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Abstract

We use the inverse scattering transform, the auto-Bécklund transformation and the
steepest descent method of Deift and Zhou to obtain the asymptotic stability of the
solitons in the cubic NLS (nonlinear Schrédinger) equation.

1 Introduction

We consider the Cauchy problem for the cubic focusing NLS (nonlinear Schrédinger) equa-
tion on R:
i + g 4+ 2JulPu =0, w(0) = ug. (1.1)

The Cauchy problem (L)) is globally well posed in L?(R), by the following result due to
Tsutsumi [25].

Theorem 1.1. Given ug € L*(R), then there exists a unique solution

u(t) € CO(R, L*(R)) N L} (R, L=(R))

loc

of the integral equation
t
u(t) = ety + 2 / 0022 |y (1) 2u(t)) . (1.2)
0

We have ||u(t)||2 = |[uol|r2. Furthermore, if ug, — ug as n — oo in L*(R) and u,(t) is
the solution of the NLS equation with u,(0) = ugy, then, as n — oo, for any t € R we have
un(t) — u(t) in L3(R).
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Remark 1.2. An important class of solutions of the NLS equation are the solitons, defined
by . . 2 2 .

Pty T — x0) := wel =T goch (w(z — 20t — 20)). (1.3)
We are interested here to the question of their asymptotic stability, when wug is close to
P,y for a particular (w,,v).
Notations: the following Hilbert spaces are the closures of the space C§°(R) with respect
to the following norms, where (x) := /1 + |z|*:

L**(R) defined with lull 2.5 m) = [[{2)°ul| L2 (w);

H*(R
H*(R

defined with [Ju| ;. ®) = [|z*@|| 2y where @ is the Fourier transform;

defined with [|ul| =) := ||(z)*4| 12 (), such that H*(R) = H*(R) N L*(R).

~— ~—

We set ¥, := H*(R) N L**(R). Our aim is to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Fiz s € (1/2,1]. Consider the NLS soliton puy~ow, (0,2 — z0). Then,
there exist positive constants €9 = ¢(wo, vg), T = T (wo,vo) and C = C(wq,vo) such that if
ug € L**(R) and if

€ = [[Pwp 70,00 (05 - — T0) — uol| 2.5 (m) < €0, (1.4)

then there exist two ground states Yo, ~y v, (t, £ —x4) such that for the solution of the Cauchy
problem (1) provided by Theorem [I1l, we have

|(w1, 74,01, 2+) — (w0, 70,0, Zo)| < Ce (1.5)

and, for all £t > T,

_1
[ult; ) = Pur s on (b - = 22| Loo ) < Celt] 2. (1.6)

In general the two ground states ¢, . v, (t, 2 — x4+) are distinct, see Lemma [£.5] at the
end of the paper.

A key ingredient for the above result comes from the methods of the inverse scattering
transform (IST) theory, found in references [3 28 (13| [12], 14]. In particular, we use the
steepest descent method and the auto—Bécklund transformation discussed in [I0]. Theorem
[[3]is an analogue of the results about the asymptotic behavior of solutions decaying to
0, obtained in [I3], 17, 12} 14, 10]. Compared to these references, we do not reproduce in
Theorem the asymptotic expansions of the solution u for large values of ¢, but we ease
the restrictions on the initial data by allowing uy € L?*(R) for s € (1/2,1] and not just for
s=1.

Theorem should be contrasted to the results for non-integrable systems, where the
orbits of the solitons which attract the solution u(t) are presumably not the same as t — 400
and t — —oo, see [23], [4] 22] for early results. In the case of the cubic NLS equation, it turns
out that the selected asymptotic soliton is simply defined by the eigenvalue of a spectral



problem supported by the initial datum wug but it has a different reflection coefficient, which
is zero for the solitons (L3]) and nonzero for a generic ug.

Another feature of non-integrable systems, is that the rate of decay in the right hand
side of () is generally slower, because of metastable states which are not present for
the cubic NLS equation. The theory how to treat these metastable states was initiated in
[0, 24] and for recent developments and further references we refer to [6} [7, [§8]. Obviously the
absence of metastable states for the cubic NLS equation simplifies the discussion. Notice
that [I8] conjectures the non-existence of metastable states in integrable systems.

Theorem appears to be out of reach of the perturbative methods initiated in [23],
4, 22] and developed in a number of papers using a similar framework. This is because
of the ”strength” of the cubic nonlinearity in the cubic NLS equation. This strength is
responsible for the fact that the classical result in [19] on the dispersion of small solutions
of L? subcritical equations does not apply to the cubic NLS equation, although it was proved
also for the cubic NLS equation a decade later in [I7], with an approach similar to [19] but
with an additional normal form argument. The results in [19] [I7] are based on invariant
fields which exploit symmetries of the equations not present in the case of the linearization
of an NLS at a soliton. And while [I9] has been partially extended to settings without
translation symmetry in [9], so far the approach in [19] [I7] has never been applied directly
to the problem of asymptotic stability of the solitons.

Mizumachi and Pelinovsky [20] proposed to treat the orbital stability of solitons of
the cubic NLS equation by using an auto—Béacklund transformation which transforms a
soliton in the zero solution and preserves the equation. They proved that the Béacklund
transformation is a homeomorphism in L?. The Bicklund transformation can then be used
to transfer Theorem [Tl into a statement about solutions close to the soliton in L?(R), in
particular proving that solitons of the cubic NLS equation are orbitally stable in L?(R),
thus transposing to L?(R) the classical result of orbital stability proved for the space H'(R)
in [26]. In [20], a discussion was initiated on the possible use of the same transformation to
transfer the dispersion scattering result for small solutions in [I7] to an asymptotic stability
result for solitons in ;. However it is an open question whether or not the Backlund
transformation in [20] is a homeomorphism in ¥;.

The inspiration for the present paper comes however from a paper by Deift and Park
[10], where there is a particularly simple and explicit Béacklund transformation, see (4.3))
later. Using the steepest descent method of Deift and Zhou [I1] it is possible to bound
all the terms of formula ([43]) and prove Theorem Specifically, by means of direct
scattering, it is possible to derive the spectral data associated with the solution u of the
Cauchy problem (LI)). Then, from mapping properties of the inverse scattering transform
proved in [28] [12], which are similar to mapping properties of the inverse Fourier transform,
the solution u is expressed by means of the transformation formula ([A3]) as the sum of a
pure radiation solution u and an appropriate fraction of Jost functions associated to the
potential w. The results in [12] [14] 10] are applied directly to the pure radiation solution
u. Also Jost functions and their fraction can be easily analyzed using other results from
[12] 14, [10]. This yields Theorem [[3l Notice that Theorem Bl in Sect 3] extends the result



in [12] [14] to initial data in L?*(R) for all s € (1/2,1].

We do not make any particular claim of originality, since Theorem [[3] is a natural
corollary of the previous works [12], [I4] [16, 10]. Nonetheless, we feel that it is important
that Theorem be stated explicitly and proved.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [2] gives details of the direct and inverse scat-
tering transforms for the cubic NLS equation. Section [B]contains a review of the asymptotic
scattering theory for the pure radiation solution. Section [] explains the arguments needed
to prove the asymptotic stability of solitons formulated in Theorem [L31

Acknowledgements. S.C. was partially funded by a grant FRA 2009 from the Uni-
versity of Trieste and by the grant FIRB 2012 (Dinamiche Dispersive). D.P. was partially
funded by the NSERC Discovery grant.

2 Direct and Inverse Scattering Transforms

The Cauchy problem (1) for the cubic NLS equation can be solved through the direct and
inverse scattering transform.

Consider a function u(z) € L'(R) and recall that L?*(R) is embedded into L!(R) for
any s > % The spectral system associated with the cubic NLS equation takes the form:

Yy = —izo3Y + Q(u(x))V, (2.1)

Q)= (g V) = (o )

Set e; = (1,0) and ey = (0,1)7. According to the direct scattering theory [I], for any
fixed z € C4 (i.e. Imz > 0) there exists a unique C? valued solution ¢(z,z) of the spectral
system (2I0) such that

where

. irz : izz __

xll)l}loo ¢(x,2)e"* =e; and xll}l-il-loo o(z,2)e™* = a(z)eq, (2.2)
where a(z) is an analytic function in C, continuous in C4 with lim,_, a(z) = 1. We call
a(z) the scattering function. The following result is well known (see, i.e., [II, 3]).

Lemma 2.1. There exists an open dense set G C L*(R) such that, for u € G, the scattering
function a(z) has at most a finite number of zeros forming a set Z; = {z1,...,zp} in Cy,
with a(z) # 0 for all z € R and a/(zx) # 0 for all k. The cardinality uw — 82 is locally
constant near v in G and the map G > u — (21,...,2,) € C} s locally Lipschitz.

We denote by G,, the open subset of G formed by the elements such that {2, = n.

