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The WKB method and geometric instability for
non linear Schrodinger equations on surfaces

Laurent Thomann

1 Introduction

Let (M,g) be a Riemannian surface (i.e. a Riemannian manifold of dimen-
sion 2), orientable or not. We assume that M is either compact or a compact
perturbation of the euclidian space, so that the Sobolev embeddings are true.
Consider A = A, the Laplace-Beltrami operator. In this paper we are inter-
ested in constructing WKB approximations for the non linear cubic Schrédinger
equation

i&tu(t, Z‘) + Au(t’x) — 6|u|2u(t, l‘), c— 41
{ u(0,7) = ug(z) € H? (M) (1.1)

that is, given a small parameter 0 < h < 1 and an integer N, functions uy (h)
satisfying

iatuN(h) + AUN(h) = 6|UN(h)|2uN(h) + RN(h) (1.2)
with ||UN(h)||Ha ~ 1 and ||RN(h)||Ha S CNhN.
Here h is introduced so that ux(h) oscillates with frequency ~ %
These approximate solutions to [I) will lead to some instability properties in
the following sense (where h~! will play the role of n):

DEFINITION 1.1 We say that the Cauchy problem (L) is unstable near 0 in
He (M), if for all C > 0 there exist times t, — 0 and uy p,u2, € H(M)
solutions of {L1) so that

[urn O oary, 2 (OWoary < C
[w1,0(0) = u2,n(0)|| e (ary —> O
>

. 1
linsup [u1,0(tn) — w2n(ta)lroy 2 5C
when n — +00.

This means that the problem is not uniformly well posed, if we refer to the
following definition:

DEFINITION 1.2 Let 0 € R. Denote by Br,, the ball of radius R in H°. We
say that the Cauchy problem () if uniformly well posed in H® if the flow map

ug € Bro N HY (M) — ®4(up) € H° (M)

is uniformly continuous for any t.
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We now state our instability result:
PROPOSITION 1.3 Let 0 < 0 < i, and assume that M has a stable and non
degenerated periodic geodesic (see Assumptions[I] and LA ), then the Cauchy
problem (L)) is not uniformly well-posed.

This problem is motivated by the following results: In [B], N. Burq, P. Gérard
and N. Tzvetkov show that (ICT)) is unstable on the sphere S? for 0 < o < 1. In
fact they construct solutions of ([Tl) of the form

WS (t, ) = ket (i, (@) + 1 (t, 2)) (1.3)

where 0 < k < 1, ¢, = (x1 + ix2)™ is a spherical harmonic which concentrates
on the equator of the sphere when n — +o00 and where 7, is an error term
which is small. To obtain instability, they consider k,, — &, then

[41,(0) = 2,0 (0) | o (s2) S |K" = K[ — 0

but

’ Sy K ; K,l
sy (tn) = iy (tn)llrre (s2) 2 Kl — e | — 26

with a suitable choice of ¢,, — 0.

We follow this strategy but as the surface is not rotation invariant, the ansatz
will be more complicated than ([C3).

This result is sharp, because in [4] they show that ([IT]) is uniformly well posed
on S? when o > i.

On the other hand, in [2] J. Bourgain shows that ([l) is uniformly well posed
on the rational thorus T? when o > 0.

These results show how the geometry of M can lead to instability fot the equa-
tion ([CII). Therefore it seems reasonable to obtain a result like Proposition [3
with purely geometric assumptions.

We first make the following assumption on M:

ASSUMPTION 1.4 The manifold M has a periodic geodesic.

Denote by 7 such a geodesic, then there exists a system of coordinates (r,s)
near v, say for (r,s) € —rg, ro[xS!, called Fermi coordinates such that (see [,
p. 80)

(i) The curve r = 0 is the geodesic v parametrized by arclength and

(ii) The curves s = constant are geodesics parametrized by arclength. The
curves r = constant meet these curves orthogonally .

(iii) In this system the metric writes

g:<(1) a%g,r))'



We set the length of v equal to 27. Denote by R(r,s) the Gauss curvature at
(r,s), then a is the unique solution of

3%a

54 + R(r,s)a=0
o (1.4)
a(0,s) = 1,22(0,s) = 0.

The initial conditions traduce the fact that the curve r = 0 is a unit-speed
geodesic. In these coordinates the Laplace-Beltrami operator is

R T gy = Lo (L 1
A= \/@dlv( detg g V)—aas(aas)—i—aar(a&,).

