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Abstract

We consider initial data for the real Ginzburg-Landau equmliaving two widely separated zeros. We
require these initial conditions to be locally close to a stetiy solution (the “kink” solution) except for
a perturbation supported in a small interval between the tw&ski We show that such a perturbation
vanishes on a time scale much shorter than the time scale for ttienod the kinks. The consequences
of this bound, in the context of earlier studies of the dynamickinks in the Ginzburg-Landau equation,
[ER], are as follows: we consider initial conditiomg whose restriction to a bounded intervahave
several zeros, not too regularly spaced, and other zerosarke very far from/. We show that all these
zeros eventually disappear by colliding with each other.sTalaxation process is very slow: it takes a
time of order exponential of the length 6f

1. Introduction

This paper is a continuation of [ER], where a model of integfdynamics was analyzed. This
model is based on the Ginzburg-Landau equation in an unkeabiode-dimensional domain.
A similar model had originally been studied on a finite inersubject to Neumann boundary
conditions by J. Carr and R.L. Pego, [CP1,CP2]. For a phisicéivation and a discussion of
related models, see Bray, [B], and references therein. fteefaces are defined as the zeros
of a solutionv(z, t) of the real Ginzburg-Landau evolution equation. Theseszare shown

to have the following behavior: let their positions on thalriéne be denoted by, (¢), with
z;(t) < 2;44(t), 7 =0,..., N — 1. When the zeros are sufficiently far from each other, their
dynamics is approximately described by:

atzj(t> ~ E (e_ac(2j+1(t)_zj(t)) _ e_ac(zj(t)_zj—l(t))) , (11)

with E, o, some numerical constants. After some time, two zeros migimecclose to each
other. Then they annihilate over a short time scale. Theesbfie functiorv(z, ¢) is shown to
be essentially determined by the locations of the zerospaisg the initial condition(z, 0) to
have “the right shape”. In particular, the interface (h&szacalled “kink”) corresponding to the
zero atz = 2, is very close to the function taifitt (= — z,)/v/2). For more general equations
than the Ginzburg-Landau equation, similar results hald B «., and the local shape of the
kinks are different.

In the present paper, we discuss the following problem leémoin [ER]: suppose(x, 0)
has four zerosz,, . .., z,. Suppose that at some time= t; < oo, 2, andz; annihilate, by the
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mechanism explained above. The, ¢,) looks as follows (see Fig. 1): it has two zerg$t, )
andz,(t,), itis (say) positive in-between and has a “bump” in the meddtherez, andz; have
just annihilated. Does the evolution bring this system Hadke situation where(z, t) has the
“right” shape for Eq.(1.1) to hold? Namely, does the “bumahish sufficiently fast, so that one
sees again two slowly moving kinks, which might again be shtmannihilate after some time?
We will show below that this is indeed the case. This is déferfrom the case of a dynamics in
a bounded spatial domain, since in [CP2], the authors wdkeatnte to show that if one starts
with IV kinks, then after the collapse of a pair of them, the numbdirdés will never be more
than N — 2, but they were unable to iterate this result.

Acknowledgments. This work was supported by the Fonds National Suisse. It |lsaspre
to thank J.-P. Eckmann for useful discussions and enconragjs.

2. Definitions and main result

Our results can easily be extended to any equation of thed@oussed in [ER]. Here, however,
we restrict ourselves to the following real Ginzburg-Laméguation which is the most explicit
example:

ov(z,t) = %v(x,t) +v(x, t) — v3(x, ),

2.1
rcR, teRY, w(xt)ec[-1,1]. (21)

This equation has a few simple time-independent solutiomstwwill be used in this paper:
the trivial onesv(x, t) = +1, the “kinks”v(z, t) = tanh(+z/+/2), and a one-parameter family
of periodic solutions)(z,t) = ¢ (x), whereD € (, 00) is half the period ofp, (see [ER],
Proposition 1.1). We fix the definition @f , by requiring thaty ,,(x) < 0for 0 < x < D. Note
that translates of a solution are also solutions of the éguaSincev(x,t) = +1 are solutions
of Eq.(2.1), the maximum principle ([CE], Theorem 25.1) lrap that if |v(x,0)| < 1, then
lv(z,t)| < 1forallt > 0. Hence the evolution Eq.(2.1) is well-defined.

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notatiofis: ||, is the usual norm of

LP(R, dx), wheredz is Lebesgue measure. The scalar productRL dz) is denoted by, -).
If A C RisaBorelsety, denotes its (sharp) characteristic function éngis a smooth version
ofit, i.e, ©,(x) = Lforz € A, ©,(z) = 0ifdist(z, A) > 1, and}"5_ (1876 4|, < C for
some constant’ independent ol and for a sufficiently large integé.

Let Z = {z,2,} € R? we defing|Z| = 2, — z, andm,(Z) = (2, + 2,)/2. We will
always assumgZ| > 7. With any suchZ € R? we associate a bounded smooth functignas
in [CP1,ER]:

T — 2

uy(z) = O (z) tanh( 7 ) + Oc(@)¢)7(x — 25) + Og(a) tanh(zz\éx) . (22

where L= (—o0,2; —1/2], C=[2; +1/2,2, — 1/2], and R= [z, + 1/2, c0).
We next introduce a class of functions containing the ihd¢anditions we are interested
in, see Fig. 1:
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Definition 2.1. We say thaff : R — R is an(e, a, ¢, I')—admissible function if || ., < 1
and there is & = {z,, z,} in R? such thatf can be written ag = u,, + w; + w, with:
— The two kinks are far apart:

— The large part of the perturbation has support in a relgtiseall interval, far from the
kinks:
supfw,) C [my(Z) — €, my(Z) + 4] =Y (0).

