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CONSTRUCTION OF MULTI-SOLITONS FOR THE ENERGY-CRITICAL
WAVE EQUATION IN DIMENSION 5

YVAN MARTEL AND FRANK MERLE

ABsTRACT. We construct 2-solitons of the focusing energy-critical nonlinear wave equation
in space dimension 5, i.e. solutions u of the equation such that

u(t) = [Wi(t) + Wa(t)] = 0 ast— 4oo

in the energy space, where W7 and W5 are Lorentz transforms of the explicit standing soliton
W(z) = (14 |z>/15)7%/2, with any speeds £; # £2 (|€x] < 1). The existence result also
holds for the case of K-solitons, for any K > 3, assuming that the speeds £, are collinear.

The main difficulty of the construction is the strong interaction between the solitons
due to the slow algebraic decay of W (x) as |z| — +oo. This is in contrast with previous
constructions of multi-solitons for other nonlinear dispersive equations (like generalized KdV
and nonlinear Schrédinger equations in energy subcritical cases), where the interactions are
exponentially small in time due to the exponential decay of the solitons.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the main result. We consider the focusing energy-critical nonlinear wave

equation in dimension 5
{ OPu — Au — \u|%u =0, (t,z)€0,00) xR,
Ujg=0 = Up € Hl, atU|t:0 =u € L.

(1.1)

Recall that the Cauchy problem for equation (1)) is locally well-posed in the energy space

H' x L?, using suitable Strichartz estimates. See e.g. [26] 11} 16} 29, [30, 28, 12, 14]. Note
that equation (L)) is invariant by the H' scaling: if u(¢,z) is solution of (II)), then

1 t x
up(t,x) = WU <X’ X)

is also solution of (ILI]) and HuAHHl = ||lu|l 1. For H* x L? solution, the energy E(u(t), dyu(t))
and momentum M (u(t), dyu(t)) are conserved, where

Eu,v) = / /|v 2 0/|u|% M(u,v):/vVu.

Recall that the function W defined by

2\ 2 : ;
W) =1+ )  AW+Wi=0, zeR’, (1.2)

is a stationary solution, called soliton, of (ILI]). Using the Lorentz transformation on W, we
obtain traveling solitons: for £ € R®, with [£| < 1, let

We(x) =W ((ﬁ - 1) % +a:> ; (1.3)
1
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then u(t,z) = £Wp(z — £t) is solution of ([L.J).

Recall that an important conjecture in the field says that any global solution of (L))
decomposes as t — +00 as a finite sum of (rescaled and translated) solitons plus a radiation
(solution of the linear wave equation). Such a classification was achieved in the radial case in
[8] (in space dimension 3) but is still widely open in the nonradial case (see [9] and references
therein).

In this paper, we address the question of the construction of non trivial asymptotic behaviors
in the nonradial case. In this context, multi-solitons are canonical objects behaving as ¢t — oo
exactly as the sum of several solitons in the energy space. The main result of this paper is the
existence of 2-solitons for (LI]) and of K-solitons for K > 3 for collinear speeds.

Theorem 1 (Existence of multi-solitons). Let K > 2. For k € {1,...,K}, let \* > 0,
vy € RS, 1 = £1 and £ € R® with || < 1, £ # £y for k' # k.
Assume that one of the following assumptions holds
(A) Two-solitons (K = 2).
(B) Collinear speeds. For all k € {1,...,K}, £, = {re1 where £ € (—1,1).
Then, there exist Ty > 0 and a solution u of (L)) on [Ty, +00) in the energy space such that

K
) Lk At =y
im (lu(t) — S 2w, <#> — 0, (1.4)
t——+o00 ];::1 ()‘k )3/2 k )‘k i
K 00
lim ||Qpu(t) + > b (&, VIV, Ut /5 (S (1.5)
t—=+o0 k=1 ()\20)5/2 g )\zo L2

The question of existence and properties of multi-solitons for nonlinear models has a long
history starting with the celebrated works of Fermi, Pasta and Ulam [10] and Kruskal and
Zabusky [32], and closely related to the study of integrable equations by the inverse scattering
transform. We refer in particular to the review work of Miura [24] on multi-solitons for the
Korteweg-de Vries equation and to Zakharov and Shabat [33] for multi-solitons of the 1D cubic
Schrodinger equation. Recall that in integrable cases, these solutions are very special: they
are explicit and behave exactly as the sum of several solitons both at ¢ — +o00 and t — —oc.
In particular, they describe the collision and interaction of several solitons globally in time,
ie. for all t € (—o0,+00).

Apart from works on integrable models, there have been several proofs of existence of
multi-solitons for nonlinear dispersive equations, starting with [22] for the L? critical nonlin-
ear Schrodinger equation and [17] for the subcritical and critical generalized Korteweg-de Vries
equations. Note that [17] also contains a uniqueness result in the energy space, whose proof is
specific to KdV type equations. Concerning existence, the general strategy of these works is
to build backwards in time a sequence of approximate solutions satisfying uniform estimates
and then to use a compactness argument. In [I7] and also in [I8], concerning the subcriti-
cal nonlinear Schrédinger equation, uniform estimates are deduced from long time stability
arguments, adapted from the previous works [31] (for single solitons) and [20] (for several de-
coupled solitons). Later, the strategy of these works was extended to the case of exponentially
unstable solitons, see [4] for the construction of multi-solitons and [3] for the classification of all
multi-solitons of the supercritical generalized KAV equation. In these papers, the exponential
instability is controled through a simple topological argument.
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For the Klein-Gordon equation, the strategy was adapted by Cote and Munoz [5] (for real
and unstable solitons) and Bellazzini, Ghimenti and Le Coz [I] (for complex, stable solitons).
For the water-waves system, see the recent work of Ming, Rousset and Tzvetkov [23].

Note that all the works mentioned before are for exponentially decaying solitons, and thus
exponentially small interactions as ¢ — +00. The main difficulty of constructing multi-solitons
for (II)) is due to the algebraic decay of W, which implies that the solitons have strong in-
teractions, of order t~3. For the Benjamin-Ono equation, multi-solitons exist with solitons
behaving algebraically at oo, but they are obtained explicitly using the integrability of the
equation (see e.g. [2I] and [25]). Stability and asymptotic stability of such multi-solitons is
proved in [13], but relying on specific monotonicity formulas for KdV type equations. In [15],
devoted to the construction of multi-solitons for the Hartree equation, solitons are also decay-
ing algebraically. However, in that case, the potential related to the soliton is exponentially
decaying, which allows a decoupling facilitating the construction of an approximate solution
at order t~™ for arbitrarily large M. For M > My large enough, an actual solution can then
be constructed close to this approximate solution. Such decoupling is not present in the case
of the energy critical wave equation (LI]) and it seems delicate to construct sharp approximate
multi-solitons (i.e. at order = for large M).

1.2. Comments on Theorem [Il (1) Each soliton being exponentially unstable, it can be
derived as a consequence of the proof that the multi-solitons constructed in Theorem [ are
unstable. Uniqueness of multi-soliton in the energy space, up to the unstable directions, is an
open problem as for the nonlinear Schréodinger equation. The uniqueness statements in [17]
and [3] are specific to KdV-type equations.

The global behavior of u(t) i.e. for ¢t < Tj is an open problem. We conjecture that it does
not have the multi-soliton behavior as t — —oo. We refer to [19] for the proof of nonexistence
of pure multi-solitons in the case of the (non integrable) quartic generalized Korteweg de Vries
equation for a certain range of speeds.

(2) Dimension N > 6. We expect that Theorem [ still holds true for the energy-critical
wave equation for space dimensions N > 6. Indeed, at the formal level, all the important
computations of this paper can be reproduced for N > 6. However, the lack of regularity of
the nonlinearity create several additional technical difficulties, which we choose not to treat in
this paper. Recall that such difficulties were overcome for the Cauchy problem in the energy
space in [2].

(3) Dimension 3 and 4. We conjecture that in this case, there exists no multi-soliton in the
sense (L4)-(LH), for any value of K > 2. Heuristically, from the asymptotics as |z| — oo,
W(z) ~ |z|>~" in dimension N, the interaction between two solitons of different speeds is
t27N ie. t!in dimension 3, and t~2 in dimension 4. Following our method, these interactions
are too strong and create diverging terms in the construction. However, to prove nonexistence
of multi-soliton rigorously, one would need a priori information on any multi-soliton, which
is an open problem for any dimension N > 3.

1.3. Strategy of the proof. First, we note that Theorem [I] in case (A) follows from case
(B) with K = 2 and the Lorentz transformation. See Section 5 for a detailed proof, inspired
by arguments in [14] [9].

The proof of Theorem [] in case (B) follows the strategy by uniform estimates and com-
pactness introduced in [I7] and [I8], but due to the algebraic decay of the solitons, proving



4 Y. MARTEL AND F. MERLE

uniform estimates is more delicate. For k € {1,..., K}, let A® > 0, y° € R5 and £, € R®
with €| < 1, £, # £ for k' # k.

