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STABILITY OF LINE SOLITONS FOR
THE KP-II EQUATION IN R2

TETSU MIZUMACHI

ABSTRACT. We prove nonlinear stability of line soliton solutions of the KP-
II equation with respect to transverse perturbations that are exponentially
localized as © — oo. We find that the amplitude of the line soliton converges
to that of the line soliton at initial time whereas jumps of the local phase shift
of the crest propagate in a finite speed toward y = foco0. The local amplitude
and the phase shift of the crest of the line solitons are described by a system
of 1D wave equations with diffraction terms.
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1. INTRODUCTION
The KP-II equation
(1.1) 0z (Opu + Oju + 30, (u®)) +30;u =0 fort >0 and (z,y) € R?,
is a generalization to two spatial dimensions of the KdV equation
(1.2) Opu + 02u + 30, (u?) =0,

and has been derived as a model in the study of the transverse stability of solitary
wave solutions to the KdV equation with respect to two dimensional perturbation
when the surface tension is weak or absent. See [I7] for the derivation of ().
Note that every solution of the KdV equation ([2]) is a planar solution of the
KP-II equation (LT).

The global well-posedness of (L.I) in H*(R?) (s > 0) on the background of line
solitons has been studied by Molinet, Saut and Tzvetkov [29] whose proof is based
on the work of Bourgain [§]. For the other contributions on the Cauchy problem
of the KP-II equation, see e.g. [12 13} 15} 16, B85 B6, B7, B8] and the references

therein.
@e(z) = csech? (\/§x> .

Let
It is well known that the 1-soliton solution @.(z — 2¢t) of the KdV equation (L2)
is orbitally stable because . is a minimizer of the Hamiltonian of (2)) restricted
on the manifold {u € H*(R) | |lullz2 = ||¢cllz2}. See [2, 4] and [5, 11, 40] for
stability of solitary wave solutions of Hamiltonian systems. We remark that the
KP-II equation does not fit into those standard argument because the first two
terms of the Hamiltonian of the KP-II equation

/ (ui (tv €, y) - 3(85187!11‘(157 €, y))2 - 2U3(t, z, y)) d.Idy,

have the opposite sign. Recently, Mizumachi and Tzvetkov ([26]) have proved that
¢c(x — 2ct) is orbitally stable as a solution of the KP-II equation in L?(R, x T,).
They used the Bécklund transformation to prove that L?(R, x T, )-stability follows
from the L2-stability of the 0-solution, which is an immediate consequence of the
conservation law of the L?(R, x T, )-norm.

Unlike the perturbations which are periodic in the transverse directions, the
perturbations in L?(IR?) does not allow phase shifts of line solitons that are uniform
in the transverse direction. This is because the difference of any translated line
solitons and itself has infinite L?(R?)-mass whereas the well-posedness result [29)]
tells us the perturbation to the line soliton stay in L?(R?) for all the time. In order
to analyze modulation of line solitons, we express solutions around the line soliton
as

(1.3) uw(t, z,Y) = Pet,y) (2) = Yoty (@ — x(t,y) + 4t) +o(t, x — 2(t,y),y) »

where ¢(t,y) and z(t,y) are the local amplitude and the local phase shift of the
modulating line soliton, v is a remainder part which is expected to behave like an
oscillating tail and ¢, is an auxiliary function so that

(1.4) / v(t,z,y)de = / v(0,z,y)dz for any t > 0,
R R
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Eq. (L4) means that if the line soliton is locally amplified, then small waves are
emitted from the rear of the line soliton. By introducing the auxiliary function
Ve(t,y), we have v(t) € L*(R?) for every ¢ > 0 and we are able to show that the
L?-norm of v is almost conserved. We find that local modulations of the amplitude
and phase shift can be described by a system of 1-dimensional wave equations with
diffraction (viscous damping) terms, that a modulating line soliton converges to a
line soliton with the same height as the original soliton on any compact subset of
R? (Theorem [LT)) and that “jumps”of the phase shift of the modulating line soliton
propagate toward y = +o0o along the crest of line solitons, which makes the set of
all line soliton solutions unstable (Theorem [T.2)).

Using geometric optics, Pedersen ([30]) heuristically explained that the ampli-
tude and the orientation of the crest are described by a system of the Burgers
equation. Since both the KP-II equation and the Boussinesq equation are long
wave models for the 3D shallow water waves, it is natural to expect the same phe-
nomena for KP-II. We find that the first order asymptotics of 9,z (¢,y) and c(t,y)
around y = +(8¢p)'/?t + O(\/t) are given by self-similar solutions of the Burgers
equations as t — oo (Theorem [[J).

Now let us introduce our results. The first result is the stability of line soliton
solutions for exponentially localized perturbations.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢g > 0 and a € (0,+/co/2). Then there exist positive con-
stants g9 and C satisfying the following: if uw(0,z) = @e,(z — xo) + vo(x) and

€ := |[e®wvo| 22y + ||e‘””v0||L§L§ + [lvoll 2(r2y < €0, then there exist C'-functions
c(t,y) and x(t,y) such that for t >0,
(1.5) [u(t, z,y) = ey (@ — 2t )l L2r2) < Ce,
(1.6) SIGIEGC(@ y) = col + |zy(t,y)]) < Ce(1+)71/2,
y
(1.7) [ (t,-) = 2¢(t, )| 2 < Ce(1+6)7%/4,
(1.8) e (ult, z + 2(t,1), ¥) — Pe(ry)(@))]| 2 < Ce(+1)73/4.

Remark 1.1. The KP-II equation has no localized solitary waves (see [6]). On the
other hand, the KP-I equation has stable localized solitary waves (see [T, 22]) and
line solitons of the KP-I equation are unstable ([33] [34] [42]).

The KP-II equation (L)) is invariant under a change of variables
(1.9) r x4+ ky—3k* 4+~ and y+— y—6kt foranyk,y <R,
and has a 3-parameter family of line soliton solutions

A= {p.(r+ky— (2c+3k*t+7)|c>0,k,y€R}.

The set of all 1-soliton solutions of KdV or line soliton solutions of KP-II under
the y-periodic boundary conditions are known to be stable in L?(R?) (see [24],]26]).
However the set A is not large enough to be stable for the flow generated by KP-II
in L?(R?).

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢y > 0. There exists a positive constant C such that for any
e > 0, there exists a solution of (L)) such that ||u(0,x,y) — @c, (2)||12 < € and

ng(i)gft—l/‘*nu(t,w,y) — ¢eo (T)||L2(m2) > CE.
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Remark 1.2. 1f (c,v) # (co,0), then [|u(t,z,y) — wc(x — 7)||L2r2) = 0o thanks to
the well-posedness result ([29]). Thus the orbital instability

. —1/4 -

htrglorgft / vlgg lu(t,-) = v|L2®2) > Ce
follows immediately from Theorem

Orbital instability is a consequence of finite speed propagations of local phase
shifts along the crest of the modulating line soliton. We find that c¢(t,y) and
Oyx(t,y) behave like a self-similar solution of the Burgers equation around y =

:l:\/ 8COt.

Theorem 1.3. Let ¢y = 2 and let vg and € be the same as in Theorem [I.1l Then
for any R > 0,

1) -G 2) Galnsd)

as t — oo, where uﬁ are self similar solutions of the Burgers equation

Opu = 28511 + 49, (u?)

=o(t™'/*)

L2(|y+4t|<RVT)

such that
+my Hy(y)
2 (1 + ma foy Hot(y1) dyl)

and that my are constants satisfying

[usttnan =7 [ co.mdy+ o).

Now we recall known results on stability of planar traveling wave solutions. Sta-
bility of planar traveling waves in L2(R™) (n > 2) were studied for reaction diffusion
equations by Xin ([41]), Levermore and Xin ([21]) and Kapitula ([I8]). Stability of
kink solutions of Hamiltonian systems has been studied for 3-dimensional ¢*-model
by Cuccagna ([9]).

The difficulty of those problems is that the spectrum of the linearized operator
L around planar traveling waves has continuous spectrum converging to 0 whereas
in the case where n = 1, we see that 0 is an isolated eigenvalue of the linearized
operator around the traveling wave solution and all the rest of the spectrum is in
the left half plane and away from the imaginary axis. When n > 2, the paper
[41] tells us that the semigroup generated by the linearized operator decays to
zero like t=(®=1/4 This corresponds to the relation between our results and the
asymptotic stability result for the KAV equation by Pego and Weinstein ([32]) where
the spectrum of the linearized operator in L?(R;e?*®dx) consists of the isolated
eigenvalue 0 and o, satisfying o. C {A € C | R\ < —b} for some b > 0. By
measuring the size of perturbations with an exponentially weighted norm biased
in the direction of motion, one obtains that exponential decay of the oscillating
tail of the solution for both KdV and KP-II and that leads to exponential stability
of the KdV 1-soliton. However, thanks to the tranverse direction, the linearized
operator around a line soliton of the KP-II equation has two branches of continuous
spectrum all the way up to 0 in L?(R?; e**dxdy) with a > 0. We remark that those
resonant modes are exponentially growing as  — —oo (see Lemma 2.1]) and that

. Hy(y) = (dnt) = 2ev/4

ug(t,y) =
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the corresponding continuous spectrum does not show up when we consider L?(R?)-
linear stability of the line soliton. We refer the readers e.g. [I} [14] for linear stability
of solitary waves and cnoidal waves to transverse perturbations.

Since the transverse direction is 1-dimensional, the rate of decay of [|0Fc(t, )| .2

and |05z (t,-)||r2 is at most ¢~(2*F1)/4 and the nonlinearity of the modulation
equations is quadratic, it was fortunate that they have the similar structure as the
Burgers equations. Indeed, there are 1D-heat equations with quadratic nonlinearity
whose solutions may not exist global in time ([10]).

Our plan of the present paper is as follows. In Section Bl we obtain explicit
formula of resonant modes of £ and L£*, where L is a linearized operator of the
KP-II equation around the line soliton ¢(x — 4t) by using the linearized Miura
transformations. As is well known, the Miura transformations connect line solitons
and the null solution of the KP-II equation with kink solutions of the modified KP-II
equation and all the slowly decaying eigenmodes of the linearized equation 0;u = Lu
can be found by investigating the kernel and the cokernel of the linearized Miura
transformation. We find two branches of (resonant) eigenmodes {g(z, £n)e?"} of
L such that g(z,n) € L*(R;e?***dx) for a a > 0 and n € (—n.,1n.), where 7, is
a positive number depending on a. In Section Bl we prove that solutions which
are orthogonal to resonant modes of £* decay exponentially in L?(R?;e?**dxdy)
like solutions of the linearized KP-II equation around the null solution by using a
bijection composed of the linearized Miura transformations by using an idea of [25].
In Section @ we collect linear estimates of 1D damped wave equations which shall
be used to analyze modulation equations of line solitons. In Section Bl we fix the
decomposition (I3) by imposing that v(t) is orthogonal to secular resonant modes
of £*. In Section [l we derive modulation equations on ¢(¢,y) and z(t,y) from
the non-secular conditions introduced in Section Since the KP equations are
anisotropic in z and y, the resonant eigenfunctions cannot be written in the form
{g(z)e®" | n € R} as in the case for reaction diffusion equations ([I8} 41]) or the ¢*
model ([9]). Moreover, the resonant eigenfunctions grow like g(z,n) ~ €7’ 1#1/2 as
x — —oo. For this reason, we work on exponentially weighted space X and impose
the non-secular conditions only for small 1. To rewrite modulation equations of
c(t,y) and z(t,y) in a PDE form, we compute the time derivative of the non-secular
condition, take the inverse Fourier transform of the resulting equation. Although
the modulation equations are non-local due to the 7n-dependence of the resonant
modes g(z,7n), the dominant part of the modulation equations are damped wave
equations. Indeed, the modulation equations for the line soliton ¢, (x — 2¢ot) with
co = 2 are approximately

b\ [ 302 892\ (b 6(bzy),
(1.10) (:zt)—<2—uy38§ o7 ) \z) T \s@,)2 - 12)

where pz = 1/2 + 72/24 and b(t,y) = 4/3{(c(t,y)/2)3/? — 1} (see ([EI2) for the
precise definition) and Z(¢,y) = (¢, y) —4t. We remark that 0;z(t, y) ~ 2¢(t, y) and
b(t,y) ~ c(t,y) —2 — 0 as t — oo. If we translate (I.I0) into a system of b(t, y) and
Oyx(t,y) and diagonalize the resulting equation, then we obtain a coupled Burgers
equations.

In Section [T, we obtain F~!L>-L? decay estimates on b(t,y) and d,x(t,y) pre-
suming a decay estimate on v(t) in X := L?(R?;e?**dxdy) and the L2-bound of
v(t). In Section Bl we prove the L?-estimate of v assuming the decay estimate on
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v(t) in X. In Section[ we estimate the low-frequency part of v in L?(R?; e2*®dzdy)
by using the semigroup estimates obtained in Section Bl We estimate the high fre-
quency part separately in Section [I0] by using the virial type estimate to avoid the
derivative loss. We remark that the potential term produced by the linearization
around the line soliton is negligible to obtain time-global virial type estimates for
the high frequency part. In Sections [I1] and [I2] we prove Theorems [[.T] and In
Section [I3] we prove Theorem [[3 by using a rescaling argument by Karch ([20]).

Using the inverse scattering method, Villarroel and Ablowitz ([39]) studied the
Cauchy problem and stability of line solitons of the KP-II equation. However, it
is not clear from their result that how modulations to line solitons evolve because
they did not explain in which sense line solitons are stable. Moreover, our method
does not rely on integrability of the equation except for the linear estimate and
can possibly be applied to bidirectional models such as the Benney-Luke equation
(|3, B31]). Our result is a first step toward L?(R?)-stability of planar solitary waves
for non-integrable equations such as the generalized KP equations (see e.g. Martel-
Merle [23] for H!-asymptotic stability of 1D solitary waves for gKdV).

Finally, let us introduce several notations. For Banach spaces V and W, let
B(V,W) be the space of all linear continuous operators from V to W and let
1Tl Bev.wy = supjgj, =1 [|Tullw for T € B(V,W). We abbreviate B(V, V) as B(V).
For f € S(R™) and m € §'(R"), let

(FF)E) = f(&) = (2m)/2 (x)e™ " da,

-
(F 1 )(@) = flo) = f(=2),  (m(Da)f)(x) = (2m) 7" x f)(x).

We use a < b and a = O(b) to mean that there exists a positive constant such
that a < Cb. Various constants will be simply denoted by C and C; (i € N) in the
course of the calculations. We denote (x) = v/1+ 22 for z € R.
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2. THE MIURA TRANSFORMATION AND RESONANT MODES OF THE LINEARIZED
OPERATOR

In this section, we will find resonant eigenmodes of the linearized operator around
line solitons and prove exponential stability of non-resonant modes in an exponen-
tially weighted space by using the linearized Miura transformations.

For p € [1,00] and k € N, let LE(R) = {v | e%®v € LP?(R)} and H*[R) = {v |
ey € H*(R)} whose norms are given by

1/2

k
||U||L{;(R) = ”eamvHLP(]R)a ||U||H§(R) = Z ||3%U||2Lg(R)
§=0
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For any a > 0, we define the anti-derivative operator 9, ' on L3 ,(R) by
(07 ') (x) = —/ u(zy)dey  for u € LA(R),

(0, u)(x) = /w u(zy) dry  for u € L? ,(R).

The operator 9, ! is bounded on L2(R). Indeed, it follows from Young’s inequality
that |0, | B2 r)) = 105 'l B2,y = 1/a for a > 0.

We interpret (L)) in the “integrated” form
(2.1) Opu+ Ou+ 39, ' 07u + 30, (u®) =0,

where 9, '02u(z,y) = — [ 02u(z1,y) dzy in the sense of distribution, that is,

(2.2) (0, 182 , ) = /R2 </:0 u(z1,y) d:v1> 85@[1(90,3/) dxdy for ¢ € C3°(R?).

If u is smooth and u, dyu € X = L*(R?; e?**dzdy), then

(8;18§u, ) = /11&2 (/m Oyu(z1,y) dwl) OyY(x,y) dxdy .

Eq. 2) follows from the standard definition 9, 'd,u = ]—'_1(?11(5, n)) when a so-
lution is exponentially localized in the x-direction. Indeed, we have (9, 'u)(x,y) =
(F1¢)~t = — [Fu(z1,y dwlforue{fECOOR2 )| g fla,y) de =
0y e R} = B Since B is a dense subset of X N L?(R?), we have ([22) for
ue XNL? (RQ) by taking a limit.

We remark that (Z1]) has a solution in the class

ult, ,y) — ge(x — 2ct) € L5, ([0,00); X) N C(R; L*(R?))
for initial data u(0) € X N L*(R?) (see Appendix [E).

2.1. Resonant modes. Let ¢ = @2, u(t,z,y) = @(x — 4t) + U(t,x — 4t,y). Lin-
earizing (21 around U = 0, we have

(2.3) U = LU, LU =—-03U +40,U — 39, 02U — 60, (¢U).

Let L(n)u := —03u + 40,u + 3020, 'u — 60,.(pu) be the operator on LZ(R) with its
domain D(L(n)) = H2(R). Since the potential of £ does not depend on y, we have
L(u(z)et™) = e L(n)u(z). We will look for resonant modes {g(z,n)e??} such
that g(-,n) € L2(R) is a solution of L(n)u = Au.

Lemma 2.1. Let n € R\ {0}, B(n) = VI F 1, A(n) = 4inB(n) and

g(z,n) = 580 )82( BT sechz), g*(x,n) = 0x(e®’ "M% sech z).
Then
(2.4) L(n)g(z,£n) = A=En)g(x, £n),
(2.5) L(n)*g" (z,£n) = A(Fn)g"(z,+n),

(2.6) / g mg @) de = 1, / gz, g (@ M) dz = 0.
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Lemma 2T will be proved in Subsection

To resolve the singularity of g(z,n) and the degeneracy of g.(z,n) at n = 0, we
decompose resonant modes and adjoint resonant modes into their real parts and
imaginary parts. Let

g1(z,m) = g(z,n) + g(xz,—n), g2(x,n) =in{g(x,n) — glz,—n)},
gi(e.n) = sig"(@n) +g" (@, —m}, galx,n) = 2—77{9 (z,m) —g"(x,—n)}.
Then we have the following.

Lemma 2.2.

/gj(:v,n)g;;(ac,n) de =6, forj, k=1, 2.
R

SA(n)

L(m)g1(z,n) = RA(m)g1(z,n) + g2(z,m) ,

L(n)g2(x,n) = —nSANn)g1(x,n) + RA(n)ga2(x,n) ,
L(n)* g7 (z,m) = RA0) g1 (z, 1) — nSA(0)gs(z, 1) ,

£y g3 (e = 2 g0 0y + RAm)g3 (2m)

Proof. Lemma 2.2 follows immediately from Lemma 2] since A(n) = A(—n),

g(w,n) = g(x,—n) and g*(z,n) = g*(z, —n). u

We remark that £(0) coincides with the linearized operator of the KAV equation
around the 1-soliton ¢(x—4t) and that gi(z,0) € kery(L(0)), gj(z,0) € kery(L(0)*)
for k=1 and 2.

Claim 2.1. Let a € (0,2) and v(n) = RB(n) — 1. Let ny be a positive number such
that vy :=v(no) < a. Then for n € [—ng,no),

1, oz, 1 1 ,
gi(wm) = 3¢/ + 79 + 50+ om*), ga(z,n) = —5¢'+ O(n®) in LZ(R),

i) =30+ 007), gilen) = [ Oupda+ OGR) in L2 (®),
where Do = Depele=2-

Proof. Since g1(x,n) and go(z,n) are even in 7,

1 —B(n)= —B(—=m=x
g1(z,n) Z—.ai{(e _ ¢ )sechx}

2in B(n) B(—n)
0 e sech +0(n?)
=0g _— xT
\/E xTrxr S:1 ’,7
_z+1 1 9
== ¢ 5o+ 00r),

and
1
92(,m) = (¢ sech )y + O(7?) = — 3¢ + O(P).

We can compute g (z,7n) and g5(x,n) in the same way. O
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2.2. Linearized Miura transformation. Now we recall the Miura transforma-
tion of the KP-II equation. Let

M$ (v) = 0,0 + 0, 0yv — v* +

c
5"

The transformations M$ relate the KP-II equation to the mKP-II equation (mKP-
IT) which reads

(2.7) O + O2v + 38;1851) — 6020,v + 60,09, 1 0yv = 0.

Formally, if v(¢, z,y) is a solution of (Z7)) and ¢ > 0, then M$ (v)(¢,z — 3ct,y) are
solutions of the KP-II equation (II)). A line soliton solution ¢.(z — 2ct) of the
KP-II equation is related to a kink solution Q.(z + ct) of [Z7), where Q.(x) =

\/gtanh (\/g :E) Indeed, we have
(28) MJcr(Qc) = Pe; ME (Qc) =0.

From now on, let ¢ = 2, Q = Q2 and My = M3. Let v(t,x,y) = Q(x + 2t) +
V(t,x + 2t,y) and linearize (27) around V = 0. Then

(2.9) oV =LnV,
LyV ==V =20,V — 30,9,V +60,(Q°V) — 6Q'9, 10,V
=— BV +40,V — 30,02V — 60,(Q'V) — 6Q'9, 10,V .

In the last line, we use Q' = 1 — Q2. Let Xjs be the Banach space equipped with
the norm ||v||x,, := (|v|% + [10:v]|% + |05 *9yv||%)"/?. Thanks to the smoothing
effect of Ly in X (see Lemma B4 in Section B]), the initial value problem

0w = Lpyv, v(0)=uwy

has a unique solution in the class C([0, 00); Xar).
Solutions of (Z3)) are related to those of ([29) by the linearized Miura transfor-
mation

(2.10) u= VM (Q)v=0,v+ 0, dyv —2Qu.
Another linearized Miura transformation
(2.11) u=VM_(Q)v=—0,v+ 3, 'dyv —2Qu
maps solutions of ([Z.9)) to those of the linearized KP-II around 0
(2.12) Oyu+ u — 40,u+ 30, '02u = 0.
Lemma 2.3. Suppose that v is a solution to (Z9). Then u = VM (Q)v satisfies
B3) and u = VM_(Q)v satisfies (Z12).
Proof of Lemma[2Z.3 By a straightforward computation, we find that
(2.13) LVYM(Q) =VM(Q)Lr, LoVM_(Q)=VM_(Q)L .
Let uy = VM4 (Q)v. Then it follows from (2.13) that
Oug — Lugy =VM4(Q) (0w — Lyv),
Ou— — Lou— =VM_(Q)(Ov — L) .

