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1 Introduction

In the present paper, we study orbital stability of solitary wave solutions for the three coupled long

wave-short wave interaction (LSI) equations

19t + Qux = P,

ih + Ypo = fwip, (1.1)

we = B(6* + [9[*)a,
where ¢, : R x Rt — C, w: R x RT — R, B is a real constant. Here w represents a long wave mode,
and ¢ and 1 denote short wave modes propagating in a continuous medium. This system describes the
resonant interaction among two short wave modes with equal group speeds and one long wave mode
whose phase speed is equal to the group speed of short waves. System (LI]) appears, for instance, in
water waves [I}, 2] and in a bulk elastic medium [3]. In a recent study [4], it is shown that system (L))

has a two-parameter family of solitary wave solutions of the form

ds(x,t) = ®(x — ct)et?,
VYs(z,t) = U(z — ct)e™?, (1.2)
wg(z,t) = W(x — ct),

icx

where W (z) = —B(|®(x)]* + |¥(z)[*)/c, (®(z),¥(z)) = (Ri(x), Ra(x))e® , ¢ > 0 and 4w — ¢ > 0.

Here W € L?(R) and (Ry, Ro) € H'(R) x H'(R) are positive solutions of

2 2
—Ugg + (W — C—)u— B—( 20 =0,
4 c
2 52 (1.3)
— Uz + (W — Z)’U — (v =0.
c

System (I]) is a generalization of the two component long wave-short wave interaction system given by

Z.(bt + ¢mm = ﬂwd)a
(1.4)
wy = v(|6]*)s-

System ([L4]) was derived to describe the resonant interaction of a short wave, ¢, and a long wave, w,

propagating on the surface of water [5]. The same system was also obtained for the resonant interaction



of internal gravity waves [6]. In [7], orbital stability of solitary wave solutions of the two component

system (L4 was considered and it was observed that the solitary waves of the form
d(x,t) = R(x — ct) e+ 2@=) (g t) = W(x — ct),

where (R,W) € HY(R) x L*(R), are orbitally stable when ¢ > 0 and 4w — ¢ > 0. In that study, a
Lyapunov functional, whose critical point is the solitary wave solution of (I4]), was constructed using the
conserved quantities of the system. It was shown that the stability of solitary waves relied on suitable
lower and upper bounds on the variation of the Lyapunov functional. This method has been developed
in [8] to prove the stability of solitary waves of the Korteweg -de Vries equation. In a later study [9],
the same method has been used to show the stability of standing waves of the Nonlinear Schrodinger
equation, which has been already proved in [10] using the concentration-compactness methods. In the
present paper, we prove that solitary waves (I.2]) are orbitally stable for the LSI system (IT]) when ¢ > 0
and 4w — c? > 0, using a variational method, the so-called Lyapunov method.

The organization of the paper is as follows: The local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for
(@I is discussed, and conserved integrals for the same system is given in section 2. A variational
characterization of the solitary waves, which will be used in the proof of the stability of solitary wave
solutions, is briefly presented in section 3. We state the stability theorem that relies on a lower bound
of the second variation of the Lyapunov functional in section 4. Using the analysis of the unconstrained
variational problem carried out in [4], the lower bound is proved and the stability of solitary waves is
established in the same section.

Notations. Throughout the paper LP(R), 1 < p < oo, represents the space of p—integrable functions.
|| fll, denotes the LP(R) norm of f, 1 < p < co. HY(R) = WH2(R) is the Sobolev space of f for which

the norm || f||3. = || f]13 + || V.f||3 is finite. (f,g) refers to the inner product of f and g in L*(R).



2 Local Well-Posedness of Cauchy Problem

The Cauchy problem for the two component LSI system (I.4]) was studied in [IT] for initial data (¢, wg) €
H'?(R) x L?(R). A contraction technique was used to prove existence and uniqueness of solutions of the
initial value problem in suitable Banach spaces. Conservation of energy and masses were used to extend
the local solution globally. Later, the local-well-posedness result for (L4]) was improved in [12] for initial
data (¢o,wo) € H*(R) x LY*(R), 0 < k < 1/2. The Cauchy problem for the three component LSI
system (L) was considered in [I3] for initial data (¢, v, wo) € HY?(R) x H/?(R) x L?(R). Following
the ideas of [11], the local-well-posedness theory was established in the same study. In the present
section, the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for (LIJ), which is necessary in the study of
stability of solitary waves, will be presented briefly.

For the three component LSI system, the Cauchy problem

¢($,0) = ¢0($)7 ¢($=0) = 1#0(55)

was considered in [I3], where

t

(Fy, Fy) = 52/(|¢(I,S)IQ+|1/)(I,S)|2)md8+ﬂwO(I) (¢(x, 1), (,1)).