Let S,, = 400 as n — oo and, for each n, let u,, be the (backwards) solution of (I.I]) with
data at time S,

nS) = 3 (o), (1.6
k=1 (A7) AR
K
L x— S, —y©
Opu(Sn, x) ~ —Z W@k - VWe,) (#) . (1.7)
k=1

(See (@) for a precise definition of (un(Sy), Orun(Sy)). The goal is to prove the following
uniform estimates on the time interval [Tp, Sy,

K

Lk . fkt - yzo 1
un(t) - s We ( ) > 5 g (18)
Zooppr e\ )| R
Ko =yt — Y _1
k=1 k k L2

for Tj large independent of n. Indeed, the existence of a multi-soliton then follows easily from
standard compactness arguments (note that we also obtain bounds on weighted higher order
Sobolev norms for (uy,dyuy,) which facilitate the convergence). Thus, we now focus on the
proof of (LY)—(LA). Note first that such long time stability estimates cannot be true for any
initial data of the form (LO)—(L7); indeed, to take into account the exponential instability of
each soliton Wy, , we need to adjust the initial condition (uy,(Sy,), Osun(Sy)). This adjustment
relies on a simple topological argument on K scalar parameters, first introduced in a similar
context in [4].
We introduce

e=up— Y Wi, 1=0mun+ Y (& VW),
k k

where
W t,x _ Lk W <x—£kt—yk(t)>
k(t, ) )\i/2 (1) Ly e (£)

By a standard procedure, in the definition of Wy, the modulation parameters A, (t) and y(t)
are chosen close to A?° and y¢° in order to obtain suitable orthogonality conditions on (g,7).
The equation of (e,7n) is thus coupled by equations on A\; and yj. See Lemma [3.11

The general strategy of the proof of the uniform estimates (L8)—(L9) is to use global
functionals that are locally of the form

g2,

(S

/ Vel2 4 Inl? +2 (6 - Vo) n — I Wil
Lty (t)

around each soliton Wy, i.e. in regions x ~ £yt + yx(t). Note that the coercivity of such
functional under usual orthogonality conditions on (g, 7) is standard. The difficulty is to “glue”
these K functionals to obtain a unique global functional on (g,7) which is locally adapted to
each soliton Wj.
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In case (B) of Theorem [, we assume £ = {ye; and —1 < {1 < ... < £ < 1. To prove
(LR)-(T9), we introduce the following energy functional

Hc= [ Ex+2 [t
where £ is the following “linearized energy density”
10 10 4
Exc = Vel +Inf2 = 2 (|50, W+l — [ Wil ¥ = IS, Wils (S, Wh)e),  (1.10)

and the bounded function yg (¢, x) is equal to £; in a neighborhood of the soliton W}, and

close to %+ in “transition regions” between two solitons (see (f.I3]) for a precise definition).

Note that the functional H is inspired by the ones used in [I7] and [I§] for the construction
of multi-solitons for (gKdV) and (NLS) equations in energy subcritical cases.

The functional H g has the following two important properties (see Proposition [£.2] for more
precise statements):

(1) Hx is coercive, in the sense that (up to unstable directions, to be controled separately),
it controls the size of (¢,71) in the energy space

Hic ~ el + lnlZe.

(2) The variation of H is controled on [Tp, S| in the following (weak) sense

- % (BPHEK) S5 (1.11)

Note that the term ¢2 in the right-hand side is related to interactions between solitons.

Therefore, integrating (LIT]) on [¢, S, ], from (L6)—(L7), we find the uniform bound, for any
t e [T(), Sn],

lell o + Imll 2 < 72

By time integration of the equations of the parameters, the above estimate implies
yr() =yl St () = A S
and (L8)—(L9) follow.

Acknowledgements.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We denote

@@Hz/w Mﬁzﬂw,@@mz/ww@|w§=/ww.

(1) (1)

(9.9) , = @2+ (k) o (3.9), = (09w + (hh)

For

S

- 2 2
oo IllE = llgllgn + 12z
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When x; is seen as a specific coordinate, denote
5
T=(12,...,25), Vg=(0nsg:...,0n9), Dg=) 02g.
For -1 </{<1,
(0.2 = (=) [ dusg0mg+ [ Va-Va. ol = 0.0
More generally, for £ € R® such that || < 1,

(9,9) 13 Z/[Vg-Vé—(KVg)(f'Vé)], g% = llgllZ — 1€ - Vgllz-

Observe that if we define

B 1 ) L) .
W”*‘(Qﬁ?m2l)rw +>’

and similarly g, ge, then

- 1,
(9, 30) 7y = (1= 1€1*)% (9:9) - (2.1)
Let A and A be the H! and L2 scaling operators defined as follows
3 ~ B ~ > A
Ag=359+z-Vg, Ag=gg+z-Vg, AV=VA, AZ(&)- (2.2)

Let

J:<_01 é)

Recall the Hardy and Sobolev inequaliies, for any v € H!,

@E</ww, 2.3
ap S
ol < 19022 (2.4

Set (z) = (14 \x!z)% and
\w%z/me+wmwwmm M&=/ﬂm@ﬁ+wwm%mm.

If g € C([t1,t2], Y?) then the unique solution v € C([t1,t], H') of d}v—Av = g with v(t;) = 0
and dpv(t) = 0, satisfies (v,v;) € O([t1,t2],Y! x Y?) and

¢
[[(v, v6) (@) ly 130 < / lg(s)llyods. (2.5)
t1
Moreover, the following estimate holds, for all v € Y1,

4 1
o5 vllyo S lollZ, [[ol3- (2.6)

Thus, it follows from a standard argument (fixed point) that (L) is locally well-posed in the
space Y x YO with a time of existence depending only on the size of the Y x Y° norm of
the initial data.
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For initial data in the energy space H' x L2, the Cauchy problem is also locally well-posed in
a certain sense, using suitable Strichartz estimates ; we refer to section 2 of [14] and references
therein.

Denote

4 10
flu) = fulsu,  F(u) = =uls
2.2. Emergy linearization around W. Let

L=-A—f(W), (Lg,g)= / Vgl — f'(W)g?,

L 0 L
H = < 0 Id >7 (HG,G)2 = (Lg,9)12 + Hh”%z

Let ¢ be small in the energy space. Then, expanding, integrating by parts, using the equation
of W and (24]), one has

BOV +g.0) = EW.0) - [@W + 5w+ 5 ( [ 199 - 7o) + 5 [ 1
- [ (v 49— FO¥) - w19 - Sr0w)g?)

= E(W,0) + % (Lg,9) 2 + 5 Hh||L2 +O(lgl G- (2.7)

In this paper addressing the case of several sohtons7 it is crucial to be able to spacially split
the solitons. For some 0 < o < 1 to be fixed, set

p(z) = (1+Jz[>) 7 (2.8)
We gather here some properties of the operator L.

Lemma 2.1 (Spectral properties of L). (i) Spectrum. The operator L on L? with domain H?
is a self-adjoint operator with essential spectrum [0,+00), no positive eigenvalue and only one
negative eigenvalue —\g, with a smooth radial positive eigenfunction Y € S(R%). Moreover,

LAW) = L(0;;W) =0, foranyj=1,...,5. (2.9)

There exists > 0 such that, for all g € H', the following holds.
(i) Coercivity with W orthogonality (Appendix D of [27]).

5
1
(Lg,9) 2 > 1 gl — . (9 AW+ (9,05, W) 50 + (9. W) % (2.10)
7j=1
(iii) Coercivity with Y orthogonality.
1 5
(Lg:9) 12 = mllgllip — . (9 AW 2+ (9,00, W)y + (.Y )72 (2.11)
j=1
(iv) Localized coercivity. For a > 0 small enough,

5
1
/|V9|2902 —f'W)g* > M/|V9|2902 o (9 AW+ D (9,00, W) 50 + (9.Y) %
Jj=1

(2.12)
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Proof. (i) contains well-known facts on L that are easily checked directly. We refer to Appendix
D of [27] for the proof of (2.I0). The proof of (iii) is standard since (LY,Y") < 0.
Proof of (2.12)). By direct computations

/\V 99)| /\Vg!2 ? /\glzsoAcp

Note that (here the space dimension is 5)

¥

Ap = —2a ((3 - 2a)|z|* +5) AT

and thus |Ap| < 10a< 7 and thus by (23),

2
[ 19Peial < 10a / 953 < 9la) / Vg0l

where d(a) — 0 as a — 0. This implies the following estimate
192 = [19a0P| < s [ 1900 219
We check that

(g1 = @), AW ) [ +1 (91 = 0,00, W) g [+ [ (9(1 = 9),Y) 2| < 0() lgepll - (2.14)
Indeed, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the decay properties of W and Hardy inequality,

(9(1 =), AW)H1 = (9(1 — @), A(AW)) 7,
99) 2 2 (z)? 2
< [ [1aam)pn— o < o(@ lovl:
the rest of the proof of (2Z14]) is similar. We also have
4 1— 4 2
[wiga-<|=Ewiwd| (O sa@laelh. )
Lo

()?
By (2I1) applied to g and then ([2I4]), for o small,

5
1
(L(g®), 9¢) 12 > nllgellsn — - ((gw,AW LY (99,05, W) %0 + (g9, W)in)
7=1
1 5
> (1= 6() gl — - (9, AW) 20 + 3 (9,00, W) 50 + (9, W)
7j=1
Finally, using (2.13) and (215]) we get ([212), for a small enough. O
2.3. Energy linearization around W,. For —1 < ¢ < 1, let
1 = 24 52 N 3
Wix) =W | —,7|, (1—-0)0;, Wi+ AW, +W}? =0, 2.16
Z( ) <m > ( ) L Ve Y4 ¢ ( )

so that u(t,z) = Wy (z1 — £t, ) is a solution of (LI). Note that

E(W,, —(0,, W) —52/1@01%\2 — (1— B EW,0). (2.17)
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Let
Ly=—(1-10%)02 — A — f'(Wy), (2.18)
(Leg,g) g2 = (1— £2) / 100y g” + / (Vg2 — F(W)g?) . (2.19)
—A— (W, 00, o
m= (T ) G0 = Lo+ O 220)
T1

As before, Ly and H; are related to the linearization of the energy around W,. Indeed,
proceeding as in (2.7),

E(WZ + g, _ga:mWZ + h) + 6/8961 (Wf + g)(—&?ng + h)
= E(Wy, L0y, Wy) — 12 / (0, Wy)?
- [@awig [ swig—e [@awon+ & [@wog+e [@nwon

1 1
w5 [ g [(99P = o) ¢ [ hong+ Ollgl).
and thus, using ([2.I6]) and (2.17),
E(WZ +9, —gasz + h) + 6/8961 (Wf + g)(—&?ng + h)

1 1 S
= (1= C)2E(W.0) + 5 (Heg. §), + Ollglf0).

