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Construction of a stable blow-up solution for a class
of strongly perturbed semilinear heat equations

VAN TIEN NGUYEN AND HATEM ZAAG

Abstract. We construct a solution for a class of perturbed semilinear heat equa-
tions which blows up in finite time with a prescribed blow-up profile. The con-
struction relies on the reduction of the problem to a finite-dimensional one, and on
the use of index theory for the conclusion. When the perturbation is in some sense
weak, say polynomial, the construction initiated by Bricmont and Kupiainen [5],
then parsued by Merle and Zaag [25], works with very minor adaptations. How-
ever, when the perturbation is stronger, say in logarithmic scales with respect to
the main nonlinear term, a direct application of the methods of [5] and [25] is not
successful. Truly new ideas are needed to perform the construction, in which the
substantial novelty of our paper resides. As in earlier works, a geometric inter-
pretation of the parameters of the finite-dimensional problem yields the stability
of the constructed solution.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 35K58 (primary); 35K55, 35B40,
35B44 (secondary).

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation of the problem

The construction of solutions for partial differential equations with some prescribed
behavior has attracted a lot of attention in the last three decades. For the semilinear
heat equation

aU = AU + |U|P~'U, (1.1

where p > 1,U = U(x,t), and x € R", one of the first contributions goes back
to Bricmont and Kupiainen [5], who constructed a solution to equation (1.1) which

The second author is supported by the ERC Advanced Grant no. 291214, BLOWDISOL and by
the ANR project ANAE ref. ANR-13-BS01-0010-03.

Received November 29, 2014; accepted in revised form August 20, 2015.
Published online December 2016.



1276 VAN TIEN NGUYEN AND HATEM ZAAG

blows up in some finite time 7 at only one blow-up point x = a and satisfies

_ 1 X —a
U s ~ T— p—1 T, 12
@y f<\/|log(T—r>|(T—r)> w 2
where 1
-1 2 T T
&) = (p— I +(”4—)|s|2) . (13)
p

The proof was performed in the framework of similarity variables defined by

A

X —da 1

V= A= 8T —log(T —1), Wy(y,s)=(T —)7TU(x,1). (14)

In this setting, equation (1.1) yields the following equation for Wj: for all (y, s) €
R"* x [—log T, +00),

1
asW&=AW&—Ey-VW&—%Wa+|W&|p_IW&, (15)
and (1.2) reduces to the construction of a solution to (1.5) such that

O@y,s) =Wz(y,8) = f <%> — 0 ass — +oo.

This property is guaranteed by the condition that Q (s) belongs to some set V4(s) C
L*°(R"™) which shrinks to 0 as s — 400 (see Proposition 3.1 below for a defini-

tion). Since the linearization of equation (1.5) around f (%) gives n + 1 positive

modes, a zero mode, then an infinite-dimensional negative spectrum, the method of
Bricmont and Kupiainen [5] relies on two arguments:

i) The use of the bounding effect of the heat kernel to reduce the problem of the
control of Q in V4 to the control of its positive modes;

ii) The control of the n+1 positives modes thanks to a topological argument based
on index theory.

Later in [25] (see also [24]), Merle and Zaag suggested a modification of the ar-
gument of Bricmont and Kupiainen [5], allowing one a geometric interpretation of
the parameters of the finite-dimensional problem, which implies the stability of the
constructed solution with respect to initial data.

Much later, Ebde and Zaag [7] asked the question whether the methods of
Bricmont-Kupiainen [5], and Merle-Zaag [25] would work for perturbations of
equation (1.1). Consider the following equation

U =AU+ |U|1P~'U + h(U, VU), (1.6)
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where
lh(U,VUO)| < MO+ U7+ |VUI") (L.7)

withM >0,0<g < p,0<r < %. In some sense, the perturbation A (U, VU)

has a subcritical size in the sense that in the similarity variables setting (1.4) one as

(p+D)s

=y («;ﬁ Wy, e—2(1'1>VW&>‘ <Ce ™ (W19 + VW, +1),  (1.8)

for some § > 0. Ebde and Zaag were able to prove the same result for equation
(1.6) (construction and stability of a solution with the prescribed behavior (1.2))
thanks to the same technique as in [5] and [25], though the presence of the nonlinear
gradient terms requested the use of some involved and delicate parabolic regularity
arguments. Since the shrinking set V4(s) used in [25] involves polynomial decays
in % and the perturbation term of [7] turns to be exponentially small in the sense of
(1.8), there was no need to change the definition of the shrinking set when handling
the perturbed equation (1.6).

Following that result, we wanted to see how robust was the method of [5,7,25],
and whether it would work with “strong” perturbations of (1.1), namely for the
equation

8tU=AU+|U|p_1U+h(U), (1.9)
where
e <m(—5" 1) witha > 0.
- log?(2 + &)

Indeed, when moving to the similarity variables setting (1.4), this term turns out to
have a polynomial decay, namely

_ s s C
75 (7 TWa)| = S awal? + .
S

Since the definition of V4(s) involved polynomial terms of the type Yia with % <
o < 2, we would see immediately that the perturbative method of [7] works with no
difficulties, and with the same definition of V4(s), provided that a is large enough.
In fact, it is not difficult to see that the method of [7] works verbatim with a > 3.
But for 0 < a < 3 the strategy of [7] breaks down, which makes our problem
completely meaningful. Fortunately, we were able to handle this case (0 < a < 3)
and prove the existence of a solution to (1.9) with the behavior given in (1.2), thanks
to three major ideas:

i) We no longer linearize the equation in the similarity variables (1.4) around
as in the unperturbed case, since this would give birth to terms of order

(3
;7, much larger than the bounds in the definition of V4(s); a modification of
the profile is needed;
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ii) Because of the perturbation terms, we need to change the definition of the
shrinking set V4(s), in a very delicate way, allowing us to handle the whole
range a > 0;

iii) We better understand the dynamics of the linearized operator of equation (1.5)

around f (%) defined in (1.3) — see Lemma 3.2 below.
We would like to mention that Masmoudi and Zaag [21] adapted the method of [25]
to the Ginzburg-Landau equation

U =1+ 18)AU + (1 +18)|UIP~'U, (1.10)

where p —82—B8(p+1) > 0and U : R" x [0, T) — C. Note that the case 8 = 0
and § € R small has been studied earlier by Zaag [34]. The same technique was
successfully used by Nouaili and Zaag [28] for the non-variational complex-valued
semilinear heat equation

#U = AU + U?,

where U : R" x [0, T) — C.

For other equations of heat type, we would like to mention the works of Bres-
san [3,4] where the author considered the following semilinear heat equation with
exponential source

U = AU + &Y (1.11)

in a bounded open convex set of R"”. Relying on the same kind of topological
techniques as in [5,25], he showed the existence of solutions for equation (1.11)
which blow up in finite time T exactly at x = a and whose final profile has the
form

Ux, T)~ —2In|x —a|+In|ln|x —a||+1In8, asx — a.

He also proved that this asymptotic profile is stable with respect to small perturba-
tions of the initial data.

Surprisingly enough, the kind of topological arguments introduced in [5] and
[25] has proved successful in various situations, including hyperbolic and
parabolic equations, in particular with energy-critical exponents. This was the case
for the construction of multi-solitons for the semilinear wave equation in one space
dimension by Cote and Zaag [6], the wave maps by Raphaél and Rodnianski [29],
the Schrodinger maps by Merle, Raphaél and Rodnianski [23], the critical har-
monic heat flow by Schweyer [31] and the two-dimensional Keller-Segel equation
by Raphaél and Schweyer [30].

1.2. Problem setting and statement of results
We are interested in the following nonlinear parabolic equation:

ur = Au+ [P~ u + h(u)

1(0) = ug € L®(R"), (1.12)
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where u is defined for (x,¢) € R” x [0,T),1 < pand p < % if n > 3, the
function 4 is in C! (R, R) satisfying

) , |Z|p—j )
=0,1, W) <M|——F +1 th 1, M>0, (1.13
J |h ()] < (log”(2+z2) with a > > (1.13)
or
h(z) = P b as 0 ueR (1.14)
. _'ulog”(2+zz) 1 ' '

By standard results, the Cauchy problem for equation (1.12) can be solved in
L*°(R™). The solution u(¢) of (1.12) would exist either on [0, +00) (global ex-
istence) or only on [0, T'), with 0 < T < +o00. In this case, we say that u(¢) blows
up in finite time 7', namely

lim ||I/t(l)||Loo(Rn) = +4-00.
t—>T

Here T is called the blow-up time, and a point xp € R” is called a blow-up point if
and only if there exist (x,, t,) — (xo, T) such that |u(x,, t,)| - +ocasn — +oo.
In this paper, we are interested in the finite time blow-up for equation (1.12).

We consider equation (1.12) as a perturbation of the semilinear heat equation
(1.1), which has been carefully studied in the last decades. The existence of blow-
up solutions for equation (1.1) has been proved by several authors (see, for example,
Fujita [12], Ball [2], Levine [20]). We have a lots of results concerning the asymp-
totic blow-up behavior, locally near a given blow-up point. Giga and Kohn showed
first in [13—15] that if a is a blow-up point of u, then

lim(T—t)ﬁU<&+y«/T—t,t)::I:(p—l)_ﬁ, (1.15)

t—>T

uniformly on compact sets |y| < R.

