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Dynamics of kinks in the Ginzburg-Landau equation: Approach
to a metastable shape and collapse of embedded pairs of kinks

J. Rougemont

Département de Physique Théorique, Universit́e de Geǹeve, CH-1211 Geǹeve 4, Switzerland

Abstract

We consider initial data for the real Ginzburg-Landau equation having two widely separated zeros. We

require these initial conditions to be locally close to a stationary solution (the “kink” solution) except for

a perturbation supported in a small interval between the two kinks. We show that such a perturbation

vanishes on a time scale much shorter than the time scale for the motion of the kinks. The consequences

of this bound, in the context of earlier studies of the dynamics of kinks in the Ginzburg-Landau equation,

[ER], are as follows: we consider initial conditionsv0 whose restriction to a bounded intervalI have

several zeros, not too regularly spaced, and other zeros ofv0 are very far fromI. We show that all these

zeros eventually disappear by colliding with each other. This relaxation process is very slow: it takes a

time of order exponential of the length ofI.

1. Introduction

This paper is a continuation of [ER], where a model of interface dynamics was analyzed. This
model is based on the Ginzburg-Landau equation in an unbounded one-dimensional domain.
A similar model had originally been studied on a finite interval subject to Neumann boundary
conditions by J. Carr and R.L. Pego, [CP1,CP2]. For a physical motivation and a discussion of
related models, see Bray, [B], and references therein. The interfaces are defined as the zeros
of a solutionv(x, t) of the real Ginzburg-Landau evolution equation. These zeros are shown
to have the following behavior: let their positions on the real line be denoted byzk(t), with
zj(t) < zj+1(t), j = 0, . . . , N − 1. When the zeros are sufficiently far from each other, their
dynamics is approximately described by:

∂tzj(t) ≈ E
(

e−αc(zj+1(t)−zj(t)) − e−αc(zj(t)−zj−1(t))
)

, (1.1)

with E, αc some numerical constants. After some time, two zeros might come close to each
other. Then they annihilate over a short time scale. The shape of the functionv(x, t) is shown to
be essentially determined by the locations of the zeros, assuming the initial conditionv(x, 0) to
have “the right shape”. In particular, the interface (hereafter called “kink”) corresponding to the
zero atx = zk is very close to the function tanh

(

±(x− zk)/
√

2
)

. For more general equations
than the Ginzburg-Landau equation, similar results hold, but E, αc, and the local shape of the
kinks are different.

In the present paper, we discuss the following problem left open in [ER]: supposev(x, 0)
has four zeros,z1, . . . , z4. Suppose that at some timet = t1 < ∞, z2 andz3 annihilate, by the

http://arxiv.org/abs/patt-sol/9808007v1
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mechanism explained above. Thenv(x, t1) looks as follows (see Fig. 1): it has two zerosz1(t1)
andz4(t1), it is (say) positive in-between and has a “bump” in the middle, wherez2 andz3 have
just annihilated. Does the evolution bring this system backto the situation wherev(x, t) has the
“right” shape for Eq.(1.1) to hold? Namely, does the “bump” vanish sufficiently fast, so that one
sees again two slowly moving kinks, which might again be shown to annihilate after some time?
We will show below that this is indeed the case. This is different from the case of a dynamics in
a bounded spatial domain, since in [CP2], the authors were only able to show that if one starts
with N kinks, then after the collapse of a pair of them, the number ofkinks will never be more
thanN − 2, but they were unable to iterate this result.

Acknowledgments. This work was supported by the Fonds National Suisse. It is a pleasure
to thank J.-P. Eckmann for useful discussions and encouragements.

2. Definitions and main result

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

∂tv(x, t) = ∂2
xv(x, t) + v(x, t)− v3(x, t) ,

x ∈ R , t ∈ R+ , v(x, t) ∈ [−1, 1] .
(2.1)

This equation has a few simple time-independent solutions which will be used in this paper:
the trivial onesv(x, t) = ±1, the “kinks”v(x, t) = tanh(±x/

√
2), and a one-parameter family

of periodic solutionsv(x, t) = ϕD(x), whereD ∈ (π,∞) is half the period ofϕD (see [ER],
Proposition 1.1). We fix the definition ofϕD by requiring thatϕD(x) < 0 for 0< x < D. Note
that translates of a solution are also solutions of the equation. Sincev(x, t) = ±1 are solutions
of Eq.(2.1), the maximum principle ([CE], Theorem 25.1) implies that if |v(x, 0)| ≤ 1, then
|v(x, t)| ≤ 1 for all t > 0. Hence the evolution Eq.(2.1) is well-defined.

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notations:‖ · ‖p is the usual norm of

Lp(R, dx), wheredx is Lebesgue measure. The scalar product of L2(R, dx) is denoted by(·, ·).
If A ⊂ R is a Borel set,χA denotes its (sharp) characteristic function andΘA is a smooth version
of it, i.e., ΘA(x) = 1 for x ∈ A, ΘA(x) = 0 if dist(x,A) > 1, and

∑k
j=0 ‖∂j

xΘA‖∞ ≤ C for
some constantC independent ofA and for a sufficiently large integerk.

Let Z = {z1, z2} ∈ R2, we define|Z| ≡ z2 − z1 andm1(Z) ≡ (z1 + z2)/2. We will
always assume|Z| > π. With any suchZ ∈ R2 we associate a bounded smooth functionuZ as
in [CP1,ER]:

uZ(x) = ΘL(x) tanh

(

x− z1√
2

)

+ΘC(x)ϕ|Z|(x− z2) + ΘR(x) tanh

(

z2 − x√
2

)

, (2.2)

where L= (−∞, z1 − 1/2], C= [z1 + 1/2, z2 − 1/2], and R= [z2 + 1/2,∞).
We next introduce a class of functions containing the initial conditions we are interested

in, see Fig. 1:
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Definition 2.1. We say thatf : R → R is an(ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–admissible function if‖f‖∞ ≤ 1
and there is aZ = {z1, z2} in R2 such thatf can be written asf = uZ + w1 + w2 with:

– The two kinks are far apart:

z2 − z1 ≡ |Z| > 2Γ > 2ℓ > π .

– The large part of the perturbation has support in a relatively small interval, far from the
kinks:

supp(w2) ⊂
[

m1(Z)− ℓ,m1(Z) + ℓ
]

≡ Y (ℓ) .