A function on M, defined locally near 7, can be identified with a function of
[0, 27] x| — 79, o[ such that

V(s,r) € (0,27 x] — ro,m0[  f(s4 2m,7) = f(s,wr)

where w = 1 if M is orientable and w = —1 if M is not. Define
1
wy = §(w—l) € {-1,0}. (1.5)

From (4l we deduce that a admits the Taylor expansion
1
a=1- iR(S)’/’Q + Ra(s)r® + -+ Ry(s)r? + o(rP), (1.6)
and as a(s + 2m,r) = a(s,wr), we deduce R(s + 2m) = R(s) and for all j > 3,

Rj(s +2m) = wR;(s).
Let po = a—1202 + p? be the principal symbol of A, and

8 8
Get)=F2 =2 o) = —F2 = ~0.(G)0?
Gr)=3=2.  Go)=-F =0k (17

(0) = sg, 0(0) =09, 7(0) =170, p(0) = po,

V)

its associated hamiltonian system, where pa = pa(s(t),r(t),o(t), p(t)). The
system (L) admits a unique solution and defines the hamiltonian fow

®; : (50, 00,70, po) = (s(1),0(2), 7(t), p(1))-

The curve I' = {(s(t) = t,0(t) = 1/2,7(t) = 0, p(t) = 0),t € [0, 2]} is solution
of (L) and its projection in the (7, s) space is the curve 7. Now denote by ¢ the
Poincaré map associated to the trajectory I' and to the hyperplane ¥ = {s = 0}.
There exists a neighborhood N of (¢ = 1/2,7 = 0, p = 0) such that the following
makes sense: solve the system (7)) with the initial conditions (0, o, 70, po) €
{0} x / and let T be such that s(T") = 2m, then ¢ is the application

¢ : (ro, po) — (r(T), p(T)).

Moreover, the Poincaré map is continuously differentiable (see [I0] p. 193). To
obtain its differential d¢(0,0) at (0,0), we linearize the system () about the
orbit I', i.e.

£s(t) =20, £o(t)=0
{ %r(’f) =2p, %p(t) = —1R(s(t))r, (1.8)



then o = 1, s(t) =t and

i(5)=(re 0)(5) a9

Hence the application d¢(0,0) is

d¢(0,0) : (ro, po) — (r(2m), p(2m)),

where (r, p) solve (LH). As d¢(0,0) is symplectic, it admits two eigenvalues p
and p~! that are called the characteristic multipliers of the system (). We
add the following assumption on 7, which can be formulated in terms of the
eigenvalues of d¢(0,0):

ASSUMPTION 1.5 The geodesic v is stable, i.e. d¢(0,0) is a rotation. Then the
multipliers take the form p = ¢ and p=t = e with A € R. We assume
moreover that there exist T, > 0 such that

I
(@)™

where |(p,q)| = |p| + |q|. When this condition is fulfilled, we say that v is non
degenerated.

A
Y(p,q) € Z x N Ip—q;| > (1.10)

REMARK 1.6 Almost every A € R satisfies (LIO) with 7 > 1. This is an easy
consequence of [ p. 159, e.g.

Notice that the function r which satisfies (L3 is solution of
i(s) + R(s)y(s) = 0. (1.11)

Consider ag the solution of [T with initial conditions ag(0) = 1 and ao(0) = 3.
Then, from the Floquet theory, there exists a 2m-periodic function P so that

ap(s) = ei%SP(s)
(or ap(s) = exp (—i%s)P(s), but A can be replaced with —\).
Here, and in all the paper we denote by f = % f if f is differentiable. This
notation is motived by the fact that s will play the role of a time variable (see
section B).

In order to prove Proposition [[3 we construct stationnary approximate solu-
tions of ([l), as stated in the following Theorem

THEOREM 1.7 Assume [T and A Let h €]0,1] such that + € N, let k,0 >0
and k € N. Let X be given by Assumption A and wy by [CH).

Define Eo(k) = — =X+ $k(wi — 2) and § = kh?.

Then for all N € N, there exist An(k) € R and a family un(h) such that

C16 < |lun ()| z2(ary < C20 with C1,Cy > 0 independent of N and h, and

—Aun(h) = Ay (k)un () — elun (B)Pun (h) + BN gn (h) (1.12)



with for all N € N
RN g (W) g oy S BV

~

Moreover 1 5 1
_ L2 Yy
An (k) = 2 hEO(k) + \/565 Co + O(1),

where Cy > 0 is independent of € and 4.

REMARK 1.8 The analog of Theorem [I] was proved by J. Ralston in [L1] for
the linear case (¢ = 0), with the same type of assumptions.

