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1 | INTRODUCTION

The study of differential equations on graphs is a rapidly developing area (see [7] and the references therein). It is motivated
by various physical applications involving wave propagation in narrow waveguides. Graphs arise as approximations of multi-
dimensional narrow waveguides when their thickness parameters converge to zero. A large part of the literature is devoted to
linear equations on graphs, with special emphasis on the Schrodinger equation describing the so-called quantum graphs. The
models on a star graph I" constituted by N half-lines joined at the vertex v = 0 are one of the simplest. Recently a certain amount
o research work has been done on the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with the é-interaction (NLS-6) on I' (see [4, 18, 18], and
the references therein):
idu(t, x) = Hyu(t, x) — |a(, x)|[P M, x), (1.1)
where p > 1, u(?, x) = (;(7, x))j.\'=1 :RxR, —» CV, and H, is the self-adjoint operator on L*(I') defined by
(Hv)(x) = (—u;’(x)ﬂl L x>0, V=Y,
' N (1.2)
dom(H,) = {v € HX(D) : 0,(0) = ... = vy(0), Y 0/(0) = avl(O)}.
j=1

The NLS-6 equation has been studied in the context of well-posedness, variational properties, existence, and stability of standing
waves. In his survey [[18] about the NLS on graphs, Noja along with the model (L)), mentioned (as one of the main examples
of PDEs on the star graph) the following nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation with the §-interaction (NKG-6):

—o™u(t, x) = Hyu(t, x) + m™u(t, x) — |u(, x)|”'u(, x). (1.3)
On each edge of the graph (i.e. on each half-line) we have
—07u;(t, x) = —0%u;(t, x) + m*u;(t, x) — |u;(t, )" 'u;(t,x), x>0, je{l,...N},

moreover, the vectors u(z, 0) = (u;(t, 0))?’= , and u'(t,0) = (u;.(t, 0))?’= , satisfy the conditions in ({I2). To our knowledge, the
NKG-6 equation has never been studied in the context of well-posedness and stability of standing waves.

In the present paper we aim to initiate this study. The stability/instability study of standing wave solutions of the NKG equation
in homogeneous media (in # space dimensions) was started by Shatah in [23, 24], and then continued in [14, [19]. We rely on
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the recent research [9], where the authors considered the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation with é-potentials on R
—0%u(t, x) = —0Zu(t, x) + m*u(t, x) + y8(x)u(t, x) + iad(x)o,u(t, x) — |ut, x)|”~'u(t, x),

y,a € R, and 6(x) is Dirac delta function.

We prove local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for a first order Hamiltonian system associated with (I.3), using
classical approach related on the theory of C, semigroups (see [10, [20] for the detailed exposition). In particular, it has been
shown that certain operator A — f# associated with equation (I3} is dissipative.

The main goal is the study of orbital stability of the standing wave solutions u(z, x) = ¢’ ¢(x) to (I3)), where the profile ¢(x)
is a real-valued vector function. The profile @(x) satisfies the following stationary equation

H,p+(m* —a’)p @ ¢ = 0. (1.4)
Applying [1, Theorem 4], one gets the description of real-valued vector solutions to (L4).

Theorem 1.1. Let [s] denote the integer part of s € R, and a # 0. Then equation (I.4) has [%] + 1 (up to permutations of

the edges of I') real-valued vector solutions q)zw = ((Z)k,j)j’il, k e {O, e [% }, which are given by

L
I:(p+1)(l;12—w2) sech2 ((P—l) \/zmz—wzx _ ck)] p-1 i j= 1,....k
(Z’k,j(x) = —
2 _ 22 — 2 2 —
[<p+1><r; @) goch? (L Voo ck>] 7 j=k+1,...,N, (1.5)

2
and m? — w® > -2

a
m) (N=267"

In Theorem [3.17 we provide a sufficient condition on the parameters w, m, a, k, N to get the orbital stability/instability of the
standing waves e"“”(ngw(x). The orbital stability is studied in the context of a Hamiltonian system associated with the NKG-6
equation. Its investigation relies on the classical works by Grillakis, Shatah, and Strauss [12,13] and recent work [25] by Stuart.
The proof of stability/instability result essentially uses spectral analysis of certain self-adjoint Schrodinger operators on the star
graph. This analysis was elaborated extensively in papers [3, 4] devoted to the stability study of standing waves for the NLS-
6 equation. The principal ingredients of the spectral analysis are the analytic perturbation theory and the extension theory of
symmetric operators.

where ¢, = tanh™! (

Notation.

Let L be a densely defined symmetric operator in some Hilbert space. The deficiency numbers of L are defined by n, (L) :=
dimker(L* F iI). The number of negative eigenvalues counting multiplicities (the Morse index) is denoted by n(L).

We regard L*(R,) as a real Hilbert space with the inner product

(u, U)LZ(R+) = Re/uﬁdx,
R

+

and H'(R,) as the Sobolev space with the inner product

(u, U)HI(R+) = (u, U>L2([R+) + Ul)LZ(R+)‘

We consider the star graph I" constituted by N half-lines R, attached to a common vertex v = 0. The function w acting onI"is
represented by the vector (w j)j’i . where each scalar function w ; is defined on [0, 00). For w = (w j)j’i , on I', we will abbreviate

N
/de:Z/wjdx.
T =R,

On the graph we define the following spaces
N N N
LO=@PL'R) 1<q<o0, HDO=PHR,) HD=PHR,.
=1 =1

j=1 J J
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The corresponding L?- and H '-inner products are defined by

(W, V)2 = Re / uvdx, (W, V)i = Re / uvdx + / u'Vidx|.
r r r
By £(") we denote the space
EM)={ve H'(ID) : v,(0)=... = vy(0)}.
The dual space for £(I') is denoted by £*(I).
Set X = ET) x L) = {(u,v) : u € ET),v € L*()} for the real Hilbert space with the inner product
(), v)), (W, v2)) x = (U, ) iy + (Vs Vo) 12

Its dual X* is identified with £*(T") X L*(I'), and the duality pairing is denoted by (-, -) y.,y- For k € {0, ..., N — 1} we define
the spaces

LiD) = {ve LX) : v;(x) = ... = 0(X), Uy (X) = ... = vp(x),x >0}, and
EM=EMNLII), X, =&@)xLD).
If k = 0, then L2 (I) = L{(), £,(D) = EM) N L (), and Xy = Egu() X LZ (D).

2 | LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

We consider the following Cauchy problem

—d%u(t,x) = Hyu(t, x) + m*u(t, x) — [u|"~'u,
u(09 x) = uO(x)’ (21)
9,u(0, x) = u;(x).