— The remainder of the perturbation is very small:
—a|Z
max{Jwi | [lwy ||} < e
— The function is positive between the two kinks:

f(z) >e forallzeY().

Fig. 1. An admissible functiory (full line), with u,, superimposed (dotted line).

The next lemma states that admissible functions have thewfiolg property: one can
associate with them a functian, as given by Eq.(2.2) in such a way that the difference is
“almost” in a stable subspace of the linearized evolutiee,lsemma 5.1 below. Let

T1(Z,2) = =O( o m,—1(0)0,uz(x) ,  To(Z,2) = =Opy, 11 00y () pug(x) .

Lemma 2.2. For any positivex, ¢, ¢, for sufficiently largel’ < oo, if f is an(e,a, ¢,T')—
admissible function, then there is a unigiiec R? with (f — uy,,7,(Z',-)) =0,j = 1,2,
Moreover,Z' is aC? function of f .

Proof. LetF(u, Z) € R (F(u, 2)), = (u—ug,7;(Z,"), j = 1,2. ThenF(uz, Z) = 0
andD,JF(uy, Z) is invertible, see [ER], Lemma 5.3. L&t(u,, o) denote the ball of radius
aroundu, in the topologyl|| |l ; = [ | f]|0,u|. Then, by the Implicit Function Theorem, for
sufficiently smallo, there is aC? functionZ’ : B(u,, o) — R? such thatf (u, Z’(u)) = 0 for
all u € B(uy, o). Note that there is & such that anye, «, ¢, I')-admissible functiorf is in
this ball of radiuss.
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Remark. We will use the following shorthands, to keep the notationge: we will always
write Z(t) for Z' (v(-,¢)). Similarly m,(Z), defined above asi,(2) = (2, + 2,)/2, is now
a function oft also, denoted simply by, (¢). Throughout the paper, the same lettémwill
denote several numerical constants. We will often writetiime variable as a subscripgg.,
v, (+) = v(-t).

We next state the main technical result of the paper:

Theorem 2.3. There are constants, > 0 and K, M < oo such that for any positive

e <1/l < o0, a< a, for sufficiently largel’ = T'(e,¢) < oo, if vy(x) is an(e,a, £,T")—
admissible function and,(z) = v(x, t) is the corresponding solution of Eq.(2.1), then there is
aT < K|Z(0)| for which

1) |Z(T)| > |2(0)|/2> T,

2) max{lvy = uzp)llp vr =zl } < MeelZ(T,

Proof. See Section 5.

Remark 1. The constant, is the same as in Eq.(1.1) and is, for the equation considered
this paper, equal t§/2. We use the constant < «_ in the proofs because we like to bound
Cexp(—a,|Z|) by expq—a|Z|) when some constaiit appears.

Remark 2. The reader must view this result in the following context: suppose that at
some time, < 0 in the pasty, had four zeros, . . ., z3. Under the evolution Eq.(2.1), these
zeros have moved, untij andz, (the central pair) annihilate. We suppose this happenmat ti
t = 0, i.e, u, becomes strictly positive in the interv@d,, z;) whent = 0. Such au, is the
typical admissible function to which we want to apply Theor2.3. Theorem 2.3 imply that
after a timel” which is small compared to the tifi& needed for a kink to move a large distance
(typically a distancé needs atim@” = O(T exp(a|Z])) > T = O(|Z|)), the distance (in the
topologies of E°(R, dz) and of L*(R,, dz)) between the solution,, of Eq.(2.1) and a two-kink
stateu, for someZ € R? will be smaller than any prefixed constant, provid&d0)| is large
enough. This shows that the local shape pis restored by the evolution.
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3. Dynamics of many kinks

In Section 2, we have restricted ourselves to the case of imkskIin Section 4, we will extend
Theorem 2.3 to the case of + 1 kinks and work out some applications of this result. To do so
we first generalize the definitions of Section 1 and recallesoesults proved in [ER].

Let NV be an odd integer (the case of ed€meeds only minor modifications), I&t, - be
the set of all sequences &f + 1 kinks separated by a distance at Idast

QN,F = {Z:{ZO7"'7ZN}€RN+1 Zj—Zj_1>F,j:1,...,N}.

LetI’ > 7, Z € Qyp, 24 = —00, andzy ., = +oo. We define the following numbers and
intervals:

Zj :Zj._zj—]-’ j:O,...,N+1,
|Z] = min{{y,..., {5},

m; :%(Zj+zj‘l—1>v . j=0...,N+1,
I =(30+3%-3), i=0...,N+1.

We next construct the analoguewf (=), Eq.(2.2), for the case a¥ + 1 kinks:

uy(z) = Oy (z) tanh(x\_ﬁzo) +0,,.,(@) tanh(zN\[;m)
N ‘ (3.1)
(-1, (2)py (x — 7 1)

i=1

The following properties are readily verified:, € C*(R), 02uy(z) + uy(z) — u3(z) = 0
for |z — 2| > 1/2,uy(z;) =0forj =0,..., N, and(—l)JXIj (x)uy(x) <O.

