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DYNAMICS OF COMPLEX-VALUED MODIFIED KDV
SOLITONS WITH APPLICATIONS TO THE STABILITY OF
BREATHERS

MIGUEL A. ALEJO AND CLAUDIO MUNOZ

ABSTRACT. We study the long-time dynamics of complex-valued modified
Korteweg-de Vries (mKdV) solitons, which are recognized because they blow-
up in finite time. We establish stability properties at the H! level of regularity,
uniformly away from each blow-up point. These new properties are used to
prove that mKdV breathers are H! stable, improving our previous result [4],
where we only proved H? stability. The main new ingredient of the proof is
the use of a Backlund transformation which relates the behavior of breathers,
complex-valued solitons and small real-valued solutions of the mKdV equation.
We also prove that negative energy breathers are asymptotically stable. Since
we do not use any method relying on the Inverse Scattering Transform, our
proof works even under L2?(R) perturbations, provided a corresponding local
well-posedness theory is available.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the modified Korteweg-de Vries (mKdV) equation on the real line
ut + (Uge + ug)x =0, (1.1)

where u = u(t, ) is a complex-valued function, and (¢, z) € R%. Note that (1)) is
not U(1)-invariant. In the case of real-valued initial data, the associated Cauchy
problem for (L)) is globally well-posed for initial data in H*(R), for any s > 1,
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2 Stability of breathers

see Kenig-Ponce-Vega [23], and Colliander, Keel, Staffilani, Takaoka and Tao ﬂl’ﬂh
Additionally, the (real-valued) flow map is not uniformly continuous if s < 1 [24]
In order to prove this last result, Kenig, Ponce and Vega considered a very particular
class of solutions of (1)) called breathers, discovered by Wadati in [38].

Definition 1.1 (See e.g. [38,25]). Let o, 8 > 0 and x1, 22 € R be fized parameters.
The mKdV breather is a smooth solution of (1) given explicitly by the formula

B := B(t,x;«, 8,21, 22) :=21/20), [arctan (g%)}, (1.2)
where
y1:=x+0t+x1, Y2:=x+t+ 22, (1.3)
and
§:=0a®-36% ~:=3a>-p% (1.4)

Breathers are oscillatory bound states. They are periodic in time (after a suitable
space shift) and localized in space. The parameters « and [ are scaling parameters,
x1, T2 are shifts, and —~ represents the velocity of a breather. As we will see later,
the main difference between solitond] and breathers is given at the level of the
oscillatory scaling «, which is not present in the case of solitons. For a detailed
account of the physics of breathers see e.g. [25] [I, 6] [2, [4] and references therein.

Numerical computations (see Gorria-Alejo-Vega [3]) showed that breathers are
numerically stable. Next, in [4] we constructed a Lyapunov functional that controls
the dynamics of H2-perturbations of (L2). The purpose of this paper is to improve
our previous result [4] and show that mKdV breathers are indeed H' stable, i.e.
stable in the energy space.

Theorem 1.2. Let o, > 0 be fized scalings. There exist parameters 1o, Ao,
depending on o and B only, such that the following holds. Consider ug € H'(R),
and assume that there exists n € (0,m0) such that

||UO_B(057055[35070)HH1(R) SW (15)

Then there exist functions x1(t), z2(t) € R such that the solution u(t) of the Cauchy
problem for the mKdV equation (L)), with initial data ug, satisfies

tSlel% H’U,(t) - B(tu 5, Bu I (t)7 T2 (t))HHl (R) < A0777 (16)

sup |21 (t)] + |5 (t)] < CAon, (1.7)
teR
for some constant C > 0.

The initial condition (LH) can be replaced by any initial breather profile of the
form B(to; o, 8,29, 239), with tg, 29, 29 € R, thanks to the invariance of the equation
under translations in time and spacell Moreover, using the Miura transform [I7],
one can prove a natural stability property in L?(R;C) for the associated complex-
valued KdV breather.

1Hovvcver7 one can construct a solution in L2, see [12].

2See ([CR).

SIndeed, if u(t,x) solves (), then for any to,zo € R, and ¢ > 0, u(t — to,z — x0),
A 2u(c3/2t, M 2x), u(—t, —z) and —u(t, ) are solutions of ().
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Additionally, from the proof the shifts z;(¢) and x2(t) in Theorem can be
described almost explicitlyl], which is a sustainable improvement with respect to
our previous result [4], where no exact control on the shift parameters was given.
We recall that we obtain such a control with no additional decay assumptions on
the initial data other than being in H'(R).

Theorem places breathers as stable objects at the same level of regularity
as mKdV solitons, even if they are very different in nature. To be more precise, a
(real-valued) soliton is a solution of (L] of the form

u(t,r) = Qc(x —ct), Q.(s):=+vcQ(Vcs), c¢>0, (1.8)
with
Q(s) = % = 2v/2,[arctan(e®)),
and where @, > 0 satisfies the nonlinear ODE
Ql—¢Qe+Q:=0, Q€ H'(R). (1.9)

We recall that solitons are H'-stable (Benjamin [7], Bona-Souganidis-Strauss [9]).
See also the works by Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss [I8] and Weinstein [40] for the non-
linear Schrodinger case.

Even more surprising is the fact that Theorem [[L2 will arise as a consequence of
a suitable stability property of the zero solution and of complex-valued mKdV
solitons, which are singular solutions.

A complex-valued soliton is a solution of the form (X)) of (1), with a complex-
valued scaling and velocity, i.e.,

u(t,r) = Qc(x —ct), +ec:=pB+ia, «a,f>0, (1.10)

see Definition 2] for a rigorous interpretation. In Lemma we give a detailed
description of the singular nature of (IIT). On the other hand, very little is known
about mKdV ([I)) when the initial data is complex-valued. For instance, it is
known that it has finite time blow-up solutions, the most important examples being
the complex solitons themselves, see e.g. Bona-Vento-Weissler [10] and references
therein for more details. According to [I0], blow-up in the complex-valued case can
be understood as the intersection with the real line z € R of a curve of poles of
the solution after being extended to the complex plane (i.e., now x is replaced by
z € C). Blow-up in this case seems to have better properties than the corresponding
critical blow-up described by Martel and Merle in [30].

Let H!'(R;C) denote the standard Sobolev space of complex-valued functions
flx) € C, x € R. In this paper we prove the following stability property for
solitons, far away from each blow-up time.

Theorem 1.3. There exists an open set of initial data in H*(R;C) for which
the mKdV complex solitons are well-defined and stable in H*(R;C) for all times
uniformly separated from a countable sequence of finite blow-up times with no limit
points. Moreover, one can define a mass and an energy, both invariant for all
time.

4See equation (7.0).
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We cannot prove an all-time stability result using the H!(RR;C)-norm because
even complex solitons leave that space at each blow-up time, and several compu-
tations in this paper break down. However, the previous result states that the
Cauchy problem is almost globally well-posed around a soliton, and the solution
can be continued after (or before) every blow-up time. The novelty with respect
to the local Cauchy theory [23] is that now it is possible to define an almost global
solution instead of defining a local solution on each subinterval of time defined by
two blow-up points, because from the proof we will recognize that the behavior be-
fore and after the blow-up time are deeply linked. From this property the existence
and invariance of uniquely well-defined mass and energy will be quite natural. For
this particular problem, we answer positively the questions about existence, unique-
ness and regularity after blow-up posed by Merle in [33]. See Theorem and its
corollaries for a more detailed statement.

We finally prove that breathers behaving as standard solitons are asymptotically
stable in the energy space. For previous results for the soliton and multi-soliton
case, see Pego-Weinstein [35] and Martel-Merle [31].

Theorem 1.4. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[1.3, there exists co > 0 depending
on n, with co(n) = 0 as n — 0, such that the following holds. There exist 8* and
a* close enough to 8 and « respectively (depending on n), for which

tliinoo ”u(t) - B(t; Lok, BT (), ‘TQ(t))HHl(zZCot) = 0. (1'11)

In particular, the asymptotic of the solution u(t) has new and explicit velocity pa-
rameters 6* = (a*)? — 3(8*)? and v* = 3(a*)? — (8*)? at the main order.

The previous result is more interesting when v < 0, see ([4). In this case,
the breather has negative energy (see [, p. 9]), and it moves rightwards in space
(the so-called physically relevant region). Theorem [[4] states that breathers almost
clean the right portion of the real line. We recall that working in the energy space
implies that small solitons moving to the right in a very slow fashion are allowed
(the condition ¢y > 0 is essential, see e.g. Martel-Merle [31]). Indeed, there are
explicit solutions of ([LIJ) composed by one breather and one very small soliton
moving rightwards, that contradicts any sort of global asymptotic stability result
in the energy space [25]. Additionally, we cannot ensure that the left portion of
the real line {2 < 0} corresponds to radiation only. Following [25], it is possible
to construct a solution to (II) composed by two breathers, one very small with
respect to the other one, the latter with positive velocity, and the former with small
but still negative velocity (just take the corresponding scaling parameters a and
£ both small such that —y < 0). Such a solution has no radiation at infinity. Of
course, working in a neighborhood of the breather using weighted spaces rules out
such small perturbations.

The mechanism under which o* and * are chosen is very natural and reflects
the power and simplicity of the arguments of the proof: under different scaling
parameters, it was impossible to describe the dynamics as in Theorem We are
indeed under two linked results: in some sense Theorem is a consequence of
Theorem [[.4] and vice versa.

On the other hand, the fact that no shifts in (ITI]) are needed can be contrasted
with the Martel-Merle computations in [29]. In that paper they calculated the
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leading order of the shift perturbation for the small-large soliton collision in the
mKdV case. It was found that such shifts are very small (~ 1?) compared with the
size of the perturbation (~ 7).

Finally, concerning the portion of the mass not considered in (ILTT), we have the
following characterization of inelasticity.

Corollary 1.5. Assume that uy in (D) is non trivial, i.c.,
Ly = ||u0 — B(O, s a, 3,0, O)HHI(]R) > 0.
Then there exists co > 0 independent of n such that
ltan-i}gof lu(t) = B(t;-, ", %,0,0)| g1 r) > colo-

Moreover, we have

* " 1
colo < |B* =Bl +|a" —a] < C—fo-
0

It is also important to emphasize that (L) is a well-known completely inte-
grable model [17] [l 25| 26| [36], with infinitely many conserved quantities, and a
suitable Lax-pair formulation. The Inverse Scattering Theory has been applied in
[36] to describe the evolution of rapidly decaying initial data, by purely algebraic
methods. Solutions are shown to decompose into a very particular set of solutions:
solitons, breathers and radiation. Moreover, as a consequence of the integrability
property, these nonlinear modes interact elastically during the dynamics, and no
dispersive effects are present at infinity. In particular, even more complex solutions
are present, such as multi-solitons (explicit solutions describing the interaction of
several solitons [20]). Multi-solitons for mKdV and several integrable models of
Korteweg-de Vries type are stable in H*, see Maddocks-Sachs [27] for the KdV case
and in a more general setting see Martel-Merle-Tsai [32].

