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ABSTRACT. We consider variational and stability properties of a system of two coupled
nonlinear Schrodinger equations on the star graph I' with the § coupling at the vertex
of I'. The first part is devoted to the proof of an existence of the ground state as
the minimizer of the constrained energy in the cubic case. This result extends the one
obtained recently for the coupled NLS equations on the line.

In the second part, we study stability properties of several families of standing waves in
the case of a general power nonlinearity. In particular, we study one-component standing
waves e“t(®q(x),0) and e™(0,Py(x)). Moreover, we study two-component standing
waves e“!(®(z), ®(x)) for the case of power nonlinearity depending on a unique power
parameter p.

To our knowledge, these are the first results on variational and stability properties of
coupled NLS equations on graphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

The nonlinear Schrédinger equation with the focusing power nonlinearity and the ¢
coupling on the star graph I'

(1.1) iOu(t, T) + Au(t, x) + [u(t,z)|" > u(t,z) = 0

has been extensively studied during the last decade (see [1,4,6,19,26,42]). Here v €
R\ {0}, ¢ >2,u:RxI — CV and A, is the Laplace operator on L*(I") with the §

coupling: for v = (v,)Y,

(—A0)(2) = (—v/(x)X,,  dom(=A,) = qve HAD): Y vi(0) = —yu(0)

e=1

The well-posedness of (1.1) was established in [3, 8, 19], whereas the existence and the
stability of standing waves were studied in [2,3,6,7,26].

Nonlinear PDEs on graphs appear as mathematical models which describe various phys-
ical phenomena. In particular, (1.1) appears as a preferred model in optics of nonlinear
Kerr media and dynamics of Bose-Einstein condensates (see [11,12,25,42]). Graph models
arise as an approximation of multidimensional narrow waveguides when their thickness
parameters converge to zero (see [16,18,29,39,46]).
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In the first part of this paper we consider two coupled nonlinear Schrodinger equations

ipu(t, ) + Ayu(t, ) + (au(t,z)* +blv(t,=))*) u(t,z) = 0
(1.2) iOw(t,x) + At ) + (bult, z)|* + ¢ lo(t, :B)|2) v(t,z) =0
(u(oa ZL’), 'U(O> I)) = (UO(I)a UO(I)) )

where v > 0, a,b,c € R, (t,z) € RxT', u,v: RxT' — CV. Coupled NLS equations appear
in many physical applications: interaction of waves with different polarizations, descrip-
tion of nonlinear modulations of two monochromatic waves, interaction of Bloch-wave
packets in a periodic system, evolution of two orthogonal pulse envelopes in birefringent
optical fiber, evolution of two surface wave packets in deep water, the Hartree-Fock theory
for a double condensate (for the references see [5,9,28,37,38,47]).

From the physical and the mathematical point of view, an interesting issue is to study
the existence and the stability of standing waves of the system (1.2). For the principal
results on the existence of solitary waves for the coupled NLS equations on R and RY and
their stability /instability properties, the reader is addressed to [10,15,33-36,41,43,44,48].
A standing wave solution of (1.2) is a solution of the form (e™''®,(x), e“2!®y(x)), where
wy,wq € R and (®q, $y) solves the following stationary problem

{—Aﬂ)l +w @y — (a]®]* +b[®,y)*) @, =0

1.3
( ) —A«/(I)Q—FLUQ(I)Q— (C|(I)2‘2+b|q)1|2) (I)Q =0.

It is classical idea to look for the profile of the solitary wave of a Hamiltonian system
as a solution of a certain minimization problem. In Section 2 we study the existence of
the profiles (®;(x), ®o(x)) being minimizers of the energy under the fixed mass constraint
(depending on the constants a,b,c,vy). In particular, we find explicitly the minimizer
(e ® (), e®2Py(x)), 01,0, € R, where (®1, ®y) is the solution to the stationary problem

—AL®; + wd; — 52020, = 0
—AL 0y + wdy — =90, 20, = 0.

We managed to adapt the method of [41] (elaborated for the coupled NLS equations
on the line) for the case of the star graph. This method requires that the constants a, b, ¢
satisfy one of the following two assumptions:

(Al) 0 < b < min{a,c} or

(A2) a,c> 0, b> max{a,c}.

The main idea is to use the generalization (developed in [2] and generalized in [13] for
the case of a general starlike graph) of the concentration-compactness principle [31, 32]
for the case of the star graph and the technique of symmetric rearrangements on the star
graph introduced in [3] (which is used to prove the absence of runaway case). Moreover, we
exploit the existence end the explicit form of the minimizer of the constrained energy for
the unique NLS equation with the ¢ coupling on I" obtained in [2]. The orbital stability of
the standing wave associated with the minimizer follows standardly (see Subsection 2.3).

Notice that the results by [41] were recently extended in [9] for the case of the generalized
power nonlinearity

Fpgr(u,v) = (a\U\q_zu + b\v|p|u|p_2u, C|’U‘T_2’U + b|U|p\v|p_2v)_
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It seems much more difficult to extend the technique from [9] for the case of the star graph.
In particular, it is not clear how to prove that the corresponding variational problem is
subadditive. The main difficulty is the presence of the term % in Polya—Szeg6 inequality
(3.29).

In the second part of the paper (see Section 3) we deal with the stability properties
of the standing waves for the system of coupled NLS equations on I'. In particular,
in Subsection 3.1 we study one-component (one-hump) standing waves (e*“'®;(x),0) and
(0, et ®y(x)) and the nonlinearity F,, .(u,v). The profiles ®; and ®, satisfy the following
stationary equations

(1.4) —ALP; + wd; — a|®y |70 =0, —A, Py + wdy — [Py 2Py = 0.

The description of each equation in (1.4) was obtained in [3, Theorem 4]. Namely, so-
lutions constitute a family of [%] + 1 vector-functions (one symmetric and the rest
asymmetric). To prove spectral instability results for the family we use an abstract re-
sult from [23] (which permits to estimate the number of unstable eigenvalues A > 0). For
p,q > 3, using C? regularity of the mapping data-solution (associated with the correspond-
ing Cauchy problem) and applying the abstract result from [24], we have shown orbital
instability for the profiles ®;, ®,. This abstract result states the nonlinear instability of a
fixed point of a nonlinear mapping having the linearization L of spectral radius (L) > 1.
To apply the approach by [23] we need to estimate the Morse index of two self-adjoint
in L*(T") operators associated with the second derivative of the action functional. These
estimates were obtained in [26, Theorem 3.1].
In Subsection 3.2 we study two-component (multi-hump) standing waves (e“'®(x), e“!®(z))

in the case of the one-parametric power nonlinearity

Fy(u,v) = (Juf* 2+ blo[?Jul"~u, [o]*~20 + blul[v]"?v).
It is easily seen that ®(z) solves
~A® +wd— (b+ 1)@ =0.

As in the previous case, the solutions form a similar family of [%] + 1 vector-functions
(®),9)),k=0,..., [%]. Again we use the results by [23,24] mentioned above to prove
spectral and orbital instability results for v > 0,k > 1 and v < 0,k > 0. It is worth noting
that in the multi-hump case one of the main technical difficulties is that the “real” part L%
of a self-adjoint operator associated with the second derivative of the action functional is
not diagonal (as it was in the previous case). To overcome this difficulty we diagonalize the
system LRh = )\fz, h = (h1, ho) making linear transformation hy = hy+hy, h_ = hy — hs.

Separately, we prove the orbital stability result for v > 0,k = 0 (that is, we consider
the symmetric profile ®] with decaying on Rt components). We generalize the approach
by [34]. The key argument is to use the analytic perturbation theory to count the number
of positive eigenvalues of the Hessian associated with the action functional at (w,w).

In Subsection 3.3 we consider F,(u,v) for p = 2,b = 1. In this situation, the system
obeys 2D rotation invariance. Using [22, Stability and Instability Theorem| we prove
spectral instability results and orbital stability result for a standing wave generated by
2D rotation (stability is due to the centralizer subgroup).
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1.1. Notation and some useful facts. A star graph I' is constructed by the union of
N > 2 infinite half-lines connected at a single vertex v. Each edge I., e =1,..., N, can
be regarded as R*, and the vertex v is placed at the origin. Given a function v : I' — CV,
u = (ue.)Y;, where u, : RT — C denotes the restriction of u to I,. In particular, the
nonlinear term in (1.2) is defined componentwise:

N
(a |u\2 +b |v\2) U= ( (a |ue|2 +b \06\2) u6> ,

]\?:1
(bluf® +clvf’) v = ( (b |uel” + c|ve?) ve> .

We denote by u.(0) and u.(0) the limits of u.(z) and u.(x) as = — 07. We say that a
function w is continuous on I" if every restriction u, is continuous on [, and u;(0) = ... =
un(0). The space of continuous functions is denoted by C(I).

The natural Hilbert space associated with the Laplace operator —A., is L*(T"), which

is defined as L*(T') = @™, L*(R*). The inner product in L(T) is given by

(u,v) = Re Z(ue,ve)Lz(R+), u=(u),,v=(v),.
e=1
Analogously, for 1 < p < oo, we define the space LP(I") as the set of functions on I" whose
components belong to LP (R*) and the norm is defined by

iy = Z luellzo@sy, 0700, lullo = max ullec.
Depending on the context, || - ||, will denote the norm in L? either on the graph I' or on

the line. The Sobolev spaces H'(T') and H*(T") are defined as
HT)={ueC(): u.€ H'(R"), e=1,...,N}, k=1,2.

The proof of the following proposition is a direct consequence of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality on R (see [40, 1.31]).

1_1
Proposition 1.1. Let ¢ € [2,0], 1 <p <gq, and p = ‘1’ ‘{ then there exists C > 0 such

that
(1.5) lull, < C Il lull,™
for any u € H(T).

Remark 1.2. Observe that for a compact graph (that is, an abstract graph without infinite
edges), a weaker version of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality holds:

(1.6) lull, < C llullfp [lall,™

We define the space X to be the Cartesian product H'(I') x H'(T') equipped with the
norm || (u, v)||% = |lul3: + [|[v]|3:, and X* stands for its dual. The corresponding duality
product is denoted by (-,-) x«xx. Throughout this paper we use C,C;, C: .3 to denote
various positive constants whose actual value is not important and which may vary from
line to line. By n(L) we denote the number of negative eigenvalues of a linear operator L
(counting multiplicities).



NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER SYSTEM ON A STAR GRAPH 5

2. VARIATIONAL ANALYSIS: THE CASE OF THE CUBIC NONLINEARITY

2.1. Statement of the main result. Define the energy functional

1
E(u,v) = I3 + 1Vl =7 (lua(O)F + 02 (0)F) = 5 (allulls + ellullz) = bluo]s.

and the mass functionals

(2.1) Qu) = [lullz, Q) =vl3
associated to (1.2).