Therefore uy and u_ are solutions of (Z3)) and (ZI2]), respectively, if v is a solution
to (29). Thus we complete the proof. O

Lemma 2.4. Let a > 0 and v(t) € C([0,00); Xar) be a solution to [2.9).
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(1) Suppose that u(t) € C([0,00); X) is a solution to Z3)) satisfying u(0) =
VM (Q)v(0). Then u(t) = VM4 (Q)v(t) holds for every t > 0.

(2) Suppose that u(t) € C([0,00); X) is a solution to [2.I2) satisfying u(0) =
VM_(Q)v(0). Then u(t) = VM_(Q)v(t) holds for every t > 0.

Proof. Let u(t) = VM1 (Q)v(t). Then a(t) € C([0,00); X). Moreover, Lemma 23]
implies that @(t) is a solution of ([Z3]). Since u(0) = @(0) and both u(¢) and a(t)
are solutions of (Z3)) in the class C([0,00); X), we have u(t) = u(t). Thus we
prove (i). We can prove (ii) in exactly the same way. This completes the proof of
Lemma 2.4 O

Let
Ly (v := =020 + 40,v + 30°0, v — 60, (Q'v) — 6inQ'd, *v.
Then L (v(z)e™) = ™ Ly (n)v(x) and Lys(n) has the following resonant modes.
Lemma 2.5. Letn € R and

gu(z,m) = %81(6_'3(")1 sechz), gi(z,n) =M sechz.
Then
(2.14) Lar(m)gar(@,m) = Am)gm (x,n) ,
(2.15) Lar(n)*gae (@, m) = AM=n)gas (x, 1),
(2.16) [ oz e = 1.

The eigenvalue problem Lu = Au is related to the eigenvalue problem Ly;v = Av
via (2I3]). Before we prove Lemmas 2.1 and 2.5 we will investigate the kernel and
the cokernel of bounded operators M4 (n) : H}(R) — L2(R) defined by

oo

M(n)g(x) = +g'(2) — in/ g(t)dt —2Q(x)g(x) .

x

Lemma 2.6. Let a € (0,2) and ny be a positive number satisfying a > vy. Then
ker(M_(n)) = span{gn(-,n)} and Range(M_(n)) = L2(R). Moreover, for any
n € [~no,mo] and f € L2(R), there exists a unique solution v € H}(R) of

(2.17) M_ (o= f,
that satisfies [, v(z)gs,(x,n) dx = 0. Moreover,

_ C
[0l 2 ) + 1011105 ol L2y < meHLE(R) )

where C' is a constant depending only on a.

Lemma 2.7. Let a € (0,2) and ny be a positive number satisfying a > vo. If
1 € [=no,mo], then ker(M(n) = {0} and Range(M.(n)) = *span{g*(z, —n)}.
Moreover, for any f € LZ(R) satisfying [, f(x)g*(z,—n)dx = 0, there exists a
unique solution v € HX(R) of

(2.18) My = f,

satisfying
(2.19) vl 2 ey + nlll0z w2 < Cllfllzz
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where C is a constant depending only on a. If f satisfies [, f(x)g*(x,n)dz =0 in
addition, then [, v(x)g},(x,n)dx = 0.

Proof of LemmalZ8. Suppose v € ker(M_(n)). Then v € H}(R) and
(2.20) — " +inv — 2(Qu) = 0.
Eq. (Z20) has a fundamental system {g1 , g2}, where

g(z) = (e_'@(")”” sechaz) . go(x) = (66("” sech x)

x x

Since 1 < RB(v) < RB(no) and
(2.21) G1(x) ~ e”BEDZ ang  go(z) ~ BTV a5 3 — +o0,

it follows that g1 € H!(R) and go ¢ H!(R) and that v(z) = agi(z) for an a. Thus

we prove ker(M_(n)) = span{gn(-,n)}.
Suppose v € HL(R) is a solution of ([ZIT). Then v satisfies an ODE

(2.22) 0" +inu —2(Qu) = f'.
By the variation of the constants formula,
- “ g92()f'(1) _ ROIA0)
v(z) —91(96)/ Wdt - 92(1‘)/ Wdt

x

o) [ "R () dt + o) [ moswa.

where W (t) = §1(t)g5(t) — g1 (£)32(t) = —2inB(n) sech®t,

~ G2(t)  €PMY(B(n) cosht — sinht)
B ) T R
_gi(t) e P(B(n) cosht + sinht)
W) 2inB(n) ’
ki (t) = (26(n))tePMt cosht and k5 (t) = —(26(n)) " te Mt cosht. Now let
(2.23) v(z) = agi(z) + To(f) + Ta(f)

Ty(f) =~ (x) / KOO, T(f) = —dala) / KL (0 £(t) dt

x x

ko (t)

where « is a constant to be chosen later. Since sechx cosht < e!=% for ¢ € [z, 00)
and v(n) < vy for n € [—no, N0,

Gr ()R ()] S et it t > .

Using Young’s inequality and the above, we have

1T ()l < / =2 £(1)] dt

LZ(R)

—(a—vy G
Sle™ @0 11 0,00 1 |22 v) < " OVO||f||L§(R),
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where Cj is a constant independent of 7y and f € L2(R). Using the fact that
0 < coshtsechx < €'~ if z <t and that v(n) > 0, we have

/ eu(n)(rft)|f(t)| dt

Slemtotvto

1T2(F)llz ) <

L% (R)
M| Lr 0,00 1 flz2 @) < CullfllL2 ),
where C; is a constant independent of 19 and f € L2(R). Since

/gl(x)g}d(:t, n)dx = — / sech? x(B(n) — tanhz) de = —28(n) #0,
R R

there exists a unique « such that [v(z)g*(x,n)dz = 0. Since L2(R) > f — T1(f),
T»(f) € L2(R) are continuous, @ = a(f) is also continuous in f. Thus we prove
that there exists a constant Cy such that

(2.24) vl 22 ) < Call fllz2(®)

for every n € [0, 0] \ {0} and f € L2(R).
Differentiating (2:23)) with respect to x, we have

(@) = og(2) - f(z) - §.() / KL ()£ (2) dt — y(x) / K (0 (1) dt

x x

o0

We can prove

C
3u0 £z ) >

(2.25) v ()] 2 (&) <

a —

in the same way as (224, where C5 is a positive constant independent of ny and

f € LZ(R). Combining (Z24) and Z25) with 2IT7), we have

_ Cy
10z "ol 2y <IV'|lL2 ) + 201Qull L2y + I fllz2m) <

V0||f||Lg(R)7

a —

where Cy is a positive constant independent of g and f € L2(R). Thus we complete
the proof. 0

Proof of Lemma[2.7 First, we will show that ker (M (n)*) = span{gs(x)}. Since

M_(n) is formally an adjoint of M, (n), we easily see that h € ker(M7(n)) C

L2 ,(R) is a solution of (Z22)) and that h(z) = ajz(z) = ag*(z,—n) for an « € C.

Since ker (M4 (n)*) = span{ga(z)}, we have Range(M (1)) C *span{g*(z, —n)}.
Next we will show that ker((M(n)) = {0}. Suppose M, (n)h = 0. Then

(2.26) h" —2(Qh) +inh =0.
Eq. (220) has a fundamental system {h;(z), ho(z)}, where
hi(z) =AM cosha,  hy(z) = e P cosha.
Since
(2.27) hy(z) ~ ePEMEDT 0 po () e TAEMEDT a9 0 400,

it is clear that h € H}(R) if and only if h = 0. Thus we prove ker (M (n)) = {0}.
Secondly, we will show that Range (M4 (n)) = * span{g*(z, —n)}. Suppose that
v € HL(R) is a solution of (ZI8). Then

(2.28) v —2(Qug) +inv = f".
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By the variation of constants formula, we can find the following solution of ([2:28).

(2.29) v(x) = T5(f) + Tu(f),
T5(f) = 6/3(;;(””7_02)5}1:5 /00 (e_ﬂ(_")tsecht)tf(t) dt,
(2.30) Tu(f) := e_ﬂ;_;()—i;c;m /I (66(_")t secht)t ft)dt.

Since coshzsecht < el*~l we have

/ ev(=m(z—1) |£(t)|dt
x L2(R)

Sle™ @D 1 oo | f 2y < Cullf ez e

1T3()lzz®) S

where C} is a constant depending only on a. If [, f(2)g*(x, —n) dx = 0, then Ty (f)
can be rewritten as

=B coshz [
(2.31) Tu(f) __62;(—_;‘;“1/ (eﬁ(’")tsecht)tf(t) dt .

Using (230) for 2 > 0 and (Z3T) for z < 0 and the fact that coshzsecht < 2e~1*~l
for t satisfying |t| > |z|, we have

/ e(a=v(=m) (=) gat| £(4)| gt
x L1(0,00)

/ e(a=v(=n)=2)(a=0)gat | £(1)| dt

<Co/fllL2m)

where C is a constant depending only on a. Thus we prove that (Z.I8) has a unique
solution v € L2(R). We can prove (2I9) in the same way as Lemma 2.6

Suppose f satisfies [, f(x)g*(x, £n) dx = 0, then it follows from (2.35]) and ([2.I8)
that

1Tz ) < ]

+

L' (—00,0)

2in / (2)531 @) d / M (n)o(e)g™ (@) da

- [t

Thus we have [ v( 2)gi,(x,m)de = 0 for n € [—no,m0] \ {0}. This completes the
proof of Lemma 2.7} O

Now we are in position to prove Lemmas 2.]] and

Proof of Lemmas[21] and 23 First, we will show that VM, (Q)gnr(z,n)e™ are
the resonant eigenmodes of £ and that VM_(Q)(gas(z,n)e™?) = 0 by using 2.13),

Let Lo(n)u := —03u+40,u+ 31?0, *u be the operator on L2 (R) with its domain
D(Lo(n)) = H3(R). By the definition of £(n) and M4 (n), we have Lo(u(z)e*¥) =
e Lo(n)u(x) and

VML (Q)(g(x)e™) = (M (1)g) (@)™ .
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In view of 23],
(2.32) LM (n) = Mym)La(n),
(2.33) Lo(mM-(n) = M_(n)Lm(n).

By a simple computation, we find
(2.34) My (Mg (x,n) = =2ing(z,n),  M-_(n)ga(x,n) =0.
Combining [2.33) and [2.34), we have

M_(m) Ly (mgn (z,m) = Lo(mM-—(n)gn (x,n) =0.

Since gy (z,n) € HA(R) for an a € (v(n),2), we have Ly (n)gn(x,m) € HL(R) and
Lar(mgm(z,n) € ker M_(n). Lemma 26 implies that there exists a A(n) € C such
that Ly (n)gnr(x,m) = A(n)gar(x,n). Since gar(x,n) ~ e~ AT a5 2 — o0, we
see that

2

() =(1 4 3(0))* =401+ Blon) = Ty = din(a).

Thus we prove [ZI4)). It follows from ZI4), (Z32) and 234) that

£(n)g(z,m) =2—;M+<n>cM<n>gM<x,n>

_¥M+(77)9M(1’, n) = Amg(z,n),

and L(n)g(z, —n) = L(n)g(z,n) = A( n)g(x, —n).

Using the fact that 9,£(n)* = —L(—n)0,, (formally) and ¢ is even, we can easily
confirm (Z3)). Since gas(x,n) is a solution of (Z20T) and

9*(95777) = _26(_77)9M(_:E7 _77) ) Q(_‘T) = —Q(JJ),

we have 02g* (x,1) +20,(Q(x)g* (x,1)) +ing*(z,n) = 0. Combining the above with
g*(z,n) = 0293,(x,n), we have

x

Mo (n)*g*(@,m) = — 0ug*(z,m) + in / g (t.m) dt — 2Q(2)g" (1)

(2.35) —eo
=2ingy (z, 7).

By 232),

(2.36) My () L(n)* = Lar(n)* My (n)*.

Eq. @I5) follows immediately from (2.3]), (Z35) and (2.36).

Next, we will prove (2.I0]). By integration by parts,

1

/QM(UCW)QTW(%??) dx :m /(ﬂ(n) + tanh ) sech? zdx = 1.
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Finally, we will prove (2.8). By (234)) and (237,
2@'77/9(90,77)9*(96,77) dv = —/M+(n)gM(w,n)g*(w,n) dx
i R

=—/9M(w,77) L9t (x,n) de
R

:21'77/RgM(:E, g (x,n) de = 2in.
Thus we prove ([2.6]) for n # 0. O
If n is large, the operators M4 (n) : HX(R) — L2(R) have bounded inverse.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose a € (0,2), n> 0 and v(n) > a.
(1) For every f € L%(R), there exists a unique solution vy of [2I7) satisfying
_ C
(2.37) o4 a2y + 1110 Mol L2 ) < meHLg(R)a
where C' is a constant depending only on a.
(2) For every f € L2(R), there exists a unique solution v_ of [2IR) satisfying

C

WHJCHLE(R) 5
where C' is a constant depending only on a.

Proof of LemmalZ8 If v(n) > a > 0, then 221)) and (Z27) imply ker(M 4 (n)) =

{0} and that ([2ZT7) and (ZI8) have at most one solution.
First we prove (). Let
oo

04 () = 1 (&) / KL (0 (8) dt + o) / K(t) dt

— 00 x

(2.38) lv—ll 2 ey + Inlll Oz vl L2 ) < i

x

Then v(z) is a solution of IT). Since |g1(z)k; (t)| + |3} (x)k) (t)] < e VM=t jf
x>t and [Ga(2)k5(1)] + |35 () (1)] < e?ME=8 if o < ¢, we have

os @) +10.0: @) S [ O p(o)]dr.
R
Using Young’s inequality, we have

v llL2 @) + 18a0] 2 ry S lle™ @D~ Ly gy || Fll L2y S (W) — @) "1 fll L2y -

Thus we can prove ([Z37) in the same way as the proof of Lemma
Now we prove (2). Let v_ = T5(f) + T4(f). Obviously, v_ is a solution of (2.18)
satisfying

- (@) + |20 ()] < / e~vmla=tl) £(t)[ dt
R

Thus we can prove (238) in the same way as ([237). This completes the proof of
Lemma 2.8 O

Using Lemmas[2.6] 2.7 and 2.8 we will investigate the spectrum o(L£(n)) of L(n).
Lemma 2.9. Let a € (0,2) and 1. be a positive number satisfying v(n.) = a.
(1) If n € (=nx, ), then L(n) has no eigenvalue other than A(£n) and
o(L(n)) = {A(#n)} U{ip(§ +ia,n) [ £ € R}
(2) If n € R\ [=ne,n4], then o(L(n)) = {ip(§ +ia,n) | § € R}.
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Proof of Lemmal[Z9 The equation v(n) = a has a unique positive root 7, because
v(n) is monotone increasing for n > 0, ¥(0) = 0 and v(o0) = co.

Since A — E( ) and A — Lo(n) are invertible for large A > 0 and (A — £(n))~! —
(A—Lo(n))~ ! is compact, it follows from the Weyl essential spectrum theorem that

o(Lm) \ op(L(n)) = {ip(§ +ia) | § € R}.
Suppose that 7 € (—n.,n.) and that L(n)u = Au for some u € H3(R) and

A€ C\ {\(£n)}. Then

(2.39) / u(x)g*(z,£n) dx = 0.
R
Indeed, it follows from Lemma 2] that

(A=) [ w@TeEmde = [ () = (Em) @) 20 da =o.
Lemmamimplies that there exists a solution v € H2(R) of u = M (n)v satisfying

Je v(@)gi;(x,n) dz = 0. By 232),
Mo () (Lar(n)v — Iv) =(L(n) = )My (n)v
-0

=L(n)u — A\u
Since ker(M4(n)) = {0}, it follows that Ly (n)v = . Using ([233), we have
(2.40) (Lo(n) = MM _(n)v = M_(n)(La(n)v — Iv) =0,

whence M_(n)v = 0 because (2.40) implies that the support of Fp,(M_(n)v)(&) is
contained in {& € R | &* +4£% + i\ — n? = 0}. Lemma 2.6 implies there exists an
« € C such that v(z) = agam(z,n) and hence it follows from (2.34) that

u(@) = My (n)v = —2iang(z,n) .
By Lemma 2.1] and (239]),

/ u(z)g*(z,n) dv = —2ion =0,
R

whence v = 0. Thus we prove (1).

Suppose 1 € R\ [—eta.,n.] and that Lu = Au for some v € H3(R) and \ € C.
Lemma 2.8 implies that there exists v € H}(R) satisfying u = M (n)v and we can
prove that M_(n)v = 0 in the same way as the proof of (1). Since M_(n) has the
bounded inverse, it follows that v = 0 and v = M4 (n)v = 0. Thus we complete
the proof. (I

3. SEMIGROUP ESTIMATES FOR THE LINEARIZED KP-II EQUATION

In this section, we will prove exponential decay estimates of solutions to (2.3).
To begin with, we define a spectral projection to low frequency resonant modes.
Let Py(no) be an operator defined by

Po(mo) f (. ) = o Z/ (m)gr(x, m)e™ dn,

k=1,2



STABILITY OF LINE SOLITONS FOR KP-II 17

M
ak (1) :/RA}@OO (/M fl@y,yr)e ¥ dy1> g (w1,m) d
—Var / (Fyf) (@ m)ge @) e

We will show that Py(n) is a spectral projection on X = L?(R?; 2 dxdy).

Lemma 3.1. Let a € (0,2) and m1 be a positive constant satisfying v(m) < a. If
o € [—m,m], then
(1) [1Po(mo) fllx+1Po(no)0=fllx < Cllfllx for any f € X, where C is a positive
constant depending only on a and 11,
(2) [[Po(mo) fllx + [[Po(n0)0fllx < Clle® fllparz for any e®®f € LyLy, where
C is a positive constant depending only on a and n1,
(3) LPy(10)f = P(0)Lf for any f € D(L) = {u| u, Ou, 05 '0%u € X},

(4) Py(no)? = Po(no) on X,
(5) e“Py(no) = Po(mo)e™ on X.

Proof. First, we will show (). Since C§°(R)®C§°(R) is dense in X, we may assume
[ e CR) ®C°(R). Let

1 o .
fr(z,y) = —/ ar () gk (z,n)edn  for k=1, 2.

2 —T"o
By Plancherel’s theorem,

o

/3 9)lls :\/% (/no |ak(77)gk(I,77)|2d77) v
<L sup  |gx(x,n) (/% |ak(77)|2d77>1/2 |

27 ne(—no,nol =10

(3.1)

If v(m) < a, then it follows from the definition of g, and g; that there exists a
positive constant C’ such that for n € [-n1,m] and = € R,

1) S e e, gl S €l

3.2
32 |95 (@, m)| < Ce?m™em2m g5 ()| < O (z)er (Mt e
where 1+ = max(+x, 0) and C’ is a constant depending only 7;. Hence it follows
from B and (54) that
1Po(mo) fllx < D N fellzeca, HLz
k=1,2
(3.3) o . i 1/2
<ai ([ Gl +loato )dn) ,
—"o

where C] is a constant depending only on a and 7;. Using the Schwarz inequality
and ([B2), we have for n € [—no, 0],

lan ()| <V2m||(Fy )@ )l z o llgi (@ Dl 22, @, < Coll(Fy )@ ) L2 @0 »
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where C is a constant depending only on a and 7;. Hence it follows that for any

feCrR)® G5 (R),

1o ) 1/2
1l <enCa ([ 178 e )

—No

=C1Co||flx -

We can prove ||[Po(n)0: fllx S || fllx in exactly the same way.
Next we will prove (). Using Minkowski’s inequality and applying [B.2]) and
Plancherel’s theorem to the resulting equation, we have

”akHLz(—noﬂ]o) < 27T/R [(Ff)(z, ')QZ(% ')HLQ(—WOWO) dx
<V2m sup le™*gi(z,n |/ e (F )@ ) L2 (—nomo) dx

z€R ,n€[—n0,70]
Sle* fllrire -

Substituting the above into 8.3), we have [|[Po(n) fllx < € fllz1r2. We can prove
[Po(m0afllx < e fllzirz in exactly the same way.

Since the potential of £ is independent of y, it suffices to show (@) for f €
D(L)NX, where X = {f € X | (Fyf)(,m) =0a.e.n & [—no,m0]}. Since A(£n) are
isolated eigenvalue of £(n) by Lemma 2.9 it follows from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 that

o )
Py(no) f 27T3/2/ /)\ L) N F, £)(-,m)e¥ dXdn

A—L)Hfd,
=5 ( ) f

where I' is the boundary of a domain D D {A(£n) | n € [—no,no]} satisfying D N
{p(n+ia) | n € R} = 0. Thus Py(no) equals to a spectral projection of L] defined
by the Dunford integral and @B)—(&]) can be obtained by a standard argument. We

remark that e** is a C°-semigroup on X because Lo 1= —0° + 40, — 38;183 is
m-dissipative on X and £ — Ly is infinitesimally small with respect to £y. Thus we
complete the proof of Lemma [3.1] O

Let 0 <1 < m2 < oo and Pi(n1,m2) and Pa(n1,72) be projections defined by

1 _
/ / w(z,y1)e" V) dy dn,
2 ni<|n|<n2 JR

Py(n1,m2) = P1(0,m2) — Po(m) -

We remark that Pa(n1,72) is a projection onto non-resonant low frequency modes
and that || P2(n1,m2)e'* || 5(x) decays exponentially as t — oo.

