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ON THE STABILITY OF THE COMPACTON WAVES FOR THE DEGENERATE KDV AND NLS
MODELS

SEVDZHAN HAKKAEV, ABBA RAMADAN, AND ATANAS G. STEFANOV

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the degenerate semi-linear Schréodinger and Korteweg-
deVries equations in one spatial dimension. We construct special solutions of the two models,
namely standing wave solutions of NLS and traveling waves, which turn out to have compact
support, compactons. We show that the compactons are unique bell-shaped solutions of the
corresponding PDE’s and for appropriate variational problems as well. We provide a complete
spectral characterization of such waves, for all values of p. Namely, we show that all waves are
spectrally stable for 2 < p < 8, while a single mode instability occurs for p > 8. This extends previ-
ous work of Germain, Harrop-Griffits and Marzuola, [3], who have previously established orbital
stability for some specific waves, in the range p < 8.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we shall be interested in some aspects of the dynamics of dispersive equations,
driven by degenerate dispersion. In order to fix ideas, we settle on the one dimensional case
on the line, and recall the standard dispersive models. More specifically, for p > 2, consider the
(generalized) Korteweg de Vries equation

(1.1) U+ Ugxr +0x((UlP2u) =0, u:RxR—R
and the non-linear Schrédinger equation
(1.2) iU+ Uee +ulP?u=0, u:RxR—C.

The Cauchy problem for these models is well-understood, even in low regularity setting. In
particular, and for classical solutions, the solutions conserve energy

E[u(t)]:lf Iu'lzdx—lflulpdx:E[uo]
2Jr pJr

and mass
Mlu(0)] :f lul?>dx = Mlug].
R

The solitary waves of these models, namely the standing waves e!“?¢ of and the traveling
waves ¢(x — wt) of (II), have received ample attention in the literature. It turns out that they
are unique (i.e. for each w > 0, p > 2, there is an unique function ¢ with this property). Their
stability is also a classical fact by now (see for example [12], but also [10, 11} 13]) - namely these
waves are spectrally stable for all w > 0, when 2 < p < 6, while they become spectrally unstable
for p > 6, again for all values of w > 0.
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In this paper, we investigate the degenerate KdV and NLS. More specifically, for p > 2, the
degenerate KdV is given by

(1.3) U+ 0y (Ul (U ) + lul”?u)y=0, u:RxR—R.

The degenerate KdV model was introduced in [5} [6], with the main interest in the compacton
traveling waves. A more general Hamiltonian version of this problem, was proposed in [1}, 9]
and subsequently in [4].

The degenerate NLS takes the form

(1.4) ity + 10, (ud ) + lulP?u=0, u:RxR— C.

The well-posedness of the Cauchy problem has been studied quite recently in [2]. In particular,
these models conserve the mass M[u] = fma |ul? and the Hamiltonian, which in this case takes
the form

Jf[u(t)]zlfludxulz—lf \ulPdx = 71up).
2 Jr pJr

The non-linear dynamics of an equilibrium solution of and (I.4) heavily depends on the
spectral/linear stability of the equilibrium. To that end, note that the degenerate KdV, can
be written in the Hamiltonian form

oA
Ou= g2

with L?(R) skew-symmetric operator ¢ = d, : H' (R) € L*(R) — L*(R), while the degenerate NLS,
in the form

0rz=t"5

u 0 1
Wherez:( i ),j:( 1 0 )
Of particular interest will be the solitary wave solutions of and (L.4) respectively. That
is, consider solutions of the type u(t, x) = ¢(x —w?t) in and u(t,x) = ei‘”‘(p(x) in (I.4), for a
real-valued] function ¢, we are lead to the same profile equation for ¢, namely

(1.5) — PO, (PO P) + WP — PP 2P = 0.

The existence of such waves, with appropriate properties, such as smoothness, decay at infin-
ity etc. has been considered in the literature, [3]. These results are relatively straightforward,
we present a version, which suffice for our purposes, see Proposition[Ibelow. To set the nota-
tions, we say that a function f: R — R, is bell-shaped if it is even, non-negative and monotone
decreasing on (0,00).

If we restrict our considerations to bell-shaped and decaying at co solutions, one can say
much more. This is the subject of our next first existence and uniqueness result, Proposition[l]

Proposition 1. (Existence and uniqueness of bell-shaped compactons)
Letw >0, p > 2. Then, there exists a compactly supported bell-shaped solution ¢, which satis-
fies the profile equation and consequently,

(1.6) ¢’:—,/w—%¢P—2,o<x<L.

UIn fact, we will construct non-negative solutions ¢ > 0.
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Letting L: suppy = [—L, L] and ¢¢ := ¢(0), we have the formulas

Conversely, suppose that ¢ is a bell-shaped solution ¢, which vanishes at co. Then, ¢ is neces-
sarily of the form described in (L6). In particular, it is compactly supported and unique. More
precisely, for each w > 0,p > 2, there exists an unique bell-shaped element ¢ = ¢, p, with the
properties described above.

1

(1.7) L=Lw.p) = L0 [ ———dz go=gotw.p = (22)77.

=
_1
=)

As alluded above, our main interest is in the stability of the waves ¢. In order to introduce
the relevant notions, we need to derive the corresponding linearized dynamics. We develop the
necessary background material in the next section.

