arXiv:2110.01492v1 [math.AP] 4 Oct 2021

ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY OF SOLITARY WAVES FOR
THE 1D CUBIC-QUINTIC SCHRODINGER EQUATION
WITH NO INTERNAL MODE

YVAN MARTEL

ABSTRACT. For the Schrodinger 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 Schrodinger equation with
focusing cubic and defocusing quintic nonlinearities

(1) 100 + 020 + [Y|*¢ — [ =0, (t,z) e RxR.

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

(Mass) Mig] = [ 0P da
(Momentum) Py =S / Y0, dz
(Energy) elul = [ (3100 - it + Zlut® Jas,

We recall the Galilean transform, translation and phase invariances of (II):
if 1(t, x) is a solution then, for any (3,0,v € R, the function
(2) Wt 2) = P G(t, 2 — 28t — o)
is also a solution.
It follows from well-known arguments (see e.g. [1]) that for any w € (0, ),
there exists a unique positive even solution ¢, € H*(R) of the equation
3) b, — ¢ =whs, TER,
whereas for w > 18, there exists no solution of () in H'(R)\ {0}. Moreover,

for w € (0, £), the solution is actually explicit (see e.g. [5], [36], [38] and [44]
Chapter 5])

4w / 16
w = h w=1/1-Fw.
Pu() \/1 + a,, cosh(2y/wx) where @ 3%
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For any w € (0, ), the function ¢(t,z) = e“!¢,(z) is a standing wave
solution of ([Il). The invariances (2) generate a family of traveling waves, of
the form
¢(t, :E) _ ei(ﬁx—52t+wt+v) @w(l‘ — 28t — 0)

for 8,0,7v € R. The stability of these solutions by perturbation of the initial
data in the energy space H!(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 wy € (0, <) and any e > 0, there

exists & > 0 with the following property: if 1o € H*(R), ||1o —buollEr ) <6
and v is the solution of () with 1(0) = 1y, then
(4) sup inf [t - + 0) — €V buy |l i) < &
teR (v,0)€R?
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 wy € (0, %], there exists 6 > 0 with the following

property: if o € H'(R), |0 — duollmrr) < 6 and ¢ is the solution of ()
with 1(0) = vy, then there exist B4 € R and wy € (0, 3) such that for any
bounded interval I of R

©  Jm i splutna o) oo, ()] <o

Remark 1. The orbital stability property (@) means that the solution stays
for all time close to the family of solitary waves and more precisely close to
the initial solitary wave ¢,,,, up to phase and translation. In particular, in ()
one can replace ¢, by eP?¢,, for B small and w close to wy. In contrast,
the asymptotic stability property (B) says that as t — 400, the solution
converges locally in space to a final asymptotic soliton, characterized by [+
and w4, up to phase and translation. As a consequence, the values of [
and wy such that (B) holds are unique and depend in an intricate way of
the initial data. By the time reversibility of equation (II), the same holds as
t — —oo, with possibly different parameters 5_ and w_. From the orbital
stability, it follows in the context of Theorem [l that |54| and |wy — wy| are
arbitrarily small for |90 — ¢, || g1 () small.

The asymptotic stability property (Bl 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 C! time
dependent functions (8,0,v,w) : [0,00) — R3 x (0, =) with lims, § = £,

116
limy, w = wy, such that the function u defined by

(6) u(t,z) = e W POTY(t 1+ 5(t)) — gy (2)

satisfies for some constant ¢y > 0,

| [ (ot + futt. o)) dade < .
0 R
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Therefore, there exists a sequence t, — 400 such that for any compact
interval I, lim, fl |0zu(ty, x)|? dz = 0. The convergence as t — 400 is
conjectured, but we do not pursue this issue here. Recall that in general
the global norm [|u(t)|| g1 (r) does not converge to zero since by the stability
result and the time reversibility of the equation, this would imply that 1) is
exactly a solitary wave. From the proof, one also shows that lim,, & = 254
and limy, 4 = ﬁf_ + w4

For H'(R) perturbations, it is unlikely that more can be said in general
about the decay rate of u(t) and the asymptotic behaviors of o and . 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 (8o, o9, 70, wo) € R? x (0, %], the result of Theorem [ holds

for initial data sufficiently close to e"0e?0%¢ (2 — ) for any By, 00,70 € R.

Remark 3. Tt would simplify the proof to show Theorem [ only for small
values of wy, instead of considering the explicit range (0, %] The value %
is chosen for its simplicity and it is not sharp in our approach. However, a
proof for the full range (0, 1%) would certainly require additional arguments

because of the specific behavior in the limit wg 1 %.

For the integrable one-dimensional focusing cubic Schrodinger equation
(7) i) + 830 + [Y*¢ = 0,

the Inverse Scattering Transform theory was successfully applied in [15] to
prove the asymptotic stability of solitons in L? 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 H'(R) as stated in Theorem [ 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 by = by = 1, & = & =0, 1 = %, n =4 <1
gives an explicit periodic solution of ([7) with a two soliton structure, which
is arbitrarily close in H'(R) to the soliton v/2sech(z) when 7, parameter
related to the size of the small soliton, is small. In the limit wy small,
Theorem [1l shows that asymptotic stability of solitary waves in the energy
space holds for models perturbative of (l). 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], [I7] for a description of the long time behavior of solutions
of the defocusing cubic Schrodinger equation and some of its perturbations.
Several articles are concerned with the one-dimensional cubic Schrédinger
equation with a potential, see the most recent ones [9, 10, 14} [19] B33, [34]
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and their references. More generally, there is a vast literature about the
asymptotic stability of waves for nonlinear Schrodinger 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 Schrédinger equation with power nonlinearity |u[P~!u
with p # 3 close to 3, the existence of internal modes bifurcating from the
resonance for p = 3 is proved in [II] (see [§] for the case of p close to 5).
For the Schrédinger equation 01 + 021 + [1h|? + [|*1h = 0, with focusing
cubic-quintic nonlinearity, the existence of internal modes is shown in [38]. Tt
is also shown there that for equation (), there does not exist internal mode.
This observation and the proximity of model () 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 [I] 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 [§] (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 Schrodinger equation with a real potential, the
article [I4] 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 Schrédinger 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 = uy + iug, ui,uo € R. The letters g and h denote real-valued
functions. The Fourier transform of a function w is denoted by w. For o > 0,
set