Pyr(ny,me)u(z,y) =

Proposition 3.2. Let a € (0,2) and m be a positive number satisfying v(m) < a.
Then there exist positive constants K and b such that for any no € (0,m], f € X
andt >0,

€™ Pa(no, 00) fll x < K (mg '™ m0)t eI £ x .
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Corollary 3.3. Let a and 1y be as in Lemmal3Z. Then there exist positive con-
stants K1 and b such that for every M > no and f € X andt > 0,

(3.4) [ Pa(no, M)D: fllx < (1 4my ' +t7%)e™ | f]Ix,
(3.5) e Pa (10, M)O f | x < Ki(14m5" + 7% ")e™ [l flpape -
To prove Proposition B2 we need decay estimates for the free semigroup et~°

Lemma 3.4. Let a € (0,2). Then there exists a positive constant C such that for
every f € C§°(R?) and t > 0,

(3.6) le™0 fllx < Cem @t f|x

(3.7) et 408, fllx < C(1+¢7/2)em 2= 7| x
(3.8) let00; 10, fllx < Ct=H/2em o=t g,
(3.9) le" 00, fllx < C(1+ 73/ 4)em @Dt oo f pay |
(3.10) let 0 fllx < (Y2 4473/ em o@Dt o f 1y o

Proof. Let u(t) be a solution to [ZI2) satisfying the initial condition u(0) = f.
Then
2

wémfa””f@m,p@m:@+%_%i

It follows from Plancherel’s theorem that for every g € X,

1)tk = [ aladedy = [ late -+ o).
Making use of (BI1]) and the fact that

(3.12) Sp(€ +ia,n) = a4 — a2) + 3a€? + 3@772/(52 + a2) ,

we have for j > 0,

03¢0 fllx S ||l6 + iall e~ 'SP EH | f(e 4 ia,m|

Sefa(4fa2)t <sup(|§| + a)jesaﬂ&l?) Hf( + ia, .)||L2(R2)
3
e a1 4 ¢792) | f

and

0 n] —t ia r N
160510, flx % | rgzge e+ )

L2
2

il?
e—3an’t/ (€% +a?)
52 + a2

—a(4—a? £ .
< et Wﬂwwmmmwww<

< e—a(4—a2)tt—j/2||f||x .
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Similarly,

|07e o fllx < H H|§ + ia|je*t%p(£+ia,n)|f(§ +ia, 77)|HL2
¢

L3
— - 2 y — 2 ~ .
Sem U (€] + a) e Berle] Lo IFCtia ey

Sem =Dt =D eoT f

and
leeefllx S |lemsrerian || | fg + ia,n)
Lgv” Lg?n
A2 _ 2 2002, 2 ~ .
<eald—a?t He Batg? || o=3atn* /(€ +a )||L% v £ +ia, ) L2 e
Seme(-adt=1/2 4 31" £l 1 rey -
This completes the proof of Lemma [3.4 O

Combining properties of the linearized Miura transformation and Lemma [3.4]
we will prove linear decay estimates for non-resonant modes.

Lemma 3.5. Let a and n. be as in Lemma 29 and let myy € (0,7.). Then there
exists a positive constant K such that for every t > 0, ng € [—m,m] and f €
C°(R?),

2
(3.13) 1€ P (0, m0) fllx < Ke™ U= ||f]x

Proof. Since C§°(R) is dense in X, it suffices to prove B13) for f € C§°(R).
Let u(t) = e*“Py(no,mo)f. Since Py(n) is a spectral projection associated with
L (Lemma B @), we have Py(no)u(t) = 0 for every ¢ > 0. Let u,(t,z) =

(Fyu)(t,z,n). Then u,(t,-) € LZ(R) and [, uy(t, )g(x,+n)dz = 0 for a.e. 1 €
[—n0, m0). Hence it follows from Lemma 2.7 that there exists v, (t,z) € H}(R) such
that for ¢ > 0 and a.e. n € [—n9, 0],

un(t, ) = My(mvy(t,-),
/]Rvn(t, I)g}kW(‘IvT]) d‘I = 0 ’
(3.14)
(Cillug@lz2®)? < o)1 @) + (lll0z vp Ol L2 ))* < (Callug(t)ll22(r))?

where C and Cs are positive constants depending only on a and 7;. Moreover,

1 o .
v(t) = — vp(t, x,m)e™" d
0=z | valtmmedn

satisfies u(t) = VM1 (Q)v(t) for every ¢t > 0. Hence it follows from Lemma 24 that
v(t) is a solution of ([ZI) satisfying. Moreover, we have for ¢t > 0,

(3.15) /(]-'yv)(t, z,m) g (x,n)e ¥ dr =0.

R
Integrating ([BI4) over [—no,no] and using Plancherel’s theorem, we obtain
(3.16) Chllu®)lx < lv@®)llxy < Caflu®)]x -
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Let a(t) = VM_(Q)v(t) and @,(t,x) = (Fy@)(t,x). Then u,(t) = M_(n)v,(t)
and it follows from Lemma 23] that () is a solution to [212]). Using Lemma [2.6]
we can prove that for ¢ > 0,

(3.17) Cilla@®)lx < llo(@®)llxy < Calla)llx

in the same way as (3.10). Here C| and C} are positive constants depending only
on a and 7;. By Lemma [3.4]

(3.18) la(®)llx < Clla()] et

Combining (3.16), (B.17) and [B.I8]), we obtain ([B.13). Thus we complete the proof.
(]

Lemma 3.6. Let a and 1. be as in Lemmal2.9 and let o > 1. Then there exists
a positive constant K such that for every t > 0 and f € C°(R?),

(3.19) e Py (12, 00) f| x < Kem "= ]| x .

Using Lemma [2.8] instead of Lemmas and [Z7] we can prove Lemma [3.6] in
exactly the same way as Lemma Thus we omit the proof.

Middle frequency resonant modes are exponentially stable. We can obtain decay
estimates of these modes by a direct computation.

Lemma 3.7. Let a and 1, be as in Lemma[2.9. Let ng and 1, be positive numbers
satisfying 0 < no < n1 < n«. Then for every f € X,

1 (Po(m) = Po(m0)) fllx < C(1+ng )™ fIx,
where C' is a constant depending only on a and 7.
Proof. Let ay(t,n) = fR(‘Fyu)(t,x,n)me’iy” dz for k=1, 2 and let
Eutomm)= [ (i)l +Plaa(en) .

no<|nl<m
Since u(t) is a solution of (23), it follows from Lemma [Z2] that

Byan (t,1) = / C(n)(Fyu)(t, 2, m)gi (z,m) da
=RA(n)ar —nSIA(n)az,

(3.20)

Dyas(t, ) = / C() (Fyu)(t, 2, ) g3 (@) da

=n"'SA()ar +RA(n)az,
Using (320), (32I) and the fact that RA(n) is even and monotone decreasing for
n=0,

(3.21)

OEtmom) =2 [ A ar () + oot n) P
no<|n|<m
SZ%A(HO)EG. (ta Mo, 771) .
Thus we have for ¢t > 0,
(3.22) Ea(t,n0,m1) < Ea(0,10,11)e? M0t
As in the proof of Lemma [3.1] we have
(3.23) €™ (Po(m1) — Po(no)) fllx < C1(L+ng ) Ea(t,m0,m)"?,
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(3.24) Ea(0,m0,m)"* < Collfllx s Ea(0,m0,m)"? < Colle® fllrarz
where C; and Cs are constants depending only on a and ;. By 322,

(3.25) Ea(t,no,m) < e, (0,m0,m) .

Combining (3:23)—([3:25]), we obtain Lemma 7 Thus we complete the proof. O

Now we are in position to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[32. Let ai, as, m1 and 1y be positive numbers satisfying a3 <
v(m) < a < v(n) < az. Note that 99 < m1 < 1. < m2, where 7, is a root of
v(n) = a. Since

Py (1o, 00) = Pa(n1,m) + Po(m) — Po(no) + Pr(n1,m2) + Pi(n2,00) ,
it follows from Lemmas [3.5] and 3.7 that
(3.26) [ (Pa(0,00) — Py(1,m2)) fllx < (74700 4 (1 49551 )e™m0) | £

In order to estimate ||e*“ Py (n1,n2)f||x, we will interpolate the decay estimate
of e'“Py(n1,m2) in L%(R?;e%%%dxdy) (j = 1, 2). Since v(n2) < ag, it follows from
Lemmas and 3.7 that for ¢ > 0,

l|e®>* e Py(n2, m2) f | L2r2) S 67‘12(4%3”||6azgcf||L2(1R2) ;
le“=7€ 2 (P (112) — Po(m)) fllaqre) S (€722 o LeBAII 2 f| o o
Since Pi(n1,12) = Pa(n1,m2) + Po(n2) — Pi(n),
e e Py (11, m2) f | aqrey S (€720 4 eBAOY |02 f o o
On the other hand, Lemma implies that

Hence it follows from the complex interpolation theorem that
(3.27)

et Py, o) fllxe S {emertiadt g emoati=adlt (1 gy )emNemtd 7

By (B26]) and ([B.27), we obtain
—a(4—a’ —
e (Pa(n0, 00) fllx S{e™ ™ 4 (1415 )R AmIH | £l x
+ {e—a1(4—a?)t + e—a2(4—a§)t + (1 + n;l)eﬂ?k(m)t}nfnx.

€a1m€t£P1 (7717772)f||L2(]R2) 5 ||€alzf||L2(R2) .

Thus we complete the proof of Proposition O

Proof of Corollary[3.3. Without loss of generality, we may assume that M = oo.
By the variation of constants formula, we have for any f € X,

6t£P2(770a 00) 0, f :6t£0P2(7707 00) 0y f

3.28 t
(3.28) 6 / 0,80 (15" Py, 50)0, f) ds
0
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Let t € (0,2]. Applying Proposition 3.2 and Lemmas BT B4 to (3:28)),
[ Pa (0, 00) 0 f || x <[l P2 (10, 00): f || x

t
+6/ ‘
0
t
S+l + [ (€ 5) e Palin, )0 1o
0
By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

(3.29) 1€ Py (110, 00) 05 f | x < C+ V2| fllx  for t € (0,2],

where C'is a constant independent of ¢ € (0,2] and f € X.

Let t > 2. Eq. (329) implies that e* Py (19, 00)d, is bounded on X. Applying
Proposition B2 to ' Py (19, 00)d, = e~V Py(ng, 00)eX Py(1, 00)d,., we have for
t>2,

816(“5)‘0 ((P€S£P2 (,,70, OO)amf) HX

e Pa (0, 00)u fllx S e[| fllx -

Combining the above with [3:229), we obtain ([B.4]).
Using (37) and (39) and Lemma B2l we can prove (3.1) in the same way as
B.4). O

4. PRELIMINARIES

To begin with, we will introduce notation of Banach spaces which shall be used
to analyze modulation equations. For an ng > 0, let Y and Z be closed subspaces
of L?(R) defined by

Y = }-77—12 and  Z = {f € L*(R) | supp f C [~10,70]} ,
and let Y1 = F, ' Zy and Zy = {f € Z | || fllz, == || fllL> < o0}
Remark 4.1. We have
(4.1) 1£lls < (L4022 fll2 forany s> 0and feY,

since f is 0 outside of [—no, 70]. Especially, we have || f||z~ < ||f|| 12 for any f € Y.

Let P; be a projection defined by P, f = f;ll[,nomo]fyf, where 1(_, n.1(n) =
L for n € [=no,mo] and 1y, po)(n) = 0 for n & [=no,no]. Then [|[Piflly, <
(2m) 2| f|l1 (R) for any f € L*(R). In particular, for any f, g € Y,

(4.2) 1PL(f9)llv: < 2m) " gl < @)~ £y llglly -

In order to estimate modulation parameters c(¢,y) and z(¢,y), we will use a
linear estimate for solutions to

A

Ju
(4.3) %= Al
where A(t) = AO(Dy) + Ay (tv Dy)v u(ta y) = t(ul(tvy) ) uQ(ta y))v

_ a (DU) a (Dy)ay _ (buu(t,Dy) b (tvDy)
a0y = (eitrd e O) L aapy = (D D)

and a;;(n) and b;;(t,n) are continuous in n € [—1no, o] and ¢ > 0. We denote by
U(t,s)f a solution of [A3) satisfying u(s,y) = f(y). Then we have the following.
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Lemma 4.1. Let k € Z>o, i > 1/8. Let 61, 02, £ be positive constants. Suppose
that aij(n)) blj(tan) (7’) Jj= 1, 2) satisfy

a1 () +30%[ < &® s Jara(n) — 8 < il
(H) lazi(n) — 2+ pn*)| < 6un*, aze(n) + 07| < 611° ,
bij(t,m)| < et forj=1, 2.
If 61 is sufficiently small, then for everyt > s >0 and f €Y,
(4.4) 105Ut 5)fly < C(L+t—5)""2| flly,
(4.5) 105Ut ) flly < C(L+1t—8)" DA £y,
where C'= C(no) is a constant satisfying limsup, o C(no) < oo.

Proof. We will prove Lemma [£.1] by the energy method. Let
w(n) = /16 + (8u — 1)n?,

(4.6) —31? 8i 8i 8i
2= (et M) = (S )

in(2+pun®) —n n+iw(n) n—iw(n)

The matrix A,(n) has eigenvalues A\ = —21? £ inw and IL.(n) "t A.())IL.(n) =
diag(A\f(n), A7 (n)). By the assumption, there exist eigenvalues A\*(n) and an
eigensystem H(n) of Ag(n) satistying for n € [—no, o],

IXE(n) = XS ()| S 6, [TI(n) — IL(n)| < 61
Let A(n) = diag(A* (1), A\~ (n)), B(t,n) = T(n)~"As(t,n)I(n) and

elt.n) = (7)) = 1) Fen.

e
Then ([@3]) can be rewritten as
Ore(t,n) = (A(n) + B(t,n))e(t,n) .

Differentiating the energy function e(t,n) := e, (t,n)|?> + |e—(t,n)|* with respect to
t, we have

o re(t,n) —2Zmi Jex (t,n)|* + 2R(B(t, n)e(t,n) , e(t,n))c:
4.7

_(—4 +0(01))ne(t,n) + Core™""e(t,n),

where C' is a positive constant and (-, )¢z is the standard inner product on C2. By
Gronwall’s inequality, there exists a positive constant c3 such that

(4.8) e(t,n) < cse(s, n)e(74+o(51))”2(t75) fort >s>0.

Since [ OFu(t) 3 = J}, <, P*e(t,n)dn,

joku@)? < [ sup pPhe 1m0 / e(s,n)dn
[n1<no [n1<no

<(t — s>_k||u(s)||%/ fort >s>0.
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Similarly, we have

— 2 —8

J0§u(t < sup elsn) [ el Aoy
Inl<mno [n1<no

St — s)"CFFD2y(s)|3, for t > s> 0.

~

Thus we complete the proof ([

Let A, = F1A.(n)F, where A.(n) is a matrix defined by (@8). For a spe-
cific choice of u, we can express the semigroup e+ by using the kernel Hy(y) =
(4mt) =12 v /40,

Lemma 4.2. Let p=1/8 and (f1,f2) €Y xY. Then

e, (f1) _ (Kt o) x f1 4+ kia(t, ) * fo
(49) c (fz) B </€21(f= ) * f1+ kaa(t, ) f2> ’
where
kll(t,y) = (% + %&,) Hgt(y + 4t) + (% - l&,) Hgt(y — 4t),

8
kia(t,y) = Ha(y + 4t) — Hay(y — 4t),

1 1
ka1 (t,y) = (Z - 6_4(95) (H2t(y + 4t) — Hae(y — 4t)) ,
1 1 1 1
k22(tay) = 5 - gay HQt(y + 4t) + 5 + gay HQt(y — 4t).

Moreover, for every k € Z>q, there exists a positive constant C such that
||3§€M* B(yv,y) < C(t)y=2, ||3§6tA*||B(Y1,Y) < C(t)y~ @D/

Proof. In view of the proof of Lemma [£.1]

e () = o207 (cos4tn— 1 sin 4ty 2i sin 4tn )
e "(n)=e 7

(% + %) sindtn  cos4tn 4 7§ sin 4tn
provided p = 1/8. Taking the inverse Fourier transform of the above, we ob-
tain (£9). The decay estimates follow immediately from (£9) and the fact that
||85Ht||3(y)y) 5 <t>7k/2 and ||85Ht||3(y1)y) 5 <t>7(2k+1)/4. Thus we Complete the

proof. (I

Using [@J) and the fact that [|0FHay * flly < (6)~@FFD/4||f[|y, for ¢ > 0 and

~

k € Z>o, we can obtain the first order asymptotics of e!A=(fy, f2) as t — oc.

Corollary 4.3. Let p and A, be as in Lemma[{.2 Then there exists a positive
constant C' such that for every (f1, f2) € Y1 x Y1,

o ) e () ()

where fi = 1f1+ 5f2 and f-=1fi — 1 fs.

To estimate inhomogeneous terms of modulation equations, we will use the fol-
lowing.

<o~y il

Y i=1,2
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Claim 4.1. Let « and 8 be positive constants and v = min{«a, 8, + 8 — 1}. If
(o, B) satisfies i) a #1 and f#1 or i) a > B =1 or (iii) f > a = 1, then there
exists a positive constant C' such that

/Ot@ sy (s)~Bds < ()

Ifa<land B=1ora=1 and B8 <1, then there exists a C > 0 such that

/ t(t — 5)7%(s)Pds < C () ™in(@B) Jog(t) .
0

5. DECOMPOSITION OF THE PERTURBED LINE SOLITON

In this section, we will decompose a solution around a line soliton solution ¢(z —
4t) into a sum of a modulating line soliton and a non-resonant dispersive part plus
a small wave which is caused by amplitude changes of the line soliton:

(51) u(ta €T, y) Pe(t,y) ( ) wc (t,y), L(Z + 4t) + ’U(t y) y =T — I(ta y) .

The modulation parameters c(tg, yo) and z(to, yo) denote the maximum height and
the phase shift of the modulating line soliton ¢, ) (z—x(t, y)) along the line y = yo
at the time ¢ = ¢o, and 9,1, is an auxiliary function such that

(5.2) / Yo (z) do = / (pele) — () de.

More precisely,
1ZJC,L(:E) = 2(\/2_ - 2)1/)(13 + L) )

where L > 0 is a large constant to be fixed 1ater and v (z) is a nonnegative function
such that ¢(z) = 0 if || > 1 and that [, ¢(z)dz = 1. Since a localized solution to
KP-type equations satisfies [ u(t,x,y) dz = O for any y € R and t > 0 (see [27]),
it is natural to expect small perturbations appear in the rear of the solitary wave
if the solitary wave is amplified.

To fix the decomposition (5.1I), we impose that v(¢, z, y) is symplectically orthog-
onal to low frequency resonant modes. More precisely, we impose the constraint
that for £ =1, 2,

M—o0

where gi(z,7,¢) = cgi(v/¢/2z,n) and g5(z,n,c) = $g5(+/c/22, 7).

We will show that the decomposition (51 with (&3]) is well defined if u is close
to a modulating line soliton in the exponentially weighted space X. It is expected
that ||c(t,-) — 2|| L~ remains small as long as (51]) persists.

Now let us introduce functional to prove the existence of the representation (5.1])
that satisfies the orthogonality condition (B.3]). Forv € X and v, ¢€ Y and L > 0,
let c(y) =2+ é(y) and

M
(53)  lim / ) / olt, 2, ) gE T B g))e ¥ dzdy = 0 in L(—110,1m0),

Fk[uuéava](n) = 1{ 70, 770] lim / /{’LL z y + QO SOC(y)(‘/I: - W(y))

M~>oo

+ Yegy),z(@ — W) ai (@ — (), 0, c(y))e " dady .
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To begin with, we will show that F = (F7, F») is a mapping from X x Y x Y xR
into Z x Z.

Lemma 5.1. Leta € (0,2), u € X = L?(R?;e®*dxdy), ¢,y €Y and L > 0. Then
there exists a 6 > 0 such that if ||¢]|y + ||v||y <6, then Fylu,é,v,L] € Z fork =1,
2. Moreover, if u € X1 := L'(Ry; LZ(R,)) and ¢, v € Y1, then Fylu,é,v,L) € Z;
fork=1,2.

Proof. Let u € C§°(R?) and
P1(2,Y) = Pe(y) (T —7(Y) — 0(T) = Ve, —7(Y)) s
P10(7,y) = dep(2)e(y) — @' (2)V(Y) = Ye(y),(2)

Da(z,y) = P1(z,y) — Prolw,y), V(z,y) = gilz —v(y),n,c(y) — gi(z,n) .
Then

4
|, {u(@y) = ®1(@ )} gilw =), c(y))e " dxdy = ; Li(n).

where

I :/}R2 u(x,y)me*iy" dzxdy ,

I =— /]R2 @110(x,y)me*iy’7 dzxdy ,

I3 = — /]R2 QQ(x,y)me_iy" dzdy ,

I = [ {ula) = 1) Wl )e ™ dady.
By Claim 2]
(5.4) sup sup | H@Z@fg,ﬁ(-,n,c)HLia(R) < oo forj, k>0,

c€[2—9,24+8] n€[—no,m0
and it follows from Plancherel’s theorem and (B.4]) that
" 2 2 " 2 112 2
[ P sl [ iR S 16l + 3
—"o —To
Since sup, (|é(y)| + [v(y)]) < llelly + [[v[ly, we have
[@1]lx + [ ®10llx < C(lelly + VIly),
le®* @2 (2, )| L1 w2y < Cllelly + IVlv)?,
le™ "Wz, y)llL2@2) < CllElly +11vly)

where C' is a positive constant depending only on 6.
Combining the above, we obtain

sup  ([I3(n)] + [La()]) < lullx (el + [1vlv) + (ely + [vlly)?-
—no<n<no

Since C§°(R?) is dense in X, it follows that for any u € X,
1[_770)770](11 + IQ) € Z, 1[_770)770] (Ig + I4) ey CZ.
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Suppose u € X7 and ¢, v € Y;. Noting that v2c — 2 = ¢/2 + O(¢?) € Y1, we
have

sup [Ii(n)| S llullx,,  sup [L2(n)] S lléllvy + [1vllva s
[=70,m0] [=n0,m0]

and 1{_y; no] 2_1<i<4 li € Z1. Thus we complete the proof. O

Lemma 5.2. Let a € (0,2). There exist positive constants dg, 61, Lo and C such
that if ||u|lx < do and L > Lo, then there exists a unique (¢,7y) with ¢ = 2 4 ¢
satisfying

(5.5) lelly + [vlly < ér,

(56) Fl[uvévﬂyaL]:FQ[uaévvaL]ZO'

Moreover, the mapping {u € X | |lul|x < o} > u > (¢,7) =: ®(u) is C*.

