arXiv:2303.10153v1 [math.AP] 15 Mar 2023

ON THE FINITE TIME BLOW-UPS FOR SOLUTIONS OF NONLINEAR DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

LUAN HOANG

Abstract. We study systems of nonlinear ordinary differential equations where the dominant term, with respect to large spatial variables, causes blow-ups and is positively homogeneous of a degree 1 + α for some α > 0. We prove that the asymptotic behavior of a solution y(t) near a finite blow-up time T_∗ is (T_∗ − t)^{−1/α}ξ_∗ for some nonzero vector ξ_∗. Specific error estimates for |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| are provided. In some typical cases, they can be a positive power of (T_∗ − t) or 1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|. This depends on whether the decaying rate of the lower order term, relative to the size of the dominant term, is of a power or logarithmic form. Similar results are obtained for a class of nonlinear differential inequalities with finite time blow-up solutions. Our results cover larger classes of nonlinear equations, differential inequalities and error estimates than those in the previous work.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Existence of finite time blow-ups 4 3. The reference equations 7 4. The rate of blow-ups 10 5. The symmetric matrix case 11 6. The non-symmetric matrix case 21 7. Some typical results 24 References 29

1. Introduction

In the article [3], Foias and Saut study the Navier–Stokes equations (NSE) with potential body forces in the functional form u^′ + Au + B(u, u) = 0 (1.1) in an infinite dimensional space. Above, A is the (linear) Stokes operator which has positive eigenvalues and B(·, ·) is a bilinear form. It is proved in [3] that any nontrivial solution u(t) of (1.1) has the following asymptotic behavior

e^{Λt}u(t) → ξ_∗ in any C^m-norms as t → ∞, (1.2) where Λ an eigenvalue of A and ξ_∗ is an eigenfunction of A associated with Λ.

Date: March 20, 2023.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34D05, 41A60.

Key words and phrases. finite time blow-up, nonlinear dynamics, asymptotic behavior, asymptotic approximation. 1

This result and its proof in [3] are later extended to abstract differential inequalities in Hilbert spaces in [13, 14]. We recall here the main result in [13], but streamline and restrict it to R^n to fit the scope of the current paper.

Suppose A is a self-adjoint n × n (real) matrix and u : [0, ∞) → R^n satisfies

|u^′ + Au| ≤ |u|ζ(t) for all t ∈ (0, ∞). (1.3)

If ζ(t) is integrable and square integrable on (0, ∞), then the limit in (1.2) holds true in R^n for some eigenvector ξ_∗ of A.

The proof in [3], and also in [13], is based on the analysis of the asymptotic behaviors of the Dirichlet quotient and the normalized solution, see the corresponding definitions in (5.1) below. Another method of proving (1.2) for ODE is presented in [1].

The result (1.2) is the starting point for a theory of asymptotic expansions for the solutions of the NSE in [6]. See [2, 4, 5, 7–12] for its further developments for the NSE including the associated nonlinear spectral manifolds and normal forms. These asymptotic expansions are also established for other general nonlinear ordinary differential equations (ODE) and partial differential equations in [1, 19, 20]. In general, an asymptotic expansion can be obtained independently from the limit (1.2). However, in the case the nonlinearity has positively homogeneous terms of noninteger degrees such as in [1], (1.2) is the essential first step and ξ_∗ is critical in obtaining other terms in the expansion.

All equations in the papers cited above share the same feature, namely, they have a linear lowest order term of dissipative type. This linear term dominates the other nonlinear terms for small solutions. For “genuine” nonlinear equations, the paper [18] studies a nonlinear ODE systems in R^n with a superlinear lowest order term. More specifically, it considers the equation y^′ = −H(y)Ay + G(t, y), (1.4) where the matrix A has positive eigenvalues, the function H is positive and positively homogeneous of a degree α > 0, see Definition 2.1 below, and the function G is a higher order term. It is proved in [18] that any nontrivial, decaying solution of (1.4) satisfies

lim_{t→∞} t^{1/α}y(t) = ξ_∗ which is an eigenvector of A.

In the recent work [17], the function H in (1.4) is assumed to be positively homogeneous of a negative degree (−α). The behavior of a solution y(t) near a finite extinction time T_∗ is proved to be

lim_{t→T −∗} (T_∗ − t)^{−1/α}y(t) = ξ_∗ which is an eigenvector of A.

In both papers [17, 18], the solution y(t) goes to zero as time tends to infinity or a finite value. In contrast, the current paper is devoted to studying the solutions that blow up in finite time. We consider the following ODE system in R^n y^′ = H(y)Ay + G(t, y), (1.5) where H is as in [18], while G(t, y) represents a lower order term.

Regarding the differential inequalities, we also study

|y^′ − H(y)Ay| ≤ |y|^{1+α}E_0(t), for some nonnegative function E_0(t). (1.6)

This clearly is an an extension of the inequality (1.3).

We study the solutions y(t) of (1.5) or (1.6) that blow up at a finite time T_∗. We will prove that, under appropriate conditions, there exists a nonzero vector ξ_∗ such that

lim_{t→T −∗} (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) = ξ_∗ (1.7)

and will provide explicit error estimates for |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗|. Some typical cases can be described roughly as follows. For equation (1.5), if |G(t, x)| |x|^{1+α} = O(|x|^{−δ}) or O((ln |x|)^{−δ}) as |x| → ∞, (1.8)

then

|(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O((T_∗ − t)^{δ′} ) or O(| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{−δ′} ) as t → T^−_∗ , respectively. (1.9)

Similarly for inequality (1.6), if

E_0(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^δ) or O(| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{−p}) for p > p_0, as t → T^−_∗ , (1.10)

where p_0 is a certain number in (1, ∞), then one has (1.9) again.

The presence of the logarithmic functions in (1.8)–(1.10) is new compared to previous work [17, 18].

For a convenient connection between (1.5) and (1.6), we convert inequality (1.6) to the equation y^′ = H(y)Ay + f(t) (1.11) with |f(t)| ≤ |y(t)|^{1+α}E_0(t). Therefore, (1.11) is also an extension of (1.3). Moreover, we will use (1.11) as a tool to analyze (1.5).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we impose the general conditions on the matrix A and function H in Assumption 2.2. The function G(t, y) in (1.5) satisfies condition (2.6) which is more general than the usually assumed upper bound |y|^{1+α−δ}. We prove in Theorem 2.4 that any solution of (1.5) with sufficiently large initial data blows up in finite time. In Section 3 we study equation (3.3) which will serve as a reference system for our perturbation technique in Section 5 later. We establish the precise asymptotic behavior (1.7) for its blow-up solutions in Theorem 3.2. In Section 4, we study system (1.11) and derive the lower and upper bounds for its solutions which are comparable with the exact blow-up rate (T_∗ − t)^{−1/α}. These bounds are crucial to many estimates in the remainder of the paper. Sections 5 and 6 contain the main results for solutions of equation (1.11), see Theorems 5.9 and 6.2. We establish the limit (1.7) with the error estimates being specified in details in (5.71)–(5.73) and (6.12)–(6.14). Because of the nonlinear function H and the general forcing function f(t), many technical conditions are imposed, see, e.g., (3.13), Assumptions 5.2 and 5.5 and (5.67). Nonetheless, these technicalities will provide flexibility in obtaining different results in Section 7. The final Section 7 applies the general results in the previous two sections to more specific cases of equations (1.11) and (1.5). Equation (1.11) is dealt with in Part I in which two typical forms of f(t) result in Theorems 7.3 and 7.4. These two theorems, in fact, correspond to the results described in (1.10) and (1.9) above. Part II of Section 7 contains a typical result – Theorem 7.5 – for solutions of equation (1.5). It corresponds to (1.8) and (1.9) above.

It is worthy to mention that the new classes of functions f(t), G(t, x) and the proofs in this paper can be adapted to improve the results in previous work [17, 18]. Our results provide details to the blow-up phenomena for some dynamical systems. Even for dissipative systems, although the blow-ups do not occur forward in time, the results in this paper can still be used to analyze the possible blow-ups backward in time. In this case, it can be seen as the analysis of solutions which are not ancient or not in the global attractors. Notation. Throughout the paper, n ∈ N = {1, 2, 3, . . .} is the fixed spatial dimension, i.e., the dimension of the phase space.

For any vector x ∈ R^n , we denote by |x| its Euclidean norm. For an n × n real matrix A = (a_{ij})_{1≤i,j≤n}, its Euclidean norm is ‖A‖ = (_n ∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 a^2_{ij} )_{1/2} . The unit sphere in R^n is S^{n−1} = {x ∈ R^n : |x| = 1}.

2. Existence of finite time blow-ups We consider the ODE system (1.5) in R^n where the matrix A, functions H and G will be specified below.

Definition 2.1. Let X ≠ {0} and Y be two (real) linear spaces, and β ∈ R be a given number. A function F : X \ {0} → Y is positively homogeneous of degree β if F (tx) = t^β F (x) for any x ∈ X \ {0} and t > 0.

Define H_β(X, Y ) to be the set of functions from X \ {0} to Y that are positively homogeneous of degree β.

Assumption 2.2. Hereafter, A is a (real) diagonalizable n × n matrix with positive eigenvalues, and H is a function in H_α(R^n , R) for some α > 0, and is positive, continuous on the unit sphere S^{n−1}.

Thanks to Assumption 2.2, the matrix A has n positive eigenvalues, counting their multiplicities, Λ_1 ≤ Λ_2 ≤ Λ_3 ≤ . . . ≤ Λ_n, and there exists an invertible n × n (real) matrix S such that A = S^{−1}A_0S, where A_0 = diag[Λ_1, Λ_2, . . . , Λ_n]. (2.1) Denote the distinct eigenvalues of A by λ_j’s which are arranged to be (strictly) increasing in j, i.e., 0 < λ_1 = Λ_1 < λ_2 < . . . < λ_d = Λ_n for some integer d ∈ [1, n].

The spectrum of A is σ(A) = {Λ_k : 1 ≤ k ≤ n} = {λ_j : 1 ≤ j ≤ d}. For 1 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ n, let E_{kℓ} be the elementary n × n matrix (δ_{ki}δ_{ℓj} )_{1≤i,j≤n}, where δ_{ki} and δ_{ℓj} are the Kronecker delta symbols. For Λ ∈ σ(A), define ^R_Λ = ∑ 1≤i≤n,Λ_i=Λ E_{ii} and R_Λ = S^{−1} ^R_ΛS.

Then one immediately has

I_n = d∑ j=1 R_{λj} , R_{λi} R_{λj} = δ_{ij} R_{λj} , AR_{λj} = R_{λj} A = λ_jR_{λj} . (2.2)

Thanks to (2.2), each R_Λ is a projection, and R_Λ(R^n ) is the eigenspace of A associated with the eigenvalue Λ.

