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MULTI-SOLITONS OF ONE-DIMENSIONAL BOUSSINESQ EQUATION

Vicente Alvarez and Amin Esfahani*

ABSTRACT. The existence of multi-speed solitary waves for the one-dimensional good Boussinesq
equation with a power nonlinearity is proven. These solutions are shown to behave at large times
as a pair of scalar solitary waves traveling at different speeds. Both subcritical and supercritical
cases are treated. The proof is based on the construction of approximations of the multi-speed
solitary waves by solving an equivalent system backward in time and using energy methods to
obtain uniform estimates.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Boussinesq equation, initially derived to describe the propagation of long waves in shallow
water, has been a subject of extensive study in both its classical and modified forms. In particular,
the “good” Boussinesq equation, which can be written as:

atiful - 8xmul + 8xmmmul + axz(‘ﬂ(ul)) - 07 (11)

has attracted significant attention due to its rich mathematical structure and the phenomena it
models [2]. Here, uj(z,t) represents the wave profile and ¢(s) = |s|*?s with p > 0.

The study of soliton solutions, which are localized waves that maintain their shape over time, is a
central theme in the theory of nonlinear dispersive equations. Solitons are remarkable due to their
stability and the ability to interact with each other without losing their identities, a property often
referred to as soliton collision. While single soliton solutions provide insight into the fundamental
dynamics of these equations, the existence and interaction of multi-soliton solutions reveal deeper
aspects of the underlying nonlinear dynamics. A multi-soliton of (L), is a solution wui(z,t) to
(1) defined on a semi-infinite interval of time, such that is behaves at infinity like a sum of
solitons of (1)) with different speeds.

In this paper, our objective is to investigate the construction of nontrivial asymptotic behaviors
of solutions to (IT]). In this context, multi-solitons (see Definition (II])) are fundamental solutions
that, at large times, behave as a sum of several solitons in the energy space. We investigate the
parameter ranges corresponding to subcritical and supercritical cases, examining how nonlinearity
affects the formation and interaction of solitons.

The question of the existence and properties of multi-solitons in nonlinear models has a long his-
tory, beginning with the pioneering works of Fermi, Pasta, and Ulam [12], and Kruskal and Zabusky
[28]. These studies are closely linked to the investigation of completely integrable equations via
the inverse scattering transform (IST). For an overview of multi-solitons in the Korteweg—de Vries
equation, see the review by Miura [25], and for multi-solitons in (1.2), see Zakharov and Shabat
[29]. Beyond the scope of completely integrable models, there have been significant advances in
the study of multi-solitons in non-integrable dispersive equations over the past two decades. Ini-
tially, these were addressed in the L2-critical and subcritical cases by Merle [24], Martel [20], and
Martel-Merle [21], leveraging their developed theories of stability and asymptotic stability. The
existence of multi-solitons was later extended in [8] to the L? supercritical case. In this latter
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scenario, each individual soliton is unstable, making the multi-soliton a highly unstable solution.
See also [9]. For the high-speed excited multi-solitons, we refer to [7].
The Cauchy problem associated with (LI can be equivalently written as a first-order system
given by:
Orur = Orug,
Opug = O (ur — Ozwur — p(u1)) (1.2)
(u1(0),u2(0)) = (uf, uf)
Moreover, solutions of (ILIl) and (L2)) the energy £ and momentum M are formally conserved
under the flow of (I2]), where

1 1
E(U) = 5‘/]1% (|U1|2 + |U2|2 + |(91’U/1|2 — Zml’l,tll2p-’_2) dzr (13)

and )
M(u) = —/u1u2 dx. (1.4)
2 Jr

Several researchers have extensively studied system ([2). The foundational work by Bona
and Sachs [I] utilized Kato’s abstract methods to establish local and global well-posedness of the
Cauchy problem for small data. These results were subsequently enhanced in [I6], where global
well-posedness of (IZ) in the energy space H = H'(R) x L*(R) for small data was demonstrated.
More recently, the inverse scattering transform and a Riemann-Hilbert approach for (L) with
quadratic nonlinearity were developed in [5]. The local well-posedness of (I.2]) in the energy space
H was established by Liu in [I7], and was improved recently in [6].

Theorem 1.1. Let o9 = %—% and max{0,00} < s < 1. For any ug € H*(R) x H*"1(R), there

exists a mazximal time interval (—T*, T*) and a unique solution u to (L2) in C((—T%, T*); H*(R) x
H*~L(R)). Moreover, T* = 0o or T* < co and
tgf%l ||u(t)||HS(]R)><HS*1(]R) = oQ.

A similar result occurs if T, = —oo or T, < oo. Additionally, the solution u € H of (2)
conserves energy and momentum.

A solitary wave (soliton) associated with system (L.2]) is a solution R € H in the form of
R(z,t) = (D, (z — wt — xg) , ¥y, (x — wt — x0)),

where zy € R is the inital wave-position and w is the wave-speed with |w| < 1; so that R satisfies
the elliptic system

—®" + B, — |, |*P B, + WV, =0,

v, +wd, =0.

So, the solutions of this system are clearly in the form (®,, —w®,,), where ®,, satisfies the scalar
equation
—0! + (1-w?) @, — |0, @, = 0. (1.6)

It is well-known that ®(z) = ((p + 1)sech®(px)) % is the unique (ground state) solution of
~0" + & —[9|* @ =0;
so that @, (z) = (1 — w2)ﬁ@(mg@) is solution of (L6), and
R(z,t) = (D, (z — wt — xg) , ¥y, (x — wt — x0)),
with ¥, = —w®,, is a solution of ([.2). Recall that a solution ® of (LH) is called a ground state
if it minimizes the action J, that is,
J(®) = min {J(u), u € H \ {0} is a solution of (LI},

where J(u) = £(u) + wM(u).
The following regularity result for solutions of (L6 is well-known (see e.g. [3, Theorem 8.1.1]).
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Proposition 1.2. Consider ® € HY(R) a solution of ([L8). Then,

(i) ® € W3P(R) for 2 < p < co. In particular, ® € C*(R) and |0 (x)| el for all
18] < 2.
(ii) For any 0 <e <1,

e (|@(2)] +10:(2)]) € L=(R).

The stability of solitary waves of ([.2)) has been a subject of various studies. Bona and Sachs
[1] employed the fundamental theory developed in [13] to prove that for p < 2 and 2w? > p, the
solitary waves are orbitally stable. Liu proved the orbital instability of solitary waves in [I7] for
p < 2 and 2w? < p, or p > 2 and w? < 1. Furthermore, he demonstrated in [18] that the solitary
wave is strongly unstable by blow-up if w = 0. Liu, Ohta, and Todorova [I9] showed that for
any p > 0 such that 0 < 2(p + 1)w? < p, the solitary wave is strongly unstable. Recently, the
orbital instability in the degenerate case 2w? = p for p < 2 was proved in [I5]. See also [I1] for
the stability of angular waves of (IT]) in the high-dimensional case.

Regardless of the instability of the solitons, by leveraging techniques from the study of KdV,
NLS, and Klein-Gordon equations, we aim to shed light on the behavior of multi-solitons of (L.2)).

MAIN RESULT, TOOLS AND STRATEGY

For j € N, let |w;| < 1, z; € R, and @, = (@Sj),q)ﬁ)) € H be a solution of ([LH). We will
denote the corresponding soliton associated with the (L5]) the traveling along the line x = z; —w;t

is defined by R; = (Rg-l), R;Q)) such that

) 3

Ri_m):fl)g?)(x—wjt—xj), m=1,2

with R\ = —w; R\,

Our main goal is to demonstrate the existence of solutions to the system ([2) that exhibit
asymptotic behavior similar to a sum of different solitons. In other words, we aim to find solutions
that can be approximated by a combination of solitary waves with different wave speeds.

Definition 1.1. Let N € N\{0,1}. Consider wy,...,wy €ER, z1,...,28y €ER, and ®,,,..., Py, €
H be solutions of (LH). We denote by

N N
Ri(z,t) := ZRg-l)(:C,t), Ro(z,t) := ZR;Q)(,T,t).
j=1 j=1
A multi-soliton is a solution u of (L)) for which there exists Ty € R such that u is defined on
[To, +o0) and
lim ||u(t) — R(#)||g =0,

t——+oo

where R = (R, R2).

It is important to note that R; = (R§l),R§2)) is a solution of system (III), but due to the
nonlinearity of the system, the vector solution R does not remain a solution.

1.1. Construction. First, we will lay the groundwork by presenting the main result, followed by
constructing arguments to support this finding.

Theorem 1.3. Forj e {1,2,...,N}, |w;| <1, and z; € R, let (@wj) be the associated ground
state profiles. Define

RV (tx) = ) (¢ —wjt =), m=1.2,

i
and

Wy

. = ﬁmin{l—uﬂ wj_wk|:j7k:17---7N,j7ék},

il
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If wj # wy for any j # k, then there exist Ty € R and a solution u for (L2) defined on [Ty, +00)
such that for all t € [Ty, +00) the following estimate holds

3

lu(t) — R(t)||;; < e . (1.7)

Before proceeding with the demonstration of this result, it is necessary to clarify that the proof
will be conducted under two premises: firstly, assuming the subcritical case p < 2 for the system
(TI), and subsequently, under conditions of the supercritical case p > 2.

To proceed with the proof of the main theorem, we first define a sequence of solutions known
as approximate solutions. After deriving some estimates and taking the limit, we construct the
solution we seek. Specifically, let T™ be an increasing sequence converging to infinity. Our strategy
involves solving a final-value problem associated with (LX), where the final data consists of a pair
of solitons at time T™. More precisely, for each n € N, let u™ denote the solution of (L5 defined
on the interval (7%, T™], where T; is the maximum time of existence for each n, and such that
u(T") = R(T™).

We will establish that our approximate solutions u” indeed satisfy the conclusion of the main
theorem.

Proposition 1.4 (Uniform Estimates). There exist Ty € R and ng € N such that, for every
n > ng, each approzimate solution u™ is defined in [Ty, T"] and for all t € [Ty, T™]

3

" (t) = R(8) | < e, (18)
The proof of the main theorem will be achieved using the following crucial result.

Proposition 1.5. There exists u’ € H such that, up to a subsequence, u™(Ty) — u° strongly
in H*(R) x HS"1(R).

Now, we define some operators that will be used later on. Indeed, let us S; : H — R the
functional defined by
Sj(ul,ug) = 5(’(1,1,’(1,2) —l—ijb(ul,UQ). (19)
Note that by the Sobolev embedding, these functionals are well-defined.

Remark 1.6. Differentiating the operator S; in the sense of Gateauz, we obtain for every
u = (u1,u2) € H that

sy [ —Orzur + ur 4 wjug — |ur|?Puy
Sj(u) = ( uz + Wity (1.10)
_(p) p©2) :
Note that R; = (R, R;”) satisfies
1 0 2 (D)y2p p(1) _
_aszj —i—le +wi R — |RyVIPPR; =0, (1.11)
R® +wRrM =0,
so that, for fized t, we see that R;(-,t) is a critical point of S;.
Let us define the linear action H;, for all £ € R and w € H, by
Hj(W,t) = <SJ/‘/((I)WJ' (t))W,W>, (112)
where
— . — 2p
S (@, w = < Oaatwn + wn + wjw = (2p +1)| D wl) . (1.13)
7 w2 + wjwy

Finally we close this section by presenting the following coercivity result from [23] Proposition
3.4], linked to the operator H,.

Proposition 1.7. Let j € N. Consider |w;j| <1 and 0 < p < 2. Ifn = (m,n2) € H satisfies
<n,8w<1>wj> = <77,ij> =0, where T, = (@5}},0), then <S§' (<I>wj) 77,77> > Clnll%-
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In the remainder of this paper, we intend to prove Theorem [I.3] in two different contexts: in
the subcritical case p < 2 and subsequently in the supercritical case p > 2.

In this regard, in Section Bl we will prove Theorem [[3]in the subcritical case p < 2 as follows.
The strategy to demonstrate this result depends on two main steps. First, we show that the
approximate solutions satisfy the estimate (7)) on [Ty, T},] with T independent of n. Then, we
show that the sequence of initial data at Tj is compact. Therefore, we can extract an initial
datum that gives rise to a solution of the system (L)) satisfying the conclusion of Theorem [[.3l
The strategy we will use to obtain these two results relies on applying a bootstrap argument,
for which it is necessary to obtain some uniform estimates that will be complemented by the
existence of a coercivity property. We will use modulation arguments that will allow us to control
some directions obtained in the coercive property and subsequently localize certain expressions to
control the different dispersions found in our arguments.