Proof. Clearly, we have (F1,F2) € CH(X xY xY xR;Z x Z) and for ¢, y € Y,

D P 0.0.0.1) () = vm (1) (5.
where

fu:—A@M@—¢@+DMWWWM7fu:A¢@M@mM%

fr == [ @uplo) = ie + Dgslem e, o= [ @z do.
By Claims 1] and [AT] in Appendix [A]
fiu=—1+005) +0(e "),  fiz=0(n),
fr =5 +OMR) +0(™"),  far =2+ O(d).
and D, (F1, F2)(0,0,0,L) € B(Y xY,Z x Z) has a bounded inverse if g and
e~ %% are sufficiently small. Hence it follows from the implicit function theorem that

for any w satisfying ||u||x < do, there exists a unique (¢,y) € ¥ x Y satisfying (5.0)
and (5.6). Moreover, the mapping (&,v) = ®(u) is C*. O

Remark 5.1. In Lemma [5.2] we can replace X by a Banach space Xs whose norm

is
/2
Jae +ia P '
”u”Xz = (/ 1_|_§2 d&dn .

Suppose u(t,z,y) is a solution of (|2]]) satisfying w(0, z,y) = ¢(z) + vo(x,y) and
vo € X N HY(R). Then for any T > 0,

(5.7) 0(t,x,y) = ult,z + 4t,y) — p(x) € C([0,00); X)),

(see Proposition [E] in Appendix [E]). Combining (5.7)) and the fact that @(¢) is a
solution of (EJ]), we have 9;Py(0,n0)u € C(]0,00); X2) and

(5.8) P1(0,10)0(t) € C([0, 00); X2) .

If supyeo, 1) |9(¢) || x, is sufficiently small for a 7' > 0, then there exists (¢(t), Z(t)) :=
®(0(t)) satistying (B3] for ¢ € [0,T), where c(t,y) = é(t,y) + 2 and z(t,y) =
4t + Z(t,y) and v and z are defined by (G.I)). That is, the decomposition (G
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satisfying (B.3)) exists on [0, 7] if ||vollx, < ||vollx is sufficiently small. Since X3 >
ur ®(u) €Y x Y is C1 it follows from (5.8) that

(@(t), 2(t)) = @(0(t)) € C([0, T Y x Y) N CH((0,T); Y x Y).
We use the following lemma to decompose initial data around the line soliton.

Lemma 5.3. Let a € (0,2). There exist positive constants da, 03 and Ly, such that
if lullx, < d2 and L > Lj, then there exists a unique (¢,7y) with ¢ = 2+ ¢ satisfying
ellvi + [17llvi < 05 and (B.G).

Lemma [5.3] can be proved in exactly the same as Lemma
We provide a continuation principle that ensures the existence of (B1) as long
as ||v(t)||x and ||é(t)||y remain small.

Proposition 5.4. Let a, o and L be the same as in Lemma[2Z and let u(t) be
a solution of 1)) such that u(t,z,y) — ¢(z — 4t) € C([0,00); X N L*(R?)). Then
there exists a constant d2 > 0 such that if (GI) and B3) hold for t € [0,T) and
v(t, z,y), ¢(t,y) :=c(t,y) — 2 and Z(t,y) := x(t,y) — 4¢ satisfy

(5.9) (¢,2) € C([0,T);Y xY)NCH(0,T);Y xY),
5 _ N
(5.10) sup |lv(t)][x < 50 sup [[é(t)[ly <02,  sup [|Z(t)[ly < oo,
tel0,T) te[0,T) tel0,T)

then either T = oo or T is not the mazimal time of the decomposition (1)) satis-

fying B.3), B.9) and G.I0).

Proof. Suppose T' < oco. Let 7 € (0,T), z(t,y) = x(t,y) for t € [0,T — 7] and
Z(ty) = (T —1,y) +4(t+7—-T) for t > T — 7. Let ui(t,x,y) = u(t,x +
Z(t,y),y) — ¢(x). Then

sup  [ur()|x < sup (Jv(®)llx + ey — @llx + Vet llx)
te[0,T—7] te[0,T)

)
<24y osup lE@)|ly € 2 4 Ci6o,
2 te[0,T) 2

where 9, () = 1.,z (x + 4t) and C} is a constant that does not depend on 7. Since
Y C L*(R), it follows from the assumption that Ca := sup,¢ (g 1) sup, ea¥(my) <
oo. Thus for t € [T —7,T),

s (®)llx <llua(T = 7)lx + ||e™ T () = 5(T = )} |
1 - -
<5+ Cady + Callo(t) = o(T — 7)) x

Now we choose d2 and 7 so that

0o < min{51,50/(401)} s sup ||’L~)(t2)—’(7(t1)||x < 50/(402)
t1,to€[T—7,T+T7]

Then we have supc(o 74 [[u1(t)||x < do and it follow from Lemma and Re-
mark [5.1] that there exists a unique

(e1(t),51(1)) € C([T =7, T+ 7);Y xY)NC* (T —7,T+7);Y xY)
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satistying super—r ) (1E1(E)]ly + 121 (8)[ly) < 61 and

(511) u(ta T+ j(tu y)7 y) = Pei (t,y) (21) - /chl(t,y) (Zl) + v1 (tu 21, y) )

M
(512) lim / / ot 1, 0T e g))e W dzdy = 0 in L*(—10,170)
—M JR

M—o0

for k = 1 and 2, where ¢1(t,y) = 2+ ¢1(t,y) and 21 = © — z1(¢,y). By the local
uniqueness of the decomposition, we have for t € [T — 7,T),

(5.13) cty=c(t), z@t)=z(T —7)+z:1(t), v(t,z,y)=v1(t,z,y).

Let us define é(t) and Z(¢) by (BI3) and v(¢) by EI) for ¢t € [T,T + 7]. Then
(¢,%) € C([0, T+ 7);Y xY)NCH(0,T +7),Y xY) and (5I) and (5I2) imply
that v(t) satisfy (G.3)) for ¢ € [0,T + 7]. Thus we prove that T is not maximal. This
completes the proof of Proposition (.4 (|

6. MODULATION EQUATIONS

In this section, we will derive a system of PDEs which describe the motion of
c(t,y) and z(t,y). Substituting the ansatz (1) into (Z1I), we obtain

(6.1) O = Lo yv+ £+ 9. (N1 4+ Na) 4+ N3,

where L.v = —0,(0% — 2¢ + 6p.)v — 38;185, b =01+ Ly, £ = Ly + o + i3
(k=1,2) and

b1 =(zy — 2¢ — 3(3:7!)2)90/0 — (et — 6eyy)0cpe, {12 = 3Tyyoc,
l13 =3¢y, /:0 Ocpe(21)dz1 + 3(cy)2 /:o 02 pe(21)dz1

lo1 =(cr — bcyay)Oethe — (1 — 4 — 3(xy)*),

U3 =03t — 30.(¢2) + 60.(pcthe) — 3wyyte ,

b= =30y, [ Oudila)dn - 3(0)? [ 020l

Ny =-3v%, Ny ={z; —2c—3(x,)*}v+ 600,
N3 = 62y 0yv + 32y v = 60y (V) — 3Tyyv.
Here we abbreviate c(t,y) as ¢ and x(¢,y) as z.

First, we will derive modulation equations of ¢(¢,y) and x(¢,y) from the orthog-
onality condition (5.3) assuming that vy € X N H3(R?) and 9, vy € H?(R?). If
vy € H3(R?) and 9, 'vg € H?(R?), then it follows from [29] that ©(t) € H3(R?) €
C(R; H3(R?)) and 0;'9(t) € C(R; H*(R?)). Moreover, Proposition [E] implies
that 9(t) € C([0,00); X). If My(T) and My(T') are sufficiently small, then the
decomposition (B.I) satisfying (0.3) and (59) exists for ¢ € [0,7] by Lemma (2]
Remark 5] and Proposition 5.4l Since Y € H*(R),

v(t,2,9) = 0t 2 + (6 y),y) = 9(2 + 2(L)) = Per.)(2) + Veqry (2) € HY(R?),
and we easily see that v(t) € C([0,T]; X N H3(R?)). Using

/R(v(t, z,y) —0(t, 2z + Z(t,y),y))dz =0,
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by (52) and its integrand decays exponentially as z — 00, we have
@ o)t ) = — [ vltizny)da € X 0 HE).
By Proposition [5.4] and Remark [5.J] the mapping

t— v(t, z,9)95 (2,1, c(t, y))e_iy"dzdy cZ
Rz

is C*! for t € [0, 7] if we have (59) and (5.10). Differentiating (5.3)) with respect to
t and substituting (6.1 into the resulting equation, we have in L?(—ng, o)

ﬂ/ v(t,z,y)gZ(z,n,c(t,y))eiiy”dzdy
dt Jge
(6.2)

5
= | Lgi(z,m,c(t,y))e” Ydzdy + Z ITi(t,n) =0,

R? =

where

11} = [ b2 )€ T2l dedy.
I} =— /R ] N10.g;(z,m, c(t, y))e ¥ dzdy
I} = /R ] N3gi(z,m, c(t,y))e”"dzdy
+6 /R LUt 2, y)ey (t y)ay (¢, Y)Begi(z,m, clt,y))e V" dzdy,
11 = [ ot 200 (e = 6y, ) (1) TG ol e dady,

II,? = —/ Ngazglj(z,n,c(lf,y))eﬂ'y’7 dzdy .
R2

Next, we will show the second equation of (62) for ¢t € [0,7] and v(t) €
C([0,T); L3(R?)) N L*°([0,T]; X ) assuming that My (T) and My (T') are sufficiently
small. Let {vo, 52, be a sequence such that

Von € Hg(RQ)ﬁX, 8;11)% € HQ(RQ) , le (||vOn—v0||X—|—||v0n—vo||L2(Rz)) =0,

and let u,(t) be a solution of (ZI)) satisfying u,(0,z,y) = ¢(z) 4+ von(z,y) and
Un(t,2,y) = un(t,2,y) — (x). Since supepo 7y [|0n(t) — 0(t)||z2r2) — 0 as n —
oo by [29] and sup,, sup,ejo 7y [|0n ()]l x < oo by (Ed4) in Appendix [El we have
limy,— 00 SUPse (o 1) |00 (t) — D(t) || L2(R2:ca=42) = O for any t > 0. If 7 is so small that
a/2 > vy, we can replace the weight function €2%* by €% in Lemma 5.2, Remark [5.1]
and Proposition 5.4] and see that there exist v, (t), ¢, () and z,(t) satistying for
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te€ 0,7,
un(t x y Spcn(ty ) wcn ty)L(Z+4t)+Un(t z y) Z:J/'—,Tn(t,y).
o / / 2,9) g5 (z.n, en(t,y))e™ ¥ dzdy = 0 in L*(—no, no),
M — o0

lim sup |lvn(t) —v(t )HL?(R?;eardzdy) =0,
n=00 ¢[0,T)

nlggo [[(cn(t) = c(t), zn(t) — z(t))”cl([o,T];yXy) =0.

Thus we can obtain the second equation of ([6.2)) on [0, 7] for vy € X N L%(R?) by
passing to the limit n — oo.

The modulation PDEs of ¢(t,y) and x(¢,y) can be obtained by computing the
inverse Fourier transform of (6.2) in the n-variable. The leading term of

[ e e deay
R2
is V271 F, Gy (t,m), where

(6.3) Gr(t,y) :/Rflg,’;(z,o,c(t,y))dz.

Using the asymptotic formula of gj(z,n), we can see that G has the following
expression.

72 _71'2 3
— 13 and po = 55 — 5. Then

Lemma 6.1. Let puq = % 16

G1 =16z, (§>3/2 — 2(ey — 6eyxy) (g)lﬂ + 6cyy — %(Cy)2 ,
Go = — 2(x; — 2¢ — 3(wy)?) (g) + 61y (2)3/2 - %(Ct — 6cyy) (g)l/2

ey —1
+Mlcyy+ﬂ2(cy)2 (5) .

The proof is given in Appendix [Al We remark that (G1,G2) are the dominant
part of diffusion wave equations for ¢ and z.
Next, we will expand

,/Rgl (92(27 m, C(t, y)) - 92(27 07 C(t, y))) eiiyndZdy

in c(t,y) and z(¢,y) up to the second order. In order to express the coefficients of ¢,
Ty, Cyy and xy,y, let us introduce the operators Sy (j, k =1, 2). For g.(z) = ¢c(2),

©L(2), Ocpe(z) and 0710 pe(2) = — [ 0 pc(21)dz1 (m > 1), let
Silac)(f)(t,y) 27T/ f Y1)q2(2) g5, (2,1, 2)e" Y=V dy, dzdy,
Silael(f)(t,y) = 27T/ f Y1)e(t, y1)gia (2, m, et y1)) eV Y dy, dzdn
where

gi(2,m,¢) = g;(2,0,¢ qc(2) — q2(z

e —gi00) g alD) - a)
n c—2

g* (2'77%0)—9* (277752)

b 0_2’“1 qe(2) .

9;21(27777 C) =

922(27 , C) = gZI(za 7, 2)5(]0(‘2) +
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We have S; € B(Y) and S} are independent of ¢(t, y) whereas ||SE|| 5v,vy) S l|Elly
See Claims [B.1] and in Appendix [Bl Using Sé (4, k=1, 2), we have

(6.4)
=hE ([ (g,z(zm,c(t,y)) G0 ) sy

== Z 82 (S] ¢l(wr —2¢ = 3(w)?) — Si[aCSDC](Ct - 6cy$y)) - as(Rllc +Rp).
Jj=1,2

Rllc = 35% [pel(zyy) — 351% [8;180900](01/1/) )
R} = 35}3 [pel(zyy) — 35}3 [8;180@0](ny) -3 Z Si [8;163900](05) .

We rewrite the linear term R,lC as

<R1) S < ) § =3 <_S%[6z_lac(pc] S%[SOC])
R 0 Tyy) ' 0 =830 10cpe]  S3lpel)

Next we deal with [, lag} (2,1, c(t,y))e”"dzdy. Let S;[p] and Si[p] be opera-
tors defined by

Sg[ 1(f)(t,y) 27T/ f y1)p(2 —|—4t—|—L)g,j(z,n)ei(yfyl)”dyldzdn,

St =5 [ [ s+ )

x mei(y_yl)"dyl dzdn,
where
gZ(Z, 1, C) - g;:;(z7 77)
c—2 '

9;23 (Za m, C) =
By the definition of 150,

1 o1 (1) I
[ 0, 0] n * —1
ntd ) [ b et e sy

65) =, {(S}u] + SH) (V2 eler — Beyzy)) } (k)
—2v2F, {(SH] + SEYD((VE = V) (@ — 4 - 3(2,)%) | (t.m).

The operator norms of S’i [¥], S’i [ (j = 3,4, k = 1, 2) decay exponentially
because g¢;(z,m) and gj(z,n,c) are exponentially localized as z — —oc and ¢ €
C5°(R). See Claims [B:3 and B4l in Appendix [Bl

Next we decompose (27)7" oo (ba2 + Kgg)gk(z n,c(t,y))e”¥Mdzdy into a linear
part and a nonlinear part Wlth respect to ¢ and z. The linear part can be written
as

(6.6) / / Coin(t, 2,y1) g5 (2, )€’ W=y dy dzdn =: ax(t, D,)e,
]RQ
where

Co,1in(t, 2,y) = &(t,y)0: {02 + 6p(2) } (244t +L)—3cyy(t, y) / h Y(z1+4t+L)dz
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ar(t,n) = [/R {0" (2 4+ 4t + L) + 6(p(2)¢(2 + 4t + L))} g;:(2,m)d=

+ 3772/]R </ P(z1 + 4t + L)dzl) g5 (z, n)dz} 10,01 (M) 5

and the nonlinear part is

(6.7)

R} (t,y) / / (L2 + La3) g} (z,m, ct, y1))e' V¥ dzdyy dn
(6.8)
~ 5= /62 lzngk(z 77) (y—v1) ndZdyld’I],.
Next, we deal with IT] (j =1, ---,5) in (62). Let

II,fl =— 3/R2 v(t, 2, y)xyy (L, y) g5 (2,1, c(t,y))eiiy77 dzdy,
11}, :6/ o(t, 2, y)xy (t, y) g5 (2, m, c(t, y))e ™" dzdy
RZ

so that [T} = II}, +inlI},. Let

1 [ i
Ri(t,y) =5 {ILi(t,n) + II(t,n) + 11} (t,n) } e"dn,
(6.9) L ‘
Ri(t,y) :2—/ I3, (t,m)e™dn .
v

—"o

Let S and SP be operators defined by

S2f(t,1) / / (91892 1, €t y1)) V=07 dzdy iy
RQ
Spf(t,y) / (y1)0=g5 (2, m, c(t, y1))e' Vv dzdy,dn
R2
so that

11— 00.10] (n)II,‘j(t,n) =V 277]:1/(512(015 - Gnyy))v

(6.10)
11— 00,m0] (MIIX(t,n) =V 21 F, {SS (a:t —2c— 3(3:y)2) + RQ} ,
where
6 3 [ * iW(y—y1)n
Ry =—— . Ve(ty),L(z +40)v(t, 2,y1)0. 95 (2, m, c(t, y1))e dyidzdn .
—"No

Now we are in position to translate (6-2) into a PDE form. Using (G.3)—(65)
and (.0)—-([6.10), we can translate (6.2)) into

G s s s —6
P, (G;) — (35(51 +53)— 83— 84— 5’5) (It itQC _C%;E; )2)
y

(6.11) B
+.A1(t) (;) — 8§R1 —|—R1 —|—(9sz =0,
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@_@mwﬁ%+m+%MWWé—%ﬁw+ﬁwmﬁam§
SAN(v/2/e — 1)) + Sl (v2fe)  —2(S3h) + SEw)((VEe - 2).)

and R/ = (R}, R}) for 1 < j < 6. In Gy, the nonlinear terms 6(c/2)'/?¢,x, and
16x,,{((c/2)3/? — 1} are critical because they are expected to decay like ™1 as
t — oo. To translate these nonlinearity into a divergence form, we will make use of
the following change of variables. Let

(6.12) B(t,) = a(t,) —4t, b(t,) = %ﬁl {Vaclt, )2 4} |

1~ ~
Cl §P1 {C(t,')2—4} Pl,

= (0 0 2 0 6 16
a-(oa) m-(2) 20 %)

We remark that b ~ ¢ = ¢ — 2 if ¢ is close to 2 (see Claim [D.6]). By (6.12)), we have
by = Py(c/2)Y?¢cy, b, =P (0/2)1/20y and it follows from Lemma [6.1] that

5 (G _ AND be — 6(bzy)y byy D pT
(613) P <G2) = — (Bl +Cl)P1 <$Ut 99— 3(5Ey)2 + By Zyy + PIR",

where R” = (RY, RT) and
Rl — {4\/§c3/2 — 16— 12b} Ty — 6(byy — cyy)
— 6(2b, — (20)%¢, )y — 3¢ (c,)?,
2

(6.14) R; =6 { (5)3/2 B 1} Tyy + 3 (g)l/ cyTy — 3(bxy)y

2
— p1(byy — cyy) + M2E(Cy)2 .

_ 1/2 S _ _ -
LetCQ_Pl{(C(;")) —1}P1,62_<%2 8),Sj_sj(1+62)1 for 1<j<5

and
(615) B3 = B, +51+8§(S’1+S’2)—S’3—S’4—g5.

Note that I 4 Cs is invertible as long as ¢(t, -) remains small in Y and that Bs is a
bounded operator on Y x Y depending on ¢ and v. Substituting ([@I3)) into (6I1)),

we have
= bt — 6(biEy)y
B3l <:Et — 2¢ — 3(zy)?

- - b - - o~
= {(Bg - 6550)65 —l—.Al(t)} (:E) + P1R7 +R1 + 8yR2 4 ]*237
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where R3 = RS + R® + R and

R® =6(B3 — B; — 51) (U * C2)<Cy:8y) a (bﬂfy)y) )

~ [(by, —c ~ c—b
R9=ajso(yy0 yy) Rlo:Al(t)( 0 )

Let

1
My(T) = sup {D (1+t)PFFV/A(0Fe(t, )2 + 05 a(t, ) L2)
0<t<T 1= ‘

+ (L4 ) (|02E(t, ) 2 + 1052(t, ) 12)

My(T) = (L+6)**||u(t,)|x, Ms(T)= sup [o(t,)]r2e)-
0<t<T

Then we have the following.

Proposition 6.2. There exists a 63 > 0 such that if My (T)+Mz(T)+no+e~*L < &3
for a T >0, then

8
b\ b :
(6.16) (xt) = A(t) <x> + Z;NZ
where B4 = Bl + (9551 — §3 = Bg|5:0)1}:0,
_ ~ ~ 00
A(t) = By! {(B2 — 0250)02 + Al(t)} + <2 0> :
_D 6(b3~3y)y _ p-1p p7
N =h (2(é—b)+3(iy)2 » No=By PR,
N3 :Bglél , Ni= B;layﬁz, N5 = B§1R3 ,

0 M=t =m0 ()

T

No =(B; — By Ay (1) (

Ns =(B3* — BfY)(Bs — 923) (xo > .

vy
Proof. Proposition 54 implies that the (5] persists on [0, 7] if d3 is sufficiently

small. Moreover Claims below imply that Bz, By and I + Cj, are invertible
if |6@#)]|y, lv(®)]x, no and e~ 4L are sufficiently small. Thus we have (6.10). O

Claim 6.1. There exist positive constants 6 and C such that if M1(T) < §, then
for s €[0,T] and k =1, 2,

(6.17) ICk ]| vy < CML(T)(s) 7272,
(6.18) ICk ] Bvyy) < CM(T)(s)~ 14,
12+ Co)Mlsvy + 11 +Ci) vy < C.