In the case A is symmetric, the matrix S in (2.1) is orthogonal, i.e., S^{−1} = S^T, Λ_1|x|^2 ≤ x · Ax ≤ Λ_n|x|^2 for all x ∈ R^n , (2.3) each R_Λ is the orthogonal projection from R^n to the eigenspace of A associated with Λ, and, hence, |R_Λx| ≤ |x| for all x ∈ R^n . (2.4) Regarding the function H, we have 0 < c_1 = min_{|x|=1} H(x) ≤ max_{|x|=1} H(x) = c_2 < ∞.

By writing H(x) = |x|^αH(x/|x|) for any x ∈ R^n \ {0}, we derive c_1|x|^α ≤ H(x) ≤ c_2|x|^α for all x ∈ R^n \ {0}. (2.5) In fact, H is continuous and positive on R^n \ {0}, see (i) and (ii) of Lemma 7.2 below. Let t_0 be any given number in [0, ∞).

Assumption 2.3. G(t, x) is a continuous function from [t_0, ∞) × (R^n \ {0}) to R^n , and G(t, x) |x|^{1+α} → 0 as |x| → ∞, uniformly in t ∈ [t_0, ∞). (2.6)

The followings are standard facts in the theory of ODE, see, e.g., [15, 16]. Consider equation (1.5) on the set D = {(t, x) : t ≥ t_0, x ∈ R^n \ {0}} ⊂ R^{n+1} . (2.7) For any y_0 ∈ R^n \ {0}, there exists an interval [t_0, T_{max}), with 0 < T_{max} ≤ ∞, and a solution y ∈ C^1([t_0, T_{max}), R^n \ {0}) that satisfies (1.5) on (t_0, T_{max}), y(t_0) = y_0, and either (a) T_{max} = ∞, or (b) T_{max} < ∞, and for any ε > 0, y cannot be extended to a function of class C^1([t_0, T_{max}+ ε), R^n \ {0}) that satisfies (1.5) on the interval (t_0, T_{max} + ε).

It is well-known that, in the case (b), it holds, for any compact set U ⊂ R^n \ {0}, that y(t) ∉ U when t ∈ [t_0, T_{max}) is near T_{max}. (2.8) Note that such a solution y(t) may not be unique.

Theorem 2.4. There exists a number r_0 > 0 such that for any y_0 ∈ R^n with |y_0| ≥ r_0 and any solution y(t) on [t_0, T_{max}) as described from (2.7) to (2.8) above, one has T_{max} < ∞ and lim_{t→T −max} |y(t)| = ∞. (2.9)

Proof. Consider A is symmetric first. On (t_0, T_{max}), we have d dt (|y|^{−α}) = −α|y|^{−α−2}y^′ · y = −α|y|^{−α−2}H(y)(Ay) · y − α|y|^{−α−2}G(t, y) · y. (2.10) Let a_0 = c_1Λ_1/2. Thanks to (2.6), there exists r_∗ > 0 such that |G(t, x)| |x|^{1+α} ≤ a_0 for all t ≥ t_0, and all x ∈ R^n with |x| ≥ r_∗. (2.11)

Set r_0 = 4r_∗. For t > t_0 sufficiently close to t_0, we have |y(t)| > r_0/2 = 2r_∗. Let [t_0, T ) be the maximal interval in [t_0, T_{max}) on which |y(t)| > r_0/2.

Suppose T < T_{max}. On the one hand, it must hold that |y(T )| = r_0/2. (2.12) On the other hand, we have from (2.3), (2.5), (2.11)and (2.10) that, for t ∈ (t_0, T ), d dt (|y|^{−α}) ≤ −αc_1Λ_1 + α|y|^{−α−1}|G(t, y)| ≤ −αc_1Λ_1 + αa_0 = −αa_0 < 0. (2.13)

Thus, |y(t)|^{−α} ≤ |y_0|^{−α}, which implies |y(t)| ≥ |y_0| ≥ r_0 for all t ∈ [t_0, T ). This contradicts (2.12). Therefore, T = T_{max}. Integrating (2.13) gives |y(t)|^{−α} ≤ |y_0|^{−α} − αa_0(t − t_0) for all t ∈ [t_0, T_{max}). (2.14)

Consider the general matrix A now. Using the equivalence (2.1), we set ~y(t) = Sy(t) and ~y_0 = ~y(t_0) = Sy_0. Then d dt ~y = ~H(z)A_0 ~y + ~G(t, ~y) for t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), (2.15)

where ~H(z) = H(S^{−1}z), ~G(t, z) = SG(t, S^{−1}z) for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗) and z ∈ R^n \ {0}. Note that ‖S^{−1}‖^{−1} · |x| ≤ |Sx| ≤ ‖S‖ · |x| for all x ∈ R^n . (2.16) One can verify that ~H belongs to H_α(R^n , R), and, thanks to Lemma 7.2 below, is positive and continuous on R^n \ {0}. Therefore, ~H satisfies the same condition as H in Assumption 2.2. Moreover, ~G(t, z) is continuous on [t_0, ∞) × (R^n \ {0}). For t ∈ [t_0, T_∗) and vector z ≠ 0, we have | ~G(t, z)| |z|^{α+1} ≤ ‖S‖ · |G(t, S^{−1}z)| ‖S^{−1}‖^{−α−1} · |S^{−1}z|^{α+1} , which, thanks to (2.6), goes to zero as |z| → ∞, uniformly in t ∈ [t_0, ∞). Thus, ~G satisfies the same condition as G in Assumption 2.3.

Also with A_0 being symmetric, we can apply estimate (2.14) to the solution ~y(t) of (2.15). Specifically, there is r_0 > 0 sufficiently large such that when |y_0| ≥ r_0, we have |~y_0| is sufficiently large and

|~y(t)|^{−α} ≤ |~y_0|^{−α} − α~a_0(t − t_0), for all t ∈ [t_0, T_{max}) and some constant ~a_0 > 0. Therefore, |y(t)|^{−α} ≤ ‖S‖^{−α}|~y(t)|^{−α} ≤ ‖S‖^{−α}(|Sy_0|^{−α} − α~a_0(t − t_0)) for all t ∈ [t_0, T_{max}). (2.17) If T_{max} = ∞, then (2.17) implies that |y(t)|^{−α} < 0 for t > t_0 + |Sy_0|^{−α}/(α~a_0), which is an obvious contradiction. Therefore, T_{max} < ∞. As a consequence of (2.17), |y(t)| ≥ R_0 on [t_0, T_{max}), where R_0 = ‖S‖ · |Sy_0| > 0. (2.18) For any R > R_0, let U = {x ∈ R^n : R_0/2 ≤ |x| ≤ R} in (2.8). Taking into account (2.18), one must have |y(t)| > R when t ∈ [t_0, T_{max}) is sufficiently close T_{max}. This proves the limit in (2.9). □

3. The reference equations Let a and α be arbitrarily positive numbers and t_0, T_∗ ∈ R be two given numbers with T_∗ > t_0 ≥ 0. Assume y ∈ C^1([t_0, T_∗), R^n ) satisfies y(t) ≠ 0 for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), (3.1) lim_{t→T −∗} |y(t)| = ∞, (3.2) and y^′ = a|y|^αy + f(t) for t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), (3.3) where f : [t_0, T_∗) → R^n is continuous and satisfies |f(t)| ≤ |y(t)|^{1+α}E_0(t) for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗) (3.4) with some integrable function E_0 : [t_0, T_∗) → [0, ∞). (3.5) We start with a derivation of both lower and upper bounds for |y(t)|.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose

e_∗(t)^{def}= 1 T_∗ − t ∫_{T∗} t E_0(τ)dτ → 0 as t → T^−_∗ . (3.6) Then there exist C_1, C_2 > 0 such that C_1(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} ≤ |y(t)| ≤ C_2(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (3.7) Proof. For t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), taking into account (3.1), we have d dt (|y|^{−α}) = −αa − α|y|^{−α−2}f(t) · y. (3.8) Integrating equation (3.8) from t to T_∗ and using the limit (3.2) give |y(t)|^{−α} = αa(T_∗ − t) + g(t), where g(t) = α ∫_{T∗} t |y(τ)|^{−α−2}f(τ) · y(τ)dτ. (3.9) By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and (3.4), one has |y(τ)|^{−α−2}|f(τ) · y(τ)| ≤ E_0(τ).

Because E_0 ∈ L^1(0, T_∗), the g(t) in (3.9), indeed, is a continuous function from [t_0, T_∗) to R. Moreover, |g(t)| ≤ α ∫_{T∗} t E_0(τ)dτ = α(T_∗ − t)e_∗(t). (3.10) By (3.6), there is T ∈ [t_0, T_∗) such that e_∗(t) ≤ a/2 for all t ∈ [T, T_∗). Combining this with (3.9) and (3.10) gives, for all t ∈ [T, T_∗), (αa/2)(T_∗ − t) ≤ |y(t)|^{−α} ≤ (3αa/2)(T_∗ − t). Thus, ( 2 3αa )_{1/α} (T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} ≤ |y(t)| ≤ ( 2 αa )_{1/α} (T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} for all t ∈ [T, T_∗). (3.11)

Combining (3.11) with the fact 0 < min_{t∈[t0,T ]}(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|y(t)| ≤ max_{t∈[t0 ,T ]}(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|y(t)| < ∞, (3.12) we obtain (3.7). □

Note that if E_0(t) → 0 as t → T^−_∗ , then condition (3.6) is met. The main result of this section is the next theorem. Theorem 3.2. Assume Z_1^{def}= ∫_{T∗} t_0

E_0(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ < ∞. (3.13)

Then (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) converges to a nonzero vector ξ_∗ as t → T^−_∗ . More specifically, |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(E_1(t)) as t → T^−_∗ , (3.14) where E_1(t) = ∫_{T∗} t E_0(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), (3.15) and ξ_∗ satisfies αa|ξ_∗|^α = 1. (3.16) Proof. Note that E_1(t) is nonnegative, decreasing on [t_0, T_∗), and lim_{t→T −∗} E_1(t) = 0. (3.17)

