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QUANTIZED SLOW BLOW-UP DYNAMICS FOR THE COROTATIONAL
ENERGY-CRITICAL HARMONIC HEAT FLOW

PIERRE RAPHAEL AND REMI SCHWEYER

We consider the energy-critical harmonic heat flow from R? into a smooth compact revolution surface of
R3. For initial data with corotational symmetry, the evolution reduces to the semilinear radially symmetric
parabolic problem

3ru+f(u):0

r r2

du—3%u —

for a suitable class of functions f. Given an integer L € N*, we exhibit a set of initial data arbitrarily
close to the least energy harmonic map Q in the energy-critical topology such that the corresponding
solution blows up in finite time by concentrating its energy

r

Vu(t,r)— VQ(A(I)

>—>u* in L?

at a speed given by the quantized rates

(T —nt
[log(T — 1) P/GE=D”

in accordance with the formal predictions of van den Berg et al. (2003). The case L = 1 corresponds to the
stable regime exhibited in our previous work (CPAM, 2013), and the data for L > 2 leave on a manifold
of codimension L—1 in some weak sense. Our analysis is a continuation of work by Merle, Rodnianski,
and the authors (in various combinations) and it further exhibits the mechanism for the existence of the
excited slow blow-up rates and the associated instability of these threshold dynamics.

A(t) = c(uo)(1 +o(1))

1. Introduction

The parabolic heat flow. The harmonic heat flow between two embedded Riemannian manifolds (N, gn),
(M, gy) is the gradient flow associated to the Dirichlet energy of maps from N — M:

{8IU = [P)TUM(AgNU)’
V=0 = Vo,

(t,x) eRxN, v(t,x) e M, (1-1)
where Pz, is the projection onto the tangent space to M at v. The special case N = R>, M =S?
corresponds to the harmonic heat flow to the 2-sphere

dv=Av+ Vv, (r,x)eRxR% v, x)eS? (1-2)
and is related to the Landau-Lifschitz equation of ferromagnetism; we refer to [van den Berg et al. 2003;

MSC2010: 35KS8.
Keywords: blow-up heat flow.
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1714 PIERRE RAPHAEL AND REMI SCHWEYER

Angenent et al. 2009; Guan et al. 2009; Gustafson et al. 2010] for a complete introduction to this class of
problems. We shall from now on restrict our discussion to the case
N =R%.

Smooth initial data yield unique local-in-time smooth solutions which dissipate the Dirichlet energy

d
—: |Vv|2} =21 18,v)*
dt R2 R2

An essential feature of the problem is that the scaling symmetry
u > up (t, x) =u(A’t, rx), A >0,
leaves the Dirichlet energy unchanged, and hence the problem is energy-critical.

Corotational flows. We restrict our attention in this paper to flows with so-called corotational symmetry.
More precisely, let us consider a smooth closed curve in the plane parametrized by arclength

. g(u) N2 N2 _
uel-mnl— 2, E)r+@@) =1,

where
g € *°(R)is odd and 27 periodic,

(H) g0)=g(m) =0, gu) >0 forO0O<u<m, (1-3)
gO)=1,g'@m=-1
Then the revolution surface M with parametrization
g(u)cosb

g(u)siné
z(u)

is a smooth ! compact revolution surface of R3 with metric (du)?+ gz(u)(de)z. Given a homotopy degree
k € 7*, the k-corotational reduction to (1-1) corresponds to solutions of the form

g(u(t, r))cos(kf)
g(u(t, r))sin(k6) (1-4)
z(u(t, r)),

which leads to the semilinear parabolic equation

o,
{Btu—arzu——u—i—sz(—?) =0,

©O,u)e[0,27]x [0, 7] —

v(t,r) =

r r f=gg. (1-5)
ut:O == MO?

The k-corotational Dirichlet energy becomes
+00 2
E(u) =/ [|a,u|2 +k2@]rdr (1-6)
0 r

ISee [Gallot et al. 2004], for example.
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and is minimized among maps with boundary conditions
u(0) =0, lim u(r)y=m 1-7)
r——+00
onto the least energy harmonic map Qy, which is the unique, up-to-scaling solution to

roy Ok = kg(Qk) (1-8)

satisfying (1-7); see for example [Cote 2005]. In the case of S? target g(u) = sin u, the harmonic map is
explicitly given by

Qi (r) =2tan” ' (r5). (1-9)

The blow-up problem. The question of the existence of blow-up solutions and the description of the
associated concentration of energy scenario has attracted considerable attention for the past thirty years.
In the pioneering works of Struwe [1985], Ding and Tian [1995], and Qing and Tian [1997] (see [Topping
2004] for a complete history of the problem), it was shown that if occurring, the concentration of energy
implies the bubbling off of a nontrivial harmonic map at a finite number of blow-up points

v(ti, ai + A(t)x) = Qi,  A(ti) -0 (1-10)

locally in space. In particular, this shows the existence of a global in time flow on negatively curved
targets where no nontrivial harmonic map exists.

For corotational data and homotopy number k£ > 2, Guan, Gustaffson, Nakanishi, and Tsai [Guan et al.
2009; Gustafson et al. 2010] proved that the flow is globally defined near the ground state harmonic
map. In fact, Oy is asymptotically stable for k£ > 3, and in particular no blow-up will occur. Eternally
oscillating solutions and infinite time grow up solutions are exhibited for k = 2.

In contrast, for k = 1, the existence of finite time blow-up solutions has been proved in various
geometrical settings strongly using the maximum principle; see in particular the work of Chang, Ding,
and Ye [Chang et al. 1992], Coron and Ghidaglia [1989], Qing and Tian [1997], and Topping [2004].
Despite some serious efforts and the use of the maximum principle (see in particular [Angenent et al.
2009]), very little was known until recently about the description of the blow-up bubble and the derivation
of the blow-up speed, in particular due to the critical nature of the problem.

For the rest of the paper, we focus on the degree

k=1

case, which generates the least energy, nontrivial harmonic map Q = Q. For D? initial manifold and
S? target, van den Berg, Hulshof, and King [van den Berg et al. 2003], in continuation of [Herrero
and Veldazquez 1994], implemented a formal analysis based on the matched asymptotics techniques and
predicted the existence of blow-up solutions of the form

u(t,r)~ Q(ﬁ) (1-11)
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with blow-up speed governed by the quantized rates
(T "
llog(T —n)PE/@L="

We will further discuss the presence of quantized rates which is reminiscent of the classification of type

A2) L eN*.

II blow-up for the supercritical nonlinear heat equation [Mizoguchi 2007].

We completely revisited the blow-up analysis in [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013] by adapting the strategy
developed in [Raphaél and Rodnianski 2012; Merle et al. 2011] for the study of wave and Schrodinger
maps, with two main new approaches:

o We completely avoid the formal matched asymptotics approach and replace it by an elementary
derivation of an explicit and universal system of ODE’s which drives the blow-up speed. A similar
simplification further occurred in related critical settings; see in particular [Rapha&l and Schweyer
2014].

» We designed a robust universal energy method to control the solution in the blow-up regime, which
applies both to parabolic and dispersive problems. In particular, we aim to make no use of the
maximum principle.

These techniques led to [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013] the construction of an open set of corotational
initial data arbitrarily close to the ground state harmonic map in the energy-critical topology such that the
corresponding solution to (1-5) bubbles off a harmonic map according to (1-11) at the speed

MO e =P

thatis, L = 1.

This is the stable* blow-up regime.

Statement of the result. Our main claim in this paper is that the analysis in [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013]
can be further extended to exhibit the unstable modes which are responsible for a discrete sequence of
quantized slow blow-up rates.

Theorem 1.1 (excited slow blow-up dynamics for the 1-corotational heat flow). Let k = 1 and g satisfy
(1-3). Let Q be the least energy harmonic map. Let L € N*. Then there exists a smooth corotational
initial data uy(r) such that the corresponding solution to (1-5) blows up in finite time T =T (ug) > 0 by
bubbling off a harmonic map

’

Vu(t,r) —VQ(Mt)

) —Vu* inl? ast—T (1-12)

at the excited rate
(T —n)t

A1) = c(ug)(1 4+ 0,-7(1)) log(T — 1)L/

c(ug) > 0. (1-13)

Moreover, ug can be taken arbitrarily close to Q in the energy-critical topology.

2In the presence of corotational symmetry, blow-up dynamics are expected to be unstable by rotation under general
perturbations; see [Merle et al. 2011].
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Comments on the result. 1. Regularity of the asymptotic profile. Arguing as in [Rapha&l and Schweyer
2013] and using the estimates of Proposition 3.1, one can directly relate the rate of blow-up (1-13) to the
regularity of the remaining excess of energy, in the sense that u* exhibits an H**! regularity is some
suitable Sobolev sense; see Remark 4.1. See also [Merle and Rapha&l 2005b] for a related phenomenon
in the dispersive setting.

2. Stable and excited blow-up rates. The case L = 1 is treated in [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013] and
corresponds to stable blow-up. For L > 2, the set of initial data leading to (1-13) is of codimension (L —1)
in the following sense: there exist fixed directions (;)2<;<z. such that, for any suitable perturbation &g of
0, there exist (a;(&0))2<i<L € RL~! such that the solution to (1-5) with data

L
Q+eo+ )y aie)v
i=2
blows up in finite time with the blow-up speed (1-13). Building a smooth manifold would require proving
local uniqueness and smoothness of the flow ¢y — a;(&p))2<i <1, Which is a separate problem; see, for
example, [Krieger and Schlag 2009] for an introduction to this kind of issue. The control of the unstable

modes relies on a classical soft and powerful Brouwer type topological argument in continuation of [Cote
et al. 2011; Cote and Zaag 2013; Hillairet and Raphaél 2012].

3. On quantized blow-up rates. There is an important formal and rigorous literature on the existence of
quantized blow-up rates for parabolic problems. In the pioneering works [Herrero and Veldzquez 1994;
Filippas et al. 2000], the authors predicted the existence of a sequence of quantized blow-up rates for the
supercritical power nonlinearity heat equation

du=Au+u?, xeR¢ p>pW)),d<T,

and this sequence is in one to one correspondence with the spectrum of the linearized operator close to
the explicit singular self similar solution. After this formal work, and using the a priori bounds on radial
type II blow-up solutions of Matano and Merle [2009; 2004], Mizogushi completely classified the radial
data type II blow-up according to these quantized rates. Note that Mizogushi finishes the classification
using the Matano—Merle a priori estimates on threshold dynamics, which heavily rely on the maximum
principle, but the argument is not constructive. One of the main points of our work is to revisit the formal
derivation of the sequence of blow-up rates and to relate it not to a spectral problem, but to the structure of
the resonances of the linearized operator H close to Q and of its iterates, that is, the growing solutions to

H*T, =0, keN*

In particular, we show how the dynamics of tails as initiated in [Raphaél and Rodnianski 2012; Merle et al.
2011] lead to a universal dynamical system driving the blow-up speed, which admits unstable solutions
(1-13) corresponding to a codimension (L — 1) set of initial data. Another by-product of this analysis is
the first explicit construction of type II blow-up for the energy-critical nonlinear heat equation [Schweyer
2012].
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4. Classification of the flow near Q. The question of the classification of the flow near the harmonic map,
and more generally near the ground state solitary wave in nonlinear evolution problems, has attracted
considerable attention recently; see, for example, [Rapha&l 2013]. This program has been concluded for
the mass-critical (gKdV) equation in [Martel et al. 2012a; 2012b; 2012c], where it is shown that, provided
the data is taken close enough to the ground state in a suitable topology which is strictly smaller than
the energy norm, the blow-up dynamics are completely classified. In contrast, arbitrarily slow blow-up
can be achieved for large deformations of the ground state in this restricted sense. The existence of
such slow blow-up regimes remains however open in many important instances, in particular for the
mass-critical NLS equation; see [Merle et al. 2013] for a further introduction to this delicate problem. For
energy-critical problems like wave or Schrodinger maps, Krieger et al. [2008] showed that arbitrarily slow
blow-up can be achieved, but the known examples so far are never 6°° smooth. The structure of the flow
near Q is also somewhat mysterious, and various new kinds of global dynamics have been constructed;
see [Donninger and Krieger 2013; Bejenaru and Tataru 2014]. One of the new results of our analysis
in this paper is to show the essential role played by the control of higher order Sobolev norms, which
provide a new topology to measure the distance to the solitary wave which is sharp enough to see all
the blow-up regimes (1-13). The control of these norms acts in the energy method as a replacement of
the counting of the number of intersections of the solution with the ground state, which, in the parabolic
setting, plays an essential role for the classification of the blow-up dynamics [Mizoguchi 2007], but relies
in an essential way on maximum principle techniques. We believe that the blow-up solutions we construct
in this paper are the building blocks to classify the blow-up dynamics near the ground state in a suitable
topology.

5. Extension to dispersive problems. We treat in this paper the parabolic problem, but the robustness
of our approach has been shown in [Raphaél and Rodnianski 2012; Merle et al. 2011], which treat
the dispersive wave and Schrodinger maps with S? target. We expect that similar constructions can be
performed there as well to produce arbitrarily slow €°° blow-up solutions with quantized rate, hence
completing the analysis of these excited regimes, which started in the seminal work [Krieger et al. 2008].

Notations. We introduce the differential operator
Af =y-Vf (energy-critical scaling).
Given a parameter A > 0, we let

w,(r) =u(y) with y = %

Given a positive number b; > 0, we let
1 log b
By— . Bl=|0g 1|‘
N N

We let x be a positive nonincreasing smooth cut-off function with

(1-14)

1 fory <1,

X(y):{O for y > 2.
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Given a parameter B > 0, we denote

xB@)=x(%>. (1-15)

We shall systematically omit the measure in all radial two dimensional integrals and note that

+00
/f = f(r)rdr.
0

Given a p-uplet J = (ji, ..., jp) € N?, we introduce the norms
P P
=)k =) ki (1-16)
k=1 k=1

‘We note that
d 1
2
%Mﬂ):{xeR{Lﬂ:(E ﬁ) SR}
i=1

Strategy of the proof. Let us give brief insight into the strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.1.

(1). Renormalized flow and iterated resonances. Let us look for a modulated solution u(z, r) of (1-5) in

renormalized form
(t.r) = (s, y) rooods (1-17)
u\t,r)=uvl(s, s = —, —_— =, -
Yoo YENay a2

which leads to the self-similar equation

FO o = (1-18)

osv — Av+biAv+
s 1 y2 X

We know from theoretical ground that if blow-up occurs, v(s, y) = Q(y) +&(s, y) for some small (s, y),
and hence the linear part of the ¢ flow is governed by the Schrodinger operator
1'(0)
y2

The energy-critical structure of the problem induces an explicit resonance

H=—A+

H(AQ) =0,

where from explicit computation,

AQN% as y — o0. (1-19)
More generally, the iterates of the kernel of H computed iteratively through the scheme
HTy1 =T, To=AQ, (1-20)
display a nontrivial tail at infinity:

Te(y) ~ y*crlogy +di) fory> 1. (1-21)
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(ii). Tail dynamics. We now generalize the approach developed in [Raphaél and Rodnianski 2012; Merle
et al. 2011] and claim that (7} )x>1 correspond to unstable directions which can be excited in a universal
way. To see this, let us look for a slowly modulated solution to (1-18) of the form v(s, y) = Qp)(y)
with

L L+2
b=, ....b), Qp=00+Y bTi(M+Y Sk (1-22)
i=1 i=2

and with a priori bounds
bi ~ by, 1SS by,

so that S; is in some sense homogeneous of degree i in b;. Our strategy is the following: choose the
universal dynamical system driving the modes (b;)1<;<; which generates the least growing in space
solution S;. Let us illustrate the procedure.

O(by). We do not adjust the law of b; for the first term.> We therefore obtain from (1-18) the equation
bi(HT1 +AQ)=0.
O (b?, by). We obtain
(b)sTy +bIATI + b2 HT> + HS, = i NL(T1, Q),

where N L(Ty, Q) corresponds to nonlinear interaction terms. When considering the far away tail (1-21),
we have, for y large,
ATy ~T,, HT,=—T,
and thus
(b1)sTi +bIAT, + by HT> ~ ((by)s + b} — b)Ty.

Hence the leading order growth is canceled by the choice
(b1)s + b7 — by =0. (1-23)

We then solve for
HS> =—b{(AT) —T1) + NL(Ty, Q)

and check that S, < b7 T; for y large.
O(b'fH, br+1). At the k-th iteration, we obtain an elliptic equation of the form
(bi)s Ty + b1k ATy + b 1 HTjpy + HS) = b]fHNLk(Tl, ooy Ty, Q).

From (1-21), we have, for tails,
ATk ~ (2k - 1)Tk,
and therefore

(b)sTi + b1 ATy + b1 HT 1 ~ ((br)s + 2k — 1)b1b — by 1) Ty

31t (b1)s = —c1by, then —Ag /A ~ b; ~ ¢~ 1% and hence after integration in time, |log A| < 1 and there is no blow-up.
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The cancellation of the leading order growth occurs for
(br)s + (2k — D)b1bg — b1 =0.

We then solve for the remaining Si4; term and check that Si; < be+1 Ti+1 fory large.

(iii). The universal system of ODE’s. The above approach leads to the universal system of ODE’s which
we stop after the L-th iterate:

br)s + 2k —1Db1by — b1 =0, 1<k<L, br4+1=0, ——=by. (1-24)

It turns out, and this is classical for critical problems, that an additional logarithmic gain related to the
growth (1-21) can be captured, and this turns out to be essential for the analysis.* This leads to the sharp
dynamical system

N (1-25)

It is easily seen (see Lemma 2.14) that (1-25) rewritten in the original ¢ time variable admits solutions such
that A(¢) touches O in finite time 7 with the asymptotic (1-13). Equivalently in renormalized variables,

dy = —2L 1-26
1= a1 (1-26)

A(s)

(log s)|d1|
§€1

c .
, b(s)~ L with c1 =
¢ K

2L—1°
Moreover (see Lemma 2.15), the corresponding solution is stable for L = 1. This is the stable blow-up

regime, and unstable with (L — 1) directions of instabilities for L > 2.

(iv). Decomposition of the flow and modulation equations. Let the approximate solution Qp be given by
(1-22), which by construction generates an approximate solution to the renormalized flow (1-18):

W, =0,0p, — AQp+bAQp+ f(szb) = Mod(r) + 0 (b*L+?),

where, roughly,

L 2
Mod(z) = Z[(bi)s + (2i -1+ |logb1|>b1bi —bi+1]Ti-
i=1

We localize Qj in the zone y < Bj to avoid the irrelevant growing tails for y >> 1/4/b;. We then pick an
initial data of the form

uo(y) = Qp(y) +e0(y), leo(WIK1

4See, for example, [Raphaél and Rodnianski 2012] for further discussion.
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in some suitable sense where »(0) is chosen initially close to the exact excited solution to (1-24). From
standard modulation argument, we dynamically introduce a modulated decomposition of the flow

u(t, r)—(Qb(z)-i-E)(t m) :(Qb(z))( e ))+w(t r), (1-27)

where the L 4 1 modulation parameters (b(¢), A(¢)) are chosen in order to manufacture the orthogonality
conditions

(e(t), H*®)) =0, 0<k<M. (1-28)

Here ®,,(y) is some fixed direction depending on some large constant M which generates an approxima-
tion of the kernel of the iterates of H; see (3-7). This orthogonal decomposition, which, for each fixed
time t, directly follows from the implicit function theorem, now allows us to compute the modulation
equations governing the parameters (b(¢), A(f)). The Qp construction is precisely manufactured to
produce the expected ODE’s:

L

%+b1'+z

i=1

L+3
S lelhoe +by 7, (1-29)

(bi)s + (21’ -1+

b1b; — b;
|10gb1|) 10 i+1

where ||¢||1oc measures a local-in-space interaction with the harmonic map.

(v). Control of the radiation and monotonicity formula. According to (1-29), the core of our analysis
is now to show that local norms of ¢ are under control and do not perturb the dynamical system (1-24).
This is achieved using high order Sobolev norms adapted to the linear flow, and in particular we claim
that the orthogonality conditions (1-28) ensure the Hardy type coercivity of the iterated operator

8|2
3 = Hk+]82>/ | ., 0<k<L.
22 /' "R asm i sy 0SFE

We now claim the we can control theses norms thanks to an energy estimate seen on the linearized

equation in original variables, that is, by working with w in (1-27) and not &, as initiated in [Raphaél and
Rodnianski 2012; Merle et al. 2011]. Here the parabolic structure of the problem simplifies the analysis
and displays a repulsive property of the renormalized linearized operator; see the proof of (3-48). The
outcome is an estimate of the form

|log by |, (1-30)

d |éus2]| bt
ds | p4k+2 | ~ p4kt2

where the right hand side is controlled by the size of the error in the construction of the approximate
blow-up profile. Integrating this in time yields two contributions, one from data and one from the error:

2k+3

Cos2(5) S A2 (5)80s42(0) + 172 (s) / llog by|* do.

)"4k+2

5See Lemma 3.3.
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The second contribution is estimated in the regime (1-26) using the fundamental algebra

(2k+3)—c1(4k+2):1+%{i1 g’;ii_l (1-31)
Hence data dominates for k < L — 1 up to a logarithmic error
2k+3 s do
A4k+2(s)/ e llog by | do ~ A¥+2(log §)€ /;0 S ™ AH+2 (100 5)C
which yields the bound
o2 SAF P logs|€, 0<k<L-1, (1-32)

which simply expresses the boundedness up to a log of w in some Sobolev type H**! norm. On the other
hand, for k = L, we can first derive a sharp logarithmic gain in (1-30),

dflual o b (1-33)
ds | p4+2 | ~ )\4L+2|10gb1|2’
and then the integral diverges from (1-31) and
b2L+3 b2L+2 b2L+2
3 4k+2 / do ~ H%+2 / do ~ 1 A4k+2
(s) )‘4L+2|1 gb |2 () 50 O X4L+2|10gb1|2 o |10gb1|2 >
We therefore obtain
b2L+2
G S o (1-34)

The difference between the controls (1-32) for 0 < k < L — 1 and the sharp control (1-34) is an essential
feature of the analysis and explains the introduction of an exactly order L + 1 Sobolev energy.

We can now reinject this bound into (1-29) and, thanks to the logarithmic gain in (1-33), show that
¢ does not perturb the system (1-25), modulo the control of the associated unstable L — 1 modes by a
further adjusted choice of the initial data. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we construct the approximate self-similar solutions
0O and obtain sharp estimates on the error term W,. We also exhibit an explicit solution to the dynamical
system (1-25) and show that it displays (L — 1) directions of instability. In Section 3, we set up the
bootstrap argument in Proposition 3.1 and derive the fundamental monotonicity of the Sobolev-type norm
|HL e ||%2 in Proposition 3.6, which is the heart of the analysis. In Section 4, we close the bootstrap
bounds, which easily imply the blow-up statement of Theorem 1.1.

2. Construction of the approximate profile

This section is devoted to the construction of the approximate Qj blow-up profile and the study of the
associated dynamical system for b = (by, ..., br).
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The linearized Hamiltonian. Let us start by recalling the structure of the harmonic map Q, which is the

unique up-to-scaling solution to

AQ=g(Q), Q=0 lim Q@)=

(2-1)

This equation can be integrated explicitly.6 Q is smooth Q € €°°([0, +00), [0, 7)) and using (1-3) admits

a Taylor expansion’ to all order at the origin,

p
Q) =Y iy’ '+ 0¥ ) asy—0,
i=0

and at infinity,

p
2 d; 1
Q()’)ZJT—;—E y2i+1+0 ] as y — 400.
i=1

The linearized operator close to Q displays a remarkable structure. Indeed, let the potentials
Z=¢(Q), V=Z"+AZ=[(Q), V=>1+2)-

which, from (2-2),(2-3), satisfy the following behavior at 0, 4+-00:

IJFZ{7 ciy2i+0(y2p+2) as y — 0,
Z(y) = 1

—1+Zl 1y (—y2P+2) as y = +o0o,

+y" Ciy2i+0(y2”+2) as y — 0,
Viy) = 1

143 G0 ) w e

y y

N 4437 ey +00MD) asy -0,
Vy)= P C 1

Zi:l ﬁ + 0 —y2p+2 as y — 400,

(2-2)

(2-3)

(2-4)

(2-5)

(2-6)

2-7)

where (c;);>1 stands for some generic sequence of constants which depend on the Taylor expansion of g

at (0, ). The linearized operator close to Q is the Schrodinger operator

\%
y
and admits the factorization
H=A%A
with
Z N 1+Z7 ,

6See [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013] for more details.
7up to scaling

(2-8)

(2-9)
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Observe that, equivalently,

u « L 0
—AQ (AQ) Au_yA—Qa(uyAQ), (2-10)

and thus the kernels of A and A* on R? are explicit:

1
Au =0 ifandonlyif u € Span(AQ), A*u=0 ifandonlyif ue Span( AQ)' (2-11)
y

Hence the kernel of H on R is
Hu=0 ifandonlyif ueSpan(AQ,T) (2-12)
with
l) asy — 0,

, 0
rM=Ap | —— = Y 2-13
o ¢‘/1 x(Ag(x))? %+0<10gy) as y — 400. 1
y

In particular, H is a positive operator on Hrlad with a resonance A Q at the origin induced by the energy-
critical scaling invariance. We also introduce the conjugate Hamiltonian

~

~ 14
H=AA"=-A+—, (2-14)
Yy
which is definite positive by construction and (2-11); see Lemma B.2.

Admissible functions. Explicit knowledge of the Green’s functions allows us to introduce the formal
inverse

y y
H1f=—F(y)f fAQxdx—i—AQ(y)/ fTxdx. (2-15)
0 0
Given a function f, we introduce the suitable derivatives of f by considering the sequence

A* fi for k odd, -0 (2-16)

fo=to fin= {Afk for k even, -

We shall introduce the formal notation
fe=sF.
We define a first class of admissible functions which display a suitable behavior both at the origin and
infinity.
Definition 2.1 (admissible functions). We say a smooth function f € €°°(R,, R) is admissible of degree
(p1, p2) eNx Z if
(i) f admits a Taylor expansion at the origin to all order

p
f =) ay*™ '+ 00, 2-17)
k=p,
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(i) f and its suitable derivatives admit a bound, for y > 2,

y?2 (1 4 Jlogyl) for2py—k > 1,

2-18
y2pa—k=l for 2p, —k <0. ( )

forallk>0, |fin|< {

H naturally acts on the class of admissible functions in the following way.

Lemma 2.2 (action of H and H~! on admissible functions). Let f be an admissible function of degree
(p1, p2). Then

() foralll > 1, H' f is admissible of degree
(max(p1 —1,0), p2 —1D), (2-19)
(i) foralll, p» > 0, H™' f is admissible of degree
(p1+1 p2+D). (2-20)

Proof of Lemma 2.2. This a simple consequence of the expansions (2-2), (2-3).

Let us first show that H f is admissible of degree at least (max(p; — 1, 1), p» — 1), which yields (2-19)
by induction. We inject the Taylor expansions (2-17), (2-18) into (2-8). Near the origin, the claim directly
follows from the Taylor expansion (2-6) and the cancellation H (y) =cy+ O (y?) at the origin. The claim
at infinity directly follows from the relation u; = fi» by definition.

Now let p» >0 and u = H~' f be given by (2-15), and let us show that u is admissible of degree at
least (p; + 1, p2 + 1), which yields (2-20) by induction. From the relation u; = f;_, for k > 2, we need
only consider k =0, 1. We first observe from the Wronskian relation I''(A Q) — (AQ)'T = 1/y that

Z AQ) 1
AF:—F/+—F:—F/+( Q)F:— .
y AQ yAQ
Thus, using the cancellation AA Q = 0, we compute
y 1 y
Au=—AT fAQxdx:—/ fAQxdx. (2-21)
0 yAQ Jo

Moreover, we may invert A using (2-10) and the boundary condition u = 0(y3) from (2-15), which
yields

Y Au Y dx *
u=-AQ —dx=—AQ(y)/0 W/O f(@DAQ(z)zdz. (2-22)

Using (2-2), this yields the Taylor expansion near the origin:

y Y Au P
Au = Z C/(cl)y2k+2 + 0(y2p+4), u= —AQf  dx = Z C,(f)yzkH + O(y2p+5)’
0
k=p: =,
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and hence u is of degree at least p; + 1 near the origin. For y > 1, from (2-21), (2-22), (2-18), we estimate
by brute force, for py > 1,

Yy
|Au| = |u;| sf 22711 + |log T]) dT < y*P2(1 + |log y)),
0

1 y
ul < ;[ £27(1 4 [log Tt dr < P+ (1 + [log ).
0

and, for p, =0,
y
IAMIZIMIS/ t'dr S 1+]logyl,
1
1 [
lul < ;f (1+logzhrdr S y(1+|logyl).
0
Hence u satisfies (2-18) with pp — p»+1and k =0, 1. O

Let us give an explicit example of admissible functions which will be essential for the analysis. From
(2-2) and the cancellation AA Q =0, A Q is admissible of degree (0, 0), and hence Lemma 2.2 ensures
the following.

Lemma 2.3 (generators of the kernel of H'). Let the sequence of profiles for i > 1 be
T,=(—1)'H'AQ. (2-23)

Then T; is admissible of degree (i, 1).

bi-admissible functions. We will need an extended notion of admissible functions for the construction

of the blow-up profile. In the sequel, we consider a small enough 0 < b; < 1 and let By, x5, be given by
(1-14), (1-15). Given l € Z, we let

1+ |log(v/1)|

1,35, forli>1,

aby, y) =1, Mgl (2-24)
=3 for [ <0,
|log by]
and, similarly,
)
Tl—obgyllygwo for > 1,
Gibr,y) =1 4oEP (2-25)
=3 for I < 0.
llog b1 -

We then define the extended class of b;-admissible functions.

Definition 2.4 (b-admissible functions). We say a smooth function f € 6> (R%. xR, R) is b1-admissible
of degree (p1, p2) € N x Z if the following hold:

(i) For y <1, f admits a representation

J
Fry)=> ki) f) (2-26)

j=1
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for some finite order J € N*, some smooth functions f ;i (y) with a Taylor expansion at the origin to

all order, for all y <1,

)4
fi;n = apy™ '+ oG, (2-27)
k=p:

and some smooth functions 4 ;(by) away from the origin with

a'h;
I

ob;

< L (2-28)

forall [l > 0, ST
b

(i1) The function f and its suitable derivatives (2-16) satisfy a uniform bound for some constant ¢, > 0:
forall y > 2 and all k > 0,

| febr, IS Y2 gy, (b, y) + 22 P log y|22 + Fpp i 0(b1)y* P2 * 1035, (2:29)

and, forall/ > 1,

81
— Ji (D1, )’)‘
I
ob;
1 ~ ke . —k—
S {7 g, kb1, y) + ¥ P log y [} + Fpy s (b)) y? P T 1 ysap,, (2-30)
bl llogb|
where, for all [ > 0,
0 for2p, —k—3 < —1,
sz,k,l(bl) = I+1 P2 _ (2-31)
1/(b]" logh|) for2p,—k—3>0.

Remark 2.5. Let us consider the solution T to
HT,=—AQ.
An explicit computation reveals the growth for y large
AQ~ % Ti(y) ~ ylogy.

The b-admissibility corresponds to a log by gain on the growth at 0o, which is an essential feature of the
slowly growing tails in the construction of the modulated blow-up profile in Proposition 2.12. Observe for
example that (2-29), (2-31) imply the rough bound

3 fi
b’

2pr—1—k
A+

N k>0,1>1, (2-32)
[log b |

| fil S (14 y)2 ik,

and hence a logarithmic improvement with respect to (2-18). This gain will be measured in a sharp way
through the computation of suitable weighted Sobolev bounds; see Lemma 2.8.

We claim that H, H~! and the scaling operators naturally act on the class of hj-admissible functions

in the following way.
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Lemma 2.6 (action of H, H~! and scaling operators on b;-admissible functions). Let f be a by-admissible
function of degree (p1, p2). Then we get:

() Foralll > 1, H' f is by-admissible of degree
(max(p; —1,0), po —1). (2-33)
(ii) Foralll, p» > 1, H™' f is by-admissible of degree
(p1+1, p2+D). (2-34)

(iii) Af =y, f is admissible of degree (p1, p2).
@iv) b10f/(9by) is admissible of degree (p1, p2).

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Proof of (). We show that u = H f is b;-admissible of degree (max(p;—1, 0), po—1),
which yields (2-33) by induction. Near the origin, the claim directly follows from the Taylor expansion
(2-27) with (2-26) and the cancellation H(y) =cy + O(y3) at the origin. For y > 1, H is independent of
by so that, by definition,

ur 9 fiyo

forall [ > 0, — =
ob; ob;

’

which satisfies (2-29), (2-30), (2-31) with p» — p>— 1 and F), 1 x1(b1) = Fp, k+2,1(b1). Equation (2-33)
follows.

Proof of (ii). Now let p, > 1 and let us show that u = H~! f is admissible of degree (p; + 1, p» + 1),
which yields (2-34) by induction. Observe that, for k > 2 and all / > 0,

Nlur 9 fia
apt — abt

’

which satisfies (2-29), (2-30), (2-31) with p» — p> +1 and F,111(b1) = Fp, k—2,(b1). It thus only
remains to estimate u, Au, and their derivatives in b;.

Estimate for u near the origin. The inversion formulas (2-21), (2-22) ensure the decomposition of variables
near the origin

J
(b, y) =Y hjb)ii;(y).

j=1

where, using (2-2) the Taylor expansion near the origin,

~ Al )
Ailj = Z C]((ljy2k+2+ 0(y*P ), uj = —AQ/ 20 gy = ’(c;y2k+3+ 0(y2P+5).
k=p1

Hence u is of degree at least p; + 1 near the origin.
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Estimate for u; = Au for y > 1. We use the formula (2-21) and the assumption p, > 1 to estimate, for
1 <y <3By,

y y
|Au| < / |fldr < f (2P gy 1(by, T) + 722 3|log T|7 ] dt
0 0

S Y oghi| / my o271 (1 4 |loga|) do + O (y*P>2|log y|'*<r2)
~ bp2|logb1|

< g 1 I0eCWPIN o)
VT Jloghl

2t D=2 ) )1 (b1, ) + Y2 PV log y| 1

llog y|'ter:

=Yy

and, for y > 3By,

y 3By y
Aul < / flde < f 2P g by, ) dr + / Fry00(b) 72773 dt + 022 log y| ' +m)
0 0

3By

1

)7
S bPlloghi] | /33 Fpa00(b1)T 7 d7 4 077 log y|'7m).
1 0

If p» =1, which is the borderline case 2p, —3 = —1, then F),, 9 o =0, and we thus get the bound, for all
p2=1,y =3By,

|Au| < yzm—z( + sz,o,()(bl)) + y* 22 [log y| ' T2

1
bi|log by |

2pr—2 + y2(p2+1)—4 l—l—c,,2
9

<
S y [log y|
b [log b1 g

and (2-31) is satisfied for (py > po + 1,k =1) thanks to 2(p, +1) —1—-3> 0.
We now pick / > 1. H is independent of by, so

3! 3!
ob; ob;
and therefore, from (2-21), we compute

81141

YV Q z

ob; yAQ ob;
This yields the bound, for |y| < 3By,
0lu,
ab!

y 1 i )
f<v/ ] — {7 g1 (b1, ¥) + ¥ [log y|72} dy
o billogbh|

< - 2p2 = b , + 2pr—2 10 L‘pz-‘rl
”bﬁ|logb1|[y g1(b1, y) +y 2 |log y|"» "]
1

- m[yz(pz+l)_2§2(pz+l)—l (b1, y) + y* P log y|r2F1],
1 1
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and, for |y| > 3By,

0lu,
b}

1 1 2py—2 1 Y 2pr—3
< — +y P22 logy| T [+ | Fp00(b1)y™? 7 dy.
bl log by | [b{” 38,

Again, if p, =1, then F), o; = 0, and we therefore obtain the bound, for all p> > 1,

ol 2m=2|Jog y[cr T
11 < 2p2—2|:l+1— + sz,o,z(bl)] 2 7 o]
ab; b |log by brllog b
2(pa+1)—1-3 1
y y2 P2t D=1=31 100 yien

S I+1 + 7
b 'lloghy|  byllogh|
and (2-31) is satisfied for (p, = pp+1,k=1) thanks to 2(p, +1)—1 -3 > 0.

Estimate for u. Now, from the above bounds and (2-22), for 1 < y < 3B; we estimate

1 1 [
ul <~ / |Aulzdr < — / [P gy 1 (b, T) + 272 Hlog | Fm ] de
Yy Jo Yy Jo

— g L+ 1log(v/Bry)]
~Y
|log by|

= 2P0 gy (b1, y) + ¥ PV log yPrer

+y* " log yPFn

and for y > 3B( we estimate
1 3By y
ul < —[/ Pt e(by, 1) dr +/ Fpyt1,1,0(b1)T27! df] + Y20 g y 2T
YLJo 3By

1
< 2p2—l|: ] 2(p2+1)-3 2+cp,
Sy —— |+ |log y| ,
b1|log b1 |

which satisfies (2-29) for (p» — p2 + 1,k = 0) thanks to 2(p, + 1) —3 — 1 > 0. Finally, for / > 1,

1§y§3B(),
y
s
Yy Jo

L
b |log by|

9luy
—F T
b

olu
anl
ob;

1 y
dt < S Togbil /O (2P gy 1 (b, T) + 272 Hlog 7| T ] de
1 1
[yX Pt g i1y (B, y) 4+ y2 P2 D3 log ylr ),

and, for y > 3By,

olu 1 3Bo 72pa+lg (p T y 2(p2+D=31o 2+¢p,
— S_[/ #dt-l—/ Fp2+1,1,l(b1)f2p2_ld‘t:|+y : | gy|
ob; yLJo b |log by| 3B, b |log by|

< y2(p2+D—3 y2(pz+l)—3|10gy|2+cp2

~ b log by bl |log by |

Hence u is bi-admissible of degree (p; + 1, po» + 1).
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Proof of (iii) and (iv). The property (iv) is a direct consequence of the definition of b; admissible functions
(Definition 2.4) and the trivial bound

gi(b1,y)

| < gi(br, y).
[log by |

We now turn to the proof of (iii). First we rewrite the scaling operator as
A=ydy=—Ild—yA+(1+2).

Near the origin, the existence of the decomposition (2-26) follows directly from the even parity of the
Taylor expansion of Z at the origin (2-5). Far out, let

Af==f-yh+U+2D)f

A simple induction argument similar to Lemma D.1 yields the expansion for £ > 1,

k
f)k = Cop1¥irt +ceafi+ D Pei(y) fro (2-35)

i=1
with the improved decay

100 Pei (D] < forall/ >0, y> 1. (2-36)

1+ y2+l+k—i

We therefore obtain from (2-32), (2-35), (2-36), (2-5) the bound

k

1 i

(A S Iy fentl +1fel + ijk,,.szz il
i=0

Sy P N gap ety + 82po—k) + Y log (2 + (Fpy k0 + Fpy k1,00 9272 * 1,535,

We now observe the monotonicity g2,—k—1 S &2p,—k from (2-24) and F), i4+1,0 S Fp, k0 from (2-31),
and thus (A f); satisfies (2-30), (2-31) for / = 0. Similarly, for k > 0,/ > 1, we use the bound, for y = By,

2pr—k—5 2pr—k—3

y <Y
b ogby| ™ billogby|’

YRS F b)) S

to estimate

o' (A <‘y31fk+1 3 fi
abt |~ |7 abl b
k
1 1 2pr—i—1 | 2pr—i—3 e 2pr—i—3
+Z yk—i+2{b1 |10gb1|[)’ P2t 4y 2 log y |12 ]+ Fy 10 (D) y 2T T 1y23,

i=0 1

1 k]~ - ke

S gty + 82pa—i) + ¥ log y| 2]
by |log by|

2pr—k—3
+ (Fpykg + Fpp 1,0y 1,33,

and the bounds g2,, -1 S &2p,—k» Fpyk+1,1 S Fp, k1 now ensure (2-30), (2-31) for [ > 1. [l
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Slowly growing tails. Let us give an example of admissible profiles which will be central in the con-
struction of the leading order slowly modulated blow-up profile. Given b; > 0 small enough, we let the
radiation be

Y, = H {—cp, xBy/ahQ +dp, H[(1 — x5,) A Q1) (2-37)
with 5
4 0
Ch = dy =, / X5o/aAOTy dy. (2-38)
1 f XBO/4(A Q)2 1 1 0 Bo/4 yay

Lemma 2.7 (slowly growing tails). Let (T;);>1 be given by (2-23). Then the sequence of profiles fori > 1
0, = AT, — 2i — DT; — (=)' H= Ty, (2-39)
is bi-admissible of degree (i, i).

Proof of Lemma 2.7. Step 1: Structure of T;. Let us consider T} = —H ' A Q, which is admissible of
degree (1, 1) from Lemma 2.3. For y > 1, explicit computation using the expansion (2-3) into (2-15)

yields
Ti(y) = ylogy +eoy + 0('1°gy'2), ATy =ylogy +(1+eo)y+ 0<'l°gyy'2> (2-40)
for some universal constant eg. Hence we get the essential cancellation
AT, —T, =y+0<@>. (2-41)

We now prove that ®; is of order (i, i) by induction on i.

Step 2: i = 1. By definition,

y y
Xp, = F(y)f Chy X B4 (A Q)*x dx — AQ()’)/ Chy XBo/alU' AQx dx +dp, (1 — xp))AQ(y), (2-42)
0 0
and thus, by the definition of ¢, dp, in (2-38),

cp, Ty fory < Bo/4,
) =

(2-43)
4T for y > 3By.

In particular, ¥, admits a representation (2-26) near the origin with J =1, i1 (b1) =cp,, and f] ) =T1(y),
and thus an expansion (2-27) of order p; = 1 from the first step. A direct computation on the formula
(2-38) yields the bounds

2 [1+0< : )} | < —— (2-44)
Cp, = ) il S 7 1 1 10 -
' |logh| |log b1 "™ billog by
and l 1
o 1 o'd I
Dl e forall 1 = 1, (2-45)
obl |~ Billogbi 2" | 9B} |~ B logby|

which imply (2-28).
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For y > 3By, from (2-13), (2-43), we estimate

S () =y + 0(10%) (2-46)

and, for 2 < y < 3By,

y logy Y 2 Y
Ebl(y)=c‘b1<z+0( y ))[/0 XBo/4(AQ)de:|_Cb1AQ()’)/; O(1)x dx

y A 2 1
ZYM+O( Ty ) (2-47)
J xBo/a(AQ) [log b
We thus conclude from (2-41), (2-47) that, for y < 3By,
Jo xBoja(AQ)? 1+y llog y|?
O1(y) =y—y 2=y o — )+ 0 =0 1+ [logyv/B1)D) ).
[ xBoja(AQ)? [log by | I+y |1 b1
which, together with the bounds (2-40), (2-46) for y > 3 By, yields the bound, for y > 2,
llog y|?
[©1()] Sygz(bl,y)-i-O( y . (2-48)

Now, from (2-21), (2-37), we compute

1 y
A%y, = VAO /o AQ[—cp, xByjaAQ +dp, H[(1 — x5,) AQ]lx dx,

and from (2-44) we estimate, for y < 3By,

Ch,
yAQ yAQ
and, for y > 3By,

d
ATy = — f (AQ)?x dx + O(Bb1 130<y<330> = -2+ 0(g1(b1,y)) (2-49)

0

4 1
ASy = —————240(=). 2-50
n="3ag - T (y2> (250)

Moreover, a simple rescaling argument yields the formula

AZ
A(Au) =Au+ AAu — —u
y

and thus, using (2-40), (2-5),

AZ logy
AAT, —T)) = AAT, — —T1 =AATI+ O 5 -
y y

Now, from (2-21), (2-3), we estimate

1 /y 5 ] <10gy)
AT = —| —— (AQ)xdx|=—-2logy+ O ,
: [yAQ 0 s y?

1
AAT; = —2+0< °g2y),
y

and, similarly,
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from which

1
AAT —T) =-2+ 0< og,zy)
y

We thus conclude from (2-48), (2-49), (2-50), (2-51) that

lo
|A®n<gme0+o( fy)

We now turn to the control of H®;. First, from a simple rescaling argument, we compute

AV
H(Au)=2Hu+ AHu — —-u,
y
which implies
1 1
it 1= -0+ o{1%82) = o 122).
y y

Hence, according to (2-24), we get the desired cancellation

|HO| < |H(AT, —T)| + |HSp, | < ! +0<1°gy>
e o S T og by =% )

1735

(2-51)

(2-52)

The control of higher order suitable derivatives in y now follows by iteration using (2-3), (2-6). Hence

®; satisfies the bound (2-29) with p, =1,1=0.
‘We now take derivatives in by, in which case from (2-42), for [ > 1,
ST S !

al_bl__ abl =F(y) 0 abl {Cb1XBo/4}(AQ) xdx
1

al
Q(y)/ {CleBo/4}FAQde Y —{dp, (1 = xB)}AQ (),
1

and from (2-43),

8l®1 812171 ( ) O f . 3B
= or
b T =250

From (1-14), we estimate by brute force

9" X8,
ab'

< Igy<y<2By
~Y
1
bl

and thus, from the Leibniz rule and (2-45), for y < 3By, we obtain

I
y 1
S (1+lo )+[ —] e e
b11|10gb1|2 | gy| ébll_kblﬂlogb”z y 30/25)53310

3'0
b}

15,/2<y<38,

1
| s oen)
g bk log by |

< y(%+|10gyl) < lygl '
b} |log b |? b |log by|

y
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The control of higher suitable derivatives (3' 4@/ (E)bl1 ))1.k>1 follows similarly using the explicit formula
(2-37). This concludes the proof of the estimate (2-30) with p, = 1, and thus ®; is b;-admissible of
degree (1, 1).

Step 3: i — i + 1. We assume the claim for ®; and prove it for ®;,;. From (2-23), (2-39), (2-52),

HO;1 = H(AT 1) — Qi+ DHT 1 — (-1 H 'S,

. . AV
=AHTiy1— Qi —DHTip1 + ()T HH'S, — —-Tiy
y
) ) AV
=—[(ATi = Qi = DTi = (=)' HH'8y | — —-Tip
y

AV
=—0; — —Ti41.

y

The induction hypothesis ensures that ®; is b;-admissible of order (i, i). Moreover, near the origin, 7; 1
is from Lemma 2.3 of degree i + 1 and hence the development (2-6) ensures that (AV/ yz)TH_l is of
degree i + 1 near the origin. For y > 1, (2-6) ensures the improved bound

)4
VAV L
dyp \ y2 J|~yptaT T

and since 7;4 is of degree i 4 1, we obtain from the Leibniz rule the rough bound, for all £ > 0,

AV koo
kl — _— yAiAD=p-l i 2i—k-3 i
‘&ﬁ [ y? i+]”§2ykp+4y (D=7 log y| <y log y .
p=0

Hence (AV/ yz)TiH, which is independent of by, satisfies (2-29) and is b;-admissible of degree (i, i).
We conclude from Lemma 2.6 that ®;; is admissible of order (i + 1,7 + 1). O

Sobolev bounds on by-admissible functions. The property of b;-admissibility leads to simple Sobolev
bounds with sharp logarithmic gains. We let By be given by (1-14).

Lemma 2.8 (estimate of bj-admissible function). Leti > 1 and f be a bi-admissible function of degree
(i,1). Then

d(i—k—1)
/ |H"f|2§% for0<k=<i-—1, (2-53)
y<2B, b1" " |log by |?
/ H*f? <1 fork > i, (2-54)
y<2B;
and
1 1 2 1 1 2
/ ngllH"flan/ LRI b f P < lloghi P fork=i—1.  (255)
y<2B, 14y y<2, 14y



DYNAMICS FOR THE COROTATIONAL ENERGY-CRITICAL HARMONIC HEAT FLOW 1737

Remark 2.9. The boundedness of the Sobolev norm (2-54) in the borderline case k =i is a consequence
of the definition (2-24). Indeed,

1+ [log b1y |?
———————| ~|logb],
y<3B,| (1 +y)[logby|
but
1 2
/ |« (2-56)
y<3B,| (1 + y)|log b1

Proof of Lemma 2.8. Let k > 0. Near the origin, the cancellation A(y) = y> + O(y) and the Taylor
expansion (2-27) ensure that H k f is bounded uniformly in y < 1, |b1| < % For y > 1, from (2-29) we
estimate

k2 2 2i—2k—3 2
/ |H" f| :f|f2k| 5/ | Fi 2k,0(b1)y™ 1,235
y<2B 3By<y=<2B

2i—2k—1
+ ly
1<y<2B,

—2k—3 ci |2

92— (by) +y* [log y|

For k > i, F; 2x.,0 = 0 and from (2-24) we estimate (2-56)

f HE R <14 / y
y=<2B 1<y<2B

For k <i —1, the growth can be controlled in a sharp way. Indeed, using F; 2x o = 0 for k =i — 1 precisely

o1 - ?
2(i—k)—1 1y=3Bg + y21—2k—3|10gy|ci ,S, 1.
|log b |

to avoid an additional logarithmic error, we estimate

4i—4k—4 1 ‘ k)t

/ |ka|2 S 21 : + > /. y4(l—k)—2(1 4 |10g /b1y|2)+Bl(l— )— |]Ogb1|2t,‘p2+1
y<2B billog by | [log b1l* Jy<3s,

Bg(i—k) |log by |4(i—k—1) _ |log by |4(i—k—1)
logb1>  p7Plloghy 2 ™ b7 llog by |2

<

~

Finally, for k > i — 1, using the rough bound (2-32), we estimate

1+ [log y|? 1+ |log y|?
[ EEE e [ S an g
y<2B, 1+ y<2B, 1+

1+ |log y|? ik 1+ [log y|? - B
S / —4|(1 4 y)21 2k 1|2 4 5 |(1 4 y)2l 2(k+1) 1|2
y=<2B l+y y<2B 1+y

< llog by . O

Slowly modulated blow-up profiles. In this section we construct the approximate modulated blow-up
profile. Let us start by introducing the notion of homogeneous admissible functions.
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Definition 2.10 (homogeneous functions). Given parameters b = (bx)1<k<z and (p1, p2, p3) e NXZ xN,
we say a function S(b, y) is homogeneous of degree (p;, p2, p3) if it is of the form

L

S(b,y) = > [cf (1‘[ b,i")sf(bl, y)],
J=(j1,-jr)s I l2=p3 k=1

where

L
J=(tooojr) €Zx N T =) ki,
k=1

and for some b;-admissible profiles 3‘1 of degree (pi, p2) in the sense of Definition 2.4. We note that

deg(S) = (p1, p2. P3)-

Remark 2.11. We allow for negative powers of by only in the above definition. This ensures from
Lemma 2.6 that the space of homogeneous functions of a given degree is stable by application of the
operator b19/(3by). It is also stable by multiplication by cp, from (2-44), (2-45).

We may now proceed to the construction of the slowly modulated blow-up profiles.

Proposition 2.12 (construction of the approximate profile). Let M > 0 be a large enough universal
constant. Then there exists a small enough universal constant b*(M) > 0 such that the following holds
true. Let there be a €' map

b= (b0)1<k=t : [s0. 511> (=b" (M), b*(M))"
with a priori bounds on [sg, s1]
0 <by <b*"(M), |bk|§b]1‘ for2 <k <L. (2-57)
Let By be given by (1-14) and (T;)1<i<1. be given by (2-23). Then there exist homogeneous profiles
{Si(b, y), 2<i<L+2,

S1=0
with
deg(S;) = (i, i, 1),
0S; 2-58
A0 for2<i<j<L (259
ob;
such that
L L+2
Qbis)(¥) = Q) + a3, () =D biTi(y)+ Y Si(y) (2-59)
i=1 i=2

generates an approximate solution to the renormalized flow

05Qp —AQp+D1AQp + f(szb) = W}, + Mod(t) (2-60)
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with
L L+2
Mod(1) =Z (bi)s + Qi = 1+ ¢y )bibi — l+1][T £y 2 ] (2-61)
i=1 j= l+1
Here we used the convention
and \Vy, satisfies
(i) the global weighted bounds
foralll <k<L, / |H W, 12 < b3 |log b€, (2-62)
y=<2B,
1+ |log y/|? 1+ |log y/|? 2L+
f Lgf'm“m%/ Loyl sy p < 2 (2-63)
y<2B, L+ y<2B, L+ llog by |
b2L+4
[ twp s (2-64)
V<2B |llog b1
and
(ii) forall 0<k<L+1, / |H W, |2 < MCpIETo (2-65)
y<2M
for some universal constant C = C (L) > 0 (improved local control).
Proof of Proposition 2.12. Step 1: Computation of the error. From (2-59), (2-60) we compute
0,00 — AQy+b1AQ) + f(be) — A+ A
with
L+2
A _blAQ—i-Z[(b )sT; + b HT; + bib AT+ Y [35Si + HS; + b1 AS;],
i=1 i=2
1
Ay = ?[f(Q +ap) = f(Q) — f(Q)ap].
Let us rearrange the first sum using the definition (2-23):
L L+1 L+1
Ay =b1AQ+0;SL12+b1AS 2+ Z[(bi)sTi —biTi—1 +b1bi AT; ]+ Z[asSi +b1ASi ]+ Z HSip
i=1 i=2 i=1
L

=[0sS142 +D1AS 2l +[HSp 42+ 05Sp41 +b1ASL 1]+ Z[(bi)s + (2i — 1+cp)b1b; — bi 11T,
i=1

+Z[HSZ+1+8S+b1b(AT (2i —1+¢p)T;) + b1 AS;],
i=1

where c¢p, is given by (2-38). We now treat the time dependence using the anticipated approximate



1740 PIERRE RAPHAEL AND REMI SCHWEYER

modulation equation

L
9S; 9.S;
ass,-=_2]<b Do . Z((b s Q=1 en)bib;—bjin o~ Z<(21—1+cb1>b1b maT;,
j
and thus, using (2-58),
L 3842
. L+
Al:{blASL+2_lXI:((2l_1+Cb1)blbi_bi+l) 3, }
0SL+1
HSL+2+b1ASL+1—Z((21—1+cb1)b1b —bir) =
i=1 !
i—1 BS
+Z[HS,+1+b1b (AT, — 2i —14¢,)T)+b1ASi— Y ((2j —1+cp,)b1bj — bjst)5 - ]
i=1 j=1
L L+2 35S,
+Z (b )s+(21_1+cb1)b1b bt+1]|:T + Z ab; :|
i=1 j=i+1
We now expand A; using a Taylor expansion:
fP0)
A2=_2{Z n J+R2
vl g
with
L+3
L+2 (L+3) -
Ry, = (L+2)'/ (1=0)"f (Q+tap)dr. (2-66)
Using the notation (1-16) for the 2L 4 1 uplet J = (iy, ..., iL, jo, ..., jL+2) € N2L+1 we sort the Taylor
polynomial®
L+2 L+2
|J|1—Zlk+ZJk, |J|2—Zklk+2kjk,
k=1
and thus
L+2 (i L+2 L+2 L+2
f920) (”(Q) it e it
> %= Z . > c,]_[kak]_[S _ZP + Ry,
Jj=2 j=2 Th=j k=1
where
L+2 . L L+2
f(])(Q) . .
P = i > c,]_[b;jT,;k]_[s,gk, (2-67)
j=2 [Th=j.lJ=i k=1 k=2
L+2 o L+2
fP0) it i i
Ri=) i > c,]_[kaA]_[S (2-68)
Jj=2 [Th=jJ2>L+3 k=1

8Remember that b; is order b’i from (2-57).
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We finally use the definitions (2-23), (2-39), (2-61) to rewrite
AT = i = 14ep)T; = 0 + (=D HTH S, — 0, T; = ©; + (=D H N (Zy, — ey, T,
which, together with (2-60), yields the following expression for the error:

L
Wy = (=) byb H (S, — e, Th)
i=1

L
+ {b1A5L+2 — Y (@i = 1+cp)bib; —bigy)
i=1

08142
ab;

1
+ —[R1 + Rz]}

08141
ob;

PL+2

Z((zz — 1+cp)bib; —biy1)

+ {HSL+2+b1ASL+1 +

L 3S;
L+1 .

+ ;[HSH—] +b1D;O; + b1 AS; + VT ]ZI(QJ —1+4cp)br1bj — j+1)ab :| (2-69)

We now construct iteratively the sequence of profiles (S;)1<;<r+2 through the scheme
S1 =0,
! . _ (2-70)
Si=—H '®;, 2<i<L+2,

where, for 1 <i < L,

P, 3S;
ir1 = bibi©; +bIAS; +’—“—Z(<2J—1+cbl)b1b bjsD) o (2-71)
oo db;
PL+2 aSL—H
®ry2=biAS 41+ Z((zz = L ep)baby = bir) = (2-72)
Step 2: Control of ®;, S;. We claim by induction on i that ®; is homogeneous with
deg(®;))=(G—1,i—1,i) for2<i<L+2 (2-73)
and
0D; ..
—— =0 for2<i<j<L+2. (2-74)
db;

This implies from Lemma 2.6 that S; given by (2-70) is homogeneous and satisfies (2-58) for 2 <i < L +2.

Case 1: i = 1. We compute explicitly
4
B f 2(Q) 72

Py =biO; + Z,

which satisfies (2-74). Recall from (1-3) that f = gg’ is odd and 7 periodic so that the expansions (2-2),
(2-3) yield, at the origin,

Q) _ P y* 4 0(2PF3)  forjeven,
oo Yoo y*¥4+0u**t?)  forjodd

(2-75)
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and, at infinity,
FO) X p vy oY) forjeven,

= (2-76)
y? Yy *+0(py %) forjodd.

From Lemmas 2.3 and 2.7, T} and ®; are respectively admissible and b;-admissible of order (1, 1). In
particular, we have the Taylor expansion near the origin

f7(Q) -
22 TE=)Y ay* M+ 007", p=1,
k

=1

and the bound at infinity

()

1 ke
S =) gy P Sy * P logy P, k>0.
y

Hence (f"(Q) /2)72)T12 is b1-admissible of degree (1, 1). We conclude that &, is homogeneous with
deg(d,) = (1,1, 2).

Case 2: i — i + 1. We estimate all terms in (2-71). Equation (2-74) holds by direct inspection. From
Lemma 2.7, b1b;®; is homogeneous of degree (i, i, i + 1). From Lemma 2.6, b; A S; is homogeneous of
degree (i, i, i + 1) by induction. For j > 2, by definition and induction we have that

9S;

((2j —1+cp)bib; —bj+1)£j

is homogeneous of degree (i, i,i + 1). For j = 1, we rewrite the term

3S; by 35S;
1 b2 —b))— =@ b ——= )b, —=
(1 +cp,)by 2)8b] (( +¢p,) b1 b1>( 18b1>

and, recalling Remark 2.11, conclude that this term is also homogeneous of degree (i, i, i 4+ 1). It thus
remains to estimate the nonlinear term P;/ y2 in (2-71), which, from (2-67), is a linear combination of
monomials of the form’
FID) T i T i . . .
M) =" [Toé Tse Wh=j =i+l 2<j<i+l
k=1 k=2

Using (2-75), (2-76), we conclude that M is admissible with the following development at the origin:
for j =2,

Mj(y) — y71y2k2| ik(2k+l)+jk(2k+l)(c() +C2y2 4. +cpy2p +0(y2p+l))
=y o+ eay® o epy 0
=V o+ ery® + -+ ey +o(P ),

90bserve that terms involving k > i + 1 are indeed forbidden in the last product from the constraint |J|; > 2, [J|, =i + 1.
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and, for j =21 +1,

M (y) =y 2yRia WEFDRRCED (¢ 4 0y 4 4 ¢,y +0(y*7H))
=yt ey + eyt +. o+ cpy? + oy )
=y2(i+l)+1(60+62y2+‘“+pr2p+0(y2p+l)).

Now j > 2 ensures / > 1, and hence M; admits a Taylor expansion (2-27) at the origin with p; =i + 1.
For y > 1, the rough bound (2-32) and (2-18) imply

151 S b1y 1Ty S v log v,
which, together with (2-76), yields the control

Y2 h=i=3 = y2=D=1 " for j =21 >2,

M;(y) < llog y|© . . <y 3 log y|€, 2-77
J(y)Nl gyl {y2|1|2_1_2:y2(1_l)_] f0r1=21+123~y | gY| ( )

which is compatible with the degree i control at infinity (2-29). The control of further derivatives in
(y, by) follows from (2-32) and the Leibniz rule. This concludes the proof of (2-73).

Step 3: Estimate on the error. From (2-69), we compute

W, =w,” 4w, (2-78)
L

WO =3 (=D b HE,  with 85, = 85, — T, (2-79)

= L 3S 1

. 2
IIJISU =b1AS[ 15— Z((Zz — 1 +4cp)b1bi —biy1) BZJF + ?[Rl + R3]. (2-80)
i=1 !
Estimates for \Illgo). First observe from (2-43), (2-79) that
~ Bo

Supp Xp, C 1y = 2 (2-81)

We extract from (2-42) the rough bound for k > 0 and By/4 <y <2B

|H—k§b1| S 1 +y2k+1‘
Thus
/ |H*Sy, 1> b7 2 loghy|€, 0<k<L.
y<2B

On the other hand, from (2-37) and the cancellation H A Q = 0, we have

~ 1 1
|HZp, | < (—)1y>30/4, (2-82)
llogbi|\14+y/) "~
~ 1 1
|Hk Ebll 5 Bz(k_1)|10gb1| (1 + y)130§y§330 for k Z 2. (2-83)
0
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This leads to the bound

~ 1 - b2k—2
/ |HZp, * < , /IHkEbllz,S 5 fork>2.
y<2B llog by | [log b |

Thus from (2-57), for 0 < k < L, we estimate

L
/ |Hk\1’£0)|2 S |10g b1|C Zb%+2ib12(k—l+l)—2 S b]2k+2|10g bl |C
=28 i=1

and the sharp logarithmic gain

b2L+4

HL+1\I,(0) 2 < b2+21 HLt+2- zz )
/i P <Y 2 < ST

i=1

Y i liD-2 <
|logb1|22 d

Similarly, using (2-82), (2-83),

L
1+ |lo 1 + |log y|? o~
/ + | g4)’| |HL\D(O)2<ZI72+2’/ =+ | g4)7| |HL_1+12b1|2
v<2g, L4y P v<2,  1+Yy
L
i=1

p2L—it1=1)
1 < p2L+4

+21/ 1+|10gy|2 b
y=Ba LHYH lloghiP(14y2) YL

and

1+]1 1+ |1 2 L~
/ =+ | ogyl |AHL\I’(O)|2 < Zb2+21 / =+ | ng)’| |AHL_I+12b1|2
y<2Bj 1+y i—1 y<2B 1+y

L
< 3 RN / 14 llogy[?
~ Tl y=By/4 Y1+ y?)

Estimates for \Ill()l). By construction, S+, is homogeneous of degree (L 42, L +2, L 4 2) and thus so is
ASr+>. We therefore estimate from (2-53), (2-57), forall 0 <k <L +1,
b2b2L+4|10g bl |4(L+2—k—1) b2k+2

by H*A S 5> < =1 llog by [HEHI=R)
/y<231 b2 Plog by |2 llog by |?

and, using the rough bound (2-32),

/ (1+|10gy|2)|:|b1HLASL+2|2+ |b1AHLASL+2|2]
y<2B, 1+ y4 1+ y?

2
< b%b%LH/ 1+ |log y| (14 y2)2LF2-1-2L < b%L+4

|log b1|C.
Y
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‘We now turn to the control of Ry, which, from (2-68), is a linear combination of terms of the form

-~ () L ) ) L+42 )
ity = LT e [ S8 Whi=ih=L+3,22j<L+2.
k=2

2
Y k=1

At the origin, the homogeneity of S; and the admissibility of 7; ensure the bound, for y <1,

2ATh+j—1 _ 2(Ja+D)—1 ;
Vlatj=1 = 207+ forj =21,  _. 143 2146

~ < L+3 y
|M; (D) S Dy { = y2WtD=1 for j=2141""! ’

2| J|2+j—-2
yl l2+)

and similarly for (2-77), for 1 <y <2By,
2 —j=3 _ 2(1J12=D)=3 s
l=j=3 = 27~ for j =21 <bm2y2|]|275|10gbllc,

v /12 cly
|MJ(y)|§b1 llog by | { :y2(|1|2_1)_3 fOI‘]:21+1N 1

yZIJ l2—j—=2
where we used j > 2, and similarly for higher derivatives. This ensures the control at the origin
|H*M;(»)| SbE3 forO<k<L+1, y<1

and, for y > 1,
|H M ()] S b Py2 V=5 o<k <L +1.

Thus, forall0 <k <L +1,

/ |HkMJ|2 5 b%L-ﬁ-ﬁ +b%|f|2|10g b1|C / y4(\J|2—k)—10 5 b%L+6 +b%”‘zBi"ﬂﬂz—k)—Sllogbl|C
y=<2B; y=<2B;

S b12L+6 +b%k+4|10g b1|C 5 b%k+3.

Similarly,

/ (1+|10gy|2)[|HL1V11|2+|AHLMJ|2]
y<2B, T4y I+

141 2
Sb%L+6+ |10gb1|C/ + | og4y| |blll\zy2(|1|z—L)—5|2
1<y<2p, 1+

5 b%L+6 —|—b%ulzBi‘(“‘z_L)_lzllogbl|C S b%L+6|10gb] |C‘

It remains to estimate the R, term given by (2-66). Near the origin y < 1, by construction, we have
lap| < byy?, and thus, forO0 <k <L 41,y <1,

R
k 2 3 .
‘H (_2)‘ §b1L+ 3L+ =22k §b1L+3-
y
For y > 1, we use the rough bound by construction, for 1 <y <2Bj,
s | < bryllog v,
which yields the bound, for 0 <k <L +1,1 <y <2By,

‘Hk (R_zz) ‘ 5 blL+3|10gb1 |CyL+3*272k’
y
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from which, forO <k <L +1,

R> _
/ |Hk (_2) |2 S b%L+6 4 b%L+6|10g b] |C / y2L+2 4k
y<2B M 1<y<2B

bIFTe for 2L 42— 4k < —1,
biETO BHE M log b€ = bt |log by |©

<bF P |log by €.

1 1 Ry
fy%( oz )| 15531 LU ) [ B

The collection of above estimates yields (2-62), (2-64).
Finally, the local control (2-65) is a simple consequence of the support localization (2-81) and the fact

Similarly,

that \1121) given by (2-80) satisfies by construction a bound on compact sets:
|H WD ()| < MCbEHS forally <2M « Bypandall 0 <k <L +1.
This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.12. O

Localization of the profile. We now proceed to a simple localization procedure of the profile O, to avoid
some irrelevant growth in the region y > 2B;.

Proposition 2.13 (localization). Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.12, assume the a priori bound

|(b1)s] S 7. (2-84)
Consider the localized profile
L+2
Obis)(¥) = Q) + & (»),  @p(y) = Zb T+ S, (2-85)
with i=1 i=2
Ti=xs T, Si=xnS: (2-86)
Then
(0p)
905 — AQp+b1AQp + f
y? L L+2
~ ' ~ 85,
=W+ > [(bi)s + Qi = 1+ co)bib —bi1]| T+ x5, Y W | 8D
_ i=1 j=i+l
where \Vy, satisfies
(1) the weighted bounds
foralll <k <L, /|H"i1?b|2 < b2 log by |©, (2-88)
1 1 2 2 2L+3
f +|og4y| IHL\I/b|2+/ +|ogy| AHLT,2 < . (2-89)
y<2B, 1+ I+y ~ lo gb1|
2L+4
HL+1 2 < 2-90
[ S Toghi 50
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and
(ii) forall0<k<L+1, / |H* Ty 1> < MCEpHTS (2-91)
y<2M

for some universal constant C = C (L) > 0 (improved local control).

Proof of Proposition 2.13. From localization we compute

905 — AQp+b1AQp+ f(Qb)

= X8, {3 Op—AQp+b1AQp+ f(be)

} + (35 xB, )y — 20y x B, Oyatp — tp A X, +brap A xp,
1 ~
+b1(1 = xp)AQ + F{f(Qb) — f(Q) — x5, (f(Qp) — f(O))}
so that
Ty, = x5, ¥y + 0"

with

~ 1 ~
T = U@~ £~ x5, (£~ F(O))
+ (35w =20y X3,y — ey Aty + b1y Axs, +b1 (1= xp)AQ. (2:92)

Note that all terms on the right hand side above are localized in By <y < 2B; except the last one, for
which Supp((1 — x5,)A Q) C {y > B;}. Hence (2-65) implies (2-91). The bounds (2-88), (2-89), (2-90)
for xp, ¥, follow verbatim as in the proof of (2-62), (2-63), (2-64).

To estimate the second error induced by localization in (2-92), first observe from (2-84) the bound

m] < 1O

IyXBl| S b1131§y§231-

Moreover, from the admissibility of 7; and the b-admissibility of S;, 7; terms dominate for y ~ B in o,
and we estimate from (2-18), forall k > 0 and By <y <2By,

[log by |

b’ P At loghi ) S —51 B

(2-93)

'_ab

This yields, forall 1 <k <L,

2
/‘Hk ((angl)ab — 20y xB, 0yatp —ap Axp, + blabAXBl)

< /
~Y
B1<y<2B

< b7 log by |© (2-94)

billoghy| | |loghi| |*
2k+1 2k+1+42 4k
Bt B B

|log bi|€
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and

2
/‘HLH ((3SX31 o, — 20y x B, 0yap — ap Axp, + blabAXBl)

< / billogh| | llogh| [*_ bi"**
B1<y<2B

We next estimate by brute force
k 1
2 - <1

from which, forall 1 <k <L +1,

2k+2
1 bt

/|H"(b1(l —x8)AQ) Sbf/

B1<y<2B; y4k+2 ~ |10g bl |4k .
It remains to estimate the nonlinear term, for which, using (2-93) and | f’| < 1, we estimate
’ s

0 llog by |
ayk

1 -
{F[f(Qb) — f(Q) — x5, (f(Qp) — f(Q))]” < BT

The corresponding terms are estimated as in (2-94), (2-95).

BIZ(L+1)+1 B12(L+1)+1+2 ~|10gb1|2'

(2-95)

O

Study of the dynamical system for b = (b1, ..., br). The essence of the construction of the Q,, profile

is to generate according to (2-61) the finite dimensional dynamical system (1-25) for b = (b, ...

2
(br)s + (2k—1+1_)blbk_bk+l =0, 1<k<L,br+1=0.
ogs

,br):

(2-96)

We show in this section that (2-96) admits exceptional solutions, and that the linearized operator close to

these solutions is explicit.

Lemma 2.14 (approximate solution for the b system). Let L > 2 and let so > 1 be a large enough

universal constant. We write the sequences

L
Cl =7,

2L —1

=——— ¢, l1<k<L-1,
T
y_ 2L
| (2L—1£2’
oyt = — ==K g AL D) l<k<L—1
HET % T a2 =R EE T

Then the explicit choice

dy

m, 1Sk§L,bi+IEO

Ck
be = —
k(s) Sk +

(2-97)

(2-98)

(2-99)
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generates an approximate solution to (2-96) in the sense that
(bz)s+<2k—1+i)b?bi—bi+] =0<;>, 1<k<L. (2-100)
log s sk+1(log )2
The proof of Lemma 2.14 is an explicit computation which is left to the reader. We now claim that this
solution corresponds to a codimension (L — 1) exceptional manifold.

Lemma 2.15 (linearization). 1. Computation of the linearized system. Let

Uy (s)

bi(s) = bi(s) + W’

1<k<L,bpy1=Ur1=0, (2-101)
and note U = (Uy, ...,UL). Then

2
(bk)s + (2k —1+ —>b]bk — bk-‘rl

log s

1 Ul+|U|?
[S(Uk)s_(ALU)k+O( +| +] l)} (2-102)

- skt (log s)3/4 log s log s
where
an=-1/2L-1),
ajiv1=1, I<i<L-1,
Ap=(aij)i<ij< with Ja1; =—2i— 1), 2<i<L, (2-103)
ai;i=(L—-1)/2L—-1), 2<i=<L,
aj,j=0 otherwise.

2. Diagonalization of the linearized matrix. Ay is diagonalizable:
2 3 L }

, : (2-104)
2L—1'20L—1 2L—1

ALZPL_lDLPL, DL=diag!—1

Proof of Lemma 2.15. Step 1: Linearization. A simple computation from (2-99) ensures

2
(br)s + (2k -1+ —)blbk — biy1
logs

1 |U| 1
-=— U, — kU o — ol ———
1 (log )7/ [S( Oy KU <logs)i|+ <sk+1<logs)2)

U+ U
— | 2k =D U 2k — DUy —U, o| ——— )|,
+sk+1(logs)5/4[( yarUn + ( Y Uk — Ugq1 + < og.s
and then the relation
2k—1)L . L—k

U — 1)e| —k = -
( e 2L—1 2L —1

ensures

2
(br)s + (2k -1+ —>b1bk — b1
logs

L—k 1 Ul+|UJ?
|:S(Uk)s+(2k—l)CkU1— Uk—Uk+1+0< +| | | |>:|’

2L —1 Jlogs log s

~ $F(logs)3/



1750 PIERRE RAPHAEL AND REMI SCHWEYER

which is equivalent to (2-102), (2-103).

Step 2 Diagonalization. The proof follows by computing the characteristic polynomial. The cases
L =2, 3 are done by direct inspection. Let us assume L > 4. We compute

Pr(X)=det(AL — X Id)
by developing on the last row. This yields
PL(x) = (=D (=1 QL ~ Dey

1 2
+<—X>{(—1>L(—1>(2L—3)cL_1+(2L — —X) [(—DL—‘(—1)(2L—5>cL_2+(2L — —X) = ] }

We use the recurrence relation (2-97) to compute explicitly

(=DE (=D)L - ey
+ (—X){<—1>L<—1><2L —3)er-1+ (

T —X)[(—l)L—1<—1><2L —S)cL_z]}

/ 1
- (—I)L{(ZL —3)cL_1(X— 57 _3> +@L _S)CL—Z(X_ 2L - I)X}'

We now compute from (2-97), for 1 <k <L —2,

QL — Qk+ D))epy (X ) +QL—Qk+ 3))CL‘("+‘)X(X - 2L1— 1)

2L —(2k+1)
B 1 2L — (2k+1) k+1 1
_(2L_(2k+3))CL‘("+”[X(X_ 2L — 1) 2L —(2k+3)2L—1 (X_ 2L—(2k+1))]

=L 2k+3 X kt1 X ! 2-105
= Q2L - (2k+ ))CL(k+l)< _ﬁ>< _M) (2-105)

We therefore obtain inductively

PL(X):(_1)L{(2L_3)CL—1<X—2L1_3>+(2L_5)CL—2<X_2L1_1>X}
+(—X)( ! —X)( 2 —X)[(—I)L2(—1)(2L—7)cL_3—|—( 3 —X)---]
2L —1 2L —1 2L —1
:(—1)L(X— 2 ){(ZL—S)CL_2<X— ! )+(2L—7)cL_3X(X— ! )}
2L —1 2L —5 2L —1
+(—X)( : —X)( 2 —X)( & —X)[(—l)“(—l)(zL—9)cL_4---]
2L —1 2L —1 2L —1
(xgm) ()
=(=Dix- o x=
2L —1 2L —1
x{3cz(X—1)+X(X— ! ><c1+X— L_1>}.
3 2L —1 2L —1




DYNAMICS FOR THE COROTATIONAL ENERGY-CRITICAL HARMONIC HEAT FLOW 1751

We use (2-105) with k = L — 2 to compute the last polynomial:
1 1 L—-1
sar(X- )+ x(x- g ) (v x -5 =)
={3C2<X—l>+C1X<X— ! )}+X(X— 1 )(X— L_l)
3 2L -1 2L -1 2L -1
L—1 1 L—1
:C1<X_2L—1>(X_1)+X(X_2L—1><X_2L—1>
L—1 L 1
:<X_2L—1)|:2L—1(X_1)+X(X_2L—1)}
(=2 (e ()
=(X- X — X+1}.
2L -1 2L -1
We have therefore computed

P = (—D)H(x - 2 ) (X— L-2 (X— L_l) x—_rt )(X+1
L= ( 2L-1)" 2L—1) 2L—1( 2L -1 )

and (2-104) is proved. O

3. The trapped regime

In this section, we introduce the main dynamical tools at the heart of the proof of Theorem 1.1. We start
with describing the bootstrap regime in which the blow-up solutions of Theorem 1.1 will be trapped. We
then exhibit the Lyapounov type control of H* norms, which is the heart of our analysis.

Modulation. We describe in this section the set of initial data leading to the blow-up scenario of
Theorem 1.1. Let there be a smooth 1-corotational initial data

g(up(r)) cos 6
g(up(r))sind  with |Vug—VQ| 2 < 1, (3-1)
z(uo(r))

and let v(¢, x) be the corresponding smooth solution to (1-1) with life time 0 < T < 4+o00. From (A-1),

v(0,x) =

we may decompose on a small time interval

g(u(t,r))cosf
v(t,x)=|g(u(t,r))sind (3-2)
z(u(t, 1)),
where
e, ry=u(t,r)— Q(r) satisfies (A-4). (3-3)

Moreover, from a standard argument,

T < +oo implies ||Av(t)||;2 = +oo ast— T. (3-4)
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We now modulate the solution and introduce from a standard argument'® using the initial smallness (3-1)
the unique decomposition of the flow defined on a small time ¢ € [0, #]:

u(t’ r)z(éb(t)_i_g(t’r)))»(l‘)’ )‘(t)>0’ bz(bl""’bL)’ (3'5)

where ¢() satisfies the L 4 1 orthogonality conditions

(e, H*®)) =0, 0<k<L (3-6)

and the smallness
e(t)
IVe@ 2+ | —| +I160)| K 1.
Y L2
Here, given M > 0 large enough, we define
L
Oy =Y cpuH (XuAQ), (3-7)
p=0

where -
> p=0CpM (X HP (xmAQ), Ti)

com=1 ceu= (=D : L,
" " OmAQ, AQ)
is manufactured to ensure the nondegeneracy
(Py, AQ)=(xmAQ,AQ)=4logM(1+0(1)) as M — +oo (3-8)
and the cancellation, forall 1 <k <L,
k—1
@ur. T = Y ot (H? (xur A Q). To) + e (—D* (xu AQ, AQ) =0 (3-9)
p=0
In particular,
(H'Tj, ®y) = (=1)) (xuAQ, AQ)Si j, 0<i,j<L. (3-10)
Observe also by induction that
forall 1 <p<L, |cpmlSM?P, (3-11)
from which
L
/ [IVIESS f xmAQP + Zci,Mf |H? (xu AQ)* Slog M. (3-12)

p=1
The existence of the decomposition (3-5) is a standard consequence of the implicit function theorem and
the explicit relations

- (AQ’ T17 A TL)7
2=1,b=0

0~ 0~ 0~
(ﬁ(Qb))n a—bl(Qb))u E(Qb)x)

10See, for example, [Martel and Merle 2000; Merle and Raphaél 2005a; Raphaél and Rodnianski 2012] for a further
introduction to modulation.
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which, using (3-9), imply the nondegeneracy of the Jacobian

=(xmAQ, AQ)-T £0.
r=1,b=0

(Op)1, Hi(bM)

' 3
(3(?»,19;)

The decomposition (3-5) exists as long as t < T and (, r) remains small in the energy topology. Observe

1<j<L,0<i<L

also from (3-3), (3-5), and the explicit structure of Qb that ¢ satisfies (A-4), and in particular Lemma B.5
applies. In other words, we may measure the regularity of the map through the following coercive norms
of ¢: the energy norm

S P 3-13
llellge = | 10yel” + 7, (3-13)

and higher order Sobolev norms adapted to the linearized operator
%2k=f|Hks|2, l<k<L+1. (3-14)

Setting up the bootstrap. We now choose our set of initial data in a more restricted way. More precisely,
we pick a large enough time s¢ >> 1 and rewrite the decomposition (3-5) as

u(t,r) = (Ops) +€)(s, ), (3-15)
where we introduce the renormalized variables
)’=L» S(t)=So+/td—T (3-16)
A(t) 0 A%(7)
and measure time in s, which will be proved to be a global time. We introduce a decomposition (2-101):
bk:b,‘é+kL, 1<k<L, bpy1 =Ury1 =0. (3-17)
sk(log s)3/4
We consider the variable
V="prU, (3-18)

where Py, refers to the diagonalization (2-104) of A;. We assume that initially
VO =1, (V200),...,VL(0)) € Br-1(2). (3-19)

We also assume the explicit initial smallness of the data:

/|Ve<0>|2+/‘?

€2 (0)] < [b1(O)]'FH, 1T<k<L+1. (3-21)

2
< b7 (0), (3-20)

Note also that, up to a fixed rescaling, we may always assume
A0)=1. (3-22)
Proposition 3.1 (bootstrap). There exists

(V2(0), ..., VL(0)) € BL-1(2)
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such that the following bounds hold for all s > sq:

o Control of the radiation:

2
f Ve(s) + f ‘% < 105100}, (3-23)
€ (s)] < bV () logbi ()X, 1<k <L, (3-24)
b%L-i-Z(S)
é <K———. 3-25
[2142(5)] < Koo (3-25)
 Control of the unstable modes:

Vi) <2, (Va(s), ..., Vi(s) € Br_1(2). (3-26)

Remark 3.2. Note that the bounds (3-24) easily imply'! the control of the H* norm of the full map (3-2)
/ |AV(s)|? < C(s) < +00, s <s,
and therefore the blow-up criterion (3-4) ensures that the map is well defined on [s, s*).
Equivalently, given (e(0), V (0)) as above, we introduce the time
s* = 5%(£(0), V(0)) = sup{s > s¢ such that (3-23), (3-24), (3-25), (3-26) hold on [sy, s]}.

Observe that the continuity of the flow and the initial smallness (3-20), (3-21) ensure that s* > 0. We
then assume by contradiction that

for all (V2(0),...,VL(0) e Br_1(2), s*<+o0, (3-27)

and look for a contradiction. Our main claim is that the a priori control of the unstable modes (3-26)
is enough to improve the bounds (3-23), (3-24), (3-25), and then the claim follows from the (L — 1)
codimensional instability (2-104) of the system (2-96) near the exceptional solution b¢ through a standard
topological argument a la Brouwer.

