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Weak stability of the sum of K solitary waves for Half-wave
equation
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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the subcritical half-wave equation in one dimension. Let Ry(¢,x)
represent K solitary wave solutions of the half-wave equation, each with different translations
Z1,%2,...,TK. We show that if the relative distances x; — z_1 between the solitary waves are
large enough, then the sum of Ry(t) is weakly stable. Our proof employs an energy method
and the local mass monotonicity property. However, in contrast to the single-solitary wave or
NLS cases, the interactions between different waves are strongest. To establish the local mass
monotonicity property necessary for estimating the remainder of the geometrical decomposition,
as well as to estimate non-local effects on localization functions and non-local operator |D|,
we utilize the Carlderén estimate and the integration representation formula of the half-wave
operator.
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1 Introduction and Main Result

We consider the half-wave equation of the form

u(0) = ug € H?, (1)

{z‘@tu —Du+ |[uP~lu =0, (t,z) €RxRY,
where D is defined via the Fourier transform by (D/7)(§ ) = |€]£(€), denotes the first-order nonlocal
fractional derivative. Evolution problems like (1.1) arise in a variety of physical contexts, such
as turbulence phenomena [4, 31], wave propagation [35], continuum limits of lattice system [28]
and models for gravitational collapse in astrophysics [11, 15, 26]. For further background on the
fractional Schrédinger model in mathematics, numerics, and physics, one can see [8, 12, 17, 29] and
the references therein.

Let us review some basic properties of the equation (1.1). The Cauchy problem (1.1) is an
infinite-dimensional Hamiltonian system, which has the following three conservation quantities:
Energy:

B(u(t)) = %/RN ‘D%u(t,x)‘z do — ]ﬁ [t de = Buo) (1.2)
Mass:
M(u(t)) = /RN u(t, ) Pdax = M (uo): (13)
Momentun:

P(u(t)) = (iVu(t,z),u(t,x)) 2 = P(up).
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Here we regard L? as a real Hilbert space equipped with the inner product

(u,v)r2 = %/uvdm.

Equation (1.1) also admits the following symmetries.
e Phase invariance: If u(t,z) satisfies (1.1), then for any 9 € R, u(t,z)e" also satisfies (1.1);

e Translation invariance: If u(t, x) satisfies (1.1), then for any ¢ € RN and ¢y € R, u(t—to, o —
xp) also satisfies (1.1);
_1
e Scaling invariance: If u(t, z) satisfies (1.1), then for any Ao € R, \J™" u(Xot, Agx) also satisfies

(1.1).

It leaves invariant the norm in the homogeneous Sobolev space H®, where s, = % — 11 If
se < 0, the problem is mass-subcritical; if s, = 0, it is mass-critical and if 0 < s. < 1, S mass
super-critical and energy subcritical or just intercritical.

It is well known that the Cauchy problem is locally well-posed in Sobolev space H?, for s >
%. Specifically, Krieger, Lenzmann and Raphaél [30] showed that equation (1.1) is locally well-

posed in H*(R), s > %, and established local existence in H %(R) with p = 3. For the higher

dimensional case, Bellazzini, Georgiev and Visciglia [2] proved that equation (1.1) is locally well-

posed in H! (RY), with s, < 1 and N > 2; Furthermore, Hidano and Wang [24] improved this
result and established local existence in the space H? ,(RY), s € (3,1) and N > 2, as well as in

H3RN), s € (max{N L N;l"l ,p) and s > s., where p > max {sc, @, Nl 1} For more details
on the half-wave equation (1.1), one can see [10, 19] for local/global Well—posedness [18, 20, 21, 25]
for finite-time blow up, [2] for stability /instability of ground states, [1, 14, 22] for non-scattering
traveling waves with arbitrary small mass, [10] for ill-posedness for low-regularity data, and [19]
for the proof of various prior estimates.

This paper is concerned with questions related to special solutions of equation (1.1), called the

solitary wave solution, which are fundamental in the dynamics of the equation. For w > 0, let

u(t,z) = e'Q,(x) (1.4)
be the H%(RN) solution of (1.1) if @, : RV — R is an H%(RN) solution of
DQ, +wQy, = QF,. (1.5)

The first question concerning the solitary wave solutions of (1.1) is whether they are stable by
perturbation of the initial data in the energy space, that is, whether or not the following property
is satisfied.

Definition 1. A solitary wave solution of the form (1.4) is weakly orbitally stable if for all € > 0,
there exists § > 0 such that if

. 1
J40) = Quo =)™l <6 u(®) € R, s (1),
then for all £ € R, there exist z(t) € RY and (¢) € R such that u(t) satisfies

() = Qunl- = 2(®)eN ], <.

where u(t) is the unique global solution of (1.1) associated with the initial data «(0).



Due to the invariances of the half-wave equation, whether or not this property is satisfied
does not depend on zy and 7g. To the best of our knowledge, Bellazzini, Georgiev and Visciglia [2]
proved the stability or instability of the ground state to the half-wave equation (1.1) by the classical
argument of Cazenave-Lions (see [7]). On the other hand, Cao, Su, and Zhang [6] constructed the
multi-bubble blow-up solutions to the mass critical half-wave equation in one dimension; Meanwhile,
Gérard, Lenzmann, Pocovnicu and Raphaél [22] constructed asymptotic global-in-time compact
two-soliton solutions of (1.1) that have an arbitrarily small L2-norm, where p =3 and N = 1.

In this paper, our aim is to study the stability of the sum of K-solitary waves of the equation
(1.1) by using the expansion of the conservation laws around the solitary wave. Now we state our
main result.

Theorem 1.1. (Stability of the sum of K solitary waves in one dimension). Assume that N =1,
1<p<3, and s > % For K € N, and for all k € {1,...,K}, let w,g > 0 be such that there exists

ng € H%(R), a positive solution of (1.5) satisfying
d 2
al Qw(x)dx‘ > 0. (1.6)

dw RN w:wg

For all k € {1,...,K}, let 2 € R, 7Y € R. There exist o9 > 1, Ay > 0 and ag > 0 such that for
any ug € H¥(RY), 0 > 09 and 0 < o < ay if

K
ug — Z ng( - ‘Tg)ei’yg S «,
k=1 H2
and for all k € {1,..., K},
= 4K min{|z) — 29|} > 4 029 > 1. 1.7
0 I,gg{!wk zj|} > I?;Z;({xk Ty} (1.7)

Let u(t) be a solution of (1.1) is globally defined in H*® for all t > 0, and there exist C'-functions
M), ..., yx(t) € R, z1(t),...,zx(t) € R that satisfy

o(t) :==4K ?;?{’xk(t) —x;(t)]} > 4gl§§{wk(t) —x;(t)} = 1. (1.8)
and
o(t) ~ %, § € (i %) for t>1. (1.9)

Then, for allt > 0,

K
ul(t) = 37 Quo(- — ax(t))e ™

k=1

< A4 <a + <a>;5—i> : (1.10)

NI

H

where Ay > 0 is a constant.

Comments:
(1) The well-posedness in H®, s > %, can be found in Appendix, see Lemma A.1.

(2) Assumption (1.6). Notice that by equation (1.5), the function S, € H 2 defined by S, =
%Qw satisfies L} S, = —Q,, where

L =D+w—pQh.



Therefore, condition (1.6) is equivalent to
(Swgv ng) >0

This implies that L} is coercivity in H 2 (see Lemma 2.5).

(3) Assumption (1.9). The condition (1.9) is a technical assumption. This means that a cer-
tain relationship must exist between the maximum and minimum distances of any two waves. In
addition, the behavior of this distance is as t% when ¢ is sufficiently large.

(4) The structure of the problem is similar to the following two types of equations:

1. Mass subcritical nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation

iug + Au+ |[ulPu = 0.

Martel, Merle and Tsai [33] proved the stability of the sum of K-solitary waves of this equation.
2. For the equation
up + 0z|D|u + (uP)y =0, for p=2,3,4.

