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ON THE NONEXISTENCE OF PURE MULTI-SOLITONS FOR
THE QUARTIC GKDV EQUATION

YVAN MARTEL AND FRANK MERLE

ABSTRACT. We consider the quartic (nonintegrable) (gKdV) equation
O+ 0, (2u+u*) =0, t,zeR,
and u(t) an outgoing 2-soliton of the equation, i.e. a solution satisfying

tiirlloo ”u(t) - ch ( - Clt) - ch(' - CQt)HHl =0,

where 0 < ¢ < ¢; and where ch (z — ¢;t) are explicit solitons of the equation.

In [I9], in the case 0 < 1 — Z—f = € < €, where ¢ is a small enough, not
explicit constant, the solution (¢, x) is computed up to some order of ¢, for all
t and z. In particular, it is deduced that w(t) is not a multi-soliton as ¢t — —oo,
proving the nonexistence of pure multi-soliton in this context.

In the present paper, we prove the same result for an explicit range of speeds:
%cl < ¢c2 < c1, by a different approach, which does not longer require a precise
description of the solution. In fact, the nonexistence result holds for outgoing
N-solitons, for any N > 2, under the assumption: Z;V:Q (1—cj/e1)? < = which
is a natural generalization of the condition for N = 2.

1. Introduction

1.1. Setting of the problem. In this paper, we focus on the quartic generalized
Korteweg-de Vries (gKdV) equation

O+ 0,(0%u +u*) =0, t,zeR. (1.1)

Recall that the Cauchy problem for (L)) is globally well-posed in H' (see Kenig,
Ponce and Vega [6] for a precise existence and uniqueness statement), and that any
H! solution u(t,z) of (L)) satisfies for all t € R,

/ W2(t) = M(u(t)) = M(u(0)  (mass) (1.2)
[@wP) - 200 = B@®) = B@o)  nery) (1)
Recall also that the integral of u(t) is preserved provided it is well-defined:

/ u(t) = / u(0). (1.4)

We call soliton a solution of (L)) of the form

Ry (t,x) = Qc(x — ct —yp), fore>0,y0 €R,
1
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where Q.(x) = C%Q(\/E$) and () satisfies

Q" +Q'=0Q, Q(m):< 5(3az)>3'

2 cosh? (2

We call outgoing multi-soliton a solution wu(t) of (ILI]) such that

ZQC] C]t— ])

forsome N > 2,0 <cy <...<cp,and A € R. For a given set of such parameters,
the existence and uniqueness of an outgoing multi-soliton was proved in [11] (see
also [21] for previous related results), together with the following regularity and
convergence properties: u(t) € ﬂ5>1HS and for some v > 0, for all s > 0,

u(t ZQC —cit — Aj)

Similarly, we call ingoing multz—solzton a solution u(t) of (ILI]) such that

ZQC] cjt_ ])

We call pure multi-soliton, a solutlon of (LI) which is both an ingoing and an
outgoing multi-soliton, possibly With different numbers of solitons N* and different
speeds and position parameters c] Aj: ast — 4oo or as t = —oo. The aim of this
paper is to investigate the relation between ingoing and outgoing multi-solitons of
the nonintegrable quartic (gKdV) equation (I.1]), and more precisely to prove the
nonexistence of pure multi-solitons for an explicit range of speeds.

It is well-known that for the (KdV) and (mKdV) equations, i.e. in the integrable
cases,

lim
t—4o0

=0, (1.5)

H1

for all ¢t > 0, < Cee

‘HS

lim
t——o0

= 0. (1.6)
Hl

Ou + 0 (Pu+u*) =0 (KdV) (1.7)
O+ 9,(%u+u) =0  (mKdV) (1.8)

this question was completely settled by integrability (see e.g. [2]35] 36} 9, [4] 32, 22]).
Indeed, there exist explicit pure multi-solitons for any parameters and they are the
only ingoing multi-solitons. In particular, the collision of any number of solitons is
always elastic, meaning that neither the number of solitons, nor their speeds, are
changed by the collision (the trajectories of the solitons are in general shifted). We
refer to [22] and references therein for a review of results for the integrable models
D), @)

For nonintegrable models, existence and properties of multi-solitons has also be-
come a classical question, studied through different points of view (see e.g. [22] 29]
21, 23, 1L B]). For the quartic (gKdV) equation, the authors of the present paper
have already adressed this question in the case of 2-solitons with speeds 0 < ¢o < ¢
in the following two cases, for ¢ > 0 small:

(a) Solitons of different speeds: 2 <'e. See [18]
(b) Solitons with almost equal speeds: 0 <1 — £ <. See [19].
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In [I8] and [19], under condition (a) or (b), we have given a refined description of
ingoing 2-solitons for all ¢ and x, up to some order of €. From this description, we
could deduce the following facts. (1) The 2-soliton structure is globally stable in
time in H', in the sense that an ingoing 2-soliton is for all time the sum of two
solitons at the main order. (2) Ingoing 2-solitons cannot be outgoing 2-solitons. In
particular, no pure 2-soliton can exist in these two regimes. In contrast with the
integrable cases, the collision is inelastic. From explicit computations, we could find
lower bounds and upper bounds on the size of the residual term due to the collision.

Summarizing, ingoing 2-solitons are well-understood for all time under assump-
tions (a) and (b) for € > 0 small enough. However, the value of € for which the
results in [I8] and [19] hold is not explicit because of the complexity of the compu-
tations and the perturbative nature of the proofs. Another restriction concerns the
number of solitons. In [18] and in [19], the proofs are only written for 2-solitons and
it would be quite involved to extend them to IN-solitons.

In view of the inelasticity results in [I8] and [I9], we conjecture that for all
0 < ¢g < c1, the corresponding ingoing 2-solitons of the quartic (gKdV) equation are
not pure 2-solitons. In other words, there should not exist pure 2-solitons. In fact,
we expect that such property is true for general nonintegrable systems. Perelman’s
work [28] for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation, Munoz’ works [24], 25 26], and
[20] for the BBM equation, are other evidences of such belief.

In this paper, we attack the problem through a different strategy. The main point
is to prove nonexistence of pure 2-soliton of the quartic (gKdV) equation without
trying to describe the solution for all time and for an explicit range of speeds. Here,
the approach is not perturbative, and we do not need to compute the main order of
the solution for all ¢, x. Indeed, a contradiction is obtained by estimating only the
tail of the solution wu(t,z) for large ¢ and large z. The knowledge of the solution
on compact sets of space-time is not required. Moreover, the method allows to
consider the case of N-solitons, for any N > 2, without significant changes, in
contrast with [I8] and [19]. Note that we consider the quartic (gKdV) equation
because it is a typical nonintegrable system, relatively simple and not perturbative
of the integrable cases (see [30], [7]), but we expect our approach to be general and
flexible enough to extend to other models.

1.2. Statement of the result. The following is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let N > 2. Let u(t) be an outgoing multi-soliton of (L), with

parameters Ay,..., AN ER, 0<cy <...<c =1,
N
i u(t) — ZQCJ.(. —cit —A) = 0. (1.9)
7=1
Assume that
Al 1
d (- <. (1.10)
= 16

Then, u(t) is not an ingoing multi-soliton at —oo.
In particular, under assumption (LIQ)), there exists no pure multi-soliton of (L))
with speeds 1,¢a,...,cn at +00 or at —oo.
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Remark 1.2. In the case N = 2, Theorem [I1] proves the nonexistence of pure

2-soliton under the condition % < i—f < 1.

The strategy of the proof is different from the one in [18] and [19] where the goal
was to describe ingoing 2-solitons for all ¢,z € R, by a pertubative analysis. In this
paper, to prove nonexistence of multi-solitons, we do not need to understand the
solution on bounded sets of (t,z) and we only consider the tail of the solution as
|z| ~ 4o00. This approach involves different computations which we can perfom for
an explicit range of speeds and for any number of solitons.

For the sake of contradiction, we assume the existence of a solution u(t) of (IL.II)
which is both an outgoing multisoliton (¢ — 4o00) with parameters N > 2, 0 <
eN < ...<cp, Aq,..., Ay ER:

li = 1.11
N . .

ZQCJ —cjt — ])

and an ingoing multisoliton (¢t — —oo) with parameters N™ > 2,0 <c,_ <...<
e, AT, Ay eR:

’Hl

N
im_ u(t)—;ch(.—cjt—Aj)HHl =0. (1.12)
We assume
cg=1 (1.13)
and

al 1
d(1—¢)’< & (1.14)

The contradiction comes from the following steps:

(a) Control of the speeds at —oo. From the three conservation laws (mass, energy
and integral) and elementary algebraic arguments, we claim that the speeds at —oo
are also close to 1 in the following sense (see Section 2)

Lemma 1.3. Assume (LI0), (LII), (LI2). Forallj=1,...,N—,

16 3
— <= 1.15
25 =% <3 (1.15)
Moreover,
VN
[N~ = N| < - (1.16)

(b) Decay on the right for positive time. From the behavior of the solution u(t) as
t — —o0 in the energy space (LI2), the lower bound ¢ > 2 5 and usual monotonic-
ity arguments, we claim that the solution u(t) satisfies exponential decay property
on the right of the soliton Q(z —t — Ay).