1.1. Linearizations about the solitary waves and spectral stability. Take the ansatz u = ¢(x —
wt) + eMy(x — wt) and plug it in the degenerate KdV model (I3). Ignoring high order terms
O(v?), we arrive at the following linearized system

(1.8) S v=Av.
where ¢ =0,, while

(19)  Hif =-p0ydf)+ = @P) = (p-DP’ ) f = =3 (@) - (p- 2)¢>”‘2f

where we have used the relation w — (¢¢')' = ¢P~!, which follows readily from (L5). Note that

the relation that we just used only holds on the support of ¢ (i.e. on the interval [— L L]). Thisis

the relevant form of the eigenvalue problem in the context of the degenerate KdV model (L.1).
For the NLS equation (I4), linearizing around the standing wave e“‘¢,,, that is taking u =

el (®,, + e’ v) and plug in into (L4). Taking into account and ignoring the higher order

terms O(|v|?), setting the real and imaginary part of v as (Rv,Sv) := (v, v2) we have

0 -1\(A# 0 Y(Rv)_ . (Rv
0 L))

where /€, is as above and

(1.11) FEf = =¢0(pf) + @+ @P) =P ) f = 0L (pf) + 2w =P f,
again by (L.5). A concise form of is given by

(1.12) FHT=AD

where we have introduced
(0 -1 2]
j.—(l 5 )Jf—( ‘ Jf)

It is now an opportune time to discuss the domains of the linearized operators .#;. The oper-
ator ./, may be viewed as self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric operators, associated with
the quadratic form, actingon u,ve H L(®),

g+ (u, v) = (Pw)', (PV)) + 0w, v) = (PP + (p — )PP u, v),

and similar for A_. As is well-known, such extensions are generally not unique, but we allow
A4+ t 0 be any such extension, for our purposes below.
The notion of spectral stability is as follows.
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Definition 1. Let ./C, be any self-adjoint extension for the symmetric operator, defined with the
form q.. We say that the solution ¢(x — wt) of the generalized KdV problem is spectrally
stable, if the eigenvalue problem (L8) does not have non-trivial solutions (A, v) : RA>0,v #0.

Similarly, the solution e'“'¢ of the degenerate NLS equation (L) is called spectrally stable, if
the eigenvalue problem does not have non-trivial solutions (1, V) : RA >0,V # 0.

Note that in this definition, we completely sidestep the important issue for local/global well-
posedness of the corresponding Cauchy problems. The local aspect of the theory is discussed
in the recent paper [2], but the global well-posedness theory (which is more relevant as far as
stability is concerned), seems lacking at the moment.

We now state our main results.

1.2. Main results. We start with an existence result for the waves ¢, which must satisfy the
ordinary differential equation (L5). In our construction of the waves, we take advantage of
a variational construction, so we introduce our main players. More specifically, consider the
following constrained minimization problem

Nlul = [gludul* + o [ |u* — min

(1.13) { subject to [ |ulPdx = 1.

Equivalently, the same solutions are achieved via the minimization of the so-called Weinstein
functional,

lud ul® + o [ul?
Jolu = 21140 5 /
llzell,

Note that formally, J,[u] is unconstrained, but one can see that without loss of generality, one
may consider only u : ||ullz» = 1, which is of course (I.13). The following is the main result of
this paper.

Theorem 1. Let p > 2 and w > 0. Then, there exists an unique bell-shaped solution ¢ of the profile
equation (L3), which is a compacton (i.e. it has a compact support). Their half-period L and their
amplitude are given by (L]). Moreover, such solutions are the unique constrained minimizers of
the variational problem (L13). By construction, ¢(x — wt) is a traveling wave solution of the
degenerate KDV (L3), while e'“'¢ is a standing wave solution of the degenerate NLS, (L4).

Regarding spectral stability, p(x —wt) and e'°' ¢ (x) are spectrally stable solutions (of and
(L.4) respectively) if and only if2 < p < 8.

Remark:

(1) Recall the issue with possible different self-adjoint extensions of the operators ;. In
particular, the spectral instability results stated above, should be interpreted as follows -
for every self-adjoint extension of #;, there is a non-trivial solution (A, v) of the eigen-
value problem (L8) ((L.I2) respectively).

(2) For the values 2 < p <8, the solution ¢) may be generated as a normalized wave. That is,
as the minimizer of the following constrained variational problems

{ Nlu] = ifmuaxuﬁ—%fmw — min

subject to [ |ul?dx = A.
Note that this constrained variational problem also has unique solution, for each 1 >
0,p > 2. Then, it can be proved that there is a one-to-one correspondence w = w(A) :
R+ — R4, which is actually an increasing function.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Some basics. We use the standard expressions for | - | zr®), 1 < p < oo as well as the follow-
ing expression for the Fourier transform and its inverse

f@= f f@e M dx, fx)= f foem e,
R R

Naturally, the Laplacian may be defined through its symbol, that is —/A\f (&) = 4n?|E2 f(¢). Ho-
mogeneous and non-homogeneous Sobolev spaces are defined via
I fllyiyse = ”(_A)%f"LP; I fllwsp = ”(_A)%f”LP + I f e

The Sobolev embedding will be useful in the sequel, so we state it here - foreach 1 <r < g < oo,

I fllza = CrgllfIl .

w

1_1,.
TG

2.2. Rearrangements. In this subsection, we discuss the techniques of rearrangements. For a
measurable function f:R — R, let
dr(@):=[{xeR:|f(x)| > all

be its distribution function. For every ¢ € C!(R) with ¢(0) = 0, one has the layer cake representa-
tion formula

(2.1) wa(lf(x)l)dx=f ¢'(@dy(a)da.
0
The non-increasing rearrangement, f*, of the function f is the inverse function of dy, provided
that & — dy(a) is strictly decreasing. In general, we define f* : R, — R, by
[ (0 =inf{s>0:ds(s) < 1}, t=0.

Then f* is a non-increasing function, and one furthermore has that dy« (@) = d¢(a). Let JOE
f*@lt)), t € R. Then f* provides us with a convenient way of characterizing bell-shapedness,
namely, we say that f is bell-shaped if and only if f* = f. Note that in particular, bell-shaped
functions are non-negative.

