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Abstract

In this paper, we’ll prove a L?-concentration result of Zakharov system in space dimension
two, with radial initial data (ug,ng,n1) € H® x L? x H~! (% < s < 1), when blow up of the
solution happens by I-method. In additional to that we find a blow up character of this system.
Furthermore, we improve the global existence result of Bourgain’s to above spaces.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following Zakharov system in space dimension two:

g + Au = nu,

On = Oyn — OAn = ANul?, (1.1)

u(07$) = u0($)’ n(07$) = 7’L0($), nt(07$) = ’I’Ll(l‘),
where A is the Laplacian operator in R2, u : [0, T) xR? — C, n : [0, T) x R? — R, and ug, ng, n1 are
the initial data. We consider the Hamiltonian case, that is, we assume that there is a wg : R> = R
such that ns(0) = ny = —Awg. Then for any ¢, there is a w(t) such that n.(t) = —Aw(t) = =V-v(t),
where v(t) = Vw(t). In this case, (L)) can be written in the form

g + Au = nu,

ng=—V-uv,

v = —Vn — V|u|?

u(O,a;) = uO(‘r)7 TL(O,.’L’) = nO(‘r)7 ’U(O,.’L’) = UO(x)a

(1.2)

The Zakharov system was introduced in [I8] to describe the long wave Langmuir turbulence in

a plasma. The function u represents the slowly varying envelope of the rapidly oscillating electric
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field, and the function n denotes the deviation of the ion density from its mean value. We usually
place the initial data ug € H*, the initial position ny € H' and the initial velocity n; € H'=! for

some real k, [.

It is well-known that the Schrodinger equation is invariant under the dilation transformation
u(t,z) = ur(t, z) = Au(N\2t, \z),
while the wave equation is invariant with the following transformation
n(t,x) — ny(t,z) = An(At, Azx).

However, the Zakharov system doesn’t have a true scale invariance because the two relevant dilation

transformations are incompatible. Nevertheless the critical regularity is (k,l) = (—%, 0).

For the local existence theory about this system. From [II], one can see that when d = 2,
the Cauchy problem (L) with (ug,no,n1) € H* x H' x H'™" is local well posed if I > 0 and
2k — (I + 1) > 0. Therefore the lowest allowed values of (k,1) is (3,0).

On the other hand, if we replace O in (L) by O. = ¢ 20y — A, i.e. introducing explicitly
the ion sound velocity, then considering the limit ¢ — oo, the system (I.I]) reduces formally to the
nonlinear Schrédinger equation

iy + Au = —|ul?u, (1.3)
which is just the L2-critical focusing case for d = 2.

As for this Schrodinger equation, the results in [13], [I4] and so on for s = 1, and [§], [10], for
1>s5> HT\/ﬁ, tell us that there is some L?-concentration phenomenon for finite time blow up

solutions, i.e.

msup  sup / ()2 > Q|12
T B C R2 B
R(B) < (T* —t)2~

Here, @ is the ground state for Schrodinger equation, that is, the unique positive solution (up to

translations) of

AQ—-Q+|QPQ=0. (1.4)

In [2], [15] and [16] the convergence of the solutions of the ¢ dependent Zakharov system to those
of NLS equation when ¢ — oo was studied, which implies that the L?-concentration phenomenon
like L?-critical focusing Schrédinger equations may also happen. Glangetas and Merle in [12] proved

this phenomenon for (k,l) = (1,0) which is the energy case.

We are interested here in the L?-concentration phenomenon for s < 1 when blow up occurs of
Zakharov system as well. What we want to show is for some 0 < k < 1 this phenomenon also holds

tfrue:



Theorem 1.1. For (ug,ng,n1) € H¥ x L? x H™!, radial, % < s <1, if (u,n) is a blow-up solution

to equation (I1]), i.e. T* < oo is its maximum existing time, then there is a constant m, > 0

depending on the initial data such that the following properties are true: VR > 0,
limsup [[u(t, )| £2 (21<r) = QL2+ (1.5)
t—=T*

and

limsup [[n(t, )| L1 (jz)1<r) = Mn- (1.6)
t—=T*

Remark 1.2. We can’t remove the radial requirement because of the endpoint Strichartz estimate

for Schrodinger equation we needed.

As a quick result of the above theorem, and by the conservation of L?-norm of u, one has:

Corollary 1.3. For (ug,no,n1) € H¥ x L? x H1, radial, 1¢ < s <1, if [[ug||z2 < [|Ql| L2, then the
corresponding solution to (1.1) is global, i.e. T* = co.

In fact, the global well posedness for k =1+ 1 > 3 and small data is considered in [I]. Then
Bourgain [3] [4] introduced a new method to study the Cauchy problem for nonlinear dispersive
evolution equation, and applied it in [5] to prove well posedness (both local and global) for finite
energy solutions namely for k =1+ 1 = 1 (also with small initial data). Therefore, the above result

is a improvement of the former result.
Now, let’s briefly state about the proofs to Theorem [L.11
As we consider the Hamiltonian case, there are two conservations: mass and energy (if exists).
Yt € [0,7%),
[t = [ juo)Pas, (1.7)
H(t) = H(u(t),n(t),v(t)) = H(uo,no,vo) = Ho, (1.8)

where ) )
H(u,n,v) = / |Vu(t,:17)|2 + n(t,x)|u(t,x)|2 + §n2(t,:17) + §|v(t,x)|2dx (1.9)
RQ

and v has been defined before.

First, we split n into its positive and negative frequency parts according to
ne =n+iA" 'O, (1.10)

where A = /—A. Thus n = "*42'"*, ny = n_, and equation (1) equals to

wy = —Au + —"*Jg"*u
(i0r F A)ne = FA'On = £A|uf? (1.11)
u(0) = ug, ne(0) =nyg=np =L iN In,.



It is obvious that (ug,n4g) € H® X L? by the regularity of ug, ng and n;.

Then the expression of energy (or Hamiltonian) above is

H(t) = Hu,n)(0) = [Vulfe + 5lns B+ 5 [ O+ np)luPda. (112

The purpose of us is to imitate the H' argument with the energy. But the energy is infinite in
the H*® x L%-setting, thus we applying a smoothing operator to make u and n+ in H' x H'~% and
define the usual energy of this new object. However, the energy is not conserved any more, so the
crucial point here is to estimate the growth of the modified total energy. The main difficult of this
step is the low regularity of ny. In the other hand the wave equation doesn’t possess Strichartz
estimates [9] as good as Schrodinger, and we need some endpoint Strichartz estimates, which leads

to the requirement of radial condition.