REMARK 1.9 Consider the more general equations
i0ru + Au = F(u), (1.13)

where F' : C — C is a C*™ function. The result of Theorem [I.7] is likely to
hold with other nonlinearities F(u), for example for F(z) = 23, F(z) = z* or
F(z) = (1+|2*)*2 with « < 1. However, the instability phenomenon is strongly

related to the gauge invariance of the equation (CIJ).

REMARK 1.10 The restriction [LIQ) seems to be purely technical. For instance,
when M = S?, X\ =0 but the result holds (see [3]).

The scheme of the paper is the following: Thanks to a scalling, we reduce the
problem ([CT2) to the resolution of linear Schrédinger equations with a harmonic
time dependent potential, and we will see, using Assumption [CH that these
equations have periodic solutions. To prove Proposition we show that the
family uy(h) provide good approximations of ([[Ll) in times where instability
occurs.

NOTATIONS 1.11 In this paper ¢, C' denote constants the value of which may
change from line to line. We use the notations a ~ b, a < b if %b < a < Cb,
a < Cb respectively. By 0; ; we mean the Kronecker symbol, i.e. d; ; = 0 for

REMARK 1.12 In the sequel we do not always mention the dependence on h of
the functions: we will write w, f, r;, ... instead of up, fn, rin, ..

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 1.13 The author would like to think his adviser N. Burq
for his constant guidance in this work, P. Pansu for his help in the frame of
geometry, and B. Helffer for having pointed out the reference [7].



2 The WKB construction

Consider the equation
—Au = M — £|ulu. (2.1)

Given h > 0, we are looking for a solution of the form
u= 5h_%ei%f(s,r, h) (2.2)

where § = kh?, with Kk > 0 and 0 < o < i. We try to find a solution of 1) of
the form u ~ >° - h?/%u;. Thus we write A ~ h™2 >i>0 RI/2);. As we will see,
identifying each power of h will lead to a linear equation which can be solved
with a suitable choice of A;.

Choose h such that h~! € N, this ensures that expiy is 2m—periodic. Such
a condition on h is natural and is known as a Bohr-Sommerfeld quantification

condition.
With the ansatz ([Z2), equation Il becomes

1,2 1 1 1.,
— (50 f + 03 f — 720) = 20s(D) (5 f + 05 )
N R N Y I} (23)

We make the change of variables x = ﬁ and set v(s, x, h) = f(s,Vha,h). Thus
o f = ﬁ&xv and 8} f = £07v. Therefore we now have to find v ~ 375 h7/%v;.
Using (L) we obtain the following Taylor expansions in h

1

5 =1+hRe’ — 2h% Rsa® + O(h?),

a'9s(a™')=0(h) and a '0,a = O(h%).
Equation Z3) can therefore be written, after multiplication by %h
1 — \h?
2h

1 1 1
i0sv + 58311 - §Rm2v = v+ h? Rsa®v + 5552h% |v[*v 4+ hPv  (2.4)

where

P = A0 + A0, + A30, + Ay (2.5)
is a second order differential operator with coefficients A; = A;(s, z, h) satisfying
Aj(s+2m,z,h) = Aj(s,wz, h) for 0 < j < 4.
Denote by E = % = Ey+hiBE + - + h%E, + o(h%) and write v =
vo + h3vg + - + hgvp + o(h?) and by identifying the powers of h we obtain
the system of equations:

1 1
(zﬁs + 553 — §Rx2 — Eo> vg = 0 (2.6)
. 1 2 1 2 3 1 2 2
i0s + gax - §Rx —Eo|)vi = Eivg+ Rzz’vo + 555 [vol“vo  (2.7)
. 1 2 1 2
Zas + 5830 — §R$ — E() Up = +EpUO + Qp- (28)



so that the (j+1)th equation of unknown (v;, E;) correspond to the annihilation

of the coefficient of h? in ().
Here @, is a function which only depends on z, s, (v;)j<p—1 and (E;)j<p—1.

REMARK 2.1 Notice that thanks to the scalling, we have reduced the problem
&) to the resolution of linear equations. However we have to solve them

exactly; no smallness assumption on x is possible, as x can be of size ~ #

Once we have solved the previous equations, we will be able to construct approx-
imate solutions of (ZI); more precisely, we will obtain the following proposition,
which is the main result of this section.

