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COLLISION OF TWO SOLITONS FOR 1d NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER
EQUATION WITH THE SAME MASS

ABDON MOUTINHO

ABSTRACT. We study the global dynamics of the collision of two opposite solitons having the same
mass for one-dimensional Nonlinear Schrodinger models with multi-power nonlinearity. For any
natural number k, it is verified that if the incoming speed v between the two solitary waves is small
enough, then, due to the interaction force between the solitons, the two solitary waves will move
away with an outcoming speed vy = v+ O(v*) after the collision and the remainder of the solution
will also have energy and weighted norms of order O(v*). This is applied to the one-dimensional
Nonlinear Schrodinger equations having an odd polynomial nonlinearity with stable solitons such
as the cubic NLS, and cubic-quintic NLS.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this manuscript, we consider the following one-dimensional nonlinear Schrédinger model
(1.0.1) A(w)(t) = iug + tge + F (Ju*)u =0,
such that F' is a real polynomial satisfying a real function satisfying
(H1) F(0) =0, F (0) = 0.

One particular example of [LLOJ]) corresponds to the one-dimensional cubic Schrédinger equation,
which is given by

(Cubic NLS) ity + Uge + 2|ul?u = 0.

The partial differential equation ([Cubic NLS)) is known to be completely integrable and that there
are explicit formulas for its solutions including the multi-soliton solutions, see the classical work
of [37]. Moreover, all the solutions of (Cubic NLS) with finite energy are invariant under infinite
invariances including the following

w,(t, x) = pu(p?t, pr) (dilation),

Teu(t, x) = u(t,z — ¢) (space translation),

tsu(t,x) = u(t + 6,2) (time translation),

oeu(t, z) = e’u(t, ) (phase shift),

o Oyu(t,x) =u(t,x — vt)ei(%’% (Galilean Transformation).

Moreover, It is standard to verify that any strong solution of (LO.I)) is invariant under space trans-
lation, time translation, and phase shift.

Furthermore, the integrability of (Cubic NLS) also implies that all the strong solutions of the
cubic Schrodinger model satisfy infinite conserved quantities. However, since many models of the
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form (O are not integrable, we will only use the following conserved quantities

2 2

(Hamiltonian) H(u) = / Jual” _ m, dz,
) 2

(Mass) Qu) = / lu|? da,
R

(Momentum) M(u) = Im/ Uty dx.
R

In addition, the partial differential equation (LOJ]) can be used to describe one-dimensional
nonlinear Schrodinger with double power nonlinearity such as cubic-quintic models, which for real
parameters a, b is given by the following partial differential equation

(1.0.2) g 4 Ugy + alu)®u + blul*u = 0.

Different from (Cubic NLS)), this model is non-integrable and we cannot use the inverse scattering
transform to describe explicitly the strong solutions of (LO.2) for all time ¢. The model (L02) has
many physical applications, see [12], [4], [13], [14], [34] and [11] for example.

Moreover, the partial differential equation (LOJ]) also includes the one-dimensional Schrodinger
with triple power nonlinearity such as the following partial differential equation

(1.0.3) ity + Uge + alu|?u + blu*u + clu|?'u = 0,

for real parameters a, b, c. The study of the dynamics of soliton and multi-solitons for the model
(CO3) is of great interest to Optical Physics, see for example [I], [38]. Concerning one-dimensional
Schrodinger with four-power nonlinearity, see also the article [33] of the field of Optical physics.

Next, concerning the existence of solutions of the partial differential equation
(COI), we consider the Theorem 5 from the article [2] by Berestycki and Lions.

Theorem 1.1. Let w > 0, if

2 2
y-  F(yl)
T,(y) = —w=—+ ——=
(y) = —w3 + —3
satisfies for some yo > 0
(H2) T,(yo) =0,
(H3) T (yo) > 0 and T(y) > 0 for all y > yo,
then the ordinary differential equation
_ " _ T/ L) = — g F/ 2 g
Lo B = TL(0) = —wbu + F'(62)bu,
Pu (0) =Y

has a unique positive solution ¢, € H'(R).

Remark 1.2. Indeed, ¢, shall be an even function and under the assumption that F satisfies (HI)),
we can verify that there is a real number a4 > 0 satisfying

: +Vwz
mgr:iloo P (x)e

= OQ400-

Remark 1.3. Furthermore, from the article [2], ¢, shall satisfy for all z >0

(1.0.5) () = =/ ()2 — F(92).

Consequently, using the change of variables y(x) = e=V¥® and considering G, (y) == eV ¢, (x), the
ordinary differential equation (LB can be rewritten for x > 1 as

(106) %%@—$<kww—ﬂ%¥@r—%@0,
gw (0) = O4co-
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Consequently, since F satisfies (HI)), the function

22,2 3
H(z,y):l lZQ_M] —

Yy yiw

has an analytic extension over some set of the form {(z,y) € C?| |z — ayoo| + |y| < 8}, we can verify
using Piccard-Lindelof Theorem that there exists a unique holomorphic function G, (y) satisfying
([CO6) over a set {|y| < d}. This implies for a é, > 0 depending on w and F the existence of a real
analytic function P satisfying P(0) = 0, P (0) # 0 and

(1.0.7) bu(z) =P (e-ﬁlwl) if || > 65,

Moreover, since ¢, also satisfies (LO4l), we can verify by induction that P is an odd analytic
function.

In this paper, we are only going to consider the partial differential equations (L) such that
there exists w > 0 satisfying Theorem [Tl As a consequence, if w > 0 satisfies all the hypotheses in
the statement of Theorem [[.1] then the following function

(Standing wave) u(t, z) = e, (t)

is a strong solution of the partial differential equation (0.I) in the space C(R, H' (R, C)). Moreover,
under the hypotheses of Theorem[T1], we can obtain using the Galilean transformation in the solution

(Standing wave]) the following set of solutions
yvx ’VJ2
u(t,z) = ¢, (x — vt — y)e i(wtt) 1(77%)7
for any v, y, v € R, which are denominated by solitary waves.

The stability theory of the solitons for Nonlinear Schréodinger models was studied by Grillakis,
Shatah, and Strauss in the articles [6], [7]. In addition, there have been several research about the
asymptotic asymptotic stability of solitons for one-dimensional Nonlinear Schréodinger models. See
for example [5], [3], [I7], [15], [22], [21] and [31].

Moreover, it was proved the following proposition in article [6].

Lemma 1.4. If the function ¢, (x) satisfies

(114 = [ 1wt >0,

for some w = wy, then the soliton ¢, (x) is orbital stable in the space H'(R). Otherwise, if

(1.0.8) / |pu (2

then the soliton ¢, is unstable.

Furthermore, in the article [28], using Lemma [[4 Ohta studied the stability and instability
of one-dimensional Nonlinear Schrédinger models with double-power nonlinearity such as the one-
dimensional cubic-quintic Schrédinger equation given in (LO.2).

We can now state our main theorems.

Theorem 1.5. Let F be any real polynomial and w > 0 both satisfying hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3), (H4).

There exists constants C > 0, M > 1 and, for any k € N, there is 6, € (0,1) such that for any
vy ER 0 < v <, and u is the unique solution of (LU satisfying

(1.0.9)

‘ i((wgl)x _ <v+«21)2t)  ue\ (oe?t
Jim e u(t 2) — gu (@ — (v F v1)t)e + (e + (v — o))l (T e
—+00
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—2Ck|Inv|
v

or a c > 0, then there are functions 7, ¢ of class C' satisfying for all t <
v ying

2
S (w—vp)e vyt

eM”u(t)—l%(x—c(w—vme( D PR e s |

2
(1.0.10)
2 2 -
oy iy () —wz 2t i ()4 22t
5 l Fu(t) - <¢w<x — ) - mne U Lok ) - e 00T )> N
Iz
and
. U2 : k
(1.0.11) b(t) —wt+ |+ IC(t) +v| <",
4
forallt < M
Moreover, for any | € N, there exists 0 < 6k, < 6 such that if 0 < v <y, then
(1.0.12)
N T i~ Ty
(L []") [e7F 7T u(t) = gulz — (1) —vi()e\ ™ 2 ) 4 du (@ + (1) —vit)e’\ 2 <w
L2

4 4
—2|1lnv|3 —|lnv|3
for any ———— <t < ———~.
Remark 1.6. From Theorems[7.5], [31] and Lemma[3.0.17), we have that {(t) = —vt+c,In L +0(v?)
as t approach —oo for some real constant c,,. The shift ¢, In % follows from the repulsive force between
the two solitons having opposite phases, see Lemma[3.0.14)

Remark 1.7. Concerning the case where the two solitons have a small difference in their masses,
the behavior of the solution is expected to be different because of the symmetry break of the ordinary
differential equations associated with the parameters ¢, v, w and v. This argument was used in [20]
by Martel and Merle to describe the collision of two solitons for the quartic gKdV, see also the work
[29] of Perelman to describe the collision of two different solitons for (LU in the case where F' is
C? and F"(0) # 0.

Remark 1.8. From the estimates (LOI2) considered in Theorem I3, we might expect to be able to
verify new phenomena as the scattering of the remainder for example. In the article [5] of Collot and
Germain, similar hypotheses in the weighted norm were considered for the proof of the asymptotic

stability of a single soliton for (LOI]).

Remark 1.9. Moreover, because of the Galilean Transformation invariance, it is enough to prove
the Theorem when vy = 0.

Theorem 1.10. There 6y > 0 such that if 0 < v < &g, then the solution of (L) satisfying for
T>1,c>0and anyt>T

(1.0.13)

u2t uz_u2

’U(tv 7) — do(z — vt)e'@TT T g (z + vt)e! WIS 22t

— —clt|
o =0,

is unique. Furthermore, there is §; , > 0 such that if 0 < v <y, then the solution u satisfies for
any m, l € N and t > 10(l +m + 1)T, then
(1.0.14)

w2t

[+ a2t [ut,2) — gulo — o) F =) 4 g @+ o)t T |0 (o).

1
Remark 1.11. From the proof of Theorem [L.I0, we obtain ¢ = % and T = %.

Remark 1.12. It is expected that we can repeat the argument used in the proof of Theorem [L.I0
to verify the uniqueness of multi-solitons for (LOI) when the norm remainder has exponential
decay. The existence of multi-solitons for one-dimensional Nonlinear Schrodinger models was already
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verified in [I8] by Martel and Merle. However, the parameters ¢, T obtained in the article [I§]
satisfying [LA13 are not good for our analysis of the long-time behavior of the collision of the two
solitons. Therefore, we consider Theorem for the collision of two solitons. Therefore, we
consider Theorem [I.I0 for our article.

The Theorem describes globally the collision between two stable solitons with the same
mass and opposite phases for any model of the form (L) such as the cubic (Cubic NLS), the
cubic-quintic ([C0:2) which is non-integrable and also one-dimensional models with multi power
nonlinearity such as the (LO3). Moreover, the estimates (LOUI0) and (LOII) imply that the
collision between the two solitons is almost elastic, because, for any k € N, the energy norm in the
remainder and the change in the size of the speed of propagation of each soliton after the collision can
of order O(v*). This conclusion is quite surprising since this is not much expected for non-integrable
models of the form (COI0).

Concerning the study of the interaction between solitons for Nonlinear Schrodinger models, there
exist previous works. In [29], Perelman studied the collision between a large soliton and a small
soliton and concluded that the solution doesn’t preserve the two solitons’ structure during a finite
long-time interval after the collision. In the article [9], Holmer and Lin studied the interaction
between two solitons with the same mass for the model (Cubic NLS)) having the same or opposite
phase. Concerning collision between solitons of Nonlinear Schrodinger models having high speed,
see the article [32] by Salem, Frohlich, and Sigal.

In this paper, using the methods from [23], [24], we are going to analyze the collision of two
identical stable solitons of (L)) having low differences in their speeds.

Since similar methods were used by the author in [24] in a non-integrable one-dimensional non-
linear wave equation, we believe the method used in this paper has applications in a large set of
one-dimensional nonlinear dispersive models.

The mathematical research of the collision phenomena between solitons hasn’t been restricted
only to Schrodinger models. In the articles [I9] and [20], Martel and Merle studied the collision
between two solitons for the quartic gKdV, they proved in [20] that no solution of the quartic
gKdV is a pure two multi-soliton, and the collision is inelastic and the H' norm of the error in the
approximate two solitons solution is of order cubic in the speed of the two solitary waves before
the collision, see Theorem 1 from [20]. Moreover, in [27], Muiioz studied the collision between two
solitons of different sizes for g /K dV models and obtained that the collision is inelastic when the model
is non-integrable, see also [26] for information about the collision between solitons for slow-varying
gKdV.

In [23] and [24], the author studied the collision between two solitons denominated kinks for the
one-dimensional nonlinear wave equation known as the ¢® model. Moreover, the main result of
the paper [24] is similar to Theorem [[L5] the collision preserves the two solitons’ structure and the
energy norm of the defect can be of order O(v*) for any k € N when v > 0 is small enough, where
v is the incoming speed of the solitons before the collision.

Furthermore in [30], we also cite the recent work of Pilod and Valet in the description of the
collision of two nearly equal solitary waves for the Zakharov-Kuznetsov partial differential equation
in dimensions 2 and 3.

Before, we move to the next section, we need to consider the following notation.

Notation 1.13. For any function f : R — C, and any real functions (,v,vy: R — R we denote

f,¢7)
by the following function

iv(t) (e — <)
vy

TRt f (2 —((t)),

e

for all (t,z) € R%
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We also consider the following

(1.0.15) Sym(f)(z) = f(z) - f(-=),
for any function f : R — C. In addition, we for any two functions f, g : R — C, we consider
(1.0.16) Sym [f(-)g()] (z) = f(z)g(x) — f(=z)g(—x).

In particular, we are going to use the notation (LOIG) to describe many expressions in Section [3.
Nezt, for any ¢ € R, we consider the following notation for space translation:

e f(z) = f(z = ().
In this paper, we will only consider the following dot product restricted to the space L? (R, C)

(1.0.17) (f,9) = Re/Rf(x)g(x) dx.

Furthermore, in this manuscript, all the expressions with Y only represent a finite sum, and, we
say that a real or complex function f with a domain contained D in R is of order O(g(t)) for some
real positive function g if there exists a C > 0 satisfying

|f ()] < Cyg(t), for all t € D.
In all this manuscript, for any real function f(t) > 0, the partial differential inequality
i0pr(t, x) + 0%r(t,x) = F(t,x) + O (f(1)),
means for some C > 1 that r is a strong solution of a partial differential equation
i0pr(t, x) + 02r(t,x) = F(t,x) + G(t, ),
such that ||G(t)|| g < Cf(t) for allt € R or all t in the domain of r(t,x).

Finally, for any function f(.t,r) over C and defined for t € R and r € H, H being some Hilbert
Space, we define the function f(t,r) to be
of(t,r)
ot
when the partial derivative above is well-defined on t.

1.1. Resume of the proof. The proof of Theorem [[.His similar to the demonstration of Theorem
1.2 from the paper [24], and it also requires the techniques from [23] which are going to be revised
in Sections 2] and Bl

First, in Section Bl we focus on constructing a sequence of approximate solutions (pg)ken of

(L0I) satistying for any s > 0

8l 1 c(k)
(111) |gatenen| <o (eemt) e
v

ot

H(R)
for some t;, € R, and for v > 0 small enough. The functions ¢, are of following form:

LU

(1'1.2) Sﬁk(tw’ﬂ) — {ez 2k (zf%)Jri’Yk(bw(I _ Ck) _ e,i%(m+%)+i7k¢w(_$ _ Ck)]

+ 3 gi(0) [HFET I (o — ) — e (—a ()
JEIk
such that (x(¢) > ﬁln (ﬁlz_)’ see Remark B3 and all the functions g;, p;. are in #(R,C)
having exponential decay. H%L:VGVGI‘, since the general formula of ¢y, is slightly complicated, we shall
explain briefly the method to obtain each function ¢y.
From the fact that the soliton !¢, () is a solution of (LU.I]), we consider our initial approximate
solution satisfying (LTI]) to be

id(t) d(t) id(t) d(t)
2

polt,z) = ete = () g (o — d()) — ete " (FH ) g (2 + d1)),
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for some large function d(t) > 1 to be chosen carefully. More precisely, it is possible to find a smooth
function d(t) > 1 such that ¢g satisfies (LLI]) and

_ 4@

(1.1.3) (Mptopiete ) o3 a0 ) = 0 (09),

when v > 0 is small enough. The estimate (ILI3) happens when d(t) satisfies the following ordinary
differential equation

d(t) = Ce2Vwd®),
limy s 400 [d(t) — vt — ¢y Inw| = 0, limy—, 4 oo ‘d(t) — v’ =0,

see Lemma B.0.T5 From this choice of d(t), we deduce that

o' 241

57 o O(v*™).

The ordinary differential equation above was also studied in [23] to describe the collision between
two kinks for the ¢® model in [24].

Furthermore, using estimate (ILI3]), we can find a better approximate solution ¢; of (LOI).
But, since the construction of ¢; from g is similar to the process to obtain @41 from ¢ for any
k € N, we shall explain the construction of ¢y, for general k € N.

Using the exponential decay of the functions g;, p; and that (i > 1 is very large, we find a finite
set of complex Schwartz functions r;, p; such that

(1.1.4) Alpo)(t, x)

,L-vk(t) (_7 Cp (1)

Aler)(t, ) = er (t)Sym [Pj(' —Cu(t)e = 2 )em(t) (z) + O(v2 T4y,

Next, we need the properties of the operator S,, defined by

Su(p) = —p +wp—F(82)p—F (62)8% [0+ 7],
which is invertible in the orthogonal complement of Span{qﬁ;, 1Gw, OwPu, 10, }, see Lemmas T and
The operator S, comes from the linear part of equation (LOII) when u(t) = [p, (x) + p(t, z)] L.
Next, using ordinary differential equation methods, we can replace the smooth parameters (i, vk, V&
with Cx41, Uk+1, Ye+1 such that the new function ¢y ¢ obtained satisfies for some ¢ > 0

(1.1.5)
0 (et (),

Alpro)(t,w) =Y ri(t)Sym

where II1 is the orthogonal projection operator in the orthogonal complement of the subspace
Span{e,,, i¢., Oudw,izd,} in L2(R). More precisely, using the invertible property of S,,, we can
consider the following function of correction

Vg1 (8) ( Crt1(®)
it =

I (pj) (- = Grya(t))e ? )ez‘ml(t)

v (8) ( Cret1(®)
e e

Corr(t,) = Y r(1)Sym | S5 (IT* (7)) (- = G (D)e 2 )em*l(”] (x)

iuk+1(t) (.7 Crt1(t)

+ 30 7(0)Sym [sgl (T o)) (= Gealee 7\ )eWﬂ”] (@)

for the removal of the main estimate in (L5, the function Corr is well define because of Lemma
from Section[2 Therefore, we conclude that the approximate solution @g11(t, ) = @i,0(t, ) +
Corr(t,z) satisfies

c(k+1)
< Ol(s,l)v2k+4+l <|t|v—|—ln 5) 672\/5|t\v,

8l
RATICHRITNS

HE(R)
for any [ € N if v > 0 is small enough.
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In Section M we study the long-time stability of the approximate solutions ¢, using energy
estimate methods, this is very similar to the approach in [9] and [24]. In the remaining sections, we
prove the main theorem from the results of Section [l See also Section 2] for background information
about the techniques used in this manuscript.

In Section Bl we study the orbital stability of two opposite solitary waves with the distance
between their centers sufficiently large. The results in (@) will allow us to prove the estimate

4
(COI0) for all ¢ < w when v > 0 is small enough.
The proof of Theorem is written in Section 6. The proof of Theorem [L.T0 is written in the
Appendix Section, and it is completely similar to the approach in the article [I0] by Jendrej and
Chen to describe the uniqueness of kink Networks.

