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Abstract

We establish a rigorous well-posedness results for the Marchenko system associated to the
scattering theory of the one dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GP). Under some assumptions
on the scattering data, these well-posedness results provide regular solutions for (GP). We also
construct particular solutions, called N —soliton solutions as an approximate superposition of
traveling waves. A study for the asymptotic behaviors of such solutions when ¢ — +oo is also
made.

1 Introduction

In any space dimension N, it is usual to call nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) the evolution
equation

i+ Au+ f(lu)u=0, z€RN, teR (1)
where f : Rt — R is some smooth function. We often complete this equation by the boundary
condition at infinity

lim Ju(t, 2)| = po,
|x|—+o0

where the constant py > 0 is such that f(po) = 0. Equation (NLS) is called focusing when f’(po) > 0
and defocusing when f/(pg) < 0.

These equations are widely used as models in many domains of mathematical physics, especially in
non-linear optic, superfluidity, superconductivity and condensation of Bose-Einstein (see for example
[T, 2, B]). In non-linear optic case, the quantity |u|? corresponds to a light intensity, in that of the
Bose-Einstein condensation, it corresponds to a density of condensed particles.

In the following, we extend by Gross-Pitaevskii equation the one-dimensional non-linear Schrédinger
equation with cubic nonlinearity, namely

i0pu + 02u + (1 — [u*)u =0, (GP)
and for which the data at infinity satisfies 0 # pg = 1.

Multi-soliton solutions

In the early seventies, Shabat and Zakharov discovered an integrable system for the one-dimensional
cubic Schrédinger equation. They also proposed a semi-explicit method of resolution through the
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theory of inverse scattering. Their results were presented in two short articles, the first one is devoted
to the focusing case [4] and the second one is devoted to the defocusing case (i.e. to the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation (GP)) [5]. A similar structure was discovered a few years earlier by, Green,
Kruskal and Miura [6] for Korteweg - de Vries equation

v + 02v — 6vdv = 0. (KdV)

These equations have in common special solutions called solitons, which play an important role in
dynamics in the long time. In the following, we extend by soliton a progressive wave solution, i.e. a
solution of the form

u(t,z) = U(x — ct)

where U is the wave profile and c its speed. For the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GP)), such solutions
(of finite Ginzburg-Landau energy except for trivial constant solutions) exist if and only if the speed
c satisfies ¢ € (f\/ﬁ, \/5) In this case, for a fixed speed, the profile is unique modulo the invariants of
the equation: specifically

u(t,z) = U (x — x — ct)

where U, is explicitly given by

Uc(x)zvl—gtanh< 1—2\/§>+z\/§ (2)

and 0y, ¢ € R are arbitrary and reflect the invariance by renormalization of the phase and translation.

We will prove the following result :

Theorem 1.1 Let N > 1,¢c; <---<cy € (—\/5, V2), 0 €R and x1,--- ,xn € R be arbitrary and
fized. There exists a smooth solution u for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GP) on whole R x R such
that

lim u(t,z + ept) = 000 ALY, (2 — 2y — i),

t—+oo

forallz € R and k € {1,--- , N}, with
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In other words, in each coordinate system in translation with speed ci, the solution u behaves
asymptotically when ¢ — +oo like the soliton U,, translated appropriately, and the translation factors
when ¢t = o0, given by 1 and 7, , can be interpreted as a shift of binary collisions between the

solitons. A similar result for the focusing equation was described in [4], but the equivalence of Theorem
[T has not been proved by [5].

The solutions of Theorem [[L]] are obtained via an integrable system@ called Marchenko system.

IMore exactly, through a family of integrable system depending on two real variables.



Let :R — C and N € N*. For € € R, we set

A=AO = e g,
e1(€) = BN + A=),
BO) — BN

c2(§) = )
Assume that the function & — B(A(€)) belongs to the space L*(R) N L?(R). Consider:

1. N real numbers —% <M <..<AIN< \%

2. N real strictly negative numbers piy, ..., iy -
Finally, we define the functions of real variable

I ;
Fua(z Z#k)\ke T Fia(z) = —/ c1(§)e**de,

2 J_

L[t :
Fa (= Zuke T Fp(z) = Qﬂ/ ca(€)ede,

F1 = Fig — F11, Fy= Fy — Foy,

with vy = /3 = A2, k€1, N.

Proposition 1.2 Let n > 0 be such that
1
A= A"2B(N) € L®([—=, +00]). 3
B(A) ([ 7 ) 3)

There exists a constant eg > 0, depending on N, n, A\; and p;, such that if
IA"BC 2o (125,400 < €0
then for every x € R the Marchenko system (with parameter x)

2V204 (z,y) = Fa(z +y)
— [TV, ) (Fi(s +9) = iFY(s + )+ Di(e,s) (s +y)lds,
2V2Us(z,y) = f(Fl(:Hy) +iFy(z +y))
— [FOINV2U (2, 5) (Fi(s +y) + iFy(s +y)) + Ua(, 5)Fa(s +y)]ds,

has a unique solution ¥(x,.) € (H}(y > x))*. Moreover, the function
U:RxRT = C?: ¥(zx,p) = U(x,z + p),
belongs to the space C*(R, (H"*(R*))?), k€ {0,...,n—1}.

The well-posedness in the previous proposition are obtained by perturbation of the case § = 0,
which corresponds to the exact multi-solitons solutions, and for which the result is completely of
algebraic nature.

We refer the reader to [7] and [§] for more details about the derivation of Marchenko system via
the scattering theory associated to (GP). We focus in this paper on the other direction where the
link with the Gross-Pitaevskii equation is obtained by the following proposition which introduces an
additional time parameter ¢ in Marchenko system:



Proposition 1.3 Assume that
Bt A) = c(N) exp(—4iAét),  px(t) = pp exp(4\pvet), 1<k <N,

where the pf are assumed to be strictly negative and the function c satisfies assumptions @) above.
Then if the quantity ||)\”c(.)||Loo([% +oo]) 18 small enough, for every (t,z) € R? the Marchenko system
5

(with fized parameters x and t) has a unique solution W(t,x,.) € (H}(y > x))* such that ¥ €
CHR?, (H"=?*(RT))?) for all k € N with k < %. Moreover, if n > 3, the function

u(t, ) =14 2v/2i¥ 5 (t, z,0)

is solution of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in C1(R?) such that u(t,.) € C2(R) for all t € R. Finally,
if the vy, are pairwise distinct and c is a real-valued function, for t € R fized, we have

lim (u(t,z) —un(t,z)) =0,

r—+oo
where uy is the solution corresponding to 3 =0 (the other coefficients A\, and py are left equal).
The solutions mentioned in Theorem [[.T] are exactly the above solutions uy. The link between the

speeds ¢ of Theorem [[LT] and the coefficients Ay of Marchenko system is given by the relationships
C = 2>\k-