Remark 2.2. We call the potentials in G generic. G; contains the solitons (I3]). Notice
that small L!-perturbations to the solitons are in G;. See [21] for other integrable equations
where this is not true.



There exists a unique C? valued solution 1 (x, z) of the spectral system (2.1)) satisfying
lim (z,2)e 7% = ey. (2.3)

r——+00
If w e Gand Z;y # 0, then for each z; € Z, we have ¢(x,z2;) = Y(x,2;) for some
vk € Cy := C\{0}. Set cx = vy /d'(2) and call it the norming constant.
For z € R, the solution of the spectral system (2.I]) with the boundary value

lim ¢(z,2)e'® = e (2.4)
T——00
satisfies the scattering problem
mll)]grrloo [6(z, 2)ei®* — a(z)e; — ezimb(z)eﬂ =0, (2.5)
where b(z) is a continuous function on R. Set r(z) := %) and call it the reflection coefficient.

a(z)
We consider now the Jost functions defined by the Volterra integral equations, see [I],

wiw ) =at [ () ane) QUi »

z —2i(z—y)z
i (7, 2) =e2+/i <e . ?) Q(u(y))mE(y, 2)dy.

The functions m (z, z) and mj (z, z) are analytic for z € C;, whereas the functions m; (z, 2)
and m{ (z, 2) are analytic for z € C_, [I].

Remark 2.3. In terms of functions ¢ and ¢ introduced in ([22]) and (Z3]), we have m] (z, z) =
B(z,2)e™* and mJ (z,2) = (x, 2)e™ % for 2 € C,.

It follows from the scattering problem (2.5]) and the Wronskian identities for the spectral
system (2.1]), we have for z € R,

a(z) = det[m; (z, 2), m3 (z, 2)] (2.7)

and .
b(2) = det[m{ (z,2), ™" my (x, 2)], (2.8)
where matrices [, -] are defined in the sense of column vectors and the Wronskian determi-

nants are z-independent. The following result is obtained with a minor modification of the
argument in Theorem 3.2 [12].

Lemma 2.4. Let s € (%, 1]. Foru € L**(R) NG we have r € H*(R). Furthermore, the
map L**(R) NG > u — r € H*(R) is locally Lipschitz.

Proof. We make the following claim: for any fixed ko > 0 there exists a positive constant
C such that if [|u|z2.s®) < Ko, then we have for j = 1,2:

[m; (z,2) — ejllmsr) < Cllullp2s@) forallz <0 (2.9)
mi (2, 2) — ejl|gsr) < Cllullp2s@y for all z > 0. '
J J1IHz (R) (R)

5



Let us assume (2.9) for a moment. Then b € H*(R) because

b(z) = det[m
det [m

(0,2),my (0,2)]
(0,2) —e1,my (0,2) — el]
+ det [m{(0,2) — e1,e1] +det [e1, m](0,2) — €3], (2.10)

+
1
+
1

where we recall that H*(R) is a Banach algebra with respect to pointwise multiplication for
any s > $. Similarly, (a — 1) € H*(R) because
a(z) = det [ml_( ,Z),m +(O z)]
= det [m](0,2) — e1,m3 (0, 2)] + det [e1,m3 (0, 2) — ez + det [e1, 2]
= 1+4det[m](0,2) —er,m3(0,2) — e
+ det [e1, m] (0,2) — e2] +det [m] (0,2) —e1, 2] . (2.11)

0
0

We conclude that if u € L**(R) NG then » € H*(R). So this shows that we have a map
L>(R)NG > u — r € H*(R). We skip the proof of the fact that the map L*»*(R)NG >
u — 1 € H*(R) is locally Lipschitz.

We now prove ([29). It suffices to consider the case j = 1 and the minus sign only. The
proof is based on the fact that if there is s € (0,1] such that for an f € L?(R) we have

1FC+h) = FOll2w) < ClRI°, VheR, (2.12)
then f € H*(R) = H*(R) N L%(R) and there is a positive constant ¢ independent of f, such

that HfHHS <cC.
Let us deﬁne

K1) = [ (5 ) QI

By Theorem 3.2 [12] (see also [I]), we have

[ K ezl oo, 22(r)) < llullr2(m)

and for any xg < 400,

I - &

Furthermore, for x < 0 we have

V2l
) L2(R))— Lee ((—oo.z0), LER)) = € -

<eV2lull

5 (2, 2) — eall 2y / A@(y)dy
o0 12(R)

x 1/2
ée\/i”U”LI (/_ <y>25|u(y)|2dy> (z)=° (2.13)

<Vt | sy () .
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To complete the proof of ([2.9) for j = 1 and the minus sign it is enough to prove and
estimate of the form ([2.I2) with C < [|uf|z2.s(r). Define n(z,z) := my (x,z + h) —mi (z, 2)
for h € R. We have

=mme) = [ () e o) Q) (:2) ~ ex)dy

: 0
+ /_OO ((e2i(x—y)(Z+h) _ eQi(m—y)z) U(y)) dy. (2.14)

Using the Fourier transform F, we have for z < 0,

H/ 21 (x—y)(z+h) _ e2i(m—y)z) U(y)dy
Lz

= [[F [u( +2)xr_](z + h) = Flu(- + 2)xe_1(2)l 2
< CllF Tl + 2)xe () a2 @ P” = lluly +2)]| 20 ) [PI° < llull L2.s @) [A]*

(2.15)

and, using estimate (2Z.I3)),

xT

st termn xs. @TDloe <28 [ Pl g () - eallizdy  (216)

—00

X
< 21—s|h|sellullL1 ||u||L2»S(R) / ly|* ()~ July)|dy < 21—S|h|se”u”L1 ||u||L2)5(R)||u||L1-
—00

Then, by @I4)-@I6) we get |my (7,2 + h) —my (z,2)|2®) < Clh*|lull g2 ) for z <0,
where C' is a fixed constant for [ulz2.s®) < ko, for a prea881gned bound kg. This implies
that for all z < 0 we have ||m; (z,z2) — elHHg(R) < Cl|u|| 2.5 (r) for some positive constant
C'. Combined with ([2I3) this yields the claim (2.9) for j = 1 and for the minus sign. The
other cases are similar. O

Lemma[Z4] provides the direct scattering information we need. Now we recall a number
of facts about inverse scattering. The spectral data in the space

S(s,n) :=={r(z) € H*[R), (21,....,20) €CY, (c1,...,¢p) € C}} (2.17)

are used to recover the potential u in matrix Q(u) of the spectral system (2.I]). Set

Vo(2) = (1 LGP e”““”) (2.18)

e?irzp(2) 1
and consider the following Riemann-Hilbert (RH) problem:
(i) m(z,-) is meromorphic in C\R;
(ii) m(x,-) has continuous boundary values m(z,-) on R satisfying

my(x,z) =m_(x,2)Ve(2);



(iii) Zli)ngo m(z,z) = 1;

(iv) m(zx, z) has simple poles in Z2 = Z, UZ_, where Z_ = {z1, ..., Z,} in C_, and for each
2z, € Z4 and z € Z_, we have

Res,—, m(x, z) = lim m(x, 2)Vy(2),

Res,—z, m(z,z) = lim m(z, 2)V;(Zk), '
Z—Z
with oins
o 0 0 . [0 —e Ty,
Vm(zk) T <e2i:czkck 0> ) V:B(zk) T <0 0 > : (220)

;From the solution of the RH problem (i)—(iv), the potential u in the matrix Q(u) is found
by means of the reconstruction formula:

u(z) == 2i le zmio(z, 2). (2.21)

Remark 2.5. In terms of the analytic functions mf2 introduced from the Volterra integral
equations (Z.0]), we have the equalities

me(r,2) = [a(z) "y (e, 2), m (2,2)] L m (e, 2) = [mf (2, 2), a(2) g (2, 2)]
We introduce now the Cauchy operator Cg acting on functions h(z) € L*(R),

(Cah)(z) = —— / M g ser, (2.22)

27 RC—Z

with the boundary values

+ BT h(¢)

The solution m(z, z) of the RH problem (i)—(iv) is given by the following formula:

m(x,z) =1 Q;Z . + 5l /R = dc¢, (2.23)

where M, (z) is defined for z € RU Z in the space May2(C) of complex 2 x 2 matrices and
satisfies system (2.24])—(225]) written below.

Lemma below implies that the map G, N L?*(R) — S(s,n), which is defined by
Lemmas 2] and 4] is one-to-one. This result is due to Zhou [28], but we prove it for
completeness, following the argument in Lemma 5.2 [10].



Lemma 2.6. Let r € H*(R) with s > 1/2. Then, for any x € R there exists and is unique a
solution M, : RUZ — Mayo(C) of the following system of integral and algebraic equations:

Mm(z)zl—Zera\o%/M V(C)_l)dg, z€R (2.24)

= (—=z — (z —ie)
and
Mm( M ( (Vm —-1)
M,(z)=1- g ¢, zeZ (2.25)
ez 0 7 "o / ¢

such that (M,(z) — 1) € L*(R).

