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ABSTRACT. Given different speeds c; , ... , ¢k, in the present paper we establish
the existence of a solution to the Zakharov system in dimension 1 that behaves
asymptotically like a K-solitary wave, each wave travelling with speed cx. The
proof is adapted from previous results for the NLS and gKdV equations.

In this paper we study the Zakharov system

Opu = i02u — inu 1
{ Pn = O + 02 (|uf?). (1)
for (t,z) € R x R. The function u is complex-valued while the function n is real-valued. See [29] for the first
introduction of this system by V. E. Zakharov to describe the propagation of Langmuir turbulence in a plasma
(u denotes the envelope of the electric field while n denotes the deviation of the ion density from its equilibrium).
One can also find in [26] a physical derivation of this system. We also refer to [I4] for the physical interest of
this system and a description of its solitary waves.

The initial data for such a system is (u(0),n(0),0mn(0)). The associated Cauchy problem is well-posed for
(u,n,0n) in HY(R,C) x L*(R,R) x H~1(R,R). See [11], [3], [26] or [25] for reviews of the wellposedness
theory for the Zakharov system. Writing 9;n € H~}(R) as dyn = —0,v with v € L*(R) leads to the following
equivalent system:

O = i0%u — inu

On = —0,yv (2)

O = —0pn — Oy (|ul?).

See [I0] for the derivation of the system () from a Lagrangian formalism. As said above, the Cauchy problem
associated with () is well-posed for (u,n,dn) € H' x L? x H™; equivalently, the Cauchy problem associated
with (@) is well-posed for (u,n,v) € H* x L? x L2

The Zakharov system (IJ) is the combination of a nonlinear Schrodinger equation (the first line) and a wave
equation (the second line). If n has small variation through time, 92n ~ 0 thus n ~ —|u|? and, consequently, the
first line becomes the well-known focusing cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation: dyu = i0%u + i|u|?u. Unlike
the latter equation, the Zakharov equation is not known to be integrable.

The one-dimensional Zakharov system is L?-subcritical. However, while both the nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tion (NLS) and the wave equation have scale invariances, these two relevant scale invariances are incompatible
and fail to provide a global scale invariance to the Zakharov system. We still have phase and translation invari-
ances: if (u,n) is a solution to (), then (u(t,z — o) ,n(t,x — o)) is too, for any o,y € R.

The following quantities are preserved through time by a solution (u,v,n) to (2):

e the mass M(u) = / ul?;
R
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o the energyE(u,n,v):/ (|5 U|2+n|u|2+7+%)
R

o the momentum P(u,n,v) =Im (/ ﬂ@mu) + / no.
R R

The presence of the function v = —9;19;n in the expressions of the energy and the momentum is one of the
reasons why we prefer to work on the system (2)) rather than on the system ().

In the present paper we study a family of solitary waves of [2)). Let ¢, (x) = COS}:{; 3 be the solitary wave of

pulsation w > 0 for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation: namely,
Dot = ws, — P3.

Then (u,n,v) = (!¢, (z),—¢2(x),0) provides a solitary wave of pulsation w for the Zakharov system (Z).
More generally, although no Galilean transform holds for the Zakharov equation (to our knowledge), (@) has a
family of travelling waves, given by

Uoe(t,z) = V1= u(r - ct)ei(%*%“’t)
nw,c(t,l') = 7¢3}(1‘ _ Ct)
Voot ) = —cd?(x—ct)

for w >0 and ¢ € (—1,1). The speed of this travelling wave (g, c,My.c,V0,c) is ¢. As proved in [28] by spectral
analysis or [24] by variational arguments, these solitary waves for the Zakharov system (in dimension 1) are
stable, in the following sense: for any ¢ > 0 there exists § > 0 such that, if (ug,no,v9) € H! x L? x L? satisfies

||(UO , 1o UO) - (uw,c(o) 7”0.),6(0) 7Uw,c(0))HH1><L2><L2 g 57

then the solution (u(t),n(t),v(t)) of @) with initial data (u(0),n(0),v(0)) = (uo,no,vo) satisfies

V1(171£]R H ,n(t),v(t) — (e”uw,c(t —0)Ne(t —0), Uy e(t — U)) HH1><L2><L2 <e

for all ¢ > 0.

The main result of this paper is the existence of multi-solitary waves for the equation (). It is stated as
Theorem 1 below. The existence of multi-solitons has been proved for several equations: see [I7] for the gener-
alized Korteweg-de Vries equation, [19], [23] for the NLS equation, [9] for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation
(first occurrence of such a theorem for a wave-type equation) or [7], [12], [15], [16] for similar results for NLS-like
equations. See [8] for the existence of multi-solitons for the supercritical gKdV and NLS equations.

Theorem 1. Let K € N*. For all k € {1,..., K}, take w) > 0, ¢4 € (—=1,1), o) € R and 7 € R. Assume
that cx # ¢ forany 1 <k #¢ < K. Forall k € {1,..., K}, define

2
i 3—731+w9t+—y°)
R} = 1—ci¢wo(x—ckt—02)e<2 R
Ry = —¢? (m —cpt —ap)

and R} = —Ck¢w2 (x — cxt — o).

K K K
Set R*= 5" RY, R"= >, R and R" = 3" RV.

k=1 k=1 k=1
Then there exists C > 0, o > 0 and a solution (u(t),n(t),v(t)) € €°([0,+00),H?> x H' x H') of
@) such that

[u() = B* ()]l g2 + [In(t) = B" ()l g + [o(t) = R ()| g < Ce™™"

for all £ > 0.

Remarks.




o This theorem ensures the existence of a particular solution (u,n,v)(t) behaving like the multi-soliton
(R*,R™, R’) as t — +o00. The error is exponentially decreasing (in norms H? x H! x H! here). Note that,
since the Zakharov system is reversible (if (u,n,v) is solution then so is (u(—t,z),n(—t,x),v(—t,x))),
Theorem 1 can be stated in a similar way for t — —oco. However, if one focuses on the solution behaving
like a multi-soliton for ¢ — +o00, its behavior for ¢ — —oo is unknown; there is no appearing reason for
the solution to resemble a multi-soliton when ¢ — —oo as well.

« Such solutions correspond to an exceptional behavior. Indeed, by strong H' convergence, one has

M(u(t)) = / w2 =3 / Ry (1)?
k=1

and E(u(t),n(t),v(t))/]R(|3xu(t)|2+n(t)|u(t)|2+n(t) ;u(t) )

K
=Y E(R{(t), Rp(t), R (1))
k=1

This means that all the mass and all the energy of the solution are due to the solitary waves. This is an
exceptional effect, since generally some of the mass is spread out by the dispersive effect of the equation.

e The use of higher-order modified energies would certainly enable to prove a better regularity on the
solution (¢*°); such a purpose is not pursued here. See [6] for an analogous smoothness result for NLS
multi-solitons and [I7] for the gKdV equation. The modified energies estimated in section 4 are new (for
the Zakharov system) and may have applications in a different framework, for example to prove global
wellposedness in higher Sobolev spaces.

e The question of the uniqueness of this solution is an open problem, as well as the stability of multi-solitons.
Similar issues are still open for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation (see for instance [20] for the stability
of NLS multi-solitons in the case of particular nonlinearities). For the gKdV equation, the solution is
known to be unique, see [I7]. For the NLS equation, the solution is known to be unique in some sense,
namely if the difference between the solution and the multi-soliton is asked to be sufficiently decreasing
(exponentially, or with a power sufficiently large). See [6] for this result. It is reasonable to think that a
similar result holds for the Zakharov system; such a purpose is not pursued in this paper.

e In dimension d > 2, the Zakharov system takes the form

Oru = iAu — inu
(%n: -V v (3)
Ov = —Vn — V(|u?).

For example this system is well posed in H!(R?,C) x L?(R? ,R) x L?(R? ,R?). Denoting ¢, the solution
of Agy, = wey, — @3, then (u,n,v) = (', (), —¢2(z),0) provides a standing wave of pulsation w for
@). However, this solitary wave does not generate travelling waves. Actually, it seems that no expression
is known for travelling waves in dimension higher than one. While ¢, is a radial function (and this is
crucial in the proof), determining travelling waves in dimension higher than one is a non-radial problem.
Note that no Galilean invariance holds for the Zakharov system (even in one dimension), contrary to the
NLS equation.

Outline of the proof. The general outline of the proof presented in this paper is inspired from [I7] and [19],
where analogous results are established for the gKdV equation or the nonlinear Schréodinger equation. The
idea is to construct the solution backwards: we consider a sequence (up,ny,v,) of solutions to (2) with the
convenient initial data (up,n,,v,)(T,) = (R*, R™,R")(T,), where T, = +00. As p = 400 (and T, — +00),

t tst tract b: — d that
we use compactness arguments to extract a subsequence (ty(p) , M (p) > Vs (p)) o (u,n,v) and we prove tha

(u,n,v) is the desired solution behaving like the multi-soliton (R*, R™, R").

In section 1 we modulate the pulsations, translations and phases of the multi-soliton in order to gain orthogonal-
ity relations that will come in helpful for spectral properties. In section 2 we establish the pseudo-conservation (in
some sense) of local energies and local momentums. In section 3 we analyse the so-called Weinstein functional,
namely a Lyapunov functional constructed in order to be quadratic in the difference (v — R*,n — R™ ,v — R").
Controlling this coercive functional gives good estimates on the norm ||(u — R* ,n— R™ ;v — R")||%. In section 4,




we extend these estimates to spaces of higher regularity via the use of modified energies. Such higher regularity
is indeed helpful for the sake of the final compactness arguments and enables to rely on the Cauchy theory in
the natural energy space H' x L2 x L. An alternative approach (see [I9] for NLS) is to use a more sophisticated
Cauchy theory in a lower regularity space. Here, such wellposedness results exist (see [3], [I1], [25]) but require
more delicate estimates in suitable spaces. We choose instead to obtain higher regularity estimates and use the
natural Cauchy theory; as an additional consequence, we prove that the solution is H? x H! x H'. Such an
approach can be found in [I7] for gKdV.

Notation. We denote H = H'(R,C) x L*(R,R) x L?(R,R) with norm
(w,n, )l = [[ullar + [0l + [[o]|2-

We denote by (f,g) = Re [; fg the scalar product in L2. In R/ (the space of the set of parameters), we
consider the norm

K
|(a1,...,aK ,bl,...,bK ,Cl,...,CK)| = Z(|ak| + |bk| + |Ck|)
k=1

o

and we denote by B(IT,r) (respectively B(II,r)) the closed (respectively open) ball centered at II and of ra-
dius r. The notation | - | will also denote any matricial norm that we assume to be submultiplicative. We will
often write z! instead of (z — cxt — 0% (t)). The letter C will denote various positive constants whose expression
change from one to another. The concerned constants do not depend on ¢, x, p, Ag or Ty. Some information
on the dependence of these constants C' can be found in some lemmas below. The notation O(g(t)) will denote
any function f(¢) such that |f(¢)| < C|g(t)| on the appropriate interval, where C' > 0 is a constant that verifies
the remark above.

Acknowledgments. This paper is the result of many discussions with Yvan Martel. May he be warmly
thanked for it here.

1 Modulation

Let K € N*. For all k € {1,..., K}, take w) > 0, ¢, € (—1,1), 0{ € R and 1) € R. Assume that ¢; # ¢, for
any 1 < k # ¢ < K. Hence we can assume that ¢; < ca <--- < cg. Forall k € {1,..., K}, define

2t
g % 0 0
% — 4 twitt+y
U 2 0 ( 2 4 k k)
R =1 = cp o0 —cpt — op)e ,

Ry = —¢2(x — eyt — of)

and R} = —qu%g (x — cxt — o).

K K K
Set R*= 3" R, R" =3 RP and R* = 3 RY. Define
k=1 k=1 k=1

. 3
min w) >0 and w’ == max wp>0
<k<K 2 1<k<K

and define 6y > 0 such that )

\ 90 = E min (C2 —Cl,...,CK —CK—1, 1/&)_) .
Let T}, — +o0 and (up ,nyp , vp) the solution of (2)) with the initial condition (uy , ny , vp)(Tp) = (R, R™, R)(T}).
Set (Up, N, ,V,) = (up — R*,n, — R™,v, — RY).