Let jo € {1,..., N — 1} be such that
op = mjin V(e = ¢jt1) = V/Cigr1(Cio — Cjot1), (1.17)
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and set
3 1 0o
Yo = A/ Cjo — chO-H — 5‘/6]'04_ , xo(t) = % +¢j, | t — Ko, (1.18)
where Ky > 1 is a large constant to be fixed later. Note by (3.6]) that % + cj, >
2¢jo+1 > 3. We claim (see Section [3)

Lemma 1.4. There exists to(Ky) > 0 such that,
Vt > to(Ko), |u(t,zo(t))] < e 20t (1.19)

(c) Approzimate solution and lower bound. We establish the following result, which
is the main new ingredient of the paper.

Proposition 1.5. Assume ([LI4l). There exist C; > 0 independent of Ky and
t1(Ky) > 0 such that, for Ky large enough,

Vt > t1(Ko), |u(t,zo(t))] > Cre0foem200t, (1.20)

Fix Ky > 0 such that Cje?%0 > 2. Combining Lemma [[4] and Proposition [}
we obtain a contradiction for ¢ > max(to(Kp), t1(Kp)).

Let us sketch the proof of Proposition The key point is to construct an
explicit approximate solution V' (¢) of the problem as ¢t — +oo (see Section []). We
briefly sketch the construction of V' in the 2-soliton case, i.e. for N = 2. Let

V=Ri+Ra+2Z, Ri(t,x)=Q(x—t—A1), Ra(t,x) = Qcp(x — cat — Ag),
where
Zi+ (Zaa + ARV Z)x = —4(R] Ra)a-
In the equation of Z above, we focus on the main interaction term (see Section [

for the control of all error terms). For this term, we replace Rg by its asymptotics
for £ — cot > 1:

Ril)’Rz ~ 10%62%6_\/6(x_62t_A2)Ri1)’ = coe_\/a(l_@)te—\/a(x—t—ﬁl)R37
1
where ¢y = 10%623 e~ve(B1=42) - Ap explicit solution of

Zy + (Zyy + AR3Z)y = —dcq (e—\/m—@)te—@@—t—AﬂRi’)

T

is Z(t,x) = 4coe VU= A(z—t—A;) where A(x) satisfies the following ODE
(—A" + A—4Q3A) + /ez(1 — c2) A = (e V2TQ3Y. (1.21)

Moreover, for % < cg < 1, we prove the following asymptotic property

A(z) ~ ae ™ where a#0and 7 = /1 —2co — 3\/3 . (1.22)

T—+00

The proof of property ([L22) requires more than standard ODE techniques, and
involves Virial type arguments, introduced in [13], [12] and [16] to study the flow of
the evolution problem (I.I]) near solitons.
It follows from ([22]) that V satisfies the following lower bound, for x > 0, ¢ and
x large enough,
V(t,z)| > ke 0E—Hemve(l—e)t, (1.23)
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Such an approximate solution V'(¢) being constructed (the actual approximate solu-
tion is more refined), by usual techniques (|2I], [I1]), we compare the solution u(t)
with V(t), for ¢ large:

lu(t) = V()| < Cem2V/elme)t
and we obtain the desired lower bound on u(t,z) at x = zo(t) (see Section [l).

Comment on assumption ([I0). The assumption on the speeds c¢q,...,cy in
(LI0) is not optimal, and we even conjecture that the result holds for any choice
of speeds. However, we believe that to obtain the more general result will require
much harder analyis. Even considering the simplest case of a 2-soliton with speeds
c1 = 1 and ¢y, we see several difficulties to extend the nonexistence result to any
0<co <.

1) For 0 < ¢g < 1/3, the method outlined above does not work direclty for algebraic
reasons. Indeed, 0 < ¢y < 1/3 implies 79 > ,/cz, and thus the approximate
solution has the same decay as R2, and no direct contradiction can follow from
such a lower bound. This is related to the fact that the proof of inelasticity for
¢z close to 0 in [I8] requires a higher order expansion than the one in [19] for ¢y
close to 1.

2) For all + < ¢y < 1, we expect that the function A(z) defined above has the
generic decay ([L22]), which is essential in our proof, but we were able to prove
this fact only for co € [cg, 1], where ¢g < % is close to %.

3) The restriction (II0) on the values of co also comes from the proof of the decay
property obtained in Lemma [[4l We prove Lemma [[.4] by known and simple
energy localization arguments, which are clearly not optimal. Replacing these
arguments by a sharper asymptotic analysis would certainly improve the range
of admissible co, but without approching the special value co = %

In the case of 2-solitons, it is proved in Proposition that N~ =2 and ¢ =1,
¢, = cp without condition on c3. For N > 3, it is not clear how to prove such
a rigidity property, or even how to obtain a lower bound such as (LLIH) without a
strong assumption on the speeds at +oo such as (ILI0). In particular, we cannot
replace (LIQ) by % <c¢<1,¥j=2,...,N.

Acknowledgement. This work is partly supported by the project ERC 291214
BLOWDISOL.

2. Rigidity of multi-soliton parameters

In this section, using the three conservation laws (L2)), (I3]) and (4], we prove
Lemma [[.3] which controls the speeds at —oo for an outgoing multi-soliton under
assumption (L.I0). We also state and prove an independent unconditional result of
rigidity of the speeds at £oo for a 2-soliton.

Note that the arguments can be extended to other power nonlinearities.

2.1. Conservation laws on ingoing N-solitons. We first claim the following
result to be proved in Appendix [Al
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Lemma 2.1. Let N > 2, 0<cy < ...<cy and Aq,...,An € R. Let u(t) be the

solution of (L) satisfying
= 0. (2.1)

ZQCJ C]t - )

lim
t—4o0

Then, for all t,

Sl

N N
/u2<t>=j§:jl/Q2j= S [

J=1

N

N
E(u(t)) = ZE Qc;) = Zc
j=1

J=1

Sol

Moreover, u(t) € L' and

/u<t>=§;/@q= ﬁ e

2.2. Proof of Lemma (1.3l Using Lemma2.Tand (LIT))-(L12), the following iden-
tities hold

. N— N L N— N N*
& z -5 _1 5 1
E C = g . 67 g cj = g 6, E C] = 6. (22)
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1 J:1

Consider the function f(z) for z > 0 defined as
f($)=$7+§—4x so that f’(x):7x6_i_4 f/,($)=42x5—|—£ -0
€T $2 ) x3 .

In particular, f(1) = f’(1) = 0 and elementary computations show that

Vo >0, f'(x)>f" ((3/35) ) 458 (2—5> = 2my,

<z<1 = f"(z)<f'(1) =48

>~ w

We deduce:

Vo >0, f(z) >mi(l—2)% Vre[3,1), fz) <24(1 - 2)% (2.3)

Combining the identities in (2.2]), we have

Zf( D=2 (d),

Jj=1
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Thus, for all j =1,..., N~, by elementary computations,

N

16
— < (1 — \/mg)
25
Now, we prove the control of N~. Indeed, we have
N 1 2 N
6 _ 2
VN2 ) =t
j=1 J=2
N
1\ —1 1
<(+@7) (o
j=1
N— ) 2 N—
(et |- [
j=1 j=1

Thus, by [2.2),

=

‘\/N—\/N_‘ <ai+a:=a

and so by explicit computations,

|N——N|§2a\/ﬁ+a2g<

In particular, if N < 64, then N~ = N.

2a+a—

2

V2

C<e <1+ ym)’<

)\/N<

N W

VN
-

[NIES

2.3. Rigidity result for two solitons. In the case of an ingoing 2-soliton, we
prove an unconditional result. For any 0 < ¢ < 1, we claim that if the ingoing
2-soliton is also an outgoing N-soliton, then N = 2 and the speeds at +00 and —oo
are the same. In particular, it is a symmetric 2-soliton. This result is not needed
for the proof of Theorem [Tl but it is proved for its own interest. Such question

remains open for N > 3.

Proposition 2.2 (Rigidity of 2-solitons). Let 0 < ¢ < 1. Let u(t) be the outgoing

2-soliton of (1)) satisfying

lim [u(t) = Q(. — ) = Qul. — ct) [ 1 = 0.

t——+o0

(2.4)
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Assume that u(t) is an ingoing multi-soliton, i.e. there exist 0 < ¢y < ... < ¢y,

and Aq,...,AN such that

lim
t——o0

= 0. (2.5)

H1

N
u(t) =Y Q- — ¢t — Ay)
=1

Then,
(1) u(t) is a pure 2-soliton,
N=2 and c =1, c=c
(ii) There exist Ty, Yo € R such that
u(t,x) = u(—t + Ty, —x + Yp). (2.6)

Let u(t) be a solution of (L)) as in the statement of Proposition 221 Property (ii)
is a direct consequence of (i) and the uniqueness result in [11].

