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Abstract

In the study of evolution equations, the method of adiabatic approx-
imation is an essential tool to reduce an infinite-dimensional dynamical
system to a simpler, possibly finite-dimensional one. In this paper, we
formulate a generic scheme of adiabatic approximation that is valid for
an abstract nonlinear evolution under mild regularity assumptions. The
key prerequisite for the scheme is the existence of what we call approxi-
mate solitons. These are some low energy but not necessarily stationary
configurations. The approximate solitons are characterized by a number
of parameters (possibly infinitely many), and have a manifold structure.
The adiabatic scheme reduces the given abstract evolution equation to
an effective equation on the manifold of approximate solitons. We give
sufficient conditions for the approximate solitons so that the reduction
scheme is valid up to a large time. The validity is determined by the
energy property of the original evolution as well as the adiabaticity of the
approximate solitons.

1 Introduction

Consider an abstract evolution equation

∂tu = JE′(u). (1)

Here u = ut ∈ U, t ≥ 0 is a C1 path of vectors in some open set U in a real
Hilbert space X . The map E : U ⊂ X → R is some energy functional which is
C2 on U . The vector E′(u) ∈ X is the X-gradient of E at u.

We assume the operator J : X → X in (1) is a bounded invertible linear
operator, satisfying

either J = −1, or J∗ = J−1 = −J.

In the first case, J is the negative of the identical map. In the second case, J
is a symplectic operator. This symplectic condition holds, for example, if J can
be represented by the standard symplectic matrix

(

0 1
−1 0

)

.
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These two cases respectively turn (1) into either a first-order energy dissipative
dynamics or a Hamiltonian system.

We assume the following global well-posedness result for (1):

For every u0 ∈ U , there exists a path u ∈ C1(R≥0, U) s.th. u|t=0 =
u0 and ∂tut = JE′(ut) for t > 0.

In this case we say ut is the flow generated by u0 under (1). Then we consider
the following problem:

Suppose a configuration u0 ∈ X can be parametrized up to a small
error by a point σ0 in a manifold Σ. Let ut, t ≥ 0 be the flow
generated by u0 under (1). Can one reduce the full flow ut ∈ U to
an approximate flow σt ∈ Σ generated by σ0 under some suitable
effective dynamics?

Here are some examples when this problem arises:

1. Let n, k ≥ 1. Let X be a suitable space of functions from Ω → Rk, where
Ω ⊂ Rn+k is a domain. Suppose the initial configuration u0 is localized in
the sense that outside a neighbourhood of some k-dimensional concentra-
tion set σ0 ⊂ Ω, all derivatives of u0 vanish rapidly. Then one is interested
in whether the evolution ut remains localized near some concentration set
σt for t > 0, and if so, what kind of geometric flow governs the motion
of σt. This problem arises from the study of phase transition, see e.g.
[7, 15, 16, 37].

2. Let X and u0 be as before. Suppose σ0 is given by a collection of distinct
points in Ω (i.e. k = 0). Heuristically, one would expect the evolution of
σ0 to be the motion law of interaction among the points of localization.
One is interested in to what extent the full dynamics can be reduced to
this “renormalized” dynamics of points. This is the setting for various
soliton scattering problems in high energy physics [14, 39, 43, 44].

3. Let X be a suitable space of geometric objects (e.g. curves, surfaces, etc.).
Suppose u0 ∈ X is determined by a number of parameters, for instance
center, radius, axial direction, etc.. Then one is interested in whether ut
can still be described faithfully by these parameters at time t > 0. This
problem is essential to the study of rigidity under various geometric flows
[12, 19–21,50].

1.1 Outline of the main result

In this study we propose an abstract scheme to answer the questions above,
known in the physics literature as the method of adiabatic approximation. The
precise statements of the main results are in Theorems 1-2. Below we give an
outline.

Our main assumption is the existence of a parametrized family of configu-
rations vσ ∈ X, σ ∈ Σ, where Σ is a manifold. We call Σ the moduli space,
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in the sense that Σ contains various modulation parameters. The space Σ can
be finite-dimensional if, for instance, it represents finitely many concentration
points in a domain. In general, Σ can be infinite-dimensional, e.g. as a space of
geometric objects or local gauge symmetries. We call this family vσ the approx-
imate solitons. In Section 2, we further explain the terminology, and list the
precise requirements (C1)-(C3) for vσ. These requirements specify certain ap-
proximate energy-critical and linear stability properties. We give a justification
in Section 2 for the generality of these requirements.

Suppose there exists a family of approximate solitons vσ ∈ X, σ ∈ Σ sat-
isfying the main assumptions (C1)-(C3). Then the adiabatic approximation
scheme goes as follows: First, we find an evolution equation ∂tσ = F (σ) for a
path σt ∈ Σ with the following property: Let ut, t ≥ 0 be a solution to (1).
Assuming ut remains close to a path vσ ≡ vσt

, then σt evolves according to this
equation in the leading order. We calculate the velocity F (σ) explicitly (see
(24)). This equation for σ is the effective (or adiabatic) dynamics for (1). In
this step we use the approximate critical point property (C1) of vσ.

At this point there is a caveat: In the first step, we have assumed that ut
remains close to some approximate soliton for all t. But, a priori, even u0 lies
in a neighbourhood of the approximate solitons, the path ut may soon exit this
neighbourhood (for instance, due to acceleration). Thus we need to justify the
validity of the effective dynamics derived in the first step.

In the second step, we show that so long as the initial configuration u0 is close
to an approximate soliton vσ0 , then the flow ut generated by u0 stays uniformly
close to a path of approximate solitons vσt

, at least up to a large time. In this
step we use the stability properties (C2)-(C3). This step is analogous to proving
orbital stability for ground states [47, 48].

As a corollary of the main result, we derive a converse that allows us to find
a flow evolving by (1) that agrees with a given adiabatic flow in Σ in the leading
order up to a large time. The precise statements are given in Corollaries 1-2.

1.2 Historical Remarks

The idea in this paper dates back at least to Manton’s moduli space approx-
imation scheme for monopole dynamics [32]. In addition to the cited works
above, rigorous results using similar methods include [9, 13, 17, 18, 22, 24, 26–28,
30,34,35,46], with diverse applications to superfluidity, superconductivity, par-
ticle physics, and geometric flows. The point in common in these applications
is that solitonic configurations (i.e. coherent states) arise naturally due to fo-
cusing nonlinearity or other types of constraints. The structure of the present
paper can be compared to [18, 28].

We refer the readers to an excellent review on the applications of adiabatic
approximation to classical field theory [45]. The review contains several exam-
ples of effective dynamics describing interacting point solitons, and discusses a
different approach through compactness arguments. The latter finds applica-
tions to a large class of problems, which, among others, include the now-classical
geometric theory of phase transitions [15, 16, 33, 37], relating the flow of a real
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order parameter under the Allen-Cahn equation to the mean curvature flow of
its nodal set.

Mathematically, one can compare the results in this paper to the classical
invariant manifold theory developed in [2–6, 10]. In this regard, our main as-
sumptions (C1)-(C3) can be compared to the normal hyperbolicity condition in
those references. However, we note that here our focus is different, since we are
less interested in the properties of the invariant manifold per se, but rather to
reduce (1) to an explicit effective dynamics and make sure the reduction is both
tractable and valid at least for a long time.

1.3 Arrangement

The arrangement of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we describe the
manifold M of approximate solitons. We list two groups of assumptions on this
manifold and discuss the generality of these assumptions for applications.

In Section 3, we prove two key lemmas. By these lemmas, we find a heuristic
candidate (24) as the effective dynamics of (1).

In Sections 4-5, we prove the main results of this paper. We show that for
both dissipative and Hamiltonian (1), the heuristic effective dynamics (24) is
indeed valid as the adiabatic approximation for (1) for a long time (global in
the dissipative case).

In Section 6, we give some concrete example to illustrate the application of
our abstract framework to the study of the motion of mesoscopic interfaces, a
central problem in statistical physics. In Appendix, we list the basic concepts
of variational calculus that are used repeatedly.

Notations

Throughout this paper, when no confusion arises, we shall drop the time de-
pendence t in subscripts. An estimate A . B means there is some C > 0
independent of time and all the parameters in question, s.th. A ≤ CB. The
expression A ∼ B means that A . B and B . A hold simultaneously.

2 The Manifold of Approximate Solitons

The central object of this paper is the manifold M defined below.

Definition 1 (manifold of approximate solitons). Let X be a real Hilbert
space. Let Σ be a closed Riemannian manifold sitting in some (possibly infinite-
dimensional) Banach space. Let f : Σ → U ⊂ X be a C2 map, where U ⊂ X is
an open set on which the energy functional E in (1) is C2.

Then the subset
M := f(Σ)
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forms a manifold in X . The tangent space Tf(σ)M, σ ∈ Σ can be trivialized as
a subspace of X , as

Tf(σ)M = {df(σ)ξ ∈ X : ξ ∈ TσΣ} .

By assumption, the tangent space TσΣ can also be trivialized as a subspace Y
of the ambient Banach space.