Let us reformulate (2.1) as a first order system on X. Denoting v = d,u, U = (u, v), F(U) = (0, |u|’~'u), and U, = (uy, u,), we
formally get from (2.1)

{ 0,U(r) = AUG) + F(U()), 2.2

U0) = U,

where

A — 0 IdLZ(F)
-H,-m* 0 ’

(u,v) e HX D) x ET) :

_ N
dom(A) =3, 0) = ... = up (0), .21”5(0) = au;(0)
p

=dom(H,) X EI).

Below we will prove existence and uniqueness of a weak solution U(¢) € C([0, T'], X) to system (2.2)) (see [3] for the definition
of a weak solution). The proof is in the spirit of [[10, Chapter 4]. First, we prove that operator A generates strongly continuous
semigroup on X.

Proposition 2.1. The operator A generates C,-semigroup on X. Moreover, there exist M > 0 and f > 0 such that forall > 0
the following estimate holds
el < MeP'. (2.3)

Proof. Our aim is to apply [20, Chapter I, Corollary 3.8]. We need to prove density of dom(A) in X.
Step 1. Let (u,v) € X. Obviously there exists a sequence {v,}> C &() such thatv, — vin L*(I') (indeed, dom(H,) C

E() and dom(H,) = L*(T")). We need to show that there exists a sequence {u, }o2, € dom(H,) such thatu, — u € &) in
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H!(I'). Consider the following self-adjoint operator H,in L2(T") (with the Kirchhoff conditions)

N
(How)(x) = (- w"(x))j_1 L x>0, w=w)Y,
N 2.4)
dom(H,) = {w € HXT) : wy(0) = ... = wy(0), Y, w)(0) = 0}.
=1

We show that there exists a sequence {11, }:o=1 C dom(H,) such that i, — win H! (D), thatis, dom(H,) = E(). Itis sufficient
to show that orthogonal complement of dom(H,)) in £(I') is {0}.
Let z € dom(H,,)* in £(T'), hence for any w € dom(H,)

(w, Z>H1(r) =(w, Z>L2(r) + (W, Z,>L2(F)
N

= (W, Z)LZ(F) - Re ( Z w;(O)EJ(O)) - (W", Z)LZ(F) = <_W" + W, Z)LZ(F) = O.
j=1

The last equality implies z € ran(H,, + 1)* = ker(H, + 1) = {0}.

We modify the sequence {1} to get another one {u, }* C dom(H,) that approximates u in H (). Define the sequence
{Culyo by, =0+ %xe_”xz)j}il. Let us show that {u,}® :={¢,,}* Cdom(H,)andu, — win H'(I). Itis easily seen
that

1;,(0) = @, (0), ), (0) = =a,,(0) + &, (0),

N “in
which yields

N N
AOE Z (5 (0) +,(0)) = ity 0) = (0,

N
J=1 j=1
Therefore, {u,}>, C dom(H,). Observing that
!
||Cn - 1||Lw(r) n:’m 0, ||C,,||Lw(r) n:)w 0,
we conclude [[u, — @, || ;1) — O, consequently |[u, —u|| g1y — 0. Finally, ||(u,,v,) — (@, v)[ly — 0.
n—oo n—0oo n—oo

Step 2. To prove inequality (3.21) on the resolvent (A — 4)~! in [20, Chapter I], we introduce alternative equivalent norm

0, >0, . I
on X. It is known that inf c(H,) = 2 40 See, for example, Proposition below for the proof of the identity
ek :

0.(H,) = [0, 00). The analysis of the discrete spectrum is trivial.
Given y? > —inf 6(H,), then denoting
2, = w12, + £l + alu )2,
by the Sobolev embedding and inequality

lo'[12, . + aluy(0)[* > inf o(H)llull 2 (2.5)

L2(I)
we get
Cl”“”H‘(F) < lull = C2||u||H1(r)
Therefore, the quadratic form defined on X by
2 _ 2 2
w1, = 2, + V2.,

gives a norm on X equivalent to || - || . The corresponding inner product is given by

(g, vy), (uy, V2)>x,,4 = (“’1’ u;)LZ(I“) + /42(“1 > “2>L2(r) + aRe(u;;(0)u,(0) + (vy, VZ)LZ(F)'

Step 3. Suppose that y is such that y?> > m?. Let U = (u, v) € dom(A), then

(AU, U>X,/4 = (V,, u,>L2(r) + ﬂz <V, u)LZ(r) + a RC(Ul (O)El (O)) + (ll”, V)LZ(F) - mz(ll, V> L2(1’*)

=)+ (u? — m*)(v, u) ;> + aRe(v;(0)z,(0) — (0, V') o 1) — aRe(u; (0)7,(0))

= (4 = m* )V, u) 2.

Hence )

2
H —m
|<AU9 U>X,;4| = (ﬂz - m2)|<V9 u)]}(l‘)' S T(”u”iza") + ”VHiZ(F))
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Observing that

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
UL, = lll2, + V1., = Clul,, )+ VIR, = CAIE. g + IV, ).

for § > 0 large enough one gets
((A-pPU,U)x, <0.

Therefore, by [10, Proposition 2.4.2], the operator A — f is dissipative. By dissipativity, for A > f one easily gets
(A= DUl =208 = DA = HU, U)y , + I(A= HUIS, + (4= HIUIT,
2 2 2
> I(A=UI%, + (A= HIUIZ .
The above inequality implies that ker(A — A) = {0}. We show that A — 4 is surjective, i.e. ran(A — 4) = X.Let F = (f, g) € X.
v=Au+f,
H,u— (m*+ A%)u =g+ if.

It is obvious that for 4 > # > /u? — m? the equation — H,u — (m*> + 4*)u = g + Af has a unique solution u = —(H, + m* +
%)Y (g + Af) (indeed, —1% — m*> € p(H,)), and therefore v = —A(H, +m® + 4*)"!(g + Af) + f. This implies ran(A — 1) = X,
and finally, by estimate (2.6)), the operator A — A has a bounded everywhere defined inverse, i.e.