Subsequently, in Section Bl our objective is the same as in the previous section, with the only
difference being that we will work in the supercritical case p > 2. The strategy we will use in this
section will be the same as previously applied, with the difference that under these conditions,
it is not possible to control the directions generated in the coercive property in the same way.
Therefore, we must resort to applying some spectral theory arguments, using the Pego-Weinstein
arguments, to generate a set of eigenfunctions that allows us to obtain a new type of coercive
property with better terms to be controlled. In summary, the idea in this section is based on
obtaining a new coercive property and subsequently controlling the terms that form it through
modulation and parameter localization arguments.

2. EXISTENCE OF MULTISOLITONS IN L2-SUBCRITICAL CASE p < 2

To show the existence of multisolitons in the subcritical case, we consider a sequence T" — oo
and take u™ € H as the solution of () such that u™(7™) = R(T™). In order to prove the
bootstrap estimate, we assume the existence of Ty such that if ¢y € [Ty, T"], then for all t € [to, T"|

3

n —UJ?
[u™(t) = R(t)||l < e " (2.1)
Next, we define R = Zjvzl (Rél), R§2)), where

REl)(x) = (1)&) (x —z;) and Rf(x) = fI)‘(fj) (x —zj),

and for a > 0, we define the neighborhood B(a) := {u € H : |[lu— R| g < a}. Now we establish a
modulation result. This type of result is widely used in various situations (see, for example, [22],
[10]). However, for completeness, we will provide some details of the proofs with adaptations to
our case.

Lemma 2.1. There exist a1, C > 0 and C'-class functions
@;:B(a) = (0,4+), Z;:B(a) >R, j=1,2,...,N,
such that if u € B(ay) then the function € = u — R with

R= (S &V S A2,

N N
Jj=1 Jj=1

satisfies the orthogonality conditions for all j =1,2,...,N:

(EW’REW))L%R) - (am,amég.m))mm —0, m=12 (2.2)

)

where the modulated waves Rgm are defined as

BW@) =) @-5),  m=12 (23)

w;
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Moreover, if u € B(«a) for all 0 < o < a1, it follows that
N
lelle + Y (&5 —wjl + 12 — 2;]) < Ca. (24)
j=1
Proof. We fix m, j, and a1 > 0. Without loss of generality and for the sake of simplicity, we will

remove the dependence on m and j in the solitons. The idea is to apply the implicit function
theorem to the function F : B(a1) x (0,00) x R — R? defined by

_( ) _ (u— R(w,y), R(w, y))r2r)
Flu,w,y) = ( o) ) - < (u—R(w,y),amR(w,y))Lz(R) >7

where R(w,y) := ®,(z — y) and @, is the ground state of (LG). Note that, clearly, F'(g0) = 0,
with go = (R,w,y). Now, since ®,, is an even, positive function, we deduce from the facts

/ D0 Dy da = D [0 2e
R

and L
||(I)w||2Lz(R) = (1 - W2) v ||‘I)||2Lz(R)
that -
0. F1 = — / 0Py (x — y)Py(x — y)dx = —2/ 0w Py, (2) P, (x)dx # 0,
R 0

Hence, we get

2 2 w 2
1%l ey = = (2 =1) 2 190lge) 20

Also, there holds that
OyFy = — (OyR(w,y), 0 R(w, y))Lz(R) v=— (-0 R(w,y), azR(wvy))H(R) = ||8rq)w||i2(R) > 0.

Furthermore, through similar calculations, it becomes apparent that 0, F1 = 0, leading to det(DF(qo)) #
0. Consequently, for sufficiently small c; > 0, there exist unique parameters (&;, &;) mapping from
Bj(a1) to (0,00) x R, such that the functions in ([23) satisfy the orthogonality conditions (2.2]).

For the second part, we take 0 < o < 7 and u € B(«). According to the Mean Value Theorem,

@05 — wj| = |@5(u;) —@; (R§-m))‘ < C‘

_ plm)
u; Rj HHl(R) < Ca.

Similarly, we can obtain estimates for Z;.
Finally, we derive

lejll ey < llug — RVl y + 1R = B i@y < a+ IR — B |y,

As
S(m) _ 5(m) (m) - m
1B = By < (|05 (0 = 25) = 800 (@ = )|,
<[l @—a) ol @], + o @ - - R @),
< C|£Z'] —LL'j|+C|(:)j —le’l) < Ca,
we have that estimate (24) follows immediately. O

We fix n € N and, to simplify notation, we denote u™ by u, where u” is as above.

Lemma 2.2. There exists C > 0 such that if Ty is sufficiently large, then there exist Cl-class
functions
C:le[to,Tn]%(—l,l), fjl[to,Tn]—)R, j:1,2,...,N,
such that € = u(t) — R(t) with t € [to, T"], satisfies, for 5 = 1,2,..., N and for all t € [to, T"],
the orthogonality conditions

(am(t),égﬂ(t)) :(Em(t),azf%;”(t)) —0, m=12 (2.5)

L2(R)
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where R = Ejvzl (REl), }?52)) and the the modulated waves are defined as

R (a,1) = 02 ) (w —wjt — 35(t),  m=1,2.
Furthermore, there hold for any t € [to, T™] that
N 3
~ ~ _w2
leller + Y (105(8) = wjl + |7(t) — z]) < Ce™. (2.6)
j=1
and
N 3
~ ~ — w2
> (10501 + 01350 < € (o)l + 7). (2.7
j=1

Proof. Let us fix m, and take t € [tg, T"]. From (21, we have

N
W) -3 00 @yt — )| <o,
=t HY(R)
which is equivalent to
N
u; (x4 wjt) —Z(I)fd’?) (x — ;) < et
J=1 H'(R)

This means that the function
n;(t) = u; (- +wjt),

3
belongs to the ball Bj(a(t)), where a(t) = e “ *. Since a(t) — 0 as t — oo and the map
t — u(t) is continuous in H, if Ty is sufficiently large, we can apply the process of Lemma [ZT]
for all j € {1,2,..., N} to obtain continuous functions (@;,Z;) : [to,T"] — (—1,1) x R given by
w;(t) = w;(n;(t)) and Z;(t) = &;(n;(t)) such that

(O =250 @=30) .95 @ =5,0)) , =0
(nj(t) — O (t) (2 — 7;(1)), 0,05 (1) (= — & (t)))L2(R) =0,

which in turn are equivalent to the orthogonality conditions in (2.1). Indeed, since
= (m(0) - @8 (0) (= 3;0)), 057 (1) (2 — &5(1)))

= (ui(t) = 05" (0 —wjt = (1)) , 0L (0 — wit — &(1) )

_ (uj(t) - fzg.;) (), R™ (t)) .

Proceeding analogously, we obtain the remaining orthogonality conditions. Estimate (28] follows
exactly as in Lemma [Z.Jl Moreover,

2

3
@5(0) = wjl = @5 (0) = @5 (B)| S [fms0) = B = (s () = B0y S €77

[
Similarly, we obtain estimates for &;(t).

Finally, note that

N N N
Ol < [~ S mP0| | R -5 R0

=1 H'(R) =1 H(R)
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Since

(1 1 1 -
IR @) = B Ol = |08 (@ —wit = 3;() - 00) (@ —wit =)
H(R) (2 8)
7 ~ —w%t -
S 125 () = il + |wj(t) —wil S e,
3
we conclude that [e1(t)[| 1 (r) S e~“?t. Similarly, we obtain this estimate for 5, from which we
obtain (2.0]).
To conclude the proof of the lemma, it is necessary to show the estimate (2.7]). The following
evolution equation is satisfied,

01 — Opeg = —8,5}?1 + (%CRQ

_ . . . (2.9)
Orga — Oy (61 — Opz€1 — (1, Rl)) = —ORa + 0y (Rl - 3zzR1)
where
(p(&'l, Rl) = |R1|2p51 + 2p(|R1|2 + 9(2R6(R1§1) + |€1|2))p—1 Re(ngl)El
+p(|Ra? + 0@2Re(RiE1) + |1 2)P~ e [Per
+ 2p(|R1|2 + 9(2R6(R1§1) + |<€1|2))p_1 Re(Rlél)Rl
~ ~ ~ - |2p1 ~
+p(Ifa + 0Re(frzn) + | ) e PR+ | B R
Also, since (we will omit summation of j =1 to N)
— OiRy + 0. Ry = —010,0,0%) — (—w; — 0,2;) 0,05 — w; 0,05,
i ~ ~ ) _ (2.10)
— 8tR2 + 895 (Rl - 8111%1) = —8t6:1j8w(1)(_2:,j - (—Wj - atffj) 31‘1)33] + ale - azzlea
we obtain from (2.9) that
Die1 — Oper = —0h@;0,08) + 0,70, 05,
(2.11)

Ore2 = 0, (21— Oratr — pler, Ra) ) = —002,0,0%, + 040,03 — Dua .
Now, taking the inner product with R1 and Ro, respectively in (2.11), we obtain
(Ore1, R1) 2wy — (One2, R1) 2wy = —at@j(awq)g;, Ri)p2m + atgzj(a@gg’ Ri)rem).  (212)
and
(Ore2, Ro) 2y — (8x51a~R2)L2(R) + (Ozzatl, R2)~L2(R) + (3180(517?1)132%2(11«) (2.13)
= —3t@j(aw¢%ijz)L2(R) + 3tij(3m¢%ijz)L2(R) — (OpzaR1, R2)12(R))-

On the other hand, taking the inner product with 1 and e2 in (ZI0) and considering that
(ElaRl)L2(R) = 0, we have

B (517 3tRI)L2(R) * (51’ 811?2) = 0%, (61’ a“(pgj))ﬁ(R) O (61’ 89”(1)‘(51]‘))L2(R) '

(2.14)

L2(R)

and

— (62,3tR2) L2®) + (52,81R1)L2(R) (2.15)

— A0, 2 5 2 — R
= —0@; (Ez,awfbwj)Lz(R) + 0: (Eham(b“’f)m(ﬂ@) (€2, OraaR1) L2(R)-

Since

(8t51’R1)L2(R) = — (El,atél)L%R)’ (&627]%2)[,2(]1%) = - (62,3tR2) L2(R) )
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then by combining ([212)-(215) we obtain
- 5t@j(5w‘1’falj)a Ri)r2m) + atfj(am‘l’falj)a Ry)pamy) — 0:9; (092, Ra) L2(x)
+ 0,(0:9% , Ro) L2(r) + (Onan R, Ra)r2(m)
— (Ozawt1, R2)r2m) — (Oup(e1, R1), Ro) 2wy

_ ~ (1) ~ 2 - 2 %
= —8twj (61, 8“,(1)@], )L2(R) — 8twj (62, 8“(1)5”1)L2(R) + 8t$j (61, 8I(I)&j)L2(]R) — (52, axzle)L2(R)

+ 8t§3j (51, 895(1)8)) .
i) L2(R)

Therefore, since ®,, is even and 9,P,, is old, then

~ 1) 5 2 B _ (1) _ 2
Oy ((QJ@% s B) L2y + (awq)@j  R2)r2(w) (81’ 6“’(1)5’1 )Lz(R) (52’ 6‘”(1)@1)L2(R))

+ 0:2; ((81’ am(I)‘%J‘)L?(JR) * (61’ am(I)fvlf))L?(lR))

= —(Oraalti, Rz)m(n@)) + (Ozzz€1, R2)L2(R) + (Oup(er, Ry), R2)L2(R) + (e2, 8mmmR1)L2(]R)-
This last equation can be written as

(Mll(lf) + all(t))atcbj + alg(t)(?t;ij =b (t),

where
ari(t) :== <(5158<UR1)L2(R) + (52, o 2)L2(R)> )
aiz(t) := ((ElaamR2)L2(R) + (a,ale)LQ(R)) (=0),
Mll(t) = (%RL Rl)LQ(R) + (&)RQ, RQ)L2(R)
and

bi(t) = (Ozzwc1, Ro)r2() + (Oxp(e1, R1), R2) r2r) + (€2, Opaa 1) 12 ()

