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STRONGLY INTERACTING MULTI-SOLITONS FOR
GENERALIZED BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATIONS

YANG LAN AND ZHONG WANG

ABSTRACT. We consider the generalized Benjamin-Ono equation:

Bt + Oz (—|D)u + |ulP~tu) = 0,
with L2-supercritical power p > 3 or L2-subcritical power 2 < p < 3. We will
construct strongly interacting multi-solitary wave of the form: > 7" , Q(- —¢—
x;(t)), where n > 2, and the parameters x;(t) satisfying x;(t) — x;11(t) ~ Vvt
as t — +oo. We will also prove the uniqueness of such solutions in the case of
n=2and p > 3.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Setting of the problem. In this paper, we consider the following generalized
Benjamin-Ono equations:

{Btu + 0z (—|DJu+ [u[P~tu) =0, (t,z) € [0,+00) x R,

u(0,z) = ug(z) € Hz, (1.1)

where p > 1, and |D| is defined as follows:
F(IDlu)(§) = [€fu(§).
This is a natural generalization of the classical Benjamin-Ono equation:
Opu + O (—|D|u + u?) = 0, (1.2)

introduced by Benjamin [5] and Ono [40] as a model for one-dimensional waves
in deep water. We also refer to [1, 8, 25, 26, 35, 36] and references therein for
intensively study of this equation both mathematically and numerically.

The Cauchy Problem (1.1) is locally well-posed in H %, in the sense that for all
uo € Hz (R), there exists a unique maximal solution u(t) € C([0,T), Hz) for (1.1).
Here T € (0, +00] is the maximal lifespan of this solution, we also have the following
blow-up criterion: if T' < 400, then

Jim [u(®)] 3 = +oc. (13)

We refer to [9, 19, 25, 26, 28, 29, 35, 36, 42| for the proof of the local wellposedness
result (We mention here for certain p, sharper results are proved. But local well-
posedness in H % is sufficient for this paper ). Moreover, the mass and energy are
conserved by the flow of (1.1):

M(®) =5 [w0). Ba®) =3 [Pk - 2 [rtio. 1)
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The equation (1.1) also has the following symmetries: if u(t,z) is a solution,
then

1 t—ty ©— 2o
(t2) = , , 1.5
Uno,to,zo (L, T) )\é/(pl)u( A2 Ao > (1)

It is easy to see that the above transform leaves the H*:(R) norm of the initial data
invariant, where s, = 1/2 —1/(p — 1). The Cauchy problem (1.1) is called

e L2-subcritical, if p < 3 (or equivalently s. < 0);

o [2-critical, if p = 3 (or equivalently s. = 0);

e [2-supercritical, if p > 3 (or equivalently s, > 0).

There exists a special class of solutions called solitary waves given by
u(t,z) = Q. — ct),
where Q.(y) = cFT Q(cy), ¢ >0 and Q € H2(R) satisfying
-|DIQ - Q + Q" =0. (1.6)

This function @ is called ground state and is related to the best constant problem
of the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality:

YoeH?, /|v|p+1 < cp(/\|D|év|2)pTl(/|v|2>. (1.7)

Existence of a nonnegative even solution to (1.6) was proved by Albert-Bona-Saut
[2] and Weinstein [45, 46]. Uniqueness of such a solution (up to symmetries) was
proved by Amick-Toland [3], Frank-Lenzmann [16] and Frank-Lenzmann-Silvestre
[17]. Moreover, the ground state @ has the following asymptotic behavior:

Qy) ~ E

y?
as |y| — +o0.

Recall that in the subcritical case (p < 3), the solitary waves are orbitally stable
due to [6, 7, 45]. The solitary wave of the classical Benjamin-Ono equation (1.2) is
asymptotically stable due to [25]. We refer to [18, 25] for the stability in H2 of the
sum of solitary waves with distinct velocity! for classical Benjamin-Ono equation
(1.2). We also refer to [15] for the existence of the sum of solitary waves in energy
space for L? subcritical fractional KdV equations (including the original Benjamin-
Ono equations).

1.2. Main result. In this paper, we consider the generalized Benjamin-Ono equa-

tions in both L? subcritical and supercritical cases. We are searching for strongly
interacting multi-solitary wave of the following form:

u(t,z) ~ ZQ(x—t—xi(t)), (1.8)

with z1(t) > xa(t) > -+ > z,(t), and z;(t) — 2,41(t) < ¢, as t — +00. More
precisely, we have:

IThis case corresponds to weakly interacting multi-solitary waves.
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Theorem 1.1 (Existence). Let p € (2,3) U (3,400), n > 2. There exist to > 1
and a solution u € C([to, +00), HZ(R)) to (1.1), with the following behavior:

i [t =3 —i—aw)| =0 (1.9)
i=1 H>2
where
with some universal constants a; = «;(p,m), Bi = Bi(p,n), vi = vi(p,n), satisfying
ap > ag > - > ay. Moreover, o = (=1)7tif2<p<3;01=-=0,=1, if
p > 3.

In case of p > 3 and n = 2, we can also prove the uniqueness of solutions with
the form (1.8):

Theorem 1.2 (Uniqueness). Let p > 3, n = 2, and u € C([to, +00), HZ (R)) be a
solution to (1.1) satisfying:

lim

t——+4o00 1

H?2

u(t,-)—gUiQ(~—t—xi(t))H =0, (1.11)

for some functions x;(t) and o; € {£1}. Assume that o4 =1 and
t_l)lg_noo 21(t) — w2(t) = 400, (1.12)
then we have 09 =1, and

hm Il(t) — T2 (t)
t—+o00 \/E

where «; are the universal constants defined in Theorem 1.1.

= 1 — (9, (113)

Remark 1.3. The solution mentioned above is also known as multi-pole solution.
The interaction between any two bubbles of the solution is strong in the sense
that the relative velocities between any two bubbles are the same and the distance
between them is asymptotically O(+v/t), which is much smaller than O(t). In the
context of inverse scattering theory, the existence of multi-pole solutions are proved
for many completely integrable models such as mKdV [44] and cubic NLS equations
[39]. We mention here the classic Benjamin-Ono equation (1.2) does not possess
multi-pole solutions since the operator L of the Lax pair has finitely many sim-
ple discrete eigenvalues due to [47]. There is another example of integrable models
which possesses the multi-pole solutions, the Kadomtsev-Petviashvil I (KP-I) equa-
tion. It was shown in [43] that there exist multi-pole solutions with the relative
distance O(v/t), the same as the generalized Benjamin-Ono equations.

There are some other examples of multiple pole solutions for non-integrable
models:

(1) Nguyen [37] constructed double pole solution for both L? subcritical and
L? supercritical generalized KAV equations;

(2) Nguyen [38] constructed double pole solution for L? subcritical and super-
critical nonlinear Schrédinger equations;

(3) Martel-Nguyen [32] constructed double pole solution for one dimensional
cubic Schrodinger system;

(4) Aryan [4] for nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations.
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Remark 1.4. There are also some other examples for blow-up solutions with strongly
interacting bubbles:
(1) Martel-Raphaél [34] for L? critical NLS;
(2) Cortdzar-Del Pino-Musso [12] for energy critical nonlinear heat equations
in domain;
(3) Jendrej [20, 22] for focusing energy critical wave equations;
(4) Combet-Martel [11] for L? critical gKdV equations.

Remark 1.5. In this paper, the authors dealt with the non-integrable Benjamin-Ono
equations where the arguments of inverse scattering do not work. We constructed
multi-pole solutions in these cases in a dynamical way. Some arguments here are
similar to [37], but due to different structures of KdV and Benjamin-Ono equations,
there are some essential difficulties for the Benjamin-Ono cases:

(1) The relative distance between nearby bubbles for multi-pole solutions for
the generalized Benjamin-Ono equations is O(+/f), while in the KdV case,
it is O(logt). This is mainly due to the different asymptotic behaviors at
infinity of the ground states for these two equations®. This fact makes it
much harder to construct approximate strongly-interacting multi-soliton®
in the Benjamin-Ono case. Since for the approximate strongly interacting
multi-soliton in both the KdV and Benjamin-Ono cases, we require an
estimate of order t~27% with § > 0 for the error term. But in Benjamin-Ono
case, there is a huge number of “lower order terms” (terms which decays
slower than or the same as ¢~2) appearing, while in the KdV case, the
lowest order term is just ¢t 2 and they are only generated by the interaction
between each bubbles. Therefore, constructing strongly interacting multi-
soliton in the Benjamin-Ono case is much more involved.

(2) The nonlocal structure of (1.1) makes the analysis much more complicated
than the KdV case. For example, some arguments of integration by parts
in the KdV cases have to be replaced by some complicated commutator
estimates introduced in [10, 14, 27, 33].

(3) Unlike the KdV case, we don’t have an explicit expression for the ground
state in the Benjamin-Ono case when p > 2. To understand the interaction
between different bubbles, we need to know the exact asymptotic behavior
of the ground state at infinity. A lack of explicit expression will creates
difficulties in this issue.

(4) In contrast to [37, 38], we also consider the multi-bubble cases, where the
interaction between different bubbles are much more complicated than the
two-bubble case. We also mention here, due to the fact that the relative
distance between nearby bubbles for multi-pole solutions for the generalized
Benjamin-Ono equations is O(+/), one has to consider interaction between
any two bubbles not just nearby ones, which is more complicated than the
KdV cases where for every fixed bubble, one only needs to consider the
interaction of the nearest one.

Remark 1.6. In the L? critical case, the authors conjectured that such solutions
don’t exist. However, this type of results still remain open.

2We mention here the ground state in the KdV case has exponential decay at infinity, while
the ground state for the Benjamin-Ono case has algebraic decay.
3See Proposition 3.3 for more details.
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Remark 1.7. Uniqueness of solutions with asymptotic behavior (1.8) when n > 3
remains open. This is due to the complicated interaction between different bubbles
in those cases. While in the L? subcritical case and n = 2, we cannot use the
energy conservation law to control the error term like the L? supercritical case,
which prevents us from obtaining the uniqueness result.

1.3. Notations. We first introduce the scaling generator:

_ofly)|  _ 1 /
Afly) =5, s T/ W) +yf' (), (1.14)
where
fely) = 7T f(ey). (1.15)
Then we introduce the linearized operators at Q:
=[DIf + [ —pQ"'f. (1.16)

For all s > 0, we denote by )s the set of smooth functions f satisfying the
following conditions: for all k € N, there exists a constant C) > 0 such that

10 F(y)] < Crly) 52,

where (y) = /1 + 2.

We denote the L? scalar product on R by:

9) = / f(@)g(x)dz. (117)

For suitable operators A, B, we denote by [A, B] = AB — BA the commutator
of A and B.
Finally, we denote by §(«) a small positive constant such that:

lim §(a) = 0. (1.18)

a—0t

1.4. Outline of the proof.

1.4.1. Formulation of the system. We consider solutions to (1.1) with the following
form:

u(t,y +1t) ~ Z%QHM o (y — zi(1)).

To classify the (strong) interaction between each bubble, we introduce an interaction
term 7(t,y) of the following form
n
Aqj(t, v (t Y~ (f))
rty) =Y =2 ( ) 4 Z Byy( @i (t, ),

ij=1 Tij ij=1 235

J7#i j#i
where A;; and B;; are functions to be chosen later, and ¢;; are some suitable cut-off
functions. By direct computation of the interaction between each bubbles, we have
the following formal ODE system of the parameters x;(t) and p;(t):

i Mz+z ~ 0, (1.19)

L xj
J#l
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for all i =1,...,n, where a;; are some explicit constants depending only on p and
the choice of the sign o;. With a suitable choice of the sign o;, the ODE system
(1.19) leads to the following asymptotic behaviors of the parameters:

zi(t) ~ aivt,  pi(t) ~

Q;

, 1.20
Wi (1.20)
for all i = 1,...,n, where a; are some universal constants depending on p,n, with
Qp >0 > 0.

1.4.2. Construction of approximate strongly interacting multi-bubbles. Let

y) = Z Qi) (y — zi(t) +7(t,y).

Then V should be an approximate solution of
oV —9,(|ID|V +V —|V[PFIV) = 0.

For technical reason, we require an estimate on the error term of the form t=279,
where 6 > 0. But, when considering the scaling symmetry, there will be a lot
of “lower order terms” appearing® . Meanwhile, the interaction between different
bubbles also contain “lower order terms”. We have to choose some functions® A;;,
B;; carefully so that all “lower order terms” generated by scaling and interaction
will be canceled. We mention here this is new feature for generalized Benjamin-Ono
equations when comparing to the KdV cases.

Due to these “lower order terms”, the ODE system (1.19) has to be replaced by
the following refined one:

n

i~ i, MZ+Z o Z J_’“’;'; ~ 0, (1.21)

=1, J J,k=1

[ 375
for all ¢ = 1,...,n, where b;;, are universal constants depending on p,n. Hence,
the asymptotic behavior of the parameters (1.20) can be improved to

£i(t) ~ 0+ Bilogt + i, pua(t) ~ 2 4 D (1.22)

a;
2Vt
for alli=1,...,n, where 3;,; are universal constants.

1.4.3. Modulation estimates. For all initial data close to the multi-soliton
n
D 0iQuipo(y — wio),
i=1

a standard argument of implicit function theorem, there exist parameters z;(t),
wi(t) and an error term e(t,y) such that

u(t,y+t)=V(t,y) +elty)

and ¢ satisfies some well-chosen orthogonality conditions® . As a direct consequence,
the parameters x;(t), u;(t) satisfy the approximate ODE system (1.21).

4Here, by “lower order terms” we mean terms which asymptotically behave like t~¢, with
0<a<?2.

5See Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.5 for more details.

6Sce (3.73) for more details.



STRONGLY INTERACTING MULTI-SOLITON 7

1.4.4. Existence of the strongly interacting multi-soliton. The most crucial part for
the proof of Theorem 1.1 is to establish a uniform backward estimate’” . This
estimate claims that for some fixed time ty, we have for all large enough t;,, > 0,
there exists a suitable choice of initial data, such that the parameters x;(t) and
i (t) satisfy (1.22) on [tg, tin]. The proof can be divide into two parts:

(1) Solving the perturbed ODE system (1.21);
(2) Complete the estimate on the error term e.

The first part requires a suitable choice of z;(¢n) and p;(ti,) which is done by a
topological argument. While for the second part, we have to consider the following
localized energy functional:

/y|D|2 S + 2@, + Bo)
P [V e - vt - Dy pive) e,

for some well-chosen weight functions @, ®5. The energy conservation law of (1.1),

will lead to some important monotonicity formula for W . Now, it suffices to show

that W is coercive: W ~ HE||Zl The proof of this estimate is different for the
2

sub-critical and supercritical cases. Since, in the sub-critical cases, the unstable
direction of W can be controlled by the orthogonality conditions (3.73). Hence, we
can directly choose &(t;,) = 0 to conclude the proof. But in the supercritical cases,
this argument does not work. We have to control the directions (¢, Z*(- — x;)),
where Z* are eigenfunctions of £9,. We need an additional topological argument
to find suitable initial data such that W is coercive on [tg, tin]. Similar argument
can also be found in [13, 37].

With this uniform backward estimate, we can easily prove Theorem 1.1 by a
compactness argument.

1.4.5. Uniqueness of two-bubble solutions in the supercritical cases. We will show
that in case of p > 3 and n = 2, the solution mentioned in Theorem 1.1 is unique
in a certain sense.

The proof is parallel to the proof of the existence result. We first establish
estimates for the parameters and error terms by modulation arguments. Again,
in the supercritical cases, we have to control the direction (e, Z¥(- — q;)). The
most important part is to use the coercivity of two-soliton induced by the energy
conservation law to show that the two bubble must have the same sign. The
remaining part of the proof is just to solve the perturbed ODE system (1.21),
which is similar to the proof of the existence result.