Fix some bases for the tangent spaces Tf(σ)M and TσΣ w.r.t. the trivializa-
tions above. Denote by

gσ : Y → X

the action of df(σ) : TσΣ → Tf(σ)M on a given fiber. In other words, gσ is the
Fréchet derivative df(σ) in local coordinates. Denote by

g∗σ : X → Y

the adjoint to gσ.
We call M a manifold of approximate solitons if the following holds:

1. (Solitonic assumptions) There exist

0 < ǫ≪ 1, β > 0

such that every element f(σ) ∈ M with σ ∈ Σ satisfies the following
conditions:

‖E′(f(σ))‖X ≤ ǫ, (C1)

Lσ := E′′(f(σ)) : X → X is self-adjoint, and Lσ|(JTf(σ)M)⊥ ≥ β > 0,

(C2)

Lσ|Tf(σ)M ≤ ǫ. (C3)

In (C2), the the bounded invertible operator J : X → X is as in (1).

2. (Geometric assumptions) There exist

0 < c ≤ C <∞, 0 ≤ α < 1

such that the parametrization f satisfies the following conditions:

df(σ) : TσΣ → X is injective at every σ ∈ Σ, (G1)

cǫ−α ‖ξ‖Y ≤ ‖gσξ‖Y→X ≤ Cǫ−α ‖ξ‖Y (ξ ∈ Y ). (G2)

Remark 1. Condition (G1) implies that f is an immersion of the given manifold
Σ. Hence, M forms a non-degenerate manifold in X .

Conditions (C1)-(G2) play central roles for the validity of adiabatic theory
for the full evolution (1). In the remaining of this section, we discuss these
conditions in two groups. The first group, (C1)-(C3), concerns with the quali-
tative properties of the approximate solitons related to the energy functional E
in (1). The second group, (G1)-(G2), concerns with the geometric properties of
the manifold M from in Definition 1. In Section 6, we give some examples of
approximate solitons that arise naturally as models of mesoscopic interfaces.
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2.1 Solitonic Assumptions

In this subsections, we discuss the solitonic assumptions (C1)-(C3).
Let M be a manifold of approximate solitons as in Definition 1. Then there

exist two constants
0 < ǫ≪ 1, β > 0

s.th. every element f(σ) ∈M with σ ∈ Σ satisfies

‖E′(f(σ))‖X ≤ ǫ, (C1)

Lσ := E′′(f(σ)) : X → X is self-adjoint, and Lσ|(JTf(σ)M)
⊥ ≥ β > 0, (C2)

Lσ|Tf(σ)M ≤ ǫ. (C3)

Through out the remaining sections, ǫ is taken to be a sufficiently small
parameter. In practice, this parameter usually comes with the equation (1).

Condition (C1) says that elements inM are approximate critical points of E.
Conditions (C2)-(C3) assert certain stability properties regarding the linearized
operator Lσ. (See Appendix for the definition of the Hessian E′′.)

Remark 2. If E is a C2 map on an open set U ⊂ X , andX lies in a larger Hilbert
space Z with a possibly weaker topology, then the Z-gradient E′(u), u ∈ U is
an element in Z. In this situation, the (possibly nonlinear) map u 7→ E′(u) is
C1 from X → Z, and for fixed u ∈ U , the linearized operator E′′(u) is bounded
from X → Z. This would result in a number of changes in the conditions
(C1)-(C3). For example, we would need estimates on ‖E′(f(σ))‖Z in (C1) and
‖Lσ‖X→Z in (C2).

However, in most applications where this situation arises, it is possible to
show that on the class of configurations of interest, the formally weaker topology
induced by the Z-norm is equivalent to that induced by the X-norm (e.g. all
cited works in Section 1.2). For example, consider the typical situation where
E′ is an elliptic differential operator of second order with sufficiently regular
coefficients (but not necessarily linear) mapping from some Sobolev spaceHk →
Hk−2, k ≥ 2. Then, so long as the initial configuration u0 for (1) is sufficiently
regular, by standard elliptic regularity theory we have ‖ut‖Hk . ‖ut‖Hk−2 for
the flow ut, t ≥ 0 generated by u0 under (1). Moreover, the Fréchet derivatives
depend only on the topology but not the norm on the ambient space [1, Sect.
1]. Hence, the technicality mentioned above has little to no bearing for most
applications of the adiabatic theory developed in the present paper, as it can be
easily amended ad hoc. For this reason, in the sequel we choose not to pursue
this point any further so as not to obscure our main results.

Now we explain some terminology. We call the space M in Definition 1
the manifold of approximate solitons, and Σ the moduli space, for the following
reason: Consider the case for J = −1. Suppose M consists of exact critical
points of E. Then (C1) holds with ǫ = 0. If, moreover, Σ is the (continuous)
symmetry group of E and f is the action of Σ on X , then (C2) holds if the
elements inM are (linearly) stable, and (C3) holds with ǫ = 0, since in this case
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the tangent space Tf(σ)M consists exactly of the zero-modes generated by the
broken symmetries.

In the preceding situation, each element in M is an exact soliton, and Σ
consists of the modulation parameters of the continuous symmetries. Conditions
(C1)-(C3) relax this limiting case, while retaining the key qualitative features.
This explains our terminology as well as the motivations for (C1)-(C3).

We note that the idea of approximating a flow near M by a flow on the
moduli space dates back to Manton’s classical work [32], and such approximating
scheme was first rigorously implemented in [43, 44].

Remark 3. Among the three main conditions above, the most restrictive one
is (C2). This condition asserts that there is a spectral gap at 0 for the lin-
earized operator Lσ. When the operator Lσ does not have compact resolvent,
for instance due to the non-compactness of domain on which Lσ acts, verifying
this spectral gap condition is a non-trivial issue. This affects the applicabil-
ity of our framework to problems arising from e.g. nonlinear optics, where the
linearized operators at exponentially decaying ground states on Rd in general
possess delicate spectral properties.

Nonetheless, we remark that linearly stable exact solitons defined on non-
compact domains are readily available in various important models. For ap-
plications to classical field theory, due to the Higgs mechanism, one can obtain
coercivity estimates of the form (C2) for the linearized operator at ground states
even in the presence of essential spectrum. See [25,36,43,44] for some examples
in gauge field theory of this kind. For applications in geometric analysis, due to
the topological properties of the underlying domain, (C2) can also be achieved
by the linearized operators at key solutions defined on non-compact manifolds.
See [11, 12] for some examples arising from the analysis of the mean curvature
flow.

Now we proceed to give some further justifications of the generality of the
conditions (C1)-(C3). Indeed, these conditions are generic, first and foremost,
because if one has a single approximate soliton u0 satisfying these conditions to
begin with, then one can find other approximate solitons by perturbing this u0.
These perturbations can be rather arbitrary, because (C1)-(C3) do not impose
any quantitative constraints other than that the perturbations have to be small.

For simplicity, suppose J = −1 and u0 = 0 ∈ X is a given approximate
soliton, satisfying

‖E′(0)‖X ≤ ǫ, L0P
+ ≥ β, L0(1− P+) ≤ ǫ (L0 := E′′(0)),

where P+ denotes the Riesz projection onto the intersection of R>0 with the
spectrum of L0. Consider an arbitrary perturbation v ∈ X around u0 = 0 with
‖v‖X ≪ 1. For (C1), the size of ‖E′(v)‖X is still small by the continuity of
E′. For (C2), if the energy functional E is sufficiently regular, say at least C4,
then the path v 7→ Lv := E′′(v) is C2, and it follows from [29, Thm. (D)] that
the second lowest positive eigenvalue of Lv is at least β/2 for every v along
this path, provided ‖v‖X ≪ 1 and the linearized operators Lv have compact
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resolvents (which, of course, excludes the problem due to essential spectrum
mentioned in Remark 3). A similar statement holds for (C3).

Hence, if u0 = 0 is an approximate soliton, and the linearized operators have
compact resolvents, then any element in an immersed manifoldM ⊂ Bδ(0) ⊂ X
with 0 < δ ≪ 1 and tangent space TvM close to ran(1 − P+) satisfies (C1)-
(C3). The condition on the tangent space determines the geometry of M (c.f.
the normal hyperbolicity condition for infinite-dimensional invariant manifolds
in [2–6]).

Note that even if the linearized operators do not have compact resolvents, it
is still possible to construct such a manifold, see e.g. [26,43,44]. Note also that
in the above discussion, u0 needs not to be an exact soliton to begin with, see
e.g. [26, 39].

To summarize, our emphasis here is the freedom in constructingM , since we
do not require (C1) with ǫ = 0, and (C2)-(C3) are persistent under sufficiently
regular perturbations (in some cases even in the presence of essential spectrum).

2.2 Geometric Assumptions

The secondary assumptions are about the parametrization f of the manifold of
approximate solitons given in Definition 1.

Recall that we have defined gσ : Y → X as the Fréchet derivative df(σ) in
local coordinates, and g∗σ : X → Y as its adjoint. Now we assume there exist

0 < c ≤ C <∞, 0 ≤ α < 1

s.th. the following holds:

df(σ) : TσΣ → X is injective at every σ ∈ Σ, (G1)

cǫ−α ‖ξ‖Y ≤ ‖gσξ‖Y→X ≤ Cǫ−α ‖ξ‖Y (ξ ∈ Y ). (G2)

Condition (G1) says that the parametrization f in Definition 1 is an immer-
sion, and therefore the manifold M = f(Σ) is non-degenerate. Condition (G2)
is to emphasize that this ‖gσ‖Y→X is allowed to be large, though not as large
as ǫ−1. It is important to allow gσ to be large, for the following reason: In
applications to interface dynamics, gσ is often a multiplication operator by the
gradient of a function that has steep transition layers (e.g. (83), (87)). As such,
(G2) arises naturally with α ≥ 0. See some concrete examples in Section 6.

