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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 Schrödinger 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 vf = v+O(vk) after the collision and the remainder of the solution
will also have energy and weighted norms of order O(vk). This is applied to the one-dimensional
Nonlinear Schrödinger 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 Schrödinger model

(1.0.1) Λ(u)(t) := iut + uxx + F
′
(|u|2)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 (1.0.1) corresponds to the one-dimensional cubic Schrödinger equation,
which is given by

(Cubic NLS) iut + uxx + 2|u|2u = 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

• uµ(t, x) = µu(µ2t, µx) (dilation),
• τζu(t, x) = u(t, x− ζ) (space translation),
• ιδu(t, x) = u(t+ δ, x) (time translation),
• σθu(t, x) = eiθu(t, x) (phase shift),

• Θvu(t, x) = u(t, x− vt)ei(
vx
2 − vt2

4 ) (Galilean Transformation).

Moreover, It is standard to verify that any strong solution of (1.0.1) 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 Schrödinger model satisfy infinite conserved quantities. However, since many models of the
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form (1.0.1) are not integrable, we will only use the following conserved quantities

H(u) =

∫

R

|ux|2
2

− F (|u|2)

2
, dx,(Hamiltonian)

Q(u) =

∫

R

|u|2 dx,(Mass)

M(u) = Im

∫

R

ūux dx.(Momentum)

In addition, the partial differential equation (1.0.1) 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) iut + uxx + a|u|2u+ b|u|4u = 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 (1.0.2) for all time t. The model (1.0.2) has
many physical applications, see [12], [4], [13], [14], [34] and [11] for example.

Moreover, the partial differential equation (1.0.1) also includes the one-dimensional Schrödinger
with triple power nonlinearity such as the following partial differential equation

(1.0.3) iut + uxx + a|u|2nu+ b|u|2mu+ c|u|2lu = 0,

for real parameters a, b, c. The study of the dynamics of soliton and multi-solitons for the model
(1.0.3) is of great interest to Optical Physics, see for example [1], [38]. Concerning one-dimensional
Schrödinger with four-power nonlinearity, see also the article [33] of the field of Optical physics.

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

Theorem 1.1. Let ω > 0, if

Tω(y) := −ωy
2

2
+
F (|y|2)

2
satisfies for some y0 > 0

(H2) T (y0) = 0,

(H3) T
′
(y0) > 0 and T (y) > 0 for all y > y0,

then the ordinary differential equation

(1.0.4)

{

−φ′′
ω = T

′
ω(φω) = −ωφω + F

′
(φ2
ω)φω ,

φω(0) = y0

has a unique positive solution φω ∈ H1(R).

Remark 1.2. Indeed, φω shall be an even function and under the assumption that F satisfies (H1),
we can verify that there is a real number a+∞ > 0 satisfying

lim
x→±∞

φω(x)e±√
ωx = a+∞.

Remark 1.3. Furthermore, from the article [2], φω shall satisfy for all x ≥ 0

(1.0.5) φ
′
ω(x) = −

√

ωφω(x)2 − F (φ2
ω).

Consequently, using the change of variables y(x) = e−√
ωx and considering Gω(y) := e

√
ωxφω(x), the

ordinary differential equation (1.0.5) can be rewritten for x > 1 as

(1.0.6)











d
dy

Gω(y) = 1
y

(

[

Gω(y)2 − F(Gω(y)2y2)
y2ω

]
1
2

− Gω(y)

)

,

Gω(0) = a+∞.
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Consequently, since F satisfies (H1), the function

H(z, y) =
1

y





[

z2 − F
(

z2y2
)

y2ω

]
1
2

− z





has an analytic extension over some set of the form {(z, y) ∈ C
2| |z− a+∞| + |y| < δ}, we can verify

using Piccard-Lindelöf Theorem that there exists a unique holomorphic function Gω(y) satisfying

(1.0.6) over a set {|y| ≤ δ}. This implies for a δω > 0 depending on ω and F the existence of a real

analytic function P satisfying P(0) = 0, P ′
(0) 6= 0 and

(1.0.7) φω(x) = P
(

e−√
ω|x|
)

, if |x| ≥ δδω
.

Moreover, since φω also satisfies (1.0.4), 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 (1.0.1) such that
there exists ω > 0 satisfying Theorem 1.1. As a consequence, if ω > 0 satisfies all the hypotheses in
the statement of Theorem 1.1, then the following function

(Standing wave) u(t, x) = eiωtφω(t)

is a strong solution of the partial differential equation (1.0.1) in the space C(R, H1(R,C)). Moreover,
under the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1, we can obtain using the Galilean transformation in the solution
(Standing wave) the following set of solutions

u(t, x) = φω(x− vt− y)ei(ωt+γ)e
i
(

vx
2 − v2t

4

)

,

for any v, y, γ ∈ R, which are denominated by solitary waves.
The stability theory of the solitons for Nonlinear Schrödinger 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 Schrödinger models. See
for example [5], [3], [17], [15], [22], [21] and [31].

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

Lemma 1.4. If the function φω(x) satisfies

(H4)
d

dω

∫

R

|φω(x)|2 > 0,

for some ω = ω1, then the soliton φω(x) is orbital stable in the space H1(R). Otherwise, if

(1.0.8)
d

dω

∫

R

|φω(x)|2 < 0,

then the soliton φω is unstable.

Furthermore, in the article [28], using Lemma 1.4, Ohta studied the stability and instability
of one-dimensional Nonlinear Schrödinger models with double-power nonlinearity such as the one-
dimensional cubic-quintic Schrödinger equation given in (1.0.2).

We can now state our main theorems.

Theorem 1.5. Let F be any real polynomial and ω > 0 both satisfying hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3), (H4).
There exists constants C > 0, M > 1 and, for any k ∈ N, there is δk ∈ (0, 1) such that for any

v1 ∈ R if 0 < v < δk, and u is the unique solution of (1.0.1) satisfying

lim
t→+∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

e−iωtu(t, x) − φω(x− (v + v1)t)e
i

(

(v+v1)x

2 − (v+v1)2t

4

)

+ φω(x+ (v − v1)t)e
i
(

− (v−v1)x

2

)

− (v−v1)2t

4

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

H1

ect

(1.0.9)

= 0,
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for a c > 0, then there are functions γ, ζ of class C1 satisfying for all t <
−2Ck| ln v|

v
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

e−iγ(t)u(t) −
[

φω(x− ζ(t) − v1t)e
i

(

− (v−v1)x

2 − v2
1

t

4

)

− φω(x+ ζ(t) − v1t)e
i

(

(v+v1)x

2 − v2
1

t

4

)

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

<vk,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂x

[

e−i v1x

2 u(t) −
(

φω(x− ζ(t) − v1t)e
i

(

γ(t)− vx
2 − v2

1
t

4

)

− φω(x+ ζ(t) − v1t)e
i

(

γ(t)+ vx
2 − v2

1
t

4

)

)]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

<vk,

(1.0.10)

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

γ̇(t) − ω +
v2

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ |ζ̇(t) + v| < vk,(1.0.11)

for all t ≤ −| ln v|
4
3

v
.

Moreover, for any l ∈ N, there exists 0 < δk,l < δk such that if 0 < v < δk,l, then

(1.0.12)
∥

∥

∥

∥

(1 + |x|l)
[

e−iγ+
v1t2

4 u(t) − φω(x− ζ(t) − v1(t))e
i
(−(v+v1)x

2

)

+ φω(x+ ζ(t) − v1t)e
i
(

(v+v1)x

2

)

]∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

< vk

for any
−2| ln v|

4
3

v
≤ t ≤ −| ln v|

4
3

v
.

Remark 1.6. From Theorems 4.5, 3.1 and Lemma 3.0.14, we have that ζ(t) = −vt+cω ln 1
v

+O(v2)

as t approach −∞ for some real constant cω. The shift cω ln 1
v

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 ζ, γ, ω 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 (1.0.1) in the case where F is

C2 and F
′′
(0) 6= 0.

Remark 1.8. From the estimates (1.0.12) considered in Theorem 1.5, 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 (1.0.1).

Remark 1.9. Moreover, because of the Galilean Transformation invariance, it is enough to prove

the Theorem 1.5 when v1 = 0.

Theorem 1.10. There δ0 > 0 such that if 0 < v < δ0, then the solution of (1.0.1) satisfying for

T > 1, c > 0 and any t ≥ T

(1.0.13)
∥

∥

∥u(t, x) − φω(x− vt)ei(ωt+
vx
2 − v2t

4 ) + φω(x+ vt)ei(ωt+
−vx

2 − v2t
4 )
∥

∥

∥

H1
= O(e−c|t|),

is unique. Furthermore, there is δl,m > 0 such that if 0 < v < δl,m, then the solution u satisfies for

any m, l ∈ N and t ≥ 10(l+m+ 1)T, then

(1.0.14)
∥

∥

∥(1 + x2)
l
2

[

u(t, x) − φω(x− vt)ei(ωt+
vx
2 − v2t

4 ) + φω(x + vt)ei(ωt+
−vx

2 − v2t
4 )
]∥

∥

∥

Hm
= O

(

e−c|t|
)

.

Remark 1.11. From the proof of Theorem 1.10, we obtain c = 3
√
ωv

4 and T =
4 ln ( 1

v )√
ωv

.

Remark 1.12. It is expected that we can repeat the argument used in the proof of Theorem 1.10

to verify the uniqueness of multi-solitons for (1.0.1) when the norm remainder has exponential

decay. The existence of multi-solitons for one-dimensional Nonlinear Schrödinger models was already
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verified in [18] by Martel and Merle. However, the parameters c, T obtained in the article [18]
satisfying 1.0.13 are not good for our analysis of the long-time behavior of the collision of the two

solitons. Therefore, we consider Theorem 1.10 for the collision of two solitons. Therefore, we

consider Theorem 1.10 for our article.

The Theorem 1.5 describes globally the collision between two stable solitons with the same
mass and opposite phases for any model of the form (1.0.1) such as the cubic (Cubic NLS), the
cubic-quintic (1.0.2) which is non-integrable and also one-dimensional models with multi power
nonlinearity such as the (1.0.3). Moreover, the estimates (1.0.10) and (1.0.11) 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(vk). This conclusion is quite surprising since this is not much expected for non-integrable
models of the form (1.0.10).

Concerning the study of the interaction between solitons for Nonlinear Schrödinger 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 Schrödinger models having high speed,
see the article [32] by Salem, Fröhlich, and Sigal.

In this paper, using the methods from [23], [24], we are going to analyze the collision of two
identical stable solitons of (1.0.1) 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 Schrödinger models. In the articles [19] 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 H1 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], Muñoz studied the collision between two
solitons of different sizes for gKdV 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 φ6 model. Moreover, the main result of
the paper [24] is similar to Theorem 1.5, the collision preserves the two solitons’ structure and the
energy norm of the defect can be of order O(vk) 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 ζ, v, γ : R → R we denote

f(v, ζ, γ)

by the following function

e
iv(t)(x− ζ(t)

2
)

2 +iγ(t)+ωtf(x− ζ(t)),

for all (t, x) ∈ R2.
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We also consider the following

(1.0.15) Sym(f)(x) := f(x) − f(−x),

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(·)] (x) = f(x)g(x) − f(−x)g(−x).

In particular, we are going to use the notation (1.0.16) to describe many expressions in Section 3.

Next, for any ζ ∈ R, we consider the following notation for space translation:

τζf(x) := f(x− ζ).

In this paper, we will only consider the following dot product restricted to the space L2 (R,C)

(1.0.17) 〈f, g〉 := Re

∫

R

f(x)ḡ(x) dx.

Furthermore, in this manuscript, all the expressions with
∑

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(t)| ≤ Cg(t), for all t ∈ D.

In all this manuscript, for any real function f(t) > 0, the partial differential inequality

i∂tr(t, x) + ∂2
xr(t, x) = F (t, x) +O (f(t)) ,

means for some C > 1 that r is a strong solution of a partial differential equation

i∂tr(t, x) + ∂2
xr(t, x) = F (t, x) +G(t, x),

such that ‖G(t)‖H1 < Cf(t) for all t ∈ 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 ḟ(t, r) to be

∂f(t, r)

∂t
,

when the partial derivative above is well-defined on t.

1.1. Resume of the proof. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is 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 3.

First, in Section 3, we focus on constructing a sequence of approximate solutions (ϕk)k∈N of
(1.0.1) satisfying for any s ≥ 0

(1.1.1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
Λ(ϕk)(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

≤ C(s, l)v2k+2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c(k)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for some tk ∈ R, and for v > 0 small enough. The functions ϕk are of following form:

ϕk(t, x) =
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkφω(x− ζk) − e−i vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkφω(−x− ζk)

]

(1.1.2)

+
∑

j∈Ik

gj(t)
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkpj,ω(x− ζk) − e−i vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkpj,ω(−x− ζk)

]

,

such that ζk(t) > 1
2

√
ω

ln
(

1

vω
1
4

)

, see Remark 3.3, and all the functions gj , pj,ω are in S (R,C)

having exponential decay. However, since the general formula of ϕk is slightly complicated, we shall
explain briefly the method to obtain each function ϕk.

From the fact that the soliton eiωtφω(x) is a solution of (1.0.1), we consider our initial approximate
solution satisfying (1.1.1) to be

ϕ0(t, x) = eiωte
iḋ(t)

2

(

x− d(t)
2

)

φω(x− d(t)) − eiωte
− iḋ(t)

2

(

x+
d(t)

2

)

φω(x+ d(t)),
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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 ϕ0 satisfies (1.1.1) and

(1.1.3)

〈

Λ(ϕ0(t, x)), ieiωte
iḋ(t)

2

(

±x− d(t)
2

)

φω(x∓ d(t))

〉

= O
(

v4
)

,

when v > 0 is small enough. The estimate (1.1.3) happens when d(t) satisfies the following ordinary
differential equation

{

d̈(t) = Ce−2
√
ωd(t),

limt→+∞ |d(t) − vt− cω ln v| = 0, limt→+∞
∣

∣ḋ(t) − v
∣

∣ = 0,

see Lemma 3.0.15. From this choice of d(t), we deduce that

(1.1.4)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
Λ(ϕ0)(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

H1

= O(v2+l).

The ordinary differential equation above was also studied in [23] to describe the collision between
two kinks for the φ6 model in [24].

Furthermore, using estimate (1.1.3), we can find a better approximate solution ϕ1 of (1.0.1).
But, since the construction of ϕ1 from ϕ0 is similar to the process to obtain ϕk+1 from ϕk for any
k ∈ N, we shall explain the construction of ϕk for general k ∈ N.

Using the exponential decay of the functions gj , pj and that ζk > 1 is very large, we find a finite
set of complex Schwartz functions rj , ρj such that

Λ(ϕk)(t, x) =
∑

rj(t)Sym

[

ρj(· − ζk(t))e
i

vk(t)

2

(

·− ζk(t)

2

)

eiγk(t)

]

(x) +O(v2k+4).

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

Sω(ρ) := −ρ′′
+ ωρ− F

′
(φ2
ω)ρ− F

′′
(φ2
ω)φ2

ω [ρ+ ρ̄] ,

which is invertible in the orthogonal complement of Span{φ′
ω , iφω, ∂ωφω, ixφω}, see Lemmas 4.7 and

2.15. The operator Sω comes from the linear part of equation (1.0.1) when u(t) = [φω(x) + ρ(t, x)] eiωt.
Next, using ordinary differential equation methods, we can replace the smooth parameters ζk, vk, γk

with ζk+1, vk+1, γk+1 such that the new function ϕk,0 obtained satisfies for some c > 0
(1.1.5)

Λ(ϕk,0)(t, x) =
∑

rj(t)Sym

[

Π⊥ (ρj) (· − ζk+1(t))e
i

vk+1(t)

2

(

·− ζk+1(t)

2

)

eiγk+1(t)

]

(x)+O

(

v2k+4

(

ln
1

v

)c)

,

where Π⊥ is the orthogonal projection operator in the orthogonal complement of the subspace
Span{φ′

ω, iφω, ∂ωφω , ixφω} in L2(R). More precisely, using the invertible property of Sω, we can
consider the following function of correction

Corr(t, x) =
∑

rj(t)Sym

[

S−1
ω

(

Π⊥ (ρj)
)

(· − ζk+1(t))e
i

vk+1(t)

2

(

·− ζk+1(t)

2

)

eiγk+1(t)

]

(x)

+
∑

ṙj(t)Sym

[

S−1
ω

(

iΠ⊥ (ρj)
)

(· − ζk+1(t))e
i

vk+1(t)

2

(

·− ζk+1(t)

2

)

eiγk+1(t)

]

(x)

for the removal of the main estimate in (1.1.5), the function Corr is well define because of Lemma
2.15 from Section 2. Therefore, we conclude that the approximate solution ϕk+1(t, x) = ϕk,0(t, x) +
Corr(t, x) satisfies

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
Λ(ϕk+1)(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

≤ C1(s, l)v2k+4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c(k+1)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for any l ∈ N if v > 0 is small enough.
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In Section 4, we study the long-time stability of the approximate solutions ϕk 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 4. See also Section 2 for background information
about the techniques used in this manuscript.

In Section 5, we study the orbital stability of two opposite solitary waves with the distance
between their centers sufficiently large. The results in (5) will allow us to prove the estimate

(1.0.10) for all t ≤ −| ln v|
4
3

v
when v > 0 is small enough.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is written in Section 6. The proof of Theorem 1.10 is written in the
Appendix Section, and it is completely similar to the approach in the article [10] 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 x2, x1, such that ζ = x2 − x1 > 0 and α, β, m > 0 with α 6= β

the following bound holds:
∫

R

|x− x1|me−α(x−x1)+e−β(x2−x)+ .α,β,m max
(

(1 + ζm) e−αζ, e−βζ) ,

For any α > 0, the following bound holds
∫

R

|x− x1|me−α(x−x1)+e−α(x2−x)+ .α
[

1 + ζm+1
]

e−αζ .

Proof. Elementary computations. �

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

Lemma 2.2. Let F be a smooth function satisfying (H1), if c > 0 and u, v are real numbers

satisfying |u| + |v| ≤ c, then for any k ∈ N

∣

∣

∣
F

′
(u+ v) − F

′
(v) − F

′
(u)
∣

∣

∣
.c|uv|,(2.0.1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F (k)(u + v) −
l
∑

m=1

F (k+l)(u)vm

m!

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.c|vl+1|.(2.0.2)

Proof. The inequality (2.0.2) is a direct consequence of Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, so we only
need to verify the first inequality.

From the hypothesis (H1), 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

0

[

F
′′
(u+ θv) − F

′′
(θv)

]

v dθ

=

[∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

F (3)(αu+ θv) dθ dα

]

uv

.c|uv|,

and the last inequality above follows from F (3) being a bounded function in any bounded interval
[−c, c]. �

Based on the approach at [23], we consider the following space:
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Definition 2.3. Let δω > 0 be the value defined in Remark (1.2) satisfying (1.0.7). S+, S− are

linear sub-spaces of L∞(R) such that f ∈ S+, g ∈ S− if f, g ∈ C∞(R) and

f(x) =

+∞
∑

j=0

aje
(2j+1)x, for all x ≤ −δω, f(x) =

+∞
∑

j=0

bje
−(2j+1)x, for all x ≥ δω,

g(x) =

+∞
∑

j=0

cje
2jx, for all x ≤ −δω, g(x) =

+∞
∑

j=0

qje
−2jx, for all x ≥ δω,

and the functions

A(z) =

+∞
∑

j=0

ajz
(2j+1), B(z) =

+∞
∑

j=0

bjz
(2j+1), C(z) =

+∞
∑

j=1

cjz
2j , Q(z) =

+∞
∑

j=1

qjz
2j

are analytic on the open unitary disk D ⊂ C.

Remark 2.4. If φω satisfies Theorem 1.1, it is not difficult to verify using Remark 1.2 that the

function φω(x) := φω( x√
ω

) is an element of S+, therefore it satisfies

∣

∣

∣

∣

dlφω(x)

dxl

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O
(

e−√
ω|x|
)

,

for any l ∈ N.

Definition 2.5. For any n ∈ N ∪ {0}, the linear spaces S+,n = {xnf(x)| f(x) ∈ S+ ∩ S (R)} and

S−,n = {xnf(x)| f(x) ∈ S− ∩ S (R)}, and for any m ∈ N ∪ {0}, we define

S+
m =

m
⊕

n=0

S+,n, S−
m =

m
⊕

n=0

S−,n, S+
∞ =

+∞
⊕

n=0

S+,n, S−
∞ =

+∞
⊕

n=0

S−,n.

Remark 2.6. The spaces S+ are going to be used to construct approximate solutions of (1.0.1) that

behave like the function u satisfying the conclusion of Theorem 1.5.

Moreover, from the Definitions 2.3 and 2.5, we can verify the following elementary propositions.

Lemma 2.7. For any l ∈ N, if f ∈ S+ ∪ S+
∞ and g ∈ S− ∪ S−

∞, then

dlf(x)

dxl
∈ S+

∞,
dlg(x)

dxl
∈ S−

∞,

for any natural number l ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.8. For any l ∈ N, if f1, f2, f3 ∈ S+
∞ and g1, g2 ∈ S−

∞, then

f1(x)f2(x)f3(x) ∈ S+
∞, g1(x)g2(x) ∈ S−

∞.

In particular, if f ∈ S+
∞, then for any natural number l ≥ 1

f(x)2l−1 ∈ S+
∞, f(x)2l ∈ S−

∞.

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

Lemma 2.9. If f ∈ S+, g ∈ S− and l,m ∈ N, then there exist a unique sequence of pairs (hn, dn)n≥1

and a set ∆ ⊂ N such that (dn)n≥1 ⊂ N is a strictly increasing sequence, for all n ∈ ∆, hn(−x) is

in S+ ∩ S (R), for all n ∈ Ω = N \ ∆ hn(x) is in S+ ∩ S (R), and for any M ∈ N and any ζ ≥ 1

(2.0.3) f(x− ζ)g(x) =
∑

1≤n≤M,
n∈∆

hn(x− ζ)e−dnζ +
∑

1≤n≤M,
n∈N\∆

hn(x)e−dnζ + e−dMζfM(x− ζ)gM(x),

where either fM ∈ S+ ∩ S (R), gM ∈ S− or fM ∈ S− ∩ S (R), gM ∈ S+.
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Remark 2.10. Using Lemma 2.1 and interpolation, we can verify that

‖fM(x− ζ)gM(x)‖Hs
x(R) .s (1 + ζ)e−ζ ,

for any real number s.