2. BACKGROUND

First, we consider the following lemma which we are going to use several times in the main body
of this paper to compute our estimates.

Lemma 2.1. For any real numbers xo,x1, such that ( = xo —x1 > 0 and o, 5, m > 0 with a # 8
the following bound holds:

/ |z — 961|me_°‘(””_””1)+e_'B(””z_””)+ Sa,8,m Max ((1 + (M) e, e_'BC) ,
R
For any a > 0, the following bound holds
/ | — | e @I T <[] 4 (M ] e,
R
Proof. Elementary computations. O

Next, we consider the following proposition obtained from Taylor’s Expansion Theorem.

Lemma 2.2. Let F be a smooth function satisfying (HI)), if ¢ > 0 and u, v are real numbers
satisfying |u| + |v| < ¢, then for any k € N

(2.0.1) \F’(uﬂ) —F(v) _F’(u)‘ < |uvl,
l
F(kJrl) (u),Um
(k) _ I Twve I+1
(2.0.2) F® (4 4 v) mz::l — < Jott.

Proof. The inequality (Z0.2) is a direct consequence of Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, so we only
need to verify the first inequality.
From the hypothesis (HIl), we have F' (0) = 0. In conclusion, since F is smooth, we obtain that

F(u+v)—F (u)— F (v) =F (u+v) — F (u) — F (v) — F (0)
— /1 [F (ut6v) — F' (91))} v df
° 1 1
= {/ / F(3)(au+90)d6‘da] uv
0 0
Seluvl,

and the last inequality above follows from F() being a bounded function in any bounded interval
[—e¢, c]. O

Based on the approach at [23], we consider the following space:
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Definition 2.3. Let &, > 0 be the value defined in Remark (L2) satisfying (LOT). St, S~
linear sub-spaces of L>®(R) such that f € St, g€ S~ if f7 g € C*(R) and

Za DT forall x < —6,, f(x Zb e~ @IV for all x> 6,

+oo
=ch62j””, for all x < =4, ¢9(x) = que_%w, for all x >4,

Jj=0

and the functions

—+o00 —+oo
Za 22D, B(z Zb 2(2HD), C(z) = Z 2% Q(z) = quzzj
J=1 j=1

are analytic on the open unitary disk D C C.

Remark 2.4. If ¢, satisfies Theorem [, it is not difficult to verify using Remark [L.Q that the
function ¢, () = (bw(%) is an element of ST, therefore it satisfies

}dl%@ 0 (e—mw\),
for any l € N.

dxt
Definition 2.5. For any n € NU {0}, the linear spaces ST" = {z" f(z)| f(z) € St N L (R)} and
S ={a"f(x)| f(z) e ST NS R)}, and for any m € NU {0}, we define

m m +oo +oo
Sh=@s s, =Ps " st=Ps. sx=Ps
n=0 n=0 n=0 n=0

Remark 2.6. The spaces ST are going to be used to construct approzimate solutions of (LOJ) that
behave like the function u satisfying the conclusion of Theorem [L.3.

Moreover, from the Definitions 2.3 and 2.5, we can verify the following elementary propositions.
Lemma 2.7. Foranyl €N, if f € STUSE and g € S~ USL, then

25) g dolo)
Cdal 7 dal

€ S
for any natural number [ > 1.
Lemma 2.8. For anyl € N, if f1, fo, f3 € SE and g1, g2 € S, then
fi(@) f2(2) f3(x) € S, g1(w)g2(x) € S5

In particular, if f € 8%, then for any natural number | > 1

fl@)* ' esk, fla)” € Ss.

Similarly to the proof of Proposition 2.4 from the article [23], we can verify the following propo-

sition.

Lemma 2.9. If f € ST, g € S andl,m € N, then there exist a unique sequence of pairs (hy,, dy)n>1
and a set A C N such that (dy,)n>1 C N is a strictly increasing sequence, for alln € A, h,(—1x) is
in STNSR), for alln € Q=N\ A hy,(z) is in STN.L(R), and for any M € N and any ¢ > 1

(203) flx—Qg@) = D halz—Qe ™+ > hp(w)e "<+ e fuy(a — Ogm(@),
1<n<M, 1<n<M,
neA neN\A

where either fay € STN.S(R), gy €S~ or fmy € S NS (R), g € ST.
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Remark 2.10. Using Lemma 21 and interpolation, we can verify that
(e = Qgan (@)l s ry S (1+ e,
for any real number s.
From now on, we are going to study the properties of the following linear operator
(5.) Sulp)i=—p +wp—F (62)p—F (82)02 [p+ 7l

on the function space ST. Indeed, it is not difficult to verify that —e®'S,(p) is the linear part of
the expression

g + g + F (Jul?)u
around p for u(t,z) = (¢, (x) + p(x)) €. Similarly to the approach in the article [9], we can verify
the following property of S.

Lemma 2.11. Assuming that w > 0 and ¢,, satisfy Theorem [I1], the kernel of the map S, is the
following subspace of L*(R)

ker S, = Span {qb;, i¢w}.
Moreover, from the article [6], we also have the coercivity property satisfied by the operator S,,.

Lemma 2.12. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that if g € H*(R,C) is orthogonal in L*(R,C)
to the functions (;5;, 1Qw, Oubu, then

2
Moreover, for any g € HY(R,C), we have

’ 2 .
(Sulgha) 2 ol — € [{.6) "+ (0,00 + (0,007
for some constant C > 1.

Remark 2.13. Moreover, we also can verify for some constant ¢ > 0 that if g € H*(R,C) is
orthogonal in L*(R,C) to x¢,(z), i0,¢. and ¢, then

(2.0.4) (Su(9):9) = cllgll -

This follows because for g1 the orthogonal projection of g onto Span{(b;, 10w, Owdwtt, we have
that

(2.0.5) 9= g1+ a1d, + aziy + azd .,

2
and (S.,(9),9) = ¢ llg1ll -
Consequently, using equation (2Z0.8) and the fact that ¢y, O,¢, are even functions, we deduce
for some C' > 0 that

(g, 260, (@) [* + [lg1 7 >Cat,
(.10t (@) + llg1 |72 >Cas,
g: S (@) [* + llg1 ]I 72 >Ca3.
Therefore, we have for some K > 0 that
ol < K [l + I @)I13:] = K llga 3

where Ty is the orthogonal projection of L*(R,C) into Span{z¢y, (), ¢u (), i0,¢w(x)}.
In conclusion, using Lemma implies that

C C
(2.0, (Su(9).9) = cllarllfn 2 1= ol — Ma(9)]7: = = gl
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Next, we consider the following proposition which can be verified directly using the differential
equations’ formulas (LOT) and (L04), see also Section 4 of the article in [9] for a proof restricted

to (Cubic NLS).

Lemma 2.14. Let p € .Z(R;C) and h(z) = S, (p)(x). Then, for any real smooth functions f, ¢, v, v
such that the functions

po(t; ) izf(t)P(U(t)vC(t)ﬁ( )
):C(),¥(#)),
oo (1,2) =0 (x — C(8)) ez(v(t +20 (- £0) ot

s
—~
\‘@F
8
~
H
/—\
e
—~
~

satisfy

i0ipo + 0290 + F (|w.01")p0 + F (|6w,0|*) b0 |” p0 + ' (|6w,0|*) 62 -0
= if(O)po(t,x) = F(OR (0(8), ((), (1) +if ()5 (£) Dy po (¢, @)
+i0(1) (800 (8, )+ f (£)(C(E) = v(1) e pe(t, ).
We also need to consider the following statement.

Lemma 2.15. There exist C, ¢, § > 0 such that for any f € L? satisfying
99w (v,¢,7)
(2.0.7) <f, T‘UICZVZO =0,

(2.0.8) <f, M‘”‘C‘W‘O> =0,

S, f is defined and satisfies ||S';1fHH1 <C|fll2, and

_ 8 w U, G,
<Sw 1f7 w |’U_<_’7_0>

9w (v, ¢, )
< o 77’@4_7_0> =0.

0,

Furthermore, if w > 6, f € HX(R,C) and

9w (v, ¢, 7)

(2.0.9) <f, T\U_C_7_0> =0,
2o )
(2.0.11)
and

. 0¢u(v,(,7)
(2.0.12) < SUfi T|v—C—v—0> =0,

. 0¢u(v,(,7)
(2.0.13) < Sl 77]%(;_7_0> =0.

Proof of Lemma[Z13. First, the operator S, is self-adjoint in the Hilbert Space L?(R,C) having
the dot product given in (LOIT).
Since J
2
L gl >0

we have that S, has a unique negative eigenvalue A\, with its eigenspace being a one-dimensional
subspace B, = {mp,|m € R} of L3(R,C) satisfying {p,,,¢,) # 0, this is a consequence of
Theorem 3 from [6].
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Furthermore, we have that
ker S, = Span{i¢.,, ¢},
see Theorem 3.3 from [6]. Moreover, since ¢,, has exponential decay, we have from Weyl’s Theorem
that oess(S,) = [w, +00), see Theorem 14.6 from the book [8]. Therefore, for all f € H(R,C) N

(ker Sw)J' , there exist f € R such that f = ap, + f1, (f1,p0) = 0.
Next, for any g1 € HY(R,C) N (ker S, @ B.,) ", we have

2
(2.0.14) (Swgr,91) = cllgrllze
for some constant ¢ > 0 depending only on w. Moreover, since ¢,, € L, we have that there exists

C > 1 satisfying

(2.0.15) (Su9.9) > Hg"

for any g € H*(R,C).
As a consequence, we deduce from inequalities (2.0.14) and (Z0.IH) that there exists ¢ > 0
depending only on w satisfying

2 2
 ~Clgl.

(Swgn.91) > cllan i
for all g1 € H(R,C) N (ker S, @ B.)", and so [lga ;0 < L [Sugn ]| < 2[|S.gll-

Therefore, we can verify the existence of a constant C' > 1 and a bounded linear map S_!
satisfying S 1 ((ker Sw)l) C (ker S,,)" and

1S5 Fll i < ClIFN o s

1
for all f € (kerS,,)™ .
The identities (2.0.12)) and (2.0.13) follow from the fact that S, is a self-adjoint operator and
from the following identities

6 w b )
(2'0'16) Sw (%w,u_g‘_'y_o) :Sw(aw¢w) = —u,

0 w\Us G, . ./
(2.0.17) S (%Mh—q—y—o) =5, (i50u(@)) = —ig,.

O

Moreover, we also consider the following standard lemmas to simplify our reasoning in the next
sections.

Lemma 2.16. There exist unique orthogonal projections I, I1; : L2(R) — L2(R) such that the range
of 11 is equal to Span{¢.,, iz, id,, Ouo.}, the range of I1y is equal to Span{i¢),, xdw, ¢u, 10, Pw }
and for any f € L2(R,C)
(F =) (@), 6, (&) ) =0, {f ~ () (a). idu(x)) = 0,
<f - H(f)(!E), ix¢w (LL')> =0, <f - H(f)(l’), 6w¢w ($)> =0,

and

(= (D @),i6,(@)) =0, (f =W (f)(x). du(@)) =0,

(f =IL(f) (@), 200 () =0, (f = i (f)(2), i0u¢u(x)) = 0.

Remark 2.17. The orthogonal projection I1 is going to be used in Section 3 to construct the ap-
proximate solutions. The projection Il is going to be used only in Section 4 to estimate the energy
norm of the remainder of the approrimate solution during a large time interval.

Furthermore, similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.11 from [23], we can verify the following state-
ment.
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Lemma 2.18. For anyn € NU{0}, there exists a natural number m,, > n such that if S.,(p) (—) €

St then p (ﬁ) SRR a

Remark 2.19. Furthermore, since ¢, is a real function, we can verify that if p is a real function
in the domain of S, then S, (p) is a real function. If ip is a real function, and p is in the domain
of S5, then iS 1 (p) is a real function. From this fact, we can verify Lemma 218 similarly to the
approach in the proof of Lemma 2.11 from [23].

Remark 2.20. Similarly to the Lemma 2.9 from [23], we can verify that the sum of the sets 'S0
has to be a direct sum.

3. APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

Following the approach made in [23], we are going to construct a sequence of approximate solu-
tions of the following form

(3.0.1) on = [ei%(mf%)Jri’ka)w(x — ) — e*i%(1+%)+i7k¢w(_ip — Ck)}
+fw,k(t) [ei%(mi%yri’%aﬂﬁbw (I - Ck) - eiika(IJr%)Jri’Ykawﬁbw(_‘r - Ck)}
(3.0.2) +>g;(t) [ei%*%”mpj,w(x — () — e TFEE R, (g - @)} :
jeJ

where the functions py (ﬁ) y P2,w (ﬁ) » D3,w (ﬁ) and pj . (ﬁ) are in @;;OS 2!St. Moreover,
all the functions g; and f,  are Schwartz functions with exponential decay and Jj is a finite set
with size depending on k.

More precisely:

Theorem 3.1. There exist a constant ¢ > 0, and finite subsets J, I of N, and for each k € N, there
are finite sets Jy, Iy and 6, € (0,1), ¢(k) € R such that if 0 < v < &, then e 2% < ¢(k)v? for
all t and there exist functions oi(t) = (Ck, Vks Vi fok) : (0,1) x R = R £;: (0,1) x R — C and
real functions p; € SE such that all functions f;(v,-) are Schwartz, i, fuor are even on t, vy, Y
are on odd t,

& fo g (v, 1) 241 1 R
) < _ w v
n < C(l)w (ln (v) + |t|> e ,

for a positive constants c, and the function ¢ (t,x) = Py(t,z, 01 (t)) defined by
(3.0.3)
Pult, v, 00 () i= [ F 0= 1000, (3 — ) — e F @B 00g, (<o - )]

v Ch . LU Ch .
o) [FFOTHIG6, (0 — ) — T HF ORI, (<0 — 1)

v 9 . v < -
e 2V {elTk(m_TkH”’“Pl,w(x — ) — e TNy, — Ck)}

Yk

. P2k (p— Sk )4 _ Yk (g Sk
+igoda; (1) [6 PO (@ = ) — e T (- Ck)}

jeJ
2 (g S )i Tk (g Sk )4
+ D Geveng(8) [ FETFp (0 — ) — e FETEI O, (—0 - )]
jel
. 2 (o S )i EETRA
+ Y iGoda;(t) [61 eI, (@ — Q) — e T T, (- Ckﬂ
Jj€Jk

v 9 . v < -
£ Geven (8) [ FOTFIp, (2= ) — e E R, (o - )]
JEIk
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all functions geyen,; are even, all functions goqq,; are odd, and

c(k)
1
< 2k+2+1 = —2y/@tlv
27 < C(s, v <|t|v+1nv) e ,

(3.0.4) H a—ZA(wk)(t, x)

H:(R)
for alll e N and t, s € R, and there is t, = O (% In %) such that

:O,

: _ _ iv(m—'ut)-l—i(.ut-i-iﬁ —i'u(m-l-'ut)-i—i(.ut-i-iﬁ
ti”llooH‘p’“(t”’“) fu(z —vt)e T du(rtutle M

Moreover, there exist ¢ > 0, and cx > 0 depending on k such that if v > 0 is small enough, then

0! 0! N o s

r;nea;( Wgoddd(v,t) —l—r?ealx Wgevemj(v,t)’ Sk,lUQH <|t|v—|—1n 5) o2Vl 7
0! 0! A 1\

+1 1 —2/@|t

| 0 00) 30 | v 000) o™ (o1 3) 7 e,

Remark 3.2. Furthermore, we are going to verify that the functions f, i, vk, i and ( satisfy for
some s, > 0 the following asymptotic expansion

fow(v,t) =for-1(v,t) + O (U%H <ln %)Sk) , Uk(t) = ve—1(v,t) + O (02’”1 (ln%>5k) ,

Y (v,t) =yk—1(v,t) + O <02k+1 <1n%)5k) , Cr(v,t) = 1 (v, t) + O <v2k <ln %) Sk) 7

for any k € N>1 if v > 0 is small enough.

Remark 3.3. From the proof of Theorem [31], we have that there is ¢ > 0 such that (i (t) =
d(t) + O(w*(In 2)°), for d(t) satisfying B022), and

8l l 1 c
(3.0.5) v @ck(v,w‘w + v’ m@,w—wﬂ\ < vttt <|t|v+1n;) g2Vl

8l
ot

0
8lvk(v t)

for any l € N>y if v > 0 is sufficiently small.

Remark 3.4. In the Section[d, we are going to use the notation Py(t,x,0k(t)) from the statement
of Theorem [31] instead of pi(t, ).

In the notation of Theorem [B.] to simplify our reasoning, we consider for any smooth function
p that

(3.0.6) pult, @) = ¢ OROTHE =22 ]) 0 g (1)) = ot o — (1)),

Next, before we start the proof of Theorem Bl we state a useful proposition for us to estimate
of A(uy) with high precision for every k € N More precisely:

Lemma 3.5. In notation of Theorem [31), if there is ¢ > 0 such that Hal (pr)(t, x HHl

0] (v2M+l (ln ( ) + |t|v) 72\F”|t‘) for allv > 0 sufficiently small,then there exist natural numbers

N1, No satisfying, for any 0 < v < 1, the following estimate
Ny

Aler)(t,x) =Y si(v,8)Sym ((Ry),) (x) + Rest,(t, @),

i=1
such that Rest,(t,x) satisfies for some ca >0 and any | € N

ot est ()] s gy = O 42452+ (1n(1)+|t|u)“e—wv),

and for all 1 <1 j < Ny we have (R, Rj) = 8, ;, Ri € 8L, si,p € C°(R) satisfies, for alll € N,

g—tlls (v, t)‘ S M [olt] +1n (L))" e V@ for alit € R and v € (0,1), if 0 < v < 1.
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Proof. The proof of Lemma is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 5.3 from [23]. O

From now on, to simplify more our notation, we are going to consider v € (0, 1) small enough and
denote the functions (i (v,t), vi(v,t), Ve(v,t), fur(v,t) by Ci(t), vi(t), Y&(t), fu.k(t) respectively.

Next, we consider the following result which is going to be essential in the estimate of A(uy)(¢, x)
with high precision.

Lemma 3.6. In notation of Theorem[31, let p : R2 — C be the following function

(3.0.7)

p(t, :E) = Sym(¢W,k)(tvx) + ZZ foddd(vv t)sym((%)k)(tvx) + Z feven,j(U7t)sym((pj)k)(tvx)v

where all the real functions g; (ﬁ) , Dj (ﬁ) are in ST

[ooh]

all the real functions foqq,; are smooth
and odd on the variable t, all the real functions feyen,; are smooth and even on the variable t, and

' < 24 INY o Gl
(3.0.8) lfodd (v, 1) Siv [t|v + In o ,

al 1 d;
(3.0.9) ‘6# Foveni (v, t)‘ <2 <|t|v +ln—> —2VElto
v

for any l € N and v € (0,1) small enough, and c;, d; are positive numbers. Then, if e VWl =
O(v?), vp = O(v), for any l € N
!

