ)
:Z(Aiﬁk + YiBi){€r2, VO) — (ﬂii’k + 7%)(81(,2, AQ)
=0 (PM0d||R||Lz + e—%anLz) i (3.86)

where in the last step we also used the almost orthogonality (2.66). Hence, plugging (3.84), (3.85)
and (3.86) into (3.82) we obtain

IM(AR, — 4°Ryc + f'(Ux) - Riu )
=24 (i + yORe(Up, R)
+O0(((T = Mod + (T = 1y"*% + (T = )" ) D + 7). (3.87)
Thus, combining (3.76) and (3.87) together we arrive at

K
I ==23 At A + yRe(Up, Ry)
k=1

+ 0(((T — 3 Mod + o’ (T — t)"3%% + (T — z)“*—3) D+(T-02D*+ e-%) . (3.88)

Finally, plugging estimates (3.61), (3.68), (3.69), (3.70), (3.75) and (3.88) into (3.59) we obtain
(3.58) and finish the proof of Lemma 3.6. O

Lemma 3.7. (Control of #®) Consider the situations as in Theorem 3.5. Then, there exists C > 0
such that for all t € [t*, T.],

ﬂa) > k fAZ A(V)l |2dV + kRef ;2 A(y)( )dV
F— — 8 — 8 . 8
dr = ;:l 1/12 X k ;:l /li X V k y k

K
£y %Re f V() - VO f7(Q)) - &xdy - CAE,, (3.89)
k=1
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where

D
Gt (3.90)

& = Mod
(T -1y
Proof. We compute as in [64, (5.48)],

+a* (T — )" 2% +(T - t)”*‘z)D +

df(z) __ Z ﬂk)’k /1k7k

K

K
X —a X —
+ k§_ —271 (@, (Va(— £)) - VR, R + ;_1 —27% Im(Aya(

o
)Ry, O,R)

=

" Z %Im(VXA( £) . (VR + VR®)), 8,R)

K
=Y (A A RS, ooy
=1
(i) Estimate of ﬂt(,fi and ft(,f;
P), by (3.60),

Since |24 | < CAG Mody and 19, (Vxa(52))| < CAL (Mod +
k

|ﬂ(2) +ﬂ(2)

ikl ] <CA/1,;3(M0d + P?)||VR||2|IRIl 2

<CA(A;*ModD* + 3> D*) < CA(T - 1)*D*. (3.92)

(ii) Estimate of .75). We claim that

x —
s == Lore [ s

v O\ VR Pdx

[077% 2 Yk X —
R.|"dx + —R A
R dx o ef a

2Re(A)(A( )Rk, f'(Ux) - Ry

2L
+ O(A(T - t)-2D2 + ((T — 3 Mod + o' (T — )" 2% + (T — r)vﬂ) D+ e_Ti-t) . (3.93)
For this purpose, by (2.67) and (6.8),

I = zﬂzRe(A)(A( Y RGLAR+ f(U+72)-R+ f"(U +2,R) - R* + a; - VR + aoR + 17).
(3.94)
First, we have from [11, (3.67)] that
Yk 2 X — 2
X Re(A R, AR)=—-"=Re | A R*d
2&2 e(XA( )k ) 40 ef xa( - IR "dx
X —Qq,
27;2 Re f Axa(——5) VR Pdx + OAIIRI,)- (3.95)
k

Let us mention that, an extra factor 7 — ¢ is gained here from the decay properties of the cut-off
function, i.e., for [y| > 2A,

IVAYAD) < CAYI 2, 100uxaO) < CAI™, 1<k I<d. (3.96)
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Moreover, rewrite
x—
Re(Aya(

k“k Re, /(U +72) - R) =Re(Aya (> _k“k )Ri, f'(U) - Ry + 7,

where the difference

r =Re(Aya(=2R,., /(U +2)-R - f/(U) - R). (3.97)

Then, by the bound ||Ayall.~ < C, (2.25) and (6.14),
er] <C f(IUI"1 + |2zl IRPdx

<C(( = 0746 4l el IRIE,
<C(T -0 *D%.
This along with Lemma 2.5 yields that

X —q X — _ .,
Re(AvaC—"5)Re. f(U +2) - B) = RebaCb)Ry, f/(UQ) - Re) + O((T = )° D + &773).
k k
(3.98)
It also follows from (6.16), (2.15), (2.61) and D = O((T - t)?) that
5 ﬂzRemxA( R /(U +2,R) - B3| <CAL (IR U +z||d2(4 + ||R||d+2

<C(T -7 (T -072D + (T - t)—203+2)
<C(T - 1) D% (3.99)
Furthermore, by (2.70),

‘TAZRG(A a;- VR + agR + n)‘
<cx! (||R||L2||VR||L2 + IIRIIiz) + CA IR 21l 2
<C ((T -7D* + ((T — 3 Mod + o* (T — )" 2% + (T — r)v*—z) D) (3.100)

Hence, plugging (3 95) (3.98), (3.99) and (3 100) into (3.94) we obtain (3.93), as claimed.

(iii) Estimate of ﬂt i,- The estimate of ft i, 18 similar to that of ft(,f; We claim that

g2 fv2 % VR)dx — 2XR fA Xy YR P
x4 /1k XA 2 dx 20 e | Axa( - IVR|"dx
Yk X

_ &y
ﬂk< xal

+ O(A(T ~D*+ A ((T — 3 Mod + o' (T — )" 2*% + (T — r)H) D). (3.101)

;“") VR f'(Uy) - Ry

For this purpose, using (2.67) again and (6.8) we derive

()
I =" JRCW A(

) - (VR + VROy),

AR + f (U +2) Ri+ f"(U+2zR)-R*+ (a1 -V + ap)R + n). (3.102)
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Similarly to (3.95), we have (see [11, (3.73)])

_ Y Re(Via (=25 . (VR, + VR®,), AR)
21, A
Yk ) X — — Yk X — 2 212
“YRe | v VR, VR;) — 25X A VR |%dx + O (AT = 2D*). (3.103
ﬂzefmﬂkxk D= g IVRdx (AT -07D%).  (3.103)

We note that, the second order terms kaxlﬁ are cancelled by the integration by parts formula. For
the detailed computations we refer to [64, (5.66)].
Moreover, as in (3.97), rewrite

& Re(Vya (=25 - (VRy + VR®), f/(U +2) - R)
2 Ak
=T Re(Va(* ) - VR f (U - Re) +r -+ OAe™ 75, (3.104)
k k

where the last step is due to Lemma 2.5 and the error term is of form

— Yk X —
:=—Re(V
er 2 e(Vxa( 1

We use the bound |[Vyll.~ < CA, (2.25), (2.29) and (6.14) to bound

) (VR + VR®y), f'(U +2)-R— f'(U) - R).

er| <CA f (VR + RD(UIT™" + || Izl|Rldx

N 4
= [Z(T =07l el + ”lez’m) f (IVRI + IRDIRIdx + CAe™ 7
k=1

<A T ) 0P e
<CA((T -0"'D* + 7). (3.105)
Plugging this into (3.104) yields that

— TERe(Vya(*——2) - (VR + VR®,). f/(U +2) - R)
20, 1
=- %Re(VXA(x - ) VR f/(U) - Ry + O (AT — 1y D* + A ™). (3.106)
k k

For the remaining inner products in (3.102), by (2.15) and (2.61),

%Re(VXA(x ; k). (VR + VRD,), f"(U + Z,R) - R® +a, - VR + aoR)’
k k

<CA f (IVR| + [RD(U + z]~" + |R|7"")R|*dx + CA f (IVR| + |R])*dx

4_
<CA ((T — 3G 4 ||z||ch) f (IVR| + [R))|RIdx + CA f (IVRI + [RDIR[7*'dx + CAIIRI,

4 4
Z+1 242

SCA(T = 1y (IVRIIRIE, + IRIE,) + CA(INRIIRIT, | +IRIT )+ CAIRE,.  (3.107)

LZ(%H) L§+2
Then, by (2.61), the R.H.S. above can be bounded by, up to a universal constant CA,
T -2 (T -0 + (T =072 D+ (T - 07 + (T - 02) D2 + (T - )2D?