The following functions appear when studying the properties of the operators H, and HyJ

2N _ AW, 2V 0z, Wy W W
Zt _<—€8x1AWg A= cgoaw, ) 20 =\ —ionwe )

. RNV
R (00,2 P9 v,) e Vi
e =Y\ i=p®) 4= e/
Yo Vit
We gather below several technical facts.
Claim 1. The following hold for any —1 < £ < 1,
(i) Properties of L.
4 I
Le(AWy) = Lg(0:,Wy) =0, LYy = =AYy, LWy = —§Wg37 (2.21)
(ii) Properties of H, and H,J.
. e . 4 3
HZN=H,ZY =0, HZY = -3 ( ng’ > , (2.22)
_. — 4 10 = 1=
<HgZ£W, ZXV) L= [ W —HIZE) = V(- )22 (2.23)

(z8.20) = (20.20) =0, (Z07F) = (20.%F) =0 (224)
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(iii) Antecedents. There exist Zzt such that
Hif = ZF, (Hibaf) =0, (31.2)) = (#.2") =0 (@)

Proof. The proof of (2.21]) follows from the same properties at £ = 0.
Next, note that for any function g,

() =(5) () (), =m0

Proof of Z22). First, by 286) and @21), H,(Z}) = Hg(ngj) = 0. The identity concern-
ing ZXV also follows directly from (2.:26]) and (2.21]).

Proof of ([2.23). Note that

4
—H,J = _Eaﬂﬂl A+ %W; .
1d — 10,

On the one hand,

L, L0/, PRV
— 00y, ((f@;plYeﬂ: VAo Ye>€ 12 1) +A<Y£€ Vi-e 1) +§Were e

-
o . _ 2 AV
= (et L Oy BT

V1— (2

= £V o(1 = )} (£ h(1 = )5V + 00, Yp)) € Vi
On the other hand,

/xg . Ao . /o .
<€8x1ng: v Y£> eix/l—ﬂ ! — L0y, <Y£ei\/1e 1) =4/ No(1 _EQ)%YZei et

M

N
Thus, —HJ(Z5) = +£/Ao(1 — £2)2 ZF.
2

(by parity), we have <Zé\, ZXV)E = <Z€vk, ZlW)E = 0. Next, from (Z24]), the fact that Hy is
self-adjoint in L? and ([222), we have

TV (1 — £2)3 (Z}A, Z})LZ - <Z£,H4J(Z}))L2 - <HgZé\, J(Z;))Lz — 0.

Proof of ([2.24]). Since (ijAW, (‘9QCJ.I/I/)L2 =0 (Hl scaling) and <8xj8xj,W, 8ij)L =0

The identity (2_7 7 Zlft) = 0 is proved in a similar way.
Proof of [228). We set

JZ* 5 -
-t / A+ ZA Vi +Z7Vj
YT oy T +2 a2

are chosen so that

-+ ZA -+ ZV;
VA ) :< A J) =0.
(Zf )= Gt )y

j=1

where o>* and Vit
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By 222) and 223), we have H,ZF = ZF. Finally, Hy being self-adjoint, we have

(HiZE ZF) .= F o :q:;(z*ijz“ﬂ =0
e o )) . VA= )2\ e

We claim the following coercivity results with Z ,;t orthogonalities.

Lemma 2.2. Let —1 < ¢ < 1. There exists u > 0 such that, for all § € H' x L2, the following
holds.
(i) Coercivity of Hy with Zlft orthogonalities.

5
L . 1 L o\2 Lo \2
(Hig. )1 = gl — -, | (6. AWy + D (9.0, W03 + (3.77) , + (9.70),,
7=1
(2.27)
(ii) Localized coercivity. For a > 0 small enough,
/ (IVglPe® = f'(We)g® + h*o* + 20(05, 9)h?)
1 > S \2
> u/ (IVgl* + n?) ©* — . (9 AW 2 + > (9,00, W0) 5, (g,Z+>L2 - <§, Z[)L2
7j=1
(2.28)

Proof. Proof of ([2.27). By a standard argument, it is equivalent to prove
(9. AWy = (9.:05,W0) sy = (3.27) , =0 =  (Hg.g)2 = ulgly  (2:29)
Note that the proof of (2.29) is largely inspired by Proposition 2 in [5], Lemma 5.1 in [7], and
Proposition 5.5 in [6].
Case { = 0. Note that in this case Z& = < + “Y),\OY >, and g as in (2.29) thus satisfies

the orthogonality conditions (g, AW) ;1 = (g, aij)Hl =(9,Y);2 = 0. Then, (229)) follows
from (2.11)).
Case ¢ # 0. Note that ([2Z27) is thus equivalent to

(9:AWo) g = (9,00, We) sy = (HeG, %) o =0 = (HiG,9) 12 = pellgll- - (2:30)
We decompose g and Ezt as follows
G=aZ}V +g-, #=a*Z)V + 55 gﬁ:(;"ﬁ), ﬁ“z(jﬁ%) (2.31)
where a and a® are chosen so that
(gJ‘,Wg)Hl - <ZZ:1’J_,W()H1 ~0. (2.32)

£ 4

We still have
<gl,AWg>H1 = <gl,8ijg>H1 —0, (Z;tll,AWg>H1 = (25%0.,m2) . =0,

1
14 14 14 HZ
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Note that since (see (2.22]) and (2.10))

. 2\ a92 N
ngsz—%(We >:§<(1 6)8x1Wg+AWg>7

W~

0

([2:32) is equivalent to

(Hg 7] )L2 - <H42;t’L,Z7V>L2 —0. (2.33)

The decompositions (231)) being orthogonal with respect to (Hy.,.);2, we have
(HZ§7 g)LZ = (12 (HZZ?/7ZX/>L2 + <HZ§L7§J—)
SW 7 il gl
0= (3t ) = @52 (M2 28+ (HzEt aer)

0= (Hgg,zz )L2 = aa™ <HEZX/,ZZV> , <H[’L _’il) , (2.34)

L2
which imply (recall that (HngW, Z_;W) L < 0), from ([2.23),

(Hggd‘ z—'—yl> <H gd_ —;+J_)
oo e L2 Sl =l
(Heg,9) 12 = + (Hgo5") - (2.35)

Y ), (),

Let

- L - L
(ng,zg’ > , (ng,ij’ > ,
A= sup L L

despan(z 45 \/ (Hez " 50") |, (HB,) \/ (Hez*50) , (Hi5.8)

Since (Hy.,.) is positive definite on Span(AW,, AAW,, Ad, W)+, applying Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to each of the term of the product above, we find A < 1. Moreover, A = 1 would
imply that Z, + and Z, L are proportional, which is clearly not true for £ # 0 (for example,

due to different behavior at oo of Z,;t) Thus, A < 1. As a consequence, we also obtain that
for all & € Span(AW,, AAW,, Ad,; W)+,

(Ha7),, (#e.5)
. oo L L oo
() s (1) | 06.6),

Thus, by ([2.33) and then (21I0) (after change of variables),

< A(H(@, @) .

2
(Heg,§);2 = (1= A) (Hg".5") | = e 7|

The result then follows from |a| < ||G*|| & from ([2.34).
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Proof of (2.28]). First, we apply (2.27) on Gp:
(He(G), ) 12 = it |3l

5
I _ I
— = | G, AW + ) (G, 0, W) 3 + (gso, Z*) L+ (gcp, Z, )
)2 ¢ = ¢ L
Recall that

(HiGo)Go)ie = [ V(o = 5 [Wie w2t [ on(goie) + [ 122

Note that 0,,¢ = l_f‘m%go and so

/%(gap)(gso) —/ 19)h ' '/gh 11 P)p '<Ca/\th!—
<Ca </ (Zg)zzf </\h!2<f>2>é < Ca/!V(gsO)lz +Ca/\h!2<p2-

Thus, using (213,

(He(G), G) 2 — / (IVgl? = f'(We)g® + h? + 20(0:,9)h) | < 8(a) || Gepll T, -
To complete the proof, we just notice that as in (2.14))
(90 =), Z¢) | < 3@ gels (2:36)
and similarly for the other scalar products appearing in (2.28)), and as in (2.15),
/ < 8(a) lgell 3 - (2.37)
Combining these estimates, we obtain ([2.28)), for a small enough. O

2.4. Energy linearization around Wj,. We only define some notation generalizing the pre-
vious section. For £ € R® such that |[€] < 1, W defined in (I3) solves