The rest of this section is devoted to the derivation of the key lemmas for the proof of Proposition 3.1.
We will make a systematic implicit use of the interpolation bounds of Lemma C.1, which are a consequence
of the coercivity of the €,;4> energy given by Lemma B.5.

Equation for the radiation. Recall the decomposition of the flow

u(t, r) = (Opey +€)(5, ¥) = (Q +@pr))acs) + w(t, r).

We use the rescaling formulas
r 1 As
ut,ry=uv(s,y), y= oL du=——0dv——Av
A

Hgee [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013] for the full computation.
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to derive the equation for ¢ in renormalized variables,
As —
ase—TAs—l—Hs: F —Mod = %. (3-28)

Here H is the linearized operator given by (2-8), 1\71\0/d(t) is given by

L L+2
. a ~ . ~ 3S;
Mod(t) = ‘(T +b1)AQb + ;ub»s +(2i — 1 4 cp))bib; —bm][n + xB j;l E] 529
and
F=—U,+L(e)—N(e), (3-30)

where L is the linear operator corresponding to the error in the linearized operator from Q to éb

Q) — £(0p)
5 &

L(e) = ) (3-31)
and the remainder term is the purely nonlinear term
~ P I
N(e) = f(Qp+e) f(sz) ef (Qb). (3-32)
y
We also need to write the flow (3-28) in original variables. For this we use the rescaled operators
Zz 1+Z
A}»:_ar'i'_}h, A;k\:ar-i_ )L’
r r
V ~ %
Hy=AfAy = A+, H=MA=—A+-2, (3-33)
r r
and the renormalized function
w(t, r) =¢(s,y).
Then (3-28) becomes
1
hw+ Hyw = E%A. (3-34)
Observe from (2-99) that, for s < s*,
bl SBY, 0<b <1, (3-35)

and hence the a priori bound (2-57) holds.

Modulation equations. Let us now compute the modulation equations for (b, 1) as a consequence of the
choice of orthogonality conditions (3-6).
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Lemma 3.3 (modulation equations). We have the bound on the modulation parameters

L-1
3
+ ) 1(be)s + 2k — 1+ co)bibe — bipa] S blL+2, (3-36)

k=1
L+1
(m+ ) e

[log by |

s
= +b
X 1

‘(bL)s +QL—=1+¢p)bib| S

Remark 3.4. Note that this implies in the bootstrap the rough bound
|(b1)s] < 2b7, (3-38)
and, in particular, (2-84) holds.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Step 1: Law for by. Let

+ Z |(bi)s + (2k — 1+ cp)brbe — brs . (3-39)

D(t) = ‘--{-bl
k=1

We take the inner product of (3-28) with HX®, and, using the orthogonality (3-6), obtain
— ~ Ag
(Mod(t), H @) = — (U, H* @) — (H e, Hdy) — (-fz\s —L(e)+N(e), HLd>M>. (3-40)

First, from the construction of the profile, (3-29), the localization Supp(®y,) C [0, 2M] from (3-7), and
the identities (3-8), (3-9), (3-10), we compute

(H" (Mod(1)), D)

L+2
0S;
<b1+ )(H AQb,<1>M)+Z (bi)s+(2i — 1+cp,)b1b; bm](”“l 2 ab;’ Hoe )

i=1 Jj=i+1
= (=D (AQ, ®u)((br)s+ Q2L —1+cp,)b1br)+ O (M by | D(1))).

The linear term in (3-40) is estimated'? from (3-24), (3-12):

((H e, HOp)| S I1H el 12y/log M = /log M54,

The remaining nonlinear term is estimated using the Hardy bounds of Appendix A:

‘(_%AS +L(e)+N(e), HL¢M)‘ S M1 (/a2 +1D0))).

120pserve that we do not use the interpolated bounds of Lemma C.1, but directly the definition (3-14) of €, 2, and hence
the dependence of the constant in M is explicit. This will be crucial for the analysis.
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We inject these estimates into (3-40) and conclude from (3-8) and the local estimate (2-91) that

J1og M€ 3
(bL)s + QL — 1+ cp)biby | = Y2222 4 pCh 1 D()] + MCb 2
log M
1 pit! c
< Crio+ )+M bi|D(1)|. 3-41
m( 22 o 11D (3-41)

Step 2: Degeneracy of the law for A and (by)1<k<r.—1. We now take the inner product of (3-28) with
H*®);,0 <k <L — 1 and obtain

~ k 3. Hk k+1 <)‘S k )
Mod(t), H*®y) = — (W, H®y) — (H e, HO ) — —TA&‘—L(S)—FN(S),H Dy ). (3-42)

Note first that the choice of orthogonality conditions (3-6) gets rid of the linear term in &:
forall 0 <k <L—1, (H"Me @y)=0.

Next, from (3-29), the localization Supp(®,,) C [0, 2M] from (3-7), and the identities (3-8), (3-9), (3-10),
we compute

(H*(Mod(1)), @)

L L+2
As kA& : T IS; ok
= —(b+ ; )(H AQyp, q)M)+i§_l[(bi)s+(21 —1+4cp,)b1b; _bi+1](Ti +XxB, j—EH_l 3, H q>M)

—(As/A+Dy) for k =0,
(—DF((bk)s+ 2k —1+cp )biby —byyy) forl <k <L-—1

Nonlinear terms are easily estimated using the Hardy bounds

=(AQ, Dy) { +O0(MCbi|D@))).

L+3
SMb (i +ID0]) S b, b MEID@)].

(—)%Ae + L(g)+ N(e), chbM)

Injecting this bound into (3-42) together with the local bound (2-91) yields the first bound,
D) <, (3-43)
and (3-36) is proved. Injecting this bound into (3-41) yields (3-37). O
Improved modulation equation for by. Observe that (3-37), (3-25) yield the pointwise bound
. b1L+1 ) B blL+1 |
llogbi] /) ™ log b

1
[(bL)s + 2L — 1+ cp)bibL]| S ozt (\/%2L+2
og

which is worse than (3-36) and critical to close (3-26). We claim that a |log ] is easily gained up to an

oscillation in time.

Lemma 3.5 (improved control of by ). Let By = Bg and

(_I)L(HLS’ XBaAQ)

by =b
L=bL+ 48|log b1 |

(3-44)
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Then
~ 1
by —by| Sby ' (3-45)

and by, satisfies the pointwise differential equation

B 5 bL+1
|(br)s + QL —1+c¢p,)bibr| S i) [\/ €042+ } (3-46)

1
J/log by | llog by |

Proof of Lemma 3.5. We commute (3-28) with H% and take the scalar product with xz, AQ for some
small enough universal constant 0 < § < 1. This yields

d
g{w%, xpAQ)} — (H e, AQdy(xp5))
Ay —
=—(H' e, xps AQ) + T‘(HLA;:, xB; AQ) + (F —Mod, H" x5, A Q).

The linear term is estimated by Cauchy—Schwarz:
(H e, xps AQ)| S C(M)y/llog bi|y/ €212
Using (3-36), we similarly estimate

L ﬁ L
|(H" e, AQd;(xps))| + A(H Ae, xg,AQ)

[(b)s| 1
by be?

b
SC(M) Goiat b—gaaM)J%zm < Vllogbi[\/€ 1.

1

The estimate on the error terms easily follows from the Hardy bounds

b
(L), H xps AQ)|+ (N(e), H' xps AO)I S 125 CONVEar 12 £ Vilogbi Voo
1

From (2-91) we further estimate
L+3

~ b
|(H e, B)| S ~ o5 CM)V a2 S Vllogbily Ear o
1

From (3-36), (3-29), we now compute

—(Mod, H! x5, A Q)

L+3/2 L+2
_o(_— +[(bL)s + QL — 1+ cp)bib || HET HE |y 350 A
= 3 L)s Cp)b1bL] Lt Y X1 | Xy Q

1 j=L+1 L

L+3/2
= (=D () + L —1 +cb1)b1bL][(AQ, x8,AQ) + O(b}—CS):| + 0< 1bca )
1

= (=D [(bL)s + QL — 1 +c,)b1b. 148[log by |+ O (v/llog by |y/€ar 42 + b1 ).
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The collection of above bounds yields the preliminary estimate

d
g{(HLe, X A+ (—DE[((bL)s + QL — 1 +¢p,))b1b,. |48 ]log by |

L+1

b
< C(M)y/|log bll[\/%zurz +

(3-47)
llog 1|:|

By brute force, from (3-44) we estimate
~ _ L_;’_l
b —br| S llogby|“bi*1 = S by

and we therefore rewrite (3-47) using (3-38) as

C(M),/Ilogbl [m—i- blL+l ]
+

) _ d{ 1
br)s+@2L—1 bibr| S|(H e, x5,AQ)||—
[(br)s+( +ep)bib| S 1(H e, x5, Q)|‘ds{ } llog b1 llog by |

45logbh,

C(M bL+1
by %2L+2+¥|:\/%2L+2+ L ]

|logbi | |log b |
and (3-46) is proved. O

The Lyapounov monotonicity. We now turn to the core of the argument which is the derivation of a
suitable Lyapounov functional for the €, 1, energy.

Proposition 3.6 (Lyapounov monotonicity). We have
ar | | e OB e ) | = ot | gt T ilogi T Toghl

for some universal constant C > 0 independent of M and of the bootstrap constant K in (3-23), (3-24).

] (3-48)

Proof of Proposition 3.6. Step 1: Suitable derivatives. We define the derivatives of w associated with the

linearized Hamiltonian H, by

A% for k odd,
=AW, Wiy = AW O 0 1 <k<2L+1
A,wy, fork even,

and we define its renormalized version by

A* for k odd
g1 = Ag, &y = ek Tork 0dd, 1<k<?2L4+1.
Agr  for k even,

From (3-34), we compute
1
drwor + Hywar = [0y, HAL]w-i-H,\L(ﬁ@A) (3-49)
- A Ly
dwar41 + Hhwar 41 = —sz + A ([0, H Tw) + Ay H 27 (3-50)

We recall the action of time derivatives on rescaling:

1 As
0V = E<BSU—TAU)/\. (3-51)
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Step 2: Modified energy identity. We compute the energy identity on (3-50) using (3-51):

1d % 1d /ﬁi
—— ==-— w w
yg =5 LWL 1 W2L+1
- 3, V.

=/ka2L+latw2L+l+/£T;w§L+1

_ [ 2 AV, ks AV

——/(wazul) + b1 o2z WaLel (7 by 22 2L

~ 0,7 i s
+ [ Hawarq Tw2L+AA([atsHA]w)+AAHA 27 ) | (3-52)

From (3-49), (3-50) we further compute

d /bl(AZ),\ / d (bi1(AZ),
— | ——Lwypwar = | —| ——= Jwarpw
a7 S2, LWL a7 22, 2L+1W2L

bi1(AZ), ~ 0: 7y, L of 1.
+ | ——war| —Hywyr 11 + ——wor + Ay ([0, Hy Jw) + Ay Hy" | —Fy
AZr r A2
b1(AZ) 1
+ f T*wml —Awaren + [0, Hylw+ Hy 5% ) |-

We now integrate by parts using (2-4) to compute

bi1(AZ), AF _ by AZ A
TwZL-‘r] Aw2L+1—W 782L+1 &2 +1

b /2(1—|—Z)AZ—A2Z 5

= aLt4 252 €20+1
b [AV AV,
- AAL+4 2)72 &r+1 =01 20252 Wor+1-

Injecting this into the energy identity (3-52) yields the modified energy identity

1d bi1(AZ),
EE{%2L+2+2fTw2L+1w2L}

- A (AV);, d (bi(AZ);
_ 2 5 2
= — /(HAU)ZL-H) - (7 +b1> meL—H +f E(T WL +1W2L
~ A . A
+ [ Hywar41 Tw2L+AA([8t7 H,"lw)+ A, H, ﬁ‘“

b1(AZ);
+/ A2r

bi1(AZ),
+/ A2r

~ 0 Z» L L Lg
war | —Hywap41 + TWZL + Ay ([0, H, Jw) +A)»HA ﬁ‘f)»

1
waL 41 [[at, Hflw + Hy (ﬁﬂ)} (3-53)
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We now aim at estimating all terms in the right hand side of (3-53). Throughout the proof, we shall make
implicit use of the coercivity estimates of Lemma B.2 and Lemma C.1.

Step 3: Lower order quadratic terms. We treat the lower order quadratic terms in (3-53) using dissipation.
Indeed, from (2-5), (2-6), (3-38), we have the bounds

by b y2
latzklﬂatw’SA_(MZ'HAVD*S§1+y4' (3-54)
We moreover claim the bound
(8, HEJw)? 2
)é(l—j%+f|Ak([at’ Hf]w)|2§C(M))\4L+4%2L+2’ (3-55)

which is proved in Appendix E. From Cauchy—Schwartz, the rough bound (3-38), and Lemma C.1, we
conclude

0: Z, L ~ b(AZ);
Hwar 41 Tw2L+ Ay ([0, Hy lw) ||+ | [Hawar41]

A2r

2 e2,
L[5 2 b
§§/|HAU)2L+1| +A4L+4[/ T 6+C(M)%2L+2i|

1 ~ 2 b
< §/|wa2L+1| +A4L+4C(M)bl%2L+2

WwaL

All other quadratic terms are lower order by a factor b, again using (3-38), (3-55), (3-36), and Lemma C.1:
(A¥) b(AZ),  [8,2
/‘ 2y 2}” w§L+1 +/ Em szL tr szL + A, ([9, H,\L]w)

bi(AZ) d (bi(AZ)
/' 1 Awﬂ‘""][al’H){l]w’—i_‘/E<¥)w2L+lw2L

A
= +b

A2r

< h 12 + et T8 TCune < D comme
We similarly estimate the boundary term in time using (C-10):
b1(AZ); b 3141 &, by C2L+2

‘/ T2y WaL+itar N w2 | | 14,2 + 1+ N A4L+2|10gb1| by
We inject these estimates into (3-53) to derive the preliminary bound
1 d 1 4 b2L+2
—— 11— ¢ O\ b;
2dr{A4L+2[ 22t ( g bI?

1
< __/(ka2L+1) +/wa2L+1AAH < J"x)

1 b1(AZ), b1(AZ),
+/ H (AZ A) [TwZL-i-l +AK<TU)2L )\4L+4 —rV/bibiE? (3-56)

with constants independent of M for |b| < b*(M) small enough.



1762 PIERRE RAPHAEL AND REMI SCHWEYER

We now estimate all terms in the right hand side of (3-56).

Step 4: Further use of dissipation. Let us introduce the decomposition from (3-28), (3-30),

F=Fo+F|, Fo=—U,—Mod(t), Fi=L()—N(). (3-57)

The first term in the right hand side of (3-56) is estimated after an integration by parts:

1
I/ka2L+1AAH <A2 )‘

C 1 ~ C
< Aol I H  Foll 2 + 4 f [Hywar |+ f |AH"F,?

C 1 ~
=< armlH Tl oV Eors + IAH F1l L] + 4 / | Hywar 12 (3-58)

for some universal constant C > 0 independent of M.
The last two terms in (3-56) can be estimated by brute force from Cauchy—Schwarz:

1 1

1 \bi(AZ), by 1+ llogyl? ;5\ 3141 2
HE —, | 22 < H*% _
'/ k(ﬂ *) Nr w“*‘”k‘w(/ [yt Y / V(11 llog yP)

1
b 1+ |log y|? 2
5ﬁ@(/iIHL@I2 . (3-59)

1+ y4

where constants are independent of M thanks to the estimate (B-2) for &5741. Similarly,
1 bi(AZ),
oG (5
b 1+ [log y|? 2 2 2
< b (/ + |log y| |AHLFI><f &3, )
oAt 14 y2 (14+yH (1 + [log y[?)

1
1+ [log y|? 2
A4L+4C(M),/<<~<;2L+2</T§2|AHL%|2+/|A1L1L971|2 . (3-60)

We now claim the bounds

/1+|logy| HLGP < bi"? G G61)
1+ y4 lloghi|>  logM’
1+ |log y|? bitt?
[ ant <o) o+ | (3-62)
L+1 2 2 b%L—i_z %2L+2
JEEE T k2| (3-63)
|log by | log M

Lo L YA
/|AH FilI° < by + (3-64)
[logh|?  logM
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with all < constants independent of M for |b| < a™(M) small enough, and where
S(a™) =0 asa*(M)— 0.

Injecting these bounds together with (3-58), (3-59), (3-60) into (3-56) concludes the proof of (3-48). We
now turn to the proof of (3-61), (3-62), (3-63), (3-64).

Step 5: \FI}I, terms. The contribution of {Ivfb terms to (3-61), (3-62), (3-63) is estimated from (2-89), (2-90),
which are at the heart of the construction of éb and yield the desired bounds.

Step 6: Mod() terms. Recall (3-29),

. - &8s
Mod(7) = —<TS +b1>AQb + Z[(bi)s + Qi —1+cp)b1b; — bi+]]|:Ti + XB, Z _ab{ ],
i=l j=i+1 !

and the notation (3-39).

Proof of (3-63) for Mod. We recall that
|be| S b,

and, from Lemma 2.8, we estimate

L+2

/IHL+1AQ |2<Z/|HL+leT| +Z/|HL+1AS|
L L+1 2L+4
2
sy
i=1 Y

1+|lo Cy,,2i—1 . b

(1+[log y|™)y +Zblzl+ 21 2§bf.

billog b|

We then use the cancellation HXHT; =0 for 1 <i < L to estimate

1+ y2L+2

=28, i=2

21 12
) KUEETED o) SN st )
1<}<2Bl
Then, using Lemma 2.8 again,13 forl <i<L,
L+2 2 L+l 20 ) bz(L+2 i)
gL+ b’ j—i < p2.
f‘ [X'ab} 2 + Rioghip

j= t+1 j=i+1

We thus obtain from Lemma 3.3 the expected bound:

~ % b2L+2
f |[HE  "Mod|? <b3ID(1))* < b2 2Ltz 4 7l .
llog M| = |logb;|?

I3This is where we used the logarithmic gain (2-54) induced by (2-24).
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Proof of (3-61) for Mod. We use Lemma 2.8 to derive the rough bound

/ 1+ 0g}’|2|HLAQ 2
1+y4

L+2

1+|logyl® | 1+|logyl” |
SZ/TW b; AT,| +Z/—|H AS;?
=

<ib2i/ 1+ [log y|©
~ i—1 ! y<2Bj 1+y4

2 L+l

+ Z b¥|log by |* 4 H3HT /
i=2

y<2B 1 +y4

2i—1
M

1+y2L

2| 14204212
1+y2L

2

2i—1
M <1

1+]1 141 ¢
Z + [log y|? |HL SZ/ +|0gi’| ’
o1 1+y s y<2B 1+y

14 y2L
and finally, again using Lemma 2.8, for 1 <i <L,
98,717
XBi 3p,;
L+1

I _; 1+ [log y|?
< Z 520D log by [ + ¢ z)+4/ | g4y|
j=itl y=m 1Y

Iif/‘l%—llogyl2
14 y4

Jj=i+1

1+y2(L+2)*1 2
1+y2L

We thus obtain from Lemma 3.3 the expected bound:

b2L+2

1+ [log y|?
f FIO I Ntoa? < D) £ 2y O O
I+ llog M|~ [log b2

Proof of (3-62) for Mod. We use Lemma 2.8 to estimate

141 2
/ +logy| \AHEAD,2
1—|—y

L+2

I+[logyl* | /1+| ogy|* L
< E 2 \HLb AT, E 2 |AHEAS,
NiZI/ 112 | 1>+ | 2

2 L+1

+Zb llogb, |3+bfL+4/

B1<y=<2B 1+y2

2i—1

1+ 2L

2 1+y2(L+2)—1 2
1+y2L+l

) H—Ilogyl2
2
S’Zbll/ 1+y?

i=1 y=<2B,

Next, using the cancellation AHLT; =0,1<i <L,

2i—1

1+ |log y|? 1+ ]logy|€
Z +[log y| IAHLTI2<Z/ +[log y| < byllog b1,

o 1y Bi<y<2p, 1+)?

14 y2L
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and finally using Lemma 2.8 again, for 1 <i < L, we have

2 [ 1+ llogyl y|2 35;7|?
) v L ECr e
Jj=i+l y !
L+1 2 2(L+2)—12
i _ I+y
S Y0 b loghy|© + by / Shi.
j;1 ] ] yeam 1 +y2 | T4yt
We thus obtain from Lemma 3.3 the desired bound:
1+ |log /2 L , b2L+2
——————|AH"*Mod|” < D(t)|” < 8(a®)| € — O
/ L AR < i DOP S 8060 Earn o |
Step T: Nonlinear term N (g). Control near the origin y < 1. From (3-32) and a Taylor Lagrange formula,
we rewrite
£\2 1 (! o~
Ve =N, 2=y(5) M@ =1 [a-0f @t G6s)
0
First observe from (C-2) and the Taylor expansion at the origin of 7; given by (2-39) that
1 L+1 2 L '
T E[Zciml_i +rg] =D Gyt 7, (3-60)
i=1 i=0
where, from (C-3), (C-4),
Icil S C(M)€a1+2,
087 | S v K log y|C(M) €140, 0 <k <2L+1. (3-67)

We now let 7 € [0, 1] and
ve = Op +7é,

and obtain from Proposition 2.12 and (C-2) the Taylor expansion at the origin

L
ve= &yt + 7 (3-68)
i=0
with
G ST (Rl Sy gy, 0<k<2L+1. (3-69)

Recall that f € €* with f2(0) =0, k > 0. We therefore obtain a Taylor expansion

1 L0
, f(21 +1) (0) i 2L+2
=0 i (2L+1)‘/ -

i=1

)2L+1 f(2L+4) (O, U‘[) dU,
which, together with (3-68), ensures an expansion

L
No(®) = iy +re, Gl ST, 19571 Sy* *logyl, 0<k<2L+1.
i=0
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Combining this with (3-66) ensures the expansion

L
N(e)=zNo(e) =Y &y* ' +7 (3-70)
i=0
with

6l S CMEarya, (057 Sy Hllog yIC(M)€ar 42, 0 <k <2L+1.

Observe that from a direct check this implies the bound

Kk giF k 2L+1—i

log y| ]
S O ey S S o ICO B2 0k 2L L
=0 i=0

We now compute using a simple induction based on the expansions (2-5), (2-6) and the cancellation
A(y) = O(y?) that, for y < 1,

L L
&q2k+1(z 5iy2i+1> = Y oy £ 0 (PO,

iio i=1£+l (3_71)
&Q2k+2 (Z 5iy2i+1) — Z Ci,2k+2y2(i_k)_1 4 O(yZ(L—k)-H)'
i=0 i=k+1
From (3-70), we conclude
15N (@) [l ey<ty S C(M)Ea4a, 0<k <2L+]1, (3-72)

and thus, in particular, we get the control near the origin

1+1 2
f %m N+ f AHEN@) P S CM)(Eapi2)® < B2,
y=<1 y* y=1

Control for y > 1. We give a detailed proof of (3-64). The proof of (3-61) follows the exact same lines
(with more room in fact) and is left to the reader. Let

1
¢ = % Ni(e) =/ (1—1)f"(Qp +7te)dr so that N(g) = {>Nj. (3-73)
0

We first estimate from (C-14): for (i, j) e Nx N with 1 <i+j <2L+1,
1 forl <i+4+j<2L-—1,
< [logby|€ { P! fori+j=2L, (3-74)

‘ b(i+j)2L/(2L—1)
L*(y=1) b%L-‘rZ for i +] — 2L+ 1.

Similarly, from (C-12), for (i, j) e N x N* with2 <+ j <2L 42,

1+|1ogy|c|al |2<Z 1 +|log y|“ LA llogyl™ oo
y=1 2] 2 e 11+y2]+2(l —k) 'y

bgzﬂ 1)2L/(2L—1)

2 i 2

S
=Gzl i

k
aye
yiti—k

di¢
yi1

for2<i+j<2L,
< lloghy|© { p2EH! fori +j=2L+1, (3-75)
ptt2 for i 4 j = 2L +2.
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Moreover, from the energy bound (3-23),
[ ezt (3-76)
y=1
We now claim the pointwise bound, for y > 1,
forall 1 <k <2L+1, [9*Ni(e)| < lloghi] [ — +b“k/2] (3-77)
y
with
k2L/2QL—1) forl<k<2L-1
ar=142L+1 for k =2L, (3-78)
2L +2 fork=2L+1,
which is proved below. For k = 0, we simply need the obvious bound
IN1(&)llLey=1) S 1. (3-79)
Then, by brute force, from (3-73), (3-77), (3-79), we estimate
2L+1 | k (8)| 2L+1 1 k
L y i 2201 nk—i
|JAH'N(e)] < ) SALTTE S WZIB},C 105 Ny (o))
k=0 k=0 i=0
2L+1 |ak§ | 2L+1 1 k—1 ( 2
C Ak—i
~ Z VALHIK Z y2L+1 kzla ¢*|[logbi| [ =1 T :|
k=1 i=0
2L+1 | k;- | | t 2| 2L+1 k—1 ( )2 |8’§ |
C C Afe—i
~ Z YL irix T lloghil 2L+2 “iga—; T loghil Z Zb y2LF1=k
i—0 k=1 i=0
2L+1 | ké- | 2L+1 k—1 ( )2 |at§ |
C A—i
S llog b [Z VLATK Z Zb YL+ k:|’
k=0 k=1 i=0
and hence
/ |AHE N (¢))?
}Zl 2L+1 k |azé.| |8k [é.lz 2L+1 k—1 i |8J§| |al ]§|2
C C Af—j
Stoghl© Y3 [ i woeni© Yo Yyt [ P
k=0 i=0 k=1 i=0 j=0
We now claim the bounds
2L+1 k i k—i #12
ERqREiad
Z Z/ T ALk |10gb1|cbf(L)b%L+3’ (3-80)
k=0 i=0 Y=l
2L+1 k—1 i |8J§| |81 ]§|2 5Ly oL
Qi
AT 35 9D DICRY B N e
k=1 i=0 j=0

for some §(L) > 0, and this concludes the proof of (3-64) for N (¢).
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Proof of (3-77). We first extract from Proposition 2.12 the rough bound

1 2L42 |10g b1|c
105 Qbl < |logb1|c[yk+1 + Y by T, Bl] S (3-82)
i=1
Then let t € [0, 1] and v, = @b + te. From (3-82), (C-14), (3-78), we conclude
1
|05 v | < [log b1 [k—H +b“’f/z], 1<k<2L+1,y>1. (3-83)
y

We therefore estimate N; through the formula (3-73) using the rough bound |3! f| < 1 and the Faa di
Bruno formula: for 1 <k <2L +1,

k
05N @) S f S qmE ) [ 1ol de

m1+2my~+---+kmy=k i=1

< llogby|€ > Il_[[ - “’/2} |

my+2my+-+kmp=k i=1

1
< |logb1|c[w+b“k/2}

To estimate o from the definition (3-78), we observe that for k <2L — 1,1 <2L — 1, and thus

k .
2iL 2kL
OlkZZ ! m; = = qay.

e I —1 L—1
i=0
For k = 2L, we have to treat the boundary term i =k, (my, ..., mg_1,mg) =(0,...,0,1) = 1, which
yields
. [2LQ2L)
oo, > min 2L+ 13 =2L+1.
2L —1
For k = 2L + 1, we have the two boundary terms (m, mo, ..., mg_p, my_1,my) = (1,0,...,0,1,0),
(my,...,,mp—1,my)=(0,...,0,1), which yield
> mi 2LQL+ D) 2L+ 1+ 2L +2 2L 42
miny ——=; : = ,
L+l = 2L -1 2L—1
and (3-77) is proved. O

Proof of (3-80). Let 0 <k <2L+1,0<i <k. Let Iy =k —1i, I =i. Then we can pick J, € N* such that

max{1l;2—i} < J, <min{2L +3 —k; 2L +2 —i}
and define
J1=2L+3—k—J,.
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Then, from direct inspection,

1<h+/h<2L+1, 2=<DbL+J,<2L+2,

I, Ji, I, J») € N? x N*¥,
(11, J1. B, J2) {11+12+11+J2=2L+3.

Thus

A__/ |a;2;|2|a§"c|2_/ alig 2ok |2 <‘
;= R A
1 y

p— — — ~Y
y4L+2 2k >1 y211 242J,-2

1
8}71C
yfl—l

: 192¢ 12
y dik
/ —— S llog by |b7,
Looyzl) Jy>1 YU

where we now compute the exponent d; ; using (3-74), (3-75):

efor1 +J1<2L—1,+J, <2L,

2L 2LQL +2)
(11+J1+12+J2—1)=ﬁ>2L+3;

dip =
Y

e for 1 +J1=2L, 1L+ J, =3,

ik 2L—1( )>
o fOI'Il+J1—2L+1,12+J2—2,
i, 1> —|— y

e for b+ J,=2L+1, 1+ J =2,

2CL) +2L+1>2L+3
- > .
T ’
e for b+ J,=2L+2, 1 +J =1,
dig=2L+2 2L + 3;
ik +2+ 2 —1 > +
and (3-80) is proved. O

Proofof (3-81). Let ] <k <2L+4+1,0<j<i<k—1.Fork=2L+1and0<i=j <2L, we use the
energy bound (3-76) to estimate
o[ 1Pl e , . g
bfllk / y 4L+2)_2k — b‘ll2L+l |8;§ |2|; |2 5 blll2L+l ”é. ”%00()121) Ia;; |2 g bl 2L+1
y=1 Y y=1 y=1

with
2L

——— 4+ 2L +2 fori =

2L —1 + ori =0,

dirp+1 = —2L2111+2L+2+—2L21:1 fori =1,
2L 2L . 2L . .
L _ _Ln — <i<
St 1= Db e QLA 1 =) for2<i 2L

> 2L +3.
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This exceptional case being treated, we let I} = j, I, =i — j, and pick J, € N* with
max{l;2— (@ —j);2— (k=)= =mn{2L+3—-k;2L+2—(k—j); 2L +2— (i — j)}.
Let
J1=2L+3—k— /.
Then we can directly check that

I1<h+h<2L+1, 2L+, <2L+2,

(I, J1, I, J») € N? x N*, { )
L+L+J1+J=2L+3—(k—1i).

Hence
j i—j I 1219012 I 2 L2
b““f 19521719y fg|2_bak,.f 19, 67102817 o '8 f 19,2¢
1 — -7 — -2 ~ 71 — _
y4L+2 2k y>1 y2J2 242712 y/] 1 Lo(y=1) Jy=1 y212 2

< llog by €y,
where we now compute the exponent d; ; using (3-74), (3-75), (3-78):
efor 1 +J1<2L—-1,L+J, <2L,k—i<2L—1,

QL4312 _2LOL+D)
2L —1 ! 2L—1  2L-1

efor 1 +J1<2L—-1,L+J,<2L,k—i=2L,

dj,j = (k—1i) > 2L +3;

dijx=2L+1+QL+3-2L—-1) > 2L +3;

2L —1
efor1+J1=2L, L+J,=3—(k—i)>2andthusk—i=1,5L+J, =2,

2L
2L4+1+ —>2L+3;
L1 +2L+1+ oL, > 2L+

eforhb+J,,=2L+1,1+Ji=2—(k—i)>1landthusk—i=1. 1 +J, =1,

i,j.k =

+2L+1+ > 2L 4 3.

2L —1 2L —1
This concludes the proof of (3-81). O

dij k=

Step 8: small linear term L(e). Let us rewrite from a Taylor expansion

FO+a@) - f(0)
y? B

L(e) =—eNa(ap), Na(ap) =

= ol
‘;i’; /0 (0 +tay) de. (3-84)

Control for y <1. We use a Taylor expansion with the cancellation f 2k0)=0, k>0, and Proposition 2.12
to ensure, for y < 1, a decomposition

L
Nz<&b):b1[2ay2"+r}, &Gl S, 1oyl Sy o<k <2L+1.
i=0
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We combine this with (C-2) and obtain the representation, for y <1,

L+1 L

L(S)_[ZczTL—H 1+7’g]b1|:2c,y +r] [Z 2i-1 ]

with bounds

Icil S C(M)y/€2142,

057 Sy T log y|C(M) /o140, 0<k<2L+1, y<1.

We now apply (&dk)ofkfuﬂ to (3-85) and conclude using (3-71) that

I AX L&) |1 y<1) S b1C(M)y/ €21 42,

from which

1+ y4

1+ llog yP?
f LR+ / AHEL(E) < COMIB s 12 < CODB BT,
}<

y=<I1

1771

(3-85)

(3-86)
(3-87)

(3-88)

Control for y > 1. We give a detailed proof of (3-64). The proof of (3-61) follows the exact same lines

and is left to the reader. We claim the pointwise bound, for y > 1,

by |log by |©
forall0<k <2L+1, (0N < 2182
y +
which is proved below. From the Leibniz rule, this yields
billog b1|€|3}¢]
L@ S Z e
and thus
2L+1 |k 2L+1 k Clai
|0y L(e)| 1 by|log by |~ |0}e]
L y y
AHPL@) S ) 2Lk N y2LH—k PR
k=0 k=0 i=0
Shilloghi|© y | =75
i=0
Therefore, from (C-11) with k = L, we conclude
/ |AH"L(2)* < billoghy|© > / m < [log by |C BT,
y=1 i—0 y>1Y !

and (3-64) is proved.
Proof of (3-89). Let

1
N3=/ f”(Q—F'L'alb)d‘L’.
0

(3-89)

(3-90)
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Letting v; = Q + tap, 0 < T < 1, from Proposition 2.12 we estimate

|log b|©

05| < g 1sk=2ltlyzl,

and hence, using the Faa di Bruno formula,

1 k
EVEICIRS f > oyt £ @) [ [ 103 5. 1™ dr

Oy +2my-rtkmi=k i=1

c |10gb1|c
< llog by Z 1_[[ z+1] S

mi+2my~+---+kmp=k i=1

This yields in particular the rough bound

log by|€
0Ny @ < PEMD s o<k<an
y
and hence, from the Leibniz rule,
N3(ap) llog b1|€
k 3\&p
8y< 32 )‘,S ez y>1,0<k<2L+1. (3-91)
From Proposition 2.12, we extract the rough bound
log b1 |€b
|8f&h|§—| gklll L 0<k<2L+1
=
and, from the Leibniz rule, we conclude
k
by billogby|©
k c
9y Na| S Z |log 4| yitZyk=i-1 N YT
i=0
which proves (3-89). [
This concludes the proofs of (3-61), (3-62), (3-63), (3-64), and thus of Proposition 3.6. O

4. Closing the bootstrap and proof of Theorem 1.1

We are now in position to close the bootstrap bounds of Proposition 3.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1 will
easily follow.
Proof of Proposition 3.1.

Proof. Our aim is first to show that for s < s*, the a priori bounds (3-23), (3-24), (3-25) can be improved,
and then the unstable modes (Uy)2<x<; Will be controlled through a standard topological argument.

Step 1: improved H' bound. First observe from (3-17) and the a priori bound on Uy for s < s* that

bk ()] < 16 (0)]. (4-1)
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The energy bound (3-23) is now a straightforward consequence of the dissipation of energy and the
bounds (4-1), (3-26). Indeed, let

t=¢+a.
Then

2 3 1
Eo=/|ay<Q+5)|2+f%ﬁ(gwﬂé,m/ S QD=2 (Q)F - (@), (4

We first use the bound on the profile which is easily extracted from Proposition 2.12

f|ay|+/ S i loghn € < /b (©)

using (4-1). Using Lemma B.1 ensures the coercivity

2 1 2
(HE, 8)>c(M)[/|8} | +/| L]— (@, q>M)2>c(M)[/|ay el +/ 'y' }—\/bl(O).

y c(M)

The nonlinear term is estimated from a Taylor expansion:
3 2
I | ( / 10,&> + f el )

L2

1
‘/ S0 +5) ~2f(Q)F — /()71 £

where we used the Sobolev bound
- - g
€170 S N0yE ] 12 5

We inject these bounds into the dissipation of energy (4-2) together with the initial bound (3-20) to
estimate

2
/|8y | +/' d /|8y 2t +b1|logb1|c<c(M)¢b1<0><<b1<0>)4 4-3)

for |b1(0)| < b}(M) small enough.

Step 2: integration of the scaling law. Let us compute explicitly the scaling parameter for s < s*. From
(3-36), (3-26), (2-101), (2-99), we have the rough bound

)“s C1 |d1| 1
A 0 +0(——),
A s logs s(log s)3/4

which we rewrite as

(4-4)

d CIx(s) ‘ 1
%{ (log s)l] } ™ s(logs)¥/

We integrate this using the initial value A(0) = 1 and conclude

SEIA(S) _ SSI N 0( 1 4.5
(log )11~ (log s9)l! (1ogso)1/4)‘ (-
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Together with the law for b; given by (3-26), (2-101), (2-99), this implies

by' (s)[log by |/
A(s)

Step 3: improved control of €;1,15. We now improve the control of the high order €, 4, energy (3-25)

b1(0)“" |log by (0|1 < < b1(0) [log by (0)]1. (4-6)

by reintegrating the Lyapounov monotonicity (3-48) in the regime governed by (4-5), (2-101). Indeed,
we inject the bootstrap bound (3-25) into the monotonicity formula (3-48) and integrate in time s:
for all s € [sg, s¥),

)\.(S) 4L+2 |: 4 2L+2 (0) ] b%L—FZ (S)
— é 0 Cb 0
A(O)) 212(0) + Chi )| eb1OF | Toghi )2

Err42(5) < 2(

2L+2
cl14+—— A2L+4 / DT e @
+ |:+lg +¢_] (s) MM“ T 4-7)

for some universal constant C > 0 independent of M. We now observe from (4-6) that the integral in the
right hand side of (4-7) is divergent, since

2L+2 2L+3
)L4L+2 |10g bl |2 b§4L+2)L1 |10g bl |C (log S)CS2L+3—(4L+2)L/(2L—1) (logS)CS(ZL—3)/(2L—1)

and therefore, from (4-6) and 1/s < by < 1/s,
2L+2 P+ (5)

)»4L+2 / 1 )
(S) S0 A2 |10gb1|2 7~ |10gb1(s)|2

We now estimate the contribution of the initial data using (4-6) and the initial bounds (3-21), (3-22):

4142 4 p2L+2
(@> [%2L+2(0)+Cb TR ]

2(0) llog b1 (0|2
iLia 2L+2( 0)
SATT(s )b (0)—
llog b1(0)|2
2L+2( )
< (bl(S))(4L+2)L/(2L l)llogbl(s)| (bl(o));+2L+2 (4L+2)L/2L— l)|10gb (O)|C < 1 M7
llog by (s)[?
where we used the algebra, for L > 2,
LML +2)
O<————Q2L+2)= —.
< roy BT Y=gr <5
Injecting these bounds into (4-7) yields
b2L+2(s) K b2L+2(s)
4 < L K|l<——1 4-8
2L42(8) 5 llog by ()2 [ log M ]— 2 [log by (s)|2 (4-8)

for K large enough independent of M.
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Step 4: Improved control of €12, 0 <k < L — 1. We now claim the improved bound on the intermediate

energies
2k+1)2L/(2L—1
Gty < BIHTDHICLD 160 p | CHVE (4-9)

This follows from the monotonicity formula, for 0 <k < L — 1,

d 1 )
dt { 2 4k+2 [%2k+2 +0 (b b(4’<+2)2L/(2L 1))i| }

og b11€ [ op4s o 1+6+Qk+12L/L—1) 2%+4
SW bt + b, +/ b7 g2 | (4-10)

for some universal constants C, § > 0 independent of the bootstrap constant K. The proof is similar to
that of (4-8) and in fact simpler since we allow for logarithmic losses; details are given in Appendix F.
Using (4-5), we now estimate

B+
e | " gy [C < Qo)+ dogo)®
A4k+2 logh[" S e | g amis 9

0

From (2-97), we compute

2L —k—1)
and hence Zk 3
+ |di|+C
4k+2 ¢ o (logs) (4k+2)c C
A () 4k+2 log by Nwibl 'log by|".
Similarly, from (4-6),
1+5+(2k+1)2L/(2L 1) ldi+C  ps c
4k42 c (logs) (logo) (@k+2)c c
AH2(5) / v o€ do < C5E [ TSI do < g €,
and, using (4-11), (3-24),
|lo b1|
2 () / A§k+2 by 1 do
S0
_ (logs)l+¢ (log o) +VK
~ g@k+2)c 5 ¢52k+4_(2k+1)2L/(2L—1)
N
C+VE p,(4k+2)e do C+VE J,(dk+2)e
S llog by by l /SO o I H(L—k—1)/(2L—1) < |log b1 | b, h

Using the initial smallness (3-21) and (4-6), the time integration of (4-10) from s = s¢ to s therefore yields
Eorsa(s) S AHH2(s)b1(0)' O+ [log b ()| “HE BT (s) S llog by ()| TV EBHI ),

and (4-9) is proved.

Remark 4.1. For 0 <k < L — 2, the above argument shows the bound

4k+2
Eoppr SAHTE
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which equivalently corresponds to a uniform high order Sobolev control w. The logarithmic loss for
k = L — 1 could be gained as well with a little more work; see [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013 ] for the case
L = 1. This shows that the limiting excess of energy u* in (1-12) enjoys some suitable high order Sobolev

regularity.

Step 5 contradiction through a topological argument. Let us consider

by =b, for1 <k <L, by given by (3-44)

and the associated variables

Ek:biﬂmcgﬁ’ l<k<L, byi=U1=0, V=PU.
From (3-45),
|V—\7|§SL|10gs|CblL+%§éT/4. (4-12)
Let the associated control of the unstable models be
Vi) <2, (Va(s), ..., Vi(s) € Bri(3), (4-13)
and the slightly modified exit time
§* = sup{s > s such that (3-23), (3-24), (3-25), (4-13) hold on [sg, s1}.
Then (4-12) and the assumption (3-27) imply
for all (V2(0), ..., VL(0)) € Br_1(}), §* <+oo. (4-14)

We claim that this contradicts Brouwer’s fixed point theorem.
Indeed, first, from (2-102), we estimate

- 2 -~ - ~ ~
(bi)s + (Zk -1+ @)blbk — b1 = [S(Uk)s —(ALU)i + 0<

el

sk'H(IOg s)5/4

and thus, from (3-37), (3-46), (4-8), and (2-44),

> 77 k+1 =l P 2 \ii 7
Is(U)s — (ALU)i| S +s5"7 (logs)*|(bi)s + | 2k — 1+ —— |b1by — by
ogs log s
1 s[oo42 1 bt
< k+1 1 ilb 2 1
~ /710gs +s (Ogs) |: 1 +sk+1(10gs)2 + |10gb1|3/2
1

<
™ (logs)!/*

Hence, using the diagonalization (2-104),

- ~ 1
s(V)s =DLVS+O<W> (4-15)
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This first implies the control of the stable mode ‘71 from (2-104),

sVl S W
and thus, from (3-19), ;
Vi) S % ! (logd# 1o- (4-16)
Now, from (4-3), (4-8), (4-9), (4-16), and a standard continuity argument,
L
Y Vs = (4-17)

i=2

We then compute from (4-15) the fundamental strict outgoing condition at the exit time §* defined by
(4-17):

27,

i=2

Lo | L ; 1
u:;mm:g— > 51769+ 0 ogzeya )

> i o ()| 0
2L —1 4 (log 5%)1/4

This implies from a standard argument the continuity of the map

N —
&~

(Vasizr € Broi(3) = S 1(V2si=r],
and hence the continuous map
Bi1(3) > B (3).
(Vasizr = Vil (V)azi=0)])

is the identity on the boundary sphere Sy _ (%), a contradiction to Brouwer’s fixed point theorem. This
concludes the proof of Proposition 3.1. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. We pick initial data satisfying the conclusions of Proposition 3.1. In particular, (4-4) implies the
existence of c(ugp) > 0 such that

( gs)\dll 1
0=t S0 1+0 (g ) |

and then, from (3-36), (2-101),

= oY =iy of )] 2 cwor L (!
T sL) s logs )| |logAlldil/er (logs)'/* ) |

Hence we get the pointwise differential equation

A LD L 06 A /CL=D 3 — c(ug) (1 + o(1)).
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We easily conclude that A touches zero at some finite time 7' = T (o) < +o0o with near blow-up time

(T —n)*

A(t) = c(up)(14+0(1)) llog(T — 1)|2L/2L=1)

(1+0(1)).

The strong convergence (1-12) now follows as in [Raphaél and Schweyer 2013]. This concludes the proof

of Theorem 1.1.

Appendix A: Regularity in corotational symmetry

We detail in this appendix the regularity of smooth maps with 1-corotational symmetry.

Lemma A.1 (regularity in corotational symmetry). Let v be a smooth 1-corotational map

gu(y))cost
gu(y))sinf
z(u(y))

v(y,0) =

with

v(0) =e,, ylirfoo v(x) —> —e;.

Assume that v is smooth in the Sobolev sense:

N
Z/ (=A%) < 400
i=1

for some N > L. Then:

(i) u is a smooth function of y with a Taylor expansion at the origin for p < 10L:

p
u(y) =Yy ay* 0.
k=0

(i) Assume that u(y) = Q(y) + e(y) with

v Hf 1.
Vel + 2], <

and consider the sequence of suitable derivatives ¢ = dke. Then, forall 1 <k <L,

a1/
&
/| 2k+2| +/ 2(1+y2)

|‘92p 1] |82p| ]
+ + < 400.
pZ:O / [y"(l + [log y[2) (1 + y**=r) * y4(1 4 [log y[?) (1 + y**=r))

Proof of Lemma A. 1. Let us consider the rotation matrix

1
R =

oS = O

-10
0 0],
00

O

(A-1)

(A-2)

(A-3)

(A-4)

(A-5)

(A-6)
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and rewrite (A-1) as

wy = g(u)
v(r,0) = fRw  with w(r)=10
wsz = z(u).

Step 1. Control at the origin. We compute the energy density

2
2 2wl
[Vu|* = |9yw] +7,

which is bounded from the smoothness of v, from which

‘ﬂ + 19y | < 1.
Similarly,
w —Hw;
Av = R (Aw + R2—2> =R 0
Y Aws,
where
w1 x
Hw; = —Aw; + F = A*"Aw;
with

A=—d, 1 Ar=p,+2.
y y

The regularity of v implies

[Hw;| S'1

near the origin, which, together with (A-9), yields

1 r
Awi (y) = —zf (Hw))7*dt = O(y).

y=Jo

We now observe that
Huw; =:——3yyUM +—§%¥uu
and conclude
|85, wi| S 1.

We now iterate this argument once on (A-10). Indeed, at the origin,

|Hw |2
2

|3y Huwy |* 4 SIVAP ST, H | S 1A% S,

and hence
Hwi| Sy, IAHw | Sy, [Hwi| <L

This yields the 63-regularity of w at the origin and, from (A-11), the improved bound

1 y
Awi () = P/ (Hwr2dr = 0(?).
0

1779

(A-7)

(A-8)

(A-9)

(A-10)

(A-11)
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A simple induction now yields for all k > 1 the ¢*-regularity of wy, and that the sequence

A*(w])k for k Odd,

k>1
A(wq) for k even,

(wo=wi, (W1 = {

satisfies the bound
for k even,

y
<
(Wl 3 {y2 for k odd.

We therefore let a Taylor expansion at the origin
p .
wi(y) =Y ¢y + 0"
i=1
apply successively the operator A, A* and conclude from the relations
At = =k =Dy AN = (k+ 2"

and (A-12) that
e =0 forallk>1.

(A-12)

We now recall from (A-7) that w; = g(u) and the Taylor expansion (A-3) now follows from the odd

parity of g at the origin.

We now claim that this implies the bound (A-5) at the origin. Indeed, ¢ admits a Taylor expansion (A-3)
from (2-2) to which we apply successively the operators A, A*. We observe from (2-5) the cancellation

A =cy*+ 007,
which ensures the bound near the origin
el Sy, el SV2

and hence the finiteness of the norms (A-5) at the origin.

Step 2: control for r > 1. We first claim

L+2

Z /(a;fs)z < 400.
k=1

[+
e

&
lelli < IVl + |5

Indeed, from (A-4),

< 1.
LZ
From (A-8),

f|Ag(u>|2§/|Av|2<+oo.

Now
Ag(u) = g' W) Au+ (dyu)*g (u)g" ()

(A-13)

(A-14)

(A-15)
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and, using Sobolev and the L*° control (A-15), we estimate

/ ((3ye)g' (w)g" u)* < / |Ag|? / IVel? « / |Ag?.

Moreover, from the smallness (A-15) and the structure of Q,

g’ )| =1 asr— +oo,

1+f|Av|22/|A8|2.

The control of higher order Sobolev norms (A-14) now follows similarly by induction using the Faa di
Bruno formula for the computation of 8;‘ g(u). This is left to the reader. Now (A-14) easily implies

from which

L+2

> [ lal < oo,

i=1YY >1
and the bound (A-5) is proved far out. ]
Appendix B: Coercivity bounds

Given M > 1, we let @, be given by (3-7). Let us recall the coercivity of the operator H, which is a
standard consequence of the knowledge of the kernel of H and the nondegeneracy (3-8).

Lemma B.1 (coercivity of H). Let M > 1 be large enough. Then there exists C(M) > O such that, for all
radially symmetric u with
2 |’/t|2
|8yl/l| —+ 7 < 400

(u, ®p) =0,

satisfying
we have
2 |u|2
(Hu,u) > C(M) |0yul” +— |-
y

We now recall the coercivity of H, whichis a simple consequence of (2-11) and is proved in [Raphaél
and Rodnianski 2012].

Lemma B.2 (coercivity of H ). Let u be such that

2
/|ayu|2+ % < 4o0. (B-1)
y
Then
2
(Fu, u) = |A*ul%, > co [ / Byul? + / %] (B-2)
y=(1+ [log y|*)

for some universal constant co > 0.

We now claim the following weighted coercivity bound on H.
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Lemma B.3 (coercivity of €,). There exists C(M) > 0 such that, for all radially symmetric u with

|u|? |Aul?
/y4(1+|10gy|2)+/y2(1+y2) <t (B9
and
(u, ®y) =0,
we have 5 )
/lHulZEC(M)[/ - lul +/ |Aul } (B-4)
y*(1+ [log y|?) y2(1+ [log y[?)

Proof of Lemma B.3. This lemma is proved in [Raphaél and Rodnianski 2012] in the case of the sphere
target. Let us briefly recall the argument for the sake of completeness.

Step I: conclusion using a subcoercivity lower bound. For any u satisfying (B-10), we claim the subco-

ercivity lower bound

|Hul®

- |02ul? (dyu)? |u|? B (3yu)> |u|? ]
R ~t [ = =+ = = —C -+ <. B9
(1+ [log y[9) y*(1+ [log y[%) y*(1+[log y|*) 1+ I+y

Let us assume (B-5) and conclude the proof of (B-4). By contradiction, let M > 0 be fixed and consider a

normalized sequence u,,,

/ - +/ Ml (B-6)
y*(1+[log y[7) y=(1 + [log y[7)
satisfying the orthogonality condition

(un, ®y) =0 (B-7)
and the smallness

[ (B-8)

Note that the normalization condition implies

|un|2 |8yun|2
4 2 + 2 2 Nl’
y*(1+[log y|*) y=(1+[log y|*)

and thus, from (B-5), the sequence u,, is bounded in Hl%)C. Hence there exists 1y, € HI%C

subsequence and for any smooth cut-off function ¢ vanishing in a neighborhood of y = 0, the sequence

such that, up to a

Cu,, is uniformly bounded in HI%C and converges to {uso in Hl}m. Moreover, (B-8) implies
Hus =0,

and by lower semicontinuity of the norm and (B-6),

/ |”oo|2 < 400
y*(1+ [log y[?) '
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which implies from (2-12) that
u=aAQ forsome e R.

We may moreover pass to the limit in (B-7) from (B-6) and the local compactness of Sobolev embeddings,
and thus
(Moo, AQ) =0, from which o =0,

where we used the nondegeneracy (3-8). Hence u,, = 0. Now the subcoercivity lower bound (B-5)
together with (B-6), (B-8), and the Hl%m uniform bound imply the existence of ¢, ¢ > 0 such that

Ayt oo Uoo|?
/ |:|yool+|oo|5i|2c>0’
e<y<l/e 1+y 1+y

which contradicts the established identity u, = 0. Thus (B-4) is proved.

Step 2: proof of (B-5). Let us first apply Lemma B.2 to Au, which satisfies (B-1) by assumption, and

estimate

~ A 2
f(Hu)Z:(HAu,Au)Z/lay(Au)|2+/yz|(1—j_|yz). (B-9)

Near the origin, we now recall the logarithmic Hardy inequality

v]? f 2 f 2
- 3 lv]” + [dyv],
/ygl y2(1+ [log y|?) 1<y<2 y<1 ’
and thus, using (2-10),

()
2o y? "\ao/| ~ i«

which, together with (B-9), yields

@) ul?
/' ! ”/yfl[y2<1+|logy|2)+ Vit logyp | € [ (sl 1.

To control the second derivative, we rewrite near the origin

! V-1 Au  (V=D+(1-2
Hu=—8§u+—<—8yu+z)+ u:—a§u+_”+( +d-2)
y y

u
— | Adyul* + |u?),
y2(1+ [log y|?) /ygl g

AQ

y? y y?
and (B-5) follows near the origin.
Away from the origin, let {(y) be a smooth cut-off function with support in y > % and equal to 1 for
y > 1. We use the logarithmic Hardy inequality

/ 2|M—|22§/ |M|2+f|3yu|2
y=1 Y (1 +1[logy|*) =~ Ji<y<2
to conclude from (B-9) that

/(Hu)2 fg |Aup cf (ul? + 13yu?).
2(1+|10gJ’|2) 1<y<2
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Now, from (2-5), we estimate

| Aul? | = dyu — §I? Jul?
¢ = > _cfli———
y2(1+[log y|?) y2(1+[log y|?) yo(1+[log y|?)

2 2 9 2
z/—z ¢ 2[|ayu|2+%]_c/[@+|y';|],
y=(1+[log y|*) y y y

where we integrated by parts in the last step. The control of the second derivative follows from the explicit

expression of H. This concludes the proof of (B-5). O

We now aim at generalizing the coercivity of the €, energy of Lemma B.3 to higher order energies.
This first requires a generalization of the weighted estimate (B-4).

Lemma B.4 (weighted coercivity bound). Let L > 1,0 <k < L, and M > M (L) be large enough. Then
there exists C(M) > 0 such that, for all radially symmetric u with

/ jul® +/ |Aul” n (B-10)
< o0 -
Y41+ [log y|?) (1 + y#k+4) yO(1+ [log y[>) (1 4 y*+4)

and
(u, Py) =0,

we have

/ |Hul?

y4(1 +[log y|?) (1 + y*)
> C(M){/ juf® +/ | Aul } (B-11)
N y4H(1 =+ [log y[2) (1 4 y#+4) yo(1 +[log y[2) (14 y*) |

Proof of Lemma B.4. Step 1: subcoercivity lower bound. For any u satisfying (B-10), we claim the

subcoercivity lower bound

/ |Hu|?
YA+ [log y)2(1 + y*)

2,12
>/ |03ul +/ (dyu)?
~J oyt A+ llog y (1 +yH) y2(1+[log yD*(1 + y*+4)

+/ juf? cf [ @e? +/ lul” (B-12)
y4(1+|10gy|2)(1+y4k+4) 1+y4k+8 1+y4k+10 :

Control near the origin. Recall from the finiteness of the norm (B-10) and the formula (2-21) that

1 Y
Au(y) = m/o TAQ(T)HM(T) dr.
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Then from Cauchy—Schwarz and Fubini we estimate

A 2 5
/ %dm/ / ST e e dyde
y<1 y> (1 + [log y[*) 0<y<1 Jo<r<y ¥ (1 +[log y|)

1785

d H 2
g/ |Hu(z)|? |:f T T TN Y 5 ] dt §/ S o | Hu(®) 5o dt
0<t<l1 r<y<1 Y*(1+1[log y|*) <1 (1 +[log T]%)

and thus

| Aul? |Hul*
°(1+4 [log y[?) ~ (14 logy|?)
y<1Y gy y<1Y gy
We now invert A and get from (2-10) the existence of c¢(u) such that

Au(t)
AQ(7)

y
u(y)=cw)AQ(y) —AQ() /0

We estimate from Cauchy—Schwarz and (B-13), for 1 <y <1,

/y Au(t)
dr
o AQ(T)

from which

? Y JAuf? |Hu|?
Sy U +llogyP) | s r5y3/ TR —
o T0(1+[logT|?) v=1 Y1 +[logy[?)

H 2
|c(u>|2,§/ |u|2+/ S —
y<1 y<1 Y*(1 +[log y|*)

2 2
/ . |ul . 5/ . |Hul . +/ .
y<1 y*(1+[log y|) y<1 Y*(1 +[log y|*) 1<y<2

The control of the first derivative follows from (B-13), (B-14), and the definition of A:

and

|9yul* | Au? Ju|?
2(1+|log y|?) ™~ 2(1 4+ |log y|?) 4(1 4+ |log y|?)
y<1Y gy y<1Y gy y<1Y gy

Hul?
S/ %-i—/ lul?.
y<t Y +logyl?)  Ji<y<2

To control the second derivative, we rewrite near the origin

1 V-1 A V-1 1-7
HM=—3§M+—(—8yu+z>+ 3 M=—8y2M+—u+( )t( )u,
y y y y y

which using (B-13), (B-14) and (2-5), (2-6) implies

212
f |05 ul </ |Hu|? +/ .
y<1 YA +1logy?) ~ Jy<r ¥4I +logyl?)  Ji<y<2

This concludes the proof of (B-12) near the origin.

(B-13)

(B-14)
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Control away from the origin. Let {(y) be a smooth cut-off function with support in y > % and equal to 1
for y > 1. We compute

|Hul
/ ¢TI 1 Jlog y])?
| = 3, (ydyu) + Lul?
—f; VT6(1 1 log y])?

:/; 13y (yyu)|? _2/§ dy(ydyu) - Vu +/§ V2 ul?
yHH0(1 + [log y|)? yHHT (1 + [log y|)? yHHE(1 + [log y|)?

_/g 10, (ydyu) 2 +2/§ V (8yu)? +/§ V2ul®
~J 7 yHEE(1 4 [log y|)? y#+6(1 + [log y|)> yH+8(1 4 [log y|)2

— 2 é‘V -
/'”' A(y‘"<+6<1+|1ogy|>2>' (B-15)

We now use the two dimensional logarithmic Hardy inequality with best constant:'# for all y > 0,

2 2 P 2
Tty <O o s 9
4 y=1DY Y(1+1logyl) 1<y<2 y>1 y¥(1+[log y|)
with y =4k 4+ 6. We estimate
f§ By aywl® (4k+6>2/ |yu? —ck/ 9 up?
yHHe(1 +llogyn? = 4 y=1 Y¥¥0(1 + |log y|)? l=y<2

(4k+6)4/ | |? / ’ )
> -C [|0vu|” + |ul“].
16 y=1 Y¥+8(1 4 |log y|)? ¢ 1<y<2 19yl lu]

We now observe that, for k >0 and y > 1,

AV =M +0G).

2
A( 1 )=(4k+6)‘
y

4k+6 y4k+8

We compute

Injecting these bounds into (B-15) yields the lower bound

/g |Hul|?
y*+4(1 + |log y))?

(4k + 6)* 2/ Ju ? / |8yul? jul?
o [EREOT_ 4kvs —c -
‘[ T B A T G B S E

Note that we can always keep the control of the first two derivatives in these estimates, and the control

(B-12) follows away from the origin.

14 which can be obtained by a simple integration by parts; see [Merle et al. 2011].
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Step 2: proof of (B-11). By contradiction, let M > 0 be fixed and consider a normalized sequence u,,,

|’/tn|2 |Aun|2
1 2 g T 6 2 o = b (B-17)
y*(1+[log y|?) (1 4 y*+%) yo(I+[log y|*)(1+ y*)

satisfying the orthogonality condition

(un, ®p) =0 (B-18)
and the smallness
/ |Hu,|? 1 (B-19)
A +NogyH(1+y%) ~n

Note that the normalization condition implies

|”n|2 Iayun|2
n <1, (B-20)
yH(1L+ [log y|?) (1 + y*+4) y2(1+[log y|?) (1 4 y#+4)

and thus, from (B-12), the sequence u,, is bounded in Héc. Hence, there exists uqs, € Hlic such that, up to
a subsequence and for any smooth cut-off function ¢ vanishing in a neighborhood of y = 0, the sequence
Cu,, is uniformly bounded in HI%)C and converges to U in Hl})c. Moreover, (B-19) implies

Hus =0,

and, by lower semicontinuity of the norm and (B-17),

T —
Y41+ log y ) (1 + y*#+4) ’
which implies from (2-12) that

u=aAQ forsomea«acR.

We may moreover pass to the limit in (B-18) from (B-17) and the local compactness embedding, and thus
(oo, AQ) =0, from which o =0,

where we used the nondegeneracy (3-8). Hence uo, = 0.
Now from (B-13), (B-14), (B-19), and (B-17),

/ |Mn|2 +/ |8y”n|2 > 1
y=1 Y1+ log y[2) (1 + y*+4) = [ o1 yo(1 4+ [log y|2) (14 y*) ~

and hence, from (B-12), (B-19),
|ayl4n|2 |Mn|2 1
1+ y%+8 T ] 4 y#ht10 ~ 7

which, from the local compactness of Sobolev embeddings and the a priori bound (B-20), ensures

18,050/ sl
1+ y4k+8 + 1+ y4k+10 ~

This contradicts the established identity uo, = 0. ]
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We are now in a position to prove the coercivity of the higher order (€r+2)o<k<z energies under
suitable orthogonality conditions. Given a radially symmetric function &, we recall the definition of
suitable derivatives:

A*e;  for k odd,

0<k<2L+1.
Ag,  for k even,

&1 =0, Ep=¢, Ek+1 = {

Lemma B.5 (coercivity of €yr42). Let L>1,0<k < L,and M > M(L) be large enough. Then there
exists C(M) > 0 such that, for all & with

leakt11?
£ +
/ | 2k+2| / 2(1+y2)

le2p-11 |2 ]
* + <+o0o (B2l
;/[y"’(H|10gy|2)(1+y4<’<—”)) Y41+ [log y|2) (1 + y*k=p)) (B-21)

satisfying
(e, HP®y) =0, 0=<p <k, (B-22)

we have

_ k+1 2 %
Cot2(e) = /(H &)z C(M){/ y2(1 4 [log y|?)

|l€2p—1] |£2,? “
+ + . (B-23
;}/ T BT AT R |

Proof of Lemma B.1. We argue by induction on k. The case k =0 is Lemma B.3. We assume the claim for
k and prove it for 1 <k +1 < L. Indeed, let v = He. Then v, = ¢,47, and thus v satisfies (B-21) and?

forall0< p <k, (v, H ®y)=(c, H' 'dy)=0

We may thus apply the induction claim for & to v and estimate

/(Hk+28)2

=/(Hk+lv)2
leak43]? £ l€2p+11 l&2p42l
>CM) | ——7—-+ P + P
y2(1+[logyl?) = yo(I+[log y[2) (14 y**=p)) = y4(14|log y|?) (14 y**=P)

. C(M){f e2k43l”
- y2(1+|log y[?)

k+1 2 2
le2p—1l le2p

. (B-24

+Z/|: 6(1—i—llogylz)(l—i—y“("“_l’))+y4(1—|—|10gy|2)(1+y4(k+1_1’)) ( )

ISfrom k <L+1
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The orthogonality condition (g, @) = 0 and (B-21) allow us to use Lemma B.4 and to deduce from the
weighted bound (B-11) the control

/ |&2]? o / le|?
YHA A+ log y ) (1 +y*) ~ ] y4(1 + [log y|2) (1 + y#+4)
which together with (B-24) concludes the proof of Lemma B.1. O

Appendix C: Interpolation bounds

We derive in this section interpolation bounds on ¢ in the setting of the bootstrap proposition 3.1, and
which are a consequence of the coercivity property of Lemma B.5.

Lemma C.1 (interpolation bounds). (i). Weighted Sobolev bounds for ¢;. For0 <k <L,

2k+1 2

|&i f 5

j <C(M)¢ . C-1
Z/ 2(1+y4k—21+2)(1+|10gy|2)+ leak+2]” < C(M)E2k42 (C-1

(i1). Development near the origin. & admits a Taylor-Lagrange-like expansion

L+1
e=) ciTiri-i+re (C-2)
=1
with bounds l
lei] < C(M)/ €42, (C-3)
087 | S v K log y|C(M)/€ap 40, 0<k<2L+1, y<1. (C-4)

(iii). Bounds near the origin for &;. For |y| <1,

leaw| SC(M)yllogyly a2, O0=<k=<L, (C-5)
le2e—1] S C(M)y*llog vV éarsa, 1<k <L, (C-6)
lear 11 S C(M)/ €212 (C-7)
(iv). Bounds near the origin for 8;‘8. For |y| < 1
07 el S C(M)yllog y|y/€ar 42, 0<k <L, (C-8)
07 el SCM)log y|V a2, 1<k<L+1. (C-9)
(v). Lossy bound.
Al g logyl€ . . (4k+2)L/(2L D 0<k<L—1.
Z 14 o= T vak—aiia 1”5 [log byl b2L+2 fork=1L (C-10)
2k+1 (4k+2)L/(2L D 0<k<L-—1

L+ llogy i » <ksL-1,
Z/1+ sl el S lloghil© b2L+2 fork—L. (C-11)
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(vi). Generalized lossy bound. Let (i, j) e N X N* with2 <i+ j <2L+2. Then

bgiﬂ_l)n/(u_l) for2 <i+j<2L,

1+ |logy|¢ .
/%w;eﬁguogbuc byt fori+j=2L+1, (C-12)
Y p2L+2 fori+j=2L+2.
Moreover,
|0iel? < loghy[€ plTDICL=D g < < 2L 41, C.13)
2 ~ 10g b1 2042 .
1+ |log y| b fori=2L+42,
(vii). Pointwise bound far away. Let (i, j) e Nx Nwith1 <i+ j <2L+ 1. Then
y
5ie 2 pUHIPLICL=D ol <4 j <20 —1,
Lj < llogby[©  p3EH fori+j=2L, (C-14)
Y le=ozn b+ fori+j=2L+1.

Proof. Step 1: proof of (i). The estimate (C-1) follows from (B-23) with 0 <k < L.

Step 2: adapted Taylor expansion. Initialization. Recall the boundary condition origin at the origin
(A-13), which implies |er7+1(y)| < C y2 as y — 0. Together with (2-10) and the behavior AQ ~ y
near the origin, this implies

E2L+1

1 y
ri=er1(y) = —/ e 12AQx dx, (C-15)
yAQ Jo

and this yields the pointwise bound, for y <1,

1
1 2 Y 2
|r1<y)|sﬁ< / |ezL+z|2xdx) ( /0 xzxdx) < COMrr 1o, (C16)
y=<1

We now remark that there exists % < a < 2 such that

lears1(@)* < f lear+11* S C(M)Ear12
lyl<l

from (C-1). We then define
Yo
=—A —d
r 0 fa NG x

and obtain from (C-16) the pointwise bound, for y <1,
Ir2l S yllog yIC (M) /€21 12. (C-17)
Now observe that, by construction, using (2-10),
Arn=ri=¢eypq1, Hrn=A%ei1=¢y42=Hey. (C-18)

Now, from (B-24),

lear |?
— = ydy < 400,
/y§1 y4(1+ [log y|?)
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and hence |e31(y,)| < 400 on some sequence y, — 0, and from (C-17), (C-18), the explicit knowledge
of the kernel of H, and the singular behavior (2-13), we conclude that there exists ¢, € R such that

g =2 AQ + 1. (C-19)

Moreover, there exists % < a < 2 such that

lear (@) |* < / lear > S C(M)Ear 12
ly|<1

from (C-1), and thus, from (C-17), (C-19),

leal S C(M)y/Ear 42, learl S yllogy|C(M)/€ap+a- (C-20)
Induction. We now build by induction the sequence

k41
AQ

We claim by induction that, for all 1 <k < L + 1, &3742-2¢ admits a Taylor expansion at the origin

1 y y
72k+l:—/ erAQxdx, 72k+2=—AQf dx, 1<k<L.
YAQ Jo 0

k
E2[42-2k = Z CikTk—i+ru, 1<k<L+1, (C-21)

i=1

with the bounds, for |y| <1,

lcik] S C(M)y/€ar+2, (C-22)
|4 | < llog y[y* 17 C(M) /& ya, 0<i<2k—1. (C-23)

This follows from (C-19), (C-20), (C-17), (C-18) for k = 1. We now let 1 < k < L, assume the claim for
k, and prove it for k + 1.
By construction, using (2-10),

Aryyr =ropt1,  Hroggo =rog, (C-24)

and thus 'ry; = ro;—;. In particular, for i > 2, ﬂi_2r2k+2 = ryk—;, and therefore the bounds (C-23) for
k+1and 2 <i <2k + 1 follow from the induction claim. We now estimate by definition and induction,
for [y| <1,

y

1
|Aroyo| = [rus1 ()| = ‘— ru A Qx dx
yAQ Jo

C(M) %2L+2 y3+2k_1

S 7
y

Y rok41
[r2k42] = ‘AQ/ Ag dx‘ S yy*C (M),
0

and (C-23) is proved for k = 1 and i =0, 1. From the regularity at the origin (A-13), (C-24), the relation

k
Heypo o1y = €2042-2k = Z CigTh—i + 1o,

i=1
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and the bound (C-23), there exists co¢42 such that

k

E2L42-2(k41) = Z CikTit1-i +cou12A Q0 + ropi2.
i=1

We now observe that there exists % < a < 2 such that

lear—ax(@)]* < / lear—ok|* S C(M)€ar12

[y|=1

from (C-1), and thus, using (C-23),

lcok42] S C(M)/ €.

This completes the induction claim.

Step 3: proof of (ii), (iii), and (iv). We obtain from (C-21), (C-3) with k = L + 1 the Taylor expansion

L+1

e=Y cisTiei+re. re=ruga. el S CMVE 0,

i=1
where, from (C-23),

1A re| < Jlog yly 1= C(M) & a, 0<i<2L41.

A brute force computation using the expansions (2-5), (2-6) near the origin ensure that, for any function f,

k

. 1

ONf =Y P f, |Pisl S = (C-25)
i=0

and we therefore estimate, for 0 <k <2L +1,

2L+1—i

llog yly _
94rel S COM) Ve s Z g— <y K log y|C (M) o 1a.

This concludes the proof of (ii). The estimates of (iii), (iv) now directly follow from (ii) using the Taylor
expansion of 7; at the origin given by Lemma 2.3, and (C-16) for (C-7).

Step 4: proof of (v). We first claim that, for0 <k < L,

2k+-2 |8i8|2
Z/(1+I10gy|2)(l+y‘”‘ 2ty ™~

Observe that this implies (C-13) by taking i = 2k + 2.
Indeed, from (C-8), (C-9), we estimate

2k+1

S C(M) (€axt2 + €2042). (C-26)

1+ [logy|€ .
/)<1 mw;ﬂz SCM)érryr. (C-27)
i=0 “r=
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For y > 1, we recall from the brute force computation (C-25) that

k

k
el S
=0

l— (C-28)
y
and thus, using (C-1), for 0 <k < L,

2k+2

|al8|2 2k+2 i |8 |
J
/y;l (1+ |10gy|2)(1 _|_y4k—2i+4) ~ Z Z/y>l 1+ |10gy|2)(1 _|_y4k—2i+4+2i—21)

i=0 =0

2k+2 |8'|2
< J M€
Zf(1+|10gy|2)(1+y4k+4 2]) ( ) 2k+2>

and (C-26) is proved. In particular, together with the energy bound (3-23), this yields the rough Sobolev

bound
/ IrSI2
y?

Therefore, again using (C-26), we estimate

2L+2

/ 1+I10gyl2

2"2“ [+]logyl® o 2<2"Z+‘ Lt logy(© o Lt log o1 1
1+y4k 21+4 y<BloOL 1-|-y4k 2i+4 y= Bl y
1
< Nog b1 “6aya + —o1 B0 (C-29)

and (C-11) follows. The estimate (C-10) now follows from (C-5), (C-6), (C-7) for y < 1 with also (1-31),
and (C-11) for y > 1.

Step 5: proof of (vi). Leti >0, j > 1with2 <i+4j<2L+42.

Case 1: i + j even. We have
i+j=2k+1), 0<k=L.

Fork <L —1, from (C-11)and 0 <i =2k +2 — j <2k + 1, we estimate

1+ |log y|© 1+ [log y|© 4+2)L/ QL1 i+j—1)2L/QL—1
fT' l | _/mlal |25b§ +2)L/( )|10gbl|C§b§l+J )2L/( )|10gb1|c

For k = L, from (C-11), we have

1+ [log y|© 14 |log y|© 2« 12042
[ e = [ e < b o
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Case 2: i+ jodd. Wehavei+j=2k+1,1 <k <L. Assume k < L — 1. If j = 2, then
i <2k+1—j<2(k—1)+1, and thus, from (C-11),

1+Ilogy| 976 = 1+ [log y|© 376
1+ y 1+y4k+2—2i y

1 1
141 ¢ . p 141 ¢ . 2
< ([ Lxlloexl” i 2 tllogyl” a2
~ 1+y4k+4—21 y 1+y4(k—1)+4—21 y

L/2Q2L—-1))(4k+2+4(k—1)+2 i+j—1)2L/(2L—1
§|10gb1|cb1/(( ))( ( ) ):bgl J=D2L/( )|10gbl|c

For the extremal case j = 1,i =2k, 1 <k <L — 1, we estimate, from (C-10), (C-26),
/ 1+|10gy|C|32k o< </ 1+|1ogy|0|82k8|2)5(/ |92 2 )i
1+ y2 I+y* 7 1+ |log y|?
< |log bllcblL/(z(zL—1))(4k+2+4(k—1)+2) _ b§t+j—1)2L/(2L—1)|10g b1|c.

If k=L, then for j >2,wehavei <2k+1—j <2(k—1)+1, and thus, from (C-11),

1+|logylc " 1+ |log y|©
1+ | | - 1+y4k+2—2i| y |

1 1
< 1+|10gY|C |3i8|2 2 1+|10g)7|c |8i8|2 :
S\ Ty 1% 1 ytt-Dra—2i %

2LA2+(@4(k-1)+2)L/2L~1))

< |10gb1|cb2( = b log by,

and for j =1,i =2L, from (C-10), (C-13),

l 1
f1+|1ogylc|82L P < /1+|logy|C|82L 2 / a3Fel? N2
1+ y? 14+ 7 1+ |log y|?

L(2L42+(4(L-)+DL/L-1))

< |log by [Cb; = b log b (€.

Step 6: proof of (vii). From Cauchy—Schwarz we estimate

2 1 1 2 2 9, 2
H 5/ |saye|dy§/( gyl +/ 06l
yilree=0 " Jy5 y 1+ |log y|

Leti, j>0withl <i+j<2L+1.Then2 <i+ j+1<2L, and we conclude from (C-12), (C-13) that

de 2 </ <1+|logy|2)|a;e|2+/ 9762
Yl ™ = y+2 y=1 Y (1 + [log y|?)
pUTDHICE=D ford < j41<2L,
< [loghy|€ { P! fori+j+1=2L+1, O
btt2 fori4j+1=2L+2.
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Appendix D: Leibniz rule for H*

Given a smooth function ®, we prove the following Leibniz rule.

Lemma D.1 (Leibniz rule for H k). Let k > 1. Then

k-1
A1 (de) = ZCDZle 1821-!-2@21 1,2k—162i—1,
i=0 |
] k’ (D-1)
A (De) = Z Do 2ke2i + Z Do _1,0k82i -1,
i=0 i=1

where ®; . is computed through the recurrence relation

1+27
q)(),l =—8y<I>, q)l,l =(I)q)0’2=—ayyq>_

0,®, ®1,=20,d, Byo=d,  (D-2)

Dor42,2k+2 = Pok+1,2k+1>

Dotz = Poi—1,2k41 + 0y P22kt + (1 +22)/y) Pk 1 <i <k, (D-3)
Do, 2k+2 = 0y Do, 2k+1 + (1 +22) )y Do 241,

Do —1,2%42 = —DPoi 2.2k +1 + Iy P21 2641, I1<i<k+]1,

Dogt1,2k+1 = ok 2k,

Do 12k41 = P22k + (1 +22Z)/y)Poi—12k — 0y Poi—12k, 1 <0 <k, (D-4)
Do; op 1 = —0yPoi 2k — Poi—1,2, 1 <ic<k,

Do, ok +1 = —0yPo 2.

Proof. We compute
A(Pe) = Pey — (3, D)e,

. 1+2Z
H(®s) = A"Ae = Per +0,De; — | —A+ (3, Pe)
y

1427

= $gy +20,Pey + |:—8yy<I> — 3y<l>:|s.
and

1+27
—ZA[d)zl 2%€2i] +Z( A"+ )q>2i—1,2k82i—1

1427

= Z{q’zi,zksziﬂ — 0y Do ok2i} + Z{_q)Zil,ZkSZi + |: Do 1,01 — ayq>2i1,2k]82il}

i=0 i=1
1+27

k k
= —0yPg ke + Z(_achZi,Zk — O 1,26)82i + Z{q)zi—z,zk +

Do 10k — 8yq)2i—l,2k}82i—l ,
i=1 i=1

+ Dok 24E2%+15
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which is (D-4). We then compute

A2+ (D)

kt1
1+22
= Z[ j|{q>2i,2k+182i}+z A* (P21, 2k+182i-1)

1=i

k+1

1427
:Z — D2 2k 18241+ 0y Do 2k g1+ ) Do; 241 |€2i +Z{q>2i—1,2k+182i+3yq>2i—1,2k+182i—1}
' i=1

1427

= |:3y<190,2k+1+ <I>0,2k+1]8+¢2k+1,2k+182k+2

k+1

q>2i,2k+1]82i+ E [—D2i—2. 2641+ 0y Poi—1,264+1] €2i-1,
i=1

1427

+Z|:q)2i—l,2k+l +0y Do 2k t1+
i=1

which is (D-3). [l

Appendix E: Proof of (3-55)
A simple induction argument ensures the formula

L—-1
[0, H lw =) HiTd, HilH, ™ w
k=0

We therefore renormalize and explicitly compute

-1
)» AV
[0, H )\2L+2 E < HL (k+1)8>. (E-1)
=0

We now apply the Leibniz rule Lemma D.1 with ® = AV/y?. In view of the expansion (2-6) and the
recurrence formula (D-3), we have an expansion at the origin to all orders, for even k > 2,

N
Dok (y) = Zci,k,py2p +0(y*N*?), 0<ic<k,
p=0
N
o1k () =Y ik pyPTH OGN, 1<i<k—1.
p=0

and, for odd k > 1,

N
Do k1 () =D ik pyP + OGN, I<i<k+1,
p=0

Doigkp1 () = Y ciapy? T OGP, 1<i<k—1
p=0



DYNAMICS FOR THE COROTATIONAL ENERGY-CRITICAL HARMONIC HEAT FLOW 1797

We also have a bound, for y > 1,

1 :
[Pl < Ty 0<i<2.

Therefore, from (D-1), we estimate

k |&i ]
for all k > 0, ‘H (—s)‘ chk1+y4+(2k 5 (E-2)
Similarly,
2k 2k+1
AV 1 | 1| |8i|
AHk( ) <zc,-k—[| L e e . | m—
2 ~ ’ 4+(2k v&i ~ L 4+(2k—i)
' y - 1ty — T y(d+y V)

We now inject (E-2) into (E-1) and obtain using (3-36) the pointwise bound on the commutator

2L-2 2L-2
6, HEw| < 210 b1 ZZ &2 —k-n+il 1Dl le2r—2-ml _ 1b1l [&m]
o WS 2513 KTy ~ 32L+2 1+ y+m — a2L+2 1 y2r2L=m"
k=0 i=0 m=0 m=0

Hence, after a change of variables in the integral, and using (C-1), we have

2L-2
03, Hfw? _ |61 2

Em C(M)b?
Z 2142,
A1+ y2) ~ 24L+4 (1+ y2)(1 4 y4+4L 2y~ HAL+4

and, similarly,

2 2L-1 2
L |b1| (M)bl
/'A*[af’H )L4L+4 Z / y (1_|_y4+4L Zm) AAL+4 o142,

which is (3-55).

Appendix F: Proof of (4-10)

We claim the following Lyapounov monotonicity functional for the €y, energy.

Proposition F.1 (Lyapounov monotonicity for €o¢42). Let 0 <k < L — 1. Then we have

d 1
dt { 24k+2 [%Zkﬂ +0 (b b(4k+2)2L/(2L 1))} }

<|10gb1|C p2kt3 | pIHSHQKHD2L/QL-1) [y okrag F.1
S e | h + b, +4+/0] %2 | (F-1)

for some universal constants C, § > 0 independent of M and of the bootstrap constant K in (3-23), (3-24).



1798 PIERRE RAPHAEL AND REMI SCHWEYER

Proof of Proposition F.1. Step 1: modified energy identity. We follow verbatim the algebra of (3-48) with
L — k and obtain the modified energy identity

1d bi1(AZ);,
EE{%zku—l—z/Tw%szk}

~ A (AV) d (b1(AZ)
—f(waszrl)z— (f+bl>/ﬁw%k+l+/a<vk Wok41W2k

~ 8, Z;, k .
+ | Hywapy1 Tw2k+Ak([at7HA]w)+Aka ﬁ‘ﬁ

bi(AZ) ~ 0,72 1
+/ lkzr f\wzk[—H,xwzkH+ZTAw2k+AA([8,,Hf]w)—i—A,\Hf(ﬁ%,\)} (F-2)

b1(AZ) 1
+f Tszm[[a,, HMw + H{‘(ﬁ%ﬂ.

We now estimate all terms in the right hand side of (F-2).

