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1 Introduction

Consider the generalized Davey-Stewartson system in two dimensional space,

iϕt +∆ϕ+ |ϕ|p−1ϕ+ E1(|ϕ|2)ϕ = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R
2. (1.1)

Here 1 < p < ∞ and E1 is the singular integral operator with symbol σ1(ξ) =

ξ21
|ξ|2 , ξ ∈ R2, that is E1(ϕ)(x) = F−1(

ξ21
|ξ|2F(ϕ)(ξ)), where F and F−1 represent the

Fourier transform and Fourier inverse transform on R2 respectively, and F(ϕ)(ξ) =
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1
2π

∫
e−ixξϕ(x)dx. Here and hereafter we denote

∫
R2 ·dx by

∫
·dx, L2(R2) by L2 and

H1(R2) by H1.

(1.1) origins from fluid mechanics, and it models the evolution of weakly nonlinear

water waves having a predominant direction of travel. More precisely, (1.1) is the

extension of the Davey-Stewartson systems in the elliptic-elliptic case, namely





iϕt + λϕx1x1
+ µϕx2x2

= a|ϕ|2ϕ+ b1ϕφx1
,

νφx1x1
+ φx2x2

= −b2(|ϕ|2)x1

(1.2)

(a ∈ R, λ, µ, ν, b1 and b2 > 0) which describes the time evolution of two-dimensional

surface of water wave having a propagation preponderantly in the x1-direction (see

[7, 13, 16, 25]).

Ghidaglia and Saut[13] showed the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem of

(1.1) in the natural energy space H1 for p = 3, then Guo and Wang [16] generalized

this result to 1 < p < ∞. Ozawa [24] constructed the exact blow up solutions of

the Cauchy problem of (1.1) for p = 3 (also see the numerical simulation result of

Sulem C. and Sulem P. L.[31]). By Ghidaglia and Saut[13] as well as Ohta [27], it

was known that the Cauchy problem of (1.1) has blow up solutions to appear for

1 < p <∞. In addition, Gan and Zhang [12] studied sharp threshold of blow up and

global existence for the Cauchy problem of (1.1). In terms of Zhang’s argument[38],

Zhu [39] got global existence of small solutions with the mass for the Cauchy problem

of (1.1).

For ω > 0, consider the following nonlinear elliptic equation

∆u+ |u|p−1u+ E1(|u|2)u = ωu, u ∈ H1 (1.3)

If u(x) is a non-trivial solution of (1.3), then eiωtu(x) is a soliton of (1.1).

Cipolatti [7] proved the existence of positive solutions of (1.3) by means of P. L.

Lion’s concentration-compactness method (see [20, 21]). Then Cipolatti (see [8]),

Ohta [27], Gan and Zhang [12] showed the instability of the solitons of (1.1) for

3 ≤ p < ∞ respectively by different methods. Because of the singular operator E1

in (1.3) (see [31]), the uniqueness of positive solutions for (1.3) is still open. Under
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the assumption of uniqueness of positive solutions of (1.3), Ohta [25] proved that

for 1 < p < 3, there exists a sequence of frequency ωn > 0 such that ωn → 0

and the solitons eiωntQn are stable, where Qn is the unique positive solution of (1.3)

corresponding to ωn > 0. Moreover Ohta [27] got the stability of the solitons generated

by the set of minimizers of the associated variational problem. From [8, 26, 12], the

instability of solitons for (1.1) has gotten a comprehensive study. And from [25, 27],

further study to stability of solitons for (1.1) becomes an interesting topic. In this

paper we develop some new technologyies to study stability of solitons for (1.1).

For u ∈ H1\{0}, we define the funtional

J(u) =
(
∫
|u|2dx)(

∫
|∇u|2dx)∫

E1(|u|2)|u|2dx
. (1.4)

Then we consider the variational problem

dJ = inf{u∈H1\{0}}J(u). (1.5)

It is known that (1.5) possesses a positive minimizer u ∈ H1 (see [39]). Therefore dJ

is a positive constant. Moreover, for arbitrary u ∈ H1, one has the sharp interpolation

inequality:

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx ≤ 1

dJ

∫
|∇u|2dx

∫
|u|2dx. (1.6)

Let

ωJ = sup{ω ∈ R
∣∣ ‖Qω‖L2 <

√
2dJ}, (1.7)

where Qω is the positive solution of (1.3). Firstly we can prove that ωJ > 0. Then

we prove the following crucial results of stability of solitons for (1.1).

Theorem A. Let ω ∈ (0, wJ), 1 < p < 3 and Qω(x) is the positive solution of (1.3).

Suppose that the positive solution of (1.3) is unique, then the small solitons eiωtQω(x)

of (1.1) is orbitally stable. Moreover it is true that d
dω

∫
Q2

ωdx > 0 for all ω ∈ (0, ωJ).

In order to prove Theorem A, we construct and solve two correlative constrained

variational problems. Then we ascertain frequency from mass by establishing a one-to-

one mapping. Finally we bridge Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss method [15] and Cazenave-

Lions method [4] for stability of the solitons by spectrum analysis. It is clear that
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Theorem A includes the results in [25, 27]. Moreover technologies developed in this

paper can be used to determine frequency from the prescribed mass in the normalized

solution problems (see [1, 2, 3, 38]). We discuss this problem in other papers.

In terms of Côte and Le Coz’s arguments [9], Wang and Cui [35] constructed the

high speed excited multi-solitons of (1.1). Multi-solitons are concerned with the fa-

mous soliton resolution conjecture, which is emphasized in Tao [32], Zakharov and

Shabat [37]. The stability of solitons and the soliton resolution problems are crucial

topics in understanding the dynamics of nonlinear dispersive evolution equations (see

Tao [33]). Therefore we use the stable solitons of (1.1) obtained in Theorem A to con-

struct multi-solitons with different speeds for (1.1) according to Martel, Merle and

Tsai’s scheme (see [22, 23]). We prove the following theorem.

Theorem B: Let 1 < p < 3. For K ≥ 2 and k = 1, 2, · · ·, K, taking ωk ∈ (0, ωJ ),

γk ∈ R, xk ∈ R2, vk ∈ R2 with vk 6= vk′ to k 6= k′ and

Rk(t, x) = Qωk
(x− xk − vkt)e

i( 1
2
vkx− 1

4
|vk|2t+ωkt+γk) (1.8)

with (t, x) ∈ R× R2, there exists a solution ϕ(t, x) of (1.1) such that

lim
t→+∞

‖ϕ(t)−
K∑

k=1

Rk(t)‖H1 = 0. (1.9)

The solution ϕ(t, x) of (1.1) holding (1.9) is called multi-soliton of (1.1).

The rest contents of this paper are organized as follows. In section 2, we show global

existence of small solutions of the Cauchy problem for (1.1) and existence of solitons

for (1.1). In section 3, by solving two correlative constrained variational problems, we

establish a one-to-one mapping between mass and frequency. In section 4, we prove

orbital stability of small solitons depending on mass for (1.1). Moreover by spectrum

analysis, we communicate the relationship between Cazenave-Lions method [4] and

Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss method [15]. In addition, we get orbital stability of solitons

depending on frequencies ω ∈ (0, ωJ) for (1.1). In section 5, we construct multi-

solitons with different speeds for (1.1) by all stable solitons in terms of the bootstrap

scheme and the uniform backward estimate according to [9, 22, 23, 35].
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2 Well-Posedness

For t0 ∈ R, we impose the initial data of (1.1) as follows.

ϕ(t0, x) = ϕ0(x), x ∈ R
2. (2.1)

In H1, we define the energy functional

E(ϕ) =

∫
|∇ϕ|2dx− 2

p+ 1

∫
|ϕ|p+1dx− 1

2

∫
E1(|ϕ|2)|ϕ|2dx; (2.2)

the mass functional

M(ϕ) =

∫
|ϕ|2dx; (2.3)

and the momentum functional

P (ϕ) = Im

∫
ϕ∇ϕdx. (2.4)

First we have the following lemma by Zhu [39].

Lemma 2.1. Define the variational problem

dJ = inf{φ∈H1\{0}}J(φ) with J(φ) =
(
∫
|φ|2dx)(

∫
|∇φ|2dx)∫

E1(|φ|2)|φ|2dx
. (2.5)

Then (2.5) possesses a nontrivial minimizer and dJ > 0. Moreover for φ ∈ H1, we

have the sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequality

∫
E1(|φ|2)|φ|2dx ≤ 1

dJ

∫
|∇φ|2dx

∫
|φ|2dx. (2.6)

Then we have the following global well-posedness for (1.1) with small mass.

Theorem 2.2. Let 1 < p < 3, ϕ0 ∈ H1 and ‖ϕ0‖L2 <
√
2dJ . Then the Cauchy

problem (1.1)-(2.1) possesses a unique global solution ϕ(t, x) ∈ C(R, H1) with mass

conservation M(ϕ) = M(ϕ0), energy conservation E(ϕ) = E(ϕ0) and momentum

conservation P (ϕ) = P (ϕ0) for all t ∈ R.