The estimate (1.15) has been refined up to a higher order by Filippas and Liu
[11] (see also Filippas and Kohn [10]) and Herrero and Veldzquez [16,17,32,33]
who established that in the (supposedly) generic case,

1

sup (T —t)yrTU(x,t)— f (&) — 0, (1.16)
|x—a|<K /| log(T —1)|(T —t)

where £ is the hot-spot rescaled spatial variable

xX—a

£ = ;
Vog(T — (T —1)

and f is given in (1.3).
Note that Herrero and Velazquez [17] (see also [19]) proved the genericity of
the blow-up behavior (1.16) only in one space dimension with nonnegative initial
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data. The question remains open in the higher dimensional case or with no posi-
tivity condition. From Bricmont and Kupiainen [5], Herrero and Velazquez [18],
we have examples for initial data leading to the above asymptotic behavior. The
stability of the blow-up profile (1.16) with respect to initial data has been proved
by Merle and Zaag in [25], Fermanian Kammerer, Merle and Zaag in [9] and [8].
Note that the equation (1.1) admits also highly unstable blow-up behavior which
are nonmonotone in the space variables and can be constructed by the technique of
Amadori [1].

Given a blow-up point b of u, we study the behavior of u near the singularity
(b, T) through the similarity variables (1.4) introduced by Giga and Kohn [14,15]:

—b 1
y= xT L s=—log(T — 1), wp(y.s) = (T =07 Tulx,n), (117
—t

and wy, satisfies for all (y, s) € R" x [—log T, +00),
= Y p p-1 =
OsWp = A—5~V+1 wb——lwb+|wb| wp+e P Thi{erTwy). (1.18)
p—
Note that the last term in (1.18) satisfies
_ps s C
veeR, [T (7)< Sl 41, Vszs,  (119)
s

for some sp > 0 (see Lemma A.1 for the proof of this fact).

In [26] and [27], the author showed that if wj, does not approach ¢ exponen-
tially fast, where ¢ is the positive solution of the associated ordinary differential
equation of equation (1.18),

¢s:_%+¢p+e;’-ﬂh(6;ﬁl¢) (1.20)

such that ¢ (s) — k as s — 400, then the solution u of (1.12) would approach an
explicit universal profile

(T—t)P—lu(b+.§\/(T—t)|log(T—t)|,t>—>f(<§) as t— T, (121)

in LS., where f is defined in (1.3).
The aim of this work is to show that the behavior (1.21) does occur. More
precisely, we construct a blow-up solution of equation (1.12) satisfying the behavior

described in (1.21). This is our main result:
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Theorem 1.1 (Existence of a blow-up solution for equation (1.12) with descrip-
tion of its profile). There exists T > 0 such that equation (1.12) has a solution
u(x,t) inR" x [0, T) satisfying:

1) the solution u blows up in finite time T only at the point b = 0,

ii) (T—t)?u(.m, z) —f( <

W],OO(Rn)

fogr—npe” 142

|log<T—z)|)

forall o € (0,v) withv = min{a — 1, %} in the case (1.13) and v = min{a, %}
in the case (1.14), C is some positive constant and f is defined in (1.3).

iii) There exists u, € C(R" \ {0}, R) such that u(x,t) — u,(x) ast — T
uniformly on compact subsets of R" \ {0}, where

1

8 =1

wo) ~ ((SPHogxl A7t oo,
(p = D]

Remark 1.2. Note that i) directly follows from ii) and iii). Indeed, ii) implies that
1

u(,1) ~ k(T —t) P 1T — +ooast — T, which means that u blows up in finite
time 7 at the point 0. From iii), we see that u blows up only at the point b = 0.

Remark 1.3. Note that the profile f is the same as in the nonlinear heat equa-
tion without the perturbation (2 = 0), see Bricmont and Kupiainen [5], Merle and
Zaag [25].

The estimate (1.22) holds in W' and uniformly in z € R”. In the previous
work, Ebde and Zaag [7] give such a uniform convergence in the case % involving a
nonlinear gradient term. In fact, the convergence in W' comes from a parabolic
regularity estimate for equation (1.18) (see Proposition 3.4 below). Dealing with
the case & = 0, Bricmont and Kupiainen [5], Merle and Zaag [25] also give such a
uniform convergence but only in L°°(IR"). In most papers, the same kind of con-
vergence is proved, but only uniformly on a smaller subsets, |z] < K./|log(T — t)]
(see Velazquez [32]).

As mentioned above, the proof of Theorem 1.2 bases on techniques developed
by Bricmont and Kupiainen in [5] and Merle and Zaag in [25] for the semilinear heat
equation (1.1). Because the perturbation term % certainly impacts on the construc-
tion of solutions of (1.12) satisfying (1.22), this causes some crucial modifications
in [25] in order to totally control the term /. Although these modifications do not
affect the general framework developed in [25], they lay in 3 crucial places:

i) We modify the profile around which we study equation (1.18), so that we go
beyond the order vi,, generated by the perturbation term (see (1.19)). Indeed,

for small @ > 0 and with the same profile as in [25], the order sla will become
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too strong and will not allow us to close our estimates. See Section 2 below,

particularly the definition (2.1) of the profile to be linearized around, which

enables us to reach the order s

ii) In order to handle the order s“%’ we need to modify the definition of the
shrinking set near the profile. See Section 3 and particularly Proposition 3.1
below;

iii) An improved understanding of the dynamics of the linearized operator of
(1.18) around the profile (2.1), and which allows to handle the new defini-
tion of the shrinking set (see Lemma 3.2 below). Note that in [5] and [25] the
dynamics of the linearized operator were understood only for initial data in the

old-style shrinking set.

We would like to emphasize the fact that the strategy of the non-perturbed equation
(1.1) with no adaptations would work only when a > 3. Therefore having a strong
perturbation, namely O < a < 3, is challenging and makes our problem completely
meaningful. Furthermore, because of the difference in the definition of the profile
to be linearized around and the difference in the definition of the shrinking set, the
proof is far from being an adaptation of the proof written in [25]. We therefore
need some involved arguments in order to overcome technical difficulties in the
proof to get the conclusion. In particular, the proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on the
understanding of the dynamics of the self-similar version of equation (1.18) around
the profile (1.3). Following the work by Merle and Zaag [25], the proof will be
divided into 2 steps:

— Thanks to a dynamical system formulation, we show that controlling the sim-
ilarity variable version w(y, s) (1.17) around the expected behavior (1.3) re-
duces to the control of the unstable directions, whose number is finite;

— Then, we solve the finite-dimensional problem thanks to a topological argu-
ment based on index theory.

As in [21,25,34], it is possible to make the interpretation of the finite-dimensional
variable in terms of the blow-up time and the blow-up point. This allows us to
derive the stability of the profile f in Theorem 1.2 with respect to perturbations in
the initial data. More precisely, we have the following:

Theorem 1.4 (Stability of the solution constructed in Theorem 1.2). Let us de-
note by ii(x, t) the solution constructed in Theorem 1.2 and by T its blow-up time.
Then there exists a neighborhood Vy of ti(x, 0) in W1 such that for any ug € Vo,
equation (1.12) has a unique solution u(x, t) with initial data ug, and u(x, t) blows
up in finite time T (ug) at one single blow-up point b(ug). Moreover, estimate (1.21)
is satisfied by u(x — b, t) and

Two) — T, bug) = 0 asug — g in WHP@R").

Remark 1.5. We will not give the proof of Theorem 1.4 because the stability re-
sult follows from the reduction to a finite-dimensional case as in [25] with the
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same proof. Hence, we only prove the reduction and refer to [25] for the stabil-
ity. Note that, from the parabolic regularity, our stability result holds in the larger
space L*°(R").

2. Formulation of the problem

As in [5,25], we give the proof in one dimension (n = 1). The proof remains the

same for higher dimensions (n > 2). We would like to find initial data ug such that

the solution u of equation (1.12) blows up in finite time 7" and satisfies the estimate

(1.22). Using similarity variables (1.17), this is equivalent to finding so > 0 and

wo(y) = w(y, so) such that the solution w of equation (1.18) with initial data wy
= 0’

satisfies
per-1 ()],

where f is given in (1.3). In order to prove this, we will not linearize equation
(1.18) around f + ﬁ as in [25]. We will instead introduce

g =w—¢, Wwhere wz@(f(%)—l-;;), (2.1)

with ¢ and f are introduced in (1.20) and (1.3). As we explain below after (2.6),
this is one of the major innovations in our work. With the introduction of ¢ in (2.1),
the problem is then reduced to constructing a function g such that

lim
§—+00

]. oo =
(Jm llg (s) Il 0

and ¢ is a solution of the following equation for all (y, s) € R x [sg, +00),
qs = (L+V)q + B(q) + R(y,s) + N(y, s), (22)

where L= A — 3 -V +1and

V(y,s)=p (<p(y, s)P~1 — —1> + le_sh/(eﬁ%lw), (2.3)
p J—
B(@) =l +q|” (¢ +q) — " — pp’~q, 2.4)
R(y,s)=—<ps+A<p—§-w—ilﬂppﬂ%’?h(eﬁ(p), 25)
p—

N(g,s) = et [h (eﬁ(qo +q)) —h (eﬁgo> —1eT TR (eﬁ<p> q] , (2.6)

with 7 = 0 in the case (1.13) and 1 = 1 in the case (1.14).

One can remark that we do not linearize (1.18) around ¢ = f (%) + 2% as

in the case of equation (1.1) treated in [25]. In fact, if we do the same, we may
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obtain some terms like sLa coming from the strong perturbation £ in equation (1.18),
and we may not be able to control these terms in the case a < 3. To extend the
range of a, we multiply the factor @ to ¢ in order to go beyond the order Yia and
reach at the order s“% Linearizing around ¢ given in (2.1) is a major novelty in
our approach.

