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ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY OF SOLITARY WAVES FOR

THE 1D CUBIC-QUINTIC SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION

WITH NO INTERNAL MODE

YVAN MARTEL

Abstract. For the Schrödinger equation with a cubic-quintic, focusing-
defocusing nonlinearity in one space dimension, we prove the asymptotic
stability of solitary waves for a large range of admissible frequencies. For
this model, the linearized problem around the solitary waves does not
have internal mode nor resonance.

1. Introduction

In this article, we consider the one-dimensional Schrödinger equation with
focusing cubic and defocusing quintic nonlinearities

(1) i∂tψ + ∂2xψ + |ψ|2ψ − |ψ|4ψ = 0, (t, x) ∈ R×R.

The corresponding Cauchy problem is globally well-posed in the energy
space H1(R) (see e.g. [6]) and this model enjoys the conservation laws

M[ψ] =

∫
|ψ|2 dx(Mass)

P[ψ] = ℑ
∫
ψ∂xψ̄ dx(Momentum)

E [ψ] =

∫ (
1

2
|∂xψ|2 −

1

4
|ψ|4 +

1

6
|ψ|6

)
dx.(Energy)

We recall the Galilean transform, translation and phase invariances of (1):
if ψ(t, x) is a solution then, for any β, σ, γ ∈ R, the function

(2) ψ̃(t, x) = ei(βx−β2t+γ)ψ(t, x− 2βt− σ)

is also a solution.

It follows from well-known arguments (see e.g. [1]) that for any ω ∈ (0, 3
16 ),

there exists a unique positive even solution φω ∈ H1(R) of the equation

(3) φ′′ω + φ3ω − φ5ω = ωφω, x ∈ R,

whereas for ω ≥ 16
3 , there exists no solution of (3) in H1(R)\{0}. Moreover,

for ω ∈ (0, 3
16 ), the solution is actually explicit (see e.g. [5], [36], [38] and [44,

Chapter 5])

φω(x) =

√
4ω

1 + aω cosh(2
√
ωx)

where aω =

√
1 − 16

3
ω.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.01492v1


2 YVAN MARTEL

For any ω ∈ (0, 3
16 ), the function ψ(t, x) = eiωtφω(x) is a standing wave

solution of (1). The invariances (2) generate a family of traveling waves, of
the form

ψ(t, x) = ei(βx−β2t+ωt+γ)φω(x− 2βt− σ)

for β, σ, γ ∈ R. The stability of these solutions by perturbation of the initial
data in the energy space H1(R) is a classical question. We recall the orbital
stability result for standing waves from [36] and we refer to [7, 18, 20, 42,
43, 44] for previous related works.

Proposition 1 ([36, Theorem 3]). For any ω0 ∈ (0, 3
16) and any ε > 0, there

exists δ > 0 with the following property: if ψ0 ∈ H1(R), ‖ψ0−φω0
‖H1(R) < δ

and ψ is the solution of (1) with ψ(0) = ψ0, then

(4) sup
t∈R

inf
(γ,σ)∈R2

‖ψ(t, · + σ) − eiγφω0
‖H1(R) < ε.

To complement this stability result, we prove the asymptotic stability of
a large range of standing waves of (1) by perturbations in the energy space.

Theorem 1. For any ω0 ∈ (0, 18 ], there exists δ > 0 with the following

property: if ψ0 ∈ H1(R), ‖ψ0 − φω0
‖H1(R) < δ and ψ is the solution of (1)

with ψ(0) = ψ0, then there exist β+ ∈ R and ω+ ∈ (0, 3
16) such that for any

bounded interval I of R

(5) lim
t→+∞

inf
(γ,σ)∈R2

sup
x∈I

∣∣ψ(t, x + σ) − eiγeiβ+xφω+
(x)

∣∣ = 0.

Remark 1. The orbital stability property (4) means that the solution stays
for all time close to the family of solitary waves and more precisely close to
the initial solitary wave φω0

, up to phase and translation. In particular, in (4)
one can replace φω0

by eiβxφω for β small and ω close to ω0. In contrast,
the asymptotic stability property (5) says that as t → +∞, the solution
converges locally in space to a final asymptotic soliton, characterized by β+
and ω+, up to phase and translation. As a consequence, the values of β+
and ω+ such that (5) holds are unique and depend in an intricate way of
the initial data. By the time reversibility of equation (1), the same holds as
t → −∞, with possibly different parameters β− and ω−. From the orbital
stability, it follows in the context of Theorem 1 that |β±| and |ω± − ω0| are
arbitrarily small for ‖ψ0 − φω0

‖H1(R) small.
The asymptotic stability property (5) is stated in the sup norm on any

compact interval for the sake of simplicity. The proof provides additional
information on the asymptotic behavior of the solution: there exist C1 time
dependent functions (β, σ, γ, ω) : [0,∞) → R3 × (0, 3

16 ) with lim∞ β = β+,
lim∞ ω = ω+, such that the function u defined by

(6) u(t, x) = e−iγ(t)e−iβ(t)xψ(t, x + σ(t)) − φω(t)(x)

satisfies for some constant c0 > 0,
∫ ∞

0

∫

R

e−c0|x| (|∂xu(t, x)|2 + |u(t, x)|2
)

dxdt <∞.
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Therefore, there exists a sequence tn → +∞ such that for any compact
interval I, limn→+∞

∫
I
|∂xu(tn, x)|2 dx = 0. The convergence as t → +∞ is

conjectured, but we do not pursue this issue here. Recall that in general
the global norm ‖u(t)‖H1(R) does not converge to zero since by the stability
result and the time reversibility of the equation, this would imply that ψ is
exactly a solitary wave. From the proof, one also shows that lim∞ σ̇ = 2β+
and lim∞ γ̇ = β2+ + ω+.

For H1(R) perturbations, it is unlikely that more can be said in general
about the decay rate of u(t) and the asymptotic behaviors of σ and γ. We
refer to [19, Theorem 1.3] for the lack of decay rate for the perturbation part
and to [30, Theorem 2] for a discussion on this issue for the Korteweg-de
Vries equation.

Remark 2. By the Galilean transform, translation and phase invariances,
the family of traveling solitary waves enjoys the same stability properties.
In particular, for (β0, σ0, γ0, ω0) ∈ R3 × (0, 18 ], the result of Theorem 1 holds

for initial data sufficiently close to eiγ0eiβ0xφω0
(x−σ0) for any β0, σ0, γ0 ∈ R.

Remark 3. It would simplify the proof to show Theorem 1 only for small
values of ω0, instead of considering the explicit range (0, 18 ]. The value 1

8
is chosen for its simplicity and it is not sharp in our approach. However, a
proof for the full range (0, 3

16) would certainly require additional arguments

because of the specific behavior in the limit ω0 ↑ 3
16 .

For the integrable one-dimensional focusing cubic Schrödinger equation

(7) i∂tψ + ∂2xψ + |ψ|2ψ = 0,

the Inverse Scattering Transform theory was successfully applied in [15] to
prove the asymptotic stability of solitons in L2 weighted spaces. See also [2]
and the references in these papers concerning the IST theory. Note that
the asymptotic stability of solitary waves for initial perturbations in the
energy space H1(R) as stated in Theorem 1 is not true in the integrable
case. Indeed, counterexamples are provided by the family of multi-solitons
constructed in [45, §5]. More explicitly, formula (2.15) page 333 of [37] with
the choice of parameters b1 = b2 = 1, ξ1 = ξ2 = 0, η1 = 1

2 , η2 = η
2 ≪ 1

gives an explicit periodic solution of (7) with a two soliton structure, which
is arbitrarily close in H1(R) to the soliton

√
2 sech(x) when η, parameter

related to the size of the small soliton, is small. In the limit ω0 small,
Theorem 1 shows that asymptotic stability of solitary waves in the energy
space holds for models perturbative of (7). This observation is related to
results of asymptotic stability of kinks proved for wave-type models close to
the sine-Gordon equation in [25, Theorems 8 and 9].

We refer to [16, 17] for a description of the long time behavior of solutions
of the defocusing cubic Schrödinger equation and some of its perturbations.
Several articles are concerned with the one-dimensional cubic Schrödinger
equation with a potential, see the most recent ones [9, 10, 14, 19, 33, 34]
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and their references. More generally, there is a vast literature about the
asymptotic stability of waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations, with or
without potential, for any space dimension and various nonlinearities; see
the surveys [13, 23, 40]. We refer to [3, 4, 8, 11, 26, 27] for results directly
related to the one-dimensional case with no potential.

The presence of internal modes is known to greatly complicate the analysis
of asymptotic stability by shifting the problem to the nonlinear level, where
a condition, called the Fermi golden rule, then enters into play (see e.g. the
review [13]). Roughly, internal modes (as defined in [11, 12, 38]) generate
linear periodic solutions to the linearized evolution equation around the
solitary wave. For the Schrödinger equation with power nonlinearity |u|p−1u
with p 6= 3 close to 3, the existence of internal modes bifurcating from the
resonance for p = 3 is proved in [11] (see [8] for the case of p close to 5).
For the Schrödinger equation i∂tψ+ ∂2xψ+ |ψ|2ψ+ |ψ|4ψ = 0, with focusing
cubic-quintic nonlinearity, the existence of internal modes is shown in [38]. It
is also shown there that for equation (1), there does not exist internal mode.
This observation and the proximity of model (1) to the integrable case were
the original motivations to study it in the present paper. Concerning its
relevance in Physics, the reader may consult for instance [5], [21, p.769],
[36, 38, 41], [44, Chapter 5].