From now on, we are going to study the properties of the following linear operator

Sω(ρ) := − ρ
′′

+ ωρ− F
′
(φ2
ω)ρ− F

′′
(φ2
ω)φ2

ω [ρ+ ρ̄](Sω)

on the function space S+. Indeed, it is not difficult to verify that −eiωtSω(ρ) is the linear part of
the expression

iut + uxx + F
′
(|u|2)u

around ρ for u(t, x) = (φω(x) + ρ(x)) eiωt. Similarly to the approach in the article [9], we can verify
the following property of S.

Lemma 2.11. Assuming that ω > 0 and φω satisfy Theorem 1.1, the kernel of the map Sω is the

following subspace of L2(R)

kerSω = Span
{

φ
′
ω, iφω

}

.

Moreover, from the article [6], we also have the coercivity property satisfied by the operator Sω.

Lemma 2.12. There exists a constant c > 0 such that if g ∈ H1(R,C) is orthogonal in L2(R,C)

to the functions φ
′
ω , iφω , ∂ωφω , then

〈Sω(g), g〉 ≥ c ‖g‖2
H1 .

Moreover, for any g ∈ H1(R,C), we have

〈Sω(g), g〉 ≥ c ‖g‖2
H1 − C

[

〈

g, φ
′
ω

〉2

+ 〈g, iφω〉2
+ 〈g, ∂ωφω〉2

]

,

for some constant C > 1.

Remark 2.13. Moreover, we also can verify for some constant c > 0 that if g ∈ H1(R,C) is

orthogonal in L2(R,C) to xφω(x), i∂ωφω and φω, then

(2.0.4) 〈Sω(g), g〉 ≥ c ‖g‖2
H1 .

This follows because for g1 the orthogonal projection of g onto Span{φ′
ω , iφω, ∂ωφω}⊥, we have

that

(2.0.5) g = g1 + a1φ
′
ω + a2iφω + a3∂ωφω,

and 〈Sω(g), g〉 ≥ c ‖g1‖2
H1 .

Consequently, using equation (2.0.5) and the fact that φω , ∂ωφω are even functions, we deduce

for some C > 0 that

|〈g, xφω(x)〉|2 + ‖g1‖2
H1 ≥Ca2

1,

|〈g, i∂ωφω(x)〉|2 + ‖g1‖2
H1 ≥Ca2

2,

|〈g, φω(x)〉|2 + ‖g1‖2
H1 ≥Ca2

3.

Therefore, we have for some K > 0 that

‖g‖2
H1 ≤ K

[

‖g1‖2
H1 + ‖Π1(g)‖2

L2

]

= K ‖g1‖2
H1 ,

where Π1 is the orthogonal projection of L2(R,C) into Span{xφω(x), φω(x), i∂ωφω(x)}.
In conclusion, using Lemma 2.12 implies that

(2.0.6) 〈Sω(g), g〉 ≥ c ‖g1‖2
H1 ≥ c

K
‖g‖2

H1 − ‖Π1(g)‖2
L2 =

c

K
‖g‖2

H1 .
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Next, we consider the following proposition which can be verified directly using the differential
equations’ formulas (1.0.1) and (1.0.4), see also Section 4 of the article in [9] for a proof restricted
to (Cubic NLS).

Lemma 2.14. Let ρ ∈ S (R;C) and h(x) = Sω(ρ)(x). Then, for any real smooth functions f, ζ, v, γ

such that the functions

ρθ(t, x) :=f(t)ρ(v(t), ζ(t), γ(t)),

ρσ(t, x) :=ρ(v(t), ζ(t), γ(t)),

φω,σ(t, x) :=φω (x− ζ(t)) e
i
(

γ(t)+ v(t)
2

(

x− ζ(t)
2

)

+ωt
)

satisfy

i∂tρθ + ∂2
xρθ + F

′
(|φω,σ|2)ρθ + F

′′
(|φω,σ|2) |φω,σ|2 ρθ + F

′′
(|φω,σ|2)φ2

ω,σρθ

= iḟ(t)ρσ(t, x) − f(t)h (v(t), ζ(t), γ(t)) +if(t)γ̇(t)∂γρσ(t, x)

+iv̇(t)f(t)∂vρσ(t, x)+if(t)(ζ̇(t) − v(t))∂ζρζ(t, x).

We also need to consider the following statement.

Lemma 2.15. There exist C, c, δ > 0 such that for any f ∈ L2 satisfying
〈

f,
∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂ζ

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0,(2.0.7)

〈

f,
∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂γ

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0,(2.0.8)

S−1
ω f is defined and satisfies

∥

∥S−1
ω f

∥

∥

H1 < C ‖f‖L2 , and
〈

S−1
ω f,

∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂ζ

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0,

〈

S−1
ω f,

∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂γ

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0.

Furthermore, if ω > δ, f ∈ H1
x(R,C) and

〈

f,
∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂ω

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0,(2.0.9)

〈

f,
∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂v

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0,(2.0.10)

(2.0.11)

and
〈

S−1
ω f, i

∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂ζ

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0,(2.0.12)

〈

S−1
ω f, i

∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂γ

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

〉

= 0.(2.0.13)

Proof of Lemma 2.15. First, the operator Sω is self-adjoint in the Hilbert Space L2(R,C) having
the dot product given in (1.0.17).

Since
d

dω
‖φω‖2

L2 > 0,

we have that Sω has a unique negative eigenvalue λω with its eigenspace being a one-dimensional
subspace Bω = {mρω|m ∈ R} of L2(R,C) satisfying 〈ρω, ∂ωφω〉 6= 0, this is a consequence of
Theorem 3 from [6].
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Furthermore, we have that

kerSω = Span{iφω, φ
′
ω},

see Theorem 3.3 from [6]. Moreover, since φω has exponential decay, we have from Weyl’s Theorem
that σess(Sω) = [ω,+∞), see Theorem 14.6 from the book [8]. Therefore, for all f ∈ H1(R,C) ∩
(kerSω)

⊥
, there exist f ∈ R such that f = aρω + f1, 〈f1, ρω〉 = 0.

Next, for any g1 ∈ H1(R,C) ∩ (kerSω
⊕

Bω)⊥
, we have

(2.0.14) 〈Sωg1, g1〉 ≥ c ‖g1‖2
L2 ,

for some constant c > 0 depending only on ω. Moreover, since φω ∈ L∞, we have that there exists
C > 1 satisfying

(2.0.15) 〈Sωg, g〉 ≥
∥

∥

∥g
′
∥

∥

∥

2

L2
− C ‖g‖2

L2 ,

for any g ∈ H1(R,C).
As a consequence, we deduce from inequalities (2.0.14) and (2.0.15) that there exists c > 0

depending only on ω satisfying

〈Sωg1, g1〉 ≥ c ‖g1‖2
H1 ,

for all g1 ∈ H1(R,C) ∩ (kerSω
⊕

Bω)
⊥
, and so ‖g1‖H1 ≤ 1

c
‖Sωg1‖ ≤ 1

c
‖Sωg‖ .

Therefore, we can verify the existence of a constant C > 1 and a bounded linear map S−1
ω

satisfying S−1
ω

(

(kerSω)⊥
)

⊂ (kerSω)⊥ and
∥

∥S−1
ω f

∥

∥

H1 ≤ C ‖f‖L2 ,

for all f ∈ (kerSω)⊥
.

The identities (2.0.12) and (2.0.13) follow from the fact that Sω is a self-adjoint operator and
from the following identities

Sω

(

∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂ω

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

)

=Sω(∂ωφω) = −φω ,(2.0.16)

Sω

(

∂φω(v, ζ, γ)

∂v

∣

∣

v=ζ=γ=0

)

=Sω

(

i
x

2
φω(x)

)

= −iφ′
ω.(2.0.17)

�

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

Lemma 2.16. There exist unique orthogonal projections Π, Π1 : L2
x(R) → L2

x(R) such that the range

of Π is equal to Span{φ′
ω, ixφω, iφω, ∂ωφω}, the range of Π1 is equal to Span{iφ′

ω, xφω , φω, i∂ωφω},
and for any f ∈ L2

x(R,C)
〈

f − Π(f)(x), φ
′
ω(x)

〉

=0, 〈f − Π(f)(x), iφω(x)〉 = 0,

〈f − Π(f)(x), ixφω(x)〉 =0, 〈f − Π(f)(x), ∂ωφω(x)〉 = 0,

and
〈

f − Π1(f)(x), iφ
′
ω(x)

〉

=0, 〈f − Π1(f)(x), φω(x)〉 = 0,

〈f − Π1(f)(x), xφω(x)〉 =0, 〈f − Π1(f)(x), i∂ωφω(x)〉 = 0.

Remark 2.17. The orthogonal projection Π is going to be used in Section 3 to construct the ap-

proximate solutions. The projection Π1 is going to be used only in Section 4 to estimate the energy

norm of the remainder of the approximate 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 any n ∈ N∪{0}, there exists a natural number mn ≥ n such that if Sω(ρ)
(

·√
ω

)

∈

S+
m, then ρ

(

·√
ω

)

∈ S+
mn
.

Remark 2.19. Furthermore, since φω is a real function, we can verify that if ρ is a real function

in the domain of S−1
ω , then S−1

ω (ρ) is a real function. If iρ is a real function, and ρ is in the domain

of S−1
ω , then iS−1

ω (ρ) is a real function. From this fact, we can verify Lemma 2.18 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 xlS+,0

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

ϕk =
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkφω(x − ζk) − e−i vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkφω(−x− ζk)

]

(3.0.1)

+fω,k(t)
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγk∂ωφω(x− ζk) − e−i vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγk∂ωφω(−x− ζk)

]

+
∑

j∈J
gj(t)

[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkpj,ω(x− ζk) − e−i vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkpj,ω(−x− ζk)

]

,(3.0.2)

where the functions p1,ω

(

·√
ω

)

, p2,ω

(

·√
ω

)

, p3,ω

(

·√
ω

)

and pj,ω

(

·√
ω

)

are in
⊕+∞

l=0 x
lS+. Moreover,

all the functions gj and fω,k are Schwartz functions with exponential decay and Jk is a finite set
with size depending on k.

More precisely:

Theorem 3.1. There exist a constant c > 0, and finite subsets J, I of N, and for each k ∈ N, there

are finite sets Jk, Ik and δk ∈ (0, 1), c(k) ∈ R such that if 0 < v < δk, then e−2ζk(v,t) ≤ c(k)v2 for

all t and there exist functions σk(t) = (ζk, vk, γk, fω,k) : (0, 1) × R → R
4, fj : (0, 1) × R → C and

real functions pj ∈ S+
∞ such that all functions fj(v, ·) are Schwartz, ζk, fω,k are even on t, vk, γk

are on odd t,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂lfω,k(v, t)

∂tl

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(l)v2+l

(

ln

(

1

v

)

+ |t|
)c

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for a positive constants c, and the function ϕk(t, x) = Pk(t, x, σk(t)) defined by

Pk(t, x, σk(t)) :=
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkφω(x− ζk) − e−i vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkφω(−x− ζk)

]

(3.0.3)

+fω,k(t)
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγk∂ωφω(x− ζk) − e−i vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγk∂ωφω(−x− ζk)

]

+e−2
√
ωζ0

[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkp1,ω(x − ζk) − e− vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkp1,ω(−x− ζk)

]

+
∑

j∈J
igodd,j(t)

[

ei
vk
2

(x− ζk
2

)+iγkpj,ω(x− ζk) − e− vk
2

(x+
ζk
2

)+iγkpj,ω(−x− ζk)
]

+
∑

j∈I
geven,j(t)

[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkpj,ω(x− ζk) − e− vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkpj,ω(−x− ζk)

]

+
∑

j∈Jk

igodd,j(t)
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkpj,ω(x − ζk) − e− vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkpj,ω(−x− ζk)

]

+
∑

j∈Ik

geven,j(t)
[

ei
vk
2 (x− ζk

2 )+iγkpj,ω(x− ζk) − e− vk
2 (x+

ζk
2 )+iγkpj,ω(−x− ζk)

]

,
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all functions geven,j are even, all functions godd,j are odd, and

(3.0.4)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
Λ(ϕk)(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

≤ C(s, l)v2k+2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c(k)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for all l ∈ N and t, s ∈ R, and there is tk = O
(

1
v

ln 1
v

)

such that

lim
t→+∞

∥

∥

∥ϕk(t+ tk) − φω(x− vt)eiv(x−vt)+iωt+i v2t
2 + φω(x + vt)e−iv(x+vt)+iωt+i v2t

2

∥

∥

∥

H1
x(R)

= 0,

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

max
j∈J

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂ll
godd,j(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ max
j∈I

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂ll
geven,j(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.k,lv
2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

max
j∈Jk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂ll
godd,j(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ max
j∈Ik

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂ll
geven,j(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.k,lv
4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)ck

e−2
√
ω|t|v.

Remark 3.2. Furthermore, we are going to verify that the functions fω,k, vk, γk and ζk satisfy for

some sk > 0 the following asymptotic expansion

fω,k(v, t) =fω,k−1(v, t) +O

(

v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)sk
)

, vk(t) = vk−1(v, t) +O

(

v2k+1

(

ln
1

v

)sk
)

,

γk(v, t) =γk−1(v, t) +O

(

v2k+1

(

ln
1

v

)sk
)

, ζk(v, t) = ζk−1(v, t) +O

(

v2k

(

ln
1

v

)sk
)

,

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

Remark 3.3. From the proof of Theorem 3.1, we have that there is c > 0 such that ζk(t) =
d(t) +O(v2(ln 1

v
)c), for d(t) satisfying (3.0.22), and

(3.0.5) v4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
ζk(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ v3

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
vk(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ v3

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
[γk(v, t) − ωt]

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cv4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for any l ∈ N≥1 if v > 0 is sufficiently small.

Remark 3.4. In the Section 4, we are going to use the notation Pk(t, x, σk(t)) from the statement

of Theorem 3.1 instead of ϕk(t, x).

In the notation of Theorem 3.1, to simplify our reasoning, we consider for any smooth function
ρ that

(3.0.6) ρk(t, x) := e
i
(

γk(t)+
vk(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

])

ρ(x− ζk(t)) = eiαk(t,x)ρ(x− ζk(t)).

Next, before we start the proof of Theorem 3.1, we state a useful proposition for us to estimate
of Λ(uk) with high precision for every k ∈ N More precisely:

Lemma 3.5. In notation of Theorem 3.1, if there is c > 0 such that
∥

∥∂ltΛ(ϕk)(t, x)
∥

∥

H1(R)
=

O
(

v2M+l
(

ln
(

1
v

)

+ |t|v
)c
e−2

√
ωv|t|

)

for all v > 0 sufficiently small,then there exist natural numbers

N1, N2 satisfying, for any 0 < v ≪ 1, the following estimate

Λ(ϕk)(t, x) =

N1
∑

i=1

si(v, t)Sym ((Ri)k) (x) +Restv(t, x),

such that Restv(t, x) satisfies for some c2 > 0 and any l ∈ N

∥

∥∂ltRestv(t, x)
∥

∥

H1(R)
= O

(

v2M+4+l

(

ln

(

1

v

)

+ |t|v
)c2

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

,

and for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N1 we have 〈Ri, Rj〉 = δi,j , Ri ∈ S+
∞, si,v ∈ C∞(R) satisfies, for all l ∈ N,

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
si(v, t)

∣

∣

∣ .l v
2M [

v|t| + ln
(

1
v2

)]nM
e−2

√
ωv|t|, for all t ∈ R and v ∈ (0, 1), if 0 < v ≪ 1.
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Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.5 is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 5.3 from [23]. �

From now on, to simplify more our notation, we are going to consider v ∈ (0, 1) small enough and
denote the functions ζk(v, t), vk(v, t), γk(v, t), fω,k(v, t) by ζk(t), vk(t), γk(t), fω,k(t) respectively.

Next, we consider the following result which is going to be essential in the estimate of λ(uk)(t, x)
with high precision.

Lemma 3.6. In notation of Theorem 3.1, let ρ : R2 → C be the following function

(3.0.7)

ρ(t, x) = Sym(φω,k)(t, x) + i

m
∑

j=1

fodd,j(v, t)sym((qj)k)(t, x) +

n
∑

j=1

feven,j(v, t)sym((pj)k)(t, x),

where all the real functions qj

(

·√
ω

)

, pj

(

·√
ω

)

are in S+
∞, all the real functions fodd,j are smooth

and odd on the variable t, all the real functions feven,j are smooth and even on the variable t, and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
fodd,j(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.lv
2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)cj

e−2
√
ω|t|v,(3.0.8)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
feven,j(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.lv
2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)dj

e−2
√
ω|t|v,(3.0.9)

for any l ∈ N and v ∈ (0, 1) small enough, and cj , dj are positive numbers. Then, if e−2
√
ωζk =

O(v2), vk = O(v), for any l ∈ N

v4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
ζk(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ v3

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
vk(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ v3

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
[γk(v, t) − ωt]

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cv4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

and the function ζk is even on t and vk, γk are odd on t, then, for any M ∈ N, there exist numbers

Mk, Nk ∈ N such that

Λ(ρk)(t, x) =

Mk
∑

j=1

igodd,j(v, t)sym((Qj)k)(t, x) +

Nk
∑

j=1

geven,j(v, t)sym((Pj)k)(t, x) +O(v2M ),

where each real function godd,j satisfies (3.0.8), each real function geven satisfies (3.0.9), Pj
(

·√
ω

)

and Qj

(

·√
ω

)

are real functions in S+
∞, and the term O(v2M) means a smooth function r(t, x)

satisfying

(3.0.10)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
r(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.s,l v
2M+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for some constant σ > 0, and any s ≥ 0, any l ∈ N.

Proof. First, we can verify by the definition (3.0.6) that

i
∂

∂t
ρk(t, x) =−iei

(

γk(t)+
vk(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

])

ζ̇k(t)ρ
′
(x− ζk(t))

−(γ̇k(t) − ω)e
i
(

γk(t)+
vk(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

])

ρ (x− ζk(t))

− v̇k(t)

2
e
i
(

γk(t)+
vk(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

])

(x− ζk(t))ρ (x− ζk(t))

− v̇k(t)ζk(t)

4
e
i
(

γk(t)+
vk(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

])

ρ (x− ζk(t)) .
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Consequently, using Lemma 2.14 for ρ = φω , and the chain rule of the derivative, we can verify that
[

i∂t + ∂2
x

]

ρk(t, x)+F ′(|φω,k(t, x)|2)φω,k(t, x)−F ′(|φω,k(t,−x)|2)φω,k(t,−x) is equal to the following
finite sum

(3.0.11) i

N
∑

j=1

godd,j(v, t)sym((Qj)k)(t, x) +

n
∑

j=1

geven,j(v, t)sym((Pj)k)(t, x),

for some functions godd,j, geven,j , Qj , Pj satisfying all the properties of Lemma 3.6.

Moreover, F
′
(φ2)φ is an odd polynomial. Consequently, since ρk is defined by (3.0.6) and

αk(t, x) − αk(t,−x) = vkx,

we can verify using Lemma 2.8 and the hypotheses satisfied by fodd,j and feven,j that F
′
(|ρk|2)ρk −

F ′(|φω,k(t, x)|2)φω,k(t, x) + F ′(|φω,k(t,−x)|2)φω,k(t,−x) is a finite sum of terms having one of the
following forms

iαodd,j(t)Sym
(

(Q1)k

)

(t, x),

αeven,j(t)Sym
(

(Q1)k

)

(t, x),

iαodd(t)
[

Q1(x− ζk(t))Q2(x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,x) −Q1( − x− ζk(t))Q2(−x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,−x)
]

,

αeven(t)
[

Q1(x− ζk(t))Q2(x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,x) −Q1( − x− ζk(t))Q2(−x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,−x)
]

,

iαodd(t)
[

Q1(x− ζk(t))Q2(x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,x) cos (mvkx)

−Q1(−x− ζk(t))Q2(−x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,−x) cos (mvkx)
]

,

αeven(t)
[

Q1(x− ζk(t))Q2(x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,x) cos (mvkx)

−Q1(−x− ζk(t))Q2(−x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,−x) cos (mvkx)
]

,

αodd(t)
[

Q1(x− ζk(t))Q2(x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,x) sin (mvkx)

+Q1(−x− ζk(t))Q2(−x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,−x) sin (mvkx)
]

,

iαeven(t)
[

Q1(x− ζk(t))Q2(x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,x) sin (mvkx)

+Q1(−x− ζk(t))Q2(−x+ ζk(t))eiαk(t,−x) sin (mvkx)
]

such that m and l are integers, Q1 ∈ S+
∞, Q2 ∈ S−

∞, αeven is an even function, αodd is an odd
function both satisfying estimates (3.0.8) and (3.0.9) respectively.

Furthermore, the functions cos, sin are entire and we have

cos (mvkx) = cos (mvk(x− ζk)) cos (mvkζk) − sin (mvk(x− ζk)) sin (mvkζk),

sin (mvkx) = sin (mvk(x − ζk)) cos (mvkζk)+ cos (mvk(x− ζk)) sin (mvkζk)

Consequently, for any M ∈ N,we can verify from Lemma 2.9 and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem
for the functions sin, cos that F

′
(|ρk(t, x)|2)ρk(t, x) is equal to a expression of the form (3.0.11) plus

a remainder r(t, x) satisfying (3.0.10). �

From now on, we consider

(3.0.12) φω,k(t, x) := φω(x− ζk(t))e
i

vk(t)

2

(

x− ζk(t)

2

)

eiγk(t).

We also use the following notation

(3.0.13) αk(t) :=
vk(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

]

+ γk(t).
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Using the identity

φ
′′
ω − ωφω + F

′
(φ2
ω)φω = 0,

it is not difficult to verify that

Λ (φω,k) (t, x) =iv̇k(t)∂vk
φω,k + i

(

ζ̇k(t) − vk(t)
)

∂ζk
φω,k(3.0.14)

+i (γ̇k(t) − ω)∂γk
φω,k.