Proof. By [6] and [14], for ϕ0 ∈ H1 with ‖ϕ0‖L2 <
√
2dJ , there exists a unique

solution ϕ(t, x) of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(2.1) in C((−T, T );H1) to some T > 0

(maximal existence time). And ϕ(t, ·) satisfies mass conservation M(ϕ) = M(ϕ0),

energy conservation E(ϕ) = E(ϕ0) and momentum conservation P (ϕ) = P (ϕ0) for
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all t ∈ (−T, T ). Furthermore one has the alternatives: T = ∞ (global existence) or

else T <∞ and limt→T ‖ϕ‖H1 = ∞ (blow up). Thus from (2.2), (2.6), we have that

E(ϕ) ≥ (1 − 1

2dJ

∫
|ϕ|2dx)

∫
|∇ϕ|2dx− 2

p+ 1

∫
|ϕ|p+1dx. (2.7)

From the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

∫
|ϕ|p+1dx ≤ C(p)(

∫
|ϕ|2dx)(

∫
|∇ϕ|2dx) p−1

2 , ϕ ∈ H1, (2.8)

mass conservation and energy conservation, (2.7) yields that

C1

∫
|∇ϕ|2dx− C2(

∫
|∇ϕ|2dx) p−1

2 ≤ E(ϕ0), (2.9)

where C1 and C2 are positive constants only concerning d and ϕ0 ∈ H1. From

1 < p < 3,
∫
|∇ϕ|2dx is bounded for t ∈ (−T, T ) with any T < ∞. Therefore

combining with the mass conservation, we get that ϕ(t, x) globally exists in t ∈

(−∞, ∞). Moreover, the mass conservation and the energy conservation, as well as

the momentum conservation are true to all t ∈ R.

This proves Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 < p < 3 and ω ∈ R. Then the necessary condition for the

nonlinear elliptic equation

∆u− ωu+ |u|p−1u+ E1(|u|2)u = 0, u ∈ H1 (2.10)

to possess nontrivial solutions is ω > 0.

Proof. Let u(x) be a nontrivial solution of (2.10). By the Pohozaev’s identity (see

[28]), we have that,

− 2

p+ 1

∫
|u|p+1dx− 1

2

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx+ ω

∫
|u|2dx = 0. (2.11)

Since

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx =

∫
|u|2F−1(σ1(ξ)F(|u|2))dx =

∫
σ1(ξ)|F(|u|2)|2dξ > 0, (2.12)

from (2.11) it follows that ω > 0.

This proves Theorem 2.3.

From Cipolatti [7] we state the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p < 3 and ω > 0. Then the nonlinear elliptic equation (2.10)

possesses a positive solution Qω(x), and Qω(x) has exponential decay property with

C1, C2 > 0:

|∇Qω(x)| + |Qω(x)| ≤ C1e
−C2|x|, x ∈ R

2. (2.13)

In addition, let Ej , j = 1, 2 be the pseudo-differential operator with symbol σj(ξ) =

ξ1ξj
|ξ|2 . Then Ej(|Qω(x)|2) has exponential decay property:

|Ej(|Qω(x)|2)| ≤ C1e
−C2|x|, x ∈ R

2. (2.14)

Proof. The proof of (2.13) is from [7]. For reader’s convenience, we give the proof of

(2.14) (also see [35]). Let f = B ∗ |Qω(x)|2, where B is the fundamental solution of

the Laplacian. Then f is a solution of the following equation:

−∆f = |Qω(x)|2. (2.15)

It is easy to see that

Ej(|Qω(x)|2) = −∂1∂jf, j = 1, 2. (2.16)

Hence, in order to prove (2.14), it is sufficient to prove the spatial exponential decay

of ∂1∂jf . Note that

−∆∂1∂jf = 2Re(∂1∂jQωQω + ∂1Qω∂jQω), j = 1, 2.

By (2.13), we see that there exists positive constants C1 such that the absolute value

of the right-hand side of the above equation is bounded by C1e
−C2|x|, let g = g(|x|)

be the unique radial solution of the problem

−∆g = C1e
−√

ω|x|, lim
|x|→∞

g(|x|) = 0.

A simple computation shows that there exists a polynomial P (x) such that

|g(|x|)| ≤ C1P (x)e
−C2|x|, for |x| ≥ 0.

Hence, by using the standard super and sub-solutions method, we obtain |∂1∂jf | ≤

C1e
−C2|x|.

This completes the proof.
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3 Correlative Variational Framework

Firstly we state the profile decomposition theory of a bounded sequence in H1, which

is proposed by Hmidi and Keraani in [34].

Lemma 3.1. Let {un}+∞
n=1 be a bounded sequence in H1. Then, there exists a

subsequence of {un}+∞
n=1 (still denoted by {un}+∞

n=1 ) and a sequence {U j}+∞
j=1 in H1

and a family of {xjn}+∞
j=1 ⊂ R2 satisfying the following.

(i) For every j 6= k, |xjn − xkn| → +∞ as n→ +∞.

(ii) For every l ≥ 1 and every x ∈ R2, un(x) can be decomposed by

un(x) =

l∑

j=1

U j(x− xjn) + uln,

with the remaining term uln := uln(x) satisfying

lim
l→+∞

lim sup
n→+∞

‖uln‖Lq(R2) = 0, for every q ∈ (2,+∞).

Moreover, as n→ +∞,

‖un‖2L2 =

l∑

j=1

‖U j‖2L2 + ‖uln‖2L2 + o(1), ‖∇un‖2L2 =

l∑

j=1

‖∇U j‖2L2 + ‖∇uln‖2L2 + o(1),

(3.1)

where lim
n→+∞

o(1) = 0.

The sequence {xjn}+∞
n=1 is called to satisfy the orthogonality condition if and only if

for every k 6= j, |xkn − xjn| → +∞ as n→ ∞.

Then we show the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let {U j}lj=1 be a family of bounded sequences in H1 and {xjn}+∞
n=1 be

a orthogonality sequence in R2. We claim that for every 1 < p <∞,

∫
(

l∑

j=1

U j(x− xjn))
p+1dx→

l∑

j=1

∫
(U j(x− xjn))

p+1dx as n→ +∞. (3.2)

∫
E1(|

l∑

j=1

U j
n|2)|

l∑

j=1

U j
n|2dx→

l∑

j=1

∫
E1(|U j

n|2)|U j
n|2dx as n→ +∞. (3.3)

Proof. We give the proof of (3.2). Then (3.3) can be obtained by the same arguments,

(also see [39]). Assume that every U j is continuous and compactly supported. From

the basic inequality: for every p > 1

||
l∑

j=1

aj |p+1 −
l∑

j=1

|aj|p+1| ≤ C
∑

j 6=k

|aj ||ak|p,
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we have that it is sufficient to prove that the mixed terms in the left hand side of

(3.2) vanish. More precisely, for all j 6= k, we claim that

∫
|U j ||Uk||Um|p−1dx→ 0 as n→ +∞. (3.4)

To show (3.4), based on some basic computations we deduce the following inequality

∫
|U jUk||Um|dx ≤ C

(∫
|U jUk| p+1

2 dx

) 2
p+1

∫
|∇Um|p−1dx

≤ C

(∫
|U jUk| p+1

2 dx

) 2
p+1

. (3.5)

From Lemma 3.1, we deduce that

∫
|U jUk| p+1

2 dx =

∫
|U j(y − (xjn − xkn))U

k(y)| p+1

2 dy → 0 as n→ +∞. (3.6)

Finally, from (3.5) and (3.6), (3.4) can be obtained.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Theorem 3.3. Let 1 < p < 3 and 0 < m < 2dJ , where dJ is defined as Lemma 2.1.

We set the constrained variational problem

dm := inf{u∈H1,
∫
|u|2dx=m}E(u). (3.7)

Then (3.7) possesses a positive minimizer Qm ∈ H1. Moreover there exists a unique

ωm > 0 such that Qm is the solution of (2.10) with ω = ωm.

Proof. It is obvious that {u ∈ H1,
∫
|u|2dx = m} is not empty. In the following we

complete this proof by four steps.

Step 1. −∞ < dm < 0.

From (2.6), (2.7), (2.8) and the Young inequality, we deduce that

E(u) =

∫
|∇u|2dx− 1

2

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx− 2

p+ 1

∫
|u|p+1dx

≥ (1− ‖u‖2
L2

2dJ
) ‖∇u‖2L2 − C‖u‖22 ‖∇u‖p−1

L2

≥ ((1− ‖u‖2
L2

2dJ
)− ε)‖∇u‖2L2 − C(ε, ‖u‖L2), (3.8)

Taking 0 < ε < 1− ‖u‖2

L2

2dJ
, since 0 <

∫
|u|2dx = m < 2dJ , by (3.8), we have that

E(u) ≥ −C(ε,m) = constant > −∞. (3.9)

9



Let uλ = λu(λx). We see that ‖uλ‖2L2 = ‖u‖2
L2 = m < 2dJ and

E(uλ) = λ2(

∫
|∇u|2dx− 1

2

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx)−

2λp−1

p+ 1

∫
|u|p+1dx. (3.10)

From (2.6), it can be obtained that if ‖u‖22 = m < 2dJ , then

∫
|∇u|2dx− 1

2

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx ≥ C1 > 0. (3.11)

Moreover, since 1 < p < 3, there exists a sufficiently small 0 < λ << 1 such that

E(uλ) < 0. It follows that dm < 0. Combining with (3.9), we get that −∞ < dm < 0

Step 2. Minimizing sequence is bounded in H1.

Let {un}+∞
n=1 be a minimizing sequence of (3.7). Then we have that

E(un) → dm as n→ +∞, (3.12)

‖un‖2L2 = m, n = 1, 2, · · ·. (3.13)

By (3.12), one has that

E(un) < dm + 1 as n→ +∞. (3.14)

Thus, it can be deduced that for all 0 < ε < 1− m
2dJ

,

(1− m

2dJ
− ε)‖∇un‖2L2 ≤ dm + 1 + C(ε,m).