S w(§)

Xo=1—-ad)™ de Xow(é)= 7o for ¢ € R and w € L*(R).
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Denote (u,v) = R [wvdz and ||u| = \/(u, u). Last, we denote

ult ul®
fu) = |ufu—|u[*u, F(u) = T 6

In this paper, C' denotes various positive constants which do not depend on

the parameters wy, €, o, A and B, except when such parameters (like B

and « at the end of the proof of Proposition [) are eventually fixed.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Thierry Cazenave,
Scipio Cuccagna, Philippe Gravejat and Pierre Raphagl for early discussions
on the asymptotic stability problem for nonlinear Schrédinger equations.
The collaboration with Michat Kowalczyk, Claudio Munoz 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 ¢, and A, = w%.
Lemma 1. For any k > 0, there exists C, > 0 such that for any w € (0, %]
and any x € R,

6(@)] < Gy FeVal, AB(@)] < e (1+ vislal) eVl
Moreover, there exists ¢ > 0 such that (¢, A,) > c\/w.

Proof. The bounds follow from the explicit expressions of ¢, and A,. The
restriction w € (0, %] implies a,, > 1/4/3 and so it allows us to obtain
constants C}, independent of w.

By change of variable, we compute ||¢y[|* = 2y/w [(1 + a, cosh(y)) ™" dy.
The lower bound on (¢, A,) = %wa%|]¢w|]2 follows from the observation
that the map w € (0, 1—%) — ay, is decreasing. The fact that (¢,, A,) > 0 is
related to orbital stability ([18], 20, 36, [43]). O

2.2. Spectral properties. The linearization of (1) around ¢,, involves the
operators (see e.g. [8,142])

Li=-8+w—3¢2+5¢L and L_=-0>+w—¢>+ o5

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 ¢/,. Differentiating
the equation of ¢, with respect to w, we obtain Ly A, = —wa¢,,. Last, L_ >0
and its kernel is generated by ¢,,.

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

1 1
L R
. o, ¢

1
M+:—a§+w—§¢§,, M_=-0?+w+d¢r.

S=¢u- 0y
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The above definitions of S and S* mean that for a function g, Sg = ¢w(¢%)/
and §*g = — X (gd..).
Lemma 2. For any w € (0, ), S?’LyL_ = M, M_S?.

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

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 z(¢2)" <0
on R) while the potentials of Ly 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 w (see the proof of Proposition [
and in particular, the definition of the functional ).

The intuition that S? can be factorized at the left of the operator S2L, L_
comes from the relations

L ¢y=0, Lyl (2¢y)=Li(xL ¢, —24],) = 2L, ¢, =0,
(8) S¢, =0 and S*(z¢,) = Sh, =0.

The identity of Lemma [2] is general and not specific to the nonlinearity
in (I). For example, in the case of the integrable equation (), one obtains
M, = M_ = —0? + w. 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 [§] (with a slight change
of notation) the general formula

(0 = R)(0; = Vi) (s + R) = (9 + R)(0; = V-)(92 — R)
where

i

Vi _ R i3r 4+ 2
R
We set R = i—z Using the identities

1 1
(9) ¢¢/,.,; = W¢w - ¢S’J + @i and (@;)2 = WQSE; _ §¢o4.; + §¢g
we compute
R/

' 2 8 4
- _¢w+§¢w7

1 1 1 2
2 T2 — 4 I T 42 < 4
R =w 2¢w+ 3¢w7 R 2¢w+ 3¢w7 R

and thus
Vi=w-302 +5¢1, V. =w+ ¢l
Observing that
0,—R=S, 0,+R=-5" L+:_63+V+7 M—:_ag“'v—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 ([@). Thus,
composing SL;S* = S*M_S by S on the left and on the right yields the
identity S?L, L_ = M, M_S>. O
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 LyG = 0 such

that ¢ G — ¢,G' = 1 on R. We check that |G®)(z)| < Crw' T V&Il for
constants C > 0. For any bounded continuous function W, define

-l (@) [ GW = G(z) [ gL,W  for x>0
TelWl=) = {¢;<x> PEW +G) [* g W forw <0

Note that if (W, ¢[,) =0, then we have — [ ¢/ W = [*_ ¢[,W so that the
two expressions coincide at x = 0 and provide a solution to L, U = W.
Last, denote by Hy and Hs two solutions of M_H; = M_ Hy = 0 satisfying

IHP (2)] < Cro~iT2e Ve |HP) ()] < Crwmi T2 eV

for Cy, > 0 and H1H), — H{Hs = 1 on R. Two such independent solutions
exist because M_ > 0 and so the equation M_U = 0 does not have an H'
solution. For any bounded continuous function W, define

J_[W](z) = Hi(z) / HoW + Hy(x) / HW.
This formula defines a solution to M_U = W.

3. ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY

3.1. Modulation. We fix wy € (0, ) and an initial data ¢y € H'(R) close
t0 Pu,- By Proposition [Il the global solution ¢ of () is close to the family
of solitary waves for all time. It is standard to decompose 1) as

(10) D(t,y) = POU= OO [ ) (y — () + ult,y — o(1))]

(see also the equivalent formulation (@) in the Introduction) where the time-
dependent functions /3, ¢, v and w are of class C' and uniquely fixed so that,
for all t > 0, the following orthogonality relations hold

(11) (U, du) = (u, vdy) = (u,iAy) = <U,1¢4/u> = 0.

This specific choice of orthogonality relations is known to yield quadratic

estimates for the time derivative of the modulation parameters, for all ¢ > 0,

(12) 181 + %] +Vw|o — 28| + |¥ — w — 82| < CVw| sech(vwz /2)ul?.
Jw  w

See [42, (i) of Proposition 2.4] and e.g. [35] proof of Lemma 12]. Moreover,

for £ > 0 small, we can formulate the orbital stability result of Proposition [II

as follows, for all ¢ > 0,

(13) 10zull + [lull + 18] + |w — wo| <e.
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Using the equation of ¢, we check that u = w1 + iug satisfies

(14) Oyu1 = L_ug + 05 +mg — g
Oug = —Liu; — 01 —mi +q
where
01 = By + (¥ —w — B)du
by = —= A+ (6 — 28),
mi = Baur + (¥ —w — B2)ur — (6 — 28)0pun
ma = Brug + (¥ —w — Hug + (6 — 28)dpuy
and

q1 = §R{f(qbw + ’LL) - f(¢w) - f/(¢w)u1}

= {ston - EE).