Claim B.]] immediately follows from Claim in Appendix [Bland the fact that
Y1 €Y and ||CrlBvy) S ICklB(Y,v1)-

Claim 6.2. There exist positive constants 6 and C such that if My (T) + Ma(T') +
ng +e k<45, then

1B 'pyy <C and B3|y <C  forse[0,T].
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Claim 6.3. There exist positive constants C and § such that if n3 +e~ L < §, then
1B sy + 185 oy < C-

The proof of Claims and will be given in Appendix

7. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR c(t,) AND (L, )

In this section, we will estimate M (T') assuming that M;(T) (1 <
e~ L are sufficiently small.

Lemma 7.1. There exist positive constants d4 and C such that if My (T)+Ma(T) +
no + e~ < 8y, then

(7.1) M, (T) < Cllvg|lx, + C(M1(T) + My (T))?.

To prove Lemma [Tl we need the following.

S 3)7 o and

Claim 7.1. There exist positive constants n1, § and C such that if no € (0,1m1] and
M, (T) <6, then

110y, Balll By, va) < CML(T) + Ma(T))(s)™*/*  for s € [0,T].
The proof is given in Appendix

Claim 7.2. There exist positive constants 11, § and C' such that if ng € (0,m1] and
M (T) <4, then for t € [0,T],

181 = SillBeviya) < CML(T) ()14,
1S5 — Sall p(yya) < CMy (T) () 2e= L)
Claim [T.2] follows immediately from (C7), (C.8) and Claim
Proof of Lemma[7.1] To apply Lemma [A.1], we will transform m into a system
of b and x,. Let A(t) = diag(1,d,)A(t) diag(1,9, '), Bs = B + 0251 and

Ay = diag(1,,) {3;1(32 —28)0% + (g 8) } diag(1,0,)"",

Ay(t) = diag(1,0,)(By " — B3 ')(Bz — 9;50) diag(9;, 9,) + diag(1,9,) By A (1),
where 3;1 = F,;'in)~'F,. Then A(t) = Ao + Ai(t). Note that Ay(t) =
A (t) diag(1,9;1). ultlplylng (E16]) by diag(1, 9,) from the left, we can transform
616) into

b b >
(7.2) 0y (xy) = A(t) <$y> + ;dlag(l, 8N .

Now we will show that A(t) satisfies the hypothesis (H]) of Lemma Il Let Ag(n)
be the Fourier transform of the operator Ay. Then

. 1 0 —1 2 2 _772 0 0 0
_ < — 3 8in) N <0(774) 0(773))
n(2+ psn?) -0 om®) o))’
where p3 = —4& +3 = 14 5 > 1/8. Claim [D4] in Appendix [D] implies
A1 ()llsy) S e~ 9MHL)  Thus we prove that A(t) = Ag + A;(t) satisfies ().

(7.3)
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Let U(t, s) be the semigroup generated by A(t). By the variation of the constant
formula,

8 t
(zb;@))) =U(t,0) (;;8)) + ;/0 Ul(t,s) diag(1, 9y )N;(s)ds .
By Lemma [5.3] and Claim [D.6]
160y, + 2y (0)lly: < 1€0)]lys +mollZ(O0)[ly: < llvollx, -
Applying Lemma [£.]] to the first term of the right hand side, we have for k > 0,
loyp()lly + 105 (@)lly S (1467wl x, + N7 + M,

t
ot = / 105U (¢, 5) diag(1, 8, )N (s) |y ds
0

t
m’g:/
0

Now we will estimate M¥ (i = 1, 2, k = 0, 1, 2). First, we estimate M¥. Let
n1 = 6bx, and ny = 2(¢ — b) + 3(x,)?. Then diag(1,d,)N1 = 9, P1*(n1,n2). Since
[0, U(t,5)] =0,

(7.4)

ds.
Y

8
OFU(t,s) ) _ diag(1,0,)N;(s)

=2

(7.5) OkU (¢, 5) diag(1, 0, ) N1 = 951U (t, 5)' Py (11 (5), m2(5)) -
By ([#2), Claim and the fact that [9,, P] = 0,

[Prallys + [1Pinzlly, SIbly llzylly + llzyll3 + 116 = éllyv;
(7.6) SA+llellze)lelly laylly + 112,115 + llell
<M (T)%(s)" "% for s € [0,T),

18y Prna ||y, + |9y Prnally,
(7.7) SNy lly laylly + 18]y gy lly + lzyllyllzgylly + by — cyllva
SMy(T)*(s)~*  for s € [0,T),

102 P (s)lly; + 1102 Prna(s) vy
SOz )yyllor + by — Eyyllva + ||((Iy)2)yy||L1
(7.8)  Slelvllzyyylly +lleylly lzgylly + lleyy v lzylly + llelly lleyyly + lleyll

<M (T)2(s)"%/*  for any s € [0, T).
Using Lemma 1] (ZH) with £ = 0 and (Z.0), we obtain

(7.9) 9 SML(T)? / () ) s SML(TP Y fort € 0.7
0
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In the last line, we use Claim 1] Using Lemma [1] (T6]) for s € [0,¢/2] and (T10)
for s € [t/2,t], we obtain

t/2 . -
Nl < / 102U (¢, )| s ve.y (1 Brnn ()]s + | Pina(s)lly, ) ds

t
+// 10, U (L, s)|| Bva,v) ([10y Pina(s) vy + [0y Pina(s)lly;) ds
t/2

(7.10)
2 oz A -5/ds\—1/2 ! A-3/47 01
<My (T) ( /O (= )54 (s)"1/2ds + /t/2<t 5) 4 (5) s
<M (T)%(t)~3/*  for t € [0,T).

Similarly, we have

t/2 ~ ~
i 5/0 105U (¢, 8)| Bva, vy (1 Prna(s) s + [1Pima(s) v, ) ds

t
+ [ 10U s (10 P s) i, + 103 Prna()ly,) ds
(7.11) /2

2 vz N T/Ay A —1/2 !  \-3/4;.\—5/4
<M, (T) ( /O (= )T/ (5125 + /t/2<t 5)~3/4(5) 5/ g
<ML (T)*(t)~ for t € [0,T].

The rest of nonlinear terms Z?:z diag(1,0y)N; can be rewritten as a sum of
N'(t) and 9, N"'(t) satisfying

IV (®)lly, S (ML (T) +M2(T))*(t)">* for t € [0, T,

(7.12) _
IV (@®)]lvy S M (T) (M (T) +Ma(T) ()~ for t € [0,7].

First, we prove decay estimates of M5 (k = 0, 1, 2) presuming that (Z1Z) is true.
Then for ¢ € [0,7] and 0 < k < 2,

(7.13) M < (M (T) + M (T))? (¢)~ ™n (L CRE0/4T,
Indeed, Lemma 1] implies that for ¢ € [0, 7],

t t
/ 105U (£, )N (8) |y ds < / 1050 ¢, 9)l| s IV (3) s ds
0 0

<(M (T) + Mo (T))? /;(t )R/ =5/

t t
[ 10509087 5l ds < [ 105709 v I (5) v, ds
0 0
t
S ()W (T) + Ma(D)) [ (2= )P0/ () s,
0
By Claim (1]

t
/ (t — s) =D/ =5/4gg < (1) ~CRD/A for k=0, 1, 2,
0
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and

/t<t _ §) R/ "1 g < (ty=3/*log(t) for k =0,
0 ~l @) tfor k=1, 2.

Thus we have (TI3)) presuming (T12).
Now we turn to estimate N} (2 < k < 8). First, we will estimate N¥. Let
E, = diag(1,0), By = diag(0,1) and

Noy = BiYE\PLR", Nay = (B3' — BiY)EL,PLRT, Nas = By 'E,PLRT .

Then N2 = Noj + Nag + Naz. Claim [6.2] implies that B;l is uniformly bounded on
Y and Y; for s € [0,7]. Thus by Claim [D.7]

(7.14) INatlly, S BT lve S ML (T)?(s)=>/* for s € [0, 7).

Next we will estimate | Nag|ly;. Since (I+Cs) ' By 1By = 1 B>, we have §;B; ' =

%gj for 1 <j <5 and 5’3Bl_1E2151R7 = 0. Thus N2y can be rewritten as

Nag =B3 Y (B, — B3)By ' Ey, P RT
= - By! {51 —92(S1 4+ 82) + S35+ 54+ 5’5} By 'E, P RT
1. (=~ -~ JU
- 5B {cl — 0251 + 5) + Su + 55} EsRT.

By Claims [B.IHB.A| and [D.7] we have for s € [0,7] and j = 1, 2,
10,5 B2 R ||y, Snoll0yS} 0Ll (R3)llv S 10y R llva S Mi(T)?(s) =™/,
1855 B2 R Iy, SnolldyS7Iel(RD)llva S llelly 10y R lly + lleylly 1RSIy

SML(T)*(s)7%/2,
S IS (Ve - V2)R]y,

Y1 .

§=3,4 k=1,2

T15) < (182 Ve V)R] St Ve V)R]
S ISR s (Ve VRl + 1Sk M By, (Ve )Ral| 12
SMI (T)Befa(4s+L)<S>73/2 7

H§4EQR7‘

ISP EaR vy S D ISE(RD Ivi S llv(t,)llx RSy S M (T)*Ma(T)(s) 2,
k=1,2

ICLE2R ||y, < lIC1ll By I Rally S Mi(T)*(s)~%/2.

Combining the above, we have

(7.16) [Nazlly, <M (T)(s)~%/* for s € [0,T].

By Claim [D.7] and the fact that diag(1,d,)Nas = 30,(0, RY),

(7.17) || diag(1, 8,)Nasllv S 10y RSy, S M (T)?(s)™>*  for s € [0,T].
Combining (TI4)), (ZI6) and ([ZIT), we have

(7.18) (| diag(1,d,)Naly, <My (T)%(s)~>/* for s € [0, T).

Next, we will estimate N3. Claims and imply that for s € [0, T],
IR vi + IR lv: + 1Rl S (M (T) + M (T)*(s) /2.
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Using Claims B3l B4 and [@2)), we can show that for s € [0, 7],

< > Z ST ) (Ve = V2)elly, £ My (T)e 4+ 0 (5) /2

i 12
in the same way as (Z15). Thus for s € [0,T],
(7.19) IN3(s)llyv: S 1185 o 1R s S (Mo (T) +Ma(T))?(s) /.

Next we will estimate NVF. Let Ny = B§1E2 and Ny = [B;l,(?y]f{2. Then
N4 = By/\/'41 +N42. By Claims m [D.Al and m,

(7.20) | R?|ly, <My (T)(My(T) +My(T))(s)~!  for s € [0,T).

By Claims [6.2] and [7.1]

(7.21) I1B5 ™ 0yl vy S (Ma(T) 4+ Ma(T))(s)"*/*  for s € [0, 7).
Combining ([7.20), (Z21)) and Claim [6.2] we have for s € [0,T],

(7.22) [Nw(s)llvy S M (T)(Ma(T) + Ma(T))(s) ",

(7.23) [Naa(s)]lvi S Ma(T)(ML(T) + Mig(T))*(s)~"/*..

Next we will estimate N. Let rg = P {(I 4 C2)(cyx,) — (bxy),}. Then
I7slly < lIrsllve S Ma(T)*(s)™h, [10y7sllyvy S Ma(T)?(s) /%
Here we use Claims[6.1] and [B7 By (6.15) and (C.6),

IR yvi SIS1llv)l9yrslly: + (H[ayvsl]”B(Y,Yl) + > ||Sj||B(Y,Y1)> 78!l

J=2,4,5
+ 1S5l By lI7slvs -
Combining the above with (CI)-(CH) and (C.I0) in Appendix [T we have
[R%|ly, £ M1(T)*(1+My(T) +Ma(T))(s)"** for s € [0,T].

Since ||8§§0||B(y1) < n2 by Claim Bl and (CHl), it follows from Claim [D.6] that
IR lIvy S [lbyy = cyyllva S Mi(T)(s)™>/* for s € [0,T].
By Claims [D.3] and [D.6]

IRy, < e B b~ clly

~

< M (T)2(s) M 2ealsth) for s € [0, 7).

~

Thus we have
(7.24) N5l S IR3(s)]| S My (T)*(s) =%/ for s € [0, 7).

Next we will estimate AV, Since the second column of Ay (t) is 0,
_ N b
No = (By' — By M)A (t) (0) :

By the definitions of B3 and By,
Bs — By :51 +8§(S’1 —§1)+8552— (Sg—gg)—g4—5’5.
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Hence it follows from Claims 6.1} [72] (C2) and (C4)—(C8) that

| Bs — Bsllav,vi) <lCillBev,vi) + Z ||3§(gj —Si)llBy,yvy) + Z ||8§gj||B(Y,Y1)
j=1,3 j=2,4,5

S(M (T) + My (T))(s) "4 for s € [0,T).
In view of Claims and and the above, we have for s € [0, 7],
IBs* = By Hlsviv) <IBi I Bevi)llBa = Ball v I B3l sv)
S(ML(T) + M (T)) (s) /4.
Combining Claim [D.3] and (T.27), we have for s € [0, T7,
Wellve SIB5" = By oy 1A ®) s bl
(M (T) + My (T) My (T) (5) V2001

Since ||§0||B(y) < 1 by Claim [B] it follows from (C.6) and (7.25) that for
s €[0,T7,

(7.27) IV7llvy S 1B5™" = B llsvv Ibyylly S (M (T) + Ma(T))Mu (T)(s) =>4,
Finally, we will estimate N¥. Let

Nsi = (B; ' — B3 1925, ( 0 ) ., R*=B;'B, < 0 > ,
Nso = By Y(By — B3 +C1)R',  Ngz = B '(Bs — By — C1)B;y 'C1R*,
Nesa = =By 'Ci(I - By 'C)R".

Then N =3, ;<4 Nsj. Since [8y,§0] =0, we have

~ 0
05 ()] % el
vy Y

Combining the above with (C.6) and (7.25)), we see that for s € [0, 7],
INs1 vy Smo (M (T) +Ma(T))(s) ™ flyyy |1y
Sio(Ma(T') + Ma(T)My (T)(s) /4.
Next we will estimate Mgs. Let
ns = 0y(S1 — 81+ S2)0,R*, ny = 8,[0,, 51+ S2]R*, ns = (S3— S5+ S+ 55)Ra.

Then Ngy = B;l(n5 —n3 —nyg). Claim and the fact that [0y, B4] = 0 imply
that for s € [0,T7],

(7.25)

(7.26)

(7.28)

1By S llzyylly S Ma(T)(s) "/,
10, B2y < llzyyylly < Ma(T){s) ™"

We see that ||nslly, < My(T)?(s)=5/* follows from Claim [7.2 (C2), (C6) and

[C29) and that |n4]ly, < My(T)?(s)=3/2 follows from (CI0), (C1I), (C.6) and
(C29). By Claim[7.2) (C4), (CH) and (7.29),

Imslvs S My (T)(s) ™4 (M (T)e G+ ()14 4+ Ma(T) () /4).
Thus we have
(7.30) [Nazlly, <My (T)(My(T) 4+ Ma(T))(s)"%* for s € [0,T).

(7.29)
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Next we will estimate Ng3. Let
ne = [0y, 51 + So] By 'C1R*, 7 = (81 + S2)[9,, By '|C1 R,
ng = (51 + S3)B; '0,C1R*, ng = (Ss+ Sy + S5)B; 'C1 R*.

Then Ng3 = By 19, (ns + n7 +ng) — By 'ng. By Claims[6.11 6.2, (C.10) and (C11),
Insllvi S Y 1110y, Sill vy 1B s €1y | R ly Y2

j=1,2

<M (T)?(s)"2 for s € [0,T).

Using Claims [6.2 6.2 (CI)—-(CH), (ZZ9) and (C9), we can obtain

Inzlly, S My(T)(M: (T) + Ma(T) ()2, nsllvy S M (T)2(s)~5/4,

Inglly, S M (T)?(s) ™ (e™*@HE) 4+ M (T)(s)~2/4).

Combining the above, we have
(7.31) INVssllv, S M (T)?(s) =%
Since diag(1,d,)B; *C; = %Bygl,

2 diag(1, 9, )Nss = {[ay,é}]B;l +Ci[0y, By ']+ (CiBy ' — I)ay}51§4.

Combining Claims [6.2] [B.6 [B.7] and [T with ([Z.29), we obtain

(7.32) | diag(1, 8, )Naally, <M (T)3(s)~>/* for s € [0,T].

Thus for s € [0, 7],

(7.33) > Il diag(L, 8,)Nej || < Mu (T) (M (T) + Ma(T))(s) >/
1<<4

follows from (7.28), (T30), (Z31) and ([T32).
Now let N7 = diag(1, dy) <22<¢<8/\fi +N42> and N/ = diag(1, 9,)N41. Then
i1

(CI2) follows immediately from (ZIS), (T19), (T.22), (C.23), (C.24), (T26), (Z.27)
and (Z.33). By (Z4) and Claim [D.6]
By ly + 105+ (@) lly S~ o) x, + N7 + 9
y y
+ M (T)2 <ﬁ>7 min{(2k+3)/4,3/2} )

for 0 < k < 2and t € [0,7]. Combining (C9)-CII) and (TI3) with (T3], we
obtain (I). This completes the proof of Lemma [7.1] O

(7.34)

8. L? BOUND ON v(t, 2,vy)

In this section, we will estimate M3(T") assuming that M;(7T") and My (7T') are
small. First, we will show a variant of the L? conservation law on v.

Lemma 8.1. Let a € (0,2) and T > 0. Suppose v(t) € C([0,T]; X N L3(R?)) is a
solution of (G1)) and that v(t), c(t) and x(t) satisfy E3), EI) and GIA). Then

Q(t,v) = /R2 {ot,2,9)? — 201, 0(2 + 4t)0(t, 2,y) } dzdy
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satisfies for t € [0,T],

t
Q(t,v) = Q(0,v) + 2/ / (511 +l12 + 6902(871/)(2')7,/10(871/)(2)) v(s, z,y) dzdyds
0 Jr2
t
- 2/ / Cety),L(z + 4t) dzdyds — 6/ <Plc(t,y) (2)o(t, z,y)* dzdy
0 R2 R2
- G/R2 v(t,z,y){cyy(t7y)/ DePet,y) (21) d21
2 [T 2
+cy(t,y) / 0z Pe(t,y)(21) dzl} dzdy .

Proof. Suppose vg € H3*(R?) and 9, vy € H*(R?). Then as in Section [f] we have
v(t) € C([0,T]; H3(R?)) and 9;'9,v(t) € C([0,T]; H'(R?)). Using (6.1]), we have

d

pr / v(t, z,y)? dedy =2/v (Ec(tyy)v + 0+ 90.(N1 + Na) + N3) dzdy
R2

=2 /Evdzdy + 6 /(@Z’é — L )v? dzdy,
and
d 7 7
= | et Lz + 400 (2, y) dedy = (codede +497) v
Rz
+ /120 {EC(tyy)U + £+ 0.(N1 4+ N2) + N3} )

Since (97 102)v(z,y) = — [7° 0}v(21,y) dz1, we have

VeLovdzdy = — /1/36& (0?2 — 2¢ + 6. )v dzdy — 3/1/368;1851; dzdy

R2

= [ ot 2 + 6oty dzdy
+§@v&w/2@@+@F/zﬁﬁ}w@,
where sz/;c = a§¢c(t7y)7L($ + 4t) for k > 0. By integration by parts, we have
- 1/~)C82N1 dzdy = 3/1/;'1)2 dzdy ,
and
/@M+MMM@

—— /v {(azt —2c— 3(a:y)2) 1/;; + 3$yy1/~)c + GCya:yad/N)C + 61/;(’:1/36} dzdy .
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Combining the above, we have

/ {w(t, = 2ty L (2 + 40)v(t, 2,y) } dzdy
—2 / (eu + 0o+ 69, ) ()W) (2 )) V(t, 2,y) — Ohe(eg.r(2 +4t)} dzdy
/ (t, 2,y {ny(tay)/R (Oce(t ) (21) — Octbe(ty),L(21 +4t)) dzl} dzdy
+6 /R ] v(t, z,y) {cy(t,y)2 /R (02014 (21) — O2Wpe(r ), 1(21 + 4t)) dzl} dzdy

— 6/ Giav(t, z,y) dzdy — 6/ Py (2)0(t, 2,y)? dzdy
R2 R2 '

where

ETB = cyy(t, y) / ac(pc(tﬁy) (2’1) le —+ cy(t7 y)2 / 6§@c(t,y)(21) dzl .

Since [, OF¢c(x)dx = [ 05pe () dx for k > 0 by (5.2), we see that Lemma Bl
holds provided vy and 9, *d,vy are smooth.

For general vy € X N L?(R?), we can prove Lemma Bl by a standard limiting
argument. The mapping
(8.1) L*(R?) 3 vy = 9(t) € C([0, T); L*(R?))

is continuous for any 7" > 0 by [29]. On the other hand, it follows from (E4)
that a solution o(t) of (E.I) satisfies sup,¢(o 71 [|0(t)[|x < C, where C is a constant
depending only on T', [|9(0)| z2(r2y and [|5(0)||x. Thus the mapping

(8.2) X NL*R?) 3 vy — 9(t) € C([0, T); L*(R?; e*“dzdy))

is continuous since ||u|| 2 (r2;e0 dzdy) S ||u||1L/22]R2 ||u||1/2 for every u € XNL3(R?). If

7o is sufficiently small, it is clear from Lemmalb.2land Remark BTl that (¢(t), Z(t)) €
)-

Y x Y as well as its time derivate depends continuously on v(t) € L?(R?; e®dxdy
This completes the proof of Lemma 8.1 O

Using Lemma 8] we will estimate the upper bound of ||v(t)|| 2.