0
Er 7Yk (0, t)’ +0°

l

9 4t NS o aie
@[%(v,t)—wt]lg(?v tlo+In=) e ,

al
4 @C’“(v’t)‘ +03

and the function ( is even on t and vi, Vi are odd on t, then, for any M € N, there exist numbers
My, Ni € N such that

My, N
Apr)(t, x) = Z'Lgoddj(v t)sym((Q)r) (¢, ) + deven,j(v,t)Sym((Pj)k)(tvﬂf) +O0W*M),

where each real function goqa,; satisfies (B0J), each real function geyen satisfies B.09), Pj (ﬁ)

and Q; (ﬁ) are real functions in SL, and the term O(v*™) means a smooth function r(t,z)

satisfying

(3.0.10) H@T (t,x)

1 g
Ss.l VM <|t|v—|—ln—> 6_2‘/5“‘”,
v

H;(R)
for some constant o > 0, and any s > 0, any [ € N.
Proof. First, we can verify by the definition ([B.0.0) that
2 el a) =—ie (O B2 0 @ o)
—nlt) —w)e! O L) (0 )
-0 O ) ) o - o)

2

- DG im0 [42]) g, 1))
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Consequently, using Lemma 214 for p = ¢,,, and the chain rule of the derivative, we can verify that
[10¢ + OF] pro(t, @)+ F' (|¢w,1(t, 2)|*) b i (t, ) = F (| i (t, =) |*) o, (t, =) i equal to the following
finite sum

N n
(3.0.11) Y Godd, (0 8)sym((Qy)) (8, 2) + D Geven, (v, O)sym((P)e) (t, @),
Jj=1 j=1
for some functions godd,;, geven,j, @5, F; satisfying all the properties of Lemma
Moreover, F (¢2)¢ is an odd polynomial. Consequently, since py, is defined by F1L0) and

ak(tv‘r) - ak(tv _I) = Vg,

we can verify using Lemma 2.8 and the hypotheses satisfied by foqq,; and fepen,; that F 1okl ok —
F'(|pwk(t,2)?) b0 k(t, ) + F'(|w.k(t, —2)|?)pu i (t, —2) is a finite sum of terms having one of the
following forms

ictoda(8)Sym (@) (¢, 2),
tevens(H)Sym ((Qu)e) (¢, ).
ittoad(t) | @1 (= = (1) @zl + Ge()e ™ ) = Qu(( =& = (1) Qa(—a + Gu(t)) e+ =],
Ceven ()| @1 (7 = Ge()Qa(@ + Gu(0)e™ ) = Q1( = 7 = Gu() Qa7 + G(t) =]
i0t0ad(1) | @1 (2 = G() @2l + Gel(t))e"* ) cos (mvea)
~Qi(=2 = Gul6)Q2(=x + Gu(6)e* ) cos (muga)|,
Qeven (t)| Q1 (2 = () Qa (e + Gu(£)e ) cos (mug)
~Qu(=2 = Gul0)Q2(—z + Gu(£))e* ) cos (muga) |,
oaa(t)|Q1(@ = Gul(t) Q2 (@ + Gu(1))e+ ) sin (muyz)
+Q1 (= — Gu(£)Qa(—2 + Gu(£)e™ ) sin (muya)]
i€teven(t) [Q1(@ = Gu(£)Qa (@ + Gu(£)e") sin (muga)

+Q1 (=2 — Ge(£)Qa(—z + Cu(t))e! ™ =) sin (mvkx)}

such that m and [ are integers, @1 € SL, Q2 € S3, Qeven IS an even function, a,qq is an odd
function both satisfying estimates (B.0.8]) and ([3.0.9) respectively.
Furthermore, the functions cos, sin are entire and we have

cos (mugz) = cos (mug(x — () cos (mvg () — sin (mug(z — k) sin (mogCy),
sin (mugz) =sin (mug(z — ) cos (Mg )+ cos (mog (@ — ¢x)) sin (mugCx)
Consequently, for any M € N,we can verify from Lemma and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem

for the functions sin, cos that ' (|px(t, 2)|?)px (L, z) is equal to a expression of the form (Z0.1T) plus
a remainder (¢, x) satisfying (B010). O

From now on, we consider

(3.0.12) Puo k() = Pu(a — G(t))e’

We also use the following notation

(3.0.13) ax(t) = “kz(t) [a: - C’“T(t)] + e (t).

; 2E() SE®Y .
0 (o 40) i)
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Using the identity
S — Wi + F (¢) b =0,
it is not difficult to verify that
(3.0.14) A (G i) (t, @) =003 (8)Du, Puote + 1 (Ce(t) — vi(t)) O Dok
+i (Y(t) — w) Ony Puo k-

Next, before we start to prove Theorem [B.I] we are going to consider the following proposition which
is equivalent to the Theorem B when k = 1.

Lemma 3.7. There exist constants C, o > 0 € R such that for ¢, = @ if 0 <v <1 andd is the
w4

unique solution of

d(t) = Ce2vte),
3.0.15
( ) hmt—»—i—oo}d(t)_vt_%ln% = t)—’l}|:0,
then
id(t) d(t) . id(t) d(t)
(3.0.16) w(t, @) = et T () o (2 — d(r)) — ete™ T () g (2 + d()
satisfies
8l
H pA()(t,2) <O(s, e 2Vl
ot H (8)

l
‘<%A(“1>(W> ¢ (x + d(t)) m”>>} <C*T (1 + [tjo)Te Vel

Proof of Lemma 371 First, to simplify the notation used in the proof, we consider for all (t,z) € R?

a(t,x>—wt+@<x_@),

using the identity

"

6(@) = whu(2) + F (9u(2)°) du(@) =0,
we can verify that

(3.0.17)

A(ur) (t,z) = d(t) [ T — d(t )) b (x —d(t)) io(t,x) | (I + @) b (x4 d(t)) gio(t,—z)
(¢w (x — d(t))Q) B (x — d(t))eia(t,m)
(@ + d(1))?) du(x +d(1))e ).

/

/

S 2
+ ,(|u1 (t,2)| )ul(t x) —
+F (

The ordinary differential equation that d will satisfy is similar to the one obtained in the statement
of Theorem 3.1 from [9]. Indeed, the ordinary differential equation obtained in [9] is equivalent to
BIIR) when F'(2) =

Before the construction of the ordinary differential equation (B.0.I5]), we need to estimate the
contribution coming from the nonlinearity of (LOI]). From Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we deduce
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that

(3.0.18)
F' (Jus(t, )| )ul (t,2)=F (¢u(@ — d(t))?) pu(z—d())e T +F (g, (x + d(t))?) g (z+d(t) )"
=—2cos (d(t)z)F" (¢u(z +d(t))? + ¢l — d(1)?) ur(t, 2) b (z — d(t))u (z + d(t))
(%(UC +d(t))? + ¢u(z - d(t))?) Ul(t ) = F' (gl — d(1))?) o (@ — d(t)e*")
F' (gul@ +d(1))?) g + (1)
+0 (¢w($+d( ) ¢u(z —d(t))?) ,
where the expression O (¢, (z + d(t))?¢, (z — d(t))?) means a smooth function p(t,z) satisfying

p(t.2)| S ule +d(1))*du(x — d(t))*.
Moreover, using estimate (Z0.1)) from Lemma [5.0.9] we obtain from B.0.I8) that
(3.0.19)
F' (Jur(t,2)]?) ua (t, 2)—F (¢, (& — d(1))?) du(z—d(t))e’ D +F (g (x + d(1))?) o, (a+d(t)) e’
=—2cos (d(t)a)F" (¢ + d(£)* + du(z — d(1))*) ur(t, @) (x — d(£)) o (x + d(2))
—F (dule — d(1)?) oo+ d0)E) 1 F (bu(a + d(1)?) dula — d()e*")
+0 (u(@ + d(t))* du(z — d(t))?),
Therefore, from Lemma 2] identity (3.0.17), estimate (B.0.19) and the inequalities

|cos (d(t)x) - 1| < |d(1€)|2|gc|2

)

F'(6u@)?)] £ |0u(@)

we obtain using inequality (2.0.I)) of Lemma that there exists o > 0 satisfying

(Aw)(t,2), 6, (x — ()™t =@ (181132 + 0 (1 + la()))2e =)
2 / F' (0(2)%) 60 ()20, ()6 (& + 2d) da
~ [ F (0u0?) 6lrinto +20)da
+0 (e*wd (1 + |d])” + d2e=2vd (1 + |d|)") .
In conclusion, we obtain using integration by parts that

(M), e = dteee) 20 [jo 20 (114 e 540)]

(3.0.20) + / F' (¢0(2)?) ¢u(@)dy, (z + 2d) do
R
+0 (674‘/&1 (1+|d))7 + d2e2V"d (1 + |d|)") .

for a constant o > 0.
Furthermore, since ¢, (ﬁ) € 8T, we have for the a; ., > 0 defined on Remark

‘(b:u (@) + oo Vwe Ve

< min (e_\/w””, 6_2‘/°_””> .
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Therefore, we can deduce from the estimate (B0.20) that

(M) (t,2), @), (x — d@)e ) :@ (1617 + 0 (1 +1d(e)]) 26240 |
_a_,_oo\/ze—%/@d/ F’ (¢w($)2) (bw(x)e—\/@m da

R
+0 (e—Wd (1+|d])” + d2e=2vd (1 + |d|)") ,

Concerning the estimate above, we choose the following ordinary differential equation

(3.0.21) d(t) = HZ;G-TQO \/o_.)e_2\/zd/ F (¢ (2)?) bo(x)e™ VO dr = Ce2VWd
wll 1,2 R

Moreover, since ¢, — wo, = —F (¢2 )., we have from integration by parts that
[ F GulaP) dulare Vo do = tim_ g 0)e ¥ 4 Voo (ae o = 2o,
R xr — 00
so C' is positive and depends only on w. Indeed, the function

VC (cosh (\/_vt))]

(3.0.22) ) = =

satisfies B.OIH) for ¢, = ‘/_ . Similarly to the proof Lemma 3.1 from [23], we can verify by induction

w4v

that if v > 0 is small enough then
(3.0.23) (1) = O(v), ‘d@ (t)‘ <, vle 2Vl for all | > 2.

In conclusion, similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.1 from [23], we can verify using Lemma

210 identity (B.0I7) and estimates (B.0.23]) that u; defined by (B.0.16) satisfies Theorem [B] for
k=0. O

Remark 3.8. Furthermore, applying Lemmas[2.1], in estimate B0I9), we can verify that
(3.0.24)
F' (Jua(t,2)?) ua(t, 2) = F (¢u(@ — d(t))?) du(@—d(t)e*ED+F (¢u(x + d(t))?) g (a+d(t))e )
=200 PO Sym [F" (6 (- = d(1))?) b (- = d(1))?e e VFIO) | ()
e VIO Gy, { F (¢o(- — d(t))?) e—ﬁ(»—d(t»em(t,—-)} ()
+0 (¢u( + d(1))*bu(w — d(t))?)
= Forc(t,z) + O (¢u(z + d(t))du(z — d(t))?) .

aotia) = n(t) + 2 (- 22

we can verify that similarly to the proof of estimate BUIT) for any smooth functions fu, 1(t), fe
satisfying

l l o
(3.0.25) ‘ dtl fel(t )} } dtl Fuonlt )‘ -0 <vz+l <|t|v +1ln %) e\/itlv)
that

Consequently, for

us(t 2) =6, (@ — d(t) = fo(t) — €T, (x + d(t) + fo(t))
fuat) [00D0,60 (0 — d(t) = fo(t) = D000 (@ + d(t) + Fc(1))]
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satisfies

(3.0.26)  A(ug)(t, )
:_@SW [< - @) bu (- —d(t) — fc(t)) eiaa(t-)] (@)

+ifa(Sym [.0u( ) = £e@)e ] @

—fua(t)Sym [Sw(awaﬁw)(- —d(t) — fc(t))eio‘o(tv)} (2)— (1 (t) — w)Sym [%(, —d(t) — fo t))emo(t,,)} @)

—ifc(t)Sym {QSLJ( —d(t) - fg(t))em“(t")} () + Forc(t,x) + O <v4 <|t|v +1In %)U eﬂtlv) :

where the remainder above means a smooth function p(t,x) satisfying for any l € N

1 o
10w (t, )|l = O <v4” <|t|v +In ;> eﬂnv) |

the estimates above follow from Lemmas[Z1l and[2.9. Considering the following ordinary differential
system

Foa (D06, 0) ==asoce™ 2 10d(1) (F/ (9 (@)D)e ™" 00, ()
—aacd(B)d(t)e VD (1 (g, (x))e V", )

) — 0+ LM 9 60 60) = Fon(®) (Su(D0). 02)
204000V (F (6(2)) b (25", 00
oo™ 2V (F (6, ()2)e ™V, 0,6 )
SO 10al2 =—assd(t)eVEO (F (6 ()5, 200 ()
—aod(D)d(t)e 20 (F (g (@))e V" 26, (a) )
Jm fou(t) = lim fe(t) = lm y(t) —wt =0,

it is not difficult to verify that B0.28) holds for some o, because of BO23) and the Fundamental
Theorem of Calculus.
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Furthermore, since we have from the estimate B.0.26) that

<A(uz)(t,x),i¢w(:c —d(t) — fe(t))e' m)> =fu1 (1) {0 s, D)
+(Forc(t,x),id, (x — d(t))emo(t’m)>

1 g
+0 <v4 <|t|v +1In —> ezﬁlt”> )
v

(M) 1), 0060 — dlt) 1)) =51 0) — w0+ LMy 5.5 )
_fw,l( )< ( w¢w)u¢w>
+ (Fore(t,2), dudu (@ - d(t) = fe(t)e™ )

o (et e2v).

(M) 0,2, — (1) — (1)) — (1) — Fe()e ™)) =2 fo(2) 0L,
+ <FOTc(t, x),i(z —d(t)) o, (z — d(t))eiao(t,z)>

1 g
+0 <v4 <|t|v +1In —> ezﬁlt”> ,
v

we can verify from the ordinary differential system above and Lemmal37 that

‘5—; <A(u2)(t,x),i(x —d(t)) o (z — d(t))eiao(t,w)> -0 <v4+z <|t|v 4l %) —2\/_|ty>
‘j—; <A(u2)(t,x),i¢>w(:z; — mm(t x > =0 (v <|t|v +1n %) 2f|tv>

’j—; <A(u2)(t,x),8w¢w(x — d())eto b > -0 (U4+z (|t|v n 1n%> —2\/_|ty>

‘j—; <A(U2)(t,$),¢i} (x — mm(t z > =0 <v4+l <|t|v + 1n%> 2\/_|t'u>

for any l € N.
Proof of Theorem [3l. Step 1.(Construction of ¢1.) In notation of Lemma B.7]and Remark B8], we

consider
d(t) + fe(t) <$ _d(t) + fc(t)>
2 2 ’

and we recall the space translation function 744, defined by

ar(t, ) =7 (t) +

Tarf Pt x) = p(t,x —d — f¢).

In notation of Lemma P16, we consider II' := Id — II, which is the projection in the orthogonal
complement of {¢,,, igb:u, 100w, vd, } in L2(R, C). Moreover, we consider

pro(t,2) =e Do, (0 — d(t) - [o(0) — €2 g (o + d(t) + [o(0))
Lo (1) [N D00 (@ = dl) = (1)) — €D D60 + dlE) + fe(t)

From Lemma 37 and Remark B8] we obtain for any [ € N that there exists o > 0 satisfying

Al (R I
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Furthermore, using Remark 3.8 estimates [B.0.20) and Lemma B it is not difficult to verify
that there exist real functions p; € S&, and real functions fepen,j, fodd,; satisfying

(3.0.27) Ap1o(t,z)) = Z feven,(t)Sym [Td(t)Jrfc(t)pj(')eial(t")} ()
JjE€Ko

+ 3 Joaag(OSym [Ty s yipg (e ] (@)
j€Mop

1 o
+0 <v20 <ln -+ |t|v> 6_2‘/5“”) ,
v

1 1
such that |47 feven,j (t)] + |7 foda (1) St v* ([t +1n 1) e72veltY and

d d ) N\ oS
> G feens O] (@) 4 3 Grfoaas O] @) 50 (o1 ) e,

JEKo JEMy

because of Remark 3.8
Next, using Lemma [Z.T5] we can consider the following additional terms

Corria () = 3 feven s (B)Sym [ ray 1 ST b)) ()] (2)
JEKo

+ Z fodd,j(t)Sym [eal(t")Td(t)Jrfg Syt {HL lipj]} ()} (z),

JEMo

H1

and

Corra 1 (t, ) = Z flevew (t)Sym {eo‘l(t")rd(t)_,_fg S;%'S;l {HL [pj]} ()} (x)
JjE€EKo

+ Z foda,j(t)Sym [ )Td(t)+f4 S5 tiSt {1t [ips]} ()} ().

JEMo

For any function p with domain R, let
(3.0.28) p1(t, x) = e G p(a — d(t) — fe(t)), for any (t,2) € R2,

Using Lemma [2T4] the estimates from Remark B8 and B0.23)), we can verify for any j € My U K
that

(3:0.29) 10, [f;(1)S5 (P (1 2)] + 02 [f5(0)S5 pi)a (b)) +£5(OF " (9w ) £S5 () (1, 2)
+ 5 OF " (|G ) 7 O ST (i (1) == F5 (00 (1) + 1505 (o (8, 2)

+0 <v4 <|t|v +1In <l>) 62‘/5”“) ,
v

the remainder above means a smooth function p(¢, z) satisfying

1 g
Jotott. ) o (o1 (3) ) e

Furthermore, Lemmas 21 215 and B.023)) imply for any i, 7 € {1,2,3} that there exists a
constant o > 0 satisfying

95 = A0+ Ay 0+l £ D 5 )l gy = O (2 (o410 (1)) 20 )
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From now on, we choose the expression from equation (B03) in the statement of Theorem Bl

(3.0.30) > igoda,( [ i (ta)y . (z—d(t) — fe(t) — e EDp (—x —d(t) — fe (t))}

JjedJ
3 Geven (1) [y @ — d(t) = fel8)) = = CDp(—a = d(t) = fe(1))]
Jjel
to be equal to Corry (t.xz) + Corra(t, x).

Consequently, we deduce from estimates (B.0.17), 019), (B0.27) and B.0.29) that the function
1 defined by

01(t, ) =p1,0(t,x)+Corry(t, z) + Corry(t, )

satisfies Theorem [B.1] for £ = 1. The oddness and evenness of each real function feven,j, fodd,; in
Corry and Corr2 follows from Remark 2.19
Furthermore, the estimates of Remark 3.8 imply for some o > 0 that

d! , /
i (Men.a) ew»i%(ix—d(t)—f<>> 0 (v (ilo+1m

q

—2\/_11\15

Q

dl
dt!
l

(
cn)]=o (v (

%@(@1)@,:@) glor(bxn)g o (+x — d( > O(v“” (Itlerhf1
~0)] =0 (v

v4+l

-0 672\/51)#

(M) (t,2), e 506, (br — d(t) - it} + In

672\/51)#

Q

9] 441 6—2\/511\15

v [t|v + In

SlR S|+~ S|+~ S|

N N N

— N N~
Q

7 N 7N 7N N

l
i (M), e e dle) - foo o -

for all [ € N, if v > 0 is small enough.

Step 2.(Estimate of A(yk).) From now on, we consider the existence of functions vy, (x, y& and
a smooth function ¢, : R? — R satisfying all the properties of Theorem B until & = kg > 1. To
simplify our notation, we consider

(3.0.31) ag(t,x) =y (t) + va(t) (w - CkT(t)> .

First, using Lemma [2.T4] we can obtain the following identity for any smooth function p

62 ’ 1" 2 .
|:— - W:| pk(tax)+(F (|¢w,k¢|2) + F (|¢w,k:|2) |¢w,k:|2> pk(t, :E)'i‘F (|¢w,k|2)|¢w,k|2€2lak(t)pk(tu :E)

Ox?
v, 2 ’
= —(Sup), (t,2) — %pk(t,x) + vk (t) (p )k (t,z).