We now prove (i). By Lemma 211 we have
N 1 N 1 N 1
:_ G r_ 6 46— ~%
1+65—ZCj, 1+06—ch, +c —ch .
j=1 j=1 j=1

1
Setting a; = c;’ and x = c%, Proposition[2.2] (i) follows from the following elementary
result.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 <z <1, N>2and 0 <ayn < ...< ay be such that
N

N N 1 1
E_ a; + x, § aj =1+z", E o 1+ . (2.7)
.7:1 ]:1 ]:1

Then, N =2, a1 =1 and as = .
Proof. The case N = 2 is easily treated. Let a; = a and a2 = b, 0 < b < a be such
that

a+b=1+rz,

A"+ =14+2"=14+(a+b-1)".
Of course, @ = 1, b = z is a solution. For 0 < a < 1+ =z, a # 1, set f(b) =
a’+b"—1—(a+b—1)7. We see that f(1) = 0. Moreover, f'(b) = 7(b%— (a+b—1)%),
and thus f’(b) has no zero on (0,1). It follows that f has no zero on [0,1) and so
there are no other solution than a = 1, b = x for N = 2.

We now consider the case N > 3. We define the bounded set

N N
Q:{(al,...,aN)e(}Ri)N\ Zaj:1+x, Za}zl—i—ﬂ}.
j=1 j=1

and we look for the minimum on €2 of the following positive function F"
Al
F(ai,...,an) = —.
j=1

Since limg o+ F(aq,...,an) = +00, F reaches it minimum on €.
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Note that if (a1,...,an) is a point of Q where the gradients of the functions
Z;‘Vzl a; and Zjvzl a; are colinear,then a; = a for all j € {1,..., N}. Thus,

Na=1+2z, Na"=1+2".

It follows that &+ < a < % and a® = 1119;7

N < 9145, This is a contradiction and so no such point exists on €.

Therefore, we can apply the method of Lagrange multipliers to characterize ex-
trema of F' on €. For a critical point (ai,...,ay) € Q of F, there exist A\, u € R
such that

> 1 which imply (%)% > 1 and so

Vi=1,...,N, % :)\—i-ua?.
4
Let g(a) = pa* + A a— 1. We see that ¢’ has at most one root on [0, +0c0) and g has
at most two roots on [0,+00). We have already observe that € contains no point
of the form (a,...,a).
Therefore, the (a;) take exactly two different values: there exist 0 < b < a and
1 < k < N such that

ka+ (N —k)b=1+z,
ka" + (N — k)" =1+
e For 1/3 <z < 1: Note that for all y > 0, % > 2 —y. Thus,

§+N_k22N—ka—(N—k)b.
Since
ka+ (N —k)b=1+uz,
we find LNk )
—+ _ >2N—1-z>4>1+-.

It follows that at such a critical point, F' is strictly greater that 1 + %
e For k=1,0<x < 1/3. Then,
a—1+(N-1)b=rz,
a’ =1+ (N-1)p" ="
Since
la" =1 =]a—1|(a® +a® +a* +a* +a®> +a+1) > |a—1],
we obtain from the second identity
la —1] <z’ 4+ (N —1)b".
Combining this with the first identity and then using b < % (since 3b < a +2b <
1+ 2 < 2), we get

11 N-—-1
N-—-1 TH(N -1 <= _—
( W<x+az' +( )b <108t 1o b,
and so %(N —1)b < z. In particular
N-1_ oW-1*_ 94 , 1
b — 11 =z 1l x
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Again, at such a critical point, F' is strictly greater that 1 + %
eFor2<k<N-1,0<xz<1/3. Since 0 < b < a and

Nb < ka+ (N —k)b=1+ =z,

we have
1+ 142
< b < .
=% "=TN
Thus,
4 7
l+a"=ka" +(N-k)p" < (k+ N % 1+2)"<(2%+379 <§> <1,

a contradiction. This means that no such critical point exist in this case. O

3. Pointwise decay estimates for ingoing multisoliton

This section is devoted to the proof of Lemma [[.4] by standard monotonicity
arguments (see e.g. [13], [14] and [3]).

3.1. Monotonicity result. Set

o(x) = %arctan(exp z), ¢(z)=

so that
¢" < ¢ onR. (3.1)

Let us recall the following result (see [14]) whose proof is given in Appendix [A] for
the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.1 (Mass-energy monotonicity). Let 0 < o < o’ < ¢y and Cy > 0. There
exists oy > 0 such that the following holds. Let u(t) be a solution of (LII) such that
there exists R > 1 with

vt [ty ta],  u(®)lm < Co,  |u@®)lz2@seot+r) < o (3.2)
Then, there exists C = C(0,0’,cg,Co, R) > 0 such that, for all zo > 0,
/(ui +u?)(t2,2)¢ (Vo (z — cota — 0)) da
< 2/ (ui + u2)(t1, z) p(\o(x—cot1—(co—0") (ta—t1)—w0) ) dx + Ce Vo™, (3.3)

3.2. Decay on the right. Proof of Lemma .4l Step 1. Decay at t = 0. Let
0 < 01 < ¢y. We claim that there exists C' > 0 such that

Vg > 0, / (u2 + u?) (0,2)¢(/o1(x — 20))dx < Ce V10, (3.4)
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Let 0 = 01, 0/ = L(01 + ¢y), co = ¢y and Cy = sup, [[u(t)| ;1. Let ap be given
by Lemma Bl From (LI2), for tg > 0 large enough, for all t < —tg, for all z,

u(t,z)| SZ]QCj(a;—cjt— D]+ ||lu(t ZQCJ —cjt — Aj)

H1
< CZ e VG (r=cjt) + 1040
2
Thus, there exists R > 0 such that
tiurt)o Hu( )HL2(x>c t+R) < Qp.
By possibly taking a larger R, we also have
sup [ L2 (@5t r) < Q0
Applying Lemma BTl on [¢, 0], for any ¢ < 0, for all 2y > 0,
[ (@2 ) ©.2)6(Var(e — 0))da
< 2/ (u2 +u?) (t,2)p(\/o1(x — zo — 0't))dx + Ce™ V10,
By ([I2) and the definition of ¢,
tl}r_n (ui + u2) (t,2)p(\/or(x — 29 — 0't))dx = 0,
and (B3.4) follows.
Step 2. Decay on the right for t > 0. Let 01 < 09 < 03 < 1. We claim
Ve >0,Vt >0, |u(t,t+z)<C (e_%*/a(ﬂ(l_"?’)t) + e_%‘/ax) . (3.5)

Let 0 = 09, 0/ = 03, co = 1 and Cy = sup, ||u(t)||z1. Let ap be given by
Lemma [3I1 As before, from (I.12]), there exists R > 0 such that

sup [[u(t) || 2 (z>t+r) < Q0
>0
Applying Lemma B.1] for ¢ > 0, zg > 0,
[ +42) (1ot — 1~ au)i
<2 [ (42 +4%) (0.000(/7ae — (1 = o3}t — o)) + V7,
Recall (34),

Voo >0, [ (14 ) 0,000F - zo)de < CeV
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Since ¢ > % on R and since for all y € R, ¢(y/o2y) < 2¢(\/o1y) (by o2 > 1), we
obtain

/ (u2 +u?) (t,2)dz < 2/ (u2 +u?) (t,2)p(\/o2(x — t — a0))dw
x>t+xo
< 4/(u§ +u?)(0,2)(\/aa(x — (1 — 03)t — wo))dw + Ce™ V720
= 8/(u92£ +u?)(0,2) (/o1 (x — (1 — 03)t — o)) dw + Ce™ V2™
S Ce_\/a(l‘0+(1—03)t) + Ce—\/axo.
Estimate (3.5) then follows from
”uH%oo(x>t+m0) = 2Hux”L2(x>t+x0)HU”L2(I>,§+IO) < ”uxuiz(x>t+xo) + Hu|’2L2(x>t+:c0)'

Step 8. End of the proof of Lemma [[.4l We first claim the following technical facts.
Claim 1.

o)
— Z V%o+1Co- (3.6)
Y0
4 o
-_— <1, (3.7)
% - (1 - Cjo)
2
oo 4 40'0
— +4¢j,— |max | -, ——— > 509. (3.8)
Y0 70 ( (5 %_(1_%0)))
Assume Claim [1l Let
16
o1= oo <cy by Lemma [[3]
2
4 Yo _
09 = | max g,ﬁ <l, o1 <o0oe<o03<1, 0T¢>og,
Yo ( c]())

where by ([B38) and by continuity, we fix 7y > og close enough to o¢ and o3 > o9
close enough to o9 so that
% +ej, — 03 > 550. (3.9)
Applying (B0) with = = xo(t) — t where zo(t) = <% + Cjo) t — Ky, we obtain
using (@),
ult.a0(1)] < Ce™Hn -7 4 Co=hvamtan-0
< Ce—%[(:—g—‘rcj‘o—og)t—l(o] + CC_%M[(%—i_CjO_l)t_KO]
S C(KO)G—QEQt é 6_200t,
for all ¢ > to(Ky), provided to(Ky) is large enough.

Proof of Claim[dl First, by explicit computations, we see that

3
0<c<1l = 1—Zcz1—§, (3.10)
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14
Ve s - V/e. Moreover,

so that y(c) 1= /1 — 3¢ — X°
1—

7(e) = —<1-¢

c—l—?