T =D +(T - 1) 3D* 1 + (T — 1) 2D?
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<(T -1)*D%. (3.108)

Finally, the last inner product involving  can be bounded easier than the previous .7’ in .7,
By (2.70),

‘—Re<VXA( k). (VR + VR®,), n>|
<CA|R||g |Inll 2
<CA ((T — O Mod + (T — " 2*% + (T — t)”*_2) D. (3.109)

Hence, we conclude from (3.103), (3.106), (3.108) and (3.109) that (3.101) holds.
Now, putting the estimates (3.92), (3.93) and (3.101) altogether and using the renormalized
variable g; in (2.65) we arrive at

dﬂ@) ) ) B
== Z Py f NxaO)led’dy + Z —Re f V2 xa)(Ver, Ve dy

- Z Re(37 Amy)sk * IVXA@) Ve, £1(Q)) - &) + O(AE)),

where & is given by (3. 90) Takmg into account the identity

- Z Re(2% ¥ P pa (=T + & r =) Ve, £1(00) - 0
Zﬁ f Vxa(y) - VOi f7(Q)) - 1dy, (3.110)
we thus obtain (3.89), thereby finishing the proof of Lemma 3.7. O

We are now in position to prove Theorem 3.5.
Proof of Theorem 3.5. Combining (3.58) and (3.89) altogether and then using the renormalized
variable g in (2.65) we obtain
K

ds =
- _Z%(IVZXA()’)(VSk,VSk)d)""f|‘9k|2dy
k=1 "k

4 —2 1
- f 1+ IO}, + 10770 e}y — f Axa(leldy

+Re f (Vxa() =) - VO (f(Q) - si)dy) — CAS,, (3.111)

where g, = Regy and g, = Img, | <k < K.
Then, arguing as in the proof of [11, (3.83)] we obtain that for A large enough,

ds & Vi 2 _bi 2 S Y
=2 Zﬂ—ifweu et +lglfdy + O ;I:Scal(ek)+8, . (3.112)
Thus, using the inequality (see [11, (3.87)])
K K
D" Scal(er) <C ) (MF + RIS, + PPIIRIE, + ¢777) (3.113)

we arrive at (3.56). Therefore, the proof is complete. O
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Below we will fix a large constant A such that Theorem 3.5 is valid.

4. CONSTRUCTION OF MULTI-BUBBLE BOURGAIN-WANG SOLUTIONS

In this section we construct the multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solutions to (1.1) and derive several
properties which will be used in the conditional uniqueness part in Section 5 later.
Throughout this section, we will take &, @ sufficiently small and 7 close to T such that

1
C((s + a/*)% + (1 + max |x (T — t)ﬁ) < -, “4.1)
1<k<K 2

where C is a universal constant, independent of &, @* and larger than the constants in the estimates
in this section. Let us mention that, the exponent d/(8 + 4d) is used in the derivation of (4.64)
below. For the construction of blow-up solutions, it will be sufficient to take the exponent 1/4.

Let us start with the bootstrap estimates of the remainder and geometrical parameters, which are
the key towards the derivation of uniform estimates of solutions.

4.1. Bootstrap estimates. Givenany v, >5,m>3ifd=2andm >4 ifd = 1, set
d
K:=(m+ h DA, =2). 4.2)
Note that k¥ > 3.

Proposition 4.1. (Bootstrap estimates) Suppose that there exists t* € (0, T,) such that u admits the
unique geometrical decomposition (2.1) on [t*, T.] and the following estimates hold:
(i) For the remainder,

IRz < (T = "', [IVR@®)|lp2 < (T - 1)~ (4.3)
(ii) For the modulation parameters, 1 < k < K,
() = wi(T = D) + bya®) = wi(T = D) < (T = 1), (4.4)
() = el + Be(0)] < (T = )i*3, (4.5)
16c(t) = Wi (T =™ + 9 < (T = )2, (4.6)

Then, there exists t, € [0,t*) such that the decomposition (2.1) and the following improved
estimates hold on the larger interval [t.,T.]: for 1 <k <K,

ROl < 5T =00, IVRO,: < 5T = o), .7
A0) = Wil = D+ b = AT = ] < 3T = (48)
k(1) ~ xl + B0l < 5T = D, (4.9)
6:(t) = W AT =7 + 9| < %(T — 1) (4.10)

Remark 4.2. Since k > 3,
A Yo P = (T = 1), |Bil +law — x4l + D = O(T - 1)*), 4.11)

where the implicit constants are independent of €, a*. Hence, the results in the previous Sections 2
and 3 are all valid. Moreover, since k = (m + ‘51 — 1) A (v, —2), we have

(T — ™% + (T — )" < C(T - t)*. (4.12)
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In order to prove Proposition 4.1, by the continuity of Jacobian matrix, the local well-posedness
theory of (1.1) and C!-regularity of modulation parameters, we may take z.(< *) sufficiently close
to #*, such that the geometrical decomposition (2.1) and the following estimates hold on the larger
interval [z,, T.]:

IRz < 2T =)', IVROlI2 < 2T - 1), (4.13)
A(®) = wiT = D] + lyi(t) = wi(T = 0] < 2T - 1), (4.14)
() = xil + Be(0] < 2T — )54, (4.15)
10c(t) = Wi (T = )7 + Gl < 2T — )2 (4.16)

By virtue of Theorem 2.2, 3.1, 3.4 and 3.5 we obtain

Lemma 4.3. There exists C > 0 such that for any t € [t., T.],

M; < Ca*(T - t)*!, 4.17)
Mod < Ca*(T — t)*!, (4.18)
i + il < C(T = 2, (4.19)
and for the errors Er and &, in (3.31) and (3.57), respectively,
|Er| < Ca*(T — )<, (4.20)
&, < C(e + )T — )™ ' + C(T - t)*. 4.21)

Remark 4.4. In comparison with (4.18), one more factor (T —t) is gained in (4.19) for the particular
modulation equation A A, + yi. This fact is important to derive (4.21) and to close the bootstrap
estimates of remainder.

We are now in position to prove the bootstrap estimates in Proposition 4.1.
Proof of Proposition 4.1. (i) Estimate of R. On one hand, similarly to (6.15),

[F"(U +2,R)- R = F"(U,R) - R < C(IUJ<™" + |RIT™" + |27 ZIIRP, (4.22)

we see that

ifF”(U+z,R)-R2dx—fF”(U,R).Rde
41 41 41 2
<C f (1017 + R + 217" ) IR Pdx

<C (7 = 0 FE I IR, + IR IRIE, + el IRI' . )

<C (" (T - 0?20 + o' (T - 1y @D D)

=o ((T - 17?D?). (4.23)
Taking into account F”"(U,R) - R* = F(U + R) — F(U) — Re(f(U)E) we thus get

1 1 & 1 _
f:5fIVR|2+5;f/l—ilR|2(I)kdx—RefF(U+R)—F(U)—f(U)Rdx

K
Yk X — @ ¥7) 212
+ Z:; S Im f Vi )- VRR®dx + o (T - )7 D?). (4.24)
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Then, we use the expansion

F(U + R) — F(U) — Re(f(U)R) ——(1+ )|U| IRI” + — |U|r2Re(U2R)+0
j=3

2+
> |U|2+de|f}

to derive

1 K 1 2 4 2 4 -2
7 ==Re [ [VR+ » —IRP®— (1 +S)|UI7R - =|U|7*U°R d
2ef||;&i||k(d)||||d|| x
2+4

> f U|T|R dx + R||Lz||VRLz] +o((T-07D?). (4.25)

J=3

+0

Note that, the last second line on the R.H.S. above is of order o((T —t)"2D?), see [11, (4.29)], while
for the quadratic terms the following coercivity type estimate holds (see [11, (3.39)]):

1 K 1 2 4 2 4 —2
—Re | [VRF + » —IRP®, — (1 + S)|UJRI* — =|U|"*U°R d
2ef|| Zﬂiuk( DIUFIRE ~ ~|U] x

c D0
=1 4.26
(T _ l‘)2 (Z (T - t)2 ! ) ( )
where C > 0. Thus, by (4.25) and (4.26), for 7 close to T,
cC D? 5 M
>— = +e T (4.27)
2 (T —1)? — (T - t)2

On the other hand, Theorem 3.5 yields that for any t € [t.,T.],

ds
— > -C§,. 4.28
7 (4.28)

Thus, we infer from (4.27), (4.28) and the boundary condition .#(T.) = 0 that for any ¢ € [t., T.],

D? T. K M]% 5
_ < Tt
<T—z)2—c{f, |8r|ds+kz:;(T_t)2+eT ,

or, equivalently,

D<C

T 3 K
(T - 1) ( f |8,|ds) + Z IM,| + e_Ti-t]. (4.29)
! k=1

Taking into account (4.17) and (4.21) we then obtain
D <C((e+a") (T =" + (T - )% + a"(T - ')

<C(e+a +(T - 0)* (T -, (4.30)
which along with (4.1) yields

D< - (T <, 4.31)

Thus, estimate (4.7) is verified.
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(ii) Estimates of Ay and ;. By (4.18),
’i Ye\| _ |29k — Aediyil Mod
dr\ A /1]2 B /1]2

which along with the boundary condition (Z—i)(T*) = wy yields that
T
< f 4 (e
t dr /lk

/.lk+ﬁ+wk—ﬁ
Ak Ak

dr < Ca*(T — )< .

