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ON BLOWUP FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL QUADRATIC WAVE EQUATION

ELEK CSOBO, IRFAN GLOGIC AND BIRGIT SCHORKHUBER

We study singularity formation for the quadratic wave equation in the energy supercritical case, i.e.,
for d > 7. We find in closed form a new, nontrivial, radial, self-similar blow-up solution u* which
exists for all d > 7. For d = 9, we study the stability of u* without any symmetry assumptions on the
initial data and show that there is a family of perturbations which lead to blowup via u*. In similarity
coordinates, this family represents a codimension-1 Lipschitz manifold modulo translation symmetries.
The stability analysis relies on delicate spectral analysis for a non-self-adjoint operator. In addition,
ind =7 and d = 9, we prove nonradial stability of the well-known ODE blow-up solution. Also, for
the first time we establish persistence of regularity for the wave equation in similarity coordinates.
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1. Introduction
In this paper, we are concerned with the quadratic wave equation
(02 — Ax)u(t, x) = u(t, x)?, (1-1)

where (7, x) € I x R?, for some interval / C R containing zero.

It is well known that in all space dimensions (1-1) admits solutions that blow up in finite time, starting
from smooth and compactly supported initial data. This follows from a classical result by Levine [1974],
which provides an open set of such initial data. However, Levine’s argument is indirect, and therefore
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does not give insight into the blow-up profile. A more concrete example can be produced using the

well-known ODE solution 6

ODE
t , T>0. 1-2
9= G (1-2)
By truncating the initial data (uODE(O, -), 0 tuODE (0,-)) outside a ball of radius larger than 7" and using
finite speed of propagation, one constructs smooth and compactly supported initial data that lead to
blowup at # = 7'. What is more, invariance of (1-1) under the rescaling

u(t,x)»—)uk(t,x):=/\_2u(%,;), A >0, (1-3)

allows one to look for self-similar blow-up solutions of the form

) = 0 (75)

Note that (1-2) is a self-similar solution with trivial profile ¢ = 6. We note that the rescaling (1-3)
leaves invariant the energy norm H ! (R%) x L2(R%) of (u(t,-), d,u(t,-)) precisely when d = 6, in which

case (1-1) is referred to as energy critical. In this case, it can be easily shown that in addition to (1-2) no
other radial and smooth self-similar solutions to (1-1) exist; see [Kavian and Weissler 1990]. However,
in the energy supercritical case, i.e., for d > 7, numerics [Kycia 2011] indicate that in addition to (1-2)
there are nontrivial, radial, globally defined, smooth, and decaying similarity profiles. In fact, for d =7,
there are infinitely many of them, all of which are positive, as proven by Dai and Duyckaerts [2021]. A
similar result is expected to hold for all 7 < d < 15; see [Kycia 2011].

From the point of view of the Cauchy problem for (1-1), the relevant similarity profiles appear to be
the trivial one (1-2) and its first nontrivial “excitation”. Namely, numerical work on supercritical power
nonlinearity wave equations in the radial case [Bizon et al. 2004; Glogic¢ et al. 2020] yields evidence that
generic blowup is described by the ODE profile, while the threshold separating generic blowup from
global existence is given by the stable manifold of the first excited profile; see also [Bizon 2001]. The
first step in showing such genericity results would be to establish stability of the ODE profile and show
that its first excitation is codimension-1 stable (which indicates that the stable manifold splits the phase
space locally into two connected components). The only result so far for (1-1) in this direction is by
Donninger and the third author [Donninger and Schorkhuber 2017], who proved radial stability of u7 for
all odd d > 7. In this paper, we exhibit in closed form what appears to be the first excitation of (1-2) for
every d > 7. Namely, we have the following self-similar solution to (1-1):

u*(t,x) = U('xl) (1-4)
where 5
C1—C2p
Up)=——F"— 1-5
(p) 1) (1-5)
with

= 2;45((3(,1 —8)do +8d% —56d +48), ¢ = %do, c3 = %(Sd —18+dy),



ON BLOWUP FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL QUADRATIC WAVE EQUATION 619

and dy = /6(d —1)(d —6). We note that ¢c3 > 0 when d > 7, and thus U € C*°[0, c0). To the best
of our knowledge, this solution has not been known before, and with the intent of studying threshold
behavior, the main object of this paper is to show a variant of codimension-1 stability of u*.

Note that U has precisely one zero at p* = p*(d) > 2. In particular, this profile is not positive and
therefore not a member of the family of self-similar profiles constructed in [Dai and Duyckaerts 2021].
However, it is strictly positive inside the backward light cone of the blow-up point (0, 0). Hence, in this
local sense u* provides a solution to the more frequently studied focusing equation

(Bf—Ax)u(t,x) = |u(t, x)|u(t, x). (1-6)

What is more, as an outcome of our stability analysis we get that small perturbations of both the ODE
profile and u™ stay positive under the evolution of (1-1) and therefore yield solutions to (1-6) as well.

1A. Main results.

Preliminaries. By action of symmetries, the solution (1-4) gives rise to a (2d +1)-parameter family of
(in general nonradial) blow-up solutions. Namely, (1-1) is invariant under spacetime translations

ST xo(t,x) =t —T,x—xo)
for T >0, x¢o € Rd, time reflections
R(t,x) = (—t, x),
as well as Lorentz boosts, which we write in terms of hyperbolic rotations as
Aa) = Ad(ad) ) Ad_l(ad_l) o---0Al(al),
where a € R? and A/ (a’) for j =1,...,d are given by
t +— t cosh(a’) + x/ sinh(a’),
x/ + tsinh(a’) + x/ cosh(a’),
xk s xk (k£ ).
We then let
AT,x()(a) = ROA(a)OST,xoa (1'7)
and thereby obtain the following (2d +1)-parameter family of solutions to (1-1):
u"T"XO’a(t,x) ‘=u* o AT x,(a)(t, x).
We note that, for
(t/v x/) = AT,xo(a)(t’ .X),

we have
x')? =1 = |x — xo|> = (T —1)%. (1-8)

Furthermore, for &, a € R?, we set!
y(§.a) = Ao(a) — 4;(@§, (1-9)

IFor simplicity, we use Einstein’s summation convention throughout the paper.
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where
Ao(a) := cosh(a') cosh(a?) - - - cosh(ad),
A1 (a) := sinh(a') cosh(a?) - --cosh(ad),
Az (a) := sinh(a?) cosh(a?) - --cosh(ad),

Ag(a) = sinh(ad).

Then, it is easy to check that

¢ = (T—t)y(xT__x[",a) and x" = (1 —T)aa,-y(xT__xtO,a)Bj(a) (1-10)
for j =1,...,d, where d
Bj(a) = ]_[ cosh(a’) .
i=j+1
Now, by using relations (1-8) and (1-10) we find more explicitly that
1 X — X0
* —
UT, xg,a(ls X) = (T—t)zUa(T—t)’ (1-11)
with U, : R? — R given by
(c1 —c2)y(§,0)* +ca(1 — [§%)
Ualt) = ne i (1-12)

(1 +c3)yE a)? +EP-1)2
Note that for @ = 0, we have Uy (§) = U(|€|) with U being the radial profile in (1-5). Also, since ¢1 > ¢2
for all d > 7, there exists a positive constant ¢y = co(d) such that

U, >co>0 on B (1-13)

foralla € IRd, where B? denotes the open unit ball in RY. In summary, we have that, fora € R4 , X0 € R4 ,
and 7 > 0, (1-1) admits an explicit solution (1-11), which starts off smooth, blows up at x = x¢ as
t — T, and is strictly positive on the backward light cone

Crxo = |J {1} xBf_;(x0)
t€l[0,T)

of the blow-up point (7', xg) — see Section 1C for the notation — which makes it a solution inside Cr, x,
to (1-6) as well. Furthermore, simply by scaling we have that, for k € Ny,

-—xO
U,
joe(7=)

147 x0.a @ i @d_ gy = (T —1)

~ (T —1)%7%, (1-14)

‘ H*(B._, (x0))
and hence
42—k

which implies that the solution blows up in local homogeneous Sobolev seminorms of order k > s, = %d —2.
Here, s. denotes the critical regularity, i.e., H*(R?) is left-invariant under the rescaling (1-3).
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Conditional stability of blowup via u*. The main goal of this paper is to investigate stability of blowup
governed by u*. For T =1, xo =0, and a = 0, the blow-up initial data are given by

u7,0,0(0.x) =U(lx]) and 9:u7 ¢ (0.x) =2U(|x|) + [x|U"(|x]).
We can now formulate the following stability result, where we restrict ourselves to the case d = 9.
Theorem 1.1. Let d = 9. Define functions h; : R =R, j =1,2,by
35—5|x|?

(7+5]x]2)? (7 +51x[H)*
There exist constants M > 0, § > 0, and w > 0 such that, for all real-valued (f, g) € Coo(@g) X Cw(@g)
satisfying

hi(x) = and hy(x) = (1-15)

)
(/. &) ”H"(Bg)xHS(Bg) = M

the following holds: There are parameters a € @]9‘,18/0), X0 € @g, T e[l1-6,144], and x € [-6, 6]
depending Lipschitz-continuously on (f, g) such that, for initial data

u(©,)=U(-)+ f +ahy and 3,u(0,-) =2U(-)+|-|U'(|-]) + g + aha, (1-16)

there exists a unique solution u € C*°(Cr x,) to (1-1). Furthermore, this solution blows up at (T, xo) and

1 X — X0
.0 = | Va2 ot |
where |o(t, -)||LOO(B9T_[(XO)) < (T —1t)® and

can be written as

_9
(T =0* 200 a s ey < (T —1)°

fork =0,...,5. In particular,
_s
(T =) 2 |u(r, ) — UT x0.a > ')”Hk(B%_t(xo)) < (T —1)?,

k—35 % ® (1-17)
(T —t)""2||0su(t,-) — 8l‘uT,xo,a(l‘, ')“Hk_l(Bg-_t(xo)) S(T-1)

fork =1,...,5. Moreover, u is strictly positive on Ct,x,, and hence the statement above applies to (1-6)
as well.

We note that the normalizing factor on the left-hand side of (1-17) appears naturally and corresponds
to the behavior of the blow-up solution we perturbed around; see (1-14).
Some further remarks on the result are in order.

Remark 1.2. The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on stability analysis in similarity coordinates, in which the
above set of perturbations has a codimension-1 interpretation. More precisely, we construct a Lipschitz
manifold which is of codimension 11, where ten codimensions are related to instabilities caused by
translation symmetries of the equation and the remaining codimension is characterized by (1, h2). This
is elaborated on in Section 2; see in particular Propositions 2.1 and 2.4. We believe that this manifold
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gives rise to a proper codimension-1 manifold in a suitable physical data space. However, by the local
nature of our approach and the presence of translation symmetries, this is not entirely clear.

Remark 1.3 (Regularity of the initial data). It is only the transformation from similarity coordinates to
physical coordinates that induces the higher-regularity assumption on the data, from which we can easily
deduce the Lipschitz-dependence on the blow-up parameters. We nonetheless believe that this can be
optimized by a more refined analysis.

Remark 1.4 (Persistence of regularity). While persistence of regularity is standard for the wave equation
in physical coordinates, it has not yet been considered for the local problem in similarity coordinates. In
fact, all of the related works so far, such as [Chatzikaleas and Donninger 2019; Donninger and Schorkhuber
2016; Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021], are based on a notion of strong solutions in similarity coordinates.
In this paper, we close this gap and rigorously prove regularity of solutions for smooth initial data. Our
proof relies on estimates for the free wave evolution in similarity coordinates in arbitrarily high Sobolev
spaces; see Proposition 3.1 on page 629.

Remark 1.5 (Generalization to other space dimensions). Large parts of the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be
generalized to other odd space dimensions. However, the analysis of the underlying spectral problem
is quite delicate and only for d = 9 we are able to solve it rigorously. Nevertheless, from numerical
computations, we have strong evidence that the situation is analogous in other space dimensions in the
sense that the linearization has exactly one genuine unstable eigenvalue.

Stable ODE blowup without symmetry. For both (1-1) and (1-6), stability of the ODE blow-up solution
under small radial perturbations has been proven by Donninger and the third author [Donninger and
Schorkhuber 2017] in all odd space dimensions d > 7. By exploiting the framework of the proof of
Theorem 1.1, we generalize the result from that paper to nonradial perturbations in dimensions d = 7
andd = 9.

Before we state the result, we apply the symmetry transformations (1-7) to the ODE profile (1-2) to
obtain the following family of blow-up solutions to both (1-1) and (1-6):

1 X — Xo
u?&%,a(t,x) = _t)zKa( T—; ) (1-18)

where
ka(€) = 6y(§,a)~. (1-19)
To shorten the notation, we write Ct := Cr,o for the backward light cone with vertex (7, 0).

Theorem 1.6. Let d € {7, 9}. There are constants C >0, § > 0, and w > 0 such that, for any real-valued
(f.g) € Coo(@g) X COO(BEZ) satisfying

(S, g)||H(d+3)/2(Bg)XH(d+1)/2(B:21) = ok (1-20)

the following holds: There exist parameters a € @dc 8/ and T € [1 — 6,1 + 8] depending Lipschitz
continuously on ( f, g) such that, for initial data

u,-)=6+ f and 0J:u(0,-)=12+g,
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there exists a unique solution u € C°°(Ct) to (1-1). This solution blows up at (T, 0) and can be written as

1
) = () o |

; . < (T =1)®
where @ satisfies ||@(t, )||L°°(B§-_I) < (T —1)? and

d

(T =0 2o ) gre_y < (T =1
fork =0,..., %(d + 1). In particular,
_d
(T =0 2 2 (e ) — w0 ) g,y S (T =0,

(T —F 842 3u(t,-) — Qo 1) <(T—1)° =
ul(t,-) tuT’()’a(ts')HHk—l(B(T{_z)N( 1)

fork=1,..., %(d + 1). Furthermore, u is strictly positive and the statement above therefore applies
to (1-6) as well.

ODE

We note that due to the invariance of uj o

under spatial translations the blow-up location xo = 0 does
not change under small perturbations.

Remark 1.7. Stability of the ODE blow-up solution for energy supercritical wave equations outside radial
symmetry was established in d = 3 by Donninger and the third author [Donninger and Schorkhuber 2016].
For the cubic wave equation, the corresponding result was obtained by Chatzikaleas and Donninger [2019]
ind =5,7. Compared to these works, one important improvement in Theorem 1.6 is the regularity of
the solution which allows for the classical interpretation. Furthermore, we prove Lipschitz dependence
of the blow-up time and the blow-up point on the initial data. Finally, from a technical perspective, the
adapted inner product defined in Section 3 is simpler than the corresponding expressions in [Chatzikaleas
and Donninger 2019] and can easily be generalized.

1B. Related results. Wave equations with focusing power nonlinearities provide the simplest possible
models for the study of nonlinear wave dynamics and have been investigated intensively in the past
decades. Consequently, local well-posedness and the behavior of solutions for small initial data are
by now well understood; see, e.g., [Lindblad and Sogge 1995]. Concerning global dynamics for large
initial data, substantial progress has been made more recently for energy critical problems. This includes
fundamental works on the characterization of the threshold between finite-time blowup and dispersion in
terms of the well-known stationary ground state solution; see [Kenig and Merle 2008; Krieger et al. 2015].

In contrast, large data results for energy supercritical equations are rare. For various models, the ODE
blowup is known to provide a stable blow-up mechanism and Theorem 1.6 further extends these results;
see Remark 1.7. In [Bizon et al. 2007], nontrivial self-similar solutions are constructed for odd supercritical
nonlinearities in dimension 3, and [Dai and Duyckaerts 2021] provides a generalization to d > 4. Also,
in the three-dimensional case, large global solutions were obtained for a supercritical nonlinearity in
[Krieger and Schlag 2017]. Finally, for d > 11 and large enough nonlinearities, manifolds of codimension
greater than or equal to two have been constructed in [Collot 2018] that lead to non-self-similar blowup
in finite time.
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In the description of threshold dynamics for energy supercritical wave equations, self-similar solutions
appear to play the key role. This has been observed numerically for power-type nonlinearities [Bizox et al.
2004; Glogi¢ et al. 2020], but also for more physically relevant models such as wave maps [Biernat et al.
2017; Bizon et al. 2000] or the Yang—Mills equation in equivariant symmetry [Bizon and Tabor 2001;
Bizon 2002]. We note that the latter reduces essentially to a radial quadratic wave equation in d > 7,
hence (1-1) provides a toy model. From an analytic point of view, threshold phenomena for energy
supercritical wave equations are entirely unexplored. Moreover, results analogous to the energy critical
case seem completely out of reach.

However, very recently, the first explicit candidate for a self-similar threshold solution has been found
by the second and third authors in [Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021] for the focusing cubic wave equation in
all supercritical space dimensions d > 5. In d = 7, by the conformal symmetry of the linearized equation,
the genuine unstable direction could be given in closed form, see also [Glogic¢ et al. 2020], which allowed
for a rigorous stability analysis. Interestingly, the same effect occurs for the quadratic wave equation and
the new self-similar solution (1-4) in d = 9, which explains the specific choice of the space dimension in
Theorem 1.1. In view of our results, we conjecture that the self-similar profile U given in (1-5) plays an
important role in the threshold dynamics for (1-1) and (1-6).

In the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.6 we build on methods developed in earlier works, in particular,
[Donninger and Schorkhuber 2016; Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021]. However, several aspects, in particular
the spectral analysis, are specific to the problem and rather delicate. Furthermore, we add important
generalizations such as the preservation of regularity, which improves the statements of these earlier
works. The presentation of our results is completely self-contained and all necessary details are provided
in the proofs.

1C. Notation. Throughout the whole paper the Einstein summation convention is in force, i.e., we
sum over repeated upper and lower indices, where latin indices run from 1 to d. We write N for the
natural numbers {1,2,3,...} and Ng := {0} UN. Furthermore, RT := {x € R: x > 0}. Also, H stands
for the closed complex right half-plane. By [B‘IlQ (x0) we denote the open ball of radius R > 0 in R4
centered at xq € R9. The unit ball is abbreviated by BY := Bf (0), and S9-1:= 9B9. The notation a <b
means a < Cb for an absolute constant C > 0, and we write a >~ b ifa <band b < a. If a < Cgb for a
constant Cg > 0 depending on some parameter &, we write a S b.