PROPOSITION 2.2 Let x € C§°(] — ro,70[) be such that 0 < x <1, x =1 on
[—70/2,70/2] and suppose moreover that x is an even function. Denote by

Uup = Sh™ax(r)eh (v + h2vy + -+ + h2v,)(s, —=) (2.9)

Vi

and by

1 2 1 2
)\p:ﬁ_E(EO"'hZEl"F"'_"thP)' (2.10)

Then u, satisfies ||up||L2ar) ~ 0 and
—Auy = Apuy — £upPup, + hpT_lgp(h) (2.11)

with ) »
Vh€)0,1], Vn €N, |h"= gy(h)||lgn S Oh"T

2.1 Preliminaries: the analysis of the linear equations

We will solve the system (8] for x € R, even if the function a is only defined
for |r] <7 ie. for x < %, but the equations ([Z0]) make sense for x € R. At
the end we will use a cutoff argument to construct a proper function on M.
Consider the Hilbertian basis of L*(R) composed of the Hermite functions
(¢r)k>0 which are the eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator H = —%85 +
122, ie. Hyop = (k+ 3)pr. Moreover gp(z) = P;.C(;zc)e’”ﬁ/2 where Py is a
polynomial of degree k with P.(—z) = (=1)*Py(z). The link between the s-
dependent operator —%8% + %R(s)ac2 and H is given by the following result
proved by M. Combescure in [7].

THEOREM 2.3 Let ap : R — C be the solution of [(LI) with ao(0) = 1,
ao(0) = 4. Define
%

pu—f

1
a = loglagl, B = 2; log

let the unitary transform T(s) be defined by

T(s) = eicﬁz(s)gg?/Ze—ioz(s)D7 where D = —%(IE V+V-z),



and let U(s,T) be the unitary evolution operator for —382 + L R(s)z?, i. e.

U(s, T)p is the unique solution of the problem
(i0s + 302 — $R(s)z*)u =0
u(r,z) = p(z) € L*(R)
Then we have for any s,7 € R

U(s,7) = T(s)e " PE=BENHp (=1,

REMARK 2.4 The functions a and 3 are well defined: suppose that there exists
so such that ag(so) = 0, then Re(ag) and Im(ag) are linearly dependent, which
is impossible with this choice of the initial conditions.

REMARK 2.5 Define 6(s) = B(s) — £=s where X is given by Assumption [,
Then « and 0 are 2m-periodic real functions. Moreover «(0) = &(0) = 5(0) =
6(0) = 0.

Denote by S(R) the Schwartz space, i.e. the space of smooth functions which
are fast decreasing and their derivatives too.

PROPOSITION 2.6 Let 19 € S(R) and E € C. Let f € C*([0,27] x R,R) be
such that

vn eN, Vs € [0,2n], 97f(s,-) € S(R),
in other words f € C* ([0, 2x], S(R)).
Let v € C* ([0,2x], L*(R)) NC° ([0, 27], H*(R)) be the solution of

Z&ﬂﬁ + laﬁ — le21/) _ E¢ — f
{ ¥(0,z) z wo(x).2 (2.12)

Then ¢ € C* ([0, 27], S(R)).

Proof: By replacing 1 with e*¥%¢), we can assume that £ = 0. The solution of
equation (T2 is given by

B(s,) = Uls, 0o —i / (s ) f(r,)dr

= T(s)e P&H (¢0—i / ) ePOHP ()1 f(T,-)dT). (2.13)

0

As D is a transport operator, we have
T,T-':C™([0,27],S(R)) — C*> ([0, 27],S(R)),
we only have to show that
ePH . > (]0,2x],S(R)) — C> ([0, 27], S(R)) .
This follows from the fact that 3 is regular and e : S(R) — S(R).

The description of U given in Theorem yields the following representation
of U(s, 0)px:



PROPOSITION 2.7 For all k € N and s,z € R we have

Uls,0)p(x) = €id)2%/2 i3 +RB(5) = als) (me—a@) , (2.14)

Proof: According to Theorem EZ3, and as Hyy, = (k + 1),
Ul(s,0)py, = e@®)7"/2g=ilk+3)(s)g=ia(s)D

Denote by f(s) = e )Py, Then f is solution of the transport equation

0. = = 56() (00 +0.(21)) = —56(5) (f +200.)

with Cauchy data f(0,z) = pi(x). Make the change of variables o = «(s) and
set g(o) = f(s). Therefore g satisfies 0,9 = —%(g+2x8mg). The equation x = %,
x(0) = z¢ admits the solution z(7) = zpe” and the characteristics method gives

g(m,2(7)) = e 27 pp(20) = e 27pp(x(7)e™7), hence
f(s) = e 22Oy (ze"),

COROLLARY 2.8 Let k € N, define wy = 3(w —1) and
Eky = Eo(k) = ==X+ k(w1 — 2). Then

wp = e ko U(s,0)pk

= i€k (i6(9)7%/2 =i 5 +K)B(s) eféa(s)@k (966701(8)) (2.15)

is solution of the equation ([Z0).

