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Abstract

Combining virial inequalities by Kowalczyk, Martel and Munoz and Kowalczyk, Martel,
Munoz and Van Den Bosch with our theory on how to derive nonlinear induced dissipation
on discrete modes, and in particular the notion of Refined Profile, we show how to extend the
theory by Kowalczyk, Martel, Munoz and Van Den Bosch to the case when there is a large
number of discrete modes in the cubic NLS with a trapping potential which is associated to a
repulsive potential by a series of Darboux transformations. Even though, by its non translation
invariance, our model avoids some of the difficulties related to the effect that translation has on
virial inequalities of the kink stability problem for wave equations, it still is a classical model
and it retains some of the main difficulties.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) with potential,
i0pu = —02u+ Vu+ |ul®u, (t,z)c R (1.1)

where the potential V satisfies

V € S(R,R) (Schwartz functions), |V (z)| + [V'(z)| < Ce~%/®l for some C,ag > 0, (1.2)
and we assume that for oq(H), which is the set of discrete spectrum of H := —92 + V, we have
Ud(H)z{wj|j=1,---,N},w1<---<wN<0,N22. (13)

Remark 1.1. Tt is well known that o4(H) is finite. Our assumption is that H has more than two
eigenvalues. The case N = 0 has been treated by Naumkin [48], by Germain et al. [25], by Delort
[19] and by Chen—Pusateri [8]. See also Masaki et al. [41] along with [12] for the case of a repulsive
0 potential. The case N = 1 in the case of an attractive 0 potential with rather general nonlinear
terms, which include as a special case also the cubic nonlinearity, is treated in [12]. The case of
a generic potential with N = 1, hence a less stringent hypothesis than Assumption 1.13 below, is
discussed in Chen [7]. In this paper we focus only on the case N > 2, which is more delicate than
the cases N =0, 1.

Remark 1.2. In the sequel we will often use the notation f = 9,f and f' = 9, f. We also use the
notation a < b, which means that there exists C' > 0 s.t. a < Cb with C not depending on important
quantities. We also write a ~bif a S band b < a, and a S, b if a < Cyb with the implicit constant
C, depending on «. Finally, a ~, b will mean a <, b and b <, a.
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The aim of this paper is to study the long time behavior of small solutions of (1.1). Here, we
recall that from the energy

1 1
E(u) := 5/R (|8Iu|2 + Vul? + §|u|4> dx (1.4)

and mass

Q(u) :=%/}1§|u|2 dx (1.5)

conservation, if we have ug € H', then

lu(@®) g < luollm- (1.6)

Thus, global well-posedness of small solutions is trivial. In this paper, we seek a more precise
understanding of the asymptotic behavior of u(t). By elementary bifurcation argument, under
appropriate hypotheses there exist N families of standing wave solutions (i.e. solutions with the
form u(t,z) = e“'¢(x)) bifurcating from the eigenvalues of H. That is, there exist ¢;[z](z) =
2¢;(z) + O(J2]?) and w;(|z|*) = w; + O(|z|*) (j = 1,--+,N) for small z € C s.t. e‘iwi(|z|2)t¢j[z](:§)
are standing wave solutions of (1.1). In the linear case (i0;u = Hu), by the superposition principle,
there also exist quasi-periodic solutions which are given by the sum of standing waves. However,
it was shown that in the 3D case with smooth nonlinearity (corresponding to the 1D case with the
nonlinearity |u|?u replaced by g(|u|?)u with g € C* and g(0) = ¢’(0) = 0, e.g. |u|*u), the solutions
locally converge to the orbit of one single standing wave (selection of standing waves) and therefore
there exist no quasi-periodic solution, see [11] and the references therein. Thus, even though the
short time dynamics of small solutions of linear Schrodinger equation and NLS are similar, in 3D the
long time dynamics are completely different. The aim of this paper is to prove a similar result also
for 1D cubic NLS (1.1), under an additional hypothesis on the potential, see §1.1.2. This is more
difficult than the 3D case because of the fact that |u|?u is a long range nonlinearity in 1D and by
the weakness of linear dispersion in 1D. The main idea in this paper consists in a combined use of
the dispersion theory of Kowalczyk, Martel and Munoz [29], from which we draw extensively, with
the notion of Refined Profiles we introduced in [10] and which we discuss now, before stating the
main result.

1.1 Set up

For a € R and (z) := V1 + 22, we set
lullx, == lle*®u|x, for X = H®, L? and a := 2~ \/|wn], (1.7)
Y%= H;, (1.8)

where we make the convention that, when we write LP, H® or other analogous spaces like L?* below,
they are LP(R), H*(R), etc.
For any s € R, we will use also other weighted spaces, defined by the norm

lullp2s =[] (2)" ull L2(w).- (1.9)

We will consider repeatedly several Bochner spaces of the form LP(I, X), with p € [1,00], I CR
an interval and X a Banach space, see [5, Chapter 1], with norms

lullLer,x) = [lllwllxllze ) (1.10)



In particular, we will use spaces like X = 3, introduced in (3.1), and X = X, like in (1.7).
We recall that all eigenvalues of H are simple. We pick ¢; such that ||¢;]|z2 = 1, R-valued

eigenfunctions of H associated with w;. Since ¢§") ~y e VIWIllZl D we have ®; € Ng>oX?® for all
j=1,--- N.

1.1.1 Refined profile and Fermi Golden Rule assumption
One of the keys is the notion of refined profile introduced in [10]. We set

w= (w1, " ,wn). (1.11)
For the discrete spectrum oq(—092 + V), we assume the following.
Assumption 1.3. For m := (mq, - ,my) € Z¥V \ {0}, m - w = Zjvzl mjw; # 0.
Remark 1.4. In reality we need Assumption 1.3 for a restricted and finite set of indexes.
In the following, for x = (z1,--- ,zn) € XV, for X = Z, R, C we write || x| := [|x||1 = Zjvzl |z
We consider the sets of multi-indexes
N N
NR:={meZ'|> mj=1 mw<0}, Re={meZ"| ) mj=1 mw>0} (112
j=1 j=1

By Assumption 1.3, we have {m € Z" | Zjvzl mj = 1} = NR UR. Furthermore, we set

Ruin:={meR| AnecRst n=<m}, (1.13)
where

n<m < n=mand |n| < ||m]|,
n<m & Vj=1,--- N, |nj| <|my|.

Related to Ry are the sets I and NRy, defined by
I'={meRUNR | 3In € Ry, s.t. n <m}, NR; :=NR\ L (1.14)
Remark 1.5. The set I will be the collection of negligible multi-indexes, in the sense that for n € I,

2" <z D |2™] for ||z]| < 1.

meRmin

where z" is defined right below. Here R stands for resonant, while NR stands for non resonant. The
most significant elements of NR are those of NR;. The corresponding monomials z™ for m € NR4
are eliminated and do not appear in the key equation (1.20) by a, rather elementary, normal forms
argument, while the z™ for m € NR NI are small remainder terms, absorbed in R.p[z] and easy to
bound in the course of the proof.

For z € CV, we set

N m;j .
z™ = H Ama) o ma) 5 ifm; =0, (1.15)
i T zZ;7™ if my <O.



We inductively define Gy, for m € Ryin UNR; by Gy =0 if |jm]| <1 and

Gm = Z ¢m1¢m2¢m37 (116)
m!' m? m*cNR;,
m' —m’+m’=m, [[m'||+|m?|+|m®|=|lm|
where
0, m=20
Qbm: ¢Ja m:ej = (5j17 aajN)a (117)

—(H-m-w) 'Gp, |m|>2

Ezample 1.6. We give the first few Gy, for the case N = 2. When m € Ry,;,, UNR; and ||m|| = 3,
we have m = (2, —1) or (—1,2) and

Go,—1) = $1d2, G(_1.2) = d105.
When m € Ry UNR; and |m|| = 5, we have m = (3, —2) or (—2,3) and
G3,-2) = —201¢2(H — (2w1 — w2)) ™" (¢162) — &7 (H — (~w1 + 2w2)) " (¢103),
G 23) = —2¢102(H — (—w1 + 2w2)) " (¢103) — ¢35 (H — (2w1 — w2)) ™ (¢5d2),
By the inductive definition, we have the following.
Lemma 1.7. For m € R,;;, UNR; the Gy, are R-valued.

Proof. If |m|| < 1, then the statement is obvious because we have chose ¢;’ to be R-valued. Next,
for m € Ryin UNRy, we assume that for all n € NR; with ||n|| < |ml|, Gy is R-valued. Then,

from (1.17), ¢n is R-valued and by (1.16), Gy, is also R-valued. O

An important assumption, related to the Fermi Golden Rule (FGR), is the following.

Assumption 1.8. We assume that for all m € Ry,

Z|G/\m (£vw-m) | >0,
+

where é; is the distorted Fourier transform of Gy, associated to the operator H, see [60].

For a Banach space X and =z € X, r > 0, we set
Bx(xz,r):={ye X | |ly — z||x <r}. (1.18)

For F' € C'(Bcn (0,6),X), z € Ben (0,6) and w € CV, we set D, F(z)w = 4 oo F(z+sw).
The following is proved in [10].

Proposition 1.9 (Refined profile). For any s > 0, there exists 65 > 0 s.t. there exists ¢[] €
C>®(Bcn (0,05),2%) of the form

olz] = Z 2™ pm where ¢m € X° for all s, (1.19)
meNR,



w € C°(Ben (0,65), RY) and Ryp[] € C°(Ben (0,d5), 2°) s.t.

~iD,¢[z] (iw(2)z) = Holz] + [o[z]*dlz] — Y 2™Gm — Rpla], (1.20)

meRmin

G/I’ld ¢[0] = 07 Dz(b[o]ej = ¢j7 D2¢[O] = 07 W(O) =w, ¢[ei9z] = ei9¢[z]7 W(Z) = W(|21|2, R |ZN|2)7

HRrp[Z]”ZS Ss ||z||2 Z |zm|7 (1.21)

meERmin
and w(z)z := (w1(z)z1, - ,wn(2)zN).

O

Remark 1.10. The Refined Profile generalizes the notion of standing waves, which are generated
from the Refined Profile setting

0i(z;) = ¢(z;e;) for z; € Bc(0,0,) and e; = (615, ..., 0n;), with d;5 the Kronecker delta.

It represents an effective way to represent the discrete component because it provides a modulation
u = ¢[z]+n of the solution u, where in the equation of the continuous mode 7, see (2.5) below, there
are no monomials z™ with m € NR;. It plays an analogous role to that of Fraiman’s like ansatz in
papers like Merle and Raphael [45] where it allows to bypass normal forms arguments in the course
of the analysis of the Fermi Golden Rules.

1.1.2 The Repulsivity Hypothesis

In order to use the dispersion theory of Kowalczyk et al. [27]-[30] we need the following, inspired
by a more general notion in [30].

Definition 1.11. Let V be a potential like in (1.2). We say that V is repulsive if V is not identically
zero and zV’(z) <0 for all z € R.

Obviously the above notion, framed in terms of the origin, could be reframed with respect to
any other zg € R, but we can always normalize by translation so that zg = 0.

Crucial in the theory in Kowalczyk et al. [29, 30] is a mechanism of addition or subtraction
of eigenvalues which can be traced to Darboux. Kowalczyk et al. [29, 30] treat some very special
situations and refer to the theory in Sect. 3.2-3.3 in Chang-Gustafson-Nakanishi-Tsai [6]. In reality,
a systematic and quite general treatment of this topic is in Sect. 3 Deift-Truwobitz [16], to which
we refer for the following, where we impose much stricter hypotheses than in [16].

Proposition 1.12. Let W € S(R,R) s.t 0q(—02 + W) # 0. Let 1) be the ground state (positive

eigenfunction) of —02 + W and set Ay = i@w (1-). Then, there exists W1 € S(R,R) s.t.

Aw Ay = =02+ W —w, AjyAw = -2+ W1 —w,
where w = minoq(—0% + W). Further, we have oq(—02 + W1) = aq(=0% + W) \ {w}.
Using Proposition 1.12, we inductively define V; € S(R,R) (j =1,---,N + 1) by
1. Vi:=V, Hy:= =02+ Vi, Y1 = ¢1 and A = Ay,.



2. Given V, we define

Ap = Avk and Hyyq = —85 + Vi1 := AZAk + Wg. (122)

From Proposition 1.12, we have
oa(Hy) ={w; | j=k,--- N}, k=1,--- N, and oq(Hn11) = 0.
If 4y, is the ground state of Hy and Ay = ﬁaz (tg+) then, from
ATH; = A5(A AT + wj) = (AjAj + w;)Af = Hj1 AF, (1.23)
we have the conjugation relation
A*Hy = Hyi1 A", (1.24)
where
A=A, Ay and A" = Ay --- A]. (1.25)

The crucial assumption to implement the theory in Kowalczyk et al. [29, 30] and to overcome
the strength of the cubic nonlinearity in 1D is the following.
Assumption 1.13. V41 is a repulsive potential in the sense of Definition 1.11.