During the proof, we find a character of finite time blow up of Zakharov system, i.e. when t —

T* < 0o, |[Tu(t)| g1 would go to infinite and lim inf; 7+

Iny(t)||gi-s > 0. In fact, from the local
existence theory, we can get ||u(t)| s +||n+|/ 2 — oo as t — T, so || Tu(t)|| g1 + [ In4(2)] g1-s — o0.
Then we prove this character by another view of the local existence result and the particular form

of the system, that the nonlinear term of the second equation is independent on n..

In Section 2, we’ll give some notations, norms and estimates. Then in Section 3, the local
existence theory will be studied while in Section 4, we’ll estimate the change of the modified energy

which is the main part of the paper. In Section 5, the proof for Theorem [I.1]is given.

2 Notations, Norms and Estimates

A < B means there is a universal constant ¢ > 0, such that A < ¢B, and A ~ B when both A < B
and B < A.

<€>=(1+¢)z.
c+ means ¢ + € while c— means ¢ — ¢, for some € > 0 small enough.

For given N >> 1, define smoothing operators Iy :

INF(€) = mn(€)f(6), (2.1)
where
1, <N
my(§) :{ 8y, E; S 3N, (2.2)

and my(§) is smoothing, radial, nonnegative, and monotone in ||. We drop N from the notation

for short when there is no confusion.



By computation, we have
- - 1-s -
£ im0 S M S liosi-ss0 S NIy (2.3)

for any 59 > 0, by € R. Here, we used the X;n}b—space which is defined as follows: for an equation
of the form ify — p(—iV)f = 0, where ¢ is a measurable function, let X' * be the completion of
S(R x R?) with respect to

Iflyme s = I <g>m<r>? J‘"(e_““o(_ia””)f(lt,SC))HLgE

= | <&>"< T+ @) >’ f(r, ez, (2.4)

We denote Fourier transform w.r.t both  and ¢ by ~, while only w.r.t  or ¢ by ".

For a given time interval I, we define || f||ym.» = infy,
@, I

=7 HgHXgL,b, and also omit I if there is no
confusion.

For p(§) = £|£|, we use the notation X:T”b, while for p(¢) = —|€]? simply X™b.

Now, we are listing some well-known estimates for these norms.

1. If w is a solution of iuy — p(—idy)u = 0 with u(0)=f and ¢ is a cut off function in C§°(R)
with suppyy C (—2,2), ¥ =1 on [—1,1], ¥(t) = (—t), ¥(t) = 0, ¥5(t) := (%), 0 < § < 1, we have
for b > 0,

il o < cllFam: (25)

If v is a solution of problem iv; — p(—id;)v = F, v(0) = 0, we have for ¥ +1>b> 0> b > —3

1+b —b
150l yms < 8 NE] g (2.6)
The proofs for these two estimates could be found in [I1].
2. For $>b>02>0,0<6<1,meR
b—b/
1965 g < B F] s (2.7)
3. Strichartz estimates.
For % =1- %, q > 2 and u is radial,
lullzor, < cllull o1+ (2.8)
and
1_ 2
fora—l—;andq>2,
[ollpars < cllvll o1y (2.9)
Xy



4. From [6], one has for |§;| ~ N, i = 1,2, N < Na,

Ny
[urus|| L2 (0,5 xR2) < C(EP lurll yo.14 luzll o1+ (2.10)
5. For 51 < s9
Fllgess < el Flgono (.11)
and
for bl < b2
IFllgsn < el gota (212)

Finally, we give the sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality for R?, which could been found in
[17].
lull7:

Q1172

1
§Hu||i4 < |Vull22, forue H', and u # 0. (2.13)

3 Local Existence Theory

The existence and uniqueness for system (LIT]) holds by the results of [11] for (ug,n+o) € H® x L2,

s}%.

If we apply operator I to the system (LIT]), we have

i0,(Tu) + ATu = LI((ny +n_)u)
(10 F A)Iny = £AI(Jul?) (3.1)
Tu(0) = Tug, Iny(0) = Ingg.

Proposition 3.1. Assume (ug,n+o) € H*xL?, and1 > s > % Then there exists a positive number

. Injollgi-s 2417
§ = min c 24-17e C” +O0ll g +17e
) e )

that system (31]) has a unique local solution (Iu, Iny) in the time interval [0, ] with the property:

}, with that € > 0 is a small enough parameter, such

Hull 134 S Huoll, Mnell aosgs S IHns0llm-s (3.2)

lfs,%
+

Proof. Let

B ={{u, Inp)ll[Tull y1 34 S ol [Hnell oy S I ns0llmi-s

1-s
+
and (Sp, S1,51) defined on E as
' t
So(Iu) = 1€ Tug — %% / =B I((ny + n_)u)ds,
0

t
S1(Iny) = ¢1eT Ingg ¥ i¢1/ TN ps AT (Jul?)ds,
0

6



where 11 and s are defined before for 0 < § < 1.

Then, taking ¥’ = —1+ and b = 1+ in (23] and (Z6), it exists

[So(Tu)ll (1,14 < ellluollmr + cllI((ny +n)u)ll 1 1y (3-3)
and
||51(1ni)||er,%+ < cfnoll pro-s + CHAI(IUIz)IIer,f%V (3.4)
Next, we use Lemma 3.4 of [11] and [7] to get
L_4e
I+ mo )l o g < 8 el oy Tl oy (35)
+
We also use Lemma 3.5 of [11] and [7] to get
1
AT g < 082U, (3.
Combining these estimates together and because n, = fi_, there exists
1
[So(Tu)ll 1,1+ < elluollpr + o> 4EHIH+HX17S,%+\\IU\\Xl,%+7 (3.7)
+
and
1
|!51(Ini)|!er,%+ < cf[Ingollgi-s + o2 4EHIUH§<1,%+. (3.8)

)2+17e, (%)Hm}, such that 83 4| Tn | 1« < 1 and

Letting 0 ~ min{(

[Trtoll i—s+

5%—46”[,“0”%[1 < [ Inyol| g5, then we have

(So(Iu),Sl(Ini)) € E, (3.9)

hence (S, 51,S51) : E — E.
One can prove (Sp, S1,51) is a contraction map with the same method. Thus by the standard

fixed point theory, we get the local existence of ([B.I). And the uniqueness follows in the same

way. ]

Proposition 3.2. Assume (ug,n+g) € H®x L2, with1 > s > %, then there exists a positive number
6= srzerre s with M = (|luol| s + [|[nollp2), such that system (LI1) has a unique local solution in
the time interval [0,8] with the property:

lull yozv + ”nini%* S M. (3.10)

Remark 3.3. The proof is almost the same as Proposition [31], except some small changes.