In following analysis, we will use the following integral form of equation (2.2):
foreach s > o > s¢:

N

CI(S)ZIC(S,G)CI(G)+/ K(s, ) [B(q()) + R(r) + N(q(r), D)ldz, (2.7)

g

where I is the fundamental solution of the linear operator £ + V defined for each
o > 0 and foreachs > o,

0K (s,0) = (L+V)K(s,0), K(o,o) = Identity. (2.8)
Since the dynamics of equation (2.2) are influenced by the linear part, we first need
to recall some properties of the operator £ from Bricmont and Kupiainen [5]. The

operator L is self-adjoint in L% (R™), where L'% is the weighted L? space associated
with the weight p defined by

1\ P2
= —_— A .
p(y) ( 4n> e

Its spectrum is given by
spec(L) = {1 — % me N},

and its eigenfunctions are derived from Hermite polynomials. If n = 1, the eigen-
function corresponding to 1 — 7 is

(%]

_ oml 2k
hm<y)—];k!(m_2k)!( e ym =2k, 29)

)

We also set &y, (y) = “hh’"% If n > 2, we write the spectrum of £ as spec(L) =
m L/%

{ —lﬂz‘, lm|l=mi+---+my,, (my,...,m,) € N*}. Givenm = (my,...,my) €

n . . . _ml .
N", the eigenfunction corresponding to 1 — 5+ is

Hy(y) =hm, (1) ... hm,(yn), where hy, is defined in (2.9). (2.10)
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The potential V (y, s) has two fundamental properties:

i) V(-,s) > 0in L% as s — +o0. In particular, the effect of V on the bounded

sets or in the “blow-up” region (|y| < K./s) is regarded as a perturbation of
the effect of £;

ii) outside of the “blow-up” region, we have the following property: for all € > 0,
there exist Cc > 0 and s, such that

sup [V, s) — (—pL) | <e. @2.11)

SZSev|y|ZC5\/§

This means that £+ V behaves like £— ﬁ in the region |y| > K /s. Because
1 is the biggest eigenvalue of L, the operator £ — % has purely negative

spectrum. Therefore, the control of g(y, s) in L outside of the “blow-up”
region will be done without difficulties.

Since the behavior of V inside and outside of the blow-up” region are different, let
us decompose g as following: Let xo € Cgo([O, 400)) with supp(xo) C [0, 2] and
xo = 1on [0, 1]. We define

|yl
,8) = — ], 2.12
x(y,$) = xo (Kﬁ (2.12)

where K > 0 to be fixed large enough, and write
q(y,8) =qp(y,5) +ge(y, ), (2.13)

where g5(y, ) = x (v, $)g(y, s) and g.(y, s) = (I = x (v, $))q(y, s).
In order to control gp, we expand it with respect to the spectrum of £ in L%.

More precisely, we write ¢ into 5 components as follows:

2
43, 9) =Y qm()hm(y) + 43, 8) + qe(y, 5), (2.14)

m=0

where ¢,,, g— are coordinates of g, (not of ¢), namely that g, is the projection of
qp in hy,, and g = P_(qp) with P_ being the projector on the negative subspace
of L.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we use the framework developed in [25] in order to prove Theorem
1.2. We proceed in 5 steps which are presented in 5 separate subsections:

— In the first step, we define a shrinking set V4 (s) and translate our goal of making
q(s) goto 0 in L°°(R) in terms of belonging to V4(s). We also exhibit a two-
parameter initial data family for equation (2.2) whose coordinates are very small
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(with respect to the requirements of V4(s)), except the two first gg and g;. Note
that the set V4 (s) is different from the corresponding one in [25], and this makes
the second major novelty of our work, in addition to the modification of the
profile in (2.1);

— In the second step, using the spectral properties of equation (2.2), we reduce our
goal from the control of ¢(s) (an infinite-dimensional variable) in V4(s) to the
control of its two first components (go(s), g1(s)) (a two-dimensional variable)

2
in [—S% Y%] with v > 0;

— In the third step, we solve the local in time Cauchy problem for equation (2.2);

— In the fourth step, we solve the finite-dimensional problem using index theory
and conclude the proof of ii) of Theorem 1.2;

— In the last step, we derive conclusion iii) of Theorem 1.2 from ii).

In what follows, the constant C denotes a universal one independent of variables,
only depending upon constants of the problems such as a, p, M,  and K in (2.12).

3.1. Definition of a shrinking set V4 (s) and preparation of initial data

Let us first give the following statement:

Proposition 3.1 (A set shrinking to zero). Let v = min {a -1, %} in case (1.13)
and v = min {a, %} in case (1.14), and fix o € (0, v). For each A > 0,and s > 0,
we define V4 (s) as the set of all functions g in L°° such that

2

. g9 = e

A
m=20,1, Igm(S)|Ss1—+ v

v
A 3 A?
VyeR, [g-(y,5)] = m(l +1y1).  lge()llze < r

where gy, g— and g, are defined in (2.14). Then, for all g € V4(s), we have for all
A>1,s>2andy € R,

CA? CA? CA?
2029 = S (LA P) + G5 (14 DF) and llg@llee < == B

Remark 3.2. Note that this new shrinking set is the second innovation of our paper
with respect to [5] and [25].

Proof. The conclusion simply follows from the definition of V4 (s) and the fact that

1—x(y,5) C_
‘ e | = =
Initial data (at time so = —log T') for the equation (2.2) will depend on two

real parameters dp and d; as given in the following proposition:
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Lemma 3.3 (Decomposition of initial data on the different components). For
each A > 1, there exists §1(A) > 0 such that for all so > §1(A): If we consider the
following function as initial data for equation (2.2):

Gdo.r (35 S0) = ¢(KSO)

(f”(z)(do +diz) — L) ) (3.2)
2pso

where 7 = \/L;_o’ f and ¢ are defined in (1.3) and (1.20), then

i) There exists a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that the components of qq, 4, (s0)
(or q(so) for short) satisfy:

. C
qo(so) = doao(so) + bo(so), with ap(so) ~C, |bo(so)| < 5’ (3.3)

. C C
q1(s0) = diai(so) + bi(s0), with ai(so) ~ —, |bi(so)l = -, (3.4)
/S0 S,

0
and
Cldy| . Cldol  Cldi] 3
lg2(s0)| < +Ce™,  [g-(y,s0)| < + L+ 1yl7),
50 50 50+/S0 ( )
Cldi| C(|do| + |d1])
ge(so) |l < Cldol + s MIVgGollipe £ ————.
‘ NG NG
ii) For each A > 0, if (dy, d1) is chosen so that (qo, q1)(s0) € [ — c‘f\*”’ c‘ﬁ”]’
20 20
then
C
ldol + Idi| = —,
50

H q-(y, s0)
1+ |y

C
lg2(s0)| = =,
S

C C
< =, lge(so)liL> = —,
0 S0 S0

LOO

C
q(s0) € Va(so), IVg(so)llL> < .
50+/50
where the statement q(sg) € Va(sg) holds with "strict inequalities”, except
for (qo, q1)(s0), in the sense that

A A2

m :0’ 13 |Qm(s)| S S1+U’ |QZ(5)| < F

’

A A2

3
VyeR, lg-(y,9)] < m(l + 1yl ), lge(s)llLe < R
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2
iii) There exists a rectangle Dy, C [—%, %] such that the mapping (do, d1) —

2
(qo, q1)(s0) is linear and one to one from Dy, onto |:—Sl%, A1%:| and maps
0 0

2

0Dy, into d [— A~ A | . Moreover, it is of degree one on the boundary and
So o
the following equivalence holds:

q(s0) € Va(so) ifand only if (do, d1) € Dy,.

Proof. 1) Since we have the similar expression of initial data (3.2) as in [25], we
refer the reader to [25, Lemma 3.5], except for the bound on [|V¢g(so)||L~. Note
that although 1) is not stated explicitly in [25, Lemma 3.5], they are clearly written

in its proof. For ||Vg(sg)|| L, we use (3.2) and the fact that f/(z) = —pz—;lzf” (2),

fP(2), zf P~ (z) and 22 fP~1(z) are in L>®°(R) to derive

#(s0) || fP(2)
K /S0

C
< —(|d dil).
_\/E(l bl + 1d11)

IVq(y, so)| <

(PdOprfl(z) +d) + Pdlzzfpl(z))'

ii) We see from (3.3) and (3.4) that if (dp, d1) is chosen so that (qg, q1)(s0) €
2

[—%, vl%i| , then |dy| and |d;| are bounded by % Substituting these bounds
s 50

into the estimates stated in i), we immediately derive ii).
iii) It follows from (3.3) and (3.4), part ii) and the definition of V4 given in
Proposition 3.1. This ends the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

As stated in Theorem 1.2, the convergence holds in W1 (R), we need the
following parabolic regularity estimate for equation (2.2), with g (sg) given by (2.7)
and g (s) € Va(s). More precisely, we have the following:

Proposition 3.4. For each A > 1, there exists 52(A) > 0 such that for all so >
82(A): if q(s) is a solution of equation (2.2) on [so, s1] with initial data at s = s,
Qdy.d, (S0) given in (2.7) where (do, d1) € Dy,, and q(s) € Va(s) for s € [so, s1],

then
2

A
Vg (s)lire < o Vs € [so, s1],
for some positive constant C.

Proof. The proof is the same as [7, Proposition 3.3]. We would like to mention that
the proof bases on a Gronwall’s argument and the following properties of the kernel
e/~ defined in (B.1):

Ce gl

Vi—e? '’

vge L, |Vt | <
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and
vie Wt |Vt = eIV .