Lemma 1. (Polya-Szegd inequality)
For f € H'(R), we have that f* € H'(R) and in fact,

(2.2) 1" 2@ = 102 f% 1 2 -
The next result is the Hardy’s inequality.
Lemma?2. Leta< b and f € H'(R), so that f(a) = 0. Then,
P IfP

a lx—al?

b
(2.3) dx < f If(x)|?dx.

Remark: This is a slightly more general version of the classical statement
| f(x)? f 2
dx < x)|“dx.
f—oo |x[? —oo|f( )
for function f: f(0) = 0. But it is clear that from the classical version, one obtains by an approx-

imation argument that
b g b
dxsf g’ (0)1?dx
fo P 0
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for every g : g(0) =0, b > 0. It is then clear that the formulation reduces to this form, by
taking g: g(x) = f(x + a).

2.3. The basics of the Hamiltonian index theory. We follow the setup described in [7], but the
earlier versions of these results, [14, 15} (16, provided much impetus in the developments of
these methods.

Consider the Hamiltonian eigenvalue problem of the form

(2.4) FAHg=Ag,ue H
where H is a Hilbert space, ¢ : 2( ¢) c H* — H, and
J:H— H"

We will give a brief introduction of the analysis of the number of unstable eigenvalues of (2.4).
Assume that (#u, v) is bounded symmetric bilinear form on H x H, which gives rise to a self-
adjoint operator (#, D(#°)) Moreover, there exist a decomposition of H in ./ invariant

H=H o&kersAsH,

where H_, H, are the negative and positive subspaces respectively. More precisely, upon intro-
ducing the self-adjoint projections P_ = ¥ (—c0,0) (7€), P+ = X(0,+00) (#€), we take H_ = P_[H], H; =
P.[H]. Assume in addition that the Morse index of .7, that is n(#°) = dim(H_) < oo, while
there exists § > 0, so that (#u, u) = &||ull?, for all u € D(#) N H,. For any A € g (FH),
introduce the generalized eigenspace

Egen:=UR B} Ey = (f € H: (F76 - AD/ f =0}
Assume also that the dual space H* satisfies

{(ge H" :(g,uy=0,Yue H-o H,)} € D(SE).

Further since, Ker (#) c Eg,,,, decompose Eg,, = ker (#) & Ey, where Ej is finite dimensional

with basis say {y;}!_; =« 2(#). Let D be the matrix with entries

Dij ={(Avi,p;).
Next, we need to introduce the notion of negative Krein signature of a purely imaginary eigen-
value. More specifically, for iy € 0, (£ A), u > 0, consider E;, := Ker (£ A#—ip), Piy : H— Ejy
and k;“ = n(AIg; ) =n(Pi u#€Pyiy). Finally, we define the total Krein signature

<0 [
k0 = Y k.
uF0iUET p p. (FHE)

In the most common case, when iu is a simple eigenvalue, with say an eigenvector ¥, iy is of

negative Krein signature exactly when the real quantity (#y,,¥,) <0. In such a case kf” =1.
By [7] see also [14] we have the following Hamiltonian-Krein index formula

(2.5) Ktiam. := kr + 2k + 2k = n(#) — n(D)

where k; is the number of real positive eigenvalues of ¢ # (counted with their multiplicities),
k. is the number of eigenvalues of _# .7 with positive real and imaginary part, and lastly kfo is
the total Krein signature introduced above. Note that kr,,, = 0 implies spectral stability for the
model (2.4), as kx4, counts all the instabilities, since kygm = kr + ke.

In the particular case n(%£) = 1, the formula reduces the situation to two cases, namely
krjam =1, if n(D) = 0 and kpgam = 0, if n(D) = 1. We have already discussed that kfj;,, = 0 is
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a case of stability. If however k.., = 1, by parity considerations, it follows that k, = 1, while
kc = k; =0. In an y event, this implies that the system has a real unstable growing mode. Thus,
we have the following useful corollary of (2.5).

Corollary 1. If n(%) =1, the the eigenvalue problem (2.4) is spectrally stable if n(D) = 1, and it
has exactly one real unstable mode, if n(D) =

3. EXISTENCE OF THE COMPACTON WAVES
We start with the proof of Proposition[Il

3.1. Proof of Proposition[I} We solve the ODE (LL5). As long as ¢ # 0, say on an interval [—L, L],
we may divide by ¢, which then leads us to the ODE

1 -
3.1) —§a§(<p2)+w—|¢|" 2=0
Denoting Q := ¢? = 0, this is equivalent to
| L |
3.2) _EQ +w—-Q27"'=0

Multiplying the equation by Q" and integrating on the interval [- L, L], and imposing that Q'(— L) =
Q'(L) = Q(L) = Q(-L) = 0, we reduce the order of the ODE, namely to

2 8 »
3.3) Q)" =4wQ - ;QZ-

If we further require that Q is decreasing on (0, L), i.e. Q'(r) <0,r > 0, we can finally setup the
ODE

(3.4) Q'(r) :—2\/wQ(r)—%Q§(r),0< r<lL.

Note that this immediately implies (L.6). Clearly, (3.4) has an unique solution of the required
_2
form, namely with Q(0) = Qg = (%) 72 Q'(0) = 0, if we select

Qo A-p
‘[0 2\/(UQ Q2 z—zg

Clearly, such solution is bell-shaped as it satisfies (3.4).

