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Asymptotic stability of travelling waves for general nonlinear
Schrodinger equations with non-zero condition at infinity

Jordan Berthoumieu®

Abstract

In previous works [4, 5], existence and uniqueness of travelling waves for the nonlinear
Schrédinger equations have been shown for speeds close to the speed of sound. Furthermore,
it has been proved that a chain of dark solitons of well-ordered speeds near the sound speed,
taken initially apart from each other, is orbitally stable. In this article, we complete this
study by proving the asymptotic stability of these travelling waves, namely that a solution
initially close to a travelling wave eventually converges towards a travelling wave of close
speed. This relies on the methods used by F. Béthuel, P. Gravejat and D. Smets in [6] and
first introduced by Y. Martel and F. Merle in [22].

1 Introduction

The equation of main interest reads

iy + 02U 4+ UF(|U[*) =0 for (t,z) € R x R. (NLS)

This equation is a generalization of the well-known Gross-Pitaevskii equation in the sense that
we impose that f(1) = 0 and the natural condition at space infinity is then

| (t,z)] — 1.
|z| =400

The Gross-Pitaevskii case corresponds to the nonlinearity f(s) =1 —s. It is a relevant model
in condensed matter physics and nonlinear optics. In particular, it arises in the context of the
Bose-Einstein condensation or of superfluidity (see [IL @]). In the context of nonlinear optics,
the non-vanishing condition at space infinity expresses the presence of a nonzero background.
Besides in the latter context, experiments highlight a notch in the density distribution. This
density wave propagates in a bright background, which explains the denomination of "dark"
soliton. We refer to [3] for a significant example and more details on these features. Our study
relates to defocusing nonlinearities, namely functions satisfying

(1) <o.

The Hamiltonian structure of (NLS) is given by the generalized Ginzburg-Landau energy,

B(¥) i= B®) + By(¥) = 5 [ 10:9F +3 [ PP,
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with

1
F(p) = [ flryin
p

In [7], many different behaviors have been highlighted according to the characteristics of f. Then
in [4], special examples are taken to investigate more precisely the existence and orbital stability
of the special solutions that are analyzed in this article.

In the sequel, we shall rely on the hydrodynamical formulation which gives a more convenient way
to study the Hamiltonian structure of the equation. This framework is related to new variables
given by n = 1 — |¥|? and v = —0,¢ for non-vanishing functions that we lift as ¥ = |¥|e’¥.
Plugging the new variables into (NL.S]), we obtain the hydrodynamical form of (NLS), that is

on = —20, (v(l — n)),
9 (0,m)?

atv:_ax<f(1_"7)_v2_ 2(1_77) _4(1_n)2>'

(NLShy)

The main difference with Schrédinger equations with solutions vanishing at space infinity is that
the vacuum solution becomes ¥ = 1 instead of 0. When we linearize around the hydrodynamic
vacuum solution (n,v) = (0,0), we obtain, in the long wave approximation, the free wave equation

with the sound speed
Cs =/ _2fl(1)' (1)

The linearized equation indeed differs from the case of null condition at infinity, in the sense
that the resulting dispersion relation is not the same: the plane wave solutions of this linearized
system satisfy the dispersion relation

w(§) = £/ + 3%

The main result of stability is stated in the classical variables, and since we deal with infinite
dimensional dynamical systems, we need to find a suitable functional setting. We just recall that
the natural setting for taking care of classical solutions is the energy set

X(R) := {¢ € HL.(R)|[¢' € L*(R), F(|¢[*) € L'(R)}
endowed with the distance

d(th1,462) = 1 — Gall oo oy + o — mell 2+ (|5 — 4]z (2)

In a dedicated appendix, we will see that the Cauchy problem is well-posed in X'(R) and that the
energy is conserved along the flow. We shall also need to analyze the continuity of the flow, and
the Cauchy problem for (NLS,)). We refer to Appendix [Bl for more details. For now, we just
mention that the Cauchy problem for (NLS]) has been handled under several conditions on f
that are described below and which we shall assume throughout the article. Observing moreover
that X(R) + H'(R) C X(R), we can state the following result.

Theorem 1.1 ([13]). Let ug € X(R). Take f in C*(R) satisfying (D) below. In addition,
assume that there exist oy > 1 and Cy > 0 such that for all p > 1,

Co
p37a1 :

1" (p)] <




If ag > %, assume moreover that there exists ag € [o; — %, aq] such that for p > 2, Cop®2 < F(p).
There exists a unique function w € C°(R, H'(R)) such that u := ug+w solves (NLS)). Moreover,
the solution continuously depends on the initial condition, and the energy E and the momentum

p are conserved by the flow.

In this article, we aim at understanding the dynamics of special solutions of the form W(¢,z) =
uc(x — ct). These are called travelling waves and their profiles u, satisfy the ordinary differential
equation

—icw, +u! +u.f(Jul?) = 0. (TW.)

In the Gross-Pitaevskii case, where ¢s = v/2, travelling waves exist with a one-to-one correspon-
dence with the speed ¢ in the entire range ¢ € (—cs,¢s). In the case of a generic nonlinearity
f, it is a much more subtle problem. Nonetheless, there can only exist nontrivial finite energy
travelling waves with speed in (—cs,cs) (see Theorem 5.1 and the remark just after in [I§]).
Under suitable conditions on the nonlinearity f € C3(R, ), we have existence and uniqueness of
transonic speeds. We assume that these conditions hold true in the sequel. Namely

e For all p e R,

= (1-p)? < F(p). (H1)

4;|m1\3

e There exist M > 0 and ¢ € [2,4+00) such that for all p > 2,

F(p) < M1 —p|. (H2)

k:=2f"(1)+6f'(1) <0. (H3)

Theorem 1.2 ([5]). There exists a critical speed ¢y > 0 such that for ¢ € (co,cs), there exists a
non-constant and non-vanishing smooth solution u. of [(TW), that is unique up to translations
and a constant phase shift. The hydrodynamical and classical variables (n.,v.) are related by the

formula i
ue(z) = /1 = ne(w)e Jo velr)dr, (3)

Moreover the hydrodynamical variables are smooth and c — Q. belongs to 02((60, Cs),NX2(R)),

with
d

%(p(Qc)) < 0. (4)
Finally there exist ag, Kq > 0 independent of ¢ € (co,cs) and © € R such that,
> (= A (10008 ()] + DIk ()] ) < Kgem VSl ()
0<k;1<3
0<ko<2
0<5<2

In a previous article, hypothesis (H3]) (see the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [5]) actually reads k # 0.
In this framework, we can then check that (H3) is equivalent to & < 0. This sign can be explained
by the fact that] for (¢,z) € (co,cs) X R,

0 <me(z) <& <1, (6)

!See Proposition 2.2 in [5] for more details.



where

€ = nc(0) e T R (7)
One can now wonder whether these solutions are stable or not, and precise the sense of "stable".
Taking an arbitrary initial condition close to a travelling wave u., then the solution associated
with this initial condition will certainly not stay close to u.(. — ¢t) uniformly in time. Indeed,
consider another travelling wave as an initial condition, with different speed ¢. As close as these
speeds are taken, the solutions associated with these initial conditions will separate into two
different bubbles, which will be more and more apart the further they travel. To illustrate this
claim, one can show that there exists a positive constant €.z only depending on ¢ and ¢ such
that
sup d(uc(. —ct),uz(. — Et)) > e (8)
>0
thus the Lyapunov stability does not stand a fair chance of success. However, intermediate
notions of stability exist for travelling waves, such as orbital and asymptotic stability. In this
article, we will prove that these notions are well-suited and why a stronger notion could not be
true. Recall that the asymptotic stability of travelling waves in the Gross-Pitaevskii case has
been thoroughly investigated in [6], even for the speed ¢ = 0, in [I7]. Our study refrains from
handling this speed for a significant reason, the black soliton (of speed ¢ = 0) vanishes and thus
prevents us from considering any smooth lifting of uyg. However, we have to restrict ourselves to
speeds even closer to ¢s and we assume in addition that the hypothesis of Theorem [B.1] as well
as (HI), (H2) and (H3]), are satisfied to state our main result.

Theorem 1.3. There exists an integer I, and c¢; € (0,c¢,) such that if f € C*(Ry), then the
travelling wave with a given speed in (c1,cs) is asymptotically stable in the following sense. Let
c* € (e1,¢s). There exists 6, > 0 such that for any g € X (R) satisfying d(1g,uc+) < 0, then
W(t) the solution associated with the initial condition vy is globally wellposed and there exist
i € (co,cs) and two functions (b,0) € C*(Ry,R?) such that

—i d
e Wy (L, +0(t) , 5 ug, (9)

and
/ * /
b (t) t—joo Co and 0 (t) t—>—+c>>o 0.

Here the notation V(t) 4 U, stands for the fact that all three following convergences hold

t—+o0

11— [T — 1—|U|? in L3R),

t——+o0

0, U (t) LT 0:Vo in LA(R), (10)

U(t) t—:)oo Vo in LS (R).
The proof of this theorem makes crucial use of the hydrodynamical variables and relies on a
method developped in [6] that itself is based on ideas introduced in [22] for the Korteweg-de
Vries equation. This article follows the footsteps of the preceding articles [4, 5] regarding the
same kind of general nonlinearities. Indeed, it is of interest to identify the conditions that
the nonlinearity f needs to satisfy for the travelling wave to be asymptotically stable. More
generally, this series of articles aim at understanding the behaviour of solutions for large times,
while not using scattering methods, as it is possible in the integrable case of the Gross-Piteasvkii
equation [15 [10]. Unlike the latter articles, the proof relies here on PDEs arguments, already
highlighted in integrable cases as in [6] and then for non-integrable systems in [22] 23] 20}, 21].



Remark 1.4. Unlike the Gross-Pitaevskii case, we need to restrict ourselves to small travelling
waves. This corresponds to travelling waves with speeds taken close to cs (see (D). The
special choice of these travelling waves is consistent with the branch of solitons already exhibited
i Theorem [LA A further restriction will provide positivity on crucial quantities, which are
necessary for proving Proposition below.

Remark 1.5. The modulation parameters in (@) are closely related to the invariances of (NLJS)).
More precisely, the asymptotic stability takes into account the symmetries that prevent the solution
from being stable in the Lyapunov sense, that are translations and constant phase shifts.

Remark 1.6. In contrast with the Korteweg-de Vries equation, negative speeds are allowed and
the asymptotic stability of the corresponding travelling waves can be reached by the same method
by simply taking the complex conjugate.

Remark 1.7. The value of 1, is fived during the proof (see Subsection [[L3:3), so that (NLS) is
sufficiently differentiable with respect to the space variable. This differentiability is used to obtain
a sufficient decay for the solution v that is crucial for characterizing a travelling wave as the
limit object in ().

The main ingredients in the proof of Theorem [[.3] stand in three main ideas. Orbital stability
allows us to construct a compact profile with speed ¢y towards which the solution ¢ weakly tends
as time goes to +0o0. Furthermore, as previously analyzed in works such as [11], the structure
of and the exponential decay of the hydrodynamical travelling waves imply a smoothing
effect for this profile, as well as some uniform exponential decay. This property is crucial to prove
a rigidity theorem for solutions taken close to a stable travelling wave, which eventually provides
Theorem [L.3]

1.1 The hydrodynamic framework

We first recall that a travelling wave of speed ¢ close to cs neither vanishes nor does any pertur-
bation of such a wave, as ensured by the Sobolev embedding theorem. Non-vanishing solutions
can be lifted as 1 = [i[e’?, hence we can construct the hydrodynamical variables given by
Q= (n,v) = (1 — w2, —896@). In this framework, the natural energy set appears to be the space
Xpy(R) := HY(R) x L*(R). This space corresponds to the particular case k = 0 in the class of
spaces X,fy(R) = H*1(R) x H*(R) for k > 0 endowed with the euclidean norms

2
QN5 = [l Fpess + ll0l1Z.

One major difference with respect to the original setting is that is locally well-posed on
a vector space (see Appendix [Bl for more details on the Cauchy problem) instead of a complete
metric subspace. We also define the X-weak convergence as follows. For Q,,Q € &3, (R), we

naturally write that
X

Qn — Q,

n—-+o0o

when

v, — v in L*(R).

n—-+o0o

N 1 1
{ M o 1 i HI(R),

Note that the first convergence in (I0) is a straightforward consequence of the weak convergence
in Xy, (R). We can now state the asymptotic stability in the hydrodynamic framework.