Although the definition of V, is slightly different from the one defined in [7], the
readers will have absolutely no difficulty to adapt their proof to the new situation.
For that reason, we refer the readers to [7] for details of the proof. L]

3.2. Reduction to a finite-dimensional problem

We are going to the crucial step of the proof of Theorem 1.2. In this step, we will
show that through a priori estimates, the control of g (s) in V4 reduces to the control

of (go, g1)(s) in [ - A Y,%] As presented in [25] (see also [21,34]), we would

like to emphasize that this step makes the heart of the contribution. Even more,
here lays another major contribution of ours, in the sense that we understand better
the dynamics of the fundamental solution K (s, o) defined in (2.8). Our sharper
estimates are given in Lemma 3.2 below. In fact all that we do is to rewrite the
corresponding estimates of Bricmont and Kupiainen [5] without taking into account
the particular form of the shrinking set they used. Furthermore, because of the
difference in the definition (2.1) of ¢ and the difference in the definition of V4, the
proof is far from being an adaptation of the proof written in [25]. We therefore
need some involved arguments to control the components of g and conclude the
reduction to a finite-dimensional problem.

We mainly claim the following:

Proposition 3.5 (Control of ¢ (s) by (qo, g1)(s) in V4(s)). For each A > 0 and

A 2
s > 0, we define Va(s) = [—Sl%, sl%] C R2. Then, there exist Az > 0 such that
for each A > Aj, there exists 63(A) > 0 such that for each so > 63(A), we have
the following properties:

— if (do, dy) is chosen so that (qo, q1)(so) € VA(SO), and
— ifforalls € [so, s1],q(s) € Va(s) and q(s1) € dVa(s1) for some s; > s, then:

i) (Reduction to a finite-dimensional problem) (qo, q1)(s;) € 0 VA (s1),
ii) (Transversality) there exists no > 0 such that for all n € (0, no), (g0, q1)(s1+

n) & aValsi + 1) (hence, q(si +n) & Va(si +m).
The proof follows the general ideas of [25] and we proceed in three steps:

— Step 1: we give a priori estimates on g (s) in V4(s): assume that for given A > 0
larger, A > 0 and an initial time sop > 02(A, A) > 1, we have g(s) € V4(s) for
each s € [1, 7 + A] where T > s9. Then using the integral form (2.7) of g(s),
we derive new bounds on ¢>(s), g—(s) and g.(s) fors € [t, T + A].
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— Step 2: we show that these new bounds are better than those defining V4(s). It
then remains to control go(s) and g (s). This means that the problem is reduced
to the control of a two dimensional variable (qq, g1)(s) and we then conclude 1)
of Proposition 3.5.

— Step 3: we use dynamics of (go, g1)(s) to show its transversality on dV4(s),
which corresponds to part ii) of Proposition 3.5.

Step 1: (A priori estimates on g(s) in V4(s)). As indicated above, the derivation
of the new bounds on the components of g (s) bases on the integral formula (2.7). It
is clear to see the strong influence of the kernel /C in this formula. Therefore, it is
convenient to give the following result from Bricmont and Kupiainen in [5] which
gives the dynamics of the linear operator £ + V:

Lemma 3.6 (Refined understanding of the linearized operator in the decompo-
sition (2.14)). For all & > 0, there exists oy = og(\) such that if o > o9 > 1 and
Y (o) satisfies

Zwm( )|+"ﬁ Sik

T+ |y |3 _ (@)l < +o0, (3.5)

Loo) (3.6)

then 6(s) = K(s, o)y (o) satisfies, for all s € [0, 0 + A],

|92(s)|<( ) Yo (o) |+ —= ( —9) (ZW( )|+‘1/I1__:)|;;)

+C(s — U)B_S/ZHWe(G)HLOO,

_ C S§—0 _ 2 1
He (y,s; _Ce (s =) + )(WO(U)|+|W1(0)I+ﬁ|w2(a)|)
I+ 1yl ) o
_Gzo | Y_(y,0) Ce—(—0)? ’
TC T N TR | T T e @l
2
§ — W—()’aa)
[0e(s) oo < Ce®™ 21y (0)] + 5372 | 2—2 22
S)c e <I_ZOS (o s 1+ [yP || o ’ 38)
+Ce T (o)l

where C = C(A, K) > 0 (K is given in (2.12)), V¥, ¥—, Y. and 6,,,0_, 6, are
defined by (2.13) and (2.14).

Remark 3.7. Lemma 3.2 is the corner stone of our paper. Indeed, it gives a sharp
understanding of the fundamental solution /C(s, o), regardless of the size of initial
data, whereas in [5] and [25], such estimates were obtained only for initial data in
V(o). In view of the formula (2.7), we see that Lemma 3.2 will play an important
role in deriving the new bounds on the components of ¢ (s) and making our proof
simpler. This means that, given bounds on the components of g (o), B(q(7)), R(7),
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N(g (), 7), we directly apply Lemma 3.2 with IC(s, o) replaced by K(s, t) and
then integrate over t to obtain estimates on the components of g .

Proof. Let us mention that Lemma 3.2 relays mainly on the understanding of the
behavior of the kernel (s, o). The proof is essentially the same as in [5], but
those estimates did not present explicitly the dependence on all the components of
¥ (o) which is less convenient for our analysis below. Because the proof is long
and technical, we leave it to Appendix B. U

We now assume that for each A > 0, for each s € [0, 0 + A], we have ¢(s) €
Va(s) with ¢ > s9. Applying Lemma 3.2, we get new bounds on all terms in the
right-hand side of (2.7), and then on gq. More precisely, we claim the following:

Lemma 3.8. There exists Ay > 0 such that for each A > Ay, A\* > 0, there exists
02(A, 1*) > 0 with the following property: for all sy > o2(A, \*¥), for all A < \*,
assume that for all s € [o,0 + 1], q(s) € Va(s) with o > sg, then we have for all
s € lo,0 4+ Al,
1) (linear term)

IA

1-v A2 CA2%(s —
®l = () —t

; sltv §2+v ’

a_(y,s) C C

1+ |y|3 — ¢3/240 + §3/2+e
c C

el < < + = (A + A% 7)),
5@ s@

(Ae_% + Aze_(s_”)z) ,

LOO

A

where

2
K(s,0)q(0) = a(y,s) = Y am(©hn(y) +a_(y, ) +a(y, s).

m=0

If o = s0, we assume in addition that (dy, dy) is chosen so that (qo, q1)(S0) €
Va(so). Then for all s € [sg, so + L], we have

C oa_(y,s) S50
< — 7 < — o <
|a2(s)| — S2’ 1+ |y|3 - — S27 ||a€(s)||L — ﬁ 9
ii) (remaining terms)
C(s —o) B—(y,s) C C
1B2(s)| < PRI ' EANE s 320’ 1B () Loo < 0’

where

/ K(s, o) [B(g(1)) + R(z) + N(q(7), D]dr

2
=B1.9) =D Bu®hn () + B3, 5) + Be(y, 9).

m=0
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Proof. 1) It immediately follows from the definition of V4 (o) and Lemma 3.2. Note
that in the case 0 = 59, we use in addition part ii) of Lemma 3.3 to have the
conclusion. For part ii), all what we need to do is to find the estimates on the
components of different terms appearing in equation (2.2), then we use Lemma 3.2
and the linearity to have the conclusion. We claim the following:

Lemma 3.9. We have the following properties:

i) (Estimates on B(q)) For all A > 0, there exists 03(A) such that for all T >
03(A), q(t) € Va(t) implies

4
m=0,1,2, |Bn(0)| < TSNS

/ 39
CA* B _ca G

R

'B—(y, T)
1+ |y]3

where p’ = min{p, 2}.
ii) (Estimates on R) There exists o4 > 0 such that for all T > oy,
C C
T T

+v’
R_(y, 1)
1+ [y3

(3.10)

o NR(D) [ < =

and H

L T2

iii) (Estimates on N(q,t)) For all A > 0, there exists o5(A) such that for all
T > 05(A), q(t) € Vu(t) implies

4
m = 0’ 19 2’ |Nm(f)| S m9
4 4 (3.11)
N_(y, 1) CA CA
T3 = 5550 [Ne(T)llLe < 5 -
L4yl |peo — 72120 720
Proof. Since the proof is technical, we leave it to Appendix C. O

Substituting the estimates stated in Lemma 3.9 into Lemma 3.2, then integrat-
ing over [0, s] with respect to t, and taking o2 (A, A*) > max{o3, o4, 05} such that

Vs 2 0a(A, ), (A4 Der (7)) (570D 4 5m0m0) <,

with p’ = min{p, 2}, we have the conclusion. This ends the proof of Lemma
3.8. O

Thanks to Lemma 3.9, we obtain the following equations satisfied by the ex-
panding modes:
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Lemma 3.10 (ODE satisfied by the expanding modes). For all A > 0, there ex-
ists a6(A) such that for all s > ge(A), q(s) € Va(s) implies that for all s > o¢(A),

26 = (1= D) an)] = v (3.12

m=20,1,

and

2
0($) + = a2()| = (3.13)

s2+v :

Proof. The proof is very close to that in [25]. We therefore give the sketch of the
proof. By the definition (2.14), we write

dqm(s) _/Bx(y,S)
ds as

m=0,1,2, 99 (s)

q(s)kmpdy+[x(y,s) kmpdy =1 +11.
Since the support of % is the set K/s < |y| < 2K /s (see (2.12)), using the
fact that ||g(s) || e < ca?

5@

(see (3.1)), we obtain

ax(y,s) s
|1] ff‘T |‘](S)||km|de§CA2€ 57O,

for K large enough.
For 11, we have by equation (2.2),

H=/x(y,S)ﬁq(s)kmpdy+/x(y,S)V(s)q(s)kmpdy

+ / X (v $) [B@(s)) + R(s) + N(q(s), )1 kmpdy = Ia+ Ib + Iic.