Hence, it suffices to prove (3.14) and (3.16). It is clear that e_∗(t) ≤ E_1(t) for all t ∈ [t_0, T ). (3.18) Because of (3.18) and (3.17), e_∗(t) satisfies (3.6), and the estimates in (3.7) hold true. We use the calculations in the proof of Lemma 3.1. By (3.10) and (3.18), |g(t)| ≤ α(T_∗ − t)E_1(t). (3.19) Considering equation (3.3) as a linear equation of y, we solve for y(t) explicitly by the variation of constants formula. It results in y(t) = e^{J(t)} ( y_0 + ∫_t t_0 e^{−J(τ )}f(τ)dτ ) for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗),

where J(t) = a ∫_t t_0 |y(τ)|^αdτ. (3.20) As a consequence of (3.9), one has αa(T_∗ − t) + g(t) > 0 for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). Combining (3.9) with (3.20), we split J(t) into J(t) = ∫_t t_0 a aα(T_∗ − τ) + g(τ) dτ = J_1(t) + J_2(t),

where J_1(t) = ∫_t t_0 1 α(T_∗ − τ) dτ and J_2(t) = ∫_t t_0 h_0(τ)dτ, with h_0(τ) = −g(τ) α(T_∗ − τ)(aα(T_∗ − τ) + g(τ)) . It is obvious that e^{J1(t)} = (T_∗ − t_0)^{1/α}(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α}. Therefore, y(t) = (T_∗ − t_0)^{1/α} (T_∗ − t)^{1/α} e^{J2(t)} ( y_0 + (T_∗ − t_0)^{−1/α} ∫_t t_0 e^{−J2(τ )}(T_∗ − τ)^{1/α}f(τ)dτ ) . (3.21)

Using (3.19) to estimate |g(τ)| in the denominator of h_0(t), and then using (3.10) to estimate the remaining |g(t)|, we find that, as τ → T^−_∗ , |h_0(τ)| = O(|g(τ)|(T_∗ − τ)^{−2}) = O(e_∗(τ)(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}). (3.22) By Fubini’s theorem, we calculate ∫_{T∗} t e_∗(τ)(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}dτ = ∫_{T∗} t E_0(s) ( 1 T_∗ − s − 1 T_∗ − t ) ds ≤ E_1(t) < ∞. (3.23)

Estimates (3.22) and (3.23) imply

lim_{t→T −∗} J_2(t) = ∫_{T∗} t_0

h_0(τ)dτ = J_∗ ∈ R. (3.24)

Combining (3.24), (3.4) and (3.7), we have e^{J2(t)}|f(t)|(T_∗ − t)^{1/α} = O((T_∗ − t)^{−1}E_0(t)) as t → T^−_∗ . (3.25) By the assumption (3.13), lim_{t→T −∗} ∫_t t_0

e^{J2(τ )}(T_∗ − τ)^{1/α}f(τ)dτ = ∫_{T∗} t_0

e^{J2(τ )}(T_∗ − τ)^{1/α}f(τ)dτ = η_∗ ∈ R^n .

Denote h_1(t) = J_∗ − J_2(t) = ∫_{T∗} t h_0(τ)dτ ∈ R (3.26) and η(t) = η_∗ − ∫_t t_0

e^{J2(τ )}(T_∗ − τ)^{1/α}f(τ)dτ = ∫_{T∗} t e^{J2(τ )}(T_∗ − τ)^{1/α}f(τ)dτ ∈ R^n . (3.27)

Combining (3.21), (3.26) and (3.27) gives, for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗),

(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) = e^{J2(t)} ( (T_∗ − t_0)^{1/α}y_0 + η_∗ − η(t) ) = e^{J∗−h1(t)} ( (T_∗ − t_0)^{1/α}y_0 + η_∗ ) − e^{J2(t)}η(t) = e^{−h1(t)}ξ_∗ − e^{J2(t)}η(t), where ξ_∗ = e^{J∗} ((T_∗ − t_0)^{1/α}y_0 + η_∗) ∈ R^n . It follows that | |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗ | | = O (|e^{−h}1^{(t)} − 1| + |η(t)|) , By estimates (3.22) and (3.23), we have, for t close to T_∗, |h_1(t)| ≤ C ∫_{T∗} t e_∗(τ)(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}dτ ≤ CE_1(t) for some C > 0.

It follows (3.25) that, for t close to T_∗, |η(t)| ≤ C^′ ∫_{T∗} t (T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E_0(τ)dτ = C^′E_1(t) for some C^′ > 0.

Therefore, | |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗ | | = O (|h_1(t)| + |η(t)|) = O(E_1(t)), (3.28) which proves (3.14).

We prove (3.16) next. On the one hand, one has from (3.9) that (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|y(t)| = ( aα + g(t) T_∗ − t )_{−1/α} .

By properties (3.19) and (3.17), we have lim_{t→T} −_∗ g(t)/(T_∗ − t) = 0. Thus, lim_{t→T −∗} (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|y(t)| = (aα)^{−1/α}. (3.29) On the other hand, we have from (3.28) that lim_{t→T −∗} (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|y(t)| = |ξ_∗|. (3.30) By the limits (3.30) and (3.29), we obtain |ξ_∗| = (aα)^{−1/α}, which yields (3.16). □ We note that condition (3.13), in fact, already implies (3.5). 4. The rate of blow-ups Let t_0, T_∗ ∈ R be two given numbers with T_∗ > t_0 ≥ 0. Assume y ∈ C^1([t_0, T_∗), R^n ) has properties (3.1), (3.2), and satisfies equation (1.11) in the interval (t_0, T_∗), where the function f : [t_0, T_∗) → R^n is continuous and satisfies (3.4), (3.5).

We establish a counterpart of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 4.1. Assume (3.6). Then there are positive constants C_1 and C_2 such that C_1(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} ≤ |y(t)| ≤ C_2(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (4.1) Proof. We treat the cases of symmetric A and non-symmetric A separately. Part 1. Consider A is symmetric. The proof in this case is similar to that of Lemma 3.1. For t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), we calculate d dt (|y|^{−α}) = −α|y|^{−α−2}H(y)(Ay) · y − α|y|^{−α−2}f(t) · y. Utilizing (2.3), (2.5) and (3.4), one has −αc_2Λ_n − α|y|^{−α−2}f(t) · y ≤ d dt (|y|^{−α}) ≤ −αc_1Λ_1 − α|y|^{−α−2}f(t) · y. Integrating from t to T_∗ gives αc_1Λ_1(T_∗ − t) + g(t) ≤ |y(t)|^{−α} ≤ αc_2Λ_n(T_∗ − t) + g(t), where g(t) is defined in (3.9).

Let ε_0 ∈ (0, c_1Λ_1). By (3.10) and (3.6), there is T ∈ [t_0, T_∗) such that |g(t)| ≤ αε_0(T_∗ − t) on [T, T_∗). Hence,

α(c_aΛ_1 − ε_0)(T_∗ − t) ≤ |y(t)|^{−α} ≤ α(c_2 + ε_0)(T_∗ − t) for all t ∈ [T, T_∗), which yields

(α(c_2Λ_n + ε_0)(T_∗ − t))^{−1/α} ≤ |y(t)| ≤ (α(c_1Λ_1 − ε_0)(T_∗ − t))^{−1/α} for all t ∈ [T, T_∗). (4.2) Fixing ε_0 = c_1Λ_1/2 in (4.2) and combining it with the fact (3.12), we obtain the desired estimates in (4.1).

Part 2. Consider A is non-symmetric. Let A = S^{−1}A_0S as in (2.1).

Set ~y(t) = Sy(t) for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). Then ~y belongs to C^1([t_0, T_∗), R^n ), ~y(t) ≠ 0 for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), lim_{t→T} −_∗ |~y(t)| = ∞, and d dt ~y = ~H(~y)A_0~y + ~f(t) for t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), (4.3) where ~H(z) = H(S^{−1}z) for z ∈ R^n \ {0}, and ~f(t) = Sf(t) for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (4.4) Same as in the proof of Theorem 2.4, ~H belongs to H_α(R^n , R), is positive and continuous on R^n \ {0}.

Clearly, the function ~f is continuous on [t_0, T_∗). Thanks to (3.4) and (2.16), it satisfies, for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), | ~f(t)| ≤ ‖S‖ · |f(t)| ≤ ‖S‖ · |y(t)|^{1+α}E_0(t) ≤ |~y(t)|^{1+α} ~E_0(t), where ~E_0(t) = ‖S‖ · ‖S^{−1}‖^{α+1}E_0(t). (4.5) Combining (4.5) with (3.5) and (3.6) yields

~E_0 ∈ L^1(t_0, T_∗) and lim t→T^−_∗ 1 T_∗ − t ∫_{T∗} t ~E_0(τ)dτ = 0.

Therefore, with A_0 being symmetric, we can apply the result in Part 1 to the solution ~y(t) and equation (4.3). Then there exist two positive constants ~C_1 and ~C_2 such that ~C_1(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} ≤ |~y(t)| ≤ ~C_2(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (4.6) Combining (4.6) with the relations in (2.16), we obtain the estimates in (4.1) for y(t). □ By (2.5) and (4.1), we immediately have in Lemma 4.1, for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), that C_3(T_∗ − t)^{−1} ≤ H(y(t)) ≤ C_4(T_∗ − t)^{−1}, where C_3 = c_1C^α_1 and C_4 = c_2C^α_2 . (4.7) From Lemma 4.1, we can derive the lower and upper bounds for blow-up solutions of equation (1.5) as follows.

Corollary 4.2. Let G(t, x) be as in Assumption 2.3. Suppose y ∈ C^1([t_0, T_∗), R^n \ {0}) satisfies equation (1.5) on (t_0, T_∗) and has property (3.2). Then the estimates in (4.1) hold true.

Proof. Let f(t) = G(t, y(t)) for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). We consider y(t) as a solution of equation (1.11) with E_0(t) in (3.4) being E_0(t) = |f(t)| |y(t)|^{α+1} = |G(t, y(t))| |y(t)|^{α+1} . Then E_0(t) is continuous on [t_0, T_∗) and, thanks to (2.6) and (3.2), E_0(t) → 0 as t → T^−_∗ .

Thus, f and E_0 satisfy (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6). Applying Lemma 4.1, we obtain the estimates in (4.1). □

5. The symmetric matrix case In this section, we assume the matrix A is symmetric. Let y(t) be a solution of equation (1.11) as in the beginning of Section 4. For t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), define λ(t) = y(t) · Ay(t) |y(t)|^2 and v(t) = y(t) |y(t)| . (5.1)

Then λ ∈ C^1([t_0, T_∗), R) and v ∈ C^1([t_0, T_∗), R^n ). Moreover, one has, |v(t)| = 1 and, thanks to (2.3), Λ_1 ≤ λ(t) ≤ Λ_n ≤ ‖A‖ for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (5.2) We will find asymptotic behavior of λ(t), then of v(t), and finally of y(t).