Proposition 2.1. For any (ug,vo) € X there exists a unique maximal solution (u,v) €
C (R, X)NCHR, X*) of (1.2) satisfying (u(0,x),v(0,2)) = (ug, vo). Moreover,

B (u(t),o(t)) = Elug,v0),  Qu(t) = Qup),  Q(o(t) = Q(vo) for all t € R.

The proof of the local well-posedness follows analogously to [14, Theorem 4.10.1] (see also
Section 2 in [3]). For the proof of the global well-posedness see Remark 3.1.
For given real constants a, b, ¢ satisfying either (A1) or (A2) (see Introduction) and

2
fixed frequency w > = we set

2(b—c)
b2 — ac

2(b—a)
b2 —ac

(N\/C_u_7>7 B(w>:

(NvVw —7).

alw) =

It is obvious that a(w) and f(w) run the interval (0, 0o) when w runs the interval (X[—QQ, 00).

We are interested in ground states of (1.3). By a ground state we mean a minimizer
(@1, ®,) € X of the energy F in H'(T') constrained to the manifold of the states with fixed
masses Q(P;) = a(w) and Q(P2) = S(w). That is, we study the constrained variational

problem
(2.2) J(a, 8) = inf {E(u,v) : w,v € HY(D), |jull; = a(w), [[o]; = Bw)}.

In what follows we will use notation «,  instead of a(w), B(w). A minimizing sequence
for (2.2) is a sequence {(u,,v,)} in X such that Q(u,) = a, Q(v,) = [ for all n € N, and

lim E(uy,,v,) = J(«, ). We denote the set of nontrivial minimizers by
n—o0

G(a, B) = {(u,v) € X : J(a, 8) = E(u,v), |lull; = o, [ol5 =5}

Below we state the main result of the first part.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that the numbers a,b,c satisfy either (A1) or (A2), w > ;\’,—22,
v >0, and Nyyw —v < %’Y Then the following statements hold.

(i) Any minimizing sequence {(un,v,)} for J(a, B) is relatively compact in X. That is,
there exist a subsequence {(un,,vn, )} and (1, Py) € X such that {(un,,vn, )} converges
to (&1, ®2) in X. Therefore, there exists a minimizer for problem (2.2), and hence G(«, [3)
1S non-empty.

(13) For each minimizing sequence {(un,v,)} we have:

(2.3) lim inf (Un,vn) — (P1, Do)l = 0.

n—00 (®1,02)eG(a,f) ||
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Remark 2.3. The restriction N\/w — v < 2 ~ has to be commented.
(i) The method that we use requires an emstence of a minimizer for problems (2.14).
Due to [2, Theorem 1] the problem

(1, 1
e {5 (I = ) = gt} s w e B, Jull = m

has a solution for a small mass, i.e. m < m* 47 (see formula (1.4) in [2]). In problems

(2.14) the term %||ul|3 from (2.4) has to be substztuted by & 2(b S ||u||4 and b — ||u||4 Then

in this case we will have that m* coincides with N b2 a)c d ‘jglf;’ Z)c Tespectwely. Finally,

recalling equalities o = b2 - UNw —7), B = b2 - D (Nw — ), and assuming that m

coincides with o or B, we obtain that the restriction m < m* is equivalent to Ny/w —y <
2“/

1

(13) It is interesting to compare the interval (Vz (2 + 7)2] of existence of solution

NI NT
to (2.2) with the one given by [13, Theorem 3]. In particular, the theorem states that for
w € (Ey, Ey+ 0) (with sufficiently small 6) the stationary equation

H® 4+ wd — |®]7720 =0

has a unique solution. Here H is the Laplace operator with the § coupling and a linear
potential on a general starlike graph, and —Ey = inf o(H).

In [3, Remark 4.1] the authors mention that the restriction m < m* is not optimal,
and the interval of existence of solution to minimization problem (2.4) is bigger. This fact

suggests that the solution to (2.2) exists in some interval (%, X,—Z+5) D (;\’,—22, + (3 + 7)2].
We have managed to obtain the explicit characterization of the set of minimizers

G(a, B).

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold. Then the set of ground
states is given by

/b—c /b—a
g(Oé {( —CLC 7-y —CLC ﬁ ) 191,92 ER},
where (Pyr)e = Guyy e =1,..., N, with

(2.5) b~ () = V2w sech (@x + tanh ™! (ﬁa)) .

Next we give the definition of an orbital stability.

Definition 2.5. The standing wave (u(t,z),v(t,x)) = (e“'®y(x), e“'Py(x)) is said to be
orbitally stable in X if for any € > 0 there exists n > 0 with the following property: if
(ug, vo) € X satisfies
[(uo, vo) — (D1, P2l <,
then the solution (u(t,x),v(t,)) of (1.2) with (u(0,-),v(0,-)) = (uo,vo) satisfies
sup inf |[[(u(t,-),v(t,)) — (e @1, e ®y)

t>0 01,02€R

I <e

Otherwise, the standing wave (e™'®(x), e '®q(z)) is said to be orbitally unstable in X.
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Using the arguments from [2,3,41], the compactness of the minimizing sequences (see
Lemma 2.16 below), and the uniqueness of the ground state (up to phase) proved in
Theorem 2.4, one arrives at the following result.

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold. Then the standing wave

solution
. b—c . b—a
wwt wt
<e V b2 — acqhm “ Vo acq)w’v) ’

where ®,, ., is defined by (2.5), is orbitally stable in X.

2.2. Existence of ground states. In this subsection we prove Theorem 2.2. We have
divided the proof into several lemmas and propositions. Throughout this subsection, we
assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 2.2 hold.

Proposition 2.7. For any «, 8 > 0 we have —oo < J(a, B) < 0.

Proof. Firstly, we show J(a, ) < 0. Let u € H'(') be such that ||u||> = a and we take
v = \/gu, then [|v]|3 = B. Define u,(z) = /ru(rz) and v,(z) = y/rv(rz) for r > 0. Since

lurll3 = a, lorll; = B, and [lu; [l = 72 [[w']l5, then we obtain

.
E(uy,v,) =1 (HU’H§ + !WH;) =y ([ () + [01 (0)F) = 5 (allulli + cllvll3) — rofluv]l3

Since v = \/gu, then we have

E(uy,v,) = (1 + g) (72 'l = 7y e ) — 07— Zi?fi’);f —¢)

B , b2 — ac)(2b—a —
§<1+a)7‘2||u||§—r( ‘;C&(_C)za D |t

4
[l

By (b* — ac)(2b — a — ¢) > 0, we can choose 7 small enough to ensure that E(u,,v,) < 0,
hence J(a, ) < 0. Secondly, we prove that J(«, ) > —oo. Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality (1.5), the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and the Young inequality, we have

(2.6) ur (0)° < [lull2, < C |1y [|ully < elle[13 + Cellull3,
1
2 2 4 4
(2.7) /F\UI2 o|* dz < JJull} [|v]f} < 3 (el + llvlly)
and

4 3 2 6
(2.8) lully = C N1l lJully < e llu'lly + Ce lully
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for all u € H*(T') and any ¢ > 0. Therefore, by (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8), we have

1
B, v) = [|u'[|3 + [[v'[13 = 5 ([ur 0)* + [or(0)*) = 5 (a [Jully + ell]l3) = blluv];
> [|/|l3 + 1013 = (lua (0)* + [01(0)) = € (fully + llv]l)

> (1) (I/lI3 + lI0'113) = C (ull3 + lloll3 + llulls + v]13)

=1 =) (7 + 1V17) — (1 =e)(a+p) = Ce (a+ B +a’ + 57)
= (L —¢) (llullzn + ollzn) = Ceap > —o0.
This ends the proof. 0

Next we introduce the concentration-compactness technique for I'. Let x € I, and
€lj,e,j=1,...,N, be two points of graph. We define the distance

|x —y| for e=j,
2.9 d(x,y) ==
(2:9) () {x+yfor e# 7,

and the open ball of center z and radius r
B(z,r):={yel : d(z,y) <r}.
Let o € I., we set the LP norm restricted to the ball B(z,r)

21) b= [ P [ P
{y€le: |z—y|<r} ]#e{yEIJ x+y<r}

For each minimizing sequence {(u,,v,)} C X of J(«a, ) we introduce the following
sequence (Lévy concentration functions) p, : [0, 00) — [0, a + /] by

2 2
pu(r) = sup ([l sy + el

Since {(un,v,)} is a minimizing sequence, then {p,} is a uniformly bounded sequence
of nondecreasing functions on [0,00). Moreover, it has a subsequence which is still de-
noted by {p,} that converges pointwise and uniformly on compact sets to a nonnegative
nondecreasing function p(r) : [0, 00) — [0, + ] (see [2, Lemma 3.2]). Define

7= lim p(r) = lim lim p,(r) = lim lim sup <||Un||3 @) T HUNHB(x T,)) :

r—00 r—00 N—00 T—00 N—>00

Since ||un |5 = a and |jv,||5 = B, it is clear that 7 € [0, + 3]. By concentration-
compactness lemma for star graphs [2, Lemma 3.3], we have three (mutually exclusive)
possibilities.
(I) (Compactness) T = a+ . Then, up to a subsequence, at least one of the two following
cases occur:
(I1)(Convergence) There exists (®1,P5) € X such that v, — ®; and v, — Py in LP(T)
as n — oo for all 2 < p < .
(I3) (Runaway) There exists j* such that for any e # 5%, r > 0, and 2 < p < o0

[(wn)ellp =0, [[(vn)ell, = O, HunHLP(B(O,r)) =0, anHLP(B(O,r)) —0
as n — oQ.
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(II) (Vanishing) 7 = 0. Then, up to a subsequence, u, — 0 and v, — 0 in LP(I") as
n — oo for all 2 < p < o0.
(I11)(Dichotomy) 0 < T < a + f.

In what follows we show that case (/;) holds ruling out consequently (I71),(I/11I), and
(I5). The following two propositions are used to show that vanishing case does not hold.

Proposition 2.8. Let {(un,v,)} C X be a minimizing sequence for J(«, ). Then there
exist constants A > 0 and X\ > 0 such that

(4) HunHHl + anHHl < A for alln € N;

(i) Nunlly + lloalls = X for n large enough.

Proof. (i) From (2.6)-(2.8), inequality J(a, 3) < 0, and ||u,||3 = o, ||v.]|3 = 8 we obtain

1

2 2 2 2 4 4
lwnllzzs + llonllin = Etn, vn) + 7 (lum (O + [0m (0)%) + 5 (a fwnlly + ¢ [lvally)
+ bl[unvallz + & + B < sup E(up, va) + C (luplly + [p]l,) +a + 5

< C (1A [lunll g+ llvall ) -

Since quadratic term ||un||§{1 + ||vn||§p is less than the linear one, the existence of the
desired bound A follows.
To prove (ii), let us assume that such A does not exist, then

(2.11) lim inf (lunlls + lloally) = 0.
It follows from Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.5) (for p = 4,q = oo) and (i) that
(Jttn1 (0)] + |uar (0)]) < € (||un||§/3 + ||Un||§/3). Hence, by (2.11), we obtain
tim inf (J0(0)] + 11 (0)]) = 0.
It is easily seen that there exists C' > 0 such that
0 < B(tn, va) + C(Iunlly + [vally +7 (laa O)F + [0 (0)[%) ),

then J(o, 5) = lim E(u,,v,) > 0 which contradicts J(«a, 8) < 0. O

n—o0

Proposition 2.9. Let u,v € HY(T'), A, X > 0. Assume ||ul| 1 + |v]l ;2 < A and |Jul; +
[v|[; > A, then there ewists B = B(A, \) such that

4 4
ilélr) <||UHL4(B(m,%)) + ||U||L4(B(m,%))) = B.