3.2. Outline of the proof of Theorem [l The proof of Theorem [ relies
on two localized virial estimates. By localized, we mean that the functionals
make sense for H!(R) functions, by truncating the function z 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 (I4]).
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 p related to the
spatial decay of ¢,,. See Proposition 21

The second virial estimate is performed on the transformed function v,
whose definition originates from the identity in Lemma Pl See §3.4 for
the definition of v and Proposition Bl The equation (I8]) 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 «, independently of wg, € and A.

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

Gathering the estimates of Propositions 2], Bl and 4] adjusting the choice
of A > 1 and taking € > 0 small enough, we complete the proof of Theorem [II

in §3.71

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

x=1on[0,1], x =0 o0n [2,4+00), X' <0 on [0,+00).
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For K > 0, define

) = (L2} ule) = seen (20

wWo\/Wo z

Cile) = exp (~“EPLal(1 = (G2 ) . @lo) = [kl o
0

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

Uap=x4p.

Technically, in the definitions of xx, nx and (x, the multiplicative factor

woy/wo/K will allow us to choose a parameter B large enough independent

of wp in the proof of Proposition B

Last, we introduce a weight function, related to the solitary wave ¢,

o(z) = sech<\g—°"_0°x>.

Since |w — wp| < e by (@), for ¢ < £, we have £ < w < 2wy, which allows
by Lemma [l to control ¢,,, A, and their derivatives in terms of powers of p.

Proposition 2. There exists C > 0 such that for € > 0 small enough, for
any T > 0,

T 3 T
/0 <H77A8xu|]2 + %Hmw\\z) dt < Ce + Cwo/o | p?u||? dt.
Proof. Define
I = /ul (2<I>A8qu + <I>/Au2) and w = (qu.
We claim, for all ¢ > 0,
(15) 1> [|0suf? - Cunllgul”
From the equation (I4)) of (u1,u2) and [ (28 40,uy + ®'yuk) ug =0,

T-— Y / (20 Dy + Plyuug) O

k=1,2

_ g}g{/ (28 40,7 + P47) (f (b +u) — f(%))}

+ Z / (2<I>A8xuk + <I>/Auk) (Hk + mk)
k=1,2

Integrating by parts (see e.g. [24, Lemma 1]), for k = 1,2, we compute
—/ (2(I>A8xuk + <I>/Auk) Qiuk = 2/(8xwk)2 + /(ln CA)//U)]%
where

O.)2
(InCa)” = = (Veulz|x"(vVioz) + 2X (Vior) sen(x))
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and so (here 1(; o) denotes the indicator function of the interval [1,2])

(16) mca)'| < €981, (yamlal) < St )

Thus,

C
— / (2@ A0, up, + ®'yuy) O2uy, > 2/(8xwk)2 — Zw8|]p2wk”2.

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

890 (F(¢w + u) - F(¢w) - f(¢w)u) = %{(89671)(]0(@0 + u) - f(¢w))}
+ R {6 (f (b +u) = f(¢w) = f'(du)u) }

and so by integration by parts, we decompose
—wf [ (oadui+ @) (6. + ) - 00
—2 [ @R {F (6 +ul) — F(6.) — f(6u)u)
) / AR {0, (f (1) — F(b0) — [(bu)u)}
- [OUR(a(F 0wt 0) = S0} = B+ Bt I

To estimate I, Is and I3, we use the following observations
0<®y(z)=C(i<1, |Pa(@)<|z[ onR,
and so (the estimate below is not optimal in terms of power of p)
(@) ] < Val|sech (vior) < Cpl(a).
Moreover, by Lemma [I],
[ullee < Cllull gy < Ce < Cuwp.
Thus,

nj<c / ¢ (B3 Jul? + Jul") < Cwo / Puf? + C / Glul',
L] < Cya / 1B Al (dulul® + Ju) < Cuo / lul?,
L < C / ¢ (SR Jul? + [uf*) < Cwo / Pl +C / lul’.

Using the following 1nequahty from [24, Claim 1]

CA2 2
/ lult < —Hu|rLoo / Opu]? < / 1Os0

CA%2
||+ || + | 13| < Cwo/p4]u\2 + wgg /\39511)’2-
0

we obtain
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Next, by integration by parts and then using (I2), for £ = 1,2,

‘ R

= ‘/uk (2<I>A8x9k + (I>/A€k)

< lullze~ / (1]10204] + 0k]) < Cellp*ul|® < Cwollp®ul]?.
For the last term in the expression of Z, we integrate by parts
— /(Q@Aaxul +(I>f4u1)m1 = ,8 / @Au%—k(d—Qﬂ) /(2<I>A8xu1 —|—<I>/Au1)8xu2.

Combining this identity with its analogue for [(2®40,us + ®'yuz)ma, we
obtain

— /(2CI>A8xu1 + <I>£4u1)m1 — /(2<I>A8xu2 + @i4u2)m2
_ B/<I>A|u|2 Fo— 2ﬁ)/q>§4(uﬁxu1 — unOyu).

_3
Thus, using [[®allr= + [[z®)yl|ze < CAwy ?, |®Y] < 1, |lullgi@w < Ce

and (I2)),

CA
< =l p*ul®.