L
AL Ok

This in turn yields that
Mod

k

<

d
7= will = 1)) =

and thus, by (4.1),

dr

T. d
| — wi(T = 1) Sf d_(/lk —wi(T = 1))
. r

1
<Ca™ (T —1) < E(T -~

Hence, we prove the estimate of A, in (4.8).
Regarding y;, by (4.18) and (4.33),

7+y—’%+w2—7—’% Mod
S

Thus, taking into account y,(7,) = a)i(T —T.) and (4.1) we get

+C

d ) Vi
=y —wiT -t - =
pr (vr — wi( ) Wy 1

d
) - wi(T = 1))

T,
y(t) = wi(T = 0| < f

This gives the estimate of vy, in (4.8).

(iii) Estimates of B and ay. By the improved estimate (3.30), (4.20) and (4.33),

Yk
Wi — —
k

Bl N
el

+ Er) < Ca’(T - !,
k=1

which along with (4.1) yields that

K 1 K
Bl < C@) (T = 0i* < (T ~ )™
Moreover, by (4.18) and (4.37),
Aty — 2, 2 Mod 2 «
] = K — 2B N B L Mod | B4 < Ca'(T - 152,

Ax " Ay Ag

Integrating both sides and using (4.1) and the boundary condition a(7,) = x; we get

8=

T,
|l (1) — xi| < f |l (Pldr < Ca*(T —1)2*
t

thereby proving the estimate of a; in (4.9).

(iv) Estimate of 6. It remains to estimate ;. By (4.11), (4.18), (4.34) and (4.36),

d 20— 1 — B |
E(ek —w AT -0+ ﬁk)‘ == B + il + =

<2 < Ca’(T - 12,

+ Ca (T =)' < Ca™ (T = )",

< Ca*(T -1y ".

1
dr < Ca’ (T -1 < E(T -1~

1 k1
<—T—t7+7,
_2( )

2 22 WAT -1

41

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

(4.36)

(4.37)

(4.38)

(4.39)
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<M0d Bel? 1Ak — wi(T = DIl + wi(T = 1)

< + +

FPAY W2 A(T — 1)?

<Ca*(T - 1), (4.40)

which along with (4.1) and the boundary 6,(T.,) = w;*(T — T.)™" + 9 yields that

d
- (0~ w (T =) +9)|dr

T.
6 — W(T = 1y + 9l < f
t

1
<Ca*(T -ty * < (T - 1. (4.41)
Hence, the estimate (4.10) is verified. Therefore, the proof of Proposition 4.1 is complete. O

4.2. Proof of existence. We are now in position to prove the existence part in Theorem 1.2. Con-
sider the approximating solutions v, satisfying the equation

) 4
oy, + Av, +a; - Vv, + agv,, + [v,|7v, = 0,

K (4.42)
valta) = D Slt) + 2(t),
k=1

where {¢,} is any increasing sequence converging to 7, the coeflicients a;, ay are given by (1.2) and
(1.3), respectively, {S;} are the pseudo-conformal blow-up solutions defined in (1.20), and z solves
equation (1.21).

As a consequence of bootstrap estimates, we have the key uniform estimates below.

Lemma 4.5. (Uniform estimates) There exists t. € [0, T) such that for n large enough, v, admits
the unique geometrical decomposition v, = U, + z + R, as in (2.1), with the parameters P, =
(ks @nies Brdes Yuks Onie), 1 < k < K, and the estimates (4.3)-(4.6) hold on [t.,t,]. Moreover, there
exists C > 0 such that

sup [|R,(D)ls < C(T - 1), (4.43)
and
sup [levalleqr, g2 < €1+ max |xel)?, (4.44)

Proof. The proof of the existence of a universal time ¢, and uniform estimates (4.3)-(4.6) is
similar to that of [63, Theorem 5.1], mainly based on the bootstrap estimates in Proposition 4.1
and bootstrap arguments (see, e.g., [66, Proposition 1.21]). Thus, the details are omitted here for
simplicity. Below let us mainly prove estimates (4.43) and (4.44).

Let M := 1 + max <<k |x]. Let ¢(x) € C'(R?, R) be a radial cutoff function such that ¢(x) = 0
for |x| < r, and ¢(x) = (|x| — r)? for |x| > r, where r = 2 max, <<k {|xc], 1}. Note that, [V¢| < C‘p% for
a universal constant C > 0.

Letw, := U, +R,,n > 1. Then, v, = w, + z. By equations (4.42) and (1.21), w, solves equation

0w, + Aw, + a; - Vw, + agw, + f(v,) — f(2) =0,

X 4.45
Waltn) = D Silt) (= S (). @8
k=1
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Then, by the integration by parts formula and Im w, f(w,) = 0,

£ f waPedx = Im f QW + arlwaP) - Vo + 2w, (F0m) — FOwm) - F@)pdx

4/d

4_5 .
— Im f QW VW, + alwal?) - V¢dx+0(z f wi Jz’gﬁldx]. (4.46)

J=1

In order to estimate the R.H.S. of (4.46), we note that

Im f QW VW, + ailw,*) - Vedx
2 1
<C (IwallVwal + Iwal?) @7 dx
[x—xg|>1,1<k<K

3 3 3
sc[( f |Vw,,|2dx) +( f |w,,|2dx) )( f |wn|2<pdx) , (4.47)
[x—x¢|>1,1<k<K |x—x¢|>1,1<k<K

where C > 0 is independent of n. By (2.1), (4.3) and (1.7),

‘ f WO + [V, (1) dx
[x—xg|>1,1<k<K

This yields that for a universal constant C > 0,

< CUIR.OII7, + e 1) < C(T - ). (4.48)

1

‘Im f QW Vw, + a1lw,?) - Vodx| < C(T — 1) ( f |w,,|2g0dx) : (4.49)

Moreover, for 1 < j < %, since suppp C{x:|x— x| > 1,1 <k <K},

1 1
a_i . 2 o 2
f w2t ’z’soldxé( f |wn|2¢dx) ( f |wn|2+%-2J|z|2f<pdx)
% 8 o 8 .
<C f [wil*dx ( f (1UaP*7 + IR, [*a7) |z|2fsodx)

> o N
=C f|Wn|2€0dx (fan|2+§_2’IZI2’<,0dx+Mze‘%)

1

1

2 8 . .
2 2+5-2] 21,0202 2 -4
<C flwnl @dx (IanII T, Izl S + Me T)

120+ % -2j)

which along with (2.25), (2.28), (4.1) and (4.7) yields that for a universal constant C > 0,

1
. 2
f |wi+3"zf¢|dx <C(T - I)ZK( f Iw,,lzgodx) . (4.50)
Hence, plugging (4.49) and (4.50) into (4.46) we get
d 2 K 2 %
‘Jt w,(®|"pdx| <C(T —t) w,(O"pdx| . (4.51)
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Thus, integrating (4.51) from ¢ to t,,, using (4.1) and the boundary estimate

f W, (t)Podx = f EK: S () zgadx < CMPe ™5 < CMPe ™ (4.52)
k=1
we obtain for r € [0, t,,],
f W, (OPdx < C(T — 1)**2. (4.53)
In particular, this yields that
f IR,(£)]>¢dx sc( f \U () pdx + f |w,,(t)|2<pdx) < C(T — 1)+, (4.54)

Since ¢(x) > }Ll)cl2 for |x| > 4M, by (4.1), (4.7) and (4.54),

f |XR,(1)]*dx < c( f IR, (t)*pdx + M? f IR,,(t)Izdx) < CMA(T - )*™ < C(T —t)**!, (4.55)

where C is independent of n and M. This along with (4.3) yields (4.43).
Similarly, we derive that

2
f v, (t)[*dx <C ( f xw,|*dx + IIXZIILz)

<C (flwn(t)|2¢dx + M2[Iwill7, + IIXZIIiz)

<C((T = 1 + KMP|QII}, + MX(T = 1y + |xzll7,) < CM?, (4.56)

where the last step is due to (2.28), (4.3), (4.53) and the conservation law of mass, and C is inde-
pendent of n. This yields (4.44). Therefore, the proof of Lemma 4.5 is complete. O

Proof of existence part in Theorem 1.2. Let o*, € be small enough such that (4.1) holds and ¢,
as in Lemma 4.5. Let M := 1 + max; <k |x]. By Lemma 4.5, {v,(¢.)} are uniformly bounded in X,
and thus up to a subsequence (still denoted by {n}), v,(¢.) converges weakly to some v, € X. The
weak convergence indeed can be enhanced to the strong one in the space L?, i.e.,

va(t) = v., inL* asn — co. 4.57)

This is due to the uniform integrability of {v,(z.)} implied by the uniform estimate (4.44):
2

1
sup [[va(tll2gysa) < 1 sup [[xv, (2|l 224y < — 0, as A — oo. (4.58)

n>1 n>1

Thus, the L? local well-posedness theory (see, e.g. [3]) yields a unique L?-solution v, to (1.1) on
(2., T), satisfying that v.(¢,) = v, and

1im [1v, = vellegs, s = 0, 1 € [£., 7). (4.59)
Moreover, since v, € Z, the local well-posedness result also yields v, € C([t., t]; X) for ¢ € (., T).