Next, before we start to prove Theorem 3.1, we are going to consider the following proposition which
is equivalent to the Theorem 3.1 when k = 1.

Lemma 3.7. There exist constants C, σ > 0 ∈ R such that for cω =
√
C

ω
1
4

if 0 < v ≪ 1 and d is the

unique solution of

(3.0.15)

{

d̈(t) = Ce−2
√
ωd(t),

limt→+∞
∣

∣

∣d(t) − vt− 1√
ω

ln cω

v

∣

∣

∣ = 0, limt→+∞
∣

∣ḋ(t) − v
∣

∣ = 0,

then

(3.0.16) u1(t, x) = eiωte
iḋ(t)

2

(

x− d(t)
2

)

φω(x− d(t)) − eiωte
− iḋ(t)

2

(

x+
d(t)

2

)

φω(x+ d(t))

satisfies

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
Λ(u1)(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

≤C(s, l)v2+le−2
√
ω|t|v,

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂l

∂tl
Λ(u1)(t, x), φ′

ω(x± d(t))eiα(t,∓x)

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

≤C(l)v4+l(1 + |t|v)σe−2
√
ω|t|v.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. First, to simplify the notation used in the proof, we consider for all (t, x) ∈ R2

α(t, x) = ωt+
ḋ(t)

2

(

x− d(t)

2

)

,

using the identity

φ
′′
ω(x) − ωφω(x) + F

′ (
φω(x)2

)

φω(x) = 0,

we can verify that

Λ (u1) (t, x) = − d̈(t)

2

[(

x− d(t)

2

)

φω (x− d(t)) eiα(t,x) +

(

x+
d(t)

2

)

φω (x+ d(t)) eiα(t,−x)

]

(3.0.17)

+F
′ (|u1(t, x)|2

)

u1(t, x) − F
′ (
φω(x− d(t))2

)

φω(x− d(t))eiα(t,x)

+F
′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2

)

φω(x+ d(t))eiα(t,−x).

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

(3.0.15) when F
′
(z) ≡ z.

Before the construction of the ordinary differential equation (3.0.15), we need to estimate the
contribution coming from the nonlinearity of (1.0.1). From Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we deduce
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that

(3.0.18)

F
′ (|u1(t, x)|2

)

u1(t, x)−F ′ (
φω(x − d(t))2

)

φω(x−d(t))eiα(t,x)+F
′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2

)

φω(x+d(t))eiα(t,−x)

=−2 cos (ḋ(t)x)F
′′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2 + φω(x− d(t))2

)

u1(t, x)φω(x− d(t))φω(x + d(t))

+F
′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2 + φω(x− d(t))2

)

u1(t, x) − F
′ (
φω(x− d(t))2

)

φω(x− d(t))eiα(t,x)

+F
′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2

)

φω(x+ d(t))eiα(t,−x)

+O
(

φω(x+ d(t))2φω(x− d(t))2
)

,

where the expression O
(

φω(x+ d(t))2φω(x− d(t))2
)

means a smooth function p(t, x) satisfying

|p(t, x)| . φω(x+ d(t))2φω(x− d(t))2.

Moreover, using estimate (2.0.1) from Lemma 5.0.9, we obtain from (3.0.18) that

(3.0.19)

F
′ (|u1(t, x)|2

)

u1(t, x)−F ′ (
φω(x − d(t))2

)

φω(x−d(t))eiα(t,x)+F
′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2

)

φω(x+d(t))eiα(t,−x)

=−2 cos (ḋ(t)x)F
′′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2 + φω(x− d(t))2

)

u1(t, x)φω(x − d(t))φω(x+ d(t))

−F ′ (
φω(x− d(t))2

)

φω(x+ d(t))eiα(t,−x) + F
′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2

)

φω(x− d(t))eiα(t,x)

+O
(

φω(x+ d(t))2φω(x− d(t))2
)

,

Therefore, from Lemma 2.1, identity (3.0.17), estimate (3.0.19) and the inequalities

∣

∣cos
(

ḋ(t)x
)

− 1
∣

∣ . |ḋ(t)|2|x|2,
∣

∣

∣F
′
(φω(x)2)

∣

∣

∣ .
∣

∣φω(x)2
∣

∣ ,

we obtain using inequality (2.0.1) of Lemma 2.2 that there exists σ > 0 satisfying

〈

Λ(u1)(t, x), φ
′
ω(x− d(t))eiα(t,x)

〉

=
d̈(t)

4

[

‖φω‖2
L2 +O

(

(1 + |d(t)|)2e−2
√
ωd(t)

)]

−2

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x)2

)

φω(x)2φ
′
ω(x)φω(x+ 2d) dx

−
∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x)2

)

φ
′
ω(x)φω(x+ 2d) dx

+O
(

e−4
√
ωd (1 + |d|)σ + ḋ2e−2

√
ωd (1 + |d|)σ

)

.

In conclusion, we obtain using integration by parts that

(3.0.20)

〈

Λ(u1)(t, x), φ
′
ω(x− d(t))eiα(t,x)

〉

=
d̈(t)

4

[

‖φω‖2
L2 +O

(

(1 + |d(t)|)2e−2
√
ωd(t)

)]

+

∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x)2

)

φω(x)φ
′
ω(x+ 2d) dx

+O
(

e−4
√
ωd (1 + |d|)σ + ḋ2e−2

√
ωd (1 + |d|)σ

)

.

for a constant σ > 0.

Furthermore, since φω

(

·√
ω

)

∈ S+, we have for the a+∞ > 0 defined on Remark 1.2

∣

∣

∣φ
′
ω(x) + a+∞

√
ωe−√

ωx
∣

∣

∣ . min
(

e−√
ωx, e−2

√
ωx
)

.
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Therefore, we can deduce from the estimate (3.0.20) that

〈

Λ(u1)(t, x), φ
′
ω(x− d(t))eiα(t,x)

〉

=
d̈(t)

4

[

‖φω‖2
L2 +O

(

(1 + |d(t)|)2e−2
√
ωd(t)

)]

−a+∞
√
ωe−2

√
ωd

∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x)2

)

φω(x)e−√
ωx dx

+O
(

e−4
√
ωd (1 + |d|)σ + ḋ2e−2

√
ωd (1 + |d|)σ

)

,

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

(3.0.21) d̈(t) =
4a+∞

‖φω‖2
L2

√
ωe−2

√
ωd

∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x)2

)

φω(x)e−√
ωx dx = Ce−2

√
ωd.

Moreover, since φ
′′
ω − ωφω = −F ′

(φ2
ω)φω , we have from integration by parts that

∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x)2

)

φω(x)e−√
ωx dx = lim

x→−∞
φ

′
ω(x)e−√

ωx +
√
ωφω(x)e−√

ωx = 2a+∞
√
ω,

so C is positive and depends only on ω. Indeed, the function

(3.0.22) d(t) =
1√
ω

ln

[√
C (cosh (

√
ωvt))

ω
1
4 v

]

,

satisfies (3.0.15) for cω =
√
C

ω
1
4
. Similarly to the proof Lemma 3.1 from [23], we can verify by induction

that if v > 0 is small enough, then

(3.0.23) |ḋ(t)| = O(v),
∣

∣

∣d
(l)(t)

∣

∣

∣ .l v
le−2

√
ωv|t| for all l ≥ 2.

In conclusion, similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.1 from [23], we can verify using Lemma
2.1, identity (3.0.17) and estimates (3.0.23) that u1 defined by (3.0.16) satisfies Theorem 3.1 for
k = 0. �

Remark 3.8. Furthermore, applying Lemmas 2.1, 2.9 in estimate (3.0.19), we can verify that

(3.0.24)

F
′ (|u1(t, x)|2

)

u1(t, x)−F ′ (
φω(x − d(t))2

)

φω(x−d(t))eiα(t,x)+F
′ (
φω(x+ d(t))2

)

φω(x+d(t))eiα(t,−x)

=−2a+∞e
−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

F
′′ (
φω(· − d(t))2

)

φω(· − d(t))2eiα(t,·)e−√
ω(·−d(t))

]

(x)

−a+∞e
−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

F
′ (
φω(· − d(t))2

)

e−√
ω(·−d(t))eiα(t,−·)

]

(x)

+O
(

φω(x + d(t))2φω(x − d(t))2
)

= Forc(t, x) +O
(

φω(x+ d(t))2φω(x− d(t))2
)

.

Consequently, for

α0(t, x) = γ1(t) +
ḋ(t)

2

(

x− d(t)

2

)

we can verify that similarly to the proof of estimate (3.0.17) for any smooth functions fω,1(t), fζ
satisfying

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl
fζ(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl
fω,1(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

v2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−
√

2|t|v
)

(3.0.25)

that

u2(t, x) =eiα0(t,x)φω(x − d(t) − fζ(t)) − eiα0(t,−x)φω(x + d(t) + fζ(t))

+fω,1(t)
[

eiα0(t,x)∂ωφω(x− d(t) − fζ(t)) − eiα0(t,−x)∂ωφω(x + d(t) + fζ(t))
]
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satisfies

(3.0.26) Λ(u2)(t, x)

=− d̈(t)

2
Sym

[(

· − d(t)

2

)

φω (· − d(t) − fζ(t)) e
iα0(t,·)

]

(x)

+iḟω,1(t)Sym
[

∂ωφω(· − d(t) − fζ(t))e
iα0(t,·)

]

(x)

−fω,1(t)Sym
[

Sω(∂ωφω)(· − d(t) − fζ(t))e
iα0(t,·)

]

(x)−(γ̇1(t) − ω)Sym
[

φω(· − d(t) − fζ(t))e
iα0(t,·)

]

(x)

−iḟζ(t)Sym
[

φ′
ω(· − d(t) − fζ(t))e

iα0(t,·)
]

(x) + Forc(t, x) +O

(

v4

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−
√

2|t|v
)

,

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

‖∂lp(t, x)‖H1 = O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−
√

2|t|v
)

,

the estimates above follow from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.9. Considering the following ordinary differential

system

ḟω,1(t)〈∂ωφω, φω〉 =−a+∞e
−2

√
ωd(t)ḋ(t)

〈

F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, xφω(x)

〉

−a+∞d(t)ḋ(t)e−2
√
ωd(t)

〈

F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, φω

〉

(γ̇1(t) − ω +
d̈(t)d(t)

4
) 〈∂ωφω, φω〉 =−fω,1(t) 〈Sω(∂ωφω), φω〉

−2a+∞e
−2

√
ωd(t)

〈

F
′′
(φω(x)2)φω(x)2e−√

ωx, ∂ωφω

〉

−a+∞e
−2

√
ωd(t)

〈

F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, ∂ωφω

〉

,

1

2
ḟζ(t) ‖φω‖2

L2 =−a+∞ḋ(t)e−2
√
ωd(t)

〈

F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, x2φω(x)

〉

−a+∞d(t)ḋ(t)e−2
√
ωd(t)

〈

F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, xφω(x)

〉

,

lim
t→+∞

fω,1(t) = lim
t→+∞

fζ(t) = lim
t→+∞

γ1(t) − ωt = 0,

it is not difficult to verify that (3.0.25) holds for some σ, because of (3.0.23) and the Fundamental

Theorem of Calculus.
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Furthermore, since we have from the estimate (3.0.26) that
〈

Λ(u2)(t, x), iφω(x− d(t) − fζ(t))e
iα0(t,x)

〉

=ḟω,1(t)〈∂ωφω, φω〉

+〈Forc(t, x), iφω(x− d(t))eiα0(t,x)〉

+O

(

v4

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

〈

Λ(u2)(t, x), ∂ωφω(x− d(t) − fζ(t))e
iα1(t,x)

〉

=−(γ̇1(t) − ω +
d̈(t)d(t)

4
) 〈∂ωφω, φω〉

−fω,1(t) 〈Sω(∂ωφω), φω〉

+
〈

Forc(t, x), ∂ωφω(x− d(t) − fζ(t))e
iα0(t,x)

〉

+O

(

v4

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

〈

Λ(u2)(t, x), i(x − d(t) − fζ(t))φω(x− d(t) − fζ(t))e
iα0(t,x)

〉

=
1

2
ḟζ(t) ‖φ′

ω‖2
L2

+
〈

Forc(t, x), i(x − d(t))φω(x − d(t))eiα0(t,x)
〉

+O

(

v4

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

we can verify from the ordinary differential system above and Lemma 3.7 that
∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(u2)(t, x), i(x − d(t))φω(x− d(t))eiα0(t,x)
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(u2)(t, x), iφω(x− d(t))eiα0(t,x)
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(u2)(t, x), ∂ωφω(x− d(t))eiα0(t,x)
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(u2)(t, x), φ′
ω(x− d(t))eiα0(t,x)

〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

for any l ∈ N.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Step 1.(Construction of ϕ1.) In notation of Lemma 3.7 and Remark 3.8, we
consider

α1(t, x) = γ1(t) +
ḋ(t) + ḟζ(t)

2

(

x− d(t) + fζ(t)

2

)

,

and we recall the space translation function τd+fζ
defined by

τd+fζ
ρ(t, x) := ρ(t, x− d− fζ).

In notation of Lemma 2.16, we consider Π⊥ := Id − Π, which is the projection in the orthogonal
complement of {φω, iφ

′
ω, i∂ωφω, xφω} in L2(R,C). Moreover, we consider

ϕ1,0(t, x) =eiα1(t,x)φω(x− d(t) − fζ(t)) − eiα1(t,−x)φω(x+ d(t) + fζ(t))

+fω,1(t)
[

eiα1(t,x)∂ωφω(x− d(t) − fζ(t)) − eiα1(t,−x)∂ωφω(x+ d(t) + fζ(t))
]

From Lemma 3.7 and Remark 3.8, we obtain for any l ∈ N that there exists σ > 0 satisfying

∥

∥∂ltΛ(ϕ1,0)(t, x)
∥

∥

H1 v
2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v.
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Furthermore, using Remark 3.8, estimates (3.0.25) and Lemma 3.6, it is not difficult to verify
that there exist real functions pj ∈ S+

∞, and real functions feven,j , fodd,j satisfying

Λ(ϕ1,0(t, x)) =
∑

j∈K0

feven,j(t)Sym
[

τd(t)+fζ(t)pj(·)eiα1(t,·)
]

(x)(3.0.27)

+
∑

j∈M0

fodd,j(t)Sym
[

τd(t)+fζ(t)ipj(·)eiα1(t,·)
]

(x)

+O

(

v20

(

ln
1

v
+ |t|v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

such that | dl

dtl
feven,j(t)| + | dl

dtl
fodd,j(t)| .l v2+l

(

|t|v + ln 1
v

)σ
e−2

√
ω|t|v, and

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

j∈K0

dl

dtl
feven,j(t)Π [pj ] (x) +

∑

j∈M0

dl

dtl
fodd,j(t)Π [ipj] (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

H1

.l v
4+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

because of Remark 3.8.
Next, using Lemma 2.15, we can consider the following additional terms

Corr1,1(t, x) =
∑

j∈K0

feven,j(t)Sym
[

eα1(t,·)τd(t)+fζ
S−1
ω

{

Π⊥ [pj]
}

(·)
]

(x)

+
∑

j∈M0

fodd,j(t)Sym
[

eα1(t,·)τd(t)+fζ
S−1
ω

{

Π⊥ [ipj ]
}

(·)
]

(x),

and

Corr2,1(t, x) =
∑

j∈K0

ḟeven,j(t)Sym
[

eα1(t,·)τd(t)+fζ
S−1
ω iS−1

ω

{

Π⊥ [pj ]
}

(·)
]

(x)

+
∑

j∈M0

ḟodd,j(t)Sym
[

eα1(t,·)τd(t)+fζ
S−1
ω iS−1

ω

{

Π⊥ [ipj]
}

(·)
]

(x).

For any function ρ with domain R, let

(3.0.28) ρ1(t, x) := eiα1(t,x)ρ(x− d(t) − fζ(t)), for any (t, x) ∈ R
2.

Using Lemma 2.14, the estimates from Remark 3.8 and (3.0.23), we can verify for any j ∈ M0 ∪K0

that

(3.0.29) i∂t
[

fj(t)S
−1
ω (pj)1(t, x)

]

+ ∂2
x

[

fj(t)S
−1
ω (pj)1(t, x)

]

+fj(t)F
′′ (|φω,1|2

)

fj(t)S
−1
ω (pj)1(t, x)

+fj(t)F
′′
(|φω,k|2)|φω,k|2e2iα1(t)S−1

ω (pj)1(t, x) =−fj(t)pj,1(t) + iḟj(t)S
−1
ω (pj)1(t, x)

+O

(

v4

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))σ

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

,

the remainder above means a smooth function ρ(t, x) satisfying

∥

∥∂ltρ(t, x)
∥

∥

H1 .l v
4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))σ

e−2
√
ωv|t|.

Furthermore, Lemmas 2.1, 2.15 and (3.0.23) imply for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} that there exists a
constant σ > 0 satisfying

‖pj,ω(x− d(t))pi,ω(x+ d(t))‖
H1

x(R)+‖φω(x± d)pj(x∓ d)‖
H1

x(R) = O

(

v2

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

.
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From now on, we choose the expression from equation (3.0.3) in the statement of Theorem 3.1

(3.0.30)
∑

j∈J
igodd,(t)

[

eiα1(t,x)pj,ω(x− d(t) − fζ(t)) − e−α1(t,x)pj,ω(−x− d(t) − fζ(t))
]

+
∑

j∈I
geven,j(t)

[

eiα1(t,x)pj,ω(x− d(t) − fζ(t)) − e−α1(t,x)pj,ω(−x− d(t) − fζ(t))
]

to be equal to Corr1(t.x) + Corr2(t, x).
Consequently, we deduce from estimates (3.0.17), (3.0.19), (3.0.27) and (3.0.29) that the function

ϕ1 defined by

ϕ1(t, x) :=ϕ1,0(t, x)+Corr1(t, x) + Corr2(t, x)

satisfies Theorem 3.1 for k = 1. The oddness and evenness of each real function feven,j , fodd,j in
Corr1 and Corr2 follows from Remark 2.19.

Furthermore, the estimates of Remark 3.8 imply for some σ > 0 that
∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(ϕ1)(t, x), eiα1(t,±x)φ
′
ω(±x− d(t) − fζ)

〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))σ

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(ϕ1)(t, x), ieiα1(t,±x)φω(±x− d(t) − fζ(t))
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))σ

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(ϕ1)(t, x), eiα1(t,±x)∂ωφω(±x− d(t) − fζ)
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))σ

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl

〈

Λ(ϕ1)(t, x), eiα1(t,±x)(±x− d(t) − fζ)φω(±x− d(t) − fζ)
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))σ

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

for all l ∈ N, if v > 0 is small enough.

Step 2.(Estimate of Λ(ϕk).) From now on, we consider the existence of functions vk, ζk, γk and
a smooth function ϕk : R2 → R satisfying all the properties of Theorem 3.1 until k = k0 ≥ 1. To
simplify our notation, we consider

(3.0.31) αk(t, x) = γk(t) +
vk(t)

2

(

x− ζk(t)

2

)

.

First, using Lemma 2.14, we can obtain the following identity for any smooth function ρ

[

∂2

∂x2
− ω

]

ρk(t, x)+
(

F
′ (|φω,k|2

)

+ F
′′ (|φω,k|2

)

|φω,k|2
)

ρk(t, x)+F
′′
(|φω,k|2)|φω,k|2e2iαk(t)ρk(t, x)

= − (Sωρ)k (t, x) − vk(t)2

4
ρk(t, x) + ivk(t)

(

ρ
′
)

k
(t, x).

Consequently, we obtain that

(3.0.32)

i
∂ρk(t, x)

∂t
+
∂2ρk(t, x)

∂x2
+
(

F
′ (|φω,k|2

)

+ F
′′ (|φω,k|2

)

|φω,k|2
)

ρk(t, x)+F
′′
(φ2
ω,k)φ2

ω,kρk(t, x)

=− (Sωρ)k (t, x) − i
[

ζ̇k(t) − vk(t)
]

(

ρ
′
)

k
(t, x)

− v̇k(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

]

ρk(t, x) +
[

ζ̇k(t) − vk(t)
] vk(t)

4
ρk(t, x)

−(γ̇k(t) − ω)ρk(t, x).

Therefore, since F is a polynomial satisfying (H1), using the estimate (3.0.29) from Step 1, the fact
that Corr1(t, x) + Corr2(t, x) is equal to (3.0.30), the estimate (3.0.24) and Lemmas 2.7, 2.8, and
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2.9, we can verify the existence of a finite set of numbers al ∈ N, jl ∈ Z independent of v, t, x such
that for any (t, x) ∈ R

2

(3.0.33)

Λ(ϕk)(t, x) =iv̇k(t)



∂vφω,k(t, x) − ∂vφω,k(t,−x) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂vSym(pj,k)(t, x)





+iv̇k(t)fω,k(t)∂vSym (∂ωφω) (t, x)

+i(ζ̇k(t) − vk(t))



∂ζφω,k(t, x) − ∂ζφω,k(t,−x) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂ζSym(pj,k)(t, x)





+i(ζ̇k(t) − vk(t))fω,k(t)∂ζSym (∂ωφω) (t, x)

+i(γ̇k(t) − ω)



∂γφω,k(t, x) − ∂γφω,k(t,−x) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂γSym(pj,k)(t, x)





+i(γ̇k(t) − ω)fω,k(t)∂γSym (∂ωφω) (t, x)

+iḟω,k(t) [∂ωφω,k(t, x) − ∂ωφω,k(t,−x)] − fω,k(t) [Sω (∂ωφω)k (t, x) − Sω (∂ωφω)k (t,−x)]

−2F
′′
(

|φω,k(t, x)|2 + |φω,k(t,−x)|2
)

[Sym (φω,k) (t, x)] |φω,k(t, x)φω,k(t,−x)|

+F
′
(

|φω,k(t,−x)|2
)

φω,k(t, x) − F
′
(

|φω,k(t, x)|2
)

φω,k(t,−x)

−
∑

j∈K0

feven,j(t)Sym
[

eiαk(t,·)τζk(t)Π
⊥pj(·)

]

(x)

−
∑

j∈M0

fodd,j(t)Sym
[

eiαk(t,·)τζk(t)Π
⊥pj(·)

]

(x)

+
∑

n

fn(v, t)fω,k(t)ane−2
√
ωζklnSym(eijnvk(t)(·)rn,k)(t, x) +O(e−20k

√
ωζk ),

where ln ∈ N \ {0}, and all the sums above are finite and all the functions fn depend only on v and
t and satisfy

(3.0.34) max
n

v2an+2ln
∣

∣

∣f (j)
n (v, t)

∣

∣

∣ .j v
4+j

(

v|t| + ln
1

v

)c(k)

e−2
√
ω|t|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

(3.0.35)

Modk(t, x) =iv̇k



∂vφω,k(t, x) − ∂vφω,k(t,−x) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂vSym(pj,k)(t, x)





+iv̇k(t)fω,k(t)∂vSym (∂ωφω) (t, x)

+i(ζ̇k − vk)



∂ζφω,k(t, x) − ∂ζφω,k(t,−x) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂ζSym(pj,k)(t, x)





+i(ζ̇k − vk)fω,k(t)∂ζSym (∂ωφω) (t, x)

+i(γ̇k(t) − ω)



∂γφω,k(t, x) − ∂γφω,k(t,−x) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂γSym(pj,k)(t, x)





+i(γ̇k(t) − ω)fω,k(t)∂γSym (∂ωφω) (t, x)

+iḟω,k(t) [∂ωφω,k(t, x) − ∂ωφω,k(t,−x)]

−fω,k(t) [Sω (∂ωφω)k (t, x) − Sω (∂ωφω)k (t,−x)] ,

for any (t, x) ∈ R2, and k ∈ N.