Proof. For the operator Cy, defined by Cy,h := C~(h(V; — 1)), the system of integral and
algebraic equations (2:24]) and (2.25]) reduces to

(1= Cr)(Ma = 1) + Z =Cy1, z€eR (2.26)
ez
and
e Y MO L OO S DO 1)
¢e2\{z} R (227)

:1+i, wdc, z€Z.
2 Jp (— 2
By Lemma 5.2 [I0], there exists a fixed ¢ s.t. for [|r|[ e®r) = p the operator 1 — Cy, is
invertible in L2(R) and ||(1—Cy,) ! ||z2_12 < ¢(p)?. Tt is easy to conclude by the Fredholm
alternative that the inhomogeneous system (2.26])-(2.27) admits exactly one solution if and
only if f =0 is the only solution f:RUZ — May2(C) with fjr € L?*(R) of

v ) f + Z f 0, zeR
CEZ
(2.28)
f(OVa(C) f(¢ -1)
d¢ =0, zeZ.
Ceg\:{z} — 2  2m / C—
We set for z € C\(Z UR)
m(z) = - 3 L, L IO - Dy (229)
CeZ
Notice that FOVa
m_(z)=-> FVe(e) +C7(f(Ve —1)). (2.30)



By C=(f(Vy — 1)) = Cy, f and [228) we get m_(z) = f(z) for z € R. We have

mi(e) = - 3 L0 4 ovipy, —1y)

We have

_ /R CH(f (Ve = 1) (C(f (Vs —1)))"

- e g 1 )( S HE)
. (2.32)
/m+m dz+2/m+ (Z/m f(C))

CeZ ez

P Y Y AOVOVIEF© / a2

Ae{+,—} (,6€2a R (C—2)(E—2)

The A = + term in the last line cancels with the following:
Cct dz _, .
-y [ B 040

e
CEZ4 CEZ4

dZ * *
pIPY /R S OOV O O

We have, by Res(m, )V, (¢) = f(OVa(Q)V(¢) = —f(QVF(OVZ () =0,

gez/m+_z COF(O) = /R< Resm<> H(9);

(ez_

— o SOV O+ S S ROV (s) <<>f<<>§“g (2.33)
CeZ_ (€Z-¢ez\{¢}

=—2mi > f(C )
(eZ_

10



Here we have used the fact that for all ¢ € Z by (228])-([2.29) we have

- Retm0)

lim <m(z) e

z—(¢

— oG- - Y %:ﬂo-
¢'e2\{¢}

The following term cancels with the A = — term in the last line of (Z32)):

mo(2dz, o (Vs — 1))
(Z [ v o <<>) = 3 sl [ CUNE ),

ez ez R
-3 / dﬁﬂomovs(s)msﬂ (2.34)
“= % SOV © / @_Z‘;ﬁ
We have
(5 2o - (3 -2 e
= (Mg; f<<>v;<<>f*<c>) = ‘27“233 FOV(O)f (). (2.35)

The terms from ([Z33) and ([Z35) cancel out in ([Z32) because of V,(¢) = —V;(¢). Then,
by my =m_V, , ([232)) yields

Ozém_(z)Vm(z)mi(z)dz. (2.36)

Since V. (z) is strictly positive, this implies m_(z) = f(z) = 0 for z € R. But then by (230
we have also f(()Vz({) = 0 for ( € Z. Then f(z) = 0 for z € Z by ([Z28]). So we have
completed the proof that if f solves (2.28]) then f = 0. O

We now recall another result due to Zhou [28] on the inverse scattering, which we state
in Lemma 2.7 below. This result is only stated for the case of pure radiation solutions of
the cubic NLS equation with n = 0. We need Lemma 2.7 in order to establish the fact that
the map Go N L?*(R) — S(s,0) is not only one-to-one but also onto.

Lemma 2.7. Let r € H*(R), Z = (), and consider the potential u defined by the recon-
struction formula 221). Then u € L*>*(R). Furthermore, for any positive kg, there is a
constant C' such that for ||r||per) < ko, we have [[ul|p2.s ) < CI7| s (r)-

11



Proof. We only sketch the argument, referring to references [28] [12], [10] for more information
and details. We first sketch u(z) € L?»*(R,). We factorize the matrix in ([ZI8) writing
Vi(z) = V, ' Vi, where

Vorlz) = <e2i“1r(z) ?>  Vorle) = <(1) —6_2??('2)) . (257)

Set now Cy,h = Ct(hw,—) + C~ (hwyy) for wyy := £(Vor — 1). Then we consider a
function p, € 1+ L?(R) such that

(1 - wa)(ﬂx)(z) =1 (238)
For w,(¢) := Vot (¢) — Vi—(C) we get that the m(x,z) in (223)) (in the case when all the

c; = 0) can be expressed also as

1 pa (Qwz(C)
/R Ha(O)ws(©) 4 (2.39)

m(z,z) =1+ — C—z

2mi
For z > 0, by the argument in Lemma 3.4 [12] for a fixed ¢; we have

ICF(1 = Vag ()l r2) < es(@)~*[Ir | s w)

(notice that x < 0 in Lemma 3.4 [I2], because of the different definition of the operator in
(Z1)). This implies immediately

1Cuw, L2 r) < 2¢5(2) |7l 12 m)-

We consider
Ha — 1= (1 - wa)_l Cwac]“

and correspondingly
-1
e = Uiz < 1 (1= Cuy) ™ 212/ Coo, | 2

We have || (1 — C, ) 22 < c(p)? by Lemma 5.2 [10] for a fixed ¢, where p := ||r|| o (r).-
We conclude that for x > 0 and for any kg there is a constant C' such that

e = ULz < C@) |17l 1o ()

for p < kp. Finally, the argument in Theorem 3.5 [12] yields [[ullp2.s@,) < Cll7 |l ms(r)-
In order to prove u(x) € L?*(R_) we consider instead the decomposition

1 0 2 ef2izz?(z)
Vx = <e2ixzr(z) ) (1 T ’8(2)‘ L) (1 1+]r(2)[? ) .
T+]r(2)]? 1 1+r(2)[? 0 1

We then consider the RH problem with matrix V,, := §%° Vp0 7 for 6(z) the solution of the
problem (3] with zy = 400 introduced later in Proposition Correspondingly we get

12



estimates [|@|z2.@_y < C[F||lgsr) < cllr|lmsmw) for a function @ associated to 7 := rd;.d-
and for fixed ¢ when p < kg, by proceeding as above. Finally, w = u. For more details see

2. 0

We now discuss the representation of the solutions of the Cauchy problem (L.T) in terms
of the inverse scattering transform. We recall the following result, see [15].

Theorem 2.8. Givenuy € H'(R), then there exists a unique solution u(t) € CO(R, H*(R))N
L} (R,L>®(R)) of the integral equation (I.2).

loc

The solution of Theorem 2.8 is the same of Theorem [[1]

Suppose that uy € H*(R) N L**(R) for fixed s € (%, 1]. Then the solution remains in
u(t) € H'(R) N L>*(R) for all ¢+ € R, by standard arguments (see p. 1072 in [I9], which
can be extended to non-integer s by Lemma 2.3 in [I7]). For the solution of the cubic
NLS equation (1) with ug € H'(R) N L?*(R), the time evolution of the scattering data is
well-defined, according to the following result (see p.39 in [I]):

Lemma 2.9. For an initial datum ug € H'(R) N L**(R) NG we have u(t) € H'(R) N
L*>*(R)NG for allt € R and the spectral data S(s,n) in ZIT) evolve as follows:
e4iz2tr(z) € H°(R), (z1,...,2n) € C, (6412%%1, ...,e4iz72ttcn) € Cy. (2.40)
Remark 2.10. To recover the solitons (I.3]), we take the spectral data:
r=0, 2z =a+ipf €Cy,, 6_412%t61 e C,. (2.41)
Then, we obtain
u(x,t) = —2i51e_zialx_4it(°‘%_B%)_iwosech@ﬁlx + 8ta1 51 — do), (2.42)

leal

where &y := log <ﬁ) and vy := arg(c1). Note the correspondence: w = 23 and v = —2ay,
for solitons in (L3]).

3 Dispersion for pure radiation solutions

Elements of G such that Z, = ) generate pure radiation solutions of the cubic NLS equation.
These solutions satisfy the following asymptotic behavior.