Our approach to prove Theorem 1 is directly inspired by [24, 25] (see
also [22]) proving the asymptotic stability of solitons and kinks for one-
dimensional wave-type models, in the absence of resonance and internal
mode, by using virial estimates and a transformed problem. We also point
out that algebraic facts on the linearized operator around a solitary wave,
established in [8] (see Lemma 2 in the present paper) are decisive in this
approach. We refer to §2.3 and §3.2 for more comments on the proof. For
the one-dimensional cubic Schrödinger equation with a real potential, the
article [14] uses a similar approach, suitably combined with the notion of
refined profiles introduced in [12, 13], to deal with the presence of more than
one discrete mode for the potential.

Finally, we point out that similar virial estimates were used extensively
to prove the asymptotic stability of solitons of the subcritical generalized
Korteweg-de Vries equations (see [28, 30] and references therein), but also to
study the singularity formation for the mass critical generalized Korteweg-de
Vries equation and nonlinear Schrödinger equation (see [29, 31, 32]). Indeed,
a sharp description of the bubbling phenomenon for these equations requires
sharp estimates on the error term out of reach of standard energy methods.

Notation. The letters u, v, w and z denote complex-valued functions with
e.g., u = u1 + iu2, u1, u2 ∈ R. The letters g and h denote real-valued
functions. The Fourier transform of a function w is denoted by ŵ. For α > 0,
set

Xα = (1 − α∂2x)−1 i.e. X̂αw(ξ) =
ŵ(ξ)

1 + αξ2
for ξ ∈ R and w ∈ L2(R).
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Denote 〈u, v〉 = ℜ
∫
uv̄ dx and ‖u‖ =

√
〈u, u〉. Last, we denote

f(u) = |u|2u− |u|4u, F (u) =
|u|4
4

− |u|6
6
.

In this paper, C denotes various positive constants which do not depend on
the parameters ω0, ε, α, A and B, except when such parameters (like B
and α at the end of the proof of Proposition 4) are eventually fixed.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Thierry Cazenave,
Scipio Cuccagna, Philippe Gravejat and Pierre Raphaël for early discussions
on the asymptotic stability problem for nonlinear Schrödinger equations.
The collaboration with Micha l Kowalczyk, Claudio Muñoz and Hanne Van
Den Bosch on wave-type models has been decisive for this project.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Solitary waves. We gather basic properties of φω and Λω = ω ∂φω

∂ω
.

Lemma 1. For any k ≥ 0, there exists Ck > 0 such that for any ω ∈ (0, 18 ]
and any x ∈ R,

|φ(k)ω (x)| ≤ Ck ω
1+k
2 e−

√
ω|x|, |Λ(k)

ω (x)| ≤ Ck ω
1+k
2

(
1 +

√
ω|x|

)
e−

√
ω|x|.

Moreover, there exists c > 0 such that 〈φω,Λω〉 ≥ c
√
ω.

Proof. The bounds follow from the explicit expressions of φω and Λω. The
restriction ω ∈ (0, 18 ] implies aω ≥ 1/

√
3 and so it allows us to obtain

constants Ck independent of ω.
By change of variable, we compute ‖φω‖2 = 2

√
ω
∫

(1 + aω cosh(y))−1 dy.

The lower bound on 〈φω,Λω〉 = 1
2ω

∂
∂ω

‖φω‖2 follows from the observation

that the map ω ∈ (0, 3
16 ) 7→ aω is decreasing. The fact that 〈φω,Λω〉 > 0 is

related to orbital stability ([18, 20, 36, 43]). �

2.2. Spectral properties. The linearization of (1) around φω involves the
operators (see e.g. [8, 42])

L+ = −∂2x + ω − 3φ2ω + 5φ4ω and L− = −∂2x + ω − φ2ω + φ4ω.

We recall a few properties of the operators L+ and L− and refer to [42, 43]
and [8, Lemma 2.2] for details. The operator L+ has exactly one negative
eigenvalue. Moreover, the kernel of L+ is generated by φ′ω. Differentiating
the equation of φω with respect to ω, we obtain L+Λω = −ωφω. Last, L− ≥ 0
and its kernel is generated by φω.

2.3. Conjugate identity. We adapt to the present context an identity
from [8, §3.4]. Let

S = φω · ∂x ·
1

φω
, S∗ = − 1

φω
· ∂x · φω,

M+ = −∂2x + ω − 1

3
φ4ω, M− = −∂2x + ω + φ4ω.
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The above definitions of S and S∗ mean that for a function g, Sg = φω
(

g
φω

)′

and S∗g = − 1
φω

(gφω)′.

Lemma 2. For any ω ∈ (0, 3
16 ), S2L+L− = M+M−S2.

The identity proved in Lemma 2 is different from the ones involved in [14,
24, 25] to define the transformed problem for the Schrödinger equation with
a real-valued potential or for wave-type equations. See also Remark 4.

The interest of this identity lies on the properties of the operators M+ and
M−. Indeed, the potential of M− is repulsive (in the sense that x(φ4ω)′ ≤ 0
on R) while the potentials of L+ and L− are not repulsive. Recall that
the repulsive nature of a potential is decisive to apply a virial argument
(see [39, Theorem XIII.60]). The potential of M+ is not repulsive, but
being in absolute value three times less than the one of M−, it is possible
to control it for a large range of values of ω (see the proof of Proposition 4
and in particular, the definition of the functional K).

The intuition that S2 can be factorized at the left of the operator S2L+L−
comes from the relations

L−φω = 0, L+L−(xφω) = L+(xL−φω − 2φ′ω) = −2L+φ
′
ω = 0,

Sφω = 0 and S2(xφω) = Sφω = 0.(8)

The identity of Lemma 2 is general and not specific to the nonlinearity
in (1). For example, in the case of the integrable equation (7), one obtains
M+ = M− = −∂2x + ω. This was a strong motivation to work in some
sense close to the integrable case in the present paper. We refer to similar
observations on the sine-Gordon equation in [25]. Last, we point out that
such approach by factorization seems limited to one-dimensional problems.

Proof of Lemma 2. We recall from (3.25)-(3.26) of [8] (with a slight change
of notation) the general formula

(∂x −R)(∂2x − V+)(∂x +R) = (∂x +R)(∂2x − V−)(∂x −R)

where

V± = R2 ± 3R′ +
R′′

R
.

We set R = φ′
ω

φω
. Using the identities

(9) φ′′ω = ωφω − φ3ω + φ5ω and (φ′ω)2 = ωφ2ω − 1

2
φ4ω +

1

3
φ6ω

we compute

R2 = ω − 1

2
φ2ω +

1

3
φ4ω, R′ = −1

2
φ2ω +

2

3
φ4ω,

R′′

R
= −φ2ω +

8

3
φ4ω,

and thus
V+ = ω − 3φ2ω + 5φ4ω, V− = ω + φ4ω.

Observing that

∂x −R = S, ∂x +R = −S∗, L+ = −∂2x + V+, M− = −∂2x + V−,
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the general formula implies that SL+S
∗ = S∗M−S. Following [8], we also

check that L− = S∗S and M+ = SS∗ using the identities in (9). Thus,
composing SL+S

∗ = S∗M−S by S on the left and on the right yields the
identity S2L+L− = M+M−S2. �

2.4. Invertibility of L+ and M−. We briefly discuss the invertibility of
the operators L+ and M−. Let G be the even solution of L+G = 0 such

that φ′′ωG − φ′ωG
′ = 1 on R. We check that |G(k)(x)| ≤ Ckω

k−3

2 e
√
ω|x|, for

constants Ck > 0. For any bounded continuous function W , define

I+[W ](x) =

{
−φ′ω(x)

∫ x

0 GW −G(x)
∫∞
x
φ′ωW for x ≥ 0

φ′ω(x)
∫ 0
x
GW +G(x)

∫ x

−∞ φ′ωW for x < 0

Note that if 〈W,φ′ω〉 = 0, then we have −
∫∞
x
φ′ωW =

∫ x

−∞ φ′ωW so that the
two expressions coincide at x = 0 and provide a solution to L+U = W .

Last, denote byH1 andH2 two solutions ofM−H1 = M−H2 = 0 satisfying

|H(k)
1 (x)| ≤ Ckω

− 1

4
+ k

2 e−
√
ωx, |H(k)

2 (x)| ≤ Ckω
− 1

4
+ k

2 e
√
ωx

for Ck > 0 and H1H
′
2 −H ′

1H2 = 1 on R. Two such independent solutions
exist because M− > 0 and so the equation M−U = 0 does not have an H1

solution. For any bounded continuous function W , define

J−[W ](x) = H1(x)

∫ x

−∞
H2W +H2(x)

∫ ∞

x

H1W.

This formula defines a solution to M−U = W .

3. Asymptotic stability

3.1. Modulation. We fix ω0 ∈ (0, 3
16 ) and an initial data ψ0 ∈ H1(R) close

to φω0
. By Proposition 1, the global solution ψ of (1) is close to the family

of solitary waves for all time. It is standard to decompose ψ as

(10) ψ(t, y) = ei(β(t)(y−σ(t))+γ(t))
[
φω(t)(y − σ(t)) + u(t, y − σ(t))

]

(see also the equivalent formulation (6) in the Introduction) where the time-
dependent functions β, σ, γ and ω are of class C1 and uniquely fixed so that,
for all t ≥ 0, the following orthogonality relations hold

(11) 〈u, φω〉 = 〈u, xφω〉 = 〈u, iΛω〉 = 〈u, iφ′ω〉 = 0.

