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COHERENT AND FOCUSING MULTIDIMENSIONAL
NONLINEAR GEOMETRIC OPTICS

By J.-L. JOLY ('), G. METIVIER (') anp J. RAUCH (Y, (%)

ABSTRACT. — Multiphase oscillating solutions of nonlinear hyperbolic systems, in any number of space variables
are studied. The amplitudes and wavelengths correspond to the regime called weakly nonlinear geometric optics
in the applied litterature.

Without strong assumptions on the set of phases, the problem is ill-posed. For instance, the Cauchy problem
with oscillating data may have no solution on a domain independent of the frequencies. The underlying mechanism
is focusing of oscillations. We give several examples of hidden or delayed focusing created by nonlinearities.
Focusing, at least when it is too strong, must be avoided.

A special case in which focusing is avoided, occurs when one deals with a coherent set of phases. For coherent
phases, the problem is well posed, and exact solutions with high frequency oscillations, admit a good asymptotic
description which is nonlinear in the principal term. We do not make any finiteness assumption on the set of phases.

Introduction

We study asymptotic expansions for multiphase short wavelength solutions of nonlinear
hyperbolic systems, in any number of space variables. The amplitude ¢ and wavelength
e satisfy a ~ P where the critical exponent p is chosen so that the principal term in the
asymptotics is nonlinear while for larger p it would be linear. This is the regime called
weakly nonlinear geometric optics in the applied literature. An important first step is the
correct formal study of this problem by [MR], [HMR].

As in the one dimensional case, we obtain rigorous results under hypotheses less
strong than those imposed for the formal development. We refer the reader to [JMRI1]
for an introduction to the problem of proving rigorous asymptotic expansions for exact
high frequency oscillating solutions to nonlinear hyperbolic systems. Similar expansions
have been justified before including: single phase expansions in any number of space
variables ([JR1] and [G1]); multiphase expansions in one space dimension ([JMR1] and
see the references there); multiphase multi-d expansions assuming small divisors do not
occur ([D], [JMRS]). Finally, [DPM], [ST], [S2], [C] study related asymptotics for weak
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52 J. L. JOLY, G. METIVIER AND J. RAUCH

solutions, including the possiblity of shocks, in one space dimension. The results in the
latter case are very far from complete for oscillatory solutions.

In this paper, there are three main points:

1) In general, i. e. without very strong assumptions on the set of phases, the oscillatory
initial value problem is strongly ill-posed. For instance, the Cauchy problem with oscillating
data has no solution on a domain whose size is independent of the frequencies. This is a
typical multidimensional phenomenon, which is totally absent of the one dimensional case
[JMR1]. The underlying problem is focusing of oscillations. What makes the problem hard,
is that focusing can be created not only by the phases in the Cauchy data as in the linear
case, but also by nonlinear interaction. We construct several examples of such hidden or
delayed focusing created by nonlinearities.

The conclusion is that focusing, at least when it is too strong, must be avoided.
Unfortunately, it seems impossible to make explicit the precise conditions that avoid this
phenomenon.

2) An important case in which focusing is excluded, occurs when one deals with
a coherent set of phases. The coherence assumption was introduced by [MR], [HMR]
in their formal approach of the problem. They were led to that condition by different
considerations, and in any event it arises in a very natural way. The first part of this
paper will be devoted to coherent phases. In that case the Cauchy problem is solvable
on a domain independent of the wavelength, and the exact solutions have an elegant
asymptotic description.

3) In contrast to [HMR], we do not make any finiteness assumption on the set of
phases. Such an assumption is very restrictive in multidimensional problems. We recover
the phenomenon described in an example in [JR2]. Nonlinear interaction can excite
oscillations propagating in an infinite number of directions, even if the Cauchy data have
only a finite number of wave trains. The new oscillations appear in the principal part of
the asymptotic expansion. Our study indicates that this phenomenon is generic. In [JMR6]
we show that the asymptotic expansions proved here imply that this phenomenon occurs
for the Euler equations of inviscid compressible flow.

In section 8, we prove a natural propagation theorem for the spectrum of oscillations.
In particular, if one makes a finiteness assumption on the set of phases as in [HMR], then
the principal term of the asymptotics oscillates with only this finite number of phases, and
is given by the integrodifferential system of equations derived in [HMR]. This provides a
rigorous justification to the formal nonlinear geometric optics elaborated in [HMR].

This paper is organized in two independent parts. In the first part, we study in detail the
coherent situation. The main results are stated in section 2. Section 3 provides examples
of rigorously valid geometric optics with finite or infinite number of phases. The proofs
are given in sections 4 to 8.

The second part of the paper is devoted to the study of focusing in nonlinear problems,
and to its disastrous consequences. Several focusing mechanisms are described in section 9.
Examples showing that these phenomena occur are constructed in section 10 and 11. The
results in section 11 show that our restriction to profiles which are smooth and quasiperiodic
is natural.
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NONLINEAR GEOMETRIC OPTICS 53

Part of the results presented here were described in [JMR3]. Further developments and
interesting applications of the constant coefficient case can also be found in [S1].

Part 1. The Cauchy problem with coherent phases

2. NOTATIONS AND MAIN RESULTS.

2.1. The equations. — We consider oscillating solutions of semilinear systems

d
2.1.1) Oeu+ Y Aj(t, 2)0u=F(t z, u)

i=1

as well as small oscillating perturbations v = u, + cu® of a smooth solution u, for
quasilinear systems

d
2.1.2) dv+ Y Bj(t, z,v)0;v=_G(t z,v)

=1

In order to put both cases in the same setting, we consider equations of the form

d
(2.1.3) Btu+z Aj(t,z,eu) Oju=F(t z, eu, u)

=1
In the semilinear case, the matrices A; (¢, x, u) are independent of w. In the quasilinear case,
Aj(t, z, eu) := Bj (¢, z, uo + e u),
F(t,z,eu, u) : =[G, z, up+cu) — G(t, z, ug)]/e
d
- Z [B; (t, T, up + eu) — By (t, z, up)] 9; up/e
j=1
and F (t, z, 0, u) is linear in (u, @).

Because we want to use complex exponential functions, we allow complex valued
functions w.

AssuMPTION 2.1.1. — The matrices Aj(t, z, v) are hermitian symmetric, and are C™
functions of (t, x, v, U). F is a C* function of the variables (t, x, v, U, u, ).

Remark 2.1.2. — 1) Semilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems beginning with a term
Ag Oy u can also be put in this form.

2) We could consider quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic beginning with a term
Ao (t, =, u) Oy u. This would complicate some of the analysis to follow. For the sake
of brevity we suppose Ao (¢, z, u) = I.
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54 J. L. JOLY, G. METIVIER AND J. RAUCH

Introduce the unperturbed principal part

d
(2.1.4) L(t, =; 8, 32) = 0c+ Y Aj(t, 7, 0)0;

=1
We assume the following hypothesis of constant multiplicity.

AssUMPTION 2.1.2. — The eigenvalues of A (t, z, 0; §) := Z & A (t, z,0) have constant
multiplicity for (t, z, £) € R x R? x (R¥\{0}). We denote them by X (t, z; £).
2.2. Asymptotic expansions. Coherent phases. — We study families of solutions of (2.1.3)

with oscillations of wavelength proportional to € — 0. In the similinear case (2.1.1) they
have asymptotic expansions of the form

(2.2.1) u (t, z) =U, z, (L, x)/e) +0(1)

In the quasilinear case (2.1.2) the form is

(2.2.2) vE (¢, ) =u, (t, ) +eU (¢, z, G(t, x)/e) +o(e).

Here @ = (41, -+, ¢m) is a family of phases and the profile U (¢, z, 6) is a smooth
function, periodic or almost-periodic in . In the applied literature, such expansions go by
the name of nonlinear geometric optics and weakly nonlinear expansions.

The spectrum of U (¢, z, -) is assumed to be independent of (¢, ). Resuming the Fourier
series Z ao (t, ) €% of U, summing first along rays through the origin, yields

(2.2.3) U(t, z,0) = Ut z, o 0)
l

for a countable collection of a; € R™. In the applied litterature one has always taken
the form (2.2.3) with a finite number of summands. This is a very strong condition on
u requiring that its spectrum is contained in a finite union of lines. It is closely related
to the finiteness assumption of [HMR] and one interesting aspect of our work is that no
such assumption is needed.

The first condition on the phases is that they must be solutions of the eikonal equation
associated to the unperturbed operator L:

(2.24) det L(t, z; dp(t, z)) = 0.

Clearly, one main object which appears in (2.2.1) is the space @, the linear span of
the ¢;’s. Our main assumption is that this space satisfies a coherence property, similar
to the one introduced in [HMR].

DEFINITION 2.2.1. — Suppose 2 C R x R? is open and ® C C* (Q; R) is a real vector
space. ® is L-coherent when for all ¢ € ®\{ 0}, one of the following two conditions holds
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NONLINEAR GEOMETRIC OPTICS 55

() det L (¢, z; do (t, )) = 0 and dp (t, ) # 0 at every point (t, ) € Q,
(ii) det L (¢, z; do (¢, z)) # O at every point (t, ) € Q.
A typical example of coherence occurs when L has constant coefficients, and when

® is a space of linear functions. This was the situation considered in [JMR2]. Further
examples will be given in section 3.

Remark 2.2.2. — If ® is coherent, then any ¢ € ®\{ 0 } has nowhere vanishing differential.
Therefore ® has dimension, over R, less than or equal to d + 1.

Remark 2.2.3. — Choose a basis iy, ..., ¥, of ®, and introduce the symbol

m
(2.2.5) M (t,x;7v) == Z v; L(t, z;dy; (t,x)) =709 (t,2)+A (L, x,0;,7-0., ¢ (¢, x))

=0

defined for (¢, z, v) € Q x R¥*1. Here, v - 9;9 denotes nyj O:p; and v -0y =
nyj dv; € R%. The coherence assumption implies that the real roots v # 0 of

(2.2.6) det M (¢, z,v) =0

are independent of (¢, x). Because the roots (7, £) € R'*4\0 of det L(¢, z; 7, £) = 0
have £ # 0, we see that the roots v # 0 of (2.2.6) satisfy - 9, ¢ (¢, ) # 0, so that they
are solution of exactly one among the equations:

227 mi (23 7) =70 (b, )+ A (¢, 757 0¥ (¢, x)) =

The A;’s were introduced in Assumption 2.1.2.

If Q is connected, continuity implies that, if v # 0 satisfies (2.2.7) at a point (¢, z)
then for all (t, ) € Q, (¢, z, ) is not only a solution of (2.2.6), but is a solution of
(2.2.7) with the same index k.

2.3. The Cauchy problem. — We consider the Cauchy problem for equation (2.1.3). Let
Q C R x R? be a closed truncated cone of the form

23.0) Q={(t 2)0St<toand|a| + /6 < p}

Letw=QNn{t=0}={z| |z| £ p}. We assume that § is so small that for all (¢, x)
and all v, |[v] £ 1, the boundary matrix

232) 5‘11d+z 21 A (t, @, v)

is definite positive. The boundaries of ) are spacelike for solutions in 2 with |v| £ 1 and
Q is contained in the domain of determinacy of w for the operator L in (2.1.4).

ANNALES SCIENTIFIQUES DE L'ECOLE NORMALE SUPERIEURE



56 J. L. JOLY, G. METIVIER AND J. RAUCH

Our goal is to construct oscillatory solutions of the form (2.2.1). We suppose that the
space of phases ® C C* () is given. Our main assumption is that ® is L-coherent.
Moreover, because we consider a Cauchy problem, we are led to assume that ® contains
a timelike function, see Remark 2.3.3 below.

ASSUMPTION 2.3.1. — @ is L-coherent and there is g € ® such that ©o|,_, = 0 and
Ot o, () # 0 at every point ¢ € w.
The space of phases for the Cauchy data is

(2.3.3) ®° = {_lpe®} CC®Ww)
Coherence implies the following facts.

LeMMA 2.3.2. — (i) The kernel of the mapping 1p — 1)|,_, from @ to ®° is R po. Therefore
dim ¢ = 1 + dim ®°.

(ii) For any ¢° € ®°\{ 0}, dp°® never vanishes and for all k the solution of the eikonal
equation

(234) Or 0k + Ak (t, 75 0z 1) = 0, Phlso = ¢°
belongs to .

Proof. — Let ¢ € ® be such that 9, vanishes at one point (0, z). Let § =
9 ¢ (0, )/0¢ ¢o (0, z). Then the differential of ¢ — Bpy € ® vanishes at (0, z) and
therefore, by coherence and Remark 2.2.2, ¢ — 8o = 0. This implies part (i).

For ¢° € ®°\{0} choose ¢ € @ such that ¢ (0, z) = ¢°(z). Set Br =
{0 ¢ (0,0)+ Ak (0, 05 d ¢° (0)) }/8: w0 (0, 0) and @i := ¢ — Bk @o. Then @y, , = ¢°.
In particular ¢y € ®\{0}. Moreover, ¢, satisfies the eikonal equation (2.3.4) at (0, 0)
and therefore, by coherence and remark 2.3.2, on £2, which proves part (ii).

Remark 2.3.3. — One could proceed the other way. Start with a space ®° such that for
any ¢° € ®°\{ 0}, dp° never vanishes. Take a basis (7, ..., ¥;) of ®° and consider the
solutions %); 3 of the eikonal equations (2.3.4) with data 7. Define ® as the linear span of
the v, » and assume that ® is coherent. Then ¢ satisfies assumption 2.3.1, provided that
there are at least two distinct eigenvalues A; and 2. Indeed, choose ¢ = 91,1 — Y1, 2.

Consider (2.1.3) together with the Cauchy data

23.5) uf_, = h

We assume that h° has the form

(2.3.6) h(z) = HE (z, 9° ()/e)

where 1;° = (¢35, ..., ¥5) is a basis (over R) of ®°. H®(z, X) is assumed to be
smooth and qguasi-periodic with respect to the variables X. This means that its spectrum is
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NONLINEAR GEOMETRIC OPTICS 57

contained in a finitely generated Z-module. Chosing a basis of this module yields a finite
family ®° = (¢9, ..., ¢2,) of functions of ®°\{0}. We assume that h° has the form

(2.3.7) he (x) = H® (z, g°(x)/¢)

where ¢ is a bounded family of smooth functions of (z, ) € R? x R™, periodic in
6. Note that we do not assume the ¢ to be R-linearly independent. Of course, they can
always be taken Q-linearly independent.

We can choose linear coordinates in R™ such that the periods are equal to 1, i.e. the H®
are functions of § € T™ = (R/27 Z)™. More precisely, we assume

AssuMPTION 2.3.4. — HE, for 0 £ € £ 1, is a bounded family in the Sobolev space
H* (w x T™) for some integer s > 1 + (d + m)/2. Moreover, H® — H° as € — 0 in
H? (w x T™) for all o < s.

The initial data oscillate with phases in ®°. The solutions are expected to have oscillations
with respect to phases which are solutions to the eikonal equations (2.3.4), thus of the form
U, z, po(t, xz)/e,..., p1(t T)/e, ..., om (t, )/e) where, for 1 £ j S m, p; € D is
such that ¢; (0, z) = ¢ (). In particular, the profiles I/ depend on another fast variable
T = po/e. Even though the initial profiles are periodic in 6, the profiles ¢/ in the following
theorem will not in general be quasiperiodic in (7, #). They remain periodic in 6 but are
only almost periodic in (7, 6). This is illustrated by the linear d’ Alembert wave equation.
Given initial phases wy, - , the profile will have spectrum containing the points

(m 0) = (1) newil, D niws)

which in general do not belong to a finitely generated Z-module.

THEOREM 2.3.5. — With assumptions as above, one has the following :

(i) There are 1 > 0 and t1 > 0 such that for all € €]0, 1] the Cauchy problem (2.1.3),
(2.3.5) has a unique solution u® € C* (Qy,) where 4, = QN{0Zt <t}

(i) For 1 £ j £ m, let p; € ® be chosen so that ¢; (0, x) = ¢$(x) and let p, € P be
a function as in assumption 2.3.1. Then there exists U (t, z, 7, §) € C* (4, x R x T™),
almost periodic in n := (1, §) € R x R™ such that

(2.3.8) u® (t, ) —U(t, z, o (t, x)/e, p1(t, x)/e, ..., om (t, x)/e) = 0
in L= (Q,) as e — 0.
(iii) With notations defined in the next paragraph, U is determined as the solution of
U=EU
(2.3.9) E{L(, z, 0, 0,) U+ B(¢t, z, U)o, U} =E{F(t, =z, U)}
Ujt=o, =0 (2, 8) = H (z, 0)

In (2.3.9) the following notations are used

F(t, z, u) :=F(t, z, 0, u), B(t, z, u)0, = Z B; (t, z, u) Oyj,
=0

ANNALES SCIENTIFIQUES DE L’ECOLE NORMALE SUPERIEURE



58 J. L. JOLY, G. METIVIER AND J. RAUCH

d
0A 0A
B, (t, =, u) :=281<pj(t, a:){a—ul(t, z, 0) - u+ == (¢, =, O)-ﬂ},

— ou

where the labelling of coordinates of n = {7, #) is such that 70 = 7 and n; = 6, for
1sjsm
To define the averaging operator E, let

(2.3.10) P(t, z, 8,) ==Y _ L(t, z; dp; (t, 7)) dy;.