7
AWy —£-V(£- VW) + Wj = 0. (2.38)

The following operators are related to the linearization of the energy around Wy

Le=-A—£-V(€-V)— f/(Wy), Hy= < —A—fI(We) —£-V >

£-V Id
Set
ZA _ AW, 7Y _ 0z, We W _ We
£ —£-V(AW,) )7 ¢ —£-V(0,Wy) ) T —£-VW, )’
V20 gy
vi_v 1 L) AL o) P <e'VYg:|: @9@) 7t
— _ + €T R e -
¢ V1—|e]? €2 ¢ + V20 g,
Yee 1—(e|2
Note from ([2.24) and (2:23)),

AN 2V F+
(2.7 )L2 - (4.7 )L2 =0, (2.39)
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— HpJZF = £/ 2o(1 = |€2)2 Zf. (2.40)

3. DECOMPOSITION AROUND THE SUM OF K SOLITONS

We prove in this section a general decomposition around K solitons. Let K > 1 and for
any k€ {1,..., K}, let \° >0, y° € R®, £, € RS, €| < 1 with £/ # £ for k' # k.
First, for G = (G, H), set

it —y° o
o) Lk T — Ll — Yy e Val
0)ta) = G (TR )L dra= | o
¢ ()2 Y ) T H

k

In particular, set
0" We,
WP = 07°We,, Wi° =
e Ry
k
Second, for C! functions A (t) > 0, y(t) € R to be chosen, let
Ot — S > —G
0.G)(t2) = i (LU ga (g ), Gd= | M
X324 Ak (t) Ly
k Ak 0L H
(3.1)
In particular, set
B 0L W,
Wi = 0, Wy , Wi = £l . (3.2)
* k(Y W)

Y
In what follows Z£{=1 is often simply denoted by >, .

Lemma 3.1 (Properties of the decomposition). There exist Ty > 1 and 0 < §g < 1 such that
if u(t) is a solution of (L) on [T1,Ts], where Ty < Ty < T, such that

Vit € [Tl, TQ], < dp, (3.3)

H1xL2

a(t) = Wie(t)
k

then there exist C1 functions A\ > 0, yi, on [Ty, Ts] such that, (t) being defined by
€ u >
&= , U= = Wi + €, 34
3 < " > u < u ) Zk: K+ E (3.4)

the following hold on [Ty, T3].
(i) First properties of the decomposition.

(579k(AW£k))Hl}k = (5,9k(aij£k))Hé =0, (3.5)
k

Ae(t) = AT+ [ye(t) =yl + 1€l S

(t) = Wi(t)
k

H1xL?
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(ii) Equation of €.

&t = T]+MOd€

77t=A€+f<ZWk+5) —f(ZWk) + Rw + Mod,
k

k

where

Mod. = Z —9k (AWe,) + 3 25 0,(VIVg)
k

A
Mody = =3~ To i 0u(VAWe,) = 3 T3 - 00(V (€ - VIV, ).

k Tk k

(iii) Parameters equations.

DO+ 1w S @ -
k

(iv) Unstable directions. Let

Then,

4 s+ Y0

1EDIE | 1

t

0 |ek|2>%z;:<t>' < I +

+ 3

15

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

Proof. Step 1. Decomposition. Let Ty > 1, fix t > Tj and assume that (3.3) holds for ¢. Let

I = (N ¥ ket k) T = e Yidreq,. iy € ((0,400) x R

where A\ and yy are to be found (depending on t). Consider the map

®: H' x ((0,400) x R®)E — ROK
(w, F) — ((w + Z W,?/O — Z Hk/ng,,Qk(AWek))Ht}k,
k/

(w+ Z Wk’ Z ek’Wék/ ) ek(aﬂﬂl Wzk))Hl )
/ k'

7(W+ZWIS’O - Zek'Wkaek(aﬂcswfk))Hl} ) ’
k! F ke{l,...,.K}

k.l



16 Y. MARTEL AND F. MERLE

where 0, is defined in ([3.1]). By explicit computations, we have
(drq)((), re). f)k

A
B < A (65 (AW, ), 657 (AW, ) i +Z Azo (05 (VWe,, ), 022 (AWy,)) i
k! 4 / .

5‘ ! 00 00 y / 00 00

Y077 (AW, ), 05° (00, W) g1 + B (03 (YW, ), 07 (00, We, ) g1 - -
k! )\k’ Ly k! Ak’ Ly

xk/ o0 o0

oo (O (AWe,), 02 (00, W2,) " +§ >\°° (05 (YW, ). 67 (025 W2,) )
k! k! k! k

Thus, by parity property, <8ij/V, 81,3 W) o= 0 and the decay properties of W,

(dp@(o,r“) T)k

Ykl

)\oo (ek (arlwfk) ek (8901W€k))]{1 Yo

( S R (AWe) 0 (AW, )

y
)\S (ek (amswlk) ek (8905W€k)) ) +&-

where HSH S TLO Hence, dr®(0,I'*°) is invertible for Tj large enough, with a lower bound

uniform in I'*°. Moreover, ®(0,1'°°) = 0. Therefore, by the implicit function theorem (in fact,
a uniform variant of the IFT), there exist 0 < 0; < 1, 0 < d2 < 1, and a continuous map

v BH1 (0,51) — B((07+OO)XR5)K(FOO,52),
such that for all w € By (0,61) and all T' € B (g 4o0)xr5)x (I, 02),
®(w,I') =0 if and only if T' = ¥(w).

Moreover,
(W (w) = T[S llwll -
This defines a continuous map ¢ € [T1, Ta] = (Ax(t), Y&(f))keq1,....x} such that

u(t) =Y We(t)
k it

and such that £(t) defined by (B.4]) satisfies the orthogonality conditions (3.3]). Since

[Ak(t) = A+ [yr(®) =¥ S

W) = W@l gn S A@) = A+ ye(t) — vl (3.14)
we have
“W)lle S D MWe(t) = W)l g + || @) — > Wi (#)
k k H1x L2
k Hlx L2

and (3.0)) is proved.
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For future reference, note that

@29 (Wi () - W=(1)

LSO AT ) -y (3.15)

Thus, if (u(t), du(t)) € Y! x YO, then we have

oo

1) 2Vl 2 + 1) 20 ()]l .2 S

L2
+ || ()12 <3tU(t)+Z(fk'VW§°)(t)> + 17 ||a() —ZWEO(t) :
k L2 k HlxI?2
and also
IE®) [y 1eyo S B2 ||a(t) — Y W (t) (3.16)
k Yixyo

Step 2. Equation of &' and parameter estimates. We formally derive the equations of £(t),
Ak(t) and yg(t) from the equation of u. First,

12
Et = Ut — Z@th =n— Z /\—Z . Qk(VWek) — Z at(Hngk)
k k

=+ Z —ek (AWe,) + Z = 0p (VW ), (3.17)
since, by direct computations,

)'\ .
RO (AWe,) — 2K 0, (VW,). (3.18)

010k Wy, ) = b

Second (using (2.2)))

12
ne = uw + O <Z— 0x(VWe,) > =Au+ ‘U’%U_Z u 0 (V (L, - VW)
k

A
- Z—ek 0, (VAW,, ) — i—%.ek(V(ek-vwek)).
k
Using u = ), 0, Wp, + €, we have
Au = zk: i—%(AWek) + Ae, (3.19)
and
lul5u = f(u) =Y F(6:We,) + (Z f/(Ongk)> e+ Ry + Rw, (3.20)
k k

where Ry is defined in (B.8)) and

o) o) (50

k
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Since 4 0
FOWe) = 5 f(We). ' 0:We,) = =5 f'(We,),
we obtain
Au+ |u|3u = ZF <Ang +W£3k> + Ae + 3 Z—lW;k €+ Rni + Rw -
E Tk kAL
Using (2.38)), we obtain
7 0 4
= ADet g ST 2w, | e+ Rau + Rw
kAL
.0 :
-y Ak)\—'; O (VAVG, ) — % (VL - VIV, ).
k k
k k
In conclusion for &, we obtain
& = L&+ Mod + Ryp, + Ry, (3.21)
where
> 0 ! = 0 = 0
L= , Rn1, = Ry = , (3.22
(kel’}Q 4/3>0 NL <RNL> W <RW> ( )
and
Mod = Z ekzek Z Yk 7y (3.23)
Step 3. Now, we derive the equatlons of \x and yj, from the orthogonality (3.0). First,
d
g (5,91(/“/1/131))1;@1 = (5t,91(AW£1))Hl}1 + (&, 0 (91(AW21)))H51 =0

Thus, using (3.17)),

0= (AW — (=5 AT
ii <(91(AWe1) OL(AWe)) iy = (= (91(A2Wel)))yl;l>
1 yi
N <A_1 . el(Vwel),Hl(Ang)> . <g, n .el(VAng)> "

K .
A
+ 30| S Ok (AW,), 01(AWE, ) g1 + 0L (VWe,), 01 (AWy,) . (3.24)
i\ M “ Ak Hy
- 1
By the decay properties of Wy and integration by parts, we note that

+ < el (3.25)

l
1AW |+ (502741721 "
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Next, by 2.1)),
1
(91(AWe1)791(AWel))Hgl — (s (91(A2We1)))@1 = (1= &)z AW %, + O(lIE]e),
and by parity,

<§_1 - 01(VWy,), 91(AW£1)> =0, <E,§\’—1 . 91(VAW¢1)> L= O(ly1 gl &)-

Hgl Hy,
Concerning the last terms, we claim, for k € {2,..., K},
A (g (AW ). 00 AW )y |+ | (50w o) | < (2] 435
)\k k7 ! Hll )\k 1 ! Hé ~ t3 )\k )\k
1
(3.26)
Indeed, estimate (3.20)) is a direct consequence of the following technical result.
Claim 2. Let 0 < r9 < 17y be such that ri +r9 > % For t large, the following hold.
S>3 then / WA | Wal™> < 572 (3.27)
~Ifry < 3 then /\le”yWQyT? < P32, (3.28)