For the rest of this section, we assume (3.13) and define E_1(t) by (3.15). Then Lemma 4.1 applies and the estimates in (4.1) hold true. Proposition 5.1. One has lim_{t→T −∗} λ(t) = Λ ∈ σ(A). Proof. For t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), we have

λ^′(t) = 2 |y|^2 y^′ · (Ay − λy) = 2 |y|^2 [ H(y)(Ay − λy) + λH(y)y + f(t) ] · (Ay − λy). Because y · (Ay − λy) = 0, it follows that λ^′(t) = 2H(y)|Av − λv|^2 + h(t), (5.3) where h(t) = 2 |y(t)|^2 f(t) · (Ay(t) − λ(t)y(t)). Using (3.4), (5.2) and, then, (4.1), we estimate

|h(t)| ≤ 4‖A‖ · |y(t)|^αE_0(t) ≤ C_5(T_∗ − t)^{−1}E_0(t) for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), (5.4) where C_5 = 4‖A‖C^α_2 .

For t, t^′ ∈ [t_0, T_∗) with t^′ > t, integrating equation (5.3) from t to t^′ gives

λ(t^′) − λ(t) = 2 ∫_t′ t H(y(τ))|Av(τ) − λ(τ)v(τ)|^2dτ + ∫_t′ t h(τ)dτ. (5.5) Thanks to (5.4), the last integral can be estimated as | | | | ∫_t′ t h(τ)dτ | | | | ≤ C_5E_1(t). (5.6)

By taking the limit inferior of (5.5), as t^′ → T^−_∗ , we derive lim inf t^′→T^−_∗ λ(t^′) ≥ λ(t) − C_5E_1(t). (5.7)

Then taking the limit superior of (5.7), as t → T^−_∗ , yields lim inf t^′→T^−_∗ λ(t^′) ≥ lim sup_{t→T −} ∗ λ(t). This and (5.2) imply lim_{t→T −∗} λ(t) = Λ ∈ [Λ_1, Λ_n]. (5.8) Using properties (5.6) and (5.8) in (5.5) and by taking t = t_0 and t^′ → T^−_∗ , we obtain ∫_{T∗} t_0 H(y(τ))|Av(τ) − λ(τ)v(τ)|^2dτ < ∞. (5.9) We claim that ∀ε ∈ (0, T_∗ − t_0), ∃t ∈ [T_∗ − ε, T_∗) : |Av(t) − λ(t)v(t)| < ε. (5.10) Indeed, suppose the claim (5.10) is not true, then ∃ε_0 ∈ (0, T_∗ − t_0), ∀t ∈ [T_∗ − ε_0, T_∗) : |Av(t) − λ(t)v(t)| ≥ ε_0. (5.11)

Combining (5.11) with property (4.7), we have ∫_{T∗} T_∗−ε_0 H(y(τ))|Av(τ) − λ(τ)v(τ)|^2dτ ≥ ∫_{T∗} T_∗−ε_0 C_3(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}ε^2_0dτ = ∞,

which contradicts (5.9). Hence, the claim (5.10) is true.

Thanks to (5.10), there exists a sequence (t_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊂ [t_0, T_∗) such that lim_{j→∞} t_j = T_∗ and lim_{j→∞} |Av(t_j ) − λ(t_j )v(t_j)| = 0. (5.12) The first equation in (5.12) and (5.8) imply λ(t_j ) → Λ as j → ∞. Because v(t_j ) ∈ S^{n−1} for all j, we can extract a subsequence (v(t_{jk} ))^∞_{k=1} such that v(t_{jk} ) → v̄ ∈ S^{n−1} as k → ∞. Combining these limits with the second equation in (5.12) written with j = j_k and k → ∞ yields Av̄ = Λv̄. Therefore, Λ is an eigenvalue of A. □ In the remainder of this section, Λ is the eigenvalue in Proposition 5.1. For the asymptotic behavior of v(t) as t → T^−_∗ , we investigate that of (I_n − R_Λ)v(t) first, and then of R_Λv(t).

If Λ_1 = Λ_n, then σ(A) = {Λ}, thus, I_n = R_Λ and (I_n − R_Λ)v(t) = 0. (5.13) Assumption 5.2. In the case Λ_1 < Λ_n, we assume further that

Z_2^{def}= ∫_{T∗} t_0

(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E^2_0 (τ)dτ < ∞, (5.14)

and define μ = min{|λ_j − Λ| : 1 ≤ j ≤ d, λ_j ≠ Λ}, (5.15)

E_2(t) = (∫_{T∗} t (T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E^2_0 (τ)dτ )_{1/2} for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (5.16)

In Assumption 5.2, one has μ > 0 and, thanks to (5.14), lim_{t→T −∗} E_2(t) = 0. (5.17)

Proposition 5.3. One has lim_{t→T −∗} (I_n − R_Λ)v(t) = 0. (5.18) More specifically, by setting V_1(t) = |(I_n − R_Λ)v(t)|, (5.19) the following estimates hold.

If Λ_1 = Λ_n, then V_1(t) = 0 for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (5.20) If Λ_1 = Λ < Λ_n, then V_1(t) = O(E_2(t)) as t → T^−_∗ . (5.21) If Λ_1 < Λ ≤ Λ_n, then there is θ_0 > 0 such that, for any ε ∈ (0, 1), V_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{(1−ε)θ0} + E_2(T_∗ − (T_∗ − t)^ε)) as t → T^−_∗ . (5.22)

Proof. When Λ_1 = Λ_n, (5.20) follows (5.13). Consider Λ_1 < Λ_n, which gives σ(A) ≠ {Λ}. We calculate

v^′ = 1 |y| y^′ − 1 |y|^3 (y^′ · y)y = H(y) |y| Ay + 1 |y| f(t) − H(y)(Ay) · y |y|^3 y − f(t) · y |y|^3 y. Define the function g : [t_0, T_∗) → R^n by g(t) = f(t) |y(t)| − ( f(t) |y(t)| · v(t) ) v(t). Then we have v^′ = H(y)(Av − λv) + g(t) for all t ∈ (t_0, T_∗). (5.23) Using (3.4), we estimate |g(t)| ≤ 2|f(t)|/|y(t)| ≤ 2|y(t)|^αE_0(t) for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (5.24) Let λ_j ∈ σ(A) \ {Λ}. Applying R_{λj} to equation (5.23) and taking the dot product with R_{λj} v yield 1 2 d dt |R_{λj} v|^2 = H(y)(λ_j − λ)|R_{λj} v|^2 + R_{λj} g(t) · R_{λj} v. (5.25) Applying Cauchy–Schwarz’s inequality, inequality (2.4) to |R_{λj} g(t)|, and then Cauchy’s inequality, we have |R_{λj} g(t) · R_{λj} v| ≤ |g(t)||R_{λj} v| ≤ μ 4 H(y)|R_{λj} v|^2 + |g(t)|^2 μH(y) . Applying the first inequality of (2.5) to estimate the last H(y) and using (5.24) give |R_{λj} g(t) · R_{λj} v| ≤ μ 4 H(y)|R_{λj} v|^2 + 4 μc_1 |y|^αE^2_0 (t).

Utilizing the upper bound of |y(t)| in (4.1), we obtain, for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), |R_{λj} g(t) · R_{λj} v| ≤ μ 4 H(y)|R_{λj} v|^2 + C_6 2 (T_∗ − t)^{−1}E^2_0 (t), where C_6 =

8C^α_2 μc_1 . (5.26)

Below, T ∈ (t_0, T_∗) is fixed and can be taken sufficiently close to T_∗ such that |λ(t) − Λ| ≤ μ 4 for all t ∈ [T, T_∗). (5.27)

Case λ_j > Λ. In this case, combining (5.25) and (5.26) yields, for t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), 1 2 d dt |R_{λj} v|^2 ≥ (λ_j − λ − μ 4 )H(y)|R_{λj} v|^2 − C_6 2 (T_∗ − t)^{−1}E^2_0 (t).

By definition (5.15) of μ and the choice (5.27), one has, for all t ∈ [T, T_∗), λ_j − λ(t) − μ 4 = (λ_j − Λ) + (Λ − λ(t)) − μ 4 ≥ μ − μ 4 − μ 4 = μ 2 . (5.28)

Hence, d dt |R_{λj} v|^2 ≥ μH(y)|R_{λj} v|^2 − C_6(T_∗ − t)^{−1}E^2_0 (t).

Then, for any t, t̄ ∈ [T, T_∗) with t > t̄, one has e^{−μ ∫ t̄t H(y(τ ))dτ} |R_{λj} v(t)|^2 − |R_{λj} v(t̄)|^2 ≥ −C_6 ∫_t t̄ e^{−μ ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))ds}(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E^2_0 (τ)dτ. (5.29)

For the first term on the left hand side of (5.29), note from the first inequality in (4.7) that ∫_{T∗} t̄ H(y(τ))dτ = ∞, and from (2.4) that |R_{λj} v(t)| ≤ |v(t)| = 1. Then letting t → T^−_∗ in (5.29) yields |R_{λj} v(t̄)|^2 ≤ C_6 ∫_{T∗} t̄ e^{−μ ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))ds}(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E^2_0 (τ)dτ ≤ C_6 ∫_{T∗} t̄ (T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E^2_0 (τ)dτ = C_6E^2_2 (t̄).

Therefore, we obtain |R_{λj} v(t̄)| = O(E_2(t̄)) as t̄ → T^−_∗ . (5.30) Case λ_j < Λ. Using (5.26) to estimate the last term in (5.25) again, we have 1 2 d dt |R_{λj} v|^2 ≤ (λ_j − λ + μ 4 )H(y)|R_{λj} v|^2 + C_6 2 (T_∗ − t)^{−1}E^2_0 (t).

Similar to (5.28), one has, for t ∈ [T, T_∗), λ_j − λ(t) + μ 4 = (λ_j − Λ) + (Λ − λ(t)) + μ 4 ≤ −μ + μ 4 + μ 4 = − μ 2 . Thus, for t ∈ [T, T_∗), d dt |R_{λj} v|^2 ≤ −μH(y)|R_{λj} v|^2 + C_6(T_∗ − t)^{−1}E^2_0 (t). (5.31) Let t and t̄ be any numbers in [T, T_∗) with t > t̄. It follows (5.31) that |R_{λj} v(t)|^2 ≤ e^{−μ ∫ t̄t H(y(τ ))dτ} |R_{λj} v(t̄)|^2 + C_6 ∫_t t̄ e^{−μ ∫ tτ H(y(s))ds}(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E^2_0 (τ)dτ. We simply estimate |R_{λj} v(t)|^2 ≤ e^{−μ ∫ t̄t H(y(τ ))dτ} + C_6E^2_2 (t̄). (5.32) Utilizing (4.7) to find a lower bound of H(y(τ)) in (5.32), we find |R_{λj} v(t)|^2 ≤ (T_∗ − t)^{C3μ} (T_∗ − t̄)^{C3μ} + C_6E^2_2 (t̄). (5.33)

Letting t → T^−_∗ , we obtain lim sup t→T^−_∗ |R_{λj} v(t)|^2 ≤ C_6E^2_2 (t̄).