Proof. Let E = {(u,n4)] HuHXS’%+ + HnthXO’%+ < M} and also define (Sp, S1,S1) as
+

- ¢
So(u) = vae"ug — 2 [ IBg(ns 4 njuds,
0

t
Si(ns) = e hnig F iy /0 €$Z(t_s)A¢5A(|U|2)d«9,

where 11 and 15 are defined as before.

Then, like Proposition [3.1] we have

190060 . 3. < eltols + 55 Wl g ol . (3.11)

and
1l oy < clinsollze + b3 [ulfl. 4. (3.12)
Thus we just need to take § = qpzri7e» then the result of the proposition follows. O

From the above Proposition we can see that,

Corollary 3.4. If (u(t),n+(t)) is a finite time blow up solution in H® x L2, % < s < 1, with the
initial data as above, then ||u(t)||mgs + ||[n+(t)|| 2 — oo, as t — T* where [0,T*) is the mazimum

life span, which is also equivalent to ||u(t)| gs + |[|[ny(t)||p2 = 00 as t — T because of ny = n_.
Corollary 3.5. If (u(t),n+(t)) is a finite time blow up solution in H® x L?, 1 < s <1, then
Hu(t)||gr — o0, ast— T, (3.13)

and
liminf ||[In4(¢)| g1-s > 0, (3.14)
t—T*

i.e. there is a ¢ > 0 such that ||Ing(t)||g1-s = c.

Proof. As |[Tul|gr 2 ||u|lgs and ||[Iny||gi-s 2 [[ny]| 2, by Corollary B4, we have

[wl| gy + [ Ing||gi-s — 00, ast —T*, for fized N >> 1. (3.15)

On the other hand, from the proof of Proposition Bl one can find that if replacing v with
17+, the estimates also hold. Thus, for T" < T,

1_
ITnll oy < elnsollms + T2 Tulll, 4 (3.16)

17
+
and

1_
Hull 134 < cllTuoll g + T 4EHIH+HX173,%+HIUH (3.17)

+

Xl;%+’



Hence, if ||Tu(t)|| g1 - oo, as t = T, i.e. |[Tul|jooi07+) g1 < A, for some A < oo, then it has
[07 )7

1
1nillmes S Mgl amege S Mol + T2\ Tull}, 4,
+
1_
S N'lnsollze + T2l f oo o 70y a1
L2 ([0,7%),H*)
<

N8 |lngol| 2 + T 2442 < oo, (3.18)

for fixed N >> 1, by Proposition B.I], (3.10) and 7% < oo, which contradicts to (3:I5]). This proves
B.13).

Next, if liminfy_,p« [[Iny (t)||g1-s = 0, then there would be a subsequence {t}, t, — T* as
n — 00, such that limy, o |[|[In+(ty)|| g1-s = 0, so from (BI7) we have,

1_
ITuta)ll1ge < ellTuollm +ctn I ()] 1o g [ Tultn) |

1
X xbzt
+

1 -
< C]Vl_SHuOHHs—|-CT*2 4€||In+(tn)||H1*5Hlu(tn)||X1,%+’

for some ,,, which satisfies |£, —t,| < by the local existence theory Proposition 3.1l Hence, since

T* < o0, for n — oo,

Iuta)ll 1y S N lluol |- (3.19)

’2

BI9) gives

[ Tu(tn)||gr < ¢ < oo,

for fixed N >> 1, which contradicts to ([B.13)).

4 Estimates for the Modified Energy

In this section we’ll get the exact control of the increment of the modified energy.
As the modified energy is H(t) = H(Iu,Iny) = |VIu|2, + 3|[Ini |2 + 5 [ I(ng + )| Tul?dz,
and it is not conserved any more, we have to control its growth. The following is the main propo-

sition of the paper:

Proposition 4.1. Let (Iu,Iny) be a solution of (31]) on [0,0] in the sense of Proposition [31.
Then the following estimate holds (N >>1):

() = HOI < N0 | g Ml g, +eN 25 gyl ()

+ +



Proof.

dH ()
dt

= —Im/AE(I((n.,. +n_)u) — (Iny + In_)Iu)
+%Im/[((n+ +n_)u)(I((ng +n_)u) — (Ing + In_)Iu)

~Im / T A(I(juf?) — |Tuf?).

Integrate by t on [0,6), it has
\H(5) — H(0)| < \/ [ ATulI((ns +n)w) = (T + In ) Tu)dac
—|/ /R2 (ny +n)u)(I((ny +n-)u) — (Ing + In_)ITu)dzdt|

1 / / Ts AL (jul?) — |Tul?)dadt]
0 R2
= I+ IT+III (4.2)

To prove Proposition [ we have to control I, IT and I11 in ([4.2]) respectively.
First for I, it has,

Lemma 4.2. [ < (N72F5t§0+ 4 N_%JFSHE(;%_)|’[”+HX17s+,%+Wu”i{L%'
+

Proof. As
I :y/ [ ATulI (g +00)0) = (T + o) Tuydac

- 2 (&1)ii(€ m(&e + &) —mE)m(&s) oo e ey
[ [Pt S, )4, e e,

here  denotes integration over the set {37 & = 0} (or {335, & = 0}).

We break the function u and ny into a sum of dyadic constituents, each with frequency support
<& >~25=0,--- and denote u; = Py, Iu, ny; = Py, In,.

In the following, let’s note m; = m(&;), || = Ni, Nmaz = maxi<i<a N; (0r Nypgr = maxigica V).

Remark also that w.l.o.g. 41, g0, 3 > 0.

As if both Ny and N3 << N, then my = mg = 1 such that m(a+Es)—mams = 0, the left hand

mams
side of the inequality becomes 0, which is trivial.

10

= 2Re/VEVIutdx + Re/EJFInH + % /((In+)t + (In_)e)|Tul?® + Re/([n+ + In_)Tulu;



Inclusively, we just need to prove

(4.3)

((a+&3) —mamg, . . _
e[ [ i o S N2 |y Tl

1
moms " Lg+’

with the assumption that at least one of Ny and N3 2> N.
Case 1. Nyyge ~ Ny~ N3 2 N

. - - 3
In this case, m(EztrSL;Znszmg S e S m21m3 ~ ng < (5)20=9) by 32 & = 0 and the
definition of m.
a. Ny < NS
It exists,
N
2,4V2 901
' 5 Niy) ol urus) gz,
N- N
2/4V2 9(1—5) 1 1
S NP ol g (G gl
N: 1_ N 1 1
< 2/1V2\2(1—5) 1 —
S ONi( N) 62~ (Ng <N, >N21_s N3|’n+2|’er,%+Hul”Xl,%+Hu3”X1,%+
2 2
< NG N3t el g Il g (4.4)

+

by the definition of X2"*-space, (7)), ZI0) and @II).
b. Ny~ Ny ~ Ns

We have to take the fourier transform of ¢ into account in this case, and w.l.o.g @y, 249, %3 > 0.