Below, we will extend the notion of admissible functions,fidiion 2.1, to the case of
N + 1 kinks. We first define a smaller s&}, - , of nice functions, depending on the two
parameter$' > 7 ando > 0:

Tnre = {v € L¥R): o]l < 1,
(3.2)

max{ inf _ inf  flv— }
ax{,int 0,0 =up)lz. it o= ugl} <o

We finally introduce a set oV + 1 functions, each of which “generates” the translation
of one kink:
T(Z,x) = —@Mj(as)ﬁmuz(x), j=0,...,N,

whereM; =[m,; +1,m;,, — 1].

In order to state the main results of [ER], we need to fornreuddemma, which summarizes
several steps of the proofs presented in [ER]. We ddiipg¢ = 8§f + (1 — SuZZ)f (this is the
r.h.s. of Eq.(2.1) linearized arount= ).
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Lemma 3.1. For any integelN < oo, for sufficiently largel’ and sufficiently smalt, there
exists a unlqueC2 functionZ : Ty, — Qu p such thatlv — uy,,7;(Z(v),-)) = 0 for
j=0,...,N. Moreover, there is a constaht > 1 such that for any < T, NI.00 One has:

1
M| Lypywls > —(w, Ly w) > MHU’H%,

wherew = v — uy,).

The first part of Lemma 3.1 is the analogue of Lemma 2.2, wittuglly the same proof.
The second part is based on the spectral properties of thadjeint operatot ,. It seems now
legitimate to introduce the notatien(f, LZf) = ||f||ZZ for f in the orthogonal complement of
spar{7;(Z,-),j=0,...,N}in (R, dx).

It has been proved in [ER] that there exists a strictly pesifunctiong(Z), satisfying
9(Z) — 0when|Z| — oo such that the following holds:

Theorem 3.2. Let

Zyr =10 € Tyro lw®)lizw) <9(Z(v)}- (33)

For anyN < oo, for sufficiently largel” and sufficiently smalk, if vy € Zy 1, then either the
orbitv, of vy under Eq.(2.1) lies iy, - for all timest > 0, or there is a timd’ < oo and a

ke{l,...,N}suchthat,(vy) =T.

Moreover there is an. > 0 such that Eq.(1.1) holds fdf(t) = Z(v,) withv, € Zy r, in the

sense that the r.h.s. minus the I.h.8{8~3*1?1/2), and there is ar > 0 such that the set

Anr = {U €Tnro: ||w(v)||Z(v) < 3} (3.4)

is exponentially attracted towards r-.

It has also been shown that the above results can be extemtieridase of infinitely many
zeros, provided there are numbérsV such that the intervals], z, ;] and [z, ', 2.4 voal
are very large compared {&”|, whereZ™ = {z; , ;},_; (see also Section 4 below).

Consider an orbit, of Eq.(2.1) satisfying), € Zy  fort < T < oo and/y(vy) =T,
i.e., the second case of the alternative of Theorem 3.2 holdsAvith2. Then, the following
result was proved in [ER]:

Theorem 3.3. For sufficiently largel’, there are d', > I' and aT, > T such that if
min{¢,(vy), €5(vy)} > Ly, thenlvy, (z)| > Oforx € [29 + 'o/2, 2, — I'g/2].
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4. Applications of Theorem 2.3

The functionuv,, of Theorem 3.3 isiot in A _, 1-. This was the main unsatisfactory point with
the results of [ER] In this section, we show that after aditiime and under some conditions
on the position of the remaining kinks, it will get intoy_, r-.

First we state a condition which permits a generalizatioftodorem 2.3 to the case of
N + 1 kinks using the set , 1~ defined in Eq.(3.3).

Definition 4.1. Let f € L°(R, dx), w < 1. We callf admissible if thereis g € Z 1.,
anl < oo, and aj € {1,..., N} such thatf can be written ag = g + w where:

1) w has support ifgm;(Z(g)) — €, m;(Z(g)) + {] = Y;(£),

2) [f(x)| > e forz € Y;({),

3) there is & > 1 such that3¢ < |Z]|.

Remark. Assumption 3) above is only stated for future reference. sljust a different
formulation of the statement that for fixed |Z| must be larger than sonie = I'(¢), see
Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 4.2. Let N < oo, letv, satisfy Definition 4.1. Ifl' > 7 andpg > 1 are sufficiently
large, then the conclusions of Theorem 2.3 hold for the spording solutions, of Eq.(2.1)
(with | Z| as defined in Section 3).

Proof. The proof of Theorem 4.2 is easily worked out by combiningdreen 2.3, Lemma
B.1, and a maximum principle as in Eq.(5.8) and Eq.(5.9) engloof of Theorem 2.3. The
details are left to the reader. L]

Lemma 4.3. Letv;, ando,, be as in Theorem 2.3. There iCa< oo such thatl|v, —
Uz llzery < Cexp(—a,|Z(T)|), where||f||, = = (f, L f) = = (f, /" + (1= 3uZ)f).

Proof. See Section 5.