Theorem 1.8. Let ¢* € (c1,¢s). There exists S > 0 such that for any Qo € Xpy(R) satisfying
d(Qo, Qe+ ) < Pi, then Q(t) the solution associated with the initial condition Qq is globally well-
posed and there exist ¢y € (c1,cs) and a function a € C1(Ry) such that

Qt-+a) | = Qe

We will eventually derive asymptotic stability in the original framework, that is Theorem [L3]
from Theorem [L.8

1.2 Orbital stability of a travelling wave

We have seen that the notion of stability needs to be properly defined. Typically, to understand
the instability phenomenon described by (), one has to take the symmetries of the equation
into account. In other words, one can view the invariances of (NLS)) as degrees of freedom
regarding the possible different types of evolution for a solution. Orbital stability is designed
in that purpose. We refer to [4] 5] where this question is solved, for more details regarding the
following statements. Under the previous conditions (HIl), (H2) and (H3) on the nonlinearity
f € C3(Ry) and for given speed c* € (cg, cs), the hydrodynamic travelling wave (. is orbitally
stable in the following sense.

Theorem 1.9 ([5]). Let ¢* € (co,cs). There exists a, Ax > 0, such that the following holds. If
Qo = (M0, v0) € Xpy(R) is such that for some a® €R |

ag = [|Qo — Q= (. — a”) || < o, (11)

then, the unique solution Q(t) = (n(t),v(t)) to w associated with the initial datum (ng,vo)
is globally defined. Moreover there exists (a,c) € C1(Ry,R?) such that for anyt € Ry, Q(t) can
be decomposed as

Q(t’ -+ a’(t)) = Qc(t) + 6(t), (12)
where
le(®)|ly + le(t) — ¢+ |a(t) — a°] < Asa, (13)
and
|a'(t) — c(®)|* + | (1)] < Ax[le®)]1% - (14)

Furthermore, recall that we construct the functions a and ¢ in Theorem [L9 by an implicit function
argument such that we have both the orthogonality conditions

<5(t)7 ach(t)>L2><L2 = vP(Qc(t))'g(t) =0. (15)

From a spectral analysis of the linearized operator H., we also recall that under the orthogonality
conditions, there exists a positive constant l.(;) such that

(Hery ((1)),€(t)) 0 1o = Loy el - (16)

Remark 1.10. This result expresses the fact that we can modulate a perturbation of a travelling
wave Q. so that it stays close to this travelling wave as time evolves. The modulation consists
of modifying the speed and translating the travelling wave along the evolution, and the so-called
parameters are given by the functions a and ¢ above. Moreover, (I3) and ([I4]) provide some
control over these parameters. As a straightforward consequence of this result, a compact profile
emerges and then appears to be a suitable candidate to feature the asymptotic behavior of the
solution Q(t).



Remark 1.11. Taking the limit ag — 0 in both (A3) and ([I4) formally implies that the trans-
lation parameters behave like a linear function a(t) ~ mt and then Q(t) ~ Q(. — mt). It is
of interest to know whether the translation parameter a(t) behaves as an actual linear function
of t. However, this does not stand a fair chance of success since it was shown in [21)] for the
generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation, that the analogue translation parameters a(t) can behave,
up to a renormalization, as mt + +/In(t).

Remark 1.12. The only difference with the original result in [5] lies in the quadratic control
in (Id)). This further control is justified in Appendiz[C

In the sequel, we introduce the main ideas of the proof of Theorem [[.3] and how they are
articulated.

1.3 Sketch of the proof
1.3.1 Construction of the profile in hydrodynamic variables

Using orbital stability, we can construct a limit profile, up to a subsequence, by using (I3).
Indeed, the functions € and ¢ are bounded respectively in &}, (R) and R. Given a speed ¢* €
(co,cs), an initial condition Qg satisfying (1) and a sequence of time (¢,) tending to 400, we
can suppose, up to a subsequence, that there exist £y € A, (R) and ¢f; € R such that

X~
t RN
o) 2 B -
c(ty) W GO

Now, by local well-posedness, we can also construct Q(¢) the unique solution of with
initial condition Qo := Q. + €. Using both convergences (7)), then the control (I4) with a
potentially smaller «,, and the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ — Q. as stated in Lemma A.1 in [5], we
obtain

HQVO — Qe

VS €0l x + Kpiplc™ — ¢

< timinf [[e(ta) L + Kigp lim sup |e” — c(t)] < v (18)

n—-+o0o

Therefore, by orbital stability, Q(t) is globally defined and there exist two functions ¢, a such
that for any ¢t € R, we have the decomposition

Q(t,. +a(t) = Qayy + E(1), (19)
with for all t € R, B
JEO) e + (1) = 5] < Au||Qo = Q|| | < Avers, (20)
and
|@(8) — &) + [2(t)] < A I3 - (21)

For ¢ € [0, ¢5], we define
Ve =/ — 2.

From both previous estimates (20) and (21), and up to taking a smaller a, in ({I8]), we can deduce
some uniform control in time for several crucial quantities, such as v.. In this sense, we state the
following result, and we refer to Corollary 1.12 in [5] for the proof.



Proposition 1.13. There ezists 1, > 0 and I, € (0, ) depending only on c* such that for any
teR

d
min {E(t)a%“(t)’i%f( = 7le(r))» 1E (1 —7), b (P(Qa(t)), _%(p(Qc(t))} > L,

and

mac { 7(8) | &' (8) = 31, ||[9(0) |} < Z.

Moreover, we shall use the weak continuity of the flow in order to obtain some convergences
similar to (I7), but along the time evolution. That is the aim of the next proposition, the proof
of which can be found at the end of Appendix [Bl

Proposition 1.14. Let t € R. Then we have

Qtn +1,.+altn)) = Q)

as well as
a(t, +1t) —a(ty,) — a(t) and c(t, +t) — <(t).

n—-+o00 n—-+o0o

Remark 1.15. Proposition implies that a(0) = 0 and ¢(0) = .

1.3.2 Liouville property around a travelling wave

The following step of the proof is to establish a rigidity property for smooth decaying solutions
close to travelling waves. In fact, we shall prove that such solutions have no other choice but
to be exactly a travelling wave. In the sequel, the previous profile @ shall be shown to decay
sufficiently fast, fulfilling the conditions (22]) in the next proposition. Eventually, since @ meets
the assumptions of this rigidity property, this will impose that it is equal to a travelling wave.

The rigidity result is stated in the frame of the decomposition with modulation parameters. In
its proof, we make crucial use of the smallness of the considered travelling waves. This is related
to the bound from below in Lemma [[L24] that we are only able to prove for ¢ close enough to c;.

Proposition 1.16. There exist an integer ly and a speed ¢y € (0,¢s) such that if ¢ € (c1,¢s),
then the following holds. If there exist 7 > 5/2 and C > 0 such that for any (t,z) € R? and any
integer 1 € {0,...,lo}, we have

n(t,x +Zi(t))‘

+|oki(e e +ae)| + |oha(t e +a)| < —— (22)

then we obtain a(t) = cit, ¢(t) = ¢§ and for any t € R,

Qt) = Qe (- = ft).

Remark 1.17. In the sequel, we will show that it is sufficient to take lg = 12. Then in a second
step and consistently with Remark[I7, the choice of Iy for which the main result holds will depend
on the value of ly.

Remark 1.18. Combining both the exponential decay in (Bl) of the travelling waves, and the
decay ([22) implies that € and its derivatives decay similarly to (22)). Indeed, we infer that there
exists Cy, > 0 such that for any (t,x) € R%and | € {0,...,1},

o L

‘al+1 (t .%')‘ + lalgn(t .%')‘ + ’8 €y(t 1’)’ < 1+ |$|r

L+ [zf"



Remark 1.19. Once ¢, is exhibited (see the proof of Lemma [1-2]), the condition cf € (c1,¢s)
can be imposed by taking ¢* € (c1,cs) and potentially reducing the value of .

Remark 1.20. This proposition provides a classification for solutions of initially taken
sufficiently close to a stable travelling wave and enjoying the decaying property 22)). Furthermore,
we think that this classification can be proved if the next less restrictive property is satisfied. Given
€ > 0, there exists R > 0 such that for any t € R,

/ m(Qt,x))dw <,
lz—a(t)| >R

where w is the momentum density defined in [27)). This uniform compactness condition is set
consistantly with the assumptions of the analogous Liouville theorem stated in [19, [20]. Under
this condition, Proposition prescribes the structure of a solution taken close to a travelling
wave and that does not disperse. There is no other choice for these solutions to be an exact
travelling wave.

Remark 1.21. One contribution of this article lies in the fact that the rigidity property can be
shown for solutions that have algebraic decay instead of exponential decay. Precisely, for higher
dimensions, the travelling waves in the Gross-Pitaevskii case are known to decay with an algebraic
rate [16].

The proof of Proposition [.16] can be divided into several steps. We first focus on the equation
satisfied by £(¢). The Hamiltonian structure of can be expressed for a generic non-
vanishing solution @ as

Q= JVE(Q), (23)
where
JQ = —250,Q with S := (? é) (24)
and where the expression of the hydrodynamic energy is
1 on)? 1 1
B@ =B = [ e =3 [P 2 [a—p el [Fa-n. @)
R R L= R R

Moreover, we recall that (TW,) reads in the hydrodynamic framework as
V(E = cp)(Qc) = 0. (26)

This equation can be viewed as the Euler-Lagrange equation associated with the minimization
problem for constructing Q. in [4] in which the hydrodynamic momentum is defined by

§@ =pn.0)i= [ 7o) =5 [ 1)

Using (26), we can linearize (23] around the travelling wave of speed ¢ and this leads to
Oe = JH(¢)

where H, = V2(E — ¢p)(Q.) is the linearized operator around the travelling wave Q.. Among
the properties of the linearized operator that are analyzed in [5], we recall that H. is a self-
adjoint operator with domain H?(R) x L?(R). It owns a unique negative direction, a unique



vanishing direction, and ker(H.) = Span(Qy.). Now, using (23)),([26) and the decomposition (I2)
with ¢ = ¢(t), we obtain the equation satisfied by £(t) = Q(t,. + Zi(t)) — Qz), that is

6t§:J(VE(@) — VE(Qzy) — V?E( z<t>)-5) + M) (€)
+20)T(Vp(@etn) + Vp(Qet0) ) + 8 (10:Q (1, + (1)) ~ ¥ ()3 Qa1

Due to the very generic identities for any @, e € &3, (R),

JVpP(Q) = —0,Q and JV?p(Q).c = —0e,

we are led to
OE = JHMz1)(€) + T Rer) () + (@' (1) — A1) (0Qatr) + 02E(t)) — € (1) 0eQrr (28)

where

Raw(€) = VE(Qapy + ) — VE(Qary) — V2 E(Qzp))-£. (29)

Taking the first-order approximation O( |]§ny) = 0 and imposing |a'(t) — ¢(t)|* + | ()| =

(9( ||€(t)\|g() consistantly to the orbital stability, we obtain the approximate linearized equation
O = J%E(t) () + (al(t) - 5(75))(9;,;@5(,5). (30)

In order to obtain suitable estimates for &, we introduce a dual problem. Formally applying
Hzr) to ([B0) and using that the null-space of Hzyy is spanned by 0,Qzy), we get Hzy)(01€) ~
HzyJHzr)(€). This leads to the definition of the new variable e(t) := SHzy) (g(t)), which we

also denote € = (€, €,). The main properties of this formulation is stated below.