This specific choice of orthogonality relations is known to yield quadratic
estimates for the time derivative of the modulation parameters, for all t ≥ 0,

(12)
|β̇|√
ω

+
|ω̇|
ω

+
√
ω|σ̇ − 2β| + |γ̇ − ω − β2| ≤ C

√
ω‖ sech(

√
ωx/2)u‖2.

See [42, (i) of Proposition 2.4] and e.g. [35, proof of Lemma 12]. Moreover,
for ε > 0 small, we can formulate the orbital stability result of Proposition 1
as follows, for all t ≥ 0,

(13) ‖∂xu‖ + ‖u‖ + |β| + |ω − ω0| ≤ ε.
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Using the equation of ψ, we check that u = u1 + iu2 satisfies

(14)

{
∂tu1 = L−u2 + θ2 +m2 − q2

∂tu2 = −L+u1 − θ1 −m1 + q1

where

θ1 = β̇xφω + (γ̇ − ω − β2)φω

θ2 = − ω̇
ω

Λω + (σ̇ − 2β)φ′ω

m1 = β̇xu1 + (γ̇ − ω − β2)u1 − (σ̇ − 2β)∂xu2

m2 = β̇xu2 + (γ̇ − ω − β2)u2 + (σ̇ − 2β)∂xu1

and

q1 = ℜ
{
f(φω + u) − f(φω) − f ′(φω)u1

}

q2 = ℑ
{
f(φω + u) − i

f(φω)

φω
u2

}
.

3.2. Outline of the proof of Theorem 1. The proof of Theorem 1 relies
on two localized virial estimates. By localized, we mean that the functionals
make sense for H1(R) functions, by truncating the function x involved in a
virial computation at two different large spatial scales A≫ B ≫ 1.

The first virial estimate is performed on the function u, solution of (14).
Since the operators L+ and L− are not repulsive, a virial computation is not
sufficient to prove directly convergence to zero of u, but it allows to estimate
it at any large spatial scale A by a norm of u with a weight ρ related to the
spatial decay of φω. See Proposition 2.

The second virial estimate is performed on the transformed function v,
whose definition originates from the identity in Lemma 2. See §3.4 for
the definition of v and Proposition 3. The equation (18) of v involves the
operators M+ and M− which are better suited for a virial computation.
This virial estimate in v at the spatial scale B contains error terms in u, in
particular, nonlinear terms and modulation terms. In this step, we fix the
constants B and α, independently of ω0, ε and A.

Last, in Proposition 4, we estimate the function u by the transformed
function v for suitable weighted norms, using the special orthogonality rela-
tions (11).

Gathering the estimates of Propositions 2, 3 and 4, adjusting the choice
of A≫ 1 and taking ε > 0 small enough, we complete the proof of Theorem 1
in §3.7.

3.3. First virial estimate. The following definitions are taken from [24].
We fix a smooth even function χ : R → R satisfying

χ = 1 on [0, 1], χ = 0 on [2,+∞), χ′ ≤ 0 on [0,+∞).
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For K > 0, define

χK(x) = χ

(
ω0

√
ω0

K
x

)
, ηK(x) = sech

(
2ω0

√
ω0

K
x

)
,

ζK(x) = exp

(
−ω0

√
ω0

K
|x|(1 − χ(

√
ω0x))

)
, ΦK(x) =

∫ x

0
ζ2K(y) dy.

Let 1 ≪ B ≪ A be large constants to be defined later. Define

ΨA,B = χ2
AΦB.

Technically, in the definitions of χK , ηK and ζK , the multiplicative factor
ω0

√
ω0/K will allow us to choose a parameter B large enough independent

of ω0 in the proof of Proposition 3.
Last, we introduce a weight function, related to the solitary wave φω

ρ(x) = sech

(√
ω0

10
x

)
.

Since |ω − ω0| ≤ ε by (13), for ε < ω0

2 , we have ω0

2 ≤ ω ≤ 3
2ω0, which allows

by Lemma 1 to control φω, Λω and their derivatives in terms of powers of ρ.

Proposition 2. There exists C > 0 such that for ε > 0 small enough, for

any T ≥ 0,
∫ T

0

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2

)
dt ≤ Cε+ Cω0

∫ T

0
‖ρ2u‖2 dt.

Proof. Define

I =

∫
u1

(
2ΦA∂xu2 + Φ′

Au2
)

and w = ζAu.

We claim, for all t ≥ 0,

(15) İ ≥
∫

|∂xw|2 − Cω0‖ρ2u‖2.

From the equation (14) of (u1, u2) and
∫

(2ΦA∂xuk + Φ′
Auk) uk = 0,

İ = −
∑

k=1,2

∫ (
2ΦA∂xuk + Φ′

Auk
)
∂2xuk

−ℜ
{∫ (

2ΦA∂xū+ Φ′
Aū

)
(f(φω + u) − f(φω))

}

+
∑

k=1,2

∫ (
2ΦA∂xuk + Φ′

Auk
)

(θk +mk).

Integrating by parts (see e.g. [24, Lemma 1]), for k = 1, 2, we compute

−
∫ (

2ΦA∂xuk + Φ′
Auk

)
∂2xuk = 2

∫
(∂xwk)2 +

∫
(ln ζA)′′w2

k

where

(ln ζA)′′ =
ω2
0

A

(√
ω0|x|χ′′(

√
ω0x) + 2χ′(

√
ω0x) sgn(x)

)
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and so (here 1[1,2] denotes the indicator function of the interval [1, 2])

(16)
∣∣(ln ζA)′′

∣∣ ≤ Cω2
0

A
1[1,2](

√
ω0|x|) ≤

C

A
ω2
0ρ

4(x).

Thus,

−
∫ (

2ΦA∂xuk + Φ′
Auk

)
∂2xuk ≥ 2

∫
(∂xwk)2 − C

A
ω2
0‖ρ2wk‖2.

For the next term in the expression of İ, we note that

∂x (F (φω + u) − F (φω) − f(φω)u) = ℜ{(∂xū)(f(φω + u) − f(φω))}
+ ℜ

{
φ′ω(f(φω + u) − f(φω) − f ′(φω)u)

}

and so by integration by parts, we decompose

−ℜ
{∫ (

2ΦA∂xū+ Φ′
Aū

)
(f(φω + u) − f(φω))

}

= 2

∫
Φ′
Aℜ{F (|φω + u|) − F (φω) − f(φω)u}

+ 2

∫
ΦAℜ

{
φ′ω(f(φω + u) − f(φω) − f ′(φω)u)

}

−
∫

Φ′
Aℜ{ū (f(φω + u) − f(φω))} = I1 + I2 + I3.

To estimate I1, I2 and I3, we use the following observations

0 < Φ′
A(x) = ζ2A ≤ 1, |ΦA(x)| ≤ |x| on R,

and so (the estimate below is not optimal in terms of power of ρ)

|ΦA(x)φω| ≤
√
ω|x| sech

(√
ωx

)
≤ Cρ4(x).

Moreover, by Lemma 1,

‖u‖L∞ ≤ C‖u‖H1(R) ≤ Cε ≤ Cω0.

Thus,

|I1| ≤ C

∫
ζ2A

(
φ2ω|u|2 + |u|4

)
≤ Cω0

∫
ρ4|u|2 + C

∫
ζ2A|u|4,

|I2| ≤ C
√
ω0

∫
|ΦA|φω

(
φω|u|2 + |u|3

)
≤ Cω0

∫
ρ4|u|2,

|I3| ≤ C

∫
ζ2A

(
φ2ω|u|2 + |u|4

)
≤ Cω0

∫
ρ4|u|2 + C

∫
ζ2A|u|4.

Using the following inequality from [24, Claim 1]
∫
ζ2A|u|4 ≤ CA2

ω3
0

‖u‖2L∞

∫
|∂xw|2 ≤ CA2ε2

ω3
0

∫
|∂xw|2

we obtain

|I1| + |I2| + |I3| ≤ Cω0

∫
ρ4|u|2 +

CA2ε2

ω3
0

∫
|∂xw|2.
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Next, by integration by parts and then using (12), for k = 1, 2,
∣∣∣∣
∫ (

2ΦA∂xuk + Φ′
Auk

)
θk

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
∫
uk

(
2ΦA∂xθk + Φ′

Aθk
)∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖u‖L∞

∫
(|x||∂xθk| + |θk|) ≤ Cε‖ρ2u‖2 ≤ Cω0‖ρ2u‖2.

For the last term in the expression of İ, we integrate by parts

−
∫

(2ΦA∂xu1 +Φ′
Au1)m1 = β̇

∫
ΦAu

2
1+(σ̇−2β)

∫
(2ΦA∂xu1 +Φ′

Au1)∂xu2.

Combining this identity with its analogue for
∫

(2ΦA∂xu2 + Φ′
Au2)m2, we

obtain

−
∫

(2ΦA∂xu1 + Φ′
Au1)m1 −

∫
(2ΦA∂xu2 + Φ′

Au2)m2

= β̇

∫
ΦA|u|2 + (σ̇ − 2β)

∫
Φ′
A(u2∂xu1 − u1∂xu2).