Combining with 0 <
∫
|un(x)|2dx < 2dJ , we deduce that {un} is bounded in H1.

Moreover since dm < 0, one can choose a 0 < δ < −dm to satisfy

1

2

∫
E1(|un|2)|un|2dx+

2

p+ 1

∫
|un|p+1dx =

∫
|∇un|2dx− E(un) ≥ −dm − δ,

for n large enough, which implies that

1

2

∫
E1(|un|2)|un|2dx+

2

p+ 1

∫
|un|p+1dx ≥ C0. (3.15)

Step 3. Existence of minimizer.

We apply Lemma 3.1 to the minimizing sequence {un}+∞
n=1. Then there exists a

subsequence still denoted by {un}+∞
n=1 such that

un(x) =
l∑

j=1

U j
n(x) + uln, (3.16)
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where U j
n(x) := U j(x − xjn) and u

l
n := uln(x) satisfies

lim
l→+∞

lim sup
n→+∞

‖uln‖Lq(R2) = 0 with q ∈ (2,+∞). (3.17)

Moreover, by Lemma 3.1 and 3.2, we can get the following estimations as n→ +∞:

‖un‖2L2 =

l∑

j=1

‖U j
n‖2L2 + ‖uln‖2L2 + o(1), (3.18)

‖∇un‖2L2 =

l∑

j=1

‖∇U j
n‖2L2 + ‖∇uln‖2L2 + o(1), (3.19)

‖un‖p+1
Lp+1 =

l∑

j=1

‖U j
n‖p+1

Lp+1 + ‖uln‖p+1
Lp+1 + o(1), (3.20)

∫
E1(|un|2)|un|2dx =

l∑

j=1

∫
E1(|U j

n|2)|U j
n|2dx+

∫
E1(|uln|2)|uln|2dx+ o(1). (3.21)

From (2.2), (3.16) and (3.18)-(3.21), we have that

E(un) =

l∑

j=1

E(U j
n) + E(uln) + o(1) as n→ +∞. (3.22)

For j = 1, 2, · · ·, l, let Ũ j
n = λjU

j
n and ũln = λlnu

l
n,where

λj =

√
m

‖U j
n‖L2

≥ 1, λln =

√
m

‖uln‖L2

≥ 1.

It follows that for j = 1, 2, · · ·, l,

‖Ũ j
n‖2L2 = ‖ũln‖2L2 = m. (3.23)

Moreover, from the convergence of
l∑

j=1

‖U j
n‖2L2, one has that there exists j0 ≥ 1 such

that

inf
j≥1

λ
p−1
j − 1 = λ

p−1
j0

− 1 = (

√
m

‖U j0‖L2

)p−1 − 1. (3.24)

Now, we consider the new energy E(U j
n) and E(uln). Then we have that

E(U j
n) =

E(Ũ j
n)

λ2j
+

2(λp−1
j − 1)

p+ 1

∫
|U j

n|p+1dx+
λ2j − 1

2

∫
E1(|U j

n|2)|U j
n|2dx, (3.25)

E(uln) =
E(ũln)

(λln)
2
+

2(λln)
p−1 − 1)

p+ 1

∫
|uln|p+1dx +

(λln)
2 − 1

2

∫
E1(|uln|2)|uln|2dx

≥ E(ũln)

(λln)
2
+ o(1) as n→ +∞, l → +∞. (3.26)
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From (3.23), we have

E(Ũ j
n) ≥ dm and E(ũln) ≥ dm. (3.27)

By (3.12), (3.16), (3.25) and (3.26), we deduce that as n→ +∞ and l → +∞,

dm ≥ E(un) =

l∑

j=1

(
E(Ũ j

n)

λ2j
+

2(λp−1
j − 1)

p+ 1
‖U j

n‖p+1
Lp+1

+
λ2j − 1

2

∫
E1(|U j

n|2)|U j
n|2dx) +

E(ũln)

(λln)
2
+ o(1). (3.28)

Since 1 < p < 3, combining with (3.15), (3.24) and (3.27), we deduce that by (3.28),

dm ≥ E(un) ≥
l∑

j=1

dm

λ2j
+

dm

(λln)
2
+ inf

j≥1
(λp−1

j − 1)(
1

2

∫
E1(|un|2)|un|2dx

+
2

p+ 1

∫
|un|p+1dx) + o(1)

≥ dm + ((

√
m

‖U j0‖L2

)p−1 − 1)C0 + o(1), (3.29)

where C0 > 0 is given in (3.15). Let n → +∞ and l → +∞ in (3.29), the following

inequality holds

dm ≥ dm + C0((

√
m

‖U j0‖L2

)p−1 − 1). (3.30)

Hence, we get ‖U j0‖2
L2 ≥ m. But by (3.18), we have ‖U j0‖2

L2 ≤ m. Thus ‖U j0‖2
L2 =

m. Put more precisely, in (3.16), there exists only one non-zero term U j0 , and the

others are zero. Moreover, from (3.19)-(3.21), it can be obtained that E(U j0) = dm,

and then the variational problem (3.7) attains its infimum at U j0 . Put Qm =|U j0 |,

which is a minimizer of (3.7).

Step 4. Qm is the positive solution of (2.10).

In terms of (3.7), there exists a unique Lagrange multiplier ωm such that Qm has

to satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation

d

dε
|ε=0[E(Qm + εη) + ωm

∫
|Qm + εη|2dx−mωm] = 0, η ∈ C∞

0 (R2).

It follows that Qm satisfies (2.10) with ω = ωm. Since Qm(x) =|U j0 |≥ 0 a.e in R2,

by the strong maximum principle, we get that Qm(x) =|U j0 |> 0 for x ∈ R2. Thus

|U j0 |= Qm(x) is a positive minimizer of (3.7). Moreover Qm is the positive solution

of (2.10) with ω = ωm.
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This completes the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Remark 3.4. In fact, Ohta [26] solved the variational problem (3.7) with small mass

by the concentration compactness principle [20, 21]. But here we solve the variational

problem (3.7) with definite mass 0 < m < 2dJ by the profile decomposition.

Theorem 3.5. Let dJ be defined as (2.5) and Qω be the positive solution of (2.10).

Define

µJ = {ω ∈ R|0 <
∫
Q2

ωdx < 2dJ}. (3.31)

Then µJ is not empty. Moreover 0 < ωJ = supµJ ≤ 2dJ .

Proof. By Theorem 3.3, the Lagrange multiplier ωm ∈ µJ . It follows that µJ is not

empty. Then Theorem 2.3 deduces that 0 < ωJ = supµJ ≤ 2dJ .

This proves Theorem 3.5.

Theorem 3.6. Let 1 < p < 3 and Qm ∈ H1 be a positive minimizer of (3.7).

Suppose that the positive solution of (2.10) is unique for every ω > 0. Then the set

of all solutions of (3.7) is Sm = {eiθQm(· + y), θ ∈ R, y ∈ R2}. In addition, for

arbitrary u ∈ Sm, there exists a unique ωm > 0 such that ϕ(t, x) = eiωmtu(x) is a

soliton of (1.1).

Proof. From Theorem 3.3, (3.7) has a positive minimizer Qm ∈ H1. Now suppose

that v ∈ H1 is an arbitrary solution of (3.7). Let v = v1 + iv2, where v1, v2 ∈ H1

are real-valued. Then ṽ = |v1| + i|v2| is still a solution of (3.7). Thus there exists a

unique ωm > 0 such that v and ṽ satisfy (2.10). It follows that for j = 1, 2,

∆vj + |v|p−1vj + E1(|v|2)vj = ωmv
j in R

2, (3.32)

∆|vj |+ |v|p−1|vj |+ E1(|v|2)|vj | = ωm|vj | in R
2. (3.33)

This shows that ω is the first eigenvalue of the operator ∆+ |v|p−1 +E1(|v|2) acting

over H1 and thus, v1, v2, |v1| and |v2| are all multiples of a positive normalized

eigenfunction v0 of ∆ + |v|p−1 + E1(|v|2), i.e.

∆v0 + |v|p−1v0 + E1(|v|2)v0 = ωv0 in R
2 (3.34)

with

v0 ∈ C2(R2) ∩H1, v0 > 0 in R
2 and

∫
|v0|2dx = m. (3.35)
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It is now obvious to deduce that: v = eiθv0(· + y) for some θ ∈ R, y ∈ R2 and that

v0 is still a positive solution of (3.7). By the supposition, v0 is the unique positive

solution of (2.10) with ω = ωm. It follows that v0 = Qm(· + y) for some y ∈ R2.

Thus v = eiθQm(· + y) for some θ ∈ R. It is obvious that for any θ ∈ R and y ∈ R2,

eiθQm(·+ y) is also a solution of (3.7). Therefore

Sm = {eiθQm(·+ y), θ ∈ R, y ∈ R
2} (3.36)

is the set of all solutions of (3.7). Moreover for arbitrary u ∈ Sm, there exists a

unique ωm > 0 such that u is a solution of (2.10) with ω = ωm, which turns out that

ϕ(t, x) = eiωtu(x) is a soliton of (1.1).

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.6.