2 N-soliton solutions

The purpose of this section is the resolution of Marchenko system when 8(\) = 0. We set

1. N real numbers —% <M< A< <IN %

2. N negative real numbers pq, fio, ..., N -

In this case, the Marchenko system is rewritten as follows

N
R

N
+ e ka/ (V2 s (@, ) (A + ivi)e™ " + Ti (@, s)ure”"]ds,
=1 z

(5)

N
2\/§T2(x,y) = ﬁzuk )\kJr,“/k) VKT o= VkY

1

k=
N

+ Z e ”’“y/ V21 (z, s)pr (A — ivp)e ™" + Yo(z, s)pre”"**]ds.
k=1 ®

(6)

This means that T; and Y5 take the forms

N
zy) =Y fi(z)e Y, Ty(z,y) Zgg vy,
j=1



Denote ay = pg(Ar — ivg), hence

“+oo 400 N
/ To(z,s)e”"**ds = / Yo~ (itve)s g
x

—(vjtve)z

— Zgj v; +Vk

Similarly, we have
6 —(vjtvk)e

+oo
—l/de _
/z Yi(x,s) 5= ij 7

and the two equations (@) and (@) become

Nj. (7)

Ny (®)

N
W2 (z,y) = —Zuke”"‘xe’”*‘y
k=1
N
e~ (Witvi)z
0 N V2akg; () + e (2)]
; ; 3 BEZERZ
N
2V2Y5(z,y) = —ﬁZake’”k“’e’”ky
N
—(vjtv)z
e YN TV 20y fi () 4 pkg c
t2e Z i)+ s )]
Identifying the terms with factors exp(—vyy), we get
—(vitve)w
¢ —VEpX
2\/_fk Z ‘u'kfj + \/_akgj( )]7 = —pge T, ke {172a )
= vV + vk
N ef(l/jJrl/k,)I .
2V20k(x) = Y _[V200 f(x) + prg; (2)] ———— = —V2are ", k€ {1,2,..,
= vV + Vg

Assuming x as a parameter, the 2N equations (7)) and () correspond to linear system with 2N

equations and 2N unknowns. To analyze its resolution, we set

1 (A B
(s 4),
-ml@) 7= (=)

with
Vije L2 N} (A= e e )
1,) € y Ly ey i i 1,] y Ly ey ;
’ M+ p
e~lutu)e | om(uitng)e
(B),L] = 7\/5()@7 = 7}%7 Vi,j S {1,2, ..,N},
Hi + Hi + g

(CY)e = —pre™™*,  (C?*)p = —V20e™" Vk€{1,2,..,N},



(Fl)k:fkv (F2)k:gk Vk€{1a27"aN}v
so that (@) and (§) can be rewritten in the matrix form:

(I+T)F=C. 9)
Proposition 2.1 The matriz (I +T)(x) is invertible for every x € R.

Proof. The idea of this proof is to demonstrate that —1 is not an eigenvalue for T'. To this end,

define
Iy 0
o=(3 1)
with D € My(C) is a diagonal matrix defined as follows (D);; = f% Vi € {1, ..., N}. Using the fact
that |3;]? = u2, we get
1 (A-DB B
1_
e ( 0 0) ’

hence we have the following equivalence

~(—1 € Sp(T)) & ~(~1 € Sp(A — DB)) & det(A — DB + Iy)(zx) £0, Vz € R,

where
— —2uqz — —(v14vo)z — — (1N
(NlJrﬂl%)e(gT) (NlJrﬂl%)ele (HlJrﬂli—g)e,(,lT
~ (14w = ovon _ (o)
A—_DB = — (N2+52%)7€ P (u2+ﬁ2%)82u2 (M2+ﬁ25—§)7€ e
~ —(v1t+vN)z > —(votvn)z _ —2vyz
(N + BB (un + B2 S L (e + B )

Denote now D = —diag(ji1, pia, ..., piy). Then we have
det(A — DB+ Iy) # 0 < det((A — DB + Iy)D) # 0,
since det(D) = Hk 1(=ux) >0, and

—2u - o (1tva)T — —(v1+vN)T
(13 + B1Br) S (piz + BrBo) 2™ (i + i) S
o (1 +v)e o—2v2w o~ (2 tvN)e
(A—DB)D = | (M2 + BabBr) (15 + B2 a) S o (p2pn + 5251\/)ﬁ
(v1+vn)z _ o (2tvN)E B INT
(kv + 5N51)T+WJVV (unpia + By Bo) o (i + BNBN) -
It is clear that the matrix (A — DB)D is Hermitian and that
—x
((A - DB)D)M = (pipj +Biﬁj)/ eitvitgr Vi je{1,2,.,N}.
—00
Let now Z € CN¥\{0}. Then
<(A-DB+1IN)DZ,Z> = (A—DF)ﬁZ Z>+ <Dz, Z>
[ D SRR et
> 0,

which means that the matrix (A — DB + Ix)D is positive definite, hence det(A — DB + Iy)D # 0.
Thus, the proof is completed. m



3 Resolution of Marchenko system: proofs of Propositions

and 1.3

3.1 The case with no time dependence

The solution corresponding to 5 # 0 will be obtained by perturbation of the N-soliton solution

Ty

constructed in the previous section. Denote T = T ) the solution of Marchenko system () corre-
2

sponding to 8 = 0 and the same values of the other scattering coefficients, i.e. A; and p;. Define

Ui =0 -1y, U,=0Uy—Ts.
oy
The Marchenko system () is thus transformed into a system for ¥" = ( \II% ) :
2
(2V2Iq + Q) V" (2,y) = FU' (2, ),

where the two components (2,9")(x,.) and (2,97)2(x,.) of Q, " (z,y) are given by

“+oo +oo

(V)1 (z,y) = — VW (,8)(Fuy — iFy;) (s + y)ds — / Ui (x, s)Far(s + y)ds,

x x

+00 Foo
QU)o y) = — [ VU 8)(Fr + iFY) (s + y)ds — / (2, 5) Fan (5 + )ds,

x x
and the two components (FU");(z,.) and (F¥")a(z,.) of FU"(x,.) are given by

(FUN(z,y) = — - V2(Ty + Wh)(x,8)(Fio — iFy)(s + y)ds

x

+oo
[0 W) (w5) Faals + s + Faalo 4 ),

+oo
FUley) = = [ VIO W) (Frz i)+ )i
+oo
+/ (Tg+\I/§)(a:,s)F22(s+y)ds+\/§(F12+iF2’2)(:E+y).