Remark 1.14. By reverting the transformation given in Proposition 1.12, starting from any repulsive
potential, for any N, one can construct a potential V' satisfying Assumptions 1.3 and 1.13.

1.2 Main theorem

We are now in the position to state the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 1.15. Assume (1.2)—(1.3) and Assumptions 1.3, 1.8 and 1.13. Then for any € > 0 and
a > 0 there exists 69 > 0 s.t. for all ug € H' with ||uo|| g := 6 < &g there are z € C*(R,CY), and
ne C(R,H) s.t.

l2llw.o ) + 19l oo ,11) S 6, (1.26)
with, for all t >0,
u(t) = ¢la(t)] +n(t). (1.27)
Moreover, we have for I = [0, 00)
|12+ i ()2l 2+ D 2™ 2y + [ll ey <€ (1.28)
meERmin

Finally, there exists j(uop) € {1,---, N} and p4(up) > 0 such that

0 k # j(uo),

gl = {p+(U0) k= j(uo). (29



Remark 1.16. The fact that in the paper the cubic term is defocusing plays no role in our proof.
Theorem 1.2 holds also with a focusing cubic term. Obviously, inverting time we conclude that (1.28)
holds for I = R. Notice also that it is not possible to prove decay rates because all the estimates
need necessarily to be invariant by translation in time. Hence, all the literature which proves a rate
of decay in time needs to take initial data in spaces smaller than H*(R).

The novel difficulties in Theorem 1.15 come from the cubic nonlinearity, which in dimension 1
is long range. For quintic or higher power, but always smooth, nonlinearities, which are short range,
then the theory in [9, 10, 11, 46] can be applied.

Assumption 1.13 is very important in the theory developed by Kowalczyk et al. in [29, 30].
Here we are able to generalize their ideas thanks to the theory by Deift and Trubowitz [16, Sect. 3],
which treats in great generality the transformations considered in Chang et al. [6]. It is then possible
to develop the two virial inequalities of Kowalczyk et al. in [29] in the presence of general discrete
spectra and to combine the theory of dispersion in [29] with the theory of nonlinear dissipation of the
discrete modes in [9, 10]. The latter was initiated by Buslaev and Perelman [4], was then considered
by Soffer and Weinstein [51] and generalized in papers like [11]. The approach in [9, 10], to which we
refer for a more detailed discussion on this point, is far simpler than the previous literature, thanks
to the notion of Refined Profile.

Recently, there has been a considerable interest on the asymptotic stability of patterns for
dispersive equations with inhomogeneities and with long range nonlinearities in 1D, especially in
view of the analysis of kinks of appropriate wave equations.

Kowalczyk et al. showed that a framework based on virial inequalities is very suitable and
provides a very penetrating grasp of these problems, starting with their partial proof in [27] of the
asymptotic stability of the kinks of the ¢* model, with other insightful contributions in papers like
[29, 30]. See also the work of Alammari and Snelson [1, 2] and of Martinez for long range Schrédinger
and Hartree equations [39] and for Zakharov systems [40] in one dimension.

Quite different set ups from that of Kowalczyk et al. are in [8, 24, 25, 41, 48], in the absence
of discrete modes. See also the series [32]-[37] and [54]. Recently Chen [7] considered the case
of our NLS (1.1) with one eigenvalue mode, that is N = 1, without the repulsivity Assumption
1.13 while the book by Delort and Masmoudi [20] looked at the ¢* model for long times but not
asymptotically. The methods employed in all these works need yet to be tested in the case where
there are more than one discrete modes, which potentially will slow the decay, see Gang Zhou and
Sigal [22], creating additional difficulties. For the literature which uses dispersive estimates in the
context of short range nonlinearities, the case N = 2 is significantly more complicated than the case
N =1, see Soffer and Weinstein [52], the series by Tsai and Yau [55]-[58] and, for special situations
with N > 2, Nakanishi et al. [47]. This seems to be related to the need of using different weighted
norms as the solution evolves through different stages. More general spectra than the special ones
in these references are likely to complicate this kind of analysis. Obviously long range nonlinearities
will add further complications.

Our main contribution in this paper involves the use of the notion of Refined Profile, which
is significant only in the case of two or more eigenvalues, and so is not relevant to the problem
considered in Chen [7] (where however, if the potential is repulsive after a Darboux transformation,
the virial inequality argument provides an alternative proof of dispersion). As we show, the Refined
Profile notion allows to avoid normal forms arguments and the search of canonical coordinates. As
we have shown also elsewhere in [10] and expecially in [9], we provide a very simple alternative to
[55]-[58], [52] and to the more general [11]. The additional complication here, compared to [10, 9]
is the long range nonlinearity, which does not allow to treat dispersion with a simple perturbation
argument.

To prove dispersion we follow the framework of the virial inequalities of Kowalczyk et al. [29]



which, while subtle, is simple and robust and, as a consequence, is shown here to apply easily
in contexts with complicated spectra. Unfortunately, an important limitation is the repulsivity
Assumption 1.13. Kowalczyk et al. [30] discuss how to avoid it in some cases, but we do not
consider here the analogous situations. Our NLS problem is in some respect simpler than kink
problems because virial inequalities like in [30], which involve three distinct functionals, are more
complicated than the single one that suffices here.

For alternative proofs of dispersion, we notice that a rather simple framework is due to Ze Li
[31], but the argument does not apply to the cubic nonlinearity and it too, needs to be tested in the
presence of eigenvalues. Similar limitations are true for [15]. We do not discuss here the nonlinear
Steepest Descent method of Deift and Zhou initiated in [17], which has been used extensively for
integrable systems but for non integrable systems, to our knowledge, only in [18]. There is a large
literature on PDE methods in the context of integrable systems. Here we mention only the recent
paper on kinks of sine-Gordon by Lithrmann and Schlag [38] and the paper on the black soliton for
defocusing cubic NLS by Gravejat and Smets [23].

In the context of stability problems of ground states of the NLS, virial inequalities were intro-
duced by Merle and Raphael [42]-[45]. The papers by Kowalczyk et al. [27, 29, 30] developed further
applications of virial inequalities in stability problems. In this paper we show that the theory can be
applied in a relatively elementary fashion also in the presence of any number N > 2 of eigenvalues.
The case N = 1 with Assumption 1.13 should be analogous to [29]. An analogue of Soffer and
Weinstein [51], or of the more general [3], with Assumption 1.13, should hold in 1D for real valued
solutions of the Nonlinear Klein Gordon with a quadratic nonlinearity, using arguments similar to
the ones of this paper, which should simplify greatly [51, 3] with the use of Refined Profiles. The
same should hold for an analogue of [13] for the unitary invariant NLKG in 1D where there are small
complex valued standing waves.

2 Modulation coordinate and transformed problem

In this section we write the equation in modulation coordinates and consider the transformed problem
induced by the conjugation relation (1.24). We start from the modulation coordinate. First of all,
let

(u,v) = /Ruﬁdx, (u,v) := Re (u,v), (2.1)

and set
N
Pd :Z(a¢J)¢Ja PC ::1_Pd- (22)
=1

Then, the space P.L? is the continuous space w.r.t. H. Recalling the refined profile ¢[z] from
Proposition 1.9, we introduce the following analogue of nonlinear continuous space of Gustafson,
Nakanishi and Tsai [26],

Hlz] := {ve L? | Vz € CV, (iv, D,¢[z]z) = 0}. (2.3)
The modulation coordinates are given by decomposing u as follows.

Lemma 2.1. There ezist 6 > 0 and z € C®(Bs-1(0,9),CY) s.t. n(u) = u — ¢[z(u)] € Hclz(u)].
Further, we have

2@l + ()l ~ [l w- (2.4)



Proof. The proof is standard, so we omit it. O

In the following we write z = z(u) and n = n(u). Notice that the bound (1.26) is a straightfor-
ward consequence of Mass and Energy conservation, which imply |ul|g: < 6, and of (2.4).
Substituting u = ¢[z] + n in (1.1) and using (1.20), we obtain

10 + 1D, ¢lz] (2 + iww(2)z) = Hlzln + Y 2™Gm + Ruplz] + Flz, 1] + n|*n, (2.5)
Rumin

where H[z] := H + Llz],
L[z] := 2|¢[z]|> + ¢[z]>C, with the complex conjugation operator Cu = 7 and (2.6)
Flz,n) == 20[zl|n|* + olal”. (2.7)
Following Gustafson, Nakanishi and Tsai [26], we can construct an inverse of P, on H.[z].

Lemma 2.2. There exists 6 > 0 s.t. there evists {aja}j=1,.. N, a=r1 € C°°(Bcn(0,6), ¥ st

||ajA(Z)||Zl S HZH27 .] = 17 e aNa A= RaI (28)
and
N
R[z] :=1d — Z ((ar(2) @5 + (- a;1(2)) 19;) , (2.9)

satisfies Rlz]Pely, ) = 1dly 1, PeRlzl|p 2 = Id|p 12

Proof. The proof, which we skip, is an analogue of that in [11], which in turn generalizes the one in
[26]. O

We set 7 := P.n. Then, by Lemma 2.2 we have n = R[z]7] and furthermore, from the estimate
(2.8), we have

Il a2z ~ N7 a2 (2.10)

for s = 0,1 and |a| < a;. Applying P, to (2.5), we obtain

0] =Hij+ Y 2™P.Gm + Ry, (2.11)
meRLin
where
R = P. (~1D4¢[2] (2 + iww(2)2) + Ruplz] + Flz, ] + Llzln + |n|*n) . (2.12)

The rest of this section is framed like in [29].
We will consider constants A, B, e > 0 satisfying

log(67") > log(e ') > A>B*> B>exp(c ') > 1 (2.13)

We will denote by o.(1) constants depending on ¢ such that

0.(1) 2% 0, (2.14)



For the two virial inequalities, we will use the approximations in [29] of 271 (i (1/2 + 20, u(t), u(t)),
which is the quantized analogue of the form 2 'z - £ for a finite dimensional hamiltonian system
i = VeE and £ = —V,E with energy 27'¢|? + V(z) (recall that £(27'z-¢) = |¢]* — z - VV ()
where, if V' is repulsive as in Definition 1.11, then x - £ is strictly increasing for all ¢: this simple
classical argument explains the heuristics around the notion of Virial Inequalities).

The first virial inequality, Sect. 4, involves a truncation of the function z outside an interval of
size ~ A~! around 0. The fact that the initial potential V' = V; is obviously not repulsive, makes
necessary another virial inequality. This involves applying the operator A* to (2.11), see (1.25),
in order to exploit the conjugation (1.24), which transforms H; into the repulsive operator Hy 1.
However, to offset the loss of regularity due to A*, which is a differential operator of order N, it is
necessary to use a regularization and consider

T = (ied,) N A", (2.15)

for € > 0. However, this does not work either, because symmetries of the nonlinear term P.(|n|?n),
used to get estimates like (4.18) below, do not hold any more. This is why the argument considers
x € C*(R,R) such that

X' (2) <0 and 1)< < x < Lig<as (2.16)

and xc := x(-/C) for C > 0. Then multiplying equation (2.11) by x g2, obtaining

10 (xp27) =H (xp27) + (25200 + XB2) 1+ Y, 2™xp2PeCGm + Xp> Ry, (2.17)
meERmin

setting
v:=Txge1], (2.18)

and applying 7 to (2.17), we obtain

0w =Hypv+ Y 2"Gm + R, (2.19)
meERmin
where
Gm = Tx52 PG, (2.20)
Ry = TxpRi + (ie0:) " [Vivir, (1€0:) 0 + T (2X52 0 + X2 ) 1. (2.21)

Here it is possible to apply the second virial inequality, which involves a truncation of z in an interval
centered in 0 of size ~ B. The technical fact that A > B? is required to work out the argument,
see also [29].

3 The continuation argument

The proof of (1.28) in Theorem 1.15 is by means of a continuation argument. In particular, we will
show the following.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a 6o = do(€) s.t. if (1.28) holds for I = [0,T] for some T > 0 and
for 6 € (0,9¢) then in fact for I =1[0,T] inequality (1.28) holds for € replaced by €/2.

10



By completely routine arguments, which we skip, it is possible to show that Proposition 3.1
implies (1.28) with I = [0,00). We reformulate the continuation argument. Let a > 0 be the one
given in Theorem 1.15. Without loss of generality we can assume a < 27! min(ag, a1) where aq is
given in (1.2) and a; is given in (1.8). We introduce the following norm,

171 = ( (=02 +sec® (3T)) £+ £) ~ 1113 + 17113

a

10

For C' = A, B, we set

||

Golw) = exp (-2 1= x(@). (3.2)
We consider the main variables in [29], given by
w:= (a7 and & := xp2(Bv . (3.3)

We will prove the following continuation argument.