Lemma 3.7 For 1 < p <∞ and u ∈ H1\{0}, define the functional

I(u) = 2

∫
|∇u|2dx− 2(p− 1)

p+ 1

∫
|u|p+1dx−

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx. (3.37)

For λ > 0, let uλ = λu(λx). Then for ω > 0, we have that

d

dλ
[E(uλ) + ω

∫
|uλ|2dx] =

1

λ
I(uλ). (3.38)

In addition E(uλ) + ω
∫
|uλ|2dx attains the minimum at λ0 satisfying I(uλ0

) = 0.

Moreover if u is a solution of (2.10), one has that I(u) = 0.

Proof. By a direct calculation, it is shown that (3.38) is true. It follows that E(uλ)+

ω
∫
|uλ|2dx attains the minimum at λ0 satisfying I(uλ0

) = 0. Moreover if u is a

solution of (2.10), from (2.11) it follows that I(u) = 0.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.7.

Theorem 3.8. For 1 < p < 3 and ω ∈ (0, ωJ), where ωJ is defined as (1.7) and dJ is

defined as (1.5), we set the constrained variational problem

dω = inf{u∈H1,0<
∫
|u|2dx<2dJ ,I(u)=0}(E(u) + ω

∫
|u|2dx). (3.39)

Then (3.39) possesses a positive minimizer Qω ∈ H1. Moreover Qω is the positive

solution of (2.10).

Proof. In the following we complete this proof by five steps.

Step 1. {u ∈ H1, 0 <
∫
|u|2dx < 2dJ , I(u) = 0} is not empty.
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Take 0 < m < 2dJ . From Theorem 3.3 we have that there exists a positive min-

imizer Qm(x) ∈ H1 such that 0 <
∫
|Qm(x)|2dx < 2dJ and Qm(x) satisfying (2.10)

with ω = ωm ∈ (0, ωJ). By Lemma 3.6 it follows that I(Qm) = 0. Thus Qm ∈ {u ∈

H1, 0 <
∫
|u|2dx < 2dJ , I(u) = 0}. Therefore {u ∈ H1, 0 <

∫
|u|2dx < 2dJ , I(u) = 0}

is not empty.

Step 2. dω > −∞.

Take u ∈ H1 satisfying 0 <
∫
|u|2dx < 2dJ and I(u) = 0. For ω ∈ (0, ωJ), we put

H(u) = E(u) + ω

∫
|u|2dx. (3.40)

From (3.8), it follows that

H(u) =

∫
|∇u|2dx− 1

2

∫
E1(|u|2)|u|2dx− 2

p+ 1

∫
|u|p+1dx+ ω

∫
|u|2dx

≥ (1 − ‖u‖2L2

2dJ
− ε)‖∇u‖2L2 − C(ε, ‖u‖L2), (3.41)

where 0 < ε < 1− ‖u‖2

L2

2dJ
. Since 0 <

∫
|u|2dx < 2dJ , by (3.41) we have that

H(u) ≥ −C(ε, ‖u‖L2) ≥ −C(ε, 2dJ) = constant > −∞. (3.42)

Therefore we deduce that dω > −∞.

Step 3. Minimizing sequence is bounded in H1.

Let {un}+∞
n=1 ⊂ {u ∈ H1, 0 <

∫
|u|2dx < 2dJ , I(u) = 0} be a minimizing sequence

of (3.39). Then for all n ∈ N,

0 <

∫
|un|2dx < 2dJ , (3.43)

H(un) → dω , n → ∞. (3.44)

By (3.41) and (3.44), for 0 < ε < 1− 1
2dJ

and n large enough we have that

∫
|un|2dx < dω + 1 + C(ε, 2dJ). (3.45)

Combining with (3.41) and (3.43), we deduce that {un}+∞
n=1 is bounded in H1.

Step 4. Existence of minimizer.

We apply Lemma 3.1 to the minimizing sequence {un}+∞
n=1. Then there exists a

subsequence still denoted by {un}+∞
n=1 such that

un(x) =

l∑

j=1

U j
n(x) + uln, (3.46)
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where U j
n(x) := U j(x− xjn) and u

l
n := uln(x) satisfies (3.17). Moreover, as n→ +∞,

(3.18)-(3.21) are also held. Thus we have

H(un) =

l∑

j=1

H(U j
n) +H(uln) + o(1), as n→ +∞. (3.47)

Firstly, we consider the case dω < 0.

Since dω < 0, by (3.40) and (3.39) for n large enough, we can choose a 0 < δ < −dω

such that

∫
1

2
E1(|un|2)|un|2 +

2

p+ 1
|un|p+1dx =

∫
|∇un|2 + ω|un|2dx−H(un)

≥− dω − δ,

which implies that for the minimizing sequence {un}+∞
n=1, there exists a constant

C0 > 0 such that for sufficiently large n,

1

2

∫
E1(|un|2)|un|2dx+

2

p+ 1

∫
|un|p+1dx ≥ C0. (3.48)

By (3.46), we put ‖un‖2L2 = m. Then 0 < m < 2dJ . For j = 1, · · ·, l, let Ũ j
n = λjU

j
n

and ũln = λlnu
l
n,where

λj =

√
m

‖U j
n‖L2

≥ 1, λln =

√
m

‖uln‖L2

≥ 1. (3.49)

From the convergence of
l∑

j=1

‖U j
n‖2L2 , one has that there exists j0 ≥ 1 such that

inf
j≥1

λ
p−1
j − 1 = λ

p−1
j0

− 1 = (

√
m

‖U j0‖L2

)p−1 − 1. (3.50)

Now we consider the new energy H(U j
n) and H(uln). Then we have

H(U j
n) =

H(Ũ j
n)

λ2j
+

2(λp−1
j − 1)

p+ 1

∫
|U j

n|p+1dx+
λ2j − 1

2

∫
E1(|U j

n|2)|U j
n|2dx. (3.51)

H(uln) =
H(ũln)

(λln)
2

+
2(λln)

p−1 − 1)

p+ 1

∫
|uln|p+1dx+

(λln)
2 − 1

2

∫
E1(|uln|2)|uln|2dx

≥ H(ũln)

(λln)
2

+ o(1), as n→ +∞, l → +∞. (3.52)

For j = 1, · · ·, l, let

U
j
λj

= µjŨ
j
n(µjx), vln = µl

nũ
l
n(µ

l
nx).
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Then there exist 0 < µj , µ
l
n <∞ such that

I(U j
λj
) = I(vln) = 0, 0 < ‖U j

λj
‖2L2 = ‖uln‖2L2 = m < 2dJ .

From (3.39), it follows that

H(U j
λj
) ≥ dω, H(vln) ≥ dω. (3.53)

But from Lemma 3.7, one has that

H(U j
λj
) ≤ H(Ũ j

n), H(vln) ≤ H(ũln). (3.54)

Combining with (3.53) and (3.54), we deduce that

H(Ũ j
n) ≥ dω, H(ũln) ≥ dω. (3.55)

By (3.44), (3.46), (3.51) and (3.52), it can be deduced that as n→ +∞ and l → +∞,

dm ≥ H(un) =

l∑

j=1

(
H(Ũ j

n)

λ2j
+

2(λp−1
j − 1)

p+ 1
‖U j

n‖p+1
Lp+1(R2)

+
λ2j − 1

2

∫
E1(|U j

n|2)|U j
n|2dx) +

H(ũln)

(λln)
2

+ o(1). (3.56)

Since 1 < p < 3, combining with (3.48), (3.50), (3.55) and (3.56), we deduce that

dm ≥ H(un) ≥
l∑

j=1

dm

λ2j
+

dm

(λln)
2
+ inf

j≥1
(λp−1

j − 1)(
1

2

∫
E1(|un|2)|un|2dx

+
2

p+ 1

∫
|un|p+1dx) + o(1)

≥ dm + ((

√
m

‖U j0‖L2

)p−1 − 1)C0 + o(1), (3.57)

where C0 > 0 is given in (3.48). Let n → +∞ and l → +∞ in (3.57), the following

inequality holds

dm ≥ dm + C0((

√
m

‖U j0‖L2

)p−1 − 1). (3.58)

Hence, we get ‖U j0‖2L2 ≥ m. But by (3.18), we have ‖U j0‖2L2 ≤ m. Put more

precisely, in (3.48) there exists only one non-zero term U j0 , and the others are zero.

Moreover, from (3.19)-(3.21), it follows that E(U j0) = dm, and then the variational

problem (3.39) attains its infimum at U j0 .

Secondly, we consider the case dω ≥ 0.
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By the profile decomposition, for n large enough, we have

l∑

j=1

H(U j
n) ≤ dω. (3.59)

Since dω ≥ 0, there must be some U j
n, denoted by U j such that H(U j) ≤ dω . Let

U j0 = λU j(λx). There exists 0 < λ < ∞ such that I(U j0) = 0 and 0 <
∫
|U j0 |2dx <

2dJ . It follows that H(U j0) ≥ dω. Combining with Lemma 3.7, we have H(U j0) = dω

Therefore, no matter dω < 0 or dω ≥ 0, there exists U j0 6= 0 such that the varia-

tional problem (3.39) attains its infimum at U j0 . Then Qω(x) =|U j0 |≥ 0 is a mini-

mizer of (3.39).

Step 5. Qω(x) is the positive solution of (2.10).