Lemma 8.2. Leta € (0,1) and d4 be as in Lemma[7.1} Then there exists a positive
constant C such that if My(T) + Mz (T) + no + e~ %L < 44, then

M3(T) < C(”’UQHLQ(Rz) + My (T) + MQ(T)) .

Proof. Remark [5.1] and Proposition [5.4] tell us that we can apply Lemma BT for
t €10,7T] if M;(T) and My(T) are sufficiently small.
Since we have for j, kK > 0 and z € R,

(8.3) DL0fpe(z) S e / 0l ¢c(z1)dz1 $ min(1,e%),

it follows that
(8.4)

/ (fll + Lo — ffg)’v dzdy'
Rz

S(ller = 6eyayllLe + lve — 26 = 3(zy) |22 + lzyyllze + leyyllze + lleylZa) lvllx
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(85) [ #hnntt, 2 asds] 5 ol

B | [ el et &0, 209) ]| Se Bl ol

Next, we will estimate fR2 K@[;C(t)y). In view of ([B3]), we see that €11 + {12 is
exponentially localized and that

/ (Ell + £12)’¢;c(t,y) (ta Z, y)dZdy‘
R2

<lle™* (b + r2) | £2_[l€** Pege gl 2.
S (llee = 6eyay ||z + |20 — 2¢ = 3(2y)? [ 12 + 2yl 22) € Peqry |l L2, -

(8.7)

By integration by parts and the fact that ||801ﬁc(t1y)(2)||LooL§ <1,

(8.8) /R? ézﬂﬂe(t,y)( ,y)dzdy 75%/ Ye(t,y) (2 V2dzdy + O(||cyzy| 22 ||El| £2) -
Similarly,

- B / ) i .
(8.9) ‘/}1&2 Kzﬂ/’c(t,y)dzdy‘ =3 ‘/}RZ {Sﬁc(ty)(z) xyy(t,y)}¢c(t7y)(z) dzdy‘

Slle® el Lz, + layy oo e Llzs, -

Since [|f1s]lpeor2 + 1lasllreors < lleyylize + lleyli7a and [[¢eqry),clizize = O(lléllz2),

(8.10) >

7j=1,2

[t dss| 5 ellza(lenlzn + ey ).

In view of the definition of 1,

e llx S lléllze= 0

et ll 22y = 2V2[VeE = V2] 2y ¥l L2y S NEllze -
Claims [D.3] and (6I6) imply that for ¢ € [0, T,
lleelly + llze = 2¢ = 3(wy)? [l 22 < belly + llwe — 2¢ = 3(y)?|| 2

(8.11)

8
Slleyylly + lzyylly + AL s 1blly + 1Gzy)ylly + D [Ny

i=2
8
SMU(T)(E) 24+ [Nilly -
i=2
Following the proof of Lemma [[1] we see that
> INilly S (M (T) + Mo (T))* ()" .
2<i<8

Thus we have

(812) lerlly + llze — 2¢ = 3(2y)? |l 22 S Ma(T)(t)>/* + (Mw(T) + Ma(T)* ()" .
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Combining (84)-®I0), 8II) and BI2) with Lemma [B1] we see that for ¢ €
(0,77,

s=t
s

(@05, 0) + Sl IVel) — VIR

(8.13) :
<My (T) + M, (T))? / ()54 ds < (My (T) + M (T))?.

Since [[1/c(0) = V2||z2 S 11€(0)lly < [lvollx, and
Q(t,v) = [[v(t)l[Z2z) + OUIE® Iy [o(t) | 2(z2))
Lemma follows immediately from (8I3]). Thus we complete the proof. O

9. Low FREQUENCIES BOUND OF v(t,z,y) IN y

Let v1(t) = P1(0,2M)v(t). Since v1(t) does not include high frequency modes
in the y variable, we can estimate v1(¢) in the similar mannar as generalized KdV
equations ([32]) by using the semigroup estimates obtained in Section Bl In this
section, we will estimate vy (t) in the exponentially weighted space X.

Lemma 9.1. Let no, a and M be positive constants satisfying vo < a < 2 and
v(2M) > a. Suppose that v(t) is a solution of ([@I). Then there exist positive
constants by, 05 and C such that if M;(T) + Ma(T) < 5, then for t € [0,T],

3
loa (2, )llxc < Ce™ 5 [o(0, )| x + {Ml (T) + Mz(T)ZMi(T)} o
i=1

Let x(n) be a nonnegative smooth function such that x(n) = 1 if |n| < 1 and
x(n) = 0if [n| = 2. Let x(n) = x(n/M) and

1 ~ i(x
Py = o /11&2 X ()a(€,n)e’ @ v dedny,  Psyr =1 — P<ay.

To estimate v1(t), we need the following.

Claim 9.1. There ezxists a positive constant C' such that

(9.1) [P<aprullpirz < OVMllull ey -
Proof. Applying Young’s inequality to

1
9.2 Poyu)(z,y) = — [ F1 —y1)u(z, y1)dyr ,
02 Par@y) = 7= [ F 0 - pue)in
we have

[ P<arull 2 < [1F7Ocan) |2y lule, )o@ S VM lule, )l @) -
Integrating the above over R in z, we obtain (@.)). O
Proof of Lemma [l Let va(t) = Pa(no, M)v(t). Then
(93) 8tvz = L'UQ + PQ(’I](), QM){K + 8m(N1 + N2 + Né) + Ng} s
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where Ny = 2¢(t, y)v(t, 2,y) +6(p(2) — Pe(r,y) (2))v(t, 2, y). Hereafter we abbreviate
Py(no,2M) as P,. By Proposition 3.2 and Corollary B3] we may assume that

2
e Paf||x < Ke 2Pt £ x,
£ P, fllx < K (14t Y2)e 20t x|
2
e P flx < K (1+ 1t/ 4)e 2000 |02 f| 1 s

where K and b; are positive constants independent of f € X and ¢ > 0. Applying
the semigroup estimates Lemma and Corollary B3 to ([@3)), we have

t
o2 ()| Se=205¢ [0y (0)]| x +/ e (=9) (¢ — ) 73/4|e92 Ny (5))| 1 2 dis
0
t
+/ e 2 (=9 (1 — §)7V2(|| Ny (s)||x + | N3 (s)]|x) ds
0
t
+/ e~ 200" =) (|| 4(s) || x + || N3(s)l|x) ds -
0

By Claim [@.1]
[e**PaN1llpirz SV Mo r2flv]x
<V MM, (T)Ms(T)({t)~3/*  for t € [0,T).
By (812), we have for t € [0,T],

(9.4)
1]l x Sllee —2¢ = 3(2y)? |22 + llee — 6eyayllrz + llwyyllrz + llegyllze + lleyll7s

SMu(T) + Ma(T)?) (1) /4,

1€2]lx Sem @+ (|[ey — 6eymy |y + |z — 2¢ = 3(2y)?[ly + [lélly +
(9.5) + quu”Y + ||Cuu||Y + ||Cu||%4)
Sem o) (M () + M (T)) (1) 1/

[ Nallx + [IN3llx S(lloe — 2¢ = 3(2y)?| e + 1Ell o) l|v]l x
S(ML(T) + Mo(T)) M (T) () /4.

~

Here we use sup,, . (|@e(t,y) (2) = @(2)] + [ep|) S 180 o= Since (10, P2l px) S
M

[PaNsllx SM([|zyllLoe + [yyllze)lv]lx
SMM, (T)My(T)(t)~3/* for t € [0,T].

As long as v(t) satisfies the orthogonality condition (53] and é(¢,y) remains
small, we have

(9-6) [o1(8) = v2(B)llx S sup et )l ()] x
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and 3[|vs(t)][x < o1 ()]l x < 2lva(t)]x. Thus we have for ¢ € [0, ],

t
|mwhsa%wmwh+Mﬂ)/f%W”%rwﬁ
0

3

+ My(T) Z M, (T) /Ot 672bm§(t75) {1 + (t — 8)73/4} <S>73/4dS

-1 s
< e—zblngtHU(O)HX + {Ml (T) + My(T) ZMi(T)} <t>_3/4 .

Thus we complete the proof. (I

10. VIRIAL ESTIMATES

If we apply the argument in Section [ to Pspv(t), it requires boundedness of
lv(t) || Lr(r2) With p > 2, which remains unknown even for small solutions around 0.
Instead of the semigroup estimate in Section[3] we will make use of a virial estimates
of v in the exponentially weighted space. We remark that the virial estimate for
L2-solutions to the KP-II equation (2.I)) was shown in [6].

Lemma 10.1. Let a € (0,2) and v be a solution to (GI). There exist positive
constants d¢, M and C such that if Zle M;(T) < dg, then

t
lv®% < e [lv(0)]% + C/O e 2 ([les) 1% + I1P<arv(s)]%) ds-

To prove Lemma [I0.1] we use the following.

Claim 10.1. Let a > 0 and py(x) = €2?"(1 +tanha(x —n)). There exists a C > 0
such that for everyn € N
(10.1)

1/2
(/pﬂWﬂ%ww@> <C [ pu@)((@0)? + (07" 0,u) +u? ) (,y) dady .
R? R?
Claim [[0T] follows in exactly the same way as [28] Lemma 2] and [26, Claim 5.1].
So we omit the proof.

Proof of Lemma[I0dl Let p, be as in Claim [0l Then p,(z) 1 €2** and p/,(z) 1
2ae?%* as n — oo and 0 < pl(2) < apn(2), [PV (2)| < 4a®pl(z) and ap,(2)? =
e2%p! (z) for z € R.

First, we will derive a virial identity for v(¢) assuming vy € H3(R?) and 9, vy €
H?(R?) so that v(t) € C([0,T); H3(R?)) and 9, 'v(t) € C([0,T]; H*(R?)). Multi-
plying ([G1) by 2¢2*'p,(2)v(t, z,y) and integrating the resulting equation by part,
we have for ¢ € [0, T7,

(10.2)

%(62‘”/ pa(2)o(t, 2,y)° dzdy) +62“t/ Pp(2) (E(v) — 40%) (¢, 2, y) dzdy
R2 R2

3
=2t {/ 2ap,, (2)v(t, z,y)* dzdy—i—ZIIIk(t)} )
R2

k=1
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where £(v) = 3(0,v)? + 3(0;19yv)? + 402,

I7n =2 /]1%2 pn(2)00(t, 2,y) dzdyds,

11 == [ 9(e) (@) = 32, (00)) vlt. 00" dedy.

I1l; = /R ] {pié’(z) +6[02, n(2)] (Pe(r.0)(2) = Ve, 1(2 + 41)) }v(t, 2,y)* dzdy.
Integrating (I0.2)) over [0, ], we have

(10.3)
t
2t / Pa(2)0(t, 2,y)? dzdy + / e / P(2) (E(v) = 40%) (5, 2,y) d=dyds
R2 0 K
t
:/ pn(2)0(0,2,9)° dzdy+/ 62as/ 2ap,(2)v(s, z,y)* dzdyds
R2 0 R

t
+/ e2as {IIIl(S)+III2(S)+III3(S)} dsv

0 R2

We can prove ([I03) for any v(t) € C([0,T]; L*(R?)) N L>=([0,T]; X) satisfying
S M,(T) < 86 in the same way as the proof of Lemma Bl
By the Schwarz inequality and Claim [I0.1]

(10.4) ’/p;(z)v(t,z,yﬁdzdy’ <o®)| 2 (/Rz p;(Z)QU(t,z,y)‘ldzdyy/2

Sloles [ 2 m)dedy.

By the Schwarz inequality,

2
|[I114] §/p;l(z)v2 clzcly—i—/z%ﬁ2 dzdy .
pn z

Since Y C H'(R), we have sup;c(o 17, yer |74 (t, y) =32y (t, y)?| < My (T) from (12)
and

\ITL,| < ML (T) / Pu(2)o(t, 2, y)? dzdy
RQ

Let
" 0., Pn c — ), + 4t
Vg B o [0 () G+ )]
n,z pn(z) n,t,y,z pn(’z)
Then

|[I113] < M/ Pn(2)0(t, 2,y)? dzdy .
R2

Let v« = P<pyv and vs = P>pv. For y-high frequencies, the potential term can
be absorbed into the left hand side. Indeed it follows from Plancherel’s theorem



STABILITY OF LINE SOLITONS FOR KP-II 51
and the Schwarz inequality that
7 (@02 4+ 010,02 (8213 ddy
= [ P (0-F (050 + 2107 7y 02 ) (8 2.m) dd

Z2M/ Ph(2)vs(t, 2,y)? dzdy .
R2

Combining the above, we have for ¢ € [0, 7],

eQ“t/pn(Z)v(t,z,y)dedyS /pn(Z)v(O,z,y)Z,dzdy
R R

" 2asPn(2)’ t
+ / e** I ((s)? dzdyds + M/ 24l (2)v<(s, z,y)? dzdyds
0 pn(z) 0

if §¢ is sufficiently small. By passing to the limit as n — oo, we obtain Lemma [[01]
Thus we complete the proof. (I
Combining Lemmas and [I0.1], we obtain the following.

Lemma 10.2. Let a and M be as in Lemmas [l and IO 1l There exist positive
constants o7 and C such that if Z?:l M;(T) < 67, then

(10.5) Ma(T) < C([|vollx + Ma(T)) -

Proof. Since xpm(n) =0 for n € R\ [-2M,2M], we have ||[P<pv(t)|x < |lvi(t)|x-
Combining Lemma [[0.1] with Lemma [0.1], (34) and (@), we have for ¢ € [0, T,

lo@®)llx S e [[0(0)]lx + {Mu(t) + M2 (T)(My(T) + Ma(T) + M3 (T))} (1) >/

Since ||v(0)||x < ||vo|lx by Lemma B2l we obtain (I0.E) if d7 is sufficiently small.
Thus we complete the proof. (I

11. PrROOF OoF THEOREM [ 1]

Now we are in position to complete the proof of Theorem .1

Proof. Since the KP-II equation has the scaling invariance, we may assume that
co = 2 without loss of generality. Let d. = ming<;<7 9;/2.
Since vg € HY(R*) N X,
0(t,2,y) = u(t,x + 4t,y) — p(z) € C([0,00); X N H'(R?))
(see [29] and Proposition [E]). If |Jug||x + ||vo]lzz is sufficiently small, Lemma [5.2]
and Remark E.Ilimply that there exists T > 0 and (c(t), z(t)) satisfying (1)), (53),
E9) and
le@lly + 2@y S llo(0)llx  for ¢ € [0,T],
and it follows that v(t) € C([0,7]; X N L*(R?)) and
ds
(11.1) Mot (T) := My (T) + M (T') + M3(T) < 5

By Proposition 5.4 we can extend the decomposition (5.1]) satisfying (5.3]) beyond
t=T. Let T € (0, 00] be the maximal time such that the decomposition (B.I) with
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B3) exists for t € [0,T1] and My (T1) < 64. Suppose 77 < oo. Then it follows
from Lemmas [T.1] and [10.2] that

(11.2) Mot (T1) < llvollx, + llvoll L2rz) + Mot (T1)? -
If ||vol| x, +I|vol| 2 (m2) is sufficiently small, then Mio¢(T1) < 6. /2 follows from (IT.2),
which contradicts to the definition of T7. Thus we prove T7 = oo and
(11.3) Miot(00) < llvollx, + [lvoll 2 -
Now we will prove (L) and (L8). By (G.1), (8I1) and (ITL3),

lu(t, ,y) — Get,y) (@ — 2, y) | 2Ry <Iv(E)||L2R2) + ||1/~)c(t,y)||L2(R2)
SMi3(00) + M (00),

e (ult, z + (8, 9), ) = ety (@)|| 12 < 0@ 1x + 1Peeyllx
,S MQ(OO) <t>73/4 + M, (oo)efa(4t+L) <t>71/4 )

Since [|f]lze < I1F1/ 2110, f11/? for any f € Y, we see that (L8) and (L7) follow
immediately from (IT.3]) and (8I2). Thus we complete the proof of Theorem [l
O

12. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we will prove orbital instability of line solitons. For the purpose,
we will utilize that (b, z,) is a solution to the diffusion wave equation (7.2)) and its
profile can be approximated by the heat kernel in some region.

Proof of Theorem[L.2 First we remark that if [|u(t,z) — e, (T — z0)[|22(r2) < 00,
then xg = 2cot. Indeed, it follow from [29] that u(t, =, y) — e, (x — 2c0t) € L*(R?)
for every t > 0 and

[9co (z — 2¢0t) — ey (T — T0) || L2 (r2)
<ult, z,y) — @eo (T — @0) | L2®2) + [|ult, 2, y) — oo (z — 2¢0t) || L2(r2) < 00,

whereas [[¢¢, (- — 2cot) — (- — o)l 2 w2y = 00 if zo # 2¢ot.

On the other hand, Theorem [[.1] implies that

[ult, ) = ey (# = 2¢0t) || L2(r2)
Z[lpeo (2 = (8 y)) = Peo (& = 2¢0t) | L2 @2y — [lult, ©,y) = Peqry) (@ — 2(E )| 2 R2)

- ||@c(t,y) (I - ‘T(tv y)) — Peo (I - :E(t, y))||L2(R2)
Zllz(t, y) — 2cot| 2r) — O(e) .-
Thus to prove orbital instability of line solitons, it suffices to show that [|2(t, -)|| 2(w)
grows up as t — oo.

Now we will construct a solution satisfying ||z (¢, )|y > t*/* as t — co. We may
assume that cg = 2 without loss of generality. If b(0) and z,(0) are sufficiently
small and [, b(0) dy is nonzero, then e (b(0), z,(0)) is expected to be the main

part of the solution (b(t),z,(t)). To investigate the behavior of e!4°(b(0),z,(0)),
we represent the semigroup e*4° by using the heat kernel H;(y). Let

Aas() = (G 2o B) L Aoalo) = 25 CAot) — daa(o)
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Note that Ag; is equal to A, in Lemma 2] and that Ay = (gg

~——
SO
—~
S =
~~ ~—
N—

Let Uy (t,s) be the 2 x 2 matrix such that
OUL(t) = A1(t,0)UL(2) , tlim Ui(t) =1

Since |A1(t,0)] S e=*MHL) for ¢ > 0, we have sup,~, |Ui(7) — I| < e **+5) Now
let
b(t) bl(t))
=U(t .
() =00 ()
bu(t

(12.1) &, (bﬁ;) — (Ao(D,) + D, As(t, D,) < §>+ZU1 ! diag(1, 8,

Then

where Aa(t,n) = A21(t,n) + A2a(t,n) and

Aor(t,m) = Ul(t)le(n):l(t) — Ao(n) 7
Ay (t,n) — Ai(t,0)
n

Clearly, we have || A2(t, Dy)| gy S e”@™+L). By the variation of constants for-

mula, (Z; 8) i (Z;ESD IV IV + IV,

IV, = ! (t_S)AO’lDSA bl(S) d
1= . e y410,2 ba(s) S,
t
—8)Ag 1 bi(s
IV, _/0 ¢4 D Ay (s, D,) (b;ES§> ds,

8 t
v :Z/ (=407, (5)~1 diag(1, 8, )N; (s) ds
i=170

Agg(t,?’]) = U1 (t)_l Ul(t) .

where

Let h € C§°(—no,mo) such that h(0) =1 and let

u(0,2,9) = P2ie, (1) (®) = Vare ) (@),  caly) =2+ e(Fr h)(y).

Then it follows from Lemma (.2 that ¢(0,y) = c.(y), (0,y) = 0 and v(0,-) = 0.
Since [[6(0) = ¢(0)]lv; < €(0)[3 by Claim D8l and U1 (t) — Il|pey) S e”*™ 0,

c(0
)~ (5], = oo () - ()
- U1(0) -

(bQ(O) 0 0 0 v,
Since [|e*01|| gy, y) S (14 ¢)~/4 by Lemma [I2] it follows from (IZ2) that

tAo1 by (O) _ tAga [ G+
c <b2(0) © 0
By Corollary 3],
otAo (c*) 1 <2 (€9 (Hyy * c,) + e 4% (Hyy x c*))>

0 4\ et (Hy xc.) — e 49 (Hyy % c)

(12.2) e(e+eb).

Y1

ele+e B (1 +1)"1/4,

Y

Se(t)y™3/4,
Y
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Since ¢, = eF1h and h(0) = 1, it follows from Plancherel’s theorem that

| Prte= 2 (Has 5 c.) = et 0y} | = |27 (bin) — n(0))|

L2(—n0,m0)

- 2 —
S esup W ()l[[ne ™" | 12(—no.ne) S €)1
n

Thus we have

otAo b1(0)\ €5 2(64t8yH2t+674t8yH2t)
tn0)) ~ 10 emonrpy oo,

<e(e + e ) ()T 4 g(t) T3/,

(12.3) %

In view of the proof of Theorem [[LI] we have for £ =0 and 1,

s§p<t>(%“)/4(llb1(t)lly F b2(D)]ly) < Ma(o0) Se.
t>0

By Lemma and Claim (4.1]

t
11VAlly 5/0 105et =24 5y (19,01()ly + [18yb2(s)lly) ds

(12.4) .
<M, () / (t— sy~ ()" ds < ety Mog()
0
and
t
IVally < / 10,0949 | s | Az(s, Dyl (lor ()l + lba(s)ly) ds
(12.5)

t
<M (1) / (t— ) V/2emo D) () =V g < ()12
0

Using Lemma [£2], we can prove
(12.6) 11Vslly S (6)7V* (M (00)? + Mz(00)?) S (1)~ /*

in exactly the same way as the proof of Lemma [[ Il Combining (I2.3)-([{2.4), we
have

68)-in (i)

< —alL —1/4 —1/2
! o oo )| S el ey ety

Y

Since Uy (t) — 1| < e7*@HE) and ||(I — P)Hy 2 S e 2,

g

- (€4t8y Hyy — ¢~ 40 HQt)

(12.7) ny(t) -

| Selete T e,
L

Now let dqi and ds be constants satisfying do > d; > 1 and let y; € [—4t+4(dy —
D)V, —4t + 4diVt), y2 € [—4t + 4dav/t, —4t + 4(dy + 1)V/1] for t > 0. By ([I2.70),
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there exist positive constants C7, Co and t; such that

oltye) —aton) = [ (e,

Y1

= " (Ho( + 4t) — Ho( — 40)) d

Y1

£
4
)1/2‘

zy(t) — Z (€4t8yH2t - 674tayH2t)‘

- (y2 | 1

da/t
25/ Hoy(y) dy — Cre(e + e %% + (t)~1/%)
diVt

=¢ (erf(\/ﬁdg) - erf(\/idl)) — Cie(e + e L + (1)~ 1/4y,
>Che for t >,

—alL

ife and e are sufficiently small. Recall that erf(z) = % fom e~%% dzy. Since L

is an auxiliary parameter introduced in Section Bl which can be chosen arbitrary
large, we see that |x(t,y)| > Cae/2 either on [—4t +4(dy — 1)v/t, —4t +4d;+/t] or on
[—4t + 4dov/t, —4t + 4(dy + 1)y/1]. Therefore ||z(t)|ly = e(t)'/%. Thus we complete
the proof. O

13. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.3]

In order to prove Theorem [[.3] we will show that the first order asymptotics
of solutions to (IZI)) around y = 44t + O(\/t) is given by a sum of self-similar
solutions to the Burgers equations. We apply the scaling argument by Karch ([20])
to obtain the asymptotics of (I2)) and use a virial type estimate to show that
interaction between by (t,y) and ba(t,y) tends to 0 around y = +4t + O(\/t) as
t — 00. Since sup,~q t/4(||bs (Ol z2®) + 1b2(t) [l L2®)) < 1, we have the uniqueness
of the limiting profile.