=0
P is related to the operator M that was introduced in (2.2.5). If %, ..., %y, is a basis
of ®°, and ¢, ..., ¢, are functions in ® such that v;,_, = 93, then, by Lemma 2.3.2,
(o = @0, Y1, ..., 1,) is a basis of ®, and there is a constant coefficient (m+1) x (u+1)

matrix R such that

2.3.11) (@0 -+, om) = R (o, ..., )

Then the symbol of M is

I
(23.12) M (t, =z, v) = Z v; L (¢, z; dip; (¢, )) for (¢, z,v) € Q x R+
j=0
and P is related to M by the formula

(2.3.13) P(t,z, 0)=M(t z,"Ro) for (¢, z,0)€Q x R™H

According to Remark (2.2.3), we call Char M [resp. Char P] the set of the v € R*+1
[resp. @ € R™*!] such that det { M (¢, x, ) } = O [resp. det{ P (¢, z, o) } = 0]. As noted
in Remark 2.2.3, these sets do not depend on the point (¢, z). Furthermore

(2.3.14) Char P = ‘R™! (Char M)

Finally the operator E which occurs in (2.3.9) is the extension to a suitable space of
almost periodic functions in 6, of the following action on exponential functions

I(t, z, o) U (t, )" if o € Char P

(23.15) E{U(t, z)e"} = {0 if o ¢ Char P

where, for 0 € Char P, Il (¢, z, o) is the orthogonal projector on the kernel of P (t, z, o).
A precise definition will be given at section 6 (Definition 6.2.2).

Remark 2.3.6. — In subsection 2.5 we show that the profile equations (2.3.9) reduce to
the integrodifferential system found in [HMR] when only a finite number of characteristic
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NONLINEAR GEOMETRIC OPTICS 59

phases are involved. A derivation of (2.3.9), using BKW methods and formal trigonometric
series in 8, can be found in [JMRS5]. For the sake of brevity we do not repeat the argument.

2.4. Propagation of the oscillating spectrum. — Once the general statement (2.3.8) is
obtained, it remains to study the equations (2.3.9) of the profiles, to get further information.

We note that the condition &/ = EU is (formally) equivalent to
(2.4.1) P(t, z, 8,)U=0

and therefore, the Cauchy condition in (2.3.9)

(2.4.2) u|t=07 =0 — HO

amounts to a usual Cauchy condition

(2.4.3) Upo =V°,  with EV° =

where V° (t, z, ) is for each x the solution of the constant coefficient hyperbolic Cauchy
problem in (7, 1)

(244 P(t, z, 0., Og) V° = 0; Voo =H°

A precise existence theorem for the Cauchy problem (2.3.9) will be given in section 5.
We want to discuss here, qualitative properties of the solutions /. They have the form

(24.5) U, z,m) = U, (t, )€,

oceC

where U, (¢, ) =11 (¢, z, o) U, (¢, z), C := Char PN (R x Z™). Moreover, the series
in (2.4.5) are absolutely convergent.

In order to recover the usual form (2.2.3) for the expansions, we group the terms in
(2.4.5) with the same direction for «. Given a line I C R™*!, we define

(2.4.6) U (t,z, 0)= Y Up(t z)e"
oceCni\{0}

Introduce the average

(2.4.7) Ult, i) = U (t, z).

Then U can be written as the sum of the absolutely convergent series

(2.4.8) U=U+>y u.
l
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Note that the projector II (¢, x, o) is the same for all the o belonging to the same line .
Call it II; (¢, z). Then the U;* have the following polarization

(24.9) Uy (t, ) =14 (¢, 2) Uy (¢, z).

Moreover, if C; := CN1I1# {0}, then it is a discrete one dimensional Z-module. If o;
is a basis of C;, then (2.4.6) shows that U;* can be viewed as a periodic function of o; - 6

(2.4.10) Uy (t, z, 0) =U; (t, =, oy - 0).

Introduce the phases

(2.4.11) @1 (t, z) = o, - @(¢, z).

Then (2.3.8) takes the form
(2.4.12) ut (¢, ) =U )+ Y Ut 3, Gi(t, z)/e) +o(1).
l

Again, the series in (2.4.12) is absolutely convergent.

The intuitive rule for non linear interaction (resonance) is the following: take directions
I, in Char P which are in the spectrum of I{. Then nonlinearities produce spectrum in
the linear span of the ;. If this linear span intersect Char P in a new direction /', then
oscillations will be created with spectrum in /’. To make this idea precise, we introduce
the following definition.

DerFmNiTION 2.4.1. — Let £ be a set of lines | contained in Char P, such that
Ci:=Cnl+#{0}. £ is said to be stable for interaction [resp for interaction of order
< k], if for any finite subset 1y, ..., l, [resp. any subset of p < k elements] of £, one has :

(2.4.13) (C, +--+C,)NCharP CCg := U Ci.
leg

With this definition, one has the following result on the propagation of spectrum for
solutions of (2.3.9)

THEOREM 2.4.2. — Let £ be a set of lines in Char P. Assume that £ is stable for interaction.
Let U be solution of (2.3.9). Assume that the spectrum of U,,_, is contained in Cg, i.e.
U, (0, z) =0 for all a & Cg. Then for all t € [0, to] the spectrum of U is contained in Cg.

Moreover, if k 2 2 and if F is polynomial (in u, @) of degree < k, the conclusion is still
true if one only assumes that £ is stable for interactions of order < k.

Remark 2.4.3. — If our equation comes from a quasilinear problem (2.1.2), then F' is
linear in (u, @). Therefore in that case, only stability for quadratic interactions has to
be considered.
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NONLINEAR GEOMETRIC OPTICS 61

Similarly, for semilinear equations (2.1.1) with quadratic F, only stability for quadratic
interactions is relevant.

Remark 2.4.4. — In particular, when the stable set £ is finite we recover the usual
expansion with a finite number of phases

(24.14) ut (t, z) =U(t, z) + Z U, z, ¢ (t, z)/e) +o(1).
leg
We will give in section 3, examples of finite sets £ which are stable for interaction of
order < 2. On the other hand, if the spectrum of the Cauchy data is contained in a finite
but non stable set £, in general, the spectrum of the solution will not be contained in a
finite union of lines. This is exactly what happens in the example of [JR2]. We refer to
section 3 for another example of this type.

2.5. The integro-differential form of the equations of profiles. — In this section, we sketch
the computations which show that (2.3.9) is the general form, for an infinite number of
phases, of the integro-differential equations for profiles found in [HMR].

For | = Ro C Char P, II,; (¢, z) is the orthogonal projector on the kernel of
L(t, z, o - do(t, x)) which is a spectral projector of A(t, =, 0; o - 9, ¢'(t, =)). Then
the constant multiplicity Assumption 2.1.2 implies that
(2.5.1) Hl (t, .'I:) L (t, x, Bt, 8w) Hl (t, .CL‘) = H[ (t, SL’) X[ (t, Z, 8t, Bw) H[ (t, .’L‘)

where X; is a first order operator whose principal part is scalar.
Introduce the projections E,;

(25.2) EAY U, (t, )"} = Y (¢, 2)U, (4, 3) e,

oecni\{0}
and
(2.53) Eo{D_ Us(t, 2)e"} = Up (2, x).
Note that E, is the averaging operator
P
(2.5.4) Eo F(t, z) = lim p~* / F(t, z, 7, 0)drdb
p— X 0 Tm™

On the other hand, the polarization (2.4.9) and the diagonalization (2.5.1) imply that

25.5) E,E{L(t z, 8, 8:)U} =L X, U}.

Projecting (2.3.9), we see that it is equivalent to

2.5.6) L (8, 8,)U+Eg{BMU)0,U}=Eo{FU)},
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2.5.7) XU +E{BU) U} =E {FU)}, forall L.

Moreover, E; = II; M; = M, II; where M; is the mean value operator defined by

(25.8) M, F(t, z, n) = lim p‘m/ F(t, z, n+n'})dy,
p=oo PQ

where 7* = F — Eo F and Q is a cube of m dimensional measure 1 in [+, the orthogonal
space to [ in R™*1,

Assuming strict hyperbolicity, II; (¢, ) is a projector on a one dimensional subspace of
RY, generated y an eigenvector r; (¢, z). The polarization (2.4.9) and (2.4.10) show that

(2.5.9) U, z, 0)=p(t, z, 00-0)r (¢, ),

for a scalar function p;. Then, (2.5.7) can be written in terms of the p;, and we leave
to the reader to check that, when the set £ of directions [ is finite, one gets exactly the
integrodifferential equations obtained in [HMR].

3. EXAMPLES.
3.1. Cohei‘fgnt spaces.

ki
Example 3.1.1. — A typical example of coherence is obtained when the unperturbed
operator L of (2.1.4) has constant coefficients, and when @ is a space of linear functions.
This was the situation considered in [JMR2].

When the space dimension is d = 1, this situation was considered previously by
L. A. Kaliakin [Kal].

It is important to remark that there are other examples of coherences. To begin with,
recall the following example from [HMR].

Example 3.1.2. — Consider a 3 X 3 system whose characteristic polynomial is

G.1.1) (2 = |¢]?).

For instance, linearize Euler’s system of isentropic gas dynamics, around a state with zero
velocity, constant density, and normalize the sound speed to one. Let ¢ (z) and v (z)
be solutions of

(3.1.2) Vo@))? =1, Vo (z)> =1

with V ¢ # V4. Then the space ® generated by ¢ (z) — ¢t and ¢ (z) — t is coherent.
Another example is found by adding variables in a constant coefficient operator

Example 3.1.3. — Assume that the variables (¢, ) are split into two groups,
v = (yo, ---, yu) and ¥’ = (Yu+1, ---, Ya). Write the principal part
d
(3.13) L=Y" Al(y)o,
k=0
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and assume that

(3.1.4) for j £ u, the matrices A’} are constant.

Then, the space of linear functions of ¥/,

(3.1.5) d={py)=0d -y, o eR}
is L-coherent.

There are other possibilities. Let @ be coherent with L. As already noted in remark 2.2.2,
the dimension of ® is < d + 1. Take a basis %y, ..., 1, of ®. The differential diy; are
linearly independent, and, locally, one can perform a change of variables such that ® is

the space of linear functions (3.1.3). In the new variables the principal part of L takes
the form (3.1.3.). Call

n

(3.1.6) L' (y, 8y) =Y AL (y)d,,
k=0

then, coherence just means that the set

(3.1.7) {n e R¥*|det L' (y, n') =0}

does not depend on y, that is, the real characteristic variety of L' is independent of y. This
does not imply that L’ has constant coefficients, for several reasons. First, det L’ (y,n’) =0
may have complex roots and no assumption is made on these complex roots. This idea
leads to example 3.1.4 below. Second, even if all the the roots are real and simple, this
only implies that the polynomial det L’ (y, n’) has the form a (y) p (n") with a (y) a non
vanishing factor and p a constant coefficient polynomial.

This raises the question of whether (strictly) hyperbolic operators whose characteristic
polynomials are independent of (¢, x) automatically have coefficients independent of
(t, ). The answer is of course no since if L (D) is a constant coefficient operator
then the change of dependent variables v = V (¢, z) @ procedures a variable coefficient
operator with principal part V~! LV which has the same characteristic polynomial. A more
refined question is whether these changes of dependent variables are the only possibilities,
that is, is it true that (strictly) hyperbolic systems with constant coefficient characteristic
polynomials can be conjugated to constant coefficient systems. When p = 2 in (3.1.6) the
answer is yes: indeed, it suffices to diagonalize (A%)~! A’i. In particular, after a change of
dependant and independant variables, example 3.1.3 is a particular case of exmple 3.1.2
Interestingly, when p > 2, the answer to the question above can be no: an example is
given at example 3.1.5.

Example 3.1.4. — Consider the 4 X 4 system

1 0 0 0 010 0
0 -1 0 0 100 0
L=0+1y 0 o o0|%*T|o 0 0 g|%
0 0 0 -a 008 0
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with o = a (¢, z, y) and 8 = B(¢, z, y). Its principal symbol is

(T* =& —0?) (7* - 2 - )
If o > 2, the real roots with 7 = 2¢, are roots of (72 — £€2 — n%) = 0. Therefore, the set
® of linear phases generated by 2¢ + = and y is L-coherent.
Note that this is an example where ® does not contain any timelike function.

Example 3.1.5. — Consider the strictly hyperbolic, hermitian symmetric, 3 x 3 system,
in two space variables

~fo 0 o0 0 1/v2 cosf 1/v/2 cosé
L:=08+ |0 -1 0|8,+ |1/V2cosb 0 isinf | Oy
0 0 1 l/\/§ cosf —isinb 0

with 8 = 6 (t, z, y). Its principal symbol is 7 (72 — £2 — n?). Therefore, the linear phases
form a L-coherent space. However, it is not hard to check that no change of dependent
variables can conjugate L to a constant coefficient operator, unless 6 (¢, z, y) is constant.

Example 3.1.6. — The system in 3.1.5 can be transformed to the real 6 x 6 symmetric
hyperbolic system, with constant multiplicity

L=0,+A08,+B(t z, y)0,
where A and B have the block structure

0 0 O 0 al ol
A=10 —-I 0}; B=|al 0 BY
0 0 I al [fJ 0

with

10 0 -1 .
I—[O 1}, J—[l O]’ a=1/V2cos 0, [ =sin 6
and 0 = 6 (t, z, y). The principal symbol of L is 7% (72 — £2 — n?)2. Therefore, the linear
phases form a coherent space. Again L is not conjugated to a constant coefficient operator,
unless 4 (¢, =, y) is constant.

3.2. Examples where £ is finite. — We adopt notations (2.3.10)...(2.3.13), as well as
the notations of section 2.4. In particular C = Char P N (R x Z™). Call D = ‘RC =
Char M N *R(R x Z™). First we remark

LemMma 3.2.1. — (i) 'R is one to one from C onto D.

@) Irc(l) :=Ccni#{0}, thenl! .= 'Rl # {0} is a line in R++1,

(iii) The interaction condition {C (1) +---+C(lp) } N Char P # {0} is equivalent to
{DI)+---+D(,) }nChar M # {0}, where I, := ‘Rl; and D () =Dnl} =
*RC(1;).

Proof. — The first point is a consequence of the independence over Q of the phases
©1,..., ©m. Points (ii) and (iii) are immediate corollaries.
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This lemma is usefull, because it is easier to work with the operator M than the operator
P whose characteristic variety is larger.

" Example 3.2.2. — Consider a constant coefficient two speed system [RR]. Then the
principal symbol is equal to

g(r, &)
for some strictly hyperbolic quadratic form g and some integer k. Consider the space @ of
linear phases. A basis is 1, = t, ¥; = x;. Then, with the general notation (2.3.12)

(3.2.1) Char M = {7y € R*™}|q (y) = 0}.

If I and [ are two different lines in Char M, then the linear span I} + I} intersects
Char M only on [j Ul}. Therefore, quadratic interaction never produces new directions
of oscillations. Thus for linear phases any set £ of directions | C Char PN (R x Z™)
is stable for quadratic interactions.

With this example, we recover and generalize the second case studied by J. M. Delort
[D], because we drop here all the arithmetic assumptions of [D].

Example 3.2.3. — Let the principal symbol be

(3:22) {2 — P {2 = 2le)*)

Again we take ® to be the space of linear functions on R%*!, Then Char M is the union
of two cones; ¥; := {72 = |¢[>} and &y := {72 = % |¢|>}. When ¢ > 1, &, is inside
Y. Then, if £ is a set of directions [; C X1, =1, ..., m, such that none of the planes
l; +lk, j # k, intersects ¥5\{ 0}, then £ is stable for quadratic interaction.

Example 3.2.4. — Again we assume the principal symbol is given by (3.2.2), but we now
take c < 1 and £ = {[;, 1 £ j £ m} a family of lines contained in the interior sheet %;.
Then the plane [; + [, does intersect the exterior sheet ¥,\{ 0 }. But it may happen for
arithmetical reasons, that the lattice C (I;) + C (Ix) does not intersect ¥,\{ 0 }.

For instance, consider the following example in space dimension d = 2. With the
indentification R? ~ C, consider the three characteristic directions (1, 1), (1, j) and
(1, 52) located on ¥; := {72 = |£|?}. Here j # 1 is a cubic root of 1. A linear
combination « (1, 1) + B (1, j), with (a, 8) € Z2, belongs to Ly := {72 = ¢* |¢|?} if
and only if (a + 8)? = Ela+76)? = c(a® + af + B?). When

(3.2.3) ¢Q,

this only occurs when a = 8 = 0. The same reasonning holds by symmetry for all pairs
l; # li. Therefore, if (3.2.3) holds, the set of lines I, := R (1, j*), kK =0, 1, 2, is stable
for quadratic interaction for any system whose principal symbol is (3.2.2).

Example 3.2.5. — The following example from [HMR] has linear phases and a 3 x 3
system in two space dimension, whose symbol is

(3.2.4) T+ (6 - 77) (61 +37).
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The intersection of Char M with {7 = 1} is a cubic. [HMR] show that there is a
link between the construction of sets £ that are stable for quadratic interaction, and the
construction of subgroups for natural group structures on that cubic.