Proposition 3.2. For any small € > 0 there exists a 69 = do(€) s.t. if in I = [0,T] we have

o+ iw@al e+ S 17w + 1€l s + el s < € (3.4)
meRmin

§—0t

then for § € (0,00) inequality (3.4) holds for € replaced by o5(1)e where o5(1) —— 0.

Notice that Proposition 3.2 implies Proposition 3.1. In the following, we always assume the
assumptions of the claim of Proposition 3.2.

In complete analogy to [29], we consider two virial estimates, one for w and the other for &.
The first is based directly on the equation for 7, (2.11).

Proposition 3.3 (Virial estimate for 7). We have

w22y S A0+ wllpoerre )+ Y, 2™ lLe + € (3.5)
10

meRmin
The second virial estimate, involves the transformed problem (2.19).

Proposition 3.4 (Virial estimate for v). Let A > B?. We have

€ oy S Be Va4 > e lnan) + 0o(1) (o) + 12+ iw@@al o) . (36)

meRLin
The term z + iw(z)z can be controlled in term of the z™, for m € Ryyin.

Proposition 3.5. We have

I +iw(@)zl 2y S Y 2™ o2 + 6% (3.7)

meRwin

To bound the z™, for m € Ry,in, we will use the Fermi Golden Rule.
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Proposition 3.6 (FGR estimate). We have

S N2 reny S e VBPES + B e+ € (3.8)
meRLin

In Sect. 4 we prove Proposition 3.3. In Sect. 6 we prove Proposition 3.4. Sections 4-6 are very
close to [29]. Sect. 9 is the analogue of [29, Sect. 5.1]. The proofs of Propositions 3.5 and 3.6 are
very similar to the discussion in [9]. As is in [4, 51] and many other papers, most referenced in [11],
at some point the continuous mode, in fact in this paper the variable v, needs to be decomposed
in a part which resonates with the discrete mode z and a remainder which is supposed to be very
small, and which we denote by g, see (8.6). To bound g we use Kato smoothing estimates, as in
the previous literature. So, for example, Lemmas 8.3 and 8.4 are a typical tool, see [4, 51] or the
references in [11]. Some attention is needed in the use of the weights, to guarantee that some of the
terms, i.e. the term in (8.24), are small. Finally, in Sect. 12, we prove the last sentence of Theorem
1.15.

4 Proof of Proposition 3.3

In this section, we prove the 1st virial estimate Proposition 3.3, which is a consequence of the
estimate of the time derivative of the following functional,

Z(7) = 5 (71547, (@)

where the anti-symmetric operator S, is defined by

! x
Sa = % + pa0;, where py(x) = / Ci(y) dy. (4.2)
0

Proposition 3.3 is a direct consequence of the following estimate

Proposition 4.1 (1st virial estimate in differential form). Under the assumptions of Proposition
3.1, for sufficiently small 6 > 0 we have

d 1 o
ST + 5l e SlolZe + 32 2P+ 8+ ieo(z)al (4.3)
10 meERmin

We first prove Proposition 3.3 from Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We have |Z(7)| < A||7]|3: < A2, Thus, integrating (4.3) over [0, T, we

obtain (3.5). O

The rest of this section is devoted for the proof of Proposition 4.1. First, from (2.11), we have

%z(m — (0,7, SaT)
= — (Hij,Sai) = Y (2™ PeGm, Sail) — (Riy, Saj) . (4.4)

meERmin

We will compute each terms in (4.4)

12



Lemma 4.2. We have

N ) 1
(H7,Sam) = <(—8§ - ;2—% ) w,w> + oA (Vow, w) , (4.5)
where
Vala) = (ke + 20 5 ) (4.6)

Proof. By direct computation, we have

_ _ 1, 1
(Hm, San) = (0407, 0:7) — 1 (@A) — 5, 0aAV'n) . (4.7)

Following Lemma 1 of [29], we have

1
(040, Opy) = (W', 0"y + <C—Aw,w> : (4.8)
A
and
_l<”/~~>—_l A—F Q ’ (49)
4 Yann) = 2 CA CA w,w ), .
so that
)~ L > L/ (Y
(@401, O1) — 1 (AN, m) = (—07w,w) + s\ (C_A> w,w ) . (4.10)
Substituting w = {477 also in (77, p4V'n) and using the identity
A Ca ’ 1" ’ €T
A o \&) ) =x (=)= +2x (I)m = Vo(), (4.11)
we obtain (4.5). O

Lemma 4.3. We have

(2™ PG, Sanm)| S |27 [wl 22, - (4.12)
10
Proof. Since ||(;'SaP:Gm||r2, <1, the conclusion is obvious. O
10

Lemma 4.4. We have

| (R, Sam) | < 0° << > M+ |Ii+iW(Z)ZII> lwllze , + lwllZ

meRmin

a2
10

) + 823w (|22, (4.13)
Proof. We will estimate the contribution of each term in Rz, see (2.12). First, since, by D,¢[0]z =
¢z

|PeDadl2]zl|s2 = || Pe (Dadlz] — Dal0]) 2]l S 6%12]), (4.14)

13



we have
| (Pe (~iDx¢lz] (2 +iw(2)2)) , Sam) | S 62| + iwo(z)z|||w]| .2, - (4.15)
10
Next, from (1.21), we have

|[{P-Ruplz], Sa) | S 6° ) Zlwllze , - (4.16)

meERmin
We next estimate the contribution of P (F[z,n] 4+ L(z]n+ |n|*n). First, since P, = 1 — Py and
[PaSanls: S llwllg2 , , we have
10
| (Pa (Flz,n] + Llzln + [n*n) , Sai) | < | Flz, 0] + Llzln + [n*nlls-llwl 22
10
S &lwllge - (4.17)

10

Next, by elementary integration by parts we have
(27, Samy = 27 (il @) + 272 (") s pa) = 47 (i, )
and by [29] and (1.26), see also Lemma 2.7 [12], we have
| (717, Sam) | S 6% |w'|22. (4.18)

For the remaining terms, by n = 7 + 71 with 7, = (R[z] — 1)7, we can expand

Flz,n] + Llzln + |nl*n — [7]*7 = vorfi + viiy + v2i) + vsh) + vai)® + vs[i)]*, where

vo = 2|¢[2]|* + 2¢[zlm + Pzl + [ [?, v = ¢[z]®, vo = 2|¢[2][* + 20[2]1 + dlzlm + 2/,

vs = ¢lz]” + 29[z + 1, va = Jla] + 11, vs = 20[2] + 7. (4.19)

By Lemma 2.2, we have ||9i|ls1 S [|Jw]/z2 , and
~ 10

[vjllsr < 62 for j =0,1,2,3 and ||v;||s: < 6 for j =4, 5. (4.20)
Thus, we have

. SO wlzs (4.21)

10 10

| (v + v + vail® + a2, @i | S 2wl (4.22)

10

[ (votis + 01, Saif) | S ooy + o1l ol 2

and

~ _ ~ ~ 1 — ~ _
‘<(vz —|—v477—|—v577) 7, @Aazn>‘ =3 ’/CAQ(%C (@A (vz +v477—|—v577)) lw]?| < 52Hw||%2 L (4.23)

10

= » 1 _ .

| <Us77, @Aamn> | = 3 '/CA281 (pavs) W
Combining (4.17), (4.18), (4.21), (4.22), (4.23) and (4.24) we obtain

| (Flz,n] + Lz]n + [n|*n — 717, San) | < 52”“’”%3 + 23| w12 (4.25)

2

10

<l (4.24)

10

Therefore, from (4.15), (4.16) and (4.25) we have the conclusion. O
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. By (4.4), Lemmas 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 we obtain the estimate (4.3) for suffi-
ciently small § > 0 and large A, satisfying (2.13). O

Before proving Proposition 3.4 we need some technical preliminaries, which we state in Sect. 5.

5 Technical estimates

In this section, we collect estimates used in the sequel of the paper.

Lemma 5.1. Let U > 0 be a non—zero potential U € L*(R,R). Then there exists a constant Cyy > 0
such that for any function 0 < W such that (x) W € L*(R) then

(WFf) < Cull (@) Wl (=07 + U f) - (5.1)

In particular, for a > 0 the constant in the norm || - || in (3.1), there exists a constant C(a) > 0
such that

(Wf.f) < Cla)] (=) Wi fII5. (5:2)

Proof. Let J be a compact interval where Iy := [, U(x)dx > 0. Let then ¢ € J s.t.

f(@o)? < I / £ () PU (2)das
J
Then,

_ 1
()] < |z — @0l 2| /| L2y + | (x0)| < | — zol 2 | f'l| 2y + Iy /> (U f, £)2 .

Taking second power and multiplying by W it is easy to conclude the following, which after integra-
tion yields (5.1),

W(z)|f(x)|* < Cy (x) W(z) <(—3§ +U)f, f) where Cy =2 (1 + |zo| + I,}l) .

|
A direct consequence of Lemma 5.1 is the following. Recall A > B? > B > a~!, with a like
in the previous lemma.

Corollary 5.2. We have

17z, +lwlze , S lwls and K5 €Nz, < N€ls:

10 20 10
We will use the following standard fact.
Lemma 5.3. Consider a 0 order Pseudodifferential Operator (¥DO)
pi0,)7 () = [yl )by 53
R2
with symbol p(x, k) such that
1000P p(x, k)| < Cup (k)" for all (z,k) € R? and for all (o, B). (5.4)
Then, for any m € R and for any ¢ € (0, 1]
| (ez) ™" pex,i0,) fllr2r) < Comll (€)™ fllr2) for all f € L*(R), (5.5)

where each constant C,, depends on finitely many of the constants Cnp and is independent from

e € (0,1].
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Proof (sketch). We write
p(ex,i0:) f(x) = PLf + Pof
Pif(x) = /R MO p(ex, k) (¢ — ') [ (') dkda (5.6)
with x1 € C°(R,[0,1]) a cutoff with x7 = 1 near 0 and with x2 := 1 — x7. Then
I ((e2) ™™ Py fea)™ ) {ex) ™™ fllaacey S Il ()™ Fllzeey,
because (ez)” " Py {ex’)™ is a YDO with symbol
plex, k)x1 (x — ') (ex) ™" (ea)" € S?)O7O(R x R x R),

see Definition 3.5 p. 43 [59], with, for fixed constants Cypa/g,

- gfa,f (p(sx, k)xi(z —2') (ex)™™ (5w'>m)‘ < Courp <k>7ﬁ ,

for all (o, o/, B, z,2', k) and all € € (0,1]. Then, by the theory in Ch. II [59], this DO defines an
operator from L?(R) into itself whose norm can be bounded in terms of finitely many of the Cpq/g,
and so has a finite upper bound independent from & € (0, 1]. We also have, integrating by parts with
respect to k in (5.6) for j = 2,

| €)™ Pafllrem) <

(ex)™™ / (& — 'y | (o) da’

L2 (R)

N ‘ <@ @l ex) ™™ flle@),
L2(R)

/ (@ — 'y (ea!y " | (o) da’
R

where the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality for convolutions, and all the constants are
independent from e € (0, 1]. O

Following [29] we will will use a regularizing operator (icd,) ", with & > 0 a small constant.
We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Consider a Schwartz function V € S(R,C). Then, for any L € NU{0} there exists a
constant C, s.t. we have for all € € (0,1]

| (i£02) ™™ [V, (i0) VIl Lo m) s p2:£ () < ClLe, (5.7)
where L**(R) is defined in (1.9).
Proof. Let us consider case L = 0,

Se (5.8)
L2(R)—L2(R)

(ie8,) N [v, <iaax>N] ]

Taking Fourier transform, it is equivalent to prove the above L? — L? bound for the operator

/ H(k,0) ] (0)d with H(k,€) = (8) ™ D(k — ) (k)" — (0)™)
R
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Multiplying numerator and denominator by (k)™ + (¢0)" we obtain H(k, () = c¢H (k, /)

e t) = ()N Dk — Ok — )LD
0, = (8™ V= )k = 0 =y

where P is a 2N —1 degree polynomial. It is elementary that the integral operator with integral kernel
H(k,£) is uniformly bounded in ¢ from LP(R) to itself, for any p € [1, 00|, by Young’s inequality, see
Theorem 0.3.1 [53]. Indeed, it is enough to prove that there exists a constant C' > 0 independent
from small € > 0 s.t.

sup/ |H(k,0)|dt < C, (5.9)
keR JR

since by symmetry a similar bound can be proved interchanging the role of & and ¢. Now, for
M > N + 1, we have for fixed k

- N M (N1 o1

/R|H(k,f)|df§ ~/|€|€[’§,2Ik|] (k)™ (k—0) (< ) (e )d(
- M N-1 N-1

" /Zg[%zk] (ek) = (k= 0) (<5k> + (el) ) de.