In the remaining of this subsection, we explain the implication of (G1)-(G2)
in relation to the geometric structure induced by the evolution (1).

Define a bilinear form

ω : (u, v) 7→
〈

−J−1u, v
〉

X
, (2)

where either J = −1 or J is a symplectic operator satisfying

J−1 = J∗ = −J. (3)
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If (1) is a gradient flow, then ω is just the inner product on X . This turns M
into a Riemannian manifold. If (1) is Hamiltonian, then ω is a non-degenerate
symplectic form on X and therefore turns M into a symplectic manifold.

Recall that the tangent space TσΣ to the Riemannian manifold Σ can be
trivialized as a Hilbert space Y . Define

Jσ : Y −→ Y
ξ 7−→ g∗σJ

−1gσξ
. (4)

If J is a symplectic operator, then Jσ induces a symplectic form on the tangent
bundle TΣ, since

〈Jσξ, ξ〉 =
〈

g∗σJ
−1gσξ, ξ

〉

=
〈

J−1gσξ, gσξ
〉

= 0 (ξ ∈ Y ).

Moreover, Jσ is invertible precisely because of the assumption (G1) that gσ is
injective (or, equivalently, that f is an immersion).

Hence, in both gradient and Hamiltonian cases, the operator Jσ induces a
non-degenerate bilinear form on Σ through

TσΣ× TσΣ ∋ (ξ, η) 7→ 〈Jσξ, η〉Y .

This map is the pull back of (2) by the parametrization f (up to a sign). The
non-degeneracy of Jσ is essential in the subsequent sections, and this is the most
important implication of (G1). This importance was already noted in [26].

Next, we summarize the key implications of (G2) into the following lemma:

Lemma 1 (estimates on Jσ). There hold the following estimates:

‖Jσ‖Y→Y . ǫ−2α, (5)
∥

∥J −1
σ

∥

∥

Y→Y
. ǫ2α, (6)

‖E ′(σ)‖Y . ǫ1−α. (7)

Here E : Σ → R is the pull-back of E by f .

Proof. Estimate (5) is straight forward. For (7), we use the identity

g∗σE
′(f(σ)) = E ′(σ).

This follows from the chain rule.
For (6), we note that the assumption (G2) means the bounded self-adjoint

operator J ∗
σJσ : Y → Y has a spectral gap at 0 of size O(ǫ−4α). To see this,

we compute

〈J ∗
σJσξ, ξ〉 =

〈

(g∗σJgσ)(g
∗
σJ

−1gσ)ξ, ξ
〉

=
〈

(gσg
∗
σ)J

−1gσξ, J
−1gσξ

〉

≥ c1ǫ
−2α

∥

∥J−1gσξ
∥

∥

2

Y

≥ c2ǫ
−4α ‖ξ‖2Y .
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Here c1, c2 > 0 depend only on the constant c in (G2). In the last two in-
equalities, we use the lower bound from (G2) twice, together with the fact that
‖J(·)‖X =

∥

∥J−1(·)
∥

∥

X
= ‖·‖X if J = −1 or J is a symplectic operator satisfying

(3). By the spectral theorem, we conclude (6) from the lower bound above.

Remark 4. Lastly, we remark that in Definition 1, the closedness assumption on
Σ naturally arises when Σ represents finitely many small perturbation param-
eters. However, this assumption is not essential. For all results in this paper,
one can replace this assumption by

‖Lσ‖X→X . 1, sup
σ∈Σ

(

‖f(σ)‖X + ‖dσgσ‖Y→L(Y,X)

)

. 1.

In applications where Σ is unbounded (e.g. when the moduli represent points
in Rd), or when Σ is not compact (e.g. when the moduli represent local gauge
symmetries), such uniform O(1) estimates as above can often be derived ad hoc.
See e.g. [18, 28, 39] for the first case, and [26] for both cases.

3 Two Key Lemmas

In this section we prove two key lemmas for the adiabatic theory developed in
Sections 4-5.

Recall that the tangent space Tf(σ)M can be trivialized as a subspace of X
(see Definition 1). Define the linear projection Qσ onto Tf(σ)M by

Qσ : X −→ Tf(σ)M ⊂ X
φ 7−→ gσJ

−1
σ g∗σJ

−1φ
. (8)

Then Q2
σ = Qσ and

ranQσ = Tf(σ)M, kerQσ = (JTf(σ)M)⊥.

Compare this to the requirements in (C2)-(C3).
Either J = −1, or J is a symplectic operator satisfying (3), the operator Qσ

satisfies the identity
Q∗
σ = J∗QσJ. (9)

If J = −1, then this implies the projection Qσ is orthogonal, i.e. Q∗
σ = Qσ. If

J is symplectic, then Q is skew orthogonal with Q∗
σ = −JQσJ .

Recall
ω : (u, v) 7→

〈

−J−1u, v
〉

X
(u, v ∈ X)

is the bilinear map defined in (2). Recall also that if V ⊂ X is a non-empty
subset, and u is an element in X , then

dist(u, V ) = inf {‖u− v‖X : v ∈ V } . (10)

With these definitions at hand, we first construct a nonlinear projection
from a tubular neighbourhood around the manifold M of approximate solitons
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into the moduli space Σ. If u ∈ X lies in this tubular neighbourhood, then we
call the projection σ ∈ Σ of u the moduli of u. Indeed, as far as the effective
dynamics is concerned, one can think of the vector σ as a (possibly infinite)
tuple of modulation parameters.

Lemma 2 (existence of moduli). Fix two constants γ, C > 0. There exists
0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1 depending on γ, C only s.th. the following holds:

1. (Existence of projection) There exists an open neighbourhood M ′ ⊂ X
around M , together with a C1 map

S : M ′ → Σ,

s.th. for every u ∈M ′ and σ = S(u), there holds

ω(u− f(σ), φ) = 0 (φ ∈ Tf(σ)M). (11)

2. (Definite size of M ′) For every 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0 and δ = Cǫγ , the set M ′ can
be taken to be the tubular neighbourhood

M ′ = {u ∈ X : dist(u,M) < δ} .

3. (A priori estimate) If u ∈M ′ and u = f(σ1) + w1 for some σ1 ∈ Σ, then
there holds

‖u− S(u)‖X . ‖w1‖ . (12)

Remark 5. The map S is a projection in the sense that S(f(σ)) = σ for every
σ ∈ Σ, and S(f(S(u))) = S(u) for every u ∈M ′.

For fixed γ > 0, the threshold ǫ0 → 0 as C → ∞. Hence it is not possible to
extend the size of M ′ indefinitely. For fixed C, the threshold ǫ0 → 0 as γ → 0
from above.

Notice that for this lemma, we only need the geometric assumptions from
Section 2.2.

Proof of the lemma. 1. First, note that Qσφ = φ if φ ∈ Tf(σ)M . (One can
check this by writing φ = gσξ for some ξ ∈ Y .) By this fact, together with the
identity (9), which holds for both gradient and Hamiltonian case, we find

ω(u− f(σ), φ) =
〈

−J−1(u − f(σ)), Qσφ
〉

= −
〈

Q∗J−1(u− f(σ)), φ
〉

= −〈J∗Qσ(u− f(σ)), φ〉 (φ ∈ Tf(σ)M).

Hence, condition (11) is satisfied if Qσ(u−f(σ)) = 0, and for the existence part,
it suffices to find a map S : u 7→ σ s.th.

Qσ(u− S(u)) = 0.

11



Consider the map

F : X × Σ −→ Y
(u, σ) 7−→ g∗σJ

−1(u− f(σ))
.

It is clear that if F (u, σ) = 0, then Qσ(u − f(σ)) = 0. Moreover, if the
parametrization map f is C2, then F is C1. Thus, we proceed to solve the
equation

F (u, σ) = 0 (13)

by Implicit Function Theorem.
Fix a point σ ∈ Σ. The equation (13) has the trivial solution (f(σ), σ). The

partial Fréchet derivative ∂σF |(f(σ),σ) equals to −Jσ, which is invertible as we
discussed in Section 2.2. Hence, we conclude from Implicit Function Theorem
that there exists δ = δ(σ, ǫ) > 0 and a C1 map Sσ : Bδ(f(σ)) → Σ s.th.
F (u, Sσ(u)) = 0 for u ∈ Bδ(f(σ)).

Since σ is arbitrary in the above construction, we can patch together all
these Sσ to get an open set M ′ ⊂ X containing M , together with a C1 map
S : M ′ → X , s.th. (u, S(u)) solves (13) for every u ∈M ′.

2. At this point the open set M ′ =
⋃

σ∈ΣBδ(σ,ǫ)(f(σ)). Now we claim in
fact δ can be made independent of σ. This is essential for our purpose, because
we would like M ′ to contain a definite volume for a flow to fluctuate.

Fix a point σ ∈ Σ. Write

Aw := dσF |(w+f(σ),σ), Vw := Aw −A0.