3.3 Dense oscillations. — We give here a variation of the example of [JR2] which
shows that oscillations with a finite number of phases in the Cauchy data, can produce a
family of waves moving in an infinity of distinct directions.

Consider in space dimension d = 2 the following problem

3.3.1) {Dm:(atqf)i*,
o Up=o (2) =€ H (z/€),  Oiuj—o (z) = Ho(z/e),
3 3
(3.3.2) H(X)=) A(axX), Ho(X)=)Y A (uX).
k=1 k=1

where A (6) is a 2m-periodic C* function on R. For k = 1, 2, 3, oy, € R?, || = 1,
and the o are not located on a line C R2. Moreover, we assume that all the Fourier
coefficients of A are nonzero.

In particular the Cauchy data oscillate with the three phases ¢ (z) = oy - .
(3.3.1) can be written as a first order system

{Lz‘ﬁ:F(if),

(3.3.3) T (z) = i (w/e).

with @ = (uo, u1, us) = (8yu, Oy, u, Oy, u), F(@) = ((uo)? 0, 0) and H =
(Hy, 8., H, 8., H). The principal symbol of L is 7 (72 — |¢|?).

Theorem 2.3.5 asserts that @° (¢, z) = U (¢, z, t/e, x/e) + o(1) with U solution to the
system (2.3.9). It is clear that &/{ does not depend on the variable z and satisfies

(3.3.4) U=EU; SU=EFU); U, ., (X)=H(X).
The general formula (2.5.6) implies that

3.3.5) U T, X)= E Us. o (t) et AT+a-X)
(e
the absolutely convergent summation being over the indices (A, «) such that a € 3 :=

Zay+Zas+Zazand A =0 or A = = |a|. Moreover, the coefficients U, , have the
polarization indicated at (2.5.6).

Our choice (3.3.2) has been made so that, at time ¢ = 0, the coefficients Uy , have a

particular polarization. More pecisely, Uy (0) =0 when A =0 or A = — |a| and
3
(3.3.6) U@O, T, X)=> A(uwX+T)r
k=1
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where 7}, is the eigenvector (1, ay).

The next remark is that if « € 3\{0} and ¥ = (v,, 0, 0), then I (0, ) ¥ = 0. Thus
the Fourier coefficients of E F (i), and therefore those of d;U, of index (0, ) vanish.
Therefore, all the Uj o (t) vanish identically. Moreover, using the explicit form of the
projectors II (£ |a|, &), one can show that the first component U, of the vector valued
function Y has the form

3.3.7 U, (t, T, X) = Z O a(t) et OT+aX)
(A, @)ec

where C = {£ |a|, @), @ € 3} and satisfies

3
(3.3.8) Uy =P{(U)’}Y; Uy (T, X) =) A(ax X +T).

k=1

Here P is the operator which maps Za;ya (t) e AT+aX) o

1 .
3.3.9) ao, 0 (t) + E 5 axa (t)€ (OT+a-X)
(A, @)ec\{0}

In particular, (3.3.8) implies that V; := 0, Uy),_, is given by

(3.3.10) Vi =P{(U,,)*}

we now expand A in its rapidly convergent Fourier series, A = Z am €™, getting an
expression for (Up|,_,). With (3.3.9) and (3.3.10) we find that V; has the form

(3.3.11) Vi(T, X) =) b€

with phases ¢, (T, X) = Z pr (ag - X +T). In (3.3.11), the summation is taken over the

set M of multi-indices p = (u1, pa, p3) € Z* such that dyp,, = (Z Lk, Zuk ag) € C.
Call My the subset of the ;1 € M such that the three components pj are # 0. When
1 € My, a direct computation also gives that

(3.3.12) by =3p1 oz ay, ay, ap, 0

Because the vectors (1, ay) are linearly independent, dy, # dy,/, when pu # p’, and
dy, and dy, are parallel if and only if 4 and p’ are proportional. Now, (3.3.12) shows
that the first component of 9;,_, and therefore of I, has a nonvanishing oscillation in
any direction ! generated by the dy,, p € Uy. Call £ the collection of these directions.

To conclude, it remains to show that £ can be infinite. As in [JR2] choose
(3.3.13) o1 =(1,0), ay=(-1/2,V3/2), az=(-1/2, —V3/2).

It is proved in [JR2] that then not only £ is infinite, but the union of lines in £ is dense
in the light cone {72 = |¢|?}.
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4. SINGULAR SYSTEMS. — In the proof of theorem 2.3.5 the first and main step is to solve
singular systems. In this section we present a study of such systems, which may be of
independent interest.

4.1. Statement of the result. — Consider a problem

d m
4.1.1) 9, u° +Z Aj(t, z, eu®) O, uf et Z By (t, z, e u®) O, u® = F (¢, z, u®),

j=1 1=1

where we assume that all the matrices A; and By are hermitian symmetric and smooth
functions of their arguments. We work on a closed domain  C R'*¢ of the form (2.3.1)
and assume (2.3.2). The unknowns u® are functions of (¢, z, §) € Q@ x T™.

The singular term of (4.4.1) is ¢~! times
(4.12) Q(t, x, ) u := Z By (t, , 0) 9p, us
=1

and we need assumptions on () in order to be able to solve (4.4.1). The main difficulty is
to commute () with the derivatives .. An easy case is when ) has constant coefficients.
In our case, coherence only implies that the characteristic set

(4.1.3) Char@ = {o € R™|det Q (¢, z, 0) =0}

is independent of (¢, z). The discussion in section 3.1 shows that this does not imply that
Q can be reduced to a constant coefficient operator by a conjugation, i.e. a change of
dependent variables. Nevertheless, the idea is that this reduction can be performed by a
pseudo-differential conjugation v = V (¢, x, 9p) v. B

Before giving the precise condition we need on Q, we introduce the following notation
for multiplication operators on Fourier series depending smoothly on (¢, ).

DErFINITION 4.1.1. — 3°(Q x R™), or simply %° (Q) when the dimension m is clear from
the context, denotes the space of matrices E (t, z, o), defined for (t, z, o) € Q x R™,
homogeneous of degree O in o, such that the set of functions {E (-, -, 0), 0 € R™} is
bounded in C* (). A symbol E € %° () is elliptic when E (t, z, o) is invertible for
all (t, z, o) and E~1 € £°(Q).

Note that such symbols are assumed to be defined for all ¢ € R™. On the other hand,
we do not require any smoothness in ¢. With this definition we can now state the condition
we impose on Q).

ASSUMPTION 4.1.2. — There is an elliptic symbol V € %° () such that
4.1.4) V(t,z,0) €Q x R™ : V™I (t, 2, 0)Q (¢, z, o) = Q* (o),

where Q* is a matrix independent of (t, ) € S0, homogeneous of degree one in o € R™.

We now introduce some function spaces. Denote by w; the section at time ¢ of  : w; is
the ball in R? of radius p — ¢/, centered at the origin. We call E° (¢,) the space of those
functions u € L?(;, x T™) such that their extension by 0 outside €2;, is continuous in
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time ¢ € [0, ¢;] with values in L? (R? x T™). For an integer s > 0, we call E° (t;) the
space of the u € E°(t;) whose (z, §)-derivatives 85 ,u belong to E° (¢1) for |a| < s.
For v € E° (t;) we denote by ||u(t)||s the H® (w; x T™)-norm of u (¢, -, -):

4.15) llu@)lls == [luts s s @ x Tm)
and
(4.1.6) [Ju|

pet) = sup lu(t)|s.
0<t<t,

The main result of this section is

THEOREM 4.1.3. — Let Q) be a closed set as in (2.3.1). Assume the symmetry of the matrices
Aj and By, (2.3.2) and that Q satisfies Assumption 4.1.2. Consider the Cauchy problem
for (4.1.1) with initial data

(4.1.7) uj,_, = h°,

where h® is a bounded family in H? (w x T™) with s > 1+ (d + m)/2. Then there are
€1 > 0 and t; > 0 such that for all € €0, e1] the problem (4.1.1) (4.1.7) has a unique
solution u® € E* (t1). Moreover, the family u® is bounded in E° (t;).

4.2. L? estimates. — The first step is to study the linearized equations

d m
“4.2.1) Lfu® := 0, u® +E Aj(t, x, e v°) 0y, u’ +et Z By (t, z, € v°) Oy, u® = f°.

j=1 =1

Recall that Q is defined in (2.3.1), and we fix t; < 6p. To begin with, we assume that
v € C*(Qy, x T™) for some t; < to and that

4.2.2) elvfl= =1,
so that €, is contained in the domain of determinacy of w for L°.

PROPOSITION 4.2.1. — Let f€ € L% (Qy, x T™) and let u® € E° (t1) be solution to (4.2.1).
Then the following uniform estimate holds

t
(42.3) e B0 < Xl ()0 + / KO £ (¢)o dE.
0

where K depends only on the norm of V, gv® in L™ (§, x T™)
Proof. — The usual integration by parts gives

2Re / (ue, Lo ydtde = [[uf (T — [[u (O)[2 + By + Bo.
Qr
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The first term B; is equal to

d
/ <u€+6z ﬁAj(t, x, ev®)u, u5>dx.
0t=5 (p-IeD<T = =l

It is non negative by (2.3.2) and (4.2.2). Because of the symmetry of the matrices, the
second term B is the integral over (I of

d m
<{Z O, Aj (L, T, £0°) + e Z Og, B (t, x, ev°) } u®, uf >

j=1 =1

Because By (t, z, e v (¢, z, 6)) depends on § only through € v, this term is = O (K |u®|?)
so that

T T
2Re/0 llu® Ollo 115 (Dllodt 2 |l (T)IIF — ||u5(0)ll3—K/0 [ (&)1[5 dt

and (4.2.3) follows. Note that assumption 4.1.2 is not needed here.

4.3. Estimate of the derivatives. — Our goal in this section is to get Sobolev estimates by
differentiating (4.2.1). Obviously, the (¢, z)-dependance of the By’s is a serious obstacle to
a straightforward computation. The role of assumption 4.1.2 is to reduce to the case where
B (t, z, 0) is independent of (¢, z). Before the proof, we need some preparation. First, to
a symbol E € X%, we associate the operator E (¢, x, 95) which is defined as follows: for

4.3.1) u(t, z, §) = Z ug (t, z)e?,

ocel™

the image is

(43.2) {E(t, z, ) u}(t, x, 0)= Y Et 5, 0)u,(t, z)e’.

ocel™

The definition certaintly makes sense for smooth w. As usual, when no confusion is
possible, we will often denote by the same letter E the symbol E (¢, z, o) and the
operator E (¢, =, 0y). The following proposition summarizes the main properties of this
very elementary calculus of Fourier multipliers with (¢, z) as parameters.

ProposITION 4.3.1. — Let E € ¥°(Q). Then:

(i) E (t, =, Op) extends continuously from E* (t1) into itself. There is a constant C such
that for all t; £ t,, all uw € E*(t1) and all t < t; one has

(4.3.3) I(Ew) (®)]ls < Cllu(®)]]s-

(i) E commutes with Oy and the commutator of 0; or 0., with E (t, x, 3y) is (0; E)
(t7 z, 80) or (axJ E) (t7 €T, 80)
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(iii) If E* is another symbol in X° (Q)then E (t, z, 8)o E* (t, x, 35) = (EE®) (t, , Dp).
Proof. — Definition (4.3.2) and the fact that the norm in H*(w; x T™) is equivalent to

(4.3.4) {>0 > @+ la)> 208 ua (£, 2)I132 ) 12

a€Z™ |f] <s
easily imply the results.
Next consider (4.2.1). For simplicity, we call A; the matrix A; (¢, z, ) =
A;(t, z, eve (¢, z, 0)) as well as the operator of multiplication by this matrix. From
the singular part of L° write

(4.3.5) By (t, z, ev®) = By (t, z, 0) + € Ci(t, z, ).

The classical properties of Sobolev spaces on balls of radius bounded from above (by p)
and from below (by p — to 6 > 0), show that

LemMMA 4.3.2. — Let s > (d+ m)/2. There is a function M (K) such that for all t, < t,,
and all v¢ € E* (t1) with norm < K, the coefficients A; and Cy, belong to E* (t1) with
norm < M (K).

We now take advantage of Assumption 4.1.2. Setting

(4.3.6) u® =V (t, z, Op) 0°, W =V7l(t, z, ) u’
and multiplying (4.2.1) by V=1 (¢, z, 8y), we get for 4° the following equation

A

4.3.7) LFaf =g° :=V7L(t, z, Op) f°,
with

d m
(4.3.8) Lf=0,+) V'AjVy +Y V'CVy+e Q" () +E
J=1 =1
and

d
4.3.9) E=V' @, V)+> V7A4;(0, V).
j=1

We can now state the commutation estimates.

PROPOSITION 4.3.3. — Assume the coefficients A; and Cj of L# belong to E* (t,), with
s> 1+ (d+m)/2. Let 4 € E* (t,) be solution to (4.3.7) with ¢° € E® (t1). Let a be
a multi-index in N* x N™ of length |a| < s, and let 05, = 2 4 0°. Then

(4.3.10) L ag, = g5
satisfies
(4.3.11) llga ®llo = Cl|Coet ()Is llag ()Ils + llg® ®)lls

where Coef denotes the collection of coefficients A; and Cj.
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Proof. — The fundamental remark is that 9% := J; , commutes exactly both with d; and
with the singular part e ™1 Q* (8y). Therefore, the bracket of L with 8 is a sum of terms
(43.12) (8% V1) (8° Coef) (8% V) 8" &
with |&'| + [&”| + |8] + |v] £ |a| +1 and || £ |a|. Because of proposition 4.3.1,
the L? (w; x T™) norm of (4.3.12) is dominated by
(4.3.13) C||(8” Coef) (t) w ()]|o

where w = (0°" V) 8 4°. Proposition 4.3.1 also implies that

(43,19 o Ollze oo x 7y S ClE Dl 0 =5— 1] 0.

On the other hand

(4.3.15) 107 Coef ()l o' (o, x Tmy S ClICoef (t)|ls, o’ =s— |B] Z0.

Finally, the conditions ¢ 2 0, ¢’ 2 0 and o+ 0’ > (d+m)/2 imply that the multiplication
is bounded from H? (w; x T™) x H° (w; x T™) into L? (w; x T™), with a norm
uniformly bounded, provided that the radius of w, does not shrink to 0. Thus

(4.3.16) 197 Coef) () w (t)llo = C19” Coef ()]s llw (£)ll

With (4.3.14) and (4.3.15), the proposition follows.

ProposITION 4.3.4. — Under Assumption 4.12, let v¢ € E®(t;) satisfying (4.2.2),
f€ € E°(t1) and h € H? (w x T™). Then the solution u° of the Cauchy problem
(4.2.1) (4.1.7) belongs to E* (t1) and

t
4.3.19) lu® ()]s = Ce™*|Ip°]s +0/ O g (@), dt!
0

where K depends only on the norm of v¢ in E® (t1), and C is independent of , v* and f¢.

Proof. — Proposition 4.3.1 shows that the L? energy estimate (4.2.3) for L° can be
transported to L°. This yields an estimate of the form

t
4.3.20) 3 W)l < CeXHas(O)]lo +C / K =112 45 (¢ o dt
0

where C' depends only on V, not on v°. Here we use that the L*-norm of V, ¢v° is
dominated by the E® (¢;) norm of v° since s > 1+ (d + m)/2. Using proposition 4.3.3,
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lemma 4.3.2 and applying estimate (4.3.20) to the derivatives 45, we get the following
estimate

t
@321 @ (@)l < CeXtas(0)]l, +C / K =)\ 2 e (#)]], dt
0

t
+CK / K= as ()|, dt'.
0

Applying Gronwall’s lemma and going back to L®, once more using proposition 4.3.1,
leads to estimate (4.3.19).

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.1.3. — Consider the iterative scheme

d m
@41) dug + > At @, eup) do, uSyy +7 Y Br(t, @, cul) Op, ulyy
Jj=1 =1
=F(t, ©, uS).

For v = 0, start with a function u§ (¢, z, #), such that u§ (0, z, 6) = h° (z, 6), the family
ug being bounded in E° (%,).

PROPOSITION 4.4.1. — Let h® be a bounded family in H® (w x T™) with s > 14+ (d+m)/2.
Then there is €1 > 0 and t; > 0 such that

(i) for all € < €y, the Cauchy problem (4.4.1) (4.1.7) has a (unique) solution ut 41 in
E® (t1) and the family u:, is bounded in E* (t1).

(1) The sequence u: converges to the solution u® of (4.1.1) (4.1.7) in E* (t1) for all
s' < s, uniformly with respect to €.

(iii) u® € E* (t1) and the family u® is bounded in E* (ty).

Proof. — a) Let R be such that ||uf (t)||s < R for all € and all ¢ € [0, ¢,]. In particular
||h¥]ls £ R. Assume that for all ¢t € [0, t]:
“4.2) lluy, ()]l < C(R+1)
where C' is the constant that appears in (4.3.19). Then, from the Sobolev imbedding
theorem, we see that there is £; > 0 such that for € < £1, (4.4.2) implies that:
(4.4.3) el|lud|lL~ S 1.
Then proposition 4.3.4 applies and with lemma 4.3.2 we conclude that there is K = K (R)
and M (R) such that

(4.4.4) Nus Wlls SCeX*{R+tM(C(R+1)}<C(R+1)

the last inequality beeing valid provided that ¢ < ¢; is small enough.
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We can always assume that C' 2 1, so that (4.4.2) certainly holds for v = 0. Therefore,
we conclude that (4.4.2) holds for all € S e1, ¢t £ ¢; and v € N.

b) Using the uniform bound (4.4.2), writing the equation for u{_; — v, and using the
L? estimate (4.2.3), one gets the following

t
(4.4.5) {ubrr —up F@llo = /0 I{w) — w51 } ()Mo dt’

from which it follows that u converges in E° (¢,), uniformly in e. Because of the bound
(4.4.2), the convergence also holds in E* (), for all s’ < s.