However, the proof of Theorem does not involve any method relying on the
Inverse Scattering transform [I7, [36], nor the steepest descent machinery ME
which allows to work in the wvery large energy space H'(R). Note that if the
Inverse Scattering methods are allowed, one could describe the dynamics of very
general initial data with more detail. But if this is the case, additional decay
and/or spectral assumptions are always needed, and except by well-prepared initial
data, such conditions are difficult to verify. We claim that our proof works even if
the initial data is in L?(R), provided mKdV is locally well-posed at that level of
regularity, which remains a very difficult open problem.

Comparing with [4], where we have proved that mKdV breathers are H>2-stable,
now we are not allowed to use the third conservation law associated to mKdVE

1 1
Flu)(t) = 5 /Ruiz(t,x)d:z - g/szui(t,x)d:z: + 1 /Ruﬁ(t,a:)d:z,

nor the elliptic equation satisfied by any breather profile:
3
By — 2(8* — &®)(Byw + B®) 4+ (o® + 3*)°B 4+ 5BB; + 5B B, + 5BB =0,
5Note that in the authors consider the defocusing mKdV equation, which has no smooth

solitons and breathers.
63ece (T3] and (@I4) for the other two low-regularity conserved quantities.
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since the dynamics is no longer in H?. Moreover, since breathers are bound states,
there is no associated decoupling in the dynamics as time evolves as in the Martel-
Merle-Tsai paper [32], which makes the proof of the H' case even more difficult.
We need a different method of proof.

In this paper we follow a method of proof that it is in the spirit of the seminal
work by Merle and Vega [34] (see also Alejo-Muiioz-Vega [5]), where the L?-stability
of KdV solitons has been proved. In those cases the use of the Miura and Gardner
transformations were the new ingredients to prove stability where the standard
energy is missing. Recently, the Miura transformation has been studied at very
low regularity. Using this information, Buckmaster and Koch showed that KdV
solitons are stable even under H~' N H~3/* perturbations [TT].

More precisely, in this paper we will make use of the Béacklund transformation
[25] p. 257] associated to mKdV to obtain new conserved quantities, additional to
the mass and energy. We point out the recent works by Mizumachi-Pelinovsky [28]
and Hoffmann-Wayne [21], where a similar approach was described for the NLS
and sine-Gordon equations and their corresponding one-solitons. However, unlike
those previous works, and in order to control any breather, we use the Backlund
transformation twice: one to control an associated complex-valued mKdV soliton,
and a second one to get almost complete control of the breather.

Indeed, solving the Bécklund transformation in a vicinity of a breather leads (for-
mally) to the emergence of complex-valued mKdV solitons, which blow-up in finite
time. A difficult problem arises at the level of the Cauchy theory, and any attempt
to prove stability must face the ill-posedness behavior of the complex-valued mKdV
equation (II). However, after a new use of the Bécklund transformation around
the complex soliton we end-up with a small, real-valued H!(R) solution of mKdV,
which is stable for all time. The fact that a second application of the Béacklund
transformation leads to a real-valued solution is not trivial and is a consequence
of a deep property called permutability theorem [25]. Roughly speaking, that re-
sult states that the order under which we perform two inversions of the Backlund
transformation does not matter. After some work we are able to give a rigorous
proof of the following fact: we can invert a breather using Béacklund towards two
particularly well chosen complex solitons first, and then invert once again to obtain
two small solutions —say a and b—, and the final result must be the same. Even
better, one can show that a has to be the conjugate of b, which gives the real
character of the solution. Now the dynamics is real-valued and simple. We use the
Kenig-Ponce-Vega [23] theory to evolve the system to any given time. Using this
trick we avoid dealing with the blow-up times of the complex soliton —for a while—
and at the same time we prove a new stability result for them.

However, unlike the previous results [28 2], we cannot invert the Béacklund
transformation at any given time, and in fact each blow-up time of the complex-
valued mKdV soliton is a dangerous obstacle for the breather stability. In order to
extend the stability property up to the blow-up times we discard the method involv-
ing the Bécklund transformation. Instead we run a bootstrap argument starting
from a fixed time very close to each singular point, using the fact the real-valued
mKdV dynamics is continuous in time. Finally, using energy methods related to
the stability of single solitons we are able to extend the uniform bounds in time to
any singularity point, with a universal constant Ay as in Theorem
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From the proof it will be evident that even if there is no global well-posedness
theory (with uniform bounds in time) below H® s < %, one can prove stability
of breathers in spaces of the form H!' N H® s < i, following the ideas of Buck-
master and Koch [II]. We thank professor Herbert Koch for mentioning to us this

interesting property.

Our results apply without important modifications to the case of the sine-Gordon
(SG) equation in Ry x R,

Upt — Ugy +sinu =0, (u,us)(t,z) € R?, (1.12)

and its corresponding breather [25 p. 149]. See [8] [14] [37] for related results. Note
that SG is globally well-posed in L? x H—!; then we have that breathers are stable
under small perturbations in that space. Since the proofs are very similar, and in
order to make this paper non redundant, we skip the details.

Moreover, following our proof it is possible to give a new proof of the global
H'-stability of two-solitons proved by Martel, Merle and Tsai in [32].

We also claim that k-breathers (k > 2), namely solutions composed by k different
breathers are also H'-stable. Following the proof of Theorem [ one can show
by induction that a k-breather can be obtained from a (k — 1)-breather after two
Béacklund transformations using a fixed set of complex conjugate parameters, as in
Lemmas 2.4 and 5.1l After proving this identity, the rest of the proof adapts with
no deep modifications.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce the complex-
valued soliton profiles. Section B is devoted to the study of the mKdV Backlund
transformation in the vicinity of a given complex-valued mKdV solution. In Section
[ we apply the previous results to prove Theorem [[3] (see Theorem [F]). Section [
deals with the relation between complex soliton profiles and breathers. In Section
we apply the results from Section [B] to the case of a perturbation of a breather
solution. Finally, in Sections[7 and [§ we prove Theorems[.2] and [[.4] and Corollary

Acknowledgments. The first author acknowledges the financial support from
the University of the Basque Country-EHU. Part of this work was done while the
second author was L.E. Dickson Instructor at the University of Chicago. He would
like to express his gratitude with the members of the Department of Mathematics,
in particular professors Carlos Kenig and Wilhelm Schlag. We also thank Herbert
Koch and Yvan Martel for several enlightening discussions which improved the
quality of this paper, and a gap in the first version of this one.

2. COMPLEX-VALUED MKDV SOLITON PROFILES

First of all, we recall the well-known complex-valued mKdV profile.

Definition 2.1. Consider parameters o, 5 > 0, 1 and xo € R. We introduce the
complez-valued kink profile

@ = Q(CE;O{,B,(E1,(E2),
defined as
Q := 2V2arctan (eﬂ““o‘yl), (2.1)
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where y1 and yo are (re)defined as

Y1 =T+ T, Y=+ To. (2.2)
Note that B _
Q(—o0) =0, Q(+00) = V27. (2.3)
We define the complex-valued soliton profile as follows:
Q = 6m@
24/2 i) eBy2tioys
_ V2(B +ia)e (2.4)

1 + e2(Byatiay)
_ \/5[3 cosh(Bys) cos(ayi) + asinh(Bys) sin(ay:)
cosh?(Bys) — sin?(ay)
4iv3Y cosh(By2) cos(ayr) — fsinh(By2) sin(ay)

5 . 2.5
cosh?(Bysz) — sin? (a1 ) 29

+

Finally we denote N
Qi = —(8+i)*Q, (2.6)
and B o B
Q1:=10,,Q, Q2:=0:,0Q. (2.7)
Note that @) is complex-valued and is pointwise convergent to the soliton (g2

as a — 0. A second condition satisfied by @ and @ is the following periodicity
property: for all k € Z,

kw
Q(x;avﬂv'rl + E;IQ)

(—l)k@(:z; a, B, x1,x2),
(2.8)

(_1)kQ(x7 avﬂvxlv'rQ)-

km
Q(I;aaﬂaxl + E;IQ)

In what follows, we remark that @ and () may blow-up in finite time.

Lemma 2.2. Consider the complex-valued soliton profile defined in (21])-(23]).
Assume that
7r

1
for xo fized and some k € Z, x1 = a9+ — (k + 5) (2.9)
o

Then Q and Q cannot be defined at & = —xo. Moreover, if 21 = x5 = 0, we have
Q(+a,8,0,0) € H'(R;C).

Remark 2.1. We emphasize that, given xo fixed, the set of points x; of the form
Z3) for some k € Z is a countable set of real numbers with no limit points.

Proof. Fix x5 € R. If (Z9) is satisfied for some k € Z, we have that at © = —xa,

1
y1=$+$1=£(/€+—>7 y2 = +x2 =0,

2
and
sinh(By2) =0, cos(ay;) = 0. (2.10)
Therefore, under (Z3), we have from () and (Z3) that Q and Q cannot be defined
at x = —xo. Finally, if 1 = x5 = 0, we have

1
k+§:O, kGZ,
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which is impossible. O

Lemma 2.3. Fiz a, 8 > 0 and x1,22 € R such that (29) is not satisfied. Then we
have

Que — (B+i0)?Q+Q* =0, forallz € R, (2.11)
and
2 92 L
Q: — (B+1i0)°Q° + 5@ =0, foralxeR. (2.12)
Moreover, the previous identities can be extended to any x1,x2 € R by continuity.

Proof. Direct from the definition. O

Assume that ([29) does not hold. Consider the sin and cos functions applied to
complex numbers. We have from [21]) and (2.4),

sin (g) = sin(2 arctan ef¥2tiovn)
V2

= 2¢Pv2tian ¢og? (arctan ePY2 Tiovn)
9ePy2tiay: 1 Q

= 1 + e2(By2+iayr) ﬁ—i—iaﬁ'

Similarly, from this identity we have

Ja=o,

Sl

Qx — (B +ia) cos (
so that from (26) and 212,
5 , Q Q? Q
Q¢ + (ﬁ + Za) {Qz CcOoSs (\/5) + 75 sin (\/5)}
(B +i0)Q+ QT + 500 =0,
So far, we have proved the following result.

Lemma 2.4. Let QQ be a complex-valued soliton profile with scaling parameters
a, >0 and shifts x1,x2 € R, such that (2Z9)) is not satisfied. Then we have

% — (B + i) sin (%) =0, (2.13)

and

C~2t+(ﬂ—|—ia){chos(Q)+Q—2s1n(@)}:O, (2.14)
V2, V2 V2
where sin z and cos z are defined on the complex plane in the usual sense.
We finish with a simple computational lemma.
Lemma 2.5. Fiz 21,29 such that [2Z9) is not satisfied. Then, for all a, f # 0 we

have By tionn)
5 B + za) Y2 Fiayy
/ @ = 1 4 e2(Byatiay) (2.15)

and

%/RQQ =2(8 +ia), (2.16)
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no matter what are x1,xy. Finally, if L1 := log(1 + e>(Bratioz1)y
/ N =log(1 + e2Pvztiov)y _ 1, (2.17)
0

Note that the previous formula is well-defined since x1 and x2 do not satisfy ([29]).
Proof. Tt is not difficult to check that (215 is satisfied. Note that

2(8 +ic) e2(By2+iay:)
lim . = 0.
T——00 1+ e2(By2+iay)
Identity (2.I6]) is a consequence of the fact that
) 2(B + ia) e2(Pyztiays) B )
R
Finally, (ZTI7) is easy to check. O

3. BACKLUND TRANSFORMATION FOR MKDV

The previous properties (i.e., Lemma[24]) are consequence of a deeper result. In
what follows, we fix a primitive f of f, i.e.,

fo=1, (3.1)

where f is assumed only in L?(R). Notice that even if f = f(¢,) is a solution of

mKdV, then a corresponding term f(¢, ) may be unbounded in space.
Definition 3.1 (See e.g. [25]). Let
(Ua, Up, Va, vy, m) € H'(R;C)* x H™Y(R;C)? x C.