In terms of (3.39), there exists a unique Λ ∈ R such that Qω(x) =|U j0 | satisfies the

Euler-Lagrange equation for η ∈ C∞
0 (R2)

d

dε
|ǫ=0(E(Qω + εη) + ω

∫
|Qω + εη|2dx+ ΛI(Qω + εη)) = 0. (3.60)

It follows that

−∆Qω −Qp
ω − E1(|Qω|2)Qω + ωQω + Λ(−2∆Qω − (p− 1)Qp

ω − 2E1(|Qω|2)Qω) = 0.

(3.61)

From (3.61), we have that

∫
(1 + 2Λ)|∇Qω|2 − (1 + (p− 1)Λ)|Qω|p+1−(1 + 2Λ)E1(|Qω|2)|Qω|2 + ω|Qω|2dx = 0.

(3.62)

(1 + Λ(p− 1))
2

p+ 1
|Qω|p+1 +

1

2
(1 + 2Λ)E1(|Qω|2)|Qω|2 − ω|Qω|2dx = 0. (3.63)

By I(Qω) = 0, (3.62) and (3.63), we have that

Λ

∫
(p− 3)(p− 1)

p+ 1
|Qω|p+1dx = 0. (3.64)

Since 1 < p < 3 and Qω ≥ 0, from (3.64), we have Λ = 0. It follows that Qω satisfies

(2.10). Since Qω = |U j0 | ≥ 0 a.e. in R2, by the strong maximum principle, we get

that Qω(x) > 0 for x ∈ R2. Thus Qω = |U j0 | is a positive minimizer of (3.39).

Moreover Qω is the positive solution of (2.10).

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.8.
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Theorem 3.9. Suppose that the positive solution of (2.10) is unique for every ω > 0.

Then the variational problem (3.7) determines a one-to-one mapping between m ∈

(0, 2dJ) and ω ∈ (0, ωJ). In detail, for ω ∈ (0, ωJ) and m =
∫
Q2

ωdx with positive

solution Qω(x) of (2.10) , one has that dm
dω

= d
dω

∫
Q2

ωdx 6= 0.

Proof. For arbitrary m ∈ (0, 2dJ), in terms of Theorem 3.3, the variational problem

(3.7) determines a positive Qm(x) ∈ H1(R2) and a unique ωm such that (2.10) with

∫
Q2

mdx = m. By Lemma 2.3 (also see [11] and [18]), ωm ∈ (0, ωJ).

Now suppose that there exists another ω′ ∈ (0, ωJ) such that ω′ 6= ωm and

∫
Q2

ω′dx = m for the positive solution Qω′(x) of (2.10) with ω = ω′. By the sup-

position of uniqueness, Qω′(x) > 0 is unique for (2.10) with ω = ω′. In addition,

ω′ 6= ωm leads that Qω′(x) 6= Qm(x). From Theorem 3.3, Qω′(x) is not a minimizer

of (3.7). According to Theorem 3.8, Qω′(x) must be the positive minimizer of the

variational problem (3.39) with ω = ω′.

We see that Qm satisfies (2.10) with ω = ωm and Qω′ satisfies (2.10) with ω = ω′.

By Lemma 3.7, it follows that I(Qm) = 0 = I(Qω′).

Summarizing the above facts, we get that

∫
Q2

ω′dx =

∫
Q2

mdx = m; (3.65)

I(Qω′) = I(Qm) = 0; (3.66)

Qm is the minimizer of (3.7); (3.67)

Qω′ is the minimizer of (3.39) with ω = ω′. (3.68)

Since Qω′ is not a minimizer of (3.7), by (3.65) and (3.67), Theorem 3.3 derives

E(Qm) < E(Qω′). (3.69)

By (3.65), (3.66) and (3.68), Theorem 3.8 derives that

E(Qω′) + ω′
∫
Q2

ω′dx ≤ E(Qm) + ω′
∫
Q2

mdx. (3.70)

From (3.65), it is clear that (3.70) is contradictory with (3.69). Therefore it is neces-

sary that ωm = ω′. It turns that for ω ∈ (0, ωJ) and positive solution Qω(x) of (2.10),
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we have that

dm

dω
=

d

dω

∫
Q2

ωdx 6= 0.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.9.

Theorem 3.10. Let µ be the set of all Lagrange multipliers corresponding to the

all positive minimizers of (3.7).Then µ = (0, ωJ), where ωJ is defined as (1.7). In

addition µJ = (0, ωJ), where µJ is defined as (3.31).

Proof. Theorem 3.5 derives that µ ⊂ µJ ⊂ (0, ωJ). Now suppose that ω ∈ (0, ωJ).

By Theorem 3.8, this ω determines a unique m ∈ (0, 2dJ), and this m determines a

unique ωm ∈ µ. Then this ωm can only be ω, that is ωm = ω. Thus (0, ωJ) ⊂ µ.

Therefore µ = (0, ωJ). It follows that µ = (0, ωJ) = µJ .

This proves Theorem 3.10.

Remark 3.11. Theorem 3.9 shows that for m < 2dJ , the normalized solution

problem (2.10) with
∫
|u|2dx = m possesses a unique ωm ∈ (0, ωJ) such that Qm is

the unique positive solution of (2.10) with ω = ωm. It gives a positive answer that

for (2.10), the mapping from the prescribed mass m to the Lagrange multiplier, that

is the soliton frequency ω is injective. Moreover the approach introduced here can be

used to deal with more nonlinear Schrödinger equations.

4 Orbital Stability of Small Solitons

Theorem 4.1. The soliton eiωtu(x) in Theorem 3.6 holds the orbital stability, i.e. for

arbitrary ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that for any ϕ0 ∈ H1 and 0 <
∫
|ϕ0|2dx < 2dJ ,

if

inf{θ∈R, y∈R2}‖ϕ0(·)− eiθu(·+ y)‖H1 < δ, (4.1)

then the solution ϕ(t, x) of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(2.1) satisfies

inf{θ∈R, y∈R2}‖ϕ(t, ·)− eiθu(·+ y)‖H1 < ε, t ∈ R. (4.2)

Proof. By Theorem 3.6, it is clear that for arbitrary u ∈ Sm one has that

Sm = {eiθu(·+ y), θ ∈ R, y ∈ R
2}. (4.3)
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In terms of Theorem 2.1, for any ϕ0 ∈ H1, the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(2.1) possesses

a unique global solution ϕ(t, x) ∈ C(R, H1) with mass conservation M(ϕ) =M(ϕ0)

and energy conservation E(ϕ) = E(ϕ0) for all t ∈ R.

Now arguing by contradiction, if the conclusion of Theorem 4.1 does not hold, then

there exist ε > 0, a sequence (ϕn
0 )n∈N+ such that

inf{θ∈R, y∈R2}‖ϕn
0 − eiθu(·+ y)‖H1 <

1

n
, (4.4)

and a sequence (tn)n∈N+ such that

inf{θ∈R, y∈R2}‖ϕn(tn, ·)− eiθu(·+ y)‖H1 ≥ ε, (4.5)

where ϕn denotes the solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(2.1) with initial datum

ϕn
0 . From (4.4) we yield that

∫
|ϕn

0 |2dx→
∫
|u|2dx = m, (4.6)

E(ϕn
0 ) → E(u) = dm. (4.7)

Thus (4.6), (4.7), the conservations of mass and energy derive that {ϕn(tn, ·)} is

a minimizing sequence for the problem (3.7). Therefore (4.6) and (4.7) derive that

there exists θ ∈ R and y ∈ R
2 such that

lim
n→∞

‖ϕn(tn, ·)− eiθu(·+ y)‖H1 = 0. (4.8)

This is contradictory with (4.5). Theorem 4.1 is proved.

Theorem 4.2. Let ω ∈ (0, ∞) and Qω be a positive solution of (2.10). Then we

have

d

dω
E(Qω) = −ω d

dω
M(Qω) = −ω d

dω

∫
Q2

ωdx. (4.9)

Proof. Since Qω is a positive solution of (2.10), it follows that

∆Qω +Qp
ω + E1(|Qω|2)Qω − ωQω = 0, Qω ∈ H1. (4.10)

From (2.2) and (4.10), we have

d

dω
E(Qω) =

d

dω
(

∫
|∇Qω|2 −

2

p+ 1
|Qω|p+1 − 1

2
E1(|Qω |2)|Qω|2dx)
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=

∫
2|∇Qω|

d

dω
|∇Qω| − 2Qp

ω

d

dω
Qω − 2E1(|Qω|2)Qω

d

dω
Qωdx

=

∫
−2∆Qω

d

dω
Qω − 2Qp

ω

d

dω
Qω − 2E1(|Qω|2)Qω

d

dω
Qωdx

=

∫
−2ωQω

d

dω
Qωdx = −ω

∫
d

dω
Q2

ωdx = −ω d

dω

∫
Q2

ωdx.

Noting (2.3), this proves (4.9) and completes the proof.

Let ω ∈ (0, ωJ) and Qω(x) be the unique positive solution of (2.10). We set the

scalar

D(ω) = E(Qω) + ωM(Qω) (4.11)

and the linearized operator of (4.10)

Hω = −∆+ ω − pQp−1
ω − 3E1(|Qω|2). (4.12)

It is clear that

Hω =
1

2
E′′(Qω) +

1

2
ωM ′′(Qω). (4.13)

Theorem 4.3. Let ω ∈ (0, ωJ) and Qω(x) be the unique positive solution of (2.10).

Then the operator Hω has one negative simple eigenvalue and has its kernel spanned

by iQω. Moreover the positive spectrum of Hω is bounded away from zero.