Then
A0 = −Jσ, Vw = (dσg

∗
σ) (·)|J−1w.

We recall from the proof of Implicit Function Theorem (e.g. [1, Sec. 2]) that
the size of δ > 0 from the above construction is determined by the following
condition: For every w ∈ Bδ(f(σ)), there hold

Aw is invertible, (14)
∥

∥A−1
w

∥

∥

Y→Y
≤ 2

∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

Y→Y
, (15)

‖F (w + f(σ), σ)‖Y ≤
δ0

4
∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

Y→Y

, (16)

where δ0 > 0 is chosen so that for the remainder

R(w, ξ) := F (w + f(σ), σ + ξ)− F (w + f(σ), σ) − ∂σF (w + f(σ), σ)ξ,

the following conditions hold for every ξ ∈ Bδ0(σ) and u ∈ Bδ(f(σ)):

‖R(w, ξ)‖Y ≤
δ0

4
∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

Y→Y

, (17)

‖Jσ+ξ − Jσ‖Y→Y ≤
1

4
∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

Y→Y

. (18)

12



Note that the r.h.s. of (15)-(18) are independent of σ by the uniform estimates
for J−1

σ = −A−1
0 from (6).

Fix any c0 > 0, and recall γ > 0 is given. We claim conditions (17)-(18) are
satisfied for δ0 = c0ǫ

γ and all sufficiently small ǫ.
To get (17), one uses the fact that ‖R(w, ξ)‖Y = o(‖ξ‖Y ) = o(δ0), since R is

the super-linear remainder of the expansion of the C1 map F in σ. At this point
we need a constraint ǫ ≤ ǫ0 for some ǫ0 > 0 depending on γ. This constraint
ǫ0 → 0 as γ → 0 from above.

To get (18), one uses the continuity of the map σ 7→ Jσ ∈ L(Y, Y ) and the
estimate (6), which imply that (18) holds so long as δ0 = o(1). At this point we
need another constraint ǫ0 = o(c−1

0 ) as c0 → ∞. Importantly, this constraint
implies the size of δ cannot be made indefinite.

Next, we claim (14)-(16) are satisfied for δ = c1δ0 with some fixed c1 inde-
pendent of c0 and all ǫ ≤ ǫ0(c0). This, together with the choice of δ0 above,
confirms the claim about the size of δ.

Indeed, with the choice δ0 = c0ǫ
γ , condition (16) is satisfied if and only if

∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

Y→Y
‖F (w + f(σ), σ)‖Y ≤

c0ǫ
γ

4
. (19)

By the uniform estimate for g∗σ and J −1
σ , we find that l.h.s. of this expression

can be bounded from above by c2ǫ
α ‖w‖X for some c2 > 0 depending only on

the constants c, C in (G2). Thus, (19) holds with the choice δ = c0ǫ
γ/(4c2)

−1.
Next, by elementary perturbation theory, since A0 is invertible, it follows

that condition (14) is satisfied so long as

‖Vw‖Y→Y ≤
1

2

∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

−1

Y→Y
=

1

2

∥

∥J−1
σ

∥

∥

−1

Y→Y
. (20)

By (6), we have
∥

∥J −1
σ

∥

∥

−1

Y→Y
≥ c3 for some c3 > 0 depending on the implicit

constant in (6) only. By the condition that f is C2 and Σ is closed (see Def-
inition 1 as well as Remark 4), we have a uniform O(1) bound on the linear
map ξ 7→ dσg

∗
σ(ξ) ∈ L(X,Y ). By this, together with the definition of Vw, we

conclude ‖Vw‖Y→Y ≤ c4
∥

∥J−1w
∥

∥

X
= c4 ‖w‖X for some c4 > 0 depending on f

only. Thus, (20) is satisfied if δ = c3/(2c4).
Lastly, referring to the Neumann series for the inverse

A−1
w =

∞
∑

n=0

A−1
0

(

−VwA
−1
0

)n
,

we find
∥

∥A−1
w

∥

∥

Y→Y
≤

∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

Y→Y

1− ‖Vw‖Y→Y

∥

∥A−1
0

∥

∥

Y→Y

.

With the previous choice δ = c3/(2c4), we conclude (15) from this and (20).
This proves the claim about the size of M ′, with the choice

δ = ǫγ min

{

c3
2c4

,
c0
4c2

}

,
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which is valid for arbitrary fixed γ, c0 > 0 and all 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0(γ, c0).
3. Lastly, we establish the estimate (12).
Suppose u ∈M ′ and u = f(σ1)+w1 for some σ1 ∈ Σ. Let S be the nonlinear

projection constructed above, and let w := u− f(S(u)). Then

w = f(σ1) + w1 − f(S(u)). (21)

Estimate (12) is equivalent to the bound ‖w‖X . ‖w1‖X , which we prove below.
Consider the expansion

f(S(u)) =f(S(f(σ1) + w1))

=f(σ1 + dS(f(σ1))w1 + o‖·‖X
(w1))

=f(σ1) + gσ1(dS(f(σ1))w1 + o‖·‖X
(w1))

+ o‖·‖Y
(dS(f(σ1))w1).

(22)

The second line is valid since S is C1 and S(f(σ1)) = σ1. The third line is valid
since f is C2. In view of (21) and (G2), it remains to find a uniform O(ǫα)
estimate on the linear operator dS(u) : X → Y .

Differentiating the equation F (u, S(u)) = 0, we find

0 = duF (u, S(u)) = ∂uF (u, S(u)) + ∂σF (u, S(u))dS(u).

This implies dS(u) = −(∂σF (u, S(u)))
−1∂uF (u, S(u)) = −J−1

S(u)g
∗
S(u)J

−1. By

(G2) and (6), we conclude ‖dS(u)‖X→Y . ǫα. Plugging this into (22), and
using (G2), we find f(S(u)) = f(σ1) +O‖·‖X

(w1). Hence, the desired estimate
(12) follows from (21).

This completes the proof.

By Lemma 2, if ut is a path in X with dist(ut,M) . ǫγ for some γ > 0 and
sufficiently small ǫ > 0, then there holds the unique decomposition

ut = f(σt) + wt s.th. σt ∈ Σ, Qσt
w = 0. (23)

Moreover, the choice σt is optimal in the sense that the (skew) orthogonality
condition (11) is satisfied. To see (11) is a natural condition for optimality,
we note that if J = −1, then (11) means w ⊥ Tf(σ)M and this guarantees
f(σt) is the closest path in M to ut. In the Hamiltonian case, in the presence
of continuous symmetry, the skew orthogonality condition is also customarily
used to derive the modulation equations for solitary wave dynamics, see e.g.
[18, 23, 28, 40, 41].

Remark 6. In the sequel we will use the a priori estimate (12) as follows: Suppose
u ∈ X satisfies dist(u,M) ≤ Cǫγ for some γ, C > 0 and sufficiently small ǫ.
Then there is σ∗ ∈ Σ s.th. ‖u− f(σ∗)‖X ≤ 2Cǫγ by definition (10). Now,
if σ = S(u) is the moduli associated to u and w := u − f(σ), then applying
the a priori estimate (12) yields ‖w‖X . ‖u− f(σ∗)‖X ≤ C′ǫγ for some C′ ≥
2C. This fact allows us to keep track only the leading order term in w in the
derivation of various remainder estimates below, knowing only that ut is close
to some point in M .
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Recall E : Σ → R is the pull-back of the energy functional E by f . If σ is
the moduli of u, then E(σ) is the effective energy of the latter. Hence, if ut can
be decomposed as (23), then heuristically, one expects the effective dynamics
governing the motion of the moduli σ = σt to be

∂tσ = J −1
σ E ′(σ). (24)

In particular, the energy property of (24) (i.e. dissipative or conservative) agrees
with that of (1).

In the next lemma, we justify the heuristic choice of (24) as the effective
dynamics for a full flow ut solving (1), assuming ut stays uniformly close to M .
We drop this assumption in the next two sections, and we will show it suffices
to have ut near M only at t = 0 for the approximation (24) to be valid globally
in the gradient flow case, and up to some large time in the Hamiltonian case.

Lemma 3. Let 0 < T ≤ ∞. Let ut, 0 ≤ t < T be a solution to ( 1). Suppose
dist(ut,M) . ǫγ for all t ≤ T and some γ > 0. Write ut = f(σt) + wt as in
( 23). Then there holds the following uniform estimate for all t ≤ T :

∥

∥∂tσ − J −1
σ E ′(σ)

∥

∥

Y
. ǫ1+α ‖w‖X . (25)

Proof. 1. Expand (1) as

∂tv + ∂tw = J(E′(v) + Lσw +Nσ(w)), (26)

where Lσ is the linearized operator at vt := f(σt), and Nσ(w) defined by this
equation. This expansion holds by the C2 regularit of E.

Recall Qσ is the projection onto TvM defined in (8). Applying Qσ to both
sides of (26), we have

∂tv −QσJE
′(v) = Qσ(JLσw − ∂tw + JNσ(w)). (27)

Consider the identity

J −1
σ g∗σJ

−1(∂tv −QσJE
′(v)) = ∂tσ − J −1

σ E ′(σ).