Next, we show that v, is the desired multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solution to (1.1).
As a matter of fact, let

(0> @055 Boks Yo O04) := Wil(T = 1), X, 0, Wi (T — 1), wi (T = 1) + )
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and Pox := (Ansk> Xngs Prk> Yk On i) be the parameters corresponding to the geometrical decompo-
sition of v,,. Then, analogous computations as in [63] and estimates (4.3)-(4.6) yield, for « > 1,

K
1U, = Sz sc; (]jii - 1] * ‘”ﬂ;k“” + }ﬁn,k — Boa| + [yux = You
4 2
+ /1"—4/10" + Onk — G0k )
Ao
<C((T -0+ (T -0*?)
<C(T - 1)2*, (4.60)
which along with (4.59) yields that
ve(®) = S0 = 2@z < lim (U0 = SOllzz + IR Dllz2) < CT = 2D (4.61)
Moreover, as in [64],
U, - S|ls <CM zK: (/l /10k ’ + Gﬁk —/1010,1( + Bn,k/l_ Bok + yn,k/l_ Yo.k
= 0,k 0,k tnk 0,k 0,k
N /lrll;ci - /1(1);7 Onik — Ook )
Aniyy Ao
<CM(T - t)2*3), (4.62)
which, via (4.43), yields that
(6 = S (@) = 2(D)lls < U5 = S Dz + IRu(D)lls < CM(T = 1)2%. (4.63)

Hence, possibly selecting a further subsequence (still denoted by {n}) and using (4.59) we obtain
vu(t) = S () — z(t) = v(t) — S(t) — z(t), weakly inZ, asn — oo,
which yields that
Ive(t) =S (1) = 20)ls < liminf v,(5) = S7(1) = 2Dl < CM(T = 1)**.
Therefore, the proof of existence part in Theorem 1.2 is complete. O

4.3. Further properties. We close this section with further properties of the constructed multi-
bubble Bourgain-Wang solutions in Theorem 1.2, which will be used in Section 5 later.

Proposition 4.6. (H 3 boundedness ) Consider the situations as in Theorem 1.2. Then,
ROl 3 < (T =072, €[t 1), (4.64)
where k := (m+ % — 1) A (v, = 2).
Proof. Set M := 1 + max,<;<x |x;|. Rewrite equation (2.67):
i0iRy + ARy, + (a1 -V + ao)R, = =1y = f(Ry) = (f(va) = f(Un + 2) = f(R)), (4.65)
where R,(t,) = 0 and 7, is given by (2.68). Applying (V)3 to both sides of (4.65) yields

i0,((V)3R,) + AAV)IR,) + (a1 - V + ap)(V)3R,)
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=[ay - V +ap, (V)3 1R, — (V)in, — (V) F(R)) — (V)3 (f(v) = f(Un+2) = f(R,)),  (4.66)

where [a; -V +ag, (V)?] is the commutator (a; - V +a)(V)? — (V)2 (a; - V +a,). Then, the Strichartz
and local smoothing estimates yield

Rull g, oty <C(In - ¥+ a0, (DR oty IR, 220
Ol s, i, KOG = W+ D= FRD, oy )
4
=: > (4.67)
=1
To estimate the R.H.S. above, by the calculus of pseudo-differential operators, (1.13) and (4.7),
1 1
J1 < ClRl 2 ) < CT = D2 Rullcqeg,iamy < C(T = 172 (4.68)
Moreover, similarly to [64, (7.8)], by the product rule, Sobolev’s embedding and (4.3),
3 4 4y
KV FRDI 320 < CIRE IR, 3 < CT = DR, 3. (4.69)
which yields that
4,q 4rd
Jo < C(T = 7520 Rl s (4.70)
Regarding J3, we use the decomposition 77, = 3.1, 7, as in (2.71) to derive that for p : ‘:2; and
any multi-index |v| < 2, by (2.72) and (4.18),
3 —2-lul+d(% 2) * k=244
16274 lur(e g1y < C Z AL Mod < Ca (T — 1y, (4.71)
=1
Moreover, by (2.73),
10mallr < C(T = 77275 Z le™ M. gl + Ce™ 77, (4.72)
<2 k=1
which along with (2.29) and (4.12) yields
K
14 d N _ 0
1002l 1re g0y SCCT = 1450 %" 3" el gl + Ce 7
<2 k=1
<Ca(T - 1)" i 5m < C(T - 1) (4.73)
Note that, because 773 contains the interactions between different blow-up profiles, by Lemma 2.5,
10°03 | Lr(es 10 < Ce™ T, (4.74)
At last, by (2.75),
K
v L gy f~ -1 — X — Q
O = A2 (@A VO +Tor Qi) ( P

k=1
which by (2.58), (2.59) and (4.12) yields that

10204l r 00y SC(T = 17257 < O(T - 1)+, (4.75)
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Hence, we conclude that
d
< _ K—2+4—2d
B < lmall s, sy < C(T = 0750, (4.76)

It remains to estimate the last term J,. We estimate

Js <CIK(f(vn) = f(Un + 2) = FRN2(14,m)

4/d
4_ - 4_ - . 4_ - i_. .
<C ) (||<x><|Un|“3 T 1 DR 2 a02) + ICHAVU + VDU + 125D R Pl 20,22
=1
4_s i-
FICU T 4 el FDITRIR 00 ) 4.77)

Note that, by (2.25) and (2.28),

1+4—j i 1 1
IO IRV N 222y < (T = l)2||(X>Z||L2||Z|| ||R||C([” Ly < €T =972,

Since |{x)VU, ||~ < CM(T — t)“‘1 and ||VU,||;~ < C(T — 0H°t, by (2.28) and (4.3),
Kx) (IVUllf7 + IVl U7 + IV 2llel ) IR l21,:02)

_ i _ded_nyl i
<C(MAT = 07 R o R iy + T = 07557 2l IR

+ (T = O8OV 2l W IR )
<C (M(T P SR (T - t)_2+zj+z+'<j +(T - t)%ﬂ(j)
<CM(T — )3,
Moreover,
||<X>|z|l+——J|VR IR 2,2y SC(T = t) <02l Lo 1,0 H1)||Z||Lm(,, LN)IIRllé([[Jn];Hl)
<C(T - t)?*’(,

The remaining terms in (4.77) only involves U, and R, and can be bounded by, as in [64],

_3 3
CM((T — 2+ (T - 1) *lIRI,,,,, LH%)).

Thus, we conclude that

Jy<CM ((T — )+ (T - t)K_%IIR,,IIC(Wn];H%)). (4.78)
Therefore, estimates (4.67), (4.68), (4.70), (4.76) and (4.78) altogether yield that
K—2+J:—1 _ k-3
Rull gty < CM (T = 072075 4 = AR ) (4.79)

which along with (4.1) yields (4.64). O

As a consequence of Proposition 4.6 and the uniform estimates (4.3)-(4.6), the asymptotic be-
havior (1.19) can be taken in the more regular space H 2. Since the proof is similar to that of [64,
Proposition 7.2], it is omitted here for simplicity.
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Corollary 4.7. Consider the situation as in Proposition 4.6 withv, > 6, m> 4 ifd =2 and m > 5

ifd = 1. Then, we have
V(@) = S (@) = 2l ;3 < C(T =272, (4.80)

where k = (m + % — 1) A (v. —2). In particular, for the blow-up solution v. constructed in Theorem
1.2, we have

3
2

Ve = S (@) =20l ;3 < CT =572, (4.81)

and the strong H' convergence holds: for anyt € (t,,T),

3
2

Ve = velleqr, gy = 0, asn — oo, (4.82)

The constructed blow-up solution v, actually admits the geometrical decomposition on the ex-
isting time interval [z,, T), namely,

K
ve(t.x) = Y A0 x;—ka")e”k 420+ R C=UWX) + 20+ R5Lx)  (4.83)
k=1

with
Ou(t,y) := Q(y)ei(ﬁk(t)-y—ﬁyk(t)lylz)’ (4.84)

the parameters P := {1, a, 3,7y, 0} are C' functions and the following orthogonality conditions hold
onlt, T): forl <k <K,

Re f (x — a)UyRdx = 0, Re f |x — P URdx = 0,
(4.85)
Im f VURdx =0, Im f AURdx =0, Im f oxRdx = 0.

This fact is mainly due to the uniform estimate (4.18) of modulation equation, which ensures the
equicontinuity of geometrical parameters {#,} on every [t.,,], n > 1, and thus permits to take the
limit procedure via the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. We refer to [64] for more details.