Since £ is self-adjoint on L2 and L(x (y, $)km) = (1=2)x (v, $}km 422G LU e, +

3’(% :5) QT ak’" — km), we obtain

lla = / LG kg )pdy = (1= 5 ) au(s) + OC A%,

where O(r) stands for a quantity whose absolute value is bounded precisely by r
and not Cr.
Recalling from part c) of Lemma B.1 that |V (y, s)| < f—,(l + |y|2) and from

(3.1) that |¢(y, 5)| < Clﬁv(l + |y[?), we derive

2

CA? 5
m=0,1, |lIb| < jexe (I + 1yP)lkmlpdy < ey
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For m = 2, using the second estimate in part ¢) of Lemma B.1, namely that
4
V(y,s) = hz(y) + O (%) with @ = min{a — 1, a} in the case (1.13)

and a = mm{a 1} in the case (1.14), simultaneously noting that f h%pdy =
[h3pdy = 64and 2 +a +v > 2 + 2v, we obtain

2 CA?
m=2, IIb=—- qz(s)—i-(?( 2+2v)

The bound for /lc already obtained from (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11). Adding all these
bounds and taking o6(A) large enough such that for all s > og(A), A%s™V +
AZs2tve=S < 1, we then have the conclusion. This ends the proof of Lemma
3.10. O

Step 2: Deriving conclusion i) of Proposition 3.5. Here we use Lemma 3.8 in
order to derive conclusion i) of Proposition 3.5. Indeed, from equation (2.7) and

-(.s)
q1+|yy|3
ing that for all s € [0,0 + 1], g(s) € Va(s),for A < A*and o > 59 > 01(A, 1¥)
(o7 is given in Lemma 3.8). The key estimate is to show that for s = o + A (or
s € [o,0 + A]if 0 = s0), these bounds are better than those defining V4(s), pro-
vided that A < A*(A). More precisely, we claim the following proposition which
directly follows 1) of Proposition 3.5:

and [|g,(s)]| oo , assum-
LOO

Proposition 3.11 (Control of g(s) by (qo, q1)(s) in Vs (s)). There exist Ay > 1
such that for each A > Ay, there exists 64(A) > 0 such that for each sy > 64(A),
we have the following properties:

— if (do, d1) is chosen so that (qo, q1)(s0) € \A/A (s0), where VA is introduced in
Proposition 3.5, and
— ifforall s € [sg, s1], q(s) € Va(s) for some s1 > sg, then: for all s € [so, s1],

2

A
Ige ()L = 52 (3.14)

A? q-(y,s)
— 243/2+0’

s)| < ,
2Ol < e [ThE],

Let us now derive the conclusion i) of Proposition 3.5 from Proposition 3.11, and
we then prove it later.

Proof of 1) of Proposition 3.5. Indeed, if g(s;) € dV4(s1), we see from (3.14) and
the definition of V4(s) given in Proposition 3.1 that the first two components of
g (s1) must be in BVA (s1), which is the conclusion of part i) of Proposition 3.5,
assuming Proposition 3.11 holds. O

We now give the proof of Proposition 3.11 in order to conclude the proof of
part i) of Proposition 3.5.



PERTURBED SEMILINEAR HEAT EQUATIONS 1295

Proof of Proposition 3.11. Note that the conclusion of this proposition is very sim-
ilar to [25, Proposition 3.7, page 157]. However, its proof is far from being an
adaptation of the proof given in the case of the semilinear heat equation treated
in [25] because of the difference of the definition of V4(s) and the presence of the
strong perturbation term. In fact, the argument given in [25] does not work here to
control |gz(s)| in this new situation, we use instead equation (3.13) to handle this
term.

Let A; > A be two positive numbers which will be fixed in term of A later.
It is enough to show that (3.14) holds in two cases: s —sg < A; and s — sg > A».
In both cases, we use Lemma 3.8 formula (2.7), and suppose A > A; > 0, 59 >
max{o2(A, A1), 02(A, A2), 06(A), 1}.

Case s — 59 < Ap: Since we have for all T € [sg, s], g(r) € Va(r), we apply
Lemma 3.8 with A and A* = Ay,and A = s — s9. From (2.7) and Lemma 3.8, we
have

” ( )” = l
q S o] —|— —.
e L — \/E

4

cC Cx q—(y,s)
< —
lg2(s)] =3 +'s2+v’ "1_%|y|3

Lo §3/2+e’
If we fix A = 2 log A and A large enough, then (3.14) is satisfied.

Case s —s¢p = Aj: Since we have forall T € [0, s],q(t) € Va(tr), we apply Lemma
38 with A,A = A* = Ay,0 = s — Ay. From (2.7) and Lemma 3.8, we have

Q—(yvs) C _M 2 _)\2
H1+|y|3 Lo 832 (1+4e7F 5 a%7),
C )
Ige($)llLee = — <1 + Ae*? 4 A%e I’2> .
s

To obtain (3.14), except for |g2(s)| which will be treated later, it is enough to have
A > 4C and

C (Aef%2 + A2e7A%> < g,
. 2
c (Ae*2 T Aze‘%) < AT

If we fix A, = log(A/8C) and take A large enough, we see that these requests are
satisfied. There follow the last two estimates in (3.14).

It remains to show that if g(s) € Va(s) for all s € [sg, s1] then |g2(s)| < S’f‘%

for all s € [sg, s1]. We proceed by contradiction, assume that for all s € [sg, $x),
2 2 . . 2

lg2(s)| < Sf‘ﬁ and |q2(sx)| = %. Considering the case g2 (s4) = —f‘—ﬂ, we have

Sy Sx

42 2
Bh(s.) < i( 4 ) Sl (3.15)
Sy

- ds si‘i’l)
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On the other hand, we have from (3.13),

2 C 242 —-C
/ p—
g (85) = -3 q2(8%) — 2= T

which contradicts (3.15) if we take A large enough.
Using the same argument in the case where g (s4) = ‘f‘—jv, we also have a con-
S

tradiction. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.11 and part i) of Proposition
3.5 too. O

Step 3: Deriving conclusion ii) of Proposition 3.5 We prove part ii) of Proposition
3.5 here. In order to prove this, we follow the ideas of [25] to show that for each

m € {0, 1} and each ¢t € {—1, 1}, if g, (1) = ;TAH, then ddig"(sl) has the opposite
Sl h

sign of % (S;%) (s1) so that (go, q1)(s1) actually leaves I7A at s for s; > s9
where so will be large enough. Indeed, from equation (3.12), we take A = 2C + 1.
If ¢ = 1, then % (s;) > 0 and if ¢ = —1, then %2 (s;) < 0. This implies that
(90, q1)(s1+1n) & 8\7A (s1 + 1) which yields conclusion ii) of Proposition 3.5.

3.3. Local in time solution of equation (2.2)

In the following, we find a local in time solution for equation (2.2).

Proposition 3.12 (Local in time solution of equation (2.2)). For all A > 1, there
exists 85(A) such that for all sg > §5(A), the following holds: For all (dy, dy) €
Dsy,, there exists smax(do, d1) > so such that equation (2.2) with initial data q(so)
given in (3.2) has a unique solution satisfying q(s) € Vay1(s) forall s € [so, Smax)-

Proof. Using the definition (2.1) of g and the equivalent formulation (1.17), we
see that the Cauchy problem (2.2) is equivalent to the Cauchy problem of equation
(1.12). Note that from the initial data for (1.12) is derived the initial data for (2.2)
at s = 5o given in (3.2), namely

1
T 71g(—logT) do +diz
Udgdy (¥) = : f@ |1+ (p—1)?
‘ p—1+ p4—pZ2
where f is definedin (1.3), 7T = e and z = ﬁ'
(o]

This initial data belongs to L°°(RR) which insures the local existence of u in
L*°(IR) (see the introduction). From part iii) of Lemma 3.3, we have gg4, 4, (s0) €
Va(s9) € Vat1(s0). Then there exists smax such that for all s € [sg, Smax), we have
q(s) € Va41(s). This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.12. O
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3.4. Deriving conclusion ii) of Theorem 1.2

In this subsection, we derive conclusion ii) of Theorem 1.2 using the previous sub-
sections. Although the derivation of the conclusion is the same as in [25], we would
like to give details of its proof for the reader’s convenience and to explain the two-
point strategy: reduction to a finite-dimensional problem and the conclusion ii) of
Theorem 1.2 using index theory.

Proof of ii) of Theorem 1.2. We first solve the finite-dimensional problem and show
the existence of A > 1, so > 0 and (dp, d1) € Dy, such that problem (2.2) with
initial data at s = 50, g4y,q4, (S0) given in (3.2) has a solution g (s) defined for all
s € [sg, +00) such that

q(s) € Va(s), Vs € [so, +00). (3.16)

For this purpose, let us take A > Aj and s9 > §3, where A and 83 are given
in Proposition 3.5; we will find the parameter (do, d1) in the set Dy, defined in
Lemma 3.3 such that (3.16) holds. We proceed by contradiction and assume from
iii) of Lemma 3.3 that for all (do, d1) € Ds,, there exists s« (do, d1) > so such that
qdo.d, (s) € Va(s) forall s € [so, s«] and gq,,q, (s+) € 9Va(s«). Applying Proposi-
tion 3.5, we see that g4, 4, (sx) can leave V4(s4) only by its first two components,
hence,

(40> q1)(5%) € DV a(s4),

(see Proposition 3.1 for the definition of VA). Therefore, we can define the follow-
ing function:

® : Dy 0([—1,11%
14+v

S
(do, d1) — *A

(qo, q1)(sx).