The operator 2, € L(L2(y > x)) satisfies the following property:

Lemma 3.1 The operator ;. is positive independently of x. Namely,
o0 B
/ Q- ®>0, VOe(Li(y=>un))?
Proof. In view of the definition of Fy; and F51, we have

+00 ~ N +00
/ (2, ), D, —Zm/ e~ Dy (y)dyl

N 400
*\/izuk()\k +in)/
k=1 x

+oo
e*”ksq)g(s)ds/ e Py (y)ds,

(12)

(13)



8.1 The case with no time dependence

and

—+o0
/ (qu) = —ZMH/ kaq)g )dy|2

+o00 Foo
*\/ﬁz,ukO\k —z‘l/k)/ e’”"s@1(8)d5/ e™ By (y)ds.
k=1 ® “’

Combining (I3) and ([d]), we obtain
400 N +00
,/ QP @ = ZNH/ e VRV, ( dy| + Z,ufk|/ e VRV Dy ( )dy|2
x 1 x
N o) —+o0
+2\/§Zuk)\kRe (/ e_”"scbg(s)ds/ e_”’“yél(y)ds>
k=1 x xr

N +o00 +o0
72\/§Zuk1/klm (/ e*”’“sfﬁg(s)ds/ e”kycbl(y)ds) . (15)
k=1 x x

Since py are assumed negative, the sum of the last two terms of the right-hand side of ([f) is upper-
bounded by

N

+o0 too
—2\/§Z i/ AR + v} / e*”’“sfﬁl(s)ds/ e”kycbg(y)dy}
N +o0 +o0
< —Zuk (|/ ey (y)dy|* + |/ e—kaq)Q(y)dy|2) :
x x

Then

The operator 2v/2I; + Q, € L(LZ(y > x)) is coercive independently of z. Namely, we have
+oo _
/ (V3L + 0,8 & > 22Dl 2, V€ (I2(y > 2))®, VreR, (16)

which implies that it is an isomorphism on (L2(y > z))? and that 1(2v214+ Q) M ore) < This

\/_
allows us to establish the following corollary:

Corollary 3.2 For every k € N, the operator 2v/2I4 + Q. is an isomorphism of
L(H}(y > x)). Moreover, we have

1
221, + Q) ! < .
¢ d+ Q) lzary < /3

Proof. Let ® € (H;j(y > x))?. We know that there exists a unique © € (L2 (y > x))* such that

(2v2I5 4+ Q,)0 =



8.1 The case with no time dependence

In view of the definition of Q,, we have Q2,0 € (H}(y > x))?, hence

1

2v/2

This proves that 2v/2I; + Q, : (H;j(y > 7))? — (H;“(y > 2))? is invertible, hence 2v/2 is not an
eigenvalue for —Q, € L((H}(y > x))?). This operator is compact, since it is a finite-rank one. Then
in view of Fredholm alternative, 2v/2 belongs to the resolvent of —§),. This means that 2v/2I; + Q,
is an isomorphism on (H;€ (y > x))2. On the other hand, the point spectrum of 2v/21, + €, relatively
to the space (Hj(y > x))? is included in the point spectrum relatively to (L2(y > x))?, and similarly
for (2¢/215 + Q,)~'. Since Q, € L((H}(y > x))?) is compact, the spectrum of 2v/21,; + 2, contains
only eigenvalues. We deduce therefore that

o (2,0 - @) € (H(y > 2))”.

_ _ 1
12V2I4 + Qo) "l eey < N2V2Ia+ Q) Mgz < ok

Equation ({0) is equivalent to
U (z,y) = (2205 + Q) L FU" (2, y). (17)

For x € R, we use the fixed point argument to prove that (I7)) has a unique solution ¥"(z,.) €
(H}(y > x))?. To this end, the following lemma will be needed:

Lemma 3.3 Let 2 € R. The function F defined above is Lipschitz continuous on (H}'(y > x))* and

there exists a constant C > 0 depending on B such that for all V" (z,.), ¥!(z,.) € (Hy(y > 7))2, we
have
[(FO" = FU) (@, g a2 < CIO () = O (@, )|y (y2a))2-

Proof. Let ¥"(z,.), ¥ (z,.) € (H]}(y > x))?. For every k < n, we have

FEFV — FU(ry) = — [ VAW — Lo, 5) (Fia — i) P (s + y)ds
[T s 18)
TV — FUl)y(ay) = — [ VAW — W) () (Fia 4 iFh) P (s 4 y)ds
+oo
+ / (W5 — W), ) FD (s + y)ds, (19)
where )
(i =P s+ ) = 5 [0 (14 5500 + (1= D50 ) ¥
ok
40 = o= [ B0 - sanesemag
Denote
(=€) = 69" ({14 51900 + (1= 5N )
(i€)*




3.2 Variation for Proposition[1.3 : addition of time dependence

Since A + A"F25()) is assumed to be in Lm([%, +00]), there exists C' > 0 such that
[EENBAE)] < N 2IBO] < Crk € {0, m)
Then di, e, € L'(R) N L*°(R) and (I8) can be rewritten as follows
OV - FUney) = [ ko)Al +uds - [ Wi+ s
R R

(wi * € (—))(—y) = (@3 * di(=)(~y),

(20)
with wl(s) = 1z 4 oo (] — ¥h)(z, 5), w2(s) = V214 oo (¥5 — Uh) (2, s), where d, €1, are the Fourier
transforms of dy, ¢ respectively. Since the functions dy, €, w} and w?2 belongs to L?(R), we have

1, ~ w171 2~ _w=1 3
Wy * ek(i') =F [wzdk]ﬂ Wy * ek(i') =F [wxek]v

where F~1 is the inverse Fourier transform. This implies that the left hand side members of previous
equations belong to L*(R) and that 9 (FU" — FU')(z,.) € (Li(y > z))*. Applying the Fourier
transform on (20) and taking the LQ(R) norm, we obtain

|05 (FO™ = FU1 (2, ez zay < V2ldill ol (W5 = U5) (@, ) L2 (y20)
Hlewll oo @ 1 (W] — U (2, )22 (y2a)
22 N B() || poe (2 - +oo])
<195 — 0@, )22 (y20)

H (W5 = ) (@, ) L2 (y2a))-

IN

A similar argument yields the same inequality from ([9). This completes the proof. m
Consequently, if H)\"ﬂ(.)||Loo[%7+oo[ is small enough, the operator (2v/21; + ;) "' F has a unique
fixed point " (z,.) € (H}'(y > x))* which is the solution of ().