Then letting t̄ → T^−_∗ and using (5.17) give lim_{t→T −∗} |R_{λj} v(t)|^2 = 0. (5.34)

We estimate |(I_n − R_Λ)v(t)| now. We have |(I_n − R_Λ)v(t)| ≤ ∑ 1≤j≤d,λ_j >Λ |R_{λj} v(t)| + ∑ 1≤j≤d,λ_j <Λ |R_{λj} v(t)|. (5.35) Taking t → T^−_∗ and using (5.30) for the first sum and (5.34) for the second sum, we obtain the limit (5.18).

In the case Λ = Λ_1, the second summation in (5.35) is void, hence, (5.21) follows (5.30).

Consider the case Λ > Λ_1. To prove (5.22), we derive more explicit rate of convergence in (5.34). We estimate the right hand side of (5.33) further. With T_∗ − t sufficiently small, hence, less than 1, and ε ∈ (0, 1), taking t̄ = t̄_ε^{def}= T_∗ − (T_∗ − t)^ε in (5.33) yields |R_{λj} v(t)|^2 ≤ (T_∗ − t)^{(1−ε)C3 μ} + C_6E^2_2 (t̄_ε). (5.36) Then using (5.30) for the first sum in (5.35), and (5.36) for the second sum in (5.35), we obtain |(I_n − R_Λ)v(t)| = O((T_∗ − t)^{(1−ε)θ0} + E_2(t̄_ε) + E_2(t)), (5.37) where θ_0 = C_3μ/2. (5.38) Note that t̄_ε < t which implies E_2(t̄_ε) ≥ E_2(t). (5.39) Therefore, we obtain (5.22) from (5.37). □ Remark 5.4. The following remarks are in order.

(a) By taking t, t̄ sufficiently close to T_∗ and using (4.2) intead of (4.1) in estimating H(y(τ)) in (5.32), we can replace C_3 in (5.33) with c_1(α(c_2Λ_n + ε_0))^{−1}. Therefore, we can explicitly replace θ_0 given in (5.38) with any number θ_0 in (0, c_1μ/(2αc_2Λ_n)). Note that, unlike (5.38), this new choice of θ_0 is independent of the solution y(t).

(b) When Λ_1 < Λ_n, either estimate (5.21) or (5.22) for V_1(t) holds true. Thanks to (5.39), estimate (5.21) implies (5.22) for any θ_0 > 0. Therefore, in both cases, there exists θ_0 > 0 such that, as t → T^−_∗ ,

V_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{(1−ε)θ0} + E_2(T_∗ − (T_∗ − t)^ε)) for all ε ∈ (0, 1). (5.40) (c) The estimates for V_1(t) by (5.21) and (5.22) may not be sharp. They can be derived directly and differently depending on a particular case of E_0(t), see estimate (6.26) in [17] for an example.

As a consequence of Proposition 5.3, one has lim_{t→T −∗} V_1(t) = 0. (5.41)

We will use the quantity V_1(t) to describe the asymptotic behavior of R_Λv(t), as t → T^−_∗ . Assumption 5.5. In the remainder of this section, we assume

Z_3^{def}= ∫_{T∗} t_0

E_1(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ < ∞. (5.42)

Proposition 5.6. There exists a unit vector v_∗ ∈ R^n such that |R_Λv(t) − v_∗| = O(V_1(t) + E_1(t)) as t → T^−_∗ . (5.43) Proof. Starting with the norm |R_Λv(t)|, we have | |1 − |R_Λv(t)| | | = | ||v(t)| − |R_Λv(t)| | | ≤ |v(t) − R_Λv(t)| = V_1(t). (5.44) Thus, lim_{t→T −∗} |R_Λv(t)| = 1. (5.45)

Then there is T_0 ∈ (t_0, T_∗) such that

|R_Λv(t)| ≥ 1/2, and, consequently, R_Λv(t) ≠ 0, for all t ∈ [T_0, T_∗). (5.46)

Applying R_Λ to equation (5.23) yields, for t ∈ (t_0, T_∗), d dt R_Λv = H(y)(Λ − λ)R_Λv + R_Λg(t). (5.47) Then, for t ∈ [T_0, T_∗), d dt |R_Λv| = 1 |R_Λv| ( d dt R_Λv ) · R_Λv = H(y)(Λ − λ)|R_Λv| + g_1(t), (5.48) where g_1(t) =

R_Λg(t) · R_Λv(t) |R_Λv(t)| . Solving for solution |R_Λv(t)| by the variation of constants formula from the differential equation (5.48) gives, for t̄, t ∈ [T, T_∗) with t > t̄, |R_Λv(t)| = e^{∫ t̄t H(y(τ ))(Λ−λ(τ ))dτ} ( |R_Λv(t̄)| + ∫_t t̄ e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}g_1(τ)dτ ) . It yields ∫_t t̄ H(y(τ))(Λ − λ(τ))dτ = − ln ( |R_Λv(t̄)| + ∫_t t̄ e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}g_1(τ)dτ ) + ln |R_Λv(t)|. (5.49)

We have from (2.4), (5.24) and (4.1) that, for t ∈ [T, T_∗), |g_1(t)| ≤ |R_Λg(t)| ≤ |g(t)| ≤ 2C^α_2 (T_∗ − t)^{−1}E_0(t). (5.50) By (5.7), we have, for τ ∈ [t̄, T_∗), Λ − λ(s) ≥ −C_5E_1(s).

Combining this inequality with (4.7) and (5.42) gives − ∫_τ t̄ H(y(s))(Λ − λ(s))ds ≤ C_4C_5 ∫_τ t̄ E_1(s) T_∗ − s ds ≤ C_4C_5Z_3.

This fact and (5.50) imply e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}|g_1(τ)| ≤ C_7(T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E_0(τ), where C_7 = 2C^α_2 e^{C4 C5Z3} . Thanks to this and (3.13), lim_{t→T −∗} ∫_t t̄ e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}g_1(τ)dτ = ∫_{T∗} t̄ e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}g_1(τ)dτ = η(t̄) ∈ R. (5.51) Note that |η(t̄)| ≤ C_7 ∫_{T∗} t̄ (T_∗ − τ)^{−1}E_0(τ)dτ = C_7E_1(t̄). (5.52) Passing to the limit as t → T^−_∗ in (5.49) and taking into account (5.51) and (5.45), we have ∫_{T∗} t̄ H(y(τ))(Λ − λ(τ))dτ = − ln(|R_Λv(t̄)| + η(t̄)) ∈ R. (5.53)

By (5.53), we can define, for t ∈ [T, T_∗), h(t) = ∫_{T∗} t H(y(τ))(Λ − λ(τ))dτ ∈ R. We rewrite (5.53) for t̄ = t as h(t) = − ln(|R_Λv(t)| + η(t)) = − ln(1 + (|R_Λv(t)| − 1) + η(t)).

With this expression and properties (5.44) and (5.52), we have, as t → T^−_∗ , |h(t)| = O( | ||R_Λv(t)| − 1 | | + |η(t)|) = O(V_1(t) + E_1(t)). (5.54) Solving for R_Λv(t) from (5.47) by the variation of constants formula, one has R_Λv(t) = e^{∫ t̄t H(y(τ ))(Λ−λ(τ ))dτ} ( R_Λv(t̄) + ∫_t t̄ e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}R_Λg(τ)dτ ) . (5.55) Using the same arguments as those from (5.50) to (5.52) with R_Λg(τ) replacing g_1(τ), we obtain, similar to (5.51) and (5.52), that lim_{t→T −∗} ∫_t t̄ e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}R_Λg(τ)dτ = ∫_{T∗} t̄ e^{− ∫ τ̄t H(y(s))(Λ−λ(s))ds}R_Λg(τ)dτ = X(t̄) ∈ R^n for all t̄ ∈ [T, T_∗), and |X(t̄)| = O(V_1(t) + E_1(t)) as t̄ → T^−_∗ . (5.56) Taking t → T^−_∗ in (5.55) gives lim_{t→∞} R_Λv(t) = v_∗^{def}= e^{h(t̄)}(R_Λv(t̄) + X(t̄)) ∈ R^n . (5.57) Because of (5.45) and limit (5.57), we have |v_∗| = 1. Note that X(t) = ∫_{T∗} t e^{h(τ )−h(t)}R_Λg(τ)dτ. Using h(t), X(t) and v_∗, we rewrite (5.55) as R_Λv(t) = e^{h(t̄)−h(t)} ( R_Λv(t̄) + X(t̄) − ∫_{T∗} t e^{h(τ )−h(t̄)}R_Λg(τ)dτ ) = e^{−h(t)}v_∗ − X(t). Thus, |R_Λv(t) − v_∗| ≤ |e^{−h(t)} − 1| · |v_∗| + |X(t)|. Using (5.54) and (5.56), we deduce, as t → T^−_∗ , |R_Λv(t) − v_∗| = O(|h(t))| + |X(t)|) = O(V_1(t) + E_1(t)).

Therefore, we obtain the desired estimate (5.43). The proof is complete. □ Remark 5.7. By Fubini’s theorem, condition (5.42) can be rewritten in terms of E_0(t) as ∫_{T∗} t_0

E_0(s) T_∗ − s ln ( T_∗ − t_0 T_∗ − s ) ds < ∞. (5.58)

In fact, if condition (5.58) is met, then so are both conditions (3.13) and (5.42).