Roughly speaking, a solution of (IZI]) can be decomposed into two parts that
move to the opposite direction. Now we recenter each component of solutions to
([I27) and diagonalize the equations. Let A.(n), II.(n) and w(n) be as (@6) with
1 = ps. By the change of variables

bty = (2;2;53) , IhL(tm) = %H*(n) diag(e*, e~ |
d(t,y) = F; T(t,n) = (Fyb)(tn)

we have

8
(13.1) 9d = {235] + 0y(As(t, Dy) + Aua(t, Dy)) }d + As(t, Dy) Z diag(1, 9y)N;,
where :
1 0\ . .
Aaft) = w0 =) (5 ) = i e (o) — A (),

Ay (tv 77) = —illy (tv 77)_1142 (tv 77)H1 (ta 77) ) As (tv 77) =10 (tv 77)_1U1 (t)_l :
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To detect the dominant part of the equation, let us consider the rescaled solution
da(t,y) = Ad(N\*t, \y). Our aim is to find a self-similar profile do(¢,y) such that

(13.2) Mo (V21 Ay) = duc (1),
and that for any ¢; and 5 satisfying 0 < t; < ts < co and any R > 0,
(13.3) lim sup ||d,\(t,y) _doo(tay)”L?(\yKR) =0.

A0 ety ts]
If ([32) and [@33) hold, then letting A = t'/2 — oo, we have
tA1A(E, ) = doo (b )| g2y < vy =22 IAO, ) = doo (N, )| L2(y <am)
=[ldx(L,+) = doo (1, )l L2(y1<r) = 0.

To prove ([I3.3]), we need the upper bounds of d(¢) for k = 0, 1 that do not depend
on \>1.

(13.4)

Lemma 13.1. Let ¢ be as in Theorem[L 1l Then there exists a positive constants
C such that for any A > 1 and t € (0, 00),

(13.5) D lloFd(t )l e < Cet=CHEV 102 ()12 < CaXPt,
k=0,1
(13.6) 0:dr(t, )| =2 < C(E Y4 +173/)e.

Proof. Since M (c0) < e by (IL3), we have

> sup() A akd(#) |y + @)|0gd()]ly Se.
k=0,1 120
Thus we have
|05 dA(E, )z =MD FA(N*, )|y
SAERFD/2(] 4 324y~ /A < 4= @RHD/4e for | — 0, 1,

10201, ze £ A202A0% )y € A2+ N ~e S A2 e,

Thus we prove ([I3.5]).
Next we will show ([[3:6). Let N”(t,y) + d,N" (t,y) = diag(1,9,) S°_, Ni(t,y),

Ni(ty) = XN (Nt dy), - N (ty) = NN (Nt dy),
N7 5 (ni(ty) N/ 2 N7 ()2
t,y) =P ty) =\ At Ay) .
R =P () Rt = RO
Then (I3 can be rewritten as
Oed = {20;1 4 M9y (As(N’t,\"' D) + As(N*t, A"'Dy)) }dy

(13.7) _

+ As(Vt, A D){0,(Ny + NY) + NS}
By ([@3.7),
(13.8)

10edall -2 <2lldxllz2 + A As (X, A7 Dy)dallr-1 + M As(A, A7 Dy )da |l e
+ [ As (VP8 AT D) (N 4+ MYz + | A5 (AP A Dy NG | 12

Now we will estimate each term of the right hand side. By (Z.3]) and the fact that
w(n) =4+ O(n?), we have

(13.9) [As(\ XTI S AT
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Thus by (I33) and Plancherel’s theorem,
MAs (N8, XTI Dy)d -1 SATH )~ (Fyda) (8, m) e
SATH0y (e S AT e

Since || Au(t, Dy)lp(v) S [ 42(t: Dy)llpvy S e+, it follows from (IEF) and
the scaling argument that

M AT Dy)da (L, )|z =X2] Aa(A\2t, Dy)d (A2, )|y
(13.11) SNH2malX D) | d (X2 )|y

<)\t—1/4e—a(4>\2t+L)E < \L/4T/8 4

(13.10)

Following the proof of Lemma [l we have for ¢ > 0,
(1312) Wy S 07 Wy S 0702, IVl S 073

Nonlinear terms decay t~'/* times faster in (I3.12) than those in (Z.6) and (Z.12)
because Y and Y; have the same scaling as L?(R) and L'(R), respectively. By
@3.12),

INAl 2 = AN O ) lly S X214+ X074 S 178042,

||N)I\||L2 — )\5/2||Nl()\2t, )”Y S )\5/2(1 + )\2t)_3/2€2 5 )\_1/2t_3/2€2,

INZ Lz = X2 A (2, Yo N2 W28y 5/Ae2 < A A5,

Since supys [[4s(A*t, A" Dy) || p(r2) S 1, we have

(13.13) | As(N2t, AE Dy )Ny || 2 S t73/462,

(13.14) | As(A2 6, A Dy )NY 2 S AT,

(13.15) | As (A2t AL Dy NY |2 S ATY2173/262

Combining ([33) and ([38)-311), (3I3)-3.15), we obtain (I3.0). 0

By Lemma [[3.1] and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we have the following.

Corollary 13.2. There exist a sequence {A,}n>1 satisfying lim, . A, = 00 and
doo(t,y) such that

dy, (t,-) = doo(t,:) weakly star in L7S,((0,00); H'(R)),
8td)\n (tu ) — 0yd (ta ) wea’kly star in L?(?c((ou OO); H_2(R));
supt/4||dos ()| 12 < Ce,
>0
where C is a constant given in Lemma I3 1. Moreover, for any R > 0 and ty, to
with 0 < t1 <ty < 00,
lim sup ||d>\n (tv ) - dOO(ta ')||L2(|y|§R) =0.

MO0 e[ty ta]

Next we will show that do () is a self-similar solution to a system of Burgers
equations. To begin with, we will prove the following.

Lemma 13.3. Let doo(t) = (d4(t,y),d—(t,y)). Then fort >0 andy € R,
{ Opdy =202d, +49,(d3),

13.16
( ) Opd_ =20,d_ — 40,(d_)?,
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and

(13.17) 1&8/ doo (t,y)h(y) dy = V21 (F,d)(0,0)R(0) for any h € H*(R),
R

where

d(t,y) =d(t,y) + /too As(s,Dy)N"(s,y) ds.

Proof. Let dy(t,y) = Ad(At, \2y). The limiting profile of d(¢) and dy(t) as A — oo
are the same for every ¢ > 0. Indeed, it follows from (I3.15) that

lda(t, ) = da(t, )l e S/t [45(\2s, A7 Dy )NK (5, )| ds

(13.18) o
5)\—1/2/ F3/2 gr < A—1/24-1/2
t
By ([I3.7),
(13.19) Opdy =202dy + A9y {(A3(\2t, A1 D) + As(N*t, A1 D)) by

+ 8, A5(\t, A\"1D, ) (N + NY),

and we have supy> [|0cda(t, )| g-2 < Y4+ ¢77/3 from (35), (310), (31D,
@313), (3I4) and (I319). Thus fort > s > 0 and h € H?(R),

/&A(t,y)h(y) dy—/&x(s,y)h(y)dy
R R

where C' is a constant independent of A. Passing to the limit as s | 0 in the above,
we obtain for ¢t > 0,

/&A(t,y)h(y) dy — / d(0,y)h(y) dy‘ < (3 118,
R R

Since d(0,-) € Y3 by the definition and |N'(7,-)|ly, < (7)7%/%, we have

< O{(t—)** +(t - )%},

(13.20)

d1(0.9) = d(0.9) + [ A(r DN (ry)dr € Vi,
0
and it follows from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem that
/R&A(O, Y)h(y) dy = /R(fy&l)((), A7) (Fy th) () dip = V/2m(Fyda) (0, 0)2(0)

as A — oo for any h € H'(R). Letting A = )\, and passing to the limit as n — oo
in (I3:20), we see that (I317) follows from Corollary 3.2l
Next, we will show (I316). By Corollary I32land ([I311),

(13.21) Ody, —202dx, — 9ydeo — 202dos -
By (3:10), (I311) and (I3.14),
(13.22) M (As(A2t, A\, " Dy) + Ag(A2t, A, DY)y, + As(At, AT Dy)NY =0,
as n — oo in D'((0,00) x R). N
Now we investigate the limit of Ay. Let

da(t,y) = (Eﬁig Zi) '
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By the definition of d(¢),

xy (1, -

Since |Uy (t) — I| < e~ 2(+1) and

(13.23) ‘(41')_11_[*()\_177) - (% _21) ‘ < A nquadfor A > 1,
we have

A b()‘2ta A) + 8 8 64)\t8yd+,>\(t7 )
(13.24) zy (N, \) 4 —4) \eMd_ (1)) ||,

5(}\—1 + e—4a)\2t)||d>\(t)||Hl < ()\—1 +e—4a>\2t)(t—1/4 +t_3/4).
Recall that (ny,n2) = (6bxy, 2(¢ — b) + 3(x,)?). Since ||[ny(t)||pr + ||n2llzr S t712,
INA = A2 (n1, no) (A%, A) | g
(13.25) =) ™ (Fyna, Fynz) N X 0) |2 (g1 > 2m0)
SA2(Ina (28, ) + [lna (W, -)[10) S (A6) 712
Combining (I325) with (I3:24]), we have

A2 (P2t 2 = 12{( 00y 0)? = (e Nvd- 0% |
(13.26) . H-
SO+ i),

where C(t) is a monotone decreasing function of ¢. Claim [D.6 implies

. 1=
]b— ¢ =P S IbllE<llbllze < [1dlIZ20ydl 2
Y
whence
1~
d (b — gP1<b2>) Wty S A2 )10,dx e S AT
Y

We can obtain A2 H(I—]51)b2(/\2t,)\y)HEF1 < (A)7'/2 in the same as (I3.25).
Combining the above with (I3:24) and (I3.25]), we have
||)\2(ﬁ1n2)()\2t, /\) _ 2{(64)\tayd+1)\)2 _ 4(64>\tayd+1)\)(6_4)\taydfy)\)
+ (6_4>\tayd_))\)2}H < Cl(t)()\_l/2 + 6_4a)‘2t),

H-1 ~
where C’(t) is a monotone decreasing function of ¢. Since

1/1 2
: —1,\—1
it follows from (I3:20) and (I3:27) that
(13.29)

HA5(>\2t, AID N, — 2 <

(13.27)

(13.28) <A for A>1,

2di,>\ _ 2d+y,\(e_8’\t8yd_,,\) _ (6_8)‘tayd_)>\)2>
(68)\t8yd+1>\)2 4 2(68>‘tayd+1)\)d,1)\ _ 2d2,))\

-
SO 4 eheX),

where C(t) is a monotone decreasing function of ¢.
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Next, we will show that et M9 d, ) locally tends to 0 around y = +4\t. Let
a>0and (4 (y) =1 ttanhay. Then we have 0 < (4 (y) <2,0 < £, (y) < a and
0 < |¢%(y)/Ch(y)] < 2a for y € R. By ([I3.7D),

2dt/<+ (y — 8)\t)d+ N dy+4)\/C+ (y — 8)‘t)d+ At y)dy

/c Y — SNy )%ty dy—2/<+ Y — SN)(@ydy 0)*(ty) dy + V,
where
V =2+ a)M[ A5 (N, A7 Dy )da (1) | 2 | da(t) ]|

+(2+ )M As(\, A7 Dyda (1)) 2l (8) ] e

+ (24 @)l da(®)][ a1 | As (A2, A7 Dy ) (N () + N (1)) 2

+2[|da(®) ] 22| As(A*8, AT Dy NA(B) [ 2 -
Using Lemma [I31] and (I39]), we have
(13.30) MAs(A2t, A7ED,)da ()] L2 S ATV
By Lemma [3] (I311), (I313)—(I319) and [@3.30),

V SANTYATS 7y 7

If « is sufficiently small, it follows that

d
T / Cr(y — 8)\75)6&,)\(757 y) dy + 4)\/ ¢y — 8)\75)0&,)\(757 y) dy
R R

SCATMARTE 79 Ot +479/7),,

(13.31)

where C'is a positive constant independent of t > Oand A > 1. Let 0 < t; < t3 < o0.
Integrating (I33T1]) over [t1, t2], we obtain

(13.32) 0< /:2 /Rg;(y — 8At)d3 \(t,y) dydt < C(ty,ta) A7,
1
where C(t1,t2) is a constant independent of A > 1. We can prove
(13.33) 0<— /t2 /Rc’_ (y+ 8At)d> \(t,y) dydt < C(ty, t2)A"",
(31
in exactly the same way. By (I3:32) and (I333),
/\li_)rrgo ||di,/\||L2([t1,t2]xB§) =0

for any R > 0, where B = {y € R | |y F 8\t| < R}. Combining the above

with Corollary 321 (I371), (I321), (13:22) and ([I3.:29), we see that d. satisfies
(I314). O

Now we are in position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L3. By Corollary I3.2,
||ay(d?|:)(ta ')HH*2 S ||doo(t7 )”%2 S t_1/2 ,
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whence 9y (d+(t)?) € L}, .((0,00); H (R)) Combining the above with (I316]) and
@317), we have d(t) € C([0,00); H~2(R)) and
t

(13.34) di(t) = L Hoy i4/ 2=, (d(s)?) ds,
0

where (ci,c_) = V27 (F,d1)(0,0). If we choose m+ € (—2v/2,2+/2) so that

1 2\/§:l:m:|:
ugp(t,y)dy = =log| ———— | = c4+,

then u%(t) is also a solution to (I3.34) satisfying supoo /4 ug ()] < e Let
lullw = sup,~ /4 |u(t, I z2r)- Since ||8y62t8y||B(L1;L2) St

t
—s 2
I = wlw <asupe/t [ 10,609 mua o) s (5 = (o) 12
0

t
Sl llw + llugllw)llds - UEIIWW“/O (t—s)"**s7/2ds
Sellds —uplw .

Thus we have d(t,y) = ug(t,y) for small ¢ and (I3:3) follows from the unique-
ness of the limiting profile doo(t,y) = (d+(t,y),d—(¢,y)). Obviously do(t,y) =
(uf(t,y),up(t,y)) satisfies (I3.2). Now Theorem [[J follows immediately from
([I33), @324) and the definition of b(t,y). Thus we complete the proof. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [6.1]
To prove Lemma [6.1] we need the following.

Claim A.1. Let ¢ () = csech?(\/¢/2z), ¢ = @2 and 8% = 0% ¢c|e=z for k € N.
Then
16

(A1) /ch(x)dxzél, /Rgp(x)2dx= 3
a2 [v@osa == [ ([ o) -2,

oo

/
e
o Jo([ o=t [ (] i) -}
/</ Oeple )(/ ‘W(Z)d'z) =g 5.
ao) [ ([ orarae) ([ oreton) =55 - -

Proof. Eq. (AJ) can be obtained by using the change of variable s = tanh z. Since

(A7) pe(@) = Se(V/ef21),
[evugin =55 (5)" s [ 0o =2
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Using (A7), we have
T )+ o) = Loy 4 X
Oepla) = 7¢'(2) + 59(z) = 7 (29) + 70,

Pp(z) = L' () + S/ () = (e +20) — 1o,

(A-8) 16 16 16
v xp tanhzF1 / 9 220 + o  tanhx —1
Oep=—"F+ —, dip = — .
/ioo et 0¥ 6 8

By (A.8) and the fact that ¢ is even,

AL S04

R —o00

By (A.8),

x

/ (/ 8cg0(z)dz> ( 8cw(z)dz> dx
R x —0o0
1 [z 1 2
{Z - (Zso—i— §tanhx) } dz
1 2 1 3 1 2 4
=— | sech”z — 3 xsech” x sinh x — 1 x“ sech™ zdx

4
1 2_6
2—1/x2sech4xdx:—7r?’6

I
N

Here use the fact that [[* =5 do = ”—2 We have ([AZ6) in the same way.

Now we are in position to prove Lemma

Proof of Lemmal[61. By Claims[ATland 1]

G'l :/El(pc(z)dz
R

:3551/1//903 — (et — 6cy$y) cOctpe

+3ny/90c/ Ocpe + 3( Cy /@c/
2

=161y, (2> —2(ct — 6eyxy) (§>1/2 + 6cyy — %(cy)Q (E) )
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and

(5)73/2 Gy = /Rzl (/; Bccpc(z)dz) dz
~(on 2030, [ ([ o)
+ 3$yy/<pc (/; Bcsoc> — (e — 60ywy)/3cs0c (/_; Bccpc>
s ([0 ([ ) o ([ ) (] )

e 1/2 1 ey —1 o —3/2
=—2(xy — 2¢— 3(xy)2) (5) + 6xyy — §(ct — 6cyzy) (§> + picyy (—)

2
fanle)? (5)77

APPENDIX B. OPERATOR NORMS OF S} AND Cj,

Claim B.1. There exist positive constants n1 and C such that for n € (0,m],
JjE€Zso, k=1,2 and f € L*(R),

(B.1) 107 Sklae) (F)(&, )y < Clle* a2l 2|95 Pi f |1y
(B.2) 185Sklae] ()t )lva < Clle*qall 21l Py fllva
(B.3) [0, Stla]] = 0.

Proof. Since the Fourier transform of Si f can be written as

(B.4) FASLINE) = L7 [ doa()5 o).

we have [0y, St] = iF, [, Fy(SLf)(t,n)] = 0. Since
o [ g G| £ e
n€[—n0,m0]

by Claim 211 we see that (BI) and (B.2) follow immediately from (B4) and (B.3).
O

Claim B.2. There exist positive constants 1, 6 and C such that if n € (0,1m1] and
M (T) <4, then for k=1, 2,t € [0,T] and f € L*(R),

(B:5)  [IS{lge (Nt )l <€ sup ([le®qellzz + [[e**Oegellz2) el [I Il 22
c€[2—46,2+49)

10, S2(g) () (¢, ) v,
B6) <3 sup (e 0iqclpeylly 11z + I@lly 19y fllzz)
im1.2 CE[2—68,2+7]

B7)  ISHal(NE )y <C Y suwp 5 le™*0egell 2|l oo 1 1] 2

0<i<2 CE2—0.2+

(B.8) 110y, SElgell f (8, )l <C Y- sup (e 0%gellrlleyllv |l £ 2 -
0<i<3 c€[2—6,2+3]
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Proof. By the definition of g;,,

/ gia(zm, €)dz
R

sup  sup < osup o ([le®qellz + e 0eqell L) -
c€[2—6,246] [n|<no c€[2-4,2+44]
Since
2 _ —iyn ~ 1[_7707770] (77) *
Fy(Silacl H)(t,n) = [ dye™" f(y)e(t,y)——==— [ dzgjq(z,n,c(t,y)) .
V2T
we have

1SElael (1) ()l

||]:y(S13 [QC] (f))(t’ 77) HLO"[—WUWU]

sup (1 gelluz + 16 0eell2) / £ )t y)] dy
c€[2—46,2+9)

S osup (e qellzz + lle®*OeqellL2) 1l 2 llelly -
c€[2—46,2+9)

Next, we will prove (B1). Let

A

1 Mo B i
Stlac(f)(ty) = %/ L F1)e(t y1)gia (=, 2)e W=vngy, dzdn
—no /R

1 7o B i
5132 [qc](f)(t7 y) = % / f(yl)c(tv y1)2924 (27 m, C(t, yl))e (y yl)ndyledn )
—no R2

where
— 922(27777 C) - 922(27777 2)
c—2 '

Then S?[q.] = S% [qe] + S3lgc] and we can prove

ISt lael &)y S D sup (e 0igellzlldll < fllz2
0Si§266[275,2+5]

924(27 m, C)

(B.9) |
ISFalaclf ()l S Y- sup e OkgclzllelZallf N e s
0<i<2 c€[2—6,244]

in exactly the same way as (B and (B.). Since
ISElacl £t )y < ISR lacl £, )y + ISR lael £t )va
(B follows from (B3).

Now we will show (B.8)). Noting that

£10, stlad] D) =220 [ e, epemay [ D,

1[*7707770] (77)

Fy([0y . SEalac]] H)t.n) = N

f )9y (E(t, )95 (z,m, c(t, y)))
Rz
x e~ dzdy,

we can prove (B.8)) in the same way as (B.5). Eq. (B.f) immediately follows from
(B.5) and (B.S). Thus we complete the proof. O

Next we will estimate the operator norm of S3[p](f).
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Claim B.3. There exist positive constants 1 and C such that for no € (0,m],
k=1,2,t>0 and f € L*(R),

(B.10) 1SRRI v < Cem @D [e®p|l 2| Py f v

(B.11) ISRPI(A) (& lva < Ce™ @ e®p| L | Puf v, -
Moreover,

(B.12) 9y, Shpl] = 0.