For o = 2 in the former equation, which corresponds to the subcritical generalized Korteweg-de
Vires (gKdV) equation, Martel, Merle and Tsai [32] obtained the stability of the sum of K solitons
of gKdV equations; For o« = 1, which is the generalized Benjamin-Ono (BO) equation, Kenig and
Martel [27] studied the asymptotic stability of the solitons, and Gustafson, Takaoka and Tsai [23]
studied the stability of the sum of K-soliton solution for BO equation; For « € (1,2), which is the
fractional modified Korteweg-de Vries equation, Eychenne and Valet [13] proved that the existence
of solution behaving in large time as a sum of two strongly interacting solitary waves with different
signs.

However, in the scenario of multi-solitary waves for the half-wave equation, different waves
exhibit the strongest interaction. Therefore, we introduce a property of local monotonicity, related
to mass, which is similar to the L2- monotonicity property for the KdV equation used in [32] (see
Lemma 4.2). Additionally, to deal with the non-local term, we utilize the Carderén estimate and
the integration representation formula of the half-wave operator (see Lemma 4.2 and 4.4).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some fundamental properties and
Lemmas. In Section 3, we study the weak stability of a single solitary wave. In Section 4, we prove
Theorem 1.1 and obtain the weak stability of the sum of K-solitary waves.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we aim to introduce some fundamental properties and useful lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 ([9]). Let s € (0,1). Then, for any f € /(R),

(A f(z) = C(s)pv. [ 2L :”Tyfms /(@)
LA fx+y + fl@—y) - 2f(z)

where the normalization constant is given by

C(s) = </R %d@_l. (2.1)



The following lemma provides useful formulas for the fractional Laplacian of the product of two
functions.

Lemma 2.2 ([3]). Let s € (0,1) and f,g € .#(R). Then, we have

(“AY(fg) — (—AY fg = C(s) / fle+y)glx+y) —g@) — fl@—y)gl@) —glz — y))d% (2.2)

’y‘1+2s

and

(~A)(9) ~ (-8)'fy — £~y = ~C(s) [LEED SNty o)),

where C(s) is defined as in (2.1).
We recall the following commutator estimate.

Lemma 2.3. (/5, Theorem 2/) For Vf € L*(R) and g € .¥(R), we have

I1D(fg) = fDgllr2 < ClIVfz<llgll2-

Next we give the following existence and uniqueness results of (1.5).

Lemma 2.4. (see [15, 16]) If w > 0 and s. < 1. Then the following hold.
(i) Problem (1.5) has a positive, radial symmetry ground state solution Q;
(ii) The ground state solution @, is unique up to translation;
(iii) There exists C > 0 such that

|Qu(z)] < (@LNH for all z e RV, (2.3)

(iv) Now define the operator
L, = (Lj.)_v L;)v
where
+.. p—1 - p—1 L N
Liv=Dv+wv—pQY v, Ljv=Dv+wv—Q v, ve Hz(R").
Then we have
ker L}, = span{VQ}, ker L = span{Q}.
The following lemma is the positive property of the operator L.

Lemma 2.5. Assuming that w > 0, we have the following. X
(i) There exists A; > 0 such that for any real-valued function v € H2 (RN),

(Ldo0) 2 Aol g ) for (0.Qu) = (0, 9Qu) =0.

(ii) There exists A\_ > 0 such that for any real-valued function v € H? (RM),

_ 2 _
(L,v,v) > /\_HUHH%(RN) for (v,Q.,) =0.
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Proof. The proof of this result was given by [30] for mass critical in one dimensional case. For
higher dimensional, one can see our previous results [20, 21]. For general case, exactly the same
arguments apply to prove this Lemma. O

We also recall some variational properties of Q.. Define

Go(u) = E(u) + g / 2. (2.4)

Lemma 2.6. For w,wy > 0. Let Q, be the ground state of equation (1.5) with w = wy and Q. be
defined as (1.5). Forn=m +iny € H%(R) is small, we have

Gl (Quy + 1) = Clag(Qu) + (L) + (L) + Il 8 (Il 3)
with B(€) — 0 as € — 0. In particular, for w close to wy,
Gwo(Qw) = Gwo(Qwo) + (w - w0)2(LIOSw0’ Swo) + |w - WQ|25(|W - CU(]|),
where S, = a%Qw and L} S, = —Q.. Moreover,
|G (Quig) — Gy (Qu)| < Clw — w0]2.
Remark 2.7. The assumption (1.6) implies that

1d
5%/Q3)d‘r|w:wo = (SWO7 _Qwo) = _(LIOSUJO7 WO) > 0.

Proof of Lemma 2.6. By a similar argument as the classical nonlinear Schrédinger equation (see
[34, Section 2] or [33, Lemma 2.3]), one can obtain this result. Here we omit it.
]

2.1 Decomposition of a solution

Let w?,...,w% € R. For a > 0, 7 € R and oy is defined as in (1.7), we consider the Ha-
neighborhood of size a of the sum of K solitary waves with parameter {wg}, located at distances
satisfies the assumption (1.7);

- a} |
1
H3Z

Lemma 2.8. There exist ai,01,C1 > 0, and for any k € {1,...,K}, there exist unique C*-
functions (W, 2, 1) : B(ag,01) = (0,00) x RY x R such that if u € B(ay,01) and if one defines

K .
ult,) = 3 Qu - — ye)e™

B(a,00) = {u € H°, inf
k=1

Now we give the following Lemma.

K
e(@) = u(z) =Y Quy (- — ap)e™,
k=1
then for allk =1,... K,

%/ka(- — xp)eE(x)dr = S/ka(- — x1,)e"e(x)dr = %/VQW(' — x1,)e " eé(x)dx = 0.

Moreover, if u € B(a,00) for 0 < a < ay, og > o1, then

K
HEHH% + Z w — wp| < Crav, (2.5)
k=1
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Proof. The proof is a standard application of the Implicit function theorem. For the reader’s

convenience, we give the proof of it. Let a,0 > 0 and :E?,...,l‘([){ be such that zj satisfies
(1.7) and 7o,...,7% € R. Denote by By the H2-ball of the center Y ng(- - azg)e”g and
of radius 10a. For any u € By and the parameters wi,...,Wg, T1,..., LK, Y1,---,VK, Let
p= (Wi, WK, Tl s TR, Y1y, VK, U), and define

K
ep() = u(@) = D Quy (- — z1)e™.
k=1
Now we define the functions of p, for k =1,..., K,
:%/ka(x — xk)emEp(:E)d:E,
:?R/Q:Jk(x — x1,)e" e, () da,
3(p) :%/ka(x — xk)e”’“Ep(:E)d:E,

for p close to

K
_ 0 0 .0 0 .0 0 0y iv?
po = <w1,...,wK,xl,...,$K,71,...,7K, E ng(-—xk)e'yk>.
k=1

For p = po, we have €,,(z) = 0, and thus ni(po) =0,for j=1,2,3and k =1,..., K. We check
by applying the implicit function theorem that for any u € By, one can choose in a unique way
the coefficients (w1,...,wx,Z1,...,TK,71,---,7K), SO that p is close to py and verifies ni(p) =0
for j = 1,2,3. We compute the derivatives of ni for any k and j with respect to each (wg, g, Vk)-
Note that

aep

— — 20 i7p
Sl lo0) = = G~ ayet|
aep / 0y iy
86p ; 0 .t
a—%@o)‘ﬂ@w% ~ e
Thus
ank’ 0,79, IQu 0 i)
aWk( ) _%/ng ($_xk )6 * aw ( B )wzwke kdl‘
1
S ) =R [ Qup (&~ a)e QL a)e R
al‘k K
1
P () =~ [ Qo= e Q. — s b
Ok k!

677j/ 8 .
£0); amk (o), 3% (,00) for j = 2, 3.