As a consequence of Propositions 5.3 and 5.6, lim_{t→T −∗} R_Λv(t) = lim_{t→T −∗} v(t) = v_∗, (5.59)

thus, V_2(t)^{def}= |v(t) − v_∗| → 0 as t → T^−_∗ . (5.60) More specifically, by (5.19), (5.43) and the triangle inequality, one has V_2(t) = O(V_1(t) + E_1(t)) as t → T^−_∗ . (5.61) The asymptotic behavior of y(t), as t → T^−_∗ , requires more information about the function H. Definition 5.8. Let ω be a nonnegative, increasing function defined on [0, s_0], for some number s_0 > 0, such that lim_{s→0} ω(s) = ω(0) = 0 (5.62) and |H(x) − H(v_∗)| ≤ ω(|x − v_∗|) for all x ∈ S^{n−1} with |x − v_∗| ≤ s_0. (5.63) With a number T_1 ∈ [T_0, T_∗) sufficiently close to T_∗, define E_0(t) = ω(V_2(t)) + V_1(t) + E_0(t) for t ∈ [T_1, T_∗). (5.64) It is clear that T_1 is chosen such that V_2(t) ≤ s_0 for all t ∈ [T_1, T_∗). Since ω is monotone, it is Borel measurable. Because V_2 is continuous, we have ω ∘ V_2 is (Lebesgue) measurable. One can see that ω(V_2(t)) and V_1(t) are bounded on [T_1, T_∗). Together with the fact E_0 ∈ L^1(t_0, T_∗), this implies E_0 ∈ L^1(T_1, T_∗). (5.65) There always exists a function ω as in Definition 5.8. For example, s_0 = 1/2 and ω(s) = max{|H(x) − H(v_∗)| : x ∈ S^{n−1}, |x − v_∗| ≤ s}. (5.66) Theorem 5.9. Assume Z_1^{def}= ∫_{T∗} T_1

E_0(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ < ∞. (5.67) (i) Then lim_{t→T −∗} (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) = ξ_∗ ∈ R^n \ {0}. (5.68) Moreover, ξ_∗ is an eigenvector of A corresponding to Λ satisfying αΛH(ξ_∗) = 1. (5.69) (ii) The rate of convergence in (5.68) can be specified as follows. Define

E_1(t) = ∫_{T∗} t E_0(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ for t ∈ [T_1, T_∗). (5.70)

Then one has, as t → T^−_∗ , (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|(I_n − R_Λ)y(t)| = O(V_1(t)), (5.71) |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}R_Λy(t) − ξ_∗| = O(E_1(t)) (5.72) and, consequently, |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(V_1(t) + E_1(t)). (5.73)

Proof. Write (I_n −R_Λ)y(t) = |y(t)|(Id−R_Λ)v(t) and using (4.1) and (5.19), we obtain (5.71).

We prove (5.72) next. Note from (5.67) that lim_{t→T −∗} E_1(t) = 0. (5.74)

Applying R_Λ to equation (1.11), we have d dt R_Λy = ΛH(y)R_Λy + R_Λf(t). (5.75) We rewrite H(y) on the right-hand side of (5.75) as H(y(t)) = |y(t)|^αH(v(t)) = |R_Λy(t)|^αH(v_∗) + g_0(t), where g_0(t) = |y(t)|^α(H(v(t)) − H(v_∗)) + (|y(t)|^α − |R_Λy(t)|^α)H(v_∗) = |y(t)|^α { H(v(t)) − H(v_∗) + (1 − |R_Λv(t)|^α)H(v_∗) } . Then d dt R_Λy = ΛH(v_∗)|R_Λy|^αR_Λy + f_0(t), (5.76) where f_0(t) = Λg_0(t)R_Λy(t) + R_Λf(t).

We estimate |g_0(t)| first. As t → T^−_∗ , by (5.63) with x = v(t) and (5.60), one has |H(v(t)) − H(v_∗)| = O(ω(|v(t) − v_∗|)) = O(ω(V_2(t))). (5.77) Since s ∈ (1/4, 3/4) → s^α is a C^1-function, by taking s = |R_Λv(t)|, which goes to 1 as t → T^−_∗ , and using estimate (5.44), we derive | |1 − |R_Λv(t)|^α | | = O ( | |1 − |R_Λv(t)| | |) = O(V_1(t)) as t → T^−_∗ . (5.78) Combining (5.77), (5.78) with (4.1), we obtain, as t → T^−_∗ ,

|g_0(t)| = O (|y(t)|^α[ω(V_2(t)) + V_1(t)]) = O ( (T_∗ − t)^{−1}[ω(V_2(t)) + V_1(t)] ) . (5.79) We estimate |f_0(t)| next. As t → T^−_∗ , we have from (4.1) and (3.4) that |R_Λy(t)| = O((T_∗ − t)^{−1/α}) and |R_Λf(t)| = O((T_∗ − t)^{−1/α−1}E_0(t)). (5.80) Combining (5.79) and (5.80) gives, as t → T^−_∗ ,

|f_0(t)| = O((T_∗ − t)^{−1/α−1}(ω(V_2(t)) + V_1(t) + E_0(t))) = O((T_∗ − t)^{−1/α−1}E_0(t)). Note from (5.46) and the lower bound of |y(t)| in (4.1) that |R_Λy(t)| = |y(t)||R_Λv(t)| ≥ 1 2 |y(t)| ≥ C_1 2 (T_∗ − t)^{−1/α} for all t ∈ [T_0, T_∗).

Therefore, there are t^′_0 ∈ [T_0, T_∗) and M_0 > 0 such that |f_0(t)| ≤ M_0|R_Λy(t)|^{1+α}E_0(t) for all t ∈ [t^′_0, T_∗).

We apply Theorem 3.2 to solution R_Λy(t) of equation (5.76) on the interval [t^′_0, T_∗). Specifically, y(t) := R_Λy(t) satisfies equation (3.3) on (t^′_0, T_∗) with constant a := ΛH(v_∗) and f := f_0, E_0 := M_0E_0. By (5.46) and (4.1), one has |R_Λy(t)| ≥ |y(t)|/2 → ∞ as t → T^−_∗ . Then there exists a nonzero vector ξ_∗ ∈ R^n such that |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}R_Λy(t) − ξ_∗| = O(M_0E_1(t)) (5.81) and |ξ_∗| = (αΛH(v_∗))^{−1/α}. (5.82) The statement (5.72) follows (5.81). Then (5.73) follows (5.71), (5.72) and the triangle inequality. Clearly, (5.68) follows (5.73) and properties (5.41), (5.74).

Because of the limit (5.68) and the fact ξ_∗ ≠ 0, we have ξ_∗ ∈ R_Λ(R^n ) \ {0}. Hence, ξ_∗ is an eigenvector of A associated with Λ.

Let w(t) = (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) and write v(t) = w(t)/|w(t)|. Passing t → T^−_∗ and noticing that v(t) → v_∗ and w(t) → ξ_∗, thanks to (5.59) and (5.68), we obtain v_∗ = ξ_∗/|ξ_∗| (5.83) Then it follows (5.82), the fact H is positively homegeneous of degree α, and relation (5.83) that 1 = αΛH(v_∗)|ξ_∗|^α = αΛH(|ξ_∗|v_∗) = αΛH(ξ_∗). Hence, we obtain (5.69) and the proof is complete. □ 6. The non-symmetric matrix case Consider the case A is not symmetric. Let y(t) be a solution of equation (1.11) as in the beginning of Section 4.

• Assume the function E_0(t) in (3.4) satisfies (5.58) which, according to Remark 5.7, is equivalent to (3.13) and (5.42) with E_1(t) being defined by (3.15).

• When Λ_1 < Λ_n, we impose Assumption 5.2 and define E_2(t) as in (5.16). Recall that matrices A_0 and S are from (2.1). For t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), define ~E_0(t) by (4.5),

~E_1(t) = ∫_{T∗} t (T_∗ − τ)^{−1} ~E_0(τ)dτ

and, when Λ_1 < Λ_n,

~E_2(t) = (∫_{T∗} t (T_∗ − τ)^{−1} ~E^2_0 (τ)dτ )_{1/2} . Thanks to (4.5), we immediately have ~E_1(t) = ‖S‖ · ‖S^{−1}‖^{α+1}E_1(t) and ~E_2(t) = ‖S‖ · ‖S^{−1}‖^{α+1}E_2(t). (6.1) As a consequence of (3.13), Assumption 5.2 and (6.1), one has

~Z_1^{def}= ~E_1(t_0) = ‖S‖ · ‖S^{−1}‖^{α+1}Z_1 < ∞ which also implies ~E_0 ∈ L^1(t_0, T_∗), and, when Λ_1 < Λ_n, ~Z_2^{def}= ( ~E_2(t_0))^2 = ‖S‖^2‖S^{−1}‖^{2(α+1)}Z_2 < ∞.

From (6.1), (3.17), (5.17) and (5.42), it follows that lim_{t→T −∗} ~E_1(t) = 0, lim_{t→T −∗} ~E_2(t) = 0 and ~Z_3^{def}= ∫_{T∗} t_0

~E_1(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ = ‖S‖ · ‖S^{−1}‖^{α+1}Z_3 < ∞. We follow Part 2 of the proof of Lemma 4.1 up to (4.5).

For t ∈ [t_0, T_∗), recalling ~y(t) = Sy(t), we set ~v(t) = ~y(t)/|~y(t)|. The asymptotic behavior of ~v(t) is described below.

Lemma 6.1. The following statements hold true.

(i) There are unique eigenvalue Λ of A and unit vector ~v_∗ such that ~V_1(t)^{def}= |(I_n − ^R_Λ)~v(t)| → 0 as t → T^−_∗ , (6.2) and | ^R_Λ~v(t) − ~v_∗| = O( ~V_1(t) + ~E_1(t)). (6.3) Consequently, ~V_2(t)^{def}= |~v(t) − ~v_∗| = O( ~V_1(t) + ~E_1(t)) as t → T^−_∗ . (6.4)

(ii) The ~V_1(t) can be estimated more explicitly as follows.

If Λ_1 = Λ_n, then ~V_1(t) = 0 for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). (6.5) If Λ_1 = Λ < Λ_n, then ~V_1(t) = O( ~E_2(t)) as t → T^−_∗ . (6.6)

If Λ_1 < Λ ≤ Λ_n, then there is ~θ_0 > 0 such that, as t → T^−_∗ ,

~V_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{(1−ε)~θ}0 + ~E_2(T_∗ − (T_∗ − t)^ε)) for any ε ∈ (0, 1). (6.7)

Proof. Part (i). We apply Propositions 5.3 and 5.6 to the solution ~y(t) of equation (4.3), noting that A_0 replaces A, ^R_{λj} replaces R_{λj} , ~H and ~f in (4.4) replace H and f respectively, ~E_j (t) replaces E_j(t) for j = 0, 1, 2, and ~V_j (t) replaces V_j(t) for j = 1, 2. Then there exist a unique eigenvalue Λ of A_0 and a unique unit vector ~v_∗ such that one has (6.2) and (6.3), by (5.18) and (5.43), respectively. Then estimate (6.4) follows (6.2), (6.3) and the triangle inequality. Clearly, Λ is an eigenvalue Λ of A.

Part (ii). We have estimates (6.5), (6.6) and (6.7) follow (5.20), (5.21) and (5.22), respectively. □ Set v_∗ = S^{−1}~v_∗. Similar to Definition 5.8, let ω be a nonnegative, increasing function defined on [0, s_0], for some number s_0 > 0 that satisfies (5.62) and

|H(x) − H(v_∗)| ≤ ω(|x − v_∗|) for all x ∈ R^n \ {0} with |x − v_∗| ≤ s_0. (6.8) Again, such a function ω exists, for e.g., s_0 = |v_∗|/2 and ω(s) is as in (5.66) with x ∈ R^n \ {0}. Select a number T_1 ∈ [t_0, T_∗) sufficiently close to T_∗ such that ‖S^{−1}‖ ~V_2(t) ≤ s_0 for all t ∈ [T_1, T_∗), and define ~E_0(t) = ω(‖S^{−1}‖ ~V_2(t)) + ~V_1(t) + ~E_0(t) for t ∈ [T_1, T_∗). (6.9)

Note that the function ω(‖S^{−1}‖ ~V_2(t)) in (6.9) is measurable. Similar to (5.65), one has ~E_0 ∈ L1(T_1, T_∗).