2
wq

Z /(2<I>Aamuk + @'y ug)my

k=1,2

Gathering these estimates, we have proved

) A2:2 A2
IZZ(l—C £ >/|8mw|2—0<w0—|— €1>||,02u||2

3
W, 2
0 wp

Taking € small such that

C A2:2

3
wo

(17)

1
<_7
-2

the estimate (I5]) is proved.
Now, for any 7" > 0, using the above estimates for ®4 and (I3), we
estimate

CA
IZ(T)] < (19allzee + 190l zoe ) lullFr g < —%&72 <Ce.
0]

Therefore, integrating on [0, 7], we obtain

T T
/ /]Z?waQ < C€+Cw0/ || p%ul?.
0 0

Now, we use the elementary inequality (see e.g. [24, Lemma 4])

C A2 CA
/TIA!w!2 < — /\awaQ + —/p4\w\2,
wo wo
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3 T 2 T
“wo 212 Cwy 2,112
D[ e oo S [t

Last, recalling w = (4u, by integration by parts,

[ Glowul? = [ chionl ~ [ GichiuP ~2 [ Gic?lul

and so using 14 < ¢4 < Ona and ¢4+ IC412 < CwA=2Ca,

C 3
[t < [+ S50 [,

which is sufficient to complete the proof. O

which implies

3.4. Transformed problem. For a > 0 small to be fixed, we introduce
the function v = vy + ive defined by

= XiM_S2u2 and vy = —XiSzLJrul.

By direct computations, using

1
5 =07 -2 “a ¥
9. m T 3%
and the identities (@), we have
! 4 14
M_SQ:—0§+203-¢—w.ax+§ax-¢3-ax+ < % ¢—w——¢w¢w> 0,

10 7
+w? + 6wy, — o + S0
3 3
and

/
S?L, = -9 4207 % Oy + Oy - <—¢3, + %@‘i) - Oy

+ ( 2w _ o + 14¢S:¢>;> 0,

P
134

+ w? — 3wl + 301 + —wdl — 3845 + 25¢°.

For future use, we introduce
N d, — ¢ A 16
_=9297 (Y W) g+ 0, (ALDD) - Oy
Q=202 (R )a+3a<¢w>a
N o, — ¢/ A,
+|: ¢w_2w< wqb 2¢w ) (3¢2 w¢w+¢3A/)
Y o
+ 2w? + 6wl + 24w, B2 — %Ami - §AW¢Z,
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and

A/ o — ,Aw 32
Q-i— = 283 . <%¢—2%> : a:c + 895 : <_2Aw¢w + ?Aw(bcgu) : 896

¢w (A:u(ﬁw - ¢;Aw>:|
+ LW g (e _Tw @),
5
+ (=208, — 20,AL, + 420,02 8L, + 14¢3 AL) -0
4 2w? — 3w?, — 6wA LB, + 12A,¢2 + ¢4 + @ WAL
— 228A,¢%, + 200A, ¢,

Note that the operators Q_ and Q. are obtained from M_S? and S?L.
by differentiation with respect to w. Their exact expressions are not so
important, only their specific structures (similar to the ones of M_S? and
S2L.) are used in the proof of Lemma

We recall some technical estimates from [25].

Lemma 3. There exists C > 0 such that for any a > 0 small and h € L*(R)
1Xahl < [, 0. X)) < a”3 Al
lpXahll < ClXalphlll, o™ Xalohlll < CllXahll,
maXohll < ClXafnahlll, Iy’ Xa[nahl| < CllXahl,
o™ Xad2[ph]l| < Ca™ |1, lp™" Xade[oh]]| < Ca™2 ],
InaXadZh| < Co™ Inahll, [naXadsh] < Co™2|nahl].

Proof. These estimates follow directly from [25] Lemma 4.7] (see also [24],
Lemma 5]) except the last two lines. We prove the estimates |94 X,02h]|
and ||naXa0zhl. First,

174 Xa02R] < || Xa[nadn]].
Using nad2h = 82(nah) — 20,(n'yh) + 0’4k and |n'y| + 74| < Cn, we have
| Xa[nad2h]| < &~ [nahl| + 2072 n4hl| + [4hl < Ca™ [nah].

Similarly,

| Xa[naduhll| < 1 Xal0u(nah)]| + | Xalah]| < Ca2 [nabl|.
The estimates on ||p~' X,02[ph]||, ||p~! Xa0z[ph]|| are proved similarly. O
Lemma 4. There exists C > 0 such that for any o > 0 small and g € H*(R)

InaX2M_S%g|l + [naX2S2Ly gl < C(a™ 2 [nadegll + willnagl),

1040 X2M_Sg| + [na0s X2S*Ligl < C(a~Inadugll + wi I7%l).
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Proof. We prove the two estimates for X2M_S2g. The proof for X2S?L, g
is identical. By Lemma [3],

_3 _
Ina X309l < Ca™2[nadgll,  1naX3059] < Ca?[n.40:9]l-

By Lemma [3] and ]i—f[ < Cyfwg < C (see (@), we have
le
bo
¢/
bo

H??AXiai :

ﬁxg‘ < CaYnaduyl,

_3
| < Ca”R nadagl)

[nax2ol- 22 o.g

Similarly,

_1
1NaX20s - &5, - Oagll < Ca2|nabyyl,
[naX202- L, - Ougl < Ca™t|nadugl,

and

(st
Pu
(st
0.

a2 (2% + %¢g¢;) Bug| < Cllnadegl)

AR

HnAXi(%:( ‘ < Ca” 2 |nadug

Moreover,
2( 2 4 106 T g 2
43 (w2 + 6wt — =08 + 565 )g|| < Culnagl
Last, we observe that
10 7 10 7
Oy [(wz + 6wl — E(ﬁg + §¢§’> g] = <w2 + 6way, — 3@?} + g@ﬁ) 029
56
4—<24w¢i——20¢2—k?;¢1>¢tg.
As before,
10 7
2(, 2 4 Y6 (3
142 (w? + 6wl — 08 + 365 ) 0ug
and since |¢/,| < Cp?,
56 I
[ax3 (242 — 2067 + 261 ) | < Ci ol

This completes the proof of Lemma [4l O

| < Clinadugl

Applying Lemma [ to us and w1, we obtain the following result.
Lemma 5. There exists C > 0 such that for any o > 0 small,
_3
.40l < C (@™ [Inadpul| + willnaul),

Inadsvll < O~ [nadsul + g [lo%ull).
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Lemma 6. There exists C > 0 such that for any o > 0 small and g € H*(R)

1
N4 X2Q—g| + [naX2Q+g| < C(a™ Wi nadugl + wilnagl),
5

_s 4 5
1140: X5Q-g|l + [148: X3Q+g] < Ca™2wd 14829l + wi 199l
Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma [l U

3.5. Second virial estimate. From the equation (I4)) of u and the identity
of Lemma [2] v satisfies

{8{01 = M_vy + Y,uo + Xgng — Xgl?‘g

18
( ) Oyvg = —Miv + %Yavl — Xgnl + Xgrl

where we have used 520, = S?L, 03 = 0 (see 22 and (§)) and the notation
ny = S*Lyms + gQJrUl, ny = —M_S*my + %Q—Um

r1=S5%Liqa, 1ro=—-M_Sq,

and
Yo=X2 0L X2 — )

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 Schrédinger 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 (uq, us),
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 My and M_, a virial estimate on v
controls a weighted L? norm of v by higher order terms in w.