We set
G :=(G1,G2), G=G(ug,up,va,vp,m),
where
G1 (U, Up, Vg, Vp, M) = L\;iub) — msin (ua\_/gub), (3.2)
and

GQ(UG; Up, Vay Ub, m) = Vg — Up

U + ﬁb) (u2 +up) . (ﬂa + ﬂb)} (3.3)
V2 V2 v2
For the moment we do not specify the space where G(ug, up, vq, vy, m) takes place
if (Ua, Up, Vo, vp,m) € HYR;C)? x H1(R;C)? x C. However, thanks to Lemma
24 we have the following result.

[ ((wa)e + (un).) cos (

Lemma 3.2. Assume that x1 and xo do not satisfy (2Z9). We have
G(Qu 07 @tu 07 ﬁ + ZOC) = (0, 0)
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Note that the previous identity can be extended by zero to the case where x
and xo satisfy (Z9)), in such a form that now G(Q,0,Q4,0, 5+ i), as a function of
(w1, 22) € R?, is now well-defined and continuous everywhere.

In what follows we consider the invertibility of the Béacklund transformation
on complex-valued functions. See [21I] for the statement involving the real-valued
solitons in the sine-Gordon case and [28] for the case of nonlinear Schrédinger
solitons.

Proposition 3.3. Let X := (u2,u?,v?,v), m") € H'(R;C)? x H~}(R;C)? x C be
such that

Rem > 0, (3.4)
G(X) = (0,0), (3.5)
o ud 4y 1
sm( . ) e H'(R;C), (3.6)
and
lim (g + g) = 0, lim @ + 1Y) = V2. (3.7)
Assume additionally that the ODE
~0 4 70
0.0 Ug TUZ\ o
Ly — M COS (7\/5 )u =0, (3.8)

has a smooth solution u° = 1u°(x) € C satisfying

0
WO e H'(R;C), [u0()| >0, \‘W) < (3.9)

10 ()

and

a4+ uPy
sin (“7),; £ 0. 3.10
[ s (P (310)
Then there exist vg > 0 and C' > 0 such that the following is satisfied. For any
0<v <y and any (uq,v,) € HY(R;C) x H~1(R; C) satisfying

[t = ug|lm@c) < v, (3.11)

G is well-defined in a neighborhood of X° and there exists an unique (uy, vy, m)
defined in an open subset of H'(R,C) x H~*(R;C) x C such that

G(Ua,Ub,’Ua,’Ub,m) = (070)7 (312)
Haa +up — ﬂg — ﬂg”H%R;C) < Cv, (3.13)
|\ub—ug|\H1(R;C)—|—|m—m0| < Cu, (3.14)

. aa'i_ﬂb) 1
sin € H (R;C), 3.15
(% (% C) (3.15)
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and

lim (g +p) =0, Tim (G +p) = V2. (3.16)
Proof. Given ug,up, m and v, well-defined, vy, is uniquely defined from (B3]). We
solve for u, and m now. We will use the Implicit Function Theorem.

We make a change of variables in order to specify a suitable range for G and
being able to prove ([B.I0). Define

Ue = Ug + up — ul, ul = ud +u) € H'(R;C), (3.17)
and similar for %, and u2:
(Ue)a = uc, (@)e = ug.

In what follows, we will look for a suitable u, with decay, and then we find wuy.
Indeed, note that given u. and u,, up can be easily obtained. Then, with a slight
abuse of notation, we consider G defined as follows:

G: (G17G2)7 G:G(Ua,ﬂc,’l)a,’l)b,m),
and

G: H'(R;C) x H3(R;C) x H (R;C)? x C — H'(R;C) x H }(R;C),

(ua;ﬂ()avavvb;m) — G(uaaac‘;vavvbam)
where, from (32),

(2ug — u — u,)

Gl (ua7 aca Va5 Vb, m) =

and from (B3,

GQ(UG; ac‘vva; Up, m) = Vaq — Vb
~0 , ~ 2 0 2 ~0 , ~
ud +uc) N (u2 + (U + ue — ug)?) . (uc +uc)}

V2 V2 V2

+m [(ug + Ue )y COS (
(3.19)
Clearly G as in ([B.I8)-(@I9) defines a C* functional in a small neighborhood of X*
given by
X1 = (u2,0,2°,v),m°) € H'(R;C) x H*(R;C) x H }(R;C)* xC,  (3.20)
where G is well-defined according to [B.0). Let us apply the Implicit Function
Theorem at this point. From (BI8)) we have to show that
0 u? u?
U, +m° cos (—C)ﬂc = f —msin (—C>
)t vz
has a unique solution (u., m) such that @, € H?(R;C), for any f € H'(R;C) with
linear bounds. From (B7) we have

0

mgrinoo cos (E) = Fl, (3.21)

1l (z) = exp (mo /OI cos (%))

S

so that we can assume
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Note that p® decays exponentially in space as x — +o00. We have
0 0y ~ 0 (U
HoUe + (,u )muc = p {f — msim (7%)}
Using ([3.10), we choose m € C such that

/Ruo{f—msin(z;%)} —0, (3.22)

Im| < C||fllz2sc)s

so that

with C' > 0 depending on the quantity ‘/ - sin ( #0 and |0 12 R@)E We

)

to=a [ lr—msin (25)].

Finally, note that we have u. € H'(R;C). Indeed, first of all, thanks to (322,
B.8) and B.21),
0

p AV
i o= i el —msin (G5)] =0

Note that if s <z < —1, from [B.21]) we get

get

ngi)) = exp(—mo /: coS (3(0;))‘ < Oe*RCmO(zfs),

so that we have for z < 0 and largeﬁ

|,u/c | < C/ —(Rem®)(z—s)

(s
f(s) —msin( \/(i))}ds

~0
< Cl(_y z1€ —(Rem?) ‘ msm(u )
A similar result holds for > 0 large, after using (322)). Therefore, from the
Young’s inequality,

, Rem? > 0.

~ . al
el < O f —msin (5|, e S CMmrcec,
as desired. On the other hand,
~ G L o
(Ue)e = {f—msm(ﬁ)} — 0)2 /_Oou {f—msm(ﬁ)]

Since p2/p® is bounded (see [B3)), we have 4. € H'(R;C). Finally, it is easy to
see that u. € H?(R;C). Note that the constant involving the boundedness of the
linear operator f + . depends on the H'-norm of x°, which blows up if (Z9) is
satisfied.

It turns out that we can apply the Implict Function Theorem to the operator G

described in BI8)-(BI9), such that (312 is satisfied, provided (BIT]) holds.

"Note that ||,LLO||L2(R;(C) blows up as (29) is attained.
8Here the symbol x denotes convolution.
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First of all, let us prove ([B15) and ([3I6). Note that @, € H?(R;C), so that
BI3) and (BI6) are easily obtained.

On the other hand, estimate [BI3) is equivalent to the estimate
l|tic| 72 r;cy < Cu.
We will obtain this estimate using the almost linear character of the operator G
around the point X!. Since @, satisfies the equation ([B.I8), we have
(2(ua — tg) — (Ee)a) — m{sin (ﬂg il ﬂc) — sin ( i )] =0,
V2 V2 V2

or
50 ~0

(2(ua — ug) — (170)1) . Ue U U . U -

2 m[&n(ﬁ){cos(\/g) 1}+cos(\/§)sm(\/§>}—0
From @BII) we know that ||uq — ul||gr @) < v. Since . is already small in
H?(R;C), it is small in L>°(R;C), therefore we have

< Cluel?,

sin (%) - %

and

u
<) 1l < O.12.
cos (\/5) 1' < Cla,|
In other words,
~0
- Ug \ ~ ~
(Ue)z + M cos (—ﬁ)uc = Og(ryo) (V) + O(|uc|2).

If we define
0

w(x) == exp (m /OI cos (%)),

which is exponentially decreasing in space, the solution to system satisfies

@l <t [ ulOme @) + Ol
0
The proof is complete. O

Later we will need a second invertibility theorem. This time we assume that m
is fixed, uy ~ ug is known and we look for u, ~ ug this time. Note that the positive
sign in front of (B2) will be essential for the proof, otherwise we cannot take m
fixed.

Proposition 3.4. Let X° = (u2,u?, 02,02, m%) € HY(R;C)? x H 1(R,C) x C be
such that BA), BX), B8) and BI) are satisfied. Assume additionally that the

ODE
~0 | ~0
(1", +mcos (u“ +ub)u1 =0, (3.23)

V2

has a smooth solution u' = p'(z) € C satisfying

iz ()
pt(z)

1
<C, — € HY(R;C), (3.24)

' ()] > 0, 1
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and G is smooth in a small neighborhood of X°. Then there exists v1 > 0 and a
fized constant C' > 0 such that for all 0 < v < vy the following is satisfied. For any
(up, vp,m) € HY(R;C) x H-1(R;C) x C such that

l[up, = wp |l sy + lm —mP| <, (3.25)
G is well-defined and there exist unique (uq,v,) € H'(R,C) x H™Y(R;C) such that

G(ua; Up, Va5 Ub, m) = (05 0)7

1
/(ua —up)(—)z =0. (3.26)
R K
|g + wp — ﬁg — ﬁl())”Hz(]R;C) < Cv, (3.27)
lim (&g + 1) =0, lim (i + 1) = V2, (3.28)
and
[tta — ul|| gm0y < C. (3.29)

Proof. Given ug, up and v, well-defined, v, is uniquely defined from [B3]). We solve
for u, now.

We follow the ideas of the proof of Proposition However, this time we
consider G defined in the opposite sense: using ([B.17),

G - (Gg,G4), G = G(ﬁc,ub,va,vb,m),

G: H?*(R;C) x H'(R;C) x H 1(R;C)? x C — H'(R;C) x H }(R;C),
(ﬂcaubuvauvbum) — G(ﬂcaubavauvbam)

with )
[ @ =0, (3.30)
where, from 32,

G3(Uc, Up, Va, Vb, M) 1= (3.31)

and from (B3],
G4 (e, up, Vg, Uy, M) 1= Vg — Up
@ + ey (Wl +ue —wp)? +ud) .l + .
NG )+ NG o ( NG )]

(u® + ue — 2uyp) o sin (ﬂg +Ec)
V2 V2

+m | (u? + uc), cos (

(3.32)

Clearly G as in ([3.31)-(@.32) defines a C! functional in a small neighborhood of X2
given by

X2 :=(0,up,v2,v),m°) € H*(R;C) x H'(R;C) x H }(R;C)? x C, (3.33)

a

where G is well-defined according to ([3.6) and G(X?) = (0,0).