Step 3: Lower order quadratic terms. We treat the lower order quadratic terms in (F-2) using dissipation.
The bound

2

3, H lw)? b?
u /|Ak([3,,HA]w)|2<C(M))L4k+4%2k+2 (F-3)

221+

follows from (3-55) with L — k. From (3-54), the rough bound (3-38), and Lemma C.1, we estimate

0:Z), ~
/ka2k+1|:7w2k+/ <[3t,Hf]w>]’+/lHAw2k+1l

b? 2
<1 | Hy w1 > 4 — 2k 4 C(M)€ 12
-2 2 Ak+4 1+ y°

1 ~ 2 bl
< §f|ka2k+1| + g € (M)br6aia.

b(AZ);

W2k

All other quadratic terms are lower order by a factor b1, again using (3-38), (3-55), (3-36), and Lemma C.1:

(AV) bi(AZ) 0, Z
bl /‘ 2)\2 ;w%kJrl +f )\21’ Aka[ trku)2k+Ak([at’H){(]w>iH
bi1(AZ), bi1(AZ),
+/ Tu&kﬂ[at,Hx fdt VP W2k+1W2k

bt E3et1 b
S Sakta [/ T4y +f 1+y6 +C(M)%2k+2j| A4k+4C(M)b1%2k+2

We similarly estimate the boundary term in time using (C-10):

bi1(AZ), by 8§k+1 &34 b CpWk+22L/CL=1)
I E)A <
‘/ 2, Wok+1 W2k )ﬁ”‘“ / T+,2 +/ Tyt |~ A4k+2|1 gbi|" b,
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We inject these estimates into (3-53) to derive the preliminary bound
LA +O(b%b(4k+2)2L/(2L’”) <Y [ G+ [ Howmerr A1 5

2dt
b1(AZ) [ D1(AZ) by
+/Hk<kqu) [% 2k+1+Ak(#w2k>:| +A4k+4b 16242 (F-4)

with constants independent of M for |b| < b*(M) small enough. We now estimate all terms in the right
hand side of (F-4).

Step 4: further use of dissipation. Recall the decomposition (3-57). The first term in the right hand side

of (F-4) is estimated after an integration by parts

~ 1 C 1 ¢
‘ / HAkaHAAHf(A au)‘ < A el I Foll o+ 5 / | Hwaicen P+ g / |AH T ?

C 1 ~
= a1 Follov/ G HIAH FrlI L |+ 5 / |Hywyi|* (F-5)

for some universal constant C > 0 independent of M. The last two terms in (F-4) can be estimated by
brute force from Cauchy—Schwarz

bi(AZ)
‘fHk()Lz A) lkz S W

1 2 1
< b /1+|10gy|2|Hk@|2 ’ / Eokt1 .
Ak T4y y2(L+[log y|*)

1
b 1+ [log y|? 2
SWL¢%2k+z(f s MR (F-6)

1+ y4

where constants are independent of M thanks to the estimate (B-2) for eyx4. Similarly,
1 bi1(AZ),
k
[t ) (557

1

by 1—|—|logy|2 &2 7
< ([ b antsr e REAITTE
A l+y (I +yH (1 + [log y|*)

by 1+ |log y|? 2
SWQM)\/%M( / Tffwlk%% / AHF,2) . (F-D)

‘We now claim the bounds

2
1+|10g)’| |Hkg|2<b2k+2llo b |C (F_8)
1+y4 =Y go1| ,
L+llogyl? o 5 oo c
Ty |AH*Fo|* < b 2|logby|€, (F-9)
/ |H* 1502 < b log by |, (F-10)

/ |AHk%1|2 < b%k+3|10gbllc +b}+5+(2k+1)2L/(2L—1) (F-ll)
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for some universal constants §, C > 0 independent of M and of the bootstrap constant K in (3-23), (3-24).
Injecting these bounds together with (F-5), (F-6), (F-7) into (F-4) concludes the proof of (F-1). We now
turn to the proofs of (F-8), (F-9), (F-10), (F-11).

Step 5: Efb terms. From (2-88) we estimate

1+ [logy* ~ ~
[ TR < [ <0 g b

1+ [log y|? ~ 7 ¥ 7
+ [log y| AT, 2 < [ |AEMT, 2 = | BT, H'T, < 5%+3|log b [C,
1+y2 - R

T 2(k+1)+2
/ |Hk+1\l’b|2 Sjb]( +D+ |10gb1|C’

and (F-8), (F-9), (F-10) are proved for (Ivfb.
Step 6: Mod() terms. Recall (3-29),

— A L L2 g6
Mod(r) = —<TS +b1)AQb + Z[(bi)s +(2i — 14 cp,)b1b; — bi+l]|:Ti + X3, Z —8];],
i=1 j=i+1 !

and the notation (3-39). We will need only the rough bound for b;-admissible functions (2-32).
Proof of (F-10) for Mod. We estimate from (2-32), for y < 2B,

~ . . , bi|log by |€
|Hk+1Si| + |Hk+1ASi| + |Hk+1biA7vi| S,bl](l +y)21717(2k+2) ,Sblbll_l(l +y)2172k*3 < 1| Og 1|

N oyt
and thus, using HAQ =0,
~ blloghi € _ , c
G [ TR < billoghlC.
/ v<am, 1+ yAk+2 1
We also have the rough bound, for 1 <i <L,i+1<j <L,, y <2By,
L+2 oo o
T+ |xs, D 55| S lloght| [y~ +y¥71b] " llog b1 ] < llog b1 |y, (F-12)
j=i+1 !

and similarly for suitable derivatives, and hence the bound

L L+2 95,
Hk+1 T 'l
;/‘ [ AT

J=itl

2

C 2L—1—(2k+2) 2
Shioghi(© [ ytier)
y=<2B,

sL—ky—4a _ ogbi|©
< llog by | BV Sm-
1

‘We therefore obtain from Lemma 3.3 the control

f |[H*"Mod(n)? § C(K)llog by b2 [b% + } S CUOBTHlog by [ S [log by b7+

b%(L—k)—Z
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for by < b (M) small enough.
Proof of (F-8), (F-9). We estimate

k k kp AT < B si-1-2k o logbil
|H"Si |+ |H AS; |+ |H b AT;i| S b (1+) 5

N1+y2k+l’
and thus
1+ [logy* /1+I ogy* | 4 2 / c
———|H"A —AH A < |logh —— < |log b|".
/ LRGP+ [ SEETLARAG S loghil© [ s < logh
Then, from (F-12), we estimate
L+2 L+2 2
1+|10gyl k| 5 / k| 5 95
H"|T; AH T; —

c
< llogh 12y < Nloghil®
~ | Og 1| |y | ~ Z(L_k)_za
y<2B b

and hence, using Lemma 3.3, we have

L+ [log yI* o j~ +llogy* =1 oL !
< +2 2k+2
/ Tty | H*Mod| —i—f Tty |A H*Mod| |logb1| C(K)b; 1—|—b2(L D2 NIZ]
Step T: nonlinear term N (¢). Control near the origin y < 1. The control near the origin follows directly
from (3-72).
Control for y > 1. We detail the proof of the most delicate bound (F-11). The proofs of (F-8) and (F-9)
follow similar lines and are left to the reader.

Recall the notations (3-73) and the bounds (3-74), (3-75), (3-76) on ¢. We then have the bounds (3-77),
(3-78), (3-79) on N;(¢e), which yield

2k+1 2k+1

O N (e )|
k
AH'N@IS ) Ty Z T Zlayf 18]~ N1 o)l
p=0
%41 k; | - o
2 c ap-i
S et L ym_pzla;z ogn | 2+
p:] i=0
2k+1 p2 lé-| 2k+1 p—1 /2|l§|
y C C ap—j
~ Z y2ht +|logb1| y2t 2= ; +[logbi] Zzb " y2k+1=p
i= 0 p=1 i=0
%+1 | .p 2%k+1 p—1
c 197 ¢ a2 10587
S llog bl |:Z %l—p Zsz yRFT=p |
p=0 p=1 i=0

and hence

/ |AH*N (e)|? .
y>1 2k+1 p |8l§'| |8p l§|2 2k+1p—1 i |3]§-|2|81*]§-|2

Shoeni© Y3 [ B oen Y Yy [ R

p=0 i=0 p=1i=0 j=0
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‘We now claim the bounds

2k+1 p Ial§| |817 l§|2
5, Qk+1)2L/QL—1)
Y2 [ P s )
p=0 i=0
Ry g 193¢ 121957 ¢ 2 2%U+1)2L/2L—1
Aap—i 4 ) L L—
loghi|€ ) > "> by / i < byplpFHDE/CEED (F-14)
p=1 i=0 j=0

for some § > 0, and this concludes the proof of (F-11) for N (e).

Proof of 3-80). Let 0 <k <L —1,0<p<2k+1,0<i <p. Letli =p—i, I =i. Then we can pick
J>» € N* such that
max{1l;2—i} < J, <min{2k+3 — p; 2k +2 — i}
and define
J1 =2k+3—p—]2.

Then, from direct inspection,

1<h+J1<2k+1<2L—-1, 2<bh+J,<2k+2<2L,
L+DL+Ji+J,=2k+3.

2 I 2
/ 922z |
L0z Jy>1 y212_2

< |10gb |C(K)b(11+11+12+J2 D2L/2L-1) |10gb |C(K)b(2k+2)2L/(2L 1)

(I, J1, I, o) € N? x N*, {

Hence, from (3-74), (3-75),

/ |%mﬂx44P<Hayc
>1

yHk+2-2p

yll—l

< blb?b§2k+l)2L/(2L o) O

Proofof 3-81). Let0 <k <L—-1,1<p<2k+1,0<j<i<p—1.Forp=2k+1land0<i=j <2k,
we use the energy bound (3-76) to estimate

o [ 100CP10 2 el ¢
by’ / =T e ey | 1832
y>1 y yzl

< b%L/(ZL—l)((2k+1—i)+1+i)|10g by [CK) < blbllsb§2k+l)2L/(2L—l)‘

This exceptional case being treated, we let I} = j, I, =i — j and pick J, € N* with

max{l;2— (G —j):2—=(p—D} = =minf2k +3—p:2k+2—(p—j); 2k +2— (i — j)}.
Let
J1=2k+3—p—J>.
Then we can directly check that

l<h+/i<2k+1, 2=<bL+J)=<2k+2,

(I, Ji, I, o) € N x N*, { .
L+bL+Ji+J=2k+3—(p—1),
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2 |812§-|2
Lo(y=1) />1 y2—2

i+11+J1+h+J—1)2L/2L—1 2k42)2L/(2L—1
< |10gb1|C(K)b§p i+h+Ji+h+h—1)2L/( ) |10gb1|C(K)bi )2L/( )

and thus
i
s [ 3¢ 121y <bi‘”""
y>1

I
9y'¢

—1
y/i

4k+2-2 ~
yHz=2p

< blbtlsb§2k+])2L/(2L—]). 0

Step 8: small linear term L(e). We recall the decomposition (3-84).

Control for y < 1. The control near the origin directly follows from (3-88).
Control for y > 1. We give a detailed proof of (F-11) and leave (F-8) to the reader. We recall the bound
(3-90):
billog b1|€|d}¢]
9L (e)] S Z T

This implies

UH1 | ap 2%+ 1 p Cai WAl ai
0y L(e)| _ bi|log bi|~|9ye] |9yel
k y C Yy
|AHTL(e)] S Z JFT=p Z y2HHT=p Z ypiHl S billog by Z Y242
i=0 i=0

‘We therefore conclude from (C-11) that

2k+1 |8i8|2
fy>1 |AH*L(e)* < b}llog by |© Z/ m

5 |10gb1|C(K)b]2+(2k+l)2L/(2L_l) < bi+6+(2k+1)2L/(2L—1)’

and (3-64) is proved.
This concludes the proof of (F-8), (F-9), (F-10), (F-11), and thus of Proposition 3.6. ]
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EXISTENCE AND ORBITAL STABILITY OF THE GROUND STATES
WITH PRESCRIBED MASS FOR THE L2-CRITICAL AND SUPERCRITICAL NLS
ON BOUNDED DOMAINS

BENEDETTA NORIS, HUGO TAVARES AND GIANMARIA VERZINI

Given p > 0, we study the elliptic problem

—AU+AU =U?,

U >0,
fB] Uzdx:,o’

find (U, 1) € Hy (B;) x R such that {

where By C R is the unitary ball and p is Sobolev-subcritical. Such a problem arises in the search for
solitary wave solutions for nonlinear Schrodinger equations (NLS) with power nonlinearity on bounded
domains. Necessary and sufficient conditions (about p, N and p) are provided for the existence of
solutions. Moreover, we show that standing waves associated to least energy solutions are orbitally stable
for every p (in the existence range) when p is L?-critical and subcritical, i.e., 1 < p <1+4+4/N, while
they are stable for almost every p in the L2-supercritical regime 1+ 4/N < p < 2* — 1. The proofs
are obtained in connection with the study of a variational problem with two constraints of independent
interest: to maximize the L”*!'-norm among functions having prescribed L2- and HO1 -norms.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study standing wave solutions of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS)

ot (1-1)

i@+Ac1>+ |®|P~'d =0, (t,x)eRx By,
d(r, x) =0, (t,x) eRx 0B

with B the unitary ball of RN, N>1,and 1 < p<2*—1,where2*=0c0if N=1,2and 2*=2N /(N —2)
otherwise. In what follows, p is always subcritical for the Sobolev immersion while criticality will be
understood in the L?-sense; see below. The main tool in our investigation will be the analysis of the
variational problem

max{/mv’“dx:ueHg(sz), fuzdle, fqulzdx:a}
Q Q Q

and in particular of its asymptotic properties in dependence of the parameter o. As we will show, when
the bounded domain  C R" is chosen to be By, the two problems are strongly related.

NLS on bounded domains appear in different physical contexts. For instance, in nonlinear optics,
with N = 2 and p = 3, they describe the propagation of laser beams in hollow-core fibers [Agrawal

MSC2010: 35B35, 35J20, 35Q55, 35C08.
Keywords: Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, constrained critical points, Ambrosetti—Prodi-type problem, singular perturbations.
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2013; Fibich and Merle 2001]. In Bose-Einstein condensation, when N < 3 and p = 3, they model
the presence of an infinite well-trapping potential [Bartsch and Parnet 2014]. When considered in the
whole space RY, this equation admits the L2-critical exponent p = 1 +4/N; indeed, in the subcritical
case 1 < p <1+4/N, ground state solutions are orbitally stable while in the critical and supercritical
one they are always unstable [Cazenave and Lions 1982; Cazenave 2003]. Notice that the exponent p =3
is subcritical when N = 1, critical when N = 2 and supercritical when N = 3. In the case of a bounded
domain, only a few papers analyze the effect of boundary conditions on stability, namely [Fibich and
Merle 2001] and the more recent [Fukuizumi et al. 2012] by Fukuizumi, Selem and Kikuchi. In these
papers, it is proved that also in the critical and supercritical cases there exist standing waves that are
orbitally stable (even though a full classification is not provided, even in the subcritical range). This
shows that the presence of the boundary has a stabilizing effect.
As is well known, two quantities are conserved along trajectories of (1-1): the energy

1 2 1 +1
%(ep):/ <—|v<1>| _ L ep )a’x
B \2 p+l1
and the mass

sz(cb):/ |D|* dx.
B

A standing wave is a solution of the form ® (¢, x) = ¢'*' U (x), where the real-valued function U solves
the elliptic problem

1-2)

—AU+AU =|U|P"'U in By,
U=0 on dB;.

In (1-2), one can either consider the chemical potential A € R to be given or to be an unknown of the
problem. In the latter case, it is natural to prescribe the value of the mass so that A can be interpreted as a
Lagrange multiplier.

Among all possible standing waves, typically the most relevant are ground state solutions. In the
literature, the two points of view mentioned above lead to different definitions of ground state; see for
instance [Adami et al. 2013]. When A is prescribed, ground states can be defined as minimizers of the
action functional

5, (®) = (D) + 112(®)

among its nontrivial critical points (recall that &{, is not bounded from below); see for instance [Berestycki
and Lions 1983, p. 316]. Equivalently, they can be defined as minimizers of s{, on the associated Nehari
manifold. Even though these solutions of (1-2) are sometimes called least energy solutions, we will
refer to them as least action solutions. In case X is not given, one may define the ground states as the
minimizers of € under the mass constraint 2(U) = p for some prescribed p > 0 [Cazenave and Lions
1982, p. 555]. It is worth noticing that this second definition is fully consistent only in the subcritical case

142
< PR
p N

since in the supercritical case €|(9—,) is unbounded from below [Cazenave 2003]; see also Appendix A.
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Remark 1.1. When working on the whole space R", the two points of view above are in some sense
equivalent. Indeed, in such a situation, it is well known [Kwong 1989] that the problem

—AZ+Z=27P, ZeH'RY), Z>0

admits a solution Zy , that is unique (up to translations), radial and decreasing in r. Therefore, both the
problem with fixed mass and the one with given chemical potential can be uniquely solved in terms of a
suitable scaling of Zy ,. On the other hand, NLS on RY with a nonhomogeneous nonlinearity cannot be
treated in this way, and the fixed mass problem becomes hard to tackle [Bellazzini et al. 2013; Bartsch
and de Valeriola 2013; Jeanjean 1997; Jeanjean et al. 2014].

When working on bounded domains, the two papers [Fibich and Merle 2001; Fukuizumi et al. 2012]
mentioned above deal with least action solutions. In this paper, we make a first attempt to study the case
of prescribed mass. Since we consider p also in the critical and supercritical ranges, we have to restrict
the minimization process to constrained critical points of €.

Definition 1.2. Let p > 0. A positive solution of (1-2) with prescribed L?-mass p is a positive critical
point of €9}, that is, an element of the set

P, =1{U € Hol(Bl) :9(U) =p, U >0, there exists A such that —AU + AU = U?}.
A positive least energy solution is a minimizer of the problem

e, = 1@1)1/)1" €.
Remark 1.3. When p is subcritical, as we mentioned, the above procedure is equivalent to the mini-
mization of €|[9—,) with no further constraint. On the other hand, when p is supercritical, the set %, on
which the minimization is settled may be strongly irregular. Contrary to what happens for least action
solutions, no natural Nehari manifold seems to be associated to least energy solutions. Furthermore, since
we work on a bounded domain, the dependence of %, on p cannot be understood in terms of dilations.
As a consequence, no regularized version of the minimization problem defined above seems available.

Remark 1.4. Since 5, and the corresponding Nehari manifold are even, one can immediately see that
least action solutions do not change sign so that they can be chosen to be positive. On the other hand,
since U € P, does not necessarily imply |U| € %, in the previous definition, we require the positivity
of U. Nonetheless, this condition can be removed in some cases, for instance when p is subcritical or
when it is critical and p is small (see also Remark 5.10).

Our main results deal with the existence and orbital stability of the least energy solutions of (1-2) (the
definition of orbital stability is recalled at the beginning of Section 6 below).
Theorem 1.5. Under the above notations, the following hold:
(1) If 1 < p <1+4/N, then for every p > 0, the set P, has a unique element, which achieves e,,.
Q) Ifp=14+4/N, for0<p < ||ZN,p||2 the set P, has a unique element, which achieves e;

LZ(RN)’
Jor p > ”ZN’P”iZ(RN)’ we have P, = O.
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(3) If 1 +4/N < p < 2* — 1, there exists p* > 0 such that e, is achieved if and only if 0 < p < p*.
Moreover, P, = & for p > p* whereas

#P,>2 for0O<p<p”.
In this latter case, P, contains positive solutions of (1-2) that are not least energy solutions.

Remark 1.6. As a consequence, we have that, for p and p as in case (3) of the previous theorem, the
problem
—AU+ AU =U?,
find (U, 1) € Hy(B1) xR 2+
f B, Usdx=p

admits multiple positive radial solutions.

Concerning the stability, following [Fukuizumi et al. 2012], we apply the abstract results in [Grillakis
et al. 1987], which require the local existence for the Cauchy problem associated to (1-1). Since this is
not known to hold for all the cases we consider, we take it as an assumption and refer to [Fukuizumi et al.
2012, Remark 1] for further details.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that for each ®¢ € HOl (B1, C) there exist ty > 0, only depending on || ®y||, and a
unique solution ® (¢, x) of (1-1) with initial datum ®q in the interval I = [0, tp).
Let U denote a least energy solution of (1-2) as in Theorem 1.5, and let ®(t, x) = ¢! U (x).

(1) If1 < p<1+4/N, then ® is orbitally stable.
(2) If 14+4/N < p <2* —1, then ® is orbitally stable for a.e. p € (0, p*].

In case (2) of the previous theorem, we expect orbital stability for every p € (0, p*) and instability
for p = p*; see Remark 6.4 ahead.

As we mentioned, [Fibich and Merle 2001; Fukuizumi et al. 2012] consider least action solutions, that
is, minimizers associated to

a), = inf{sd; (U) : U € H} (By), U #0, sl)(U) =0}.

In this situation, the existence and positivity of the least energy solution is not an issue. Indeed, it is well
known that problem (1-2) admits a unique positive solution R, if and only if A € (—X;(B7), +00), where
A1(By) is the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian. Such a solution achieves a,. Concerning the
stability, in the critical case [Fibich and Merle 2001] and in the subcritical one [Fukuizumi et al. 2012], it
is proved that ¢’* R, is orbitally stable whenever A ~ —A(B;) and A ~ 4o0. Furthermore, stability for all
A € (—A1(By), +00) is proved in the second paper in dimension N = 1 for 1 < p <5 whereas in the first pa-
per numerical evidence of it is provided in the critical case. In this context, our contribution is the following:

Theorem 1.8. Let us assume local existence as in Theorem 1.7, and let R, be the unique positive solution
of (1-2). If 1 < p <144/N, then e'*' Ry is orbitally stable for every A € (—A1(B}), +00).

Remark 1.9. In [Fukuizumi et al. 2012], it is also shown that, in the supercritical case p > 1+4/N, the
standing wave associated to R; is orbitally unstable for A ~ +o0o. In view of Theorem 1.7(2), this marks
a substantial qualitative difference between the two notions of ground state.
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Remark 1.10. Working in B; allows one to obtain radial symmetry, uniqueness properties and nonde-
generacy of solutions (which in turn implies smooth dependence of the solutions on suitable parameters).
These properties are not necessary for the existence results of Theorem 1.5, most of which hold also in
general bounded domains, but they are crucial in our proof of stability.

As we mentioned, we will prove the above results as a byproduct of the analysis of a different variational
problem that we think is of independent interest. The main feature of such a problem is due to the fact
that it involves an optimization with two constraints. Let Q@ C R" be a general bounded domain. For any
fixed @ > A1 (2), we consider the maximization problem

M, :sup{/ lulP ™ dx 1 u € H} (), / u?dx =1, /|Vu|2dx :a}, (1-3)
Q Q Q
which is related to the validity of Gagliardo—Nirenberg type inequalities (Appendix A).
Theorem 1.11. Given o > A(2), M, is achieved by a positive function u, € H(} (2), and there exist
e > 0and Ly > —X11(R2) such that
—Aug + Agltg = poul), / ui dx =1, / |Viug|* dx = a. (1-4)
Q Q
Moreover, as o — A1 ()T,
Uy — @1, e — 0T, Aa = —21(R2)

(@1 denotes the first positive eigenfunction, normalized in L?).

As o — 400,
o N(p—1)
—

e N+2—p(N-2)

and
(1) ifl <p<144/N, then jpy — 400,
(2) if p=1+4/N, then j1a — 1 Zy ||}z on, and
(3) if 1+4/N < p <2*—1, then uy — 0.
Furthermore, as o« — +00, uy is a one-spike solution, and a suitable scaling of u, approaches the

function Zy , defined in Remark 1.1.

More detailed asymptotics are provided in Sections 3 and 4. This problem is related to the previous
one in the following way. Taking u > 0 and 1 > 0 as in (1-4), the function U = u!/?=Dy belongs to P,
for p = P~V Incidentally, if one considers the minimization problem

ma=inf{f|u|l’+ldx:ueHg(sz), /uzdle, /|W|2dx=a},
Q Q Q

then one obtains a solution of (1-4) with & < 0 and A < —A(£2). This allows one to recover the well-
known theory of ground states for the defocusing Schrodinger equation id®/dt + A® — |®|P~1d = 0;
see Appendix B. Moreover, when o ~ A1(£2), there exist exactly two solutions (u, u, A) of (1-4) that
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achieve M,, and m,, respectively. More precisely, in the context of Ambrosetti—Prodi theory [1972; 1993],
we prove that (u, u, A) = (¢1, 0, —A1(£2)) is an ordinary singular point for a suitable map, which yields
sharp asymptotic estimates as o« — A1 (€2)". On the other hand, the estimates on M,, as @ — +00 lean on
suitable pointwise a priori controls [Esposito and Petralla 2011]: controls of this kind were initiated and
performed for the first time for critical nonlinear elliptic problems by Druet, Hebey and Robert [Druet
et al. 2004] (see also [Druet et al. 2012]).

We stress that these results about the two-constraints problem hold for a general bounded domain 2.
Going back to the case 2 = Bj, positive solutions for (1-2) have been the object of an intensive study by
a number of authors, in particular regarding uniqueness issues; among others, we refer to [Gidas et al.
1979; Kwong 1989; Kwong and Li 1992; Zhang 1992; Kabeya and Tanaka 1999; Korman 2002; Tang
2003; Felmer et al. 2008]. In our framework, we can exploit the synergy with such uniqueness results in
order to fully characterize the positive solutions of (1-4). We do this in the following statement, which
collects the results of Proposition 5.4 and of Appendix B below:

Theorem 1.12. Let Q = By and

S={(u, u,r,a) € HOI(SZ) xR :u>0and (1-4) holds}.
Then

where both ¥t and ¥~ are smooth curves parametrized by o € (A{(B}), +00), corresponding to
FN{u >0} and ¥ N{u < 0}, respectively. In addition, (u, u, x, ) € S+ (¥7) if and only if u achieves
My (mg).

Remark 1.13. As a consequence of the previous theorem, we have that the smooth set ¥ defined through
the maximization problem M, can be used as a surrogate of the Nehari manifold in order to “regularize”
the minimization procedure introduced in Definition 1.2.

To conclude, we mention that in [Noris et al. 2014], by exploiting part of the strategy we have described,
we were able to find stable solutions with small mass for the cubic Schrédinger system with trapping
potential on R".

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we address the preliminary study of the two-constraint
problems associated to M, and m,. Afterwards, in Section 3, we focus on the case where o ~ A{(£2),
seen as an Ambrosetti—Prodi-type problem. Section 4 is devoted to the asymptotics as o« — +o00 for M,,
which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.11. In Section 5, we restrict our attention to the case Q2 = By,
proving all the existence results (in particular Theorem 1.5), qualitative properties and more precise
asymptotics for the map o — (u, i, A) that parametrizes ¥*. In particular, we show that u'(a) > 0
whenever p < 14 4/N whereas it changes sign in the supercritical case. Relying on such monotonicity
properties, the stability issues are addressed in Section 6, which contains the proofs of Theorems 1.7
and 1.8. Finally, in Appendix A, we collect some known results for the reader’s convenience, whereas
Appendix B is devoted to the study of ¥, which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.12.
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2. A variational problem with two constraints

Let @ c RY be a bounded domain, N > 1. For every a > A1(R2) fixed, we consider the variational
problems

mgy = inf /|u|1’+l dx, M, = sup /|u|1’+1dx,

u€lly uel, J Q

where
oua:{ueH(}(sz):/ u?dx =1, /|Vu|2dx§a}.
Q Q

As we will see, these definitions of M, and m, are equivalent to the ones given in the introduction. To
start with, we state the following straightforward properties:

Lemma 2.1. For every fixed a > A1(£2),
1) Uy # 9,
(i) U is weakly compact in HO1 (2),
(ii1) the functional u — fglu |P+1 dx is weakly continuous and bounded in AUy and
(V) [lullpo ) > 1217 P=D2PHD for every u € Uy

Lemma 2.2. For every fixed a > L1(S2), the set

Oﬁaz{ueHOl(Q):/ude=l, /|Vu|2dx=oz, /mpldx;éO}
Q Q Q

is a submanifold of HO1 () of codimension 2.
Proof. Setting F(u) = ([, u®dx — 1, [|Vu|® dx), it suffices to prove that, for every u € Al,, the range
of F'(u) is R%. We have

Pl = (1, ), éF’(u)[gol]=/ngo1dx-(1,m<sz>>,

which are linearly independent as o > A1 (£2). ([

Lemma 2.3. For every fixed o > A1(2), there exists u € OTLa, with u > 0, such that my, = fQ uPtldx.
Moreover, there exist A, i € R, with u #£ 0, such that

—Au+iu=pu? inQ. 2-1)
A similar result holds for M.

Proof. Let us prove the result for m,,. First, the infimum is attained by a function u € U, by Lemma 2.1;
by possibly taking |u|, we can suppose that u# > 0. Let us show that u € AU, . Notice that, with u > 0
and u % 0, it holds that [, ug; dx # 0. Assume by contradiction that [,,|Vu|* dx < a; then we have

/u”“dx:inf{/|v|p+1dx:veH01(Q), /vzdle, /|Vv|2dx<a},
Q Q Q Q
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and there exists a Lagrange multiplier € R so that

/upzdx:u/uzdx foralleH(}(Q).
Q Q

Hence, u =u?~' e HO1 (2), which contradicts the fact that fQ u?dx = 1. Therefore u € Oﬂa so that, by
Lemma 2.2, the Lagrange multiplier theorem applies, thus providing the existence of k1, k2 € R such that

/u”zdx:lq/Vu-Vzdx+k2/uzdx forallzeHol(Q).
Q Q Q

By the previous argument, we see that k; # 0; hence, setting © = 1/k; and A = k»/ ky, the proposition
is proved. O

Proposition 2.4. Given o > A{(S2), the Lagrange multipliers . and A associated to my, as in Lemma 2.3
satisfy u < 0 and » < —A1(R2). Similarly, in the case of My, it holds that > 0 and A > —X ().

Proof. Let (u, A, t) be any triplet associated to m,, as in Lemma 2.3. We will prove that < 0. Set
w(t) =tu+st)gr,

where r € R is close to 1, s(1) = 0 and s(¢) is such that

1 :/ w(t)2 dx =12 +2ts(t)f up) dx +s(t)2. (2-2)
Q Q

O <t2 + 2ts f up dx + s2>
Q

then the implicit function theorem applies, and the map # — w(t) is of class C! in a neighborhood of r = 1.
Differentiating (2-2) with respect to ¢ at t = 1, we obtain

Since

= 2/ uprdx #0,
(t,5)=(1,0) Q

O=/ u/(l)w(l)dx:/ w/(l)udle-i-s’(l)/ ug dx,
Q Q Q

which implies s'(1) = —1/ [, ug1 dx and w'(1) =u — @1/ [ ue; dx. Thus,

d
—— | IVw®)|*d
2dt/9| w(t)|"dx

/ Vu-Vw'(1)dx

Jo Vu-Vodx

|Vu| dx —==————=a—11(R2) > 0. (2-3)
fQ ugy dx

In particular, this implies the existence of ¢ > 0 such that w(¢) € U, for t € (1 — ¢, 1]. Therefore, by the

definition of mg, [[w(D)|[p4+1 < [lw(®)|lp+1 for every t € (1 —¢, 1], and

<0. (2-4)
t=1

d
_ t ]7+1d
dl/ﬂlw()l X
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On the other hand, using (2-1) and the fact that fQ uw’(1) dx =0, we have

/|w(r)|f’+1 dx

= p/1d=/—A+A ‘I d
P M/Quw()x [t raw' )y d

t=1
>0

t=1

/w Vw (l)dx_——/|Vw(t)| dx
Q

by (2-3). By comparing with (2-4), we obtain that p < 0.
The case of M, can be handled in the same way, obtaining that in such situation © > 0. Finally, by
multiplying (2-1) by ¢;, we obtain

(kl(Q)—i-)»)/ u<p1dx=,uf ulordx.
Q Q

As u, @1 > 0, we deduce that 1 (€2) 4 X has the same sign as . O
We conclude this section with the following boundedness result, which we will need later on:

Lemma 2.5. Take a sequence {(u,, n, M)}n such that

n

/ uldx =1, f |Vu,,|2 dx =: a, is bounded
Q Q
and
—Auy + Aty = ppul. (2-5)
Then the sequences {A,}, and {,}, are bounded.
Proof. By multiplying (2-5) by u,, we see that

ay + Ay = I/Ln/ M,’:H dx;
Q

thus, if one of the sequences {A,}, or {u,}, is bounded, the other is also bounded. Recall that, by
assumption, u, is bounded in H(} (€2); hence, it converges in the LP*!_norm to some u € HO1 (Q)uptoa
subsequence. Moreover, u % 0 as fQ w?dx =1.

For concreteness, suppose without loss of generality that i, — 400 and that A, — +o00. From the
previous identity, we also have that

k—"z/u,f“dx—%e uPtldx =1y £0
Mn Q MUn Q

up to a subsequence. Now take any ¢ € HOl (£2) and use it as test function in (2-5). We obtain

fVun-Vgodx:Mn/ufl’(pdx—kn/un(pdx
Q Q Q

An
:un<f u,fwdx——/un(pdx).
Q Kn J

A
/ufl’godx——n u,dx — 0.
Q Mn JG

As w,, — 400, we must have
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A
fu,’,’(pdx——n/ungadx—>/u”g0dx—yfug0dx.
Q Mn Jo Q Q

Thus, we have u?” = yu, which is a contradiction. O

On the other hand,

3. Asymptotics as & — A1(2)*
In this section, we will completely describe the solutions of the problem
—Au+ Au = pu?, ueHOl(Q), u >0, /QMde:l @3-
for  := fQ |Vu|?>dx in a (right) neighborhood of A1(£2). For that, we will follow the theory presented in

[Ambrosetti and Prodi 1993, §3.2], which we now briefly recall.

Definition 3.1. Let X and Y be Banach spaces, U C X an open set and ® € C>(U, Y). A point x € U is
said to be ordinary singular for ® if

(a) Ker(®'(x)) is one-dimensional, spanned by a certain ¢ € X,
(b) R(®'(x)) is closed and has codimension 1 and
() "(x)[¢, ] ¢ R(P'(x)),
where Ker(®’'(x)) and R(®’(x)) denote respectively the kernel and the range of the map ®'(x): X — Y.
We will need the following result:

Theorem 3.2 [Ambrosetti and Prodi 1993, §3.2, Lemma 2.5]. Under the previous notations, let x* € U
be an ordinary singular point for ®. Take y* = ®(x*) and ¢ € X such that Ker(®'(x*)) = R¢p, ¥ € Y*
such that R(®'(x*)) = Ker(V) and consider z € Z such that V(z) = 1, where Y = Z @ Ker(¥). Suppose

V(" (x")[¢, ¢]) > 0.
Then there exist €*, 5 > 0 such that the equation
O(x) =y"+ez, xe€Bs(x"),

has exactly two solutions for each 0 < & < &* and no solutions for all —e* < ¢ < 0. Moreover, there exists
o > 0 such that the solutions can be parametrized with a parametert € (—o, o), t — x(t) is a C' map
and

2¢
V(D" (x*)[p, 1)
Let us now set the framework that will allow us to apply the previous results. Given k > N, consider
X={weW>(Q):w=00n9Q}, Y =LK Q) and U ={w e X : w>0in 2 and 9,w < 0 on I2}.
Take @ : X x R*> — L*¥(Q) x R? defined by

x(t) =x* +1p+o(Ve) witht = :I:\/ (3-2)

D(u, u, A) = (Au—ku—i—uu”,f uzdx—l,/|Vu|2dx). (3-3)
Q Q
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Remark 3.3. Note that ® € C>(U, Y). This is immediate when p > 2 while for 1 < p < 2 it can be
proved, for instance, along the lines of [Ortega and Verzini 2004, Lemma 4.1].

We start with the following result:

Lemma 3.4. Let o, — A ()T, and suppose there exists (U, fin, An) such that ® (u,, pn, An) = (0,0, azy,)
with u, > 0. Then u, — ¢, in Ho1 (), un = 0 and r, - —X11 (). In particular,

O, pn, ) =(0,0,21(2)), u=0, ifandonlyif (u,p,2) = (1,0, =11(£2)).

Proof. As u, is bounded in H(} (£2), up to a subsequence, we have that u,, — u weakly in H(} (€2). Moreover,
Jqu*dx =1, u >0, and by the Poincaré inequality, A (Q) < [,,|Vu|? < liminf [,,|Vu,|* dx = 11 (R),
whence u = ¢; and the whole sequence u,, converges strongly to ¢; in HO1 (€2). By Lemma 2.5, we have
that ,, and A, are bounded. Denote by 1~ and A limits of subsequences of each. Then

—AQ1 + Aol = Moot ,
which shows that oo =0 and Aoo = —1((R2). O

Lemma 3.5. The point (¢1,0, —A1(2)) € U is ordinary singular for ®. More precisely, for L =
d'(¢1,0, —=11(R)) : X x R? > LX(Q) x R?, we have:

(1) Ker(L) = span{(y, 1, fQ (,inJrl dx)} =: span{¢}, where r € X is the unique solution of
—AY — M QY = <pf — / (pf’Jrl dx such that/ Yo dx =0. (3-4)
Q Q

(i) R(L) = Ker(V) with ¥ : L¥(Q) x R? > R defined by W (&, h, k) =k — A (Q)h.
(iii) W(®"(¢1,0, —A1(2)[¢, ¢]) > 0.
Proof. (1) We recall that —A — A1(€2) Id is a Fredholm operator of index 0 with

Ker(—A — A1(£2) Id) = span{¢1},
R(—A — 211 (2)1d) = iv e LX) : / vordx = 0}.
Q

Therefore, by the Fredholm alternative, there exists a unique ¥ € X solution of (3-4). Let us check that
Ker(L) = span{(y, 1, [, (plpH dx)}. We have

L(,m,l)= (Av+x](sz)v—l<p] +m¢{’,2/ golvdx,Zf 7 -de);
Q Q
thus, (v, m, 1) € Ker(L) if and only if  =m [, ! *', [, @1vdx = [, Vo - Vodx =0 and

—Av—kl(Q)v=m((pf—<p1/ <pf’+1 dx) for some m € R.
Q

By the uniqueness of ¥ in (3-4), we obtain v = m.
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(ii) Let us prove that R(L) = {(§, h, A (Q)h) : § € LK(Q), h eR}). Recalling the expression for L found
in (i), it is clear that L(v, m,[) = (&, h, k) implies k = X1 (2)h. As for the other inclusion, given any
£ € LK(), let w € X be the solution of

—Aw—kl(Q)w:(m/é(pldx—?;‘ withf wedx =0,
Q Q

which exists and is unique again by the Fredholm alternative. Then L(h¢;/2 4+ w, 0, fQ Eprdx) =
(&, h, M ()h).
(ii1) We have that

" (¢1,0, =11(Q)[, p1 = 2(1)@{’_11# - 1/,/ ol dx, / ¥ dx, / IVlﬁlde>
Q Q Q
with ¢ and v defined in (i). Hence,

(D" (1, 0, 21 ()[¢, 1) =/92(|V1/f|2—)»1(9)1/fz) dx >0 (3-5)

since V¥ satisfies (3-4). O

Proposition 3.6. There exists €* such that the equation
O(u, 11, 2) = (0,0, 21 () +e),  (u,p,2) €U xR,

has exactly two positive solutions for each 0 < ¢ < &* (one with u > 0 and one with u < 0). Moreover,
such solutions satisfy the asymptotic expansion

_ _ /; p+l
(l/t, M,A)—((ﬂl»o, )"I(Q))i fQ gofl,//dx (w’ 19L¢] dx)'i‘o(\/g),

where V) is defined in (3-4). In addition, the LP*'-norm of one of the solutions is equal to My, (Q)+e and
the other is equal to M) Q)+

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.2 with ® defined in (3-3), x* = (¢1, 0, —A1(2)) and z = (0, 0, 1). By the previ-
ous lemma, x* is ordinary singular for ®, and, moreover, using the notation therein, ¥ (®” (x*)[¢, ¢]) >0
and W (z) = 1. Therefore, the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied, and there exist ¢*, § > 0 such
that the problem

D, 1, A) =(0,0,21 () +¢), (u, 1, A) € Bs(1,0, —11(£2)),

has exactly two solutions for each 0 < & < £*, which can be parametrized using amap t — (u(¢), u(t), A(t))
of class C! in U x R2. The asymptotic expansion is obtained by combining (3-2) with the fact (see (3-5))

(D" (1,0, M ()¢, 1) = 2/ o1 dx.
Q

Finally, by possibly choosing a smaller &*, (u(t), u(t), A(¢)) are the unique positive solutions in U x R?2
for 0 < ¢ < £*, as a consequence of Lemma 3.4, and the statement concerning fQ u(t)P* dx follows
from Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 2.4. U



EXISTENCE AND STABILITY OF THE GROUND STATES FOR THE L2-CRITICAL AND SUPERCRITICAL NLS 1819

Remark 3.7. From the proof of Proposition 3.6, we deduce an alternative proof of [Fukuizumi et al.
2012, Theorem 17(ii)]; namely, we can show that

W' (@1 > 0.

This result is relevant when facing stability issues; see Corollary 6.2 ahead.

4. Asymptotics as o« — 400

In this section, we consider the case when « is large in order to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.11.

Since in that case the problems M, and m, exhibit different asymptotics, here we only address the study

of M, and we postpone to Appendix B the complete description of the minimizers corresponding to m,.
Define, for any u, A € R, the action functional associated to (2-1), namely J,, ; : HOI(Q) — R:

1 Iz
Ju(w) == Vul|? + ru? dx——/ ulPdx. 4-1
e (1) 2/Q(I | ) p+19|| (4-1)
Lemma 4.1. For every u > 0 and A € R, we have that
u €Uy, /|u|”+1dx:Ma = J,a(u) =infJ, ;.
Q Uy

Proof. By the definition of M,

1 A
LMQ: sup {Lf|w|p+] dx—{——(a—/Ilezdx)—i——(l—f dex>},
p+1 wea, \P+1Ja 2 Q 2 Q

and hence,

A
O B My= inf T, w). O

J = -
o () 2 p+1 well,

Lemma 4.2. Fix o > A (), and let (u, u, ) € OTLO, x RT x (=A1(R2), +00) be any triplet associated
to My as in Lemma 2.3. Then the Morse index of JJ,A(”) is either 1 or 2.

Proof. If (u, u, A) is a triplet associated to M, then © > 0 by Proposition 2.4. Equation (2-1) implies
5 @lu, ul = =(p = D /Q uP*dx <0,
so that the Morse index is at least 1. Next we claim that, for such (u, u, 1),

T )¢, 1 =0 forevery ¢ € Hy () with /

Vu-V(l)dx:/ updx =0,
Q

Q

which implies that the Morse index is at most 2. Indeed, any such ¢ belongs to the tangent space of OTLO,
at u; hence, there exists a C* curve y (¢) satisfying, for some ¢ > 0,

yi(—g6) =Wy, y©0) =u, y'(0)=¢.



1820 BENEDETTA NORIS, HUGO TAVARES AND GIANMARIA VERZINI

Lemma 4.1 implies that J,, ; (y (¢)) — J..5.(y(0)) > 0. Hence,

2 2
t t
0<Jus(y(®) = Jusw)=J, , @)l +J, , (w)lg, d)]E + J,;,k(u)[y”(O)]E +o(r%).
Finally, (2-1) implies that J //L ; (u) =0, which concludes the proof. U

Lemma 4.3. Let «t,, — +00, and let u,, € HO1 (), u, > 0, satisfy
—Auy + Ay = ppull  in Q, f IVu,|? dx = ay, / ”31 dx=1
Q Q

for some p, > 0 and ), > —A1(2). Then A, — +0o0.
Proof. Set
Ly := llunll o) = ttn(xn).
Since Auy(x,) <0, from the equation for u,, we obtain wnLE — 1, L, >0, 1ie.,

A (2 A
— l(p—)l < r;_l <1
Mn Ly Mn Ly

(recall that A > —X(€2)). In particular, since M,lLff_l > n fQ u,f“ dx > a, + A, — 400, we have (up
to subsequences)
n

1
pn Ly

— A* €0, 1]. (4-2)

In order to prove that A, — +00, it only remains to show that A* # 0. To this aim, we define

1 X
v,(x) i =—uy|l xp+—mm—
0= 2o wnmw)

so that v,, satisfies

vy =P inQ, = (U, LPHYA(Q - x,).

Using (4-2) and reasoning as in [Gidas and Spruck 1981b, pp. 887-889], we have that v, — v in
(W2P N CLPY 10 (RN) for every B € (0, 1). Moreover, v > 0, v(0) = 1 and

—Av+A*v=v" inH,

where H is either R" or a half-space of RV and v = 0 on d H in case H is the half-space. Since v # 0,
the nonexistence results in [Gidas and Spruck 1981a] imply that A* > 0, and this concludes the proof. [J

Next, we use some results from [Esposito and Petralla 2011] in order to show that a suitable rescaling
of the solutions converges to the function Zy , defined in Remark 1.1. Such results rely on pointwise
estimates that take fundamental inspiration from the monograph [Druet et al. 2004] (see also [Druet et al.
2012]).
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Lemma 4.4. With the same assumptions as the previous lemma, suppose moreover that the Morse index
of Jln’kn (un) is equal to k € N for every n. Then uy admits k local maxima P,f eQ,i=1,...,k, such

that, defining
(=1 4
Vi (x) = (“—) un( i +P,i> (4-3)
An A

forx € Qi = /Ay (2 — P["), we have
Vin = Zn,p in ClhoRY) asn— +oo foreveryi.

As a consequence, for every q > 1,

w q/(p—1)
- AQW/ ud dx — k/ Z4 dx asn— +oo. (4-4)
An Q Ry P
Proof. Since A,, — +00 by the previous lemma, we can apply [Esposito and Petralla 2011, Theorem 3.2]
to U, .= M:/ (p _1)un, inferring the existence of k local maxima P,ll', i =1,...,k, such that, for every
i,
VApdist(P,, 02) — +o0, VAn| P, — P]| — 400, 4-5)

and for some C, y > 0, the following pointwise estimate holds:
1/(p=1) k .
U, (x) = /L,jl/(”_l)Un(x) < C(—") Ze_yml"_[’"l for all x € Q.
Mn ,
i=1

Furthermore, since v; , solves —Av; , +v; , = vf , 10 €; ,, [Esposito and Petralla 2011, Theorem 3.1]
yields that v; , — Zy , in CIIOC([RRN ), so the only thing that remains to be proved is estimate (4-4).
To this aim, let R > 0 be fixed and r, = R/+/A,. Then, if n is sufficiently large, (4-5) implies that, for
every i # j,
B, (P)CQ, B, (PHN B, (P))=2.

Ln q/(p—1) N2 k
=|— A /uqu— f u? dx
<)~n> "lle " ; BB

q/(p=1)
= <&) AN/Z/ ul dx
n . n
An o\, By, (P)

k

N/2 —qy/nlx—P,|

<Cx, Z/ ) ;€ dx
= Ja\U B, ()

‘We obtain

q/(p—1
‘(ﬂ) )\N/zf ud dx —
)\‘ n n
n Q

k

q
S
Br(0)

j=1

k
< CXZV/ZZ/ o gVl =Pl g
= Jrn\B,, ()

— Ck/ e arhyl dy < Cle_C2R
RN\ B (0)
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for some positive C; and C,. As n — 400, we have, up to subsequences,

Hn q/(p—1)
lim[ =~ A;V/Z/ude—k/ Zlq\, dx
no\ Ay Q Br 7
R

and (4-4) follows by taking R — +o0. ]

< Cie R

Finally, the previous lemma allows us to study the asymptotic behavior of u as ¢ — +o0.
Lemma 4.5. With the same assumptions as the previous lemma, we have that

(1) ifl<p<1+4/N, then u,, - +00,

() if p=1+44/N, then w, — k*'N || Zy. ,,||L2 &) and
3) if1+4/N < p <2*—1, then u, — 0.
Furthermore,
on N(p—1)

—> .
A NA+2—p(N-2)

Proof. Exploiting (4—4]) with g =2 and ¢ = p + 1 as well as the relations ||u, ||%2 =1, ||Vu, ||i2 =, and
o+ Ap = nllun ”Ili::r' , We can write

W2/ (P=DAN22 () /R 73 .

(17+1)/(17—1))LN/Z—(p-H)/(P—l)/
n

1 uP*tdx — k/ zy' ) dx, (4-6)
Q

RN
I 21Dy N2=2(p=D) k/ VZy 2 dx.
)\n RN
Now, since A, — +oo (Lemma 4.3) and the exponent N/2 —2/(p — 1) is negative, zero or positive
respectively in the subcritical, critical and supercritical cases, the first relation in (4-6) immediately
provides the properties for w,,.
On the other hand, dividing the third relation by the first one, we have
Oy ”VZN p”LZ(RN) N(p— 1)

e .
)\"’l ”ZN,[?”LZ(RN) N+2_p(N_2)

The explicit evaluation of this constant can be obtained by the relations

+1
”VZN p”LZ(RN) + ||ZN P”LZ(RN) - ||ZN p||€p+l(RN)7

2 r+
E2\VZy i3, ®y T2 SZn.pll3 ®/V) = p+1 I1Zn,pll; ,,H RN)®

i.e., by testing the equation for Zy , either with Zy , itself or with x - VZy , (recall that Zy , decays
exponentially at co). The second relation is the well-known Pohozaev identity; see for instance [Berestycki
and Lions 1983, §2]. U
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End of the proof of Theorem 1.11. The fact that M,, is achieved by a triplet (u, i, A) with u > 0 and
A > —A1(R2) is a consequence of Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 2.4. Lemma 3.4 implies the asymptotic
behavior as @ — A1(2)™ while the results as @ — +oo follow from Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5, recalling
that u has Morse index k, with k being either 1 or 2, by Lemma 4.2. The only thing that remains to be
proved is that both in Lemma 4.4 and in Lemma 4.5(2) k must be equal to 1; in other words, we are left
to show that, if u, achieves M, , with o, large, then its Morse index must be 1 (and not 2).

For easier notation, in the following, we write Z = Zy ,. Since u, achieves M,,,, from (4-6), we infer
(up to subsequences)

_ IVZI;
n ~ k(Pfl)/Z”Z”Z2 IA}!*N(Pfl)/4 o~ Y

’ n n
1Z13,
and X )
+ +1)/(p—1)=-N
My,  [qun dx rlzZ! APHD/(p=D)=N/
_ - _ 1 _ _
a'IT\’(p /4 a}ll\f(p 1)/4 Lrt M’gp+l)/(p UO[yI,V(p 1)/4
+1
1z
— k(P72 Ly 4-7)
N(p-1)/2 1-N(p—-1)/2"
(N4 e VA e

where either k = 1 or k = 2. On the other hand, let us fix xo € 2 and n € C§°(£2) such that n(x) =1
around x. It is always possible to find a sequence a, — 0T such that

w, () = () Zyp (2 ). =

n

satisfy / IV, dx = ay,
lwallL, Q

(indeed «;, — 400 and fQ|vwn|2 dx is of order a, 2 as a, — 0). Then direct calculation yields

~p+1 +1
w [o0nt dx N IZ17 5
N(p—1)/4 = N(p—1)/4 N(p—1)/2 +1-N(p—1)/2°
o (p—1)/ o (p—=1)/ ”VZ”LZ(P )/ ”Z”ZZ (p—1)/
which, together with (4-7), forces k = 1. U

Remark 4.6. The previous argument shows that, when « is large, M, is achieved by a single-peak
solution having Morse index 1. This was actually suggested to us by the anonymous referee in his/her

report. This also implies the sharper estimate for the asymptotics of w:
[ ~ Cal=N=D/4,

where C is a constant depending only on N and p (through Zy ,).

5. Least energy solutions in the ball

From now on, we will focus on the case
Q:=B 1.

To start with, we collect in the following theorem some well-known results about uniqueness and
nondegeneracy of positive solutions of (1-2) on the ball:
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Theorem 5.1 [Gidas et al. 1979; Kwong 1989; Kwong and Li 1992; Korman 2002; Aftalion and Pacella
2003]. Let & € (—A1(B1), +00) and p > 0 be fixed. Then the problem

—Au+Aiu=puu? in By, u=0 ondbB;

admits a unique positive solution u, which is nondegenerate, radially symmetric and decreasing with
respect to the radial variable r = |x|.

Proof. The existence easily follows from the mountain pass lemma. The radial symmetry and monotonicity
of positive solutions is a direct consequence of [Gidas et al. 1979].

The uniqueness in the case A > 0 was proved by Kwong [1989] for N > 2. For A € (—A1(By), 0), the
uniqueness in dimension N > 3 was proved by Kwong and Li [1992, Theorem 2] (see also [Zhang 1992])
whereas in dimension N = 2 it was proved by Korman [2002, Theorem 2.2]. The case A = 0 is treated in
Section 2.8 of [Gidas et al. 1979].

As for the nondegeneracy, for A > 0, this follows from [Aftalion and Pacella 2003, Theorem 1.1] since
we know that u has Morse index 1 as it is a mountain pass solution for J,, ; (recall that such a functional
is defined as in (4-1)). As for A € (—A1(By), 0], we could not find a precise reference, and for this reason,
we present here a proof, following some ideas of [Kabeya and Tanaka 1999].

Assume by contradiction that u is a degenerate solution for some A € (—A{(B7), 0]. This means that
there exists a solution 0 #= w € H(} (By) of

—Aw+Aw = pup_lw;

hence, w € H()l,rad(Bl) and Jl’L”A(u)[w, £]1=0forall £ € H(} (B1). Moreover, we have that J"L”A(u)[u, ul=
—(p—Du fB1 uPtdx <0, and thus,

J) ,@)h,h] <0 forall h € H :=span{u, w}.

For 6 > 0, consider the perturbed functional

Vwl? A+8uP! F)
Ig(w)=/ (' wl” | At du wz—&(wﬂl’“)dx. (5-1)
5\ 2 2 1

On the one hand, this functional satisfies, for every h € H \ {0},
Llh, k1= J) ,)lh, B+ [ @u?"'h* — psuP~'h?) dx
B

<—(p-— 1)5/ uP~'h?dx < 0. (5-2)
B

On the other hand, /5 has a mountain pass geometry for § sufficiently small; hence, it has a critical point of
mountain pass type. Every nonzero critical point of /5 is positive (by the maximum principle), and it solves

—Aw=Vs(r)w+ (u+5)w? in By,
w>0 in By,
w € H} (By)
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for Vs(r) := —A — éuP~!. Now this problem has a unique radial solution, which is u itself, which
is in contradiction to (5-2). The uniqueness of this perturbed problem follows from [Korman 2002,
Theorem 2.2] in case A < O (in fact, V5(r) > 0 and <-[r?*(1/2=1/(r+D)yy(r)] > 0) while in case A =0
we can reason exactly as in [Felmer et al. 2008, Proposition 3.1] (the proof there is for the annulus, but
the argument also works in the case of a ball). U

Remark 5.2. As we already mentioned, the Morse index of u > 0 as a critical point of J, ; is 1. Recalling
the definition of /s in (5-1), we have that also the Morse index of Ij(u) is 1 at least if A > —A;(B) and
if § > 0 is small enough. When A < 0, this was shown in the proof of the previous result, where we have
dealt also with the case A = 0. The proof for A > 0 is the same as in the latter case.

Given k > N, as before, let us take X = {w € W2*(B;) : w =0 on 3 B;}. Let us introduce the map
F:X xR¥— L¥(B)) x R? defined by

F(u,u,k,a):(Au—Au+/Lup,/ u?dx —1, |Vu|2dx—a)
B

By
and its null set restricted to positive u,
F={u,pra)e X xR :u>0, F(u,u, »a) =0,0,0))}.
It is immediate to check that ¥ N {o < A1(B1)} = {(¢1, 0, —A1(B1), A1(B1)} so that
T =FN{Eu >0} C{a>r(B)).

We are going to show that 1 can be parametrized in a smooth way on «, thus proving the part of
Theorem 1.12 regarding focusing nonlinearities. As we mentioned, the (easier) study of ¥~ is postponed
to Appendix B. In view of the application of the implicit function theorem, we have the following:

Lemma 5.3. Let (u, i, A, ) € F1. Then the linear bounded operator
Flupi (@, &, @) 1 X x R — LK(By) x R?
is invertible.

Proof. The lemma is a direct consequence of the Fredholm alternative and of the closed graph theorem
once we show that the operator above is injective. Let us suppose by contradiction the existence of
(v, m, 1) # (0,0, 0) such that F, , ), u, A, @)[v,m,[]=(0,0,0). This explicitly gives

—Au+ Au = uu?, / uwrdx =1, IVul?dx = «,
B

b (5-3)

—Av+Av+lu= puuP v+ mu?, / uvdx =0, / Vu-Vvdx =0.
B B
By testing the two differential equations by v, we obtain

/ uPvdx =0, |Vv|2dx+A/ vzdx=p,u/ uP~ 2 dx (5-4)
By B By B



1826 BENEDETTA NORIS, HUGO TAVARES AND GIANMARIA VERZINI

so that
Jlf’x(u)[u,u] <0, J‘Z’A(u)[u,v]zo, J,Z’A(u)[v,v]zo.

This implies that J;[’A(u)[h, h] <0 for every h € H = span{u, v}. By defining /5 as in (5-1), for 6 > 0
small, we obtain I§'(u)[h, h] < O for every 0 # h € H. Since H has dimension 2 (v = cu would imply
¢ [ u* =0), this contradicts Remark 5.2. a

Proposition 5.4. ST is a smooth curve, parametrized by a map
a > (u(a), p(a), M), o€ (Ai(By), +00).
In particular, u(a) is the unique maximizer of My (as defined in (1-3)).

Proof. To start with, Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 2.4 imply that, for every fixed o™ > X (B;), there exists
at least a corresponding point in $*. If (u*, u*, A*, @*) denotes any such point (not necessarily related
to M=), then by Lemma 5.3, it can be continued, by means of the implicit function theorem, to an arc
(u(a), u(a), (), defined on a maximal interval (¢, @) > a*, chosen in such a way that pu(«) > 0 on
this interval. Since u(«) solves the equation, standard arguments involving the maximum principle and
Hopf lemma allow one to obtain that u(«) > 0 (recall that we are using the W2*-topology) along the arc,
which consequently belongs to ¥. We want to show that (o, @) = (A1 (By), +00).

Let us assume by contradiction o > A1 (R2). For &, — o, Lemma 2.5 implies that, up to a subsequence,

U, —u 1in HOI(SZ), A — A, Un — L.
Thus,
—Aii 4+ At = i’ in Q,

and the convergence u, — u is actually strong in H?(S). Then fQ|Vﬁ|2 dx =a > A1(2) so that i > 0.
Thus, Lemma 5.3 allows us to reach a contradiction with the maximality of «, and therefore, & = 11 (£2).
Analogously, we can show that @ = +-00.

Once we know &7 is the disjoint union of smooth curves, each parametrized by « € (A1 (By), +00),
it only remains to show that the curve of solutions is indeed unique. Suppose by contradiction that,

for o, — A1(By), there exist (u1(a,), p1(an), Ai(0)) # (uz(0y,), 2(ay), A2(ay)) for every n. Then by
Lemma 3.4, both triplets converge to (¢1, 0, —A1(B)) in contradiction to Proposition 3.6. |

Corollary 5.5. Writing
d
E(u(a), p(@), Ae) = (v(e), u'(@), X' (@),
we have
—Av+Nu+rv=puu’ v+ pu?, ve HOI(Bl)

and

/ uvdx =0, / Vu-Vvdx =1, (5-5)
By B

—1
,u/ u”vdx:%, ,u// upde:)J—pT. (5-6)
B B
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Proof. Direct computations (by differentiating F (u(«), u(e), A(e), @) = 0 and testing the differential
equations by u and v) give the result. (I

In the following, we address the study of the monotonicity properties of the map
o> (u(a), pla), AMa))
introduced above, v always denoting the derivative of u# with respect to «:

Lemma 5.6. We have A'(«) > 0 for every a > A1(B1).

Proof. Let (h, k) € R2, and let us consider the quadratic form
I lhu + kv, hu + kv] =: ah® + 2bhk + ck*.

Using Corollary 5.5, we obtain

azjli”k(u)[u,u]:/ [|vu|2+xu2—puu!’“]dx=_(p_1)M/ uPtldx,

B B
-1
b=JlZ,)\(u)[u,v]=/ [Vu-Vv+luv—puupv]dx=—pT,
B
c=J v, vl= [ [IVo* +r0* - puuf~"v?*]d _ W
=Ju , V] = puu? v dx = —.
B 2u

Since J IZ , (u) has (large) Morse index equal to 1 (Remark 5.2) and a < 0, we have that b>—ac>0,ie.,

—1
,u// uPtldx > —pT.
B

The lemma follows by comparing to (5-6). ([
Lemma 5.7. If oy = |0 By|, then

/ p+1 _ p+1 _ i)_‘lﬂ i|
" /Blu dx_—Z(p—l)[( p+1+N N u,(Dv, (1) .

Proof. Recall that both u and v are radial. Since [ B, u®dx = 1, the standard Pohozaev identity gives

N 1 AN N
(--1) |Vu|2dx+—/ IVul2(x - v)do + o = E5 | ur g
2 B 2 Jam, 2 p+1Jp
Inserting the information that u is radial and the equalities o = || B |Vul*dx anda +Ar=p [ B, uPtdx,
we obtain 5 | |
= =P NPT )2,
Np-1 N p—1
Differentiating with respect to «, we have
2 1 2 1
A = z2prl_ 1— ﬂiur(l)vr(l).
Np-—1 N p—1

The result follows by recalling relation (5-6). ]
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The following crucial lemma shows that, if p is subcritical or critical, then p is an increasing function
of a:

Lemma 5.8. If p <1+44/N, then /() > 0 for every o > A1(By).

Proof. The proof goes by contradiction: suppose that p'(@) < 0 for some & > A (B). In the rest of the
proof, all quantities are evaluated at such «.

Step 1. Let v := %Mla:a; then v, (1) <Oincase p <1+4/N and v, (1) <0if p=1+4/N. This is an
immediate consequence of Lemma 5.7, since u, (1) < 0 by the Hopf lemma.
Step 2. We claim that, if r is sufficiently close to 17, then v(r) > 0. Since v(1) = 0, this is obvious

if v, (1) < 0. Hence, it only remains to consider the case p =1+4/N and v, (1) =0.
From the equation for v written in the radial coordinate

Ur + A0+ A u = puuP o+ puf,  re(,1),

—Vpp —

we know (by letting r — 17) that v, (1) = 0. Differentiating both sides of the above equation, we can write

N —1 N -1 / -2 -1 rop—1
—Vprr + - v — . Upr + A0, + My = p(p — Dpud? " “uv + puu? ™ v, + pp'u?™ u,;

now, if p > 2, the limit as r — 1~ yields
—Uppr (1) + )‘-/ur(l) =0.
On the other hand, if p < 2, the same identity holds since by the I’'Hopital’s rule

li p—2 . UprV + Up Uy urr (Do) +u,(v-(1)
m u?"“u,v= lim = u

- (HP~'=o0.
r1- r>1- (2— p)ul=ru, 2 —pu,(1)

Thus, v,(1) < 0 by Lemma 5.6, and the claim follows.
Step 3. Letr :=inf{r : v> 01in (r, 1)} (& > O since fBl uvdx = 0). We claim that v < 0 in B;. If not,
there would be 0 < r| < r, <r with the property that v > 0 in (ry, r2) and r;v(r;) = 0. Defining

v :=V|B,\B, v2 :=V|B\B;

we have that v; € HO1 (B1) and v; > 0 fori =1, 2, and vy and v, are linearly independent. One can use
the equation for v in order to evaluate

J @), vl = / (Vv-Vu; + (A — puu? Hov)dx = | (WuPvi — N uv)dx <0
B B
and obtain

J;L/’k(u)[tlvl + vy, Hur +Hvy] <0  whenever tlz + t22 #0

in contradiction to the fact that the Morse index of u is 1 (Remark 5.2).
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Step 4. Once we know that v <0 in B; and that v > 0 in B \ B, we can combine the first equations
in (5-5) and (5-6), together with the fact that u is monotone decreasing with respect to r, to write

1
—:/ upvdx:/ u”vdx—i—f uvdx
2 Jp, B1\B; B

§<max up_l)/ uvdx+<minup_])/ uvdx
Bi\By Bi\B; By By

=u”"1(7) uvdx—{—u”_l(f)/ uvdx =0,
Bl\Bf Br

a contradiction. |

Remark 5.9. When 1+4/N < p <2*—1, Lemma 4.5 implies p(+00) = 0. Since also (A(B1)") =0,
we deduce that ¢ must change sign in the supercritical regime. Numerical experiments suggest that
this should happen only once so that p should have a unique global maximum and be strictly monotone
elsewhere; see Remark 6.4 ahead.

We are ready to prove the existence of least energy solutions for (1-2).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Recalling Definition 1.2, let p > 0 be fixed, and let U € ?,. Then

f Uldx=p, U>0, —AU 4+ AU =U?
B

for some A. Then, setting u = p~'/2U, direct calculations yield

/ wdx=1, u>0, —Au+ru=pP=D12yr,
B

Writing fBl |Vu|? dx = «, this amounts to saying that (u, p?~V/2, A, a) € $*. Equivalently,
UeP, <= p= Mz/(p_l), U= ;Ll/(”_l)u for some (u, i, A, a) € ¥

We divide the end of the proof into three cases.

Case I: 1 < p <1+4/N. By Lemmas 4.5 and 5.8 and Proposition 5.4, we have that, for every p, there
exists exactly one point in ¥+ satisfying u2/P~D = p.
Case 2: p=1-+44/N. The same as the previous case, taking into account that, by Lemma 4.5, % 12/ (=) is

p—1
L2(RN)"

Case 3: 1+4/N < p <2* — 1. Since in this case (X (B1)) = u(4+00) =0 (by Lemma 4.5), then

not empty if and only if u < ||Zy ||

*= max

(A1(B1),+00)

is well defined and achieved. Furthermore, % 12/ (p= is empty for © > w*, and it contains at least two
points for 0 < p < w*. It remains to prove that, if 0 < p < p* = (u*)P~1/2, then e, is achieved. This is
immediate whenever %, is finite. Otherwise, let u, = u(a,), with z(a,) = p?~D/2, denote a minimizing
sequence. Then Lemma 4.5 implies that ¢, is bounded, and by continuity, the same is true for A,,. We
deduce that, up to subsequences, u, — u* € P, and Jz o(u*) =e,. O
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Remark 5.10. By comparing Theorem 1.5 and Proposition A.1, we have that, when p <1+44/N and
positive least energy solutions exist, the condition U > 0 may be safely removed from Definition 1.2
without altering the problem (in fact, also the condition —AU +AU = UP*! for some A is not necessary).
On the other hand, in other cases, it is essential. For instance, when p is critical, then the set of not
necessarily positive solutions with fixed mass

@ ={U € Hy(B)) : 2(U) = p, there exists A such that —AU + AU = U"}

is not empty also when p > [|Zy ) ||i2 (RN 3 illustrated in [Fibich and Merle 2001, Figure 1].

6. Stability results

In this section, we discuss orbital stability of standing wave solutions e'*’ U (x) for the NLS (1-1). We
recall that such solutions are called orbitally stable if for each & > O there exists § > 0 such that, whenever
NS Hol(Bl, C) is such that || Py — U||H01(BI£) < é and ® (¢, x) is the solution of (1-1) with ®(0, - ) = P
in some interval [0, #p), then ® (¢, - ) can be continued to a solution in 0 < ¢ < o¢ and

sup inf||®(z, ) — e"“UuHOl(BI,@) <&
O<t<oco SER

otherwise, they are called unstable. To do this, we lean on the following result, which expresses in our
context the abstract theory developed in [Grillakis et al. 1987]:

Proposition 6.1 [Fukuizumi et al. 2012, Proposition 5]. Let us assume local existence as in Theorems 1.7
and 1.8, and let R, be the unique positive solution of (1-2).

o If 0, ||R,\||Fi2 > 0, then e'™ R;, is orbitally stable.
o If 9, |[Ru|I3, <O, then ™ Ry, is unstable.

Corollary 6.2. Let (u(c), (o), M), a) € ST with U (a) = u/ P~V (a)u(e) denoting the corresponding
solution of (1-2) (with A = A()).

o If () > 0, then e U (a) is orbitally stable.
o If () <O, then e 'U () is unstable.
Proof. Taking into account Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 5.6, and reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 1.5,
we have that Ry ) = w/ P (@) u () so that
(W P=Dy (@)  2uB-P/(P=D(g)
A (a) (p— DA ()

We recall that 1’ may be negative only when p is supercritical. This case is enlightened by the following

w (). O

HlRIG. =

lemma:

Lemma 6.3. Let p > 1+4/N, and consider the map o — (u(a), u(a), A(e)) defined as in Proposition 5.4.

If o1 < oy are such that

ple) > plon) = pla) =:ju forevery a € (o, a2),
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then
Jao(u(ay)) < Jgo(u(az)).

Proof. Writing M (a) = M, = fB. uPt (o) dx, we have that

2n
2Jp0(0) =0 — mM(ai)-

Now, (5-6) yields M'(a) = (p+1) fBl uPvdx=(p+1)/2u(x)), where as usual v := %u. The Lagrange
theorem applied to M forces the existence of «* € (a1, o) such that
M(ay) — M) _ p+1 _ p+1

a—o  2u(et) 20

El

which is equivalent to the desired statement. U
We are ready to give the proofs of our stability results.

Proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.8. The proof in the subcritical and critical cases is a direct consequence
of Lemma 5.8 and Corollary 6.2 (recall that in this case there is a full correspondence between least
energy solutions and least action ones). To show Theorem 1.7(2), we prove stability for any p > 0 such
that i = p?~D/2 is a regular value of the map o — p(c), the conclusion following by the Sard lemma.
Recalling that ;e (A1 (B1)) = u(4+00) =0, we have that, if z is regular, then its counterimage {« : u(a) = i1}
is the union of a finite number of pairs {¢; 1, ¢ 2}, each of which satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 6.3,
and moreover, i/ (a;,1) > 0> p/(@; 2). Since such a counterimage is in 1-to-1 correspondence with %, and

C(U (i) =@ P Vu(a; ) = 7> PV Iz0u(a ),

we deduce from Lemma 6.3 that the least energy solution corresponds to «; 1, for some i, and the
conclusion follows again by Corollary 6.2. ]

Remark 6.4. In the supercritical case p > 1 +4/N, we expect orbital stability for every p € (0, p*) and
instability for p = p*. Indeed, in case N = 3 and p = 3, we have plotted numerically the graph of u(x)
in Figure 1. The picture suggests that ¢ has a unique local maximum w*, associated to the maximal value
of the mass p* = (u*)?~D/2, For any u < u*, we have exactly two solutions, and the least energy one
corresponds to () > 0; hence, it is associated with an orbitally stable standing wave. For u = u*, we
have exactly one solution; in that case, the abstract theory developed in [Grillakis et al. 1987] predicts the
corresponding standing wave to be unstable.

Appendix A: Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities
It is proved in [Weinstein 1983] that the sharp Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality
1 1-N(p—1)/2 N(p—1)/2
el oy < Covp el 3 P2V ul o) (A-1)

holds for every u € H'(RV) and that the best constant Cy. p 1s achieved by (any rescaling of) Zy .
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20 40 60 80

Figure 1. Numerical graph of o +— w(«) in the supercritical case N =3 and p = 3
(continuous line) and of the map o — o~/ 2.3 fR3 Z§’3 dx (dashed line). The latter is

the theoretical asymptotic expansion of u(«) as &« — +00 as predicted by Lemmas 4.4
and 4.5.

When dealing with H(} (), Q # R, one can prove that the identity holds with the same best constant:
in fact, one inequality is trivial, and the other is obtained by constructing a suitable competitor of the form
u(x) = (hZy,p(kx) — j)*, for suitable &, k and j, and exploiting the exponential decay of Z. Contrary
to the previous case, now such a constant cannot be achieved; otherwise, we would contradict [Weinstein
1983]. This is related to the maximization problem (1-3) since

p+1
C N Sup ||u||Lp+1(Q) _ sup Ma
Nop = FI-N(p—1)/2 Np—1/2 — gN(p—1)/4"
o lull) g N TRV ez e N
By the above considerations, we deduce that
N(p=1)/4 : o« _ )
My < Cn pa for every «, ocllr-ir-loo SN—1/a Cn,p (A-2)

in perfect agreement with the estimates at the end of Section 4.
For the reader’s convenience, we deduce the following well-known result:

Proposition A.1. Let p > 0 be fixed. The infimum
inf{éU) : U € HOI(Q) and 2(U) = p}

(1) is achieved by a positive function if either 1 < p <1+4/N or p=1+4/N and p < ||Zn I|%2(RN)’ and

(ii) equals —oc if either 1 +4/N < p <2*—1orp=1+4/N and p > ”ZNJ’”%Z(RN)'

Proof. As usual, writing u = p~ 12U and i = pP~V/2 we have that the above minimization problem is
equivalent to

inf{Jz0(u) : u € Hy(Q) and [lull 2 = 1},
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where J), ; is defined in (4-1). In turn, this problem can be written as

inf lo—
p+1

a=Ai(£2)
The proposition follows from (A-2), recalling that, when p =1+4/N,

) . —2/N

by the Pohozaev identity. ]

o

Appendix B: The defocusing case u <0

In this case, it is not necessary to restrict to spherical domains; therefore, in this appendix, we consider
a generic smooth, bounded domain 2. As in Section 5, we work in the space X = {w € W2k(Q) -
w = 0 on 32}, for some k > N, and with the map F : X x R} — L¥(Q) x R? defined by

Flu,p, \,a) = (Au—)»u—i—/m”,/guzdx— 1, /Q|Vu|2—oz).
We aim to provide a full description of the set
™ ={(u, u, A, @) EX xR :u >0, u<0, F(u, u, A, ) =(0,0,0)},
thus concluding the proof of Theorem 1.12.
Lemma B.1. Let (4, i, A, o) € 7. Then the linear bounded operator
Fuun@, i, h, @)t X x R? — LX(Q) x R?
is invertible.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.3, it is sufficient to prove injectivity.
As in that proof, we assume the existence of a nontrivial (v, m, [) such that (5-3) and (5-4) hold. Since
d,u < 0 on 32, we can test the equation for u by v?>/u € HO1 (£2), obtaining

2 2
/(uuf"lvz—)\vz)dx=/ Vu-V(”-) dx:/ w-(zfvp—”—zw) dx
Q Q u Q u u

v 2 2
=—/(—w—w‘ dx+/|w| dx
Q'u Q

< / (ppu? =" + muPv — luv — aw?) dx
Q

= / (ppu?~"v? — 1v?) dx.
Q

Therefore, with i < 0 and p > 1, we must have v = 0. Finally, by testing the equation for v by u, we
deduce that l =m fQ uP*! dx, concluding the proof. ]
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Proposition B.2. ¥~ is a smooth curve, and it can be parametrized by a unique map
a > (u(o), p(), AMa)), o€ (A1(£2), +00).

In particular, u(a) is the unique minimizer associated to my, (as defined in (1-3)). Furthermore, /() <0
and )\ () < 0 for every a.

Proof. One can use Lemma B.1 and reason as in the proof of Proposition 5.4 in order to prove that ¥~
consists of a unique, smooth curve parametrized by o« € (A;(£2), +00) so that u(«) must achieve m,,.
Moreover, all the relations contained in Corollary 5.5 are true also in this case.

In order to show the monotonicity of u and A, we remark that one can also prove, in a standard way, that
u is the global unique minimizer of the related functional J,, ;, which is bounded below and coercive since
u < 0. Since u is nondegenerate (by virtue of Lemma B.1), we obtain that J //J«/ , (W) [w, w] > 0 for every
nontrivial w. But then one can reason as in the proof of Lemma 5.6: using the corresponding notation,
we have that in this case both ¢ > 0 and b> — ac < 0. This, together with (5-6), concludes the proof. [J

Remark B.3. By the above results, it is clear that ¥~ may be parametrized also with respect to A (or w).
Under this perspective, uniqueness and continuity for the case p =3 were proved in [Berger and Fraenkel
1970] (for the problem without mass constraint).

We conclude by showing some asymptotic properties of ¥~ as a — +oo (the case o — A1 ()™ has
been considered in Section 3). Such properties are well known in the case p = 3 since they have been
studied in a different context (among others, we cite [Berger and Fraenkel 1970; Bethuel et al. 1993;
André and Shafrir 1998; Serfaty 2001]) and the proof can be adapted to general p.

Proposition B.4. Under the notation of Proposition B.2, we have that, as o — +00, @ — —0o0 and
A — —oo. Furthermore, if 92 is smooth, then

A
u — |Q7Y? strongly in LPY1(Q), = @b, ——0
w

>

as o — +o0.

Proof. Since we know that u is decreasing and that for each u < 0 there exists a solution, we must have
(o) > —oo. Moreover, A < —a — —o0.
Next we are going to show that, under the assumption that d€2 is smooth,

/ul’“ — |Q|~P=D/2, (B-1)
Q
To this aim, notice that, by the uniqueness proved in the previous proposition, u satisfies

Joo(u) = min{JM,o(go) L@ € Hy (), f > dx = 1}.
Q

For x € Q, setting d(x) := dist(x, 9€2), we construct a competitor function for the energy J,, o(u) as

k12 if d(x) = (=)~ '/,

Pu(x) = {k1|Q|1/2(_M)1/2d(x) if0<d(x) < (-2,



EXISTENCE AND STABILITY OF THE GROUND STATES FOR THE L2-CRITICAL AND SUPERCRITICAL NLS 1835

where k is such that ||¢,[/;2(q) = 1. With the aid of the coarea formula, and using the fact that 952 is
smooth, it is possible to check that k = 1 + O((—pu)~'/?), and thus,

fg IVe,u> dx = O(J/=p), fg (@ — Q17 dx =O((—w) "% (B-2)

for every g > 1. By rewriting J,, ¢ in the form

Vol M +1 —(p+ M —(p—
J = — L (|t — Pt/ gy — QP D/2,
;L,O((p) / { 3 ] (lel |$2] ) 1 |€2]

and by using the estimates (B-2) with ¢ = p + 1, we obtain
M —(p—
Tu0(®) = Juo(gn) = OG/=p) = 1@l
so that

0< / WP = 19172 dx < O((—p) ) — 0
Q

(by using Lemma 2.1(iv)) so that (B-1) is proved.
Now, for each L?-normalized ¢, we rewrite Ji0(p) as

Vo> _
Juo(p) = / { — ———(|jp|PFD/2 Q| PV R g
Q

2 p+1

_2_“|Q|—(p+1)/4/(|¢,|(p+1)/2_|Q|—(p+1)/4)dx_ 1< |Q|—(P—1)/2,
P+l Q p+1

Reasoning as before (using this time (B-2) for ¢ = (p + 1)/2), one shows that
[ iV @ gy 2@y O [ (i =D dx < o)1),
Q Q

If p > 3, by the Holder inequality, we have that the second integral in the left-hand side above is
nonnegative while for p < 3 it tends to 0 as &« — +o00. The latter statement is a consequence of both the
Holder and interpolation inequalities, which yield

1)/2 3-p)/4 YA
/u(” Pdx <1QI0°P8, ey = lullfnn Y,
Q

as well as of (B-1). Thus, we have concluded that
uPHD2 Q=P tD/A i L2(Q).

In particular, up to a subsequence, u — |2|~!/? a.e., and there exists 4 € L? (independent of «) so that
lu|P+1/2 < h. We can now conclude by applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.
To proceed with the proof, notice that, from the equality o + A = 11 [, u”™! dx and Lemma 2.1(iv),
we deduce
b= plQTPTDR, (B-3)
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On the other hand, we have
=% = (p+ DJpo@) < (p+ DJuoley) < C(—p)'? — pjQ)= =172,

Dividing the last inequality by —u and letting 4 — —o0, we obtain
A
limsup — < |§2|_(p_1)/2,
I

which together with (B-3) provides the convergence of .
The last part of the statement is obtained by combining the previous asymptotics with the identity
Ol//,Lz—M-i-fQup‘de. O

Acknowledgments

We warmly thank the anonymous referee for his/her careful reading and valuable comments, in particular
about the asymptotic analysis in Section 4 (see Remark 4.6) and the bibliography.

Noris and Verzini are partially supported by the PRIN2009 grant “Critical point theory and perturbative
methods for nonlinear differential equations”. Tavares is partially supported by Fundacdo para a Ciéncia
e a Tecnologia, PEst-OE/MAT/U10209/2013.

References

[Adami et al. 2013] R. Adami, D. Noja, and N. Visciglia, “Constrained energy minimization and ground states for NLS with
point defects”, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B 18:5 (2013), 1155-1188. MR 3038749 Zbl 1280.35132

[Aftalion and Pacella 2003] A. Aftalion and F. Pacella, “Uniqueness and nondegeneracy for some nonlinear elliptic problems in
aball”, J. Differential Equations 195:2 (2003), 380-397. MR 2004k:34036 Zbl 1109.35039

[Agrawal 2013] G. P. Agrawal, Nonlinear fiber optics, 5th ed., Academic, Oxford, 2013.

