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ORBITAL STABILITY OF TWO-COMPONENT PEAKONS

CHENG HE, XIAOCHUAN LIU, AND CHANGZHENG QU

Abstract. We prove that the two-component peakon solutions are orbitally
stable in the energy space. The system concerned here is a two-component
Novikov system, which is an integrable multi-component extension of the inte-
grable Novikov equation. We improve the method for the scalar peakons to the
two-component case with genuine nonlinear interactions by establishing optimal
inequalities for the conserved quantities involving the coupled structures. More-
over, we also establish the orbital stability for the train-profiles of these two-
component peakons by using the refined analysis based on monotonicity of the
local energy and an induction method.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we are devoted to the orbital stability of the two-component peakon so-
lutions and the corresponding configuration of train-profiles. The system we are concerned
with is the following integrable two-component Novikov system [32]

{
mt + uvmx + (2vux + uvx)m = 0, m = u− uxx,

nt + uvnx + (2uvx + vux)n = 0, n = v − vxx.
(1.1)

Note that this system reduces to the well-studied integrable Novikov equation [28, 45]

mt + u2mx + 3uuxm = 0, m = u− uxx, (1.2)

when v = u.
Since the celebrated work [4] by Camassa and Holm, in which they first discovered the non-

smooth peaked soliton solutions (called peakons) to the Camassa-Holm (CH) equation, the
existence of peakons and multi-peakons is one of the significant properties of the integrable
CH-type equations. The basic wave profile of a peakon takes a quite compact form

ϕc(x − ct) = a(c) e−|x−ct|, (1.3)

where c ∈ R is the wave speed and the amplitude a(c) is a function related to c. Remarkably,
the seemingly simple form of the peakon displays the deep relationship with some important
phenomena of wave propagation in shallow water waves. Indeed, due to the discussion in
[12, 13, 51], the feature of the peakons that their profile (1.3) is smooth, except at the
crest where it is continuous but the lateral tangents differ, is similar to that of the so-called
Stokes waves of greatest height, i.e. traveling waves of largest possible amplitude which are
solutions to the governing equations for irrotational water waves. There is no closed forms
available for these waves, and the peakons can capture these described essential features. It
is well-understood that the CH equation

mt + umx + 2uxm = 0, m = u− uxx,
1
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and the Degasperis-Procesi (DP) equation

mt + umx + 3uxm = 0, m = u− uxx,

both arise as the appropriate asymptotic approximations of the Euler equations for the free-
surface shallow water waves in the moderately nonlinear regime [15], and admit the following
peakon solutions (c > 0, and anti-peakon for c < 0) in the line [4, 5, 6, 19, 31, 38]

u(t, x) = ϕc(x− ct) = ce−|x−ct|, c 6= 0. (1.4)

On the other hand, the peakons and the corresponding multi-peakons admit a rich math-
ematical structure related to the underlying integrable features. Indeed, both the CH and
DP equations are integrable equations with Lax-pair formulations, and the inverse scattering
approach can be used to derive explicitly these peakons (1.4) and the related multi-peakon
solutions [1, 18, 39]. In the past ten years, two typical CH-type integrable equations with
cubic nonlinearity that support peakon dynamics attracted much attention. One is the
Novikov equation (1.2), whose peakon solutions take the form of [28]

u(t, x) = ϕc(x− ct) =
√
ce−|x−ct|, c > 0.

Another one is the modified Camassa-Holm (mCH) equation [46]

mt +
(
(u2 − u2x)m

)
x
= 0, m = u− uxx,

which has the following peakon structure [25]

u(t, x) = ϕc(x − ct) =

√
3c

2
e−|x−ct|, c > 0.

Although the physical background of the Novikov and mCH equations is not so clear, their
peakon and multi-peakon dynamics are demonstrated to have several non-trivial properties
in the framework of Lax integrability (see the discussion in [8, 27], etc).

In this paper, special concern for these peakon solutions is the issue of their stability,
which lies in the fact that they are the explicit weak solutions in the sense of distribution
to the corresponding equations. The peakon equations exhibit different features in contrast
with the classical integrable equations such as the KdV equation, the modified KdV equa-
tion and the Schrödinger equation that admit the smooth solitions, especially in the study of
qualitative properties related to stability and instability. There are huge number of papers
to study the stability and instability of solitons for classical integrable systems. We don’t
attempt to exhaust all the literatures, one can refer to [2, 3, 7, 23, 24, 47] for stability issue
and [42, 43, 48] for the issue of asymptotic stability, as well as the references therein. Note
that the peakons don’t admit the classical second-order derivatives and the linearized oper-
ators at peakons appear to be degenerate. So the classical methods based on the spectral
analysis are not available in the case of peakons. In an intriguing paper due to Constantin
and Strauss [17], they proved the orbital stability of peakons for the CH equation by discov-
ering several precise optimal inequalities relating to the maximum value of the approximate
solutions and the conserved quantity of quadratic form and higher-order conserved quantity
(see also [16] for a variational argument and [30] for the periodic case). This approach in
[17] was further developed by Dika and Molinet [20] to study orbital stability of the train of
peakons to the CH equation. Orbital stability of peakons and the train of peakons of other
CH-type integrable equations were investigated in [29, 34, 35, 36, 37, 50]. More recently, the
issue of instability of peakons for the CH equation and the Novikov equation are addressed
in [44] and [11], respectively.

Compared with the rich results of the stability or instability properties of peakons for
the CH-type integrable equations of scalar form, the corresponding work for the multi-
component peakon profiles is quite a few. It is worth noticing that multi-component CH-
type integrable systems, that are verified to admit the peakon structures as the distributional



ORBITAL STABILITY OF TWO-COMPONENT PEAKONS 3

solutions, are very rare up to now. A celebrated integrable multi-component extension to
the CH equation is the so-called two-component CH system [9, 14, 46]

{
mt + umx + 2uxm+ ρρx = 0, m = u− uxx,

ρt + (ρu)x = 0.
(1.5)

However, system (1.5) does not admit the peaked solitons [26]. The orbital stability of a kind
of reduced peakon profile was studied via variational method [10]. The Novikov equation
(1.2) admits the following two-component integrable extension, called the Geng-Xue system
[22], {

mt + uvmx + 3vuxm = 0, m = u− uxx,

nt + uvnx + 3uvxn = 0, n = v − vxx,
(1.6)

which has been paid much attention recently [33, 40, 41]. Although system (1.6) supports
the multi-peakon structures, they are derived in the framework of Lax-pair formulation of
(1.6) (see [41]), which are not weak solutions in the sense of distribution. To the best of
our knowledge, there is no work to study orbital stability of multi-component peakons for
integrable multi-component CH-type equations.

Recently, another kind of two-component integrable generalization (1.1) of the Novikov
equation (1.2) was introduced in [32] and we find that this system admits the two-component
peakon structure, which are given by
(
u(t, x), v(t, x)

)
=
(
ϕc(x−ct), ψc(x−ct)

)
=
(
aϕ(x−ct), bψ(x−ct)

)
=
(
ae−|x−ct|, be−|x−ct|),

(1.7)
traveling at constant speed c = ab 6= 0. It is demonstrated that these peakons (1.7) are
indeed the weak solutions of (1.1) in the distribution form






ut + uvux + Px ∗
(
1

2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
+

1

2
P ∗ (u2xvx) = 0,

vt + uvvx + Px ∗
(
1

2
v2xu+ vvxux + v2u

)
+

1

2
P ∗ (v2xux) = 0,

(1.8)

where P (x) = e−|x|/2 and ∗ stands for convolution with respect to the spatial variable
x ∈ R. Here a question arises: are these multi-component peakons and the corresponding
train-profiles for system (1.1) stable in the energy space?

System (1.1) adapts the following conserved densities

E0[u, v] =

∫

R

(mn)
1

3 dx,

Eu[u] =

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
dx, Ev[v] =

∫

R

(
v2 + v2x

)
dx, H [u, v] =

∫

R

(
uv + uxvx

)
dx

and

F [u, v] =

∫

R

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
dx,

which will play prominent role in proving stability of peakons, while the corresponding three
conserved quantities of Novikov equation (1.2) are

H0[u] =

∫

R

m
2

3 dx, E[u] =

∫

R

(u2 + u2x) dx, F [u] =

∫

R

(
u4 + 2u2u2x − 1

3
u4x

)
dx.

If we choose u = v, then we have H0 = E0[u, u], E[u] = Eu[u] = Ev[v] = H [u, v] and
F [u, v] = F [u]. Due to the existence of the H1 conservation law respectively for the u and
v-components as well as the mutual interaction conservation laws H [u, v], it is expected to
prove stability for the two-component Novikov system in the sense of the energy space of
H1 × H1-norm. In general, a small perturbation of a solitary wave can yield another one
with a different speed and phase shift. It is appropriate to define the orbit of traveling-wave



4 CHENG HE, XIAOCHUAN LIU, AND CHANGZHENG QU

solutions (ϕc, ψc) to be the set U(ϕ, ψ) = {(aϕ(·+x1), bψ(·+x2)), x1 ∈ R, x2 ∈ R}. However,
if x1 6= x2, the functionals F [ϕc, ψc] and H [ϕc, ψc] are not conserved in the time evolution
for (ϕc, ψc) in this set U(ϕ, ψ). Thus, we consider here a suitable orbit of the traveling-
wave solutions ϕc and ψc to be the set U0(ϕ, ψ) = {(aϕ(·+x0), bψ(·+x0)), x0 ∈ R} and the
peakon solutions of the two-component Novikov equation are called orbitally stable if a wave
standing close to the peakon remains close to the orbit U0(ϕ, ψ) at all the later existence
time.

The first main result is stated as follows. Here, we only consider the case of peakons
traveling to the right, i.e. the case of a > 0, b > 0 and then c = ab > 0 in (1.7).

Theorem 1.1. Let (ϕc, ψc) be the peaked solitons in (1.7), traveling with speed c = ab > 0.
Then (ϕc, ψc) are orbitally stable in the following sense. Assume that u0, v0 ∈ Hs(R) for
some s ≥ 3, (1− ∂2x)u0(x) and (1− ∂2x)v0(x) are nonnegative, and there is a δ > 0 such that

‖(u0, v0)− (ϕc, ψc)‖H1(R)×H1(R) ≤ ‖u0 − ϕc‖H1(R) + ‖v0 − ψc‖H1(R) < δ.

Then the corresponding solution (u(t, x), v(t, x)) of the Cauchy problem for the two-component
Novikov system (1.1) with the initial data u(0, x) = u0(x) and v(0, x) = v0(x) satisfies

sup
t∈[0,T )

∥∥(u(t, ·), v(t, ·)
)
−
(
ϕc(· − ξ(t)), ψc(· − ξ(t))

)∥∥
H1(R)×H1(R)

≤ sup
t∈[0,T )

‖u(t, ·)− ϕc(· − ξ(t))‖H1(R) + ‖v(t, ·) − ψc(· − ξ(t))‖H1(R) < Aδ
1

4 ,

where T > 0 is the maximal existence time, ξ(t) ∈ R is the maximum point of the function
u(t, x)v(t, x), the constant A depends only on a, b as well as the norms ‖u0‖Hs(R) and

‖v0‖Hs(R).