Next, since F is a polynomial, we deduce applying Lemma 2.9 and using Remarks 1.2, 2.4 that

(3.0.36) −2F
′′ (|φω,k(x)|2 + |φω,k(−x)|2

)

[Sym (φω,k) (t, x)] |φω,k(t, x)φω,k(t,−x)|

= −2a+∞e
−2

√
ωζkSym

[

eiαk(t,·)F
′′
(φω(·)2)φω(·)2e−√

ω(·)
]

(x− ζk) +O
(

e−4
√
ωζk

)

,

where the term of order O
(

e−4
√
ωζk

)

above means a smooth function f(t, x) satisfying

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
f(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.l,s v
le−4

√
ωζk

for any l ∈ N and s ≥ 0. Indeed, from Lemma 2.9, we can also describe this function f(t, x) with

more precision as a finite sum of elements of the form e−2dm

√
ωζkrm(±x−ζk) such that rm(±·) ∈ S+

plus a remainder function g(t, x) satisfying
∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
g(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

H1
.l v

l+20ke−4
√
ωζk for any l ∈ N.

Similarly, we can verify that

(3.0.37) F
′
(

|φω,k(t,−x)|2
)

φω,k(t, x) − F
′
(

|φω,k(t, x)|2
)

φω,k(t,−x)

= −a+∞e
−2

√
ωζk(t)Sym

[

e−ivk(·)τζk(t)e
iαk(t,·)F

′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]

(x) +O
(

e−4
√
ωζk

)

such that the term O
(

e−4
√
ωζk

)

also means a smooth function f(t, x) satisfying
∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
f(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

H1
.l

vle−4
√
ωζk for any l ∈ N. Analogously, using Lemma 2.9, we also can verify that f(t, x) can be

estimated as a finite sum of functions e−2dm

√
ωζkrm(±x− ζk(t)) plus a remainder g(t, x) such that

one of the functions rm(±·) is in S+ and
∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
g(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.l,s v
l+20ke−4

√
ωζk for any l ∈ N and

s ≥ 0.
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Consequently, using estimates (3.0.36) and (3.0.37),it is not difficult to verify from (3.0.33) that

(3.0.38)

Λ(ϕk)(t, x) =Modk(t, x)

−2a+∞e
−2

√
ωζkSym

[

eiαk(t,·)τζk(t)F
′′
(φω(·)2)φω(·)2e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

−a+∞e
−2

√
ωζk(t)Sym

[

e−ivk(·)eiαk(t,·)τζk(t)F
′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

−
∑

j∈K0

feven,j(t)Sym
[

eiαk(t,·)τζk(t)Π
⊥pj(·)

]

(x)

−
∑

j∈M0

fodd,j(t)Sym
[

eiαk(t,·)τζk(t)Π
⊥pj(·)

]

(x)

+
∑

n

fn(v, t)fω,k(t)
ane−2ln

√
ωζkSym(eijnvk(t)(·)rn,k)(t, x) +O(e−20k

√
ωζk )

=
∑

j∈Jk

rj(v, t)Sym (ρj,k(·)) (x) +O(e−20k
√
ωζk ),

such that the estimate (3.0.34) holds, Jk is a finite set depending only on k and all the functions

ρj

(

·√
ω

)

are in S+
∞, see Definition 2.5. The expression O(e−20k

√
ωζk ) in (3.0.38) means a smooth

function g(t, x) satisfying
∥

∥∂ltg(t, x)
∥

∥

Hs
x

.s,l v
le−20k

√
ωζk(t),

for any t ∈ R, if v > 0 is small enough.
Furthermore, since if ϕk satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1, using Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, we

can restrict to the case where all the functions rj are real and

rj is even on t, if ρj is a real function,(3.0.39)

rj is odd on t, if iρj is a real function.

Step 3.(Construction of parameters ζk0+1, vk0+1, γk0+1, fω,k0+1.) Furthermore, we are going to
verify that for

fω,k+1(v, t) =fω,k(v, t) + δfω,k(v, t), vk+1(v, t) = vk(v, t) + δvk(v, t),

ζk+1(v, t) =ζk(v, t) + δζk(v, t), γk+1(v, t) = γk(v, t) + δγk(v, t),

the functions δfω,k, δvk, δζk, δγk shall satisfy for some c(k) > 0 the following decay

(3.0.40) v

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
δfω,k(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ v

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
δvk(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ v2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
δζk(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ v2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
δγk(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
(δ̇γk(v, t) − fω,k(v, t))

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(l)v2k+2+l

(

ln
1

v
+ |t|v

)c(k)

e−2|t|√ωv,

for every l ∈ N, t ∈ R, C(l) > 0 depending only on l and 0 < v ≪ 1. From Step 1, we have considered
fω,1, ζω,1 = d(t) + fζ(t), γ1(t) and v1(t) to be the same as the ones defined at Remark 3.8.

Moreover, considering fω,0(v, t) ≡ 0, γ0(v, t) = ωt, v0(v, t) = ḋ(t), ζ0(v, t) = d(t), we deduce from
Remark 3.8 that the estimate (3.0.40) is true for k = 0. Therefore, we can assume that the existence
of vk, γk, ζk, fω,k satisfying (3.0.40) until k = k0 − 1 ∈ N.

From now on, we consider fω,k0+1, vk0+1, ζk0+1 and γk0+1 to be functions such that the estimates
(3.0.40) are true for k = k0 for some ck0 > 0, these functions will be chosen carefully later for the
construction of ϕk0+1 satisfying Theorem 3.1.
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Next, using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we can verify for any l ∈ N and v > 0 sufficiently small
the following estimate

(3.0.41) −a+∞e
−2

√
ωζk0+1(t) = −a+∞e

−2
√
ωζk0

(t) + 2a+∞
√
ωδζk0 (t)e−2

√
ωζk0

(t)

+O

(

v4k0

(

ln
1

v
+ |t|v

)2c(k0)

e−4|t|√ωv
)

,

and the term O
(

v4k0
(

ln
(

1
v

)

+ |t|v
)2c(k0)

e−4|t|√ωv
)

means a smooth function f(t, x) satisfying

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
f(t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.l,s v
4k0+l

(

ln

(

1

v

)

+ |t|v
)2c(k0)

e−4|t|√ωv,

for any l ∈ N, if v > 0 is sufficiently small. Indeed, using the estimates (3.0.40), identity ζ0(t) = d(t)
and estimate (3.0.23), we can also obtain from (3.0.41) the existence of a new constant ck0 such that

−a+∞e
−2

√
ωζk0+1(t) = −a+∞e

−2
√
ωζk0

(t) + 2a+∞
√
ωδζk0 (t)e−2

√
ωd(t)

+O

(

v2k0+4

(

ln
1

v
+ |t|v

)2c(k0)

e−2|t|√ωv
)

.

From now on, using fω,k0+1, ζk0+1 , vk0+1, we consider from (3.0.6) the following notation

ρk0+1(t, x) := e
i

(

γk0+1(t)+
vk0+1(t)

2

[

x−
ζk0+1(t)

2

])

ρ (x− ζk0+1(t)) ,

for any real function ρ with domain R.

Next, recalling the definition of Sym on (1.0.15) and using the definition of ϕk on (3.0.3), we
consider the following function

ϕk0,0(t, x) =

[

e
i

vk0+1
2

(

x−
ζk0+1

2

)

+iγk0+1

φω(x− ζk0+1) − e
i

vk0+1
2

(

−x−
ζk0+1

2

)

+iγk0+1

φω(−x− ζk0+1)

]

+fω,k0+1(t)Sym
[

τζk0+1

(

eivk0+1
(·)
2 +iγk0+1∂ωφω(·)

)]

(x)(3.0.42)

+
∑

j∈J
igodd,j(t)Sym [(pj,ω)k0+1(t, ·)] (x) +

∑

j∈I
geven,j(t)Sym [(pj,ω)k0+1(t, ·)] (x)

+
∑

j∈Jk0

igodd,j(t)Sym [(pj,ω)k0+1(t, ·)] (x) +
∑

j∈Ik0

geven,j(t)Sym [(pj,ω)k0+1(t, ·)] (x)
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Consequently, using the estimate (3.0.38) for Λ(ϕk0 ), estimates (3.0.40) and estimate (3.0.41), we
can verify for some c(k0) > 0 that

(3.0.43)

Λ(ϕk0,0)(t, x) =iδ̇vk0 (t)Sym



∂vφω,k0+1(t, ·) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂vpj,k0+1(t, ·)



 (x)

+i
[

δ̇ζk0 (t) − δvk0 (t)
]

Sym



∂ζφω,k0+1(t, ·) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂ζpj,k0+1(t, ·)



 (x)

+iδ̇γk0 (t)Sym



∂γφω,k0+1(t, ·) +
∑

j

fj(t)∂γpj,k0+1(t, ·)



 (x)

+iδ̇fω,k0(t)Sym (∂ωφω,k0+1(t, ·)) (x) − δfω,k0(t)Sym
(

Sω (∂ωφω)k0+1 (t, ·)
)

(x)

+4a+∞δζk0 (t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

eiαk0+1(t,·)τζk0+1(t)F
′′
(φω(·)2)φω(·)2e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

+2a+∞δζk0 (t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

e−ivk0+1(·)eiαk0+1(t,·)τζk0+1(t)F
′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

+
∑

j

rj(v, t)Sym (ρj,k0+1(t, ·)) (x) +O

(

v2k0+4

[

|t|v + ln
1

v

]c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

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

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂lr(t, x)

∂tl

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.s,l v
2k0+4+l

[

|t|v + ln
1

v

]c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for any l ∈ N and s ≥ 0.
Furthermore, from Lemma 3.5, we can restrict to the case where the functions ρj in estimate

(3.0.43) satisfy 〈ρj , ρl〉 = δ
j
l . Consequently, using the estimate (3.0.38) with (3.0.4) for k = k0 and

Lemma 2.1, we can deduce that

(3.0.44) max
j

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
rj(t, v)

∥

∥

∥

∥

.l v
2k0+2+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for all l ∈ N, if v > 0 is sufficiently small.
Moreover, if δ̇ζk0 (t) = δvk0 (t), using estimates (3.0.23), (3.0.40), (3.0.43) and (3.0.44), we can

verify the existence of a constant c(k0) > 0 satisfying

(3.0.45)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl
Λ (ϕk0,0) (t, x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.s v
2k0+2+l

[

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

)]c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for all l ∈ N.

Step 4.(Ordinary differential equations for δζk0 , δvk0 , δγk0 , δfω,k0 .)
Similar to the reasoning used in Theorem 4.1 from [23], using (3.0.43), we are going to obtain a
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system of ordinary differential equations for the parameters δζk0 , δvk0 , δγk0 , δfω,k0 such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl

〈

Λ(ϕk0,0)(t, x),
(

φ
′
)

k0+1
(t, x)

〉∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v2k0+4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,(3.0.46)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl

〈

Λ(ϕk0,0)(t, x), ∂γk0+1
φk0+1(t, x)

〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v2k0+4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))c(k)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,(3.0.47)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
〈Λ(ϕk0,0)(t, x), i(x − ζk0+1(t))φk0+1(t, x)〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v2k0+4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

(3.0.48)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
〈Λ(ϕk0,0)(t, x), ∂ωφk0+1(t, x)〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

=O

(

v2k0+4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,(3.0.49)

for any l ∈ N.

First, using Lemma 2.1 and estimates (3.0.40), we obtain from the estimate (3.0.43) that estimate
(3.0.46) is equivalent to

δ̇vk0 (t)

4
‖φω‖2

L2 =−2a+∞ωδζk0 (t)

[∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x)2

)

φω(x)e−√
ωx dx

]

e−2
√
ωd(t)

−
∑

j

rj(v, t)
〈

ρj(x), φ
′
ω(x)

〉

+O

(

v2k0+4

(

|t|v + ln (
1

v
)

)c(k)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

and using C > 0 defined in (3.0.21), this is equivalent to

δ̇vk0 (t)

4
‖φω‖2

L2 =−C
√
ω ‖φω‖2

L2

2
δζk0 (t)e−2

√
ωd(t) −

∑

j

rj(v, t)
〈

ρj , φ
′
ω

〉

(3.0.50)

+O

(

v2k0+4

(

|t|v + ln (
1

v
)

)c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

.

Next, we consider

δζk0 (t) :=δζk0
,0(t) + fζk0

(t) − 2

‖φω‖2
L2

∑

j

∫ t

−∞
rj(v, s)〈pj(x), ixφω(x)〉 ds(3.0.51)

= δζk0
,0(t) + fζk0

(t) + R(t),

such that we are going to define δζk0
,0, and fζk0

(t) in the next paragraphs. We observe from (3.0.39),

(3.0.44) and the inductive hypothesis on k0 that there exists σ > 0 satisfying
∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl
R(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

v2k0+1+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

, for any l ∈ N.

Next, we define δζk0
,0 as the unique solution of

δ̈ζk0,0(t)

4
‖φω‖2

L2 =−C
√
ω ‖φω‖2

L2

2
δζk0,0(t)e−2

√
ωd(t) − C

√
ω ‖φω‖2

L2

2
R(t)e−2

√
ωd(t)(3.0.52)

−
∑

j

rj(v, t)
〈

ρj(x), φ
′
ω(x)

〉

,

δ̇ζk0,0(t) = 0, lim
t→+∞

δζk0,0(t) = 0,

and fζk0
an even function to be chosen later satisfying

(3.0.53) | d
l

dtl
fζ0 (t)| = O

(

v2k0+2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)σ

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,
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for some constant σ > 0 and any l ∈ N. In particular δζk0,0, is an even function because of (3.0.39),
and for any l ∈ N

(3.0.54)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dtl
δζk0,0(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

v2k0+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

because of the variation of the parameters method and estimate (3.0.44).
Consequently, choosing δvk0 = δ̇ζk0,0, we deduce from the properties of δζk0,0 and estimate

(3.0.50) that (3.0.46) holds and that δvk0 is an odd function.
Furthermore, using the identity (3.0.51), estimates (3.0.43), (3.0.54) and Lemma 2.1, we can

verify that both estimates (3.0.48) and (3.0.53) would be true if fζk0
(t) is the unique solution of

ḟζk0
(t)

2
‖φω‖2

L2 = 2a+∞δζk0,0

√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)ḋ(t)

〈

(x+ d(t))F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, xφω(x)

〉

,(3.0.55)

satisfying limt→+∞ fζk0
(t) = 0, which is an even function satisfying (3.0.51). The equation (3.0.55)

comes from the asymptotic estimate of (3.0.48) using the decays of δζk0,0, fζk0
.

Moreover, using formula (3.0.6) for φω , we can verify that

∂vφω,k(t, x) =
i

2
(x − ζk(t))φω,k(t, x) + i

ζk(t)

4
φω,k(t, x),

we also observe that φω and ∂ωφω are even functions, and xφω(x) is an odd function. Consequently,
using estimates (3.0.42) and (3.0.40), we can verify that the estimate (3.0.49) is true only if

(

δ̇γk0 (t) +
d(t)

4
δ̇vk0 (t) − δfω,k0(t)

)

d

dω

[∫

R

φω(x)2

2
dx

]

=2a+∞δζk0 (t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)

〈

F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, ∂ωφω(x)

〉

+4a+∞δζk0 (t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)

〈

F ′′(φω(x)2)φω(x)2e−√
ωx, ∂ωφω(x)

〉

+
∑

j

rj(v, t) 〈ρj , ∂ωφω〉

+O

(

v2k0+4+l

(

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

))c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

.

Consequently, since δvk0 = δ̇ζk0,0, we can verify from the ordinary equation satisfied by δζk0,0 that
there exist real values C2,ω , C3,ω, C4,ω, C5,ω depending only on ω such that (3.0.49) is true when
δγk0 is the unique solution of

δ̇γk0 (t) = δfω,k0(t) + C2,ωδζk0 (t)e−2
√
ωd(t) + C3,ω

d(t)

4
δζk0 (t)e−2

√
ωd(t)

+C4,ω

∑

j

rj(v, t) 〈ρj , ∂ωφω〉 + C5,ω
d(t)

4

∑

j

rj(v, t)
〈

ρj , φ
′
ω

〉

,

(3.0.56) δγk0 (0) = 0,

and when the estimates (3.0.40) hold.
Next, it remains to find the appropriate ordinary differential estimate that will imply estimate

(3.0.47). We also observe that ∂γφω,k0 (t, x) = iγ0φω,k0 (t, x),
〈

φ
′
ω, φω

〉

= 0, and the real part of

∂vk0
φω,k0 (t, x) is zero. Consequently, using Lemmas 2.1, and estimates (3.0.40), we deduce that
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(3.0.47) is true if

δ̇fω,k0(t) 〈∂ωφω , φω〉 =−2a+∞δζk0 (t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)ḋ(t)

〈

(x+ d(t))F ′(φω(x)2)e−√
ωx, φω(x)

〉

(3.0.57)

−
∑

j

rj(v, t) 〈ρj(x), iφω(x)〉 ,

lim
t→+∞

δfω,k0(t) = 0,

because of the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and the fact that δζk0 defined at (3.0.52) satisfies
(3.0.40), the function δζk0 is also even because of the equation above.

Consequently, using (3.0.56) and the fact that fω,k0 satisfies (3.0.40), we deduce that δγk0 satisfies
all decays in (3.0.40) and it is an odd function. In conclusion, all the functions δζk0 , δvk0 , δγk0 and
δfω,k0 constructed in this Step satisfy (3.0.40).
Step 5.(Construction of ϕk+1 and conclusion.)

First, we recall that the function ϕk0,0 defined in (3.0.42) satisfies estimate (3.0.45) and the
hypotheses of Lemma 3.6 for k = k0.

Therefore, using Lemma 3.6, we can find a natural number n0 ≥ 0 and real functionsQj, Pj , feven,j , fodd,j
such that all functions geven,j are even, all functions godd,j are odd, and

Λ(ϕk0,0)(t, x) =

Mk0
∑

j=1

ifodd,j(v, t)sym((Qj)k0 )(t, x) +

Nk0
∑

j=1

feven,j(v, t)sym((Pj)k0 )(t, x)(3.0.58)

+O

(

v20k0

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)n0

e−2
√
ω|t|v

)

,

all the functions Pj

(

·√
ω

)

, Qj

(

·√
ω

)

are in S+
∞, and the term O(v20k0 ) in the equation means a

smooth function r(t, x) satisfying

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂lr(t, x)

∂tl

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.l,s v
20k0+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)n0

e−2
√
ω|t|v.

Moreover, using the decay estimate (3.0.45), we can restrict to the case where all the functions fodd,j
and feven,j satisfy

(3.0.59)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂lfeven,j(v, t)

∂tl

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂lfodd,j(v, t)

∂tl

∣

∣

∣

∣

.l v
2k0+2+l

[

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

)]c(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v.

Furthermore, using estimates (3.0.46), (3.0.47), (3.0.48) and (3.0.49) in Step 4, we can deduce
from (3.0.58) using Lemma 2.1 that

(3.0.60)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂l

∂tl





Mk
∑

j=1

fodd,j(v, t)Π (iQj) (x) +

Nk
∑

j=1

feven,j(v, t)Π (Pj) (x)





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Hs
x(R)

.s v
2k0+4+l

[

|t|v + ln

(

1

v

)]c1(k0)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for all l ∈ N and c1(k0) > 0 is a constant depending only on k0.
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Next, using Lemma 2.15, we can consider the following functions of correction

Cor1(t, x) :=S−1
ω





Mk
∑

j=1

fodd,j(v, t)Π
⊥ (iQj) (x) +

Nk
∑

j=1

feven,j(v, t)Π
⊥ (Pj) (x)



 ,

Cor2(t, x) :=S−1
ω



iS−1
ω





Mk
∑

j=1

∂tfodd,j(v, t)Π
⊥ (iQj) (x) +

Nk
∑

j=1

∂tfeven,j(v, t)Π
⊥ (Pj) (x)









whose main motivation is to remove the expressions in the sums on the left-hand side of(3.0.58),
this approach was made similarly in Step 1 for k = 1. Based on this observation, we consider the
following function

(3.0.61) ϕk0+1(t, x) := ϕk0,0(t, x) + Sym
[

τζk0+1
eiαk0+1(t,·) (Cor1(t, ·) + Cor2(t, ·))

]

(x),

which is a function of the same form as the right-hand side of the equation (3.0.3).
In conclusion, similarly to the approach made in Step 1, we can verify using Lemmas 2.1, 2.14,

Remark 2.19 and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem that the function (3.0.61) satisfies Theorem 3.1 for
k = k0 + 1. �

4. Energy Estimate

4.1. Dynamics of the Modulation Parameters. First, to simplify our ansatz, we recall the
notation (3.0.6)

ρk(t, x) := e
i
(

γk(t)+
vk(t)

2

[

x− ζk(t)

2

])

ρ(x− ζk(t)).