Acknowledgements. Y. Lan acknowledges the support of the China National
Natural Science Foundation under grant number 12201340. Z. Wang acknowledges
the support of the China National Natural Science Foundation under grant num-
ber 11901092 and Guangdong Natural Science Foundation under grant number
2023A1515010706. The authors are indebted to Prof. Yvan Martel for introducing
the problem and stimulating discussions.

"See Proposition 4.3 for more details.
8See Proposition 4.9 for more details.
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2. PROPERTIES OF THE GROUND STATE

In this section, we list some basic properties about the ground sate ) and the
linearized operator £. Most of them can be found in [3, 16, 21, 33, 41, 45, 46].

2.1. Spectral properties of the linearized operator. We start with some basic
properties about the ground state Q. Most of these properties are proved in [16, 17]:

Proposition 2.1. Let p > 2, consider functional

I e T
- p+1

il . Vu e H?(R)\{0}.

I(u)

We have:

(1) Existence: There exists a minimizer Q) € HzNY of I(u), which is an
even positive smooth function on R satisfying (1.6).

(2) Asymptotic behavior: The function @ has the following asymptotic be-
havior at infinity:

Ko | 9(y) 1

Q()——2+?+O<E>, as|y|—>—|—oo, (21)

’ 2:%0 1
Qy)=——3 +0( ) aslyl — +oo. (2.2)

y [yl

where ko > 0 and g € L= (R) N CY(R). Moreover, we have
1

/) =0( 1) s ol =+, (2:3)

(3) Uniqueness: Any minimizer of I must have the form aoQe,(-—x0), where
oo € C\{O}, co >0, zg € R.

Remark 2.2. Existence, uniqueness and regularity of the minimizer () are proved
in [16, 17]. We will prove the asymptotic formula (2.1)-(2.3) in Appendix A.

Next, we recall some properties about the linearized operator £ at Q:

Proposition 2.3. L is a self-adjoint operator in L? with domain H'. Moreover,
the following properties hold:

(1) Spectrum: The operator L has exactly one negative eigenvalue — (k > 0)
associated to an even positive function Xo; Oess(L) = [1,4+00); ker L =
{aQ': a € R}.

(2) Scaling: LAQ = —Q;

(3) Regularity: if f € H' such that Lf € V1, then f € Y1;

(4) Imvertibility: for all g € L? such that (g,Q') = 0, then there exists a
unique f € L? with (f,Q") =0 and Lf = g;

(5) Coercivity: if p < 3, then there exists a universal constant p > 0 such

that
2
(Lv,0) = ulo]?,y -

%[(«J, QP+ (0,Q). (2.4)

Proof. We refer to [16, 33, 45, 46] for the proof of (1)—(4).
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Finally, property (5) follows from the fact @ is the unique minimizer (up to
symmetries) of the following minimizing problem:

infl E(u)
ueH?2,
llullL2 =Rl L2
when p < 3. (I

Now, we introduce some spectral properties about the operators d,£ and L9,
in the supercritical case p > 3:

Proposition 2.4. There exist functions Y+ € Vs and eq > 0 such that

0,(LY ") = —egY ™, 8,(LY*) = epY ™+, (2.5)
YHy) = Y (—y), /Yi:a (2.6)

R
(Y=,LY )= (Y*+,LY+) =0, (2.7)
(Y=, LY )= (Y*,LY ™) #£0. (2.8)

The existence of Y* is proved by [24, 30]. The rest part of the proof of this
Proposition is similar to [21, Proposition 2.9].
Proposition 2.5. There ezist functions Z* € Yy such that
(1) ﬁ([)yZ*) = —epl ﬁ([)yZ*) = €0Z+;
(2) (ZE,YH) =1, (Z£,YF) =0, (Z*,Q') =0;
(3) Fir a Z € L? such that (Z,Q") # 0. There exists uo > 0 such that for all

v E H%, we have
1
(’U,ﬁv) 2 /J'OHU”iI% - ‘u_ [(Zivv)2 + (ZJrvU)Q + (Zvv)z}' (2'9)
0

The proof of proposition 2.5 is almost the same as [21, Proposition 2.10, Lemma
2.11, Proposition 2.13]. We omit the details here.

2.2. Coercivity near a two-soliton. We introduce the following functional:
1 1 12 1
H =F M = — 2 — Dl2 - p+1
()= Bw) + M) = 5 [ a5 [P = [t
for u € Hz. We are interested in the coercivity properties of H near a two-soliton.

More precisely, we have:

Proposition 2.6. Let us fir 0 € {1} and Z € L? such that (Z,Q’) # 0. There
exist constants wy, 20, Co > 0, such that if €, x1, xo satisfy

H(Q(—21) + 0Q(- — x2) +€) = 2H(Q),
and ||5HH% < wo, T1 — T2 > 20, then
(1) if o =1, there holds

H£||§{% < Cy 3 +(Z_(-—:Cl),s)2+(Z+(-—:vl),5)

(z1 — x2)

+(Z= (- J:Q),a)2 +(Z1 (- — x2),¢)
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(2) if 0 = —1, there holds
T < C[(Z (=209 (27 ). 9) + (B ).

+(Z7( = w2),2)" + (2~ ma)e) " + (2 - 22),2)"]. (2.11)

lell? 4+
H?2

To prove Proposition 2.6, we need the following two lemmas:

Lemma 2.7. Let 0 € {+1} and Z € L? such that (Z,Q’) # 0, then there exist
constants wo, 20, \o > 0, such that if U,x1,x9 satisfy |U — Q(- — x1) — cQ(- —

3:2)||H% <wp and r1 — x93 > 20, then for all € € H%, there holds

(e, D*H(U)e)

> Mollel?y = 5 [(Z7C=a00.0)” + (25 —w).e) + (2~ m0).e)?

S

Ao
(27— 22),0)" + (25— m)e) + (2( —m2),9)"], (212)

where D*H(U) = |D| — p|U[P~ + 1.

Lemma 2.8. There exists a positive constant ko > 0 such that

ORQ 1

H(Q(-—x1) +0Q(- — x2)) = 2H(Q) — CTErSE + O(m)a (2.13)

as ri{ — Tog — +00.

Proof of Lemma 2.7. Without loss of generality, we can assume that xo = 0 and
x1 > zg. Consider the following operator:

T' = |D[+1—pQ"~" = pQP~*(- — a1).
Then we have

(e.D*H(U)e) — (e, T'e) = —p/ U = QP = QP (- —x)]e® (2.14)

By Holder’s inequality, we have

[ 1ort - @t - @i — a2 S el JlUP - o+ @ -,
tlelzaflQ+QC —a) Tt - @ =@ — )| - (2.15)
By Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, we know that
1P~ je + @t~ =P,
SNV = Q= 0Q( =) oy (IUIFRE - + 1Q + Q= @)l ) ) S 3(0).
(2.16)

On the other hand, by integrating on the regions 2 < z1/2 and x > x1 /2 separately,
we know that
1

[le+Qt-anf ™t @t =@, < o

for 1 = 1 — x2 sufficiently large. Combining (2.14), (2.15), (2.16) and (2.17), we
have

(2.17)

1
|(e, D*H(U)e) — (¢, T'e)| < m”a”i{%. (2.18)
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Finally, we consider a decomposition € = g1 + €2, such that
Supp &1 C (—00,2x1/3], Supp €2 C [21/3,+00)
and H5||H% ~ ||51||H% + H52||H%. This can be easily done by letting €1 = ¢,

g2 = (1 — ¢)e for some suitable smooth function ¢. When z; is large enough, we
can easily show that

(Z7(-—a1),e)" + (ZF (- —z1)e1)” + (B( —21),e1)” < ﬁllal\%z (2.19)
(Z7(-—22),62)" + (ZF (- —2),80)° + (2(- — 2),2)° < ﬁ”aﬂiz- (2.20)

Combining (2.9), (2.18), (2.19) and (2.20), we conclude the proof of Lemma 2.7. [

Proof of Lemma 2.8. We introduce the following notation:
Ri(y) = Qy — 1), Ra(y) = Qy — z2).
Then we have:

H(Ry + oRy)

:2H(Q)+/ {a(|D|%R1)(|D|%R2)+0R1R2—URle—aRng

1
— Rt oRy|P* — REYL — REYY _ (p 4+ 1)0R RS — (p+ 1)0RoRY)
~2H(Q) -0 [ iR
1
—ov1 ) (B oRy|Pt — RUFL — REFL _ (p 4 1)oRy RS — (p + 1)0 Ry RY).

(2.21)

We first estimate the term [ Ry R5. For y > (z1 + x2)/2, we have:

1 1
/ RiRY < 5 /Rl = 0<73), (2.22)
y>(x14x2)/2 |I1 _I2| P |$1 —$2|

as 1 — o2 — +00. Recall that the ground state @ satisfies Q(y) ~ 1/y*. For
y < (r1 + x2)/2, using (2.1), we have:

P _ P _
/ R{R = :‘io/ @y —2) xi) dy—l—O(/ "y —z2) xi) dy)
y<(z14w2)/2 y<(m1+w2)/2 (y — 1) y<(m1+w2)/2 (y —z1)
Py — 1
= no/ Mdyjto(ig). (2.23)
y<(zitas)/2 (Y —T1) |z1 — 22|
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Since y — x1 =y — w2 + x3 — x1, We have

[ Qly—)
2
y<(z1+z2)/2 (y - xl)

o Yo P — 2 1
(w2 —@)? /y<(ac1+z2)/2 Qly—2) 1+ (y — 22) /(22 — 21))?

K — X
— QP(y—a:z)[HO(—'y 2')]dy
(T2 = 21)? Jy<(a14a2)/2 |22 — 1]

dy

K 1
- = _0961)2 /Qp(y_m)dy—l—0<7|xl —w2l3)' (2.24)
Combining (2.22), (2.23) and (2.24), we have
p_ ko P 1
[ mm e [ar+ O(m . mg). (2.25)

Next, we estimate the nonlinear term. We consider a function
F(z) = 1+ 2™ =1~ |2P* — (p+ D — (p+ D)afaf
Since p > 2, it is easy to verify that F' € C*([—2,2]) and F(0) = F'(0) = 0. Hence,
there exists a constant Cy > 0, such that
Vo e [-2,2], |F(x)| < Colz|?. (2.26)

For any fixed y € R, if Ry(y) < |Ra(y)|, then we choose’ x = Ry (y)/[oRa(y)], by
(2.26), we have

|(|R1+0Re [P = REY — RO — (p+1)o Ry R — (p+1)0 RoRY)| < RIRS '+ RZRY .

(2.27)
If Ri(y) > |R2(y)|, by choosing x = oR2(y)/R1(y), we can also obtain (2.27).
Hence, by separating the integral on regions y > (21 + 22)/2 and y < (21 + x2)/2,
we have:

1
P+l ’ / (|R1 +oRyPT — R’1’+1 _ R§+1 —(p+1)oR1RS— (p+ 1)0R2R’1’)
- B 1
S /R?Rg "+ RIRYTT = o(m), (2.28)
Collecting (2.25) and (2.28), we conclude the proof of Lemma 2.8. O

Now, we are able to prove Proposition 2.6:
Proof of Proposition 2.6. Let U = Ry + 0 Ry, where
Ri(y) = Qy — 1), Ra(y) =Qy — x2).

By Taylor’s expansion, we have:

H(U +¢)=HU)+ (DH(U),e) + %(D2H(U)s, £) + 0(|\a||2%).

9Here we use the fact that for all y € R, Ra(y) # 0.
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From Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8, we have

A0y 12 oKo
— ——— +(DH(U
2 ||EHH% (£U1 —1'2)2 +( ( )75)
1 _ 2 i 2 2
< TN (Z7(—m),e)" + (ZT( —21),e)" + (2(- —31),¢)
- 2 + 2 2 1
+(Z (-—IQ),E) +(Z (-—IQ),E) +(Z(~—$2),E) +O m .
Now it suffices to prove that
1
2 e —
(DHW).2)| < el + g
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we only need to prove that
1
"(R1+0R2)|R1+0R2|p71_Rzl)—O'RgHL2 S m (229)

This can be done by a similar argument as we did for (2.28). Hence, we conclude
the proof of Proposition 2.6. O

3. MODULATION ARGUMENT

In this section, we will construct a strongly interacting multi-bubble, and in-
troduce the geometrical decomposition for solutions near this multi-bubble. Some
suitable orthogonality conditions will be chosen, which will lead to some important
modulation estimates on the parameters.

3.1. Strongly interacting multi-bubble. We first introduce the following change
of variables:

w(t,y) =ult,y + 1),
where u(t, z) is a solution of (1.1). We can easily see that w satisfies:
wy — Oy(|D|w +w — |w|P~ w) = 0. (3.1)

We will construct a multi-soliton of the following form:
w(t,y) ~ Y 0iQuipny (v — @i(t)) + r(t,y),
i=1

where r(t,y) is the strongly interacting term and o; € {+1}.
More precisely, let I = [to,t1] be an interval, and {z;(t)}",, {u:(t)}*; be C-
functions defined on I and o; € {£1}. We a priorily assume that for all ¢ € I

1
()] < , d(t) = i i(t) —x; t)) > — >0, 3.2
i ()] < wo,  d(t) ie{l?lﬁfl}[x (t) = it (t)] o (32)

where wy < 1 is a small constant. Let 1) be a smooth function such that ¥ (y) =1
ify>—1;9(y) =0if y < —2. For all i # j, we denote by

QDij(t,y) = w(%ﬁi;gw)v (3'3)
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where z;;(t) = x;(t) — z;(t). We are searching for a multi-soliton of the following
form

V(ty) = OG0 1).5) = 3 0:@uuoly — i) + 32 Fly o)

i=1 i,j=1 i)
J#i
ij (ty — @i(t))
S J—mt,y), (3.4)
i,j=1 U
J#i

where #(t) = (21(t), .. 2 (£)), and ji(t) = (11 (1), .., jin(1))-
Remark 3.1. We will choice functions A;;(t), B;;(t) suitably such that V(¢,y) is an

approximate solution to (3.1) with an error term of order 1/d%/?(t).

Remark 3.2. We will see from the construction of A;;, B;; that the functions A;;, By,
are time dependent, but they actually depend only on the parameters Z(t) and fi(t).
They don’t explicitly depend on the time t.