0

Here (¢, 0, wo) € HY?(R) x H/?(R) x L*(R). Following [11], a fixed point method was used to prove
existence and uniqueness of local in time solutions. First, the Cauchy problem (Z1]) was written as a

coupled system of integral equations

6t) = Ju(6,1) = Ult)oo(a) — i [ Ut — ) Es(6(s), t(s))ds

0 (2.2)

U(t) = J2(¢,¥) = U(t)o(x) — i ({ U(t — s)Fy(¢(s),¥(s))ds,

. 2
where U(t) = ™92 is the Schrédinger linear group. Similar to that of [I1], the function space X7 was
defined by

XT={f:0,T] xR = C|f € C([0,T]; H/*(R)), f, € L=(R;L*0,T))},



and endowed with the norm

T 1/2
1flxr = sup [£(o6)ll e+ sup / e O)2dt
0<t<T R
0
Thus (¢,1) € YT = XT x X7 for which the norm was defined as
16D llyr = léllxr + [l xr- (2.3)

A ball of radius R > 0 was defined as Br = {(¢,v) € YT : ||¢||xr + ||¥]|xr < R}. Using smoothing
effects estimates (Lemmas 1-3 in [11]) obtained in [I4} I5] and Lemmas 4-5 in [11], the norm of ¥ (¢, ¢) =

(J1,J2) in YT was calculated to show ¥ : Br — Bpg:

W (o, )y = [N(e,9)llxr + [ J2(d, ¥)l xr

< Cillgollsre + Collvoll gz + Ka(T) (165
Hlxr + Dligllxr + K(T) (|0l 5 + 9l + Dol
< Clleollzrre + ol ar)

+E(T)([0l%r + [0l1%e + D(Igllxr + 19l xr)-

Here C' = max{C,C>} is a positive constant, K(T') = max{K;(T), K2(T)} and K(T) — 0 as T — 0.
R was chosen so as to C(||¢ol|lg1/2 + ||¢ollgr/2) < R/2. Then for fixed R > 0, small T was taken to

ensure K(T)(4R®+ 2R) < R/2. This led to

¥ (¢, 9)|lyr < R.

For uniqueness of the fixed point, in a similar way, the norm of W(¢y,11)(t) — ¥(¢o, o) (t) in YT



was calculated:

19 (1, 91)(8) = (2, v2) (B)[lyr = [[J1(¢1, 1) = T (b2, o) | xm
+ | J2(p1,91) — J2 (@2, 9h2) [ x7
< Hi(T) (lonller + N g2ll3er + [4nll5r
HlwalXr +1) 61 — ¢al|x
+ Hao(T) ([tal5er + [lv2l5er + [l %r
+ d2ll%r +1) lvn — ol

< H(T)(4R? 4+ 1)[|(¢1 — b, 01 — ¥2) |y,

where H(T) = max{H;(T'), H2(T)} and H(T) — 0 as T — 0. T was chosen as a small quantity so that
H(T)(4R? 4+ 1) < 1. It was concluded in [I3] that ¥(¢,) was a contraction on Br and (¢, 1)) was the
unique solution of (Z2), i.e. the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for (L)) was established:

Theorem Let (¢g, 1) € H'/?(R)x H'/2(R) and wy € L*(R)NL>(R). There exists a unique solution
(¢(z,t), (2, t)) of the Cauchy problem I on [0,7] for T > 0 such that ¢ € C ([0,T]; H'/2(R)),
¢. € L (R; L?[0,T)), ¥ € C ([0, T]; HY?(R)) and ¢, € L* (R; L?[0,T)).

The conserved integrals of the LST system (L)) are of the form [16]

11:/|¢>|2 dz, 12:/|w|2 dz,
R R

Iy = / [w? +i(¢" b — D¢} + Vs — )] da,

R

f4=/[I¢ml2+|wwl2+/3(|¢|2+|¢|2)w} da, (2.4)

R

where I; and I5 are the mass functionals, I3 is the momentum functional and I, is the energy functional,
i.e. the Hamiltonian. As the natural energy space for the LSI system (1)) is H'(R) x H!(R) x L*(R),

the initial data is taken as (¢g, 0, wo) € H*(R) x H*(R) x L?(R) in the present study.



3 Variational Characterization of Solitary Waves

In this section we briefly discuss a variational characterization of solutions for (I.3)), considered in [4],
where the stability analysis of solitary waves is based on.

Motivated by Nagy inequality [17] given as

=

A A | |

qtpB

where ¢, >0, p>1,5=1+¢q(p—1)/p, H(a,b) = [(a+b)~"TIT(1+a+b)]/[a= b T (1 4+ a)[(1+b)]

and I' is the Gamma function, and by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
lulls < C I Vullg Julz™, 0<9 <1, uweH'(R")

where 9 = n(1/2 — 1/r); the nonlinear functional J(u,v) on H*(R) x H(R)

ull3 + I008) 2 (s + el 1
0= (3.2)
Hu2+02|\;/2 ’ 4’

J(u,v) =

was considered in [4]. The functional J(u,v) is well defined on H'(R) x H'(R) due to embedding of
H(R) in L*(R). It should be pointed out that the nonlinear functional J(u,v) is a generalization of
the single variable functional J(u) which was considered in the study of standing waves of the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation [18].

The first variation of the nonlinear functional J(u,v) is given as
0J = _B/ {[umm — Qu + 7(“‘2 + U2)u]771 + [Umm - Qv+ 7(“‘2 + U2)U]772} d‘ru

where n; € C°(R) (i = 1,2), Q@ =w —c*/4and v = B%/e, B = [33/(4*Q%4([(u® + v?)2dx)"))]V/8,
R
and the Pohozaev type identities,

3/(u +v2)dr = Q /(u2 +0?)dx = %’Y /(u2 +v?)3dz, (3.3)

R R R

satisfied by (u,v) are used. It is shown in [4] that the infimum of J(u,v) is achieved at a pair of positive
functions (Ry, R2) when ¢ > 0 and 4w —c? > 0 using Lieb’s compactness lemma. Thus the critical points

of the functional J(u,v) in H*(R) x H'(R) are the non-trivial weak solutions of (L3). As will be seen



in section 4, the variational characterization plays a key role in the stability analysis of solitary waves
2.