Let Ag > 1 and Ty > 0 large enough (depending on Ap; in a sense to be defined later). Let py large enough
such that T,, > Ty and p > po.

In all of sections 1, 2 and 3 (until Proposition 2), we assume that there exists t* € [Ty, T, such that

1(Up(1) s Np(t), Vi (8))][1x < Age™""




for all ¢t € [t*,T,]. In sections 1, 2, 3 and 4.1, we denote (up,ny,,vp) simply by (v,n,v) and (U, ,Np, V)
simply par (U, N, V) to lighten the computations.

We begin with the modulation of the parameters wy, or and 7 in order to gain orthogonality relations.
The interest of such relations is the following. Take Q(y) = r‘{;) the soliton of the nonlinear Schréodinger

equation (Q" = Q — @Q%); we have ¢, (z) = VwQ(Vwz). Set Ly = —0; +1-3Q% and L_ = —-9. +1—-Q?
the operators that appear when linearizing the equation () or the nonlinear Schrédinger equation around the
soliton @ (splitting u into real and imaginary parts). Then, for any n = 11 +ins € H'(R), we recall the following
standard spectral property from [27]:

(Lam,m) + (L-nz,m2) = Clnll3n — C ((n, Q)% + (m,y@Q)* + (n2,AQ)?) (4)

where AQ = %(Q + yQ'). The operators L; and L_ will appear in section 3 when expanding the Weinstein
functional. As a consequence, the three orthogonalities above (@, y@ and AQ) will enable to prove the coner-
civity of the Weinstein functional, a key step of the proof.

We recall here some properties of @ and ¢,,. We already introduced AQ = (Q +yQ) = % Also set

Au(@) = G (2) = J5AQ(Vew o). It is known that L4(Q) =0, L-Q =0, L_(yQ) = —2Q" and L1 (AQ) = —Q
thus L_(AQ) = —Q + 2Q*AQ. See for example [4] for such properties and studies of Ly, L_ and Q.

Proposition 1. If T > 0 is large enough, there exist € functions wy, : [t*,T,] — (0,+00), o% @ [t*,Tp] —
R and v : [t*,T,] — R such that, if we set e(t) = (ey,en,60)(t,2) = (u— 5, n— 5", v — SY)(t,z) where

K
(8%, 8™, SY) = Z(s;;,s;g,s;g),

,T) mti)wk(t) — ot — o () e (B2,

Sk (t ,x) = qﬁwk(t) (x — ext — o (),
Sp(t,x) = —ckqﬁwk (@ — ekt — o (t))

ckr  cat
and Ty(t,x) —%—%—i—wkt—i—vk()

then the following orthogonality relations hold:
Re /R G (1) (T — crt — or(t)e M D (¢ 2)dz =0,
Re /R(ac —cpt — 0k (1)) Pusy, 1) (T — crt — or(t))e TP e (¢t z)dz =0
and Im/RAUJk(t) (2 — ept — op(t)e T EDe (¢ 2)dz =0

for all t € [t*,T,] and k € {1,..., K}. Moreover, for all t € [t*,T,],

[le(®)] ] + Z (Jw(t) — wi| + |ow(t) — op] + [ve(t) —7R]) < 2Age b0t

and

ke {1, K}, [on()] + [or(®)] + k() — (i (t) = wR)] < Clle(®)|lr + Ce™".

Proof. Analogous results hold for other equations (NLS or gKdV for example) and are standard. The proof
here is no different. The complete proof is detailed in Appendix. [l

In all of sections 1 to 3, Ty > 0 is taken large enough (depending on Ap) such that
VeEe{l,..,K}, w_ <wi(t) <w™. (5)




2 Control of local quantities
Let ¢ € €3(R,R) such that 0 < ¢ < 1on R, ¢ > 0on R, ¢ =0 on (—o0,—1], % =1 on (1,+0c0) and

(1)? < ¢ and (¥")2 < C¢' on R. For all k € {2,..., K}, define ¢, = %=1 For L > 0 large enough (in a
sense to be defined later), let

Xl(t7l') 1y (w—LEQt) ,
et o) = (1‘ LEKt>

and x(t,z) =9 <$Lckt> — 4 <%’““t> for ke {2,..,K —1}.

The number L will depend on Ay but not on Tp; Tp will depend on Ay and L. At last, for k € {1,..., K} let
M(t) = / lu(t,z)*xr(t, z)da
R
and Pi(t) = Im/ 8zu(t,x)u(t,x))<k(t,x)dz+/n(t,:r)v(t,x)Xk(t,:c) dz.
R R

These are versions of the mass M and the momentum P localized near the axis x = Cxt. They are almost
preserved through time, in the following sense (the exponential error term represents the interaction between
solitons, that go further and further from one another as time gets larger). See [22] or [2I] for similar virial
computations on the Zakharov system.

Lemma 1. There exists C' > 0 such that, for L > 0 and Ty > 0 large enough,

2
C‘AO 6—29015

vt e [t* 7Tp]a Vk € {25"' 7K}a |Mk(TP) - Mk(t)| + |7)k(Tp) _Pk(t)| < L

Proof. We integrate by parts in order to get a convenient expression for M k(t):
M (t) = 2Re/(i(’)§u — U)Xk +/ )0 x
R R

= 721m/(a§u)mk +2Im/ n|u|2x;c+/ |u|?0% Xk
R R R
%’_/
=0
= QIm/(ﬁmu)(ﬁzﬂ)Xk +21m/(8mu)ﬂax)(k +/ u|? 0y Xk
R R R
=0

= 2Inr1/(635u)ﬂ855)<;C —|—/ |u|? 0y Xk
R R

We proceed similarly for Py (t):
Pe(t) = Im /R (0,051 — Dyudy)xs — Tm /R ()T s + Im /R Ty u)Pux
+ /R(at(nv)xk + nvdyxk)
= Im/R (=10, (10ul?) + 0y (Jul?)) xx flm/ﬂ{(iﬁzufinu)ﬂﬁzx;c
+ /R(Im(m’)mu) + nv)Oe Xk — /]R (@m (UQ ;N2) + naz(|“|2)) Xk

:/ 8m(|azu|2)Xk+/naz(|u|2)Xk *Im/(*i&cU)(azﬂ@m + 707 Xk)
R R R




2 _ v? 4 n?
+Im [ injul“O:xk + [ (Im(TOzu) 4+ nv)orxk + 5 Oz Xk)
R R R

+ [ JuP w0, 00) + xam)
R
:/ |amu|261Xk _/|u|2(nasz+Xkamn)+/ |aﬂcu|26$Xk
R R R
+Re [ @@+ [ nluPor + [ (m(@d,u) +no)doa
R R R
v2 + n2
+/ ( ><’9sz+/ [u?(nOz Xk + X1kOzn)
R 2 R
2 2
= 2/ |8zu|2azxk+Re/U(@Iu)ai)(k—i-/ (n|u|2+ v +n )awx;c
R R R 2

+ /(Im(ﬂazu) + nv) O Xk -
R

Note that 9, xx = 0 for © & [cxt — L, ¢kt + L]. Thus,

. . C Crt+L
crt—

C

< —_

L

Crt+L
/_ (10282 + 8" + (8™)* + (S)?) + lleullFr + llenll7z + ||5v||%21 :

Ccrpt—L

We know that |¢/, (z)| 4 |b. ()| < Ce™V¥I?l hence (recalling (F))

cpt+L
[ (|axsu|2 + |Su|2 + (Sn)2 + (SU)Q) < 0678\/%(\/%th) < 067460)5

cpt—L
by taking Tp large enough (depending on L) so that Ty\/8y > 2L. Taking Age~%7> small enough, we obtain
. . C A2
M) + [Pr(t)] < =220

Integrating between ¢ and 7}, we get the desired result. |

3 Weinstein functional

Consider the Weinstein functional

n? + v2 K K
G(t) :/ <|8Iu|2 +nju® + > + Zyg/ lu|*xn — ch <Im/ﬂ(8zu)xzc + / m))(k)
R 2 1 R 1 R R
with 1/2 = wg + %. Writing u = S% + &4, v=5"+¢, and n = S" +¢,, we have G = Gy + G1 + G2 + G3 where

n)2 V)2
Go:/ (|8ZS“|2+S"|S“|2+—(S LB )
R

2 2

K
+ Z/ (1/2|S“|2Xk — e Im(S*(0:5")xk) — ek S™SXk)
k=1"R

K
Gy = / (2Re(0,5"0,Fw) + 25" Re(S"Ex) + €nl S"* + £,S™ +£,5%) + > _ 1} / 2 Re(S"Za) Xk
R k=1 R

K
- Z Ck / (Im(ﬁ(amgu)Xk + q(azsu)Xk) + SnEvXk + EnSvXk) y
k=1 R




3.1 Control of zero-order term Gy

g2 |ey|? i
Ga :/ |0zeu|? + 22, Re(S“Ey) + S™|eu]? + 2 + e + Z 1/2/ lewl2 Xk
& 2 2 2 ],

_ ; ” /R (In(Fa (Dae) Xk) + Enfoxs)

and G3 :/5n|5u|2.
R

We aim at showing that the quantity |G(t) — G(T},)| is quadratic in ||(ey ,€n ,€v)||m, With exponential error
terms. Let us control each of the terms above individually. See [27], [19] and [20] for the similar use of a suitable
Weinstein functional for NLS multi-solitons.

3.1 Control of zero-order term G,

K
Using > xr = 1, we see that
k=1

Go

S (5m)? | (592 -
Z/ ((|5z5“|2 + SIS P A+ T) Xk + 1S P x — ek Im(S¥(0:5")xk) — CkSnSUXk)
k=1"R

n v

3 S22 _
Z/<|8151?|2+S?|S}§|2+ ; + ; +V](§)|S;CL|2C]€IH1(S;:81S]?)Cksgsz)+o(6290t).
k=1"R

We compute

) 2
u il (t,x 1Ck w2 c
0.5 = /1= ™0 (ol o ) () and l0uspE = (- ) (0L, + Fe2, ) e
We obtain .
1 p—
Go(t) =Y (1-¢}) <(¢;k)2 + Wi, — §¢ik> 1O (et

k=1
Integrating the equation ¢/, = wg., — ¢3, we have (¢/,)? = w¢? — 2¢?. This leads to

Gott) = 31— ) [ ((w — )i, + ot ) + O™,

S 1 1
Got) = Go(Tp) = Z(l - C%)/]R ((Wg —wp)l, + §¢3k - §¢ig> + O(e™ 2001,

Lemma 2. For all t € [t*,T}),

K
Go(t) — Go(Tp)| < C Y wi(t) — wp|” + Ce™%",
k=1

Proof. Changing variables, we find

0 /0
A((wgwk)¢ik+%¢ék%¢ig) = (WQMWkM)AQ2+ka ka\/W_k/RQz;_

We know @ explicitly: Q(y) = cos‘{li(y). It follows that [; Q* =4 and [, Q* = 2. This leads to

1 1 4 8
/}R ((w,(j — W), + §¢ik - §¢ig) = dwpwr — FWkVWr — gwg\/wg




3.1 Control of zero-order term Gy

-3 ) (502

Since ‘,/wk(t) - \/w,g’ < Clwg(t) — wl|, we deduce the desired result:

K
Go(t) = Go(T,)] < C Y |wk(t) — wi|? + Ce2P",
O
Using Proposition 1, we see that Z |wi (t) — wd]? < CA3e=2%! but this is not good enough. We need the

following estimate, which is obtamed by pseudo- conservamon of the local mass introduced in Lemma 1. It is
crucial that we are in the subcritical case: since [ ¢2 = Vw [, @2, the integral [, ¢2, gives access to w.