Fix m close enough to m®. Now we have to show that
~0

Ue — M COS (%)ﬂc =, (3.34)
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has a unique solution . such that u. € H?(R;C), for any f € H}(R;C). Indeed,
consider p! given by [323)). It is not difficult to check that (see conditions (3.4,

B.25) and B.1))

Rem > 0,
70

ljitgcos (j%) = Fl, (3.35)

and

uo
pt = exp -m / coS 7‘2_)
Note that from [B.35) and (34) we have that |u'(z)| is exponentially growing in
space as x — +o0o. We have from (3:34),
(/Llﬁ6)m = ,Ulfv
so that, thanks to ([B:24)),
- 1 1 [
= 70 + o5 [l
! 1t Jo
Clearly limyo G = 0 for f € H*(R;C). In order to ensure uniqueness, we ask for

u, satisfying
1
uc(_)m = 07
~/]R pt

which is nothing but [B30) and B26), which is justified by [B.24)). Let us show
that 4, € L*(R;C). We have for x > 0 large

[te(z)] < c/ e~ Bem)(@=9)| f(5)|ds = CeBe™O) | f],  Rem > 0.
0

A similar estimate can be established if z < 0. Therefore, using Young’s inequality,

[tell > rse) < Cllf 2 wsc)
as desired. Now we check that u. € H'(R;C). Indeed, we have

M [T
= f (ul)z/ouf-

Since pl /p! is bounded, we have proven that u. € L*(R; C). A new iteration proves
that u. € HY(R; C). Estimates 3.21)-[B.28)-@.29) are consequence of the Implicit
Function Theorem and can be proved as in the previous Proposition. The proof is
complete. O

We finish this Section by pointing out the role played by the Backlund transfor-
mation in the mKdV dynamics. We recall the following standard result.

Theorem 3.5. Let m € C be a fixed parameter, and I C R an open time interval.
Assume that up € C(I; HY(R; C)) and solves (L), i.e.,

in the H'-sense. Define vy, := [ (up)¢ as a distribution in H='(R;C). Then
for each t € I the corresponding solution (uq(t),ve(t)) of B2)-B3) for m fized,
obtained in the space H'(R;C) x H~Y(R;C), satisfies the following:

(1) u, € O(I; HY(R; C));

(2) (ua)t = (va)s is well-defined in H=%(R;C); and



Miguel A. Alejo and Claudio Munoz 17

(3) ug solves () in the H'-sense.

Proof. The first step is an easy consequence of the continuous character of the
solution map given by the implicit function theorem. By density we can assume
up(t) € H3(R; C). From ([B2) we have

ﬁa +ab

(ta)e — (p)s = m cOS ( 7 )(ua ), (3.37)

and
:ﬁa + ab

(Ua)zz — (Up)zx = M coS ( 7 )((ua)m + (up)z) — —=sin

Therefore, from 3] and (32,
ﬂa + ﬁb

—((ua)ex — (Up)za) — E sin ( 7
= —((ua)ze — (Ub)az) — (g — Ub)(ui + uqup + ug)
= —((ta)aa + Uz) = ((ub)oa + Ug)
Since (vp)z = (up)t, we have from [B36) that (vy)s + ((up)zz +up)s = 0. Therefore
(Va)z + ((a)ze + ui)m =0. (3.38)

Finally, if (u4): = (v4)s, we have that u, solves (II). In order to prove this result,
we compute the time derivative in (32): we get

Ma +w)? + (u2 +ud)]

Vg — Up

aa +ab

(ua)t—(ub)t:mcos( 7 )((aa)t+(ab)t). (3.39)

Note that given uyp, the solution wu, is uniquely defined, thanks to the Implicit
Function Theorem. Additionally, from (B3)

(va)m - (vb)z +

0 [((ta)a + () o3

ﬂa +ab)
V2

1 . (Ug+ T
_E((ua)m + (up)z)(ug + up) sin ( 7% b)

2
We use (32) and (B3) in the previous identity we get

(Ua)w - (Ub);ﬂ +
+ [m((ua)mm + (ub)mm) COS (%) + (ui — UgUp + ulzy)((ua)m - (ub)m):| =0.
Finally, we use (B37)) to obtain
:ﬁa + ab

V2

(Va)z — (Ub)z + mcos ( )((ua)m + ui + (ub)a + ug) =0,
so (330) and (B3]) imply
:ﬁa + ab

(Va)e — (vb)e = m cos ( 7 )(va ),
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so that from [B339) and the uniqueness we conclude. O

4. DYNAMICS OF COMPLEX-VALUED MKDV SOLITONS

In what follows we will apply the results from the previous section in a neigh-
borhood of the complex soliton at time equals zero. Define (cf. 21])),

Q° := Q(z;, 5,0,0), (4.1)

and similarly for Q° and @? Recall that from Lemma the complex soliton Q°
is everywhere well-defined since ([Z9)) is not satisfied. Finally, given any

z, € H'(R; C),
we define z) by the identity (see (BI]) for instance)
2 = (2)a,
and in term of distributions,
wy = —((2)aa + (2)%) € H'(R; C).

Lemma 4.1. There exists vy > 0 and C > 0 such that, for all 0 < v < vy, the
following holds. For all z§ € H*(R; C) satisfying

25| 1 sy < vy (4.2)
there exist unique y0 € HY(R,C), y! € H~Y(R,C) and m € C, of the form
Ya(2) = yalz)(2),  vale) = yaleg, wp)(x), m:=pF+ia+q®,  (4.3)
such that
Yol msc) + 1¢°] < Cw,
2+ 30 e HA(R;C) A
and

G(Q" + 20,42, Q) + w, yg,m) = (0,0). (4.4)
Proof. Let Q" be the soliton profile with parameters 8, and 21 = z2 = 0 (cf.
(&10). We apply Proposition B3] with

u?=Q% wu):=0, 0= N?, v =0,
and
m® = B +ia.
Clearly @0 + @) = Q satisfies (38)-(37). From (ZI3) we have
0 : QN o _ 0 _
(@%)z — (B +ia) cos NG Q" =0, Q°(—o00)=0, (4.5)
so that we have (cf. (Z8)-B.3))
0_ 0
po=Q"
Clearly Q" is never zero. Moreover, [(Q°)~1QY| is bounded on R. Now we prove
that ~
Q% o
sin ( —= 0.
[ (F)e #

9Note that both Z0 and 72 may be unbounded functions, but the addition is bounded on R.
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From (ZI3) and (ZI5),

QN o1 o AB+ia)
Jom (R = v L9 = vy =

Before continuing, we need some definitions. We denote
a* :=a+Imqg, B* := B+ Red’, (4.6)
such that m in ([@3]) satisfies
m =B +ia+q¢" = p* +ia*.
Since ¢" is small, we have that 5* and a* are positive quantities. Similarly, define
5= ()2 = 382, 4% i=3(a")? — (8", (4.7)
and compare with (4]).

Consider the profile Q introduced in Z1). We consider, for all ¢ € R, the
complex soliton profile

Q*(t,.I) = Q(I;o‘*vﬂ*aa*t+$177*t+I2)a (48)
with §* and v* defined in (&), 21 and xo possibly depending on time, and
Q*(t,x) == 0,Q*(t, x). (4.9)

It is not difficult to see that (see e.g. (LI0))

Q*(t,x) = Qec(x —ct — ), +e=p"+ia*, €C,
which is a complez-valued solution of mKdV (II]). Technically, the complex soliton
Q*(t) has velocity —y* = (8%)? — 3(a*)?, a quantity that is always smaller than the

corresponding speed (= (*)?) of the associated real-valued soliton @Qg-)2 obtained
by sending a* to zero. Finally, as in (Z6]) we define

Qi (t,x) = —(8" +ia*)*Q*(t,x).
Lemma 4.2. Fiz o, > 0. Assume that x1,xo are time dependent functions such
that
|2 ()] + a3 ()] < 16" —7*| = 2((@")* + (8%)%). (4.10)
Then there exists only a sequence of times ti, € R, k € Z such that (Z9) is satisfied.
In particular, (ty) is a sequence with no limit points.

Proof. Note that ([2.9) reads now

(0" =)t + (w1 — x2)(tr) = %(k + 1)

2
Since from @) 0* —v* = —2((a*)? + (8*)?) # 0, and using (@I0) and the Inverse
Function Theorem applied for each k, we have the desired conclusion. (I

We conclude that Q* and Q* defined in [@R) and [@9) are well-defined except
for an isolated sequence of times t;. We impose now the following condition:

t € R satisfies t # ¢, for all k € Z. (4.11)
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In what follows we will solve the Cauchy problem associated to mKdV with
suitable initial data. Indeed, we will assume that

yY is a real-valued function, and y2 € H'(R). (4.12)
We will need the followingJE
Theorem 4.3 (Kenig, Ponce and Vega [23]). For any y) € H'(R), there exists a
uniqud solution y, € C(R, H'(R)) to mKdV, and
sup [|ya(t) |2 ®) < Cllyolla m)s
teR

with C' > 0 independent of time. Moreover, the mass

Miplt) = 5 [ wd(e.)de = ML (413)

and energy

Blud(®):= 5 [ @it odo =5 [ @)oo = ERl) @y

are conserved quantities.

Assume @I2). Let y, € C(R, H'(R)) denote the corresponding solution for
mKdV with initial data y°. Since ||3°|| 51 < Cn, we have for a (maybe different)
constant C' > 0,

sup [|ya ()| g2 vy < Cn. (4.15)
teR

In particular, we can define, for all t € R,

Talt) = /O "t 5)ds,

and

(Fa)e(t) = —((Ya)aa (t) + ya(t)) € HT(R), (4.16)
because y,(t) € LP(R) for all p > 2.
Lemma 4.4. Assume that a time t € R and y2 are such that @II) and EID)
hold. Then there are unique z, = z,(t) € H'(R;C) and w, = wy(t) € H1(R;C)
such that for all t # ty,

2 + Yo € H*(R; C), (4.17)
T5(Q"+ 5= 4) = (8-+ i +4")sin (W), (4.18)
where Q and Q are defined in @X) and @IJ). Moreover, we have
0=Q; +wp—~ (Fu)e
(B i+ 0")[(Q + () + (1)) cos (S
(@ + =) +u2) . (@ +%+Ta
+ N sm( . )} (4.19)

10We recall that this result is consequence of the local Cauchy theory and the conservation of

mass and energy (@I3)-(@I14).

n a certain sense, see [23].
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and for all t # ty,
|l 26(t)[| 11 (rsc) < Cv, (4.20)
with C' divergent as t approaches a ty,.

Proof. We will use Proposition B4l For that it is enough to recall that from (2I3)
and ([ZI4), and for all ¢ # ¢, [

L
V2

5 . Y, @) (@
P+ (Bt ia+ 0{ ;cos( )—i— sm( )}20,
so that we can apply Proposition B4 at X° = (Q*,0, @f, 0,m), where from (@21
we have m = (B + ia + ¢°). It is not difficult to see that the function p* in (B23)
is given by

Q* = (B +ia +¢°) sin (%) (4.21)

and

pt=(Q")7,
and (324) is satisfied. Note that we require the estimate ([@IH]) in order to obtain
(@I)-(@19). Finally, ([@20) is a direct consequence of ([B29) and the fact that

HM1HH1(R~C) blows up as t approaches some ty,. 0
Remark 4.1. Since from (@4l we get

\/%(Qoﬂz?—yfi) = (8 +ia+q")sin

we have that (I8 implies by uniqueness
(Q" +2b = ya)(t = 0) = Q° + 25—y,

@0+z~bo+y~ao)
\/5 )

ie.,
(Q* +z)(t=0)=Q" + 2.