It should be noted that there are various studies in the literature devoted to the problem of existence
of solutions of the coupled system ([3) and its generalizations ([19] 20] and the references therein).
In those studies, variational approaches based on minimization of energy functionals subject to some
constraints are used. Though the approach followed in [4] is different from those of [19] 20], it is readily
seen that minimizing the energy functional is equivalent to minimizing the nonlinear functional J(u,v).

Indeed, the energy functional for solitary waves

2
Iy(u,v) = / (ui + 'Ui + CZ(UQ + U2) — ’}/(u2 + U2)2> da,

after the scale transformation (uq(x),vq(x)) = \/q(u(qr),v(gx)) with ¢ > 0, takes the form

2
Ii(u,0) 2 inf g, vg) = inf [0 +02) + (0 4 0%) = 2(u + 02)° Jda,
q
R

q>
> [ (0 + )~ 2atu? + )P) d, (3.4
R
where the conserved mass integrals do not change: |lu,|l2 = ||ull2 and |Jvgll2 = ||v|l2. Using the scaled

forms of the identities B3] in (34), the energy functional takes the form

' 37297 1/8 5/4 1
> > — A e T N
Iy(u,v) > ;I;f(; I4(uq, vq) = ( 16 > A inf J(u,v)’

for which J(ugq,vq) = J(u,v) and A = I1 + Io. Thus ground state solutions (uq,vq), i.e. a minimizer of

the Hamiltonian Iy, is also a minimizer of the functional J(u,v).

4 Stability of Solitary Waves

In this section, we are concerned with the stability of solitary wave solutions (L2]) of system (LIJ). For
solitary waves, the appropriate notion of stability is orbital stability. All solitary waves of the same form
but in different positions through space translation and phase rotation are assumed to be in the same

orbit. The LSI equations have translation and phase symmetries, i.e. if (¢(z,t),¥(x,t),w(z,t)) solves



the LSI equations, then (e1¢(z + z0,t), €%21)(x + 20,t), w(z +0,t)) solves the same system for any

xo € R and 604,65 € [0, 27). We define the orbit O(f, g, h) of the triplet (f, g, h) as follows:
O(fugu h) = {ewlf(' + :I:O)a ei@gg(' + :I:O)u h( + :I:O); 917 92 € [07 27T)7 To € R}

A solitary wave is said to be orbitally stable if, for the initial data being near the solitary wave orbit,
the solution at all later times remains near the solitary wave orbit.
The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For ¢ > 0 and 4w — ¢* > 0, solitary wave solution of (L))

c(z—ct)

ewtP(x —ct) = e Ry(z —ct)e! ™ 2 |
et (x — ct) = et Ry(x — ct)eiw, (4.1)

_g[Rf(x —ct) + R3(z — ct)],

W(x — ct) =
is orbitally stable, i.e. for any € > 0 there exists a corresponding § > 0 such that the initial data

(¢o, Yo, wo) € HY(R) x H'(R) x L?(R) with
[¢o(-) = ()l <0, [[Yo() =)l <96, [[wo(.) = W()ll2 <6,
imply

inf Heielqﬁ(. + x0,t) — P2 <e,
xoER
916[0,27‘4’)

inf |[e24p(. + z0,t) — U( )| g1 <e,
xo€ER
926[0,27‘4’)

it [l +20,6) = WQll2 < e

In order to show that solitary waves (@I are orbitally stable, i.e. to prove Theorem 1; we have
to find an estimate on the distance in H'(R) x H'(R) between the orbit O(g, g,) of solitary waves
and the solution (¢(z,t),1(x,t)) of the LSI system. The deviation of the solution (¢(z,t), ¥ (x,t))
corresponding to the initial data (¢o,%0) from the orbit O(p, g,y of solitary waves is measured by the

metric

p?l[((bv 1/))7 O(Rl,Rg)] = zlonefR {IQ} 3
91,926[0,271’)



where

Io(z0,01,02) = No(ee 80Tm0= g 4. t) — Ry)
4+  Na(e2emi5(F20=ety( 4 xq t) — Ry). (4.2)
The norm function Nq in (2) is defined as No(f) = Q||f||3 + ||V f]|3 and satisfies min(1,9Q) || f[|3. <

Na(f) < max(1,9) || f||3.. Perturbations of solitary waves, denoted by wi(z,t), wa(z,t) and n(z,t),

are defined in the form

wi(z,t) = e 3@ (1 4 po 1) — Ry(x), (4.3)
wo(x,t) = 02712 @HT0=t (1 42 ) — Ry(a), (4.4)
1w 1) = ule +20,1) + 2 [RE(2) + R3(@)] (1.5)

where wi(x,t) = pg(z,t) +igr(x,t) (k = 1,2) are complex-valued functions, and n(x,t) is a real-valued
function. Here 61,02 and g will be chosen later where the infimum of I is attained. Eq. (£2), and

([@3)-([@35) show that we have to find estimates on the H! norms of wi(x,t) and ws(z,t), and the L?
norm of n(z,t).