Proof. Since ω ∈ (0, ωJ), By Lemma 2.3, there exists a positive function Qω(x)

satisfying (4.10). Now suppose that λ ∈ R satisfies HωQω = λQω, that is

−∆Qω + ωQω − pQp
ω − 3E1(|Qω|2)Qω = λQω. (4.14)

From (4.10), it follows that

(1− p)Qp−1
ω − 2E1(|Qω|2) = λ. (4.15)

By Lemma 2.3 and (4.15), we can uniquely determine λ as follows

λ = λ− =

∫
(1− p)Qp+1

ω − 2E1(|Qω|2)|Qω|2dx
/∫

Q2
ωdx. (4.16)

From (4.16), we have λ < 0. Therefore we get that Hω has one negative simple

eigenvalue λ−. It follows that Hω(iQω) = λ−(iQω) and the kernel is spanned by iQω.

Now suppose that λ > 0 and u ∈ H1\{0} satisfying Hωu = λu, that is

−∆u+ ωu− pQp−1
ω u− 3E1(|Qω|2)u = λu. (4.17)
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By Lemma 2.3,

−pQp−1
ω − 3E1(|Qω|2) := g(x) = o(|x|−1). (4.18)

From Kato [17], −∆ + g(x) has no positive eigenvalues. Thus (4.17) derives that

λ ≤ ω. By Weyl’s theorem on the essential spectrum, the rest of the spectrum of Hω

is bounded away from zero (see [29]).

This proves Theorem 4.3.

By Theorem 4.3, Hω with T ′(0) = i satisfies Assumption 3 in [15] for ω ∈ µJ . With

J = −i, X = H1 and E as (2.2), by Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, (1.1) satisfies

Assumption 1 and 2 in [15] for ω ∈ µJ . Thus we can use Theorem 4.7 in [15] and get

the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let ω ∈ (0, ωJ) and Qω(x) be the unique positive solution of (2.10). If

D′′(ω) = d2

dω2D(ω) < 0, the soliton eiωtQω(x) of (1.1) is unstable.

Then we get the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Let ω ∈ (0, ωJ) and Qω(x) be the unique positive solution of (2.10).

Then we have that

d

dω

∫
Q2

ωdx > 0.

Proof. From Theorem 4.2, (4.11) and (4.13), we have that

D′′(ω) =
d

dω

∫
Q2

ωdx. (4.19)

Since ω ∈ (0, ωJ), from Theorem 3.10 it follows that ω ∈ µJ . In terms of Theorem

4.1, the soliton eiωtQω(x) holds the orbital stability. By Lemma 4.4, we deduce that

D′′(ω) ≥ 0. From (4.19) it follows that d
dω

∫
Q2

ωdx ≥ 0. Set m(ω) =
∫
Q2

ωdx. From

ω ∈ (0, ωJ), Theorem 3.9 deduces that d
dω

∫
Q2

ωdx = dm
dω

6= 0. Therefore we get that

d
dω

∫
Q2

ωdx > 0.

This proves Theorem 4.5.

Proof of Theorem A. In fact, we have given the proof of Theorem A in the proof of

Theorem 4.6. On the other hand, from Theorem 3.5 in [15], Theorem 4.5 also deduces

Theorem A.
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5 Construction of Multi-Solitons

It is clear that (1.1) admits the following symmetries.

Time-space translation invariance: if ϕ(t, x) satisfies (1.1), then for any t0, x0 ∈

R× R2,

ψ(t, x) = ϕ(t− t0, x− x0) (5.1)

also satisfies (1.1).

Phase invariance: if ϕ(t, x) satisfies (1.1), then for any γ0 ∈ R,

ψ(t, x) = ϕ(t, x)eiγ0 (5.2)

also satisfies (1.1).

Galilean invariance: if ϕ(t, x) satisfies (1.1), then for any v0 ∈ R
2,

ψ(t, x) = ϕ(t, x− v0t)e
i( 1

2
v0x− 1

4
|v0|2t) (5.3)

also satisfies (1.1).

Let 1 < p < 3 and ωJ be defined in (1.7). For K ≥ 2 and k = 1, 2, · · ·, K, we take

ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ), γ0k ∈ R, x0k ∈ R2 and vk ∈ R2 with vk 6= vk′ to k 6= k′. By Theorem

A,

eiω
0
ktQω0

k
(x), k = 1, 2, · · ·, K (5.4)

are the stable solitons of (1.1). Then in terms of the above symmetries for k =

1, 2, · · ·, K,

Rk(t, x) = Qω0
k
(x − x0k − vkt)e

i( 1
2
vkx− 1

4
|vk|2t+ω0

kt+γ0
k), (t, x) ∈ R× R

2 (5.5)

are also the solitons of (1.1). It is obvious that

‖Rk(t, ·)‖L2 = ‖Qω0
k
(·)‖L2 <

√
2dJ , t ∈ R, k = 1, 2, · · ·,K. (5.6)

Now we suppose that K ≥ 2, ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ) for k = 1, 2, · · ·,K, and

K∑

k=1

‖Qω0
k
(·)‖L2 <

√
2dJ . (5.7)

Thus

‖
K∑

k=1

Rk(t, ·)‖L2 ≤
K∑

k=1

‖Rk(t, ·)‖L2 <
√
2dJ . (5.8)
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Now we set

R(t) =
K∑

k=1

Rk(t, ·), t ∈ R. (5.9)

Theorem 5.1. Let 1 < p < 3. For K ≥ 2 and k = 1, · · ·,K, taking ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ ),

γ0k ∈ R, x0k ∈ R
2, vk ∈ R

2 with vk 6= vk′ to k 6= k′,
∑K

k=1 ‖Qω0
k
(·)‖L2 <

√
2dJ and

Rk(t, x) = Qω0
k
(x− x0k − vkt)e

i( 1
2
vkx− 1

4
|vk|2t+ω0

kt+γ0
k) (5.10)

with (t, x) ∈ R× R
2, there exists a solution ϕ(t, x) of (1.1) such that

∀t ≥ 0, ‖ϕ(t)−
K∑

k=1

Rk(t)‖H1 ≤ Ce−θ0t (5.11)

for some θ0 > 0 and C > 0.

Proof of Theorem B. Theorem 5.1 directly implies that Theorem B is true.

Let Tn > 0, n = 1, 2, · · · and limn→∞ Tn = +∞. For n = 1, 2, · · ·, by Theorem 2.1

we can let ϕn be the unique global solution in H1 for the Cauchy problem





i∂tϕn +∆ϕn + |ϕn|p−1ϕn + E1(|ϕn|2)ϕn = 0, (t, x) ∈ R× R
2,

ϕn(Tn, x) = R(Tn).

(5.12)

In the following, according to Martel, Merle and Tsai’s way (see [22] and [23]), we

first state the following claim.

Claim 5.2. (Claim 1 in [22]) Let (vk), k = 1, · · ·,K be K vectors of R2 such that

for any k 6= k′, vk 6= vk′ . Then, there exists an orthonormal basis (e1, e2) of R
2 such

that for any k 6= k′, (vk, e1) 6= (vk′ , e1).

Without any restriction, we can assume that the direction e1 given by Claim 5.2

is x1, since (1.1) is invariant by rotation. Therefore, we may assume that for any

k 6= k′, vk,1 6= vk′,1. We suppose in fact that

v1,1 < v2,1 < · · · < vK,1. (5.13)

Since (5.13) and ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ) with k = 1, · · ·,K, we can set θ0 > 0 such that

√
θ0 =

1

16
min(v2,1 − v1,1, · · ·, vK,1 − vK−1,1,

√
ω0
1 , · · ·,

√
ω0
K). (5.14)

Now we state the following uniform estimates about the sequence (ϕn) in (5.12),

which is the key point of the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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Proposition 5.3. There exist T0 > 0, C0 > 0, θ0 > 0 such that, for all n ≥ 1,

∀t ∈ [T0, Tn], ‖ϕn(t)−R(t)‖H1 ≤ C0e
−θ0t. (5.15)

In addition, the sequence (ϕn) has the following global bounded property.

Lemma 5.4. There exists a constant C > 0, such that, for any t ∈ [T0, Tn] and all

n ≥ 1,

‖ϕn(t)‖H1 ≤ C.

Claim 5.5. ((25) in [9]) Take ǫ0 > 0. There exists K0 = K0(ǫ0) > 0 such that for all

n large enough, we have

∫

|x|>K0

|ϕn(T0, x)|2dx ≤ ǫ0. (5.16)

Lemma 5.6. There exists ψ0 ∈ H1 such that up to a subsequence for 0 ≤ s < 1

ϕn(T0) → ψ0, in Hs(R2) as n→ +∞. (5.17)

Proof. By Lemma 5.4, there exists ψ0 ∈ H1 such that up to a subsequence,

ϕn(T0)⇀ ψ0 in H1 as n→ +∞.

From Lemma 5.5, it follows that

ϕn(T0) → ψ0 in L2
loc(R

2) as n→ +∞,

we conclude that

ϕn(T0) → ψ0 in L2 as n→ +∞.

By interpolation we get (5.17).