By L2([EB‘IIe (x0)) and H¥ ([B?le (x0)), k € Np, we denote the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces, respectively,
obtained from the completion of C C><>([B‘Iiz (x0)) with respect to the usual norm

01 oy = 2 10 250
la|<k
with @ € Ng denoting a multi-index and 9%u = 97" - -- 83‘1 u, where d;u(x) = dx,;u(x). For vector-valued
functions, we use boldface letters, e.g., f = (f1, f2) and we sometime write [ f]; := f1 to extract a single
component. Throughout the paper, W( f. g) denotes the Wronskian of two functions f, g € C1(I), I CR,
where we use the convention W(f, g) = fg' — f'g, with f’ denoting the first derivative. On a Hilbert
space H we denote by B(#) the set of bounded linear operators. For a closed linear operator (L, D(L))
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on H, we define the resolvent set p(L) as the set of all A € C such that Ry (1) := (A — L)~! exists
as a bounded operator on the whole underlying space. Furthermore, the spectrum of L is defined as
o(L):=C\ p(L) and the point spectrum is denoted by o, (L) C o(L).

Spherical harmonics. Fix a dimension d > 3. For £ € Ny, an eigenfunction for the Laplace—Beltrami
operator on S¢~! with eigenvalue £(£ 4+ d — 2) is called a spherical harmonic function of degree £. For
each £ € N, we denote by M, 4 the number of linearly independent spherical harmonics of degree £, and
for Qg :={1,..., My ¢} we designate by {Y; ,, : m € Q} a set of orthonormal spherical harmonics, i.e.,

[, Yem @i @) do@) = b

Obviously, one has Q¢ ={1} and Q; ={1,...,d}, and we can take Yo, 1 (w) = c1 and Y1 ;u (w) = Cpwm, for
suitable normalization constants ¢y, &, € R. For g € C®(S9~1), we define Py : L2(S4~1) — L2(S471)
by
Peg(@) =Y (1Yem)r2sd-1)Yem(®).
mey

It is well known, see, e.g., [Atkinson and Han 2012], that P, defines a self-adjoint projection on Lz(Sd_l)
and that lim;,, oo H g—> 1—oPig H L2(sd—1) = 0. This can be extended to Sobolev spaces, in particular,
limy, 00 Hg — Y=o PngHk(Sd—l) =0 for all g € C®(S%~1), see, e.g., [Donninger and Schorkhuber
2016], Lemma A.1. Furthermore, given f € C C>o(@?’2), by setting

P = 3 (£ ~>|Ye,m)Lz(gd-1)Ye,m( X ) (1-22)

mey |X|

we have that (see for example Lemma A.2 in [Donninger and Schérkhuber 2016])

=0. (1-23)

n—00 HHk([B;g)

lim Hf—i P f
£=0

2. The stability problem in similarity coordinates

In this section we formulate (1-1) in similarity variables. The advantage of the new setting is the fact that
self-similar solutions become time-independent and stability of finite-time blowup turns into asymptotic
stability of static solutions. Then we state the main results in the new coordinate system.

Given T > 0 and xo € R?, we define similarity coordinates

7:=—log(T —t)+logT and §:= XT_ Xto'
Note that in (7, §), the backward light cone Cr, , corresponds to the infinite cylinder
Z:= U {t} x BY.
>0

Furthermore, by setting

U(t, €)= T?e 2*u(T —Te %, Te “£ + xo),
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(1-1) transforms into
(02 +50; +26- Vo + (§-V)) = A+56-V+6)y(r.£) = ¥(1,6)% -1
To get a first-order formulation we define
Y1(r.8) = v(r.§) and Ya(r.§) 1= 0¥ (0. §) +§- VY (r.6) +2¥ (7. §). (2-2)
and let W(7) = (Y1(z,-), ¥2(z,-)), by means of which (2-1) can be written as
3;W(t) = LY(7) + F (¥(1)), (2-3)

7 _ (& Vui(§) —2ui(§) +u2(8) (0
Lu(§) = (Aul(é) _E- Vi (®) —3u2(§)) and F(u)= (u%)

for u = (u1, uz). Note that in the new variables, the solutions u*T xo.a and u

where

ODE

T.x0.a become static. Namely,

every a € R4 yields smooth, positive, and t-independent solutions
Us=U1,4.Uz,q) and k4= (K1,4.K2,a)
of (2-3) given by
Ur,a(§) =Ua(§), Uza(§) =§-VUa(§) +2Ua(5),
K1,a(§) =ka(§), K2,a(§) =& Vka(§) +2ka(§).

We study (2-3) for small perturbations of U, and k in the Hilbert space

d—1
2

1= H5 B x HZ (BY)
equipped with the standard norm

2. 2 2
l[a]|* := [Jur ||H(d+1)/2(Bd) + ||u2||H(d—1)/2(Bd)-

Also, write Bg := {u € H : |u|| < R}.
In Proposition 3.1 on page 629 we show that, for d € {7, 9}, the operator

L:C®BY)xC®BY) cH—H,

which describes the free wave evolution in similarity coordinates, is closable and its closure, which we
denote by

L:D(L)CH—>MH,

generates a strongly continuous one-parameter semigroup (S (7))c>0 C B(#). By using the Sobolev
embedding, it is easy to see that the nonlinearity satisfies

2 2 2 2
IF @ = luillga-vr2@a) < [uilpatvzea S il a2 ga < Ul

for all u € H; hence F is well defined on H.
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2A. Stability of U,. The key to proving Theorem 1.1 is the following result, which establishes, for d =9,
conditional orbital asymptotic stability of the family of static solutions {U, : a € R°}.

Proposition 2.1. Let d = 9. There are constants C > 0 and w > 0 such that the following holds. For all
sufficiently small § > O there exists a codimension-11 Lipschitz manifold M = Mg ¢ C Bs;c with 0 € M
such that, for any ®¢ € M, there are ¥ € C([0, 00),H) and a € Bg/w such that

V(r) =S(t)(Up + Do) + /t S(t—o)F(¥(o))do 2-4)
0
and
[W(7) — Uq|l < Se™*"
forall T > 0.

The number of codimensions in Proposition 2.1 is related to the number of unstable eigenvalues of the
linearization around U, and the dimension of the corresponding eigenspaces; see Section 5. In fact, ten
of these instabilities are caused by the translation symmetries of the problem, and can be controlled by
choosing appropriately the blow-up parameters (7, xo). There is, therefore, only one genuine unstable
direction. Next, we state a persistence of regularity result for solutions to (2-4).

Proposition 2.2. If the initial data ®o from Proposition 2.1 is in C®(B%) x C®(B®) then the corre-
sponding solution V of (2-3) belongs to C*°(2) x C*°(Z2). In particular, V satisfies (2-3) in the classical
sense.

Remark 2.3. That this proposition is not vacuous, i.e., that there exists &g € M N (C*®(B%) x C*(B?)),
follows from Proposition 2.4.

The proofs of Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 are provided in Section 7D.
In order to derive Theorem 1.1 from the above results we prescribe in physical variables initial data of
the form

u(0,-) =u7 90(0,-)+ f and 9,u(0,-) = d,u7 40(0,")+g (2-5)

for free functions ( f, g) defined on a suitably large ball centered at the origin. In similarity variables, this
transforms into initial data W(0) = Uy + ®¢ for (2-3), with

CDO = T\((J(’ g)’ Tv .X'()), (2'6)
where
Y((f.g). T.x0) :=R((f. &).T.x0) + R(Up., T. x9) — R(Up, 1,0) 2-7)

and

2 .
R(fr f2). T, x0) = (T AT - xo)) |

T3 f>(T - +x0)

The next statement asserts that, for all small ( £, g), there is a choice of parameters x¢, T, and « for
which Y ((f +ah1, g +ahs), T, xo) belongs to the manifold M from Proposition 2.1.
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Proposition 2.4. Let (hy, hy) be defined as in (1-15). There exists M > 0 such that, for all sufficiently
small § > 0, the following holds. For any (f, g) € H6(Bg) X HS(Bg) satisfying
8
I(f. g)”HG(Bg)xHS(Bg) = w2
there are xo € B?/M’ Tel[l-6/M,1+6/M],and a € [-§/ M, 5/ M] depending Lipschitz continuously
on (f, g) such that
Y((f +ahi,g+ahz), T, xo) € Ms ¢,

where M c is the manifold from Proposition 2.1.

Theorem 1.1 is then obtained by transforming the results of Propositions 2.1, 2.2, and 2.4 back to
coordinates (z, x).

Remark 2.5. We note that when proving stability of the ODE blow-up solution for d € {7, 9} similar
results are obtained. In fact, the proof implies the existence of a Lipschitz manifold N of codimension d +1
in the Hilbert space #, according to d +1 directions of instability induced by translation invariance. A
result similar to Proposition 2.4 guarantees that for any small enough data ( f, g) one can suitably adjust
the blow-up time 7" and the blow-up point xo such that Y ((f, g), T, xo) € N, which gives Theorem 1.6
on stable blowup. This point of view further justifies using codimension-1 terminology to describe the
stability of u*.
Time-evolution for small perturbations: modulation ansatz. In the following, we assume that a = a(t),
a(0) =0, and lim;_, s a(7) = dco. Inserting the ansatz

V(1) = Uy(r) + O(7) (2-8)
into (2-3) we obtain

0:P(r) = (L + L;(r))cb(r) + F(®(1)) — 0:Uy(r)»
with
L= (Va(?)ul) and  V,(8) = 2U, ().

In the following, we define
Ga(e)(®(D) = [Lyy — L, 1®(1) + F (B(1))
and study the evolution equation
0:®(0) = [L + L;, ]®(1) + Ga(r) (1)) = 0 Ua(o). (2-9)

with initial data ®(0) = u € H. This naturally splits into three parts: First, in Section 3, we study
the time evolution governed by L using semigroup theory. In Section 4, we analyze the linearized
problem, where we consider L+ Lﬁloo as a (compact) perturbation of the free evolution and investigate
the underlying spectral problem, restricting to d = 9. Resolvent bounds allow us to transfer the spectral
information to suitable growth estimates for the linearized time evolution. The nonlinear problem will be
analyzed in integral form in Section 7, using modulation theory and fixed-point arguments. Also, we
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prove Propositions 2.1-2.4 and, based on this, Theorem 1.1. In Section 8 we give the main arguments to
prove Theorem 1.6.
3. The free wave evolution in similarity variables

In this section we prove well-posedness of the linear version of (2-3) in . In other words, we show that

the (closure of the) operator L generates a strongly continuous one-parameter semigroup of bounded

operators on H. What is more, in view of the regularity result Proposition 2.2, we consider the evolution

in Sobolev spaces of arbitrarily high integer order. In Section 4 we then restrict the problem again to H.
For k > 1, let

Hy := H*B) x H*1(BY)
be equipped with the standard norm denoted by | - || g« ayx -1 (a)- We set
D(L) := C®(B?) x C*(BY)
and consider the densely defined operator
L :D(i) C Hyp — Hy.
We now state the central result of this section.

Proposition 3.1. Let d € {7, 9} and k > 3. The operator L: D(Z) C Hy — Hy is closable and its closure
Ly :D(Ly) CHy — Hy generates a strongly continuous semigroup Sy, : [0, 00) — B(Hy ) which satisfies

_1
ISk (Dull gx @ayx pe—1@ay < Mre™ 27 |ull gr @ayx ge—1(sa) (3-1)
forallu € Hy, all T > 0, and some My, > 1. Furthermore, the following holds for the spectrum of Ly:
o(Ly)C{zeC:Rez <1}, (3-2)

and the resolvent has the bound

k
TN ek @ayx mx—1 (e)

IRL DS ke o0 = g 37T

for A € CwithRe A > —% and f € Hy.

Remark 3.2. We prove Proposition 3.1 via the Lumer—Phillips Theorem. By using the standard inner
product on Hy, one can easily prove existence of the semigroup (S (7)):>0, but in order to show that
it decays exponentially and to prove the growth bound (3-1) in particular, we need to introduce an
appropriate equivalent inner product. The necessity for such an approach will become apparent in the
proof of Lemma 3.4 in the Appendix. We note that, for d = 9, the restriction on k is optimal within the
class of integer Sobolev spaces. In particular, for scaling reasons exponential decay cannot be expected at
lower integer regularities. For d = 7, a similar statement can be obtained for k = 2.
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For d € {7,9} and k > 3 we define the sesquilinear form
k
(] gy 1 (CPBYxC®B)*> > C. (v, = Y _(u]v);.
j=1
where

oy = [ @@ do@) + [ n@in@ o)+ [ ne)n dae),

sd— s9-
(u|v)2:/ aiAul(S)a—iAvl(S)d$+/ aiajuz(g)aiajuz(s)der/ diuz ()9 va (o) do (),
Bd Bd gd—1
(u|v)s = 4 / 0;0; 011 ()37 07 v (§) d§ + 4 / %0u2(§)0'97v2(8) &
B4 B _—
+4/ 3;9ju1(w)d' 9/ v1(w) do (o),
gd—1

and for j > 4 we use the standard H/(B%) x H/~Y(B?) inner product

(@|v); = (u1lv1) g gay + W@2|v2) g1 (gay- (3-3)
We then set
lullyy =V (u]u)y,.
For brevity, we will use the notation (- |-); = | - ||12-, J =1,... k, for different parts of (- | -),.

Lemma 3.3. Letd € {7,9} and k > 3. We have

el > llull gx @ayx mE—1 B4)
for all u € C®(B?) x C®(B?). In particular, || - 21, defines an equivalent norm on Hy.

Proof. Note that it suffices to prove
3

||u||i13(Bd)XH2(Bd) < Z ||"||]2 < ||u||12113(Bd)XH2(Bd)' (3-4)
j=1

The first estimate in (3-4) follows from the fact that
112 gy S 1Vul22 0y + 022 60-1,

for all u € C°°(B?), which is a simple consequence of the identity

f (@) do (@) = / div(Eu(®)]?) d
§d71 Bd

= | @ @P +u@In® + Eu@on@nds. G

Using this, it is easy to see that

Il < [ b @@ ds+ [ du@du@do@)+ [ ) dotw)
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forallu e C oo(@d). Similar bounds imply the first inequality in (3-4). Another consequence of (3-5) is
the trace theorem, which asserts that

L, w@P do(@) % iy,

for all u € C°(B?); using this, it is straightforward to obtain the second inequality in (3-4). Hence we
obtain the claimed estimates in Lemma 3.3 for all u € C®°(B%) x C*°(B¢) and, by density, we extend
this to all of H. O

Now we turn to proving Proposition 3.1. As the first auxiliary result, we have the following dissipation
property of L.

Lemma 3.4. Letd € {7,9} and k > 3. Then
Re(Lu|u)y, <—3lul3,
forallu € D(L).

The proof is provided in the Appendix. To apply the Lumer—Phillips theorem, we also need the
following density property of L.

Lemma 3.5. Let d € {7,9} and k > 3. There exists A > —% such that ran(A — i) is dense in Hy,.

Proof. Let d € {7,9} and k > 3. We prove the statement by showing that there exists a A such
that, given f € Hy and ¢ > 0, there is some f; in the e-neighborhood of f for which the equation
(A— i)u = f, admits a solution in D(Z ). First, by density, there is f € C°°(B?) x C*°(B?) for which
If - S ek @ays qh—1 @ay < 1. Then, for n € N, we define f, := (f1,n, f2,n) with

n n
fin=2Y Pcfi and forn=3" Pif,
=0 =0

where the P, are the projection operators defined in (1-22). Furthermore, according to (1-23) there exists
an index N € N for which || fx — f || gk @a)x mrr—1(@ma) < %8. It is therefore sufficient to consider

A—Lyu= fy (3-6)
and produce a solution u € D(Z ). First, we rewrite (3-6) as a system of equations in ¥ and us:

—(87 —E'8)8;0;u1(8) + 2+ 3E du1(§) + A +3) (A +2u1 (§) = gn (§), (3-7)
u2(€) = £ 0iu1 (§) + (A + Dur () — f1,n (8), (3-8)

where

gnE) =09 finE)+ A +3) finE) + fon ().

We now treat the case d = 9, for which we choose A = % With this choice, (3-7) reads as

—(8 —€'£7)0;0ju1 (§) + 11§ 1 (€) + Fu1(§) = gn (§). (3-9)
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Note that g is a finite linear combination of spherical harmonics, and this allows us to decompose
the PDE (3-9) which is posed on B? into a finite number of ODEs posed on the interval (0, 1). To this
end, we switch to spherical coordinates p = |§] and w = &/|&|. In particular, the relevant differential
expressions transform in the following way:

£10;u(6) = pd,u(pw).
§7670:0,u(§) = p*3zu(pw),
O du(E) = (af, + %ap + p—leis)u(pw).
Consequently, (3-9) becomes

8 99 1
(—(1 — a2 + (—; + llp) 0p+ = — ;Aig)u(,ow) = gn (pw). (3-10)

Now we take the decomposition of the right-hand side of (3-10) into spherical harmonics:

N
gn () =" > gem(P)Ye,m(®)

L=0me2y

for some gy ,, € C*°[0, 1]. Then by inserting the ansatz

N
ur(p®) =Y > g m(p)Yem(@) (3-11)

L=0mey

into (3-10), we obtain the system of ODEs
8 LL+7 | 99
(—(1 —p?)02 + (—; + 11/0) dp + 2 Sy ug,m(P) = ge,m(p) (3-12)

for £ =0,...,N and m € Q. For later convenience, we first set vy ,,(p) = p3ug,m(p) and thereby
transform (3-12) into

2 L+ +3
(—(1 — )35+ (—; + 5P) dp + H;# + %)W,m(ﬂ) = 0°ge,m(p)- (3-13)

Then, by means of a further change of variables vy ,(p) = p£+3wg’ m(p?), we turn the homogeneous

version of (3-13) into a hypergeometric equation in its canonical form:

z(1 —z)wg’m(z) +(c—(a+b+ 1)z)w2’m(z) —abwy ,(z) =0, (3-14)
where
a=109+4+20), b=a+1=%111+20., and c=2a=31(09+20).