Lemma 3. For all t € [t*,T}),

Aj
fot) = ol < Cllatt)lf + € (1) e
Proof. We recall the definition of My/(¢ f]R |u(t) t)dz. Expanding u = ¢, + S* we get
0= [ leu®Prult) + / SUOPu(t) + 2Re [ (D5 B0,
R R R

K _
Firstly, writing |S“|> = > [S¥[*+Re >  S¥Sy, we have
= \<EI<K

1GALKK

/R|S“|2xk:/R|s;:|2 /|Sk (1— ) +Z/|S“| vetRe 3 /S”S;xk
J#k

:0(67290”
Secondly,
Re/sugx;c:Re/EuS +Re/ 17)(;9 +ZR6/€uS_§‘Xk-
R R

=0 J#k

=O(e—2%1)

This first integral is indeed 0 since this is the orthogonality choice made. Gathering these results, we have
0= [ leulroct [ I5E+0E) = [ leufr+ 40— b)vion(d +Ofe)
since [p [SE* = (1—¢}) Jg o2,y = (1 - 2)/wi(t) [ Q% = 4(1 — ¢2)\/wi(t). Applying for t = T}, we find
Mi(Ty) = 4(1 = @)/l + O™

since €, (T}) = 0 and wi(T}) = w). It follows that

A1 = i) |Vw(t) - +0O (e7)

= ‘Mk(t) — M (Tp) — /]R |5u(t)|2xk(t)

< IM(t) = Mi(Tp)| + [leu(t)][72 + Ce™ 2t

C A2
< TEe ey (B + Cem2!




3.2 Control of first-order term G4

by Lemma 1. We deduce the desired result: |wi(t) — wl| < Clle,(t)|[2. + C (‘L‘Tg + 1) e—200t 0

Gathering the two previous lemmas, we obtain the following control of Gy.
Lemma 4. For Ty > 0 chosen large enough, for all ¢ € [t*,T}],

|Go(t) — Go(T})| < Ce™2%0t,

Proof. Recall that ||(y ,en )| < CAge~ %!, Using Lemma 3 we get |wy(t) — w)| < CAZe=20t < Ce=b%t for
Tp > 0 large enough (depending on Ap). Then using Lemma 2 we obtain the desired result. O

3.2 Control of first-order term G,

Let us now control Gy. The Weinstein functional is constructed so that this first-order term vanishes (up to
exponential error terms).

Lemma 5. For all t € [t*,T}),
|G1(t)| < Ce 2001,

Proof. First, as we did for G,
K
Gi = Z/ (2Re (9,51 0,70) + 25)Re(SEw) + enlSEI? + €0 SE + €05) + 2vRe(SE0) Xk

_Cklm(s_g(amgu))(k + q(awslg)x}’c) - CkSI?EvXk - CkEnS;c}Xk) + 0(6_290t)'

Recall that v = w? + i Using

[osiom—— [ @spe
R R
: &
and 925} =/1—¢c} 2 ik (t,2) { k() By, (t) — ¢>ik(t) + ch‘bz,.;k(t) - Zkébwk(t)} (),

we compute

K

G = Z/ |:2Re <<\/ 1-— C2 —ilk(te) <m¢wk - wk - ch¢wk - %(ﬁwk) (:L'Z)
k=1"R
Fet (e T ™0, o) ) e

+ (=%, (2k) + (1 = R)e%, (2})) en — e, (2} )ew

2 .
w2 ([f]+ %) e (V=@ e o, e,
_iTs . ZC
+2ck1m(\/1—cze Fk<tv>(¢;k< S >) )

oy, (T )ew + o, (T )en]
+ 0(6729075)'

Almost every term of this expression vanishes, except for the framed terms. We eventually get
G172Z 0 — wp(t l—ckRe/qﬁwk e Mre, do + O(e=2%01).

Thanks to the orthogonality Re [, ¢w, (})e "¢, dz = 0, we obtain the desired result: |G1(t)| < Ce=2%!. O

10



3.3 Control of second-order term Go

3.3 Control of second-order term G,

The crucial point is the coercivity of Ga. Let us write Ga = G21 + G2,2 with

&2 (e,)? K 2
G2 :/ (|6$5u|2 + 2, Re(SYEy) + S™|eu|* + ?" + %) + g (wk(t) + Zk) / lew|2xk
R k=1 R

K
_ ; Cr: /R (Im (54,(0z€u)Xk) + EnEvXk)

K
and Go2 = Y (wp — wi(t)) [5 [eu/*xk- Through a progression of three coercivity lemmas, let us control Ga1.

To do so, Weiadapt Lemmas 2.6 and 4.1 from [20], where analogous estimates are established for NLS multi-
solitons. First, here is the basic, one-soliton non-localized version.

Lemma 6. Let c€ (—1,1), w € [w_ ,w'], 0 € R and v € R. Define I'(t ,z) = & — %ertJr'y, v=w+ %
and

ol 1) = [ (1021, 4 2V1= o et - o) (70
R

Y o, Mt 2 0
¢w($ ct —o)|nul” + 9 + V[ ¢ (Nnny + I (70270

There exists C' > 0 such that, for all (1, ,n, ,7,) € H satisfying the following orthogonality relations:
Re/ bo(x — ct —o)e TPy, (2) de = 0,
R
Re /R(:L' —ct —0)py(z — ct — 0)e” TNy () dz =0
and Im A Ay (z — et — 0)e”TE2)y, (2) dz = 0;

then
||(77u » Nn 57711)”%{ < CHQ(nu » Tin 3771))-

The constant C' depends on w_ and w™ but does not depend on w itself. It also does not depend on ¢, o
or 7.

Proof. Recalling that ¢, (z — ct — 0) = VwQ(yVw(xr — ¢t — 7)), define 7, 7, and 7, such that n,(t,z) =
2

Vot V(@ — b — o)) (F T 4 a) = wi(t, Vi(@ — et — 0)) and 1, = wiln(t, V(@ — ct — 0)).
With this scaling we have

~2 ~2
_3 N - N - - .
oty = [ (10 + (1 Qi + B 4 2T Qi Reli) — el ).
R

Take 6 > 0 to be adjusted later on. Define o = 1 + % >1and g = %H € (0,1). According to Young’s
inequality, we have
2
o ac” 1
|C77n77v| < 77721 + _773

2 2«
1 — 2 2092
and ’2\/1 — 2 Q) Re(fy)| < Mni + gRe(ﬁu)?

This leads to

3 )
otz [ (1008 + 0 QP + i@+~ (243 ) @Re(n?)

11



3.3 Control of second-order term Go

where i, (8) := I=2HE7=0 = S0 > 0 and 1y(6) =

Re(77u)?| < 6]7u|?, we have
CH, 2/]1@ (|a$77u|2 +(1- Q2)|77u|2 + ,un((S)ﬁZ + uv(5)ﬁ3 - 2Q2Re(ﬁu)2 - 5|77U|2)

> [ (10:Re(@)P + (1= 3Q)Re(?) + [ (Im(@)f? + (1 - Q*)Im(7 )
R R
+ O+ i OVl 2 — 811 3
> (L4Re(i) R} + (E-Tm() Tin)) + (Ol = + 0 (917 — 8l

The following orthogonality relations hold: (Re(7,),Q) = (Re(7),yQ) = (Im(7,),AQ) = 0. It follows from

@) that
(LyRe(i) , Re(7)) + (L-Im(7,) , Im(7)) = Aol |7

where \g > 0 is a universal constant. Thus,

CHy > (o — )1l s + pn (0) 1132 + 1o (O 132 > €11 7o)
taking § = 3 and C' = min (3 ,1n () 1110 (3)):

Va5 (VG 0,0, + ) (¢, VBl — et — ). Thus

/R|8I77u|2* ( /|am77u| + — /|77u|2+c\/_1m/77u mnu)
/|aznu|2+f /W

We also have [ 1> = V@ [, |7u|?, which results in [|n,|[%: < C||ful/%:. In addition, ||n.]|2. = w? ||| |2
3 o
and [|n,]|32 = w2 ||| [32. Hence, ||(0u s 7n, 10) |71 < Cl|(Fu » Tin » o) ||Fg- It follows that

Going back to 7, we write that d,n,(x,t)

> 1 m0) 72 < CH2 (1 s 0 70
which is the desired result. (|

Now take ® € €%(R,R) even, decreasing on [0, +00), such that ® = 1 on [0,1], ®(z) = ¢~ on [2,+00) and
e 17l < ®(z) < 3¢~ 1%l on R. Take B > 0 and ®p(z) = ® (L). We give the following adaptation of Lemma 6

B g g p )
where we still consider only one soliton, but we localize it using the function ®p.

Lemma 7. Let c€ (—1,1), w € [w_,w™], 0 € R and v € R. Define I'(¢,z) = %f—ertJr'y, z/fw+—
and
2 2 — na + 2
Hop (1 s 1 > 1) z/R@B(x—ct—o) (lamnu| + V|1l —C(nnm+lm(nu0znu))+%)

+ /]R (2\/ 1—c2¢y(x—ct—o)n, Re(eir(t’x)n_u) — d)i(:c —ct — O’)|7]u|2) .

There exists C' > 0 such that, for B > 0 large enough (depending on w_ and w* but not on w itself), for all
(M s s Mw) € H satisfying the following orthogonality relations:

Re/ du(x —ct — o)e " TE2)y (2)de =0,
R
Re / (2 —ct — 0)po(x — ct — 0)e TPy (2)dz =0
R
and Im/ Ay (z — et — 0)e”TE2y, (2) dz = 0;
R

then
Hop (N s 1 s 0w) = C/ (Inul® + 0enul® +n2 +n7) ®p(x — ct — o).
R

The constant C' depends on w_ and w™ but does not depend on w itself. It also does not depend on ¢, o
or 7.

12



3.3 Control of second-order term Go

Proof. Denote xt = x — ct — o for simplicity. Let z,(t,x) = n,(t,z)\/Pp(xt), 2,(t,2) = ny(t, )/ Pp(zt) and

zn(t,z) = np(t, )/ Pp(xt). We have

C
[ =5 [0l + 1Py < [ 0o < [ 10028 + 5 [ (0l + )
R R

Moreover,
/ t
Im (730,1.) @p(zt) = Im <zamzu%‘"”))|zu|2> = Im(Z;0,20), /|nu| Dp(x )dz—/|zu|2

Q@B(l‘t
/ 1 ®p(x

[ menttds= [ 22
R R

=
%\

z,
and 77717711(1)3 :/an'u-
R R
For |z] < B, |{& 1‘% ) = 0. For |z| > B,
B _ —l2l/BY JJel/B ey, — ozl ~(Va—3)lal ~(voB-1) _ C
(T o< (1—e¢ e Ce < Ce < Ce éB (6)

for B > 0 large enough (depending on w_). It follows that

[ (2VI= outayma Re (7T, = 6 )

)
J

=

N
=

(2
(2\/ 1—c2 ¢ (22, Re ( ﬂr(t’x)zu) - ¢i($t)|zu|2) + %A(|anu| + |zal?)
(

C
</ 21— 2 g, (2) 2, Re ( *”“’I’zu) - ¢i<:ct)|zul2) + E/ (2 +12ul?) -
R R
Hence C
Han (0 o 10) > Halow 2 20) = [ G4 + 1002 P)
R
Now write _ _ _
Zult @) = 2 (t,2) + ady (2)e™m ) 4 bal g, (a")e ™) 4 iBA (e

with

1 / ty,—il(t,x)
a= Re [ ¢u(z")e ™ "% 2, () da,
Je 92 Jr @) (@)
1

b=y e [ #oula)e 0z ) e
and 8 = —QIm/ Aw(xt)e_ir(t’””)zu(x)dx.
fR Aw R
Let us show that |a| < $||zu||z. Thanks to the orthogonality Re [; ¢, (2zf)e="T"®)p, (z) = 0, we have

de — Re/R((b“\/E) (zt)e TG0y, (2)
(
®
Pu

’Re/ bo (e TG 2 (1) dz
R

= [ (o |v@5 =1]) e T, () da

|
R Vo5

g
.

<%1_—@> (24|20 (z) dz
dp

/ w>2”2u”m-

13



3.3 Control of second-order term Go

We have (see ()

[RUGE fastcen g o

for B > 0 large enough (depending on w_ and w™). Tt follows that

1 —i x
la| = TN ’Re/]quw(act)e P#) 2, (x) da

Using the other orthogonalities Re [ 2¢., (z)e=t2)p, = 0 and Im [, Ay (2t)e T2y, = 0, we similarly
prove that [b] < $||zu||z and |8 < §||zu| |1 . Expanding [0,z (t, 2)|?, it follows that | [5 |0s2u|? — [5 102 ?| <
£ 1|2u|%:. This leads to

C

< Fllzalle < Fllzull.