To verify this, one uses two facts that follow readily from the chain rule:

∂tv = gσ∂tσ, g∗σE
′(f(σ)) = E ′(σ).

Thus by the uniform estimates for g∗σ and J−1
σ , we have

∥

∥∂tσ − J −1
σ E ′(σ)

∥

∥

Y
. ǫα ‖∂tv −QσJE

′(v)‖X . (28)

2. Consider now the r.h.s. of (27). These three terms can be bounded
respectively as follows:

‖QσJLσw‖X . ǫ ‖w‖X , (29)

‖Qσ∂tw‖X . ǫ−α ‖∂tσ‖Y ‖w‖X , (30)

‖QσJNσ(w)‖X . ‖w‖2X . (31)
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In all these three inequalities we use the uniform bound ‖Qσ‖X→X . 1.
For (29) we need the identity

|〈QσJLσw, w
′〉| = |〈w, LσQσJw

′〉| . (32)

In both gradient and Hamiltonian case, we have QσJ = JQ∗ by (9), and (32)
follows from here.

By (32), we find

|〈QσJLσw, w
′〉| = |〈w, LσQσJw

′〉|

≤ ‖LσQσ‖X→X ‖w‖X1 ‖w
′‖X (w,w′ ∈ X).

(33)

Plugging w′ = QσJσLw into (33), we get

‖QσJLσw‖X ≤ ‖LσQσ‖X→X ‖w‖X . ǫ ‖w‖X .

The last inequality follows from the approximate zero mode property (C3).
Next, for (30), we use the construction from Lemma 2, which ensures the

remainder w = u− v satisfies Qσw = 0. We note that precisely at this point we
use this optimal construction in an essential way. See a discussion in Remark 7
below.

Indeed, differentiating Qσw = 0 w.r.t. t, we find

0 = ∂t(Qσw) = (∂tQσ)w +Qσ∂tw = (dσQσ∂tσ)w +Qσ∂tw. (34)

Here dσQσ is an operator from Y to the space of linear operators L(X,X).
Geometrically, since Qσ is the projection onto the tangent space Tf(σ)M , the
operator dσQσ is the Weingarten map (or shape operator), and therefore the
bound on dσQσ depends only on the curvature on M . Since the map f : Σ →
M ⊂ X is a C2 immersion of a closed manifold Σ (see also Remark 4), we find
the uniform estimate

‖dσQσ‖Y→L(X,X) . sup
σ∈Σ

(

‖gσ‖Y→X + ‖dσgσ‖Y→L(Y,X)

)

. ǫ−α.

Plugging this into (34) gives (30).

Lastly, (31) follows from the remainder estimate Nσ(w) = o(‖w‖2X), since E
is C2.

3. Plugging (29)-(31) to (27)-(28) gives
∥

∥∂tσ − J−1
σ dσE(f(σ))

∥

∥

Y
.

(

‖∂tσ‖Y + ǫ1+α
)

‖w‖X . (35)

Here note that as we discussed in Remark 6, we can absorb higher order terms
in w into the first order ones.

Now we want to estimate ‖∂tσ‖Y in the r.h.s. of (35) at the order of O(ǫ1+α),
whence the claim (25) follows.

Applying the reverse triangle inequality to the l.h.s. of (35), we find two
cases. If ‖∂tσ‖Y <

∥

∥J −1
σ E ′(σ)

∥

∥

Y
, then ‖∂tσ‖Y . ǫ1+α by (6)-(7). Otherwise,

if ‖∂tσ‖Y ≥
∥

∥J−1
σ E ′(σ)

∥

∥

Y
, then (35) implies

‖∂tσ‖Y ≤
∥

∥J−1
σ E ′(σ)

∥

∥

Y
+ C

(

‖∂tσ‖Y ‖w‖X + ǫ1+α ‖w‖X
)

, (36)
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where C > 0 is independent of ǫ and time. So long as

‖w‖X = o(1), 0 < ǫ≪ 1, (37)

we can transpose the second term in the r.h.s. of (36) to obtain

1

2
‖∂tσ‖Y ≤

∥

∥J −1
σ E ′(σ)

∥

∥

Y
+ Cǫ1+α ‖w‖X . (38)

The Ansatz (37) holds since by assumption dist(ut,M) . ǫγ for some γ > 0 and
ǫ≪ 1. This implies ‖w‖X = O(ǫγ) = o(1) as we explained in Remark 6.

From (38) we conclude

‖∂tσ‖Y . ǫ1+α + ǫ1+α ‖w‖X . ǫ1+α. (39)

Hence, in both cases we have shown the r.h.s. of (35) is of the orderO(ǫ1+α ‖w‖X).
Thus (25) is proved.

Remark 7. Here we would like to remark on the estimate (30). Indeed, it
is not in general possible to estimate the the full velocity ∂tw, because this
fluctuation field, however small, may vary rapidly, especially in the Hamiltonian
space due to acceleration. However, an estimate on the projection Qσ∂tw is
possible because of the identity (34). This identity is an important consequence
of the (skew) orthogonality condition (11), as (34) relates the tangential velocity
Qσ∂tw to the velocity of moduli, ∂tσ. The latter is small up to a large time, so
long as initially dist(u0,M) ≪ ǫ, as we show in the next sections.

4 Effective Dynamics for Gradient Flow

In this section we consider (1) with J = −1 on the tangent bundle TU . In this
case the evolution reads

∂tu = −E′(u). (40)

This turns (1) into the gradient flow of E. We show any flow starting near the
manifold of approximate soliton M can be approximated uniformly for all time
by a gradient flow of the effective energy E on the moduli space Σ. Then we
derive a converse of this as a corollary.

Theorem 1. Fix any 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. There exists 0 < δ ≪ ǫ s.th. the following
holds: Let M be the manifold of approximate solitons as in Definition 1. Let
u0 ∈ X be an initial configuration s.th. dist(u0,M) ≤ δ. Let ut be the flow
generated by u0 under ( 40).

1. (A priori estimate) For all t ≥ 0, there holds

dist(ut,M) . ǫ. (41)

2. (Effective dynamics) Moreover, the decomposition ( 23) for ut is valid for
all time, and the moduli σ ≡ σt := S(ut) satisfies the following effective
dynamics:

∂tσ = −(g∗σgσ)
−1E ′(σ) +O‖·‖Y

(ǫ2+α). (42)
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Remark 8. The remainder in (42) is of lower order by (7).

Proof of Theorem 1. 1. To begin with, note that by the continuity of the flow
(40), if δ ≪ ǫ, then there exists some (possibly small) 0 < T1 ≤ ∞ s.th. (41)
holds for t < T1. This gives the decomposition

ut = vt + wt, vt := f(σt), σt := S(ut) (43)

as in (23), which is valid for 0 ≤ t < T1. Here wt is defined by the relation (43),
i.e. wt := ut − vt = ut − f(S(σt)).

The claim now is that we have the a priori estimate

‖wt‖X ≤ C(1 + e−γt)ǫ (t ≤ T1) (44)

for some γ, C > 0 independent of t and T1. If this holds, then since the constant
C is independent of time, a standard blow-up argument yields T1 = ∞, and (41)
follows since by definition (10), we have dist(ut,M) ≤ ‖wt‖X . Lemma 2 then
guarantees the validity of the decomposition (43) for all time, and the remainder
estimate in (42) follows from (25) and (44).

Hence, the theorem is proved once we establish (44).
To this end, we derive a differential inequality for the function

t 7→
1

2

〈

Lσ(t)w(t), w(t)
〉

, (45)

which accounts for most of the energy dissipation. We will show this quadratic
form is approximately a Lyapunov functional along (40). Then by the coercivity
condition (C2), this approximately monotone quantity controls ‖w‖X , since by
the orthogonality condition (11), the fluctuation field w ∈ kerQσ = (Tf(σ)M)⊥.

2. We now study the quantity 1
2 〈Lσw, w〉 . Compute

1

2

d 〈Lσw, w〉

dt
= 〈∂tw, Lσw〉+

1

2
〈(∂tLσ)w, w〉

= 〈−∂tv − (E′(v) + Lσw +Nσ(w)), Lσw〉+
1

2
〈(∂tLσ)w, w〉 .

(46)
Here we have used the expansion (26). We bound the two inner products in the
last line of (46).

To bound the second one, we note two things: First, there holds the identity
∂tLσ = (dσLσ)∂tσ by the chain rule. Second, we have a uniform bound on
dσLσ : Y → L(X,X) of the order O(ǫ1−α). To see this, we compute dσLσ =
dσE

′′(f(σ)) = dv|v=f(σ)E
′′(v)df(σ) = Lσgσ. For the last equality, we note

that for a linear map, the Fréchet derivative is itself. Since gσ maps into (the
trivilization of) Tf(σ)M , the claimed uniform bound on dσLσ follows from the
assumptions (C3) and (G2).

From the preceding discussion, we conclude the following estimate for the
second term in the last line of (46):

|〈(∂tLσ)w, w〉| . ǫ1−α ‖∂tσ‖Y ‖w‖
2
X . (47)
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We note that the approximate zero-mode property (C3) is used here in a crucial
way to derive this estimate.