Proof. Since ||ul[; + [[v]l; > A, then we can choose ¢y € {1,..., N} and )\, > 0 such that
llteo |7+ |veolld = Aeo- Let n € I, be a natural number and f € LP(T), then

f“é | feo (z) [P dz for n > 1

1
n—3

11 s = § &
YIRS @ do for n =0
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Hence

2 2
ltealFis + ool < 7 (el + 10

nENO
A2
= eI + [l 12
[tteo |4+ y|veo||3( eoll + l[veo 1)
A? < . ,
< el sgmn, 2y + ooty ) -
neNy ||u€0||i + ||erO||i L (B(n72)) L (B(n72))

Therefore, there must exist ng € Ny such that

2 2
e (3o, 1)) T 1011 (B0, 2)
(2.12) 22

e ll3 + [lveo 13

4 4
(el i,y + 1930500, 10)
Now, from inequality (1.6) we have

(2.13)

4 4
||U||L4(B(no,%)) + ||’U||L4(B(n0,%)) < C(”uHHl(B(no,%))Hqu + ||'U||H1(B(no,%))||v||g)

2
2 2
< C(H“H?{l(B(no,%))Hqu + ||U||§{1(B(n07%))||v||g) <C (HUHHI(B(nOé)) + ||U||H1(B(n07%))> ’
where C' does not depend on u and v. Then, combining (2.12) and (2.13), we get

2 2 g 14+ e
s saoay + 10l Bty 2 @z

Thus, from (2.12) we obtain

2

A . ,
B = 0/(1)4 S ||u||L4(B(nO,%)) + ||,U||L4(B(n07%)) .

The following lemma rules out the vanishing case.
Lemma 2.10. Let {(un,v,)} be a minimizing sequence for J(a, ), then 7 > 0.

Proof. 1t follows from Propositions 2.8 and 2.9 that there must exist a sequence {z,} € R*
and B > 0 such that

4 4
||uTLHL4(B(mn,1/2)) + ’|UTLHL4(B(gcn,1/2)) > B
for all n. Hence, using (2.10) and the Sobolev embedding of H*(T") into L>(T"), we get

2 2 2 2
B < lun|l%, ||uTLHL2(B(mn,1/2)) + llonll% an||L2(B(mn,1/2))

2 2 2
<CA <||Un||L2(B(xn,1/2)) + ||'U7l||L2(B(xn,1/2))> )

where A is from Proposition 2.8. Thus,

: 1 , 1
=l 2=l el 2 g > 0
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To exclude the possibility of dichotomy case, we first define

-

Eqy(u) = [[u']|3 — y|ui (0)]* — 2(b -

b — ac /

ac 4
<l

)

and minimization problems:

Ji(o) = inf {Ey(u) : we H'(D), ullz = al,

2.14
214 Jo(B) = inf { By (u) : w € HY(T), |ull; = 8}.

The corresponding sets of minimizers for J; and J; are denoted by

Gi(a) = {u c HY(T') : Jy(a) = Ei(u), ||U||§ = Oé}a
Go(B) = {u € H'(T) : Jao(a) = Ba(u), ||ull; = 8} .

The following four technical propositions will be used to rule out the possibility of di-
chotomy of minimizing sequences.

Proposition 2.11. Let N\/w — v < %, then the following equalities hold:
2
(i) Ji(a)=—7= (% [;’?b‘_“cﬂ o+ 5?;“57042 + vza) ;
2
(i1) J2(8) = ~ 3 (é [ee]” 6 + Lozes 2 + VQB) ;
(iii) J(a, B) = Ji(a) + J2(B).

Proof. (i)Since v > 0, w > ;\’,—22, and Ny/w — v < 2, by [2, Theorem 2] (see also Remark
2.3), we have

Gi(a) = {ewl ufbwﬁ(x) 20, € R}

b?2 — ac

and

where, fore =1,..., N, (®, ), = ¢u 5, With

b (1) = V2w sech (@x | tanh~! (ﬁa)) |
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Therefore, Ji(a) = E1(1/ 3225 Py,,) and Jo(8) = Fa(y/ =D, ). Hence
(2.15)
b—
bt (e ot

= 2Nbg : ;c <w2 /R+ sech? (ﬁx + tanh ™ (ﬁ@)) dx

3
— % b tanh ™! () e — L+ L
w/R+sec <\/c_ux+ an <N\/5 x N+N3

b—c [ w? 2w? 2w? 3 w 3
Pl BT " B M Y e ) Y
P—_ac\ Vo' Nve Voo Ny  3va. N TN TN
2 b—c 3

_ = Nw?2 = )
362—ac<w N2)

Recalling that o = 2225 (Ny/w — 7), we get

2 b-c 52
Jl(a):_glﬂ—ac <NW/ N2

- —% (%bf:fw [(N\f—v)3+3(7(N\@—7)2+72(N\7—7)>D

1 (162 =ac]? 3+b2—ac 2 2
=——= |z a a al.
N2\ 3 [2(b—¢) 20— T
In the same manner we can show (i7).

(7i1) Next we prove J(a, f) > Ji(a) 4+ Jo(5). Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and
the Young inequality, we have

b—c
Sl de < [Tl = ol < 5 (G2l 5= )

Bl 2 W11~ (0 + 10
1 b —c
— 5 (allullt+ ol = 3 (522l + =2 r|v||4)

= 13+ 101 7 (O + () — 2 (62 i+ 5 o)

= Fi(u) + Es(v).

Taking the infimum on u and v, we obtain J(«, ) > Ji(a) 4+ J2(5). On the other hand,
=, i q)w7 i

=2N

Hence

(2.16)

observe that H b2 — , = and H b2 — = B for any w > 0 fixed. Thus, we
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b—c b—a
El{\ %\ 77— P
( 2 —ac 7N b2 —ac ’7>
b—c b—a
= (\/ ﬁ‘l’> e ( ﬁ‘l’>

= Ji(@) + 2(B) < J(e, B).
Hence we arrive at (i), and the result is proved. O
Proposition 2.12. Let 6; € (0,«) and 65 € (0, ), then
Ji(a) < Ji(61) + Ji(a—01)  and  Jo(B) < J2(02) + Jo(8 — d2).

Proof. We claim that if n > 1 and « > 0, then J;(na) < nJi(«). To prove this inequality,
consider a minimizing sequence {u,} for Ji(a), and set w, = /nu, for all n. Then

have

IA

1%, |2 = nor and hence

- , b’ — ac
T(0) < () = e = 3nla O)F = 5=
(2.17) 2
—nE O N 4

On the other hand, repeating the proof of Proposition 2.8, we can show that there exists
a constant \ > 0 such that |[u,|; > A for n large enough. Hence, taking n — oo in (2.17),
we obtain

() < 1) = (" =) 55 _‘f)A < nha).

Without loss of generality, we suppose that 9; > a—9;. Then, by the claim proved above,
we have

a—51 04—51

Jl(Oé) = J1(51(1 + 51 )) < (1 + 51 ) J1(51)

a—90 1)
< Ji(&) + ! L Ji(a=08))) = Ji(6) + Ji(a—dy).
51 a—51

Also, if 1 = a — 1, then we get
Ji(a) = J1(261) < 2J1(01) = J1(61) + Ji(a — 01).
The result for J; can be derived in an analogous way. U
The following proposition states strict subadditivity of J.
Proposition 2.13. Let §; € [0, ] and 65 € [0, 8] be such that 0 < 61+ 02 < a+ (. Then
J(a, B) < J(01,02) + J(aw — 81, B — 09).

Proof. We divide the proof into the following three cases:
Case 1. Let 0; € (0,«0) and d5 € (0,). Using Proposition 2.11-(i74) and Proposition
2.12, we obtain

(218) J(Oz,ﬁ) = Jl(Oé) + JQ(ﬁ) < J1(51) + Jl(Oé — 51) + J2(52) + JQ(OK — (52)
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On the other hand, from (2.16) we get
(2.19)  J1(01) + J2(02) < J(01,02) and  Ji(a—61) + Jo(8 — 02) < J(aw — by, 5 — 09).
Thus, combining (2.18) and (2.19), we obtain

J(ov, B) < J(61,02) + J(a = 61, 8 — 02),

as desired.
Case 2. Assume that §; = 0 and d € (0,5]. We consider the following variational
problem

. / C
(220)  J(0,6,) = it { /) = Af0r(O) = S lell} = v € HIT), ul3 = 62}

For ¢ > 0 the minimizer of (2.20) is given by ®,(z) = (¢o(x))Y,,

bs() = \/Z‘fsech (@x + tanh™! (ﬁ@) )

and wy = ( 063}2”)2 (see formulas (5.4) and (5.1) in [2]). Therefore,
1

, c c? c
30.8) = NI64I8 = 11620 = N5loull = -5 (508 + 5108 4% ).

where

Now, from Proposition 2.11-(77), we have
1 (1[0 —ac]®y VP—ac o
J2(02) = N2 (g [m] 0y + 206 — a)752 +7702 |-
Hence J(0,02) > Ja(d3). Then
J(a, B) = Ji(a) + Jo(B) < Ji(a) + J2(02) + Jo(B — 62) < J(0,02) + J (v, B — 02).

Case 3. Assume that §; € (0,a] and 0, = 0. Analogously to Case 2, we consider the
following variational problem

. ’ a
7(61,0) = inf {[[e/1 = 71 (O = 5 ull} + we HI(T), lully =, }.

Since a > 0, the minimizer of (2.20) is given by ®;(x) = (¢1(z))Y,, where

e=1"

1(z) = \/%sech (mx + tanh™! ( N\V/w,l) ) ,

2
where w; = (“‘g—j\’f”’) . Therefore,

1 [a® a

Now, from Proposition 2.11-(i) we have

1 (1] —ac]? b2 —
Ji1(01) = —== (- [7%] 57 + 1 72 +7261> :

(2.21) J(61,0) =

N2\ 3[2(b—c¢) 2(b—c)
Hence from (2.21) we get that J(d;,0) > J1(d1). Then
J(Oé,ﬁ) = Jl(Oé) + JQ(B) < J1(51) + Jl(Oé — (51) + Jg(ﬁ) < J(51,O) + J(OK - (51,5).
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U

We introduce two sequences {(f.,g»)} and {(hn,[,)} associated with an arbitrary min-
imizing sequence {(u,,v,)} in the following way.