The first integral can be bounded above, for appropriate C'y, by the elementary inequality

Ox 0™ =07 de < O [ (07 dt= Ol )™ lascey
lele[ 5! 21k R

while the second can be bounded above by

_N <Ek>N_1 <E€>N_l
2/£<% (ek) 7<£>M d€+2/|e|>2k o

<4 / (O M g0 = 4] ()Y L,
R

with all the constants independent from e > 0. This completes the case L = 0.
Let us consider now the case with L > 1. From the proof in the case L = 0, we have

(i20,) N [V, (i) M v = / KOz, y)o(y)dy
R

where for o > 0 we set
P(ek,el)

mdkdﬁ. (5.10)

K (z,y) = /R ) e (BTN TP (ke — 0) (k — 0)

Notice that the integral is absolutely convergent for ¢ > 0. Let us consider case ¢ > 0. When
|x| > 1, integrating by parts we have, up to constants which we ignore,

1 .
K (z,y) = x—LKiO(x,y) with K7, (z,y) = /R RO (K, €)dkdl with

7o _ (plya(nLyb ~N—o %0 _ P(ck,el)
Zalk,0) = 0F)° (9F) <<ak> Dk~ o)(h @—<ak>N+<se>N>’
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where Elgb(k,f) for a,b € {0,1} has the properties of H(k,¢). Then, for xo € C°(R,[0,1]) with
xo = 1 near 0 and y; = 1 — xo and ignoring irrelevant constants, we have

Ko(x,y) = Y Xa@)xp(p)z Py K], (2,y).
a,b=0,1

Then, for fi(y) = xs()y """ f(y),

()" / K°(2,9)f (y)dy

< D

(@) 2= ya(2) / K (xy) )y~ F(y)dy

< D

<y
)

L2(R a,b=0,1

/ K2 o 9)x @)y £ () dy

L2(R)

/ﬁgb(k,z)ﬁ(e)de

a,b=0,1 L2(R)  4,b=0,1 L2(R)
<0 Y hllzae S Coll @)™ flla,
b=0,1

where the constants in the last line are uniform on ¢ by the argument used to prove (5.9). Since,
n—-+oo

furthermore, for a sequence o, — 0 then [, K7 (x,y) f(y)dy —— [ K°(x,y)f(y)dy point-wise
for f € C2(R), we can assume, by the Fatou lemma and by the density of C?(R) in L%~ L(R),

()" / K p)fWdy| < Cull @)™ flloa for all f € L2E(R).

L2(R)
This yields (5.12) and ends the proof of Lemma 5.4.

O
We will need in Appendix A a variation of Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that the function V in Lemma 5.4 has the additional property that for M >
N + 1 its Fourier transform satisfies

1V(ky 4 iks)| < Cog (k1) ™" for all (ky,ks) € R X [b,b] and (5.11)
Y € CO(R x [—b,b]) N H(R x (=b, b)),

with H () the set of holomorphic functions in an open subset Q@ C C and with a number b > 0.
Then

I (120:) ™ [V, (i20a) 1™ | o) 12y < Choe. (5.12)
Proof. Formula (5.10) continues to hold for all o € (0, 1], as a path integral

o — oute ik —iyl ~N—0 31 B P(ek,el)
Klmy) = /R R L

with ko = 0 and |l3] < b. Then, adjusting to the sign of y, we conclude that

dleydty (5.13)

P(ek,el)

K (z,y)| < e lvP dkydiy | .
K7 (z,y)| < <5k>N+<5E>N 1aky

/ Ryl (e p\ TN TPk — ) (k — 0)
R2
This implies

< Cole™ " f|| 12wy,
L2(R)

| [ e )y

Like in the proof of Lemma 5.4 we can take the limit & — 01 obtaining (5.12). O
We next give estimates on the operator 7.
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Lemma 5.6. There exist constants Cy and Cy such that for e > small enough we have
HTHL2—)L2 S C()E_N and ||T||EN~>EO S CN (514)

Furthermore, let K.(z,y) € D'(R x R) be the Schwartz kernel of T. Then, we have

|z —y|

|Ke(z,y)] < Coe™ 3 for all x,y with |x —y| > 1. (5.15)
Proof. First, for 71 = (id,) " A*, we have
1Tz re < ) (ie02) ™" (02)"™ llLemsr2 | Till 2 o

Since || (ied:) ™™ (0u)™ lz2 sz = || (k)N ()Y [l poomy S e and || Ti]| 222 < 1 because T is a
degree 0 YDO, we have the first inequality in (5.14).

It is enough to prove (5.15) for operators (ied,) " (i9,)™ for 0 < m < N, which, up to irrelevant
constant factors, are convolutions, for z # 0 by the generalized integrals

Ka(x) = / eukl 71]\[/2dk1 = e_ka / eukl ( 1 +1 2) N/
R 1+ e2k2 R 1 — e2k2 + £2k2 + 2e2ikq ko
1 2 1

2dkl7

which are well defined for |ko| < 27'¢™!. For |z| > 1 and if ky = 27 e~ sign(z), it is elementary

_ L=l

to show, by standard arguments with cutoffs and integration by parts, that the above is < e 3=,
yielding (5.15).

We turn now to the second inequality in (5.14). We have, for functions b, (z) bounded with all their
derivatives,

N
I fllo = I T (e‘“” Zm;v) 22 where T = ¢*® (i20,) ™ e=®),
n=0

For T (z,y) the integral kernel of 7, we have, for m(k) = (k)" and for m" its inverse Fourier
transform, using (5.15) we obtain

T (2, y)| = [T (2, 9)|x10,1(|lz = ) + T (2, ) Ix[1,00) (|2 = ¥])

_ r—vy _lz—y
<e 1mv< - )X[o,l](|$—y|)+€ o

L pal@) ,—aly)

_ xr—1y _lz—y|
Setm (T) X,z —yl) +e” =

for € > 0 small enough. This implies, from Young’s inequality, [53, Theorem 0.3.1], that

N
1T fllse S 1€ >~ b8y fllze S N fllsw,

n=0

yielding the 2nd inequality in (5.14). O
The following technical estimates are related to analogous ones in Sect. 4.4 [29].
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Lemma 5.7. We have

llwlL2(j21<2B2) S Bz||wHE for any w, (5.16)
I€11% < (=05 — 27X Bz Vii1)E: €) S NEllE for any &, (5.17)
vl 2y S eV B luwlg . (5.18)
[V 2@y S e Vwlls (5.19)
)™ vl < Iells +e7 (B) 7" Jwllg for M N, M > 4. (5.20)

Proof. The proof of (5.16)—(5.17) is exactly the same in Lemma 4 [29] and is a consequence of
Lemma 5.1. Now we consider, still following [29], the proof of (5.18), which is rather immediate.
Indeed, by (5.14), (5.16) and A > B?, we have

~

N HXB2 w
L2(R)

vl 2@ S e NMixpeillra@) < < e VB2 |wlls. (5:21)

More complicated is the proof of (5.19). We have

v =T (xpen) + (i€0s) " [0, A*|X 527 (5.22)

To bound the first term in the right hand side, we use the inequality

! !
)| = | (X220 ) | = [0 | (X22) ] < ')+ B2l
Ca Ca Ca =
where we used A > B2. Then
1T (xg2®) 2@y S e N (xpem) lrew S e (JJw'll 2wy + B2 wl 22(j2|<252)) (5.23)

S e Vvl
by (5.16). To bound the second term in the right hand side in (5.22), we use formula

N N—-1—j

00, AT=>" J[ An—i(logey ”HA

j=1 =0

with the convention Hé:o B; = By o...oB;. Then we have

N—-1—j Jj—1 N—-1—j
(ied,) N H A (og)" T A5 ixsen =2 NG, N T wn—iley)o
i=1 L2(R) =0
8,0 ———— (log ;)" (ey H% Li(ey) 0 By 0 ——xpa(enn(ey) (5.24)
T Un-i(ey) Pl $j-iey) o)

Now write the operator inside the last term as

Jj—1
i 1 1
P (i0,) 7 (logv;)” (ey) };[1 Yj—i(ey) 09y o msz (ey) , where
N-1-j

= (i9,) N ; o 71 io,) 1
P = ay> g U’Nﬂ(fy)ay N E) <ay>
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We have ||P||z2— 2 S 1. Then the term in (5.24) is

1

Yy L2(R)
37 Gig,) [<1og 0)" (e0). (0, (5:25)

< gg_N

(log ;)" (ey) (i0,) " ij i(ew) 00y 0 o sxme (ey)n(y)

. i1
0y) T [ ws—i(ey) 09y 0

i=1

mmz (ey)n(ey)

L2(R)

By Lemma 5.1 and A > B?, the term in the first line is

SN s -

~

L2(R)

Sez N H<«€y>_3 xB(Ey)n(Ey)‘ =gV H<:v> RN

CA

L2(R)

By Lemmas 5.1, 5.3 and 5.4, the term in the last two lines of (5.25) is

j—1
(i20,) 7" [(log )" (1£0,) | (120) 7 [] wymio0r 0
i=1

<IN ¢ XB21
J—i L2:3(R)
S 8j+1_N < - 156 —it+l H ’lbj —i w 1/} XB21
I L2(R)
i1
— —_ : —J 1

=N ey) 7 (10,) T [ ] wyi(ey) 0 0y 0 ———xp2(ey)n(ey)

i=1 Vi-i(ey) L2(R)
S 2N |ey) ™ xpa(eyIn(ey)| v S [¢z)° S e Vwlg.

This completes the proof of (5.19).
We finally consider the proof of (5.20). We have
@) ™ vl @y < I @)™ xpélla @ + 11 (@)™ (1= x8) vlm@
~M+3 -3
Sl + (B 1 {2) ™ wlln w, (5.26)
where we used Lemma 5.1. To evaluate the last term, we observe, introducing z = ey, that
N-1

@) (TH(@) = (=N eg) e (10,)™ T ¥w—s(ey) 0 9y0 —

i wN ( )(f(g))(y)

= (ey) " e Vp(ey,i0,)(f(e)(¥))-

Then, we can apply Lemma 5.3, concluding that

@) 7> T Fllee = eV {ey) ™ pley.10,) (F() () e
S N ew) 7 Fleyliee S e V(@) 7 fllpe (5.27)
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By v = T xpg27, Lemma 5.1 and A > B2, this by implies

B (a) Tl S 575 (070 X207 (5:28)
CA L2(R)
S B M N (@) P w| @y S B MV w5
Next,
(@2 T e = (@) T Ceeil) + 00 T) o) + ()~ T (i) (5.29)

!/
Since ((:C)_3) ~ (x)7*, the first term in the right can be treated like (5.27). The second term in
the right hand side of (5.29) coincides with the second term in the right in (5.22). So we conclude,
using Lemma 5.1 and (5.16),
xe2
-3 (XB
x w
) ( Ca )

!/
BN (@) Txweil) N S (BN g +

L2(R)
!
< (B M N [ Juoflg + [ (@) w ey + | () (Xci) w
A L2(|2|<2B?)
< (B) M4 N (5.30)

Entering (5.28)—(5.30) in (5.26), we obtain (5.20).

O
6 Proof of Proposition 3.4
For the proof of the 2nd virial estimate Proposition 3.4, we use the following functional,
1 o~
J () := 3 <v,1SBv> , (6.1)
where the anti-symmetric operator S B is defined by
5 . UB 2
Sp = N +¥B0s, YB(z) = Xp2(2) 0B (). (6.2)
Then, by the equation of v in (2.19), we have
L 7(0) =~ (Hyorw. Sp0) — (RouSpv) = 3 (27Gun. S (6.3
dt v) = N+1vv B'U v BU z m BU .
meERmin
where by remainder formulas (2.12) and (2.21), we have
~ 7 ~
<RU,SB’U> = Z<Rvjust>7 (64)
j=1
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with

Ro1 = _iTXB2Pch¢[Z] (Z + IW(Z)Z) s (65)
Rz = Txp2PeRipl2l, (6.6)
Rus = TP (2002)nf? + 9ll?) (6.7)
Ry = TXB2PC|77|277a (6.8)
Rv5 = TXszcL[Z]n, (6.9)
Ros = (£10,) " [Vivat, (€i0:) "o, (6.10)
Proposition 3.4 follows from the following three lemmas.
Lemma 6.1. We have
(Hrorw,850) > 27 (€7 DxduaVin&,6) + B0 () + (612)
+1U, OB = 2X32 N+1Ss 5 s)- .
Proof. Like in Lemma 4.2 the Lh.s. of (6.12) equals
Q WA 1 " 1 /
(Huv410,8pv) = (i, v') = 7 (650, 0) = 5 (0,98Vi10) (6.13)
For the 1st and 2nd term in the right hand side of (6.13), we have
1 1
Wt ) = 7 W,v) = (B, v') = 7 (3o ((3)"w,0)
1
+ () 00 0') = 7 ((0he) "0 +3 (xs) B +30xp2) (B)) viw). (614)

By Lemma 5.7, the last term of (6.14) can by bounded as

[(((XB2)" 05 +3(xB2)" (& +3(xp2) (CB)') v, 0) |
< (B_5 + B 4728 4 B_4e_B) B45_2N||w||% < B_1/2||w||%.