More precisely, we have:

Proposition 3.3. Let p > 2, p # 3, n > 2 and o; € {£1}. We assume that
{zi(t)}y, {pi ()}, are Cr-functions defined on I = [ty, t1] satisfying (3.2). Then
for alli # j, k =1,...,n there exist smooth bounded functions A;;(t), B;j(t) and
constants a;j,bijr € R, such that the following properties hold. Let Wy = 0,V —
oy(ID|V +V — |V|P~1V), and

Ri(t,y) = Qi (0 (y — 2:(1)). (3.5)
Then we have, for all t € [to,t1],

oS £ 3 baosh

i=1 13 k=1, U
J#l J#

(3.6)

where a;; are given by
doiojro(p —1) [ QP
(p—3)JQ
Moreover, Ey satisfies for all t € [to,t1],
1 MIP(4)  My(t)  Ms(t)

1By ()]l ;4 Sdg/Q(t) TEn T En T D (3.8)

Qi =

where

Mi(t) =Y lmi(H)]?, Ma(t) = Sup | () — pa(t)], (3.9)

i=1 =n
- az; z;k,uk

Ms(t) = sup |f( Z 7+ Z ‘ (3.10)
1<i<n
> j=1,j Z k,j=1, ZJ

J#i

Remark 3.4. We will see that under suitable assumptions the right hand side of
(3.8) can be controlled by 1/d%/?(t).
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We will see that the functions A;;(t), Bi;(t) and constants a;j, bijx € R satisfy
the following:

Proposition 3.5. Let A;;(t), Bij(t), aij, biji be the functions and constants intro-
duced in Proposition 3.3. Then the following properties hold.
(1) Equation of A;j: for all i # j, there exists even functions A;jo € Yo and

smooth maps

Q[ij : (fa ﬁvy) = Qlij(fvﬁa y) eR

satisfying:
Aij(t,y) = Aijo(y) + =i (Z(8), i(1), v)- (3.11)
with
LAij0 = proo; QP (3.12)
Moreover, the smooth maps ;; satisfy
LAs; = pEije + Fij, (3.13)
k=1

where Eiji, € Yo are even functions independent of time, while Fi; are
smooth maps

Fy: R'xR"xR3 (& i,y) — Fy(@ fi,y) € R

satisfying
Fij(Z(t), fi(t),-) € Yo,  (Fy(Z(t), fi(t),-),Q'(-)) =0, (3.14)
H%mmm%mﬁs%G£@+mm) (3.15)
[ValFy (@), i7(2), || 3 + PO ValFy (E), @(1), )] ;3 < Co,  (3.16)

for some universal constant Cy > 0.
(2) Equation of By;: for all i,5,k = 1,...,n and i # j, there exist smooth
bounded functions By;o and B, (independent of time) such that
Bij(t,y) = Bijo(y) + Y tk(t)Biji(y)- (3.17)
k=1

Here the functions B;jo satisfy

(—LBij0) = —aijoiAQ + 2proo; (yprl)’, (3.18)

/Bij,OQ’ =0, yl}gloo Bijo(y) =0, (3.19)
. ;50 (p — 2)

S Bijo(y) = —prl / Q, (3.20)

where a;; are given by (3.7). Moreover, we have
@(ﬁ%wk) = —biijiAQ + Gijk7 (3.21)
where Gy, € Vo are functions independent of time.

Before proving Proposition 3.3, we need the following lemmas:
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Lemma 3.6. Let g € Vo such that (g,Q) = 0, then there exists a bounded smooth
function f such that f" € Yo, f L Q" and

Yy—r—+00 Yy—>—00

(CfY =g, lim f(y) =0, mﬂf@%:—/g (3.22)

Proof. We are seeking for f of the following form: f = fy — f;oo
By direct computation, we know that fo must satisfy ‘

(Lfo) =g+ (»C /:OO 9(y) dy’)/ =R,

where R = —Hg —pQP~! f;oo g and H = —9,|D|~! denotes the Hilbert transform.
From [33, Lemma 2.5], we know that Hg € )1, hence R € ). From Proposition 2.1,

the existence of fy € ) is equivalent to (R, Q') = 0. This is a direct consequence
of (9,Q) =0 and LQ = 0. O

g where fo € V.

Lemma 3.7. Let f,g € Vo and |x; — ;| > 1. Then there exists constant Cy =
Co(f,g) independent of z;,x; such that

Co
1 < .
A2 py — )

(= i)g(- — )

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that z; > x;. We only need to prove

Co
|z — ;[

1F( = 2i)g(- = 25)lle2 <

But this can be done by splitting the integral on regions y < (z; + x;)/2 and
y > (z; + x;)/2 and using the fact that f,g € L% O

We also need the following notations:

(1) for any function f, we denote by

Tif(ty) = f(t,y — zi(t)); (3.23)
(2) we denote by
~ Az] 1]
ij=1 U ij=1 U
J#i J#i

the interaction term in V(¢,y);
(3) for all C! functions (#(t), fi(t)) satisfying (3.2) we denote by S the set
consisting of all smooth maps F: R” x R” x R+— R

F(f(t)a ﬁ(t)a ) € Mo, (F(f(t)vﬁ(t)v ')7 QI()) =0, (325)
P03 = Co g7 + M0, (3.26)
IV ALE G, @), |,y + P OIVAFE, 70, )],y < Cor  (327)

for some universal constant Cy > 0 (independent of # and [i).
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(4) for all ¢t € Iy, we denote by

= L MO M) | Ms() 26l 3 | 12155
() d(b) a3ty d(t) iy \d() d3(t)
Mi()|Bijklle | N1Bijellze + |%ijk|%w>
o, (O 0
i
1+ /M (t)d(t) 1+ My (t)d3(t)

(3.28)

Now we can start the proof of Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.5. The idea of
the proof is to expand Wy and keep track of terms of order 1/3:%, for k = 2,3,4,
and finally find suitable A;;(t), B;;(t) to cancel all lower order terms. We a priorily
assume that A;;(t), B;;(t), has the form (3.11) and (3.17). More precisely, we first
choose A;j 0, Bijo such that (3.12) and (3.18)—(3.20) are satisfied. Then we choose
2;; and B,; suitably such that all lower order terms are canceled. We will see that

lower order terms can be divided into the following categories:
e Simple terms that can be written down explicitly, for example:

Oy[ri(Q* )] 9y[mi(yQP™h)]
2

’ (E3 )

Lij ij
which are canceled due to the choice of A;j0, Bijo-
e Terms of the form

5y[Ti(fz'j)]7 Oy [Ti(eijin)]

2 2 )
Ty x7;

where f;; € S and e;j, € V> are even functions independent of time. Those
terms are canceled due to the choice of 2;;.
e Terms of the form
1.7 (Gij)
xfj ’
where g;; € Ve are functions independent of time. Those terms will be
canceled by the choice of B;;y.

Proof of Proposition 3.3 and 3.5. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1: Expansion of Uy, .
From the fact that:

IDIR; + (1+ wi)Ri — RY =0,

we have the following expansion of Wy :

Uy = [fuoihR; — (i — pi)odyRi] + 1+ J + K + L, (3.29)
i=1
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where
n - p—1 n _ n N _
I:@U[ ZUiRi (ZUsz) _Zai|Ri|p_1Ri 5 (330)
i=1 i=1 i=1
n p—1
J==0y||Dlr+7—p|Y oili| |, (3.31)
i=1
n p—1 n _
K—ay[ZUiRi+T (ZUiRz+T)
=1 i=1
n . _ n " p*l
— Y oilRiP R —p| Y o 7’], (3.32)
i=1 i=1
L=08yr=La+Lg,. (3.33)

Here L 4 is defined as follows:

LA(t, y) = — Z (‘i.i(t)ayAij (t7 Yy — xi(t)) 2«i'ij (t)Aij (if7 Yy — xz(t)))

JFi
" (9 E(1), 04fi(1)) - Vi qis (T(t), (1), y — m(t))
+ Z ) , (3.34)
i,j=1 9
Jj#i
while Lp is given by
[ #:0, Bty — xi(t)) | 3 Bij(ty — xi(t))
Lo(ty) = - 3 (225 43 oD
”221 x?j (t) x?j (t) !
JF#i
By — @it " Byj(ty — (¢
by Bl —ni®) g 3 By i)y o6y, (335)
. 7 (t) “ z3;(t)
i,5,k=1 %) i,5=1 19
i G

for all (¢t,y) € I x R.
Step 2: Existence of A;j0, Bijo-

First, for A;; o, from Proposition 2.1 and the fact that () is an even function, we
obtain the existence of A;; o immediately.

Existence of B;; o satisfying (3.18)—(3.20) follows from Lemma 3.6 directly. Here
we need to choose suitable a;; € R so that the right hand side of (3.18) is orthogonal
to @, which coincides with (3.7).

Step 3: Estimates of I.
We now estimate the interaction term generated by different bubbles. We denote

by
n " p—1 n "
ZO’jRj (ZUjRj)'
Jj=1

j=1
From partition of unity and the assumption that x1(¢) > - -+ > x,(t), there exists
smooth functions {n;(¢,y)}~, such that
e 0<m <Ly in=1;
* |0yni(t)] S 1/d(t);

E:
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e for all ¢t € I, there holds

Supp no(t) C (I( +oo)

Supp m1(t) C ([2z2( +fC1 )]/3,z1(t) 4 2d(t));

Supp 7; t) C ([2xl+1 + :vz( )]/3, [zi(t) + 2:vi_1(t)]/3), V1 <i<mn;
Supp 7 (t) C (2n(t) — 2d(t [2% 1(t) + 2n(1)]/3);

Supp Mn41(t) C ( 00, Ty (t d(t)).

For all i € {1,...,n}, we consider y € Supp 7;(t), then using (2.1) and (2.2), we
have for all j # ¢

‘ B Ko gy — ;) 1
TJQ(y) - (y—Ij)Q + (y—a:j)4 +O(1+ (y_xj)6>

Ko 1 1 gly—u) 1
B af; L+ (y — @) /2] " xl 1+ (y — 2i) f2ig]? * O<1 +(y — :Cj)G)

R ) @/1 —=)? ., 9—z)
o |

- s+
A ) L o
1 -z
+0(7+ v - l). (3.36)
|35

On the other hand, using the fact that R;(y) > 0, we have

i - " 00, R,
0y (Fim:) = 1+ZMJ (”ZL : >‘7sz771
=1, M
J?él YE)
:8y (O}éfﬁz + Z pajéfléjm> + O, (337)
—y
Jj?éi

where
= 771 _— S —_—— S S ag; i —_—— S.
Y 0 2 j=1, Rl j=1, Rl j=1, Rl
J#i J#i J#i

Recall from Taylor’s formula, we have for all regular enough function f, there holds

ds.

,LL_? /1 [(AQf)lJFS#j - (A.f)lJrs,uj}
2 Jo (1+ sp15)?
(3.38)

-
From =14+ [ TR (O, = T+ my(Af) +
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Since for y € Supp 7;, we have |}~%J(y)| < 4=, combining with (3.36), we have
n 2
- p(p—l) UiO'jTjQ 1+\/M1d
C =09, [me(nQ)p(]; o) | tom—F
it

-1 o N~ K2OwO; 1+ Mid
:ay<777,p(p2 )Ui(TiQ)p 2 Z 02 kzj) +OH%( 1 )

k=1, itk @
k,j#i
:z": UTl i) | o 1(1+\/M1d)
H2 a5 ’
=1 w
75
where
2 27
k3p(p — D)oo QP27 s o
Hij,l = 0 ( ) 12] ‘ Z (E_Q
k=1, ik
k#i
Let fz],l — (sz I)Q )

Hija — o7 Q' be the orthogonal projection of H;; 1 onto {Q'}*. It
is easy to verify that'C

f” 1 € S using the definition of 7;. We also have:

_ 1
|(Hij,17 ~ d2’ T 7717 QP 2 ’N d2} 177;7621) 1 }N d5 (339)
Hence,
= Tlfl], 1+ +/Mqd
Z +0,, (T : (3.40)
for some fi;1 € S.
We also have for all j # i,
~ 1 1
Py — I
Z Oy [771' (pffjﬁf*léj _paj(TiQ)pilTjQ)}
=1,
j#i
zn: . <77 / 1575 (AQ) 145y, (Ti Q)Y 11,00 . (P — Dpami (AQ)14sp, (T Q)T 12, (11 Q)15 ds>
= SN 1+ sp; L+ spi '
(3.42)
Together with (3.36), we have
Oy ( 7'Z i
Z Ay ( poj —poj(1;Q)P ' 1;Q) = Z 100y (7i Bigie1)
k=1 U
J?él JFi
= (Tifij Nszguk 1 1+ J\4ld2
v iig2) — 10 _ 3.43
’ ]; IZZ]' jkzl xz] i H & 7 ( )
j#i ity

10Recall that the set S is defined by (3.25)—(3.27)
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where .fij,2 S S, gijk,l;Eijk,l € Yy and Eijk,l are even functions.
Hence, combining (3.36), (3.40) and (3.43), we have for all j # ¢, and for all

y € Supp 7,

— ~ n _ - }Lka Tz 17k
0,(f) = 0, (esBt+ 3 pos (@) + Y LD Fn)
j=1, k=1, ZJ
J# i#£]
7-1 fz;l"’fz;Q)] 1+M1d2
T Z +041 5
J
J#l
P " P " ko 2ko(y — ;) p—1
=0y niZUjRJ + 0y ZPUJ‘ PR (1iQ)
j=1 J=1, i i
J#i
n 1 2
79 | Ko (y — @) 1
+ Oy |mi pU'<J—+—/ d5>(7’iQ)p
Y le ! x?j x?j o [+ s(y—xi)/m)*
J#i
0y ( Tz 10y (TiBijkn) <~ Oylmi(fign + fij2)] 1+ Md®
+ > +2 pe +03\—% )
7,k=1, ZJ j=1 ij
i#] J#i
where fij1, fij2 € S and Eyji1 € Vo are even functions.
Let
-1 1 2
- Ti Tig | ko Y -1
Hijo = (7; 1m)pa»< =+ ds>QP ,
! T\ x3 Jo 1+ (sy)/awiy]t

and fij3 = Hijo — %Q’ be the orthogonal projection of H;;o onto {Q’ |

We can easily check that f;;3 € S and'*
1 2
-1 Y -1 1yp—1
i 7 d i i\1j ) P
() [ e s+ It @@ )|

1
(Hij2, Q)| S =

< L1059, 7(@)] + 5| (3590, (@)
g [T 2[4 Jasaen)|=of £

Combining all estimates above, we have!?

s ( ) g

~ k0y(1iEiji 1)
+ Y 22

i,j=1 v ,k=1, v
YE) i#£j
+ Z (rili1) Z RERSUEL 1 40,4 (D), (3.44)
i,j=1 ZJ k=1, :E”
J#i i#£j

where Eijk.,l S yg are even functions and Ej,l = fij,l +.fij.,2 +fij,3 S S, Jijk,1 S yQ.
Step 4: Estimates of J.

HHere we use (2.3) and the fact that Supp 9, (Tiflni) C{y: |yl 2 %} for the last inequality.