We are ready to prove a detailed version of Theorem [[L3] a result on complex-
valued solitons.

Theorem 4.5. There exists vy > 0 such that for all 0 < v < vy the following holds.
Consider the initial data u) := Q° + z) € H'(R; C), where
||Zl?||H1(]R;(C) <v.

Assume in addition that the corresponding function y° given by Lemma[41]] is real-
valued and belongs to H'(R). Fizeg > 0. Then for all t such that |t —ty| > o, with
ty defined in Lemmal[{3 the function uy = Q* + zp introduced in Lemmal[{.q] is an
H' complex valued solution of mKdV, it satisfies (up); = (Q* + 2p)¢ = (QF + wp)
and the following estimate holds

sup  |up(t) — Q" ()|l ar (ryc) < Cepv- (4.22)

It_tkIZEU

Remark 4.2. The quantity €9 > 0 is just an auxiliary parameter and it can be

made as small as required; however the constant C;, in [@22]) becomes singular as
€o approaches zero.

1214 is interesting to note that the shifts z1,z2 on Q*(¢, ) cannot be modified, otherwise there
is no continuity at ¢t = 0.
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Remark 4.3. In Corollary we will prove that there is an open set in H!(R;C)
leading to y° real-valued. The openness of this set will be a consequence of the
Implicit Function Theorem.

Proof. We apply LemmaIl Assuming ([I2) we have 3 real-valued so that there
is an mKdV dynamics y,(t) constructed in Theorem 3] Finally we apply Lemma
A4 to obtain the dynamical function Q*(¢) + z(t). Finally we conclude using
Theorem O

Now we will prove that the mass and energy

%/Rug(t), %/R(ub)i(t)—i/ﬂkué(t), (4.23)

remain conserved for all time, without using the mKdV equation (IT]), but only the
Bécklund transformation (@IS). The fact that 2, + 3, € H*(R; C) will be essential
for the proof.

Corollary 4.6. Assume that t # ty for all k € Z. Then the quantity
1 .
5/(@ +2)* (%) (4.24)
R
is well-defined and independent of time, and
1

5 [@ +aP0) =3 [ 60 +26+ia+d) (4.25)

Moreover, [£28]) can be extended in a continuous form to every t € R.

Proof. Using (£18) and multiplying each side by %(Q* + 2p + Ya) We obtain

@* +gb+ga)_

%(Q*+2b—ya)(Q*+2b—ya):—(ﬂ+ia+q0){cos( 7

We integrate on R to obtain

1

_/R(Q* + 20 = Ya)(QF + 26 — Yu) = —(ﬁ—i—ia—i—qo)cos(

W)
2

\/§ —00

Since lim_o Q* = 0, lim4so Q* = V27 (see Z3)) and limioe (35 + Ja) = 0, we get
[@E22)-([E28), because the mass of y,(t) is conserved. O

Corollary 4.7. Assume that t # ty for all k € Z. Then the quantity
1 1
BIQ +al) = [@+a20- [@+ai0)  @20)
R R

is well-defined and independent of time. Moreover, it satisfies
3 L@+ 20 - 7 [@ + )0 = Bl - 56 +ia').
2 Jr 4 Jp 3

Finally, this quantity can be extended in a continuous form to everyt € R.

Proof. Denote m = (8 + ia + ¢°). From ([@IS) we have

Q" +% + G

= )@ +2 4y (42)

(Q"+ 2b)x — (Ya)z = Mmcos (
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Multiplying by (Q* + 2b)s + (Ya)z We get

TN) Q"+ 2 + ) Q" + 26 + Ya)

(w
V2

Ya(Q" + 2)2 + (QF + 20) (Ya)z |- (4.28)

(Q" +2)2 — (ya)2 = mcos

M@ +2)(Q" +2)s + yalya)a

On the other hand, we multiply [@27) by y, and (Q* + z) to obtain

Ya(Q" + 2b)e — Ya(Ya)z = m cos (W) (Q" 4+ 2b + Ya)Yas

and

Q" + %+ Ua

(Q"+26)(Q" +2p)e — (Q" +2) (Ya)x = mcos( 7%

)(@Q +2+ya) Q"+ ).
If we subtract the latter from the former we get

Ya(Q" + 2b)a + (QF + 25) (Ya)z = (QF + 26)(Q" + 2b)z + Ya(Ya)x

+m cos (762* +j%+ g“)[yi —(Q@" + Zb)Q]-
(4.29)
Replacing ([£29)) into (£28]),
(@ ) = ()2 = meos (LI (@ 2 442,
? cos? (Mé*%) WE— (@ +2)Y (4.30)

Finally we use once again ([LI8). We multiply by (Q* + zp + ya):

1 Q" +% +7
V2 V2

Replacing in ([@30) we finally arrive to the following identity:

(@ + =) — 2] = msin ( )@+ 2+ ya).

(Q* + Zb):% - (yf)i =

L) (Q )+ uile

Qr +5b+z7a) i (@* + 2 + T
V2 V2

:mCOS(

—m3V2 cos? ( )(Q* + 2 + Ya)-
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The last term on the right hand side above can be recognized as a total derivative.
After integration, we obtain

[@ w2 - o =m [ eos (LFERITY (" 412,

V2
2 ot (L0
= [ (TR @ 4 (@ + 2 44
_gms
= 5 1@ + 2 —RUQ" + 2 +32) - g
= 5 1@ + )~y - g

Finally

1 1 1 1 2
§/R(Q*+Zb)92”_Z/R(Q*+Zb)4:§/R@“)92”_Z/Ryi_g(ﬁ—”a—i_qo)s'

Since the right hand side above is conserved for all time, we have proved ([@26). O

5. COMPLEX SOLITONS VERSUS BREATHERS

We introduce now the notion of breather profile. Given parameters z1, 72 € R
and «, 8 > 0, we consider y; and ys defined in ([22)). Let B be the kink profile

B= E(m, a, B,21,x2) = 2v/2 arctan (g%), (5.1)
and with a slight abuse of notation, we redefine
B:= B,. (5.2)
Note that _ _
B(—x) = B(+x) =0, (5.3)
and for k € Z,

(_1)k§(xa , ﬂ; Ilv'IQ)a

~ k
B(«I;O[,B,.Il + ET(;IQ)

(5.4)
km

B(x; o, B, 01 + E,Iz) (‘UkB(I;Oé,ﬂ,Il,ﬂ?z)-

Now we introduce the directions associated to the shifts x; and z5. Given a
breather profile of parameters «, 3, x1 and x5, we define

Bl :Bl(l';a,ﬁ,l'l,l'g) = awlBu (55)
Bg = BQ(LL'; a,ﬁ,xl,xg) = aach (56)

and for ¢ and « defined in (4],
By := 6B, +Bs. (5.7)



Miguel A. Alejo and Claudio Munoz 25

We also have
B; + Byo + B* =0, (5.8)
see [] for a proof of this identity.
If 1 or xzy are time-dependent variables, we assume that the associated B;

corresponds to the partial derivative with respect to the time-independent variable
xj, evaluated at z;(t).

In this Section we will prove that there is a deep interplay between complex
solitons and breather profiles. We start with the following identities.

Lemma 5.1. Let (B, Q) be a pair breather-soliton profiles with scaling parameters
a, B> 0 and shifts x1,x2 € R. Assume that [29)) is not satisfied. Then we have

(B-Q) L (B+Qy _
& (8 —i«)sin ( 7 ) =0, (5.9)
and
55 | B+Qy, (B2+Q%) . (B+Q\] _
B, — Qi+ (B—ia) (Bm+Qz)COS( 7 )+ NG sm( 7 )} =0. (5.10)
Proof. Let us assume ([9]) and prove (BI0). We have from (Z8) and (21T
Qi =—(F+i0)°Q = —(Qua + Q%).
Using (5.9) we have
. B+Qy\
Bz_Qm_(ﬂ_ZQ)(B+Q)COS( \/5 )_Oa
and
(B+Q? . (B+Qy _
+(B —ia) NG sm( 7 ) =0,
so that using once again (5.9) and (5J)
55 : B+Q\ (B*+Q) . (B+Q
Bu— Qo+ (5 —i0)[ (B + Qucos (=) + o= sin (Z 52 )|
5 -~
——uﬂf+B%+Qm+wf+[BM—Qm+%ﬁ—mﬁB$§)gnfng”

C(B2+@%) . (B+Q

+(B —ia) 7 s1n( NG )
. . (B+Q
:Q3—B?’+\/§(B—za)(B2+Q2+BQ)Sln( 7 )

=Q°-B*+(B*+Q*+ BQ)(B—Q) =0.

The proof of (1) is a tedious but straightforward computation which deeply
requires the nature of the breather and soliton profiles. For the proof of this result,
see Appendix [Al O
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Corollary 5.2. Under the assumptions of Lemmalid, for any x € R one has
(B-Q) . (B+Q
—— — (p t1x)sin (
) — (3 ia)sin (22

where Q is the complex-valued soliton with parameters B and —o.

)Eo in R,

In order to prove some results in the next Section, we need several additional
identities.

Corollary 5.3. Under the assumptions of Lemmalid, for any x € R one has

cos(%)—l—m/x (B> - @Q%),

and o
: B+Q B
Proof. We multiply by %(B + Q) in (B9). We get

1 . (B+Q 1 B
S (B = @) = (6 —ia)sin (=55 ) x Z5(B+Q) =0,
ie., o
%(B2 — Q%) + (B —ia)dy cos (B\ji@) =0.
Since from (21]) and (5I) one has
i eos (2 %) =1

Therefore, after integration,

l/z (BQ—Q2)+(ﬂ—ia)[cos(§+Q)—1} =0,

2/ . V2
as desired. -
Lemma 5.4. We have
1 xT
= — B2
Mg |
Y {1 N 2a(Bsin(2ayr ) + asinh(28y2)) }
= a? + B2 — B2 cos(2ay; ) + a2 cosh(26y2)

Proof. See e.g. [4]. O
The following result is not difficult to prove.