3
It is clear that |ai1(t)] + |aw2(t)] < Clle(t)||m + e 3<%t for all t € [to,T"]. To estimate the
coefficient by(t), we observe that all terms can be bounded by ||e1(t)|| g1 (r), except for the term
- |2p
(|

as follows: since Rj is bounded, we can assert that

1 ~ ~
R1, Ry)12(w), which appears in the last term of the definition of ¢. We can treat this term

(‘Rl

‘2P1 ~ o~

Ry, Ro)ram) < C/ || | o) do < C/e—%\/@_f‘w—wﬂ—fi‘e*%mwwwmd:c
R R
From (20)), we can assume @;(t) > tw; (for T, sufficiently large). Then

~ ~ _ 2w b— s ot —7 _ ) b
R17R2)L2(]R) 5 e 3/ 1—w?{|lz—w;t—Z;|+|x—wit mk|}e 3y/1—w2{|w;t wkt\}dx

~ |2p1
(|2
R
3 3
5 ef&uft e*3w/1*“’3{@*th*$]‘|+‘1*wkt*1k‘}dw S 673“)*2 t
R

Therefore,
3

_ 2
b1(®)] S el + e
Repeating the arguments above, but now taking the inner product in @II) with d, Ry, 9, Rs and
in (ZI0) by 0,e1, Oze2, we derive

azl(t)&(bj + CLQQ(MQQ(t) =+ CLQQ(t))at:fj = bg(t),

s (t) = <(8m51,8wR1)L2(R) + (amsz,awRQ)Lz(R) ,

where
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~ 112
L2(R)

aa(t) == — ((8m81’awé2>L2(R) * (8151’(%1%1)9(11@) o Malt) = ’ aIRIHQLZ(R)

and
bZ(t) = (6II;ER17 amRZ)LZ(R) - (81527 am*Rl)LQ(]R) + (6mm;ﬂ517 am*R2)L2(]R)

+ (0up(e1, 0o R1), Ra) 2Ry — (0282, Oaa 1) 12(R),

3
where |ag1 ()] + |agz(t)] + [b2(t)] < Clle(t)|| g + et for all t € [tg, T"]. Therefore, we obtain a
system of equations that can be written as

(M(t) + A(t)) X (t) = B(1), (2.16)
_ Dp0;(t)
where X (t) = ( Wy — 45 (1) and
(0wR1, R1)12(m) + (OuR2, Ro) 12w , 0 ,
M) = 0 [CHZ .4
L2(R) L2(R)

As, for every t € [to,T™], M (t) is an invertible matrix, then from (2I6) we obtain
IXOI < IMTI OB+ M~ HAGX @),
where M ~1(t) represents the inverse of the matrix M (t). Now, since R; and Ry are bounded, then
X @I < CIB®)| + CIIABX @)]- (2.17)
Using the inequality (2.6), it follows that for T sufficiently large, [|A(t)|| < 5&. Thus, from Z.I7)

SIx @I < ClBO).

3

Finally, since for all t € [to, T"], we have | B(t)|| < C <||€(t)||H + 63”?t>, and then

3
X1 < ¢ (el + 7).
Therefore, we obtain the desired result. [l

Remark 2.3. Using the fact that u™(T™) = R(T™) and the uniqueness of the decomposition
at time t =T™, we necessarily have

e(T™) =0, R(T") = R(T™), &;(T") = wj, &;(T") = z;,, with j=1,2,...,N.

2.1. Control Estimates for Solitons. In this subsection, we will obtain some control estimates
for the solitary waves that compose u. For this purpose, we will use an argument that involves
localizing certain quantities. Therefore, we can assume, without loss of generality, that the prop-
agation speeds of the solitons satisfy wy # wy, for all k& # m. In fact, we will assume that
w; <ws < -+ < wp. Let ¥ : R = R be a C* cutoff function such that ¢(s) = 0 for s < —1,
P(s) €10,1] if s € [-1,1], and ¥(s) =1 for s > 1. As in [7], we define m; := (wj—1 + w;)/2, Now,
we introduce the following cutoff functions, for all (z,¢) € R x R,

Pz, t) =1, ¢z, t) =9 (% (x—mjt)) , forj=2... N.

Next, we define ¢; = ¢; —;41 for j =1,...,N—1, and ¢ = ¥n. By the definition of ¢;, we have

supp(¢1) C (=00, VE+mat], supp(¢n) C [=vE+mut,00) and supp(¢;) C [—VE+mjt, VE+m;t]
forallj=2,...,N —1.
Finally, for j = 1,2,..., N, we define the localized momentum and energy

M;(u) = %/RuluQ@ dz, (2.18)

&(u) :%/R(|“1|2+ a2 + [0y |? — 20 (1)) g d. (2.19)
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And we denote by S/

loc

the localized action defined, for all w € H, by
Shhe(w, 1) = E;(w, t) + w;M; (w, ). (2.20)

We also define an action-type functional for multi-solitons by

Z loc (221)

The result we are about to establish will allow us to control the decay of the sum of solitons,
enabling the functional S to depend on the individual solitons rather than just their sum.

Lemma 2.4. Let m,n € {1,2}. There exists C > 0 such that for all t sufficiently large and for
allj#kel,...,N,

/R (}R;(cm)(t)} + }&R,@(t)}) 6:(a, ) da < ef4w§t7

[ (0] + om0 - oty e 5,
/R ('Rl(cm)(t” + 10, R (t)l) (|R§") (t) + |8IR§")(t)|) d < T

Proof. Let us fix m = 1, the case m = 2 follows similarly. Indeed, using Proposition[I.2] we obtain

[ RO @] estantyde < [ 8Bty 0ty da
R R

< C/ eIV 1_a’§|1_wkt|¢j (x,t)dx
R
Suppose k > j, with j € 2,..., N — 1. If k = j+ 1, using the support properties of ¢; and ([2:22)),
we have

(2.22)

Vitmjiat
_ L — o
/‘R’(cl)(t) ¢j($,t)d$§/6_“l_wilw_w”ltl%(%t)de/ e 3V 1-0Fle—wji1t] g,
R R —\/E-i-mjt
\/¥+m'+1t _\/E+m'+1t
</ R Ny (L] dH/ T wt] gy
_\/E+mj+1t — o

_\/E_Wj%fwjt

\/z+mj+1t
—2 1—@2\1—m~+1t+m~+1t—w-+1t\ -2 1—(:)2‘1‘
5 / e 3V k i i fi dr + e 3V kT dy

—Vit+m it o0

\/f+mj+1t 5 VEI- 2Ty
_2 “i— J+1 2 P =
5 / 3V1- ‘*’k‘m mj+1t+ t‘ dr + / eg\/l—wﬁm dz.

7\/E+mj+1t

o0

Therefore, for k = j + 1, we get

\[-i-m- t
/}R 1) ¢] T t) %\/ —QZw,t / aa %\/1 O |z —mj1t] der + e~ %vl_“z’i(\/i"'iz*t)

Vitmjpat
Vi

< e—hVTTw. / VIl gy 4 o 3T B (Vi)
Vit

S e $VIFt (27) VITIVE 4 = $VITTR(VIF )

S e BVt ((2V) e VITFVE 4 =3 VITFIVE)

(2.23)
Since, for ¢ sufficiently large,

(2\/;> eIVIZGIVE 4 o= 3V1-02VE < 15 /1-Gwat
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then, from ([2.23]), we have
/ ‘R,ﬁ”(t)} (@, 1) do < e TV1=FRwt, (2.24)
R
Now, if & > j + 1, using the support properties of ¢; and ([2.22)), we obtain
/R ‘R;j)(t)‘ o (z,t) dz < /R e~ 3VImFRlr—wntl g (0 1) da
= e*%mﬂﬂ’kﬂe*%m\z*wkﬂ%(%t) dx

R

— ef%w/17&1§|m7mjt+mjt7wkt\ef‘%w/17&1§|m7wkt|¢j ({E, t) dx

R
5/e‘
R

1 .. .. wj_1—wg wj—wy —
:/6 3V 1 wk|w myt+ L ——=t4+ L= |e_%‘/1_w§|m_wktl¢j($,t)d.’II
R

ol

I IO e e IO | —
VISt S ] Tt (0 1)

Vitmgat wjtw

1 ,,Q\wﬂfwk\t J 1 _~2| _‘]7](;‘ 1 —5

Se s e / e3 VIO T o g V1=l —wt] g
—\/E-‘rmjt

Therefore, for k > j + 1,

~(1
/‘R,(C)(t)‘gbj(x,t)dx
R
Vg S e
N eV 1—&iw*t/ 2 €3V 1—a§|z|e—% \ 1_w§|w+ 2 kt‘ dx
—VE Ik

Wi+l =Wk 1/2

Vit 5 t . e 1/2
o o _ 1 _ ~2 J k
N e~ VImSent / e Vi=@ilel go </ e sV! wk‘” 2 t| daz) )
R

_\/{_i_wt

As k> j+ 1, we have wy > wj;1, and therefore

[ R 05wty a
R

\/E+wj+17wkt — wi—w 1/2
< o~ VI BFunt / T i /Ta g, (/ o= 3VITEE | S dw) (2.25)
R

—ViF Ty

5 eféw/lfdjiw*t-
Thus, from [2:24) and ([225]), we have that, for k& > j,
3
/ R (0] 0w, 0) do < Cem IVt < Cemt,
R

whenever ¢ is sufficiently large. Then, from (Z.6), for Ty large enough, |0x|? < |wk|?, hence for
k>7j,
/ \R}j)(t)] (@, t) do < Ce™ iV1=0Fwnt < Cetv@mwt, (2.26)
R

Now, if j > k, using the support properties of ¢; and ([2:22), we have

~ — \/Z+mj+1t _
/ RO 65wty de s [ e 3VImERntl, (@, 1) do = / e~ #VI=SRla—wntl gy
R

e
R — \/E-f-mjt
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Since j > k, w; > wy, so from the above estimate, it follows that

/ 0| 65(,1)do

</ %w/l O |z —wpt] dx
\[+mk+lt
Vitmpit o)
S/ —%w/l—&ﬂm—wkt\ d.I—F/ %\/1 wk|;ﬂ wt| dx
Vitmy it \/E"kaJrlt
Vitm it & / 2.27
:/ —%\/l—d)i|m—mk+1t+mk+1t—wkt| de"’/ % 1— (,uklmld‘r ( N )
Vitmp gt \/E_i_wt
3. T2 ht1 <kl Vitment T=a? 2 1-@2Vi —1\/T-&?
< e 2 - St e3 7wk|m7mk+1t|dx+67§ —OpVte—3 —@Fwyt
—Vitt+mp 1t

A

e~ 3V 1-@Rwit (2\/‘) FVI=GRVE | o= 3V 1-0iVE —5\/1-0wt

o~ 5V/1-BFw.t ((2ﬁ)e§mﬁ+6_§mﬁ) )

Since for ¢ sufficiently large

(2\/E)e§mﬁ+ e~ 3V/1-02VE < et/ 1-GRw.t

we have that estimate (Z27) becomes

A

)

/ ’R(l }gz)] (2,1) dx < e~ Vet (2.28)
Therefore, for j # k with j € 2,..., N — 1, from (226]) and (2.28)

/ ’R;ﬁl)(t)‘ ¢j(x,t)do < em Vet
R

The estimate for the term ’&DRS)’ ¢; is obtained in a similar manner. Furthermore, the cases

j=1and j = N can be obtained using a similar argument.
We conclude that for sufficiently large ¢,

/R(‘R,g”(t)‘ n ‘azfz,g”(t)‘) b3 t)dn < et j £

The second estimate follows immediately, since for k € 1,..., N, we have 1 — ¢y = Z#k ¢;. To
obtain the last estimate of the present lemma, we can proceed in the same way.

2.2. Bootstrap Argument for Soliton Summation. Using our previous findings, we will es-
tablish a bootstrap result related to soliton summation. To do this, let us consider a sequence
T™ — oo and take u™ € H as the solution of (LI such that u™(7") = R(T™).