—
|
o

thus
3
Ve € [0, 1], 1—\/59/1—1(:—?51—(3. (3.11)
Since 0 = /Cjo¥(Cjo+1/¢jy ), We obtain
a0  VCiot1(Co ~ Cjot1)

— > = \/Cjn+1Cj, -

70 Y% Cjo(l - Cjo-i-l/cjo) Jorri
(3.12)

Next, we prove ([B.1). Observe that
3
90 = €500 — Y0,

and, since % < c¢j < 1forall j,
/ 9 3 VEj
0<"}/0<,/C]O< 1—1—6—§): 4]0(\/?_\/§)

Since 1 — ¢jo+1 = 1 —¢jy + ¢jy — Cjo+1 < %, we obtain

1
dog = 4\/Cjo41(Cjo — Co+1) < 4y/Cjot1 <Z - (1= cj0)>

Cjo+1 — 4y/Cior1(1 = ¢jy) < Cjon/Cior1 — 34/Cior1(1 — ¢jp)
(ofy]
< — - (1 - Cjo)-

(3.13)

<
V3
< Cov/Go+1 — 35 (1= €jo) < VEjor1v/Gjo — (1 = ¢jp) < o
Finally, we prove (8.8). We begin with the case where W < % Then,
20~ (1=
necessarily 7o < % It is then clear that, using (312)),
ago 16 16 2
% + ¢jo — 25 — 500 = Cj, — 25 + (¢jo —70)(1 = 57) > 0.
Second, we assume g _(”10_%) > % We distinguish two cases depending on the
Y0
(3.14)

value of jg.
If jo = 1 then ¢j, = 1 and we are reduced to prove
90 411692 > 500
0

where 2 =1 — 73, so that it is sufficient to have
2 — 5y — 1778 + 578 > 0,

7T—+vV3
A
which is easily checked by explicit computations.

We now consider the case where jy > 2 and thus N > 3. Let

- _ 00 . _ 7 0o _ 2

oo=-—35 YW=—71, =_=L1—m7

c? c2 Yo
Jo
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Then, ([B.8]) is equivalent to
2
a0 45 .
—+1- <m) > 5‘/0]'00'(). (315)
Cjo

It is clear that the following inequality
S - <&anl> > 5. (3.16)

would imply (BI5). By explicit computations, one can see that (3.10) is not satisfied
for all 49 € (0, \/72\/3] At this point, we need to use the definition of j; and the
fact that jo > 2 to lower the value of 4 for which we have to check (B.16).

Indeed, by the definition of jg, we have

V3

7(% = Cjo+1) < V/Cior1(Cjo — Cjor1) < Vea(l —c2) < (1 —e2).

Since 1 — ¢ + ¢jy — ¢jo+1 < %, we obtain c¢j, — ¢jo41 < 2(?1\/3) and so by simple
computations,
cj 1 - 3
Jotl n 5 which implies Ay < 30"
U CTRvc3
. Lo . ~ 3
Moreover, we easily check that ([3.16) is indeed satisfied for all 7o € [0, 55]. O

4. Construction and lower bound of the approximate solution

This section contains the main ingredient of the proof, i.e. the construction of an
approximate solution for ¢ > 1, and the description of its asymptotics for x > 1.
The approximate solution is built by explicit resolution of the main contribution of
the interactions of the solitons for ¢ — +o0, i.e. where solitons are decoupled. Note
that such refined computations were not needed for existence result.

Recall the following notation. Let jo € {1,..., N — 1} be such that
VEor1(Cio — Co+1) = min /Ej11(ej — €j41) = 00 (4.1)

and

3 1 oy
70 =4/ o — 3G+l ~ 5V Cio+1s  Zo(t) = <% + Cjo> t — Ko, (4.2)

where Ky > 0.

Proposition 4.1 (Approximate solution). Assume (LI0). There exists a function
V(t,x) such that

1. There exists C > 0 such that, for all t > 0,

< Ce 70, (4.3)

‘H3

Hv(t) - é% (z —cjt — A,)

2. For allt >0,
0.V + 0:(02V + V|| s < Ce™ 270 (4.4)
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3. There exist k > 0 and t1 = t1(Ky) > 0, such that, for all t > tq,
\V(t, z0(t))| > reroEog=200, (4.5)
This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition E11
4.1. ODE analysis. For ¢ > 0, let
Lof = —f"+cf —4Q%f, L =1Ly, (4.6)

1/1 1 d
AQe =1 (300t 52Q.) = 1 Quioe AQ=4Q1 LAQ=-C.
c\3 2 dc
Denote the L? scalar product by (f,g) = [ f(z)g(z)dz.

Following the outline of the proof in the Introduction, we define the solution of
equation (L2I)) related to the main perturbative terms in the construction of the
approximate solution.

Lemma 4.2. Let % < ¢ < 1. There exists a unique solution A, € H'O of
(LAY 4+ Ve(l — ¢)A. = G where Go(z) = e VEQ3(x). (4.7)
Moreover, A. satisfies the following, for all k > 0,

(i) Decay estimates.
AP @) € forz <0, [AP@)| ST forz>0,  (48)

where

/ 3 1 3 1
’Yg: 1_16—’_5\/27 ’}%: 1_10_5\/57 ’Yg:\/au

0<y <7 =ve<yl=n+.
ii) Asymptotics at +oo. There exist ai’n € R such that, for all k > 0,
y

‘(d/daz)k (Ac(m) - aie_%x — a£16_7£1x) s e~ 2l for x> 0.

(iii) Generic exponential decay on the right-hand side.
| . ﬁ/im
a, = IETOO Ac(x)ere® #£ 0. (4.9)

(iv) Continuity of al. The function ¢ € [2,1) + al is continuous. In particular,

al has a constant sign on [2,1).

Remark 4.3. Note that 72, —v! and —v!! are the three roots of 73—~y —/c(1—c) =
(v+ve)(v? — Vey — (1 —¢)) = 0. Since 2 < ¢ < 1, we have

Vo<l <ave, 0<Al<ye (4.10)
It is a key point in our proof to be able to prove that A. has generic decay, i.e. the
exponential decay e~ for z > 0.
For 0 < ¢ < %, the situation is different since ’y£ > /c. In particular, e~V ig
the generic decay of A, in this case. The strategy of this paper cannot be applied
directly.

Remark 4.4. By Claim[I]
1-vVe<yl<i—e (4.11)
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Proof. Proof of (i)-(ii). First, note that for 0 < 6 < %, equation ¥3 —y -6 =0

has three distinct real roots: ’yg , —’y}) and —~}!, where

2
0<y < <1<y=%+% < 7=

V3

From the spectral analysis of Pego and Weinstein [27] and standard ODE arguments,
one has the following general result.

Claim 2. (a) Existence. For all§ > 0, for all F € L?, there exists a unique solution
A€ H? of

(LA +0A=F. (4.12)

(b) Decay. Let F be a C* function such that
Vk>0,Vz e R, |[F®)(2)| < Cpe 3l (4.13)
Assume 0 < 0 < % and let A be the solution of ([AI2)). Then, A is C*> and

3
satisfies, for all k >0,
e Decay estimates.

|A(k) (7)] < e for x <0, |A(k) (2)] < e~ V6% for x > 0. (4.14)
e Asymptotics at +00. There exists aé’H € R such that

d/dz)F (A(z) — ale™ 0" — gMe™0' < e~ 3l forz > 0.
6 6

Proof of Claim[2. Proof of (a). In [27], it is proved that no real nonzero eigenvalue of
the operator (LA)’ exists. We reproduce the proof here for the sake of completeness.
Recall the following basic facts on L (see [34])

e Ker L = {\Q', )\ € R};

e There exists x> 0 such that for any f € H!,

(£.Q) =(£Q)=0 = (Lf.f)= /(f’)2+f2—5624f2ZquH?p- (4.15)

Let A be a solution of (LA) +6A = 0. Let A = A+ aQ’, where a is such that
[AQ’ = 0. Then, since LQ' = 0,

(LAY +0A = abQ'. (4.16)

Taking the scalar product of ([@I6) by @, we obtain (4,Q) = 0. Moreover, taking
the scalar product of ([@I8) by LA, we get (LA, A) = 0. By [@I5), it follows that
A=0,and so A= —aQ’. But then 4 = 0, so that # =0 or A = 0.

Once we know that no real nonzero eigenvalue exists, the invertibility of (LA)" +
0 A follows from usual arguments (Fredholm alternative).

Proof of (b). These properties follow from standard ODE arguments. U

Apply Claim Bl to F = G/, and 6 = /c(1 — ¢). There exists a unique A, € H?

such that (LA.) + v/c(1 —¢)A. = G... Note that \/c¢(1 —¢) < %, and thus (i) and

(ii) are direct consequences of Claim 2] and standard regularity arguments.
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Proof of (iii). This point is more delicate. Let 2 < ¢ < 1. Assume for the sake
of the contradiction that al = 0, so that by (ii)
3
Ve >0, [A®(g)| < Vel < Vil (4.17)

Step 1. Reduction to a dual equation. Let a, b be such that A = A, —aAQ — bQ’
satisfies

/AQ% =0, /AQ’ = 0. (4.18)

Note that LQ% = —%Q% so that a exists since (Q2 AQ) = zi(LQg,AQ) =

5
51(Q2,Q) #0.
Then by LAQ = —Q, A satisfies

(LAY 4+ e(1 — e)A+ Ve(1 — e)aAQ — (a — Ve(1 — e)b)Q' = G..
Set ag = v/c(1 — ¢)a, B = —LA. Then,

L(B) + ve(1 — ¢)B + apQ = —L(G.), /BQ% - /BQ’ —0. (4.19)

We decompose

Ge = e VrQ? = Gy + aQ' + BQ,

Now, we set By = B + Gyg. We have thus proved

where

Claim 3. Assuming [EIT), there exists a smooth function By € H® such that
L(Bgy) + ve(1 — ¢)By + a0Q = —aL(Q") + v/c(1 — ¢)Go, (4.20)

/BOQ% = /BOQ’ =0, (4.21)

3

V>0, Vo <0, [B{P () <e ", va>0, B (@) <e Vit (4.22)

Step 2. We prove by Virial type arguments that such By does not exist.
— Computation of ay and « from ([E.20) @ID) On the one hand, we multiply
#20) by AQ and use LAQ = —Q, (B, Q') =0, (Q,AQ) = 15 L [ Q2 so that

Vel - (B A + 55 [ @ = —a [@P+ v - o) [Goaa

and thus (using [(Q')* =2 [ Q?)
@a _ 12
7 | Q?