¢) The uniform bound (4.4.2) shows that for all ¢ € [0, ¢1], u®(¢) belongs to
H? (wy x T™), with a uniform estimate of its norm in this space. On the other hand, for a
fixed € > 0, equation (4.1.1) is a classical symmetric hyperbolic system, and the classical
results show that u° is indeed continuous in time with values in H*®.

5. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS. — The main purpose of this section is to prove part (i) of
theorem 2.3.5.

5.1. Reduction to a singular problem. — We suppose from now on that the assumptions
of theorem 2.3.5 are fullfilled. In particular, there is wo € ® such that ¢g,_, = 0 and
O @o|,_, # 0. One can perform a change of variables, in such a way that ¢y = ¢. This
does not affect the form of the equations nor the assumptions. On the other hand, € is
slightly perturbed, but one can always decrease ¢y and ¢ so that theorem 2.3.5 in the
old variables can be deduced from the same statement in the new variables. So, from
now on we assume that

5.1.D the function ¢ (t) = t belongs to ®.

Let ®° := {¢},_,, ¢ € ®} as in (2.3.3). Lemma 2.3.2 implies

Lemma 5.1.1. — Let 9o := o, Y1, ..., Y, be a basis of ®. For k =1, ..., u let
YR = Yil,_o- Then (Y3, ..., ¥3) is a basis of &

Fix a basis 9o = o, Y1, ...,%, of ®, and the corresponding basis ¢7, ..., ¢}, of
®°. According to formulas (2.3.6) (2.3.7), we are given a family (¢, ..., ¢5,) of initial
phases. They belong to ®°\{ 0} and are Q-linearly independent. Denote by R° the m X p
constant matrix such that

(5.12) (@8, ..., %) =R (e, ..., Yn)-
Then
(5.1.3) 01y ey Oom) = R (1, ..., Ym) € O™

and ¢; (0, ) = ¢ (). Set F° := B3, ..., 93) and @ == (o1, ..., Om)-
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We now look for u® in the form
(5.1.4) u (¢, ) = U® (¢, z, &(t, z)/¢).

For u® to satisfy (2.1.3) (2.3.5) it is sufficient that U® (¢, x, ) solves

d m
(5.15) QU+ Aj(t,z,eU%) 0, Us+e™ " Y By(t, z, eU%)d, U*

j=1 k=1

=F(t, z,eU®, U®)

(5.1.6) U* (0, z, ) = H® (z, 6)
with
d
(5.1.7) Bi(t, 7, v) =0y pxId + Y 0, i (t, ) A; (£, z, v).
7j=1

This is an operator of form (4.1.1) with @ given by

(5.1.8) Q(t, x, 0p) = Z By (t, z, 0) 0g, = Z L(t, z; dok (t, x)) Oy, -
k=1 k=1
ProposITION 5.1.2. — @ satisfies Assumption 4.1.2.

The proof is given in the next subsection. Thus Proposition 4.4.1 can be applied. The
corresponding scheme (4.4.1) is

d m
(519 O Uy + Y Aj(t, 3, eUS) 05, Uy + e Y Bi(t, 3, eUS) 95, Ugy,y

=F(t, z, eU;, U)

(5.1.10) Us,, (0, z, 6) = H® (z, ).

The choice of U§ does not really matter. For simplicity, choose U§ (¢, z, §) := H® (z, 6).

PROPOSITION 5.1.3. — Assume that the hypothesis of theorem 2.3.5 and (5.1.1) are satisfied.
Then there is €1 > 0 and t; > 0 such that

(i) for all € £ €1, the Cauchy problem (5.1.9) (5.1.10) has a (unique) solution U; ., in
E* (t1) and the family US is bounded in E* (ty).

(ii) The sequence US converges to the solution U of (5.1.5) (5.1.6) in E* (t) for all
s’ < s, uniformly with respect to .

(iii) U¢ € E*(t1) and the family U¢ is bounded in E* (t1).
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(iv) The family u® given by (5.1.4) is a family of (smooth) solutions of (2.1.3) (2.3.5) on
the same domain €, = QN {0 =t < ¢ }.

5.2. Proof of proposition 5.1.2. — a) Introduce

d
(5.2.1) Aty z; &) = Zng (t, z, 0)
so that
(5.2.2) Qt,z,0)=0-0,F+A(t, x, 0-0,P)

with the obvious notation ¢ - 3¢ = zak&pk. We also make use of the basis g,
Y1, ..., P, of ® and introduce for (¢, z, v') € @ x R*, v 1= (71, ..., V)

(5.23) N (t, z,v") := L(t, = 'y'-ddj’ (t, z)) =+ 0 d—;' Id+ (A(t, z; v - 0, g (t, 7))

where v - 815 = (MmOY1 4+ -+ 7, 09,). Because Yo = t, the matrix M introduced
in (2.2.5) is

(5.2.4) M(t) €T, ’Y) =% Id+N(t, T, ’Yl) if Y= (7(), 7/) €R x R~

With the matrix R° as in (5.1.3), we have:

(5.2.5) Q(t, z, o) = N (t, z, R°0)

b)Let v € R“\{0} and let ¢ := v 91 + -+ + v, ¥,. Then O, ¢ never vanishes on
Q. If one had 9, ¢ (¢, ) = 0, then x := ¢ — 8; 9 (¢, ) 1o would be an element of &
such that d; ., x (¢, z) = 0. The coherence assumption would imply that x = 0, which is
impossible since o, ..., ¥, are linearly independent and " # 0.

c) Part b) and Assumption 2.1.2 imply that N (¢, =, v’) is a smooth family of symmetric
matrices with eigenvalues of constant multiplicity for 4’ # 0. Thus, for any v’ # 0, there
is a conical neighorhood I' of 4" and an orthogonal matrix W (¢, z, ) such that

(5.2.6) W=t z, V)N (¢, z, V)W, z,¥) = At z, )

where A diagonal with entries the eigenvalues of N repeated accordingly to their
multiplicity. Here, W is a smooth function of (¢, z, ') for v € T', homogeneous of
degree zero in «'. In particular, the families { W (-, -, v') }rer, {W7L(5, -, 7) }yer
are bounded in C* (Q).

Let I'; be a finite covering of R™\{0} by such open cones and let W;, A; be the
associated matrices. There is a partition of R™\{0} by disjoints conical sets G; C T.
Define W (¢, z, v') = Wi (¢, =, '), A(t, =, v') = A (¢, z, 7') when v/ € G,. Then
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(5.2.6) holds for all points (¢, z, v') € 2 x R™\{0). We extend the definitions to 7' = 0
by setting W (¢, z, 0) = Id, A(¢, =, 0) = 0. Note that N (¢, =, 0) = 0 so that (5.2.6)
also holds when v = 0. Thus the whole family { W (-, -, v/), W= (-, -, ¥), ¥ € R*}
is bounded in C* ().

d) A (t, z, v') is diagonal with entries equal to the eigenvalues of N (¢, x, v'). Because
of (5.2.4) these eigenvalues are the solutions A of det M (¢, z, (—\, 7)) = 0. Remark
2.2.3 and the coherence assumption imply that the roots of det M (¢, z, (ap, a)) = 0 do
not depend on (¢, z). Therefore A (¢, z, v') = A (0, 0, v') does not depend on (¢, z) € Q.

e) Define

(5.2.7) V(t a,0)=W(t z, R°0).

Then the family {V (-, -, o), V71 (-, -, ¥') }oerm is bounded in C°°(Q2). Moreover (5.2.5)
(5.2.6) show that

(5.2.8) Q' (t,z,0) =Vt z,0)Q(t z, 0)V (¢t x, o)

is the diagonal matrix A (¢, z, ‘R° o) which by d) does not depend on (¢, z). The proof
of Proposition 5.1.2 is complete.

6. EXISTENCE OF PROFILES. — The aim of this section is to study the system (2.3.9) for
the profiles. First, we describe function spaces and the averaging operator E. Then we
consider the existence theorem of solutions to (2.3.9).

Assume that the hypotheses of theorem 2.3.5 are satisfiedd, including the strong form
(5.1.1). In addition to ¢,, we are given phases (¢1, ..., @) Which satisfy (5.1.2) (5.1.3).
Profiles are functions of (¢, ) € Q and of the fast variables (7, §) € R x T™.

6.1. Spaces of profiles. — Recall that 2 is given by (2.3.1), with parameters 0 < ¢y < pd;
w; denotes the ball of radius p —t/§ centered at the origin, in R%. For t; < ¢, £°(#;) is the
space of functions U (¢, =, 7, 6) on §2;, x R x T™ such that their extension by 0 outside
€, is continuous and bounded in (¢, 7) € [0, ¢;] x R with values in L? (R? x T™).
For an integer s > 0, £°(t;) is the space of the U € E° (t;) whose (z, 0)-derivatives
82 yU belong to £°(ty) for a| < s. For U € £°(t;) we denote by |[U (t, 7)||s the
H® (wy x T™)-norm of U (¢, -, 7, -):

(6.1.1) WU T)s = (U@ 75 las @ x 1)

and

(6.1.2) N Ulles @y = sup (UL, T)s-
0<t<tr, TER

DEeFINITION 6.1.1. — (i) By trigonometric polynomial we mean any finite sum

(6.1.3) Ut z, 1, 0)= Z Uh.o(t, 2) o (,\f+a.o),

Ao
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where the summation runs over a finite subset of R x 1™, and where the coefficients Uy,
are C* functions with compact support in [0, to] R™.

(ii) For s € N, P*(t1) denotes the closure in E° (t1) of the space of trigonometric
polynomials.

LEmMMA 6.1.2. — For s > (d+m)/2, £° (t1) and P* (t1) are Banach algebras. Moreover,
if Fis a C* function, there is a function of one real variable F* (K), such that for all
t1 < to, the mapping v — F (¢, x, U (¢, =, 7, 0)) is a continuous map of the ball of radius
K in £° (t1) [resp. P* (t1)] into the ball of radius F* (K) in E° (t1) [resp. P* (t1)].

Proof. — The result for £° (¢,) is a immediate consequence of the Schauder lemma in
H® (wy x T™) with (¢, 7) acting as parameters.

It remains to show that F' (¢, z, U(t, z, 7, §)), in short F (U), belongs to P*(t;)
if u does. First, we remark that if F — G is small in some CY._ norm, then for
Ueé&(t), FIU) — GU) is small in €% (¢;). Next, by continuity, if & — V is small
in £°(t1), GU) — G (V) is also small. Thus, approximating F' by polynomials G and
U by trigonometric polynomials V, provides approximations in £°(t;), of F (U) by
trigonometric polynomials G (V). The lemma follows.

6.2. Averaging operators. — Next consider the averaging operator E. For later purposes,
we need to generalize it. Recall that the operator P is defined in (2.3.10) and that C
denotes the set

6.2.1) C := Char PN (R x Z™).

More generally, if A is a subset of R X R™, we call C, := CN A, and the projector E,
is defined on trigonometric polynomials (6.1.3) by the formula

(6.2.2) ExU(t, @, 7, 0)= Yy {II(t z, A ) Ura(t, @)} OTF00,
(A, @)ECp

where, for (A, o) € Char P, II (¢, z, ), ) is the orthogonal projector in CV on the kernel
of P (¢, , A, o). With these notations, one has

PROPOSITION 6.2.1. — E, has a unique continuous extension to an operator from P° (t)
to P°(t1) which by restriction maps P* (t1) to P? (t1). Furthermore, the norm of these
operators is bounded uniformly with respect to tq, for 0 < t; < tg.

Proof. — First, observe that for all o € Z™, the number of A such that (A, @) € C is not
larger than N. Second, the projectors II (¢, =, A, a) have norm < 1 in CV.

For a trigonometric polynomial ¢/, introduce the following notation

(6.2.3) Uo (t, 7, 7) =D Un o (t, 7)€"
A

and similarly

(6.2.4) Ealh)a(t, z, 7)= Y {I(t, 2, X, &)Usa(t, z)} e
{M( a)ecs } .
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Then

(6.2.5) IEalla) (8, 2, )P SN ) [Unalt, 2)]
{Al(, a)ecs }

On the other hand, (6.2.3) implies that

R
(6.2.6) Uy s (t, z) = lim R™! Uy (t, z, T)e T dT.
R—oo 0
Thus
R
(6.2.7) (Eall)o (t, z, T)]? EN Jim R™! / | Uy (t, z, T')|2dr.
— 00 0

Fatou’s lemma implies

R
(6.2.8) |(|EAZ’{)04 (ta ] 7-)”%2 (we) -_{E NRh_I};O R_l A Z ” Ua (t’ E TI)”%2 (wt)dT/ =

R
(6.2.9) =N Rll—rgo R™! /‘; ”u(tv K T/’ )“%2 (we x T )dTI

<N sup @, -, ', )2 (we x Tn)
T

Hence

(6.2.10) IEAUlle0 01y S VNI Ul|go (1)

and therefore E, extends from P (t;) into itself.

The proof of the £° estimates is similar. E5, commutes with derivations J,. To estimate
the commutator with J,-derivatives, note that condition (5.1.1) implies P has the form

(6.2.11) P(t, z, 0;, 89) =0, + Q(t, x, (90),

with @ as in (5.1.8). Hence, for (A, o} € C, the projector II (¢, z, A, ) on the kernel of
P(t, z, A\, o) is a spectral projector of Q (¢, z, ). The diagonalization (5.2.8) shows that
the family {IL (-, -, A\, @), (A, @) € C} is bounded in C*°(2). Therefore the commutators
of E with J,-derivatives have the same form as (6.2.4). Thus one gets that, for some
constant C' independent of ¢, and for any trigonometric polynomial I/, one has

(6.2.12) IEAU||gs 0y S ClIU

= (¢1)

so that E5, maps P? (¢;) into itself.
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DEFINITION. 6.2.2 — Let E := E, with A =R x Z™. Let N* (¢1) be the range E P* ().

Since E is a bounded projector, N'* (¢1) is also the kernel in P* (¢;) of 1d-E, and
therefore, N'* (¢1) is a closed subspace of P (¢1).

LEMMA 6.2.3. — N® (t,) is the kernel in P* (t1) of the operator P (t, z, 8., 8).

Proof. — Let U € P°(t;) be such that PU = 0. Then one can expand U into its
Fourier series in 6

(6.2.13) U, z, 7, 0)= Z Uy (t, z, T) ™",

a€l™

Integrating by parts / PU e % df, the condition PU = 0 and (5.2.11) imply that for
all a € ZI™

6.2.14) O- Uy +1Q(t, z, @)Uy, =0

and hence

(6.2.15) Uo(t, z, 7) = D TI(t, 7, A, @) Ua (¢, 7, 0) €27,
AeC (a)

with C (@) = { X € R|(A, @) € C}. This implies that EU/ = U.
Conversely, if Y = EU is a limit of trigonometric polynomials /*, then by continuity of

E, U is also the limit of the trigonometric polynomials E &/* which satisfy P (EU”) = 0.
Passing to the limit yields PU = 0.

We use the following scalar product for ¢ fixed. Let

P
(6.2.16) (U, V) (t) := lim p_l/ {/ (U(t,z,T,0),V(t,z,T, 0))dxd0}d7-.
p—00 0 wy X Tm

The scalar product in the integral is taken in C". For trigonometric polynomials (6.1.3),
one immediately checks that the limit exists and satisfies

(6.2.17) (ll, V}(t)=(27r)" Z (U)\,a, VA,a)LQ(wt)a
(CW))
(6.2.18) KU, VYD) = 1 Ulleo 1) [Vlleo 21)-

This shows that in (6.1.16), the limit exists for all Z{ and V in P° (¢;) and satisfies (6.2.17)
(6.2.18), the Fourier series (6.2.13) having its usual sense.
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LEMMA 6.2.4. — For U € N (t1) and for t € [0, t;] and T € R one has
(6.2.19) Tut, Dllo = U, 0)llo = {{U, U) (B}

Proof. — If U € NO(t;), then U has the form (6.2.13) (6.2.15). For every fixed
a € I™, the projectors II(¢, =, A\, @), A € C(a), are mutually orthogonal and
> It x, A, @) =Idev. Thus (6.2.15) implies that for all @, t, & and 7
A€c (@)
(6220)  |Us(t, z, T) = D |t 7, A a) U (t, 7, 0)* = |Ua (¢, =, 0)2.
AEC (a)
Integrating in z gives (6.2.19).

Remark 6.2.5. — For any A C R x R™, E, is a projector in P° (¢;) whose range is
contained in N° (¢;). Because the I (¢, x, ), «) are orthogonal projector in CY, it can
be checked on trigonometric polynomials, and hence on P° (;), that E is orthogonal for
the scalar product

6.221) (EU, V) (1) = (U, EV)(t) = (EU, EV) (1).