1
Now we finish the computations for k' = k. By the assumption (1.6), we have %(po) < 0;

and similar formulas hold for ﬂ(

Since Qy, is even, gx (po) = 0; and finally, since Q,,, is real, Bv (po) = 0. The same applies for nk,
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j = 2,3. Hence, we obtain the following:

o} Oy, o Oy,

Do (po) <0, B, (po) =0, Dk (po) =0,

o, o g,

Do, (po) =0, oz (po) >0, o (po) =0,

omp . omp o o

8—%@0) =0, a—xk(ﬂo) =0, 8—%(’00) > 0. (2.6)

For k' # k, and j = 1,2,3, since the different Q,,, are algebraic decaying and located at centers
distant at least of o /4K, we have

ani,
&Uk

ony,

S (p0) <o) 2.7

(po)| +

Theses terms are arbitrarily small by choosing o large.

Therefore, by (2.6) and (2.7), the Jacobian of n = (ni,....nk,nf,....n%,n3,....,n%) as a
function of p at the point pg is not zero. Thus we can apply the implicit function theorem to prove
that for o small and u € By, the existence and uniqueness of parameters p such that n(p) = 0.
We obtain an estimate (2.5) with constants that are independent of the ball By. This proves the
result for u € By. If we now take u € B(«,0y), then u belongs to such a ball By, and the result
follows. O

As a consequence of this decomposition, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.9. There exist o1, a1,C1 > 0 such that the following is true. If foro > 01,0 < a < a1
and tg > 0,

u(t) € B(ay,o) for all t € [0,to],
then there exist unique C'-function wy : [0,t9] — (0,+00), @k, vk : [0,t0] — R such that if we set
€(t,z) = u(t,z) — R(t,x),

where

M=

R(t,x) = Ri(t,x), Rp(t,x) = Quyo (x — zi(1))e 1,

k=1

then €(t) satisfies, for all k =1,..., K and all t € [0, ],

R / Re(D)e(t) = S / Re()e(t) = R / 0, R ()e(t) = 0.

Moreover, for allt € [0,t*] and for allk=1,... K,

K
||e(t)HH% + Z lw(t) —wp| < Cia,  x satisfies the assumption (1.8),
k=1

Jwi @] + |23 + () — wi ()] < C/<x —ay) e (t,2)dz + Ci{o) 77
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3 Weak stability of a single solitary wave
Let ug € H*(R), s > %, and for some g € R and vy € R,
o — Quo (@ — 20)e™] ) <,

for @« > 0 small enough. Let u(t) be the corresponding solution of (1.1) with the initial data
ug € H?.

Decomposition of the solution. We argue on a time interval [0,¢*], so that for all ¢ € [0, t*],
u(t) is close to Q) (z—x(t))e"® for some w(t), z(t) and v(t) in H?z. We can modify the parameters
w(t),xz(t) and ~y(t) such that

e(t,x) = u(t,x) — Ro(t,x), (3.1)
where
Ro(t,x) = Qup)(x — a(t))e"" (3.2)
satisfies the orthogonal conditions
R(e(t), Ro(t)) = S(e(t), Ro(t)) = R(e(t), Ry (t)) = 0. (3.3)

This choice of orthogonality conditions are well adapted to the positivity properties on the operators
L} and L, (see Lemma 2.5), and thus it is suitable to apply an energy method.
Note that, as in Lemma 2.8, we have

(Ol 3 + |w(0) = wo| < Cav. (3.4)

By expanding u(t) = Ro(t)+€(t) in the definition of G, (see (2.4)), we obtain the following formula.

Lemma 3.1. The following holds:

G0 (U(t)) = Gago)(Quio)) + Hole, ) + e®)]2 4 8 (Ile(®ll 3 ) + Olwo(t) = w(0) ),

with B(e) = 0 as e = 0, where
1 1 w(t 1 _ -1 _
e =5 [0k + =2 1 = [ (Girol e + P Rp R0 ). 35)
Proof. First, we consider the term [ |D%u|2:

104l = [0+ .10+

:/yD%ROyQ+2%/DROe+/\D%e\2.

p+l _ +1 _
/!U\”l:/(!RoJFdQ) : Z/[\ROV’HJF(PJF 1)|Rol? 1%(306)+p?130!p el

For the nonlinear term, we have

p* -1

+ E—= R (R(Ro))? | + eI, 8 (el ) -




For the L? term, we have

/\u!2:/]Ro]2+2§R/Roe+/\e\2.
Combining above equalities, we get
Guto (u(t) =Guto(o(t) + R [ DRuc+ 5 [ ID3e + (2% [ foc+ [167)
~ [ (1o 000 + 1R el + P Rl R (o))
+ lle®)]? , 8 (uemuH%)

ZGW(O) (Ro(t)) + H()(E, 6) + %/DROG + w(O)?R/R()E — / ’Ro’p_lﬂ%(RQE)

S 1+ ||e<t>u2 N (He(t)IIH%)
=Gy (Rolt) + Ho(er) + T+ X [ o2 6 (Jetoll,3)
where Ho(e, €) is defined by (3.5) and
I %/DROE + w(O)?R/Roe _ / | RolP~ LR (Rye).
By the definition of Ry (see (3.2)) and the equality DQu + wQu = |Qu|P~'Q.,, we have
I ::éR/ (DRoe + w(t)Roe — | RoP~"Roc) + (w(0) — w(t))éR/Roe
R [ (DQuty +(0Qut) ~ Quin ™ Qui) V4 ((0) ()R [ Roc

—(w(0) — w(t)R / Roe

=0,

where in the last step we used the fact that the orthogonality condition (3.3).

On the other hand, we have
RO 2O [ < flet0) - wiey? + </||2>

Combining the above estimates, we can obtain the desire result.

Next, we give the following positivity of the quadratic form Hj.
Lemma 3.2. There exists \g > 0 such that if e(t) € H%(R) satisfies

R(e(t), Ro(t)) = S(e(t), Ro(t)) = R(e(t), Ro(t)) =0,

then
Ho(e(t),e(t)) = AoHﬁ(lﬁ)qu%,

where Hy is given by (3.5).

10



Proof. This lemma is a direct consequence of the following claim applied to Q) and e.
Claim: Let wg > 0, g € R, 70 € R and @, is the solution of (1.5). Now we consider the
quadratic form

~ 1 1 w(0
otnn) = [ Db+ 22 [
1 =12, P—1 p—3 2
[ (2@~ a0l + P Qe )R Qu (-~ zo))?)
There exists A\ > 0 such that if n =y +in € H%(R) satisfies

§R/Qwo(' — wo)e”0n = %/Qﬁuo(' — zo)e”0n = %/Qwo(' — x0)e”"0n = 0.
Then

Ho(n,m) = Mlnlf? -

Indeed, we have
Ho(n,n) = (LEm.m) + (Lgynzn2) = Mllnll?

where in the last step, we used the orthogonality conditions and Lemma 2.5. Then the claim is
true and we complete the proof of this lemma. O

The following lemma aims to control the H 2 norm of e(t).
Lemma 3.3. Assume that €(t) is given by (3.1). Then we have the following estimate:

le@IP y < Clw(t) = w(O)* + Clle(0) (3.6)

||2 1 *
H?
if ||e(0)HH% is small enough.

Proof. Since Gy,)(u(t)) is the sum of two conserved quantities, we have

G (ult)) = Giago) (u(0)).
Thus, from Lemma 3.1, it follows that
Ho(e(t), e(t)) <Ho(e(0), €(0)) + Cluo(t) — w(0)
+Clle)I 4 8 ()l ) + Clle@I? 38 (el ) -

By Lemma 3.2 and since Hy(e(0),€(0)) < C|le(0)||* ,, we obtain

2
2,

Nlle®)I, < Hole(t), e(t)) < Cluot) ~w(O) + CleO)P. , +Cllel? 48 (It 1) -
Using Lemma 3.1 again and above estimates, we have

et , < Clatt) = w(O)F + Cle() .

for He(t)HH 3 small enough. Now we complete the proof of this Lemma. O
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Finally, we need to control the parameter |w(t) — w(0)].