Proposition 3. Assume that wy € (0, %] There ezists C > 0 such that,
for B > 0 large enough, o > 0 and € > 0 small enough, for any T > 0,

o [T 2 c (7 2, W 2 2,112
& [ oot < e+ § [ (Il + SBinavt? + wnlPul? ) ar.
0 0
Proof. First, we introduce
J = /v1 (2 4, B0, 02 +\IJC47BU2) and z = xa(Bv.

By the equation (I8) of v and direct computations (see [24, Proof of Propo-
sition 2, §4.3]), we compute
5
J = / (2(893,21)2 — PBZ%) + / (2(8907:2)2 + 3PBz§) + Z Jj,
j=1
where
1®p

Py=—-—2
3¢%

(¢0)’,
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and
2
Jp = Z/(m (B)' 2,
k=1
2 1 1
5= =3 [ (GOA(CBY + (B0 + xia) ¢ + 504" @)
k=1
2
+2) /(Xi)'¢3(5mvk)2,
k=1
1
J3 = -3 / (2W 4,01 + W'y po1) Your + / (20 4,80, v2 + Vs gUa) Yov2,

2
J4 = Z/ (2\I/A,B<9ka + \IlfA,BUk) (Xgnk — Xirk)
k=1

1 [%s
3] &

Second, we set

Js = (¢uy — @) (2 — 323).

K= —/21Z2RB,

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

1
—§R/é +w0RB = gPB on R.

Using the equation (I8) of v, integrating by parts and using the equation
of Rp, we obtain

5
.3
K = 5/(2% —Z%)PB—I—ZKJ',
7j=1
where
2

K= Y0 [ o (Geatw)xacuRls + ((xacu))’ )

k=1

Ky = / ((0521)* — (0:22)%) Rp —/ <%z% + zg) #:Rp

1
K3 = —/ <§(Yoﬂf1)?f1 + (Yav?)W) X124C]23RB’

2

Ky = Z(—l)k_l /(Xink - Xirk)vkxiQ%RB,
k=1

Ks = (w— wo)/(z% — zS)RB.
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Therefore,
. 1
(19) J+K= / <2(am21)2 + §PBZ%> +/ <2(am22)2 + gPBZ§>
5 5
+ Z Jj + Z KJ
j=1 j=1

Since Pp 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 J;
and K are controlled. Comparing the expressions Of J and J —|— K, we
observe that the functional K was used to exchange 3 s [ Ppz3 by 2 S [ Pp2?
at the cost of additional error terms.

To estimate the error terms, we need several technical estimates.

Lemma 7. For any wg € (0, %],

—_

7
—wo, [[Rpllze < —

Pg||p~
|Pallze < <L

ot

Moreover,

0 < P(x) < CwodZ,, 0<Rp(r) <O |Rp(r)| < Cvwe?, onR.

Proof. Using |®p| < |x| and (p(z) > o~ 25 Clal > e_\é_?m’ we have
1
(20) 0< Pp(x) < g\x!e i le’(¢4 )l
Note that
16w3 _1
Bluy = : o (D) = —augwy * 6, sinh(2y/woz).
’ (1 + aqy, cosh(2, /wox))2 ° 0o T

Moreover, wy < % implies a,, > =

By the inequality (24]) proved in
Appendix A, we obtain 0 < Pp(z) < £uwlay,. For any wy € (0, 3], we
have %woawo < Qiif < 27 and thus 0 < Pp(z) < 277w0 From (IZII) and using
first B > 1, \/— < ay, < 1 and then |sinhy| < coshy and |y|e g < C'cosh(y),

we have

21/ olxle T 7 |m|]smh(21/ 0x)] <

Pg(y) <10 < CwodZ,.

- 3 « (1+\/—cosh(2\/_:17))

Next, we recall the explicit expression of Rp

3
R \/2w (y— x)P d / \/2w (z— y)P d

B 2\/2(,‘) </ 5(y) dy + 5 (y) dy
and so ||Rpl/Le < gwo_lHPBHLoo < %. Inserting 0 < Pp(x) < nge—2\/wo\w\

into the above expression of Rp, we also find 0 < Rp(z) < C’woe_Q‘/FO‘x‘
3
and |Riy(z)| < Cwg e 2vwolel, O
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Lemma 8. For any wy € (0, %] for any function h € H'(R),

/(15th2 /PBh2 +3/(h’)2.

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

3/PBh2:— z —LL)h _/<<B> ¢w0h2+2/ = Dt nh'.

Using
() o= futaes [ o [t
and
‘/ Dol hn'| < 3/ a o h2+3/(h’)2,
we obtain

1] ®%¢8

4 2 BYwo

h 34 - || 2%
/(b <+3HC§PB

We claim the following estimate
‘ P55,
CuPB || oo
which is sufficient to complete the proof. To prove the above estimate, we
/90T
recall that a,, > %, |Pp| < |z|, (g > e~ SB-, so that

Lw) /PBh2+3/(h’)2.

1
§4W0§§

B0%, _ 3|®ple%, _ 3/wo|® |92,
5P |~ Gl08,)| ~ Chawy v/ simh(2ymor)|
a5 vl
ye4B
< 6w < 4w
= lsinh(y) (1 + L cosh(y)) g
using in the last step the inequality (25]) proved in Appendix A. O
Lemma 9. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for any wo € (0, ] for any z € R,

Pp(w) > cwglpg)(veolz]).