Conversely, assume that ¢ is a bell-shaped solution of (I.5), which vanishes at +co. Then,
Q := ¢? will satisfy as argued above, and it will also vanish at +co. We observe now that the
support of Q may not be infinite, since then, it must be that

Q(0)
roo= [
o \Jug-2QF

which is clearly false as the integral is convergent, due to the mild singularity at both 0 and Q(0).
Thus, Q (and subsequently ¢) is supported on a finite 1nterva1 [-L,L]. Then, it becomes clear

that since Q'(L) = 0, it is the case that Q(0) = Qy = ( ) = and the solution is unique from (3.4).
In particular, L is given by the formula displayed in ( -

(3.5)
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3.2. An alternative variational problem. Looking at the form of the functional N[u], itis pretty
standard to replace u = /v, especially since we are looking for positive solutions of (L5). Specif-
ically, we shall consider

Nolv] = N[yl =1 [pIV'?+w [|v] — min
(3.6) . 129, _
subject to [|v|P"?dx =1.
Clearly, Ny[v] = 0, so we introduce
m(w):= inf J,(u)= inf Nlu]= inf  Np[v].
veS SlulPdx=1 SlvlP2dx=1

We now show that (3.6) has a solution.

Proposition 2. Let p > 2,w > 0. Then, the constrained minimization problem (3.6) has a bell-
shaped solution ¢ = ¢".

Proof. By the Szegd inequality, [, |V'|* = [5 10, v*[?, while [|v] = [|v*], [vIP/? = [|v*|P/?, whence
it is clear that it suffices to restrict the problem (3.6)to bell-shaped entries v. Take a minimiz-
ing sequence, v, : |vpllpe = 1, vy € H' 0 LY, limy, (§ fzlvp1? + @ [ vs) = m(w). It follows that
sup,, v} ll;2 < 4m(w), sup,, [ v, < m(w). By the bell-shapedness, we conclude the point-wise
decay |v,(x)| < C_ Thus, by Kolmogorov-Rellich criteria, the set

1+|x|*
{vn 1sup, V)12 < 00, |, (X)] < %le} is pre-compact in LP'2(R). Without loss of generality, we
can assume that lim, | v, — @l ;»2 = 0 and v), — ¢’ weakly. Similarly, fixing a compact subset
K c R, the set {v,, : sup,, V), ;2 <00, Vx|l p2 = 1} is @ pre-compact subset in any C*(K), a < %
In particular, we can without loss of generality assume in addition that v,, converges uniformly
to ¢ on the compact subsets of R. By Fatou’s lemma, liminf, [ v, = [ ¢. Finally, by the lower
semi-continuity of the L? norm, with respect to the weak topology, liminf, [(0,v,)? = [(¢")?.
Putting it all together, we have that [ ¢”/? = 1, while

Nolg] < lin}liano[vn] = m(w).

It follows that Ny[¢@] = m(w), whence ¢ is indeed a constrained minimizer of (3.6). In addition,
¢ is clearly bell-shaped (as limit of bell-shaped functions).
O

We will eventually establish that the minimizers ¢ of are unique (up to translations)
and they also have compact support, whence the reference to “compactons”. We would like the
reader to keep this in mind, as this is somewhat non-standard situation, which develops herein.
For this, we need to derive the Euler-Lagrange relation for (3.6).

Proposition 3. The solution ¢ of (3.6) is compactly supported function, which satisfies the Euler-
Lagrange equation

1 " L]
(3.7) —Eq) +w-clw,p)p?2  =0,-L<x<L
where c = c(w, p) are explicit. In fact, there is the formula
o
3 p+4
(3.8) c(w,p) = prtw?r+h

1 2, 1 z p
2] z—2z22dz +f —dz
0 0 /z _
Finally, there are the following formulas for the behavior of ¢ at +L
(3.9) P(x) =w(L-x)?+0(L-x)?%), ¢x) =wx+L)?>+0(x+L)>.
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Before we proceed with the proof of Proposition 3] we would like to make some important
remarks.

(1) Similar to (3.8), one may compute various quantities involving norms of ¢, as well as the
half-period L etc. This is despite the lack of explicit formulas for the function ¢.

(2) Itis pretty clear that once c is given by a formula like (3.8), the uniqueness results from
Proposition 1l apply here as well. In particular, the variational problem has an
unique bell-shaped solution ¢.

Proof. (Proposition[3)

Let € : |e] << 1 and consider a test function £, so that it vanishes outside the support of ¢.
Let us look at a perturbation ¢ + eh. Note that due to the constraint in and the support
property of h, namely supp h < supp ¢, we have the formula

lp+ehl g =1+ep? ™" )+ 0.
From the minimization property of ¢ > 0, we must have that the scalar function

2
1 "+eh' h
:_f _p e dxmfwdx:
4 Jr II<p+€hIILg [R”(P"'Eh”L

@+eh
||<.0+€h||Lg

gle): No

b
2

p
2

= if((p'+eh')2dx(1_26<<p§—1,h>)+wf(<p+eh)dx(1_€<(p 1 1y)+ 0(ed)
¥ R

- g(O)+e(%(—<p",h)—(wg_l,h)(%f(w')zdx+wf¢)+w(h,1))+O(62).
R

achieves its minimum at zero. It follows that g’(0) = 0, whence for all test functions &
1
(—Eq)" +w-— C(pg_l, hy =0,

where we have denoted ¢ = c(w, p) := % J(@"? +w [¢. It follows that on the support of ¢, the
Euler-Lagrange equation (3.7) holds true. As ¢ is bell-shaped, this must be an interval of the
form [-L, L] for some L >0 or R.

We show now that such minimizer ¢ must be compactly supported. Indeed, suppose that
supp ¢ is R. Multiplying (3.7) by ¢’ and integrating once (and taking into account that ¢, ¢’
vanish at +oo and ¢’ (x) < 0, x > 0, due to bell-shapedness), we obtain the relation

(3.10) @' (x) = —2\/w(p(x) - 2_pc(p§ (x),x>0.