Consequently, we obtain that

(3.0.32)
T 2 X ’ " "
2P D) T (B ((uil?) + F (1ual?) 100al?) pr(t )+ F (62,0062 70, 2)
== (Sup)y (t.2) =i [G(t) = ue®)] () (8.2)

_ka(t) [‘E - CkT(t)} ok (t, z) + [ék(t) — vp(t)] ka) pr(t, )

(9 (t) — w)pr(t, ).
Therefore, since F is a polynomial satisfying (HIJ), using the estimate (3.0.29) from Step 1, the fact
that Corry(t,x) + Corra(t, z) is equal to B.030), the estimate (B0.24) and Lemmas 27 228, and

\_/\_/\_/\_/
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23 we can verify the existence of a finite set of numbers a; € N, j; € Z independent of v, ¢, = such
that for any (¢,z) € R?

(3.0.33)

J

Alpr)(t, ) =ivx(t) <3v¢w,k(t7 ) = Dy (b, —) + Z fi(®)8uSym(pji) (¢, x))

10k (t) fuo & ()00 Sym (O o) (t, )

J

+i(Ge(t) — vi (1)) (8C¢w.,k(ta ) = OcPuk(t, —x) + Z [i(®)0cSym(p; r)(t, I))
+i(Ge(t) = V(1) foo i (1) O Sym (D) (8, )

+i(9r(t) —w) (57%,1@(@ ) = 0y9u i (t, —2) + Z ()0 Sym(p;x)(t, w))

D) — ) a0 () (1)

oo (8) [0tk (b, 2) = Dot (b, —2)] = Fae(t) (St (0 () = S (0u), (t—2)
<2F" (|¢u(t: ) + |6 (t, =) ) [Sym (6u.0) (1,2)] |6t )P (8, —2)

+F (|6wn(t:=2)°) dun(t;r) = ' (6w (t.0)]) duun(t, —)

= 3 faenst)Sym [ 7 I ()] (@)

- Z fodd,j(t)Sym {emk(t")Tck(t)Hij(')} ()

JE€EMo
3 ) (1) €V Sy OO, ) 1,2) + O 20RE),

where [,, € N\ {0}, and all the sums above are finite and all the functions f,, depend only on v and
t and satisfy

c(k)

4 4 1
(3.0.34) max p2@n 2 f,(zj)(v,t)‘ < ottd (v|t| +1In —) e V@it
n v

for all t € R and € R if v > 0 is sufficiently small.
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Furthermore, to simplify more our notation, we consider

Mody(t, x) =ity | Oyui(t, ) — Ouui(t, —2) + Y _ fi(£)0uSym(p; i) (t, x)

J

0k (t) fuo,k (t) 0 Sym (0w bu) (L, )

+i(Cr — vi) | Octup(t, ) — Oc bk (t, —x) + Z [i ()0 Sym(pj i) (t, )

J

(3.0.35) +i(Ck — ) fu k()0 Sym (D) (t, x)

Fi(r(t) = w) | Oy b r(t, 2) = Oydui(t, —2) + Z fi(£)0y Sym(p; x)(t, )

+i(Yx(t) — W) fu k()05 Sym (Oudw) (t, )
+i fur 5 (t) [0 P i (8, ) — oo g (t, —)]
_f%k(t) [Sw (aw¢w)k (t7 JJ) - Sw (aw¢w)k (tv —,T)] )

for any (¢,z) € R?, and k € N.
Next, since F' is a polynomial, we deduce applying Lemma and using Remarks [[.2] 2.4 that

(3.0.36) —2F" (I6un (@) + [dus(=2)") [Sym (Gu) (1. 2)] [du(t, )b (£, ~2)
= —2a, 006 VY% Sym [eiak(tv)F”(¢w(.)2)¢w(.)26*\/5(-)} (z—Ci)+ O (674\/5@) 7

where the term of order O (6’4\/@’6) above means a smooth function f(¢, ) satisfying

l,—4
<5’U€ Vel

Nl7

al
H ot! H:(R)

for any | € N and s > 0. Indeed, from Lemma [Z9 we can also describe this function f(¢,x) with
more precision as a finite sum of elements of the form e=2¢mV&Sy, (42— () such that r,, (+-) € St

plus a remainder function g(¢, z) satisfying Hg—tllg(t,x)H ) < ot t20k e =4V for any [ € N.
H

Similarly, we can verify that

(3.0.37) F (|¢w,k(t, —a:)|2) G p(t,x) — F (|¢w,k(t7$)|2) Pu i (t, —T)
= a4 eee VIO Gy {e—m-)m(t)emm,-)F’(%(.)2)67@(»} (z) + O (e—wack)

such that the term O (e"“ﬁ@) also means a smooth function f(¢,z) satisfying ‘

al

i), S
vte=*V¥S for any | € N. Analogously, using Lemma [Z9, we also can verify that f (t,x) can be
estimated as a finite sum of functions e ~2#mV@Cky (41 — (. (t)) plus a remainder g(¢,z) such that

g—;g(t,x)H <ps 0FH20ke=4Vel for any | € N and
H3(R)

one of the functions ry,(+-) is in ST and ‘

s > 0.
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Consequently, using estimates (B.0.36) and B0.31T),it is not difficult to verify from [B.33]) that
Aor)(t, x) =Mody(t, z)
20 4oee 2V Sym [ () F (00()2) 60 ()2e YR (@)
oo VRO Sy [e—wk<»>emk<t,»>7<k(t)p' (%(.)2)6—@(-)} (x)

- Z feven,j(t)sym {eiak(ty.)TCk(t)HJ_pj(')} (.I)
(3.0.38) Jeko }
= 7 foaag@®Sym [ 0Ir () Ty ()] ()

JjEMo
D fa0,8) fu () eV Sym (e e O, ) (1, 2) + O(em V)

= Z Tj(v,t)Sym (P;k()) (33) 4 0(6*20’6\/5416),
JEJk

such that the estimate (3.0.34) holds, Jj is a finite set depending only on k and all the functions
see Definition The expression O(e~20%v«<) in ([B0.38) means a smooth

function g(t, z) satisfying

[ooh]

P (ﬁ) are in S

Haég(ta I)HHS ,Ss,l 016720]@\/5%(,5),

for any t € R, if v > 0 is small enough.
Furthermore, since if ¢y, satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [3I] using Lemmas and [3.6] we
can restrict to the case where all the functions r; are real and

(3.0.39) r; is even on ¢, if p; is a real function,

r; is odd on ¢, if ip; is a real function.

Step 3.(Construction of parameters Cry+1, Vko+1, Vho+1, Jw ko+1-) Furthermore, we are going to
verify that for

Jorr1(0,8) =fu (0, t) + 0 fu (v, 1), vig1 (v, t) = vi(v,t) + dvg (v, t),
<k+1(vvt) :Ck(vvt> + 5<k(va t)v 7k+1(vvt) = Fyk(vvt) + 5'716(’070,

the functions 0 f,, k, vk, 0Ck, 0k shall satisfy for some c(k) > 0 the following decay

l

o 11
ﬁéfw,k(v,t)’ + v

!
(3.0.40) w a—&vk(v,t)‘ + v? %57k(v,t)‘

o 5
7 ﬁéck(v,t)’ +wv

!

. ()
¥ \%(5%@,0 sl t))} <O (i) e

foreveryl € N, t € R, C(I) > 0 depending only on ! and 0 < v < 1. From Step 1, we have considered
futs G =d(t) + fe(t), 11 (t) and vi(f) to be the same as the ones defined at Remark 3.8

Moreover, considering f., o(v,t) = 0, 70(v,t) = wt, vo(v, t) = d(t), Co(v,t) = d(t), we deduce from
Remark B8 that the estimate B.040) is true for k£ = 0. Therefore, we can assume that the existence
of vk, Yiy Gk, fuk satisfying (B0.40) until k = ko — 1 € N.

From now on, we consider f,, ky+1, Vko+1, Cko+1 a0d Y41 to be functions such that the estimates
B040) are true for k = ko for some cg, > 0, these functions will be chosen carefully later for the
construction of ¢y, 41 satisfying Theorem B.1]
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Next, using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we can verify for any [ € N and v > 0 sufficiently small
the following estimate

(3.0.41) _a+ooe—2\/50co+1(t) — —a+ooe_2\/5<’“0 ®) 4 2a+oo\/55éko (t)e—2\/5Ck0(t)

4k 1 2elko) —ajt|Ve
+O [ v™ [ In — + |t|v e “r
v

and the term O (v‘““" (In (1) + |t|v) 2e(fo) 6_4““/“_“’) means a smooth function f(t, z) satisfying

v

8l
Hﬁf(tv :E)

1 2C(k0)
Sis pihott (ln (—) + |t|v> e AltVwr
v

H3 (R)

for any I € N, if v > 0 is sufficiently small. Indeed, using the estimates (Z.0.40), identity (o () = d(¢)
and estimate (B.0.23]), we can also obtain from (B.0.41]) the existence of a new constant c, such that

e Vo) = g em2VEC (M) 4 20 (o Ch, (t)e™2VEAD

2C(k0)
1
+O <,U2ko+4 (ln 4 |t|’U) 62|t\/av> )
v

From now on, using fuw ko+1, Ckos1»> Vko+1, We consider from (B1.6) the following notation

ko 41() |:m74k0+1(t)

Vro+1(8)+ 5

})p(x'—Cm+1@»7

A
Prot1(t, ) =e (

for any real function p with domain R.
Next, recalling the definition of Sym on (LOIH) and using the definition of ¢, on BEO3]), we
consider the following function

V41 Cko+1 . Vg +1 Cko+1 .
i—F— (w_ % HiVkg+1 i—F— | —z— =% | +ivkg+1
e

W(I - <k0+1) —€ w(—ZE - <k0+1)

(3.0.42) +fw.kot+1(t)Sym [7‘@,60+1 (ei’vko+1%+i7ko+1aw¢w(')):| (x)
3 g0t (OSYm (D3 18] () + D Gewen s (OSym [y (1)) (@)
jeJ jel

+ Y i90aaj (1) Sym [(pjw)rer1(t, )] () + D Gevenyg (O)Sym[(pjw)ier1(t, )] (z)

J€Jk J€Ik,
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Consequently, using the estimate (B03]) for A(py,), estimates B.040) and estimate (BL4T), we
can verify for some c(ko) > 0 that

(3.0.43)

A(Spkoyo)(tv ) :i(;vko (t)Sym Oy, ko-‘rl + Z f] Up]7k0+1( ) (JJ)
+i [5<k0 (t) - 6U7€0 (tﬂ Sym 6C¢w ko-‘rl + Z f] anJyk0+1( ) (‘T)

+i57ko (t)Sym | Oyduwko+1(t,-) + Z fi®)0ypjko+1(t,-) | ()
Lk 05 1) 5) S 0)5m (5 Bu i (69) )
A48y (V2O 5ym [0 Cre P (6u()0u((eV50) (a)

(6u()2)e 0] ()

c(ko)
+ 370, )Sym (Pt ) (@ >+0<v%0+4 [|t|v+1n1} m)
v

J

1204 00 0Chy (t)\/c—uef%/@d(t)sym |:67’L"Uk0+1(')eiak0+1(t,-)TCkO+1(t)F

where the term above associated to O means a smooth function r(t, z) satisfying

H olr(t,x)

2k7 +4+l ( 0) —2\/_w\t|
< 0 t _ v
9;} v |:| |U + ln v (& 5

~S,

’H (B)

for any [ € N and s > 0.
Furthermore, from Lemma [3.5, we can restrict to the case where the functions p; in estimate

B043) satisty (p;, p1) = 5lj . Consequently, using the estimate (B.0.38) with (3.0.4) for k = ko and

Lemma 2] we can deduce that
1 (ko)
Nl 2k0+2+l <|t|v +1In <_)) 6—2\/5\t|v7
v

for all [ € N, if v > 0 is sufficiently small.

Moreover, if 0Cx, (t) = v, (t), using estimates .0.23), (.0.40), B043) and B0.44), we can

verify the existence of a constant c(ko) > 0 satisfying

1 c(ko)
SS ,U2k0+2+l |:|t|’U +1n (_):| 6—2\/5\t|v7
v

al

(3.0.44) max || =7 ri(t,v)

al
(3.0.45) H @A (Pko,0) (t, 7)

H3(R)

for all [ € N.
Step 4.(Ordinary differential equations for 0Cx,, 0Vky, Vs 0 fuw. ko-)
Similar to the reasoning used in Theorem 4.1 from [23], using [B.0.43), we are going to obtain a
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system of ordinary differential equations for the parameters 6Cx,, 0vk,, 0Vko, 0 fu ko, Such that
!

9 ¢ p2ko+a+ (ko) —2y/w|t|v
06 |7 (Moo (¢), @) =0 (e (o em (1)) e ,

(
@QM)}%NAw%ma@meﬂmﬁma@> (2%H“<mv+m< )y®e2ﬂmﬂv
(

(3.0.48)

! c(ko)
o A100) 02,0 = Gy () 1. )| = (2’“0““ o (1)) fl)

1 c(ko)
(3.0.49) ‘% (M @hy.0)(t, ), D Prgr1(t, )| =O <v2k°+4+l (|t|v +1In (1)) e—2ﬁtlv> ,
v

for any [ € N.
First, using Lemma[ZT and estimates [B.0.40), we obtain from the estimate (B.0.43)) that estimate

B040) is equivalent to

) o2 =20, 1) [ [ ' (0u(00) e ta] =20

=2 2ri(0.0) {pi(@), 6,(@)) + O ( (s )™ ew'“’> ,

and using C' > 0 defined in B0.2T]), this is equivalent to

2
(3.0.50) 0sl) 2, VNl 5 (1o S0 0,8) (0 6L)

J

1 (ko)
40 [ v?kotd <|t|v +In (—)) e 2Veltlv )
v
Next, we consider

3.0.51 1) =9, ,ixd, (x)) ds
(3.0.51 Gia (1) =061, 0(8) + fe 1) ||¢w||izz/ (@), 00, (2)

= 0¢1,,0(8) + fer, (1) + R(2),
such that we are going to define d¢, o0, and f¢, (t) in the next paragraphs. We observe from (.0.39),
(B044) and the inductive hypothesis on kg that there exists o > 0 satisfying

d 1\
o =0 (U%OHH <|t|v +1In —) 6_2‘/5“”> , for any [ € N.
v

Next, we define d¢, 0 as the unique solution of

R(t)

2 2
(3052) 6Ck0, ( ) ||¢w||L2 :_O\/E ||2¢w||L2 6Ck0)0(t)6—2\/zd(t) _ C\/E |£¢w||L2 R(t)e—Z\/Gd(t)

=2 ri(0.0) (pya). 8L(@) )

5<k070 (t) =0, tilgloo 6<k0,0(t) =0,

and f¢, an even function to be chosen later satisfying

(3.0.53) |dtl feo ()] =0 <02ko+2+l <|t|v + ln%) e2\/a|m> 7
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for some constant o > 0 and any ! € N. In particular §Cx, o, is an even function because of (B.0.39),

and for any [ € N
c(k
2ho+1 1 (ko) —2Valtlv
dtl 6@607 W) =0[v [t|v + In » e ,

because of the variation of the parameters method and estimate ([B.0.44).
Consequently, choosing dvg, = 0,0, we deduce from the properties of d(x, 0 and estimate
B050) that B30.46) holds and that dv, is an odd function.

Furthermore, using the identity B.051), estimates (B.0.43), (B:054) and Lemma 2] we can
verify that both estimates (B.0.48) and (B.0.53) would be true if f¢, (t) is the unique solution of

fck(,( )

(3.0.54)

(3.0.55) [ ll3e = 201000Ch.0v/@e™ 2P H0d(E) (@ + A1) F (9 (@)2)e ™" 200, () )

satisfying lim— 4 oo f¢, (1) = 0, which is an even function satisfying (3.0.51). The equation (B.0.55)
comes from the asymptotic estimate of (3.0.48) using the decays of 0Cx,,0, f¢, -
Moreover, using formula (3.0.6]) for ¢,,, we can verify that

Cr(t)
4

8v¢w,k(t7 .I) = %({E - Ck(t))d)w,k(t; $) +1 ¢w,k(t; ZE),

we also observe that ¢,, and 9,,¢,, are even functions, and z¢,, (x) is an odd function. Consequently,
using estimates [B.0.42)) and [B.0.40), we can verify that the estimate (3.0.49) is true only if

(5%0@)4-@5%0() 6 fuo ko (t ) [ (bw ]

20400 0Cs, (t)\/c_ue_w_ SO (F (@) dutu(@))
404 006Gk () /e 2V <F”(¢w (2)%)u (@) e Vo, 0,y (x)>
+ D 7i(0,8) {5, Q)
J

e(ko)
+0 <v2k°+4+l <|t|v +1n <l)> ' 62\/5”7’) )
v

Consequently, since dvg, = 5(;@010, we can verify from the ordinary equation satisfied by d(x, 0 that
there exist real values Cy o, C34, Ca, Cs, depending only on w such that (3.0.49) is true when
07k, is the unique solution of

. t
B0 (0) = 8o (1) + by (0250 4 € Wi (2o

+C4UJZT] Ut <p]7 w¢w +C5w ZT] U t <p]7 >a

J

(3.0.56) 5k (0) = 0,

and when the estimates (3.0.40) hold.
Next, it remains to find the appropriate ordinary differential estimate that will imply estimate
(BIEZI) We also observe that 0y k. (t,2) = iY0Pw, ko (¢, T), <¢:U, ¢w> = 0, and the real part of

Dy, Pw,ko (t, @) is zero. Consequently, using Lemmas 1T and estimates (B.0.40), we deduce that
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B0 is true if
(3.0.57)
b furko (1) (Botos bus) =—2a4 000Chy (1) /e 2V2 40 (1) <(w +d()F' (¢u(x)?)e V", ¢, (x)>
_ er (v, 1) (p;(x), i (2)) ,

Jlim 8 fu(6) =0,

because of the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and the fact that ¢y, defined at (B:0.52)) satisfies
B040), the function d(g, is also even because of the equation above.

Consequently, using (B.0.56]) and the fact that f, x, satisfies (B.0.40), we deduce that §vy, satisfies
all decays in (B:0:40) and it is an odd function. In conclusion, all the functions §(x,, dvk,, 07k, and
 fuw.k, constructed in this Step satisfy (B.0.40).
Step 5.(Construction of ¢y41 and conclusion.)

First, we recall that the function ¢y, ¢ defined in (B0.42) satisfies estimate (B.0.45) and the
hypotheses of Lemma for k = ko.

Therefore, using Lemmal[3.0], we can find a natural number ng > 0 and real functions Q;, P}, feven,j; fodd,j
such that all functions geyen,; are even, all functions geqq,; are odd, and

My, Nkq
(3058) A((pkmo)(t? JJ) = Z idedJ (Uv t)sym((Qj)ko)(tv :E) + Z feven,j (U7 t)sym((Pj)ko)(t7 JJ)
Jj=1 j=1

1\™
+0 <v20k° <|t|v +1In —> 62\/5”7’) ,
v

all the functions P; (T) , Qj (ﬁ) are in SE, and the term O(v?°"°) in the equation means a

w o0

smooth function r(¢, z) satisfying

~olby

olr(t,z)
ot!