– The remainder of the perturbation is very small:

max{‖w1‖2, ‖w1‖∞} ≤ e−α|Z| .

– The function is positive between the two kinks:

f(x) > ε for all x ∈ Y (ℓ) .

Fig. 1: An admissible functionf (full line), with u
Z

superimposed (dotted line).

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

τ1(Z, x) = −Θ(−∞,m1−1](x)∂xuZ(x) , τ2(Z, x) = −Θ[m1+1,∞)(x)∂xuZ(x) .

Lemma 2.2. For any positiveα, ε, ℓ, for sufficiently largeΓ < ∞, if f is an (ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–
admissible function, then there is a uniqueZ ′ ∈ R2 with

(

f − uZ′ , τj(Z
′, ·)
)

= 0, j = 1, 2.
Moreover,Z ′ is aC2 function off .

Proof. Let F(u, Z) ∈ R2,
(

F(u, Z)
)

j
=
(

u − uZ , τj(Z, ·)
)

, j = 1, 2. ThenF(uZ , Z) = 0

andDZF(uZ , Z) is invertible, see [ER], Lemma 5.3. LetB(uZ , σ) denote the ball of radiusσ
arounduZ in the topology|||f |||Z =

∫

|f ||∂xuZ |. Then, by the Implicit Function Theorem, for
sufficiently smallσ, there is aC2 functionZ ′ : B(uZ , σ) → R2 such thatF

(

u, Z ′(u)
)

= 0 for
all u ∈ B(uZ , σ). Note that there is aΓ such that any(ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–admissible functionf is in
this ball of radiusσ.
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Remark. We will use the following shorthands, to keep the notation simple: we will always
write Z(t) for Z ′

(

v(·, t)
)

. Similarly m1(Z), defined above asm1(Z) = (z1 + z2)/2, is now
a function oft also, denoted simply bym1(t). Throughout the paper, the same letterC will
denote several numerical constants. We will often write thetime variable as a subscript,e.g.,
vt(·) ≡ v(·, t).

We next state the main technical result of the paper:

Theorem 2.3. There are constantsαc > 0 andK,M < ∞ such that for any positive
ε < 1, ℓ < ∞, α ≤ αc, for sufficiently largeΓ = Γ(ε, ℓ) < ∞, if v0(x) is an (ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–
admissible function andvt(x) = v(x, t) is the corresponding solution of Eq.(2.1), then there is
aT < K|Z(0)| for which
1) |Z(T )| > |Z(0)|/2 > Γ,

2) max
{

‖vT − uZ(T )‖2, ‖vT − uZ(T )‖∞
}

≤ Me−αc|Z(T )|.

Proof. See Section 5.

Remark 1. The constantαc is the same as in Eq.(1.1) and is, for the equation consideredin
this paper, equal to

√
2. We use the constantα ≤ αc in the proofs because we like to bound

C exp(−αc|Z|) by exp(−α|Z|) when some constantC appears.

Remark 2. The reader must view this result in the following context: wesuppose that at
some timet0 < 0 in the past,vt0

had four zerosz0, . . . , z3. Under the evolution Eq.(2.1), these
zeros have moved, untilz1 andz2 (the central pair) annihilate. We suppose this happens at time
t = 0, i.e., ut becomes strictly positive in the interval(z0, z3) whent = 0. Such au0 is the
typical admissible function to which we want to apply Theorem 2.3. Theorem 2.3 imply that
after a timeT which is small compared to the timeT ′ needed for a kink to move a large distance
(typically a distanceΓ needs a timeT ′ = O(Γ exp(αc|Z|)) ≫ T = O(|Z|)), the distance (in the
topologies of L∞(R, dx) and of L2(R, dx)) between the solutionvT of Eq.(2.1) and a two-kink
stateuZ for someZ ∈ R2 will be smaller than any prefixed constant, provided|Z(0)| is large
enough. This shows that the local shape ofut is restored by the evolution.
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3. Dynamics of many kinks

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

LetN be an odd integer (the case of evenN needs only minor modifications), letΩN,Γ be
the set of all sequences ofN + 1 kinks separated by a distance at leastΓ:

ΩN,Γ =
{

Z = {z0, . . . , zN} ∈ RN+1 : zj − zj−1 > Γ , j = 1, . . . , N
}

.

Let Γ > π, Z ∈ ΩN,Γ, z−1 = −∞, andzN+1 = +∞. We define the following numbers and
intervals:

ℓj = zj − zj−1 , j = 0, . . . , N + 1 ,
|Z| = min{ℓ1, . . . , ℓN} ,
mj = 1

2(zj + zj−1) , j = 0, . . . , N + 1 ,

Ij =
(

zj−1 +
1
2, zj − 1

2

)

, j = 0, . . . , N + 1 .

We next construct the analogue ofuZ(x), Eq.(2.2), for the case ofN + 1 kinks:

uZ(x) = ΘI0
(x) tanh

(

x− z0√
2

)

+ΘIN+1
(x) tanh

(

zN − x√
2

)

+

N
∑

j=1

(−1)jΘIj
(x)ϕℓj

(x− zj−1) .

(3.1)

The following properties are readily verified:uZ ∈ C∞(R), ∂2
xuZ(x) + uZ(x) − u3

Z(x) = 0
for |x− zj | > 1/2,uZ(zj) = 0 for j = 0, . . . , N , and(−1)jχIj

(x)uZ(x) < 0.
Below, we will extend the notion of admissible functions, Definition 2.1, to the case of

N + 1 kinks. We first define a smaller setTN,Γ,σ of nice functions, depending on the two
parametersΓ > π andσ > 0:

TN,Γ,σ =
{

v ∈ L∞(R) : ‖v‖∞ ≤ 1,

max
{

inf
Z∈ΩN,Γ

‖∂x(v − uZ)‖2 , inf
Z∈ΩN,Γ

‖v − uZ‖2

}

< σ
}

.
(3.2)

We finally introduce a set ofN + 1 functions, each of which “generates” the translation
of one kink:

τj(Z, x) = −ΘMj
(x)∂xuZ(x) , j = 0, . . . , N ,

whereMj = [mj + 1, mj+1 − 1].
In order to state the main results of [ER], we need to formulate a lemma, which summarizes

several steps of the proofs presented in [ER]. We defineLZf ≡ ∂2
xf +

(

1− 3u2
Z

)

f (this is the
r.h.s. of Eq.(2.1) linearized aroundv = uZ).
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Lemma 3.1. For any integerN < ∞, for sufficiently largeΓ and sufficiently smallσ, there
exists a uniqueC2 functionZ : TN,Γ,σ → ΩN,Γ such that

(

v − uZ(v), τj(Z(v), ·)
)

= 0 for
j = 0, . . . , N . Moreover, there is a constantM > 1 such that for anyv ∈ TN,Γ,σ, one has:

M‖LZ(v)w‖2
2 ≥ −

(

w,LZ(v)w
)

≥ 1
M

‖w‖2
2 ,

wherew = v − uZ(v).