In notation of Theorem 3.1, we recall the function αk denoted in (3.0.31) which is given by

αk(t, x) = α(t, x, (ζk , vk, γk, fω,k)) := γk(t) +
vk(t)

2

(

x− ζk(t)

2

)

.

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

ϕγ,k(t, x) =ieiαk(t,x,σu(t))φω(x − (ζk + pζ)),(4.1.1)

ϕζ,k(t, x) =eiαk(t,x,σu(t))φ
′
ω(x− (ζk + pζ)),(4.1.2)

ϕω,k(t, x) =eiαk(t,x,σu(t))∂ωφω(x− (ζk + pζ)),(4.1.3)

ϕv,k(t, x) =
i

2
eiαk(t,x,σu(t))(x− (ζk + pζ))φω(x− (ζk + pζ)).(4.1.4)

Moreover, using that φω is an even smooth function and the dot product defined in (1.0.17), it is
not difficult to verify that

(4.1.5) 〈ϕj,k, ϕl,k〉 = δ
j
l ,

for any j 6= l ∈ {ζ, v, γ, ω}.
Furthermore, using the Implicit Function Theorem for Banach Spaces and the identities (4.1.1),

(4.1.2), (4.1.3), (4.1.4), we can verify the following proposition.

Lemma 4.1 (Modulation Lemma). Let ϕk(t, x) be the same as in Theorem 3.1. There are constants

K, c > 0 and a number δk ∈ (0, 1) such that if 0 < v < δk and u(t, x) is an odd function on x in

C
(

[−T, T ], H1
x(R)

)

for any T ∈
[

0,
(ln 1

v )
4
3

v

]

satisfying

(4.1.6) ‖u(t) − ϕk(t)‖L∞([−T,T ],H1
x(R)) < v2,

then there exist continuous functions pζ , pv, pγ , pω such that for

σu(t) = σk(t) + (pζ , pv, pγ , pω),
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the function Pk(t, x, σu(t)) satisfies for any t ∈ [−T, T ]

〈u(t, x) − Pk(t, x, σu(t)), iϕγ,k(t,±x)〉 =0,(4.1.7)

〈u(t, x) − Pk(t, x, σu(t)), iϕζ,k(t,±x)〉 =0,(4.1.8)

〈u(t, x) − Pk(t, x, σu(t)), iϕω,k(t,±x)〉 =0,(4.1.9)

〈u(t, x) − Pk(t, x, σu(t)), iϕv,k(t,±x)〉 =0,(4.1.10)

and

|pζ(t)| + |pv(t)| + |pω(t)| + |pγ(t)| ≤K
(

ln
1

v

)c

‖u(t) − Pk(t, x, σu)‖H1
x(R) ,

‖u(t) − Pk(t, x, σu(t))‖H1
x(R) ≤K

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖u(t) − ϕk(t, x)‖H1
x(R) .

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

Remark 4.2. The terms with
(

ln 1
v

)
4
3 in the right-hand side of the inequalities of Lemma 4.1 are

obtained using the identity

∂pv
Pk(t, x, σu) =

1

2
ϕv,k(t, x) + i

ζk + pζ

4
Pk(t, x, σu(t)),

with (3.3) and from the fact that

|Pk(t, x, σk(t)) − Pk(t, x, σu)| = DPk(t, x, σk(t))(pζ , pv, pγ , pω)+O

((

ln
1

v

)σ

max
j∈{ζ,v,γ,ω}

|Pj(t, r)|2
)

.

In the notation of Lemma 4.1, we consider from now on the following representation for a solution
u(t, x) of (1.0.1)

(4.1.11) u(t, x) = Pk(t, x, σu(t)) + r(t, x)ei(γk+pγ ),

such that σu(t) and the function r satisfy all the properties of Lemma 4.1. Since u is a strong
solution of (1.0.1), we can verify the following lemma.

Furthermore, using the formula (4.1.11) for the solution u(t, x) of the nonlinear Schrödinger
equation and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we can verify from Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, Lemma
2.1 and estimates (3.0.5) of Theorem 3.1 that

(4.1.12)
[

i∂tr(t, x) + ∂2
xr(t, x) − ωr(t, x)

]

ei(γk(t)+pγ (t))

=−F ′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2 + φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2
)

r(t, x)ei(γk(t)+pγ )

−F ′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)ei(γk(t)+pγ )

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)ei(γk(t)+pγ )

−F ′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)e2iα(t,x,σu)−i(γk(t)+pγ (t))

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)e2iα(t,−x,σu)−i(γk(t)+pγ (t))

−Λ (Pk) (t, x, σu) +O

(

‖r(t)‖2
H1

x(R) + ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) v

2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) |ṗγ(t)|

)

,
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for some constant c > 0 not depending on k. Moreover, from estimates (3.0.36), (3.0.37) and Lemmas
3.5, 4.1, and Theorem 3.1, we can verify using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem that

(4.1.13)

Λ (Pk) (t, x, σu) =Modk,0(t, x)

+4a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

eiα(t,·,σu(t))τζk(t)+pζ(t)F
′′
(φω(·)2)φω(·)2e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

+2a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

e−i(vk+pv)(·)eiα(t,·,σu)τζk(t)+pζ(t)F
′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

+
∑

j∈Jk

rj(v, t)Sym
(

eα(t,·,σu(t))τζk(t)+pζ(t)ρj(·)
)

(x)

+O

(

e−20k
√
ωζk + ‖r(t)‖H1 v

2

(

ln
1

v

)c)

,

such that all functions ρj are in S+
∞, all functions rj satisfy

(4.1.14)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂tl
rj(v, t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.l v
2k+2+l

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c(k)

e−2
√
ω|t|v,

for all l ∈ N, and Modk,0(t, x) is given by

(4.1.15)

Modk,0(t, x) =iṗv(t)∂vPk(t, x, σu) + i(ṗζ(t) − pv(t))∂ζPk(t, x, σu)

+iṗγ(t)∂γPk(t, x, σu) + iṗω(t)Sym
(

eiα(t,·,σu)τζk+pζ
∂ωφω(t, ·)

)

(x)

−pω(t)Sym
(

eiα(t,·,σu)τζk(t)+pζ(t)Sω (∂ωφω) (·)
)

.

Moreover, to simplify our notation, we consider the following self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert
Space L2(R,C) for the dot product (1.0.17)

(4.1.16)

L(ρ)(t, x) =−∂2
xρ(t, x) + ωρ(t, x)

−
[

F
′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

+ F
′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

ρ(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2ρ(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2ρ(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2ρ(t, x)e2iα(t,x,σu)

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2ρ(t, x)e2iα(t,−x,σu).

Consequently, we have the following estimate

(4.1.17) iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t, x) − L
(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t, x)
)

=−Modk,0(t, x)

−4a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

eiα(t,·,σu(t))τζk(t)+pζ(t)F
′′
(φω(·)2)φω(·)2e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

−2a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

e−i(vk+pv)(·)eiα(t,·,σu)τζk(t)+pζ(t)F
′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]

(x)

+O

(

‖r(t)‖2
H1

x(R) + ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) v

2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) |ṗγ(t)| + v2k+2

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c(k)

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

.
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Therefore, from Taylor’s Expansion Theorem and Lemma 2.16, we deduce using identities (2.0.16),
(4.1.15) that iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t, x) − L

(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t, x)
)

is equal to

(4.1.18)

−
(

iṗγ(t) +
ζk(t)

4
iṗv(t)

)

Sym (ϕγ,k(t, ·)) (x) − iṗv(t)Sym (ϕv,k(t, ·)) (x)

+i(ṗζ(t) − pv(t)) (ϕζ,k(t, ·)) (x) − iṗω(t)Sym (ϕω,k(t, ·)) (x) + ipω(t)Sym (ϕγ,k(t, ·)) (x)

−4a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

eiα(t,·,σu(t))τζk(t)+pζ(t)

[

F
′′
(φω(·)2)φω(·)2e−√

ω(·)
]]

(x)

−2a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

eiα(t,·,σu)τζk(t)+pζ(t)

[

F
′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]]

(x)

+2a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)Sym

[

eiα(t,·,σu)τζk(t)+pζ(t)

[

(i(vk + pv)(·))F
′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]]

(x)

+2a+∞pζ(t)
√
ωe−2

√
ωd(t)vk(t)ζk(t)Sym

[

eiα(t,·,σu)τζk(t)+pζ(t)

[

iF
′
(φω(·)2)e−√

ω(·)
]]

(x)

+O

(

‖r(t)‖2
H1

x(R) + ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) v

2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) |ṗγ(t)| + v2k+2

(

|t|v + ln
1

v

)c(k)

e−2
√
ωv|t|

)

.

Next, we are going to use the expression (4.1.17) and Lemma 4.1 to obtain high precision in the
estimates of the derivatives of the modulation parameters pζ , pv, pγ and pω.

Lemma 4.3. Let u, v ∈ (0, 1) and pζ , pv, pγ , pω, T be the same as in the statement of Lemma 4.1,

and r be the unique function satisfying (4.1.11). There exist a positive constants K, c0 and values

C1,ω > 0, C2,ω, C3,ω depending on ω > 0 such that if ‖r(t)‖H1 ≤ v2 and |t| ≤ T then, for

Dk(t) =

(

‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) v

2

(

ln
1

v

)c0

+ v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)
)

and any 0 < v < δk, we have
∣

∣

∣ṗv(t) + C1,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t)

∣

∣

∣ ≤KDk(t),(4.1.19)

|ṗζ(t) − pv(t)| ≤KDk(t),(4.1.20)
∣

∣

∣ṗγ(t) − pω(t) − C2,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t) − C3,ωd(t)pζ(t)e

−
√

2d(t)
∣

∣

∣ ≤KDk(t),(4.1.21)

|ṗω(t)| ≤KDk(t).(4.1.22)

The constants c0, K do not depend on k, while c(k) depends only on k.

Remark 4.4. Furthermore, since the expression iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t, x) − L
(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t, x)
)

is equal to

(4.1.18),we can verify that the real numbers C1,ω > 0, C2,ω, C3,ω denoted in the statement of Lemma

4.3 satisfy

iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t, x) − L
(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t, x)
)

=−
[

ṗv(t) + C1,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t)

]

iSym (ϕv,k(t, ·)) (x)

+ [ṗζ(t) − pv(t)] iSym (ϕζ,k(t, ·)) (x)

−
[

ṗγ(t) − pω(t) − C2,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t) − C3,ωd(t)pζ(t)e

−
√

2d(t)
]

iSym (ϕγ,k(t, ·)) (x)

−ṗω(t)iSym (ϕω,k(t, ·)) (x) +O(Dk(t)).

The expression inside O means a function ρ(t, x) satisfying ‖ρ(t, x)‖H1
x(R) ≤ KDk(t), for some

K > 0. This estimate will be useful in the energy estimate of the norm of the remainder of the

approximate solution in the next subsection.
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Proof of Lemma 4.3. The proof that the parameters pζ , pv, pγ , pω are of class C1 is similar to the
proof of Theorem 11 from [25], this follows from the time derivative of the equations (4.1.7), (4.1.8),
(4.1.9), (4.1.10) plus the fact that u is a strong solution of (1.0.1) satisfying (4.1.6).

Next, from Lemma 2.14 and Remark 3.3, we can verify using identities (2.0.16), (2.0.17) and
Lemma 2.1 the existence of a c > 0 satisfying

i∂tϕγ,k(t, x) − L (ϕγ,k(t, x)) + ωϕγ,k(t, x) =O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ max
j

|ṗj(t)|
)

,

(4.1.23)

i∂tϕζ,k(t, x) − L (ϕζ,k(t, x)) + ωϕζ,k(t, x) =O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ max
j

|ṗj(t)|
)

,(4.1.24)

i∂tϕω,k(t, x) − L (ϕω,k(t, x)) + ωϕω,k(t, x) =−iϕγ,k(t, x) +O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ max
j

|ṗj(t)|
)

,

(4.1.25)

i∂tϕv,k(t, x) − L (ϕv,k(t, x)) + ωϕv,k(t, x) =iϕζ,k(t, x) +O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ max
j

|ṗj(t)|
)

,(4.1.26)

for all v > 0 sufficiently small.
Consequently, using integration by parts, Remark 3.3, and the modulation equations (4.1.7),

(4.1.8), we obtain the following estimate

(4.1.27)

d

dt

〈

ei(γk+pγ )r(t), iϕj,k(t, x)
〉

=
〈

−iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t) + L
(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t)
)

, ϕj,k(t, x)
〉

+O

(

‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) v

2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) max

j
|ṗj(t)|

)

,

for any j ∈ {ζ, v, γ, ω}.
Next, we recall the following estimate obtained from integration by parts

(4.1.28)

∫

R

4
√
ωF

′′
(φω(x)2)φω(x)2φ

′
ω(x)e−√

ωx dx+ 2
√
ωF

′
(φω(x)2)φ

′
ω(x)e−√

ωx dx

= 2ω

∫

R

F
′
(φω(x)2)φω(x)e−√

ωx dx = Cω > 0.

Consequently, using the identity above, the estimate (4.1.18), and (4.1.27) for j = ζ with Lemma
2.1, we deduce the existence of positive constants C1,ω and c satisfying

(4.1.29) ṗv(t) + C1,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t) = O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

max
j

|ṗj(t)| + v4

(

ln
1

v

)c

|pζ(t)| +Dk(t)

)

.

Similarly, we can verify using the estimate (4.1.18) or using the estimate 4.4 of iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t, x)−
L
(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t, x)
)

from Remark 4.4, and the identity (4.1.27) for j = v with Lemma 2.1 that

(4.1.30) ṗζ(t) − pv(t) = O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

max
j

|ṗj(t)| + v3

(

ln
1

v

)c

|pζ(t)| +Dk(t)

)

,

and the term of order v3
(

ln 1
v

)c |pζ(t)| in the estimate above was obtained using the elementary
inequality

(4.1.31) Re

∫

R

ei(vk+pv)xih(x) dx = O
(

v + ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R)

)

, for any real-valued Schwartz function h,

which follows using Lemma 4.1.
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Furthermore, using estimate (4.1.18) of iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t, x)−L
(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t, x)
)

, equation (4.1.27)
for j = ω and Lemma 2.1, we obtain the existence of a constant c > 0 satisfying

(4.1.32) ṗγ(t) − pω(t) − C2,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t) − C3,ωd(t)pζ(t)e

−
√

2d(t)

= O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

max
j

|ṗj(t)| + v4

(

ln
1

v

)c

|pζ(t)| +Dk(t)

)

.

Finally, by similar reasoning to the estimate (4.1.29), using (4.1.27) for j = γ and estimate
(4.1.18) of iei(γk+pγ )∂tr(t, x) − L

(

ei(γk+pγ )r(t, x)
)

, we can verify the existence of a constant c > 0
satisfying

(4.1.33) ṗω(t) = O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

max
j

|ṗj(t)| + v3

(

ln
1

v

)c

|pζ(t)| +Dk(t)

)

.

In conclusion, the result of Lemma 4.3 follow from estimates (4.1.29), (4.1.30), (4.1.32), (4.1.33)
and Lemma 4.1. �

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, k0 ∈ N there exist Cl > 1, and for any k ∈ N≥k0 ,

there exist c(k), c(k, l) > 0 and δk,l ∈ (0, 1) such that if 0 < v < δk,l and for
30k ln 1

v√
ωv

< T0,k <
(ln 1

v )
5
4

v

(4.2.1)
∥

∥

∥(1 + x2l)
1
2 [u(T0,k) − Pk(T0,k, x, σk(T0,k))]

∥

∥

∥

H2l
< v10k,

then the unique solution of

iut + uxx + F
′
(|u|2)u = 0

satisfies

(4.2.2) ‖u(t) − Pk(t, x, σk(t))‖H1 ≤ Cv2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)+1

exp

(

Cv |t− T0,k|
ln 1

v

)

,

(4.2.3) v2l
∥

∥xl [u(t) − Pk(t, x, σk(t))]
∥

∥

H1 ≤ Clv
2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k,l)

exp

(

Clv |t− T0,k|
ln 1

v

)

,

for all t satisfying |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
.

Remark 4.6. The choosing of 4
3 in the exponent of ln 1

v
for the time interval is arbitrary, the

statement would still be true for any θ slightly larger than 1 after selecting an appropriate small

δk > 0. Moreover, the constant c(k) depends only on the function ϕk and it is the same for all v

sufficiently small.

From now on, we denote the solution u(t, x) of the Schrödinger equation (1.0.1) satisfying the
initial condition (1.0.9) by

(4.2.4) u(t, x) = Pk (t, x, σu(t)) + eiγk(t)r(t, x)

for all t satisfying |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
. such that r(t) satisfies the orthogonality conditions from

(4.1.7) through (4.1.10).
The proof of Theorem 4.5 will follow from the study of a Lyapunov function obtained from a

perturbation of the quadratic form
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L(t, r) =

∫

R

|∂xr(t, x)|2 + ω |r(t, x)|2 dx(4.2.5)

−
∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x− ζk(t))2

)

|r(t, x)|2 + F
′ (
φω(x+ ζk(t))2

)

|r(t, x)|2 dx

− Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x − ζk)2

)

φω(x− ζk)2e2iαk(t,x)r(t, x)2e−2iγk(t) dx

− Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x + ζk)2

)

φω(x+ ζk)2e2iαk(t,−x)r(t, x)2e−2iγk(t) dx

−
∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− ζk)2

)

φω(x− ζk)2|r(t, x)|2 dx

−
∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x+ ζk)2

)

φω(x+ ζk)2|r(t, x)|2 dx.

Since r satisfies the orthogonality conditions of Lemma 4.1, we can verify that the operator L is
positive on r ∈ H1

x(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 χ satisfying

(4.2.6) χ(x) =

{

0, x ≥ 6
10 ,

1, x ≤ 1
2 ,

and 0 < χ(x) < 1, if
1

2
< x <

6

10
,

and we define the following two functions

(4.2.7) χ1(t, x) := χ

(

x+ ζk(t)

2ζk(t)

)

, χ2(t, x) := 1 − χ1(t, x),

for all (t, x) ∈ R2.

Lemma 4.7 (Coercivity Lemma). There exist constants δ, c > 0 such that if 0 < v < δk and

‖r‖H1
x(R) ≤ δ and the function r ∈ H1

x(R,C) satisfies the identities (4.1.7), (4.1.8), (4.1.9), (4.1.10),

then

(4.2.8) L(t, r) ≥ c ‖r(t)‖2
H1 .

Proof. First, we consider the functions

r1(t, x) = r(t, x)χ1(t, x), r2(t, x) = r(t, x)χ2(t, x).

Moreover, using Remark 3.3, we also observe for any j ∈ {1, 2} that

|∂xχj(t, x)| = O

(

1

ln 1
v

)

.

Next, since the soliton φω satisfies the inequality

|φω(x)| = O
(

e−√
ω|x|
)

,

there is a constant K > 0 such that

(4.2.9) |χ1(t, x)φω(x− ζk(t))| + |χ2(t, x)φω(x+ ζk(t))| ≤ Ke−√
ω

4d(t)
5 ,

because ζk(t) satisfies the Remark 3.3 when v > 0 is small enough. Therefore, we can verify that
the function L(t, r) can be estimated as
(4.2.10)

L(t, r) = L1(t) + L2(t) + 2

∫

R

χ1(t, x)χ2(t, x)
[

|∂xr(t, x)|2 + |r(t, x)|2
]

dx+O

(

1

ln 1
v

‖r(t)‖2
H1

)

,
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such that

Lj(t) =

∫

R

|∂xrj(t, x)|2 + ω |rj(t, x)|2 dx

−
∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x− (−1)jζk(t))2

)

|rj(t, x)|2 dx

− Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− (−1)jζk)2

)

φω(x− ζk)2e2iαk(t,(−1)jx)rj(t, x)2e−2iγk(t) dx

−
∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x − (−1)jζk)2

)

φω(x− (−1)jζk)2|rj(t, x)|2 dx.

Moreover, since χj ≥ 0 for any j ∈ {1, 2}, we have the following inequality
∫

R

χ1(t, x)χ2(t, x)
[

|∂xr(t, x)|2 + |r(t, x)|2
]

≥ 0.

Furthermore, using the definition (3.0.31) of α, Remark 3.3 when v > 0 is small enough, and
estimate (4.2.9), it is not difficult to verify for any j ∈ {1, 2} that the function

r̂j(t, x − (−1)jζk(t)) := e−iα(t,(−1)jx)+iγk(t)rj(t, x)

satisfies Lj(t) = 〈Sω(r̂j(t, x)), r̂j(t, x)〉 +O(v ‖rj‖2
H1 ), ‖r̂j(t)‖2

H1 = ‖rj(t)‖2
H1 +O(v ‖rj‖2

H1 ), and

〈r̂j(t, x), xφω(x)〉 =O
(

v
3
4 ‖r(t)‖H1

)

, 〈r̂j(t, x), i∂ωφω(x)〉 = O
(

v
3
4 ‖r(t)‖H1

)

.

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

(4.2.11) Lj(t) ≥ c ‖rj(t)‖2
H1 −Kv3 ‖r(t)‖2

H1 ,

for any j ∈ {1, 2}.
In conclusion, since χ1 + χ2 = 1, (4.2.10) and (4.2.11) imply (4.2.8). �

Moreover, using the inequality (2.0.6) from Remark 2.13, we deduce the existence of a constant
C > 1 such that

(4.2.12) Lj(t) ≥ c ‖rj(t)‖2
H1 − C ‖Π1(rj(t))‖2

L2 .

Consequently, using (4.2.12) in the place of (4.2.11) in the proof of Lemma 4.7, we obtain the
following proposition.

Lemma 4.8. There exist constants δ, c > 0, C > 1 such that if 0 < v < δk and ‖r(t)‖L∞[T1,T2],H1
x(R) ≤

δ, then for any t ∈ [T1, T2]

L(t, r) ≥c ‖r(t)‖2
H1 − C

∑

±
〈r(t), iϕγ,k(t,±x)〉2 − C

∑

±
〈r(t), iϕζ,k(t,±x)〉2

−C
∑

±
〈r(t), iϕω,k(t,±x)〉2 − C

∑

±
〈r(t), iϕv,k(t,±x)〉2

.