Equation (3-14) admits the two solutions

¢0,g(z):2F1(a,a+%,2a,z) and ¢1,g(z):2F1(a,a+%,%,1—z),
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which are analytic around z = 0 and z = 1, respectively; see [DLMF 2010]. In fact, the functions ¢ ¢
and ¢; ¢ can be expressed in closed form as

1 2\t
Po.tle) = m(1+m) ’

1 S+ 1 2+t
no-v=((=) (=) )

see [DLMF 2010, pp. 386-387]. Now by undoing the change of variables from above, we get solutions

Yeo = p£+3¢0,g(p2) and Yy ; = p£+3¢>1,g(p2) to the homogeneous version of (3-13). Furthermore,
the Wronskian is W (v ¢, ¥1.¢)(p) = C¢(1 — 0%)~3/2p=2 for some nonzero constant Cy. Then, by the
variation of constants formula we obtain a solution to (3-13) on (0, 1):

B ! Vie,1(s) 5284, m(s) P Vie,0(s) 5284,m(s)
) = —Veal0) [ e a0 [ e

1 p
= —Yeop) / Vet ()T =Shem(s)ds — Vg1 () /0 VeoOVI=shem(s)ds.  (3-15)
0

where hy ,, € C*°[0, 1]. Obviously vy , € C*°(0,1). We claim that vy ,, € C*°(0, 1]. To see this, we
note that, at p = 1, the set of Frobenius indices of (3-13) is {—% O}. Hence near p = 1, there is another
solution, linearly independent of v/ 1, which has the form (1 — p)_l/ 2104,2 (p), where ¥y , is analytic
at p = 1. Hence

Vieo(p) =ce1Ve1(p) +cg 2% (3-16)

for some constants ¢y 1 and ¢y 5. Now, by letting
1
ni= [ VoGV T=shem() ds
and inserting (3-16) into (3-15), we get
W (p)
Veum(p) = —c a2 / VeIV T=she,m(s) ds
1
e Vea(9) +eeavea ) [ Voo hen(s)ds

0

The second and the third term above are obviously smooth up to p = 1; for the first term, the square root
factors in fact cancel out, as can easily be seen via the substitution s = p + (1 — p)¢, and smoothness of
Vg, m up to p = 1 follows. Consequently, the function u; defined in (3-11) belongs to C (B \ {0}), and
it solves (3-9) in the classical sense away from zero. Furthermore, from (3-15) one can check that uy ,,
and ui,’m are bounded near zero, and hence u; € H'(B?). In particular, u; solves (3-9) in the weak sense
on B°, and since the right-hand side is a smooth function, we conclude that u; € C°(B°) by elliptic
regularity. Consequently, 1 € C°(B®), and therefore u, € C*°(B°) according to (3-8). In conclusion,
= (U1,uUp) € D(Z) solves (3-6).
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For d =7, the same proof can be repeated by choosing A = % Namely, by taking the decomposition
of the functions into spherical harmonics and by introducing the new variable

Oe,m(p) = P*Ug,m(p),
the problem is reduced to

2 L+3)(L+2)  15)-
(=24 (<2 4 502+ 22 1 i) = e
which is the same as (3-13) up to a shift in £ and the weight on the right-hand side. Hence the same
reasoning applies. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Based on Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, the Lumer—Phillips theorem (see [Engel and
Nagel 2000, p. 83, Theorem 3.15]) together with Lemma 3.3 implies that L is closable in ‘Hpy, and that its
closure Lj generates a semigroup (S (7))r>o for which (3-1) holds. The rest of the proposition follows
from standard semigroup theory results; see, e.g., [Engel and Nagel 2000, p. 55, Theorem 1.10]. O

We conclude this section by proving certain restriction properties of the semigroups (Sg(7))¢>0. This
will be crucial in showing persistence of regularity for the nonlinear equation.
Lemma 3.6. Let d € {7,9} and k > 3. For any j € N, the semigroup (S ;(t))r>0 is the restriction of
(Sk(7))e=0 to Hiy ., Le.,
Sk+j (‘E) = Sk(T)|Hk+j

for all T = 0. In particular, we have the growth bound

_1
ISk (@ ull gi+s @ayxr+i-1@ay Sj e 2" Ul grrs @ayx i +i-1 @)
forallu € Hyy j and all T = 0.

Proof. Let d € {7,9} and k > 3. We prove the claim only for j = 1, as the general case follows from the
arbitrariness of k. The crucial ingredients of the proof are continuity of the embedding H 1 — Hx
and the fact that D(Z ) is a core for both L and Ly . First, we prove that Ly is a restriction of L;
more precisely we show

D(Lr+1)CD(Ly) and Lyyu=Lyu (3-17)

forallu € D(Ly41). Foru e D(i), from the definition of Lz, and Ly it follows that
ueD(Liy)ND(Ly) and Lypiju=Liu=Lu.

Letnow u € D(Lg1). Since (Lg41,D(Lk41)) is closed, there exists a sequence (#,),en C D(Z) such

that

Hi+1 ~ Hi+1
up ——u and Lu, —— Ly qu.

From the embedding Hy 41 — Hj we infer

Hi ~ Hi
u, —u and Lu, — Liiu,
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and by the closedness of Ly it follows that u € D(Ly) and Ly ju = Lzu. Now let A € p(Lg4+1)Np(Ly).
From (3-17) we get that Ry, ,(A) = Rp, ()3 - Now, given u € Hy 1, we get by the Post-Widder
inversion formula (see [Engel and Nagel 2000, p. 223, Corollary 5.5]) and the embedding Hj 41 — Hi
that, for every t > 0,

S =t [, (2)] 0=t [0, (2= s

T n—00

This proves that (Sg+1(7))r>o0 is the restriction of (Sk (7))r>0 to Hg 1. As aresult, from Proposition 3.1
we have

_1
ISk (Dl gr+1@aysmr @y = 1Sk+1(@ull git1@ayxmk @ay S € 2 lull grt1 @ayx ok @a)

forall u € Hy4q1 and all T > 0. O

4. Linearization around a self-similar solution: preliminaries on the structure of the spectrum

From now on, for fixed d € {7, 9}, we work solely in the Sobolev space H¢+1/2(B4) x H@-D/2(Bd),
which we earlier denoted by H(441)/2. To abbreviate the notation, we write

Hi=H@+v/2

We also denote by (S(7))r>0 and L : D(L) C H — H the corresponding semigroup (Sk(7))r>0 and
its generator Ly, respectively, for k = %(d +1).

With an eye towards studying the flow near the orbit {U, : a € R?} — see the section on page 628 —
in this section we describe some general properties of the underlying linear operator

T / /A 0
L+L, L,u:= (Vaul ,
where
Va(§) :=2Uq(8), (41
with U, given in (1-12).
Remark 4.1. We emphasize that the results of this section apply to any smooth V : BY — R that

depends smoothly on the parameter a. Obviously, such potentials arise in the linearization around smooth
self-similar profiles.

Proposition 4.2. Fix d € {7,9}. For every a € R?, the operator L 7. H — H is compact, and the operator
a:=L+L),, DWLy):=D(L)CH—>H,

generates a strongly continuous semigroup S, : [0, 00) — B(H). Furthermore, given § > 0, there is K > 0
such that

[La— Lpll < Kla—b|
foralla,b e @g
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Proof. The compactness of L/, follows from the smoothness of ¥, and the compactness of the embedding
H@+D/2gdy s g@-1/2(Bd) The fact that L, generates a semigroup is a consequence of the
bounded perturbation theorem; see, e.g., [Engel and Nagel 2000, p. 158]. For the Lipschitz dependence
on the parameter a, we first note that by the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

1
Val®©)=Vol®) = @ =) [ 0, Ve @) ds (42)
for a(s) = b + s(a —b). This implies that, given § > 0, we have

1Va = Vol g gay <k la =Dl (4-3)
foralla,b € BY. In particular,
1Va = Vpllw@-1/2.00gay < |la—b,
and we thus have
|(Va = Vo)ullga-nr2@ay < la—blllull ga-nr2@gay < la —blllull ga+n/2@ay
for all u € C°°(B?) and all a, b € B¢, which implies the claim. O

Next, we show that the unstable spectrum of L, : D(L,) C H — H consists of isolated eigenvalues
and is confined to a compact region. This is achieved by proving bounds on the resolvent and using
compactness of the perturbation.

Proposition 4.3. Fix d € {7,9}. Let ¢ > 0 and § > 0. Then there are constants k > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that
[RL, M) =c (4-4)

foralla € @g and for all A € C satisfying Re A > —% + e and |A| > k. Furthermore, if A € 0(Lg) with
Re A > —%, then A is an isolated eigenvalue.

Proof. Let A € C with Re A > —%. Then Proposition 3.1 implies that A € p(L), and we therefore have the
identity
A—Lg=[1—L,Rp(AM)](A—L). (4-5)

In what follows we prove that, for suitably chosen A, the Neumann series Y po oL, RL (M)]F converges.
According to (4-5), this yields

RL, () =Rr() Y [L,RL W],
k=0

and then (4-4) follows from Proposition 3.1. First, observe that, given § > 0, we have
ILeRL ) [N = IVa[RL Q) flillga—vr2@e S NRLA) flillga-v2@as (4-6)

foralla € @g and all f € H. Now, given f € H,letu = Ry (1) f. Since (A — L)u = f, from the first
component of this equation, we get

E19ju1(8) + (A +2u1 (§) —ua(§) = f1(§)
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in the weak sense on the ball BY. Consequently,

a1 ”H(d*‘)/Z([Bd) < M—(||“1||H(d+1>/2([3d) + ||M2||H(d*”/2(Bd) + 1A ||H(d*1>/2([a;d))-

+2|

Then Proposition 3.1 implies that, given ¢ > 0,

IR ) fhillga-vr2@ay S AT ARLA) S+ 1LD S IATHA
for all A € C with Re A > —% + ¢ and all f € H. Together with (4-6), this gives

ILGRL ) SIS AL,

and the uniform bound (4-4) holds for some ¢ > 0 when we restrict to |A| > « for suitably large «.
The second statement follows from the compactness of L/,. Indeed, if Re A > —% then A € p(L), and
according to (4-5) we have that A € 0(L,) only if 1 — L/ Ry (1) is not a bounded invertible operator,
which is equivalent to 1 being an eigenvalue of the compact operator L/, R (1), which according to (4-5)
implies that A is an eigenvalue of L,. The fact that A is isolated follows from the analytic Fredholm
theorem (see [Simon 2015, Theorem 3.14.3, p. 194]) applied to the mapping A — L/, Ry (1) defined on
H_1p={A€C:Red>—1}. O

Remark 4.4. The previous proposition implies that there are finitely many unstable spectral points of L,
i.e., the ones belonging to H := {A € C:Re A > 0}, all of which are eigenvalues. This can actually be
abstractly shown just by using the compactness of L/ ; see [Glogi¢ 2022, Theorem B.1]. We nonetheless
need Proposition 4.3 as it allows us later on to reduce the spectral analysis of L, for all small @ to the
case a = 0; see Section 5C.

Note that the eventual presence of unstable spectral points of L, prevents decay of the associated
semigroup (S, (7))r>0 on the whole space . What is more, since L/, is compact, a spectral mapping
theorem for the unstable spectrum holds (see [Glogi¢ 2022, Theorem B.1]), and hence eventual growing
modes of (S;(7))r>0 are completely determined by the unstable spectrum of L, and the associated
eigenspaces. Therefore, in what follows we turn to spectral analysis of L. First, we show an important
result which relates solvability of the spectral equation (A — L,)u = 0 for a = 0, A € H, to the existence
of smooth solutions to a certain ordinary differential equation. We note that, for a = 0, the potential V, is
radial; more precisely,

Vo(§) = 2Uo(§) = 2U(|§]) =: V(I§D.
with U given in (1-5).

Proposition 4.5. Fixd € {7,9}. Let A € CwithRe A > 0. Then A € 6(Ly) if and only if there are £ € Ny
and f € C®°[0, 1] such that

d—1
TGS ()i= (1= 1)+ (2 =20+ 39) 0

—Qx+m@+a+f@%§1§—vwﬁﬂm=o 4-7)

forall p € (0,1).
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Proof. Let A € HN o(Ly). By Proposition 4.3, A is an eigenvalue, and hence there is a nontrivial
u € D(Ly) satisfying (A — Lo)u = 0. By a straightforward calculation, we get that the components
and u» satisfy the equations

—(7 —£'€)00,u1 () + 20+ 3 ur(§) + A+ DA+ D1 (§) —Vo®ui®) =0 (@-8)
and

ur(£) = £ 0;u1(8) + (A +2)u1 (£) (4-9)

weakly on BZ. Since u; € H@+TD/2(B4), we get by elliptic regularity that u; € C°(B%). Furthermore,
we may take the decomposition of 1 into spherical harmonics:

w© =33 (u1<|s|-)|Ye,m)Lz(§d-1>Ye,m(é—|) = Y wem Ve, @10)

L=0mey {=0me2y

where p = |&| and w = &/|€|. To be precise, the expansion above holds in Hk(B‘li_é) for any k € N
and € > 0; see (1-22) and (1-23). Since the potential Vy is radially symmetric, (4-8) decouples by means
of (4-10) into a system of infinitely many ODEs:

T Mg m(p) =0, (4-11)

posed on the interval (0, 1), where the operator 72(‘{)()\) is given by (4-7). Since u; is nontrivial,
there are indices £ € No and m € 4 such that uy_,, is nonzero and satisfies (4-11). Furthermore,
since u; € C®(B4) N H@+D/2(B4), we have that ugm € C*[0,1) N H(d+1)/2(%, 1). Now we
prove that uy ,, is smooth up to p = 1. Note that p = 1 is a regular singular point of (4-11), and the
corresponding set of Frobenius indices is {0,2 — A} when d = 9, and {0, 1 — A} when d = 7. In the first
case, if A ¢ {0, 1,2}, then uy_, is either analytic or behaves like (1 — p)2*near p=1.1f A € {0, 1,2},
then the nonanalytic behavior can be described by (1 —p)? log(1—p), (1—p)log(1—p), or log(1—p). In
each case, singularity can be excluded by the requirement that uy ,, € H 5 (% 1). This implies that uy _,,
belongs to C*°[0, 1] and solves (4-7) on (0, 1). The same reasoning applies to the case d = 7. Implication
in the other direction is now obvious. O

Remark 4.6. Note that Frobenius theory implies that smooth solutions f from Proposition 4.5 are in fact
analytic on [0, 1], in the sense that they can be extended to an analytic function on an open interval that
contains [0, 1]. Consequently, determining the unstable spectrum of Ly amounts to solving the connection
problem for a family of ODEs. We note that the connection problem is so far completely resolved only for
hypergeometric equations, i.e., the ones with three regular singular points, while the ODE (4-7) has six of
them. In fact, their number can, by a suitable change of variables, be reduced to four, but this nonetheless
renders the standard ODE theory useless. Nevertheless, by building on the techniques developed recently
to treat such problems (see [Costin et al. 2016; 2017; Glogi¢ 2018; Glogi¢ and Schérkhuber 2021]),
for d =9, we are able to solve the connection problem for (4-7) and we thereby provide in the following
section a complete characterization of the unstable spectrum of L.
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5. Spectral analysis for perturbations around U, : the case d =9

From now on we restrict ourselves to d = 9.

5A. Analysis of the spectral ODE. In this section we investigate the ODE (4-7) for d = 9, and for
convenience we shorten the notation by letting 7;(4) := 7'6(9) (A), i.e., we have

8 L(L
Te)f(p) = (1= p*) f"(p) + (; a0+ 3)p) (o) ((A )0 +3)+ 8 pﬁ D_ V(p)) £(0).

where the potential is given by
_480(7—p?)
C (4507

Now, in view of Proposition 4.5, given £ € Ny, we define the set

V(p)

Yo = {1 € H: there exists f7(-; 1) € C*°|0, 1] satisfying Tz(1) fe(-;4) =0 on (0,1)}.
The central result of our spectral analysis is the following proposition.
Proposition 5.1. The structure of 3 is as follows:
(1) For £ =0, we have %o = {1, 3}, with corresponding solutions
_ 1=p
(745023

which are unique up to a constant multiple.

Jo(p: 1) and  fo(p;3)

1
(T4 5p2)3

(2) For £ =1, we have X1 = {0, 1}, and the corresponding solutions are

_ p(7-3p?) _ p(77—5p%)
(74 5p%)3 (74 50%)3 "

(3) Foralll > 2, we have %y = @.

JS1(p;0) and  fi(p; 1)

To prove this proposition, we use an adaptation of the ODE techniques devised in [Costin et al. 2016;
2017; Glogi¢ 2018; Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021]. We will therefore occasionally refer to these works
throughout the proof. Also, we found it convenient to split the proof into two cases: £ € {0, 1} and £ > 2.

Proof of Proposition 5.1 for £ € {0, 1}. For a detailed heuristic discussion of our approach we refer the
reader to [Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021, Section 4.1]. Namely, the first step is to transform 7y (1) f(p) =0
to an “isospectral” equation with four regular singular points. For this, we let x = p2, and we define the
new dependent variable y via

-3
f0)=p"(Z+0%) "y
This yields the following equation in its canonical Heun form (see [DLMF 2010]):

v ) 6 a(l, MBE, M)x —q(t, 1)
X

x—1 x_u)y’(X)"i‘ Y= 1) (x— 1) y(x) =0, (5-1)

y"'(x) + (
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. . o, 7 1
with singularities at x € {0, 1, u, 0o}, where u = —z, y(f) = 5(9+2¢), §(A) =1 —1,

a, M) =1 -3+0, BU.A)=i0-4+0),
g 1) = —35(T(A —3) (X + 8) + 70> + (141 + 95)¢).