Now, clearly as the function ¢ achieves its maximum at zero, we have that ¢ is a zero of the

. p_ .
function z — w - 2—;z2 150 g = ¢(0) satisfies

-1 pw
-~ 2c(w,p)’

4
(3.11) @

If the relation holds for a function ¢ supported on R, it must be that

f‘l)o d(p
O 2\ Jwp-Zp2

o0 =



10 SEVDZHAN HAKKAEV, ABBA RAMADAN, AND ATANAS G. STEFANOV

This is however clearly false, as the integral in question is convergent, due to the mild singular-
ities at 0, ¢y. So, supp ¢ = [—L, L], and in fact, using the relation (13]:]]) yields

e eh e
0 2 /we- ZC(w) g 2V/w 7 — Zp/2

We now compute explicitly c(w, p). We have

1 N2 L N2 L
clw,p) = —f((p) +wf<p=f(<p) +2wf p=
Po Po
= f w——wzdwwf B

- (f\/deJrf z— zp/2 )

Together with (3.I1), this yields a system of two relations for the unknowns ¢y (w, p), c(w, p),
which results in the formula (3.8).

Finally, we discuss the behavior of ¢ in a proximity of the endpoints + L. From bell-shapedness
and (3.7), we obtain that ¢(+L) = ¢'(+L) = 0, whereas ¢" (£L) = 2w > 0. Thus, (3.9) holds true.

3.3. Spectral theory for the linearized operator Z, . Clearly, by the equivalence between the
constrained minimization problems and (3.6), we have that has a solution @ := /@,
which is also bell-shaped. We establish further properties of ®.

Proposition 4. The solution ® of (L13), satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

(3.12) — 03, (PD) + 0P — c(w)P” =0, —L<x<L.
In addition, consider the symmetric operator
(3.13) Lo f=—DE(Df) +wf — (DD f — (p—1)c(w)DPP?f,

with a base Hilbert space L*>(R). Any self-adjoint extension of £, (also denoted by ¥, ), has the
property £, | pp-1yL = 0. In particular, (any self-adjoint extension of) £ has at most one negative
eigenvalue.

Remark: The operator £, is associated with the quadratic form
q(u, v) = (0x(Pu),0,(®v)) + wf u(x) #(x)dx - (p — De(w, p){DP 2 u, v),
R
acting on functions u, v € H' (R).

By the relation (3.12), we have that —(®®')' + w = c(w)®P~2, and so we can rewrite the lin-
earized operator and the corresponding quadratic form, on functions f : suppf < (-L,L), as
follows
(3.14) Lo f=—D02(Df) — (p—2)c(w)DP 2 f
(3.15) q(u, v) = (05 (Pu), 0, (@) — (p — 2) c(w, P)(DPP > u, v).

Proof. For e: |e| << 1 and a test function h: supp h < (—L, L), consider a perturbation ® +¢h.
According to the minimization property of ®, we must have that the scalar function
d+eh
€)=
1@ [P +ehllirr

- 20D + 2e(Dh) + €20, (h2 2+L‘[®+eh 2,
4||(D+€h||%pf( (®h) +(h7)) D1 eh|2 ( )
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has a minimum at € = 0. As a consequences of the minimization property, f'(0) = 0, while
f"(0) = 0. It is however easier to work with expansions in powers of ¢, instead of differentiating

directly in €. We have
-1
1D +ehll], =1+ pe(@P~, by + %62 (@P7%, k%) + O(e).

To this end, let us do the first order expansion.

f(e

f((I)(I)’ +e(@h))?(1 —4e(@P7, hy) + wf(cbz +2e®h) (1 - 2e(@”~ 1 b)) + O(e?) =

f(O)+2€(—f®(®®’)h+w(®,h>—(d)”_l,h> (2f(q>q>’)2+wfq>2)) +0(€?).

Hence we have the Euler-Lagrange equation in weak sense, with ¢c(w) = 2 f (@D )% +w f @?,
which is the same coefficient that we have encountered in Proposition[3

Next, we deal with the second order condition, namely f”(0) = 0. To simplify matters, take
h L ®P~1 thatis (®P!, h) = 0. Looking at the next order, that is the terms containing €. We
obtain
fll (0)

2
It is now clear, after integration by parts, that one can write the previous identity in the form
")

2
As this is valid for all &: (®P~!, h) = 0 and f”(0) = 0, we conclude that £, lipp-1;L = 0. O

=—(p—-1)(®P% h?) (2[(@@’)2+wf®2) +((®h), (@h)’>+f®®’0x(h2)+wfh2.

= <$+h, h)

From Proposition[4] and the minimax formula for the eigenvalues of a self-adjoint operator,
we conclude that n(%;) < 1. Our next task is to characterize the rest of the spectrum of £Z,. We
will need the relation between ®2 and ®®,, with ®”~2, Multiplying by @' and integrating,
taking into account that ®(+L) = 0, we obtain

2c(w
(3.16) (@) =w- 200) gp-2
Another very important relation, which is obtained from (3.12) and (3.16) is
2 —
(3.17) 09" = 2P wyor2.
p

We now state a technical result, which connects the degenerate operator Z., posed on domain
contained in L2[-L, L] to a standard Schrodinger operator, defined herein

2p®-5p+3
2p

To this end, we borrow an important idea from [3]. Namely, a change of variables is intro-

duced, which transform the degenerate operator .%,, acting on D(%,) c L?>[-L,L] into a stan-

dard Schrodinger operator L., with exponentially decaying potential, acting on a subspace of
L*(R).

(3.18) Lyi=-0°+ % — c(w) P2 (x(1)).