1\
<, 020kt <|t|v +1n ;) e 2Vultly,

’H; (®)

Moreover, using the decay estimate ([B.0.40]), we can restrict to the case where all the functions foqq,;
and feyen,; satisfy

l . l . c(ko)
(3059) }a feve(;'t’lj (’U,t) } + ‘a de;-,tJl(va t) } Sl 1}2k0+2+l |:|t|1) +In <l>:| 672\/5“"”,
v

Furthermore, using estimates (3.0.46]), (3.0.47), (3.0.48) and (3.0.49) in Step 4, we can deduce
from ([B058) using Lemma [ZT] that

9! My, Ny
(3.0.60) o > foaaj(0, T (iQ;) () + Y feven i (v, I (P)) ()
=t =t H3 (R)

c1 (ko)
<, pRotatl {|t|v +In <—)] e~ 2Vl
v

for all I € N and ¢; (ko) > 0 is a constant depending only on ko.
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Next, using Lemma 215 we can consider the following functions of correction

My, N
Cory (t,.’L‘) 52551 Zfoddd’(vaﬁ)l_ll (zQJ) (CL‘) + Z feven,j(vﬂﬁ)l_ll (PJ) (CL‘) )
— =
i M;, Ny
COT? (tv .’L‘) 52551 iS;l Z atfodd,j(va t)Hl (zQJ) (CL‘) + Z atfeven,j (Uv t)HL (Pj) (‘T)
Jj=1 j=1

whose main motivation is to remove the expressions in the sums on the left-hand side of (B.0.55)),
this approach was made similarly in Step 1 for & = 1. Based on this observation, we consider the
following function

(3061) Phko+1 (tv :E) = @ko,o(tv {E) + Sym TC¢ho1+1€ zak0+1 (&) (007’1( ) + COT2( ))} (x)7

which is a function of the same form as the right-hand side of the equation (B0.3).

In conclusion, similarly to the approach made in Step 1, we can verify using Lemmas 211 214
Remark [ZT9 and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem that the function (B0.61)) satisfies Theorem B] for
k=ko+1. O

4. ENERGY ESTIMATE

4.1. Dynamics of the Modulation Parameters. First, to simplify our ansatz, we recall the

notation (B.0.6)

, v [ )
pr(t, z) = el(%(t)'f‘kT [1_ 5 Dp(x — C(t)).
In notation of Theorem Bl we recall the function «y denoted in ([B.0.3I]) which is given by

() = alt, . (G vn s o)) = ) + 242 (- ).

From now on, to simplify the notation used in the proof, we consider the following

(4.1.1) oy (t, ) =ie*EHo D g (@ — (G + pe)),
(4.1.2) et z) =e ooy (o — (G + pe)),
(4.1.3) Puo i (t, ) =e koI b (@ — (G + pe)),
(4.1.4) (t,z) =

wwwmm@—@+m»m@—@+mﬁ

Moreover, using that ¢, is an even smooth function and the dot product defined in (LOIT), it is
not difficult to verify that

(4.1.5) (@ikrprr) = 67,

for any j #1 € {¢,v,7,w}.
Furthermore, using the Implicit Function Theorem for Banach Spaces and the identities (ZI.T]),

E12), @I3), @I4), we can verify the following proposition.

Lemma 4.1 (Modulation Lemma). Let oy (t, ) be the same as in Theorem[3 1l There are constants
K, c> 0 and a number 0 € (0,1) such that if 0 < v < 6y and u(t,x) is an odd function on x in

C([-T,T), HL(R)) for any T € [O, W} satisfying

Sﬁvk t,.I

(4.1.6) l[u(t) = or O poo (-1, 111 my) < V7

then there exist continuous functions p¢, pu, Py, Pu Such that for

U“(t) = Uk(t) + (pCap’Uap’vaw)a
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the function Py(t,z,0,(t)) satisfies for any t € [T, T]

(4.1.7) (u(t, ) — Py(t, @, 04(t)), ipy,k(t, £x)) =0,
(4.1.8) (u(t, ) — Py(t, x,0u(t)), ioc k(t, £2)) =0,
(4.1.9) (u(t,x) — Pp(t, @, 0u(t)), ivy k(t, £2)) =0,
(4.1.10) (u(t,z) — Pyp(t, z, 04 (t)), ipy (¢, £2)) =0,
and

O]+ O] + O]+ oy (0] <K (105 ) ) = Pt e
Ju0) = Pults Dl ey <5 (13 ) ul0) = a0t ) -

Proof of Lemma[4.1} The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 8.1 from [5], see
also [36]. O

4
3

Remark 4.2. The terms with (1n %)
obtained using the identity

in the right-hand side of the inequalities of Lemma [{.1] are

Ck + ¢
4

1
8Pvpk(t7'r7 Uu) = §@U,k(ta I) +1 Pk(t,.f, Uu(t))a

with B3) and from the fact that

1 o
Pt 00(0) = Palt..00] = Dt .00 () e perop) +0 (D) o (7560 )
J U, YW

In the notation of Lemma[4.1] we consider from now on the following representation for a solution

u(t, z) of (LU
(4.1.11) u(t, ) = Pu(t,z,04(t)) + r(t, z)e’nFP)

such that o, (t) and the function r satisfy all the properties of Lemma Il Since u is a strong
solution of (LOII), we can verify the following lemma.

Furthermore, using the formula (@ITI) for the solution wu(t,z) of the nonlinear Schrédinger
equation and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we can verify from Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, Lemma
21 and estimates (B0.0) of Theorem Bl that

(4.1.12)  [i0pr(t, z) + O2r(t,2) —wr(t,x)] e (i (8) -+ (2))

=—F’ (6@ — (G + ) + (@ + (G + pe))?) r(t, 2)e OF O
F" (g — (G +0))2) b — (G + pe))2r(t, 2)e O O+9)
" (Gu(@ + (G + P0))?) G (@ + (G + o) ?r(t, 2)e O HP2)
—F" (9 = (G +PC))?) bl = (G + po)) (L, w)eioltenim) =m0 o ()
~F" (dula+ (G +20))?) b + (G + po) (T, 22t mon) =i (040:(0)

1\° )
~A(P) (t,7,00) + O (nr(t)n?w o O] [Pr— (m ;) + 1) 12 ey |pv<t>|) ,
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for some constant ¢ > 0 not depending on k. Moreover, from estimates ([3.0.306), (3.0.37) and Lemmas
B3 £l and Theorem Bl we can verify using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem that

(4.1.13)
A(Py) (t,z,04) =Modyo(t, x)

4aocpe (Ve 2O Sym [T O )y ) F (90())0u()%e™VE0] (@)
20 o pe(£)Vie 2V Sy e PO T )T ) ) F (00?0 ()

+ 3 @ )Sym (2O r )0 () (@)
JEJk

1 C
+0 <620k‘/zc’C + lr @) g2 v* <1n 5) > ,

such that all functions p; are in S, all functions r; satisfy

5l 1 c(k)
(4.1.14) }[%l (v, t)‘ < P2k <|t|v+ln—> 6—2\/J|t\v,
v

for all I € N, and Mody (¢, ) is given by
Modyo(t, ) =ipy(t)0u Pr(t, x, 0u) + 1(pc(t) — pu(t))0c Pi(t, x, 0u)
(4.1.15) +ipr (£)0y Pi(t, 2, 0u) + ipu,(t) Sym (eia(t"’”“)Tckerg Do (, ')) (z)
~pu)Sym (7)1 ) (S (9u) ()

Moreover, to simplify our notation, we consider the following self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert
Space L%(R,C) for the dot product (LU.I7)

92

[ ((@ — (G +1e)?) + F (b + (G + 1) 2)} o(t, z)
@ — (Ge +1¢))*p(
(Ck +p¢))?
z = (G +pc))*plt, ) et
—F (@ + (G +0))?) b (@ + (G +pc))?plt, ) mo),

L(p)(t,x) ==02p(t,x) +wp(t,z)

)
(4.1.16) t’xi

t,x

Consequently, we have the following estimate
(4.1.17) et FPIGr(t, x) — L (ei(Vk+p7)r(t,x)>
=—Modj,o(t, x)
—Aagocpc(t)Vie 2O Sym [0t ) F (60060 ()% 0] (@)

_2a+oop<(t)\/ae*2\/ad t)Sym {eﬂ'(vk+pv)(-)em(tmau)7.<k(thc(t)F ((bw(.)?)ef\/ﬁ(d} (z)

c c(k)
1 . 1 —2/wv
0 <||r<t>||i¢<R)+||r<t>||H;<R) 7 (103) 4 1Ol 0+ % (o 41 ) 2 f'>.
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Therefore, from Taylor’s Expansion Theorem and Lemma[2.T6, we deduce using identities (220.16),
[@II5) that ie! P00 (t, z) — L (e!%FPr)r(t, z)) is equal to

(4.1.18)
= (1920 + 25,0 ) S (000 () i (089 (90400, (@)
Fie(t) — po(8) (200, ) () — (S (puslt, ) (@) + zm )Sym (o4(1,) (&)
—4a+oop<(t)\/c_ue_2\/ad(t)5’ym _eio‘(t’ T t))TCk () +pe(t [F )26_\/5(')” (x)

~2a4oepe (t) VeV Sym |t Cm g )y {F (g (-))e Vo0 )H( )

204 sope () v/we2VE40 Sy eia(t,~,ou)7-<k(t)+pc(t) {(z(w@ o) ()F (¢w(,)2)e*\/5(-)ﬂ (z)

204 0cpc (Ve 2E O 0 ()G () Sym [0 1, ) o [F (0u()D)eV70) | (@)

c c(k)
1 . 1 —2y/@u
+0 (nmwnim+||r<t>||H;(R> 7 (103) + 1Ol o 1 0+ %7 (o 41 ) 72 t'>.

Next, we are going to use the expression ([AITI7) and Lemma F] to obtain high precision in the
estimates of the derivatives of the modulation parameters p¢, p,, p, and p,.

Lemma 4.3. Let u, v € (0,1) and p¢, py, Dy, Pw, T be the same as in the statement of Lemma[{.]]
and r be the unique function satisfying ELII)). There exist a positive constants K, ¢y and values
Ciw >0, Co, Cs depending on w > 0 such that if |r(t)|| ;2 < v? and |t| < T then, for

2 1 « 2k+2 1 <
Di(t) = { 11M(6) | 2 gy v <1n;) +o (hl;)

and any 0 < v < Ok, we have

(4.1.19) Po(t) + Crupc(t)e 2RI <K Dy(t),
(4.1.20) D¢ (t) — po(t)] <K Di(t),
(4.1.21) P (8) = Pult) = Caupc(t)e 250 — Cy ud(tpe(t)e™ V0| <K Dy(8),
(4.1.22) P (t)| <K Dy(t).

The constants co, K do not depend on k, while c(k) depends only on k.

Remark 4.4. Furthermore, since the expression ie'"tP)g,r(t, 2) — L (ei(7k+p7)r(t, :E)) is equal to
{II8),we can verify that the real numbers Cy o, > 0, Ca,, Cs, denoted in the statement of Lemma

[£-3 satisfy
iei(%"'pw)atr(t, x)— L (ei(%"'pw)r(t, a:))

= [Po(®) + Crupc (e 21O  iSym (pu () (@)
+ [P (t) = po(D)] iSym (pe k(t, ) (x)
— [+ = 2u®) = Couspc P10 — Cad@pclt)e™0] iSym (o (8, ) (o)
B (0)iSym (pup(t, ) () + O(De(1).
The expression inside O means a function p(t,x) satisfying ||p(t,:1c)||Hé(R) < KDg(t), for some

K > 0. This estimate will be useful in the energy estimate of the norm of the remainder of the
approzimate solution in the next subsection.
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Proof of Lemma[{-3. The proof that the parameters p¢, py, py, po are of class C! is similar to the
proof of Theorem 11 from [25], this follows from the time derivative of the equations ([{L.I1.7), (LI.3),

(£I19), (EI1.I0) plus the fact that w is a strong solution of (LOT]) satisfying (ZI1.6).
Next, from Lemma 214 and Remark B3] we can verify using identities (2.0.16]), (Z.0.17) and

Lemma [2.7] the existence of a ¢ > 0 satisfying

(4.1.23)

. 1\° .
10ppry 1 (t, ) — L (0,1 (t, ) + wpy i (t, ) =0 (112 (ln ;) + mjax |pj(t)|) ,

) 1\ )

(1.121) Brpca(ta) = £ pealtin)) +wpeattin) =0 (v (2 ) -+ maxl)).
(4.1.25)

) . 1\ )

Bu(0.2) = £ (pua,0) + 0pn,2) =i x(t.2) + 0 (v (1) 4 maxlis(0)]).

1 C
(4.1.26) D1p0a(0.2) ~ £ (pun(t.0) + wpont) =ipea(t.)+ 0 (o (1) +maxlio)] )
J

for all v > 0 sufficiently small.

Consequently, using integration by parts, Remark B3] and the modulation equations (ZI.7]),
(£I1]), we obtain the following estimate

%<ei(7k+p7)r(t)7ispj)k(t,I)> — <—iei(7’“+p”)3t7“(t) 4L (ei(7k+p7)r(t)) ,sﬁj,k(t,$)>
(4.1.27) 1\ ¢
+0 (nr(t)nH;(R) o2 (m ;) o 7(8) 1y mix |pj<t>|) ,

for any j € {¢,v,7,w}.
Next, we recall the following estimate obtained from integration by parts

(4.1.28) / WF (6u(0))6u(2)26,(2)e V5" do + 2V@F (gu(2)2) 6, (w)e V7" da
= Qw/ F (¢ (2)?) o (x)e V" dz = C,, > 0.
R

Consequently, using the identity above, the estimate [@IIIS]), and (ZI127) for j = ¢ with Lemma
[2.1] we deduce the existence of positive constants C ., and ¢ satisfying

(4.1.29)  po(t) + Crope(t)e Vo490 — 0 (v2 (m %)cmjax 165 ()] + o* (m %) e + Dk(t)> .

Similarly, we can verify using the estimate ([@ILIS) or using the estimate 4l of ie!(x+P2) 9, (t, ) —
L (e*x+P)r(t, z)) from Remark @4, and the identity (ZI.27) for j = v with Lemma 2.1 that

(4.1.30) pe) = () = 0 (42 (1n %)Cm;_mx 01+ (n 1) 0]+ Ditr)).

and the term of order v (In 1)“[p¢(¢)| in the estimate above was obtained using the elementary
inequality

(4.1.31) Re/

ORI in (1) de = O (v + ||r(t)||H1(R)) , for any real-valued Schwartz function h,
R x

which follows using Lemma [4.1]
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Furthermore, using estimate ({II8) of ie*Vx TP, r(t, z) — L (e!x+P2)r(t, 2)) , equation [EI2T)
for j = w and Lemma 2], we obtain the existence of a constant ¢ > 0 satisfying

(4.132) (1) = pu(t) = Cawpe ()51 — Oy ud(t)pe(t)e V21

=0 (0 (w1) maxlp @)+t (101) el +Dut0).

Finally, by similar reasoning to the estimate [@I29), using (AI1.2T) for j = v and estimate
@EIIR) of ie! " FP)9yr(t,x) — L (X" TP)r(t,z)) , we can verify the existence of a constant ¢ > 0
satisfying

(4.1.33) ult) =0 (112 (m %) ) max [ ()] + (m %) I (8)] + Dk(t)) .

In conclusion, the result of Lemma 3 follow from estimates ({1.29), (II130), (E1.32), (IZ:EEI)
and Lemma [£T]

4.2. Energy Estimate Functional. The main result of this subsection is the following theorem.
Theorem 4.5. There exist C > 1, for any l € N, kg € N there exist C; > 1, and for any k € N>y,

5
n1)t
there exist c(k), c(k,1) > 0 and dy; € (0,1) such that if 0 < v < i, and for 30““ = <Typ < w

(4.2.1) |+ 2% [u(@or) = PolTos o (To)]|| < 0™

3

then the unique solution of

i+ gy + F (Jul?)u=0

satisfies
c(k)+1
1 Cv |t =T
(422) ||U(t) - Pk(t,.f, Uk(t))”Hl S O’U2k <1n 5) exp < : |]. 1 O)k|> )
ni
c(k,l)
1 t— T

(4.2.3) v ||t [u(t) = Py(t, @, 00 (6)]|| o < v (m 5) exp (M) ,

nl

4
Y
for all t satisfying |t — To x| < (n1)s _

v

Remark 4.6. The choosing of% in the exponent of ln% for the time interval is arbitrary, the
statement would still be true for any 0 slightly larger than 1 after selecting an appropriate small
0k > 0. Moreover, the constant c(k) depends only on the function ¢y and it is the same for all v
sufficiently small.

From now on, we denote the solution u(t,z) of the Schrodinger equation (O] satisfying the
initial condition (Z0.9) by

(4.2.4) u(t,z) = Py (t,x, 04 (1) + 7Ot )

)3

v

for all ¢ satisfying |t — To.x| < (

(AT through EII0).
The proof of Theorem will follow from the study of a Lyapunov function obtained from a
perturbation of the quadratic form

. such that r(t) satisfies the orthogonality conditions from
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(4.2.5) L(t, ) :A|8zr(t,x)|2+w|r(t,x)|2 do
~ [ F (Gula = G)R) I t0)f + F (6l + Gl0)) Irta) o
“Re [ F (6l = GF) e - GRHH TP 20 do
—Re /R F' (¢ (@ + C)?) (@ + Cp) 2P B0t )220 gy
[ F Gule = 0% bl = @Plr(e0) o
~ [ Gula+ ) bl + Gt )

Since r satisfies the orthogonality conditions of Lemma (.1} we can verify that the operator L is
positive on r € H(R,C).

Furthermore, to study the coercivity of L and the growth of its derivative, we consider from now
on a cut-off smooth function x satisfying

0, >3, L1 6
(4.2.6) x(z) = {17 < ;j and 0 < x(z) <1, if 3 <¢< g
and we define the following two functions

x + (x(1)

(4.2.7) x1(t,x) = x ( 26 ()

for all (¢,z) € R2.

> , X2(t, ) =1 —x1(¢, x),

Lemma 4.7 (Coercivity Lemma). There exist constants §, ¢ > 0 such that if 0 < v < §; and
||r||H1(R) < 6 and the function r € HL(R,C) satisfies the identities (11, (1Y), ELY), (@EII0),
then

(4.2.8) L(t,r) > c|lr(®) 5 -

Proof. First, we consider the functions
ri(t,x) = r(t,x)x1(t, z), ro(t,z) = r(t, x)x2(t, ).
Moreover, using Remark B3] we also observe for any j € {1,2} that
1
ot =0 ().
oy

Next, since the soliton ¢, satisfies the inequality

9 (@) = O (V)

there is a constant K > 0 such that
_ o ad)
(4.2.9) X1 (8 )b (2 = ()] + X2 (t 2)boo (2 + (1) < Ke Vo7
because (j(t) satisfies the Remark when v > 0 is small enough. Therefore, we can verify that
the function L(t,r) can be estimated as
(4.2.10)

L(tr) = L0+ La(0) +2 | xatona(t.) [Bsr(t,0) + (e, )] do+ 0 (r IOl )

1
v
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such that
Li(0) = [ 10ar;(,2) + oyt 0)* do
~ [F (Gula = (19602 Ir0) da
~Re /R F" (@ = (=1)7¢1)?) o (w — G220 D D )220 (1) g
— [ (0ula = (F1P6)?) bl = (1t ) o

Moreover, since x; > 0 for any j € {1,2}, we have the following inequality

/R xa (b 2)Xa (b 2) [0t 2) 2 + [t 2)[2] > 0.

Furthermore, using the definition B.0.31) of «, Remark when v > 0 is small enough, and
estimate (@29, it is not difficult to verify for any j € {1,2} that the function

Pty — (1) (1)) = e (=L )iy (1) ri(t, x)
satisfies L;(t) = (S (7 (t, 2)), 5 (¢, 2)) + O ;13 175®) 72 = llrs (DIl + O(v 7] 7). and

(7t ), 200 @) =0 (v} r(®)ll 1) » (75t 2), 0060 (@) = O (v I (®)] s ) -

Therefore, we obtain from Remark [2.13] of Lemma [2.12] using Young Inequality the existence of
constants ¢, K > 0 such that if v > 0 is sufficiently small, then

(4.2.11) Li(t) = ey @)l = Ko lr(®) 571

for any j € {1,2}.
In conclusion, since x1 + x2 = 1, @210) and @211 imply (LZF). O

Moreover, using the inequality (Z00.6) from Remark 213] we deduce the existence of a constant
C > 1 such that

(4.2.12) Li(t) = cllry()3 — C [T (ry(1))17. -

Consequently, using [@2TI2]) in the place of (£ZII)) in the proof of Lemma 7, we obtain the
following proposition.