By Frobenius’ theory, any y € C*°[0, 1] that solves (5-1) on (0, 1) is in fact analytic on the closed
interval [0, 1]. Furthermore, the Frobenius indices of (5-1) at x = 0 are s; = 0 and s, = —%(7 + 2¢4).
Therefore, for every A € C there is a unique solution (up to a constant multiple) to (5-1), which is analytic
at x = 0. Furthermore, this solution has a power series expansion of the form

Yeax) =Y an(,)x", ao(t,A)=1. (5-2)
n=0

To determine the coefficients a,, we insert the ansatz (5-2) into (5-1) and obtain the recurrence relation

any2(l,A)=A,(8, Nay+1(L,A) + By,(£, May (L, 1), (5-3)
where
TAA +9) + 742 + £(8n + 144 4+ 103) + 8n2 + 4(7A + 34)n — 40
Al = (A+9)+ 76~ +£(8n + +103) +8n* + 4(7A + 34)n (5-4)
14(n+2)2¢+2n+11)
and
5(A4+€4+2n—4)(A+L+2n-3)
B,(L, ) = , 5-5
n(t.4) 14(n +2)(2¢ +2n + 11) (5-5)
with the initial condition
a—1(L,A)=0 and ao(l,1)=1. (5-6)

Now, note that A € Xy precisely when the radius of convergence of the series (5-2) is larger than 1. To
analyze this radius, we resort to results from the theory of difference equations with variable coefficients.
Namely, since

lim A,(¢,A)=2 and lim B,({,A) =2,
=0 n—00

the so-called characteristic equation of (5-3) is

and according to Poincaré’s theorem (see, for example, [Elaydi 2005, p. 343], or [Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber
2021, Appendix A]) we have that either a, (£, A) = 0 eventually in n or
ani1(C.A) anr1(C.A)

e T e

[n

To explore this further, we treat cases £ = 0 and £ = 1 separately.

The case £ = 0. First, we observe that in this case there are explicit polynomial solutions for A = 1
and A = 3, given by

Yo,1(x)=1—=x and yo3(x)=1, (5-7)
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respectively. These in turn correspond to fo(-;1) and fo(-;3), stated in Proposition 5.1. So we have
that {I,3} C Xy. We now show the reverse inclusion. Let A € H\ {1, 3}. Since £ = 0, from (5-4) and
(5-5) we have

TAA 4+ 9) + 812 + 4(7A + 34)n — 40 5A+2n—4)A+2n-3
A,(0.0) = A4+9)+8n*+4(7TA + 34)n and Bn(O,)L):(+n YA +2n—3)

14(n+2)2n +11) 14(n+2)2n +11)

Now, note that the assumption that a, (0, A) = 0 eventually in n contradicts the initial condition (5-6), as

follows by backward substitution. Consequently, we have that either

an+1(0v A')
MDA | 5-8
nLHC}o an (O’ k) ’ (5-8)
or ( A)
an+1(0, 5
G104 _ s, 5-9
n—oo a,(0,1) 7 (5-9)

We prove that (5-8) holds, from which it follows that the radius of convergence of the series (5-2) (that is
when £ = 0) is 1, and therefore A ¢ (. To that end, we first compute

a2(0,1) = =L (A —3)(A — 1)(7A% + 1261 + 680)

5544
and
a3(0, 1) = sgomo5z (A —3) (A — 1) (492 + 151913 + 1849422 4 842242 + 46080).
Then we define
az(0, 1)
0,1) 1= ——2,

where the common factor (A — 3)(A — 1) (which is an artifact of the existence of the polynomial solu-
tions (5-7)) is canceled, and consequently, according to (5-3), for n > 2, we let

B,(0,1)
rn(0,1)

To show (5-8), our strategy is the following. For (5-10) we construct an approximate solution 7, (which

rn+1(0’ A) = An (0’ A) + (5'10)

we also call a quasi-solution) for which lim,_,~, 7, (0, A) = 1 and which is provably close enough to r,
so as to rule out (5-9). The quasi-solution we use is
A2 A(4n +9) 2n+2

O = e m D) 2@t m D) Tt -1

We have elaborated on constructing such expressions in [Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021, Section 4.2.2]
and in [Costin et al. 2016, Section 4.1]; one can also check [Glogi¢ 2018, Sections 2.6.3 and 2.7.2].
Concerning (5-11), suffice it to say here that we chose a quadratic polynomial in A with rational coefficients
in n so as to emulate the behavior of r,, (0, A) for both large and small values of the participating parameters.
To show that the quasi-solution indeed resembles 75, (0, 1), we define the relative difference function

m©.A)
Fn(0,0)

84(0, 1) 1=

(5-12)
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and show that it is small uniformly in A and n. To this end we substitute (5-12) into (5-10) and thereby
derive the recurrence relation for §j:

8n(0,4)

8 0,1) =,(0,1) — Cp (0, ) —————, 5-13
n+1(0,4) = €,(0, 1) n( )l+5n(0,)k) ( )
where
Ap(0, )7, (0, 1) + B, (0, 1) B,(0,1)
en(0,0) = — — —1 and C,(0,1) = = ~ . (5-14)
n(0.4) 7 (0, A)Fn41(0, X) n(0.4) 7 (0, A)Fn41(0, X)
We have the following result.
Lemma 5.2. Foralln > 6 and A € H, the following estimates hold:
1 23 5 23

Note that from (5-15) and (5-13), by a simple induction we infer that |5,(0, 1)| < % for all n > 6.
This then via (5-12) and the fact that lim;,— o 7, (0, A) = 1 excludes (5-9), and we are done. It therefore
remains to prove the preceding lemma.

Proof. First we show that for n > 6 the functions 8¢(0, - ), &,(0,-), and C,(0,-) are analytic in H. This,
based on (5-12) and (5-14), follows from the fact that the zeros of 7, (0, - ) and the poles of rg(0, -) are
all contained in the (open) left half-plane. This is immediate for 7, (0, -) as it is a quadratic polynomial
with two negative zeros. As for the zeros of the denominator of r¢(0, A), which is a polynomial of
degree 10, this, although it can be proven by elementary means, can be straightforwardly checked by the
Routh—-Hurwitz stability criterion; see [Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021, Section A.2]. Furthermore, being
rational functions, 86(0, - ), €,(0,-), and Cy (0, - ) are all polynomially bounded in H. Therefore, to prove
the lemma, it is enough to establish the estimates (5-15) on the imaginary axis only as they can be then
extended to all of H by the Phragmen—Lindelof principle (in its sectorial form); see, e.g., [Titchmarsh
1939, p. 177].

In the following we prove only the third estimate in (5-15), as the first two are shown similarly. We
proceed with writing Cy,+6(0, A) (note the shift in the index) as the ratio of two polynomials Py (n, 1)
and P,(n, A), both of which belong to Z[n, A]. Then, for ¢t € R, we have the following representation on
the imaginary line:

P (n.it)? = Q;(n.1?)

for j € {1,2}, where Q1(n,t?) € Z[n,t?] and Qz(n,t?) € Ng[n,t?]. Now the desired estimate is
equivalent to

01(n.1?) 23 \?

02(n.12) ~ (7 10(n+ 6))
which is in turn equivalent to

(50n +139)205(n, t2) — (70(n + 6))>Q1(n, %) > 0.

Finally, the last inequality trivially holds as the polynomial on the left (when expanded) has manifestly
positive coefficients. O
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The case £ = 1. We proceed similarly to the previous case, and we therefore only provide the relevant
expressions. For A = 0 and A = 1, we have explicit polynomial solutions

yl,o(x) = 1—%)6 and J’l,l(x) = 1—7_57x’

respectively, which correspond to f1(-;0) and fi(-; 1) from the statement of the proposition. Therefore
{0,1} C X1, and we proceed by showing that there are no additional elements in X;. Let A € H\ {0, 1}.
For £ = 1, the series (5-2) yields a solution to (5-1), which is analytic at x = 0. According to (5-3),

we have
an+2(1,1) = An(1, Man+1(1, 1) + By (1, )an(1, 1), (5-16)
where
T(A + 1)(A +10) + 812 + 4(7A + 36)n
14(n +2)(2n 4+ 13)
and
A+2n—=3)A+2n-2
Bn(l,)t)zs( +2n—3)(A +2n ).
14(n+2)(2n + 13)
Since
az(1,1) = gaogA(A — 1)(7A% + 1331 + 786)
and
az(1,2) = = A(A — 1)(TA* + 23817 + 32631% + 17828 + 22476),
we define
asz(1,1)
1,A) = ,
A=

where the common linear factors are canceled, and according to (5-16) we define r, for n > 2 by the

recurrence
LA) =An(1,A) + ———.
i (1) = An(12)
As a quasi-solution, we let
A2 (4n+11)A n+1

Fa(1,A) = ,

LA = e IDm s D 2+ DD nta

and analogously to the previous case we define 8,(1,1), e,(1,1), and C,(1,1). Also, by the same
method as above, we establish the following result.

Lemma 5.3. Forn =5, we have |65(1,1)| < % Furthermore, for everyn > 5,

3 5

5
len(1,1)] < 140 + m

5
and |Cyn(1,1)| < 7 _2(n——|—1)

(5-17)

uniformly for all A € H. Consequently, |8,(1,1)] < % for all n > 5 and A € H. This implies
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Proof of Proposition 5.1 for £ > 2. Since the parameter £ is now free, the analysis is more complicated.
Namely, in addition to having to emulate the global behavior in £ as well, a quasi-solution also has to
approximate the actual solution well enough so as to, with an additional parameter £, obey the estimates
analogous to (5-17). We note that a similar problem was treated by the second and the third authors in
[Glogi¢ and Schorkhuber 2021, Sections 4.2.1 and 4.2.2], and we closely follow their approach. First,
we introduce the change of variable x = 12p%/(5p% 4+ 7), by means of which the singular points p = 0
and p = 1 remain fixed, while the remaining finite singularity (which corresponds to p = 00) is now
further away from the unit disk at x = 15—2 Furthermore, by applying also the transformation

A+3

¢ -
f(p)=x2(F-x) % §(x)
to T¢(A) f(p) = 0, we arrive at a Heun equation for y:

y~//(x)+(37(5) n §(A) L€ d(ﬁ,l)ﬁ(f,/\)x—é(f»l)ﬂx)ZO’
X x—1 x—-f x(x—=1D(x—p)

(5-18)

)y”(x) +

where i =12, 5(0) = 1(9+20), M) =A-1, e=3, a) =1(A-3+0), BAO) =LA +11+0),
and
Gl A) = 55 (1762 +2£(55 + 124) — 7A% + 804 — 303).

The Frobenius indices of (5-18) at x =0 are s;1 =0 and s, = —%(7 + 2£). Therefore, we consider the
(normalized) analytic solution at x = O:

o0
F) =) an(. )x", ao(t.)=1. (5-19)
n=0
Inserting (5-19) into (5-18) yields
dnta(l,A) = Ap (€, N)ans1(€, M) + B (£, M)an (L, 1), (5-20)
with
A6 = 68n2 + (481 + 68 + 356)n 4+ TA% + 1742 4 2424 + 1281 4+ 1784 — 15
e 24(n +2)(2n + 20 + 11)
and

—5Qn+A+L+11D)Q2n+A+£—3)

By(L, M) = :
n(6.4) 24(n+2)2n + 20+ 11)
supplied with the initial condition @—; (¢, 1) = 0 and do(£, ) = 1. Now, lim,_e0 An(£, 1) = % and
limy, o0 En 1) = —%, and consequently the characteristic equation of (5-3) is 12— %t + 15—2 =0,
with solutions 71 = % and 1, = 1. Hence, for
. an+1(€,1)
E’ A’ = T~ ) AN 0

either a, (£, A) = 0 eventually in n or
lim 7,(€,A) =1 (5-21)
n—>oo
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or

lim 7,(€,2) = 3. (5-22)

Now, for A € H, similarly to the previous cases, we exclude the first option by backward substitution.
Then, from (5-20), we derive the recurrence relation for 7,

N e En (69 k)
LA)=A4,, )+ —— 5-23
rn-i—l( ) ) n( s )+ fn(ﬁ,k)’ ( )
along with the initial condition ro(£, 1) = A_1 (£, A). For a quasi-solution to (5-23) we use
TA? A(6n + 3£+ 10) 174 n—1

R,(£, Q) := .
A = T D 126+9) T3t )@n 12019 Bt Tntl

Again, for the exact way of constructing such quasi-solutions we refer the reader to [Glogi¢ and Schorkhu-
ber 2021, Section 4.2.2] or [Glogi¢ 2018, Section 2.7.2]. Thereupon we set

~ Fn(l, Q)
Sp(l,2) = 222 5-24
w6 A= @ 624
to obtain N
~ - ~ Sn(€, 1)
8 L,AD)=,,A)—-Crh(l,\)————,
n+1( ) n( ) n( )1+5n(£,/\)
where
AL, )Ry (L, ) + By (L, A ~ Bn (L, A
5,,([,1): I’l( ) ) I’l( ) )+ I’l( ’ )_1 and Cn(g,k): n( )

Ry(L,M)Rp1(L,A)

Now, similarly to the previous cases, we establish the following lemma.

Ry(L, M) Rp1(L, 1)

Lemma 5.4. Forall{>2, n >3, and A € H, the following estimates hold:

53,01 < @@ <L and |Gt )] < S

As a consequence, |§n €, 1)) < % foralln > 3.
From this lemma, (5-24), and the fact that lim,, oo R, (£, A) = 1, we exclude (5-22) and we therefore

have lim, o0 74 (£, 1) = 1. Hence, given A € H, there are no solutions to (5-18) which are analytic
on [0, 1], and consequently X, = @.

5B. The spectrum of L. With the results from above at hand, we can provide a complete description
of the unstable spectrum of L.

Proposition 5.5. There exists wg € (O, %] such that

o(Lo)N{A e C:Red > —wp} ={Ao,A1,A2}, (5-25)

where Ao = 0, A1 = 1, and Ay = 3 are eigenvalues. The geometric eigenspace of A, is spanned by
ho = (ho,1,ho,2), where

ho,1(§) = and  hoo(§) = &£ d;ho,1(8) + Sho,1(£). (5-26)

1
(7 +5[€17)°
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Moreover, the geometric eigenspaces of A1 and Ay are spanned by {g(k)}k=0 = {(g(()kl), g(()kz))}]9€=0 and
{qOJ )}]9.=1 = {(q((,] 1) , q(()Jz))}g.’:l, respectively, where we have in closed form
1—§?
g1 (&) = T 2o (&) = E10i g1 () + 3851 (£).
& (77 5[¢P) 20
861©) =5 gy 026 = £ 0} ©) + 3¢5 ©)
for j=1,...,9aswell as
T(1-31EP)
4516 = % nd qg5(6) = &' 01457} (6) + 241 ©). (5-28)

Remark 5.6. Recall that U, solves the stationary equation LU, + F (U,) = 0. By the chain rule we get,
foranyk =1,...,d,
(L+ F'(Uy))3,4U; = Lgd,kU, = 0.

This implies that d « U, is an eigenvector of L, with eigenvalue A = 0. In particular, a direct calculation
shows that g5/) (§) = 94 Ua(§)la=o-

Proof. From Propositions 4.3, 4.5, and 5.1 we deduce the existence of wg € (0, %] for which (5-25) holds.
To determine the eigenspaces, we do the following. First, in view of Proposition 5.1, if A = 3 then £ =0,
and setting uo,1(0) = (7 + 5p%) 2 in the expansion (4-10) yields (5-26). If A = 1, then either £ = 0 and

uo,m = fo(-;1),ord=landuy n = fi1(-;1),form=1,...,9. Since we can choose Y1, (®) = Cnwm
form=1,...,9, these yield (5-27). For A =0, we have { = 1 with 1, = f1(-,0), which similarly
leads to (5-28). O

In what follows, we prove that for each unstable eigenvalue the geometric and the algebraic eigenspaces
are the same. To this end, we define the associated Riesz projections. Namely, we set

1 1 1
Hy:=— Rp,(A)dA, PO::T Rp,(A)dA, and Qo:=-— Rp,(A)dA,

2ri Jy, i Jy, 21i Jy,
where y;(s) = A; + %woezms fors€[0,1] and j =0,1,2.
Lemma 5.7. We have
dimran Hy =1, dimran Py =10, and dimran Qo =29.

Proof. We start with the observation that the ranges of the projections are finite-dimensional. Indeed,
A; would otherwise belong to the essential spectrum of Lg (see [Kato 1976, Theorems 5.28 and 5.33])
which coincides with the essential spectrum of L (since L is a compact perturbation of L), but this is in
contradiction with (3-2). Now we show that dimran Py = 10. We know from properties of the Riesz
integral that ker(Log — A1) C ran Py. We therefore only need to prove the reverse inclusion. First, note
that the space ran Py reduces the operator L, and we have

U(L0|ran Po) = {1};



ON BLOWUP FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL QUADRATIC WAVE EQUATION 647

see, e.g., [Hislop and Sigal 1996, Proposition 6.9]. Consequently, since Py is finite-rank, the operator
1 — Lo|an P, is nilpotent; i.e., there is m € N such that (1 — Lo|an p,)™ = 0. Note that it suffices to show
that m = 1. We argue by contradiction, and hence assume that m > 2. Then there is u € D(L) such that

(1—=Lolu=v
for a nontrivial v € ker(1 — Lg). This yields for u; the elliptic equation

—(87 —&'61)0;0;11(§) + 20 + 3)E 911 () + (A +3) A+ 2Jur (§) = Vo)1 (§) = F(§). (5-29)
where A = 1 and

F(§) =& 8;v1(6) + (A +3)v1 () + v2(8).