Proof of Claim[2. Estimates written in this proof are for t large enough, and all constants
may depend on £;. For convenience, we denote

pr =x — Lt —yr(t), Qi(t) = {x such that |pg| < |1 — ¢2|t/10}.
Note that, for t large,

1 1
for x € Qo, |[Wh(z)| < S ,
» IM@OIS T = Gy T
1 1
for z € QF, |W: < - <
or x 2 ’ 2(‘T)’N(<p2>+t)3wt3
1 1
3

forz € Qf, [Wi(2)| £ +—n
b MO Gy

AN

Case r1 > %, ro > % Then,

e g e [ et [ s e [l g e,
Q2 Qy
Case 1, > %, 0<ry < % In this case,
|owarwape s [ L
o {(o2) + 17 (o)

1 dm < t—3(r1+r2)+5 S t_3T2,

5/(<$>+t)3r1 <$>3r2 ~

and

| e [ e,
of
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Case 0 <r; < %, 0<ry < %, 1+ 1o > % First, as before,
[l wape s s nmp g s,
Qo 1

Next, by Holder inequality,

1 2

- 1 r1+719 1 r1tr2
W™ Wo |2
/mlumc' WA S /Qlc (p1) + £)301+72) /a (p2) + £)301F72)

< $3(ri+r2)+5

The claim is proved O

In conclusion of the previous estimates, the orthogonality condition (&, 01 (AWy,)) = 0,
1

gives the following

K
al S el + 5Tl + 5 D (1l + 19 (3.29)
k=1
Using the other orthogonality conditions, we obtain similarly, for £ =1,...,5,
. 1 K
Al S Nellp + 19el 1815 + 5 D (Wl + bl (3.30)
. K
96l S g+ el 1805+ 75 > (IAwl+1vel) - (3.31)
k'=1

Combining these estimates, we find (3.I1). Note that equation (3.:24) and the corresponding
formula for A\, and yy, for k£ > 1, where £'is replaced by 4 — ), W}, form a nondegenerate first

order differential system, whose unique solution is (A, yx)x, which justifies the C! regularity
of the parameters.

Step 4. Unstable directions. Recall that the quantities z,f are defined through the L?
scalar product zj(t) = (E(t), ékZi>L2. Recall also that Zlfi € S. By [B.2I)), we have

Gt =5 (502) - (5.02) , + (=0 (A7),
= (E20.72) , + % (26vZE)

+ )\_1 ((51 49179:’1229? - (ﬁglﬁfi)LJ + i\’—i . ((5122,512Z>L2 — (aélvzi)LJ

K .
g FN § S+ Ye (g 5V 7 7+ 5 5 g gt
+3 <>\_k (ekzzk,elz,ﬁ)m - <9kzek,elz£1)m> + (Fw +RW,91221>L2.
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First, by direct computations, using (2.40]),

(), o (i)

5 (B0 (HI75)) D (e O 017 )

L2

L2

Note that by the decay properties of Z Z and Claim 2] for k& > 2,

el
‘<E7f/(9kW£k)(elz£ji,2))L2 S t4H1‘

By (239), we have
7N o) _ (A £\ _
(02.0.2;) , = (Z8.%;) , =0,
and thus, by (B.11),

\ 2
S alliélle < el -

Similarly,
Yi ((7.7Y ;7 7+ XAV 2
)\—1 . <<912€17912€1>L2 + <E761VZ51)L2> SJ ”gHE :
Next, by Claim 2l we have
> 2N F 3 75V 5
(%228.0,25) | +|(2:28.0:2E) | 5 5
Thus, by (311,
)'\2 S oon B ooy Yo (7 ov F o+ 1€ &
A—2<92Z€2,91251>L2 + A_2.(92242,912(1%2 < 2

Finally, we claim

Lo Lz L el
() | (B 5122), | 2 5+ e

Proof of ([3:36]). Note the following estimate, for any p > 1,
f <Z m) = (W)
k k

4
|Rw| = S Wiz Wi,

kK’

Thus, using Claim [2]

1
(R, 01 (— 0200, AW, )) o] < / ST Wld Wl | il < =

kK’

3

21

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)

(3.37)

(3.38)
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Next, we decompose Rn1, = Re1 + Rc 2, where
R.1 = (f/ <Z Wk) > f (Wk)> £,
k k
Reo=f <ZWk+s> —f (ZWk> —f <ZW,€> €.
k k k
First,

1
|R:1| < Z!kafgfwk’ le].

k'
Thus, using Claim 2 and (2.3])
1 4
(R 01 (~00e AW | S [ 3 Wil 3ia | e (3.39)
kK
3 t
2 2
S(freemad)” [ fwe (S meme) ) sl o
k'#k

Finally, we have |R. 2| < (Zk \Wk\%> €2 + ||, and thus, by @3) and @),

7
|(Re 2,01 (=100, AW,)) 12| S / ((Z rwkr%> ef? + rs\%> WAls < llellZ + llell

k
The proof of ([3.:36)) is complete.

Extending this computation to z,f for any k, we obtain in conclusion

d . Ao ol + 2, IE@g | 1
t 1—1€ ) < |lelt . 3.41
S0 7 000 Pyt o) s leoi + 10e . ] (3.41)
The proof of Lemma [3:1]is complete. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [l CASE (B)

In this section, we prove the existence of a solution u(t) of (L)) satisfying (L4)-(L3) in
case (B) of Theorem [I We argue by compactness and obtain u(t) as the limit of suitable
approximate multi-solitons wy,(t).

Let K > 1 and for all k € {1,..., K}, let A\* >0, y° € R® and £, € R5. Let S, — +oc.
For C,;t’n € R small to be determined later (see statements of Proposition ], Claim [B] and
Lemma [4.2]), we consider the solution w,, of

8t2un — Au,, — |un|%un =0

(n(S0), Dn (52)) = 3 [ W, )(S2) + GG ZE)(S0) + G0 Zg (s Y

k

Note that since (uy,(Sy), Oun(Sn)) € Y1 x YO, the solution u,, is well-defined in Y* x Y at
least on a small interval of time around S, (see section 2.1).
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Now, we state the main uniform estimates on u,,.

Proposition 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [1, case (B), there exist ng > 0 and
To > 0 such that, for any n > ng, there exist (C,;tn)ke{17___,K} € R2K | with

= 1
+ |2
Z (G 55 (4.2)
k=1

and such that the solution i@, = (un,Ouy) of @I) is well-defined in Y x YO on the time
interval [Ty, Sy] and satisfies

K
ﬂ:n(t) - Z koo
k=1

4.1. Proof of Theorem [l case (B), assuming Proposition 4.1 In view of the uniform
bounds obtained in ([@3]) at ¢ = Tp, up to the extraction of a subsequence, (uy(1p), Orun(Tp))
converges strongly in H' x L? to some (ug,u1) as n — +oo. Consider the solution w(t) of
(L) associated to the initial data (ug,u;) at t = Ty. Then, by the uniform bounds (@.3])
and the continuous dependence of the solution of (1)) with respect to its initial data in the
energy space H! x L? (see e.g. [14] and references therein), the solution u is well-defined in
the energy space on [Tp, 00) and satisfies

| =

VYt € [To,Sn], g

H1x L2

S

< (4.3)

)

K
ﬁn(t) - Z WISO
k=1

=

Yixyo ¢

S

| =

(4.4)

K
i) =y WP
k=1

H1xL?
This finishes the proof of Theorem [[in case (B), assuming Proposition 1]
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition E.11

4.2. Bootstrap setting. We denote by Byx (p) (respectively, Sgpx (p)) the ball (respectively,
1/2
the sphere) of R of center 0 and of radius p > 0, for the usual norm |(&)x| = (E,I::l 513) :

For t = S, and for t < S, as long as u(t) is well-defined in H' x L? and satisfies (3.3), we
decompose w,,(t) as in Lemma B In particular, we denote by (g,7), (A\)k, (Yr)k, (2i)k the
parameters of the decomposition of u,. We also set

K K
Wi =Y Wi, Wg=)_ |W (4.5)
k=1 k=1

We start with a technical result similar to Lemma 3 in [4]. This claim will allow us to adjust
the initial values of (zki(Sn)) % from the choice of (,;tn in (@I)).

Claim 3 (Choosing the initial unstable modes). There exist ng > 0 and C' > 0 such that,
for all n > ng, for any (fk)k€{17...,K} S ERK(STTE)/z), there exists a unique (gin)ke{l,...,K} €
BRK(C’SJE)/z) such that the decomposition of u,(Sy) satisfies
S (8) =€ 2 (Sn) =0, (4.6)
M (Sn) = AL+ Iyi(Sn) = ¥l + (S 5 S 57772, (4.7)
1E0S ) ly1xyo < 87 %
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Sketch of the proof of Claim[3. The proof of existence of (C,;tn)k in Claim [ is similar to
Lemma 3 in [4] and we omit it. Estimates in (1) are consequences of (B3.6]), (L8] follows

from (3.10). O

From now on, for any (&), € Bgx (5775/2), we fix (G5, )1 as given by Claim [3 and the

corresponding solution u,, of (ZI]).