The following lemma is a generalization of the one which was proved in the context of the orbital
stability of solitary waves, by Bona [21] for the Korteweg-de Vries equation and by Angulo and Mon-
tenegro [22] for the long wave-short wave interaction equations with an integral term. The following
lemma states that there are 6; = 6;(¢) (i = 1,2) and z¢ = x¢(t) such that infimum of I (xg, 61, 02) exists
where the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for (L)) is used.

Lemma 2. Let (¢,%,u) be a solution of (II)) corresponding to the initial data (¢, 10, uo) € H'(R) x
H'(R) x L*(R) with the properties ||¢oll2 = ||R1|l2 and |[¢o|2 = || Ra|l2- Suppose that I (zo,01,02) <
Q(||R1|3 + || R2|3) for some to € [0,T] and some (xg,61,602) € R x [0,27) x [0,27). Then inf{Ig|zo €
R, 61,02 € [0,27)} is assumed at least once.

Proof. It is clear that I is a continuous function of (zg,6;,62) on R x [0,27) x [0, 27). Moreover,

10



for any (01, 62) € [0,27) x [0,27), we have

c

lim Io(zo,01,02) = [[e™" 207N, )3 + +llle T E Dy, )]'|I3

To—F 00
HIRLOE + IR OIS + 22 Ba ()] + 22 Ra ()]l3,

0 2
=(5+ Z)(HRlng + || Rz|[3), (4.6)

where [B.3) is used. The hypothesis I (zo,61,602) < Q(||R1(|3 + || R2||3) , the continuity of I and (6]
imply the result. O

We now show that the infimum of Iq is attained at a finite value of xy for some o € [0,T]. For this
aim, it will suffice to show that Iq(zo,01,62) < Q(||R1||3 + || R2]|3) holds in some interval. Using the

inequality ||a + b[|3 < 2||a||3 + 2||b||3, one can obtain

In(ct, —wt,~wt) < 2[¢'(:) = ()3 + (% +Q)[6() = 65 ()13

+20'() = Ol + (5 + DI - w3,

where prime denotes differentiation with respect to spatial variable x. Solitary wave solutions (¢s,1s)
given in ([2) are globally defined. Thus, it follows from the continuous dependence theory that, for a

T > 0, there exists a § > 0 such that if
lgo(-) — €= Ri()lgr <6, and [eo(.) — €2 Ro) [l <,

then the solution (¢(x,t),9(x,t)) corresponding to the initial data (¢o(x),¢o(z)) exists at least for

0 <t < T. This solution also satisfies

||¢(7t) - ¢S('=t)||H1 <€, and Hw(vt) - wS('vt)HHl <e

Using this result, we get Iqo(ct, —wt, —wt) < 4€%(1 + w). Choosing €2 < Q(||R1||3 + ||R2]|3)/[4(1 + w)],
shows that the hypothesis of Lemma 2 is satisfied at least for (Zo, 0y, 9~2) = (ct, —wt, —wt), from which
we get an upper bound for Ig.

As a result of Lemma 2, the following compatibility conditions are obtained for the real-valued

11



increment functions p;(z,t) and ¢;(z,t) (i =1,2)

)

/ (R? + R3) Rigrda = 0, (4.7)
R
/ (R? + R3) Ragada = 0, (4.8)
R

) 9
/(Ri + R2) <31% + RQ%) dz = 0. (4.9)

The relations (1), [@8) and (L) are obtained by differentiating I defined in (A2)) with respect to
01,02 and ¢, using system (LL3) and then evaluating the resulting equations at values (xg, 01, 62) which

minimize I. Note that
Io = e A"~ R[5 + || B' = Ry3 + Q| A — Ru||3 + Q" B — Ry 3,

where e/01e13@tT0=ct) (3 4 g0 t) = €01 A(x + 20,t) = Ry(x) + wi(2,t) and e?2e i5@tso—ct)y (g 4
zg,t) = €2 B(x + w0,t) = Ro(x) + wa(z, t).

We now introduce a continuous nonlinear functional L, called the Lyapunov functional, over H*(R) x
HY(R) x L*(R) in the form

L(6,0,u) =w(li + L) + 51s + I, (4.10)
where I, (k=1,2,3,4), given in ([2.4]), are the conserved quantities of system (ILI)). Thus, the Lyapunov
functional is invariant with time: AL(0) = AL(t). Our stability result will rely on the inequalities
AL(0) < 2g(¢)

AL®) = g(llwilla) + g([[wallm1),

3

where g(x) = a12? — axx® — azx? for some positive constants a; (i = 1,2,3), and |Jw;|[z: (i = 1,2) is

the distance between the solitary wave (®, ¥) and the solution (¢, ) of (II). To find the bounds, we
calculate AL(t)
AL(t) = L(d(x,t), ¥(x,t), u(x,t)) — L(®(x), ¥(z), U(x)),
= L(®(2) + e Twi(x,1), U(x) + e Fws(a,t),U(x) + nz,1))
—L((I)(.”L'), \I}(‘T)v U(‘T)) :