To prove orbital stability of the two-component peakons (ϕc, ψc), some new insights
are developed. We aim to obtain for each component u and v the dynamical estimates
|u(t, ξ(t)) − a| and |v(t, ξ(t)) − b| along some trajectory t 7→ ξ(t), where a and b are the
maximal value of the component ϕc and ψc, respectively. Here, due to the nonlinear inter-
action between u and v involved in system (1.1), the key obstacle is how to find the suitable
location of ξ(t) in order to derive the precise estimates for |u(t, ξ(t))− a| and |v(t, ξ(t))− b|
(note that in the case of scalar peakons such ξ(t) is always chosen to locate at the maximal
point of perturbed solution, which is no longer valid in the multi-component case considered
here and ξ(t) must change according to the appearance of characteristic speed of nonlinear
interaction uv). Moreover, the dynamical energy identities and energy inequalities should
involve the nonlinear interaction of the two components. In addition, the conservation law
F [u, v] is much more complicated than F [u] of the Novikov equation. Therefore, the stability
issue of the two-component peakon solutions is more subtle. To overcome the difficulties,
two observations will be crucial. System (1.1) not only has the separated H1 conserved
quantities

∫
(u2+u2x)dx and

∫
(v2+v2x)dx with which one can derive the pointwise estimates

separately for each component u and v, but also the second-order interacting conserved
quantity H [u, v] =

∫
(uv + uxvx)dx with which we are motivated to find the exact location

of ξ(t) as the maximal point of the multiplication function u(t, ·)v(t, ·) of two components.
This argument is quite different from the case for the scalar CH-type equations. On the other
hand, new optimal energy identities for H [u, v] and F [u, v] are established. The new insight
is that the precise control of two components is involved in one optimal energy identity.
This point is also different from the scalar case. Based on these observations together with
corresponding refined analysis, we are able to prove orbital stability of the two-component
peakons (ϕc, ψc) on the line R.
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Remark 1.1. For the Geng-Xue system (1.6), even though the peakon solutions in the
Lax-pair sense are considered, system (1.6) does not admit sufficient conserved quantities to
establish the corresponding estimates for the stability.

For the issue of orbital stability of train-profiles of these two-component peakons, we have
the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let be given N velocities c1, c2, · · · , cN such that 0 < a1 < a2 < ... < aN ,
0 < b1 < b2 < ... < bN and ci = aibi for any i ∈ {1, ..., N}. There exist A > 0, L0 > 0
and ǫ0 > 0 such that if the initial data (u0, v0) ∈ Hs(R) × Hs(R) for some s ≥ 3 with
(1− ∂2x)u0(x) and (1− ∂2x)v0(x) being nonnegative, satisfy

∥∥∥∥∥u0 −
N∑

i=1

ϕc(· − z0i )

∥∥∥∥∥
H1

+

∥∥∥∥∥v0 −
N∑

i=1

ψc(· − z0i )

∥∥∥∥∥
H1

≤ ǫ (1.9)

for some 0 < ǫ < ǫ0 and z0i − z0i−1 ≥ L with L > L0, then there exist x1(t), ..., xN (t) such
that the corresponding strong solution (u(t, x), v(t, x)) satisfies

∥∥∥∥∥u(t, ·)−
N∑

i=1

ϕc(· − xi(t))

∥∥∥∥∥
H1

+

∥∥∥∥∥v(t, ·)−
N∑

i=1

ψc(· − xi(t))

∥∥∥∥∥
H1

≤ A
(
ǫ

1

4 + L− 1

8

)
,

∀t ∈ [0, T ), where xj(t)− xj−1(t) > L/2.

In general, two main ingredients in the proof of orbital stability for the train-proflies
of peakons are involved [20, 36, 43]. One is orbital stability of the single peakons, and
the another one is the property of almost monotonicity of the local energy on the right
hand side of the peakons. For the two-component peakons, more difficulties come from
the interaction of the two components u(t, x) and v(t, x). The first one is how to establish
inequalities among the localized conserved quantities to verify the orbital stability of the
two-component peakons separately. For the train-profiles of peakons, we need to apply N
inequalities to control 2N estimates. The second one is to establish monotonicity result of
the functionals J u,v

j,k (t) since we can not identify the sign for the term uxvx in the conserved

density H [u, v]. To overcome the difficulties, we use the conserved densities Eu[u], Ev[v],
H [u, v] and F [u, v], and establish the delicate inequalities relating to the conserved densities
and the maximal value of the two components u(t, x) and v(t, x). And in the case of train-
profile of two-component peakons, we apply the proof of the single peakons, the modulation
theory, the accurate estimates on the conserved densities Eu[u], Ev[v], H [u, v] and F [u, v]
and the induction method to obtain the desired result.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide a brief
discussion on the integrability, conservation laws, the sign invariant property of m(t, x) and
n(t, x) of system (1.1), and local well-posedness result on Cauchy problem of system (1.1).
In Section 3, we prove orbital stability of single peakons on the line. Finally in Section 4,
we verify orbital stability of the train of peakons.

2. Preliminaries

In the present section, the issue of well-posedness is discussed. First of all, we call that
functions (u, v) ∈ C([0, T );H1(R))× C([0, T );H1(R)) is a solution of system (1.1), if (u, v)
is a solution of (1.8) in the sense of distributions and Eu[u], Ev[v], H [u, v] and F [u, v] are
conserved quantities.

Consider the following Cauchy problem of system (1.1) in the whole line R




mt + uvmx + (2vux + uvx)m = 0, m = u− uxx,

nt + uvnx + (2uvx + vux)n = 0, n = v − vxx, t > 0, x ∈ R,

u(0, x) = u0(x), v(0, x) = v0(x), x ∈ R.

(2.1)
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First, similar to the results for the two-component CH system given in [21], one can
establish the following local well-posedness result.

Theorem 2.1. Given z0 = (u0, v0)
T ∈ Hs(R) × Hs(R)(s > 3/2), there exists a maximal

T = T (‖z0‖Hs(R)×Hs(R)) > 0 and a unique strong solution z = (u, v)T to (2.1) such that

z = z(·, z0) ∈ C([0, T );Hs(R)×Hs(R)) ∩ C1([0, T );Hs−1(R)×Hs−1(R)).

In addition, the solution depends continuously on the initial data, i.e. the mapping

z0 → z(·, z0) : Hs(R)×Hs(R) → C([0, T );Hs(R)×Hs(R))∩C1([0, T );Hs−1(R)×Hs−1(R))

is continuous. Furthermore, the quantities Eu[u], Ev[v], H [u, v] and F [u, v] are all conserved
along the solution z = (u, v)T .

Consider the flow governed by (uv)(t, x)





d

dt
q(t, x) = (uv)(t, q(t, x)), x ∈ R, t ∈ [0, T ),

q(0, x) = x, x ∈ R.
(2.2)

Just as the case for the Novikov equation (1.2), the following lemma can be proved.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that (u0, v0) ∈ Hs(R)×Hs(R) with s > 3/2 and T > 0 be the maximal
existence time of the corresponding strong solution (u, v) to the Cauchy problem of system
(2.1). Then the problem (2.2) has a unique solution q(t, x) ∈ C1([0, T )× R). Furthermore,
the map q(t, ·) is an increasing diffeomorphism over R with

qx(t, x) = exp

(∫ t

0

(uv)x(s, q(s, x))ds

)
, (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R. (2.3)

Lemma 2.2. Let u0, v0 ∈ Hs(R), s ≥ 3. Assume that m0 = u0−u0xx and n0 = v0−v0xx are
nonnegative in the line. Then for the corresponding strong solution u, v ∈ C([0, T );Hs(R))∩
C1([0, T );Hs−1(R)) of the Cauchy problem of the two-component Novikov system (2.1) with
the initial data u0, v0, we have for all t ∈ [0, T ), m(t, x) and n(t, x) are both nonnegative
functions. In addition, u(t, ·) ≥ 0, v(t, ·) ≥ 0 and |ux(t, ·)| ≤ u(t, ·), |vx(t, ·, )| ≤ v(t, ·) on
the line.

Proof. It follows from the Cauchy problem (2.1) of the two-component Novikov system that
along the flow (2.2), m and n satisfy

{
m′ + (2vux + uvx)(t, q(t, x))m(t, q(t, x)) = 0,

n′ + (2uvx + vux)(t, q(t, x))n(t, q(t, x)) = 0,
(2.4)

where ′ denotes the derivative with respect to t along the flow (2.2). Denote

γ1(t, x) = exp

(∫ t

0

(2vux + uvx)(s, q(s, x))ds

)
, γ2(t, x) = exp

(∫ t

0

(2uvx + vux)(s, q(s, x))ds

)
.

Then they satisfy

γ′1(t, x) = (2vux + uvx)(t, q(t, x))γ1, γ′2(t, x) = (2uvx + vux)(t, q(t, x))γ2.

Let

m̃(t, x) = γ1(t, x)m(t, q(t, x)), ñ(t, x) = γ2(t, x)n(t, q(t, x)).

(2.4) become

m̃′(t, x) = 0, ñ′(t, x) = 0. (2.5)

The equations

m̃(t, x) = m0 and ñ(t, x) = n0
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lead to

m(t, q(t, x)) = exp

(
−
∫ t

0

(2vux + uvx)(s, q(s, x))ds

)
m0,

n(t, q(t, x)) = exp

(
−
∫ t

0

(2uvx + vux)(s, q(s, x))ds

)
n0.

Thus, for all t ∈ [0, T ), we have m(t, ·) ≥ 0, n(t, ·) ≥ 0. And then u(t, ·) ≥ 0, v(t, ·) ≥ 0.
Formally regarding m(x) = u(x)− uxx(x), it holds that for all x ∈ R,

u(x) =
e−x

2

∫ x

−∞
eym(y)dy +

ex

2

∫ ∞

x

e−ym(y)dy

and

ux(x) = −e
−x

2

∫ x

−∞
eym(y)dy +

ex

2

∫ ∞

x

e−ym(y)dy.

Then we infer that

u(x) ≥ |ux(x)|, ∀x ∈ R.

Similarly, we find

v(x) ≥ |vx(x)|, ∀x ∈ R.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

3. Stability of two-component peakons

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1, which will be based on a series of lemmas. Note that
the assumptions on the initial profile guarantee the existence of a unique positive solution
for the Cauchy problem (2.1) of the two-component Novikov system. In general, for a > 0
and b > 0, the profile functions of peakon solutions ϕc(x) = ae−|x| and ψc(x) = be−|x| are
in H1(R), which have peaks at x = 0, and thus

max
x∈R

ϕc(x) = ϕc(0) = a and max
x∈R

ψc(x) = ψc(0) = b.

A direct calculation gives

Eu[ϕc(x)] = ‖ϕc‖2H1 = 2a2, Ev[ψc(x)] = ‖ψc‖2H1 = 2b2

and

H [ϕc(x), ψc(x)] = 2ab, F [ϕc(x), ψc(x)] =
4

3
a2b2.

Due to the conservation of the H1-norm of each component u and v, the following point-
wise identities still hold for the two-component Novikov system as in the scalar CH and
Novikov cases.

Lemma 3.1. For any u, v ∈ H1(R) and ξ ∈ R, we have

Eu[u]− Eu[ϕc] = ‖u− ϕc(· − ξ)‖2H1(R) + 4a(u(ξ)− a),

Ev[v]− Ev[ψc] = ‖v − ψc(· − ξ)‖2H1(R) + 4b(v(ξ)− b).
(3.1)

In the following two lemmas, two energy identities relating some kind of critical values of
u and v to the invariants H [u, v] and F [u, v] are established. Consider 0 6≡ u, v ∈ Hs(R),
s ≥ 3, and u, v ≥ 0. Then u, v ∈ C2 due to the Sobolev imbedding theory. Since u and
v decay at infinity, it must have a point with global maximal value of the multiplication
function u(x)v(x). Thus, in the following, set for some ξ ∈ R

M = max
x∈R

{u(x)v(x)} = u(ξ)v(ξ). (3.2)
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Lemma 3.2. Let 0 6≡ u, v ∈ Hs(R), s ≥ 3 and u, v ≥ 0. Define the functions g1(x) and
g2(x) by

g1(x) =

{
u(x)− ux(x), x < ξ,

u(x) + ux(x), x > ξ,
(3.3)

and

g2(x) =

{
v(x) − vx(x), x < ξ,

v(x) + vx(x), x > ξ.
(3.4)

Then
∫

R

g1(x)g2(x)dx = H [u, v]− 2M. (3.5)

Proof. To show (3.5), we evaluate the integral of g1(x)g2(x) on R. Thus,

∫

R

g1(x)g2(x)dx

=

∫ ξ

−∞
(u(x)− ux(x)) (v(x)− vx(x))dx+

∫ ∞

ξ

(u(x) + ux(x)) (v(x) + vx(x)) dx

=

∫ ξ

−∞
(uv − (uv)x + uxvx)dx+

∫ ∞

ξ

(uv + (uv)x + uxvx) dx

= H [u, v]− 2M.

�

The construction of the auxiliary function h(x) in the following lemma is crucial in the
proof of stability of peakons, which is different from the scalar cases of CH and DP equations.
This new defined function is a nontrivial refinement of the case in the Novikov equation.