(0) (k

.. ,gOQ)) we have that v = Zk 02 &0 ) for some ao,...,09 € C,
not all of which are zero. To avoid cumbersome notation we let g = g(()kl) . In the new notation, based on
(5-27), we have

Since v € ker(1 — Lo) = span(g,

9

FE) =) (28 0gi g + 7x)-
k=0

Furthermore, according to Proposition 5.1 we can rewrite F in polar coordinates as

9
F(pw) = a0 (2pf3(p) + Tfo(p)Yo,1(@) + Y _ i (2pf{(p) + Tf1(p) Y1, (),
i=1
where we write fo = fo(-;1) and f1 = f1(-;1). By taking the decomposition of u; into spherical
harmonics as in (4-10), (5-29) can be written as a system of ODEs:

To(Dug,1 = —apGo. Ti(Duyj =—a;Gy, j=1,...,9, (5-30)

posed on the interval (0, 1), where G; (p) = 2pf/(p) + 7fi(p) for i =0, 1. Moreover, from the properties
of uy, we infer that uy_,, € C*°[0,1)N HS(%, 1), and by the Sobolev embedding we have uy _, € C2[0, 1].
To obtain a contradiction, we show that if some o is nonzero then the corresponding ODE in (5-30) does
not admit a C2[0, 1] solution. To start, we assume that g # 0. For convenience, we can without loss of

generality assume that g = —1. Then ug,; solves the ODE
8
(1= P () + (5 =80)'(p) ~ (12— V(p))u(p) = Gop). (5-31)
where 4 )
50" —102p~ + 49
G =
O(IO) (7 + 5p2)4
Note that
_ ,02
ui(p) = fo(p) = 13527
is a solution to the homogeneous version of (5-31), and by reduction of order we find a second solution:
1—p? P (74 552)8
_ — ds.
v2(p) = (p) / /25 7 = 5 /1/2 =52
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Furthermore, a simple calculation yields

uz(p) > p~7 as p—>07F
and
uz(p) =864 —3456(1—p)In(1—p)+ O(1—p) as p—1". (5-32)

With the fundamental system {u 1, u»} at hand, we can solve (5-31) by the variation of parameters formula.
Namely, we have

u(p)_clul(p)+c2u2(p)_ul()/ Md ny ()/ ul(s)G(;gs)s "

for some constants ¢y, ¢, € C. If u € C 2[O, 1], then ¢, must be equal to zero in the above expression,
owing to the singular behavior of u,(p) near p = 0. Then by differentiation we obtain, for p € (0, 1),

8 8
() = cut )=o) [ ZIE sy [T DD g

1—s2

Now we inspect the asymptotic behavior of u’ as p — 17. We first note that »/ is bounded near p = 1.
Furthermore, note that

L1 (5)Go(s)s® L2 d[s7(1—5%)? 1 s8(1—52)
/ —ds:/ < ds=—2/ sU=s) ¢
0 1—s2 o 1—s2ds| (7+552%)° o (7+5s2)6

for some C > 0, which can be calculated explicitly, and C < 4 x 10~8. Hence, based on (5-32), we have

0
uy(p )/ MI(S)GO(S)S ds ~—3456 CIn(1—p) as p— 1"

Moreover,

G 1
—u’(p )/ MZ(S) O(S)S ds ~ @ln(l—p) as p— 1.

Finally, we infer that the two integral terms cannot cancel, and thus

u'(p) ~In(l—p) as p—1".

In conclusion, there is no choice of ¢; and ¢, for which u belongs to C2[0, 1].
We similarly treat o; for j € {1,...,9}. It is enough to consider just o1, and without loss of generality
assume that oy = —1. Then (5-30) yields the ODE

8 8
(= )" (p) + (; - 8p)u/(p) - (12 + - V(p))u(p) — G1(o). (5:33)
where 5 .
_ p(4851 —1610p~ —25p")
Gl(p) - (7 + 5p2)4
Note that
p(77—5p?)

ui(p) = f1(p) = 4527
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is a solution for the homogeneous problem. Similarly as above, we obtain another solution by the reduction

formula
_p(77=5p) (P (T+ 552)6

s ul(s)2 (T+5p2)3 )y s10(77 —55)2

us(p) = 1 (p) f ds,

and by inspection of the integral we get u5(p) ~ p~® near the origin and u5(p) ~ 1 — p near p = 1. Now,
the general solution of (5-33) on (0, 1) is given by

uz(S)Gl(S)S ds +u2(p) /Op Ml(S)fl(ZS)SS

u(p) = cru1(p) + caus () — 1 (o) / ds.  (5-34)

Assumption that u belongs to C2[0, 1] forces ¢, = 0 above, due to the singular behavior of u, at p = 0.
Furthermore, from the last term in (5-34) we see that u’(p) ~ In(1 — p) as p — 17. In conclusion, (5-33)
admits no C?20, 1] solutions, and this finishes the proof for Py.
The remaining two projections are treated similarly, so we omit some details. For Hy we obtain the
analogue of (5-29) with
F(§) = 28" 0;ho,1(§) + 11h0,1(£).
This leads to the ODE

(1= 0" (p) + (% —12p)u'(p) = (30— V(p))u(p) = H(p) (5-35)
for 5
715
Hp) = 75

The argument, similarly as above, reduces to showing that (5-35) does not admit C2[0, 1] solutions. By
Proposition 5.1, we have that u1(p) = (7 + 5p%) 3 solves the homogeneous variant of (5-35), with the
reduction formula yielding another solution

ds 1 /P (7 + 55%)°
SA—s22u1(5)2  (7+50%)° 1/2 s8(1—s2)2

Note that u, is singular at both p = 0 and p = 1; more precisely

uz(p) = u1(p) / ds. (5-36)

ur(p) ~p~’ as p—0* and ur(p)~(1—p) ' as p—>1-.

With %, and u; at hand, the general solution of (5-35) on the interval (0, 1) can be written as

u(p) = c1ur (p) + catiz(p) 1 (o) /O " (1= 525" H(s)us(s) ds + (o) /0 (1= 5258 H(s)ur (5) ds.

where the parameters ¢y, cp € C are free. The assumption that u is bounded near p = 0 forces ¢; to
equal 0. Note that the first and the third term in (5-36) are bounded near p = 1. However, due to the
singular behavior of u,, the last term is unbounded near p = 1, owing to the integrand being strictly
positive on (0, 1). In conclusion, the general solution u in (5-36) is unbounded on (0, 1).

Finally, for Q¢, we have

9
FE) =) ;26 8iq5 1 (6) + 505 ,(5)),

Jj=1
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and the accompanying analogue of (5-31) is

8 8
(1—p*)u"(p) + (; — 6p)u’(p) — (6 T V(p)) = 0(p).

where s s
15p°> — 4060~ 4 343p
Q(p) = Na
(7+5p?%)
A fundamental solution set to the homogeneous version of the above ODE is given by
p(7—3p?) / 1—s?
= "° - d = ——ds,

and therefore any solution to it on (0, 1) can be written as

Puz(s)Q(s)s 8d s )/"ul(S)Q(S)S

u(p) = v (o) + caun(p) = () [ *HUEY s

for a choice of ¢, ¢, € C. Again, by similar asymptotic considerations as above, we infer that u”
necessarily unbounded on (0, 1), and this concludes the proof. O

5C. The spectrum of L, for a # 0. We now investigate the spectrum of L,. In particular, by a
perturbative argument we show that, for small a, an analogue of Proposition 5.5 holds for L, as well.

Lemma 5.8. There exists §* > 0 such that, for all a € B}, the following holds:
o(Lg)N {)L €C:ReA>—3 } = {Ao, A1, A2},

where wq is the constant from Proposition 5.5 and Ay = 0, A1 = 1, and A, = 3 are eigenvalues. The
geometric eigenspace of Ay is spanned by hg = (ha,1,hqa,2), where

v, a)
(12y(§.a)* + 5> - 5)°

ha,1(€) = and  ha2(E) = & 0jha1(€) + 5ha1(§).

Moreover, the geometric eigenspaces of Ao and A are spanned by { g(k) }k=0 = {(gt(lki g((lkg)}?(_o and

{qa])}jg-=1 = {(qc(ljl), qc(zjg)}9~=l, respectively, where
21
B0 = (e e £ 0©) = 3,800 +3:0©).
72y(E,a)? +5—5|E|%)0q, v (£,
e = IO ORI ED e = 060 + 3616
and

4)(6) = 0, Ua(®) and q)() =£8;4%)(&) +245) ().

Additionally, the eigenfunctions depend Lipschitz continuously on the parameter a, i.e.,

ha —holl + 1 — P+ 145 =) S la—b]
foralla,be@%.
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Proof. Let ¢ = —%a)o + % and 6 > 0. Then take « defined by Proposition 4.3, and introduce the sets

QZ{ZGCIRCZE—%Q)O and |Z|§K}
and
Q={Z€C:Rezz—%a)o}\§2.

Note that Proposition 4.3 implies that QC p(Lg) foralla € @g. Hence we only need to investigate the
spectrum in the compact set €2. First, note that by Proposition 4.3, the set €2 contains a finite number
of eigenvalues. By a direct calculation it can be checked that qc(,j ), gc(lk), and h, are eigenfunctions that
correspond to Ag =0, A1 =1, and A, = 3, respectively. Note that we get the explicit expression above
simply by Lorentz transforming the corresponding eigenfunctions for ¢ = 0. We now show that there are
no other eigenvalues in €2. For this, we utilize the Riesz projection onto the spectrum contained in €2;
see (5-39). This, however, necessitates that 02 C p(L,), and we now show that this holds for small

enough a. First, note that for A € Q2 we have the identity
A=La=[1-(Lg=Lo)Rr,(MIA ~Lo). (5-37)
Then, from Proposition 4.2, we have

IL, = Lol RL, M| < la| max [|[Rp,(A)]|
A€

foralla € Bg. Therefore, there is small enough §* > 0 such that
ILe = Lol RL, (M1l < 1 (5-38)

for all 1 € 9Q and all a € BY,. Now from (5-38) and (5-37) we infer that Q2 C p(L) for all a € B,
Thereupon we define the projection

T,= L Ry (M) dA. (5-39)

21wi Jayq “
For a = 0, by Lemma 5.7 the rank of the operator T, is 20. Furthermore, continuity of a — Rp (L)
(which follows from (5-37)) implies continuity of a — T, 2 on @g*. Thus, we conclude that dim ran T, a =20
forall a € @g*; see, e.g., [Kato 1976, p. 34, Lemma 4.10]. By this, we exclude any further eigenvalues.
Lipschitz continuity for the eigenfunctions follows from the fact that they depend smoothly on a; see
(4-2) and (4-3). O

6. Perturbations around U,: bounds for the linearized time-evolution
We fix §* > 0 as in Lemma 5.8 for the rest of this paper. In this section we propagate Lemma 5.7 to L.
For that, given a € @2*, we define the Riesz projections
1

1 1
Hy:=-— | Rp,(M)dA, Py:=-— | Rp,(MdA, and Qu:=-— | Rp,(V)dAr,
27i J,, 2wi Jy, 271 Jy,

where y;(s) = A; + %woezﬂis for s € [0, 1].
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Lemma 6.1. We have

ran H, = span(h,), ran P, = span(gt(lo), . ,gtgg)), and ran Q, = span(q(l) ...,qég))

a
for all a € BY,.. Moreover, the projections are mutually transversal,
H,Py=PHs =HyQa=QaHy=QaPa=PiQa=0,
and depend Lipschitz continuously on the parameter a, i.e.,
|Hy — Hp|| + | Pa — Pyl + [|Qa — @bl < la — b
foralla,b e B2,.

Proof. The Riesz projections depend continuously on a, hence the dimensions of the ranges remain the
same. Transversality follows from the definition of Riesz projections. The Lipschitz bounds follow from
the second resolvent identity and Proposition 4.2. O

Since P, and Q, are finite-rank, for every f € H, there are a¥ € C and 8/ € C such that

9 9
P,f = Z okg® and Q.f = Z Bl g
k=0 j=1
We thereby define the projections
PO fi=ake and 01 :=p/qY.

Clearly, the projections satisfy the identities

9 9
=Y PE. Q=Y 0 wd  BOPY =90 ol =0
k=0 j=1

We also define
T,.=1-H,—P,—Q,.

By Lemma 6.1, we have that T, is Lipschitz continuous with respect to a and the projections T,, H,,
Pa(k), and QE/ ) are mutually transversal. Moreover, the Lipschitz continuity of Q, and P, with respect
to a implies

109 -0V <la=bl. j=1....9, and [P®—P®|<la—b|. k=0....0,
foralla,b e @g*. We now describe the interaction of the semigroup (S,(7)):>0 with these projections.
Proposition 6.2. The projection operators H, Pék), and Q f,j ) commute with the semigroup S, (1), i.e.,

[Sa(2). Ha] = [Sa(0). P{OT = [Sa(r). 01 = 0 (6-1)
forj=1,...,9, k=0,...,9,and t > 0. Furthermore,

Sa()H, = > H,, Sy(0)PP =e™P® . and  S,(1)QY) = @), (6-2)
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and there exists w > 0 such that
[Sa(0)Tau|| S e || Toull (6-3)

forallueH, a e B2., and T > 0. Moreover, we have
18a(0) T — Sp ()Tl S e “Fla—b] (6-4)
foralla,b e @§* and T > 0.

Proof. Equation (6-1) follows from the properties of the Riesz projections H,, P,, and Q. In particular,
they commute with S,(7), and this yields, for example, that

PPS, (=P, PPS,(t)u=PPS,Py(t)u=e"PPPu=S,1)PFu.

Equation (6-2) follows from the correspondence between point spectra of a semigroup and its generator.
Equation (6-3) follows from Gearhart—Priiss theorem. More precisely, we have that ran T, reduces
both L, and S,(7), and furthermore

Ry, .1, (A) exists in {z €eC:Rez> —%a)o}
and is uniformly bounded there, i.e., according to Proposition 4.3 there exists ¢ > 0 such that

||RLa|ranTa ()L)” S ¢

for all Re A > —%a)o and all a € B}, . Hence, by the Gearhart—Priiss theorem (see [Engel and Nagel 2000,

p- 302, Theorem 1.11]), for every € > 0, we have
(%0 _
1Sa () leant, || Se e (F70) (6-5)

forall a € Bg* and 7 > 0. From here (6-3) holds for any @ < %wo. We remark in passing that (6-3) also
follows from purely abstract considerations; see [Glogi¢ 2022, Theorem B.1]. Finally, to obtain (6-4) we
do the following. First, for u € D(L,) we define the function

Sa(D)Tau — Sp(0)Tpu

P, () =
a,b( ) |a — b|
Note that this function satisfies the evolution equation
L,T,— LT,
0:Pg,p(7) = LaTa®Pq,p(7) + %Sb (D) Tpu
with the initial condition
Tou—Thu
D p(0) = ———,
|a — bl

and therefore by Duhamel’s principle we have

Tou—Thu L,T,— LT,
cDa,b("l'):Sa("/')Ta z %

e Sy(t)Tpu dt'.
@] p(T)Tpu dt

T
+/ Sa(t—1)T,
0
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Now, from Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 6.1, we get

|LaTq — LpTy| < la—Db|,

and from this and (6-5) we obtain
[ _(%0 _
10450 S e 271 + 1) ul s e (272 |ul).

By choosing ¢ > 0 such that w = %a)o —2¢ > 0, we conclude the proof. O

7. Nonlinear theory

With the linear theory at hand, we turn to studying the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear equation (2-9).
Following the usual approach of first constructing strong solutions, we recast (2-9) in an integral form
a la Duhamel,

(1) = Sao (1) P(0) +/0 Sa0e (1 =0)(Ga(0) (P(0)) = do Us(s)) do (7-1)

(where (Sq.,(7))c>o0 is the semigroup generated by L,__), and resort to fixed-point arguments. Our aim
is to construct global and decaying solutions to (7-1). An obvious obstruction to that is the presence of
growing modes of S,__ (), see (6-2), and we deal with them in the following way. First, we note that the
instabilities coming from Q. and P, are not genuine, as they arise from the Lorentz and space-time
translation symmetries of (1-1).

We take care of the Lorentz instability by modulation. Namely, the presence of the unstable space
ran Q,__ is related to the freedom of choice of the function a : [0, 00) > R? in the ansatz (2-8), and,
roughly speaking, we prove that given small enough initial data ®(0), there is a way to choose a such
that it leads to a solution ® of (7-1) which eventually (in t) gets stripped of any remnant of the unstable
space ran Q,__ brought about by initial data.

With the rest of the instabilities, which cause exponential growth, we deal differently. Namely, we
introduce to the initial data suitable correction terms which serve to suppress the growth. Also, as
mentioned, the unstable space ran P,__ is another apparent instability as it is an artifact of the spacetime
translation symmetries, and we use it to prove that the corrections corresponding to P,__ can be annihilated
by a proper choice of the parameters xo and 7', which appear in the initial data ®(0); see (2-6). The
remaining instability, coming from H,__, is the only genuine one, and the correction corresponding to it
is reflected in the modification of the initial data in the main result; see (1-16).

To formalize the process described above, we first make some technical preparations. For the rest of
this paper, we fix w > 0 from Proposition 6.2. Then, we introduce the function spaces

X:={®eC(0,00),H):||®||x <oo}, where ||®|r:=supe®?||P(7)],
>0
and

X :={aeC'([0,00),R%) :a(0) =0, ||a|x <oo}, where |al|x :=sup[e®*|a(x)|+ |a()]].

>0
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For a € X, we define
doo := lim a(7).
T—>00

Furthermore, for § > 0, we set

Xy = {DeX:|D|r<8 and Xj:= {a € X : sup[e®Tla(z)|] < 5}.

>0

To ensure that all terms in (7-1) are defined, we must impose some size restriction on the function a.
Note that it is enough to consider a € X for § < §*w, as then |a(7)| <§/w < §* for all T > 0. We will
also frequently make use of the inequality

o0

laoo —a(z)| < / la(o)|do < ge_m. (7-2)

Furthermore, note that, for a, b € Xg and T > 0, we have |a(t) —b(7)| < ||la —b||x; in particular, we have
|@oo —bool < la —b|x.

7A. Estimates of the nonlinear terms. With an eye toward setting up a fixed-point scheme for (7-1), we
now establish necessary bounds for the nonlinear terms. Namely, we treat

Gu)(P(1) = [Lyyy — Ly JO(0) + F (2(1)).
Lemma 7.1. Given § € (0,5*w), we have

IGa(e)(P(7)| S 82727, 13
1Ga(2)(®(1) — Gp(oy (W (D) || < 8e 27 (| D — ¥ x + lla —bllx)
forall ®,V € Xs, a,b € Xg, and T > 0, where the implicit constants in the above estimates are absolute.
Proof. First, since H>(B?) is a Banach algebra, we have that
luf = v}l gragey < lux +villgsllur —villgs.
and hence

IF (u) = F ()| < ([l + lo]D)]lu— vl (7-4)

for all u,v € H. Next, we prove the second estimate in Lemma 7.1, as the first one follows from it.
From (7-4), Proposition 4.2, and inequality (7-2), we obtain

IF (®(2)) = F (¥(2)]| < 8727 — W,

, : o (7-5)
L}y — Lo J(@(@) =W ()| S 87270 — W2

for &, ¥ € X5 and a € X. Furthermore, using the fact that

Voo (€) — Vo) () = / 05 Va(sy () ds = / i* (5)Patsy 1 &) ds. (7-6)
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with ¢, 1 (§) = 0,4« Va(§), together with the smoothness of ¢, i, we infer

1L,y —Lo -y =Ly Dull S lurllgamo / 16 (5)@a(s) i €)—BX () @b (5),k (€) | ws.00 o) ds
< Ml / | (s)—b(s)| ds+|ul| / la(s)]a(s)—b(s)| ds
Slull [ e la-blx ds.