Theorem 3.1. Fiz s € (1/2,1]. Let up € G N L**(R) such that Z = (). Then there erist
constants C(ug) > 0 and T'(ug) > 0 such that the solution of the cubic NLS equation (LTI
satisfies

st |y < Clwo)t] for all |f] > T (u).
There are furthermore constants Co > 0, To > 0 and smalleg > 0 such that for |[uol|2.s(r) <
g0, we can take C(up) = Colluo||p2.s(r) and T(ug) = To.
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Remark 3.2. In [IT], the result of Theorem B.1]is proved with L**(R) replaced by ¥ for
any s > %, only in the case of small ug with |lug||s;, < 0. In the case of the defocusing
NLS equation ([LI)) (that is, with +2|u|?u replaced by —2|u|?u), Theorem Bl for s = 1 is
proved in [13] [12]. For the focusing NLS equation (LI]), Theorem Bl for s = 1 is proved in
[10]. Notice also that all these references contain proofs of the asymptotic expansions for
the solution u at large ¢, which we do not discuss here.

In the rest of Sect. [ we prove Theorem BI With minor modifications, we follow
closely the proof in [I4], which involves the 0 operator, where 0 := %(am +10,). Here we
extend the result in [I4], valid for s =1, to any s € (1/2,1].

3.1 Proof of Theorem [B.1]

The proof starts by assuming additionally that ug € H'(R). Fix zy € R. First of all we
consider the scalar RH problem

34(2) = 6_(2)(1 + |r(2)]?) for z < z
{ ' 04 (2) = 0_(z) for z > 2 (3.1)

with §(z) holomorphic in C\R and §(z) — 1 as z — oco. The following statement is in Prop.
5.1 [I0] and is elementary to prove.

Proposition 3.3. We have
%0 Jog(1 +
5(z) = ev(z) / og( ’7’ )‘ ) Ic.

¢ —Z

For z £ zo we have §(z) = 6(z) and (p)™' < |8(2)] < (p) where p := |[r||poo(m); for
FImz > 0 we have |61 (2)] < 1.

The function ~(z) has an expansion

Y(z) = iv(20) log(z — 20) + iv(20)(2 — 20) log(z — 20)

—iv(20)(z — 20 + 1) log(z — 20 + 1) + B(z, 20) (32)
where in the r.h.s. the main term is the first, and where
1

v(20) := o log(1 + |r(z0)|*) and for x(C, 20) = X[z9—1,20) ({)(C — 20 + 1)

20 d (3.3)
Bevz0) = [ {loB(1+1r(OF) ~log(1 + Ir(za) PJx(C.20)} .
Let .

0(2) := 2(z — 29)? — 222 with 29 := ——. (3.4)

4t
Then we consider the RH problem (i)—(iii) with

r(z)]? e H0F(z
wote) = (GO <

14



We factorize

- WiWg for z > z
L2 T A ULUGUR for 2 < zg

1 e 2it05(z) 1 0 1 0
e A R R

672“07(2:) 2
Ur = <1 1+T’(z)2) ,Ug = (1 + ‘6(2)’ ) ]
0 TP

1
We end Sect. Bl with an estimate on the function 5(z, z9).

for

—

= O

Lemma 3.4. Let Ly = zp+ e YR = {z = 29+ e %u: u € R}. Consider the s € (1/2,1] in
Theorem [I.3. Then there is a fized C(p,s) s.t. for any zo € R and any ¢ € (0,7)

187, 20) |l = ry < C o, )17l 11+ ) (3.6)
18(2, 20) — B(20, 20)| < C(p, )7l s (m)l 2 — z0|5_% for all z € Lg. (3.7)

Proof. First of all these estimates hold for s = 1, and are a consequence of ||Crf| zr(L,) <
Cr||fll - (wy for 7 = 0,1, which are proved in Lemma 23.3 [2]. We obtain ([B.6) for 7 = s
when s € (0,1) by interpolation. The estimate ([B7) is a consequence of (B.6]) and of the
following elementary estimate when s € (1/2,1]:

If(z) = fW)| < Csl| fll s my |7 — y|8_%for all z,y € R and f € H*(R) for a fixed Cs. (3.8)

~

This is an elementary consequence of f(z + h) — f(z) = \/% [ e (elhe — 1) f(€)d¢ for
y = x + h. Then for any x > 0 we have for a fixed C

_ Rl 225 4V S 1 Fll e 4 256V 5 (1 £ 1re
R L I GL L e =y I R CH L T
< Co(hls "= 4572 ) | f e

The r.h.s. equals 2Cs\h]8_%HfHHs for k = |h| 7L

3.1.1 The model RH problem
We consider the RH problem

P analytic in C\Xp
P)=1+2+0((?) as ¢ — oo (3.9)
P(C) = P (¢)Vp(C) in Zp

15



where ¥p := U}_, 5% with EP = TR, EP = e IR_ E?I’D = ¢'TR_ and E‘}D = e IR,

inheriting the orientations of Ry. The matrix Vp(() is deﬁned by

(TOC—2iuoeiC2/2 1) for ¢ € Xp

2ivg ,—i¢?/2
(1) 1+r<106 )forCGE%D
Vp(C) =
1
for ¢ € ¥23
2ivg ,i(*/2
<1+|T0 |2C 0eiC? /2 q P

<1 TOC21V06 ic?2/2

4
0 1 )forCEZP

(3.10)

where 7( is a free parameter that we fix in (3I5]) and vy = v(2p). The solution of this RH

problem can be worked out following word by word [13] pp.54-57. Set

—i 27Tei7r/4e—7r1/0/2 W
TOP(—iVO)

Consider for Im¢ > 0 the matrix 1 (¢) with

Q) = e Dy, (9T W) = D ()

UhH(0) = e/ (—iky) (8<<D_iuo< g X _1,,0<e—i’f/4<>),

k=

B4(6) = k) (0 (Dan (e 5710)) + 5 D e 110))

Consider for Im ¢ < 0 the matrix ¥~ (¢) with
WE(Q) = ™Dy (671), U3(C) = eI/ Dy, (57/4¢),

U (6) = e ity (Do (57/10)) — S D571 )
V51 (Q) = €™/ (i) ™! <8<<Diuo<ei“/4o> + %Dw@(ei“/‘*o) :

Here D,(¢) is the unique entire function solving

d? 1 ¢
d—@Da(c)+<§—z+ )D(():O

that for |arg(¢)| < 3w /4 satisfies

Da(C) ~ e~ /A¢e (1 n f:(_lmn [ (G-6G-D)(E-06- 1/2)))
n=1

n|C2n

and such that D! (¢) + gDa(C) =aDy1(¢),

16
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see Chapter 16 [27]. If we introduce the angular sectors

O ={C:argC € (0,m/4}, Qo={C:argC e (r/4,3n/4)} ,

Q3 ={C:arg € 3n/4,m)}, Qu={C:argC e (mbdbn/4)},

Qs ={C:arg € (n+5m/4,Tn/4)}, Q¢={C:arg( e (Tn/4,2m)} ,
then, following [I3], see also [10], we have

P(O) = U (0) ( !

r (1)> (7098 Cos/4 for ¢ e Q)
—T0
P(C) = TH(C)¢1073iC%08/4 for ¢ € Qy

_FO

1 . .
P(¢) = ¥*(Q) (o 1+f°2> ¢T0oselCos/ for ¢ € 0y,

(3.13)

1 0 . .
PQO=07(C) | _ra_ )¢ e for ¢ ey,
1+|rol?
P(¢) = W (¢)¢ 07378/ for ¢ € Qs
1 To

PO =¥7(Q) (0 1) (sl for ¢ € Q.

The fact that P(() satisfies the model RH problem (3.9]) can be seen by direct computation
(specifically, it solves an equivalent RH with an additional jump matrix 1 over R: this fact

2
can be checked directly by exploiting the fact that ¥ (¢) = ¥ (() (1 + ol T10> and the

monodromy properties of z” like in p. 48 [13]).
By elementary computations which use (B13)) and [B12]), see [13], we have

. + —ivgog iC%03/4 _ : — 0 ki
Cilalén_m[\ll (€)¢ e 1]¢ = P, with Py : <k2 0> . (3.14)

Exploiting the rapid convergence to 1 as ( — oo of the extension of (Vp)|2}3 to 4, of (Vp)|z§3
to Qg, of (Vp)\E:;,D to Q4 and of (Vp)lzé to g, it is easy to conclude that Clim C(P(O)-1) =P
— 00

in each sector ;. In each sector we have det P(¢) = 1, see p.54 [13].
With respect to the analysis in [I3] we need to add few more remarks of quantitative
nature on P(¢). We fix

ro == ?oeiuo log(8t)—4itz3 and 7y := 7’(20)6_2iu(20)_26(20’20)' (315)

By |ro| = |r(20)| < Csl7llmsm) < C(uo) there is a C(ug) such that by (B3] and @E.II) we
get k1| + |k2| < C(up). Furthermore the following is true.