Proof: On the one hand, from Proposition 27 we deduce

wk(s + 27r,x) _ ef2i7r5koefi)\(%+k)wk (s,x) — eiikwlﬂ—wk(s, {E)

= (_1)kw1wk(svx) :wk(s,wm).
On the other hand, wy, satisfies ([Z8) because of the definition of U(s,0).

Fix ko € N and take vy = wy, with the previous choice of &, = Ey(ko). This
choice corresponds to the kgth level of energy for the harmonic oscillator.

REMARK 2.9 Until now we didn’t use the restriction (LIO), but it will crucial
in the following.

PROPOSITION 2.10 For all p > 0, there exist £, € C and
vp € C™ ([0, 27], S(R)) which solve [ZJ).

REMARK 2.11 As stated in Theorem [I], the E;’s are in fact real numbers.
This will be proved in Lemma [Z-14}



Proof: We proceed by induction on p € N.

For p = 0 the result was proved in Corollary

Let p > 1, and suppose that for all j < p — 1 there exist £; € C and v; €
C* ([0, 27], S(R)) which solve the (j + 1)th equation of [Z8l). When p > 2, set

~ 1 p—1
Up—1 = h2Zvi+---+h"2 vp_q,

E,, = h%El+...+hpT”Ep_1

and ©p = Ey = 0. The function Q, given by () is the coefficient of A% in the
expansion in h of

~ 5 1 B B B
Epfl’l}pfl + 58(52|U0 + ’Up,1|2(’l}0 + Upfl) + hP(’UQ + ’Upfl).

Now using the regularity of the v;’s and the fact that P defined by {3 is an
operator
P ¢ ([0,2n], S(R)) — €= ([0, 27], S(R)),
we obtain @, € C* ([0, 27], S(R)) .
Moreover @, satisfies, V(s,z) € [0,27] x R

Qp(s+2m,z) = Qp(s,w)

because this property holds for the v;’s, a and for the coeflicients of P.

Define F,(s,x) = e_id(s)eza(s)IQ/QQp(s, ze®®)) then F, € C* ([0,27], S(R)) and
satisfies Qp(s,x) = )7 /2F (5 2=} and F,(s + 27, z) = F,(s,wz). Let
us decompose F, on the basis (¢;);>0: there exists a unique family of smooth
functions (g (s));>0 € 1*(N) so that

Fo(s,y) =Y _ g7 (s)e;(1). (2.16)

Jj=0
Then
Qpls,7) = 3 ()00 20 (e=o) = S W2 (s)wy(s,2)  (217)
Jj=20 Jj=0
where according to ([ZTH)
h?(s) - eisEo(j)ei(%+j)B(s)e%a(s)g§?(s). (2.18)
We have
Qp(s,wr) = Z e (s)w; (s, w),
j=0
but also

Z hY(s + 2m)w;(s + 27, x)
j=0

Z Y (s + 2m)w; (s, w),
320

Qp(s,wx) = Qp(s + 2, x)

and from the uniqueness of the h%’s we deduce h%(s + 2m) = hf(s).

10



We are now looking for a solution of ) of the form

Ze s)w; (s, x) (2.19)

j>0

where the e? ’s are 2m-periodic functions. For all j > 0, by Lemma B8 we have

. 1 1
<Zas + 582 - §RZE2) (e.;?wj) Zeg w] (gko &j )ef;)w]a
hence we have to solve the equations
iél + (Ery — & )e =h + 8k E (2.20)

As &y, — & = Eo(ko) — Eo(j) = 3 (ko — ) (w1 — 2), the solutions of EZ0) take
the form

eb(s) = e3ilko—g)(w1—%)s (Cf _ i/o h§(7)e—%i(ko—j)(wl—%)TdT) (2.21)
for j # ko, and
€ (8) =Cp — / hy (T)dT —iEps.