12Recall that T is defined by (3.28).
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By direct computation, we have

J=h+ o+ Js+ Js+ J5,

where!3
"~ 7;,(LAij0) "\ 7,(LBijo)
e e 5 et
1,j=1, v i,j=1, )
i#] iF#£j
N T(L55) |~ (LB
== —@y(‘Z 2ot ) (3.46)
i,7=1, ] i,7,k=1 17
i it
n _ p—1 noo_ L n
. :pay( dooilti| r=Y BT+ Y R =) (mQy ) (3.47)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
n Al BZ
Ja _p(?y[ Z (TkQ)psz< 0 4 §0> : (3.48)
irjk=1, i Tij
G ki
n Ti(LBz ) Ti |D| ©i ] ) )
Js = — Z Oy l( — J )(% ] Z 8, (# (3.49)
1,j=1, v i,j=1, ij
7 i#]

We will leave J, invariant and estimate Jy, Js, Jy and J5 separately.
First for Jp, using the equation of A;; o, Bijo, Cij, we have

Ji=— zn: [ay <p0j(7;2Q)p1 _ QPHOUjay;i(yQpl)]> " aijaz;';(AQ) . (3.50)

4,j=1,
i#]

Using (3.38) again, we have we have

- Q05 [TZAQ ( ) 1 + ,LLZ ,UJlegzgk 2 Ml
2 =) Z +0,1( 5 ) 51
i,5=1, ) i,5,k=1 ZJ

i#£] i#£]

where g;jr2 € V2. Combining (3.50)—(3.51), we conclude that

- ai'UiAEi " P00 (TiQ p=1 2pKo0;T; yQp_l
J1=Z]73—@y[2( QP 2000

=1, i i1 ij Tij
i) i£]
HETiGijk,2
Z =40, (1), (3.52)
i,5,k=1 ”
7]

13Here we use the notation [| D, wij)f = |D|(pi;j f) — @ij|D|f, for suitable f.
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Then we estimate J3. Using again the Taylor’s expansion of EZ with respect to
w; as well as the methods of splitting region of the integral, we have

SR =Y (mQ) ! = 0,4 (i) = 0,3 (V)
=1 i=1
-1 no_ 1
— =l —0
Sir-o(2)

Using the fact that A;; ¢ are even functions, we have

6y(i (Ei_l - (TkQ)pil) i %) = i Mﬁ”m +OH% (1—\)7

k=1 i,j=1 tJ i,j=1, K

i#£] i£]
where E;j, 2 € Vo are even functions. We also have

- ", 7,B; T, M
Z Rp 1 TkQ)p 1) « Z i z_], 1 Z M zguk 3 O % ( dgl)
k=1 i,j=1 z3 i k=1 s

i#£] i£]

U

(3.54)

where g;j1,3 € V2 are functions independent of time. On the other hand, from
(3.38) we know that

L _ “ TiAy "\ 7By
T R (D D DY ¢>]

1 ij=1 ij i,j=1 tj

i#j i#]
n , — 1A p—2 ii
_ Z pe0y [T ((p g QAP "Aij)] +0,1(I). (3.55)

i,j,k=1 ij

i#£]

Now we estimate the term

o
i=1

Zaiél

r— Y }prflr .
> Rl
i=1

14! again to obtain

We consider the smooth functions {n; }/;

p—1 n
=p— T Ai‘7
al( ey )n <$Z7o>
k=1

= k=1 ij
n _ (OP—2A4.. L
_ ay [( Z (p 1)H021€2T;(2Q Au,O))m + O(F) — W + O(F), (3.56)
k=1, ikig ij

ki
where f;;4 € S. Similar as (3.55), we have:

(Sl -E ) (- 5 )

n p—1
g oy Ry -
= i,j=1, j

i

=0, (). (357
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Combining (3.53)—(3.57), we have

n

JSZ Z 6 :; Ux Z uka TZ UkQ Z Mszgz]kS

i,j=1, i i,,k=1, ” i,j,k=1 ”
i#j i#j i#j
- Ay [ri((p — 1HAQQP2;;
xs. H?2
i,5,k=1 v
i#£]

where Fjjo = fija € S and Ejj, 2 € Vo are even functions.
Next, we estimate J;. We let

n B,
—1 — 17,0
Hijs=p E (ri mQ)? 1<Aij,0 + xj >

]

ki

Let fij5 = Hijz— %Q’ By a similar argument, we have f;;5 € S. We claim
that

1
|(Hij3, Q)| < ek

By Lemma 3.7 and direct computation, we have

B 1
- p—171, <
KQ PZ ) %Nwd
k;éz
While for (Q’, (Ti_lTkQ)pflAmo), using the fact that Q' € Vs and A;j0 € Va2, we

have
1
/ Q (1 Q)P iy = 0<—3).
|yl >11/(2@i—zx]) d

From Proposition 2.1, have

p—1
/ Q' (7, ' Q)P Aijo = / Q' Ay (—KO 2) T 0( !
191 <o = lyI< e [y — (zx — 2i)]

Together with (3.36), we have
p—1
_ _ Ko 1
oetnaraso= [ (G25) +o(x)

/|y|<#
. ¢ Pt 1 1
= Jeus(Gam) vols) —0(5),

—zl
where we use the fact that both A;;¢ and () are even functions in the last identity,
which concludes the proof of (3.59). Hence, we have

(3.59)

—zl

"\ 0y (TiFyj

Jy = E %+O(F), (3.60)
1,j=1, v
i#£]

where Fij_g = fij,S €s.
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Finally, we estimate J;. We have

- /“Lké( [‘l(ﬁ%l k)((fl 1)] S Mk‘z(“Dla(pz]%l ’k)
Js =D — E Y x; J — E 8.7! oy J J ,
i,5,k=1, v i,5,k=1, v

(n EBng))%]_ 1 i ( (ID1. 2u]B: >)

] 7/.7

where

Za

3,J=1,
1#£]

By direct computation, we have

1
11,3 <10l S swp 5 (105Biio) @i = Dlla + 1Buioyl2)
1<€J<)3

1 1 1
+ b G5 (I1DI(e5; Bijo)lmr + i (1DIBijo)l ) + b 75 1D, i31(8y Biji0)|| 1 + R

From the definition of ¢;; as well as** [33, Lemma 2.15], we have

1 1
D1 5 s 5 (@50 @ Buol,e) + 5 < 5
2<k+£<3

Hence, we have

S O Ti(LBiji ) (piy — 1) + 7i([ID], 45| Bij 1
Js = — 2: 10y {7i( k) (i IB) 7i([|D]; ¢ij] ]k)}-i-OH% (ﬁ)

Jk=1 K

1#]

Step 5: Estimates of K.
We let

n
Agoly = z,)
TO(ta y) = Z %7 Tl(tvy) = T(ta y) - To(t, y)
i,j=1, j
i#j
Since p > 2, we have

K <o, [ P
_5, [ plp /
Lp; 1)(2r0r1 —i—r%)/o

o p(p—1)2 !
—yl72 7”0/0

14Here we also use the fact that |D| = 8, H, and |Hf||zr < ||f]lze for all 1 < p < 400, where
‘H is the Hilbert transform.

ZO’ZR + sr

R—i—sr

(zj: oiR;i —l—s7‘>ds]
: (zj: oiR;i +sr> ]
. 3<goif~2i+sr)d31

- ( sz; oi(1iQ) + sr)

+9, R; + sr

n

p
ZUz‘(TiQ) + s

=1

+ 0,1 ().

(3.62)



26 YANG LAN AND ZHONG WANG

Since

s o= (Tidij0)(TeAkeo)
"o = Z 22 72 )
0,9,k =1, ij ke

by keeping track of all terms that are of order 1/d*, we see that

) 1 n p—3 n n ay[(TiHijA)]
9y |70 . ;Uz‘(ﬂ'@) +sr ;Ui(Tz’Q) +sr)ds| = ”Z::l T + 0,1 ().
gh
where
p(p—1D)oiQPt O~ Ayo(m i Akeo)
Hij4 = Z J - )
k0=1, ke
k0

A similar argument implies that |(H;;4,Q")| < 1/d®. Hence, by letting Fi;4 =
Hijq— #Hiya Q) )QI, we have

(Q,Q")
o Ol(miFija)]
K= Z ;:1 B 0,1 (D), (3.63)

where Fij14 es.
Step 6: Estimates of L.

Recall that L = L + Lp, where La, Lp, are given by (3.34) and (3.35). By
direct computation, we have:

Li—_ zn: (i?iay(TiAij) + QiijTiAij> n zn: (04, Ofi) - Vz,(T:iU45)

- 2 3 2
i,j=1 j Lij i,j=1 Lij
J#i J#i
n
xs. D H?2
ij=1 ij ij
J#i
- 12 19) (TE ) n HET;: g
- KOy (Ti Lijk,3 kTiGijk,4
=2 2 ) —3 T, (M), (3.64)
1,5,k=1, v i,j,k=1, iJ
i#] i#]

where Ejji 3, gijk,a € Y2 and Ejji, 3 are even functions. Similarly, we have

"\ kTiGijks
L=y M0 1o L) (3.65)
igk=1 i
ik

where Jijk,5 € V5.
Step 7: Closing of the proof. Now, we combine the estimates of (3.44), (3.46),
(3.52), (3.58), (3.60), (3.61), (3.63)—(3.65), and choose

3 5
Eijr = E Eijky, Gijr = E Gijh,t
=1 =1
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to obtain that

nL ~ "/ " a bijiik \ oiAR;
e RS M D Do ke
i=1 i=1 =t T wgm1, i Hi
J#i
" 0, 73 (L2 9, (r; Fy 9y (T E;
o 30 (- Ay B 5 )
1,7=1, 9 /=1 ZJ ZJ
i
" Oy|T: (LB 7.Gis bijroi
D S )
i,j,k=1, Lij Lij 13
i
Zn: POy {Ti(LBijk ) (pi; — 1) + 7 ([|D]; i3] Bijn) }
3.
irj k=1, ij
i
" 0y ri((p — 1)AQQP 2,
> ulr( xz J)]—l—OH%(F), (3.66)
i k=1 ij
ij

where E;j,, G € Vo and Ejjj, are even functions.
Then we choose bounded functions (with respect to y) Bk, such that
6y(£%wk) = Gijk - bijkO'iAQ. (367)

From Lemma 3.6, we know that the existence of such B, is equivalent to (Q, Gijx) =
bijroi(Q,AQ). Since (Q,AQ) # 0 (due to p # 3), we can choose suitable constants
bi;i; to ensure the existence of B;;;,. We claim that

VM,

[(Hijs, Q)| < B

(3.68)

where

Hijs = — z”: (LB i) (7 iy — 1) + [[D] 77 ] B ik}

s
k=1 v

Indeed, from the fact that £Q' = 0, Q' € Y3 and Supp (7; *pi; — 1) € (—o0,d*/4),

we have

1
’(Q (E%Uk)( SDU - 1))‘ < B
On the other hand, from [33, Lemma 2.15], we have
(D1, 77 i1Bijn, Q') = —([ID], 77 0is1Bik, Q) — (ID] 77 51Bi5k, Q),

and

1
(D177 118550, Q)| S QN 2 Bije 2 0l s S 5
1

’(HD' @z]]%ijka)’ S |||D|( Uk(pu)”Lz + H(pU”L‘lH% ]kHL4 ~ d37

which concludes the proof of (3.68). Using (3.68) and a similar arguments as before,
we have

Zn pu Oy {7 (LBij1e) (i — ;) + (D], i Bije)} Zﬂ 3@;(%5@,5) Lo (D),
XTs . T4, H?2
ij,k=1, i ijk=1, 4
i#i i
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for some Fjj5 € S.
Next, we let

5
Fyj = Fije
(=1
and choose

DI Zmijk.; + 250

k=1
for all i # j such that
L1 = ppEijr, (3.69)
Lo =Fyj+ Y p(p — 1)AQQP Aijn 1. (3.70)
k=1

From Proposition 2.1 and the fact that E;;;, € Vo are even functions, we know that
there exist even functions ;i1 € Vo such that (3.69) is satisfied. To obtain the
existence of ;o satisfying (3.70), we just need to show that the right hand side
of (3.70) are orthogonal to (', which is provided by the fact that F;; € S and
Aijk,1 € Vo are even functions.

Finally, injecting (3.67)—(3.70) into (3.66), we have for all ¢ € [tg, t1],
L M) M)

Ms(#)
L) S 472 (1) + a2(t) + d3(t) * d23(t) 7

and
1L M) My(t) | Ms(t)

ST S D72(t) + d2(t) d3(t) * a2 (t)

1B ()],

O
3.2. Geometrical decomposition. With this strongly interacting multi-bubble,

we can introduce the following geometrical decomposition for solutions near this
multi-bubble:

Proposition 3.8. Let ug € H2 such that there exist C-function Zo(t), fio(t) de-
fined on I = [to,t1] satisfying (3.2) and '3

uo(y) = O(Zo(t1), Ho(t1),y) + o(y), (3.71)

where HEOHH% < wy. If wy is small enough, then there exist tg < t* < t1, and

unique C*-functions

() = @1(0), oo 2al®)) ) = (12(E)s- ., pin(t))

and error term £(t) defined on [t*,t1], such that the corresponding solution wu(t)
to (1.1) with initial data u(ty) = ug exists on [t*,t1], and satisfies the following
conditions.

(1) Geometrical decomposition:
ult,y +1) = O(Z(t), fi(t), y) + e(t,y). (3.72)

I5Recall that V (t,y) = O(&(t), fi(t),y) is the approximate multi-soliton.
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(2) Orthogonality conditions:

(e(t), Ri(t)) = (e(t), 0, Ri(1)), (3.73)

for allt € [t*,t1] and i € {1,...,n}.
(3) Estimates on the parameters: for all t € [t*, 1], there holds:

(t) = o0 + 7(0) ~ Fo(t)| + |=(0)] 3 S 5(en), (3.74)
L (@lt) =z (8) 2 5 - S (3.75)

(4) Continuous dependence on the initial data: for all fized time t € [t*, 1], the
parameters p;(t), x;(t) and the error term e(t) depends continuously on the
initial data ug € Hz with respect to the weak topology of Hz.

The proof of Proposition 3.8 follows from standard arguments based on the
implicit function theorem. We refer to [31, Proposition 1] for an example of such
a proof. We mention here that the key point in the proof is the non-degeneracy of
the following Jacobian matrix:

(AQ,Q) (AQ, Q)| _ /
(Q/, Q) (QI, Q/) - (Q?AQ)(Q 7Q) # O

where we use the fact that (Q, AQ) # 0 when p # 3.

3.3. Modulation estimates. Using the orthogonality conditions (3.73), we have
the following modulation estimates:

Proposition 3.9. Let Iy = [t*,t1], assume that the geometrical decomposition
(3.72) holds on Iy, then we have for alli=1,...,n

1 3/2
| IU”L| ~ d9/2 +||EH — + d2 9 (376)
Qij wkﬂk 2 HE”H% Mf/2
MZ+Z + Z ‘ ng/2+|| el? )+ =gt (377)
— 7,_] kj 1 l_]
J#l J7i

Proof. From the geometrical decomposition, we have
e = 0y(|Dle +e —p|V|"~le)
+0y[[V+ePH(V+e)— VPV —plVIP~Te] + Ty = 0. (3.78)
Using the orthogonality condition (3.73), we have

0=0:(c, Ri) = (9o, Ry) + 1_‘:1'”(5,/&}}1-)—1—%(8,5;,1%)

~ llell 3
_(8t5,RZ—)+O<||5|H%(M2+M3)+ A > (3.79)

and

0= 04(c,0,R:) = (Dhe, 0y Ri) + - ﬁu (e, MOy R:)) + i e, 8y Ry

= (012, 0y Rs) + O(llell 3 + llell, 3 (Mo + Ms)). (3.80)
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Combining (3.6), (3.73), (3.78)—(3.80) and Lemma 3.7, we have:

; y lARZ,R o
(13220 32 by ) BORR) o 1 - )
= v k,j=1, U

J#l J#i

lell ;3 Mo+ M
:O(|€||il%+||EV||H;+||€|Hé(M2+M3)+ d§12+ pE ) (3.81)

and
(@5 — pq) X (Uiayéiv ayfzi)

(3.82)

My + M3
=0l + 1Bl g + 1y (0 + ) + 222 ),

22
From Lemma 3.7, and the construction of V', we have

_ ~_ ~ 1
GIVP = o0, = 0 5 ).

Hence, we have

. o lell,,
@D+ = VP, R = (. [D]+ 1= o110, ) + 0~ 2 )

o lell, 3 el 3
= (&,[ID| 4+ 14 i — pRY')(0yR;)) + O o =0 )
Here we use (3.73) as well as the fact that
|D|§Z + (1 + Mz’)éi — Ef =0

for the last two equalities.
Finally, combining (3.8), (3.81) and (3.82), using the fact that (Q, AQ) # 0, we
obtain (3.76) and (3.77). O

4. EXISTENCE OF STRONGLY INTERACTING MULTI-SOLITARY WAVES

This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.1 by constructing a solution satisfying
the corresponding conditions. In this section, we always assume that n > 2 and
oi=1,ifp>3;0;,=(-1)"1 if2<p<3.

We consider solutions of the form

ult,t+y) = w(t,y) ~V(t,y) +et,y).
Here we expect that the parameters x;(t) and pu;(t) asymptotically behave like

zi ~ apVt+ Bilogt + 7y, @i~ gy ~ ﬂl

2\[ (4.1)

as t — +oo. Here §;,7; are universal constants to be chosen later, while «; are

given by the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let p € (2,3)U (3,40), n > 2. We assume that o; = 1, if p > 3;
o; = (=1)"71, if 2 < p < 3. Then there exist real numbers a; > ag > -+ > ay,
such that for all i=1,2,....,n

Q; - Q5
— —Y 4.2
4 Z R aj)B’ ( )
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where a;; are given by (3.7). Moreover, we have: for alli=1,2,...,n,
a; +apt1-; =0. (43)
Remark 4.2. The proof of this lemma is similar to [23, Lemma 3].