12



Expanding the functional L near (®, ¥) yields
AL(t) = 6L+ 6L + 6L, (4.11)

where 0L, 6°L and 63L are the first, second and third variations of L, respectively; and all variations

higher than third order are zero. The explicit forms of variations are given as

ST = / 2 {[Rue — QR) +7(R2 + B)R:] p1

+ [ggym — QRy +y(R? + R3)Rs| p2 } du, (4.12)
L = / (57 + 90+ @+ P+ 6o+ Q0%+ aF + 23+ D)
R
+2B(Rip1 + Rop2)n — v(RE + R3) (0T + qi + p3 + 43)] da, (4.13)
FL = /ﬁ(pf +4i +p3 + g3)n da, (4.14)
R

icx icx

where the relations ®(z) = Ry(z)e 2 , U(z) = Ro(x)e 2 , W(z) = —B*(R2(x) + R3(x))/c, and wy(z) =
pr(z) +igr(z) (k =1,2) are used. Because (Ry, R2) is a solution ([L3]), the first variation [@I2)) vanishes.
Thus (R, Rz) is also a critical point of the Lyapunov functional L. From eqs. ([@I3)) and (£I4), we

have

AL(t) = (Loqi,q1) + (Loge, g2) + (L1p1,p1) + (Lapa, p2) + 2(L3p1, p2)

1
_v/ [E(pf +ai + 5 +a3)* + 2001 + ¢f +p3 + 63) (1 Ry +p232)} .

2

c 2

+5/ [n + g(lel +p2Ry) + g(pf +qi +p3+ qg)] dz, (4.15)
R

where the operators L; (i = 0,1,2,3) are defined as

2 2
2 p2 _
—@‘FQ—V(RFFRQ% Ll——@

2

022

Lo = +Q —~v(3R? + R2),

Ly = +Q—~(R{ +3R3), Lz=—2yRiR,.

We use the following lemmas to find a lower bound for AL(t).

Lemma 3. There exist positive constants C; (i = 1,2) such that

(Logi» @) > Cillaill3n (1 =1,2). (4.16)

13



Proof. It should be noted that LoR; = 0 and R; > 0 (i = 1,2). Therefore Ly is a non-negative
operator, i.e. p; = inf({Logi,q:)/{qi,q:)) >0 (i =1,2). If the infimum of the functional p; subject to
the constraints (A7) and (48] is zero then it is attained at g;(z) = R;(x). This contradicts to the above

constraints, thus u; >0 (i = 1,2), i.e.

1 k; = .
(Lot ) = gl =7 [+ B)ddo+ 2l = Cilald (= 1.2)
R

where ||g;|| = ||Val3 + Qllg:l|3, ki and C; are some positive constants. If k; < C;/(2yE?) where

E = max(||R1]|co, || R2||o0), then we have ||g;|/(k; + 1) —~ [(R] + R3)gidz > 0, and consequently
R
(Logi,qi) > Cillaillin (i =1,2),

where C; = k; min(1,Q)/(k; + 1). O
To find a lower bound for the expression (Lip1,p1) + (Lap2,p2) + 2(Lsp1, p2) in [@IH) is more difficult
than that of (Log;, q;). We will use the facts that (Ry, Rz) is the minimizer of the functional J(u,v)
and that the expression (Lip1,p1) + (Lap2, p2) + 2(Lsp1, p2) is associated with the second variation of
J(u,v). First we prove the following lemma which is a generalization of the one given in [23].

Lemma 4. <f,}£€:0 ((Lof, f) + (L2g,9) + 2(L3f,g)) = 0.

(g,R2)=0
Proof. Recall that (R;, R2) is a minimizer of the nonlinear functional J(u,v). Thus §2J > 0 near

(R1, R2). The second variation of the functional J is of the form

d2
@J(Rl +en, Ro+em) lemo = a® ((Lamn,m) + (Lomz,m2) + 2(Lan1,m2))
o [ 2
+a @“Rlu ) + (Ra, 12))
20)
+7(<R1, m) + (R2, n2)) (R1,z, Mz) + (R2,z, M2,2))
012 2
v ((Rie» Moe) + (Roz, M2,2))” >0, (4.17)

where a? = [277%/(Q3d%))"/8/(4V2), and d = [(u2 + v2)dz. Tt should be noted that eq. (L3) and
R
Pohozaev type identities given by ([B.3]) are used in obtaining (IT]).

If the increment functions are chosen as 11 = f and 7y = g with the properties (f, R1) = 0 and
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(g, R2) = 0, then it follows from [@IT) that

Moreover, the functions R; , and Rj , satisfy

LlRl,m + L3R2,m = (_Rl,;ﬂ;ﬂ + Q*Rl - V(R% + R%)Rl)m = 07
(4.19)
L2R2,m + LSRl,m - (_R2,;E;E + QR2 - V(R% + R%)RQ)m =0.