Ny

'S Ni(%

P07 [ s (r)salria(m) ()l dsr, (45)
here x* denotes integration over Z?:l & = Z?:o 7; = 0, and ¢(t) is the characteristic function of

the time interval [0, ¢].
7,7'(5 -1

It is known that ¢(7) = \/Lz? € L1* but not in LL.

To deal with this case, we need the following algebraic inequality.
1 1
Gl S<mt1al >2 + <m+ el >2 + <m+ |G >7 2, (4.6)

and consider every 4 cases according to which terms on the r.h.s is dominant.

Subcase 1. < 71 + |¢;]2 >2 dominant.

11



I/

A N N A

AN

No

(W)2(1—s) L* <7+ & >3+ &1 P @ g otiz| @]
(2PN | oy 1 (D)
<%>2<1-8>Nifuuluxl,%+Hf*(\é\)HL;oHn+2|rL;nL;uu3|rLg+Lgo
<%>2<1—8>Ni1560ﬂ|u1||xl,%+||n+2|| 3,%+zv??||m||xo,%+
A Lt It LT
N N7 |y 0l

Xt

by Holder inequality, Berstein inequality, (2.8)), (2.9), and Hausdorff-Young, which gives

IF 1D e S 10 S 6%

Subcase 2. < 75 + |&)| >3 dominant.

N. _ _ 1, 2 N . N
IS GRMONT [ <ntlal >E B ()i s(m)dsds
< IV ]y 17 (]
~ N 1 +2 Xi,%+ 1u3lirz
Ny _ _ 1
< (PN el eEl e o )| oo llunual 2+
< |
Ny _ _ 1
S (GPOINT el H,ﬁaO*ﬁﬁN?||u1||X1,%+||u3||Xl,%
2 +
N2 2(1— 1- 0 11
SIS 86+FFN2Hmnxrs,%||Iu||X1,%+
S NadeN 200 | oy (Tl g

+

for the same reason as subcase 1.

Subcase 3. < 75+ |¢[2 > dominant.

Almost the same as subcase 1.

1 :
subcase 4. |19|2 dominant.

I/

- _ 1, I
N (W2)2(1 8)N1/ |70|2 | (70) |1 PyotizdEdT
Na 90— . 1A .
N (W)zu S)N1||U1||L§1L11+H|T|2|¢| *n+2*u3||Lng-

12

(4.10)



The first factor is estimated as follows by Holder w.r.t. 7:

- - 1 _1_
HMHLE L = i <7+ |G >2F <+ |G]? >3 ”LE L
1 1
- 1 _1_
S o <n+lal > e l<n+lalP>727 1| w0
£ LOOL?
£
< 1
S ol (4.11)
since (—3 — e)% < —1 which ensure the integrable condition at infinite for 7.
The second factor is bounded by Young’inequality by
A - 1 -
Nl * 7ve * Gsllpzpa- S MTI2 1N pzrellds * Agell 22
< 50+||ﬂ3||[,é[,§*25Hﬁ-‘r?”LgL}v (4.12)

here we use the bound H\T!é\(ﬁ]HLgﬁ < 60,

Because

1

- S~ 1 _1—= _1_
||U3||L§L3726 S Nillas <& ><m+ &P >t <> m+|&)P >0 ||L§L3*2€

1

S~ 1 _]_¢ _1_
S N s <& >< 1617 >0 el <& > < m gl >3 | ;200

~Y LE ;
€ €1
S O Nglusll o1 SN llusll g (4.13)
by 21291 _ o) < ~Tand 2(~1— §) + 1< —1.
And
~ ~ 1, _1_
1sallrzry = N2 <70+ |6l >27<m + [ >727 [l2n
- 1 _1_
S e <72+ 16l >27 llpzrell < 72+ |62l >727 llpgere
1
S Hn+2”X3,%+ S F””H\\er,%w (4.14)
since 2(—3 —¢) < —1.
Hence,
-1, . (1—
@I S N7 N T s gl g (4.15)
+

then with (4.I1]), it has

Ny
N

IS (S Ng

~

11 _e
N%_sé(”llfmIIXF,%IIIUII;,%+ S Nmiie N 2+S+E5O+IIIH+IIXTS,%+IIIUIIil,%+-

(4.16)

13



C. N3 N1 N3 NQ.
Deal with this situation like case b, hence,

for subcasel,

N 1 1
/ 2(1—s 0+ 2
= VI i L P L
S Nr:lgmN_2+s+EN_eN 65O—i_HIn-i-” 175%+||Iu||2
S N 3N 2+s+5N N 650+||]n+|| - 57+HIUHX1 1y
=5 nT—2tste T TE s0+ 2
< N NN TR T |y Tl
< NELEmN‘“s“HImHXH,,%\IIU\Iil,%+

And the other three subcases could be dealt with in the same way.
Case 2 Nyqp ~ No~ Ny > N.

a Ny ~ Ny ~ Nj.

This case is the same as Case 1b.

leNN2>>N3>N
Then |m(§2+£3)—m2m3| < M) « _my _ 1 < (Na)l—

Niyi—s . .
T e N T = s~ (N , and with the same assumption and

argument as Case 1b gives
< N3 15 rr2 ~ ~ ~ ;
'S () 7N | (7)o (m2)ts(7s)|¢(mo) |dEdr. (4.17)
We also divide this case into 4 subcases as before.
As the main part is almost the same, we only show some difference in the follow.

1
Subcase 1 < 7 + |£1]? >2 dominant.

N ~
I' S (Wg)l_st/ U1 Nq2U3|P|dEdT

N3 4 _ _ TN

N (W)l °N} Jurll yo,14 I 2usF 1(|¢|)||Lf,x
N3\1 o+ 1 N3

5 (N) Nlé Nl s N ”In‘i‘” 157+”IUHX1 1

S Nk N0 I | gl (4.18)

+

Subcase 2 < 75 + |&| >2 dominant.
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N3

1 1 1 €
1< 1-s 0+ = AT2 2
I ~ (N) ngé N21_s N3N3 |’[n+”Xi*5)%+HIUHXI,%Jr
—5 Ar—2+550 2
S NREN TR I oy T
Subcase 3 < 73+ |&/? >2 dominant.
N3 1 1 1 3
1< (1¥3y1-s 0+ - A72 2
R e = LAt [ LT

£
S ngwN_2+550+||I’I’L+HX17&%+||IU||§(1’%+-
+

1 .
Subcase 4 |79|2 dominant.