Now we claim the following three estimates hold:

〈−∂tv − E′(v), Lσw〉 . (ǫ + ‖w‖X) ‖w‖
2
X + ǫ ‖w‖X , (48)

−〈Nσ(w), Lσw〉 . ‖w‖3X , (49)

−〈Lσw, Lσw〉 ≤ −β′ ‖w‖
2
X for some fixed β′ > 0. (50)

For all these estimates we need a uniform bound on ‖Lσ‖X→X . Recall in Defi-
nition 1 we assume the moduli space Σ to be closed. Moreover, we assume the
map f and the energy functional E are both C2. These facts imply that the
map σ 7→ Lσ is continuous and bounded on Σ. Consequently, there exists some
fixed C > 0 s.th.

‖Lσ‖X→X ≤ C. (51)

See also Remark 4.
For (48), we recall equation (27) and the estimates (29)-(31), (39) derived

in Lemma 3. Rearranging (27), we conclude from these estimates and condition
(C1) that there holds the velocity bound

‖∂tv‖X . ǫ+ (ǫ + ǫ−α ‖∂tσ‖X + ‖w‖X) ‖w‖X by (C1) and (29)-(31)

. ǫ+ (ǫ + ‖w‖X) ‖w‖X by (39).

This and another application of (C1) gives (48).

For (49), we use the nonlinear estimate ‖Nσ(w)‖X . ‖w‖
2
X , which follows

from the C2 regularity of the energy functional E.
For (50), we recall that the orthogonality condition from Lemma 2 in the

gradient case ensures w ∈ (TvM)⊥. By this fact, (50) follows from the stability
condition (C2), and the constant β′ depends on the gap size β in (C2) only. (In
general we have β′ ≤ β2.) This spectral gap condition is precisely used here to
get the bound (50), which is the central estimate in what follows.

3. Combining (48)-(49), we get an estimate

〈−∂tv − (E′(v) + Lσw +Nσ(w)), Lσw〉 . (‖w‖X + ǫ− β′) ‖w‖
2
X . (52)

Plugging (47) and (52) into (46), we find

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

d 〈Lσw, w〉

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (‖w‖X + ǫ− β′) ‖w‖
2
X + ǫ ‖w‖X . (53)

Now, by (53), so long as ǫ ≤ β/4, we can find γ > 0 depending on the
constant C in (51) and β′ in (50) only s.th.

( ddt + γ) 〈Lσw, w〉 . (‖w‖X − β′/2) ‖w‖
2
X + ǫ ‖w‖X . (54)

At this point we make the Ansatz

‖w‖X ≤ β′/2. (55)
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Shrinking ǫ if necessary, we can ensure that this Ansatz holds at least locally
for t ≤ T1.

So long as (55) holds, we can drop the first term in the r.h.s. of (54), and
then multiply both side by eγt to get

d

dt

(

eγt 〈Lσw, w〉
)

. ǫeγt ‖w‖X . (56)

Integrating (56), and then dividing the integration factor, we find

〈Lσw, w〉 . e−γt 〈Lσ0w0, w0〉+ ǫM(t)

. e−γt ‖w0‖
2
X + ǫM(t)

(

M(t) := sup
t′≤t

‖wt′‖X

)

.
(57)

Together with the coercivity condition (C2), we find

M(t) ≤ C1

(

e−γt ‖w0‖X + ǫ
)

, (58)

where C1 > 0 depends on the spectral gap from (C2) and is independent of t
and T1.

As we discussed in Remark 6, if we now choose δ ≪ ǫ, then ‖w0‖X ≤ ǫ.
This, together with (58) above, implies the key a priori estimate (44). We also
conclude from here that Ansatz (55) holds so long as ǫ is sufficiently small. This
completes the proof.

Corollary 1 (Converse of Theorem 1). Fix any large T ≫ 1 and 0 < γ < 1.
There exist c > 0 independent of T , and 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1 depending on γ, T only,
s.th. the following holds: Let 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0. Let σ0 ∈ Σ. Let σt ∈ Σ be the flow
generated by σ0 under the effective dynamics ( 24). Then there exists a solution
ut to ( 40) s.th. for all ǫγt ≤ T , there holds

‖ut − f(σt)‖X ≤ cǫ(1−γ)/2. (59)

Remark 9. Note that this result holds only on a long finite interval, and the
remainder in (59) tends to 0 as ǫ→ 0.

For fixed γ > 0, the threshold ǫ0 → 0 as T → ∞. For fixed T , the threshold
ǫ0 → 0 as γ → 1 from below.

Proof of the Corollary. Let u0 = f(σ0). Let ut be the flow generated by u0
under (1). We claim this flow ut satisfies (59) for ǫ

γt ≤ T .
Indeed, by Theorem 1, there exists a flow σ̃t ∈ Σ s.th.

‖ut − f(σ̃t)‖X ≤ c1ǫ, (60)
∥

∥∂tσ̃ − J−1
σ̃ E ′(σ̃)

∥

∥

Y
≤ c2ǫ

2+α. (61)

Here c1, c2 > 0 are some constants independent of ǫ, T, and c.
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By the uniqueness of moduli (see Lemma 2), at the initial time we have
σ0 = σ̃|t=0. Using this, and integrating (61), we find

‖σ̃t − σt‖Y ≤ ǫ−γT sup
ǫγτ≤T

(
∥

∥∂tσ̃τ − J −1
σ̃τ

E ′(σ̃τ )
∥

∥

Y
+
∥

∥J −1
σ̃τ

E ′(σ̃τ )− J −1
στ

E ′(στ )
∥

∥

Y
)

≤ T (c2ǫ
2+α−γ + c3ǫ

1+α−γ),

so long as ǫγt ≤ T . In the last line we have used (61), and the constant c3
depends on the implicit constants in (6) and (7) only.

By the uniform estimate (G2), it follows that

‖f(σ̃t)− f(σt)‖X ≤ Cǫ−α ‖σ̃t − σt‖Y ≤ CT (c3ǫ
1−γ + c2ǫ

2−γ) (ǫγt ≤ T ).

Here C > 0 is the constant from (G2).
Applying triangle inequality to (60), we find

‖ut − f(σt)‖X ≤ CT (c3ǫ
1−γ + c2ǫ

2−γ) + c1ǫ (ǫγt ≤ T ). (62)

Recall that T ≫ 1 is fixed, the exponent 0 < γ < 1, and these c1, c2, c3, C are
all absolute constants. Hence, the leading term in (62) is of the order O(ǫ1−γ),
and from (62) we can choose ǫ0 depending on T only to conclude (59) for every
0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0.

5 Effective Dynamics for Hamiltonian System

In this section we consider the Hamiltonian system

∂tu = JE′(u), J−1 = J∗ = −J. (63)

One essential difference in the analysis of (63) from that of the gradient flow (40)
is the following: For (63), we do not have a natural Lyapunov-type functional
that bounds the fluctuation field, such as the quadratic form (45). Indeed, the
decay property of (45) is ultimately due to the energy dissipation for gradient
flows.

There are two important classes of evolutions of the form (63) that arise
from physics:

1. Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a domain. The configuration space X ⊂ L2(Ω,C) is
taken to be a suitable space of wave functions, and we equip X with the real
inner product 〈ψ, φ〉 =

∫

ℜψ̄φ. Then the map ψ 7→ (ℜψ,ℑψ) is an isometric
isomorphism between X and a subspace of L2(Ω,R)× L2(Ω,R), if the latter is
equipped with inner product 〈u, v〉 = 1

2

∫

(u1v1 + u2v2). Hence, we can identify
X as a subspace of L2(Ω,R)× L2(Ω,R).

Under this identification, the operator J : ψ 7→ −iψ can be represented by
the symplectic matrix

J =

(

0 1
−1 0

)

. (64)
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Consider now a Schrödinger type equation

i∂tu = E′(u), (65)

where, for consistency of notation, E is a suitable Hamiltonian. Using the
identification described above, we can cast (65) into (63). This is the typical
setting for evolutions from quantum mechanics.

2. Let X1 ⊂ L2(Ω,Rk) be a suitable space of density functions or order
parameters, equipped with the usual inner product.

Consider a second-order dynamics

∂ttv = −Ẽ′(v), (66)

where v ∈ X1 and Ẽ is some Hamiltonian. We can reduce this to a first-
order system by setting u = (u1, u2) = (v, ∂tv), and choosing some E s.th.
E′(u) = (Ẽ′(u1), u2). The configuration space for u is X = X1 × X2, for
some suitable X2 ⊂ L2(Ω,Rk). X is equipped with the inner product 〈·, ·〉X =
〈·, ·〉X1

+ 〈·, ·〉X2
. This way we can cast (66) into (63), with J given by (64).

The main result of this section is the next theorem, analogous to Theorem 1
in the gradient case, but only valid on a long finite time interval.

Theorem 2. Fix any T ≫ 1 and 0 < γ < 1. There exists 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1 depending
on γ, T only, s.th. the following holds: For every 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0, there exists 0 <
δ ≪ ǫ s.th. the following holds: Let M be the manifold of approximate solitons
as in Definition 1. Let u0 ∈ X be an initial configuration s.th. dist(u0,M) ≤ δ.
Let ut be the flow generated by u0 under ( 63).

