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NON DISPERSIVE SOLUTIONS OF THE GENERALIZED KDV EQUATIONS
ARE TYPICALLY MULTI-SOLITONS

XAVIER FRIEDERICH

ABsTRACT. We consider solutions of the generalized Korteweg-de Vries equations (gKdV)
which are non dispersive in some sense (in the spirit of [T8]) and which remain close to multi-
solitons. We show that these solutions are necessarily pure multi-solitons. For the Korteweg-de
Vries equation (KdV) and the modified Korteweg-de Vries equation (mKdV) in particular, we
obtain a characterization of multi-solitons and multi-breathers in terms of non-dispersion.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Setting of the problem and known results. We consider the generalized Korteweg-
de Vries equations

A+ 05 (0%u+uP) =0
(gKdV)

u(0) = up € H'(R)

where (¢, x) are elements of R X R and p > 1 is an integer.

Recall that the Cauchy problem for (gKdV) is locally well-posed in H'(R) from a standard
result by Kenig, Ponce and Vega [9] and that the two following quantities are conserved for
each solution u of (gKdV) for all ¢:

e (the Lz—mass)/uz(t,x) dx
R

1 1
e (the energy) ‘/R {5”’2‘ - mul’” } (1, x) dx.
In addition, the set of solutions of (gKdV) is conserved under scaling transformation

ur— ((t, X) /l%u (/l3t, /lx)) ,

for all > 0, and the H“P)-norm is invariant under this transformation, where o(p) :=

% - p%l. Let us recall that the global dynamics of the solutions depends on the sign of o (p).

The case o(p) < O thatis 1 < p < 5, is called L>-subcritical, and all H'-solutions of (gKdV)
are then global (in time) and H'-uniformly bounded. If o-(p) = 0, that is p = 5, we are in
L?-critical case and solutions might blow up in finite time [16] 17, 23| 24} 25]. In the L>-
supercritical case, corresponding to o(p) > 0 (or p > 5), much less is known but finite time
blow up is expected: existence of p* > 5 and of blow-up solutions for all p € (5, p*) are proven

in [10].

Moreover it is well-known that (gKdV) admits a family of explicit traveling wave solutions
indexed by R* x R. Let Q be the unique (up to translation) positive solution in H'(R) (known
also as ground state) to the following stationary elliptic problem associated with (gKdV)

0" +0" =0,
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given by the explicit formula

o7
p+1

O(x) = m

Then for all ¢y > 0 (velocity parameter) and xo € R (translation parameter),

(] . 1) Rco,xo(t» -x) = QC() (.X — cof — xO)
is a global traveling wave solution of (gKdV) classically named soliton solution, where Q ., (x) =

1
cé”' Q(y/cox). Tt is orbitally stable if and only if p < 5 (L?-subcritical case) (see Weinstein
[32], Bona, Souganidis and Strauss [2]], Grillakis, Shatah and Strauss [8], and Martel and
Merle [13]).

Solitons are special objects which enjoy very specific properties. Let us recall the following
rigidity result, which roughly asserts that non dispersive solutions to (gKdV) which are close
to solitons are actually exactly solitons.

Theorem 1.1 (Liouville property near a soliton; Martel and Merle [13] [19]). Ler ¢y > 0.
There exists & > 0 such that if u € €(R, H'(R)) is a solution of (gKdV) satisfying, for some
€ functiony : R — R,

(1.2) (closeness to a soliton) ViteR, llu(t,- + y() = Ocollg < @,

(1.3) (non-dispersion) Ve>0,3R>0, VreR, / u>(t,x + y(1)) dx < &,
|x|>R

then there exist ¢y > 0, x1 € R such that
VixeR u(t,x) = Q¢ (x — x1 — c11).

This striking result has its own interest of course, but we emphasize that it is also a key
ingredient to prove asymptotic stability of (gKdV) solitons (we refer to [[13] 14 [19]). We
highlight the fact that this result applies in each mass subcritical, critical, and supercritical
case by requiring the solution u to remain close to a soliton (up to translation) for all times
(L2). In the L?-subcritical case where solitons are known to be stable, (I.2) can be relaxed to
hold only at r = 0.

Finally let us note that solitons play a fundamental role in the study and the understanding
of the (gKdV) flow; the important soliton resolution conjecture asserts that any solution with
generic initial condition behaves as a sum of solitons plus a radiative-dispersive term as time
goes to infinity. In this spirit, built upon solitons, we are interested in other solutions to our
problem, namely multi-soliton solutions, defined as follows.

Definition 1.2. Let N > 1 and consider N solitons R, x, as in (LI) with speeds 0 < ¢; <
-+ < cn. A multi-soliton in +oo (resp. in —oo) associated with the R, x, is an H'-solution u
of (¢KdV) defined in a neighborhood of +co (resp. —o0) and such that

(1.4) — 0, ast — +oo (resp. ast — —oo).

N
u(t) = > Repy (1)

i=1

H!

Multi-solitons are known to exist for all p > 1; they are even explicit for p = 2 (KdV)
[27, section 16] and for p = 3 (mKdV) [30, Chapter 5, formula (5.5)]. What is more, the
classification of the multi-solitons of (gKdV) is complete. Let us gather the main results.
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Theorem 1.3 (Martel [12]]; Cote, Martel and Merle [6]; Combet [5]]). Let p > 1 be an integer
andletN 21,0 <cf <---<cy,and x{,..., x5 €R.

If p < 5, there exists Ty > 0 and a unique multi-soliton u € € ([Ty, +c0), H'(R)) associated
with the Rclf’xlf, ie{l,...,N}.

If p > 5, there exists a one-to-one map ® from RY to the set of all H'-solutions of (gKdV)
defined in a neighborhood of +oco such that u is a multi-soliton in +co associated with the
Rey xr if and only if there exist A € RN and Ty > 0 such that U|[Tp,+00) = P(A)|[7p, +00)-
Moreover, in each case, u belongs to € ([Ty, +0), H*(R)) for all s > 0, and there exist § > 0
and positive constants Cs such that for all s > 0, for all t > T,

(1.5) < Cge .

N
u(t) = D" Rer (1)
i=1

HS

In the L2-subcritical case (like solitons), sums of decoupled and ordered solitons are stable in
H'(R), even asymptotically stable (Martel, Merle and Tsai [26] and Martel and Merle [19]),
and so do multi-solitons.

1.2. Main results. Several properties available for solitons have been adapted or even
extended to multi-solitons. This article precisely takes this step since it aims at providing
an analogue of the rigidity property of Theorem [[1lin the multi-soliton case. We consider
solutions of (gKdV) that are non dispersive in some sense and uniformly close to the sum of
N solitons, and show that they are exact multi-solitons.

Theorem 1.4 (Liouville property near a multi-soliton). Let u be a solution of (gKdV) which
belongs to € ([0, +o0), H'(R)). Assume the existence of p > 0 such that

(1.6) Ve>0, 3R, >0, V>0, / u*(t, x) dx < .
x<pt—Rz

Let N > 1 be an integer and consider N positive real numbers 0 < ¢; < --- < cn. There
exists « = alcy,...,cn,p) > 0 such that the following holds: if there exist N functions
X1, ..., xn : RY — Rof class €' satisfying

N
(1.7) V>0, u(t) - Z (- —x()|| <o

i=1 H!
and
(1.8) V>0, Vie{l,...,N -1}, Xi+1(t) = xi(t) = | In |,
then u is a multi-soliton (in +o0). In other words, there exist 6 > 0, 0 < c]+ < e < c;;,,

X!, ..., x}%; € Rand positive constants Cy such that for all t > 0, (L3) is granted.

Remark 1.5. In the L?-subcritical case 1 < p < 5, as sum of decoupled solitons are stable,
assumptions (L7) and (L.8) can be relaxed to hold only at time ¢ = 0.