Pmof We first consider the case when n is even. Let n = 2k, k € N*. We consider
{a;}2k, of the following form:

k
a;i =Y 0, Vi=1,..k (4.4)
Ap41—7 = —Qy, Vi = 1,...,I€. (45)
We define a smooth function F on
S={0=(01,...,0,) eRF: 0, >0,Vi=1,...,k} CRF
as follows

n 0 1 , n max{i,j}—1 -2 1 )
s P L EED W U MR IS 2

1,j=1, ,J=1 {=min{s,j}
17] 17£]

A
=
I

where «; are given by (4.4) and (4.5).

In case of p > 3, we have a;; > 0 for all ¢ # j. We observe that for all b € 08,
there exits ig € {1,...,k} such that 6;, = 0. Hence, for all by € 8S, and all ,,, € S
such that é;n — 9_;3 when m — +o00, we have

F(f,,) = —o.

On the other hand, we also have F(6,,) — —oc if |6,,| — +00. Hence, there exits
a local maximizer 90 =(0o1,-..,00) € S. We denote by

a; = ZHOJ, Ap41—i = —Qy, Vi = 1,...,I€. (46)

It is easy to see that (aq,. .., ay) is also a local maximizer of the following function:

—

G (@) = F(0), which implies that for all ¢ = 1,...,n, there holds

We then conclude the proof of p > 3 and n even.
In case of 2 < p < 3, we notice that a;; = a;; for all ¢ # j, and a;; > 0if i — j is
odd; a;; < 0if ¢ — j is even. Hence there exists constant Cy > 0, such that

n 2k 2k—i+1 1 1
= —C 4.7
Jz:: —04] O; ; 94—1— +6‘e+z 1)?’ (“.7)
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where 0o 11, =0; foralli =1,... k. Forall 1 <17 < 2k, we have
2k—it+1 1 2%k—i 1
ez:; O+ -+ 0ppi1)? B ; O+ -+ 0044)2
2%k—i
> G T o 2
(O2k—iy1 + -+ 02k)% = (Op+ -+ Oppiz1) (O + - + Oegi)
2k—1
Oryi
+ .
; O+ +0p4i1)2(0c + -+ Orsi)

Using the above estimate, it is easy to see from (4.7) that
F() — —c0,

if 6,, — 0y € S or |5m| — 400, as m — +oo. By a similar argument, we conclude
the proof of Lemma 4.1 in case of 2 < p < 3 and n even.

Finally, if n = 2k 4 1 is an odd integer. We can also consider {a;}2*T1 of the
following form:

k
ai:ZHj, Vizl,...,k,
j=i

41 = O, Apt1—5 = —Q4, Vi = 1, ceey k.

Then, Lemma 4.1 in this case can be proved similarly. O

4.1. Uniform backward estimate. In this subsection, we will derive some crucial
backward uniform estimates for solutions satisfying the conditions introduced in
Proposition 3.8. More precisely, we have:

Proposition 4.3 (Uniform backward estimates). There exists to > 1, such that
for all initial time ti, > to, there exists a choice of initial data u(ty,) = ug, such
that the following uniform backward estimates: for all ¢ € [tg, tin], we have

1

|xl(t) _ai\/z_BiIOgt_Vﬂ < PYZECTIE (4.8)
Qq Bi 1
pi(t) — N < 757425, (4.9)
1
EOpep—— (4.10)

L

for some small universal constants 0 < o < 1557 -

Here a; are given by (3.7), and
constants B;, v; will be chosen later® .

4.1.1. A bootstrap argument. The main step of the proof of Proposition 4.3 is an
argument of bootstrap as well as a topological argument. More precisely, for all
given tiy, > 1, we consider an initial data of the form

u(tin, y) = e(fO(tin)v ﬁo(tiﬂ)v y) + Eo(y)

16gee Remark 4.6 for the detailed definition of these constants.
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where To(t), fio(t) are C'-functions on [tg, tiy] such that

12:.0(tin) — i/Eim — Bilog tin — yi| S t51/41, (4.11)
o Bi _5/4+5,

pioltn) = 5= = 1 S 6.7, (412)
_3

leoll 3 S tin®- (4.13)

From the (local) uniqueness of the geometrical decomposition (i.e. Proposition 3.8),
for all choice of To(tin), flo(tin) and ¢ satisfying (4.11), there exist!” ¢, € [to, tin],
Cl-parameters Z(t), ji(t) and error term &(t,y), such that

le(tm)ll 3 < Ct? (4.14)

and
Zi(tin) = aV/Eim + B logtin + i + O(t;, /477, (4.15)
pilti) = 5=+ £+ O(E" ). (4.16)

Moreover, the corresponding geometrical decomposition (3.72) holds on [t,, t;,], for
some t, € [to, tin). We still denote by ¢, the smallest time 7 € [to, tin) such that the
geometrical decomposition (3.72) holds on [7,%,]. We also introduce the following
bootstrap assumptionss:

1
|33i(t)—04i\/Z—ﬂi10gt—”Yi| < T1/4-35,° (4.17)
o DB 1
pi(t) — it S 5/ se (4.18)
1
EO—— (4.19)
and define
To = inf{7 € [ts, tin) : (4.17)—(4.19) holds on [7, tin]}. (4.20)

We will show that

Proposition 4.4. There exists a suitable choice of Zy(tin), Ho(tin) and eo (or
equivalently, a suitable choice of initial data u(ti,)) such that'® Ty = t. = to.

Remark 4.5. The key step of the proof of Proposition 4.4 is to show that with a
suitable choice of initial data, we can improve the bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—
(4.19) on [Ty, tin]. We will see that in the proof of Proposition 4.4 in the subcritical
case, we can directly choose ¢ = 0 and use a topological argument to choose
suitable Zo(tin) and fio(tin). While in the supercritical case, no explicit expression
of g¢ is known. We can only show its existence by a slightly different topological
argument19 .

17\We mention here t. depends on the choice of Zo(tin), fo(tin) and eg.
18Here we use the fact that when tg is chosen large enough, then Ty = t« implies Ty = t« = to.
198¢e [37] for similar arguments.
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4.1.2. Linearization of the ODE system. From the bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—
(4.19), we have the following a priori estimates:

3

|24 (1) = (0 — aj)VE| Slogt,  |mi(t) — ai/(2VH)] S

for all i # j and t € [Tp, tin]. Hence, from (3.76), (3.77) and (4.21), we have for all
t=1,...,nand t € [Tp, tin],

o~ | =

(4.21)

. 1
|2:(t) — pa(t)| < pryzmr (4.22)
) & i " g (1) 1
) J J <
i (t) + Z =0T Z | S (4.23)
j=1, W k,j=1, )
JFi JFi

Using the a priori estimates (4.21) again, we have
[£27] (227 1
wh (1) (o — ay)3E (14 [y (1) — (@i — ay)VE/[(es — ;) V)
B[z — (i — )V n O(|$z‘j — (o — aj)\/ﬂ?ﬂ

t
[£27] 31717‘ ) < 1 )
= - 4- +0( =7 ),
(i — ;)32 < (o — )Vt t9/4

bijrpin(t) __ bijpos 1+ [ (t) — ar/V1] /(o V/T)
3 (1) (@i = )82 (1 + [wij (t) — (i — a;)VE]/[(ai — a;)VE])?

bijkozk 1
Dk o).
(a; — aj)3t2 * <t9/4)

Together with (4.23) and (4.2), we have for all i = 1,...,n and t € [To, tin],

and

. 1
|2 (t) — ()] < pryzmr (4.24)
. Q= mir(t) " bijk 1
i(t — — L AA J 4.25
fi(t) + 2 3:21 2 + kazl (o — ozj)?’tQ ~ 19/4—60"’ ( )
i
where
304' P .
m;; = _(a _;_)47 if i # 7, (4'26)
i J
" 3&17‘ .
i—1 7
=

Let M = (mjj)nxn be the symmetric matrix given by (4.26) and (4.27). We also
let Ay < --- < A, be all eigenvalues of M. We know that there exists T' € SO(n)
such that

A1

M=1"" T.
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Let
(Z1(t), ., 20 ()T = T(x1(t), ..., 20 (t))T, (4.28)
(1), i (8))T =T (pa(t), - ()7, (4.29)
(@1, ...,0,)T =T (a1,...,an)T. (4.30)

Then from (4.22) and (4.24) —(4.27), we have for all k = 1,...,n and t € [Ty, tin],
there holds

1

102k (t) — A (1) < Yz (4.31)
ar  N@n(t) | B 1
815,“46( ) + t_§ - 12 t2 t9/4,50 ) (432)
where Bk are universal constants. For all k = 1,...,n and t € [Ty, tin], we let
Tr(t) = T(t) — apVit log t
ult) = 5f) - - ﬁf’“ Bh A =0;  (4.33)
fue(t) = fu(t) — 55 — 5,
P (t) = F(t) — G/ — Be
fu(t) = fu(t) — 35,
Combining (4.31)—(4.34), we have
~ = 1
0F(E) ~ in O] S o
=~ ag (3 )\Iv%k (t) 1
6tuk(t) + t_% (Z - )\k) B 2 S t9/4—50 ’
It is easy to verify that (aq,...,a,)T is an eigenvector of M, whose corresponding
eigenvalue is %. From the definition of (as,...,&,)T, we have for all k = 1,...,n,
ak(% — Ar) = 0. Collecting all estimates above, we obtain that for all k =1,...,n
and t € [Ty, tin], there holds
= = 1
10er(t) = ()] S 57575, (4.35)
x = 1
| Ok (t) = Pwn ()] /2] < Yz (4.36)

Remark 4.6. We mention here that from the definition of ék and ﬁk, we know that
with suitable choice of constants ; and ~;, the bootstrap assumptions (4.17) and
(4.18) are equivalent to

= 1 = 1
17k ()] S 7735, k()| < 757i 35,

for all t € [Ty, tin] and k=1,...,n

(4.37)

Now, for all kK =1,...,n, we denote by wg, w,ﬁ the two roots of the polynomial
2242 — )\ in C. Obviously7 we have wk + wi = —1. Without loss of generality, we
assume that %wk > —= and %w,ﬁ < —=. We let

yk(t) = widn(t) + tj(t ) 2k (t) = widk(t) + tg(t). (4.38)
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Then from (4.35) and (4.36), we have

= = = =~ )\k%k 1
Oy = wROsTy, + fur, + [t0en] = (1 + wp) ik + e O<t5/4—50)
(1 + W)y 1
= t + O _t_5/4750 9 (4"39)
and ( 1
1+wj)zg 1
Remark 4.7. We mention here, (4.39) and (4.40) imply that
1O 1 ! 1
|0t “ryn)| = O(W)a |0t 2)| = O(m)-
If we have Rw)) > —2 and Rwj > —2 (or equivalently A, < 1%), then we can

arbitrarily choose initial data as long as |Z (tin)| < ti;l/4+6° and |fig (tin)| < ti:15/4+6°
hold true. In this situation, we can improve the bootstrap assumptions (4.17) and
(4.18) by directly integrating the above inequalities from ¢ to t;,. However, this
condition does not always hold. We need to choose the initial data through a
topological argument.

4.1.3. A monotonicity formula from the energy conservation law. In this part, we

will prove some monotonicity formula derived from the energy conservation law.
First of all, we recall that i is a smooth function such that ¢(y) =1 if y > —1;

P(y)=0ify < —2,and ¢’ > 0. For alli =1,...,n, we define (bl?t as follows

¢;r(y) = 1[a1,+oo)(y)u ¢7_7, (y) = 1(7oo,an](y)7
_ 3(y — ) .
¢i (y):w<m)l[ai+1,ai](y)a Vi = 17...,TL—17
o7 (W) =11 = WMy (), Yi=2,...,n.
Let ¢; = QS;F + ¢, , then we can easily show that
e ¢; are smooth functions with 0 < ¢; <1land ) ;' | ¢; = 1;

o [0y¢i| S 1/Iminjeqy, n—1y(ai — aig1)];
e there holds

Supp ¢1 C ([2@2 + a1]/3, +oo);
Supp ¢; C ([2041-+1 + a;]/3, [a; + 2041-,1]/3), Vi<i<mn
Supp ¢, C (— 00, [20m—1 + ] /3);

Then we define weight functions {®;(¢,y)}j=1,2 as follows:

— pi(t)di(y/ V)

1+ [pa(1)]?

We have the following properties of these two weight functions ®; and ®,:

Oi(ty) =D Gily/VO[L — (b)),  Palt,y) =

i=1 i=1

S (441)

Lemma 4.8. Let ®1 and ®o be the weight functions defined as above, then the
following properties hold provided that ty > 1.

(1) If ly — zi(t)| < d(t)/4 for some i€ {1,...,n}, then
pi(t)

Qi(t,y) =1 —pi, Po(t,y) = TR
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(2) There holds
n—1
3Tip1 +x; 3T + w1
Supp 9y ®1(t,-) C L_Jl [ P
(3) For ally € R, there holds
1 1
forallk=1,2.
1

Wl

(4) There holds
”ayyq)k(t)HL? S P

|~

o

)

10,6012 5 -

forallk=1,2.
(5) For all y € R, there holds
10y @1(t,y) + 0, 2(t,9)| S -

|~

wlw

(6) For ally € R, there holds
[0:21(t y)| +10:22( V)] S

Proof. Most conclusions of this lemma follow directly from the construction of ¢;
and the bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—(4.19). While for the first inequality of (3),

we use the fact that > . ¢, =0 and (1) to obtain for all i € {1,...,n — 1} and

[

c 3Tiy1 +xi 3T + Tip
4 1 T 4
we have
2 ¢, — 241
Oy i(ty) = =771 ) - == (65,1 )
24  (3ly/VE— i) n 2piv1 3/ VE— i)
Q — Q1 Q — Q11 Qi — Qg1

B _051' — QG
Together with pq > --- > p, and ¢’ > 0, we obtain that 9,®1(¢,y) < 0.

We then define a localized nonlinear energy functional as follows

1 2
W(t) :/\|D|5(5\/<I>1)\ + 2@ + @)
2
L2 (vt - o vV e
SV et VI = o DY Pve) e
We have the following monotonicity formula:

Proposition 4.9. For all t € [Ty, tin], we have
- 1 , 1
W (t) 2 —\ e ey + oalle®ll g ),

where 0 < §; < min{1/1000,p — 2} is a small universal constant

(4.42)

(4.43)
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Proof. Step 1: Expansion of ;W
By direct computation, we have:

%&W: Wi+ Wa + W3 + Wy,
where
Wy = /3tf[lDle+e— IV +efPH(V +e) = [VIPHV)] @y,
Wo :/8t5@[|D|,@}5+/8t55¢2,
Ws = - / OV (IV + e[ = [V = (p+ DIV Ve D,

9,
Wy = \;_15|D| (e/®y / (8,®1 + 8,D5)

1
— g ) (Ve VI = (- DIV IVeE) o

Step 2: Estimate of W7.
From Proposition 3.3, we have

Qe =0, [|Dle+e—[V+ef ' (V4+e)+|[VIPT'V] —Ev+ ) Pii+ Y P,

where
Pi 1 = (:v — /Li)Uia ﬁ
" ~

aij bijrpor \ 0iAR;

2 = i + + > .