For the 1st term of the 2nd line of (6.14), we have
(B2 el [V'P) S BT L2 <22y S €72V B wlE

We consider now the 1st and 2nd term of (6.14). Using x p2(pv" = 0§ — x 525V — X'52(BV, We have

(B ) = 3 (s (B) w0} = (~€",) + 5 (Vo8 8)
+2(¢ Xp2CBv) — 2((B& Xp2v) + (Xp2(BY, X52CBY) - (6.15)
The 2nd line of (6.15) can be bounded as
(€' Xp2Cpv) | S B?Be P |élsllwlls < B~ glsllwls,
| (CBEXp20) | S BB P (@) €| 2e ™V |lwllg S BT €l llwlls, (6.16)
| (Xp2CBv. Xp2CBv) | S B e PBY|w|E < B~ |wl3,
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where we have used [|(5€||z2 < Bll¢]ls by (5.1).
Summing up, we obtain

~ 1 - -~ -
(Hy 41, 8pv) = <—§” + 55 Vet -2 1¢B<Bzv]’v+1é,s> +B7120 (Jl¢)2 + Jwli2)

> (<02~ 27XV )6, €) + g (V6 €) + B20 (Il + ol )

vB(x)
(g (@)

(=02 — 271X 30aVi1)E,€) = B (V& €).

where |, like in Lemma 3 in [29], since > x for x > 0, for B large enough, by Lemma 5.1,

So

1
<—£” +op Vel - 21¢B<B2V/v+15,5> > 27 (=€ = 27 X BV a6, 6) -

|
Lemma 6.2. We have
> 1R Sev) | S eV B (|lwlls + ligls) ( > Il + iw(z)zn) . 617
Jj=1,2 meERmin
S {Rup. B0} | S e B ulg (ol + els) : (6.18)
j=3,4,5
[ (Rus, Sv) | S 2 (162 + lw)2) (6.19)
Rz, S50} | S e Bl (ol + ) (6.20)
Proof. First we claim
ISpvllz2 S eV Bllwls + Bl (6.21)
The proof of (6.21) is like in [29]. By (5.19) and ||[¢5||r~ < B we have
I1Sollez S [65ollce + 1¢sv'l|ee S [W50) o2 + e~V Bllw]g.
Next, we have
¥l = 12X X205 + X52CB] S B Xp2 + X522 (6.22)

Then
B vllz> < B~V Bljwllg
by (5.18), by Lemma 5.1 we have
IXB2CBvlr2 = Ixp2CBélle € VI (@) xp2Callaélls ~ Bli¢ls
and, finally,

IXB295ll22 S Bllv'llz2 S Be™ |Jwlg
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by (5.19), so that so that we get (6.21).
We have || P.D,¢[z]|| 2 = O(||z||?) by Proposition 1.9. Then, using (5.18)—(5.19) and ||¢5||1~ < B,
we have

> 1{(Ruis Spv) | S 3 IRuslzelSpollee D IRusllze (=Y Bllwls + Blgls)

j=1,2 j=1,2 j=1,2
Se VB (wls + lI€ls) < S+ |z +iW(Z)ZII> :
meR,in
We claim

> (R S5v) | S Y IRullee (==Y Bllwlls + Bl¢lls)
j=345 j=3,4,5
S e VB (|lzlllnllan + B2l + ll2l) lwlls (lwlls + 1€lls) - (6.23)
We have for example, using Lemma 2.2 and inequality (5.16),

ITxpPelnf*nlle S e (I|Pelnl* (Rlz] = 1) 7] 2 + l[x 52 Pelnl 7] £2)
<& (lel®l3 1l 2, + NPl + o ol 2
SeV (52||Z||2||1U||§ +lnllz Nl 2, + ||XB2|77|2w||L2)
S e ((lzl® + 11n70) lwlls + InlFn lwllc2 e <ez) < e (2l + B2nllF) llwlls,

with better the bounds for the other terms in the r.h.s. of (6.23).
Using Lemma 5.4, (5.20) and (6.22) we obtain (6.19):

| <Rvn67§BU> | <
(gl I )72 il 41 (@)l (272022 ) I (@ G20i) ™ Vi, G20V ol
Sell @)™l s e (IeId + i) -
Finally, the proof of (6.20) is the same as in [29]. We write
(Ror. S50} | S e (o llcs + Iorile) (Wollee + [wpe'lze) . (6:24)
We claim
X277 |22 + X B2l 2 < B~ |lwlls- (6.25)
Indeed from w = (471 we have
w' = Gy + Call
so, for |z| < A,

' S A7 |+ |w'| = ATl + ).
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By A > B? and (5.16), we have

X 2> < B2 |2 (52 < o) <22

S B ([0l 2@ + B~ |wllLa(se<jai<2m)) S B™?[lwlls
and the following

XL S Bi4||77||L2(BQS\z\§2BZ) < B74||w||L2(|m|§2BQ) N Biz”“’”i-
The next step is to prove the following, which with (6.25) yields (6.20),
[95vllez + lYpv'lce S BeVlwlg + Bll€]ls- (6.26)

From & = x%.(pv, we have by (5.18), (5.1) and (6.22),

[Wpollze € B~ wllze + 1K€l L2 £ Be™ N wllg + BlIg]l-
Using (5.19) and || < B, we get the following, which completes the proof of (6.26),

0|22 S B|V|Ir2 S eV Bllw|ls.

O
Lemma 6.3. We have
(2Gm: 55v)| S 127 (gl + 2 ulls) (6.27)
Proof. We have
(2 G, 0 + 2050 )
(2™ G, (632 w50)| + (2™ G, XG0 | + [ (2 om0 (6.28)

We now we examine the three terms in line (6.28). Using (5.18), [pp| < B, 1jj<1 < x < 1)<z and
X2 = X(B~%), we get

_ , I
(272G, (332) 080)| S B 1™ |Gl p2(52< a1 <250 0] 12

= 57NB|Zm|||Gm||L2(BQS|m|§2BQ)||w||§
Now we claim ||ém||L2(B2g\x\ng2) < e B sothat e NBe B < e B/2. To prove our claim we split
GmllL2(B2<|e|<2B?) < [IT12j<B2/2XB2 PeGml|L2(B2<|e|<2B2) + [T 1|2|>B2/2X B2 PeGml| L2
Using (5.15) we have
[T 1 21<B2/2X B2 PeGrmll L2 (B2 <|w<2B2) < € P || G2 < 2P
while

1T a> 522X B2 PeGrmll2 S € V| La>52/2PeGmll 2 < e Ve P < e7?8,
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Next, we consider the 2nd term in (6.28). Using (5.14) and (5.20)
()% 2 G, xBaCh 1) 0) | < |2 T PeGmllsol| )~
m ~10 m ~10
S 12 Ixp2 PeGulls (lglls + (B) ™ llwlls ) <127 (glls + (B) 7 flwls)
Finally, we consider the last term in line (6.28). Like in the estimate of J in Sect. 4.4 [29], from
& = xp2(pv’ + (xp2(p) v
we obtain
xB2C8v'| S 1€+ | (xB2¢B) vl S 1€] + B xp2Cov] + B™*|x(B2<|a|<252CBY],
so that
IXB2CBV' S 1€+ BTUEL
Then, using (5.19) and the above estimates, we have
(272G, 050 )| < [(# 8¢5 G Xt )| + [ (2708C5 G, (1= X2) ')
S [(#0s|Gunl, 1€/ + BN + 121 (1= x32) ¥l 2210122
S 127 (€122 + B7H€lls + e Pe M lullg) -

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Using (6.3), Lemmas 6.1-6.3 and (2.13)

%J(v) =— <HN+1’U,§B’U> - <RU,§B’U> - Z <zmém,§Bv> < - <—§” - EXQBﬂVJ(,Jr1§,§>

meERmin

+ > 12 (s + e Rlwls ) + o0 (1) (IENE + Nwld + 12 + i (2)2]?)

meRmin

S—lelz+ > 12 +o.1) (Ilwld + 2 + iw(2)2)?)

meRmin

so that integrating in time we obtain inequality (3.6) concluding the proof of Proposition 3.4. [
Our next task is to estimate the discrete modes, that is the contributions from z. While so far

in the paper we have drawn from Kowalczyk, Martel and Munoz [29], we now start drawing from
[9].

7 Proof of Proposition 3.5

Proposition 3.5 is an immediate consequence of the following lemma which is taken from [9].

Lemma 7.1. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.1, we have

G +iw([zf)z = =1 > 2™ (CGm, ¢5) +75(2,7), (7.1)

meRmin

where r;(z,m) satisfies

HTJ‘(Z,W)”N(I) S 5%
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Proof. The proof is in [9], but for completeness we reproduce it here. Recall that ¢[z] satisfies
identically equation (1.20). Furthermore, differentiating (1.20) w.r.t. z in any given direction z € C¥,
we obtain

H(2) D,¢[2]z =iD;¢lz)(~iw (|2|*)2, Z) + 1D, ¢l2] (Da(~iw(|2]*)2)z) (7.2)
+ Z (z™)2Gm + D, R.p(2)z,
meRmin

with H|[z] defined under (2.5). By 1 € H.[z] we obtain the orthogonality relation

(in, D¢l2]z) = — (in, D;¢12)(2,2)) -

By applying the inner product (7, ) to equation (7.2), we have

(H[zln, Do¢(2)2) = (in, D;¢(2)(w (2]")2,2)) + Y (1. (Ds(2™)2) Gm) + (0, DaRoup(2)2),

meERmin

where we exploited the selfadjointness of H[z] and the orthogonality in Lemma 2.1. Thus, applying
(-, D,¢(2z)z) to equation (2.5) for n and using the last two equalities, we obtain

<iDz¢(z)(z +iw(|z|*)z), Dz¢(z)§> = <in, D2 ¢(z) (z + iw(|z|2)z,i)> + (1, DR [2z]|z) (7.3)
Y 0Dy (™) %) o) + < S 2 t Ruplel, Dz¢<z>z> + (P(am) + Inf°n, Duglal5)

meERmin meERmin

First since D,¢[0]z = 7z - ¢, we have

(iD,¢lz)(2 + iw(|z]*)z), Dui(z ZRe i(3 +iw;(|2*)2))%;) + r(2,2), (7.4)
j=1
where
r(2,2) = (i(D,¢(z) — D,¢(0)) (z + iww(|2|*)z), D,¢(2)Z) (7.5)

+(iD26(0)(2 + iw (|2]*)z), (D2¢(2) — D2¢(0)) %) .

Since ||D,é(z) — D¢(0)]|12 < |z[*> < 62 by Proposition 1.9 and inequality (1.26), by assumption
(3.4) we have

|r(2,2)| 12(r) S 6% for all Z = ey, ieq, -+ ey, iey. (7.6)
Setting
#(2,2,1) = (in, D;6(2) (2 + iw(|2]*)2,2)) + (0, DuRep(2)2) + Y (0, (Dy (2™)2) Grm)  (7.7)
meERmin
+ Y {Z"Gm, (Ded(2) — Du(0))2) + (Rup(2), Dad(2)2) + (F(2,7), Dag(2)2) .
meERmin

by by assumption (3.4) we have we have

7(z, 2, )|l 22(1) S 5%¢ for all z = ey, iey, - - , ey, iey. (7.8)
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Therefore, since Dg(0)i*e; =i*¢; (k =0, 1), we have

—Im (0z; + iwj(|z|2)zj) = Z (2" Gm, ¢5) —7(2,€;) +7(z,€e;,7),

meERmin

Re (02 +iw;(|z*)z;) = Y (2™GCm,i0;) — r(z.ie;) + 7(z, ie;, n).

meERmin

Since G and ¢; are R-valued (see Lemma 1.7), we have

2 +iw;(|z?)z Z Gm, ¢j) 2™ —r(z,ie;) +ir(z,e;) + 7(z,1e;,n) — ir(z, €, 7).
Therefore, from (7.6) and (7.8), we have the conclusion with r;(z,n) = —r(z,ie;) + ir(z,e;) +
?(Za iejvn) - i?(zvejvn)' O

Our next task, is to examine the terms z™. We need to show that these terms satisfy z™ Ioeo,

0, that is they are damped by nonlinear interaction with the radiation terms. In order to do so, we
expand the variable v, defined in (2.19), in a part resonating with the discrete modes z, which will
yield the damping, and a remainder which we denote by g.