1
A=) £ —.
A= n7 < 5=
In particular, for g large enough (f, 00) C p(A), and hence A is closed. Recalling that dom(A) = X, by corollary of the Hille-
Yosida theorem (see [20, Chapter I, Corollary 3.8]), A generates a C, semigroup on (X, || - || X. ”). Moreover, fort > 0and U € X,
we have

(2.6)

We prove that there exists U = (u, v) € dom(A) such that (A — A)U = F or equivalently {

lle“Ully,, < e”IUlly,,-
By equivalence of the norms, there exists M > 0 such that
leUlly < Me”||U]lx.
O
Remark 2.2. Observe that analogously one might show that for § large enough (f, ) C p(=A) and ||(—4 — 1)7!|| < ATlﬂ and

therefore
le7™ |l < MeP', >0, < |4 <M, 1<0.
Hence

ledll < MM, 1 eR.

Remark 2.3. The fact that dom(H ) = £(I') can be shown alternatively applying the Representation Theorem [|16, Chapter VI,
Theorem 2.1]. Namely, one can use that dom(H ) is a core of the form

t,(0,v) = (W', V') 1>y + @ Re(u; (0)0;(0)), dom(z,) = E).
Using Proposition 2.1 we obtain the following well-posedness theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let p > 1. Then

(i) for any U, = (uy,u;) € X there exists T > 0 such that problem (2.2)) has a unique weak solution U(¢) = (u(t), v(¢)) €
C(0,T], X);

(ii) problem (Z.2) has a maximal solution defined on an interval of the form [0, T,,,,), and the following blow-up alternative
holds: either T'

Tnax < oo and

=ooor T,

Jim [UO)]x = oo
(iii) foreach T € (0, T,,,,) the mapping U, € X — U(z) € C([0, T], X) is continuous;

(iv) the solution U(¢) satisfies conservation of charge and energy:

EU@) = EUy), QU®) =0() forall r € [0,T,,),
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where

+1
— llull}

E(u,v) = Ilu 13 i T IIVIIU(W

Iul(O)I + IIllII

LZ(F) o

O(u,v) = Im/qux.

r
Proof. (i) Firstly, we prove that the nonlinearity F is Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets of X, i.e.
I1F(U) = FW)|lx < C(R)IIU- W]y, (20))

for U,W € X, R > 0 with [U[ly < R, [[W|ly < R.
Foru = (Ltj-)j\'=l and w = (wj)j\'=l one has

—1 —1 —1 -1
”ujlp uj_lelp wj|§C(|uj|” +|wj|p )luj_wj|’
which implies
1 1
Il = (WP Wiy < Gl + W22l = Wil .

Therefore, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see formula (2.3) in [1]),
] ]

%1l Loy < C||\P’|| ||‘P|| , PE[2, ], ¥ e H\(I),

L) L’(F)
we have
-1 -1
Nl a = WP Wil 2y < CR)|a = Wl 2.

Hence forU=(u,v),W=(w,z) € X
I1FU) = FW)lix = lllul”"a = [w|” Wil 2y < CR)Jlu = Wl| 120y < C(R)IU = W]l

Secondly, we show the existence of the solution. Now let R and T be two positive constants to be defined later. Consider the
set
={U@» € C([0,T], X) : [lUDIlx <R},
and the metric
d(U,V) := U@ — V@)l x-
(U.V) 1= max [[UG) = VOl

Observe that (X g, d) is a complete metric space. Now we define the map
t
mmm=w%+/wﬂﬁwmm&
0
It is obvious that H : X — C([0,T], X). We choose T in order to guarantee invariance of X  for the mapping H. By (2.3)
and @2.7), we get

t

IHO)Olx <l Ul + / e DA FU(s))Ixds < MeT||Uylly + TC(R)M T R.

In2 1 ), we get
g’ 4C(RM |7 g

Let = = M||Uy|| x. By choosing T' small enough (for example, take 7" < min {
IHWU)Dl x < R.

And finally, we need to choose T to get the contraction property of H. For U,V € X one has
IHO)®) - HVID L < / A (FQUGs) = F(V(s) )l xds < MeT’CRITA(U, V).

It is easily seen that T can be chosen small enough to satisfy Me”?C(R)T < 1. Thus, the existence of the solution is established
by the Banach fixed point theorem.
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Thirdly, we prove the uniqueness of the solution. It follows from Gronwall’s lemma. Indeed, suppose that U;,U, €
C([0,T], X) are two solutions and ||U;(0)||x < K, j € {1,2},7 € [0,T]. Then

10,0 = U0y < [ 1 (FU,6) = FQU () )lxds < MPCK) [ 10,60 = U0l s,
0

hence U,(¥) = U,(¥), t € [0, T].

(ii) The blow-up alternative follows by a bootstrap argument (see [10, Theorem 4.3.4]).

(iii) Repeating the proof of [10, Proposition 4.3.7], we can show lower semicontinuity of T : X — (0, co] and continuous
dependence: if Uj — Ujin X and T' < T},,,,, then U"(?) nd U(?) in C([0,T], X).

(iv) Finally, we nshow the conservation laws. Firstly, observe that, using [[10, Corollary 1.4.41] and [[10, Proposition 4.1.6],
one can prove the regularity property: for U, € dom(A), there exists T > 0 such that problem (2.2} has a unique solution
U(t) € C([0,T],dom(A)) n C'([0,T], X) (see also [10, Proposition 4.3.9]). Secondly, let us prove that the conservation of
charge and energy hold for the solution U(¢) = (u(¢), d,u(t)) with U, € dom(A). Using the regularity property, one shows that

—Q(U(t)) = Im/udzudx

EE(UO)) = (d,u, afu)Lz(r) + (H,u+ m*u — |ul? ", W) 12y

From (L.3)) we get

—Q(U(t)) =Im / udzudx =Im| - / uH udx — m? / uudx + / ug(u)dx | =0,
r r r
hence the charge is conserved.
Multiplying (2.2) by (0*u, —d,u) and integrating over I, we obtain
= (d,u, afu)Lza—) —(d’u, o) 2y = (0,u, afu)Lza—) + (H,u+ m*u — [u|" 'y, W) 12y
therefore, the energy is conserved.
Consider now U, € X, then there exists a unique solution U(¢) € C([0,T], X). Take {Ug };',":1 C dom(A) such that Ug — U,
in X. By the regularity property,

U"(t) € C([0,T"],dom(A)) n C ([0, T"], X), T"<T"

max”

For each U"(¢) the conservation laws hold:
EU" () = EUp), oW 1) =0Wp, t€l[0,T,, ) (2.8)

By continuous dependence and lower semicontinuity of T we have that U"(r) — U@)in X forany 0 <t <T <T; (asnis
n—oo
sufficiently large). Passing to the limit in (2.8]), we obtain the result.
O