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.6.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let ψ0 be given by Lemma 5.6. There exists 0 < σ < 1

such that 1 < p < 1 + 4
2−2σ and

|(|z1|p−1z1 + E1(|z1|2)z1)− (|z2|p−1z2 + E1(|z2|2)z2)|

≤ C(1 + |z1|+ |z2|)|z1 − z2| (5.18)

for all z1, z2 ∈ C. This implies that the Cauchy problem of (1.1) with ϕ(T0, x) = ψ0

is well-posedness in Hσ(R2) (see Theorem 5.1.1 in [6], also refer to [5]). Then we let
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ϕ(t, x) ∈ C([T0, T ], H
σ(R2)) be the corresponding maximal solution of (1.1) with

ϕ(T0, x) = ψ0. Combining with Lemma 5.6, we can obtain

ϕn(t) → ϕ(t) in Hσ(R2) as n→ +∞

for any t ∈ [T0, T ). By boundedness of ϕn(t) in H1, we also have

ϕn(t)⇀ ϕ(t) in H1 as n→ +∞

for any t ∈ [T0, T ). By Proposition 5.3, for any t ∈ [T0, T ), we have

‖ϕ(t)−R(t)‖H1 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖ϕn(t)−R(t)‖H1 ≤ C0e
−θ0t. (5.19)

In particular, since R(t) is bounded in H1 there exists C > 0 such that for any

t ∈ [T0, T ) we have

‖ϕ(t)‖H1 ≤ C0e
−θ0t + ‖ −R(t)‖H1 ≤ C. (5.20)

Recall that, by the blow up alternative (see [6]), either T = +∞ or T < +∞ and

limt→T‖ϕ(t)‖H1 = +∞. Therefore (5.20) implies that T = +∞. From (5.19) we

infer that for all t ∈ [T0, +∞) we have

‖ϕ(t)−R(t)‖H1 ≤ C0e
−θ0t.

This completes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

The proof of the uniform estimates Proposition 5.3 relies on a bootstrap argument.

We first state the following bootstrap result.

Proposition 5.7. There exist A0 > 0, θ0 > 0, T0 > 0 and N0 > 0 such that for all

n ≥ N0 and t∗ ∈ [T0, Tn], if

∀t ∈ [t∗, Tn], ‖ϕn(t)−R(t)‖H1 ≤ A0e
−θ0t, (5.21)

then

∀t ∈ [t∗, Tn], ‖ϕn(t)−R(t)‖H1 ≤ A0

2
e−θ0t. (5.22)

By Proposition 5.7, we deduce the uniform estimates Proposition 5.3.

Proof of Proposition 5.3.(Proposition 1 in [22]) Let t∗ be the minimal time such

that (5.21) holds:

t∗ = min{τ ∈ [T0, Tn]; (5.21) holds for all t ∈ [τ, Tn]}.
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We prove by contradiction that t∗ = T0. Indeed, assume that t∗ > T0. Then

‖ϕn(t
∗)−R(t∗)‖H1 ≤ A0e

−θ0t,

and by Proposition 5.7 we can improve this estimate in

‖ϕn(t
∗)−R(t∗)‖H1 ≤ A0

2
e−θ0t.

Hence, by continuity of ϕn(t) in H
1, there exists T0 ≤ t∗∗ < t∗ such that (5.21) holds

for all t ∈ [t∗∗, t∗]. This contradicts the minimality of t∗.

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.3.

Now for k = 1, · · ·, K, let ωk ∈ (0, ωJ) and Qωk
(x) be the unique positive solutions

of (2.10). To x0k, xk, vk ∈ R
d and γk ∈ R, k = 1, · · ·,K, we assume that

R̃k = Qωk
(· − x̃k)e

i( 1
2
vkx+δk), x̃k = x0k + vkt+ xk, δk = −1

4
|vk|2t+ ω0

kt+ γk,

R̃ =

K∑

k=1

R̃k and ε = ϕn − R̃.

For α > 0, l > 0, ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ ), γ̃k ∈ R and ỹk ∈ R2, k = 1, · · ·,K set

µ(α, l) = {ϕn ∈ H1;

inf{γ̃k∈R,|ỹk|−|ỹk−1|>l}‖ϕn(t, ·)−
K∑

k=1

Qω0
k
(· − ỹk)e

i( 1
2
vkx+γ̃k)‖H1 < α}. (5.23)

Lemma 5.8. There exists α1 > 0, C1 > 0, l1 > 0, and a unique C1 function

(ωk, xk, γk) : µ(α1, l1) → (0, ωJ) × R
2 × R for any k = 1, · · ·,K, such that if ϕn ∈

µ(α1, l1), then

Re

∫
R̃kεdx = Im

∫
R̃kεdx = 0, Re

∫
∇Qωk

(· − x̃k)e
i( 1

2
vkx+δk)εdx = 0. (5.24)

Moreover, if ϕn ∈ µ(α, l), for 0 < α < α1, 0 < l1 < l, then

‖ε‖H1 +

K∑

k=1

|ωk − ω0
k|≤ C1α, |x̃k|−|x̃k−1|> l − C1α >

l

2
. (5.25)

Proof. The proof is a standard application of the implicit function. Let α > 0 and

L > 0. Let ω0
1, · · ·, ω0

K ∈ (0, ωJ), γ
0
1 , · · ·, γ0K ∈ R, and x̃01, · · ·, x̃0K ∈ R2 such that |x̃0k|>

|x̃0k−1|+l. Let B0 be the B0−ball of center
∑K

k=1Rk with Rk = Qω0
k
(·−x̃0k)ei(

1
2
vkx+δ0k),

where x̃0k = x0k + vkt, δ0k = − 1
4 |vk|2t+ ω0

kt+ γ0k and of radius 10α. For any ϕn ∈ B0
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and parameters ω1, · · ·, ωK ; x̃1, · · ·, x̃K ; γ1, · · ·, γK , let s = (ω1, · · ·, ωK ; x̃1, · · ·, x̃K ; γ1, · ·

·, γK ;ϕn). Define the following functions of s

ρ1k(s) = Re

∫
R̃kε(s;x)dx; ρ2k(s) = Re

∫
∇Qωk

(· − x̃k)e
i( 1

2
vkx+δk)ε(s;x)dx;

ρ3k(s) = Im

∫
R̃kε(s;x)dx,

for s close to s0 = (ω0
1 , · · ·, ω0

K ; x̃01, · · ·, x̃0K ; γ01 , · · ·, γ0K ;
∑K

k=1Rk).

When s = s0, we have ε(s0) = 0, and thus for j = 1, 2, 3, ρjk(s0) = 0. For ϕn ∈ B0,

we can apply the implicit theorem to prove (5.24). It means that we can choose the

unique coefficients (ω1, · · ·, ωK ; x̃1, · · ·, x̃K ; γ1, · · ·, γK), such that s is close to s0 and

verifies ρjk(s) = 0 for j = 1, 2, 3. In order to apply the implicit function theorem to

this situation, we compute the derivatives of ρjk for any k, j corresponding to each

(ωk, x̃k, γk). Note that

∂ε

∂ωk

(s0) = −∂Qω

∂ω

∣∣∣∣
ω=ω0

k

(· − x̃0k)e
i( 1

2
vkx+δ0k),

∇xk
ε(s0) = ∇Qω0

k
(· − x̃0k)e

i( 1
2
vkx+δ0k),

∂ε

∂γk
(s0) = −iRk.

Thus for j = 1

∂ρ1k′

∂ωk

(s0) = −Re
∫
Rk′

∂Qω

∂ω

∣∣∣∣
ω=ω0

k

(· − x̃0k)e
−i( 1

2
vkx+δ0k)dx,

∇x̃k
ρ1k′(s0) = Re

∫
Rk′∇Qω0

k
(· − x̃0k)e

−i( 1
2
vkx+δ0k)dx,

∂ρ1k′

∂γk
(s0) = −Im

∫
Rk′Rkdx,

and similar formulas hold for
∂ρ2

k′

∂ωk
(s0),

∂ρ2

k′

∂xk
(s0),

∂ρ2

k′

∂γk
(s0),

∂ρ3

k′

∂ωk
(s0),

∂ρ3

k′

∂xk
(s0) and

∂ρ3

k′

∂γk
(s0). For k

′ = k, by Theorem 4.6, we have

∂ρ1k
∂ωk

(s0) = ak < 0,
∂ρ2k
∂ωk

(s0) = 0,
∂ρ3k
∂ωk

(s0) = 0; (5.26)

∇x̃k
ρ1k(s0) = 0, ∇x̃k

ρ2k(s0) = bk > 0, ∇x̃k
ρ3k(s0) = 0; (5.27)

∂ρ1k
∂γk

(s0) = 0,
∂ρ2k
∂γk

(s0) = 0,
∂ρ3k
∂γk

(s0) = ck > 0. (5.28)

For k′ 6= k and j = 1, 2, 3, by Lemma 2.4, we know the different Qωk
are exponentially

decaying and located at centers distant at least of l, thus we have

∣∣∂ρ
j
k′

∂ωk

(s0)
∣∣+

∣∣∇x̃k
ρ
j
k′(s0)

∣∣+
∣∣∂ρ

j
k′

∂γk
(s0)

∣∣ ≤ Ce−θ0l. (5.29)
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These terms are arbitrarily small by choosing l large enough.

By (5.26), (5.27), (5.28) and (5.29), we know the Jacobian of ρ = (ρ11, · · ·, ρ1K ; ρ21, · ·

·, ρ2K ; ρ31, · · ·, ρ3K) as a function of (ω1, · · ·, ωK ; x̃1, · · ·, x̃K ; γ1, · · ·, γK) at the point s0

is not zero. By the implicit function theorem, for α small and ϕn ∈ B0, there exist

unique parameters (ω1, · · ·, ωK ; x̃1, · · ·, x̃K ; γ1, · · ·, γK) such that ρ(s) = 0. We obtain

directly estimates (5.24) with constants that are independent of the ball B0. This

proves the result for ϕn ∈ B0. If we now take ϕn ∈ µ(α, l), then ϕn ∈ belongs to such

a ball B0, and the results follows.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.8.