Proof. The Fourier transform of S} f is

B3 FASENED = L I ) [ ple a8+ D .
By Claim 2]

<e L) ||ea7p (4 )Ilm‘s‘up le™%gr(z,m)| L2
n|<no

Sem D e p(z)]|

Combining (BI3) and (B:14), we immediately have (B.I0) and (BI1). Eq. m

clearly follows from the definition of S}. Thus we complete the proof.

(B.14) ‘/p(2+4t+L)Mdz

Claim B.4. There exist positive constants 1, 6 and C such that if ng € (0,m1] and
M (T) <6, then fork=1,2,t€[0,T] and f € L?,

(B.15) ISKPI(A(E )lve < Cem D lep]l pallel|y |1 f ) 2
(B.16) 110y, Skalll £ (8, )iy < Cem D epl| ey |y | fll -
Proof. Since

Fy(Sklpl())(tm)

1—po.m01 () . T i
== | Tty + 4+ Lgia (e et y)e " dzdy
R
we have
ISE I vy SUFlzelilloe P leplz sup e gl (z,m,0)|z2
c€[2—46,2+6],
n€[=70:70]

Sem D f e @)y
Noting that
[8y78k2 27T / f yl Z+4t+ L)ay1{c(t7y1)g]:3(zanvC(tayl))}
xei(yfyl)”dyldzdn ,
we can prove (B0) in the same way as (BI5). Thus we complete the proof. [

Claim B.5. There exist positive constants 1, 6 and C such that if ng € (0,m] and
M;(T) < 4, then for k=1, 2 and t € [0,T],

ISR fllva + 188 llva < Cllot, ix I fllre -
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Proof. Using the Schwarz inequality, we have

1 E—
15871y, = sup —— / olt, 2 9) [ (9)Fngi oot oL g))e ¥ dzdy
V2T | JR2

[n1<n0o

S sup le= 095 (z,m, )| L2 [lv(®)] x| /] 22 -
c€[2—6,2+4], n€[—n0,Mo]

Since ||e~**0, g (2,1, ¢)||L2 is bounded for ¢ € (1,3) and 5 € [~no, 0], we have
IS8 £y S lo(t, ixIfllze -
We can estimate S} in exactly the same way. Thus we complete the proof. O

Next, we will estimate operator norms of Cr (k=1,2).

Claim B.6. There exist positive constants 6 and C' such that if sup,cjo py |6(t) |y <
d, then for k=1, 2 and t € [0,T],

ICkflly < ClléllzIPLfly
ICkfllvi < Cliely | Puflly -

Proof. Since ||¢||L~ < ||¢lly by Remark BT] it follows that |¢? — 4] < (2 + O(8))]é].
Thus we have

1 - } -
ICuflly <5 ll® =4 1P fllz S el Puflly

1 -
c :—H]-' 2 _4) « F(P H
Gl =5 |7 (=)= FPA L
Sl = 4| 1P fllee S ey 1Pflly -

We can estimate Cy in exactly the same way. Thus we complete the proof. ([

Claim B.7. There exist positive constants 6 and C such that if sup,c(o 1y [|6(t)[ly <
d, then for k=1, 2 and t € [0,T],

10y, Cel flly < Clleyllell fllz2
[0y, Cel flly: < Clleylly I f1z2 -

Proof. Since [0,,C1] = ﬁlccyﬁl,

110y, Calflly S Neyllzell fllz2

10,1 Calllvs = || (eey) « F(PLA)| S llewlly 1P fly
*°([=n0,m0])

We can prove the estimate for [0y,Cs] in the same way. Thus we complete the
proof. O
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APPENDIX C. PROOF OF CLAIMS [T.T], AND [6.3]
Proof of Claims and 6.3 Claims [BIHB3l and imply that for s € [0, 77,

ISl Bvy SISilBe I+ C2) By

Nl
(C.1) <SS (ISHOeelllsevy + I1SELAIBr) S 1,
k=1,2

1521l Bv,va) SIS2llBev,vn l(1+C2) " Hsv)

(C.2) SN (I1S10eeelllsvy + 1SRl B(v))
k=1,2

Sllely S My (T)(s)"1*,

183l 50y S Y ISR IIlBey S e @),
k=1,2

[ER RS Z 15210 Bevay S e *@s+D)
k=12

(C.3)

By Claims [B.4] and (.11
1Sillsvrn S D2 (ISERIV/2e = D) lseys + ISHVI 2 )

k=1,2
+ 3 st stwnive-van)|,
k=1,2 .
(ISE N By + IS MmNl
k 1,2

+ > (ISkll e + ISK N ey llel ) -
k=1,2

Thus we have

(C4) 1S4l v,y S Ma(T)(s)~H 1o+

By Claims [B.5] and B.1]

(C.5) 1S5lavy) S Y (ISR Beviva) + 158 Bvan)) S Ma(T)(s) =%/
k=1,2

Obviously,

(C.6) 10yl Byvy + 19yl B(YL) S M0 -

By (615), (6.117), (CI)-(CH) and the fact that Y; C Y,

IBs — Billpey <lICillaery + 78 Y ISilsan + Y ISilsr)
j=1,2 j=3.4,5

<M (T) + Mo (T) 4 72 + e oL

Since B is invertible, we see that |[B; | p(y) is bounded for ¢ € [0,7] if | B3 —
Bi|| p(yy remains small on [0,7]. We can prove the boundedness of || B3 4 B(vy) in
the same way. This completes the proof of Claim
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Using Claims [B1] and [B:3] we can prove

(C.7) 1Sul By + 155y S 1,
(C.S) ||53||B(y) + ||53||B(y1) S e_a(4t+L) fort >0,
in the same way as (CI) and (C3)). Claim immediately follows from (C.0]),
(C) and (C.8). Thus we complete the proof. O
Proof of Claim[71] In view of (6.15]),
[ava?)] = [ayagl] + Z 65[81/7 SJ] - [alﬁgj]’
j=1,2 j=3,4,5

Now we will estimate each term of the right hand side. By Claim [B.7 and the
definition of Cy,

(C.9) 110y, Cilll Bevyay S Mu(T)(s)™3/* for k=1, 2 and s € [0, T].
Since [9,, 5] = 0 by ([B3), we have [9,,51] = 5,[Ca,8,](1 + C2)~*. Thus by
Claim 6.1 (CJ)) and (C9),

110y S1lll Bevve) SISt B IC2: Byl oy (1 + C2) Ml mv)

(C.10) <M, (T)(s)"3/* for s € [0, T].

Applying Claims 6T, B2 B.7 and (C2) to (9, Sa] = {[0y, Sa] + S[Ca, 0, ]}(I +
Co)~1, we obtain

10y, Salll Bvvy S 11y, SellBviva) + 19l Bev v 1[0y Coll (v

< S (00 5200 | ywny + 1100 ST | vy )
(C.11) k=1,2

+ 1182l Beviy 118y, Colll vy
Slleylly + élly lley = S My(T)(s)™**  for s € [0, .
Since [9,, 53] = 0 by (BI2), we have [8,, 53] = S3[Ca,d,](I + Ca)~'. Hence it
follows from Claims 6.1 B3] (C.3) and (C.9) that
(C.12) 110y: S3ll Bevvy S 183l By lleyly S Ma(T){s) =/ tem 2+ 0),
By (C4), (C3H) and (C6), we have for s € [0,T],

(C.13) 110y: SalllBvyay S oM (T) ()™ Aem ettt E),
(C.14) 110y, Ss1ll Bov,vay S moMa(T)(s) =%/
Combining (C9)-(CI4), we obtain Claim [Z.Il Thus we complete the proof. [

ApPPENDIX D. ESTIMATES OF R

Claim D.1. There exist positive constants § and C such that if My (T) < §, then
fort e [0,T],

IRR(, vy < CMAU(T* (O, 19, RR(E vy < CML(T)*(t) >
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Proof. By Claims [B] and (£2),
1R lvs Slelly Qe lly + legyly) + lleylI3 (1 + 1ll2)
<ML (T)2(s)
We can estimate ||0, Rz ||y, in the same way. Thus we complete the proof. O

Claim D.2. There exist positive constants § and C such that if My (T) < 6§, then
fort € 10,7, |R}(t,)|ly, < C{t)~V/2e-aW+LM, (T)2,

Proof. We decompose R3 into three terms. Let

kl % / / {8 1Z)c(t,m ) 3ny t y Y1 / 8c¢c(t,ul (Zl)dzl}
o R2

X gk(z n,c(t,y1))e iy=y)n dy1dzdn

/ { (b y1)0" (2 + 4 + L) — 3cyy (t,91) / w<zl>dzl}
277 R2 2+4t+L
ng(z,n) W=v)n dy, dzd,

——/ {8 1/12ty1)) +33yy1/’cty1 + 3ey(t, y1) / 0z 1/’c(t,m)}

X g (2, et 1) dy dzdy

and
=— _/ / 2¢(t,y1) — 2 — é(t, yl)) Y(z 44t + L)@ty (2)
Rz
x 0:95(z,m, c(t,y1))e’ (y=y1) Tdzdydn

— —/ / (t,y1) ¢(2+4t+L)gk5(z n,e(t,y1))e i(y— yl)"dzdydn,

where gis (2,7, ¢)" = {e(2)0:97 (2,1, ) = p(2)0:9;,(,m)} /& Then RY = 377, RY,;
Let us estimate R}, by using ClaimsB3land[B4l Since v.(z) = (2v/2¢—2)y (2 +
4t + L), we have

RS, =S3[y"] (2\/% —4- e) + SA[y"] (2\/2_ - 4)
+ 3830710 (((2/0)2 = ey ) + 38400501 ((2/0) %y )

Riy = = 24(Si + Sp) () [(Ve = V2)%) = 6V2(SE + Sp)[)((Ve = V2)ayy)

— 32 (51 4 S0 (e, ).

Since 2v/2¢—4 = ¢+ O(&2) and (2/¢)Y/2 —1 = O() and P, L' C Y3, it follows from
Claim [B.3] that

ISE2VE 4~ D)y, S e D]
| vastioztu (2/0)2 = vew ), < e elvlienly
By Claim [B:4]
IS 1VE - VB, + SO e e )y Se D el (el + el
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Thus we prove ||R}, |lv; < e D)1y (||é]ly + [leyylly)- Similarly, we have
IR Iva S e @I (@l + lly gy lly + leyllF) s Risllv S e @R
Thus we complete the proof. (I

Claim D.3. There exists a positive constant C such that
[|AL ®)lBey) + ||¢Z1(t)||3(yl) < Ce " MHE)  for every t >0 and L > 0.
Proof. In view of ([6.1),

ar(t, Dy)e =S[¥"](¢) + 3SE[07 ¥ (cyy)
—6F," {/ @(2)0(2 + 4t + L)8,g; (2, m)dz(F,é) (¢, n)} .
Hence it follows from Claim [B:3]and (BI4) that
lan(ts D)l pevy + lant, Dyl sy S e .
Thus we complete the proof of Claim [D.3l O
Claim D.4. There exist positive constants C' and Lg such that if L > Lg, then
A1) By) < Ce™*WHL) for every t > 0.

Proof. Since Bj is invertible and ||§3||B(y) S km12 1S3l Bovy S emo(4t+L) e
have Claim [D.4 O

Claim D.5. Suppose a € (0,1) and My(T') < § If § is sufficiently small, then there
exists a positive constant C' such that

(D.1) IRE®) ]y, < C(M:(T) + My (T))Ma(T)(t) 3%,
(D.2) | Ry(t)|ly, < CMy(T)Ma(T)(t)~,

(D.3) [RE|ly, < Cem D) ()M (T)Mia(T)

(D.4) IRL()]ly < CMy(T)M(T)(t) =5/, .

Proof. By Lemma 22 and (5.3), we can rewrite I1} as II} = inlI}, + 11}, + 11},
where

II/%I (tv 77) = _6 /]R Cy (tv y)hlk(ta Y, n)eiiyndly 9

II/%2 (tv 77) = 3 /]R ny(ta y)hlk(tv Y, n)eiiyndly 9

II]%B (tv 77) = 3 /R(Cy (tv y))2h2k (tv Y, n)eiiyndly )

h]k(tayvn) = / U(t727y) (/ aggZ(Zl7nﬂc(t7y))dzl> dz for j = 17 2.
R —o0

First, we will estimate II}(¢,-). Since

z
/ g (21,7, )z

— 00

sup
—no<n<no,2—0<c<2+48

< o0,
L?

there exists a positive constant C' such that

sup |hjk(t,y,n)| < Clle**v(t, z,y)||L2 for any y € R and ¢ > 0.
no<n<no ?
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Thus by the Schwarz inequality,

1/2
11Ty (8 ) L3 (—nomoy <lley(@®)]ly sup (/ |h1k(t,y777)|2dy)
(D5) ! 7 (=mo,m0) Y nE€[—mn0,m0] R

Slley @y [lo(@)]x -
We can prove
(D.6) L) e o] S lewally ot lLx
(D.7) I T (6 2 (—me] S Nyl ey llo(t,ix

in exactly the same way.
Next, we will estimate 117 and II?. Since

(D.8) sup le™**gi(z,m,¢)|| L2 < 00,
c€[2—6,2+6] ,n€[—n0,M0]
(D.9) sup (lle™*gillLz + lle™** 0295l L2 + lle™*egillL2) < o0,
c€[2—6,246] , n€[—mn0,m0]
we have
IR\ Lo {=nouo] =3 sup / u(t, 2,9)%0.95(z,m, c(t, y))e~ V" dzdy
n€[—no,mo] I/R?
Sllvll%k sup e gx(z,m,¢)|| L
c€[2—6,2+6] ,n€[—n0,M0]
Sllvll% -
and
VT e o) S Mol gl s IR S 1T e ) S ol

Combining the above, we have

IRe)lv, S sup (L (t,m)| + LIZ (¢, )| + |13, (£, m)])
—no<n<no

Sllot, )lx (ley @y + lleyy Oy + lley (017
+ llzyylly) + ot )%,
which implies (D).
By the Schwarz inequality and (81T,

/ ot 2, 9) et Do S B))e W ddy
R2

IRy S sup
[n]<n0o

o) x el x sup lle=*%gi(z,m, ¢)|| L=
c€[2—6,2+6] ,n€[—n0,m0]

Sem WD E(t)]] 2 ey o (8)]x -

Finally, we will estimate ||R}|ly. Let
1T, :6/ v(t, 2z, y)ay(t,y)gi (2, n)e™ " dzdy
R2

—6var / Fy (@t Yot 2, ) (0)gi (22 m) d

II,?22 = 6/]Rz v(t, z,y)zy (t,y)E(t, y)grs (2, m, c(t, y))e_iy" dzdy .
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Then I}, = IT},, + I1},,. By the Schwarz inequality,

1/2
V] <o gt (eom)l 2z ( [ 17 @t gote. ) P dz) .

By (D.9) and Plancherel’s theorem,

1/2
ITLo1 || 221 =n0imo) S (/_7:0 /R | Fy (24 (L, e u(t, 2, ) ()] dzd77> /
Sllay (o)l -
Since [|zy |1 S |2yl % |2yy [/ S Ma(T)(t)1/2, we have
11139 | 2o o) S M (T)Mia(T))(8) /%,
By the Schwarz inequality,

1 Tiaa | Lo nono) SV x [l (1)) 22 sup le™**grs(z:m, ¢)| 2
n€[—no,m0] , c€[2—8,2+4]

Slo® | x 180 | o |2y (Oly S M (T)*Ma(T)() /2.
Combining the above, we have for ¢ € [0,T],
IRy S I Ll 210 mo) + 11 T2 | Low [0 mo) S M (T)M2(T) () /4.
Thus we complete the proof. ([
To estimate RZ, we need the following.

Claim D.6. There exzist positive constants § and C such that if sup,cjo 7y [|6(t) |y <
d, then for t € [0,T],

(D.10) 1b—élly < Clléellc<lélly, [b—élly, <Clél,
(D.11) [by — ¢ylly < Clléll=leylly s by — ¢yllva < Cllélly[leylly,
(D.12) [be — cilly < Cle]|eelet]ly
(D.13) [byy — cyylly < Clell=lleyylly + lleyll=lleylly)
(D.14) ”buu - ny”Yl < C(HEHY”CWHY + ||Cy||%/)a
c\3/2 3 ~ 5
(D.15) (—) —1—-bll < Cller=lelly,
2 4,2
1~
(D.16) Hb —é— =P & <Cléi<lély -
8 Y
Proof. By (6.12),

4~ c\3/2 3.
"‘C—gpl{@ ‘1‘10}7
by — ¢y = Pi{(c/2)Y? = 1}e,, b —co = Pi{(c/2)"? —1}er,

- 1~ B
byy — cyy = Pl{(c/2)1/2 —1l}eyy + ZPI (c/2) 1/2(%)2 .

Using the fact that (¢/2)%/2—1—3¢/4—3%/32 = O(¢%), we can prove (D.10)(D.14)
and (D.I6]) in the same way as the proof of Claim
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Finally, we will show (DI5). Let Py =1 — P,. Since P»¢é = 0 and

(51 2n{E" i}
@] Jr {2

Thus we complete the proof. ([

we have

< llells
L2

L2

Claim D.7. There exist positive constants § and C such that if sup,c(o 1y [|E(t)[ly <
d, then for t € [0,T],

(D7) [PLR](s)lly, < CMy(T)*(s)™"/*, |[PLRL(s)[ly; < CMy(T)%(s)™",
(D.18) [[PLR](s)[ly < CM(T)*(s)™*2, | PLR](s)lly < CMy(T)*(s)"/*,
(D.19) [Py Ry(s)lly, < CM(T)*(s) /", || PLayRy(s)]ly < CM(T)*(s)~%/2.
Proof. In view of ([6.14) and (£2),

c\3/2 b
(5) 17 L

+ Hbyy - ny”Yl + (Hby - Cy”Y + ||é||L°°||Cy||Y)||$y||Y + HCyH%v

PR Iy, Sllagylly

||P1R;||Y1 N HE”Yquu”Y + ”CUHYqu”Y + ”buu - ny”Yl + Hcy”% .

Combining the above with Claim [D.6] we have (D.1T7). We can obtain (D.I8]) and
(DI19) in the same way. Thus we complete the proof. O

APPENDIX E. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS IN EXPONENTIALLY WEIGHTED SPACE

The L? well-posedness of the KP-II equation around line solitons has been proved
by Molinet, Saut and Tzvetkov ([29]) by using Bourgain’s norm. In this section,
we will explain well-posedness for exponentially localized initial data around a line
soliton.

Let u(t,z,y) = p(x — 4t) + 0(t,x — 4t,y) be a solution to (ZI)). Then

(E.1) Oyt = L — 30,(0°) .

Proposition E.1. Suppose a > 0 and vy € X N L*(R?). If 5(0) = vy, then there
exists a unique solution of (EJ) such that for any T > 0,

(E.2) 5eL>0,T:X)N Xr,

where Xt is the auziliary Banach space used in Theorem 1.1 of [29]. If vo € H'(R?)
in addition, then v(t) € C([0,00); X).

Remark E.1. The Banach space X7 is continuously imbedded into C([0, T']; L?(R?)).
Moreover [29, Lemma 4.1] tells us that

(E.3) o(t) € C([0,T); L*(R?)) N L*(0, T; L*(R?)),
and that 9(t) € C([0,T); H*(R?)) if 9(0) € H*(R?) for an s > 0.
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Proof of Proposition[E1l To prove ©(t) € L*>(0,T; X) for any T > 0, we will use
the virial identity for the KP-II equation ([6]). Let a > 0, p(z) = 1 + tanh az and
pn(z) = €*"p(z — n) for n € N. Suppose vy € H3(R?) N X and 9, 'vg € H%(R?).
Then by [29], we have §(¢) € C([0,00); H3) and 9, 1vy € C([0, 00); H?). Multiplying
(E) by 2p,(z)v(t, z,y) and integrating the resulting equation over R?, we have
d

% / pn(2)0(t, z, y)2 dzdy + / Pl (x) {3(3117)2 + 3(8;18y17)2 — 4173} dxzdy
R R2

dt Jpe
:3/ {Ph(x)p(x) — pn(x)e’ (x)} 0(t, x, y)2 dzxdy .
]R2

By Claim 5.1 in [26],

1/2 1/2
/ p;<w>@3dwdy’scl ( / ﬁdedy) ( / p;<x)s<a)dxdy> ,
R2 R2 R2

where (] is a constant independent of n € N. Hence there exists a positive constant
C such that for every n € N,

[ patarittagP dsdy+2 [ [ 50 {0,002 + (0:10,0} (5.2, ) dedyds
R2 0 R2

t
< / po(@)vo (2, y)? dedy + C / 15(5)]12 ds.
R2 0

By approximating a solution #(t) of (EI) with §(0) = vy € X N L*(R?) by a
sequence solutions {9 (¢)} of (EJ) satisfying

o:(0) € H3(R?), 09, '9,(0) € H*(R?), Jim [0 (0) — vol| p2re)y =0,
we have for any vy € L*(R?),
[ pa@aten, 0 iy < [ puteynte. ) dody 40 [ 1o ds
Passing to the limit n — oo, we obtain
¢
(E4) P15 < llvoll% + C/O 15(s)|[72 ds -

Since sup;e(o, 7y |0()]| L2(r2) < oo for any T' > 0, we have (E.2)).
Suppose vy € H'(R?) N X. Then we have (E2) and 9(¢) € C(R; H*(R?)). By
the variation of constants formula,

¢ ¢
o(t) = eFouy — 6/ e(t=9L09, (pi(s)) ds — 6/ e(t=9)L05(5)0,0(s) ds .

0 0
Since [|e**0(s)0,0(s)||Lr < [|0(s)||x [|0(s)|| a1 (r2), we have ©(t) € C([0,00); X) by
using (3.6) and (3.I0) in Lemma B4l Thus we complete the proof. O
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