Lemma 3. The transformation

(3.19) t(x)—fxﬂ'(—LL) R
' o @) 7
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is a one-to-one mapping from (—L, L) toR. The inverse function x : R — (—L, L) satisfies

lim x(¢) =+L
[—+o00

and moreover, it approaches the limits with exponential rates. More specifically, for everye > 0,
there exists C,, so that

(3.20) L—Cee™Vor9 < x(1) < L, t>0
(3.21) —L<x(f) < —L+CeeVO™9% <o,
For the Schrédinger operator L., defined in (3.18), there is the relation
L.(VOf)
(3.22) Lof= N
Remark: Note that due to the asymptotics and (3.2I), and (3.9), the potential
W(t) = c(w) %2’”3@”‘2 (x(1)) obeys the exponential decay estimate

0< W(r) < Cee” P2Vl e
for every € > 0 and some C,.

Proof. By (3.9), we have that |®(y)| ~ |L—yl,y ~ L and |[®(y)| ~ |[L+ yl,y ~ —L, we have that
the integral in converges to —oo as x — —L, while it approaches oo, as x — L. That is,
the transformation provides a one-to-one homeomorphic map ¢: (=L, L) — (—00,00). Its
inverse, which will be frequently used, is denoted x(f). We need the asymptotic behavior of
x(t), which we analyze next. A simple L'Hospital calculation shows that
In(L - x) . D(x)
oS AT

where we have used the asymptotic and similar at x = — L. In short, we obtain that for every
€ >0, we have for every e > 0, and (3.21) hold true.

For the formula (3.22), note first that have the relation d; = ®0,. We compute @2 L f 2],
By direct calculations,

Z(DH(D_ (D! 2
~ORRVBS] = @R[ - @0 f - T =
3 —
— —(Dzaif — DD, f + Qf_ M@P—Zﬁ
4 2p
where we have used the relations (3.16) and (3.17). It follows that
2p*-5p+3
OFL,[fDE] = — D2 [ — DDA, f + %f - c(w)q)p_z%f.

On the other hand, note that
~0%f = —0,(DO, f) = —D(0 (DI f)) = ~D?0% f — DD 0, f.
It follows that L, f = DL f @], or alternatively, (3.22). O

Proposition 5. Let £, be any self-adjoint extension of the symmetric operator introduced in
BI3). Then, £, has exactly one negative eigenvalue, say —(*, a simple eigenvalue at zero, with
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Ker(%,) = span[®'], while the rest of the spectrum is away from zero. That is, there exists § > 0,
so that

(3.23) spec(Ly)\{—(%,0} c [5, +00).
Proof. Direct inspection shows that

L.

— D0 (PD) + D' — (D) D' — (p - 1) c(w)DP 2D =
~ D% (DD') — (DD) D' + (0D — c(w)DP ) =
~ 0% (D) — (DD) D' + (D3, (PD")) =0,

whence @' € Ker(%,). This is of course a consequence of the translational invariance of the
profile equation (3.12). Also by a direct inspection, and using the equation (3.12), we conclude

L® =200 — (p-4)c(w)PP !,

Taking dot product with ®, we obtain,
(3.24) (L, D,D) = —2w f D - (p—4)c(w).

We will now show that such quantity is negative, for all p > 2, which would establish that £,
has exactly one negative eigenvalue. One could use the arguments of Proposition[3]to evaluate
the quantity (£, ®, ®) explicitly in terms of p,w. Instead, we provide an easier roundabout
argument, which shows (Z,®,®) < 0. To this end, recall that we have already established the

relation
clw) = %f((p')z+wf(p:2f(<l><l>’)2+wf®2.

We now obtain another identity based on taking dot product of (3.12) with x®'. Dueto [ ®”dx =

1, we have
pw 2 P 2
=— | == | (OPD)".
cw) == f 2f( )

Combining this with (3.12), we establish the relationship

f(cpcp’)z - —Z:Liwfd)zdx,

3
c(w) :ﬂfd)z.
p+4

Substituting this in (3.24) results in the formula
(3p?-10p+8)
p+4

which in turn implies

(L.D,D) =—w ®%dx <0,

for p>2,w>0. Thus, n(Z£;) =1.

Next, we establish that the eigenvalue at zero is simple and there is a gap between the zero
and the non-negative portion of the spectrum. Recall that we work with arbitrary self-adjoint
extension of %, : D(%,) c L?|-L, L], given by the quadratic form g. Since g(u,u) = 0 for all
u L ®P~1, it follows that £, has only one simple negative eigenvalue, say —(?, and o(%;) \
{—{?} < [0,00). For any Q, a relatively open subset in [0,00), denote the spectral projection Pg :=
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xa(Z+). Supposing for a contradiction that fails, we select a sequence f,, with Py 1, f =
falfullz =1, fr L @' Tt follows that

L
(3.25) (Lifor fu) = A ) = N @ ) 172y 1~ (P =2 (@) f chf"z frdx—0.

Denote g, := @ f;,. Clearly, [ gll;2 < [|D]l 1, while

L
limsup ||l ;2 = limsuplg(fy, fn) + (p — 2)c(®) f ch"‘zf,%] <CyloIl?,
n n -

whence sup,, | gxll g < oo.

From the various convergences and the weak compactness of bounded sets in I[%[-L, L], and
the compactness of the embedding H'[-L, L] into L?[-L, L], it follows that there exist a subse-
quence (denoted the same), so that the weak convergences f;, —;2 U, g, — i g hold, as well as
the strong convergence limy, (| g, — gll;2(—;,;; = 0. In particular, one can see that for every 6 > 0,
limy, |8y — gll;2(-1+5 5] = 0. Moreover, since ® does not vanish on [-L +§, L — 6], we have that
g=®U and lim, || f, = Ull;2(~+5,.-5) = 0, for every 6 > 0. This is now enough to conclude that

L L
(3.26) lim f P2 frdx = f OP U dx
-L -L

Indeed, since ®(x) < C(L+x),—L < xand ®(x) < C(L- x), x <, we obtain
| OP2 f2dx| < C6P 2| |2, = C6V 2,
[-L,—L+8)U(L-5,L)

and similarly for the integrals | fi_; ;.51 5.) ®P~2U?dx|. On the other hand, on the interval
[-L+6,L- 6], we use the convergence limy, || f, = Ull ;2_1+5,1-5) = 0, to estimate

L-6 L-6

— — -2

IfL 5<I>” 2f,%alx—fL 6@” 2UPdx] < 1@V N fu— Ul rzi— a5, 0-6) (1 full 2 + 1 U 2).
—-L+ —L+

Putting all this together ensures (3.26).