[Ambrosetti and Prodi 1972] A. Ambrosetti and G. Prodi, “On the inversion of some differentiable mappings with singularities
between Banach spaces”, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 93 (1972), 231-246. MR 47 #9377 Zbl 0288.35020

[Ambrosetti and Prodi 1993] A. Ambrosetti and G. Prodi, A primer of nonlinear analysis, Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics 34, Cambridge University Press, 1993. MR 94£:58016 Zbl 0781.47046

[André and Shafrir 1998] N. André and I. Shafrir, “Minimization of a Ginzburg—Landau type functional with nonvanishing
Dirichlet boundary condition”, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 7:3 (1998), 191-217. MR 99k:35161 Zbl 0910.49001

[Bartsch and de Valeriola 2013] T. Bartsch and S. de Valeriola, “Normalized solutions of nonlinear Schrédinger equations”,
Arch. Math. 100:1 (2013), 75-83. MR 3009665 Zbl 1260.35098

[Bartsch and Parnet 2014] T. Bartsch and M. Parnet, “Nonlinear Schrodinger equations near an infinite well potential”, Calc. Var.
Partial Differential Equations 51:1-2 (2014), 363-379. MR 3247393 Zbl 1298.35186

[Bellazzini et al. 2013] J. Bellazzini, L. Jeanjean, and T. Luo, “Existence and instability of standing waves with prescribed
norm for a class of Schrodinger—Poisson equations”, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 107:2 (2013), 303-339. MR 3092340
7Zbl 1284.35391

[Berestycki and Lions 1983] H. Berestycki and P.-L. Lions, “Nonlinear scalar field equations, I: Existence of a ground state”,
Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 82:4 (1983), 313-345. MR 84h:35054a Zbl 0533.35029

[Berger and Fraenkel 1970] M. S. Berger and L. E. Fraenkel, “On the asymptotic solution of a nonlinear Dirichlet problem”, J.
Math. Mech. 19 (1970), 553-585. MR 40 #6030 Zbl 0203.10402

[Bethuel et al. 1993] F. Bethuel, H. Brezis, and F. Hélein, “Asymptotics for the minimization of a Ginzburg-Landau functional”,
Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 1:2 (1993), 123-148. MR 94m:35083 Zbl 0834.35014


http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/dcdsb.2013.18.1155
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/dcdsb.2013.18.1155
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3038749
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1280.35132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0396(02)00194-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0396(02)00194-8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2004k:34036
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1109.35039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02412022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02412022
http://msp.org/idx/mr/47:9377
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0288.35020
http://msp.org/idx/mr/94f:58016
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0781.47046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s005260050106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s005260050106
http://msp.org/idx/mr/99k:35161
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0910.49001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00013-012-0468-x
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3009665
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1260.35098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00526-013-0678-5
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3247393
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1298.35186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/pds072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/pds072
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3092340
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1284.35391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00250555
http://msp.org/idx/mr/84h:35054a
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0533.35029
http://msp.org/idx/mr/40:6030
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0203.10402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01191614
http://msp.org/idx/mr/94m:35083
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0834.35014

EXISTENCE AND STABILITY OF THE GROUND STATES FOR THE L2-CRITICAL AND SUPERCRITICAL NLS 1837

[Cazenave 2003] T. Cazenave, Semilinear Schrodinger equations, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics 10, American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003. MR 2004j:35266 Zbl 1055.35003

[Cazenave and Lions 1982] T. Cazenave and P.-L. Lions, “Orbital stability of standing waves for some nonlinear Schrodinger
equations”, Comm. Math. Phys. 85:4 (1982), 549-561. MR 84i:81015 Zbl 0513.35007

[Druet et al. 2004] O. Druet, E. Hebey, and F. Robert, Blow-up theory for elliptic PDEs in Riemannian geometry, Mathematical
Notes 45, Princeton University Press, 2004. MR 2005g:53058 Zbl 1059.58017

[Druet et al. 2012] O. Druet, F. Robert, and J. Wei, The Lin—Ni’s problem for mean convex domains, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.
1027, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2012. MR 2963797 Zbl 1288.35214

[Esposito and Petralla 2011] P. Esposito and M. Petralla, “Pointwise blow-up phenomena for a Dirichlet problem”, Comm.
Partial Differential Equations 36:9 (2011), 1654-1682. MR 2012i:35128 Zbl 1231.35084

[Felmer et al. 2008] P. Felmer, S. Martinez, and K. Tanaka, “Uniqueness of radially symmetric positive solutions for —Au +u =
uP in an annulus”, J. Differential Equations 245:5 (2008), 1198-1209. MR 2010b:35174 Zbl 1159.34016

[Fibich and Merle 2001] G. Fibich and F. Merle, “Self-focusing on bounded domains”, Phys. D 155:1-2 (2001), 132-158.
MR 2002e:78014 Zbl 0980.35154

[Fukuizumi et al. 2012] R. Fukuizumi, F. H. Selem, and H. Kikuchi, “Stationary problem related to the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation on the unit ball”, Nonlinearity 25:8 (2012), 2271-2301. MR 2946186 Zbl 1254.35207

[Gidas and Spruck 1981a] B. Gidas and J. Spruck, “Global and local behavior of positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic
equations”, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 34:4 (1981), 525-598. MR 83f:35045 Zbl 0465.35003

[Gidas and Spruck 1981b] B. Gidas and J. Spruck, “A priori bounds for positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations”, Comm.
Partial Differential Equations 6:8 (1981), 883-901. MR 82h:35033 Zbl 0462.35041

[Gidas et al. 1979] B. Gidas, W. M. Ni, and L. Nirenberg, “Symmetry and related properties via the maximum principle”, Comm.
Math. Phys. 68:3 (1979), 209-243. MR 80h:35043 Zbl 0425.35020

[Grillakis et al. 1987] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, and W. Strauss, “Stability theory of solitary waves in the presence of symmetry, I”,
J. Funct. Anal. 74:1 (1987), 160-197. MR 88g:35169 Zbl 0656.35122

[Jeanjean 1997] L. Jeanjean, “Existence of solutions with prescribed norm for semilinear elliptic equations”, Nonlinear Anal.
28:10 (1997), 1633-1659. MR 98¢:35060 Zbl 0877.35091

[Jeanjean et al. 2014] L. Jeanjean, T. Luo, and Z.-Q. Wang, “Multiple normalized solutions for quasi-linear Schrodinger
equations”, preprint, 2014. arXiv 1403.2176

[Kabeya and Tanaka 1999] Y. Kabeya and K. Tanaka, “Uniqueness of positive radial solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in
RY and Séré’s non-degeneracy condition”, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 24:3—4 (1999), 563-598. MR 2001d:35054
Zbl 0930.35064

[Korman 2002] P. Korman, “On uniqueness of positive solutions for a class of semilinear equations”, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst.
8:4 (2002), 865-871. MR 2003e:35091 Zbl 1090.35082

[Kwong 1989] M. K. Kwong, “Uniqueness of positive solutions of Au — u +u? =0 in R"”, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 105:3
(1989), 243-266. MR 90d:35015 Zbl 0676.35032

[Kwong and Li 1992] M. K. Kwong and Y. Li, “Uniqueness of radial solutions of semilinear elliptic equations”, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 333:1 (1992), 339-363. MR 92k:35102 Zbl 0785.35038

[Noris et al. 2014] B. Noris, H. Tavares, and G. Verzini, “Stable solitary waves with prescribed L2-mass for the cubic Schrodinger
system with trapping potentials”, preprint, 2014. arXiv 1405.5549

[Ortega and Verzini 2004] R. Ortega and G. Verzini, “A variational method for the existence of bounded solutions of a sublinear
forced oscillator”, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 88:3 (2004), 775-795. MR 2005b:34083 Zbl 1072.34038

[Serfaty 2001] S. Serfaty, “On a model of rotating superfluids”, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 6 (2001), 201-238.
MR 2002£:82037 Zbl 0964.35142

[Tang 2003] M. Tang, “Uniqueness of positive radial solutions for Au — u + u? = 0 on an annulus”, J. Differential Equations
189:1 (2003), 148-160. MR 2004d:35083 Zbl 1158.35366

[Weinstein 1983] M. I. Weinstein, “Nonlinear Schrodinger equations and sharp interpolation estimates”, Comm. Math. Phys.
87:4 (1983), 567-576. MR 84d:35140 Zbl 0527.35023


http://msp.org/idx/mr/2004j:35266
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1055.35003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01403504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01403504
http://msp.org/idx/mr/84i:81015
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0513.35007
http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt7s38w
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2005g:53058
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1059.58017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0065-9266-2011-00646-5
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2963797
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1288.35214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03605302.2011.574304
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2012i:35128
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1231.35084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2008.06.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2008.06.006
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2010b:35174
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1159.34016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-2789(01)00249-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2002e:78014
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0980.35154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/25/8/2271
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/25/8/2271
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2946186
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1254.35207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160340406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160340406
http://msp.org/idx/mr/83f:35045
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0465.35003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03605308108820196
http://msp.org/idx/mr/82h:35033
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0462.35041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01221125
http://msp.org/idx/mr/80h:35043
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0425.35020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-1236(87)90044-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/88g:35169
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0656.35122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0362-546X(96)00021-1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/98c:35060
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0877.35091
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1403.2176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03605309908821434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03605309908821434
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2001d:35054
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0930.35064
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/dcds.2002.8.865
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2003e:35091
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1090.35082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00251502
http://msp.org/idx/mr/90d:35015
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0676.35032
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2154113
http://msp.org/idx/mr/92k:35102
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0785.35038
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1405.5549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611503014515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024611503014515
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2005b:34083
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1072.34038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/cocv:2001108
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2002f:82037
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0964.35142
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0396(02)00142-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2004d:35083
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1158.35366
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.cmp/1103922134
http://msp.org/idx/mr/84d:35140
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0527.35023

1838 BENEDETTA NORIS, HUGO TAVARES AND GIANMARIA VERZINI

[Zhang 1992] L. Q. Zhang, “Uniqueness of positive solutions of Au + u + u? = 0 in a ball”, Comm. Partial Differential
Equations 17:7-8 (1992), 1141-1164. MR 94b:35125 Zbl 0782.35025

Received 24 Jul 2013. Revised 29 Sep 2014. Accepted 2 Nov 2014.

BENEDETTA NORIS: benedettanoris@gmail.com
INdAM-COFUND Marie Curie Fellow, Laboratoire de Mathématiques, Université de Versailles Saint-Quentin-en-Y velines,
45 avenue des Etas-Unis, 78035 Versailles, France

HUGO TAVARES: htavares@ptmat.fc.ul.pt
Universidade de Lisboa, Centro de Matematica e Aplicacbes Fundamentais and Faculdade de Ciéncias da Universidade de Lisboa,
Avenida Professor Gama Pinto 2, 1649-003 Lisboa, Portugal

GIANMARIA VERZINI: gianmaria.verzini@polimi.it
Dipartimento di Matematica, Politecnico di Milano, Piazza Leonardo da Vinci 32, 20133 Milano, Italy

:'msp

mathematical sciences publishers


http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03605309208820880
http://msp.org/idx/mr/94b:35125
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0782.35025
mailto:benedettanoris@gmail.com
mailto:htavares@ptmat.fc.ul.pt
mailto:gianmaria.verzini@polimi.it
http://msp.org

ANALYSIS AND PDE
Vol. 7, No. 8, 2014

dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2014.7.1839

BOUNDARY BLOW-UP UNDER SOBOLEV MAPPINGS

AAPO KAURANEN AND PEKKA KOSKELA

We prove that for mappings in W' (%", R™), continuous up to the boundary and with modulus of
continuity satisfying a certain divergence condition, the image of the boundary of the unit ball has zero
n-Hausdorff measure. For Holder continuous mappings we also prove an essentially sharp generalised
Hausdorff dimension estimate.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper %" denotes the unit ball in R” and W!"(®", R™) is the Sobolev space of
L"(R", R™)-functions f : B" — R™ with weak first-order derivatives in L"(R").

If f:B>— Q C R?is a conformal mapping, then the boundary of € can have positive Lebesgue
measure even if f extends continuously up to the boundary of the disk. If one requires more, for example
uniform Holder continuity, then €2 is necessarily of Lebesgue measure zero. In fact, Jones and Makarov
proved [1995, Theorem C.1] that 82 has measure zero if f satisfies | f(z) — f(w)| < ¥ (|z — w|) in B>
for ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, c0) with

J

This condition is very sharp: if the integral in (1) converges then [Jones and Makarov 1995, Section 6]

log ¥ (1)
logt

2de
— =00

; €]

provides us with a simply connected domain Q and a conformal mapping f : B — Q such that the
boundary of €2 has positive Lebesgue measure and f has the modulus of continuity .

Our first result gives a surprisingly general extension of the conformal setting; notice that each uniformly
continuous conformal mapping f : B2 — Q belongs to W!2(32, R?).

Theorem 1.1. Let f € WI"(B", R™) be a continuous mapping that satisfies

| f(2) = f(w)] <¢¥(z—wl|) )
forall z, w € B, where ¥ : (0, 00) = (0, 00) is an allowable modulus of continuity with
1 "d
/ ogy)|"dt _ 3)
o| logt t

Then 9¢" (£ (3%B")) = 0.
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Recall that every uniformly continuous map defined on %" has a continuous extension to all of %", In
the above, f on 0%" refers to this extension, #"(A) denotes the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a
set A, and the definition of an allowable modulus of continuity is given in Definition 2.2 of Section 2. For
example, both (1) =Ct¥,0 <y <1, and

(log(Cy/1))n=D/n )
(og® (C1/ 0/ (T4 log® (Cy/0) "

are allowable, where [ > 2 is an integer and s > 0. Notice that v, ; satisfies (3) if and only if s < 1. Here

WI,S(I) = CXP(—C

C > 0, 1og™ 1 is the k-times iterated logarithm and C; can be any constant with log” (C;/2) > 1.

Let us look at the special case n =m =2 of Theorem 1.1 in the Holder continuous setting: ¥ (¢) = Ct?,
where 0 < y < 1. Consider a space-filling (Peano) curve, i.e., a continuous mapping g from the unit
circle onto a square. In one of the standard constructions, g is Holder continuous with exponent y = %;
see, for example, [Buckley 1996, Theorem 3]. If one takes, say, the Poisson extension f of g to the unit
disk, then f is also Holder continuous. It is easy to check by hand that the partial derivatives of f do
not belong to L2(B2). By Theorem 1.1, no Holder continuous (or even continuous with control function
satisfying (3)) extension f of a space filling curve can satisfy |Df| € L?(%?).

In the Holder continuous case, Jones and Makarov actually proved that the Hausdorff dimension of
f(dB?) is strictly less than two for conformal f. Contrary to the area zero results, this dimension estimate
is truly conformal in the following sense:

Example 1.2. Let p > 1. There exists a locally Holder continuous homeomorphism f : R? — R?
with f € Wlif(%z, R?), which maps 9% onto a set of positive #¢-measure for the gauge function
g(1) = *(log(1/1))”.

This construction can be found in Section 4. Here ¢ denotes the generalised Hausdorff measure with
the function g as the dimension gauge. The precise definitions are given in Section 2.

Our second result gives a rather optimal positive result.
Theorem 1.3. Fixy € (0, 1], C > 0, and let g(t) =" log(1/t). Suppose that f € W'-(B", R™) satisfies
|f@)— fw)| < Clz—wl”
forall z, w € B". Then H8(f (0R")) =0.

Jones and Makarov proved their result via harmonic measure and hence this technique does not work
in the setting of Theorem 1.1. An alternate approach, relying on the conformal (quasi)invariance of the
(quasi)hyperbolic metric, was given in [Koskela and Rohde 1997]; see also [Nieminen 2006]. Furthermore,
Maly and Martio [1995] established Theorem 1.1 in the Holder continuous case via a technique that we
have not been able to push further.

Let us briefly describe the idea of the proof of Theorem 1.1. We consider a Whitney decomposition
W of A" and assign to each Q € W a vector fp € R™ and a radius ro. The vector fp will simply be
the “average” of f over Q and rp the maximum of | fp — f§| over all neighbours é of Q. Then the
n-integrability of the weak derivatives of f guarantees, via the Poincaré inequality, that the sequence
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{ro}oew belongs to I". We realise f(0%") as (a part of) the closure of { fp}pew in R™. Those f(w),
w € dW", for which one can find a sequence of Q € W with | fo — f(w)| S rp are easily handled. For
the remaining o € 0%" we modify our centres fp and radii ro, while still retaining the /"-condition, so
that suitably blown-up balls cover these points sufficiently many times. This is where the nonintegrability
condition (3) kicks in. One cannot fully follow the above idea, and so our proof, given below in Section 3,
is more complicated.

Our approach is flexible and applies to many related problems. In order to avoid extra technicalities
we do not record such applications here. Let us simply mention that the dimension gap phenomenon
from [Hencl et al. 2012] can be shown to extend from conformal mappings to general Sobolev mappings
[Koskela and Zapadinskaya 2014].

2. Preliminaries

Let us first agree on some basic notation. Given a number a > 0, we write |a] for the largest integer
less than or equal to a. Similarly, [a] is the smallest integer greater than or equal to a. If A is a
finite set, §A is the number of elements in A. If A C R" has finite and strictly positive Lebesgue
measure and f : R — R is a Lebesgue integrable function, we denote the average (1/|Al) f i
of f over the set A by f, f or fa, where |A] is the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of the set A.
For f : R" — R™, f4 is then defined via the component functions of f. Given a point x € R"
and a nonnegative number r, B(x, r) denotes the open ball with centre x and radius r and Q(x, r)
denotes the cube {y € R" : max{|x; — yi|}i=12,.n» <7r}. If B = B(x,r) is a ball and a is a positive
number, the notation aB stands for the ball B(x,ar). We denote the radius of a ball B by r(B).
When we write L = L(-), we mean that the positive constant L depends only on the parameters
listed inside the parentheses. Finally, C denotes a positive constant, which may depend only on n
and m, the dimensions of the domain space and the image space, and may differ from occurrence to
occurrence.
We write 3" (A) for the generalised Hausdorff measure of a set A C R”", given by

(e8] o0
¥ (A) = lim HE(A), where ¥!(A) = inf{z h(diamU;) : A C U U;, diam U; < 5}
- i—1 i—1

and £ is a dimension gauge (a nondecreasing function with lim,_, 4 A(¢) = h(0) = 0 and with 2(¢) > 0
for all ¢ > 0). If h(t) = t* for some a > 0 we simply write #“ for #" and call it the a-dimensional
Hausdorff measure.

A sequence of pairs (c;, U;);2,, where ¢; > 0 and U; C R”, that satisfies x4 (x) < Zﬁl ci Xy, (x) for
all x € R" is called a weighted cover of the set A. We also need a generalised weighted Hausdorff content
of a set A C R", given by

o
)LgO(A) = inf{z cih(diam U;) : (¢;, U;)72, is a weighted cover ofA}.

i=1

. . . . h .
Here also £ is a gauge function. Again we write A}, = A% if h(r) =1°.
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Lemma 2.1. Let E C R" be bounded. Let h be a continuous gauge function with h(2t) < ch(t) for some
¢ > 0. Then %/gO(E) < ckgO(E).

Proof. The lemma follows from Corollary 8.2 and the proof of Theorem 9.7 of [Howroyd 1994]; see also
[Federer 1969, 2.10.24]. O

Recall that for each open subset U of R" there exists a Whitney decomposition W givenby U =2, Oy,
where Q; € W are cubes with mutually parallel sides, pairwise disjoint interiors and each of edge-length 2%
for some integer k, such that the relation

1< % =<1 “

4 — dist(Q;, 92)
holds foralli =1, 2,.... We write Q1 «~ Q> if the Whitney cubes Q| # Q» share at least one point (the
so-called neighbour cubes). We have

lfdlamg§4
4 ~ diam Q

whenever Q é . Therefore, the total number ﬁ{é : é « 0} of all neighbours of a fixed cube Q does
not exceed C. See [Stein 1970] for details.

Let w € a®B". By (Q J-(a)));”;] we mean the sequence of all Whitney cubes in a fixed Whitney
decomposition of B" intersecting the radius [0, w]. This sequence starts with a central cube and tends
to w. For a point x € [0, w], we denote the number of Whitney cubes intersecting the segment [0, x] by

8q (0, x). It is easy to see that
0,
o< P00
log(1/(1 —[x[))

whenever ¢ (0, x) > c3, where ¢; > 0, i = 1, 2, 3 are constants that may depend on n.

&)

Finally, we define the allowable moduli of continuity:

Definition 2.2. A continuously differentiable increasing bijection v : (0, 0c0) — (0, 00) is an allowable
modulus of continuity if there exists o < 1 and 8 > 0 such that for every ¢ <ty the following conditions
hold:

'@

is differentiable and ———— ¢ is a decreasing function; (6)

1
vl Y@

log

1 1
log e < Blog ms (7
(log (1))t logt
log ¥ (1)

Remark 2.3. (i) One could replace the monotonicity conditions in (6) and (8) with a pseudomonotonicity

is a monotone function. (8)

condition (e.g., there exists a constant C > 0 such that u(¢#) < Cu(s) if t <s). This would only affect
the constants in the proofs.

(ii) The conditions (6) and (7) mean that the function log(1/v ~!(¢)) is a function of logarithmic type in
the sense of [Nieminen 2006, Definition 4.2].
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3. Proofs

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We may assume that m, n > 2. Let f € W1"(%®", R™) and ¢ be as in the statement
of Theorem 1.1. Denote lﬁ_l (t) by u(t). It follows from our assumptions (3), (6), (7), (8) and [Nieminen

2006, Remark 5.3.] that
n—1
d
f 5) S 9)
o\u'(f) "

We define o (1) = u(t) /u’(¢) and A(k) = 2"‘/0{(2_") for k € N. By (6), A is increasing for large k. For
simplicity we assume A to be increasing.

Let W be a fixed Whitney decomposition of &B". For each cube O € W we define a corresponding
centre fp and a corresponding radius ro = max{| fo — f@l 0 - é}, which determine a family of balls
on the image side indexed by W

%:{(Q,B(fQ,rQ)) : QGO‘/V, rgo >0}

To simplify our notation we abbreviate (Q, B(fg,rg)) to B(fg, rp) in what follows.

We assign two new weighted collections of balls to each element in . Given B = B(x,r) € B,
we define concentric subballs S;(B) = B(x, r/2") for all i € N and assign the weight w S;(B) = 2/ to
each S;(B). We set Y5 = {S;(B) :i € N}. Then

00 00 ) B)"
> wprBY =Y wsarsi ' =Y 0 " <y
=1 i=1

3/69)3 i=

The second collection is defined in a similar way. If B = B(x,r) is a ball in %, we choose the

smallest number ko(r) € N such that 27%) < . Next, for each k = ko(r), ko(r) + 1, ..., we choose
Ri(B) = B(x,®(27%)) and set Rp = {Rx(B) : k = ko(r), ko(r) +1,...}. The weights we assign this
time are wg, () = A(k) for all k =ko(r), ko(r) +1, .... Similarly to the above,

D wprB)' = > wr@r®B)' = Y @27)"Ak)

B'eRp k=ko(r) k=ko(r)
oo o
Ak 1 2.2 k() 2
< ) @@y W _ > ak< < r(B)".
X(O)”_l )»(0)"_1 )L(O)"_l X(O)”_l
k=ko(r) k=ko(r)

Finally, we define our weighted collection of balls by setting # = | Jz . (Sf’ s UR B).

Let us now estimate the weighted sums of the n-th powers of the radii of the balls in %. Let
N (Ql =QuU UémQ é be the union of Q € W and all neighbours é of Q. For neighbouring cubes Q
and Q, we obtain, via the Holder and Poincaré inequalities, that

1/n
|fo — /5l E][Qlf—fN(Qﬂ'i‘][Q/lf—fN(Q)l Sc]gv(g)lf—fzv(g)l §C<]€V(Q)|f_fN(Q)|n>

1/n
C Df|" .
< (fvd f|)
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Hence, we have the estimate

iy = max{| fo — f5l": Q - O} < c/ DfI"
N(Q)
for each Q € W and some constant C > 0. Next, using the fact that the inequality ZQEW N () <C
holds for every y € R", we estimate

Y wpr(B)" < COM0) Y r(B)"=CM(0) Y rp <CH0) Y /N " IDfI"

Be%F Be®R Qew Qew

< clf DS fclf DI < oo, (10)
Ugew N(Q) "

where Cy > 0 is some constant depending on n, m and A(0) only.

We may assume that there is at least one Q € W with ro > 0; otherwise f(d%") is a singleton.
Let w € 0%B". We consider the radius [0, w] and the sequence (Q j(a)))j?il. We fix a large integer
lo = lp(w, f) € N so that there are elements of the sequence ( fQj (w))?o: | outside B(f (w), 2oty §f
( fQj(w))?il contains at least one element different from f(w). If such an integer does not exist there
necessarily is some Q = Q,, € W with fp = f(w) and ro > 0. In this case, we choose Iy = lp(w, f) €N
so that 27 < rp_. In both cases we also require that 270! < #,. This allows us to use the properties (6)
and (7).

For the purposes of our “porosity argument”, we would like to make the number /j independent of the
point w. This is done by considering the decomposition

B = U E;, where E; = {w € dB" : ly(w, f) <I}.
leN

Setting F; = f(E;), we then have f(0B") = ;. Fi-

Let us fix [op € N. Our aim is to prove that 3 (Fj,) = 0.

Fix x € Fj,. Take any w € Ej, such that x = f(w) and define the sequence of concentric annuli
A;(x) = B(x, 27111 \ B(x, 271y with I =1y, lp+ 1, .... Next, we assign a suitable set P;(x) of cubes
from W to each annulus A;(x), [ =1y, lo+1,.... If fQj(w) =x for all j e N, we put P;(x) ={Q0,} for
each [ >y, where Q,, is the cube defined earlier. Otherwise, all the sets P;(x) with [ > [ consist of elements
from (Q; (a)))j?":l. If an annulus A;(x) with some [ > [, contains no centres from ( fQj(w))?"zl we define
Pi(x) = {Qm(w)}, where an integer m € N is chosen so that fo, ) & B(x, 27" 1) but fo, ) € B(x,27");
if, in contrast, there is at least one centre fg, () in A;(x) we take Pj(x) = {Qk (@) 1 k =my, ..., ma},
where m1, m> € N are such that melfl(“’) ¢ B(x, 271+1), me2+1(w) € B(x, 271) and ka(w) € Aj(x) for
all k =my, ..., my. Moreover, it is possible to choose the sets P;(x) above so that the inequality k; < kp
is valid whenever Qy, (w) € P;,(x), Qk,(w) € P, (x) and 1 < [5.

Denoting
1 if gP(x) < cor(D),

0 otherwise

O1(x) = {
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for I > Iy and a constant ¢y > A~!(0), which we will specify later, we would like to prove that there exists
an integer [ > 2ly such that

! I
Or(x) > = (11)
20w =3

for each / > /;. In other words, at least half of the annuli do not contain too many centres from (fo, (w))?il
There is nothing to prove if fg, ) = x for all j € N; otherwise, the proof is by contradiction:

Let us assume that (11) does not hold for some [ > 2/y. Take the smallest number J € N such that
fo;w) € B(x, 21 for all j > J and let o’ € [0, w] be the point of Q;(w) N[0, w] which is closest to w.
Now, the assumption on the continuity of f and the properties of our Whitney decomposition imply

27 <1 fo @ — 1 = o, — f(@) S][Q If ) — fw)dy <20 — o).
That is, '

Next, we connect this estimate to the number of Whitney cubes that precede Q; in (Q;(w)){2,.
Using (5), we observe that

2
lo > —1q(0,
gu(z,l)_ | ’I_ ttq( ).

In the calculation above we may have to adjust the choice of [y to ensure g (0, @) > c3 (see (5)).
Finally, we obtain a lower bound for fg (0, »’) using the assumption that we have at least |1/2] — [y + 2
annuli Az (x) with 6;(x) = 0. We notice that the sets P (x) with 6;(x) = O contain different cubes for
different k, and if k </ then the cubes in Py (x) precede Q;(w) in (Q j(a)))?‘;l. We have

[1/2]+1 [1/2]+1

2 log 2 > ig(0, @) > Z 8P (x) > Z Gor (k) > o Z m
u@ - ’ _k:IO,...,l a k=lo B k=lo u(2=%)

61 (x)=0
>Eo(log ! —log ! ) > ¢oB ! log ! — ¢ log ;
- u(271/2) u(2=ly )~ u(27) u(27l)
Choosing ¢y > ¢, 8, this cannot hold when [ is large enough. Thus there is a number /; = /1 (o, lo, u)
such that (11) holds for all / > [;.
Our next step is to prove that, if 6;(x) = 1 for some k and Pr(x) = {Q1, ..., Om}, then it is possible
to find a collection of balls {By, ..., B} from the families & p( fo;ro;) OF Rp( fo; 7o) having radii at least

a constant times o (27%) and such that Z;";l wp, 1s at least a constant times A (k). Moreover, we choose
different balls for different k.

Let us fix k > [y such that 6;(x) = 1. Suppose first that the annulus Ay (x) contains no centres from
( fQj(w))?iy Then the set Py (x) consists of a single cube Q € W with fp € B(x, 27%). The definitions of
ro and /o imply that ro > 27 and hence k > ko (rg). Thus, we may choose the ball Ri(B(fg, rg)), which,
by definition, has radius (27%) and weight A (k). In addition, the centre of this ball lies in B(x, 275,



1846 AAPO KAURANEN AND PEKKA KOSKELA

Assume now that the annulus A, (x) contains at least one of the centres from (fp, (w))?ir Then, by

> 2rg=27%

QeP(x)

the definitions of Py (x) and ro,

Since #P;(x) < ¢cor(k), we observe that

—k

Y rez?
r —_—.
=7
QePr(x)

2ro>a(27%)/2¢

For each Q € P(x) with 2rg > a (27K /2¢o we choose a number np € N so that

a (275

2—k
@@ <2rp <2"

o= 1
Co 2¢o

and pick a ball B= Sno(B(fo,r0)) = B(fo,r0/2"?) € FB(fy.ry)- By the definition of S;(B), we have

wg = 2"¢ and

_To _ a275)
20— 8¢y

r(B)

For the sum of the weights ) 0 20 of all the balls obtained in such a manner, we observe that

Ol(2_k) Z Mo - Z 2rp > %

2¢o
QePi(x) Qe Py(x)
2rp>a(27%)/28 2rp>a(27%)/2é
Hence, we have a collection of balls {By, ..., B} C ¥ with weights sum Z;":l wp, > coi(k) and of

radii at least a(27%) /8. Moreover, all these balls have their centres in the annulus A (x) and hence in
the ball B(x, 27%1),

We have proved that there exists a number /; =[; (o, ¢o) such that, for each w € E;, and [ > [;, among
the numbers /o, ..., [ there are at least [//2] integers k € {l, ..., [} such that 6;(x) = 1. For these k we
are able to find a finite collection of balls {B;};c; C % with weight-sum ) ., wp, at least A (k) and of
radii at least oz(2_k)/850, so that the centres of the balls B;, i € I, lie in the ball B(x, 2~%*1). Here & is a
positive constant depending only on 8, n and A(0), and the balls are different for a fixed w and different k.

Fix [ > [;. We modify our family % according to [. If B € &% and there is k € {{[p + 1,...,1}
such that oz(2_k)/850 <r(B) < a(2_k+1)/850, we replace B with the ball B= (A(k)/A(l))B and set
wg = (A()/1(k))"wp. The radius of B satisfies r(§) > (A (k) /A1) (27%) /8¢ = 27%/8¢A(l) and
the equality w gr(E)" = wpr(B)" holds. Similarly, we replace a ball B with r(B) > o (2710 /8¢y with
the ball B = (A(lp)/A(I))B and set wi = (A()/*(lp))"wp. Again, we have r(B) > 27 /8&A(l) and
w gr(g)” = wpgr(B)". Finally, ¥, is the collection of balls obtained in this manner from the balls in %.
For this family of balls, we notice (see (10)) that

> wpr(B)" <Y wpr(B)" < oo. (12)

Be% Be%F
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IfweE), x= f(w)and k € {ly, ..., [} 1is such that 6; (x) = 1, then there is a collection {B;};c; C % with
the properties mentioned above. If for some i € I the ball B; is replaced by the ball Ei = (A(k;) /(D) B;
while creating %;, we necessarily have k; < k. Therefore, the inequalities

A\ A\ a(l) o
2 v Z(Mm) wB"Z(W) 2 un —<x<k>> MO =20

iel

and r(E,-) > 2" f/(SEOA(l)) > 2"‘/(850)»(1)) hold (by (6), X is increasing). Since, for each i € I, the
centre of a ball EL- is contained in B(x, 27¥*1), we have x € 16Eok(l)§i. Hence, we observe that
n l n
1 - Al Z 1 - A)
A1 — 4 = A1 — 4
=l

> weXieanns(M = Y AD" G

BeF k=lo, ...l
O (y)=1
for each y € F;,, where G; = Zi:ll 1/1(k)"!. Thatis, (4wg/(A(1)"G)), 16¢oA(l) B) peg, is a weighted
cover of the set Fj,. We observe also that the diameters of all balls in this cover are at least 27/, This
information will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.3 below.
Finally, using the weighted cover obtained above and (12), we estimate the weighted Hausdorff
n-content AL (Fy,):

2n+1~n
AL (Fly) < —— wp (diam(16éoA (1) B))" wg(diam B)"
AD"Gy BGZF ( ) ! I;ﬂ
25n+2~n
0> wpr(B)" <
BeF;

where the constant A depends on B, n, m, || f ||y @gn gny and A(0) but not on [y or /.
Now Lemma 2.1 implies #7_(F;,) < CA/G,. Here C depends only on the dimension n. Hence, we
are done as soon as we can show that G; — oo as [ — oo. Towards this end, we have

i _i u(@kyn-1 >/2" u(@®)\" "' di
~ (k) 1 _k:ll 2—k(n—1)u/(2—k)n—1 = o u'(t) m’

and the right-hand side diverges as [ — oo by the assumptions on the modulus of continuity. (I

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1. We only point out the required
changes.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let f be as in statement of the theorem. Our notation will be the same as in
previous proof. That is, a(t) = yt and A(k) =1/y.
Fix a small ¢ > 0. Then there exists a § > 0 such that

/ D" <. (13)
RB"\B(0,1-5)

Let W% be the set of the cubes in W which are contained in %" \ B(0, 1 —§) and whose neighbour cubes
are also contained in %" \ B(0, 1 —§). We define our collection of balls to be B° = {B(fg,rg): Q€ Wy,
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Then, proceeding as in the previous proof, we define %° analogously to % and obtain the estimate
(see (10))
> wpr(B)" < Cie. (14)
Be%?
Let w € 0%". We define the number [y = [p(w, f, §) as in the previous proof, but instead of all cubes
in (Q; (a)))?":1 we consider only those which are contained in W, Again, we split %" into sets
= {w € IB" : [p(w) <[} and consider a fixed f(Ey). With the same method as earlier we find for
large [ a collection of balls 9?15 with weights such that (8wgy /(I —1}), (1650/)/)B)Begla is a weighted
cover of the set f(Ey), the radii of the balls (16¢y/y)B are at least 2~ and

Z wpr(B)" < Cje.

BeF)

We may assume that our € > 0 is so small that all balls in our weighted cover have radii smaller than %
With this weighted cover, we obtain

M (S (ED) ) <d- ( 16503))”1 !
1)) = w lam| —— (0] - =
% | 2P y £ diam ((1620/7)B)
BeF|
4V 16 22+5n ~n / 23+5n on Cl
Z w3<d1am<73>> log2' < T_ Z wpr(B)" < yn—jg
U pegp Be%F)
1 1

Here we assumed [ to be so large that [ /(I — ;) < 2. Lemma 2.1 implies #5,(f(E;)) < Ae. Here A
depends on y, n and m but not on !’ or [; therefore, we have HE(f(OB)) < As; see [Howroyd 1994,
Corollary 8.2] or [Federer 1969, 2.10.22]. Letting ¢ tend to zero gives #5,(f(3%")) = 0, which implies
HE(f(OB™)) =0. [l

4. Example

In this section, we work in R? and use the notation ||x|| = max{|x;|, |x2|}. Let p > 5. We will construct a
locally Hélder continuous mapping f : R> — R? that belongs to W1 2([R€2 R?) and maps 9% onto a set
of positive #8-measure, where g(t) = tz(log(l / 1))%P.

The mapping is a composition of two locally Holder continuous mappings. The second mapping is
defined in [Herron and Koskela 2003, Proposition 5.1]. It is a homeomorphism /4 : R> — R? that is
the identity mapping outside [0, 1]> and maps a small Cantor set ¢ C [0, 1]* onto a large Cantor set
¢ C [0 11? with positive J¢8-measure. It was checked in [Koskela et al. 2009] that this mapping belongs
to Wh2(R2, R?) if p > 1

Next, we elaborate on the constmction of h and prove that it is Holder continuous in [0, 11%. Leto < %
We use the notation 2r, = o and 2Ry = —O'k U for k € N. The set € is defined as follows: In the first
generation we have one square Q¢ = [0, 1]*> with side length 2ry. We split this square into four subsquares
Pii,i=1,2,3,4, of side length 2R;. We define Q;; to be the square of side length 2r| centred at the
centre of Pj;. Then Py; and Qy; generate the frame A; = Pj; \ Q1;. Next, we divide all squares Q1; into
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squares Pj, j=1,..., 4%, Then we define Q> j and Ajy; as in the first step. We proceed inductively.
Thus, we obtain for all k € N sets Qy;, Pi; and Ay, where i =1, ..., 2%, and we set € = M U; Oki-
The set 6" and sets Q;;, P/, and A}, withk e Nandi =1,..., 22k are defined in the same way,

using 2r| = %(10g4)_1’, 2R, = r{, and 2r] = (log4)™P27%k=P and 2R} = (log4)~P27*(k — 1)F for
other k € N.

The mapping 4 is defined so that it maps the frame Ay; to the frame A}, via a “radial” stretching and is
continuous in [0, 1]>. The radial stretching which maps A ={x :ry <|x|| <R} to A’ ={x: re<lxI <R}

is
/ / / /
X Rk—rk dbe erk—erk

where a =

p(x) = (alx|| +b)—,
llx |l Ry —ri Ry —rg

If x,ye Athen ||x —y|| <2Ry = %O_k—l and

4
a<—2 26)* < C@)o~ 1Pk < Co)|x -y B,
1-20
where 8 =log2/log (1/0). Similarly,
b 4 _ -
< ———(20) " < Clo)lx —ylIP~".
lre] — 1—20

The mapping p is Holder continuous with exponent 8, as
b
lp(x) —pWIl < Callx — yll +2|r—k|llx —yl < C@)lx—yl’.

If x € Ag; and y € Qk41,j C Pri, then |lx — y|| = Ry —riq1 = C(0)o* and |h(x)—h(y)|| 2R, <27F.
These imply

1A(x) =AW _

lx—=ylf  —

The g-Holder continuity of & easily follows from the continuity estimates obtained above.

C(o).

The first mapping G : R> — R? is a (locally Holder continuous) quasiconformal mapping for which
@ C G(dB?). Such a mapping was constructed in [Gehring and Viisild 1973].

Finally, the composition / o G : R* — R? is a homeomorphism with /1 o G(d%?%) D €¢’. Moreover, it
is locally Holder continuous and 2o G € Wlf)’cz([Riz, R?) by quasiconformality of G and the change of
variable formula; see, for example, [Astala et al. 2009, Section 3.8].
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GLOBAL GAUGES AND GLOBAL EXTENSIONS IN OPTIMAL SPACES

MIRCEA PETRACHE AND TRISTAN RIVIERE

We consider the problem of extending functions ¢ : §” — S” to functions u : B"*! — S" forn =2, 3. We
assume ¢ belongs to the critical space W and we construct a W 1-*+1.:%)_controlled extension . The
Lorentz—Sobolev space W :("+1:%9) s gptimal for such controlled extension. Then we use these results to
construct global controlled gauges for L*-connections over trivial SU(2)-bundles in 4 dimensions. This
result is a global version of the local Sobolev control of connections obtained by K. Uhlenbeck.

1. Introduction 1851
2. Controlled and uncontrolled nonlinear Sobolev extensions 1857
3. The Hopf lift extension 1864
4. The extension theorem for W!-3 maps S* — S3 1869
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Appendix A. Uhlenbeck small energy extension 1888
Appendix B. A product estimate with only one bounded factor 1894
Appendix C. The Mdbius group of B” 1895
References 1897

1. Introduction

The use of Hodge decomposition is by now one of the classical tools in the study of elliptic systems and
is related to important breakthroughs such as the famous “div—curl”-type theorems [Coifman et al. 1993].
More recently, in [Riviere 2007], such use allowed the solution of S. Hildebrandt’s [1982] conjecture. At
the same time, it has helped establish important links to apparently unrelated fields of geometry, such as
the study of conformally invariant geometric problems in 2 dimensions [Hélein 1996] and the study of
Yang—Mills bundles and gauge theory [Uhlenbeck 1982b], with the introduction of controlled Coulomb
gauges.

The study of 2-dimensional problems using controlled gauges has already given its fruits, and in
connection to the discovery of H. Wente’s inequality (which gave the basis for introducing the Lorentz
spaces L(2-%) in geometric problems) allowed the successful use of controlled moving frames in the
study of harmonic maps and prescribed mean curvature surfaces [Hélein 1996; Miiller and Sverdk 1995].
We come back to this in Section 2H. Techniques and function spaces related to the moving frame method
also apply to the study of the Willmore functional [Riviere 2012] for immersed surfaces.

MSC2010: primary 28A51, 46E35; secondary 70515, 58J05.
Keywords: nonlinear extension, nonlinear Sobolev space, global gauge, conformally invariant problem, Yang—Mills, Lorentz
spaces, Hopf lift.
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The use of controlled gauges especially in relation to Lorentz spaces in dimensions higher than 2 is far
less developed. We attempt here a first attack of this completely new area of research, and we obtain
some extensions of previous results for the case of Yang—Mills fields on 4-dimensional manifolds.

1A. Yang-Mills theory and controlled gauges. Yang—Mills theory for 4-manifolds is often associated
to the famous result of S. Donaldson [1983] who, using the moduli spaces of anti-selfdual connections,
described new invariants of smooth manifolds.

The study of moduli spaces used by Donaldson [1983] starts from the result of K. Uhlenbeck [1982b],
who proved that one can find a gauge in which the W !»2-norm of the local coordinate expression of the
connection is controlled by the L2-norm of the curvature. Moreover the connection 1-form A can be also
made to satisfy the Coulomb condition d*4 = 0.

It is easy to construct a Coulomb gauge in which we have just an L?-control in terms of the curvature
(see [Petrache 2013] or [Petrache and Riviere > 2014]). This is done by first obtaining any gauge in
which

[AllL2 = Cll Fll L2

and then finding the smallest norm coefficients with respect to that gauge on our manifold M :

min{/ g7 dg + g ' Ag|?dx : g e Wh3(M, SU(2))}.
M

A unique minimizer will exist by convexity, and it will satisfy the Coulomb equation d*4 = 0.
The control of A in the higher norm W -2 is more difficult. A smallness hypothesis on || F|| L2(M) 18
required in order for the control to be achievable:

Theorem 1.1 (controlled Coulomb gauge under assumption of small energy [Uhlenbeck 1982b]). There
exists a constant €y > 0 such that if the curvature satisfies f jvard |2 < € then there exists a Coulomb gauge
¢ € W22(M,SU(2)) such that in that gauge the connection satisfies A llwr2an) < ClIFllL2ar) with
C > 0 depending only on the dimension.

The reason the smallness of the curvature is necessary is that || || .2 () being above a certain threshold
allows the second Chern number of the bundle to be nontrivial:

c(E) = # /M tr(F A F) #0.

If, for such F, the controlled gauge were global, i.e., if we had a global trivialization in which the
connection of the above F is expressed as d + A with

lAllw12an) = C.

then by the Sobolev and Holder inequalities we would have enough control on the quantities involved to
prove the following formal identity for our A:

t[(dA +[A, A A (dA +[A, A)]| =d w(ANdA+ZANANA).
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Now the right side, being an exact form, would have integral equal to zero over the boundaryless
manifold M, which would contradict ¢, (E) # 0.

M. Atiyah, N. Hitchin, I. Singer [Atiyah et al. 1978] and C. Taubes [1982] constructed instantons
with nontrivial Chern numbers behaving as in the above heuristic. To exemplify the phenomena at
work consider the simplest instanton, having ¢, (E) = 1 over M = S* (see [Freed and Uhlenbeck 1984,
Chapter 6] for notations and details). Recall that we may use quaternion notation due to the isomorphisms
SU(2) ~ Sp(1) and su(2) ~ ImH, under which Pauli matrices correspond to quaternion imaginary units.
We then have the following local expression of 4 over R* (identified by stereographic projection with

A=Im( xdx )
1+ |x|?

If W is the inverse stereographic projection then W*4 is smooth away from the pole p, but near p we
have |W*A4|(q) ~ distea(p, )™, which is not L* in any neighborhood of p.
Such behavior like 1/|x| shows that we are in any space L? for p < 4 but not in L*. The natural

S*\ {p}) in a trivialization:

space is the weak-L*# space L**°, which is strictly contained between all L?, p <4, and L*:

Definition 1.2 [Grafakos 2008]. Let X, i be a measure space. The space LP°°(X, ) (also called
weak-LP or Marcinkiewicz space) is the space of all measurable functions f* such that

117 500 := sup AP pdx | f ()] > A}

is finite.

We note immediately that the function f'(x) = 1/|x| belongs to L** on R* and the above global gauge
gives an L+ 1-form W*4 on S*. Spaces L?-* arise naturally in dealing to the critical exponent estimates
for elliptic equations. Indeed, the Green kernel K, (x) of the Laplacian on R” satisfies VK e L"/(n—1).00
but not VK € L"®=D_ Thus Au = f with f/ € L! implies Vi = VK x f € L"/=1:% by an extended
Young inequality (see [Grafakos 2008]). This is unlike the higher exponent case f € L?, p > 1, which
gives the stronger result Vu € L?.

1B. Controlled global gauges. As shown heuristically by the explicit case of the instanton A4 above, it
is known how to construct L* global gauges. Our main effort in this work is to obtain norm-controlled
gauges, mirroring Theorem 1.1 by Uhlenbeck. The main result is the following:

Theorem A. Let M* be a Riemannian 4-manifold. There exists a function f : RT — RY with the
following property: Let V be a W '-2-connection over an SU(2)-bundle over M. Then there exists a
global W 1:(4:29) _gection of the bundle (possibly allowing singularities) over the whole M * such that in
the corresponding trivialization V is given by d + A with the bound

4l L@.co = SUFL2an))

where F is the curvature form of V.
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This theorem is related to a second main result of this work, namely the introduction of Lorentz—Sobolev
extension theorems for nonlinear maps. This result takes most of our efforts and can be stated as follows:

Theorem B. There exists a function fi : RT — R with the following property: Let ¢ € W1-3(S3,S3).
Then there exists an extension u € W1(4:%) (B4 S3) of ¢ such that

IVl La.copay = S1 (VP L3).

The originality of Theorem B with respect to the previous results [Bethuel and Demengel 1995; Mucci
2010] is that, whereas the previous works were concerned with the existence of an extension, in our case
a control is provided in terms of the boundary value. We show below that, even under the hypothesis
deg(¢) = 0—so that a W !**-extension surely exists — no energy control will be available in the (stronger)
W 4_norm.

Controlled global gauges as above will probably have many applications in the analysis of gauge theory,
for example in simplifying compactness results; see [Petrache 2013]. Controlled global gauges could
allow a global control on the Yang—Mills flow provided we obtain also the Coulomb condition, which is
however an open question:

Open Problem 1.3. Prove that it is possible to find L**-controlled global Coulomb gauges as in
Theorem A. In other words, prove that it is possible to find a gauge as in Theorem A, but with the further
requirement that d*4 = 0.

1C. Strategy of gauge construction. The link between Theorems A and B is given by the well-known
identification SU(2) ~ S3. Therefore, Theorem B can be rephrased as follows:

Theorem B'. Fix a trivial SU(2)-bundle E over the ball B*. There exists a function f; : Rt — RT with
the following property: if g € W13(S3,SU(2)) gives a trivialization of the restricted bundle E|;gas, then
there exists an extension of g to a trivialization § € W+ (B* SU(2)) such that

V&l La.co(pay = S1(IVE I L3(s3))-

The proof of Theorem A is by a sequence of gauge extensions along the simplices of a suitable
triangulation. We use simplices where Uhlenbeck’s Theorem 1.1 holds, i.e., F has energy < €g. To ensure
a lower bound on the size of simplices we cut areas of energy concentration and use induction on the
energy; see the graphical summary (5-1).

1D. Extension of Sobolev maps into manifolds. We discuss the relevance of our theorem, several possi-
ble extensions and related phenomena in Section 2.

Here we point out the main open questions in the area of controlled nonlinear extensions and some
analogues of Theorem B. The fundamental group 7, (N) is a useful tool to control the topology of N.
It is a quotient of C°(S™, N). To say that any map in this space is continuously extendable to B!
amounts to asserting that 77, (N) = 0.

We consider here the controlled extension problem for maps S$™ — S". As is usually the case,
interesting new features appear when smooth maps are not dense in W1-?(S”, "), in which case we
expect topological obstructions to gradually disappear as p decreases. The first facts to note are:
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» For extensions of maps from W 1-7(S™ S") to B! the natural space given by continuous Sobolev
and trace embeddings is W 1:P(m+1D/m(pm+1 gn) (gee Section 2A and 2B).

e For p <m(n+ 1)/(m + 1) the controlled extensions exist (see Section 2A).

e For p > m the extension question reduces to a purely topological problem (see Section 2B).
The open cases when p < m are thus among the following ones:

Open Problem 1.4. Assume that m(n +1)/(m 4+ 1) < p <m and m > n. For which such choices of m,
n, p does there exist a finite function f;;»,p : RT — R™ such that for every ¢ € WP (S™ S™) there
exists an extension u € W LPm+1/mpm+1 g1y for which the estimate

lullp1.oemtv/mgm+t gny < fmn,p(l@ |l w1.p(sm sny)
holds? Does the estimate hold for p = m for the norm W 1-(n+1.00)(gm+1 gny9
Open Problem 1.4 is partially understood or solved just in some cases:
¢ Due to a relation between extension problems and lifting problems, we answer the above problem
forn=2<mand 3m/(m+1) < p <4m/(m + 1); see Proposition 1.7 and Section 2D.
¢ In particular, we cover all p for the dimensions m = 3,n = 2.
e Forn=1,m >3 and 3m/(m + 1) < p < m, it was shown by F. Bethuel and F. Demengel [1995]

that no extension exists.

It will be interesting in the future to look at the link between extension and lifting problems in detail.
It is possible to do this also in the case of S!-valued maps and in nonlocal Sobolev spaces, e.g., using the
results of J. Bourgain, H. Brezis and P. Mironescu [Bourgain et al. 2000].

In the critical case p = m, left aside in Open Problem 1.4, we have the following results:

¢ Using the Hopf lifts as in the works of R. Hardt and T. Riviere [2003; 2008], we prove Theorem C,
which is the solution to the case p = m = n = 2 (see Section 3).

¢ The extension in that case exists but cannot be controlled in the above Sobolev norm, making the
Lorentz—Sobolev weakening of Theorem B and of Theorem C below optimal (see Section 2E). This
is analogous to the case of global gauges in 4 dimensions pointed out in the introduction.

e We also prove an analogous result for p = m = n = 1 (see Theorem 2.5). However this is not
the natural space to look at, unlike in higher dimensions. In this case, indeed, the trace space
H'Y/2(S!,S') is the natural space to look at, because W1-1(S!, S!) does not continuously embed
in it (we recall a counterexample in Section 2C).

These theorems leave open higher-dimensional cases:

Open Problem 1.5. Assume 7 > 4. Prove that there exists a finite function f;, : RT™ — R™ such that, for
each ¢ € W1"(S" S"), we can find an extension u € W 1-(*+1.00)(gn+1 gn) for which

||u || W l.(n+1,00) (Bn+1 gn) =< fn(||¢|| Wl,n(gn,gn)).
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Unlike in linear Sobolev spaces, not only the topology of the domain must be compared to the Sobolev
exponent p, but also the dimension and structure of the constraint (i.e., the target manifold) plays a critical
role. This is also related to the topological global obstructions to density results for smooth functions
between manifolds found by F. Hang and F.-H. Lin [2001; 2003] and discussed by T. Isobe [2006].

A general tool allowing extensions is the projection trick of Section 2A, which works well for Sobolev
exponents smaller than the target dimension plus one. Lifting theorems allow us to increase this dimension
and thus to apply the projection trick with higher exponents.

Using the Hopf fibration H : S* — S? we construct controlled lifts and apply a version of the projection
trick obtaining the following theorem with much less effort than for the 3-dimensional case of Theorem B:

Theorem C (see Section 3). Suppose ¢ € W 1-2(S2, S?) is given. Then there exists u € W1(3:°) (B3 §2)
such that, in the sense of traces, ulygs = ¢ and such that the following estimate holds, for a constant
independent of ¢:

lullpri.c.00 3y = Cligllwrzszy(1+ @llp2s2))-

The Hopf fibration has a natural structure of U(1)-bundle with nontrivial characteristic class, P — S2.
Lifting a map ¢ : X — S? to a map ¢ X — S? for which H o d) ¢ corresponds to giving the
trivialization of the pullback bundle ¢*P. Analogous lifts are interesting to study for general principal
G-bundles, using universal connections. The next case after the one with target S? is the SU(2)-bundle
of the introduction, which corresponds to the Hopf fibration S7 — S*.

The Hopf lift idea seems to be much more difficult to extend to the case where the target is S3. We
cannot use principal bundles because 7, (G) = 0 for all compact Lie groups G. For other fibrations, the
following question is open:

Open Problem 1.6. Is it possible to find a fibration 7 : E — S* with compact fiber M and a constant
C > 0 such that, for each ¢ € W13(R3,S?), there exists a lift ¢ : R3 — E satisfying the estimate
VA 1 G.oor < CS ||V 13) for some finite function f : RT — R*?

The controlled Hopf lift result for S? yields also an answer to Open Problem 1.4 for dimensions m = 3,
n=2
Theorem D. Assume ¢ € W'-3(S3, S?). Then there exists a controlled extension u € W1 (4:2) (B4 S2)
with the control
[ullpp1.@.00(pe,s2) < Cll@llwrsss sy (I + 1@lpr1.3(s3,52))-
If instead we have ¢ € WP (S3,S?) for % < p < 3, then there exists an extension u € Wl’%P(B“, S?)
with
laell ,
The same proof allows us to also answer Open Problem 1.4 for n = 2 < m for some exponents p:

Proposition 1.7. Assume n =2, m >3 and 3m/(m+1) < p <4m/(m+ 1) and let p € WP (S™ S?).
Then there exists a controlled extension u € W L-Pm+D/mpm+1 g2y iy

4ppigr) = = Cllgllwr.r(s3,s2)(1 + [@llwr.r(s3,s2))-

ullp1.pomtn/m(pa s2y < Cllgllwirss,s2y(1+ 1@l w1.r(s3,52))-



GLOBAL GAUGES AND GLOBAL EXTENSIONS IN OPTIMAL SPACES 1857

1E. Ingredients used in the construction of W 1:(4:°) (B4, S3).extensions. The starting new idea was
to the use of implicit function theorems and of a limit on the integrability exponent as done in [Uhlenbeck
1982a] for the extension result. Note that the procedure of Appendix A is generalizable to other contexts
with no new ingredients, at least as long as a Lie group structure is present.

For the implicit function theorems above, we needed here a new product estimate valid in Sobolev
spaces, which is presented in Appendix B, extending partially the results of [Brézis and Mironescu 2001];
cf. [Runst and Sickel 1996; Triebel 1995].

The second idea was to use 4% functions such that the L*-estimate would fail just near a controlled
number of points. Such singular points (where “singular” is meant with respect to the L*-estimates) are
introduced via Lemma 4.6 and Theorem 4.3.

The uniform L*-°)_control is obtainable just in the case where the boundary value has no large energy
“hot spots”. To deal with the case where energy concentrates, we use two tools which are available in the
particular case of S* ~ SU(2): (1) the group operation of SU(2), which gives a continuous product on
W3 (X,S?); (2) the Mabius group of S3 coupled with the conformal invariance of the L3-norm of the
gradient on S3.

Under a balancing condition on the boundary value ¢, we can write ¢ = ¢¢,, where the product is
taken in SU(2), and the energies of ¢;, i = 1, 2, are strictly less than that of ¢, allowing an induction on
the energy. If the balancing is not valid, we apply a Mobius transformation F, to S3 and either reduce to
a balanced situation for F, o ¢ for some v or provide a substitute v € B* f§3 ¢ o F, to the harmonic
extension of ¢, to which we can now apply the projection trick. The natural parametrization of the Mobius
group of S3 via vectors in B* fits very well in this setting, and we were inspired to use it by the similar
use of it in [Marques and Neves 2014].

1F. Plan of the paper. Section 2 contains a list of positive and negative results concerning phenomena
parallel to ours, showing that our results are optimal. Section 3 contains the proof of Theorem C. In
Section 4 we prove Theorem B, and in Section 5 we prove Theorem A. Appendix A deals with our new
“extension” version of Uhlenbeck’s gauge construction and in Appendix B we prove the needed new
product inequality. Appendix C contains computations and notation for the Mdbius groups of B"T!
and §”.

2. Controlled and uncontrolled nonlinear Sobolev extensions

Classical Sobolev space theory features optimal extension theorems in natural trace norms. For example,
if @ C R” is a bounded smooth domain and u : 9Q — R is a W !"~!_function, then there exists an
extension i : Q@ — R such that 7 € W!+" and the estimate

il < Cllullp1.n—1

holds (with C independent of ). This extension theorem is optimal in the sense that for dimensions
n > 2 the natural trace operator it € W1"(Q) > ii|yq sends W7 to the optimal space W1 =1/77 (see
[Tartar 2007, Chapter 40] for the natural appearance of this space), and we have the optimal Sobolev
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continuous embedding W !~1/nn _ W1n=1 (see [Tartar 2007]) which brings us back to the original
space. A similar result still holds if we replace the codomain R by R™.

However, for n = 2, the space w1 (Sl , Sl) does not continuously embed in H 1/ 2(81 , Sl), making
the above reasoning less effective; see Section 2C.

A construction of i is possible by imitating the model, valid for Q = R :={(xy,...,X»)|xn = 0},

U(X1yenes Xp—1,€) = (e *U)(X1,..., Xp—1),

where pe is a standard family of radial smooth compactly supported mollifiers.
An equivalent construction of # in terms of function spaces is by harmonic extension. The optimal
result is the following:

Proposition 2.1 (harmonic extension; cf. [Gazzola et al. 2010, Chapter 10]). Assume g > 1 and
uewi-1/a.4 (0B™ 1 R, Then there exists a harmonic extension it € W14 (Bm‘H, R”+1) such that

||1/_l||W1,q(Bm+l,Rn+l) =< Cm,n,q |Ll||W1—l/q,q(3Bm+l’Rn+l).

By Sobolev embedding, we have the controlled inclusion W17 < W1=1/4:4 on an m-dimensional
bounded open domain (or a compact manifold like dB™ 1) for ¢ < p(m + 1)/m; therefore, this g is the
largest exponent where we can hope to have a control for the extension.

If u is a constrained function with values in a subset of R"*! (e.g., a curved n-dimensional submanifold
like S™) then averaging even on a very small scale could push the values of & quite far from the
constraint obeyed by u. This happens in particular for Sobolev exponents that make the dimension
“supercritical”, i.e., exponents such that W1-4(B™¥1) is not constituted of continuous functions. We
now describe some cases where directly projecting back to S” does not destroy the norm control of
Proposition 2.1.

2A. Projection from a well-chosen center. We present in this section a trick which probably appeared
for the first time in relation to nonlinear Sobolev extensions in R. Hardt, D. Kinderlehrer and F.-H. Lin’s
works [Hardt et al. 1986; Hardt and Lin 1987]. For a Lorentz space version see Proposition 3.4.

Proposition 2.2 (projection trick). If f € W14(Q, B*t1) with g < n + 1 and Q is a bounded open

n+1
1/2

n such that if fo(x) = ma(f(x)), where 7y : B"T1\ {a} — S" is the projection which is constant along
the segments [a, w], w € S", then

simply connected domain of R™ 1, then there exists a € B and a constant C depending only on q, m,

I fallp1a@,sry = Cllf lwra, Brtry-

Proof. We just have to estimate the gradient of f; in terms of that of f since in any case the functions

Bn+1

themselves are bounded and €2 is assumed of finite measure. We first note that, since a € 1/2

is away

from the boundary of B"T!, we have the pointwise estimate

V1)
IV fal(9) S e
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where the implicit constant depends only on n. We next consider the following “average” on a:

q q L)
/;9’1%1(/Q|Vfa| (x)dx) da5/9|vf| (X)(/B?le | f(x)—al? dx.

We note that the inner integral is of the form

da
1 = ,
5= fps T

1/2

and

1/2
max I(y) = 1(0) :Cn/ r"t9dr = Cyy <00 since g <n+1;
y 0

therefore, we obtain

[ 19 el da = Cag 911,

1/2

and the proof is easily concluded. O

The above proposition together with Proposition 2.1 and the remark on Sobolev exponents following it
give the following:

Theorem 2.3 (corollary of the projection trick; cf. [Hardt and Lin 1987, Theorem 6.2]). Let m,n € N*,
If1 < p<m(n+1)/(m+1) then for any ¢ € WH-P(9B™+1 S") there exists a nonlinear extension
u € WhpmtD/mpm+1 gny satisfying the control

lullppr1.p0n+0/mgm+1 sny = Comon, p @l 1.0 pm+1 smy.-

Remark 2.4. Note that from the same ingredients we obtain also the stronger estimate where for
g = p(m + 1)/m < m the weaker space W1~1/@4(9B™*1 S} replaces W -2 (9B™*! S™). This
was done in [Bethuel and Demengel 1995; Hardt and Lin 1987]. We stated Theorem 2.3 as above to
emphasize the connection with our Theorems B and C. Indeed, taking m = n we see that those theorems
cover the critical exponent p = n for which the projection trick stops working.

2B. Large integrability exponents. We now consider functions in W1-?(S™ S") with p > m; there
is a continuous embedding of C 0.1=m/p (8™,S") into this space. The candidate extension space
wlp(mtD)/mpm+1 g1y s also composed of C%!~"/P_functions. As described in Section 1D, the
extension problem is guaranteed to have a solution as long as 7, (S") = 0. This is true for m < n but
false for many choices of m > n and for m = n.

When an extension exists for ¢ representing the identity of the (nontrivial) group 75, (S"), a controlled
extension can be constructed based on the fact that a bound on the C ®%-norm for « > 0 implies a control
on the modulus of continuity.
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2C. Extension for maps in W1:1(3S1, S1). For maps with values in S3, we are helped by the existence
of a well-behaved product structure on S3, i.e., the one which gives the identification S3 ~ SU(2). This is
enough to get the analogous result for n = 1, as we will see now. It is however well known (see [Hatcher
2009, Section 2.3]) that this is a very unusual case: a group operation exists on sk only for k =1, 3.

We can state a similar extension problem in the 1-dimensional case. This kind of controlled extension
result is related to the recent work on Ginzburg—Landau functionals in [Serfaty and Tice 2008].

Here the main structural ingredients present for S3 are again present: namely, we have a group operation
on S! (in this case it is the abelian group U(1) ~ R/Z) and a M&bius structure on D? restricting to one
on S'. We follow the strategy of proof described in Section 1D. The result is:

Theorem 2.5 (1-dimensional version of the extension). There exists a function g : RT™ — R with the
following property: if € W1 (S!, S1) then there exists u € W (2.0 (D2 Sby with ulgp2 = ¢ in the
sense of traces and we have the norm control

[lee]| Ww1.2.00)(p2,sl)y = g(lell W1~1(§1,§1))-
We will explain the changes which occur with respect to the proof of Theorem B (see Section 4).

Sketch of proof. The procedure is as in Section 4 and Appendix A; we have just to replace exponents
and dimensions 3,4 with 1, 2. For the analogue of Proposition 4.9 the biharmonic equation (4-36) is
replaced by a harmonic equation, while the resulting estimates persist. Perhaps the only significant
change is Lemma B.1 of Appendix B. It should be replaced by the following product estimate, valid for
fewbl(D?), ge LN Wh2(D?):

Ifgllwia = 1/ lwralliglize + lIglw2). O

We must however note that the naturality of the space W !-1(S!, S') in Theorem 2.5 is less evident,
since the trace space H'/2(S',S!) does not continuously embed in it, unlike what happens in higher
dimensions. This is seen by considering

ue(0) = exp(i min{l, e ! distg1 (9, [—%n, %n])})

It is then clear that || Vue|| 1 (s1) = 2, while we estimate the double integral in 6, 6" giving the H 1/2_norm
by the contribution of the regions 6 € [0, 7], 0’ € [$7 + €, 7 + €]. Under these choices, u¢(6) = €,
ue(9') = e, and their distance in S' is 1. Thus,

diste:1 (u (9),Me(9/))2
2 — S e !
”uGHHl/Z(SlaSl) - /§1 /;1 distg1 (0, 67)? 409

1 1
1
=< dx d
/0/0 x+2e/m—y2 Y

<|loge|+ 1.
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2D. Using controlled liftings to obtain controlled extensions. The control obtained for extensions of
maps in W13(S3,S3) and W1(S!, S!) is exponential in the norms of these maps. In Section 3
we describe an approach, which works for ¢ € W12(S2,S?), which is completely different than in
dimensions 1 and 3 and yields a faster proof and a better control. Such an approach was first considered
in [Hardt and Riviere 2003]. This is based on the existence of controlled Hopf lifts. The result (see
Corollary 3.3) is that there exists an L2**-controlled lifting q~5 : §? - S3, i.e., a function such that
H o¢~> = ¢, where H : S — S? is the Hopf fibration and we have the control

IVl 2.00 = CIVl2(1+ [Vl 2)-

The analogous controlled lift exists also for ¢ € W1-3(S3, S?), whereas for 2 < p < 3 we have a control
on the L?-norm of the lift instead of the L#-°° one; cf. Proposition 1.7. This lift allows us to prove,
along the same lines, Theorems C and D.

The gist of the proof is the following: Once we have the controlled lift, the lifted map takes values
into a sphere of a higher dimension. This allows a wider range of application for the projection trick of
Proposition 2.2 or of its Lorentz space analogue of Proposition 3.4.

Having extended the lift, reprojecting the extension to S? via the Hopf map maintains the gradient
estimates. This is due to the fact that the Hopf fibration is a submersion (cf. (3-4)) and our lift can be
taken so that the “vertical” component 7 is also controlled.

Work on the existence of nonlinear liftings has been very active regarding S'-valued maps (see, e.g.,
[Bourgain et al. 2000; 2004; Bethuel and Zheng 1988] and the references therein). Looking also at
higher-dimensional analogues seems very promising in relation to extension results.

2E. Small energy extension with estimate. As for the case of curvatures over bundles with a compact
Lie group, the small energy regime allows a kind of linearization of the problem and gives estimates
which are better than what is expected in general. We obtain in particular an estimate in W !-# instead
of W1:(4:) for the extension, provided that the norm of the boundary trace is small:

Proposition 2.6 (see Theorem 4.4). There is a constant €y > 0 and a finite constant C such that, if
/ IVo|® <ep. ¢:S*—S°,
s3
then there exists u € W4(B*, S%) such that

u=¢ on dB* in the sense of traces and [Vullpacpay = ClIVP| L3 (s3)-

This is part of our proof of Theorem B and is proved in Section 4B using a method developed in
Appendix A in the spirit of [Uhlenbeck 1982b].

2F. Existence of W 1*4-extension without norm bounds. As for the case of global gauges, we can in
general obtain W 1-4(B*, S3)-extensions once we give up the requirement to have a norm control of the
extension such as in Theorem B. This phenomenon represents one example of situations in which function
spaces have behavior which is more complex than what can be detected by only looking at their norms.
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Proposition 2.7. If ¢ € W13(S3,S3), then its topological degree is well defined; cf. [Schoen and
Uhlenbeck ~1980; White 1988]. Suppose that deg ¢ = 0. Then there exists u € W *(B*, S?) such that

u=¢ on JdB 4 in the sense of traces.
Proof. We use the extension as in Section 4A. The construction using Lemma 4.5 is done on a series of
domains B(x;, p;) N B*, where x; € 0B*, p; € (o> 20 ] for the choice

,oF:=inf{p>O:EIxoeaB4,/ |V¢|3260}-
B

(x0,2p)NOB4
Note that we have no a priori control on how small p . could get, but (by absolute continuity of V| 3dx
and compactness of dB*) it cannot be zero for a fixed ¢. Then a Lipschitz extension u : % — S3 to a
Lipschitz region % included between B*\ B;_, p, and B*\ B 1—p,, €Xists as in Section 4A and such a
u will also be Lipschitz (with constant bounded by ,ol_,l) and will have degree zero (the preservation of
degree follows because the extension used in the construction preserves the homotopy type; cf. [White
1988]). In particular we can do a further Lipschitz (thus W 1-#) extension to the interior of B* \ %. This
provides the desired u. O

The proof of the above proposition is constructive, and no hint that the construction is optimal is
available. In the next section we prove that actually no general bound in W '+* can be achieved, because
of the intervention of the topological degree, much as in the case of SU(2)-instantons.

2G. Impossibility of W 1*4 bounds for an extension.

Proposition 2.8. There exists no finite function [ :RT — RT such that for each ¢ € W13(S3,S3) there
exists a function u € WH4(B*, S3) satisfying

u=q¢ on IB* in the sense of traces and Vullpapay = FIIVPllL3(s3))-

Proof. We recall the robustness of degree under strong convergence in W1-3(S3, S3) (see [Schoen and
Uhlenbeck ~1980; White 1988; Brézis and Nirenberg 1995; 1996]). Consider ¢ = idgs, which has
degree 1. Suppose an extension u : B* — S3 to ¢ were to exist with ||u||1.4 < C’. It would then be
possible to approximate « in W **-norm by functions u; € C*®(B*, S3), since smooth functions are
dense in W14(B*,S3). In particular the degrees deg(¢;) of ¢; = u;|;p+ would have to be zero. This
contradicts the fact that ¢; — ¢ in W !>-norm because the degree of the boundary trace is preserved
under strong W !>3-convergence.

This proves the absence of a continuous extension operator. To show that boundedness is also impossible,
we use a slightly different argument.

Consider ¢y € W13 N C®(S?, S?) that is a perturbation of the identity equal to the south pole S
in a neighborhood Ng of S. Then consider a Mdbius transformation F : S3 — S3 such that F~!(Ng)
includes the lower hemisphere, and let ¢’ = ¢ o F, ¢ = ¢g o (—F). Then, identifying S ~ SU(2) so
that S ~ idgy(2), use the group operation to define ¢ = ¢'¢”. Note that ||@| 1.5 < 2||doll 1.3, since the
conformal maps F, —F preserve the energy; moreover, ¢ has zero degree.
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Let F, be a family of Mdbius transformations symmetric about S that concentrate more and more
near S (with the notation of Appendix C we may take F, := Fy,, for v, = (1—1/n)S). Define ¢, :=¢'o F,
and ¢, := ¢/,¢". It is clear by conformal invariance of the W !:3-energy that the ¢, have constant energy.
They converge weakly to ¢” and have degree zero.

Call uy, the extension of ¢, and suppose that |u,| ;1.4 < C independent of n. We may suppose that,
in Wh4-norm, u, — us € WH*(B*,S3) and we obtain Usolgps = ¢” in the sense of traces. We then
apply the result of [White 1988] (see also [Schoen and Uhlenbeck ~1980]), which in this case says that
the 3-dimensional homotopy class passes to the limit under bounded sequential weak-W 1:4(B*, S%)
limits. We again obtain a contradiction to boundedness, since deg(¢”) = —1 whereas the same degree is
zero for the maps ¢y,. O

2H. Moving frames and their gauges. We describe here a lifting problem arising in the theory of moving
frames on 2-dimensional surfaces, where the Lorentz spaces appear again in the optimal estimates. The
model question is as follows:

Question 2.9. Given a map (representing the normal vector of an immersed surface) 7 € W12(D?, S?),
does there exist a W1-2-controlled trivialization é = (¢1,é,) of the pullback bundle #~!7S?? A
trivialization is defined by two vector fields é;, é, € W1-2(D?,S?) such that the pointwise constraints
|e1] = |éa| =1, é; - €, = 0 are satisfied almost everywhere and 77 = ¢ X é,.

This problem behaves like the one of global controlled gauges; namely for small energy a lift exists
and is controlled, and, for large energy, lifts can be found but with no general control. Uhlenbeck’s
e-regularity estimate is mirrored in the following theorem. This result was proved initially by F. Hélein
[1996, Lemma 5.1.4] under the hypothesis || V#|| ;2 < C and improved by Y. Bernard and T. Riviere, who
proved that it is enough to assume a smallness condition in weak-L?2:

Theorem 2.10 [Bernard and Riviere 2014, Lemma IV.3]. There exists €y such that, if | Vii| 1 2.00 < €9,
then there exists a trivialization with the controls

IVérllz2 + IVerllp2 < Cl|Viillpz and ||Véq|p2.00 + Ve f2.00 < C||Vii| 1 2.00 -

Note that, for the improvement above, the L?-energy might blow up yet still control the energy of the
trivialization, as long as we stay small in Lorentz norm. It would be interesting to explore this kind of
phenomenon also for curvatures in higher dimensions, like in our setting.

The bad behavior in large energy regimes starts at the energy level 87 (and this is optimal; see [Kuwert
and Li 2012]). This number has an evident topological significance because, if 71 is homotopically non-
trivial, i.e., parametrizes a noncontractible 2-cell of S2, then 47 = |§2| < sz u*dVolgz < %sz |V71|2,
so 87 is the smallest energy of a topologically nontrivial 7.

We also have the following lemma, similar to Section 2G:

Lemma 2.11. For [ |Vii|? > 87 there can be no controlled W -2 -trivialization é.

Sketch of proof:. We choose 7i mapping a neighborhood D?\ B, := N for small r to the south pole of
S? that has degree 1 and equals a conformal map outside a small neighborhood N, 3 N;. Such 7 exists
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with energy as close as desired to 87, independently of r, by conformal invariance of the energy.

Supposing a trivialization & = (€;, &,) exists, on N it will span the “horizontal” 2-plane of R* which is
perpendicular to S = (0,0, —1). On circles 0B, p > r, by Fubini’s theorem, for almost all € we will have
that &;, i = 1,2 will be W !-2 and thus C° and they have values in the equator of S2. By well-posedness
of the topological degree and since 7 is nontrivial in homotopy, we obtain that each ¢; will make a full
turn on each dB,. This gives that f 9B, |Vé;| > 1 on 0B, and by Jensen’s inequality we obtain

1
- 1
/ |Vei|2ZC/ —pdp=C
D2\ B, r P

since there is no positive lower bound for r > 0, we see that we cannot have a controlled trivialization. [J

|
log —|;
r

There is an analogue also of our W 1(4:20) _extension result here, and it corresponds to taking the
so-called “Coulomb frames”. The result is a general estimate with no restriction on 7, but with the Lorentz
norm L% instead of the L2-norm (this estimate follows from Wente’s [1969] inequality using [Adams
1975]):

Proposition 2.12 [Riviere 2012, VIL.6.3]. Let i € W1-2(D?,S?). Then a trivialization é belonging to
W 1(2:20) exists which satisfies the Coulomb condition

diV(él s ng> =0
and the control
IVELlLe.oor + Vel Laoor S I Viill 2 + [ Vill3 -

3. The Hopf lift extension

We now prove Theorem C. We consider a fixed ¢ € W1-2(S2, S?) and we need to construct an extension
u € WH3:00) (B3 §2) guch that

[l r.c.00 B3y S NP llwr2s2y(1 + [1@llpr1.2(s2)),

where the implicit constant is independent of ¢.

The strategy of proof uses a construction based on the Hopf fibration which has been introduced in
[Hardt and Riviere 2003]. The same strategy was later used in [Bethuel and Chiron 2007] for proving
similar lifting results as in [Hardt and Riviere 2003]. In the smooth case we will first lift ¢ : S? — S?2
to ¢ : S? — S3 such that H o = ¢, where H : S* — S3 is the Hopf fibration. Then we will extend
q~5 by using a Lorentz analogue of Proposition 2.2, working with similar conditions on dimensions and
exponents. Projecting back to S via H will keep the estimates.

Before the proof, we recall some properties of the map H.

3A. Facts about the Hopf fibration. Identifying S® with the unit sphere of C? with complex coordinates
(Z, W), the Hopf projection is H(Z, W) = Z/W and its fibers are great circles. This gives a function
with values in CU {oo} ~ S2. If we look at S3 C R* with the inherited coordinates (x1, X5, X3, X4), then
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we can identify
H*ws» =da for a = %(xldxz — Xpdx1 + x3dx4 — X4dx3). (3-1)

Here wg> is a constant multiple of the volume form of $2. Since S' ~ U(1), we can regard §3£I>§2 asa
principal U(1)-bundle P — S2.

Let ¢ : C — S? be a smooth function. Then d(¢p*ws2) = 0, because Q3(R? ~ C) = {0}. Since
H j z(C) = 0, there exists a 1-form 7 such that

dn = ¢*we: . (3-2)

We also note that for a smooth ¢ : C — S? the pullback of the U(1)-bundle P is trivial, since R? is
contractible. A trivialization of the bundle ¢*P — C can be identified with a lift ¢ of ¢. From (3-1) we
can deduce that dn = ¢*H*ws2 = ¢p*da = d(¢* ) and again there exists a 1-form 7] as in (3-2), defined
by

i=¢*a. (3-3)

Note that 77 coincides with 1 up to adding an exact form d6: we have qNS*a —n =d¢. If we come back
to the bundle point of view then d6 represents the effect of change of coordinates of the trivialization
giving q;, i.e., of a change of gauge. We then have n = q~5*o¢ —df = (e_"gq;)*a, where the action of e~?
is intended as a U(1)-gauge change and 6 : C — R is determined up to a constant. Moreover, since DH
is an isometry between the orthogonal complement of the tangent space of the fiber T, H~ ! (H(p)) and
T, pSz, we also obtain the norm identity

1D$I* =iil> + Do, (3-4)
3B. Hopf lift with estimates. We start the proof of Theorem C:

Proposition 3.1. Suppose ¢ € W1-2(C, S?). Then there exists a lifting ¢ : C — S? such that Ho ¢ = ¢
and there exists a universal constant C such that

IVlz200 < CIVRIL2(1+ V9 2)-
Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1 (constructions in the smooth case). We have seen that, at least in the smooth case, constructing a
I-form 7 as in (3-2) is equivalent to constructing a lift q~5 : C — S*. We now observe that such a 1-form
can in turn be easily constructed by inverting the Laplacian on C via its Green kernel, which is of the
form K(x) = —y log |x|. In particular, K € W !-(2:) which is the reason why this norm appears. First
note that dd*(K * B) = 0 for a smooth L!-integrable 2-form 8 on C. We can then use this formula for
B = ¢*ws2 and, taking into account the fact that VK is in L2*, by the Lorentz-space Young inequality
(see [Grafakos 2008]), we obtain that the 1-form 7 defined as

n:=d*[K * (¢p*ws2)], n— 0 at infinity, (3-5)
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satisfies (3-2) and the estimates
17l 200 S 19" ws2 L1 SUDPIZ 2@l = [ D75 - (3-6)

We have mentioned where to find the proof that n corresponds up to a unitary transformation to a lift q;,
and from (3-4) and (3-6) we also obtain the estimate for ¢,

1Dl 200 5 Inll 200 + 1Dl L2 S 1Dl L2(1+ [ DYl 2). (3-7

Step 2 (extending the constructions to W !+2). The results obtained so far hold for ¢ € C*°(C, S?). We
use the well-known fact that, while not dense in the strong topology, the functions in C°(C, S?) are
instead dense with respect to weak sequential convergence (see [Bethuel 1991; Hang and Lin 2003]). The
constraint of u, having values in S?, as well as the constraint </3,, o H = ¢, for the (Z)n, are pointwise
constraints (note indeed that the function H is smooth), so they are preserved under weak convergence
én — ¢ € W2, Now we state the only less classical point in the proof in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. L>®-estimates are preserved under weak convergence in L?. In other words, if f, € L?
are weakly convergent to f € L?, then || f || 2.00 <liminfy—coll fn|l1.2.00-

Proof. We observe that a positive answer to this question cannot directly and trivially be obtained by
interpolation, since the L°°-norm is not lower semicontinuous with respect to weak convergence in L?2.
We thus proceed by duality; namely, we note that

L322 = (L @Dy and LD 12
Therefore ( f5,, ¢) — (f, ¢) for all ¢ € LD and by usual Banach space theory we obtain the thesis. [

Applying the lemma, we obtain the desired estimate to conclude the proof of Proposition 3.1 via
Bethuel’s weak density result [1991]. O

We observe that, given a map ¢ € W 1-2(S?,S?), we can obtain a map u : C — S? having the same
norm by composing with the inverse stereographic projection W~! : C — S?; we use the facts that the
exponent 2 is equal to the dimension and that W is conformal. In a similar way, having constructed a lift
i : C — S*, we obtain automatically a lift ¢~> of ¢ by composing back with S. The same reasoning using
conformality also shows that the L2>*°-norm of the gradient of q~5 is preserved. This proves:

Corollary 3.3. Suppose ¢ € W1-2(S?, S?). Then there exists a lifting q; :S? — S3 such that H oq; =¢
and there exists a universal constant C such that

IVl 200 < ClIVPlL2(1+ [V L2).
3C. Projection and wise choice of the point. To proceed in our strategy for the proof of Theorem C, we
use a version of the projection trick of Section 2A.
Proposition 3.4 (projection trick 2). Suppose thatq@ e W(2:2)(S2 S3). Then there exists a function

ii: B3 — S® such that ii] B3\s2 = q~5 satisfying the following bound for some universal constant C:

lllppr1.6.00 B3y = Cligllwr.c.oo(s2)-
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Proof. We proceed in two steps: the first one introduces the W 1-3-%)_norm estimate, and the second one
ensures that the constraint of having values in S® can be preserved.

Step 1 (harmonic extension). Consider a solution # of the equation

At =0 B3,
- =0 on 3 (3-8)
u=¢ on 0B-.
By using the Poisson kernel estimates, we obtain that # € W1-(3-%) (B3 B%) and
IVill o0 S 1Vl Lo - (3-9)

Step 2 (projection in the target). We now correct the fact that & has values not in S* but in its convex
hull B*. Fora e B?/z we define the radial projection 7, : B* — S3 of center a, i.e.,

a(x) :=a+tax(x —a), where t5x >0 is chosen so that |7,(x)| = 1.

In order to estimate the norm of u, := 7w, o 4 we note that

Vi
Vg o)) < oL
|u(x) —al
with an implicit constant bounded by 4 as long as a € Bf /2 We just estimate the L?-norm of Vu, for
p €][1,4[. We note that /Bl/z |lit(x) —a|~? da is bounded for all such p by a number C, independent
of x; therefore, by changing the order of integration and applying Fubini, we obtain

/ / Vg (x)|? dx da < Cp/ |Vﬁ(x)|p/ lit(x) —al™? da < Cp||VL7||5.
B2 /B B, B2

In other words, the assignment a — u, gives a map whose L},(B1/2, le’p(Bg’, S%))-norm is bounded
by the L?-norm of Vi for p €1, 4][. First observe that, by Lions—Peetre reiteration (see [Tartar 2007,
Chapter 26]), L% s an interpolation between L?° and L?! with 3 € |po, p1[ C ]1.4[. We now use
the nonlinear interpolation theorem of Tartar [2007, Chapter 28]. Call U(a, x) := Vi(x)/|i(x) —al. We
know that the map u > U is bounded between W :7i and L?i for i = 0, 1. In order to show that it also
satisfies

[Vux)| .
{(x,a) EB\XByppi—F———>Ap|= ”U”z(S.oo) < ||”||?/V1,(3,oo> ) (3-10)

)\3
o u(x)—dl

A>0

we will check the local estimate

Vu(x) B Vo(x)
lu(x) —al  |v(x)—al

S lu—vllLe.
LP1

This follows since

/ / Vu(x) Vou(x)
By JBy,2

D1

u(x)—al o) —dl 5/;91 Vvl /1/2('“(x)_“'_p1 +v(x) —a| ") da dx
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and the same estimates as before apply to the second factor, uniformly in x. Thus (3-10) holds. From
(3-10) it easily follows that there exists a € By, for which

IVitall L0 sy) < liillpr.c.eo - (3-11)

Combining (3-9) and (3-11), we obtain the claim of the proposition for i := u,. O

3D. End of proof.