Lemma 3.3. With the same assumptions and notation as in Lemma 3.2, define the function
h by

h(x) =





uv − 1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx, x < ξ,

uv +
1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx, x > ξ.

(3.6)

Then
∫

R

h(x)g1(x)g2(x)dx = F [u, v]− 4

3
M2. (3.7)

Proof. To show (3.7), we evaluate the integral of h(x)g1(x)g2(x) on R. Thus,

∫

R

h(x)g1(x)g2(x)dx

=

∫ ξ

−∞

[
uv − 1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx

]
[uv − (uv)x + uxvx] dx

+

∫ ∞

ξ

[
uv +

1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx

]
[uv + (uv)x + uxvx] dx , I +Π.
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We do computation:

I =

∫ ξ

−∞

[
uv − 1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx

]
[uv − (uv)x + uxvx] dx

=

∫ ξ

−∞

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
dx− 4

3

∫ ξ

−∞
(uv)(uv)x dx

=

∫ ξ

−∞

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
dx− 2

3
M2.

Similarly,

Π =

∫ ∞

ξ

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
dx− 2

3
M2.

Combining above, we have
∫

R

h(x)g1(x)g2(x)dx

=

∫ ∞

−∞

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
dx− 4

3
M2 = F [u, v]− 4

3
M2.

�

With the two energy identities (3.5) and (3.7) in hand, one can derive the following
delicate relation between the second order conserved quantity H [u, v] and the higher-order
conserved quantity F [u, v] for the strong solution (u, v).

Lemma 3.4. Assume that 0 6≡ u0, v0 ∈ Hs, s ≥ 3 and m0 = u0−u0xx ≥ 0, n0 = v0−v0xx ≥
0. For the corresponding strong solution (u(t, x), v(t, x)) with initial data (u0, v0) in the
lifespan [0, T ), there holds

F [u, v]− 4

3
M(t)H [u, v] +

4

3
M(t)2 ≤ 0, ∀t ∈ [0, T ), (3.8)

where M(t) = maxx∈R{u(t, x)v(t, x)} = u(t, ξ(t))v(t, ξ(t)) for some trajectory ξ(t) ∈ R in
[0, T ).

Proof. First, by the sign-invariant property, the solution (u(t, x), v(t, x)) satisfies m(t, x) =
u(t, x) − ∂2xu(t, x) ≥ 0 and n(t, x) = v(t, x) − ∂2xv(t, x) ≥ 0 for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ) × R. It
follows that (u(t, x), v(t, x)) is positive solution and fulfills all the conditions assumed in
Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3. Hence, we have the following energy identities of the dynamical forms
in [0, T ) ∫

R

g1(t, x)g2(t, x)dx = H [u, v]− 2M(t) (3.9)

and ∫

R

h(t, x)g1(t, x)g2(t, x)dx = F [u, v]− 4

3
M(t)2. (3.10)

We now claim that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R

h(t, x) =





(
uv − 1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx

)
(t, x), x < ξ(t),

(
uv +

1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx

)
(t, x), x > ξ(t)

≤ 4

3
u(t, x)v(t, x).

In fact, due to the definition of h(t, x), it follows from the fact u(t, x) ≥ |ux(t, x)| and
v(t, x) ≥ |vx(t, x)| that

h(t, x) =
4

3
u(t, x)v(t, x) − 1

3
(u ± ux(t, x))(v ± vx(t, x)) ≤

4

3
u(t, x)v(t, x).
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Thus, the combination of the above inequalities yields

h(t, x) ≤ 4

3
u(t, x)v(t, x) ≤ 4

3
max
x∈R

{u(t, x)v(t, x)} =
4

3
M(t), ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T )× R.

Now, using estimates |ux| ≤ u and |vx| ≤ v again in the expressions (3.3) and (3.4), we
obtain (3.8) from (3.9) and (3.10). �

In the following lemma, we study the perturbation of the conserved quantities around the
profile functions ϕc(x) and ψc(x) of peakon solutions, under the case of time independence.

Lemma 3.5. For u, v ∈ Hs(R), s ≥ 3, if ‖u − ϕc‖H1(R) < δ and ‖v − ψc‖H1(R) < δ with
0 < δ < 1/2, then

|Eu[u]− Eu[ϕc]| < 2
√
2aδ + δ2, |Ev[v]− Eu[ψc]| < 2

√
2bδ + δ2

and

|H [u, v]−H [ϕc, ψc]| < 2
√
2(a+ b)δ + 6δ2, |F [u, v]− F [ϕc, ψc]| < Cδ +O(δ2),

where C > 0 is a constant depending on a, b, ‖u‖Hs and ‖v‖Hs .

Proof. Let ũ = u−ϕc and ṽ = v−ψc, for convenience. Since ‖ũ‖H1(R) < δ and ‖ṽ‖H1(R) < δ,
it follows that

|Eu[u]− Eu[ϕc]| =
∣∣∣‖u0‖2H1(R) − ‖ϕc‖2H1(R)

∣∣∣

=
∣∣‖u0‖H1(R) − ‖ϕc‖H1(R)

∣∣ ∣∣‖u0‖H1(R) + ‖ϕc‖H1(R)

∣∣

≤‖ũ0‖H1(R)

(
‖ũ0‖H1(R) + 2‖ϕc‖H1(R)

)
≤ 2

√
2 aδ + δ2.

Similarly, we have

|Ev[v]− Ev[ψc]| < 2
√
2 bδ + δ2.

Next, we now estimate

∣∣∣H [u, v]−H [ϕc, ψc]
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(uv + uxvx) dx−
∫

R

(ϕcψc + ϕ′
cψ

′
c) dx

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ũṽ + uṽ + vũ) dx +

∫

R

[(ux − ϕ′
c)(vx − ψ′

c) + ux(vx − ψ′
c) + vx(ux − ϕ′

c)] dx

∣∣∣∣

≤
∫

R

|ũṽ| dx+

∫

R

|ũv| dx+

∫

R

|(v − ϕc)u| dx

+

∫

R

|ũ′ṽ′| dx+

∫

R

|ũ′vx| dx+

∫

R

|ṽ′ux| dx.

Using the Hölder inequality

∫

R

|ũv| dx ≤
(∫

R

ũ2 dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

v2 dx

) 1

2

≤ ‖ũ‖H1(R)

(
‖ṽ‖H1(R) + ‖ϕc‖H1(R)

)
≤ δ2 +

√
2 aδ,

we deduce that

|H [u, v]−H [ϕc, ψc]| < 2
√
2(a+ b)δ + 6δ2.
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Finally, we estimate

∣∣∣F [u, v]− F [ϕc, ψc]
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

R

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
dx

−
∫

R

[
ϕ2
cψ

2
c +

1

3
ϕ2
c(ψ

′
c)

2 +
1

3
(ϕ′

c)
2ψ2

c +
4

3
ϕcψcϕ

′
cψ

′
c −

1

3
(ϕ′

c)
2(ψ′

c)
2

]
dx

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∫

R

∣∣u2v2 − ϕ2
cψ

2
c

∣∣ dx+
1

3

∫

R

∣∣u2v2x − ϕ2
c(ψ

′
c)

2
∣∣ dx +

1

3

∫

R

∣∣v2u2x − (ϕ′
c)

2ψ2
c

∣∣ dx

+
4

3

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(
uvuxvx − ϕcψcϕ

′
cψ

′
c

)
dx

∣∣∣∣ +
1

3

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

[
u2xv

2
x − (ϕ′

c)
2(ψ′

c)
2
]
dx

∣∣∣∣

, I1 +
1

3
I2 +

1

3
I3 +

4

3
I4 +

1

3
I5.

For the first term I1, we obtain

I1 ≤
∫

R

∣∣(u2 − ϕ2
c

)
v2
∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣(v2 − ψ2
c

)
ϕ2
c

∣∣ dx

≤ ‖v‖2L∞

(∫

R

ũ2 dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

(u+ ϕc)
2 dx

) 1

2

+ ‖ϕc‖2L∞

(∫

R

ṽ2 dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

(v + ψc)
2 dx

) 1

2

≤ ‖v‖2L∞‖ũ‖H1 (‖ũ‖H1 + 2‖ϕc‖H1) + ‖ϕc‖2L∞‖ṽ‖H1 (‖ṽ‖H1 + 2‖ψc‖H1)

≤ 1

2

(
δ +

√
2b
)2
δ
(
δ + 2

√
2a
)
+ b2δ

(
δ + 2

√
2b
)
≤ 2

√
2b2(a+ b)δ +O(δ2).

For the second term I2, we have

I2 ≤
∫

R

∣∣(u2 − ϕ2
c

)
v2x
∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣(v2x − ψ′2
c

)
ϕ2
c

∣∣ dx

≤ ‖vx‖2L∞

(∫

R

(ũ)2 dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

(u+ ϕc)
2 dx

) 1

2

+ ‖ϕc‖2L∞

(∫

R

(ṽx)
2 dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

(vx + ψ′
c)

2 dx

) 1

2

≤ ‖vx‖2L∞‖ũ‖H1 (‖ũ‖H1 + 2‖ϕc‖H1) + ‖ϕc‖2L∞‖ṽ‖H1 (‖ṽ‖H1 + 2‖ψc‖H1)

≤ 1

2

(
δ +

√
2b
)2
δ
(
δ + 2

√
2a
)
+ b2δ

(
δ + 2

√
2b
)
≤ 2

√
2b2(a+ b)δ +O(δ2).

Similarly, for the term I3, we get

I3 < 2
√
2a2(a+ b)δ +O(δ2).

For the fourth term I4, we estimate

I4 ≤
∫

R

|ũvuxvx| dx+

∫

R

|ϕcṽvuxvx| dx+

∫

R

|ϕcψcũxvx| dx +

∫

R

|ϕcψcϕ
′
cṽx| dx

≤ 1

2
‖ũ‖L∞‖v‖L∞

∫

R

(u2x + v2x) dx+
1

2
‖ṽ‖L∞‖u‖L∞

∫

R

(u2x + v2x) dx

+ ‖ϕc‖L∞‖ψc‖L∞

(∫

R

ũ2x dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

v2x dx

) 1

2

+ ‖ϕc‖L∞‖ψc‖L∞

(∫

R

ṽ2x dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

u2x dx

) 1

2

≤ 1

2

(
‖ũ‖H1(R)‖v‖H1(R) + ‖ṽ‖H1(R)‖u‖H1(R)

) (
‖v‖2H1(R) + ‖u‖2H1(R)

)

+
1

2
‖ϕc‖H1(R)‖ψc‖H1(R)

(
‖ũ‖H1(R)‖v‖H1(R) + ‖ṽ‖H1(R)‖u‖H1(R)

)

≤
√
2(a+ b)(a2 + b2 + ab)δ +O(δ2).
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For the fifth term I5, we have

I5 ≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

u2x
(
v2x − (ψ′

c)
2
)
dx

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(ψ′
c)

2(u2x − (ϕ′
c)

2) dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖u‖2L∞

(∫

R

ṽ2x dx

) 1

2

(∫

R

(vx + ψ′
c)

2 dx

) 1

2

+ ‖ψ′
c‖2L∞

(∫

R

ũ2xdx

) 1

2

(∫

R

(ux + ϕ′
c)

2dx

) 1

2

≤ 1

2

[
‖u‖2H1(R)‖ṽ‖H1(R)

(
‖ṽ‖H1(R) + 2‖ψc‖H1(R)

)
+ ‖ψ′

c‖2H1(R)‖ũ‖H1(R)

(
‖ũ‖H1(R) + 2‖ϕc‖H1(R)

)]

≤ 2
√
2ab(a+ b)δ +O(δ2).