Let 0,5 € CP(RT). We assume that o is supported on [0,2], 0 = 1 on [0,1] and
0>+ k* =1on R Set 0,(x) = 0(%) and k,(x) = k(%) for r > 0. Let ¢ > 0, for
sufficiently large r we have 7 — e < p(r) < p(2r) < 7. We can choose N large enough so
that

T—e<pa(r) <p,(2r)<T+e¢

for all n > N. Consequently, for each n > N we can find x,, € I" such that

(HunHiz(B(;pn r)) + ||'Un||i2(B(xn r))) > T — g,
(2.22)

2 2
<||Un||L2(B(xn,2r)) + ||U"||L2(B(:L‘n,2r))> <T+e.

Let = € T, d(x,z,) denotes the distance between z and z, given by (2.9). Define

(fr, gn) and (hy, 1,) such that f, .(x) = 0.(d(z, 2,))tn (), gne(x) = o.(d(z, 24))0n.c(T),
hne() = Kp(d(z, 2p))un e (z) and 1, o(x) = K (d(z, 2,))vne(z) for e = 1,..., N. Observe

2 2 :
that Q(fn) = l[unllz2(pe, ) and Q(gn) Z2HUTLHL2(B(xn,r))' Since 0 < 1 a2nd suppo, C {z €
I':d(z,z,) < 2r}, we have Q(f,) < ||un||L2(B(xn,2r)) and Q(g,) < ||Un||L2(B(xn,2r))'
2 2 :
Observe that a — |[unll72(p(, 2y < Qhn) and B — |Jonll72(p(, 2y < Q). Since
k<1land {z €l :d(x,z,) > 2r} C suppk,, we have Q(h,) < a — ||un||iz(B(xM)) and
Q) < B - anHiZ(B(xn,m)-

Proposition 2.14. Let {(un,v,)} be a minimizing sequence for (2.2) and sequences
{(fu,9n)}, {(hn,1n)} be defined above. Then for every e > 0 there exists N > 0 such
that forn > N:

(Z) |Q(fn) + Q(gn) - 7_| <g,

(i) [Q(hn) + Q) — (@ + B —T)| <¢,

(193) E(fn,gn) + E(hn, 1) < E(uy, v,) + Ce for some C > 0 independent of n.

Proof. The proof of (i), (ii) is a direct consequence of (2.22). To prove (iii) notice that
for L <&

, , a c
E(fgn) = [ 02 [+ (02 = 5 " = § ual* = Blua* 0nf”]
r

a C
~ o)l (O + [on(OF) + [ (72 =) [§ ol + 5 ol + bl "] o

+ /(0;)2 [ |un|2 + |vn|2 + 200, (U, U, + v v,) ] dx
r

< [ [ @ = S lunl” = § = b o] o
. 2 2

— o (@a)? (a1 (0)* + [, (0)]%) + Ce.
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Indeed, observe that |o)| = |o’| /r < Ce (since 1/r < ¢). Under the integral o, has to
be read as (0,)_,. Moreover, introducing

1ifr <d(z,z,) <2r

(X(B(wn,%)\B(wn,r)))e (z) = {0 otherwise

and using (2.22), we get

N
4 2
/F (0-3 - O-f:) |un| dr < HunHio Z/I (X(B(mn,%)\B(wn,T)))e (:L’) |un,e(x)| dr < Ce,
e=1 e
and

/ (o2 — 0}) |t |? ) da
r

N
2
< JunllZ, Z/j (X(B@n2)\B@n.)), (2) [Une(x)[" dz < Ce,
e=1 e
where C' denotes constant independent of » and n. Similarly, we obtain

B 1) < [ 62 [0 + 047 = G lual’ = 5 linl” = bl ] i
r

2 2 2
=8 (@a)|” ([t (0] + [ (0)7) + Ce.
Thus, since 02 + k? = 1 on R, we get (i4i). O
Below we rule out the dichotomy of the minimizing sequences.

Lemma 2.15. Let {(un,v,)} be a minimizing sequence for J(a, ). Then the case of
dichotomy cannot occur.

Proof. Assume that 7 € (0, + ). Let {(fn,9n)} and {(h,,1,)} be the sequences from
Proposition 2.14, then, up to subsequences (using the fact that minimizing sequence is
L?-bounded), we have

1 1 1
Q(fn) —a+d1| < o |Q(gn) — B+ 02| < m’ |Q(hn) — 1] < om’
1

E(fn,gn) + E(hn, 1) < E(upn, v,) + -

1

|Q(ln) - 52‘ < %7

where ¢; € [0,a] and 0, € [0, 5] and, by Proposition 2.14, 7 = a + 8 — (§; + d2). For
01 >0,00 >0, — 09 > 0,8 — d > 0 we define

a o a—51 a . ﬁ—52 b — 51 by — (52
ToVaet) T V) T Vem) Y Q)

Thus, we have

Q1n, A2n, bln> b2n — 1a
n—00

Qainfn) = a =01, Qagngn) = B — 2, Q(binhyn) =01, Q(banly) = 0o
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Consequently

J(Oé - 51a 6 - 52) S E(alnfna a'2ngn) S E(fnagn) + 0(1)a
J(517 52) S E(blnhna b2nln) S E(h'n7 ln) + 0(1)

By Proposition 2.14-(iii) and (2.23), we get
J(a— 01,8 =) + J(01,02) < E(un,v,) + o(1),

(2.23)

which implies
J(Oé - (51,B - 52) + J(él,ég) < J(O&,ﬁ)

This contradicts Proposition 2.13.

Now assume that one of the numbers 01,02, — 61,3 — 09 is zero. Without loss of
generality, we can assume 0; = 0, then Q(h,) — 0 and J, > 0 due to 7 < a + (.
Therefore, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,

/ / c
B, 1) +0(1) 2 (B3 + W13 = 7 1 (0)F = £ Jal}) +o(1)
C
> (02 = 7 1 O = £ allF) + o(1) 2 J(0,6,) + (D).

Combining this inequality with the first one from (2.23), we arrive at the contradiction
again.

U

Since we eliminated the vanishing and the dichotomy cases, it follows from the concentration-
compactness lemma [2] that 7 = o+ 3, that is, we have compactness case. It only remains
to prove that the minimizing sequence is not runaway.

Lemma 2.16. Let {(u,,v,)} be a minimizing sequence for J(«,3). Then, up to sub-
sequence, it converges in X to some (®1, Py), which is a minimizer for J(«, ), that is,
@115 = o, [|@2]l5 = B, and B(®1, ®2) = J(a, §).

Proof. Set
1
Eo(u,v) = [lu'[[5 + [[v']5 3 (allully + cllvlly) — blluv]l3,
Jo(a, B) = inf { Ey(u,v) : u,0 € H(T), |jull; = o, |[v]; =B}

By absurd, suppose that {(u,,v,)} is the runaway sequence. Then from Proposition 2.8-

(i) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have that |u,.(0)] = 0 and |v,(0)] — 0,

for e # 5* (j* is from definition (/) of runaway sequence) which implies that lim (E(u,, v,) — Eo(tn, vy,)) -
n—oo

0. Hence,
(224) JO(aa ﬁ) < J(Oé, 5)

Take u,v € H'(I') such that |ju? = a and ||jv|2 = 8, and let u*,v* € HY(T) be their
symmetric rearrangements. Then, by Proposition 3.17 in Appendix, we obtain ||u*]|§ = q,
|v*|2 = B, and Ey(u,v) > Ej(u*, v*), where

Ej(u,0) = 5 (1@l + 1) l5) = 5 (allwlly + ello*]ly) — blluv”|3.
N

N —
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Since rearrangements maintain the mass constraint, the last inequality implies
225)  dolen) = inf {E(u,v) : w0 € HAD), fulld = a, ol = 8},

where H}(T') = {u € H'(T') : wy(x) = ... = uy(x),z > 0}. It is easily seen that right-hand
side of (2.25) reduces to N copies of the following problem on R*

nt { Bz (09) s v € HE), W= 5 el = 5 |

where A .
w (U, 0) = N (N3 + 11€'115) — 5 (allvlls + cllellz) — dllvels.

Set for A > 0 the rescaling ¥ (z) = VA (Az) and ¢, (z) = vV Ap(Az), then
. 4 A
B (2, 00) = 57 (W11 + 1€12) = 5 (allll2 + ellells) — Al

Choosing \ = NTZ, we get
N3
Jole, ) 2 —-dg+,

where

220 dee =i { B (0,)s Vg € BB, WIB= 7. IolB =5 |

1
s (8,0) = W15 + 1215 = 5 (all 1l + cllell2) dz = bllde]l5.
By [41, Theorem 2.1], the solution to minimization problem (2.26) on R* is (¢, pz) =
(, / bf:zcgb@, b2—ac¢w>’ where ¢5(z) = V2@ sech(v@z) and @ is such that [|¢z||3 =

and [|¢z]|3 = £. Then we get,

=

N3 2 (N3 2b—a—c
| S P R iy
(2.27) Jola, B) 2 —-Er+ (Yo, 05) = —3 < Y ) 02— ac

By formula (3.3) in [41], we have £ = 2/ =% . Recalling that a = 2:=% (Ny/w — ),
we obtain Nv/& = Ny/w — 7. Then from (2.27) we get
2 (N? 2b—a—c
J > 2 (Mo L-aze
o) 2 =3 (S (a2 ) B
By Proposition 2.11-(ii) and formula (2.15), we conclude

2 ¥\ 2b—a—c
J(OK75> = -3 (Nw3/2—m) m

3
(e (o ) B
7) <

Since NvVo = (Ny/w — 2 then X5 < ;\’,—22 < w. Hence, by (2.27) and (2.28),
we deduce that Jy(o, B) > J(«, f) which contradicts (2.24). Therefore, {(uy,v,)} is not

runaway, and it converges, up to subsequence, to (®1, Ps) in LP(T") x LP(F) for p > 2 and

(2.28)

OJII\D
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weakly in H'(T') x H'(T'). In particular, Q(®;) = a and Q(®;) = 3, and, by the weak
lower semicontinuity of the H! norm, we have

BE(®,, ®5) < lim E(un, vy) = J(a, ),
n—oo

whence E(®q,®;) = J(a, ) and (P, P2) € G(a, ). Using E(Py, Py) = lim E(uy,v,)

and |lu, — @4, = 0, ||v, — D2|, = 0, p > 2, and the weak convergence, we conclude
(@1, @) = Tim (0002 -

Indeed, it is sufficient to observe that

(s va) 15 = B (tn, v) + % (allunlls + bllvnll3) + bllunvall3 + Y]t (0)* +~|vni (0) .
Finally, since X is the Hilbert space, we conclude that (u,,v,) — (®1, Ps) in X. O
Remark 2.17. In [/1] the authors consider minimizing problem on the line

de = nf{ By : (1, 0) € H(R), 6] = &, |0l3 = B},
where Eg = Egp+, anda—4\/7b2 —, B ~:4\/51)2 20 3 28

—. Assuming & = 5z, 8 = 57, recalling
that dr = Egr (w R acqﬁw), and tacking into account the fact that ¢z(z) is an

N
even function on the line, we get dg = 2dg+.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. (i) The statement follows immediately from Lemma 2.16.
(i1) We argue by a contradiction. Suppose that (2.3) is false. Then, there exist € > 0 and
a subsequence {(uy,, vy, )} such that
inf nrs Uny ) — (P1, P > ¢ fi k e N.
el ) = (81,8 2 for any
But {(tn,,vn,)} is also a minimizing sequence for J(a, 3), hence there exists (®y, ®y) €
G(a, B) such that
lillgri)glf H(unk,vnk) — (P, (IDQ)HX =0,
which gives a contradiction. U

2.3. Orbital stability of ground states. This subsection is devoted to the proof of
Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.6. First, as an easy consequence of Theorem 2.2, we conclude
that the set of minimizers G(«, ) is stable under the flow generated by system (1.2).