The proof of Proposition [4.1] is based on the following bootstrap estimates: for C* > 1 to
be chosen,

S (C)? 1
D) = AT+ Iye() =y < Yl (0 < 5
k=1 k=1 (4.9)
- Cr - C*)?
L

Set
T* =T ((&)r) = inf{t € [To, Sn] ; u, satisfies (B3) and (49) holds on [¢,S,]}.  (4.10)

Note that by Claim [B] estimate ([@.9]) is satisfied at ¢ = S,,. Moreover, if ([£9) is satisfied on
[7,S,] for some 7 < S, then by the well-posedness theory in Y'!' x Y and continuity, wu, ()
is well-defined and satisfies the decomposition of Lemma B on [/, S,,], for some 7" < 7. In
particular, the definition of T™* makes sense and it will suffice to strictly improve (£3) on
[T, S,] to prove T* = Tp for some (&;)r. Note also that we will prove that 7% = S,, for

(&k)k € Spx (57:5/2) (see proof of Lemma [£.2]).

In what follows, we will prove that there exists Ty large enough and at least one choice of
(&k)k € BRK(S;5/2) so that T* = Ty, which is enough to finish the proof of Proposition .11

For this, we derive general estimates for any (&x)x € Bgx (Sn 5/ 2) (see Lemma 1)) and use a
topological argument (see Lemma [£2]) to control the instable directions, in order to strictly
improve estimates in (£.9) and thus prove that they cannot be saturated on [Ty, Sy].

4.3. Energy functional. One of the main points of the proof of Proposition d1]is to derive
suitable estimates in the energy norm that will strictly improve the bound on ||£(t)| 5 from
(49); the other estimates then follow easily.

We claim the following proposition in case (B) of Theorem [Il This is the only place in the
paper where we need the restriction of collinear speeds.

Proposition 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [1, case (B), there exist u > 0 and a
function Hy (t) on [T*,S,], which satisfies the following properties.

(i) Bound.
Mk ()] < et (4.11)
(ii) Coercivity. '
o) > el - - (112
(iii) Time variation.
_d (tPHk) (1) S Ct72 (4.13)

dt
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Proof of Proposition[{.3. We consider the case where the K solitons are moving in the same
direction. In particular, by rotation invariance, we assume

VEe{l,...,K}, € =/{e; where (€ (—1,1). (4.14)
Moreover, without loss of generality,
1< <...<lig <l
Fix ~
mgx(]ﬂk]) <l<1
For 1
0<o< 1 min (g1 — k)

small enough to be fixed, we set

fork=1,...,K—1, ¢ =0+ 0(lgs1 —ly),

for k=2,....K, 0 =, —0(l,—l_1),
and for ¢t > 0,
Qt) = (It b5 t) U U (Lt 0 ) x RY QO(1) = RS\ Q(1).
We consider the continuous function x g (t,x) = xx (t,21) defined as follows, for all ¢ > 0,
xk (t,x) = ¢ for z1 € (—o0, 1],
= U, for z1 € [, t,(t], for k € {2,. -1},

(t,z) =
Xk (t,x) =l for x1 € [(xt,+00),
(tx) = -

f t, 0, 1,..., K —1}.
Xk (t,x (1_2) 1_2U(fk+1+fk) or xy € [0ft, 0 1], ke{l,..., }
(4.15)
In particular,
atXK(t7x) =0, VXK(t7$) =0, on Qc(t)7
1
6:E1XK(tv$) - m for z € Q(t)7 (416)
1 I
atXK(t,.Z') = —zm for x € Q(t)
We define
Hac(t) = [ Exctado+2 [ (ot )0 =(t.0) nit, ),
where
Ex = Vel + > = 2(F Wk +¢) = F Wk) — f Wk)e). (4.17)
Note that from (4.9) and (B.II), we have
. . . c*
>~ (1Ml + 19 S 1EW5 S 7
k
In particular, from ([B.3) and BI0), for all p € N° (here |p| = >-iPi)s
C* —1412l C* 44 lnl
|0PMod,(t)] < t—2WK 5, |08Mod,, (t)| < t—QWf( 3 (4.18)
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Proof of ([II). Since
1
[F(Wi +€) = FOVi) = FOVi)e| S [l +Wilel

the estimate ([AI1]) on Hx follows from Holder inequality, (2.4) and (A9).
Proof of ([EI2). Set

Na(t) = /Q (IVED +12(E) + 20k ()0, (E)0(1))
and
Noe () = / (IVe +1P2(1))
(o1&

Note that, since |xx| < ¢,

2 2
No :E/ XTK(?ME-FT] +/ \Va]2+/ (1— X7K> (0p,6) 4+ (1 —E)/of
Q Q Q
e , ) (4.19)
Q Q
To obtain ([A.I2]), we will actually prove the following stronger property
t_5 t—4o¢ 9 1 3
Haclt) 2 Na(t) + oo () - — = == 11— 14T (4.20)
We decompose Hi = f1 + f3 + f3, where
f— [Ivep - | (Z f/<wk>> 24 [ +2 [t
k
1
fo = —2/ <F (WK +e)— F(WK) —fWk)e — §f/ Wk) E2> ,
fy = / <Z FWi) = f (WK)) e,
k
We claim the following estimates
t_5 t_4a 9
1 > No+ Ve — — - =2 g2, (421)
wooop
[GIF
21 + I3 < 11l + 52 (422)

Note that combining these estimates with (£9) and taking T large enough (depending on
C*), we obtain ([£.20) and then (AI2)) for some other u > 0.

Proof of (#2I). The main ingredient in the proof of ([&2I)) is Lemma For ¢ defined in

[2.8), set
() = <x — Ek;ljt; yk(t)) .
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We decompose f; as follows

fi = No + < IVelPoi — [ F'Wi)e® + | nPof +2 (XK&EIE)W>
X (fweret- | [ #éive [ ooconemet
+ / (IVel +7° + 2xx (92, )0) (1 -> wi)
Qc L
/Q(]VEF + 0%+ 2xk (0x,8)n (Z gpk>

+2 Z /(XK — ) (O )t =N+ i1+ o+ f13+f1a
%

By Lemma [2.2] the orthogonality conditions on £ and a change of variable, we have

f11 ZM/ (IVel +7°) (Z%) - _Z((Zk_)2+(zlj)2)‘

k
Thus, using (£9]),

f11 2#/ |V€|2+77 <Z%0k> W _M/ |V5|2+77 (Z@k) ,ut5

Next, note that if z is such that (¢, ) > 3, then ¢, (z) < t74 for k¥’ # k. Thus,
1- Zcpi > e
k

By direct computations (with the notation vy = max(0,v)),

2
2(1—2)/QC (IVel® +n?) (1—2902) —%'
k +

Also, we see easily that [f; 3| <t~ ||£]|%
Finally, by the definition of yx in (4I3]), the decay property of ¢ and (@3] (for a bound
on y), we have
1(xx = ) prll o < 71
Thus,
[f14] St 18N

Therefore, for some p > 0, and T large enough, we have

fi11+f12+f13+f14> puNge — e &
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Proof of ([#22)). Using Holder inequality, ([2.4) and (£.9), we have

< 10 3/\_% < 3
f2| < [ lel® + [e" Wi S lIElE -

Next, since by the decay property of W

k%alzto

FOVE) = F'(W)| S

k

2’
using (2.3]), we obtain

] < & /|«was”ﬂE

Proof of (£13). Step 1. First estimates. We decompose

d
qte =

/ath +2 / XK O ((O,8)0) + 2 /(@x.rc)(axlé?)n =g1+82+83
We claim the following estimates

g1 = 2/ ( AMod, —f/(WK)Modg) /77Mod,7
2/ <Z fkamka) (fOWk +e) = fWk) = f'(Wk)e) + O <
k

1

f;) (4.23)
g2 = —m /Q (772 + (8x15)2 - |V5|2)

xk (00 Wk) (fOWk +€) — fWk)

/
o

— f'Wk)e)
(xx O, Mod.)n

_2/6XK8x1MOd 10 (C >

_ 2 /$1a c
8770 200t Jo, t T

(4.24)
(4.25)
Estimate on g3. From direct computations and the definition of Mod, in ([8.9]), we have

g = 2/(Vat-Vs+mn—€t (FOVk + &) — FOVK)))
+2/ (Z&c@ka> (fWk +¢€) = fWk) = f'(Wk)e)
k

+2/M0d fOWk +e) — fWk) — f'(Wk) ) =g11+812+813
Using ([B.7) and integration by parts

g1.1 /nRW + 2/ (Ve - VMod, — (fWk +¢) — f(Wk)) Mod. + nMod,,)
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By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (8.37) and then (4.9]),

Inllz _ C”
| < Wloalew e < V2 < S

Thus,

O*
81,1 +813= 2/5 (—AMod. — f'(Wk)Mod.) + 2/771\/[0d77 +0 (t_5> ,

and (£23)) follows.

Estimate on ga.
g2 = 2/(XKax15t)77 + 2/(XKax1€)77t
=2 [ (udurmn +2 [ (aaedne) (B + (FOVi + 2) = FOVi) + B

+2 [ QucuModan + 2 [ (acn,epMod,,
Note that by integration by parts and (Z.I6])
2/(XK895177)77 + 2/(XK8I1€)AE = _/81‘1XK (772 + (amf)z - ’65‘2)

_ _(1_7120)]5/9(772 T (On,0)? — [VeP2).