Ny i1 1 2
I s () N5 N§_55 +HIH+HXIS,%+HIUHXL%+
S NnZZmN_2+S+E5°+||fn+Hles,%+\IIUIIil,%+-

+

CNlNNQZN>>N3.

m(§2+&3)—mams m(&24E€3)—mp Vmaf N. Cy el
] o ~ | o | < mi 2 < ]WZ] We also deal with it in 4 subcases.

Subcase 1 < |71 + |¢]2 >2 dominant.

Ny 1 ¢ 1 1
Ny N§* 3 < Ny > NJ=s

0 2 5 A7—2+s 50 2
I's 0 +Hln+”er,%+”IUHXL%Jr < Nonde N72F%6 +HI77‘+Her+,%+”IUHX1,%+7
(4.19)
by Holder inequality, Berstein inequality, (2.8), (2.9) and (4.8)).

Subcase 2 < 75 + |&3] >2 dominant.

I' < &L(SO-F 1

N2
~ Ny Nf < Ny> *

1 2 —5 A7—2+550
N21—sHln‘f‘”er,%JrHIuHXl,%Jr S Nimde N 72156 +||In+||er,%+||Iu||X1,%+,

(4.20)
also by Holder inequality, Berstein inequality, (2.8)), (2.9) and (4.8)).

1
Subcase 3 < 73 + |£3]? >2 dominant.
The same as subcase 1.

1 .
Subcase 4 |79|2 dominant.
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By Holder inequality, (A11) and (I5), we have

- N3 < N3 >3 0+ 2 —5 n7—2+s 50+ 2
I'S ~ NQWNl 55 [ 1] ‘15’ s, 7+”Iu” L3+ < Niga N °§ Hln-i-Her,%Jr”IUHXL%Jr'
(4.21)
Case 3 Nyqp ~ N3~ Ny > N.
a N3 ~ N1 ~ N3.
The same as Case 1b.
b N3 ~ N; >>N2>N.
|m(52+53)—m2m3| < m€e+8) « my 1 < (N2)1-s
mams3 mams3 Y maoms mgo ~ \ N :
Argue as before, we have:
N2 1 1 1 ¢ 1 1 1 e c1 1
I < 1=s —N? + ———-—N7 + N7 5| In e lTull 2
< NTANE I, gl Tl
+

¢ N3~ Ni 2 N >>Ns.
Then ’m(52+§3)—m2m3 ~ ‘m(§2+§3 —ms | < ’Vm3§2‘ < N2  And

m3ma2 m3

Ny, 1 1 1o« 1 1 11
(NP + LI B N R
Ng(Nf<N2 >1=s N3~ 3 ' Nje< Ny >1-5 Ny LN < Ny >1-s

£
ch%:vN 2+8+50+||In+||Xifs,%+ ||Iu||2Xl,%+

I/

AN

)0t ||

1—s,

+

A

Taking all the above estimates into account, the result of Lemma holds.

Now, let’s deal with I1.

Lemma 4.3.

—24-s+ 2 2
TSN a2,y T,y (4.22)

+

Proof. Like part I, to prove the estimate for I, we just need to prove

//‘ 1+§2‘ m(§3 + §4) — mamy

my1ma m3my

A tiofipgta S NT 2+S+HIHH§(H,%+Hfulli(l,%w
+

(4.23)
with the same notations and assumptions in Lemma

16
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One can also easy to see that if both N3 and Ny << N, l.h.s would be zero, which is trivial, so
we can suppose at least one of N3 and Ny 2> N.

Case 1 Nyqp ~ N3~ Ny 2> N.
S0 |m(€3+€4)—m3m4| < |m(£3+€4)| < _1

ms3ma mama ~ m3ma

a Ny, Ny << N.

In this case, |M| ~ 1, and

S (B0,

r\/L
2
m3

mi1mso
Nj
< “¥332(1—s)
115 (G Inrusllyz llnsuall s,
N3 . 901_
< (W)zu S)H"JrlﬂLgoLgHU2”L§L30H"+3HL§°L§HM”Lngo
N3 2(1—
s (F) ( 8’Hn+1HX3,%+\\uzllxo,%+Hn+3|!X3,%+HU4|!Xo,%+
N3 1
< “Y342(1—-s)
~ (N) < Ny >I=5< Ny > N§—3N4Hn+1HXi—s,%+||u2||X1,%+||n+3||XJ1r—s+,%+||u4||X1,%+
S NNy Tl (4.24)
+

by Holder inequality, (2:8]) and (29)).
b N1 << N, NgzN.

Then, |EU52) | |m2) 1 and

I g Hn+1u2||L§@ ||n+3u4||L§z

1
<
~OC N S N2N31—5N4Hn-l-luxrs,%+Hu2”X1,%+|’n+3|’er+,%+Hu4”X1,%+
_ —4 2 2
5 Nm:va +s+”[n+”X1757%+”[U”XL%JF. (425)

+

CNl,ZN,N2<<N.

’7’”7(7%;52)‘ is also ~ 1.

I g ||n+1u2||Lf’z||n+3u4||L%@
< 1
~ Nll—s <Ny > N31—5N4|’n+1Her,%+Hu2”X1,%+Hn-i-3”X41:s+,%+Hu4”X1,%+
e AT—3+2s+ 2 2
S NSNSy Ll (1.26)
d Ny, Ny 2 N.
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It exists |m7(§i:,r£2 < m11m2 < (%)1_8(%)1_8, thus

Ny

o2

1—
N) S”n-l—1u2”L§@Hn-i-3U4HLf’z
@ mEmm Il e el gl gl g
S NmaaN™ 4+28+||In+lli{1,s,%+IIIuIIil,%+- (4.27)

+

Ir

A

A

Case 2 Nyqp ~ N1 ~ N3 2 N.
a Ny, Ny << N.

§1+§2‘ < ’m1’ ~ 1, and ’m(53+54)—m3m4’ < ’m(53+54 ms‘ < ‘Vm354’ < N4

In this case, |1 gy

Therefore,

Ny
o Inqauallrz lInssuallrz,

Ny 1

o Ty 1 e LAt IR TN L PPN LAt [RPON L3 Jee
342 2 2

S.; Nma:cN * 8+”In+”X175,%+”[u”XL%Jr' (428)

+

Ir

A

A

b Ny << N, N4,ZN.
So ’m(51+52)‘ ~1, ’m(53+54)—m3m4’ < ’m(53+54)

mi1ms ms3my m3maq

m(€1+&2) | < |-

|~ |~
m3my ~ Im3mq

< (W4) 5. and

m4’N

Ny

g G el g sl

S G o bl ol g ol .