Proposition 2.5. There exist Ty € R depending only on w; and ng € N such that, if the
approzimate solution u™ of (1)), defined on [Ty, T™], there holds the estimate

3
||un(t) - R(t)HH S e—wft7 n 2 no, te [t07Tn]7
with to € [To, T™], then for all t € [to, T"],
13
[u™(t) = R(®)|lmr < e o

To demonstrate the bootstrap argument, our main objective is to obtain uniform estimates
in terms of mass and energy. Suppose Ty > 0 is sufficiently large and choose n € N such that
T™ > Ty. For convenience, in this section, we will again remove the dependence on n in the
approximate sequence and denote it simply by u. For all t € [Ty, T"], we define

v(t) = u(t) — R(1), (2.29)
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and assume that for ¢ € [to, T"] (with to € [To,T"]),

3

IVt <e . (2.30)
We need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 2.6. There exists Ty such that if to > Ty, then for every t € [to, T™],

Sty -3 {e@+ 2 [ RORY @40 (50 - wP) | + 1o + 0 (7).

j=1

where

1
H(e) = _/ |8zal|2dx+/|51|2 d:z:+/ les|? da
2 R R R
N ~
1 ~<1>’2p 2 / S|P (B0 ) wj/
—= : dz — ’R» RS dz+ % dz ) .
+;( 2 . j |51| X P . i ( j 51) x + D) R€182¢J X

Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for any ty € [To,T"] and for all t € [ty, T™],

H(e) > Cllell - (2.31)

Proof. The idea is to expand the terms in the expression of S using u; = &1+ Rl and us = g9+ RQ.
Indeed, note from (2.2I) that S(u) := E L Si..(w), with

loc

SJ

loc

(u) == &;(u) + w;M;(u).

Hence, we will estimate each term of the above expression separately. First, we observe that

& (5+R)=—

m(RlJrgl)‘ ¢; de + = /‘Rg—i—sg‘ ¢ de + = /‘Rl—i—sl‘ ¢; de

1 i T
_2p+2‘/R‘ 1+€1‘ (b] Z.

R (2.32)

Let us expand the terms of the above integrals as

~ 2 ~ ~
x(Rl +51)‘ ¢jd$:/|axR1|2¢j d$+/|ax€1|2¢j d:z:—2/8mR151¢j dx
R

/RZaR”

k=1

R

N
&; dg:—|—/ 0261120 da:—2/ZamR,§”al¢j da.
R k=1
(2.33)

Now, since

WE
P

”‘ —i—Z‘@Rl)‘ + Z 0, R0, RD.
k?éﬂ kkzélml

Using the fact that the solitons are bounded (see Proposition [[.2)) and Lemma 2.4l we obtain

R(l’ ¢de—|— Z /aRl)a R(1¢ dCL'<Ze_4w* + Z e—4w*t< _4w* '

k,m=1 k,m=1
s;ég k;;ém k#] k;ém

k=1

Taking T sufficiently large, we deduce

> [fo

‘ ¢; d + Z /a R0, RV ¢, d < ceslt, (2.34)
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where C' = C(Rgl), e ,RE\}), Rf), cee Rg\?), N). Moreover, note that

N N
/Zamf%;l) 10, d;v:/(?mf%;l) 105 dw+/Z%R§;> 16 d,
R R R

k=1 k=1

k#j
then, we have from (2.6]) and Lemma [2.4] that
1/2
N ~ N _ N _ 3
/ S 0nRY €10 do = —/ ST 0.RY 0,105 de < C / ST 0.k, da < Ce 34t
R R R}
k#j k#j k#j
Hence,
N . . 3
/ S0, B €1, d = / Ben B €165 d + O34 ), (2.35)
R R

k=1

On the other hand, note that

- 2 ~ 12 ~
/ ’Rg +€2‘ ¢j dxr = / ‘Rg‘ ¢j d$+/ |€2|2¢j dl"i‘/RQEg(bj dx,
R R R R

So proceeding similarly to the previous estimates, it follows that
2

/]IJRQF@dx:/R ééi ¢jdx:/R

5(2) |2 [ pal? 3wt
— [ |RS ’ de -3 ’Rk‘ ¢; dz + O(e~3t)
R i1 /R
N£i
~(2)2 3
:/ R; ’ dx + O(e 31y,
R

o2 3
BP|" 6; do + O(em41)

and since (g2, R})2 = 0, we obtain that

N
/ Rg&g(bj dr = / R§-2)€2¢j dx + Z/ Ri&g(ﬁj dx
R R =1 /R
k]

N (2.36)
S 3
= / R§2)62 dx — Z/ R§‘2)52¢k dx + O(ef?wuft) — O(ef&gft)'
R r=1"R
=y
Therefore,
2 : _ [ 1p@]? > s,
Ry +e2| ¢jdx = Rj dr + [ |ea|” ¢j dx 4+ O(e 3%+ 1). (2.37)
R R R

So, following the same argument, we arrive at

; ? |2 2 awlt
’Rl—i-sl‘ ¢ dx = ’Rj ’ dr+ [ |e1]” ¢ dz + O(e™29 ). (2.38)
R R R
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We now proceed to expand the last term of the expression above using the Taylor expansion.
Considering G(s) = sPT1, we have

6 (Jer i) =6 (|mf) + 0 (Jfa] ) (1o + 2me (i)
+5" (|f]) (i + 2Re (R22) ) 4 0 (ore (o) + [ )
5 (| )+ (|R]) (12 + 2Re (R12)
+50" (| ) Il + 507 (] ) (2Re (fer))
+ 36" (}le Re (Ber) ferf + 0 (H2Re (Rie) + |51|2H;(R)) .

Using again ([2.6) and Lemma 24, we deduce

(2.39)

" ~ |2 4 ~ |2p—2 4 4 —4w%t
/g ‘Rl‘ le1] ¢jd$=P(P+1)/‘Rl‘ le1]” ¢ da < C a1l gy < Ce™
R R

Furthermore, since Ry is bounded, it follows that

[ (Jfa]) (2re (fier) 1) 650 =20+ 1) [ R0 Re (Razr) oo

3
<c / e1f* dz < O ler s gy < Ce3 1,
R

and
5 2|I3 3 6
[2re (Bazi) + 1P, o < Clerlingey +C llerllrne
3 3
S C€_3w*2t 4 C€_6w*2t
< C€_3w*%t.
Then,

2p+2 1 - -
¢;dr = —5/ ‘Rg-l ‘ le1|?¢; dz — —/ ‘R(l ‘ R§1)61¢j dx
R

1 2p+2 (1) 2p—2 (1)
13 ¢de—p/R]Rj (R ) ¢; dx

3

+0 (e_‘o’w* t) .

Therefore, combining (2:32))- [2:40), we obtain that
~ ~ 2p+2
5j(R+e)=2/ ’ ¢ dz + = /]R2] ¢ do + = /’Rl)’ é; $—2p+2/’ BN 6 da
1
+ §/|8w51| &; do — 5/2%}3 ey de — —/ ‘R(l ‘ R\Ve1g; da
R

- 2p ~ 2p—-2 , .
A BV e, da:—p/R’le) (Rg%l) ¢;dz+0 <e3w* t).

1 -
— Ry +¢
2p+2/R‘ tre

A

(2.40)

2
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Notice that any term involving ]:2§1), ]:2§2) and ¢; can be refined leveraging the fact that Zivzl o =
1. For instance, using (Z4)

..
2 Jr

~ 2
0. R| onda

2 1
0.5"[ 6, dx:i/
R

71/
=3,

19) R(J)r dr — li/
Y 2 k=1"R
(=
~ 2 3
(%cRgl)‘ dx + O <6_3“’*2t> .

So that,

> 1 5(1)]? 1 2|2 1 5(1) |2 1 5(1) |12

1 2 1 5(1) 1 5(]* 51
+5/R|a””€1| ¢jdx—§/Rzaij sld:c—i/RQ‘Rj RV da
1 - 2p - 2p—2 - 2
_E/R‘Rg.l)‘ |51|2dx—p/R‘R§-1)‘ (R§1>al) d;v+/R|al|2¢j dz

3
+ / |52|2 ¢j dx + O (63w*2t> .
R

But, since (sl,Rﬁ-l)b =0,

1 - 1 “()|P =
—5/2%}3;” &1 dw—§/2‘R§-l)‘ R\Ve, da
R R
1 A1) 1 AP B -2y [ )
=3 20z2 R; 81d$—§ 2‘Rj ‘ R; erde+ (1 -a3) | R erde
R R R

J
~ ~ ~ 1 ]2P ~
:/ (—amR§1> + (1 -ahRY - R R§1>> erdz =0,
R

> 1 5(1)]? 1 2|2 1 5(1) |2 1 (1) |12

1 1 ~ 1 2p ~ (1 2p—2 ~ (1 2
+§/R|8151|2¢jd$—§/R}R§)‘ |£1|2d;v—p/R‘R§-)‘ (R§ )51> dx

3
+/|51|2¢jd$+/|52|2¢jdiE+O<63w3t>.
R R

Now, we analyze

(2.41)

ijj(R—F E) = % / (R1 + 51) (RQ + 62> ¢j dx
R
= ' / R1€2¢j dz + | / Rlég(bj dx + | / 51R2¢j dx + “i / €1€29; dx.
2 Jr 2 Jr 2 Jr 2 Jr
Applying a similar process to (Z.30), we have

3
Wi /Rélfz(bj dx + wj /Ralf%ngj dr =0 (63w*2t> .
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Also, note that

3
Wj/Réléz(bj dr = wj/RRél)RS‘Z)(bj de +0 (e—Swf t>

:wJ/R YR de — w; Z/R”R(2¢ d:c—l—O( s )

k#a

3
= wj /]R Rg-l)R;Q) dx+ O (e_3“3t>

and
R R .
<y [ ceaydo iy —wl+ ([l dx) +([lep i)
< wj / e162¢; dx + O (|0; — wj|?) + Ce—3w3 ¢
Therefore, *

~ w; ~ 1) = W N _ w%
wiM;(R+¢€) = TJ /RR;l)Rg-Q) dx + TJ /Rslequj dz + O (|0 —w;|?) + O (e B t> . (2.42)
So, we obtain from ([241]) and (2Z42]) that
o o 1
). (u )—5(Rj)+7J/R§”R§2> dx+—/ |Oue1[*¢; da

/‘Rl)’ |E1|2da:+/|61| ¢pjdr—p /‘Rl)
/R|€2| ¢de+(9(|wj()—wj|)+0< 302 )

Then, we derive

- Z { E(R;) /RR(l R® dx + O (|J;(t) — wj|2)} +H(e)+ O <e3w§t> . (2.43)

2p2

)51) d{E—F—/SlEng)J dx

where

5):%/|6m51|2dx+/|51|2 dx+/|£2|2 dx
+Z<——/]R<1 le1|? d — /‘R(l

To conclude the result, we define the operator

j(zl,ZQ):5(21,22)+wj/zlzgd:t.
R

We know that, by performing a similar calculation to Remark [[.6) R; is a critical point of 7.
Thus,by applying the Taylor expansion formula,

- 1
J(Rj) = T (Ry) + 5«7”(Rj)(@1 —w1)? + |01 — wilo (&1 — wil),

2p— 2 )
51) dI+_/6162¢J dIE)

From which we deduce that the expression (2.43]) can be written as

N 3
wj 1) (2 ~ _3w2
Su(t) =Y {S(Rj) +3 /RR§. 'RY) dx + O (|0;(t) — wj|2)} +H(e)+ 0O (e 3 t) .
j=1
For the estimate (Z3T), it is sufficient to use the Proposition [[7 in a similar manner as in
Section [ in Proposition [3.18 Thus, we have completed the desired proof. O
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Before giving the proof of Proposition 2.5l we need to establish the following result, which

provides an almost conservation law.