Next, we observe
/(XK&cle) (fWk +¢) = fWk)e) = /XK% (F(Wk +¢) = FOWk) — f(Wk)e)

= [ ae@e W) (FOVi+2) = FOVi) = F Vi)

Moreover, integrating by parts and using (ZI6)),

- / X0, (FOWi + ) — FOWie) — F(Wi)e)

_ L/ (FWi +2) — FOWi) — FOV)E).
Q

(1—20)t
st [ (¥ +wher) 5 5

Thus, by (£9) and the decay of W,
2/(XK8I15)M0d,7 = —2/(XKE)8x1Modn - 2/(8I1XK)EMOC177

1
_ _2/(><Kg)am11\40d,7 +0 <t—5> :

' [ xcuy (FOVic &) = FOWi) — FOM10)2)

Last, integrating by parts,

29
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Indeed, by (@3, (@I6), (EI5) and Z3).
1 1
cr i <« O AR 2 )7 o (C)? 1
o] < < (forw)’ ([5m)' = <
Estimate on gg. ([A27)) is a consequence of (4.10))
Step 2. Using cancellations and conclusion. In conclusion of estimates (d.23])—(£.25)
C*
h1+h2+h3+h4+0<t5>

d
atE =

where

B S S P
by = — gy [ (74 (0neP + 220000~ VP

hy = 2/ <Z Uy — XK a:ka) (fWk +¢) — fWk) — [ (Wk)e)
k
hs = 2/17 (Mod,, + Xk 0z, Mod,) ,
hy = 2/ (—AModa — XK 0z, Mod,, — f'(Wgk)Mod )
First, by (£19) and the definition of y g in (415,
2 XQ B
s [ (122 ) @uer -9 [

XK@ £+ 7
>8x1€n§NQ+CU/(!8x1€]2+n2) < (14 Co)N

+2 / <$— — XK
o\t
Second, we observe that by the definition of xx in (AI6) and the decay of 9, W and W

|6k — X&) O Wil S 10 — x| [Wi|Y? tz\W |2/

((1 - 20’ h1

(C)? _ 1

Thus, by (2.3) and (24]),
1 —~2
hal < 5 [ (1% + 10WE ) s 5 5

~

Denote
Ak
My =—AWr+yr - VW,

" so that Mod, = Ek: My, Mod, = — ;ekalek
(see the definition of Mod, and Mod,, in ([3.9)-(B.10)). Using ([I8]), the definition of xx (see

(£14)) and the decay of W,
c* 1
k— XK )Op, ME| S5 —5 13 k . .
(e~ )02 Ml S S Wl (4.26)
In particular,
C*
|Mod,;, + x k02, Mod,| < t?g WK ,
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—~ 9
and thus, since W;? is bounded in L?,

c* C*)? 1
|h3| = /W(MOdn +XKaw1M0d€) = 33 |"7||L2 N ( @) N 5"
t10 t10 t

Finally, we see that by (2.21), —AM;, + Eg@gle — f'(Wy) My, = 0. Thus, as before,
| =AM + lex 03, My, — /W) M| S [(xxc — €)07, Mie| + [ f' V) = f'(Wi)| [ M
c* 37
~ @ |Wk| 30,
10
Therefore,
C* 31
‘—AMod6 — XK Oz, Mod,, — f/(WK)Mods‘ S WY
t10

It follows that (by (2.3)),

C* || 5173 cr (c)? 1
ha| < = |lew ( el < <.
’ 4’ ~ tii_g € K 2 ~ t%g ”EHH1 ~ t% ~ t5

In conclusion, using (4.20)), for o small, and T} large,

=2 00(5) <0 ()

The proof of Proposition .2 is complete. O

4.4. End of the proof of Proposition 4.3l The following result, mainly based on Propo-
sition 1.2}, improves all the estimates in (£.9), except the ones on (z; ).

Lemma 4.1 (Closing estimates except (zk_)k) For C* > 0 large enough, for all t € [T*,S,],

SRS

~ C* _ (C*)2
t < — t <
IEDIE < 530 NE@yrxyo < "

IAk(t) = A7)+ lye(t) —

(4.27)

The control of the directions (z )k, related to the dynamical instability of W, requires a
specific argument used in [4] in a similar context.

Lemma 4.2 (Control of unstable directions). There exist (&n)k € BRK(S;5/2) such that,
for C* > 0 large enough, T*((€x.n)k) = To. In particular, let () be given by Claim 3 from
such (Egn)k, then the solution u, of @) satisfies ([E3).

Note that Lemma completes the proof of Proposition E1]
Proof of Lemmal[{.1l Step 1. We prove that for C* large enough, for all ¢ € [T, S,,],

*)2
Ellyyo < EL (4.28)
2t2

The system (B.7) of equations of € and 1 can be written under the form
gt = 1+ Mod,
ny = Ae + R. + Rw + Mod,,
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where

Re| S e+ eWil?, IVR| S Vel (Iel*? + Wil® ) + e,
In particular, by (2.0)

1 1 3
1Rellyo < llel s llellfr + ¢ llell g < C27%/2.

~

Moreover,
1Rwlly, < %2,

and by ({18,
IMod. [+ + [ Mody[lyo S C*t=%/2.

Using ({.8) and (2.35]), we obtain

[E@®ly1xyo S 1ECSR)[ly1xyo

*

Q

Sn,
+/ (IR [lyo + [|1Rw (t')]lyo + [Mod (t')[y1 + [Mod, (t')[ly0) dt’ <
t

D=

t
In particular, taking C* large enough, we obtain (£.28)]).

Step 2. Estimates on parameters. The estimates on |\, (t) — A°| and |y (t) — y3°| follow
from integration of ([B.I1]) using (£.9) and (A7), and possibly taking a larger C*.

Now, we prove the bound on z;f (t). Let ¢, = %(1 —|€,/*)'/? > 0. Then, from BI3) and
3,

t,+ +C"

—C —C

7 [e™ 20 ] S e R

Integrating on [t, S,,] and using (4.6]), we obtain —z,j(t) < C*t~3. Doing the same for —e_cktz,j,
we obtain the conclusion for T large enough.

Step 3. Bound on the energy norm. Finally, to prove the estimate on [|&(t)| 5, we use
Proposition Recall from (1) and then (EIT) that

Hi(Sn) < S;,°. (4.29)
Integrating (EI3) on [t, S,], and using ([@E29), we obtain, for all t € [T*,S,], Hx < C*t™4
Using ([£12), we conclude that ||&]|% < C*t~4 O

Proof of Lemma[{-2 Step 1. Choice of (¢x). We follow the strategy of Lemma 6 in [4].

The proof is by contradiction, we assume that for any (&)reqi,.. .k} € BRK(Sﬁs/z), T*((&k)k)
defined by (£10) satifies T € (1p, Sn). In this case, by Lemma 1] and continuity, it holds
necessarily

& 1
— *\ (2 _
>z (TP = T (4.30)
k=1
We claim the following transversality property at 1™

d 45 = — (1) [2

<—-tc<0. (4.31)

t=T*
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Let ¢ = %(1 — [€x>)"/? > 0 and & = ming ¢. From @3I3) and @3), for all ¢t € [T*, S,
d

\2 _d _ \2
= (7 (:0)7) = 2602 2 +5t ()
< =265 (27) + C(f < -2t ()" + C(; :
t2 t2
Thus, from (4.30)
d [ N, 2> oot
— [t () < -2+ < —F,
at ( 2 G - ()%

for Ty large enough (depending on C*, but independent of n).
As a consequence of (A31]), we observe that the map T

(Ekeqr,.ky € Brr (S,°%) = T*(())
is continuous. Indeed, if T* < S,,, by (£31]), it is clear that for all o > 0 small enough, there
exists § > 0 so that for all t € [T* +0,5,], t° >, (2 (t))2 < (1—=90). In particular, for ()i €
BRK(SJSQ) close enough to (&), it follows that for all ¢ € [T* + 0,5,], t° >, (3, (t))2 <
(1 —30), and thus T* < T* + 0. By similar arguments, for (£); € BRK(555/2) close enough
to (&k)k, we also have T* > T* — o.
We define

M : Bgx(S;%/?) = Spx(5;°/?)

5/2
) (o (T

From what precedes, M is continuous. Moreover, from (£30) and (3I)), M restricted to
S (5775/2) is the identity (since in this case T* = S, and 2, (S,) = & from (@8)). The
existence of such a map is contradictory with Brouwer’s fixed point theorem.

*

&)k <S_

n

Step 2. Conclusion. Proof of (£3). These estimates follow directly from the estimates

E9) on e(t), Ak(t), yx(t) and B.I1), B.I5). m

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [I] CASE (A) BY LORENTZ TRANSFORMATION

Let AT°, AS° > 0, yi°, y5° € RS, 11 = #+1, 19 = +1. Let £1,€, € R® with £; # £y and
|€;| < 1 for k =1,2. We claim that there exists a solution w of (II]) in the energy space, on
a time interval [Sp, 4+00) such that ([4]) and (LI) hold.

Step 1. Reduction of the problem by rotation. We change coordinates in R® so that by
invariance of (LLI]) by rotation, we reduce with loss of generality to the following case:

Kl-elzél, eg'elzfg, 61'62262'62::ﬁ, el'ej:eg-ej:(), forj:3,4,5. (5.1)

Indeed, it suffices to take as first vector of the new orthonormal basis B’ of R%, the vector
e = %, and as second vector e}, = af; + b€y, where a and b are chosen so that €] - e, =0
and |e,| = 1. Then, £; - €}, = €5 - €},. The basis B’ is then completed in any way.