Lemma 3.5. Let p = ||7||poo(r). For any po there exists a C such that for p < po we have

|P(¢)] < C for all ¢ ¢ R and (3.16)
[P(¢) = 1= P1/¢| < Cpl¢|™? if also [¢| > 1. (3.17)
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Proof. We focus only on ([B.I7]), since ([3.16]) follows by [B.I7) and by the fact that D, () is
an entire function in (a, (). The proof of (BI7]) is based on formulas for D, (¢) for which
we refer to Chapter 16 [27].

Recall that D, (¢) = 2iu70+ig“_%Wm+l (%), where for | arg(z)| < 37/2 we have
2 47

_1
4

3 s V0 1o
. _epamgrr o (G -ig) M1 -i%)
Wiy 40 =0 R oy

I
s 3
1 1 /+1oo—2 < ( 1 ,V()) 0
- — 2T [ =+ = —i— F(—c—l—)dc.
T 3T (%) 271 oy 25 2 )]

To bound the integral we use:

|25] = |z|Re(e~tar8(2) for ¢ = Re(s) + it;
K
IT'(z)] <V 2W\zz_%\em for Rez > 0 and for K > 0 the constant in p. 249 [27];
I'(c+2)
I()=—"%
©) S(c+1)
Then the absolute value of the integral is bounded by

-1 -1

et et of o]
R 2 2
§ 1 . v
x et+3) ars(2-1(0+7)) ‘2 —i(t+ %) 2 o(t+19) arg(3-i(t+17)) ‘g it %) dt

Njw

< 02|Z|_% / e—targ(z)_\t|%ﬂ<t>%dt < 03|Z|_% <gﬂ' — |arg(z)|>
R

for fixed constants which depend on py and for |arg(z)| < 3m. This and the identity BI2)
yield inequality ([B.I7) if ¢ is outside a union of preassigned small cones containing > p. Near
the cones we can proceed by estimating similarly the r.h.s.’s of the identities

V21 o3 (ivo+1)
F(—il/o)
V2T
P(—il/o)

Diuo(C) = e_VOWDiuo(_C) + 7TD_i,jo_l(—iC) ,

Diyg(¢) = € Diyg (=) + em2 (0 TD ().

This completes the proof of Lemma O

3.1.2 The 0 argument

We follow closely the argument of Dieng and McLaughlin [14] which have a simpler discus-
sion than in [13} 12 0] as to how to localize the RH to the model RH problem. We modify
slightly [I4] to allow the case s € (1/2,1) in Theorem [B1]
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We fix a smooth cutoff function of compact support, with x(x) > 0 for any = and
fxd:z: = 1 For e #0let xo(x) = e 'x(e7'z). For z € C and for the convolution f * g(z) =
[ f(z —y)g(y)dy, we define r(z) as follows:

(3.18)

r

(2) = r(Rez) for Imz =0
Xz *7(Re2) for Im z # 0,

The first step is the following proposition.
Proposition 3.6. Set 7y = 7(z)e 2V(20)=28(0.20) 45 ip BIH). Fiz Ao > 0 and assume

7|l zrs < Ao for a preassigned s € (1/2,1]. Then there exist functions R; defined in ; for
7 =1,3,4,6 and a constant ¢ such that the following properties hold:

Ri(z) =1r(2) for z — zg € Ry,
Ri(2) = fi(z — 20) :=To(z — 20) "0)62(2) for z — 29 € €5 R

L)P(z _ zo)iu(zo)5—2(z) forz—z € egi%R_l_;

{ R3(2) % for z —zp e R_,
( ) f3( ) = THr(zo

20) " W(20)62(2) for z — 2y € VIR, ;

R4( ) 1+T(( NE fOT’Z 20 € R,
(2) = fa( )

= I—H Zo |2 (2
Rg(2) =T(2) for z — zp € Ry,
Re(2) = fo(z — 20) :=To(z — 20) " ¥(0)§72(2) for z — 29 € e 'TR,;

Vje{l,3,4,6}, ¥V z € Q;+ 2z and for ¢(x) = —x(z) — zx'(x), we have for a fized ¢

[OR; ()] < cllrllmmy|z — 201° 7% + clOkex(2)] + ¢l (Im 2) g - % 7(Re 2) (3.19)

Proof. The R;j(z) can be defined explicitly. For j = 1,3 in particular, we set for z — zg =
u+iv and b(z) = cos(2x),

Ry (z) = blarg(u +iv))r(z) + (1 — blarg(u + iv))) fi(u + iv),

r(2)
R = 2 — — —_— 3.20
1(2) = cos(2(ar(z — 20) ~ M) (3:20)
+ (1 — cos(2(arg(z — 2z0) — m))) f3(u + iv).
The other R;(z)’s can be defined similarly. This yields functions with the desired boundary
values. Now we prove the bounds, and for definiteness we consider case j = 1 only. We
have

OR; = (r — f1)0b+ g(XImz w7/ (Re z) +1(Im 2) "t opm » * 7(Re 2)),

with p(z) = —x(z) — xx/(z). Notice that p(0) = 0. Then we have the bound
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|OR1| < |Xtm - * 7' (Re 2)| + |(Im 2) " orm - * r(Re 2)|

+ (Ir(2) = r(z0)[ + [f1(2) = r(20)[) -

|z — 2o

To obtain the desired estimate for |0R;| we need to bound the last line. By ([B.8) we have
Ir(z) — r(z0)] < Clz — 20]8_%HTHHS. Next, we have

f1(z) = r(z0) = r(z0)x
[exp (2iv(z0)((z — 20) log(z — 2z0) — (z — 20 + 1) log(z — z0 + 1)) + 2(5(z, 20) — (20, 20))) — 1] .

By Lemma 3.4l we have ((z, z0) — (20, 20) = C(p, s)||7||ms|z — 20\5_%. Since for z close to
zo both (2 — 20) log(z — 20) and (2 — 2o + 1) log(z — 20 + 1) are O(|z — ZO\S_%), we get the
desired estimate for |ORy]|.

O
We now extend as follows the matrices in ([B.5]):
1 0). 1 e 3¥R3\ |
Wgr = <€2iteR1 1) in Q1+ 29, Ugp = <0 1 in Q3 + 2o,
(3.21)

10\ . 1 e A0RG\
Ur = <€2M)R4 1) in Q4 + 29, Wp, = <0 1 6) in Qg + zo.

We set
mW}gl in Q7 + 29,

m in (QQ U Q5) + 20,
A=< mUgz" in Q3 + 2, (3.22)
mUp, in Q4 + 2,
mWp, in Qg + zp.

We set B := AJ~ 73, obtaining a new function with jump relations By (z) = B_(z)Vp(z)
with jump matrix defined by

1 0 .
. im/4
<e21t9R1 (2)5—2(2) 1> for z € zp+ e R-{—y
1 —e 2 Ry(2)672(2)
B(2) ==
1 0 Sim /4
<e2it€R4(Z)5_2(z) 1> for z € zp+ e R,
<1 —e 20 R (2)62%(2)

) for z € zo + 3Ry,

0 1

> for 2 € 2 + e /IR,

Set now F(z) := B(z)P~'(v/8t(z — 2)). By the choice BI5) of the parameter ry in
(3I0), the jump matrices of B(z) and of P(y/8t(z — 2g)) coincide. This is elementary to
check and holds for the same reasons of [14]. As a consequence, F(z) does not have jump
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discontinuities. We now reverse the construction, we define E using Corollary 3.8 below and
define B(z) by B(z) = E(2)P(V/8t(z — 2p)). First though, we have the following auxiliary
lemma, see [14].

Lemma 3.7. Let ||r||gs < Ao for a preassigned s € (1/2,1]. Consider the following operator
1 [ H()W

= HOWLS) g4 (3.23)
TJc s—=z

with, for ¢ = V/8t(z — 2p),

0 1
C < 21t05 8R1 0> P~ (C) fOT’ S Ql:
0 — —21t95
0

> P=Y¢) for z € Q3,
0

P(Q) (8 _M‘Sz o Z)) 1)

for z € Qg,

OforzEQQUQg,.
Then, we have J : L®(C) — L>®(C) N C°C) and there exists a C = C(\g) s.t.

|l oo ()= oo (@) < ct i for all t > 0. (3.24)

Proof. For definiteness let H € L>°(£;). Then

3 ER < eZitG
F|TH () < 1| 1521 / IR\ 4o, (3.25)

o <2
We have [|672|| o (,) < 1 by Prop. By BI9) to bound ([B.23)) it is enough to bound
I; for j =1,2,3 with

[ X Bl
%__/21 o= A Xale) = Onear(z), (3.26)

Xo(z) := HTHHs(R)]z — 20]8_%, X3(z) = (Imz)_lgplmz x1(Re z).