We now claim that U is not identically zero. Assume for a contradiction that U = 0. In view
of and (3.26), this implies that lim,[lg/, ;> = 0. Since g, € H'[-L, L], it follows that it
is uniformly continuous function, whence the limit lim,_;_ g,(x) = lim,_;_ ®(x) f,,(x) =: ¢,
exists. Then, ¢, =0, since otherwise | f;,(x)| = zl(g’(‘)lc) > (Lc_”x) for all x e (L-6,L) and some C,, > 0.
But then,

L

L L
1 :f_Lf,f(x)dx > fo,f(x)dx > c,%fH =

a contradiction. It follows that g, (L) = 0. Similarly, g,(—L) = 0. Now, we can estimate

‘ O 1gn(0)I? O 1gn(x)1* 0
2 _ / 2
f_LIfn(xn dx_f_L e dstf_L T dxscf_L|g,,(x)| dx,

where we have first observed that ®(x) > C(L+ x) on x € (—L,0), and in the last step, we have
applied the Hardy’s inequality (see (2.3)), as g,,(—L) = 0. Similarly,

L L
f |fn(0Pdx<C f g, (0)*dx.
0 0

Combining the last two inequalities, we obtain

0 L L
1 :f Ifn(x)lzdx+f | fu(x)*dx < Cf g (x)[*dx,
L 0 -L

dx = oo,
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which is contradictory as lim,, [ g/, || ;2 = 0. This proves that U is not identically zero.

As fn = Po,1/n fn and f, — U, it is clear that U is an eigenfunction for Z,. This can also
be seen as a consequence of (3.26), the inequality liminf, ||g/, ;2 = lIgll;2 (which is the lower
semi-continuity of L? norm, with respect to weak convergence) and (3.25).

In any case, we conclude that £, U = 0. Recall that f,, 1L ®', whence their weak limit f, — U
also satisfies U L @'. According to however, this implies that

L.(VoU) =0,

at least in a distributional senseﬁ, against the compactly supported test functions. Standard
elliptic theory, together with the decay properties of v®U proves that v®U is indeed an L?
eigenfunction for L. In addition, due to %, [®'] = 0 and again (3.22), we also have L. [VOD'] =0
as well. According to the standard Sturm-Liouville theory for Schrédinger operators acting on
R, with exponentially decaying potentials, each eigenvalue of L, is simple. In our case how-
ever, we have two candidates for eigenfunctions corresponding to the zero eigenvalue, namely
VOU,V®®P'. So, it must be that vVOU = const.v/®&', or U = const.®'. This is in turn contra-
dictory as U L @' and U is not identically zero. This concludes the proof of PropositionB [

3.4. Spectral theory for the operator Z_. In order to analyze the Schrédinger eigenvalue prob-
lem (I.I0), we shall need also basic properties of the spectrum of £Z_. In the classical theory,
such operator is non-negative, with a simple eigenvalue at zero. The same results holds here as
well.

We start however with a formula for £_ in the spirit of (3.22). Namely, for the Schrédinger
operator

9 3 1
L.=-0°+ T‘” _3PED L yap-?
defined on L?(R), there is the relation
(3.27) VOL_f =L _(Vof).

Proposition 6. Let £_ be any self-adjoint extension of the symmetric operator
L f=-DR[Df]+2(w— c(w)PP ),
defined through the quadratic form q(u, v) = (®u, ®v)+2{(w—c(W)PP2)u, v) foru, v e CP(=L,L).
Then, £_ =0, where zero is a simple eigenvalue, with Ker|[£-] = span[®].
Proof. A direct inspection shows that
L_[®] = ~DO%[D?] +2(w — c(w)DPP ) D =0,

due to the profile equation (3.12).
Next, we show that there is the point-wise domination £_ = %,, as in the classical case.
Indeed, we have

2
9_w_3(p+1)c(w)q)p_2_ Q_Zp -5p+3
4 2p 4 2p
= 20— (4-p)clw)®P?

P —-P, = clw)®P~?| =

1/2

2This is due to the presence of the exponentially growing in the spatial variable factor ®~ "' in the formula

12.22).
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If p = 4, this is clearly a positive quantity. In the case 2 < p < 4, taking into account that ® <
1

®(0) = (Zf&’) ) )m, we conclude again

4-ppo o

2 2
As it was already shown in Propositiond that £, |(pp-1,1 = 0, it follows that £_|gp-1,1 = 0. In
addition, such an inequality guarantees that £_ may have at most a single negative eigenvalue
at the bottom of its spectrum. We proceed to rule this out. Recalling the relationship (3.27), it
follows that if Z_ has a negative eigenvalue, then the operator L_ has negative eigenvalue as
well. Thus, it remains to rule out negative eigenvalues for L_.

Recall that since Z_[®] = 0, by (8.27), it follows that L_ [®7] = 0. Thus, the Schrodinger op-
erator L_ has an eigenvalue at zero, with corresponding positive eigenfunction D7, By Sturm-
Liouville’s theorem, this means that zero is at the bottom of the spectrum for L_. We have thus
ruled out negative eigenvalues for L_, whence Z_ = 0.