Corollary 5.5. We have
/ M = 2Bz +log(a? + 8% — % cos(2ay1) + a? cosh(2By2)) — Lo, (5.11)
0

where
Lo :=log(a? + 82 — B? cos(2axy) 4 o cosh(26z3)).
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Corollary 5.6. Under the assumptions of Lemma 21, we have

—(8 — i) /Oz cos (B\;—iQ) = (f +ia)x
+log(a? + B* — B% cos(2a1) + o cosh(26y2))
— log(l + e2ﬂy2+2iay1) — Lo+ L4,

with Lo and Ly defined in (511) and 2I7).
Proof. We have from Corollaries 53] and [55] and (217,

/Omcos(%) —x—(ﬁ_ilm)/ow(./\/l—/\/)

[2[333 +log(a? + 8% — % cos(2ay1) + a? cosh(28yz))

1
= Tr —
B — i«
—log(1 + 2Bv=tiov)y _ 1 4 Ll}
1
=53 [(B +ia)x + log(a® 4 2 — B% cos(2a1) + o cosh(26ys))
—ia
—log(1+ 62(5y2+iay1)) — Lo+ L1}7

as desired. O

Corollary 5.7. Assume that x1,x2 € R do not satisfy (Z9). Consider the function

_ . 5 o cosh(Bya) cos(ayr) + i sinh(Bys) sin(ayr)
u(z; o B 21, 22) = 2v2a P a? cosh2(ﬁy2) + (2 Sinz(ayl)

= BB —iaB,. (5.12)
Then we have
im p(z) =0, (5.13)
and
: B+Q
Ly = (8 —ia) cos ( \/;2>u (5.14)
Proof. Tdentity (5I3) is trivial. Let us prove (EI4). First of all, note that (cf.
1)
ﬂQl — iOéQQ =0. (515)
On the other hand, from (B.9]) we have
=~ =~ . B+Qy\, = ~.
(B1 —Q1)s — (B —ic) COS( NG )(Bl +Q1) =0.
Similarly,
s . B+Q\ 7 . 5
(B2 — Q2)z — (B —ia) cos ( NG )(Bz +Q2) = 0.
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We have then
Hx = (ﬂél - iaEQ)m

= (8 —ia) cos (B\—/EQ)M
+(BQ1 — 1aQ2) + (B — icr) cos (B\—/EQ> (BQ1 — iaQ2)
= (B — ia) cos (B\_/EQ);L.
The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.8. Assume that 29]) does not hold. Then p defined in (BI2)) has no
zeroes, i.e. |p(xz)] > 0 for all z € R.

Proof. From (512) we have p(x) = 0 if and only if cos(Sy1) = 0 and sinh(ayz) = 0,
i.e. from (2I0) we have that (2.9 is satisfied. O

Now we consider the opposite case, where the sign in front of (5I4) is negative.
We finish this section with the following result.

Lemma 5.9. Assume that [29) does not hold. Then
1
pt (s 0, By, @2) = ;(95;07@331,1’2)7

with p defined in (512), is well-defined, it has no zeroes and satisfies
lim |p! (2)] = +oo,

r—+oo
and o
. B+Q
1= —zacos( )1.
py = — (8 — i) 75
Proof. A direct consequence of Corollary 5.7 and Lemma 5.8 O

6. DOUBLE BACKLUND TRANSFORMATION FOR MKDV

Assume that 1 and z2 do not satisfy ([29]). Consider the breather and soliton
profiles B and @ defined in (52) and (Z3]), well-defined according to Lemma
From Lemma [5.1] we have the following result.

Lemma 6.1. We have, for all z € R,
G(B7 Qu Eta @ta ﬁ - ZCY) = (0, O)

Note that the previous identity can be extended by zero to the case where x

and xo satisfy (2Z3)), in such a form that now G(B, Q, By, @t, B —ia) as a function
of x1 and x5 is well-defined and continuous everywhere in R? (and identically zero).

Define (cf. (EI)-(E),
B°(z; @, 8) := B(w; a, ,0,0),
E?(m; a,f) = 5£~31(x; a,3,0,0) + ’YEQ(CE; «,(3,0,0), (6.1)
B(z;a,B) := Bmg(x;a,B,0,0).
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Finally, for 20 € H'(R) we define
W = —((20)za + (23)°) € H(R). (6.2)
In what follows we will use Lemma and apply Propositions and [3.4] in
a neighborhood of the complex soliton and the breather at time zero. Recall that

from Lemma the complex soliton QY is everywhere well-defined since ([Z9) is
not satisfied.

Lemma 6.2. There exists ng > 0 and a constant C' > 0 such that, for all 0 < n <
no, the following is satisfied. Assume that z0 € HY(R) satisfies

lzall ey < m,  wq defined by ©G2).
Then there exist unique z) € H'(R,C), w) € H™'(R;C) and m;y € C, of the form
7 (2) = 5lzgl(2),  wp(z) =wyleg,wal(x), m1=malzg] =8 —ia+p°
such that
||ZZ(JJ||H1(R;(C) + |p0| < OT])

Za + 2 € H*(R; C),
and
G(B° +2°,Q° + 29, B? + w?, QY + w), m1) = (0,0).

Proof. Let Q° and BY be the soliton and breather profiles defined in (1)) and (G.1]).
We will apply Proposition B3] with

0._ 1o 0._ o 0._ 130 0._ A0 0._ ;
u, =B, wy :=Q", wv,:=DB;, v =0Q;, m =pf+iu

Clearly Rem® = 8 > 0, so that 4] is satisfied. On the other hand, (1) is a
consequence of Lemma [6Il From (59)) condition (3.0) reads

' (§0+@0) (BO_QO)
sin =
V2 V2(B —ia)
Condition (B is clearly satisfied (see ([23]) and ([B3])). From Corollary 57 we have
10 = B(B1)° —ic(By)°.

Note that from Lemmas and 1Y has no zeroes in the complex plane and it
is exponentially decreasing in space. Finally, let us show that

R0 L OO ;
[ (B2 = el

€ H'(R;C).

First of all, we have from (5.15)

~ - 0, MO
1B(B1)° — ia(B»)"] sin (%)
~ - . - . Bo + @0
= [B(B1 + Q1)° —ia(Bs + Q2)"] sin (T)
]_?30 +@0

+[-B(Q1)° + ia(Q2)°] sin ( %
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Consequently,
B+ @0)
V2

= —V/2p0,, {cos (f;\/_@)} ’O +iaV/20,, {COS (B - Q)} ‘0'

Therefore, if Ry, Ry > 0 are independent of z; and s,

/Rl p” sin (7504—@0)
Ry V2

2l B+ O\710 O\7 10

= \/5/_R2 { —B@ml[cos(B\—/gQ)” —i—ia@mz[cos(B\—/gQ)” }

= \/5{ — B0., /_1: cos( —l—wa?m/ cos +

Now we use Corollary 5.6t we have

&El/ cos B+Q)

[8(B1)° — ia(B,)°] sin (

B [2za626y2+2w”“ B 2032 sin(2avy ) } Ry
B —ia Ll + e2Pv2t2iovs o2 + 32 — B2 cos(2ayy) + a2 cosh(26y2)
We have that o
R B+Q iy
lim 0Oy, cos( ) =— —.
R1,Ra—00 “Ry V2 B —i«a
Similarly,
B
Oz, / cos il Q) =
[ 2[362,31/2-1-210“/1 2042[3 sinh(28ys) } Rs
B —iall+e2Pvat2iovs o2 4 32 — 82 cos(2ayy) + a2 cosh(28y2)
and
: B +Q _26-4p 26
lim 0O, cos ) — = —.
R1,Ra—00 B — i« B —ia
Adding the previous 1dent1t1es, we ﬁnally obtain
B +Q° 2iaB  2iaB 4iaf
0 -
—==) =2 | = 0.
/RN Sm( V2 ) \/_ﬁ—ia+ﬂ—ia [3—1'047’é
After applying Proposition B3] we conclude. O

Now we address the following very important question: is y? given in Lemma 1]
real-valued for all € R? In general, it seems that the answer is negative; however,
if 20 in Lemma 6.2 is real—valued and 2{ from Lemma B2 satisfies (@2]), then the
corresponding function y! given in Lemma [l is also real-valued. This property is
a consequence of a deep result called permutability theorem, that we explain below.

First of all, from Lemma [6.2] we have
1

B4 =@ =) = (B et )sin (

go 20 ;. N0 4 20
+ 2, +Q +zb)7 (6.3)

V2
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for some small p° € C, and

: (EO + 20+ QO+ 7Y
sin
V2
Now, by taking ny smaller if necessary, such that C'n < vy for all 0 < n < 7,
Lemma [£.]] also applies. We get

1
—=(Q" +2z) —yy) = (B +ia+¢")sin

V2

for some small ¢°.

) € H'(R; ). (6.4)

(W) (6.5)

V2

We need some auxiliary notation. Define
Be:=B+Rep’, a,:=a—Imp°,
such that
B —ia+p° = B —ic. (Compare with (6]).)
We also consider

Qvg = @( ;_a*76*7070)7 Qg = Q( ;—a*,ﬁ*,0,0).

. . —0 .
Note that since p is small, we have that Q% and @ share the same properties,
since

—0
1QY = Q@ |l micy < Cn- (6.6)
Moreover, thanks to Lemma 24 applied to QY,
1 0 . 0y -
—Q, = (b —rv+ sin (— .
\/QQ (8 p) 3

Consequently, applying Proposition BAlstarting at y°, and using ([6.6) we can define
29 via the identity

M0
CL)

~0
1 —o 0 0 - 0\ o2 Q +22+@2
— +z5 — = (8 —ia+ sin (| —=—= ). 6.7
5@+ 28— 40) = (5 e+ p)sin (AT (6.7)
Similarly, using (Z0) and (61 we define
(B%) = B°(:0".8%),  (B")":=B(:a",p"), (6.:8)
so that from Lemma (&) we have
1 . ((BY 4 (QO)
—((B%)* = (Q%)*) = (B* —ia*)sin ,
(B0 = (@) = (3" ~ i) sin (55 )
and applying Corollary B.2] we get
L (B9 — TO0T) — (8 4 i 4 o) sim (B2 (@)
5 (B Q@) = (8 + i +¢")sin (o)
Using that
1(B%)" = B%lmim) < Cn, (@) = Q% m sy < C,
we can use Proposition [3.4] to obtain
50,50 .70 4 50
%(BO + 22 —@0 —29) = (B+ia+¢")sin (B i ZC\—/EQ +Zd), (6.9)
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for some 20 small. Note that the coefficients (3 —ia+p°) and (8+ia+q°) were left

C

fixed this time[™ Note additionally that z9 and 20 are bounded functions. Now we
can announce a permutability theorem [25, p. 246]. This is part of a more general
result, standard in the mathematical physics literature, see [39] for a formal proof
in the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) case.

Theorem 6.3 (Permutability theorem). We have
70 =70 (6.10)
In particular, 20 is an H' real-valued function.