—||(Zu,zn,zv)||%1

C
HQB(nuannanv) 2 HQ(Zu;ZnazU) - EH(Zuaznazv)”%—I 2 HQ(Z#,ZU,ZW,) - B

Now, z- satisfies the orthogonality relations

Re/¢ Je T 20k () dar = 0,

Re/ 2t (xt)e T 2L (2) de = 0

and Im/ e D) 2L (1) da = 0.
Thus
Hy (2, 2n,20) 2 Oll(zi s 20, 20) |-
Recall that ||z |13 > [lzullfpn — Fllzullfn thus [[(z 20, 20)llf = (1= ) [1(2u s 20, 20) ||y Hence

c
Hst ) 2 € (1= 5 )l 22l > Cla 20l

for B > 0 large enough (depending on w_ and w™). It follows that

C
Hop (M M s 1) = Ha(zh 20, 2) — E||(Zu7zn7zv)||%{
C
>c<1§>||<zu,zn,zv>||%{ > Oll(zu 20 20)

for B > 0 large enough (depending on w_ and w™).

N back to n, 1l that z,(z) = nu(z)y/P t) th W(T) = 0p1y ) z " _ Y _
ow, going back to 7, reca at z = Nu( B(x us Opz T ( \/BT+ Nu( 2 e
We have

leull = [ (2 + 0amPyentaty + [ (L) ))| nl? + Pl t)Re(n—uamnm).

Since || < $®p, it follows that |||zu|2n — fg (Inul? + [02mu]?) @5 (%) < 5[5 (Inul? + [021u]?) @5 (at).
Hence

C
HQB(nu ﬂ?nﬂ?v) 2 C <1 - E) /]R (|77u|2 + |aac77u|2 + 77721 + 77121) (I)B(‘Tt)

> C/]R (|77u|2 + |az77u|2 + 77721 + 773) @B(fct)

for B > 0 large enough (depending on w_ and w™). O

Lastly, we give the version of Lemmas 6 and 7 with several solitons and the presence of the localization functions
Xk. We establish the coercivity of Gy ;.
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3.3 Control of second-order term Go

Lemma 8. There exists C' > 0 such that, for all ¢ € [t*,T}],

Ga1(t) = Cll(eu,en,e0) ()l

K
Proof. Since > xr =1, we have

k=1
K
Go1 = ZHzB,k(é“u En »Ev)
k=1
K g2 4 ¢2
+y / (xk(t) — ®p(z})) (Ic%suﬁ +vp()]eul® + = — erlensy + Im(aamsu)))
k=1"R
where, for any k € {1,..., K}, vg(t) = wi(t) + % and
t 2 2 — 531 + 5%
HQB,k(Eu yEn E’U) = (I)B(-Tk) |az€u| + Vk(t)|5u| — Ck (Eng'u + Im(Euazgu)) + T
R

= [ (21 e Rele™ 02) — G ab ).
The following convenient orthogonality relations hold (see Proposition 1):
Re/Rgbwk(t) (zt)e " TtDe, (2) dz = 0,
Re/Rx};gbwk(t) (2t)e " TetDe (¢, 2)de =0
and Im RAwk(t)(xi)e*irk(t’z)su(t,x) dz =0

This enables to apply Lemma 7 with B > 0 large enough (depending on w_ and w™ but not on ¢). Recall (H).
The constant C' > 0 depends as well on w_ and w™ but not on ¢t. The estimate writes as follows:

HQB,k(Eu ;Enagv) 2 C/ (I)B(ZCZ) (|5u|2 + |am€u|2 + 5721 + Eg)
R

forall ke {1,...,K}.

Take L > 0 to be fixed later. Take k € {1,..., K}. For ¢t > t* > Tj large enough, we have

=

k(t) — (e — et — on(1)| < e thus  xu(t) — Pp(z — cxt — on(t) > —e~

2
Moreover, set ay(t) =2 — QWi“Z’;)(?CQ = QWQI;’jCZ € (0,2). If ¢, = 0, we have
k k

€2 + 2

|aoc€u|2 + Vk(t)|5u|2 + == B — ¢ (Engy +Im (Bu0zeu)) = 1 (|az€u|2 =+ |Eu|2 + 531 + 512;)

: : 0, : — dweul® | cileul®
with p = i, (WQ—" + %, %) Now, if ¢ # 0, we have ag(t) # 0 and [Im(530,6,)| < 2 2 C 4 C’“Q‘Zk‘ by

Young’s inequality. Thus

2 2
1Opeul? + v (t)]eul? + % — en(enc + Im(Eo0uen))

c? g2 42 +e2 apldeu?  Eleul?
>|az5u|2+(wk(t)+zk) |5u|2+ n2 v v k| | _ k| |

2 2 2a,

2
13
— ek =

« g2 42 c? 2
2 (1__k) |az5u|2+(1_|ck|)u+ Wk(t)+—k_—k |5u|2
2 2 Qg

15



3.4 Conclusion

g2 4 ¢2 w
n v k()|u|2

2wy (t) 2
S l0ucul? + (1= Jexl) 2t 4 2

~ 2wi(t) + e}
> 1 (|0seul® + leul® + €2 +€2)

9]
Zk 0 _
where jip = 1?}21[( <2 > wkT/2 1 2ck> > 0. Recall indeed (Bl). Take = min(pg , u2). Hence,

2 2
€ + &3
2

and this estimate still holds if y is replaced by a smaller positive value. The bounds

Vi e {l,...,K}, |0ceul® + v(t)|ed)® + — ¢k (Engy + Im (Fu0zew)) = 1 (|00l + |eul® + 2 +€2)

Xk(t) — Pz — et — ok (t)) > —e" 5

2 2
€, T €5

and 0 < g1 (|0zeul® + |eul® + €2 +€2) < |0neul® + vi(t)|eu]® + — cr(Engy + Im(F50064))
C (|0seul?® + |eul® + €2 +€2)
show that

+

[0t = @) (10aeul? + ool + 252

— ck(eney + Im(ﬁ@zsu)))

2#/(Xk(t)—‘1’3( ) (10zeul® + leu]® + €5 +€2) — Ce™ 45/(|5m€u|2+|6u|2+6i+63)-
R R

It follows that

K
G211(t) > ZC (I)B(:L'Z) (|am5u|2 + |5u|2 + E% + 63)

k=1 VR

'y [u [ Gt = @) (000 + el + 22+ €2)

k=1

—Ce~ 5 / (|635(5u|2 + leu|* + €2 + 6121):|
R

K
> (C—p) Z/R(I)B z},) (|0zeul? + |eul® + €2 +€2)
k=1

K
_L_
+MZ/Xk(t)(|azsu|2+|su|2+si+sﬁ) —Ce 15 / (100eu)? + leu]?® + €2 +€2) .

k=1"R R

K
We can replace p by a smaller g > 0 so that C' — p > 0. Using > xx = 1, we find
k=1

_ L
Gz,l(t)> (Mfce 4B)/(|az€u|2+|571|2+5$z+512;) = ||(5ua5n75v)||%{
R

IS

taking L > 0 large enough. |

3.4 Conclusion

Let us gather the controls of Gy, G1, G2 and G3 in order to get a control of the whole Weinstein functional
G(t). This leads to a good estimate on ||(€y ,&n ,€v)||H-

Lemma 9. For all t € [t*,T}),

A2
(2w sen )|t < C (TO + 1) o—200t

provided that Ty > 0 is chosen large enough (depending on Ay and L).
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3.4 Conclusion

Proof. From Lemma 1 we know that |[M(t) — /\/lk( N+ Pr(t) = Pe(T))] < CAU e~200t for all k € {1,..., K}.
On the other hand, we know that the energy E(t) = [, (|8 ul? + njul? + 2 '2“’ ) is preserved: E(t) = E(Tp).

Thus, the Weinstein functional G(¢t) = E(t) + Z (VpMi(t) — ciPr(t)) satisfies
k=1
CA% e*?@ot.
L
Since €,(Tp) =0, £,(Tp) = 0 and €,(T,) = 0, we have G(T,,) = Go(T,). We write

G(t) = G(Tp) < |G(1) - G(T,)| <

CTA(Q)e_Qe”t > G(t) — G(Tp) = Gaa(t) = |Go(t) — Go(Tp)| — |G1(t)] — |Ga2(t)| — |G3(t)].

The quantities Go21(t), |Go(t) — Go(Tp)| and |G1(t)| are estimates respectively in Lemmas 8, 4 and 5. The
quantity |Ge,2(t)| is estimated as follows:

(G2l < CZIwwwk Dl lleullF2 < CAJe0t < Cem!

for Ty > 0 large enough. The quantity |G3(t)| is estimated as follows:
|Gs| < Cll(euen,0)llfs < CAGe™" < Cem™
for Tp > 0 large enough. Gathering all these estimates we find
(s en s eo)llfx < CG2a(t)

C A2
< |Go(t) — Go(Tp)| + |G1(t)] + |Ga2 ()| + |G3(t)| + Toefw“t

2
< 06729015 + 06729015 + 067200t + 067200t + 02140 6729075

A2 —260ot
c(P+1)e

N

which is the desired result. (|

From this control on ||e||u we deduce the following control on the parameters.

Lemma 10. For all ¢ € [t*,T,],

K A2
> (kon(t) = + lou(t) — of + Iu(e) o) < € (2 1) 720

k=1

provided that Tp is chosen large enough (depending on Ap).

Proof. Take k € {1,..., K}. From Proposition 1 we know that
A2
(O + 1530 < ClIE@If + Ce 2 < 0 (1) 2o

thanks to Lemma 9. Integrating this inequality between ¢ and T}, (recall that wi (7)) = w) and ox(T}) = o%)
2
we find |wg () — wl > + ok (t) — 02> < C (%‘l + 1) =20t Alternatively, to control wy — w? we could have used

Lemma 3 and Lemma 9. Now, from Proposition 1 we know that

k()7 < 20 (t) — (Wi (t) — W) + 2lwi(t) — wyl?
< Clle@)llfy + Ce™ + Clun(t) — will?

A
<C (TO + 1) e~ 200t
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3.4 Conclusion

2
Integrating this inequality between ¢ and T, (recall that v (T},) = ~Y), we find |y, (t) —10|> < C (% + 1) e~ 200t
which concludes the proof. O
From the beginning of section 1 until now, we have assumed that [|(U,, N, , V,)(t)|la < Age=%? for all
t € [t*,T,]. Proposition 1 and Lemmas 1 to 10 hold under this hypothesis. We cease to assume it from now on.

The following proposition gather the results of the previous and current sections in order to prove a bootstrap
argument for the control of ||(U,, N, , V,)(t)||a-

Proposition 2. There exist Ag > 0, Ty > 0, po > 0 such that, for all p > py and for all t* € [Ty, T},
_ » Ay _
(9t € [, T, Ty, Ny, Vo) (Ol < Ape™®" | —> [w € [, Ty, 1Ty, Ny, V) (1)l < e

Proof. Assume that ||(U,, N, ,V,)(t)|lm < Age%* for all t € [t*,T},]. Then the results of sections 1 to 3 hold -
in particular Lemmas 9 and 10 hold. For all ¢ € [t*,T,], we have

K
I(R* = 5%, R" = 5", R" = 5")(®)lliz < C Y (Jww(t) =Rl +low(t) = od1” + [ue(t) = 1I°)
k=1

<C <A2 1) e~ 200t

A2 B
Uy Ny, V) (0l < 21l >||%+2||<R“—S”,R"—s",Rv—sv><t>||%I<c(f°+1)e 200t

O

Thus

where the constant C' > 0 does not depend on Ay. Choosing A3 > 8C then L = AZ and then Ty > 0 large
enough accordingly (see previous Lemmas), it follows that

A2
(U, Ny, Vo) (Dlfy < 2Ce™2" < ™!
for all ¢t € [t*,T,]. This is the desired result. O

Thanks to this bootstrap lemma, we conclude the following uniform exponential bound on ||(Up , Np , V,)||u via
a classical connexity argument.