Remark 1. Lemma 4.3 shows that the orbit of enters the attracting neighborhadg, _, -

of the invariant sef _, 1, after the collapse of an interval (see Eq.(3.3) and Eq.(8rthe
definitions of these sets). In a way, it shows that the basmttodiction of the invariant cone
Z_pr iIs much larger tham ,_, -, and in fact contains points that have just come ot of-
through the collapse of a pair of kinks. This is to be compavét the case of an evolution
equation in a bounded spatial domain, see Proposition 4GR2]. There it was shown that
any orbit reaching the boundary 8f, - cannot ever re-enter it. This only shows that one will
never see again a configuration withkinks. But one still expects to see configurations with
less kinks. With the result Lemma 4.3, we are able to showttteat are initial configurations
which “cascade” fron® y r t0 Z,_, t0 2 _, - @and so on.

Remark 2. In[CP1,CP2], the authors use three small parameters ingraofs, and the game
with these three parameters is quite involved. The first pmetheir notations, corresponds to
1/T" with our definitions. This small parameter is the main ingeatof the whole proof. Their
second small parameter is the diffusion consta(this is not the ¢ of Definition 2.1). Upon
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rescaling, this small parameter can be identified with thierise of the size of the spatial domain
in which the evolution is defined. It can be eliminated by wogidirectly on the infinite line as
was shown in [ER]. Finally the present paper shows that tinstcaint on the third parameter,
calledo in [CP1], can be relaxed. This parameter measures the sike aflowed perturbations
around the multi-kink state , (thisistheo of Eq.(3.2)).

We next introduce a set of configurations of zeros which are@eneral and for which
we can control the dynamics of the kinks for arbitrarily Idimges. We begin with a construction
involving only finitely many zerosi.e., we give ourselves & € Q ., with N = 2M + 1.
We use the same notations as in Sectio®3= {z,...,z2y} {; =2, —2;_1,5=1,..., N,
|Z] = min{¢,, ..., {5 }. We will construct a discrete dynamics which approximaésttéhavior
of the zeros of a solution of Eq.(2.1) by using only the foliogvsimple rule: at each time-step,
erase the two nearest zeros and keep the other ones fixeds(thesmodel studied by Bray,
Derrida, and Godiche in [BDG]). Then we will state conditions on the initiaindiguration of
zeros which imply that the continuous dynamics of Eq.(2ebyain well-approximated by this
discrete model for a long enough time.

We associate a labeled tree with the configuraiorBy a labeled tree we mean a set of
vertices and edges. Each vertex is associated (“labelati)amumber or withbo. The vertices
are drawn onM + 1 levels numbered,0.., M. On levelk there areN — 2k + 2 vertices
numbered 0..., N — 2k + 1. Hence thd;j + 1) vertex from the left on thék + 1)" level
from the top is identified withk, j) € Z2. Itis labeled withu(k, j) € R U {oo} which will
be defined below. There are edges between some verticesebkland some vertices of level
k 4+ 1 which will also be constructed below by iteration. We firefide

v(k,0) = v(k,N —2k+1) =o0, k
1)(07]) :£7 j

J

0,....,M,
1,...,N

We next construct levél + 1 from levelk, 0 < k < M — 1. We defingj,;,(k) by
v (K, jmin(k)) = min{v(k,j):j=1,...,N — 2k} .

We suppose here that there is a unique sijgt(%). (In Definition 4.4 below we will restrict
ourselves to configurations for which this is true.) The edgee drawn according to the
following rule:
1) There are three edges going from the vertiéeg,,,(k)), (k, jmin(k) + 1), (k, jmin(k) — 1)
to the single vertexk + 1, j,,(k) — 1).
2) There is an edge betweéh, j) and(k + 1, j) (if j < jpin(k) — 1) or betweer(k, j) and
(k+1,5 = 2) (if j > Gmn(k) + 2).
It remains to define the number§k + 1, j):

v(k+1,j) = Z v(k,m),

m:(k,m)—(k+1,5)

wherea — b means “there is an edge betweeandb.” If one element of the above sumas,
then the sum iso. This construction is iterated fromn = 0tok = M — 1. We also define
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sequenceg™ = {z{", ... 2\ .} of real numbers: fot: = 0 we simply letZ® = Z. For

k > 0 we first deflnezok) by the following procedure: starting from the vertgx 1) one goes
up the tree following always the leftmost possible edgeil one reaches vertefo, j,). More
precisely

jo = min{;j € {1,..., N} : (k, 1) is connected t40, j) by edge$ .

We letzl” = 2{” ) and2\%)) = 2% +o(k,j+1),j=0,...,N -2k - 1.

Definition 4.4. We say thatZ € Q . is (N,~;)—-non-degenerate if the corresponding tree
has labels (k, j) which satisfy: foreack =0, ..., M — 1, let

d1<k) = U(k7jmin(k)) d2<k) = min{v(k7j) S {17 ooy N — Zk}\jmin(k)} )

then
Tdy (k) < dy(k) (4.1)

with v, > 1.

The discrete dynamics is now easy to formulafé®) is the configuration of zeros after
k steps of the discrete-time dynamics. The dynamics ends tieza are only two zeros left,
namely after) steps. This discrete dynamics is a good approximation ferctimtinuous
dynamics of Eq.(2.1) in the sense that if one starts with ariconditionv, with a set of zeros

equal toZ©, then there are time's < t, < ... < t_ such thab(-, ¢, ) has zeros approximately

given by the setZ®). In terms of the continuous dynamics Definition 4.4 means tiva
successive collapse times are never too close.