Corollary 2.18. Let € > 0. Then there exists n > 0 with the following property: if
(ug,v0) € X satisfies

inf u ’/U - @ 7® < 9
(<I>1,<1>2)eg(a,5)||( 0:%0) = (®1 2)||X n

then the solution (u(t,x),v(t,x)) of (1.2) with (u(0,z),v(0,x)) = (ug, vo) satisfies

it ), (8, ) = (1, @) [ < = for all £ 0.
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Proof. By contradiction, we assume that the assertion is false. Then there exist ¢ > 0
and two sequences { (u(0,z),v,(0,2))} C X and {t,} C R such that

. 1
(2.29) (@17q)21)r1€fg(aﬁ) H (un((),:z),vn((),x)) — (P4, (IDQ)HX < -
and
(2.30) inf H (tn(tns ), Un(tn,-)) — (@1, (IDQ)HX >¢ forany n €N,

(®1,P2)€G(a,8)
where (u,(t,z),v,(t,z)) is the solution of (1.2) with the initial data (u,(0,z),v,(0,x)).
By (2.29) we have that (u,(0,x),v,(0,x)) converges to an element (V,0) € G(a, ) in
X-norm. Since Q(¥) = «, Q(O) = 3, and E(V,0) = J(«, 3), by the conservation laws,
we have

Q(un(tn, ) = Qun(0,2)) = a, Qun(ts, ")) = Qun(0,2)) — B,

E (un(ty, ), vn(tn, ) = E(uy(0,2),v,(0,2)) — J(a, B)

as n — oo. Let {a,} and {b,} be such that
Qtntin (0, 2)) = 2 QUun(0,2) = o and Qbuval0,2)) = BQ(ua(0,4)) = B, meN.

Set u, () = apun(x,t,) and v,(x) = byv,(z,t,). It is clear that Q(u,) = « and Q(v,) = 5,
and since an,b, — 1, we have lim F (u,,v,) = J(a, ). Hence {(u,,v,)} is a minimiz-
n—oo

ing sequence for J(a, ). Thus, by Theorem 2.2-(i7), for n large enough, there exists
(V,,0,) € G(a, B) such that ||(tun, V) — (¥, 0,)]|x < 5. Since

[(wn(tns ), vn(tn, ) = (¥n, On) |l x
< [ un(tns-)s on(tn, -)) = (s On)llx 4 [1(Un, ) = (T O)ll
then, by (2.30), and ||(un(tn, ), Vn(tn, ) — (Un, Un)|| n—_>>o(3), we get
e < 7}1—{20 [ (Un(tns ), Vn(tn, ) — (Wn, ©n)|l x < §, which is a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Firstly, by Proposition 2.11, for any fixed w > ;\*,—22 and 0,60, € R

0, b—-c i0o b—a
<ee V=, ()" \/g%o) € G0 9).

Using Proposition 2.11 again (see also (2.16)), for any (®1, ®5) € G(«, ) we have
J(a, B) = E(®y, @2) > Er(P1) + Ey(P2) > Ji(a) + J2(8) = J(a, B).
Therefore,

b? — ac
2(b—a)

b? — ac
2(b—c¢)

2
b—a 2 b—C 2
O 0] =0.
/1“( b—c| i b—a| 2|> dv =0

a C
§||<I>1||i+§!|®2||3+6A\®1|2|®2|2dx= 11 [ + |23

which implies that
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Thus,

(231 (=) o= (1=5) " poato.

Secondly, notice that for (®;,®s) € G(a, ) there exist Lagrange multipliers wy,ws € R
such that (®, ®s) is a solution of

—A,Y(I)l + w1<I>1 =a ‘@1‘2 (I)1 + b‘q)2|2 (I)l
_A'Yq>2 + w2®2 =b |(I)1|2 (I)g +c |(I)2|2 (I)g

in a weak sense. Moreover, using (2.31), we simplify the system

—A (I)l —|—(A)1(I)1 b2—ac ‘(I) ‘ (I)l
—-A (I)g +w2q)2 b —ac ‘(I) ‘ (I)Q

(2.32)

Following the arguments from the proofs of [17, Lemmas 25 and 26], we can show that
the only pair of L?-solution to (2.32) is given by

0. [2wi(b—c)
_ 0 1
Py (z) =™ 2 —ac Doy, 1y
and
0. [2w2(b—a)
@2(1') =€ 02 462 —ac q>w2,'ya

where 61,0, € R. From (2.31) we get

o] = |\ L0

Finally, since

b b
@11 = @ = 25— (Nviw =) and [ @]} = 8 = 25— (Nv/w — 7).
and using (2.31), it follows that w1 = wy = w. This completes the proof. U

To end this section notice that Corollary 2.6 follows from Corollary 2.18 and Theorem
2.4.

3. ORBITAL STABILITY OF STANDING WAVES: CASE OF GENERALIZED NONLINEARITY

In this section we study orbital stability of standing waves of the general system
igu(t, x) + Aju(t, ) + (au(t, z)|72 4+ blu(t, z) [Plu(t, 2)[P~2) u(t,z) = 0
(3.1) W0 (t, x) + Ao(t, x) + (clo(t, )72 + blu(t, z) [Plo(t, z) [P~2) v(t,z) =0
(u(0,2),v(0,2)) = (uo(x), vo()) -
We assume that a,b,c € R and 2 < ¢,r,2p. The system is locally well posed (the proof

follows analogously to [14, Theorem 4.10.1], see also [3, Section 2]). In particular, the
conserved energy is given by

(3.2) E(u,v) = [[W/[l3 + [V'[I2 = 5 (lur (0)]* + [01(0)]*) = G(u, v),
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where 5 5 %%
a Cionr
G(u,v) = —||ul|f + —|v[|; + —[luv][}.
q r p

T p

Remark 3.1. Notice that for q,r,2p < 6 the global well-posedness holds. Due to the
conservation of masses (2.1) and energy, we have

1w 0) 1% = E(u,v) + 7 (Jua (O + [1 (0)?) + G u, ) + Jull3 + [[oll3

33 = l(wo, w0) 3 = ¥ (luor O)F + 001 (0)[%) = Giug, o) + Gi(w, )

Observe that
(3.4)

a+2 +2
Glu,v) < Cill 37 lully® + Colll57 ol ;IIUHS,,IIUII’SP

2
< Ol 37 lully™ + Call 157 el +Z—9(|IUI|§£+IIUHSZ)

2 12 2(6 q+2) 2(r+2) 2(621);2) 2(621);2)
< e (I/lI3 + 1V113) + Cs(e) (HUH2 B ol (]P0 PR o 0] P )

The above estimate is induced by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (1.5) and the Young in-
equality fg < ef' + C.g", % +ll, =1,01,I' > 1, f,g > 0. Observe that the key point is that
[ = q% > 1 for2 < q <6 (analogously for r and 2p). From (2.6), (3.3), and (3.4) we get

1
I, 0} < = o, w0) 3 = Glao, w0) + ol ol .

i.e. the norm ||(u,v)||% is controlled by the constant independent on time. Finally, repeat-
ing the proof of [14, Theorem 3.4.1] (starting from formula (3.4.2)), we obtain the global
existence.

3.1. Stability of one component standing waves. We consider the standing waves
of the simplest form (e™'®;,0) and (0,e™!®,). Throughout this section, we assume
additionally p > 2. Observe that (<I>1, 0), (0, ®4) are critical points of the functional

Su(u,v) —{E (u,v) + w(llullz + [[0]2)}

that is, they satisfy equation (1.4). The description of the solutions to the first equation
(1.4) was given in [3, Theorem 4] (to obtain description to the second equation we need
to replace ¢ by r, and a by ¢):

Theorem 3.2. Let [s| denote the integer part of s € R,y # 0, and a > 0. Then first
equation in (1.4) has [N_l] +1 (up to permutations of the edges of I' and rotation) vector

solutions ®] = (go,w)N k=0,...,[52], which are given by

[Msech2 (W&:—CL;@)]%2 ., J=1,...k;

1
[%sech2 (Wx—l—akﬂ(ﬂ, j=k+1,...,N,
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Below we deal with two types of instability: orbital and spectral. General definition
of the orbital stability for a Hamiltonian system invariant under the action of some Lie
group can be found in [22, Section 2]. The definition of the spectral instability involves
a linearization of (3.1) around the profile of the standing wave. After making necessary
technical steps we give precise Definition 3.3.

First, we linearize system (3.1) around (®},0). We observe that system (3.1) can be

written in the form
d fuw) 1 , (=1 0
E(U)_§jE[u>'U]> \7_(0 _i)a

(u(t),v(t)) = e {(2,0) + (hu(t), ha(t)) } .
Since S/, (®},0) = 0, we get

d (h ’ h
7 ( h; ) = JS, (9],0) ( h; ) + O ([[(hy, ) |1%)

and put

where
51, (97,0) = ( o ) L Sihy = =By +why — a (8" by — alg - 2) (9))" Re(hy),
oy — { —A hy + why = b(2]) hy, p=2

—A-yhg + Whg, p > 2.

Here —A, : HY(I') — (HYT))" is the unique bounded operator associated with the
bounded on H'(T') bilinear form ¢, (u1,us) = (u},uh), — v Re (un(O)um(O)). By the

Representation Theorem [27, Chapter VI, Theorem 2.1], we can associate with the bilinear
form

bw((hh ha), (21, 22)) = (S5 (24,0) (b1, ha), (21, 22)) xexx
self-adjoint in L*(T") x L?(T") (with the real scalar product) operator

L= ( OL1 (1)12 ) . Lihy = —h'{ +why —a ((I)Z)q_2 hy — a(q - 2) ((I)Z)q_2 Re(hl)’

_ W+ why — b (D)) ha, p=2 _ _
Laohy = { W 4 why, p> 2. , dom(Ly) = dom(Ls) = dom(A,).