Accordingly, for 0 < δ < 1/2, we have

|F (u, v)− F (ϕc, ψc)| ≤ Cδ +O(δ2),

where C is a constant depending on a, b, ‖u‖Hs and ‖v‖Hs , which completes the proof of
this lemma. �

Now, we are in the position to prove that the strong solution satisfies the novel error
estimates at some kind of critical point under the assumption of small perturbation of
initial data around the profile of peakon solutions.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that (u(t, x), v(t, x)), t ∈ [0, T ), is the corresponding strong solution
of the Cauchy problem (2.1) with initial data (u0(x), v0(x)) satisfying 0 6≡ u0, v0 ∈ Hs(R),
s ≥ 3 and m0 = u0 − u0xx ≥ 0, n0 = v0 − v0xx ≥ 0. If (u0(x), v0(x)) satisfies

‖u0 − ϕc‖H1(R) < δ and ‖v0 − ψc‖H1(R) < δ,

with 0 < δ < 1/2, then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|u(t, ξ(t))− a| < Cδ
1

2 and |v(t, ξ(t)) − b| < Cδ
1

2 , ∀t ∈ [0, T ),

where ξ(t) ∈ R is located such that u(t, ξ(t))v(t, ξ(t)) = maxx∈R{u(t, x)v(t, x)} =M(t).

Proof. In view of the conservation of the functionals H [u, v] and F [u, v], as well as the
invariant property established in Lemma 2.2 of the strong solution (u(t, x), v(t, x)), we
deduce from Lemma 3.5 that for any t ∈ [0, T ),

∣∣∣H [u(t, ·), v(t, ·)]−H [ϕc, ψc]
∣∣∣ < 2

√
2(a+ b)δ + 6δ2 (3.11)

and ∣∣∣F [u(t, ·), v(t, ·)]− F [ϕc, ψc]
∣∣∣ < Cδ +O(δ2), (3.12)

where the constants involved depend on a, b, ‖u0‖Hs and ‖v0‖Hs .
Furthermore, we have obtained in Lemma 3.4 the following dynamical inequality

F [u, v]− 4

3
M(t)H [u, v] +

4

3
M(t)2 ≤ 0.

Then, define the polynomial P (y) to be

P (y) =
4

3
y2 − 4

3
H [u, v]y + F [u, v].

For the peakons, we have H [ϕc, ψc] = 2ab and F [ϕc, ψc] = 4a2b2/3, thus the above polyno-
mial with respect to peakons is defined by

P0(y) =
4

3
y2 − 4

3
H [ϕc, ψc]y + F [ϕc, ψc] =

4

3
(y − ab)2.

Note that

P (y) = P0(y)−
4

3

(
H [u, v]−H [ϕc, ψc]

)
y +

(
F [u, v]− F [ϕc, ψc]

)
.
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It follows that for any t ∈ [0, T )

4

3

(
M(t)− ab

)2
= P0(M(t)) ≤ 4

3

∣∣H(u, v)−H(ϕc, ψc)
∣∣M(t) +

∣∣F (u, v)− F (ϕc, ψc)
∣∣,

which together with (3.11) and (3.12) leads to
∣∣M(t)− ab

∣∣ ≤ Cδ
1

2 . (3.13)

On the other hand, since

2u2(t, ξ(t)) ≤ ‖u0‖2H1(R), 2v2(t, ξ(t)) ≤ ‖v0‖2H1(R),

we have

0 < u(t, ξ(t)) ≤ a+ C̃δ
1

2 , 0 < v(t, ξ(t)) ≤ b+ C̃δ
1

2 .

It follows from (3.13) and the above estimate that

ab− C̃δ
1

2 ≤ u(ξ)v(ξ) ≤ (a+ C̃δ
1

2 )v(ξ),

which implies

v(t, ξ(t)) ≥ b− Cδ
1

2 .

Similarly, we have

u(t, ξ(t)) ≥ a− Cδ
1

2 .

This finishes the proof of the lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u ∈ C([0, T );Hs) and v ∈ C([0, T );Hs), s ≥ 3, be the unique
strong solution for Cauchy problem (2.1) of the two-component Novikov system (1.1) with
initial data u(0, x) = u0(x) and v(0, x) = v0(x). Since Eu[u] and Ev[v] are both conserved,
we deduce that

Eu[u(t, ·)] = Eu[u0] and Ev[v(t, ·)] = Ev[v0], ∀t ∈ (0, T ). (3.14)

By (3.14) and Lemma 3.1, we infer that for any t ∈ [0, T )

‖u(t, ·)− ϕc(· − ξ(t))‖2H1(R) =Eu[u0]− Eu[ϕc]− 4a(u(t, ξ(t))− a),

‖v(t, ·)− ψc(· − ξ(t))‖2H1(R) =Ev[v0]− Ev[ψc]− 4b(v(t, ξ(t))− b).

Combining the above two dynamical pointwise identities with Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 , we
conclude that for any t ∈ [0, T )

‖u− ϕc(· − ξ(t))‖H1(R) < Cδ
1

4 and ‖v − ψc(· − ξ(t))‖H1(R) < Cδ
1

4 ,

where as in Lemma 3.6, C is a constant depending on a, b, ‖u‖Hs and ‖v‖Hs . This thus
completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

4. Stability of train-profiles

In this section, we are devoted to proving orbital stability of train-profiles of two-component
peakons (ϕc, ψc). For α > 0 and L > 0, we define the following neighborhood of all the
sums of N peakons of speed c1, ..., cN with spatial shifts xi that satisfy xi − xi−1 ≥ L,

U(α,L) =
{
(u, v) ∈ H1(R)×H1(R),

inf
xi−xi−1≥L

∥∥∥u−
N∑

i=1

ϕci(· − xi)
∥∥∥
H1

+
∥∥∥v −

N∑

i=1

ψci(· − xi)
∥∥∥
H1

≤ α
}
.
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By the continuity of the map t 7→ (u(t), v(t)) from [0, T [ into H1(R) ×H1(R), to prove
Theorem 1.2 it suffices to verify that there exist A > 0, ǫ0 > 0 and L0 > 0 such that for any
L > L0 and 0 < ǫ < ǫ0, if (u0, v0) satisfies (1.9) and for some 0 < t0 < T , we have

(u(t), v(t)) ∈ U

(
A(ǫ

1

4 + L− 1

8 ),
L

2

)
∀t ∈ [0, t0], (4.1)

then

(u(t0), v(t0)) ∈ U

(
A

2
(ǫ

1

4 + L− 1

8 ),
2L

3

)
. (4.2)

Therefore, in the sequel of this section we will assume (4.1) for some 0 < ǫ < ǫ0 and L > L0,
with A, ǫ0 and L0 to be specified later.

4.1. Control of the distance between the peakons. In this subsection we shall prove
that the different bumps of u and v that are individually close to their own peakons and get
away from each others as time is increasing. This is crucial in our analysis since we do not
know how to manage strong interactions.

Proposition 4.1. Assume (u0, v0) satisfies (1.9), and there exist α0 > 0, L0 > 0 and
C0 > 0 such that for all 0 < α < α0, L > L0 > 0. If (u(t), v(t)) ∈ U(α, L2 ) on [0, t0] for

some 0 < t0 < T , then there exist C1functions x̃1, ..., x̃N defined on [0, t0] such that

d

dt
x̃i = ci +O(

√
α) +O(L−1), i = 1, ..., N, (4.3)

∥∥∥u(t)−
N∑

i=1

ϕci(· − x̃i(t))
∥∥∥
H1

+
∥∥∥v(t)−

N∑

i=1

ψci(· − x̃i(t))
∥∥∥
H1

= O(
√
α), (4.4)

x̃i(t)− x̃i−1(t) ≥
3L

4
+
ci − ci−1

2
t, i = 2, ..., N. (4.5)

Moreover, setting Ji := [yi(t), yi−1(t)], i = 1, ..., N , with

y1 = −∞, yN+1 = +∞ and yi(t) =
x̃i−1(t) + x̃i(t)

2
, i = 2, ..., N, (4.6)

it holds

|x̃i(t)− xi(t)| ≤
L

12
, i = 1, ..., N, (4.7)

where x1(t), ..., xN (t) are any point such that

u(t, xi(t))v(t, xi(t)) = max
x∈Ji(t)

u(t)v(t), i = 1, ..., N. (4.8)

To prove this proposition we use a modulation argument. The strategy is to construct
C1 functions x̃1, ..., x̃N on [0, t0] satisfying a suitable orthogonality condition, see (4.12).
Thanks to this orthogonality condition, we will be able to prove that the speed of the x̃i
stays close to ci on [0, t0].

Proof. For Z = (z1, ..., zN ) ∈ R
N satisfying zi − zi−1 > L/2, we set

RZ(·) =
N∑

i=1

ϕci(· − zi) and SZ(·) =
N∑

i=1

ψci(· − zi). (4.9)

For α0 > 0, L0 > 0, we define the function

Y : (−α, α)N ×BH1×H1 ((RZ , SZ), α) 7→ R
N ,

(y1, ..., yN , u, v) 7→ (Y 1(y1, ..., yN , u, v), ..., Y
N (y1, ..., yN , u, v))
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with

Y i(y1, ..., yN , u, v) =

∫

R

(
(u−

N∑

i=1

ϕcj (· − zj − yj))∂xϕci(· − zi − yi)

+ (v −
N∑

i=1

ψcj (· − zj − yj))∂xψci(· − zi − yi)

)
,

Y is clearly of class C1. For i = 1, ..., N,

∂Y i

∂yi
(y1, ..., yN , u, v) =

∫

R

(
(ux −

N∑

i6=j

∂xϕcj (· − zj − yj))∂xϕci(· − zi − yi)

+ (vx −
N∑

i6=j

∂xψcj(· − zj − yj))∂xψci(· − zi − yi)

)
,

and ∀j 6= i,

∂Y i

∂yj
(y1, ..., yN , u, v) =

∫

R

(
∂xϕcj (· − zj − yj)∂xϕci(· − zi − yi)

+ ∂xψcj (· − zj − yj)∂xψci(· − zi − yi)

)
.

Hence

∂Y i

∂yi
(0, ..., 0, RZ , SZ) = ‖∂xϕci‖2L2 + ‖∂xψci‖2L2 ≥ a21 + b21,

and, for ∀j 6= i, using the exponential decay of ϕc and that zi − zi−1 > L we infer for L0

large enough that (recall that L > L0),

∂Y i

∂yj
(0, ..., 0, RZ , SZ) =

∫

R

(
∂xϕcj (· − zj)∂xϕci(· − zi) + ∂xψcj (· − zj)∂xψci(· − zi)

)

≤ O(e−
L
4 ).

We conclude that, for L > 0 large enough, D(y1,...,yN)Y (0, ..., 0, RZ , SZ) = D+P where D is

an invertible diagonal matrix with ‖D−1‖ ≤ (a21 + b21)
−n and ‖P‖ ≤ O(e−L/4). Hence there

exists L0 > 0 such that for L > L0, D(y1,...,yN)Y (0, ..., 0, RZ , SZ) is invertible with an inverse

matrix of norm smaller than 2(a21+ b21)
−n. The implicit function theorem implies that there

exists β0 > 0 and C1 functions y1, y2, ..., yN from BH1×H1((RZ , SZ), β0) to a neighborhood
of (0, 0, ..., 0) which uniquely determined such that

Y (y1, ..., yN , u, v) = 0 for all (u, v) ∈ B((RZ , SZ), β0).

In particular, there exists C0 > 0 such that if (u, v) ∈ B((RZ , SZ), β), with 0 < β ≤ β0,
then

N∑

i=1

∣∣yi(u, v)
∣∣ ≤ C0β. (4.10)

Note that β0 and C0 depend on only a1, b1 and L0 and not on the point (z1, ..., zN ). For
(u, v) ∈ B((RZ , SZ), β0) we set x̃i(u, v) = zi + yi(u, v). Assuming that β0 ≤ L0/(8C0),
x̃1, ..., x̃N are thus C1 functions on B((RZ , SZ), β) satisfying

x̃j(u, v)− x̃j−1(u, v) >
L

2
− 2C0β >

L

4
. (4.11)
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For L > L0 and 0 < α < α0 < β0/2 to be chosen later, we define the modulation of
(u, v) ∈ U(α,L/2) in the following way, the trajectory of (u, v) is covered by a finite number
of open balls:

{(
u(t), v(t)

)
, t ∈ [0, t0]

}
⊂

⋃

k=1,...,M

B
(
(RZk , SZk), 2α

)
.

It is worth noticing that, since 0 < α < α0 < β0/2, the functions x̃i(u, v) are uniquely
determined for (u, v) ∈ B((RZk , SZk), 2α)

⋂
B((RZk′ , SZk′ ), 2α). We can thus define the

functions t 7→ x̃i(t) on [0, t0] by setting x̃i(t) = x̃i(u(t), v(t)). By construction

∫

R

((
u(t, ·)−

N∑

j=1

ϕcj (· − x̃j(t))
)
∂xϕci(· − x̃i(t))

+
(
v(t, ·)−

N∑

j=1

ψcj (· − x̃j(t))
)
∂xψci(· − x̃i(t))

)
dx = 0.