The estimates are like those in Sect. 2.4 [I4]. We have, for ¢ — 29 = u + iv and for
z—zg=a+1if,

8tur —8tur
h:/|8dm dw</ /|ar du
o ls—2| s — 2|

(3.27)
/ dve™ |0, x(u, )| 12 [|((w — )2 + ( = B)2) ™ 22 (1,00
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By elementary computation we have [|((u — @)® 4+ (v = 8)*) " 12(,00) < Clv — 5]‘%7 see
[B33) below. By Plancherel we have for fixed C

[0ur (u, V)| L2 = ||5u/RV_1X(V_1(u —0)r@)dt| 2 = [EX@ET(E)]l2

< v HETRE e Irllms < Cv* el

(3.28)

So

I < Ollr| s / dve™ |y — B72 <Ot T |lrae / dve™" (V72 + v — VEBI*2)
R R

< (30/ e | S ) | et (3.29)
R
For the last inequality we used the fact that for any ¢ € R
/ 6_8V2|I/—C|S_%dy < / 6_8V2|I/|S_%dl/+/ 6_8(V_C)2|I/—C|S_%dl/
R v|<lv—c| [v|=lv—c|
< 2/ e 8’ |1/|8_%dy. (3.30)
R

The estimate for I3 is similar after replacing (3.28]) with

2 / o (= )t 2 = [ GEOETE) 2

< v HEP@© e lrlms < CveHirl|as,

(3.31)

where the latter bound holds since @ is a fixed Schwartz function with ¢(0) = 0. Proceeding
like in (B27), we finally consider

R _3 _
I S/O e 3 dv|||s — 201° 2 | zr ooy llls = 217 | 2a (w00 (3.32)

with an appropriate pair 1/p + 1/g = 1. By [14] we have

1
s = 2] aquooy < Clv — Bla " (3.33)

and

lls = 20/* 2|1 or00) = ( / fu+ P Ddu)s = ( / (u? + V2P du)

. . (3.34)
=S
1
So by ([8:32]) and using again (3.30]), we obtain
> s— &0 s— —2s
I, < C'/ =87, % 3+%]1/ — ﬂ\%_ldu < 3C'/ e85 dy < cti (3.35)
0 0
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The proof that J(L>) C C° can be seen by the above estimates using standard facts, like
dominated convergence, and is skipped here.

U
Taking E as solution of £ =1+ J(F) we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.8. Fiz \g > 0 and assume ||r||gs < No. Then there exist a constant T such
that for t > T there exists a E(z) continuous in C and satisfying the following additional
properties:

(1) E(z) is continuous in C,
(2) E solves the system OE = EW,
(3) E(z) =1 for z — oo.
U

Claim (3) in Corollary B.8] can be replaced by the following sharper result.

Lemma 3.9. There exists g > 0 such that for ||r||ms < e¢ there exist constants T and ¢
such that for t > T and for z € Qo U5

E
E(z) =1+ = 40(z"?)
R (3.36)
s+
|Eq| < cllugl|p2st™ "1 fort>T.

Proof. We have Ey = 1 [ EWdA, so |Ey| < % > fQj |W|dA. We bound the integrals
using a decomposition as in (3.26]) and for definiteness we consider only j = 1. For £ = 1,3

we have by (B28) and (331]) and starting as in ([.27)), using

_1

o0 1
He_gtu,/HLZ(u,oo) _ (/ e—8qtuudu)§ _ (8th) qe—8qt1/27
v

we have

/Q 1 1X0(O)e*™|dA < ||r||pe /0 Ve )| 12 (4 00y dV

o (3.37)
1 3 2541
< C”t_ﬁ/ Ve du|r| e = Cst™ 1 ||| e
0
For ¢ = 2 we use ([3:34)) and the elementary bound
i > -3 —8tuv
| XA < e [l = 201 ol g
o 0 (3.38)

2s—3

_1 [ 411 2 _
< O||r|lgst q/ v 2 Tpae™dy < Cyt
0

2s+1
7l

Then we get B3Q) by ||r||gs < Cllugl/2s for a fixed C' by the Lipschitz continuity of
Lemma 241
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Theorem B follows by m(t, x, z) = FE(2)P(v/St(z — 29))87%(z) in Q3 + 2o, with

e m -2 wi g L (o0
m(z) =1+ . +O(z )Wlthml—E1+\/§—|—<0 _51>,

where by (2:21I]) and Proposition for t > T'(s, \g) and a fixed C' = C(s, \g) we have

ult, ) — Zi%| <l and Ju(t, z)] < Clt|~3,
where we recall that we have fixed s € (1/2,1]. The time reversibility of the NLS (L)) (see
also later in Lemma [£.0]) yields the same estimates also V ¢ < —T'(Ag). This proves Theorem
B for ugp € HY(R) N L?5(R).

Consider ug € L>*(R) but ug ¢ H*(R). Let u(t) be the solution, provided by Theorem
[l of the corresponding Cauchy problem (ILT)). Consider a sequence ug, € L**(R)NH!(R)
such that ug,—ug in L?>*(R). Then for the reflection coefficients we have r,—r in H® by
Lemma 241

We can assume ||ry,||gs < 2||7||gs for all n. By the discussion developed so far, there is
a fixed C, which depends only on A\, where Ao > ||7||m+, such that for |¢| > T'()\g) we have
lun(t, )] < C |t|_% for almost any x. By Theorem [[I] we known that for any ¢ we have
un (t)—u(t) in L2(R). This implies that for almost any 2 we have u,, (¢, z)—u(t,z). In turn,
we can conclude that |u(t,z)| < C |t|_% for almost any z. This completes the proof of the
statement in Theorem [3.1] also in the case when ug € L?*(R) but ug ¢ H*(R).

3.1.3 Several remarks
Lemma B 7 yields ||E — 1|z (c) < Ct* 7. However we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.10. Let z; € Cy. Assume ||ugl|p2.sw) < €0- Then there are a g9 >0, a c >0
and a T > 0 such that

2s

11— E(z)| <t ||ugl|2sr) for t > T. (3.39)

Proof. The argument is like in LemmaB.9l We have |E —1| < % > Jo. K‘KVZ'l'dA. Once
J

again, we estimate only the term with j = 1. Using the notation in ([3:20]) and proceeding
like in B.27), for 21 = a1 +1if1 we have for £ =1,3

) B1
X < 621t9 2 _ e—8tUV
/ BT 4 < e [Ar + 4o], 4y :=/ o 7 YRV
o |z 0 [s = = (3.40)
00 L e—8tuu ‘
Ag = N dv.
9 /[321 v H‘g_Zl’HLg(u,oo) v
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As in (B.37) we have

b _
e 8tuv

Ay :/ vt 2 (1 ooV
AR ey o L L

81
2s+1

2
< C/(ﬂl)/ VM e (|12 ooy dy < Cs, Bi)t ™77
0

By B33), using t > 1 and e 8% < e e " for v > %, and using bounds similar to
those for [3.29)), we have

0o 0o

— — — _1

Ay < /31 6_8tV2Vs_1“‘§_21‘ 1”L%(V,00)dl/ < C/Bl e 8ty2Vs lly_ﬂll 2 dy
2 2

(3.41)
2 e 2 1 2
< Ce A / e Ty — By T2dy < Cle L
0

Turning to the case ¢ = 2, we similarly have

X c e2it0
/ X297 14 < il o1 + Bal,
Q |< Zl|

0o —8tur o] o) —8tur
/ / o — zol* 72 = dv, By ::/ / o — 2”782 dv.
o Ju ¢ — 21| &ty ¢ — 21|

Then By < C(B1,s)t™ 1 by @38) and by |c — 21| > B1/2. We have by @32)-B35) and
using t > 1

P1
2

1
B =

g2 3 _
Bo < [, el = 20l Haemlls = 51 st
E (3.42)
2s—3 | 1 1
SC’e‘tﬂ%/ e TS +;|V—51|E_1dV§Cs€_ty%.
0

O

Lemma 3.11. Fiz z; = aq +ip1 with By > 0. There is ¢ sufficiently small such that for
[uollp2.sry < €0 there is a constant C' such that

11— Wr(z1)| < Ce™ % ug| 2o (m) if 21 € D1 + 20

o s | (3.43)
|1—UR (21)| < Ce 1||u0||L2»S(R) if z1 € Q3+ 29.