As a result of (£19) we find

(LiR1,5, R1,z) + (LaR2 5, Ra z) + (LsR1 5, Ra z) + (LsRa 5, R12)

=(L1R1 3+ L3Ro o, Ri ) + (LaRo o + LsR1 5, R z) = 0,

which shows that the infimum of (£I8) is assumed at (Ry 4, R2,). Because f = Ry, and g = Ry,
satisfy the hypothesis of the lemma, we get (f, R1) = (R14, R1) =0 and (g, R2) = (Ra,,, R2) = 0. This
completes the proof. O

In order to find a lower bound for (Lip1, p1) + (Lopa, p2) +2{Lsp1, p2), we require that the perturbed

solution has the same L?-norm as the solitary wave, as given in the hypotheses of Lemma 2,

16ll2 = [[Rall2,  [[9ll2 = [[Rzll2- (4.20)

Conditions (£20) give rise to the following constraints

(Rivpi) = =5 (i) + {aisad] = 5wl <0 (1=1,2), (1.21)

where definitions (@3] are used. The restrictions [@20) will be relaxed later and the stability of solitary
waves will be proved with respect to general perturbations. To this end, we assume that the real parts

of the increment functions, p;(z,t) (i = 1,2), will be of the form p; = p;) +pi. where

(pi, Ri) (piy Ri)
i = Ri, piL=pi— i
PR ™ PP T R
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This gives rise to (p;1, R;) =0 (i =1,2). Using the decomposition of p;(x,t) (i = 1,2), we have

(Lip1,p1) + (L2p2, p2) + 2(L3p1,p2)
= (Lip11,p11) + (Lapai,pa1) + 2(Lapii,pai)
+ (Lipyy, pry) + (Lapay, p2)) + 2(Lapyy, p2y) + 2(Lip1L, p1y)

2(Lapay,pay) + 2(L3pay, p11) + 2(L3p1|, p21). (4.22)

To find a suitable lower bound for (Lipii,p11) + (Lepai,pai) + 2(Lsp11,p21) using Lemma 4, we
further assume that (p1, R1)/||R1l|3 = (p2, Ra2)/||Ra]|3.

Lemma 5. There exist positive constants C3 and Cj such that

(Lipr1,p11) + (Lapai,p21) + 2(Lsp11,p21)

> Ca(|lpall5 + [Ip2113) — Calllwrl[F — lwal32)- (4.23)
Proof. If f = p;, and g = pa, then the hypotheses of Lemma 4 are satisfied by p;1 and po; . That is,
(Lipri,p11) + (Lop2i,po1) + 2(Lapii,par) > 0. (4.24)

The infimum of (@.24) is zero. This infimum is attained at (p11,p21) = (R1,4, R2.2). In such a case, for
the increment functions p; = aR; + R;» (i = 1,2) where a = (p;, R;)/||Ri||3 (i = 1,2), the constraint

([#9) reduces to

%/ [(R? + R2)?|,dx + /(R% + R2)(RyRiyy + RoRoyy)dz = 0,
R R

(R} + R3).)” +2(R + R3)[(R1,2)* + (R2,2)?] } dz = 0,

B

where integration by parts is used. This result leads to R; = 0 (i = 1,2) which contradicts positivity of

ground state solutions (R1, R2). Thus there exists a positive constant C5 such that

(Lip11,pi1) + (Lapai,p21) + 2(Lapii,pat) > Cs. (4.25)

Moreover, using (pi1,pi1) = (pi, pi) — [(pi, pi) + (¢, ¢:)]*/ (4] Ril3), the inequality [@.25) can be arranged
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to yield [E23)

(Lip11,p11) + (Lapai, pai) + 2(Lap11,p21) > C3((p11,p11) + (P21.P21)),

w3 IIwzllé)
AR5 AlIR(3)

e (||p1||% T3 -

> Cs(llp1ll3 + lIp2113) — Calllwill 3 + llwall3),

where continuous embedding of H!(R) in L*(R) is used, and C3 and C, are some positive constants.
This completes the proof of Lemma 5. O

Lemma 6. There exist positive constants C5 and Cg such that

(L1py, p1y) + (Lapay, p2y) + 2(Lap1y, poy) = —Csllwi |3 — Collwa| 3 (4.26)

Proof. Recall that (L;R;, R;) = —2y(R?,R?) (i = 1,2). Firstly, using p;; = aR; (i = 1,2) where

o = —||wi||3/(2||Ri|3), we obtain

v IIRZ)3
2

(Lipyj, piy) = &*(LiRi, Ri) = —
S 113

lwillz 2 —Cagillwillzn (i =1,2), (4.27)

where Cs and Cg are positive constants. Secondly, using Sobolev embedding and Young’s inequality

ab < a?/p+b?/q with p=¢q=2, we obtain

. B | R1R2]l3 > s o O 4 4 4.8
(Lap1y, p2)) = "1 TRZ R w7 fwellz = 5 (lwillzn + llwellz) (4.28)
where C7 is a positive constant. ([@26) follows from ([£27) and ({@.28)). O

Lemma 7. (L3zpy,p21) = 0 and (Lzpy),p11) = 0.