Lemma 1.22. We assume that the hypothesis of Proposition[LI0 hold true. Thene € C°(R, NXf‘Ly(IR{))ﬂ
Ct (R,NX%y(R)) and e € C° (]R,./\/'Xiy (R))NCH(R,NXy(R)). Furthermore, we have the equa-
tion

0¢€ = — 25H 54 (0:€) + SHaw) (JRe1)E) — € (1) SHa) (0:Qzr))
& (t)S0Hz) (€) + (@ (t) — &(t)) SHar) (928).-

In addition, there exists Dy > 0 only depending on c¢* such that for any t € R,
IE@x < Ds €]l x - (31)

Proposition [L.I6] next relies on the introduction of a time-dependent virial argument related to
a matrix-valued function taking the form

0 z "
N(t) = (x O> + 7" Mz, (32)
where miz Mag & cn
Ms(x) = ' ' ith = ——% and si=——"C 33
6(1') <m27’5 0 ) WIth gz . and maz 2(1 — 77’5)2 ( )

Remark 1.23. The matriz M, is set so that we have (MzQz, €(t)) 2,2 = 0. Indeed, M:zQz =
—S50,Qz which is orthogonal to S?—[g(s(t)).

10



We claim that the matrix Mz is uniformly bounded with respect to ¢ and x. Indeed, the function
maz is bounded using the exponential decay properties of the travelling waves (&) and the
uniform lower bound in Proposition [LI3l As for m; z, possibly taking c; even closer to ¢y so
that Proposition [D.1] applies and using once again Proposition [[L13], we infer that there exists a
bound M,, only depending on ¢* such that HMg(t) H 100 < M. The virial quantity is then defined
as

n(t) == (N(t)e(t), e(t)) 22 -

The first matrix in ([B2]) gives some coercivity at infinity for the time derivative n’(¢). The matrix
Mz4) 1s designed to get some local coercivity for n/(t). The constant v, is eventually chosen to
obtain the full coercivity in the next lemma. Remark that this argument relies significantly on
the smallness of the travelling waves involved, which is why we must restrict to speeds close to
Cs.

Lemma 1.24. We assume that the hypothesis of Proposition L1080 hold true. Then n is well-
defined and differentiable on R. Furthermore, there exists ¢1 € (0,cs) such that the following
holds. If ¢f € (c1,cs) then there exists a constant E, > 0 only depending on ¢ such that for any
teR,
= a2
() > ety -

We deduce the proof of Proposition [LI6 from both Lemmas [[.22] and [1.24]

Proof of Proposition[I.16. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Proposition and then Re-
mark [LI8], we obtain

(V0,800 oz | < 2| VIO, + 230 60 B

L2xL?

< sz/ ((022))2 + (8:50)? + 8 + (8:5)° + 22) (1 + o) da
R

1+ |z

2712
RN [EeaEn

(34)

Ll‘

Since r > 1, the upper bound in the previous estimate is finite. Combining both the bound (34])
and Lemma [[.24] yields to the fact that the integral

/ 12013 dt
R

is also finite. As a consequence of this, there exists a sequence of times (t,,) tending to +oo such
that
~ 2
O] )
and as a consequence of (31)),
[EE) % 52, 0

n—-+4o0o

To conclude, we use the orbital stability reversely in time by considering Qf := @(tn,. + E(tn))
as initial data, writing Q"(t) = Q(tn +t,. + a(t, +t)) the corresponding solution to

and £(t) = Q(t+tn, . +a(t+tn)) — Qxt,+)- We have e”(—t,) = & by Remark [LT5l Moreover,
by ([@3), we have ||e™(t)||, < ay for any ¢ € R. Applying ([I3) once more, we can make ||€p]
as small as ||E(t,)|| y can be. Thus, & = 0 and in particular, Qo = Qc;- This necessarily leads
to Q(t) = Qez (- — cpt) and then for any ¢ € R,£(t) = 0. Finally, we derive from (2I]) and
Remark that ¢(t) = ¢ and a(t) = cjt. O
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1.3.3 Algebraic decay of the solution @

In this section, we verify that @ satisfies the assumptions of Proposition Furthermore,
we shall exhibit the suitable value of I, for Theorem [[3] and eventually conclude the proof of
Theorem [[.8 To do this, we rely on two propositions stated below. The first one is an almost
monotonicity formula for a localized version of the momentum. The second proposition states
a remarkable smoothing property satisfied by the solutions of (NILS]). Both Propositions
and are proven in Section [2] and depend crucially on the smoothness of f.

Recall first that the momentum is conserved along the flow, and let us introduce the following
localized version for @)

Pa(®) = [ 7(@0)xnsat = 5 | AT OXRsa0) (3)

where xr(z) = x(z — R) and

x(z) = %(1 + tanh <%x> )

Here, the value 7, is to be determined in the proof of Proposition and depends only on c*.
The quantity (B3] measures the amount of momentum of Qv(t, .—}—Zi(t)) on the right of a given real
number R € R. The evolution of this quantity is prescribed according to the next proposition.
This evolution also holds for the localized momentum associated with the original solution @
(see Section IZI)E

Proposition 1.25. There exist positive constants K, T«,0s only depending on cs such that for
anyt € R and o € [—04,04],

d -~ oy -~ -~ —T- (oa

= (Preoi(t)) = . / (@)? + 77 +3) (1. + @)X (- — R—at) + O (77 IFvrl).
R

Arguing exactly as in [6], we deduce the next corollary.

Corollary 1.26. For any p > 0, there exists K, such that for any t € R, we have
t+1
/ / ((835@2 + 77+ 172) (5,2 +a(s))|z|’ds < k).
t R

Corollary [L.26l holds for any p > 0, so that we can fix the value p = r > g and write k := k,. Next,

we deduce that the solution 1; of (NLS)) associated with the variables (77, 7) can be differentiated
a certain number of times (depending on [,) and enjoys polynomial decay at infinity. This decay
follows from some smoothing effect that was already involved in [6] (see also [II] for related
results). Henceforth, we impose the condition

ly > lO + 17
and verify that the following proposition is sufficient for checking that the Liouville property
applies to Q.

Proposition 1.27. Let f € C*(R,). For anyl € {1,...,1,}, there exists C; > 0 only depending
on ¢ such that for any A € {0,1},¢t € R and any = € R,

[

2Throughout the article, we shall write g(.,c) = O (f(.,¢)) or g(.,¢) < f(.,c) whenever there exists a constant
K > 0 only depending on ¢* such that for any (z,¢) € R x (0,¢s),|f(z,¢)| < K |g(z, ).

oM 0L (5,2 +als))] ‘2|x|rdxds <a.
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Having admitted that Proposition [.27] holds, we complete the proof of Theorem L8 Set
\I’(t x) = Q,Z)(t x + alt )) Assuming the preceding proposition, we can show that ¢ possesses
the suitable decay. We first prove that for any (¢,7) € R? and any [ € {1,...,.}, and up to a
larger constant C}, we have

G
1+ |z

‘8;&1(15, z)| < (36)

Indeed, by Proposition and the one-dimensional Sobolev embedding H'(J) < L*>(J) on
any interval J C R, we have for any [ € {1,...,l,},t € R and x € R,
.

1 ey <

ai\ir S ‘ Lo (1,L(a|dz)) ~ 1177 HH1(17H1(|$|Td$))

[

< 2Cl’

where I = [t — 1,¢ + 1]. This implies ([Bal). Next, we recall that we can recover v by the formula

~ Ox9.itp
U - f?
|9[?
where . denotes the usual real scalar product defined by z1.z0 = Re(21%2), V21, 22 € C. Hence by
using (36) and Proposition [[LT3 we show recursively that for any I € {0, ...,1,}, (t,2) € R? and
up to taking a larger constant Cj,

o otz +a())| < 37
On the other hand, from (B6]), we also derive
G
tz+ ‘ < : 38
| 77(x a)) 1+ [af (38)

for any [ € {0,...,l,}. Let us handle the cases [ € {1,...,1.} first, writing 7 =1 — {/;{/;, we show
using (B6) and Proposition [L T3] that

l
ot + a(0)| < Z()\amqf || (1, 2)| < ﬁ

m=0

Then it remains to deal with the case [ = 0. By the one-dimensional Sobolev embedding, it is

sufficient to prove that
1— |0 2” <.
H 2] HY(1,L(|a|rdz)) — !

By Corollary [L26] up to taking a larger constant x, we derive

o

£2(1,Lo(jo|rdx) ) =

9

and by we have
O (1— U ) (t, z) = a'(t)0,7(t, x + a(t)) — 20, (V(1 —0)) (¢, x).
Therefore, by ([37), [B8) and once more Proposition [[LT3] we obtain

o = 192

L2(1,L>(|2|7dz)) ~

13



Conclusion. Provided that both Propositions [L.23] and [[.27] hold and since I, > lp + 1, we have
proven that (22]) is satisfied by the limit profile Q. Then the Liouville property in Proposition [0l
applies and for any t € R

This yields, by (I7), to
Q(tna -+ a(tn)) - ch-

It remains to see that the convergence does not depend on the choice of the subsequence. This
also relies on the monotonicity property in Proposition applied to (). More precisely, it is a
consequence of (2.4) in Section 2l In particular, it can be proved the same way as it was already
done in Subsection 1.3.4 in [6], given that this part does not depend on the nonlinearity f. This
concludes the proof of Theorem [L.8

1.3.4 Proof of the asymptotic stability in the classical variables

We have just proved the asymptotic stability of a hydrodynamical soliton Q. = (n,v.) for
¢ € (¢p,cs). Let us finish the proof and show that the travelling wave u,. is asymptotically stable
in the original setting. Invoking Lemma [A] we fix d. small enough such that d(1g,u.) < é. and
|IQo — Qclly < Be. Therefore Theorem [[.§ applies and there exist ¢* € (¢g, ¢s) and a function a
such that whenever t,, — 400, Qy, = Q(tn,. + a(tn)) satisfies

X

Qtn - Qc* .

n——+00
In view of the previous convergence, we claim that

d
Y(t,. +a(t)) Lo e (39)
We now verify that all three convergences in (39]) are true. Setting the notation ¢ := 1 (.4a(t),t),
we have that (i, ), is bounded in H{ (R). Then up to a subsequence, we get that

Vi, — e in HE (R), (40)

n—-+4o0o

for some function 1o, € HL,
convergence (AQ) holds strongly in L.
functions |¢o| and |u.+|. However, the hydrodynamic framework omits the phase of the classical
variable 7, so that we need to modulate while taking care of this degree of freedom. To take
this into account, we shall construct a time-dependent phase shift 6 such that the underlying
solution converges as desired. This modulates the evolution so that the phases of both 1., and

uc~ eventually match for any time ¢.

(R). By the Rellich theorem and up to taking a further subsequence,
> (R) as well, thus we have the pointwise equality of the

Claim 1.28. There exist a function § € CY(R,R/27Z) such that 6’ is bounded and a bump
function x € C§°(R) such that
Vpr 1= / XUer # O,
R

0 / X(@)(@ + alt), t)dz € 2R
R

and for any t € R,

14



Replacing (@) by e~*(n)qy), does not change the pointwise equality |1so| = |utc| s0 that we can
assume that

e W)y, g in HL(R).

" n—+4oo

On the other hand we have
v(t,) — ve in L*(R),

n—-+o0o

while ) )
U(t ) — “ptn-aaﬂ/}tn N “pooaxwoo
" T i (2
Then by integrating between 0 and z, we obtain for any = € R that () — ¢ (0) = poo(x) —

i(poo (0)— o= (0))

= 90,00 n LIQOC(R)'

¥ (0) and therefore the expression 1o, = ucxe . Hence, the convergence

o—if(tn) / Uy — elEe®—g () / .
R n R

—+o0
Now Claim [[.2§] forces the difference of phases to behave as follows,
P00 (0) = e+ (0)  in R/27Z.