Proof of Theorem C. Apply consecutively Corollary 3.3 and Proposition 3.4. For # as in Proposition 3.4,
we can then consider u := H ou, : B> — S?. Since H is Lipschitz, we obtain the pointwise estimate

[Vu| < [Vug|. (3-12)
Combining this with the estimates of Corollary 3.3 and Proposition 3.4, we obtain the thesis. O

3E. Modification of proof in the case of W1:P(S™,S2). In this section we prove Theorem D and
Proposition 1.7.

Proof of Theorem D and of Proposition 1.7. We consider n =2 <m and 3m/(m+1) < p <dm/(m+1)
as in Proposition 1.7. We will use the fact that such p is always greater than 2. The construction of the
1-form 7 satisfying (3-3) and (3-4) can be done in a completely analogous way if the domain is R,
m > 3. The only difference is that in that case the Laplacian on 2-forms such as ¢*wg> has the form
§ = d*d + dd*, where the first part does not vanish anymore. In this case however we may still solve

dT] = ¢*0)§2,
d*n=0,
n(x) —0 as |x| — oo.

If $ € WHP(R™,S?) and since p > 2, we then have

|dnll Lor2@my < Cllg™ws2 | Loy < ClAGIL o gmy-

As before, we have (3-4), from which we also obtain |D¢;|P < n|? + | D¢|?. Passing to S™ and noting
that in dimension m > p we have W 1:2/2(§™ S§2) < [ mp/@m=p)(gm S2) <, [ P(S™ S2) we obtain

1Dl Losm.s2) S IDIT p(sm 52y + 1 DPllLo(sm 52)-
Harmonic extension and Proposition 2.2 allow us then to obtain an extension i : B”+! — S2 of ¢~5 such
that
Vit ppontv/mpm+1 g3y S | D@l Losm s3)
provided p(m+1)/m <4 (which is the condition appearing in Proposition 2.2. Composing with the Hopf
map H at most decreases the norm; thus we obtain that u := H o is the desired controlled extension as

in Proposition 1.7 and in Theorem D (note that for m = 3 the condition p(m + 1)/m < 4 is equivalent to
p <3). O
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4. The extension theorem for W 1:3 maps S3 — S3

This section is devoted to the proof of the following theorem:

Theorem B”. There is a constant C > 0 such that, if p € W1-3(S3, S3), then there exists an extension
u € Wh4.) (B4 S3) of ¢ such that

Clvel?

IVullLs.00(pay = Cle L3 4[|Vl L3). (4-1)

4A. Modulus of integrability estimates. In general, during our estimates we indicate by C a positive
constant, which may change from line to line and also within the same line. We start by fixing the notation
for the main quantity which will be used control the energy concentration of our maps.

Definition 4.1. If D C R* and f : D — R is measurable then let E( f, p, D) denote the (possibly infinite)
modulus of integrability of f, which is defined as

E(f,p.D) = sup / I
xeD JB,(x)ND

The modulus of integrability fits into a sort of elliptic estimate as follows:

Proposition 4.2 (integrability modulus estimates). Let ¢ € W1-3(0B*, S?) and assume that u is the
solution to the equation

Au=0 on B*,
u=¢ on dB*.

Then there exists a constant Cy independent of ¢, p such that, when p € ]0, %[
EVal*.p. 8 = CLE(VP 20,089 [ vl #2)
B4
Proof. We have to prove that, for all xo € B*,
4 3 4 3
/ Vult < CLEQVOP. 20,08 [ 196 (43)
B, (x0)NB4 aB4

Step 1 (the case xo € 0B*). Let n:S3 — [0, 1] be a cutoff function such that n = 1 on B;,(x0) N S3,
n=0onS3\ Byy(xg), and |Vn| < p~ 1. Then write ¢ = ¢1 + ¢, with ¢1 = n¢, n, = (1 —n)¢, and let
u =uq + uy with
Au;j =0 on B*,
{ui =¢; on 0B*

for i =1, 2. It suffices to prove (4-3) for each u; separately. By elliptic theory and by the definition of 7,

4/3
/ |w1|4s(/ |V¢|3) .
B, (xo)NB* s’

$2(») dr-

alx =yl

Poisson’s formula gives

us(x) = C(1— |x]?) /aB



1870 MIRCEA PETRACHE AND TRISTAN RIVIERE
4 1
thus, for x € B,(x9) N B*, p < 7,

V| 9] V|
Vil <5 [ v [ cvso [ —dy
S3\Ba, (x0) 1X — VI S3\ B, (x0) 1X — VI S3\ B2, (x0) |X — VI

Patching together the estimates obtained so far, we write

4/3 |V¢| 4
osnae T = e ) e (75 o
(X0 ’ ” —

where the factor p® comes from the pointwise estimate for Vu,, keeping in mind that | B p(x0)N B* < p*
Let the summands on the right side of (4-4) be I and II respectively. Note that

1/3
15(/ |V¢|3) /|V¢|35E<|V¢|3,2p,884>/ Vol. (4-5)
B> (x0)NIB4 s3 s3

To estimate 1, cover S* \ B, p(x0) by (finitely many) geodesic balls Bg’ o (x7) so that x; form a maximal
2p-net and they are at distance at least 2p from xg. Then

1/3
| |V¢|s|B§,,|(][ |V¢|3) |
ng(xi) B3, (xi)

For y € B;p(x,-), X € Byp(xo) N B*, we have |x — y| ~ dist(x;, xo). Thus

4
1< pb (Zdlst *(xi x0)p’a 1/3)

where a; = fB§ x1) |[V¢|3. By Holder’s inequality we easily obtain
0 1

3
I < pzo(sup a1/3)(z a,-) (Z dist_16/3(x,~,xo)) .
i

i

Now, the first parenthesis is estimated by p~! E(|V¢|?, 2p, dB*)!/3, the second one by p~> f§3 Vol|3,
and the last one by ,0_16/ 3. Thus we obtain

1< p?Pp LE(|Vo|, 2p,9B*)1/3p716 —3/ IVo|* < E(IVe|®, 2p,aB4)1/3/3|V¢|3. (4-6)

By (4-5) and (4-6), we obtain (4-3) for x¢ € dB*.

Step 2. If |xg| < 1 —2p then we can directly apply the estimates for the term I of (4-4), since now the
denominator |x — | in the Poisson formula will be at least p for all x € B,(xy).

The estimate of Step 1 also holds for p > % with the same constant. We can cover the case
|xo0| € 1 —2p, 1] with p < % by noticing that if x; = xo/|xo| then B3,(xg) D By(xo), and that the
measures |V¢|3do, |Vu|*dx are doubling with constants bounded by the packing constants of S* and of
B* respectively, while the function E( f, p, D) is increasing in p. Therefore the inequality (4-3) also holds

for this last choice of x¢ up to changing Cy by a factor depending only on the above packing constants. [J
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4B. Extension in the case of small energy concentration. In small energy concentration regions we
utilize the following:

Theorem 4.3 (small concentration extension). There exists a constant § € ]0, %[ with the following
property: for each ¢ € W13(S3,S3) such that the local estimate

§
E(|Vo|?,20,5%) < —— 4-7
(IVo]®.2p )_CIE 4-7)

holds with ||V¢||z3(§3) = E, there exists a function it € W1*:)(B* S3) \which equals ¢ on S? in the
sense of traces and satisfies

i V)2,
nVumfaas——7;£—+uV¢HLL (4-8)

Theorem 4.3 follows from several ingredients, the proofs of which are postponed to Appendix A and
to the end of Section 4B.

Theorem 4.4 (Uhlenbeck analogue). There exist two constants 5 > 0, C > 0 with the following property:
Suppose y € W1-3(S3, S3) is such that |V | L3(s3) =8. Then there exists an extension v € Wh4(B*,S3)
satisfying the estimate

vl 144y = CIVY Il L3 (s3)-
Proof. See Theorem A.2. O

Ifu e W4(B* R*) and p € |0, [, xo € 3B*, then by a mean value argument there exists € [p, 2p]

such that
/3/ |Vu|* < c/ |Vu|*. (4-9)
int(B4)NJ Bz (x0) B4N By (xp)

In this case the following lemma will prove useful:

Lemma 4.5 (Courant-Lebesgue analogue). Fix p € |0, 1[. There exists a constant C > 0 such that, if
u e WH(B* R*) is the extension of ¢ € W13(S3,S3) and

gl Vul*<C
int(B4)NdB5 (x0)
with xo € B4, then for almost every x € d(B* N B5(xo)) we have
dist(u(x), S%) < . (4-10)
The restriction of u to a smaller ball B;_,, being harmonic, is smooth. Then we may utilize the
following result:

Lemma 4.6 (interior estimate). Given u € W14 N C1(B*, B*), there exists a constant C independent of
u such that, for half of the points a € B*,

4

1
< c/ |Vu|*.
L4,oo(B4) B4

|u—al
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Proof of Theorem 4.3. Step 1. We first observe that the harmonic extension u of ¢ satisfies

@ llmw1.3(s3)

|Vu|(x) < for x € Bi_,.

A direct way to see this is by estimating via the Poisson formula together with Poincaré’s inequality and
a good covering by p-balls B; C S3:

\Y%
|Vu|(x) 5,0(/ Ix _qj;|4 dy+/§3 |x |j>|y|4 dy)

15, |V¢>|+|¢| ,
< Z e LAY where dj ~ dist(B;, x)

< ;(%) ]gj [Vo|+ 1, by Poincaré
3 A 2/3 3 1/3 )
< (Z<E) ) (;(]ﬁ, |v¢|) + 1) , by Holder

J

ol
P

To justify the last step we observe that Card{;j : d; ~ 2/ p} ~ 2% and thus the first factor in the

penultimate line is bounded by (Z >0 272J )2/ 3, while for the second factor we use Jensen’s inequality.
Step 2. We now use Lemma 4.6 and observe that if 77, : B*\ {a} — S? is the retraction of center a then

\Y%
V(rgou)| <124

lu—al’
In particular, using Step 1 and Lemma 4.6 we obtain

1
|u—al

Vs
P

IV (a0 )l oo < | Vil oo H IVl s @11

L4.c
Step 3. Consider a maximal cover {B;} of S* = 9B* by 4-dimensional balls of radius p and centers
on dB*. Tt is possible to find a constant C, depending only on the dimension, such that the collection of
balls of doubled radius {2 B;} can be written as a union of C families of disjoint balls %y, ..., Fc.

Then apply (4-9) to each ball B; € %,. This will give a new family of balls {B] : B; € %} with
radii between p and 2p to which it will be possible to apply Lemma 4.5. Thus dist(u(x), 0B*) < % on
d(B* N B)) for all B!. Because of the choice of F; it also follows that the balls B/ are disjoint.

If we choose a projection 7, from Step 2 so that dist(a, dB%) > %, then

u’l :=mg0 (ulypenp)) satisfies |Vu"1| <C|Vu| on dB;N B*

by the estimates of Step 2. Note that @ will be fixed during the whole construction.



GLOBAL GAUGES AND GLOBAL EXTENSIONS IN OPTIMAL SPACES 1873

We extend ui1 (denoting the extension again by u"l) inside B N B* via Theorem 4.4, obtaining a new

function A
mgou on B*\J B,
up .= .
ul on Blf.

Theorem 4.4 implies that #; satisfies

1/3
191l s ary < c(/ |Vu1|3) |
! 3B
We can rewrite this as follows:

] 4/3
Vu,|*=<C Vol + vul|?
1
B;NB4 B;NOB int(B)NJB;

4/3 . 4/3
< (/ |V¢|3) + (/ IVu’lP) : (4-12)
B;iN0B int(B)NJB;

We note that (using Lemma 4.5)

C\4/3 .
([ |Vu’1|3) 5%3(83,-)1/3/ |Vl [*
dB;Nint(B) d0B; Nint(B)
<p / Vul*
dB; Nint(B)

s/ |Vu|?; (4-13)
B;NB4

therefore, u; still satisfies (4-2) with a constant C; which is now changed by a universal factor.

Step 4. It is possible to repeat the same operation starting from the function u#; and using the balls of the
family &, to obtain a function u,, and then do the same iteratively for all the families %, ..., Fc.

Denote by % the union of all the perturbed balls B; corresponding to the families %, ..., Fc. Recall
that the number of families is equal to the maximal number of overlaps of balls of different families and
depends only on the dimension. Then, iterating the estimates (4-12) using (4-13) for all families &;, we
obtain for the last function u ¢ that

[|Vuc|4sE<|V¢|3,zp,s3)“32/ |V¢|3+/ IVl
R i B;NOB R

< Vo113 353 (VL. 20,8 + [Vl L3(s3)), (4-14)
where for the last inequality we also used the elliptic estimates for # in terms of ¢.

Step 5. We now combine the estimate (4-11) for the part B\ ® C Bj_, and (4-14). Observe that in
general || f'||4.00 < ||f |14+ and that the L#*°-norm satisfies the triangle inequality. We obtain

IVl 5

~ 3/4
IVallzase £ =+ 19l + 194 !

L E(Ve[R. 2. 8%V, (4-15)

Using the trivial estimate E(|V@|*®,2p,S?) < Js3 |V|?, the desired estimate follows. O
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We now proceed to prove the above lemmas.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. The hypotheses xo € dB*, 5 < 1 have the following two geometric consequences:
(1) dB* N 0Bj;(xo) has positive measure; (2) B*n Bj(x¢) is 2-bi-Lipschitz equivalent to B;. Therefore,
we may just prove that (4-10) holds true on 0B, for a function u such that

{ﬁfagﬂ IVul* < C,
[{x ¢ |ul(x) =1} > 0.

To do this note that, by definition, u(x) € S for a.e. x € dB*, then use the Sobolev inequality

llnsoayy 57 [ 19l
0
which is valid in dimension 3. For C small enough we obtain (4-10). O

Proof of Lemma 4.6. By the coarea formula we have

s ) —al ™' > A} = [u~ (By-i (@)] = f

BAfl (a)

Card(u~!(x)) dx < Cf |Vu|?.
B4

We then observe that the measurable positive function F(x) := Card(u~'(x)) belongs to L' (B*). The
maximal function MF, has L!**-norm bounded by the L'-norm of F,, and in particular there exists a
constant C independent of u such that for at least half of the points @ € B* we have

1
sup — F,=C FMSC/ |Vu|*.
r A B B* B4

For such a we have, after the change of notation A = A~!, the desired estimate
{x : Ju(x) —a|™! >A}|A4§C/ |Vu|*. O
B4

4C. The case of large energy concentration. Following Theorem 4.3, we are led to divide the set of
boundary value functions W13(S3, S3) into two classes, based on whether or not the energy concentrates.
Let Lg :={p € W'(S?,S%): Vo], < E} and for ¢ € L define Eg := E(|V9|*, pg, S%). We
distinguish between the following two classes of “good” and “bad” boundary value functions:
gE Z:LEH{¢1E¢§(§},
£ _ (4-16)
BT :=LgN{p: Ey > 6}

‘We will fix the constants
PE = e—CmaX{l,E3} and g

at the end of Section 4D.
The precise steps of our extension construction are as follows (see also the graphical summary (4-17)):

(1) Theorem 4.3 gives a good estimate for the boundary values in 4Z.
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L;ﬁ

then it is possible to write ¢ = ¢ ¢, with

fIV@PSE——
53

(the product of S3-valued functions is pointwise the product on S3 ~ SU(2)).

(2) If ¢ € BE has average close to zero, i.e.,

<1
_47

N[ O

(3) If we are not in the two cases above, we use the functions
Fy(x):=—v+ (1 —|v]>)(x*—v)*,

where a* = a/|a|?, v € B*, which form a subset of the Mobius group of B*. We have two cases:

(a) For all v € B*, we have US3 ¢o Fv‘ > %, in which case

i(v) := n§3(/§3¢on)

gives an extension of ¢ with values in S3 that satisfies

lullpis < l@llwis

(b) There exists v € B* such that } f§3 ¢o Fv} < %, in which case we can apply the reasoning of
cases (1), (2) above to q§ := ¢ o Fy. Since Fy is conformal and |¢| = |q~§| = 1, we have

IVolls =Vellrs. lolwrs = lollprs.

Again we reason differently in the two cases gz; € 4E and q; e BE:

(4) If, in case (3b), q; e BE, then we apply case (2) to ¢~> and we can express
$=¢1¢2 and ¢ =(d1oF, )20 F).

Then ¢; := &i o Fv_1 are as in case (2).

(5) If, in case (3b), (,z; € 4 then we apply case (1) to qg With a careful study of the relation between
the position of v € B* relative to dB* and the parameter p > We construct

ue Wl’(4’°°)(B4,S3) extending ¢ =¢~’° Fv_lv

starting from the extension # of (;7) given in case (1).
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(4-17)

(¢ewr| | Extend

Extend

Iterate

Proposition 4.7 (balancing = splitting). There exists a constant C with the following property: Suppose
that ¢ € BE with the notation of (4-16), and assume § < C and p E= e~ Cmax{LE*} ' Fyrther assume
that, as a function in W13 (S3,R?), ¢ satisfies

Lo

Then, identifying S* ~ SU(2), there exists a decomposition

¢ =¢192 (4-18)

1
i

=

such that, fori = 1,2, B
8
/3|V¢i|3<E—§- (4-19)
S

Proof. Step 1. Fix a concentration ball B = BS® (o xo0) such that
/ IVo|® > 8. (4-20)
B

Step 2. Consider dyadic rings in S* defined as R; :=2/T1 B\2! B, where we denote 2 B= B s Qip £ X0)-
For an easily computed constant C we can fix Ng = Cllog, pg| such that, for i < N, it follows
that 21 p . < 1. Since

Ng
> [ 1vor <.
R;

i=1
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by the pigeonhole principle there exists i € {1, ..., Ng} such that
| 1P <o
Ri, NE
Again by the pigeonhole principle (using the fact that the cubes are dyadic), there therefore exists
te [2i°+1pE, ZiOpE] such that

z/ o <L (4-21)
3BS* (t,x0) NEg

where C is a constant depending only on the geometry of S3.

Step 3. Denote B; = = BS’ (z, xo) as in Step 2. We define the function ¢1 via a suitable harmonic extension
outside of B; by

{¢~51 =¢ on 0B;,
A(@ oW)=0 on B¥,

where ¥ : R? — S3\ {xo} is a stereographlc projection composed with a dilation of R3 such that
\IJ(BRz (1,0)) = S*\ B;. On B, we define ¢1 ¢. By Holder’s inequality, using elliptic estimates and
the conformality of dilations and inverse stereographic projections, we have

~ Lo\3/2 _ 3/2 3
7 |V¢1|32C(/ |V¢1|2) =c(/ |V¢1ow|2) =c [ 1Vhiour
9B, 9B, 9B® B

1 1
= C/ Vil (4-22)
S3\B;
Step 4. We define
1 = g3 °§1§1-

As in Lemma 4.5, there exists a universal constant C such that if

E
[ < 4_

then
dist(¢1, S*) < 1.

This implies, like in Theorem 4.3, that pointwise a.e. we have the estimate
V1| < CVu .

By (4-23) it follows that, extending via ¢; = ¢ on B, we obtain ¢; € W13(S?, S3) such that

e P <cE (4-24)
S3\ B, NE
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Step 5. We now estimate from below the energy of ¢|s3\ p,. Denote by (]_59 the average of ¢ on a domain
Q C S3. First we use the Poincaré inequality on S \ B; and the fact that |¢| = 1 almost everywhere:

3
/ VP z/ 16— dosng, I’ 2 (/ |¢—¢>§s\3,|)
S3\ B, S3\B; S3\B;

n 3
2 (IS’ \ Bi|(1 = I¢s3\5,1) - (4-25)
Using the fact that |<,z_5§3| = %, |¢§Bt| <1 and the triangle inequality, we have
S°\ Bil|pss\ g, | < 16531 1S°| + | Bilds,| < 31S° [+ | Byl. (4-26)

Now, (4-25) and (4-26) and the estimate ¢ < % from Step 2 give
/ IVol® = (31S°]—2/B,))’ = C. (4-27)
3\B,
From this inequality, if § is small enough then we obtain
/ |Vo|® > 6. (4-28)
S3\B;

Step 6. We now define ¢, := ¢1_1 ¢, where the pointwise product uses the group operation on S* ~ SU(2).
Observe that, since |¢| = |¢1]| = 1 a.e.,

V@' 9) =107 V1,6 + 67 V| < [Vo| + Ve,
Thus, if C/Ng < 1in (4-24) (i.e., if pgp = e~ CNE ig small enough), then

1/3 2/3
/ Voo ? 5/ Vol +7(/ |V¢1|3) (/ |V¢|3) .
S3\ B, S3\ B, S3\ B, S3\ B,

By using (4-28), (4-24) and (4-20) we then obtain

= E
/ |V¢2|3§/ Vo> + C 1/3 SE-§+C—. (4-29)
S3\B; S3\B; Ng Nj

Step 7. It is now possible to conclude the proof. The estimate (4-19) for ¢, follows from (4-29) if
N > CE3§3. (4-30)

Similarly, by construction ¢; = ¢ on B;, and

[woir = [ 1veP+ [ el sE-Froor.
s3 B, S3\ B, NEg
Thus we reach (4-19) if

Ng > CES . (4-31)
Recall from Step 2 that Ng = —C log, p, so (4-30) and (4-31) translate into the requirement that
Pg = e=C max{ES,(E 8)3}, which is implied by our hypothesis since § is bounded. d
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Remark 4.8. The proof of (4-27) in Step 5 gives the following general estimate, valid for bounded
Sobolev functions on a compact manifold M and for any Poincaré domain 2 C M:

IVollLr) = CalIMI(I¢]lLooar) — [oar]) =21l |l Looany | M \ 1], (4-32)
where Cg, is the Poincaré constant of 2.

Consider now the conformal transformations of the unit ball B*
a

Fy(x) =—v+ (1—|v/*)(x*—v)*, where ve B* and a* = Pk
a

Proposition 4.9 (balancing = extension). Let ¢ € W13(S3, S3). Suppose that, for all v € B*,

poFy|>1 4-33)
s3 4
Then the following function u : B* — S? extends ¢:
u(v) :=mg3 (][ ¢o Fv), where mg3(a) = |a_| for a € R*\ {0}. (4-34)
S3 a
Moreover, there exists a constant C independent of ¢ such that
[Vullpspsy = ClIIVO| L3(s3)- (4-35)
Proof. Step 1. After a change of variable,
oo rmar={ o0l Yo a.
s3 s3
where |(F, )| is the conformal factor of DF;!. From Lemma C.1,
_ 1—1v|?
F 1\/ — F/ — :
|(Fy)1() = [FL, () PEE
therefore,
1= vf? )3
oFy, = d
Loeori=f oo(i15) @
From [Nicolesco 1936], the function
1—y27?
Ker) =197 |22
lx =yl
is the Poisson kernel for the equation
A2y =0 on B*,
Ju
ou = 4-36
v |aB4 0 (4-36)
ulpp = ¢.

Therefore, the function #(v) := fgs ¢ o Fy satisfies (4-36).
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Step 2. The following classical estimate holds for (4-36) (see [Gazzola et al. 2010, Chapter 2] for the
stronger estimate |[u||p1.4(q) =< @ lpr1-1/4.450)):

IVullLa(psy = ClIIVEll L3 (B3)-

Step 3. We note that

I<la(x)|=C forall ve B*

because of our hypothesis (4-33), |¢| = 1 and by the elementary estimate f§3 (1=|>)/|y+v|®)3dy <C.
As in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 4.3 (with notation g3 = 7, for a = 0), we obtain the pointwise

estimate
|V(rgs out)| ~ |Vid].

The estimate (4-35) follows via Step 2. O

Consider now the case in which the hypothesis of Proposition 4.9 is false, i.e., that there exists v € B*
with

=

(4-37)

=

$poFy
s3
Fy|s3 is conformal and bijective (see Appendix C); thus, for A C S3,

/ VP =[ Vol
A Fyl(A4)

in particular, g27> := ¢ o Iy has energy at most E, like ¢. We observe that Proposition 4.7 applies to q~5
directly due to our hypotheses. Therefore, we can find ¢, ¢, € W13(S3, SU(2)) such that

(=]

¢ =192, /|V¢~5i|3§E—— for i =1,2.
s3

[\

We then precompose with F~ I which preserves the pointwise product and the L3-energy of the gradients,
obtaining the same decomposition for ¢.
The case ¢ € G is a bit more difficult:

Proposition 4.10. Under the assumption (4-37) and with q; := ¢ o Iy, suppose that q; € GE. Then there
exists an extension u € W4 (B* S3) of ¢ such that

C
IVitllscocpey < 2= 19917553 + 199 lL3(s3) (4-38)
E

under the assumption that
pp =t (4-39)

Proof. To simplify notations, let p = p during this proof. We divide the domain B* into

A:=F; ' (B(0,1-p)), A :=B*\A4.
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By Lemma C.2, there exists a constant C' dependent only on the dimension and a function /(v) such that,

for x € A and under the condition (4-39),
h

(é)) |F)|(x) < Ch(v). (4-40)

Therefore, we have
[{x € A:|Vul(x) > A} = |{x € 4 |Va|(Fy(x)) | Fyl(x) > A}|

){xeA |Vu|(Fv(x))>Ch( )}‘

|Fy|~* dy

/Fu (DN Val(»)> A/ (Ch(v))}

<C*h~ 4(v)‘{y631 o [Vil] > Ch(v)}‘

< CY ATVl s o, )

By bringing A to the other side, it follows that
AY{x € A1 |Vul(x) > A} < C¥|| Vil L4.0o(B(0.1-p))- (4-41)
By conformal invariance, the invertibility of F, and the usual estimate between L*° and L*, we have
A*{x € A" |Vul(x) > A} = C|Vulja gy = ClIVill s\, _,)- (4-42)
We now sum (4-41) and (4-42) and we take the supremum on A > 0. It follows that, up to increasing C,

[Vulpa.copay = C(|Vitl| 4.0, _,) + IVitllLap\B,_,))- (4-43)

The estimate (4-43) together with Theorem 4.3 applied to & gives the desired estimate for the first
summand, while for the second summand we proceed as in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 4.3. On
the small concentration regions B; for ¢; we apply Courant’s Lemma 4.5, due to which we may project
the values of u :=ii o F, ! on S3 with little change of the gradient of u. Since F, ! is conformal, the
L3-energy of i on dB; is the same as the L3-energy of u on dF, ! (B;). By Theorem 4.4 applied to @i as
in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 4.3, we obtain

IVull pap1m\ B,y = IVitllLagrB, ) = ClIVeliLsss) = CIVelLs(ss)-

This and (4-43) conclude the proof. O

4D. End of the proof of Theorem B”. We refer to the scheme (4-17) for the idea of the proof.

Choice of §. In (4-16), take § < § /C1 with the notations of Theorem 4.3 and with § is as in Theorem 4.4.
If necessary, shrink § so that the bound of Proposition 4.7 is also satisfied.

Choice of p . From Proposition 4.7 with the above choices of 8, we get p ES e~ C max(1,E%)
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Estimates for extensions. Consider again the scheme (4-17). Each time we extend some boundary
datum ¢ obtained during our constructions via a function u : B* — S3, we do so with one of the following
estimates:

¢ In the case of the extensions of Theorem 4.3 or of Proposition 4.10 (which in turn actually depends
on Theorem 4.3) we have

IVl
IVullps.co S ——5= + [Vl Ls.
PE

¢ In the case of the biharmonic extension of Proposition 4.9, we have the much better
[Vullps < IVPliLs -

The number of iterations to be made when we apply the procedure described in scheme (4-17) is bounded
by
E/i§~E.

Since each iteration creates two new boundary value functions out of one, in the end we may have a
decomposition into no more than

eCE boundary value functions.

By the triangle inequality we see that, in this case, there exists an extension of the initial ¢ satisfying
Cc|vel®
IVullpsce 5 eIV PILs V)2 + 1Vl s (4-44)

This gives the estimate (4-1) of Theorem B”, finishing the proof. O

5. Controlled global gauges

In this section we prove Theorem A.

SA. Scheme of the proof. We indicate here the sketch of the proof, before going through the details.

Proof. We will denote the L?-norm of F by E. We may assume that a first guess for 4 (i.e., a fixed
trivialization) is already given and belongs to W -2 (if the bound by € on the energy of F is available,
we may assume more by Uhlenbeck’s result stated above, namely that one controls the W !2-norm of A4
by the energy).

It can be seen from the formula of change of gauge that it is equivalent to estimate either the gradient
of the trivialization g or the gradient of the connection A4 in that gauge.

We define f by iteration on the energy bound E. The main steps are as follows (see the scheme (5-1)):

e Uhlenbeck’s theorem [1982b] already gives a gauge with an L*-estimate of the gradient of the
trivialization if the energy of F is smaller than €.

* Let pj be the largest scale at which no more than %eo of the L2?-norm of F concentrates.
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* In the case pp = pp := Cpinj(M )2~ E/€1 | we iteratively extend our gauge on the small simplices of
a triangulation using Theorem B”’; see Section 5B. The estimates depend only on M 4.

e The alternative is p, < py. Then, consider a point xo at which | F| concentrates and look at the
geodesic dyadic rings

Ry := B(xo, 2k+1,0F) \ B(xo, 2k:0F)» k € {0’ s Ung(CPinj/PF)J}-

By the pigeonhole principle and by the choice of €;, we ensure the existence of a small energy slice
along a geodesic sphere of radius ¢ ~ 2%0 p p- We have extensions of the connections with curvatures
of energy smaller than E — %eo. We use Lemma 5.4. To avoid subtleties about traces, we will ensure
that these two connections coincide on an open set. The choice of slice is described in Section 5D.

¢ Then we separately trivialize these two connections. By iterative assumption we then define f(E)
based on f (E — %60) and on the function f; of Theorem B. The detailed bounds are given in

Section SE.
(5-1
[dyadic balls until ~ ,oinj] Extend gauge
[small energy slice at ~ pq ]
Ay, A, ofenergny—%eo] [Al,Az ofenergyfso]
Iterate Extend gauge
5B. Iterations based on a suitable triangulation. Define, for €; as in Theorem 5.1, the radius
pF:=inf{p>0:/ |F|2:%eo for some xoeM}, (5-2)
By (x0)

where p g 1= Cpinj(M y2~E/€1 and Pinj(M) is the injectivity radius of M. The constant €; will be fixed
later. Fix a triangulation on M with in-radius 2 p 5 and size < p g, with implicit constants bounded by 4.
We choose C < 1 in the definition of p 5 so that each simplex of the triangulation is contained in a ball of
radius % Pinj(M ). In particular, all k-simplices of the triangulation are bi-Lipschitz equivalent to Sk for
k=1,...,4.

We recall here the main result of [Uhlenbeck 1982b]:
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Theorem 5.1 (Uhlenbeck gauge). There exists €g > 0 such that, if the curvature satisfies | B, |F|? < €,
then there is a gauge ¢ € W*2 (B, SU(2)) in which the connection satisfies I 4gllw128,) <CIFllL2B,)
with C > 0 depending only on the dimension.

Theorem 5.1 gives a trivialization ¢; associated to each 4-simplex C; such that the expression of A4 in
those coordinates,

Ai =7 dei + 67 Agi on G, (5-3)
satisfies
[Aillw1.2c;y = CIFlL2(c;)- (5-4)
If we call
gij =7 " ¢i. (5-5)

then g;jg;jx = &ik, 0 in particular gi;l = gji; MOreover,
Aj =gijdgji+g,~jA,~gj,- on aCiﬂaCj. (5-6)
It follows that g;; € W13(3C; N 3Cj, SU(2)).

Lemma 5.2 (extension on a sphere). Let S}r be the upper hemisphere, S3 N {x3 > 0). For any
g € WL3(S3 SU(2)), there exists g € W1-3(S3,SU(2)) such that § = g on Si and

IV&llLss3) = ClIVElLs(s3)-
Proof. Let S3 be a spherical cap of height ¢ € [% %] such that
lglass [w12s2y = Cllghpisess)- (5-7)

We observe that g|, 5362 e W12(S?,SU(2)), and we desire to extend this trace inside B*> ~ S3 with

a good norm estimate. Let
Ag=0 on B3,
g=g on dB3.

Then we have, by the usual elliptic estimates,
18 1w133) = Cllglass w123 )- (5-8)

Fora e Bf /20 if g4 is the radial projection of the values of ¢ on the boundary with center a, then (as in
the projection trick of Section 2A)

_ . 1vg s s
|Vgal = C— and [Vga =C | |V (5-9)
g —al acB?t,, J B B3

Therefore, there exists a € B f /2 such that
IVeallL3(p3~s3) = CIVEIlL3(B3~s3)- (5-10)

Combining the inequalities (5-7), (5-8), (5-9) and (5-10), we obtain the thesis for g = g, with a as
above. O
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Corollary 5.3 (iteration step). Suppose that on our 4-manifold M a connection A is fixed and an
Uhlenbeck gauge ¢ is defined on a 4-simplex Cj, i.e., (5-4) holds with notation (5-3). Suppose that a
global gauge ¢y is defined on a finite union of simplices Cy 1=y Ci, and that 3C; N CI(3) (where
CI(3) is the simplicial 3-skeleton of Cy) contains some, but not all, 3-faces of Cj. It is then possible to
extend the gauge change gij of (5-5) to g;;j defined on the whole of dC; with

||v§ij ||L3(8C]~) = C”Vgij ”L3(3CjﬂCI(3))’
where C depends only on M.

Proof. H := (0C;j \ C 1(3)),; is bi-Lipschitz to a ball for § equal to two-thirds of the smallest in-radius

of a face of C;. Here, A; is a §-neighborhood of A4 inside dC;. Let H' := (dC; \CI(3))25' The triple
(0C;, H, H') is C-bi-Lipschitz to (S*, S, K) where K is the spherical cap of height % extending S3 .
We apply Lemma 5.2 in order to “fill the hole” H extending the gauge g;; with estimates. The bi-Lipschitz
constant is bounded by the geometric constraints on our triangulation only. O

Given Lemma 5.2 and Corollary 5.3, we proceed iteratively on the triangulation as follows (the indices
labeling the simplices are redefined during the whole procedure in a straightforward way):

¢ Suppose that we already defined the gauge ¢~5j_1 on a set of j — 1 simplices Cy,...,Cj_; whose
union forms a connected set.

 Consider a new simplex C; extending this connected set. Use Corollary 5.3 to extend g;; to g;;.

» We apply Theorem B” and extend g;; to a gauge change /;; defined inside C; so that
IVhijllpa.coc,y = fUIVE&ijliLic;)) = Cos (5-11)
with Cy depending only on universal constants and on €.
e On Ui<j C; let ¢~5j = q‘;j_l, while on C; we define q;j = ¢jhij.
Let A ;j be the local expression corresponding to the gauge q‘;j. Then
[4jllL@0oc;y S NAjlliLac;) + IVhijllp@.coc;)y = €0+ Co.

Iterating this gauge extension strategy, we obtain a global gauge A on the whole of M such that

~ Vol(M
|4l £ @000 (ary = C(number of simplices)(Co + €9) < C ° (4 ) . (5-12)

PE

The above bound depends on the geometry of M and on the energy E of the curvature only. Note that
the above reasoning works only as long as p. < p. We next consider the case pp > pg.
5C. Extending the connection with small curvature changes. Let € be as in Theorem 5.1.

Lemma 5.4 (finding good slices). There exists a constant €1 with the following properties: If M is a fixed
4-manifold with a W -2-connection A and if By;(xo) C M is a geodesic ball such that

f/.. |F|* <ep,
0B;
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then there exists A € Wl’z( /\lM, su(2)) such that A = A on B; and

€0
|Fa?<—.
/M\Bt 4 4

Proof. Up to a change of gauge, which does not increase the norm, we may assume the Neumann condition
(A,v)=0 on 0B;. (5-13)

This is obtained, for example, by minimizing ||g~!dg + g_lAg||Lz(Bt) among g € W22(B,,SU(2)).
Extend A4 to By; \ B; by A:= w*i*yp, A, where m(x) = tx/|x| and iyp, is the inclusion. Using the

hypothesis, we obtain

‘2

/ |dA+ LA, A" < Ce.
B>/ \B;

We apply a change of gauge g = g(o) depending only on the angular variable o € dB* and such that
d*aB,Ag}aBt =0.

This preserves (5-13) and gives, as s — 0,

Cey z/ |dAg + %[Ag,Ag]\z > / |dA)* —o(s) |VA|?.
BsNIB; B;NdB; B;NIB;

Therefore, Ag € W12(A10B;, su(2)), Zg € WH2(Al By, \ By, su(2)), and Ag, /Tg satisfy (5-13). There-
fore, A4 extends by Ag in a neighborhood of dB;, giving still a W12 gauge. Observe that, by Sobolev

embedding,
2
/ |[A,A1|Zs(f |VA|2)
aB[ aBt

and, by Hodge decomposition and using d*3p, 4 = 0,

2
/ |VA|25[ (|dA|2+|d*A|2>s[ |FA|2+(/ |v,4|2).
3B[ 8B, 3B[ 8Bt

we get X < ¢e; 4+ X2, and thus we may assume that

z/ |VA|2§CZ/ |F|%.
3Bt aBt

Define A4 := Xt A for a smooth [0, 1]-valued cutoff function x; such that x; = 1 on B; and x; = 0 outside

B,;. We obtain
[ 1= [ 1R ce
By, B;

and we can extend A = 0 outside B, obtaining the desired estimate for €1 small enough. O

For X = ||VA”§,2(8B,)
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5D. Cutting M by a small energy slice. Suppose for this subsection that p < p. Let C be as in the
definition of p . and define

. {inf{,o > pp [p,\m, |FI* < g1} if this is less than Cpiyj(M),
p1-= Cpinj otherwise.

Since p < py and by the choice of €1, py is rather small and B;,, is bi-Lipschitz to By. Thus Lemma 5.4
applies. More precisely, let t; € [p1. 3 p1].12 € [3p1.2p1]. There exist f;, i = 1,2, such that

ti/ |F|2§€1.
0B,

5E. Strategies after cutting. Let €y be as in Theorem 5.1. We pursue different strategies depending on
the energy of F outside B, .

The case || M\B,, |F|? > %eo. Split to the regions B;, and M \ B, and do induction on the energy in
order to separately find gauges satisfying our estimates. Lemma 5.4 gives extensions

{/Il =4 on By, st for 1F g, 12 < /5, |Fq|* 4 Cey,

. (5-14)
Ay=A on M\ By, st [y |F; |7 ffB” |Fq|? + Ce;.

In particular, /il , /Iz are equivalent on B~ o \ Bs o1 and
4 4

[1540 = [ 1FaP oo

If we can find global gauges g7°, i = 1, 2, in which A; have expressions /floo with L*°) bounds as in
Theorem B, then it is enough to apply

855 = (g5 g5

on R := B%m \ B%m in order to obtain

AL =g AT () +853d(g5) ™" and |V SllL@corr) < S (E — §€0)-
Then there exists 73 € [% P15 % ,01] such that
fa Vg5’ < f(E — 3€o)-
3

By Theorem B we can find a W !-(4-°°)_extension h$s of g5 to amap from By, to SU(2). Thus, if we
call f7 the function of Theorem B, then

IVASS Lo B,y < Ji (f(E - 1e0)).
If we define

& on M*\ By,
g°°.:{ 2 3 (5-15)

o0
h$5g7° on By,
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then Vg is estimated by an universal constant times

Si(f(E = z€0)) + [ (E — g<o).

The case || M\Bs,, |F|? < %eo. Outside B, we apply directly Theorem 5.1, while on B,,, we extend
the so-obtained gauge via Theorem B”. If we call Ay, A, the so-obtained connections on By,,, M \ By,
respectively, then there exists ¢ € [p1, 2p1] such that

/BB (A41)? + 1421%) < C(fi (o) + €0)-

As above, the same bound is true also for the gradient of the change of gauge Vg;,. Theorem B gives
the extension /i, to a gauge in W 1-(4+:%) (B, SU(2)) with

IVhi2llLs.00(B,) = /1(C(f1(€0) + €0))-

Then choose
o . on M* \ By; .

82
g% = (5-16)
{h12g1 on By .

This g satisfies an estimate independent on E and dependent only on €, again allowing us to define
f(FE) inductively. O

Appendix A: Uhlenbeck small energy extension

We use the strategy from [Uhlenbeck 1982a] to prove Theorem 4.4. The analogy is in the method of
proof more than in the result.

First recall that W12(X,S%) = WH2(X,R*) N {u : u(x) € S* a.e.} and observe that we attain the
infimum

inf{/ |IVP|>: Pe Wh2(B* S?), P= Py on 834}. (A-1)
B4

Indeed, a minimizing sequence will have a W 1-2-weakly convergent subsequence, which thus converges
pointwise everywhere. By weak lower semicontinuity a minimizer exists, and by convexity it is unique.
The minimizer P distributionally verifies

div(P~'VP) =0. (A-2)

Lemma A.1 (a priori estimates). There exists € > 0 with the following property: Let P be an extension
of Py e WH3(S3,S3) with | P — I lyr1.4(pay < € that satisfies (A-2). We identify S3 with the Lie group
SU(2). Then there exists a constant C¢ such that

[P —1lwarszpey = CellVPollL3(s3,53)- (A-3)
Proof. By L?-Hodge decomposition,

P ldP =dU +d*V, (A-4)
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where V is the unique minimizer of

min{/ |d*V — P7YdP|?, %V |ypa =0, dV =0};
B4

thus,
AV =dd*V =dP~ ! AdP,
dVv =0,
*V =0.
We claim that
IVVilLs@ap) S €llP —Ilwracpsy. (A-5)

To see this, observe that d(P~!) = P~ dP P~ ! and P, P~! € L> with norm equal to 1 so, by the
elliptic, Holder and Poincaré estimates,

IVVliwi2eg4y S I1dPT1 AdP| L2gay S 1d(PT Yl Lacps) APl Lacps)
SNdPllpapay P~ 300 IV PliLacey
SelP—1Ilwrapay. (A-6)
The trace and Sobolev embedding inequalities
IVILr@sey < IVIwi-1/a.a@sy S NV lwi.acpay

are valid for ¢ = 2, p = 3. Therefore, we obtain (A-5).
Using the trace of the Hodge decomposition formula (A-4) on the boundary, we obtain from (A-5) that

IdU — Py ' dPo| 3 apey S €llP—Illprracps- (A-7)

Like for V', for U we have
AU =d*dU = d*(P~'dP) = 0.

We apply the elliptic estimates for U to obtain
1dU lw1/3.384) S IVU L334 (A-8)
while (A-7), the triangle inequality and the fact that || Py||p = 1 give
1U | L3084 S AU — Py ' dPy| s apey + | Py dPoll L3 oy
SellP—1llyr.acpey + 1dPol L334y (A-9)
Using (A-4), the triangle inequality and (A-6), (A-8), (A-9) we obtain
1P dP /33y S 1™V Igi/33 ey + 1dU 3.3 pe)
SellP—1lyracpey +ldPoll L3584y (A-10)

Write dP = PP~ 1dP and observe that P € L® N W 14 since S3 is bounded, while P~1dP e wl/3.3
by (A-10). We now use Lemma B.1 for the product fg with f = P, g = P~!dP and we obtain

ldP 13384 < 1P dPIlly1/33 (1P| Loe + 1P = Illyr1.a(pe))- (A-11)
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Note again that || P||L = 1 and deduce then from (A-10), Lemma B.1 and the Poincaré inequality that
| P —Ilpaszzpey = ClldPolp3(s3) + Cell P — Ilpr1.acpey- (A-12)
By the Sobolev inequality we can absorb the || P — I || term to the left, and we obtain the thesis. O

We are now ready for the proof of Theorem 4.4. We restate the same result with a slight change of
notation and more details.

Theorem A.2 (small energy extension). There exist two constants § > 0, C > 0 with the following
property: Suppose Q € W13(S3,S3) is such that |dQ|lL3(s3y < 8. Then there exists an extension
P e WH4(B*, S3) satisfying

| P~ I llyraggs < ClAQ] L3 (s3)- (A-13)
Proof. Define the following two sets, with K > 0 fixed later:
G ={Q e WS’ SU2): [VQIls <€},
Feo={0 e3P e WH¥(B* SU(2)).div(P~'VP) =0 on B* P =Q on dB*,
IP = Illwracpsy < KIVOILs@opsll P — Iiwrate sy < CIVOILs+a(aps ). (A-14)

The claim of our theorem states that a P € 9'72 ¢ can be constructed to extend any O € (Qg when § is

small enough. The strategy of the proof is to use the supercritical spaces 9%, o > 0 to approximate ‘Qg.
We divide the proof into five steps, paralleling Uhlenbeck [1982a].

Claim 1. 42 is connected for all €, o > 0.
Claim 2. %‘6"’ c 18 closed (in 63) with respect to the W3 norm for « > 0 and for any C > 0.

Claim 3. For € > 0 small enough and a > 0, there exists C = Cy such that the set FZ . is open in 9¢
with respect to the W13 %%_topology.

Claim 4. G2 is contained in the W '3 -closure of | - 9.
Proof of Claim 1. This is straightforward, since 4% embeds in C%7(S3, SU(2)). O

Proof of Claim 2.. Consider a family Q; € %S,C with associated P; as in (A-14) which converge to Q in
W13+ We extract a weakly convergent subsequence of the P; and the estimate passes to the limit by
weak lower semicontinuity (and by convergence of the Q). Similarly, the equations pass to weak limits,
since they are intended in the weak sense. O

Ideas for Claim 3. For the proof we need to study the behavior of solutions to div(P~!V P) = 0, which
is regarded here as an equation Ny (P) = 0 with P close to the constant /, which is a zero of Ny. The
equation considered is elliptic. The proof of the claim is thus done by linearization of N near / and by the
implicit function theorem. Ellipticity of the equation translates into invertibility of this linearized operator.
The estimate of the W **-norm follows from the a priori estimate of Lemma A.1 once we choose, for
example, K < %Ce. See Lemma A.3 for the complete proof. O
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Proof of Claim 4. Consider Q € GS . There exists a sequence Q; € C*(S3, SU(2)) such that Q; — Q
in W13(S3,SU(2)); see [Bethuel 1991; Hang and Lin 2003] — by the density proofs of these works it
follows that we may also assume Q; € Ge. for some sequence o;; — 07 The L3-norm of a function f
can be obtained as

lim || flza,
q—>3+
so in particular we may assume up to extracting a subsequence that ¢; < 2e. O

To conclude the proof, consider Q € ‘Qg. We use Claim 4 to approximate Q in W13-norm by Q; € (Qgg
with o; > 0. From Claims 1-3 it follows that there exist functions P; € W 1:4+%i (B4 SU(2)) such that

”Pl — I||W1.4(B4) 5 K||in||L3(§3) f 2K5

The P; have a weakly convergent subsequence whose limit P satisfies

div(P~!'VP)=0 on B*

1P —Illw1.4pey = 2K5  and {p:Q on S°.

Choose § > 0 such that 2K 6 < € for € as in Lemma A.1. We can then apply that lemma and obtain that
I[P —1Illwracpay = cllP—1llgaszscpay = cCellQlliL3(s3)- o

We now complete the details of the proof of Claim 3:

Lemma A.3. There exist € > 0, K > 0 such that for all o > 0 there exists Cy > 0 with the following
property: Let Qg € W131T%(S3 SU(2)) and let Py € W 4T%(B* SU(2)) be an extension of Qo which
satisfies div( Py 1V Py) = 0. If the estimates

||dQ0||W13(§2) <€, (A-15)
1Po—Tllw1.4epsy = KlldQollw1.3(s3). (A-16)
| Po— I llppr1.a+e(pey = CalldQollpr13+a(s3) (A-17)

hold then, for some § > 0 depending on Qy, for all Q satisfying

10 = Qollw13+e(s3,suy <$ (A-18)

there exists an extension P of Q satisfying the same equation div(P~'V P) = 0 and such that (A-15),
(A-16), (A-17) hold with P, Q in place of Py, Q.

Proof. We fix Q satisfying (A-18) and (A-15). The proof is divided into two parts:

Claim 3.1. For § > 0 small enough and for Q satisfying (A-18), there exists an extension P of Q solving
div(P~'V P) = 0 and such that (A-17) holds.

Claim 3.2. The function P of Claim 3.1 satisfies (A-16).
Proof of Claim 3.2. This follows directly from Lemma A.1. O
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Proof of Claim 3.1. First note that V' = exp™! (le Q) is well defined for @ > 0, because in that case we
have an estimate of the form

_ €
10 — Qollw1.3+a = callQ — QollLe < 05O —I|Lo < —

o
d —1
and exp

is well defined in a neighborhood of the identity.

We consider the problem of extending Qg exp(V) inside B* to a function P = Pyexp(U). Extend V
to V such that AV = 0 inside B*.
We look for a P of the form Py exp(V) exp(U). We thus consider the equation

N(U, V) :=d*(exp(~U) exp(—V) Py ' d(Po exp(V) exp(U))) = 0. (A-19)
In order to solve (A-19) it is useful to look at the operator

NV, U) : Wy (B4, su(2)) — W14 (B su(2)).

(A-20)
We have to show that for § > 0 small enough, for each Q satisfying (A-18) (i.e., for each small enough V),

there exists a unique U such that N(V, U) = 0. We prove that N(U, V) is C! near (U, V) = (0, 0) and
that N /U (0, 0) is an isomorphism, given the existence of § > 0 as desired.
A simple calculation gives

oN i ~ ~

au =3 NWU+mV)=d dn—d*[n.exp(=U) exp(=V) Py 'd(Po exp(V)) exp(U)]
t=0
= An—Ln.

We observe that d*d = A is an isomorphism between the spaces above, so it will be enough to show that

for U, V small enough in the W1#+%_norm the commutator term L is just a small perturbation of A
(with respect to the norms present in (A-20)). First note that we can write

Ln=[Vn, X]+[n,divX], where X:=exp(—U)exp(— 17) Po_ld(PO exp(f;)) exp(U).
Estimate for [V, X|]. First note that by the Sobolev, Holder and triangle inequalities,

IV, XUW 544 <[V, XTllLre < Vil patel| Xl zs .
where
1 1 1
Pa dta T3
‘We then observe

X =exp(=U)exp(— 17) PO_1 d(Py 17) exp(l7) exp(U)
and note |exp A| = 1, therefore,

[X|pa = d(PoV)llps S dPollps +11dV s S €+3.
‘We thus have the first desired estimate,

IIVn, Xlw-1.44e S (€ +8)nllp1.a+a
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Estimate for 1, div X']. Here we start with
In. div Xl ppr—1.4+e < [0l Lol div X || Lre .

Note that ||n||Lo < ||1]lpr1.4+« by the Sobolev embedding. We start the computations for the second fact
or above. Note that
V(PoexpV)=(VPy)expV + PyV(exp V)
and then expand:
div X = divlexp(—=U) exp(— 17) PO_1 V(Pyexp 17) exp U]
= V(exp(—U)) exp(=V) Py ' V(Pyexp V) exp U
+exp(—U)V(exp(=V)) Py ' V(Pyexp V) exp U
+ exp(=U) exp(— 17) div (PO_1 VPO) exp 17) expU
+exp(=U) exp(— 17) Po_1 Py div V(exp 17) expU
+exp(—U) exp(— 17) PO_1 V PyV (exp 17) expU
+exp(—=U) (3,)(p(—I7)P()_1 V(P exp I7)V(exp U)
We have div(P, IV Py) = 0 and div V(exp(f;)) = 0, so two terms cancel. Note also the fact that
| Py 'V Pollps < ||V Pollpa <e. Forestimating V(exp(+ V7)) observe that V satisfies a Dirichlet boundary
value problem, therefore we assume the estimate ||V || ;1,440 <8, and ||U || 1,440 < 8, which, by the

smoothness of exp, imply ||V (exp(+ 17))||L4+a <dand ||V(exp(£U))| fa+e < J. From all this it follows
that we can estimate

I div X [|Lre < |V (exp(=U) | e+ IV (Poexp V) s + IV (exp(—V) | o+ | V(Po exp V)| Lo
+ IV Poll L4l V(exp(V )| a+a + | V(exp(U)) | La+a | V(Po exp V) | 4
S8|IV(Pyexp V)| e + €6
< dé(e +9).
‘We combine all the estimates and obtain the desired smallness result,
1, div X1l py—1.440 < (e + ) nllp1.ate - m
End of proof. We now have that

ILnllp—1a+a < (8 + D)€ +8)nllpr.a+a ,
while

ANl 1440 2 [Inllpr1a+a .

Therefore, for small enough €, § we have also

(A = L)nlly—1.4+a 2 [Inllpr1.a+a .
This concludes the proof. O
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Appendix B: A product estimate with only one bounded factor

Lemma B.1 (cf. [Brézis and Mironescu 2001]). Let 2 be a smooth compact 4-manifold. If f € W1/3:3(Q)
and g € W4 N L®(Q), then we have the following estimate, with the implicit constant depending only
on €2:

I/ glwirss@) S 1/ wrss@liglLe@) + lglwrag)-

Proof. The estimates for the nonhomogeneous part of the norms are trivial, so we concentrate on the
homogeneous part.

We use the Littlewood—Paley decompositions f = Z}io fis & =Y kw0 k- and we recall that the
WS:P_norm is equivalent to the Triebel-Lizorkin F j,z—norm and the W?%*-norm is equivalent to the

FS

,p-horm, where in general the following definition holds:

1/, = 125 feCOlea | 1o -

We use different notations | - ||, | - | for the different norms just to facilitate the reading of formulas. As
is usual in the theory of paraproducts, we estimate separately the following three contributions (where
gk .= Z?:o gk, and similarly for /%)

fe=3 fig™+ Y fear+ Y ST = I+ 4L
i

lk—1|<4 i

The support of (f;g'~*) is included in B,i+2 \ B,i—2; thus,

. _ 3/291/3
~[/(Z22’/3|fig"4|2) } (B-1)
Ww1/3.3 Q\7

and analogously for IIl =) ; f i=4¢;. Regarding the term II, we will estimate only /I’ := > figi
because the same estimate will apply also to the finitely many contributions of the form ) ; f;g;4; with
0<|l|<4.

We start with the most difficult term, /7/. From above we have

1 lyiss.s = HZ figi™
i

3/291/3
221’/3 i—4 12 / /
21| 1 3.5 ~ D 228 pitg

- i

- 3/2 3/241/3
/( 2—4i/3|fi—4|2) (Z 22i|gi|2) :|
; -

- 1

Jrene )] e |

1

A

A

IA

1/ lwr=2/5.02 11 lpr1.4

=N flwirssliglwra
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For the term I we have

. . 3/241/3
1 llpss ~ [ / (Z 22 3|figl‘4|2) ] < Nl flpirss
i

because of the estimate ||g"~*||zo < ||g|lzoo. Finally, we estimate II’, as promised. We prove it by

duality; namely, we prove that II’ is bounded as a linear functional on the unit ball of the dual w—1/3.3/2,

Consider therefore /4 in this ball. The support of (f,g,) is included in B,i+2, so some terms cancel:

/h-l['wkz’i/hkﬁgi =) /hkfifj =2j:/ki+4ﬁgi

k<i+4

Z/z—i/3hi+42i/3figi‘
i
] ) 1/2 ) 1/2
< ||g||Bgooo/(22_21/3|hl+4|2) (2221/3|]fl|2)
i i

= lgllwrallbliw—1s320/ wisss

=

The last estimate follows, recalling that

lglge, = sup lgill oo
and that in dimension 4 we have continuous embeddings

W4 < BMO — BY, ., .

Summing up the different terms, we are done. O

Appendix C: The Mobius group of B"

We call the M6bius group of R” the group M (R") generated by all similarities and the inversion with
respect to the unit sphere. Recall that a similarity is an affine map of the form

x—>AKx+b with A>0, K€ O®n), beR",

and the inversion i, , with respect to the sphere dB(c, r) is the map

Xt=>c+r .
Ix—c|?
The formula i, = (r?id +c) 0ig 1 o (id —c) shows that all inversions belong to M (R"). We use the

abridged notation
by
% .
xT =i 0(x)=—.
1,0(x) BE

The Mobius group of B"t! is the subgroup M (B"*!) of all transformations belonging to M (R"*1)
which preserve B"T!. Similarly, we define the Mébius group M (S”) of the unit sphere S” C R"*!. The
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general form of an element y € M (B"*1) is
y=KoF, with KeOm),veB"! F,i=—v+(1—|v*)x*—v)*
We use the following basic properties of the functions F3,, which can be found in [Ahlfors 1981, Chapter 2]:

Lemma C.1. o We have
1—1|v|?

ol =~

where [x, y] = |x[|x* = y[ = [y||y* = x].
e F, is conformal. We have F;! = F_,, F,(0) = —v and F,(v) = 0.
e The conformal factor | F}|(x) is explicitly computed as
1= vf? _ P

1+ |x]2|v)2=2x-v |x—v¥2’

| Fyl(x) =

e The restriction Fy|sn belongs to M(S"); in particular, Fy|sn is a conformal involution and

— v

|(Fylsn)[(x) = W .

The next lemma gives the estimate needed for the case when v is close to 9B 1:

Lemma C.2. Suppose that

-hl»—

p=
Then, on I, (B 1—p), the following estimate holds with a constant C dependent only on the dimension:

"W < 1#)0) = Chiv)

Proof. We will calculate

max{|Fy(0):y € Fy (Biop)} _ ( Fyl0)
min{|F{|() ' € Fy ' (B1-p)} FI00

y/ € Fu_l(Bl—p)}

and we show that this quantity is bounded. The following equalities hold:

a"{||§||((;')> B "} :ma"{“g:”(( )) %% & Bi- ”}
1
{||<(§ 1)) ||((;/)) X/EB“”}
/ 1 /
il < Bioof
:mln{||I;,||((y/)) y' e Fv_l(Bl_p)}.
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From the formula of the previous lemma it follows that

x| v|(x)_ m(v —X);

therefore, | F, | achieves its extrema on Bj_, at (1 — p)v/|v|. The maximum M and the minimum m
of | F}| satisfy

1— v 1— v
M = 2 2 = 2
L+ 2 (1=p)*=2(1=p)v] A —=(1-=p)|v])
1—]|v|? 1—|v|?

T+ P =p2+2(=p)v]  (A+1A=p))?’

M 1+(1—p)|v|)2N Lo 2
(—1_(1_p)|v| (= =p)oh) 2~ 1.

which finishes the proof. O

m
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CONCENTRATION OF SMALL WILLMORE SPHERES
IN RIEMANNIAN 3-MANIFOLDS

PAUL LAURAIN AND ANDREA MONDINO

Given a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g), we prove that, if (®;) is a sequence of Willmore
spheres (or more generally area-constrained Willmore spheres) having Willmore energy bounded above
uniformly strictly by 87 and Hausdorff converging to a point p € M, then Scal(p) =0 and V Scal(p) =0
(respectively, V Scal(p) = 0). Moreover, a suitably rescaled sequence smoothly converges, up to sub-
sequences and reparametrizations, to a round sphere in the euclidean three-dimensional space. This
generalizes previous results of Lamm and Metzger. An application to the Hawking mass is also established.

1. Introduction

Let X be a closed two-dimensional surface and (M, g) a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Given
a smooth immersion @ : X — M, W(®P) denotes the Willmore energy of ® defined by

W (D) ::/ H?dvolg, (1)
)

where g := ®*(g) is the pullback metric on X (i.e., the metric induced by the immersion), dvol; is the
associated volume form, and H is the mean curvature of the immersion @ (we adopt the convention that
H = % g7 A; j» where A;; is the second fundamental form; or in other words, H is the arithmetic mean of
the two principal curvatures).

In case the ambient manifold is the euclidean three-dimensional space, the topic is classical and goes
back to the works of Blaschke and Thomsen in 1920-1930, who were looking for a conformal invariant
theory that included minimal surfaces; the functional was later rediscovered by Willmore [1993] in the
1960s, and from that moment, there has been a flourishing of results (let us mention the fundamental paper
of Simon [1993], the work of Kuwert and Schitzle [2001; 2004; 2007], the more recent approach by
Riviere [2008; 2014; 2013], etc.) culminating in the recent proof of the Willmore conjecture by Marques
and Neves [2014] by min—max techniques (let us mention that partial results towards the Willmore
conjecture were previously obtained by Li and Yau [1982], Montiel and Ros [1986], Ros [1999], Topping
[2000], etc., and that a crucial role in the proof of the conjecture is played by a result of Urbano [1990]).

On the other hand, the investigation of the Willmore functional in nonconstantly curved Riemannian
manifolds is a much more recent topic started in [Mondino 2010] (see also [Mondino 2013] and the
MSC2010: 49Q10, 53C21, 53C42, 35J60, 83C99.
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more recent joint work [Carlotto and Mondino 2014]), where the second author studied existence and
nonexistence of Willmore surfaces in a perturbative setting.

Smooth minimizers of the L?-norm of the second fundamental form among spheres in compact
Riemannian 3-manifolds were obtained in collaboration with Kuwert and Schygulla in [Kuwert et al.
2014], where the full regularity theory for minimizers was settled, taking inspiration from the approach
of Simon [1993] (see also [Mondino and Schygulla 2014] for minimization in noncompact Riemannian
manifolds).

Let us finally mention the work in collaboration with Riviere [Mondino and Riviere 2014; 2013],
where using a “parametric approach” inspired by the euclidean theory of [Riviere 2008; 2014; 2013], the
necessary tools for studying the calculus of variations of the Willmore functional in Riemannian manifolds
(i.e., the definition of the weak objects and related compactness and regularity issues) are settled together
with applications; in particular, the existence and regularity of Willmore spheres in homotopy classes is
established.

Since —as usual in the calculus of variations — the existence results are obtained by quite general
techniques and do not describe the minimizing object, the purpose of the present paper is to investigate
the geometric properties of the critical points of W.

More precisely, we investigate the following natural questions. Let ®; : S?> < M be a sequence of
smooth critical points of the Willmore functional W (or more generally we will also consider critical
points under area constraint) converging to a point p € M in Hausdorff distance sense; what can we say
about &, ? Are they becoming more and more round? Does the limit point p have some special geometric
property?

These questions have already been addressed in recent articles — below the main known results are
recalled for the reader’s convenience — but in the present paper we are going to obtain the sharp answers.

Before describing the known and the new results in this direction, let us recall that a critical point of
the Willmore functional is called a Willmore surface and it satisfies

AgH + H|A®|* + H Ric(i, 1) = 0, )

where Aj is the Laplace-Beltrami operator corresponding to the metric g, (A°);; := A;; — Hg;; is the
trace-free second fundamental form, 7 is a normal unit vector to ®, and Ric is the Ricci tensor of the
ambient manifold (M, g). Notice that (2) is a fourth-order nonlinear elliptic PDE in the parametrization
map .

Throughout the paper, we will consider more generally area-constrained Willmore surfaces, i.e., critical
points of the Willmore functional under area constraint; the immersion ® is an area-constrained Willmore
surface if and only if it satisfies

AgH + H|A°)> + H Ric(ii, i) = AH (3)

for some A € R playing the role of Lagrange multiplier.
The first result in the direction of the above questions was achieved in the master degree thesis of
Mondino [2010], where it was proved that, if () is a sequence of Willmore surfaces obtained as normal
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graphs over shrinking geodesic spheres centered at a point p, then the scalar curvature at p must vanish:
Scal(p) = 0.

In subsequent papers, Lamm and Metzger [2010; 2013] proved that, if ®; : S* < M is a sequence of
area-constrained Willmore surfaces converging to a point p in Hausdorff distance sense and such that!

W(®y) <4m +¢ for some & > 0 small enough, @

then V Scal(p) = 0 and, up to subsequences, ®; is W22-asymptotic to a geodesic sphere centered at p.
Moreover in [Lamm and Metzger 2013], using the regularity theory developed in [Kuwert et al. 2014],
they showed that, if (M, g) is any compact Riemannian 3-manifold and ay is any sequence of positive
real numbers such that a; | 0, then there exists a smooth minimizer ®; of W under the area constraint
Area(®y) = ai; moreover, such a sequence (®y) satisfies (4) and therefore W2’2—converges to a round
critical point of the scalar curvature. Let us mention that the existence of area-constrained Willmore
spheres was generalized in [Mondino and Riviere 2013] to any value of the area.

The goal of this paper is multiple. The main achievement is the improvement of the perturbative
bound (4) above to the global bound

lim sup W (®;) < 8. 5
k

Secondly, we improve the W>2-convergence above to smooth convergence towards a round critical point
of the scalar curvature; i.e., we show that, if we rescale (M, g) around p in such a way that the sequence of
surfaces has fixed area equal to 1 (for more details, see Section 2), then the sequence converges smoothly, up
to subsequences, to a round sphere centered at p and p is a critical point of the scalar curvature of (M, g).

Finally we give an application of these results to the Hawking mass.

We believe that the bound (5) is sharp in order to have smooth convergence to a round point (in the
sense specified above); indeed, if (5) is violated, then the sequence (®;) may degenerate to a couple of
bubbles, each one costing almost 477 in terms of Willmore energy.

Now let us state the main results of the present article. The first theorem below concerns the case of
a sequence of Willmore immersions and is a consequence of the second more general theorem about
area-constrained Willmore immersions.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) be a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold, and let ®; : S> — M be a
sequence of Willmore surfaces satisfying the energy bound (5) and Hausdorff converging to a point p € M.

Then Scal(p) = 0 and V Scal(p) = 0; moreover, if we rescale (M, g) around p in such a way that the
rescaled immersions CTDk have fixed area equal to 1, then CT)k converges smoothly, up to subsequences and
up to reparametrizations, to a round sphere in the three-dimensional euclidean space.

Actually, we prove the following more general result about sequences of area-constrained Willmore
immersions:

I The normalization of the Willmore functional used in [Lamm and Metzger 2010; 2013] differs from our convention by a
factor of 2.
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Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold, and let &y : S* — M be a
sequence of area-constrained Willmore surfaces satisfying the energy bound (5) and Hausdorf{f converging
to a point p € M.

Then V Scal(p) = 0; moreover, if we rescale (M, g) around p in such a way that the rescaled
immersions ®y have fixed area equal to 1, then Dy converges smoothly, up to subsequences and up to
reparametrizations, to a round sphere in the three-dimensional euclidean space.

Of course, Theorem 1.2 implies Theorem 1.1 except the property Scal(p) = 0. This fact follows by
the aforementioned [Mondino 2010, Theorem 1.3] holding for Willmore graphs over geodesic spheres
together with the smooth convergence to a round point ensured by Theorem 1.2.

Now we pass to discuss an application to the Hawking mass m g, defined for an immersed sphere
®:S*— (M, g) by
Area, (D)

1673/2

Of course, the critical points of the Hawking mass under area constraint are exactly the area-constrained

mp(P) = (4r — W(D)). (6)

Willmore spheres (see [Lamm et al. 2011] and the references therein for more material about the Hawking
mass); moreover, it is clear that the inequality m g (®) > 0 implies that W (P) < 4.
Therefore, combining this easy observations with Theorem 1.2, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1.3. Let (M, g) be a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold, and let ®; : S* < M be a
sequence of critical points of m g under area constraint having nonnegative Hawking mass and Hausdorff
converging to a point p € M.

Then V Scal(p) = 0; moreover, if we rescale (M, g) around p in such a way that the rescaled
immersions ®y have fixed area equal to 1, then e converges smoothly, up to subsequences and up to
reparametrizations, to a round sphere in the three-dimensional euclidean space.

First of all, let us mention that Corollary 1.3 also follows by the analysis performed in [Lamm and
Metzger 2010] with the only difference that here we improved the W22 convergence to the smooth one.
Now let us briefly comment on the relevance of Corollary 1.3 despite the triviality of its proof. Recall
that, from the note of Christodoulou and Yau [1988], if (M, g) has nonnegative scalar curvature then
isoperimetric spheres (and more generally stable CMC spheres) have positive Hawking mass; on the other
hand, it is known (see for instance [Druet 2002] or [Nardulli 2009]) that, if M is compact, then small
isoperimetric regions converge to geodesic spheres centered at a maximum point of the scalar curvature
as the enclosed volume converges to 0 (see also [Mondino and Nardulli 2012] for the noncompact case).
Therefore, a link between regions with positive Hawking mass and critical points of the scalar curvature
was already present in literature, but Corollary 1.3 expresses this link precisely.

We end the introduction by outlying the structure of the paper and the main ideas of the proof. First
of all, as already noticed, it is enough to prove Theorem 1.2 in order to get all the stated results. To
prove it, we adopt the blow-up technique taking inspiration from [Laurain 2012], where the first author
analyzed the corresponding questions in the context of CMC-surfaces; such technique was introduced in
the analysis of the Yamabe problem, which is a second-order scalar problem (for a detailed overview of
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the method including applications see [Druet et al. 2004]). The technical novelty of [Laurain 2012] was
that a second-order vectorial problem was considered; the technical originality of the present paper from
the point of view of the blow-up method is that we study a fourth-order vectorial problem.

More precisely, in Section 2, we consider normal coordinates centered at the limit point p and we
rescale appropriately the metric g such that the rescaled surfaces all have diameter 1 (or thanks to the
monotonicity formula, it is equivalent to fix the area of the rescaled surfaces equal to 1); notice that the
rescaled ambient metrics g; are becoming more and more euclidean.

In Section 2A, by exploiting the divergence form of the Willmore equation established in [Mondino
and Riviere 2013], we give a decay estimate on the Lagrange multipliers as k goes to infinity.

Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2; we start in Section 3A by establishing a fundamental
technical result that, under the above working assumptions, the sequence (Pj) converges smoothly to a
round sphere, up to subsequences and reparametrizations. Let us remark that in the proof we exploit in a
crucial way the assumption (5); otherwise, it may be possible for the sequence to degenerate to a couple
of bubbles. Once we have smooth convergence to a round sphere w, we study the remainder given by the
difference between ®; and w: in Section 3C, we use the linearized Willmore operator (recalled in the
Appendix) in order to give precise asymptotics of such a remainder term, and in the final Section 3D, we
refine these estimates and conclude the proof.

2. Notation and preliminaries

Throughout the paper, (M, g) is a Riemannian 3-manifold and S? is the round 2-sphere of unit radius
in R3. The Greek indexes «, B, v, 1, and v will run from 1 to 3 and will denote quantities in M; Latin
indexes will run from 1 to 2 and will denote quantities on ®; (S?); we will always use Einstein notation on
summation over indexes. Given a smooth immersion ® : S? < (M, g), we call g = ®*(g) the pullback
metric, dvolg the induced area form, and Hy ¢ the mean curvature and

W (®) := /2|Hg,¢|2dvolg
S

is the Willmore functional.
Now let (®;) be a sequence of smooth immersions from S? into M. Under our working assumptions,
where diam, (€2) is the diameter of the subset €2 of M with respect to the metric g, we will always have

gx 1= diam, (P4 (S?)) — 0, (7

W (D) := / |Hg,¢k|2dvolgk <8m —2§ for some § > 0 independent of k, ®)
S2

where dvolg, is the area form on S? associated to the pullback metric gy = ®}(g) and Hy o, is the mean
curvature of ®y.

Notice that in case M is compact then (7) is sufficient to ensure that, up to subsequences, D (S?)
converges to a point p € M in Hausdorff distance sense; but since there is no further reason to restrict
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to a compact ambient manifold, we assume the convergence to p in the hypothesis of our main results
instead of a compactness assumption on M.

In order to efficiently handle the geometric quantities, we need good coordinates; let us now introduce
them. Take coordinates (x*), u =1, 2, 3, around p, and let py = ( p,i, p,%, pz) be the center of mass
of &y (S?):

u 1

= q)ﬂd 017, :112’3a
Pl = Areag(@p) Jor €708 M

where Areag (®y) = fgz dvolg, is the area of Dr(S?). Clearly, up to subsequences, py — p.

For every k € N, consider the exponential normal coordinates centered in p; and rescale this chart by a
factor 1/¢; with respect to the center of these coordinates. Hence, we get a new sequence of immersions
@y : S* < (R3, g,,), in the following simply denoted by ®;, where the metric g, is defined by

8o, (V) (u, v) := g (&) (e 'u, & ). 9)
Notice that now we have

Wy, () <8t —26, diamg, (®4(S?) =1, and P(S?) C By, (0. 3). (10)

where the first inequality is a consequence of the invariance under rescaling of the Willmore functional

and ngk (0, %) is the metric ball in (R3, 8s,) of center 0 and radius % By the classical expression of the

metric in normal coordinates, we get that (see Appendix B in [Laurain 2012])
(8e)uv (") = 8w + 3¢ Rayunp(POY*YP + 67 Rapp.y (P)Y*yP y7 +0(e)), (1)
the inverse metric is
(86" (") = 8w = 3¢ Raup(POY*YP — 87 Rapp.y (P)Y*¥P y7 +0(e}), (12)
the volume form of g, can be written as
V18 () = 1 = §&g Ricap(pr)y* ¥’ — F587 Ricap,, (p0)y*y*y +o(e), (13)
and the Christoffel symbols of g, can be expanded as
(Te)lp () = Aapyu(POY" &F + Bapyun (pY" 3" € + 0(e}), (14)

where Aaﬂyu(pk) = %(Rﬂuay (Pk) + Ra,uﬂ)/(pk)) and Baﬂyuv(pk) = %(2Rﬁ,uay,v(pk) +2Rauﬁy,u(pk) +
Rﬂuvy,a(pk) + Roz;wy,,B(pk) - Ra/wﬂ,y(pk))-

Since by (11) the metric g, is close to the euclidean metric in the C*°-norm on B, (0, 2), where
By, (0, 2) is the euclidean ball in R3 of center 0 and radius 2, recalling (10), we get the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. Let g;, be the metric defined in (9) having the form (11); let @y : S? — (R3, 8s,) be smooth
immersions with ®;(S?) C ngk (0, 2) satisfying

Wgsk (®r) <8m —28 for some s > 0.
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Then, for k large enough, we have
Wy (D) <87 —8, 1 <diamg, (94(SH)) <2, and Di(S?) C By, (0,2), (15)

where gq is the euclidean metric on R3, Wy, is the euclidean Willmore functional, and By (0, 2) is the
euclidean ball of center 0 and radius 2 in R>. It follows that, for large k, @y : S* — (R, 8s,) IS a smooth
embedding and that there exist constants Cy, Co > 0 such that

0< Ci1 < Ciz Areag, (Py) < Areagek(cbk) < (3 Areag (Pr) < Cy < o0. (16)
Proof. The properties expressed in (15) follow from (10) by a direct estimate of the remainders given by
the curvature terms of the metric g, ; for such estimates, we refer to Lemmas 2.1-2.4 in [Mondino and
Schygulla 2014].

It is classically known that, if the Willmore functional of an immersed closed surface in (R, go) is
strictly below 8, then the immersion is actually an embedding (see [Li and Yau 1982] or [Simon 1993]),
so our second statement follows.

In order to prove (16), let us recall Lemma 1.1 in [Simon 1993] stating that

[A [
%&);) < diamy, d>k(S2) < C\/AreagO(QDk)WgO(q)k) for some universal C > 0,
8o\ 'k

which, combined with the bound on diamgO(CDk(Sz)) and Wy (®y) expressed in (15), gives that there
exists a constant Co > O such that

1
0< C_o < Areag (®;) < Cp < o0;

the desired chain of inequalities (16) follows then by estimating the remainders as in Lemma 2.2 in
[Mondino and Schygulla 2014]. O

2A. The area-constrained Willmore equation and an estimate of the Lagrange multiplier. In the rest
of the paper, we will work with area-constrained Willmore immersions, i.e., critical points of the Willmore
functional under the constraint that the area is fixed. If ® : S? < (M, g) 1s a smooth area-constraint
Willmore immersion, then it satisfies the following PDE (see for instance Section 3 in [Lamm et al. 2011]
for the derivation of the equation)

AgHg o + Hy 0|AS |2 + Hy o Ric, (g0, i, 0) = AHg o (17)

for some A € R, where ﬁg@ is a normal unit vector to ®(S?) C (M, g), (Az,@)ij is the traceless second
fundamental form (A;q))i i = (Ag,a)ij — &ijHg o (of course (Ag ¢);; is the second fundamental form
of ® in (M, g)), and |AZ,,¢|§ = gikgjl(A;q,)ij (A;q))kl is its norm with respect to the metric g = ®*g.
Now let () be a sequence of smooth area-constrained Willmore immersions of S? into (M, g)
satisfying (7)—(8); perform the rescaling procedure described above, and obtain the immersions (51()
of S? into (R?, 8¢, ) (for simplicity denoted again with ®; from now on), where g,, is defined in (9),
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satisfying (10). Since the Willmore functional is scale invariant, the rescaled surfaces are still area-
constrained Willmore surfaces, so they satisfy the equation
o 2 . = =

Ag, He,, o + Hy, 0, |Ag£k,<1>k |g8k + H,, .o, Ricg, (ng, o, ng, o) =rHg, o (18)
The first step in our arguments is to show that the Lagrange multipliers A are controlled by 8,,%. Let us
mention that this was already proved in [Lamm and Metzger 2013], the idea being to use the invariance
under rescaling of the Willmore functional. Here we slightly modify the proof in [Lamm and Metzger
2013] by exploiting the divergence structure of the Willmore equation in Riemannian manifolds discovered
in [Mondino and Riviere 2013] (let us stress that the divergence structure of the Willmore equation in
euclidean setting was a breakthrough by Riviere [2008]).

Lemma 2.2. Let (®) be a sequence of smooth area-constrained Willmore immersions of S? into (R3, 8ea)s
where g¢, has the form (11) with e — 0 and Py (S? C By, (0, 2), the euclidean ball of center 0 and
radius 2.
Then the Lagrange multipliers A appearing in (18) satisfy
[ Ak |

sup —- < 00. (19)
keN Sk

Proof. Since (®y) are area-constrained Willmore immersions, for every variation vector field X on R3,
we have that

85z Wy, (Pr) = M85 Areag, (Pi), (20)

where 63 W and 83 Area are the first variations of the Willmore and the Area functionals corresponding
to the vector field X. Observe that the vector field corresponding to the dilations in R? is the position
vector field X, so the first variation of the euclidean Willmore functional in R* with respect to X is null:
83z Wg, = 0; on the other hand, the first variation of euclidean area with respect to the X variation is easy
to compute using the tangential divergence formula:

Oz Areag (¥) = —2/ (FI, f)go dvolg, = / dive g, )_c'dvolgO =2 Areag (),
s? s?

where dive 4, is the tangential divergence on d(S?) with respect to the euclidean metric. The two
euclidean formulas give the well known fact that every area-constraint Willmore surface is actually a
Willmore surface.

In the present framework, the ambient metric g, is a perturbation of order e,% of the euclidean metric g,
so it is natural to expect that the Lagrange multiplier maybe does not vanish but at least is of order 8]%.
Let us prove it. First of all, by the expansion of the Christoffel symbols (14), it follows that the covariant
derivative in metric g, of the position vector field x has the form

VéaX =1d+0(e}). (21)
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It follows that the tangential divergence of X on ®;(S?) with respect to the metric gy is dive, 2, X =
2+ O(s,f), and by the tangential divergence formula, we obtain as before

8 Area,, (®) = —2[ (Ijlcpk,g%,)?)ggk dvolg, = / dive, g, Xdvolg, =[2+ 0(e})] Areag, (Py);
S? S?
recalling the uniform area bound given in (16), we get that there exists C > 0 such that
1
0< Pl <3 Areaggk (®) <C < o0. (22)
Now let us compute the variation of the Willmore functional with respect to the variation X:
We,, (Pr) = Lz (x, ’7‘>gsk (Ag, H+ H|A°|* + H Ric(ii, it)) dvolg, . (23)

where of course all the quantities are computed on &; and with respect to the metric g, . In order to
continue the computations, it is useful to rewrite the first variation of W in divergence form. Up to
a reparametrization, we can assume that ®; are conformal so that the following identity holds (see
Theorem 2.1 in [Mondino and Riviere 2013]):

[Ag, Hii+ H|A°)? — R§(T )] dvolg, = D*[VHiA—3HDii+ 5Hx,, (AAD)],  (24)

where H = Hii is the mean curvature vector of the immersion @y, *g,, is the Hodge operator associated
to metric g, D - 1= (Vﬂxl oy s V3x2<1>k and Dt - = (—V3x2q>k - Va‘,l @, ), and D* is an operator acting
on couples of vector fields (X71, ‘72) along (P1)«(T'S?) defined as

D*(Vy, Va) = Vi, & Vi + Vi, & Va.

Finally Ry (T ®;) := (Riem(éy, &) H)t = *g,, (71 ARiem" 2y, é,) H), where &; = 9, ® /10y, ®@| fori =1, 2.
Plugging (24) into (23) and integrating by parts, we obtain

We, (®)) = fg (=D, VHii - SHDI + 3 H xg, (A D)), dvols:
+ / (¥, R§ (T ®y) + H Ric(ii, 1)), dvolg, . (25)
§2

Since the Riemannian curvature tensor of the metric g, is of order O (8]%) and both the curvature terms
are linear in H, using Schwartz inequality, the integral in the second line can be estimated as

/ (X, Rék(Td>k)+fIRic(fi,ﬁ)) _dvolg, = O(0)(W,, (Px) Areay, (P1))'>=0(e7).  (26)
52
The first line of the right hand side of (23) can be written explicitly as
/ (—0,1 P — o 4 (9, 1O P, (3, H)ii 41 HAf(ax, Oy +1 HAJ 5 %o, (A Dy <I>k)) dvolgz
52

+/ (—8,2®x —f“ﬁj’;(axz@g)@ﬁ, 0 H)i -+ HAL 3,01 — LHA] *g,, (AAB D), dvolz. (27)
S2
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Recalling that x,, (71 A 3,1 Py) = 0,2 P and g, (71 A 32 Py) = —d,1 Py, we obtain that all terms obtained
doing the scalar product with —9,1 Py, in the first line and with —d,2®;, in the second line simplify and just
the terms containing the Christoffel symbols remain; since ®; C By, (0,2) and the Christoffel symbols
are of order 0(8,,%) by (14), (27) can be written as

/2 Z gsk(ax,cba cpﬂ (asz)n>dV01§2+0(8k)/ |Ho,, g5k||A<I>k 2, |dvolg£ (28)
ST

using Schwartz inequality, of course, the second summand can be bounded by

1/2 1/2
0(8,3)(/§Z|H¢k,g£k|2dvolg€k) (/gzmq,k,ggkﬁdvolggk) = 0(e)), (29)

where we used the Gauss equations, Gauss—Bonnet theorem, and area bound (16) to infer that
fS Aay g, [P dvolg, < C(Wg, (@) +1) < C.