3.2 Variation for Proposition [I.3] : addition of time dependence

Assume that
B(EA) = c(N) exp(—4ireD),  up(t) = p exp(eyt), 1<k < N,

In the case ¢ = 0, we deduce, following the same steps followed in Section 2] that there exist two
families {f}, {gx} of functions in the space C*°(R?) such that for all (¢,z) € R?, the function

t
y—= Yt z,y) = (katm ”"ngktm ”’“)

is the unique solution of the corresponding Marchenko system. The dependence on ¢ of the two
operators 2, and F does not change the previous results. More specifically, the operator €2, stays
non-negative independently of (¢, ) € R2. This allows us to establish a similar corollary to Corollary
On the other hand, we have

1588, X)L @) = 1€" A Lo ) b < 7

Hence, if H)\"c(.)HLw([% +oof) is small enough, for all (¢,x) € R2, the operator (2v/2I; + Q,)~'F has
5
a unique fixed point W" (¢, x,.) € (H,'(y > x))? which is the solution of (I0).



8.8  Regularity with respect to x and t of Marchenko system solutions

3.3 Regularity with respect to » and ¢ of Marchenko system solutions
To give sense to such regularity, the following reformulation
®(z,p) = ®(z,z +p), (v,p) € RxRT,
which makes the domain of variables fixed, will be useful. Equation ({I0) can be rewritten as follows
V2L +Q,)8" = T, ¥ + T,X + F,, (21)

where 7T, is the linear part of the operator F. Namely,

— oo B () —\/ido
T2(t)2(p) = /O T(t,s 4 2z + p)®(s)ds, T = <_\/§d0 " ) ,
+oo o
Q.000) = [ 0lts 20+ p)0(ds, 2= <\/§(Ff2j— ) V(P - sz))’

and
F. o= FQQ(ZJ) + )
‘ V2(Fia +iF3) (2 +-))
The operator (2v/2I; + Q,(t)) has the same properties as (2125 + Q. (t)), i. e. it is coercive
independently of ¢,z on the space (L?(R*))2. We set

Vo= (V20 + Q) T+ (V2D + Q) N Y + Fy)
= M,¥" + R,.

Lemma 3.4 Assume that n > 3. Let k be an integer such that k < 5. The operator M, (t) €
L((H"2F(R*))?) is contraction independently of t,x. Moreover, The application

R? = L((H"2*(RT))?) : (t,z) — M, (t)

is of class C*(R?).

Proof. The contraction property of M,(t) is a result of the fact that (2v/2I + Q.(t))~'F is con-
traction independently of (t,z). The two applications (t,z) + T.(t) and (¢,z) — 2v/2I4 + Q,(t) are

of classes C*(R) and C*(R) respectively. In fact, we have 7' € H"(R). Then there exists C' > 0 such
that for all t € R, ® € (H'(R™))? and j € {0,...,n — 1}, the L?(R™") norm of the term

[(% (72%?(7.) _ f(f,)) B T’(.)) () (t) * 1]R+cI>] (=22 — )

is upper-bounded by

C @l 1 (mty,

L*(R)

(+ (7 -7)-7) -

where 73, is the translation with respect to x. Hence, the fact that

’ (L(ar-7)-7) -

lim

= ()7
h—0

L2(R)




3.4 Construction of the Gross-Pitaevskii solution

proves that the application R — L(H"™!) : 2 + T,(t) is differentiable. On the other hand, by
dominated convergence theorem and the continuity of Fourier transform on L?(R), for every j €

{0,...,n — 2} we have
(7
1 f fy A~
<E (AT -7)- 8tT> (t)

This proves that R — L(H"™?) : t — T,(t) is differentiable. Similar arguments prove that the partial
derivatives 9] 0L T, (t) exist in L((H"~2~1(R))?). On the one hand, we have 8} 5(t,\) = (—4iA¢)I B(t, \)
et |AE7 < (€)%. and on the other hand, the partial derivative 9. of the kernel T in 7, involves the
power |¢|7. Hence, since T' € H™(R), the application (t,z) — T,(t) is of class C*(R2, (H"~2F(R1))2).
Moreover, the application U +— U~ € GL((H™2*(R*))?) is of class C*°. Consequently,

=0.
L2(R)

lim
h—0

R? — L((H"2*(RT)?) : (t,2) = M, = (2V20, +Q,) "',

is of class C*(R?). m

For (n,k) € N* x N such that n > 3 and k < 3, we define the function
K :R% x (H*"2k(RT))2 — (H"2K(RT))? as follows:

K(t,2,®) =& — M,(t)® — R, (2,®) € R x (H" 2*(RT))%
In view of Lemma 34} K is of class C*. Finally, for all (t,2) € R?, we have
1. K(t,z,¥"(t,,.)) = 0.
2. 0aK(t,2,U" (¢, x,.)) = Ig — My(t).

In view of Lemma[3.4, M., (t) is a contraction, [ M (¢)[|z(gn-2r) < 1. This implies that 0s (¢, z, ¥" (t, 2, .))
is an automorphism. Consequently, both the implicit function theorem and the uniqueness of ¥" (¢, z, .)
imply that ¥" € C*(R2, (H"~2*(R*))?). For fixed t € R, a similar argument proves that if n € N*,
then for every integer k such that k < n, ¥'(t,.,.) € C*(R, (H" *(R*))2).
3.4 Construction of the Gross-Pitaevskii solution
In this section it will be proved that the function

u(t,z) = 14 2v2i0s(t, z,2) = 1 + 2200, (t, ,0)

is a solution of Gross-Pitaevskii equation. To this end, the following lemma will be useful

Lemma 3.5 Let (U1, Uy)! the solution of Marchenko system under the assumptions of Proposition

[L.3 with n > 3. Denote
AR
‘I’(@ 7, )

Let (X, €) € C?, such that X2 — &% = 1 and Im(€) < 0. Let X (z,\) = e~ %2 <\/§(; £)> We set
+o0o
W(te ) = X(z\) —/ U(t, 7, $) X (5, \)ds
+oo _
= (Id—/ i(t,x,p)e@’dp> X (x, N)ds,
0
1 .E 1 ,E 2
x1=(V3=1)2e"2"¢1, xo=(V3+1)2e' 27y, E= %A-



3.4 Construction of the Gross-Pitaevskii solution

Then 9(t,.,\) € C2(R) is a solution of

iMO;V +QV — AV =0, (22)
with Y
_(1 0 _( 0 ) _ V2
M(O _1>, Q(x)<q(x) O)’ and q= 5 U-
Moreover, we have
. E
dx — Bx =ivV3(5 — ™, (23)
e
with x = ( u ) , B=—/3i <(1) ?) 92 + <\/§+1 ' ulzf?,) .
X2 8;CU ﬁl

Proof. The proof depends essentially on the well-posedness of Marchenko system and the choice of
the function

B(t, N) = e(\) exp(—4iAEt).