1. (A priori estimate) For all ǫγt ≤ T , there holds

dist(ut,M) ≤ ǫγ . (67)

2. (Effective dynamics) Moreover, for ǫγt ≤ T , there exists a unique decom-
position for ut as in ( 23), and the moduli σ ≡ σt := S(ut) satisfies the
following effective dynamics:

∂tσ = J −1
σ E ′(σ) +O‖·‖Y

(ǫ1+α+γ). (68)

Remark 10. As in the gradient case, the remainder in (68) is of lower order
by (7), but here we have a weaker error estimate. Note importantly that the
implicit constant in the remainder of (68) is independent of T and γ.

Proof of Theorem 2. 1. The initial setup is identical to the first step in Theo-
rem 1. In particular, we write ut = vt + wt as in (43).

The claim now is that for every t ≤ ǫ−γT , there holds

‖wt‖X ≤ ǫγ , (69)

provided 0 < δ ≪ ǫ ≤ ǫ0(T, γ).
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Notice that by the continuity of (63), there exists some (possibly small)
T1 > 0 s.th. (69) holds for all t ≤ T1, provided ‖w0‖X ≪ ǫγ . The latter is the
case because 0 < γ < 1, and for δ ≪ ǫ, we have ‖w0‖X = O(ǫ) by Remark 6.
Hence, the decomposition ut = vt + wt is valid at least locally.

As in Step 1 of Theorem 1, if (69) holds, then (67) follows from definition
(10). By Lemma 2, (67) implies the validity of the decomposition (23) for ut. By
Lemma 3, (69) implies the effective dynamics (68) and the remainder estimate
therein.

Hence, the theorem is proved once we establish (69) for all t ≤ ǫ−γT .
2. Consider the expansion

E(u) = E(v + w) = E(v) + 〈E′(v), w〉 +
1

2
〈Lσw, w〉+Rσ(w), (70)

whereRσ(w) is the super-quadratic remainder. By the construction from Lemma 2,
the fluctuation field w satisfies (11). Thus w ∈ (JTvM)⊥, and by condition (C2),
we can rearrange (70) to obtain

‖w‖
2
X . E(v + w)− E(v) − 〈E′(v), w〉 −Rσ(w). (71)

Since E(u) is conserved along (63), we have

E(v + w) = E(v0 + w0) = E(v0) + 〈E′(v0), w0〉+
1

2
〈Lσw0, w0〉+Rσ0(w0).

Plugging this into (71), we have

‖w‖
2
X .E(v0)− E(v)

+ 〈E′(v0), w0〉 − 〈E′(v), w〉+
1

2
〈Lσ0w0, w0〉+Rσ0(w0)−Rσ(w).

(72)
The last five terms in (72) can be controlled as follows: By the approximate

critical point property (C1), we have

〈E′(v0), w0〉 − 〈E′(v), w〉 . ǫ(‖w0‖X + ‖w‖X) . ǫM(t).

Here recall that we have defined the function

M(t) := sup
t′≤t

‖wt′‖X .

Next, since Lσ0 is bounded, we have

〈Lσ0w0, w0〉 . ‖w0‖
2
X .

Note that this bound does not depend on σ0 (see the discussion about (51)).

Lastly, since the remainder Rσ(w) is of the order o(‖w‖
2
X) for C2 functional

E, it follows that
Rσ(w) −Rσ0(w0) = o(M(t)2).
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By the preceding estimates, (72) becomes

‖w‖
2
X . E(v0)− E(v) + ǫM(t) + o(M(t)2) + ‖w0‖

2
X . (73)

3. It remains to control the first two terms in the r.h.s. of (73). This
difference is the energy fluctuation of the approximate solitons, and it can be
controlled as follows. Differentiating the energy E(t) = E(f(σt)) and using
(27), we have

dE

dt
= 〈E′(v), ∂tv〉

= 〈E′(v), QσJE
′(v)〉 + 〈E′(v), Qσ(JLσw − ∂tw)〉 + 〈E′(v), QσJNσ(w))〉 .

(74)
We now bound the three inner products in the last line.

Recall the definition of Qσ in (8) as the skew projection, which gives the
relations Q2

σ = Qσ and QσJ = JQ∗
σ (the latter follows from (3) and (9)). Using

these and the fact that J is symplectic, we find

〈φ, QσJφ〉 =
〈

φ, Q2
σJφ

〉

= 〈Q∗
σφ, QσJφ〉

=
〈

(J−1J)Q∗
σφ, QσJφ

〉

= −〈J(QσJφ), QσJφ〉 = 0 (φ ∈ X).

Applying this with φ = E′(v), we see that the first term in (74) vanishes.
For the two estimates below, we need to use the approximate critical point

property (C1). Recall also that as discussed in Remark 6, we can drop higher
order terms in w on the interval ǫγt ≤ T ′, so long as (69) holds.

Using (29)-(30) and (39), the second inner product in the last line of (74)
can be bounded as

|〈E′(v), Qσ(JLσw − ∂tw)〉| . ǫ2 ‖w‖X . (75)

By the uniform nonlinear estimate (31), the third inner product can be
bounded as

|〈E′(v), QσJNσ(w))〉| . ǫ ‖w‖2X . (76)

Combining (74)-(76) and integrating from 0 to t, we find

|E(v(t)) − E(v(0))| . t
(

ǫ2M(t) + ǫM(t)2
)

. (77)

4. Plugging (77) into (73), and then dividing both side by M(t), we have

M(t) . t
(

ǫ2 + ǫM(t)
)

+ ǫ + o(M(t)) + ‖w0‖X . (78)

For δ ≪ ǫ, the last term is O(ǫ) by Remark 6. Hence, there exist two constants
C0 > 0 and 0 < δ0 ≪ 1, both independent of t, T, γ, such that

M(t) ≤ C0

(

t(ǫ2 + ǫM(t) + ǫ+ δ0M(t)) + ǫ
)

. (79)
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Now, choose a sufficiently small ǫ0 = ǫ0(γ, T ) > 0 from here, so that

1− C0(tǫ + δ0t) > 1/2 (t ≤ ǫ−γT ).

Then it follows from (79) that

M(t) ≤ 2C0T (ǫ
2−γ + ǫ) + 2C0ǫ (t ≤ ǫ−γT ). (80)

At this point, the leading order term in the r.h.s. of (80) is of the order ǫ.
Since 0 < γ < 1, and C0 is an absolute constant, we conclude from (80) that we
can further shrink ǫ0 = ǫ0(γ, T ) > 0 so that (69) holds for every ǫγt ≤ T with
0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0. This completes the proof.

Corollary 2 (Converse of Theorem 2). Fix any large T ≫ 1 and 0 < γ < 1.
There exists c > 0 independent of T and 0 < ǫ0 ≪ 1 depending on γ, T only
with the following properties: Let 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0. Let σ0 ∈ Σ. Let σt ∈ Σ be the flow
generated by σ0 under the effective dynamics ( 63). Then there exists a solution
ut to ( 40) s.th. for all ǫγt ≤ T , there holds

‖ut − f(σt)‖X ≤ cmax(ǫ(1−γ)/2, ǫγ). (81)

Proof. Choose ǫ1 = ǫ1(γ, T ) > 0 s.th. Theorem 2 holds with γ, T and all
0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ1. Following the proof of Corollary 1, mutatis mutandis, we find

‖ut − f(σt)‖X ≤ c1T (ǫ
1−γ + c2ǫ) + c3ǫ

γ (ǫγt ≤ T ). (82)

Here c1, c2, c3 > 0 are all absolute constants. Since γ < 1, we can choose
0 < ǫ0(γ, T ) ≤ ǫ1 from (82) to conclude (81).

6 Application to Interface dynamics

In this section we consider a typical situation arising from the study of phase
transition. Following [49], we give some concrete examples of approximate soli-
tons that fully utilize the generality of the adiabatic framework developed in
the preceding sections.

Consider a suitable function space X consisting of vector-valued order pa-
rameters

ψ : Rnx × R
k
z → R

k (n ≥ 1, k ≥ 0).

Suppose there is a k-dimensional interface at
{

x = 0, z ∈ Rk
}

separating two
homogeneous phases with a steep transition layer. Here k = 0 is allowed, be-
cause one can be interested in some soliton concentrated at a single point in
Rn (e.g. one-dimensional kinks, planar Ginzburg-Landau vortices, spherical
droplets around some point in the space, etc.).
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Suppose we are given a stable equilibrium ψ of (1), s.th. for some 0 ≤ α < 1
and small ǫ≪ 1,

‖∇xψ‖X ∼ ǫ−α due to the steep phase transition at the interface, (83)

E′(ψ) = 0, Lψ := E′′(ψ) ≥ 0,

0 is isolated from the rest of the spectrum of Lψ.
(84)

Note that we do not require Lψ > 0, because if there are continuous symmetries
broken by ψ, then Lψ in general have zero modes due to symmetry breaking.

Consider another space Y consisting of smooth perturbations of the form

σ : Rkz → R
n, ‖σ‖Y ≪ 1. (85)

Geometrically, such σ can be thought of as some “wiggling” within the n-
dimensional horizontal cross sections around the k-dimensional interface {x = 0}.

Define a map
f : σ 7→ ψσ := ψ(x − σ(z), z). (86)

This map is smooth if ψ is smooth. Below we consider the two groups of
assumptions from Section 2 in connection with this particular parametrization
(86).