Lemma 4.8. There exist constants d, ¢ > 0,C > 1 such that if 0 < v < §y, and ||T(t)||L°°[T1,T2],H,1(]R) <
d, then for any t € [Ty, T3]

L(t,r) Zellr(®)ll3 — CZ t), ipq i (t, £2)) —CZ ), ipc(t, £1))°
—CZH)wwktix —OZ t), ipor(t, £))2 .
+

Next, following the reasoning in [24], we are going to use the estimates of the modulation param-
eters from Lemmas A1) 3] and equation [@IIT) to estimate |0; L(¢,r)| during a large time interval.
More precisely, we are going to verify that the function L(¢,r) satisfies the following proposition.

Lemma 4.9. Let L(t,r) be the function defined at [@2H) and let c(k) be the same as in the
statement of Theorem[3l There exists a constant ¢ > 0 and o, € (0,1) such that if 0 < v < §) and
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Il g2 < v2, then

O L(t,r) =2{(t) / F' (¢ = Gu(t))?) 6 (@ — Gz — Go)lr(t, 2)? da

R

26, (1) / F' (fula + G(®)2) b (@ + G)bu (@ + Co)lr(t,2)?

F' (@ = Qo)) dule = G| 1E2)? da

o |F (0o +G)?) dula + )] r(E0)7 da
460 [ 5 [ (0ulo = 0) 60l = 7] rtt. 0 da

F' (¢l + o)) dule + )2 Ir(t, @) da

c c(k)
1 1
+0 ( (1 2) IO + Il 42 (m2) 4 ||r<t>||§p> ,

(n1)

- v

30k In 1
Vwv

for for all t satisfying ‘t —

Remark 4.10. The constant ¢ > 0 does not depend on k, it comes from the first approzimate
solution when k = 2.

Proof of Lemma[{.9 First, using the definition of L(¢,r) in (£2Z5]) and estimates (B.3), we deduce
from the derivative of L(¢,r) that proving Lemma is equivalent to verify that the following
expression

(4.2.13) 2 Re/ —02r(t)0pr(t) + wr(t)Oyr(t) da
R
—2 /R F' (¢u(@ = Ge(1)?) r()0r(®) + F (do (@ + G (1)) r(H)0ur(t) da

—2Re / F' (fo(@ — Cb)2) du (@ — )22 B m ) 0yr (0270 dy
R

1"

“2Re [ F' (0o + %) 0@+ G020 (e 270 da

1"

—2Re | F" (¢u(z = G)?) pulz — G)?r(t)0r(t) dz

"

—2Re | F (¢u(@ + G)?) bl + G)*r(t)0r(t) da

——

has a modulus of order

' c(k)
: 1
<U2 (ln ;) ”r(t)H?fé(R) + ”r(t)HH;(R) p2kt2 (hl ;) ) -

Moreover, using the operator £ defined in (£I.10), we obtain using Lemmas [2.1] and 22] that the
expression ([L.213) is equal for some constant ¢ > 0

(4214) 2 (£ (0r(0) 00} +0 (o (1) ol )

if v > 0 is small enough.
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Furthermore, using Remark [£.4] and integration by parts, we can verify that
(4.2.15) <,c (em@)r(t)) ,em(t)(?tr(t)>
== (£ (D)), [po(t) + Crupc®e™2/50 | Sym (p,4(t, ) (@) )

(£ (e Or))  [e(t) — o] Sym (pen(t, ) (@)
—<L‘ (e”k(t)r(t)) , [pv(t) — pu(t)

o apc(t)e VO — Cy d(tpe eV Sym () <x>>
(£ (1) pa)Sym (2ot ) (@)
+0 (I (1) + ol )

2 onpa (o 1\
+0 (IOl o+ (1)

In conclusion, we obtain from the estimate (ZZ15) and Lemma 3 that the expression [ZI3)
has a modulus of order

2k+2 1 C(k) 2 1 ¢ 2
O (@l 2 (=] 402 (=) @Ol )

which implies the result of Lemma (|

In addition, it is possible to add functions of correction to L(t,r) and obtain a new Lyapunov
function having a derivative with a size smaller than |0;L(t,r)|, this approach was also used in the
paper [24] for study the collision between two kinks for the ¢% model. These functions of corrections
are the following localized momentum quantities

(4.2.16) Pi(t,r) = Im/Rxl(t,:E)r(t,x)Bwr(t,x) dx, Py(t,r) = Im/Rxg(t,:E)r(t,x)Bwr(t,x) dx.

However, before constructing the last Lyapunov function, we shall estimate the derivatives of
Py(t,r) and Py(t,7).

Lemma 4.11. Let j € {1,2}, the function P;(t,r) satisfies
(4.2.17)
0 [, ,
0P, (tr) =Re [ 2 [F' (0u(o+ (177G +po)P)| rt,)* o
R

+Re [ L[ (Gula o (177G +p)) e+ (107 (G 902 r0,) P
r OT

+Re/ 2 [FN (¢w($ + (—1)j+1(Ck +p<))2) ooz + (—1)j+1 (Cr +p€))2} T(t,x)2 do
R (9:1:

c(k)
1 1
0 ( (3) IOl + oy IO + ||r<t>||ip> .

Int
v

Proof of Lemma[{.11] It is enough to verify the statement of Lemma [.I1] for j = 1, the proof for
the case when j = 2 is completely analogous.
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First, from the definition of P;(t,r), we can verify using integration by parts that

2
9h(t,r) = 2Im/ X1 (t, x)0pr(t, £)Oyr(t, x) dz + O (M) )
ot R In

e [=

Furthermore, from Lemma and Remark 4] we have that

opr(t,x) =i0%r(t,x) — iwr(t, )

i [F (Gulw = Gt p)?) + F (Bl + (G +p0))?)] 7t o)
HiF (¢ — (G +Pe))?) Gul@ — (G + p))*r(t, x)
(4.2.18) +iF" (¢ + (G +pe))?) bu (@ + (G +pc))*r(t, @)
HiF (G — (G +p¢))?) bu(@ — (G + pc)) 27 (E, )eien(bao) =2in ()
+iF" (pu(@ + (G + p<))2) b (x4 (Ci + pe))2r(t, @) eion(tmmou)=2im ()

<2k+2 In - > 2<1n%) Ir <>||H1+||T(t)||§ﬂ>,

Consequently, using the definition of « in B.0.3T] and Remark B.2] we deduce

2Im/xl (t,z)0¢r(t, ©)0pr(t, ) da

=—2Re [ x1(t,2)02r(t, 2)0,r(t, z) dx

T

+2wRe [ x1(t, z)r(t, )07 (t, x) dx

T

—2Re | x1(t, z) {F, (¢w(x — (G +p<))2) +F (¢w(x + (Ck +p¢))2)} r(t, x)0yr(t, x) dz

—2Re xl(t,x)F” ((bw(:v — (¢ —i—pg))z) Ow(x — (e —i—pg))zr(t,x)amr(t, x)dx

—2Re [ xa(t,2)F" (gl + (G +c))?) Gu (@ + (G + o)) r(t, 2)0ur (1, 7) da

e
=
o

- —r—r— T

X1(t,2) P (@ = (G + o)) bul@ — (G +pe)*r(t, 2) 0 (t, @) da

—2Re [ xa(t,2)F" (@ + (G +pc))?) Gul@ + (G + po)?r(t,2)dpr(t, ) do

c(k)
1
+0 (m 1+ (1) e + ||T<t>||§,1> ,
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from which, using integration by parts and the estimates (23], we obtain that
2 Im/ X1 (ta l’)at’l"(t, x)amT(t, :L') dx
R

—Re [ 22 [F (ula+ G0 ) da

+Re / DE (Gula+ (Gt 2))?) Gl + (G + 0] It ) da

+Re / 82 [ (9l + (G + p0))?) bl + (G +20))?] (k) d

c(k)
1 1
e <+ (13) 1Ol + o IO + ||r<t>||§p> .

In conclusion, we have that [@II]) is true when v > 0 is small enough. O

Furthermore, using the decay estimates (3.0.23]), we can deduce from Lemma ETT] the following
proposition.

Corollary 4.12. Let j € {1,2}. The function P;(t,r) satisfies

o~
<
~—
[

(4.2.19) % [d(t)P;(
=i Re [ 2 [F (0ulo+ (177G +p)P)] ) o
R
F (fule+ (171G 4 20))?) bl + (<17 (G + p))?] It )] da

—[F (0@ 4+ (177G +PO))?) @+ (<17 (G +p0))? it 2)? da

c(k)
1 v 2 3
10 <u2k+3 (m ;) PO+ =5 IOl +o ||r<t>||H1> .
Next, we are going to consider the following Lyapunov Functional
(4.2.20) E(t,r) = L(t,r) — d(t) Py (t,r) + d(t) P (t, 1),

and demonstrate Theorem from the derivative of E(t,r) using Lemmas F7] 9] and Corollary
4,12

Proof of Theorem [{.3. Step 1.(Proof of the estimate of ||r(¢)|| 41 .)

XS

(1)

First, from Lemma T} we have that if [|u(t) — Py (t, z, 0k (t))|| < v?, t satisfies [t — To | < ~——,
and v > 0 is small enough, then there exist K > 1 and ¢ > 0 satisfying

IOl < & (103) 1u(t) = e ox )],

for some ¢ > 0, which is much smaller than v%. We also recall from Remark the following

- i =0 (ml)),

if v > 0 is small enough. Therefore, we deduce from Lemmas [T and Corollary that

: 2%+2 1\ “® v 2 3
(4.2.21) |E(t,r)| =0 <v ! (111 ;) [P @ e + = POl + ||T(t)||H1> :

Ini
v
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Next, using Lemma 7, we can find a constant C' > 0 not depending on v and k such that if
v > 0 is small enough, then

(4.2.22) Clr)|3 < E(t,r).

Consequently, using the quantity

c(k)+1
m(t) = max (n Ol 0+ (107 ) ,

we obtain for some positive constant Cy that if ||r(¢)[| g > v***! (In %)C(k)ﬂ and [|7(t)|| g <
then

ln—’

(4.2.23) E(t,7) gC’llnle(t)Q E(t,r) > —m(t)%

v

¢
2

Consequently, using Gronwall Lemma and the assumption (LOJ), we can verify while ||r()|| ;1 < v2
that

(4.2.24) Ol < m(®) < 6% (1 2)" exp (260 _
L. HL > =~ v p C 1n% 0,k 9

for any Ty j satisfying the assumptions of Theorem
Next, from the Mean Value Theorem, the definition of P in Theorem Bl we can verify the
existence of a ¢ > 0 such that if v > 0 is sufficiently small, then

1 C
||Pk<t,x7ak<t>>—Pk<t,:c7au<t>>||H1SK(ln—) Cmax [py(tr),
v/ je{¢vy,w}

for some constant K > 1. Consequently, using Lemma [Tl and EL2:24] we obtain estimate ({22
from Minkowski inequality.

Moreover, the partial differential equation (ILO]) is locally well-Posed in the space H*(R) for any
s > 0, and we are assuming u(Tp ) € H'(R) from the hypotheses of Theorem Consequently,

4

we deduce that 8Jr(t,x) € H'(R) if 0 < j <1 —1 for all t € R satisfying |t — Tp x| < % Since
u(To,x) has sufficient regularity, we might use the same techniques of this step to estimate the higher
Sobolev norms of r(t), and also the weighted norms for r(¢) in the next steps.
Step 2.(Estimate of ||r(t)|| ; for I > 1.)

First, using the partial differential equation [L2I8) and estimate (LTI, we can verify for any
m € N satisfying 0 < m <1 —1, that the function r,,(t, ) = 97'r (¢, z) satisfies the following partial
differential equation

O (t, ) =i027m (t, ) — iwry, (L, )

+ [iF (6u(@ = (G +D0))?) + F (%(i” + (G p)?)] (1,
+iF" (du(z = (G +¢))?) dul(@ — (G + pe))?rm(t, z)
(4225 +HiF" (du(@ + (G + pc))?) du (@ + (<k +¢))*rm(t, x)
FiF” (@ = (G P0))?) €@ = (G + p)) P fm)eotmm) 2000
FiF" (6 + (G +P0))?) (@ + (G + p0)) Tl @)t =200k

c c(k)
1 1
0 (nr(t)nHm 402 (10 2) IOl g + @I +02%42 (1] ) ,
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such that dy € N> is the degree of the polynomial F' and the expression inside O means a function
G(t,x) such that there exists a constant C' > 1 satisfying

1\ o
16 =€ |Ir@lln + 02 (102 ) B g + IO

4
Inl)3
for all |t — Tox| < (1n3) , see the notation section in the introduction.
Moreover, using integration by parts and estimate (3.0.58), we can verify the existence of constants
K, C > 1 and parameter a c(k) > 0 satisfying

9%k 1) " Cwv
[(rm (1), ¢r,p(t, £2))| < Ko™ | In > exp ln—llt —Toxl |,

wlie

nl
for any § € {(,v,v,w}, while |t — Ty x| < ( 5)
K > 1 satisfying

. So, Lemma .8 implies the existence of ¢ > 0 and

2¢(k)
1 2Cv
(4.2.26) Lty t) > c|lrm ()7 — Ko** (ln ;) exp <—1nl [t — T07k|) )

XIS

1
while |t — Tp x| < (i 3)

v

Furthermore, using the partial differential equation (£Z2%]), we can verify similarly to the Step
1 for constants K > 1, ¢ > 0 that the function E(t,r,,) satisfies

2c(k)

1 2C

(1.2.27) Bt + Ko (1) e (3500 Tosl) = el 0
. v

4228 B <K [ Il + Ol I+ 0% )] |

wWhs

1
if v > 0 is sufficiently small, ||7(¢)|| g <1 and |t — Tp | < (in )
From the estimates above and the hypothesis ([Z2Z1]), we can Verlfy inductively for any natural
number I; < that there exist numbers C, C(l1) > 1, ¢(l1) > 0 satisfying

(11)
1 2C
(4.2.29) I, < €=t (ng) e (1 Tol)

ol

1
for any [t —Tp x| < (1n ;) if v > 0 is small enough. Indeed, estimate (£Z29) was verified for i =1
in the first step.
Consequently, if (@229 is true for 1 < I; < m < [, then we can verify from the elementary
estimate

c(m)+1 2
v i1 20|t — T,
o) s (0 < £ (nrm(t)nm e () e (2T '))

v In
v v

and estimates (L.2.27), (L2.28) using Gronwall Lemma that there exist C' > 1, ¢(j) > 0 and Cq(m) >
1 depending on j such that

c(4)
—m 1 2Cwv
c|o7 ()] g < Cr(m)o® (111 5) exp <ln—1|t - To,k|) ;
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Wl

1
if v > 0 is sufficiently small and |t — Ty x| < (1n;) Therefore, since [|r(t)| ;41 is equivalent to

17m ()| g2 + [|7()|| gy » We conclude that there exists C2(m) > 1 depending only on m satisfying

2k—m 1 (0 2Cv
IrOlnes < Coome? = () exp (71~ Tow ).

Wl

1
for any |t — To x| < (i 3)* , if v > 0 is small enough, and so (ZZ29) is true for any natural number

Iy <1 when [@ZT)) is true.

Step 3.(Proof of the Weighted Estimates in H.) Let 7, (¢, z) := 9" [27r(t, )] for any j € N.
Furthermore, similarly to the proof of estimate ([LII2), using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem,

identity

(4.2.30) A (Pk(t, z,0,(t)) + e Or(t, 3:)) =0,

and the estimate || f||; < K| f|l;: in any function f € H'(R) for some K > 1, we can verify
from (LI and the estimate (@224) on ||r(t)|| 5. that r; satisfies for some constant ¢ > 0, and a
parameter ¢(k, j) > 0 the following partial differential estimate

6t7“j)0(t, JJ) :Z'(?Q%Tj@(t, JJ) — iWTj70(t, JJ) - j(] - 1)1'7']‘_270(15, JJ) + 2ji8mrj_1,o(t, JJ)

+i [F, (6@ — (G +pe)?) + F (¢l + (G +pg))2)} rio(t, )
+HiF (fo(z — (G +p0))?) dulx — (G + o)) *ry0(t, 2)
(12.31) FF (0@ + (G +20)?) bl + (G + ) Priolt )
+iF" (Gl — (G +90))?) (@ — (G + ) 210 (1, 2y (b0 =200
HiF (du (o + (G +p<>>2> Gu(@ + (G +po))rt,m) et 200

+ t
2k 10( 1
+0 (v (- n ) ol 1@ 0@l ) -

()

v

for all natural number j > 1 and all ¢ satisfying |t — To x| <
O means a function G(t, ) satisfying for a C' > 1

1 C(k?,_]) 9 1 c
(103) 40 (03] 1@l + 1Ol Ol |

. The expression associated to

Gt 2) g < C |0

Wl

In L
if [t —To x| < (n:) and v > 0 is small enough. Indeed, estimate (#Z31) is a elementary conse-
quence of the product of =7 with estimate (LZI8)

Moreover, from estimate (£.224]) and identities (@.12), @11, (13, (Z14), we can verify from

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

1 cotkd) Cwv
4.2.32 o(t t,+z))| < Kv®* (In - — [t—T,
(23 0000, ean(t )] < K0 () e ({5 - T,

for some positive constants C, K > 1, and a number ¢o(k,j) > 0 depending only on j and k.
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Next, considering the functions
(42.33)  L(t,r0) Z/R|aac7“j,0(ta$)|2+W|7“j,0(ta$)|2 dx
—/RF/ (6@ = CGu(®)?) Irjo(t, 2)* + F (¢u(z + G(t))?) [rs0(t, 2)* do
—Re /R F' (o — C)?) (@ — Cp) 22 B0 o (1 z)2e= 20 gy
~Re /R F" (fo(@+ G)%) (@ + G) e ot w)2e >0 dy
= [P 6ol = 02) 60l = 0P o) o
— [P (el GP) bl + Gyt ) do

and
(4.2.34)
Pi(t,rjo) = Im/RXl(t,x)rjyo(t,x)awrﬁo(t,;v) dz, Py(t,rjo) = Im/RXg(t,:E)rj70(t,x)8wrj70(t,;v) dz,
we can verify similarly to the proof of estimate (L2221 that the Lyapunov function
E(t,7j0) = L(t,r;0) — d(t)Pa(t,7j.0) + d(t)Py(t, 75,0)
satisfies

c(k,j)
. 1 v
(4235)  |B(tir,0)| =0 (W (m ;) 0 g + 2 50 ()30 + 0] s 1102

Ini
v

+3(G = Dm0l g 1m5—2.0O) | o + 7 (1750 || g ||rj_1,o(t)||H2>,

wlis

1
if [t = Tox| < (lng) ,0<j<land v >0 is small enough.
Moreover, using the estimates (£2Z32), we can verify similarly to the proof of Lemma ET from

Lemma [2.T2] that there exists K > 1 satisfying

" 2¢o(k,5) 20w )
(4.2.36) E(t,rjo) + Kv In - exp I [t —Toxl | > llrj0®)] 5 -

Furthermore, motivated by the estimates ([L235) and (LZ30]), we are going to verify in the
next step by induction on j for any j € N<;1, m € N¢j41-; satisfying that there exist numbers
C>1,Cijim > 1, cjpm > 0 satistying

Cj+m

: 1
(4.2.37) 75,0l g < Cjpmv?h=RatmI+1 <1n _>
v

t — T
exp (OL O’k|) ,

Ini

v

4
14
for all |t — Tox| < M, if v > 0 is sufficiently small.
Indeed if for a natural number jo < I the (@237 is true for any 0 < j < jo, then, using estimate

#E235) for j = jo + 1, we obtain that

Cjo+2
. v 2 o Vit — TO,k
Bt = O op s, 00 +0220 (1 2) e (2t o0l )

ln% lnv
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from which we would obtain using Gronwall Lemma similarly to the approach in Step 1 that there
exist K, C5 > 1 such that

, i 1 @o+2 1 o[t — T,
(4.2.38) H:EJ"Jrlr(t,:E)HHl = |rjo@)| g1 < Ko*=20=2 (ln ;) exp (C2%> )

v
%
while |t - TO k| < %
Step 4.(Proof of (L.Z3T).) The estimate (L.Z3T) for j = 0 was already proved in Step 2, so we can
assume that (£2.37) is true when 0 < j < jp < [ for some natural number jo > 0. Indeed if it is
true for any 0 < j <, there is nothing more to prove.
Moreover, from the last argument in Step 3, we verified that if (237 is true for all natural

1
number j satisfying 0 < j < jo, then @238) is true for all |t — Ty x| < u Therefore, there is
a maximum mg > 1 such that
(4.2.39)

i oy 1) @2t vlt — To i
o450, 0) g = s s10(0) o < K021 (10 1) e (el

v In =
v

4
is true while |t — Tp x| < (IHT%)B for all natural m satisfying 1 < m < mg. If mg > 1 — jo + 1, then
(COTI2) would be true for any 0 < j < jo + 1. Consequently, to prove (LOI2) for any j = jo + 1, it
is enough to verify that if (£239)) is true for any 0 < m < mg < I — jo+ 1, then it is true for mg + 1.
Next, we recall the function 7, (t,2) = 82" [#7r(t,z)] . Since F is a polynomial satisfying (HI)),
using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, (LI.1]), and the product rule of derivative, we can verify from
the derivative of (ZZZI8) on z that

(4.2.40)
atrjo-i-lﬂno (tv .’L‘) :iagrjo-‘rl,mo (tv :E) - z.(“)"ﬁjo-‘rl,mo (tv .’L‘)
_jO(jO =+ 1)Z.Tj0*11m0 (ta I) + 2(.]0 + 1)iaz7ﬁj0,m0 (ta I)

+i [F (@ = (G +9))?) + F (¢l + (G +p¢)) } Tjot+1,mo (t, )

HiF (¢ (@ — (Ge + PO))?) G — (G + 1)) 7ot 1m0 (£, 2)

" (G + (G +20))?) ol + (G ) it (£,2)

FIF (G = (G +20))?) G0 = (G +20)) T 1mo (1 ) 72) 20080
FiF (¢ (@ + (Ck +P))?) G (@ + (G + ¢)) Pt 1,mo (F, ) 27000 =207()

X
. 1 kJDmU)
oo (w2) w0 (1) rna®lgms

0] t i t i t
(om0l Dol + ool ).