In summary, we have proved that

—i0(tn) 4 .
e (. +alty), tn) o e
In view of what has been done in the hydrodynamical variable, we can show that the convergence
does not depend on the choice of the sequence (¢,) and thus the convergence holds as t — +o0
and one can write

e O( +a(t),t) S ue.

t—+00

Furthermore, this convergence still holds along the variable ¢t + T as t — 4o00. This gives

e D y( +a(t+T),t+T) KT (41)
t—+o00
From the weak continuity of the flow in standard variables in Proposition [B.2], we deduce that
for any T € R,

Oy at)t+T) 5 uw( —cT). (42)

t—+00
On the other hand, by Proposition [[L.T4] we infer that
a(t+T)—a(t) — 'T.

t—+o0
Convolving t — a(t) with any fixed mollifier provides the suitable function b satisfying for any
TeR
b(t) —a(t) — 0, V() — ¢ and b(t+T)-0b(t) — c'T. (43)

t——+o0 t——+o0 t——+o0

Now, by the triangle inequality, we have

‘(ei(e(t)—G(H—T)) B 1) "

<

ter — e~ 0O 1 b(t) + Tt + T)‘ (44)

+‘w(.—l—b(t)—i—c*T,t—i—T)—zp(.—i—b(t—i—T),t—i—T)‘ (45)

+ ‘e*“’(t”)w(. +b(t+T),t+T) — tier| .
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By (@2) resp. (41l), we deduce that the right-hand terms in (44) resp. (@6]) converge towards 0
uniformly on any compact set of R as ¢ tends to +00. As for the term ([43]), it converges weakly
to 0 in H(R) due to the right-hand side of ([@3]). This yields

i(o —0 T :
ez( (t)—0(t+ ))uc* t—:)oo Uex 1D L%C(R)

Now, take a representative of the equivalence class in the torus, still denoted by #. By the
previous convergence, we necessarily have

6(t+1)—6(t) —_2rhkr,

for some kp € Z. Let us verify that kr = 0. By Claim [L28] we can first write |0(t+T) — 0(t)| <
10]| ;o« T- Provided that T is small enough so that [|#'||;« T < 27, we deduce by taking the
limit ¢ — 400 that k7 = 0. We can now adapt this argument for any T' € R, by taking T = %

with an integer n large enough, so that k% = 0. We conclude by writing

0t +T)—0(t)| < En: 0(t+ (- 1D)T+T)—0(t+ (1 —1T)|.
=1

and by passing to the limit ¢ 4+ (I — 1)T — 400 as t — +0o. We can finally convolve such a
representative 6 with a fixed mollifier as for constructing the function b above, and keeping the
notation @ for such a function, we therefore obtain a modified C'! function 6 satisfying

o'(t) — 0,

t—+00

which concludes the proof of Theorem [L3l It remains to prove Claim [[28]

Proof. The function u. does not vanish on R, so that in particular, u.(0) # 0. Given any
smooth function y, compactly supported in [—1,1] such that x(0) = 1, and up to shrinking the
length of its support by taking x, = x(=) and n large enough, we can assume that fR Xuex 7 0.
To construct € for any ¢t € R, we first write that for any ¢ € R that does not depend on =z,

> ' / P Xt / X (wt ~ ei@uc*)
R R

> |Dc*| - H¢t - eiﬁuc*

/]R XVt

Lifting the non-vanishing solution v as ¥ = [|e’¥, setting ¢; := @(. + b(t),t) and v; := —yy,
and by the special choice of adding a phase shift @ = p(b(t),t) — pe~(0) (that only depends on
t), we then derive

o = B | = ke = e e = |
e N H <ewt _ ez’(eocwcwmw(b(t),t))) e
LOO
[ = Jues 2
: wt Tl = oo = e O 5 000, 0)
< e |””t ~ el [Vl
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By orbital stability, provided that . is taken small enough, the norm ||Q; — Q.|| y can be taken
as small as we wish, uniformly in time. Therefore, by both previous estimates, we can assume

that for any ¢ € R,

Rl oo, (47)

XPt| >
R

Thus we can lift the previous quantity and there exists a unique function 6 : R — R/27Z such
that for any ¢t € R,

e~ 0 / X¥r € 0~RY. (48)
R

Regarding the smoothness of 8, we implement an implicit function type argument. Consider the
map X defined for any (,0) € R? by

X(t,6) = Im (e@'argwc%w / xwt> |
R

where arg(d.+) designates the principal argument of 9.«. By construction, X (t, H(t)) = 0 for any
t € R. Moreover, agX(t,H(t)) # 0, then by uniqueness, we derive that 6 is smooth and that 6
satisfies the ordinary differential equation

_Jm< —iarg(d,) o ZG(t)/R(X”+z’b'(t)xl+f(|¢t|2)X)7/)t>
X(t,0(t) + 1)) '

Applying the Sobolev embedding theorem to v, and using ([@7) and the definition of 0(t), we
observe that this derivative is uniformly bounded in time. U

0'(t) =

2 Monotonicity and smoothing properties of (NI.9))
First, we prove the monotonicity formula.

Proof of Proposition .23 We recall from [5] the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let (n,v) € C°([0,T], NX(R)) be a solution of (NLSp,). For any function X €
CO([0,T], C3(R)) N CH([0,T],CP(R)), then t — (X,nv) 2 is differentiable and its derivative is

;lt </ Xnv) /8,5)(77?)—1—/393)( 1—277)1) +F( )+ %)
/ 5% (0 +In(1 — 7)), (2.1)

where B
F(p) = pf(1—p)—F(1—p). (2.2)
Applying this to X(¢,z) = Xgtot(x) provides

% (5R+0t(t)) :/RWR-i-Ot(h: U) (tv -+ a(t))v
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where

iar71.9) = 3son (1= 2007+ P+ C DI )+ o)
+ iX/},%/-i-at(n +In(1 - 7).
On the one hand, we have by (21])
|a(t) + o| < [a(t) — cgl + ¢ + 0w < p,

where f1, 1= Asa + ¢+ 04, and where the values of a, and o, can be decreased so that . < cs.
In addition, we have |x| < 72x/; and by ([22) and some standard real analysis, there exists a

positive constant Cj, such that
1
0% <—/ rf (1 —ry)dr — T301n> Tk
0

As a consequence of the previous work and Proposition [[I3] we obtain

1

- 1
SXRE(D) + X7 (7 + (1= 1) >

l\')lr—l

1, B2
> 5xa( ; )
TR(7,0) 2 5XR EYACE q(1,0)
where
1
09) = (1= 27 = il + (= [0 = v = 72, )
0
We now separate the real line into two disjoint parts that are an interval Z = [— Ry, Ry, where

the travelling wave is small, and its complement Z¢ where X’ is small. Regarding the region
where x € Z¢, we state the following claim.

Claim 2.2. Up to taking Rg large enough, and possibly shrinking the value of 7., there exists
ko > 0 such that on Z¢,

(777 )>/€2(77 +U)

Assuming that the preceding claim holds true, we conclude that, up to shrinking the value of ks,
that on Z¢ and for o € [—o0y, 04,

7TR+015(77’ ) > ’L{?XRJrat ((a$m2 + 772 + 52) .

Therefore,
d o~
o (PRyot(t)) = /7TR+o—t(777U) + /<52/
I c
— [ (et 0.0 = (07 + 7 + P in(0) (1 + () d
I

wa [ (@ 7 +7) 1+ O i ror

(@) + 7 +5) (£ + () X

On the other hand, and from the previous analysis and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
for any x € R,

s 3421,
LT 2(a~)>

(121, + £)8 4 (17" | 0.2 + Cin +

DO | =

| TR0t (11,0)| <
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Furthermore, using (HIl) and Proposition [[L.I3] we have the useful bounds

9:1)* 4 F(1 - 1 — )2
(ameSS(l—FI*)%, “Qgc—Q(Tm and %’Zg%, (2.3)

so that there exists a positive constant 1 such that on R now,

[T Rtot (17, 0) = 52 ((0:)? + 17+ 0%) X1t < m16(,0)| X R4 01

)

where e(7,7) is the energy density defined in (25]). Now, since we have for any = € Z,

—T«|z—(R+0ot)

| < T*eT*RoefT*\RJroﬂ ) <67T*\R+ot|) ’

Xrtot(7) < Tve

we obtain the control

d

- (Priot(t)) > —r1 E(7, 0)e 1B+t 4 /<&2/ ((83@2 + 7%+ 172) (t,. +a(t) Xrsot

R

which concludes the proof by conservation of the energy. O
It remains to prove the claim.

Proof of Claim[2.2 We write
q(71,0) = Avii® — As|ijo] + Azv?,

with

1
A = —/ rf (1 —rn)dr — T*chn,
0

Ag = Mo
Ay = 1— 27,
and obtain the expression
A ? A2
= A =~ 2 > A =2 2 ~2
qn,v) =A11 | 7l — —=—0| | +A120"+ | A3 — — v,
(1,0) <| | 2A1,1| |> i
where we have set ng = "EZCE, and gl,g = A — 111,1- We recall that p, < cg, so that

~ 2 2
A1 < 5. In addition, we set ? := W As a consequence of the preceding choices, by

the decomposition (I9]), then the exponential decay (B]) and Proposition [[13] we have for any
(t,z) € R x Z¢,
7t + )| < Iy @) + Bt )] < Kaem a0l 1, < Kae™ + Ay

Now, since —2f/(1 — &) tends to ¢s as £ tends to 0, there exists Ry large enough and 7, small
enough such that, up to shrinking once again the value of a,

2

~ 0 ~ c
|77| < - and A1 <A4; <=,
2 ’ 2
2 ~
This implies that As — 4?2 >0 and A;2 > 0 which provides the suitable constant . O
1,1
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Remark 2.3. The articulation of the previous proof does not depend on the special solution @,
s0 that it still holds for a generic solution Q of that 1s orbitally close to Qex.

Before passing to the proof of Corollary [L26] we deduce from the monotonicity formula that

sup PR =7, 0 and sup Pr(t) — p(Q(1))] s (2.4)

This can be proved exactly the same way than it is proved in [6] (see Proposition 3 in the

latter article). The final contradiction in the proof of this proposition still holds for the general
nonlinearity f since we can control pg in terms of the energy similarly as in (2.3]) so that we get

~ 1 e 4 1 " ~
e <5 [ < 5 [ Pa-D+ = [0-77 5 2@

Proof of Corollary[1.28. Arguing exactly the same way that it is done in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4 in [6], we deduce the existence of a constant such that

t+1
/ / <(3xﬁ)2 + 7+ '?72) (s;7+a(s))x (x — R)dads = O (e ™).
t R
Now by the special choice of x and Proposition [[I3] we derive
t+1
/ / ((8@2 +7? 4 ’172> (5,2 +a(s))e™ ldzds = 0 (1). (2.5)
t R

Since, for any p > 0, there exists a constant x, such that for any =z € R,
|z|? < ke, (2.6)
this is enough to conclude the proof. O

Proof of Proposition [LZ Recall that W(t,x) = (t,x + a(t)). Using the equation (NLS), we
obtain at least formally

2
<2
‘ £2(1,L2(a| de)) — /1/R<

o]

We are going to prove by induction that there exist positive constants C7; and Cy; such that
for any positive integer [ € {1,...,1.} and any compact interval I of length 1,

|

oo (s, +a(s)| + (o)

asa;(ff‘

8?11;(5, z+als)) ‘2 > |z|"dxds

& liff(z

2
I
o8 (‘I’f(|‘1’|2))‘ * L2 (1,02 (o) o)) )

£2(1,L2(|2| dx) ) ‘

£2(1,L2(|a|" dx) ) + ‘

oL (WF (W)

< (Cqy, (27)

— )

£2(1,12(em11))

1=

[CAY

z ‘

< Cyy, (2.8)

L2 (1,2(e7141))

which, by (2.6]), will complete the proof of both cases A € {0,1} simultaneously. The induction
principle is to be proved rather for weights of the form e™®l since it relies drastically on a
smoothing effect that is stated for exponential weights (see Lemma [24] below) and that can be
iterated until the maximum regularity of f is reached.
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For [ = 1, we can control the first derivative of ¢/ by the suitable derivatives of the hydrodynamic
variables. Indeed,
(0271)°

2
i m—i—(l n)v-.

[0:4]" =

Thus, by Proposition [L13]

2 _ (st 2+ (1))’

1, + (1+ L) (9:0(t,w +a(t))) ", (2.9)

‘8$\T/(t, x){

Therefore, (23] provides the desired constant Cy ;. On the other hand, we compute

0 (D11 | < 0.8 F(D)| + 2A0210.81 (112)]-

Since f and f’ are continuous, and ||1,Z||Loo < I,, we derive the existence of a constant 61,1 such
that

0 (TF(FP)) | < Cral0, B,
Combining the previous estimate with (2.8]), we derive the desired constant C ;.

Now assume that there exist constants C;; and Cy; such that estimates ([27) and (2.8) hold true
for 1 <1 <m with m <[, — 1. To prove the statement for the next integer, we shall rely on
a special smoothing property of (NLS]) whose understanding dates back to pioneering articles
such as [I1]. We refer to Proposition 5 in [6] for its proof.