Putting h; = hf* +ih},j = 1,2, and identifying L(T") with Lg(T') @ Lg(I"), we conclude

0 Iz 0 0 L¥ 0 0 0

I, 0 0 0 0 L' 0 0
(3.5) JE=1 0" 0 o0 1 0 0 LF o |

0 0 Iz 0 0 0 0 L
that is,

JON( L 0
7= (0 5)(5 1)
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where J = ( 0 ]Lﬂ% ) and

_ILD% 0
R d’ Y\q—2 I d’ Y\q—2
Ly :—@er—a(q—l)(q)k) , L1:—@ +w—a(®))"",

LY =Ly =Ly, dom(LY)=dom(L}) =dom(A,), j=1,2.

Definition 3.3. The standing wave €' (®],0) is said to be spectrally unstable if there
exist X with Re A > 0 and h = (hq, hy) € dom (A,) x dom(A,) such that

JLh = Ah.
The notion of spectral instability is particularly important since frequently its presence

leads to nonlinear instability:.

Remark 3.4. (i) In a view of (3.5) the above definition can be rewritten as

(o) (5 ) ()= (5)

(17) Notice that spectral instability implies that (0, 0) is unstable solution to the linearized

equation
’ o (e ) =asieno (1)

in the sense of Lyapunov.

Below we list spectral properties of the operators L, LI proved in [3, Proposition 6.1]
and [26, Theorem 3.1]: let £ =0,..., [%}, then
a) ker(L1) = span{®]} and ker(L{) = {0};
E+1 if >0
I RY _ LA
b) L{ > 0 and n (Lf) = Nek if <0
c) UeSS(L{z) = UeSS(L{) = [w, 00).

We use these properties to show the principal result of this subsection.

Theorem 3.5. Let a > 0, ¢ > 2, and ®] be defined in Theorem 3.2.

(i) Assume p > 2. If either v > 0,k >1 ory <0,k >0, then e“(®],0) is spectrally
unstable. If additionally p,q > 3, then we have orbital instability.

(it) Assumep > 2. If v > 0,k = 0, then e“'(®],0) is orbitally stable for 2 < q < 6.

Moreover, for q > 6 there exists wy; > ]'(,—22 such that e™*(®],0) is orbitally stable as
w e (]'\Y,—Z,wl), while it is orbitally unstable as w > wy.

Proof. (i) From [23, Theorem 1.2] one concludes that the operator JL; has positive
eigenvalue for v > 0,k > 1, and 7 < 0,k > 0. Indeed, JL1W = M0, W = (wy,ws), is
equivalent to

(3.6) (_OL{% L(){)(Z;):A(Z;)
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L{wg = )\’LUl
wal = —)\wg
AL wy and Liw, + N2 (L1) 1w, = 0.

Consider the problem

or Since ran(L{) L ker(Li), we get wy € ker(L{)*. Hence wy, =

PLw, + XN2P(LH ™ w, =0,
where P is the orthogonal projection onto
ker(LD)* = {(’Ul,Ug) € L*(I') x L*(T) : ((01,02), ((I)z,O))2 = 0}

(here we assume that L?(T") is endowed with the usual complex inner product). The
projection P serves to fit the problem into the Hilbert space ker(L1)+. [23, Theorem 1.2]
states that the number I(L%, L]) of positive A satisfying (3.6) is estimated by

(3.7) n(PLY) —n(P(L{)™") < I(L7, Ly).
Using spectral properties a),b) mentioned before the theorem, formula (3.7) yields

E, v>0
R 7l ) )
I(Ll’Ll)z{N—k—l, ¥ <0,

By (3.5), there exists A > 0 satisfying Definition 3.3 under the assumptions in (7), that
is, (®g,0) is spectrally unstable. Using the fact that the nonlinearity

Fpqr(u,0) = (alul™u + blof"[ul"~?u, c[o]"~*v + blu/?|[v|"~?v)

is of C? class for p,q > 3, we conclude that mapping data-solution associated to (3.1)
is of class C? (for instance, see [20, Step 4 of proof of Proposition 2.1]). Finally, to
imply the orbital instability from the spectral one, the approach by [24] (see Theorem 2
and [20, Theorem 5.8, Corollary 5.9]) can be used.

(i) By Lg > w, we deduce n(L) = n(L;) = 1. Observe that S”(®],0) satisfies [45,
Condition (G)]. Indeed, for 7 = (vy,v2) € X

(5285, 008, P = [ {jt P+ 10 + (el + eaP?) o
T

= [ {a(@r 21 + ol = 2@ Revn)* o =1 (jon OF + i 0)F)

1 =112 q—2 272 112
> min{5, w9} — (¢ = Dbt + 25 ) |73

where M = ||®/}||» and we have used

2
(@ + e ©P) + 5 [ {0t + 13 pao > - 513
r
Let R : X — X* be the Riesz isomorphism. Thus, from [45, Lemma 5.4] we conclude
Oess(R7TIS"(97,0)) = 0ess(L) = [w,0), ker(R™1S”(®],0)) = ker(L) = span{i(®],0)},

and n(R™1S"(®],0)) =n(L) = 1.

Denote d’(w) = 9%(S,(®3,0)). By [6, Proposition 3.19-(i)], we get d’(w) > 0 for
2 < ¢ <6, and for ¢ > 6 there exists w; such that d’(w) > 0 as w € (%,wl), and
d"(w) < 0 as w > wy. Finally, the result follows applying [21, Theorem 3]. O



26 LILIANA CELY AND NATALITA GOLSHCHAPOVA

Remark 3.6. (i) Observe that forp=2,q=4,7> 0,k =0, and b < a we have Ly > LI,
then o(Ly) = [w,00). Therefore, n(R™1S8"(®},0)) = 1. As in the proof of item (i), we
have d"(w) > 0, then the orbital stability of €' (®{,0) holds.

(it) All the above results on the stability/instability of (®],0) can be repeated for the
profile (0, ®9) = (0, ®]) with q replaced by r and a replaced by c.

3.2. Stability of two component standing waves. In this subsection we study sta-
bility properties of the standing waves of system (3.1) of the form (e“!®(z), e“!®(x)) in
thecase q=r=2p—2,a=c=1:

(3.8) { ipu(t, ) + Aqu(t, x) + (Ju(t, @) =2 + blo(t, @) Plu(t,«)[P~2) u(t,2) = 0
0w (t, z) + Ayo(t, o) + (Ju(t, 2)[272 + blu(t, ) |P|u(t, 2)[P~2) v(t, x) = 0.

It is easily seen that ®(x) solves

(3.9) —A,® 4+ wd — (b+1)0* ! =0.
The description of solutions to (3.9) is given by Theorem 3.2 (one just needs to substitute
q by 2p and a by b+ 1). Namely, for b > —1 we have [%] + 1 solutions @) = (sz,j)jy:p

k:O,...,[%],oftheform

_1
[y sec® (0= Vv — ) |77 =1,k
SOZ,]('Z’): ) 27)%2

(3.10) [y sea® ((p— Dv/ae +a) |77 j=k+1. N,

2
- 8 g
h =tanh ™' | ————— dw>——"——.
where a;, = tan ((N—2k)\/5)’an W N =202
The main results of this subsection are the following two theorems. The first one deals
with arbitrary k& and the second one contains stability results for the particular case of
symmetric tail-profile (9], ®7).

Theorem 3.7. Let p > 2,b > —1, and (P}, ®]) be defined by (3.10). If v > 0,k > 2 or
v < 0,N —k > 3, then the standing wave e“'(®), ®]) is spectrally unstable. Moreover,
for p > 3 the orbital instability holds.

If additionally 0 < b < p — 1, then the above assertions hold for v < 0,k > 0 and
v>0,k=1.

Theorem 3.8. Let v > 0,k = 0, then for 2 < p < 3 and 0 < b # p — 1 the standing
wave (D), ®Y) is orbitally stable, while for p > 3 and b > p — 1 the standing wave
et (D], ®Y) is orbitally unstable.

As in the previous case, we linearize (3.8) at (@}, ®]). Notice that the profile (®;(z), ®2(x))
of the standing wave (e“'®,(z), e™2!'®y(x)) is the critical point of the action functional
given by

1
SUJ1,W2(uaU) = 5 {E(uav) +w1||u||§ + wz||v||§} )
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where E is defined by (3.2). We obtain for h = (hy, hy) € X
51

2

S (@], ) h = ( 7 ) Sih = L hy — bp(®7)%~2 Re(hy), Soh = L,hy — bp(®])?P~2 Re(hy),

[ =—A + <w — 1+ b)(cpg)?p—?) . ((2p — 24 b(p— 2))(<1>g)2p—2) Re(-).

Analogously to the previous case, we associate with the bilinear form )

(S5, (@), @) (hi, ha), (21, Z2)>X*><X the self-adjoint in L?(T") x L?(T") operator L. Putting
hj = hf + zhf,j = 1,2, we obtain

(3.11)
[ Yy A (7 S T S S T AT S
’ 0o LL ) dz?
PR _ (e (2p—1+b(p—1)(@])%2 —bp(@7)2
—bp(®]) 22 L o (2p—1+Db(p—1))(®)P2 )’

where dom(L!) = dom(L#?) = dom(A,) x dom(A.). It is easily seen that

N 0 T2y g2 LE 0 0 L!
12 [ — RxL L ) ,
(3 ) \7 < _[LﬁxLﬁ 0 0 LI _LR 0
Remark 3.9. The definition of the spectral instability is analogous to Definition 3.3. One

just needs to substitute L by L. By (3.12), it means the ezistence of A with Re A > 0 and
(h1, hg) € dom(A,) x dom(A,) such that

0 L'N(m\_,(Mm
L% 0 hy hy )
Below we list some properties of the operators L’ and L® (see [3, Proposition 6.1]):
a) ker(L") = span{(®],0), (0, ®})};
b) L' > 0; )
€) Oess(L1) = 0ogs (L) = [w, 0).
Remark 3.10. The property oes(L") = [w, 00) follows from the representation

FR_ [ —dmtw-@-14bp-D)@)F? 0
0 —a5 tw— (2p—1+40b(p—1))(®))*> 2

0 —bp(®;)*
T —opeyze 0

and the fact that —bp(®])*P~2 is relatively —A.-compact.

Below we count n(L%).

. ~ E+1, v>0 . _
_ R , _ N-1
Proposition 3.11. Let p > —1, then n(L"™) > { N—k <0 with k =0, ..., [ 5 }
Moreover, if additionally
k+2 v>0

— R .
a) 0<b<p—1, then n(L%) > {N k+1 v <0
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k+1, v>0

b) b>p—1, thenn(f)R):{ Nk <0

To prove the above proposition, we suppose that \ € Up(ER) and (hy, ho) is the corre-
sponding eigenvector. Then denoting hy = hy + hy and h_ = hy; — hy, we get

TR _ 5 2
Do = pr o o @p -+ (@),
LRh_ = Ah_ da?
(3.13) p
LR = — W= (2p b - 1@ dom(L") = dom(L%) = dom(A,).

From (3.13) we conclude

(3.14) (hi, ) € ker(ER) =  (hy,h )€ ker( Eof EOR )
and
(3.15) n(L?) = n(L?) + n(L").

Thus, it is sufficient to study the kernel and the Morse index of the operators f)f and LE.