Lemma 3.4. Assume that w(t) and w(0) is given by above. Then the following holds.
w(t) = w(0)] < C ([le@)lI72 + e(0)]72) - (3.7)

Proof. We prove that |w(t) —w(0)] is quadratic in €(t). Note that by the conservation of ||u(t)]| 2
and the orthogonality condition R(Ryp,€) = 0, we have

[ @~ [@g == [lcor+ [ 1o (5:5)

Recall that we assume % [ Q2 (2)dx|y—u, > 0, and w(t),w(0) are close to wy. Thus,

(w(t) — w(0)) (% / @i<:c>d:c|w:w> [ @2 [ @+ 8 - wO)wit) - wl0)?,

with 5(e) — 0 as € — 0. This implies that for some C' = C(wp) > 0,

(wlt) — w(0)] sc\/@ - @),

Therefore, by (3.8), we can obtain the desired result. O

Proof of the stability of a single solitary wave. Combining (3.4), (3.6) and (3.7), we have,
for some constant C' > 0,

le@)IP 3 + 1w (t) —w(0)] < Clle(O)[? , < Ca,

for He(t)||H% and |w(t) — w(0)| small enough. Thus, for o small enough,

[i6) = @uater = zepen ||,

H?2
< lut) = Ro(t) I,y + || Ro(t) ~ Qo — ()™
<Je@®)I + IO, + Clolt) = wol
<@ + IO, +[w(t) = w(O)] + Cle(0) = wol

<Coa.

H?

This complete the proof of stability of a single solitary wave. O

4 Stability the sum of multi-solitary waves result

In this section, we aim to prove the stability of the multi-solitary waves.

For Ag,o,a > 0, we define
< Ay (a + <a>—25+%> } :
1

H?2

K
Z ng - yk VYk

Fap(o,0) = {u € H°(R); mf
k=1

where o is given by (1.8), y; satisfies the assumption (1.8) and (1.9), where § € (%, %)
Let wg, x%, ’y,g be defined as in the statement of Theorem 1.1. We claim that Theorem 1.1 is a

consequence of the following proposition.

12



Proposition 4.1. (Reduction of the problem) There exists Ay > 2, o9 > 0, and oy > 0 such that
for all up € H*(R), if

K

o= D@yl

k=1

<o, (4.1)

1
H?2

where 0 > 0g, 0 < a < ap, and azg satisfy (1.7), and if for some t* > 1,
u(t) € Tay(a,0), for any te0,t%].
Then, for any t € [0,t*],

u(t) € gy 2, 0).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assuming that Proposition 4.1 is true, we check that it implies Theorem
1.1. In fact, suppose that ug satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1.1. Let u(t) € H*(R), s € (%, 1),
be the solution of (1.1) with the initial data ug € H*(R), s € (%, 1). Then, by the continuity of
u(t) in H®, there exists 7 > 0 such that for any 0 <t < 7, u(t) € I'4,(a,0). Let

t* = sup{t > 0,u(t') € Ta,(a,0),t €10,]}.

Assume for the sake of contradiction that ¢* is not +o00, then by Proposition 4.1, for all ¢ € [0, ],
u € T' 4y /2(v, 0). Since u(t) is continuous in H?, there exists 7/ > 0 such that for all t € [0,* 4-7'],
u(t) € T'y4,/3(,0), which contradicts the definition of ¢*. Therefore, t* = 400, and (1.10) in
Theorem 1.1 holds. O

The rest of this section is to prove the Proposition 4.1. We divided the proof into the following
four steps.

Step 1. Decomposition of the solution around K solitary waves. First, since for all
t €[0,t*], w € T'a,(c,0), by choosing o9 = 00(Ap) and g = ap(Ap) > 0 small enough, we can apply
the corollary 2.9 to u(t) in the time interval [0,¢*]. It follows that there exist unique C'-functions
wi = [0,t*] — (0, 400), g, vk : [0,t*] — R such that if we set

e(t,x) = u(t,x) — R(t, ),

where
K .
R(t,z) =Y Ri(t,x), Ri(t,z) = Quya(@ — zi(t))e ™. (4.2)
=1

Then €(t) satisfies, for all k =1,..., K and all ¢ € [0, t*],

R / Ri(t / Re(D)(t) = R / 0, Ry (D)E(t) =
{3 k() — o+ O] + 0] + L0 —nl0)] < Cad (a+ () ™2*5). (43)

Moreover, for all ¢ € [0,t*] and for all k =1,..., K, by the assumption (4.1) on up and Lemma 2.8
applied to ug, we have

K

+ ) |w(0) - wi| < Chay, (4.4)
k=1

(),

[
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where C7 does not depend on Ay.
Step 2. Local mass monotonicity property.
First, we introduce the localization functions which will be frequently used in the construction.
Let {z)} | be the K distinct points in Theorem 1.1 and satisfy the assumptions (1.8) and (1.9).
Let ® : R — [0,1] be a smooth function such that |®'(z)| < Co~? for some C > 0, where o
is defined as (1.8), ®(z) = 1 for < 40 and ®(z) = 0 for x > 80. The localization functions ®y,
1 <k < K, are defined by
Oy(x) = P(x — 1), Pr(z):=1—P(x —zK_1),
Op(z) =Pz — ) — P(x —xp—1), 2<k<K-1.
One has the partition of unity, that is, 1 = szl Dy
We also introduce a functional adapted to the stability problem for K solitary waves. We define

G(t) = E(u(t)) + %j(t), (4.5)

where E(u(t)) is given by (1.2) and

and
0)/\u(t,x)\2<1>k(x)dx. (4.6)

Lemma 4.2. Let Jy be defined as (4.6), then we have

| Tk (t) = Tk(0)] < C< ele + —H HL2> : (4.7)

1
0'2 o2
where o is defined as (1.8).

Proof. By the equation (1.1) and wu(t,x) = R(t,x) + €(t,x), where R is given by (4.2), we deduce
that

dijk(t) = /]u\2<1>kda: = 2w (0)S /uDuCI)kdx
=2w (0 /RDRCDkdx + 2w (0)S /(RDe + eDR)Dpdr + 2w (0) /€D6<I>kdx
=:I+IT+1I1. (4.8)

We shall estimate the above three terms separately. Due to the non-local operator D, the estimates
below are more delicate. In fact, the integration representation of the operator D and the point-wise
decay property of the ground state are used to obtain the right decay orders. And the Calderén’s
estimate in [5] is also used below.

(i) Estimate of I. The first term on the right-hand side of (4.8) can be decomposed as

I = 2w (0)S /RlDlebkd:n+2wk Z / R\DRy, + Ry, DRy)®pdx + 2w (0 Z /RkDR@kda:
k=2

14



=L+ 1+ I3. (4.9)
Since D is self-adjoint, then integrating by parts and using the (uv) = —(uv), we have
2%/uDu¢: %/uD(ugb) —%/uDuqﬁ
From the above equality and the identity (2.2), we deduce that
|11

§F§/RﬂDUﬁ@Q—DRﬂ%Mm

cla [ reogs [ Fale E 0@ )~ B@) — Rale — ) (@(x) ~ Pule — )
=cfs [ mewas | e i
_C S/Rl(:n)d:n/ Ri(z+y)[®(x —xp+y) — P(z — 9|511;|_21 +y)— Pz — ) + P(z — xp_1)]
B Ri(z —y)[®(x —xp) — ®(x — 2p_1) — P(x — 2 — ) + P(z — 241 — y)]dy
ly[?
=~ Ri(2 +9)[®(x — 24 +y) — B(a — )]
< C’]z::l \S//Ql,j Ri(x) e dxdy
S ] e ) s,
Q1,5 y|
5 N Ri(z +y)[®(x — 21 +7y) — P(x — 25_1)]
+j§:;1 \S/Ql,j Ri(x) M dxdy

N R = p)@(@ — @) — B(a = mp s — y)]
- /Qm () ly|?

dxdy

4 8
=:C) N+ Ny
j=1 =4

where R? is partitioned into four regimes

M= {lz — 2| < 30, |y < o},
M= {lz — 21| > 30,|y| < o},

(o2
91,312{\96—96k!§§=\y’ 20}7

(o2
D= {|x—$k| > E,Iyl 20},

where o > 0 is defined as in (1.8) and Q;, j = 4,...,8 is similarly Qy ;,5 = 1,...,4 except for
using zp_1 instead of xj.