Next, following the reasoning in [24], we are going to use the estimates of the modulation param-
eters from Lemmas 4.1, 4.3 and equation (4.1.17) to estimate |∂tL(t, r)| during a large time interval.
More precisely, we are going to verify that the function L(t, r) satisfies the following proposition.

Lemma 4.9. Let L(t, r) be the function defined at (4.2.5) and let c(k) be the same as in the

statement of Theorem 3.1. There exists a constant c > 0 and δk ∈ (0, 1) such that if 0 < v < δk and
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‖r(t)‖H1 ≤ v2, then

∂tL(t, r) =2ζ̇k(t)

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− ζk(t))2

)

φ
′
ω(x− ζk)φω(x− ζk)|r(t, x)|2 dx

−2ζ̇k(t)

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x+ ζk(t))2

)

φ
′
ω(x + ζk)φω(x+ ζk)|r(t, x)|2

+ζ̇k(t) Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x− ζk)2

)

φω(x − ζk)2
]

r(t, x)2 dx

−ζ̇k(t) Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x+ ζk)2

)

φω(x + ζk)2
]

r(t, x)2 dx

+ζ̇k(t)

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x− ζk)2

)

φω(x − ζk)2
]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

−ζ̇k(t)

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x+ ζk)2

)

φω(x + ζk)2
]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

+O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + ‖r(t)‖H1 v

2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

+ ‖r(t)‖3
H1

)

,

for for all t satisfying

∣

∣

∣t− 30k ln 1
v√

ωv

∣

∣

∣ ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
.

Remark 4.10. The constant c > 0 does not depend on k, it comes from the first approximate

solution when k = 2.

Proof of Lemma 4.9. First, using the definition of L(t, r) in (4.2.5) and estimates (3.3), we deduce
from the derivative of L(t, r) that proving Lemma 4.9 is equivalent to verify that the following
expression

2 Re

∫

R

−∂2
xr(t)∂tr(t) + ωr(t)∂tr(t) dx(4.2.13)

−2

∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x− ζk(t))2

)

r(t)∂tr(t) + F
′ (
φω(x+ ζk(t))2

)

r(t)∂tr(t) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− ζk)2

)

φω(x− ζk)2e2iαk(t,x)r(t)∂tr(t)e
−2iγk(t) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x+ ζk)2

)

φω(x+ ζk)2e2iαk(t,−x)r(t)∂tr(t)e
−2iγk(t) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− ζk)2

)

φω(x− ζk)2r(t)∂tr(t) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x+ ζk)2

)

φω(x+ ζk)2r(t)∂tr(t) dx

has a modulus of order

O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖r(t)‖2
H1

x(R) + ‖r(t)‖H1
x(R) v

2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)
)

.

Moreover, using the operator L defined in (4.1.16), we obtain using Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 that the
expression (4.2.13) is equal for some constant c > 0

(4.2.14) 2
〈

L
(

eiγk(t)r(t)
)

, eiγk(t)∂tr(t)
〉

+O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖r(t)‖2
H1

)

,

if v > 0 is small enough.
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Furthermore, using Remark 4.4 and integration by parts, we can verify that

(4.2.15)
〈

L
(

eiγk(t)r(t)
)

, eiγk(t)∂tr(t)
〉

=−
〈

L
(

eiγk(t)r(t)
)

,
[

ṗv(t) + C1,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t)

]

Sym (ϕv,k(t, ·)) (x)
〉

+
〈

L
(

eiγk(t)r(t)
)

, [ṗζ(t) − pv(t)]Sym (ϕζ,k(t, ·)) (x)
〉

−
〈

L
(

eiγk(t)r(t)
)

,
[

ṗγ(t) − pω(t)

−C2,ωpζ(t)e
−2

√
ωd(t) − C3,ωd(t)pζ(t)e

−2
√
ωd(t)

]

Sym (ϕγ,k(t, ·)) (x)

〉

−
〈

L
(

eiγk(t)r(t)
)

, ṗω(t)Sym (ϕω,k(t, ·)) (x)
〉

+O

(

‖r(t)‖2
H1 v

2

(

ln
1

v

)c

+ ‖r(t)‖3
H1

)

+O

(

‖r(t)‖2
H1 v

2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)
)

In conclusion, we obtain from the estimate (4.2.15) and Lemma 4.3 that the expression (4.2.13)
has a modulus of order

O

(

‖r(t)‖H1 v
2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

+ v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖r(t)‖2
H1

x(R)

)

,

which implies the result of Lemma 4.9. �

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 |∂tL(t, r)| , this approach was also used in the
paper [24] for study the collision between two kinks for the φ6 model. These functions of corrections
are the following localized momentum quantities

P1(t, r) := Im

∫

R

χ1(t, x)r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx, P2(t, r) := Im

∫

R

χ2(t, x)r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx.(4.2.16)

However, before constructing the last Lyapunov function, we shall estimate the derivatives of
P1(t, r) and P2(t, r).

Lemma 4.11. Let j ∈ {1, 2}, the function Pj(t, r) satisfies

(4.2.17)

∂tPj(t, r) = Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′ (
φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

+ Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))
2
]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

+ Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))
2
]

r(t, x)2 dx

+O

(

v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

‖r(t)‖H1 +
1

ln 1
v

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + ‖r(t)‖3

H1

)

.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. It is enough to verify the statement of Lemma 4.11 for j = 1, the proof for
the case when j = 2 is completely analogous.
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First, from the definition of P1(t, r), we can verify using integration by parts that

∂P1(t, r)

∂t
= 2 Im

∫

R

χ1(t, x)∂tr(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx +O

(

v ‖r(t)‖2
H1

ln 1
v

)

.

Furthermore, from Lemma 4.3 and Remark 4.4, we have that

(4.2.18)

∂tr(t, x) =i∂2
xr(t, x) − iωr(t, x)

+i
[

F
′ (
φω(x − (ζk + pζ))

2
)

+ F
′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

r(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)e2iαk(t,x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)e2iαk(t,−x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+O

(

v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

+ v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖r(t)‖H1 + ‖r(t)‖2
H1

)

.

Consequently, using the definition of α in 3.0.31 and Remark 3.2, we deduce

2 Im

∫

R

χ1(t, x)∂tr(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

=−2 Re

∫

R

χ1(t, x)∂2
xr(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

+2ωRe

∫

R

χ1(t, x)r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

χ1(t, x)
[

F
′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

+ F
′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

χ1(t, x)F
′′ (
φω(x − (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

χ1(t, x)F
′′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

χ1(t, x)F
′′ (
φω(x − (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ)
2r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

−2 Re

∫

R

χ1(t, x)F
′′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ)
2r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

+O

(

1

ln 1
v

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

‖r(t)‖H1 + ‖r(t)‖3
H1

)

,
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from which, using integration by parts and the estimates (4.2.9), we obtain that

2 Im

∫

R

χ1(t, x)∂tr(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx

= Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

+ Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2
]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

+ Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2
]

r(t, x)2 dx

+O

(

v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

‖r(t)‖H1 +
1

ln 1
v

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + ‖r(t)‖3

H1

)

.

In conclusion, we have that (4.11) is true when v > 0 is small enough. �

Furthermore, using the decay estimates (3.0.23), we can deduce from Lemma 4.11 the following
proposition.

Corollary 4.12. Let j ∈ {1, 2}. The function Pj(t, r) satisfies

(4.2.19)
d

dt

[

ḋ(t)Pj(t, r)
]

=ḋ(t) Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′ (
φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

+ḋ(t) Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))
2
]

|r(t, x)|2 dx

+ḋ(t) Re

∫

R

∂

∂x

[

F
′′ (
φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (−1)j+1(ζk + pζ))
2
]

r(t, x)2 dx

+O

(

v2k+3

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

‖r(t)‖H1 +
v

ln 1
v

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + v ‖r(t)‖3

H1

)

.

Next, we are going to consider the following Lyapunov Functional

(4.2.20) E(t, r) = L(t, r) − ḋ(t)P2(t, r) + ḋ(t)P1(t, r),

and demonstrate Theorem 4.5 from the derivative of E(t, r) using Lemmas 4.7, 4.9, and Corollary
4.12.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Step 1.(Proof of the estimate of ‖r(t)‖H1 .)

First, from Lemma 4.1, we have that if ‖u(t) − Pk(t, x, σk(t))‖ < v2, t satisfies |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
,

and v > 0 is small enough, then there exist K > 1 and c > 0 satisfying

‖r(t)‖H1 ≤ K

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖u(t) − Pk(t, x, σk(t))‖ ,

for some c > 0, which is much smaller than v
3
2 . We also recall from Remark 3.3 the following

estimate

ζ̇k(t) = ḋ(t) +O

(

v2

(

ln
1

v

)c)

,

if v > 0 is small enough. Therefore, we deduce from Lemmas 4.1, 4.9 and Corollary 4.12 that

(4.2.21)
∣

∣Ė(t, r)
∣

∣ = O

(

v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

‖r(t)‖H1 +
v

ln 1
v

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + ‖r(t)‖3

H1

)

.
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Next, using Lemma 4.7, 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) C ‖r(t)‖2
H1 ≤ E(t, r).

Consequently, using the quantity

m(t) = max

(

‖r(t)‖H1 , v
2k+1

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)+1
)

,

we obtain for some positive constant C1 that if ‖r(t)‖H1 > v2k+1
(

ln 1
v

)c(k)+1
and ‖r(t)‖H1 <

v
ln 1

v

,

then

(4.2.23) Ė(t, r) ≤ C1
v

ln 1
v

m(t)2, E(t, r) ≥ C

2
m(t)2.

Consequently, using Gronwall Lemma and the assumption (1.0.9), we can verify while ‖r(t)‖H1 < v2

that

(4.2.24) ‖r(t)‖H1 ≤ m(t) ≤ Kv2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

exp

(

2C1

C

v

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

,

for any T0,k satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 4.5.
Next, from the Mean Value Theorem, the definition of Pk in Theorem 3.1, we can verify the

existence of a c > 0 such that if v > 0 is sufficiently small, then

‖Pk(t, x, σk(t)) − Pk(t, x, σu(t))‖H1 ≤ K

(

ln
1

v

)c

max
j∈{ζ,v,γ,ω}

|pj(t, r)|,

for some constant K > 1. Consequently, using Lemma 4.1 and 4.2.24, we obtain estimate (4.2.2)
from Minkowski inequality.

Moreover, the partial differential equation (1.0.1) is locally well-Posed in the space Hs(R) for any
s ≥ 0, and we are assuming u(T0,k) ∈ H l(R) from the hypotheses of Theorem 4.5. Consequently,

we deduce that ∂jxr(t, x) ∈ H1(R) if 0 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 for all t ∈ R satisfying |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
. Since

u(T0,k) 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(t) in the next steps.
Step 2.(Estimate of ‖r(t)‖Hl for l > 1.)

First, using the partial differential equation (4.2.18) and estimate (1.1.1), we can verify for any
m ∈ N satisfying 0 ≤ m ≤ l−1, that the function rm(t, x) := ∂mx r(t, x) satisfies the following partial
differential equation

(4.2.25)

∂trm(t, x) =i∂2
xrm(t, x) − iωrm(t, x)

+
[

iF
′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

+ F
(

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2
)

]

rm(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x − (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2rm(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2rm(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x − (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2rm(t, x)e2iα(t,x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x + (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2rm(t, x)e2iα(t,−x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+O

(

‖r(t)‖Hm + v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖r(t)‖Hm+1 + ‖r(t)‖2d0−1
Hm+1 + v2k+2

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)
)

,
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such that d0 ∈ N≥1 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

‖G(t, x)‖H1 ≤ C

[

‖r(t)‖Hm + v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖r(t)‖Hm+1 + ‖r(t)‖2d0−1
Hm+1

]

,

for all |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
, 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

|〈rm(t), ϕk,β(t,±x)〉| ≤ Kv2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k)

exp

(

Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

,

for any β ∈ {ζ, v, γ, ω}, while |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
. So, Lemma 4.8 implies the existence of c > 0 and

K > 1 satisfying

(4.2.26) L(rm, t) ≥ c ‖rm(t)‖2
H1 −Kv4k

(

ln
1

v

)2c(k)

exp

(

2Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

,

while |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
.

Furthermore, using the partial differential equation (4.2.25), we can verify similarly to the Step
1 for constants K > 1, c > 0 that the function E(t, rm) satisfies

E(t, rm) +Kv4k

(

ln
1

v

)2c(k)

exp

(

2Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

≥ c ‖rm(t)‖2
H1 ,(4.2.27)

Ė(t, rm) ≤ K

[

v

ln 1
v

‖rm(t)‖2
H1 + ‖rm(t)‖H1 ‖r(t)‖Hm + v2k+1 ‖rm(t)‖H1

]

,(4.2.28)

if v > 0 is sufficiently small, ‖r(t)‖Hm < 1 and |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
.

From the estimates above and the hypothesis (4.2.1), we can verify inductively for any natural
number l1 ≤ l that there exist numbers C, C(l1) > 1, c(l1) > 0 satisfying

(4.2.29) ‖r(t)‖Hl1 ≤ C(l1)v2k+1−l1
(

ln
1

v

)c(l1)

exp

(

2Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

,

for any |t−T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
, if v > 0 is small enough. Indeed, estimate (4.2.29) was verified for l1 = 1

in the first step.
Consequently, if (4.2.29) is true for 1 ≤ l1 ≤ m < l, then we can verify from the elementary

estimate

‖rm(t)‖H1 ‖r(t)‖Hm ≤ v

ln 1
v

max

(

‖rm(t)‖H1 , C(m)v2k−m
(

ln
1

v

)c(m)+1

exp

(

2C|t− T0,k|
ln 1

v

)

)2

and estimates (4.2.27), (4.2.28) using Gronwall Lemma that there exist C > 1, c(j) > 0 and C1(m) >
1 depending on j such that

c ‖∂mx r(t)‖H1 ≤ C1(m)v2k−m
(

ln
1

v

)c(j)

exp

(

2Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

,
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if v > 0 is sufficiently small and |t − T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
. Therefore, since ‖r(t)‖Hj+1 is equivalent to

‖rm(t)‖H1 + ‖r(t)‖Hm , we conclude that there exists C2(m) > 1 depending only on m satisfying

‖r(t)‖Hm+1 ≤ C2(m)v2k−m
(

ln
1

v

)c(l)

exp

(

2Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

,

for any |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
, if v > 0 is small enough, and so (4.2.29) is true for any natural number

l1 ≤ l when (4.2.1) is true.
Step 3.(Proof of the Weighted Estimates in H1.) Let rj,m(t, x) := ∂mx

[

xjr(t, x)
]

for any j ∈ N.

Furthermore, similarly to the proof of estimate (4.1.12), using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem,
identity

(4.2.30) xjΛ
(

Pk(t, x, σu(t)) + eiγk(t)r(t, x)
)

= 0,

and the estimate ‖f‖L∞ ≤ K ‖f‖H1 in any function f ∈ H1(R) for some K > 1, we can verify
from (1.1.1) and the estimate (4.2.24) on ‖r(t)‖H1 that rj,0 satisfies for some constant c > 0, and a
parameter c(k, j) > 0 the following partial differential estimate

(4.2.31)

∂trj,0(t, x) =i∂2
xrj,0(t, x) − iωrj,0(t, x) − j(j − 1)irj−2,0(t, x) + 2ji∂xrj−1,0(t, x)

+i
[

F
′ (
φω(x − (ζk + pζ))

2
)

+ F
′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

rj,0(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2rj,0(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2rj,0(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2rj,0(t, x)e2iα(t,x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2rj,0(t, x)e2iα(t,−x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+O

(

v2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k,j)

+ v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖rj,0(t)‖
H1 + ‖r(t)‖H1 ‖rj,0(t)‖

H1

)

,

for all natural number j ≥ 1 and all t satisfying |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
. The expression associated to

O means a function G(t, x) satisfying for a C > 1

‖G(t, x)‖H1 ≤ C

[

v2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k,j)

+ v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖rj,0(t)‖
H1 + ‖r(t)‖H1 ‖rj,0(t)‖

H1

]

,

if |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
and v > 0 is small enough. Indeed, estimate (4.2.31) is a elementary conse-

quence of the product of xj with estimate (4.2.18)
Moreover, from estimate (4.2.24) and identities (4.1.2), (4.1.1), (4.1.3), (4.1.4), we can verify from

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

(4.2.32) max
β∈{ζ,v,γ,ω}

|〈rj,0(t), ϕβ,k(t,±x)〉| ≤ Kv2k

(

ln
1

v

)c0(k,j)

exp

(

Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

,

for some positive constants C, K > 1, and a number c0(k, j) > 0 depending only on j and k.
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Next, considering the functions

L(t, rj,0) =

∫

R

|∂xrj,0(t, x)|2 + ω |rj,0(t, x)|2 dx(4.2.33)

−
∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x− ζk(t))2

)

|rj,0(t, x)|2 + F
′ (
φω(x+ ζk(t))2

)

|rj,0(t, x)|2 dx

− Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− ζk)2

)

φω(x− ζk)2e2iαk(t,x)rj,0(t, x)2e−2iγk(t) dx

− Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x+ ζk)2

)

φω(x+ ζk)2e2iαk(t,−x)rj,0(t, x)2e−2iγk(t) dx

−
∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x − ζk)2

)

φω(x− ζk)2|rj,0(t, x)|2 dx

−
∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x + ζk)2

)

φω(x+ ζk)2|rj,0(t, x)|2 dx,

and

P1(t, rj,0) := Im

∫

R

χ1(t, x)rj,0(t, x)∂xrj,0(t, x) dx, P2(t, rj,0) := Im

∫

R

χ2(t, x)rj,0(t, x)∂xrj,0(t, x) dx,

(4.2.34)

we can verify similarly to the proof of estimate (4.2.21) that the Lyapunov function

E(t, rj,0) = L(t, rj,0) − ḋ(t)P2(t, rj,0) + ḋ(t)P1(t, rj,0)

satisfies

∣

∣Ė(t, rj,0)
∣

∣ = O

(

v2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k,j)

‖rj,0(t)‖
H1 +

v

ln 1
v

‖rj,0(t)‖2
H1 + ‖rj,0(t)‖

H1 ‖r(t)‖2
H1(4.2.35)

+j(j − 1) ‖rj,0(t)‖
H1 ‖rj−2,0(t)‖

H1 + j ‖rj,0(t)‖
H1 ‖rj−1,0(t)‖

H2

)

,

if |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
, 0 ≤ j ≤ l and v > 0 is small enough.

Moreover, using the estimates (4.2.32), we can verify similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.7 from
Lemma 2.12 that there exists K > 1 satisfying

(4.2.36) E(t, rj,0) +Kv4k

(

ln
1

v

)2c0(k,j)

exp

(

2Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

≥ ‖rj,0(t)‖2
H1 .

Furthermore, motivated by the estimates (4.2.35) and (4.2.36), we are going to verify in the
next step by induction on j for any j ∈ N≤l+1, m ∈ N≤l+1−j satisfying that there exist numbers
C > 1, Cj+m > 1, cj+m > 0 satisfying

(4.2.37) ‖rj,0(t)‖
Hm ≤ Cj+mv

2k−(2j+m)+1

(

ln
1

v

)cj+m

exp

(

C
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

)

,

for all |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
, if v > 0 is sufficiently small.

Indeed if for a natural number j0 < l the (4.2.37) is true for any 0 ≤ j ≤ j0, then, using estimate
(4.2.35) for j = j0 + 1, we obtain that

∣

∣Ė(t, rj0+1,0)
∣

∣ = O

(

v

ln 1
v

‖rj0+1, 0(t)‖2
H1 + v2k−2j0−1

(

ln
1

v

)cj0+2

exp

(

C
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

)

‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
H1

)

,
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from which we would obtain using Gronwall Lemma similarly to the approach in Step 1 that there
exist K, C2 > 1 such that

(4.2.38)
∥

∥xj0+1r(t, x)
∥

∥

H1 = ‖rj,0(t)‖
H1 ≤ Kv2k−2j0−2

(

ln
1

v

)cj0+2+1

exp

(

C2
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

)

,

while |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
.

Step 4.(Proof of (4.2.37).) The estimate (4.2.37) for j = 0 was already proved in Step 2, so we can
assume that (4.2.37) is true when 0 ≤ j ≤ j0 < l for some natural number j0 ≥ 0. Indeed if it is
true for any 0 ≤ j ≤ l, there is nothing more to prove.

Moreover, from the last argument in Step 3, we verified that if (4.2.37) is true for all natural

number j satisfying 0 ≤ j ≤ j0, then (4.2.38) is true for all |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
. Therefore, there is

a maximum m0 ≥ 1 such that
(4.2.39)

∥

∥xj0+1r(t, x)
∥

∥

Hm = ‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
Hm ≤ Kv2k−2j0−2−m+1

(

ln
1

v

)cj0+2+1

exp

(

C2
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

)

,

is true while |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
for all natural m satisfying 1 ≤ m ≤ m0. If m0 ≥ l − j0 + 1, then

(1.0.12) would be true for any 0 ≤ j ≤ j0 + 1. Consequently, to prove (1.0.12) for any j = j0 + 1, it
is enough to verify that if (4.2.39) is true for any 0 < m ≤ m0 < l− j0 +1, then it is true for m0 +1.

Next, we recall the function rj,m(t, x) = ∂mx
[

xjr(t, x)
]

. Since F is a polynomial satisfying (H1),
using Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, (1.1.1), and the product rule of derivative, we can verify from
the derivative of (4.2.18) on x that

(4.2.40)

∂trj0+1,m0(t, x) =i∂2
xrj0+1,m0(t, x) − iωrj0+1,m0 (t, x)

−j0(j0 + 1)irj0−1,m0(t, x) + 2(j0 + 1)i∂xrj0,m0(t, x)

+i
[

F
′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

+ F
′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

]

rj0+1,m0(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2rj0+1,m0(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2rj0+1,m0(t, x)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x− (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x− (ζk + pζ))
2rj0+1,m0(t, x)e2iα(t,x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+iF
′′ (
φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))

2
)

φω(x+ (ζk + pζ))
2rj0+1,m0(t, x)e2iα(t,−x,σu)−2iγk(t)

+O

(

v2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k,j0,m0)

+ v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
Hm0+1

)

+O

(

max
d1+d2=m0+2,min(d1,d2)≥1

‖r(t)‖Hd1 ‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
Hd2

+ ‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
Hm0

)

,

where c(k, j0,m0) > 0 is a number depending on k, j0,m0, while |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
and v > 0

is small enough. The expression inside O in (4.2.31) means a function G(t, x) satisfying for some
constant C > 1

‖G(t, x)‖H1 ≤C
[

v2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k,j0,m0)

+ v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
Hm0+1

]

+C

[

max
d1+d2=m0+2,min(d1,d2)≥1

‖r(t)‖Hd1 ‖rj,0(t)‖
Hd2

+ ‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
Hm0

]

,
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while |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
.