Lemma 2.4. Let A € R. Consider a solution w € C°(R, L*(R)) to
iOpw + 02w = F

with F € L? (R, LQ(R)), Then, there exists a positive constant Ky, depending only on X\, such
that for any T > 0,

T+1
/ / |0, u(t, z)|?eMdrdt < K)\/ / lu(t, z)|> + |F(t,z)]| )emd:cdt.

We now apply Lemma 2.4 with u(s,z) = 3;”\1}(3 + 1+ %,x),T = % and successively A = +7,.
There exists K depending only on both K, such that

t+1 B ) B
/ / |3;n+1\11(s,x)‘ e™*ldrds < K, /
t R

Then

(\Ilf |0 )) ‘ )(s,x)eT*|$|dxds.

t+1 _ )
/ / |(9;n+1\1’(5,x)| e™ldrds < Com+1,
t R

with Cz7m+1 = 3[?*(0177” + 0277”).

Regarding the other term, we deduce from (NLS) and the fact thatCs 1 is independent of ¢,
that for any I € {0,...,m — 1}, 0Ly € L? (]R, HQ(R)) NH! (]R, LZ(R)). Thus, up to taking a larger
constant Cy,,+1, we have

ai{EH < Comti- (2.10)

We shall use the following claim, the proof of which can be derived from the Fad di Bruno’s
formula.
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Claim 2.5. For g € C*(Ry) with L > 0 and any generic function ¥ € H"(R),

L
oL (wg(|w[?)) ( <Ky ‘g<n>(|\11|2)‘ 3 ||, W] |aEwic.
n=0 G041 tir=2n+1
114+2i2+...+Lip=L

We shall use the previous claim with the nonlinearity f € C*(R) with L = m +1 < [,. We
separate the argument into several cases. First, the case m = 1 being solved already, we can
assume m > 2. Let n € {0,...,m + 1}, we have i,,41 € {0,1}. Assume that 4,41 = 0 then either
im =1 or iy, =0. If i, =1, we use (2.10) so that

Nl [ R T ey WS () O U NS o sl g
hence, up to taking a larger K,
‘ <1Zf(’{/;‘2)> ‘ £2(1,L2(emlel)) ~ 22%121 0<nemtl Hf(n (1l HLOO(]R2 £2(1,2(em o))’

which provides the desired constant C1 41, depending on C3 41, Co,, and the derivatives of
f. The case i,, = 0 can be dealt with similarly to (2.9) by arguing on derivatives of lower order

than ,,. Finally, if 4,,41 = 1, there is no other choice than i; = ... = i, = 0 and then iy = 2n.
Therefore for any n, the suitable control in this case reads
£ 19 10a 1 ol < [T W ey O]

and then, up to taking a further Cs 41,

o+t (219

<C s i)
LQ(LLQ(QT*\Z\)) = Z2m+l OSLHS&T}Y%+1 f ’1/}’

%)

[,o© ]R2 12 IL2 eTx |z \))

This implies (2.7)) for [ = m + 1. In conclusion, we have proved that (Z7) and (2.8]) hold true for
1 <1 <, which ends the proof. U

3 Proof of the Liouville property

Before handling the proof of both Lemmas and [[L.24] we assert a lemma taking care of
potential L2-norms of high derivatives of £. Since both these lemma rely on the assumptions of
Proposition [[LT6 we assume that these latter conditions are fulfilled, namely we suppose that (22])
holds. According to what is done in the proof of Lemma [[.24] see ([3.22)), we set the value [y := 12.
By Remark [[LT8] we recall that there exists » > 5/2 such that for any integer | € {0, ...,lp} and
any (t,z) € R?, we have

Cy

< — 3.1
14 x| (3.1)

olr1g, (6 x+alt ))‘—i—

L (t, @ —l—'d(t))‘ + 0,80 (L, @ +’d(t))(

To simplify the notations, we get rid of the time-dependence and write for instance £ instead of
e(t).

Lemma 3.1. There exists a positive constant B, such that for any given (1, d) € {0, ..., %’} xRy
such that either d =0, ord # 0 and | < d <r — 3, then

180 1 ) < B- ||§||2(| o)
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Proof. Consider first the case d = 0. The case [ = 0 is straightforward so we consider a positive
integer [. By doing enough integrations by parts, and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we

get

From (B) and the fact that 21 — 1 <y — 1 <y + 1 by hypothesis, there exists a constant B,
such that

2
[ ~ ~
a:zzgnHL2 < 10285l 2

201~
0, 677‘

L2’

1
€]l xr < Ba[|€]l% -

Now if d > 0, assume moreover that [ < d < r — % From standard arguments, = — |z|? is [

times differentiable in a distributional sense and

a;(|x|d)( <d(d—1)e(d — 1+ 1)]a|*

We wish to evaluate the quantity ||€]| . The highest order of differentiation in the X'-

Xt (|J:|ddx)
norm holds on the first component of & and the corresponding weighted L?-norm reads

2’

l
g, ! —-m —m~
5i(lw\dai“€)HL2 < 10x&n ]l 2 Z <m> Hmd o 5,]‘
0

m=

/R (12,2 el < [0s5, 12

Using ([BJ) and that 20 +1 —m <y + 1 for any m € {0,...,1}, and up to enlarging the value of

C,, we infer
|x|d_m

!
@818 iattae < .1 Y |
m=0

1+|$|r LQ.

In view of the special choice of d, each of the L?-norms in the sum above is finite. Thus, up to
a larger B,, we derive
2 2>
<
1B ) < B2 o i)

In the first place, let us prove Lemma [[.22]

Proof of Lemma[l.22. In view of (22, Qo € /\/’X%y(R). By the local well-posedness result in

Theorem [B.3] and by orbital stability implying the global well-posedness of @, we deduce @ €
CO(R,NX%y(R)). By the equation (NLSp,)), this implies that @ € Cc!t (R,NX%y(R)) and by
the decomposition (I9) and the smoothness of the modulation parameters, we obtain that £ €
CO(R, N3}, (R)) N CH(R,NX7,(R)). Now, by definition of & and Proposition [T we deduce
that ¢ € C° (R,NX%W(]R)) N CY(R,NXpy(R)) and we can use the equation on £ that is ([28)
and the fact that 0,Qzy) € ker (Hg(t)) so that we get the desired equation on e. Finally, we
deduce (B3I from using (I6) and Proposition [[I3] as well as the estimate

L [EIY < (SHz(E), 58) py 2 = (€ 58) 2y p2 < IlEllx Ly -

Now that all the quantities are smooth and well-defined, we can prove Lemma [[.24]
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Proof of Lemma[1.24) Firstly, let us justify that n is properly defined and differentiable. We
define the scalar function u(x) = x and we write ¢ instead of ¢(t) throughout the section. Recall
that / “nn!
miz Moz : Nz cnz
m;; Sc> with myz:= ——= and mgez:= — g

vt = T 20— 7"

Since Mz is bounded, e € C(R, N X}y (R)), by Lemma and the fact that ¢ is differen-
tiable, we deduce that ¢ — (Mg e(t), e(t)) 12, g2 18 well-defined and even differentiable.

Now, let us deal with the part involving the multiplication by ©S. The fact that the scalar product
(uSe(t),e(t)) 2y 2 is well-defined relies on previous estimates, independent of the articulation
of the proof, that are given in ([84). Now to differentiate, we need to verify that every term in
the right-hand side of

Op€ = — 25Hx(0,€) + SH(JRE) — € (1) SH(9:Qz) (3:2)
+ @ (t)S0:Hz(E) + ((@(t) — €) SHz(:2)

in Lemma can be integrated against the function uSé(t). By Corollary [C.2] we obtain
[(—2SH(0,8), 1SE) 12, 12| < H\/ymmc(agga\ \/]m\'ev‘

9 ~
< Kj Ha‘Xs(‘x‘dx) ”E”X1(|a:|dm) ’

(3.3)

L2x L2 L2x L2

(3.4)

Using now the decay (B.I]), we obtain that the right-hand term in the latter estimate is bounded
uniformly in time. The other terms can be dealt similarly by using Proposition with different
m and [. Therefore one can differentiate the function n and we get

d i~
n/(t) = % <N(t)€(t), e(t)>L2><L2 = nl(t) + Y« (nZ(t) + n3(t))7
with
nl(t) =2 <M58tg, aLQ x L2
nao(t) =2 (MzO.€, €) 2, 2
ng(t) = (1) (0o M, ) o 2 (3.5)
We compute
i (t) = — 4 (uHz(0:€), g>L2xL2 +2 <MH5JRE(5>7€>L2xL2 (3.6)
- 264@) <MHE(80QE)’ é’>L2><L2 + 264@) </‘80/HE(5) ’ g>L2><L2 (37)
280~ 2) (1H:(0:2).2) 1 1. (3.5)
and
no(t) = 2(5’(t) — E) (MzSH:0,€, aszLg + 2 <MgS’HgJRg(g) , g>L2><L2 (3.9)
— 20 (t) (MzSHz0.Qz, €) 2 2 + 2€ () (0 MzSHzE, €) 2 12 (3.10)
- 4 <MZSHE@$€7’5>L2XL2 . (311)

We are going to deal with each part separately.
Step 1. Regarding the term (BIII). We prove that there exists Z; > 0 such that

—4 <MESHE(9$€’€>L2><L2 Z El /Rﬁg (((93{5,7)2 + E?] _|_ é’f}) .
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To prove Step 1, we rely on the following claim. This claim relies on tedious computations. We
refer to the end of this section for its proof. From now on and until the end of Step 1, we write
¢ instead of ¢.

Claim 3.2. We have

2 2
A (M SHB,8,8) o, 2 = / <q1,c (z;v + 2qq2’c &+ ;qiaman) + e (amgn + ml,can) >
R

1,c 1,c
where
B.=1- Tlc,
dl,c = 2(m1,CBC)/a
qQ,c == _2cm/17c7
q3,c = 4m2,cha
2 !
—~ 43 My, <m1,c)’
e = 4Q1,c * Bc * QBC .

Once we have shown Claim [B:2] we use Proposition [D.2]so that all the quantities in the following
claim are well-defined and moreover ¢ . > 0 and g1 > 0. In particular, the quadratic form in
the integral is non-negative and we check that its null-space is given by Span(Q.). By (D.9), we
notice that

q1,0(2) k

k=202 — 2, 3.12
1e(x) Jaloioo 3 (3.12)

so that it is natural to substitute the variable € by f:: V/7c€ in order to provide

—4 (M SH,0,€,€) 2, 12 :/R<(h,c (ﬁ+ < Ge . q3,cm1,c>fn 3. a fn)

M 2ql,c 4(]1,c
3m
L e <<9$fn lcfn) )
Tle

Substituting the old variables once again by the new pair h= (hn,~ )= ( fn’ fv + zq;“ Oy f,,)
that

—4 <MCSH08:13€,€>L2><L2 = <TC(%)’E>L2><L2 ’

with
~ a7 —~ ~ 2
_9 QLCaxhn + ncq3702 . § <Q1 e, c) 9q1,0m1,c ’ﬁ + q/;’ﬁ
T.hy=| ~\ " Ge 2 I A

qs, ch + 4, ch
where g3 . := 2q2’c+4q+ml’c, T, is non-negative and we can introduce

5

3 qzené
he = ng’_i € th(R)a
q1,c

such that ker(7.) = Span(h.). We then state the following claim, the proof of which is at the
end of this section.
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Claim 3.3. Up to taking c closer to cs, we have 0ess(Te) = [1e, +00) where infeg (e, c,) e > 0.

Thus by the previous claim, there exists a constant Ay > 0 such that for any h orthogonal to b,
we have

<Tc(h)7h>L2><L2 > A HhH%QXLQ .