(4.12)

Moreover, on account of (4.10) and the fact that ϕ′′
c and ψ′′

c are the sum of an L1 function
and a Dirac mass, we claim

∥∥∥
(
u(t), v(t)

)
−
(
RX̃(t), SX̃(t)

)∥∥∥
H1×H1

≤ O(
√
α), ∀t ∈ [0, t0]. (4.13)

Indeed, one can calculate
∥∥∥
(
u(t), v(t)

)
−
(
RX̃(t), SX̃(t)

)∥∥∥
H1×H1

,
∥∥∥u(t)−RX̃(t)

∥∥∥
H1

+
∥∥∥v(t)− SX̃(t)

∥∥∥
H1

≤
∥∥∥u(t)−RZk(t)

∥∥∥
H1

+
∥∥∥RZk(t) − RX̃(t)

∥∥∥
H1

+
∥∥∥v(t)− SZk(t)

∥∥∥
H1

+
∥∥∥SZk(t) − SX̃(t)

∥∥∥
H1

≤ α+ Ĉ

N∑

i=1

∥∥∥ϕ(· − zki )− ϕ(· − zki − yi(u, v))
∥∥∥
H1

≤ α+ Ĉ
N∑

i=1

(
2(1− e−yi)2 + 2yi +O(y2i )

) 1

2 ≤ O(
√
α).

Let us now prove that the speed of x̃i stays close to ci. We set

Rj(t) = ϕcj (· − x̃j(t)) and ũ(t) = u(t)−
N∑

j=1

Rj(t) = u(t, ·)−RX̃(t),

Sj(t) = ψcj (· − x̃j(t)) and ṽ(t) = v(t)−
N∑

j=1

Sj(t) = u(t, ·)− SX̃(t).

Differentiating (4.12) with respect to t we get

∫

R

(
ũt∂xRi + ṽt∂xSi

)
= ˙̃xi

(
< ∂2xRi, ũ >H−1,H1 + < ∂2xSi, ṽ >H−1,H1

)
,

and thus
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(
ũt∂xRi + ṽt∂xSi

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ | ˙̃xi − ci|
(
O
(
‖ũ‖H1

)
+O

(
‖ṽ‖H1

))
+
(
O
(
‖ũ‖H1

)
+O

(
‖ṽ‖H1

))
.

(4.14)
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Substituting u by ũ+
∑N

j=1 Rj(t) and v by ṽ +
∑N

j=1 Sj(t) into (1.8) and using





∂tRi +
(
˙̃xi(t)− ci

)
∂xRi +RiSi∂xRi + Px ∗

(1
2
(∂xRi)

2Si +Ri(∂xRi)(∂xSi) +R2
iSi

)

+ P ∗
(1
2
(∂xRi)

2∂xSi

)
= 0,

∂tSi +
(
˙̃xi(t)− ci

)
∂xSi + SiRi∂xSi + Px ∗

(1
2
(∂xSi)

2Ri + Si(∂xSi)(∂xRi) + S2
iRi

)

+ P ∗
(1
2
(∂xSi)

2∂xRi

)
= 0,

(4.15)
we infer that (ũ, ṽ) satisfies on [0, t0] that

ũt −
N∑

i=1

( ˙̃xi(t)− ci)∂xRi +
(
ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj

)(
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

)(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
−

N∑

j=1

(RjSj∂xRj)

+ Px ∗
(
1

2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj) + (ũ+
N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)

+ (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
2(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj −

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

)

+ P ∗
(
1

2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

)
= 0,

ṽt −
N∑

i=1

( ˙̃xi(t)− ci)∂xSi +
(
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

)(
ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj

)(
∂x
(
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

))
−

N∑

j=1

(SjRj∂xSj)

+ Px ∗
(
1

2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2
(ũ +

N∑

j=1

Rj) + (ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)
(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)

+ (ṽ +
N∑

j=1

Sj)
2(ũ +

N∑

j=1

Rj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRj −

N∑

j=1

SjSjxRjx −
N∑

j=1

S2
jRj

)

+ P ∗
(
1

2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRjx

)
= 0.

(4.16)

Taking the L2 scalar product with ∂xRi in the first equation of (4.16) and ∂xSi in the second
equation of (4.16), summing up the resulting equations, integrating by parts, and using the
decay of Rj , Sj and their first derivative, we claim

| ˙̃xi(t)− ci| ≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
8 ). (4.17)
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Indeed, according to the above, we obtain that

( ˙̃xi − ci)
(
< ∂2xRi, ũ >H−1,H1 + < ∂2xSi, ṽ >H−1,H1

)

+ ci
(
< ∂2xRi, ũ >H−1,H1 + < ∂2xSi, ṽ >H−1,H1

)
− ( ˙̃xi − ci)

∫

R

(
(∂xRi)

2 + (∂xSi)
2

)
dx

=
∑

i6=j

( ˙̃xj − cj)
( ∫

R

(
∂xRi∂xRj + ∂xSi∂xSj

)
dx
)

−
∫

R

(((
ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj

)(
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

)(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
−

N∑

j=1

(RjSj∂xRj)

)
∂xRi

)
dx

−
∫

R

(((
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

)(
ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj

)(
∂x
(
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

))
−

N∑

j=1

(SjRj∂xSj)

)
∂xSi

)
dx

+

∫

R

(
P ∗

(
1

2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj) + (ũ +

N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)

+ (ũ+
N∑

j=1

Rj)
2(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj −

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

)
∂2xRi

)
dx

+

∫

R

(
P ∗

(
1

2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2
(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj) + (ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)
(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)

+ (ṽ +
N∑

j=1

Sj)
2(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRj −

N∑

j=1

SjSjxRjx −
N∑

j=1

S2
jRj

)
∂2xSi

)
dx

−
∫

R

(
P ∗

(
1

2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

)
∂xRi

)
dx

−
∫

R

(
P ∗

(
1

2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRjx

)
∂xSi

)
dx.

For every term, we have the following estimates

< ∂2xRi, ũ >H−1,H1 =

∫

R

∂2xRiũ dx =

∫

R

[Ri − 2aiδ (x− x̃i(t)))] ũ dx

=

∫

R

Riũ dx− 2aiũ(x̃i(t)) ≤ ‖ũ‖L∞

(∣∣∣
∫

R

Ri dx
∣∣∣ + 2ai

)
≤ O(

√
α).

Similarly,

< ∂2xSi, ṽ >H−1,H1≤ O(
√
α).

For the term,
∫
R
∂xRi∂xRj dx, we find

∫

R

∂xRi∂xRj dx = −
∫

R

∂2xRiRj dx = −
∫

R

(Ri − 2aiδ(x− x̃i(t)))Rj dx

= −
∫

R

RiRj dx+ 2aiRj(x̃i(t)) ≤ O(e−
L
4 ).

Similarly,
∫

R

∂xSi∂xSj dx ≤ O(e−
L
4 ).
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Lemma 4.1. Assume (ũ, ṽ) satisfies (4.13), then we have

∫

R

[
(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)(ṽ +
N∑

j=1

Sj)(ũx +
N∑

j=1

Rjx)−
N∑

j=1

RjSjRjx

]
Rix dx ≤ O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
4 )

and
∫

R

[
(ũ +

N∑

j=1

Rj)(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)(ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx)−
N∑

j=1

RjSjSjx

]
Six dx ≤ O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Proof. We calculate

∫

R

[
(ũ +

N∑

j=1

Rj)(ṽ +
N∑

j=1

Sj)(ũx +
N∑

j=1

Rjx)−
N∑

j=1

RjSjRjx

]
Rix dx

=

∫

R

[
ũ(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)(ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx) +

N∑

j=1

Rj ṽ(ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx) +

N∑

j=1

Sj

N∑

j=1

Rj ũx

+
N∑

j=1

Sj

N∑

j=1

Rj

N∑

j=1

Rjx −
N∑

j=1

RjSjRjx

]
Rix dx

≤
∣∣∣
∫

R

ũ(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)(ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx)Rix dx
∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣
∫

R

N∑

j=1

Rj ṽ(ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx)Rix dx
∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣
∫

R

N∑

j=1

Sj

N∑

j=1

Rj ũxRix dx
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
∫

R

[ N∑

j=1

Sj

N∑

j=1

Rj

N∑

j=1

Rjx −
N∑

j=1

RjSjRjx

]
Rix dx

∣∣∣

≤‖ũ‖L∞‖u‖L∞‖v‖L∞

∣∣∣
∫

R

Rix dx
∣∣∣+

N∑

j=1

‖Rj‖L∞‖ṽ‖L∞‖u‖L∞

∣∣∣
∫

R

Rix dx
∣∣∣

+
( N∑

j=1

‖Rj‖L∞

)( N∑

j=1

‖Sj‖L∞

)(∫

R

(ũx)
2 dx

) 1

2

( ∫

R

R2
ix dx

) 1

2

+
∣∣∣
∫

R

[ ∑

i6=j or i6=k or j 6=k

RiSjRkx

]
Rix dx

∣∣∣ ≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Similarly, we have

∫

R

[
(ũ +

N∑

j=1

Rj)(ṽ +
N∑

j=1

Sj)(ṽx +
N∑

j=1

Sjx)−
N∑

j=1

RjSjSjx

]
Six dx ≤ O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

�

In order to estimate the next terms, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma (4.1), we have

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj) + (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)

+ (ũ+
N∑

j=1

Rj)
2(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj −

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 )
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and

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2
(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj) + (ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)
(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)

+ (ṽ +
N∑

j=1

Sj)
2(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRj −

N∑

j=1

SjSjxRjx −
N∑

j=1

S2
jRj

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Proof. By using Hölder inequality and triangle inequality, we get

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj) + (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)

+ (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
2(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj −

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤1

2

∫

R

∣∣∣
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj

∣∣∣ dx

+

∫

R

∣∣∣(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
−

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx

∣∣∣ dx

+

∫

R

∣∣∣(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
2(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

∣∣∣ dx

=
1

2
I2,1 + I2,2 + I2,3.

For the term I2,1, we have

I2,1 =

∫

R

∣∣∣
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj

∣∣∣ dx

≤
∫

R

∣∣∣
[(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
−

N∑

j=1

R2
jx

]
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)
∣∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

R2
jx

)
ṽ
∣∣∣ dx

+

∫

R

∣∣∣
N∑

j=1

R2
jx

N∑

i=1

Si −
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj

∣∣∣ dx

≤‖ṽ‖L∞

∫

R

(∣∣∣ũ2x
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣2ũx

N∑

j=1

Rjx

∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
−

N∑

j=1

R2
jx

∣∣∣
)
dx

+ ‖ṽ‖L∞

∫

R

N∑

j=1

R2
jx dx+

∫

R

N∑

i6=j

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSi dx ≤ O(

√
α) +O(e

L
4 ).



ORBITAL STABILITY OF TWO-COMPONENT PEAKONS 21

For the term I2,2, we have

I2,2 =

∫

R

∣∣∣(ũ +
N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
−

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx

∣∣∣ dx

≤
∫

R

∣∣∣ũ
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)∣∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

Rj

)
ũx

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)∣∣∣ dx

+

∫

R

∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

Rj

)( N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
ũx

∣∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

Rj

)( N∑

j=1

Sjx

)( N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
−

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx

∣∣∣ dx

≤‖ũ‖L∞

∫

R

|uxvx| dx+ ‖v‖L∞

(∫

R

( N∑

j=1

Rj

)2
dx
) 1

2

( ∫

R

ũ2x dx
) 1

2

+

N∑

j=1

‖Sj‖L∞

( ∫

R

( N∑

j=1

Rj

)2
dx
) 1

2

( ∫

R

ũ2x dx
) 1

2

+

∫

R

∣∣∣
∑

i6=j or j 6=k or i6=k

RiSjxRjx

∣∣∣ dx

≤O(
√
α) +O(e

L
4 ).