This result is a natural extension of Theorem[LTlto multi-solitons in +co, which are the only
solutions which are non dispersive in the sense (I.@) (and remain close to a sum of solitons):
this is a nice dynamical characterization of multi-solitons among solutions to (gKdV). By
contraposition, it means that if a solution u remains in large time sufficiently close to a multi-
soliton but is not a multi-soliton, then it disperses insofar as (L.6) fails.

We emphasize that, in contrast with the original statement for one soliton (Theorem [L.1)),
the non dispersion assumption (I.6)) requires the mass to be located essentially for x > pt for
some small positive speed p > 0 (and almost touches x = 0); it allows (seemingly) for much
more room than in the condition (L3)), which requires that the mass be essentially concentrated
in a moving ball of fixed size R;.
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Furthermore, the assumptions in Theorem[.4] are done only for positive times t > 0 (and
not for all times ¢ € R). As it applies of course to the case of a single soliton, Theorem [L4]
actually extends and refines Theorem[L1]

We must underline that this improvement to focus on the behavior for positive times only is
actually very meaningful. Indeed, in view of the above result, a solution which would be non
dispersive at times +oo and —oo would be a multi-soliton at both ends: but such a behavior is
not to be expected, except in the integrable cases of p = 2 (KdV) and p = 3 (mKdV) and the
Gardner nonlinearity u> — Au3. To support this, let us refer to the work by Martel and Merle
[20] 211 22] (see also Mufioz [28]]) on the description of 2-solitons: starting with a 2-soliton
solution at —oo (for the quartic p = 4 (gKdV)), the collision is almost but not elastic, and there
is a non zero defect (which one can quantify), so that it is not a 2-soliton at +co (and so, by
Theorem[T.4] it must be dispersive in the sense of (L.6)).

In principle, the computations in the articles above could extend to N-solitons for N > 3,
but it has not been performed yet, and one could still wonder if there is always a defect. If
one is willing to assume non dispersion for all time ¢ € R, our conclusion is that the solution
under consideration is a multi-soliton in +co for which all derivatives decay exponentially in
space for each fixed values of 7. More precisely, we have

Corollary 1.6. Let u € € (R, H' (R)) satisfy the assumptions (D), (L8 of Theorem[L4) and
assume (to replace (L)) the existence of two constants 0 < o < p such that

(1.9) Ve>0,3R,>0,VieR, / u?(t,x) dx < .
B(pt,o|t|+R:)C

Then the conclusion of Theorem[L4 holds, and also the following exponential decay property
at fixed time, for all s € N, and for some possibly larger constant Cs:

N
(1.10) Vi>0, VxeR  |a%u(x)| < C Ze—"lx-c?f‘.
i=1

As it was first observed in [13]], non dispersion (for all times) actually self improves to
smoothness and exponential decay in space (outside the center of mass). Of course, this is
very relevant for solitons, which exhibit precisely this spatial behavior. But it has yet to be
proven that multi-solitons do have spatial exponential decay (L1Q) as well; even though it
is a very natural conjecture, and that it is known that multi-solitons are smooth. To be able
to conclude to (ILI0), one has currently to make the assumption (I9) (in fact, it would be
sufficient to assume that u and u(—1) satisfy (L.6) and to assume in addition that the analog
of (L&) with x > (p + o)t + R, holds for positive times), and for the time being, the above
Corollary[[L6]is meaningful.

Remark 1.7. In the L?-subcritical case 1 < p < 5, assumptions (IZ) and (L) can be relaxed
to hold only a time ¢t = 0. If they hold for large enough times, positive and negative (or outside
of the collision period), the conclusion can be strengthened to u being a multi-soliton at +oco
and —oo, and satisfying (LI0) for all z € R.

In the context of the particular (KdV) equation (corresponding to p = 2), we claim nexta re-
sult which gives rise to a simplified characterization of multi-solitons among all H'-solutions.

Theorem 1.8. Let p = 2 and ug € .7 (R) \ {0} be such that the corresponding solution u of
(KdV), which is defined globally in time, is non dispersive for positive times, that is, satisfies
({@L8). Then u is a multi-soliton (in +oo and —).

The proof of this theorem relies on the soliton resolution result for (KdV), set up by Eckhaus
and Schuur [7] and refined in Schuur [30].
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Remark 1.9. Requiring that the initial condition ug belongs to the Schwartz space is not nec-
essary in order to reach the conclusion in Theorem[L.8l Considering the non dispersion as-
sumption made in Theorem [L.8] it would be sufficient for example that all derivatives up to
order 4 of ug decay faster than x~!! when x — +co. Actually, we only need to assume that uq
is smooth enough and decays sufficiently rapidly for |x| — +co for the whole of the inverse
scattering method to work, thus for the soliton resolution result for (KdV) to hold [4} 30].
However, our goal is not to obtain the most general statement, and for clarity purposes, we
will not attempt to optimize the regularity and decay assumptions on uy.

Similarly, we can characterize non dispersive solutions of the (mKdV) equation. Recall
that, in addition to solitons, (mKdV) admits other particular solutions, known as breathers,
which are also important with respect to the soliton resolution conjecture. Breathers do not
correspond to a superposition of solitons but are instead periodic in time and can move both
in the left and right directions; for all (a, 8) € R% x R, and for all x;, x, € R, the breather
B g x1,x, With envelope velocity y := B —3a?, phase velocity 6 := 3% — @2, and translation
parameters x1, xo € R takes the following expression:

B sin(a(x — 6t — x1))
e (5 cosh(B(x — 71— 12)) )} ‘

We refer to Alejo and Muiioz [[I]] for the introduction and the study of stability in H> of these
solutions. Note that the decomposition result in terms of solitons and breathers available for
(mKdV) solutions and stated in [30, Chapter 5, Theorem 5.1] and more recently in 3|, Theorem
1.10] holds under the assumption that the initial data uy is generic in the following sense: the
set of all & € C such that the classical Jost solutions ;(¢) and y,-(£) to the Zakharov-Shabat

l;b 2 uo lé‘: l;b 2

are R-linearly dependent is finite and consists in the scattering data

(1.11) Bapxyn (£, %) := 2V20,

(1.12) {iver,....iven, a1 + i, ... an, +iBNn, ),
with Ni, N, e N, c1,...,¢enp @15 QN B, - - -, BN, € R such that
(1.13) c] <---<cn, ,8%—3a/lz<---<ﬂ,2v2—3a,2\,2,
and

(1.14) V(i) €{l...Ni}x{l.....Na}, ¢; # B} —3a7.

We refer to Schuur [30, Chapter 4], Chen and Liu [3], Paragraph 1.2], and the references therein
for more details concerning genericity.
Our result on non dispersive solutions of (mKdV) writes as follows.

Theorem 1.10. Let p = 3 and ug € . (R)\ {0} be generic (in the above sense) with scattering
data (T12), and such that the corresponding global solution u of (mKdV) is non dispersive
for positive times (that is, satisfies (16)).

Then u is a multi-breather with positive speeds in +oo: we have N1 + N, > 1 and for all
Jj=1..., Ny,

Bi -3a7 >0,

and there existy > 0, positive constants C, signs € = +1, and real parameters xq;, X1 j, X2,j
such that for all s > 0, u belongs to €([0, +c0), H*(R)) and

N] N2
V>0, u(t) - Z € Roci g, (1) = Z B o v, D < Coe™
: o

i=1 HS
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The proof is done by adapting that of Theorem[L8lby writing the soliton/breather resolution
for p = 3, and then using smoothness and uniqueness of multi-breathers and the estimates in
higher order Sobolev spaces proved by Semenov [31].

Remark 1.11. Let us notice that Remark [[.9] applies also in the context of Theorem .10

1.3. Comments. The proofs of Theorem [[L4] and Corollary [ are in the spirit of the
original Liouville result by Martel and Merle [13], and also the work of Laurent and Martel
[11]] on smoothness and decay of non dispersive solutions. An important ingredient is the
observation that a crucial monotonicity formula holds under a much relaxed non dispersion
assumption than previously made, see Proposition 2.1l which has its own interest. Also we
underline a subtle but key difference in the strategy of the proof: we crucially rely at some
point on the asymptotic stability of multi-solitons in the energy space (from [18], stated in
Theorem[3.])). But let us recall this result itself is a consequence of the rigidity result for one
soliton stated in Theorem[I.1} in some sense, the roles are reversed here.