Therefore, if (4.2.39) is true for m = m0, we deduce that there exists C > 1 satisfying

‖G(t, x)‖H1 ≤C
[

v2k

(

ln
1

v

)c(k,j0,m0)

+ v2

(

ln
1

v

)c

‖rj0+1,0(t)‖
Hm0+1

]

+C

[

max
d1+d2=m0+2,min(d1,d2)≥1

‖r(t)‖Hd1 ‖rj,0‖
Hd2

]

+C

[

v2k−2j0−1−m0

(

ln
1

v

)cj0+2+1

exp

(

C2
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

)

]

,

Consequently, similarly to the proof of estimates of (4.2.35), (4.2.36), if 0 ≤ m ≤ l − j0, we can
verify using estimates (4.2.29), (4.2.37),and the partial differential equation (4.2.40) that if k ≥ k0

is large enough, then

∣

∣Ė(t, rj0+1,m0)
∣

∣ = O

(

v2k−2j0−1−m0

(

ln
1

v

)cj0+2+1

exp

(

C2
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

)

‖rj0+1,m0(t)‖
H1(4.2.41)

+
v

ln 1
v

‖rj0+1,m0(t)‖2
H1 + j0(j0 + 1) ‖rj0−1,m0(t)‖

H1 ‖rj0+1,m0(t)‖
H1

+(j0 + 1) ‖rj0,m0(t)‖
H2 ‖rj0+1,m0(t)‖

H1

)

,(4.2.42)

and

(4.2.43) E(t, rj0+1,m0) +Kv4k

(

ln
1

v

)2c(k,j0+1)

exp

(

2Cv

ln 1
v

|t− T0,k|
)

≥ ‖rj0+1,m0(t)‖2
H1 ,

for some number c(k, j0 + 1) > 0, and all |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
, if v > 0 is small enough.

Furthermore, from the estimates (4.2.37) for j ≤ j0, we deduce from (4.2.37) that
(4.2.44)
∣

∣Ė(t, rj0+1,m0)
∣

∣ = O

(

v

ln 1
v

‖rj0+1,m0(t)‖2
H1 + ‖rj0+1,m(t)‖

H1 v
2k−2j0−m0−1

(

ln
1

v

)cj,m

exp

(

C
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

))

,

for some constant cj0,m while |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
.

In conclusion, using the assumption (4.2.1), and estimates (4.2.43), (4.2.44), we obtain using
Gronwall Lemma in the same way we used in Step 1 that there exist constants Km0 > 1, C2 >

1, cj0,m0 > 0 satisfying

∥

∥∂mx
[

r(t)xj0+1
]∥

∥

H1 ≤ Km0v
2k−2j0−m0−2

(

ln
1

v

)cj0,m0 +1

exp

(

C2
v|t− T0,k|

ln 1
v

)

,

for any natural number m ≤ m0, if |t− T0,k| ≤ (ln 1
v )

4
3

v
and v > 0 is small enough. The estimate

above implies that (4.2.37) is true for j = j0 +1, so it is true for all j ∈ N≤l when v > 0 is sufficiently
small, which implies (4.2.3) when j = l and m = 1. �

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 δ ∈ (0, 1) such that if 0 < v0 < δ, and ζ0 >
16√
ω

ln 1
v
, and

rj,1 ∈ H1(R) is an odd function satisfying ‖rj,1‖
H1 < v5

0 , then the solution ψ(t, x) of the following
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Initial Value Problem
{

iψt + ψxx + F
′ (|ψ|2

)

ψ = 0,

ψ(0, x) = eiγ0
(

e−iv0
x
2 φω(x − ζ0) − eiv0

x
2 φω(x+ ζ0)

)

+ rj,1(x)

satisfies

(5.0.1) ψ(t, x) = e
i
(

γ(t)+ωt− v0ζ(t)

4

)

(

e−i v0
2 (x− ζ(t)

2 )φω(x− ζ(t)) − ei
v0
2 (x+ ζ(t)

2 )φω(x + ζ(t))
)

+ r(t, x),

such that

|γ̇(t)| + |ζ̇(t) + v0| ≤C
[

e−√
ωζ0 + ‖rj,1‖

H1

]

,(5.0.2)

‖r(t)‖H1 ≤C
[

‖rj,1‖
H1 + e−

√
ω

2 ζ0

]

,

for any t ≤ 0.

Remark 5.2. The proof of Theorem 5.1 is 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 5.1 will allow us to analyze the dynamics of the two colliding solitons when the
time t approaches −∞, and, consequently, we will be able to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Lemma 5.3. Let

φω,±(x) = eiωtei
±vx

2 φω(x).

For any function r ∈ H1(R,C), we have that

〈

H
′
(φω,±) + (ω +

v2

4
)
Q

′
(φω,±)

2
∓ v

2
M

′
(φω,±), r

〉

= 0.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. It is enough to prove Lemma 5.3 for φω,+, the proof for φω,− is analogous.
First, from the definition of φω,+, we have the following identity

(5.0.3)

−
∫

R

∂2
xφω,+(x)r(x) dx =−

∫

R

ei(ωt+
vx
2 )φ

′′
ω(x)r(x) − iv

∫

R

ei(ωt+
vx
2 )φ

′
ω(x)r(x) dx

+
v2

4

∫

R

φω,+(x)r(x) dx.

Moreover, using the dot product (1.0.17), from the definitions of (Hamiltonian), (Mass) and
(Momentum), we can verify using integration by parts for any r ∈ H1(R,C) that

〈

H
′
(φω,+), r(x)

〉

=
〈

−∂2
xφω,+(x) − F

′
(φω(x)2)φω,+, r(x)

〉

,
〈

Q
′
(φω,+), r

〉

=2
〈

φω(x)ei(ωt+
vx
2 ), r(x)

〉

,
〈

M
′
(φω,+), r

〉

=
〈

−2iφ
′
ω(x)ei(ωt+

vx
2 ) + vφω(x)ei(ωt+

vx
2 ), r(x)

〉

.

Therefore, using

−φ′′
ω(x) + ωφω(x) − F

′
(φω(x)2)φω(x) = 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 5.1, we also need to analyze the properties
of the following localized quantities:

Q+(ψ) =

∫ +∞

0

|ψ(x)|2 dx,(Half-Mass)

H+(ψ) =

∫ +∞

0

|ψx(x)|2
2

− F
(

|ψ(x)|2
)

2
dx,(Half-Energy)

M+(ψ) = Im

∫ +∞

0

ψxψ dx.(Half-Momentum)

First, using the fact that we are considering odd solutions of the partial differential equation
(1.0.1), we can verify that H+(ψ(t)) = 1

2H(ψ) and Q+(ψ(t)) = 1
2Q(ψ), therefore they are constant

functions on t. Moreover, the oddness of the function ψ also implies that M+(ψ(t)) is a non-
decreasing function on t. Consequently, we have the following proposition:

Lemma 5.4. The functions M+, H+, Q+ satisfy for every t ∈ R :

Q+(ψ(t)) =Q+(ψ(0)), H+(ψ(t)) = H+(ψ(0)),

d

dt
M+(ψ(t)) ≥0.

Proof. The conservation of Q+(ψ(t)) and H+(ψ(t)) was already explained in the last paragraph.
Next, using the time derivative of M+(ψ(t)), identity ψ(t, 0) = 0 and integration by parts, we deduce
that if ψ(t) is an odd solution of (1.0.1) belonging to C(R, H2(R)), then

d

dt
M+(ψ(t)) =

|ψx(t, 0)|2
2

≥ 0.

Therefore, dM+(ψ(t))
dt

≥ 0 follows from the density of H2
x(R) in H1

x(R) and the local well-posedness
of the partial differential equation (1.0.1) in Hs

x(R) for s ≥ 1. �

The next important results we need to prove Theorem 5.1 are the estimates of the functions
M+, H+, Q+ 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

〈f, g〉L2(0,+∞) := Re

∫ +∞

0

f(x)g(x) dx.

Lemma 5.5. Let

ψ(x) =eiγ
(

e−i vx
2 φω(x− ζ) − ei

vx
2 φω(x+ ζ)

)

+ r(x)

=Sym(φω,σ)(x) + r(x),

such that r ∈ H1
x(R) is an odd function, and ω > 0 satisfies

Q(φω) = Q+(ψ) =
Q(ψ)

2
.
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Then, there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that if 0 < v < δ and ζ > δ−1, then

〈r, φω,σ〉
L2(0,+∞) =O(ζe−2

√
ωζ + ‖r‖2

L2),

(5.0.4)

H+(ψ) =H(φω,σ) +
〈

H
′
(φω,σ), r

〉

L2(0,+∞)
+

1

2

〈

D(2)H(φω,σ)r, r
〉

L2(0,+∞)
(5.0.5)

+O
(

‖r‖3
H1 + e−√

ωζ ‖r‖H1 + ζe−2
√
ωζ
)

,

M+(ψ) =
v

2
‖φω‖2

L2 +
〈

M
′
(φω,σ), r(x)

〉

L2(0,+∞)
+M+(r) +O

(

e−√
ωζ ‖r‖H1 + e−2

√
ωζζ
)

.(5.0.6)

Proof. First, from the estimates

(5.0.7)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dl

dxl
φω(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(e−√
ω|x|),

we deduce that if x ≥ 0, then

(5.0.8)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂l

∂xl
φω(x+ ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O
(

e−√
ωζ
)

.

Next, since r and ψ are odd functions, we can verify from the definition of (Half-Mass) the
following identity

(5.0.9) Q+(ψ) = Q+ (Sym (φω,σ)) + 2 〈Sym (φω,σ) , r〉
L2(0,+∞) +

1

2
‖r‖2

L2 .

Moreover, using Lemma 2.1 and estimate (5.0.7), we have that

Q+ (Sym (φω,σ)) = Q(φω) +O
(

ζe−2
√
ωζ
)

.

Consequently, since we are assuming that Q(φω) = Q(u), the estimate (5.0.4) proceeds from the
identity above with (5.0.9).

Next, from (5.0.8), we can also verify from the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus that

(5.0.10)

∫ +∞

0

|φω(x+ ζ)|2 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dx
φω(x + ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dx = O(e−2
√
ωζ).

There, we can verify using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

(5.0.11)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ +∞

0

|r|l φω(x + ζ)m
∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(‖r‖H1 e
−√

ωζ),

for all l, and m in N≥1. Consequently, using (5.0.10) and (5.0.11), we obtain the estimate (5.0.5)
from Taylor’s Expansion Theorem applied on H+(u) around ησ.

Finally, the estimates (5.0.6) and (5.0.5) follow from the Taylor’s Expansion Theorem applied to
M+(u) and H+(u) around φω,σ and from we the estimates (5.0.11), (5.0.10), (5.0.8). �

From now on, we are going to start the proof of the main result of the section.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We can rewrite u(0, x) as

ψ(0, x) = eiγ0

(

ei
−v0x

2 φω (x− ζ0) − ei
v0x

2 φω (x+ ζ0)
)

+ r(x),

such that Q(ψ(0)) = 2Q(φω), and r is an odd function in H1(R) satisfying ‖r‖H1 . ‖rj,1‖
H1 .

Furthermore, since the partial differential equation (1.0.1) is locally well-posed in H1(R), see
Chapter 3 of the book [35], we have that that there exists T < 0 such that

ψ(t, x) = eiγ0

(

ei
−v0x

2 φω (x− ζ0) − ei
v0x

2 φω (x+ ζ0)
)

+ r(t, x),
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and ‖r(t)‖H1 < v2, if t ∈ [T, 0]. Therefore, the following set

B =

{

t < 0| inf
y> 8√

ω
ln 1

v0
,γ∈R

∥

∥

∥ψ(t) − Sym
(

ei(γ− v0(·)

2 )φω(· − y)
)

(x)
∥

∥

∥

H1(R)
< v2

0

}

is not empty.
Furthermore, using the Implicit Function Theorem for Banach spaces, see Section 3.1 from [16], if

an interval (t, 0) ⊂ B, we can verify the existence of real functions of class C1 ζ(t) > 8√
ω

ln 1
v0
, γ(t)

such that

ψ(s, x) = eiγ(s)
(

ei
−v0x

2 φω(x − ζ(s)) − ei
v0x

2 φω(x + ζ(s))
)

+ r1(s, x),

and r1 is a odd function in H1
x(R) satisfying

〈

ei(γ(s)∓ v0x

2 )(x∓ ζ(s))φω(x∓ ζ(s)), r1(s)
〉

=0,(5.0.12)
〈

iei(γ(s)∓ v0x

2 )∂ωφω(x∓ ζ(s)), r1(s)
〉

=0,(5.0.13)

and

‖r1(s)‖H1(R) ≤ C inf
y≥ 7√

ω
ln 1

v

∥

∥

∥ψ(t) − Sym
(

ei(γ(s)− v0(·)
2 )φω(· − y)

)∥

∥

∥

H1(R)
,

for all s ∈ [t, 0), where C > 1 is a constant.
From now on, we are going to prove that B = R<0. Moreover, we consider for any t > 0 the

following function

M(ψ)(t) := H+(ψ)(−t) +

(

ω +
v2

0

4

)

Q+ψ(−t)
2

− v0

2
M+(ψ)(−t),

First, Lemma 5.4 implies that

M(ψ)(t) ≤ M(ψ)(0).

Furthermore, using Lemma 5.3, estimates (5.0.10), (5.0.11) and Taylor’s Expansion Theorem, we
can verify that

(5.0.14)

M(ψ)(t) = M(φω(x)) +
〈

−∂2
xr1(t, x) + ωr1 − F

′ (
φω(x− ζ(t))2

)

r1(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x − ζ(t))2

)

φω(x− ζ(t))ei(γ(t)− v0x

2 )r1(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x − ζ(t))2

)

φω(x− ζ(t))e−i(γ(t)− v0x

2 )r1(t), r1(t, x)
〉

L2(0,+∞)

+O
(

‖r1(t)‖2
H1 (e−√

ωζ(t) + v0) + ‖r1(t)‖3
H1 + ζ(t)e−2

√
ωζ(t)

)

,

while t is in B. Consequently, since r1 satisfies the orthogonality conditions (5.0.12) and (5.0.13),
and Lemma 5.5 implies that

〈

r1(t), ei(γ(t)− v0x

2 )φω(x− ζ(t))
〉

= O
(

max{‖r1(t)‖2
H1 , ζ(t)e

−2
√
ωζ(t)}

)

,

we can deduce from Remark 2.13 of Lemma 2.12 the existence of constants C, c > 0 independent
of v0 satisfying

M(ψ)(t) + Cζ(t)e−2
√
ωζ(t) ≥ M(φω(x)) + c ‖r1(t)‖2

H1 ,

while t is in B. Therefore, since M(ψ)(t) ≤ M(ψ)(0) and ψ(0) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem
5.1, we obtain the following inequality

(5.0.15) C ‖rj,1‖2
H1 + Ce−√

ωζ0 + Ce−√
ωζ(t) ≥ ‖r1(t)‖2

H1 ,

for some constant C > 0, while t < 0 is an element of B.
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Moreover, using identity Λ(ψ) = 0 and Lemma 2.1, we can verify that

i∂tr1 + ∂2
xr1 =

(

γ̇(t) − ω − v0ζ̇(t)

4

)

Sym

(

e
i
(

γ(t)− v0(·)
2

)

φω(· − ζ(t))

)

(x)

+i(ζ̇(t) + v0)Sym

(

e
i
(

γ(t)− v0(·)

2

)

φ
′
ω(· − ζ(t))

)

(x)

−F ′ (
φω(x− ζ(t))2 + φω(x + ζ(t))2

)

r1(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x− ζ(t))2

)

φω(x− ζ(t))ei(γ(t)− v0x

2 )r1(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x− ζ(t))2

)

φω(x− ζ(t))e−i(γ(t)− v0x

2 )r1(t)

+O
(

e−2
√
ωy(t) + ‖r1(t)‖ ζ(t)e−2

√
ωζ(t) + ‖r1(t)‖2

H1

)

.

Consequently, from the time derivative of the orthogonality conditions (5.0.12) and (5.0.13), we
obtain the existence of a constant C > 0 satisfying the following estimates

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ̇(t) − ω +
v2

0

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

<C
[

‖r1(t)‖H1 + e−2
√
ωζ(t)

]

,(5.0.16)

|ζ̇(t) + v0| ≤C
[

‖r1(t)‖H1 + e−2
√
ωζ(t)

]

,(5.0.17)

while t is in B.

In particular, from the definition of the set B, we have that if v0 > 0 is sufficiently small, the
estimate (5.0.17) implies that ζ̇(t) > 3

4v0 > 0, while t is in B. Therefore ζ(t) > ζ(0) for any t < 0 in
B, from which, using estimate (5.0.15), we deduce that

‖r1(t)‖2
H1 ≤C ‖rj,1‖2

H1 + Ce−√
ωζ0 < v2

0 ,(5.0.18)

ζ(t) >ζ(0) ≥ 8√
ω

ln
1

v0
.

Consequently, since ‖r1(t)‖H1 , ζ(t) are continuous functions on t, we can verify similarly as in
the Step 6 of the proof of Theorem 1.3 from [24] that B is equal to R<0 and that estimate (5.0.18)
is true for all t ≤ 0. The estimates (5.0.2) follows from (5.0.16) and (4.3) using (5.0.18). �

6. Proof of Theorem 1.5

From now on, let u be the unique solution of (1.0.1) satisfying (1.0.9) for v1 = 0. From Theorems
1.10, 3.1 and Remark 1.10, we can verify for any l ∈ N that there exist k ∈ N sufficiently large and

v > 0 small enough that there exists T0,k ∈ R satisfying
(ln 1

v )
4
3

20v < T0,k <
(ln 1

v )
4
3

10v and there exists

t0 satisfying |t0| ≤ C0
ln 1

v

v
for some constant C0 > 1 independent of k such that

∥

∥(1 + |x|2)l [u(T0,k + t0,k, x) − Pk(T0,k, x, σk(T0,k))]
∥

∥

H2l <v
10k

Consequently, Theorem 4.5 implies that

‖u(t+ t0, x) − Pk(t, x, σk(t))‖H1 <v
k,(6.0.1)

∥

∥xl [u(t+ t0, x) − Pk(t, x, σk(t))]
∥

∥

H1 <v
k,(6.0.2)

for any t satisfying −2
(ln 1

v )
4
3

v
≤ t ≤ (ln 1

v )
4
3

v
. The estimate (6.0.2) and Theorem 3.1 imply the

inequality (1.0.12) for v1 = 0 in Theorem 1.5. Consequently, it remains to prove the estimates
(1.0.10) in Theorem 1.5, this will follow from estimate (6.0.1) and Theorem 5.1 from Section 5.

Moreover, for v1 = 0, u(t) ∈ H1(R) is an odd function because of the uniqueness result of
Theorem 1.10, and Pk(t, x, σk(t)) is also odd functions on x. Therefore, u(t+ t0, x) − Pk(t, x, σk(t))
is an odd function on x for any t ∈ R.
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Consequently, using the information of the asymptotics of Pk in Theorem 3.1, we can apply

Theorem 5.1 for the initial data ψ(0, x) = u(−t0 − 10k ln 1
v

v
√
ω
, x). From the local Well-Posedness of

(1.0.1) in H1, we have that ψ(t, x) = u(t − t0 − 10k ln 1
v

v
√
ω
, x). Therefore, Theorem 5.1 implies that

u(t, x) satisfies (1.0.10) and (1.0.11) for any t <
−(ln 1

v )
4
3

v
when v > 0 is sufficiently small. In

conclusion, Theorem 1.5 is true when v1 = 0 and Remark 1.9 implies that Theorem 1.5 is true for
any v1 ∈ R.

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 1.10

Before we start the proof, we consider for any v, T > 0 the following norms

‖f‖L2
v,T

= sup
t≥T

evt ‖f(t, x)‖L2
x(R) , ‖f‖H1

v,T
= sup
t≥T

evt ‖f(t, x)‖H1
x(R) .

It is not difficult to verify that the set of complex functions f(t, x) with domain [T,+∞) ×R having
bounded norm ‖·‖L2

v,T
is a Banach space L2

v,T and the same happens for the norm ‖·‖H1
v,T

which

forms a Banach Space H1
v,T .

Furthermore, Theorem 1.10 is a consequence of the following proposition.

Lemma A.1. There exist C > 1 and δ > 0 such that if 0 < v < δ, T ≥ 4 ln 1
v√

ωv
and f(t, x) is any

function odd on x satisfying

‖f‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

< +∞,

then there exists a unique function r(t, x) ∈ H1
T,δ odd on x satisfying

i∂tr + ∂2
xr − ωr(t, x)+F

′ (
φω(x− vt)2 + φω(x+ vt)2

)

r(t, x)(A.0.1)

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x− vt)ei(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )r(t, x)

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x+ vt)ei(
−v2t

2 − vx
2 )r(t)

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x− vt)e−i(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )r(t)

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x+ vt)e−i(− v2t
2 − vx

2 )r(t) = e−iωtf(t, x).