The first part of Lemma 3.1 is the analogue of Lemma 2.2, with virtually the same proof.
The second part is based on the spectral properties of the self-adjoint operatorLZ . It seems now
legitimate to introduce the notation−

(

f, LZf
)

≡ ‖f‖2
Z for f in the orthogonal complement of

span{τj(Z, ·), j = 0, . . . , N} in L2(R, dx).
It has been proved in [ER] that there exists a strictly positive functiong(Z), satisfying

g(Z) → 0 when|Z| → ∞ such that the following holds:

Theorem 3.2. Let

ZN,Γ =
{

v ∈ TN,Γ,σ : ‖w(v)‖Z(v) < g
(

Z(v)
)}

. (3.3)

For anyN < ∞, for sufficiently largeΓ and sufficiently smallσ, if v0 ∈ ZN,Γ, then either the
orbit vt of v0 under Eq.(2.1) lies inZN,Γ for all timest > 0, or there is a timeT < ∞ and a
k ∈ {1, . . . , N} such thatℓk(vT ) = Γ.
Moreover there is anαc > 0 such that Eq.(1.1) holds forZ(t) = Z(vt) with vt ∈ ZN,Γ, in the

sense that the r.h.s. minus the l.h.s. isO(e−3αc|Z|/2), and there is ans > 0 such that the set

AN,Γ =
{

v ∈ TN,Γ,σ : ‖w(v)‖Z(v) < s
}

(3.4)

is exponentially attracted towardsZN,Γ.

It has also been shown that the above results can be extended to the case of infinitely many
zeros, provided there are numbersk,N such that the intervals [zk, zk+1] and [zk+N , zk+N+1]
are very large compared to|Z∗|, whereZ∗ = {zk+j}j=1,...,N (see also Section 4 below).

Consider an orbitvt of Eq.(2.1) satisfyingvt ∈ ZN,Γ for t < T < ∞ andℓ2(vT ) = Γ,
i.e., the second case of the alternative of Theorem 3.2 holds withk = 2. Then, the following
result was proved in [ER]:

Theorem 3.3. For sufficiently largeΓ, there are aΓ0 > Γ and aT0 > T such that if
min{ℓ1(vT ), ℓ3(vT )} > Γ0, then|vT0

(x)| > 0 for x ∈ [z0 + Γ0/2, z2 − Γ0/2].
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4. Applications of Theorem 2.3

The functionvT0
of Theorem 3.3 isnot in AN−2,Γ. This was the main unsatisfactory point with

the results of [ER]. In this section, we show that after a finite time and under some conditions
on the position of the remaining kinks, it will get intoAN−2,Γ.

First we state a condition which permits a generalization ofTheorem 2.3 to the case of
N + 1 kinks using the setZN,Γ defined in Eq.(3.3).

Definition 4.1. Let f ∈ L∞(R, dx), ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1. We callf admissible if there is ag ∈ ZN,Γ,
anℓ < ∞, and aj ∈ {1, . . . , N} such thatf can be written asf = g + w where:
1) w has support in

[

mj

(

Z(g)
)

− ℓ,mj

(

Z(g)
)

+ ℓ
]

≡ Yj(ℓ),
2) |f(x)| > ε for x ∈ Yj(ℓ),
3) there is aβ > 1 such thatβℓ < |Z|.

Remark. Assumption 3) above is only stated for future reference. It is just a different
formulation of the statement that for fixedℓ, |Z| must be larger than someΓ = Γ(ℓ), see
Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 4.2. LetN < ∞, let v0 satisfy Definition 4.1. IfΓ > π andβ > 1 are sufficiently
large, then the conclusions of Theorem 2.3 hold for the corresponding solutionsvt of Eq.(2.1)
(with |Z| as defined in Section 3).

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

Lemma 4.3. Let vT andαc, be as in Theorem 2.3. There is aC < ∞ such that‖vT −
uZ(T )‖Z(T ) ≤ C exp

(

−αc|Z(T )|
)

, where‖f‖2
Z = −

(

f, LZf
)

= −
(

f, f ′′ + (1− 3u2
Z)f

)

.

Proof. See Section 5.

Remark 1. Lemma 4.3 shows that the orbit ofvT enters the attracting neighborhoodAN−2,Γ
of the invariant setZN−2,Γ, after the collapse of an interval (see Eq.(3.3) and Eq.(3.4) for the
definitions of these sets). In a way, it shows that the basin ofattraction of the invariant cone
ZN−2,Γ is much larger thanAN−2,Γ, and in fact contains points that have just come out ofZN,Γ

through the collapse of a pair of kinks. This is to be comparedwith the case of an evolution
equation in a bounded spatial domain, see Proposition 4.3 in[CP2]. There it was shown that
any orbit reaching the boundary ofZN,Γ cannot ever re-enter it. This only shows that one will
never see again a configuration withN kinks. But one still expects to see configurations with
less kinks. With the result Lemma 4.3, we are able to show thatthere are initial configurations
which “cascade” fromZN,Γ to ZN−2,Γ to ZN−4,Γ and so on.

Remark 2. In [CP1,CP2], the authors use three small parameters in their proofs, and the game
with these three parameters is quite involved. The first one,ρ in their notations, corresponds to
1/Γ with our definitions. This small parameter is the main ingredient of the whole proof. Their
second small parameter is the diffusion constantε (this is not the ε of Definition 2.1). Upon
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rescaling, this small parameter can be identified with the inverse of the size of the spatial domain
in which the evolution is defined. It can be eliminated by working directly on the infinite line as
was shown in [ER]. Finally the present paper shows that the constraint on the third parameter,
calledσ in [CP1], can be relaxed. This parameter measures the size ofthe allowed perturbations
around the multi-kink stateuZ (this is theσ of Eq.(3.2)).