In fact, our proofs use and combine several previous results on the (gKdV) flow around soli-
tons and multi-solitons. This sheds a new light on many results established so far and which
have their own interest, which are here linked together to yield new statements. It seems to us
that this phenomenon is an interesting point of this paper.

Our results lead to several open questions. We already mentioned above the first one, but
repeat it here: we conjecture that, for each time where defined, multi-solitons for (gKdV)
have pointwise exponential decay (along with their derivatives); this is only known in the
integrable case, where explicit formulas are known. As second question is whether similar
rigidity results (as well as asymptotic stability properties) hold for other dispersive models.
The Liouville theorem for solitons holds for the Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation in 2D for ex-
ample, it would be nice to know if an analog for multi-solitons holds as well. A very natural
context is that of the non-linear Schrodinger equations, for which the understanding of non-
dispersive solutions remains mostly open.

This article is organized as follows. After the introduction, we present in section2]a general
property of exponential decay satisfied by non-dispersive solutions which is an important new
observation and interesting in itself. The third section is then devoted to the proof of Theorem
[L4] and Corollary In the forth section, we consider the integrable case and sketch the
proofs of Theorem L8 and [LTQ

1.4. Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank his supervisor Raphaél Cote for
suggesting the idea of this work and for fruitful discussions.

2. SMOOTHNESS AND EXPONENTIAL DECAY FOR NON DISPERSIVE
SOLUTIONS

The goal of this section is to show the following propositions which extend Laurent and
Martel Theorem 1].

Proposition 2.1. Let J be a neighborhood of +o0 andu € € (J, H'(R)) be a solution of (gKdV)
which belongs also to L*(J, H'(R)). Suppose that there exists p > 0 such that

(2.1) Ve>0 3R, >0,Vtel, / u’(t,x) dx < .
x<pt—R.

Then u belongs to €(J X R) and there exists k > 0 such that for all k € N, there exists
Ky > 0 such that

(2.2) Vteld, Vx<pt, ‘@IC{L!(Z‘,X)‘ < Kke—g\x—pt\.



NON DISPERSIVE SOLUTIONS OF THE GKDV EQUATIONS 7

We state next another generalized version, which is useful in the proof of Corollary [l

Proposition 2.2. Let J be aneighborhood of +o0 andu € €(J, H'(R)) be a solution of (gKdV)
which belongs also to L®(J, H'(R)). Suppose that there exist 5,6 > 0 and two € functions
a,b:J — R such that

(2.3) Viteld, §<d(t)<b'(t)< B

and

(2.4) Ve>0 3R, >0,Vrel, / u’(t,x) dx < &,
x<m(t)-Rg

where m(t) := min{a(t), b(t)}.
Then u belongs to €°(J X R) and there exists k > 0 such that for all k € N, there exists
K. > 0 such that

(2.5) Vield, Vx<mb), |0k u(z, x)| < Kie™2=m@1

Remark 2.3. Itis to be noticed that, if J in Proposition[2.2]is replaced by a neighborhood J
of —oo, then we conclude with an estimate at the right of M(z) := max{a(t), b(t)}, or more
precisely with the existence of « > 0 such that for all k¥ € N, there exists Kx > 0 such that

(2.6) Vield, Vx> M), |0k u(z, x)| < Kxe™ 20"M©),

This is justified by the following symmetry property for (gKdV) and the assumption in Propo-
sitions Denoting i(r, x) := u(~t, —x), a(t) := —a(=t), b(t) := —b(=1), w(r) := —m(-1),
and M(t) := —M(—t), we observe that u satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 2] on a
neighborhood J’ of —co if and only if i satifies the same assumptions on —J’ (which is a
neighborhood of +o0) with a, b, m, and M replaced respectively by a, b, M, and 7 in Propo-
sition[2.2] Thus once we have proved (2.3) as stated in Proposition[2.2] we have immediately
the pointwise estimate on #i(z) at the left of /(r) for t € —J’, which precisely provides 2.6),
that is the desired pointwise estimate on u(t) at the right of M(¢) fort € J'.

Obviously, Propositions 2] and 2.2 apply in particular with J = R, in which case both esti-

mates (2.3) and (2.6) hold.

Now, proceeding essentially as Laurent and Martel [11] Theorem 1], we derive the proof
of Proposition2.2]

Proof. Step 1: Estimates to be established

By the classical Sobolev embedding H' (—co, m(t)) < L* (—oco, m(t)), it suffices to see
that

.7 IK>0,Vtel, / (2 (t, x) + u(t, x)) <O gy < K
x<m(r)

holds to have the desired conclusion, that is (2.3)), for k = 0 and for almost every x < m(z).
Using that u(t) is continuous on R by H!'(R) < %'(R), we deduce that [@.3) is true for k = 0.
Similarly, to reach the whole conclusion, we have to show that for each k € N, there exists
Ky > 0 such that

(2.8) Vteld, / ((9}?14(@ x))ze"(m(’)—x) dx < kk.
x<m(r)

In order to prove (2.8)), it is convenient to introduce a well-chosen ¢! function defined on
J, denoted by s, which replaces somehow m in the case where m is not already €’!. By this
means, we get around the difficulty of a possible point where m is not differentiable. This is
the purpose of the following:

Claim 2.4. There exists i : J — R of class € such that forall t € J, m(t) < m(t) < m(t)+1,
and i’ (t) > 6.
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Proof of Claim Define /7 by

2
Vitel, rh(t);:]+M_\/]+(b(t)_a(t)) ‘

2 2
Then 717 is €' on J and given that min{a, b} = % - @, one can check that 7 satisfies
m(t) < m(t) < m(t) + 1 by means of the well-known inequality

Vx+y < Vx+4, valid for all x, y > 0.
Moreover, by a straightforward computation, we have

a’(t)+b'(1) B b'(t)—d'(t) -
2 2 -

(1) > ‘o).
Consequently, Claim [2.4]is proved. i

Now, we consider 7 as in the previous claim. Judging by the fact that for all # € J, m(t) <
m(t), we can write for all k € N

2
2.9 / (ajgu(t,x)) KM= gy < /
x<m(t)

x<m(t)

2 .
(6§u(t, x)) OO gy
Thus, to achieve our goal (Z.8), it suffices to show the existence of Cx > 0 such that
. 2
(2.10) VieR ((9xu(t, x)) 0= gy < .
x<m(t)

Step 2: Proof of @IQ) fork =0

We will obtain (Z-I0) by a strong monotonicity property which is the purpose of Lemma
and Lemma[2.6] below.

Let us introduce, for some « > 0 to be determined later, the function ¢ defined by
1 1 x
¢(x) = = — — arctan(e"”).
2

It satisfies the following properties

1
(2.11) 32 >0, VxeR, Qe Nl <~/ (x) < /l—e—K‘X‘,
0
(2.12) VieR W) < -2 (x).
(2.13) 34 >0, Vx>0, Are™* < p(x).
Moreover, let us observe that
(2.14) / W2 (t, x)e M=) gy = / u? (1, x + m(t)) e dx,
x<m(t) x<0

and that, for all xg < O,

/ u? (1, + (1)) e dx < e / W (1, x + (D)) e dx
x0<x<0 X >X0
1
(2.15) < —e / u? (1, x + m(1)) e(x — xo) dx
/ll X =X0

1
< —e / u? (1, x + (1)) p(x — xo) dx.
A R

By Claim2.4] for all t € J, m/(t) > §. Therefore there exists n > 0 and an increasing affine
function f : R — R such that

(2.16) Vield, —f()+m' () =n.
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Now, for fixed #yp € J and xo in R, consider
lix): R — R*
- /R W (t, x + m(t))g(x — xo + f(t) = f(to)) dx
We have
(2.17) VIER It = /R u?(t, x)p(x — xo + f(t) = f(to) — m(t)) dx

so that by derivation with respect to 7, we obtain

di, 10,X0 1~ ’ ~ 1)~
%(t) = - 3‘/Ru)26(t, x)¢' (%) dx — ( - f't)+m (t)) ‘/Ruz(t, x)¢'(X) dx

2
+ / u?(t, )P (%) dx + P /u’”l(z‘, x)¢'(X) dx,
R p+1Jr

where X := x —xg + f(1) — f(to) — m(r).