For this term I2,3, we obtain

I2,3 =

∫

R

(
ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj

)2(
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

)
−

N∑

j=1

R2
jSj dx

≤
∫

R

∣∣∣
(
(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
2 −

N∑

j=1

R2
j

)(
ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj

)∣∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣∣
N∑

j=1

R2
j ṽ
∣∣∣ dx

+

∫

R

∣∣∣
N∑

j=1

R2
j

N∑

i=1

Si −
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

∣∣∣ dx

≤‖v‖L∞

∫

R

|ũ|2 +
∣∣∣2ũ

N∑

j=1

Rj

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

Rj

)2
−

N∑

j=1

R2
j

∣∣∣ dx+ ‖ṽ‖L∞

∫

R

N∑

j=1

R2
j dx

+

∫

R

N∑

i6=j

N∑

j=1

R2
jSi dx ≤ O(

√
α) + O(e

L
4 ).

Accordingly, we get

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj) + (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)

+ (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
2(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj −

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).
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Similarly, we can prove

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2
(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj) + (ṽ +
N∑

j=1

Sj)
(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)

+ (ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)
2(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRj −

N∑

j=1

SjSjxRjx −
N∑

j=1

S2
jRj

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

This completes the proof of this lemma. �

Thanks to the lemma 4.2, we have

∫

R

P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj) + (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)

+ (ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)
2(ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSj −

N∑

j=1

RjRjxSjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jSj

)
∂2xRi dx

,

∫

R

A(x)∂2xRi dx =

∫

R

A(x) (Ri − 2aiδ(x− x̃i(t))) dx

=

∫

R

A(x)Ri dx− 2aiA(x̃i(t)) ≤ O (‖A‖L∞) ≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Similarly, we get

∫

R

P ∗
(1
2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2
(ũ +

N∑

j=1

Rj) + (ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)
(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)

+ (ṽ +

N∑

j=1

Sj)
2(ũ+

N∑

j=1

Rj)−
1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRj −

N∑

j=1

SjSjxRjx −
N∑

j=1

S2
jRj

)
∂2xSi dx

≤O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Lemma 4.3. Under the same assumption as (4.1), we have

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ),

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRjx

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).
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Proof. We estimate

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

)∥∥∥

≤1

2

∫

R

∣∣∣(ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx)
2(ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx)−
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

∣∣∣ dx

≤1

2

(∫

R

∣∣∣
(
(ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx)
2 −

N∑

j=1

R2
jx

)
(ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx)
∣∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣∣ṽx
N∑

j=1

R2
jx

∣∣∣ dx
)

+
1

2

∫

R

∣∣∣
N∑

j=1

R2
jx

N∑

j=1

Sjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

∣∣∣ dx =
1

2
(I3,1 + I3,2 + I3,3).

For the term I3,1, we obtain

I3,1 =

∫

R

∣∣∣
(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
(ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx)−
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

∣∣∣ dx

≤
∫

R

∣∣∣
[(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
−

N∑

j=1

R2
jx

]
(ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx)
∣∣∣ dx+

∫

R

∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

R2
jx

)
ṽx

∣∣∣ dx

+

∫

R

∣∣∣
N∑

j=1

R2
jx

N∑

i=1

Six −
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

∣∣∣ dx

≤‖v‖L∞

∫

R

∣∣∣ũ2x
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣2ũx

N∑

j=1

Rjx

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣
( N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2
−

N∑

j=1

R2
jx

∣∣∣ dx

+ ‖ṽ‖L∞

∫

R

N∑

j=1

R2
jx dx+

∫

R

N∑

i6=j

N∑

j=1

∣∣R2
jxSix

∣∣ dx ≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

For the term I3,2, we get

I3,2 =

∫

R

N∑

j=1

R2
jx|ṽx| dx =

N∑

j=1

∫

R

R2
jx|ṽx| dx ≤

N∑

j=1

( ∫

R

ṽ2x dx
) 1

2

( ∫

R

R4
jx dx

) 1

2 ≤ O(
√
α).

For the term I3,3, we have

∫

R

∣∣∣
N∑

j=1

R2
jx

N∑

j=1

Sjx −
N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

∣∣∣ dx ≤
∫

R

N∑

i6=j

N∑

j=1

∣∣R2
jxSix

∣∣ dx ≤ O(e−
L
4 ).

Thus, we deduce that

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 )

and

∥∥∥P ∗
(1
2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRjx

)∥∥∥
L∞

≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

This completes the proof of this lemma. �
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On account of Lemma (4.3), we obtain

∫

R

P ∗
(1
2

(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)2(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

R2
jxSjx

)
∂xRi dx

≤
(
O(

√
α) +O(e

L
4 )
) ∫

R

|Rix| dx ≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Similarly, we find

∫

R

P ∗
(1
2

(
ṽx +

N∑

j=1

Sjx

)2(
ũx +

N∑

j=1

Rjx

)
− 1

2

N∑

j=1

S2
jxRjx

)
∂xSi dx ≤ O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Thanks to the lemmas 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3, we arrive at

| ˙̃xi(t)− ci|
(
‖Rix‖2L2 + ‖Six‖2L2 +O(

√
α)
)
≤ O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
8 ).

Since ‖Rix‖L2 > a1 and ‖Six‖2L2 > b1, then we have

| ˙̃xi(t)− ci| ≤ O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
8 ).

Finally, we claim

|xi − x̃i| ≤
L

12
.

Indeed, if x /∈ [x̃i − L/12, x̃i + L/12], then

u(x, t)v(x, t) ≤ cie
−L

6 +O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ) ≤ ci −O(

√
α)−O(e−

L
4 ),

by choosing α small enough and L large enough. However,

u(t, xi)v(t, xi) = max
x∈Ji(t)

u(x)v(x) ≥ u(x̃i)v(x̃i) = ci +O(
√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ),

which is a contradiction. Therefore, we have |xi − x̃i| ≤ L/12. �

4.2. Monotonicity property. Thanks to the preceding proposition, for ǫ0 > 0 small
enough and L0 > 0 large enough, one can construct C1 functions x̃1, ..., x̃N defined on [0, t0]
such that (4.3)-(4.7) are satisfied. In this subsection we investigate the almost monotonicity
of functionals that are very close to the energy at the right of ith bump, i = 1, ..., N − 1 of
(u, v). Let Ψ be a C∞-function such that

{
0 < Ψ(x) < 1, Ψ′(x) > 0, x ∈ R,

|Ψ′′′| ≤ 10|Ψ′|, x ∈ [−1, 1],

and

Ψ(x) =

{
e−|x|, x < −1,

1− e−|x|, x > 1.

Setting ΨK = Ψ(·/K), we introduce for i = 2, ..., N ,

J u
j,K(t) =

∫

R

(
u2(t) + u2x(t)

)
Ψj,K(t) dx, J v

j,K(t) =

∫

R

(
v2(t) + v2x(t)

)
Ψj,K(t) dx,

J u,v
j,K (t) =

∫

R

(u(t)v(t) + ux(t)vx(t))Ψj,K(t) dx,

where Ψj,K(t, x) = ΨK(x−yj(t)) with yj(t), j = 2, ..., N , defined in (4.6). Note that J u
j,K(t)

is close to ‖u(t)‖H1(x>yj(t))
and thus measures the energy at the right of the (j− 1)th bump

of u, J v
j,K(t) is close to ‖v(t)‖H1(x>yj(t))

and thus measures the energy at the right of the
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(j − 1)th bump of v, and J u,v
j,K (t) is close to < u(t), v(t) >H1×H1(x>yj(t)) and thus measures

the energy at the right of the (j − 1)th bump of (u, v). Finally, we set

σ0 =
1

4
min(c1, c2 − c1, ..., cN − cN−1).

We have the following monotonicity result.

Proposition 4.2. (Exponential decay of the functionals J u
j,K(t), J v

j,K(t) and J u,v
j,K (t)). Let

(u, v) ∈ Y ([0, T [) be a solution of two component Novikov equations satisfying (4.4) on [0, t0].
There exist α0 > 0 and L0 > 0 only depending on c1 such that if 0 < α < α0 and L ≥ L0

then for any 4 ≤ K .
√
L,

J u
j,K(t)− J u

j,K(0) ≤ O(e−
σ0L

8K ), J v
j,K(t)− J v

j,K(0) ≤ O(e−
σ0L

8K ),

J u,v
j,K (t)− J u,v

j,K (0) ≤ O(e−
σ0L

8K ), ∀j ∈ {2, ..., N}, ∀t ∈ [0, t0].

The proof of this Proposition relies on the following Virial type identity.

Lemma 4.4. (Virial type identity). Let (u, v) ∈ Y ([0, T [), with 0 < T ≤ +∞, be a solution
of equation (1.1) that satisfies (1.9). For any smooth space function g : R → R, there holds

d

dt

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
g dx

=

∫

R

u
[
u2xv + 2P ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
+ 2Px ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
g′ dx+

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
g′ dx,

d

dt

∫

R

(
v2 + v2x

)
g dx

=

∫

R

v
[
v2xu+ 2P ∗

(1
2
v2xu+ vvxux + v2u

)
+ 2Px ∗

(1
2
v2xux

)]
g′ dx +

∫

R

(
v2 + v2x

)
g′ dx,

and
d

dt

∫

R

(uv + uxvx) g dx

=

∫

R

u
[
vuxvx + P ∗

(1
2
v2xu+ vvxux + v2u

)
+ Px ∗

(
1

2
v2xux

)]
g′ dx

+

∫

R

v
[
P ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
+ Px ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
g′ dx +

∫

R

(uv + uxvx) g
′ dx.

Proof. By using the weak form of u, integrating by parts, we calculate

d

dt

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
g dx = 2

∫

R

(uut + uxuxt) g dx+

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
g′ dx

=2

∫

R

(uut − uuxxt − uuxt) g
′ dx+

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
g′ dx

=

∫

R

(
2u2vm− 2u

[
u2v − 1

2
u2xv − uvuxx − P ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
− Px ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)])
g′ dx

+

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
g′ dx

=

∫

R

[
uu2xv + 2uP ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
+ 2uPx ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
g′ dx +

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
g′ dx.

Similarly, we have

d

dt

∫

R

(
v2 + v2x

)
g dx =

∫

R

[
vv2xu+ 2vP ∗

(1
2
v2xu+ vvxux + v2u

)
+ 2vPx ∗

(1
2
v2xux

)]
g′ dx

+

∫

R

(
v2 + v2x

)
g′ dx.
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Using the weak form of (u, v) and its first derivative, integrating by parts, we obtain

d

dt

∫

R

(uv + uxvx) g dx

=

∫

R

(uvt + utv − uxxtv − uvxxt − uxtv − uvxt) g dx+

∫

R

(uv + uxvx) g
′ dx

=

∫

R

(un+mv − uxtv − uvxt) g dx+

∫

R

(uv + uxvx) g
′ dx

=

∫

R

[
uvuxvx + uP ∗

(1
2
v2xu+ vvxux + v2u

)
+ uPx ∗

(1
2
v2xux

)]
g′ dx

+

∫

R

[
vP ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
+ vPx ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
g′ dx+

∫

R

(uv + uxvx) g
′ dx.

�

Proof of Proposition 4.2. We first note that, combining (4.3) and (4.6), it holds for i =
2, .., N ,

ẏi(t) =
˙̃xi−1(t) + ˙̃xi(t)

2
=
ci−1 + ci

2
+O(

√
α) +O(L−1) ≥ c1

2
. (4.18)

Recall that the assumption ensures that u ≥ 0 and v ≥ 0 on R. Now, applying the Virial
type identity with g = Ψi,K and using (4.18), we get

d

dt
J u
i,K(t) =− ẏi

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Ψ′

i,K dx

+

∫

R

[
uu2xv + 2uP ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
+ 2uPx ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx

≤− c1
2

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Ψ′

i,K dx+

∫

R

uu2xvΨ
′
i,K dx

+

∫

R

[
2uP ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx+

∫

R

[
2uPx ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx

,− c1
2

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Ψ′

i,K dx+ Ĩ1,1 + Ĩ1,2 + Ĩ1,3.

We claim that for the terms Ĩ1,i, i = 1, 2, 3, it holds

Ĩ1,i ≤
c1
20

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Ψ′

i,K dx+
C

K
‖u0‖3H1(R)‖v0‖H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).