We next introduce a set of configurations of zeros which are quite general and for which
we can control the dynamics of the kinks for arbitrarily longtimes. We begin with a construction
involving only finitely many zeros,i.e., we give ourselves aZ ∈ ΩN,Γ, with N = 2M + 1.
We use the same notations as in Section 3:Z = {z0, . . . , zN}, ℓj = zj − zj−1, j = 1, . . . , N ,
|Z| = min{ℓ1, . . . , ℓN}. We will construct a discrete dynamics which approximate the behavior
of the zeros of a solution of Eq.(2.1) by using only the following simple rule: at each time-step,
erase the two nearest zeros and keep the other ones fixed (thisis the model studied by Bray,
Derrida, and Godr̀eche in [BDG]). Then we will state conditions on the initial configuration of
zeros which imply that the continuous dynamics of Eq.(2.1) remain well-approximated by this
discrete model for a long enough time.

We associate a labeled tree with the configurationZ. By a labeled tree we mean a set of
vertices and edges. Each vertex is associated (“labeled”) with a number or with∞. The vertices
are drawn onM + 1 levels numbered 0, . . . ,M . On levelk there areN − 2k + 2 vertices
numbered 0, . . . , N − 2k + 1. Hence the(j + 1)th vertex from the left on the(k + 1)th level
from the top is identified with(k, j) ∈ Z2. It is labeled withv(k, j) ∈ R ∪ {∞} which will
be defined below. There are edges between some vertices of level k and some vertices of level
k + 1 which will also be constructed below by iteration. We first define

v(k, 0) = v(k,N − 2k + 1) = ∞ , k = 0, . . . ,M ,
v(0, j) = ℓj , j = 1, . . . , N .

We next construct levelk + 1 from levelk, 0≤ k ≤ M − 1. We definejmin(k) by

v
(

k, jmin(k)
)

= min{v(k, j) : j = 1, . . . , N − 2k} .

We suppose here that there is a unique suchjmin(k). (In Definition 4.4 below we will restrict
ourselves to configurations for which this is true.) The edges are drawn according to the
following rule:
1) There are three edges going from the vertices(k, jmin(k)), (k, jmin(k)+1), (k, jmin(k)−1)

to the single vertex(k + 1, jmin(k)− 1).
2) There is an edge between(k, j) and(k + 1, j) (if j < jmin(k) − 1) or between(k, j) and

(k + 1, j − 2) (if j > jmin(k) + 1).
It remains to define the numbersv(k + 1, j):

v(k + 1, j) =
∑

m:(k,m)→(k+1,j)

v(k,m) ,

wherea → b means “there is an edge betweena andb.” If one element of the above sum is∞,
then the sum is∞. This construction is iterated fromk = 0 to k = M − 1. We also define
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sequencesZ(k) = {z(k)0 , . . . , z
(k)
N−2k} of real numbers: fork = 0 we simply letZ(0) = Z. For

k > 0 we first definez(k)0 by the following procedure: starting from the vertex(k, 1) one goes
up the tree following always the leftmost possible edge, until one reaches vertex(0, j0). More
precisely

j0 = min
{

j ∈ {1, . . . , N} : (k, 1) is connected to(0, j) by edges
}

.

We letz(k)0 = z
(0)
j0−1 andz(k)j+1 = z

(k)
j + v(k, j + 1), j = 0, . . . , N − 2k − 1.

Definition 4.4. We say thatZ ∈ ΩN,Γ is (N, γ1)–non-degenerate if the corresponding tree
has labelsv(k, j) which satisfy: for eachk = 0, . . . ,M − 1, let

d1(k) = v(k, jmin(k)) d2(k) = min
{

v(k, j) : j ∈ {1, . . . , N − 2k}\jmin(k)
}

,

then

γ1d1(k) < d2(k) , (4.1)

with γ1 > 1.

The discrete dynamics is now easy to formulate:Z(k) is the configuration of zeros after
k steps of the discrete-time dynamics. The dynamics ends whenthere are only two zeros left,
namely afterM steps. This discrete dynamics is a good approximation for the continuous
dynamics of Eq.(2.1) in the sense that if one starts with an initial conditionv0 with a set of zeros
equal toZ(0), then there are timest1 < t2 < . . . < tn such thatv(·, tk) has zeros approximately
given by the setZ(k). In terms of the continuous dynamics Definition 4.4 means that two
successive collapse times are never too close.

Example. We takeN = 7,Z = {0, 7, 27, 32, 33, 41, 44,56} (in units in whichΓ = 1). Fig.
2 shows the corresponding tree. We obtain the following setsof zeros:

Z(1) = {0, 7, 27, 41, 44, 56} , Z(2) = {0, 7, 27, 56} , Z(3) = {27, 56} .

Fig. 3 shows the zerosz(k)j on the interval [−1, 57] and the functionsuZ given by Eq.(3.1) with

Z = Z(k). The numbersdj(k) are in this case given by:

d1(1) = 1 , d1(2) = 3 , d1(3) = 7 ,
d2(1) = 3 , d2(2) = 7 , d2(3) = 20 .

For eachk = 0, . . . , 3, we haved2(k) > 2d1(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 configurationZ = {0, 7, 27, 32, 33, 41, 44, 56}. The numbers are the labels of
the vertices,i.e., the distances between two successive zeros of the functionsu

Z(k) shown in Fig. 3.

Fig. 3: The horizontal lines are 4 copies of the interval [−1, 57]. The vertical lines show the pointsz(k)
j

, k = 0, . . . , 3,
j = 0, . . . , 7− 2k, with j going from the left to the right andk from top to bottom. The superimposed dotted lines are
the functionsu

Z(k) .

As will be shown in Theorem 4.6, for eachN < ∞, for sufficiently largeγ1 = γ1(N),
Definition 4.4 implies that the discrete model is a good approximation up to the time when all
kinks have collapsed. Unfortunately,γ1(N) → ∞ whenN → ∞. Hence Definition 4.4 is not
a sufficient condition to control infinitely many kinks. However, since all kinks will disappear
in a finite time we can still make a condition on the remaining (infinitely many) kinks, so that
nothing “invades” the small region we are looking at during this time. This is done by the
following definition.

Definition 4.5. We callZ∞ = {zj}j∈Z
∈ RZ, a (k,N, γ1, γ2)–separable configuration of



Dynamics of embedded kinks 11

zeros if{zk, . . . , zk+N} is in ΩN,Γ, is (N, γ1)–non-degenerate, and the following holds

log
(

min
{

ℓk, ℓk+N+1

})

≥ γ2(zk+N − zk) , (4.2)

with γ2 > 1.