Since ¢ (y, so) is continuous in (dy, d;) (see Lemma 3.3), we have that (qg, q1)(s)
is continuous with respect to (dp, di, s). Then using the transversality property of
(90, ¢1) on 0 VA (part ii) of Proposition 3.5), we claim that s, (dp, d1) is continuous.
Therefore, ® is continuous.

If we manage to prove that @ is of degree one on the boundary, then we have a
contradiction from the degree theory. Let us prove that. From Lemma 3.3, we see
that if (do, d1) is on the boundary of Dy, then

(40, 1) (s0) € 8Va(s0), and q(s0) € Va(so),

where the statement g(s) € V(s) holds with strict inequalities for ¢z, g— and g..
Using again ii) of Proposition 3.5, we see that g (s) can leave V4(s) at s = 59, hence
s+« = so. Using iii) of Lemma 3.3, we have that the restriction of @ to the boundary
is of degree 1. This gives us a contradiction (by the index theory). Thus, there exists
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(do, d1) € Dy, such that for all s > 50, ggy,4,(s) € Va(s), which is the conclusion
(3.16).
Since ggy,q, (s) satisfies (3.16), we use the parabolic estimate in Proposition

3.4, the transformations (2.1) and (1.17) and the fact that @ =1+ O(s~™%) with
a > 0to derive estimate (1.22). This concludes the proof of ii) of Theorem 1.2. [

3.5. Deriving conclusion iii) of Theorem 1.2

We give the proof of part iii) of Theorem 1.2 in this subsection. We consider u (¢)
solution of equation (1.12) which blows-up in finite time 7" > 0 at only one blow-up
point x = 0 and satisfies (1.22). Adapting the techniques used by Merle in [22] to
equation (1.12) without the perturbation (2 = 0), we show the existence of a profile
ux € C(R\ {0}, R) such that u(x, ) — u4(x) as ¢t — T uniformly on compact
subsets of R \ {0}, where u, is given in iii) of Theorem 1.2. Note that Zaag [34],
Masmoudi and Zaag [21] successfully applied these techniques to equation (1.10).
Since the proof is very similar to that written in [34] and [21], and no new idea is
needed, we just give the key argument and kindly refer the reader to see [34, Section
4] for details.

For each xg € R\ {0} small enough, we define for all (£, 7) e Rx [— Tt_(fgzo) , 1)

the following function:

1

v(x0,§,7) = (T = 1(x0)) " u(xo +&vT —1(x0), t(x0) + (T = 1(x0))7), (3.17)

where 7 (xp) is uniquely defined by

xo| = Koy/(T — 1 (x0)) | log(T — (x0))], (3.18)

with Ko > O to be fixed large enough later.
Note that v blows up at time T = 1 at only one blow-up point xo = 0. From
(1.12) and (3.17), we see that v(xp, &, T) satisfies the following equation: for all

‘EE[ 1(xo) 1),

T T—t(x0)’

ad _r_ __L

== Acv+ ol o (T =) TTA (T = 10) 7 Tv). (3.19)
T

From estimate (1.22), the definition (3.17) of v and (3.18), we have the following:

C
| log(T — 1 (x0))|2

sup [v(xo, &,0) — f(Ko)| < — 0 as xg— 0,

1
& 1<[log(T—1(x0))| 2

where f is given in (1.3).
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Using the continuity with respect to initial data for equation (1.12) (also for
equation (3.19)) associated to a space-localization in the ball B(0, |§| < |log(T —

t(x0))| %), it is showed in [34, Section 4] that

sup [u(x0, &, ) — fxo(T)] < €(x0) = 0 as xg — 0,
€l <|Tog(T 1 (xo))] % .0<r <1

N 1
where fx,(t) =«x(1 — 7+ %K&)_ﬁ.
Then letting T — 1 and using the definition (3.17) of v, we have
1
us(xo) = limT u(x, ')y = (T —t(x0)) 77 lim v(xo, 0, 7)
t'— T—

1

~ (T —t(xp)) 71 f](o(l) as xo — 0.

From (3.18), we have

1

(T — t(x0)) 7T ~ _ ) as xo — 0.
2K§|10gx0|

Hence,

1
8p|log xo| -1
~|—— as — 0,
=(x0) ((P—1)2|x0|2 o

which is the conclusion iii) of Theorem 1.2 and completes the proof of Theorem
1.2.

Appendix
A. Some elementary lemmas

We claim the following:

Lemma A.l. Let ¢ € (0, p], there exist C = C(a, p,u, M) > 0 and so =
so(a, €) > 0 such that for all s > sg,

i) if h is given by (1.13),

_p=Jjs

j=0,1, e »r-t

h (eﬁw)‘ <Cs™“ (lep_j + 1),

i) if h is given by (1.14),

3. o Gy (- _ _
Ze =1 |lw|/ ’h J (el’*lw>‘ < Cs7(lw|? + |w|P~%).
=0
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Proof. We see that the proof directly follows from the following key estimate:

C
< —(wlf+1), Vs=>so(a,e). (A.1)
log? (2+ e w2> $

2

.
Indeed, considering the case w~e?-1 > 4, we have

lw|® N Clwl®
<

log® (2 + er T wz)  log® <4eﬁ+1)

= )

sll

while in the case w2e?—T < 4 it follows that

ES

< <Ce r 1T <Cs™“
ot (24 cFu7)  PED)

lwl® lwl|®

This concludes the proof of (A.1) and the proof of Lemma A.1 also. O

The following lemma shows the existence of solutions of the associated ODE
of equation (1.18):

Lemma A.2. Let ¢ be a positive solution of the following ordinary differential
equation:
o, =—L1 4¢P e 7Tk (eﬁqb). (A2)
p —_

Then as s — +00, ¢(s) = k and

__1 1
() =kl +n,(s)) 77T, where n4(s) =0 (s_a) . (A3)
IFh(x) = Mk)g;'%j;), then for all k € N,
+00 ps—T Co k bj 1
]:

where Co = 1 (251)" and by = (~1)/ T/ (@ + ).

Proof. See [26, Lemma A 2]. ]
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B. Proof of Lemma 3.2

In this appendix, we give the proof of Lemma 3.2. The proof follows from the tech-
niques of Bricmont and Kupiainen [5] with some additional care, since we have a
different profile function ¢ defined in (2.1), and since we give the explicit depen-
dence of the bounds in terms of all the components of initial data. As mentioned
early, the proof relies mainly on the understanding of the behavior of the kernel
K(s, 0, y,x) (see (2.8)). This behavior follows from a perturbation method around
e6=9L(y s), where the kernel of ¢~ is given by Mehler’s formula:

. e! (ye—l/Z —)C)2
e (y,x): \/WT_I)CXP —m . (Bl)

By definition (2.8) of &, we use a Feynman-Kac representation for A:
IC(S, .y, .X') — e(S—U)ﬁ(y’ X) / d,Uf;;U((,())efos_” V(a)(f),o“-‘rf)d‘[’ (BZ)

where d ,w;;o is the oscillator measure on the continuous paths w : [0, s — o] —
R with w(0) = x, w(s — o) = y, i.e., the Gaussian probability measure with
covariance kernel

I'(r,7") = wo()wo(t")

42 (6*%|T*‘f/| N ef%qutr’\ _‘_ef%\Z(sfaH»rfr/l B e7%|2($7o)7r7r/|>

which yields fduyx (1) = wo(1), with

w0(1) = (sinh((s — )/2))”" (y sinh () -+ sinh (¥>) |

In view of (B.2), we can consider the expression for K as a perturbation of e =)£ .

Since our profile ¢ defined in (2.1) is different from the one defined in [5], we have
here a potential V defined in (2.3) which is different as well. Thus, we first estimate
the potential V', then we restate some basic properties of the kernel .

Lemma B.1 (Estimates on the potential V). For s large enough, we have

a) V(y,s) < o < witha' = min{a, 1}.

b) | L] < <S5 form =0,1,2.

O Vo)l = SA+ P, V) = =28 + V(y,s), where [V(y, s)| =
@ (1+|y‘ )—1—0 ( ) in the case (1.13) and |V(y s)| = <1+s|2y| )—1—0 (%)

in the case (1.14). In particular, in both cases |V(y, s)| < , where
a = min{a — 1, 1} in the case (1.13) and a = min{a, 1} in the case (1.14).
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Proof. a) From the definition (2.3) of V, we see that
V(.9 = ple© 97 =k e n (779

where 1 is defined in (2.3). From Lemma A.2, we have

p—1 p—1 p—1 —1 1 e C
90,5 —k" =« (I +na(s)"" {1+ 5— -1 =—.
2ps

sa

Since |¢| is bounded, Lemma A.1 yields : ‘e‘sh/ (eﬁ(pﬂ < ’STC, This concludes
part a).
b) We introduce W (z, s) = V(y,s) with z = y . In order to derive part b),

SI

it is enough to show that | d Wi < Cform =0,1, 2 which follows easily from
Lemma A.1 and the followmg key estimate

0f@ _  zf@
3z 2p(l+cpz2)’
where f and ¢, are defined in (1.3).
c¢) Since |V (y,s)| < C forall y € R and s > 1, considering the cases |y| <
/s, then |y| > /s, we directly see that the first estimate follows from the second.
Hence, we only prove the second. To do so, we introduce W(Z ,8) = V(y,s) with

Z = # By the definition (2.1) and by a direct calculation, we find that

_ do(Z,s)\*
_ _ _ p—3 ki
=p(p—D(p—2)p (Z,s)( 17 )

p 2
Fre” TR (e7T9(Z.5)) (L(Z’S»

d*W(Z,s)
dZz2

dz

_(p=2s s d2 Z,
+| p(p— DP~X(Z,5) +1e R (gp—l(p(z’s)) M
dz?
Applying Lemma A.1 with ¢ = £ ~1 , we see that
N . p—3 p—3— ,
d22 C(§0 (Z,s) +19p b= (Z,s)) (7dZ )
-1 d*p(Z,
+C((pp_2(Z,s)—|—l<pp_2_pT(Z,s)) d"9(Z.5) Vs > 5.
dz?
From the definition (2.1) of ¢, we note that j—g = _% FP(Z), where ¢, = 174_;1

;

and F(Z) =k(1+c,Z) »-T,and derive

do(Z. p=3=tr
o(Z, 5)P~ 3——( ");Z ”) _C<F+2L> F2r <2cC,
ps
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and
—1
Loz, ozt
oz, yp 2 | LWL o (py K F2 <2C.
dz? 2ps
d2W(Z.s) | -
Hence, |18 bounded for all Z € [0, +o00) and for all s > s9. Then, by a

Taylor expansion, we have

AW (0, s)

A CZ?> VZ €[0,400), Vs > sp.