Below, we only estimate the integral I; ;, 1 < j < 4. For 4 < j < 8, these are the same as
1<j<4

Now we estimate [; ;, 1 < j < 4.

For the term Iy 1, by the definition of ®, we deduce that I; ; = 0.

15



For the term I 5. By Taylor’s expansion, there exists some |§| < 1 such that for any differen-
tiable function f, we have

[f (@ +y)(@1(x +y) — P1(2) — flz—y)(P1(z) — P1(z —y))|
< |yP(Vf(z+ 09IVl + 1 f ()| V2P| zo)
< ClyP(IV f(z + 0y)| + | f(2)]). (4.10)

Thus, from (4.10), we get
Ls<C / / Ry@)|(IV R (z + 0y)| + | Ry (2)])dyde
Q1.2

<c / / Qo (& — 21 ()] [V Qun (& + By — 21 ()] + Qs (& — 1 (1))]] iyl
Q1.2

Then, for (z,y) € 242, and the definition of o, we have

2+ 0y — 21(t)| = [z + 0y — i (t) + 2x(t) — 21(1)] = 20 — |zx(t) — 21()] 2 0,
|z —21(t)| = |z — 2 (t) + 25 (t) — 21(t)| > 30 — 0 = 20.

So, applying the decay property (2.3) of Q.,, we get
Lo < C’a/ |Qu|? < Co™3.
|z—2k|>30
For the term I; 3. From (x,y) € € 3, then by the definition of o (see (1.8)), we have

[z +y—a1(t)| = [z — 2 (t) +y + 2x(t) —21(t)] > 5 — |zk(t) —21(8)] >

| Q
=1 Q

By the definition of ® and the decay property (2.3), we deduce that

Ri(x +
I, 5 <C IR, (g;)ydx/ Mdy
ly|>o |yl

- / Qs (2 — a1 (1) / Qo (& + 3y — 21 (1)) [y 2y

ly|>a

<o Qua-n)] [ e

I<g ly|>o

where in the last step, we used the fact that @Q,, is bounded.
For the term I; 4. Since (x,y) € 4.4, by the definition of (1.8), we have

[z 4y —2(t)] = o —2p(t) +y + 2x(t) —21(t)] = % = |zi(t) =1 ()] =

w9

Hence, it follows that

La< 0/ |R1(x)|d:n/ (o] ~2|y|2dy < Co4.
|z —zk]>

3 ly|>o
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Thus, by similar argument as above, we can also obtain
;| <Co™3, j=4,...,8.
Hence, we conclude that
|| < Co™3. (4.11)

Estimate of I. The second term I in (4.9) can be estimated by the renormalization (4.2).
In fact, by the definition of @, we get that for 1 < k < K,

S/(RlDRk + RkDRl)q)kd:E
= /(RlDRk + Ry DR1)(®(z — x3) — ®(2 — 2p_1))d
= /(RlDRk + RkDRl)q)(ﬂj - ﬂjk) -< /(RlDRk + RkDRl)(I)(:L' — ﬂjk_l)

=3 / (RiDRy, + RpDRy) + S / (RiDRy, + RyDRy)®(x — )
|z —a|<do |z —zp|>40

3 / (R\DRy + BuDRy) — S / (R\DRy + ReDR)®(x — 2_1)
|[z—zk_1|<4o |z—xp_1]|>40
=S /(RIDRk + RiDRy) — %/ (RiDRy + Ri,DRy)
|z—xzp|>40

+9 / (R\DRy + BuDR)®(x — ) — S / (R\DRy + RyDRy)
lz—z|>40

LS / (R\DRy + BuDRy) — S / (R\DRy + ReDR)®(x — 2_1)
|z—zk_1|>40 |t—2p_1|>40
=— %/ (RlDRk + RkDRl) + %/ (RlDRk + RkDRl)(I)(ZL' — )
|le—zp|>40 |x—xz|>40

+9 / (R\DRy + BuDRy) — S / (RuDRy + ReDR)®(x — 25_1),
|z—zp_1|>40 |t—2p_1|>40

where we used the definition of ®.
Notice that |®| < 1. Hence, we deduce that

‘%/(RlDRk + RkDRl)q)kd:L'

<|S / (R\DRy, + RpDRy)| + |9 / (RiDRy, + RyDRy)®(x — )

|x—z|>40 |x—z|>40
+ %/ (RlDRk + RkDRl) + %/ (RlDRk + RkDRl)CI)(x — Tp_1)
lt—xK_1|>40 lt—x)K_1|>40

< %/ (RiDRy + R,DRy)| + %/ (RiDRy + Ri,DRy)
|x—z|>40 |e—zp_1|>40

< / » (Qun (. — 21)DQuy (. — xk) + Quy, (T — 25) DQuy (T — xl))‘

r—x|>40
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+

/ (@ (&~ 21)DQu (2 — 5) + Quy (& — ) DQu (2 — 1))
|o—x)_1|>40

<Co73,
since [z —x1| > |x—zk| — |z —x1| > 40—0 =30 and |[x—x1| > |z —2)—1|— |2k — 71| > d0—0 = 30.
Here we also used the decay property of @, and @,,. Using this estimate and the definition of I,
we get
I < Co™3. (4.12)

Estimate of 3. From (4.2), we have

K
|I3| = |2wk(0) Z %/RkDRl[¢($ —xp(t)) — P(x — zp_1(t))]dz

k=2
K K
| Y [@dipries| +c|3°s [ RDRb
k=2 k£l k=2
=I31 + I3).

For the term I3;. First, we have

4 4
J1@upRieds =" [ (QuIDRwds = 3 s,
j=17%31, j=1

where the regions

D311 = {|:E—l‘k| < ia,|x—xl| < ia},
9312::{’x—$k‘§10,‘$—$l’210},
” 4 4
9313::{]w—xk\zla,\x—xllgla},
” 4 4
0= {lo —anl 2 orlo =i 2 Jo .
o 4 4

By the definition of o, we can easily obtain that I3 1 = 0. For I3 2, by the decay property of Q).
and ®; < 1, we deduce that

I312 <C Qu (z = 21 (£)) DQuy (x — 2y (t))dz < Clo| ™ Quy (x — (1))

Q31,2 Q3,1,2
1
2

<Clo| ™ Q2 (x —zi(1)) | |o|? < Clo]7%,
lz—zk|<g0 g

where we used the fact that the L?-norm of Q. is bounded.
Similarly, for the term I3 3, we have

313 <C Qu (z = 21(£)) DQuy (x — 2(t))dz < Clo| ™2 /Q DQuy (= (1))

Q31,3

18



SCIUI_2/Q (1Qu; (x = 21 (1)) + [Quy (. — 1(2)) ) dax

<Clo]? / Qun( — m(t)Pdz | o]} + Clo]2 / Q- x®) | ol
|x—xl|§%0 |:c—xl|§10

3
<Co~z,

where we used the fact that DQ,, + w;Qu, = QF,, and the the L?norm and LP*-norm of Q. are
bounded.

For I3 4, we have

I314 <C Qu, (z — 21(£)) DQu, (x — x1(t))dz < C|O‘|_4.