We next describe the “generic” behavior of zeros inside a finite region of the real line.

Theorem 4.6. Let N < ∞. Let Γ,ZN,Γ be as in Theorem 3.2. For sufficiently large
γ2 = γ2(N), γ1 = γ1(N), for any (k,N, γ1, γ2)–separable configurationZ∞, the following
holds:
Let K = [zk − Γ, zk+N + Γ] and letvt(x) be a solution of Eq.(2.1) for which
1)
{

x ∈ R : v0(x) = 0
}

= Z∞,
2) There exists av∗0 ∈ ZN,Γ for which

(

v0 − v∗0
)

χ
K

≡ 0, with ZN,Γ as in Theorem 3.2.
Then there is aT < ∞ such that|vT (x)| > 0 for all x ∈ K.

Proof. Let vt andv∗t be the orbits ofv0 andv∗0 under Eq.(2.1). We supposek = 0. For any
δ > 0, and for allT < exp

(

γ2(zN − z0)
)

− log
(

1/δ
)

, for sufficiently largeγ2 = γ2(N, δ),
Lemma B.1 and Definition 4.5 imply‖χ

K

(

vT − v∗T
)

‖∞ ≤ δ. Hence it suffices to prove the
claim with vt replaced byv∗t and check that there is aγ2(N, δ) such thatT satisfies the above
inequality with a sufficiently smallδ.

By Definition 4.4, Eq.(1.1), and Theorem 3.3, there is a timeT1 < C exp
(

αc(zN−z0)
)

such
that|v∗T1

(x)| > 0 if x ∈ Xj ≡ [zj−1−Γ, zj+Γ] wherej = jmin(0). Let 2ε = infx∈Xj
|v∗T1

(x)|,
let β = γ1. Then±v∗T1

satisfies Definition 4.1 hence by Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 there is a
timeT2 ≤ K|Z| ≤ K(zN − z0) such thatv∗T1+T2

∈ AN−2,Γ.

This argument can be repeated until all zeros ofv∗t have disappeared. Thekth step takes a
timeT1(k) + T2(k), whereTj(k) are as above, namelyT1(k) is the time for the intervalℓjmin(k)

to collapse, andT2(k) is the time forv∗t to enterAN−2k,Γ after this collapse. Note that the
following bound holds because of Definition 4.4:

∣

∣Z
(

T1(k) + T2(k)
)
∣

∣− d1(k) ≤
k
∑

n=1

nγ−n
1 ≤ N

γ1 − 1
.

Assumingγ1(N) > 1+ 4N/Γ make the discrete model still valid up to this time.
By the above argument, for eachk, T1(k)+T2(k) ≤ C exp

(

αc(zN − z0)
)

+K(zN − z0).
This gives a total timeTtot =

∑

k T1(k) + T2(k) ≤ 2N exp
(

2αc(zN − z0)
)

. Assuming
γ2(N, δ) > N−1Γ−1(log log(1/δ) + log(2N)

)

+ 2αc we haveTtot ≤ exp
(

γ2(zN − z0)
)

−
log(1/δ). Taking for exampleδ = 1/4 completes the proof of Theorem 4.6.

Remark. A separable configurationZ may contain many disjoint intervalsKn, n ∈ J (with
J finite or infinite denumerable), each one satisfying Definition 4.4 with a sufficiently largeγ1.
In this case, Theorem 4.6 holds withK replaced by any of theKn, n ∈ J. WhenJ is finite,
there is an open setW ⊂ L∞(R, dx) such that any orbitvt of Eq.(2.1) withv0 ∈ W satisfies the
conclusions of Theorem 4.6 withK replaced by anyKn, n ∈ J.
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5. Proofs of Theorem 2.3 and of Lemma 4.3

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

L
(

f
)

(x) = ∂2
xf(x) + f(x)− f3(x) , (5.1)

andwt is the perturbation of the pair of kinks, namely,wt(x) = vt(x)− uZ(t)(x). One has the
equation:

∂twt(x) = L
(

uZ(t)

)

(x)−
∑

i=1,2

∂tzi(t)∂ziuZ(t)(x)

+
(

LZ(t)wt

)

(x)− 3uZ(t)(x)w
2
t (x)− w3

t (x) ,

(5.2)

where
(

LZf
)

(x) = ∂2
xf(x) +

(

1− 3u2
Z(x)

)

f(x) .

The above differential expression defines a self-adjoint operator with domainD(LZ) dense in
L2(R, dx). The same symbol,LZ , will be used for this operator.

We will also use the notationN(f, g) for the following polynomial appearing on the r.h.s.
of Eq.(5.2):

N(f, g) = 1− 3f2 − 3fg − g2 . (5.3)

The following results are taken from [ER].

Lemma 5.1. There are constantsαc > 0, M∗ > 0, C < ∞ such that for sufficiently large
|Z|, the following holds:
1) ‖L(uZ)‖∞ ≤ Ce−αc|Z|.
2) ‖LZτk(Z, ·)‖2 ≤ Ce−αc|Z|/2, for k = 1, 2.
3) Fork = 1, 2, if |x− zk| ≤ |Z|/2, then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

uZ(x)− tanh
( (−1)k(zk − x)√

2

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Ce−αc|Z| .

4) If w ∈ D(LZ) satisfies(w, τk(Z, ·)
)

= 0, for k = 1, 2, then

(

w,LZw
)

≤ −M∗
(

w,w
)

.

5) Fork = 1, 2, Mk = supp(τk(Z, ·)),

‖χMk

(

∂zkuZ − τk(Z, ·)
)

‖∞ ≤ Ce−αc|Z| .

Remark. Statement 4) above is a direct consequence of the spectral analysis ofLZ performed
in [ER] (see also Lemma 3.1, set 1/M ≈ M∗). In more intuitive words, statements 1) and 2) say
thatuZ is almost a stationary solution of Eq.(2.1), statement 3) shows that the interface (locally)
looks like the kink solution and statement 4) shows that the perturbationw, when defined as in
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Lemma 2.2 is (nearly) orthogonal to the unstable manifold ofthe point|Z| = ∞. Statement 5)
shows thatτj is close to the generator of the translation of thej th kink.