Moreover, there exists C' > 0 such that for any h € H'(R),

(21) wg/ph2 < Ccuo/(h')2 +C/PBh2.

Proof. The function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,1] being non increasing, for x > 0,
= f(;c (% > |:E|<%(l‘) By parity |®p(z)| > |x|17]25,(x) on R. Thus,

_ 1% 2\/cu_o]aszinh(2\/w_0x)‘ ,
= 3 CB ((Z%O) - (1 + cosh(2,/wox))? =z cw01[172}(\/<70‘x’)7

where ¢ denotes positive constants. The inequality (2II) then follows from
standard arguments, see e.g. [24] Lemma 4]. O
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Last, we prove an estimate on v in terms of z, plus an error term in w.

Lemma 10. There exists C > 0 such that
[ oo+ wdjoP) < € [ (0.5 + Palaf?)

¢l 4 2 W 2
5 (o7 Imadel? + Elnaal?).

Proof. We claim

/3 P2(10,0[2 + w2o]2) < C/(]8x2]2—|—PB\z]2).
7\x\§A

3
By definition, for wg |z] < A, one has z = (pv and so (for B large)

/3 c<c [, eant<c(, o
wd |e]<A w lel<A wal<A

3 3
For wg |z| < A, using 0,z = (v + (pdyv and |(s| < Cwg B~I(p, we also
have

10,012 < CpcRluel? < Cpldy2l? + CwdB~2pCh o]’
< Cpldpz|* + Cwi B 2p2|
and so

3
W
/3 P20, gc/yaszJch—g plz|.
wE\x\SA

We complete the proof of the claim using (2I]).
Now, using Lemma [3]

__A
/3 P2(10:0 + o) < Ce™ ™ (|nadev)|? + [Inav]l?)
wg\x\ZA

3
W _
< 25 (a nadul® + Inaul?)
which implies the desired estimate. O

Estimate of J;. By (I6]) and then Lemma [0 we have

Cuw? C
|(In¢p)"| < ?01[1,2](\/WO|517|) < EPB'

Thus, for B large enough (independent of «, wy, A and ¢), we have

1
|J1| S W/PB|Z|2.

3 3 3
Estimate of K;. Using |x4| < Cwi A~ < CwgB™L, |(}| < CwE B~Y(3,
and Lemma [l we estimate

3
(xaCB) xACBRs + ((xalp))’ RB‘ < %p2.
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|K1|<—/p||2

and using Lemmal[I0 taking B large enough (independent of «, wy, A and ¢),

1 C
511 = 5 [ (0ual? + Pole?) + 5 (o sl + ).

From now on, B is fixed so that the above estimates on J; and K7 hold.
FEstimate of Jy. First we recall some bounds on the functions involved in
the definition of J5. We have

Thus,

3 9
Cuw? . Cw 3 Ccu§
|XA| é on | XAl = Agov | i = A30
and
3 3
Xa(z) =x4(z) =X (x) =0 ifwi|z| < A orif wf |z]| > 24.
Moreover,
3
Cwi 3
Ca(@)] < Ce™B,  [Cha)l < —5leB for wh o] > Al
Thus,
wd Cwd _a
O (GBI < e B, ((a)” + Ihxal)Gh < =gl Bl
A

_3
Using also |® 5| < CBw, 2, we obtain

CB CB
\(xi)’%!éjni, (X)) @5 < v won-

Therefore (recall that B has been fixed)
¢ 2, W 2
2l < 5 (Ima0ol? + S2laol?).

Using Lemma [0 it follows that

c/( _ wd
a1 < 5 (a0l + SBnavl? + ol Pul? )

Estimate of Ko. Using Lemmas [7], [§ and (21]), we have

|K2|SHRBHL«>(/ o2 + 5 [ o, / ot + | |z|2|¢i0—<z>:t|>

133 133
< — -
<(1+ C’s)/ (9(8907:1) 324PB,21 —|— (8 2)? + 108PBZ2>
9 1
<3 (2(85021)2 + §PBz% +2(9p22)? + 5PBzg>

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

_3 _3
(W5 <CBwy? <Cuwy?, |¥,p <C,
we have for k = 1,2

_3
/ (204 50,0 + Wy gon)Varr| < C (g *lpOail + llow] ) o™ Yo

We rewrite Y, as
Yo = 204X§¢ [2(% : (¢i)/ - (Qﬁi)”]
+a? X[ — 402 - (61) + 602 - (4)" — 40, - (61)" — 2(¢)™].

Using Lemma [Tl and Lemma [B] we obtain

_ 12
lp™ ! Yaue|l < Cazegd || pugl-
Thus,
1 3
| < Catag(llodyv]l + g lov]]) lov]|.

Therefore, using Lemma [I0]

1 C ([ _ wi
gl < Cat [ (0 + Pals?) + 5 (@ nadeul? + B aul?)
The estimate of K3 is similar and easier.
We fix @ > 0 (independent of wy, A and €) so that
1 C wi
gl + 8ol < g5 [ (0 + Pale?) + 5 (Inadaul? + B faul?)
Estimate of Jy and K4. Using Lemma [ and Lemma [B we have for
k=1,2,
_1
[naX3nkll < C (Inademill + [Inami) + Cliolwg * (Inadsull + naul)) -
By the expression of my, |zna| < CA and (12), ([I3]), we obtain
1740zl + [Inami|| < CAel|p?ul|* < CA?(naul.
Thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma [Bl and (I2]),

/ (294,505, + Wy gor) (Xane)| < CllinaXgnel| ([n40zv] + [Inav])

< CA® (|nadeull + [[naul)?.
Using Lemmas [}, we have

2 InaXardl <€ 3 (Imadaell + lnagel)

k=12 k=12
Moreover, by (I3),

1] + lg2| < Cluf* < Celu

and so

In402aill + Inagrll < Ce ([nadeull + lInaull)
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Thus, as before,

/ (20 A D0 + W'y gog) (X2ry)| < Ce (Inadeu] + [mau])?.

Thus, for € small (depending on A and wy),

C wh
1< 5 (Inadeul? + 53 aul?