Indeed, we divide R into two regions Di and Dc
i with

Di =

[
x̃i−1(t) +

L

4
, x̃i(t)−

L

4

]
, i = 2, ..., N.

Combining (4.5) and (4.6), one can check that for x ∈ Dc
i ,

|x− yi(t)| ≥
x̃i(t)− x̃i−1(t)

2
− L

4
≥ ci − ci−1

4
t+

L

8
≥ σ0t+

L

8
. (4.19)

Let us begin by an estimate of Ĩ1,1. Using (4.19), Sobolev imbedding and the exponential
decay of Ψ′

i,K on Dc
i , we get

Ĩ1,1 =

∫

Di

uu2xvΨ
′
i,K dx+

∫

Dc
i

uu2xvΨ
′
i,K dx

≤‖u‖L∞(Di)‖v‖L∞(Di)

∫

Di

(
u2x + u2

)
Ψ′

i,K dx+ ‖Ψ′
i,K‖L∞(Dc

i
)‖u‖L∞(R)‖v‖L∞(R)‖u‖2H1 .
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Now, using the exponential decay of ϕc and ψc on Di, it holds

‖u‖L∞(Di) ≤
∥∥∥u−

N∑

j=1

ϕ(· − x̃j(t))
∥∥∥
L∞(Di)

+
N∑

j=1

‖ϕ(· − x̃j(t))‖L∞(Di)
≤ O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
8 ),

‖v‖L∞(Di) ≤
∥∥∥v −

N∑

j=1

ψ(· − x̃j(t))
∥∥∥
L∞(Di)

+

N∑

j=1

‖ψ(· − x̃j(t))‖L∞(Di)
≤ O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
8 ).

(4.20)

Therefore, for 0 < α < α0 and L > L0 > 0, with α0 ≪ 1 and L0 ≫ 1, we obtain

Ĩ1,1 ≤ c1
20

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Ψ′

i,K dx+
C

K
‖u0‖3H1(R)‖v0‖H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).

Before estimating the term Ĩ1,2, using that |Ψ′′′
i,K | ≤ 10K−2Ψ′

i,K , we have

(
1− ∂2x

)
Ψ′

i,K(x) = Ψ′
i,K(x)− 1

K2
Ψ′′′

i,K(x) ≥
(
1− 10

K2

)
Ψ′

i,K(x), ∀x ∈ R,

and since K > 4, it holds

(
1− ∂2x

)−1
Ψ′

i,K(x) ≤
(
1− 10

K2

)−1

Ψ′
i,K(x), ∀x ∈ R. (4.21)

Next, the estimate of Ĩ1,2 gives us

Ĩ1,2 =

∫

Di

[
2uP ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx+

∫

Dc
i

[
2uP ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx

≤ ‖u‖L∞(Di)

∫

R

P ∗
∣∣u2xv + 2uuxvx + 2u2v

∣∣Ψ′
i,K dx

+ ‖Ψ′
i,K‖L∞(Dc

i
)‖u‖L∞(R)

∫

R

∣∣u2xv + 2uuxvx + 2u2v
∣∣ dx

≤ 3‖u‖L∞(Di)‖v‖L∞(Di)

∫

R

∣∣u2x + u2
∣∣Ψ′

i,K dx+
C

K
‖u0‖3H1(R)‖v0‖H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
)

≤ c1
20

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Ψ′

i,K dx+
C

K
‖u0‖3H1(R)‖v0‖H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
),

where the Young’s inequality is used, the exponential decay of Ψ′
i,K on Dc

i , (4.20) and (4.21).

Let us tackle now the estimate of Ĩ1,3. On Dc
i we have

∫

Dc
i

[
uPx ∗ (u2xvx)

]
Ψ′

i,K(t) dx ≤ ‖Ψ′
i,K‖L∞(Dc

i
)‖v‖L∞(Dc

i
)

∫

R

u2x [P ∗ u] dx

≤ ‖Ψ′
i,K‖L∞(Dc

i
)‖v‖L∞(Dc

i
)‖P ∗ u‖L∞(R)

∫

R

u2x dx.

Applying the Holder inequality, we have for all x ∈ R,

P ∗ u =
1

2

∫

R

e−|x−y|u(y) dy ≤ 1

2

(∫

R

e−2|x−y| dy

) 1

2

(∫

R

u2(y) dy

) 1

2

≤ 1

2
‖u‖L2(R), (4.22)

and then using (4.22) and the exponential decay of Ψ′
i,K on Dc

i , it holds

∫

Dc
i

[
uPx ∗ (u2xvx)

]
Ψ′

i,K(t) dx ≤ C

K
‖u0‖3H1(R)‖v0‖H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).
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The estimate of Ĩ1,3 on Di leads to
∫

Di

[
uPx ∗ (u2xvx)

]
Ψ′

i,K(t) dx ≤‖u‖L∞(Di)‖v‖L∞(Di)

∫

R

[
P ∗Ψ′

i,K(t)
]
u2x dx

≤ c1
20

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Ψ′

i,K dx.

Therefore, for 0 < α < α0 and L > L0 > 0, with α0 ≪ 1 and L0 ≫ 1, it holds

d

dt
J u
j,K(t) ≤ C

K
‖u0‖3H1(R)‖v0‖H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).

Integrating between 0 and t, we obtain

J u
j,K(t)− J u

j,K(0) ≤ O(e−
σ0L

8K ).

Similarly, we also obtain

J v
j,K(t)− J v

j,K(0) ≤ O(e−
σ0L

8K ).

Now, we need to prove the third inequality of this proposition. Applying the Virial type
identity with g = Ψi,K and using (4.18), we get

d

dt
J u,v
j,K (t) =

∫

R

[
uvuxvx + uP ∗

(1
2
v2xu+ vvxux + v2u

)
+ uPx ∗

(1
2
v2xux

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx

+

∫

R

[
vP ∗

(1
2
u2xv + uuxvx + u2v

)
+ uPx ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx

− ẏi

∫

R

(uv + uxvx)Ψ
′
i,K dx

=

∫

R

[uv(uv + uxvx) + uP ∗ (v(uv + uxvx)) + vP ∗ (u(uv + uxvx))] Ψ
′
i,K dx

+

∫

R

[
− 1

2
u2v2 + vP ∗

(1
2
u2xv

)
+ vPx ∗

(1
2
u2xvx

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx

+

∫

R

[
− 1

2
u2v2 + uP ∗

(1
2
v2xu
)
+ uPx ∗

(1
2
v2xux

)]
Ψ′

i,K dx

− ẏi

∫

R

(uv + uxvx)Ψ
′
i,K dx

,Ĩ2,1 + Ĩ2,2 + Ĩ2,3 − ẏi

∫

R

(uv + uxvx)Ψ
′
i,K dx.

In the same way as the proof of the first inequality, we obtain

Ĩ2,1 ≤ c1
20

∫

R

(uv + uxvx)Ψ
′
i,K dx+

C

K
‖u0‖2H1(R)‖v0‖2H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).

For this term Ĩ2,2, we note

|ux| ≤ u and |vx| ≤ v.

Thus,

(u + ux)(v + vx) ≥ 0 and (u− ux)(v − vx) ≥ 0,

which is

|uvx + uxv| ≤ |uv + uxvx|. (4.23)
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Thanks to this estimate (4.23), we have

Ĩ2,2 =
1

2

∫

R

[
(Pxx − P ) ∗ u2v + P ∗

(
u2xv

)
+ Px ∗

(
u2xvx

)]
vΨ′

i,K dx

=
1

2

∫

R

[
P ∗

(
(u2x − u2)v

)
+ Px ∗ (2uuxv + u2vx + u2xvx)

]
vΨ′

i,K dx

≤1

2

∫

R

[Px ∗ ((uv + uxvx)ux) + Px ∗ ((uvx + uxv)u)] vΨ
′
i,K dx

≤1

2

∫

R

[Px ∗ ((uv + uxvx)ux) + P ∗ ((uv + uxvx)u)] vΨ
′
i,K dx.

In the same way as proof the inequality of the first inequality, we find

Ĩ2,2 ≤ c1
20

∫

R

(uv + uxvx)Ψ
′
i,K dx+

C

K
‖u0‖2H1(R)‖v0‖2H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).

Similarly, we have

Ĩ2,3 ≤ c1
20

∫

R

(uv + uxvx)Ψ
′
i,K dx+

C

K
‖u0‖2H1(R)‖v0‖2H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).

Therefore, for 0 < α < α0 and L > L0 > 0, with α0 ≪ 1 and L0 ≫ 1, it holds

d

dt
J u,v
j,K (t) ≤ C

K
‖u0‖3H1(R)‖v0‖H1(R)e

− 1

K
(σ0t+

L
8
).

Integrating between 0 and t, we obtain

J u,v
j,K (t)− J u,v

j,K (0) ≤ O(e−
σ0L

8K ).

This completes the proof of this proposition. �

4.3. A localized and a global estimate. We define the function Φi = Φi(t, x) by Φ1 =
1−Ψ2,K = 1−ΨK(· − y2(t)), ΦN = ΨN,K = ΨK(· − yN (t)) and for i = 2, ..., N − 1,

Φi = Ψi,K −Ψi+1,K = ΨK(· − yi(t))−ΨK(· − yi+1(t)),

where ΨK and the yi are defined in the previous section. It is easy to check that
∑N

i=1 Φi,K ≡
1. We take L > 0 and L/K > 0 large enough so that Φi satisfies

|1− Φi,K | ≤ 4e−
L
8K on

[
x̃i −

L

4
, x̃i +

L

4

]
, (4.24)

and

|Φi| ≤ 4e−
L
8K on

[
x̃j −

L

4
, x̃j +

L

4

]
whenever j 6= i. (4.25)

We now use the following localized version of Eu, Ev, H and F defined for i ∈ {1, ..., N}, by

Eui(u) =

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
Φi dx, Evi(v) =

∫

R

(
v2 + v2x

)
Φi dx,

Hi(u, v) =

∫

R

(uv + uxvx)Φi dx

and Fi(u, v) =

∫

R

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
Φi dx.

(4.26)

Please note that henceforth we take K =
√
L/8.

The following lemma gives a localized version of (3.8). Note that the functionals Hi and
Fi do not depend on time in the statement below since we fix x̃1 < ... < x̃N .
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Lemma 4.5. Let be given N real numbers x̃1 < ... < x̃N with x̃i − x̃i−1 ≥ 2L/3. Define the
Ji as in (4.6) and assume that, for i = 1, ..., N , there exists xi ∈ Ji such that |xi−x̃i| ≤ L/12
and u(xi)v(xi) = maxx∈Ji

uv :=Mi. Then for any (u, v) ∈ H1(R)×H1(R), it holds

4

3
M2

i − 4

3
MiHi(u, v) + Fi(u, v) ≤ O(L− 1

2 ), i ∈ {1, ..., N}. (4.27)

Proof. Let i ∈ {1, ..., N} be fixed. We introduce the functions gu, gv and h defined by

gu(x) =

{
u− ux, x < xi,

u+ ux, x > xi,

gv(x) =

{
v − vx, x < xi,

v + vx, x > xi,

and

h(x) =






uv − 1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx, x < xi,

uv +
1

3
(uv)x +

1

3
uxvx, x > xi.

Integrating by parts we compute
∫

R

h(x)gu(x)gv(x)Φidx

=

∫ xi

−∞

(
uv − 1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx

)(
uv − (uv)x + uxvx

)
Φi dx

+

∫ ∞

xi

(
uv +

1

3
(uv)x − 1

3
uxvx

)(
uv + (uv)x + uxvx

)
Φi dx

=

∫ ∞

−∞

(
u2v2 +

1

3
u2v2x +

1

3
v2u2x +

4

3
uvuxvx − 1

3
u2xv

2
x

)
dx− 4

3
M2

i Φi(xi)

+
2

3

∫ xi

∞
u2v2Φ′

i dx− 2

3

∫ ∞

xi

u2v2Φ′
i dx.