Since n > 3, we have the following regularity ¥ = <%1> € CY(R%, HY(R*)?) and ¥(t,.,.) €
2

C*(R, H*(R*)?) for all t € R. To prove that 1 is a solution of (22)), it suffices to prove that ¥
satisfies the linear system

0 1
iM3,V 4 i0, UM — UQo+ Q(z)¥ =0, Qo= ( . {f) . (24)
V2

In fact, replacing @ by Qo, X satisfies the system ([22). Hence, we have

+oo
(Q— Qo)X —(IMd, +Q — )\Id)/ U(xz,s)X (s, A\)ds

= (Q—Qo)X +iM¥(z,z)X '

MO + QY — N\

+o0
,/ (—i0sV(x, s)M + U(x,5)Qo — A\¥(z, )X (s, \)ds
= (Q—Qo+iMU(z,z) —i¥(zx,2)M)X

+oo
_/ (€U(@, $)M + U(z, 5)Qo — \T(, 5)) X (5, \)ds.

A simple calculation proves that ({W(x,s)M + ¥ (z,5)Qo — A¥(z,s)) X(s,A) = 0, and since u(r) =
1+ 2200 (z,z), we have
Q—Qo+iMY(x,x) —iV(x,x)M = 0.

To verify that U satisfies (24]), we set

Cr = (0 4+ 0y)¥1 —i <%\112 + Q@2> ,

Cy = (895 — 8y)\112 —1 <£\Ifl + q@1> .

Then by direct calculation we find that p — C(z,p) = (Ci(z,x + p),Ca(z,z + p))t € (L3(R1))?
satisfies the homogeneous Marchenko system

(2V2I;+9Q,)C = T,C, z€R,



3.4 Construction of the Gross-Pitaevskii solution

which has a unique trivial solution C' = 0. This proves that U satisfies the linear system (24]). To
prove ([23), denote h = %1, Then ([23) is equivalent to

ath =9, (25)

with

V3-1
7 Ozu  —1 N

Since 9 is a solution of (22Z), we have

(0 £ q i 0 g
A&xh_<axq 0)h+<q £>8xh+<0 1>8xh.

Substituting into the expression of g, we find that

_jluli=t VB4l g 5
g /31 V2 L0 b (2VBE - 20)0,h + iV3O2h.

it ES Wy V3 _
3+1 ul®— _ x
(V3-=2 0 .0
+1 ( 0 V342 :h. (26)
Next, note that the definition of v implies that
1 +oe
h(t,z,\) = —/ U(t,z,x+ s)X(s, N)ds.
Hence, Substituting into (28)), integrating by parts and using (24]), we obtain
+oo
g(t,z,\) = G(t, .z + 5)X{ (s, \)ds,
0
with
G G1 G2\ _ ((i(9y+0,)*¥1 +24(0, + Oy)Ws  i(0p + 0y)* Vo + 2q(0s + 9,) Vs .
Gy Gy —z(&c + @,)2‘112 + 2q(8x + (‘)y)\lfl —z(&c + ay)Q‘Ill + 2q(8x + ay)\lfg
On the other hand, we have
+oo
Och(t,z,\) = f/ U (t,x, x4+ )X (s, \)ds.
0
Then to prove (Z5), it suffices to prove that for every (¢, z) € R?
0V(t,z,.)=—-G(t,x,.). (27)

To this end, we verify that for every (t,2) € R?, the two functions 0; (il) and (gl> satisfy the
2 2

same Marchenko equations in the space (L, (y > x))? by using the relationships
o0y (f,, Z) = —28ZF2(t, Z) + 28§F2(t, Z),

ath (t, Z) = 74(9ZF1 (t, Z),



3.4 Construction of the Gross-Pitaevskii solution

which are provided by the definition of F; and Fs. Differentiating (@) (in its version depending on t)
with respect to ¢, we have for every y > x

220,91 (t,x,y) = Di(t,2,y)
Y V2Uy(t, o, s)(Fi(t,s +y) — iFs(t, s +y)) + Ui(t, z, s)Fa(t, s + y)ds,
2V/20, Vs (t, z,y) = Da(t, z,y)
_ i V2L (t,x, s)(Fi(t,s +y) + iFy(t, s +y)) + Ua(t, z, s)Fa(t, s + y)ds,

x

with
—+00
Di(t,z,y) = - V2Us(t, 2, 8)(4FY (t,s +y) — 2F)(t, s +y) + 4iF|(t, s + y))ds
xr
+oo
—|—4/ Uy (t,z,8)F|(t,s +y)ds — 4F|(t,z + y)),
oo
Daftay) = 4 [ Waltwo)Fi(ts +y)ds

—+00
— VU, (L, x, s)(AFY (t,s +y) — 2Fy(t, s +y) — 4iF|(t,s +y))ds

xT

VA (tx +y) = 2F5(tx +y) — 4iF](t,x + y)).

On the other hand, differentiating (#]) with respect to = and with respect to y, integrating by parts
and using (24)), we obtain

2\/58,5G1(t7x7y) = Dl(t7x7y)
“+o0
- \/§G2(ta xz, S)(Fl (ta s+ y) - ZF2l(ta s+ y)) + Gl(ta xz, S)FQ(t7 s+ y)d57

xT

2\/58,5G2(t7$,y) = DQ(t7x7y)
+oo
- V2G(t,2,5)(F1(t,s +y) +iF5(t s +y)) + Ga(t, 2, 8) Fa(t, s + y)ds.

T

. Uy (t,x,.) Gi(t,x,.) .
2 INZTREZ 164y
Consequently, for every (z,y) € R?, the two functions (‘1’2(757307 )> and (Gg(t,x, ) satisfy the

same Marchenko equations in the space (Ly(y > z))2. Thus, the conclusion follows from the unique-
ness. W

Since 9 is a solution of (22), x is a solution of

Lx = Ex,

with L — ((1 + \1{3)1&5 i

(1—+/3)id,

L(9ix — Bx) = E(9ix — Bx)-

> , and in view of (23]), d;x — By is also a solution for the same

equation, i. e.

On the other hand, we have
Ot Lx + LOyx = EOrx.

Combining the last two equations, we find that

(9L — L, Bl)x = 0.



3.5 Behavior of the constructed solution when r — +o00

Hence, we have
+oo )
(i0pu + Ou + (1 — ul*)u) <1 - / (+ V20 - 9, (x,p)elfpdp) - 0.
0

L (f(s)— zﬁ) with f(s) = % s%2 4+ vs* + 4s%2. We have

Let now £ = \%(s—i) and \ = 7
/0 - (2 + V20— )2, ) (@, p)e™" P dp = fi (%) +V200 - ) fs <%) , (28)

with fi(p) = il(p)e_% 1r+, fo(p) = QQ(p)e_%1R+. Thus, for s > 1, the function s — A(s) — £(s)
is bounded and the right hand side member of (28] converges to zero when s tends to +oco. Then for
every z,t € R, there exists sy > 1 such that 1 — f (%) —V2(\ - §)f2 (%) = 0. This proves that

i0pu+ 0*u+ (1 —[u> ) u=0 on R?
and u is therefor a solution of Gross-Pitaevskii equation.