In order to estimate the first integral of (28), we integrate by parts the derivative on H and we recall (14),
obtaining

2
/ Z gek(ax, cI)k)CD (8,i H)n) dvolg: = O(Ek)[ (|Ho,, g8k|+ |Ho,, g€k||A¢k 2o, |)dv01g€

1/2
= 0(e} )(ngk(q>k))1/2[(Areag5 (@2 + (/ |Ady.g., | dvolg5k> }: O(e)). (30)
Collecting (25)—(30), we obtain that

Wy, (D) = O(e}).

Combining the last equation with (22) and (20), we obtain that 1, = 0(8]%) as desired. O

3. The blow-up analysis and the proof of the main theorem

3A. Existence of just one bubble and convergence.

Lemma 3.1. Let g,, be the metrics on R3 defined in (9) having the expression (11), and let (®y) be
area-constrained Willmore immersions of S? into (R?, g¢,) satisfying (10); without loss of generality, we
can assume Dy to be conformal with respect to the euclidean metric go. Up to a rotation in the domain,
we can also assume that, for every k € N, the north pole N € S? is the maximum point of the quantity
IV |? + | V2D

= [VOL(N) + VZ il (V) = max| V[ + V2Dl

where h is the standard round metric of S* of constant Gauss curvature equal to 1 and |V |, and
|V2®, |, are the norms evaluated in the h metric.
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With S € S? the south pole and P : S*\ {S} — R? the stereographic projection, consider the new
parametrizations Oy, in the following simply denoted with ®y, defined by

(P (2)) = c1>k<P—1 (%)) forall 7 € R%.
M

Then 3)/(, a priori just defined on S* \ {S}, extend to smooth conformal immersions of S* into (R>, go)
and converge to a conformal parametrization of a round sphere in the C'(S?, h)-norm for every I € N.

Proof. Step a. There exists a smooth conformal parametrization @, : S? —» (R3, go) of a round
sphere in R} endowed with the euclidean metric go such that, up to subsequences, @y — Do in the
C]IOC(S2 \ {§})-norm for every [ € N.

Denote by uy the conformal factor associated to Py, ie.,

B} (30) = e,
where g is the euclidean metric in R3. Observe that, by construction, for any compact subset of the form
K :=S%\ Bg’(S) for some § > 0,

there holds

sup sup(| V& |2 + | V2®g ) < oo. (31)
keN K

Then for every compact subset, there exists a constant Cx depending just on K such that, for every xg € K
and every p € (0, dist(K, S)/2),

sup sup V20 |? < Ck,

keN B (xg)
where Bg (xp) is the ball of center xg and radius p in the metric 4. By the conformal invariance of the
Dirichlet energy, with T the projection on the normal space to @y, we infer that for every gy > 0 there
exists pg, x > 0 (small enough) depending just on K and on g but not on k € N such that, for every
P € (0, pgy,x) and xp € K,

) ) 2% (2
fh |Vnk|5’k‘(go) dVOlé;(gO) = // |Vngl;, dvol, = /h |7r,:1k(V D), dvoly,
B} (x0) B} (x0) B} (x0)

< [ 9 dvoly = i < a0 (32)
B! (x0)
Taking ¢ < %n, for any xo € K and p < pg, k., we can apply the Hélein moving frame method based on

Chern construction of conformal coordinates (for more details, see [Riviere 2013, Section 3]) and infer
that, up to a reparametrization of ®; on B, (xo), with i; the mean value of u; on Bg (x0),

ik = itll Lo (i gy < €

for some C > 0 independent of k € N. Covering K by finitely many balls as above, the connectedness
of K implies that any two balls of the finite covering are connected by a chain of balls of the same
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covering and therefore there exists constants c; ¢ € R and k € N such that

supllux — ck k lL= (k) < 0. (33)
keN
Observe that sup; . cx, k. < +00; indeed, if limsup, ¢ k = 400, then lim sup, Area(%k(l()) = 400,
contradicting the area bound (16) (here we use that K has positive #-volume). Now let us consider
separately the cases sup; |ck, x| < 00 and liminfy ¢x x = —o0.

Case I: supy|ck k| < oo. Estimate (33) yields a uniform bound on the conformal factors u; on the subset K.
Since by assumption the immersions @, are area-constrained Willmore immersions satisfying (32) with
arbitrarily small Lagrange multipliers thanks to Lemma 2.2, then by e-regularity,” we infer that for every
[ € N there exists C; such that

|e’l“"Vl<I>k|Loo(Bﬁ/z<xo)) =G (/B |Vl dvol, + 1) =G

and therefore, by the assumed uniform bound on |u,| and by covering K by finitely many balls, we get

7 (x0)

sup|VlEIv>k|Loo(K) < oo foralll eN. (34)
keN

By the Arzela—Ascoli theorem and by the estimate on the Lagrange multipliers given in Lemma 2.2,
up to subsequences the maps oy converge in the C!(K)-norm, for every [ € N, to a limit Willmore
immersion @4 of K into (R?, 80); repea’ung the above argument to K = S?\ Bh(S) for every § > 0,
I (S*\ {S})-norm, for every l € N, to a
limit Willmore immersion ®, : S?\ {S} — R3, a smooth Willmore conformal immersion with finite area

we get that, up to subsequences, the maps dr converge in the C

and L?-bounded second fundamental form; therefore, by Lemma A.5 in [Riviere 2014] (let us mention
that this result was already present in [Miiller and Sverdk 1995]; see also [Kuwert and Li 2012]), the
map P, can be extended up to the south pole S to a possibly branched immersion; i.e., the south pole S
is a possible branch point for ®,, and the following expansion around S holds:

0P -
(€ o)™ = |52 = € +oll", (35)

where z is a complex coordinate around the south pole and n — 1 is the branching order. We claim that
the branching order is O or in other words that ®, is unbranched; indeed, by the strong convergence
of ®; to ®, and the smooth convergence of g, to the euclidean metric go, we have that

Wey (®oo) < liminf W, (D)) < 8r; (36)

2 Note that e-regularity for Willmore immersions was first proved by Kuwert and Schitzle [2001]. Here we use the ¢-
regularity theorem proved by Riviere (see Theorem 1.5 in [Riviere 2008]; see also Theorem 1.1 in [Bernard and Riviere 2014]);
to this aim, observe that the e-regularity theorem was stated for Willmore immersions, but the proof can be repeated verbatim
to area-constrained Willmore immersions in metric g¢,: indeed the Lagrange multiplier AH and the Riemannian terms are
lower-order terms that can be absorbed in the already present error terms g1 and g» in the proof of Theorem 1.5 at pp. 24-26 in
[Riviere 2008]. Of course, e-regularity is a consequence of the ellipticity of the equation.
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therefore, by the Li—Yau inequality [1982], we get thatn — 1 =0, i.e., P, is an immersion also at the
south pole S. Since ®, is a smooth Willmore immersion of S? into R? with energy less than 87, by the
classification of Willmore spheres by Bryant [1984], ®, is a smooth conformal parametrization of a
round sphere in R3.

Case 2: liminfy ¢ k = —oo. This cannot happen. In this case, up to subsequences, we have that
®,(K) — x € M in Hausdorff distance sense. Consider then the rescaled immersions

o~

Oy = e KK Dy (37)
of K, and observe that by construction supy|iix, x| < oo, where i g is the conformal factor of 6k.
Moreover, since the integrals appearing in (32) are invariant under rescaling, estimate (32) holds for Py as
well. Therefore, up to a diagonal extraction, CIDk — & in the CL (S? \ {S})-norm. In particular, 515k —-0
in the C2_(S?\ {S})-norm, which contradicts the fact that

loc

loc

IVOLZ(N) + V2D [ (N) = 1.

Step b. dp — Do in C(S?) for every [ € N; namely, the convergence of Step a is on the whole S?.

Observe that, if there exists p > 0 such that sup, sup Bi( S)|V<I>k| + |V2<I>k| < 00, then in Step a, we
can choose as compact subset K the whole S? and the clalm of Step b follows by the same arguments as
Step a. So assume by contradiction that there exists a sequence pi | O such that, for

fig := sup [VO|* + V2],
Bl
one has
lim sup 1y = +o0.
k
By a small rotation in the domain S?, we can assume that, for every k € N, the maximum of |V3>k|2 +
|V25k| on Bf)’k (S) is attained at the south pole S and that, up to subsequences in k,

lim i := li]?1|VEIV>k|2(S) + V2D, [(S) = +00. (38)

Analogously to the above, with Py : S?\ {N} — R? the stereographic projection centered at the north
pole N, we consider the reparametrized immersions

(P (2) == &'>k(P1;1 <§/2>>
M

Observe that, in this way, the compact subsets K considered above are shrinking towards the north pole N
and, by the arguments above, their ®;-images are converging to a round sphere; repeating the arguments
above to compact subsets this time containing the south pole S and avoiding the north pole N, we infer
that, up to subsequences, ®; (or a further rescaling of it) converges smoothly, away the north pole N, to
a round sphere, namely a second bubble. Combining the bubble formed in Step a and this second bubble,
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since each bubble contributes 47 of Willmore energy, we infer that

lim sup Wgék (®y) > 8, 39)
k
contradicting the assumption (10). This concludes the proof of the Step b and of the lemma. (I

3B. Expansion of the equation. Recalling that ®; : S? — (R?, g.,) is a smooth immersion satisfying
the area-constrained Willmore equation in metric g, and that g,, smoothly converge to the euclidean
metric g, in the present section, we expand this differential equation with respect to ;. Without loss of
generality, we can assume that ®; is conformal with respect to the metric g.,. We will see that curvature
terms appear at 8/% order while the derivatives of the curvature appear at 8,? order.

From now on, in order to make the notation a bit lighter, we replace ¢y by ¢.

Recall that the area-constrained Willmore equation in metric g, has the form

Ag,He + Hy|AY)} + Ricy, (i, fig) Hy = Ao H,. (40)
Since Ag, = (2/|V®,|; )A, where A is the flat laplacian in R?, multiplying (40) by [V®,|Z /2, we get
AH + 3|V ®;lg Hel AL, + 3|V ®elg, He Ricy, (e, iie) = 3| V@l He. (41)

First of all, recalling that H, = g.(Ag, @, ng)/2, we expand H, as

Vigel

Vo2

(8:)ap APV 18: 1857 (V) = AD Ty, (42)

&

1
= W
where v, is the inward-pointing unit normal with respect to go. Using (11) and (13), we get
Ve[, = [VPe|*+ 38> Rupyn (1) PELOL VDL, VOI) +56” Ropyy u (pi) PE B LV DL, V) +0 ()
so that

1 _ 1 (1 g2
VD2, [VO 2\ 3[V,|?

Rapyn (pi) DL @Y (VDL VO

g3

~ Giva R (PORLRLLVEL VO + 0N ) (43)
moreover,
V1gel = 1 — te? Ricas (pr) @2 P — L& Ricyp , (pi) DXL DY + O (). (44)
Combining (42) with (43) and (44), we can write
H, = %(1 + 628, + 3T, + 0(eY)), (45)
where
Se 1= —W&ﬁyn(l’k)q’fq’z(vq’?’ V®!) — 1 Ricys(pr) D PP
and

1
=————R
6|V o,|?

&

wpyn (k) DE ®Y DL (VDY VD)) — L Ricyp,, (pr) DL DF @Y.
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The combination of (44) and (45) gives

2 ADPT Ve

Vo2 Rice (P0G ve) + O(e"). (46)

Ricg, (g, 1. )Hs = €
Finally, using (45), (46), and (19), we expand (41) up to &2 order (the term H, |Ag|§€ will be expanded in
the next subsection) as

AH, + 5|VO, |, Ho|AZ|S + 5|Vl He Ricy, (7, fie) — Ao He 5|V O3,

AP AP ADD ADD
= Al et S Al 222 s 4oV =222 VS ZTeTEAAS
<|V<I>a|2>+ vo.2 ) AN Ve )V T Ve 0
Lwo, 2 H A2 + L2 ADD,, Ri Ve, Do) — 2 A, ADYD 2 47
+ 3Vl HelALlG, + 38" AP Vg Ricg (p)(Ve, Ve) — 34 AD Vg +0(7).  (47)

3C. Approximated solutions to the area-constrained Willmore equation. In this section, we solve (47)
up to the &2 order. For this, let @ be the inverse of the stereographic projection with respect to the north
pole and notice that w is a solution of the equation when ¢ = 0. We make the ansatz of looking for a
|2

solution up to the order 2 of the form w + &% p for some function p. Since |A°|? = 0 for w, it is clear that

H,|A7|} = O(e™); (48)

in particular, since for our arguments it is enough to expand the equation up to &* order, this term will
never play a role and therefore will be neglected.
Observing that Aw®w, /|Vw|* = —1, (47) implies that p must solve

1 .
Lo(p) = A(5jg o Resru (PO o (Ve Vol') + § Ricap(ppoe)

&

SoalVel’, (49)

— 3IVoP Ricys (pr)o® o +
where L, is the linearized Willmore operator at w; see the Appendix for more details. Using the identity

(Vo*, Vo ) = (845 — 0" 0P) | Vo, (50)

(49) reduces to

. . A
Lo(p) = 1 ARices(pr)o®@P) — HVol? Ricys (pr)o® of + 2—;2|Vw|2

| (51)
= (—Ricap(poe” + (375 +14 Seal(po)) ) Vool
Hence, we easily check that
. g Ae
pe = 3 Ricop (P + 3 f (e (52)

with
r2In(r?/(1+r?) —1—In(1+r?)

Jn= 14712
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where r2 = x2 + y2, is the desired function. Moreover, it is not difficult to check that this perturbed w
satisfies the conformal conditions up to &2 order, that is to say

{gs((w +&20)x, (0 +E%0:)x) — ge (0 + 62 pe)y, (0 +82ps)y) = O(3),
ge((@+ 8200z, (@4 €%pe)y) = O(&7);

a way to prove it is to use the expansion of the metric with the fact that in dimension 3 one has

(53)

Rupyi = (8ay Ricgy —gap Ricpy +gpu Ricay —8py Ricay) + 5 Scal(8uu8py — Suy 8pp)-

3D. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us briefly recall the setting. Let ®y : S* < (M, g) be conformal Willmore
immersions satisfying

g := diamg (¥4 (S?)) — 0, (54)

Wo(®y) = / |Hg o, |2dvolgk <8m —25 forsome § > 0 independent of k. (55
§2

Thanks to Lemma 2.2, we associate to ®; the new immersion ®° : S? < (R3, g,), where g.(y)(u, v) :=
g(sy)(eflu, e~ 1v), which satisfies the area-constrained Willmore equation

2 . - -
Ags Hgmcbs +H e, O° |A§£,q)€ |g€ +H e, DF R]ng (ngqu)s’ ngSs(Dg) = )\'gHg87<I>£ (56)

with A, = O(&?). Moreover, by Lemma 3.1, we know that, up to conformal reparametrizations and up to
subsequences, we have
®° — @ in CX(S?),

where ® is a conformal diffeomorphism of S?. Clearly, up to reparametrizing our sequence, we can assume
that @ = Id. In the following, we perform all the computations in the chart given by the stereographic
projection (which is conformal); we denote by w the inverse of the stereographic projection.

Before proceeding with the proof, we need to make a small adjustment to the immersions. We claim
that there exist a® € R?, b° € R?, R® € SO(3), and z° € C satisfying

a®*=o(l), b°=o0(), |Id—R°|=o0(1), and z°=o(l) (57)
such that, up to replacing ®¢ by ®°(a® + z°-) and Q° = w® + £2p®, where p° is given by (52), by
Re[w (- +b°) +&2p°(- +b,)], we get
|V®?| and |[VQ°| are maximal at 0,  Vect{®%(0), CD’; (0)} = Vect{2(0), Q’; O},

and P3(0) =Q5(0). (58)
This is a simple consequence of the CIZOC(IRZ) convergence of ®° to w. Indeed, we first choose a® and b°
such that |V®?| and |VQ?| are maximal at 0 and then R? such that the tangent plane of ®° and R®*Q°
coincide at 0, and finally we find z, in order to adjust the first derivatives.
Therefore, from now on, we will assume that (58) is satisfied.

Now we prove Theorem 1.2. We set
O =QFf +r°
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for some function r*, and thanks to the computations of Section 3C, we see that r® satisfies
Lo (r®) = O(&%) + o(|Vre| + [V2ré| 4+ | V3re | + [VHE)). (59)
Moreover, combining (53) and (58), we get that
g5 (Vre, Vré)(0) = 0(£%). (60)

Indeed, the error terms of r£(0) and r§ (0) lie in the plane generated by Q¢ (0) and Q; (0). So it suffices to
estimate their projection against Q2 (0) and Q‘; (0). But this one vanishes up to the &3 order thanks to (53).
Observe that we also have

g5 (V2r8, Vo) (0) = 0(e). (61)
Claim. sup|Vre| + V28| + V38| + |V = 0(e).

R2

Proof of the claim. Let us denote i, := |Vré| 4+ |V2ré| +|V3r?| +|V*rf|, and assume by contradiction
that lim &3 /1, = 0. Up to a reparametrization, we can assume that this sup is achieved at some point z,
that is confined in a fixed compact subset of R?. In fact, we can do a reparametrization in order to make
this requirement satisfied before performing the adjustments of the previous page. Then we set

7= Te _r;(O)-
I
By construction, #¢ is bounded in the C*-norm on every compact subset of R?, and therefore, by the
Arzela—Ascoli theorem, it converges up to subsequences to a limit function 7 in C foc—topology. Thanks to
(59), 7 is a solution of the linearized equation (A-1) and, recalling (60)-(61), satisfies (A-2) with V7(0) =0
and (V%7, Vw)(0) = 0. Then, applying Lemma A.1, we get that V7 = 0, which is in contradiction with
the fact that | V7| 4+ | V27| 4+ | V37| 4+ |V#7| = 1 at some point at finite distance. This proves the claim. [J

Mimicking the proof of the claim above, one can prove that by setting

~ re — re(0)
Fo=——7—"
I3

then, up to subsequences, 7, converges to a function 7 in CfOC([R{z) that, using (41), (45), and (46), satisfies

the linearized Willmore equation

Lo(F) = A( Olﬂyﬂ,v(pk)a)ﬁa)ya)”(Va)‘)‘, Vo) + (17) Ricaﬂ,y(pk)a)“a)ﬁa)y).

—F—R
6|Vwl|?
Recalling identity (50), the last equation can be rewritten as

Lo,(7) = A(75 Ricgp y (P00 o).

Finally, integrating this relation against the w®, for « =1, ..., 3, which are solutions of the linearized
equation, we get

/2 Aa)(é Ricaﬂ,y(pk)a)“a)ﬂa)y) dz=0.
R
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Let us note that the integration by parts above has been possible thanks to the decay of w and its derivatives
at infinity. The last identity gives

/Rz (Ricyp,y (P 0P ) iw|Vol* dz = 0.
Then by a change of variable, we get
| Ricap, (20 (057575 dvoly =
S

where 4 is the standard metric on S? and y* are the position coordinates of S? in R?. Finally, using the
relation

/ Y yPyY i dvoly, = {s (8P §HY + 84 8PY 4 547 §P1)
S2
and the second Bianchi identity, we obtain

V Scal(p) =0,

which proves the theorem. 0

Appendix A: The linearized Willmore operator

The aim of this appendix is to derive the linearized Willmore equation and to classify its solution.
The Willmore equation for a conformal immersion ® into R3 can be written as

W'(®) = Ag(H)+ H|A°|2 =0,

where Ag = (2/ [V®|?)A, H is the mean curvature, and A° is the traceless second fundamental form.
Equivalently, one has
H =

Az, D),

where V is the inward-pointing unit normal of the immersion ®. Hence, by multiplying the first equation
by |[V®|?/2, we can consider the equivalent equation

W/ (®) = AH + (A®, D) 5]A°2 =0.

Of course, any conformal parametrization, w, of a round sphere is a solution. Then expanding W’ (w—+1tp)
for some function p and using the fact that A° = 0 for a round sphere, we get

~ (Ap, w) +2(Vw, Vp)
Lo(p) =W, (p) = —A( ) )=0. (A1)
Vol
Also consider the linearization of the conformality condition, which gives
{(wx, px) _<wyv py) =0, (A-2)
(wx, py) + (wy, px) = 0.
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In the following lemma, we classify the solutions of the linearized operator following the previous work

[Laurain 2012] concerning the linearized operator for the constant mean curvature equation:”

Lemma A.1. Let p € H 2(R?, R3) be a solution of the linearized equation (A-1) that satisfies (A-2) and
the additional normalizing conditions

Vo0)=0 and (V’p,Vw)(0)=0.
Then Vp = 0.

Proof. First we remark that, thanks to the definition of H 2([Riz, R3), we have
(Ap, w) +2(Vw, Vp)

e L*(R?).
Vol (R%)
Hence, using Liouville’s theorem, we get that
(Ap, w)+2(Vw, Vp) =0. (A-3)

Then thanks to the fact that (w,, @y, ) is a basis of R3 and (A-2), there exist a, b, ¢, d : R* — R such that

{pxzawx—i-ba)y—i-ca), (A-d)

py = —bw, +awy, +do.

Then plugging (A-4) into (A-3) and using the relation py, = py,, we see that a, b, ¢, and d satisfy the
equations

ay+ by =d, (A-5)
by —ay =—c, (A-6)
¢y —dy = b|Vol?,
cy+dy = —a|Vol|?.

These equations imply that a and b satisfy

Aa = —a|Vo|*> and Ab=—b|Vol|’.

Since p € H'(R2, R?), then a and b can be seen as functions in H'(S?) satisfying Ao = 2«; therefore, a
and b are linear combinations of the first nonvanishing eigenfunctions of Ag> (see also Lemma C.1 of
[Laurain 2012]); that is to say

2 2
a=zai‘ﬁi and b=zbi1ﬁi,
i=0 i=0

X . 1= Ix?
——— fori=1,2and xX)= ———.
e Vo) =T ree

where

Yi(x) =

31n this statement, H2(R2, R3) is the pushforward of H 2(52) on R2 via stereographic projection.
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Finally using the facts that Vp(0) =0 and (V2p, Vw)(0) =0, (A-5), and (A-6), we can conclude that
a =b =c=d =0, which proves the lemma. (I
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In this paper, we study hole probabilities Py ,,,(r, N) of SU(m + 1) Gaussian random polynomials of
degree N over a polydisc (D(0, r))”. When r > 1, we find asymptotic formulas and the decay rate of
log Py, (r, N). In dimension one, we also consider hole probabilities over some general open sets and
compute asymptotic formulas for the generalized hole probabilities Py ;(r, N) over a disc D(0, r).
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Introduction

Hole probability is the probability that some random field never vanishes over some set. For Gaussian
random entire functions we have this (see also [Zrebiec 2007, Theorem 1.2] for a multivariable result):

Theorem [Sodin and Tsirelson 2005, Theorem 1]. Let ¥ (z) = Y 5=q cxzX /K, where the ¢, (k > 0)
are i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables. Then there exist constants C; > C, > 0 such that

exp{—Cr*} < Prob{O gy (D(0, r))} <exp{—Cyr*}.

The case of Gaussian random sections was considered in [Shiffman et al. 2008]: Let M be a compact
Kéhler manifold with complex dimension 2 and (L, 1) — M a positive holomorphic line bundle. Let y,;
denote the Gaussian probability measure on H%(M, L) induced by the fiberwise inner product " and
the polarized volume form d'Vys = w}' /m! = ((V—=1/27)©,)" /m!, where ®}, is the Chern curvature
tensor of (L, h).

Theorem [Shiffman et al. 2008, Theorem 1.4]. For any nonempty open set U C M , if there exists s in
HO(M, L) such that s does not vanish on U , then there exist constants Cy > Cy > 0 such that, for N > 1,

exp{—CiN" T} < yy{sy € HY M. LN): 0 ¢ sy (U)} <exp{-C,N"*'}.

MSC2010: 32A60, 60DO0S.
Keywords: hole probability, asymptotic, SU(m+1) polynomial.

1923


http://msp.org/apde/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2014.7-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2014.7.1923
http://msp.org

1924 JUNYAN ZHU

Therefore, it is natural to ask: can we find sharp constants Cy, C; in these two theorems, and is it
possible to obtain an asymptotic formula and a decay rate for the hole probability? Using Cauchy’s
integral estimates, Nishry answered this in the random entire function case as follows (an analogous result
for Gaussian random power series is obtained in [Peres and Virdg 2005, Corollary 3]).

Theorem [Nishry 2010, Theorem 1]. Let ¥(z) = Y 3=q cxzK /K, where the ¢ (k > 0) are i.i.d.
standard complex Gaussian random variables. Then

Prob{0 & ¥(D(0,1)} = exp{~Le*r* + 00 )},

This suggests to us that, for those line bundles with polynomial sections, maybe it is possible to find
an asymptotic formula for the hole probability.

If Py m(r, N) denotes the hole probability of SU(m + 1) Gaussian random polynomials over the
polydisc (D(0,r))", dux denotes the Lebesgue measure on R” and

m m m m
E,(x):= ZZx,- logr — |:Zx,~ log x; + (1 —in) log (1 —Zx,-)]
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
is a continuous function defined over the standard simplex X, 1= {x = (1, ..., Xpu) €R"T: Y7L | x; <1}
(here we adopt the convention that 0 log 0 = 0), we have the following results:

Theorem 0.1. Forr > 1,

log Py (r, N) = —N™*1 [ Er(X) dmx +o(N™T1),

m

where
m—+1

2mlogr 1 1
Ep(x)dpx = 208" L~y 2
/Em r(x) dmx (m+1)!+m!kz_2k

Theorem 0.2. Forr > 0,

log Py m(r, N) Z—Nm+1/ E(x) dmx +o(N™T1),
xX€XEr(x)=0

log Py (r, N) < —N™*1 / Er(x) dpx +o(N™T1),
xeRm+:3 VL xi<ap

where ag = ag(r,m) > 0 is defined by

1 if 2logr+Y 4, 1/k >0,

g = ag(r,m) = aloga+ (1 —a)log(l—a) .
the nonzero root of o = dlogr + 57, 1/k if 2logr + Y 4, 1/k <0.

Here, when m = 1, we take ) j'_, 1/k = 0.

Remark 0.3. Theorem 0.1 can be derived from Theorem 0.2 as, whenr > 1, {x € X, : E,(x) >0} =X,
and ag(r, m) = 1. In fact, we could have proved this general case directly, but the idea of the proof would
turn out to be extremely difficult to follow.
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Corollary 0.4. In the case of m = 1, the following asymptotic formula for the logarithm of the hole
probability over a disc exists for all r > 0:

o)
log Po,1(r, N) = —NZ/ E,(x)dx + o(N?);
0
here
o
/ E.(x)dx = %a0(2logr + 1 —logayp)
0

and ag = ag(r, 1) € (0, 1] is given in Theorem 0.2.

Because of the simplicity of the one-dimensional case, we can obtain more about the hole probability
of SU(2) Gaussian random polynomials:

Theorem 0.5. If U C C is a bounded simply connected domain containing 0 and 0U is a Jordan curve,
let ¢ : D(0,1) — U be a biholomorphism given by the Riemann mapping theorem such that ¢ (0) = 0
(thus ¢ is unique up to the composition of a unitary transformation of C). Then the hole probability
Py,1(U, N) of SU(2) Gaussian random polynomials of degree N over U satisfies

log Po,1(U, N) < —(log ¢/ (0)| + 3) N + o(N?).

Also, in dimension one, it makes sense to study the number of zeros in some set. So let the generalized
hole probability P ;(r, N) be the probability that an SU(2) Gaussian random polynomial of degree N
has no more than k zeros in D (0, r); then, the following theorem shows that the asymptotic formula of
log Py 1(r, N) exists:

Theorem 0.6. For allk > 0andr > 0,
log Py ;(r,N) = —%a0(2 logr + 1 —1logag)N? 4+ o(N?),
where oy = ag(r, 1) € (0, 1] is given in Theorem 0.2.

We should remark here that in all the cases we consider, the event that some Gaussian random
polynomial has zeros on the boundary of some open set is a null set, i.e., of zero probability. Therefore
we do not distinguish between the (generalized) hole probability over an open set and that over its closure.

1. Background

We review in this section some background on SU(m + 1) Gaussian random polynomials and the
definition of our probability measures. Before that, we define two lexicographically ordered sets that will
be consistently used as index sets throughout this paper.

Definition 1.1. N ={J=01,--s jm) €E[O,N]"NZ":0< j1 << jm <N},
Apn ={K=(ky,....km) €[0,NI"NZ" :|K|=k; +-+km <N}
It is not difficult to show that |y, n| = |Am.N| = (N,;I;m)
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The tautological line bundle O(—1) over the complex projective space CP™ is a holomorphic line
bundle with fibers

O(=)x=C-x forall [x]=[xg: - :x] € CP".

Its dual bundle, denoted by O(1), is called the hyperplane section bundle, since O(1) = O(H), where
the divisor

H = {[x] € CP™ : xq =0}

is a hyperplane in CP"™. H°(CP™,0(N)), the space of holomorphic sections of the tensor bundle O(N ) =
hopN

@m—i-l >
The Fubini-Study metric sgs on O(1) can be described in the following way: Over the open subset

0(1)®V, is isomorphic to the space of (m+1)-variable homogeneous polynomials of degree N.

Up={[x]=[x0: -+ :xm] € CP": xq # 0} C CP™",

we have a local frame of O(1),

e([x]) = xo.
Set
|xo]? |xo]?
le(IxDIl7.. = = ,
hes 5 xi 2T [1x)12

which is independent of the choice of representative x of [x]. In terms of the affine coordinates
b X
z=(21,...,2m) = (—1,...,—m)
X0 X0
over Uy,
m -1
le@I3 =1+ 21" = (1 n Zw) ,
i=1

which defines a metric with positive Chern curvature form

J—1 - V=1 -
wps = ———039log [le(2) I}, = ——8dlog (1 +|z1|* + -+ |zm|?).
2w FS 2w
This induces a metric h{}g on the line bundle O(/N) so that
1e®N @)y = A+ 2157V,
FS

With the frame e®V over Uy, for any s € HO(CP™,0(N)), represented as p(Xo, ..., Xm) € h@fxﬂ,

we have

pOior ) = PO N () = 1,21z ®N (),

0

which implies that all the elements in H°(CP™,O(N)) can be viewed over U, as polynomials in
(z1,...,2zm) of degree at most V.
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Since wpg is positive over CP™, we may take it as a polarized metric form on CP™, and the associated
volume form is dV = w{l{/m!. Thus, the metric h s together with the volume form d V' induce a Hermitian
inner product on the space of holomorphic sections H°(CP™, O(N)): for all 51, s, € H°(CP™,0(N)),

{(s1,82) == /épm<51,52)hé\sr dVv.

With this inner product, there is an orthonormal basis {S IZ(V YK =1, km)eA, n given in local affine
coordinates (zy, ..., zm) over Uy by

S¥ @) = VN =y ()=

where we adopt the notations

Ny _ N! K._ ki km
(K)_(N—|K|)!k1!---km!’ T T

Thus, H(CP™,O(N)) is equal to {sy =Y gen, n kKSR 1€ =(CK)KeAnn € C(Nntm)}. Endow
H°(CP™,0(N)) with the Gaussian probability measure Yy defined by

—(NEm) g=llel?

dyy(sy)i=m d, 2 (V)€

where ||c||? = ZKeAm,N|CK|2 and dp(N+m)c denotes the 2(N,:m)—dimensional Lebesgue measure.
Then y, is characterized by the property that {ck }ken,, » consists of independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) standard complex Gaussian random variables. Then (H o0(CP™,0(N)), yN) is called
the ensemble of SU(m + 1) Gaussian random polynomials of degree N, since the random element sy is
distributionally invariant under SU(m + 1) transformations of CP™. Its hole probability over the polydisc

(D(0,r))™ C C™ is
Pom(r,N) =yy{sn € H*(CP™,0(N)): 0 ¢ sy ((D(0,r)™)}
_ —(N+’") —llell?
=7 m e
cGC(N$m):O¢sN((5(0J))m)

(N ) e_“C"z
cecVit™0¢5n (D(0,r))™)

d (N+m)C
dz(N:;m)C,

where Sy (2) =) ke A, N CKV/ (]I\(T)ZK . Hereafter, when considering hole probability, we work on §p
instead of s for simplicity.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. Orm(N):= Y IOg[(]I\é)rlel]-
KGA,/”_N

2m log r

1
Lemma 2.2. Q,m(N):Nm+1/ E,(X)dmx+o(N"1) = e
’ (m+ 1)' m!

m

m-1
Z ]Nm+1+0(Nm+1)~
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Proof. We can prove inductively that, for k > 1,

k k+1
(/i) <k!'< k
e) T T ekl

or, equivalently,

kloghk —k <logk! < (k+1)logk —(k—1). 2-1)
Hence we have
—(k+1)logN +(k—1) Eklog%—logk! <-—klogN +k for 0<k=<N. (2-2)
Forall K = (ky,....km) € AN,
N\ 2k K
toe| (g )] =V E- ()
m
ki N —|K
=10gN!+Z(k,' logﬁl—logki!) + [(N—|K|)log Nl | —log (N—|K|)!:|,

i=1

Applying (2-1) and (2-2), we then get

10g[(%)r2|K|]—NE,(%) > (Nlog N—N)—(N +m+1)log N +(N—m—1) = —(m+1)(log N +1),

log[(%)rz'K']—NEr(g) <[(N+1)logN—(N—1)]-Nlog N+N =log N +1.

Hence, for all K € Ay N,

‘log[(z)rzlm] —NE,(%)‘ <(m+1)(logN +1),

‘Qr,m(N)—N Y E(x) = X e () - V(%)

SO

KGAm’N KGAm.N
<(m+1)(log N + 1)(N;;’”) = o(N™T1),
Take
AmnN:={KeAun: ki1 for 1<i<mand |[K|<N-m—-1}CApnN
and
S . ki ki+1 km km+1
Sm(N) = U [ﬁ’ ~ :|><---><|:W, v | S
KeAm N
Then
° N—m—1
|Am,N|:( m )7
° _(N+m N—-m—1y\ m—1
Amn \ A= (7" )= (70 ) = ovmh,

o 1 S
VolRm(Zm\Em(N)):%—N_m(N o 1):0(N—1).

(2-3)
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Over X, we have

|E,| <2llogr|+—— m+1 = 0(1);
hence
K K 0
‘N E(y) =N X E(§) S NIAmn\RmnlsuplEr| = ON™.  (2-4)
KGA’” N Kejo\qu Zﬂ’l
As
sup |[VE,| < O(logN),
()
we have
KN\ _ aym+1
’N X E(R) N B
KEAm,N K
m+1 -
=N Z Ah k]_H km km+1] Er (N) Er(‘x))dmx
KGAm N N’ N
m+1(N—m—1 —m .
<N )N T Otg MO T
= O(N™logN). 2-5)
Moreover,

‘N’”“/}(5 (N)E,(x)dmx—Nm“/Z E,(x)dmx

< N sup| E | Volgm (Zp \ S (N)) = O(N™).
Zm

(2-6)
Combining (2-3)—(2-6), we thus obtain

0y m(N) = N7 / Ey () dmx+o(N™1)

Zm
m

:Nm+1/ Zlelogr—[lelogxz (1 Zm)log(l—zxi)]dmx+0(Nm+l)

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

=N’"+1[2mlogi’/ xldmx—(m+1)/ x1log x; dmx]+0(Nm+1)
Zm

m

_ [ 2mlogr 1 (A I m+1
= (m+1)!+%k§% N™H L o(Nm D, O

Remark 2.3. The scaled lattice (1/N)A,, v C R™ tends to X,,. Hence Lemma 2.2 is in fact converting
a Riemann sum into a Riemann integral and estimating the error. Such procedures will appear several

times in this paper.
Remark 2.4. The function E;(x) in the above lemma can also be written as

Er(x)= _b{x}(zr) +log (1 + ”Zr”z)»
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where z, = (r,...,r) € R™ and by, is the exponential decay rate of the expected mass density of
random L2-normalized polynomials with some prescribed Newton polytope (see Theorem 1.2 and (78)
in [Shiffman and Zelditch 2004]).

Let £ = (&1,...,&,), where &; =(Si,0,...,§,~,N)€CN+1 for1 <i <m.

Definition 2.5. W, y (&) is the (N ;m) X (N ntm) matrix with rows indexed by I, y and columns indexed
by A, n such that, for all J = (ji,..., jm) € TN, K= (k1,...,km) € Ay, N, the (J, K)-entry of

7 k'n
W N () is §F = 51 b

st.

The next lemma gives the formula for a “Vandermonde-type” determinant.

m
J+l 1y (N—k+m—i
Lemma 2.6. det Woun@I =[] T 16— &l )00
i=10<j<k<N

Proof. Forall 1 <i <mand 0 < j <k < N, the rows of W, () involving &; ; correspond to the set
oy =01 jm) € Ty < ji =},
while those rows involving &; x correspond to the set

K = {(j1s-- s jm) € T Ji = k). 2-7)
Let

IA
A
~.
3
A
=
o~

S =AU s Jise e Jm) €0NTIAZT 0 i < < is S5 S i

K =AU i jm) €N AZ" 0 i < < i Sk S i S S jm SN
then N
ijoy_ i o (]t —J]tm—i
eyl =1 =) (),
ik ~ik k+i—1\/N—-k+m—i
i =10 =) I
Since, forany 1 <i < m,
N k
Fm,N_l_ll—‘;’;N’
k=0
we have the equality
N o kti—1\/N—k+m—i N +m
SO (5
i—1 m—i m
k=0
Note that
~i,j ~ik
1—‘m,NmFm,N

={(1s-esJiree s Jm) €N I NZ" 1 0<jy <o < i S j <k Zjip1 S S jm <N}

and .. .
D e i [
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which means that there are (J - _1 1) (N _,If::" _i) pairs of rows; within each pair the only difference between

two rows is &; ; instead of &; . Therefore, forall 1 <i <mand0=<j <k <N,

(&1 = &) (DO | det W (6,
and thus

Gm,N (&) | det Wiy N (§), (2-9)
where

Gan® =[] J] @—&oECmE"

i=10<j<k<N

Furthermore, for all 1 <i <m,

degg, G, N () = Z (];I—_l;l)(N—Zt;”_’)

0<j<k<N
N S . .
—;[g(ﬁiﬁ)}(zv o
N . .
T
N— .
=X (T )
=M =GO, 2-10)

where the second-to-last equality is due to (2-8). On the other hand, forall 1 <i <mand 1 <k <N,
the number of K in A, y with k; =k is (N_k+m_1); hence,

m—1

degg, det Wy () = Z (=0

where the second equality is the special case i = 1 in (2-10). Therefore, for all 1 <i <m,
dege, det Wy, n (£) = degg, G, v (£). 2-11)
By (2-9) and (2-11),
m
]+t N\ (N—-k+m—i
det Wy v (6) = CuNGmy = Cun [ | [ Gy — &0 U020,
i=10<j<k<N

where Gy, v is a constant depending only on m and N. Consider the monomial

gmN(s)—l‘[l‘[s HH

i=1k=1 i=1k=1

+l 1)(N k-‘rm l é(k-i—t 1)(N k+m i

’
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then
GuNE)=xguNE) +--.

In the Appendix, we show that the coefficient of g,, n in the expansion of det W, x (&) equals 1, and
therefore Cy,, vy = £1. O

3. Proof of Theorem 0.1

To prove Theorem 0.1, it suffices to prove separately the lower and upper bounds

—Nm+1/ E,(x)dmx+0(Nm+1)§logP0,m(r,N)f—NmH/ Er(X) dmx +o(N™T1)
Zm

Zm

Lower bound.

Proof of the lower bound in Theorem 0.1. Recall that 5x(z) = ZKeAm N CK Y (%)ZK Hence,

57 (2)] = |eco....00| — |cK|\/ rIKl forall z=(zy,....2m) € (D(0.7))™. (3-1)

KGAm N\{(Oa -0

Consider the event 2, ,, N:

.....

(i1) |CK| < KEAm,N\{(O,...,O)}.

1
2N (R

Then, if €2, ,, n occurs, by (3-1) we have that for all z = (z;,...,zm) € (D(0, )™,

Ny K]
5N ()] = VA — (")r

1

=N —
7 (1K [+m—1
KeAm NN(0,.,0)} 2 N0

N
1 1
=+N — ——— = =-+/N >0;
];2«/N 2
hence

Pom(r, N) = yn(Qpm,N)
= yn(lc@....0| = VN) I1

1
J/N(|CK| = ),
KA m N \O,...,0)} 2N/ (F)r KK T
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where yn (|c,...0)l = VN) = e ~N_ Recall that for K e A, N\{(O0,...,0)} the standard complex

.....

Gaussian random variables ck satisfy yy (|ckx| < a) = a whenever ¢ < 1. Since

1
2N R (K

if r > 1, we thus have

1

| 2
S T A ey e T

and
K —1
log PN 2 =N = 30 {iogs+1og N+ 210 ()77 ) e [ ()]}
KeApyu N\(0,...,0)}
Since

|K|+m—1 N+m—1
log( m—1 )flog( m—1 )=0(logN),

it follows that

Z [log8+logN + 2log (|KL;|—_ml—l)] = (N+m)0(logN) =o(N™Th),
KGAmN\{(O ~~~~~ 0)}

Therefore,
N
IOgP()’m(V,N)Z— Z log [(K)r2|K|]+O(Nm+1)
KGAm N\{(O ----- )}
= —Qrm(N) +o(N"1)

—Nm“f Er(x)dmx +o(N™T1). O

Upper bound. Let § > 0 be small and k = 1 — V8. We shall first treat § as a small positive constant and
at the end we will let § — 0+. For the sake of clarity, all the constants C, the big O and little o terms
listed throughout this paper will not depend on § unless otherwise stated.

Definition 3.1. Zj(N) = kre2™V=UIN+L gor 0 < j < N.

For all p € Z™, by division with remainder, N +1 = g(N)p + (N ), where ¢(N) € Z, ¢(N) > 0 and
0 <I/(N) < p. For convenience, we drop the dependence on N when there is no chance of confusion.
Since N+1=1I(g+1)+(p—1I)q, forall 1 <i <m,define & = (§;0.....& n) by

Zt(q+1)+s lfOSZSI—l, OSSSq,
Eisptt = . (3-2)
Zg+D+a-Dg+s T 1=1=p-1,0=<s=<g-1
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Intuitively, (3-2) gives a way to choose points & ; (j = 0,1,...) one after another on the circle of
radius k7 such that the arguments of each two consecutive points differ approximately by 27/ p. Denote the
permutation of N +1 indices {0, ..., N} givenby (3-2) by 7,i.e.,zj =&; ;(j) for0< j <N and 1 <i <m.
Fort €{0,..., p— 1}, denote
_Jltg+ 1), t(g+ 1) +q} ift0=<r=<I-1,
a {{l(q—i—1)—|—(t—l)q,...,l(q—|—1)+(t—l)q+(q—1)} ifl<t<p-1,
at:tq+min{t,l}={t(Q+l) ?fOftfl—l,
lg+1)+@—=D)qg ifl<t<p-—1.
Iy, ..., I,y give a partition of {0,..., N}. Again there is an implicit dependence on N for each term
defined above, and we will indicate this dependence explicitly when necessary. Then

[/ —t(g+Dlp+1 if jel;, 0=t=I-1,
J—Ilg+1D)—@t—-Dqlp+t if jel;,, [ St<p—1,
and, if {j (N)}¥7=, is a sequence satisfying j(N) € I;(N) for all N > 1, then

e (G (V) = pj (N) +1(N + D] <2p?,

r(j)z(j—a»pw:{

and therefore

W((N) ( (V)
N1 PN T

Lemma 3.2. With the values of &; given by (3-2),

N
log|det Wy, N (§)] = m( m—:—T) log (kr) + '%"N”H'l +o(N™Th,

—Ozaw”y (3-3)

where By = (1/(m—1)!) fol x™log[2 sin(zx)] dx, which is finite for each m > 1 by the comparison test

for improper integrals.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6,

log|det Win,n (5]

=log[1"[ [T la—&xlCEDCE ’>]

i=10<j<k=<N
m
jAi—1\/N—k+m—i &, 5k
:Z Z ( i )( i ) log I;J ! +log(kr)
i=1 j<k<N
m . . s
Sy (O (VO fen | Ny
i—1 m—i Kr Kr m+1
i=10=<t(j)<t(k)<N
-y A [ T e
i—1 m—i
i=1

0=t(j)<t(k)=N
N+m
+m( 41 )log(Kr)
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where the second part of the third equality is due to (2-10). Now we are going to show that the first term
after the last equality can be approximated by a double integral.

i 3 (f(j)+i—1)(N—f(k)4jm—i)log R

i—1 m—i
i=10=<t(j)<t(k) =N

n ))i—1 _ m—i )
= Z Z [M + 0((T(j))i—l)j| [w + 0((N _ r(k))m_’)]

i —1)! —
i=10<t(j)<t(k)<N @ —D! (m—1)!

xlog}l—eznﬁ(ﬁ_l\’il)‘. (3-4)
Forall 0 < j,k<N,1<i<m,0=<u,v=<p—1,denote

o+l ko k+1
9jkN= s S ) >
” N+1 N+1 N+1 N+1

Lu,v,N ={(j.k)ely,xIy:t(j) <t(k)},

Tyv(N) = U 3 kN
(j.k)eLy v,N
Lu,v,N = {(],k) € Lu,v,N . ] —k 7é +N and ] —k 7é il} C Lu,v,N7
TuwN) = | 9jun CTup(N),

(.k)eLy v N

and define a function over {(x, y) € (0,1) x (0,1) : x # y} by

g (0. ) = (px =)' [1 = (py — )" log |1 — 27VT1E)|.
Then
|Lu,v,N \ Lu,v,N| <2N +2, (3—5)
Volg2 (T w(N)\ Ty v (N)) < O(N™D), (3-6)
1 j—k N
< < f i.k)e L , 3-7
N+1—N+1'—N+1 Or(] ) M,U,N ( )
v Shr= g for (x.7) € Tuu(N). (3-8)
840X, »)| < O(log N) if NElS |x —y| < N (3-9)
. 1 1 1

Vg, (. )| <O(N?2 if ——<|x—y|<l———.  (3-10)

From (3-3), we have
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Z () "HN =t (k)™ " log I _&nﬁ(ﬁ_ﬁ)}
0=<t(j)<t(k)<N

. i—1 m—i
_ m- J - k -
=(N+1)"! E: E: [pN+1—u+0(N 1)} [1—(pN+1—v)+0(N 1)]

0=<u,v<p—1(j,k)€Ly v.N

xlog |1 — V1m0 | (3-11)

Forall 0 <u,v < p—1, by (3-5), (3-7) and (3-9), we get

j i—1 k m—i 5 ﬁ( j i )
L 1— - 1 1 — eV UNFI~NFT
2 (pN+1 ”) [ (pN+1 ”)] og|l-e

(J.k)eLy v N
_ Z gl ( J k )
N “U\N+1"N+1
(j,k)eLy v.N + +
= > g I Yioween). (12
- “YPAN4+1'N+1
(J,k)eLy v N
Moreover,
_ ; J
‘(NH)Z Y ol wriwe)- /f g””(xy)dXdy‘
(jk)ELqu
< Z // (x,y)— K dxd
— 9]kNgu’U y gu’l) N+1 N+1 y
(]k)GLqu
= dxd
SRR L S
(]k)GLqu
|N+1| 1- Jjﬂ
J
dxd 3-13
+ Z //y,,cNg””(x V= g‘“’(N+1 N+1)‘ rar G
(]k)eLqu
|N+1|<ﬁ
or|N+1|>1— 1\5-}-1
Since
) 1 ]—k' 1 } 0 2
#(j,k)e L : < <l———; <|L = O(N"),
{(.] ) M,‘l),N m N+1 m | u,v,N| ( )
. o ]—k 1 ‘] k‘ 1 } 3
# Jkye L : or —— < 0O(N2),
{(]) B NH‘ N+l |N+1 NoES T e
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(3-10) implies that

> ..

(jyk_)eLu,u.N

1
|51 N+1

dx dy

gi (xy)_gi ;L
w U WUAN+1"N+1

1 <| j—k
JNFI=INFT

<O(N?)x (N +1)"%x x sup Vel ,(x, 1)) < O(N~7), (3-14)

and, by (3-8) and (3-9),

> ..

o
(jyk)eLu.v.N
< me
N+1 VN+T
j—k 1

OI'|N+1 |>1_W

. . ; k
Zuw (X Y) = &y (; —) ‘ dx dy

<ON3)x (N +1)2x O(log N) = O(N"Zlog N). (3-15)

Let Ty ={(x,y)€R*:0<x—u/p<y—v/p<1/p}. Sinceg,’;,u is L1

loc’
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Therefore, by Lemma 3.3 below, we

have that

the measure gft’v(x, y)dxdy

//o g,';’v(x,y) dx dy—// g,’;’v(x,y) dxdy =0(1) as N — oo. (3-16)
Ty v(N) Ty

By (3-12)~(3-16),

j i—1 k m—i 5 ﬁ( ; « )
7 1— - _ log |l —e“™V~ ' \NFTI~~NFT
2 (pN—H ”) [ (pN+1 ”)] og|l-e |

(K)eLy v.N
= (N +1)? // gho(x.y)dxdy +o(N?). (3-17)
TM,U
(3-17) and (3-11) imply that

Y U k) log |1 — 2T RET )|
0<t(j)<t(k)<N
=(N+1pmt 3 [/ gho(x.y)dx dy +o(N™t1), (3-18)
o<uv<p—1"/Tuw
(3-18) and (3-4) imply
i 3 (T(J')-i‘l'—l)(N—f(k)-i"m—i)log}eznﬁﬁ_eznﬁNLﬂ

i—1 m—i
i=10=<t(j)<t(k)<N

3 g,i,,v(x,y) i
=2 2 // mdxdero(N +y

i=10<u,v<p—1 Tuw
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n —myji—1y1 — v
ZZ //T [p()(cz—lﬂ [ IZI(; z)!)] 1"g|1‘emﬁ()‘_ma’>€dy+o(N"’+‘)

X)i_l (1 _ )m_i - ~ u
Z //T (117—1)' (mp_yi)' log|1—82nﬁ(x y+op P)|dxdy+0(Nm+1)
v<p 0.0 :

Z —1
(px)l 1(1 py)m 1 y4 — e B .
/\/;-' l_l)l _l)' g | | }e2nﬁp _(32 ﬁ(x y—i—p)‘ dxdy+0(Nm+1)

0<u=<p 0,0 ! Vo

= i/f (px)=t (1= py)m—t log ‘1 _eznﬁ(px—py)‘ dx dy + o(N™+1)
p: Too =DV (m—i) y

i—l 1— m—i
// Z (l - 1)' ( (m J:)l)' IOg |1 —ezn\/jl(x_y)| dx dy +O(Nm+1)

m// (14 x—y)" log |1 — P2V —1(x— y)‘dxdy—ko(Nmﬂ)

where 7' = {(x, y) e R2:0 < x < y < 1}. After the change of variables ¥ = x — y, = y, T is mapped
toT ={(%,7) €eR?: ~1 <% <0, —%¥ < j <1}. Then

—// (I4+x—py)™ 1log‘l 2= 1(x= y)‘dxdy

(m—1!

:W /ﬁ(l +5)" Mg |1 —e*VI¥ | d% d

1)|/ (1+x)m10g}1 anx}dx

1 1
~(m—1)! / X" log |1 eV dx
m—1)! Jo
1 1
“(m—1)! / x"™ log[2sin( x)] dx
m—1)! Jo

=PBm:

hence,

S (U g o
i=10=<t(j)<t(k)=N
— :B_mNm+1 +0(Nm+1)
p

Thus,

N+m

log|det Wy, n(§)| = m( ]

)10g(Kr)+’3_’”Nm+1 T+ o(N™H), 0
p
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Lemma 3.3. limy _, o0 Volgz (Tu.v A Tuo(N)) = 0 for any 0 < u,v < p — 1, where Ty A Typ(N)
denotes the difference set of Ty, and Ty (N ).

Proof. By (3-6), the statement in the lemma is equivalent to limpy — oo Volg2 (T, A Ty,»(N)) = 0, which
follows from limN_mo(Tuév (N\OTyuw) =Tuw,as Ty vy ATy v(N) =Ty \Tuy(N)U(Tupv(N)\Tyv).
Since Typ \ Tu,v(N) C[Tup \ (Tup(N)\0Ty,»)U 0Ty 4,

Volg2 (Ty,p \ Tuv(N)) < Vol (ﬁ,,v \ (Ty,w(N)\0Tyv)) + Volp2(0T,»)

= //Rz 170—‘u.v\(TM,u(N)\8Tu’U) dx dy
= »//I;QZ }17074,1; - 1Tu,v(N)\3Tu!U‘ dx dy;

the last line tends to 0 by Fatou’s lemma. A similar proof works for 7, (N )\ Ty,,. Therefore, it remains
to prove limy— oo (7,0 (N)\ 0Ty ,») = fu,v.

First we’ll show that lim sup n_, oo Ty, v(N) C Ty,p. Forall (x, y) €elimsupy_, o, Tu,0 (N ), there exists
a sequence { Ny}~ | — oo such that, for any n > 1, there exists (j(Np), k(Np)) € 1,(Ny) X Iy(Ny) with
N, ( (Nn)) < TN, (k(Ny)) and with (x, ) € 9 j(N,),k(N,),N,- Then limy o0 j(Ny)/(Ny +1) = x and
limy 00 K(Np)/(Nn+1) = y. Since 0 =< =, (j (Nn))/(Nn+1) <N, (K (Nn))/(Nn+1) < Np/(Np+1)
and (j(Ny), k(Np)) € 1,(Ny) x Iy(Ny), (3-3) implies that

0<p lim j(Ny)/(Np+1)—u=<p lim k(Ny)/(Np+1)—v <1.
n—>o0 n—o0

Hence 0 < px —u < py—v =<1land (x,y) € Ty .

Next we will prove 70‘,,’,, Climinfy_ o0 Ty,v(N). Forall (x, y) € 70‘,,,1,, O<x—u/p<y—v/p<l1/p.
Then there exist 0 <€y, €5,11,n2 <1/psuchthatx =u/p+e; =(u+1)/p—nyand y =v/p+e; = (v+
1)/ p—n,. Foreach N >0, define j(N)=|(N+1)x] andk(N)=[(N +1)y]|. When N is large enough,
JIN)=1(N+D(u/p+e)] =uq(N)+[ul(N)/p+e (N +1)] Zugq(N)+min{u, [(N)} = ay, while

0 v+ 1)

<(wu+g(N)4+min{u+ 1,/(N)}—1=a,4+1—1

)= [ D (2 =0 = Gt D) + @)

for 0 <u < p—1, which indicates that j(N) € I,(N). Similarly, k(N) € I,(N) for N large. Moreover,
limy 00 T(j(N))/(N +1) = plimy 00 j(N)/(N + 1) —u = plimy o [((N + Dx|/(N +1)—u =
px—u; similarly, limy o0 T(K(N))/(N +1) = py—v. And, since 0 < px—u < py—v < 1, for N large
enough wehave 0 <t (j(N))/(N+1)<t(k(N))/(N+1)<1,500<t(j(N))<t(k(N))<N. Thus, by
the definition of (V) and k(N), we have, for N large, (x, y) € $;(n)k(v),N C U(jsk)ELu,U.N Sk N=
Tu,»(N), which implies that (x, y) € liminfy_ o0 Ty o (V).

In conclusion, we have

Tup C liminf T,y (N) C limsup Ty o(N) C Ty,
N—o0

N—o0
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from which
lim (Tu,v(N) \ 8Tu,v) =Tup. O
N—oo
Let¢ = (é'.])f]erm’N = (EN(S])){IGFm.N =GN Sm’-im))f]GFm.N be an (N;;m)—dimensional
mean zero complex Gaussian random vector. Let its covariance matrix be X; then, forall J = (jy, ..., jm).

J'=(j{s. s Jm) € TN and

250 =En(s8r) =EnGN(E)inEr))
N N\ -
- = [V Vo)

= ¥ (R)EiEn~

KeApm N
=1 +&E)N

= (1 +§1,]'1§1,ji + - +§m,1m§m,]r/n)]v

’

where E denotes the expectation with respect to the probability measure yy;.

Lemma 3.4. With the assignment of € as in (3-2),
2
log (detX) = Qurm(N) + %N’"“ +o(N™th).

(V) =< (V)

Proof. S = Ve w(§)V;5 y ©), where V() = (y (DEF)

JeT, KeA is an
. €lm N, KE N
matrix. Thus " "

det s =[det V@ = [ (g )ldet W n @

KGAm!N
By Lemma 3.2,
N
log (det X)) = Z log (K) + 2log |det Wy, N (§)]
KEAm'N
B N N+m 2Bm \ m+1 m+1
_KAZ log(K)+2m(m+l)log(/cr)+7N +o(N )
€Am,N
N 2
= Z log(K) +2 Z |K|log (kr) + ﬁN’"'H +o(N™T1
KGAm,N KGAm,N P

2
= Quran(N) 4 LN o), 0



HOLE PROBABILITIES OF SU(m + 1) GAUSSIAN RANDOM POLYNOMIALS 1941

As log |5/ (2)| is plurisubharmonic in a neighborhood of (D(0, 7))™, we have

log [ 1esl= D loglin(€s)l

Jely N Jely N
m
< > // log |55 )| [ | Pri&ij; ui) doy(uy) -+ doy (um)
J€lm.N 3D (0,r))ym =1
= (N +1)™ // log|§N(u)||: Z l_[ Fr gili’lul)
(@D (0,r)™m JElm.N

/ 1_[ P, (/crezﬂrx’ u; )dmx:| doy(uy)---doy(uy)

i=1

m

F 0 [ [ gl [T 2ere™™ = ) dyx doy ) -+ do ). 3-19)
H ;

(3D (0,r))™m =1

where P, (&,u) = (r2 — |£]?)/(lu —&£|?) is the Poisson kernel of D(0,r), do, is the Haar measure on
dD(0,r), dmx is the Lebesgue measure on R™, and

H= U Hyy,.t = U X=(X1,...,xp) eR":0<x;j—— =<+ <x)pp—— = —¢.
P

0=<t1,..., tm=<p—1 0=<t1,..., tm=<p—1 p p

Let I and II be the two summands on the right-hand side of (3-19). Then

Z 1_[ —Prf]l_]i_”lul) / 1_[ P, (Kreanx, ui) dmx

Ni=l1 i=1

I<(N+1D"™ ma
ue(BD(O r))m

X // ‘log|§N(u)|‘dar(ul)---d(r,(um). (3-20)

@D(0,r))m
First we estimate [-- 'f(aD(o,r))m |log |Sn (u)|| doy(uy) -+ - doy (um).

Lemma 3.5. yw( sup [Sn@)|<1) < e~ Qr.m(N)
ue(dD(0,r))m

Proof =Y ek i = k1Y )ex.

KGAmN

where 8K /9uX refers to (91 /91y - (9Fm /9u*m) and K1 = k- ko,
By Cauchy’s integral formula,

oK K! Sy (u)
——sv(0) )= — —————duq---dup,
uk v (0) Qr/=1)m / / I, uf"H 1

(@D (0,r))™
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SO
1

@D(0,r)ym F =1

and thus _
SUP,eaD(0,r))m SN ()]

lex | <
\/(Tf‘g)rm

Therefore, sup,eap(o,r)y= SN ()| < 1 would imply that, for all K € A N,

ek | < [(Z)VZIKI]_?

i s i<y =TT melies =[(V)2 ]

ue(@D(0,r))m KeAm. N

= I 1G]

KEAm,N
— e—Qr,m(N). O

forall K€ Ay N

Therefore,

The next lemma follows directly from the first part of [Shiffman et al. 2008, Theorem 3.1], but here
we provide a self-contained proof without using the language of sections and metrics.

Lemma 3.6. Given U C C" open and bounded with sup,, .7 ||zl = R > 0, for all n > 0,

yN{sup|§N(z)| > (1 + RZ)%"N} <™ for N> 1.
zeU

Proof. By the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality,

> ey (3):F

KGAm_N

< Jlel sup[ 3 (ﬁ)m”‘]i

sup|Sn (z)| = sup
zeUKeA, N

zeU zeU

N
= llell sup(1 + |1zI|*)2

zeU
= el (1+RH %,
SO N+m
( m )_1 @2nN)Yk
_ N _e2nN et
VN{SUB|SN(Z)| > (1 +R2)26’"N} < yuille] > ™y = e K
zeU k=0 )
hence,
log yN{sup|§N(Z)| > (1+ Rz)%enN} < —e?N 4 log (N;:m) + (MN)[(N;:M) _ 1]
zeU

<—e™ for N> 1. O
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Lemma 3.7. [/ [log|sn (u)|| doy (uy) -+ doy (um) < CN/S™
@D(0,r))m
for some constant C outside an event of probability at most e + e~ Qerm(N),

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.6 to U = (D(0, r))™, we have

]/N{ sup |§N(u)|>(1+mr2)%e"N} SyN{ sup |§N(u)|>(1+mr2)%e"N} <e ",
ue(dD(0,r))™ ue(D(0,r))" (3-21)
Therefore, taking n = 1, outside an event of probability at most e=¢" we have
log™ |5y (u)| < N log(1+mr?)+ N on (D(0.r))",
SO
/- : / log™|5n ()| doy (uy) -+ doy (um) < 3N log(1 +mr?) + N. (3-22)

(0D (0,r))™

Applying Lemma 3.5 to the distinguished boundary (dD (0, kr))™, we have, outside an event of probability
at most e~ Qer.m(NV) SUP,e@D(0.kr)m 1SN ()| = 1, i.e., there exists some 1 € (dD(0,«r))™ such that
v ()| = 1 and

0=<toglinl = [+ toglin ] [ 200 doy ur) -+ doy un)

(3D (0,r))m i=1

m
= // log™ |5 (u)] 1_[ Pr(ni,ui)doy(uy)---doy(um)
(3D (0,r))m =1

m
— /.../ log_ |§N(u)|1_[Pr(r]i,u,’)dﬁr(ul)..-dar(um). (3'23)
(3D (0,r))" i=1

Since forall 1 <i <m, |n;| =kr = (1—~/8)r and |u;| = r we have V/8/2 < P,(n;, u;) <2//3, (3-23)
implies that, outside an event of probability at most e~ @xr.m (N),

(?) [+ [ 108 w1 doy )+ doy )

(BD(0,r))m 5\ )
<(—) f/ log™ 5 ()] o (1) -~ doy (um). (3-24)

7
@D(0,r))m

Combining (3-22) and (3-24), we get that, outside an event of probability at most ¢=¢" + ¢~ Qxrm(®),
// lloglsn ()]| doy (1) -+ doy (1)
@D (0,r))™

= // logt|Sn ()| doy (uy) - - - doy (um) + // log™ |Sny(w)| doy(uy)---doy (um)

(@D (0,r))™ (@D (0,r))"
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<[1+(3)"] [ 1o tnldor -+ doy un)
(aD(0,r))m
m CN
[l—i-(g) ][%Nlog(1+mr2)+N] =S O
PV(EI,],?”I) Zanl 0(1)
Lemma 3.8. ue(arg(z})xr))m Z 1_[ N o [ HP (kre uj) dmx| < v

Ni=1 i=1

Proof. For all u € (dD(0, r))™,

Pr(&i i ui e
Z 1_[ Nl—t,l ! —/HE[Pr(KreZ”ﬁX",u,-) dmx

JEFm’Nl—l
p, (Sl r(],) uj ) 2wa/—1x;
E || N+ 1 / ||P(Kre JUi) dmx

t(J)el, vi=1 i=1

SR PSR 1B A | L I

0=<t{,...t;»<p—1 JeI,lx X1y, i=1

t(J)elm. N
- Z Z l—[ Pr(Z]taul) / l_[Pr(KVezﬂFxl ul)dmx
- N +1 H (N)
0=ty stin=<p—1"J €l x-xIyp, i=1 fsentm i=1
1:(J)Gl-‘m,N
+ / P, (Krez’“ﬁx’ ui) dmx
Z Htl ..... tm (N) lljll

0<t1,..,tm<p—1

m
—/ 1_[ Pr(kre®™™ 1% uiyd,x|, (3-25)
Hy

. S . . 1
where Hj, ...tm(N):U J1 ’]1+ o Jm ’]m+ '
” Jelyy xxIy:t(J)elmNn| N +1 N +1 N+1 N+1
Forall0 <t,...,.ty < p—1,
P ’
I A | L AT
JGIIIX Xltn’l i=1 + Htl ~~~~~ ’WI(N)I_I
T(-])EFm,N
m m ;.
< nPr(/creZ”ﬁx",ui)—nPr(KreznﬁW,ui) dmx
Jm _ Jm
Jel x- ><I,m [N+l’ N+1 ] i=1 i=1
T(J)Grm N
)™ 0P (w, 2k
< g+ D™ )mm sup  [Pr(w,u)]™! sup r(@,u)| 2micr
(N + 1) lw|=kr, |u|=r |lo|=Zkr, |u|=r do N +1
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C
pmszmTDO(N 4 1)

SO

Z Z HPr]Eijl’:ll) / l_[P(KreZJTFXI u)dmx
0=ty yeenstim<p—1 1T €1y XX I 1y i=1 + Hiyoom(N) 4

t(J)elm N - C 0(1) (3 26)

- 5%(m+1)(N +1) B §am+1)’

To bound the second term in (3-25), we need the following statement, which can be proved in a similar

way as Lemma 3.3:

lim VOlRm (Hll,...,lm (N) A Htl;m;tm) =0 for any 0 = tl’ R [m = P — 1.
N—o00

Hence,
Z / 1_[ p, (KreZ”Fx’ u;i) dmx — / 1_[ p, (Krez”rx’ u;) dmx
0<t1yotm<p—1"7 Hir tm(N) Hiyootm =1

m
> NVolgm(Heyty(NAH )| sup Pr@,u)]

0<t,..c,tm<p—1 lo|=icr,|u|=r

< > 0(1)(%)’" = Oﬁ”. (3-27)

m
0<t],0stim<p—1 82

A

This o(1) may depend on p.
By (3-25), (3-26) and (3-27) the lemma is proved. O

Combining (3-20), Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8, we have, outside an event of probability at most
e_eN + e_QKr.m(N)’

o() CN o(N™T]
§(m+1) §m - s m+i

I<(N+1"

By changing the order of integration,

= (N + l)m/ / / log |5 (u)] 1_[ P, (KreZ”Fx’ uj)doy(uy) -+ doy(um) dmx.
(@D(0,r))m
If 5 is nonvanishing on (D(0, r))™, log|5 (1) | is harmonic in u; in a neighborhood of D(0, r) for each
fixed (uy,..., 0, ..., um)in (D(0,r))™ . Applying the mean value theorem for harmonic functions,

we get
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II=(N+1)”’[H ff log [5x (cre?™ =1%o )|

@D (0,r))ym m
x [T Prere?™ =% up) doy (us) -+~ doy (um) dmx
i=2

= (N +1)" /H log |§N(Kre2”ﬁxl, . .,/crez’“ﬁ]x’")l dmx.

Define
= :/ log [ (ere>™=1X1_ icre?™Y=1%m)| d, x (3-28)
H

which is a complex random variable. Thus we have proved:

Lemma 3.9. If 5y is nonvanishing on (D(0, )™ then

ml
og [ I |<0( +)+<N+1)'""

JeI‘,n N

. e —eN |
outside an event of probability at moste™ ¢ +e Qicr.m(N),

Replacing I', n by F(Q ={J =1 Jm) €[0.N]"NZ":0 = jo1) <+ = Jom) < N},
where o can be any element in Sy, the permutation group of m letters, similar results hold and we have

counterparts for Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.9, which we state without proof.

Lemma 3.10. Denote the covariance matrix of the random vector (¢ (JQ) =5n(E)))! by =@ Then

(o)
Je 1—‘Im N

2
log (det @) = Qym(N) + L N™H 4 o(NH),
p
For all o € S, let
H(Q) — U H(Q)

0=<ty,..., tm=<p—1

t t 1
= U {x:(xl,...,xm)e[R{m:Ofxg(l)—&5---§xg(m)_Q(m)f_},
0<t1,etm<p—1 P p p

and define the random variable

z@ :/ log }§N(Kreznﬁx1,...,Krez’“ﬁx'”) dmx
H©

Then:

Lemma 3.11. If §x is nonvanishing on (D(0, r))™ then

O(N b -
g [T 16f1==5 -+ (W +1)"e®@
Jel"(g)

. . —eN | _
outside an event of probability at most e=¢ +e Qir.m(N),
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The last ingredient we need to prove the upper bound is the following lemma:

Lemma 3.12 [Nishry 2010, Lemma 4.6]. Let s, t > 0 and N € NT be such that log (t"V /s) > N;
then

N N
K t
VOIRN{(Vl,...,VN)ERNZOSV]'fland ||VJ§S}§m10gN(T)

Jj=1

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 0.1. If § is nonvanishing on (D(0, r))™ then, by the mean value
property of pluriharmonic functions,

Y@=} log|Fy (kre>™Y =1 ire?mV=10m)|
H()

0ESH 0ESH

:/ log‘§N(Kre
UQGSm H()

1,1
=// log‘EN(Krezﬂﬁxl, ... ,Kreznﬁx’“ﬂ dxq---dxpy
o Jo

NIXL g eV _lx”’)| dnx

= // ]0g|§N(a)1,...,wm)|daxr(wl)"'dUK7(wm)

(0D (0,kr))™m
=log|sn(0,...,0)]
=log|c(0 ..... 0)|§

the second equality holds because, for distinct o1, 02 € Sy, H (@1) 0 F(@2) js of m-dimensional Lebesgue
measure zero. Then,

Pom(r, N) =y {0 €55 ((D(0,1))™)}

<y (le.ol = N2 + J/N{( 3" 5@ < 2milog N) 10 ¢5n (B, r))'"))}
0E€Sm

<N —H/N{ U (E@ =2logN)n (0 ¢5N((5(0”))m))}
0€Sm

<™ 1 3 YV {(E@ <210g N) 1 (0 €53 ((D(0.1)™))}.
€S
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Lemma 3.9 implies

YN {(E <2log N) N (0 €55 ((D(0,1)™))}

—eN _Q (N) O(Nm+1) m
<e ™ e CermM™M oy tlog [T 1671 < =12 +2(N + D)™ log N
Jely N amEs
N ( m—H)
= ¢ e Qurm™ o LT |;_,|<exp{ +2(N+1)mlogN}}
JGFmN
Define
N ( m+1)
%m,N={§=<c1)Jerm.Ne@( »): 1 |f>“fl<e"1°{5 g TN DToe Ny
Jerm.N

and

N
Fmn == (1) sery, n EE€mn 1Cs1 < Q+2mr?)2 VI €N} CEmn.

which can both be treated as subsets in C(" m"") and events in the probability space (H°(CP™,O(N)), yy)-
Thus,

YN L(E <21og N)N (0 €5n((D(0,r)™))}
f e_eN + e_QKr,m(N) + VN(%m,N)
<o 4o 4y (€N \FimN) + YN (Fmn)  (329)

and
N
YN @m N \Fmn) <yn{lls|> (24 2mr?)2 for some J € [y}

<yyl  sup  in@)]>Q+2mr)T)
we(0D(0,kr))m

<yyl sup  fin@)]>1+mr)T2%)
we(ﬁ(o,r))m

<22 (3-30)

’

where the last inequality is due to Lemma 3.6. Then Lemma 3.4 gives

1 sk yv—1

_ —-*E7¢

YN (Fm,N) = po / e d,N+m\C
" T((Nj'; )detE Fm,N 2( m )

Sexp{ |:Qlcrm(N)+ ﬁpmNmJ'_lj|+0(Nm+l)} ~( +m)V01 (N+m)(d"m N)-
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Change into polar coordinates and note that
(N+m) ( rn+1)
=Vol_~N+myq(X1)ser E[O,(2+2mr l—[ xy<expy ———+2(N+1)"logN
[R( m) m.N 8
Jely, N

then
YN (Fm,N) = H(VEm) eXp{-[Qw,m(N) + 2"%Nmﬂ] +0(Nm+l)}

( m+l)
xexp{— +2(N + 1) log N} Vol (N -+my (F,N)
§am+sz R ’

m 2 Nm+1
— (™" exp{—[QK,,m(N) + ﬁN’"“] + 0&—“} Vol xgmy (Fm, v)-
) ‘

§amTz

Since (N;;m)%N log(2 +2mr?) — [0(Nm+1)/8%m+% +2(N +1)"log N] > (Nntm) for N large (up to
now p, § are constants), we can apply Lemma 3.12 and get:

VOIR(N;:;m) (%m’N)

m+1 3m+1 m
Xl )fe LA DT ML (N ) N rog(a 4 2

[V =1t "
o(N™+1y QD)
[—++2(N+ l)mlogNi|}
- exp{o(Nm+1)/52m+2 +2(N +1)"log N} N+m loa(2 + 2mr2 "
A 20 () ]
then,
L exploN /B3R 4 2(N 4 1) og N — [Qern (V) + 2N
s (=1
QD]

X[N(N;m)log(2+2mr2)] "
o)

( m+1) m 2,8m m1
log y (Fpm, N)<5T++2(N+l) log N — ri’m(N)+7N

+ (N;—m) log [N(N:;m) log(2 + Zmrz)] —log [(Nn—:m) — 1]!

2 o(N™MT1
:_ri,m(N)——lj)mNm+l +—((3%m+5) (3-31)
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By Lemma 2.2, (3-29), (3-30) and (3-31),

YN i(E <2log N) N (0 &35n((D(0,7)™))}

- _ X 2 o(N™M+1
<" f e Qurm) 4 =22 +exp{‘er,m(N)—ﬁN’"“+¥}
p §zmt3
2mlog(Kr) mt] 2mlog(Kr) mt] Z,Bm o(N™t1)
<expy—miny ———— Z Z N 28
(m+1)! m' k' (m+1) k p §am+3
Similarly, for all g € Sy,
Y l(E®@ <21og N)N (0 ¢§N((13(0 r))’"))}
m—+1 m—+1 1
< expl— min 2mlog(Kr) Z 2mlog(Kr) Z 2,8,,, Nm+1+0(]:/m+l) ;
(m+1)! m' kK (m+1)! m' k p §am+y
thus,
PO,m(Vv N)
S6_1\7414'1!
m+1 m+1 mt1
+mlexp] — min 2mlog(/<r)+i l 2mlog(/<r)+i _+2,Bm Nm+1+0(N )
(m+1)!  m! k' (m+1)!  m! k §am+y
2mlog(kr) 1 g 2mlog(kr) 1 mt] 28 o(N™+1
=expy —ming ———= 4 — - ———+— —+ mANmtly - 4
(m+1)! m! k' (m+1)! m! k p §am+3
SO

< . [2mlog(kr) R 2mlog(xr) 1 nir:l 1 28w ymt +0(Nm+1)
—mi — - 4+ — -+ — _—
- (m+ 1)! m! ! k' (m+1)! m! ! k §am+3%
and thus
log Py (r, N) 2mlog(kr) g 2mlo (Kr) (s Zﬂ
limsupL E—min{—g Z 2 o8T) Z m}
Nooo ~ NMF1 m+Dl " ml =k m+ D KT p
Let p — oo; then
log Pom(r. N 2m1 1
lim sup o8 O’m(}; ) < —[ m log(icr) +— Z —].
N—>00 Nm+ (m+1)! m! = k
Let§ — 0+;thenk =1 —+/§ —> 1, so
log Pom(r, N 2m1 1"
fmsup 08 Lum ) [2mlogr 1 K 1]
Nooo  N™MT1 (m+1)! k
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Hence,

m+1 1

2mlogr 1 —]Nm+1+o(Nm+l).

log Py m(r, N) < —| 287 |
02 Pom(r.N) [(m+1)!+m!k=2k

Thus, Theorem 0.1 is proved. O

4. Proof of Theorem 0.2

The proof of Theorem 0.2 is quite similar to that of Theorem 0.1. We only need to make some slight
modifications in picking “determining exponents” and “sampling points”.

Lower bound.
Definition 4.1. Apn(r) = {K €A : (]I\é)rlel > 1} C Amn.
Ry m(N) = Z log[(jl\é)rzml].
KeA, n(@r)
Lemma 4.2. log Py (r, N) > =Ry m(N) +o(N™T1),

Proof. Consider the following event €2, ,, y:

(i) |c(o....0)l = VN,

(i) |ex| = K € A, N(M\(O.....0)},

1
2V ()KL
1

K e Am,N\Am,N(r)-

-
(i) [ex| =< KlTm=1

2W( m—1 )’

Then, when 2, ,, n occurs, for all z € (D(0, r))™,

(i)'

I5n ()| = VN —

|
=N - 3 _
Kehmaniuoy 2YN ()

N
1
=N — -
N2 3w
:%\/N>0.
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Thus,
Pom(r.N) = yn(2rm,N)
—inleo ol 2VD) ] yN(|cK| < ! )
KeAm N (M\(O,.,0)} 2VN \/(TK)V'K (KL=

X 1_[ )/N(|CK| < 2ﬁ(|[1(|+m—1))

KeApm N\Am N(r) m—1
1 1

>e N

_1\2 .27
KeAm N ONO....00) 8N () r2KI(KHEm=I T g i\ Amn () 8N (K M=)

Therefore,

log PO,m(n N)
- 5 1og[(]1\<])r2'K'}— 3 log [SN(|KLj_ml_1)2]

KeA, n(r)\(O,...,0)} KeA, n(r)\{(,...,0)}

= Z log [(%)l’le']-i-o(NmH)

KeAp n(N(,...,0)}

Upper bound. For some o € (0,1], we can define the index sets A, |on) and I, |on], and the

(LaNJ +m) % (LaNri—i-m)

m matrix

Wm,l_oeNJ (%-) = (gf)JEFm,LaNJ, KGAm,LaNJ'

We also assign the values of the variables (§; j)o<i<m,0<j<|an| by the points on dD(0,kr) in a way
similar to in Section 3, except that we replace N by |@ /N |. Then we have the following lemma:

laN |+m

Lemma 4.3. log|det Wy, |an) ()| = m( —

)log (kr) + %"(chNJ)m“ +o(N™th.

The word ¢ = (§7) €T on) = OGN &)y €T o 1S 2 dimension—(L“N,i+m) mean zero complex

N]
Gaussian random vector with covariance matrix

Y= Vm,N,ot (Sj) Vr:;,N,Ol (é)’

where Vi xa(§) = (\ (X)) rer,, ony. eany 133 (45 7) x (V™) matix.

Definition 4.4. Orma(N):= 1og[<][\£)r2”‘|]

KEAm.LD(NJ

2
Lemma 4.5. logdet X > Qyr.ma(N)+ ﬁ(LocNJ)’"Jrl +o(N™th).
V4
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Proof. By the Cauchy—Binet identity, summing over the (LO‘N ”Jl ) x (L“N ng )

2
()
K Jerm,Lo(Nja KEAm;LO(NJ

minors of Vi, N (§),

detE:ZldetMlzz = l_[ (%)Meth,LaNJ(é)lz»
M

KEAm.LozNJ

SO

N laN |+m 2Bm m+1 m+1
logdethK AZ log(K)+2m( mal >log(Kr)+ —(laN)) +o(N )
€ m,laN |

= Z log[(]]\(]')(Kr)2|K|:| ,Bm(L NJ)m+1+0(Nm+1)

KEAm,LaNJ

- QKrma(N>+%(LaNJ)'"“ L o(N™H), 0

The following lemma is a counterpart of Lemma 3.9. The proof is similar.
Lemma 4.6. If 5y is nonvanishing on (D(0,r))™ then

1_[ O(Nm—H)

<
1= 2
Jel laN]

log +(leN|+D"E

. o —eN — . -
outside an event of probability at most e™¢ + e Rir.m(N) \yhere the complex random variable E is

defined in (3-28).

By the same trick of permutation as in Section 3, we can get an upper bound estimate for Py, (r, N):

N

Po,m(r, N) < N m!{e_eN 4o Rerm(N) 4 p=22

m+1
esp | ~Qerma) =L L+ DNy

sm+3

Punch line of the proof. In order to prove Theorem 0.2, it suffices to compute R, ,(N) and Qy m.o(N)
asymptotically. We follow the same idea as in Lemma 2.2.
The scaled lattice (1/N)A,, n(r) corresponds to the set

{x=0(1,....,Xm) €EZpm: Er(x) =0}

and (1/N)Ay m,«(N) corresponds to the set

m
{x:(xl,...,xm)e[Rim"':Zx,-faf1}.

i=1
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So we have
N
Ry m(N) = Z log [(K)rlel] = Nmtl - E, (x)dpx +o(N™T1), (4-2)
KeApm Nn(r) Er(x)=0
N
Orma(N)= > log[(K)rz'K'] =N’”“/xeRm+ Ey(x) dmx +o(N™1).  (4-3)
KeAm, |aN] Yty xiZa

Moreover, if we go through the proof of Lemma 2.2, we find that the o(N m+1) terms in (4-2) and (4-3)
are uniform if r < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0, which implies that, when r is replaced by kr = (1 — v/8)r,
the remainder won’t depend on §.