Z ( ' Z ZJ k;L JJ%— L+ p

J;ﬁz JFi

Hence,

1
Wi=—5 / (Dl +e— ([V +eP ™ (V +¢) - [VIP'V)]*0,,

_ /EV (IDle +2— (V 4+ P 1 (V + &) — [VPV)] &,

+ZZ/ Po(|Dle + ¢ — pRP o),
k=1 1i=1

_ZZ/ L[V PV 4 e) — VPV — pl VP8,
k=1 11=1
2 n

) B NI BT

k=1 1i=1
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From (3.8), (3.76), (3.77) and the bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—(4.19), we have
/EV [[Dle+e— (V4P (V4+e) = |VIP~'V)] 9y

L @l o ]
=07 + gt + IO el = O el + ¢/l 1),

(4.44)
and

n

ZZ/ 2k [[V A PNV 4 e) — VPV — (p— 1)|V[P L] @y

k=1 i=1
=00t el y + 7 el p1)- (4.45)
Using the fact that?®
1 1 1
1 1
|||V|;D RP HL N d2r— 2(t> S tp—1 ~ t1+517
we also have
S [ PtV i o
k=11i=1
1 le ()”H2 —1—81 || |2 —9/4
=05+ 1@l s )= =00 2 elly s 7" el yy), - (446)
Meanwhile, by a similar argument and Lemma 4.8, we have
2 n
/ k(IDe + & — pRY1e) (@1 — 14 )
k=1 i=1
2
_of 2 el [ R o
~0(m 0 )Z/ N e A e

—O( P el?y 1 9/4”5”}1%).
Together with the following identity:

|D|(6yél) +(1+ Mz’)ayéi - péf_l(ayﬁi) =0

we have

Z/ k(1D + € — pRY o),

k=1 i=1

n

lell? 4 ell 1
Z /Uz(l—ul)(’“)R[|D|£+£—pRp ! )]+O(¢+” |H2>

—

=

n

- el llell s
:_Zoll_ﬂzﬂz i Ni)/Ri5+O =+ K

1401 14
-0 HE”?{% ”EHH%
- $1+61 + t%

20Here we use the fact that 61 < p — 2.

(4.47)
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Combining (4.44)—(4.47), we have

1 ) L[, el s el
W1 = — 5 (|D|E) 8y<1>1 — 5 g 8y(1)1 — |D|E€ay¢’1 + 0] t1+61 + t% .

Using [33, Lemma 2.16] and Lemma 4.8, we have

/|D|as<9y<1>1 —/||D|%a|23yq>1

Using the fact that 9,®; < 0, we have

2 % i |€ |i]2
< HEHH% ||8yyq)1HL2||ayq)1HL2 N PR

12 1 i _9
Wi 2—/||D|2a| 8y<1)1—§/528y<1>1+0(t ! 51||5Hi1% +t7T el 1) (448)

Step 3: Estimate of Ws.
Using the equation of €, we have

Wo =Wa1+Wao+ Wosz+ Woy+ Wys,

where

Was = [(Dle +2),v/@[1D]. /1),
Wi = —/(|V+a|p_1(V+a) - |V|P—1v)y\/<}7[|p|,\/¢7]a,

Wos=— [ (B0 =33 P ) ViDL V-

k=11=1
Way = / {8y [[Dle+e—|V+ef™H(V+e)+ |VIPTIV] }€<I>2,

n

Wos = —/ (EV ZZPM)QIDQ.

k=11=1

We estimate each term separately. First, for W5 1, we have?!

JEUDL@}Pw—[H%,f]a—J—H(aw— e) + VO [H, Ve,
8<I>1H€ —l—\/_[H(?\/_]s—i-\/_[H\/_]ay (4.49)

Hence, we have

Way = /(|D|€ + a)y\/qu([H, Ay ®1]e + [H, /@] sy)
-3 () [ vme v

- [@nm) (VB - [eV/E 0,12
/(|D|s+8 )y P1[H, 0/ @1 e+ = /|D|a—|—a) (0,®1)He.

2lRecall that H denotes the Hilbert transform on R.
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Using [33, Lemma 2.15, Lemma 2.16], Lemma 4.8 and integration by parts, we have
1 3
Wap =3 /(|D|€ +e)y(0y@1)He + O([lell? 3 10y @1l Eoe + 10y @1l Foe + 10yyy @1l <])

1
— 3 /(|D|5+5)y(6y(1)1)%5+ O(filiélH‘g”2 l)

- 1/\|D|s\ 0, P + = /\Hay P, - 1/[|D|(Hs)maa o1+ 00" el 3)

= /\|D|s\ 0 <I>1——/HD| (He)|*0, 1 + Ot~ el 5)
> O fel?, ), (4.50)

where we use the fact that 9,1 < 0 for the last inequality. For W 1, using the
[33, Lemma 2.15, Lemma 2.16] and (4.49) again, we have

Wao = _g/ (<ol VIP~0,1(4e) + <0, (V=)0 @1(He) ) + O] ).
From Lemma 4.8, we know that for all y € Supp 9,®1, there holds

_ _ 1 1
VI ) + [0,V W] S o S e

which implies that
Woo=0(t 1" ||€qu%)- (4.51)

Similarly, we have

1
Waa =0 ez lely + pllel g ) (452)

Next, for W3 4, using [33, Lemma 2.16] and integration by parts, we have,
Wos = —/(|D|a)5y<1>2 - /(|D|a)58y¢2 - %/523@2
p [elVir1o, (et + O(lS, )
= [lIpz=Po,e. 3 [2o,0, - 222D [ aypsvio,ven)

1
+ O<t1+51 ”‘EHZ% + E'EHH%)'

Recall from the definition of V' and ®5, we have

|~

1 - ~
VO, < 7. Hq>23yv > om0y Ri|| <

=1

(M

t

Collecting all estimates above, we have

Was=— [[IDIbe 0,8, - 5 [ 0,0, Zozuz/ﬁlVlP*V(ayE)

1 1
+0 (o llel?y + t—%udH;). (459
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(4.54)

42
1
2
lel? s + sy el )

Finally, for W5 5, by a similar argument as we did for W;, we obtain that

W2,5 = (t1+61
- / 2\VP3V (0, k)

(4.55)

Combining (4.50)—(4.54), we have
—— [Iplefa,e. - 5 [

1
ety + 5 el )

+0 <t1+61

Step 4: Estimate of W3
Combining with

Recall that
Wg:_/6t|v+dfwv+a—uwlv p|VIP~le)
: 4

From the bootstrap assumptions, we know that x; ~ %, [ ~ =
t2

le| =

S
Lo

t

the definition of V' and ®;, we have

’ Vo, — Z Izgzayél
i=1

From the fact that B; > 0 and Taylor’s expansion, we have

— VPV = plvt
VPV = plV[P~e)

[V +ePH(V +¢)

=Y dily/VO(V +elPH(V +e)
V—FSE—UiEi) ds

20i(y/VOIV + seP>(V + se)d
Vv + s — Uiéi p_3(
1+ —
O’iRi

o R

i=1

1
e20n(y/ VD)o 21

—

=1
S 26,y VDo R 4 0 (|a|3 )
E )

plp—1
2 ‘
i=1
Combining all of the above estimates, using the definition of ¢; as well as (4.22)
2 2
ZE $i(y/V't) Usz ) +O< 11451
el )

t1+61

we obtain that
(4.56)

e (S« (25

rp—1) y > oin / VPPV (9, Ri) + 0(
=1

Step 5: Estimate of W,
From Lemma 4.8, we have
10: @1 (¢, y)| + |0, P2(t, y)|

)

w|’_‘

~
W
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which implies immediately that
1 9 1
Wy =0 = HEHH% + t_%HEHH% . (4.57)

Step 6: End of the proof of (4.43)
Combining (4.48) ,(4.55)—(4.57) with the last conclusion of Lemma 4.8, we have

1 1
awz—w@g@@ruvmmm+0QH&w@%+gwuﬁ>

1 1
2~ el y = el

which concludes the proof of (4.43). O

4.1.4. A topological argument. In this part, we will show that with a suitable choice
of Zo(tin), fo(tin) and o, the following properties hold:

Lemma 4.10. There exist Zo(ti), fo(tm) and eg € H= satisfying (4.11)-(4.13),
such that the following properties hold:
(1) the energy functional W (t) is coercive: there exists Ao > 0 such that
for all t € [T, tin], we have

t75/2

2 .
W(t) > )\0||5(t)|\H% o

(4.58)

(2) estimates on the geometrical parameters: for all t € [Ty, tim] and
k=1,...,n, there holds*?

1
k()] + 12e ()] S PEyZE (4.59)

Remark 4.11. In subcritical and supercritical cases, the proof will be different.
Since, in the subcritical case, the orthogonality condition is enough to control the
unstable directions. However, in the supercritical cases, we need to control the
directions (g, Z%), which requires a different topological argument.

Proof of Lemma 4.10 when 2 < p < 3. In the subcritical case (2 < p < 3), we first
denote by??

S<:{ke{l,...,n}:)\k<5/16}, S>:{ke{l,...,n}:)\kZS/lﬁ}.

Since \j is independent of the choice of the universal constant dp, we may easily
see that there exists a small enough constant y > 0 such that?*

5 5
Sc={ke{l,...,n}: Rw, >_Z+50}’ Sy ={ke{l,...;n}: Rw < _Z+5°}'

Let Ss = {ki1,...,kn,}. From the definition of Zj, ix and an argument of implicit
function theorem, we know that for all ¥ € B = {& € R™ : |z| < 1}, there exist

22Recall that yi and 2, are defined by (4.38).
23Recall here {\} are eigenvalues of the matrix M defined by (4.26) and (4.27).
24 ere wi is the root of 22 + z — Ay, in C such that 9%),1c < —%.
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Zo(tin), flo(tin) and g satisfying (4.11)—(4.13) such that

Vk € So, Zx(tin) = 0, fix(tin) = 0, (4.60)
(2h () - - 2, (Bin)) = tin* 05, (4.61)
(ykl (tin), cee ’ykno (tin)) = O, E(tin) = 0. (462)

Recalling from (4.39), we have for all t € [Ty, tin] and all k =1,...,n

—1-w? _ 1

Since Rwj) > —1, we have 9/4 + Rw) — dy > 1. Integrating the above inequality

from ¢ to tin, using (4.60)—(4.62), we have for all ¢ € [Ty, ti,] and all k =1,....,n
t.
1+ Rw? —t+80—1-Ruwp 1+Rw? " 1 1
k()] St TR ftt /t iy, B S s, (463)

Using (4.40) and a similar argument, we can also show that for all £k € S. and

t € [Ty, tin), there holds:
1
eI S 172, - (4.64)

Now we denote by?®

=1,....,n0

no
Z(t) = 3200 > e )P 6= — , nax (5/2 — 260 + 2Rwy,) > 0.
=1

Then from (4.40) and the bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—(4.18), we have

oz(t) =3 (4o o+ a4z, o) + 0 )

— t 2 5 —4d0
" 5/2 - 260+ 2Rwl 1
= ; B[220 2y (1)) +0<3—450>
=1 t2
522(¢) 1
<224 0( ). (4.65)

Let Ty =T (17) S [To, tin) given by
T = inf{t S [TOatin) VT € [t,tin], Z(T) < 1}
Assume that Ty > Ty, then for ¢ = T3, we must have Z(T7) = 1 and

o — 3445,
KZ(T) < - +0(T ) <o,
1

provided that Ty > Ty > 1. Since (Z(t), fi(t),e(t)) depends continuously on the
initial data, we conclude that the following map

M: B30 T (2, (1Y), .., 2, (T1)) € OB.

is continuous. Now, for all ¥ € 9B, from (4.60)—(4.62) and (4.65), we know that
Z(tin) = 1 and 0:Z(tin) < 0, which implies that T} = t;,. Then we have M7 = 7,
for all ¥ € 0B. That means M is a continuous map from B to 0B, whose restriction
on OB is the identity. From Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, this is a contradiction.
We then obtain that Ty = T3. Together with (4.64) and (4.63), we obtain (4.59).

25Here we use the fact that %wie < —% + do-
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Now we only need to show that with above choice of initial data the estimate
(4.58) holds. We choose ¢; € C§°(R) such that

© 0<¢; <1,andforall 1 <i<n, ¢ =d;

o $1(y) = ¢, if y < (4o — az)/3 and ¢1(y) = 0, if y > (5a1 — 202)/3;

o 0,(y) = bn, if y > (day, — 1) /3 and ¢1(y) =0, if y < (baw,, — 20,-1)/3;
We may easily see that for all y € ([4an — an—1]/3,[41 — a2]/3) and k € N, we
have

S (6iW) =1 +o0m ().

i=1

From (4.49) and [33, Lemma 2.15], we have®®

W= [ DIl + & - pVE= + ol )
= [ (el + ) (1328 + [ (IDEel 42 - pviete?) 3+ oflel )
_ ) (1-5 3
_/(\|D| ? + )(1 Z}qs)
+ 3 [(IDEEIP + (67 - pr@P 2 e60) + ol ). (466)
i=1

Now, we can use the coercivity (2.4) to obtain that

Wz/(\|D|%s\2+a2) (1-?&2) +)\0§:/(\|D|5(5$i)\2+(55i)2)

1 o - ’
- Z ~ [(e¢5,7:Q)* + (e¢hi, 1 Q')*] + 0(”5”2%)

i—1 0
1 %[(5%,7}-@)2 + (EgiaTiQ/)ﬂ-

From the construction of 51- and the orthogonality condition (3.73), we obtain (4.58)
immediately. 0

While for the supercritical case (p > 3), we first consider ey € H 3 of the following
form :

€o = zn: bz:‘tZij,Eo + z": Ciéi,o + z”: di8y§i70 (4.67)
i=1 i=1 i=1

where?”

+ + D
ZioW) =27, oy W — Tio(tin)), - Rio(y) = Quppyotin) (¥ — Tio(tin))
26Recall that 7; is defined by (3.23).

2TRecall that Z* are defined in Proposition 2.4 and 2.5, while x; o(tin) and p;,0(tin) are given
by (4.12)
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and bli, ¢;,d; are constants in a small neighborhood of 0. For suitable choice of
Zo(tin) and fip(tin ), we consider initial data of the following form:

n n

u(tin, y) = O(Zo(tin), fio(tin), y) + Z bfoO(y) + Z ciRio(y) + Z d;0y R o(y).-
i=1 i=1 i=1

Let (Z(t),i(t),e(t)) be the corresponding geometrical parameters and error terms
given by Proposition 3.8. We denote by

a0 = [ et ZE )y ZE) = 2, 00 - nl0)

foralli=1,...,n.
Then we have the following two lemmas:

Lemma 4.12. There exists universal constants Cy > 0 such that for all din, Tin, [in €
R™ with

$+50 2460

- —3/2 — — - —
@l < 15,72, Tl <6077, il < 5,07,

)

there exists a unique choice of x;0(tin), f4i,0(tin) and bf, ¢, d; such that
(al_ (tin)a ) CL; (tin)) - 6in7 az—'i_ (tin) = Oa
('rl(tin)a R ,In(tin)) = fina (/Ll (tin)7 te 7/Ln(tin)) = ﬁinv
and
n
Y (1bFP + ¢ +d?) < Colaiml*.
i=1
Proof. Consider a continuous map €2 : R — R as follows:

n

RO 5 (Fo(tin), fotin), {(F,cind) ), ) > ultin)

> (), i), (e, 2 (), (), Raltin)), (£(t). O, Rultin) V) € RO

From Proposition 3.8, we can easily see that

where I,, is the unit matrix of order n and N is the Gramian matrix of Z+,Q, Q'
Since Q, Z* are eigenvectors of £3, associated to different eigenvalues, we know
that they are linearly independent. Moreover, we have

(@ 7%) = 4 Q' 10,7%) = £ -(1Q',9,2%) =0,
0 0

which implies that Z*, Q and @’ are linear independent. Hence,  is invertible
around 0 and [|Q2|| ~ 1. We then conclude the proof of Lemma 4.12. O

Lemma 4.13. For all t € [Ty, tin], there holds

da; 2+ 1
(1) % o1+ )t ()] < . (4.68)




STRONGLY INTERACTING MULTI-SOLITON 47
Proof of Lemma 4.13. We recall the equation of e:
n n
die =0, [|Dle+e—[V+ef ' (V4+e)+|[VIPT'V] —Ev+ ) P+ Y P,

where

Pi1 = (& — p3)oi0y R;,

j : a”Lj j : 1gk,uk UzAR

Z 2 = (,LLz + + > .