Proposition 3. There exist constants Cp > 0 and T > 0 such that, for all p > 1 and all ¢ € [Ty, T}],
1(Up s Ny, Vi) ()11 < Coe™™". (7)
Proof. Take Ag, To and po as in Proposition 2. Take p > po. Since t — |[(Up, Np, Vp)(¢)||u is continuous and
(Up, Ny, V,)(Tp) = 0, we have ||(Uy,, Np, Vp)()|la < Aoe=%t on [T}, — 7,T}] for a certain 7 > 0. Define
=inf {t. € [To,Tp] | Vt € [ta, Tp), [|(Up, Np, V) ()|l < Aoe™ '} < T,

Suppose that t* > T,. By continuity, ||(U,, Ny, V,)(t)|la < Age~%! for all t € [t*,Ty]. By Proposition 2,
(U, Ny, V) )|z < 42e=%! for all ¢t € [t*,Tp]. By continuity, we have ||(U,, Ny, V,)(t)|la < Aoe%* on
[t* — 7' ,T,)], for a certain 7/ > 0. This contradicts the definition of ¢*. Hence t* = Tj.

Take Cy = Ap. For all p > po, (@) holds on [Ty, T},]. We can replace Cy and Ty by larger values to ensure that
(@ holds on [Ty, T,) for all p > 1. O

Since the H norm of (R*, R™, R")(¢) is uniformly bounded, Proposition 3 shows that there exists C' > 0 such
that
Vp > 1,Vt € [To, Ty, [|(up,np,vp) ()]l < C. (8)
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4 Compactness argument

We now aim at using compactness arguments to extract a converging subsequence (Uw(m s My (p) ,U¢(p)). The
issue is the following: since (u; ,n, , vp) are uniformly bounded in H' x L? x L?, Rellich’s compactness theorem
enables to extract converging subsequences for example in L x ngcl X ngcl. To conclude we would need a
Cauchy theory in a space of lower regularity than H' x L? x L% Such a theory exists: see [I1], the Cauchy
problem for the Zakharov system is well-posed in H/2 x H~1/2 x H=1/2 (in dimension 1) for example. However
working in such a space would require additional estimates. See [11], [3], [I] or [25] for Cauchy theory in lower
regularity spaces. Instead of using the Cauchy theory in a lower regularity space, we choose to prove higher
regularity estimates in order to use the Cauchy theory in the energy space H' x L? x L?. As a side consequence,
we gain additional regularity on the solution. The point of section 4.1 is to establish uniform exponential bounds
in H? x H' x H! thanks to the use of modified energies. See [I3] and [17] for a similar use of modified energies
for the gKdV equation and [2] for modified energies for the NLS equation; in both cases the use of suitable
modified energies gives access to better regularity on the solution. Such modified energies may have applications
in a different framework, for example to prove global wellposedness in higher Sobolev spaces.

4.1 Modified energies

We keep on denoting (Up , Ny, , V) simply by (U, N, V) in this section 4.1. The functions (U, N, V) satisfy the
system

U = 02U —i(R“N + R"U + NU) — iV,

oN = -0,V

OV = —0,N —0,(|U|?) — 20,Re(R*U) — vy

K 2 K L
where U := 33 RYRpand Wy :=0, (|2 Ryl — X |RE?) =Re > 0.(RYRy).
1<j#k<K k=1 k=1 1<j#k<K
Lemma 11. Define the functionals
0, N)? 0.V)?
H(t):/(|a§U|2+( ) +( ) )
R 2 2

N 2 2 -
and G(t) :/ (|a§U|2+ (6””2 ) + (GZ;/) ) +2/N|5ZU|2+2Re/ U (0,N9,U)
R R R

+2Re/R“ (0:N8,U) —2Re/U(8IR“81N).
R R
For all t € [Ty, T)),
G/ < (IGEP/ +1) et (9)

and
H< C (|G| +e~%"). (10)

Proof. The quantity we seek to control is H, but no such conservation law holds. Differentiating H with regards
to ¢, nonlinear terms of higher derivative order appear in H'(t), for example 92U or 92N. To counterweight
these unwanted terms, we add progressively the other terms in G. In return, other nonlinear terms naturally
appear when differentiating G with regards to ¢, but with reasonable derivative orders, and they can all be
controled via Sobolev and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. Take x > 0. We compute

2 2
dt Jp K K
2 2
= 2Re/ 92 (i02U — i(R*N + R"U + NU) — i¥%,) agU—E/az(aEV)axN— E/(aﬁN)axv
R R R

=0

=2 @10, (0u(1UP) + 20, Re(R'T) + 0,
R

K
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4.1 Modified energies

=—2 Im/(a;fU)ag—U +2 Im/((agR“)N +2(8,R“)(0;N) + (0?R™)U + 20,R"0,U)d2U
R R

+21Im / R“(8>N)d2U +21Im / (R™ + N)(82U)d2U +21Im / ((O2N)U + 20,N8,U)d2U
R R R

=0

+21m/(8§\1ﬂfz)8§—Uf %/(8IV)(2|8IU|2 + 2Re(TO2U)) — %Re/ O2(RVTN)D,V
R R R

2

2 [
R

= 21m/ |8§U|2+21m/((’)§R“)N8§U+4Im/(GZR“c’)mN)(’)%U—i—QIm/((’)iRn)U@%U
R R R R

=0

+ 4Im/(8zR"c’)$U)(’)§—U - QIm/(azRuazN)(’)%—U - 21m/ RO, N (ag_U)
R R R

__ _ 4
+21m/(8zN8ZU)(’)§U—21m/U@mN (20) +21m/(8§‘1’}§)5§U— —/(azx/)|azU|2
R R R K JR

K

K

= 2Im/(a§R“)Na§—U
R

~dpe / (0. V)UO?U — 1 Re / (O2R™U(0,V)
R K R

~3Re / (0, R“0,T) (0, V)
K R

_ e / RET(0,V) — 2 / (0.)(0,7%)
R R Jr

+2Im / (0, R0, N)J2U
R

+QIm/(agR”)Uﬁg—UJr4Im/(8IR"81U)8§—U
R R

—QIm/RR“GZN (ag—U)

+21Im / (8. N, U)2U
R

—QIm/RUam (ag—U)

—— 4
+21m/(a§%)ag(]— —/(azv)|azU|2
R K JRr

K

We compute

d
— | N0, U|?
dt/R| |

8 wn T
- —Re/R(c’)IR 0.7)(0,V)

4 —
S Re/(agCV)UaiU
R

KR

4 2 PU\TT
- Re/R((’)IR \T(0,V)

KR

4 ___
~dRe / RUTET (0, V)
R

2

K

/ (0,V)(0, 7).
R

:/(—am\/)|azU|2 + 2Re/ NO, (102U —i(R“N + R"U + NU) — i¥%)0,U
R R

:—/(aIV)|aIU|2 —2Im/Naz(agU)azUwIm/NQaIR“azUHIm/ R“N9,NO,U
R R R R

+2Tm / NUO,R"0,U +2Im / NR"9,U0,U +2Im / NUO,NI,U +21Im / N29,U8,U
R R R R

=0

+2Tm / NO, %0, U
R

- [@.vyo.up
R

+2Im / (02U)0, N9, U
R

=0

+2Tm / NO2U (8§U) +2Im / N29,R“9,T
R R

=0

+2Im / NR“9,N8,U + 2Im / NU8,R"9,U + 2Im / NU3,N8,U + 2Im / No,U%0,U.
R R R R

We compute
d
dt

— Re / U (0:N8,U)
R

20



4.1 Modified energies

- Re/}RU(—GZ((’)wV))GZU + Re/Rz'(agU ~ RN — R"U — NU — %), N9,U
+ Re /R U0,NO, (~i020 + (RPN +iR"T +iNU + iTF,)

— Re /R (0.V)8,U8,T + Re /R U (ag_U) (8,V) — Im /R (92U)0,N9,U + Im /R R'NO, N, U
+ Im /R R"A,N9,U + Im /R NU3,N8,U + Im /R U9, NO,U + Im /R Ud, N9, (ag_U)

— Im / NUO,NO,R* — Im / UR*0,NO,N —Im / |U|?0, NO,R™ —Im / UR"90,NO,U
R R R R

=0

—Im/ |U|2(8ZN)2—Im/NU(’)$N8ZU— Im/ Ud,NO, T
R R R

=0

:/ CABIERGE +Re/U(a;—U) (9, V) —Im/(agU)amNaﬁ + Im/R“N@ZNGZU
R4 R R R

+ Im / U0, N9,U| +Im / Ud,N (agU) ~ Im / NU8,N9,R* — Im / (9, N)2UR®
R R R R

_ Im / U, N0, .
R
We compute
gRe/R“ (0:N9,U)
= Re / R%(—0,(0,V))0,U + Re / (i02R" — iR"R" 4 iV%)0, N0, U
R R
+ Re / R“9,NO, (—iag_U+ iR“N +iR"U + iNU + 1\17;2)
R
= Re / (0.V)0,R"9,U + Re / (0, V)R"“92U — Im / (02R“)0,NO,U + Im / R"R“9,NO,U
R R R R

— Im / #0:NO,U + Im / R'0,N (93U ) - I / R*N9, N9, R* —Im / R*R¥(9:N)?*
R R R R

=0

— Im / R“T0,NO,R" — Im / R“R"0,N9,U — Im / R“T(9,N)* — Im / R“NO,NO,U
R R R R

— Im / R“0,NO, VY,
R

= Re / (0.V)0, R"9,U| + Re / (0, V)R"92U | — Im / (9°R*“)0,NO,U — Im / W40, NO,U
R R R R

+Im / R0, N (agU) ~ Im / R“NO,NO, R — Im / R“T9,NO,R" — Im / RUT(9,N)?
R R R R

_ Im / R*N9,No,T — Im / R“0,N0,TF.
R R
At last, we compute

d 77 U
ERe/RU(aIR 9:N)

= Re / U0, (i02R" — iR“R" + i¥%) 0, N + Re / U0, (—0,V)0, R*
R R
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4.1 Modified energies

+ Re/ (020 + RPN + iR"T + iNT + 0%, ) 0, R"0,N
R

:—Im/ U (2R — R“@R”)@N+Im/UR”aR“aN Im/an/ 9. N

+ Re / T(82R")(8,V) + Re / (8,V)8, R*9,T | + Im / (ag—U) 9, R“8, N
R R R

— Im/ﬁN@wRuc’)mN— Im/UR”@zRuamN— Im/NU@zRuamN
R R R

— Im / V%0, R"0, N.
R

Taking x = 2, the function G is defined so that all framed terms (in the previous computations of the derivatives)
cancel one another. Other terms also cancel one another but the framed ones are those which would not be well
controlled below. This leads to

C'(t) = Gr(t) + Cult) + Gu(t)

where
Gr(t) = 21m/ N(&2RY) (ag_U) +2Im/ U(92R™) (8§—U) +4Im/(8IR"81U) (a;_U)
R R R
—4Re /R (O2R“YU(0,V) — 4Re /R (0:R"“0,U) (0,V) + 4Im /R (0.R"9,U) N?
+41Im /R R“N (0;N9,U) + 4Im /R (0.R"9,U) NU — 4Im /R (0:R*“0,N) NU
—2Im /R (02R") (0,NO,U) — 4Im /R R“N (0,R"0;N) — 4Im /R R“U (0,R"0,N)
+2Im/RU(a§;R“) 0z N,
Go(t) =21 [ (@2w) (320) - [ @.w3)(@,v) + 41 [ (0.050.0) N
fzum/]R (0, 0%, N) U+2Im/R(az\P}ﬁcﬁmN)ﬁaL2Im/R\I/_}€c(8mR“81N),
G (t) = — 2/R(6$V)|6$U|2 +4Im/RNU (0.N0,U) .
Let us deal with G, first. Recall the following Sobolev and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities:

IN||ze < ClaNIGEINIGL,  10:Ule~ < ClO2U|}S2 0.0 and  [|U][p= < C||U]|g:.