Proof. By B.20) we have that [|R;||zoc(,+2) < C'l|7 [ zs®) < Clluollp2.s ) for j = 1,3. If

21 € Q1 + 29 we have oy + ;7 > 1 and so le=2it0] < e~8tlant )b < 1887 [t 71 € Q3+ 2
we have similarly |e2%| < ¢=851 This yields (343). O
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Lemma 3.12. Fiz 21 = a1 +1i81 with 81 > 0. Fiv pg > 0. Let p := ||r||po(r) and assume
p < po. Then there exists a constant C' independent from zy such that

[6(21) = A(z1)] < Cllr|7

1 [ log(1 2 3.44

where A(Zl) ‘= exp <_/ ka) . ( )

21 J_ S — 2
Fiz K > 0. Then for |zg — ay| < K/\/t there exists a constant C' such that

C
VB

Proof. By Proposition B3], we have for a fixed ¢
1 /‘“ log(1 + IT(€)|2)dg‘ _1

21 J_ S — 21 27

16(21) — A1) < log(1 + p?). (3.45)

/ZO log(1 + |r(<)I)

L S—ap—if

'wzl) -

C
dc' < Sl

This yields ([B.44) since the bound [5(z)| < (1 + p?) is independent from zy. Similarly (B.45)
follows from

L[ log(1+r(5)[*) L | % log(1+|r(5)[*) |20 — ou 2
b de| = = de| < log(1 .

'Wl) 2ri /_oo s—a | o /a c—an—ig o= )
These yield Lemma B.121 O

We will use the inequalities in Sect. B.I.3] for the proof of Theorem Notice that
similar inequalities are also in Lemmas 5.18-5.21 [10].

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Recall by Remark 210 that solitons (IL3]) belong to G; (see under Lemma [21]). Since G is
an open subset of L!(R), see Lemma ], if the value of gy > 0 in the bound () is small
enough, then the initial datum ug belongs to G;. Notice also that the positive constant &g
can be taken independent of (vp, xo). Indeed, when we replace ug(z) with ug(x — ), their
scattering function a(z) is the same, while e0ug(z) describes a compact set in L**(R) as
o varies in R.

We consider now an initial datum wug satisfying the bound (L4]). The scattering datum
associated with the initial datum ug, which by Lemma 2.1l and Remark belongs to the
space S(1,1) defined in (217, is close to those of the soliton ¢, o, (0, — o) by Lemmas
21 and 241 By Lemma 24 we know that ug € L**(R) implies » € H*(R). Furthermore,
by the Lipschitz continuity of uy — 7 and the fact that the soliton has r = 0, we have
7] s (r) < Ce, with C = C(wo, vo) and the value of € is given in (L.4]).

We define now a map

gy x (C+ x Cy > (UO,Zl,Cl) — g € Go (4.1)
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by means of the transformation

zZ— 21

7(z) :=r(2)

By its definition, 7 € H*(R) if » € H*(R) and there is C' > 0 such that ||7||zs®) <
C|lr[| s (r)- We then define @iy € Gy N L**(R) by the reconstruction formula (Z2I)), after
the corresponding RH problem (i)—(iii) is solved for the scattering datum in S(1,0) =
{F € H*(R)}, see ZIT7). By Lemma T we know that g € Go N L?*(R) with norm
ol 28y < ClFaoy < Cee.

We now assume also that ug € H'(R), to define the time evolution of the scattering
data in S(1,1) and S(1,0). Let u(t) € Go N L**(R) N H'(R) be the solution of the cubic
NLS equation with the initial datum g and u(t) € Gy N L?*(R) N H(R) be the solution of
the cubic NLS equation with the initial datum wuy.

Denote the solution of the RH problem (i)—(iv) associated to u(t) by m(t,z, z). The
two solutions u(t) and wu(t) are related by the auto-Bécklund transformation formula, which
we state now.

“L (4.2)
zZ— Z21

Lemma 4.1. We have

5162

u(t,z) =u(t,z) + B, B:=4Im(z1)————, 4.3
( ) ( ) ( 1)‘51‘24-‘52’2 ( )
where
» clmlg(t,x, Zl)eimzl+4itzf
by = 12 t — 4.4
1 e my (t, x, 21) 2 Tm (2] ; (4.4)
) t ixz) +4itz?
bg = e_lmlmgl(t,x,zl) — 01m22( 7w721)e i (45)

2iIm(z;)

Proof. Note that (b1, b2)? is a solution of the spectral system (), and hence the transfor-
mation formula ([@3]) is a particular example of the general auto-Bécklund transformation
formula used in [20] (after the transformation @ — —@ and by — —bg, which leaves (2.1])
invariant). The particular expressions ([A4)—(3]) were used in [I0] and we give a sketch of
the proof of this transformation formula from Appendix A in [10].

We denote by m (resp. m) the solution of the RH problem (i)—(iv) associated to w
(resp. u). We set 1) = me 937 Then consider the function ¢(z, 2)

~

(2, 2) = a(@)u(z)a™ (2)v(z, 2)u~ " (2),

where

and a = [a1, ag] with

ar () = 1/1(:5,21)< L ) L aa(x) = (x, 1) <_1‘>



By symmetries of the spectral system (2I) we have ay = <(1) _01> a;. Notice that a; =

(b1, b2)T is given by (4) and @.3). ~

The function ¢ (x,z) has poles only at z; and zZy; m(x,z) := ¥(z,z)e satisfies
2.I9)-220) for k = 1. Furthermore, m(z, z) satisfies (i)-(iv) of the RH problem involving
Ve(2) = e71937%(2)V (2)€l73%% with

io3xz

> ~_ ~ _ _ L+ |7 (2)* 7(z

V) = 07 000 02) = 0 (o o 2 ) = (T T
where .

7(z) == r(z)z “l

All these formulas are in [I0], with a different notation (our reflection coefficient r(z)
is equivalent to 7(z) in [10], whereas our z is —z/2 in [I0]). It is clear by the uniqueness of
the inverse problem that m = m.

We have expansions m(z,z) = 1+ mie) | o(z7Y) and m(z,2) = 1+ mi(@) o(z71).

4 z
By an elementary computation, we have m; = my — auja + p1, where

L Z1 0
HL = 0 z1)°

Therefore, the reconstruction formula ([2.21]) yields

z—z

u = i[og, my]12 = i[o3, m1 — apralig,
which proves ([£3). O

Remark 4.2. The soliton in Remark 2101 is obtained for u = 0 and m(z, z) = I, when

—izz1 C1 irz1 +4itz%

 2ilm(z)

By Theorem BJ], we know that there exist constants Cy > 0 and 7" > 0 such that for
all |t| > T, we have

by =e and by =

_ 1
[(t, )| oo m) < Coelt| ™2,

since there is a constant C' > 0 such that [[ugl|z2.sr) < Ce.

To prove Theorem [I[.3] we need to focus only on B. ;From the proof, we will see that
the (wy,v1) of the statement of Theorem [[3] are those of the soliton with spectral data
(21, (4] ) .

We will consider only positive times, focusing on ¢t > 1. We know that

E(Zl)P(\/g(Zl — ZQ))(SUS (Zl)WR(Zl) if 21 € Q14 2,
m(t,x,z1) = E(z1)P(V/8t(z1 — 20))6%% (21) if 21 € Qo + 20 , (4.6)
E(Zl)P(\/g(Zl — ZQ))503 (Zl)UIgl(Zl) if 21 € Q3+ 2 .

We have the following estimate.
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Lemma 4.3. Fiz A\g > 0. Then there is a C > 0 and a T > 0 such that for ||7||gs@) < Ao
we have fort > T

25;1 )
5(21)]{72 ~ _ 2s+1

————— | < ||l gsw)t” T -

\/g(zl —ZO) = || ||H (R)

Proof. By LemmaB.J0, we have E(z1) = 1+ O(||7|| gsr)t~ = ). By Lemma BI1] we have

similar expansions for Wgr(z1) and Ug(z1). We furthermore know by Proposition that

|65 (21)| < 1+ p? for p = ||7]| poo ®)- ¢From Section B.I.T] we recall the expansion

s (t,, 21) — 8(21)| + [maa(t, 2, 21) — 6 (21)| < ClFl| e @yt 2 (7] oy + ¢~
5_1(Z1)k71
\/@(zl — Z(])

maa(t,x,21) —

+ ‘m21(t7$7z1) —

I S
V8t(21 — 20)

where the O-term depends on a fixed C' = C()\g) and P; is given in (3.I4]). We also recall
that [k1| + |ka| < C|7]|gsw)- These observations yield Lemma B3] O

P(V8t(z1 — 2)) = 1 + + Ol syt ™),

Now we start to analyze the term B in (43]). Consider the following inequalities:

i crmua(t, @, 2 )l Ht
le ™ myy(t, z, 21)| > 10 (éd’m(ll) ’ o

. 12

B 1M (t, z, Zl)elxz1+41tz1
- t § 4.8
le mai (t, 2, 21)| 2iIm(z1) .

Lemma 4.4. Given g9 > 0 small, there exist T(eo) > 0 and C' > 0 such that, if |7 gsw) <

eo and if (t,x) is such that at least one of (&)Y is false, then we have |B| < Ct ze
fort >T(g).