6.3. The linearized equations. — We solve (2.3.9) by an iterative method. First consider
the linear systems

UeN°(t),
(6.3.1) LU =E{L(t, z, O, O,) U+ B(t,z, V)OU} =EF,
Z/l =|t=0, =0 (SC, 0) = H (.’L‘, 0)
with
6.32) B(t, m, u) 8 := Y B (t, z, u)dy,
j=1
and

d
. 04, 04, ~
B;(t, =, u) = ;zl O p; (t, o) {—a—u—(t, z, 0)-u+ -55(15, z, O)u}

B is the same as in (2.3.9), but it is important to remark that condition (5.1.1) implies
that no O, derivative appears.

In (6.3.1), F and V are given members of P* (t1).

The main idea is that £ is symmetric hyperbolic in A/°. In particular, one has the
following L? estimate.

LeMMA 6.3.1. — Let V € P*(t1), s > 1+ (d+m)/2, U € N (t1) and F € P°(t;)
satisfy (6.3.1). Then for all t € [0, t]

t
(6.3.3) (U, uy ) <e°H|2 +C/ C Y (F TV () dt,
0
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where C only depends on the L (Q;, x R x T™) norm of 9y V.
Proof. — Assume U € N (t1). Because Y = EU, remark 6.2.5 shows

(LU, U) (t) = (L(t, z, O, Ox)U + B(t, , V) O U, U )(t).
Definition (6.2.16) together with an integration by parts yields

63.4) 2Re (LU, U) (1) =%(u, Uy (t)
+Re (8, AU, U) (1) + Re (B (t, 7, 9 V)U, U (1)

with 9, A := Zawj A; (t, z, 0). To derive (6.3.4) we use that B is linear in V.
Introduce the following notation. For F € P* (¢;) and for ¢ € [0, t;], let

(6.3.5) _ || F(t)|es := S‘éla’” F (@t )|s

One clearly has for 4 € P°(t;) F € P*(t1), s > (d+m)/2, and t S t;

(6.3.6) [(FU) Dllee = I1F @z 14 @)lle0-

Because (-, -) is a prehilbertian scalar product, for all F € P°(¢;) and G € P (¢;)
and for all ¢t € [0, ¢;] one also has

(6.3.7) (F, G)®)I* =(F, F)(®)(G, G)®.

Thus, both terms Re (9, AU, U ) (t)+Re (B (¢, z, 0 v)U,U ) (t) are O (C (U, U ) (t))
while (LU, U) () is O ((LU, LU (8) (U, U (1))
Finally, note that the initial condition in (6.3.1) and lemma 6.3.2 imply that

6.338) (U, u)(0) = |IH3.
Thus, with lemma 6.2.4, estimate (6.3.3) follows from (6.3.4) along the usual lines.

PROPOSITION 6.3.2. — Let V € P* (t1), s > 14+(d+m)/2,U € N**1(t1) and F € P (t1)
satisfy (6.3.1). Then for all t € [0, 1]

(6.3.9) U )

¢
e e H|lo +C / eC N F ()| |e-dt’,
0

where C only depends on the £° (t1) norm of V.

Proof. — For |a| < s, let U, = 05 yU. According to proposition 6.2.1, E is continuous
on the P*-spaces, as well as the commutators [0, ¢, E]. Using that H*~! (w; x R™) is
an algebra for s — 1 > (d + m)/2, yields

119z 6: LIU (B)llee = CollV (¢)lle- lI4(2)
Thus estimate (6.3.9) follows from lemma 6.3.1 applied to the I4,’s.

Es.
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THEOREM 6.3.3. — Let V € P°(t1) and F € P*(t1), s > 1 + (d + m)/2. Then (6.3.1)
has a unique solution U € N* (t1) which satisfies (6.3.9).

This result can be derived from the a priori estimates (6.3.9) repeating classical arguments
from the theory of symmetric hyperbolic systems. Equation (6.3.1) can be viewed as a
symmetric evolution equation in N® (¢). However, E introduces technical difficulties. In
particular, (6.3.1) is an equation for U (¢, -) in a time dependent space. We sketch a
different proof which uses another classical tool, the approximation of dy by symmetric
finite differences.

Proof. — Uniqueness follows from Lemma 6.3.1. To prove existence, for A > 0 and
j =1, ..., m, introduce the finite difference operator

(63100  SPU, x, 7, 0) =={U(t, z, T, 0+ he;) —U(2, z, T, 0 — he;) }/2h,

where e; denotes the j-th vector of the canonical basis in R™. The strategy is to solve
the regularized system

U e N¢ (ty), .
(6.3.11) E{L(t, z, 8, O,)U"+ B(t, z, V)6t U"} = E F,
L{{;=0’T=0 (z, 0) =H(=z, ).
and to pass to the limit as h — 0.
a) Consider the equation

UeN:(t),
(6.3.12) E{L(t, z, O, 0.)U} =EF,
Ujt=o, =0 (z, ) = H (z, 0).
Suppose first that F (¢, z, 7, 0) := ZFA,a(t, 1) e A7+ and H(z, §) :=
ZH"‘ (t, =) e*® are trigonometric polynomials. A trigonometric polynomial
Ut, z, 7, 0) =Y Ura(t, ) e O+ satisfies (6.3.10) if and only if

(6.3.13) Ur,oa =0 when (), o) ¢C

H)\,a U)\,oz = U)\,on H)\,a LU)\,a = H)\,a FA,a
(6.3.14) when (), a) € C.
U)\’a (0, :L‘) = H)\’a (0, .Z‘) Ha (CL‘)

Here, II, , denotes multiplication by the projector II (-, -, (A, @)).
Assumption 2.1.2 implies that ITy , LII, , is a first order system, whose principal part
is diagonal. Hence the equation in (6.3.14) takes the form

(6.3.15) X)\,a UA,a + H)\,a E)\,a U/\,a = H/\,oz F/\,Oé
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where Xy o = O + Za,\,a,j (t, 2)0,; is a scalar real vector field. More precisely,
X o is the projection on the (¢, x)-space of the Hamiltonian vector field of L on the
characteristic Lagrangian manifold (¢, z, d (At + a - ¢ (¢, ) }). Hence § is contained in
the domaine of determinacy of w for X o and for smooth data F , and H,, (6.3.14) has
a unique solution on 2. Thus (6.3.12) has a unique solution. Adding the estimates for the
different Fourier components, we see that there is a constant K such that

53 dt/. ‘

t
(63.15) lU @l < Ul +K [ O )
0

Thus the existence result and (6.3.15) extend to all 7 € P*® (¢1) and H € H® (w x T™).

b) Suppose V € P* (1), F € P°(t;) and H € H® (w x T™). For each fixed h > 0, §}
and B (t, x, V) 6} are bounded operators in H® (w; x T™). Therefore (6.3.11) is solved
by standard Picard’s iterations and part a).

c) Next one proves uniform estimates for the solutions 2" € N* (t1). Since the 6" are
anti-adjoint and the commutators [B (t, =, V), 6}] are uniformly bounded in L? with norm
O (||0¢ V||L= ), repeating the proof of Lemma 6.3.1 yields the uniform estimates

t
(6.3.16) Uk (@)]lee £ €Y H|lo +C / € N F ()| godt!
0

where C = O(||89V Loo) § O(“V”ge)
Similarly, using that H*~! (w; x R™) is an algebra for s — 1 > (d +m)/2, and that the
& are uniformly bounded from H* (w, x T™) into H** (w; x T™) yields
165, B(t, @, V) §1U" ()lleo < CollV (B)lle- 1" (t)l]e-
for all || £ s. As in Proposition 6.3.2, this implies that for all ¢ € [0, ]

t
63.17) U (@)llee < CHH|ls +C / o€ O F (¢ et
0

where C' depends only on the £°(¢;) norm of V. This proves that the family U" is
uniformly bounded in N°® ().

d) The equation (6.3.11), together with the analysis of E L E made in part a), show that
9, U" is uniformly bounded in £57!(¢,). Therefore one can extract a subsequence "~
which converges in £°71 (¢;) to U € E° (¢1), which satisfies (6.3.1). Passing to the limit
in (6.3.17) yields (6.3.9).

6.4. The nonlinear equations. — Consider the iterative scheme

Z/lu+1 S Ns (t0)7
(641) [E{L(t, :L" at’ 6;;3)2/[,,4_1 + B(t’ xa ul/) aez/ly-!-l } = E{E(ts xa ul/) })
Zl{”+llt=04r::0 (37, 0) =H (x, 9)

For v = 0, we choose Uy (¢, z, 7, 0) := H(z, 6).
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THEOREM 6.4.1. — Given H € H* (w x T™), s > 1+ (d + m)/2, there is t; € ]0, t,],
and a bounded sequence in N (t1) solution of (6.4.1). Moreover, this sequence converges
in N (t1) for all integer o < s, and the limit U is the unique solution in N'* (t1) of (2.3.9).

The proof of existence is classical, applying inductively Theorem 6.3.3. Uniqueness
follows from the L? estimates of Lemma 6.3.1.

7. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOUR OF EXACT SOLUTIONS. — The exact solutions u° have been
constructed in section 5, and the profiles I/ in section 6. Our goal is now to prove
the asymptotic formula (2.3.8). This will finish the proof of theorem 2.3.5.

7.1. Reduction to a linear problem. — Recall that the u® have the form (5.1.4), with U*
solution to (5.1.5) (5.1.6). Let ¢; be the smaller of the times found in proposition 5.1.5
and theorem 6.4.1. Because of the Sobolev imbedding, H®*(w; x T™) C L*™ when
s > (d+m)/2, the estimate (2.3.8) is a consequence of the following more precise result.

ProposiTION 7.1.1. — Introduce U (t, z, 0) := U (t, x, t/e, 0). Then U is a bounded
family in E* (t,) and U¢ — U: — 0 in E? (t1) forall 0 < s, as € — 0.

Because the families US and U® are bounded in E°(t;) it is sufficient to prove that
Us —U: — 0 in E*~1(t).

On the other hand, we know from proposition 5.1.5 that U¢ is the limit of U, uniformly
in e. Moreover U is the limit of U,. Introduce U; , (¢, z, 0) := U, (t, z, t/e, 0).
Proposition 7.1.1 follows from

ProposITION 7.1.2. — For each v, US — U, — 0 in E*71(t1) as € — 0.

The proof of proposition 7.1.2 is by induction on v. For v = 0, U§ (¢, z, ) := H® (z, 0),
while U (t, z, 7, 0) := H°(z, 0) so that U§ ,(t, z, ) = H°(z, 6). Hence, by
assumption 2.3.4, the property is satisfied for » = 0. The induction argument is a

consequence of the following linear result for singular systems. Consider the linearized
problem

d m
LD QU+ Aj(t, m, e V)0, U+ Y By (t, @, £ V) 9y, U))

j=1 =1

— F(t, z, eV, V),

(7.1.2) Us(0, z, 0) = H® (z, 0).
Assume that the family V¢ is bounded in E® (¢;), and there is V € P* (¢1) such that

(713)  VE-VF0 in B (4), with Ve (t, z, 8) ==V (¢, z, t/e, 0).
Parallel to (7.1.1), we consider equation (6.3.1) for profiles

UeN°(ty),
(7.1.4) LU :=E{L(t, x, 0, 0,)U+B(V)oU} =EF,
Ur—o,r=0 (, ) = H (z, 0).
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with F (¢, z, 7, 0) = F (¢, =, V(¢, =, T, §)).

THEOREM 7.1.3. — With the above assumptions, let U¢ € E*(t;) and U € N*(t;)
be the solutions of (7.1.1) (7.1.2), and (7.1.4) respectively. Then, with UE (¢, z, 6) :=
U(t, z, t/e, 8), one has U° — UE — in B~ (ty).

The main difficulty comes from the fact that the solution &/ to (7.1.4) does not
immediately provide a good approximate solution U:(t, z, 0) := U (¢, =, t/e, §) to
the equation (7.1.1). More precisely, if £ denotes the operator in the left hand side of
(7.1.1), we have that £ (U — U¢) is O (1) and converges only weakly to 0. The first
try is to produce a corrected approximate solution U, of the form U? + ¢ US such that
£(U® - Ug,) is o(1). But, for the problem considered here our assumptions are not
sufficient to ensure the existence of such a simple correction [JMR2] and we have to
modify the argument. The strategy is as follows. Given a § > 0, we exhibit a “corrected
asymptotic approximate solution” Ug , + ¢ UT , such that

(7.1.5) 1€o (U° —{Us , +eUs DI

Es—1(t;) é K6+ C(g’ 6)7

(7.1.6) | (U ={Us . +eUs . })je=ol

go-1 S Ké+cle, b),
where c(e, §) — 0 as ¢ — 0, for each § > 0. In (7.1.5), £, denotes an

approximation of the operator £ appearing in the left hand side of (7.1.1). Moreover,
U, (t, z,0) := Ut =, t/e, §) for i = 0, 1, and

(71.7) ||U —Z/{o”gs (tl) § (5.

Energy estimates for £, imply that

(7.1.8) [US = (Ug o + €U llger 0y < K6+ cle, 6)

and with (7.1.7)

(7.1.9) |Us - U?|

Es—1(t;) S<Ké+ C(&‘, (5)

Theorem 7.1.3 follows, fixing first 6 and next letting ¢ tend to O.
7.2. Proof of theorem 7.1.3. — First note the following elementary lemma.
LeMMA 7.2.1. = If (7.1.3) holds, then F* (t, x,0) := F (t, z,e Ve, V¢) € E5(t1) satisfies

(72.1)  F*—F°f -0 in E* (), with  F: (t, z, 6) := F (¢, z, t/e, 0),

where F (t, z, 7, 0) = F (¢, z, V(t, z, T, 0)) € P*(t1), as above.
Recall that F' (¢, z, v, w) is linear in w.
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Lemma 7.2.2. — For any § > 0, there are trigonometric polynomials Uy, Vo and F
such that EUy = Uy and

(122) |U —Uolles oy <6 and |8, U — B,

g-1(ty) =0,

(7.2.3) V-V

£ (1) 05 lF - Fo

Es (tl) g 6.

Proof. — The approximation in £° (¢;) of V and F by trigonometric polynomials, are
consequences of the definition of P* (¢1).

The problem for U is slightly more difficult, because we also want an approximation of
the time derivative. Expand U in a Fourier series in 6

(7.24) U, z,7,0)= Z Uy (t, T, T) e,
acl™
Then
(7.2.5) || Ullgs 2y) = 1, 0P { Z E (1 + |a])>=~280\08U, (¢, -, 7)|1% (wt)}1/2~

<
SETER aezm |pss

Because U € N® (t;), each U, is a trigonometric polynomial in 7
(1.2.6) U (t, 2, 7) = Y Unalt, z)e™,
AEC(a)

where C () := {A € R|(A, @) € C} has at most N elements.
On the other hand, equation (7.1.4) implies that

(712.7)  8:U= —E{A(t, 3, O,)U+B(V)%U} +EF + [0, E]JU € P~ (t).

Thus

(7.2.8) sup  { Z z (L + |a)® 281216, 08 Uy (2, -, T)|IF2 (i }/*

05tst;, T€R a€l™ |B|E-1

£3-1(t) < +00.

Thanks to (7.2.5) (7.2.8), approximating I/ by a finite sum in (7.2.4), yields a U,
which satisfies (7.2.2). It remains to smooth the corresponding coefficients U, ,, to get a
trigonometric polynomial in the sense of definiton 6.1.1. Replacing the smoothed U, by
ElU, we can also assume that EUy = Up.
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As a corollary, let

(729) go = {L(t, x, Bt, (‘L)Llo +§(t, Z; Vo) 891/10}.

Go is a trigonometric polynomial. From lemma 6.1.2, proposition 6.2.1, and equation
(7.1.4) we deduce

(7.2.10) |E Go — E Fy

les=1 1) = O (6).

Moreover, the norm of Gy in €571 (¢;), is bounded uniformly in 6.
Next, introduce the operator

(7.2.11) Lo :=L(t, z, 01, 9:) + Q(t, z, 0p) + B(t, z, V5 4) Oy,

with Q as in (5.1.8). The notation W, (¢, =, §) = W (t, z, t/e, 0), will be used
systematically in the sequel.

LemMa 7.2.3. — There are trigonometric polynomials Uy such that

(7.2.12) ||£0 { U(ia + € Ula’a } - F(ia“Es_l(tl) § K6+ C(E, 6),
where K is a constant independent of § and €, and ¢ (g, §) — 0 as € — 0, for each § > 0.

Proof. — We use the WKB method, following [L2]. Using EUy = Uy, PUy =
(8- + Q)Up = 0 and (7.2.9), we see that

e _ (e
LoUs o = Go 0

Let 71 := (Id —E){Fo — Go }. Then F; is a trigonometric polynomial such that
EF, = 0. Hence

(7.2.14) Fi(t,z, 7,0) = Z Fro(t, ) et ()\‘r+a.9),
(A, a)EA

where A is finite and

(7.2.15) II(t, z, A\, @) F) o (t, x) =0 whenever (), a) € C.