Remark 2.5. It is interesting to note that the conservation laws might be alternatively proved using [[11, Theorem 6.8]. We need
to show that the triple (X, dom(A), J), where
J:X—->X, Juv)=(-v,uw,

is a symplectic Banach triple (see [11, Definition 6.5]). Itis easily seen that J is a symplector. In order to apply [[11, Theorem 6.8]
we need to prove that E, Q € Dif (dom(A), J). It means that E and Q have to be differentiable on dom(A) and E’(u, v), Q' (u, v)
have to belong to ran(J) for any (u, v) € dom(A). A simple check shows that for (u, v) € dom(A) one gets

E'(w,v)=(—u" +m*u—|ullu,v), Q'(u,v)=(v,—iu), (2.9

and obviously E’(u, v), Q'(u,v) € ran(J).
To conclude the proof of the conservation laws we need to observe that { E, E}(u,v) = {Q, E}(u,v) = 0 for all (u,v) €
dom(A), where {-, -} is the Poisson bracket defined by

{E,E},v) = (E'(W,v), T '"E'W,V)) yorrx» (O, E}W,v) =(0'(W,v), T 'E'(W,V)) y.x-
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Remark 2.6. Using definition of [J and E, we can reformulate the system d,U(t) = AU(¢) + F(U(#)) in the Hamiltonian form
Jo,U@) = E'(U(1)). (2.10)
We finish this section by proving that problem (2.2)) is well-posed in X.
Lemma 2.7. Let k € {0,..., N — 1}. For any U, = (u,,u;) € X, there exists T > 0 such that (Z.2) has a unique solution
U@) = (u@®), v()) € C([0,T], X,).

Proof. 1tis sufficient to prove that the corresponding C, semigroup e preserves the space X, thatis, ¢4 X, C X,. Equivalently
this fact means that the solution to the Cauchy problem

0,U(t) = AU(r),
U©0) = U,

belongs to C([0,T], X,) for U, € X,. Suppose that k > 2. Let
U = Uy = (@O, 0,00, ) = (@O, oty @), 0,0, . 0y 1) )
be a solution to (Z.11). Then the function
V() = ((uz(t), 1y (1), u3(D)s .. s up (0), (02(0), 0, (), 05(0) ..., UN(t))>

is a solution to (2.11)) as well. Indeed, the linear equation in (2.11) is invariant under the transposition of two first elements of
the vector solution U(¢). By uniqueness U(¢) = V(¢), therefore, u,(¢) = u,(t) and v, (t) = v,(¢). Repeating the process, one gets
ul(t) = ... = uk(t), Ul(t) = ... = Uk(t).

@2.11)

O
Remark 2.8. The invariance property e¢'4 X, C X, might be alternatively shown by involving functional calculus.
By [20, Chapter I, Corollary 7.5], for W € dom(A?) we have
y+ico
MW = _—1 / (A —2)"'Wd2, (2.12)
2ri
y—ico
where y > f with g from (Z.3). Let A € (f, 00). We have
A _ /1 — —A,Idg(r) IdLZ(r) )
—Ha - m2 —Ald[}(r)
By a direct computation with operator-valued matrices,
_ —AMH,+ A +m)™ —(H, + 2 +m?)~!
A-p'= g « . 2.13
(A=D ( (H,+m*)(H, + 2> +m*)™" —A(H, + 2> +m*»)™! @13
Observe that for f large enough —4> € p(H, + m?). Using formula (17) in [6] and denoting z = /m?2 + A2, we get
2 2\—1 ~ —ZX 1 —|x=y|z
(Hy+ A7 +m°)"w), =cje +Z w;(y)e dy.
0
Analogously to [4, Lemma 2.3],if w € L(I'), then ¢, = ... = ¢ and &, = ... = &y, consequently (H,+A*+m*)~'w € L:(I).
Hence, by Z.13), (A — 1)~'W € dom(A) N X, for W € X,. From (2.12) we get that ¢'4(dom(A4?) N X)) C X. By [20, Chapter
I, Theorem 2.7], dom(A2) = X which implies dom(A42) N X, = X, therefore, ¢4 X, C X,. O

3 | STABILITY PROPERTIES OF STANDING WAVES

In this section we study stability/instability of the standing waves ei“”(pzw, where @} is defined by (L.3). Orbital stability is
understood in the following sense.
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Definition 3.1. The standing wave u(z, x) = €' @(x) is said to be orbitally stable if for any £ > 0 there exists # > 0 with the
following property. If (uy, u,) € X satisfies ||(uy, u;) — (@, io@)||x < 1, then the solution U(r) of @.10) with U(0) = (uy,u,)
exists globally, and

sup inf [U() — €“(g, io@)]ly < e.

1€[0,00) IER

Otherwise, the standing wave u(z, x) = e’ g(x) is said to be orbitally unstable.

In the sequel we will use the notation <I)Z’w = ((pz’w, iwq)z’w).

3.1 | Stability approach

Below we will introduce basic ingredients of the classical theory by [12,[13] (see also [11,25]). The key object is the Lyapunov
functional S, € C*(X, R) defined by
S,m,v)=E(,v)+o0,vV).

From ([2.9) one concludes that @ is acritical point of S,,. Let R : X — X* be the Riesz isomorphism. A principal role in
the stability/instability study is played by the spectral properties of the operator R~ 1S’ ! ((I)“ o) - X = X.In what follows we
will denote £ := R~ 15;’ ((I)“’w) Since S{;’ ((I)“"w) X — X*is bounded and symmetric, the operator £} : X — X is bounded
and self—adjoint, i.e.

(L9U, V) y = (/@ YU, V)yory = (SI@E IV, U)yory = (U.LEV)y, U VEX.

Above we also have used the fact that X is a real Hilbert space.
We consider the following list of assumptions about the spectrum of L] :

(AD) n(LY) =1;

(A2) n(L) =2

(A3) ker(L}) = span{i(DZyw};

(A4) apart from the non-positive eigenvalues, 6(LY) is positive and bounded away from zero.

We also define the notion of linear instability.
Definition 3.2. The standing wave e"“”(pz’w is linearly unstable if 0 is a linearly unstable solution for the linearized equation
JoV(@) =S!( @y V(@)
in the sense of Lyapunov.
Due to [12,[13], one can formulate the following stability/istability result.

Theorem 3.3. Let assumptions (A3), (A4) be valid, then the following two assertions hold.