For the first group of assumptions, we note that by (84), for σ = 0, the
configuration f(0) = ψ is an exact soliton satisfying conditions (C1)-(C3) with
ǫ = 0. As we discussed in Section 2.1, these conditions are persistent for small
perturbations of a given approximate soliton, and it follows that (C1)-(C3) hold
on an appropriately chosen manifold Σ around σ = 0 consisting of perturbations
of the form (85). The choice of Σ depends only on kerLψ for the linearized
operator at the given exact soliton in (84). See e.g. [49] in the exactly same
setting, and [26, 39, 43, 44] in closely related settings.

For the second group of geometric assumptions, we note that the Fréchet
derivative of f is given by

df(σ) : ξ 7→ −∇xψσ · ξ (ξ ∈ Y ). (87)

This map is clearly injective, so f is an immersion and (G1) holds. Using the
formula (87), depending on the particular choice of spaces X and Y , one can
deduce (G2) from the condition (83).

To illustrate this fact, consider the situation n = 1, k ≥ 1. Fix the configu-
ration spaces

X := L2(Rx × R
k
z , R

k), Y := L2(Rkz ,R).

Suppose we are given a function ψ̃ : Rx → Rk satisfying
∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∇xψ̃(x)

∣

∣

∣

2

dx = A2, (88)

e.g. a certain curve of geometric interest. Then we define the lift ψ : Rx×Rkz →
R
k by setting ψ(x, z) = ψ̃(x) for every z. In principle, the solitonic properties

of ψ̃ is not affected by such a lift, see e.g. [49].
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Suppose the parametrization f and its derivative is given by (86)-(87), and
recall gσ : Y → X is defined as the Fréchet derivative df(σ) in local coordinate.
For ξ ∈ Y , we compute

‖gσξ‖
2
X =

∫

R

∫

Rk

|ξ(z) · ∇xψσ(x, z)|
2
dxdz

=

∫

Rk

|ξ(z)|2
(
∫

R

|∇xψ(x − σ(z), z)|2 dx

)

dz

=

∫

Rk

|ξ(z)|
2

(
∫

R

∣

∣

∣
∇xψ̃(x− σ(z))

∣

∣

∣

2

dx

)

dz

=

∫

Rk

|ξ(z)|
2
A2 dz = ‖ξ‖

2
Y A

2.

(89)

In the second equality we use Fubini’s theorem, and in the fourth equality we
use the fact that Lebesgue measure is translation invariant.

Now, if A ∼ ǫ−α in (88), then we can conclude (G2) from (89). Thus, with
this example, we have demonstrated the typical implication from (83) to (G2).

Remark 11. This kind of geometric implication was already noted and played
a crucial role in [26] (see Sect. 3.1 of that paper), as well as [43, 44], where the
authors studied some situations with n = 2, k = 0.

The conclusion from the above discussion is that the framework we laid out in
the previous sections applies to the study of interface dynamics via parametriza-
tion of the form (86), provided there is some known exact soliton to begin
with. We proceed to demonstrate in the next subsection an application with
n = 2, k = 1.

6.1 Example: Ginzburg-Landau Vortex Filaments

In this subsection, we discuss some of the results obtained in [49] in the adiabatic
framework developed in the present paper.

Let Ω ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3 be a domain. Consider the Ginzburg-Landau energy
functional

E(ψ) ≡ EǫΩ(ψ) :=

∫

Ω

1

2
|∇ψ|

2
+

1

4ǫ2

(

|ψ|
2
− 1

)2

. (90)

Here ψ : Ω → C is a complex order parameter representing, for instance, the
Bose-Einstein condensate in superfluidity. The energy (90) has translation,
rotatoin, and global U(1)-gauge symmetries.

It is well-known that there exist non-trivial stable critical points ψ̃ : Ω ⊂
R2 → C satisfying

∥

∥

∥
∇xψ̃

∥

∥

∥

L2
∼ |log ǫ|1/2 , (91)

E′(ψ̃) = 0, Lψ̃ ≥ 0, Lψ̃|Z⊥ ≥ β > 0. (92)

See for instance [8, 38]. Here Z denotes the space of symmetry zero modes, in
this case generated by the broken translation and global gauge symmetry. Such
ψ̃ are known as the (planar) vortex solutions.
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The characteristic feature of a vortex ψ̃ is its concentration property. This is
due to the structure of nonlinearity in (90). The quartic, hat-shaped potential

term forces the modulus
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
∣

∣

∣
of the non-homogeneous equilibrium to rapidly

increase from 0 to 1 in all directions away from the vortex center.
The planar vortex configuration ψ̃ obviously lifts to a steady state in R3

through ψ̃(x) 7→ ψ(x, z) ≡ ψ̃(x), where z ∈ R parametrizes the vertical direc-
tion. This lift ψ(x, z) concentrates near the vertical axis {x = 0}.

Now, consider perturbations of the form (up to a global gauge)

f(σ) = ψ(x− σ(z), z), σ : R → R
2. (93)

Since each planar vortex ψ̃(x) concentrates around x = 0, the function f(σ)
describes a vortex filament that “curves around” a concentration set near the
vertical axis

{

(0, z) ∈ R3
}

. In general, (93) is not a critical point of (90), and
do not arise from any symmetry reduction procedure. Moreover, the space of σ
can be infinite-dimensional.

In [49], we show that under some small curvature assumption on the pertur-
bation parameter σ (which lifts to a three-dimensional curve through σ(z) 7→
(σ(z), z) that winds around the axis

{

(0, z) ∈ R3
}

), the parametrization (93)
(up to a global gauge) gives a manifold of approximate solitons sitting in the
energy space for (90), satisfying all the assumptions in Section 2.

Using the method developed in Section 5 for Hamiltonian system, we obtain
an adiabatic approximation for the three-dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii equation

i
∂ψ

∂t
= −∆ψ +

1

ǫ2

(

|ψ|
2
− 1

)

ψ (ψ : Ω ⊂ R
3 → C). (94)

Evolution (94) can be cast into a Hamiltonian system of the form (65), with E
given by the Ginzburg-Landau energy (90). The effective dynamics for (94) is
an evolution of the concentration sets σ (i.e. the moduli, using the terminology
in Section 2), namely the binormal curvature flow

∂t~σ = ∂s~σ × ∂ss~σ, (95)

where ~σ(z) := (σ(z), z) is the lift of σ to a spatial curve, and s = s(z) is
the arclength parameter, satisfying ds

dz = |~σ|. The flow (95) is a Hamiltonian
system in the moduli space (in this case consists of functions σ : R → R2), and
it appears in place of the abstract effective dynamics (24), (68).

Let us remark that most results relating the geometry of k-dimensional inter-
faces with k ≥ 1 to the full configurations on Rn+k rely on rather involved mea-
sure theoretic arguments. See for instance the important contributions [7, 31].
Moreover, these results do not retain the structure of the interface, as they take
the limit as the length scale ǫ → 0. On the other hand, results using adiabatic
approximations are mostly for rather simple geometry of interfaces (e.g. finite
collection of points, in which case k = 0), see the cited works in Introduction.
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A Basic Variational Calculus

Here we recall some basic elements of variational calculus that have been used
repeatedly. For details, see for instance [42, Appendix C], [1, Chapt. 1].

A.1 Fréchet Derivative

Let X, Y be two Banach spaces. Let U be an open set in X . For a map
g : U ⊂ X → Y and a vector u ∈ U , the Fréchet derivative dg(u) is a linear
map from X → Y s.th. g(u + v) − g(u) − dg(u)v = o(‖v‖X) for every v ∈ X
with ‖v‖X ≪ 1 . If dg(u) exists at u, then it is unique. If dg(u) exists for every
u ∈ U , and the map u 7→ dg(u) is continuous from U to the space of linear
operators L(X,Y ), then we we say g is C1 on U . In this case, dg(u) is uniquely
given by

v 7→
dg(u+ tv)

dt
|t=0 (v ∈ X).

Iteratively, we can define higher order derivatives this way.

A.2 Gradient and Hessian

If X is a Hilbert space over a scalar field Y , then by Riesz representation, we
can identify dg(u) as an element in X , denoted by g′(u). The vector g′(u) is
called the X-gradient of g. Similarly, we denote g′′(u) the second-order Fréchet
derivative d2g(u). If g is C2, then g′′ can be identified as a symmetric linear
operator uniquely determined by the relation

〈g′′(u)v, w〉 =
∂2g(u+ tv + sw)

∂t∂s
|s=t=0 (v, w ∈ X).
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A.3 Remainder and Composition

Let X be a Hilbert space over a scalar field Y . Suppose g is C2 on U ⊂ X .
Define a scalar function φ(t) := g(v + tw) for vectors v, w s.th. v + tw ∈ U for
every 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Then the elementary Taylor expansion at φ(1) gives

g(v + w) = g(v) + 〈g′(v), w〉+
1

2
〈g′′(v)w, w〉+ o(‖w‖

2
X).

Here we have used the definition of g′ and g′′ from the last subsection.
Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded domain with smooth boundary. Fix r > d/2, f ∈

Cr+1(Rn). For u : Ω → Rn, define a map g : u 7→ f ◦ u. Then g : Hr(Ω) →
Hr(Ω) is C1, and the Fréchet derivative is given by v 7→ ∇f · v.
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