= ” k,j=1, x” Lt
J;ﬁz JFi

Then, we have

:l: ~ ~

_ —/(|D|5—|—(1+Mi)€—p|V|p_15)8yZii

+/ [V 4 elP™Y(V 4e) = V[PV — p|V[P~e]9, ZF
n 2 _ _ . -
SN [Pt - [z v [0z - G [e0,2
j=1 k=1

Since Z* € Vs, we have
= = le@)|l
/ (IDle + (1 + pi)e —p|V|pfla)8yZii = /sﬁi(ayZii) + O< d2(t1)q2 ),
where £; = |D| + (1 + p;) — pﬁf_l. Using the fact that
L0, 7% = +egZ7,
we have
sci(ayzi) =+ep(1+ ui)z/azi = 4eo(1 4 wi)’at.

Next, using the bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—(4.19), we have

~ 1
/ [|V +elP™(V +e) = VPV — p|V [P te]0,ZF = O(F?)’

Z/P)QZ,?: —/Evzi—i—ul/sAZi—(wl—uz)/sayzi :O<tl2)
Jj=1

Finally, since (Z%,Q’) = 0. we have
~ 1
(Pi1,Z) = O(t—z)
for all i,j € {q,...,n}. Now the proof is concluded. O

Now we can give the proof of Lemma 4.10 in the case of p > 3.

Proof of Lemma 4.10 when p > 3. We claim that there exists suitable choice of
Zo(tin), fo(tin) and g such that (4.59) holds and for all ¢ € [Ty, tin], ¢ € {1,...,n},
we have

la () <t (4.69)
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From Lemma 4.13, we know that as long as the initial conditions (4.14) holds
true, we have

tin
fin "tin ) _ _
|eft eo(1+pi(s)? dsa:r(t” < / eJiim eo(I+pi(r))? dr g=2 g + tin3/2'
t

Since |u;| < 1, we then obtain that

tin tin
R P R A e e L T
¢ t

2¢%" t t 4% [l
e cotin _eos 3 _ .3

= (e_%t_2—e_ K tl) — / e~ T s 3ds+t72 <tz (4.70)
€o €o t

Let ¥ = (U, ¥1) € By x B1, where
By = {UO e R™ . |170| < 1}, B, = {171 eR": |171| < 1}

From Lemma 4.12 and the the local uniqueness of the geometrical decomposition,
we can choose constants bzi, ¢i,d; such that?®

e for all k € S, there holds

T(tn) =0, fik(tim) =0, (4.71)
e forall /=1,...,ng, we have
—lis,
(ykl (tin)v s Yk (tin)) =0, (Z/ﬁ (tin)7 s Rl (tiﬂ)) = tin4+ OUO; (4'72)
e there holds
E(tin) = &0, (al_ (til’l)7 ey a;(tin)) = ain = t;]%’l_}’l, a;"(tin) = O; (473)

e there holds .
S (5P + ¢ +d?) < Claw.
i=1
Similarly, we can show that with this choice of initial data, estimates (4.63) and

(4.64) also hold true in the supercritical case.
Now we denote by

N =S ar 0P, 2(0) =223 | ().
i=1 (=1

Let Ty = T1(9) € [Ty, tin) be as follows:
Ty = inf{t € [To, tin) : V7 € [t,tin], N(7) <1 and Z(7) < 1}.
From Lemma 4.13, we have for all t € [T}, tin],

n n 1/2
AN < P~ 2e0) S Jar (P +0 (t(z jar <t>|2) )
=1

i=1
Assume that Ty > Tp, then we have for ¢t = Ty, either N'(T1) =1 or Z(T}) =1 and
360

N (1) < —=F + O(TT V%) < —ep < 0, If N(T1) = 1, (4.74)
0Z(Ty) < _d2 0(%) <0, if Z2(Ty) = 1. (4.75)
T1 T1§_460

28Here the set S< and Ss> = {k1,...,kn,} are defined similarly as in the subcritical cases.
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We consider the following map
M: By xBy 37— (A B)eByx By,
where
A=T5% (54, (T1), ..., 20, (T1)) €Bo, B =TF (a7 (T1), ..., a5 (T1)) € By.

Since 9(Bg x B1) = (0Bg) x By UBg x (OB4), from (4.74) and (4.75), we know that
M is actually a continuous map from By x By to 9(By x B1). On the other hand,
for all v € 9(By x By), from (4.71)—(4.73), (4.74) and (4.75), we know that either
Z(tin) =1, 01 Z(tin) < 0 or N(tin) = 1, 0N (tin) < 0, which implies that 77 = .
Then we have M¢ = 4, for all ¥ € 9(By x B;). That means M is a continuous
map from By x B; to O(By x By ), whose restriction on 9(Bg x B;) is the identity.
From Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, this is a contradiction. We then conclude that
To = T1, which implies (4.59) immediately. Together with (4.70), we also have

()] S 2 (4.76)

for all i € {1,...,n} and ¢ € [Ty, tin]. On the other hand, using (2.11) and (4.66),
we have

w [ (o +) (1 Z:Js) Y E/ (1101230 + (c3:)?)

n

1 - - -
W Z [(e0i, 7 Z7)° + (e0is i Z7 ) + (03, iQ')?] + o(||s|\i{%)
i=1
& 2 _ i = 72 T 7—\2 2
2 2 HEHH% Xo e [(5¢zaTzZ )"+ (edi, i Z7)" + (e¢i, Q") ]

Together with (4.76) and the orthogonality condition (3.73), we obtain (4.58) im-
mediately for the supercritical case. 0

4.1.5. End of the proof of Proposition 4.3. Now, we can conclude the proof of
Proposition 4.3 by improving the bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—(4.19). With our
choice of initial data, we have already shown that W (¢) is coercive for all t € [Ty, tip].
Now, we integrating (4.43) from t to i, using the initial condition (4.14), the
bootstrap assumptions (4.17)—(4.19) and the coercivity (4.58) to obtain

~ “in

tin
W) <3+t 2 +/ (s71m01=3H20% 4 g=i-G+00) g
t

<73 4320040 4 45400 (4.77)

which improves (4.19) provided that ¢y is chosen large enough. While for the
geometrical parameters, we recall from Remark 4.6 that we only need to show that
forall k =1,...,n and all ¢ € [Ty, tin], there holds

= 1 =~ 1
12 ()] < pEyZErre AGIPS Pz (4.78)

Indeed, if Ay # —7, then we have wj) # wj. We can see that (4.78) is a direct
consequence of (4.59). If \;, = —1, then from (4.35), (4.36) and (4.59), we have

1= ik YR 1 Yk 1 1
Oh[t= k] = o1z T T O<t7/4—50> ~ 9g3/2 +O(t7/4—50 =0 /4= )°
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From the choice of the initial data (see (4.60), (4.61), (4.71) and (4.72)), we have

1z 1
EITAQIRS PRy

which together with (4.59) implies (4.78) immediately.

Now, from (4.77), (4.78) and a continuity argument, we conclude that T = t.,
hence Ty = t. = tg. Moreover, the uniform backward estimates (4.8)-(4.10) hold
on [to, tin]-

4.2. Construction of multi-soliton solutions. In this subsection, we finish the
proof of Theorem 1.1 by construction a strongly interacting multi-soliton using a
compactness argument.

From Proposition 4.3, by choosing t;, = m for all m € N large enough, we have
a solution u,, (t) defined on [tg, m] such that (4.8)—(4.10) hold. We denote by

Ult,z) = zn:UiQ(:v—t—ai\/f—ﬁilogt—%).

i=1
Then from (4.8)—(4.10) and the construction of V', we have
_1
”um(t7 ) - U(tv )”H% St 4+607 (4'79)

for all t € [to,m] and m € N large enough.

Lemma 4.14. There exists a sub-sequence of {un,} (still denoted by uy,) and uy €
H%, such that u,(to) converges to ug weakly in Hz and strongly in H?, for all
o0€10,1/2), as m — +oo.

Proof. Since {u,(to)} is uniformly bounded in H2 (from (4.79)), it suffices to show
that for some sub-sequence u,, (still denoted by ., ), there holds u,,(tg) converges
to ug strongly in L2. Since for all finite interval [a,b], HZ([a,b]) is compactly
embedded into L?([a,b]), we only need to show that for all § > 0, there exists
K = K(6) > 0, such that

/|| ) tm (to, )| dz < 6. (4.80)
x| >

From (4.8)—(4.10) and (4.79), we know that there exists a ¢t = ¢1(d) > ¢ indepen-
dent of m, such that for all m > t;, there holds

/|um(t1,x) ~Ul(ty,z)*dx < C’t;iﬂso < 1%)

Now for this fixed t1, there exits K1 = K1(d) > 0 such that

0
|U(ty,2)]* dz < —.
/I>K1 10

Now, we choose a smooth function 7, such that n(y) = 0, if |y| < 1; n(y) = 1 if
ly| >1and 0 <n < 1. Let

x

= —_— 1.
X(.I) n<R0K1>7 R0>
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Then we have

1d
53 [ lum0) P do

1
= - Dum amum - DUmum I+ ‘/ Um ptly/
/I [t ( )X /I | Xt [um [P X

1
[umll? 4 + ”um”pt )
— O H?2 H?2 <
RyK, ~ 10(ty — to)’

provided that Ry = Ry(0) is large enough. By integrating from ¢y to ¢1, we have

/ fu(to, 2)|? dz < / fu(to, 2)?x(z) da
|I|>ROK1

< [t 2@z + /

1)
<[ toPdes <o
|z|> Ky 10

%/mm(s,xﬂ?x(x)dx ds

By choosing K = R K7, we conclude the proof of (4.80), hence the proof of Lemma
4.14. O

Finally, we consider solutions u(t) of (1.1) with initial data u(tg) = uo as in
Lemma 4.14. From (4.79) and the local wellposedness of (1.1) in Hz, we have

lu(t) = U@)]| 3 <t 3+,

for all ¢t > tg. Now we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1.

5. UNIQUENESS IN THE SUPERCRITICAL CASE

In this section, we will show that in the case of p > 3 and n = 2, for strongly
interacting two-soliton of the form (1.8), the sign of the two bubbles are always the
same and the relative velocity between the two bubbles are unique.

5.1. An alternative geometrical decomposition. Assume p > 3 and n = 2.
Let u € C([to, +00), H2) be a solution of the form (1.8). Without loss of generality
we assume that oy = 1 and 0 = 0 € {£1}. We also assume that x(t),z2(t) are
Cl-functions defined on [tg, +00) satisfying

21 (t) — z2(t) = 400, (5.1)

as t — +o00.
We consider

VO(tv y) = e(a(t>a 0, y)a a(t) = (ql(t>a q2(t))7

for some C'-functions defined on [ty, +00). Then from the proof of Proposition 3.3
and Proposition 3.5, we obtain that

Lemma 5.1. Let Uy, = 0;Vo — 0.(|D|Vo + Vo — |Vo|P~ Vo), and
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for k=1,2. Then we have

2 2 2
Uy, =&y — > Qo0 R+ > — 9T AR+ Y qi(Pi+ Q) (5.2)
i=1 ij—1, (9; —a;) i—1
ki
where
Q=0 ( ! ) v =0 ( ! ) (5.3)
U\ (- q2)3) T T (g — 2022 ) '
and

Ri(y — qi(t))

Pty = ) — a0

for some odd functions R; € Vs.

Similar as Proposition 3.8, we have the following alternative geometrical decom-
position:

Proposition 5.2. For Ty > tg large enough, and p > 1 large enough, there exist
C-functions q1,q2 € CY([Ty, +00)), and € € ([Ty, +00), H2) such that the following
properties hold.

(1) Geometrical decomposition:

u(t,y+1t) = @(a(t)aovy) +e(t,y), (5.5)
(2) Orthogonality conditions:
(Z1(0).€(1) = (Z2(0). (1)) =, (56)

where
Ze(t,y) = Z(y —ar(t), Z(y):= n(%) /Oy AQ(y') dy/,

for k =1,2. Here 1 is a smooth function such that n(y) = 1, if [y| < ;
n(y) =0 ifly[>1and0<n <1
(3) There holds

Gt —zi(t) = 0, e(t) L5 0 (5.7)
as t — +o0o, for alli=1,2.

Remark 5.3. We mention here since p > 3, there holds

@2-[ Q’(y)( / ’ AQ(y’)dy’> dy + 0(1/p) = (Q.AQ) + O(1/p) £0,

if p is large enough. Together with (1.8), we can prove Proposition 5.2 by using
implicit function theorem.

Remark 5.4. Since (@', Z) # 0, we know that the conclusion of Proposition 2.6 can
be applied to Z.

Remark 5.5. We mention here the parameters q1, g2 depend on the choice of p, but
they are independent on the choice of the time Tj.

From [33, Lemma 2.15] and a standard localization argument, we have

Lemma 5.6. For all ¢ > 0, there exists pg > 0, such that if p > pg, then
1£(0,2)+ Q1 < co. (5.8)
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5.2. Modulation estimates. Recall that ¢ is a smooth function such that ¢ (y) =
lify>—1;¢(y) =0if y < —2, and ¥’ > 0. We denote by

(3l m) L
inte) =0 (2220 ) = 1= (e
We also define
1 2
() = (LRu(0). () + 5 [ w0, vh=1.2

We claim that

Lemma 5.7. For all ¢ > 0, there exists Ty > to and po > 1, such that for all
k=1,2,t>1Ty and p > po, there holds

1

3 -1 1 2 : _
e - @AQ) il s e o+l ) Y=Lz (9)
2%00[6}0 ( 1 2 >
2R < — 4 L, 5.10
P1 (ql — q2)3 >c (ql — q2)4 HGHH§ ( )
. 200 [QP ( 1 , )
= <o ———— + e, ) 5.11
’pz (01— a2)® |~ (a1 —a2)? Iella (511

Proof. We first prove (5.9). From (5.7), we know that for ¢ > T} large enough,
le®ll,y <1 @) - aslt) > 1.
By differentiating the orthogonality condition (5.6), using the equation of €
Ore — 0y(|Dle + € — p|Vo|P~"e)
+0,[[Vo+elPH(V +€) — [VolP ' Vo —p[Vo|Ple] + Ty, =0, (5.12)
we obtain that
d1(e,0,21) = (9y(L1€), 21) —p([Vo|"~" = BT ]e, 0, 21)
= (Vo + el (Vo +€) = Vo'~ 'Vo — plVo "7 e], 0, 21) = (Wi, 1), (5:13)

where £1 = |D|+1—pR}™". Since pr = O([lel| ,3) and [[9,Z1]| 3 ~ 1, we have

2
(0,20 = O Y lar - @ AQ wullel g + el ). 614)
k=1

Using (5.8), we have for all ¢y > 0, if t > Ty, p > po, there holds®®
(8y(£15), Zl) =(e,Ry)+ 6(00)”6”}1% = o1p1 + O(é(CO)HEHH%) (5.15)

From the construction of Vj, we know that

lell ;3
p—1 _ pr—1 < __ HZ <
[(UVol”™ = Ry e, 0,20)| £ =55 S 0lco)lell 3 (5.16)
‘([lVo + P (Vo +€) — [VolP~'Vo — p|VolP el ayzl)‘ < HeHi{% S d(co)llell 1 -
(5.17)

By choosing p > pg large enough, we have

29Recall that 6(co) is defined by (1.18).
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Together with (5.2)—(5.3), as well as the construction of ;) we have

2

(Wv, 21) = 01(Q,AQ) + O(L/a” + [lel3 ) + > O(8(co)lar — (Q, AQ) ™ "pi)

(5.18)

Combining (5.13)—(5.18), we have

[V

2

a1 — (@, AQ) 1| < d(co) (ﬁ + ”6”23) + 20(5(00)|% —(Q.AQ) 'pi)

k=1
Similarly, we have

. . 1 L . .
|42 — (@, AQ) 2| < 6(co) (m + ||€||2%> + ;0(5(00”% —(Q,AQ) "pil)

By choosing ¢y small enough, we conclude the proof of (5.9).
Now we give the proof of (5.10) and (5.11). By direct computation, we have

p1 = (re, R1) — qi(e, Oy Ry) +%/atw1e2 +/wlatee. (5.19)
From (5.12), we have
(Oee, Ry) = (9y(Lae), Ry) + p([[Vol"~" — Ry ']e, 0, Ry)
(4 0+ 0 - a3 - pivap e - 2D popsvie] o,

p(p—1) p(p—1)
2 2

We argue similarly as (5.13) using the fact that £1(9,R1) = 0 and (5.4) to obtain
that for all for all ¢y > 0, if ¢ > T1, p > po, there holds

+

(RP™%e2,8,R,) + (Vo[P~3Vo — RP™2, €29, Ry) — (U, Ry).