Example. We takeN = 7,7 = {0,7,27,32,33,41, 44,56} (in units in whichl" = 1). Fig.
2 shows the corresponding tree. We obtain the followingaieteros:

71 _ {0,7,27,41,44,56} , 7(2) {0,7,27,56} , 73 — {27,56} .

Fig. 3 shows the zeroék) on the interval {1, 57] and the functions , given by Eq.(3.1) with
Z = Z¥). The numbers.; (k) are in this case given by:

’ d1(2) = 37 d1(3) = 77
) =7, ) = 20.

Foreacht =0, ..., 3, we havel,(k) > 2d,(k). HenceZ is (7, 2)-non-degenerate in the sense
of Definition 4.4.
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Fig. 2: The tree associated with the configuratién= {0, 7, 27, 32, 33,41, 44,56}. The numbers are the labels of
the verticesj.e, the distances between two successive zeros of the funm'igm shown in Fig. 3.

Fig. 3: The horizontal lines are 4 copies of the intervall] 57]. The vertical lines show the poinztg“), k=0,...,3,

7 =0,...,7— 2k, with 5 going from the left to the right and from top to bottom. The superimposed dotted lines are
the functionsu , 1 .

As will be shown in Theorem 4.6, for eacki < oo, for sufficiently largey, = v;,(V),
Definition 4.4 implies that the discrete model is a good apjpnation up to the time when all
kinks have collapsed. Unfortunatety,(N) — oo when N — oco. Hence Definition 4.4 is not
a sufficient condition to control infinitely many kinks. Howes, since all kinks will disappear
in a finite time we can still make a condition on the remainimdirfitely many) kinks, so that
nothing “invades” the small region we are looking at durihgsttime. This is done by the
following definition.

Definition 4.5. We callZ,, = {z;};c7 € RZ, a(k, N, ~,,,)-separable configuration of
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zeros if{zy,, ..., 2z, N} ISINQy 1, IS (N, v,)—Non-degenerate, and the following holds

log (min{4;, ¢, ny1}) > Y2(Zean — 21) (4.2)
with v, > 1.
We next describe the “generic” behavior of zeros inside &gfirggion of the real line.

Theorem 4.6. Let N < co. LetI',Zy be as in Theorem 3.2. For sufficiently large
Yo = Y2(N), 1 = n(N), for any(k, N, v,,7,)—separable configuratia,_, the following
holds:

LetX =[z, —T zk +~ +T1and letv,(x) be a solution of Eq.(2.1) for which

1) {zeR:vy(x) =0} =Z_

2) There exists ao € Zy r for Whlch (vo — v5) X5 = 0, with 2 - as in Theorem 3.2.

Then there is & < oo such thatvy(x)| > Ofor all x € K.

Proof. Letv, andv; be the orbits of, andv; under Eq.(2.1). We suppoge= 0. For any
§ > 0, and for allT" < exp(y,(zy — 7)) — log(1/4), for sufficiently largey, = ~,(N, d),
Lemma B.1 and Definition 4.5 implifx 4 (v — v7})|l, < . Hence it suffices to prove the
claim with v, replaced by, and check that there isg(V, §) such thatl’ satisfies the above
inequality with a sufficiently smalf.

By Definition 4.4, Eq.(1.1), and Theorem 3.3, there is a tife: C exp(a..(zy —zo)) such
that|vy, (z)| > 0ifz € X; =[z;_ —T', z; +I'lwherej = j,(0). Let2= = infmer vz, ()],
let 5 = ;. Thenj:v}1 satisfies Definition 4.1 hence by Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 418 tha
timeT, < K|Z| < K(zy — %) suchthaby, .o € Ay_r.

This argument can be repeated until all zerostolﬁave disappeared. TH& step takes a
time T, (k) + T,(k), whereT; (k) are as above, namely; (k) is the time for the intervad;
to collapse, and’ (k) is the time forv; to enterA, _,,  after this collapse. Note that the
following bound holds because of Definition 4.4: ’

N
71

Assumingy;(N) > 1+ 4N/I" make the discrete model still valid up to this time.

By the above argument, for eaghT (k) + T,(k) < Cexp(a,.(zy — %)) + K (2 — 20).
This gives a total timel,,, = >, Ty(k) + Th(k) < 2N exp(2a,(zy — z5)). Assuming
Y,(N,6) > N (loglog(1/8) + log(2N)) + 2a, we haveT,, < exp(vo(zy — 29)) —
log(1/6). Taking for examplé = 1/4 completes the proof of Theorem 4.6.

Remark. A separable configuratiod may contain many disjoint intervals, , n € g (with
d finite or infinite denumerable), each one satisfying Defimt4.4 with a sufficiently large;.
In this case, Theorem 4.6 holds with replaced by any of the&(,, n € J. When{ is finite,
there is an open s&VY C L™ (R, dz) such that any orbit, of Eq.(2.1) withu, € W satisfies the
conclusions of Theorem 4.6 witk replaced by an{<, , n € .



DYNAMICS OF EMBEDDED KINKS 12

5. Proofs of Theorem 2.3 and of Lemma 4.3

In this section, we consider the cade= 1 (i.e, two kinks) as in Section 1. The general case
is similar, see Section 4. In addition, we denéte’) the r.h.s. of Eq.(2.1):

L(f) (@) = 03f(2) + flx) = f(x), (5.1)

andw, is the perturbation of the pair of kinks, namely,(z) = v,(z) — uz(z). One has the
equation:

dyw,(z) = L UZ(t) Z 9,2;(t)0, uZ(t)( z)
i=1,2 (5.2)

+ (LZ(t)wt)(:)s) — 3uZ(t)(x)wtz(J:) — wf(m) ,
where
(Lzf)(x) = 85f () + (1= 3uy(2)) f(2) .