(2.18)

Set « := \/g We claim then

Lemma 2.5. There exists Cy > 0 such that for all xy € R, and for all to,t € J,

dl,xy)
dt

Proof of Lemma[2.3 Due to the choice of x and property (Z.12)) of ¢, we have

‘[Ruz(t,x)cpm(i) dx| < —g/Ruz(t,x)tp'(i) dx.

Furthermore we control the non-linear part by considering, for R > 0,

L(t) := / up+l(t, x)(p'()?) dx
[X|>—xo—R+f()-f(t0)

L(1) = / uP (1, x)g' (%) dx — 11 (1).
R
On the one hand, we have due to (Z.11))

‘Il(f)‘ < ie—K(—XO_R*'f(Z)_f(IO)) (/ |u|p+l(t x) dx) < Ce—K(—xo—R+f(t)—f(to))
7 A , < ,

(2.19) Llox) 1y 5 _pe*(xorf-Fw)

(2.20)

and

where we have used the Sobolev embedding H'(R) < LP*!(R) and the fact that u belongs to
L*®(J, H'(R)). Note that C > 0 is independent of xg, y, and 7.

On the other, we observe that if |¥| < —xo — R+ f(¢) — f(t), then x < 7i(f) — R in particular,
and therefore by Claim 2.4 we have also x < m(t) — R + 1. Thus, it follows

p-1 2 ’
ol s ol / o DI d

p-l

@21 < V2o j( B Gl e JGE e

P

< VIO ) SO [ 120016

teR

By the non-dispersion assumption (Z.I), we can choose R > 1 such that

r-l rl +1
V2|lu()] 2 .z <P2Xo,
BN ) S O < E
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Taking into account (Z.21), this leads eventually to the following estimate
p+1 1~
/u (t, x)¢" (%) dx

R

where Cy := %C is independent of xo, #p, and ¢. Gathering Z.16), Z.20), and @Z.22) in
(218) we deduce finally

2
222 P
p+1

< —g / u?(t, x)¢’ (x) dx + Coe_’((_xo_RJrf(’)_f(’O)),
R

dl
—(:;’XO) (t)y=-3 / u2(t, x)¢' (%) dx — Cge_K(_x(’_RJ’f(t)_f(”’)).
t R
Thus Lemma[2.3]is established. O

As a consequence of the preceding lemma,
(2.23) AC >0, VxpeR V1 2>1, Lty x0)(t0) < L(g0,x0)(2) + Cre*™,
with C; independent of the parameters xp and #y. Next, we claim the following:
Lemma 2.6. For fixed xo € R and ty € J, I x,)(t) — 0 ast — +oo.

Proof. To show this lemma, we just repeat the arguments given by Laurent and Martel
paragraph 2.1, Step 2]. Let € be a positive real number. By ClaimR2.4land by (2.4)), there exists

R > 0 such that
/ u*(t,x) dx <
x<m(t)-R

Since 0 < ¢ < 1, this enables us to see that

(2.24) / WP (1, x + () o(x = xo + (1) = f(t0)) dx < / W (t,x) dx <
x x<m(t)-R

N M

| ™

<-R
Now, recall that ¢ is decreasing so that

./>—R’ uz(t, X+ ﬁ1(t))<p(x —xo+ f(t) - f(to)) dx

<= R+ £~ f) )]s
(2.25) < Co(=R-xo+ f(1) = f(to)),

with C = ||u(t)||i2 for all t € J. Moreover, since f(t) — +co ast — +oo and ¢(x) — 0 as
x — +oo, there exists T € R such that forall t > T,
— - e
Co( = R=x0+ f() - () < 5.
Then, forallt > T,

™

€
I(to,xo)(t) < 5 + - =&.

[\

Hence, we have finished proving Lemma 2.6 o

Due to (2.23) and Lemma[2.6 we obtain
(2.26) Vtged, VxgeR, Li0,x0)(f0) < Ci e,
Thus, (Z.13)) leads to: forall t € J,

C
/ u?(t, x + m(r))e ™ dx < =L
xp<x<0 A1

Thus letting xq tend to —oco, we deduce from (2.14) that

. C
/ W2 (t, x)e MO gy < =L
x<i(t) 1

1
Step 3: Proof of 2.8) for k > 1
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Starting from the fact that for all 7 > 7o and for all xp < 0

Cl ! ~ ’
T 0) = (1) < SHe 43 f /R W2 (s, x + ()¢ (x — 30 + f(s) — f(10)) dx dis
to

and arguing like Laurent and Martel paragraph 2.1 Step 3], one can show

to+1
/ /M,zc (s, x + m(s)) e dx ds < C,
1o R
where C is independent of xy and 7.

Now, one proves by induction on k € N the existence of Cx > 0 such that for all ¥ € R,
[|u(t)||ggx < Ck and

2 t+1 2
2.27) / ((’9}514) (t, x + m(r)) e dx + / / (6)]fu) (s, x +m(s)) e dx ds < Ck.
R t R

In particular, estimates (2.8)) are then performed. Moreover, we deduce from the equation
satisfied by u that the partial derivatives with respect to x and ¢ of all order exist and are
continuous, thus u € €*°(J X R).

For simplification purposes, we will not explicit the proof of (Z27) and refer instead to
[11] paragraph 2.3 and paragraph 2.2 Step 2]; the induction argument works since we assume
b'(t) < B in 23), which implies that /7 is bounded on J. mi

3. ProoF oF THEOREM [I.4 AND COROLLARY [1.6]

We split the proof into four steps. The three first steps are common to both theorems and
are valid under the hypotheses of Theorem[L.4] whereas the last one is specific to the proof of
Corollary [L6l where exponential decay properties are established and for which the stronger
non dispersion assumption (L.9) is required.

Consider u which satisfies the assumptions of Theorem .4

Step 1: Asymptotic stability in the energy space

The following asymptotic stability result in the energy space is to be considered as a crucial
tool for the proof.

Theorem 3.1 (Martel, Merle and Tsai [26]; Martel and Merle [19]). Fix 0 < c(l) << c?v.
For all B > 0, there exist Ly > 0 and iy = ap(B) > 0 such that if u € €([0, +o0), H'(R)) is a
solution of (gKdV) satisfying

G.1) Vx>0, inf
ri eR
riv1 — 11 > Ly

< Clag+e™)
H!

N
u(t) = Y Qo= ry)
i=1

14

for some positive constants C and vy, then the following holds.

(1) (Asymptotic stability in the energy space) There exist €' functions t — c¢;(t) € RE,
t— pi(t)eRforie{l,...,N} such that

=0.