On the other hand, consider Hy € L* such that H)) € H?, LHy = 1, (Ho, Q') = 0.
An explicit expression of Hy is available in [18], Claim 3.1:

Hy=1+-= ( /Q2 2Q3>

ao + Vel = ¢)(Go — By, AQ) = 0. (4.23)
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Multiplying (£20) by Hy and using [ Bj = [ Q" =0, we find
Ve(l - c)/BoHo + ao/QHo = ve(l — c)/GOHO,
so that (note that [ QHy = —f (LAQ)Hy = — [AQ = %f@).

ag = 1 — C)(Go — B(], H(]) (424)

f Q
From ([£.23) and (£24), we deduce
7 Hy AQ
a=——c(l—-¢c)(Gy— By, Jy) where Jy= —n — —=.
— Estimate on By by Virial type identity. We adapt a strategy developed in [12],
[16]. Multiply equation (Z20) by Bog—; and integrate. Note that all the integrals

below are well-defined because of the decay properties ([£.22). Then, using
L(Q") = (LQ") + 4@ Q = 12(Q')*Q?,

(4.25)

we have
/L(B(/))Bo% +Ve(l—c) 382 +ag Bo%
_ —12a/BO(Q’)3 + Vel =) /BO@GO. (4.26)

The key argument to obtain a contradiction is a coercivity property of the quadratic
form [ L(B(’))Bo% under the orthogonality conditions (£21]).

/L(B0 BOQ2 _8/—+7/B§Q2.

See proof of Claim M in Appendix [Bl

Claim 4.

Note that (Q')? = Q? — 2Q5 < @2, so that ‘Q | < é and thus for 3 1<ce<1, we
have
Q' 5 Q'
[ EBBa + Ve - [ B, > [ B3R, (4.27)
where /3
3—v31
Fy= — Q%
0 S0 +7Q
Define

N*(By) := </ BSF())% .

Define the operator P, the projection onto the orthogonal of span(Q%; Q') for the
scalar product [(fg/Fp). In particular, for a given function f such that [|f]?Q <
+o00, we have

s

We claim

<N BING) whee N = ( [
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Claim 5.
N*(Bp) < V(1 — C):;—EZ;’ where (4.28)
ki(c)=N <—f%(G0,H0)% +28(Go, Jo)(Q')* + g; > ;
ta(0) = 1= valt = o) (TN N (F) + v (@)

Proof of Claim[3. As a consequence of (£.26)), (£.27), [£24), (£25)), we get

N*(Bo)® < —f—Q — 6)(Go — By, Hy) (Bo, %)

+28v/¢(1 — ¢)(Go — Bo, Jo) (Bo, (Q)?) + V(1 —¢) gz Go. (4.29)

Note that by parity properties

QN 1, Q
(Bo, Ho) (Bo, 0 >‘ < §N (Bo)>N(Ho)N (6) ,
[(Bo, o) (B, (Q%)] < 5N° (B NN (@)
Thus,
* Q ,
N*(Bo) [1—f<1—c <f@ ()N (9) 4148 (@)
< VB =N (75 (Go H) G+ 238G Q@) + 560 ) . (4a0)
and (.28 is proved. O

— Conclusion. From (425) and Claim [5

S+ Vel = )(Go, )| < VE(l = NN (Bo) < el = PN ()

Thus,

o) e c(1 —¢)2N(Jo) ki(c)
)= 3a T Vol — 0(Go do)] e = (4.31)

Observe that k(c) is defined through explicit functions of ¢ (and does not depend on
the function By). Therefore, one can compute k(c) directly by various integrations
of explicit functions. We check numerically that for all ¢ € [2,1],0 < k(c) < 0.5 < 1.

In particular, a contradiction arises from (E31]) for all ¢ € [3,1] as desired.

Proof of (iv). Let ¢,é € (3,1). Let A., A; be the corresponding solutions of (7).

First, we claim, for C' = C(c), ¢ close to c,
|Ac — Ag||lgs < Cle—¢|. (4.32)
Indeed, let € = \/c(1 —¢) — VE(1 — &), G(z) = (e_\/zx —e” 55”) Q3(z). Then,
(—L(A, — Ag)) — Vel — &) (Ap — Az) = €Ae + Ge. (4.33)
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Let A, — Az = D + aQ' so that [ DQ’ =0 and

(=LD) —Vé(1 —&)D = €A, + G + aVe(1 — 6)Q).

Multiplying the equation by @ and integrating, we find |(D, Q)| < C|c — ¢|. Multi-
plying the equation by LD and integrating, we find |(LD, D)| < C|c — ¢|||D|| 2, so
that by (AI5), || D]z < Clc— ¢é|, where C' depends on c¢. Multiplying the equation
of D by @' and integrating, we find |a| < C|c — ¢|. Next, by the equation of D,
| D|| s < Clc — ¢, which implies [|A. — Azl s < Cle — €.
Second, we set al = lim, o Ac(az)e%”” # 0, aI6 = limz— 400 Ag(az)e'yéx and we
prove that
lim a} = a (4.34)

- c*
c—cC

Let 0 < < %0 arbitrary. Fix xg > 0 large enough so that

2
> |49 (o) — (—rbyalem | < gt (4.35)
=0
Vo >z, Q*x) < e 2. (4.36)
From (£32) and continuity of 4. in ¢, we take |¢ — ¢| small enough so that
2
>~ [49(@0) = AV (@o)| + e — e 4 |l - 3l < deTw. (4.37)
=0

Then by (£.33]),

< C5e Vom0, (4.38)

2
> 49 @) - (At ake e
=0
From the equation of Az (E32) and ([E36) (which implies for x > zq, [(Q3A.)’| +
|Ge| < 056_%:”), we have
Va > xg, ‘ V- ALVl - @Az

Now, it follows from (A.38]), (£.39) and standard ODE arguments (Duhamel formula)
that

< Ce 2" (4.39)

Vo > xo, ‘Ag(l‘) - aie_%x < Coe e (4.40)

and thus |al — al| < C6. O

The construction of the approximate solution requires the introduction of solu-
tions of other ODEs but no refined property of these solutions is needed. We state
two lemmas similar to Lemma (1)-(ii), whose proofs are direct consequences of
Claim 2

Lemma 4.5. Let 1 <c < %. There exists a unique solution A, € H> of
(LAY + Vele —1)A. = G where Ge(z) = eV Q3 (), (4.41)
such that
|AP) ()] < e forx <0, |A®) ()] < e e forx >0, (4.42)
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3
VI T LY R P (Y

0<7e < <W%=7t% = xf

., LI
Moreover, there exist ac™ such that

‘(d/dm)k <Ac(a:) — aie_“@x - a?e_“/gx>

where

S e~ 2l for x> 0. (4.43)

It is easily checked that 72, —~¢™ are the roots of —3 + v + Ve(e—1).

Lemma 4.6. Let 3 <c<d 3, ¢# 1 and % < < 1. There exist unique solutions
AL, AL, e m3 f

(LAY + (3VelL = o + Vo1 =) Al = (Guu). (144)
where
7 LIl
Groa) = eV Q). (4.45)
Moreover,
(AED) B @)] § OtV for g <0, (AL (@) S e forz >0,
(4.46)
where
3, 11 7"
Ve,e! = 1- 1(707 )26/ - T
Moreover,
Yoo >1—4Ee, (4.47)
Note that

d2VE|l — o] + VER(1 - ) = VIR (1 - ¢ (3H?).
One then easily checks that the three roots of —y3+~+c'2 Vell—e+vei 1 —¢)

are
Ye,o! T+ 71 H\/_ ey _\/_'YI o

Equivalently, we can apply Lemma with ¢ (%I:,I )2 instead of ¢. Note that in-
equality (£47) is a direct consequence of (BI0).