S NN T g I, (4.29)
c Ny 2 N, Ny << N.
Then |28 | | mEstls)| < | oma | | L) g (B, | mStbilomoms) < 24 and
5 (" lnselss Il

Y ey e LIT| IRP [ PPN LI IRy L2 e

< No¢N- 4+2s+”[n+”irs’%+HIuHi(L%{ (4.30)
d Ny, Ny > N.

d1 At least one of Ny and Ngy ~ N1 ~ N3, w.l.o.g we suppose Ny ~ Ny ~ Nj.

18



+ N- —s/ N- _ + — +
Hence, |MErte)| < 1 < (Nyl=s(Nayims oy |mlataomsm < mlGstl) < 1 <
(R (517, and
N NG RGN L N T e
+

1-s 1-s 1-s 1—s o -
T HFTETE) N{~° N3 N3~* Ny
S NN~ Tl

+

d2 Ny, Ny << N1 ~ Ns.

Then Mé1t+&) <« mi 1 < (&)1—5 and |m(§3+§4)—Tn3m4| < m€st+84) « ms 1 <
mimse ~ mims mo ~ N msmy ~ msmy ~ ms3my mg ~

(-,

N2 1-—s N4 1-—s 1 1 1 1 2 2
(W) (W) —Nll‘sﬁz—N;‘sE”[mr”xfs’%*HIUHXL%*

- —4+42 2 2
S NufaN I 2yl
+

Ir

A

Case 3 Nyqp ~ No~ N3 > N.

a Np, Ny << N.
|m(€1+€2)| ~ T2 ] |m(€3+€4)—7713m4| < N and

mimso ma m3mg ~ N3”
Ny
I g EH“HWHL@Hn+3u4HLgm
< Ny 1
~ E< N, >1-s NQN?}_S < N, >Hn-l-luer,%JrHu2”X1,%+”n-i-?»”XJl:s,%JrHU4HX1,%+
S NN, (4.31)

+

b N, << N, Ny z N. ’m(51+§2)’ o m2 1, ‘m(§3+54)—m3m4 < ’m(53+54)‘ - ‘m(§1+§2)’ <

(5 ) mi1msa ma ms3maq ~ ms3ng ms3maqg [ad
+£ 1 Nyy1—
T S e ~ mr S ()1 and
N4 1—
I g (W) “llngauallze Inysualirz
Ny 1
< “YaN1-s
S (e e el Bl sl gl
- —3+s+ 2 2
S Nl Ml (4.32)

CNl,ZN,N4<<N.

+ + N1y1- +84)— v N.
] ~ PR S s S S (R)17 and e < | 2l < B,

19



Ir

Then

Ni1_sNy
< Y IN1—-s-'4
5 (G Il g s,
Ny 4 _.Ny 1
< YIN1—-s-'4
~ (N) N3 N11—3N2N?}—s < N, >|’n+1Her,%+Hu2”X1,%+Hn-‘r3”X41:s,%+HU4HX1,%+
S NaeN TR g (4.33)
d Ny, Ny 2 N.
+ - - +64)— - -
| S (R e (Rt e, (e < ()1 (R)' 0, and
Ny g, Noq g, N3 1 g, Nayi_
S (W) S(W) S(W) S(W) SH”+1U2”L§J””+3U4HL§J
Ny q_o, Noy_ . N3 q_. Nyq_ 1
< Y INI—s/7 Y 24\1=5/7"3\1=5/""4\1—s
~ (N) (N) (N) (N) N11—5N2N31—8N4Hn“l‘l”Xifs,%Jr”u2HX1,%+”n"'g”X‘lkfs,%+Hu4”X1,%—+
5 Nr:uesz_4+2s+”In-i‘”igfs,%juHIUHi1,%+' (434)

+

Case 4 Ny ~ Ny~ Ny 2 N.

a Ny, N3 << N.
+ +€4)— v
| S B~ 1, and [ESREmI | < S0 < B,
Thus
N3
Ir' s M||n+1u2||L§xHn+3U4HLgm
< X 1 rrl gzl g imgall ooy sl
— n . U n U
N ONINIT < Ny >< Ny > Ny e d s TR g 8T e b M
—5 Ar—3+2 2 2
SJ Nmt%:cN + 8+HI77‘+HX175,%+”[u”XL%Jr' (435)
+
b Ny << N, N3 2 N.
|m(€1+€2)| ~1 |m(€3+€4)—m3m4| < mE+84) | o m&Gté) « ma 1 < (&)1—5 and
mims ’ msma ~  m3zma mgmg N M3my m3 ~ \ N ’
N3 1_
I g (W)l “lIngauallze Inysualirz
N3 1
< (=2)bes n U n U
S D wEm e e el dnesl ol
—e n—3+2s+ 2 2
S NN g Wl (4:36)
CNQ,ZN, N3 << N.
’m(51+52)‘ oM tl) « ma 1 < (Nz)1-s ‘m(§3+§—4)—m3m4’ < N3
mimsa mims Y mims mo ~ \ N ) msmy ~ Ny

20



Then

Na s N3
15 (G Pl Inssul s,
No 1_4 N3 1
< Y2 \1-5""90
S ops ey o L UL U2 PR LIS RPN T RS
—5 Ar—4+2s+ 2 2
Nmiz N ° |’In+HXj1js,%+HIUHX1,%+’ (437)
d Ny, N3 > N.
The same as Case 3(d).
Case 5 Nygp ~ No ~ Ny 2 N.
a N1, N3 << N.
m(&1+62) m(€3+8a)—msm N.
’ mim22 ‘§17’ 3m§m4 . 4’§ﬁ7a‘nd
N3
' s MH”—Hu?HLfJC||n+3u4||Lf’x
S gl g sl gl g
4 < N1 > 2 < INg > 4 X, X,
Nn_qumN_3+s+\|[n+\|i{lfsy%+||Iu||§(1’%+. (4.38)

+

b Ny << N, N3 2 N.

|m£§1+€2)| <1, |M(€3+€4)—m3M4| < m(€s+&a) _ m(&1+&2) < me 1 < (%)1—57 and
1ma2 m3mg m3mg m3mg m3mg m3
Nz qi-
I g (W)l “lIngauallze Inysualirz
N3 1
< “Y'oN\1-s
S O s e b el Il g g
< Nn:fsz_?’*S*IIImH;fs,%||I“||§(1,%+- (4.39)
+
CNl,ZN, N3 << N.
+ + Niy1— +€4)— N
’mgimgz)‘ ~ mem§4) < mT;ﬁz ~ le < (Wl)l s, ‘m(§3 7521)?147%37?14’ < sz and
Nii_s N3
I s (W)l SEHn—HZ@HLfJC||n+3u4||L?’x
N1 14 N3 1
< YiNl1-s5Y0
~S (N) N, N11_5N2 < N3 >1-s N4”n-l—l”XJl:s,%+HU2HX1,%+Hn-i-3Her,%+Hu4”X1,%+
—5 Ar—4+2s+ 2 2
5 Nmt%xN B ”In'i‘HXifs,%jL“IU“X17%+’ (440)
d Ny, N3 > N.
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The same as Case 2(d).