N
u(t) = " Qeyio- = pi(0))
H! (x>,Bt)

i=1

3.2) lim
t—+00

(2) (Convergence of the scaling parameter) There exists ¢} € R} such that tEToo ci(t) =

+
C; .
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Set 6 := 4 min {cy, minseqi, n-1}{cir1 — ¢i}}.
Using Theorem 3.1] and adapting the classical modulation argument set up in the proof by
Martel and Merle [[19, section 5], we have the following. For alli € {1,..., N}, there exist
ci i [0,+00) — R%, p; : [0, +00) — R of class €’! such that, defining

N
(3.3) €1 (6,2) b u(t, x) = > Qy(x = pi(t)),
i=1

and for @ small enough in Theorems[T.4and[[.6 we have
(1) the conclusion of Theorem[3.1] that is

3.4 tETw e, (e>e) = 0,
with A > 3 such that
3.5) % <p-o,
(take o = 0 for Theorem[L.4) and
(3.6) Vie{l,...,N}, 36?’ e RY, tEerC[(t)=C;r;

(2) control on the modulation parameters [26] proof of Lemma 1]: more precisely, there
exists K > 0 such that for all ¢ large enough,

3.7 Vie{l,...,N—-1}, pis1(t) - pi(t) = 61,
and foralli € {1,...,N},

1)
. i) —¢i < s
(3:8) lei(0) = cil + el < =

2
(3.9) loi(t) — ci(t)] < K ( / €2(t, x)e Varr=Pi®l gy
R

Remark 3.2. The preceding choices of A, K, and of the functions ¢ — ¢;(¢) as defined before
are possible, provided « is sufficiently small.

Note also that estimate (3.8) and assertion (3.6) guarantee that 0 < ¢ < --- < ¢}, (due to the
choice of 9).

Step 2: Convergence of u(t) — Z[’\i] chf(~ —pi(t))ast — +c0

Lemma 3.3. We have

— 0, ast — +oo.

N
u(t) = " Qcr (- = pi(t))
i=1 H!
This lemma follows immediately from Claim[3.4and Claim[3.3below. We begin with this
first observation.

Claim 3.4. We have

=0.
H! (x>%t)

N
u(t) = > Qe (- = pil0))

i=1

(3.10) lim
t—+00

Let us justify this fact.
Using the triangular inequality and taking into account (3.4), it suffices in fact to see that for
allie{l,...,N},

(.11 Jm [0 (- = i) = O = i1 (51, = O-
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But the quantity [|Qc,()(- = pi(1) = Qcx (- = pi(D)) (x> <L) 1s bounded by [[Qc; ) = Qe [l
which tends to 0 as ¢ tends to +c0. We recall indeed that the map
R} — H'(R), ¢+ Q.

is continuous by application of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. Hence (3.11)
holds and Claim 3.4lis proved.

Due to the assumption of non-dispersion made in Theorem [[4] we claim moreover:

Claim 3.5. We have

=0.

N

(3.12) lim
t—+ .
i H‘(xﬁ%t)

L (u () = D Qe (- = pi0)
=1

L

In what follows, we prove actually that each quantity ||u(z)|| A (x< t) and
X<H

10 - = el

¢, ) fori e {1,...,N} tends to O as ¢ tends to +oo.
xSTZ)

(1 Pr00f0f||u(t)||H] el 2 0.
="A r—+00
Let £ > 0. By {I]ﬁ) or {I_’BE), there exists R, > 0 such that for all R > R,

Vx>0, / u?(t, x) dx <
x<(p—o)t—-R

Now, by means of Proposition 2.1] there exist k > 0 and K; > 0 such that for all
t>0,

NSERO]

IA

Vx<(p-—o)t,  lu(t,x)] < Kje*Pemorl,

Pick R > R, such that K2e R [ ¢7II gx z

IA

E.
R
For ¢ large enough, <1 < (p — o)t — R due to (3.3), and therefore

/.
and

/ . u)zc(t, x)dx < / u)zc(t, x) dx < K, / e Rluy (1, x)| dx
X<t x<(p-o)t-R x<(p-0o)t-R

< Klze—KR/ e—le—(p—o‘)t\ dx
x<(p-o)t—-R

< Klze_KR / e K==l gy < g
R

u(t, x) dx < i,
/ 2

‘1L
A

As a consequence, for ¢ large enough, ||u(z)]|? 1 <e.
H

(x<%1)
(2) Proof of [|Qc+ (- - pz(t))IIngxg%,) o0
Notice first that, recalling and (3.9), we have for ¢ large enough
lpi(t) = cil < |pj(t) = ci(O)] + |ci(t) — ci| < Klle(®)llp2 + |ei?) = cil

C1
< (K + D(lle®ll2 + lei(t) = ail) < >
In particular, for ¢ large enough,

’ C1
(3.13) OESS
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By integration of the preceding inequality, we deduce that for large values of ¢, p;(t) >
5-1. Thus, for these values,

C1 1 1
. i) ——t=ci|5z-—|t
(3.14) 0i(t) At c1(3 A)t

with % - l > 0.
Due to the exponential decay property of the integrable functions QC? and Q;?, we
deduce then from (3.14) that 1Qc+ (- = piIl,;, 0.

Now, it follows from Claim [3.4]and Claim [3.3] that

(ste) 157
=3 r—+00

N
(3.15) u(t) = ) Qer (- = pi(0)|| =0
i=1

lim
t—+00
Step 3: Refinement of (3.13)

Proposition 3.6 (Improvement of the H'-convergence for asymptotic N-soliton like solu-
tions). Let u € €(R, H'(R)) be a solution of (gKdV) and let 0 < ¢| < --- < cn. Assume the
existence of Ty > 0, 69 > 0, and N functions xi,...,xy : R — R of class € satisfying for
allt > Ty,

B3.16) Yi=1,....N—=1, xi11(t) — x;(t) > 6ot and Vi=1...,N, x/(t)= o

and such that

H!

N
(3.17) im fu(t) = " Qe,(- —x(0)||  =0.
t—+00 — .
Then there exist C > 0 and y1,...,yn € R such that
N 3
(3.18) V120, u(t)= Y Qe —cit = yo)|| < Ce¥O.
i=1

H!

It was first observed by Martel [12, Proposition 4] that multi-solitons in the sense of Def-
inition do actually converge exponentially fast to their profile: this was a key to proving
uniqueness of multi-solitons, in the L?-subcritical case. In the above Proposition[3.6 we fur-
ther refine this observation, by noticing that the conclusion still holds even if one gives some
freedom to the center of mass of the soliton x;(¢) (instead of (3.16)), the assumption in [12]
Proposition 4] was x;(t) = ¢;t + y;).

The proof of Proposition 3.8 follows the lines of and is postponed to the Appendix;
we go on assuming it holds.

Given (3.7), 313D, and (B.13), we just have to apply the previous proposition (with x;
replaced by p; and 6y by ¢ defined in Step 1) to conclude that u is a multi-soliton. In other
words, there exist x|, ..., x3, € R such that

L3
< Ce 3971,
Hl
We recall then from Martel proof of Proposition 5] that forall s € N*, u € %([0, +o0), H*(R))
and there exists C; > 0 such that

(3.19) V>0,

N
u(t) = " Qer (- = cft = x7)
i=1

N

u(t) = Y Qer (- = 1 = x7)

i=1

This concludes the proof of Theorem[L.4l

3
(3.20) V>0, < Gy 10,

Hs
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Step 4: Proof of smoothness and exponential decay of u

Apply Proposition2.2lwith a(z) := (p— o)t and b(t) := (p+0 )t to obtain u € € ([0, +00) XR)
and foreach ¢ > 0,

Vx<(p-o), |03 u(t, x)| < Kye Yool

where K,y > 0 are independent of ¢ and x.
Under the global non-dispersion assumption of Corollary[[.6] which we take as granted from
now on, we have also

Vx=(p+o), |6;u(t, x)| < Kye Yt

(See Remark 2.3])

At this stage and as we explain just below, the desired exponential decay estimate (T10)
follows from the strong property (L3) or (320). We distinguish three cases, depending on
the position of x with respect to +2(p + o)t; the moral being that (L3)) implies the expected
pointwise estimate in each region |x| < {f (with an exponential decay rate depending on ()
and even if it means taking { large enough and reducing the decay rate y, one can propagate
the control by Pdantid (respectively e’ cily o the region x > (p + o)t (respectively
x < (p=—o)).

Lett > 0and§ := %5%, for each s € N, there exists K, > 0 such that

N
o (u(r) = > 0 (=t —x,-*))
i=1

Case 1: |x| < 2(p + o)t. We have

< Kge ™.