Lemma 2.7. There exists C > 0 such that if Ty is sufficiently large, then for all t € [to, T™],

3

M;(u(t)) — M;((T™)] < %e—%ff, i=12....N

Proof. We fix j € {2,...,N}. Note that

10 1 1 1
- U1UQ1/)J' dr = = / 8tu1 ’UJQUJJ' dzr + = / U1 8t11,21/)j dx + = / u1u28t1/1j dx. (244)
20t Jg 2 Jr 2 Jg 2 Je
Since (u1,uz) is a solution of (ILHl), we have
1 1
5 / 8tu1 ’UJQUJJ' dx + 5 / U7 8t11,21/)j dx
® ® (2.45)

1 1
== / Orusuatp; da + 5/ (8mu1 — Ogazur — (2p+ 1)|u1|2p8mu1) u1t; dx.
R R

2
1 1 T+ m;t
- o de = ——— J Lda. 2.46
2/RU1U2 i1 dx 2\/Z/RU1U2( o1 >1/13 €L ( )
Thus, combining (244), (2:45), and (2.46), we obtain

10 1 1
/ Uty de = B / Orusuatp; dx + 5/ ((%cul — Opazur — (2p + 1)|u1|2pazu1) u1y; dz
R R
This means that

20t
1 T+ mjt
- — dx.
M/R”m< )w
10

1 1 1

ia/R’UJ’UQ?/}j dx:i/RagﬂLQUﬂ/)j dx+§/R<91u1u11/)j dx_ﬁ/ |3zu1|21/);- du
! 1 r +mjt

4R AW dx 2.47

7 oy 5 [ (S5 v (2.47)

Moreover,

- 2p+1/|u1|2p8mu1u17,/)j dx.
R

Note that,

l/a UgUo®; dx = —l/uQa uyb»dx—i/ lug| 24, da

2 Jr " ! 2 ) 07 2Vt Jr 7
so we have

%/Ramuguy/}j dx = —%ﬂ/ﬂgugﬁ/}; dx

Similarly,

1 1 ,
§/Ramu1u11/)j dx——4—\/i/R|u1| 1/1; dx.

Moreover, by using the fact

2 1 2 1 ) .
_ D+ / |’U/1|2P(9m’ul’ul'¢j dx = p+ /8;E(|U1|2pul)ule dr + p+ / | |2p+2¢ i
R

2 1) 2 1
—( Lot [ afrourun; do+ 222 f T [ a2 .

we deduce

2p+1 / 9 2p+1 W12 11
— |1 |“POrurur vy da = |ug [P T2 da
2 Jr ! dpVt Jr ’
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So, combining these last estimates with (2.47), we obtain

10 1 1 1
- dr = ——— 2/»d - 2/»d __/aw 2/»d
28t/Ru1u21/1] x 4\/E/]R|UQ| Y dx 8\/E/]R|ul| Yy dx Wi R| u1 |95 dx

—i/uu <x+mjt) w,_dx+2p+1/|u 2y gy (2.48)

2\/2 R 12 2 7 4p\/z e 1 j .

Therefore,

10 1 2 2 1 2 2p+1

557 | wueyjde S — (3zu + |u ) '-da:—l——/u Ldx + /u P2 dg.

g7t [uavsde s 7 [ (10l + ) oo+ 7 [l vg o 0 [t
(2.49)

Define ©; = [mjt —Vt,mjt + \/ﬂ From ([2.49) and the support properties of ¢}, we arrive at

10
‘Ea/Rul’UQl/)de 5

Now, we observe by using the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality that

p p+2
/ |Ul|2er2 dr S (/ |5:EU1|2 + |u1|2 d:v) + (/ |ul|2 dw) )
Q Q, Q,

If we substitute u; = ; + R; into (Z50), we have

10 C
- . < — —
}wt/R“l“Wde —ﬁ/gj( ‘Rl )d‘“ / ‘RQ e

7(/( Al wf) ) < S ([ (A )

2p+1
ApVi

|up|?PT2 du.

1 2

— Opul|” + |u da:—|—— ua|” dr +

ﬁ/ (10, + o ?) Az
(2.50)

J

p+2

C ~ C C 9 +2
+ —llu =R} + —=lu — Ral|3% ) + —= Ny — Ra| 35
it e T
Hence,
10 c -
‘ga/uluy/hdx 7/ < ’ ’Rl )da:—l—— o ’RQ dx
C 9 C p+2
+ (/ < |+ || ) d:z:) 2 </ ‘Rl‘ d:z:) (2.51)
Q;
C _9 %t C _92 %t C —(2 2 §
_|__ W _|__ PwW i _|__ (;D+ )(—d* t.
\/Ee \/ze \/ze

Now, we estimate the terms involving R1. The case of Ry, we proceed similarly.
Note that, using the decay of solitons (see Proposition [[.2]),

/ ‘Rl x<cZ/ 1)‘ d.’L‘<Z/ —%w/l—dzﬁlw—wkt—wkldx

2
SE 7§‘/1 2z —wpt— zk\dx

(2.52)

Our aim is to estimate fﬂ_ e EV 1*%‘17“’”*”‘,511:. To do so, we will use the same arguments
J
used in Lemma [2.4] so some facts will be written without much justification. In fact, if j < k, for
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T} sufficiently large,

Vi+m;t
67%‘/17‘:}%17””7@6'([‘@ < O/ 7%“1 @2 |lz—wpt| dx

Qj 7\/_+7TLJ

Vi+m;t
—C/ —%\/1 wk|;ﬂ m t+mt—wit| dr

Vitm it
Vit —3m|z mytp STk g Y “”‘t(
S O/ 3 k J d
—Vittm t
Ceon T [ 0
Vi+mt
Y
< Ce™ 2V 1-@2w,t / %\/1 @3 x| dx
Vi
S Oe_%mw*t %\/—i dx

R
3
< Oe—4w*2t
Now, if j > k, proceeding as in (Z271), we have for T, sufficiently large,
Vitm;jt
67%\/17®i|m7wkt7m@| dr < O/ ’ *%w/l wk\z wit| dx
*\/f+m]

o)
< C/ e—%y/l—d)z\w—wkt\ dr
Vitmegat

Q;

Vitmppat 0
_2 —2|— _2 —02|—
< C/ SV 1-0F |z —wit] de +C e S/ 1-0F [z —wit] dr

\/_+mk+1t Vitmgpat

< Ce3VITt (0 ) 3VIRVE | (e VTRV~ 4Tt
< Ceom 3V BRunt ((2\5)6%@\5 n efgmﬁ)

S C€_4w*%t
(2.54)
Lastly, if j = k, for T sufficiently large, we have
Vitmyt
%\/1 @iz —wpt— mk|d$<c/ my % /1—02 |z —wpit| dx
Qk \["F"nkt
+mpt
_C/\/_ e 7%\/1 @ |m mpt+mpt—wit| dx
Vitmyt
Vitmt 2 Wi 1 Wi
<O/ 5\/1 wk|w mpt+—5—= t‘ dI
N _\/E"kat
\/_+ ¢ 255
1V/1-02w.t / " %\/1—&§|$—mkt| dr ( )
\/_+mkt
< 067% 1-&2w, %\/1 wk\z\dx
Vi

< Ceo—3V/1-GFuw.t (2\/&%,/17@3\/2)

3
_ 2
< Ce 4wit,
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Combining ([252)-(2.55), we conclude that
_ 2 3
/ ‘Rl‘ dr < Ce~ it (2.56)
Q;

Similarly, we obtain

~ 12 3 3
ale‘ dr < Ce~1wit < Ce~2it, (2.57)

Also, proceeding as in the estimates above, we arrive at

3
/ |Ry|? dx < Ce 2941, (2.58)

J

Therefore, using (Z6]) and estimates (Z56])-(258)) in (Z5]]), we conclude that
10
‘5& /R’U,l’(,LQ’L/)j dx

Note that equations (Z59) holds for j = 1, since in this case we can use the conservation of
momentum through the flow of system (L.IJ).
Consequently, for j € {1,2,..., N} and T} sufficiently large,

‘%/}RMJ(U)

which shows the desired result. O

C 5.3
< eTAws T, 2.59
< e (2.59)

3
—2w2t

<£e
_\/E )

Proof of Proposition[2.3 Let us fix t € [tg, T"]. Note that by using the estimate (2.8]), we have

" (8) = R(®) | < |

w(t) — f{(t)HH + R - R(t)HH
N

N (2.60)
<e@lly +C D 1a(t) —wjil +C Y a5 (t) — ayl.
Jj=1 j=1
Now, using the fact that (El(t), R (t))2 =0, we have
3
/ U U2 ;dr = / Rgl)]:?f) dx + / e1e2¢jdx + O (6_3“*2 t) . (2.61)
R R R
From Lemma 2.7, we know that
n n c —2w%t
ui(Qua(t)p;de — | wi(T™)ue(T")¢; dx| < —e™ %% ", (2.62)
R R Vit

Substituting (261 into (262) and using the fact that &1 (7™) = 0 and R;l) (T™) = R;j(T™), we
arrive at

~ ~ O 3
/ RVRY dx — / RVRY dx —2wit
R R

ﬂmw&®+mwm®+%e : (2.63)
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By Taylor expansion, since Rf) = —Qj]:?§1), then

L) p2) 5~ 2
/RRj R; dx——wj/R@wj dz
Z—@j/@i_d,T—(:)j (Bw/<1>3>
R R

+ (@;(t) —wi) ol (1) — wy )

:_wj/q%j d:z:+(a;j—wj)/q>3j dx — @; <aw/<1>3>
R R R

+ (@;(t) —wi) o (I () — i)

(2.64)
Once |@;(t) — w;|* is sufficiently small (for Ty large enough), then (Z64) implies,
1) 5(2 1) (2 -
(VRS >dx—/RR§ 'RY) dz| > O |@;(t) — wjl,
which, combined with (263)), leads to
~ 2 C 72w*%t
|05 () — w;l < Clle(®)lly + VA (2.65)

Next, we observe that from the definition of &, (see (I3])) and of S, we deduce,
N
[S(u(®)) = S(T))] < |&(u(t)) - E((T)[+C Z — M;(u(T™)))]

The conservation of energy and Lemma 2.7 imply

IS(u(t)) = S(u(T™))| <
It follows from the above estimate that
1 3
S(u(t)) = S(u(T™) + 0O (%e%* t) . (2.66)
Therefore, from (2.66) and Lemma 2.6]

le(®)lF < CH(e

)
5> {5(Rj) + /RRﬁ-”Rf) dz + O (|, (1) - wj|2)} -0 (%e—zw?t)

j=1
N o R
() =3, {5 / RRP da + O (| (1) - wj|2)} + el
j=1 R Vit

Since @;(T™) = wj, €(T™) = 0 and from Lemma 2.6 we have
- Wi (1) p(2) 1 :
S(u(Tm —E ER;) + ]/R-lR-2d}+(9( —2w*2t),
(u(T™)) j_l{ ( J) 2 Jp 0 T € \/Ee

and from this, combined with the last inequality and ([2.65]), we obtain

N 3 3 3
||E(t)||§{ < ZO (|(:)J(t) _ wj|2) + Ee—&u?t < Ce—4w?t 4 Q —2w* t < 26_2“"* , (2.67)
ot Vi - N Vi
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for Ty sufficiently large. This last estimate plays a crucial role in proving the proposition. In fact,
from ([27), (268, and (Z61), we have for Ty sufficiently large,

1025 (D)] < Clle(®)]| y + Ce™™* < %6’2“*% +Cle)y < —ze >+ —zem < —em

Vit Vit Vit

Since Z;(T") = xj, according to the fundamental theorem of calculus and the above estimate,

/ 0sZ;(s)ds
t

T 3 3 5
S %/ eiwfs dS < E (ewft — 67“13 Tn) (268)
t
C 3,

|17 (t) — x| =

T'Vl
< / |0sZ1(s)| ds
t

TVt
—w2

< —e
R
Therefore, using (Z.60), [267), and ([268)) in the estimate (Z60), it follows that

. C
[u"(t) = R(t)|| g < —ze ",

Vi

for all t € [tg,T™]. Therefore, for Ty sufficiently large,

[u™(t) —R®)| ;4 < %e*m‘“*t, for all t € [to, T™].

Taking t > (2C)2, it follows that for all t € [t, T"]

1 3
[u™(t) —R@)[ 5 < 56”*22

which shows the desired result. O

2.3. Proof of the main theorem. As we have already established, to prove the main theorem,
we need initially prove Propositions [[L4] and

Proof of Proposition [I.4 Let Ty, no be given by Proposition Set n € N with n > ng. As we
will see, the argument below shows that as long as the approximate solution u™ exist it satisfies

(L8], which in turn implies that it does not blow up in finite time. Consequently, we may assume
that it is defined in [Ty, T™] and

u” € C([Ty, T"], H*(R)).

Furthermore, since R is continuous with respect to time, it follows that for every ¢ sufficiently
close to T™ (from the left)

[u™(t) = Rl < [u™(t) = 0" (T")||m + |IR(T") = R(t)||ir < e™ V"
Now, let us consider
ty :=inf {t; € [Ty, T"] : (L) is satisfied for all ¢ € [t;,T™]}.