(i) Suppose that d,0 (P! > 0.

k,w) Iw:wo

« If, in addition, the assumption (A1) holds, then the standing wave e*®o’ (PZ o is orbitally stable.
»Wp

« If, in addition, the assumption (A2) holds, then the standing wave e*®o’ (PZ o is linearly unstable.
»Wp

(if) Suppose that d,0(P} < 0 and (A1) holds, then the standing wave e®o’ @} o is orbitally unstable.

oo
It is standard to verify that for (u,v) € X
S;’((Dzyw)(u, V) = <1—~1au + m’u — (qoZ’w)p_lu —(p- 1)(([);60)"_1 Re(u) + iwv, v — iwu) .

Here the operator H o is understood in the following sense: since bilinear form 7, (u;, u,) = (0, w}) 1> + a Re(u;; (0)u;(0)) is
bounded on &(I'), there exists a unique bounded operator H, : E(") — £*(I') such that 7, (u;, uy) = (H U, W)) ery ey
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Commonly in stability study one substitutes the operator L] acting on X by the self-adjoint operator acting in L>*T) x L*()
(with the real inner product). Namely, this operator is associated (by the Representation Theorem [16, Chapter VI, Theorem
2.1]) with the closed, densely defined, bounded from below bilinear form

b, (U, V) = (S;}’(dlz’w)U, V) xexx

= Re| au,(0)w,(0) + / (u’w’ + m*uw — ((pz’w)”_luW —(p- 1)((,9;@)1’—1 Re(u)W)dx
g 3.1)

+ Re /Vidx+a)/(ivW—iuZ)dx , U=,v),V=(Ww,zeX.
T T

Proposition 3.4. The self-adjoint operator associated in L*(I") X L*(I") with the bilinear form b, (U, V) is given by
Li(u,v) = (Hau + m’u — ((pzyw)p_lu —(p- 1)((02’&))”_l Re(u) + iwv, v — icou) ,
dom(L?) = dom(H,) X L*(I").
Moreover, ker(EZ) = ker(LZ), n(EZ) = n(LZ), and
inf o (LY) >0 = inf o (L}) > 0.
Proof. Denote by T, the self-adjoint operator associated with the bilinear form b,(U, V). Then

dom(7,) ={U e X : AW € L*() x L*() s.. VV € X, b, (U, V) = (W, V) 2oy | »
T,U=W.

It is easily seen that dom(L}) € dom(7,) and LyU = T, U for U € dom(LY). Indeed, b, (U, V) = (L{U, V) 1> p2(r for all

U € dom(L}) and V € X. We need to show that dom(7,) C dom(Ly). Let U= (n, V) = <(ﬁj)j~\]=1’ (ﬁj)jv:1> € dom(7,). Observe

that, by the definition of dom(7,), the functional f, (V) = bk(ﬁ, V)= (W V) r2ayxr2qr) 18 linear and continuous on L>*(D)x L*(I).
N

Given V = (w,0) with w = (wj)j’i1 € Cyr) = &b CP(R,), then integrating by parts in (3.1) and using continuity of f,, one
=1

gets that i € H*(I'). Finally, observing §t € H*(I'), integrating by parts in (3.I) with w € £(T") such that w,(0) # 0, and using

continuity of f, again, we arrive at the conclusion that

N
8 (V) = Re l(am«» -y a;(O))wl(m]
j=1
N
has to be a continuous functional on L*(I") x L*(I"). This is true only if ai (0) — ﬁ;(O) = 0, therefore, t € dom(H,) and
j=1
U € dom(Ly).
The second part of the proposition follows by [25, Lemma 5.4]. To apply Lemma 5.4, we only need to prove that inequality
(G) (Garding’s-type inequality) holds, that is, there exist €, C > 0 such that

(Su(@®; V. Vixeux 2 ellVI = ClIVI oy ¥V = (W.2) € X. (3.2)

From (B.I) we get

(So(®; V. Vixeux = alw 0] + / (IW’I2+m2IWI2—(q)Z,w)"“IWIz—(p— 1><¢z,w>P-‘<Rew>2)dx+ / |z|*dx

r r (3.3)

- 2w / Im(zw)d x.
T
Moreover, by (2.3), we deduce

1 1 —2a?
alw, O)F + §/|w’|2dx = 5(2a|w1<0>|2+/ W Pdx ) > = Wl
r r
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Denoting M = ||@{ _ || .« We obtain from (3.3)

1 _ 2a?

(SI@ WV, V) xnx 2/<§|W'|2+m2|w|2+|z|2)dx—/(pM” '|w|2—2w|z||w|)dx—ﬁnwnmr)
r T

> min(L, o) (Wi + 2l ) = (807 + 22 1 o) (Wi + 121

2 > HI(D) o) T \P N2 L2(T) 12 )

and therefore (3.2)) holds. |

3.2 | Spectral properties of L}

Another standard step in the stability study is to express the operator L} in more convenient form using two operators acting
on real-valued functions. Let U = (u,v) € dom(L}) and u = u; + iwy, v = v, + iv, with real-valued vector functions
u,v;, jE {1,2}. We have
(g — (= D@, Re() i | (0 +
Liw,v)=| 4dx2 Pro p Prw ( 1+ 2)
—iw 1 A4 + v,

_ (—u’l’ +mPuy = p(py )P 'ay — a)vz) +i (—u’z’ +mPu, — (@f )P uy + covl> ‘
Substituting the complex-valued vector function U = (u,v) by the corresponding quadruplet of real-valued functions
(u;,wy, vy, V,), and substituting Ly (u,v) = (f,g) = (f, + if,, g, +ig,) € L*(') x L*(T) by the quadruplet (f;, f,, g,, g,), we can
interpret the operator Ly as

f, LY, + ? 0 0 - | u
2
f, _ 0 Lg’k +0° o 0 u, ’ (3.4)
g 0 0] 10 vy
2 - 0 0 1 v,

where

L u= —u” + (m* — w*)u— p(q)z’w)”_lu,

L, u= —u" 4+ (m* — w*)u - ((pz’w)”_lu, dom(L{ ) = dom(H,), j € {1,2}.
Remark 3.5. From (3.4) we deduce

u, € ker(L‘;‘k),
u, € ker(Lg’k),

(W, v) = (u; +iuy, v, +iv,) € ker(L})) <<
vV, = —ou,,

v, = ou,.

Assuming that the operators L{, and L7, act as usual on L*(T",C) with the usual complex structure, one can prove the
following result on the relation between their spectra and the spectrum of L{.

Proposition 3.6. Let A € R\ {1} and u(4) := A+ fT“i Assume also that k € {O, s [%] } and m? — w?* > (Nik)z. Then
the following assertions hold.