Also recall the estimate (). It follows that

<10V 22102 | o< ||0:U | 2 < CHY?||020 || 42110, U302 < CH3/4e= 3",

Similarly,

[ N0 (0807 | <IN~ [0 0.V | 10:T 1 < OB
R

Thus

|G, (t)| < C(HP/* + 1)e %,

Now deal with Gr. We know that functions R* and R", as well as all of their derivatives, are bounded (regardless
of t). Many terms in Gp are estimated using simple Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities:

/RN(agR“) (ag_U)b /RU(agR”) (ag_U)b [ (0.R"0,0) (8§—U)‘
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4.1 Modified energies

+ /R (8§R“)U(8IV)' + ' / (0.R“0,U) (an)‘ +

/R (92R") (azNazU)‘

+ / RN (8, R*“9,N) ’
R

/ R“T (8, R"0, N)‘

/R U (0;R") 0N ’ < CHY2e 0o,
To estimate the remaining terms in Gr we use Sobolev/Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities:

BN (0.N0T) | < ClN 1~ 10,V 110,012 < CHY e+,

| 0:R70.3) NU| < Yo, N2 [Nl U] < CH2e20

/R (9. R"0,T) N?

and / (8, R"9,T) NU‘ < C||0U|| 2| IN]| 2 ||U ]| e < Ce™3%1,
R

< 01|0,U| | |IN|[22 < CHY e~ "2

Gathering these estimates we find
IGR(t)] < C(H3/* 4 1)e %!

Now deal with Gy. Simply using the fact that 0, V% is bounded, we have

/(M_%N) ‘ C||0:N||z2||U|| 2 < CH/2e~ %t
R

and

/ (0:9%0,U) N' < |0:U||22||N||p2 < Ce™2%0t,
R
To control the other terms in Gy we recall that |[0,U%||r2 + |[02¥%|| 12 + [|0,¥% |12 < Ce%!. Tt follows that

< CHY/2e= %,

[ty (a20)| +

<azw7.z><amv>] n
R

(0,00, N) R¥| + / T (9, NO, R")
R R

Hence,
|Gy (t)] < C(HY? 4 1)e%.

Eventually, gathering all these estimates, we find
|G/ (t)] < C(H3/* 4 1)e=%t,

Now let us show that H < C(G + 1). Let us control the terms in G (other than H). We have

<IN |0,V |32 < CHYAe—"2

/ u (f%Nc%U)\ < CNUL=l10:N 12|05l 2 < CH e,
R

/Ru (azNazU)‘ C||0sN||12]|0:U|| 12 < CHY/2e=0t
R

and /U(&IR“QIN)' CllU||2||02N || 1> < CHY2e=%?,
R
Hence,
1

IG| > H — Ce ™ (H +1) > (1 — Ce™%T)H — Ce=%t > SH - Ce %t

for Ty chosen large enough. Thus (0] is established:
H < C (|G| + et .

This leads to H3/* < C(|G|41)3/* < C(|G|*/* 4-1). Ultimately, G satisfies the following differential inequality:

IG'(t) < C (|G(t)|3/4 + 1) e~ 0ot
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4.2 Conclusion

which is precisely (3. O

Using the differential inequality verified by G, we conduct a bootstrap argument to obtain the following control
on G and thus on H, using (I0).

Lemma 12. For all t € [Ty, T)),

102U11Z + [10: N[22 + 1|0V |IZ2 < Ce™™". (11)

Proof. Let T\, = inf {t € [Ty, T;)] | |G(t)| < e~%*/2.}. Since G(T},) = 0, we have T} < T}, by continuity. Assume
T, # Ty. Then |G(t)| > e=%%/2 for some ¢ as close as T as one wants; thus |G(7%)| = e~%7+/2 by continuity.
Meanwhile, on [T} ,T},] we have (thanks to ()

G'(t)| < C (|G(t)|3/4 + 1) et < © (6-390“8 + 1) et < Ce=tot,

Integrating on [T} ,T},] and recalling that G(7},) = 0, we find that

T:D
|G| < Ce T,

Gl < [

*

The constant C' here does not depend on Tj. Take Ty large enough such that Ce=%? < %6700t/2 for all t > T}
(namely, Ty > 21n(2C)/6y). We have

eI < B(T,)| < Ce™Ts < Lo

which is absurd. We conclude that T, = Tp. Hence, |G(t)| < e=%!/2 for all t € [Ty,T,]. Using (@) and
integrating back, we even find that |G(t)| < Ce=%* for all t € [Ty, T,]. Using (I0) we ultimately find that

10201172 + 10 N[72 + 182 V|7 < 2H < Ce™*
which is precisely (IIJ). O

Recall that (U,N,V) is actually (Up,N,,V,). Gathering Proposition 3, Lemma 12 and the fact that the
H? x H' x H' norm of (R*, R™, R")(t) is uniformly bounded, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 1. For all ¢t € [T, T,),
1012 + [INp ()2 + (Vo (@)] |71 < Ce™f

and
[up |2 + Inp (O 1 + [Jop(@)|[ 2 < C.

Remark. The use of higher-order modified energies would certainly enable to prove similar bounds in higher
regularity spaces; we do not dig deeper into this matter here.

4.2 Conclusion

Rellich’s compactness theorem enables to extract an (H  x L2 x L% )-converging subsequence (U (p) » M (p) > Va(p) ) -
In order to go from Hyp, x L{. x L{ . to H' x [? x L?, we need to control (uniformly in p) |up|?, |8,u,|?, n
and v for || large. This is the point of the following two lemmas, based on the conservation of the mass and

energy.

Lemma 13. Let n > 0. There exists Ko = Ko(n) > 0 such that, for all p > 1,

n2 4+ v?
/ . |up(To,x)|2dx<Cn and /|| . <|0Zup|2+np|up|2+ p2 2N (Ty, ) da < Cn.
z|>Ko z|> Ko
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4.2 Conclusion

Proof. Start with the first integral. Using Proposition 3, we have
1(Up s Np , Vi) (too )71 < et <

for to large enough (depending on 7). Moreover, due to the localization property of (R*, R™, RV), there exists
A > 0 (depending on 7) such that f\r\>A (JR™(too)|? + |02 R*(ts0)]? + R™(tos)? + R¥(tx)?) da < n. It follows
that

/| (o 0y ) e ) e < (12)

Now take a cut-off function g € €1 (R, [0,1]) such that g =0 on (—oc0,1], g=1o0n [2,+0c0) and 0 < ¢’ < 2 on
R. Take B > 0 to be adjusted later. Set sgn(z) = 7 € Rifz # 0 and 0 if x = 0. Using the identity

O (Jup)®) = 2 Re (Wpup) = 2 Re (U,02u, — inyupty) = —21Im (T,05u,)

we compute

—A
/| Up (|=73| )dx:—QIm/u_paiupg(mB )dx
—sen(z) , (lz[ - A |z — A
_ |x] — A
= Elm/Rup[?zup sgn(z)g’ < B dz.

dt/'p (m )dx

for B > 0 chosen large enough. Now we integrate between Ty and ts

s (F52) s [l (H5 )dm/ﬂ

< (foo

Thus, using (&),
n

loo

4 4C
— S
B

< @3 <

o (45

too

Using the fact that g ('Il A) =1if|z| >2B+ Aand g (\r\ A) =0 if |z| < A4, it follows that

T x
/ Jup( TO /lup TO (| = )\77+/|up (l = )
|z|>2B+A B

<+ / lup (a0 < Ciy
|z|>A

thanks to (2. Now deal with the second integral of the lemma. We compute

d n? + v’ lz| — A
a . <|arup|2+”p|u:n|2 + -2 B p) (t)g( B ) dz

— —A —A
:2Re/ i(0:02up — iuy0pny — i1y0up)0zty g (|=73| ) n /(—8mvp)|up|2g (L)
R B R B

—A
+ [ (oumy = anlluyP) o0 (F52)
R B
= - QIm/ 8I8£upaxupg <|x|B A> +2Im/ UpOzNpOztip g <|z|B A>
R R
x| — A _ | — A
= [ @l + wnlu) g (F 52 ) 2t [ (e (152
R R
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4.2 Conclusion

x| — A
- /((ar”p)”p + (9xnp)vp)g <| |B >
R
= (lz[-A sgn(z) , (|z[—A
:2Im/R@§up6§upg <T +21m/82up 2z Up B g/ 5
= (lz]-A sgn(z) , (|z|—A
+21m/Rup8$npc’)mupg( B -f—/RUp|Up|2 B g B
—_A - —A
R B R B

_ sgn(x) |x] — A sgn(x) |z — A
+21m/Rnup8zup 5 g/< 5 + Rnpvp 5 g B

1 A
B / (21 ( i pému?) ”p|up|2 +2Im (npupaibup) + npvp) sgn(:c)g’ <|z| > dz.
R

It follows that

d n2 + vz |z] — A
E/}R <|azup|2 Jr”p|u10|2 + %) (t)g( B ) dz

2

< & (102upll L2 10supl |2 + [lvpllpoe upl |22 + Inp]]2]|0zupl [ 2l[upl| e + [Inp]]z2]vp]|22) -

Using Corollary 1, it leads to

d n2 + v’ lz| — A
il <|azup|2+np|up|2+%> ="

for B > 0 chosen large enough. We conclude as previously:

n2 2 2
24w n: 4w z|— A
/ |8gcu]g|2 + n]g|up|2 (Ty) < / |<9zup|2 + n]g|u]g|2 + L —L | (Ty)g 2]
le|>2B+A 2 R 2 B
2 2 nf) + UIQ) lz] — A
<N+ |amup| + ”p|up| + 9 (too)g B
R

n 2
<77""/ <|5Iup|2 "‘np|“;0|2 + - 9 p) (too) < Cn
|z|>A

thanks to (I2)). We conclude the proof by taking Ko = 2B + A. O

Lemma 14. Take T > 0 large enough. For all n > 0, there exists Ko = Ky(n) > 0 such that, for all p > 1

/ (Jupl? + Butupl? + 12 +02) (T, 2) da < .
‘CE‘>K0

Proof. By Lemma 13, there exists Ko(n) > 0 such that

n2
+ U
[ ltnapar<? and [ (el gl ") (7,0 do < 2,
|z] <Ko |z]>Ko
Now write that M > Ko np|up|2)(T0)‘ < Jieis o [M0upUpl(To) + 15 i, [Mpup R*(T0)-
« First, we can replace K by a larger value (depending on n and Ty) such that [R*(Ty,z)| < § forallz € R

such that |z| > Ky. Then,

1 ny + |up|? 1 n
Iy, B[ (Th) < —/ R TR _/ np(To)? + L.
/1>K0 nr 4 sy, 2 8 Jlat>ko 32
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4.2 Conclusion

« Second, thanks to Sobolev embedding, ||U,(T0)||= < C||Up(To)||m < Ce=%To < 1 provided that T is
chosen large enough. Then

1
[ mwUda < g [ w2 g
| > Ko 8 Jia|> Ko 32

as well.
Hence, ﬁm‘>K0(np|up|2)(To)} < if\ﬂﬂ\>Ko ny(To)? + 75. It follows that
2,2 2 2, .2

n 2 2 Mp Y 2 Mp Mt n

S 2 Os To) 2 Os ——+— | T0) —

- (| upl? + myluy? + 2 ) w= [ <| wpl? 2+ 22 ) () - L
and thus

2, ", Y n
Oz — 4+ — | (Tp) < —.

This concludes the proof. [l

Now we can finally properly extract an (H! x L? x L?)-converging subsequence for the initial data. We will then
conclude the proof of Theorem 1 by using the wellposedness of the Cauchy problem for ) in H* x L? x L%
the convergence of the initial data leads to the convergence of the solution.