3.5 Behavior of the constructed solution when =z — +oo

It was proved before that the solution T of Marchenko system corresponding to 8 = 0 is of the form

or

We have the following lemma

Lemma 3.6 If vy are pairwise distinct, the functions

gk(ta :C) = gk(tvx)eiukxv ka(t,ﬂC) = fk(ta x)eiykz

are bounded on R2.

Proof. Denote (t,x) = —2v/2p; * (t)e?**. Then developing (7)) and (§), we obtain

ke + 2350 e = M — i, k€ {1, N},

{ akfk—’—zzj'v:l ij;jl/k, =1 ke{l,,N}

We rewrite the previous system in the form of the following two linear systems

(Da(ta :C) + A)f(ta :C) = Ki, (Da(ta :C) + A)g(tvx) = Ko, (29)

with f = (f1, ..., f&)%, § = (1, .., gn)t, Do = diag(ay, ...,an), K1 = (1,...,1)" and
Ky = (M1 —ivy, ..., AN —ivn)t. The matrix A is coercive. In fact, for Z € CV, we have

+oo N

1 oo
—/ e~ Wntvidsds  (AZ, Z}z/ |sze*”js|2ds.
0 0 =

Vj + Vg




3.5 Behavior of the constructed solution when r — +o00

It follows from the equivalence of the norms on wvect(e™*1%,...,e~¥N?) that there exists C' > 0 such
that
oo N
/ 1>zt Pds > C|Z).
0

=1

Thus, since the functions ax are non-negative, we find, using the C¥ usual scalar product in (29) for
every (t,x) € R? with (fi(t,z),...fn (¢, )" and (G1(¢, ), ...gn (¢, )¢, that

N N
Z ,Z)\kfll/kgktﬂ?)GRJr
k=1 k=1

and for every (t,z) € R?

N
CZ |fk(tax)|2 S Z ~k(tax)a CZ |§k(tax)|2 S Z(Ak - in)ék(tvx)'

This completes the proof. m
Denote now uy (¢, z) the solution of (GP) corresponding to § = 0. We know that

Nt z) =1+ 2V2iX,(t, z,0).

Then -
u(t,z) = un(t, ) + 2v/2iTy(t, z,0). (30)

Lemma 3.7 Under the assumptions of Proposition[L.3, for fized t € R, we have

lim ¥"(¢,2,0) = 0.

r—+oo

Proof. For fixed t € R, ¥" € C®(R, (H"(R*))?). In fact, we have
= ngr + Ry,

with R, = M,X + (2v2 + Q,) "' F,. In view of Lemma B4, the operator M, € L((H™(R"))?) is
f#—contraction. Then for x € R, we have

1 (¢, 2, )| e 127 (2, 0, ) + 12" (¢,2,.) — L(£,0,.) | 7
(L + )17 (2,0, )z + OIX" (8 2, )5 + [[Ra(E, )l + [ Rot, )| 1,

(1 + H)HQT(t, 0, )| H» + HHQT(ta Z, ')HH” + 9”1(15,99, )| H» + HRO(ta ')HH”
(t, )| -

ININCIA

1
+—||F.
2\/5” *

The fact that Y € C*(R2, (H"(RT))?) (Lemma [3.6]) and that ||F(t,.)||z» does not depend on = imply
that ¥" € C*(R, (H™(R1))2). To prove the limit, we use (ZII) so that

2V20" = —Q V" + T, 0" + T,X + F,. (31)

We need now to calculate the limit, for fixed (¢,z) € R?, of right hand side member of de (B3I} when
x tends to +00. We start by the term

+oo
QY ()= [ 0t s P @ 5)ds
0



3.5 Behavior of the constructed solution when r — +o00

Since ¥" € C*(R?, (L%(R1))?), we have
+oo N +oo
|Qx27“($,p)|2 < C/ |Q(21‘+ s +p)|2d8 < C(t) Z/ 6—2%(29c-i-s-i-l))d57
0 = /o

and lim,_, 1 o Q,¥"(z, p) = 0. Next, we have

+oo
T (x,p) = / T(20 + 5+ p) T (z, 5)ds,
0
and R X
Tl @, p)| < 170+ + Dl 1 (@, ey < COITE+p+ )i,

The dominated convergence theorem implies that lim,_ oo |7(22 + p + -)|| 2 = 0. Similarly, we find
that limg 4o Tz X(x,p) = 0. Finally, we have

. IERT do(2x +p _ 0
= (26700) - ()
This proves that lim,_, 4o ¥ (¢,2,p) = 0. The remaining limit is less obvious. To prove it, we will
prove that for every sequence (xg)gen of elements in R~ which tends to —oo when k — —oo, there
exists a subsequence (k) )ren such that the sequence (¥ (t, Z(x), -))ren converges to zero in LZOC(R+).
Let (z)kren be a sequence of negative numbers which tends to —oo when k — —oo. Let (V1)ien be
the function sequence defined by

\Illlc : [2xka +OO[*> (C27 \Ijllc(p) = gr(l‘k,p - ka)

Since, for fixed t, ¥"(¢,.,.) € C®(R, (H™(R"))?), we find that there exist two functions ¥! € (L?(R))?,
U, € (H"(R*))? both depending on ¢ and a strictly increasing function v : N — N such that

U (zyk),-) = Ui in (L (RT))? and ¥ (z,p,.) = ¥ in (H"(RT))?,
Ul =Wl in (Li.(R)* and !, — Wl in (L*(R))*

The two functions ¥ (), ), \If}/(k) satisfy

V2" (wy k), p) = /2::00 T(p + )Wl 5 (s)ds
(k)
+(Toy X+ Fo g — Qo ¥ (@50, P), (32)
+oo
2\/5‘1117(@(])) = /o T(p+ 8) W (2 (1), 5)ds
(T L+ Faygy = Lo ¥ @0, 0 — 2525(k)) (33)

where

N 400
Q0 ¥ (k)5 P) Ze Wi A (/o eujsir(xv(k)as)d3> e P,
j=1

. 1 V2(\j +ivy)
th A; = —pu,; J
TR (ﬁw iv;)
of its components belongs to the closed vectorial space vect(e™"1P,...,e”¥NP). Then then there exists
a family {c¢;}i=1.. v € (C?) such that