8 Smoothing estimate for g

In analogy to [4, 51, 11] and a large literature, we will introduce and bound an auxiliary variable, g
here. It appears to be impossible to bound g or analogues of g by means of virial type inequalities. We
will use instead Kato—smoothing, as in [4, 51, 11]. Fortunately, the fact that the cubic nonlinearity
is long range is immaterial, thanks to the cutoff y g2 in front of |5|?n in the equation of v.

The following is elementary and the proof is skipped.

Lemma 8.1. 0 is neither an eigenvalue nor a resonance for the operator Hpn 1.

We recall that we have the kernel for z < y, with an analogous formula for z > vy,

N VD ) = L @B (), (51)

where the Jost functions fi(x,v/z) = eV m (z,/Z) solve (=A + Vi y1) u = zu with

lim my(z,v/2)=1= limoom_(x, V7).

T—+00 T——

RHN+1 (Z)(Ia y) =

These functions satisfy, see Lemma 1 p. 130 [16],

+oo
m (2, v/2) = 1| < Cr(max{0, Fa})(Vz) " / <y>|VN+1(y)|dy} (8.2)

/ - |VN+1<y>|dyD o 33)

while, by Lemma 8.1, T'(k) = ak(1 + o(1)) near k = 0 for some « € R, see [60, formula (2.45)], and
T(k) =1+ O(1/k) for k — oo and T € C°(R), see Theorem 1 [16].

1

_ +o0
s (. k) — 1] < (v/2) / Vivr (v)|dy

e (V)
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Looking at the equation for v, (2.19), we introduce the functions

Pm = —R;}Nﬂ(w -m)Gm, (8.4)
which solve
(Hyi1— w - m)pm = —Gm (8.5)
and we set
g=v+ Z(z) where Z(z) := — Z 2™ pm, (8.6)
meRmin

%
which is analogous the expansion of h in p. 86 in Buslaev and Perelman [4] or also to the formula
under (4.5) in Merle and Raphael [45]. An elementary computation yields

0.9 = Hyrig— Y (0 (2™) —w-mz™) pm + R,
meERmin

or, equivalently,

g(t) _ efitHN+1,U(O) + Z zm(o)efitHN+1RI'i}N+1 (w . m)ém (87)
meRLin
t . ’
= Y i e INR (9, (2) 4 iw - m2™) pdt’ (8.8)
meRmin
t
—i / e N AT (23500, + X o) it (8.9)
0
t
—i / e 1=t N 1 ((ie@z>_N Vg, (ie0,) Vv + TXBmﬁ) . (8.10)
0

We will prove the following, where we use the weighted spaces defined in (1.9).
Proposition 8.2. For S > 4 There exist constants co > 0 and C(Cy) such that
||g||L2(]7L2,7S(R)) SE_NB2+2T(S+€6+€2. (811)

To prove Proposition 8.2 we will need to bound one by one the terms in (8.7)—(8.10) in various
lemmas.

Lemma 8.1 implies that Hy 1 is a generic operator, and that in particular the following Kato
smoothing holds, which is sufficient for our purposes. The proof is standard, is similar for example
to Lemma 3.3 [14] and we skip it.

Lemma 8.3. For any S > 3/2 there exists a fized ¢(S) s.t.

I (@)= et | apay < e(S)I|f | p2my for all | € L*(R). (8.12)

O
Lemma 8.3, inequality (5.18), the definition of w in (3.3), Lemma 2.2, the Modulation Lemma
2.1 and the conservation of mass and of energy yield
le™ I 10(0) | L2, 25 @y S [0(0)][22 S €™ B2 [w(0)llg < €™ B?[11(0) | a1

S e N Bn(0)l|lmy S e VB uollm < eV B (8.13)

Next, we have the following lemma, which is standard in this theory, see [4, 51, 11].
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Lemma 8.4. Let A be a finite subset of (0,00) and let S > 4. Then there exists a fized c¢(S, A) s.t.
for everyt >0 and A € A

le Nt RE (N fllL2-s @) < €S, A)(t)~2 [ fll2swy for all f € L*5(R). (8.14)

Proof (sketch). This lemma is similar to Proposition 2.2 [51]. We will consider case t > 1, while
we skip the simpler case ¢ € [0, 1].
Consider A C (a,b) with [a,b] C Ry. Let g € C* ((a/2,+00),[0,1]) such that g = 1 in [a, +00).
Let g1 € C° (R, [0,1]) with g; =1 — g in R;. Next we consider

<ZC>_S e_iHN+1tR]-t(N+1 ()‘)gl (HN""l) f||L2(R)
(| ()~ 572 e—iHN+1tRJ1§N+1()\)g1 (Hny1) fllpe®) S t2 ] (x) RJI;N“()\)gl ) Sl
@) R, (Vs (Hven) Fliay S 64 @ fllie

8

S
S

where we used Theorem 3.1 [49] and Lemma 5.3, since RJI.}NH(/\)& (Hy41) = g2 (Hn+1), with

g2 € C (R,R), is a 0 order YDO with symbols satisfying the inequalities (5.4) uniformly as A takes
finitely many values. Here we used Theorem 8.7 in Dimassi and Sjostrand [21].
Next we consider

(@) g (Hys1) e NHIRE (W) ™% =

Hyy1

o—0+

. +OO . .
lim e_"\t<x>_5/ e IHN = A=iD)s g () ds(y) 5. (8.15)
t

Using the distorted plane waves v (z, k) associated to Hy 41, see (1.9) [60], we can write the following
integral kernel, ignoring irrelevant constants,

<x>_S (e—i(HN+1—>‘_i‘7)Sg (HN-H)) (xvy)<y>_s
_ ) Sp)- /ﬂh e_i(k2_)\_ig)s—ik(w—y)g (k2) m(z, k)ym (y, k)dk (8.16)

@) S ()~ / eI Ak g (12) (@, —R)m_(y, —k)dk.

Take for example the first term in the right hand side of (8.16). Then, from Q%d%e’ik% = ~ik%s
and taking the limit ¢ — 0T, we can write it as

L2 d 1 3 . -
-S -S —i(k*—=X)s —ik(z—vy) 2
()" (y) /]R+ e ( R 2ks> (e g (k*) my(z, k)ym(y, k)) dk,

which, using for instance the bounds on the & derivatives of my in Lemma 2.1 [25], is absolutely
integrable in k (g is constant outside a bounded interval) and is bounded in absolute value by

/S <$>—S+3 <y>—S+35—3'
Integrating in [t,00) we obtain an upper bound ~ (x)~5%3(y)=5*+3t=2 for integral kernel of the

operator of the corresponding part in (8.16), which gives an upper bound of =2 in the corresponding
contribution in (8.14). So we get the desired result for ¢ > 1. O
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Lemma 8.4, (2.20), (2.15) imply that

ST @O)lle N pal e re-s @y S Y. 12O Grnllz2s ) (8.17)
meR i meR 0
< 82 (2)° (1200) N (2) 7 || 2y 12y ng@WAwmaﬂmws#,

meR,in

where we used the fact that T := (z)° (ie0,) " (z)”° has integral kernel

T(x,y) = @)° (4) " f (7 (@ —y)), where f(k) = (k)" (8.18)

where f is a continuous rapidly decreasing function, so that it is easy to see that Young’s inequality,
see [53, Theorem 0.3.1], gives ||T|| 22 < 1 uniformly in e € (0, 1].

Notice that in this way we gave a bound on the contribution of the terms in the right hand side
n (8.7) to (8.11) .
It is easy to bound the contribution to (8.11) of the term (8.8). Indeed, using the identity

(D,z™) (iwz) = im - w 2™ | where wz := (w121, ,WNZN), (8.19)
we have
Oy (2™) + iw - mz™ = D,z™ (0,2 + wz) = D,z™ (2 + iw(|z|*)z) + D,z™i (w — w(|z]*)) z
= D,z™ (2 + iw(|z]? )z) +im - (w — w(|z| )) m,

From this and Lemma 8.4 and the bound Hém||L2,S(R) < 1in (8.17) we obtain

I / i(t—t")Hn 41 (0r (2™) + iw - mz™) pm||L2(I)L2,7S(R)) (8.20)
mGR

min

S0 Y (la+iw(lzP)zl 2y + 127 2, D I1Gmll 25 ry S 6%

meERmin

Now we look at the contribution to (8.11) of the term (8.9). We will need the following result
about the Limiting Absorption Principle. The following is related to Lemma 5.7 [14].

Lemma 8.5. For S >5/2 and 7 > 1/2 we have

sup IRy, (2| L2r ) L2 5 ) < 00 (8.21)

Proof. 1t is equivalent to show sup | (z)~° RfINH(z) )" llL2@)—L2®) < co. We will consider only

the + case. We consider the square of the Hilbert—Schmidt norm
2 —27 —25 2 —27
[ an@7 [1Rh, o2 ) dy= [ do@ ™ [ RGP 0) 7 d
—25 oo 2 —27
+ [ @™ [ RGP ) d
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We will bound only the second term in the right hand side: for the first term the argument is similar.
Recalling formula (8.1), we have to bound

’T(x/?)
2,/z

< /< ()25 () "* (1 + max (2, 0) + max (—y, 0)) dzdy,

/ @7 (e VEma . VAP () ey

where we used the bound (8.2). Now, in the last integral we can distinguish the region |y| < ||,
where the corresponding contribution can be bounded by

/ () 7257 ()7 dady < oo for S > 5/2 and T > 1/2,
R2

and the region |y| > |z|, where we have the same bound, because x < y and |y| > |z| imply that
y > 0, and hence max (—y,0) = 0. O

We will also need the following formulas that we take from Mizumachi [46, Lemma 4.5] and to
which we refer for the proof.

Lemma 8.6. Let for g € S(R x R, C)

Ulta) = <= [ e (Riy, ) + R, () 5900

1
V2w
where F; ' is the inverse Fourier transform in t. Then

t . ’ : ’
2/ e I HN v g (it = U(t, x) — / e I HN w1 g (41 dt! (8.22)
0 R_

+/ e NG g () i
Ry

O
The last two lemmas give us the following smoothing estimate.
Lemma 8.7. For S >5/2 and T > 1/2 there exists a constant C(S,T) such that we have
t s ’
/ e N g () dl! < C(8,7)llgll 2,127y (8:23)
0 L2(R,L>~5(R))

Proof. We can use formula (8.22) and bound U, with the bound on the last two terms in the right
hand side of (8.22) similar. So we have, taking Fourier transform in ¢,
Ullzaes < 250 1B, VG320 <

< 2Sipiu£HR;EINJFI(/\)||L2’T—>L2”SH§()‘5x)HL?,TLi S HgHLfL?’T-
€

Notice that, while Lemma 8.6 is stated for ¢ € S(R x R,C), the estimate (8.23) extends to all

g € LR, L*>7(R)) by density.
|
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Remark 8.8. The above is basically Lemma 3.4 [14], which in turn is based on an argument in [46].
Unfortunately Lemma 3.4 [14] has a mistake, which however can be corrected using Lemma 8.6, as
we did here.

We now examine the term in (8.9). By Lemma 8.7 we have

t
I / e mOINA T (2500 + Xp2) 11 || 121, L2 m)) S IT (2Xp20s + X2 ) lll 121,127 ) -
0
In order to bound the right hand side we expand

T (2Xp202 + X52) 71 = T (2Xp202 + X2) w (¢4 — 1) = 2T X2 *Chw
+ T (2X5202 + X'h2) w.