For future use in the construction of the approximate solution, we now define
rescaled versions of A. and A, and we gather useful information about these

functions in the next lemma. Let
1

1
0 _ 3.0 LI 5 IRV B B
Ajr(r) =c; Ack/c] (c x) Vik =G Ve Vik =G Vowjesr Bk = GG e

1
LIl 3Ll 3
Aj,k,l($) =q Ack/cj-,cj-/cl (Cl l‘)

Lemma 4.7. Assume

1o
A
oL
A
ol
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(i) Forj <k, Ajy satisfies

(Le;Ajn) + ver(es — er) A = (e7VHEQL ). (4.48)
Aji(x)| S €Mk forz <0, (4.49)

@ fda () = af e 00" — allpem )| g e Hle, (4.50)

)

3 1 3 1
ok = \/ 6~ gt 5 Ve ik =1/ci— 16k~ 5V ik = Ver.  (451)

Moreover,
a;k £ 0 and its sign does not depend on j and k. (4.52)
(i) Forj >k, A satisfies
(Le; Ajr) + Ver(er — ¢j)Ajp = (eVFQL ). (4.53)
|Aj k(z)] S Tk for xz <0, (4.54)

< e slal, (4.55)

)

1 / 3 1 / 3
’Y?,k = \/0_7 ’Y},k = 5\/6— —\/cj — ch7 fyjI’Ik = 5@4— cj — ch. (456)

k k ) I A= o _ Lz
‘d /dx (Aﬁk(x)—aj’ke Pk — aje” ik

Moreover,
J<k = Yp<h, (4.57)
(i) Forj #k,1<j, A;k’l and Agk’l satisfy
_ LI
(L Af) + (Varles = el + 970 — ) ) AT = (DR QEY. (458)

11

|A§Ikll(x)| < eVar  forx <0, |A§Ikll(x)| e Wam kT o for x>0, (4.59)
Proof of (£52). This property follows directly from Lemma 2] (iv). O
Proof of (£57). It is equivalent to prove

31 1 3
G~ g%~ 5vVE < gV — e — 6

which is clear since from ¢; > ¢, we have
3

3 1 %(Cj — Ck) Z(Cj — Ck) 1 3
Cj_ch_§\/c_j: 3 1 < 3 1 - 5@— A
VAR Lo o RV RV S (I ol RV

O

Proof of (£59). It is a consequence of (£47). Note that

Ve < Ve (4.60)
Indeed, if £ < [, then %I,Ik < le’Ik < V. If j <k <1, then W;Ik < Ve < o lf
k< j <l then 4}l = /& < /a. O
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4.2. Construction of the approximate solution. In this subsection, we use
the functions defined in Lemma A7 to construct an approximate solution. In this
construction, we denote by F; (for i = 1,...,5) error terms of size e~29°!, See

Claim [6l
4.2.1. Two soliton interactions. Inserting

R=>Rj, Rij(t,z)=Qx—y;(t), yt)=cit+A,
i

as a first approximation into the quartic (gKdV) equation, since 8;R; + 0,(02R; +
R?) =0, we find

R+ 0,(02R+ R") = 0, <R4 -3 R§> = <4 > RyR} + E1>
J J#k

where, for some nq,no, ns,

Ey=ny Y RIR +my » RIRj,Rj,+ns Y RjR,R;Rj,.

Nn#J2 IKF1 JkF1
The error term FE; is controlled in Claim
The term RkR? cannot be considered as an error term. In fact, such term will

contribute to the lower bound on the approximate solution which is the key point of
the proof of Theorem [[.Il For this term, it is convenient to decouple the variables of
Ry, and R; by approximating R}, by its asymptotic expansion around Rj;(see proof
of Claim [0 for more details). Since

ARk (t,x) =~ 4(10)%056_@‘””_3”“' = zj7ke_bka\/a(x_yj),

ZBNyj
where ¢}, = sgn(k — j) and
ij(t) _ 4(10)%65 e—Lj,k\/E(Aj—Ak)e—\/@|0j—0k|t,

we rewrite the second member of the equation of R as follows

QR+ 0 (2R +RY) =0y | Y zjpe”seVAREIRY | 4 0, (Ey + By),  (4.61)
J#k
where E5, to be controlled in Claim [ is the error term generated by this approxi-
mation

B =Y R <4Rk - zjke—w’m(r—yn) .
J#k
4.2.2. First correction and three soliton interactions. We define an improved version

of the approximate solution to cancel the main terms in the right-hand side of (LGT]).
Let

Vi=R+Z Z= Y Zjp (4.62)

Jk=1,...,N

where

Zin(t,x) = zjp(t) Aju(x —y;(t), J#k
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By the equation of A;; in ([E48), (53] we get:
O Zjk + 0u(02Z; 1 + AR Zj 1) = 2ji (—V/enle; — crl Ajr — (Le,Ajx)) (x — yj)
= —0, <Zj,k€_Lj'k\/c_k(x_yj)R?> .

Therefore, using (4.61)),

OV +0, (02V 4+ V") =R+ 0, (2R + RY) = 0, | D zjpem Vo w) RS
J#k

+ 0, <(R + 7)) —4) R}Z >
i#k

=0, <(R+Z Y —4> Rz, > Oy (Er + E»)
J#k

=8, <4 > R?Zj,k> + 0y (Ey + By + E3). (4.63)

J#k3>1
where

Es=ARZ —4 | Y R¥Zj+ >  R}Zj, | +6R*Z* +ARZ% + Z*.
j#k j#k>1

In the right-hand side of (£63]), the term 0, <Z#k’j>l Rij7k) is not an error term

in the sense that it is not of size e 270!, We use the asymptotic expansion of Ajjin

(@50) and (A.55) (depending on j < k or k < j) to replace Zj in this term by its
asymptotic expansion near y; (since j > [, we have ¢; > ¢; and y; > y; for t large)

~ Il (e—y; N
4Zjn(t,x) ~ Azjna;ge ) o dz all ek

11
~ Z k‘e 'ij(x yl)+2H ]k(x yl)
e’}
where
LI A Ay LI,
LII (t) = 4ij(t)a?1kle—’7j’k (B1=4g) =5k (cr=e5)t.

We obtain

OV + 0, (8%7 + 74) =0y Z z;ke_ﬁ»k(w_y’)Rf’ + sze_”gk(m_yl)}%?
J#k.g>1

4
Oy (Z E) (4.64)
i=1

where
1 _ _ A _
B, = Z <4Z k—z e =%k (@) _z;’lke Vi (T yl)) R?.
J#k,G>1



26 Y. MARTEL AND F. MERLE

4.2.3. Second correction and final approzimate solution. We refine the above ap-
proximate solution V' to remove the main terms in the right-hand side of ({.64).
We now define V' the final version of approximate solution

Vi=V4+W=R+Z+W, (4.65)
N N j—1
W=>> > (Ziri+Zki) (4.66)
Jj=2 IZ;I =1
7]

where
Zih(t ) = 2o (WA (e — (1), G Ak 1<I<

First, we observe that for such V', (@3] follows directly from the definition of og

LI
and z;, 2 iy

V() = RO)ls < 120l + IW (D) |s < CY zia(t) < Ce,
J#k

Now, we prove that (£4]) holds for V. From the equation of Aigl in (£58), we

have
O+ 0220 + AR ZN)
= 2t (= (Ve — el + @ = o) AL = (La AT ) (@ = )
= 0, (effleT ik IR}

Therefore, using (L.64), we get

OV + 002V + V) = 0V + 9,(02V + V)

T s p3 | I~ (@) p3
— 8x Z Zj,k‘e Jik Rl + Zj,k‘e Jik Rl
Rl

+8x< - —4ZRl Zi w1+ Zih)

where

Bs=@R+Z+W)' = (R+2) =4 > R} Zj,+ 2%
jFEk,g>1

The following claim (see proof in Appendix [C)) completes the proof of (£4).
Claim 6. Fori=1,...,5,
0, E;(t)|| s < Ce™ 201,
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4.3. Asymptotics of the approximate solution. Proof of (435]). First, it is
clear that

0 < R;(t,x) < Ce™Vailz=eit), (4.67)

so that
R;(t,z0(t)) < e~ VG (o(t)—c;t)

By (30) and (38), we have 22 > ¢jo1 and 22+ ¢jy > 500 + 33 Therefore,

\/C—j(xo(t)—cjt)2§<5j‘/§ <5 0+;§>+3 <1—5i\/§>—1>t—Ko

v§<64 1 6>
> [ 200 + X2 -2 ) )t-K
( 0T \125v3 ' 2 53 0

1
> 200t + —t — K.
> 200 +10 0

It follows that, for ¢ > 0,

0 < R(t,zo(t)) < Ce™ 10200t Ko, (4.68)
Second, for 1 < j < k < N, we have by (L50)-([Z52), for all x — ¢jt > 1,
|Z; (¢, )| > ke~ Verleimen)te=vu(o=est) (4.69)

Since all Zj, for j < k have the same sign at +oo (see (£52)), their contributions
are added and we obtain, for all z — ¢ > 1,

S Zn| 2 e,
i<k i<k

Moreover, using [{57), for z — ¢t > 1,

Z45(t,2)] < CemVaereateh oo (4.71)
< Ce—(@—\/@)(cj—Ck)fe—\/@(cj—Ck)fe_'@,k(x—cjt) (4.72)
< Ce_(\/c_j_\/c_k)(cj_ck)tlzj’k(ux)‘. (4.73)
Thus, for ¢ large enough, and z —t > 1,
Z(t )| = 5 eV e, (4.74)
j<k
and
\Z(t,z0(t)] > = Ze Vek(cj—ci)t —’YJ (@ (t)—cjt) > ge'YoKoe%ot‘ (4.75)
]<k

Third, to control W i, we use #59). For j # k, j > 1, x —t > 0, we have
|28 (8, @)| < Cemvarlei—erltg et (Vam )e=at),

In the case where (¢; — ¢;)t > %(az — ¢it), we obtain

3
4

Z; kit < Ce” Verleimerlt R (4 2) < e490t 1 Ry(t, x).
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In the case where (¢; — ¢j)t < 2(2 — ¢;t), we obtain
|28 (1, 2)| < Cemverlesmenltvelaepte=d(a—l)(a-a)t

In particular, for ¢ large enough (depending on Kj), we obtain

[R(t, zo(t)| + [W(E,20(1))] < 1%|Z(t,:1:0(t))|

and so
(R+ Z +W)(t,zo(t))| > ge’yoKoe—2aot‘

5. Lower bound for outgoing multi-soliton for ¢ > 1

In this section, we estimate the distance between the solution u(t) of (1) sat-
isfying (ILII) and the approximate solution V(¢) constructed in Section @l The
strategy of the proof follows closely Proposition 6 in [11] (see also [19]). From (4.5l
and this estimate, we deduce a lower bound on |u(t, zo(t))| for large time.