Finally, let’s consider I11.

Lemma 4.4.

— 1
IIT < N72+s62 an+Her+,%+|y[u|y§(1’%+. (4.41)

Proof. With the same notations and argument as before, to prove this lemma, we just need the

following estimate:

IIr = N / /| m(&s +W£Lzm3 MM | gy < N—2+s+5%_\|ln+\|XiS+7%+||Iu||‘2xl’%+. (4.42)
If both Ny and N3 << N, Lh.s would be zero, and the inequality holds.

On the other hand, w.l.o.g we assume N3 < No.

So let’s suppose No 2 N. Since Zi:l & =0, N1 S No.

Now, we’ll discuss in two subcases.

Case 1 Ny = N >> Nj.

As 3231 & =0, then Ny ~ Ny, and |t omams | | miGates)oma | < | Vimals| < N

mam3 m2 Ny~

N3
r - g NlN Insallzz, lluzusllzz
N3 N3 1
S Moo (G2 ezl o sl 3
N3 Nz 1 1 1 1 1_
< — —s
~ N2(N2)2N11—5 N2 < N3 >62 ”n‘f‘l”X}r ’OHU2HX1,%+”U3HX1,%+
_€ 1
S NN Iy T, (4.43

+

by Holder inequality, (2.7) and (2I0]).
Case 2 N, > N3 > N.
Subcase a Ny ~ Ny > N3 2> N.
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|m(€2+€3)—M2m3| < m(&a+€3) | _my 1 < (%)1—5’ then

maoms moms mams | mg ~>
1< NG nalg, lususlzz,
S Ml g (G2 el o g Tl .1
S e =y LIS S MR

— — 1_
S NpeaN 275702 ||1n+||X175,,;.+\IIU\Iil,%+,
+

with the same reason as case 1.

Subcase b Ny > N3 2 N, Ny >> Nj.
So Ny ~ N3 and |m(52+§3)—m2m3| < m(&+€s) « 1

mams3 mams  ~ mems  m3

S ()00,
No o_
N 20l

No o N3 1
Nl(W)Z(l )HXgO(E)Q|IU2HX0,%+|!U3HX0,%+

Ny N3) 1 11
N N2 < N1 >1-s N2 N3

Neo N72H5%2653 | In |
X

IIr

A

Ny (

AN

(NI

A

Nl( )2(1—5)(

1_
02 [l x1-solluzll o g o [us

A

2
Jl:s,%jt HIU‘|X1,%+‘

Now, combing the results of three lemmas above, we can get Proposition 1] easily.

5 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Let
Yu(t) = sup | In < A > u(r)| 2,
o<r<t
Tny (t) = sup Iy <A >'"" ny (1)
o<r<t
Sut) = sup [IIvu(r)] o
o<t
Y. (1) = su Inny (T
we®) = s om0
and

A(t) = sup || < A>%u(7)|r2
o<r<t

First of all, we’ll prove the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.1. With the condition of Theorem 11 for 1 > s > }—?, VT <T* < oo and close to
T* enough,
[H(T)| = [H(Iu(T), Iny (T))| S AP, (5.6)

3

10+434e
where N ~ A(T)T=0-(5=350¢ | ¢ small enough such that 0 < e < $1=25% and p(s) < 2.

Proof. From Proposition 1] and the condition of Theorem [I[T] there exists

2
Xl’%+

(5.7)

[H(0) - H(O)] < N_2+8+50+HIH+HX173,%+\\IU\\;,%++N‘“”Hfmllilfs,%HIUH

+ +

173,%+ ||Iu||§{17%+7
+

~

< N_2+s+||ln+||2
X

since [[Ing| , . 3.+ ||Iu||X1%+ 2 [ Ing|gi-s + || Tul| g — oo for ¢ — T*.
X+

I 2
On the other hand, by Proposition BT}, we choose § ! ~ X, (T)* 7+ (suppe, <1 %)2“76.

”HI*S

As from BI4), it has ||[Iny(t)||gi-s = ¢ > 0, as t — T*. w.lo.g we suppose |[Iny(t)|| > ¢
for 0 < t < T*, otherwise, we just need to calculate from H(t*) for some t* < T*. Thus
&< B, (T)*17e + ¥, (T)?3+179) | and the number of iteration steps to reach the given time
Tis T < TSy, (T)217 4 2, (1)),

Combining these estimates with (5.7), the whole increment of energy is

T(En7L (T)2+17e + EU(T)2(2+175) )]\/—2—i-s—i-ein7L (T)2§U(T)2
< N—2+S+E(in+ (T)4+176iu (T)2 + in+ (T)2iu(T)6+34E). (58)

~

Then, from @B.I6) for T' < T*,

1 4e
Il <l Ingolli-s + T2 Tull?, - (5.9)

lfs,%ﬁ»
+
Hence,

S (T) S N8| ngollz2 + Su(T)? < N5 4 2, (T)?, (5.10)

N

then put it into (5.8]), and by the relationship (3.2)), then

N—2+s+e(N(4+17e)(1—s)iu(T)2 + iu(T)10+34e + N2(1—s)§u(T)6+346 + iu(T)10+34e)
N—2+S+E(N(4+17e)(1—s)EU(T)2 + N2(1—S)Eu(T)6+346 + EU(T)10+346)

G.3)

AR ZANRZANR YA

N4—5s+(18—17s)eA(T)2 + N6—7s+(35—34s)eA(T)6+34e + N8—98+(35—34S)EA(T)10“1‘346.