Finally, suppose that V¥ is an eigenfunction for Z_, corresponding to the zero eigenvalue.
That is, Z_[¥] = 0. By 327, L_[¥v®] = 0. As we have just seen, zero is at the bottom of the
spectrum for L_ and it is hence a simple eigenvalue, with a corresponding eigenfunction D3,

It follows that ¥v/® = const.®? or ¥ = const.®. Thus Ker[Z_] = span|[®] and the proof of
Proposition[6lis complete.

L L 220~ (p-22>0

U

4. SPECTRAL STABILITY OF THE COMPACTON WAVES

Our next task is to study the stability of the waves ¢, which satisfy (I.5). Before we address
these issues, for both the degenerate NLS and KdV cases, we would like to comment on the
precise relation between the solutions ¢ to the variational problem (3.6) and the waves ¢.

Proposition 7. The profile equation (L.3) has unique bell-shaped solution ¢ : [-L, L] — R More-
over, this solution is related to the unique solution ® of the variational problem (LI3) via a for-
mula

(4.1) B, () = ¢y P00, @ = — P
' v T2 (-2

Finally,

(4.2) O, (x) = 0TI Dy (W ),

where @, is the unique minimizer of (L13) withw = 1.

Proof. We have already discussed the uniqueness of ¢, and consequently of ® = /@, see the

remarks after Proposition Bl It remains to note that due to the relation (3.8), we have that
p+4

c(w, p) = const(p)w2»+V, and so plugging in the relation (4.I) in the Euler-Lagrange equation
yields (L5), for appropriately chosen constant ¢, ,. Note that this constant ¢, , can be
derived explicitly based on (3.8), but we will not do so herein.

The formula for @, in terms of @, is due to an elementary scaling transformation, which
transforms the variational problem (L.I3) for general w > 0, into the one for w = 1. U

Based on the results of Proposition[7] we can claim the following properties of the operators
A+, based on the corresponding Z,.
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Proposition 8. Any self-adjoint extensions of the symmetric operators /€, satisfy the following
properties

o S_ =0, with a simple eigenvalue at zero, given by ®, i.e.
Ker(A-) = span[cp],%_l{(p}l > 0.
o The operator /€, has exactly one negative eigenvalue, the second smallest eigenvalue is
zero, which is also simple. In fact, n(#;) = 1, while Ker (#,) = span|¢'].

We are now ready to proceed with the analysis of the spectral stability of the compacton
waves ¢. We start with the degenerate NLS case.

4.1. Spectral stability of the degenerate NLS compactons. According to the instability index
theory developed in Section[2Z.3] we start with Ker (#°). Clearly,

[N T

!/
Looking for adjoints, we solve ¢ f = ( (g ), which yields

- 0
f = ( !}f_—l(P/ ) M
Same as in the classical cases, further adjoints are impossible, behind f Indeed, assuming

LHE = f , we need to solve 7, g1 = —#~[¢']. This is however a contradiction by Fredholm
theory, since

0=(Hrg1,¢") = (A 1¢p'],¢'y <0,
due to the fact that #~1 |{¢}J_ > 0.

On the other hand, solving _# Jff = ( ((; ), produces an adjoint

=757
Jﬁ;(p

Looking for further adjoints involves the quation ¢.#°g = ( ), which results in

F€_gr = —F7€; 1. By Fredholm theory, this requires a solvability condition (7, 1, ¢) = 0. Thus,
we may conclude that as long as (/- 1¢, ¢y #0,

-1
gKer(ij)eKer(Jf):span[( %6 ¢ )].

According to the instability index theory, the matrix D is one dimensional and the stability is
determined by the sign of (1, ¢).

It turns out that this is a quantity easy to compute. In fact, from the results of Proposition
[ZL we can see that the mapping w — ¢,, is a C! mapping from the positive line into the set of
functions. This allows us to take a Frechet derivative with respect to w in the profile equation
(L5, just as in the classical case. In short, we obtain

HCr[00Po] = -0,
whence

1
<=;€+_l(yby(,b> = _<awy(,bwy(,bw> = _an‘[d)zdx'
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4.2. Spectral stability for the degenerate KdV waves. We use, again, the procedure, outlined
in Section[2Z.3l As established in Proposition[8} the eigenvalue problem (L.8) clearly has a one di-
mensional kernel, namely Ker (#;) = span|¢']. We now proceed to find the generalized kernel
of 8,.7#,. So, we need a y € D(8,.7#;) < L?>(R), so that 0.7,y = ¢'. It follows that

4.3) JOy=¢d+c,xeR.

Taking into account the specific form of the operator .#;, in particular (I.9), we conclude that
for |x| > L, one must have
LY (x) =wy(x) =c, x| > L,
since supp¢ < (—L,L). This is of course impossible, as y € L?>(R), unless ¢ = 0. Thus, (@3)
becomes A,y = ¢.
Noting that ¢ L Ker(#,), so that #; ¢ exists (uniquely in the subspace Ker(#,)%), it fol-
lows that y € 77 ¢p + Ker (#,), so we may select

v =0,
and this is the unique element generating the subspace gKer(0,#;) © Ker(#;). It follows
that the stability of the traveling wave ¢(x — wt), once again is equivalent to the condition
(FE71p, ) <.

4.3. Computation of (Jf‘lgb, ¢). Since ¢ : (0,00) — (0,¢p) is a bijection and based on the rep-
resentation (I.6), we have

f G*dx 2[0 ¢2dx:—20 dx Zf(po\/%

Py 3.1
2 [ az=2(2) it [ s
\/w p 2 p-2 2 0 V1-—zP2

so that

1 00 8 — 3 3 1 2
D:—_awf ¢2dx: ( )P ’ ( p) — w7 32 g‘[ Z—dzy
2°Y) o 2] 2(p-2) 0 V1—zP2

This calculation yields the necessary and sufficient conditionf] for stability2 < p <8.
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