(i) A€eo(Ly) <= uEe o(L‘l“’k) U o(Lg’k).
(ii) dim(ker(LZ —A) = dim(ker(L‘;‘k — u(A)) + dim(ker(Lgk — u(A))), consequently n(LZ) = n(L‘l’k) + n(Lgk).
(iii) A€ o(Ly) <= uh)Ee o-ess(L‘ik) U aess(Lg’k).
(iv) Let p_(A) and p_ (A) be the restrictions of p(4) to (—co, 1) and (1, co) respectively. Then
Gus(LO\ {1} = ! (o-ess(L‘;"k) U aess(Lgyk)) U ;! (aess(L‘f’k) U aess(Lgyk)> : 3.5)

(v) O-ess(LT,k) U Gess(LE',k) = O'ess(L(ik) = Uess(LZ,k) = [m? — @?, ).



12 | Nataliia Goloshchapova

(Vi) 0o (LY) = [61,1] U [6;, 00), where o) = u~! (m* —w?) € (0,1) and 0, = ;' (m* — @?) € (1, ).

Proof. The proof of items (i) — (iii) repeats the proof of [9, Proposition 4.5] (one just needs to substitute the operator L by Ly,
the operator Ll; by Lg’ ,» and the operator L; by L‘f’ )- The key point is that for 4 # 1,
(LY, +@* = Du, —wv, =1,
(L%, + = D, + ov, =1,
1=y, +ou, =g,
1-=Av, —ou, =g,.

(LY =D, v)=(f,g <= o

(L3, ~ Hiwy =t = .
Vi= m(& — wuy),

1
vy =@+ wuy).

Item (iv) follows from (iii) and the fact that y_ and p, are increasing bijections.
Item (v) seems natural, but we didn’t manage to find its proof in the literature. Firstly, consider the self-adjoint operator

N
H W =(-0/@) . x>0, v=@))

Jj=1 =r
dom(H,) = {v € HXT) : 0,00) = ... = vy(0) = o}.
N
Observe that H , = D h,, where

j=1
(ho0)(x) = —0"(x), x>0, dom(h,)= {u € HXR,) : v(0) = o}.

Therefore, 6, (Hy) = 06.(hy,) = [0, ). Secondly, notice that the operator H, defined by (LZ) and the operator H_, are
self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric operator
. N
HW® = (-0/@) . x>0, v=@))

j=1 J=r

N
dom(Hy) = {v € HAD) : 0,(0) = ... = vy (0) =0, Y 0(0) = 0}.
i=1

The operator has equal deficiency indices n i(ﬂo) = 1 (see [4, proof of Theorem 3.5-(iii)]), therefore, by Krein’s resolvent
formula, the operator (H, — A)~! —(H_ — A)~!, 1 € p(H)N p(H,), is of rank one (see [2, Appendix A, Theorem A.2]). Then,
by Weyl’s theorem [21, Theorem XI11.14], 6, (H,) = o, s (Hy+m?> —a?) = [m?> —a?, ).
The operator of multiplication by (q)z’w)‘"1 is relatively (H, +m?* — @?)-compact (for the idea of the proof see, for instance, [22,
Proposition 8.20]). Therefore, o, (L“’k) = o-ess(Lg’k) = [m? — w?, c0) (see Corollary 2 of [21, Theorem XIII.14]).

1
Finally, by (v), o-eSS(L‘ik) U o-ess(Lg’k) contains a neighborhood of +oo. Since o (Ly) is closed, B3 yields (vi).

(H,) = [0, o), and consequently ¢

€ss

€ss

€ss

O

Remark 3.7. The equality o, (H,) = [0, co) might be shown using classical Weyl’s criterion (see [22, Proposition 8.11]). Let
H, be defined by 2.4). It is easily seen that H,, > 0, therefore, . (Hy) C 6(H,) C [0, 00). We can prove that [0, 00) C 6, (H,).
Given A > 0. Then, by Wey!’s criterion, A € o, (H,) if, and only if, there exists a sequence {xn};"=l C dom(H,,) such that

|(Hy — A)Xn”]}(r) _

n—oo ||Xn | L2(D)

ess

0, (3.6)

and x,,/|X,|| ;> tends weakly to 0 in L*(I).
We fix a function ¢(x) € Cr(Ry) such that
d(x) >0, Pp(x)=1for1/4<x<1/2, and ¢(x)=0 for x > 1.

We set

b,(x) = d)(ﬁ(x _ ). nen.



Nataliia Goloshchapova 13

Then
2,2 _ . .
supp ¢, C (n°,n" + \/;), and supp ¢, Nsupp¢; = @, for k#j, k,jeN.
It is easily seen that
x, = (¢V%,(0.0,....0)
serves for (3.6). Hence A € o, (H,) and 6.,(H,) = [0, ) by closedness of the essential spectrum. Then, by Weyl’s theorem
(21, Theorem XIII.14], o, (H,) = 0. (H) = [0, c0). O

3.3 | Spectral properties of L] and L7,

" N-1 2 _ .2 a
Proposition 3.8. Leta # 0, k € {O, ey [ > ] }, and m* — v~ > N Then

0] ker(Lg’k) = span{(pz’w} and Lg’k > 0;
(i) ker(L{ ) = {0};
(iii) ker(Ly) = {i®f }.
Proof. For the proof of (i), (ii) see [4, Proposition 1] (with w substituted by m?> — w?). The proof of (iii) follows from (i), (ii),

and Remark
O

The description of the negative spectrum of L{, might be obtained as in [4, Theorem 3.4] and [3, Proposition 3.17]. For the
reader’s convenience we provide the principal steps of the proofs.
Consider the following self-adjoint Schrodinger operator on L*(I") with the Kirchhoff condition at v = 0,

L =—V" +(m* — o)V — p(pg_lv,

N 3.7)
dom(L?) = {v € HXT) : 0,(0) = ... = vy(0), Y 0}(0) = 0},

=1

where @, is the half-soliton solution for the classical NLS model,

2 9 W =
@o(x) = l—(p+ 1)(’; — ) sech? (_(p —D 2m2 — @ x>] .