Proof. Let us start by assuming that for (¢, x) inequality (£.7]) is false. We are only interested
to the case when ¢ is large. For the € of (L)) and p = [|7]| e (r), Lemma implies for
t>T,

2s+1

mial < (4 Ak |t2 + Cet™
1 —2s
< tT2eK <§(1 —|—/)2)_1—Ct142 —C’e)

t™2 ek maa, (4.9)

IN

for a fixed and sufficiently large constant K. Then, if (1) is false and ¢ > T', both terms
in (A7) are bounded from above by

1Moo (t, x, zl)eixz1+4itz%
2i Im(zl)
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For ¢t > T by the same argument of ([49]) we have also
le ™ gy (t, @, 21)| < t_%eK|e_i“1m11(t,x,z1)|. (4.10)

We conclude that for ¢ > T" and if (¢,z) is in the domain where (47 is false, we have for
some fixed K
—izZ1 —4itz?

. a2
m12elxz1 ditzg Thage |m12| CK
=K <

|m22eixz1+4itz%|2 B |m22| - \/E

B| < K (4.11)

So now we assume that (¢, x) is such that (£7) is true. Notice that by (£I0) and (£71) we
have for a fixed K

|bleix21WL21| |e‘im1mneimm21| _ |m21| CK
[[6]]2 - lemiz21m |2 Imui| = Vt

€. (4.12)

Since we are assuming that (¢, x) is such that ([@L7)— ([4.8]) are not both true, we assume now
that (£7) is true and (48] is false. Then by ([AI2]), for a fixed K

|E11E12| |blei“ﬁlm—21| < CK

IB| < 4]Im 2| <K < €. (4.13)

6] [b][> Vi
The above inequalities prove Lemma [£4] for values of (¢, x), for which (£7))-(4S8]) are not
both true. O

We assume now that (L7)—(LS8)) are true. Then, by the last inequality in ([@I1]) and by
, up to terms bounded b Ct_%e, what is left is the analysis of
Yy Y
e—ilemuzlm—me—ile—zlitzf

—2i e . (4.14)

Set now ,
1Mo eimzl +4itz%

2i Im(zl)

b2 = |e_imm11|2 +

and expand

1612 = 02 (1 L0 (b—l‘clmlzeixz1+4itz§

> + O (b—l‘mme—ile‘)) .
Then the quantity in (@I4]) is of the form

. —ixZzy —4itz?
—1rz1

. Cc1mage
— 2ie 11 X

b? (4.15)
<1 L0 <b—1‘clm1261xz1+4itz§ ) L0 (b_1|mgle_i“1 D) '

30



We claim that the quantity in (£I5]) equals

e—izz1 5(Z1)(5(Z1))_1516_ix21 —4itz?

— 9 S(1+0(et™7)).

(4.16)

. )
Clelzzl+41tzl

‘e—ix215(21)‘2 + W (2’1)_1

To prove this claim, we observe that since my; = 6~ (1)’ (21)4—0(675_%) and |61 (21)| > (p)~2,

we have )

(14 O0(et™2)).

c eile +4itz%

2i Im(zl)

) = O(et_%) by

b? = e 16 (21)[* + 5(z1)""

. . 2
We have O (b‘1 ‘clmlgemzﬁ‘ht'zl

irz1 +4itzf

mig€
ixz1+4it2] | ‘ _ [maz| < C’et_%

|maa| T

b_l ‘ c1mig€
irzy +4itzf

‘mgge

We have O (b™*|mgrei?1|) = O(et‘%) by

e ool _

Imye=®= | |mayy| ©

b—l ‘m2le—ile | <

Hence (410) is proved.
Now we look at the term in (£I6). For 21 = a1 +if1, di = log(%) and ¥, = arg (1),

dropping the factor (1 + O(et_%)), for A(z1) defined in ([B:44)) and inserting trivial factors
A/A =1 and A/A = 1, the expression in ([@I6) equals

A(z1) 5(21) A(z1) . (417)
e2ﬁlx+8ta161—d1|%| IA(z1)| + e—(251x+8ta151—d1)|_?((Zzll))| |A(21)] 71

—4i By e~ Ziorz—dit(aF—F7) it 6(21) Az1) Az1)

Fix now a constant £ > 0. Then (4I7) differs from the soliton solution
— 2i3, ¢~ Honz—dit(of =fP)—iv1+2are(Al2))goch (28, + 8tay B1 — di + log(|A(21)]))  (4.18)

by less than ckt~ze. To prove this claim we observe that the difference of ([@I7]) and (IS
can be bounded, up to a constant factor C' = C(wp,vg), by the sum of the following two
error terms:

6(z1) A(z1) ‘

AG1) 5(=1) (4.19)
eSAtlo=arl(1 4 |73 oo y) 7
and
‘sech (88t(—zp + a1) — di + log(]A(z1)]))
4.20
~ sech <8ﬁ1t(—zo +a1) — dy + log(|A(z1)]) + log (!’Z((le))‘\» . 4o
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We bound first (£19). For |zp — aq] > Kt~ 2 formula (@IT) is bounded by Ce 8F1rVie by
@44). For |zp — on| < kt™2, for a fixed K and using (3.45) we bound @IJ) by

6(21) A(z1) c ~112 -12
— — 1| <4—log(1 o < Kt .
A(Zl) 5(21) = 7 Og( + ”THL (R)) — 2€

\/7
By Lagrange Theorem, (£.20]) is bounded by
C'sech <851t(—z0 + aq) — dy +log(|]A(21)]) + clog <”Z((le))”>> ‘log (]’Z((le))‘\ﬂ

for some ¢ € (0,1). This satisfies bounds similar to those satisfied by (I9).

To complete the proof of Theorem when ug € H'(R) N L?*(R), we need to show
that when one of (L1)-(3) is false, then the function in [@I8) is O(et_%). By Lemma [£.3]
the fact that (4.1), resp.(d.8)), false means that for a fixed C' = C(pg) > 0 we have

1+ ) ‘

: .} 1
‘6—219621—41:‘,21‘ _ 62(51x+4t0c161) < Cet™2

and
|621le+4itz%| — o 2Brz+atai fr) < C’et_%.

Any of these yields our claim that the function in ([IS]) is O(et_%).
This completes the proof of Theorem for ug € H'(R) N L>*(R). Notice that for
t > T(eg) the soliton in formula ([L6) is given by formula ([ZIS]).

When ug € L?*(R) but ug ¢ H'(R), we consider a sequence u,, € H'(R)N L?**(R) with

Up — ug as n — 0o in L?*(R). Then the sequence of spectral data from {u,} converges to
the spectral datum of wg. This implies that for ¢ > T'(eg) we have

Hun (t7 ) -

w

_1
o (7 = 20| ooy < Cet ™2, (4.21)

with a fixed constant C, since C' can be made to depend only on values of €y and (wp, vg) in
Theorem [[.3l The sequence {(wy,,v,)} converges to the parameters of the soliton with spec-
tral datum (z1, ¢1) obtained from the spectral datum (z1,c1,7) of ug. Finally, {(yg_n),xgl))}
is a convergent sequence, as can be seen in ([{I8]) from their continuous dependence on the

spectral data. This means that for almost any x and for any t > T'(¢g), we have

lim <un(t, x)—p (”),vn(t’ x — g;gf))> =u(t, ) — Quy vy o (b — 1),

n—00 WnyY4

Hence, bound (@2I)) implies that for any ¢t > T'(e), we have

1
lu(t, ) = ur g o (b — 24| L@y < Cet™ 2.

The proof of Theorem [[.3] is complete.
O
We end the paper explaining the remark that the ground states ¢, i o, (£, 2 — 24)
in the statement of Theorem are in general distinct. The + ground state has been
computed explicitly in ([@IS]).
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Lemma 4.5. The — ground state is given by formula [AI8) but with A(z1) replaced by
1 [ log(1 2
A(z1) = exp <—/ log(1 +[r(9)Y) )d<>. (4.22)

27 Jq, S — 2

Proof. We know that if u(t,z) solves (LLI]) then v(t,x) := u(—t,x) solves the NLS with
initial value wy(x). By standard arguments which can be derived from 2.0l), if (r(z), 21, ¢1)
are the spectral data of ug € Gy, then we have uy € G; with spectral data (F(—z), —Z1, —¢1).
Using the latter, by (4I8]) we then get for —t 0o

v(—t,x) ~ 2iﬁ1ezialx+4it(a%_5%)+wl_2iarg(A(zl))sech@le + 8tai B — di + log(|A(21)]))

with A(z1) defined in terms of its complex conjugate (the following is simply (3.44]) for the
spectral data of %)

A(z1) = exp < ! /_a1 log(1 + |r(—g)|2)d§> .

omi ) o S+ap —if

Then ([£22)) is true. Using u(t,x) = v(—t,z) and so taking the complex conjugate of the
above formula, we obtain for t = —o0

u(t,z) ~ —2151e‘malm_‘ﬁt(a%_5%)_119”'21arg(A(zl))sech@le + 8ty By — dy +log(|A(z1)]))

thus completing the proof of Lemma O
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