L

0

|[x — C;\—,ll < (2(p +0)+ C;;)l that is, m

|x — x| < 6t

and thus

6 ‘X—C+ t|
5 T
< Kse 2(p+cr)+cN N .

(3.21)

N
o3 (u(r) >0~ cii- x,.+>)

i=1

LOO
Consequently forz > 0 and |x| < 2(p+0)t, using the triangular inequality and the exponential
decay of 050+, we obtain

N

|03u(e,x)| < Y

i=1
~ N -
(3.22) <K, Z e Vel
i=1

where ¥ := min {w/CT» m}

Case 2: x > 2(p + o)t. Let us rewrite this as x — (o + o)t > %x. In particular

03 Qct (x =it = x| +

N
o (u(r) = > Qs (= cit —x,-*))
i=1

L

x—(p+o)t = %(x—c;(,t)
so that for x > 2(p + o)1,
(3.23) |03u(r, x)| < Kye? 0o < g em3tmeyn),
Case 3: x < =2(p + o )t. Arguing similarly as before, we have then

(3.24) |(9;u(t, x)| < K e Y(o-oi-x) < Kse—%(crt—x),
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for L > 2 chosen such that L > 2(p+o0).
Set finally 6 := min {¥, 7} to obtain (LI0) in Corollary [L6]

L(p-o0)-cf
L-1

4. THE INTEGRABLE CASES: PROOFS OF THEOREMS AND [LL10I

4.1. Non dispersive solutions of the Korteweg-de Vries equation. The strategy to prove
Theorem [L8] takes inspiration in Proof of Theorem 2]. We use the following result of
Eckhaus and Schuur [7, Section 5], which is also a consequence of a generalized version by
Schuur [30, Chapter 2, Theorem 7.1 and (7.23)].

Theorem 4.1 (Eckhaus and Schuur [[7]; Schuur [30]). Let p = 2 and uy € €*(R) be such that
for some Cy > 0, forallk =0,...,4, and for all x € R,

*u(x)
dxk
Let u be the corresponding global solution of (KdV).

Then there exists a solution uq which is a multi-soliton or zero such that for all B > 0, there
exist y = y(B) > 0 and K > 0 such that for all t > 0

4.1) < C0|x|_”.

1
(4.2) llu(®) = ua(OllLoxspe) + Nut) = ua(Ollp2esp) < K173

Proof of Theorem[L. 8 Due to the assumption on ugy in Theorem[L8] we can apply Theorem
[£1] and we obtain a solution uy of (KdV) as above which fulfills @.2). We claim first that

uq is not the trivial solution. Otherwise, with 8 := & > 0, we would have Ol 2espry =

O(t_.%) as t tends to +oco. On the other hand, by the non dispersion assumption and namely by
Proposition 2.1]

(4.3) YV x < Bt lu(t, x)| < Ce™?=r!1,
so that
(4.4) (@)l 2 <pr) < Ce P

Then, we would obtain that

lu@liz2 = Nullr2c<pr) + Nu@ll2pspry =0 ast — +oo,

hence conclude that ||ug||; > = 0 by the mass conservation law. This contradicts our assumption
in Theorem

Thus there exist N > 1,0 < ¢; < -+ < ¢y, x{,...,xy, € R, and a possibly smaller y > 0
such that
N
4.5) ua(t) — Z Roxr@|| =0(e™), ast— +oo,
i=1 H!
Claim 4.2. We have
N
u(t) — Z Rci’x;f-(t) =0 (t_%) , ast — +oo.
i=1 L2

Proof of Claim 42l Consider 8 € (0, min{c1, p}) so that (@2 is guaranteed for some y > 0
and so that (by the non dispersion assumption and the sech-shaped profiles of the solitons

Rci,xlf)

Rci,xlf(t) =0 (e—Vt)

L2(x<Bt)

N
lellzespn + )|
i=1
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even if it means reducing y > 0. We perform then
lu(®) = ua@llp2 = Nlut) — ua@Oll L2 <pe) + 1) = ua(Oll L2 p1)
-1
< 002y + tall2ezn + O (174
L
< lita(®)ll 2 <pry + O (t fie Vf)

<

1
R +(t +0 (t_§)
civxi (1) L2(x<Br)

N
uq(t) - Z Rci,x;’(t)
i=1

“o(4),

by the embeddings H'(R) < H'!(x < Bt) — L?*(x < ft) and by @3). By means of the
triangular inequality and once again (&.3), we deduce the expected estimate in Claim[d2l O

H!

We are now able to finish the proof of Theorem[L.8] Indeed, let us make the following key
observation.

Claim 4.3. The solution u belongs to L™([0, +0), H*(R)).

Proof of Claim This is an immediate consequence of the following conservation law for
the KdV equation

d 210 5
(4.6) 7 A {((9%14) - ? ((9xu)2 u+ 5144} (t,x)dx =0,

of the Sobolev embedding H'(R) < L*(R), and from the fact that u belongs to L*(R, H' (R)).
m|

As a consequence of Claim 3] v belongs also to L ([T}, +co), H*(R)). Then, integrating
by parts and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Claim 2] we infer that

/ (@) (1) dx = - / V(082(1) dx < (OO e < C13,
R R

from which it results that
N

u(t) = " Repar (1)

i=1

4.7

— 0, ast — +oo.

H!

Hence u is a multi-soliton in +c0. By means of the well-known theory concerning multi-
solitons of the KdV equation (see for instance Miura [27]), we deduce that u is also a multi-
soliton in —co. This ends the proof of Theorem [L.8 o

4.2. Non dispersive solutions of the modified Korteweg-de Vries equation. Theorem
[L10lis obtained by using the same strategy as that developed in the previous subsection. Thus
we will only sketch its proof.

As for the KdV case, we apply first the following decomposition result, obtained from [30}
Chapter 5, Theorem 5.1] and from [3| Theorem 1.10] where a more precise version can be
found.

Theorem 4.4 (Schuur [30], Chen and Liu [3]). Let p = 3 and uy € €*(R) be such that for
some Cy > 0, forallk =0,...,4, and for all x € R,

*up(x)
xk
and be generic as in Theorem[LI0 with scattering data (L12). Let u be the corresponding

global solution of (mKdV).

(4.8) < Colx|™',
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Then there exist signs € = 1,1 = 1,..., N1, and parameters xo;, i = 1,..., Ny, and xj,
x2,j, J = 1,...,Na, such that for all v, > 0 and v_ < 0, there exists K > 0 such that for all
t > 0, denoting

Ny

N
P():= ) @Rocionas 0+ D Bsy gt oan, (D)
j=1

i=1 Jj=

we have

4.9) () = POl sy + 10(0) = POl 2y < K5,
and

(4.10) () = POl s v ry < K172,

Then, the non dispersion assumption (L) in Theorem shows that Nj + N, > 1.
Since the profiles of the breathers are sech-shaped, due to (&) and (£10), we deduce that the
breathers have positive (envelope) velocities.

Now, proceeding as in the proof of Claim 2] we obtain in fact that

lu(r) = P(0)l2 = O (173

Moreover, (mKdV) admits conservation laws of orders 2, 3, and 4 in the spirit of (£.6),
which shows that u belongs to L([0, +c0), H*(R)). Proceeding similarly to subsection F.1]
we obtain that

lu(t) = P(t)|| g2 — O, ast — +oo.

Finally, by the uniqueness and smoothness results and the estimates in higher Sobolev
spaces proven by Semenov [31] as far as multi-breathers are concerned, we deduce that u
belongs to €'([0, +c0), H*(R)) and that there exist y > 0 and positive constants Cs such that
forall s € N,

lu() = P(O)lls < Coe™,  ast — +oo.
This finishes proving Theorem L. 10j

5. ApPENDIX: PROOF OF PROPOSITION

The proof follows the same lines as that of Proposition 3 and paragraph 3.2 in Martel
[12] for the L2-subcritical and critical cases, and that of Lemma 4.1 in Combet [3] for the
supercritical case. For the sake of simplicity and for the reader’s convenience, we present
here the essential ideas and also the changes in the L2-subcritical case only.