Q03,14

For I35, by the similar argument as I3 1, we can obtain
I35 < CO'_%.
Hence, combining the above estimates, we get
IIs] < Cos. (4.13)
Thus, from (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13), we deduce
| < Co™ . (4.14)
(7i) Estimate of I1. Regarding the second term I on the right-hand side of (4.8), we first apply

the integration by parts formula and $(uv) = —S(uv) to get

/ (RDe—i—eDR)CI)kd:E—Z / RiDe + eéDRy,)®rda:
k=1
K K

%/E(D(Rk<1>k) — DRy, ®y)dx =: ZHk.
=1 k=1

ol

Then, by (2.2) in Lemma 2.2, for 1 < k < K,

1| =C ‘%/e(w)dx/ Ry +y)(Pp(z +y) — @k(x))’y—‘fik(w — y)(Pk(@) = Pr(z — y))dy‘
ZC'%/E(x)dx</ Ri(x +y)[®(z +y —a) — P + ’yy‘; zi1) = D@ —a) + Se — )] )
/ O(x — ap) — Bz — xk_1|)y|—2 O —y—ap) — Pz —y— xk_l)]dy> ‘
Z:: //92] :E-I-y)[q)(lﬂ—l-ij‘;xk)—(ﬂx—mk)]

_ g// () Ry(z — y)[®(x — 2p) — Pz — y — )] drdy
Qa5

|y|?
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6
+CY
j=4

o Ry(z —)[®(z —axp-1) — P(z —y — 4-1)]
_ \s//QQ’j e(x) ME dxdy

%// E(x)Rk(ﬂf +y)[@(x+y — 1) — P(x — 2)_1)]
Q;

ly|?

6
=:CY I,
j=1

where

Qo= {le -] <30, |yl <o}, Qo= {lo -] > 30,[y| <o}, Qo= {ly[ >0},
Qg = {lr —wpal <30,fyl <o}, Qosi={lz — 2| 2 30,y <o}, Qo= {ly| > o}

It is easy to see that |z £y — x| < 4o, | =k, k—1, for (z,y) € Q21 and (z,y) € Q2 4, respectively.
Thus, 111 = I 4 = 0 due to the definition of ®. Moreover, by (4.10), we get

I < / ()| de / (IVRe(x + 0y)| + | Ri(2)])dy
|z—x|>30 ly|<c

< / ()| de / (IVQue (& + 0y — )] + |Qu (& — 1)) dy.
|z—x|>30 ly|<c

Since (z,y) € Qa2, then |z + 0y — x| > %]az — x1|. Hence, applying the decay property of Q. (see
(2.3)), we get

Ma<Co | |@e - ol e < Co~ble

lz—z|>30

The term I1, 3 can be estimated by

e <0 [ oy / @)1 Ri(z + )| + [Ru(z — )z < Co e ze.
yio'

Thus, by the same argument as I1;, j = 2,3, we can obtain I1;, j = 5,6. Hence, we conclude that
IIT| < Co 2 ||e| 2. (4.15)

(73i) Estimate of I11. At last, we consider the third term on the right-hand side of (4.8). By
using the integration by parts formula,

111 = 2Im/eDe<I>kdx = Im/e(D(e(I)k) — Deédy)dx.
In view of the definition of ®;, we apply the Calderén estimate in Lemma 2.3 to get
ID(E®y) — Dedy|| L2 < Co™ el 2,
which yields

IT1) < CoVe|2. (4.16)
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Now, combining estimates (4.14), (4.15) and (4.16) altogether we get

d
‘E / |u|?®dx

Then, integrating from 0 to ¢, we get

t t t
‘/ |u(t)|* Ppdx — / |u(0)*®pda| < C <—3 + —ll€llze + —H€H%2> :
o2 o2 o

Hence, we obtain (4.7) and finish the proof of Lemma 4.2. O

<C (o740 el + 07 lel3)

The analogue of Lemma 3.1 for the case of multi-solitary wave solutions is the following result.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be defined as (4.5). For all t € [0,t*], we have
K
Cu(®) =3 6(Quyio) + Hicle.) + (02,8 (et )
k=1

K
+ > O(Jwi(t) = wi(0)*) + O ((0)2) (4.17)
k=1

with B(€) — 0 as e — 0, where

e)zé/w%eﬁ >0 [y Z/(mv’ e+ LR R ).

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is similar to that of Lemma 3.1. Here we omit it. O

The next lemma is the coercivity of Hgx. In the multi-bubble case, it is important to derive
the following localized version of the coercivity estimate in the construction of multi-solitary wave
solutions and its stability.

Lemma 4.4. There exists A\, > 0 such that
Hic(e(t), e(t)) = Ak\le(t)llfq%-

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 3.2, the proof of Lemma 4.4 is based on Lemma 2.5. It also
requires localization arguments. First, we give a localized version of Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < a < 1
and ¢ : R — R be a C?-even function such that ¢/ < 0 with

¢(x)=1 on [0,1], ¢(x) =|z|7* on [2,4+00), and 0 < ¢ < 1.

Let R > 0 and ¢r(x) = ¢(z/R). Set

Hy,.(v,v) /(bR — 20 {/]D2v12+w0/]v]2}

= [ (310l = a0+ Qe — 20 R(Qun- — e o))
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Claim: Let wp > 0, zo,7 € R. Assume that there exists a solution @, of (1.5), and wy satisfies
assumption (1.6). There exists Ry > 2 such that for all R > Ry, if v e H %(R) satisfies

§R/Qwo(‘ — zo)e” v = §R/Q;O(- — z0)e” 0y = Q/Qwo(- — z0)e 00y = 0.

2
+ |v|2> )

Now we prove this Claim. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that g = 0 and vy = 0. Set

Then

Hyg(0:0) 2 € [ ot~ (| D20

1
U:=v¢p and U = U1 + iva.
Then, we have
1 1
2 = D23 + h. (4.18)
It follows that
/(\Dévﬁ +[02)br — pQPy 0? — Q2 vdda
1 ~ i -
:/ |D§’U|2 + |'U|2 _png 1U% - ng 1U§d$
-1 p—1-2 p—152 2 el
+ [ (1= o )(pQL, 01 + Qly 02)dx + [[h]|72 + 2R(D29, h)
=:K;+ Ko+ K3+ Ky. (4.19)

In the sequel, let us estimate each term on the right-hand side of (4.19).
(i) Estimate of K;. We claim that there exists C(R) > 0 with limr_, 4+ C(R) = 0 such that

Jado| e

Thus, along with Lemma 3.2 and (4.20) yields that there exists C' > 0 such that for R sufficiently
large,

< C(R)|Io]7-. (4.20)

1 ~ 1~ 1~ ~
Ki = [ 1DYoP + 1ol ~ pQ2; 5% - Q2 'e3de = Clol . (421)
In order to prove (4.20), we rewrite

/ 51Quy = / 01Quy + / 51Qu0 (03 — )6  da.

Notice that

' / 51 Qun <¢% - 1) pide

Jun

_1
é O ﬂleo¢R2

2
dxgouf)HLz/ QL o5'dx | .
lz|>R

lz|=R
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By the decay property that Q. (y) ~ (y) =2 (see (2.3)),

Q2,05 dr =

1 c
2 @ Ry¢—1ydysc—/ gty <
FE R Jjy>1 ()9 ) R |y\>1| | R

Thus, we get

‘/mczwo—/wwo < CR 3o 2.