Thus, using ‖ΦA‖L∞ + ‖xΦ′
A‖L∞ ≤ CAω

− 3

2

0 , |Φ′
A| ≤ 1, ‖u‖H1(R) ≤ Cε

and (12), ∣∣∣∣
∑

k=1,2

∫
(2ΦA∂xuk + Φ′

Auk)mk

∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA

ω
1

2

0

ε2‖ρ2u‖2.

Gathering these estimates, we have proved

İ ≥ 2

(
1 − CA2ε2

ω3
0

)∫
|∂xw|2 − C

(
ω0 +

Aε2

ω
1

2

0

)
‖ρ2u‖2.

Taking ε small such that

(17)
CA2ε2

ω3
0

≤ 1

2
,

the estimate (15) is proved.
Now, for any T ≥ 0, using the above estimates for ΦA and (13), we

estimate

|I(T )| ≤
(
‖ΦA‖L∞ + ‖Φ′

A‖L∞
)
‖u‖2H1(R) ≤

CA

ω
3

2

0

ε2 ≤ Cε.

Therefore, integrating on [0, T ], we obtain
∫ T

0

∫
|∂xw|2 ≤ Cε+ Cω0

∫ T

0
‖ρ2u‖2.

Now, we use the elementary inequality (see e.g. [24, Lemma 4])
∫
ηA|w|2 ≤ CA2

ω3
0

∫
|∂xw|2 +

CA

ω0

∫
ρ4|w|2,
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which implies

ω3
0

A2

∫ T

0

∫
η2A|u|2 ≤ Cε+

Cω2
0

A

∫ T

0
‖ρ2u‖2.

Last, recalling w = ζAu, by integration by parts,
∫
ζ2A|∂xw|2 =

∫
ζ4A|∂xu|2 −

∫
ζ3Aζ

′′
A|u|2 − 2

∫
ζ2A(ζ ′A)2|u|2

and so using 1
C
ηA ≤ ζ2A ≤ CηA and |ζ ′′A| + |ζ ′A|2 ≤ Cω3

0A
−2ζA,

∫
η2A|∂xu|2 ≤ C

∫
|∂xw|2 +

Cω3
0

A2

∫
η2A|u|2,

which is sufficient to complete the proof. �

3.4. Transformed problem. For α > 0 small to be fixed, we introduce
the function v = v1 + iv2 defined by

v1 = X2
αM−S

2u2 and v2 = −X2
αS

2L+u1.

By direct computations, using

S2 = ∂2x − 2
φ′ω
φω
∂x + ω − 1

3
φ4ω

and the identities (9), we have

M−S
2 = −∂4x + 2∂2x · φ

′
ω

φω
· ∂x +

4

3
∂x · φ4ω · ∂x +

(
−2ω

φ′ω
φω

− 14

3
φ3ωφ

′
ω

)
· ∂x

+ ω2 + 6ωφ4ω − 10

3
φ6ω +

7

3
φ8ω

and

S2L+ = −∂4x + 2∂2x ·
φ′ω
φω

· ∂x + ∂x ·
(
−φ2ω +

8

3
φ4ω

)
· ∂x

+

(
−2ω

φ′ω
φω

− 2φωφ
′
ω + 14φ3ωφ

′
ω

)
· ∂x

+ ω2 − 3ωφ2ω + 3φ4ω +
134

3
ωφ4ω − 38φ6ω + 25φ8ω.

For future use, we introduce

Q− = 2∂2x ·
(

Λ′
ωφω − φ′ωΛω

φ2ω

)
· ∂x +

16

3
∂x · (Λωφ

3
ω) · ∂x

+

[
−2ω

φ′ω
φω

− 2ω

(
Λ′
ωφω − φ′ωΛω

φ2ω

)
− 14

3

(
3φ2ωΛωφ

′
ω + φ3ωΛ′

ω

)]
· ∂x

+ 2ω2 + 6ωφ4ω + 24ωΛωφ
3
ω − 60

3
Λωφ

5
ω +

56

3
Λωφ

7
ω
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and

Q+ = 2∂2x ·
(

Λ′
ωφω − φ′ωΛω

φ2ω

)
· ∂x + ∂x ·

(
−2Λωφω +

32

3
Λωφ

3
ω

)
· ∂x

+

[
−2ω

φ′ω
φω

− 2ω

(
Λ′
ωφω − φ′ωΛω

φ2ω

)]
· ∂x

+
(
−2Λωφ

′
ω − 2φωΛ′

ω + 42Λωφ
2
ωφ

′
ω + 14φ3ωΛ′

ω

)
· ∂x

+ 2ω2 − 3ωφ2ω − 6ωΛωφω + 12Λωφ
3
ω +

134

3
ωφ4ω +

536

3
ωΛωφ

3
ω

− 228Λωφ
5
ω + 200Λωφ

7
ω.

Note that the operators Q− and Q+ are obtained from M−S2 and S2L+

by differentiation with respect to ω. Their exact expressions are not so
important, only their specific structures (similar to the ones of M−S2 and
S2L+) are used in the proof of Lemma 6.

We recall some technical estimates from [25].

Lemma 3. There exists C > 0 such that for any α > 0 small and h ∈ L2(R)

‖Xαh‖ ≤ ‖h‖, ‖∂xX
1

2
α h‖ ≤ α− 1

2 ‖h‖,
‖ρXαh‖ ≤ C‖Xα[ρh]‖, ‖ρ−1Xα[ρh]‖ ≤ C‖Xαh‖,

‖ηAXαh‖ ≤ C‖Xα[ηAh]‖, ‖η−1
A Xα[ηAh]‖ ≤ C‖Xαh‖,

‖ρ−1Xα∂
2
x[ρh]‖ ≤ Cα−1‖h‖, ‖ρ−1Xα∂x[ρh]‖ ≤ Cα− 1

2 ‖h‖,
‖ηAXα∂

2
xh‖ ≤ Cα−1‖ηAh‖, ‖ηAXα∂xh‖ ≤ Cα− 1

2‖ηAh‖.

Proof. These estimates follow directly from [25, Lemma 4.7] (see also [24,
Lemma 5]) except the last two lines. We prove the estimates ‖ηAXα∂

2
xh‖

and ‖ηAXα∂xh‖. First,

‖ηAXα∂
2
xh‖ ≤ ‖Xα[ηA∂

2
xh]‖.

Using ηA∂
2
xh = ∂2x(ηAh) − 2∂x(η′Ah) + η′′Ah and |η′A| + |η′′A| ≤ Cη, we have

‖Xα[ηA∂
2
xh]‖ ≤ α−1‖ηAh‖ + 2α− 1

2 ‖η′Ah‖ + ‖η′′Ah‖ ≤ Cα−1‖ηAh‖.

Similarly,

‖Xα[ηA∂xh]‖ ≤ ‖Xα[∂x(ηAh)]‖ + ‖Xα[η′Ah]‖ ≤ Cα− 1

2 ‖ηAh‖.

The estimates on ‖ρ−1Xα∂
2
x[ρh]‖, ‖ρ−1Xα∂x[ρh]‖ are proved similarly. �

Lemma 4. There exists C > 0 such that for any α > 0 small and g ∈ H1(R)

‖ηAX2
αM−S

2g‖ + ‖ηAX2
αS

2L+g‖ ≤ C
(
α− 3

2‖ηA∂xg‖ + ω2
0‖ηAg‖

)
,

‖ηA∂xX2
αM−S

2g‖ + ‖ηA∂xX2
αS

2L+g‖ ≤ C
(
α−2‖ηA∂xg‖ + ω

5

2

0 ‖ρ2g‖
)
.
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Proof. We prove the two estimates for X2
αM−S2g. The proof for X2

αS
2L+g

is identical. By Lemma 3,

‖ηAX2
α∂

4
xg‖ ≤ Cα− 3

2‖ηA∂xg‖, ‖ηAX2
α∂

5
xg‖ ≤ Cα−2‖ηA∂xg‖.

By Lemma 3 and |φ′
ω

φω
| ≤ C

√
ω0 ≤ C (see (9)), we have

∥∥∥ηAX2
α∂

2
x ·

φ′ω
φω

· ∂xg
∥∥∥ ≤ Cα−1‖ηA∂xg‖,

∥∥∥ηAX2
α∂

3
x ·

φ′ω
φω

· ∂xg
∥∥∥ ≤ Cα− 3

2‖ηA∂xg‖.

Similarly,

‖ηAX2
α∂x · φ4ω · ∂xg‖ ≤ Cα− 1

2‖ηA∂xg‖,
‖ηAX2

α∂
2
x · φ4ω · ∂xg‖ ≤ Cα−1‖ηA∂xg‖,

and
∥∥∥ηAX2

α

(
2ω
φ′ω
φω

+
14

3
φ3ωφ

′
ω

)
· ∂xg

∥∥ ≤ C‖ηA∂xg‖,
∥∥∥ηAX2

α∂x

(
2ω
φ′ω
φω

+
14

3
φ3ωφ

′
ω

)
· ∂xg

∥∥∥ ≤ Cα− 1

2‖ηA∂xg‖

Moreover,
∥∥∥ηAX2

α

(
ω2 + 6ωφ4ω − 10

3
φ6ω +

7

3
φ8ω

)
g
∥∥∥ ≤ Cω2

0‖ηAg‖.

Last, we observe that

∂x

[(
ω2 + 6ωφ4ω − 10

3
φ6ω +

7

3
φ8ω

)
g

]
=

(
ω2 + 6ωφ4ω − 10

3
φ6ω +

7

3
φ8ω

)
∂xg

+

(
24ωφ3ω − 20φ5ω +

56

3
φ7ω

)
φ′ωg.