The above differential expression defines a self-adjoietajpr with domainD(L ,) dense in
L?(R, dz). The same symbol, ,, will be used for this operator.
We will also use the notatiol¥V( f, g) for the following polynomial appearing on the r.h.s.
of Eq.(5.2):
N(f,g) = 1-3f>=3fg—g°. (5.3)

The following results are taken from [ER].

Lemma 5.1. There are constants, > 0, M* > 0, C < oo such that for sufficiently large
|Z|, the following holds:

1) [18(uzg)|| o < Ceml?l,

2) | Ly (Z, )|, < Ce™ c'Z‘/z, fork =1,2.

3) Fork = 1 2,if lx — 2| <|Z|/2, then

< Ce_ac|Z‘ .

uy(z) — tanh<(_1)k\(/2§ — $)>

4) Ifw € D(L,) satisfiew, 7,,(Z,-)) =0, fork = 1,2, then

(w,LZw) < —M*(w,w) .
5) Fork = 1,2, M, = supf7,(Z,-)),

||XMk (6zkuz _Tk(Za'>)||oo < Ce~ %12l

Remark. Statement 4) above is a direct consequence of the specatgbeaofL , performed

in [ER] (see also Lemma 3.1, setll ~ M ™). In more intuitive words, statements 1) and 2) say
thatu , is almost a stationary solution of Eq.(2.1), statement 8)&that the interface (locally)
looks like the kink solution and statement 4) shows that #mtypbationw, when defined as in
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Lemma 2.2 is (nearly) orthogonal to the unstable manifolthefpoint|Z| = co. Statement 5)
shows thatr; is close to the generator of the translation of fhekink.

The strategy of the proof of Theorem 2.3 is the following:tfiw® show that solutions,
of Eq.(2.1) tharemain admissible for alt € [0, 7] must satisfy: the speed of the kinks:;, (¢)
is very small, the “large part” of the perturbation.(in the notation of Definition 2.1) decays
uniformly and that the “small part™;) remains small. Then we use the maximum principle
and an inductive argument to show that admissible initiadittons remain admissiblend
converge to a small ball around ,,.

We begin with a bound on the speed of the kinks.

Proposition 5.2. Letv, be a solution of Eq.(2.1). For any < «, if v,. IS (e, o, ¢,T")—
admissible for somé¢* > 0, { < oo, ¢ > 0, and sufficiently largd” = I'(«), thenz,(t")
satisfies:

0,2,(t")] < CemlZED1

Proof. For simplicity, we writet for ¢*. We also writer; (¢) for the functionr,(Z(t),-). By
the definition ofZ(¢) = Z(v,), see Lemma 2.2, we hadg(w,, 7;(t)) = 0, or

Z 9,2;(1) {(aziuZ(t)vTj(t» - (wwazﬁj(t))} = (atvt77j(t)) :

i=1,2

If we define8,; = (9, uyqy,7;(t) — (w;, 0, (1)) then the matrix§ = (Sij)i,jzl,Z is
invertible with uniformly bounded inverse (see [ER]). Thws can write

7j=12

0,2, ()] = Z Si; 8Ut7 )

= Z Si; (Llugwy) + Lypyw, — 3“2@)"”? w?,7;(1))
7j=1,2

< o(||L<uz<t>>||2sup||fj<t>||2+sup) (w0, Ly 1)|
] J
1L o)y |2+ Supllxac Tj<t>||oo) |
J

wherey . is the characteristic function of the intenl = [m,(t) — ¢, mq(t) + £], and L(-)
is given by Eq.(5.1). Using Lemma 5.1, one finds that each iarthe above expression is
bounded byC exp(—a|Z(t)]).

We next prove two lemmas which establish bounds on the awalut the middle of the
interval enclosed by the two kinks (first lemma) and outsidd aear the boundary of this
interval (second lemma).
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Lemma 5.3. Foranya < a_, e > 0, { < oo, and sufficiently largé& = I'(«, e, £) > 0, if v,
is an(e, a, ¢, I")—admissible solution of Eq.(2.1) for alK< 1, then

Itac (wzcry = vr)lleo < O+ e (uz0) = v0)lloce ™ + _SUP [xawilco)

for T' < 1 and for anyX = [m4(0) — £*,m,(0) + £*], A = supf©), wherel + 1 < (* <
r/2.