Remark 5.1. We mention that in the L>-critical and supercritical cases, the proof is basically
changed in terms of the coercivity property we use to control the modulation function € defined
below in Step 1. The monotonicity properties of local mass and energy obtained in Step 2 are
still valid in these cases.

Concerning the critical case, the idea is to modulate the scaling parameter in addition to the
translation parameter so as to ensure a second orthogonality condition satisfied by €, namely
fR e(t)R j(t)3 dx = 0, and then to apply a localized version of the coercivity property available
in this case, which leads to:

.1 Ja>0.¥e @l < WH@),

with H defined in Step 3.

In the supercritical case, it is known from Pego and Weinstein [29] that, considering the stan-
dard linearized operator L on H'!(R) defined by Lv := —631} +v — pQP~1y, the composed

operator Ld, has two eigenfunctions Z* and Z~ related by Z~(x) = Z*(—x), which decay
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exponentially, and such that Lo, Z* = +eyZ* for some ¢y > 0. In this case, we only have to
make modifications in Step 3 by using this time

2
(5.2) J0>0, V1, ||e(t)||i[, < AH(1) + %OZ (/R e()ZE (1) dx) ,

i+

- _1 1
where ZF (1) := Z7(- = xi(1) — yi(1)) and Z}(x) := ¢, > Z* (cl?x).

(The functions y; are defined in Lemma [3.2] below.) The control of fR e(t)Zl.i(t) dx by a
function of r which decreases with exponential speed follows the strategy of Combet (for full
details, see [5] paragraph 4.1 Step 4]).

Step 1: Set up of a modulation argument

Set v := min{cy, 6p}. We claim the following

Lemma 5.2. There exist T > 0 and a; € (0, 1] such that for all @ < a, the following holds.
There exist unique €' functions y; : [T, +c0) — R such that defining

N
(5.3) €:= M—ZI?[,
i-1

where Ri(t, x) := Qc, (x — x;(t) — yi(t)), we have forall t > T,

(5.4) Vie{l,... N}, /E(Ri)x(t) dx = 0.
R
In addition, there exists K > 0 such that for allt > T, foralli € {1,...,N},
N
(5.5) le@ g + > i)l < Ka,
i=1
2 _\/‘ S 2 _1 %
(5.6) [x/ (1) +y[(t) —ci| < K /e (e WOl gy| 4+ Ke 371,
R

Proof. Recall that the proof of existence and uniqueness of the functions y;(¢) is based on the
implicit function theorem. We refer to [26, proof of Lemma 8] and also to [13, paragraph
2.3] for a complete proof in the case of one soliton. Moreover, estimate (3.6) which involves
v < ¢y is obtained formally by writing the equation of €, that is

N N P N
5.7) & + 636 = Z(xl' +y) - )Ry — ((e + Z Ri) - Z Iélp) ,

i=1 i=1 i=1 x

by multiplying it by (R;),, and by using the following properties:

d R 53 ~
(5.8) 0= E / €(R)x dx = /6,66xRi dx — (xl/ + y;)/ea)%Ri dx;
R R R
(-9 |Ri(t, x)| + |05 Ri(t, x)| < Ce™ VY —xil,
%
(5.10) / {Ri(t, x)R;(t, x) + |0 Ri(t, x)0 R; (1, x)|} dx < Ce 7"
R

Note that (3.10) is a consequence of the decoupling assumption (3.16). We refer to [12] and
the references therein for more details. O
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Step 2: Monotonicity properties for localized mass and some modified energy of u

‘/‘7
Lety : x — %Arctan (e‘Tx) be defined on R so that for all x € R,

, , W, Vo,
W <0, Wl —e = Pl 2@l
(we recall v = min{cy, o}). Then define on R* x R:

_ xi() + xiq1(2)

(5.11) Vie{l,...,N-1}, l//i:(t,x)f—ujl(x 5 . Unc(Lx) el

and also

(5.12) dr:=y1, Vie{2,...,N-1}, ¢ =¢;i—yi1, énv:=1-¢Yn_1.

Remark 5.3. Note that by definition and by (3.16), for ¢ > 0, ¢;(¢) takes values close to 1 in a
neighborhood of x;(¢) and takes values close to O around x;(¢) for j # i.

Take « € (0, %) and consider now for all i € {1,..., N — 1} the following quantities:

e (localized mass of u at the left of w)

(5.13) M;(t) := / u?(t, x)i(t, x) dx
R

e (modified localized energy of u at the left of M)

- 1 1
(5.14) Ei(r) = / (—ui - ——uPtt s Kuz) wi(t, x) dx.
R 2 p+ 1
Let also
(5.15) My (1) = / u?(t, X)W (1, x) dx
R
(which is nothing but the mass of «) and
- 1, 1
.1 = —u? - —— P! 2
(5.16) En() ‘[R (2”" o TH + ku” | Yn(t, x) dx

(which is a global quantity linked to the energy of u).

Remark 5.4. The reason why we have to choose k small enough appears clearly in Step 3 (see
Remark[3.7).

We claim now a monotonicity result on the preceding quantities.
Lemma 5.5. There exist Ty > Ty and Ky > 0 suchthat forallt > Ty andforalli € {1,...,N},

dM; v dé&; 3,
— 4 .
dr

(t) > —Kje 7! and d—tl(t) > —Kje
Proof. First we observe that

dM: x! + x! 2
M,; __ 32 4 o Nkl o AP pe o dx+ | u?u® dx.
dt R x 2 p+ 1 ! R !

For all o > 0, there exists T;,, > 0 such that for all t > T,

Nl

(5.17)

N
()= " 0c, = x@) <o
i=1 H!
and for all Ry > 0, for each (7, x) € Rt X R such that x;(r) + Ry < x < x;11(¢) — Ry, we have
N N N
ut. 01 < 3 Qe (x = xi() + Cllu(t) = Y Qe (=m0 <€ Y e VTR 4 g,
i=1 i=1 -

H! i=1
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Thus, for Ry sufficiently large and for 170 > 0 small enough being fixed, we have for some
Ty > Ty: forallt > Ty, for all x € [x;(t) + Ro, xi+1(¢) — Ro],

P fu(r, 0 <

If x > x;41(t) — Ry or x < x;(t) + Ry, then

_ 5O+ xin @) X (0) — () Ro> YR,
2 2 2

Consequently, for # > T} and x ¢ [x;(z) + R, x;+1(¢) — Ro], we obtain

3

W Xip1(0)-x; (1) 2
f(an)  oporb

|z,bi’(t,x)‘ < ﬁe_
T
We deduce that

Py f s+ (- 2)e)or - [ Bt -ce

> — /R(3u + zuz)t//'—Ce_%’ > —Ce 71,

Similarly, we compute

d&; ) 2 oy KT o XX
— =" A (uxx+up) +2ul, + — 2” u; — — it uP*™ | (Yi)x dx

(5.18)

dM:
+ ‘/uilp@ dx+2p‘/u)zcup_l(¢i)x dx + K Ml
R R dt

> -y / 2+~ / W (Wi)x +2p / wau? ™ ()
R 4 Jr

3

v2 "+ x! 2
—K‘/R?auilpi’(x)—Ce‘th il 5 hd ‘/R(erlup” —KMZ) Wi)x-

As before, we can increase 77 and reduce 779 to have

[urtwo <5 [@iwad+ e
R
2 K
p+lo, . < = 2 .
s [ <5 [,
Eventually, this leads to

dE. 3 _ﬁ k(x! +x/.))
L2 3 [ - ot D 2y,

(5.19)

%

2p

and

3
v2
7

3 KO _ﬁ _v2
> —v/u,% (W] + <0 /u2|(¢i>x| _Ce s _ce
3" [, A

Step 3: A Weinstein type functional

\%

t

Let the functional H be given by

N
1 -
(5.20) H = Z = / {6er +cie* — pRY 162} i,
: - JR

define

N
B LD Y O (L B S .2/2.
(521) T_ZC?{‘/]R(ZMX p+1u )¢[+2 lei ¢l 5
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and set w(?) := u(t) — Zl’.\i] R;(t), where foralli = 1,..., N,
Ri(1) := Qc; (- — xi(2)).
We gather next some properties satisfied by H and ¥ which are essential to obtain ||e(2)||1 =
O(e™)ast — +oo, for some y > 0.
Lemma 5.6. We have
(1) (coercivity property satisfied by H )

N

1 2
(5.22) >0, Ve>T, ||6(t)||Hl < ApH(t) + T Z (/R e(t)R,-(t)) ;

i=1
(2) (expansion of H)
N

(5.23) 7{:2(?—2 !