By definition of C and coherence, for (A, ) € C, P (t, =, A, «) is an invertible matrix
and there is a unique smooth function U; o € C*° (£2;,) such that

(7.2.16) iTtP(t, 2, A, @)Up a0 = Fh o

On the other hand, when (A, a) € C, P(t, z, A, ) is symmetric and II (¢, z, A, o) is
the orthogonal projector on its kernel. Therefore condition (7.2.15) implies that there is a
unique smooth function U; » o € C™ (Q,) such that

(7.2.16") TP (t x, A @)U s o = P as It z, A, @)Uyp xa =0.
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Finally, we get a trigonometric polynomial

(7.2.17) U (t, z, 1, 0) = Z Upralt, )€ (Ar+a-0)
(A, a)EA

such that P (¢, z, 0;, Op) Uy = F,. Hence e Uf , satisfies

(7.2.18) 1€ (e Us,,) = Ff 4l

By SC(8)e,
for some constant C (§) independent of €. (7.2.13) implies that

’80 (Ug,a +€U16,a) - F(ia = (E{go - ‘7:0 })Z + SO(EUf,a) - Fla,a
and the lemma follows from estimates (7.2.10) and (7.2.18).
LemMma 7.2.4. — One has

(7.2.19) Lo {U° - U§,—eUs , }|

Es=1(t;) § K(S + C(€, 6),

(7.2.20) [[(U* =Us , —eUs j=ollg—1 S Ké+c(e, 0),

where K is a constant independent of § and e, and c (&, §) — 0, for each § > 0.

Proof. — In equation (7.1.1), we neglect terms in O (&) and we replace V and F first
by V, and F, and next by Vj , and Fy ,. Since the family U* is bounded in E°(¢;) and
because of (7.1.3) (7.2.1) and (7.2.3), we get that

(7.2.21) “20 Ue — F(ia”Es—l (to) SKé+ c(s).

with K still independent of § and ¢, and c(¢) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Comparing with (7.2.12)
yields (7.2.19).

Finally,

(7.2.22) (U =U§ . —eUs im0 = H* — H® + (U — Uo)|t=0, r=0 — U1,y .,

and estimate (7.2.20) follows.

The coefficients of £y have E* (¢;) norms which are bounded independent of § and e.
Hence, a slight modification of proposition 4.3.4, shows that

(7223) “U - Ug,a — & Uf,a' Es—1(t;) § Ké + C(&, 6)
Now,
(7.2.24) 1€US alle-1 iy S (e, 6)
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and by (7.2.2)
(7.2.25) 10§, = Usllpe-r 1) S K6
Therefore

IU® = Ullpss ey S Kb+c(e, 6)
and theorem 7.1.3 follows.

8. PROPAGATION OF THE SPECTRUM. — This section contains the proof of theorem 2.4.2
concerning the propagation of the oscillating spectrum.

Assumptions are as in section 6. U € N*(t1), s > (d + m)/2, is a given solution of
(2.3.9). We consider a family £ of lines [ C Char P C R x R™, and we introduce

(8.1.1) A:=|Jl, M =CharP\A.
leg

The projectors E, and E s have been defined in section 6.2. They act from P° (¢;) into

Ns (tl) and

(8.1.2) E=E\+Eyuy.
In particular,
(8.1.3) U=E,U+EpyU.

Theorem 2.4.2 can be stated as follows

THEOREM 8.1.1. — Assume that either £ is stable for interaction or F is polynomial of
degree < k and L is stable for interaction of order< k, for some k 2 2. If EpUjy—o = 0,
then EpyU = 0 on 2, x R x T™.

The proof is based on the following two results

ProposITION 8.1.2. — Assume that either £ is stable for interaction or F is polynomial
of degree < k and £ is stable for interaction of order < k. Then for all U € P? (1),
s > (d+m)/2,
(8.1.4) EM{E(t, Z, EAI/{)}=0

PROPOSITION 8.1.3. — Assume that £ is stable for interaction of order < 2. Then for all
U e Pé(tr), s>1+4(d+m)/2.

(8.1.5) EM {_B_(t, xz, EAU) 39 EAU} =0.

Proof. — a) Suppose first that F is polynomial in (u, @) of degree k. If I is a trigonometric
polynomial, so are Ep U and F (¢, z, E,U), and the spectrum of the latter is contained
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in the set of Z-linear combinations with at most &k terms, of frequencies in the spectrum
of the former. If £ is stable for interaction of order < k, we conclude that the spectrum
of F(t, z, EAU) is contained in A, hence (8.1.4) is satisfied.

For a general U € P* (t1), let U, be a sequence of trigonometric polynomials such that
U, — U in P (t1). By lemma 6.1.2, F (t, z, ExU,) — F(t, z, EAU) in P*(t;) and
EM{E(t, Z, IEAU)} = lim EM{E(t, x, EAU,,)} =0.

b) Let F be a general C* function, and let i € P* (¢,). Because s > (d+m)/2, U and
EAU beelong L™ (2, x R x T™). Therefore, one can approximate F' by polynomials
in (u, @), F,, so that F, (t, z, EAU) — F (¢, z, EAU) uniformly and in P° (¢,). If £ is
stable for interaction at any order, then step a) implies that Ejs { F), (¢, z, EAU) } = 0.
Thanks to proposition 6.2.1, we can pass to the limit to prove (8.1.4).

c)Let U € P*(t1), s > 1+ (d+m)/2. Then ExU and 9y E5 U have their spectrum
contained in A, and so does B (t, z, EAU) Jg EAU as soon as £ is stable for quadratic
interaction. Recall that B (¢, x, u) is linear in (u, @). Then (8.1.5) holds.

Proof of theorem 8.1.1. — Assume either that £ is stable for interaction or that F is
polynomial of degree < k and that £ is stable for interaction of order < k, where k 2 2.

Apply Ej; to equation (2.3.9). The first term is linear in I/ and does not increase the
spectrum, so that

ExE{L(t, z, 8, 0,)ErU =0

and

(8.1.6) EM[E{L(t, Z, Bt, 13w)U} = EM{L(t, x, at, 6_@) EMU

With proposition 8.1.3, we see that

(8.1.7) EME{E(t, x, U)agU}=[EM{§(t, Z, U)aglEMU}
+|EM{§(t, T, EMU)aglEAU}

We remark that the last term is linear in E;; U/ and it can be written

(8.1.8) EM{E(t, x, |EM U) 39 EAU} - EM{GO (t, x, 80 |EA U) EMU}

Moreover, one has

(8.1.9) F(t,z,U)=F(t z, EAU)+ G (¢, z, ExU, Exy U)Eps U

for some matrix valued function G (¢, z, v, w) which depends smoothly on the variables
(t, z, v, w) € 2 x RY x RM. Hence, proposition 8.1.2 implies

(8.1.10) |EM EE(t, xz, Z/{) = |EM {G(t, Z, EAU, EMU) EMU) EMU}
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Thus V := E,;;U satisfies

{ V=EuV,

EmM{L(t z, 0 0:)V+B(t, z,U) 3V} =En{GV}.

where G is a matrix in P*~1 (¢;), which depends smoothly on ¢, z, ExU, Ep U and
Os EAUL.

We can now repeat the proof of lemma 6.3.1, and see that we have the following L?
energy-estimate

(8.1.11)

(8.1.12) IV @lle < eIV (0)llo,

where C depends only on an L* bound for 9,/ and G.
In particular, if V (0) == 0, then V = 0, and the proof of theorem 8.1.1 is complete.

Part II. Focusing of nonlinear hyperbolic waves

In the first part we showed how a strong coherence assumption leads to a satisfactory
multidimensional nonlinear geometric optics. When the space dimension is equal to one
such a strong assumption is not needed [JMR1]. In the second part we show that these
one dimensional results do not carry over to the multidimensional situations. The culprit
is hidden focussing.

9. DESCRIPTION OF SEVERAL MECHANISMS. — For linear hyperbolic problems, focusing is
characterized by two striking consequences which are closely related. First the evolution
operators are not bounded in L*° and second the evolution operators loose derivatives when
measured in the classical C* spaces. For nonlinear problems the consequences are much
more grave. Solutions may fail to exist beyond focusing and there is focusing that is hidden,
that is not revealed by straightforward analysis of the incoming phases. In the subsections
of section 9 we describe a variety of different mechanisms by which focusing can cause
explosions. All involve in one way or another a phase which degenerates. In section 10 we
construct examples showing that these possibilities actually occur. In section 11, we give
examples of focusing from the linear superposition of waves with nondegenerate phases.
The conclusion is that in space dimension greater than one, smooth almost periodic profiles
and bounded periodic profiles are not good enough. Smooth quasiperiodic profiles is the
choice carried out in part L.

9.1. Linear of direct focusing. — The simplest examples of linear focusing are the smooth
rotationally symmetric solutions of (Ju = 0 in R3. They have the form

J_Wetn-fu-n]

9.1.1) w(t, v
-

for r= |z| #£0,

9.1.2) u(t, r)=2f (%) for r=0.
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Suppose that f € Cg° (R) has support in [T', co[ with T > 0, then for ¢+ < T, one has
an incoming wave f(t+ 7)/r- As t — T, the inner edge of the wave approaches the
origin and the 1/r factor causes the wave to grow. The wave is reflected from the origin
emerging with the opposite sign. When the wave focuses at the origin its size in sup norm
may be much larger than its initial size. To see this take a uniformly bounded sequence f
whose first derivatives are not uniformly bounded. Thus the solution operator which takes
the initial data V; .« (0, -) to data V; , u (¢, -) at time ¢ # 0, is not bounded on L>(R%).
Another aspect of the same phenomenon is that taking f € C* yields solutions in C*~1,
There is a loss of one derivative with respect to the regularity of the Cauchy data. The L>°
unboundedness of the solution operator is seen for the oscillatory initial data

©13) W0, ) =0, But (0, ) = h(r)e? VS,

Here we suppose that h and ¢ are smooth even functions of r, and that ¢ is real valued.
Formula (9.1.1) applies with f¢ even given by

©.14 0, £ (r) = (r/D) b (1) L
Then
(9.1.5) 0 u® (t, 0) =2 (fe)// (t) —c 1y ‘P/ (t) th (t) et (t)/e +0 (1)

So that for ¢t > 0, V u® (¢) is of the order ¢! times as large as its initial data provided
that ¢’ () h (t) # 0. For the equation, Ju = F (V u) these large amplitudes are fed back
into the equation. Here there is an important distinction between the cases of linear and
nonlinear F. For linear problems one has a family of global solution for which V u® (¢, -)
is unbounded. For the nonlinear problems one has existence on an interval [0, T¢[ and the
large amplitudes from focusing at time T" may cause lim sup (7°¢) £ T In this case we say
that there is explosive nonexistence at time 7. In his classic analysis [L2], Lax showed that
solutions of the first order N x N linear strtictly hyperbolic oscillatory initial value problem

(9.1.6) Lu® =0, u® (0, ) = h(z) i’ (@)/e

have asymptotic expansions as superpositions of N asymptotic solutions

N
9.1.7) ut (t @) =Y ug (¢ o),
k=0
©.1.8) u (t, ) =Y & ax; (t, z)e'or /e,
7=0

Here we have supposed that h € C5° (R4) and ¢ is a smooth real valued function with
dy # 0 on supp (h). The phases ¢, are the N smooth solutions of the eikonal equation

(9.1.9) p(t, z, der) =0, @i (0, 2) = ¢° (2)
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where

(9.1.10) p(t, z, 7, §) =det Ly (¢, z, 7, &)

is the determinant of the principal symbol. If A (¢, z, £) denote the N smooth real roots
of p(t, =, A, §) = 0 the ¢}, are solutions of the reduced eikonal equations

(9.1.11) B or =M (t, 2, B or), @k (0, 1) = ¢° ().

The graph of 0, , ¢ is determined at t = 0 from (9.1.11) and for ¢ # 0 from the fact that
it is invariant under the flow of the time dependent Hamilton field H,,. The projections on
t, z space of the integral curves of H, which foliate the graph of dy are called the rays
associated to ¢. The rays are the integral curves of the vector field

(9.1.12) 0-p(t, , dox (t, ©)) e+ > O, (t, T, dpx (t, ) Os, .

Let 1, denote the corresponding flow from {0} X R? to {¢} x R?. The phenomenon of
linear focusing is linked to the behavior of ¢y, 1 and of the principal amplitude ax,o (¢, )
along the rays beginning in supp (h). At the time ¢y of first focusing for the k-waves,
four phenomena occur.

(i) The eikonal equation (9.1.11) is not solvable past ¢ = t; along one of the rays
beginning in supp (h).

(ii) Inf { det D¢ (z); = € supp(h)} — 0 as ¢ — t.

(iii) The rays fail to define a regular foliation on a neighborhood of ¢ = ;.

(iv) Sup { |D2 pi|; = € supp (h) } — +o00 as t — t,.

If ak,0(0, ) # O at the starting point of a ray along which focusing occurs, then as
t — to, ax,0 — oo along the ray. Such increasing amplitudes when plugged into nonlinear
equations can result in lack of solvability beyond time t,. We say that there is direct
focusing at time ¢ when the four equivalent conditions (i)-(iv) hold for the solution ¢ of
the eikonal equation. A simple example of direct focusing occurs for the wave equation in
R'*4 with d > 1. Consider the solutions u to (the epsilon dependence has been suppressed
for ease of reading)

9.1.13) Ou =0, u (0, ) =0, 8 u (0’ iL‘) —h (.’IC) eiﬁ/a'

The initial phase is 72 and in order to satisfy the hypotheses of this subsection we suppose
that h is a smooth function vanishing on a neighborhood of r = 0. The phases for this
problem are the solution of

(9.1.14) Brpr = |00+,  @x(0,2)= |g* for [z 2T

The solutions are
(9.1.15) @ (t, z) = (Jz| £1)°
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and dy is constant along the rays zo & tzo/|zo|. For ¢ > 0 we see that there is focusing
at t = T where T = inf {|z| : € supp(h)}. The focusing occurs along the ray(s)
approaching the origin from the point(s) in supp (h) closest the origin. In section 10.1
we show that this focusing leads to blowup and nonexistence beyond ¢ = T for some
semilinear problems of the form

9.1.16) Ou= f(u, Vu), w(0,-) and O;u(0,-) asin (9.1.13).

9.2. Degenerate direct focusing. — Degenerate direct focusing occurs when the phases
present in the initial waves are stationary (dy = 0) on a small set. The geometric optics
expansion (9.1.8) is no longer applicable for the initial value problem (9.1.6) at points of
supp (h) where dy = 0. If the set of such stationary points is small the solutions of the
initial value problem may be unbounded. An example is (9.1.13) at z = 0, provided that
h (0) # 0. Considering this as the limit of the previous cases when T' — 0 suggests that
unboundedness may occur instantaneously at 7' = 0. One can have instantaneous focusing.

9.3. Four types of linear interaction. — The nonlinear interaction of waves with phases
©1, ---, ©m lead to the appearance of source terms waves with phases equal to real linear
combinations 1) = Z ar pr = a - @ of the incoming phases. We consider four distinct
possibilities.

(1) Nondegerate resonance. dip # 0 and 1) satisfies the eikonal equation p (¢, z, d, 1)) = 0.

One might think that the phase v could focus at a time earlier than the incoming phases.
However, since di is a linear combination of the dy, it is clear from criterion (iv) above
that this cannot happen. In summary, nondegenerate resonance does not create focusing
apart from that already present in the incoming waves.

(i) p (¢, z, dp) # O for all t, x. In this case graph (d(a - ¢)) is disjoint from the
characteristic variety. Then L~! (be*#/¢) is an elliptic inversion and one expects no
propagation for the resulting terms.

(iii) Weakly resonant nondegenerate focusing. Here d (a - ¢) # 0 and graph (d(a - ¢)
intersects but does not lie inside Char (L)\0. This possibility is discussed in the next
section.

(iv) Degenerate interaction. Here d (o - ¢) vanishes at at least one point. This is
discussed in Section 9.5.

9.4. Weak resonant nondegenerate focusing. — Graph (d (o - ¢)) intersects but does not
lie inside Char (L)\0. Note that in the 2 d + 2 dimensional contangent bundle T* (R!*<)

(94.1) dim (Char (L)) =2d +1 and dim (graph (d (e - ¢))) = d + 1.

The generic case of transverse intersection yields

94.2) dim [Char (L) N graph (d (a - ¢)] = d,
and
(9.4.3) dim 7, (Char (L) N graph (d(a - ¢))) = d.
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In this case, a stationary phase computation using the Fourier integral parametrix for L
yields for points after interaction

9.4.4) L (aeio"‘“’/s) ~ /e be'¥/e

with a new phase, 9 satisfying the eikonal equation and constructed according to the recipe

(9.4.5) graph (di) is the H, flow out of Char (L) N graph (d (« - ¢))

(9.4.6) Y =a-¢ on Char(L)Ngraph(d(a-)).

First note that the outgoing wave is small of order /e. In formal nonlinear geometric
optics such terms are traditionally ignored. In one space dimension it has been rigorously
proven that dropping these terms is justified [JMR1]. In higher dimensions, the outgoing
phase 9 may focus at a time earlier than the focusing of the incoming waves. This can
amplify the small wave to one that is large, say of order 1/,/¢. Nonlinear terms can further
amplify to e~" for any n, and one can have explosive nonexistence at a positive time ¢
which is strictly smaller than the time at which the incoming phases ¢ focus. This is an
example of hidden focusing. The phases which focus are not apparent in the initial phases
but are created by nonlinear interaction. The mechanism just described is the focusing at
t > 0 of a wave created by weakly nonlinear resonance.