Clearly ty < T™. So, to prove the proposition we just need to show that ty = Tp. Assume by
contradiction that ¢y > Tp. Then, by Proposition 2.5 for all t € [ty, T™], we have

o (6) = R(B)y < eV
Consequently,
() ~ Rt | < et
By the above argument, the continuity of u™ implies that for ¢ close enough to ¢4 (from the left),
[u"™(t) = R($)]lmr < e” Ve,

which contradicts the minimality of ¢4. Thus, one should have t; = T and the proof is completed.
O
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Lemma 2.8 (L2-Compactness). Let § > 0. There exists rs > 0 such that for every sufficiently
large n,

(10:03 (T0)? + [uf (T + [u3 (T0)?) de < 6.
|z[>7s

Proof. Set n large enough such that estimate (L) holds. We may assume there is T5 € [Ty, T"]
such that e=2vero:Ts < % (otherwise we may take a large n). It is clear that

o o ]
1t (T5), uz (T5)) = (Ra(Ts), Ra(Ts)) [ ryx 2y < €72V "1 < o (2.69)
Also, since R; and Rs decay exponentially we may guarantee the existence of ps > 0 such that
4]
(IRU(Ts)? + | Ra(Ty)[?) do < 2. (2.70)

|z|>ps

Estimates (2.69) and (270) then imply
/ (10t (T5) 2 + [ (Ty) 2 + [ (T1)2) dr <

|z|>ps

. (2.71)

=

Our goal now is to show that inequality (Z.71)) holds with T} instead of T, with a possible change
of the parameter p;s.
On the other hand, let 7,; be a cutoff function such that

[ 1 for |z > 2ps , C
Tps () = { 0 for |z| < ps and ‘Tpsy < =ps

Hence, from (2.71)),
)
n n 2
”(ul (T5) , Ug (T5))Tpa ||H1(R)><L2(]R) < 3
Let us denote by Uls:#s = (uf (Ts) ,ub (T5))7,, and UL’ its corresponding final data, then by the
wellposedness theory of H'(R) x L?(R), due to the continuous dependence on the final data, we
have
2
102> Ol e gy 2 ) < C-
Therefore, by uniqueness on light cones, U£? and (v}, u3) coincide on {(¢,2) € R x R™ : |z| > 2ps + (Ts — t)}
for ¢t € (—o00, Ts), this implies that

|Oaulf (To)* + uff (To)* + [ub (To)|* da < |[UL° (0)|[311 2y 12y < CO.
|z|>2ps+(Ts—To) (R) (R)
We could choose r5 := max {rs,2ps + (Ts — To)} to deduce that

n 2 n 2 n 2 2 1)
/II [0zuy (To)l” + Jug (To)|” + |uz (To)|” do < JUZ* (D)5 @) x 22y < 5-
xT|>Trs

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition [[L5l

Proof of Proposition[L4 In view of (L8) we have that u”(Tp) is bounded in H. Hence, up to a
subsequence, there is u® € H such that u™(Tp) — u® in H. The idea now is to show that this
convergence is, up to a subsequence, strongly in H*(R) x H*~1(R) for 0 < s < 1.
Let us 0 > 0. From Lemma 2.8 we infer that for n large enough, there holds
0

n 2 0112
" ()15t o sy <22 (g r) + 10 a1 a5y 22215 = 5 (272)

Define x5 : R™ — [0,1] a cutoff function such that

(2) = 1 for |z <rs
XI=V 0 for |z| > 2rs
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and |xj| < 1. Then,

[u™(To) - uOHHS(R)XHS 1Ry S [(u"(Tp) —u )XJHHS(R)st 1( +||( (To) —u’) (1 _X‘S)HHS(R)XHS*l(R)

Since H? (Q) — H"fl(Q) is compact with Q = {z : |z| < rs} bounded, for n large enough and
possibly up to a subsequence, we obtain

[« 9}

[(u™(Zh) — u )X5HH3(R)xH571(R) < 9"
Moreover, using ([Z72)), it follows that

)
[ (u"(To) —u°) (1 _Xé)HHs(R)stfl(R) < |[[(u*(Ty) —u”) (1 _X5)HH1(R)XJ:2(R) < 9

Therefore, we get the desired result. (I
Finally, we will prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem [I.3. Proposition [[4] guarantees the existence of Ty € R and ny € N such that,
for every m > ng and each t € [Ty, T"],

[u™(t) — R(t)||g < e Verort, (2.73)
Let u’ be as obtained in Proposition From the local well-posedness of ([2)) in H*(R) x
H*"1(R), for 3 < s < 1, there is a solution u of (L2) with initial condition u(ZTp) = u° defined
in an interval [Ty, T*), where T™ is the maximum time of existence. We will show that T* = 400
and that u satisfies estimate (I77). In fact, suppose T* < oo. Then, using Proposition [[5 we have
u'(Ty) »u’ in H*R)x H*'R), 0<s<l.
By the continuous dependence on the initial data, for ¢ € [Ty, T%),
u'(t) »u(t) in HR)x HS'(R), 0<s<l.

Now, by ([Z73) we get (taking n large enough such that T™ > T*) that u™(¢) is bounded in H
for all ¢t € [Ty, T™), giving that, up to a subsequence, it converges weakly in H. Therefore, for all
te [To, T*),

u"(t) = u(t) in H.
So, from (Z73)),

Ja(t) = R(t) 1 < Tin nf " (£) — R(t); < eV,

Hence, u is bounded in H for all ¢ € [Ty, T*). But, this contradicts the blow-up alternative in H
given by Theorem [[.T] This means that T* = +o0o. Clearly, the above argument also shows that
(L) holds for all t € [Ty, 00). The proof of the main theorem is thus completed. O

3. SUPERCRITICAL CASE p > 2

In this section, we aim to prove Theorem under the assumption of being in supercritical
condition p > 2. To achieve this, we will need to slightly modify the definition of w,, in fact, we
will need to add new components derived from the new coercivity property.

In fact, in the previous results, the condition of p < 2 was notable, specifically when obtaining
the coercivity property. In fact, in the subcritical case, we obtained for j fixed,

(87 (®w;) m.m) = Clnll-
if

<77,8m<1)w].> <77, > =0, (3.1)
where T, = (fbgj), O) obtained through modulation arguments. On the contrary, in the super-

critical L?(R) scenario, it is not possible to achieve uniform estimates in a similar manner due to
the failure of the aforementioned property. Just like in the previous case, we can control directions
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around 0, R, while controlling the other direction through the scaling parameter, as in the sub-
critical case, is not feasible. In this case, we aim to establish a variant of the coercivity property
that allows us to obtain new uniform estimates.

In this regard, we recall the definition of the operator S ;-’. In fact,

7 o L Wy

where, Lw = —9pw +w — (2p + 1)| @y, |*Pw, or equivalently

@ = (Ot - G ),
7 w2 + wjw;

from which, for £; := S}’(@wj),

(Lj(w),w) = / |0y w1 |* dx +/ lwi|? dx + 2w; / wowy dx +/ |wa|* dx — (2p + 1)/ D, [*Pw? da.
R R R R R
Now, (LH) is equivalent to the Hamiltonian system u; = JE’(u), where
0 0,
7. 5]
and the solitary waves satisfy

0 O

w = I8/ (w) = J(ECw) M), = |5

], with £ = z — wjt.

We consider the evolution of small perturbations of the solitary wave, writing u = ®,, 4+ v, then

v = JSY(v) (3.2)
that is
w;jOcu + 0cv = Au,
OcLu + w;j0tv = A,
that gives

852(L — wf)u — AU+ 2c\0gu = 0.
Therefore, by virtue of the study conducted in [27], we know that there exist two eigenfunctions
YE = (Y5 Y5?) of 0,L;, with Y; (z) = Y (—), such that, JL£; (YF) = £A)Y;. Now, if we
consider Zj[ =L; (Yj-[), then we obtain Ej(JZj[) = :I:)\JOZj[. It is worth noting that, from [27],
the functions Zj[ satisfy HZj[H%2 (r) = 1 and decay to zero at infinity. Moreover, for € > 0,

23| + (0.2 | < eI,

Next, we will establish a result that is a consequence of the theory established by Pego-Weinstein
in [27].

Lemma 3.1. The following properties hold:
(i) Zji are eigenfunctions of L;J.
(i) For allmy >0, z € R and m = 1,2,

V7 @)] 4+ [0:5" (@) 4] 277 @)] + (00 27" ()] < Cemmovael,

(iii) (Y;", Z}

— + —
; )LQ(R)XLQ(]R) =0 and (Zj ’&Eq)“’j)m =0.
()

(R)x L2(R)

(5" Z7) ey = V20 pagywremy = -

Proof. Ttems (i) and (i¢) follow from the strategy used in [27]. On the other hand, let us consider

(iii).
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In fact, note that

(¥;" zj

Lot +
j )L2(R)xL2(R) - )\_go‘ (Y;". L572])

(R)x L2(R)

1

=7 (,cj}fj+,sz)L2
0

1

Vi

(R)x L2(R)

= - (LY Z])

] (R)x L2(R)

1 1
_ I(y+ z+
__)\_6/\0( j oo j)[2(R)xL2(R)'

+ 7+
Hence, (YJ 2 )L2(R)><L2(R)

strate the remaining results. (|

= 0. Then, applying a similar argument, it is not difficult to demon-

Now, we are going to establish the Coercivity result that we will apply in this scenario.
Before establishing the coercivity result, we should derive some properties related to £;. They
are standard results and follow as a consequence of the result [26].

Lemma 3.2. The kernel of L; satisfies that

Ker (£;) = {C8,®., : C € R}
Proof. Let £ € {COx®., : C € R}, then from (L0),
OB, + (1 — w?) By, — <I>f}.°+1))
J J J
—Wjax(I’wj + wj8x<1>wj
It follows that f is in the kernel of £;. This is,
{CO,®.,: CeR} CKer(L;).
Now, let f = (f1,f2) € Ker (£;), so we have

)
@f_ﬁﬂcaéw)_c< (

Il
Y
o o
~

{4Mh+ﬁ—@wHW$h+%ﬁ—0 53)
fotwifi=0,
Or equivalently
—Opef1+ (1 —wi)fr — (2p+ 1)OZ f1 = 0.
Then, the only solution for (33) are
{ f1=C0,P,,
fo=—-Cw;0,®,,, CeR
This implies that f € {CBX<I>wj :Ce R}, and we have
Ker (£;) C {C8,®., : C € R}.
And the proof is complete. O

Next, we will prove that there exists a unique negative eigenvalue for £;.
Lemma 3.3. £; has only one negative eigenvalue.

Proof. Initially, we should recall that the operator —0,, + (1 — wf) - (2p+ 1)@3}]’, has only one
negative eigenvalue, see for instance [26]. In this case, let us denote such eigenvalue by A~. Then
there exists a unique associated eigenvector ¢g € H'(R) such that

—Opatho + (1 —wi) o — (2p+ 1)@31;1/;0 = A" p. (3.4)
Therefore, for ®,,, = (P, —w;P.,;), we have

(£, 00) = [

(—amcbwj Dy, + (1 —w)) Py, P, — (2p+ 1)@3};”) dx = —2p/ 2 dz < 0.
R R
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This implies that £; possesses at least one negative eigenvalue, denoted by Ag. Assume its asso-
ciated eigenvector I'y = (&, n0), that is, £;T¢ = AT¢. Using the expression of £; again, the last
equality yields
—0pao + &0 — (2p + 1) &o + wyno = Moo
no + w;i&o = Aomo
Hence, from the second equality, we obtain 7y = —1:‘)—&0&). Therefore, it follows from the first
equality that

w2
—0p2b0 + (1 — w;‘.’) & — (2p+ 1)@3};50 =X (1 _JAO i 1) &

Therefore, comparing this last equation with(34]) it follows that (Ao, o) is exactly the pair satis-
fying

1/ 2
/\0_§<A +wj2-+1—\/()\*)24—2(&1]2—1))\*4—(%2»—1-1) >
and To = (5% ). 0

o—1

We denote I'y as the unique eigenfunction associated with the only negative eigenvalue A\ of
L;. Therefore, we proceed with the following result.

Lemma 3.4. There exits C > 0 such that
(L5(w),w) > C (] — (w,To)pm) — (w,0:8)]0(s) )
forallw € H.