Similar arguments also apply to the term f QZJOT), so we obtain (4.20), as claimed.
(i7) Estimate of Ky. Using the decay property of @, (see (2.3)) again, we see that

\Kz\—'/l—% (pQL o7 + QY1 03)dx

<C 65" Qb 0P de < Cllog' QB Ml oe(a>m 181172 < RT2P7D3]7.. (4.22)

lz|>R

(13t) Estimate of Kg and Ky. We claim that there exists C(R) > 0 with limg_,4 C(R) = 0
such that

2]l z2 < C(R)||0]| 2. (4.23)
This yields that
|[Ks| + |Ka| < C(R)IDIP 4 (4.24)

In order to prove (4.23), by Lemma 2.2(see (2.2)) and the Minkowski inequality,

it +0) (9t +0) = 657 @) ) ~ e = 9) (0" (@) — 02 - )

e =C | [ onta / i dy| do
ly|2
1

<C/\y! 2</¢R <w+y)<¢ Yz +y) - ¢§%(1)>>2dw>%dy
<CZ/ |y|2</ ¢r(® <x+y)<¢§%($+y)—¢§%(w)>>2dw>2dy

=: Hy + Hy + Hs + Hy,

where Q; = Q11 U Q2 = {]az\ < I 5 |yl < R} For the sake of simplicity, we wrlte Q; =
Q1 U Qo for the remaining three reglmes 2 < j < 4, and take Qp = {|z]| > |y| < R},
Q3 = {]az\ < ‘ syl > R} and 4 = {\x! > ‘ Nyl > 2 } Then, the proof of (4.23) is reduced
to estimating Hk, 1< klg 4.

1 _1
First notice that ¢ (x +y) — ¢p*(x) = 0 for (z,y) € 4, and so Hy = 0.
For H,. Using the mean valued theorem, we get that for some 0 < 6 <1,

or(z)

2 9
- Zqﬁ%(m + 6y)

or(@) | 077 (& +v) — 67° () Sl + 0) Pyl
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Slnce £ <|z| <3R and |y| < £, we have E < |z + 0y| < 4R, and thus

? _ 1 ¢nr(@)

_1 _1 x + 0y 2 2
p) - p)
one) |64 = 05800 = o (S < S
While for [z| > 3R and |y| < £, we have %' < |z +6y| < %, and thus
-1 -1 or(5)
Or(7) |0g* (x +y) — ¢g°(x ) <C ($r(z +09)*lyl* < 53 < Iyl
¢% (%)
Hence, we obtain
R
C [+ _1, .. _1y.
m< 3 [y byl < R ol (4.25)
0
For Hj, we shall use the fact that
2
_1 _1
Or(x) |9 (x +y) = 05 (x)| < Cor(2) (¢ (z +y) + ¢F (). (4.26)

For (z,y) € Q3, we have ‘—%' <lz+yl < %7 0

on2)o7' o +0) < Cogt (%) < el

which implies

2

br(x) |677 ( +y) — 652 (x)] <O+ yl*),

and thus

Too 3 a . a1
m<C [yt (Lot} dylole < CRF o], (1.27)
1

The estimate of Hy also relies on (4.26). In fact, for (z,y) € 4, we have |z + y| < 3|z|, and thus

dr(z)dg (x +y) < Cor(a)p' (3z) < C,
and, by (4.26),

2

or(@) |67 @ +y) — i) <C.

It follows that

+o00
Hi<C / y~2dy|ol 2 < CR™3 3 . (4.28)
T

Thus, combining (4.25), (4.27) and (4.28) together, we obtain (4.23), as claimed.
Now, plugging (4.21), (4.22) and (4.24) into (4.19) we get that for R large enough,

JUDRE 4 bP)on - p@ri - Qi = il
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Hence, in order to finish the proof, it remains to show that there exists C' > 0 such that for R
sufficiently large

61,5 = C [ (ID¥eP -+ 1o?) énde. (4.29)

Since |03, = [ |v]*¢rdz and

2

2 1
d:E:/‘D%vqbfz—h dx

2 1_
:/‘D%fu ¢Rdx+/ythg;—zé)’-e/D%w,ghdx,
where h is given by (4.18). Applying (4.23) to derive that for R large enough
Dol + e = € [ (1D + [of) énd

This yields (4.29) and finishes the proof of this Claim.
Now, we finish the proof of Lemma 4.4. Let R > Ry and o > 0. Since Zszl Di(t) = 1, we

decompose Hp (¢, €) as follows,
1 K 1
Hiled) =5 > / Ol — 25) [ D3 + wr(0)]ef
k=1
1 & _
=52 [ R + - DRSPS RE)?)
k=1

s S [ (@ on = 20)) [IDie? + w0}l
k=1
From the claim, for any k = 1,..., K, we have, for R large enough,
/¢R(' — ) “D%GP +wk(0)’€’2] - / (IRe[P~ o ? + (p = 1)| R [P~ (R(Ry0))?)
>Ck [ on(- — an(®) [|DEP + 2]

Moreover, by the properties of ¢r and ®y(t), for o large enough, where o is given by (1.8), then
we have

Oy — dr(- — ) > —[o| "
and (k) = d(wg) > 0,
1Dz el + wi(0)]e]2 > 0, (yD%eP + \6\2) > 0.

Hence,

[ @ 6at ~ 20)) [IDe + (O]
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25, [ (@ = 6n(- — ) (1DBeP + ) ~ lof ™ [ (IDEeP + ).

Combining the above estimates, we get

K
HK(E, 6) > )‘k/zq)k (‘D%eﬁ + ‘5‘2) — ‘0"—‘1/ <‘D%e‘2 + ‘5‘2) 7

k=1

where A\ = min{C}, dx }. Since E,[::l ®;, = 1, we obtain the desired result by taking o large enough.
Now we complete the proof of Lemma 4.4. O

As in the proof of a single solitary waves stablhty result in section 3, we now proceed in last two
steps: first, we control the size of €(t) in H2 and second, we check that for any k, |wg(t) — wg(0)]
is quadratic in |e(t)].

Step 3. Energetic control of ||e(t)\|H% We give the following lemma.:.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that o and § satisfy (1.8) and (1.9), respectively. For all t € [0,t*], the
following holds:

C
Ol +Z!Jk 0 <—= sup le) 72 + Clle(0)? 4
H?2
o2 te[
C
—i—CZ]wk ) — wr(0)] + Ty (4.30)

Proof. First, we write (4.17) at t > 0 and at ¢t = 0:

B(®) + I = 3wt (Qu(o)) + Hrc(e(t), €()) + eIy 8 (el 3)

k=1
K

+ 3 O(lwi(t) = wr(0)2) + O ((0)72)
k=1

and

K
B(u( ) =D 0)(Qun0)) + Hic(€(0), €(0)) + e(0)1 4 8 (10}, 3 ) + O ((0)72).

k=1

Since E(u(t)) = E(u(0)) and Hg(e(0),€(0)) < Clle(0 )||2 1 then from above equalities, we deduce
that

Hic (e(t), e(t)) <(J(t) = J(0)) + Clle(0)[I2 +CZ |wi(t) 0)[?)

+Clle@) LB (lle®) 3 ) +Clo) ™
H?2

From the conservation of mass and Lemma 4.4, we obtain

=

Aklle®I? y <D (Tr(t) = Tu(0) + ClleO)II? 4 +CZ jwi(t) —wie(0)]*) + Clo) 72, (4.31)
=1
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where we assume that « is small enough (« is as in (4.1)).
By Lemma 4.2 and the assumption of ¢ and 9, we have

t t
Tu(t) = T(0) <C= sup [le(t Miz +C—5 + —lellre
0 velo,t] o2 02
C C C ,
< sup + + Sup €(t 2
1 le()]72 pSEr o, eIz
C 12 C C 112 C
< sup ||e(t + ——F + — sup |e(¢ +—
o3 to t'€[0,1] Il ol o3 t'e[O,t]H (Ol o1
C C
<— sup [le(®)[|F2+ T (4.32)
o2 t€0,t] o
In particular, if ¢ € (0, 1), (4.32) is still hold.
Injecting (4.32) into (4.31), we obtain
MleOI?,, < 5 sup etz + ClO) +cZ fr(t) ~ wx(O)) + o
H2 53 peoy o201
Using this and (4.31) and (4.32) again, we obtain
u C
D1 Tw(t) = Tu(0)] <= sup [|e(t")]|72 + Clle(0)]?
1 o2 t'e [Ot} H?2

+CZ lwi(t) — wi(0)] )—i—L

025—% ’
Then, from above estimates, (4.30) holds. Now we have completed the proof of Lemma 4.5. O

Step 4. Quadratic control of |wy(t) — wg(0)|. We give the following result.