The strategy of the proof of Theorem 2.3 is the following: first we show that solutionsvt
of Eq.(2.1) thatremain admissible for allt ∈ [0, T ] must satisfy: the speed of the kinks∂tzi(t)
is very small, the “large part” of the perturbation (w2 in the notation of Definition 2.1) decays
uniformly and that the “small part” (w1) remains small. Then we use the maximum principle
and an inductive argument to show that admissible initial conditions remain admissibleand
converge to a small ball arounduZ(t).

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

Proposition 5.2. Let vt be a solution of Eq.(2.1). For anyα ≤ αc, if vt∗ is (ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–
admissible for somet∗ > 0, ℓ < ∞, ε > 0, and sufficiently largeΓ = Γ(α), thenzi(t

∗)
satisfies:

|∂tzi(t∗)| ≤ Ce−α|Z(t
∗

)| .

Proof. For simplicity, we writet for t∗. We also writeτj(t) for the functionτj(Z(t), ·). By
the definition ofZ(t) ≡ Z(vt), see Lemma 2.2, we have∂t(wt, τj(t)) = 0, or

∑

i=1,2

∂tzi(t)
{

(

∂ziuZ(t), τj(t)
)

−
(

wt, ∂ziτj(t)
)

}

=
(

∂tvt, τj(t)
)

.

If we defineSij =
(

∂ziuZ(t), τj(t)
)

−
(

wt, ∂ziτj(t)
)

then the matrixS =
(

Sij

)

i,j=1,2
is

invertible with uniformly bounded inverse (see [ER]). Thuswe can write

|∂tzi(t)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j=1,2

S
−1
ij

(

∂tvt, τj(t)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j=1,2

S
−1
ij

(

L(uZ(t)) + LZ(t)wt − 3uZ(t)w
2
t − w2

t , τj(t)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

(

‖L(uZ(t))‖2 sup
j

‖τj(t)‖2 + sup
j

∣

∣

∣

(

wt, LZ(t)τj(t)
)

∣

∣

∣

+ ‖(1− χ
K
)wt‖2

2 + sup
j

‖χ
K
τj(t)‖∞

)

,

whereχ
K

is the characteristic function of the intervalK = [m1(t) − ℓ,m1(t) + ℓ], andL(·)
is given by Eq.(5.1). Using Lemma 5.1, one finds that each termin the above expression is
bounded byC exp

(

−α|Z(t)|
)

.
We next prove two lemmas which establish bounds on the evolution in the middle of the

interval enclosed by the two kinks (first lemma) and outside and near the boundary of this
interval (second lemma).
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Lemma 5.3. For anyα ≤ αc, ε > 0, ℓ < ∞, and sufficiently largeΓ = Γ(α, ε, ℓ) > 0, if vt
is an(ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–admissible solution of Eq.(2.1) for allt ≤ 1, then

‖χ
K

(

uZ(T ) − vT
)

‖∞ ≤ C
(

e−α|Z(0)| + ‖χ
K
(uZ(0) − v0)‖∞e−εT + sup

0≤t≤T
‖χ∆wt‖∞

)

for T ≤ 1 and for anyK =
[

m1(0)− ℓ∗, m1(0) + ℓ∗
]

, ∆ = supp(Θ′
K
), whereℓ + 1 ≤ ℓ∗ ≤

Γ/2.

Proof. By Proposition 5.2, we can takeΓ so large that for allt ≤ 1, |m1(t) − m1(0)| ≤ 1
and ||Z(t)| − |Z(0)|| ≤ 1. We use the notationN(f, g) defined in Eq.(5.3). Forx ∈ K

∗ ≡
K ∪∆ = supp(Θ

K
), one has

N(uZ(t)(x), wt(x))

= 1− u2
Z(t)(x)− 2uZ(t)(x)

(

uZ(t)(x) + wt(x)
)

− wt(x)
(

uZ(t)(x) + wt(x)
)

≤ 1− (1− Ce−αΓ/2)2 − 2ε(1− Ce−αΓ/2)− ε

≤ −ε ,

providedΓ is such thatC exp
(

−αΓ/2
)

≤ ε/2. We introduce the heat kernel

Gt(x) =
1√
4πt

exp

(−x2

4t

)

. (5.4)

We next use Eq.(5.2), Lemma A.1, and Lemma 7 of [C] to obtain the following forx ∈ K:

|wT (x)| = |Θ
K
(x)wT (x)|

=
∣

∣

∣

∫

∞

−∞

dy GT (x− y)w0(y)ΘK
(y) +

∫

T

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy GT−s(x− y)

×
(

N
(

uZ(s)(y), ws(y)
)

ws(y)ΘK
(y)−Θ′

K
(y)w′

s(y)−Θ′′
K
(y)ws(y)

+ Θ
K
(y)L

(

uZ(s)

)

(y)−
∑

i=1,2

∂tzi(s)ΘK
(y)∂ziuZ(s)(y)

)

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∫

∞

−∞

dy GT (x− y)Θ
K
(y)w0(y)− ε

∫

T

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy GT−s(x− y)Θ
K
(y)ws(y)

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣

∫

T

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy G′
T−s(x− y)Θ′

K
(y)ws(y)

∣

∣

∣
+ C sup

0≤s≤T
e−α|Z(s)|

≤ e−εT

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∞

−∞

dy GT (x− y)Θ
K
(y)w0(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C sup
0<s<T

‖χ∆ws‖∞ + Ce−α|Z(0)| .
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Lemma 5.4. For anyα ≤ αc, δ > 1, ε > 0, ℓ < ∞, and sufficiently largeΓ = Γ(α, ℓ, δ) > 0,
if v0 is an(ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–admissible function then the corresponding solutionvt of Eq.(2.1) satisfies:

max
{

‖χ
B

(

uZ(t) − vt
)

‖2 , ‖χB

(

uZ(t) − vt
)

‖∞
}

≤ C sup
0≤s≤t

(

e−αc|Z(s)| + ‖χ∆ws‖∞
)

for anyB =
(

−∞, m1(0)− ℓ̂
]

∪
[

m1(0) + ℓ̂,∞
)

whereℓ̂ ≥ ℓ+ δ, ∆ = supp(Θ′
B
), andt ≤ 1.

Proof. We takeΓ so large that, using Proposition 5.2,|m1(t)−m1(0)| < (δ−1) for all t ≤ 1.
We letB∗ = B ∪∆.