Proof. Define

up =y%  up = Q%+ 2); wug = @O + 23; (6.11)
Uy 1= B° + 2’2; U1 = BY + Zg; (612)

and
k1 =0 +ia+q", ke :=p—ia+p°. (6.13)

Since p° and ¢° are small quantities, we have 1 # Ko, and both are nonzero complex
numbers. Equations ([@3)-(@3) read now

(u1 —ug) . (U1 + U

e = hasin ( NG ) (6.14)
(w12 —u1) . (U U
T = Ko sin (7\/5 ), (6.15)
(u2 — uo)

. (uz+ug

7 = ko sin ( 7 ),
and

(u21 — u2) — ko sin (521 + ﬂ2>

V2 ' vz /)

Note that u; and us are obtained via the Implicit Function Theorem and therefore
there is an associated uniqueness property for solutions obtained in a small neigh-
borhood of the breather. The idea is to prove that us; = wis. Define ug via the
identity

Uz — Uy o Km-@) (1712—50)}
= —arcta — |Jtan (| ——— | |. 6.16
24/2 retan K1+ K2 " 2v/2 ( )

Whenever u; = Q°, uia = B%, ug =0, k1 = 8 + i and ks =  — i, we get from

(m)u

1132;\/520 = —arctan [z% tan (;}_\/05)} = —arctan (i%)

eiaz _ efiam
= — arctan (W)

13Note that the order of the coefficients will be important.
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Therefore, using (1),

eiaw _ e—iaw
ePr 4 e—Bz )
ewHMm_ii::2.>

i3 = 2v/2arctan(eP %) — 2v/2 arctan (

efrte— Pz
(eiamfefiam)
efrte— Pz

= 2\/5 arctan (

1 + e(B+ic)z,
= 2v/2 arctan(e(# 1))
= @'
Consequently, under the smallness assumptions in (611)-(613) (the open character
of these sets is essential) we have that @s is still well-defined on the real line with

values on the complex plane, and it is close to @0, as well as us.
Let us find an equation for us. As usual, define uz := (u3),. We claim that

(uz — uo)

. (U3 + 170)
= kg sin , 6.17
V2 ’ ( V2 (047
in other words, u3 = us. Similarly, if w4 solves
Uy — Ug K1 — K2 U1 — Ug
= —arctan[( )tan (7)}, 6.18
2v/2 K1+ K2 2v/2 (6.18)

then

7@4 — Uo) = K1 sin (54 * 170)
V2 ' v2
which implies t4 = @y. Finally, from (€I0) and (6I8) we have @2 = @91, which
proves (G.I0). Even better, we havd]

U1z — U K1+ Ko Uz — Uy
tan (7) = —( )tan( ) 6.19
2v/2 K1 — K2 2v/2 ( )
Now let us prove ([GI7). First of all, denote
K1 + K2

=— 2
14 p— (6.20)

We have from (6.16)

U2 — Uy us —u
L2 0 _ _2arctan [étan( 5 1)},

V2 2v/2

so that

—l(uz — uy) sec? (ﬁ;\_gl>

2 2 [ us3—u ’
1+étm1(gjf)

U2 —up =

We also check that

—2/tan (173_171 )

sin(am —ﬂo) o 2V/2
2 2 2 (Ts—w |’
V2 14 ¢? tan (—;ﬂl)

MNote that this identity is well-defined at one particular set of functions, then extended by
continuity.
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and

1 — ¢? tan? (53*51

(272) )

VI T (i

Replacing in ([6.I5) we obtain
(ug —u1) o (U3 — U . (U1 + o 9, o (U3 — 11
—/ sec ( ):n s1n( ){l—l—é tan ( )}
V2 2v/2 !
+ Ko sin (u1 * uo) [1 — /% tan? (u‘;_ ul)}

—2/0K9 COS (u1 + uo) tan (u3 — ul).

Using (6.20) and (6I4) we have

. (U1 + o o (U3 — Uy
ug — ug — V2K s1n( )z—ﬁcos ( )x
3 0 1 NG o

X {(m — Kg)sin (51\-/1-550) (1 + (tan? (53’2;;1))

—2K9 COS (171 _Hjo) tan (ﬂg _ al)}
2 \/5 2\/5 9

i.e., after some standard trigonometric simplifications,

ug — Uy = \/552 sin (Ul\-/guo) cos (u3\;§u1) + \/5,%2 cos (Ul\-/i-iuo) sin (u:;\_/;l)
. (U3 + Uo
— Vo sin (1)
\/5 9
as desired. [l

Another consequence of the previous result is the following equivalent result.

Corollary 6.4. We have

29 = 2Y and  p° = ¢O.

In other words, a* = a,. and 5" = f,.

Proof. Note that 20 = 20. From (G3) we have

1 — B+ 4+ Q0+ 2
— (B +20-Q°-29) = (B—ia+ Osin( Z )
From (63) and the uniqueness of zj and p° as implicit functions of 20, we conclude.

0

The key result of this paper is the following surprising property.

Corollary 6.5. The function 3° is real-valued. Moreover, there is a small ball
of data 20 in H'(R) for which the corresponding data zj lies in an open set of
H(R;C).
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Proof. The second statement is a consequence of the Implicit Function Theorem.
On the other hand, the first one is consequence of the permutability theorem. First
of all, note that

(B+ia+q%) =B —ia+p = p* —ia*. (6.21)
Now from ([6.19) we get

tan (w) __(B+Rep’) tan(@°+2§—§°_z—?)7

2v2 i(a = Tmp?) 2v2
namely
0 0_,0 0 A0 | 20
tan(B + % ya):_(BJrRep)tanh(Im(Q +zb)>,
2v2 (a —Imp?) V2
from which we have y?(z) real-valued for all z € R. O

The main advantage of the double Béacklund transformation is that now the
dynamics of 0 is real-valued. We apply Theorem with the initial data zg to
get a complex solution of mKdV wy(t) = Q*(t) + z(t) defined for all t # t;, and

satisfying (£22)).
Now we reconstruct z,(t). As in (68, let us define, using (&), [@6) and 7)),

B*(t,x) := E(I;a*,ﬂ*,é*t—l—xl,’y*t—k:172), (6.22)

and

B*(t,z) = (’91?3*(1%,:6), Bj(t,z) = f?j(:v;a*,ﬁ*,:vl,xg) )
r1=0"t+x1, xo="y* t+x2

(6.23)

In other words, we recover the original breather in (L2) with scaling parameters

o and §* and shifts x1, x2, provided they do not depend on time. Finally, as in

BT we define
Bi(t,x) := 0Bi(t, ) + B3 (t, ).

Lemma 6.6. Assume that t € R is such that (A1) holds. Then there are unique
2o = 24(t) € HY(R; C) and w, = w,(t) € H1(R;C) such that

Za + % € H*(R; C), (6.24)

%(3*4‘%—@*—%): (ﬂ—ia+p0)sin(3*+5a\j-§Q*+5b),

where B* and B* are defined in 6.22) and .23). Moreover, we have
0=DB} 4w, — QF —wy

(6.25)

B*+7,4+ Q" +5b>
V2
(B +2)*+(Q +2)?) . (B +Z.+Q" +%
+ NG Sm( NG )}

+ (8 — o+ ") [ (B + () + Qs + (2)) cos

(6.26)

and for all t # 1y,
lza ()]l 71 sy < C.
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Proof. We apply Proposition 3.4 at the point
XO = (B*,Q*,E:,ér,ﬂ — i +p0)a
because a slight variation of Lemma [61] shows that (compare with (G21]))
G(B",Q". B!, Q7.5 — ia+p°) = (0,0).
Since p° is small,
Re (8 —ia+p°) > 0.
On the other hand, ([B6]) is a consequence of (64). Similarly, from (Z3) we get

B0 satisfied. Finally, in order to ensure that (324) is clearly satisfied, we apply
Corollary B0t we get

1 ~ ~
put = —, where pu*:= "By —ia"Bj;
W
see Corollary 5.7 and ([6:23). Then we conclude thanks to Proposition B4l O
Corollary 6.7. The function z,(t) as defined in ([G25) is real-valued.

Proof. The same proof as in Corollary [6.5 works mutatis mutandis, since now y, ()
is real-valued. (]

Proposition 6.8. For all t # ti, u, = B* + z, is an H' real-valued solution to
mKdV with initial data uwg. Therefore, by uniqueness B* + z, = u.

Proof. Since up = Q* + 2, solves mKdV, we use ([6.25)-([620) and Theorem B3] to
conclude. 0O

7. STABILITY OF BREATHERS

In this final paragraph we prove Theorem In what follows, we assume that
up € H(R) satisfies (ILH) for some 1 small. Let u € C(R; H'(R)) be the —unique
in a certain sense— associated solution of the Cauchy problem (ITl), with initial
data u(0) = up. Finally, we recall the conserved quantities mass [@I3]) and energy

E19).

Proof of Theorem Consider €y > 0 small but fixed, and 0 < 1 < 19 small.
From Lemmas and the proof is not difficult. Indeed, define the tubular
neighborhood

wmmﬂ:{UeH%m| |U—B@mﬁjh@m§Am} (7.1)

Note that B represents here the breather profile defined in (52). The original
breather B(t) from (2)) can be recovered using ([6.22)) as follows (there is a slight
abuse of notation here, but it is easily understood):

B(t,-f;a,ﬂ,.fl,.fg) = B(I,O&,ﬂ,(gt + $157t + x?)'

We will prove that if u(t) € V(Ag,n) for ¢ € [0, Tp], with Ty > 0 and |Ty — tx| > €o,
for all k£ € Z, then

inf |
Z1,Z2€R

u(t) € V(Ao/2,1),

15Tochnically, what we need is a result about unconditional uniqueness, however, from [22]
one can conclude that such a result is valid for mKdV on the line if we consider data with H!
regularity.
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which proves the result for all positive times far from the points ¢;. First of all,
by taking 1o > 0 smaller if necessary, and 1 € (0,70), we can ensure that there are
unique 1 (t), z2(t) € R, defined on [0, Tp], and such that

z(t,x) == u(t,x) — B(z; o, B, 0t + 21 (t), vt + 22(t)) (7.2)
satisfies
/ 2(t,x)Bi(x; o, 8,0t + 21 (t), vt + x2(t))dx = 0, (7.3)
i
and
/ z(t,x)Ba(x; o, B, 0t + x1(t), vt + x2(t))dx = 0. (7.4)
i

The directions By and Bs are defined in (&0)-(&.6) (see [d] for a similar statement
and its proof). Moreover, we have

||Z(0)||H1(R) N Y2

and similar estimates for x1(0) and x2(0), with constants not depending on Ay
large. Therefore condition (Z9) is not satisfied. For the sake of simplicity, we can
assume x1(0) = x2(0) = 0, otherwise we perform a shift in space and time on the
solution to set them equal zero.

Define 20 := 2(0) and apply Lemma [6.2] and then Lemma F1] with the corre-
sponding z; obtained from Lemma [6:21 We will obtain a real-valued seed yj) small
in H'(R). Note that the constants involved in each inversion do not depend on Ay.
In particular, the differences between « and «*, and [ and B* are not depending
on Ag:

la—a" |+ |8 =B S0 (7.5)

Next, we evolve the mKdV equation with initial data y°. From Theorem B3 we
have the bound [@IH) for the dynamics y,(t). On the other hand, decomposition

[T3)-(C4) implies that

|2 ()] + |25 (@) < Aon, (7.6)
from which the set of points where condition ([@IT]) is not satisfied is still a countable
set of isolated points (see Lemma [12).

Now we are ready to apply Lemmas .4 and [6.6l with parameters o*, 5* and shifts

21(t) and z5(¢) in (@), (9 and [G22)-([G23). In that sense, we have chosen a

unique set of parameters for each fixed time ¢, and the mKdV solution that we
choose is the same as the original u(t). Indeed, just notice that at ¢ = 0, we have

from [@I8) at t = 0 and (G.3)),

Q" (0) +2(0) + @2)
\/5 )
1 . QU+ 4
%(QO +20 =% = (B +ia+¢°)sin (#)
Using the uniqueness of the solution obtained by the Implicit function theorem in

a neighborhood of the base point, we have

2(0)=Q° = Q*(0) + 2 ~ 2. (7.7)

Z5(Q () +2(0) = 4) = (8-+ i+ ¢")sin
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Now we use (625) at t = 0 and ([E3)):

1. . _ _ (B*(0) + Z(0) + Q*(0) + %(0)
—5 (B (0)+22(0)-Q" (0)~2(0)) = (B—ia+p") sin ( . =),
and

1
V2
From (1), we have

BO+52+Q°+Z}3)

(Bo—i-zg—QO—zg):(B—ia—i—po)sin( 7

- . 5 20
%(B*(O)jtza(o)_Qo_zg):(B_Z.a+po)sin(3 (0) + Q%JrQ + b>'

Once again, since B and B*(0) are close, using the uniqueness of the solution
obtained via the Implicit function Theorem, we conclude that

B*(0) + 2,(0) = BY + 2.