. The term ,  ¥" converges in (L7 (R*))? and each

—Ty (k) — loc

N
sz(k)gr — Z C]'eiyjp in (Lloc(RJr))Q'
j=1



In view of equivalence of norms A on vect(e P ... e YNP) we have

+oo
kE{E (e—QVjCC’Y(k)Aj (/ B_Vjsir(xv(kys)ds)) =c¢j, j=1,...,N,
o0 0

where we obtain

+o0 +oo
/ e V%, (s)ds = lim </ €Vjsir(ﬂf’y(k),8)d8> =0, j7=1,..,N,
0 0

k——+o0

Taking the limit in ([82]) and (33) prove that
+oo
2v2, (p) :/ T(p+s)¥ derZc e V9. (34)
+oo
2V = [ T+ )0 (o), (35)
0
Since U, € (vect(e ™7, ...,e "NP))L and T is Hermitian, B we obtain, taking the L?(R*)—scalar
product with ¥, in (34)
+oo  ptoo o
/ / T(p+ 5),(s) - Vu(p)dsdp
0 —oo

+oo +oo
/_ /0 T(p+ s)Wu(p) - Wi(s)dsdp

= V2T 2 m)-

2V2[| W, |12 et

On the other hand, we have
1
(Wl L2 mt) < 2—\/§||‘I’1||L2(R)~

Then we finally get
v,

If
e

This completes the proof. m

4 Asymptotic of N-soliton solutions in long time: proof of
Theorem [1.1]

We present in this section the proof of Theorem [T} which, in view of Proposition [[.3] focuses on
the analysis of solutions constructed in Section 2l Keeping the notations introduced in Section 2] we
already proved that (I +T)F = C and that

Qo= 2\1F(E 13)

21t suffices to take into account the two norms [llL2(ry and Ne defined as follows

Ne(®) = max(le; ), P(p) = Zce vip

3Since c is assumed to be real function, we have 5(t, A(€)) = B(t, \(—€)), then Fbs Fio are real-valued functions and
T is Hermitian.



with £ = A — DB*, so that the two matrices I + T and M = ﬁ (E T 20\/§IN 2\/§IN> are similar

and we have (I +7T)71 = Q1M ~1Q. Tt is easily verified that

_ (B +2V2Iy) ! —2—12(E+2\/_IN)_1B
= 2\/5 < 0 Ve 2\/—IN ) ’

Hence, we have

(14T) = 23 (E+2v2In) "' (In — 55 BD) —55(E+2V2Iy)'B
- DI=(E+2v2In) ' (In = 355BD) + 5251In] 555 D(E +2V2Ip)'B+ 7i5In )

Consequently, we have

g1
1 1
F=| : | =D(E+2V2I5)" (=Cy + —=B(DC, + Cy)) + —=(DCy + C»),
2 : ( N)(lzﬁ(l 2)) 2\/5(1 2)
gnN
pre” e Bre 1®
with C7 = — : and Cy = — ; . Thus, DC; 4+ Cs = 0 and we finally get
pne VN Bne VN®
Fy = —D(E 4 2V2Iy)" 10y, (36)

Recall that
i (t) = pk(0) exp(dAggt),  VEk € {1,2,...,N}.

Before discussing the general case of N-solitons, we discuss the two simple cases where N = 1 and
N = 2. For N =1, a simple calculation proves that

V2u(\ —iv)er(==Y)
1—2v2up~1(t)e2v’

Then the 1—soliton solution corresponding to data {A, p(0)} is

\IIIQ(tvxvy) =

dv(ir —v)
1— 2\/51/@‘1(0)@2”(”—2)‘”

ui(t,r) =14 2v2i0(t,z,2) = 1 + 2 Uz —2X), (37)

where U(s) =1+ % and v = /4 — A2, The choice p(0) = —1 and A = 3 produces the

solution

i+ V2el
1+ \/Ee(;c—t) ’

The 2—soliton solution, ug, corresponding to choices A\ =

ui(t,x) =U(z —t) = (38)

—3, X2 =3 and p1(0) = p2(0) = —1 is

5cosh(z) + 3sinh(z) + 4v/2i sinh(t)
5cosh(z) 4 3sinh(x) + 4v/2 cosh(t)

us(t, ) =

Taking into account the frame (in translation) with speed 2\ defined by the variable n = z — 2ot =

x —t, we have
i+ v/2e”
im ua(t,n+t) oo (n),



z + 24/2¢em
T 2v2en
i.e. the solution uz behaves (asymptotically when t — +00) as a progressive wave of speed 2.

hm ug(t,n+1t) = = —iU(n +log(2)),

Now let us come back to the general case (N € N), for which we can not establish an explicit
formula for the solution w(t,z). To this end, we rewrite

ut,z) = 142V2i05(t z,2)

N
= 1+4+2V2i Z g;(t, x) exp(—v;z)
j=1

N
142v2i Y Gy(t,x).
=1

Hence, we need to study the behavior of the sum Z;VZI G,. To this end rewrite the system (B0)) as
follows

(E+2V2IN)D™ Ry = —C, (39)
. 5, exp(—(wi + 1))
exp Vi +vj5)x
E + ,
(E)ey = —Gu + By
(D) ——5,wﬁf 1<k,j<N,
Hj
where
s _ [ i k=
KT 0, if R #.
The system (B9) can be rewritten as follows
Z< 2v/26,; & (8 )waj)z ) Mok =1,2,..,N
+ . = efy’a:’ = g Ly aeny .
= ki B; 9] kT Mk B, vn+v; 9j Mk
which implies
2v/2 al ( L > Gj(t,x)
——— exp(2upz) Gy (t, z) + D) =1l —
B p( k ) k Z ﬁ] Vi + vy

with ﬂk = \/ﬁﬂk(Ak 71'1/]9), ILLk(t) = ‘LL]C(O) exp(4)\kukt) and 5—: + lé_j = \/ﬁ()\k +>\j +i(Vk+Vj)). Finally,
we obtain

- 72%(0? : exp(2ug(z — 2X4t))Gr(t, ) + \/_Z ()\k - "’i) Gj(t,z)=1 k=1,2,...,N. (40)

A, — iV Vg + v
Let kg € {1, ..., N}. We define the frame (in translation) with speed 2\, by the variable
N =1o — 2Xt.

We will analyze the asymptotic in long time. Note that

_2m(0) '  2p5(0)7 !
Mg — Vg exp(2vk(z — 2Akt)) Mo — ivn exp(2v (T — 2Akot + 2Apt — 2A1))
240(0)!

i v exp(2vkn) exp(4vk (Ak, — Ax)t)
k —

= Hg(n) exp(4vg (Mg, — Ak)t).



The system ({0) can be transformed into
Hi(n) exp(4vg(Aky — M\e)t)Gr(t, ) + \/_Z S—

We take the limit when ¢ — —oo for fixed 1. This leads, denoting Gy = lims—, oo Gk (t, 7 + 2Ag,t) to

250:1(:\/:11)/\7 +Z)G =1- 6kkono(77)Gk'ov k=1,..ko (41)
G =0, k=ky+1,...,N.