Let 7 = (r3,24,%5).
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Note that if 5 = 0, then €, = fre; for k = 1,2 and then we are reduced to case (B) of
Theorem [I] for K = 2. Now, we consider the general case 0 < 3 < 1. Set

. 0 .
Also set (k=1,2)
- Bl
Yl =Yra T mylcfz,
y2° € R%  such that ~ o0 Yo (5.3)

yk,2 = m7

Vi = Yy forj=3,4,5.
For k =1,2, let

%700 Lk x — lpert — y© 2 o > o A oo
Wis(t x) = WW& ( v : >= Wi = (W=, 0W°).

Let u(t) be the solution of (L) satisfying

Hﬁ(t) - [vT/fO(t) n ﬁ/;oa)} HHL —0 (5.4)

given by Theorem[I], case (B). Define the Lorentz transform with parameter ey of the solution

U, 1.e.
u(s,y) = @ ( ﬁ_ﬁ_yﬁzy %5) . (5.5)

We claim that u(s,y) is a 2-soliton of (ILT]) in the sense of Theorem [0 with parameters A7°,
y° and speeds (re; + Bes.

First, from the arguments of the proof of Lemma 6.1 in [9], since u(t, x) is well-defined on
[Ty, +00) it is well-defined everywhere on the space-time domain R x R except possibly in a
half cone of the form t — ¢t~ < —|z — 27|, for some ¢t~ € R and 2~ € R®. Thus, there exists
Sp € R such that u(s) defined by (5.5) makes sense on R for all s > Sy (see also Lemma [5.1]
below). Moreover, from the arguments of section 6 in [9] (see also section 2 of [14]), u is a
finite energy solution of (L] on [Sy, +00).

To prove the claim, we consider separately the regions “far from the solitons” and “close to
the solitons”.

Step 2. Estimate far from the solitons. We claim that for all § > 0, there exists As > 0
such that for all s > S,

|’(u(3)73tu(3))|’(1{1 X L2)(|ly—(Cxer+Bes)|>As) S 6 (5.6)
Let 6 > 0 and T5 > 0 be such that
sup ||t - o)) <o (5.7)

Moreover, let A5 > 1 large enough so that for k = 1,2,

a5

teR (H'x L?)(|z—Lrert|>A;/2)
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We recall the following result from section 2 of [I4], Claim 6.7 and proof of Lemma 6.1 of
[9] (and references therein for the small data Cauchy theory).

Lemma 5.1 (Small scattering solutions and Lorentz transform [9]). There exists 69 > 0 such
that the following holds.
(i) For all (wo,wi) € H' x L? such that ||(wo,w1)||g1, 2 < do, there exists a global
scattering solutio] (w(t), dyw(t)) of (L) with initial data (wo,w,).
Moreover, supeg ||(w(t), Oyw(t))| g1y 2 S do-

~

(ii) For (w,dyw) as in (i) and B € (—1,1), the function ws(s,y) defined by

wg(s,y) =w 5 — Py Y1 y2 — s 0] (5.9)
’ V1= 1=p%

is a global scattering solution of (LIl). Moreover, for some constant Cg > 0,

sup [ (wg, Owg) (W)l g1 2 < Cpll(wo, wi)ll gy g2 (5.10)

We defined a cutoff function ¢ € C*°(R5) such that
((z) =1for |z| >1, ((z)=0for |z < 3.

For tg > Ts to be chosen later, we also define

ex _ x — lierty x — lyerty
(*(x) =¢ (7145 ) ¢ <7A5 ) .

Define u®*(t) the solution of (1)) corresponding to the following initial data at t = o,
u™ (to, ) = a(to, )¢ (z), OQu™ (tg, x) = (Oyii(to, z))C™ (z).

By (57) and (5.8)), choosing ¢ > 0 small enough (compared to dp, given by Lemma [5.1]), we
have

1(u* (o), D™ (to)) || g1y 12 < & < o.
By Lemma 511, () is thus a global scattering solution of (1)) on R x R®, and satisfies

sup || (w™ (), Ou™* ()| g 2 S 0.
teR

ext ext

Moreover, if we define ug (s,y) as the Lorentz transform with parameter ey of u
(9)), then u%"t is also a global scattering solution of ([LI]) satisfying

Sup 1(uF™ (5), Opug™ ()l g1 2 < 6 (5.11)

(as in

Now, we deduce consequences of these observations on % and u. Indeed, since u®*(ty, x) =

u(to, z), and du™(tg, z) = dyulty, x), for a.e. (t,z) such that |z — freito| > As for k= 1,2,
it follows from finite speed of propagation that

u™(t,x) = a(t,z), Ou™(t,z) = du(t,x) a.e. on Ca,(to),
where

Ca, (to) = {(t,x) such that |z — f1eito| > As + |t — to| and |z — faeqto] > As + |t — to}.

1by global scattering solution, we mean a solution defined for all time ¢ € R and behaving in the energy
space as a free solution both as ¢t — +o00 and t — —o0



36 Y. MARTEL AND F. MERLE

Then, by the definitions of v and ueXt for almost every (s,y) such that

(S 2 5) e o,

we have
u™(s,y) = u(s,y), Osu™(s,y) = dyu(s,y). (5.12)
Now, let s > S5 := fj@ and choose tg = /1 — 32s¢. By (5.10) and (5.12),
H(uﬁ(50)78tu5(80))||(H1><L2)(QA6 (s0)) — H( ( 0)7atu%Xt(SO))H(HlXL2)(QA6(SO))
< 1§ (50), OeuG (s0) | g1y 2 S 6, (5.13)
where

QU (s0) = {y cuch that (J%y J%y) ; cA5<to>} |

For Cg = %, let

T4, (s0) {y such that (|y1 — ls0l? + |y2 — Bsol* + |7 ) > CgAs for k=1 and 2.}
We claim that
Q4,(s0) DT a,(s0)- (5.14)
Indeed, for y € I'4,(s0), by the choice of ¢y, for k =1, 2,

1/2 1/2
1y — Bsol? + \yP) _ (ryl ol 4+ —lys — Bsol + \yP)

)1/2 ‘B’ |
N

~ 1
— ptol?
<\y1 rtol” + 1— 3

Y2 — Bso

1
13
> (1= [B) (ly1 — Lesol® + ly2 — Bsol* + |7

[E]

S0 — By2
Vi-B Wi “"
Thus, y € Q4;(s0).

Now, we observe that (5.14) and (5.13) prove (5.6).

Step 3. Estimate close to the solitons. First, we compute W°(s,y), the Lorentz transform
with parameter Sep of Wi, (t,2). From the definition of W°, (5.2)) and (&.3]),

s — By2 Yo — fBs =
i _€k< —By2 ) -7 y2—PBs _§oo =0
_ Vi-52 T Vi1-g? B2 Y-y

(A)3/2 )\201/1_5% 7 AR LAY
(yl—ﬁks—yzf’l)Jrl (Y2 =05 =¥2) yo— Bs— ¥ T-F°

- 00)3/2 02 ’ — n2yo00 00
(A% /\zoq/l_ﬁg V1= B2A% AR

> As + ‘yz—,@SO‘ 5+

Wi(s,y) = Wie (
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By the radial symmetry of W, i.e. W(x) = W (|x|), we have

00 Lk y — ({pe1 + Bea)s — yi°
Wie(s,y) = ()\00)3/2 Wier+8es ( v ko)

Therefore, the Lorentz transform with parameter Ses of v = o — [V~V1°° + WQOO] isv =
u— [We° 4+ Ws°] and to finish the proof of Theorem [lin case (A), we only have to prove that,
for S5 large enough,

sSup |’(U785U)(3)HH1><L2 S 6. (5.15)
s>Ss

By (5.6]) and the decay properties of W, we know that for Sy large,
sup [|(v, dsv)(s )”(H1XL2)(FA6(S)) S0 (5.16)

5>85

We now concentrate on an estimate for v(s) close to the soliton centers.
First, we claim that for any 6 > 0, for any B > 1, for Ss(é, B) large enough, and any

s > 557
// (IVol* + 05v)%) dyds < 6. (5.17)
|s—so|+|y—(€re1+Bez)s|<B

Indeed, by change of variables,

// 0502 dyds
|s—so|+|y—(¢xe1+Be2)s|<B

:L// (5 — Bin,) | =22 7
1= 8% JJ|s—so/+ly—(txer+Be2)s|<B A\ \/1 - /32’

Changing variables in the integral on the right-hand side as follows (note that the Jacobian
of the change of variable is 1)

5 — Byo S x2:y2_ﬁs
/1_/827 b /1_/827

we obtain, for some C' = C(9),

// |0sv|?dyds
|s—so|+|y—(¢re1+PBez)s|<B

(|8 + |0z, |*) davdt

2
dyds.

t =

8|
Il
<

[t—s0+/1—B2|+|z—lrert|<CB

sBosw [ (P ) 0t 5
t>s04/1—p2—-CB
for S5(6, B) large enough by (5.4)). Proceeding similarly for |Vu|?, we obtain (5.17).
It follows from (B.I7) and (5I6) that for any so > Ss, there exists s1 € [sg, so + 1], such
that
(v, 00) (1) 131, 2 S 0. (5.18)

Now, we use the equation of v to obtain an energy estimate for all large time. Note that v
satisfies

v — Avt f (0 + WP W5®) = f(WP) - f (W) =0. (5.19)
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Using the equation of v, the properties of W° and standard small data Cauchy theory (by
Strichartz estimates, see e.g. section 2 of [I4]), taking 6 > 0 small enough, and for S5 large
enough, we obtain from (5.I8)),

sup / (|Vv|2 + |83v|2) (s,y)dyds < 4.
[81—17814-1}

Thus, (B.13) is proved.
This completes the proof of Theorem [l in case (A).
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