Proof. Initially, let us assume that (w,To) 2g) = (W, 0:®)p2(r) = 0.

Notice that ( | |2
—Opz +1— (2p+1)|®,; [P w;j
S7(®y,) = ( o) IJ ) ,
where

o Ot wy _( —@p+ D)y, 0
= e ) - ( DIte [0y,

Hence, L; is a compact perturbation of the selfadjoint operator H;. Now, we have that for any
f = (f17f2) € Hu

(L. F) = ||3acf1|\iz(R) + 1Al Z 2@y + 205 (1, f2) + 1 follZ2@y = 1 FIIF + 2w5(f1, fo)-
For the term 2w;({f1, f2), applying Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we have

1205 (f1, fo)| < |wlll£I1F-
Then, it follows that
(LF, £) = (1= lwDILFIZ
Since |w;| < 1, we get that there exists § > 0 such that the essential spectrum of Hj is [, +00). By
Wey!l’s theorem, S;-’ (<I>wj) and H; share the same essential spectrum. So we obtain the essential
spectrum of S;-’ (<I>wj). Recall that we have obtained the only one negative eigenvalue Ay of
S7 (®.,) in Lemma 3.2 in [23] and the kernel of S7 (®.,) in Lemma 3.1 in [23]. So the discrete
spectrum of S (<I>w].) is Ao,0, and the essential spectrum is [J,+00). So, using the Spectral
Theorem, and Lemmas and B3] we have that for all w = (wq,ws) € H,
w = alg 4+ b0, P + p.

Hence, since (w, FO)L2(R) = (w, 6w(1))L2(R) =0, it follows that w = p. Therefore,
(Lj(w),w) > CllwllF.

Then, to conclude the proof, it suffices to take W = span{T'o, 0, ®}, Subsequently, considering
L*(R) x L*(R) = W @ W+, and finally, by standard arguments, the proof follows. O
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Proposition 3.5. There exists C > 0 such that

2 N2 2
<‘C](w)7w> 2 C”wH?{ - (w7 Zj)Lz(R) - (w7 Zj )LZ(R) - (w7a$q))L2(]R) :
Proof. We first show that
Lj(w), w) > Cllwl3, (3.5)

whenever

(‘Cj (w), }/jJr)Lz(R) = (['j (w), }/ji)Lz(R) = (w, aI(I))L2(]R) =0. (3.6)

In fact, we recall from Lemma [3.4] that there exists C' > 0 such that, for any w € H
(Lj(w),w) = C (||w||%1 - (waro)i%ua) - (W,31¢)i2(R)) : (3.7)

Now, from the definition of £;, for any w € H

(Ljw,w) = [[Dpwi ]| 72 + [lwi[[72 + [[wall72 + 205 / wiwy dz — (2p + 1)/ @, |2Pw? do
R R

(3.8)

> (1= o llwlly = @2+ 1) [ 18,70 da.

Now, assume by contradiction that ([B3) is not valid. Then, there exists a sequence of functions
Vi, = (V1,n, v2,n) € H satisfying the orthogonality conditions ([8.6) and the inequality

1
<£jVn7Vn> < ﬁ ”VnH2 (3.9)

From, B38) and &9), it follows that for n large,
(2p+ 1)/ |0, P07, dz >0
R

and without loss of generality, we can assume that

20+ 1 &, |Pv? dr=1.
(p j 1,n
R

Hence, the sequence (V,,), is bounded in H. Up to extraction of a subsequence, it converges
weakly to a function V = (V1,V3) € H satisfying the orthogonality conditions ([B6]). By the
Rellich Theorem,

(2p + 1)/R|<I>wj|2pvl2 dx = 1.
So, we have V' # 0. Moreover, by weak convergence property, it holds
(L;V, V) < hnnli,%f (LiVn, Vo) <0.
Now, let W =Y+ + Y~ and
A =Span{V,To,W,0,P}.

Therefore, £;]4 is nonpositive. Now, from (3.7) which says that £; is positive under AL, which
is contradiction. Now, we have

L*(R) x L*(R) = A@ A*,
where A = {YfL7 Y;”,9,®}. Then for all w € L*(R) x L*(R), exist A1 < Ao < A3 such that

Hence,
AL = —<w,Zj), A2 = —(w,Z;) and \3 = (w, 0, P).
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Therefore,
(Ljw, w) = A\ (Ljw,Y]) + X (Ljw, Y] )+ (L;p, p)

> M(w, ZF) + Xo(w, Z7) + C|IpllZ2®)x 22 ()

=M -+ O(Hw”%%R)xp(R) — A=A - A))

= Cllw|F2myx 2@y — 1+ C)A = (1 4+ C)A3 — CA3

> Ollwllfemyx 120y — COAT + A3+ A3),
with Ay = (w, Z7 ) r2(r) for all k= 1,2 and A3 = (w, 0, R)2(r) . Then,

(Ljw,w) + CAT + A3+ A3) = Cllwl|72m)x2r): (3.10)

Moreover, we know that

(Lj(w), w)

:/|6Iw1|2dx+/|w1|2dx+2wj/w2w1 dw+/|w2|2dx—(2p+1)/ D, [*Pw? da.
R R R R R

then,

<£j(w),w>+(2p—|—1)/|<I)wj|2pw%dx:/|8zw1|2dx+/ |w1|2dx+2wj/w2w1daz+/|w2|2d33
R R R R R
> (1= wj)llwlf
Hence, from (3.10)
Jwlly <€ (15w w) + 1) [ oo, ot ic)
R

< C{Lj(w), w) + C/ |wy |* dz
R

< C(Lj(w), w) + Cllwl|T2 @)« £2(r)
< (Ljw, w) + C(AT + A3 + A3),
which implies the desired result. (|

Once the new coercivity condition is established, we proceed to state the main theorem under
these conditions.

Theorem 3.6. For j € {1,2,...,N} let us |wj| <1, z; € R and let (Do,,) be the associated
ground state profiles. Denote the corresponding solitons by

R;m) (t,x) := @&T) (x —wjt —xj).
Define
1 . 3 . .

Wy 1= ﬁmln{()\éﬁwj,l —w?,|wj —wgl:jk=1,...,N,j# k}
If wj # wy for any j # k, then there exist Ty € R and a solution u for [(L2) defined in [Ty, +00)
such that for all t € [Ty, +00) the following estimate holds
3
2¢

lu(t) — R(t)HHl(R)Xp(R) <e™¥ (3.11)

The demonstration of this result is identical to the proof of Theorem with the difference
of some new parameters that do not affect the development of the proof. Additionally, it will be
evident that the process to be performed to obtain the bases for its demonstration is similar to
those carried out in Section 2l Therefore, we proceed to obtain results similar to those previously
established with some alterations to be observed below.

We will now establish a result of parameter modulation that allows us to obtain some new
estimates.
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Lemma 3.7. There exists C > 0 such that if Ty is sufficiently large, then there exist Ct-class
functions
zj:[to, T"] - R, j=1,2,...,N

such that if R;m) it is the modulated wave
Rg-m) (@,1) =@ (x — w;t — Z;(t)) , where m = 1,2
then for all t € [ty, T™], the function defined by
e =u(t) — R(t)

where
- (1) > (2)
= ~(1 ~(2
R= (> &> R,
j=1 j=1

satisfies for j =1,2,...,N and for all t € [to, T™] the orthogonality conditions

(am(t), 8901%;“(15)) oy =0 Jorm=1.2 (3.12)
Furthermore, for every t € [to, T"],
N 3
- 2
el + 3 15(0) — 5] < Cesit, (3.13)
j=1
and
N s
- _3w2
>0y < € (et + 7). (3.14)
j=1
Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 2.2 O

Remark 3.8. Using the fact that u™(T™) —R(T™) = 0 and the uniqueness of the decomposition
at time t =T, we necessarily have

R(T") = R(T") and &;(T") = z;, with j=1,2,...,N.

Following the strategy of modifying the coercivity property, we should choose to redefine the
approximate sequences used as the main argument in the strategy in the subcritical case. Now,
our strategy lies in applying a similar strategy to the one already used but making some specific
changes. In fact, let us consider T, be an increasing sequence converging to infinity. For each
n € N, denote by u” the solution of (L) defined in the interval (TF,T"] with TF being the
maximum time of existence for each n and such that

N
R +nAn+
u'(T") =R(I™) + Y o) " T},
j=1
where

T;r(t,x) =(1- w?)l/QijJr(w/l —wi(z — wjt — ;) and
Y/ (t2) = (1—-w)/?Y (/1 - wi(z —wit — 7).

We will initially establish a fundamental result that is crucial in the proof of Theorem [T.3

Proposition 3.9. There exist Ty € R and ng € N such that, for every n > ng, exists o, =
+.,n
(05" seqrmy
[To,T"] and for all t € [Ty, T"]

€ RV with ||a||? < Ce™3t and each approzimate solution u™ is defined in

[u(t) = R(&)]| i < e

The proof of this result is strongly linked to the following lemma. In fact, as in the subcritical
case, we should prove that the approximate solutions satisfy a bootstrap argument.
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Lemma 3.10. There exist Ty € R depending only on w; and ng € N such that, if for every
n > ng, every approximate solution u" is defined on [To,T"], and for every t € [to, T"], with
to € [TQ, T"],
3

" (8) = R(t)][ s < e
then for all t € [ty, T™],

1 .3
(@) =R < 577"

To prove this result, we need to establish some preliminary results beforehand. Indeed, for the
sake of simplicity, we will drop the index n for the rest of this section (except for T,).
Let us then consider the following notations:

\Ilji(t, )= (1- w?)l/%Z;r(, /1 —wi(z —wit —x;),
and
\Ilj[(t, )= (1- w?)l/sz;'(, /1 —wi(z —wjit — ).
Then, as in the case of soliton interactions, we have the following lemma,
Lemma 3.11. Let m € 1,2. There exists C > 0 such that for all t sufficiently large and for all
j#kel,...,N,
~(m T +.m 5(m T +.m >(n T +.m 5(m T t+.m
/R (B8] 4 1) 4 10,37+ fo, 85 ) (1R 4185 40, R5™| +10,55™)) da

3
42
S Ce 4w t'
and

~(m I, +.m (e T,+,m (n T, +,m S (m T, £.m
A(W2”+N% [+ 1010 10,8 ) (1757 1857 4 10,75 40,857 ) d

< 06_4w*%t.
Proof. The proof of this result is similar to Lemma 2.4 O

Now, we consider € = u — R, then we have from (L) that

Oie1 = Opeg + Ou Ry — O Ry
Diez = 0, (21 + R = Opa By — Duamr = fler + 1)) — o2 (3.15)
e(Tn) = Y30, oY (T,).

+,1

Moreover, for all j € {1,..., N}, we denote 'yji = (v ,7;[’2) by

+1 = . ~ﬁ<:’2 T an j:,z = 2 . ~ﬁ<:’1 X
7 m_Aamw]md d vE2(t) As@w]md
and
7i(t) = (7jc(t))j:1,2 ..... N°

Lemma 3.12. For n > ng large enough, the following holds. For all a= € R2N, there exists a
unique o € R?N such that ||| < 2|la”|| and v~ (T,,) = a~.

Proof. The following lemma establishes a one-to-one mapping between the choice of b and the
condition v~ (T},) = a~, for some a~.
®: RN R

a = (a?L)lgN = (e (T"))kSN
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Its matrix in the canonical basis is

Mata— | S Ti@; (Tn) : :
JTRR @) e

But from Lemma BT1] we have, for k # [,
TR

with Cj independent of n, and so by taking ng large enough, we have ® = Id +A4,, where ||4,|| < 1.
Thus @ is invertible and H<I>_1H < 2. Finally, for a given a~ € R¥ it is enough to define a by
a=®"1(a") to conclude the proof O

3
9,2
S Coe Bwi Ty

Remark 3.13. The following estimates at T,, hold:

3
. h]j (Tn)‘ < Ce 2 Tnl|a| for all k € {1,...,N},
o lle(T)lly < Cllall-

Let Tp > 0 independent of n to be determined later in the proof, [[a~| < e=2%+T» to be chosen,

a be given by Lemma BI2] and u be the corresponding solution of [BI5). We now define the
maximal time interval [T (a~),T,] on which suitable exponential estimates hold.