5 {/( (0:06,)" - p+1 ”“) /QC,¢})+g,

i=1 i

where |g(1)] < Ce‘Z"Z’ + Calle(r)]?
(3) (second expresszonfor F)

- 1 1 1 1 1
(5.24) i

1 ~ 1 1 K
c2 CN (2 CN)MN

LZ"

N
(4) (consequence of the monotonicity properties) Forallt’ > t > Ty, foralli = 1,..., N,
3
(5.25) M- [0 <2 [wrar+ [ W+ ceot
R R R

: ! o' , ,
&~ [ {5 (00" - +1} < Clwolle [ wot)=e [ whi)

%

f(w PR + Ce

(5.26)

Proof of Lemma[3.8 We only give some indications, and particularly the key ingredients.

Property (3.24) is obtained by Abel transformation. Now, we focus on the other lines.

Estimate (3.22)) is a consequence of a localized version around ¢; of the coercivity property of

the linearized operator around Q., (foralli = 1, ..., N), which holds under the orthogonality
conditions (5.4) satisfied by €; we refer to [26], proof of Lemma 4].

To prove (3.23), one has obviously to replace e by its definition (3.3).

To finish with, integrate the almost monotonicity properties as expressed in Lemma 3.3 be-

tween ¢ and t’ and use the expression of u(z’) in terms of w(z’) in order to obtain (3.23) and
(E26).

Let us mention furthermore that (3.22), (3.23), (3.23)), and (3.26) rely all on classical inequal-

ities used in studying quantities which are localized near the solitons, and which write in the

present context as follows:

o3,
7

——\x xi (1)

(5.27) Vi#j, (Ri(t,x) + [0xRi(t, x)|) ¢j(t, x) < Ce™

3
V3
et —TV\X—xi(t)l

(5.28) Vij,  (Ri(t,x) + |0 Ri(t, X)) |0 (1, x)| < Ce™

3
v2 W
Vi, Ri(t,x)(1 = ¢i(t, x)) < Ce T e T =xi®l, O
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Let us now explain how to conclude the proof. Note that (3.23), (3.24), (3.23), and (3.26)
leadto: V' >t >T,

3
H(1) < Ce™ T + |g(t)]

(cuwa’)um /R W2i(') - ¢ /R W YR

+% /R {@m2) - pR? _lwz(")}‘ﬁ"(ﬂ))
(5.29) N-l

1 1 1 1 1 , s )
- o | bR e || UACGERY RS

CN
thatisto: V¢’ >t > T,

(5.30) H(@) < Z 2 {(3xw)2 + Ciwz(t') _ pr_l(t’)Wz(t')} #i(t)
i=1 "i

3
v3
+ Cllw(@)les w117, + Calle@)ll7, + Ce™ 7,
where C does not depend on &.

Remark 5.7. Note that the monotonicity property (3.23)) can indeed be used in the preceding

1 1 1 K 1
+—)<§andm<§.

Ci Ci+1

estimates since « verifies (
Assumption (317 tells us exactly that ||w(t’)||y1 — 0, thus we obtain
t'—+oc0
3

v2

(5.31) Vi>T, H(t)<Ce 7'+ Callet)ll;,.

Remark 5.8. Notice that it is important to consider w instead of € in estimates (3.23) and
(3.26) to obtain (3.31)), thus to improve the a priori control of H by O (llellip )

Then, by (3.22)) and by the following estimate
N 2 3

(532 X ([ eoro) = ce e + calem,
i=1

(see Martel [[12] Step 3]) for a proof), there exists Cy > 0 such that forall ¢ > T,

3 3
v2 2

N 2
le(®)12, < Ce™ 5" + Calle()|Z, +C . ( /R e(t)Iéi(r)) < Coe™ T + Cocl| ()12
i=1

Now, due to the independence of Cyp with respect to @, even if it means taking a smaller & so
that Coa < 1, we infer

3
4
hratd

(5.33) VixT, el < Ce
By (3.8), this implies that

)

v2,

Vi>T, [x/ (1) + y[(t) —ci| < Ce™ 31,
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which leads to the existence of y; € R such that
xi(0) +yi(t) =it — yi
—+00
and
%

(5.34) (1) + yi(t) = it = yil < Ce™ 5!
Hence, using (3.33), the triangular inequality, the following estimate

1Q¢c; (- = xi (1) = yi(#)) = O, (- — cit = yi)llgr < Clxi) + yi(t) — cit = yil
(which is a consequence of Lemma[3.9]below), and (3.34), we have

(N1

et

OO|

(5.35) < Ce
H!

Lemma 5.9. Foralli=1,...,N, forallr > 0, and for all s € N*,

[020c, = 1) = 930072 < (1037 Q122 + (4 220119571 0c, ) 2,

N
u(t) - Z Oc; (- —cit = yp)
i1

where z; := max ((6;+1Qci)_l {opHn Ri)

Proof of Lemmma[2.9 By the mean value theorem, we have:

163Qe; (- = r) = 870, Hiz = /R (G;HQQ (fx))z r* dx,

where x —r < &, < x forall x e R.

Now, split the preceding integral into three regions: x < —z5, —z5 < x < zg+r,and x > zg+7.
. . . ‘ 2

In the first and third regions, use the monotonicity of (B;HQC .)". We have:

(937'0ae) < (05700 ) sz,

(6;+‘Qc,. (fx))2 < (6;+‘Qc,. (x - r))2 if x> 25+ 7.

If —zg < x < zg +r, we have

(05710 €)= 195710
Thus, we obtain:
1930, = 1) = 030072 < (1034 Q22 oy + (0 + 22011057 Q0 1) 7
which puts an end to the proof. O

At the stage of (333, it suffices to see a posteriori that 6y < ¢; in order to obtain exactly
(BI8). Let us justify it briefly.

Foralli e {1,...,N}, set fi(t, x) := Qc, (x — xi(t)) — Qc, (x — cit — yj).
From (3.17) and (3.33), we deduce

N

WG

i=1

(5.36)

— 0, ast — +oo.

H!
Define thy,(x) := tanh(”T_lx). A direct computation yields

Vxe R, Q,(X) = _thp(x)Q(x)7
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from which we have foralli € {1,..., N}
axﬁ(t’ X) = \/Fithp(\/a(x —cit — yi))ﬁ(t7 X)
+ VG (thy (VET(x = () = thy (Ver(x = eit = 3) ) Qe (x = (1)

By (336), we have in particular
2

N
/ Zaxfi(t,x) dx — 0, as t — +oo.
R\

Now, it follows from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem that

N
Z vVeifi(nll — 0, ast — +oo.
i=1 L2

Combining this result with (3.36) and due to the fact that the speeds ¢; are distinct two by two,
we obtain successively for k describing the integers from N — 1 to 1:

k

Z (Vei = V) fi(0)|| — 0, ast — +oo.
L

i=1 2
Hence || fi(?)|| .2 o 0 and even || fi(¢)]| g T 0 judging by the expression of dy fi. This
—+00 —+00

implies x1(t)—c1t=y; — 0. Now itis clear that condition x{ () > & forces to have ¢; > do.
t—+o0
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