The estimate of K is similar to the one of Jj.
Estimate of J5 and K5. By |®g| < |z|, Lemma [7] and (I3]), we have

|Js| + | K5| < Cewollpz].
For e small, these terms are controlled using (21),
1
‘Jg,’ + ‘K5’ < m / (’8x2’2 +PB‘Z’2) .

Conclusion of the proof of Proposition [3. Combining the identity (I9])
with the above estimates on the error terms, we have

.. 1
22 > — 22| + Pplz|?
@) J+Kz o [ (0P + PalsP)

_c
A

Moreover, we see that for any 7' > 0, using (I7),
\T(T)| + [K(T)| < C (|1®5llre + [®5ll~ + [|1RBl <) ([0:0]* + [[0]1%)

_3
< CBuw, *e? < Ce.
Therefore, integrating (22) on [0, 7], we obtain

T
/ /(|8mz|2+PB|z|2) <Ce
0

Q T CYALE: W_g 2 2112
+ = [ (Imadeul® + “Sllnaull? + wollo®ull? )
0

Using Lemma [0} it follows that

T C T w3
& [ Moot <0zt § [ (im0l + SBinaul? + ol Pul? )
0 0

which completes the proof of the proposition. O

3
W,
(Ia0ul? + Sllnaal? + wollul?).

3.6. Coercivity property. Lemma [0 gives estimates of v in terms of w.
The next proposition, inspired by [24] Lemma 6], shows conversely that u
is controlled by v in the L? norm with weight p? and some loss. This result
uses the orthogonality conditions (II]) on w.

Proposition 4. There exists C > 0 such that, for allt > 0,
willpull < Cllpvl.
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The proof of Proposition Ml follows from the next two lemmas.

Lemma 11. There exists C > 0 such that for any w € (0, £] and g € L*(R),
if
(9,Pw) = (9, 2du) =0
then
lP?gll < Cwg®llp(XaS®Lig)ll.

Proof. Let g be as in the statement of the lemma and let h = X25%L,g.
We have " ,
L
82< +g> h——204h—+i

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

|fi(x)] < Cw 2eV¥l on R.
We also denote 9,1 = [ and 0,2 = 9,1 - 0, 1. We check

% - (%) T (fsh) + fa,
n" h\"™ " " /
- (¢—) )"+ () + (k) + foh.
Thus,
82 <L¢+g> = o? <£> +a? (fgh)'” + « (fgh)” + « (flh)' + foh.

By integration and multiplication by ¢,,, we obtain

2
Lyg=aw?a)dy +bdy + s > al'B 105 (fi10h)
k=-2

where a and b are integration constants. We claim that
lal + |b] < Cw™1||ph].

To prove this, we note that (Lig,A,) = (Lig,¢,) = 0, by LiA, =
—woy, Li¢gl, = 0 and {(g,¢,) = 0. Moreover, (A,,x¢,) = 0 by parity.
Taking the scalar product of the above expression of Lyg by A,,, we have

’b’ < | (sz | Z 04 2 (bwAwaa (fk+2h)>’

We recall from Lemma [ that |(¢y, Aw)| > Cw2. For k = 0, we have by

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, |(¢oAq, f2h)| < Cwi|lph|. For k = 1,2,
integrating by parts,

(G, O (Fir2h))] = [(0F(6uw), fiah)] < CwTE|ph].
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For kK = —1, we have

bl / " fi

and s0 |(dyAw, 071 (f1R))] < Cuwy 1 |lph||. Last, for k = —2, we have

pul / / foh| < Cutp / / 2() < Ce pllph

and so [{(¢, Ay, 05 2(foh))| < Cw_ZthH. Thus, |b| < Cw_ZthH. The proof
of the estimate for a is similar.

Recall the notation I, from §2.41 We have g = I [L,g| + c¢., where ¢ is
a constant. In particular, we obtain

X
< Cubp / PIh| < Cwtpllph].

9= ali[(w2)g,] + bLi (0] + Z L FILL (0005 (frrah)] + e,
k=-2

We estimate each term above for x > 0. We check easily that
(w2 a)dull + | o] < Cuo™2
and so |aI+[(w%x)¢w]| + |61y [pu]] < C’w_£||ph||. Next, for k = 0, we have
Lefeutah] = oL, [ Goutih =G [~ Lot
Thus,

|1+ [0 f21]] SC‘*)_%e_‘ﬁac/ e\/ay’h\ +Cw_%eﬁw/ e_\@ylh\
0 X

Njw

<cubpt [Tt < ot
0
For k = 1, by integration by parts,
Lo [6uda(f3h)] = —d, /0 Gudu(fsh) — G / & 600, (f3h)

= dl, [ (o) fah+ G [ (0o fah+ cadt
where ¢35 = G(0),(0) f3(0)h(0). Proceeding as before, we obtain

3 1
14160 (f3h)] — esdl,| < Cp~2w™ 1] |phl].
For k = 2, by integration by parts and using ¢/'G — ¢/,G' = 1, we compute

Lo [6u2(fah)] = &, /0 G (fih) — G / O 6002 (fih)

= bufih— 4, /0 (Gé)" fah — G / (o) fah + cad,
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where ¢4 = —G(0)¢,,(0)(f1h) (0) + (Gdy)' (0) f4(0)h(0). Proceeding as be-

fore, we obtain for = > 0,
| L [602(fah)] — cadly| < CIB| + p~ 2w ||ph]|.
For k = —1, we have
x Y e} Y
L6005 (k)] = —¢), /0 G /O () dy =G [ do /O (f1h) dy

Thus,

1
’ I + [¢w (f 1 h)] 2p
Proceeding similarly,

|1+ [60; 2 (foh)]| < Cw™3 p~2 ||ph|.
We have just proved that for z > 0
lg — &6, < Clh| +w™Tp 2 phl|

where ¢ = ¢ + ¢3 + ¢4 . This estimate also holds for x < 0 with the same
constant ¢. Taking the scalar product by x¢, and using (g, z¢,) = 0, we
obtain

N\W

/ i/ pilhl dy < Cow2p3 0.

~ _ _ _ 1
el < Cw™2l|gull " llph]| < Cw™ T ||phl.