Since both initial data are the same, we conclude that the solution obtained via the
Bécklund transformation is u(t).

Note that the constants involved in the inversions are not depending on Ay. We
finally get

sup lu(t) = B*(#)]] g1 gy < Cons (7.8)

[t—tr|>e0
where
B*(t,z) := B(x; o™, 5%, 0"t + x1(t), 7"t + x2(1)).
Finally, from (ZH) and after redefining the shift parameters, we get the desired
conclusion, since for Ag large enough, we have Cy < %AO.

Now we deal with the remaining case t ~ t;. Fix k € Z. Note that z, = u — B*
satisfies the equation

(za)t + [(2a)zz + 3(3*)2211 + 33*23 + 22]:5 + xll (t)B] + xé(t)B; =0, (7.9)

in the H'-sense. In what follows, we will prove that, maybe taken e smaller but
independent of k, we have

sup ||u(t) — B*(t)HHl(R) < 4Ap. (7.10)

[t—tk|<eo
Since Ag grows with ey small, that implies that, after choosing 7y smaller if neces-
sary, such an operation can be performed without any risk.
In what follows, we assume that there is T* € (¢, — €9, tx + €o] such that, for all
te [tk — Eo,T*],
[za®) 1y < 4A0m, (7.11)
and 7™ is maximal in the sense of the above definition (i.e., there is no T** > T™*
satisfying the previous property). If T* = { + £o, there is nothing to prove and

([TI0) holds.

Assume T™* <ty + 9. Now we consider the quantity

1
—/4@,tem—%jw
2 R
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We have after (7.9)),
1
6,55 / 22(t) = /(za)w [3(8*)22,1 +3B*22 + 22] (t)
R R

(1) / 2a(t)B] + 2 (1) / 2a(t)Bj.

Using (C.I1) and (7.0)), we have for some —explicit— fixed constant C' > 0 depending
only on «, f and 4, and 7y even smaller if necessary,

1
Bt—/zg(t)‘ < CAM?.
2 Jr
After integration in time and using (Z.8]), we have
/zi(T*) < / 22(tg — e0) + CeoAin? < 1.9A4%1°,
R R

if 0 is small but fixed. A similar estimate can be obtained for |[(z4)x(t)|| 1 (r) by
proving an estimate of the form

1 2
o5 [ (i)

Therefore estimate (ZI1)) has been bootstrapped, which implies that T* = ¢y + &¢.
Note that the estimates do not depend on k, but only on the length of the intervals

~ 60
We conclude that there is flo > 0 fixed such that
sup [u(t) = B*(t)|] g1 gy < Aon-

< CAM .

Finally, estimates (LG) and (L) are obtained from (Z.6]), and using the fact that
o™ and B* are close to o and B in terms of Cn. The proof is complete. O

Remark 7.1. From the proof and the results in [I3] it is easy to realize that the
evolution of breathers can be estimated in a polynomial form in time for any s > %,
however, in order to make things simpler, we will not address this issue.

Corollary 7.1. We have for all t # ty

3 [ #2020 = 5 [(@+ 220 +25 — i)
= M[yg] + 46",
Moreover, this identity can be extended to any t € R.
Proof. Same as Corollary .6l O

Finally, we recall that v* = 3(a*)? — (8%)? and Efu] = & [pu — 1 [ u.
Corollary 7.2. Assume that t # ty for all k € Z. Then we have
E[B" + 2](t) = E[Q" + 2](t) - 5(8" —ia”)’

4 * %
:E[?Jg]‘FgBW-

16Note that an argument involving the uniform continuity of the mKdV flow will not work in
this particular case since the sequence of times (tx) is unbounded.
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Finally, this quantity can be extended in a continuous form to everyt € R.

Proof. Same as Corollary .71 O

8. ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY

We finally prove Theorem [I.4l Note that for some ¢ > 0 depending on
n>0,

im |[ya (D)l (@>cor) = 0 (8.1)

t——+o0

This result can be obtained by adapting the proof for the soliton case in the Martel
and Merle’s paper [31]. Indeed, consider

K
o(x) == = arctan(e® ), K >0,
T

so that
1

. . /11 / /

l_nérOl(b:O, Eg.}¢:1, 1) Sﬁqb, ¢ >0 on R. (8.2)
Fix ¢g,tg > 0. Consider the quantities

1 9 1
I(t) == B Ya(t)p(x — coto + gco(to = 1)),
R

70 = [ [50200 = 300 + 5920 ol — coto + 5ealto — 1)

It is not difficult to see that
! 1 2 4/ 1 2 11 3 2 4/ 3 4 47
I (t) = _ZCO ya¢ (t) + 5 ya(l5 (t) - 5 (ya)z(b (t) + Z ya¢ (t)7
R R R R
so that using (82), and if ¢y > 0 is small (but depending on 7 smaller if necessary),
I'(t) <0.
We have then

I(to) < 10) = 3 [ w006 — ato)
and

A similar result holds for J(t), which proves ([81]).

Note that 2, + 3, € H*(R;C) (see (IIT)). In what follows, we will prove that
this function satisfies better estimates than y, and z;, if = is taken large.

Fix t # ti, large, with |t — tx| > 9. We use the notation
Ze 1= ﬂa + Zp. (8.3)
Note that from (B21) we have

1Ze () || 72 sy < Cv,
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with C' = C(eg) independent of time. From the Béacklund transformation [@I8]) we
obtain

(Ze)x — 2y = V2(B + ia + ¢°) {Sin (QV*\/.EEC> — sin (3;)}

* *

= \/§(ﬂ+ia+q0)[sin(3§){cos (%) - 1} + sin (%) 003(35)]
— 0 {eos () - }+\fsm(\f)gz.

Assume now that x > ¢ot/2. Then we have for some fixed constant ¢ > 0,
Q*
Q*

—|—m‘<ecw, m=pB+ia+q" =" +ia”,

and
(EC)LIJ + mgc =9,
where

g::Q{cos(\g/i) }—i-\/_{sm(\/i)—%}%—i- {g:+m}+2ya.

Solving the previous ODE we get

x

Zo(t, @) = Zo(t, cot/2)e ™ (@ C0t/2) 4 / g(t,s)e ™) s,
Cot/2

so that

x

Ze(t,2)| S |Ze(t, cot/2) e (Fmcot/) 4 / lg(t, 5)]e™# @) ds.
Cot/2

From the Young’s inequality we get
Hzc(t)HLQ(IZC[)t) 5 |gc(t, COt/2)|e—B*cot/2 + ||g(t)HLQ(chot)e_B*cot'
Clearly
Ze(t cot/2)] S 12Ol o) < Cvi [l9®)]|L2(@3er) < OV + Cre +o(1).
Passing to the limit, we obtain for all T,, — +o0, |T}, — tx| > &¢ for all n and &,

nglfoo HEC(T”I)HLQ(IZCOTTL) =0.

A similar result can be obtained in the case of z, and (z.),. Finally, from (3] we
get

Finally, we repeat the same strategy with ([6.25]) and ([6.24]) to obtain

tl)il_gloo Hza(Tn)HHl(IZCOTn) =0.

Note that since the flow map is continuous in time with values in H', we can
extend the result to any sequence 7T,, — 400 by choosing an g9 > 0 smaller but
still independent of k.

Proof of Corollary Assume that for all ¢y > 0 small it is possible to find
Ty > 0 very large such that

lza(To)ll ) < collzgll gy
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With no loss of generality we can assume Ty = ty, for all k, otherwise we perturb
T, and the previous inequality still holds true. We apply the Béacklund transform
twice to find .

1ya(To)|l 51y < Ceollzdll ar m)
and therefore

190 (0)]l 1y < Ceollzll r my
for some constant C' > 0. Two consecutive inversions of the Bécklund transform
leads to

0 < llzgllzr®) < Ceollzall r (m),
which is a contradiction if ¢y > 0 is chosen small enough.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [5.1]

We will use the specific character of the breather and soliton profiles. Since ([29)
does hold, both @ and @ are well-defined everywhere. We have

sin (B\—/EQ) = sin(2(arctan ©1 4 arctan ©3)),

where from (21 and (&),

O, 1= eﬁszriOzyl7 0, = é sin(ay1)

« cosh(By2)
We have
sin (B\_/EQ) =2 [sin(arctan ©1) cos(arctan ©3) + sin(arctan O2) cos(arctan @1)}

X {cos(arctan 1) cos(arctan ©3) — sin(arctan ©1) sin(arctan 62)}

=2 [tan(arctan 01) cos?(arctan ©1) cos? (arctan O)

— sin?(arctan © ) tan(arctan ©5) cos? (arctan )

+ cos?(arctan O ) tan(arctan ©5) cos? (arctan O)
— sin?(arctan @) tan(arctan ©;) cos®(arctan ©1) .

Since
2 Z2 2 1
sin®(arctan(z)) = o Cos (arctan(z)) = T

we have

i (E + @) _ 2(0, — 0370, + 0, - 030,)
V2 ) (1+67)(1+63)
On the other hand

(B — Q) = 20, (arctan ©1 — arctan O3)

- 2(1?85 - 13253)

(1+63)0,,—(1+67)0,,
(1+032)(1+03)

Sl
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Hence, collecting terms and factorizing, from (9] we are lead to prove that
(1+03)01, — (1+607)02, — (B —ia)(0; — 030, + 0, —030;) =0. (A.2)
Now we perform some computations. We have from (21),
O2,, = (B +ia)O, (A.3)

o + i®?) cosh?(Bys) = B(a cosh?(Bysz) + if sin?(ayy)), (A.4)
and

o — (ﬁ sin(ayy) ) _apcos(ayr) cosh(Byz) — 2 sin(ay; ) sinh(Bys2)
Le = \a cosh(Byz)/z acoshQ(ﬂyg)

3

so that

et cosh(Byn) — BeP: sin(ay1)] , (A.5)

O1,0 — (B —ia)01 = B[ acosh?(Bys)

and
01,0+ (8 — ey} = [ e e )M SIn(o)) gaaion)
aePV2 cosh(By2) + BVt sin(ay)
B ﬁGQ{ a cosh? (Bys) }
Using (A3), (A4), (A3) and (A6) we have
Lh.s. of (A2) =
(1402)814 — 2(8 + 00205 — (B — ia)(1 — 62)0;
— [B1s — (B~ i0)O1] + [Ors + (B — 1)1 — 2§ + 10?0,
_5 [aeio‘yl cosh(Byz) — Be¥2 sin(ay;)
a cosh?(Bys)
aeP¥2 cosh(Byz) 4+ Be¥ sin(ayy) — 2arcosh? (Bys) — 2iBsin’(ay)
a cosh?(Bys)
_5 [aeio‘yl cosh(Byz) — Be’¥2 sin(ay;)
B a cosh?(Bys)
—ae™PY2 cosh(Bys) + Be "Y1 sin(ay; )
a cosh?(Bys) ]

(A.6)

|+

+ﬁ®2[

|+

+502 [
which proves (A2).
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