‘W(z, s)—W(Q,s)—Z

From the definition (2.1) of ¢ and from Lemma A.2, we have

wo,s =L | (1+L)p_1—1 n Sh’( pil(¢+i))
S S p—=1| U410 2ps re ¢ 2ps
L p () et 1
=2 p—l<1+na(s))+le h( 1¢>+O< a+l>+o<s2>'

Recalling from Lemma A .2 that 1, (s) = O <%) , this immediately yields W (0, s) =

2s + 0O ( ) + O ( ) in the case (1.13). In the case (1.14), we obtain by a direct
calculation,

p Na(s) —spr (5
'_p—1<1+na(S)>+w h<€ 1¢>‘

_ | p _ G LY_o( L
_' (P — D + 74()) (”“(s) sa>‘+0<sa+1>‘0<sa+1>'

In the last estimate, we used that fact that ., (s) = % +0 (YHL] ) in the case (1.14)

(see Lemma A .2). Hence, W (0, s) = 2s + O < a+1> +0O ( ) in the case (1.14).

For % , we use Lemmas A.l1 and A.2 to derive

p—2 s P
oweo,s) 1 LR RS = N S
0Z 4(1 +14(8)) 2ps 4p 2ps
pvolz)rol’)
Returning to V, we conclude part c). This ends the proof of Lemma B.1. O

In what follows, we denote f FOgy)p(y)dy by (f, g) and write x (v, s) =
x (s) (x is defined in (2.12)). Let us now recall some basic properties of the kernel
IC stated in [5]:
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Lemma B.2 (Bricmont and Kupiainen [5]). For all s > o > max{sg, 1} with
s < 20 and sq given in Lemma A.1, for all (y, x) € R?,

a) |K(s,0,y,x)| < Ce~E(y, x).
b) K(s, 0, y,x) = e~ D%(y, x) (1 + Pa(y, x) + Py(y, x)), where
C(s—o
|P2(y, x)| < %)(1 + Iyl + 1x)?,
Cs—0o)(l+s—o0)

and |Py(y, x)| < . A+ Iyl +Ixh*.

Moreover, ‘<k2, (IC(S, o) — (%)2) h2> W

1, 1} in the case (1.13) and a = min{a, 1} in the case (1.14).
_(s—0)

o) IKGs, o)1 — x)llpe < Ce 7
Proof. a) From part a) of Lemma B.1 and the definition (B.2) of /C, we have

, with a = min{a —

=

|’C(S, o, y’x)| < e(x—o’)ﬁ(y’x)fdM;;J(w)efg_a Clo+1t) %dt
— o)L - s—0 ) L
< Ce5—0) (y,x)/dM;xU(a)) < Cels—) (y, X),

since s < 20 and du’ 7 is a probability.

b) The proof is exactly the same as the corresponding one written in [5]. Al-
though there is the difference of V (y, s) given in part ¢) of Lemma B.1, this change
does not affect the argument given in [5]. For that reason, we refer the reader
to [5, Lemma 5, page 555] for details of the proof.

¢) Our potential V given in (2.3) has the same behavior as the potential in [5]

for b and s large (see (2.11)). For that reason, we refer to [5, Lemma, page 559]

s

for its proof. 0

Before going to the proof of Lemma 3.2, we would like to state some basic
estimates which will be used frequently in the proof.

Lemma B.3. For K large enough, we have the following estimates:

a) For any polynomial P,
/P(Y)l{lyIZKﬁ}P(Y)dy <C(P)e". (B.3)

b) Let p > 0and |f(x)| < (1 + |x|)?, then
1 fY()] < Ce' (1 + e 2y])P. (B4)

Proof. 1) follows from a direct calculation. ii) follows from the explicit expression
(B.1) by a simple change of variable. O
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Let us now give the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We consider A > 0, let o9 > A, 0 > 0¢ and V(o) satisfying
(3.5). We want to estimate some components of 6(y, s) = K(s, o)y (o) for each
s € [o,0 + A]. Since o0 > op > A, we have

o <s <20. (B.5)

Therefore, up to a multiplying constant, any power of any t € [o, s] will be
bounded systematically by the same power of s.
a) Estimate of 0: We first write

02(5) = (ko X (K (5. 0) ¥ (@)
= %7 22(0) + (k2. (X(5) = X (@)oY (@)
+ <k2, x($)(K(s,0) — 02s*2)1#(0)> = 025 2Yy(0) + Ib + 1Ib.

To bound Ib, we write ¥ (x, o) = 212:0 Y (o)h(x) + ””I‘Jr(";g) 1+ |x|3) + Y. (x,0)

and use (B.3) to derive

‘W—(x,a)
L+ x|,

b < C(s —0)e ™S 0’s™ (Z|¢(a>|+

=0

+ IIWe(U)IILOO> :

For IIb, we write
2
IIb = Z (kg, x($)(K(s,0) — azs_z)hl> Vi (o)
=0

+ (k2. 1) (K, 0) = 025Dy (o)
+ <kz, X () (K(s,0) — st_z)lﬁe(o)> = IIb.1 + IIb.2 + 1Ib.3.

Let us bound 71b.1. For [ = 2, we already get from part b) of Lemma B.2 and (B.3)
that
_ Cs—o)l+s—0)
(k2. XY K5, 0) = 025 ) va(o)| = e [V2(0)l.

witha > 0.
For/ =0or1,weuseb)of LemmaB.2,(B.4),(B.3) and the fact that (k», h;) =
0 and e® =% hy = ¢1=1/DE=p o find that

(k2 x ) K5,0) =2 D)) < {ka x9) (K5, 0) =0 ) i) [ @)
(k2,1 5) (0 =027 ) 1w o)
=Cls—0) (s +¢ ™) (o))

C —
(s €529 o)1,
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This yields
C(s —0) &
1Ib.1| < ———3 " [¥(@)].
1=0

y-_(x,0)
1+x?

If we write Y_(x,0) = 1+ ]x |3) and use the same arguments as for/ = 0,

we obtain
|IIb.2| <

C(s —o0) H Y_(x,0)
s 1+ |x]?

LOO
For I1b.3, we write

1163 = (ka, x(5) (K5, 0) = =) (@)
+ (k2. 1) (¢°77F = 1) Ye(@) + (k2 x )1 = 027D (@))

Using (B.3), we bound the last term by C (s — 0)e ™7 || (0) ||z < C(s — o)e™/?
|1¥e (o)l Lo from (B.S). For the second term, we write e =4 —1 = (777 dt Le™F
and use the fact that
_M _ (},671/27'V)2 5
sup e AT < e (B.6)
IYI<2K /s, |x|=K /o

for K large enough, then it is also bounded by C(s — o)e™* || (0)| L. For the
first term, we use b) of Lemma B.2, (B.4) and again (B.6) to bound it by C(s —
0)s e || Yo (o) | Lo . This yields

b3 < C(s — 0)e ||y (0) || .

Collecting all these bounds yields the bound for 6, (s) as stated in (3.6).
b) Estimate of 6_: By definition,

2
0_(y.8) = P_[x(5)K(s,0)¥ (0)] = sz(o)P_ [x(K(s,0)h]
=0
+P_[x()K(s,0)¥—(0)] + P_[x ()K(s, 0)¥e(0)] := Ic+Hc+1lc.

In order to bound /¢, we write IC(s, o) = K (s, o) — e L 4 ¢6=9L then we use
the fact that =)L, = (1-1/DG-0)p, part b) of Lemma B.2 and (B 4) to derive
forl =0,1,2,

(K5, = =AYy | = |~ Py 4 Py |

50 (g — 241
< Ce (S G) (1+e—(s—o’)/2|y|)
s
Ce’ %(s—o)(1+s—o0) <1+€7(S70)/2|y|>4+1

+ 2
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On the support of x (s), namely when |y| < 2K /s, we can bound sTk2|y |k by C
for k € N. Then, from the easy-to-check fact that

if [fO)<m(1+1y1%), then P_[fMI<Cm(1+yP), (BT
we obtain

=01, P [Yi(@)x($)K(s, )i — Yi(@)e =D (e )y |

CS—C' _ 1 _
Lol GS)( 57D 4 P,

and

P-[12(0) (5K (s, )z = Y2(0)e =D (x (9)h)
- Ce¥ %@ —o)1+s—o0)
B Vs
Since P_(h;) =0 and |(1 — x(y, s)hi(y)| < Cs—3/2H/2(1 + |y|?), we have

(1 + 1yP)[¥2(0)l.