Hence
||([La(r) acol — [Lb(t) L;,OO])‘I’(T)” S8 la—b|x
fora,b € Xg and ¥ € X, and this together with (7-5) concludes the proof. O

7B. Suppressing the instabilities. In this section we formalize the process of taming the instabilities. In
particular, by introducing correction terms to the initial data we arrive at a modified equation, to which
we prove existence of global and decaying solutions.

We first derive the so-called modulation equation for the parameter a. Recall that

9
0:Uary = (gl = Y al (1)g )
j=1

see Remark 5.6. We introduce a smooth cut-off function y : [0, c0) — [0, 1] satisfying y(z) = 1 for
1 €[0,1], x(r) =0 for t > 4, and |y/(r)| < 1 for all T € (0, 00). The aim is to construct a function
a : [0, 00) — R such that it yields a solution ® to (7-1) for which

09 o(r) = (1) QY ®(0) (7-7)

for all T > 0. In that case, although Qc(,] ) ®(0) # 0 in general, we have that Q(j ) ®(7) = 0 eventually
in t. According to (7-1) and Proposition 6.2, (7-7) adopts the form

(1= 1 0Lu+ [ (@4 Guto) (@)~ 0L @) 5y dr =0

() @) )]

where for convenience we write u instead of ®(0). Using Q4 qa.. = s 94, we get the modulation

equation
T . T X
a (1)g$)) = - /0 1 (©)0 ) udo + fo (0% Gu(o)(@(0) — 0 i (o)), —a8))) do
for j =1,...,9. By introducing the notation

Aj(a. ©.u)(0) = 1 (0) QL) u+(QY) Gao) (@(0) — 0 i (0) (g, —a{))).

the modulation equation can be written succinctly as

aj(t)=A;(-, ®,u):= ||q<”||—f(A (a.@.u)(0)|gi))do, j=1,....9. (7-8)

In the following we prove that, for small enough ® and u, the system (7-8) admits a global (in t) solution.
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Lemma 7.2. For all sufficiently small § > 0 and all sufficiently large C > 0, the following holds: For every
u € H satisfying |\u|| < 8/C and every ® € Xy, there exists a unique a = a(®, u) € Xg such that (7-8)
holds for t > 0. Moreover,

la(®,u)—a(P,v)|x SIP—Vx+ u—v] (7-9)

forall ®,V € X5 andu,v € By c.

Proof. We use a fixed-point argument. Using the bounds from Lemma 7.1, one can show that, given u
and & that satisfy the above assumptions, the following estimates hold:

||Aj(a,<I>,u)(r)||5(%+82)e_2“’f and || A4;(a, @, u)(t)—A;(b, d,u)(r)| <S¢ |la—b|x

for all a, b € Xg. From here, according to the definition in (7-8), we have that, for all small enough § > 0
and all large enough C > 0, given ® € X5 and u € Bs,c, the ball Xg is invariant under the action of the
operator A(-, ®, u), which is furthermore a contraction on Xs. Hence (7-8) has a unique solution in Xj.
The Lipschitz continuity of the solution map follows from the estimate

”a _b”X = ”A(Cl, CI)’ ll) - A(b7 CD’ u)”X + ”A(b7 (I), u) - A(b’ CD? I))HX + ||A(b’ q)v v) - A(bv lIJ’ v)”X
Solla=0blx + llu—v| +[|P—V]x
by taking small enough § > 0. O

For the remaining instabilities, we introduce the correction terms

Ci(P,a,u):= P, (u —i—/
0

o0

e ? (Ga(o) (@(0)) — 0o Ua(o)) dO) ’

(o,]
C2(P,a,u) ;= Hy,, (u + / ¢ (Ga(e)(P(0)) — 05 Ua (o)) dcr),
0

and set C := C1 + C5. Consequently, we investigate the modified integral equation

P(7) = Sao. (1) (u — C(P,a,u)) +/0 Sace (T =0)(Gg(0)(P(0)) =06 Uq(o)) do
=:K(®,a,u)(1). (7-10)

Proposition 7.3. For all sufficiently small § > 0 and all sufficiently large C > 0, the following holds: For
every u € H with ||u|| < 8/C there exist functions ® € X5 and a € Xg such that (7-10) holds for T > 0.
Furthermore, the solution map u — (®(u), a(u)) is Lipschitz continuous, i.e.,

|®(u) — @)||lx + lla(@) —a@)lx < [lu—v] (7-11)
forallu,v € Bs/c.

Proof. We choose C > 0 and § > 0 such that Lemma 7.2 holds. Then, for fixed € Bs, ¢, there is a unique
a = a(®,u) € X associated to every ® € X5 such that the modulation equation (7-8) is satisfied. Hence
we can define K, (®) := K(®, a, u). We intend to show that for small enough § > 0 the operator K, is a
contraction on Xs. To show the necessary bounds, we first split K, (®P) according to projections P,__,
Ou.., Hy,.and T,__, and then estimate each part separately.



658 ELEK CSOBO, IRFAN GLOGIC aND BIRGIT SCHORKHUBER

First, note that the transversality of the projections implies

P Ku(®)(z) = - / 7 Py (Ga(o)(®(0)) — do Ua(e) do

and o
Hyoo Ky(®)(0) = / ) Hy (Ga(o) (®(0)) — 05 Uney) o
Now, since '
0cUa(ry = 4 (1)g ) +a;(D)lg () — 957)]
and
lasiy — a1 s seme,
we have

1Haoo 0 Uao) | + 1 Pase dxUaoy | + (1= Qane):Ua(ry || < 827247 (7-12)
for all a € X§. This, together with Lemma 7.1 and the fact that
Qoo Ku(®)(7) = x() Qao u (7-13)
(see (7-7)), yields the bounds
1 Haoo Ku(@)(D)| + || Pa Ku(@)(1)]| S 82727,

1 Qan Ku@) ()] 5 o2 T
for all ® € A5. On the other hand, for the stable subspace we have
T Ka(®)0) = S (Tt + [ S0 =0 Tas (Guto)(®(0) =80 Uy do
and by Lemma 7.1, Proposition 6.2, and (7-12), we get
I Tars Ku@) (D) 5 (& +82)ee (7-15)

for all ® € X5. Now, from (7-14) and (7-15) we see that K, maps X} into itself for all § > 0 sufficiently
small and all C > 0 sufficiently large. The contraction property of K, is established similarly. Namely,
there is the analogue of (7-12):
[Haoo0cUa(c) — Hp o, 0z Up (o) | + | Paoe 0t Us(r) — P 0z Up (o) |
(1= Qa3 Us(ey = (1= Qo ) Up(y | < 82727

for all a, b € Xg. Furthermore, by Lemma 7.1, (7-13), and Lemma 7.2, we get the analogous estimates
to (7-14); namely, we have
| Haoo Ku(®)(7) — Hp  Ku(¥)(7)|| + || Paoo Ku(P)(v) — Pp Ku(V)(7) ||

+ 1 Quoe Ku (P)(1) — Qo Ku (W) (D) || S 87| D — W2
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for all &, ¥ € X5, where a = a(®, u) and b = a(¥, u). Also, in line with (7-15), we have
1700 Ku(P)(7) — T Ku (W) ()| S 8e™F||D— Wlx
for all , ¥ € X5. By combining these estimates we get
[ Ku(®) — Ku (V)| < 8[| — V|x (7-16)

for all ®, ¥ € Xs, and contractivity follows by taking small enough § > 0.

For the Lipschitz continuity, similarly to proving (7-9), we use the integral equation (7-10) to show
that, given sufficiently small § > 0,

1D () — @(v)[|lx < [lu—vl

for all u € Bs,c, and then (7-9) implies (7-11). O
7C. Conditional stability in similarity variables. According to Proposition 7.3 and (2-8) there exists
a family of initial data close to Uy which lead to global (strong) solutions to (2-3), which furthermore
converge to U, for some ao close to a = 0; with minimal modifications, the same argument can
be carried out for U, for any a # 0. In conclusion, we have conditional asymptotic orbital stability
of the family {U, : a € R®}, the condition being that the initial data belong to the set which ensures
global existence and convergence. In this section we show that this set represents a Lipschitz manifold of

codimension 11.
Let § > 0 and C > 0 be as in Proposition 7.3, and let u € Bs,c. Also, let us write

Cu)=C(®u),a(u),u),

where the mapping u — (®(u), a(u)) is defined in Proposition 7.3. Moreover, we denote the projection
corresponding to all unstable directions by

Jg:=P,+ H,.
Note that by definition J,_ C (#) = C (u), and we have the Lipschitz estimate

IJa = JIpll < la—b]
forall a,b € Xg.

Proposition 7.4. There exists C > 0 such that, for all sufficiently small § > 0, there exists a codimension-11
Lipschitz manifold M = Mg ¢ C H with 0 € M, defined as the graph of a Lipschitz continuous function
M :ker Jo N Bs/>c — ran Jo,

M:= {v + M(v):vekerdy, |v| < %} Clu€Bs/c:C(u)=0;}.
Furthermore, for every u € M, there exists (®,a) = (®y, ay) € X5 x X; satisfying
T
O0) = San (D + [ Sun(1=0)(Gato) (@) ~ 06 Uyo)) do 3-17
0

for all T > 0. Moreover, there exists K > C such that {u € Bg/g : C(u) =0} C Ms c.
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Proof. First, we show that, for small enough § > 0, we have C (#) = 0 if and only if JoC (u) = 0. Assume
that JoC (u) = 0. Then we obtain the estimate

IC @) < [[JoC @) + (Ja, oo = J0)C @) < |au,coll|C (w)]].

Since ay, 00 = O(8), we get C (u) = 0. The other direction is obvious. Now we construct the mapping M.
Let u € H and take the decomposition # = v + w € ker Jo @ ran Jy. Fix v € ker Jy and define

6,, :ran Jo — ran Jy, év(w) =JoC (v +w).

We establish that this mapping is invertible at zero, provided v is small enough, and we obtain w = C - L0).
This defines a mapping
M :kerJo > ranJy, M(v):= 6,,_1(0).
To show this, we use a fixed-point argument. Recall the definition of the correction terms C = C; + C»,
Cr =Y 7o Ck with
cf(@.a.u)=PFu+ PP 1 (0, a)

and
C2(®’ a, u) = Haoou + HaooIZ(q), Cl),

where ~

I1(®,a):= /0 e 7 [Gu0)(¥(0)) — 05Uy (o)l do
and .

1(®,a) = /0 €3 (G (¥(0) — D Uso)] do
We write

9 9
Fi(u) = Z FF@u) = Z Péﬁgll(@u,au)
k=0 k=0

and

F>(u) := Hy  I2( Py, au).
By Lemma 7.1 and (7-12) we infer
|Ff@] 8 and |F2@)] <8 (7-18)
Now, for v € ker Jy, we get
Co(w) = JoC (v +w) = JoJao, (v + w) + Jo(F1 (v + w) + F2(v + w))

= J¢w+ Jo(Ja, — JO)w + JoJg v + Jo(F1(v + w) + F2(v + w))

=w+ Jo(Jao, —Jo)(v +w) + Jo(F1(v +w) + F2(v + w)).
Introducing the notation

Qy(w) :=Jo(Jo— Ja,) (v +w) — Jo(Fi1(v +w) + Fa(v + w)),

we rewrite equation C, (w)=0as
w = Qy(w). (7-19)
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Now, for § > 0 and C > 0 from Proposition 7.3, we set

B ]
Bs/c(v) := {w eranJy : v + w| < E}

We show that Q2 : §5 Jc(v) = Eg /c (v) is a contraction mapping for sufficiently small v. Let v € H with
lvl| <6/(2C), and let w € Eg/c(v). Using (7-18), we estimate

52
120 @)l = 1Jo = Jass [lllv + wi[ + | F1 (v + w) [ + [ F1(v + w)]| £ = +82

Hence, by fixing C > 0, we have ||v + Qy(w)|| <§/C for all small enough § > 0. So the ball Eg/c(v) is
invariant under the action of €2,. To prove contractivity, first, for w, w € Eg /c (v), we associate to v + w
and v 4+ w the functions (®, @) and (W, b) in X5 x X5 by Proposition 7.3, respectively. Then we obtain

2o (w) — Q)| < | Jo(Jo — Ja,) (v +w) — Jo(Jo — Jp ) (v + )|
+Fi(v+w)—Fi(v+w)|| + ||[F2(v +w) — F2(v +w)],
and writing
Jo(Jo— Jas,) (v +w)—Jo(Jo— Ip ) (v +w) = Jo(Jo — Jg ) (w—w) — Jo(Ja,, — Ip, ) (v + W)
we get by Proposition 7.3 the estimate
| Jo(Jo — Jao)(w—w)|| + (| Jo(Jay, — Jboo)(v + )| < lacol|w — W] + @0 — bool||v + w|
<l =l + & lla—bllx
< Sflw —w].
On the other hand, by Lemma 7.1 and (7-12), we obtain, for k =0, ..., 9, that
(k) _pk < _ _
[Pgo  I1(P.a) = Py I (W.D)|| S|P —¥x + [la—bllx)
and
|Haoo 12(®, a) — Hp  12(Y, D) || 8| —V][x + la—Dlx).
Thus we get the Lipschitz estimate
[Fi(v+w)—Fi(v+w)|+[|[F2(v+w)— F(v+w)|| <5||lw—wl,

and we conclude that, for all small enough § > 0, the operator 2, : Eg /c(v) — Eg /c (v) is contractive,
with the contraction constant % Consequently, by the contraction map principle we get that, for every
v € ker Jo N Bs /¢, there exists a unique w € Bg,c (v) that solves (7-19); hence C (v +w) = Cy(w) = 0.

Next, we establish the Lipschitz-continuity of the mapping v — M (v). Let v, v € ker Jo N Bs/>¢ and
w,w e Eg /¢ be the corresponding solutions to (7-19). We get

1M (v) — M @) = [|w—w| < [|Qy(w) — Qy(@)[| + [[$20 () — 25 ()|
< g llw—®| + 12 (@) — 25(@)].
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The second term we estimate with
190 (@) — QW) | = | Jo(Jo— Jay, 5 ...) @ + W) — Jo(F1 (v + W) + F2(v + w))
—Jo(Jo = Jag 5.00) + Jo(F1(3 4+ @) + F2(5 + w)) |
S Moz 45.00 = Jay .00 W+ 1 J0(Jay .06 = Jag .00 Wl
+ [ Jo(F1(v + w) + F2(v) + w)||
S @5 4+w,00 = vt [W] 4 [0 = vl + @54 @00 |V]] + 5llv — 0]
< Slp—vll+ 5o — vl + 815 -]
< [lo—v.
Thereby we obtain the claimed Lipschitz estimate

1M (v) — M ()| <22y () — Q(w)] < [lv—2].

We note that, for u = 0, the associated (®, a) is trivial, i.e., ® = 0 and a = 0. Thus, we have
C(0) = F1(0) + F»(0) = 0. Moreover, u = v + w = 0 if and only if v = w = 0. Since in this case v
satisfies the smallness condition, w solving C (0 + w) = 0 is unique; hence M (0) = 0.

Finally, let u € H satisfy C (#) = 0. Then, since 1 — Jy is a bounded operator on #,

11 = Jo)ul| < [lul].

We obtain vy, := (1 — Jo)u € ker Jy and ||v,|| < §/Q2C) for |u|| < §/K for K > C large enough.
Uniqueness yields wy := Jou = M (vy), and hence u € M; c. O

Remark 7.5. For each correction term, the same argument yields the existence of Lipschitz manifolds
M1, My CH of codimensions 10 and 1, respectively, characterized by the vanishing of C; and C». In
particular, M can be characterized as a subset of the intersection M N M, in a small neighborhood
around zero.

7D. Proofs of Propositions 2.1 and 2.2.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Let ®g € Mg ¢, where M ¢ is the manifold defined in Proposition 7.4. In
particular, | ®g|| <§/C and C (Dg) = 0. By Proposition 7.4 there is a pair (D, a) € X5 x Xg which solves
(7-17) with initial data u = ®¢. Furthermore, after substituting the variation of constants formula

S (1) =S+ /OT S(t —a)L;ooSaoo(a) do
into (7-17), a straightforward calculation yields that W(z) := Uy ;) + ®(7) satisfies
Y(r) =S (r)(Up + Po) + /Ot S(t—o)F(Y(0))do (7-20)
for all T > 0. Then, based on (4-3) and (7-2) we infer that
IW(7) = Uago Il = @0 + 1Ua(z) = Vago | < 8e™F

for all T > 0, as claimed. O
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Proof of Proposition 2.2. Let ®g € M N (C%®(B%) x C*(B®)), and let ¥ € C([0, o), H) be the solution
of (7-20) associated to ®¢ via Proposition 2.1. To prove smoothness of W(7) (for fixed t) we use the
representation (7-20). Recall that we defined S (7) := Si () for k = %(d + 1) = 5 with (Sk(7))r>0
denoting the free wave evolution of Proposition 3.1. Now, using Lemma 3.6, we infer from (7-20) that

T
V(O o @oyx 5 @) S € 2 ||Uo+®o||H6(B9)xH5(B9)+/O e 2 |F(Y0) | me@oyxs@o) 4o

T
Se 2 ||UO+CDO||H6(B9)XH5([EB9)+/(; e 2z ||\IJ(0)||§15(B9)XH4(B9) do <1
for all ¢ > 0. Then inductively, for k > 5, we get

¥ ()| e @y x Hx—1 @) < 1

for all > 0. Consequently, by the Sobolev embedding we have W (1) € C*°(B°) x C*°(B?) for all r > 0.