Bound on ‖ · ‖2. By Eq.(5.2), we have

1
2∂t‖ΘB

wt‖2
2 =

(

Θ
B
L(uZ(t)),ΘB

wt

)

−
∑

i=1,2

∂tzi(t)
(

Θ
B
∂ziuZ(t),ΘB

wt

)

+
(

Θ
B
wt,ΘB

LZ(t)wt

)

−
(

Θ
B
(3uZ(t) + wt)w

2
t ,ΘB

wt

)

≤ Ce−αc|Z(t)|‖Θ
B
wt‖2 +

(

Θ
B
wt, LZ(t)ΘB

wt

)

+
(

Θ
B
wt,−2Θ′

B
w′

t −Θ′′
B
wt

)

+ 4‖χ
B∗wt‖∞‖Θ

B
wt‖2

2

≤ Ce−αc|Z(t)|‖Θ
B
wt‖2 + C‖Θ

B
wt‖2‖χ∆wt‖∞

−
{

M∗ − 4‖χ
B∗wt‖∞ −

∑

i=1,2

(

∂ziuZ ,ΘB
wt

)2
}

‖Θ
B
wt‖2

2 ,

(5.5)

using the spectral properties of the linear operatorLZ(t), Lemma 5.1. Obviously (see Lemma
B.1) there is aK < ∞ such that‖χ

B∗wt‖∞ ≤ exp(Kt)‖χ
B∗w0‖∞. Using Lemma 5.1 and

takingΓ so large that for allt ≤ 1,

4eKt‖χ
B∗w0‖∞ +

∑

i=1,2

(

∂ziuZ ,ΘB
wt

)2

= 4eKt‖χ
B∗w0‖∞ +

∑

i=1,2

(

τi, (ΘB
− 1)wt

)2 + Ce−αc|Z|

≤ 4eK−αΓ + Ce−αcΓ ≤ M∗

2
,

we can integrate Eq.(5.5), and we get for allt ≤ 1,

‖Θ
B
wt‖2 ≤ C sup

0≤s≤t

(

e−αc|Z(s)| + ‖χ∆ws‖∞
)

+ e−M
∗

t/2‖Θ
B
w0‖2 . (5.6)
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Bound on ‖ · ‖∞. Let x be inB, letGt(·) be given by Eq.(5.4). We get

|wt(x)| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∞

−∞

dyΘ
B
(y)Gt(x− y)w0(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

t

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy
(

Θ
B
(y)Gt−s(x− y) + Θ′

B
(y)G′

t−s(x− y)
)

ws(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C sup
0≤s≤t

e−αc|Z(s)|

≤ C sup
0≤s≤t

(

e−αc|Z(s)| + ‖Θ
B
ws‖2 + ‖χ∆ws‖2

)

.

(5.7)

We apply the bound (5.6) and Lemma 5.4 is proved.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Assumev0 is (ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–admissible, for givenℓ, ε, α ≤ αc, and
for sufficiently largeΓ. Let Z(v0) = {z1(v0), z2(v0)} be given by Lemma 2.2. There is a
Y = {y1, y2, y3, y4} ∈ R4, z1(v0) < y1 < y2 < y3 < y4 < z2(v0), with the following property:
define the intervals L= (−∞, y1−1/2), Cj = (yj+1/2, yj+1−1/2), and R= (y4+1/2,∞).
Then the function

v∗0(x) = ΘL(x) tanh

(

x− y1√
2

)

+ΘR(x) tanh

(

y4 − x√
2

)

+
3
∑

j=1

(−1)jΘCj
(x)ϕyj−yj−1

(x− yj)

(5.8)

lies strictly belowv0. By the maximum principle, [CE], the orbitsvt andv∗t of Eq.(2.1) with initial
conditionsv0 andv∗0 satisfyv∗t (x) < vt(x) for all (x, t) ∈ R×R+. Moreover, for sufficiently
largeΓ, Y can be chosen such thatv∗0 satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2. It follows that
there are positive constantsC,B1, B2 and a functionZ∗(t) = {z∗1(t), . . . , z∗4(t)} : [0, t∗] → R4,
wheret∗ = exp

(

B1|z∗3(0)− z∗2 (0)|
)

andZ∗(0) = Y such that:

|z∗j (t)− z∗j (0)| ≤ Ce−B2|z
∗

3 (0)−z
∗

2 (0)| , j = 1, . . . , 4 ,

‖v∗t − v∗∗t ‖∞ ≤ Ce−B2|z
∗

3 (0)−z
∗

2 (0)| ,
(5.9)

with v∗∗t given by Eq.(5.8) replacingY byZ∗(t).
The above discussion shows that if there is anℓ(t) such thatvt is (ε, α, ℓ(t),Γ)–admissible

for t ≤ t∗, then ℓ(t) ≤ ℓmax ≡ |z∗3(0) − z∗2(0)| + C exp(−B2|z∗3(0) − z∗2 (0)|), which is
independent ofΓ, α, andε. We chooseΓ such thatℓmax ≤ Γ/2. Moreover, when using Lemma
5.4 and Lemma 5.3, we have the bound‖χ∆wt‖∞ ≤ C exp(−αc|Z(0)|/4) for all timest ≤ t∗.

Sincev0 is (ε, α, ℓ,Γ)–admissible, by continuity, there is a timet > 0 such thatvs(x) >
ε/2 for |x−m1(0)| < ℓmax ands < t. By Lemma 5.3,vt(x) > ε for |x−m1(0)| < ℓmax.

We repeat this argument untilt = T1 ≡ |Z(0)|/ε. It follows that for all t ≤ T1, vt is
(ε, α, ℓmax, |Z(0)| − δ)–admissible for someδ ≤ CT1 exp

(

−α|Z(0)|
)

≤ |Z(0)|/3 (this bound
follows from Proposition 5.2 ifΓ ≤ |Z(0)| is sufficiently large).
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Using repeatedly Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4, we obtain

‖uZ(T1)
− vT1

‖2 ≤ CT1 sup
t≤T1

e−αc|Z(0)|/4 and ‖uZ(t) − vt‖∞ ≤ CT1 sup
t≤T1

e−αc|Z(0)|/4 .