By |x§32§;2§1’4| < A7y | and 1\1\S232|C21 -1 < 1|m|§232%2, both of which are small, the main
term is the one in the last line, which is the only one we discuss explicitly, because the others are
similar, simpler and smaller. We decompose

T (2x520z + Xp2) w =T+ IT where T := ly-1p2<|y)<3p2T (2X5202 + X52) W,
17 = 1{\w\§2*182}u{|m|2332}’r- (824)

By Lemmas 5.1 and 5.6, we have

<$>TI||L2(I,L2(1R)) = || ()" 12*132g|m|§3327-(2x%;231 + XB2) w||L2(1,L2(R))
B*T||T (2X520x + X52) w2 2wy S 57NB2T||2X392U’/ + Xp2w| L2(1,02(R))

E_NB2T_2||wl||L2(LL2(R)) —+ E_NBzT_4|| 1B2§\z\§232w||L2(I,L2(]R))

AN N A

1
57NBQT?2||“’||L2(17§) + E7NBZT74|| () 1B2S\z\§2B2HZl(R)||w||L2(1,§)

Se VBT w5 < B 7e (8.25)

By Lemma 5.6 we have

[z—y|

| ()" IZ| 2ry S | (@) 1{ju)<2-1B230{|2|>3B2} /6_ = (2xpew + Xpew) 2w

_ B2 T
Se IR ((y) (2x e’ + Xp2w)) || 22wy,
where the operator Kf = [ K(x,y)f(y)dy has integral kernel
K(z,y) = (@) e 77 (y) 7.
Since we have
1K Z 2 ) p2ry < IKC T2 @xmy < +00,
by the bounds implicit in (8.25), we have

T —B? T
(@) IZ |2, remy) S e P [ (2)7 (X520 + Xpaw) || 2(1, L2(R))

_B2 hor _p2
S e P B (2w’ + Xpew) L2 2@y S 7P e (8.26)
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We next consider the terms in (8.10), starting with

t
) ()~ / N (520 ) N [V, (1200) Vol ot 2oy,

< @) (1680) ™Y [Vivg, (i200) vl nar 2 gw))
Sell (@) vllreemy Se (||§||Lz(17§) + B_1||§||L2(1,§)) < e, (8.27)

where we used Lemma 5.12 in the first inequality in the last line, and (5.20) for the second inequality.
We now consider remaining contributions of (8.10) to (8.11). To start with, by Lemma 8.3 we have

|| (z)~° /Otei(ttl)HN“TXB2Rr7dt/||L2(1,L2(R)) S @) TxRalle2r,r2m))-
The right hand side il less than I 4+ IT where
I'= ||1|z|§3B2 <$>T TXB2R77||L2(I,L2(R))
IT = |[11y>32 (¥)" Tx2RillL2(1,02®))
We have
IS B (I + I)
I = |P. (—iD,¢[2] (2 + iw (2)2) + Ruplz] + F(z,1] + Lz]n) | 12(1,2(r))
I = ”XB2PC|77|277||L2(I,L2(R))-
By [|P.D,¢z]||5 = O (||z]|*) because of D,¢[0]z = ¢ -z for any z € CV, it is easy to conclude
I < 6%
We have

I S sz InlPnllczc, 2@y + Ixs2Palnl®nllzar,r2 )

LA
WE

()" x 295 (In1*n, 9l L2 (1. L2®)) + 1 oo, a1 ey 10| 22 (1,22 (11 <22))
1

<.
Il

] =

S ||77||%°°(]R,H1(R))||w||L2([7f;) + BQ””HQL“’(R,Hl(R))||w||L2(]7§;)
1

S Bz”ﬁ”%w(R,Hl(R))||w||L2(]7§;) < B*6%.

<.
Il

So we conclude
I < B?™H25%, (8.28)
Turning to the analysis of 11, we have
IT S Lgy>s2 (@) T ()" 1g<ep2 2@y 2@l ()" X52 Rl L2, L2(m))
S @) xBeRill 2, r2my) S BT T26% (8.29)

by an analysis similar to the operator K above and to the analysis of I.
Taken together, (8.13), (8.17), (8.20), (8.26)—(8.29) yield Proposition 8.2, and so its proof is
completed. O
Before the proof of Propositions 3.2 and 3.6 we need an analogue of the coercivity results in
Sect. 5 [29].
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9 Coercivity results

Our main aim is to prove the following.

Proposition 9.1. We have

B
lwllze , S lIElls+ e 2 ]w]|ze. (9-1)

a
10

Before proving Proposition 9.1 we consider the following partial inversion of (2.18), which is
our analogue of Formula (62) in [29)].

Lemma 9.2. We have

N
P. (xp0) = | [ Ru(w;)PeA (i0:)" v. (9.2)
j=1
Proof. We first claim
N
AA* = Ajo--0Ayo Ay o0 A} = [[(H —wy). (9.3)
j=1

Then, using (9.3), from (2.15) and (2.18) we have

N N
[ Bo(wj)P.Aro-- 0 Ay (i20:) v = [[ Ru(w;)PeAr o0 Ay o Ay o+ 0 Ajxpei]

j=1 j=1
N N
= H Ry (w;) P H(H —wj)xp21 = Pe (xB27) -
j=1 j=1
Thus, it remains to prove (9.3). First, from (1.22), we have
ANOA}kv :HN — WHN -
For 2 < j < N, we assume (notice that the Schrédinger operator H; is fixed)

N
Ajo~-~oANoA}kVo---A;:H(Hj—wk).
k=

Then, by
Aj1(Hj —wi) = Aj1 (A1 Ajor +wjor —wi) = (Ajm1 4] +wjo1 —wi)Aj
= (Hj—1 —wr)A4j-1,

we have
N N
Ajfl O:-+0 AN o} A}cv [ A;—c71 = Ajfl H(HJ - Wk)A;fil = H(HJ,1 — (A.)k)Aj,l o} A;—c71
k=j k=j
N N
= [[(Hjor —wr) (Hjo1 —wjm) = J] (Hj-1—w).
k=j k=j—1
Therefore, we have (9.3) by induction. O
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The proof of Lemma 9.3 is postponed to Appendix A.

Lemma 9.3. We have || vazl R (w;j)PoA (ied,) Y || 12 12, S 1 uniformly for 0 <e < 1.
s

a

O
We continue this section, assuming Lemma 9.3.
Lemma 9.4. We have
Ixseiillzz , S lvllee , +e "Il -
10 20 10
Proof. First,
Ixpelpz , < le™ 10 Po(xp2i)| L2 + [le™ 0 Py (xp27) || 2 (9.4)
10
Then, by Lemmas 9.2 and 9.3, we have
le™ 15 Po(xgem)llez S llvllz2 , - (9-5)
20
On the other hand, from P;7 = 0 and (2.2), we have
N N
Pa(xp2) = > _ (X527 05)5 = (71, (xp> — 1) ¢)0;.
Jj=1 j=1
Then, since [e10¢®) (xg2 — 1)¢j|z2 < e (@1—15)5° < e B, we have
le™ 15 Py (xpe) |22 S e Plill 2, - (9.6)
10
By (9.4), (9.5) and (9.6) we have the conclusion. O
Proof of Proposition 9.1. First we split
lwllze , <lxpewllzz , + 11— xp2)e” @ w] 2. (9.7)
10 10
For the 2nd term of r.h.s. of (9.7), using Corollary 5.2, we have
a a a aB?
11 = xp2)e” 5wl 2 < [[(1— xp2)e™ || e F w12 S e 5 [lulls. (9-8)
For the 1st term of the r.h.s. of (9.7), by ||CallL~ < 1 and Lemma 9.4,
Ixgzwlz , < Ixpee” 0] 2 Sllollzz  +e Plille
10 20 10
Slixsvlze, + 1@ =xp)vlee, +e Pl e | pale” 5w 2 (9.9)
20 20
From A > a~! and Corollary 5.2, the 3rd term of line (9.9) can be bounded as
PN e B e e B )| 2 S e P s (9.10)
For the 2nd term of line (9.9), by Lemma 5.7,
4y B _
1= xs)ollee , <lle”® 0 —xp)lr=lvle S e eV B uls. (9.11)
20
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Finally, for the 1st term of line (9.9), by the definition of (5 in (3.2), see also the definition of x in
(2.16), and of ¢ in (3.3), we have

Ixsollze , < I¢g e qai<2alxslaull: | = 1€5" z=(ei<2BllEll?
20 20 20

Sz, S lElls (9.12)

20

where in the last inequality we applied Lemma 5.1. Collecting the estimates (9.8), (9.10), (9.11) and
(9.12) we have the conclusion. O

10 Proof of Proposition 3.6: Fermi Golden Rule

We substitute z = iwo(|z|?)z in (7.3) and we make various simplifications. The first, by (f,if) =0
the left hand side of (7.3) can be rewritten as

(iD,¢2)(z + iww(|2|*)z), D,¢[zliww (|2|*)z) = (iD,¢[2)z, D,¢[zliww(|2|*)z) . (10.1)

Next, we consider the 2nd term in the 2nd line of (7.3), which we rewrite as

< > Z"Gm + Rupla, Dz¢[z]iw(|z|2)z> = < > 2"Gm + Ruplz], Duglz] (2 + iw(|z|2)z)>

meR,in meR in
- < Z 2" Gm + Rupl2], Dz¢[z]z> . (10.2)
mcRnin

The term in the 1st line of the r.h.s. of (10.2) can be written as

< > 2™Gm, DL0[0] (2 + iw(|z|2)z)> + Ry(z), (10.3)

mcRmnmin
where

Rl(Z)—< > Zme,(Dzsb[Z]—Dz¢[0])(i+iW(IZI2)Z)>

meERmin

+ (Ruplz). Dudle] (2 + i (|2]?)2) )

by (1.21), inequalities (1.26) and (3.4), Proposition 3.5 and ||D,¢[z] — D,[0]||zx = O(||z|?) by
(1.19), satisfies

T
| Il s e (10.9)
0
Using the stationary Refined Profile equation (1.20), the last line of (10.2) can be written as

— (Hlz] + |9[2)[*dl2], Daol2)z) + (Daé(2)(iw (|2l*))2, 1D, ¢2]z) - (10.5)

Notice that the 2nd term of (10.5) coincides with the right hand side of (10.1), which lies in the left
hand side of (7.3), so that the two cancel each other. On the other hand, we have

d

(Holz] + 2] *¢l2], Dadl2]2) = S E(@l2]). (10.6)
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Therefore, from (7.3) with z = iw(|z]?)z, (10.1), (10.2), (10.3), (10.5) and (10.6), we have

d m m o
— Z m-w (n,iz"Gm) = Z (2™ G, D,¢[0] (2 + i (|2]*)z) ) + Ra(z,n),
meRLin meRmin
(10.7)
where
Ra(a,m) = Ru(2) + <in,D§¢[z1 (2 + iw(12P)a, iw(12P)2)) + (1, Dy Ruplelio(g?)z)  (108)
+ Y (w(z) = w) (1,2"Gm) + (Llzln + F(z,n) + |[n*n, Dydlzlico(|2[*)z)
mcRnin
satisfies
/|R2 t)| dt < 6% (10.9)
We consider the first term in the right hand side of (10.7). By (1.19) we have D,¢[0]z = ¢ - Z,
this term is the left hand side of (10.10) below.
Lemma 10.1. We have
Z (2™ G, @ (2 + i (|2*)2) ) = 9, A1(z) + Ra(z,1) (10.10)
meERmin
where:
N
Ay (z) = Z Z - Re(2™Z™)gm. jGn.j» (10.11)
mneR i, j=1
m#n
fO’f’ Im,; ‘= <Gm7 ¢J>7
N
Ry(z,n) = R3(z) + Z Z Gm,7;(z,m)0;) where (10.12)
mneR i, j=1
R3(z) = Z ZRe (irn,m(2)) gm,jgn,; for (10.13)
mneR i, j=1
m#n
— . 2y
Tnm(z) = — (m = n) - (w(z") - ) z"z™ (10.14)
’ (m—mn) w
i e s 2 \\=m . .n VR 5 _
) (Del) o+ i (a2)a™ 4+ 27D, (G F i () )
we have
[ 1Ratatt)nie] dt 5 6% (10.15)
1
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Proof. The left hand side of (10.10) equals

N
> > (#Cm, b (—i2%gn,; +75(2,1))

m,neR iy j=1

N N
= D D Re(i#™Z) gmigni+ D Y (#"Cm,ri(2,1)8)),

m,n€ERmin j=1 m,n€ERmin j=1
m#n

used the fact that (2™ Gm, —12™¢;) = 0 due to ¢; and Gm being R valued, see [10].

Since (m — n) - w # 0 for m # n by Assumption 1.3, we have

w1 zZ"z™) +r z
Z 7 = 1((m_n)w)6t( )+ n,m( )7

with 7n,m(z) given by (10.14) and satisfying

/ |rm.n(2)] dt < 5262,
I

We have

N

Z Z Re (iz™2") gm,jgn,; = 01A1(z) + R3(z).
m,nef«min Jj=1

for Ai(z) and R3(z) defined above. Finally (10.15) is straightforward.

We focus now on (10.7).