Moreover we have,

< Av||Pl ey g2

i
(Tll) Do = [ 2 uh,
R Tl

so that taking 7 € (0,1) and using Proposition [D.2] we have

—~ L
qi,c 2
< TNe > Orn

2

(Te(h), W) posepz = (L= 1) (Te(h), h) 22 + 7 — AT |Allfay e (313)

L2
>(1—7— A7) b2 2+  inf W@ 1o p2, . 3.14
= ( T 1T) ” ”L2><L2 (c,:v)egll,cs)xR nc(x) H 77HL2 ( )

Reducing the value of 7 enough, we obtain a constant As > 0 such that for any A orthogonal to
be, we have

(Te(h), h) a2 > Az [[BII% -

We express the previous estimate in terms of the original variable. First notice that his orthog-
onal to b, if and only if € is orthogonal to e., where

o QS,cq/f;,/cncné QS,cq/f;,/cng q/?:cng
Cc=\|\Ne— ——F35 + 8$ 2 T .
4qi 241, Qe

Furthermore, we have

A (MSHD:8,) o2 > A <H7L,7H; + |

2
2/’

5, - /R " (@gn)? e % - ;ﬂ) |

Now restricting to speeds ¢ € (c1,¢s), with ¢; even closer to ¢, which will be satisfied by ¢ up
to shrinking the value of «,, we can assume that, uniformly in € R, we have

First observe that

Proceeding similarly than for (3.I3) but with the standard inequality for a,b € L?*(R) and

T € (0,1),
.

lla =bllzz > 7llallg2 — 16l 2 »

1—7

we verify that, up to taking a smaller Ao, we have

—4 <MCS7-[C(9:,{€, aL2><L2 > Ay /]R Te ((am’gn)Q + ’é’g] + é%) ,
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whenever € is orthogonal to ¢, and up to shrinking the value of Ay. The rest of the argument
can be deduced like in the proof of Proposition 8 in [6], except for the part where it makes use
of the explicit shape of the travelling wave, namely with the part involving the quantities 0.7,
and 9.v.. In this sense, we need to bound the integral

/R ni (0u)* + (Dev0)?) (3.15)

Clle

———— so that
2(1 - "70)

by a constant that does not depend on c¢. Recall that by (]), we get v, =

Te + Cac'r]c

Oele = .
2(1=me)  2(1 —mne)?

(3.16)
Moreover, we invoke Lemma 2.9 in [5] with the same setting apart from the fact that we impose
o = v.(% +6). Taking ¢ sufficiently small, we then obtain the decay (acnc(x))2 < emve(1420)]zl,
Then by Proposition [D.1] we obtain

2 < ne(z) —28vc|z|
(Oenel@))? 5 2l -2l

C

and the same holds for d.v. by ([BI6]). Potentially taking c. smaller, ¢; even closer to cg, and
since m, depends continuously on ¢, there exists m, > 0 only depending on ¢* such that

(Oureta))? 55 D -2l

These considerations combined with Proposition [[L13] then imply the finiteness of the integral
in (B.I5) uniformly with respect to c.

Step 2. We deal with the terms (33), (377), (39) and (BI0). We show that they can be expressed

as O(ad Hg(t)H?,() for some real number ¢ > 0. Regarding (3.0), (7)) and BI0), we use (1)),
and the estimate (3I) so that we obtain |&(¢)| < A, ||§(t)|% = O (a* H'ev(t)Hi,) Thus

n3(8)] = O (o 10Mz o< €113 (3.17)

| = 22(8) (WHe0:Qe). €) 22 | = O (0 1HE0:Q2) | 22 e ) (3.18)
[28(0) (00HHE), B g2 | = O (0 [10HAE) | 2cpo I3 ) (3.19)

| = 22(8) (MaSHHD:Q2), ) 212 | = O (0 IMell o [ H(OQ s 1% ) (3:20)
19(8) (e MsSHa(E), 8 12 | = O (0w |06Mell oo | He@l e %) - (3:21)

Now, combining Proposition [C.I] the exponential decay (Bl) and Proposition [LI3, we con-

trol (B17)), (BI8) and ([B.20) as O (oz* ||EH§() We control (8:19) and (3.21)) similarly by invoking

in addition the estimate (B.]) and also the exponential decay () on the derivative of 7. and v,
with respect to c.

The first term of ([3.9) can be dealt with similarly, using eventually Lemma 3.1l with d = 0, which
leads to

‘2(5'(75) =€) (MzSHz002,€) 2 2 | < 2V AL [E]| o H(028) | L2 2 €2

l o~
< 2VAD MK, [El g [T = 0 (o [l )
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It remains to deal with the right-hand term of ([3.9). We have by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
2 (MzSHzIRE),€) 2y p2 | < 2My |HaIRe(E) | 12 p2 1]l 4 -
At this moment of the argument, we fix the value of ly. Indeed, we now impose
lo = 12, (3.22)
and as a consequence of Corollary [C.3] we obtain

e R < K[ max R,
lE{O,7 ,20}

By (B1), each of the previous WP-norms are uniformly bounded and this implies that
5 i
2 (MSHRT R, 8| < 2MLKC B 12l = O (0 [215 )

Again, using (20) and Lemma [[.222] provides the suitable control and ends the proof of Step 2
with ¢ = i.

Step 3. We prove that the terms (3:6) and (B8) can be bounded from below by Z3 ||| +

o (Hé’Hi(BRD with Z3 and R positive constants depending only on ¢*. We start by developing

the first term in ([3.6). Recall that B, = 1 — 7.. Then in view of the expression of Hz in (CIJ),
we compute

A (i HH0,2), 7 o o = /R i(z)de,

where
i (g~ 35) 08~ S e oty 2
¢
G+ S+ 700) w g + 2 + T o 20) )
We compute the following limits
2%5 N 5;’; el oo ; _2'5(3537;?79 ot 20 ABemp) 2 2,

and
A 3(77¢) nZ2nin 3(nh)? 2
(32 * +f( )) < 232 * B3 * 2B2 1ef'(B )) elotoo 2

Set 7 > 0, we use the exponential decay (0] to exhibit Ry > 0 large enough such that for |x| > Ry,
we have by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

C2

(Orn(2))” = 26, (2)8 (@) + 28, (2) + S8 (@) = 7 (0289 (@) + &(2)? + & (0)?)
c?
(0:8(2))” + %(8 — T ) (@) + 208, (@) = 7 (028 (@) + & (@)% + E(2)?)

i(z) =

NIC.O l\')IC.O
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We now fix the value of & > 0 such that ¢*+ A, < csv/1 — 6. Therefore, taking 7 small enough,
we obtain according to (21]), a constant =3 depending only on ¢* such that for |z| > Ry,

i(@) 2 Z5 (028 (2))” + E(2)* + (@)?) |
hence

A He(0:8). ) oo = [ i@+ [ i) > e+ O (s, ))
(BRl)c BRl
Next, we deal with the second term in ([3.6) and (B.8]). On the one hand, take 6 > 0, and since

r > %, take
3 1

Take also Ry > 0 large enough such that |z| < §(1 + |z|*) for any |z| > Ra. Then, decomposing
the line into the part where |z| < Ry and its complement, we obtain the estimates

2 (UM RE(E),E)

< By [MeTReAD) ot [ ) + O IHETRAG s (1 o) 1o

Using Young’s inequality and then Corollary [C.2] we deduce
2 2
IHeTREAE) | s (1 porar) S 2 I I o) )

hence

2 (hHeTRE(E).8) 12,1

< Ko (R 8150 1205y + 2001 + 121 ) ) 1201 )

Therefore, by the choice of s given by ([8.24]), we can apply Lemma BTl with d € {0,2s} and [ = 3
and there comes finally

2 (U HeTREE) €)1 2

< KB (Ra el +49 1812 ) 1By - (3.25)

Regarding (B.8]), we can decompose the integral the same way than for the previous term and
deduce that the control in (B25) holds also for |2(a'(t) — ¢) (uHz(0:€),€) . To conclude,
we use the bound (31]) so that

L2x L2 ‘

-~ ~ ~ R3 ~
K. B2 (R [y, + 46 1812 ) 1Ly < KB2D (52 [0qs,,) + 5611713 ).

Fixing the value of § in the previous estimate such that 205K*BED* < Zj3 and fixing also
R := max(Ry, R2) that only depends on ¢* as well, we finally conclude that

—

—4 <u%g(8x€) 9 €>L2><L2 +2 <IU’%EJRE(§,) ) g>L2 < L2 + Q(a/(t) - E) <1UJHE(81<€I) ) g>L2><L2 > % HgHg(
+0 (el sm)

Step 4. Conclusion. We deduce from Proposition [D.1] and all three previous steps the existence
of constants =9, Z4 such that

(11

3 1~2 = =12 e ~ - 2.0
W00 2 Z 1 Sl + e (51 [ e (0.5 42+ 2) - =0k 1715 )
= 1
> el [ (BT - 20 (05 + 8 + ) - Zaal [Elf
R
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We set 7, large enough so that 22;v,mie % > =, which yields to
. (23 Z4 ~ 2,2
n'(t) > min (7, 7) /]R ((amen) + €, + ev) — HQW*a* |le ||X

Having fixed the value of -, we can now assume, up to shrinking the value of a, given by
- - 1
Theorem [L.9] that 2 min ( %, %) > Zovead. We deduce the existence of =, > 0 such that

n'(t) > Z. el

We now deal with the proof of Claim

Proof of Claim[3.2. We recall that the expressions of H. and M, are given in (CIl) and (C.2).
Also, recall the notation B. =1 —7.. Since M, and S are symmetric, we have

—4 <M657‘[camg, g>L2 x[2 — — 4 <7‘[cg, SMCA‘>L2><L2

02e, e M
= 4/ <m1 €Oy < ") —my Me,0,€, + Jenaxev
R QBC

4B,

sz2,c~ s + m2,cB
e e
4Bc n-x=n

e m e M o~ o~
5 cen(?xev + Wl’cev&ven + mLchev(?er).
C

By doing integrations by parts, we can express the previous quantity as an integral of a quadratic
form that is

/

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ml,c I ~ m/l,c ~ \2
—4 <MCS/H08;B€, g)[ﬁ <[2 = q1,c€y T 42,c€v€n + Q3,cev8:v6n + <7> 67781677 + ?(81677)
R c c

mi ! _ ~ _ - B
+ (QBf) (8xen)2 B 4mlchCe7ial‘e7] - 4m2,ch€7]8$€n>7

where, by Proposition [D.2]

2((n2)? = ne(1 — ne)n?)

e = —2(acB:) = n2 >0, (3.26)
C
= 2c " ()2
g2,c = 4(beBe + acB.) = (et _ (c) ),
Ne

2c
43,c = 4bCBc 1 77(:

- 770

(3.27)

Now applying the Gauss reduction for this quadratic form, we obtain

2
—4 (M SH 0,8, &) 12, 12 :/ql’c(fevvJr 42,c feanr&agﬁgn)
2q1,c 2q1¢

QQ q2,cq3, q§
+/ 2T ey — S (9,8,)?
R( 41 " 2(11c 4q1,c (9:8y)

mi.c
2B,

(MY 0, 0 (9,72 4 (e

) (008)? — 411, M )08y — A o B0y ),
B. B.
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hence

2 2
—4 <Mcs%ca{rga g>L2 x[2 — / ~ q2 < gﬁ + 2q;7c aﬁvgﬂ) + / q’i/c <amg77 + ml,cgﬂ)
ql,c l,c R

2
— 40 42,c93,c~ o ~
/ <— 2m1 cq1,0€n0r€y — m1 1€ % 4q16 637 221 c €n0yz€
C c

) &y 0nln — Ay oM By 0y — 4m2,c§cz;namgn>

where

~ _ q%,c m/Lc + <m1,C)I
i 4QLC Bc 2Bc

To finish the proof, we show that

/ (Q4,c€naxgn + q5,cé?7) = O,
R

where
/
i q27 q37 m17 ! 5]
q4,c = _le,c(h,c - s + < c) - 4m1,cMc - 4m2,cBCa
QQLC Bc
2
— _m2 o _ q27c
Q5,C 17cq1,c 4q17c .

We compute indeed on the one hand

L AU/ WL U/ i A U (L_i)
¢ om3B.,  2miB.  2m3B? ' 2.B. 2 \BZ n?