The constants C§ € C and E,, € C have to be determined such that e/ (s+2m) =

el (s).

e Case j = ko:
27
Cho (8 +2m) = —i ; hy (T)dT = 2mi By + €}, (s),
thus e} is 2m-periodic iff
1 2m v
R (2.22)
e Case j # ko:
Denote by hf : 7 +— h?(r)e_i%(ko_j)(“’l_%)f and by K = e!(ko=3)(7w1=3)  Then
s+2m _ 27 _ s+2m ~
P _ P P
/O N T /2 o mar

27 s
- . -
/0 h?(T)dT + K /0 h?(T)dT

and by (ZZII)

. s+2m
(s +2m) = Ke—i3(ko—i)(w1—2)s <C” — i/o h?(T)dT)

2 s
= e iatkod)(wi=2)s <Kc;?—iK/O h§(7)d7—i/0 h§?(7)d7) (2.23)

11



Notice that K # 1, as A € 7Q and choose

iK [T
Y = fra— hE(7)dr,

: b o .o
then according to ([Z2ZI)and ([ZZ3), the function € is 2m—periodic.

Now, we show that the constants Cf are uniformly bounded in j > 0, so that

the function v, given by 1) is well defined. We first need the

LEMMA 2.12 Let (h?)jzo € I2(N) be the family of 2 —periodic functions defined
by @IR) and hi(s) = 3 ,cncl; eils its Fourier decomposition. Then for all
ni,ne € N there exists CP > 0 such that for all j € N

Zj2n1l2n2|cf)j|2 < CP.

IeZ

Proof: Consider the function F, € C* (]|0,2n], S(R)) which defines the family
(95(s))j>0 € I>(N) with ZIH). Denote by H = —392 + 32°. Let ni,ny € N
and decompose the function 02 H"™' F}, on the basis (p; )J>0

OFH™ME, = §7(s)0;(s)
320

where (77);>0 is a smooth family of functions in 12(N).

Using that Hp; = (j + 3)¢; and that F, € C* ([0, 27}, S(R)), we have for all
ni,ng € N

1
O HME, =Y (i + 5)"

205 (922 ()05 (1)

By uniqueness of such a decomposition,

(G+5m @) = @20 € 2O

Jj=0

Then by the definition [ZI8) of hﬁ-’ , an easy induction on n1,no € N shows that
(5™ (h?)(m))j>0 € I>(N). Write the Fourier decomposition of h”

i) = Z cfjel
nez
and by Parseval
SN e ) ijnl/ |(B2)("2)(s)[2ds < CP.
j>0 l€Z j=0

In particular, for all j € N

Zj2n112n2|cij|2 S Cp,

IeZ

hence the result.

12



End of the proof of Proposition [ZI1l:  Using the Fourier decomposition of h;
we obtain

. 2w
o 1K 7p
cy = %1 i (r)dr
2m
_ Z / L(ko—i)(wi—2))r
¥}
lEZ
&
_ g . (2.01)
g = (ko — j)(w1 — 2)

With Assumption we have

(21— (ko — o) + (ko — )2
I
@ (o~ 3)n, o 1

and for j > ko, |21 — (ko — j)wn| + [ko — | < 2([1] + |j), then

s

1
2
1
2

1 _ A w
= 2lho - f)en = )| = 2 2.25
Hence, from [Z24)) and 2H) we deduce
ICP1 S D1 1+ 1™ S Y 1151+ 1217)- (2.26)
l€Z lez
By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma T2 from [26) we obtain
1+ .
C;| S T "
S ZZHIII' S0+ 1)
ez
; . L
S (O ggme)” QI P+ D3P + 7))
: T
ez lez
< CP. (2.27)
Set
Ze s)wj(s,x)
7>0

For all j € N, s — e’(s)w;(s, ) is continuous and there exists ¢ > 0 such that
for all j > ko, and for all s € [0, 27]

€7 (s)w; (s, )| < |97 (3)llp; (c)]

and this shows that v, € C([0,2n],L*(R)). Now using Proposition EZ8l we
conclude, by uniqueness of such a solution, that v, € C* ([0, 27], S(R)).