From the definition of the profiles ¢  in (L3) one gets

P, = @0 in H'D),

a
1.k’

describe spectral properties of L(l) (which is the limiting value of L‘i casa—0).

where ¢, = ((,oo)j\’= - To study negative spectrum of L{,, we apply the analytic perturbation theory. Hence first we need to

Theorem 3.9. Let L be defined by (3.7) and k € { L., [%] } Then
(i) ker(L?) =span{@g, ..., Pon_1 )}, where

@0 =0,...,0,90, 9,0, ..., 0);
i i+

(i) in the space Li(l“) we have ker(L?) = span{@,},i.e. ker(L?lLi(r)) = span{@, }, where
Poi = (%@6, s %@6,—%, ...,—(pg> ; (3.8)
1 k k+1 N
(iii) n(LY) = n(LY| ) = 1;

(iv) the rest of the spectrum of L? is positive and bounded away from zero.
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Proof. For the proof of (i) — (iii) see [4, Theorem 3.5]. As in the proof of Proposition 3.6-(v), one might show that ¢
[m?

ess(L?) =
— w?, ) and therefore (iv) holds. O

One of the principal facts for the investigation of the negative spectrum of the operator L{, is the following lemma.
Lemma 3.10. Let k € { 1,..., [NT_I } . As afunction of a, (L{,) is a real-analytic family of self-adjoint operators of type (B)
in the sense of Kato.

The above lemma and Theorem[3.9]lead to the next resullt.

Proposition 3.11. Let k € {1, s [% } Then there exist @y > 0 and two analytic functions 4, : (—ay, ;) — R and
f, : (—ag,ap) = Li(l“) such that
(i) 4(0) =0and f,(0) = @, where @ is defined by (3.8);

(ii) foralla € (—ay, ay), 4,(a) is the simple isolated second eigenvalue of L{, in Li(l“), andf, (a) is the associated eigenvector

for A, (a);

(iii) a can be chosen small enough to ensure that for @ € (—ay, ;) the spectrum of LT, ‘ in Li(l“) is positive, except at most
the first two eigenvalues.

Proof. Tt is implied by the Kato-Rellich theorem (see [21, Theorem XII.8]). For the details see the proof of [4, Proposition
2]. O
The next proposition provides characterization of n(L{, | Li(r)) for small a.
Proposition 3.12. Letk e 1,..., NT_I . There exists 0 < a; < a such that 4,(@) < 0 for any a € (—a;,0), and 4, (@) >0
for any a € (0, ;). Therefore, n(L(f,lei(F)) =2fora <0, and ”(L(f,kh_i(r)) = 1 for « > 0 if & is small enough.
Proof. From Taylor’s theorem we have the expansions
M(@) = Aga+0@@®) and  fi(a) = @y + afy, + Oa?), (3.9)

where 4y, = 4;(0) € R and £, = 9,f,(a),— € Li(l“). The desired result will follow if we show that 4,, > 0. We compute
(LT Ji(@), @g k) 12y In two different ways.
Note that for @} = defined by (L3) we have

(Pz,w =@t agy, + O(a?),

80k = 00Py ola=0 = 2 Pl -+ P =, @ 310
0,k a P opla=0 (p—])(N—Zk)(mz—a)Z) 10,..., kO’ k+10,..., NO .

From we obtain
(LY £(@), @) 2y = AO,ka”(PO,kHZLz(r) +O(a?). 3.11)
By L9, = 0 and (3.9) we get
L5 @0x = p (@0 = @F,)7") Pos = —ap(p = D@0V 80,90, + O@). (3.12)
The operations in the last equality are componentwise. Equations (3.12)), 3.10), and @ € dom(H ) lead to

(LT £i(@), @) 2y = (Bi(@), LT, @01} 12y = —{@o s> ap(p — 1)((Po)p_2go,k(l’o,k>u(r) +0(a?)

2
(» — D(N = 2k)(m?* — w?)

=—ap(p—1) (% — (N - k)) /(¢6)3¢g_2dx +0(a?)
0

(3.13)

N —k 2
= ap——— 1 el Cdx + O(a?).
LT —— /((po) ?, (a%)
0
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Finally, combining (3.13) and (3.11)), we obtain

k(mz wz) /(q)0)3
||¢0,k ||L2(F)

It follows that A, is positive for sufficiently small |a| (due to the negativity of (p6 on R,), which in view of (3.9) ends the
proof. O

Summarizing the above results, we obtain the following characterization of the negative spectrum of L{

Proposition 3.13. (i) Letk € {1, [% }

(a) If a > 0, then n(LT,lei(F)) =1.
(b) If @ < 0, then n(LT,lei(F)) =2

(ii) Letk = 0.

(@) Ifa <0, then n(LY ) = 1 in LA(T).
(b) If a > 0, then n(L‘f’0|qu(r)) =1.
Proof. (i) The proof of the proposition is analogous to the one of [4, Proposition 4]. It uses Proposition [3.12] and a classical

continuation argument based on the Riesz projection.
(if) (a) Observe that the operator L{ , is the self-adjoint extension of the non-negative symmetric operator

Lyv = L(II,OV’ v € dom(L,),
N

dom(Ly) = {v € HXT) 1 0,(0) = ... = oy(0) = 0, Y 0/(0) = 0},
=1

with deficiency indices n (L,) = 1 (see the proof of [3, Theorem 3.12-(iii)]). Hence n(L‘fO) < 1 by [17, §14, Theorem 16].

1 .
Since (L1 0¢0w’ (P0w>L2(F) =—(p— 1)||q)g’w||itﬂ(r) < 0, we get the equality n(L‘f’O) =1.

(b) Consider the restriction L1 ol Lz,m s the self-adjoint extension of the following symmetric operator
Lyv=L¢ V- VE dom(L,),
dom(L,) = {v € dom(H,) N L2() & 0,(by) = .... = vy (by) = 0} ,

where b, = — and ¢, is defined in (L3). Let us prove that L, is non-negative. Observe that every component of

2

c 9
(p—-1)Vm?2—w? 0
the vector v = (v j)j’\i ,EH 2(I) satisfies the identity

~ _ 1 d | . d v;
—U;.'+wvj—p((,00’j)p IUj = dx l( 0/)25<¢/.>‘| , XER+\{b0}.

0,j

Using the above equality and integrating by parts, we get for v € dom(L,),

by— 4o
7 _ o2l d [ U
LoV Voney = N </ +/ Jab 13 7
Ea :

-1 bO +o0
2¢01 2
+N UU] |UII (p ((P01)

The deficiency indices of L, are

2

(Z)II L
dx+ N l—v’lﬁl + |v, ~?1]

(e

n,(L,) = dim(dom(L? 0|L2 o)) — dim(dom(Ly)) = 1.

2
dx > 0.