On the other hand, in order to compute g4 ., we first use the equation satisfied by 1" (obtained
by differentiating equation (D.3))), and notice that

/ 2.1 /W] 1\2 \3
my c)/ 5 C™T]c 377(:770 2(770) (nc)
LN gy oM, — dmo B, = - :
< B. MeMe = Amaebe =0 pe T g T Tap T e

then

e — & (2?72772’_2(772)3 néql,c) (n.)?
“ neBe  n?B? ' n.B2) " 3B,

and using the expression of ¢ . in (3.20), we obtain

/

(ne)* e
773Bc 77ch

C

d4,c =

Finally, in view of the latter expressions of g4 . and g5 ., we obtain

/
~ a o~ s 4y.c
/ <Q47cenaaren + Q57ce$]> = / < +gs c> e = =0,
R R 2

which concludes the proof. O
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Finally, we prove Claim B.3
Proof of Claim[3.3. Recall from (H3]) that £ < 0 and from ([B12) that
k
ko = 21/02 - § > 0.
From (D.10), we derive

qre(z) kv P k
) - k = — — — _— ~ —— > O’ 328
Ne(x) |z|—=400 ! (4 * 2 + ko ) c=es 4 (3:28)

and from the expressions of gz . and ¢3 . in Claim 3.2, we compute

— c k
Be — kz:=— (uf + —) , (3.29)
|x| =400 2 3
which leads to ) ) ) ) )
Ned3.c k3 ¢ L 202k k
oo ks ek R 3.30
Gie  felotoo Ko 4m)<”0+' 3 79 (3.30)
From the expression of ¢i . in Claim B2, (3:28) and from
.
Le |z| =400 6’
we infer .
3
——&E<95ﬁﬂﬁ>::cmna — 0. (3.31)
2 TNe |z| =00

On the other hand, from the asymptotic behavior of 7. and 7., and from (B28]), we infer

~ 2
9C_71,cm17c 9k, Vg

3.32
4n, |z]=+c0 4 ( )
As a consequence of (B.30), (B.31), (B32) and ([B:28) once again, we derive
~ 2 ~ ~ 2
3 9¢1 cm
Ncq3,c _ _aa: <q1,cm1,c> + d1,c 1,c kz, (333)
qdl,c 2 Ne 4770 || — o0

where the limit ks can be shown to satisfy

2
’ ; ck

S
= _— _—_— — — ~ —

k3 k12 Ak 5 4 9k2 9l
=24+ —"=— c
ko 4 12 ¢ 16 8 coes 12

ko > 0.

Combining (312), (3:28), (8:29) and (B3.33]), we can formally take the limit |#| — 400 in the

operator T, and obtain the self-adjoint operator

T (E) _ —/{?185%24- kz%z+ kg?LU
> kshy + kohy. '

Since Ty, is a perturbation of T, then by the Weyl criterion for self-adjoint operators, we have
Oess(Te) = Oess(To). In the Fourier domain, we observe that A\ € o(Ty) if and only if there
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exists ¢ € C such that P(\) = A2 = \(k1|€|> + ko +ko) + (k1]€]? + k2)ko — k3 = 0. The discriminant
of the previous polynomial in A is

Ag = (kn[€]? + ko + ko) — 4((k1 €[> + ka)ko — K3) (3.34)
= (k1|€|? + ko — ko)? + 4k2 > 0.

We infer that the polynomial P owns two roots

_ k‘1|£|2—|—k32+]€0:|:\/A§

A+ (§) >
Moreover, we notice that
2,2 2 2 4 6 2.2 27.2
o cvek 3vik o befvg 9ug ek | 3ugk
kokq /{?3 = 5 16 (I/c /{?) 1 1 e —2 16 > 0. (3.35)

Clearly, A_(§) < A4(&), and we now check by some standard real analysis that the function
€ — A_(&) increases on Ry and thus A_(0) < A_(§). Indeed, making the change of variables
y = k1|€|? + ko + ko leads us to study the variations of the function

h(y) = y* - \/(y — 2ko)? + 4K3).

By shrinking the value of ¢; so that both quantities kokg — k?z, and ky are positive for ¢ € (c1, ¢s)
by B33 and ([B31)). We then derive that h is well-defined and differentiable on [ks + ko, +00).
In addition, A’ > 0, so that h(y) > h(ks + ko) = A_(0). From (3:34)), and the fact that ko > 0
and kg > 0, we deduce that

Oess(Too) C [Te, +00) C RE,

where we have set

S k‘2—|—k‘0— \/(kg—k0)2+4]€§
c — )
2
and checked that this number is uniformly strictly positive with respect to c. O

A Equivalence of the topologies in a neighborhood of the travel-
ling wave

In this section, we show the correspondence between the topologies for the original and the
hydrodynamical framework, at least in a neighborhood of the travelling wave of speed c¢*. We
recall that the metric d is given in (2I).

Lemma A.1. ThNere exists a ball By of radius ry and centereNd in uex for the metric d and a
positive constant A, such that for any u € By, ||Q — Qe+l < Axd(u, uex).

Proof. First, we have the bound

lull oo ST = ulll g + 1 S 1+ 1 = Julll o + 110z ulll e < 141 = [uf?|| > + 18zull 2
< 142r + |1 = Jues || 15 + 1000l 2 -

Now using this bound, we compute

llm — 776*HHl S ‘UP — [ue 2 o+ [|u.0pu — U .Opttes L2
L

S et [l oo 7+ [[Optter (0 — ues) 2 - (A1)
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By the Sobolev embedding theorem, we can define the pointwise value of functions lying in the
energy set X'(R), so that we can write

(u—ue)(z) = /OJ: Op(u — uex ) + (u — uex)(0).

We then deduce that

Ot (1= ) 2 < |

Outer /T, 100 = Dtcrl| g + 19t g s = e | e 1,

and since we have exponential decay of d u.-, we thus have

H77 — Nex || g1 5 d(uauc*)- (A.2)
We now turn to the norm |[v — ve«|| 2. Since ue € NX(R), we have a bound from below for
this function, and we have just controlled || — 7| . Up to shrinking the value of r, we can
therefore assume that there exists m¢+ > 0 such that infg |u| > m.-.

We conclude by estimating the last norm as

U.0pU — Ugpr .OpUps
|ul?

.0, u  TUgx Ogller
o 2

+
L2

[0 = verl 2 <

L2

1 1
uc*.axuc* <W — —‘uc*’2>

m Huc*.(?xuc*HLz llm — 77€*HL<>° .

Jul? Jucs L2

1
< m—g* Hu@xu — Uex .({9qu* HLQ +

The first term in the second-hand side can be controlled similarly as in (A]). As for the second
one, we use the one-dimensional Sobolev embedding and (A.2)), so that we eventually have

lv = ves || 2 S dw, uex).

B Weak-continuity of the classical and hydrodynamical flow

In this section, we give brief details regarding the Cauchy problem of the equations involved in
this paper and how this can be combined to prove the weak continuity of the flow of (NS

(resp. (NLSp,)) for the topology given by d (resp. ||.||y). This section relies mainly on two
articles concerning the Cauchy problem where, on the one hand [12] the global well-posedness

of (NLSJ) is proved for dimensions N < 4 (see also [14]), and another article [13] where the
Cauchy problem is addressed on Zhidkov spaces of order [ (see (B.2)) for all dimensions | > %
We also mention that in [2], the Cauchy problem for (NLS) has been handled for dimensions
N € {2,3} under less restrictive Kato-type assumptions.

We recall that we have assumed both the following conditions throughout the article:

e For all p e R,

[N

“(1-p)? < F(p). (H1)

- |

e There exist M > 0 and ¢ € [2,400) such that for all p > 2,

F(p) < M1 —p|. (H2)
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Theorem B.1 (Theorem 1.2 in C. Gallo [13]). Let ug € X(R). Take f in C*(R) satisfying
(HI). In addition, assume that there exist ay > 1 and Cy > 0 such that for all p > 1,

Co
p37a1 :

1" (p)| <

If oq > 3, assume moreover that there exists o € [oq — 3, 1] such that for p > 2, Cop®2 < F(p).
There exists a unique function w € C° (R, Hl(R)) such that u = up+w solves (NLS)). Moreover,
the solution depends continuously on the initial condition, and the energy E and the momentum
p are conserved by the flow.

From the previous global well-posedness result, we derive the weak-continuity for the metric d.
Proposition B.2. Let (¥,0), € NX(R) and Vg € NX),, (R) such that

d
\I/n(] — \Ifo. (Bl)

" n—+4o0

Write W, and W the associated solutions to (NLS) given by Theorem[B.1l Then for anyt € R,

ULt X W)

n—-+o0o

Proof. We can follow the main lines of the proof of Proposition A.3 in [6]. The only remaining
details that are to be verified are the compactness argument exhibiting the limit profile satisfy-
ing (NLS) in the distributional sense and the fact that the limit profile is sufficiently smooth.
The construction of the limit profile is based on the boundedness of the sequence of the energies
(E(‘I’n,o))n in the classical setting. Combining all three convergences in (B.]) provides that
(1 = |01 is bounded in L*(R) and (9,(1 — [¥,,0[*)), as well. The first one is straightfor-
ward and to prove the second one, we first write 0, (1 — |\Ifn70|2) = —20,V,0.V, 0. Now, we set
x € C(R) supported on a compact K and real valued. Using both the weak-convergence of
(0x¥n0)n and the convergence in Ly yields to

This proves that (1 — |¥,, /%), is bounded in H*(R), by some bound denoted by Mjs. We also
know that the sequence of kinetic energies (Ek(\Ilno))n is bounded, and we still denote Mgz such
a bound. Regarding the potential energy, we deduce from hypothesis (H2) that there exist two
positive constants M; and My such that for any p € R

F(p) < Mi(1 = p)® + M|l - p|*.

Therefore, by the one-dimensional Sobolev embedding H'(R) — L4(R), up to taking a larger
M37

2
/ F(|%,0/%) < M1/ (1= |n0l*)” + M2/ (1= |Wn0l*)? < Ms.
R R R

Then, following the path of the anterior proof, we deduce the existence of a profile ® characterized
as the weak limit function in L ([0, T, L>°(R)) satisfying for any ¢ € [0,T],

L2 2 L2 2
OVa(t) T 8,0(t) and 1-[U,0F = 1-|o@)
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and satisfying also (NLS)) with initial data ¥y in a distributional sense due again to the Sobolev
embedding.

It remains to check that it lies in C°([0,7], Z%(R)) where T is a given positive number and
s € (%, 1) designates a smoothness parameter in the Zhidkov space defined by

Z3R) = {¢ € L°(R)|0,v € H*'(R)}. (B.2)

First, the L?-norms of 9,® and 1 — |®|? are uniformly bounded with respect to ¢ € [0, T] and in
particular, (9,®,1—|®[%) € L>([0,T], L*(R)) x L>([0, T}, H!(R)). Now, since ® satisfies (NLI)

in a distributional sense, we have

i04(0,®) = 03D — 0, (B f(|[*)). (B.3)

Since ® € L>([0,T], L°(R)) and 1—|®|? € L>([0,T], H'(R)), and since f and f” are continuous
functions with f(1) = 0, we proceed to a first-order Taylor expansion between |®|> and 1, in
order to provide

1
ef(|2*) = —o(1 - |<1>|2)/0 (1= 5)f'(s|®[*)ds € L>([0,T], L*(R)) (B4)

so that from (B3), we have §,® € W>°(]0,T], H *(R)). Using the same argument than in [6],
we identically infer that 1 —[®[> € W1>°(|0,T], H~'(R)) and that ® € C°([0,T], Z°(R)) as well.
In [12], it is proved that under the condition ([HI), the Cauchy problem associated with (NLS])
is shown to be locally well-posed in the Zhidkov spaces Z*(R) for any s € N* but the proof

generalizes to all s > % by the one-dimensional Sobolev embedding. The fact that ® lies in

Z5(R) with 3 < s < 1 and ®(0) = ¥, thus implies that ® and ¥ coincide, which concludes the
proof. O

Now, we state a local well-posedness result in the hydrodynamical framework, proved in [12] and
extendable to all integer | > % according to the remark above Theorem 5.1 in [12].