Therefore,
- - _1 _3
9| < Clg — &dl,| + Clellgy,| < Clh| + Cw™1p™2|phl.
Multiplying by p? and taking the L? norm, we obtain the result. O
Lemma 12. There exists C > 0 such that for any w € (0, %] and g € L*(R),
if
<97Aw> = <g, ¢4/u> =0
then

1p%g]| < Cuwy®||p(X2M_S2g)|.

Proof. Let g be as in the statement of the lemma and let h = X2M_S?g.
We have

M_529 — h _ 2ah// + Oé2h////
and so using the notation J_ from §2.4]
5 ( : ) o (] = 200 1] a2 (1)

By integration, we obtain

<w2w)¢w+b1¢>w+¢w/ / L

2a¢w/ / —J h// + a2¢w/ / —J_ h////
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First, we note that
J_[h]] < Cwtp™ S/paw < Cwp 3| oh)

For x > 0,

¢w//¢u B| < Cu™ 4uphup// 3 < Cuwlp 3 phl.

For the term with h”, we use integration by parts and HiH) — H{Hy = 1,
xr o0
J_[W')=—-h+ H / HYh + Hy / H{h
—00 x

Thus,
|J_[1"]] < Clh| + Cwip~2 | ph]

and for z > 0,

qsw/ / L) < cw 3 n).
0

We continue with the term involving b

relation HY Hy — H HY} =0,

, integrating by parts and using the

x oo
J_[p""] =h'+ (H{HY — H{ Hj)h + H; / HY"h + HQ/ H{"h.
—00 x

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

" hdl

Y h//
¢w/ /0 w $)¢w+b2¢w+h+2¢w 0 ¢3}

o o

where we have used ¢{,¢., —2(¢],)> = —w¢2 + 3¢5 (from (@)) and we proceed
as before. We obtain, for a = a1 + ag and b = by + by, for x > 0

1 7 3
lg — a(w2)¢y — bdy| < Clh| + Cw™1p2||phl.
This estimate is also true for x < 0 with the same constants a and b. Using

the orthogonality relations (g,A,) = (g9,¢.,) = 0 to estimate a and b, we
complete the proof as the one of Lemma [T11 O
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3.7. End of the proof of Theorem [ Using first Proposition 4 then
Proposition Bl and last Proposition [2, we obtain, for all T > 0,

T T
of [ lotuac< cud [ ool ar

C T w3
< Ce+ Z/o <H77AaxUH2 + A—gH?LLxUH2 + w0|102u|’2> di

C T
<Cet+ =2 [ |p%u)?dt.
A Jo

Thus, for A large enough, independent of &, but dependent on wy,
T
wo/ | p%ul|? dt < Cewy®.
0

Now, A is fixed to such value. Using again Proposition [, and passing to
the limit T" — oo, we obtain

A (In4dsull? + wd lnaull® + wolloul?) dt < Cews™.
From the equation (I4)) of u, we compute
d
£/WF4=/WM@WV%@MMMfY+/@%—4%Www4

+ /(92u1 + mauy — qauy — O1ug — myug + qrug)pt.

Thus, using |p'| < Cp, ||ul|r~ < C and (I2), we obtain
d
(23) & [kt < [ o (o +1ap).

Since [, [|p?ul|? dt < oo, there exists a sequence t, — +oc such that

. 2 o
Jim_lp?u(t)] = 0.

Let ¢ > 0 and n be such that ¢, > t. Integrating (23] on (¢,t,), we obtain
tn
Il < Lptutt) +C [ (lpol? + lPul?) o
Passing to the limit n — 400,
o0
@) <€ [ (ol + o) ar.

Since [5 (o20,ul + lp2ul?) dt <[5 (Inadeul® + naul?) dt < oo, we

have
o0

. 2 2 2,112 I __
S| (17*0uul® + [ p*u]|?) dt" = 0

and thus
lim ||p*u(t)|| = 0.

t——+o0
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For any x,y € R, write

y
pP@)ult, ) = p*(y)|ut,y)|* + / [2R {a(t)dzu(t)} p° + [u(t)* (p°)']

so that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

pA@)ut, ) < p* (y)lult, y)|* + Cllu®) | g @llp*ult)|
Integrating for y € [0, 1] and then using (I3]), we obtain

P (@)u(t, 2)* < Cllu®)ll e llP*u®)] < Cellp®u(®)].
Thus,

lim_sup {p(z)lu(t, z)|} = 0.
R

t——+00 =

By (I2), we have |3] + [w| < C||p?ul®. From [°||p*u[?dt < oo, it follows
that both (¢) and w(t) have finite limits as ¢ — 400, denoted respectively
by B+ and wy. By ([3), we infer that |81 | + |wy — wo| < Ce. Last, by (I0)
and the triangle inequality, we have

[0t 2+0(8) —e" Vel o, (2)] < [0, (@) =T b0, (2)] +[ut, 2)].
The elementary observation

: iB(t)x iy —
tilﬁlooi‘gg\e Put) () — 7+, (2)| = 0

then completes the proof of Theorem [I1

APPENDIX A.

Lemma 13. There exists By > 1 such that for any B > By, the following
1s true on R,

, 1 1 3
24 0 < ysinh(y)eisl¥l < = (1 + — cosh > ,
(24) < ysinh(y) <3 7 (v)
1 2 1
25 eVl < Zlginh <1 + —— cosh > .
(25) |y < 3| () 7 (v)

Proof. First, we check the following inequality

1 1 K
sinh(y) < = | 1 + —= cosh > .
ysinh(y) < 3 ( 75 cosh(y)
For |y| < 2, we have ysinh(y) < 2 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| > 2, it is easy to check that |y| < 2|sinh(y)| and so ysinh(y) <

%sinhz(y) = %(cosh2(y) —1). The inequality is then a consequence of the

fact that for a > 0, 12(a® — 1) < 5(1 + a/V/3)3.
Second, the inequality

2 1
1.05 |y| < =|sinh 1+ ——cosh
ol < 2lsiuny)] (14 cost() )
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is checked easily since cosh(y) > 1, |sinh(y)| > |y| and 2(1+-%) > 1.05. The

V3

existence of By such that ([24]) and (28) hold for B = By then follows from
standard arguments. Last, ([24) and (25]) are also true for any B > By. O

(1

(17]
(18]

(19]

20]
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