24
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On the other hand,

HO) = |H(Tuo Inso)l = [VIwols + 3 nsals + 5 [ (o + Taso)lfufdo
S IVIuoli2 + noll72 + [Hnoll 2|1 Tuo| 7
S IVTuoll7z + [Hngoll 72 + [ Tuol| 74
S IVIuollZa + [0l 2z + [[Tuol| 721V Tuol|72
S IVIuol3e + Hnoll7e + lluollZz [V Iuol|7-
S IVTuolZ2 + [Hngoll 7z + [V Iuoll72
S IVIulZz + [[Inol122
S N g f + Ingollfe S N2, (5.12)

Hence,

[H(T)| < [H(0)]+ [H(T) —T(0)]
< N2(1—s) + N4—5s+(18—17s)eA(T)2 + N6—7s+(35—34s)eA(T)6+34e
+N8—98+(35—34S)6A(T)10+34€‘ (513)

10+34e
Then, choose N = A7:-6-(5-34s)c ' g0 that the first and fourth terms in (5.I3]) give comparable
contributions. A calculation reveals that the second and third terms in (5.13]) produces a smaller

correction. Thus

10 + 34e 16 17s — 16
=2(1— 2 — and —_—. 14
P(s) =20 =)@ —aam)e <2707 17 40 <€ < G Gss (5.14)
]
Now we turn to prove Theorem LIl
Proof. Let {t;}?2, be a sequence such that ¢ T T as k — oo, and for each tj,
lu(ti)llms = Alte)-
By the result of Corollary B.5 that ||u(t)||gs — oo, it’s achievable.
Denote uy = u(ty), and Tuy, = I, u(ty), with N(tj) taken as in Proposition (.11
Then, let Ay = || Tug|| g1 = A(tx). Do the scaling as follows:
d = A u(ty, oAb (5.15)
i = A In(tg,zb), (5.16)
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and by direct calculations, we have

lakllze = [Hukllze < llukllpz = [luoll L2,
Vgl <1,
lim ||ag||z2 =1,
k—o00

and

lim |Vag|2 =1
k—o0

since N (tj) — oo for t — T™* by Proposition 5.1

(5.17)

(5.18)
(5.19)

(5.20)

Thus, {1}, is a bounded sequence in H 1 and has a weakly convergent subsequence, which

we still denote as {7y}, and @ € H', such that
iy, — @ in H'.

Then, as u is radial, then by Radial Compactness Lemma, it exists
iy — @ in L'

On the other hand, let )
E(Iu) = ||V Iu(t)|[72 — §HIU(75)||‘£4,

and

1 1
Hy(Tu, In) = |V Iu(t)|2, + gHInHQLQ + /Inuuy2 = E(Iu) + /(In + [Tul?)%.

Hence 1
H(t) = Hy(Iu, In) + 5\|Iv||ig.

Combing all the above estimates together, we have

E(iy)

)\,;2E(Iuk)
)\,;2H1 (Tug, Ing)
)\,;2H(Iuk, Iny)
A 2APE) (1)

CAZ(S)_2 — 0,

INCININ N

as k — oo, by Proposition (5.1l and the definition of .

Thus,
limsup E(ux) < 0,

k—o0
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(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)



and

lim sup Hy (g, ng) < 0.

k—o0
Therefore,

.. < Ao ~ 2 TR
hklgggf l|tg]| 74 211]€ni>ggf |Vag||72 — 2E () = 2,

and

. L 1. . . .
0 > limsup Hy (ag, ny) = §hmsup(/(nk + |ag]?)? - HukH;),

k—o0 k—o0

or in other words,

(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)

. . . L - . 1, 1 -
0 > limsup (g, ) > limsup( [l + [ nfaal?) > imsup( e 22 = 1132  1ae]1Le)
k—o0 k—o0

k—o0
ie.

lim sup || 7ig]|2> < 4liminf [|@g)%s < e,
koo k—oo

by sobolev embedding theory, (5.17) and (5.I8]).

Claim 5.2. V R > 0,
li&gf‘uuk”LQ(B(O,R)) > (|Q| 2
and
llknl)g.}f H[nkHU(B(O,R)) Z My,

where my, > 0 depending on the initial data.

(5.30)

(5.31)

(5.32)

Proof. If the claim doesn’t exist, then there is a subsequence of {t;}, (still denote it as {tx}), such

that

k—o00

lim sup / Tug? < Q|22 — bo.
|z|<Ro
or

limsup/ |[Ing| =0,
k—oo J|z|<Ro

for some Ry > 0, and Jg > 0.
Then by scaling, VR > 0,

limsup/ g |* < HQ”QH — do,
lz|<R

k—o0

or

limsup/ k| =0,
k—oo J|z|<R

as A\, — oo for k — oo.
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(5.33)

(5.34)

(5.35)

(5.36)



From (5.22]) and (5.28]), there exists
i)l 7a > 2. (5.37)

And also by (5.21)) and (5.35]), we have

k—o0

[ gl <timin [l < QI - b,
|z|<R z|<R
for any R > 0. Hence by letting R — oo,
|72 < Q72 — do. (5.38)

On the other hand, from (530), we can see that {7} is bounded in L?, hence there is 7, such
that

Ay — 7 in L2 (5.39)

From (5.39) and (5.36])

/ 7
|z|<R

N

k—o0

CR%(/ 17[2)2 < cR2 liminf(/ I7k[2)2 = 0.
e[ <R lz|<R

ie.

n=0, ae. (5.40)

by letting R — oo.

Therefore,

lall72 < Q72 — 6o or i =0. (5.41)

Furthermore, since ﬂ% — @2 and 7, — 7 in L?, we have
/ﬁkyakP — /ﬁ\ayQ, as k — oo. (5.42)
Therefore,

o N 1. - o . L . _ o _
Hy(a,n) = HVuH%g—l——HnH%g—k/n]u\Q < hmlnf(HVukH%g—k—an|]2L2+/nk]uk]2) = lim inf H, (g, ng) <0,
2 k—oo 2 k—o00
(5.43)

or equivalently,

1
B(@ +3 [+ i) <o (5.44)
Casel If |]€LH%2 < HQ”%2 — dp-

28



Then, by (5.44) and sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg (2.13]), we have

~ ~ 1 ~
0 > B@)=|Valli: — 5l
_ [ ry—
> Vi3 — =5 [|Val3e
1QI172
1QN72 =0\, -2
> (1—-—=—2_ )||Va
do ~ 2
_ HQH%HVUHLQ' (5.45)
L

Because of (5.37), [|[Vil|72 # 0, which is a contradiction.
Case 2 Ifn=0.

Then
0> Hi(u,7) = |Vl 3e, (5.46)

which is also a contradiction. O

With Claim 5.2, we can get the result of the Theorem quickly.

That is,
19N 22 < liminf [[TugllL2(p(0,p)) < Uminf [[ug]|2(s0,r)) < limsup [[u(®)]L2(s(0,r)) (5.47)
—00 k—o0 t—T*
and
My < Uminf [|Ingl| L1 (po,p)) < Uminf [[ngll 2 s,r) < 1i£STgP In(®)ll 21 (B(0,R))- (5.48)
O
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