We finally use Lemma 5.4 withB = R (in fact equations (5.6) and (5.7), withχ∆ ≡ 0 and
Θ

B
≡ 1), to show that after a timeT2 of order |Z(T1)|, we get the bound we claimed. The

bound onT = T1 + T2 follows from Proposition 5.2.
We finish this section with the

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We have trivially‖f‖2
Z ≤ ‖f ′‖2

2 + 4‖f‖2
2, hence we need only

bound‖w′
T ‖2

2. We decomposewT (x) = χE(x)wT (x) + χI(x)wT (x) where I = [m1(0) −
ℓmax, m1(0) + ℓmax] and E= R\I, with ℓ as in Theorem 2.3. LetGt(x), N(·, ·), L(·) be given
by Eq.(5.4), Eq.(5.3), and Eq.(5.1) respectively. We compute first

‖χEw
′
T ‖2 ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

T

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy G′
T−s(x− y)ΘE(y)L

(

uZ(s)

)

(y)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

∞

∞

dy G′
T (x− y)ΘE(y)w0(y)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

T

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy G′
T−s(x− y)

×
(

N
(

uZ(s)(y), ws(y)
)

ΘE(y)ws(y)−
(

Θ′
E(y)ws(y)

)

′
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ C sup
0≤s≤T

e−α|Z(s)| + C sup
0≤s≤T

‖χE∗ws‖2 ,

where E∗ = R\[m1(0)− ℓmax+ 1, m1(0) + ℓmax− 1]. The remaining term,

‖χIw
′
T ‖2 ≤

√

ℓmax‖χIw
′
T ‖∞ ,

can be bounded by a similar argument as in Lemma 5.3.



Dynamics of embedded kinks 18

Appendix A

Lemma A.1. Let f(x, t) ∈ L∞
(

t ∈ [0, 1] → L2(R, dx)
)

, let λ ∈ R, let Gt(x) be as in
Eq.(5.4). Then, the following holds:

∫

∞

−∞

dy Gt(x− y)f(y, 0) + λ

∫

t

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy Gt−s(x− y)f(y, s)

= eλt
∫

∞

−∞

dy Gt(x− y)f(y, 0) .

Proof. LetA be the following operator, densely defined on L∞
(

t ∈ [0, 1] → L2(R, dx)
)

:

(

Af
)

(x, t) =

∫

t

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dy Gt−s(x− y)f(y, s) .

It is easy to see that there is a constantC such that‖Anf‖ ≤ C‖f‖/n! which implies that the
series

f(x, t) =
∞
∑

n=0

λn
(

Ang
)

(x, t) (A.1)

converges and is a solution of the equation

f(x, t) = g(x, t) + λ
(

Af
)

(x, t) .

Substitutingg(x, t) =
∫

dy Gt(x− y)f(y, 0) into Eq.(A.1) and using

∫

R2

dy dz Gt−s(x− y)Gs−ℓ(y − z)f(z, ℓ) =

∫

R

dyGt−ℓ(x− y)f(y, ℓ) ,

one obtains that

f(x, t) =
∞
∑

n=0

λn

∫

t

0
dt1

∫

t1

0
dt2 . . .

∫

tn−1

0
dtn

∫

∞

−∞

dy Gt(x− y)f(y, 0)

= eλt
∫

∞

−∞

dy Gt(x− y)f(y, 0)

is a solution of the equation

f(x, t) =

∫

∞

−∞

dy Gt(x− y)f(y, 0) + λ

∫

t

0
ds

∫

∞

−∞

dyGt−s(x− y)f(y, s) .
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Appendix B

Lemma B.1. LetK = [−L, L], let ε ∈ (0, 1), and letvt andwt be two solutions of Eq.(2.1),
with ‖χ

K

(

v0 − w0

)

‖∞ ≤ ε. There areK1, K2 > 0 such that for anyδ, t, ℓ satisfying

1 < t < K1

(

min{ℓ, logε−1} − logδ−1) , ℓ < L ,

one has

‖χ[−L+ℓ,L−ℓ]

(

vt − wt

)

‖∞ ≤ K2(δ + ε) .

Proof. Let Gt(x) be given by Eq.(5.4). By Duhamel’s principle, withF (x, y) = 1 + x2 +
y2 + xy, we have

vt(x)− wt(x) =
(

Gt ⋆ (v0 − w0)
)

(x) +

∫

t

0
ds
(

Gt−s ⋆
(

F (vs, ws)(vs − ws)
)

)

(x) , (B.1)

where⋆ denotes convolution. We next considerx ∈ [−L + ℓ, L− ℓ]. For t > 1, the first term
of Eq.(B.1) is easily bounded:

∣

∣

(

Gt ⋆ (v0 − w0)
)

(x)
∣

∣ ≤ C1(e
−C2ℓ

2
/t + ε) . (B.2)

We introduce the following notations:δvt(x) = vt(x) − wt(x), ϕ(y) = exp
(

−2
√

1+ y2
)

,

ϕx(y) = ϕ(x− y). We first compute

∂t

∫

ϕx(δvt)
2

= 2
∫

ϕxδvt

(

∂2
y

(

δvt
)

+ F
(

vt, wt

)

δvt

)

≤ −
∫

ϕx

(

∂y(δvt)
)2 +

∫

ϕx(δvt)
2

(

2 sup
|x|≤1,|y|≤1

|F (x, y)|+ ‖ϕ′
xϕ

−1
x ‖2

∞

)

≤ C3

∫

ϕx(δvt)
2 .

This shows that

(
∫

ϕx

(

δvt
)2

) 1
2 ≤ eC3t

(
∫

ϕx(δv0(y)
)2

) 1
2 ≤ C4e

C3t
(

ε+ e−ℓ
)

. (B.3)
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Combining Eq.(B.1), Eq.(B.3), and Eq.(B.2), we obtain the following bound:

|vt(x)− wt(x)| ≤ C1

(

e−C2ℓ
2
/t + ε

)

+

∫

t

0
ds

∫

R

dy Gt−s(x− y)ϕ1/2
x (y)ϕ−1/2

x (y)
∣

∣δvs(y)F
(

vs(y), ws(y)
)
∣

∣

≤ C1

(

e−C2ℓ
2
/t + ε

)

+ C5

∫

t

0
ds

(
∫

R

dy ϕ−1
x (y)G2

t−s(x− y)

)1
2
(
∫

R

dy ϕx(y)(δvs(y))
2
) 1

2

≤ C1

(

e−C2ℓ
2
/t + ε

)

+ C6

∫

t

0
ds eC2(t−s)

(

ε+ e−ℓ
)

≤ C7

(

e−C2ℓ
2
/t + ε+ eC2t(ε+ e−ℓ)

)

.

The claim follows easily.
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