Proposition 5.1. Assume ([L9) and (LI0).

(i) Comparison with the approximate solution. There exists C' > 0 such that
for allt >0,

lu(t) = V@)l < Ce™?0. (5.1)

(ii) Lower bound. There exist k1 > 0 and t1(Ky) > 0 such that for Ko > 0 large
enough, for all t > t1(Ky),

lu(t, zo(t))] > KpeY0Kog=200t (5.2)
where xo(t) = (% + Cjo) t — Kp.

Proof. Proof of (i). The proof is similar to the one of Proposition 6 in [II], so we
only sketch it. Let

Let

N
R(t,x) = ZRj(t,m), R;(t,z) = Q(z — ¢t — Aj).

j=1
On the one hand, by Theorem 1 in [I1], u(t) € H?3, and there exists & > 0 such that
lu(t) = R(t)[[ s < Ce™".
On the other hand, by (4.3),
IV (t) = R(t)| s < Ce™™". (5:3)

Thus, for some o > 0,
lw(t)|[ s < Ce™". (5.4)

Next, note that w satisfies the following equation

wy + (Wee + (V+w)t = VY, + E(V) =0, (5.5)
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where E(V) = 0,V + 0,(92V + V*). Define

F0 = [{(u2- 2 +ur - v -s50vh)) 050 + v

N-1
where f(t,a) = — — (L - i) ¢ <\/5 (m— Gt ey Aj +AJ>>

Ci+1 Cj 2 2

o=7 min(c; — ¢2,...,CN—1 — CN,CN).
We claim
Claim 7 (Energy estimate). There exist C,o1 > 0 such that, fort >0,
F(t) < Ce s o) + Ce 2 swp @l (56)

Sketch of the proof of Claim [l The proof is similar to the one of Lemma 4 [IT].
The only difference is the presence of the error term E(V') in (5.0), which generates
the second term in the right-hand side of (5.6]).
The proof relies on the following estimate of the time derivative of F: for some
o1 >0,
dF
%(t) > —Ce " w|} — Ce>" w]| 2. (5.7)
Integrating (5.7)) on [t, +00), since lim;_oo F(t) = 0 (by (5.4])), Claim [T is proved.

The proof of (51) is omitted (see [1I]). We only recall that a key step of the
proof is the following property of V'

IVif + Vallpe < Ce M, (5.8)
for some o1 > 0, easily proved using (5.3)) and (£.4). O

Next, we claim without proof the following direct consequence of the equations

of w and Q.

Claim 8 (Control of the scaling directions).
N

>

Jj=1

/w(t)Rj(t)‘ < Ce " sup ||w(t')|| g2 + Ce 201, (5.9)

t'>

We now control the translation directions and conclude the proof. Let

N
B(t) = w ORI, ar(t) — A EOELW oo
w(t) = (t)+j§::1g(t)(Rg)x(t), j(t) = TR0 / (t)(R;)«(t) = 0,

J/x

N
Cillw®|z < lo@iF + D laj (O < Callw(®)|[s. (5.10)
j=1

We claim the following result, based on the equations of (R;),, Claims [[l and [ as
well as a coercivity property of F up to scaling and translation.
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Claim 9. Fort > 0, for some g1 > 0,

N
1@ 70 + Y las(@)]* < Ce—‘”t?gli; (@) 7 + Ce™ ", (5.11)
i=1 =

From (5.I1]) and (5.I0)), we obtain

(@) < Cemo" sup [lw(t') 5 + Ce o,
>t
and thus, for ¢ large enough,
1
Slw®llg < Cem?,

which completes the proof of part (i) of Proposition 5.1l
Proof of (ii). Lower bound. From (45) and (5.1I), for ¢t > ¢;(Kj),
|u(t, zo(£))| =2 [V (t, 20(2))] — [u(t, zo(t)) — V(¢ zo(t))]
> |V(t,zo(t))] — lu(t) = V(O m

2 K/e’yoKoe—Qoot _ Ce—Qoot 2 ge’yoKoe—20’0t’
for Ky large enough. O

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma [B.1] and Claim [2.7]

A.1. Proof of Lemma B.Il For zy > 0, t € [t1,t2], set the following energy and
mass Liapunov functional:

2
Juo(t) = / (uﬁ +u? — gu5> (t) ¥(t)dx
where (t,z) = ¢(vo(z—cot—(co—0")(ta—t)—0))
Estimate (3.3) is based on the control of the variation of J,, on [t1,t2]. We claim

%on (£) < CeVala=a)(t2=t) =m0, (A1)

Indeed, we have by direct computations (see e.g. Appendix C in [14]),

inO (t) = / <—(um +uh)? — 202, — 3u? + Suiud + §u5> Py

dt
— O',/ (Ui + U2 — §U5)¢x + /(Ui + U2)¢x:c:c

Thus, using (B1)),

d

2
() < / (—(um +ut)? = 2uz, = Bug + Sugful’ + (44 Co)|u|5> Vo

— (o' - a)/ (ui + u2)1/1x.
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Note first that ||u||200(x>50t+R) < HUIE||L2(x>cot+R)Hu||L2(m>cot+R) < Coayp. Next,
observe that

Jantves [ s [ ufe
r<cot+R r>cot+R
< €6 (Vo (B (ca=0")(t2—t)=20)) + [l ey [ 00
< CeVoleo=a)(ta=t) o=Vowo | Caog /uiwx,
and similarly,
/\u!sz/}x < Qe Volo=a)(ta=t) g=Vazo 4 Caog /u21/1x.
Estimate (A.T]) follows, for ap small enough (depending on o, o', g, Cp).

Integrating (A1l on [t1,t2], we get
Tuo(t2) — Juo(t1) < e7VO%0,

We control the nonlinear term in J,,(¢) as before:

Jurtos | wPer [ upu
r<cot+R r>cot+R
< C¢ (Vo(R—(co—0")(ta—t)=0)) + [t 30 (rseor s ) /U2T/)
< CeVoleo—a)(ta=t) o —Vozo | Ca§ /u%/z < Ce VT 4 Ca§ /uzw.
Thus, for ag small enough,
Tat2) = [ (24 = CluP) (120
3
> / (ui + u2) (t2)) — Ce Vom0 _ Cog /u2(t2)1/)
>

z /(ugzg + u2)(t2, z)p (\/E(ZE — cota — :EO)) dr — Ce—\/Emo;

I (t1) < / (u2 + v + Clul) (1)

< [ 2 +u) @yt 0V 1 cod [

Sg/<5+“thﬁ%%ﬂw—%h—mﬁaxh4n—$@ﬁm+oavma

Combining these estimates, we get
/(u?c + u?)(tg, x)p (\/E(:E — cot — :Eo)) dz

=2 / (u2 +12) (t1, ) (/o (r—cot1—(co—0") (ta—t1 ) —0) ) da: + Ce™ V7™,
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A.2. Proof of Lemma [2.9] The proof of Lemma [2.I]is based on the three conser-

vation laws, mass ([.2)), energy (IL3]) and integral (L.4).
Recall that

[ai=c [@ EB@Q)=ciEQ). /chci%/cz,

Let N>2 0<eny <...<cpand Ay, Ag, ..., Ay € R. Let u(t) be the solution
of (I.I)) satisfying (2.1]). Let

N
w(t) = u(t) — Z Qe (- — cjt — Ay).
j=1
By the uniqueness result in [I1], we have, for some C, ~ > 0,

lw(®) g < Ce™ ™

(A.2)
First, as in Step 1 of the proof of Lemma [[4] using Lemma 3.1 and (A 2),
Vg >0, Vit >0, / u’(t, x)dx < Ce™ V =, (A.3)
r<—zo+cnt

Second, following the proof of Lemma 7.4 in [25], using the exponential decay in
time (A.2)), there exists C' > 0 such that

vt > 0, / (z — c1t)*u?(t,z)dx < C (A4)
r>cyt
By the exponential decay properties of Q.,, we deduce from (A.3) and (A.4) that

Vit > 0, / (z — ent)*w?(t, z)dx + /
r<cnt

r>cyt

(x — c1t)?w’(t,x)dz < C.  (A.5)

From this, we deduce easily that [ |w(t)| — 0 as t — +oco. Indeed,

Juwons [ e[l [ )
:c<§cNt EcNt<:c<§c1t x>§clt

1

<c ( / <lw<$_cm>%w2<t>> o ( / |w<t>|2>% e ( / >§qt<ac—c1t>%w2<t>)é

< C’t_i + Ce™7t,

Appendix B. Proof of Claim 4]
Set D = %, E = DQ% = BQ_%, F= EQ% = DQ? = BQ. In particular,

/Bng/EQ?’:O.