Lemma 10.2. There exists a constant I'g > 0 such that

> o mew(n,iz™CGm) < -To > 2"+ E+E+Es,
meERmin mERmin
where for some constants cm n the term & is of the form

—
&1 = E CmnZ"z™,

m,n€Rmin
m#n

N
Ey = Z w-m <izm <i€8w)N A* H RH(wj)Pchug> )

meERmin j=1

€3] < 0c(1) < Y 2P+ le|§> -

meRmin
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Proof. First of all, notice that
1n = Fen+ Pa(R[z] — 1) e,
where the following term can be absorbed in &s,
(iw - mz™Gm, Pa(R[z] — 1) Pen| < 0|27 [[|w]|g
Now we consider
(iw - mz™Gm, Pon) = (iw - mz™Gm, P.xp2n) + (iw - mz™Gm, P (1 — xp2)n) .
Then, by (9.2) we have

N
(iw - Mmz™ G, P.xp2n) = <iw - mZ™ G, [ [ R (wj) PeA (i20,)™ v>

j=1

N
= ¥ w-m|zm|2<iGm,HRH(wj)PcA<i€5m>Npm> (10.19)

meR 0 Jj=1
N
+ Z w-m <iszm7 H Ry (w;)P.A (ied, )Y g> (10.20)
meRmin j=1

N
+ 0y w-m<iszm,znHRH(wj)PcA<i€81>an>. (10.21)
m,ﬂe;lmin

j=1

Obviously the remainder term in line (10.20) can be absorbed in £ and the remainder term in line
(10.21) can be absorbed in & . We now examine the main term, in the line (10.19). We have

N
<iGm, [ Re(w)) PeA ieda)™ pm>

j=1

N
= <i (ie0,)™ A" [ [ Rir(wj) PG, Ry, (w - m) (i)~ A*XBsz>

j=1
N
=- <1A* H Ry (wj)P.Gm, R}}N“ (w - m)A*XBQGm> (10.22)
j=1
N
— <i (ied, )V A* H Ry (w;j)PeGm, RJI;NH(W -m), <i€8w>7N] A*XB2Gm> , (10.23)
j=1

where we see now that the quantity in (10.23) is a o.(1) and its contribution to (10.18) can be
absorbed in &. Indeed the quantity in (10.23) can be bounded by the product A B, where

N
A =|| (ied) A" [] Ror(w;)PeGrl 2 and

Jj=1

B=|Rf;. (w-m) [VNH, <iaax>*N] R},

Hynq1 Hynq1 (w ’ m)A*XB2GmHL2’*’Zv
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for £ > 2. We have

B SHRENH(W : m)H%HHL?ﬁ@H <i€6w>_N VN4, <1561>N} L2~y p2e

. -N
X || (ie0z) " lp2—esp2—e[|[A"X B2 Gl 20 S €,
where the € comes from the commutator term in the first line, by Lemma 5.4, while the other terms

are uniformly bounded, with || (ied,) ™ ||2.~¢_z2.—¢ < 1 uniformly in & € (0, 1], because we have
an operator like in (8.18). On the other hand, uniformly in € € (0, 1], we have

N
A <[ (ie0a)™ (102) 72 (| 2y poe || (102)*Y A" [ Rt (w)) PeGim| 20 S 1.

Jj=1

We consider the main term (10.22). Essentially by (1.24), it equals

N
- <iA* H Ry (w;) PGy, A" R} (w - m)XBQGm>

j=1

N
= — <1AA* H Ry (w;j)P.Gm, RJIfl(w . m)szGm> = — <iPch, RJIfl(w . m)XBQGm> ,

Jj=1

where we used (9.3). By the Limit Absorption Principle and the Sokhotski-Plemelj Formula, the
last term equals

— (iP.Gm, Rf;(w - m)Gm) + (iP:Gm, Rjj(w -m) (1 — xp2) Gm)
= =7 (PeGm,0(H —w-m)Gm) (10.24)
+ (iPGm, Ry (w - m) (1 = xp2) Gm) , (10.25)

where the quantity (10.25) is of the form O(B~!) and so also of the form o, (1) and the corresponding
contribution to (10.18) can be absorbed in £3. Finally, by elementary computation we have
2
— (PG, 6(H — w - m)Ciyg) = \

J& m) +‘Gm(—m)‘2)<o, (10.26)

“a/m ([0

where @m is the distorted Fourier transform associated to the operator H and where the inequality
follows from Assumption 1.8. The corresponding contribution to (10.18) can be absorbed in the first
term in the right hand side.

O
Lemma 10.3. For a constant Cy,r, > 0 we have
/Eldt < 6%, (10.27)
I
/Sgdt <27'To Y |z 3 + Cvir, (VB0 + BT + 2%, (10.28)
I meR nin
/Egdt <o (1) (10.29)
I

42



Proof. Inequality (10.29) is straightforward and so is (10.27), thanks to (10.16) and (10.17).
Turning to (10.28), we have, for constants C{, > 0 and Cy,r, > 0,

/53dt52—1r0 > 1Z™en
I

meERmin

N
. N 4«
+C{/,FOHQH%‘?(I,LI*S(R)) erltp_ | (ieds)™ A HRH(Wj)PchHL%S(R)

j=1
< 2_1F0 Z ||ZmH%2(I) + OV_I‘O (E_NB4+4T52 + B_162 + 54) .
meERmin
O
Conclusion of the proof of Proposition 3.6. From (10.7), (10.10) and (10.18), we have
d . m
—B(¢lz]) = > m-w(n,iz™Gm) + 0,A1(z) + Ra(z,n) + Ra(z,m) (10.30)
meRmin
<-To > |2 +& + & +E+ 0 Ai(z) + Ra(z,n) + Ra(z,1).
meERmin
So, integrating and using (10.9), (10.15) and Lemma 10.3, we have
27'To ) [l2™Fe < (Au(2) —E(¢[Z]))]§+L(|Rz(z,n)| + [Ra(z,n)]) di
meRmin
+Cvr, (E_NB2+2T52 + B e 4+ 64) .
From (A, (z) — E(¢[2]))]s = 0(52), we conclude
Z HZmH%Q(I) SE_NB4+4T52+B_162+€4.
meERmin
This completes the proof of Proposition 3.6. |
11  Proof of Proposition 3.2
By (3.8) and by the relation between A, B, e, e and ¢ in (2.13), we have
ST lz®pay S eV BT+ B 2e+ ¢ S o(1)e. (11.1)
meRmin
Inserting this in (3.7) we obtain
|z +iw(z)z|| 2 < Z 2™ 12 + 6%€ < 0-(1)e. (11.2)

meERmin

By (3.5), (9.1) and (11.2)

w'| 22 S AY?6 + |wllpere , + Z 127 2 + € S 0c(De + [[€llg + oc(D)][w']| 212,
1 meRmin
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so that
[w'l|r2p2 S 0e(L)e + [I€]5- (11.3)
By (3.6), (9.1), (11.1)—(11.3)

1€l o5 S Be™Na+ Y N2z +0c(1) ([[w] pog; + |12 + oo (2)2] 12)

meRmin
S 0:(1)e +o0-(1) <]l

which implies
€]l 25 < 0=(1)e, (11.4)
which fed in (11.3) yields
[w||p2r2 < 0=(1)e. (11.5)

Obviously, (11.1), (11.2), (11.4), (11.5) and (9.1) imply

|z +iw @zl + D 122 + 1€l sy + [0l 5) < 0e(De (11.6)
meERmin
+
In the above discussion we can take ¢ = £(0) with () o0, 0, so that for the upper bound in
(11.6) we have o.(1)e = 05(1)e and the conclusion of of Proposition 3.2 is true. O

12 Proof of (1.29)

Up to here, we have proved (1.26) and (1.28). It remains to prove (1.29).

Proof of (1.29). By the equality in the st line of (10.30) and (1.28), we have % (E(¢[z]) — Ai(z)) €

L'(R,). Furthermore, E(¢[z]) — A1(z) € L>=(Ry), by (1.26). Thus, . lig_n (E(¢lz]) — A1(2z)) exists
—400
and is finite. We have A (z) ~=+2 0 by (1.26), (1.28) and (10.11). This implies that Jlim  E(9[z])
—+o00

exists and is finite. Now, from (1.4) and Proposition 1.9, we have

N
E(¢lz]) =) _wilal® +O(z]*).
=1

Thus, taking 6 > 0 small enough, we have

N
%IE(QS[Z])I <D lwil z1* < 21E(@l))). (12.1)
j=1

Now, if . liin E(p[z(t)]) = 0, we have |z;(t)] — 0 for all j = 1,--- N and we are done. Thus, we
— 400
can assume

lim E(¢[z(t)]) = —c?, with ¢ > 0. (12.2)

t——+oo
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Notice that we have ¢ < 0. From (12.1) and (12.2), there exists T3 > 0 s.t. for all ¢ > T3, there
exists at least one j(t) € {1,--- , N} s.t.

(12.3)

e < [z (1)
Next, from (1.13) and (1.28), there exists M € Ns.t. for any j, k with j # k we have |z; 2| € LY(R).
Further, by (1.26), we have (z;z;)™ € W1°°(R). Thus, we conclude

()2 () =25 0. (12.4)

In particular, there exists To > T3 s.t. for all t > T and all j,k=1,--- | N with j # k, we have

2

8N|w1|'

|2 () 2k (t)] < (12.5)

Combining (12.3) and (12.5), for t > T, and k # j(t), we have

C
2i(t)] < ——.
(Bl < 7 AN|on|

Thus, we see that j satisfying (12.3) is unique. Moreover by continuity, we have j(t) = j(Tz) for all
t > Ty. Going back to (12.4), we have
lim 2z, (t) =0, (12.6)

t——+o0

t——+oo

for all k # j(T»). Finally, by (12.6) we have (E(¢[z(t)]) — E(¢j(ry)[2j(rs)(t)])) —— 0, which
implies the convergence of E(¢;(1,)[2j(1,)(t)]). For small |z;(p,|, the map |z;(z,)| = E(d;(z;(r,)]) is
one to one with continuous inverse. Thus, . liin |2j(1y) (1)] exists. O
——+o00

A Appendix: Proof of Lemma 9.3

It is equivalent to show that there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all v

sech ( ) ﬁRH(wj)PCA (ied)™ v <C Hsech (E) v’ (A1)

20

axr
10 L2(R)
L2(R)

By (8.1), for z < y we have the formula

Ru()wy) = 22 ¢ (0,2)f4 (9, 2) = f(x’i\/@;ﬁg,’iM) + Rz,

EE At [ f @i @iy e de?
(A.2)
where % = m, where in the denominator in the r.h.s. we have the Wronskian, where

Ry (2%)(z,y) is not singular in z = iy/]w;|. On the other hand,

T(z) = %\/\l/g]') +T(2),
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with 7'(z) non singular and with residue, see p. 146 [16],

Res(T i) =i ([ 1 i/l M)dw')_l.

It is elementary to conclude, comparing the terms in (A.2), that

Ry (w;)(z,y) = K;(z,y) + C(w;)d;(x)d; (y) with
1 0: (f- (2. 2) f+(y: 2D iy
2iy/Jwj| fp f- (@ iy/wi[) f4 (@ iy/Jeos )~

for some constant C'(w;). For x > y we obtain the same formula, interchanging = and y. Denoting by
K ; the operator with the kernel (A.3) for x < y and the formula obtained from (A.3) interchanging
x and y if x >y, we notice that

Kj(xvy) =

(A.3)

w(w;)P. = K1.. Ky.

n':jz

It is also easy to check, following the discussion in p. 134 [16], that there is a fixed C' > 0 s.t.
K (z,y)| < C(x —y) e VI«illz=vl Then, for any value a € [0, /|wy]] we have

||sech( )HRH W) PoA (i0,)N 0] 12

azx
< H Ry (wj)Pesech (E
j=1

) Alie0)™ ol 2.
We have

sech( )A Pn (2,10, )sech (%) ,

10

for an N—th order differential operator with smooth and bounded coefficients.
Next, we write

sech (10) (ied,) = (ie0,)" sech (%) + (iedy)N (ied,) N [sech (%) , <158I>N} ,

so that

N
sech (%) Jl;[l Ry (wj)P.A <i€ax>N

L2(R)
N ax
< ‘ . . AN ax
< H Ry (wj)P.Pn(x,i0,) (ied;)" sech (10) v
=1 L2(R)
N

H 11(w;) PPy (,i0,) (i€0,) N (ied,) N [sech (%) ,<1581>N} v

L2(R)
=1+1I.

46



We have

I< ﬁ Ry (w;j) PPy (x,i0,) (ied,) Y Hsech (%) v‘

j=1

ax
< Cween (55)
L2(R) see 10 v
with a fixed constant C' independent from ¢ € (0, 1). Next, we have

<cfuen (%)

L2(R)
L?2— L2

I71 < H(iac’“)m>_N [sech (%) ,(ia@m)N] v‘

L2 (R) L2 (R)

by Lemma 5.5, because fe_ik””sech(:v)d:v = 7 sech (%k) (which can be proved by an elementary
application of the Residue Theorem) so that in the strip k = ki + ik with |ks] < b := a/20, then
sech (3 12k) satisfies the estimates required on V in (5.11). This completes the proof of (A.1).
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