2.2 The nonlinear analysis and proof of Proposition

LEMMA 2.13 The constant Ey given by Proposition 10 writes By = —£6%C
where Cy > 0 is independent of € and 0.
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Proof: According to formula [Z22), we only have to compute the term hy, in

the expansion (ZI7).
Write the expansion of |¢k, |*¢k, on the basis (¢;)j>0:

ko [*Pho = D _ P05 (2.28)
Jj=0
with p; € R and p; = 0 for j — ko = 1 mod 2 as @i (—x) = (—1)*p(z). Then
lplPvg = e isEolko)gid(9)s /2o =ilG+ko)B() o= Fe(s) ) 1200, (me—a<5>)
_ Zpje—z'sEo(ko)em(s)ﬁ/ze—@(%+k0)3(s)e—ga(s)% (xe—oz(s))
Jj=0

= D fils)w;(s,2)

j=0
where
fi(s) = pjeis(Bolko)=Eo(i))g=ilko=)B(s) g=a(s)
—i(ko—5)(B(s)+§wr) g—als)

= pJe

Therefore fi, (s) = proe~ ) with, using €2X), pr, = Jz [drol* > 0.
In the same manner we write

Pory () =Y g0 (@)

J=0

with ¢; = 0 when j — ko = 0 mod 2 and

Ryzbv, = Rge—isEo(ko)eid(s)rz/Ze—i(%+k0)B(s)ega(s)(xe—a(s))3(pk0 (xe—oz(s))
= D _gi(shwi(s,)
J=0
where
gi(s) = qu3(s)e—iS(Eo(ko)—Eo(j))e—i(ko—j)B(S)e?wz(S)

= gy Ry(s)e o DOG) Hen) g3a(s),

Then gj, = 0 and hg, = 366 fr, = %aézpkoe*a(s).
Finally, from ([ZZ2) we deduce

1 27
FEi = —Eaézpko/ e *(Mdr = —e62C,
0

where Cy > 0 as pg, > 0.
Now we prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition [Z3:  To begin with, as x is an even function and by
construction of the v;’s, uy(s + 2w, x) = up(s, wx).

Set v(s,r) = (vo +hiv 4t hgvp) (s,x), then plugging in ) we obtain

14



that the coefficient of h* cancel for 0 < j < p, this leads to an error term

= Fp(s,x) with Fj, € C* ([0, 27|x] — e %[, R). Note that the function F},

isn’t defined for = € R, as it depends on a which is only defined for r €] —rg, o[-
Set @i, = den*uv(s, Z7)» then coming back to equation 1), there exists G, €

o ([0,27r]><] -~ %[,R) so that
— Niiyy — Nyl + iy | >, = 6h"7 h™3 G,

(Here we loose a power of h as we had multiplied by h to obtain (4).)
Now

— Aup = Npup +elupu, = X(—ATy, — Mpilyp) + x|, |21,
_XI(2ap + %QP) - Xllap
= T RTIXGH + ex(x® — Dl 2,
—X'(Qﬂp + %ﬁp) — X”ﬁp (2.29)
p1

= h7 gy(h).

First, observe that

hz X*(r)

o
[V2)
a
S
I

/ >(Vha) |Gp (s, z))* dsdx
[0,27] xR
~ 1. (2.30)

Then, as v is rapidly decreasing in z, 4, is localized near » = 0 in an interval of

length ~ v/h. But each of the terms y(x?—1), x’ and x” vanish when |r| < rq/2.
Thus, for all N € N there exists C such that

IO = Dl dpll2ar) < CnAY,
X' (2@, + %ﬂp)”LQ(M) < OnhY,
X" @i p2(ar) < CnRY.
These estimates together with ([Z30) yield
lgp(P)l[2(ar) S 6.

Derivating a term of the right hand side of ZZ) costs at most h~! (when you
derivate expiy is variable s). Hence, for all n € N

lgp (M) |2 (ary S OR7™.

LEMMA 2.14 Let p > 1 and E, given by Proposition (ZI0). Then E, € R.

Proof: We already know that Ey, E1 € R. Let p > 3. Multiply @II) by @,
integrate on M and take the imaginary part

0 = Tmy [[upl|72 + hpT_lIm/gp(h)ﬂp'
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As |Jup|lzz ~ 1 and ||gpllz2 < 1, we obtain the estimate
1| S 1% gyl 2llupll 2 < 077

and as ) .
Im)\, = —2(ImE; + h3ImEy + - -- + h"2 ImE,)

it follows that forall 0 < j <p—1,ImE; =0, ie. E; € R.

3 The instability for the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation

3.1 The error estimate
PROPOSITION 3.1 Let a > 0 and let v € H*(M) be such that
lollze S 1. ol S A7TH, A0~ S ATE,
and suppose that v satisfies
10y + Av = e|v|*v + h* R(h)
with for all B € [0,2], |R(h)||ge Sh™P. Let u be solution of

i0pu + Au = elul?u
u(0,2) = v(0, x).

Then, if o > i + 30 we have
It —v)(tn)[lge — 0 when h — 0,

where tj, ~ hz =2 log(4).