First, we claim:
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Claim 10.

/L(B) g; = [ore+ Son- [ e - 2o+ e ®
/(D’)2 :/ E’)2+§/E2 —g/EQQ?’, (B.2)
/(D/)2Q6 = /(F’)2 +9/F2 — %/F@?& (B.3)

Proof of (B.I)).

[rmpd = [0@ ) - / (20QQ' + D'Q*)(DLQ' —2D'Q" - D'QY)
— [0-202@" + 5@ +200@ / D2(2(QQ'Q") — (Q(Q))")
=/( P-5QPQ+30(Q /D2

=/(D) (§Q3+EQ6 —/D2 3623—%@ +§Q9)-

Proof of (B.2)-(B.3). Let 8 > 0.

[lway]' = [wrae v op [02Qre? +20+9) [ Dr@@he
= [@R@ 4 0 (14 6@ PR - (14 5@ Q)
_ /(D/)2Q2(1+B) + D? (—ﬂ(l Q)20 — (1+ ﬁ)Q”QHzﬁ)

= /(Dl)2Q2(1+B) + (1 + ﬁ)D2 (_(1 + 5)Q2+26 + zﬁT‘F5Q5+25> .
(B.4)

Thus, applied to g = % and = 2,

firva fiv-3 -2 o
/(D')2Q6 = /(F’)2 +9/F2 _ %/FQQ?{

Note also that by definition of F and F':

/E2Q3 = /F2. (B.5)
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End of the proof of Claim @l We combine (BI)-(B2)-(B.3)-(B.A) to write

J L(B")B&; as a sum of two nonnegative quadratic forms in £ and F.
o3 (fir3 2 o)
+% (/(F’)2+9/F2—2—57/F2Q3>
—3/E2+§/F2—2/F2Q3
(e [
+E (/(F’) +41/F2 457/F2Q3>.

/(F’)2 + % /F2 457 /F2Q3 >0 (B.6)
/(E’ 27/E2Q3 >0, (B.7)

Proof. We use standard arguments from [31]. For g > 0, the operator

We claim

Claim 11.

w” + éﬂ@ﬂ +3)Q3w

has first eigenfunction Q? and first eigenvalue —32. In particular, for 8 = 4, it

follows that
44
Yw, /(w')2 + 16/w2 -5 /Q3w2 > 0. (B.8)

Note that this can also be deduced from (B.4)). Since %Q?’ < 3 from the expression

of @, we have proved (B.6]).
We also know that for % < B < 3, the operator defined in (B.8)) has exactly one

other eigenfunction Q'Q” ~3 with eigenvalue — (8 — %)2 In particular, with 8 = 3,
2
/wQ?’:/wQ'Qézo = /(w')Q—g/w2Q320.

In conclusion,

Q' 2141 23332 141 9.2
[rwpd = [p M [pages d [ 10 [ e

Appendix C. Proof of Claim

Here is an elementary claim that we will use frequently in this proof. The proof
is immediate and we omit it.
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Claim 12. Let Fy and Fy be two C* functions such that for all 0 < k < 5,
af,af,cr;,a; >0, L >0,

’ka)’ < Cre 17, for x >0, ]Fl(k)! < Cre™t ", forz < 0. (C.1)

|F2(k)| < C’ke_U;(””JFL), forx > —1L, |F2(k)| < CRe® @D forx < —L.  (C.2)
Then, for all k > 0,
if o7 #0F: ||[F\Fy||ga < Clemmin(or02)L,

_ C.3
Zf 0'1_ = O';.' ”F1F2HH4 < C]/CLG_Ul L, ( )

Since for all p > 0, ]R;p)\ < e Va5 by Claim [2, we easily check that for
Tk 7 Jis
||R]2'1R]2'2||H4 S e—2oot’ ||R]2'1Rj2Rj3||H4 S 6_300t7 ||Rj1Rj2Rj3Rj4||H4 S 6_400t7
and thus
B[l pe < €270
Note that for & > 0,

Ve, |QW() — (~sign )t (10)$e | < Cre ],
k1
Qg’;)(x) — (—sign x)k(lo)%c]?+3e—x/07|m| < CpeWveiltl,

To estimate Fs, we consider two different regions in space. Assume k > j. For
T >y = cpt + Ak, we have

| (4R(t,2) = 20V R

I H3 (@>yi)
=4 H (Qck (x —yp) — (10)%cée—@(Aj—Ak)e-@(%-CM%-@@-%)) R?
H3(z>y)
1
= (@ute = )~ )3efemveem ) g
H3(2>yg)
<C He—4\/c_k(x—yk)e—3\/c_j\x—yj\ 5 6_200t.
L2 (z>yy)
For x < yy, the following is straightforward
o~ VCr(T—Yk) 3H 3 < o200t
Hz]e R; H3(z<yy) " HRRR]HH?’(IQJC) ~ ¢ '

The case k < j is similar. We obtain
12| g1 S 7270

By the definition of z;x, it is clear that quadratic and higher order terms in Z in
the expression of E3 are controlled by =270 ie.

1Z4 s+ |1RZ® || s + | R*Z%|| s < €720
We now consider the remaining term in E3, which we can write as follows
Es=4 > Ry,R,R,Zjp,

J#k
11,09,13¢L;
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where L; = {(l1,l2,13)|lh = lp =13 = jor iy =ly = l3 < j}. In the sum defining
B3, if 11 # o, then
||Rl1R12||H4 S e_UOta
and thus, the decay of Z; 1,

”Rll R12R13 Zj,k HH4 5 6_200t’

Therefore, we only have to consider terms such that [y = Iy = I3 =1 > j. For such
j,k,l, we have immediately, by the decay of Ry,

||R?Zj7k||H4(m>yj) = e 270,

For y < y;, we use the space decay of A; on the left given in (£49) and (£354),

VB2l ey S € eVl Balem el o < emout,

We have just proved
B3| 1 S 727"
For E4, we use (£49]), ([455) and we argue as before for Es.
ol (g AT (g
E, = Z <4Zj,k —z;ke Vi k(@) —Z;»’Ike k(@ yl))R?_
J#k,5>1

For j #k, j>1,

_ Al _ _AII _
[(Z30.— e hntem) = spem it

9
—<(z—y;) ,—3/clr—
S\zj,k!He 2 (z—y;) p—3valz—yi]

H*(z>yj5) L2(z>y; )

< 6_200t.

~

The estimate for y < y; is immediate and we obtain
|Ballga S €270

Finally, we consider F5. As for Fj3, it is clear that quadratic and higher order
terms in W in the expression of E5 are controlled by e=270% i.e.

IR+ Z)*W2|ga + (R + )W s + [WH| o S €720

Similary, terms containing products of Z;j, and Z;’,IQII are also controlled directly by
the expression of Zj ;:

I((R+2Z)° = RO)W || ga < e720",

Therefore, it only remains to estimate the following term

N N j-—1
RW =33 > R (Zika+ Zi)
j= 27]2#;l 1
N N j-—1
= > R, R,R,W - ZZ R} (Zj i+ Zih) -
l1,l2,l3 j=2 L =1
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In the first sum on the right-hand side term, when I3 # Iy or I # I3 or Il # I3, the
corresponding term is immediately controlled:

> RyRLR,W| e >

l1,l9,l3
In#lm H4

Thus, it only remains to consider terms:
N N N j-1

ZZZZRi( kl2+Z klg)’

l1=1j=2 k=1 Ip=1
k#5 Loy

To estimate each term of this sum We distinguish the cases I; > I3 and l5 > [;. For
l1 > Iy, we use the estimate of AL kl for < 0 in ([@59). Indeed,

LII ‘

’ < 6_200t.
H(@<yy,) ~ 1%kl ~

IH
HRll J,k,l2 2
L m<912—yl1)

‘ =3 /e lel /ey le—(ei,—cry) t\‘

and a similar estimate for x > y;, is clear.
For the case Iy < lg, we argue similarly, but we use the estimate in (£59]) for

LII
x > 0 and the exact expression of z;
Jikil2)
3 LI LI
RhZ‘kl < | k,l |
JsR,t2 H4(x>y .7 2

‘e—i’xmxle—<\/@—v§f)<r—<w1 —e1,)t) ‘

L2 (z>y1, —yi,)
I LII
< e Ve klej—cklt o= Vi (1, —c;)t e~ W=y e —en)t

Let j; be such that ¢j, — ¢j,41 = minj(c; — ¢j41). We have

LIl LIl
(V Cl, — ’Yj k )(Ch - clz) > (\/ Cly, — ’Yj,k )(le - Cj1+1)7

LIT LIT
Vik (ciy — ¢j) > Vik (¢ — Cjrs1)-
Thus
H 3 LH < C_M‘cj_ck‘te_‘/@(cjl —Cj1+1)t < 6_200t.
]7k712 H4($>y12) ~ ~

The estimate for z <y, is clear for this term.
Thus, we have proved
1Es |72 < €727,
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