9.5. Degenerate nonlinear focusing. — This term refers to the following situation. There is
a real linear combination « - ¢ of incoming phases and a point ¢, z at which d (a - ¢) = 0.
As in instantaneous direct focusing, this can lead to nonlinear explosive nonexistence
at t = t. As above, this is a type of hidden focusing. If ¢ = 0 we say that there is
instantaneous degenerate nonlinear focusing.

Note that the interaction of two phases with independent differentials cannot yield
degenerate nonlinear focusing while three phases with pairwise independent phases can.

9.6. Second generation focusing. — In the above examples initial phase ¢ were the
ingredients for producing focusing phenomena. We showed in Section 9.3 that new phases
created by nondegenerate resonant interaction did not lead to new troubles. In Section 9.4
we suggested that small waves with new phases 1) can be created by weakly resonant
nonlinear interaction and that these new waves may focus earlier than the original waves.
Second generation phenomena are interactions of the new waves with incoming waves.

The phases to consider in this second generation are real linear combinations « - ¢+ b 1.
Taking for example, a equal to the coefficients in (9.4.4) which lead to the creation of the
1) wave and taking b = —1 we see that d(a - ¢ + b)) = 0 on a codimension one subset
of space-time. More generally if there is a real combination « - ¢ + b1 and a small set on
which d(a - ¢ + b1p) = 0 we may expect to find second generation degenerate focusing.
If there are such points on ¢ = 0, the focusing can be instantaneous.

If there is a real lincar combination so that graph(d(a - ¢ + b)) cuts Char (L)
transversely one may have second generation weakly nonlinear interaction leading to
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second generation weakly resonant focusing. Before focusing, these second generation
waves will have small amplitudes. Interactions involving these second generations waves
are called higher generation interactions. We will content ourselves with naming and
constructing waves of the first and second generation.

10. EXAMPLES OF FOCUSING. — In this section we construct examples showing that the
phenomena described in section 9 occur. § 10.1 is devoted to direct focusing while 10.2
gives examples of hidden focusing.

10.1. Direct focusing. — We begin with the simplest examples. The later examples are
elaborations of these.

Example 10.1.1. — Non degenerate direct focusing.

Consider radial solutions u (t, ) on R'*3 of a semilinear system whose principal part
is the strictly hyperbolic system ([, 9;)

01y 0w =0,  w(0,2)=0, 8u(0,a)=h(r)e"

(10.1.2) 0y v° = |0 uf|? (v°)?, v° (0, z) = vg ().

Note that the state variables appearing in L? energy estimates are V; , u® and v® so that
semilinear systems allow nonlinear functions of these variables. For any vy € C§° (R3),
there is a maximal interval of existence of smooth solutions, [0, T (¢)[, characterized by

If T(e) < oo, then there is a unique solution (v, u) € C° ([0; T (¢) [x R3) and
sup (|v¢ (¢, ), |A¢ o u® (E; -)|) — oo as t increases to T ().

ProposiTion 10.1.2. — Suppose that the initial data (vo, h) € C3° (R3) satisfy
supp(h) C [t, oo, t > 0, h(t) > 0 on ]t, t + 6], and vo (0) > 0. Then as ¢ tends
to zero, the maximal interval of existence for (10.1.1) (10.1.2) satisfies T (¢) St + o(1).

Proof. — For any n € ]0, 6] apply formula (9.15) to find for e small

(10.1.3) |0;u (¢, 0)] >ce™t  for t+m/2<t<t+n.

To finish the proof apply the following lemma with y(¢) := v (¢, 0), a(t) =
|0; u (¢, 0)|2. The lemma is proved by explicitly solving the initial value problem.

LeMMA 10.1.3. — Suppose that a(t) is a smooth nonegative function on [0, oo[ and
o0

a (t) dt > 1/yo. Then, the maximal interval of existence, [0, T, for the initial value

p?‘oblem
y=at)y, y(0)=yo>0
in given by
T
(10.1.4) / a(t)dt = 1/yo.
0
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Using the lower bound (10.1.2) yields

t+6
(10.1.5) / |0s us (t, 0)|2dt > cée™2.

This together with the lemma proves the proposition.

Example 10.1.4. — Degenerate direct focusing. A variant of the previous example
provides an example of degenerate direct focusing.

ProposITION 10.1.5. — Suppose that the initial data (vo, h) € C$° (R3) satisfy h (0) # 0
and vg (0) > 0. Then, there is a constant ¢ > 0 so that for 0 < € < 1, the maximal interval
of existence for (10.1.1) (10.1.2) satisfies T (e) < ce?/5.

Proof. — Formula (9.1.5) yields

(10.1.6) |0; uf (t, 0)] > c1t%/e for cpet’? <t <.

Applying Lemma 10.1.2 yields the desired result.

Remark. — The explosion in this example occurs at £ = 0 for very small ¢. Thus the
finite propagation speed shows that if w is any neighborhood of (0, 0), there are positive
constants ¢ and &, such that if € < g and there is a smooth solution on wN{0 St ST},
then T < ce?/5.

Critiques. — The two examples above have the advantage of being completely explicit.
They have several weaknesses.

1. They are examples for systems and one might ask whether the same phenomena occur
for scalar equations Ou = F (Du) and Odu = F (u).

2. The effects of focusing of spherical solutions are stronger as the dimension grows.
The above examples are in R'*3 and one might wonder whether the same effects are
present in two dimensional space.

3. The focusing effects are studied on the z = 0 axis which is a very small set. One could
imagine that they occur only there and that the right hand sides |9; u®|?(v®)? are uniformly
bounded in L. _ in which case there would exist global weak solutions uniformly bounded

loc
in LL_(R*3).
4. One could ask if focusing which is not as radical as for spherical waves, for example

focusing along a nondegenerate caustic causes analogous difficulties.

5. There are problems where in spite of such focusing, weak solutions continue to exist
and it is desireable to describe their behavior.

The next three examples remove some of the first three criticisms. They are presented
for instantaneous degenerate focusing. Putting a factor h(r) with A = 0 on [0, 77 in
front of the oscillatory initial condition yields examples of nondegenerate direct focusing
explosions at time 7" > 0 as in example 10.1.1. The details are left to the reader.

Example 10.1.6. — A simple scalar 5-d example of degenerate focusing.
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This example takes advantage of the explicit linearization of Nirenberg’s nonlinearity.
Consider in R!*® the solutions of

(10.1.7) Ou® = (8 u°)* |V, uf|?, u®(0,z) =0, Ay uf (0,x) = — cos (|z|?/¢).

Nirenberg’s linearization,

(10.1.8) w® =1 - exp (u°)

transforms the nonlinear problem to the linear problem

(10.1.9) Ow® =0, w® (0, ) =0, 0, w* (0, =) = cos (|z|*/e).

Recall that the solution w (¢, ) of the 5-d linear wave equation with initial value equal to
zero and initial time derivative equal to f (z) is given by the formula

(10.1.10) w(t, 0) =tAv(f, |z|] =t)+ (t*/3) Av (O, f, |z| =1),

where Av (-, |z| = t) means the average over the sphere of radius ¢, and 8, denotes the
radial derivative. Thus the explicit solution to our problem is equal to

(10.1.11) w® (¢, 0) = —e~12¢ sin (¢2/e) + t cos (£3/¢).

ProposiTION 10.1.7. — If w is a neighborhood of (0, 0), there are positive constants ¢ and
€0 > 0 such that if € < eo and there is a smooth solution of (10.1.8) on wN{0<t < T}
then T < ce'/3.

Proof. — If u® is such a solution then w® defined by (10.1.8) is a solution of (10.1.9)
and w® < 1. The formula (10.1.11) shows that if ¢ is large then w® (¢, 0) < 1 cannot
hold for all ¢t € [0, ce!/3].

For the examples that follow, we need to study focusing of solutions of the linear wave
equation in dimension 2 and 4. It is just as easy to treat all dimensions, recovering the
main term in (10.1.11) at the same time. The time derivative of the solution v¢ to

(10.1.12) Ov =0, v°(0,2)=0, 8v°(0, z)=cl*"/2  gcR?

is given by the oscillatory integral

(10.1.13) 3y v° (t, x)=(27r)-d/fcos(t|§|)e"“f-yf”y'z/ze)dydg,

(10.1.14) =@2m){V_+V,}/2,
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where
(10.1.15) Vi(t,z):= // ¢ CEHIEI+oe—ye 1yl /29) gy, ge
=const.sd/2/ ot (EtlE|+zE—el€]?/2) de.

This integral is analysed by the method of stationary phase. Introduce the variables
& := &£/t to find

(10.1.16) Vi = const. (t2/e)%/? / et EICI=1e1/2) 8 /e gicat/e g

At points near (0, 0) where

(10.1.17) Ai=te> 1 and |zt/e| £ 1,

on has 1> ¢>> |z|, and e**/¢ is not rapidly varying with respect to . The latter factor
is treated as an amplitude term.

For || = 2, the phases |(|?/2 + || are smooth and have gradient bounded below by
const.|¢|. Thus if x (|¢|) is smooth and vanishes for |{| > 3 and is equal to 1 for |{| < 2
then integration by parts shows that in the region (10.1.17)

(10.1.18) / et EICI=IE/2) 22/ gicat/e £ _ 3 (1¢]) 1 d¢ = O (A™™).

Therefore one can introduce the factor x (¢) into (10.1.16) without changing the assymptotic
behavior.

Introduce polar coordinates

(10.1.19) ¢ = pb, 6 e St d¢ = pttdpds,

to find

(10.1.20) Vi = const. \%/? / et CEe=r /DN J(pat)e) x (p) p* L dp + O (A™),
0

where the Bessel function J is given by

(10.1.21) J (y) ::/ el df.

The integral (10.1.20) is analysed by standard stationary phase methods. For the minus
sign there are no stationary points. With the plus sign there is exactly one nondegenerate

4° SERIE — TOME 28 — 1995 — N° 1



NONLINEAR GEOMETRIC OPTICS 101

stationary point at p = 1. At that point, the phase is equal to 1/2 and the second derivative
is equal to 1.

The contribution of the nonstationary points is estimated by integration by parts. Thanks
to the p?~! term in (10.1.20), the boundary terms at p = O vanish for the d — 2
first integrations by parts. This shows that in the region (10.1.17), the stationary phase
expansion gives the behavior of V.. Thus,

(10.1.22) 9, v (¢, x) = const. \~V/2 M2 J 1y /e) + O (A@-2/2),

For d = 2 and 0 < a < 1/2, (10.1.22) is used in the cylinder

(10.1.23) R(e) :=={(t, ) €R® : 2e* 2t 2 e%and |z| £ 617V},

where ¢ is chosen so that J (y) > J(0)/2 > 0 for |y| < 246. Then

(10.1.24) 3¢ >0, Y(t, z) € R(e), 0, v° (¢, z)| = ce®1/2

For d 2 2, an entirely parallel argument shows that in the region (10.1.17),

(10.1.25) v (¢, ) = const. t A(4=2/2 / <]t sin (A[C]) e~ EP/2 gitzt/e g

= const. A(472)/2 / sin (Ap) e™°/2 J (pxt/e)
0

x x(p)p**dp+ O (A~
= const. t A\(4=3/2 A2 1 (tz/e) + O (¢ ,\(d—4)/2).

Example 10.1.8. — 2-d degenerate focusing.
Consider the semilinear system oscillatory initial value problem in R**+2

(10.1.26) Owv® =0, ve (0, ) =0, 0 v* (0, ) = eil=l*/2¢

(10.1.27) Ou® = |0: 0" [uf]?,  w(0,2)=1, 8w (0, z)=0.
The monotonicity of O0~! when d = 2, shows that u® > 1 for ¢ > 0.

ProposiTioN 10.1.9. — Fix d = 2, 8 > 1, v > 4, and w a neighborhood of (0, 0). There
are positive constants ¢, p and €y such that if € < g and there is a smooth solution of
(10.1.26) (10.1.27) on wN{0 < ¢t < T} then T < cer.

Proof. — The proof rests on two comparison theorems. The first is the following.
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Lemma 10.1.10. — Suppose that ' is the truncated light cone
P ={(tz) eR™ :0<t<T < Rand|z| SR~-t},

that ay, € L* (T') satisfy a1 2 a2 > 0 and that 0 < uy, € C (T') satisfy

(10.1.28) Oug = ak|uk|ﬂ, Uy = Ug, and Jyu; = 01 uUs

when t = 0 and |z| < R.
Then u; = us on I.

Proof. — Subtracting the equation for us from that for u; yields the equation for
U = Uy — U2
(10.1.29) OU = as (Jus]® — |ual?) + (a1 — ag)|wa)® := ag (Jua]? — |ual®) + f

where f := (a; —az)|u1|? is nonnegative. The first term on the right is equal to b (¢, z) U
with b € C (I"). Because u; and ug are 2 0, b is nonegative. The linear initial value problem

(10.1.30) Ou =»bU + f, U, z)=0,U(0, z)=0 for|z|] <R

is solved as the limit of Picard iterates defined by U® = 0 and

(10.1.31) Qu*tt =bU” + f, U tt(o, z) = 8, U (0, =) = 0.

The positivity of (I~ for d = 2 proves inductively that U” 2> 0. Passing to the limit
v — oo proves that U 2 0 on I, and the lemma is proved.

Let

{cel=YDYr for (¢, z) € R (),

0 otherwise.

(10.1.32) a(t, r) = {
where R (¢) is defined in (10.1.23). Let w® be the solution of the initial value problem

(10.1.33) Ow® = af|w®l?, w(0,2)=1, 0,w*(0,2)=0.

Lemma 10.1.10 together with (10.1.24) imply that u® > w® on any truncated light cone
on which both exist.

For t < &%, the right hand side of (10.1.33) vanishes so w® = 1 for ¢ < &®. In the
tiny tip of backward light cone

(10.1.34) K={(tz):e*<t<e*+ 6 and|z| 6> = (t—e%)},
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the coefficient a® (¢, =) and the Cauchy data at ¢ = > of w® are independent of z. This
implies, as in J. Keller’s proof of a similar explosion [Ke], that in K, w* is independent
of z and in fact we (¢, ) = y (¢, ¢)where y is the solution of

(10.1.35) Py/dt? = {ce@ VDY YP y(e*,e)=1, Y (% ) = 0.

The solution y explodes at time ¢ + ¢ (¢), with

t(e) = / {2(ce@ V)Y (4P — 1) /(B + 1) } Y2 dy = const. e(M/2~) /2,
1

The tip of the light cone has height §'~2, the same as the radius of the base. Thus the
function y explodes before the tip precisely when « and +y satisfy (1 —a) < (1/2—a) /2.
This has solutions a with 0 < a < 1/2 precisely when v > 4.

Thus, if u® exists in K N {¢ < e* + §e'~ } it must satisfy u® > y (¢, €) and therefore,
if € is small enough, u° explodes at or before £* + §e!=2.

Remark. — At the blowup time for y one has

e*+t (¢g) e+t ()
(10.1.36) 00 = / y' dt = / {C&-(a—lﬂ) }’Y yﬂ dt.

a

Since the construction is by inequality of exponents of €, y blows up way before the time
of the peak of the cone. In this way we see that, for ¢ small enough, u° (-, z) blows up in
K for |z| < &'~ with any §' < 6. Furthermore the second integrand in (10.1.36) is a
lower bound for |8; v¢|* [uf|®. Thus, by (10.1.36), it is not possible that

/ 10 0° |7 [uf]Pdt < +oo.
K

This answers critique 3 above. A similar analysis of explosion for example 2 would
yield a similar answer.

Example 10.1.11. — 4-d degenerate focusing without derivatives in the nonlinearity.

ProposiTION 10.1.12. — Fix d = 4, v > 0, 8 > 1 and w a neighborhood of (0, 0). There
are positive constants c, i and €9 > 0 such that if € < € and there is a smooth solution
of (10.1.26) coupled to the ordinary differential equation

(10.1.43) Zu= || |uf)®,  wf(0,z)=1,  B,uc(0, z)=0.
onwnN{0<t<T} then T < ce”.

Proof. — Use (10.1.25) and proceed as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.9.

Critique. — The criticisms 1, 2, 3 have all been addressed to some extent. The above
analysis leaves several open questions.

Question 1. — Produce blow up for d = 2 and a scalar equation.
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Question 2. — The fact that H! (R?) is contained in L? for all p < oo, allows one to show
that for Jwu = f (u) with f polynomially bounded and initial data u® (0, x) = € ag ** (*)/¢,
O uf (0, x) = a; €% @)/% the domain of smooth existence does not shrink with e. Is the
same true for arbitrary smooth f ?

Question 3. — Produce blow up for d = 4 and a scalar equation without derivative in
the nonlinearity.

Question 4. — In dimension d = 3, investigate the analogous questions of blow up
for scalar waves equations, with or without derivative in the nonlinearity. See the non
explosive example of [D].

10.2. Hidden focusing, focusing from nonlinear interaction. — In this subsection we
construct examples of instantaneous explosions which are caused by the focusing in phases
produced by nonlinear interactions.