[N

. . . . . Inl
where c(k, jo, mo) > 0 is a number depending on k, jo, mo, while |t —Tp x| < (ng) and v > 0
is small enough. The expression inside O in ([@23T]) means a function G(t,x) satisfying for some

constant C' > 1
1 c(k,jo,mo) ) 1\°
(ln;) + v (ln 5) [7j0+1,0 O] rmo +1

c t ot o0 +1.0(0)]| 5y
|:d1+d2—mof2l?§1<in(d17d2)21 ”T( )HHdl ”TJ)O( )||Hd2 * ||TJ0+LO( )HH 0:| ,

IG(t @)l <C |0
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4

3

while |t — Ty x| < u
Therefore, if (IIBQI) is true for m = myg, we deduce that there exists C' > 1 satisfying

1 c(k,jo,mo) 1 ¢
(111;) o (m;) 7502000 gmo

C t ;
R SO 140 Py o Y

. 1 Gio+21 t — T
p2k—2d0—1-mo <1n _) exp (02U| 0, kl)

v Ini
v

Gt 2)| g <C |0

+C

)

Consequently, similarly to the proof of estimates of (#23H), ([£230)), if 0 < m <1 — jo, we can
verify using estimates (£ZZ29), [@237),and the partial differential equation @240) that if & > ko
is large enough, then

: Coi 1 1 @o+>tt v|t — T;
(42.41) [B(t, 74y 1.m0)| = o( it () e (M e O

v
v

v 2 .
+1n—l ||Tj0+1>m0(t)||Hl +.70(.70 + 1) ||rjo—1>m0(t)||H1 ||rjo+1>m0(t)||Hl
v

(4242) +(]0 + 1) ||Tj0>m0 (t)||H2 ||Tj0+1,m0 (t)HHl )7

and

k,j0+1
4.2.43 E(t,r; Kot (m L o @t—T > |lrs 12
( 4 ) ( ’TJoJrl,mo) + Kv n v €Xp lnl | 0,k| = HTJOJero( )HHI )

=
Wl

for some number c(k, jo + 1) > 0, and all |t — Ty x| < (lnv) , if v > 0 is small enough.
Furthermore, from the estimates (£237) for j < jo, we deduce from ([L2Z37) that
(4.2.44)

| . : aivemot (1 DY o (0l = ol
B0t 1m0 = O (7 st mo Ol + 71 @] 022070 (10 2] e (o 0el ),
v

IH;

4
for some constant ¢;, m, while [t — Tp x| < ¥

In conclusion, using the assumption (LZT]), and estimates [@243), (£2Z44), we obtain using
Gronwall Lemma in the same way we used in Step 1 that there exist constants K,,, > 1, C3 >
1, ¢jo,mo > 0 satisfying

Cjg,mg+1 _
oz [T(t):zrj(’“]HHl < K v2k=2j0=mo=2 <1n%) o exp <027v|t1n ZOJC') ,

v

ol

()

for any natural number m < mo, if [t — To x| < " and v > 0 is small enough. The estimate
above implies that (£.2.37) is true for j = jo+1, so it is true for all j € N<; when v > 0 is sufficiently
small, which implies (ZZ3)) when j =1 and m = 1. O

5. ORBITAL STABILITY OF TWO SOLITARY WAVES
The main objective of this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 5.1. There exists C > 1 and § € (0,1) such that if 0 < vy < ¢, and {y > \1/6_1n—7 and
ri1 € HY(R) is an odd function satisfying ||rj1||;;n < vg, then the solution 1 (t,x) of the following
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Initial Value Problem

$(0,2) = e (€70 F gy (w — (o) — ™ F hus( + o)) + 71 (w)
satisfies

- v

(5.0.1) (t,z) = ¢ (TD+et=25) (eﬂﬂ“T’)m(:c — (1) — BT g (2 + C(t))) +r(t @),

such that

(5.0.2) 5(8)] + ¢(t) +vo| <C [e*\/aCo " ||Tj71||H1:| |
Il <C [llrgall g +e7 5],

for any t <0.

Remark 5.2. The proof of Theorem[51lis completely similar to the demonstration of the Theorem
1.3 from the paper [24]. More precisely, we will use the monotonicity of the energy, mass, and
momentum of the solution on the half-line as it was done in [24].

The Theorem B.1] will allow us to analyze the dynamics of the two colliding solitons when the
time t approaches —oo, and, consequently, we will be able to conclude the proof of Theorem [L.5

Lemma 5.3. Let
Gw () = ei“’tei¥¢w(:t).
For any function r € H*(R,C), we have that
Ql(d)w,:l:)

H (60) + (w+ )@ 0es) L0 0 Y o
UJ,:I: 4 2 2 w,ﬂ:v - .

Proof of Lemmal5i3. Tt is enough to prove Lemma for ¢, +, the proof for ¢, _ is analogous.
First, from the definition of ¢, 4, we have the following identity

— [ bus@i e — [ DG @) v [ G )70 d
(5.0.3) ® X ®

+Z /R ¢w,+(‘r)@ dz.

Moreover, using the dot product (LOIT), from the definitions of (Hamiltonian)), (Mass) and
(Momentuml), we can verify using integration by parts for any r € H*(R,C) that

(H' (90.1),7(@) ) = (~0200,4(2) = F (60 (0)*)6u1,7() )
(Q (9ut)7) =2 (9u(@)e ™5 1(x))
(M (fu,4),7) = (=206, (2)e" ) 4 vy, (2)e ) () )
Therefore, using

~, (%) + W (2) — F (90 (1)) (z) = 0,

and the identities above, we obtain the result of Lemma [5.3] (|
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Furthermore, before the start of the proof of Theorem 5.1l we also need to analyze the properties
of the following localized quantities:

+oo
(Half-Mass) W= WP,
0
00 2 2
(Half-Energy) HT(y) _/+ Wa@ _F (l(@)F) dx,
o 2 2
(Half-Momentum) M™ () =Im o V) de.
0

First, using the fact that we are considering odd solutions of the partial differential equation

(LOI), we can verify that H*(¢(t)) = $H(¢) and QT (¢(t)) = 3Q(1), therefore they are constant
functions on ¢. Moreover, the oddness of the function % also implies that M (¢(t)) is a non-

decreasing function on ¢t. Consequently, we have the following proposition:

Lemma 5.4. The functions M+, HY, Q7T satisfy for everyt € R :

QT (¥(t) =QT(¥(0)), HT((t)) = H((0)),
d

—M™*(y(t)) >0.

L0 (win) =

Proof. The conservation of Q% (¢(t)) and HT ((t)) was already explained in the last paragraph.
Next, using the time derivative of M T (s)(¢)), identity 1 (¢,0) = 0 and integration by parts, we deduce
that if () is an odd solution of (LO.) belonging to C(R, H?(R)), then

d

— M (¥(1))

2
dt

B) =

Therefore, % > 0 follows from the density of H2(R) in H!(R) and the local well-posedness
of the partial differential equation (LOI) in H:(R) for s > 1. O

The next important results we need to prove Theorem [B.1] are the estimates of the functions
M™, HT, QT around a small perturbation of two solitons separated with a large distance and each
one of them moving with low speed.

Next, to simplify our notation, we consider the following bilinear form

+oo
im0 = Re [ ST do
Lemma 5.5. Let

() =€ (€7 g — ¢) — €' pu(z +()) + ()
:Sym(¢w,o («I) + T(I),

such that r € H(R) is an odd function, and w > 0 satisfies

Q)

Qo) = Q* (1) = =
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Then, there exists 6 € (0,1) such that if 0 < v < § and ( > 671, then

(5.0.4)
(r, ¢W,0>L2(0,+oo) :O(<672\/5C + ||T||2L2)7
i) — / L /p®
(5:05)  HY () =H(¢w.o) + <H (¢“’”)’T>L2(0,+oo) T3 <D H(¢”’”)T’T>L2(o,+oo)

+0 (Il + ™= frll s + Ce™2V5¢)

(5:06) M) =2 [l6ulfe + (M (dur).7(@)) + MF () + 0 (7Y I g+ e72VEC)

L2(0,+00)

Proof. First, from the estimates

dl —\/Ww|T
we deduce that if z > 0, then
al
—_— = —Vw(
(5.0.8) ‘M oz + g)‘ 0 (e v ) .

Next, since r and 1 are odd functions, we can verify from the definition of (HalEMass) the
following identity

(5.0.9) QF () = Q¥ (Sym (910)) + 2 {SYm (Du0) 1) 0 ey + 5 1720

Moreover, using Lemma [ZT] and estimate (5.0.7), we have that

Q1 (Sym (¢u.o)) = Q(dw) + O (cefwc) .

Consequently, since we are assuming that Q(d.) = Q(u), the estimate (E0.4) proceeds from the
identity above with (G.09).

Next, from (B.0.8)), we can also verify from the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus that
2

+o0o ) d
(5.0.10) [ st + O + oo+ )| ds =050,

There, we can verify using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

—+o0 .
(.0-1) [ ot | = Ol )

for all [, and m in N>;. Consequently, using (5.0.I0) and (Z.0.I1)), we obtain the estimate (G.0.5)
from Taylor’s Expansion Theorem applied on H* (u) around 7.

Finally, the estimates (5.0.6) and (5.0.9) follow from the Taylor’s Expansion Theorem applied to
M™*(u) and H" (u) around ¢y, ,» and from we the estimates (5.0.11), (5.0.10), (5.0.8). O

From now on, we are going to start the proof of the main result of the section.
Proof of Theorem [5l. We can rewrite u(0, z) as
$(0,2) = e (6, (= Go) — ¢ F b (2 4+ G0) ) + (),

such that Q(¥(0)) = 2Q(¢.,), and r is an odd function in H'(R) satisfying ||7(| ;1 < 175,10 5 -
Furthermore, since the partial differential equation (LU is locally well-posed in H*(R), see
Chapter 3 of the book [35], we have that that there exists T < 0 such that

bit,w) = e (TH gy (2 - Go) — e F o (0 4+ G)) + (k).
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and [|r(t)|| ;1 < v?, if t € [T, 0]. Therefore, the following set

o 20()
B=4{t<0 inf H t—Sm(el('yfoT) - — )xH <v?
{ | y>%1n%,'y€R 1/)( ) Y d)w( y) ( ) H(R) 0
is not empty.
Furthermore, using the Implicit Function Theorem for Banach spaces, see Section 3.1 from [16], if
an interval (¢,0) C B, we can verify the existence of real functions of class C* ((t) > % In %, ~(t)

such that
vis,a) = e (6 (e = () = ¢ F oz +((s)) + (s, 2),
and r; is a odd function in H}(R) satisfying

(5.0.12) (0T @ ¢(5))bu (¥ C(s)).ma(s)) =0,
(5013) <i€i(7(s)¢¥)aw¢w (I + C(S))v L1 (S)> =0,
and

()l gy < € int

7 1
y2sng

; w0 ()
H-g (z(v(s)ﬂT) (- — )H :
v(0) - Sym (e 6= 9) |y
for all s € [t,0), where C > 1 is a constant.
From now on, we are going to prove that B = R.y. Moreover, we consider for any ¢ > 0 the
following function
v

M@0 = )0+ (w+ 2

QU _w

) 9 M+(¢)(_t)7

First, Lemma [5.4] implies that
M(P)(t) < M(¥)(0).

Furthermore, using Lemma [5.3] estimates (B.0.10), (5.0.11) and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we
can verify that

(5.0.14)
M@)(E) = M(du(@)) + (=21 (t,2) +wr1 = F' (dule = C()*) 1 (t,2)
—F" (¢u(z = (1)) du(z — (1)’ T O=F)r ([t 2)

_ vz

—F" (¢u(@ = C(1))?) dulx — C()e OO (1), 1 (2, $)>
+0 (Ira(®)1n (€™ 4 w0) + I (1) 30 + C(B)e 2O,

while ¢ is in B. Consequently, since r; satisfies the orthogonality conditions (B.0.12) and (G013,
and Lemma implies that

(ri(®), OO g, (@ — (1)) = O (max{lra (8)|Fn , () 2O} ),

we can deduce from Remark 213 of Lemma 2.T2] the existence of constants C, ¢ > 0 independent
of vy satisfying

L2(0,400)

M) (t) + CCt)e™ VD > M(¢y (@) + ¢ |ri(®) 3

while ¢ is in B. Therefore, since M(9)(t) < M(4)(0) and 1(0) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem
[E1 we obtain the following inequality

(5.0.15) C llrjals + Cem V5% 4 CemVoeW > fry ()3

for some constant C' > 0, while ¢ < 0 is an element of B.
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Moreover, using identity A(¢)) = 0 and Lemma T we can verify that

i+ 32 = (30—~ ) sym (0O} @

_vo()

Fild(t) + vo)Sym (ei@“) ) <<t>>) ()
—F' (¢u(z = C()* + dul(z + C(1)?) r1(t, )

—F" (¢u(z — (1)) pulz — (1)’ O (1 )
—F" (du(z — (1)) dul(z — C(t))e” Oy (1)
0 (7230 4+ |y (B (e 4 [ @3 )

Consequently, from the time derivative of the orthogonality conditions (.0.12) and (E0.I3), we
obtain the existence of a constant C' > 0 satisfying the following estimates

2
(5.0.16) i(t) —w+ 2| <C [l + 720
(5.0.17) 16(8) + ol <C [Irs(®)ll g + €20,

while t is in B.

In particular, from the definition of the set B, we have that if vy > 0 is sufficiently small, the
estimate (E0.I7) implies that ¢(t) > 309 > 0, while ¢ is in B. Therefore ((t) > ((0) for any t < 0 in
B, from which, using estimate (B.0.I5), we deduce that

(5.0.18) I (Ol <C llryal2 + Ce Vo <4,
8 1
t > —1n—.
€ >C0) 2 =i

Consequently, since ||r1(t)|| 41, ((t) are continuous functions on ¢, we can verify similarly as in
the Step 6 of the proof of Theorem 1.3 from [24] that B is equal to R« and that estimate (5018

is true for all ¢ < 0. The estimates (5.0.2) follows from (B0.16) and (3] using (GOIS). O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM

From now on, let u be the unique solution of (LOT) satisfying (LO9) for v; = 0. From Theorems
[[I0 B and Remark [LT0L we can verify for any [ € N that there exist k € N sufficiently large and
4 4

Ini)3 Ini)3
v > 0 small enough that there exists Ty, € R satisfying (r;gv) <Tor < (nlgv) and there exists

for some constant Cy > 1 independent of k£ such that

Ini
v

to satisfying |to| < Cy

||(1 + |2?)! [u(Tok + tok, ) — Pr(Tok, , Uk(TO,k))]HHm <vlO*
Consequently, Theorem implies that
(6.0.1) u(t + to, ) — Pi(t,z, o8 (t))|| g <v",
(6.0.2) Hxl [u(t + to, ) — Py(t,z, ak(t))]HHl <ok,

4
Ini

1)% 5
for any t satisfying —2% <t < (TU) The estimate (6.0.2) and Theorem Bl imply the
inequality (LOI2) for v;1 = 0 in Theorem Consequently, it remains to prove the estimates
(COI0) in Theorem [LH this will follow from estimate (G.O1]) and Theorem [B.1] from Section Bl
Moreover, for v; = 0, u(t) € H'(R) is an odd function because of the uniqueness result of
Theorem [[LI0, and Py (¢, x, 0% (t)) is also odd functions on x. Therefore, u(t + to, ) — Py (t, z, o (t))

is an odd function on z for any t € R.
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Consequently, using the information of the asymptotics of Py in Theorem Bl we can apply

Theorem [B1] for the initial data (0,2) = u(—to — ka\;%% ,x). From the local Well-Posedness of

(COI) in H', we have that ¢ (t,2) = u(t —to — ka\}%%,x). Therefore, Theorem [5.1] implies that

4
—(Ini)3
u(t,z) satisfies (LOI0) and (COII) for any ¢ < % when v > 0 is sufficiently small. In
conclusion, Theorem is true when v; = 0 and Remark implies that Theorem is true for
any v; € R.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.10]
Before we start the proof, we consider for any v, T > 0 the following norms
1z = supe™ £ @)z [ Fm . = supe™ [£(4.2) | mse -
: t>T : t>T
It is not difficult to verify that the set of complex functions f(¢,«) with domain [T, +00) X R having

bounded norm ||||L3 . is a Banach space L? 1 and the same happens for the norm ||||H$ ,, Which

forms a Banach Space H, ;.
Furthermore, Theorem [[L.T0 is a consequence of the following proposition.