Hence, taking the limit n — oo in the uniform estimates (4.3)-(4.6) and (4.64) we get the follow-
ing estimates on [z, T): for 1 <k < K,

IRz < (T =0 ROl < (T =0 RO, 3 < (T =17, (4.86)
(®) = wiT = Dl + |y() = wi(T = D] < (T = 1), (4.87)
() = xil + Br(0)] < (T = 1)%*2, (4.88)
16:(t) = Wi (T = + 9l < (T = )2, (4.89)

As a consequence, for any ¢ € [t,, T), A, Yx, P are comparable to T — ¢:
40, (@), P() = T — 1, (4.90)

and

Mod(t) < Ca*(T — £y, 4.91)
10912 < Ca*(T =ty M, te[1,,T), Jv| < 2. (4.92)

where C > 0 is a universal constant independent of &, @ and ¢.
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5. CONDITIONAL UNIQUENESS OF MULTI-BUBBLE BOURGAIN-WANG SOLUTIONS

5.1. Control of the difference. In this subsection we assume Hypothesis (H1) with m > 10,
v, > 12. Set k := (m+ £ — 1) A (v, — 2). Note that, k > 9 + £.

Let v. be the constructed multi-bubble Bourgain-Wang solution in Theorem 1.2, with the corre-
sponding parameters £ = (4, @, 3,7, 8). Let v be any blow-up solution to (1.1) satisfying

K K
Iv(®) - Z Sk() = zOllz2 + (T = Dllv(r) - Z Sit) = 2Ol < CT =0**, te[t,T), (5.1)
k=1 k=1
where £ is any positive constant close to 0. Set

K
w::v—vC:Zwk, wi = wd, 1 <k <K, 5.2)
k=1
where {®,} are given by (2.63). Define the renormalized variable ¢, by

Wit x) = ) ber, 22Dy ao <<k (5.3)
A (1)

Note that, ¢ is different from &, defined in (2.65). Similarly to (2.11), set

D(2) := w®ll2 + (T = DIVw()ll 2, (5.4)
Then, by (4.86) and (5.1),
IRONl2 < (T = O IR@| < (T = 1), IROI,; < (T - N withk > 9, (5.5)
D(t) < C(T - ™, (5.6)
and

Iw@llt, < C(T - ™ G-Dpr. (5.7)

Moreover, by equations (1.1) and (5.6), w satisfies the equation
{iatw +Aw+a;-Vw+agw + f(ve +w) = f(v.) =0, te(t.,T),

Lim [[w(®)llzn = 0. (5.8)
t—

The crucial ingredient in the uniqueness proof is the following Lyapunov type functional, which
is similar to the generalized energy . in (3.55),

— 1 1 1
f::if|Vw|2dx+§kZ=;/l—ifIwIzd)kdx—RefF(vc+w)—F(vC)—f(vc)de

K
Yk X — _
PANNAE ( \Y - Vi ®Ddx. 5.9
;%@ﬂm(&)wkx (5.9)
Lemma 5.1. There exist Cy,C,, C3 > 0 such that fort € [t.,T),
K
_ S cal — _
CUT =D = Cy ) = < 7 < GAT =)D (5.10)
k=1 k

where
Scali(t) = (€1, 0 + (€1, yO) + (€1, Y Q) + (&2, VO)* + (&2, AQY + (&2, 0)°,  (5.11)

and €1, €., are the real and imaginary parts of €, respectively.
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Proof. We first show that, the constructed blow-up solution v, in (5.9) can be replaced by the
blow-up profile U given by (4.83), up to the error O(T - t)"'D?), i.e.,

Re f F(ve +w) = F(v,) = f(v)wdx =Re f F(U +w) - F(U) - f(U)wdx
+o((T-1'D?). (5.12)
To this end, we note that
F"(ve, w) - WP = F(U,w) - w?] < C(IU1" 4wl + 237" + R [z + Rlwl. (5.13)
By (2.29), (4.86) and (5.6),

fIUI Nz + Rlwldx < C(T = 1) Z lle™ e gll Wi, + C(T = 2GRl 2liwl, + Ce™ T [Iwl,
k=1

< C(a*(T —"EID? 4 (T — 1D + e—r——rDz)
= o((T - z)—lﬁz). (5.14)
Moreover, by (2.25), (4.86) and (5.6),

-1 4.1 4.1 2
f(IWId + 12177 + [R|77)lz + Rl|w| dX<C(||Z”L"°||W|| d+||R||L2||W|| ‘f+||z||Lm||w||

4 4 4
+ IIZIIZN ||R||H1||W||12ql + |lzllz=lIRIl,, IIWIIi,l + IIRII;NIIWIIﬁ,l)
—0 ((T - z)—lﬁz). (5.15)

Hence, (5.12) follows from (5.14) and (5.15), as claimed.
Next, for the R.H.S. of (5.12), note that,

Re(F(U +w) — F(U) - f(U)w) :%(1 + §)|U|%|w|2 + $|U|%—2Re<U2w2)

+O((UIT" + wl*HwP). (5.16)

The error term above can be bounded by, via (5.6),
f(|U|--1 + w7 D wPdx gc((T — 0w, + ||w||2+d) <C(T -1y D (5.17)
Moreover, for the Morawetz type functional in (5.9),

‘2 Lt f (Vm(

Thus, we conclude from (5. 12), (5.16)-(5.18) that

< CA|W|I2|IVwll2 < CA(T - )" D). (5.18)

) Vww®,dx

— 1 Sl 2 2 ~
7 = Re f VWP + > — WPy = (1+ I = Z|UJT2 0% dx + OA(T = 1)7' D).
2 — d d
(5.19)

Now, on one hand, by Holder’s inequality, (5.19) and (5.4),
7] < C (Il + (T = 2wl + (T = 7' D?) < CA(T — 2D, (5.20)

which yields the second inequality in (5.10).
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On the other hand, the first inequality in (5.10) mainly follows from the coercivity type estimate
below, which is similar to (4.26) mainly due to the local coercivity of linearized operators,

K
I > C(T - 1)2D? - G, |A(T - 1)"'D? + Z A28 caly + e 7D .
k=1

Hence, for ¢ close to T such that C, (A(T —1)+eT- t) < =(C,, it leads to

1
2
T > = Cl(T - 1D - sz/l S caly.

k=1
This verifies the first inequality in (5.10). Therefore, the proof is complete. O
The following monotonicity property of .# is crucial in the derivation of uniqueness.

Theorem 5.2. (Monotonicity of i} There exist Cy,C, > 0 such that for A large enough and t close
toT,

d7
— cl f (— |V + —|wk| Ye~ T dx — C,AE, (5.21)
where
— D? D? K Scali(t)
s = . 5.22
T T (1) -2

k=1

Remark 5.3. Comparing with the error &, in (3.57), we see that g, in (5.22) only contains the
orders of D higher than one. This fact is important in the derivation of uniqueness.

Proof. Using equation (5.8) we compute
K - K

ds P 1 , .
— = ;} ﬂ—’;lm f Wl Dedx — ; MU0 w0~ Re(f" (v ) w2, v
A K1
77 2
- Z /l—]%Im(WV(Dk, Vw) - ; I e ) )
K
1
— Im{Aw — Z ka + fve +w) — f(ve),ar - Vw + agw)
k=1 "k
K Vi — Y, X—a s 0% X—a
kVk — Y%)Vk - g k - g
- 2 I V) + ; FIm(d, (Va5 - V)

Yk

0 P a2 - (T + Twdy), w)

+ Z Im(2% o £ Aa ="y +

(5.23)

M\o

=1
In order to reduce the analysiggf (123) to the prgious case in (3.59) and (3.91), we show that the
reference solution v, in .5, .4, 3, .Z;5, %6 and .#, ¢ can be replaced by U + z, up to the acceptable
error (T — 1)"2D?.
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(i) Estimate of .7,5. By (6.14),

K
— |
L@+ZEMWW+AMM>
k=1 "k

IA

K
1
c;Ifmmﬂwﬂﬂwﬂmwa

444 _ 41 _ 4
<C\(T-1 4+21||R||L2||W||i4 + (T =072 li2llf IRl 2lwllys + (T — 1) 2IIR’III‘QIIIWIIiz;)-
Then, by (2.25), (4.86) and (5.7),

K
p— 1 ‘ B
’ft’z + ) I+ 2) wow| SC((T =0+ (T = 7 42) D?
=1 "k
<C(T = 1y*D*. (5.24)
(if) Estimate of % By the decomposition (4.83),
Re(f” (ve, w) - w?, 0vc) = Re(f”'(ve, w) - w”, (U + 2)) + Re(f”'(ve, w) - w?, ,R).