Proof of Theorem 0.2. The lower bound proof is already implied by Lemma 4.2 and (4-2). To prove the
upper bound, by (4-1) and (4-3),

log PO,m(V, N)

< —Nm+1 min {/ x€X,, EKr(x) dm.X, / xeRrm+ EKr(x) dmx +
Er(x)=0 Y xi<a

Zﬂmam-i—l} O(Nm+l)

3 1
p §am+s3

Similarly as in Section 3, we obtain

log Py m(r,N) < _ ™M+ in {/ern E;(x) dmx,/xeR,,1+ E;(x) dmx} +o(N™Th
E.(x)>0 Y xi<a

=N ot () dx 0N,

Z;’n:] Xi <a

Now we must find a proper «g = g (r,m) € (0, 1] which maximizes fxeRm+ T xi<a E,(x)dpnx. For
this purpose, we consider the function defined on (0, 1] by

T (@) :=/ E.(x)dpux.
xeRM+T:YT | x; <«

Then

T(a)—2mlogr/ crm+ X1 dmx — m[ cegmt X1 log x1 dmx

Z[ 1X1<(¥ an 1x,<a
m m
—/XeRm+ (I—in) log (I—Zx,-)d X
Z;nzlxiS(x i=1 i=1
oM+l am+1 mEly 1
=2ml — 1 — — 1—x)x"""" log (1 —
m ogr(m+1)! m(m_l_])![ogoz kX_; k} 1)'/ (1—x)x og (1—x)dx,
o™l |
Y (a) = W{(Zlogr + Z %)a—[aloga +(1—a)log(l —a)]},

k=2
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where we take Yy, 1/k =0 when m = 1. So, if 2logr + Y 3", 1/k >0, Y'(a) > 0 over (0, 1], thus
maxo,;] ¥ = Y (1) and therefore g = 1.

If 2logr + > p—, 1/k <0, (2logr + Y}, 1/k)a = aloga + (1 — @) log (1 — ) has a unique
nonzero root g € (0, 1), and

max ¥ = Y(ag) = / - E,(x)dpx =
©.11 iy xi<ag

1 m " Ot]g
m[(l —ag ) log (I —ao) + 1; ?]. (4-4)

This concludes the proof. O
Remark 4.7. The proofs of Theorems 0.1 and 0.2 also work for a general polydisc [];=; D(0, r;). For
example, if r = (rq,...,rm) €[1, 00)™, the function E, in Theorem 0.1 would be

m

E,.(x) =2Zx,- logr; — |:Zx,- log x; + (1 —Zx,—) log (1 —in)]

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
and fEm Er(x) dmx would equal (2/(m+ 1)) Y72 logr; + (1/m!) Z’::zl 1/k.

5. Hole probability of SU(2) polynomials

Proof of Corollary 0.4. When r > 1, ag = 1. The result follows from Theorem 0.1.
When 0 < r < 1, for x € RT,

E,(x)=2xlogr —[xlogx+(1—x)log(1-x)]>0 <<= 0=<x <ap.
By Theorem 0.2,

0
log Py 1(r,N) = —N? / E,(x)dx +0o(N?),
0
where the value of the integral in the corollary is due to (4-4) and the fact that
200 logr = aglogog + (1 —ag) log (1 — ). O

Proof of Theorem 0.5. As 0U is a Jordan curve, by Carathéodory’s theorem ¢ can be extended to a homeo-
morphism D(0, 1) — U. We still use ¢ to denote the extended map. Thus, §y(z) = Z,?’:O Cx (]Z) zk
is nonvanishing over U if and only if ty(w) := Z,ICV:O Ck (]Z)1 2(d) (a)))k is nonvanishing over D(0, 1),
where ty € 0(D(0, 1)) N€(D(0, 1)).
Since
tn(0) o
1 (0) cq

N) '
($V(0) N
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where A is an (N + 1) x (N + 1) lower triangular matrix with diagonal entries {k' \/ ((;5 (0))k}0<k< N>

(tn(0).. (N (0))! is Gaussian with covariance matrix 4 A*. Then
al N
det(44%) = |det 4> = [ [k!z( p )|¢/(0)|2k] £0 (5-1)
k=0

because ¢ is a biholomorphism.
We again define k = 1 — +/8. Then, if supyp (0.0 linl <1, for0 <k <N,

|t(k)(0)|_' k! ZN(”)du‘ k!

2 /—1 Jap(ox) ukt! Kk

Therefore,

y( sup |rN|<1)5yN{(tN(0>,.. W’(O))e]‘[ ( )}

D (0,k)
1

= exp{—n*(44")"'n¥ d
a N+t det(AA*) JTIp_, Dot/ PETAL) 0 v

7V [Tezo (KY/i*)?
aN+ldet(44%)

A

By (5-1),
T (k!/ic¥)?
t <
(e 1<) = )
N N —1
~{ T ) e on]}
k=0

= exp{— Q¢ (0)].1(N)}
= exp{—(log|¢'(0)| +logk + 3)N* + o(N?)},

where the last equality is due to Lemma 2.2.
Similarly as in Lemma 3.9, we can show that if 7| D(0.1) # 0 then, outside an event of probability at

most e=¢" + exp{— 0Ol 0),1 (N)} = exp{—(log |9’ (0)| + logk + %)N2 + O(NZ)},

+ (N + 1) log|col,

N N2
tog [ Thw eyl = 25

j=0

Vi, ,
wherer:/(eZ” 1N+1,0§j <N.
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Now, (tn(zg) +++ tn(zn))" is complex Gaussian with covariance matrix
N

2 = (En v oz 2w = ( (3 ) @G GG
k=0

0<i,j<N

ﬂ mum \/m(ai(zO))N \/7 \/7 )b (0) - \/T @G '
\/7 \/7 J6(en) - \/7 B \/7 /7 ) (=) - /7 G

and
NN
dez=TT(%) TI leGn—gGl™
k=0 0<i<j=<N
SO
YN
logdet = = Y " log ( ) ) +2 Y loglp() —pG)l- (5-2)
k=0 0<i<j<N
Next we will show that
> Y toglpG gl =N [ toglpun) — )] dolun) dog () +o5(N). 63
0<i<j=<N
where 05(N ?) denotes a lower-order term depending on §.
Since
1
2 Y loglpG)-¢E)I=2(NHD> Y ———— log|p(ke>™ VT NFT) —g (e VI VT
— —~_(N+1)
0<i<j=<N 0<i<j=<N
and

1 1
f/ log f1) — p(u2)| doe (1) do (uz) = /0 [0 log [¢(ee®™Y=1%) — ¢ (™17 dx dy

(0D (0,k))2
=2 // log |¢(K€2”ﬁx) —q)(/cez”ﬁy)‘ dx dy,

0=<x=<y=<I1
it suffices to show that

2V kr) _ g (e T )|

1
Z mlog‘QS(Ke

0<i<j<N

// log|¢(fc62”ﬁx)—¢(/cezﬂﬁy)‘dxdy =o05(1).

0=x=y=<1
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Since ¢ is a biholomorphism, we set

Jinf |¢'| = a(8) > 0.
D(0,x)

And, by Cauchy’s inequality, we have

sup [¢'| < O™).
D(0,x)

For each NV, define
AN)={(i,j)eZ?>:0<i<j <N},
the “far from diagonal” indices FD(N) to be the set of those (i, j) € A(N) such that

IWNF1|+i<j<N-|JNF1|+i if0<i<|J/N+I1],

IVNF1]+i<j<N if |VN+1]<i<N-[JN+1],
jewo if i >N—|vN+1],
with
FaN)= | Sijn

(i,j)€FD(N)

(recall the definition of $; ; x on page 1935), and the “near diagonal” indices to be
D(N)=A(N)\FD(N).

Then
ID(N)| = O(N?)

and, for (i, j) € FD(N),
I J

N+1 N+1

> (N +1)"2 mod 1.
So,

1 i ].
Z mlog|¢(K€2nﬁm)_¢(Ke2n«/j1N—H)|

0<i<j<N

—// log}gﬁ(/ceznﬁx)—qb(/cez”ﬁy){dx dy
0<x<y<1
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= T Gyl o™ g |
(i,j)eD(N)

+ Z [ N+1 / N+1

({,j)€FD(N) NF N

log |¢ (ke V71%) — (ke =1)|

~ log | (ke =INT) — g™V )|

dx dy

+

/f log‘q&(/cez”ﬁx)—(p(/cez”ﬁy)!dx dy
FB(N)

—// log |¢(Ke2”ﬁx) —¢(K€2”ﬁy)‘ dx dy]|.
0<x<y<l1

Let 7, II and III be the summands of the last expression.
For all (i, j) € D(N),

0(8) ‘(ﬁ(/{ez”FNJrl) ¢(K€ZNFN+1)‘ < 0(1)

N+1-~
SO ‘ _
[log [ (ce?™/ = WT) — g (e W) || < [loga(8)] +log (N + 1),
and thus
O(N?)
I< R [[loga(d)| +1log (N + 1)] = os(1).
Since
- - 05! O(N 2
sup HVlOg}¢(K€2”ﬁx)—¢(Keznﬁy)“| E ( ) — — 8( (8)),
x—yZ(N—H)i% mod 1 a(5)(N + 1) z “
we have
2
1< N sup |V log }gi)(/cez”ﬁx) —¢(K€27“/jly)‘ HO(N_I)
(N +1)? 1
x—y=(N+1) 2 mod 1
_OW) _
528 B =05(1).

By a similar argument as in Lemma 3.3, we have
lim Volg: (FB(N) Af{(x,y) eR*:0<x <y =<1})=0.
N—oo
Furthermore, (5-4) and (5-5) below indicate that the function log }(j)(lcez” v-ix ) — ¢ (ke?™ v-ly )’ is L1

over [0, 1]%, so
I < og(1).
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Thus, we have proved (5-3).
For uy, up, € D(0, 1), define

d(uy) —dp(uz) .
V(uy,uz) = Uy —1us iy # uz,
@' (ur) if uy = u,.

Then ¢ is continuous and nonzero in D (0, 1) x D(0, 1). Moreover, by the removable singularity theorem,
¥ is holomorphic in u; as well as u,. Therefore, log || is pluriharmonic in D(0, 1) x D(0, 1). By the
mean value equality,

/ / log [¢:(u1) — § (u2)| doe (1) doe (u3)
dD(0,«) JOD(0,x)

=/ f log Y (1. u2)| doe (1) do (uz) + / log |ty — 2| do (uy ) doe (i)
0D (0,k) J0D(0,k) 0D (0,k)

0D (0,k)
— 1og|¥(0.0)| +log + / log 1 — us] doy (1) dory (1)
aD(0,1) JOD(0,1)
— log [¢/(0)] + log i + / log 1 — 3] doy (uy) doy (u3), (5-4)
dD(0,1) JOD(0,1)

and
1,1
/ / 10g|u1—u2|d01(u1)d01(u2)=/ [ log‘ez”v_lx—ezn‘_lﬂdxdy
aD(0,1) JAD(0,1) 0o Jo

1
:/ log‘l—eznﬁx‘dx
0

:/ log |1 —z|doy(2)
3D (0,1)

0, (5-5)

where the last equality is due to Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.
Equations (5-2)—(5-5) show that

N
N
logdet T = Z log < « ) + (log |9’ (0)| + log k) N2 + 05(N?)
k=0

— (g ¢'(0)] +Iogi + §)N? + 05N,

The remaining part is similar to Section 3. O

Remark 5.1. For U = D(0,r), ¢ is a rotation composed with a scaling by r, so |¢'(0)| = r. Thus, the
upper bound in Theorem 0.5 is — (log r+ %)N 24+0(N?), which agrees with Corollary 0.4 in the case r > 1.
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6. Generalized hole probabilities of SU(2) polynomials

If n(r, N') denotes the number of zeros of 5 (z) in D(0, r'), counting multiplicity, then the hole probability
Py,1(r, N) is just the first term of a sequence of probabilities

Pea(r.N)=yyin(r,N) <k}, k=0.

We call Py ;(r, N) a generalized hole probability because, compared with the large degree or total number
of zeros in C of the polynomial 5, any finite number k is negligible. It has the status of almost having no
zeros in D(0,r). And, by Theorem 0.6, it turns out that the generalized hole probabilities are numerically
almost equal to the regular one.

Proof of Theorem 0.6. Equation (3-21) implies that, for all n > 0,
~ N 2 —e'N
YN log |sy (u)| doy (1) > 5 log(14+r°)+nN; <e for N > 1. 6-1)
aD(0,r)

We follow the notations in Section 4, except this time m = 1 and we take the number of partitions to be
p = 1. The corresponding restatement of Lemma 4.6 is

laoN ]

VN{log 1_[ 151> —5— (N i (laoN] + 1)/ 10g|§1v(u)| dOr(u)} <o e Rera),

where {; = §N(Kr62”ﬁj/(L°‘0NHl)), 0<j <|aoN |. Here we do not need to assume 0 & 5 (D (0, r))
as we do in Lemma 4.6; the counterpart of I/ in (3-19) is

1= (laoN | + 1)/ log |§N(u)|/ Py (kre®™V 71X ) dx doy ().
aD(0,r) H
Sincem=1and p=1, H=[0,1]CR, so
1
II = (lagN | + 1)/ log |§N(u)|/ P, (Kreznﬁx, u) dx doy(u)
aD(0,r) 0
—(laoN]+ ) [ tog iy ()] doy )
aD(0,r)
Therefore, for all n > 0 small enough,

i N
VN{/ log |Sn (u)| doy (u) = —log(1+r2)—nN}
oD (0,r)
Lo N |

Se_eN—I-e_RK”l(N)%—)/N{ l_[ |§]|<exp{ o) [%log(l%—rz)—nN]}}. (6-2)
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Following the steps (3-29)—(3-31), we can show that

N
log )/N{/a log |Sy ()| doy(u) < 710g(1 +r2) _nN}
r

D(0,r)
o(N?
< N(laoN | + Dlog(1 +72)_2n]_er,l,ao(N) 2,3106(%]\72 (52 ),

ap
Oier1,a0(N) ~ N2/0 E,.(x)dx = %a0[2 logkr + 1 —logag] N2,
1
B1 :/ x log[2sin(mwx)] dx

0

1 1!
= / (x— %) log[2sin(x)]dx + 3 / log [2sin(x)]dx
0 0

z . ) 1! .
= x log [2 smn(x + 5)] dx + 3 log[2sin(mx)] dx
- 0

D= )=

1
=/ x log[2 cos(mx)] dx-l—%/ log[2sin(x)]dx.
- 0

(Sl

1
Since ff% x log[2cos(mwx)] dx and f02 x log[2 cos(mwx)] dx both converge and x log[2 cos(x)] is odd,

1
B1= l/ log[2 sin(x)]dx = l/ log |1 —z|do(2),
2 Jo 2 Jap(o,1)

which equals 0 as in (5-5). Thus

3 N
logJ/N{/a log |Sn ()| doy (u) < —-log (1 +r2)—nN}
r

s

o(N?)

1
< —an[l +21og (kr) —logag —21og (1 + 1) +4n]N? + P

(6-3)

On the other hand,

Rera(N) ~ N2 / Eer(x) dx. (6-4)
Eyr(x)=0

Combining (6-2)—(6-4) and letting § — 04, we get
. N 2
logyy log |Sn (u)| doy(u) = —-log (1 +r7) —nN
aD(0,r) 2

< —min {%ao[l +2logr —logag —2log (1 +r?) + 41, %040[1 +2logr —log ozo]}N2 +0(N?)
= —%ao[l +2logr —logag—2log (1 + r2) —|—477]N2 + o(Nz), (6-5)

for0 <n< %log (14 r2). Since

/ E,(x)dx = %ao[l +2logr —logag] >0 andthus 14 2logr—1logag >0,
Er(x)=0
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we can choose 0 < 1 < %log (14 7r2) close to %log (14 r?) such that
1+ 2logr —logag—2log (1 4+r2)+4n>0.
Therefore, (6-5) makes sense. Denote
Fy(r) = %ao[l +2logr —logag —2log (1 +r2) + 4n];

then we have, for 0 < n < 3 log (1 +r2),

N
el [ oelsn ol doy(u = S log(1-42) <} T BOVRND (6
aD(0,r) 2
Let p > 1, to be determined. By discarding a null set, we may assume §x(0) # 0, 0 & 55 (dD(0,r))
and 0 & 5x(3D(0, p~'r)). So, by Jensen’s formula (cf. [Hough et al. 2009, (7.2.11)]), almost surely,

- "n(t, N
/ log |3 ()| doy () = log o] + f nt.N) o, 6-7)
aD(0,r) 0 t

T
/ tog iy ()] a1, ) = Togleol + [ “E ar 68)
aD (0,0~ r) 0 t

Since n(r, N) is increasing with respect to r, (6-7) and (6-8) imply

. " n(@, N
[y, e binldoro= [ oglinldoys, 0= [ M dr <)o
aD(0,r) 0D(0,p~1 o~ Lr 4
and thus
n(r,N)=> [/ log |5y (u)| doy (1) — / log |Sn (u)] dO'p—lr(M)i|. (6-9)
log p[Jop(o,r) aD(0,p—
By (6-1), for n; > 0, outside an event of probability at most e_enlN,
< N -2.2
log [Sy ()| doy—1,(u) < —log(1+p~"r") +m N, (6-10)
dD(0,071r) 2
By (6-6), for 0 < n, < % log (1 4 r?), outside an event of probability at most e (r)N2+0(N2),
N N 2
log |y (u)| doy(u) = —log (1 +r°) —nyN. (6-11)
aD(0,r) 2

By (6-9)~(6-11), outside an event of probability at most e=¢"'" + ¢~ Fn (NN 2+o(N?)

N T1 N -2.2 ]
> | — J— —
n(r,N) fog [Zlog(l—i—r ) 2log(l-i—,o r)y—m +n2)|.

Therefore,

N
VN{”(”, N)<1_[%10g(1+r2)_%10g(1+p—2r2)_(n1+nz)]} Se—g”]N+e—Fn2(r)N2+0(N2),
ogp
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where the right-hand side is independent of p. We need to choose proper p, n1 and 7;.
For all T > 0, we set

111 2y 1 —2.2\ ]_
1ng[zlog(ﬂrr) 210g(1+p r)—mi+n)|=r
1

1 _
n+n2=n:(p) = 510g(1 +V2)—§10g(1 +p 2r2)—rlog,0.

If T > 0 is small enough, let po(7) := /(1 —1)/Tr > 1; then

0 hen 1 )
(o) p3r? . (1=1)r2—1p? >0 when =P =po
)71_,0 :—_——:— = Wenp:po’

1 2,2 2 2
T p plp*+17%) <0 when p > py,

and thus

(7]1 + 772)max = 771:(100(7:))
1 T

N C{Be N TRV T
210g(1+r) 2log 1+1—r rzlog(l 7) 2logr—i—logr

=%log(l+r2)—|—%log(l—t)—%tlog(l—t)ik%tlogr—tlogr

= %log(l +r2)+%[rlogr+(1—r)log(l—t)—2rlogr].
For a fixed r > 0, we can choose smaller t > 0 if necessary so that
—%log(l +r?) <tlogr+ (1—1)log(l—1)—2zlogr < 0.

This is possible since

tlogr+ (1 —1)log(1—1)—27logr <0 if 0<t<ay
and

lim [tlogt+ (1—1)log(l —7t)—2tlogr]=0.
T—>0+
Thus, for such 7 and the corresponding pg = po(7),
$log (1472 <ni+m =n:(po) < 3log (1+72).
In this case, for all 0 < n; < %log (14712,
0<ny= %log(l +r2)+%[rlogr—i—(l—r)log(l—f)—2tlogr]—n1 < %log(l +r?),

N T1 2y 1 -2.2
ytn(r N) < TN} = yy (V) < omc| Slog (14r) = 3log (147 *r%) = (1 + ) ||
—eMN

—Fp, (rN?+o(N?)

<e +e

Fix any £ > 0; when N is large enough, kK < TN,
exp {—%a0(1+210g r—logao)N2+0(N2)} =Py 1(r,N) < P 1(r,N) <yyin(r,N) <tN}
< e_en1N+exp{—%a0{(1 +2logr—logag)+2[tlog t+(1—7)log (1—7)—27 log r]—4n; }N2+0(N2)}.
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Therefore,

log P 1(r,N)

= <limsu log Py 1(r, N)

1 . .
—>aop(1 +2logr —1 <1 f
s00(1+2logr —logayg) < lim inf im suj N2
< —%ao{(l +2logr —logag) +2[tlogt + (1 —1)log (1 —7) — 2t logr] —4n1}.
Let n; — 0+ and then v — 0+; we have

long,l(rvN)_ 1

lim = —5ao(l +2logr —logay)

N—>o0 N2

or, equivalently,
log Py 1 (1, N)~—%oz0(1+2logr—loga0)N2. O
Appendix
We now prove the following lemma:
Lemma A.1. The coefficient of gm N (§) in det Wy, N (§) equals 1.

Proof. Let ¥y, n be the set of bijections from I'y, y to Ay, n and, forall o € ¥y, v, J € 'y, v, write
o(J)=(01(J),...,0m(J)). Then

det W@ = Y sen@) [] &Y= Y sene) [] & -..e0mD.

OES ) N Jely N 0€ES M N Jely, N

To find those 0 € ¥, v ending up with g,, n (&), it is equivalent to find o satisfying, for all 1 <i <m,

k+i—1\/N—-k+m—i
. . 1<k=<N,
> ei())= ( i )( m—i ) - = (A-1)
where the set l"ri,;]fN is defined in (2-7). We are going to prove by induction that
o(J)=0r. 2= J1.- s Jm— jm—1) forall J €Ty n. (A-2)

. .. i,k .
First of all, similarly to Fm’ N We introduce

Af,f]v:{(kl»---,km)EAm,N3k1 +-+ ki =k}

then
N .
Amn = | | ALy forall 1 <i<m,
k=0
and
ik k+i—1\/N—-k+m—i ik
iyl = (") D) = m
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When i = 1, (A-1) shows that, for 0 <k < N,

Z al(J)=k(N_k+m_l), (A3)

m—1
1.k
Jerm.N

where the number of terms in the summation on the left is |I‘r1n’15\,| = _r/f:'ln_l) = |A rln’kN| for all
0 <k =< N. Then

k=0in(A-3) = o\ =A% = o

Pl
=
—
I~
S
S~
Il
=
>
§'—
"ZPP

Il
-
=~
Il
-

k=1in(A3) = o) =AY = o

bl

[=

)1
3~
“2(\\'

N——"

I
[=

>
RS
4

Il
)
x
Il
)

k=NinA3) = oL\ =A%,

SO

o1(J)=j1 forall J eI, N.
Now assume, for some 1 <i <m—1, that (61 +---+0;)(J) = j; forall J €'y, n. Then, forany 1 <k <N,

Y it = Y Litoiri()]

i+1.k i+1.k
Jerm.N JGFm,N

k . .
. i ] i1,k k+z)(N—k—|—m—z—1)
=D I Ny T,y |+(i+1 m—i—1

j=0

Il
M=

([t et Y (i) [ Qe
(AT,

~.
I

Il
=

where the second term on the second line of the calculation comes from (A-1). And, for k = 0,

Yo Oit-+oir)) = Y Litoir(N)]=0,
T Ter,
So,forall0 <k <N,
k4+iN\/N—-k+m—i—1
Yo e+t =k( ) )- (A4)

i m—i—1
Jeritik
m,
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|Frln—t_]{7’k| _ (k+i) (N—k+m—i—1) |A1+1 kl

where the number of terms in the summation on the left is ; i1

forall0 <k <N.
. N
k=0in(A4) = o'(Fl+1 0) = Ain—',_]l\;o = O'( I_l I-.H—l k) |—I A;:Ilvk,
k=1

N
k=1lin(A4) = o, vH=A"0 = o(|_|r’+”‘) || ALV
k=2

k=N in(A4) = (F’“N)— ’“N,
SO
(U]+"'+Oi+1)(J):ji+l for all JEFm’N.

Thus, (A-2) is proved. And it is trivial to check that the o defined in (A-2) satisfies all the equations
in (A-1). This means that there is only one o € ¥,  that ends up with g,, x(§), and it turns out to be
order-preserving. Therefore,

deth,N(g):gm,N(E)'i'"' . U
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STOCHASTIC HOMOGENIZATION
OF VISCOUS HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS AND APPLICATIONS

ScoTT N. ARMSTRONG AND HUNG V. TRAN

We present stochastic homogenization results for viscous Hamilton—Jacobi equations using a new argument
that is based only on the subadditive structure of maximal subsolutions (i.e., solutions of the “metric
problem”). This permits us to give qualitative homogenization results under very general hypotheses: in
particular, we treat nonuniformly coercive Hamiltonians that satisfy instead a weaker averaging condition.
As an application, we derive a general quenched large deviation principle for diffusions in random
environments and with absorbing random potentials.

1. Introduction

1A. Motivation and informal summary of results. In this paper, we consider the qualitative stochastic
homogenization of second-order, “viscous” Hamilton—Jacobi equations. We present a new, short and
self-contained argument that yields homogenization under very general and essentially optimal hypotheses.
Our framework includes a class of equations for which the homogenization result has an equivalent
formulation in probabilistic terms as a quenched large deviation principle (LDP) for diffusions in random
environments (and/or with random obstacles), and so a corollary of our analysis is a very general LDP for
such problems that generalizes many previous results on the topic.
In its time-dependent form, the viscous Hamilton—Jacobi equation we consider is

ut — etr(A(%C)D%ﬁ) + H(Duf, %) =0 inR? x (0, 00). (1-1)

Here D¢ and D?¢ denote the gradient and Hessian of a real-valued function ¢, and tr B is the trace
of a d-by-d matrix B. The coefficients A and H are called the diffusion matrix and the Hamiltonian,
respectively, and are assumed to be stationary-ergodic random fields. That is, they are randomly selected
from the set of all such equations by an underlying probability measure that is stationary and ergodic
with respect to R¢-translations. The essential structural hypotheses on the coefficients are that A takes
values in the nonnegative definite matrices (and in particular may be degenerate or even vanish) and H
is convex and growing superlinearly in its first variable. See below for some important examples of the
equations that fit into our framework.

The presence of the ¢ factor in the diffusion term of (1-1) gives the equation a critical scaling, and it
turns out that it behaves like a first-order Hamilton—Jacobi equation in the limit ¢ — 0. Indeed, rather

MSC2010: 35B27.
Keywords: stochastic homogenization, Hamilton—Jacobi equation, quenched large deviation principle, diffusion in random
environment, weak coercivity, degenerate diffusion.
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than providing any useful regularizing effect, the diffusion term actually makes the analysis more difficult
compared to the pure first-order case by destroying localization effects (such as the finite speed of
propagation). Also notice that, while we choose to write the principal part of (1-1) in nondivergence form,
thanks to the scaling of the equation, our study also covers the case of equations with principal part in
divergence form. Indeed, we may rewrite an equation with principal part divergence form, at least in the
case that the diffusion matrix is sufficiently smooth (on the microscopic scale) in the form of (1-1) by
simply expanding out the divergence, observing that the &’s cancel, and absorbing the new first-order
drift term into the Hamiltonian.

The archetypical result of almost-sure, qualitative homogenization for (1-1) is that there exists a
deterministic, constant-coefficient equation

u;+H(Du) =0 inR? x (0, 00) (1-2)

such that, subject to an appropriate initial condition, #® converges locally uniformly, as ¢ — 0 and with
probability one, to the solution u of (1-2). The nonlinearity H, called the effective Hamiltonian, depends
on [P but is a deterministic quantity. It inherits convexity and superlinearity from the heterogeneous
Hamiltonian. Its fine qualitative properties encode information regarding the behavior of solutions of the
heterogeneous equation (1-1). In the particular case corresponding to quenched large deviation principles
for diffusions in random environments, H is, up to a constant, the Legendre—Fenchel transform of the
rate function (see below for more details).

The first qualitative homogenization results of this type for second-order equations, asserting that (1-1)
homogenizes to a limiting equation of the form of (1-2), were proved independently by Kosygina, Reza-
khanlou and Varadhan [Kosygina et al. 2006] and Lions and Souganidis [2005]. Earlier homogenization
results for first-order equations (i.e., A = 0) in the random setting are due to Souganidis [1999] and
Rezakhanlou and Tarver [2000], and subsequent work can be found in [Armstrong and Souganidis 2012;
Lions and Souganidis 2010]. We also refer the reader to the nice survey article of Kosygina [2007].

In this paper, we present a new proof of homogenization that applies to a wider class of equations. The
idea is to apply the subadditive ergodic theorem to certain maximal subsolutions (these are the functions m ,
in Section 2), thereby obtaining a deterministic limit (which we denote m,,) and hence a candidate for H
(by the formula (3-2)) and then recovering the full homogenization result by deterministic comparison
arguments (presented in Sections 4 and 5). The approach is simple and more or less self-contained
(the reader may consult our recent paper [Armstrong and Tran 2014] for the necessary deterministic
PDE theory) and yields a very general qualitative homogenization theorem under essentially optimal
hypotheses. In addition to recovering all of the known cases, including the results mentioned above, we
can also treat for the first time general Hamiltonians that are not necessarily uniformly coercive. An
essential characteristic of (1-1) is that p — H(p, y) exhibits superlinear growth in p, and this is typically
assumed to be uniform in x. Here we can handle Hamiltonians satisfying an averaged coercivity condition
that is not uniform in x.

The most important feature of the method is that, unlike previous approaches, our proof of homogeni-
zation is quantifiable, as demonstrated in [Armstrong and Cardaliaguet 2015]. Much recent effort has been
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put into obtaining quantitative stochastic homogenization results, for example, estimates for the difference
u® — u, rigorous bounds for numerical methods for computing effective coefficients and so on. For first-
order Hamilton—Jacobi equations, quantitative stochastic homogenization results were recently obtained
by Armstrong, Cardaliaguet and Souganidis [Armstrong et al. 2014], who quantified the convergence
proof in [Armstrong and Souganidis 2013]. Unfortunately, the method of this last paper is not applicable
in the viscous case without new ideas, as the presence of the diffusion term generates significant additional
difficulties. From this point of view, the results in this paper can be considered as the completion of the
idea that originated in [Armstrong and Souganidis 2013].

1B. Statement of the main results. We begin by defining “the set of all equations” by specifying some
structural conditions on the coefficients. We work with parameters ¢ > 1, n € N, A; > 1 and A, > 0,
which are fixed throughout the paper.

We require the coefficients to be functions A : RY — S¢ (here S¢ denotes the set of d-by-d real
symmetric matrices) and H : R? x R¢ — R satisfying the following conditions. First, the diffusion matrix
has a Lipschitz square root. Precisely, we assume that there exists a function o : RY — R"*¢ such that

A= %O'ZO',
where o is bounded and Lipschitz: for every y, z € R?,
lo(W)] = Aa, (1-3)
lo(y) —o(2)| < Aaly —zl. (1-4)

(Here R"*¢ is the set of real n-by-d matrices.) Regarding the Hamiltonian, we assume that, for every
ye R4,
p+— H(p,y) isconvex (1-5)

and, for every R > 0, there exist constants 0 < ag < 1 and Mg > 1 such that, for every p, p € R4
and y, z € Bg,

aglpl® —Mgr < H(p,y) = Ai(Ip|" + D), (1-6)
|H(p,y)— H(p,2)| = (Ailpl? + Mp)ly —zl, -7
|H(p,y) = H(p, )| < Ai(lpl+1p1+ D' p = pl. (1-8)

We define the probability space 2 to be the set of ordered pairs (o, H) satisfying the above conditions:
Q:={(o, H) : 0 and H satisfy (1-3), (1-4), (1-5), (1-6), (1-7), and (1-8)}.

We may write Q2 = Q(q, n, A1, Ay) if we wish to emphasize the dependence of 2 on the parameters.
We endow the set 2 with

% := o-algebra generated by (o, H) — o (y) and (0, H) — H(p, y) with p, y € R%.

The random environment is modeled by a probability measure P on (€2, &). The expectation with
respect to P is denoted by E. We assume that [P is stationary and ergodic with respect to the action of R?
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on €2 given by translation. To be precise, we let {t,},crs be the group action of translation on €2 defined by
7,(0, H) := (1,0, 1, H), where (t,0)(y) :=0o(y+2) and (t,H)(p,y):=H(p,y+2z).
We extend this to & by setting, for every event F € %,
. F:={t,w:weF}.

The stationary-ergodic hypothesis is that

forall y € R and F € %, PltyF]=P[F] (stationarity) (1-9)
and, for all F € &,
m . F =F implies that P[F] e {0,1} (ergodicity). (1-10)
zeR?

The final assumption we impose on P is a weak coercivity condition: there exists an exponent & > d such

that

Ao\20/G=D) My\e/a

[E[(—) +(—) ]<—|—oo. (1-11)
aq aj

It is important to note that A, > 0 is a constant but 0 < a; <1 and M > 1 are random variables in the
above condition.

Remark 1.1. We emphasize that, in contrast to g, n, A| and A,, the positive constants ag and Mg in
the assumptions (1-6) and (1-7) depend on H itself; that is, they are random variables on €2. To make
this precise, for each w = (o, H) € 2, we redefine Mg(w) to be the smallest constant not smaller than 1
for which (1-7) holds in Bg; we then redefine ag(w) to be the largest constant not larger than 1 for
which (1-6) holds in Bg. We denote

ar(x,w) :=ag(tyw) and Mg(x, w):= Mgp(T,w).
We drop the dependence on w from the notation where possible, e.g., ag(x, ®) = ag(x).

We present our main homogenization result in terms of the initial-value problem

{uf —eu(A(5)0%) +H(Dut ) =0 inR!x (0,00). (1-12)

ut=g on R? x {0}.

Here the initial data g is a given element of BUC(IRY), the set of bounded and uniformly continuous real-
valued functions on R?, and the unknown function u® depends on (x, t) as well as g and the coefficients
w = (o, H). We typically write u®(x, t, g, w) or often simply u®(x, t, g) or u®(x,t). As explained
in Section 5, under our assumptions, the problem (1-12) has a unique viscosity solution (subject to an
appropriate growth condition) almost surely with respect to P. In fact, it is defined by formula (5-2)
below. We remark that all differential equations and inequalities in this paper, including the ones above,
are interpreted in the viscosity sense; see Section 1D.
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In our main result, we identify a continuous, convex H : R? — R and show that, as ¢ — 0, the
solutions u® of (1-12) converge, P-almost surely, to the unique solution of

:u, +H(Du)=0 inR9 x (0, 00),

u=g on R? x {0}. (1-13)

That the latter has a unique solution is a consequence of the properties of H summarized in Lemma 3.1
(see Section 5 for more details).
We now state our main homogenization theorem.

Theorem 1. Let (2, F) be defined as above for fixed constants g > 1 and A1, Ay > 0. Suppose that P is
a probability measure on (2, F) satisfying (1-9), (1-10) and (1-11). Then there exists a convex H € C(R%)
satisfying, for some constants C, ¢ > 0,

c(lpl? =C) < H(p) <C(Ipl" + 1)

with the following property: with u®(x, t, g, w) defined by (5-2), and denoting by u = u(x, t, g) the unique
solution of (1-13), we have
IP[Vg € BUCRY), VR >0, limsup  sup  |u®(x,7,8) —u(x, 1, )| = o] —1.
e—>0 (x,1)eBrx[0,R)

Let us say a few words regarding the role of the weak coercivity assumption. The first thing to notice
about (1-11) is that a particular case occurs when P is supported on the set of (o, H) for which H
satisfies (1-6) and (1-7) for constants ag > 0 and My > 1 that are independent of R. We call this a
uniform coercivity condition, and it is the traditional hypothesis under which homogenization results for
viscous Hamilton—Jacobi equations have been obtained. From the PDE point of view, it is important
because it provides uniform Lipschitz estimates for solutions, which is a starting point for the analysis.
The condition (1-11) can then be seen as a relaxation of the uniform coercivity condition, replacing it by
an averaging condition. We remark that we expect the averaging condition stated here to be optimal in
terms of the range of the exponent «w. The result should not hold if we only have (1-11) for « =d.

There are few homogenization results in the random setting without uniform coercivity. Armstrong and
Souganidis [2012] recently proved such a result under a less general averaging condition (essentially (1-11)
with a; bounded below). They also assumed the random environment satisfied a strong mixing condition
with an algebraic mixing rate assumed to be sufficiently fast, depending on the exponent «. Similar
results stated in probabilistic terms were obtained at about the same time by Rassoul-Agha, Seppildinen
and Yilmaz [Rassoul-Agha et al. 2013]. In contrast to these results, we do not require any mixing condition
here, merely that the environment be stationary-ergodic.

We next present a model equation that fits into our framework.

Example 1.2. Consider the particular case of the Hamiltonian

H(p,y)=a)|pl" =V (y), (1-14)

where ¢ > 1, the functions a and V are stationary-ergodic random fields that are almost surely locally
Lipschitz, V > 0 and a is positive and uniformly Lipschitz on RY. Assume also that A satisfies the usual
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assumption stated above. This of course fits under our framework since given such a random function H
(together with o) we simply take [P to be the law of (o, H). The weak coercivity condition is satisfied in
this case provided that, for some « > d,

1 \2¢/@=D 1V llcoas,) )/
o) +(Fae™) |

If the diffusion matrix A vanishes, we only need that, for some « > d,

||V||co,1<31)>“/"]
[E|:(—a(0) < 400.

In the case that V is bounded and uniformly Lipschitz, we need simply that ! € L?(Q2) for some
p > 2d/(q — 1); if in addition there is no diffusion (A = 0), then we just need p > d/q. Even in these
relatively simple situations, the homogenization result we obtain is completely new. In the case that a is
bounded below, then we just need that E[||V ||§0,l ( B.)] < +o0 for some p > d/q, which is better than the
condition p > d assumed in [Armstrong and Souganidis 2012].

Remark 1.3. It is customary in the homogenization literature to hide the specifics of the probability
space 2 by introducing the “dummy variable” w and expressing o and H as maps o : RY x @ — S¢
and H : RY x R x @ — R by identifying o (-, w) and H(-, -, w) with 5 and H, respectively, where
w=(0, H ). Viewed this way, the functions A and H are stationary with respect to the translation group
action {7;},cge¢ in the sense that, for every p, y,z € R? and w € Q,

o(y, ;w)=0(+z,0) and H(p,y,t,w)=H(p,y+2z, ).

While this is evidently equivalent to the formulation here, we feel that writing @ everywhere is both
unsightly and unnecessary, and so we avoid it wherever possible. The meaning of expressions such as
P[---]and E[ - - -] are always quite clear from the context. Meanwhile, measurability issues are already
set up by the definition of % and become, in our opinion, more rather than less confusing if we display
explicit dependence on w.

1C. A quenched LDP for diffusions in random environments. In order to state the main probabilistic
application of Theorem 1, we require some additional notation. We begin with another example of a
Hamilton—Jacobi equation with random coefficients that is contained in the framework of Theorem 1.

Example 1.4. With o : RY — R?*¢ as described in the hypotheses (with n = d) and given a random
vector field b and potential V > 0, we define the Hamiltonian

H(p,y)=3lopP+b(y) - p— V() =p-Ap+b(y)-p—V (), (1-15)

where as usual A = %o’ o, which is precisely the given diffusion matrix. The weak coercivity condition
is satisfied provided there exists o > d such that

1 2a ||V||C011(B|)>a/2:|
t ’ 1-16
[(M(A(O))) +( A1 (A(0)) < Foo (1-16)
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where A1 (A) = % minj;|—; |oz|? is the smallest eigenvalue of A. If this random variable is bounded below,
we say that A is uniformly elliptic, and in this case, we need only that the potential V has a finite g-th
moment for some g > d /2.

Throughout the rest of this subsection, we take o, A, b and V to be as in Example 1.4. In this situation,
we may identify the probability space Q2 with ordered triples (o, b, V).

We denote by ¢t — X, the canonical process on C(R,, R?). Recall that the martingale problem
corresponding to o and b has a unique solution [Stroock and Varadhan 1979]. This means that, for each
xeRand w = (o, b, V) € Q, there exists a unique probability measure P, , on C(Ry, [Rd) such that,
under Py ,, the canonical process X = {X,};>0 satisfies the stochastic differential equation

{dXt - U(Xt, Cl)) dB[ +b(Xt, (,()) dt,
Px,w[XO =x]=1,

where {B;};>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion with respect to Py .
The main object of interest is the quenched path measure of the diffusion ¢ — X, in the random
potential V (-, ), which is defined, for each x € RY, weQandt >0, by

1 t
Qt,x,w(dv) = m CXP<—/O V(Xs, o) dS) Px,w(dv)a

where the normalizing factor S(z, x, w), called the quenched partition function, is given by

S, x,w) = Ex,w[exp(—/ V(Xs, w) ds)]. (1-17)
0

Note that Q, . ., is a probability measure on the path space C (R, ; RY).

The physical interpretation of the quenched path measures is that Q; . , describes the behavior of
the diffusion X in an “absorbing” potential (in this interpretation, the half-life of a particle at position x
is log2/V (x, w)) conditioned on the (exponentially unlikely event) that X is not absorbed up to time ¢;
the probability that the particle lives until time 7 is precisely S; . . We note that the case V =0 is also of
interest, in which case Q; ., = Py, and our results below describe the quenched large deviations of P, ,,
that is, of the diffusion in the random medium with no absorption. We also remark that we may allow V to
take negative values, provided that V is uniformly bounded below; in the particle interpretation, negative
values of V correspond to the creation of particles.

A central task in the study of diffusions in random environments is to obtain statistical information
about the typical sample paths under Q; ;. . Here we are interested in information regarding the large
deviations of Q; ;x , in the asymptotic limit  — oo.

Corollary 2. Let P be a probability measure on Q2 (which is identified with ordered triples (o, b, V)
as explained above) satisfying (1-9), (1-10) and (1-16). Let H be as in the statement of Theorem 1
corresponding to the Hamiltonian H given in (1-15), and let L be the Legendre—Fenchel transform of H,
defined for z € R? by

L(z):= sup (p-z— H(p)).
peR4
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Then there exists Q29 € F with P[Q20] = 1 such that, for every w € g, we have the following:

(1) For every closed set K C R and x € R4,

liminf—% log Q.1x.0[X; € K12 inf L(x =)+ H (0). (1-18)
ye

—00

(i1) For every open set U C RY and x € R?,

Jim sup —% log QvrxolX; €U < inf L(x =)+ H(O). (1-19)

t—00

The proof that Theorem 1 implies Corollary 2 is presented in Section 6, and it follows along similar
lines as the ones that previously appeared for example in [Lions and Souganidis 2005; Kosygina 2007].

Sznitman [1994] was the first to prove a quenched large deviations result like this in dimensions
larger than one. Precisely, he proved Corollary 2 in the special case that o = I is the identity matrix,
b(y,w)=bg € R4 is a constant vector and the potential V is Poissonian; i.e.,

V(y, o) =/Rd Wy —2)dp(2).

where W e CSO(IR{") and the locally finite measure p has a Poissonian law (see [Sznitman 1998, Theorem
4.7]). In particular, such a random potential has a finite range of dependence and bounded finite moments.

In fact, the first phase of the strategy followed in this paper to homogenize the Hamilton—Jacobi equation
is analogous in many respects to the probabilistic approach Sznitman used to obtain the large deviation
principle. His proof relied on an application of the subadditive ergodic theorem to certain quantities,
essentially equivalent to the maximal subsolutions considered here (the m,,’s), to obtain deterministic
limits, the Lyapunov exponents, which are precisely the m,’s we encounter in the next section. See also
the discussion preceding Proposition 2.5.

Let us check that the rate function in Corollary 2 agrees with the one in [Sznitman 1998]. First note
that mings H = H(0) = 0 in Sznitman’s case. The effective Lagrangian L may thus be expressed in terms
of the m,’s as follows:

L(z)=sup(p-z— H(p)) (definition of L)

zeRd

=supsup{p-z— H(p): H(p) <pn}  (by 0=minH)
u>0

=sut(>)sup{p-z—u : H(p) < p}
w>

=sup(m,(z) — 1) (by (3-3) below).
u>0

In the absorption-free case V = 0, Zerner [1998] proved a result similar to Corollary 2 for random walks
on the lattice Z¢ with i.i.d. transition probabilities at each lattice point. He required (loosely translated
into our notation) that A be “almost” uniformly elliptic:

E[—log A1 (A(0, )] < oo. (1-20)
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This condition is much weaker than our (1-16) but is compensated for by the much stronger independence
assumption on the random environment.

The subject of large deviations of random walks in random environments continues to receive much
attention, and the works of Sznitman and Zerner have been subsequently extended to more general settings,
and properties of the rate function have been studied in more depth; in particular, we refer to [Varadhan
2003; Rassoul-Agha 2004]. See also the more recent work of Yilmaz [2009], who proves a discrete
version of Corollary 2 with no absorption, V = 0, in a quite general stationary-ergodic framework like
ours with a slight strengthening of (1-20). Finally, a large deviation result for random walks in the case of
absorption, V # 0, was proved recently by Rassoul-Agha et al. [2013] under the assumptions that the
random environment is strongly mixing. Admitting the proof of Corollary 2 from Theorem 1, the results
of [Rassoul-Agha et al. 2013] may be compared to those of [Armstrong and Souganidis 2012].

Finally, we mention that the connection between large deviations and viscosity solutions of Hamilton—
Jacobi equations was observed by Evans and Ishii [1985], who studied large deviations of the occupation
times of small random perturbations of ODEs.

1D. Disclaimer on viscosity solutions. Throughout the paper, all differential equalities and inequalities
are understood in the viscosity sense. For a general introduction to viscosity solutions, we refer to
[Crandall et al. 1992]. Many of the fundamental PDE results we need here are proved in [Armstrong
and Tran 2014], which we cite many times below. Recall that the natural function space for viscosity
subsolutions on a domain X is the space USC(X) of upper semicontinuous functions on X and, for
supersolutions, it is LSC(X), the set of lower semicontinuous functions on X.

1E. Outline of the paper. In the next section, we introduce the maximal subsolutions and homogenize
them using the subadditive ergodic theorem. In Section 3, we construct the effective Hamiltonian and
study some of its basic properties. In Section 4, we give the proof of an intermediate homogenization
result and finally prove Theorem 1 in Section 5. The quenched large deviation principle is shown in
Section 6 to be a consequence of the homogenization result.

2. The shape theorem: homogenization of the maximal subsolutions

In this section, we homogenize the maximal subsolutions of the inequality
—tr(A(y)D*w)+ H(Dw, y) < in R%. (2-1)

In subsequent sections, we show with comparison arguments that homogenizing these maximal subsolu-
tions is enough to imply Theorem 1. As we will see, the reason that the maximal subsolutions are easier
to homogenize is due to their subadditive structure.

The maximal subsolutions are defined, for each € R and y, z € R?, by

m(y, z) 1= sup{w(y) — sup w: w € USC(RY) satisfies (2-1)}. (2-2)
Bi(2)
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If the admissible class in the supremum above is empty, then we take m, (y, z) = —oo. We denote, for
every w = (o, H) € , the critical parameter /() for which m,, is finite by

h :=inf{u : there exists w € USC(Rd) satisfying (2-1)}. (2-3)
According to (1-6), we have h(w) < Aj. It is sometimes convenient to work with the quantity
iy (y,z) i= sup my(-,2). (2-4)
Bi(y)

Some deterministic properties of the maximal subsolutions are summarized in the following proposition,
which is proved in [Armstrong and Tran 2014]. See Proposition 3.1 and Section 5 of that paper. The
estimate (2-7) below is particularly important in our analysis and comes from the explicit Lipschitz
estimates proved in [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 2.1 [Armstrong and Tran 2014]. Fix w = (0, H) € Q2 and . > h(w). Then, for every z € R,
the function m, (-, z) belongs to co! (R4 \ B1(z)) NUSC(RY) and satisfies

loc
—tr(A(y)D*m,) + H(Dm,, y) <p inR? (2-5)
as well as

—tw(A()D*m,) + H(Dmy,, y) = in R\ B (2). (2-6)

There exists a constant C > 0, depending only on d and q, such that, for every v, z € R¢,

14+ ADY2 6| o 2/(g=1) M 1/q
e (o) < C[(( D' ||C°1(Bz(y))) +( z(y)+u> ] 1)
Bi(y) ax(y) ax(y)
For every . € [0, 1], u,v > h(w) and y, z € R4,
mku+(1—k)v(y, ) > )Vmu(ys D+ =my(y, 2). (2-3)
Finally, for every x, y, z € R?, we have
My (Y, 2) < iy (y, x) 4+, (x, 2). (2-9)

We define K, (y) to be the random variable on the right side of (2-7), that is,

14+ ADY2 o] . 2/(g=D M 1/q
KM(Y):=C|:<( Dl ||C01(32(y))> +(—2(y)+,u> :|,

ax(y) ax(y)

so that we can write the bound (2-7) as

osc my(-,z) < K,(y). (2-10)
B (y)

We also denote K, = K,(0). The primary use of the weak coercivity hypothesis (1-11) is that it implies
that the a-th moment of K, which we denote by K%, is finite for some « > d:

K, :=E[K{Y" < 4o0. (2-11)
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Note that we have used (1-11) with a; and M> replacing a; and M|, respectively, which is seen to be
equivalent to (1-11) by an easy covering argument.
As far as the dependence of K « on w, we use Mp > 1 to check that

Ky < Ko(1+p'9). (2-12)

We next use ergodicity to show that the random variable 4 defined in (2-3) is, up to an event of
probability zero, a deterministic constant.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that P is a probability measure on (2, &) satisfying (1-9) and (1-10). Then there
exists a constant H, € R, depending on P, such that

P[H. = inf{1. € R: there exists w € USC(RY) satisfying (2-1)}] = 1. (2-13)

Proof. Let us see that & defined in (2-3) is finite. We have already seen that 2 < A by (1-6). To argue
that 2 (w) > —oo for every w = (o, H) € 2, we use the test function

¢ () :=k(1—|yH~ Vb,

If k> 1 and C > 1 are sufficiently large, depending only on A, and the constants a; and M in (1-6)
for H, then ¢ is a smooth solution of

—tr(A(y)D*¢) + H(D¢, y) > —C in Bj.

Now consider an arbitrary element w € USC(R?). Since ¢ (y) — +00 as y — 9 Bj, there exists xo € B
such that w — ¢ has a local maximum at xq. In view of the differential inequality for ¢, we obtain that w
cannot be a subsolution of (1-6) for any u > —C.

It is immediate from its definition that / is invariant under the translation group action {zy},cga. By the
ergodicity assumption, this implies that [P assigns each of the events {/# > A} and {h < A}, for every A € R,
probability either zero or one. This implies that 4 is P-almost surely a constant. Taking this constant to
be H, yields the lemma. O

Our main interest lies in the asymptotic behavior of m , (y, z) for |y — z| 2 |z| > 1. In the next lemma,
we use Morrey’s inequality together with the local oscillation bound (2-10) and the ergodic theorem to
prove the large-scale oscillation bound oscp,ry) 7,.( -, z) S R uniformly in z € R? for R > 1. Recall
that Morrey’s inequality [Evans 1998, Section 5.6.2] states that, for any R > 0, u € C'(Bg) and 8 > d,
there exists C(8, d) > 1 such that

1/
oscu < CR( |Du(x)|? dx) . (2-14)
Br Bg
Therefore, we can control the oscillation of a function in terms of “averaged pointwise oscillation bounds”.
Thus, it is natural to attempt to control the large-scale oscillation of m (-, z) in terms of the average of a
power of its local oscillation with the hope of using (2-10), (2-11) and the ergodic theorem to control the
latter.
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Lemma 2.3. Assume that P is a probability measure on (2, F) satisfying (1-9), (1-10) and (1-11). Then
there exists C > 0, depending only on d and o, such that

[P’|:Vp, > H,, Yx € R, limsup sup

R—00 zeRd

RBosc m,(-,z2) <CK ] 1. (2-15)
Proof. 1t is convenient to mollify the functions in order to put the local oscillation bounds into a pointwise
form suitable for the application of Morrey’s inequality. We first observe that, owing to Lemma 2.2, we
may assume that m, is finite for all p > H, by removing an event of zero probability.

We now fix 4 > H, and z € R? and take a nonnegative n € C?O(Rd) with support in Bj; and unit
mass, [ga n(y)dy =1, and set

my(y) = /d n(y —x)m,(x,z)dx. (2-16)
R
Then i  1s smooth, and using (2-7), we have, for every y € R4,

In%(y)—mu(y,z)lif 10 — Oy (x, 2) — my(y, Dl dx
Rd
< osc my(-,z) < inf K,(-) (2-17)
Bix(y) Bi2(y)
and

| Dy (y)| = = CKu(y). (2-18)

/Rd Dn(y —x)(my(x,z) —my(y, z)) dx

Applying (2-14) and then using (2-18), we deduce the existence of C(d, o) > 1 such that, for every
x e R4,

1/a 1/a
osc 1y, <CR(][ |Dfﬁﬂ(y)|°‘dy) §CR(][ Kﬁ(y)dy) . (2-19)
Br(x) Br(x) Br(x)

Next, we return to (2-17) and observe that

1/a
sup |71, (y) —mu(y,2)| < sup inf K (X)<( sup ][ Kﬁ(x)dX)
yeBg(x) yeBgr(x) X€B12() yeBr(x) JBip(y)

1/« 1/a
EC(/ K,‘i(x)dx> 5C(R+1)d/"‘(][ Kfj(x)dx) .
Bry1(x) Br+1(x)

Making note of the fact that d/o < 1 and combining the above inequality with (2-19), we deduce that,
forevery R > 1 and x, z € R4,

1/«
€ 0sC mu( ,2) < C<][ K7 () dy> . (2-20)
R Br(x) Bry1(x)

According to the ergodic theorem [Becker 1981],

1/a
P| lim ][ K%(y) dy) :[E[K“]l/“] =1.
|:R_>OO( Br11(Rx) . a
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In view of the definition of K - the last two lines yield that, for every u > H,,

. 1 =

P[VxeRd, limsup sup — osc m,(-,z) <CK ]:1.
R_)oopze[RE] R BR(RX> " s

Using the monotonicity of u — m,, and the continuity of > K ,, and intersecting the events corresponding

to all rational  and u = H , we obtain (2-15). O

The following lemma is an abstract tool that allows us to obtain uniform convergence, with respect to
the translation group {ty},cpa, for sequences of random variables that converge almost surely and satisfy
appropriate oscillation bounds. The argument follows an (unpublished) idea attributed to Varadhan, using
a combination of Egoroff’s theorem and the ergodic theorem.

Lemma 2.4. Assume P is a probability measure on (2, F) satisfying (1-9) and (1-10). Suppose that
{X;}i>0 is a family of F-measurable random variables on Q2 such that

I]J’[lim sup X, (0) < 0] —1.

11— 00
Denote X;(y, ) := X;(tyw), and suppose that

P[VZ eR?, limsuplimsup osc X,(y, )= 0] =1.

r—0 t—o00 YEB(12)

Then
IP’[VR >0, limsup sup X,(y,-) 50} —1.

=00 yeBir

Proof. We first notice that, after a routine covering argument, the second hypothesis can be rewritten in a
slightly stronger way as

[P’[VR > 0, limsuplimsup sup osc X;(y,-)= 0] =1. (2-21)

r—0 t—00 z€BR YEB(t2)
By the first hypothesis, for each ¢ > 0, there exists T, > 0 sufficiently large that
P[ sup X, (0, -) < e] >1—1ed, (2-22)
t>T,

Denote this event by D, := {w € 2 :sup,.1 X;(0,w) < ¢&}. According to the multiparameter ergodic
theorem [Becker 1981], for each ¢ > 0, there exists an event 58 € & with [P’[?ZS] = 1 such that, for every
w € Q.

lim + 1p,(zy)dx = P[D;] = 1 — L&, (2-23)

r—>00

Here 1z denotes the indicator function of an event E € %. It follows that, for each w € S~28, there exists
re > 0 sufficiently large (and depending on w in addition to ¢) that

inf ][ 1p, (tyw)dx > 1 — &4, (2-24)
B,

r=re
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Notice that (2-24) implies that, for r > r.(w),
l{x € B, : Ty € D,}| > (1 —%)|B,|. (2-25)

In particular, if r > r. (), then no ball of radius re is contained in {x € B, : T, ¢ D.}.

Let € be the intersection of §2, over all ¢ € Q4. FixR,e >0witheeQy,we € such that o also
belongs to the event inside the probability in (2-21), t > R~ max{r;(»), T,} and y € B;g. Then there
exists z € Bg such that t;,w € D, and |y —tz| <tRe. Note that t;,,w € D, is equivalent to X,(tz, w) < ¢.
We deduce that

X(y,w) <X, (tz, )+ osc X,(x,w)<e+ sup osc X,(x,w).

XEBRe(t2 2'€Bg XEBire (7))

This holds for all y € B;y; hence,

sup X;(y,w) <e+ sup osc X;(x,w).

YEBr Z/eBg XE€Bire (t2)

We have shown that, for all £ € Q such that ¢ > 0, we have

limsup sup X;(y,w) <e-+limsup sup osc X,(x,w).
t—00 yeBg t—>00 z'eBg XEBiRre(t7)

Sending ¢ — 0, using that w belongs to the event inside the probability in (2-21), we obtain

limsup sup X;(y,w) <0.
t—00 yeB,R
This conclusion applies for every R > 0 and w belonging to the intersection of € and the event in (2-21),
which has probability one. ]

We next employ the subadditive ergodic theorem [Akcoglu and Krengel 1981] and the subadditivity
of m,, to get the following result, which asserts that, for large r > 0, we have m, (ty, tz) ~tm,(y—z)+o(t)
for some deterministic function /7. The key ingredients in the proof are subadditivity (2-9) and the local
oscillation estimate (2-15).

The terminology “shape theorem” originated in first-passage percolation, and “shape” refers to the
sublevel sets of m,,. In particular, the result here generalizes [Sznitman 1998, Theorem 5.2.5] and also
covers the case that A = 0 and the Hamiltonian has the specific form H(p, x) = a(x)|p| where a > 0 is
an appropriate random field, which is a continuum analogue of the first passage percolation model.

Proposition 2.5 (the shape theorem). Assume P is a probability measure on (2, F) satisfying (1-9), (1-10)
and (1-11). Then there exists a family {m,, : > H.,} C C(RY) of convex, positively homogeneous functions

such that

— ty,t
P[Vqu*, VR >0, limsup sup w

[—>00 y,zeBR

—n_m(y—z)‘ :0] —1. (2-26)

Proof. We break the argument into five steps. In the first step, we construct m,, using the subadditive
ergodic theorem and, in Step 2, derive some of its basic properties. In Step 3, we prove (2-26) for z =0,
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and in the fourth step, we remove this restriction. For the first four steps, we fix © > H . The universal
quantifier over u > H, will be moved inside the probability in the final step.

Before commencing with the argument, we make a reduction. With 77,, defined as in (2-4), we observe
that

0<myu(y,2) —mu(y,2) = sup (mu(§,z2) —mu(y,2)) < osc my(-,2).
£€B1(y) Bi(»)

Using this together with Lemma 2.3, we find that
[P’[V,u > H,, VR >0, lim sup sup l|mﬂ(ty, 1z) —my(ty, tz)| = O]
t—00 y,zeBg t

zP[VMzH*, VR >0, limsup sup 1 osc)mu(-,tz)=0]

r—0o0 y,ZEBR Bl(ty

zl]ﬂ’[\mzf_l*, VR, § >0, limsup sup sup 1 0sc mu(-,z)fCI?MB]:l.

t—00 ;cRd yeBg b Bis(ty)

Therefore, it suffices to prove the proposition with 71, in place of m,,.

Step 1. We apply the subadditive ergodic theorem to construct /7,,. Note that it is immediate from the
definitions that both m,, and m1,, are jointly stationary in (y, z). Precisely, we mean that, using the notation
m, (y,z,w) and m,(y, z, w) to denote dependence on w € 2, then with respect to the translation group
action {7y}, cre¢, we have

mM(yaZ, ‘L'xCl))=m,u()’+x»Z+X,w) and ﬁi,u()’»z, Txa))=”~1u(Y+X,Z+xaw)-

Note that 1, is subadditive by (2-9) and P-integrable on €2 since (2-20) implies

[E[ﬁiﬂ(y,z)]S[E[ sup mu(-,z)]
Bjy—zj+1(2)

1/a
sc<|y—z|+1>[E[(][ Kfj(x)dx) }SCI?M(Iy—ZH-l), (2-27)
B\}'*ZH’Z

where the last inequality follows by Jensen’s inequality. We have checked that 71,, verifies the hypothesis
of the subadditive ergodic theorem [Akcoglu and Krengel 1981], and we obtain, for each fixed y € R?, a
random variable m,(y) such that

.1~ _
P[tlggo i1y, 0) = mu(y)] — 1. (2-28)
However, it turns out that m2,,(y) is constant P-almost surely, that is,

Plm(y) = Elm, (1] = 1. (2-29)
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This follows from the ergodic hypothesis and the fact that .2,, () is invariant under translations. To see this,
we write 7, (y, z, ) and i, (y, ) to denote dependence on w € €2 and observe that, for every z € R4,

_ . e
mu(y’ Tzw) — t1—1>r20 ;mu([)’ +Z9 Z, C())
< tl_l)l’glo %(ﬁiﬂ(ty +z,ty, w) +n,(ty, 0, w) +n,(0, z, a)))
N . 1
< lim —-m,(ty, 0, ®) +limsu —( osc my(-,ty,w)+ osc m za))
t—oo t M( Y ) t—>oop I\ Bi41(ty) M( Y. @) B1(0) M( )
.1~ _
= tl_l)rgo ;mu(ty, 0, w) =m,(y, w).
Here we used stationarity, followed by (2-9), the definition of 71, and Lemma 2.3. We deduce that
my(y, t;w) =m,(y, ) forall w € Q and z € R?, which, in view of (1-10), implies that each of the
events {w e Q:m,(y, w) > E[m,(y, -)]} and {w € Q :m,(y, w) < E[m,(y, -)]} has probability either
zero or one. So both must be of probability zero, and (2-29) holds.

We henceforth identify m,,(y) and the deterministic quantity E[m, (y, -)]. With this identification, we
may combine (2-28) and (2-29) to write
i, (ty, 0
I]J’[lim sup‘ @

t—00

- n_m(y)‘ =0]=1. (2-30)

This holds for all y € RY. By intersecting the events in (2-30) over all y € Q“, we get

i, (ty, 0
[P’[Vye@d, limsup‘@—

t—00

n_1M(y)‘ :o] —1. (2-31)

Step 2. We next verify that m, : R? — R is continuous, convex and positively homogeneous. It is
immediate from (2-27) that
Im, ()| = CK.lyl. (2-32)

The stationarity and subadditivity of 771, yield that m,, is sublinear. Indeed, for every y, z € RY,
(v +2) = Jim LG, (42,001 < lim L,y +2), 1) + i (02, 0)]

oo~ N _ _

= lim ~E[fi, (ty, 0)]+ lim —E[fi,, (12, 0)] =M, () + 7, (). (2-33)
Combining (2-32) and (2-33) yields
My (y) = Mu(2) <y —2) < CKyly —zl.

By interchanging y and z, we get

71, (y) = i (2)] < CK uly =z, (2-34)

and so in,, is Lipschitz with constant CK ,,. It is immediate from the form of the limit (2-28) that i7i,, is
positively homogeneous, and from this and (2-33), we deduce that i, is convex. For future reference, we
observe that u — m, (y) is concave by (2-8). Since this map is nondecreasing, it must also be continuous.
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Step 3. We next upgrade assertion (2-31) to

IP[VR >0, lim sup

t—)OOyEBR

%n?u(ty,o, ) —rﬁu(y)‘ =o] —1. (2-35)

Observe that, for every y € R? and z € Q¢, we have

1~ _ L& i L n n "
;mu(ty, 0)— mu(y)( < ;Imﬂ(ty, 0) —my,(1z,0)| + ‘;mu(tZ, 0) — mu(Z)‘ +mu(y) —m,(2)|
<1 ose (-, 0)+ Lz, 0) =y )]+ CRyly — 2.
T Byjy—z+2(t2) !

Fix R > 0. Let § > 0, and select finitely many z1, ..., zx € Q4N By such that the union of the balls B(z;, 8)
covers Bg. Then from the above inequality, we find that

sup lfril,“(ty,0)—n_1ﬂ(y))5 sup  sup 1 osc my(-,0)+ sup l|ﬁiu(tzi,0)—rT¢,L(zl~)|—i—CI?M3.
yeBg' t yeBg i€{l,..k} T Bsr2(tz) ie{l,..k) ¢

Now taking the lim sup as t — 0o, we deduce from (2-15) and (2-31) that, for every R, 6 > 0,

um[ lim sup %n?ﬂ(ty,o, w)—mﬂ(y)‘ gzciﬂa]zl.

t—>ooy€BR

We recover (2-35) after intersecting over all the events corresponding to § € @, and then over all of the
resulting events corresponding to R € N*,

Step 4. We next release the vertex point using Lemma 2.4 with

X, := sup , t>0.

YEBaR

1~ _
;mu(ty, 0) _mu()’)

Lemma 2.3 and (2-35) give the hypotheses of Lemma 2.4 for X;, and so an application of the lemma
yields, for every R > 0,

P[ lim sup %fnvu(ty,tz)—n_au(y—z)|=0]zl]3’|: lim sup sup 1n~1ﬂ(ry+zz,tz)—mu(y)|=o]=1.

1700y zeBg 1= 2eBg yeBar(2)

Intersecting the events corresponding to R =1, 2, ..., we obtain

P[VR >0, lim sup

1500y eBy

ity 1) =iy -2 =0] = 1. (2-36)

Step 5. We immediately obtain (2-26) from (2-36) by the monotonicity of wu > m,(y, z), the continuity
of u + m,(y) (see the end of Step 2) and intersecting the events corresponding to each rational p > H,
as well as to = H,. O

Remark 2.6. For future reference, we note that m,(y, z) > Bly —z| forany g > 0 and u > A (B? +1).
Indeed, in view of the monotonicity of u +— m,(y, z), it is enough to check that the cone function
¢(y) ;== Bmax{0, |y — z| — 1} is a subsolution of (2-1) for u = A{(B? 4+ 1). This is easy to obtain
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from (1-6), using |D¢| < B and the fact that the diffusion term has a helpful sign due to the convexity
of ¢. This also yields

u=A(B+1) = forally R, m,(y) = Blyl. (2-37)

In view of the concavity of u — m,(y), which was obtained in Step 2 of the proof above, we get the
following: there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for every u > v > H, and y,Z € R4,

iy () > iy () + e~ — vyl

(This remark is needed in the proof (3-4) and to check that H is well defined.)

3. Identification of the effective Hamiltonian

In this section, we define H in terms of the family {i Wi > H .} of homogenized maximal subsolutions
and proceed to study some of its basic properties. Throughout this section, we assume that PP is a given
probability measure satisfying (1-9), (1-10) and (1-11).

We begin with an informal heuristic that leads to a guess for what H should be, thinking in terms of
an inverse problem. Write the metric problem in the “theatrical scaling” by introducing a parameter & > 0
and defining

m‘;(x) = smu()gc, 0).

At this scale, Proposition 2.5 asserts that mj, — m,, locally uniformly in R? and P-almost surely, as & — 0,
and we may write (2-6) as

—eu(A(Z)D%ms )+ H(Dmi, 2) = in RO\ BL(0).
By formally passing to the limit ¢ — O in this equation (and in the rescaled version of (2-5)) under the
assumption that it homogenizes, this suggests that we should obtain

H(Dm,)<pn inRY and H(Dm,)=p inRI\{0}. (3-1)

That is, we expect that 711, is the maximal subsolution of H with respect to 4 and the gradient of this
positively homogeneous function should prescribe the pi-level set of H; the image of its subdifferential
should be the p-sublevel set of H.

In view of this discussion, we simply define H in such a way that this is so:

H(p):=inf{u> H,:Vy eR?, m,(y) = p-y}. (3-2)

Note that, since m,, is convex and positively homogeneous, the subdifferential dm , (0) is actually the
closed convex hull of the image of R? under Din - Recall that the subdifferential d¢ (x) of a convex
function ¢ : RY — R at a point x is defined by

Ip(x):={peR*:¥yeRY, ¢(») = p(x)+p-(y—x)}.
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We expect dm ,(0) to be the p-sublevel set of H and the image of R? under Din . to be the p-level set
of H. This indeed follows from (3-2), and we may invert this formula to write i  1n terms of H:

i, (y) =sup{p-y: H(p) < u}. (3-3)

That is, im,, is simply the support function of the u-sublevel set of H. So the definition (3-2) is formally
in accord with (3-1), and once we have verified that H is convex (which we do below in Lemma 3.1),
checking the latter in the viscosity sense is simply a routine exercise. Since here we do not actually use
this fact, we omit the argument, but the reader may consult for example [Armstrong and Souganidis 2013]
or else argue directly that the maximal subsolutions of a constant-coefficient convex Hamiltonian are the
support functions of the sublevel sets.

We need to check that the quantity H( p) is well defined (and finite). In view of the monotonicity
of u +— m,, we need only show that, for every p € R?, there exists u > H, sufficiently large that the
graph of i, is above the plane y — p - y. But this is immediate from (2-37), which in fact gives the
estimate

H,<H(p)<M(pl?+D. (3-4)
We collect some more basic properties of the effective Hamiltonian H : R¢ — R in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. The function H : R? — R is continuous, convex and satisfies H . =min peRd H (p). Moreover,
there exist C, ¢ > 0, depending only on d, such that

cKy(Ipl—CKo)* < H(p) < Ai(Ipl? + D). (3-5)

Proof. By definition, I-_I( 2) > H.. On the other hand, take § > 0, and set ni= H,+ 3. Since my is
convex, we may select py € dm,,(0). This implies that m,(y) > po -y for every y € R?. Thus,

min H(p) < H(po) <= H,+3.

peRd
Since 8 > 0 was arbitrary, we obtain the first assertion that H, = min ,cpa H(p).

The upper bound for H was proved already in (3-4). The lower bound follows from (2-12) and (2-32)
and the definition of H after an easy computation. (I

An immediate consequence of the convexity of H is that, with the possible exception of the minimal
level set {H = H.,}, each of the level sets of H is the boundary of the corresponding sublevel set. That s,
for every p € R?,

H(p) > H, impliesthat ped{peR?: H(p)<H(p)}. (3-6)

To prove the main homogenization result, we need further geometric information, summarized in the
following lemma, relating the level sets of H and the maximal subsolutions.

Recall that, if K € R? is closed and convex, an exposed point of K is a point p € K such that there
exists a linear functional / : RY — R such that [(p) > [(p) for every p € K \ {p}. The set of exposed points
is, for a general bounded convex subset K of R<, a subset of the set of extreme points of K. However,
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Straszewicz’s theorem [Rockafellar 1970, Theorem 18.6] asserts that every extreme point is a limit of
exposed points.

Lemma 3.2. Let u > H, and p € 3{p € R? : H(p) < u}. There exists a unit vector e € d By such that
my(e) —p-e=0= inf (m,(y)—p-y). (3-7)
yeRd
If in addition p is an exposed point of {p € R : H(p) < u}, then e can be chosen in such a way that my

is differentiable at e with p = Dm, (e).

Proof. Set S :={p € R? : H(p) < u}. By elementary convex separation, there exists a linear functional
I :R?Y — R such that /(p) = 0 and [(p) < O for every p € S. If p is an exposed point, then we also
take [ so that [(p) < O for every p € S\ {p}. There exists e € R?\ {0} such that /(x) = ¢ - (x — p). By
normalizing, we may assume that |¢| = 1. We deduce that, for every y € R¢,

my(e)—p-e=sup{(p—p)-e:peSt=0<sup{(p—p)-y:peSt=mu(y)—p-y. (3-8)

This is (3-7). Since m,, is positively homogeneous, we see that p € dm , (e). In fact, if we repeat (3-8)
with an arbitrary element of S in place of p, we find that

amy(e) S {peS:1(p)=0}. (3-9)
Thus, if p is an exposed point of S, then we have dm  (e) = {p} by our choice of /. This implies that m ,
is differentiable at e and Dm(e) = p. U
Remark 3.3. We can express H via the following “min-max” formula:
d wy)—p-y
H(p) =infi u € R : there exists w € Cl o ([RR ) satisfying (2-1) and l‘lm me >0;. (3-10)
) — 00 y

Indeed, if w € USC(R?) satisfies (2-1), then

ty)—p- (&
iy () — p-y = liming =P (),
—00 t
If the latter is nonnegative for all y € R9, then H ( p) < u by definition. This yields “<” in (3-10). To
obtain the reverse inequality, we use m, with u = H (p) and observe that
my (ty)
t

M) =PV _ jiinf inf (

|yl—>o00 |y| t—00 |y|=1

—p‘y> = inf (m,(y)—p-y) =0.
lyl=1

The reason that we call (3-10) a “min-max” representation is that it can be formally written

H(p) = inf sup (—tr(A(y)D*w(y))+ H(Dw(y), y)), (3-11)
we PyeR"
where
2, = fwe il ®Y: hrggf% >0},

The expression inside the infimum on the right of (3-11) does not make sense since w may not have
enough regularity. It must therefore be interpreted in the viscosity sense, and this leads precisely to (3-10).
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4. Homogenization of the approximate cell problem

In this section, we show using a comparison argument that Proposition 2.5 implies a homogenization
result for a special time-independent problem. The particularities of this argument are new here, even for
uniformly coercive Hamiltonians or first-order equations.
Throughout, we assume [P is a probability measure on (€2, %) satisfying (1-9), (1-10) and (1-11).
For each fixed p € R, we consider the problem

ws—str<A<§>D2w8)—|—H<p—|—Dws, %) —0 inRY (4-1)

We will show that (4-1) has a unique bounded-below solution with probability one that we denote by
w?(-, p). We argue that

P[Vp eR?, VR > 0, limsup sup [w®(x, p) + H(p)| = o] —1. 4-2)
e—>0 xeBg
Recall that (4-1), often written at the microscopic (“nontheatrical”) scale (as in (4-5) below), is often
called the approximate cell problem and homogenizing it (by which we mean proving (4-2)) is the key
step in the derivation of Theorem 1 from Proposition 2.5. To see why we expect w®( -, p) to converge
locally uniformly to the constant —H (p) as & — 0, observe that the (unique) solution of

w+H(p+Dw)=0 inR? (4-3)

is precisely the constant function w = —H( p). Thus, (4-2) can be understood roughly as the assertion
that “(4-1) homogenizes to (4-3)”.

4A. Basic properties of (4-1). In order to prove (4-2), we must first establish some fundamental properties
of (4-1) including wellposedness. In the uniformly coercive case, it is straightforward (and classical) to
show that the Perron method and the comparison principle yield a unique bounded solution of (4-1) given
by the formula

w®(x, p) :=sup{v(x) : v € USC(R?) is a subsolution of (4-1)}. (4-4)

Wellposedness in the general weakly coercive setting is more nontrivial because it is less easy to show
a priori that w®( -, p) satisfies a suitable growth condition at infinity for the application of the comparison
principle.

We take (4-4) to be the definition of the function w®(x, p) and continue with a discussion of some
elementary properties of w®. First, we remark that it is often convenient to consider (4-1) at the microscopic
scale in order to use the stationarity of the environment. The rescaled equation is

gv—tr(A(y)D*v) + H(p+Dv,y) =0 inR’, (4-5)
and we rescale w® by introducing

v (y, p) = %ws(ey, p) = sup{v(x) : v € USC(R?) is a subsolution of (4-5)}. (4-6)
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The second equality in (4-6) follows from the definition of w® and a rescaling of (4-1). Note that it is
immediate from (4-6) that v®(x, p) is stationary with respect to the translation action. According to
[Armstrong and Tran 2014, Theorem 6.1], for every ¢ > 0, p € R4 and choice of coefficients (o, H) € 2,
the function v®( -, p) defined in (4-6) belongs to CIOO’C1 (R?) and is a solution of (4-5). It follows immediately
from reversing the scaling that w®(-, p) € CIOO’C1 (R9) is a solution of (4-1). Uniqueness is a separate issue
addressed below; see (4-16).
Next, we observe that w?( -, p) is bounded below uniformly in &. Indeed, for all p € R?,
inf w®(x, p) > —Ai(Ipl7+1). (4-7)

xeRd

This follows from the definition of w® and the fact that the right side of this inequality is a subsolution
of (4-1), according to (1-6), as we have already seen in (2-37). Using this bound for the equation at the
microscopic scale, we obtain that v®( -, p) is a solution of the inequality

—tr(A(Y)D*v®) + H(p+ Dve, y) < A(Ip|?+1) inR9.
Then according to the definition of m, with u = A1(|p|? + 1), we obtain the estimate

v (y, p)— sup v°(x, p) <m,(y,z) forevery u> Ai(Ip|?+1). (4-8)
x€By(2)

Note that this inequality holds uniformly in ¢.

Lemma 4.1. Foreverye >0, x € R and (o, H) €,
p+— w'(x, p) s concave. 4-9)

Proof. Observe that, if vy, vy € USC(R?) are subsolutions of (4-1) with p = p1 and p = p», respectively,
and A € [0, 1], then the function Av; + (1 — A)v; is a subsolution of (4-1) with p = Ap; + (1 — A) p». This
follows formally from the convexity of the Hamiltonian, and for a rigorous proof, we refer to the argument
of [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Lemma 2.4]. In view of the definition of w? in (4-4), this observation gives
the lemma. O

An immediate consequence of (4-7) and Lemma 4.1 is that the map p + max{k, w®(x, p)} is uniformly
continuous for every k > 0. Indeed, we obtain that, for all p, p € R? with [p — p| < 1,

w'(x, p) = (1= |p—phw'(x, p) — Ai(Ipl? + DIp — pl. (4-10)

We next show that w?®(x, p) satisfies, almost surely with respect to [P, an appropriate sublinear growth
condition uniformly in € and for bounded | p|. This is required both in order to establish w?® as the unique
bounded-below solution of (4-1) and is also needed in the proof of (4-2). Note that this estimate is trivial
for uniformly coercive Hamiltonians since in that case w®(x, p) is bounded above uniformly for x € R,
p € Br and 0 < & < 1. In the general case, it is a consequence of the averaged coercivity condition (1-11)
and its proof uses the ergodic theorem, which is the reason we expect it to hold only almost surely with
respect to [P.
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Lemma 4.2. We have

VR > 0, limsup sup sup

|x|—>00 |p|<R 0<e<l x|

P[ |wg(x—’p”:o] —1. (4-11)

Proof. In view of (4-7), we need only prove upper bounds for w®. For most of the argument, we work at
the microscopic scale. It clearly suffices to prove the lemma for fixed R > 0 since we obtain the general
case by intersecting the events corresponding to all positive integers R.

It is convenient to work with the random fields

VE(y):= sup sup v°(z, p).
[PISR zeBi(y)

Note that V? is stationary with respect to the translation group action. According to [Armstrong and Tran
2014, Theorem 4.2], the family {V¢},-¢ is locally equi-Lipschitz continuous in R¢ for every realization
w = (0, H) € 2 of the coefficients.

Step 1. We begin from the estimate from [Armstrong and Tran 2014] that, for C > 0 depending only on d
and ¢,

2\ 1/(g=1)
P[Vge(o, 1], gV8(0)5M2(1+A1Rq)+C<—2> ]:1. (4-12)
ap

This is shown by exhibiting explicit, smooth supersolutions. See for example [Armstrong and Tran 2014,
Lemma 3.2, Remark 4.5], which handles the case R = 0, and note that the estimate for R > O can be
reduced to the former by using (1-8).

Let & denote the random variable

2\ l/(g—=1)
£:=M(1 +A1Rq)+C(—2) ,
aj

and let / denote its essential infimum (with respect to P):
I:=inf{L e R:P[§ <A] >0} <o0.
We eventually apply Lemma 2.4 to the sequence of random fields defined by

1. 2
X,(y) =~ inf (VS - —1), 0.
+(y) ; Zelg(y)oiggl (2) - >

In the next few steps, we check that the hypotheses of Lemma 2.4 hold for X;.

Step 2. We show that
I]J’[lim sup X, (0) < o] —1. (4-13)

t—0o0

According to the ergodic theorem,

[|:D|: lim ][ 1{5(.)521}())) dy = P[S(O) < 2[]] =1.
Bs

§—>0Q
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Note that P[£(0) < 27] > 0 by the definition of I and that, if 1((.)<27}(y) does not vanish identically
in By, then X,(0) <0 by (4-12). This yields (4-13).
Step 3. We show that
P[lim sup lim sup 1 sup sup osc V&= 0] =1. (4-14)

r—0 =00 yeB; 0<e<1 Bri(y)
To see this, observe that (4-8) implies that, for every ¢ > 0 and y, z € R4,
VE(y) = V() <mu(y,z) withp:=A;(RT+1).
We therefore obtain (4-14) from (2-15). As a consequence of (4-14), we get

[F"[lim sup limsup sup osc X; = 0] =1. (4-15)

r—0 t—>00 yeB, B, (y)

Step 4. We complete the argument. In view of (4-13) and (4-15), we may apply Lemma 2.4 to conclude
that

[P’[VK >0, limsup sup X,(y) < 0] =1.

t—00 yeBg;

Using the definition of X;, replacing Kt by ¢ and setting » = 1/K, this gives

nm[w >0, limsup i sup inf  sup (Vg(z)—%I) 50] —1.

t—oo b yeB 2€B1() 0<s<1

Using again (4-14), we obtain

|]3>[limsupl sup sup (Vs(y) — %I) < 0] =1.

t—00 yeB; 0<e<l
Using the definition of V¢ and rewriting the expression in terms of w®, we get

E(x, p)—21
[P’[lim sup sup sup sup % 50] =1.

t—00 0O<e<l |p|<R x€By et

This is actually stronger than (4-11). Indeed,

. wé(x, p) —21 ) wé(x, p) —21
limsup sup sup sup ———— = lim sup sup sup sup ——
t—00 0<e<l |p|<R x€By et $S700 1>5 0<e<l |p|<R x€Bg &t
. wé(x, p) —21
>limsup sup sup sup ———
s—>00 0<e<l |p|<R x€B; s
w(x, p)

> limsup sup sup
x|—>o00 O<e<l |p|<kR ||

Note that the inequality on the second line was obtained by reversing the first two suprema and then
taking ¢ = s/¢ in the supremum over ¢. This completes the proof. U
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It follows from Lemma 4.2 and [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Theorem 2.1] that, with probability one,
we (-, p) is the unique bounded-below solution of (4-1) for every fixed ¢ > 0 and p € R?. That is,

[P’[Vp eR?, Ve >0, w’(-, p) belongs to Cloo’cl([R?d) and is the unique solution of (4-1),
which is bounded below on R‘] = 1. (4-16)

4B. The proof of (4-2). The next lemma is the first step in the direction of (4-2). For the argument, we
again use Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 4.3. We have

[P’[Vp eR?, VR >0, limsup sup w(x, p) < —I—_I*] =1. (4-17)

e—>0 x€eBpg

Proof. Here we employ a soft compactness argument using the rescaled functions v® defined in (4-6). Let
E:={(o,H) e Q: H,=inf{jx € R: there exists w € USC(R?) satisfying (2-1)}}.