Proof. Using the definition of the operator L3, we have (Lzpy|,p21) = —2va(R3p11, R1). Then

[(Lsp1j, p2L)| < |2valE*[(p11, R1)| =0 (4.29)
and, similarly

[(Lapay, p1)] < |2valE?|(pay, Ra)| = 0. (4.30)
This completes the proof. 0
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Lemma 8. There exist positive constants E; and F; (i = 1,2) such that

2(Lipi1,pip) > —Eillwillin — Fillwilln (@ =1,2). (4.31)
Proof. For the terms (L;p; 1, p;), we find
(Lipi1,pig) = & ((Riyes piL o) — 37(RY, pir) — 7<R?Ri,pu>) ;o (4, =1,2 i#7), (4.32)
where o = —|lwill3/ (2| Ril|3), (R}, pir)| < E*|(Ri,pir)| =0, and [(R3R;, pir)| < E*|(Ri,pir)| = 0.
Using p;1 = p; — aR; and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in (£32), we have
[[wil|2 [ Ris|l3 4
(Lipii,py) = — (RizsDix) — ’ [lwil|2,
” 2| Ril3 4RE
[ Riall2 2 [Ri|I3 4
— 5T i iall2 = s i =1,2).
By continuous embedding of H!(R) in L?(R) the result follows
E; F; .
(Lipis;pip) = —7llwillip - ?HwiH%{l (i=1,2),
where F; and F; are some positive constants . O
Lemma 9. There exist positive constants A; (i = 1,2, 3) such that
(L1p1,p1) + (Lop2,p2) + 2(Lap1,p2) > Ay (IIp1ll3 + |Ip2ll3n)
— Az (w113 + lw2ll3n) = Az ([lwi 5 + [Jwa]5) - (4.33)
Proof. By direct computation, one can see that
(Lip1,p1) + (Lap2, p2) + 2(L3p1, p2)
=5 /[(Rf + R3)(p? + p3) + 2(R1 Py + Rops)?]dx
R
+ llpall + llp2ll; (4.34)

where ||pi|| = Q|pill3+ |Vpill3 (i =1,2). On the other hand, combining the inequalities (23], (.28,

18



(@29), [@30) and (E3T), we obtain

(Lip1,p1) + (Lapa, pa) + 2(Lap1,p2) > Cs(||p1]13 + [|Ip2113)
— By |Jwy |3 — Baljws |3
—Csllwi || 31 — Collwa 1, (4.35)

where Cs = C4 + C5 + F; and Cy = Cy + Cg + Fy are positive constants.

Using ([@34) and ([@35]), for a sufficiently small positive number m, we find

1
I= (ol +llpel) =7 [ 1R+ BE)0% + 53) + 2Ry + Rapa)lo
R

> Ca(|lpall3 + 1p2ll3) — Az(llwn 3 + w2l ) — As(lwrllz + llwal|5)

> —Aa(|lwrllz + llwall3) — As(lwillz + [w2llFm), (4.36)

where —vﬁ![(R% + R (pF + p3) + 2(Ra Py + Rap2)?lde > —67E*(|[pall3 + [[p2][3) is used, and Cy =
(C3 — 6ymE?)/(m + 1), Ay = max(Ey, Ey)/(m + 1) and Az = max(Cs,Co)/(m + 1) are positive
constants. Recalling that (Lip1,p1) + (Lapa, p2) + 2(Lsp1, p2) = I + m(||p1|| + ||p2l])/(m + 1) we obtain
#33) where A; = mmin(1,Q)/(1+ m). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Finally, the integral term in ([@I5]) can be estimated as

1
—7/ [5(19? +ai + 3+ a3)* + 207 +ai + 13+ 63)(p1 Ry + p2Ra) | do
R
< Dilwi]l g (Jwn I3 + [lw2ll7)
+ Daflwoll g (JwillFr + llwa 3 ) + vllwallz + ]Jwell3,
< Dillwil|3 + Dollwallgp + Dsllwillzp + Dallwa|3, (4.37)
where continuous embedding of H*(R) in L*(R) and in L>°(R) and Young’s inequality ab < aP/p +
b9/q with p =3 and ¢ = 3/2, are used, and D; (i =1,2,3,4) are positive constants.
Proof of Theorem 1. Combining the inequalities ([@.16]), (£33) and {3T), an upper bound for AL is

given in terms of H! norms of the increment functions w; as follows

ALE) = g(lwill ) + g(|[walla), (4.38)
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where g(r) = a12? — azr® — azz* with positive constants

a; = min(Cl, CQ, Al), ag = AQ + HlaX(Dl, DQ), az = Ag + HlaX(Dg, D4)

2

Because g(0) = 0 and g(x) ~ a12® near z = 0, there exists a positive number €, 0 < € < €, such that

g(x) increases on [0, €g]. For such an e, the inequalities

w1 )l = ll¢o(-) = ()l <6, [w2(0)[[r = [[¥o(.) = ()| <6,
imply that
AL(0) < g(€) + g(e)

for sufficiently small §. As L(t) is invariant with time, i.e. AL(t) = AL(0); from (@38]), we have
g(lwr(@)[ar) + g([wa (@) 1) < AL(t) = AL(0) < g(e) + g(e)-
By continuity of the function g, there is at least a number € < €1 < ¢y such that
[wi@)]lm < €1 < cre and Jlwa(t)[|m < €1 < c2€,

where t € [0,00) and ¢; (i = 1,2) are positive constants.
Finally for the increment 7n(z,t), we have to prove that |[|n(t)||2 < ce using the results obtained for

w1 () || g2 and |Jwe(t)||g1. In (@38) we have shown that

2
AL(t) = K+§/ [n+ ?(lel +p2Rz)+§(p?+qf+p§+q§)} da
R
z  g(lwi(®)[ ) + g([lw2 ()] 1)

c

2
2
+§/[n+7ﬁ(p1R1 +p2Rz)+§(p?+qf+p§+qg)] dz,

R

where
K = (Loqi,q1) + (Logz, q2) + (L1p1,p1) + (Lap2, p2) + 2(L3p1,p2)