Let ®* : R — [0,1] be a smooth function such that |[(®T) (z)] < Co~! for some C > 0,
®F(x) =1 for x < 20 and ®F(z) = 0 for z > 60. The localization functions ®;, 1 < k < K, are
defined by

of(2) =% (z — 1), PL(2):=1-@F (2 —2K_1),
O (z) =T (x — ) — O (z —xp_1), 2<k<K-—1.

One has the partition of unity, that is, 1 = Zszl <I>2'.

In addition, we define ®~ : R — [0,1] as a smooth function such that |(®~)(z)| < Co~! for
some C' > 0, @~ (z) =1 for < 60 and ®T(z) = 0 for z > 100. The localization functions ®,,
1 <k < K, are defined by

O (z) =0 (x —x1), Pp(x):=1-0 (z—xxr_1),
O ()= (x—ap) — P (x —ap—1), 2<kE<K -1

One has the partition of unity, that is, 1 = szl P, .
Define

JE@) = /\u t, )2 (¢, x)dw (4.33)

Hence, from Lemma 4.2, we have the following corollary:
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Corollary 4.6. Let jki be defined as (4.33), then we have

t t t
|7 — T (0)] < C <—§ + —llellz2 + —HGH%Z> :
o2 o2 o

Now we have the following estimates:

Lemma 4.7. Let Jy and jki be defined as (4.6) and (4.33), respectively. Then we have

T~ T~ 5 / Q0| < CHIP, ) +10) >, (431

Telt) / Q0| < CleIP ) + (o)™ (4.35)

Proof. By the calculation, we have
THE) - Tult) :/\u(t,x)\%;(t,x)dx—%/\u(t,x)\%k(t,x)dx
— [l o) P (@~ ) — 0 o — p1))do

-5 [t DR @ - 2) - 0 — ai-1))da

= (5 [tapete—m + 5 [P @t e -n - o)
- (5 e oPet @ - s+ 5 [P @ - i) - 0o - )

=0 + L.

On the one hand, we have
[ 1RG0 @@~ ) 0~ 1) < Clo)
since @1 (z — zp) — ®(x — x1) =0 for x — zp < 20 and = — x > 80. Therefore,

[ ()P @~ ) - 8o - 00| < CelOI?, + Clo)

On the other hand, by the orthogonality condition ® | Ry (t)e(t) = 0 and the algebraic decay of
the Qu,, (see (2.3)), we have

‘/|ut$|2<1>+ Z/ka,

By the same argument as I7, we also can estimate I5. Hence, by the above estimates, we get (4.34)
holds. Using an argument similar to (4.34), we can easily obtain (4.35). O

< Clle®)|? 4 +C(o)~

Lemma 4.8. Assume that o and 0 satisfy (1.8) and (1.9), respectively. For all t € [0,t*], it holds,

C

: 4.36
o207 (4.36)

+

Z!wk 0)] < C sup |le(t)]?

1
t'€[0,1] H2
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Proof. From Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 4.6, we have

erk r<c sup e(t |!21+02\wk ) — wp(0)? + C{o) 2 (4.37)

and for all k =1,..., K,

C C
| T (8) = T ()] <= sup [le()72 + —— (4.38)
02 t'el0,t] o 4

Combining (4.34), (4.37) and (4.38), we have, for all K =2,..., K,

( [ @~ @) 2T O = Tie) = (T O) = RO +C sup (O + Clo)

t'e€[0,t]

<2 (7" () = Tu(®))] + 2T, (0) = Tk(0)] + Ct,sel[?t] le@®I 4 +Clo)~*

C

251'

<cz\wk ~ O +C sup [le(t)]?,, +

t'€[0,t]
Similarly,

- Z ( [ @ - @) <200 - R0 - (G0 - O] + € s [0 + Clo)

<2 [(J (1) = Te(®)] +2((T;; (0) = Tu(0)] + C sup [le(t)[| , +C(o)~*

t'€[0,t]
<CZ\wk )~ (O +C sup ]2, +——r.
t'€[0,t] H2  520-3
Therefore, we deduce, for all k =2,..., K,
([ o ) c
k’z::k (/ Qi) — wk(0> < CZI@% ) —wg(0)]* +C ,St[l(?] [le(t )IIH7 + T (4.39)

On the other hand, by the mass conservation (1.3) and the orthogonality conditions on € (see (3.3)),

we have
K
> ([ @)

k=1

<C swp [, +Clo)?

t’'€[0,t]
This means that (4.39) is true for k = 1.
Recall that wy(t), wg(0) are close to wl (see (4.3)), then for any k = 1,..., K,

lwi(t) —wi(0)] < C ‘/Qik(t) — Qik(o) (4.40)

From (4.39) and (4.40), we obtain, for k = K

c
T

wi(t) —w <C w(t) —w + C sup 2
wre () — wi (0)] Z\ k(1) — wi(0 3 [Ot]H()”H2
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Then, by a backward induction argument on k, using (4.39) and (4.40), we deduce, for any k =
K—1,...1,

C
wr(t) —w(0)| < C wr(t) —w 2—1—0 sup + .
|wi () — wi(0)] Z| k() — wi(0)] t’e[Ot]H Ol T

Thus, for any k. =1,..., K,

C
wi(t) —wi(0)] < C su eI . + .
k(1) =0 € s (O 3+~

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.8. O

Conclusion of the proof of Proposition 4.1. Combining the conclusions of the Lemma 4.5
and Lemma 4.8, we obtain, for all ¢ € [0,t*],
C C
2 ~ 2 2
ey < 5 sup el +C sup 8 (I3 ) IO, 3] + CIOI, 3 + =
For o large enough, we have for all t € [0, t*],

1 C
O, <= £)]|2 0)]? :
IO < 5 3 1Oy + IOy +

and so, for all t € [0,t*],

le@®IP y < Clle)I , + g

Using (4.36), we obtain
Ol +Z|Wk —we(0)] < ClleO)I2 gyt
By (4.3) and (4.4), we obtain
K
Ol Z [wr(t) = wr(0)] + 3wk (0) — wll] < Ca + Clo) >+ 1.

where C is independent of Ao. To conclude the proof, we go back to u(t),

K
=3 Quol — a(t))e O
- H2
K .
< —ZRk t) —I-ZHRk ﬂj—JEk(t))eWk(t)HH%
k=1 7

K
L+ O fnlt) — of)
k=1

K K
3 +C Y lwr(t) —wr(0)] +C D |wi(0) — wil
k=1 k=1

<Jle®)l,
C
<Ch <a + > .
0_26—%
Notice that C > 0 does not depend on Ay. Thus, we can choose Ay = 2Cq, then ag > 0 small
enough and o( large enough, and we obtain the conclusion of Proposition 4.1. O
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A Appendix

In this section, we give the following local well-posedness result concerning the Cauchy problem
for half-wave equation (1.1).

Lemma A.1. Let s > % be given. For every initial datum ug € H'(R), there exists a unique
solution u € C%([tg, T); H*(R) of problem (1.1). Here tq < T(ug) < 400 denotes its mazimal time
of existence (in forward time). Moreover, we have the following properties.

(i) Conservation of L?-mass, energy and linear momentum: It holds that

M) = [P, B = [ D8~ [1ap* P = [a-iow,

are conserved along the flow.

(ii) Blowup alternative in H®: Either T(ug) = +o0 or, if T(ug) < 400, then ||u(t)||gs — oo as
t—T".

(i1i) Continuous dependence: The flow map uy — wu(t) is Lipschitz continuous on bounded
subsets of H*(R).

(iv) Global Existence: If 1 < p < 3, then T(ug) = 400 holds true.

Proof. By the similar argument as [30, Lemma D.1|, we can obtain this lemma. Here we omit
it. O
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