PP—1) pp2 2 a12(Q, AQ) ( 1 2 >
Ore, Ry) = RY™2¢®,0yRy) — ———2+ 0|6 — + -
( t€ 1) 2 ( 1 € Y 1) (ql _q2)3 (CO) (ql _q2)4 HGHH§
(5.20)
Since
1 3
e ()
sl S (e + 1412
we have |01 L~ < d(co), which implies that
1
e =0|d <7+ 21>. 5.21
[ aune (o) Gamggy * el (5.21)

Finally, for [ t10;ee, using the fact that

2 —
Supp 1/)1 C |:q1 - wa +OO),
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and (5.12), we have

[ e == [ 1Dieesin = [ 1DIel,n) + (R .0,0) + .0, )

Lo 5(00)(7@1 _1q2)4 n |e|;;>].

From [33, Lemma 2.16], we have

1
Dlee < lel|?. |0 ~ < (e <7+ 621),
[ 10k | S lelalninlin < 8t (r—amga + el

and
3 1 1
/|D|€€(3y1/11) S ||€||2% (I10y¥1llLee + 10yy ]l 10y¢1l1£2) < 0(co) (m + |€|2%>

Therefore, we have

1) p—2 €2 1 2
/1/)1@66——7(1? ;OyR1) + d1(e, 0y Ra) + O | 6(co) m*’HGHH% :

(5.22)

Combining (5.19)-(5.22) and (3.7), we obtain (5.10), by choosing ¢y sufficiently

small. The proof of (5.11) is similar. O

5.3. Stable and unstable directions. We define
ZE(ty) = ZF(y — 9:(t),
for : = 1,2. We also define
a; () = (e(t), Zi (1)

Lemma 5.8. For all ¢ > 0, there exist Ty > to and py > 1, such that for all
i1=1,2,t>1Ty and p > po, there holds
’—Cl :|:600.

1
1 3
<c|l —m— 2 . 5.23
e C((ql—q2)4 +|6|H%> (528)
The proof of Lemma 5.8 is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.13, by using the

equation (5.12) and the fact that Z* are eigenfunctions of £9,.3° We omit the
routine details here.

5.4. Uniqueness in the supercritical case. In this subsection, we will complete
the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 5.9. The sign 0 = 1 and there exist Cy > 0, Ty > to, such that for
all t > Ty, there holds

Co
e € —————.
<Ol = @ — T
We need the following two lemmas:
Lemma 5.10. For all ¢ > 0 and sufficiently large Ty > to, there exists Ty > Tp
such that

(5.24)

> a7 (T)? < c([ql(m qu(Tl)]4 + |6(T1)||§{;>. (5.25)

i=1

30Here since the scaling parameters p; is not considered, the computation is actually simpler.
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Proof. We denote by

i=1
and suppose that for all ¢ > T}, there holds

_ Ve
N2 g —aor IO

From Lemma 5.8 and (5.26), if Ty is large enough, we have

O e(t)|? ce
(D) — O I (f)IH;) < cegN1 ().

(5.26)

|N1 (t) + 2€0N1(t)| S 060<

After integration, we have

Ni(t) < em@=TIN (Ty.)
Together with (5.26), we have q1(t) — qa(t) > €% as t — +oo. But, this contra-
dicts with (5.1) and (5.7). We then conclude the proof of (5.25). O

Lemma 5.11. Let ¢g > 0. There exist Cy > 0 and Ty > to such that for all t > Ty,
there holds
2

2
Sl OF <cosw (ot Sl ), 620

i=1 i=1
1 2
e()]? SCosup(——i- a; (7 2). 5.28
|| ( )”H1 it [CI1(7') _ q2(7,)]4 ;[ ( )] ( )
Proof. Let t > Ty, and T7 > t such that
1 1
+ |le(T))]|? + =su (—+ e(T 2_). 5.29
m@) —a@p U = (gm0l ) 629
We first show that for all ¢ > 0, if Tj is chosen large enough, then

: + 2 <, 1
;[ai (T2 < ([ql T

For t > T), we denote by

IR, ) (5.30)

Na(t) = Y la (O

and assume by contradiction that (5.30) does not hold. We let Ty = sup{t > T :
No(t) > N(t1)}. We must have Tp < +o0, since N(t) — 0, as t — +00. We also
have 9;N2(T3) < 0 and
1
+ [le(T1)]12 )
)~ g 1

1, ).

No(Tp) > No(Ty) > C(

> c( !
~ \a1(T2) — q2(72)]

Hence, we have
1
+ [le(Ty)|? )7
[q1(T2) — q2(T2)]* (T2, 3
which contradicts with Lemma 5.8. Hence, (5.30) holds.

—8tN2(T2) + 260N2(T2) > 2600(
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Now, from Proposition 2.6, we have

2 2
1 Co 1 -

+ |le(Ty)|1 g—( + Y [ay (TP + Y [af (T 2>.
w1 =5 (G —gop T 2 @+ el
By letting ¢ = 1/Cp in (5.30), using (5.29), we obtain (5.28). By letting ¢ = ¢o/C,
and using (5.28) and (5.29), we obtain (5.27). O
Proof of Proposition 5.9. We first show that

1
e®)? . < Cosup ————. 5.31
1€Os = 2 e - wim o

Let ¢ > 0 and ¢ = m, where Cj is the constant introduced in Lemma 5.11.
From Lemma 5.10, there exists 77 arbitrarily large such that

o Co+1
M) < 53 1 ([m(ﬂ) — (1))

+ CoNl(T1)>. (5.32)
We denote by

- 1 -

N(t) = STgIle(T)a Ns(t) = TOET O Ns(t) = SéIZN3(T)-

We will show that B B
Nl (t) S CQN3(t), (533)

which implies (5.31) immediately. It is easy to sce that the function Ns(t) is in-
creasing and locally Lipschtiz. Moreover,

> 91| + |2 1
|0,N3| < |(qql|_ Jj)l <@ Ta Ns. (5.34)
We claim that for ¢ sufficiently large and Ny (t) = Ny (t), then
Ni(t) > N3(t) = 0:Ny1(t) < —egNy(t). (5.35)
Indeed, from Lemma 5.11, we have

le)[12 3 < ColN1(t) + N3 (1)) < 2Co N1 (b).

Together with Lemma 5.8, we have for all ¢ > 0, there exists T} > Ty such that
|8tN1(t) + 260N1(t>| S C(”E(t)”i{% + Ng(t)) S 0(200 + 1)N1(t>,

which implies (5.35) by taking ¢ < 7057 Now, suppose that (5.33) does not hold,
and T, > T4 such that N 1(Tz) > 1\73 (T2). Without loss of generality, we can assume

that Ni(T3) > Ni(T3). Let
Ty = inf {t € [Ty, Ts] : 9N (t) < —6—20N1(t), for all 7 € [t,TQ]}.
By (5.35) we have T3 < Tp. Suppose T3 > Tj. By (5.34), we have 0;N3(t) >
— % N3(t), for t € [T3, T3] (provided that T} is large enough). Since
Nl(Tg) > Ng(Tg)

and 9;Ny(t) < 0 for all t € [T, Ty], we obtain that Ny(T3) < N3(T3). The function
N (t) is strictly decreasing for ¢ € [T5, Tb], so we have Ny (Ts) = Ny (T3). Together
with (5.35), we have T3 = Ty. In particular, we have Ny(T}) = Ny(Ty) > N3(T1),
which contradicts with (5.32). So we obtain (5.33).
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Next, we prove that ¢ = 1. Suppose 0 = —1. From Proposition 2.6, we obtain
that for all ¢t > Ty,

— (V]2
e O S 2 O + Ll )
We choose Tj large enough such that
1 1
[0u(T) = @I~ &, [ax(Th) — ax (1]
Together with (5.27), we have

[Q1(T1)—CI2 ) Z

i=1
But this contradicts with (5.33), if ¢g is small enough.

Finally, we can conclude the proof of (5.24) by showing that there exists a
To > to, such that qi(¢) — q2(t) is a non-decreasing function for ¢ > Ty. Let
q(t) = q1(t) — g2(t), and Ty > T} for some sufficiently large Ty to be chosen later.
We need to show that q(t) > q(7%) for all ¢ > T. Suppose this does not hold true,
and let

Ty =sup{t: q(t) = inf q(7)}.
Then T > T, q(Tg) = inngTz q(T) and q(Tg) =0. Let p(t) = pl(t) — pg(t), and
Tz =inf{t > Ty : q(t) = q(Tz) + 1},

We know that T3 < 400, since q(t) — +oo as t — +oo. Let t € [Ty, T3], from
Proposition 5.9, we have ||e(t)||2 v S = ( oy Together with (5.10)- (5.11) and the

fact that o = 1, we have
. 3 P 3 P2 P
(o) > ol @ Bro [ Q" 20 Q7
q0°(t) ©*(T2) — *(T2)
Since q(T2) = 0, from (5.9), we have p(T) > —32(75)- Integrating (5.36), we have
for all t € [Ty, T3],

(5.36)

(& 2(t — TQ)K/O pr

PO ey T e m)
Using (5.9) again, we have for all®! t € [Ty, T5],
~(QAQ)() € e — AT [

*(Ts) a*(T2)
Integrating the above inequality from 7% to T3, we obtain that

T3 c _ s P
—@AQmaw—«nﬂs/ < —“fJ”OfQ)@

r, \9*(12) 33(T»)
(T3 =Ty) (T3 —To)*ko [ QF
q*(12) q3(1z) '
Let
cx ko [ QP

P = amy ~ am)

31Here, we use the fact that (Q,AQ) < 0 when p > 3.
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Then, we have
2

c 2
F@SWSC'

Hence, we have [q(T3) — q(T%)] < 3, if we choose c sufficiently small, which contra-
dicts with the definition of T3. Then, the proof of Proposition 5.9 is completed. [

Now, we can conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2 by showing that
lim X (t) — T2 (t)
t—+o00 Vit

From Lemma 5.7 and Proposition 5.9, we have for all ¢ > 0, there exist Ty > tg
and pg > 1, such that for all ¢ > Ty and p > pg, there holds

= (1 — Q9.

|W%4@A@*MM§E%? (5.37)
. _4COIQP C
F@ P20 | S 70’ (5.38)

where q(t) = q1(t) — q2(t), p(t) = p1(t) — p2(t). We claim that there exists a
universal constant Ky > 100 (depending only on p and n) such that for all t > Ty,
we have

202 Kyc
Pt——Q,AQ‘S—, 5.39
‘ " q(t)( ) q*(t) (539)
where a > 0 is given by:
o (- iy
(Q,AQ)
Let )
2c
t(t) =p(t) — —(Q,A\Q).
(1) = plt) ~ 55 (Q.AQ)
From (5.37) and (5.38), we have
4 I
R e
4conp a? ( 2a > < c )
+ + —(Q,AQ — ],
TS ( ) qt
which implies that there exists a umversal constant K; > 100, such that
202t Kic
P < F. (5.40)

Let Ky = % Suppose for some Ty > Ty, we have t(T1) > Koc/q(T1)?. Then, since
t(t) — 0, as t — +o0, there exists a Ty € (17, +00) such that
Ty = sup{t : v(t) = Koc/q*(t)}.
Then we must have t(7T3) < 0. But from (5.40) and the choice of Ky, we have
t(T2) > 0, which is a contradiction. The proof for v(T}) < 0 is similar.
Now, from (5.37) and (5.39), we have for all ¢ > 0, there exist Ty > to and
po > 1, such that for all t > Ty and p > pg, there holds
2
" & o) 40l <

q__
q2

q
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After integration, using the fact that ¢ — 400, as ¢ — +o0, we obtain that

t t
2 — ¢ < lim inf & < lim sup & <2a+c.
t—4-o00 t t——4o00 \/f

Since, ¢ is arbitrary, together with (5.7), we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1

We only need to prove the asymptotic formula (2.1). The proof follows from
a similar argument as [17, Appendix C.1]. We also mention here the first order
asymptotics has already been proved in [17, Appendix C.1]. We start with the
following lemmas:

Proof of Proposition 2.1. For all t > 0, we denote by
1
p(t,y) = F (e ), Gy zf‘1< )
(by) = F (), G —E

where F is the Fourier transform on R. As a standard result, there exists a positive
constant Cy > 0, such that

Cot

ty) = —2 .
p(t,y) E

We also have

which implies that G is a smooth even function. Moreover, by Fubini’s theorem,
we have

o t & 1
Go)dy= | Cpet /—d dt:/ C —f(/—d>dt,
/R (v) dy /0 o ( r t2 +y? y) 0 o g 1+ 92 Y

which shows that G € L'(R). On the other hand, a direct computation shows that

C o C C 1 [ 1
o[22 @Ya] < & [Treta-of L)
0 t“+ys oy y* Jo Yy
as |y| = +o0.

Y2
(A1)
Let F(y) = QP(y), ko = Co [ F, then Q = F xG and F(y) < (1 + |y[)~?P. We
have

v*Q(y) — ko = /RF(:E) (yQG(y —xz) — CO) dz

= /{|y|<2y_m} F(x) (y2G(y —z) — Co) de + /{y>2|y—w|} F(x) (yQG(y — ) — Co) da

=I14+1IL
For I, using (A.1), we obtain that

yGly —z) - Co = Oo(yQ_xw 5 i)?) + O<ﬁ).

I_CO/ 22F(@) 4,
{

lyl<2ly—=z} YT

G(y)
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For y > 1, using the fact that F' is even, we have

Y

’/ 2zF(z) ' ’/ 2ek(@) 4 +/ [2xF(x)]( ! —1>dx
{lyl<2ly—=l} ¥ =T <y Y-z y y—r oy

1 5 o?F 1
5—/ |x|_2p+1dx+/2 de:o(—z). (A.3)
Y Jocoy —u [ylly — = y

Combining (A.2) and (A.3), we have |I| < 1/y% While for II, we have |z| ~ |y| in
this case. Using the fact that p > 2, we have

1 1 1
HS—/G - dx—l—/ —O(—).
= J v =2 {olmloly 2 v?

Now we have already proved that

Qly) = % + O(%), as y — +oo. (A.4)

Finally, we let

1 .
=Q(1/z), ifz#0,
f(:r)—{ W, e 7o,
K0, ifx =0,
It is easy to see from (A.4) that
f(z) = ko +O(2?), asx — 0.

This formula implies that f € C*(]0,1]) is an even function. We also have f/(0) = 0,
f" is absolutely continuous on [0,1] and f” € L*°([0,1]). For all z € (0, 1], using
(A.4), we have

Q'(1/z) = —a*f'(2) = 20Q(1/2) = —2k02° + O(Jz[*),

as x — 0T, which is exactly (2.2). On the other hand, since f’(0) = 0, for all
€ (0,1], we have

f(z) =Ko = /Om(:zr —3)f"(s)ds.
Let

+oo 2
o= [ (5-1) s vy

It is easy to see that g can be extended to an even function which belongs to
L*°(R) N CH(R). We still denote it by g. By direct computation, we see that (2.1)
and (2.3) hold. O
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