As before,
∥∥∥ηAX2

α

(
ω2 + 6ωφ4ω − 10

3
φ6ω +

7

3
φ8ω

)
∂xg

∥∥∥ ≤ C‖ηA∂xg‖

and since |φ′ω| ≤ Cρ2,
∥∥∥ηAX2

α

(
24ωφ3ω − 20φ5ω +

56

3
φ7ω

)
φ′ωg

∥∥∥ ≤ Cω
7

2

0 ‖ρ2g‖.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4. �

Applying Lemma 4 to u2 and u1, we obtain the following result.

Lemma 5. There exists C > 0 such that for any α > 0 small,

‖ηAv‖ ≤ C
(
α− 3

2 ‖ηA∂xu‖ + ω2
0‖ηAu‖

)
,

‖ηA∂xv‖ ≤ C
(
α−2‖ηA∂xu‖ + ω

5

2

0 ‖ρ2u‖
)
.
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Lemma 6. There exists C > 0 such that for any α > 0 small and g ∈ H1(R)

‖ηAX2
αQ−g‖ + ‖ηAX2

αQ+g‖ ≤ C
(
α−1ω

1

2

0 ‖ηA∂xg‖ + ω2
0‖ηAg‖

)
,

‖ηA∂xX2
αQ−g‖ + ‖ηA∂xX2

αQ+g‖ ≤ C
(
α− 3

2ω
1

2

0 ‖ηA∂xg‖ + ω
5

2

0 ‖ρ2g‖
)
.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma 4. �

3.5. Second virial estimate. From the equation (14) of u and the identity
of Lemma 2, v satisfies

(18)

{
∂tv1 = M−v2 + Yαv2 +X2

αn2 −X2
αr2

∂tv2 = −M+v1 + 1
3Yαv1 −X2

αn1 +X2
αr1

where we have used S2θ1 = S2L+θ2 = 0 (see §2.2 and (8)) and the notation

n1 = S2L+m2 +
ω̇

ω
Q+u1, n2 = −M−S

2m1 +
ω̇

ω
Q−u2,

r1 = S2L+q2, r2 = −M−S
2q1,

and
Yα = X2

α · φ4ω ·X−2
α − φ4ω.

Remark 4. The identity used for the transformed problem is different from
the one for the wave-type equations in [24, 25] and for the Schrödinger equa-
tion with a real potential in [14]. However, the underlying idea is similar: the
system for (v1, v2) has the same structure as the original system in (u1, u2),
but with more favorable operators M+, M−.

The next proposition provides the key estimate on the function v. Thanks
to the special structure of the operators M+ and M−, a virial estimate on v
controls a weighted L2 norm of v by higher order terms in u.

Proposition 3. Assume that ω0 ∈ (0, 18 ]. There exists C > 0 such that,

for B > 0 large enough, α > 0 and ε > 0 small enough, for any T > 0,

ω2
0

∫ T

0
‖ρv‖2 dt ≤ Cε+

C

A

∫ T

0

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2 + ω0‖ρ2u‖2

)
dt.

Proof. First, we introduce

J =

∫
v1

(
2ΨA,B∂xv2 + Ψ′

A,Bv2
)

and z = χAζBv.

By the equation (18) of v and direct computations (see [24, Proof of Propo-
sition 2, §4.3]), we compute

J̇ =

∫ (
2(∂xz1)

2 − PBz
2
1

)
+

∫ (
2(∂xz2)2 + 3PBz

2
2

)
+

5∑

j=1

Jj ,

where

PB = −1

3

ΦB

ζ2B
(φ4ω0

)′,
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and

J1 =

2∑

k=1

∫
(ln ζB)′′z2k,

J2 = −
2∑

k=1

∫ (
1

2
(χ2

A)′(ζ2B)′ +
(
3(χ′

A)2 + χ′′
AχA

)
ζ2B +

1

2
(χ2

A)′′′ΦB

)
v2k

+ 2
2∑

k=1

∫
(χ2

A)′ΦB(∂xvk)2,

J3 = −1

3

∫ (
2ΨA,B∂xv1 + Ψ′

A,Bv1
)
Yαv1 +

∫ (
2ΨA,B∂xv2 + Ψ′

A,Bv2
)
Yαv2,

J4 =

2∑

k=1

∫ (
2ΨA,B∂xvk + Ψ′

A,Bvk
)

(X2
αnk −X2

αrk)

J5 = −1

3

∫
ΦB

ζ2B
(φ4ω0

− φ4ω)′(z21 − 3z22).

Second, we set

K = −
∫
z1z2RB ,

where the function RB is the unique (time-independent) bounded solution
of

−1

2
R′′

B + ω0RB =
3

2
PB on R.

Using the equation (18) of v, integrating by parts and using the equation
of RB , we obtain

K̇ =
3

2

∫
(z21 − z22)PB +

5∑

j=1

Kj,

where

K1 =

2∑

k=1

(−1)k
∫
v2k

(
(χAζB)′χAζBR

′
B +

(
(χAζB)′

)2
RB

)

K2 =

∫ (
(∂xz1)2 − (∂xz2)2

)
RB −

∫ (
1

3
z21 + z22

)
φ4ωRB

K3 = −
∫ (

1

3
(Yαv1)v1 + (Yαv2)v2

)
χ2
Aζ

2
BRB,

K4 =

2∑

k=1

(−1)k−1

∫
(X2

αnk −X2
αrk)vkχ

2
Aζ

2
BRB ,

K5 = (ω − ω0)

∫
(z21 − z22)RB .
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Therefore,

J̇ + K̇ =

∫ (
2(∂xz1)2 +

1

2
PBz

2
1

)
+

∫ (
2(∂xz2)2 +

3

2
PBz

2
2

)
(19)

+

5∑

j=1

Jj +

5∑

j=1

Kj .

Since PB is nonnegative and not identically zero on R, the functional J +K
will allow us to estimate the function z provided that the error terms Jj
and Kj are controlled. Comparing the expressions of J̇ and J̇ + K̇, we
observe that the functional K was used to exchange 3

2

∫
PBz

2
2 by 3

2

∫
PBz

2
1

at the cost of additional error terms.
To estimate the error terms, we need several technical estimates.

Lemma 7. For any ω0 ∈ (0, 18 ],

‖PB‖L∞ ≤ 1

5
ω0, ‖RB‖L∞ ≤ 7

18
.

Moreover,

0 ≤ PB(x) ≤ Cω0φ
2
ω0
, 0 ≤ RB(x) ≤ Cφ2ω0

|R′
B(x)| ≤ C

√
ω0φ

2
ω0

on R.

Proof. Using |ΦB | ≤ |x| and ζB(x) ≥ e−
ω0

√
ω0

B
|x| ≥ e−

√
ω0

8B
|x|, we have

(20) 0 ≤ PB(x) ≤ 1

3
|x|e

√
ω0

4B
|x||(φ4ω0

)′|.

Note that

φ4ω0
=

16ω2
0(

1 + aω0
cosh(2

√
ω0x)

)2 , (φ4ω0
)′ = −aω0

ω
− 1

2

0 φ6ω0
sinh(2

√
ω0x).

Moreover, ω0 ≤ 1
8 implies aω0

≥ 1√
3
. By the inequality (24) proved in

Appendix A, we obtain 0 ≤ PB(x) ≤ 32
9 ω

2
0aω0

. For any ω0 ∈ (0, 18 ], we

have 32
9 ω0aω0

≤ 4
9
√
3
≤ 7

27 and thus 0 ≤ PB(x) ≤ 7
27ω0. From (20) and using

first B ≥ 1, 1√
3
≤ aω ≤ 1 and then | sinh y| ≤ cosh y and |y|e

|y|
8 ≤ C cosh(y),

we have

PB(y) ≤ 16

3
ω0φ

2
ω

√
ω0|x|e

√
ω0

4
|x|| sinh(2

√
ω0x)|

(1 + 1√
3

cosh(2
√
ω0x))2

≤ Cω0φ
2
ω0
.

Next, we recall the explicit expression of RB

RB =
3

2

1√
2ω0

(∫ x

−∞
e
√
2ω0(y−x)PB(y) dy +

∫ ∞

x

e
√
2ω0(x−y)PB(y) dy

)

and so ‖RB‖L∞ ≤ 3
2ω

−1
0 ‖PB‖L∞ ≤ 7

18 . Inserting 0 ≤ PB(x) ≤ Cω2
0e−2

√
ω0|x|

into the above expression of RB , we also find 0 ≤ RB(x) ≤ Cω0e
−2

√
ω0|x|

and |R′
B(x)| ≤ Cω

3

2

0 e−2
√
ω0|x|. �
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Lemma 8. For any ω0 ∈ (0, 18 ], for any function h ∈ H1(R),
∫
φ4ω0

h2 ≤ 19

6

∫
PBh

2 + 3

∫
(h′)2.

Proof. By the definition of PB and integration by parts, we have

3

∫
PBh

2 = −
∫

ΦB

ζ2B
(φ4ω0

)′h2 =

∫ (
ΦB

ζ2B

)′
φ4ω0

h2 + 2

∫
ΦB

ζ2B
φ4ω0

hh′.