Let us treat the two terms on the R.H.S. above separately.
First by (6.15),

IRe(f"'(ve, w) - w?,8,(U + 2)) = Re(f"(U + z,w) - w?, 8,(U + 2))|

<CO(U + 2l f (10172 + 121772 + IR772 + 1wl 772) IR|wldLx. (5.25)

Since by (2.29) and (3.66), ||0,(U + z)|l;~ < C(T — t)">"2. Then, by (4.86) and (5.6), the R.H.S.
above can be bounded by, up to a universal constant,

_n_d - i_z 4
(T—nZ{QT—oﬂﬁwmg)mmmm +mwmwn+mmmwa

m_

<(T -1)3D* < (T - 2D (5.26)
Next we show that
Re(f” (ve, w) - w?, 8,R) = O((T — 1)2D?). (5.27)
To this end, by equation (2.67),
IRe( " (v, w) - w?, O:R)| = [Im(f”" (ve, w) - w?, AR + f(ve) = f(U +2) + (a - V + ap)R + ).
Note that, by (4.64),
(M f” (ve, w) - w?, AR <CIIRIL 3 11f" e, w) - |y < O = U7y w) - w2l (5.28)
Then, by (2.25), (4.83), (4.86), (5.6) and || U(®)||;n < C(T — 1),

1+—

1+5—j i
F" e w) - w2l g CZandn|@

H?2

l+

1
<C2MWM1 T Nl + IR I,
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1+4
<C Y (T =iy WP C 0D 2 < OT = Wi, (5.29)
j=2

Plugging this into (5.28) and using « > 5 we obtain
I( " (ve, w) - W2, AR < C(T — 0/ |Iwl%, < C(T — 1)2D(t). (5.30)
Moreover, since by (6.16),
F" e w) - W] <CQUIT™" + 1207+ [RIT + wl7~wp
<C((T =075 + R + w7 ) Iwl?, (5.31)
and
() = f(U +2) < CQUI7 + |RI7 + R DIR| < C((T =07 + |R|7) IRI, (5.32)
taking into account (2.25), (4.86) and (5.6) we get

IS (e W) - W f0) = (U +2) + (ay -V + ao)R>’

sCf((T — 0725 R+ w4 WP ((T = 7RI+ IRI™E + [VR| + |R|) dx

4
1+3

—2+4 i1 i1 2 -2
<C(( = o7 4 IRIE + Il )l (= 0720R1: + RIS -+ 1Rl
<C(T - ¥ 1D < C(T - 1) 2D (5.33)
Furthermore, by (4.92) and (5.31),
I f” (ve, w) - w2, ) <C(T — 1)+ [l 2wl
<C(T -ty |wll>,
<C(T - 2D (5.34)

Thus, estimates (5.30), (5.33) and (5.34) together yield (5.27), as claimed.
Therefore, we conclude from (5.25), (5.26) and (5.27) that

3 =Re(f"(U + 2,w) - w,8,U +2)) + O((T - 1)°D?). (5.35)

(iti) Estimate of%. By (5.5), (5.6) and (6.15),

K
P 1
’f,,s + § ?Img‘”(U +Z,w) - whwy)

k=1 "k
<C(T - 1) f (101772 + 121772 + [RIT2 + w7 72) IRlIwPdx

<C(T = ™ |IRll IWll},, < C(T = D",
This yields that

K
— 1 -
Ts==> (U, w) whwe) +O((T - 2D?). (5.36)

j=1 "k
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(iv) Estimate of 7. Since by (6.7),
lfe+w) = fvo) = (f(U+z+w) = f(U +2))
=f'e,w) - w = f'(U+z,w)
<CUIT" + 277 + IRIT + [wl T )IRIIwl, (5.37)
we infer from (4.86) that
Im{(f(ve +w) — f(v)) = (f(U+z+w)— f(U +2)),a, - Vw + apw)

_ded_q 2
<C(T = 072 VIRl 1wl

<C(T - D%
This yields that
K
— 1 —
F6 = —Im(Aw — Z Wt fU+z+w)— f(U+2),a1-Iw+agw) + O(T — 1)7°D?). (5.38)
k=1 Tk

(v) Estimate of .%,4. By equation (5.8),

K
Y
= ; 2/12 Y a( /lk )Wk 2;}{ )(A( ) (Vg + V),
iAW + i(a; - Vw + agw) + i(f(ve + w) — f(w))). 5.39)

Note that, unlike in (2.67), we have = 0 here.
Then, in view of (5.37) we see that

(— AaC—Tw + LTy (C22E) - (T + VW), i(f (e + w) = )

Ag 2

ERLIN Ty
<2/12 A( )Wk+2/l A( 1

) - (Vi + VD), i(f(U + 2+ w) — f(U +2)))
<CA f (@ =07 1wl + 1Vwl) (U177 + 127"+ Iwla™" + [RI7) IRIIwldx

<CA(T - 1) 4RIl < CACT - 1) 2D,
This yields that

1 +—V - (Vw + Vw®y),
Z m<m2 T 5 V() (T Ty

iAW +i(f(U + 2+ w) = f(U +2) +i(a; - V+a))wy + O(AT = °D?).  (5.40)

Now, the reference solution v, in (5.23) has been replaced by U +z up to the order O((T — t)‘252).
Note that, by (4.86)-(4.89) and (5.6), the conditions in Theorem 3.5 are verified. Hence, arguing as
in the proof of Theorem 3.5 with w replacing R and using (5.6) we obtain (5.21).

As mentioned below (5.39), because for the difference w we have = 0, the errors involving M,
and the linear terms of D in (3.57) do not appear here, only the higher order terms of D remain.

Therefore, the proof is complete. O

As a consequence of Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2 we have
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Corollary 5.4. Fort close to T, set

— D*(s)
N(t) := su . 5.41
0= 2 T G4D
Then, there exists C > 0 such that
K T K 7
— Scal Scal N
Noy<c|Y sup 28 f 2 A ). (5.42)
o] 1<s<T /lk(S) - /lk(S) T—s

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2, fort <7< T,

"2
D) < f(t)+CzZ S cal (1)

T2 T £ ()
~ & Scali(ty  (TdI
=40 +C - f —(s)ds
2; 20 J
D() Sealy(t) T DXs) 5 Scal(s)  D(s)
=4 ((T —7p kZ Lo J, @-s” ; Lis) T - ds)’
which yields that

D2(s) K Scalk(s) Scalk(s) N(s)
STy = (N(f) "2 Ty + N0 +ft L T sds)'

Since by (5.6), NH > 0asi—>T, taking 7 — T and ¢ close to T we obtain (5.42). O

5.2. Control of the null space. In this subsection we derive the control of scalar S cal;. The main
result is formulated in Theorem 5.8 below. The arguments follow the lines in the proof of [64,
Theorem 7.7], mainly based on algebraic identities. For the reader’s convenience, let us sketch the
main arguments below.

For every 1 < k < K, define the renormalized variables ¢; and ¢, by

a’k(t)) i ()

(1)

Note that, the renormalized variable ¢, is different from the previous one ¢ in (5.3).
We use (6.8) to expand

w(t, x) = (1) ¥au(t, = . With 2 (t,y) = ex(t, y)e PO amObP) (5.43)

FOe+w) = f0) = D f W + = f W + [ (Ve w) - W (5.44)
Then, using (6.8) again to further expand 9, f(v.) and d; f(v.) around the profile U we get
Jetw) = fve) = f/(U)-w+ Gy, (5.45)
where
G = w(0.f) (U,z+R) - (2 + R) + W(02f) (U, 2+ R) - 2+ R) + "' (ve, w) - w?. (5.46)

Decompose f’(U) - w into three parts

FW)-w=fU)-w+ Y fU)-w+IfU)-w- Zf(Uz) W]

I#k

= f'(Ux) - w+ Ga + G, (5.47)
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and set
Gy :=a; - Vw + agw, (5.48)
where ay, ay are given by (1.2) and (1.3), respectively.
Thus, by (5.45), (5.47) and (5.48), equation (5.8) can be reformulated:
4
0w+ Aw + /(U -w = — Z Gi. (5.49)
=1

Plugging (5.43) into (5.49) and using algebraic computations one has the equation of ¢; below.

Lemma 5.5. Forevery 1 < k < K, e, satisfies the equation

204 2 . -
idhex + Aey = e+ (1+ 2)0ie, + = 0igg = = ) Hy+ OOV [l + 0)IVa)Mody), - (5.50)
=1

where
Hi(t,y) = L e e GG (1 Ay +ap), 1<1<4. (5.51)
The error terms {7} in (5.51) can be controlled by Lemma 5.6 below.

Lemma 5.6. Let K belong to the generalized kernels of the linearized operator L given by (6.1)
below, i.e., K € {Q,y0,y*0,VQ, AQ, p}. Then, there exist C,6 > 0 such that

f HL @ WIK Oy < CT = 1Yo, (5.52)
f (Fot, )] + st YDIK Iy < Ce~ Pl (5.53)
f Hy(t, WKO)dy| < CT = 07wz, (5.54)

where v, is the flatness index of the spatial functions {¢;} in Hypothesis (H1).