Theorem B.3 (Gallo [12]). We assume that f € C°(R,.) is such that for all p € R,

= (1-p)? < F(p). (H1)

4;|m1\3

Let | € {0,...,4} be a natural integer and let (no,vo) € ./\/Xﬁly(R). There ezist Tmax > 0 and
a unique solution (n,v) € CO([O,TmaX),Nthy(R)) to with initial datum (no,vo). The

mazimal time Tiax 1S continuous with respect to the initial datum and is characterized by

lim supn(t,z) = 1.
t—Tmax z€ER

Moreover, the flow map is continuous on NXﬁly(R) and the energy and the momentum are
conserved along the flow.

From the local well-posedness in Theorem [B.3] and the weak continuity of the flow in the orig-

inal setting in Proposition [B.2] we derive the weak-continuity of the flow in the hydrodynamic
framework. The proof of this statement can be found in [6].
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Proposition B.4. Let (Qn0)n € NX}, (R) and Qo € NX},, (R) such that

X

Qno — Qo

n—-+4o0o

Assume in addition that there exists a constant M € |0,1) such that the a,ssocia,ted solutions Q,, €
C([0, Tmax.n), N X1, (R)) and Q@ € C([0, Tmax), N X}, (R)) to given by Theorem [B.3
satisfy for some 0 < T < Typaxn and any (n,t,x) € N x [-T,T] x R

M (t,x) < M.
Then 0 < T < Tyax and for any t € [=T,T],

Qu(t) = Q).

n—-+o0o

Finally, we conclude this section by observing that the proof of Proposition [[LT4] that is made
in Subsection A.1.1 of [6] does not depend on the nonlinearity considered but only on the weak-
continuity of the hydrodynamic flow as stated in Proposition [B.4l In particular, we refer to the
latter article for the details of the proof of Proposition [[L14l

C Estimates on the linearized operator H,.

C.1 Useful estimates

We recall the expression of the linearized operator, that is

C
T _?””0 , (C.1)
- m —Ne
with y /
Lolen) =~ (g7 55) +Melen)
where

U e f'(—ne)
=— . 2
Mc(ffn) <4(1 — 776)2 + 4(1 — T]c)?’ + 5 En (C )
We define some weighted norms that will be useful throughout the article. For p > 0 and any
integer [ > —1, define

2= {@ = 1.0) € VR 10l ) <+

where
I+1

Q0 () = jg: j/ (o \aﬂpdq:+—j£: ]/ (67 0(2)) 2o,

with the convention X~1(R) = L?(R) x L?(R) and HQHX_I( the corresponding weighted

\x\ﬂdm)

(LQ(]m\pdx)2-norm. The following proposition states several crucial estimates satisfied by the
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operator H.. Since we need to have sharp estimates, we also introduce for non-negative integers
[, the set

Vb= {Q= (00 € EI2R)  HIE)| 11 ) < +oo} ,

where
+2

CIHREDD / (o |xlpdx+z / V2lalda.

Proposition C.1. There exists an interval J centered in c* such that for any integer | €
{—1,...,2} and m € {0,1}, there exists a constant K, > 0 only depending on c¢*,l and m such
that for any p > 0,c € J and ¢ € Dom(H.) N yl+1 such that 0. € Dom(H.) N yl+1

Hagﬂ%c(e)nxl(mvdx) < K* <H€||yl+1 (\:B\Pdm) + Ha(CneHyZ_H (|$|pd:v)> .

Proof. The previous estimates directly follows from the expression of H. and the exponential
decay of the travelling wave and its derivative with respect to ¢ in (B combined with Proposi-

tion [LI31 O
In particular, we deduce the useful estimates stated in the following corollary.
Corollary C.2. Up to taking a larger K, > 0 in the previous proposition, we have for any p > 0,

|HzTR=(€) |

<l

X*l(\x\PdJ:) < K X3(|J:|de)

and

[He(@)ll -1 < K [[€]]xs

Proof. To simplify the notation and because the argument is similar otherwise, we only deal with
the case p = 0. In view of the definition of (29), we can write

R+(8) = /0 1(1 — 5)V3E(Qz + 58)(5, 5, .)ds

where
VAE(Qs + 58)(E3,.) =
3((9;,357)2 n 30x(nz + s8n)0xEnéy n <3(833(775+ Sg??)) f”(l —Ne— 56’7)>§2 -2
M —me—s2)? | 200—me—s2)0  \dT—nm—sz,)t 3 nT e
—2E7Ey
In view of the expression of the operator J in ([24]), we obtain
JV3E(Qz + s)(E,E,.) = (C.3)
2epEy
20, —3(0,8,)? _ 30z(nz + 889)0sEnEy <3(8;,;(77’5+ 55,7)) f”(l - 3877)>g’2 Lz
4(1 — nz — s,)? 2(1 — g — s8,)3 41 —nz — 3577)4 2 nee

Using the one-dimensional Sobolev embedding, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the uniform
bounds on Qz and ||€] , provided by (20)), we conclude that

[HeTReE) |2z < Ko [E e

To finish, since € = SHz(€), we can apply Proposition twice with m = 0 and use the
continuous embedding X é” — y; to eventually deduce the second desired estimate. U
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Corollary C.3. Up to taking a larger K, > 0 in the previous proposition, we have
5 3 5
HHEJRE(g)HX—l < K. ”g”f\/ <Ha‘{§y12,1xw12,1 + ”5”61/12,3><W12,3> .

Proof. By Proposition [C.1] and coming back to the expression (C.3]), we compute
| HeTRe(E) || y-1 < Ki IlTRE(E) 50 -

This norm can be dealt with essentially the same way than in [6]. As a matter of example, we
handle the term involving the nonlinearity f. In particular, by exponential decay (Bl), by Holder’s
inequality, Proposition [[T3] and the fact that f” and f”’ are continuous, we have for s € [0,1],

‘ O <f”(1 —Me— Sg”)g%) HL2 < Hé’%f”/(l — e — Sgn)axn’éum +s Hé%&mgnf'”(l - M= 55,7)HL2
+2[870:8, " (1 — 11z — 589) || 12
< 1 (Ka|2) o + |220:5 | + 2100555 12

~ 12 ~ 112 ~ ~ ~
< I (Kd ||577||L4 + HenHLﬁ ||a:r€n||L6 +2 ||577||L4 Ha:venHUl) .

Eventually, note that the maximum order of differentiation is smaller than 3 and that the number
of factors in the L?-norms never exceed 3, so that we obtain, up to a larger K,,

1TR&)lyo < Ko (18178t + IEysonyas) - (C.4)

Using the general estimate for g € (,cq0,...,120 W™P(R),
pe{2,3}

P 1 p=1
lglliyrme < gl 72 19llyy72m.2 -

and iterating this estimate read

p+1 -1

P p—1
glims < llgllz2 Mlgllyram.s -

Using the latter control in (C4]) leads to
5 3 75
W%©wsK(M@MWme+M@Mmme)

Assuming without loss of generality that ||£]|, < 1, we obtain the desired estimate. O

C.2 Improvement of the orbital stability result

In this subsection, we refine the orbital stability result in [5] so that we obtain (I4). We recall
that in the previous article [5], we have a less restrictive control on the modulation parameters
that is

|a'(t) — ()] + [ ()] = O (le®)llx) - (C.5)

From this control, we shall derive the quadratic control on ¢(t) stated in (I4]). We differentiate
the second equality in (I5) with respect to the time. Using the equation satisfied by ¢ that is (28]
and the facts that Vp(Q.)(JHce) = Vp(Qe)(0:Q.) = 0, provides

C/(t)% <p(Qc(t)) = (d'(t) = c(t)) VD(Qe(r))-02(t) + ¢ (1) VD(Qeit))-(0cQeiry- (1))
+ Vp(Qc(t))(‘]Rc(t)g(t))
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Moreover, by (CH), we can bound (a/(t) — ¢(t)) Vp(Qer))-0:2(t) and ¢ (£)V?p(Qe)-(0cQe(r), (1))
by O (Ha(t)”/?\g) Finally, coming back to the computations made in the proof of Corollary [C.2]

we can also bound Vp(Qcw))(JRewre(t)) by O <\\5(t)\\f¥) Using Proposition [[.I3] provides the

desired quadratic control of |¢/(t)].

D The transonic regime ¢ — c.

In this section, we highlight the properties of the travelling waves in the transonic regime. We
recall that one of the fundamental assumption that appears in [4, [5] is that

k= 2f"(1) + 6£'(1) # 0. (D.1)
Recall from (@) and (@) that for (z,c) € R x (cp, ¢s), we have
0<ne(zr) <&<1, (D.2)
where 52
Se=nel0) ~ == (D.3)

Due to both last statements, we recover the condition
k:=2f"(1)+6f'(1) <0. (H3)

The number k plays a major role in the asymptotics of 7. when ¢ — ¢5. Recall indeed that the
function 7, solves the equation

_(axnc)2 = Nc(nc)a

where

Ne(z) = Pa? —4(1 — 2)F(1 — z), (D.4)
so that )

_82770 = §Nc/(770) (D'5)

Since L

Ni(©) =, ~€2(2 + 56+ O(€). (D.6)
and

NUE) =, ~€(20 + ke +0(6%), (D7)

we deduce the following control on 7.

Proposition D.1. We have
ne — 0 in L(R).

c—Cs

Moreover, there exists ¢1 € (co,cs) such that for ¢ € (¢1,¢5) and any x € R,

[e(z)| ~ me()ve,

c—Cs

and there exists m. depending continuously on ¢ and tending to 0 as ¢ tends to cs such that for
any r € R,



Proof. Both properties (D.1l) and (D.I) can be derived from what is shown in Section 2 in [5].
However, in the latter, no control from below was provided for the function 7. that is only known
to be positive by (D.2). Therefore, we need to come back to [8], from which we have

’nC(x)’ ~ Mce_ycma

|z|—+o00
where
fofc Ncs (f) d§
M, =ge VENE(VR@r/Ee) (D.8)

Taking the limit ¢ — ¢ in the previous integra]@ yields to

2

C
M. ~ &eTie.

c—rCs

By (D.3)), this provides ¢1 € (¢, ¢s) such that M, is positive for ¢ € (¢1,cs). Thus, by (D.2), we

deduce the existence of a constant m, continuously depending on ¢ such that n.(z) > meevelel,
O
Going back to the quadratic form in the proof of Lemma [[.22] we recall the notations a. = Z—é

and A\, = ﬁ We also develop the expressions of

2((77::)2 B nc(l B nc)n::/)
2

)

dl,c =

and of the next quantity that will be shown to be well-defined in the next proposition
3a!

(j? _ c _ acAe . 62(772)2
“ 2(1 - 770) 2 (1 - 770)(]1,c

Proposition D.2. There exists ¢1 € (co,cs) such that we have for any (c,x) € (c1,¢s) X R,

7Q1,c($)>0 and (h,c(x)

7e(@) ne(@)

Proof. We make a Taylor expansion of AV,(z) in (D.4) and we eventually compute
1
q1.c(z) = ne(z) <2V62 +/ (1-— t)(t — nc(x)),/\/'c’//(mc(x))dt> ‘
0

Since N?(0) = —2k > 0, we use the uniform convergence (D.I)) to infer that for ¢ close enough
to ¢y we have

k
Qe= (21/02 — §> ne + O (772) . (D.9)
Since v, tends to 0 as ¢ tends to ¢y, we infer that there exists ¢ close enough to ¢ such that for
any x € R,
—kn.(z
0cla) > AT

We conclude that q;:—(f:)) > 0 for any (z,¢) € R X (¢1,¢5), using (D.2).

3The computations can be properly justified on the basis of those made in [5].
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Now, we handle g1 .. From (D.6) and (D.7)), we derive

a= v 0 (2),

hence s L
Q. 2
—_ = —= @) .

On the other hand, from (D.6]) again, we compute

AeAe V2 9
_T = _Ecnc + @ (nc) )
and using (D.9), . -
c*(1e) cy

c 2
- = - ne+ O (n;) -
(1= ne)qu,e 202 — % ‘ ( C)

Using all three previous estimates, we derive

2]/2

— ko2 oV 9
dlec = — Z‘{'?_" 2]/2_& 77c+0(77c) (DlO)
3

[

In sum, we conclude that, up to taking c; even closer to ¢y, we have for any (z,¢) € R x (c1, ¢s),

01.0(2) > L)
Ne(z) 8

Acknowledgments. The author thanks Philippe Gravejat for his well-meaning eye and help in
some tedious computations made in this article.
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