1
—7/ {g(p? +a@i+p5+ @) 20T+ i+ 05+ 63) (PR +p2R2)] dz.
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For a given € > 0 with 0 < € < €g, the function g is increasing and g(||w;(t)||g1) > 0 for |lw; ()| g <

cie (i =1,2). This shows that K > 0. By the invariance property of the functional L, AL(t) = AL(0),

we have
2 B 2 4
/ [77+ (1R 4 paRo) + (P + 4t + 05+ a3) | de < —g(e).
R
a2
Using the inequalities (a + b)? > 5 b% and (a + b)? < 2(a® + b?), we find
8
In@)13 < —g(e) + ealllwr (Bl + w2 (D)) + callwr @ + w2 @)1 50), (4.39)

where the embedding of H'(R) into L?(R) and L*(R) is used, and c3 and ¢4 are positive constants.
For some ¢ > 0, we have ||n(¢)|l2 < ce. Thus we have proved that solitary waves (¢s, Vs, us) (L2) are
orbitally stable with respect to the small perturbations preserving the L? norms.

In order to prove stability of solitary waves with respect to general perturbations, we consider a

solitary wave solution (Q1q, Q20) which satisfy the system (L3)

Qo — Q10 +7(Qiq + Q3q)Q10 =0,

Q50 — Q20 + V(R + Q3q)Q20 =0,

where ||¢0||2 }é ||Q1(2||2 and ||1/)0||2 7§ ||QQQ||2. Then, the functions PZ(I) = QZQ({E/\/ﬁ)/\/ﬁ (’L = 1,2),

satisty

P/ — P +~(P + P;)PL =0,

P} — Py +~(P + P§)P, = 0,

where || Pi|lz = [|Qiall2/vQ (i = 1,2). Thus, for the solution (Q10,,Q20,) corresponding to 2 > 0,
we have ||Pill2 = ||Qiqq|l2/VQo. Tt is possible to choose Qg such that ||¢oll2 = [|Qia|l2 and [[1bol2 =
[IQ20,l2- In the proof of stability of solitary waves (Q1q, Q2q) relative to general perturbations that do
not preserve L2 norms, assuming the initial data obey the inequalities [¢o(.) — Qia(.)e® || < 6 and

lho(.) — Qaa()eT || z1 < 4 , the idea is to apply the preceding stability theory for (Q1q,,Q@20,) and
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then to use the triangle inequalities

€960 +20,8) ~ Quale E i < 16+ 20,6) — Qaan (e
H| Q100 () — Qra() | ars (4.40)
€990+ 20,6) ~ Qao)eFllm < €%+ 20,0) — Qs (e 1m

+[Q200 (1) — Q20 ()| 1 (4.41)

The first terms in the right hand side of the inequalities (£40) and ([@4I]) are bounded from above
by the orbital stability of the solutions (Q1q,,@20,). It remains to determine § and to show that

1Qic, — Qiallzr (1 =1,2) are also small. From the definitions of Q;q and Q;q, we have
Q Q
Qo ~ Quullye = VA [ @) -/ @ P/ oo
R
/ QO / QO 2 .
+vQ3 [ | Pl(x) — a P/( q z)|*de (1 =1,2). (4.42)

R

Using the inequality (a — eb)? < 2€2(a — b)? + 2(1 — €)%a?, ([E42) is rewritten as

Q Q
[Qia — Qi |7 = V20 ﬁo/| Pi(z) — Pi(4/ ﬁo z)|?dx
R

—l—(% - 1)2/ P?(z)dx
R
2
+2v (8 [ Pio) P sy
R
Hg -1 [ ). (4.43)
R

Following the results of Angulo et. al. [24], obtained in the study of the stability of solitary waves in
the critical case for a generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation and a generalized NLS equation, an upper

bound for (@43]) can be given as follows
1Qioy = Qiallfn < Gi (Vo = VO)? + Hi (Vo - V)? (i=1,2),

where the fundamental theorem of calculus and Minkowski’s inequality are used, and the positive con-
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stants G; and H; (i =1,2) are given as

Qo 2
Gi =81/ — (|=P!||2 + Qol||zP||? H,=—(||P]? 0 02| P 2) .
Vo (1Pl 3+QollzP! 1) 75 (IP18 + (V8% + VOO ELJ)

We now show that there exists a positive constant C' = C(Qo, P;) such that [v/Qg — VQ| < C§ at least

for small values of 4. Using the results

\/Q—OZHQmoII% Iollz _ IIvollz 5 _ 1Qiall3

1Pl 1PlE P23 I

we have

N

1 ic.
V0 -Val < = [lo0)l — Qual)e ¥ 13
IR

L 2 1 3 e
TRAE (5|¢0(.)||2+(1+ 5)160() — Qua() ||2>7

<

where the inequality |[|la]|®> — [|b]|*| < |la — b]|* + 2|lal/|la — b]| and Young’s inequality are used. Using

[60() — Qua()es 13 < 6 and llgoll3 = VI P13, we have
1
|\/QO — \/§| S W (6\/ QOHPl”g +62 + 5) S C(QO7P1)6
2

where C(Qo, P;) = v + 2/||P1||3. The inequality |v/Qo — V| < C6 implies |¢/Qy — vQ| < D§ for
some positive constant D. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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