We are ready to establish the asymptotic behavior of y(t) for t near T_∗.

Theorem 6.2. Assume ~Z_1^{def}= ∫_{T∗} T_1

~E_0(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ < ∞ (6.10) and define ~E_1(t) = ∫_{T∗} t ~E_0(τ) T_∗ − τ dτ for t ∈ [T_1, T_∗). (6.11) Then the statements in part (i) of Theorem 5.9 hold true. More specifically, one has, as t → T^−_∗ , (T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|(I_n − R_Λ)y(t)| = O( ~V_1(t)), (6.12) |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}R_Λy(t) − ξ_∗| = O( ~E_1(t)) (6.13) and, consequently, |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O( ~V_1(t) + ~E_1(t)). (6.14) Proof. First, we notice from (6.10) and (6.11) that lim_{t→T −∗} ~E_1(t) = 0. (6.15)

Define ~ω(s) = ω(‖S^{−1}‖s) for s ∈ [0, ~s_0], where ~s_0 = s_0/‖S^{−1}‖. (6.16) Then ~ω is a nonnegative, increasing function on [0, ~s_0] and lim_{s→0} ~ω(s) = ~ω(0) = 0. Again, the monotonicity of ~ω implies its Lebesgue-measurability.

Suppose z ∈ R^n with |z − ~v_∗| ≤ ~s_0, then we have |S^{−1}z − v_∗| = |S^{−1}(z − ~v_∗)| ≤ s_0. Thus, | ~H(z) − ~H(~v_∗)| = |H(S^{−1}z) − H(v_∗)| ≤ ω(|S^{−1}z − v_∗|) ≤ ω(‖S^{−1}‖ · |z − ~v_∗|) = ~ω(|z − ~v_∗|). The ~E_0(t) in (6.9), in fact, is ~E_0(t) = ~ω( ~V_2(t)) + ~V_1(t) + ~E_0(t) (6.17) which resembles (5.64).

By Theorem 5.9 applied to solution ~y(t) of equation (4.3), there exists an eigenvector ~ξ_∗ of A_0 associated with Λ such that

(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|(I_n − ^R_Λ)~y(t)| = O( ~V_1(t)), |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α} ^R_Λ ~y(t) − ~ξ_∗| = O( ~E_1(t)) (6.18) as t → T^−_∗ , and αΛ ~H(~ξ_∗) = 1. (6.19) Let ξ_∗ = S^{−1} ~ξ_∗. It is elementary to see that ξ_∗ is an eigenvector of A associated with Λ.

Also, (5.69) follows (6.19) and the relation ~H(~ξ_∗) = H(ξ_∗).

Rewriting (6.18) in terms of R_Λ and y(t), we obtain

(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}|S(I_n − R_Λ)y(t)| = O( ~V_1(t)), |S((T_∗ − t)^{1/α}R_Λy(t) − ξ_∗)| = O( ~E_1(t)). These estimates imply (6.12) and (6.13), and, with the use of the triangle inequality, (6.14) follows. Finally, (6.2), (6.15) and (6.14) imply (5.68). □

7. Some typical results

Regarding the function H, we specify the following class of functions.

Definition 7.1. Let E be a nonempty subset of R^n and F be a function from E to R. We say F has property (HC) on E if, for any x_0 ∈ E, there exist numbers r, C, γ > 0 such that

|F (x) − F (x_0)| ≤ C|x − x_0|^γ (7.1)

for any x ∈ E with |x − x_0| < r.

For example, if E is open and F is locally Hölder continuous of order β ∈ (0, 1] on E, then F has property (HC) on E with γ = β in (7.1) for all x_0 ∈ E. For more specific examples for the function H, see [17, Example 3.4], [18, Example 5.7] and [1, Section 6].

Lemma 7.2. Let F ∈ H_α(R^n , R) for some α > 0.

(i) If F > 0 on S^{n−1}, then F > 0 on R^n \ {0}.

(ii) If F is continuous on S^{n−1}, then it is continuous on R^n \ {0}.

Assume F has property (HC) on S^{n−1} in (iii)–(v) below. (iii) Then F has property (HC) on R^n \ {0}.

(iv) If φ is a function from R^n \ {0} to R^n \ {0} that has property (HC) on R^n \ {0}.

Then F ∘ φ has property (HC) on R^n \ {0}.

(v) If K is an invertible n × n matrix, then the function x ∈ R^n \ {0} → F (Kx) has property (HC) on R^n \ {0}.

Proof. This lemma is proved in [17, Lemma 4.1] for positively homogeneous functions of negative degrees, but it holds true also for positive degrees as stated above.

To track the power γ in (7.1) explicitly, we present full calculations for part (v) here. Let x_0 ∈ R^n \ {0}. Take any x ∈ R^n sufficiently close to x_0. Then x ≠ 0, and Kx/|Kx| ∈ S^{n−1} is close to Kx_0/|Kx_0| ∈ S^{n−1}. Because F has property (HC) on S^{n−1}, there exist C > 0 and γ > 0 such that |F (Kx/|Kx|) − F (Kx_0/|Kx_0|)| ≤ C | | | Kx |Kx| − Kx_0 |Kx_0| | | |^γ . Below, C^′ denotes a generic positive constant. We have |F (Kx) − F (Kx_0)| = | | ||Kx|^αF (Kx/|Kx|) − |Kx0|^αF (Kx0/|Kx0|) | | | ≤ |Kx|^α | | |F (Kx/|Kx|) − F (Kx0/|Kx0|) | | | + | | ||Kx|^α − |Kx0|^α | | | · | |F (Kx_0/|Kx_0|) | | ≤ C^′ | | | Kx |Kx| − Kx_0 |Kx_0| | | |^γ + C^′ | ||Kx|_α − |Kx_0|_α | |. Note that functions x ∈ E → Kx/|Kx| and x ∈ E → |Kx|^α are C^1-functions. Hence, we obtain, for x sufficiently close to x_0, |F (Kx) − F (Kx_0)| ≤ C^′|x − x_0|^γ + C^′|x − x_0| ≤ C^′|x − x_0|^{min{1,γ}}, (7.2) which proves (v). □

Part I. We consider a solution y(t) of equation (1.11) as in the beginning of Section 4, and follow the notation in Sections 5 and 6. The big oh in calculations below is for t → T^−_∗ .

Theorem 7.3. Assume the function H has property (HC) on S^{n−1}, and, in (3.4), E_0(t) = M(T_∗ − t)^δ for some numbers M, δ > 0. (7.3) Then there exists an eigenvector ξ_∗ of A associated with an eigenvalue Λ such that (5.69) holds and, as t → T^−_∗ , |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε∗} ) for some number ε_∗ > 0. (7.4) Proof. The calculations below will allow us to apply Theorems 5.9 and 6.2. Therefore, there exists an eigenvector ξ_∗ of A associated with an eigenvalue Λ such that (5.69) and the limit (5.68) hold. We will clarify the estimates (5.73) and (6.14). Case A is symmetric. By (3.15),

E_1(t) = M(T_∗ − t)^δ δ . It follows that Z_1 = E_1(t_0) < ∞ and

Z_3 = ∫_{T∗} t_0

E_1(t) T_∗ − t dt =

M(T_∗ − t_0)^δ δ^2 < ∞. Therefore, conditions (3.13) and (5.42) are met.

Since H has property (HC) on S^{n−1}, there are some numbers s_0, C, γ > 0 such that the function ω in Definition 5.8 is ω(s) = Cs^γ for all s ∈ [0, s_0]. (7.5) • Case Λ_1 = Λ_n. By (5.20) and (5.61), V_2(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^δ).

By (5.20), (5.64) and (5.70), E_0(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε1} ) and E_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε1} ), (7.6) where ε_1 = min{γδ, δ}. Therefore, following (5.73), |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε1} ). (7.7) • Case Λ_1 < Λ_n. By (5.16),

E_2(t) = M(T_∗ − t)^δ √ 2δ . Then Z_2 = (E_2(t_0))^2 < ∞ which yields (5.14). Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Then

E_2(T_∗ − (T_∗ − t)^ε) = M(T_∗ − t)^{εδ} √ 2δ . From (5.40) and (5.61), one has V_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε2} ), V_2(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε2} ), (7.8) where ε_2 = min{(1 − ε)θ_0, εδ} ∈ (0, δ). By (5.64), (7.5) and (5.70), E_0(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε3} ) and E_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε3} ), (7.9) where ε_3 = min{γε_2, ε_2, δ} = ε_2 min{1, γ} ≤ ε_2. Therefore, following (5.73), |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε3} ). (7.10)

Case A is non-symmetric. By (4.5) and (7.3), we have ~E_0(t) = ‖S‖ · ‖S^{−1}‖^{α+1}M(T_∗ − t)^δ which has the form of (7.3).

Thanks to Lemma 7.2(iii), the function H has property (HC) on R^n \ {0}. Then the function ω in (6.8) can be taken of the form (7.5). Thus, the function ~ω in (6.16) is ~ω(s) = C‖S^{−1}‖^γ s^γ , which has the same form as (7.5). Hence, we can apply the above calculations for the case of symmetric A to the solution ~y(t).

• Case Λ_1 = Λ_n. From (7.6), we have ~E_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^ε1 ).

Thanks to this, (6.5) and (6.14), we obtain (7.7) again. • Case Λ_1 < Λ_n. Similar to (7.8) and (7.9), one has ~V_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^ε2 ) and ~E_1(t) = O((T_∗ − t)^ε3 ).

Combining this with (6.14) and the fact ε_3 ≤ ε_2, we obtain (7.10) again. Summary. By estimates (7.7) and (7.10) for both cases of symmetric and non-symmetric A, we conclude that there is ε_∗ > 0 such that (7.4) holds true. □ Theorem 7.4. Assume the function H has property (HC) on S^{n−1} with the same power γ ∈ (0, 1] in (7.1) for F = H and all x_0 ∈ S^{n−1}. Suppose E_0(t) in (3.4) is

E_0(t) = M | ln(T_∗ − t)|^p for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗) sufficiently close to T_∗, (7.11)

where M > 0 and p > 1 + 1/γ. (7.12) Then there exists an eigenvector ξ_∗ of A associated with an eigenvalue Λ such that (5.69) holds and, as t → T^−_∗ ,

|(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{−p∗} ) with p_∗ = γ(p − 1) − 1 > 0. (7.13) Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume T_∗ − t_0 < 1 and (7.11) holds for all t ∈ [t_0, T_∗). We will apply Theorems 5.9 and 6.2 to obtain the desired ξ_∗ and Λ. Our calculations below will justify such applications and elaborate the estimates (5.73) and (6.14). Case A is symmetric. By (3.15),

E_1(t) = M (p − 1)| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p−1} and Z_1 = E_1(t_0) < ∞.