(4.28)

Recall that we takeK =
√
L/8 and thus |Φ′| ≤ C/K = O(L−1/2). Moreover, since |xi−x̃i| ≤

L/12, it follows from (4.24) that Φi(xi) = 1 +O(e−
√
L) and thus

∫

R

h(x)gu(x)gv(x)Φidx =Fi(u, v)−
4

3
M2

i + ‖u0‖2H1(R)‖v0‖2H1(R)O(L
− 1

2 ) +O(e−
√
L). (4.29)

On the other hand, we firstly claim that x1 is the maximum point of the function u(x, t)v(x, t)
on (−∞, y2(t) + aL], xN is the maximum point of the function u(x, t)v(x, t) on [yN(t) −
aL,+∞) and xi is the maximum point of the function u(x, t)v(x, t) on [yi(t)− aL, yi+1(t)+
aL], where a is a constant chosen later and i ∈ {2, ..., N − 1}.

We need to show xi is the maximum point of the function u(x, t)v(x, t) on [yi(t) −
aL, yi(t)] ∪ [yi+1(t), yi+1(t) + aL], where i ∈ {2, ..., N − 1}. If x ∈ [yi(t) − aL, yi(t)] ∪
[yi+1(t), yi+1(t) + aL], then

u(x, t)v(x, t) ≤ ci+1e
−( 3

8
−a)L + cie

− 3

8
L +O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ).

Choosing a with

ci+1e
−( 3

8
−a)L + cie

− 3

8
L +O(

√
α) +O(e−

L
4 ) ≤ ci −O(

√
α)−O(e−

L
4 ),

and using the same estimate as above, we have proved similar conclusion of x1 and xN .
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Next, we define the intervals Ĵ1 = (−∞, y2(t) + aL], ĴN = [yN (t) − aL,+∞) and for

i = 2, ..., N − 1, Ĵi = [yi(t)− aL, yi+1(t) + aL], where a is chosen above.
∫

R

h(x)gu(x)gv(x)Φidx =

∫

Ĵi

h(x)gu(x)gv(x)Φidx+

∫

Ĵc
i

h(x)gu(x)gv(x)Φidx

≤4

3
Mi

∫

R

gu(x)gv(x)Φidx+

∫

Ĵc
i

h(x)gu(x)gv(x)Φidx,

(4.30)

where we use the fact h(x) ≤ 4u(x)v(x)/3 ≤ 4Mi/3 on the Ĵi. One chooses L large enough

satisfying aL > 10
√
L, which leads to

∫

Ĵc
i

h(x)gu(x)gv(x)Φidx ≤ C‖u0‖2H1(R)‖v0‖2H1(R)e
−ãL ≤ O(L−1),

where C and ã are constants. Therefore,

4

3
M2

i − 4

3
MiHi(u, v) + Fi(u, v) ≤ O(L− 1

2 ), i ∈ {1, ..., N}.

This completes the proof. �

Now let us state a global identity related to (3.1).

Lemma 4.6. For any Z ∈ R
N satisfying |zi−zi−1| ≥ L/2 and any (u, v) ∈ H1(R)×H1(R),

there holds

Eu(u)−
N∑

i=1

Eu(ϕci) = ‖u−RZ‖2H1 + 4

N∑

i=1

ai(u(zi)− ai) +O
(
e−

L
4

)
,

Ev(v)−
N∑

i=1

Ev(ψci) = ‖v − SZ‖2H1 + 4

N∑

i=1

bi(v(zi)− bi) +O
(
e−

L
4

)
.

Proof. Using the relation between ϕ and its derivative, integrating by parts, we get

Eu(u −RZ) = Eu(u) + Eu(RZ)− 2

N∑

i=1

∫

R

uϕci(· − zi) + ux∂xϕci(· − zi)

= Eu(u) + Eu(RZ)− 2
N∑

i=1

∫

R

uϕci(· − zi) + 2
N∑

i=1

∫ ∞

zi

uxϕci(· − zi)− 2
N∑

i=1

∫ zi

−∞
uxϕci(· − zi)

= Eu(u) + Eu(RZ)− 4

N∑

i=1

aiu(zi).

On the other hand, since |zi − zi−1| ≥ L/2, it is easy to check that

E(RZ) =

N∑

i=1

E(ϕci) +O
(
e−

L
4

)
.

Combining these two identities, the desired result follows, and similarly, we obtain the second
equality of this lemma. �

4.4. End of the proof of Theorem 1.2. Before we give the final proof, we need to prove
the following lemmas.
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Lemma 4.7. Assume ‖u0 −RZ0‖H1 + ‖v0 − SZ0‖H1 < ǫ. Then for any i = {1, ..., N}, we
have

|Hi(u0, v0)−Hi(ϕci , ψci)| < O(ǫ) +O
(
e−

√
L
)
,

|Eui(u0)− Eui(ϕci)| < O(ǫ) +O
(
e−

√
L
)
,

|Evi(v0)− Evi(ψci)| < O(ǫ) +O
(
e−

√
L
)
.

Proof. Define the interval J̄i =
[
z0i − L/4, z0i + L/4

]
. Using (4.24), (4.25) and the exponen-

tial decay of ϕci ’s and the ψci ’s, we have

|Hi(ϕci , ψci)−Hi(u0, v0)| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

ϕciψci + ϕ′
ciψ

′
ci dx −

∫

R

(u0v0 + u0xv0x)Φi dx

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

J̄i

ϕciψci + ϕ′
ciψ

′
ci dx−

∫

J̄i

(u0v0 + u0xv0x) dx

∣∣∣∣ +O
(
e−

√
L
)
+O

(
e−

L
8

)
.

Since ‖u0 −RZ‖H1 + ‖v0 − SZ‖H1 < ǫ, then we obtain

‖u0 − ϕci‖H1(J̄i) + ‖v0 − ψci‖H1(J̄i)

≤ |u0 −RZ‖H1(J̄i) + ‖v0 − SZ‖H1(J̄i) +
∑

i6=j

(
‖ϕcj‖H1(J̄i) + ‖ψcj‖H1(J̄i)

)

≤ |u0 −RZ‖H1(R) + ‖v0 − SZ‖H1(R) +O
(
e−

L
8

)
< ǫ+O

(
e−

L
8

)
.

Using the same way in proving the third inequality of (3.3), we obtain

|Hi(ϕci , ψci)−Hi(u0, v0)| < O(ǫ) +O
(
e−

√
L
)
.

Similarly,

|Eui(ϕci)− Eui(u0)| < O(ǫ) +O
(
e−

√
L
)

and |Evi(ψci)− Evi(v0)| < O(ǫ) +O
(
e−

√
L
)
.

�

Lemma 4.8. Assume u ∈ Hs,v ∈ Hs, s > 3 and u ≥ 0, v ≥ 0. Let

Mi = u(xi)v(xi) = max
x∈Ji

u(x)v(x),

and set α0 = A(ǫ0
1/4 + L

−1/8
0 ). Then we have

|Mi − ci| ≤ O
(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
, i = 1, ..., N.

Proof. Define the second-order polynomials P̄ i and P̂ i by:

P̄ i(y) = y2 −Hi(u, v)y +
3

4
Fi(u, v) and P̂ i(y) = y2 −Hi(u0, v0)y +

3

4
Fi(u0, v0).

For the peaked solution, H(ϕci , ψci) = 2ci and F (ϕci , ψci) = 4c2i /3, the above polynomial
becomes

P̂ i
0(y) = y2 − 2ciy + c2i = (y − ci)

2. (4.31)

Since

P̄ i(y) =P̂ i
0(y) + (H(ϕci , ψci)−Hi(u0, v0)) y + (Hi(u0, v0)−Hi(u, v)) y

+
3

4
[(Fi(u0, v0)− F (ϕci , ψci)) + (Fi(u, v)− Fi(u0, v0))] ,
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it follows that
N∑

i=1

P̄ i(Mi) =

N∑

i=1

P̂ i
0(Mi) +

N∑

i=1

Mi (H(ϕci , ψci)−Hi(u0, v0))

+
4

3

(
F (u0, v0)−

N∑

i=1

F (ϕci , ψci)
)
+

N∑

i=1

Mi

(
(Hi(u0, v0)−Hi(u, v)

)
≤ O(L− 1

2 ).

Using the Abel transformation of the last term and the monotonicity property and combining
Lemma (4.7), we thus get

N∑

i=1

(Mi − ci)
2 ≤

N∑

i=1

Mi |H(ϕci , ψci)−Hi(u0, v0)|+
3

4

∣∣∣F (u0, v0)− F (RZ , SZ)
∣∣∣+O

(
L− 1

2

)
+O(ǫ)

≤O
(
L− 1

2

)
+O(ǫ),

which completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 4.9. Assume |Mi − ci| ≤ O
(
L−1/4

)
+ O

(
ǫ1/2

)
, i = 1, ..., N . Then for any

i = {1, ..., N}, we have

|u(xi)− ai| ≤ O
(
L−1/4

)
+ O

(
ǫ1/2

)
and |v(xi)− bi| ≤ O

(
L−1/4

)
+O

(
ǫ1/2

)
.

Note the monotonicity property that J u
j,K(t) is close to ‖u(t)‖H1(x>yj(t))

and thus mea-

sures the energy at the right of the (j−1)th bump of u and J v
j,K(t) is close to ‖v(t)‖H1(x>yj(t))

and thus measures the energy at the right of the (j − 1)th bump of v. We thus use the in-
duction argument to prove this lemma.

Proof. Step 1. Define

guN(x) =

{
u(x)− ux(x), x < xN ,

u(x) + ux(x), x > xN .
(4.32)

Then we have

0 ≤
∫

R

g2uN (x)ΦN (x) dx =

∫

R

(
u2 + u2x

)
ΦN (x) dx − 2u2(xN )ΦN (xN )

+

∫ xN

−∞
u2Φ′

N dx−
∫ +∞

xN

u2Φ′
N dx.

Using |xi − x̃i| ≤ L/12, it follows from (4.24) that Φi(xi) = 1 +O(e−
√
L) and thus

EuN (u(t))− 2u2(xN ) +O
(
L− 1

2

)
≥ 0.

Note that

EuN (u(t)) = J u
N,K(t) and EuN (u(t))− EuN (u(0)) ≤ O

(
e−σ0

√
L
)
.

We thus get

u2(xN ) ≤ O(L− 1

2 ) +O(ǫ) + a2N .

Similarly,

v2(xN ) ≤ O(L− 1

2 ) +O(ǫ) + b2N .

Combining the identity |MN − cN | ≤ O
(
L−1/4

)
+O

(
ǫ1/2

)
, we arrive at

|u(xN )− aN | ≤ O
(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
and |v(xN )− bN | ≤ O

(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
.

Step 2. Assume for any k ≤ i < N , we have

|u(xi)− ai| ≤ O
(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
and |v(xi)− bi| ≤ O

(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
.
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We need to prove

|u(xi−1)− ai−1| ≤ O
(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
and |v(xi−1)− bi−1| ≤ O

(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
.

Firstly, we have

N∑

i=k−1

u2(xi) ≤
1

2

N∑

i=k−1

Eui(u(t)) +O(L− 1

2 )

≤ 1

2

(
J u
k−1,K(t)− J u

k−1,K(0)
)
+

1

2

(
J u
k−1,K(0)−

N∑

i=k−1

Eu(ϕci)
)

+
1

2

N∑

i=k−1

Eu(ϕci) +O
(
L− 1

2

)
.

It follows that
N∑

i=k−1

u2(xi) ≤
1

2

N∑

i=k−1

Eu(ϕci) +O
(
L− 1

2

)
+O(ǫ).

Using the assumption, we find

u2(xk−1) ≤ a2k−1 +O
(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(√
ǫ
)
.

Similarly

v2(xk−1) ≤ b2k−1 + O
(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(√
ǫ
)
.

Those together with the identity (4.8) imply that for any i = 1, · · · , N
|u(xi)− ai| ≤ O

(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
and |v(xi)− bi| ≤ O

(
L− 1

4

)
+O

(
ǫ

1

2

)
.

�

End of the Proof of Theorem 1.2. To conclude the proof, from the (4.6), it thus suffices to
prove that there exists C > 0 which does not depend on A such that

|u(xN )− aN | ≤ C
(
L− 1

4 + ǫ
1

2

)
and |v(xN )− bN | ≤ C

(
L− 1

4 + ǫ
1

2

)
,

which has been verified by (4.9). From (4.5) and (4.7), we know that for i = 2, ..., N ,

xi − xi−1 ≥ 2

3
L.

This completes the proof of the theorem. �
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