Example 10.2.1. — Degenerate nonlinear focusing,

The space dimension is 3. Cauchy data are prescribed which in the linear case would
yield four high frequency wave trains one for each of the phases @1, @2, @3, ©4. Polynomial
interaction leads one to source terms with phases which are linear combinations of the
. We choose the phases such that there is at least one combination of the first three
phases which has an isolated stationary point on {¢ = 0} and the resulting degenerate
focusing causes instantaneous explosion.

0
Fix the notations O = E. and O, = 8 — ¢ A, where c(t, x) is positive real valued
Tk

function. The system of equations in R**3 is

Dl uf = 0,

O.v°+a(t, )00 =0

Oz w® = b(t, )72 (0, a° + 01 @) (0; u® — 0y u®) (8; v°)?,
0y 2° = |0y wo|? (2°)%

The initial conditions are

(10.2.1)

uf (0, z) =0, d,u® (0, z) = e*1/°,

ve (0, z) = g€/ 9,v°(0, ) = b(0, x) /¢,
w® (0, z) = 0, 0, w® (0, ) =0,

2°(0, z) = 0.

(10.2.2)

Here a, b, ¢ are smooth functions chosen below and satisfying ¢ (0, 0) = 2 so that the
system is strictly hyperbolic on a neighborhood of the origin.

ProrosiTioN 10.2.2. — If w is a neighborhood of (0, 0) there are positive constants C
and ey such that if € < ¢ and there is a solution of (10.2.1), (10.22) on wN{t < T},
Then T < Ce'/S,

Proof. — Tt suffices to show that there are positive constants 7, v with the property that

(10.2.3) 18, w® (t, 0)] 2 ~ve Y252 for t 2= nells
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The initial value problem for u is explicitly solvable.

(10.2.4) u® =¢ [ei"ol/e - ei"”‘z‘/e]/2z', pr=x—t @y=zx+t

Since ¢ (0, 0) = 2, the eikonal equation for J. with initial value equal to x; has two
solutions

ps=z+2t+0(|t| |t, z]),  pa=2-2t+0(t||t, z|).
Then
Y= -3p2+p1+2p3=0(|t] |t, z|).

The right hand side F'(V u®, Vv°) of the equation for w® is chosen to single out this
phase. Note that dv (0, 0) = 0 and this degeneracy accounts for the focusing explosion.

Next choose the coefficients to simplify the calculations. Let

Y3 (ta .’17) =z + 2t+t(|x|2 - t2)7 C(t, .'L') = ]V ‘103]—1at P3

With these choices g3 satisfies the eikonal equation and the equation for v® has the
explicit solution

v = gel¥e/e,
Choosing
a(t, z) = |01 3|7 O, 03, b(t, ) =i0: 3
the initial value problem for w® simplifies to
Os w® = e¥/e, ¥ =2t(|z]* —t?), w® (0, z) = Oy w® (0, ) = 0.

Explicit solution of this three dimensional wave equation yields

t t
we (,0) = / (t—s5) Av (e ©e, o] = 3(t—5))ds = / (£ 8) o E=o"~5"1/e g
0 0

t
8, we (¢, 0) = / (14361 (t — )2 s/e) e2is 0= =s"1/e g,
0
The change of variable s = 7¢ yields with A = ¢3/¢,
1
By w® (£, 0) =1t / (1+360A(1—s)%s) 200 =s/e g
0

When A — o0, this is a nondegenerate stationary phase integral with a unique nondegenerate
stationary point 7 = b €]0, 1[. One finds

drw(t,0)=c1t[A\Y2+0(1)] as A — o0
uniformly for ¢'/3 < t < § which implies 10.2.3.

Example 10.2.3. — Weakly resonant focusing.
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As noted in section 9.5, degenerate nonlinear focusing requires the interaction of three

pairwise independent phases. Next we construct an example with two phases creating
explosive nonexistence by the mechanism of weakly resonant focusing.

The example is in six dimensional space with spatial variable z = (z1, y) € R x RS.
The incoming wave is

(102.5) - u€ (b 1) 1= e { @A/ _ gimeT /ey

with wt = (1/2, £1/2, 0) € Rx R x R* so that u® is a solution of

(10.2.6) Ozu =0
with two independent phases.

These two waves have a weakly resonant interaction to yield a wave v® solution to

(10.2.7) O, = x () (8ru® — 2wt - Vo u) (8 u® —2w™ -V uf)
= x ()& O F20/e = fe,

(10.2.8) v* =0 for t<0.

Here x € C* (R) vanishes for ¢ < 0 and is strictly positive on ¢ > 0. The speed ¢
is chosen as

(10.2.9) e(t, z) =2+ (y* +862) (ly|* —t°).

The main contributions to v come from those points (¢, ) where the covector
(2,1,0,...,0) = d(z + 2t) belongs to

Char (O) = { (t, z, 75 €) : 72 = ¢ (¢, 2) [},

that is where ¢ = 4. With our ¢ (¢, ) this is exactly the cone { (¢, z1, y) : |y| =1¢}.

The wave v° then interacts with u° to create an outgoing wave w® which has instantaneous
focusing. This wave satisfies

(10.2.10) O w® = x (¢) 8, v° (8y u° — 2w -V, @) (8, 4° — 2w™ - V, @),

(10.2.11) w® =0 for t<O0.

The speeds 1, v/2, and c being distinct, the system for (u®, v, w®) is strictly hyperbolic
on a neighborhood of (0, 0).
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ProposiTION 10.2.4. — There is a 8o > 0 so that for 0 < § < by there is a positive
to (6) and smooth functions b; (t) and 0; (t)j = 1, 2 defined on [0, to| and such that for
all 0 < t < tg

(10.2.12) 01 (t) # 02 (t)) are real, by (t) # 0, by (t) # 0,
and
(10.2.13) Orwe (t, 0) = e 1 {by(t) /e L by(t) 2D/} 4 O (e71/2)

uniformly for t in compact subsets of 10, to].
Consequently, if one adjoints the equation

0y 2° = |0, we|* (2°)?, 25 (0, z) = zo ().

then the domain of smooth existence can include no € independent neighborhood of the
origin.

Remark. — The functions b, are infinitely flat at ¢ = 0.

Proof. — The function v® is given by Duhamel’s integral
t
ve (¢, x) = / Vet s, z)ds
0
where V' solves the initial value problem

O.ve(, s, ) =0, Ve=0 and 8, Ve = x(s)e!@F2)/e gt t =

Since ¢ depends only on (¢, |y|), it follows that V¢ e~ (=1+28)/¢ depends only on (¢, |y|).
Linear geometric optics for V¢ yields

t
(10.2.14) 8,v° (¢, :v):/ {at ((t,z,s,e) e BoD/epg= (t 3,5, ¢)e? B/} dg
0

The phases are solutions of the eikonal equations

(10.2.15) Oyt = xc(t, )|V ot ot (s, x,8) =z, +2s

so have the form

(10.2.16) oE (t, 7, 5) = z1 + 2t +9F (¢, 5, Jy)).
The amplitudes have asymptotic expansions Zf—:j af (t, y|, s)-
j20
Near the origin in (¢, s, z) space,

o (t,z,8)=z1+2s—4t+ O (|t —s| (|t]| + |s| + |=])
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and the corresponding integral in (10.2.14) is oscillatory without stationary points. The
integrand vanishes at the endpoint ¢ = 0, so the principal contributions come from the
endpoint ¢ = s so the integral has the form

(10.2.17) gt z)=¢eb(t, z, €) et (z1+2t)/e

where b has an expansion of order zero like that of a* valid when ¢ — 0.

Denote by h®(t, =) the ¢t contribution to the right hand side of (10.2.14). Then
we satisfies (0, w® = f°(g° + h°). The oscillatory factors in f€ g° cancel so that the
contribution of this term to w® is O (1) in C*°. Thanks to (10.2.14) and (10.2.16), the
second term [° := f€h° is a function only of ¢ and |y|. Denoting the contribution of
this term by z° on has

(10.2.18) O, 25 = I%, 22=0 for tZ0.

To analyse 2°, note that equation (10.2.15) implies

(102.19) Y =9t (t s, 1) = C(t, ) = C (s, 1) + O (It = sP’([t] + |s| + |r)*)

(10.2.20) C(t,r)=r*t—(1-8)r’*t?/3 - 62°/5.

The solution formula (10.1.10) for (J; on R x R® yields

t s
(10.2.21) 0y 25 (t, 0) = 2 / / b(t, 0, s, e) eV &0t/ 45 s
0 0

where b has an asymptotic expansion of degree zero with leading term

(10.2.22) bo (t, o, s) = const. x (s) (t — )% (8, % (s, 0, t — 5))*af (s, 0, t — 0)
Note that af, the leading term in the expansion of a*, is a function of (¢, s, |y|)

which satisfies

(102.23)  af (t,s,z)>0 fort>s>0, and at (¢, s,2)=0 when s=0

It remains to analyse (10.2.21) by the method of stationary phase.
For t small the principal part of the phase 9 (s, o, t — ) is

O, s,0) =C(s,t—s)—C(t—s,t—5)

which is homogeneous of degree 5. Introducing the scaled variables s’ := s/t, o’ := o/t
yields
P(s,0,t—s)=t2{O, s, d)+t2n(t, s, o)}
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where 7 is a smooth function of (¢, s’, o’) the latter two variables running over
A = {(s,0)/0 £ 0’ £ £ 1}. Then

1 s
(10.2.24) 9, 2° (t, 0) = 5‘2/ / b(t, to, ts, e) e 1O Ws" et n (5.0} /e g5 g
0 0

This is a standard stationary phase integral with large parameter A := t5/¢, and phase
function

O(t, s, ') :=0(,s,d)+tn(t, s, o).

LemMaA 10.2.5. — There is a positive &y so that for all 0 < § < 8y there is a positive to (8)
so that for all t < to(68) the phase 6 (t, -, -) as a function of (s', o) has exactly three
stationary points in the triangle A := {(s', ¢')/0 £ o’ £ s’ < 1}. Exactly one of the three
lies on the boundary, in fact at the point (1/2, 1/2). The stationary points are uniformly
nondegenerate. The values of the phase at the two interior stationary points are unequal.

Proof. — The phase 0 (t, -, -) is perturbation of © (1, s’, ¢’). For © (1, s’, ¢’) one verifies
by direct calculation that there is §y > 0 so that for 0 < § < §, there are exactly three
stationary points in A. Two are at interior points (ag, 1 — ay) where 1/2 < a; < as < 1
and the third is at the boundary point (1/2, 1/2). All are nondegenerate and the values of
O at the interior stationary points are unequal.

The implicit function theorem implies that there is a neighborhood of A such that for ¢
small, the phase 6 (¢, -, -) has exactly three uniformly nondegenerate stationary points, two
in the interior and the third near the point (1/2, 1/2). One checks directly that (1/2, 1/2)
is a stationary point for all ¢ and the Lemma follows.

Continuing with the demonstration of Proposition 10.2.4, denote by (s}, o)k =1, 2
the interior stationary points of # near (o, 1 — ). Using (10.2.23) one checks that the
amplitude by (¢, t o’, ts’, €) is nonzero at these points, though it is infinitely flat as t — 0.
Furthermore (10.2.22) implies that by = 0 on the part ' = ¢’ of A, in particular at the
point (1/2, 1/2). Denote by 6; (t) the value of the phase at the interior stationary points.

It follows that for A = ¢°/e large, the integral in (10.2.21) has asymptotic expansion
(10.2.25) A1 [Ql(t) BOR 4 QQ(t) £i02 () A] +0 (/\_3/2).

with b, (¢) nonzero for 0 < ¢ small, and infinitely flat at ¢ = 0. Plug (10.2.25) in (10.2.24)
with A = % /¢, then absorb a ¢t =2 factor in the b, and a t° in 6}, to prove Proposition 10.2.4.

11. PROFILE RESTRICTIONS FROM FOCUSING BY SUPERPOSITION. — Consider the linear initial
value problem

(1.1 Ou® =0, us (t, ¢) =0, Oy uf (0, ) = H (z/e)

where H is an almost periodic function
(11.2) H= Z o €27,
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The solution is a sum

(113) Vo (b, o) = 3 ud ef otloli/z oy = giaa=ialo/e

with coefficients comparable to those in (11.2),

(11.4) C7 k| £ ud| + |ug| £ Clhal.

Question. — Under what conditions on the periodic or almost periodic function H is
the family V 4° uniformly bounded in L§?. 7 More precisely, for what norms on periodic
functions H is it true that

IV uf||poe ey S c(t)||H| forall 0 <e<1?

If the V u® are not uniformly bounded then by adjoining 8, 2° = F (V u®, 2°) one will
have explosive nonexistence for a semilinear problem of nonlinear geometric optics form.
The examples also put strong restrictions on the spaces from which profiles may be chosen
(see the discussion at the end of this section).

The phases in the solution (11.3) neither focus nor degenerate. When the Vu° are
unbounded it is because of focusing by superposition.

In dimension d = 1, the fact that almost periodic functions are bounded together with
the fact that the map Vu (0, -) — V (¢, -) is bounded on L shows that any bounded
function H, in particular any almost periodic H, yields bounded V «°. That is, the L>° (R)
norm has the property required in the question.

The simple Proposition 11.1 shows that periodicity plus smoothness is sufficient. In
dimension d > 1 one can neither drop smoothness (Proposition 11.2) nor replace periodicity
by almost periodicity (Proposition 11.3).

ProposiTioN 11.1. — If H is almost periodic with absolutely summable Fourier coefficients
then the V u® are bounded and

(11.5) IV | (o, 11 xRy S € Y [Bal-

In particular, if H is periodic and is in H{ _(R?) for s > d/2, then V u® is uniformly
bounded and one has

(11.6) 'V u | Loe (10,1 x ey S c(R)||H| ms (1z1<R)
as soon as the R-ball contains a period parallelopiped.

ProrosiTION 11.2. — If d > 1, there is a bounded nonsmooth periodic H so that for any
neigbhorhood O of the origin in R**¢ and any € > 0, V u® is not in L= (O).

ProposiTioN 11.3. — If d > 1, there is a sequence of smooth periodic functions Hy, of
period py, decreasing to zero and such that for every «, the family { 0* Hy, } is bounded in
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L*> (R?) and so that if u denotes the solution of (11.1) with H = Hy, then V u,lc/ *(¢, 0)
is not bounded in L= ([0, T]) for any T > 0.

ProposSITION 11.4. — Let u® denote the solutions of (11.1) and suppose that d > 1. There
is a smooth almost periodic function H all of whose derivatives are bounded on R® and
such that ¥ uf (t, 0) is not bounded in L* ([0, T)) for any T > 0.

Proof of Proposition 11.2. — Choose g € L2 (R?) so that Vv is not bounded on a

comp

neighborhood of the origin where v is the compactly supported solution of

(11.7) Ov =0, v (0, z) =0, 0:v (0, z) =g.

Let H be any bounded periodic function which is equal to g on a neighborhood of the origin.
Finite speed shows that near the origin in space time one has Vu® = Vv (t/e, z/¢) and
the proof is complete.

Proof of Proposition 11.3. — Let a () be smooth radial function supported in r < 1
and with a (0) # 0. For k& > 0 let

(11.8) Hi (z) = a(|z|/k) /% for max|z| < k.
Extend H, to be periodic of period k. Finite speed shows that for e = 1/k and |t|+|z| < 1,
v = u,lc/ * satisfies the initial value problem

Ouk=0, vx(0,-)=0,  8vk(0, z) = a(|z])e*=l,
Formula (10.1.23) shows that for any ¢ > 0, 9; vy (t, 0) grows like k(4=1)/2,

Proof of Proposition 11.4. — Let F be the space of almost periodic functions on R¢
each of whose derivates is bounded. F is a Frechet space with seminorms ||0% H ||y« (ray,
1 . 1
d . oo . /n
aeN" Let Ky : F— L ( 0, m] be the map which sends H to atul[o; 1ix{0}"
Proposition 11.3 shows that for m fixed the family { K,, .} is not uniformly bounded.
The uniform boundedness principle implies that

En=qHcF :{K,n(H)}isboundedin L* 0,l
{mer: i) (=)

is of first category in F. Thus the same is true of the union UFE,,.

In particular the complement of the union is of second category and therefore nonempty.
Elements of the complement satisfy the conditions of the Proposition.

Discussion. — (i) The positive results above suggest that one may choose profiles to be
smooth and periodic or to be almost periodic with absolutely summable Fourier series. The
latter space is an algebra but is not closed under smooth but not real analytic functions
which restricts its applicability. It is invariant under real analytic functions and in that
case it serves quite well [JMR4].

(ii) Periodicity is too strong an assumption. For example, in the constant coefficient
case one would like to study the case of three linearly independent initial phases ay - z,
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k =1, 2, 3. These are susceptible to a treatment with periodic profiles only if the «, are
Z-linearly dependent. In Part I, H is assumed to be quasiperiodic

H(z, 0)=H(z, M0), M € Hom (R?, R™)

so they lift to smooth functions H on an m dimensional torus which allows an analysis like
that in Proposition 11.2, and also allows one to treat the triple interation just mentioned.
The number of derivatives needed for the lift must be greater than m /2 where m is the
number of Z-independent phases.

(iii) This yields another explanation why smooth almost periodic profiles present a
problem. For such almost periodic profiles one would like to take m = oo, which would
require lifting to an infinite dimensional torus and infinitely many derivatives.
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