§—o

—o)(1— Ce
1=0.1,2, (@) PP [y m(m]| = S @11+ 1yP).
Hence,

Ce* ™7 ((s — 0)>+1)

(1o (@) + 191 + V512 @)]) (1 + Iy ).

[Ic| <

To bound 1 1¢, we use a) of Lemma B.2 and the definition (B.1) of ¢®~9)£ to write

H X, )K(s,0)Ye(x,0)
1+(yl3

<Ce" 7Y (0) L
LOO
1 (},e—(s—a)/27X)2
X sup e 2 4l—e=G=o)) (1—|—|y|3)71
[YI<2K /s, |x[>K /o

_JCsT R Ie@)l i s—o <s,
T Ce Vel if s—o sy
for a suitable constant s..
Exploiting again (B.7), we obtain the bound on this term which can be written

as
1[11c| < Cs™32e=6=9 |y (o)l 1o (1 + |y]?) for o large enough.

We still have to consider //c. In order to bound this term, we proceed as in [5]. We
write

/C(s,o*)w_(cr)=/ dxe (s, 0) (-, x) f(x) = /de(-,x)E(-,x)f(x), (B.8)
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2
where f(x) = e~ /*y_(x,0) and
esfaex2/4 (et 6m0)/2_y)2
N(y, X) — e 4(1—e—(5—0)) ,

Var (1l — e~ 6-0)

E(y,x) = / d,LLsy;U (a))ef()s_” V(w(f),o'-l-r)dt.

Let fO = fandform > 1, fC"D(y) = f_yoodxf(_’”)(x), then we have the
following:

Lemma B 4. |f(—m)(y)| <C H ‘ﬁljr(l);li)

Lo a1+ |y|)(3_m)e_y2/4f0rm <3.

Proof. See [5, Lemma 6, page 557]. O

We now rewrite (B.8) by integrating by parts as follows:

2
K@, o)) = Y (=D / dxd N (y, )0 E(y, ) 1D (o)
=0 (B.9)

+/dxaiN(y,x)E(y,x)f—3(x).

From the definition of N(y, x), we have for/ =0, 1, 2, 3,
BLN (v, ) < Ce™!6=2(1 4 1y] + x40~ E(y, ).

Now using the integration by parts formula for Gaussian measures to write
1 §—0 ps—0O
B ) = 5./(; ./(; drd7'a,(z, ') / dpy " (@)V'(o(t), 0 + 1)
Viw(t), o +1te o Tdt"V(w(@"),o+1")

1 S§—0 ) S—0 " " "
+ 5/ dtd, I (t, f)/du;;”(w)v”(w(r),a 4 )edo T ATV @) 047"
0

d"V(y,s)

dym
form =0, 1, 2. Since s < 20, this yields fosfa V(w(t),o + t)dt < C. Because
dpy? is a probability, we then obtain

C
S sm/2

Recalling from Lemma B.1 that V(y, s) < % with @’ > 0 and )

C
|E(y,x)] <C and [0xE(y,x)| < ?(S —o)d+s—0o)(|yl+ |x]).
Substituting all these bounds into (B.9), then using (B.4), Lemma B 4, the fact that
sTis—0)1+s—0) <e 3279 forg large and then (B.7), we derive

1//_(x,0') 3
1+|X|3 Loo(1+|y| )

Collecting all the bounds for Ic, IIc and Illc, we obtain the bound (3.7).

|llc| < Ce=©—0)/2
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c) Estimate for 6,: By definition, we write
Oc(y,5) = (1 — x (3, DK (s, 0)Y(0) = (1 — x (3, )D)K(s, 0) (Yp(0) + Ve (0)) .
Using ¢) of Lemma B .2, we have

11— x (3, )K(s, 0o (@)L < Ce™ O™y (0)| oo

It remains to bound (1 — x (y, $))/C(s, o)y (o). To this end, we write

Y- (x

Yp(x, 0) = sz<a)hl(x)+ ||3( + Ix[?),

then we use y (x, 0)|x|k < Co*? < Cs*/? for k € N, and a) of Lemma B.2 to
derive

2
11 = x (s K5, )Y (x, )l < Ce*™° Zsl/zwz(on

V-(x,0)

4+ Cet 3/2
1+ |x]3

This yields the bound (3.8) and concludes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

C. Proof of Lemma 3.9

We give the proof of Lemma 3.9 here.

Proof of Lemma 3.9. 1) From the definition (2.4) of B, we use a Taylor expansion
and the boundedness of |¢| and |g| to find that

X (©)Bq(0)] < Clg(m* and |B(q(1))| < Clg(n)]”, (C.D

where p’ = min{2, p}.
(Since we have the same definition of B as in [25], we do not give the proof of
(C.1) and kindly refer the reader to Lemma 3.15, page 168 of [25] for its proof.)
Using (C.1) and (3.1), we have

C A% CA*
X@B@E) = 5 (14191 + 5 (14 1Y), (C2)

From (C.2), we then derive form =0, 1, 2,

C A%
|By(7)| = ’/X(T)B(Q(T))kmpdy < oo (C3)
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Since B_(y, 1) = x(t)B(q(r)) — Zizo By, (t)h;;, (y), we have from (C.2) and
(C3),

2

Y Bu(@hu(y)

‘B—(y,r) <'X(T)B(CI(T)) m=0
1+ |y 1+ |y 1+ |y
>
hon (y)
_ cat o cat o =
<XO| g (L D)+ 2 U DD i |

If we use |y|l)((y, 1) < Ct%forl € N, and | Z,ano hm()] < C(1 + |y]?), then
we obtain
cA*

B_(y, 1)
= 13/242%"

L+ 1y?

LOO
Using the second estimates in (C.1) and (3.1), we obviously obtain || B(7)| > <

C;:)if’ which yields || B¢ (7)||Le < Cf’:;f) . This ends the proof of part i).

ii) From the definition (2.5) of R, we write ¢(y,7) = 229 (y, 7) and
R(y.1) = ©2 0 + G.where (v, ) = f () + 7 and

y )
oy, T)=—01+A19—5V1?——1+19p, (C4)
p—
! ?\? =pT T
Gy, )= —219 - fﬁp + ¢?f <—) + ei’ilh <6P‘ ?0) . (C5)
K K K K

The conclusion of part ii) is a direct consequence of the following:
Lemma C.1. There exists o7 > 0 such that for all T > o7, we have

1) (Estimates on Q)

C C
m=0,1,10m(@| < 5. 1020 <,
T T

‘ 0 (y,7)

(6X0)
L+ 1y ©0

C
<=, 1Qc(MllL> =

C
oo T JT
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ii) (Estimates on G)

G_-(y,7)

C C
1+|y|3 /7||G (T)”LOO<_ (C7)

m=0,1,2, |Gm(f)| =

-L—H-a’ ’

wherea' =a > 1 inthe case (1.13)anda’ = a + 1 > 1 in the case (1.14).

Proof. 1) See [5, page 563]. For part ii), one can see that it is a direct consequence
of the following:

c c 5
Gr.ol= - and XG0l < 5 (1+ ). (€CH)

By the definition of G,,, G_ and G,, part ii) simply follows from (C.8). By the
linearity, this also concludes the proof of part ii) of Lemma 3.9.

Let us now give the proof of (C.8). For the first estimate, we use the definition

(C.5) of G,Lemmas A.1 and A .2,
=y (eP ldw)‘ < £
K - a

For the second estimate in (C.8), we use the fact that ¢ satisfies (1.20) and write

¢r!

1 —
kPl

Gy, )] < —' i +
K K

o)

G(y, 1) = ﬁd) (KP 1 ¢p71)(Kpfl _ ﬁpfl)

-I—e_% [h <eﬁ@> —h (eﬁ(p i|
K

D\ et T = A A
+<1——>€ ,f—lh(epfld)) =G+ G+G.
K

Noting that ¥ (y, t) = « ( h‘f;}r’) +0 (Iyl )) uniformly for y € Rand t > 1,

1
—1

and recalling from Lemma A.2 that ¢(t) = «(1 + na(t)) P
O(r~%), then using a Taylor expansion, we derive

A _ ¢na(r) [ ha(y) Iy

Gy, 1) = T+ 1.(0) <4pt +O<7>),

~ T h 4
o= o (79) (52 0 (%))
A — LT _T_ h 4
0.0 = Fn(76) (22 0 (1))

where n,(t) =
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This yields the second estimate in (C.8) in the case (1.13). If 4 is given by (1.14),
we have furthermore

dna(T) P _s s
DN W T+ ¢ TR T )
I+ nq(7)
¢ 7 C 2C
< | — <
- ‘1 + na(T) (%) + ratl — pl+a’

log® (2 + e%qﬁz(r))

which yields the second estimate in (C.8) in the case (1.14). This concludes the
proof of (C.8) and the proof of part ii) of Lemma 3.9 also. O

iii) From the definition (2.6) of N, we use a Taylor expansion for N to find that
in the case (1.13),

N@(@).7) = e (77 (@(0) +619(x) g(1) with 61 € [0,1],

and in the case (1.14),

_ (=2t 7 T 2 .
N@@),t)=e 7T h (el’*l(qb(t)+92q(r)))q (r) with 6 € [0, 1].

Since ¢(t) — k and ||g(7)]Lo®) — 0 as T — 400, this implies that there exists
79 large enough such that % < |p(r) +6iq(v)] < 37*" forall t > 19 and y € R.

Then by Lemma A.1, we have |N(g (), 7)| < %‘{zlﬁ where 8 = 1 in the case (1.13)
and B = 2 in the case (1.14), which implies part iii) of Lemma 3.9. This concludes
the proof of Lemma 3.9. O]
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