We introduce the matrices

A Aj A+ As
K= f(” —i—i) : K‘zxﬁ(k+J+i) :
Vk +Vj 1<k, j<ko Ve TV 1<k, j<ko—1

and K obtained from K by replacing the last column by a column of ones. Using the Cramer formula
for ([&I), we have

SO, (1 = Sk Hyo Gig ) K
det(K)

SO Kig — Hiy Go Kok
det(K)

Gy =

where the Kjj, refer to the cofactors of K. For k = kg, we also have

o det(K)
"7 det(K) + det(K ) Hy, '
so that .
° K H
Gy = = K det(K) Hy, Kok,

det(K)  det(K)? + det(K~)det(K)Hy,

Summing the last equation on k, we obtain

ko
K, det(K)H
ZGk Ekl 11 Ik . (K )ko ZKkok
= det(K) det(K)? + det(K ) det(K) Hy, -
Thus, we finally get
f:G _ Zackisk Kie det(K)* Hy,
L det(K) det(K)2 + det(K ~) det(K)Hy, '
and
BB+ 0) = FET(0(8 + ) — y)eon
tl}m w(t,n+ 2Xg t) = 2 (0) 3 ; (42)
—0o0 14
62 /\LOOerkO 566 o
with

a=22i Z1gk,l§k~o K,
B = det(K),

v = 2v/2idet?(K),

0 = det(K ).




Proposition 4.1 There exist A~ € C and n, € R such that
A7 =1,
Jim u(t, -+ 2M5,t) = AU = my,),
where U is the function defined in (37) which corresponds to p,(0) and Ay, .

Proof. Recall first that

4Vk0 (i)\ko — Vko) +1-— 2\/51/]%#;01 (O)GQVkon
Un) =

1-— 2\/§yk0u;01 (0)e2vkom

Y

and that

A (Mg — vig) + 1 — 20O 0o (g =) ¥1) (515 13, 4 B))eeom

Akg +Ll/k0

t_l:r_noo u(t, n+2Agt) = A

2pkg (0)1 5 2y ’
1- /\A:)O‘f’“/ko 562 ro'l
(43)
with A= = 5(4%0(;;@%0)“). Then It will be required to prove:
(i) [A7[=1
(ii) )= [5 — a+ﬁ](4uk0 (Z)‘ko Vko) =+ 1).

) +
(iii) B Fiong) cRT.
In what concerns (i), remark that |4vg, (iAk, — vk,) + 1| = 1 (since v, = /3 — Ak, ), and the fact

that |a_455| =1 follows from the following lemma, since

at B = det(K)—2v2i Y K

1<4,j<ko
= det(K — \/§iJk0) + \/E’L Z Kij — 2\/52 Z K’L'j
1<i7j<ko 1<i,j<ko
= det(K —V2iJy,) — Z K,
1<L,]<k0

= 5

Lemma 4.2 Let M € Mn(C) and Jn the matriz whose coefficients are ones. Denote K = M + X J.
Then
det(K) = det(M) + X Z K;j,

1<i,j<N
where the K;; refer to the cofactors of K.
Proof. Let U,V € CV be two column vectors. Then
det(Iy + UV =1+ (U, V),

where (,) is the usual scalar product in CV. In fact, it suffices to expand the operator T = I + U.V?
in the basis composed of V' and the basis of the orthogonal to V. Assume now that the matrix
K = M + U.V! is invertible. Then we can write

det(M) = det(K —UV?Y)

= det(K)det(Iy — K~'U.VY)
= det(K)(1—(K~'U,V))

= det(K) — ((det(K)K~'U),V)
= det(K) — (Cof(K)U,V),



where Cof(K) is the cofactor matrix of K. The conclusion therefore follows by taking U = (1,1, ..., 1)
and V = (X, X, ..., X)'. Finally, the case K non-invertible is obtained by continuity. =

For equation (ii), it suffices to prove that

A ~ _
V2(ZE — ) det(K)? = det(K~)det(K).
Since we have assumed that f% <A\ <L, VEe{1,2,.., N}, there exists 0 € [0, 7] such that

1
A = —= cos(0k) et v = —= sin(fy).

V2

We also have

Vo (AN e+ eb i)
K L= 2 _ ) = = .
e (w Ty Z) sin(0r) +sin(0;)  sin(%t0%)

Subtracting column kg from column j in the matrix K, we get

OO\ %%k . 0+,
— — sin( 2220 ) e (==) —gin(ZT%)
Vk € {1, ...,]fo} (K)kj — (K)kko = 2 00, 2 (K)kko

sin(=5-)

. 0,40 e 0,40\ (2%
sm(—"—; ko) — sin(EF)el (e e
B :

0r+0,
k2 ])

sin(

%1% 0, —0;

B et(== )Sm(%) e )

- . 040, € 2 (K)k'k'o
sin(~5-)

0y
I G e’ =

which impliesﬁ that

ko—1 . /0ko—b;
_ 2 0%y -
det(K) = — \/; I S?n(ek z )eszﬁilej det(K). (44)
sin(f, ) j=1 sin(—%—)
A similar argument proves that
ko—1 . 9k0—9]
~ sin ko1
det(K) = H (9719‘)6_12;21 %5 det(K ™). (45)
=1 sin( ’“02 )

Combining ([#4) and (@3] we complete the proof of (ii).

We focus now on assertion (iii). Subtracting the line ky from each of the previous lines, we find
that det(K) € R and using (ii), we obtain

) B det(K )
B(Ako - Z‘Vko) B det(K)()‘ko - iyko)

Vi, | det(K)|?

4We have used the identity sin(a + ¢) = sin(a + b)e*(®=) 4 sin(c — b)ei(atd),
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This allows to define Ny, by the following relationship

det(K)?
vi, | det(K)|?
ko—1

6721%0 'r]k_O

. 2,0k, +0;
sin®(—4—2)

j=1 sin
B kﬁl 1 — cos(Or, + 0;)
N 1 —cos(Ok, — 0;)

2( ko 0iy

=1

B kﬁl 1 — cos(B, ) cos(0;) + sin(fy, ) sin(6;)

o 1 — cos(Ok,) cos(0;) — sin(bk, ) sin(6;)

j:
B kﬁl 1 — 20 \j + 20k, v
1 1-— 2/\ko/\j - Qllkol/j '

j=
Finally, we get
€2i 2521 0;
41/7% (i)\k'o - Vk'o) +1
Q250,16
cos (20, ) + isin(26y,)

ko —1
— 6212jg1 ‘91.

A parallel argument allows, for the limit ¢ — 400, to obtain

tiign(pu(t, N+ 2 t) = AU —n}t),

where this time AT and 7720 are defined as follows

N
672%0"’:—0 _ H 1= 2Xgo Aj + 2up, v

1— 2>\k0>\j — QI/kOI/j

j=ko+1

and . N
At = 2 Xj=kot1 05

This completes the proof of Theorem [T
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