Proof. Estimates (5.53) and (5.54) were proved in [64, (7,95), (7.96)], hence we mainly focus
on the estimate (5.52).
Define the renormalized variable &g, by

X — a

R(t,x) = X epult, == et (5.55)

By (5.51),

Oy g, (5.56)
A

f|7'[1(f, WKy < C(T - 1>~ f|G1(t, 0K(
Since K(y) < Ce" and by (5.46),
Gil < C(IU1T" + 2+ R lz + Rilwl + C (JUI + Jz + RIZ™ + [w]a™") [wf?,
taking into account Lemma 2.5 we derive

f [H (5, DIK )y <C f e—5'>"((e‘6'>"+|sz,k|%-1 +leral ™) ez + eralled

(e feoslt™" + lerald™ + [eld") ré‘kﬁ)dy +Ce™1. (5.57)
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Then, by (2.25), (2.29), (4.86) and (5.6), the R.H.S. can be bounded by, up to a universal constant,

4_
-1

4
—5ly —5 5-1
(lle Ve il + llergllzz + lle™ el I lleox + 8R,k||L2) llexllz + lleralls, lleox + erllm lfexlla

.y 4_q 2 41 2 441 0
+ (1 + lle™e il 4 lelewlly> + llerall?y ez, + lelll, + e 7=
d ~ d_NnNT T 41y <4 5
< (a*(T — )" (T - z)K“)D +(T -0)@ YD+ D> +(T - 1)@ ID? + Dat!l 4 ¢77=
<(T - **¢D.

This yields (5.52) and finishes the proof. O
Applying Lemmas 5.5 and 5.6 and using algebraic identities in (6.3) one has the following ODE
system of the renormalized variable e, along the six directions in the null space.

Proposition 5.7. Let e, be as in (5.43) and e, := Reey, e, := Imey, Then, for every 1 <k <K,

%@k,l, 0) = O(T - 1" VN, (5.58)
%@k,z, AQ) = 22 Xe1, Q) + O(T - 1P VN), (5.59)
e bPQ) = ~4es0, AQ) + OUT — 11 V), (5.60)
%(%2,/0) = 3 e, DPQ) + O(T - 1)** ‘/ﬁ), (5.61)
%@k,z, VO) = O(T - 1* VN), (5.62)
%<ek,1,yQ> = 20 e, VO) + OT — P VW), (5.63)

Proof. By (5.50),

d 2 . 2 !
zt(ek,l,Q) :—ﬂ;ZIme((Aek—ek+(1 + 2)Qzek+ EQﬁe_k)+27-{,)dy

=1

+ O(A;ZModk f Oy lexl + <y>|VEk|)dy) : (5.64)
Note that, by the definition of L_ and the identity L_Q = 0 in (6.3),
2 2
Im f Q(Aek — e+ (1 + 2)Qi‘vek + 2Qi‘-ze—k) dy = —Im f OL_ey»dy = —-Im f L_Qeyady = 0.

Moreover, since D < C(T -1 \/ﬁ , by Lemma 5.6,

f OHdy

It also follows from (4.91) that for x > 4,

12Mod; [ Q(0FEl+ 0)IVEL) dy <Ci*ModD

P < CAXT - "D < C(T - n*** VN.

<Ca’ (T - 1 YN < Ca (T - ** VN,

Hence, (5.58) follows from the above estimates. The proof of (5.59)-(5.63) is similar, see also
the proof of [64, Proposition 7.12]. O
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As a consequence, we have the control of scalar S cal;, below. The proof is similar to that of [64,
Theorem 7.7] and hence is omitted here.

Theorem 5.8. (Control of S caly) There exists C > 0 such that for t closeto T and 1 < k < K,
Scal,(t) < C(T — **N(). (5.65)

5.3. Proof of conditional uniqueness. We are now in position to prove the conditional uniqueness
part in Theorem 1.2.

Let £ be a sufficiently small constant to be specified later and let ¢ close to T such that (4.1)
holds. By Corollary 5.4, for any ¢ € [t,,T),

K

K T —_
No<C ) sup Scalds) | ¢, f [Z Scalds) | NG ]ds, (5.66)

L2052 (s) LT D) T-s

which along with Theorem 5.8 yields that for some ¢ > 0,

;o=
~ ~ N
N(t) < Co(T — t)*N(t) + Czsf T (8) ds, (5.67)
; -s
where C, is independent of £ and ¢. Then, taking ¢ even closer to T such that Co(T — t)¢ < % we
obtain the Gronwall type inequality
;=
~ N
N(1) < 2Cse f ) s, (5.68)
; -s
Moreover, by (5.6) and (5.41),
N(@) < C3(T - 1)°*, (5.69)
where C;(> 1) is independent of & and ¢.
We claim that for any ¢ close to T and for any [ > 1,
— 2C,Cse .
N() < T — ). 5.70
(0 ( 6+ ¢ ) (T -1 (5.70)
To this end, plugging (5.69) into the Gronwall type inequality (5.68) we get
T
— 2C,C
N(t) < 2Czsf C3(T — 5)°*ds < ( 62+ 28) (T — D, (5.71)
t

which verifies (5.70) at the preliminary step [ = 1. Moreover, plugging (5.70) into (5.68) we derive
that (5.70) is still valid with / + 1 replacing . Thus, the induction arguments lead to (5.70).

Therefore, take & small enough such that %C;s < 1. Then, it follows from (5.70) that

C2C38

1
N(@) < }Lg(z 617 ) (T — 1) =0, (5.72)

which yields N(r) = 0 for 7 close to T, and so w = 0. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is complete. O

6. APPENDIX

This Appendix mainly contains preliminaries of linearized operators around the ground state,
the expansion of the nonlinearity and the proof of Theorem 2.2.
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Coercivity of the linearized operators. Let L = (L,,L_) be the linearized operator around the
ground state, defined by

4
L, := —A+I—(1+3)Q%, L_ = _A+I_Q%' (61)

The generalized null space of operator L is spanned by {Q, x0, |x|*Q,VQ, AQ, p}, where A :=
%’Id + x -V, and p is the unique H' spherically symmetric solution to the equation

L.p = -0, (6.2)
which satisfies the exponential decay property (see, e.g., [40, 47]), i.e., for some C, 6 > 0,
()] + [Vp(x)| < Ce™M.
Moreover, it holds that (see, e.g., [68, (B.1), (B.10), (B.15)])
L,VQ =0, L,AQ =-20, L.p= -0,
L.Q=0, L.xQ=-2VQ, L |x*Q = -4AQ.

Lemma 6.1 below contains the key localized coercivity of the linearized operator.

(6.3)

Lemma 6.1. (Localized coercivity [64, Corollary 3.4]) Let ¢ be a positive smooth radial function
on RY, such that ¢(x) = 1 for |x| < 1, ¢p(x) = e ™ for|x| > 2,0 < ¢ < 1, and ’%’ < C for some

C > 0. Set ps(x) = ¢ (f) A > 0. Then, for A large enough we have

4 4 4
f (P +19fPas — (1 + )0 7~ 03 fdx = €, f (VIP +1fP)adx — CaScal(f),  (6.4)

where C1,Cy > 0, f1, f> are the real and imaginary parts of f, respectively, and S cal(f) denotes
the scalar products along the unstable directions in the null space

Scal(f) = (fi, O + {(fi, xQ)* + {fi, AP Q)* + (£, VO’ + (o, AQ) + (fr,p)’,  (6.5)

Expansion of the nonlinearity. Let us recall the expansion that for any continuous differentiable
function g : C — C and for any v, w € C, (see, e.g., [38, (3.10)])

gv+w)=gv) +g'(v,w)-w (6.6)
with

1 1
gw,w)-w ::wf 0.g(v + swyds + Wf O0-g(v + sw)ds, 6.7)
0 0

where z = x + iy € C, d,g and 0:g are the usual complex derivatives d,g = %(Gxg —i0,8), 0z =
%(axg + id,g), respectively. Moreover, if d,g and 0:g are also continuously differentiable, we may
expand g up to the second order

g +w) =gV + g () - w+g"(v,w) - w, (6.8)
where

g'Ww) - w:=0.gv)w+ 0:g(v)w,

1 1 1 |
g v, w) - w = w? f tf 9..8(v + stw)dsdt + 2|w|* f tf 0zg(v + stw)dsdt
0o Jo 0o Jo

1 1
+ W f t f dzg(v + stw)dsdt, (6.9)
0 0
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In particular, for f(z) := Izlgz withd = 1,2, z € C, one has

fo+w)=fW)+f W) -R+f"'(v)- w>+0

=3

1+4
> |v|“3’|w|’], (6.10)

where

FO)-w =0, f0)w + d-fmw = (1 + %)M%w + %M%—%ZW, 6.11)

F10) W =50 f O + DI + 30O

1 2 2 2 12
== (1 + E)|v|%-25w2 +(1+ 2)|v|%—2v|w|2 (5= D, (6.12)
The following estimates are also useful:
1f 1) = FW| < Cwil7 + [valDlvy = val, (6.13)
00w = /() - wl < Cvi|" + vald™Hlvy = vallwl, (6.14)
7 w) - w2 = 7 (e w) - W] < Cv 772 + ) 772 + Wl T2 vy = vallwl, (6.15)
(v w) - WPl < C™" + ]~ wi. (6.16)