Definition 3.1. Let T (a~) be the infimum of T > Ty such that for all t € [T,T,], both the
3 3
le@®)||g <e “ t  and |y ()| < e 2% hold.

Observe that Proposition is proved if for all n, we can find a~such that T (a~) = Ty. The
rest of the proof is devoted to prove the existence of such a value of a~. To continue, once the
modulation result allowing us to estimate the direction (g, d,R) is established, we should estimate
the other directions in the coercivity lemma.

Lemma 3.14. For allt € [T(a™),T,] and j € {1,2,...,N}. The following estimate holds.

d ;s a3
GO E NI 0)] < lelmysnn + e
Proof. Let t € [T(a™),T,] and fixed j € {1,2,..., N}. Note that,

d 41 d 49 d/ <4 d <41
—~: (T —~v:(t) = — W7 (t — U (t
Tl ()+dt% (t) 7 Rfl() ; (>dx+dt sz() ;) dx

:/8@1(15).\1/]#72(15) dx+/al(t)8t\i/j,tv2(t) dx
R R
-l—/atsg(t)-\ifj"l(t)dw—i-/sg(t)at\ifjt’l(t) dz
R R
- / (8152—1—(%}?2) Ut da — / ORI (t) da + | e1(H)0T (1) da
R R R

+ / am (51 + Rl - 6mmR1 - awwgl - f(gl + Rl)) @JiJ(t) dx
R

- / R U (1) da + / e2(t)0, ¥ (t) do.
R R
Now, note that from Lemma B.11],

fle+ Ry) = f(R1) + f'(B1) + O(llenlF2my) = [Bal*er + [Ra|* By + 2p|R1 [*Per + O([le]|72))-
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Then, from (LII) and Lemma 311l we have

d 4, d 2
Lo+ L2

:/gzam\lfj* () dz+/ézaz\i/j“2(t) da
R

_Z (Wi + O:Zg) /R1 \Ifiz( t)dx — (w; +6t;vj)/£1(t)8 \i!j[’2(t)dx
k=1 R

+/5m518w\i!;[’1(t)dx—/alaw\i!;[’l(t)dx—i—@p—i—l)/ |R§1)|2p5181\i/;[’1(t) dx
R R R

N

N
—/ ( — Opalty — Z|~§1>|2p+1)> d:z:—Z(wk—F@tik)/Rg@z\i/jt’l(t) dz
k=1 R

k=1

/ |Ra [P a1 (00,05 (1) d — (w; + 0y;) / e2(£)0, U5 (1) da + O(le1 [ 2(x))
R

—(Lje,0,9F) Z@txk/Rza bl d;v—zat;vk/Rla () da

k=1 k=1
_6tg~cj/51(t)8m\i!j[’2(t) dx—@t:ij/ag(t)(?m\i/j[’l(t) dx
R R
3
= —(6,£;0.97) + llel| 72y x2(r) + e Bt

.3 +,2 +,2 - w*%
= —Nw? (F;7(t) £ ;5 (t))+||€||2L2<R)xLz(R)+e 3wit

Hence, the result follows.

With this lemma already established, we begin the control of the remaining directions.

following lemma was proved in [8, Lemma 6].
Lemma 3.15. For T, large enough, there exists a~ € R®*N such that
3
a2 < o=t
and T'(a™) = Tp.
Lemma 3.16. For allt € [Ty, T,] the following estimate holds:
3
@l < e
Proof. From Lemma B.14] we have
d ([ ixiwde NwFe [ —owie _swie
4 (etedtyr(y)| < bods (emnd ol

So, applying the fundamental Theorem of calculus from ¢ to T},

Tn i3 3 3
< / 67)‘0‘*)]' t <e2w* s 4 673“)* s> ds.
t
L
+/ e)xow]. t (e—Zw* s + e—Sw* s) ds
t

3 3 3 3 3
S 672wang” _i_ewaft S ef2w*2Tn||a7” +673w3t 5 673“)*2 t'

)\w T"Y;_(T> )\w]t,_y—i-()

Then
.3
Mo Ty H(T,)

i) <

35

O
The

3
Hence, |7J+(t)| < e 3@t On the other hand, from Definition 1] and Lemma BI5 the result for

~~ follows.

O
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Now, recalling the localization applied in the subcritical case [2.I]), we know that from Lemma
24 and Lemma 277 we have for the localized energy and momentum, defined in (219) and (28],

" C 5.3 .
|IM;(u(t)) — M;(u(T))| < NG st 3=1,2,... N (3.16)
And from the conservation of energy
o C _,.3, .
1€(u(t)) — & (u(T™))] < 7 it i=1,2,... N, (3.17)

Moreover, we can obtain the following result, following the same process as in the supercritical
case (see Lemma [2.6]). Taking into account that the only existing change now is the fact that the

velocity has not been modulated, therefore it follows for Sljo . the localized action defined, for all

w € H, by ‘
Sl (w,t) = &j(w, t) +w;M,(w,t) (3.18)
and we define an action-type functional for multi-solitons by
N .
Sw,t) =Y S (w,1). (3.19)
j=1
Lemma 3.17. There exists Ty such that if to > Ty, then for every t € [to, T"],
N 3
Wi 1 2 _3w2
Su(t) =Y {5(Rj) + 7J/RR§ 'R| )da:} + (He,e) + O (e 8w t> ,
j=1

where

1 1 1
(’He,e>:—/|6m51|2d:v+—/|51|2 d$+—/|52|2 dx
2 Jr 2 Jr 2 Jr

N

1 - 2p W
— (2p—|— 1)2 (5 /]R ’R§1)‘ |81|2d$+ 7] /R<9182¢)j dI) .

j=1
Also, we can obtain the following classical result.

Proposition 3.18. There exists K > 0 such that

N
<HE,€> > K”EH%I - KZ ((E’ ilj)iz(R) + (6’ il])iz(R)) ’
j=1

Proof. First, we give a localized version of Proposition B5l Let ® : R — R be a C2-function such
that ®(z) = ®(—z),®’ < 0 on RTwith

O(z)=1 onl0,1; ®(x)=e* on]2,+0)
e < P(x) <3¢ onR

Let B > 0, and let ®p(x) = ®(z/B). Set
(Loye,e) :/R(I)B (- — o) {|5z81|2 +lerf* + le2f +w05182} dr —(2p+1) /R |‘I’Eolo)|2p5% dx.

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that xo = 0. We set 21 = e1/®Pp and zo = e2v/P 5. Then,
by simple calculations,

) ) 1 o\ 2 P’
/ |0ze1|” Pp dx = / |0z21|” dx + = / |21 <—B) dx — 2/ Op2171 =2 dz,
R R 4 dp R Dp

[Efonde= [ 5Pdn =12,
R R

/Elgg@Bd(E:/legd{Ii.
R R

and
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Since, by definition of ® 5, we have |®’5| < (C/B)®p, we obtain

c
/|8m21|2 dx—E/ (181 + 1) dx</|8151|2<1>3d:13
R R R

c
g/R|3121|2 dz+§/R(|azzl|2+lnl2) dz.

1
(2p+1)/ |0V ?ed dr = (2p+1)/ |2(12P22 — d.
R R Op

Since &5 =1 on [—B, B] and @&10) (z) < Ce=(WV@o/2)l2l e have, for all z € R,

We also have

’q;(l)(x) < o~ (WE—2B)lel/2 ¢ Co—vaB/s ¢ L
wo ~N X X

Sy

1
— -1
’%
for B large enough. Thus,
C
p+1) [ OWPretde < p+1) [ @WPrdot G [ af do.
R R B Jr
Collecting these calculations, we obtain
C
(Lonee) > (£oz2) — 3 [ (1001 + [ + [zl

Thanks to the orthogonality conditions on z = (21, 22), we verify easily using the property of ®p
that (z,0,®Pu,)r2m) = 0, for B large enough. By Proposition 3.5, we obtain for B large enough
that

C
(Lone,e) +C (228 ) o + (2:20) agwy) > (O - E) 1%

C
> Szl

C C 9 2 2
> — —
= <1 B>/R(|51| + |0ze1]" + |e1] )@de

C
> Z/ (Ie1P + 1021 + 1) @5
R

implying
(Lope.) + K (& 25) o+ (625 o)) = Kl (3.20)

Now, let B > By, and L > 0. Since Zivzl or(t) = 1, we decompose (He, ) as follows:

N
(He,e) = Z/ Op (- — wit — Tk) {|(91€1|2 + le1|® + |e2* + CUkElEQ} dx
k=1"F
N
~ep Y [ IRV do
k=1"R

N
+ Z/ (¢r — B (- — wit — T4)) {|(9181|2 +le1)? + leaf? +wk£152} de.
k=1"R
By [B20)), for any k =1,..., N, we have for B large enough that

/@B (= an(®) {|Deer ] + a1 + [eaf? + wreres } dw—(2p+1)/ IR ?Pe? da
R R

i ((E’ ‘ilz);(ua) + (6’ \il’;);(ua))

> )\k/ dp ( — ,’Ek(t)) (|(91€1|2 + |<€2|2 + |<€1|2> dx,
R
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where x (t) = wit + Zr. Moreover, by the properties of @5 and ¢y (t), for L large enough, we have

er(t) — @p (- — ax(t) = —e L/ED),
and for §; = & (wi) > 0,
|(9m€1| + |<€1|2 + |€2|2 + wWie1€9 = (|5 51| + |€1|2 + |€2| )
So,
(61— 5 (- = 2x(t) {|0ser]* + [e1]? + |eal? + wierea) do
R

> 0 /R ((pk(t) — dp ( — ;vk(t))) (|(9151|2 + |€1|2 + |52|2) dx

> —Ce_L/(4B)/ (|5m51|2 + lea|* + |52|2) dx
R

Thus, our above considerations reveal that

(Me.e) + K ((E ‘1’+)L2(R) + (s ‘i":);m))

N
>k | <Z ¢’“> (sl +ler? + [eal?) do = € b2 [ ([asaf? 4 erf? + Jeof?) do
R \k=1 R

and since Zszl ¢k (t) =1, we obtain the result by taking L large enough. O
Finally, we proceed to prove Lemma [3.10]
Proof of Lemma[3 10 Let us fix t € [to,T™]. Note that we have

[u(®) =R, < |ju" () ~R@)|| | +||R) - R

H
N (3.21)
<Ne®ly +C Y 17;(1) — ;1.
j=1
Next, we observe that from the definition of &, (see (IL3])) and of S, we deduce,
[S(u(t)) = Su(T))] < |&(a(t) — & (T™))|+C Z = M;(a(T)))]
=1
Inequalities (317) and (BI6) imply that
n C _,.3
IS(u(t)) = Su(T™))| < 7 e, (3.22)
Therefore, from 3.22), Lemma 316 and Lemma 317, we get
2 _ o N < N\2 _ N2
< ! -
le(t)II} < CHe,e) + K; ((z—: V) (0 LW)
— S(u(t)) - S(u(T™) + 0 <ie2w?t> < O ae,
Vi TVt
This, combined with the last inequality and (2.65]), shows that
C 3
e(t)|l5 < —me 271, 3.23
le@ly < i (3.23)

for T} sufficiently large. This last estimate plays a crucial role in proving the required result. In
fact, we have from (2.7, (Z.659), and 23] for Ty sufficiently large that

3 1 3 1 3
672“)*2)5 4 efwft < 7w*2 t.

Vi ~ Vi

3
10,3 (1)| < le(®)] 5 + 6*3‘% < *Wt + |le(®)

1
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Since Z;(T") = xj, according to the fundamental theorem of calculus and the above estimate,

n - - .
|Z;(t) — x| = / 0sZ;(s)ds g/ |0s71 ()] ds < 2/ Wi s
¢ t Vit Ji
C 3

(3.24)
3 3 C 3
< e—w* t e—w* T < _e—w* t'
(o) o8
Therefore, using 3.23) and .24) in estimate (B.21)), it follows that
c 3
u'(t) —R@)||, < —=e 9t forallte [ty, T"].
[[u"(t) ()HH—\/E [to, T"]
Therefore, for Ty sufficiently large,
c
[u™(t) — R(t)| < —me V<t for all t € [to, T"].
NG
Taking t > (2C)?, it follows that for all ¢ € [tg, T"]
n 1 .3
() = R@)]| 5 < 577,
which shows the desired result.
O
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