Lemma 15. There exist ud, € H? nY € H', 0] € H' and a subsequence ((tqy(p):Ny(p): Vy(p))) Of
((up ,np,vp)) such that

1 2 2

H L L
Uppy(To) — Uge,  Ny(p)(To) p_>—+>oo ngo and  vy(p)(To) p_>—+>oo v

0
o

Proof. Since ||(up,np,0p)(To)||m2xmrxmr < C (see Corollary 1), Rellich’s compactness theorem ensures that
there exist (u% ,n2 ,v%) € H? x H' x H' such that

s Yoo 9 Yoo

H110~ 0 L120~ 0 leo' 0
uypy(To) —= w nypy(To) —= n and vy (To) —= vg,.

p——+oo o’ p—+oo > p——+oo o

Take n > 0 and the associated K in Lemma 14. Possibly replacing Ky by a larger value, we can also assume that
f|ac|>Kg (|ude|* + [0zud |*) < n. Moreover, by the convergence above, f\z\sKo (|t |* + |0ty |?) (To) < 7 for
p large enough. Combining these two bounds with Lemma 14, it follows that

[[tas () (To) = S [ < 3
for p large enough. This proves that ) (7o) - ul, in HY(R).
p——+00

o s . 0 2 0
We proceed similarly to obtain the convergences 1) (7o) p_>—+>oo ng, in L*(R) and vy (To) ) _>—+>OO Vg

in L2(R). O
It is time to prove Theorem 1. Consider the global H! x L? x L? solution (e , Moo ; Voo) Of

Opthoe = 102 Uoe — 1Mooloo

OiMeoo = —0pUso
OtVoo = —02N0o — 0% (JUuso]?)
Uoo (To) = 12, noo(To) =12, voo(Tp) = vY..

Take ¢ > Tp and p > 1 large enough such that 7, > t. The Cauchy problem for the Zakharov system is

well-posed for in (u,n,v) € H! x L? x L? (see [I1]). By the continuous dependence of the solution with regards
to the initial data, we have

H* L?

Uppy (1) — Us(t),  nyp(t) —= ne(t) and vy (t) — ve(l).

p—>—+oo p—>—+oo
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Moreover, recall from Corollary 1 that the sequence ((up(t),n,(t),vp(t)))p>1 is uniformly bounded in H? x
H' x H'. As a consequence, possibly replacing 1) (p) by another subsequence, we have

02
—\
p——+oo

H! H!
Uso(t),  Nyp)(t) = ne(t) and  vyp)(t) —  vs(t).

p——+oo p——+oo

Uy () (1)

Using Proposition 3 and the inferior semi-continuity of the norm, we have
oo (6) = R @)l < Timnf g ) (6) = R (Ol < Ce ™,
Ioe(®) = R (0) 172 < T inf [ (8) — B (8) [ < G

v B v —0
and [lone(t) = R*(0)llms < limninf gy — ROl < Ce™".
We can replace C' by a greater constant so that the inequalities above hold for all ¢ > 0. This concludes the
proof of Theorem 1 (in the statement of Theorem 1, (too , Moo , Voo ) are simply denoted (u,n,v)). O
Appendix

Proof of Proposition 1. Instead of a proof based on the implicit function theorem, we construct here directly
the functions wyg, o and v as solutions of a well chosen differential system, then verify that the orthogonality
relations are deduced from this system. See [5] or [I8] for a similar approach for the gKdV equation.

Take a set of parameters I = (w1, ... ,WK ,01 ., OK , V1,5, YK ) € (0, +oo)K R2K_ For all k 6 {1 ey K},

define x};’n = x — ¢t — o, TR(t,2) = G _ cit +wkt + v, SE(t, H ) =2 ¢wk zl“‘,}(t,z)7
St I, z) = —¢?2 (xk ) and SP(t,11,z) = —ckqbwk(xk’ ). Define S* = Z St 11, x), S™ = Z Sp(t, 11, x)
k=1 k=1

and S Z Sp(t,II,xz). Define e,(¢t,II) = wu(t) — S*(t,II), e,(¢t,II) = n(t) — S™(t,1I) and e,(t) =

v(t) — SU(¢t, H) Set Iy = (W?,...,w%,0%,...,0% 4?,...,7%). Note that there exists C; > 0 such that,
for all t* € [T, T}] and all I € (0, +00)% x R2K]

(5, 8™,5%) (¢, ) — (R*, B", R*)(#)[[ < C1[IT - Io). (13)

In the following lines we define a lot of quantities. The reason for their introduction is contained in system (I4)
below. See the remark just after (I4]). The choice made here is to write properly, prove the wellposedness of
and solve the differentiel system (I4]), and then to explain where this system comes from and deduce from it
the orthogonality relations we seek to establish.

Define
K
I1
YO(t, 11, z) = —iS"S" + 21/1 —c5 (—i(bij (J:EH)) el =i Z V1= ¢ b, (x 02, ( (zi™M)e'l .
j=1 1A K
Also define
w tH e
¥2(t,1) = 1—c5 Ay, (2 )et 7,
o JIy it
7, 10) = — 1fc?¢fuj(:c§ )eils
Y _ 2 ; t, 1T\ il
and X (t,11) = — /1 — cfigy, (z; )e" 7.
Also define
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Set
Y40t 1I) = Re / o ()T 20, Y (t, 1) = Re / Py (" M)e~ T DY
Y7 (¢, I0) Re/qﬁwk )ik %7, Yo7 (t, 1) Re/qbwk )ik ¥7,
Y98 (¢, 1) = Re / o, (i)™ TR 0
Y70t ,10) :Re/Ra:k Buo (e TR0, Y7 (t,10) :Re/Ra:k G (e~ TH B
Y79 = Re [ afou, GEMe Ty, T = Re [ oo, (e T

R R

T7E(t,10) :Re/Rzk o (2t e~ TR RS
Y7O(t, 1) = Im / Ay (2t M)e =T 50, Y (t, 1) = Im /R Ay (ahM)em T s
Y77 (t,10) 71m/ BN i T)(t, 1) :ImAAwk(x;vH)e*ifgzj,

(1) Im/ o (2 e TR s

Define the three constants d* = [, QAQ =1>0,d° = [yQQ' = —3 [Q* = -2 <0and d” = [ QAQ =
1 > 0. Now define the following functions of ¢t and II:

w,w vV Wk t, 11\ —4rU w,o —irl!
Ok = _ﬁ Re AWk (z,7)e™ " ke, O = m %k key
w, —irl w,w vV w,w .
@k,l;y - \/_—Ck /(bum key ek,j = _ﬁTk’j for 7 75 k,
w,o V w,o . w Vv Wk w, .
®k,j = 7ﬁ’rk,j for J 7£ k, ®k,] Iy TCIQCT]CJ for i 7& k,
; v/ Wk
0,1 = / w 6 1F£{5u€n; ®w7’r = — (Tw 0 + Tw 8)
* \/1701C P (@ b N
Also, set
Of = ——————Re [ alA, (M e,
’ NOTRVAEE:
1 .
077 = ———————Re (Jct’n ! (x + b, (2P ) e Mg,
k.k \/—m k ¢ k( ) ¢ k( k )
; 1
O = Im/ 2o, (abM)eTie,, T — A v
kb \/_\/q ¢ (@ k.j l—c b J#

1 1
077 = 771(” for j # k, 077 = ——————T77 for j #k,

2 M\ ! Y
e;:q=—7ﬁlm [ e, 07" = —— (X7 +177).
Vwry/1 —ci 4 Vwry1—c
Im/yc,c Doy, ( xk Je irgzsuzsn,
,/ \/1—ck
Also, set

vV aAw i o V —1
@Zf = -t Im (1,27H)671Fk€u7 92% - /1Wk 2 Im/ A/ ( K )e ZFkEuv
s — Ck
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0y = / wp (e Tre,, 01w = VR e o g k,
K,k /—1 —a K (Tg k,j ) Cz k J#
62:;:\/177—’1\7(,-{‘01‘]7&]{ @Z]:\/lii—'r'yvfor]?ék
@'Yq . . +2 SCtH 7111215’“ @’Y,T _ \/w (T'YO+T'Y E)
*Ck ( P, ¢ Auy) (g e k m
+ Vi Re / (B (M e,
+ iRe Aw, (x};n) _lrgzsuan,
1= ci
For letters a,b € {w, 0,7}, set ©%°(¢,1I) = (@Z’?(t,ﬂ)) chick For letters a € {w,o,v} and b € {u, YT}, set
’ 1\ 1j\
O%° (¢, 1I) = (@Z’b(t , H)) . We consider the following differential system:
1<k<K
1(T,) = Il,.
where
250°4(t, 1) | g50«7(t, 1) | 35047 (¢, 1)
AT = | LR, 1) | L077 (1) | 2077(,10) |,
HO07¢(t,I0) | 07(t,I0) | 5077(¢, 1)
£ (O%4.10 + 0271, 10)
B(t,II) = Fa (074(t,II) + @07T(t,n))
+ (079t ,1I) + ©7 (¢, 11))

and

The reason for the introduction of such quantities and such a system is that ([I4) above is equivalent to

d Re f]R By, (1) (T — cxt — Uk(t))e’irk(t"z)eq(t ,x)da 0
Vke{l,..,K}, T Ref]R(xfcktfUk(t))¢wk(t)(x—ckt—qk(t))e_zr’“(t’””)su(t,z)dz =10
Im [, Ay, i) (x — cxt — o ()" TrEDe, (¢, 2) da 0

(assuming that the functions wy, o and 7y are €!), which is the set of orthogonalities we seek to establish. In
this proof, we begin to verify that the system (I4) is well-posed and then, considering its solution, we will es-
tablish the equivalence between (I4]) and the orthogonality relations we desire; see equations (23)), (24]) and (25).

It is clear that A and B are continuous with regards to ¢ € [t*,7,] and €' (even €>°) with regards to
€ (0,400)% x R2K . Let us introduce the following hypothesis (I5):
K
1(eusen s e) (&, IDler + ) (lww — Wil + low — o] + by — 1) < 240e™%". (15)
k=1

We can take Ty > 0 large enough (depending on Ap) such that, under hypothesis (IH)), w— < wp < w™ for all

~

ke {1,...,K}. Under hypothesis (IH), the matrix A(¢,II) is 1nvert1ble Indeed, first, the terms T can all be
w_ |z
estimated exponentially Let f,g be two functions that satisfies |f(x)| + |g(z)] < Ce~ \/_4 and let us estimate

Je f( zh H) dz for j # k. We have

o |x—cpt—oy| /w,\mfc]'tfa'j\
e 4 e 4

dx

(zzn)dz‘ <C
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_ fo|z—cpt—op| B [o_|z—cit—o|
< ’ - e 1 e 1 dx
cp—c; ol —0;
le—cjt—oy| RS T k"%
Jw_|x—cpt—oy| /w,\mfcjtfdj\

+C e~ 1 e~ 1 dz
|o—cjt—o;|> a4
J J 2

N fo_|x—cit—o|
- \(ck—cj')t-‘ro'k—aj\/e—%dz

\/E \/I\mfcktfak\
T l(enmetron—ay| [ Tl

< Ce

+ Ce™

< Ce "3 —|(ck—cj)ttor— U]‘

Since |0y — 0| < 240e™%t < C, |og — 0] < |of — o] + C < C. By definition of 6y, |(cx — ¢;)t + o), — 0] >
e — ¢j|t — C = 8/yt for Ty > 0 large enough. It follows that

< Cef\/uf\/%t < 067169@

"g(a)") da

Moreover, under hypothesis ([I3), ||(cw,en,cv)(t,I)||lm < C. Tt follows that |T2?(t,H)| < Ce™ 6%t for all
j#kandab € {w,o,7} and [T§O(t, )| < Ce 9% foralla € {w, 0,7} and b € {0,¢}. Hence |®Z:?(t,l’[)| <
Ce=16%1 for all j # k and a,b € {w,0,~} and [OF Y (¢,11)] < Ce 9% for all a € {w,0,7}. On the other
hand, |®Z:Z(t,ﬂ)| + 1024t I1)| < C||(eu ,en ,e0)(t,II)||a by simple Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities, for all k €
{1,...,K} and a,b € {w,o,~}. Tt follows that, under hypothesis (I3)),

A TD]+ B, )| < Cll(2u s 20, 20) (¢, Tl + Ce™ 5% < CApe"", (16)

Taking Ty > 0 large enough (depending on Ap), the norm of A can be taken as small as one wants, provided
that hypothesis (IH]) holds.