Using
∫ (

ΦB

ζ2B

)′
φ4ω0

h2 =

∫
φ4ω0

h2 − 2

∫
ΦBζ

′
B

ζ3B
φ4ω0

h2 ≥
∫
φ4ω0

h2

and

2

∣∣∣∣
∫

ΦB

ζ2B
φ4ω0

hh′
∣∣∣∣ ≤

1

3

∫
Φ2
B

ζ4B
φ8ω0

h2 + 3

∫
(h′)2,

we obtain
∫
φ4ω0

h2 ≤
(

3 +
1

3

∥∥∥∥
Φ2
Bφ

8
ω0

ζ4BPB

∥∥∥∥
L∞

)∫
PBh

2 + 3

∫
(h′)2.

We claim the following estimate
∥∥∥∥

Φ2
Bφ

8
ω0

ζ4BPB

∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤ 4ω0 ≤
1

2

which is sufficient to complete the proof. To prove the above estimate, we

recall that aω0
≥ 1√

3
, |ΦB| ≤ |x|, ζB ≥ e−

√
ω0x

8B , so that
∣∣∣∣
Φ2
Bφ

8
ω0

ζ4BPB

∣∣∣∣ =
3|ΦB |φ8ω0

ζ2B|(φ4ω0
)′| =

3
√
ω0|ΦB|φ2ω0

ζ2Baω0
|√ω0x sinh(2

√
ω0x)|

≤ 6ω0

∥∥∥∥
ye

1

4B
|y|

sinh(y)(1 + 1√
3

cosh(y))

∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤ 4ω0

using in the last step the inequality (25) proved in Appendix A. �

Lemma 9. There exists c > 0 such that, for any ω0 ∈ (0, 18 ], for any x ∈ R,

PB(x) ≥ cω2
01[1,2](

√
ω0|x|).

Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that for any h ∈ H1(R),

(21) ω2
0

∫
ρh2 ≤ Cω0

∫
(h′)2 + C

∫
PBh

2.

Proof. The function ζ : [0,∞) → [0, 1] being non increasing, for x ≥ 0,
ΦB(x) =

∫ x

0 ζ
2
B ≥ |x|ζ2B(x). By parity |ΦB(x)| ≥ |x|η2B(x) on R. Thus,

PB = −1

3

ΦB

ζ2B
(φ4ω0

)′ ≥ cω2
0

√
ω0|x|| sinh(2

√
ω0x)|

(1 + cosh(2
√
ω0x))3

≥ cω2
01[1,2](

√
ω0|x|),

where c denotes positive constants. The inequality (21) then follows from
standard arguments, see e.g. [24, Lemma 4]. �
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Last, we prove an estimate on v in terms of z, plus an error term in u.

Lemma 10. There exists C > 0 such that∫
ρ2(|∂xv|2 + ω2

0 |v|2) ≤ C

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)

+
C

A

(
α−4‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2

)
.

Proof. We claim
∫

ω
3
2
0
|x|≤A

ρ2(|∂xv|2 + ω2
0|v|2) ≤ C

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)
.

By definition, for ω
3

2

0 |x| ≤ A, one has z = ζBv and so (for B large)
∫

ω
3
2
0
|x|≤A

ρ2|v|2 ≤ C

∫

ω
3
2
0
|x|≤A

ρ ζ2B |v|2 ≤ C

∫

ω
3
2
0
|x|≤A

ρ|z|2.

For ω
3

2

0 |x| ≤ A, using ∂xz = ζ ′Bv + ζB∂xv and |ζ ′B | ≤ Cω
3

2

0 B
−1ζB , we also

have

ρ2|∂xv|2 ≤ Cρζ2B|∂xv|2 ≤ Cρ|∂xz|2 + Cω3
0B

−2ρζ2B |v|2

≤ Cρ|∂xz|2 + Cω3
0B

−2ρ|z|2

and so ∫

ω
3
2
0
|x|≤A

ρ2|∂xv|2 ≤ C

∫
|∂xz|2 + C

ω3
0

B2

∫
ρ|z|2.

We complete the proof of the claim using (21).
Now, using Lemma 5,

∫

ω
3
2
0
|x|≥A

ρ2(|∂xv|2 + |v|2) ≤ Ce
− A

10ω0

(
‖ηA∂xv‖2 + ‖ηAv‖2

)

≤ C
ω3
0

A3

(
α−4‖ηA∂xu‖2 + ‖ηAu‖2

)
,

which implies the desired estimate. �

Estimate of J1. By (16) and then Lemma 9, we have

∣∣(ln ζB)′′
∣∣ ≤ Cω2

0

B
1[1,2](

√
ω0|x|) ≤

C

B
PB .

Thus, for B large enough (independent of α, ω0, A and ε), we have

|J1| ≤
1

100

∫
PB |z|2.

Estimate of K1. Using |χ′
A| ≤ Cω

3

2

0 A
−1 ≤ Cω

3

2

0 B
−1, |ζ ′B | ≤ Cω

3

2

0 B
−1ζB,

and Lemma 7, we estimate
∣∣∣(χAζB)′χAζBR

′
B +

(
(χAζB)′

)2
RB

∣∣∣ ≤ ω3
0

B
ρ2.
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Thus,

|K1| ≤
Cω3

0

B

∫
ρ2|v|2,

and using Lemma 10, taking B large enough (independent of α, ω0, A and ε),

|K1| ≤
1

100

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)
+
C

A

(
α−4‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2

)
.

From now on, B is fixed so that the above estimates on J1 and K1 hold.
Estimate of J2. First we recall some bounds on the functions involved in

the definition of J2. We have

|χ′
A| ≤

Cω
3

2

0

A
, |χ′′

A| ≤
Cω3

0

A2
, |χ′′′

A | ≤
Cω

9

2

0

A3

and

χ′
A(x) = χ′′

A(x) = χ′′′
A(x) = 0 if ω

3

2

0 |x| < A or if ω
3

2

0 |x| > 2A.

Moreover,

|ζB(x)| ≤ Ce−
A
B , |ζ ′B(x)| ≤ Cω

3

2

0

B
e−

A
B for ω

3

2

0 |x| > A.

Thus,

|(χ2
A)′(ζ2B)′| ≤ Cω3

0

AB
e−

A
B η2A, ((χ′

A)2 + |χ′′
AχA|)ζ2B ≤ Cω3

0

A2
e−

A
B η2A.

Using also |ΦB | ≤ CBω
− 3

2

0 , we obtain

|(χ2
A)′ΦB| ≤

CB

A
η2A, |(χ2

A)′′′ΦB| ≤
CB

A3
ω3
0η

2
A.

Therefore (recall that B has been fixed)

|J2| ≤
C

A

(
‖ηA∂xv‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAv‖2

)
.

Using Lemma 5, it follows that

|J2| ≤
C

A

(
α−4‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2 + ω0‖ρ2u‖2

)
.

Estimate of K2. Using Lemmas 7, 8 and (21), we have

|K2| ≤ ‖RB‖L∞

(∫
|∂xz|2 +

1

3

∫
z21φ

4
ω0

+

∫
z22φ

4
ω0

+

∫
|z|2|φ4ω0

− φ4ω|
)

≤ (1 + Cε)

∫ (
7

9
(∂xz1)

2 +
133

324
PBz

2
1 +

14

9
(∂xz2)

2 +
133

108
PBz

2
2

)

≤ 9

10

∫ (
2(∂xz1)2 +

1

2
PBz

2
1 + 2(∂xz2)2 +

3

2
PBz

2
2

)

for ε small enough.
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Estimate of J3 and K3. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the
bounds

|ΨA,B| ≤ CBω
− 3

2

0 ≤ Cω
− 3

2

0 , |Ψ′
A,B| ≤ C,

we have for k = 1, 2∣∣∣∣
∫

(2ΨA,B∂xvk + Ψ′
A,Bvk)Yαvk

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
(
ω
− 3

2

0 ‖ρ∂xvk‖ + ‖ρvk‖
)
‖ρ−1Yαvk‖.

We rewrite Yα as

Yα = 2αX2
α

[
2∂x · (φ4ω)′ − (φ4ω)′′

]

+ α2X2
α

[
− 4∂3x · (φ4ω)′ + 6∂2x · (φ4ω)′′ − 4∂x · (φ4ω)′′′ − 2(φ4ω)(4)

]
.

Using Lemma 1 and Lemma 3, we obtain

‖ρ−1Yαvk‖ ≤ Cα
1

2ω
5

2

0 ‖ρvk‖.
Thus,

|J3| ≤ Cα
1

2ω0

(
‖ρ∂xv‖ + ω

3

2

0 ‖ρv‖
)
‖ρv‖.

Therefore, using Lemma 10,

|J3| ≤ Cα
1

2

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)
+
C

A

(
α−4‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2

)
.

The estimate of K3 is similar and easier.
We fix α > 0 (independent of ω0, A and ε) so that

|J3| + |K3| ≤
1

100

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)
+
C

A

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2

)
.

Estimate of J4 and K4. Using Lemma 4 and Lemma 6, we have for
k = 1, 2,

‖ηAX2
αnk‖ ≤ C (‖ηA∂xmk‖ + ‖ηAmk‖) + C|ω̇|ω− 1

2

0 (‖ηA∂xu‖ + ‖ηAu‖) .

By the expression of mk, |xηA| ≤ CA and (12), (13), we obtain

‖ηA∂xmk‖ + ‖ηAmk‖ ≤ CAε‖ρ2u‖2 ≤ CAε2‖ηAu‖.
Thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 5 and (12),

∣∣∣∣
∫ (

2ΨA,B∂xvk + Ψ′
A,Bvk

)
(X2

αnk)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖ηAX2
αnk‖ (‖ηA∂xv‖ + ‖ηAv‖)

≤ CAε2 (‖ηA∂xu‖ + ‖ηAu‖)2 .