Proof. By Proposition 5.2, we can také so large that for alt < 1, |m,(t) — m,(0)] < 1
and||Z(t)| — |Z(0)|| < 1. We use the notatioV( f, g) defined in Eq.(5.3). For € X* =
K UA =supg®), one has

N(ug (), w,(x))
=1- UZZ(t)(l') — 2u g4 (2) (“Z(t)(@ +wy(2)) — w,(2) (UZ(t)(37> +wy(2))
1—(1—Ce 21?2 _2:(1— Ce /2 —¢

_é‘,

IA A

providedT is such that exp(—al'/2) < /2. We introduce the heat kernel

G, () ! exp(—_xz) (5.4)
:L’ = . .

t VAt 4t

We next use Eq.(5.2), Lemma A.1, and Lemma 7 of [C] to obtagfdilowing for x € X:

(@)] = Oy (2)wr ()]
‘/ dy Gy (@ — y)wo(y) O (y /dS/ dy Gp_ (x —y)

x (N (1700 (), 0 (0)) 10, () O () — Ol () () — O (), ()

|wT

O 70 ) — T 090502 15000 )|

1=1,2

< |t Gre - n@suruos) /OTdS | avGr = nexu,w

T oo
+| [Cas [Tayer = neun, )]+ _sup =)

0<s<T

< e—ET

/ dy Gp(x — y)%(y)wo(y)' +C sup |lxaw,|. +Ce*ZO1

0<s<T
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Lemma 5.4. Foranya < a_,d > 1,¢ > 0,/ < oo, and sufficiently larg&€ = TI'(«, ¢,§) > 0,
ifvyis an(e, o, ¢, I')—admissible function then the corresponding solutjcof Eq.(2.1) satisfies:

)”oo} < C sup (e—QCIZ(s)\ + ||XAws||oo)

max{ [xa (uz) = v0) 2+ I (uz) = v
0<s<t

for anyB = (—oo, m,(0) — £] U 0) +/,00) wherel > (+ 5, A = sup©4), andt < 1.

Proof. We takel so large that, using Proposition 5|2, (t) —m,(0)| < (6 —1) forall ¢t < 1.
We letB* = B U A.

Bound on | - ||,. By Eq.(5.2), we have

20,195w, )13 = (O5L(ugy), Ozwy) — Y 9,2,(t) (050, uz(y) Opw,)

=12
+ (@wa @BLZ(t)wt) - (@B (‘?’uZ(t) + wt)wf, @ﬁwt)
< Cem |20l [©5w,, + (@Bwt7 LZ(t)@Bwt) (5.5)

+ (Ogwy,, —205w; — OFw,) + 4| xp-w, | o [|Opw, |3
< Ce_acw(t)‘n@ﬁwtnz+C||@Bwt||2||XAwt”oo
- {M* — A xz-wyll oo — Z (34102793%)2}“@3%”3 )

i=1,2

using the spectral properties of the linear operdtgy,), Lemma 5.1. Obviously (see Lemma
B.1) there is a < oo such that]| x 5. w, ||, < exp(Kt)|xx-wpyl - Using Lemma 5.1 and
takingI" so large that for alt <1,

46Kt||XB*wO||oo + Z (aziuZ7 @ﬁwt)z
i=1,2
= 4" |xp.wollo + Y (73s (O — Duw,)? + Ce™ ]
i=1,2

we can integrate Eq.(5.5), and we get fortadf 1,

1Ogw,|l, < C Sup ( el ()] 4 ||XAws||oo) +e M t/2||@1swo||2- (5.6)

<s<t
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Bound on |- ||. Letz beinB, letG,(-) be given by Eq.(5.4). We get

wy ()] < ’ | tr0n)Gula - vty

t [e’e)
+o|flas [~ dr@aGoten) +Ob0EL -]
+ C’ sup e—ac‘Z(s)|
0<s<t
< C sup (6_%'2(5)‘ + 105w, l5 + Ixaw,ll2) -
0<s<t
We apply the bound (5.6) and Lemma 5.4 is proved. []

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Assumey is (¢, o, £, I")—admissible, for gived, ¢, o < «_, and
for sufficiently largel’. Let Z(vy) = {21(vg), 25(vp)} be given by Lemma 2.2. There is a
Y = {41, 92 Y3, Ya} € RY, 21 (vg) < 4y <y < y3 < g < 2(vp), With the following property:
define the intervals k= (—o0,y, —1/2),C, = (y, +1/2,y,,,—1/2),and R= (y,+1/2, c0).
Then the function

v (z) = O (z) tanh(x\_ﬁ’%) + Op() tanh(%)
3 ' (5.8)
+> (-10c (2)¢, _, (z—1y;)

J=1

lies strictly belowy,. By the maximum principle, [CE], the orbits andv; of Eq.(2.1) withinitial
conditionsv, andv} satisfyv; (z) < v,(z) for all (x,t) € R x R*. Moreover, for sufficiently
largeI’, Y can be chosen such thef satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2. It follows that
there are positive constarts B,, B, and afunctiorZ* (t) = {2} (¢), ...,z (t)} : [0,t*] — R%,
wheret™ = exp(B;|3(0) — 23 (0)|) andZ*(0) = Y such that:

25 () — 2%(0)| < Ce Bl (0= (0] jg=1...,4,
50 - %0 < j o)

< CeBalzH -5 0]

lv; = 0"l <

with v;* given by Eq.(5.8) replaciny” by Z*(t).

The above discussion shows that if there ig@hsuch thav, is (¢, a, £(t), I")—admissible
for t < t*, then/(t) < (.« = |73(0) — 25(0)| + Cexp(—B,|23(0) — 25(0)|), which is
independent of, o, ande. We choosé’ such that,,,, < I'/2. Moreover, when using Lemma
5.4 and Lemma 5.3, we have the bound\ w, ||, < Cexp(—«a.|Z(0)|/4) for all timest < t*.