Define the compact K = [t*,T},] x B (HO , i) The function A is uniformly continuous on C: there exists
a constant 4 > 0 such that |A(t;,II)) — A(t2, )| < 1 if |ty — ta] < 6a, [ — | < 4, [T — o] < % and
[TI; — I < d4. We can assume that d4 < i and 4 < w_. Set

T, =inf {t. € [t*,T,) | 3 € € ([t , T}) ,R3K) solution of (I4)) that satisfies (IT) for all t € [t, T}

First, let us show that T, < T},. Note that (e, ,&,,,)(T}p, o) = 0 thus (IH) holds for ¢t = T, and IT = ITy. Con-
sequently |[A(T},,o)| < C||(cu,&n,€0)(T), Ho)||m + Ce™16%Tr < Ce=16%t < 1 for Ty > 0 chosen large enough.

For t € [T, — 64 ,Ty) and Il € B(Ily,44), it follows that [A(¢,1I)] < 1 < 1 and the matrix Isx + A(t,II)

is invertible. Hence, there exists II € %! ([Tp —6a,Tp) ,é (Ho,éA)> solution of (Id)). Since the function

t— ||le(t, ()|l + II(t) — IIo| is continuous on [T}, — 04,7, and vanishes at ¢t = T}, we can take d4 > 0
small enough (depending on Ay and 7},) such that, for allt € [T, — 64 ,T,], (I5) holds. ThlS demonstrates that
T, <T,—d4<T)

Now, let us show that T, = t*. Suppose that T, > t*. For any ¢ > 0, there exists II solution of (I4) on

[T + €,T,) such that ([I5) holds for all t € [Ty + €, T}). Takeafmm(%‘,é,él/l e*QUT) SetL{:é(Ho,a)

and II. = I(T, +¢€). By [8) for t = T\ + ¢, we have [II. — Ilo| < CAge~ " < 4. Remark the three following
points.

e (learly, B ( %) C U. The quantity g is independent of e.

+ Take 7 € (0,%) (dependent of T, but independent of ¢) such that [T} — 27, T + 27] C [t*,T}]. For all
t €T — 27, Ty + 27] andHeB(Ho, 3) we have |t — (T +€)] <27 < d4 and |II —TI.| < a < d4, thus
|A(¢,1I) — A(T* +¢,IL)| < 1. Since (I5) holds for T\ + €, we know from (I6) that |[A(Ty + €,IL)| <
CAge %t < 1 for TO >0 chosen large enough. Hence, for such (¢,II), we have |[A(t,II)] < 3 and the
matrix |A(t,II)| is invertible. As a result, the function X : (¢,I1) — (Isx +A(t, 1)) B(¢, )+ N(II-1l)
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is continuous, hence bounded on the compact set [T — 27, T + 27] x B (HO , %) Provided that € < 7, it
follows that

sup IX(t,II)] < sup |X(¢,II)| =: M.
(t,2)E[(Tute)—7,(Tute)+7]xB(I1., %) (t,2)€[Ta—27,TW+27]x B(Ilp, 22 )

The constant M does not depend on € as long as e < 7.

e Forallte [T, —27,T, +27] and II € B(Ily,a), we have |IT —II.| < 2a < 64 and [t — (T\ + €)| < 64 thus
|A(t,II) — A(T +¢,IL)| < 1. Since |A(T +€,1L)| < 1, the matrix A(¢,II) is invertible for such (¢,1II).
It follows that the vector ﬁeld X is well-defined on [T —27 T.+27]x B(Ily ,a) D [T, —27, T\ +27] xU and
%" (thus globally Lipschitz) with regards to its second varlable (IT). Take k > 0 the associated Lispchitz
constant: x does not depend on e.

. . . . . /6 1
Going back to a standard proof of the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, one sees that, setting 0 < n < min (“ﬁ s %),

the system (I4) has a unique solution II € €' (J(T\ + €) — 0, (Tx +¢€) +n[,U). The crucial fact is that 1 does

not depend on €. Take € = min ( 1, 2) This provides a solutlon II to (I4) on the interval [T, — o, T, + 3] where

a=42>0and f=¢e+ 3 > e Since II and II are both solutions on [T, 4 €, T, + f] of the Cauchy problem
I = X(t,1I)

{ (T +¢) =11,

@@ on [Ty — o, Tp).

It remains to prove that (&) holds for all t € [T — o, Ty + f]. Take t € [Ty — «,Tx + (]. Recall that II
has values in Y. Thus |II(¢) — IIp| < a < C%Aoe_‘%TP < C%Aoe_eot. Then, using (I3),

, they coincide on this interval. This enables to denote simply by II the unique solution of

le@lla < [I(U, N, V)@l +[1(5*, 5™, 5°) (¢, TI(#)) — (R“ R, R*) (1)l

< Age” Pt 4 O1|TI(t) — | < Age %t + O — c Aoe—%t < 24pe~ %1,

This contradicts the definition of 7. Hence T, = t*.

We have proved the existence of a unique solution IT € €1 ([t*, T, ,R3*K) of the system (4. This solution sat-
isfies (I5)) and (I6)) for all ¢ € [t*,T,]. We simply denote 'y (¢ ) H(t (1), Sp(t) = Si(t,11(¢)), e(t) = e(t,1I(t)),
Ti(t) = SH(LINE), Ti0) = THEID), 05(1) = O:(t.II1), A() = A(t.1I1), B(t) = B(t,II(1)) and

t _ tII(t
:Ck—l'k

The equation of €, can be written as
Orey = 1026y — 1S e, — i1S™ey — icyen + B(t) (17)

where

(1) = —zS”S“—FZ\/l—C |50, (@) = 65 (6L, (@)
i (w(8) = & = 55(8)) a0 (5) — 03 ()| 50,
Let us rewrite X as

= V 1- C% {7wk(t>Awk(t) ('Ti!) — 0% (t>¢f‘;k(t) (1'7]5@> +1 (wk(t> — wg — ’yk(t)) ¢wk(t) (ZL'];C)} eirk(t’z)

+30(t) +Z Wi (5 (8) + &5 (O] (1) + (35 (1) — w; () + )] (1)) o

J#k

where X0, XY, X7 and E;- have been introduced at the beginning of the proof. We also write

—iS¥e, — iS"ey = —iy[1 — ¢} Py 1y (2} )T e, g2 t)(xk)au + X5 (19)
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where X7 has been introduced at the beginning of the proof.

First, let us use the equation of wg(t) to deduce the first orthogonality. See that
—Re/ By, (1) (T — crt — o ()e TP e, (¢ x) da
= Re/ by (k)™ (04e4) +wk(t)Re/ Ay (h)e ™ Trey, (20)

— (e + ox(t) Re/fbwk Je ke, + (%( )+ wp — —) Im/%k Le=Trg,.

Let us compute Re [; ¢u, (2} )e™ "+ (8se,) using equation (IT7). Let us start with . First,

Re/R%(x e Tk Ay, (h)e T 7/% wp = \/%_k/RQAQ

since A, (z) = ﬁAQ(\/Ex) Second,

/ b ()™ TR ()T = / BBl =

Re/ Guoe () )™ Fidhu, (xf )€™ = —Im / 92, =0
R R

Third,

Thus, we get from ([I8) that

Re/% e TR = — Oy (t \/—C’“/QAQJrT“O ()

+

Mw

(€505 @) + (017 (1) + (a(0) =i (1) + ) T35 (1))

<L,
Il
e

Now, from (I9),

Re/ Gy, (2h)e N (1022, — iSUe, — iS™ey,)
R

= Im/]R (—azau — qﬁik (m};)au) Doy (m};)e_ir’“ +4/1—¢; Im/quik (z})en +Y25 ().

| —
=0

Defining the operator L_ j; = —0% + wy(t) — qbik(t) (x — cxt — o (t)), we have
Re/ By, (xh)e T (i02e,, — iSUe, — iS™e,)
R
= Im/(L—,k,tEu)¢Wk (letc)e—il“k — wy(t) Im/ P, (‘TZ)e_iFkEu + T:7E(t)'
R R

Since L_ j; is self-adjoint, we have [ (L— k1€u)Pu, (xh)e T+ = [ eul_ pt (¢u, (2} )e™*). Let us compute
this integral. Note that

Lkt (fu (2)e™ ) = €7 Lo g (b () — 200 (b () Do (€77%) = G (24)05 (7)) .

We compute 9, (e~"'*) = —iCT’“e_iFk and 02 (e”"*) = —%e‘irk. Recalling that L_Q = 0 and ¢, (z)
Vw Q(yw ), we have L_ j ¢ (du, (x%)) = 0. Gathering these relations, it follows that

Re/ By, (2h)e M (102e,, — iSUe, — iS™e,)

= ¢ Re/qﬁwk Ye Tre, 4 S Im/gbwk Ye~Tre, fwklm/gbwk 1F’€5u+ng
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Combining equations (IT), 20), 1) and ([22), we obtain

dt Re/ P (1) (@ — et — op(8))e ey (¢, 7) da

R ,/ Ck/QAQ+TW°+Z(wJ Tw+gj()T;;;Jf'+(yj(t)fwj(t)w;’)ﬁf:;])

J#k

2

+ ck Re/gbwk eﬂpke + cf Im/gbwk eﬂr’“sufwk Im/gbwk eﬂrks

+ TP+ Im/ buy (2h)e ™ Tre e, + o (t )Re/ Ay, (xh)e Trg,
) 2
— ([ ]+ on(t Re/ o, (xh)e Tre, + (ﬁk(t) + wp —%’“ ) Im . b, (x)e Tre,,.
The framed terms cancel one another. We find
— Re/ By, (1) (T — crt — Uk(t))efirk(t’z)eu(t ,x) da
=- % (1) + Z (€50055 + 050077 + (35(0) = w;(1) + ) 677 ) (23)

j=1
— ((_)L]:,q + @:7T)i| .
Using the first K lines of the matricial system ([I4) , we get, for k € {1,..., K},

— Re/ By, (1) (T — crt — o (t)e” TP e (¢, x) de = 0.

Hence, for all k, the function Orty : t — Re [ b, 1) (2h)e e, (t)dz is constant on [t*,T,]. Since
eu(T, ) =0, Ort“’( ») = 0 and then Orty =0 on [t*,T,].

Now, using the relation L_ j ; (z}¢u, (2},)) = —2¢/, (z},) and the lines K + 1 to 2K in the matricial system
([Id), we follow the same proof as above and find that:

d .
3 Re / (z — ekt — o (1)Puy 1) (x — cit — ox(t))e” T ey (1, z) da
R

K
=— V1= c} [d76x(t) + ) (wj(t)@g;; +6;(0077 + ;0077 + (3(t) — w;(t) + ) @g;].) (24)

j=1
(o)
=0.
Hence, for all k, the function Ort] : t — Re [p 2o, 1) (2h)e T e, (t)da is constant on [t*,T},]. Since
eu(Tp) =0, Orty (1)) = 0 and then Orty = 0 on [t*,T,)].

Lastly, using the relation L_ ¢ (Aw, (2})) = —¢u, (z}) + 2 (¢2, Aw,) (2}) and the last K lines of the matri-
cial system (4], we follow the same proof as above and find that:

d .
T Im/ Aty (x — cxt — o (t)e T EDe, (¢, x) da
R

5 K
1—ck

=X —k A7 (0 (t) —wi(t) +wf) + > (wj(t)@g;;’ +6;(007T + (45(t) — w;(t) + i) @',g;;) (25)

Vo
- (61 rer))

Jj=1
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Hence, for all k, the function Ort] : ¢ — Im [y Ay, o (2})e T ®e,(t)da is constant on [t*,T},]. Since
eu(Tp) =0, Ort}(T,) = 0 and then Ort] =0 on [t*, T}].

To control |wy|, |o%| and |y —wy, +w?|, we simply use (I4) to write that TI(t) - N(II—1Ip) = (Isx +A(t)) ' B(t).
From (I6) we know that |(Isx + A(2))"'B(t)| < C||e(t)||a + Ce~1¢%! thus

Jow (8)] + 63 ()] + 1A (8) = (i (t) = wR)] < Clle(t)/|r + Ce %!

forall k € {1,...,K}andall t € [t*,T}). O
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