Lemma A.1. There exist C > 1 and § > 0 such that if 0 < v < 0, T > 4\}%3 and f(t,x) is any
function odd on x satisfying
”f“H;Y@ < oo,
then there exists a unique function r(t,x) € Hilr,zs odd on x satisfying
(A.0.1) O + 0% —wr(t,x)+F (¢ (z — v1)* + b (z + vt)?) r(t, z)
+F" ((bw(;v — vt)2) O (z — Ut)ez(_%"’%)r(t, x)
_F" ((bw(a: + vt)z) ¢u(x + vt)ei( 7U22t*%)r(t)
+F" (¢u(z — v1)?) oz — Ut)e_i(_%"’%)r(t)
—F (@ + 01)?) o + vt)e (1) = e (1, 2)
Furthermore,
(A02) Il < IOl
raEe U 7, 35

and for any m € N, there is Cp, such that

(4.0.3) ™ (6)] Cm

da
< = max 2
7, 2E 02@m+D) 4, <m,dy+da=m+i+1

|roa+an?

dy
H ",

Lemma A.2. Let r be a solution in C([T,+oo], H') of (AQI), and let

Orty 1 (1) = (r(0). 6., (o — vt) 525

u(ta w2t
(). 6 (£ — o) 25,

w(Ez) 3¢

<
<

Orta i (t) = (r(t), (2 — vt)g, (£ — v) 5577,
<

r(t), 100 pw (X2 — vt) ei(wf%t» .
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n(l
There exist ¢ > 1,0 > 0 such that if 0 <v < §, T > 41\/5(;), then the following estimates are true
for any t € [T, +00]

dO?‘Zt,i(t) -0 ((1 +vt)ee2VE ()]0 + ||f(t)||L2) ,
dOr
t(;,ﬂ:(t) -0 ((1 - ot)eeVE () + ||f(t)||L2) ,
dOrtdgt,i(t) =F20rt1 +(t)+ 0O ((1 + vt)ce*Q\/a”'” 17 (8)]] g + ”f(t)”L?) ’
dOrZ;t,i(t) =Orty 4 (t) + O ((1 + vt)ce—wwv\tl ()] g1 + Hf(t)HL?) '

Proof of Lemma A2 Let pu. ¢, Puys Puwo and @, be the following functions

2

z(wt-l—@—%’) va _ w2t

) Sﬁw,'y(t, ZZ?) = Z(bw (ZE — ’Ut) e?ﬁ((,ut-l,-T_T)7

2

Puc(t,w) =8, (v —vt)e
Vuww(t, ) =i(x — vt)dy, (x — vt) ei(“’”%*%), Guw(t, ) = Oy (x — vt)ei(”H%fvTZt)

From the formula [A.0.1] and integration by parts, we deduce using Lemma Z.T] that

d . 8 i(w ﬂ7v2t gz _ vt
E <T(t)al¢w,j(tax)> = <T(t)7Sw (a_j|t_0¢w(' — ’Ut)e (wi+ 2 4 )) (I — vt)e ( 2 4 )>

+0 (14 0t) e |l @)l] 0 + 1 (D)2

for some constant ¢ > 1 and any j € {(,v,v,w}.
Consequently, using identities S,,(4.,) = 0, S,,(i¢,) = 0, Z0106) and ZOIT), we conclude all
the estimates above for each j € {¢,v,v,w}.
(|

Proof of Lemma[A 1l We will divide the proof of Theorem into two parts, first the existence
part and later the uniqueness part.

Step 1.(Ansatz for the solution w.) First, it is not difficult to verify that the right-hand side of the
equation ([(A.0.J]) comes from the linearized equation (LO]) for a solution u(¢) of the following form

v

(A.0.4) u(t, ) = ¢, (x — Ut)ei(wt-i-%—%) — oz + Ut)ei(w“'

—vz 2t .
> T 4 et 2),
such that Q(u) = 2Q(¢,,). We are going to apply a fixed-point method to prove the existence of a
unique r having ||r||;n < 1 for some large T > 0 and small § > 0 such that u(¢,z) in (A.0.4) is
T,8
the unique solution of (LO.I]).

Furthermore, since Q(u) = 2Q(¢.), we obtain from Lemma that if t > 0 is sufficiently large
and [|r(t)|| ;1 is small enough, then

(A05)  (e¥hr(tw), g — o) ) — 0 ([0 + ).

Step 2.(Lyapunov functior for energy Estimate.)
The energy estimate method used here is completely similar to the one used in the proof of Theorem



COLLISION OF TWO SOLITONS FOR 1d NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH THE SAME MASS$7

First, we consider the Hessian of the energy H of the two solitary waves
L) = [ artt o) +w (e o) ds
R

- /R F' (¢ (x — 0t)?) r(t,2)]> + F (¢u(x + vt)?) |r(t,2)]* da

_ Re/ F" (¢ (z — v1)?) du(z — vt)zei(”_%)r(t, x)? dx
R

- Re/ F’ (¢ (z + 1)) bz + vt)Qel(”__) (t,x)% dx
R
- /]R F’ (¢ (z — v1)?) du(z — vt)*|r(t, z)|* dz

- /]R ol (¢ (z + vt)2) bu(x + vt)?|r(t, 2)|? dr.

Moreover, using a smooth cut-off function x satisfying ([@2.6]), we consider the localized momentum
corrections

M (r,1) = va/Rx <$ +t”t> 6 2)0ur(t, @) da — va/R {1 —y (I;}:t)] (6, )0, (1, 7) de.

From now on, we consider the Lyapunov function E,(r,t) = L,(r,t)+M,(r,t) to estimate ||| ;1
T,8

for parameters ¢ € (0,1) and T > 1 to be chosen later.
First, using Lemma 212 and estimate (A.0.5]), we can verify the existence of positive constants

1
¢, C such that if v > 0 is small enough, ¢ > g w) S)”) then
(A.0.6) E,(r,t) > c|lr( ||H1 - Z Ort; ()2 + Ort; _ (1)

Step 3.(Derivative of E,(r,t).) Similarly to the proofs of Lemmas and EIT] but using ((t) =
vt, v(t) = 0 in the place of ((t) and ~(t), we can verify the existence of a constant C' > 1 satisfying

(4.0.7) B)] < © (31O + 1Ol 1Ol ).

if ||r(t)|| 2 < 1, and t is large enough, in this case the condition ¢ > 4\}%% is sufficient when v > 0
is small enough.
Step 4.(Estimate of the spectral projection of r(¢) in non-positive part of S,,.)
In this step, we focus on the estimate of the expressions Orty 4 (t), Orta +(t), Orts +(t) and Orty 4 (t)
defined in Lemma [A2] when ¢ is close to +oo.

If r € Hy 5, we can verify that

lim Ort; 4 (t) =0, for any j € {1,2,3,4}.
t—+4o00

Consequently, using Lemma[A.2land the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, we deduce the existence
of a constant C' > 1 satisfying

Oty () < 0| " A
0rt 01 < 0| T el

W W
T, Py T, Py

if je{1,2} and t > T.
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Therefore, using Lemma[A2lfor j € {3,4} and the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, we deduce
from the estimate above that

ef%ﬁvt ef%ﬁvt
Ort; +(t)] < C | o :
0rt 01 € | Il + Wl
ift>T.
Step 5.(Estimate of ||7|| ;1 .) First, from the estimate (A.0.6) of Step 2 and the estimates of
I

Step 4, we can verify using || f]| ;2 < 1 that if v > 0 is small enough and ||7|| ;1 <1 fora
T3 /5 3 /5

n(2)

sufficiently large T > 4W’ then there is a constant ¢ > 0 independent of v satisfying

yg VWU T’Z wv

1
(A.0.8) Il +eVE B (rt) > ce? VR ||r(t)| 3 , for all £ > T

v g VW

(L
Next, from the estimate (A.0.7) of Step 3, we deduce that if ||r|| ;1 , SlforaT =z 41\/0—55),
T,Z\/Ju
then, for the same constant C' > 1 in (A.0.7), the estimate
— 3wt

. e 2 2 3\/_11?

(A.0.9) |Eu(r,t)] < C (f Il +e” e, 1F Ol )
T,‘Z\/Zv T,‘Z\/Zv f

holds for all ¢ > T. Therefore, integrating estimate (A.0.9) from ¢ > T through +o00, we obtain the
existence of a constant C' > 1 satisfying

e

e—%\/z’ut ) 3\/2§vt
(A.0.10) 1Bo(r, )] < O ———Irllin |+ ———lr®)ll 1 (Ol 2 :
v T,‘Z\/Jv v T,%\/Zv T,%\/Uv

forall t > T.

Consequently, using estimates (A.0.8)), (A.0.10) and Young Inequality, we can deduce the existence
of a constant C,, > 1 satisfying

(A.0.11) 17| o

T,%\/wv

C.
< 2 Ufl

T, % Vwv

Step 6.(Existence of a solution r € Hy, 5.) The proof of existence of a solution r € Hy, 5 of (A.0.T)
is similar to the one in the demonstration of Lemma 3.1 of [10].
First, for some T,, > T, we consider a smooth cut-off function x( such that

o {8
0,ift>0
Let 7, be the solution of
(A.0.12)
10y + 021y — wrn+F ((bw (x —vt)® + ¢, (x + vt)z) Tn

2
; vet v
iy

)
z —ot)?) du(z — vt)e
)

U2 .
(¢ (@ 4 08)?) G + vt)e T T =, = "Wy (t — T),) f(t, ),

with initial condition 7, (7)) = 0. Since the partial differential equation above is locally Well-Posed
in H'(R), there is a unique solution 7,,. Moreover, since xo(t — T},) f(t,z) = 0 for any t > T),, we
have that r,(t) = 0 for all ¢t > T,, so ry, is in H;WE

v
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Next, we consider a sequence T;, converging to +o0o. Since f € H:1F svme » We have that
E

im [If = xo(t = Ta)fll =0.

n—+ T, 3\/4511

Consequently, from Step 5, r,, is a Cauchy-Sequence in H 3@ . This Cauchy-Sequence converges

to the solution 7 of (A.0.]), and this solution is unique because of the estimate (A.Q.IT)) from the
previous step.
Step 7.(Weighted estimates.) Furthermore, if for any [ € N

3wt

(A.0.13) ilgeT [Hxlf(t,x)HHl + H@if(t,x)HHJ < +o00,

the solution r,, of (A.0.12)) with initial condition r,(7},) = 0 shall be defined in C(([T, +oc), H(R))N
C(([T,+o0), ' H'(R)), because of the Local Well-Posedness of the 1d linear Schrédinger equation
in these weighted spaces, and since ¢,, € . (R) satisfies Remark [2.4

First, since f satisfies (AZ0.13)) and the estimate (AZ0.11)) implies that

w
|\7“n||H;WEU < 2 ||f||H;3\/Ev7

we can verify after we differentiate the partial differential equation (A-0.12) on x using (A.0.1]) the
existence of a constant Cy,, > 1 satisfying

C2w

11|22 :

0
[ anHH; v -

for any n € N.
Similarly, we can verify by induction for any [ € N the existence of a constant Cj11, > 1
satisfying

C'l—i-l w
(A.0.14) ||r"||H;+;¢m D20+ 1) ||f||Hl+1\/m )
2 -7

for any n € N. Moreover, we are going to verify for any natural number m > 0 that

OlJrl,m,w

m _—
(A015) ||I TnHH’l;r;\/:v < ,U2(2m+l+1) d1+d2:’rI7}Ll<el)i1,d1Sm ’
T

a+et)2 ]

for any n € N such that the constant Cj11 . > 1 does not depend on n. We already verified that
(A0.15)) is true when m = 0, so we assume that is true from m = 0 through m = m; > .0

Furthermore, the function 7, ., (¢, z) = z™r,(t,x) is a strong solution of the following partial
differential equation

10T n,m + 857“"1,” — wrn1m+F/ ((bw(:zs — vt)2 + o (x + vt)z) Tn.m
+r" ((bw r — vt

( )?) b (@ — vt)e! T

—F" (¢ (@ + v1)?) g (w + vt)e' "5~ F
(A.0.16) +F (¢ — v8)?) bz — vt)e 1T E)p,
F" (¢u( +0t)?) oz + vt)e T =,

=e “hyo(t — Tp)x™ f(t, )

—|—m(m — I)Tn,m72 - 2maz7ﬂn,m71;
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Consequently, from estimate (A.0.11)), we deduce after we differentiate (A.0.16) on x [ times the
existence of constants Cy, .1, Cw,m,1,0 > 1 satisfying

Cw,m,O
HTWJHH;‘\/“_W <=2 ||9Cf||Hl e + Il g2 2 |
T -4 1
Cw,m,O m
||7‘n,m||H;,va <=3 |l f||H;WEU + ||Tﬂ7m—2||H;’3\/4:v + ||7‘n,m—1||H; _
||8l OUJ ,m,1,0 al m al aH—l
prnmllp <= % B Al Ornmeall A+ 0 e
7. 3/ ’U T 3@ T 3@ . 3vV/@v
i B i T

+ ||Tn,’m||H’lT’3\/4;v ] )

for any n € N, € N>; and m € N>o.
Therefore, for any [ € N>, the second and third estimates above imply the existence of a constant
Cuw,my,11 > 1 satisfying

Cw m,
(A0.17)  framllgpe  <—2mbl
T,S\/‘L;U U

H 1+ 22 fHH”l +max(m — 2,0) [[7p,m—2l| g+
e g

T, —5—

+ ||7'n,m—1||H;+§\/m + ||Tn7m||H; s |’
’ 4 ’ 4
for any n € N.

Consequently, if (A.0.T5) is true form m = mq, then the estimate (A.0.17) implies that (A.0.15)
is true for m = my + 1, which finishes the proof by induction of the weighted norm of the remainder
Th.

Consequently, if (AL0.15)) is true form m = my, then the estimate of |7, 1|| (AZ0I7) imply that
(A0.15)) is true for m = my + 1, which finishes the proof by induction of the weighted norm of the
remainder r,,.

In conclusion, since r,, converge to r in Hilp sva. s We can verify from the estimates (A.0.17) and
v 4

Banach-Alaoglu Theorem that

C, 1 d1
e < ]
ke T”HIT,SVEU < 2@mtD dtdamm ti.ds <m ’( )T s H?
—a

O

Proof of Theorem [I.10. Step 1.(Exponential Decay of the remainder.) Let r(t) = e “'u + ¢, (x —

vz N ik ’U2
vt)et(5 — ¢ (z+0vt)e! 2" ~*T") Since u is a solution of the partial differential equation (LO.1),
we have that

(A0.18) By + 0%r — wr(t,x)+F (¢w(z — vt)* + G (z + vt)?) r(t, z)

(™)
<
€

S
+
<
+
9]
,“’\
N d
|
o
ﬁ\/
—~
~+
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such that
1(t) —F ((bw(:zs - vt)2 + dw(x + vt)2) [gbw(x - vt)ei% — ¢z + vt)e_i%]
i (¢w(x — vt)z) u(r — vt)ei% + F ((bw(;v + vt)2) du(r + vt)e_i%,
and the function N(r)(t,z) is bounded in H'(R) satisfying for some constant C any t > 1
V@Ol < € [Ir Ol e i) + (0 ]

this follows from the fact that H!(R) is an algebra and from the Lemma ] with Remark 24
Furthermore, for any two functions r1, o € C ([T, +00), H'(R)) , we can verify from the partial
differential equations (ILO.I) and (A.0.18)) that

(A019) [N()E) = NE2) Ol < Cllra(t) = ra(®) L%} Irs I+ ma s (0

+e2VEUH(L + |t]v)

3

for any ¢t > 1, the number ¢ € N>, is the degree of the polynomial F.
Consequently, since Lemma [2.1] and Remark 24] imply the existence of a constant C' > 1 such
that

1)l < Ce2V5,
for any ¢ > 1, we deduce using Young Inequality that r is a solution of a partial differential equation
(AZ0.1) such that
2 —2+y/wv
1@l < C IOl + 672
i (1)
Vv
Moreover, since F' is a real polynomial satisfying (HI)) and ¢,, satisfies Remark (L)), we deduce
using Lemma [Z.1] the following estimate
(A.0.20) (142221t
for any m, n € N, if t > 1.
Furthermore, since H™(R) is an algebra for any n > 1 and
£ 9l < Collf 1l g gl g

for any f, g € H*(R) for a constant C,, > 1, we can verify from Lemma 21| the definition of N,
and the fact that F is a real polynomial satisfying (HI) the following estimate
(A.0.21)

(1 + 2?)

for some constant C' > 1 when v > 0 is sufficiently small and ¢ >

M pn < O (14 [t]o)™ e72V&112,

ENE) g < Con [+ 23 F(0)] 0 €2V tf0) 4+ [[(1+22) 200 g IO ]

if ||[7(t)|| g» < 1 and t > 1 is sufficiently large, for some constant Cy, , > 1 depending only on m,n.

Consequently, using Lemma [A.J] and estimates (A.0.20), (A.0.21)), we conclude that there exists
Cm,n > 1 satisfying

41 C Va|T|v
A.0.22 H1 2% tH _Tman =5 YEER () ym <,
( ) dpa, A (1 + |=|7) = r(t) i S 22@m+n) ¢ (1+0T)" <
T,‘T
for any T' > Amin)iny when v > 0 is small enough.

Vwv
Next, using estimate (A.0.2)) of Lemma[AJ]and (A.0.19), we can verify using the Picard iteration

. . . s _ 3y/wv
method that there exists a unique solution uo(t) of (L)) satisfying (LOI3) when ¢ = =3, and
from the estimate (AZ0.22)) we obtain (L0.14).

Step 2.(Uniqueness of the two solitary waves solution.)
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It remains to prove that if a solution u satisfies (LOI3) for some ¢; > 0, then it satisfies (O3] for

> %. We assume that there exists solution ug of (LOJ) satisfying (LOIJ) for 0 < ¢ < %.
Let u be the solution of (LOI) satisfying (LOUI3) constructed in Step 1. Obviously, ug satisfies

(COI3) for any ¢ < 3\2&’, because ug € Hzlr sva, fora T > 1 large enough.
T

From now on, we consider the following partial differential equation satisfied by 74(t) == e~ (u(t) — ug(t))
when ¢ > 0 is sufficiently large.

i0rqg + 0%rq — wrd—|—F/ ((bw (x — vt)? + ¢y, (z + vt)z) rd

+F (6w (@ = vt)%) Guo(z — vt)ei(*%Jr%)_d
" e

-F ((b""(x + Ut)z) ¢w($ + ’Ut)el( 3 _T)W

+F (dule = vt)?) du (o - vt)e*i(*%Jr%)rd

” 2t v
—F (¢u(z 4+ vt)?) oz + vt)e T = Fry = N(u) — N(u).
The next steps are completely similar to the argument in the proof of Lemma [A.0.]] for f =
N(u) — N(ug) but now considering the space Hr,, for a T > 1 sufficiently large.
Since f = f = N(u) — N(up), we deduce from (A.0.19) and triangle inequality that

(4.0.23) 1Ol < C [Ira®le + Wra®lls @l + e B ra@lln ]

if v > 0 is small enough, ¢ > 1 is sufficiently large, and r(t¢) is the remainder denoted in Step 1. From
this, Lemma [A.2] and estimate (A.0.6]), we can verify from the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus
the existence of constants k& > 0 satisfying for any T' > 1 large enough the following inequality

(A.0.24) Ey(ra,t) >k ||rd||§,;yc e 2T,
Next, using estimates (A0.7), (A.0.23), (A.0.24), and the fact that |7 4 , < oo, we can
7,3 Vov

verify from the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and Minkowski inequality the existence of con-
stants £ > 0, K > 1 depending on ¢ and v satisfying the following inequality

—4C -3 wvil —zc
(A.0.25) Fllra(®)llzs, e < K |ra(®)l|gy, e 2V,
for all T' > 1 sufficiently large. Consequently,
Irally =0,

when T" > 1 is large enough, since ¢, v > 0.
Therefore, ||74(t)|| ;1 = 0, when ¢ > 1 is large enough. In conclusion, the uniqueness of (LU.I)) in

Hl s v implies that u(t) = ug(t), which finishes the proof of Theorem [[L.T0
)1

O
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