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We adapt the arguments as in [63, 64].
(i) Reformulation of the equation of remainder. By (2.1) and (6.8),

fM=fU+2+f(U+2)-R+f'(U+2zR) R (6.17)
Plugging this into (2.67) leads to the equation of R:

K 5
2 2 _
iR+ ) (ARk + (14 WU R + Z|UT > UFR, + i0,Uy + AU + |Uk|3Uk) == > H, (6.18)
=1

k=1
where H|, H, contain the interactions between different blow-up profiles U; and U}, j # [,

K
Hy=f'(U) R~ f'(U) R, (6.19)
k=1

K
Hy :=f(U) = ) f(U, (6.20)

k=1

the terms H3, H, contain the regular flow z, i.e.,

Hy:=f'(U+2)-R~f'(U)-R+ f"(U+2zR)-R, (6.21)
Hy:=f(U+2) - f(U) - f(2), (6.22)

and the lower order perturbations are contained in Hs:

K
Hs = ) (@ V(Ui + R) +ao(Us +Ri). (6.23)
=1
where ay, a( are the coefficients of lower order perturbations given by (1.2) and (1.3), respectively.
(it) Estimate of Modulation equations. Let us take the modulation equation A2y, + 7 to illustrate
the main arguments below. As R(T,) = 0, we may take ¢* close to T such that ||R||cqs 7.).m1) < 1.
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Taking the inner product of (6.18) with AU and then taking the real part we get
—Im(d,R, AU.) + Re(AR; + (1 + 3)|Uk|%Rk + §|Uk|%—2U§1Tk, AU
+ Re(i0,Uy + AU + Uyl Uy, AUy

2 I
= —Re() (AR; + (1 + DIUSIR; + U 12 USR,). AU

j#k
y 5

—Re( ) (i0,U; + AU; + U 17U ), AcUs = " Re(H), AgUs). (6.24)
j#k =1

First for the L.H.S. of (6.18), we have (see the proof of [64, (4.38)], [11, (6.43)])

1
A; x (L.H.S. of (6.24)) = - Z||yQ||§(A,§y'k +v7) + M,
+O((P + IRll2 + € ™)Mod + P*|Rll2 + |RIE, + €77) . (6.25)

Next we show that the R.H.S. of (6.24) contribute acceptable orders. This is mainly due to the
exponentially small interactions between different blow-up profiles and to the flatness of both the
regular profile z and lower order coeflicients ay, a, at the singularities.

To be precise, in view of Lemma 2.5 and (2.13), we have that for some ¢ > 0,

2 2 —
‘<Z (ARj + (L4 DIUR; + 2|U,~|%-2U]2.Rj) + H), AUR)| < CA2e TR 2, (6.26)

j#k

‘<Z (i0,U; + AU, +|U}7U}) + Hy, AU < C%e™ 75 (1 + Mod), (6.27)

j#k

For the third term H3, by (6.14) and Lemma 2.5,

Re(f(U+2)-R— f'(U) - R, AcUy)

SC( f (U + 2T IRIAUldx + e—)

+1)

—5G+D 25 b a1y —ab -
<C(4, A lle™ e illr=lIRllzz + llzllfe lle™ e ll= IRz + €777
<C (22N M gllD + e777). (6.28)
Moreover, by (6.16) and (2.61),

41

Kf"(U +2.R) - % AU <C f (101" + f2f?

41

+ IR IRPIALUyldx

<C (ACIRIE, + A3 Necall e ealloIRIE, + 4RI +.¢75)
<C(42D* + 7). (6.29)
Hence, we conclude from (6.28) and (6.29) that
Re(Hs, AUs) = O (4 le e illp=D + 42D + &775). (6.30)
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We also see that
4/d

Re(Ha, AU < C ) f U712 AU ldx < CAZlle™ el (6.31)
j=1

Regarding the Hs term on the R.H.S. of (6.24), by Lemma 2.5, the change of variables and
integrating by parts formula,

RC<H5, AkUk> :Re</l];151,k . V(Qk + Sk) +50,k(Qk + gk), AQk> + O(e—%)
= — A 'Re(divai (Qx + 1), AQw) — A 'Re( Qs + &x, @i - VIAQY)

+ Re(@o(Ok + &), AQy) + O(e ™) (6.32)
where a; ; and a are defined as in Lemma 2.8. Then, applying Lemma 2.8 we obtain
[Re(Hs, AcUp)| < C (42P"* + e777). (6.33)
Hence, it follows from estimates (6.26), (6.27), (6.30), (6.31) and (6.33) that
RH.S. of (6.24) <CA* (€777 Mod + D + [le™ e glly + P! + 777). (6.34)

Now, combining (6.25) and (6.34) together we conclude that for each 1 < k < K,

2y + ) sc((P + IRl + e ™)Mod + |My| + P2D + D?

T lle Mg gl + PUH 4 e_) (6.35)

Similar arguments apply to the remaining four modulation equations |y — 28, | + Yil,
|28 + Bryil and |226, — 1 — |B«/*|, by taking the inner products of equation (6.18) with i(x — a) Uy,
ilx — ax[*Uy, VUy, oy, respectively, and then taking the real parts. This leads to

Mody(t) gC((P + IRl + ¢ ™ )Mod + My| + PD + D + |le el + P**' + e—r%). (6.36)
Therefore, taking ¢* even closer to T such that

(1+ OP@) + [IROlleqe ) + € 7)<

N =

and then summing over k and using (2.29) we obtain (2.9).
(iii) Improved estimate of A; Ay + ;. Taking the inner product of equation (6.18) with |x — oy |* Uy,
then taking the imaginary part and arguing as in the proof of (6.34) we have that, similarly to (6.24),

2 2 _
Re(d,R, |x — a;PUry + Im(AR, + (1 + 3)|Uk|3Rk + 5|Uk|%‘2U,3Rk, x — P Uy

+Im(i0, Uy + AU + Ui Uy, |x — aiPUL)
=0 (D? +|le e gl + P + e775). (6.37)

Note that, the bound on the R.H.S. above equals to (6.34) multiplied by A2, which essentially relies
on the exponential decay of ground state. We also used the fact that, by (2.9), Mod = O(1), and
thus e~ 75 Mod = O(e™75).

Regarding the L.H.S. of (6.37), by the orthogonality condition (2.5), (2.13) and Lemma 2.5,

Re(O,R, |x — ;| Uy) = 26 - Re(R, (x — ap)Uy) — Re(R, |x — ay[*0,Uy)
= —Re(Ry, |x — ail*8,U,) + O(e |||l 2). (6.38)
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Then, using (2.3), (2.13), (2.65) and the algebraic identity
AQx — Qi +10470x = |8 — %Y|2Qk — YiNQk + 2iB - VO (6.39)
we get
~Re(Ry, |x — ail8,Ux) = — Imey, [y (AQ + 10417 01)) + O(Modlled )
= — Im(e, [y Qr) — viReer, YPAQL) + 2B - Re(ey, [PV Q)
+0((Mod + P)D),
By the integration by parts formula and the almost orthogonality (2.66),
— vRe(e, VP AQi) + 2B:Re(er, YV O
=yiRe(Aer, VP Or) — 2B:Re(Vey, [y Or) + O(e T |IRI|2). (6.40)
Thus, we obtain

Re(O,R, |x — i P Uyy = — Im(ey, [y Ox) + viRe(Asy, Y17 Ox) — 2Bx - Re(Vey, [y Ok)

+0((Mod + P* + e-r%)D) . (6.41)
Furthermore, using (2.13), the identities
1 )
AQ; = (AQ By - zmyF)Q) i, (6.42)
1 .
VO, = (VQ +i(B - zny)Q) e, (6.43)

and (AQ, [y Q) = —|lyQIl?, we compute
Im(id, Uy + AU + (U3 Uy, Ix — aiPUD = (g + YollyQll7.. (6.44)
Therefore, plugging (6.41) and (6.44) into (6.37) and using the change of variables, the bound
M| < CD and (2.9) we obtain the equation for the renormalized variable g, below
2 4 2 4,
Im(Aey e+ (1+ IQulex + 104 > 0F Iy Qu)
+ viRe(Aer, Y Ox) — 2Bk - Re(Ver, yI* Qi) + (Adi + vollyOll7
=O(P*D + D* + |le™ e, |~ + P*' + & 7). (6.45)

Writing the L.H.S. of (6.45) in terms of real and imaginary parts we see that the first three terms
are exactly the first line of [63, (4.27)] and hence are of order O(P?||R||;2), due to [63, (4.28)]. This
yields that

L.H.S. of (6.45) = (LA + ¥OlIyQll2> + O(P*D). (6.46)
Therefore, plugging this into (6.45) and using (2.29) we obtain the desired estimate (2.12). O
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