Therefore, n(L{ |12 ) < 1 by [17, §14, Theorem 16]. One also has that @5 € L2 (F) and (L1 oq’o q)o Yoy = —(p -
B eq ,0 w’ ()

1
1)||(ngw||it+l(r) < 0. Hence n(L{ |2 1) = 1. -
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Remark 3.14. In [3], we considered the NLS equation with the é-interaction on the star graph I'. In particular, we proved [3,
Theorem 1.1] on the orbital instability of the profile ®, ; = q)g’(u (where m?> — @? has to be substituted by ). Using the proof of
item (ii) — (b), we may complete the result of Theorem 1.1 in [3]. Indeed, one may deduce analogously that n(L | L2, o) =1
where the operator L, , is defined in [3, Subsection 3.1]. Using Proposition 3.17 and Proposition 3.19 (ii) — 2), 3) in [3] we can
affirm for @ > 0 the following two results.

2
(i) Let 3 < p < 35, then there exists w, > ;—

2

such that e’ @, 5 is orbitally unstable in Eeq(D) and therefore in £(I") for

w € ( w,). Moreover, e”'®, ; is orbitally stable in Eeq(D) for o > w,.

N2’
(ii) Let p > 5, then e"“”(I)a’ s 1s orbitally unstable in Eeq(F), and therefore in £(I") for w > }‘f]—zz

Remark 3.15. Using the approach of [15] (see Theorem 3.1), one may show that in L>(T"),

k+1, fora <0, N-1 }
mazo={ NG e o [}

3.4 | Slope condition

Letk € {O, ooy |2=L ] 1. In this subsection we study the sign of 9 wQ(®} ). By the definition of Q and @ = (@ . io@} ).
we get (see [4, Proposmon 5D
oy ,) = —wlle; ||Lz(r) O1(@)0 (), (3.14)
where
2 S
p+ 1\ -1 (m* — w?)2-D
=2 ,
Ora(@) “ < 2 ) p—1
! 3p ! 3p (3.15)

Oy (@) = / k(1 — %) r=Tdr + / (N = k)1 = A)r-1dt.
“a e
Qk—=N)Vm?2—w? k=N)Vm2—w?

Using the above formulas for Q(<I)Z w), we obtain the result.

Lemma 3.16. Let1 < p < 5.

(i) 0,0(®2 ) > 0 for

a <0, and we(—m

—my\/p—1 my/p—1
e L o))
(i) 0,0(®y ) <0 for

a>0, and we

(T oo
2 ’ ’ 2 :
Proof. By 3.14), 0,0(P; ) = ;(yl(a))Qk,z(a)) + Qk,l(w)Q;(yz(co). From (3.13) we get
2
—1 7-3p 2
0, (@) = 1% <1i1> ! (m* — @*)2n <p4c—01 - m2>,
12 _ _ (Zz p—1 aw
Qk,Z(CU) = (1 (2k _ N)z(mz _ 0)2)) (m2 — 0)2)3/2 .

2
Observe that Q, ,(w) > 0 for any w and «. It is easily seen that

3=p

1 (@) >0,

0, 5(@) >0, @ <0,
’ — my/p—1
(@) <0, e (M2 m)

Op1(@) <0
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implies d,,0(®} ) > 0. Analogously

11(@) >0,
0,x(®) > 0, a<0,
a(@) >0, T Y we (—m, @)
Oy 1(@)>0
yields 0,,0(®} ) > 0. Finally, (i) holds.
To show (ii), observe that
11 (@) <0,
0;x(@) > 0, a>0,
12(@) >0, T \we (0, m\/2,,71>
Oy 1(@) <0
implies 0,0(®} ) <0, and
11 (@) <0,
0;x(@) > 0, a>0
0] ) <0, = we<_m\z/ﬁ’0)
Qk,1(w) >0
yields 9,0(®} ) < 0. O

Combining Lemma 271 Theorem [3.3] Proposition 3.4} Proposition Proposition 3.8} and Proposition B.13] we get
stability/instability result.

Theorem 3.17. Assume that 1 < p < 5and m > 0.

2

. N-d 2 —w? -
) Letke{l,...,[ > }andm 0" > S

(a) Fora>0and w € <_m2‘p_1
in X.

(b) Fora<0andw € (—m, = ”2p_1 ) U (m ”2”_1 , m) (if such w exists) the standing wave ei‘“’q)z ., 18 linearly unstable.

s 0) U ( R m” ) the standing wave e’ (pk is orbitally unstable in X, and therefore

(i) Letk = 0 and m? — 0 > ;—2

(@) Fora >0andw € (_m— ”zp_l, 0) U ( , m” ) the standing wave e’ q)o is orbitally unstable in X, and therefore
in X.

(b) Fora < 0andw € (—m, = Vzp_l ) U ( z ”zp_l , m> (if such w exists) the standing wave ei“”q)g , is orbitally stable in X

Proof. Observe that, by Proposition [3.4] Proposition [3.6+(vi), Proposition 3.8-(iii), assumptions (A3) and (A4) are satisfied.

(i) (@ By Proposition BI3H(), for a > 0 we have n(L¥ | 2) = 1. If additionally & € (“¥21,0) u (0,2 ), then
an(d)Z w) < 0 (see Lemma[3.16+(ii)).
By Proposition 3.4, B.8H(/) and 3.6} (i), we obtain n(L{|y ) = 1. Finally, by Theorem[3.3}(ii), we get orbital instability of
e @} in X, since (Z2) is well-posed in X, by Lemma[27 Consequently ¢’ ¢¢ is orbitally unstable in X.
(b) By Proposition B.13}(i), for « < 0 we have n(L‘l’k|L @) = 2 and analogously to the previous case n(L"|X )=2.1f

additionally w € (— mT> U (m\/_ ) then 9,0(®f ) > 0 (see Lemma[3.16k()). Finally, by Theorem 3.3+(i),

. . - o g
we get linear instability of e'” @}

(ii) (a) By Proposition B.13l(ii), for @« > 0 we have n(L‘l’lez @) = 1, and therefore n(Ly|x ) = 1. If additionally @ €
("”;”‘Ho) U ( 0, 2! ) then 0,,Q(®: ) < 0 (sce Lemma[3.T6H(ii).
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Finally, by Theorem[3.3}-(ii), we get orbital instability of e ¢@{ in X, since (2.2) is well-posed in X, by Lemma[27]
Consequently e @, 1s orbitally unstable in X.

(b) By Proposition 3.131(ii), for « < 0 we have n(L{ ) = 1 and consequently n(£{) = 1. If additionally €

(—m, - 5 2l ) U (m Vzp_l , m) then 9,,0(®; ) > 0 (see Lemma[3.16}H(i)). By Theorem[3.3}(i), we get orbital stability of
el in X.

O
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