Proof: Define w = u — v and
B(t) = llw|2: + |h2Au..
We have E(0) = 0 and the following estimates:
lwllee < B%, [ Aw|re <hPEE, [Vl <hTUER (3.)
The function w satisfies the equation
10w + Aw = e(|w + v]*(w + v) — |v|*v) + R(h). (3.2)

The energy method gives

1d
papllte = T [ (el o+ o) ~ o) + R(R)

A

W lwlze + lwlzs + [l 22 o 2~

16



The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality gives

lwllzs S llwliZ=lVwllz. < h 2B,
and as ||v][z~ < h™TT7, we obtain
%Ilwllé ShOE: + h 2t E 4 h2E2 (3.3)
Now, apply A to (B2)
10y Aw + A*w = eAA + AR(h) (3.4)
with
A = |w+vP(w+v) - |v|*v
2w|v|? + wv? + T + 2w|*v + |w|?w,
then
A £ P Aw] + [v][Vol [V + [Vol? [w] + [v]| Av]jw]
+HAv[[w]? + [wl*|Aw]| + [w][Vw|*
hence

1AMz < olliellAwlze + ol Vol L [Vl g2 + [Vol|7 [lw]l 2
Hvll e | Av]| o [Jwl g2 + [|Av]| o [lw] 7 (3-5)
Hwlf [Awl 2 + [lw]| 2| Vel Za.

The following inequality holds in dimension 2
1 1 1.1
[wl[zee S [[wl 72| Awl 7. S A7 E2,
and with B and [B3) we deduce
IAA) |2 Sh 3T B2 4+ h= 37 E 4 h4E".
But
h~ SR = h it pT T BT SRR R 4 RS,

and we obtain . ) ,
IA(A)|| 2 Sh 2t E2 4+ h*E>. (3.6)

Now, using [8) and ||A(R(h))||z2 < h* 2, the energy method and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality gives

1d —
sgldulE: = I [ AT+ RO)

< h2ER(h* 24 it E: 4 pAES), (3.7)

~

therefore from ([B3) and [B) we have

%E <hYE? + h 227 p 4 h2E2
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Interpolation gives

1-g g ol
lwllze S wlize + lwllge S llwllpz + [[wllp. * |Aw|l 7. SA77E? == F
and F satisfies F/(0) = 0 and
d Cota —1li9s —2420 3
GF ST W g R, (3.8)

As long as h=2t20F3 < p=3120F je. F < hi, we can write

d ,
—F<hoteypatop
a ~ +

and the Gronwall inequality yields
< ha+%73oeC+h7%+2”t'

The non linear term in [BF) can be removed with the continuity argument for

times such that ,
ha+%73aec+h*§+2“t < Bit+n

with g > 0 ie. fort < (a—§ — 30— n)h*%”" log +, which is possible with 7
small enough as we assume a > i + 30.

COROLLARY 3.2 Let k > 0, 0 < 0 < % and set 6 = kh?. Denote by v =

e~ stus where uz and A3 are defined by (Z4) and (ZI0) respectively.
Let u be solution of
i0u + Au = elul?u
{ u(0,z) = v(0, z).

Then ||v]| ge ~ 1 and
l(w—v)(th)||ge — 0 when h — 0,
where tj, ~ hz =2 log(4).

Proof: The result directly follows from Propositions 2) and @), as for all
0<a<%,wehavea+1>%+3a.

3.2 The instability argument

Let k,x;, > 0 and consider v = v' defined in Corollary B2 associated with &
and v? associated with xj,. Let u be a solution of

10! + Aud = g|ul |Pul
u?(0,2) = v7(0,z)

and tj, ~ hz 27 log(+). Then
1w —u) () lme = 1 = o)) e = (w® = 0*)(tn) |l

=lICu = o) () 1o (3.9)
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From Corollary B2 we deduce that for j = 1,2
(v — ") (tp) || e — 0. (3.10)

Observe that

iAF=23)th ’

[0 = ") (tn)e ~ o5t — et | = o

from Proposition we have

1
(A2 = M\Dth ~ W27 Yk — kp)tn ~ (k — k1) log 7

It is possible to choose kj, such that kK, — k and (k — kp) log% —— 00. Then

using (1) and (BI0)

limsup || (u® — u)(th) |- > limsup||(v? — v}) (1) > 2
h—0 h—0

even though
I(u? = u")(O)[[rre = [|(v* = v")(0) | 117 ~ |k — rin]

which tends to 0 with h. According to Definition [[J] we have proved Proposition
18!
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