Lemma 3.12. Let p > —1 and the operator Ef be defined by (3.13), then ker(if) ={0}
and

= k+1, v>0 _
n(Lf):{ R S N

The proof follows from [3, Proposition 6.1] and [26, Theorem 3.1]. Next we evaluate n(L%).

To do that we will use the ideas from [34]. Denote V] = (w;j)j_v:l k=0,...,[%52], where

W (2) = [psech2 ((p—l)x—ak)]z’j, j=1,... .k
(3.16) g [psech2 <(p et akﬂ B bl N

2

ith ay =tanh™ [ —— ) andw> —1———
with ag an ((N—Qk:)ﬁ)’ an w>(N—2l<;)2

We introduce the self-adjoint operator
2

da?

and prove the following technical lemma.
Lemma 3.13. Let the operator L. be defined by (3.17). Set

Li(f‘) = {(ve)évzl c L*(D) :vy(x) = ... = (), 041 (z) = ... = vN(x)} )
Then the following assertions hold.

(i) Fore <1 the operator L. is positive definite.
(1) Let 1 <e < 2p—1, then the operator L. is invertible and

a) for k=0 in L*(T) we get n([:@) =1asy>0, andn(L.) >1 as~y < 0;

b) for k>1in L2(T) we get n(L.) =1 asy <0, and n(L.) > 1 asy > 0.

(3.17) L.= +1—e(T)*2 dom(L.) = dom(A 1 ),

-
vo
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Proof. Let ¢ = 1, then it is easily seen that ker(L;) = span{¥}} and L; > 0. Then
assertion (i) is trivial observing that for € <1 one gets L. > L.
Notice that gess(L:) = [1,00), and for € > 1 we get

(LW}, W])2 = —(e = D|IW]]55 < 0,

then the first eigenvalue of L. is negative. In particular, by Min-Max theorem, the discrete
spectrum of L. moves to the left when ¢ increases. Let ¢ = 2p—1, then by [7, Proposition
4] and [6, Proposition 3.17], we get:

e n(Ly_1)=1for k=0,7>0in L*(T) and for k > 1,7 < 0 in L3(I").

e n(Lyy 1) =2for k=0, <0and for k>1,7>0in L}(I).
Using analyticity of the family L., we conclude a) and b) for 1 <e <2p—1. O

Lemma 3.14. Let the operator LE be defined by (3.13). Then the following assertions
hold.
(i) Forb>p—1 the operator LE is positive definite.
(it) Let 0 < b < p—1, then the operator L® is invertible and
a) for k=0 in L*(T") we get n(L?) =1 asy >0, and n(L?) > 1 as v < 0;
b) for k> 1 in L2(T) we get n(L?) =1 as v < 0, and n(L?) > 1 as v > 0.

Proof. Put»s:2pl;r11_b,thenl<5<2p—1for0<b<p—1andz—:<1forb>p—1. Let

A € 0,(L") and f(x) € dom(A,) be the corresponding eigenvector: L7f = Af. Define
h(z) = f(%), then h(z) € dom(A%) and L.h = %h. O

Proof of Proposition 3.11. The first assertion follows from formula (3.15) and Lemma 3.12.
The assertions a), b) follow from Lemma 3.14. O

Proof of Theorem 3.7. As in the proof of Theorem 3.5, we can show that there exist A > 0
and (wy, wy) € dom(A,) x dom(A,) such that

TI
()
As before, we rely on [23, Theorem 1.2] which states that the number I(L?, L) of positive
A satisfying (3.18) is estimated by
(3.19) n(PLY) —n(P(L)™Y) < I(LE, LY,
where P is the orthogonal projection onto
ker(L')" = {(v1,v2) € L*(T") x L*(I') : ((v1,v2), (®7,0)), = ((v1,v2), (0,87)), = 0}

(here we assume that L*(T') is endowed with the usual complex inner product). Using
positivity of L! and the estimates of n(L) from Proposition 3.11, formula (3.19) yields:

L k—1, ~v>0
— - R I ’
o for b > —1: I(L" L") > N—k—-2 ~<0

L k, v>0
1. R FI ’
e forO0<b<p—1: I(L ’L)E{N—k—l, v <0,
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As in the previous subsection, the orbital instability part follows from the fact that the
nonlinearity F,(u,v) = (Jul*"?u + blv|P|u[P~?u, [v]*’~2v + blu|P|v[P~2v) is of C? class for
p > 3. ]

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Our aim is to use [22, Stability Theorem and Instablity Theorem].
Observe that [22, Assumption 2] follows by the Implicit Function Theorem. Indeed,
consider the mapping F'((wi,ws), (u,v)) : R x Xg — X5, where F((wi,ws), (u,v)) =
Sty (U, v), and Xp is the Banach space consisting of real-valued functions from X. Ob-
serve that ker(S], (95, ®;)) = span{(0,0)} in Xg since in X we have ker(S] ,(®g, 7)) =
span{ (i®g,i®g)}. Observe that S[ (®g, ®g) satisfies [45, Condition (G)]. Indeed, for

U= (Ul,’l}g) e X

(S5 (PF, PV, T) x=xx = /r {\01\2 + |vh|? + w(|v1|2 + \vg|2> }dm
- [{a @ (0 + ) + (2p =2+ b - 2) @) (Rewr ) + (Revw)?) s

- 2bp/(<1>g)2p—2 Rev; Rews fdz — 5 (Jon ()] + [va1 (0))
T

2

| . _ 27 .
> min{z, wHl - ((1+8)@p - VM2 + )73, M = 9]

Thus, by [45, Lemma 5.4], we conclude oes(R™S], ,(®F, 7)) = Oess(L) = [w, 00) since
L = L® 4+ iL" and 0us(L?) = 0us(L') = [w,00), where R : X — X* is the Riesz
isomorphism. Hence S (g, ®;) : Xg — Xj is invertible and bounded. Then, by the
Implicit Function Theorem, there is an open neighborhood € of (w,w) and a unique
function (@1 (w1, ws), Pa(wr,w2)) : @ — Xg such that S, (P1(wi,ws), Po(wy, ws)) =
S,w(®g, ) = 0.

Next, let us check that [22, Assumption 3] holds. By (3.14), (3.15), Lemmas 3.12 and
3.14, we conclude that ker(L®) = {0} for b # p — 1, and n(L") < oo, then, by (3.11)
and [45, Lemma 5.4], we obtain ker(R™'S}] ,(®g, ®3)) = ker(L) = span{i(®],0),i(0, ®J)}
and n(R™1S2 (9], ®3)) = n(LF) < occ.

Let d’(w) be the Hessian of S, w,(P1(w1,wa), Po(wi,ws)) at (w,w). It is easily seen
that

2

du(w)_l D | @1 (wr, w2) |13 Doy | @1 (w1, w2) |3
aUJlHq)Q(wlan)H% aw2||q)2(W1,WQ)||§

(w1 ,w2)=(ww)

Denote by p(d”(w)) the number of positive eigenvalues of d”(w). By [22, Stability Theorem
and Instability Theorem], we conclude:

o if n(L) = p(d"(w)), then e**(®7, ®7) is orbitally stable;
o if n(L) — p(d"(w)) is odd, then ™ (], ®]) is spectrally unstable.
Step 1. Note that 0, || P;i(wr,w2)||3 = [ Pi(wr, we)0.s, Pi(wr, we)de, i, j = 1,2. Differen-

tiating S, ,(®1(w1, ws2), P2(w1,ws)) with respect to wy, using the chain rule, and denoting
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(h1, h2) == (0usy @1, Doy P2) | (w1 w2)=(ww)» We Obtain for v € H(T')
/ {h/lg/ + (.Uhl@ — (2p -1+ b)(®8)2p_2h1@ — bp(q)g)p_2h25}dx — ’thl(o)@l (0) / @gvdx
r r

/ {hgv 4 whaT — (2p — 1+ b(p — 1))(7)*~2hyT — bp(q)g)p_Qhﬁ}d:c — a1 (0Y7,(0) = 0.
Iy

Analogous system can be obtained when differentiating with wy. Then setting h, = hy+ho
and h_ = hy — hy, we have

ti(hy,v) = =(9g,v)2,
(3.20) { t_(h_,v) = —(9§,v)2,

where t, and t_ are bilinear forms associated with the operators Ef and L defined by
(3.13). Hence

" _ 1 ((I)gu h+ + h’—)2 ((I)gu h+ - h’—)2
(3.21) d"(w) = 1 ( (@0 hy —h )y (B he+h )y )

Observe that det(d"(w)) = w and trace(d"(w)) = ((}g’h*%hlh.

Step 2. Below we will prove:

a) if b > —1, then (P}, hy)e >0 for 2 < p < 3, and (P, hy)2 <0 for p > 3;

b) if b>p—1, then (®J,h_)s <0, and if 0 < b < p — 1, then (®J,h_)s > 0.

Firstly, we prove a). Since ®] satisfies (3.9) and v € H'(T) in (3.20) is arbitrary, we
conclude that hy = 9,87. Then (®f,hy)s = (®F,0,98)2 = 50.(PF, PJ)2. Moreover,
using (3.16), we have

/F((I)g)2(x)dx _ (bi—l) 1/(p_1)A(@3)2(ﬁx)dI
w(—p)/(2p-2)
e = CORELE

(3 —_ p) w(5_3p)/(2p_2) 9
Y Y — v
8w((1)07 (I)O)2 - (2p — 2) (b + ]_)1/(10—1) /F(\IIO) (.C(I)d.ﬁ(f

which is positive for 2 < p < 3 and negative for p > 3. This proves a).

Secondly, we prove b) for b > p — 1. Notice that the second line of (3.20) is equivalent
to

and then

/ {W_(2)7 (@) + wh_(x)o(z) - %(@3(@@)2”‘%_ (2)7(x) }da
(3.22) "

1/2(p—1)
— vh_1(0)T1(0) ( ) \Iﬂ (Vwz)v(z)dz
Denoting f(v/wz) = v(x), s(vwz) = h_(x), from (3.22) we get

J {57 W+ st - Zm 050) 7 sw)Tw) by - —=s0)7,00)

7
(3.23) (3-2p)/(2p—2) o
e [ BT
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Moreover,

[ r-@wvenis = [n- o = o= [ swvimi,

then (h_,®})2 and (s, ¥])s have the same sign. Observe that (3.23) can be rewritten
as t.(s, f) = —C(w)(¥], f)a2, where t. is the bilinear form associated with self-adjoint

operator L. given by (3.17) (for e = 2”1;:’1_1) and C(w) = % Set f = s, then by

Lemma 3.13-(7), we conclude that 0 < t.(s,s) = —C(w)(¥], s)2 for b > p — 1.
Thirdly, we prove b) for 0 < b < p — 1. Notice that from (3.23), by the Representation
Theorem [27, Chapter VI, Theorem 2.1], we conclude

(3.24) sedom(L.), L.s=—C(w)¥y.
Since L. is invertible for 1 < ¢ = 2”%;:’1_1 < 2p — 1 (or equivalently for 0 < b < p — 1)
and holomorphic in ¢, then the solution s = s(¢) of (3.24) is smooth in €. Differentiating
t.(s(e),-) with e, from (3.24) we obtain

t(0:s(e), f) = (s(e)(T5)* 2, f),.
Let f = s(¢), then again, by (3.24),

0< / Is(e )P 2de = . (0-5(), s(£)) = (0-5(2), Les(e)),
—C(w ><a 5(e), 0> = —O(w)0-(s(2), 13),.