Sincew, is (g, a, £, I')—admissible, by continuity, there is a time> 0 such thabv(x) >
g/2for|z —mq(0)] < ¢,.xands < t. By Lemma5.3p,(z) > ¢ for |z — m;(0)] < £rax

We repeat this argument until= 7}, = |Z(0)|/e. It follows that for allt < T}, v, is
(g, & lmax | Z(0)| — 6)—admissible for somé < C'T; exp(—a|Z(0)|) < |Z(0)|/3 (this bound
follows from Proposition 5.2 if* < |Z(0)| is sufficiently large).
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Using repeatedly Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4, we obtain

lugiry) — vpll, < CTy supe™*ZOV% and luy ) — ], < CTy supe *IZO4,

t<Ty t<Ty

We finally use Lemma 5.4 witB = R (in fact equations (5.6) and (5.7), with, = 0 and

©, = 1), to show that after a timé&, of order|Z(7})|, we get the bound we claimed. The

bound onI" = T} + T, follows from Proposition 5.2. []
We finish this section with the

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We have trivially || f||5 < |'ll5 + 4/lf||5 hence we need only

bound ||w’-||3. We decomposev,(z) = xg(z)wp(x) + x,(z)wy(z) where | = [m,(0) —
e M1(0) + €0 d @nd E= R\, with £ as in Theorem 2.3. Le&%,(x), N(-,-), £(-) be given
by Eq.(5.4), Eq.(5.3), and Eq.(5.1) respectively. We corapiust

Ixewhll, < H/OTds /_o;dyG'T_s(x—y)@E(y)L(UZ(s))(y)HZ
+ H/o:ody Gr(z — y)Oe(y)wo(y)

T fe’e)
[as [Ty o)
0 —00

% (N () (), () e W), (1) — (Ok(w),(v)')

< C sup e O 4 C sup [xgw,ll,
0<s<T 0<s<T

2

+

2

where E = R\[m(0) — {0+ 1,m4(0) + {0 — 1]. The remaining term,

HXIw/THZ < \/ZmaxHXIU)/THoo7

can be bounded by a similar argument as in Lemma 5.3. L]
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Appendix A

Lemma A.l. Let f(z,t) € L™ (t € [0,1] — L*(R,dx)), let A € R, let G,(z) be as in
Eq.(5.4). Then, the following holds:

/_dyG(:z:— (y,0 +A/ds/ dyGy_(x —y)f(y,s)

_ o /_ dy Gy(x — ) f(y.0) .

oo

Proof. Let A be the following operator, densely defined 6h (¢ € [0,1] — L*(R, dz)):

(Af) (1) = /O ds /_ Ty G, (- y)f.s).

It is easy to see that there is a constarguch that| A" f|| < C||f||/n! which implies that the
series

z,t) = Y A"(A"g)(x,t) (A1)
n=0
converges and is a solution of the equation
fz,t) = g(z,t) + AN(Af) (1) .
Substitutingg(z,t) = [dy G,(x — y) f(y, 0) into Eq.(A.1) and using
/dey dzGy_(x —y)G,_(y —2)f(2,0) = /Rdy G —y)f(y,0),

one obtains that

Fla,t) = ix“ /Otdtl /Otldtz .../Ot“dtn /oodyGt(x—y)f(y,O)
n=0 -

— M /_OodyGt(a:—y)f(y,O)

is a solution of the equation

fat) = /_ Zdy Gyl — ) (y,0)+ A /0 “ds /_ T dyG, (- y)f(y,s).

oo oo
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Appendix B

Lemma B.1. LetKX = [-L, L], lete € (0,1), and letv, andw, be two solutions of Eq.(2.1),
with ||xc (vo — wp) || < €. There areX,, K, > 0 such that for any, ¢, ¢ satisfying

1<t < K(min{¢,loge™*} —logs™), ¢<L,

one has
IX{_L+en—g (v —wy) oo < Ky(d+¢) .

Proof. Let G,(x) be given by Eq.(5.4). By Duhamel’s principle, witfi(z,y) = 1 + z° +
y? + zy, we have

0 (@) = w,(@) = (G, x (v = wp)) () + /0 s (G x (P, ) (0, — ) (@) . (B

wherex denotes convolution. We next considee [—L + ¢, L — /]. Fort > 1, the first term
of Eq.(B.1) is easily bounded:

(G, % (v — wg)) ()] < Cy(e=Cf )t 4 ¢) . (B.2)

We introduce the following notationsiv, () = v,(z) — w,(x), ¢(y) = exp<—2m>,
0, (y) = p(x —y). We first compute

0, [ e.(o0)"

= 2/9%5% (62(5@) + F(vt,wt)évt)

IN

lz]<1,|y|<1

—/wm(ay(vat))ZJr/%(%t)z (2 sup |F($,y)|+||90;90;1||§o>
< 03/90315(5@75)2'

This shows that

(fento0?)

NI
NI

< et (/ @m(évo(y))z) < Cpe%e+eh). (B.3)
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Combining Eq.(B.1), Eq.(B.3), and Eq.(B.2), we obtain tbkofwving bound:
v, (= (x)] < Cyle Cze/t+a)
/ ds / Ay Gy (o = )W) ) v, 1) F (0, () w,0)

#C [ ([ ave )6t o) ( [ ave.mion, o))

< (e_czgz/t +¢)+Cq /tds eC2(t=2) (e+e")
0
(

2
Cr (et e+ %t (e + e_e)) :

NI
NI

IN

The claim follows easily. L]
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