Furthermore,

(A.0.2) ‖r(t)‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
C

v2
‖f(t)‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

,

and for any m ∈ N, there is Cm such that

(A.0.3) ‖xmr(t)‖Hl

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cm

v2(2m+l)
max

d2≤m,d1+d2=m+l+1

∥

∥

∥
f(t)(1 + x2)

d2
2

∥

∥

∥

H
d1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

Lemma A.2. Let r be a solution in C([T,+∞], H1) of (A.0.1), and let

Ort1,±(t) =
〈

r(t), iφ
′
ω (±x− vt) ei(

v(±x)
2 − v2t

4 )
〉

,

Ort2,±(t) =
〈

r(t), φω (±x− vt) ei(
v(±x)

2 − v2t
4 )
〉

,

Ort3,±(t) =
〈

r(t), (±x − vt)φω (±x− vt) ei(
v(±x)

2 − v2t
4 )
〉

,

Ort4,±(t) =
〈

r(t), i∂ωφω (±x− vt) ei(
v(±x)

2 − v2t
4 )
〉

.
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There exist c > 1, δ > 0 such that if 0 < v < δ, T ≥ 4 ln ( 1
v )√

ωv
, then the following estimates are true

for any t ∈ [T, +∞]

dOrt1,±(t)

dt
=O

(

(1 + vt)ce−2
√
ωv|t| ‖r(t)‖H1 + ‖f(t)‖L2

)

,

dOrt2,±(t)

dt
=O

(

(1 + vt)ce−2
√
ωv|t| ‖r(t)‖H1 + ‖f(t)‖L2

)

,

dOrt3,±(t)

dt
= ∓ 2Ort1,±(t) +O

(

(1 + vt)ce−2
√
ωv|t| ‖r(t)‖H1 + ‖f(t)‖L2

)

,

dOrt4,±(t)

dt
=Ort2,±(t) +O

(

(1 + vt)ce−2
√
ωv|t| ‖r(t)‖H1 + ‖f(t)‖L2

)

.

Proof of Lemma A.2. Let ϕω,ζ , ϕω,γ , ϕω,v and ϕω,ω be the following functions

ϕω,ζ(t, x) =φ
′
ω (x− vt) ei(ωt+

v(x)
2 − v2t

4 ), ϕω,γ(t, x) = iφω (x− vt) ei(ωt+
vx
2 − v2t

4 ),

ϕω,v(t, x) =i(x− vt)φω (x− vt) ei(ωt+
vx
2 − v2t

4 ), ϕω,ω(t, x) = ∂ωφω(x− vt)ei(ωt+
vx
2 − v2t

4 ).

From the formula A.0.1 and integration by parts, we deduce using Lemma 2.1 that

d

dt
〈r(t), iϕω,j(t, x)〉 =−

〈

r(t), Sω

(

∂

∂j

∣

∣

t=0
φω(· − vt)ei(ωt+

vx
2 − v2t

4 )

)

(x − vt)ei(
vx
2 − v2t

4 )

〉

+O
(

(1 + vt)ce−2
√
ωv|t| ‖r(t)‖H1 + ‖f(t)‖L2

)

,

for some constant c > 1 and any j ∈ {ζ, v, γ, ω}.
Consequently, using identities Sω(φ

′
ω) = 0, Sω(iφω) = 0, (2.0.16) and (2.0.17), we conclude all

the estimates above for each j ∈ {ζ, v, γ, ω}.
�

Proof of Lemma A.1. We will divide the proof of Theorem 1.10 into two parts, first the existence
part and later the uniqueness part.
Step 1.(Ansatz for the solution u.) First, it is not difficult to verify that the right-hand side of the
equation (A.0.1) comes from the linearized equation (1.0.1) for a solution u(t) of the following form

(A.0.4) u(t, x) = φω(x− vt)ei(ωt+
vx
2 − v2t

4 ) − φω(x+ vt)ei(ωt+
−vx

2 − v2t
4 ) + eiωtr(t, x),

such that Q(u) = 2Q(φω). We are going to apply a fixed-point method to prove the existence of a
unique r having ‖r‖H1

T,δ
< 1 for some large T > 0 and small δ > 0 such that u(t, x) in (A.0.4) is

the unique solution of (1.0.1).
Furthermore, since Q(u) = 2Q(φω), we obtain from Lemma 5.5 that if t > 0 is sufficiently large

and ‖r(t)‖H1 is small enough, then

(A.0.5)
〈

eiωtr(t, x), φω(±x− vt)ei(ωt+
v(±x)

2 − v2t
4 )
〉

= O
(

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + e−2

√
ωvt
)

.

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
4.5.
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First, we consider the Hessian of the energy H of the two solitary waves

Lv(r, t) =

∫

R

|∂xr(t, x)|2 + ω |r(t, x)|2 dx

−
∫

R

F
′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

|r(t, x)|2 + F
′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

|r(t, x)|2 dx

− Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x− vt)2ei(vx− v2t
2 )r(t, x)2 dx

− Re

∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x+ vt)2ei(vx− v2t
2 )r(t, x)2 dx

−
∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x− vt)2|r(t, x)|2 dx

−
∫

R

F
′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x+ vt)2|r(t, x)|2 dx.

Moreover, using a smooth cut-off function χ satisfying (4.2.6), we consider the localized momentum
corrections

Mv(r, t) = v Im

∫

R

χ

(

x+ vt

2vt

)

r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx − v Im

∫

R

[

1 − χ

(

x+ vt

2vt

)]

r(t, x)∂xr(t, x) dx.

From now on, we consider the Lyapunov function Ev(r, t) = Lv(r, t)+Mv(r, t) to estimate ‖r‖H1
T,δ

for parameters δ ∈ (0, 1) and T > 1 to be chosen later.
First, using Lemma 2.12 and estimate (A.0.5), we can verify the existence of positive constants

c, C such that if v > 0 is small enough, t > 4
ln ( 1

v )
v

, then

(A.0.6) Ev(r, t) > c ‖r(t)‖2
H1 − C





4
∑

j=1

Ortj,+(t)2 +Ortj,−(t)2



 .

Step 3.(Derivative of Ev(r, t).) Similarly to the proofs of Lemmas 4.9 and 4.11 but using ζ(t) =
vt, γ(t) = 0 in the place of ζk(t) and γk(t), we can verify the existence of a constant C > 1 satisfying

(A.0.7)
∣

∣Ėv(r, t)
∣

∣ < C

(

1

t
‖r(t)‖2

H1 + ‖r(t)‖H1 ‖f(t)‖H1

)

,

if ‖r(t)‖H1 < 1, and t is large enough, in this case the condition t ≥ 4 ln 1
v√

ωv
is sufficient when v > 0

is small enough.
Step 4.(Estimate of the spectral projection of r(t) in non-positive part of Sω.)
In this step, we focus on the estimate of the expressionsOrt1,±(t), Ort2,±(t), Ort3,±(t) andOrt4,±(t)
defined in Lemma A.2 when t is close to +∞.

If r ∈ H1
T,δ, we can verify that

lim
t→+∞

Ortj,±(t) = 0, for any j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.

Consequently, using Lemma A.2 and the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, we deduce the existence
of a constant C > 1 satisfying

|Ortj,±(t)| ≤ C

[

e− 7
4

√
ωvt

v
‖r‖H1

T,

√
3ωv
4

+
e− 3

4

√
ωvt

v
‖f‖H1

T,

√
3ωv
4

]

,

if j ∈ {1, 2} and t ≥ T.
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Therefore, using Lemma A.2 for j ∈ {3, 4} and the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, we deduce
from the estimate above that

|Ortj,±(t)| ≤ C

[

e− 7
4

√
ωvt

v2
‖r‖H1

T,

√
3ωv
4

+
e− 3

4

√
ωvt

v2
‖f‖H1

T,

√
3ωv
4

]

,

if t ≥ T.

Step 5.(Estimate of ‖r‖H1

T,

√
3ωv
4

.) First, from the estimate (A.0.6) of Step 2 and the estimates of

Step 4, we can verify using ‖f‖L2

T, 3
4

√
ωv

< 1 that if v > 0 is small enough and ‖r‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

< 1 for a

sufficiently large T ≥ 4 ln ( 1
v )√

ωv
, then there is a constant c > 0 independent of v satisfying

(A.0.8)
1

v4
‖f‖2

H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

+ e
3
2

√
ωvtEv(r, t) > ce

3
2

√
ωvt ‖r(t)‖2

H1 , for all t ≥ T.

Next, from the estimate (A.0.7) of Step 3, we deduce that if ‖r‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

≤ 1 for a T ≥ 4 ln ( 1
v )√

ωv
,

then, for the same constant C > 1 in (A.0.7), the estimate

(A.0.9)
∣

∣Ėv(r, t)
∣

∣ < C

(

e− 3
2

√
ωvt

t
‖r‖2

H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

+ e− 3
√

ωvt

2 ‖r(t)‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

‖f(t)‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

)

holds for all t ≥ T. Therefore, integrating estimate (A.0.9) from t ≥ T through +∞, we obtain the
existence of a constant C > 1 satisfying

(A.0.10) |Ev(r, t)| ≤ C

(

e− 3
2

√
ωvt

vt
‖r‖2

H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

+
e− 3

√
ωvt
2

v
‖r(t)‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

‖f(t)‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

)

,

for all t ≥ T.

Consequently, using estimates (A.0.8), (A.0.10) and Young Inequality, we can deduce the existence
of a constant Cω > 1 satisfying

(A.0.11) ‖r‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

≤ Cω

v2
‖f‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

.

Step 6.(Existence of a solution r ∈ H1
T,δ.) The proof of existence of a solution r ∈ H1

T,δ of (A.0.1)

is similar to the one in the demonstration of Lemma 3.1 of [10].
First, for some Tn > T, we consider a smooth cut-off function χ0 such that

χ0(t) =

{

1, if t ≤ −1,

0, if t ≥ 0
.

Let rn be the solution of

(A.0.12)

i∂trn + ∂2
xrn − ωrn+F

′ (
φω(x− vt)2 + φω(x+ vt)2

)

rn

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x − vt)ei(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )rn

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x + vt)ei(
−v2t

2 − vx
2 )rn

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x − vt)e−i(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )rn

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x + vt)e−i(− v2t
2 − vx

2 )rn = e−iωtχ0(t− Tn)f(t, x),

with initial condition rn(Tn) = 0. Since the partial differential equation above is locally Well-Posed
in H1(R), there is a unique solution rn. Moreover, since χ0(t − Tn)f(t, x) = 0 for any t ≥ Tn, we
have that rn(t) = 0 for all t ≥ Tn, so rn is in H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

.
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Next, we consider a sequence Tn converging to +∞. Since f ∈ H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

, we have that

lim
n→+∞

‖f − χ0(t− Tn)f‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

= 0.

Consequently, from Step 5, rn is a Cauchy-Sequence in H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

. This Cauchy-Sequence converges

to the solution r of (A.0.1), and this solution is unique because of the estimate (A.0.11) from the
previous step.
Step 7.(Weighted estimates.) Furthermore, if for any l ∈ N

(A.0.13) sup
t≥T

e
3

√
ωvt
4

[∥

∥xlf(t, x)
∥

∥

H1 +
∥

∥∂lxf(t, x)
∥

∥

H1

]

< +∞,

the solution rn of (A.0.12) with initial condition rn(Tn) = 0 shall be defined in C(([T,+∞), H l(R))∩
C(([T,+∞), xlH1(R)), because of the Local Well-Posedness of the 1d linear Schrödinger equation
in these weighted spaces, and since φω ∈ S (R) satisfies Remark 2.4.

First, since f satisfies (A.0.13) and the estimate (A.0.11) implies that

‖rn‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cω

v2
‖f‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

,

we can verify after we differentiate the partial differential equation (A.0.12) on x using (A.0.11) the
existence of a constant C2,ω > 1 satisfying

‖∂xrn‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
C2,ω

v4
‖f‖H2

T,
3

√
ωv

4

,

for any n ∈ N.

Similarly, we can verify by induction for any l ∈ N the existence of a constant Cl+1,ω > 1
satisfying

(A.0.14) ‖rn‖
H

l+1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cl+1,ω

v2(l+1)
‖f‖

H
l+1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

,

for any n ∈ N. Moreover, we are going to verify for any natural number m ≥ 0 that

(A.0.15) ‖xmrn‖
H

l+1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cl+1,m,ω

v2(2m+l+1)
max

d1+d2=m+l+1,d1≤m

∥

∥

∥(1 + x2)
d1
2 f
∥

∥

∥

H
d2

T,
3

√
ωv

4

,

for any n ∈ N such that the constant Cl+1,m,ω > 1 does not depend on n. We already verified that
(A.0.15) is true when m = 0, so we assume that is true from m = 0 through m = m1 ≥ .0

Furthermore, the function rn,m(t, x) := xmrn(t, x) is a strong solution of the following partial
differential equation

(A.0.16)

i∂trn,m + ∂2
xrn,m − ωrn,m+F

′ (
φω(x− vt)2 + φω(x+ vt)2

)

rn,m

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x− vt)ei(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )rn,m

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x+ vt)ei(
−v2t

2 − vx
2 )rn,m

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x− vt)e−i(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )rn,m

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x+ vt)e−i(− v2t
2 − vx

2 )rn,m

=e−iωtχ0(t− Tn)xmf(t, x)

+m(m− 1)rn,m−2 − 2m∂xrn,m−1,
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Consequently, from estimate (A.0.11), we deduce after we differentiate (A.0.16) on x l times the
existence of constants Cω,m,l, Cω,m,l,0 > 1 satisfying

‖rn,1‖
H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cω,m,0

v2

[

‖xf‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+ ‖rn‖H2

T,
3

√
ωv

4

]

,

‖rn,m‖
H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cω,m,0

v2

[

‖xmf‖H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+ ‖rn,m−2‖
H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+ ‖rn,m−1‖
H2

T,
3

√
ωv

4

]

∥

∥∂lxrn,m
∥

∥

H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cω,m,l,0

v2

[

∥

∥∂lx [xmf ]
∥

∥

H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+
∥

∥∂lxrn,m−2

∥

∥

H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+
∥

∥∂l+1
x rn,m−1

∥

∥

H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+ ‖rn,m‖
Hl

T,
3

√
ωv

4

]

,

for any n ∈ N, l ∈ N≥1 and m ∈ N≥2.

Therefore, for any l ∈ N≥1, the second and third estimates above imply the existence of a constant
Cω,m1,l,1 > 1 satisfying

‖rn,m‖
H

l+1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cω,m,l,1

v2

[

∥

∥(1 + x2)
m
2 f
∥

∥

H
l+1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+ max(m− 2, 0) ‖rn,m−2‖
H

l+1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

(A.0.17)

+ ‖rn,m−1‖
H

l+2

T,
3

√
ωv

4

+ ‖rn,m‖
Hl

T,
3

√
ωv

4

]

,

for any n ∈ N.

Consequently, if (A.0.15) is true form m = m1, then the estimate (A.0.17) implies that (A.0.15)
is true for m = m1 + 1, which finishes the proof by induction of the weighted norm of the remainder
rn.

Consequently, if (A.0.15) is true form m = m1, then the estimate of ‖rn,1‖ (A.0.17) imply that
(A.0.15) is true for m = m1 + 1, which finishes the proof by induction of the weighted norm of the
remainder rn.

In conclusion, since rn converge to r in H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

, we can verify from the estimates (A.0.15) and

Banach-Alaoglu Theorem that

‖xmr‖Hl

T,
3

√
ωv

4

<
Cω,m,l

v2(2m+l)
max

d1+d2=m+l,d1≤m

∥

∥

∥
(1 + x2)

d1
2 f
∥

∥

∥

H
d2

T,
3

√
ωv

4

.

�

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Step 1.(Exponential Decay of the remainder.) Let r(t) = e−iωtu+ φω(x−
vt)ei(

vx
2 − v2t

4 ) −φω(x+vt)ei(
−vx

2 − v2t
4 ). Since u is a solution of the partial differential equation (1.0.1),

we have that

i∂tr + ∂2
xr − ωr(t, x)+F

′ (
φω(x− vt)2 + φω(x+ vt)2

)

r(t, x)(A.0.18)

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x − vt)ei(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )r(t)

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x + vt)ei(
−v2t

2 − vx
2 )r(t)

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x − vt)e−i(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )r(t)

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x + vt)e−i(− v2t
2 − vx

2 )r(t) = [I(t) +N(r)] ,
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such that

I(t) =F
′ (
φω(x − vt)2 + φω(x + vt)2

) [

φω(x − vt)ei
vx
2 − φω(x+ vt)e−i vx

2

]

−F ′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x − vt)ei
vx
2 + F

′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x + vt)e−i vx
2 ,

and the function N(r)(t, x) is bounded in H1(R) satisfying for some constant C any t ≥ 1

‖N(r)(t)‖H1 ≤ C
[

‖r(t)‖H1 e
−2

√
ωvt(1 + |t|v) + ‖r(t)‖2

H1

]

,

this follows from the fact that H1(R) is an algebra and from the Lemma 2.1 with Remark 2.4.
Furthermore, for any two functions r1, r2 ∈ C

(

[T,+∞), H1(R)
)

, we can verify from the partial
differential equations (1.0.1) and (A.0.18) that

‖N(r1)(t) − N(r2)(t)‖H1 ≤ C ‖r1(t) − r2(t)‖H1

[

max
j∈{1,2}

‖rj(t)‖2q−2
H1 + max

j∈{1,2}
‖rj(t)‖H1(A.0.19)

+e−2
√
ωvt(1 + |t|v)

]

,

for any t ≥ 1, the number q ∈ N≥2 is the degree of the polynomial F.
Consequently, since Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.4 imply the existence of a constant C > 1 such

that

‖I(t)‖H1 ≤ Ce−2
√
ωvt,

for any t ≥ 1, we deduce using Young Inequality that r is a solution of a partial differential equation
(A.0.1) such that

‖f(t)‖H1 ≤ C
[

‖r(t)‖2
H1 + e−2

√
ωvt
]

,

for some constant C > 1 when v > 0 is sufficiently small and t ≥ 4 ln ( 1
v )√

ωv
.

Moreover, since F is a real polynomial satisfying (H1) and φω satisfies Remark (1.1), we deduce
using Lemma 2.1 the following estimate

(A.0.20)
∥

∥(1 + x2)
m
2 I(t)

∥

∥

Hn ≤ Cm,n (1 + |t|v)
m
e−2

√
ω|t|v,

for any m, n ∈ N, if t ≥ 1.
Furthermore, since Hn(R) is an algebra for any n ≥ 1 and

‖fg‖Hn ≤ Cn ‖f‖Hn ‖g‖Hn ,

for any f, g ∈ Hn(R) for a constant Cn > 1, we can verify from Lemma 2.1, the definition of N,
and the fact that F is a real polynomial satisfying (H1) the following estimate
(A.0.21)
∥

∥(1 + x2)
m
2 N(r)

∥

∥

Hn ≤ Cm,n

[

∥

∥(1 + x2)
m
2 r(t)

∥

∥

Hn e
−2

√
ωvt(1 + |t|v) +

∥

∥(1 + x2)
m
2 r(t)

∥

∥

Hn ‖r(t)‖Hn

]

,

if ‖r(t)‖Hn ≤ 1 and t > 1 is sufficiently large, for some constant Cm,n > 1 depending only on m,n.
Consequently, using Lemma A.1 and estimates (A.0.20), (A.0.21), we conclude that there exists

Cm,n > 1 satisfying

(A.0.22) max
d1+d2=m+n,d1≤m

∥

∥

∥(1 + |x|2)
d1
2 r(t)

∥

∥

∥

H
d2

T,
3

√
ωv

4

≤ Cm,n

v2(2m+n)
e−5

√
ω|T |v

4 (1 + vT )
m
< 1,

for any T ≥ 4(m+n) ln 1
v√

ωv
when v > 0 is small enough.

Next, using estimate (A.0.2) of Lemma A.1 and (A.0.19), we can verify using the Picard iteration

method that there exists a unique solution u0(t) of (1.0.1) satisfying (1.0.13) when c = 3
√
ωv

4 , and
from the estimate (A.0.22) we obtain (1.0.14).
Step 2.(Uniqueness of the two solitary waves solution.)
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It remains to prove that if a solution u satisfies (1.0.13) for some c1 > 0, then it satisfies (1.0.13) for

c1 ≥ 3
√
ωv

4 . We assume that there exists solution u0 of (1.0.1) satisfying (1.0.13) for 0 < c <
3

√
ωv

4 .

Let u be the solution of (1.0.1) satisfying (1.0.13) constructed in Step 1. Obviously, u0 satisfies

(1.0.13) for any c < 3
√
ωv

4 , because u0 ∈ H1

T,
3

√
ωv

4

for a T > 1 large enough.

From now on, we consider the following partial differential equation satisfied by rd(t) := e−iωt (u(t) − u0(t))
when t > 0 is sufficiently large.

i∂trd + ∂2
xrd − ωrd+F

′ (
φω(x− vt)2 + φω(x+ vt)2

)

rd

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x − vt)ei(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )rd

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x + vt)ei(
−v2t

2 − vx
2 )rd

+F
′′ (
φω(x− vt)2

)

φω(x − vt)e−i(− v2t
2 + vx

2 )rd

−F ′′ (
φω(x+ vt)2

)

φω(x + vt)e−i(− v2t
2 − vx

2 )rd = N(u) −N(u0).

The next steps are completely similar to the argument in the proof of Lemma A.0.1 for f =
N(u) −N(u0) but now considering the space H1

T,c for a T > 1 sufficiently large.

Since f = f = N(u) −N(u0), we deduce from (A.0.19) and triangle inequality that

(A.0.23) ‖f(t)‖H1 ≤ C
[

‖rd(t)‖2
H1 + ‖rd(t)‖H1 ‖r(t)‖H1 + e− 39

20

√
ωvt ‖rd(t)‖H1

]

,

if v > 0 is small enough, t ≥ 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) Ev(rd, t) ≥ k ‖rd‖2
H1

T,c
e−2cT .

Next, using estimates (A.0.7), (A.0.23), (A.0.24), and the fact that ‖r‖H1

T, 3
4

√
ωv

< +∞, we can

verify from the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and Minkowski inequality the existence of con-
stants k > 0, K > 1 depending on c and v satisfying the following inequality

(A.0.25) k ‖rd(t)‖2
H1

T,c
e−2cT ≤ K ‖rd(t)‖2

H1
T,c
e− 3

2

√
ωvT−2cT ,

for all T > 1 sufficiently large. Consequently,

‖rd‖H1
T,c

= 0,

when T > 1 is large enough, since c, v > 0.
Therefore, ‖rd(t)‖H1 ≡ 0, when t > 1 is large enough. In conclusion, the uniqueness of (1.0.1) in

H1
T, 3

4

√
ωv

implies that u(t) ≡ u0(t), which finishes the proof of Theorem 1.10.

�
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