To get regularity in t we do the following. First, by local Lipschitz continuity of F : H; — Hj, for
every k > 5 and Gronwall’s lemma we get from (7-20) that W : [0, 7] — Hy, is Lipschitz continuous for
every 7 > 0 and k > 5. Consequently, F (W(-)), LF(¥(-)):[0, 7]+ Hy are Lipschitz continuous. The
latter is immediate from interpreting L as a map from #Hy to Hy 4, and using the Lipschitz continuity
of W. Therefore, ¥ € C ([0, 00), Hy), with

d:¥(r) = LY(7) + F (¥(1))
= S(t)L(Uy + ®o) + /r S(t—0)LF (¥(0))do + F (¥(r)) (7-21)
0

for every T > 0; see, e.g., [Pazy 1983, p. 108, Corollary 2.6]. Consequently, by regularity of F,
F(U(-)),L™F(¥(-)) e CY([0,00),Hy) forall m > 0 and k > 5. Therefore, from the second equality
of (7-21), we get that 3, W € C ([0, 00), Hy ), with

2W(r) = S (r)L* Uy + Po) + /r S(t—0)L*F(¥(0))do + LF (¥(1)) + 3. F (¥(r)) (7-22)
0

for all T > 0. Inductively, we get that ¥ € C™ ([0, 00), Hy) for all m > 0 and k > 5. In particular,
by the Sobolev embedding, 3" ¥(r) € C*®(B%) x C*®(B%). Additionally, by the Sobolev embedding
HK(B®) — L>°(B®) for k > 5, we get that the derivatives in t hold pointwise. As a consequence, by
(a strong version of) the Schwarz theorem (see, e.g., [Rudin 1976, p. 235, Theorem 9.41]), we get that
mixed derivatives of all orders in 7 and £ exist, so ¥ € C*°(2) x C*°(Z2), and the first equality of (7-21)
holds classically. O

7E. Variation of blow-up parameters and proof of Proposition 2.4. In this section we prove boundedness
and continuity properties of the initial data operator Y (see (2-6)) which are necessary to establish
Proposition 2.4. We assume that x¢ € B? /2 and T € [%, %] =: 1. We also introduce the notation

Yi=H (B2 x H’(B3),
and denote by By the unit ball in V.
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9
1/2

[T (v, T1,x0) — Y (w, T2, yo)ll < lv—w(y + |T1 — T2| + [x0 — yol

Lemma 7.6. The initial data operator Y : By x I x BY,, — H is Lipschitz continuous, i.e.,

forallv,we By,all T\, T, € I, and all xg, yo € @?/2. Furthermore, for § > 0 sufficiently small, we have
[T (v, T, x0)|l <6
forallve Y with|v||y <6,all T €[1-8,14+8]C I, andall xg € @g.

Proof. Letv e C C>o(@g). LetT € [% %] and xg, yo € B? /2 Then we get by the fundamental theorem of
calculus that

) . 1
V(T + x0) — v(TE + y0) = (xh) — v)) /0 8;u(TE + yo + (o — y0)) ds.

This implies that [[v(T - +x0) — v(T - +yo)llL2@9) < vl 71 (Bg)|xo — yo|. The same argument yields,
for all k € N, that

(T 4-x0) = v(T - +yo)ll gx @o) < 101l gric+1 @) 1X0 — Yol. (7-23)
Similarly, we get, for all 77, 7> € [% %] and all x¢ € @? /20 that

lo(T1 - +x0) = v(T2 - +x0) | gr @9y < vl ga+1 @11 — T2, (7-24)

where k € N. The estimates (7-23) and (7-24) can be extended to v € H k‘H([Bg) by density. Now let
v,we), T1,T, € [%, %], and xg, yo € @?/2. Inequalities (7-23) and (7-24) imply

[R(v, T1, x0) = R(w, T2, yo) | < [vlly(IT1 — T2| + [x0 — yol) + [[v — w][y. (7-25)
Moreover, since Uy is smooth, we have
[R(Uo, T1, x0) — R(Uo, T2, yo) | < |T1 — T2| + |x0 — yol (7-26)

forall 71, T, € [% %] and xg, yo € @? /2 Now the inequalities (7-25) and (7-26) imply the first part of

the statement. The same inequalities imply
1T (. T, xo) || S llvlly + [T — 1] + [xol.
which proves the second part of the statement. O

We have the following result, which has Proposition 2.4 as a direct consequence. To shorten the
notation, we write k := hy.

Lemma 7.7. There exists M > 0 such that, for all sufficiently small § > 0, the following holds: For
every real-valued v € Y that satisfies ||v|y < 8§/M?, there exist ® € X3, a € Xg, and parameters
a€[-8/M /M|, Te[l-8/M1+8/M|C[3. 3] andxo € @g/M C @?/2 such that

C(®,a, T(v+aho,T,x0)) =0. (7-27)



ON BLOWUP FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL QUADRATIC WAVE EQUATION 665

Moreover, the parameters depend Lipschitz continuously on the data, i.e.,
a(v) —a(w)| + [T (v) = T'(w)[ + |xo(v) — xo(w)| < [[v—wl|y
forall v, w € ) satisfying the above assumptions. In particular, Y (v +ah, T, xo) € M;s c.

Proof. Fix constants C > 0 and K > 0 from Proposition 7.4. By Lemma 7.6, we have that, for all M > 0
large enough and all § > 0 small enough, the inequality

IT(v+ah, T, xo)| < (7-28)

x| o

holds for every ||v|y <6/M, a € [-6/M,§/M], T €[1-5/M,1+6/M], and x¢ € @(?/M. Furthermore,
in view of (7-28) and Proposition 7.3, we get that, given ||v|y < §/M?, for every a € [-8/ M, §/M],
Te[l-6/M,1+6/M], and x¢ € B?/M’ there are functions
d=0(v+ah,T,xg) and a=a(v+ah,T, xg)
which solve the modified integral equation
D(7) = Saoe (O)(T (v, T, x0) = C(P,a, T (v, T, x0)))
T
+ / Stoo (T —0)(Gy()(P(0)) — agUa(U)) do (7-29)
0

for all T > 0. For such ® and a, we show that one can associate to any ||v||y <8/ M ? suitable parameters 7,
X0, and & such that (7-27) holds. From this, via Proposition 7.4, we conclude that Y (v+ah, T, xo) € M5 .
Recall that the correction terms can be written as C = C1 + C; = 22:0 C 1k + C,, where

CH(@.a.u)=PPu+ PP 1 (®.a) and Cr(P.a.u) = Hyou + Ha I>(®. ),

and where the integrals are denoted by
o0
1@.0)= [ €7 (Guio)(®0) 00 Usio)) do,

o0
I>(®,a) = /0 ¢ (G (o) (®(0)) — 0o Ua(o) do
and we have
PO (@) <8 and | Ha Io(®,a)] <6 (7-30)

see (7-18). We will show that there are parameters 7', «, and x¢ such that, fork =0,...,9,
(CH(®,a, T(v +ah,T.x0))|g))=0 and (Co(®,a, Y(w+ah,T,x0))|hay) =0, (7-31)
which implies (7-27). To this end we expand the initial data operator. First, by Taylor expansion we get,

forT €e[1—6/M,1+8/M] and x¢ € B?/M’

9
R(Up. T, x0) ~R(Up. 1.0) = co(T — g’ + Y ¢;x4 g8 + r(T. xo).
=1

where the remainder satisfies

17(T, x0) — (T, %o)|| £ 8(T —T'| + |x0 — Zol).
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Hence we obtain

Y(w+ah,T,x0)=Rw+ah,T,xo)+ co(T — l)g(o) + Zc xog(J) + 14 (T, x0),

where

Fae (T2 X0) = co(T — 1)(g§” —g50) + Z cjxg (g8 —g5) +r(T. x0).
It is straightforward to check that
Ira(T. x0) = ro(T, Zo) | S 8(la —b| +|T — T| + |x0 — Xol) (7-32)

foralla,be[Bg T.T €[1—8/M,1+68/M], and x¢, %o € B2 We now write

§/M-

R(w+ah, T, x0) =R, T,x0) +aR(h T,x0)+aRh—hg T, x0).

Aoo

The last term can be estimated by
IR(h —=hay,, T, x0)|| < lacol-

By taking the Taylor expansion of R(h,, ., T, xo) at (T, xo) = (1,0), we obtain
R +ah,T,x0) =R, T, xo) +ahg, +aiq(T, xo),
where the remainder satisfies
IFa(T. x0) = (T . Zo)ll < la —b| +|T = T| + |xo — Tol- (7-33)

Hence we obtain the expansion
Y(w+ah,T,xo) =R, T, xo)+ahg, +co(T— l)g(o) + Z cj xjg(/) + 700, (T, x0) +argq (T, xo).

By applying the projections to the initial data operator we get
POY@+ah, T.xo) = PR, T.x0) +co(T — g + P ra (T, x0) + P Far, (T, x0).
POY(w+ah, T, xo) = PR, T, x0) +¢;xi g + P ra (T, x0) +a PP Fa (T, x0),
H, Y(w+ah,T,x0)=H; RW,T,x0)+ahg,+ Hy ra. (T, x0) +aHy, 7a.. (T, x0).
Hence, by introducing the notation § = T — 1, we define, for k =0,...,9,
T, B, x0) = PEOR®, B+ 1.x0) + P racy (B.x0) + ¢ P& ey (B.x0) + PE 11 (. B.x0),
T3 (@, B, %0) = Hapo R(v, B+ 1,%0) + Hacyaos (B X0) + @ HuoFae (B, %0) + Hao I>(, B, X0).
Using this notation we can rewrite (7-31) as
ﬂ I (@. B, x0) 1= G0(T3” (@, B, x0) | g2).
= 1@ B.x0) 1= & (T (@, B. x0) | 1)) (7-34)
o =T{'7(@, B, x0) := E10(T5' (@, B, x0) | hay)
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for j = 1,...,9 and some constants ¢o,¢;,c10 € R. We will show that I'y, = (F(O) ...,F,(,lo)) is a
contraction on Bé M for sufficiently small § > 0 and for sufficiently large M > 0. Thereby the first part
of the statement follows by Banach’s fixed-point theorem.

First we observe that I';, maps @é/l ) into itself. Indeed, by the proof of Lemma 7.6, we know that
IR(v, 14+ B, x0)|| < |lv|ly. Now estimates (7-32)—(7-33), and the integral estimates (7-30) imply

M o) = 0 375) + 06"

for all j =0,...,10. Thus, there is a choice of large enough M > 0 such that, for all sufficiently small
8 > 0, the inequality

)
ITo(@, B, x0)l = 77

holds for all (e, B, xo) € B}! §/M Next we show that by restricting, if necessary, to even smaller § > 0, the
operator I'y is a contraction on [Eié/1 - Let (@, a) € X5 x Xg be the functions solving (7-29) corresponding
to parameters v+ah, T =148, and xo. Furthermore, let (¥, b) € X5 x X be the functions corresponding
to v+ ah, T=1+ /§, and Xo. Then, we obtain

|®—Wx+lla—blx ST (+ah,T,x0)—Y(v+ah, T,%)| < la—al+|8— B +|xo— ol
Hence, by Lemma 7.1, we get, for k =0,...,9, that
k ~ ~ -
1P 11 (®.a) — PO 1 (.5) | S 8(1@ —Wl|x + lla —bllx) < 8(jo — @] + B — Bl + |x0 — o)
and
| Haoo I2(®, a) — Hp  I2(V,D)|| < 8(lo —al + |B— Bl + [xo — Xol).
Furthermore, by (7-25) and the Lipschitz continuity of the Riesz projections P,gk) and H,, we obtain
IPEIR@. T.x0) — PLOR@. T. %) | + || Haoo R(v. T. x0) — Hp ,R(v. T %0) |
< lolly(la—blx + T = T| + |xo — Fol) < 8l —&| + |8 — Bl + |0 — Fol).
Moreover, for k =0, ..., 9, we have
k ~ -
1P oo (T x0) = P01 (T 20) | + lle P Py (T x0) — & PO 7y (T 50) |
< 8(la—&| +18 — Bl + |xo — %ol)
and

| Haooraoe (T, X0) — Hp 1o (T, %o)|| + lloe Haoo P (T x0) — @ Hp (T, o)
SO(la—al+|B =Bl + |xo —Xol)-

From these estimates we infer that

It (@, B, x0) = T (@, B, Zo)|| S 8l — @l + 18 — Bl + |x0 — Fol) (7-35)
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for j =0,...,10. Therefore, 'y is a contraction for all small enough § > 0, and this concludes the proof
of the first part of the statement.

It remains to establish the Lipschitz continuity of the parameters with respect to the initial data. Let
v, w € ) satisfy the smallness condition and let (e, 8, xo) and (&, 5 , Xo) be the corresponding set of
parameters. The first line in (7-34) implies

18— Bl = T (a, B, x0) — TS (@, B, %o)|
< ITS (@, B, x0) = TS (@, B, x0)| + TS (e, B, x0) = T (@, B, %o).

The second term can be estimated with (7-35). To estimate the first term, we use the Lipschitz continuity
of the Riesz projections to get

0 0

1P gy R+ B x0) = P o R(w, 14 B, x0)|
< [vlyllace (v, B, x0) — doo(w. B, x0)lx + v —wly < lv—w]y.
Similar estimates using (7-32)—(7-33) and Lemma 7.1 yield
0 0
5% @, B, x0) = T§ (@, B. x0)| S [|v — wy.
In summary, we obtain
1B =Bl < 8(la—a| + 1B — Bl + |xo = Tol) + [0 —w]y,
and similar estimates for the remaining components yield
jor =G| + |8 — Bl + |x0 — Tol < 8(le —&| + |8 — BI + |xo — o) + [[o — w]ly,

which concludes the proof. O

7F. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let M > 0 be from Proposition 2.4. For § > 0 define §’' := §/M. Then
consider (f, g) € Coo(@g) X CW(@g) satisfying
8 )
(S, g)”HG(Bg)xHS(Bg) = o

By Propositions 2.4 and 2.1, we have that, for all § > 0 sufficiently small, there exist a € @19‘4 § o

Tel[l—6§,14+8, xoeBj, and a € [-§,§'], depending Lipschitz continuously on ( f, g) with respect
to the norm on ), as well a function ¥ € C ([0, 0o0), H) that solves

V() =S[00+ Y((f.g) +ah, T, xo)] + /Or S(t—o0)F (¥ (0))do, (7-36)

and obeys the estimate
W () — Uall < ™" (7-37)

for all T > 0. By standard arguments, W is the unique solution to (7-36) in C([0, co), H). Now, from
the smoothness of f and g, we have that the initial data W(0) = Uy + Y ((f, g) + ah, T, xo) belongs
to C oo(@g) xC oo(@g), and therefore from Proposition 2.2 we infer that W is smooth and solves (2-3)
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classically. More precisely, by writing W(t) = (Y1 (t, ), ¥2(z,-)), we have that ; e C*°(Z) for j =1,2
and

dry1(7,§) = =€ -V (r, &) =291 (7, §) + ¥2(7, §),
0:Y2(T.§) = Ay (1. §) —§ - Va(,§) — 3ya (7. §), +¥1 (7, £)?
for (1,&) € Z, with
Y1(0.) = T*[Uo]1(T - +x0) + T2 f(T - +x0) +aT*h1(T - +xo).
Y2(0,+) = T [Uola(T - +x0) + T2g(T - +x0) + aT>ho(T - +x0).
Furthermore, by writing ®(t) = ¥(r) — U,, where ®(t) = (¢1(z, ), ¢2(z,-)), from (7-37) we have

—wT

le1(z, s oy < de and  [lg2(. )| gawo) S de™" (7-38)

for all T > 0. Furthermore, by the Sobolev embedding we have, for the first component, that
lo1(z, )l poo@oy S Se™ (7-39)

for all T > 0. Now, we translate these results back to physical coordinates and let

u(t,x) = ﬁwl( log(T —t)+1logT, T_xo)

Based on the smoothness properties of ¥1, we conclude that u € C°°(Cr,x,). Furthermore, u solves
(07 — Ax)u(r. x) = u(t.x)?
on Cr,x, and satisfies

u(©,-) =U(|-|)+ f +ah1, 0u(0,-)=2U(-))+|-|U(|-]) +g +ahs

on @% (x0). Uniqueness of u follows from uniqueness of W, though it also follows by standard results
concerning wave equations in physical coordinates. Furthermore,

1 _
u(t,x) = 712 [Ua (XT _X[o) + o, x)],

with ¢(t, x) := @1(—log(T —t) +1log T, (x — x0)/(T —1t)). The bound (7-39) yields

[0 oo @9 royy = 191 (—10&(T = 1) +log . )| oo asy < 8(T —1)° (7-40)
for all ¢t € [0, T'). Furthermore, by (7-38),
(T =" 2ot ) s, eoyy = 01 (= 108(T —1) +10g T, )| i oy S (T —=1)°

for k =0,...,5, which implies the first line in (1-17). The second line follows also from (7-38) and the
fact that

deu(t,x) = T t)3 WZ( log(T —t) +1ogT, XT__XZO).
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Relabelling §’ with § concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1 for (1-1). Now, let ¢ be the constant from (1-13).
Recall that the above conclusions hold for all sufficiently small 6 > 0. Therefore, from (7-40) we see that
we can choose small enough § > 0 so as to ensure

1
||(p([")||L°°(B9T—z(x0)) = 3¢Co
for all t € [0, T). As a consequence, u is strictly positive on Cr, x, and therefore provides a solution
to (1-6) as well. O
8. Proof of Theorem 1.6: stable ODE blowup

The proof of Theorem 1.6 follows mutatis mutandis the proof of Theorem 1.1. However, for the
convenience of the reader we outline the most important steps and stick to the notation introduced above.
Starting with (2-3), we consider solutions of the form W(z) = k4(;) + ®(7), which yields

0:®(v) = [L + Ly, 19(1) + Gar) (P(r) — dekea(r). (8-1)

/ ~ 0
L, u®) = (2Ka(g)u1(§))

Gu0)(®(z)) = [L]

Ka(t)

where

and
— L;Caoo]q)(t) + F (®(1)).

In this equation, L : D(L) C ‘H — H denotes, as usual, the operator describing the free wave evolution.
This is fully characterized for both d = 7 and d = 9 in Section 3; recall that H := Hy, for k = %(d +1).
For the perturbation theory, the spectral analysis is crucial. Once this is obtained, most results are purely
abstract and the proofs can be adapted from previous sections.