Using Lemmas 4, we have
∑

k=1,2

‖ηAX2
αrk‖ ≤ C

∑

k=1,2

(‖ηA∂xqk‖ + ‖ηAqk‖)

Moreover, by (13),
|q1| + |q2| ≤ C|u|2 ≤ Cε|u|

and so
‖ηA∂xqk‖ + ‖ηAqk‖ ≤ Cε (‖ηA∂xu‖ + ‖ηAu‖)
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Thus, as before,
∣∣∣∣
∫ (

2ΨA,B∂xvk + Ψ′
A,Bvk

)
(X2

αrk)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε (‖ηA∂xu‖ + ‖ηAu‖)2 .

Thus, for ε small (depending on A and ω0),

|J4| ≤
C

A

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2

)

The estimate of K4 is similar to the one of J4.
Estimate of J5 and K5. By |ΦB| ≤ |x|, Lemma 7 and (13), we have

|J5| + |K5| ≤ Cεω0‖ρ2z‖2.
For ε small, these terms are controlled using (21),

|J5| + |K5| ≤
1

100

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)
.

Conclusion of the proof of Proposition 3. Combining the identity (19)
with the above estimates on the error terms, we have

J̇ + K̇ ≥ 1

100

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)
(22)

− C

A

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2 + ω0‖ρ2u‖2

)
.

Moreover, we see that for any T ≥ 0, using (17),

|J (T )| + |K(T )| ≤ C
(
‖ΦB‖L∞ + ‖Φ′

B‖L∞ + ‖RB‖L∞
)

(‖∂xv‖2 + ‖v‖2)

≤ CBω
− 3

2

0 ε2 ≤ Cε.

Therefore, integrating (22) on [0, T ], we obtain

∫ T

0

∫ (
|∂xz|2 + PB |z|2

)
≤ Cε

+
C

A

∫ T

0

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2 + ω0‖ρ2u‖2

)
.

Using Lemma 10, it follows that

ω2
0

∫ T

0
‖ρv‖2 ≤ Cε+

C

A

∫ T

0

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2 + ω0‖ρ2u‖2

)
,

which completes the proof of the proposition. �

3.6. Coercivity property. Lemma 5 gives estimates of v in terms of u.
The next proposition, inspired by [24, Lemma 6], shows conversely that u
is controlled by v in the L2 norm with weight ρ2 and some loss. This result
uses the orthogonality conditions (11) on u.

Proposition 4. There exists C > 0 such that, for all t ≥ 0,

ω2
0‖ρ2u‖ ≤ C‖ρv‖.
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The proof of Proposition 4 follows from the next two lemmas.

Lemma 11. There exists C > 0 such that for any ω ∈ (0, 18 ] and g ∈ L2(R),
if

〈g, φω〉 = 〈g, xφω〉 = 0

then

‖ρ2g‖ ≤ Cω−2
0 ‖ρ(X2

αS
2L+g)‖.

Proof. Let g be as in the statement of the lemma and let h = X2
αS

2L+g.
We have

∂2x

(
L+g

φω

)
= α2h

′′′′

φω
− 2α

h′′

φω
+

h

φω
.

To simplify notation, we denote by fj functions of class C∞ whose expression
may change from line to line, and satisfying

|fj(x)| ≤ Cω− 1

2 e
√
ω|x| on R.

We also denote ∂−1
x =

∫ x

0 and ∂−2
x = ∂−1

x · ∂−1
x . We check

h′′

φω
=

(
h

φω

)′′
+ (f3h)′ + f2h,

h′′′′

φω
=

(
h

φω

)′′′′
+ (f3h)′′′ + (f2h)′′ + (f1h)′ + f0h.

Thus,

∂2x

(
L+g

φω

)
= α2

(
h

φω

)′′′′
+ α2 (f3h)′′′ + α (f2h)′′ + α (f1h)′ + f0h.

By integration and multiplication by φω, we obtain

L+g = a(ω
1

2x)φω + bφω + φω

2∑

k=−2

α⌊k+3

2
⌋∂kx(fk+2h)

where a and b are integration constants. We claim that

|a| + |b| ≤ Cω− 5

4 ‖ρh‖.
To prove this, we note that 〈L+g,Λω〉 = 〈L+g, φ

′
ω〉 = 0, by L+Λω =

−ωφω, L+φ
′
ω = 0 and 〈g, φω〉 = 0. Moreover, 〈Λω, xφω〉 = 0 by parity.

Taking the scalar product of the above expression of L+g by Λω, we have

|b| ≤ C

|〈φω,Λω〉|

2∑

k=−2

α⌊k+3

2
⌋|〈φωΛω, ∂

k
x(fk+2h)〉|.

We recall from Lemma 1 that |〈φω,Λω〉| ≥ Cω
1

2 . For k = 0, we have by

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, |〈φωΛω, f2h〉| ≤ Cω
1

4 ‖ρh‖. For k = 1, 2,
integrating by parts,

|〈φωΛω, ∂
k
x(fk+2h)〉| = |〈∂kx(φωΛω), fk+2h〉| ≤ Cω

k
2
+ 1

4 ‖ρh‖.
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For k = −1, we have
∣∣∣∣φωΛω

∫ x

0
f1h

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cω
1

2ρ

∫ x

0
ρ2|h| ≤ Cω

1

4 ρ‖ρh‖,

and so |〈φωΛω, ∂
−1
x (f1h)〉| ≤ Cω

− 1

4

0 ‖ρh‖. Last, for k = −2, we have
∣∣∣∣φωΛω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0
f0h

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cω
1

2 ρ

∫ x

0
ρ

∫ y

0
ρ2|h| ≤ Cω− 1

4 ρ‖ρh‖,

and so |〈φωΛω, ∂
−2
x (f0h)〉| ≤ Cω− 3

4‖ρh‖. Thus, |b| ≤ Cω− 5

4 ‖ρh‖. The proof
of the estimate for a is similar.

Recall the notation I+ from §2.4. We have g = I+[L+g] + cφ′ω where c is
a constant. In particular, we obtain

g = aI+[(ω
1

2x)φω] + bI+[φω] +

2∑

k=−2

α⌊k+3

2
⌋I+[φω∂

k
x(fk+2h)] + cφ′ω.

We estimate each term above for x ≥ 0. We check easily that

|I+[(ω
1

2x)φω]| + |I+[φω]| ≤ Cω− 1

2

and so |aI+[(ω
1

2x)φω]| + |bI+[φω]| ≤ Cω− 7

4‖ρh‖. Next, for k = 0, we have

I+[φωf2h] = −φ′ω
∫ x

0
Gφωf2h−G

∫ ∞

x

φ′ωφωf2h.

Thus,

|I+[φωf2h]| ≤ Cω− 1

2 e−
√
ωx

∫ x

0
e
√
ωy|h| + Cω− 1

2 e
√
ωx

∫ ∞

x

e−
√
ωy|h|

≤ Cω− 1

2 ρ−
3

2

∫ ∞

0
ρ

3

2 |h| ≤ Cω− 3

4 ρ−
3

2‖ρh‖.

For k = 1, by integration by parts,

I+[φω∂x(f3h)] = −φ′ω
∫ x

0
Gφω∂x(f3h) −G

∫ ∞

x

φ′ωφω∂x(f3h)

= φ′ω

∫ x

0
(Gφω)′f3h+G

∫ ∞

x

(φ′ωφω)′f3h+ c3φ
′
ω

where c3 = G(0)φω(0)f3(0)h(0). Proceeding as before, we obtain

|I+[φω∂x(f3h)] − c3φ
′
ω| ≤ Cρ−

3

2ω− 1

4 ‖ρh‖.
For k = 2, by integration by parts and using φ′′ωG− φ′ωG

′ = 1, we compute

I+[φω∂
2
x(f4h)] = −φ′ω

∫ x

0
Gφω∂

2
x(f4h) −G

∫ ∞

x

φ′ωφω∂
2
x(f4h)

= −φωf4h− φ′ω

∫ x

0
(Gφω)′′f4h−G

∫ ∞

x

(φ′ωφω)′′f4h+ c4φ
′
ω
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where c4 = −G(0)φω(0)(f4h)′(0) + (Gφω)′(0)f4(0)h(0). Proceeding as be-
fore, we obtain for x ≥ 0,

|I+[φω∂
2
x(f4h)] − c4φ

′
ω| ≤ C|h| + ρ−

3

2ω
1

4‖ρh‖.
For k = −1, we have

I+[φω∂
−1
x (f1h)] = −φ′ω

∫ x

0
Gφω

∫ y

0
(f1h) dy −G

∫ ∞

x

φ′ωφω

∫ y

0
(f1h) dy.

Thus,

|I+[φω∂
−1
x (f1h)]| ≤ Cω− 1

2ρ−
3

2

∫ ∞

0
ρ

1

4

∫ y

0
ρ

5

4 |h|dy ≤ Cω− 5

4 ρ−
3

2‖ρh‖.