Hence (s(g), ¥})2 is decreasing.
It is easily seen that v(w, z) = wW/EP=2W](/wr) satisfies

—Av(w, ) + wolw, ) — v(w, ) = 0.
Further, from the above one concludes that u(x) = d,v(w, z)|,—1 is the solution to
—Aqu(e) +u(@) = (20 = 1) (V@) ule) =~V ().
Observe that 0,v(w,z) € dom(A,). Indeed, define

. 1
Su@) = 5 {1915 = A O)F + w3} - —||w||2p,

then S/ (v(w,z)) = 0 and therefore <Sx(v(w,x))8wv(w,x),g> = 0,9 € HY(I),
(Hl)*XHl
which yields

[ (@uvtera)Yala)da = 10,003, 0)
_ /F {—w@wv(w,x)ﬁ(:c) + <8wv(w,x) +(2p—2) Re(@wv(w,x)))w(\lfg(\/c_ux))Qp_2§(x)} dz.

By the Representation Theorem, d,v(w, z) € dom(A,).
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It is easily seen that 0,v(w, x)|w=1C(w) = s(2p — 1), where s(2p — 1) is the solution to
(3.24) for e = 2p — 1. By the continuity of the scalar product, we conclude

(s(2p = 1),97), = (Ouv(w, 2)|u=1C(w), ¥5),, = C(w)%awllv(wax)llzlwﬂ

— %C(w)&u (w(s—m/@p—m / (\1,3)2dx)
T

Finally, since (s(g), V)2 is decreasing on the interval (1,2p — 1), we get (s(g), ¥{)s > 0
fore € (1,2p—1).

Step 3. Let v > 0,k = 0. By (3.15), Lemmas 3.12 and 3.14, we have n(L%) = 1 for
b>p—1, andn(ﬂR):2forO<b<p—1.

Let 2 < p < 3, then, by Step 2 and (3.21), we conclude that p(d”’(w)) =1 for b > p—1,
and p(d’"(w)) =2for 0 <b<p—1. Let p>3 and b > p — 1, then p(d’(w)) = 0.

Finally, for 2 <p < 3 and b # p — 1, we get n(L) = p(d”(w)), therefore, ™! (®], B) is
orbitally stable.

For p > 3 and b > p — 1, we obtain n(L) — p(d”(w)) = 1, then, by [22, Theorem 5.1],
there exists positive A satisfying (3.18), and orbital instability follows by C? regularity of
the data-solution mapping associated with (3.8).

>0 for p<3.

w=1

O

3.3. Stability of the standing wave generated by 2D rotation. Observe that for
p =2 and b = 1, in addition to the symmetry Ty(6p)(u,v) = € (u,v),0, € R, system
(3.8) is also invariant under 2D rotation 7} (6, ):

u(t, x) T1(01) cosf, sinb, u(t, :5)
i R.
<U(t, ZL')) = < — Sin 91 COS 91 U(t, Zlf) ) 91 c

Below we study orbital stability of the standing wave related to both of these symmetries:

Py ()

(u(t, ), v(t, x)) = To(wot) T (wit) (<I>2(:c)

), wo,wi € RY.

It is easily seen that 77(0) = ( 01 ) . Assume that the profile of the standing wave has

-1 0
the form (O, ®3) = Py, (@) - (v1,v2), Where (vy,v5) = (ﬁ, %
iT7(0) corresponding to the eigenvalue 1. Then the profile @, ., (z) satisfies the stationary
equation

(3.25) —A D+ (wy — wp)P — |P*P = 0.

) is the unit eigenvector of

The description of solutions is given by (3.10) (with w substituted by wy — w;). Below we
will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.15. Let wy — w; > % and @] be defined by (3.10), then for k = 0,7 > 0 the
i®]/V2
L /V2

is odd, or v <0 and N — k — 1 is odd, then To(wot) T} (wit)(

) 1s orbitally stable. Moreover, if either v > 0 and k

i®) /2
®L/V2

standing wave To(wot) T (wit) (

) 15 spectrally unstable.
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In the above theorem the stability is understood in the sense of the U(1)-symmetry. This
is related to the fact that the proof uses [22, Stability Theorem and Instablity Theorem]
where the stability /instability results are stated for a centralizer subgroup.

Conserved functional generated by T7(0) is given by

Q1(u,v) = Im/u@dm,
r

i®) /2

and the standing wave Ty (wot)T} (wlt)( 27 /2

) is a critical point of the functional

Sewowr (U, V) = = {E u,v —i—wo(HuH2 + ||UH }+w1Q1(u v).

As in the previous subsectlons, we associate with the bilinear form

i®7 @Y . . . 2 2 7
<Sxo o1 (T§= 7’%) (hi, h2), (ZI7Z2>>X*><X the self-adjoint in L*(I") x L*(I") operator L.

Let h; = hf + ih]I- ,J = 1,2. Substituting complex-valued vector function h= (h1, hy) by
the corresponding quadruplet of real-valued functions (h®, h! A2 hl) and Lh = (J, g) =

(fE+if! g +ig’) by the quadruplet (ff, 1, ¥, g'), we can express the action of L as
(3.26)

i Ly, — (9])? 0 0 w1 hE
A 0 Loy —2(®])?  —wy — (9))? 0 hi
g¥ 0 —wy — (P))? Ly, — 2(P))? 0 I
g’ w1 0 0 Ly, — (97)? hi

where L, = —A, + wy with dom(L,,) = dom(A,). Below we characterize the spectral

properties of the operator L.

Lemma 3.16. Let wy—w; > ]'(,—22 and D, ., be the solution to (3.25) given by (3.10) (with

w substituted by wy — wy ). Let also operator L be defined by (3.26). Then the following
assertions hold:
(1) ker(L) = span{(®;, —i®;)};

N iy ) k+1Ly>0
@iy @) ={ N300

(i11) Oess(L) > 0.
Proof. Observe that (L — A)h = (f,g) is equivalent to

(Lo i = (O~ V(O 1) = 11+
L _ fR R i
(3.27) ((L o 3((qﬂ)> A))((hf + hR)> R
(Lw0+w1 (®))? = A)(h{ — W) = fT—g"

By [3, Proposition 6.1], the operator L, —w; — (®])? is nonnegative and ker (L, —w; —
(®7)?) = span{®]}. Moreover, ker(L,, — w; — 3(®})?) = {0} and, by [26, Theorem 3.1],
k+1,v>0
— _ 7\2) — )
n(Lwo w1 3((1)19) ) - N — k‘, v < 0
positive definite, we arrive at (i), (i7).

. Observing that operator L, + w; — (®})?
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Finally, noticing that for A € R \ [wy — wy,00) all the operators on the left side of
(3.27) are invertible, we conclude that A € p(L) (since L — X is bijective), and therefore

(171) follows. O
Proof of Theorem 3.15. Without abuse of notation, we will write S/ , instead of S (%, 3—%)
Observe that S/, satisfies [45, Condition (G)]. Indeed, for v = (v;,v9) € X

<S¢ZO7UJ16’ 6>x*><x = /F {|'U1|2 + |'Ué|2 +WQ(|01|2 + |’Ug|2)}dllf

- / (@82 (012 + Jual* + (Rewr)? + (Rews)* + 2Re v Imv, ) b
r
— 2w Im/vlv_gdx—7<|v11(0)|2+|vgl(0)|2)
T

2
> min{} woHIFl15% — (3M? + 2 + w1 ) |73
= 27 0 X N2 1 29

where M = ||®/}||oo. Thus, by [45, Lemma 5.4] and Lemma 3.16, we conclude

Oess(R7IS! ) = 0uss(L) >0, ker(R™'S" ) =span{(®], —i®))},

wo,w1 wo,wW1

n(R7S" ) =n(L).

wo,w1

Since the centralizer subgroup of the group {7y(6y)71(61) : 6o, 01 € R} coincides with
Gooo, = {To(0) : 8 € R}, then according to [22, Stability Theorem and Instability The-
orem|, we can analyze stability only in context of the U(1)-symmetry. It is easily seen
that Assumptions 1-3 of [22] are satisfied (in particular, Assumption 3 is satisfied due to
Lemma 3.16).

Let d”’(wp — wy) be the reduced Hessian of S, ., (

Theorem and Instability Theorem], we conclude:

o if n(L) = p(d"(wy — wy)), then Tp(wot)Ty (wst) (’;’5\‘2) is orbitally stable;

o if n(L) — p(d"(wy — wy)) is odd, then Tp(wot)T}(wit) (25;//\/\/5) is spectrally unstable.
k

Using [7, Proposition 5], we conclude d”(wp — w1) = 30.,||®}|3 > 0. Finally, applying
Lemma 3.16-(77), we arrive at the result. O

o] @]

W%> Thus, by [22, Stability

APPENDIX

In this Appendix we recall some basic properties of symmetric rearrangements of a
measurable function u : I' — C¥. Set

po(s) =z €T i Ju(x)| > s} and A, (t) =sup{s : pu.(s) > Nt}.

Here {x € T : |u(x)] > s} = U{z € L : |u.(x)| > s}, and all sets in the union are
e=1

disjoint. The symmetric rearrangement u* of u is defined by u* = (uf)™_| with u* = A,

for all e =1,..., N. Basic properties of symmetric rearrangements are listed in the next

proposition.
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Proposition 3.17. Let u,v € HY(T"). Then the following assertions hold.
(1) The symmetric rearrangement u* is positive and nonincreasing. Moreover, |u| and |u*|
are equimeasurable, that is, for every s > 0

(3.28) {lul = s} = {u" = s}
(1) w* € HY(T), [lull,, = llu*||, for all 1 < p < oo, and
. N
(3.29) 1@l < 5 1'lly -
(13i) If u,v are nonnegative, then
(U,U)g < (u*,’U*)g.

Proof. The proof of statements (i) and (éi) is contained in [3, Proposition A.1, Theorem
6]. It follows from the Layer cake representation theorem [30, Theorem 1.13] and (3.28)
that

/r wz)ole)de = Z/ ue()ve(v)dz = Z/ /X{ue>t}(55)dt7X{ve>s}(:c)ds dx

77|{ue2S}ﬂ{vezt}|dsdt:/0m/0m|{u2s}m{vzm dsdt

[
WE

1

VAN
\T‘i

/ min {[{u > s}| ; [{v > t}|} dsdt—/ / min {|{u* > s}| ; {v* > t}|} dsdt

/ / {u* > s} N {v* > t}| dsdt = / *(z)v*(z)dz.
Hence (i7i) holds. O
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