Since Lfca is compact and depends Lipschitz continuously on a, the results of Section 4 apply. In
particular, for small enough a, the spectrum of L + L;a in the right half-plane consists of isolated
eigenvalues confined to a compact region. Furthermore, an analogous result to Proposition 4.5 holds
with V replaced by a constant. This substantially simplifies the spectral analysis and with the above
prerequisites it is easy to derive the following statement. For all of the ensuing statements, d € {7, 9}.

Proposition 8.1. There are constants §* > 0 and w > 0 such that the following holds: For any a € @g*,
the operator L + cha : D(L) C H — H generates a strongly continuous semigroup (Sk,(7))z>0
on H. Furthermore, there exist projections P, ~§1k) e B(H), k=1,...,d, of rank 1 that are mutually
transversal and depend Lipschitz continuously on a. Furthermore, they commute with Sy, (t) and, for all
ucHandt >0,
Se, (D)Pau=e"u and S, (1) Q((lk)u =u,
as well as
Sk, (D[1 - ﬁa - Qa]u” Se T - ﬁa - Qa]u”

with Qg = Zz=1 ng). Moreover,

ISk, ()1 = Pa— Qal — S, ([1 — Py — O]l S e la—b| (8-2)
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foralla,b e Bg* and © > 0. Also,

ran P, = span(g,) and ran ng) = span(cjék)), (8-3)
where -
N Ao(a)[Ao(a) — A;E7]™ -~ (k)
a = i = OgxKa -4
ga() <3A0(a)2[A0(a)—Aj§/]_4) and g, 0a, ke (8-4)
fork=1,...,d.

Proof. We only sketch the main steps of the proof, since many parts are abstract operator theory and can
be copied verbatim from previous sections.

The results of Section 3 together with the bounded perturbation theorem immediately imply that
L+ Lfcu generates a strongly continuous semigroup, which we denote by (S, (7))r>0. Furthermore,
the results of Propositions 4.3 and 4.5 hold in particular for our case at hand, and we infer that, for
ReA > —%, the spectrum of L + LfCa consists of isolated eigenvalues confined to a compact region.
For a = 0, Proposition 4.5 holds mutatis mutandis with V' replaced by the constant potential 2k = 12.
In this case, in the spectral ODE the number of regular singular points can be reduced to three, and we
can therefore resolve the connection problem by using the standard theory of hypergeometric equations.
This is outlined in the following, where we show that there exists 0 < o < % such that

o(L + LLO) C{AeC:Red <—uotU{o,1}.
In fact, we convince ourselves that
{Ae(D:Re)LZO}\{O,I}C,O(L—I-L;O). (8-5)

We argue by contradiction. Let us assume that A € o (L + Lfm) \ {0,1} and Re A > 0. Then, for
some ¢ € Ny, (4-7) with potential 2k must have an analytic solution on [0, 1]. We show that this cannot
be the case. By changing variables and setting f(p) = p‘v(p?), (4-7) transforms into the standard
hypergeometric form

z(1—=2)" @)+ (c—(a+b+1)2)V'(z) +abv(z) =0,

with

a=31A+L-1), b=2A+L+6), and c=1d+¢.
Fundamental systems around the regular singular points p = 0 and p = 1 are given by {vg, ¥} and
{v1, U1}, respectively, where

vo(z) =2F1(a,b;c;z),

To(z) =z "3 Fi(a+1—c,b+1—c;2—c;2),

vi(z) =2F1(a,b;a+b+1—c;1—12),

51(2)=(1—2)"*bFi(c—a,c—b;1+c—a—b;1—2).
In fact, this holds if @ + b — ¢ # 0, and, for a + b — ¢ = 0, the function v; behaves logarithmically.
In either case, the solutions v and ¥ are not admissible since they are not analytic for Re A > 0. We
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therefore look for A which connect vg and v1, i.e., for which vy and v; are constant multiples of each
other. For the hypergeometric equation, the connection coefficients are known explicitly and we have

I'c)I'(c—a _b)v )+ I'e)l'(a+5b —c)ﬁ

T(c—a)T(c—b) ' T'(a)T(b)
see [DLMF 2010]. So the condition that quantifies our eigenvalues is
L)la+b—-c)
NONOEEE
This can only be the case if a or b is a pole of the gamma function, i.e., —a € Ny or —b € Ny. In particular,
this implies that A € R. Since Re A > 0, we can exclude —b € Ng. On the other hand, —a € N is possible
only if A € {0, 1}, which contradicts our assumption and proves (8-5). For A =1 and A = 0, one can easily

check that explicit solutions to the eigenvalue equation are given by go and q((,k), respectively, where

~ (1 ~(k) _ Y R
gO—(3) and ¢, —aak’ca|a=0—6(3sk

for k = 1,...,d. Similar to the above reasoning one shows that these functions indeed span the

1(2);

vo(z) =

eigenspaces for the corresponding eigenvalues, i.e., the geometric multiplicities of A =1 and A = 0 are 1
and d, respectively. The algebraic multiplicities are determined by the dimension of the ranges of the
corresponding Riesz projections

~ 1 ~ 1
Pop=— [ R r (A)dA d =— | R s (A)dA,
0= 5 5 L+L,,(A) and Qo 2 ), L+, (V)
where, for j € {0, 1}, we have y;(s) = A; + %woez’”s for s € [0, 1]. An ODE argument analogous to the

proof of Lemma 5.7 yields

ran Po = span(go) and ran Qo = span(tj(()l), e ,tj(()d)).
The perturbative characterization of the spectrum of L + L;a fora € Bg* is purely abstract. Along the
lines of the proof of Lemma 5.8, one shows that

o(L+L,)C{AeC:Red <—3wo}U{0,1},

where for A = 0 and A = 1, the eigenfunctions are Lorentz boosted versions of g¢ and ﬁ(()k). In fact, one
can check by direct calculations that the functions g, and tit(,k) stated in (8-4) solve the corresponding

eigenvalue equations. Equation (8-3) for the spectral projections

Pa=% " RL—}-L;QZ(A)dA and Qa=ﬁ yoRL+Lka(/\)d/\
follows from the abstract arguments provided in the proof of Lemma 6.1. The same holds for the Lipschitz
dependence of the projections on the parameter a. The growth bounds for the semigroup follow from the
structure of the spectrum, resolvent bounds and the Gearhart—Priiss theorem analogous to the proof of

Proposition 6.2. Finally, the proof for the Lipschitz continuity (8-2) can be copied verbatim. O
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The analysis of the integral equation

O(1) = Se, (D + [0 Ses. (v —0)(Gao)(@(@)) — dokae)) do

is completely analogous to Section 7. In particular, to derive the modulation equation for a, one uses the
fact that 0ck 4(r) = dag (r)q(()k). By introducing the correction

o,¢]
C(®,a,u)= P, u+ P, / e (Ga(0)(P(0)) — Vo k 4(5)) do,
0

it is straightforward to prove the following result.

Proposition 8.2. There exists w > 0 such that, for all sufficiently large C > 0 and all sufficiently small
8 > 0, the following holds: For every ||v||y <8/C,every T € [1 —6/C, 1+ 8/C], and every x¢ € @g/c,
there exist functions ® € X5 and a € Xg such that the integral equation

®(7) = Sy, ()T (0, T, x0) — C (®,a, Y (v, T, x0))) + /0 Skaee (t=0)(G o) (P(0)) = o fKa(o)) do

holds for t > 0, and also | D (7)|| < §e™®T for all t = 0. Moreover, the solution map is Lipschitz
continuous, i.e.,

[®(v, T1, x0) — ®(w, T2, yo)[x + lla(v, T1, x0) —a(w, T2, yo)lx < llv—wlly +[T1 — 12| + [xo0 — yol
forall v, w € ) satisfying the smallness assumption, all Ty, T € [1-6/C, 146/ C], and all xg, yg € B?/C'

We note that similarly to the manifold M one can construct a manifold ' C ker ﬁo @ ran 130 of
codimension (1 + d) characterized by the vanishing of the correction term C. However, in the context
of stable blowup this is not of much interest, since the existence of this manifold is solely caused by
the translation instability. In particular, no correction of the physical initial data is necessary, if blow-up
time and point are chosen appropriately, i.e., for suitably small ( f, g), there are T and xo such that
Y (v, T, xo) € N. This is contained in the following result, where Y = H@+3/2(Bd) x g@+1/2(gd)

Lemma 8.3. There exists C > 0 such that, for all sufficiently small § > 0, the following holds: For every
v € Y satisfying ||v|y < 8/C?, there is a choice of parameters T € [l —§/C,1+8/C] and xq € @g/c in
Proposition 8.2 such that

C(®,a, (v, T, xo)) = 0.

Moreover, the parameters depend Lipschitz continuously on the data, i.e.,
[T (v) = T(w)] + |x0(v) — xo(w)| < [|lv —wlly
forall v, w € Y satisfying the above smallness assumption.

The proof is along the lines of the proof of Lemma 7.7 on page 668 with obvious simplifications. With
these results, in combination with persistence of regularity that is completely analogous to Proposition 2.2,
Theorem 1.6 is obtained by the same arguments as in Section 7F.
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Appendix: Proof of Lemma 3.4

We will frequently use the identities

2Re[E/3; f(6) f(E)] = ;€71 f©P1—d| f(§) (A-1)
and

0iy iy -+ 04 [67 07 f1 = ki, 0y +++ iy f() + 79501, 0iy -+ iy f(£), (A-2)

which hold for all k € N and f € C*°(B¢). Furthermore, by the divergence theorem, we have

| vdu@i@ae=- [ su@m@ds+ [

sd—

Au(w)w; ' v(w) do(w) (A-3)
1
for smooth u and v, and similarly
/ 0 Au(§)dT v () d = — / 0;9,u(6)37 070 (E) d€ + / ;9 8iu(©)F v (@) do (). (A-4)
B4 B4 gd—1
We first prove the result for d = 9, starting with those parts of (- | - )y, that correspond to the standard
H* x H*=1! inner product.
For the sake of concreteness, we consider the case k = 5, which corresponds to the space we are going
to use later on. Using the above identities, we infer

Re/ 0;0; 050, 0m[Luly (€)' 070K 0! 0™ uy (§) d €
B

=Re/ a,-a,-akalamuz(g)aiafakalamul(g)dg—g/ 3;0; 0k 07 Omu1 ()97 07 0K 0l 0muy (8) d £
B B

- % /58 0; ajakal am“l(w)ai 3/ 3kalamu1(w) do ().

Similarly,

Re/ 0;0; 0k 0; [Lul ()97 07 0k dlu (€) d &
B

__s /[5;9 0;0; 0 0yu(£)3 ) 9% us (§) dE —Re /B9 019039 dmtt1 (£)31 09 9K 9™ (€) d &
-2 [gg 00 01D u2(@) 8 9% 8T ua (@) do (@)

—I—Re/ @™ 3;9; 010 0mu 1 (@)D 87 9Kl uy(w) do(w).  (A-5)
S8

Hence

Re(Lu|u)s < —2|lul3 - %/ 0; 00k 0 Oput1 ()07 37 0% 9wy () do (w)
S8
—1 /58 3; 00k 0y un ()0 87 0% 3 uy (w) do(w)

+Re/ @™0;0; 001 Omu1 (0)3 3/ 9k us(w) do(w) 5—%||u||§, (A-6)
S8
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where we used Re(ab) < %(|a|2 +|b|?) as well as the bound

2
D wpdpu(@)] <D (@)? ) [dku@)? = 1du(@)).
k k k k
A similar calculation yields

Re(L [u)s < —3ul.

In view of the logic of these estimates, it is clear that we cannot use the standard homogeneous inner
products for integer regularities lower than j = 3, since the bound shifts to the right and will be positive
eventually. For this reason, we use tailor-made expressions for the remaining H3(B°) x H?(B?) part. In

the following, we prove that
3

3
Y Re(Lulu); <=3 |ull?, (A7)
j=1

Jj=1
which in combination with the above bounds implies the first claim in Lemma 3.4 for d =9 and k = 5 (and
in fact for any 3 < k < 5.) For higher regularities, we add again the corresponding standard homogeneous
parts. Analogous to the above calculations, one shows that

Re fBg Oiy iy [Lu] 1 (€)1 Tk (£) dE
= (%—k)/ ail"'l'kul(g)ailmikul(g)ds_%/ 0iy iz U1 (@)1 uy (0) do (w)
BO S8

4 Re /B i1 OF T (E) d

and

Re / By [l (§) T 1) d

B®
=(-k) /B  Bireig u2(§)07Ti—1u () d§ —Re /B  Direig 1 ()07 Tk ux (§) d
+Re /8 @0'* 3, i w1 (@)1 k=1up (0) do () — % /8 iy ip_ U2 (@)1 k=1uy (w) do (w).
s S
As in (A-6), we thus obtain for j > 6 the bound
Re(Lulu); < (3 —j)lul?.

It is left to prove (A-7). We first consider Re(iu |u)3. Using (A-2), (A-1), and the divergence theorem,
we calculate

Re /B 0300k Ly (63707 0F1 () d
=-1 /Bg 010, u1 (£)9°0J 0Fuy (8) dE — L fgs 8:9; 1 ()3 8 3Fuy (0) do (o)

4 Re / 0,0, 0k ()09 0w () d.
B‘)
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An application of (A-4) shows
Re/Bg 0;0; [Lulo(£)d 87 uy(£) d&
:Re/98i8j8k8ku1(é)md§—%/gaiajuz(é)Mds
’ ’ —%fgs 3; 012 () 3/ us () do ()
=Re/SS wkaka,-ajul(w)aiaTz(w)do(w)—Re/Bg 0;0; 01 (€)1 3 us(€) dE

4 [ e @n@ ds -4 [ 801007100 do)
B S
and finally

/Biaj[iu]l(w)aiajul(w)da(a))
S8

= —Re/ *9;.0;0;u1 ()07 uy (w) do(w)
S8

_4/58 0;0ju1(w)d d/uy(w) do(w) +Re/88 0;0juz(w)d' 3/ uy (w) do ().
In summary, we infer that
Re(iu|u)3 = —%||u||§ —12 /SS 8i8ju1(a))8"8T1(a)) do(w) + 4/;‘ A(w) do(w),
where
A(w) = —10;0; 011 ()97 87 Fuy (@) — 29;8,12(0)d 87 ua ()
— 20;0ju1 ()97 0/ u1 () + Re(*0;0; 051 (0) 3 3 uz (o))

—Re(0X0;0; 011 ()31 0711 (@) + Re(9;0;1u2(w)d 3/ up (w)).
By using the inequality

Re(ab) + Re(ac) —Re(h¢) < L(la|* + |b)* +|c[?). a,b,ceC,
we get A(w) < 0. Analogously, to estimate Re(z ulu)r, we get
Re [ 0,00, 1Luly €070, 51(8)
B‘)
= —%Re/Bg 8i3j3ju1(5)3i3181u1(§)d5—%/Sg 9;07 dju1 (0)d19;0uy (w) do ()

+Re / 807 0y (£)97 9,001 (8) d§
B9

and

Re / 3i [Lula(w)d us(w) do(w)
§8

= Re[ 9;07 dju1 (0)d uz(w) do(w)
S8

—Re/ wjaiajuz(w)aiuz(w)do(a))—4Re/ diusr(w)dusr(w) do(w).
S8 s8
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For the remaining term, we do a similar calculation as in (A-5), but we use instead (A-3) in order to
cancel the mixed term. In summary, we obtain

Re(Lulu)z = —lu]3 -3 /S Biua(@)uz(0) do (@) + L B do(o),
where
B(w) = —40;97 8ju1 () ;0" u1 () — 380 u2(0) 097 12 () — $0;12(0) 912 ()
+Re(Fd;07 011 (0)0 dguz()) + Re(d:97 011 ()3 u2(0)) — Re(w! ;0j12(0) 7 uz(0)).

and we observe that B(w) < 0. Now, we consider Re(Lu |u)1, which consists only of boundary integrals.
For the first term, we get

Re / 0;[Lu]y(0)d uy(w) do(w)
S8

=—3Re/ diur(w)duq(w) do(a))—Re/ ! 3;dju1 () uy(w) do(w)
S8 S8

+ Re/ diuz(w)duy(w)do(w).
S8
By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

Re/ (Biuz(w)—wjaiajul(a)))aiul(w)da(w)
S8
5%/ Biu1(w)3iu1(w)d0(w)+/ 8iuz(w)3iu2(w)da(w)+/ 0;0ju1 ()0 9) uq(w) do(w),
S8 S8 S8
which implies
Re/ 0;[Lu]y(0)dui(w) do(w)
S8

5—%Re/ 8iu1(a))8iu1(a))d0(a))+/ aiuz(w)aiuz(a))da(a))+/ 0;0ju1 ()3 d/uy(w) do(w).
S8 S8 S8

Analogously,
Re f (Ll (@)i2(@) do (@)
§8
=—3/ |u2(a))|2d0(a))+Re/ afaiul(w)mczo(w)—lzef ' diuz(w)uz(w) do(w)
S S8 s8
<=3 [ @Pdo@+ [ 1an@Pdo@ + [ da@iin dw)
Re [ [Lul@)in@) do(o)
58
-2 [ @) do@) ~Re [ o/ @)in(e) do@) +Re [ ()i @) do)
s8 S8 S8

<=3 [ m@Pdo@ + [ dan(@in@ do) + [ ua@P o),
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and hence
Re(Lulur < =3ulf +2 [ B02(@)0u2(0) do (@)
S

+/ 8i8ju1(a))8i8ju1(a))d0(w)+/ |Au1(w)]? do(w).
s8 s8
In conclusion,

3 3

> Re(Lulu); <=3 |ul?—11 /§8 3;0ju1 ()3 3/ uy (0) do(w) + /§8 |Auy(w)|? do (o).

Jj=1 Jj=1
By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

9
> 0tu(w)

i=1

2 9 9
<9 Fu(@)> <9 Y 19;0u(@)]*

i=1 i,j=1

|Au(w)]? <

which proves (A-7).
Analogous calculations for d = 7 and k > 3 yield an even better bound, namely,

Re(Lulu)y, <—3|ul?, (A-8)

forall u € D(Z), from which we obtain in particular the claimed estimate. Another way to see that (A-8)
holds is by Lemma 3.2 of [Glogi¢ and Schoérkhuber 2021], which is formulated in terms of the above
inner product for the specific case d = 7 and k = 3. The operator considered there corresponds to L
shifted by a constant, which immediately gives the inequality (A-8). O
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