Proceeding similarly,

|I+[φω∂
−2
x (f0h)]| ≤ Cω− 7

4 ρ−
3

2 ‖ρh‖.
We have just proved that for x ≥ 0

|g − c̃φ′ω| ≤ C|h| + ω− 7

4 ρ−
3

2‖ρh‖
where c̃ = c + c3 + c4 . This estimate also holds for x ≤ 0 with the same
constant c̃. Taking the scalar product by xφω and using 〈g, xφω〉 = 0, we
obtain

|c̃| ≤ Cω−2‖φω‖−2‖ρh‖ ≤ Cω− 11

4 ‖ρh‖.
Therefore,

|g| ≤ C|g − c̃φ′ω| + C|c̃||φ′ω| ≤ C|h| + Cω− 7

4ρ−
3

2 ‖ρh‖.
Multiplying by ρ2 and taking the L2 norm, we obtain the result. �

Lemma 12. There exists C > 0 such that for any ω ∈ (0, 18 ] and g ∈ L2(R),
if

〈g,Λω〉 = 〈g, φ′ω〉 = 0

then

‖ρ2g‖ ≤ Cω−2
0 ‖ρ(X2

αM−S
2g)‖.

Proof. Let g be as in the statement of the lemma and let h = X2
αM−S2g.

We have

M−S
2g = h− 2αh′′ + α2h′′′′

and so using the notation J− from §2.4,

∂2x

(
g

φω

)
=

1

φω

(
J− [h] − 2αJ−

[
h′′

]
+ α2J−

[
h′′′′

])
.

By integration, we obtain

g = a1(ω
1

2x)φω + b1φω + φω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

1

φω
J− [h]

− 2αφω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

1

φω
J−

[
h′′

]
+ α2φω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

1

φω
J−

[
h′′′′

]
.
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First, we note that

|J−[h]| ≤ Cω− 1

2ρ−
3

2

∫
ρ

3

2 |h| ≤ Cω− 3

4ρ−
3

2 ‖ρh‖.

For x ≥ 0,

φω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

1

φω
|J−[h]| ≤ Cω− 3

4‖ρh‖ρ3
∫ x

0

∫ y

0
ρ−

3

2 ≤ Cω− 7

4ρ−
3

2‖ρh‖.

For the term with h′′, we use integration by parts and H1H
′
2 −H ′

1H2 = 1,

J−[h′′] = −h+H1

∫ x

−∞
H ′′

2h+H2

∫ ∞

x

H ′′
1h

Thus,

|J−[h′′]| ≤ C|h| + Cω
1

4 ρ−
3

2 ‖ρh‖

and for x ≥ 0,

φω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

1

φω
|J−[h′′]| ≤ Cω− 3

4ρ−
3

2 ‖ρh‖.

We continue with the term involving h′′′′, integrating by parts and using the
relation H ′′

1H2 −H1H
′′
2 = 0,

J−[h′′′′] = h′′ + (H ′
1H

′′
2 −H ′′

1H
′
2)h+H1

∫ x

−∞
H ′′′′

2 h+H2

∫ ∞

x

H ′′′′
1 h.

For the last three terms in the right hand side, we proceed as before. For
the first term, we further compute by integration by parts

φω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

h′′

φω
= a2(ω

1

2x)φω + b2φω + h+ 2φω

∫ x

0

hφ′ω
φ2ω

+ φω

∫ x

0

∫ y

0
h

(
ω

φω
− 1

3
φ3ω

)

where we have used φ′′ωφω−2(φ′ω)2 = −ωφ2ω+ 1
3φ

6
ω (from (9)) and we proceed

as before. We obtain, for a = a1 + a2 and b = b1 + b2, for x ≥ 0

|g − a(ω
1

2x)φω − bφω| ≤ C|h| + Cω− 7

4 ρ−
3

2‖ρh‖.

This estimate is also true for x ≤ 0 with the same constants a and b. Using
the orthogonality relations (g,Λω) = (g, φ′ω) = 0 to estimate a and b, we
complete the proof as the one of Lemma 11. �
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3.7. End of the proof of Theorem 1. Using first Proposition 4, then
Proposition 3 and last Proposition 2, we obtain, for all T > 0,

ω6
0

∫ T

0
‖ρ2u‖2 dt ≤ Cω2

0

∫ T

0
‖ρv‖2 dt

≤ Cε+
C

A

∫ T

0

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 +

ω3
0

A2
‖ηAu‖2 + ω0‖ρ2u‖2

)
dt

≤ Cε+
Cω0

A

∫ T

0
‖ρ2u‖2 dt.

Thus, for A large enough, independent of ε, but dependent on ω0,

ω0

∫ T

0
‖ρ2u‖2 dt ≤ Cεω−5

0 .

Now, A is fixed to such value. Using again Proposition 2, and passing to
the limit T → ∞, we obtain

∫ ∞

0

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 + ω3

0‖ηAu‖2 + ω0‖ρ2u‖2
)

dt ≤ Cεω−5
0 .

From the equation (14) of u, we compute

d

dt

∫
|u|2ρ4 =

∫
(u1(∂xu2) − (∂xu1)u2)(ρ

4)′ +

∫
(2φ2ω − 4φ4ω)u1u2ρ

4

+

∫
(θ2u1 +m2u1 − q2u1 − θ1u2 −m1u2 + q1u2)ρ4.

Thus, using |ρ′| ≤ Cρ, ‖u‖L∞ ≤ C and (12), we obtain

(23)

∣∣∣∣
d

dt

∫
|u|2ρ4

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫
ρ4

(
|∂xu|2 + |u|2

)
.

Since
∫∞
0 ‖ρ2u‖2 dt <∞, there exists a sequence tn → +∞ such that

lim
n→+∞

‖ρ2u(tn)‖ = 0.

Let t ≥ 0 and n be such that tn > t. Integrating (23) on (t, tn), we obtain

‖ρ2u(t)‖2 ≤ ‖ρ2u(tn)‖2 + C

∫ tn

0

(
‖ρ2∂xu‖2 + ‖ρ2u‖2

)
dt′.

Passing to the limit n→ +∞,

‖ρ2u(t)‖2 ≤ C

∫ ∞

t

(
‖ρ2∂xu‖2 + ‖ρ2u‖2

)
dt′.

Since
∫∞
0

(
‖ρ2∂xu‖2 + ‖ρ2u‖2

)
dt ≤

∫∞
0

(
‖ηA∂xu‖2 + ‖ηAu‖2

)
dt < ∞, we

have

lim
t→+∞

∫ ∞

t

(
‖ρ2∂xu‖2 + ‖ρ2u‖2

)
dt′ = 0

and thus

lim
t→+∞

‖ρ2u(t)‖ = 0.
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For any x, y ∈ R, write

ρ2(x)|u(t, x)|2 = ρ2(y)|u(t, y)|2 +

∫ y

x

[
2ℜ{ū(t)∂xu(t)} ρ2 + |u(t)|2(ρ2)′

]

so that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

ρ2(x)|u(t, x)|2 ≤ ρ2(y)|u(t, y)|2 + C‖u(t)‖H1(R)‖ρ2u(t)‖
Integrating for y ∈ [0, 1] and then using (13), we obtain

ρ2(x)|u(t, x)|2 ≤ C‖u(t)‖H1(R)‖ρ2u(t)‖ ≤ Cε‖ρ2u(t)‖.
Thus,

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

{ρ(x)|u(t, x)|} = 0.

By (12), we have |β̇| + |ω̇| ≤ C‖ρ2u‖2. From
∫∞
0 ‖ρ2u‖2 dt < ∞, it follows

that both β(t) and ω(t) have finite limits as t → +∞, denoted respectively
by β+ and ω+. By (13), we infer that |β+| + |ω+ − ω0| ≤ Cε. Last, by (10)
and the triangle inequality, we have
∣∣ψ(t, x+σ(t))−eiγ(t)eiβ+xφω+

(x)
∣∣ ≤

∣∣eiβ(t)xφω(t)(x)−eiβ+xφω+
(x)

∣∣+ |u(t, x)|.
The elementary observation

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

∣∣eiβ(t)xφω(t)(x) − eiβ+xφω+
(x)

∣∣ = 0

then completes the proof of Theorem 1.

Appendix A.

Lemma 13. There exists B0 ≥ 1 such that for any B ≥ B0, the following

is true on R,

0 ≤ y sinh(y)e
1

4B
|y| ≤ 1

3

(
1 +

1√
3

cosh(y)

)3

,(24)

|y|e 1

4B
|y| ≤ 2

3
| sinh(y)|

(
1 +

1√
3

cosh(y)

)
.(25)

Proof. First, we check the following inequality

y sinh(y) <
1

3

(
1 +

1√
3

cosh(y)

)3

.

For |y| ≤ 5
4 , we have y sinh(y) ≤ 5

4 cosh(y) and the inequality in this case is

a consequence of the fact that for any a ≥ 0, 15a < 4(1 + a/
√

3)3.
For |y| ≥ 5

4 , it is easy to check that |y| ≤ 5
4 | sinh(y)| and so y sinh(y) ≤

4
5 sinh2(y) = 4

5(cosh2(y) − 1). The inequality is then a consequence of the

fact that for a ≥ 0, 12(a2 − 1) < 5(1 + a/
√

3)3.
Second, the inequality

1.05 |y| ≤ 2

3
| sinh(y)|

(
1 +

1√
3

cosh(y)

)
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is checked easily since cosh(y) ≥ 1, | sinh(y)| ≥ |y| and 2
3 (1+ 1√

3
) > 1.05. The

existence of B0 such that (24) and (25) hold for B = B0 then follows from
standard arguments. Last, (24) and (25) are also true for any B ≥ B0. �
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[24] M. Kowalczyk, Y. Martel and C. Muñoz, Soliton dynamics for the 1D NLKG equation
with symmetry and in the absence of internal modes, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (2021).
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