Hence, condition (3.13) is satisfied. Since γ ∈ (0, 1], we have from (7.12) that p > 2. Thus,

Z_3 = ∫_{T∗} t_∗ E_1(t) T_∗ − t dt = M (p − 1)(p − 2)| ln(T_∗ − t_∗)|^{p−2} < ∞ which verifies (5.42).

Thanks to the condition on H, there exist s_0, C > 0 such that the function ω in Definition 5.8 is the same as in (7.5).

• Case Λ_1 = Λ_n. By (5.20) and (5.61), V_2(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p−1}).

By (5.20), (5.64) and (5.70),

E_0(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p1} ) and E_1(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p1−1}), (7.14) where p_1 = min{γ(p−1), p} = γ(p−1). Thanks to condition (7.12), we have p_1 > 1. Therefore, following (5.73), |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p1−1}). (7.15) • Case Λ_1 < Λ_n. By (5.16), E_2(t) = M √ 2p − 1| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p−1/2} . Then, again, Z_2 = (E_2(t_0))^2 < ∞ which gives (5.14). Let ε ∈ (0, 1). We have E_2(T_∗ − (T_∗ − t)^ε) = M √ 2p − 1 ε^{p−1/2}| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p−1/2} . Using (5.40) and (5.61), we obtain

V_1(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p−1/2}) and V_2(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p−1}). (7.16) By (5.64),

E_0(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p2} ) with p_2 = min{γ(p − 1), p − 1/2, p} = p_1. Then, by (5.70), E_1(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p1−1}). (7.17) Therefore, following (5.73) and the fact p_1 < p, we obtain |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p1−1}). (7.18) Case A is non-symmetric. By (4.5) and (7.11), ~E_0(t) = ‖S‖ · ‖S^{−1}‖^{α+1}M | ln(T_∗ − t)|^p , which has the form of (7.11). It follows (7.2) with F = H and K = I_n that the function ω in (6.8) can be chosen to be ω(s) = Cs^γ again.

• Case Λ_1 = Λ_n. Following the same calculations as in the case A is symmetric, we have from (7.14) that ~E_1(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^p1^{−1}).

Thanks to this, (6.5) and (6.14), we obtain |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p1−1}). (7.19) • Case Λ_1 < Λ_n. Following the same calculations as in the case A is symmetric, using (6.17), we have from (7.16) and (7.17) that

~V_1(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p−1/2}) and ~E_1(t) = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^p1^{−1}). By (6.14), we obtain |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(1/| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{p1−1}). (7.20)

Summary. By (7.15), (7.18), (7.19) and (7.20), we obtain (7.13). □ We note that it is always possible to assume γ ≤ 1 as stated in Theorem 7.4. This is a convenience, not a restriction.

Part II. We turn to solutions of equation (1.5) now. We consider the following particular cases for the functions H and G. Let t_0 ≥ 0.

Case 1. The function H has property (HC) on S^{n−1}, G(t, x) is a continuous function from [t_0, ∞) × (R^n \ {0}) to R^n , and there are M, δ > 0 and r_∗ > 1 such that |G(t, x)| ≤ M|x|^{1+α−δ} for all t ≥ t_0 and |x| ≥ r_∗. (7.21) Case 2. The function H has property (HC) on S^{n−1} with the same power γ ∈ (0, 1] in (7.1) for F = H and all x_0 ∈ S^{n−1}, G(t, x) is a continuous function from [t_0, ∞) × (R^n \ {0}) to R^n , and there are M > 0, r_∗ > e and p > 1 + 1/γ such that |G(t, x)| ≤ M|x|^{1+α} (ln |x|)^p for all t ≥ t_0 and |x| ≥ r_∗. (7.22)

It is clear that G(t, x), in both cases, satisfies (2.6). According to Theorem 2.4, there exist finite time blow-ups for solutions of (1.5) with sufficiently large initial data. Their asymptotic behavior near the blow-up time is the following.

Theorem 7.5. Consider Cases 1 and 2 above. Suppose y ∈ C^1([t_0, T_∗), R^n \ {0}), with a number T_∗ > t_0, satisfies equation (1.5) on (t_0, T_∗) and has property (3.2).

Then there exists an eigenvector ξ_∗ of A associated with an eigenvalue Λ such that (5.69) holds and, as t → T^−_∗ , |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O((T_∗ − t)^{ε∗} ) in Case 1, (7.23) |(T_∗ − t)^{1/α}y(t) − ξ_∗| = O(| ln(T_∗ − t)|^{−p∗} ) in Case 2, (7.24) for some numbers ε_∗, p_∗ > 0.

Proof. Observe that y(t) is a solution of equation (1.11) with f(t) = G(t, y(t)) for t ∈ [t_0, T_∗).

By the virtue of Corollary 4.2, we have the estimates in (4.1) for |y(t)|. With (4.1), we derive more specific estimates for f(t) in order to apply Theorems 7.3 and 7.4.

In Case 1, by (4.1) and (7.21), we have, as t < T_∗ close to T_∗, |f(t)| ≤ M|y(t)|^{1+α} · C^{−δ}_1 (T_∗ − t)^{δ/α}. Hence, by considering the solution in a subinterval [t^′_0, T_∗) with t^′_0 sufficiently close to T_∗, we can assume t_0 itself is sufficiently close to T_∗ and set E_0(t) in (3.4) to be E_0(t) = MC^{−δ}_1 (T_∗ − t)^{δ/α} which has the form of (7.3).

In Case 2, by (4.1) and (7.22), we have, as t < T_∗ close to T_∗, |f(t)| ≤ M|y(t)|^{1+α} (ln(C_1(T_∗ − t)^{−1/α})^p ≤ M|y(t)|^{1+α} (_1 2 ln((T_∗ − t)^{−1/α}

)_p = (2α)^pM|y(t)|^{1+α} |ln(T_∗ − t)|^p . We, again, can assume t_0 is sufficiently close to T_∗ and set E_0(t) in (3.4) to be

E_0(t) =

(2α)^pM |ln(T_∗ − t)|^p which has the form of (7.11).

We apply Theorem 7.3 for Case 1, and Theorem 7.4 for Case 2. Then there exists an eigenvector ξ_∗ of A associated with an eigenvalue Λ such that (5.69) holds together with estimates (7.4) and (7.13) in the respective cases. It is obvious that (7.23) and (7.24) follow (7.4) and (7.13), respectively. □

References

[1] Dat Cao, Luan Hoang, and Thinh Kieu. Infinite series asymptotic expansions for decaying solutions of dissipative differential equations with non-smooth nonlinearity. Qual. Theory Dyn. Syst., 20(3):Paper No. 62, 38 pp, 2021.

[2] C. Foias and C. Guillopé. On the behavior of the solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations lying on invariant manifolds. J. Differential Equations, 61(1):128–148, 1986.

[3] C. Foias and J.-C. Saut. Asymptotic behavior, as t → +∞, of solutions of Navier-Stokes equations and nonlinear spectral manifolds. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 33(3):459–477, 1984.

[4] C. Foias and J.-C. Saut. On the smoothness of the nonlinear spectral manifolds associated to the Navier- Stokes equations. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 33(6):911–926, 1984.

[5] C. Foias and J.-C. Saut. Nonlinear spectral manifolds for the Navier-Stokes equations. In Nonlinear functional analysis and its applications, Part 1 (Berkeley, Calif., 1983), volume 45 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., pages 439–448. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1986.

[6] C. Foias and J.-C. Saut. Linearization and normal form of the Navier-Stokes equations with potential forces. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 4(1):1–47, 1987.

[7] C. Foias and J.-C. Saut. Asymptotic integration of Navier-Stokes equations with potential forces. I.

Indiana Univ. Math. J., 40(1):305–320, 1991.

[8] Ciprian Foias, Luan Hoang, and Basil Nicolaenko. On the helicity in 3D-periodic Navier-Stokes equations. I. The non-statistical case. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3), 94(1):53–90, 2007.

[9] Ciprian Foias, Luan Hoang, and Basil Nicolaenko. On the helicity in 3D-periodic Navier-Stokes equations. II. The statistical case. Comm. Math. Phys., 290(2):679–717, 2009.

[10] Ciprian Foias, Luan Hoang, Eric Olson, and Mohammed Ziane. On the solutions to the normal form of the Navier-Stokes equations. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 55(2):631–686, 2006.

[11] Ciprian Foias, Luan Hoang, Eric Olson, and Mohammed Ziane. The normal form of the Navier-Stokes equations in suitable normed spaces. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 26(5):1635–1673, 2009.

[12] Ciprian Foias, Luan Hoang, and Jean-Claude Saut. Asymptotic integration of Navier-Stokes equations with potential forces. II. An explicit Poincaré-Dulac normal form. J. Funct. Anal., 260(10):3007–3035, 2011.

[13] Jean-Michel Ghidaglia. Long time behaviour of solutions of abstract inequalities: applications to thermohydraulic and magnetohydrodynamic equations. J. Differential Equations, 61(2):268–294, 1986.

[14] Jean-Michel Ghidaglia. Some backward uniqueness results. Nonlinear Anal., 10(8):777–790, 1986. [15] Jack K. Hale. Ordinary differential equations. Robert E. Krieger Publishing Co. Inc., Huntington, N.Y., second edition, 1980.

[16] Philip Hartman. Ordinary differential equations. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York-London-Sydney, 1964.

[17] Luan Hoang. Behavior near the extinction time for systems of differential equations with sublinear dissipation terms. pages 1–22, 2022. submitted. Preprint DOI:10.48550/arXiv.2211.17241.

[18] Luan Hoang. Long-time behavior of solutions of superlinear systems of differential equations. pages 1–25, 2022. submitted. Preprint DOI:10.48550/arXiv.2211.00209.

[19] Gheorghe Minea. Investigation of the Foias-Saut normalization in the finite-dimensional case. J. Dynam.

Differential Equations, 10(1):189–207, 1998.

[20] Y. Shi. A Foias-Saut type of expansion for dissipative wave equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 25(11-12):2287–2331, 2000.

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Texas Tech University, 1108 Memorial Circle, Lubbock, TX 79409–1042, U. S. A.

Email address: luan.hoang@ttu.edu