Recall from Lemma 2.2 that P[E] = 1.

Step 1. We first show that, for all p € R¢ and w € E,

lim sup sup ev®(z, p) < —H,. (4-18)

e—>0 z€B

Suppose on the contrary that there exist n > 0 and a subsequence g — 0 such that, for every k € N,

ek sup v (z, p) > —H . +1.

z€B)
Define the function

vy, p):==p-y+v°(y, p) — sup v°(z, p).
z€B)
According to the local Lipschitz estimates [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Proposition 3.1] and (4-11), the
family {v°}.-¢ is uniformly bounded in CY1(By) for every s > 0. By taking a further subsequence of {&;},
we may suppose that % converges locally uniformly on R? to a function 7 € Cloo’c1 (RY). In view of the
fact that v° satisfies the equation

e0® —tr(A(y)D*°) + H(DV®, y) = —e sup v°(z, p)  in R,

z€B)

we obtain, by the stability of viscosity solutions under local uniform convergence, that v satisfies
—tr(A(y)D*0)+ H(D?,y) <H,—n inRY.

This contradicts the assumption that w = (o, H) € E and completes the proof of (4-18). As a consequence,
we obtain

I]:"[Vp e RY, limsup sup £v°(z, p) < —f_l*] =1. (4-19)

e—0 zeB
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Step 2. To obtain the conclusion of the lemma from (4-18), we apply Lemma 2.4 to the family of random

variables

X, :=sup ev®(z, p) withr=¢"'.

z€B)

The first hypothesis of Lemma 2.4 is satisfied by (4-18), and the second hypothesis is confirmed by (4-8)
and (2-15). The conclusion of Lemma 2.4 yields that, for every p € R¢,

[P’[VR >0, limsup sup ev®(z, p) < —I-_I*] =1.

e—0 z€Bgye

Using (4-10) and intersecting over all events corresponding to rational p, we obtain

P[Vp eRY, VR >0, limsup sup ev°(z, p) < —P_I*] =1.

£—>0 zEBgs:
This is equivalent to (4-17). ]
We now show that (4-1) homogenizes to (4-3).
Proposition 4.4. The assertion (4-2) holds.

Proof. The argument is deterministic and based on the comparison principle. To give an overview of the
proof, we introduce the following events:

= . my(ty, 1z)  _
E :=3(0,H)eQ:Vu>H,, VR>0, limsup sup |——— —mﬂ(y—z)| =0},
t—>00 y,ZEBR
: ) . lwé(x, p)|
Er):=1(0,H) € Q2:VR >0, limsup sup sup ———— =04,
|x|—o00 |p|<R 0<e<l |x]

Ez:={(0, H) €Q:VpeR? limsup sup w(x, p) < —ﬁ*},

e—>0 xeBg

Ey:=3(0,H)eQ:Vpe R?, VR > 0, lim sup sup |w®(x, p) +P_I(p)| =0}.

e—~>0 xeBg

According to Proposition 2.5, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, we have

PIEiNE,NE3]=1.
To obtain P[E4] = 1, it therefore suffices to demonstrate that

EiNE,NE3; C Ey. (4-20)
Thus, for the remainder of the proof, we fix p € RY, R > 0and (0, H) € E;NE,N E3 and argue that

limsup sup |w®(x, p)+ H(p)| =0. 4-21)

e—=>0 xeBp
The proof of (4-21) is broken into two steps.

Step 1. We show that
liminf inf w®(z, p) > —H(p). (4-22)

e—>0 zeBR
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We begin with some reductions. By the concavity of the map p — w®(x, p), we may assume without loss
of generality that p is an extreme point of {p : H(p) < H(p)}. Second, by (4-10), we may also suppose
that H ( p) > H .. Next, Straszewicz’s theorem [Rockafellar 1970, Theorem 18.6] and (4-10) permit us to
further suppose that p is an exposed point of {p : H(p) < H(p)}. This is useful in view of (3-6) and
Lemma 3.2, which imply the existence of e € d By such that m,(e) = e - p and m, is differentiable at e
with p = Dm ,(e), where as usual we have set u := H( p) for convenience. In view of the limit (2-26),
this forces the function m (-, z — te), with r > 0 very large, to be very “flat” in large balls centered at z,
as we will see. This is what allows us to use this function as an “approximate subcorrector” in order to
bound w® from below.

We proceed with the demonstration of (4-22) by supposing that —H (p) — w®(z, p) = 8 > 0 for
some z € By and deriving a contradiction if 0 < & <1 is too small. The idea is to compare w?( -, p) in the
ball B, (z), for a large enough but fixed s > 0, to the function x = —p-(x —z+te)+em,(x /e, (z—te)/¢e)
for t >> 5. We argue that the former is a strict supersolution of the equation solved by the latter, and then
we derive a contradiction by showing that their difference has a local minimum. To ensure that we can
touch the first function from below by the second, we use the fact that both functions are expected to
be “flat” near z (for the second function, this is due to the fact that p = Dm ,(e)), and we add a small
linearly growing perturbative term made possible by the positivity of &.

In order to prepare w®( -, p) for comparison, we take ¢ > 0 and A > 1 to be selected below and define
the auxiliary function

We(x) = 2w’ (x, p) —w'(z, p)) +c8((1+|x —zH* = 1).
Since w € E3, there exists an s > 0, which does not depend on z or ¢ > 0, such that
U == {x e R": W(x) < 18} € By(2).

We claim that, by choosing A sufficiently close to 1 and ¢ > O sufficiently small depending on A, then we
have
- tr(A(g)DZWS) + H(p +DW L) = H(p)+35 in U.. (4-23)

In order to verify (4-23), take any smooth test function ¢ such that v® — ¢ has a strict local minimum
at xg € Uy. Set ¥ (x) := (1 + |x —z|*)/2. Then w® — A~ (¢ + ¢81) has a strict local minimum at x.
Using the equation satisfied by w?® and the definition of viscosity supersolution, we obtain

we (o) e tr(A(Z2)A7 D2 +e89) (o)) + H(p+ 27 Dlg+ 89 (x0), =) 2 0.
& &
The convexity of H gives
H(p+r‘D(go+c3¢)<xo), ?) 5A‘1H<p+D<p(x0), %)+(1—x—l)H(p+(x—1)—‘c5Dw(xo), ?)

Combining the above computations and using xo € U., we deduce that, for A sufficiently close to 1
and ¢ > 0 sufficiently small depending on X,

~tr(A(Z @) D%(0) + H(p+ Do(xo). =) = H(p) + 3.
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This completes the proof of (4-23).
We may now apply the comparison principle [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Theorem 2.2] to conclude
that, for every t > s + 1,

. o ) _ _ X Z—te))
xlenli(W X)+p-(x—z+te) Em"(s’ .

. x I—te

= inf (W) +p-(x—z+1e)—em, (L, ). @24
x€dU; & &

Estimating the infimum on the left side of (4-24) by taking x = z and recalling that W*(z) = 0 and the

term on the right side by using that W =§/4 on U, and 0U, < B,(z), we conclude after a rearrangement

that, for every t > s + 1,

inf ( e (g’z—te)_ <§,Z—te>)<_18' 4.2
xé}%(z)p ¥ —2) +emy, g € e ¢ - 4 (4-25)

This holds for every z € Bg and & > 0 for which —H (p) —w®(z, p) =8 > 0. So if —H (p) —w®i (zj,p) =46
along subsequences {z;}jen € Bg and ¢; — 0, then by passing to limits in (4-25), using (2-26), we
obtain, for every t > s 4 1,

inf (p-x +im(1e) =y (x +1¢)) < —1s.
X€byg

This contradicts the fact that p = Dm, (e) since the latter implies, in view of the positive homogeneity
of m,,, that

lim sup|m,(x +te) —m,(te) — p-x| =0. (4-26)

1= B,

This completes the proof of (4-22).

Step 2. We demonstrate that
lim sup sup w®(z, p) < —H(p). (4-27)

e—~>0 zeBp
We may suppose that H(p) > H, since otherwise the claim follows from w € Ej3.

The argument is similar to one introduced in [Armstrong and Souganidis 2013], relying on the
limit (2-26) and using m,, as a supercorrector. Here it is a bit simpler than Step 1 since we do not need to
use Straszewicz’s theorem or to restrict our attention to exposed points of the sublevel set of H. Applying
Lemma 3.2 in view of (3-6) and the assumption that H( p) > H,, we may select e € dB; such that
p € dmy(e) and m,(e) =e- p, where as usual we set j := H (p). The reason we do not need p = Dm, (e)
is because m,, will be used as a supercorrector; so the fact that it may not be flat and rather “bends upward”
like a cone can only help in the comparison argument.

We consider a point z € By and ¢, 6 > 0 such that w®(z, p, w) + I-_I(p) >85>0 Withc>0and A <1
to be selected, we consider the auxiliary function

We(x) :=A(w’(x, p) —w(z, p)) —cS(1 + |x —z)»)V/? + ¢8. (4-28)
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Since w € E», there exists s > 0, which does not depend on z or &, such that
U :={x e RY: W (x) > —15} € B, (2). (4-29)

Choosing A sufficiently close to 1 and ¢ > 0 sufficiently small depending on X and after similar computations
arguments as in the demonstration of (4-23), we find that

—tr(A<;—‘)D2WS> + H(p + DWW, ’8—‘) <H(p)-1s inU,. (4-30)

The comparison principle yields

xiggg(gmﬂ(’gc, D) _we) - p -2+ (54 Do)

= inf (em, (£, FEHDY) _wey — po -+ 5+ Do) (43D

xeadU, & &

Using that W#(z) =0 and W?® = —§/4 on 0U, C B,(z) and rearranging, we obtain

inf <8mﬂ<£, w) _Smu<§, M) —p-(x— Z)) < _41;5- (4-32)
x€B;(2) e € & e

To obtain a contradiction, we suppose that w®/ (z;, p) + H(p) = & > 0 for sequences {z i}jen € Bg
and ¢; — 0. Applying (4-32) and sending j — oo yields, in light of (2-26),

inf (i, (x + (s + De) —in,((s + 1)e) — p-x) < —16. (4-33)
X€EBy
Since m, ((s + 1)e) = (s + 1)e - p, we conclude that, for some x € By,
My (x+ (s +1)e) — p- (x+ (s + De) < —18. (4-34)
This contradicts that p € dm , (e) and finishes Step 2 and the proof of the proposition. (I

Remark 4.5. The reader may object to the proof of Theorem 1 on the grounds that several steps in the
proof are not as “quantifiable” as promised in the introduction. In particular, it seems at first glance
impossible to quantify (i) the limit in (4-26) without extra information about the shape of the level sets
of H (which is not easy to obtain) and (i) Lemma 4.3 since it is obtained by a compactness argument.
About (i): this step is actually quantifiable because we can approximate the level sets of H by nice sets
with positive curvature. Rather than the exposed points of the sublevel sets of H, we may instead consider
“points of positive curvature” of the boundary of the level set, that is, points that also lie on the boundary
of a large ball that contains the level set. The radius of this ball controls the rate of the limit (4-26), and
the error this introduces is relatively small. The details will appear in [Armstrong and Cardaliaguet 2015].
The second objection is more serious, but the phenomenon we encounter here is not artificial or a
limitation of the method. Indeed, it was shown already in the first-order case [Armstrong et al. 2014] that
the rate of convergence in the limit in Lemma 4.3 may be arbitrarily slow (even with a finite range of de-
pendence quantifying the ergodicity assumption). In this sense, the proof above seems to optimally capture
the underlying phenomena driving the homogenization of Hamilton—Jacobi equations in random media.
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5. Homogenization: the proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we present the proof of our main result, Theorem 1. The convergence result is obtained
from the classical perturbed test function argument, suitably modified to handle the lack of uniform
Lipschitz estimates for weakly coercive Hamiltonians. The argument can be seen as a method for showing
that the homogenization result of (4-2), which is a special case of Theorem 1, is actually strong enough
to imply the theorem.

As in the previous section, we assume throughout that [P is a probability measure on (€2, %) satisfying
(1-9), (1-10) and (1-11).

5A. Wellposedness and basic properties. Before giving the proof of homogenization, we first consider
the question of wellposedness of solutions of the time-dependent initial-value problem

{"f—“f(f‘(f)Dz”s)*H(D”g’ 5) =0 inR'x(0.00) (5-1)

ut(-,0) =g € BUC(R?).
For each ¢ > 0, g € BUC(RY) and (x, 1) € R? x (0, 00), we define the random variable

ut(x,t,g) = sup{w(x, 1) :w € USC(R? x [0, £]) is a subsolution of (1-1) in R x [0, 1),
w(x,s)

lim sup sup =0and w(-,0) < gon Rd}. (5-2)

|x|—>o00 O<s<t | x|

This is the candidate for the unique solution of (5-1). Observe that we have
u®(x,t,8) > —At +indfg (5-3)
R

since the function on the right belongs to the admissible class in (5-2) by (1-6) and (1-3).

Similar to the situation for the approximate cell problem, checking that (x, ¢) — u®(x, ¢, g) does indeed
solve (5-1) reduces to proving a sublinear growth condition at infinity (uniformly in time). We remark
that this is of interest only in the nonuniformly coercivity case since otherwise wellposedness of (5-1) is
classical.

Lemma 5.1. We have

&
) t’
IP[VT >0, Vg € BUC(RY), limsup sup sup M

|x|—>00 0<t<T 0<e<l |x|

:0]:1.

Proof. In view of (5-3), we may focus only on obtaining upper bounds for #°. By definition, g+ u®(x, ¢, g)
is monotone nondecreasing, and so we may suppose that g is constant. Since g — u®(x,t, g) also
commutes with constants, it suffices therefore to prove the sublinear growth estimate for g = 0. That is,
we need to show only the following:

. lu® (x, 7, 0)]
P[VT >0, limsup sup sup ——— = 0] =1.

[x]—00 0<t<T 0O<e<l |x|
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We proceed by exhibiting an explicit supersolution and appealing to the comparison principle. The
supersolution is

Ve(x,t) :=e'w(x,0)+e Ay,

where w?(x, p) is, as in the previous section, the solution of (4-1). The convexity of H and (1-6) imply
that, for every p € R¢ and A > 1,

ATTHOp, ) = H(p, y) = (1 =2"HHO,y) = H(p, y) = (1 =27 DA
Using this with A = e’, we find that, for each 7 > 0, the function w®( -, 0) satisfies the inequality
w® — 8tr(A(§>D2w€) +e*tH(etDu)8, )EC) >—(1—e"A; inR9.
From this, it follows that V¢ satisfies
Ve - 8tr<A<§>D2V8) + H(DVS, %“) >0 inRx[0,00).

Since V¢ is bounded below by 0 uniformly in R¢ x [0, co), by comparing V¢ to any function in the
admissible class in (5-2) using the comparison principle, we find that, for all (x, ¢) R? x [0, 00) and
every realization of the coefficients,

ut(x,t,0) < Veé(x,1t).

According to Lemma 4.2,
VE(x,t
IP’[VT >0, limsup sup sup V& ol = 0] =1.
[x]—=>00 0<t<T 0O<e<l |X|

This yields the lemma. O

By Lemma 5.1, the lower bound (5-3), the comparison principle [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Theorem
2.3] and the classical Perron argument, we obtain

P[Ve > 0, ¥g € BUC(R?), (x,1) > u’(x, 1, g) belongs to C(R? x (0, 0)) and, for all T > 0,
is the unique bounded-below solution of (5-1) in R x [0, T] ] =1. (54

5B. Homogenization. In this subsection, we complete the proof of Theorem 1. We let u(x, ¢, g) denote
the unique solution of the homogenized problem

{u, +HDu)=0 in®x (0. o), (5-5)

u=g on R? x {0}.
In view of the growth condition (3-5), the problem (5-5) indeed possesses a unique solution, and it is
given by the Hopf-Lax formula

w(x, 1, g) = inf (zZ(?) +g(y)),

yeRd
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where L : RY — R is the Legendre—Fenchel transform of H, that is,

L(z):= sup (p-z— H(p)).
peR?
Note that L is continuous, convex and satisfies |z| "' L(z) — 400 as |z| — oo [Evans 1998].

A proof that the Hopf-Lax formula defines a viscosity solution of (5-5) can be found for example in
[Evans 1998, Theorem 3 in Section 10.3.4] under the assumption that g € CIOO’C1 (RY). Tt is easy to extend
this to the case that g € BUC(R?) using the monotonicity of the Hopf-Lax formula in g and the stability
of viscosity solutions under local uniform convergence. The uniqueness of this solution follows from
classical comparison principles for first-order equations.

We now present the proof of the main result.

Proof of Theorem 1. The theorem follows from Proposition 4.4 by a variation of the classical perturbed test
function argument first introduced by Evans [1992]. This comparison argument is entirely deterministic.
The fact that the functions u® are not uniformly equi-Lipschitz continuous causes a technical difficulty
that is overcome by the use of the parameter A in Step 1, an idea which first appeared in [Armstrong and
Souganidis 2012].

To set up the argument, we let the events £, and E4 be defined as in the proof of Proposition 4.4 and set

Es:= {<a, H) € Q:Yg e BUCRY), YR >0, limsup  sup  [u’(x,1,8) —u(x,1,8)| = 0}'
e—0 (x,1)€Bgrx[0,R)
We claim that
E,UE,; C Es. (5-6)

Since P[E; N E4] = 1 by Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.4, the theorem follows from (5-6).

For the rest of the argument, we fix (o, H) € E;NE4, g € BUC(RY) and R > 0 and argue that

lim sup sup lu®(x,t,g) —u(x,t,g)|=0.
e—>0 (x,1)eBrx[0,R)

By the comparison principle [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Theorem 2.3], the flow g — u®(-, ¢, g) is
monotone nondecreasing as well as a contraction mapping on L% (R?). We may therefore assume without
loss of generality that g € C!"! (R?). For notational convenience, we henceforth drop the dependence of u
and u® on g.

We first argue that

U(x,t):=limsupu®(x,1) <u(x,1). (5-7)

e—>0

By the comparison principle, it suffices to check that U is a subsolution of the limiting equation and
U(-,0) <g. We handle these claims in the next two steps.

Step 1. To check that U is a subsolution of the limiting equation, take a smooth test function ¢ €
C®(R4 x (0, 00)) and a point (xg, #p) € R4 x (0, 00) so that

U — ¢ has a strict local maximum at (x, 7). (5-8)
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‘We must show that
Vi (x0, o) + H (D (x0, 1)) < 0. (5-9)

Arguing by contradiction, we suppose on the contrary that

N = Y (x0, to) + H (DY (x0, 1)) > 0. (5-10)

With pg := D (xp, fo) and A > 1 a constant to be selected below, we introduce the perturbed test function

wg(xv t) = w(xs t) +)\w8(x’ PO),

where w? is the solution of the approximate cell problem (4-1). It is appropriate to compare ¢ to u®,
and to this end, we must check that, for ¢, r > 0 sufficiently small, /¢ is a solution of the inequality

we —8tr(A<§)D2w8> +H<D1/f5, f) > 1y in B(xo, r) x (fo — 1, fo + 7). (5-11)

Let us admit the claim (5-11) for the moment and show that it allows us to obtain the desired contraction,
completing the proof that U is a subsolution of the limiting equation. Applying the comparison principle
[Armstrong and Tran 2014, Theorem 2.3], in view of (5-11) and the equation satisfied by #°, we deduce that

sup w® —y°) = sup w® —y°).
B(xqg,r)x(to—r,tg+r) d(B(xo,r)x (to—r,to+1))

This holds for all sufficiently small » > 0 and ¢ > 0, and by passing to the limit ¢ — 0, using that by
(o, H) € E4 we have that w®( -, pg) converges to the constant —H(po) uniformly on compact subsets
of R? as ¢ — 0, we find that

sup U —-v)= sup U —¥).
B(xo,r) x (to—r,t0+7) 9(B(xq,r) X (to—r,to+r))

This holds for all sufficiently small » > 0, which contradicts the assumption (5-8).
To check that (5-11) holds in the viscosity sense, we take a smooth test function ¢ and a point
(x1,11) € B(xg, r) x (tg —r, to + r) such that

¥® — ¢ has a strict local minimum at (x1, 7).
Rewriting this using the definition of ¢, we get
(x, 1) = w(x, po) — 2" (@ —¥)(x,t) has a strict local minimum at (x, 7).
Using the equation for w?, we find that
e X1\, —1 2 -1 X1
w e, po) = e tr(A(Z )7 DA —)0n. 1) + H(po+27 Do =), =) =0 (-12)

Using that (o, H) € E4 and v is smooth, we may select ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and A sufficiently close
to 1 so that

pw (et po) + Hpo)l + e r(A(ZH) D2y e )| < 4. (5-13)
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Next, by selecting » > 0 small enough, depending on A and y, we obtain
(= D7 Apo = Dy (1, 1D)] < [pol + (= D7 [po = Dy (1, 11)] <2 pol.-

Using the convexity of H together with the previous line and (1-6), we discover that

k)

A—1 &
X1
< H(Dpxr 1), = ) + A1 = D pol? + ).

AH<po+)»_1D(<p—1//)(x1,;1), xg_]) §H<D(p(x1,t1), %)H/\_l)H(Apo—Dt//(xl,n) ﬂ)

Taking A > 1 closer to 1, if necessary, we obtain
—1 X1 X1 1
AH (po+37'Dlg =) (xi ). =) < H(De, ), =) + 4. (5-14)
Combining (5-12), (5-13) and (5-14) yields
= A1\ 2 X1 2
—H(po) — e r(4(=) D2p(ni. 1))+ H(Dop. ) = 3n. (5-15)

and then combining (5-10) and (5-15) gives

%

Yy (x0, o) — € tr(A(%)Dz(p(xl, tl)) + H(Dgo, g) %n.

By making r > 0 smaller, if necessary, and using ¢, (x1, t;) = ¥;(x1, t1), we obtain
X1 2 X1 1
o 1) = te(A(Z) Dgn 1) + H(Dop. =) = do.
This completes the proof of (5-11) and thus that of Step 1.
Step 2. We next show that U (-, 0) < g or, more precisely, that for every R > 0,

lim sup sup (U(x,t) —g(x)) <O0. (5-16)
t—0 x€eBpg
To accomplish this, we must construct supersolution barriers from above and apply the comparison
principle. Note that this is very easy to do in the uniformly coercive case; we simply use the map
(x,t) — g(x) + kt where k > 0 is a large constant depending on the constants in the hypotheses
and | gll¢11(rey- Unfortunately, this function is not a supersolution in the nonuniformly coercive case,
and so we need to consider a more elaborate barrier function. Rather than construct a barrier from scratch,
we build it from the functions w® and use the fact that these homogenize.
For each fixed xo € R?, the functions we consider have the form

VE(x, 1) :=2W(x, 1) —p(x, 1),
where
We(x, 1) == e'w®(x, 3 Dg(x0)) + H (5 Dg(x0)) + 58 (x0) + 3 Dg(xo) - (x — Xo)
and
P (x, 1) = =2(1 +lIgllcrimey) (1+ |x —x0[)'> = 1) —k(e = 1)
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and k > 0 is a constant depending only on g, xo, and other structural constants defined by
k:=2A2(1+lIgllcrigae) + A1 QIA+lIgllcriwe)? + 1) + 2412791 Dg(x0) | + 1).

We next derive a supersolution inequality for W*. The convexity of H and (1-6) imply that, for every
p,peR?and A > 1,

AMTHOp+p, )= Hp+p.y)—(1=A"DHP. ) = H(p+p.y) — A =2"HA(1p1+ D).
Using this with p fixed and A = ¢’, we find that, for each ¢ > 0, the function w®( -, p) satisfies the inequality
w® —etr<A<)8—C>D2w£) +e”H(ﬁ + e D, g) >_(1—e YA (Ipl7+1) inRY.

From this, we see that W satisfies the inequality
we — gtr(A@)DZWE) + H(DWS, %C) > (' —1)A; 279 Dg(xo)|? +1) in R? x (0, 00).

On the other hand, we see by a routine calculation, using the definition of k, (1-6) and (1-3), that ¢ is
a (smooth) subsolution of the inequality

X

¢ — atr<A(;>D2¢) + H<D¢, g) < 26 Ay 27U Dg(xp)|? +1) inR? x (0, 00).

The definition of k has been split into three terms, and we see from (1-6) that the first two terms take care
of the contributions from spatial derivatives of ¢ and the third term is responsible for the right-hand side.

We may now apply [Armstrong and Tran 2014, Lemma 2.5 and Remark 2.6 with A = 1] to find that
V¢ is a supersolution of

Ve — str(A(’EC)DZV*?) +H(DV", f) >0 in R x (0, 00).
Therefore, the comparison principle implies that, for every ¢ > 0,

u® < V& — inf (V&(x,0) —g(x)) inR? x [0, 00). (5-17)

xeRd

Since w? is bounded below (see (4-7)) and g is bounded, the linearly growing term in ¢ ensures
that V?(-,0) is larger than g outside a ball of fixed radius and centered at xo. But due to the fact
that w = (o, H) belongs to E4, we have that, for every R > 0,

lim sup sup |V®(x,t)—V(x,1)| =0,
¢=>0xeBg 0<t<R

where

V(x, 1) :=2(e' — 1)H (1 Dg(x0)) + g(x0) + Dg(x0) - (x — xo)
+2(1+ llgller @) (L4 1x —x0/H'2 = 1) + k(e — 1).

It is routine to check that, for every x € R?,

g(x) < g(x0) + Dg(xo) - (x — x0) + 2(1 + llgllcr1 ey (1 + [x — x0|H)? = 1) = V(x, 0).
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‘We deduce that
limsup inf (V*(x,0) — g(x)) = 0.

e—0 x€R

Since V (xp, 0) = g(x¢) and V is uniformly Lipschitz continuous on R¢ x [0, 1) with a constant that is
bounded above independently of xy, this inequality combined with (5-17) yields (5-16).

Step 3. We complete the proof by arguing that
limiélfug(x,t) >u(x,t). (5-18)
E—>

The argument here is similar to the demonstration of (5-7). We omit the proof that the left side of (5-18)
is a supersolution of the limiting equation since this part is essentially identical to Step 1 (except that we
remark that it is necessary to take 0 < A < 1 in contrast to A > 1 as we did above). The second step, which
is the analogue of Step 2, is actually much easier because we may produce a single smooth function that
is a subsolution of the heterogeneous equation for all ¢ > 0. Indeed, since H (p, x) is uniformly bounded
above for bounded |p|, we may take k > 0 large enough, depending only on Ay, A and | g|lc1.1 ey, such
that (x, t) — g(x) — kt is a subsolution of (5-1). Thus, u®(x, t) > g(x) — kt for all &£ > 0, giving us the
desired lower bound at the initial time. U

6. The proof of the quenched large deviation principle

In this section, we give the proof of Corollary 2 and study some properties of the rate function L. To our
knowledge, the argument is originally due to Varadhan (communicated orally and unpublished) and also
appeared later in [Lions and Souganidis 2005] and well as in [Kosygina 2007].

Before giving the demonstration of Corollary 2, let us see how the viscous Hamilton—Jacobi equation
arises by considering the asymptotics of the partition function. According to the Feynman—Kac formula,
for each w € 2, the map (x, 1) — S(¢, x, w) defined in (1-17) is a solution of the equation

S, —tr(A(y, w)D*S) — b(y, w)- DS+ V(y,w)S =0 in R? x R,
and we have S(0, -, w) = 1. If we take the (inverse) Hopf—Cole transform of S, setting
Ux,t,w):=—logS(t, x, w),

then we check that (x, t) — U (x, t, w) is the unique viscosity solution of the initial-value problem

U, —tr(A(y, w)D*U) + DU - A(y,o)DU +b(y,w)- DU —V(y,w) =0 in RY x Ry,
U(-,0,0)=0 on RY.

This suggests the definition (1-15) of H. Rescale by setting
e(x. 1. ) = (gi, ) -1
u®(x,t,w):=¢elU it (6-1)
and observe that u® is the solution of (5-1) with g = 0. An application of Theorem 1 yields

[P’[ lim %U(tx, t,w) = lir% ut(x, 1, w) = —H(0) locally uniformly in x € Rd] =1.
£—>

t— 00
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This gives the approximate likelihood that a particle survives for a very long time:

sup e~ HO)X

[x|<Rt

S(t, tx, w) =exp(o(t)) ast— oo. (6-2)

(Note that in this context we have H(0) < 0 as can be seen from the fact that w® > 0 since the zero
function is a subsolution of (4-1).) In fact, we have just proved Corollary 2 in the case K = U = R since,
by the duality of the Legendre transform,
inf L(y)=—H(0).
yeRd
It turns out that by varying the initial condition g in Theorem 1 (taking it to be approximately the
characteristic function of K or U) and using the Hopf—-Lax formula for the solution of the limiting
equation, this argument yields a proof of the large deviation principle. Here it is:

Proof of Corollary 2. Fix an element w € €2 belonging to the event inside the probability in the conclusion
of Theorem 1. We prove only the upper bound since the argument for the lower bound is similar (except
that in the latter case we have to approximate initial data that is —oo from below, but this technicality
can be handled by recalling the monotonicity of the solutions with respect to the data and using an
approximation argument). Select a positive, uniformly continuous function g on R? such that g < 1 in R?
and g =1 on K, and observe that

t
—log Qs x,wlX; €sK]> —log E, , [g(Xz/S) eXP(—/ V(Xs, ) dS)} +log S(t, x, w). (6-3)
0

= U(x,t,w;s)

The limit of the second term on the right side is given by (6-2):
lim Llog @, tx, w) = H(0).
t—oo [t

Therefore, we concentrate on the first term on the right of (6-2). By the Feynman—Kac formula and an
inverse Hopf—Cole change of variables, the function U defined in (6-3) is a solution of the initial-value

problem
U, —tr(A(y, ) D*U) 4+ DU - A(y, ©)DU +b(y,w) - DU = V(y,w) =0 in R x Ry,
{U(-,O,w;5)=—10gg(-/5) on R?.
Rescale by introducing
u®(x,t, w) = sU()—C, L, w; l),
e ¢ €

and notice that u® satisfies the rescaled equation

uy — 8tr<A<§, a))Dzu’s) + Du? -A(;—C, a))Dus —i—b(;—c, a)) - Du® — V(i, a)) =0 inR!xR,
with the initial condition u®( -, 0, w) = —log g on RY.

Since w belongs to the event in the conclusion of Theorem 1, we have

lim %U(tx, t,w;t) = lin})ug(x, 1, w) =u(x, 1),
E—>

—00
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where u = u(x, t) is the unique solution of the deterministic problem
u;+H(Du)=0 inR?xR,,
u(-,0)=—logg onR?.
According to the Hopf-Lax formula, we have
. (X =)
u(x, 1) = inf (tL(—) ~log g(y)).
yeRd t

Combining the last few lines, we obtain
lim LU@x, 1, ;1) = inf (L(x — y) —log g ().
t—oo t yeRd

Inserting into (6-3), we obtain

. 1 . = —
lim ——log Oy tx.0[X: €tK]> inf (L(x —y) —logg(y)) + H(0).
t—oo I yeRd

Using the continuity of L and taking g to approximate the characteristic function of K, we obtain

lim —Llog Q1 xlX: € 1K]> inf L(x = y) + H (0). 0
ye

t—oo f
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GLOBAL REGULARITY FOR A SLIGHTLY SUPERCRITICAL
HYPERDISSIPATIVE NAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM

DAVID BARBATO, FRANCESCO MORANDIN AND MARCO ROMITO

We prove global existence of smooth solutions for a slightly supercritical hyperdissipative Navier—Stokes
under the optimal condition on the correction to the dissipation. This proves a conjecture formulated
by Tao.

1. Introduction

Let d > 3 and consider the generalized Navier—Stokes system
ou/ot+ u-Vyu+Vp+ Dgu =0,
V-u=0, (1-1)
f[o,zn]d u(t,x)dx =0,
on [0, 27r]¢ with periodic boundary conditions, where Dy is a Fourier multiplier with nonnegative
symbol m. The Navier—Stokes system is recovered when m (k) = |k|. If

|k|(d+2)/4
m(k) > c————, (12)
G(lk[)

where G : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is a nondecreasing function such that

[ a3
2 ]
1 sG(s)*
and

Gx) . I _ _ L
xj@ S eventually nonincreasing, (1-4)

then in [Tao 2009] it is proved' that (1-1) has a global smooth solution for every smooth initial condition.
The result has been extended to the two-dimensional case in [Katz and Tapay 2012].

A heuristic argument developed in [Tao 2009] and based on the comparison between the speed of
propagation of a (possible) blow-up and the rate of dissipation suggests that regularity should still hold

* ds
/1 —sG(s)zzoo’ (1-5)

D. Barbato acknowledges the financial support of the research project “Stochastic Processes and Applications to Complex
Systems” (CPDA123182) of the University of Padua.
MSC2010: primary 76D03, 76D05; secondary 35Q30, 35Q35.
Keywords: Navier-Stokes, dyadic model, global existence, slightly supercritical Navier—Stokes equations.
IThe proof of that result is given in R<, but it can be easily extended to the periodic setting; see [Tao 2009, Remark 2.1].

under the weaker condition
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The main result of this paper, contained in the following theorem, is a complete proof of this conjecture.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 2 and assume conditions (1-2), (1-4) and (1-5) hold for a nondecreasing function
G : [0, 00) — [0, 00). Then (1-1) has a global smooth solution for every smooth initial condition.

A simple version of this conjecture, when reformulated on a toy model, has been proved for the dyadic
model in [Barbato et al. 2014]. Actually, for that model one could prove regularity in the full supercritical
regime, with m (k) = |k|, as was done in [Barbato et al. 2011], but it was natural to develop there some
of the main ideas on which also this paper is based. In fact, here we prove that the equations for the
velocity can be reduced to a suitable dyadic-like model, but with infinitely many interactions. A more
sophisticated version of the arguments of [Barbato et al. 2014] ensures regularity of this dyadic model
and, in turn, of the solution of problem (1-1).

Our technique for proving Theorem 1.1 is flexible enough to include an additional critical parameter.
Consider the generalized Leray «-model,

ov/ot+ w-V)v+Vp+ Div=0,

= Dru

Voo, -9

f[O,Zn]d v(t, x)dx = f[O,Zr{]d u(t,x)dx =0,
where D, and D, are Fourier multipliers with nonnegative symbols m; and m;.
Theorem 1.2. Letd > 2 and a, B > 0, and assume

m (k) > cﬂ, ma(k) > clklP, a+pg> w,
g(Ik[) 2
where g : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is a nondecreasing function such that x~% g(x) is eventually nonincreasing and
® ds

Then (1-6) has a global smooth solution for every smooth initial condition.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, if 8 =0, « = (d +2)/2, g(x) = G(x)?, my(k) = 1, and
m (k) =m(k)?, then the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 are met. Therefore Theorem 1.1 follows immediately
from Theorem 1.2, and it is sufficient to prove only the second result.

Our results hold as well when the problems are considered in R¢, since in our method large scales play
no significant role (see Remark 2.9).

The model (1-6) with g = 1 was introduced by Olson and Titi [2007]. They proposed the idea that
a weaker nonlinearity and a stronger viscous dissipation could work together to yield regularity. Their
statement uses the stronger hypothesis o+ 8/2 > (d +2) /2 though, and this result was later logarithmically
improved in [ Yamazaki 2012] with condition (1-3).

Our results are also relevant in view of the analysis in [Tao 2014, Remark 5.2], since they confirm that
the condition (1-7) is optimal when general nonlinear terms with the same scaling are considered.
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The proof of the above theorem is based on two crucial ideas. The first idea is that smoothness of
(1-6) can be reduced to the smoothness of a suitable shell model, obtained by averaging the energy of a
solution of (1-6) over dyadic shells in Fourier space. We believe that this reduction may be interesting
beyond the scope of this paper. The second idea is that the overall contribution of energy and dissipation
over large shells satisfies a recursive inequality. Under condition (1-7), dissipation significantly dumps
the flow of energy towards small scales and ensures smoothness. This is a more sophisticated version of
the result obtained in [Barbato et al. 2014], due to the larger number of interactions between shells.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we derive the shell approximation of a solution of
(1-6). The recursive formula is obtained in Section 3. In Section 4 we deduce exponential decays of shell
modes by the recursive formula. The Appendix contains a standard existence and uniqueness result for
the sake of completeness.

2. From the generalized Fourier Navier—Stokes to the dyadic equation

This section contains one of the crucial steps in our approach. We show that the proof of Theorem 1.2
can be reduced to a proof of the decay of solutions of a suitable shell model. For simplicity and without
loss of generality, from now on we assume that

i) = ) = K.
g([k])
The shell approximation. The dynamics of our generalized version of the Navier—Stokes equation in

Fourier decomposition are

k|* v, k
v =— |(|L|)Uk—i Z <|Z|B>Pk(vk—h),
(v, k) =0,
V_g = U,

for k € Z%\ {0}, where Py(w) :=w — ((w, k)/|k|*)k and vg = 0. A solution is a family (Vi) keza\ [0y Where
each vy = v (¢) is a differentiable map from [0, co) to c satisfying (2-1) for all times.

As is common in Littlewood—Paley theory, let @ : [0, co) — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that ® =1
on [0, 1], ® =0on [2, o0), and & is strictly decreasing on [1, 2]. For x > 0, let ¥ (x) := ®(x) — ®(2x),

so that ¥ is a smooth bump function supported on (%,

Zw(zx—n>=1—q>(2x)z1, =1

n=0

2) satisfying

Notice that it is elementary to show that v/ is Lipschitz continuous.
Let Ny denote the set of nonnegative integers. For all n € Ny, we introduce the radial maps
¥, : R4 — [0, 1] defined by ¥, (x) = ¥ (27"|x]). Notice that

Y wun =1, xez’\(o}.

I’lENo
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In Littlewood—Paley theory, one typically defines v, for all n € Z, introduces objects like

Pa(x) =Y Yu(k)vge’ ™,

kezd

and then proves thatu =) _, P,. Since these P, are not orthogonal? this does not give a nice decomposition

DRl # D ol = Nl

nez kezd

of energy, as

Thus, instead of P,(x), we introduce a sort of square-averaged Littlewood—Paley decomposition. Let

1

2
X (1) 1= ( 3 «/fn<k)|vk<t>|2> . neNg, 120. 22)
kezd
Then clearly

2 2 2
dUXa = luel? = lulle.

neNy kezd

Remark 2.1. One major difference with respect to the usual Littlewood—Paley theory is that it is impossible
to recover v from these X, (as it was with the components P,(x)), since they are averaged both in the
physical space and over one shell of the frequency space.

We will denote by H? the Hilbert—Sobolev space of periodic functions with differentiation index y,
namely

HY = {v = (Wkeze YL+ KD fuel* < oo}. (2-3)
Definition 2.2. If (2-2) holds, we say that X = (X,,(¢))nen,.r>0 18 the shell approximation of v.
If ve HY and X is its shell approximation, then
Y 27X = Z(Z 22V"wn(k>) el 2 3 kP el = ol (2-4)
n k n k

Hence, v(¢) € C* if and only if sup, 2"" X,, < oo for every y > 0. In view of Theorem A.1, Theorem 1.2
follows if we can prove:

Theorem 2.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, let v(0) be smooth and periodic and let m >2+d /2.
If v is a solution of (1-6) in H™ on its maximal interval of existence [0, T,), X is its shell approximation and

2mn v 2
sup 27X < 00,
[0,T,) 2 "
then T, = oc.

2They are in fact almost orthogonal, in the sense that (P, Py )2 = 0 whenever |m —n| > 2.
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The shell solution. We want to write a system of equations for the shell approximation of a solution of
(1-6). We give a more formal connection between (1-6) and its shell equation because we believe the
notion will turn out to be useful beyond the scopes of the present work.

Define the set I to be those (I, m, n) € Ng for which the difference between the two largest integers
among [, m and n is at most 2.

We are now ready to introduce the shell model ODE for the energy of each shell (Equation (2-5)).

Definition 2.4 (shell solution). Let X = (X,),en, be a sequence of real-valued maps X, : [0, o0) — R.
We say that X is a shell solution if there are two families of real-valued maps x = (Xn)nen, and

@ = (P, m,n)) 1,m,n)er such that

d
TXO ==X OX5O+ Y Pumm OXi () X ()X (1) (2-5)

l,mGNO
(I,m,n)el

for all n € Ny and ¢ > 0, where the sum above is understood as absolutely convergent, and yx, ¢ satisfy
the following:

(1) The family ¢ is antisymmetric, in the sense that

¢(l,m,n)(t) = _¢(l,n,m)(t)a U, m, n) el, t>0.

(2) There exist two positive constants ¢; and ¢, for which

on

Xn (t) > Clm and |¢(l,m,n) (t)l < sz(d/2+1—,3) min{/,m,n} (2_6)

forall (I,m,n) el and ¢t > 0.

Remark 2.5. We will prove below that the shell approximation of a solution of (1-6) is a shell solution.
It is easy to check that the dissipation term is local, as expected, due to the way the shell components of
a solution interact in the model’s dynamics. As for the nonlinear term, it turns out that the set I of the
triples of indices (I, m, n) for which there may be interaction between the shell components /, m and n is
quite small. This is basically because, in the Fourier space, three components may interact only if they
are the sides of a triangle, and by the triangle inequality their lengths cannot be in three shells far away
from each other.

Remark 2.6. To ensure that the sum in (2-5) is absolutely convergent, it is sufficient to assume that
the sequence (X, (f))qcn, 1S square-summable (this will be a consequence of the energy inequality; see
Definition 3.1). Indeed, if n is not the smallest index, then the sum is extended to a finite number of
indices. Otherwise, ¢ .,y is constant with respect to [, m.
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Remark 2.7. The antisymmetric property is what makes the nonlinearity of (2-5) formally conservative.
In fact, using antisymmetry, a change of variable (m’ = n and n’ = m) and the fact that (I, m’, n") € I if
and only if (I, n’, m’) € I, one could formally write

- Z ¢(l,m,n)XleXn: Z ¢(l,n,m)XleXn: Z ¢(l,m/,n/)Xle/Xn/

I,m,neNy I,m,neNg 1,m',n"eNy
(,m,n)el ,m,n)el ,n',mel

= Y Gt Xi X X

I,m',n’eNy
(I,m',n"yel

If these sums are absolutely convergent, this would prove indeed that the expression itself is equal to zero.

Since these are infinite sums, these computations are not rigorous unless we know, for instance, that
dow 2271 X2 < oo with y > %(%d +1- ﬂ), as can be verified by an elementary computation.

The shell model as a shell approximation. The bounds on the coefficients given in Definition 2.4 are in
the correct direction to prove regularity results (and hence Theorem 2.3). The following theorem, which
is the main result of this section, shows that they capture the natural scaling of the shell interactions for
the physical solutions.

Theorem 2.8. If v is a solution of (1-6) on [0, T] and X is its shell approximation, then X is a shell
solution.

Remark 2.9. At this stage it is easy to realize that our main results hold also in R¢ with minimal changes.
Indeed when passing to the shell approximation, all large frequencies are considered together in the first
element of the shell model.

The proof of Theorem 2.8 can be found at the end of this section. It is based on Propositions 2.10-2.11
below, which give the actual definitions of x and ¢ and prove their properties.

Proposition 2.10. Let X be the shell approximation of a solution v. Define x,(t) forn € Ny and t > 0 by

2 k|«
o 2 vk |<|L<|> e OF if () 0,
— Y7 kezd\{0} g _
Xn(t) = pn—a+1 2-7
m if Xp(t)=0.
Then
2omfa+1
Xn(t)zm, neNp, t>0.

Proof. Fix n € Ny and ¢t > 0. The map v, is supported on {x € 74 2771 < |x| < 2™} and g is
nondecreasing, so

|k|a (n—a n—a

2 2 _ 2
> Va0 2 > Vn () (O = o Xa ),

kezd\{0} kezd\{0}

where we used (2-2). By (2-7) we get the result. U
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We finally turn our attention to the antisymmetry property and an upper bound for ¢ . »)(f):

Proposition 2.11. Let X be the shell approximation of a solution v. Define ¢ m n)(t) for all [, m, n € Ny
andt > 0as

B (0)i= g @ 1 Wbtk =0 Y
h;éo
(unless X;(t) X, (1) X, (t) = 0, in which case ¢ m n)(t) = 0). Then:
(1) ¢@.mm (@) =0forall (I,m,n) ¢ I andallt > 0.
2) damn)(t) == nm) () foralll,m,n € Ngand all t > 0.
(3) For any B > 0 there exists a constant c3 > 0 depending only on d, 8 and  such that
|ty ()] < e32@2HImPmINm () € 1,1 2 0. 29)

For the proof we need a couple of lemmas:
Lemma 2.12. Suppose v = (vi)ezd is a complex field over 7% such that, for all k € 7%, (k, vy) = 0 and
Vx = V—g. Then, forall h € 74,
D Wk = by (k) Im{{wp, k) (oen, vi)} = = Y Y (k)Y (k — 1) Tm{ (v, k) (v, i)}
kezd kezd

Proof. Consider the left-hand side. By performing the change of variable k" = h — k, we obtain

Yk —h) = Y (=K") = Y (K),
Yn(k) = Y (h — k') = Y (K" — h),
(vp, k) = (vi, h — k') = — (v, k'),
(Vk=n> Vi) = (Vi Va—k') = (Vk', Vir—p) = (V= Vi)

The sum for k € Z¢ is equivalent to the sum for k’ € Z¢, and this concludes the proof. U
Lemma 2.13. Let v be a solution and X its shell approximation. Then, for all a, b, c € Ng and all t > 0,
D Yo Y U)Wk — h) [0 [ve—n ()] < 272X (1) Xy () X (0).

hezd kezd
Proof. By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and formula (2-2), we have that, for all & € Z¢,
> VU vetk — ) [oe@) v ()] < Xp(D)Xc(0).
kezd

Then, let S, denote the intersection of Z¢ and the support of ¥,. By inscribing S, in a cube, we can
bound its cardinality by |S,| < (2472 4 1) <2@+3)d g0

D Y@l < <|Sa| > w3<k>v£(z)>2 < QEHIH12x (1)

kez? keSq
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where we used the fact that ¥, (k) < 1. U

Proof of Proposition 2.11. Consider Equation (2-8), the definition of ¢ . »). By applying Lemma 2.12,
for fixed + we immediately conclude that

¢(l,n,m) = _¢(1,m,n), I,m,n €Ny,

and in particular that ¢, m) = 0.

Moreover, for all choices of & and k, the arguments of v, 1, and ¥, are the sides of a triangle in R,
so by the triangle inequality the size of the largest (without loss of generality k) is at most twice the size
of the second largest (without loss of generality /). On the other hand, for all j € Ny the support of v; is
{x e RY:2/~1 < |x| < 2/*!}. Thus, whenever Y (h)yr, (k) # 0, necessarily n <[+ 2, since

2" < k| < 21| < 2!F2.

This proves that ¢ .,y = 0 outside the set I defined before Definition 2.4.
Finally, we prove inequality (2-9) for (I, m, n) € I with m < n. We will consider separately the two
casesn —m > 2 and n —m € {1, 2}, starting with the former.

Case 1. Sincem <n —2 and (I, m,n) € I, we have m = min{/, m, n} and |l — n| < 2. This means in
particular that typically |k — &| < |k| for all the nonzero terms of the sum in (2-8), so it is convenient to
substitute (vy, k) = (v, k — h) in the equation to obtain the bound

lvpl 1k — Al vk—n||vi]
|h|#

> v (k= R (k)

h,kez¢
h#0

|¢(1mn)|_XX X

By the definition of v, either y;(h) =0 or || > 2/~! > 2™ Applying this and the change of variable
k" =k — h, one gets

21
Dumm| < Z Y KK [orr] Y~ i)y (K + 1) vl [versa -

k'ezd hez?
In the same way, we can substitute [k’| <2”*! and apply Lemma 2.13 (recall that ¢ < 1, so ¢ < /%) to get

|¢(l m n)| < 21—ﬁm+m+l+d(m+3)/2‘

Since in the present case min{l, m, n} = m, this proves inequality (2-9) with c3 = 22+3¢/2,

Case 2. Suppose now that n —m € {1,2} and (I, m,n) € I; then! <n+2 and min{l, m,n} > —4. In
this case it is / that can be small with respect to m and n, so we take the terms in / and A outside the
internal sum:

Yi(h)
|¢(lmn)|_XlX—X Z | |

hezd\{0)

Zlﬁm(k )Y (k) Im{{vp, k) (-, vi)}|-

kezd
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The idea is to exploit the cancellations in the sum over k that happen when k — & and k are switched. By
Lemma 2.12 and the bound |k| < 2"*! for k in the support of ¥, or ¥,

Yi(h) 1
|¢(lmn)|_XX X Z WE

hezd\{0}

> (W Gk = hYa (k) — Y () Y Gk — h)) Im{ (g ) (0, Vi)

kezd

2n+1

h
*¥xx > ‘“(' T,';’h' > Witk — By (k) = Wi k) (k — h) [0k [vi -

hezd\{0} kezd
We turn our attention to the term y,, (k — h) Y, (k) — ¥,,, (k) Y, (k — h) and show that it is small. Let

L denote the Lipschitz constant of the function wl/ 2. Then, for all i, k € Z¢ and all m, n € Ny such
that m >n —2,

|V W (k — )W (k) — /W (k) Y (k — )|
= |V W (k= B) Y (k) = /Y )W (k) + v/ W ) W (k) — /Y (k) Y (k — )|

<L| |\/W+L|h| Y (k) < 'h'

Moreover, by symmetry with respect to m and n,

D (Ve = ) (k) + /Y )W (k= ) [or—nl 1ol =2 v/t (k — )P ) [ [0,

kezd kezd

so that

Yo Py lonl Y Yk = By (o) vl [ugl

hezd\{0} kezd
By the usual bound 2/~ < |1 <2/*! and since B > 0, we see that |z|'~# < 2!(1=A+1+8 5o by Lemma 2.13,

Dt < 25p(=BI+1+B+3)d/2 ] 9(d/24+1=F)(~4)+9-3p+11d/2 ]

Since in the present case min{l, m, n} > [ — 4, this proves inequality (2-9) with c3 =2°+!114/2=36 O
Finally we have all the ingredients to prove the main theorem of this section:

Proof of Theorem 2.8. A direct computation using (2-2) and (2-1) shows that

14
S Xn=Re D vn) (v, vi)
kezd
- wn )W' Parmd Y wu‘ffl"ﬂ (Pe(vk—n). ve)
kez4\{0 kezd heZd\
m{(vp, k) (Vk—n, vi)}
k; Y (k) (|k|)| K+ Zdwu P
€Z\{0} h.keZ

h£0
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To deal with the first sum, define x as in Proposition 2.10. By applying (2-7) for X, (t) # 0 and (2-2) for
X, (t) =0, we see that in both cases

k1”0 2
2k; wn<k>g(|kl)|vk| = 1 (DX2(2).
eZ\{0}

Now consider the second sum. Since the terms with 4 = k give no contribution, we can apply

Dy =" Ymk—h)y=1, hkeZ' 0#h#k,

leNp meNj
to get
I kY (v, I I (v
S i I SRS g g Gy
h,kez? h,kez? I, meNy
h#0 h0

Im{(vy, k) (Vk—n, vi)}

= D 2 ik — )y k) WP :

I,meNg p kezd
h#0

where it was possible to exchange the order of summation because the middle expression is clearly
absolutely convergent.

Now define ¢ as in Proposition 2.11. By applying (2-8) or (2-2), depending on X; () X,, (¢) X, (¢) being
positive or zero, we see that, for all [, m, n € Ny and ¢ > 0,

Im{{vp, k) (vk—n, vi)}

2 ) Vi k=) k) L

h,kezd
h#0

= mn) (O X1 () X (1) X, (1)

Putting it all together we get

4

TXO ==X OX3O + Y ammOXiOXn@OX(0), €N, 120.

l,mEN()

Finally, recalling by Proposition 2.11 that ¢ = 0 outside /, we may restrict the scope of the sum and obtain
(2-5). The required properties of the coefficients x and ¥ follow again from Propositions 2.10-2.11. [

3. From the dyadic equation to the recursive inequality

In view of the results of the previous section, we can now concentrate on shell solutions and forget (1-6).
In this section we proceed as in [Barbato et al. 2014] and deduce a recursive inequality between the tails
of energy and dissipation. Clearly here, due to the more complex nonlinear interaction, the relation is less
trivial than in [Barbato et al. 2014].

Definition 3.1. A shell solution X satisfies the energy inequality on [0, TTif ), Xﬁ(O) is finite and

> Xﬁ(t)+f D m)Xn(s)ds < Y X2 (0), te[0,T]. 3-1)
0

neNy neNy neNy
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Definition 3.2. Let X be a shell solution and define the sequences of real-valued maps (F,),en, and
(dn)neNo for t > 0 by

Fo() =Y Xp(t), dn(t) == (Fn<r>+2 /O xh(s>X2(s)ds)2.

k>n h>n
We will call (Fy,)nen, the tail of X and (dy),en, the energy bound of X.
The recursive inequality between the tails and the energy bound is given in the next result.

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a shell solution that satisfies the energy inequality on a time interval [0, t], let
(dn)nen, be its sequence of energy bounds, and set A = 2°.
Then there is a positive constant c4 > 0, not depending on t, such that, for all n € Ny,

n—1 3
d (2m+l)
d,f(l‘) < Fn(O) +c4 Z )\‘nl_l g}\m—n
=0

m>n—2

(dr(t) —da (1)), (3-2)

where d; := maxeo,s] di(s).

Proof. Fix n € Ny. Differentiate ZZ;(I) Xﬁ using (2-5):

n—1
d
EZX%=_ZXIZX%+ Z Stmy X1 Xm X

h=0 h=0 1,m,heNy
(I,m,h)el
h<n-—1

Apply Lemma 3.4 below to the second sum and integrate on [0, ¢] to obtain

n—1 n—1 ¢ n—1 t
Y OXi =Y X;(0)=— / > xnXjds — / > SummXiXnXyds
h=0 h=0 0 h=0

0 mmel
m<n<h

so that, by the energy inequality (3-1),

Fut) + /0 IPACIABIEENACES M) S I IR AP ABEE

h>n O mmel
m<n<h

where the F,, are the tails of X and F,,(0) < oo by hypothesis. Thus, by the definition of d,, (Definition 3.2),

dy (1) < F(0) +/ Z Bt.m.my X1(5) X (5) X, (5) ds.

O m.myel
m<n<h

Recall that o + 8 > %d + 1, hence the bound (2-6) for ¢ yields ¢ m,n) < coamintl.m.h} - Therefore

dy(t) < F,(0) + f D ™M X ()Xo () Xn(s)] ds.

O (m.mer
m<n<h
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It is convenient to split the set over which the sum is taken into the sets {{ < m} and {m <[}:

o oamrm XXl < YD MIXiXaXal 4 Y WX X Xal

(m,h)el (m.hyel (Lm,hyel
m<n<h l<m<n<h m<n<h
m<l
< Y AIXXaXal+ YD MIXiX Xl
(m,hyel (,m,hyel
l<m<n<h l<n<h
I<m
h+2
<2 Z X X Xh|<22k’dlz Z | X X1l
(I,m,h)el h>n m=h—2
I<n<h
[<m
Apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to get
h+2 h+2
23 Y KXl =Y Y (=10 Y X
h>n m=h-2 h>n m=h-2 m>n—2

Then by the bound on x in (2-6), on all [0, 7],
3 g(2m+1)
2 Xn=al ) X
m>n—2 m>n—2

Finally the integral of yx,, X,zn can be bounded as follows, since F,,(¢) is nonincreasing with respect to m:

t t
da(t) —da, | (t) = Fyu(t) — Fy1 () + / Xm (8) X2 (s) ds > /O X (8) X2 (5) ds.

Putting it all together we obtain
( m+l)

dz(t)<F(0)—|—10 Z‘?’ y 8

m>n—2

S (dA () —dE (1)),

thus proving (3-2) with ¢4 = 10c;/cy. (Il
Lemma 3.4. Let X be a shell solution; then, for all n € Ng \ {0} and s € [0, ¢],

> bumnXiXnXn=— Y StmmnXiXnXn. (3-3)
(t.m.hyel (t,m.hyel
h<n-—1 m<n—1<h

Proof. By using (2-6) and noticing that min(/, m, h) < n — 1, we see that by the definition of shell
solutions (Definition 2.4) the left-hand side of (3-3) is an absolutely convergent sum. Therefore we can
exploit the cancellations due to the antisymmetry of ¢, as in Remark 2.7. Indeed

E OummyXiXmXp = E Sammy X1 X Xp + E O,m, ) X1 Xm X (3-4)
(,m,hyel (,m,hyel (,m,hyel
h<n-—1 m<h<n—1 h<n-—1

m>h
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and
Z Oum X1 XmXp = — Z O nm) X1 XmXp = — Z Oa,m 1wy X1 Xm X
(I,m,h)el (I,m,h)el (L, ,mHel
h<n—1 h<n—1 m'<n—1
m>h m>h W>m'
=— Z Sa.m w0y X1 X X (3-5)
(,m' hel
m'<n—1
m' <h'
By substituting (3-5) into (3-4) the conclusion follows. O

4. Solving the recursion

In this section we complete the proof of our main result. In the previous section we have shown a
recursive inequality involving the energy bounds of a shell solution. The following theorem shows that
shell solutions are smooth. By Theorem 2.8, the shell approximation of a solution of (1-6) is a shell
solution; hence Theorem 2.3 holds, and in turn Theorem 1.2 holds as well.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a shell solution satisfying the energy inequality on [0, t). If sup, 2""| X, (0)| < o0
for everym > 1, then

sup sup2™|X,(s)| <oo forevery m > 1.
sef0,1] n

Let b, = g(2”+1)_1, n > 0; then the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 for g, in terms of the sequence b, are
* (bn)nen, is nonincreasing,

o (A"bp)nen, 1s nondecreasing, and

e >, by=o00.

Let X be a shell solution as in the statement of Theorem 4.1, denote by (d,),en, and (F,)qen, the energy
bound and the tail of X (see Definition 3.2), and set d, = supyg,; dn(?) for every n. Set

n—1 3

_ dj 40 —dj(1)?
Qn—z(:)ﬁ and R,()=) b, :

J:

jzn
where A = 2% as in the previous section. We recall that, by Proposition 3.3,
dy(1)* < Fu(0) + c4 Qn Ry—2(1). 41
We now collect some properties of the quantities R,,, O, d,, that will be crucial in the proof of Theorem 4.1.
Lemma4.2. (1) Foreveryl <m; <mjandt > 0,

. A dw (1)?
min{R,, (t), Ry, +1(), ..., Ry, (1)} < mm (4-2)

(2) Foreveryt >0, liminf, R, (t) =0.
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(3) dy | 0asn — .
4 Q,—0asn— oo.

(5) (Qn)n>1 is eventually nonincreasing.

Proof. Since A"b,, is nondecreasing, we know that b, — A~'b,_; > 0. Hence, by exchanging the sums,

= =\ de()? = di (1) =
D by =2 R = mf (M — A" b)) < ) (di(0)? = dis (1))
n=mj k=m, n=m k=m

< d, (1)°.

If my > m, since (b,),>1 1s nonincreasing,

my

Y (=27 by )Ry (1) = min{ Ry, (1), .., Ry (D} Y (by =27 bp)

my

> XT_I( Z b,,) min{R,,, (t), ..., Ry, (1)}.

n=m|

The claim liminf, R,(¢#) = O follows from (4-2), since d,,(t) < d;(t) for every n, and since, by the
assumptions on (b,),>1, we can find a sequence (my)x>; such that ani;;,:l b, 1 oo.

To prove that d,, | 0, we notice that the sequence (my)x>1 mentioned above does not depend on ¢; hence,
using the monotonicity of (d,(¢)),>1 and formula (4-2), we can prove that liminf, d, = 0, and hence
d, | 0 by monotonicity. Once we know that d,, | 0, an easy and standard argument proves that Q,, — 0.

To prove that (Q,),>1 is eventually nonincreasing, we notice that, since (d,),>1 is nonincreasing,

1 1 - - 1
(Qn+1 —0n) = X(Qn —On-1)+ X(dn —dy—1) < X(Qn —On-1).

In view of the above inequality, it is sufficient to show that for some m the difference Q,, — Q,,— is
nonpositive. This is true because otherwise the sequence (Q,),>1 would be nondecreasing, in contradiction
with @, — O and Q,, > 0. O

Given 6 > 0 and no > 1, define by recursion the sequence
n
nk+1=2+min{n2nk—l: > bjzerk/“}. (4-3)
j=ng—1

The definition of Q, and the fact that the sequence (Jn) n>1 1s nonincreasing yield the following recursive
formula for Q,,:

1 g ]
Ony = 0n+ Y =t < —Qy +dy,, (4-4)

A1k
J=nk
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for a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on A. Moreover, if we choose ng large enough that (Q,),>0 is

nonincreasing,
e (1)? < dy(0)? < Fy(0) + 4 Qn Ry—2(1) < Fy (0) + ca QO Ry (1)
foreachn € {ny +1, ..., ngy1}; hence, by formula (4-2) and the definition of the sequence (nx)>1,
g ()7 < Fy (0) + 4 Qg min{ Ry 1, -, Ry —2)
dp—1(1)? Ak/4

SFnk(O)+Can _FnL(O)-{-C an ng— l(t)

r1—2
ZZitll bj
and, in conclusion,
72 A
d = Fnk (O) +c— an ng—1-+ (4'5)

Nk+1
Lemma 4.3 (initial step of the cascade). Given M > 0, there are ny > 1 and 6 > 0 such that
O <A7%% and &3k < A Mk
forall k > 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can choose M large (depending only on the value of A; see the end
of the proof). Choose n large enough that (Q,),>y, 1s nonincreasing and

Qﬂ()—i S 65 d_n()—i S E’ l = 07 15 and )\'MnFVZ(O) S 65 n Z n()’
for a number € € (0, 1) suitably chosen below. We will prove by induction that
Qi < 27C02 dl  <a7MED =01 k= 1. (4-6)

For the initial step of the induction (k = 1), we notice that, by (4-4) and (4-5),

1
Qn1< Qn0+cdn0§_+ce_)\'l/25
a’ < F,,(0)+— Qno o—1 = e—i—@e <A M

if we choose € small enough, depending on the values of A, M and 6.

Assume now that (4-6) holds for some k£ > 1, and let us prove that the same holds for k + 1. To this end
it is sufficient to give the estimate for Q,, ., and d,%H .- Again by (4-4), (4-5) and the induction hypothesis,
and since (ny)x>0 is increasing by definition,

1 _
Oney = 7 O +cdy = AR e MR < D)2

Ak/4
dl%k+1 < F,(0) +C—an -1 S €A Mk 9)» KA ME=D) < j-MEHD,
if M is large (depending on A), and € is small and 8 is large (depending only on M, 1). ]

Before giving the last step of the proof of Theorem 4.1, we show a property of the sequence (ny)i>0.
The proof is the same as [Barbato et al. 2014, Lemma 11]; we give the details for completeness.
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Lemma 4.4. Given ny > 1 and 6 > 0, consider the sequence defined in (4-3). For infinitely many k,
ng4+1 = ng + 1. In particular, b,, 1 > Qk_k/4f0r all such k.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there is r such that ngy; > ny + 2 for k£ > r. On the one hand

ng+1—3
S by <at,
j=ni—1
and summing up over k > r yields
Rig+1— -3
>3 bex - Thuaso
k>r j=ng—1
On the other hand, b,, 2 < b, 3 < A~ *=D/4 and the series > 4 bn,—2 converges. U

Lemma 4.5 (cascade recursion). For every M > 0 there is ¢y > 0 such that
> <eyr™m 0, <ceyr™.

Proof. There is no loss of generality if we assume M is large. Let ng, 6 be the values provided by
Lemma 4.3. By Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 there are infinitely many £ > 1 such that

bp—1 =007 0, <A ar <MK (4-7)

Let ko be one such index, taken sufficiently large (the size of ko will be chosen at the end of the proof).
We will prove by induction that
72

nig+m = <cA~ Mm’ an0+m =< C/)\-_m7 bnkofH»m = 9)\_k0/4_ma (4'8)

for a suitable choice of the constants ¢ > 0, ¢’ > 0. We first notice that there is nothing to prove concerning
b, kg 1+m> since this is a straightforward consequence of the choice of ky and the monotonicity of (A"b;);>1.
The initial step m = 0 holds, since the inequalities in (4-7) hold for the index kg. For m =1,

72 -M
dnk 0 = dnk <cA
0 — —Q + ld_ < l()\—ko/Z +)L—Mko/2) <<
nk0+1 - A kg X Ny — X = )\‘9
if ¢ = A"M&0=D and ¢/ > Ako/2 4} —Mko/2,
Assume that (4-8) holds for 1, ..., m, for some m > 1. By definition,
nk0+m 6?
(m+1) ko/2—(m+1) (m+1) (M/2-1)j
an0+m+l Q k())\ + Z )Lnko-‘rm-i-l j A" +f)L Z)\
J=nk, j=0
( ko/2+L\/g)k—(m+1)
- 1
< C/)L—(m-i-l)

ifc/ =r27%/2 = 1)"! /¢ (the previous constraint on ¢’ is satisfied by this choice).
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By (4-1) and (4-2) we have that, for every n > 2,
72

a2
dn1()? < Fpy1(0) + ¢4 Qni1 Ry 1 (t) < Fry1(0) + ¢4 Ot ™ i;

hence, using the inequality for Qy, +m+1 already proved and the induction hypothesis,

jZ

- ng,+m—1

dnko+m+l = Fnk0+m+l (O) +ca an0+m+l b +m—1
Ny +m—

C.
SC)\,_M(WH_U ()\M(nk0+m+l)Fnk0+m+1(0)+gC/KZM-HCOM)

< c2—M(m+l)’

where the last inequality follows if kg is large enough since A" F},(0) — 0 by assumption, and by our
choice of ¢, ¢’ we have that Ak0/4¢’ — 0 as kg — o0. O

Appendix A: Local existence and uniqueness

Consider the generalized system (1-6), under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2. Assume® for
simplicity that m (k) = |k|%/g(|k|). Denote by V,, the subspace of H™ (see (2-3)) of divergence-free
vector fields with mean zero. Our main theorem on local existence and uniqueness for (1-6) is as follows:

Theorem A.1. Letm > 2+ %d and vy € Vy,. Then there are T > 0 and a unique solution v of (1-6) on
[0, T'] with initial condition vy such that

T
v e L=([0, T1; Vi) NLip([0, T1; Vi_o) N C([0, T; V%), / 1D, ?v|%, dt <00, (A-1)
0

where VY& is the space V,, with the weak topology. Moreover, v is right-continuous with values in V,,
for the strong topology.
If T, is the maximal time of existence of the solution starting from vy, then either T, = 00 or

lim sup ||v(¢) ||, = oo.
1T,

The proof of the theorem is based on a proof of existence of a local unique solution for the Euler
equation taken from [Majda and Bertozzi 2002, Section 3.2]. The idea is that we cannot use the D
operator as a replacement for the Laplacian, since in general D; may not have smoothing properties
(indeed, it is easy to adapt the counterexample in [Barbato et al. 2014, Remark 15] to D on R¢ or on the
d-dimensional torus). Likewise we do not use any smoothing properties of Dy, so that our proof includes
the case B = 0. The result is by no means optimal, but fits the needs of our paper.

3Existence and uniqueness can be proved also in the general case m (k) > |k|* g(|k|)71. A simple assumption that keeps our
proof almost unchanged is a control from above, say m (k) < [k|P for some B > a.
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We work on the torus [0, 277]¢, although the proof, essentially unchanged, works in R?. Denote by H
the projection of L>([0, 277]1¢) onto divergence-free vector fields, and, for every s > 0, denote by V; the pro-
jection of the Sobolev space H*([0, 277]%) onto divergence-free vector fields. We will denote by || - || z and
(-, -) g the norm and the scalar productin H, and by || - ||s and (-, - )5 the norm and the scalar product in V.

We denote by B (v1, v2) the (Leray) projection of the nonlinearity, namely

B(v1, v2) = Mieryl (D5 101 - V2],

Since 8 >0, | D, lvlls < |lv|ls for every s € R. Hence (see for instance [Kato 1972] or [Constantin and
Foiag 1988]), for every m > 1+ [d /2], there exists ¢, > 0 such that

I1B1, v2)llm < cmllvillmllv2lims1s
B 2
(B(vi, v2), v2)m = cmllvillmllv2llyy-

In the rest of the section we briefly outline the proof of Theorem A.1, following [Majda and Bertozzi
2002, Section 3.2]. The proof of the following result is a slight modification of the arguments to prove
[Majda and Bertozzi 2002, Theorem 3.4].

Proposition A.2. Given an integer m > 2+d /2, there exists a number c, > 0 such that for every vg € V,,,,
if T < co/llvollm, there is a unique solution of (1-6) with initial condition vy. Moreover, ve — v in
C(0, TY; Vi) form’ <m and in C ([0, T]; yweaky ghe inequalities in (A-1) hold for v, and for any € > 0,

m

sup [[ve ol (A-2)

[0.7] =72 T llvollm

Unfortunately, at this stage, we cannot prove the analog of [Majda and Bertozzi 2002, Theorem 3.5]

for our v, namely that v is continuous in time for the strong topology of V,,. The reason is that their proof

uses either the reversibility of the Euler equation (which we do not have due to the presence of D), or

the smoothing of the Laplace operator, which we do not have here either (as already mentioned). On the
other hand, we can prove right-continuity:

Lemma A.3. The solution v from Proposition A.2 is right-continuous with values in V,, for the strong
topology, and dv /dt is right-continuous with values in V,,,_q.

Proof. Given ¢t € [0, T], the same computations leading to (A-2) yield

2
cutllvoll
Sup ||U(S)||m S ”vO”m + —m’
[0,1] 1 —cutllvollm

therefore lim sup; o V(@ llm = llvollm- On the other hand, by weak continuity, ||vo|l,, < liminf; o [[v(f)]n
and v is right-continuous at 0. Uniqueness for (1-6) and the same argument applied to ¢ € (0, T'] yield
right-continuity in ¢. O

Nevertheless, we can still define a maximal solution and a maximal time of existence. Given vy € V,,,
let T, be the maximal time of existence of the solution starting from vg, that is the supremum over all
T > 0 such that there exists a solution v of (1-6) on [0, T'] with v(0) = ug, v right-continuous with values
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in V,,,, continuous with values in V" 2k and with dv /dt right-continuous with values in V,,_,. Due to
uniqueness, any two such solutions coincide on the common interval of definition.

Proposition A.4. Given vy € V,,,, if T, is the maximal time of existence of the solution starting from vy,
then either T, = o0 or
lim sup ||v(¢) ||, = oo.
1T,
Proof. Assume by contradiction that T, < oo and that M :=sup, _. [[v(t)[l, < 00. Let To =T, —c,/(4M),
and start a solution with initial condition v(7p) at time Ty. By Proposition A.2 there is a solution of (1-6)
on a time span of length at least ¢,/ (2||v(Tp) ||m) = ¢/ (2M), hence at least up to time Ty +c./(2M) > T,.
By uniqueness, this solution is equal to v up to time 7. ]

References

[Barbato et al. 2011] D. Barbato, F. Morandin, and M. Romito, “Smooth solutions for the dyadic model”, Nonlinearity 24:11
(2011), 3083-3097. MR 2012j:35322 Zbl 1228.76035

[Barbato et al. 2014] D. Barbato, F. Morandin, and M. Romito, “Global regularity for a logarithmically supercritical hyperdissi-
pative dyadic equation”, Dyn. PDE 11:1 (2014), 39-52. MR 3194049 Zbl 06323741

[Constantin and Foias 1988] P. Constantin and C. Foias, Navier—Stokes equations, University of Chicago Press, 1988.
MR 90b:35190 Zbl 0687.35071

[Kato 1972] T. Kato, “Nonstationary flows of viscous and ideal fluids in R3”, J. Funct. Anal. 9 (1972), 296-305. MR 58 #1753
7Zbl 0229.76018

[Katz and Tapay 2012] N. H. Katz and A. Tapay, “A note on the slightly supercritical Navier Stokes equations in the plane”,
preprint, 2012. arXiv 1206.3778

[Majda and Bertozzi 2002] A. J. Majda and A. L. Bertozzi, Vorticity and incompressible flow, Cambridge Texts in Applied
Mathematics 27, Cambridge University Press, 2002. MR 2003a:76002 Zbl 0983.76001

[Olson and Titi 2007] E. Olson and E. S. Titi, “Viscosity versus vorticity stretching: global well-posedness for a family of
Navier—Stokes-alpha-like models”, Nonlinear Anal. 66:11 (2007), 2427-2458. MR 2008d:35173 Zbl 1110.76011

[Tao 2009] T. Tao, “Global regularity for a logarithmically supercritical hyperdissipative Navier—Stokes equation”, Anal. PDE
2:3 (2009), 361-366. MR 2011b:35382 Zbl 1190.35177

[Tao 2014] T. Tao, “Finite time blowup for an averaged three-dimensional Navier—Stokes equation”, preprint, 2014. arXiv 1402.
0290

[Yamazaki 2012] K. Yamazaki, “On the global regularity of generalized Leray-alpha type models”, Nonlinear Anal. 75:2 (2012),
503-515. MR 2012i:35320 Zbl 1233.35064

Received 24 Jul 2014. Accepted 14 Dec 2014.

DAVID BARBATO: barbato@math.unipd.it
Dipartimento di Matematica, Universita di Padova, Via Trieste 63, I-35121 Padova, Italy

FRANCESCO MORANDIN: francesco.morandin@unipr.it
Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica, Universita di Parma, Parco Area delle Scienze, 53/A, 1-43121 Parma, Italy

MARCO ROMITO: romito@dm.unipi.it
Dipartimento di Matematica, Universita di Pisa, Largo Bruno Pontecorvo 5, I-56127 Pisa, Italy

mathematical sciences publishers :'msp


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/24/11/004
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2012j:35322
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1228.76035
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/DPDE.2014.v11.n1.a2
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/DPDE.2014.v11.n1.a2
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3194049
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06323741
http://msp.org/idx/mr/90b:35190
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0687.35071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-1236(72)90003-1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/58:1753
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0229.76018
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1206.3778
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511613203
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2003a:76002
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0983.76001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2006.03.030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2006.03.030
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2008d:35173
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1110.76011
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/apde.2009.2.361
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2011b:35382
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1190.35177
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1402.0290
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1402.0290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2011.08.051
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2012i:35320
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1233.35064
mailto:barbato@math.unipd.it
mailto:francesco.morandin@unipr.it
mailto:romito@dm.unipi.it
http://msp.org




Guidelines for Authors

Authors may submit manuscripts in PDF format on-line at the Submission
page at msp.org/apde.

Originality. Submission of a manuscript acknowledges that the manu-
script is original and and is not, in whole or in part, published or under
consideration for publication elsewhere. It is understood also that the
manuscript will not be submitted elsewhere while under consideration
for publication in this journal.

Language. Articles in APDE are usually in English, but articles written
in other languages are welcome.

Required items. A brief abstract of about 150 words or less must be
included. It should be self-contained and not make any reference to the
bibliography. If the article is not in English, two versions of the abstract
must be included, one in the language of the article and one in English.
Also required are keywords and subject classifications for the article,
and, for each author, postal address, affiliation (if appropriate), and email
address.

Format. Authors are encouraged to use IATEX but submissions in other
varieties of TigX, and exceptionally in other formats, are acceptable. Ini-
tial uploads should be in PDF format; after the refereeing process we will
ask you to submit all source material.

References. Bibliographical references should be complete, including
article titles and page ranges. All references in the bibliography should
be cited in the text. The use of BibTgX is preferred but not required. Tags
will be converted to the house format, however, for submission you may
use the format of your choice. Links will be provided to all literature
with known web locations and authors are encouraged to provide their
own links in addition to those supplied in the editorial process.

Figures. Figures must be of publication quality. After acceptance, you
will need to submit the original source files in vector graphics format for
all diagrams in your manuscript: vector EPS or vector PDF files are the
most useful.

Most drawing and graphing packages (Mathematica, Adobe Illustrator,
Corel Draw, MATLAB, etc.) allow the user to save files in one of these
formats. Make sure that what you are saving is vector graphics and not a
bitmap. If you need help, please write to graphics @msp.org with details
about how your graphics were generated.

White space. Forced line breaks or page breaks should not be inserted in
the document. There is no point in your trying to optimize line and page
breaks in the original manuscript. The manuscript will be reformatted to
use the journal’s preferred fonts and layout.

Proofs. Page proofs will be made available to authors (or to the des-
ignated corresponding author) at a Web site in PDF format. Failure to
acknowledge the receipt of proofs or to return corrections within the re-
quested deadline may cause publication to be postponed.


http://msp.org/apde
mailto:graphics@msp.org

ANALYSIS & PDE

Volume 7 No. 8 2014

Quantized slow blow-up dynamics for the corotational energy-critical harmonic heat flow

PIERRE RAPHAEL and REMI SCHWEYER

Existence and orbital stability of the ground states with prescribed mass for the L>-critical and

supercritical NLS on bounded domains
BENEDETTA NORIS, HUGO TAVARES and GIANMARIA VERZINI

Boundary blow-up under Sobolev mappings
AAPO KAURANEN and PEKKA KOSKELA

Global gauges and global extensions in optimal spaces
MIRCEA PETRACHE and TRISTAN RIVIERE

Concentration of small Willmore spheres in Riemannian 3-manifolds
PAUL LAURAIN and ANDREA MONDINO

Hole probabilities of SU(m + 1) Gaussian random polynomials
JUNYAN ZHU

Stochastic homogenization of viscous Hamilton—Jacobi equations and applications
SCOTT N. ARMSTRONG and HUNG V. TRAN

Global regularity for a slightly supercritical hyperdissipative Navier—Stokes system
DAVID BARBATO, FRANCESCO MORANDIN and MARCO ROMITO

1713

1807

1839

1851

1901

1923

1969

2009



	 vol. 7, no. 8, 2014
	Masthead and Copyright
	Pierre Raphaël and Remi Schweyer
	1. Introduction
	2. Construction of the approximate profile
	3. The trapped regime
	4. Closing the bootstrap and proof of 0=theorem.191=1.1
	Appendix A. Regularity in corotational symmetry
	Appendix B. Coercivity bounds
	Appendix C. Interpolation bounds
	Appendix D. Leibniz rule for Hk
	Appendix E. Proof of Equation (3-55)
	Appendix F. Proof of (4-10)
	Acknowledgments
	References

	Benedetta Noris and Hugo Tavares and Gianmaria Verzini
	1. Introduction
	2. A variational problem with two constraints
	3. Asymptotics as 1()+
	4. Asymptotics as +
	5. Least energy solutions in the ball
	6. Stability results
	Appendix A. Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequalities
	Appendix B. The defocusing case <0
	Acknowledgments
	References

	Aapo Kauranen and Pekka Koskela
	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Proofs
	4. Example
	References

	Mircea Petrache and Tristan Rivière
	1. Introduction
	1A. Yang–Mills theory and controlled gauges
	1B. Controlled global gauges
	1C. Strategy of gauge construction
	1D. Extension of Sobolev maps into manifolds
	1E. Ingredients used in the construction of W1,(4,)(B4,S3)-extensions
	1F. Plan of the paper

	2. Controlled and uncontrolled nonlinear Sobolev extensions
	2A. Projection from a well-chosen center
	2B. Large integrability exponents
	2C. Extension for maps in W1,1(S1,S1)
	2D. Using controlled liftings to obtain controlled extensions
	2E. Small energy extension with estimate
	2F. Existence of W1,4-extension without norm bounds
	2G. Impossibility of W1,4 bounds for an extension
	2H. Moving frames and their gauges

	3. The Hopf lift extension
	3A. Facts about the Hopf fibration
	3B. Hopf lift with estimates
	3C. Projection and wise choice of the point
	3D. End of proof
	3E. Modification of proof in the case of W1,p(Sm,S2)

	4. The extension theorem for W1,3 maps S3S3
	4A. Modulus of integrability estimates
	4B. Extension in the case of small energy concentration
	4C. The case of large energy concentration
	4D. End of the proof of 0=theoremB''.651=Theorem B 

	5. Controlled global gauges
	5A. Scheme of the proof
	5B. Iterations based on a suitable triangulation
	5C. Extending the connection with small curvature changes
	5D. Cutting M by a small energy slice
	5E. Strategies after cutting

	Appendix A. Uhlenbeck small energy extension
	Appendix B. A product estimate with only one bounded factor
	Appendix C. The Möbius group of Bn
	References

	Paul Laurain and Andrea Mondino
	1. Introduction
	2. Notation and preliminaries
	2A. The area-constrained Willmore equation and an estimate of the Lagrange multiplier

	3. The blow-up analysis and the proof of the main theorem
	3A. Existence of just one bubble and convergence
	3B. Expansion of the equation
	3C. Approximated solutions to the area-constrained Willmore equation
	3D. Proof of 0=lem.91=Theorem 1.2

	Appendix A: The linearized Willmore operator
	Acknowledgments
	References

	Junyan Zhu
	Introduction
	1. Background
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Proof of 0=theorem.61=0.1
	4. Proof of 0=theorem.71=Theorem 0.2
	5. Hole probability of SU(2) polynomials
	6. Generalized hole probabilities of SU(2) polynomials
	Appendix
	Acknowledgment
	References

	Scott N. Armstrong and Hung V. Tran
	1. Introduction
	1A. Motivation and informal summary of results
	1B. Statement of the main results
	1C. A quenched LDP for diffusions in random environments
	1D. Disclaimer on viscosity solutions
	1E. Outline of the paper

	2. The shape theorem: homogenization of the maximal subsolutions
	3. Identification of the effective Hamiltonian
	4. Homogenization of the approximate cell problem
	4A. Basic properties of macro
	4B. The proof of macro-on

	5. Homogenization: the proof of 0=thm.181=1
	5A. Wellposedness and basic properties
	5B. Homogenization

	6. The proof of the quenched large deviation principle
	Acknowledgements
	References

	David Barbato and Francesco Morandin and Marco Romito
	1. Introduction
	2. From the generalized Fourier Navier–Stokes to the dyadic equation
	3. From the dyadic equation to the recursive inequality
	4. Solving the recursion
	Appendix A: Local existence and uniqueness
	References

	Guidelines for Authors
	Table of Contents