By Lemma 5.8, we see that ωk, γk and xk are all functions of t ∈ [t∗, Tn], that is

ωk = ωk(t), γk = γk(t) and xk = xk(t). Thus we replace the former assumptions

about R̃k, R̃ and ε as follows.

For k = 1, · · ·, K, let ωk(t) ∈ (0, ωJ) and Qωk(t)(x) be the positive solutions

of (2.10). To x0k, xk(t), vk ∈ R2 and γk(t) ∈ R, k = 1, · · ·,K, we set x̃k(t) =

x0k + vkt+ xk(t), δk(t) = − 1
4 |vk|2t+ ω0

kt+ γk(t),

R̃k(t) = Qωk(t)(· − x̃k(t))e
i( 1

2
vkx+δk(t)), (5.30)

R̃(t) =

K∑

k=1

R̃k(t) and ε(t, ·) = ϕn(t, ·)− R̃(t). (5.31)

Lemma 5.9. (Lemma 3 in [22]) There exists C1 > 0 such that if T0 is large enough,

then there exists a unique C1 function (ωk, xk, γk) : [t
∗, Tn] → (0, ωJ) × R2 × R, for

any k = 1, 2, · · ·,K such that

Re

∫
R̃k(t)ε(t)dx = Im

∫
R̃k(t)ε(t)dx = 0, Re

∫
∇R̃k(t)ε(t)dx = 0, (5.32)

‖ε(t)‖H1 +

K∑

k=1

|ωk(t)− ω0
k| ≤ C1A0e

−θ0t, (5.33)

and

|ω̇k(t)|2 + |ẋk(t)|2 + |γ̇k(t)− (ωk(t)− ω0
k)|2 ≤ C1‖ε(t)‖2H1 + C1e

−2θ0t. (5.34)

Proof. The first part of the statement follows from Lemma 5.8, hence the main thing

to check is (5.34). We first write the equation verified by ε. Recall that ϕn satisfies
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i∂tϕn = E′(ϕn), we replace ϕn by ε(t) + R̃(t) in the previous equation to get

i∂tε+ L(ε) =− i

K∑

k=1

[ω̇k(t)
∂Qω

∂ω

∣∣∣∣
ω=ωk(t)

(· − x̃k(t))e
i( 1

2
vkx+δk(t))]

+ i

K∑

k=1

[ẋk(t)∇Qωk(t)(· − x̃k(t))e
i( 1

2
vkx+δk(t))]

+

K∑

k=1

[(γ̇k(t)− (ωk(t)− ω0
k))R̃k(t)] +N (ε) +O(e−2θ0t), (5.35)

where

L(ε) :=∆ε+

K∑

k=1

(|R̃k|p−1ε+ E1(|R̃k|2)ε

+((p− 1)|R̃k|p−3+2E1(|R̃k|2))Re(R̃kε)R̃k),

and N (ε) is the remaining nonlinear part.

Now take the scalar product of (5.35) with iR̃k, R̃k, ∂xR̃k. By the definition

of R̃k, exponential localization and the orthogonality condition (5.32), we obtain a

differential system for the modulation equations vectorMod(t) = (ω̇k(t), ẋk(t), γ̇k(t)−

(ωk(t)− ω0
k)), k = 1, 2, · · ·,K of the form

Mod(t) = B(ε) +O(e−2θ0t), (5.36)

where |B(ε)|≤M‖ε‖H1 . As long as the modulation parameter do not vary too much

and ‖ε‖H1 remains small, M is invertible and we can deduce that

|Mod(t)|≤M‖ε‖H1 +O(e−2θ0t). (5.37)

Thus one deduces that (5.34).

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.9.

Claim 5.10.(Claim 2 in [22]) Let z(t) ∈ H1 be a solution of (1.1). Let h : x1 ∈

R 7→ h(x1) be a C3 real-valued function of one variable such that h, h′ and h′′′ are

bounded. Then, for all t ∈ R

1

2

d

dt

∫
|z|2h(x1)dx = Im

∫
∂x1

zz̄h′(x1)dx, (5.38)

1

2

d

dt
Im

∫
∂x1

zz̄h(x1)dx =

∫
|∂x1

z|2h′(x1)dx− p− 1

2(p+ 1)

∫
|z|p+1h′(x1)dx

−1

4

∫
|z|2h′′′(x1)dx+

1

4

∫
|∇zn|2h′(x1)dx
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−1

2

∫
E1(|z|2)|z|2h′(x1)dx, (5.39)

where ∂x1
zn = E1(|z|2) and ∆zn = ∂x1

|z|2.

1

2

d

dt
Im

∫
∂x2

zz̄h(x1)dx = Re

∫
∂x2

z∂x1
z̄h′(x1)dx+

1

2

∫
∂x1

zn∂x2
znh

′(x1)dx

− 1

2

∫
∂x2

zn·|z|2h′(x1)dx. (5.40)

Since ϕn(Tn) = R(Tn) and at time t = Tn the decomposition in (5.24) is unique, it

follows that

ε(Tn) ≡ 0, R̃(Tn) ≡ R(Tn), ωk(Tn) = ω0
k, xk(Tn) = 0, γk(Tn) = γ0k. (5.41)

Let Y (s) be a C3 function such that

0 ≤ Y ≤ 1 on R; Y (s) = 0 for s ≤ −1; Y (s) = 1 for s > 1; Y ′ ≥ 0 on R

(5.42)

and satisfying for some constant C > 0,

(Y ′(x))2 ≤ CY (x), (Y ′′(x))2 ≤ CY ′(x) for all x ∈ R.

For this, consider Y (s) = 1
16 (1 + s)4 for s ∈ (−1, 0) close to −1, and similarly at

s = 1.

For all k = 2, · · ·,K, let

σk =
1

2
(vk−1,1 + vk,1).

For L > 0 large enough to be fixed later, for any k = 2, · · ·,K − 1, let

yk(t, x) = Y (
x1 − σkt

L
)− Y (

x1 − σk+1t

L
), (5.43)

y1(t, x) = 1− Y (
x1 − σ2t

L
), yK(t, x) = Y (

x1 − σKt

L
). (5.44)

Finally, set for all k = 1, · · ·, K:

Ik(t) =

∫
|ϕn(t, x)|2yk(t, x)dx, Mk(t) = Im

∫
∇ϕn(t, x)ϕ̄n(t, x)yk(t, x)dx. (5.45)

The quantities Ik(t) and Mk(t) are local versions of the L2 norm and momentum.

Ordering the vk, 1 as in (5.13) was useful to split the various solitons using only the

coordinate x1.
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Lemma 5.11.(Lemma 3.5 in [35]) Let L > 0. There exists C > 0 such that if L and

T0 are large enough, then for all k = 2, · · ·, K, t ∈ [t∗, Tn], we have

|Ik(Tn)− Ik(t)|+ |Mk(Tn)−Mk(t)| ≤
CA2

0

L
e−2θ0t. (5.46)

Proof. From (5.38), we have

1

2

d

dt

∫
|ϕn|2Y dx =

1

L
Im

∫
∂x1

ϕnϕ̄nY
′dx− σk

2L

∫
|ϕn|2Y ′dx. (5.47)

Set

Ω1 = Ω1(t) = [−L+ σkt, L+ σkt]× R.

Thus, by the properties of Y and (5.47), we obtain

| d
dt

∫
|ϕn|2Y dx|≤

C

L

∫

Ω1

(|∂x1
ϕn|2+|ϕn|2)dx. (5.48)

Similarly, by (5.39), we have

1

2

d

dt
Im

∫
∂x1

ϕnϕ̄nY dx =
1

L

∫
(|∂x1

ϕn|2−
p− 1

2(p+ 1)
|ϕn|p+1)Y ′dx

− 1

4L3

∫
|ϕn|2Y ′′′dx− σk

2L
Im

∫
∂x1

ϕnϕ̄nY
′dx

+
1

L

∫
(−E1(|ϕn|2)|ϕn|2+

1

2
|∇zn|2)Y ′dx. (5.49)

Notice that ∇zn = (E1(|ϕn|2), E2(|ϕn|2)). To obtain time decay of the variation of

momentum, we decompose ϕn =
∑K

k=1 Rk + ε to obtain

∫
Ω1

|E1(|ϕn|2)||ϕn|2dx =

∫

Ω1

{
K∑

k=1

|E1(|Rk|2)|+2
∑

k 6=k′

|E1(Re(RkRk))|+|E1(|ε|2)|}{
K∑

k=1

|Rk|2+2Re(RkRk)+|ε|2}dx

(5.50)

and

∫

Ω1

|zn|2dx =

2∑

n=1

∫

Ω1

{
K∑

k=1

|En(|Rk|2)|+2
∑

k 6=k′

|En(Re(RkRk′ ))|+|En(|ε|2)|}2dx.

(5.51)

By Lemma 2.4, we estimate each term of (5.50) and (5.51) separately as follows:

∫

Ω1

E1(|Rk|2)|Rk|2dx =

∫

Ω1

E1(|Qωk
|2)|Qωk

|2dx ≤ Ce−2θ0t,
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∫

Ω1

E1(Re(RkRk))Re(RkRk)dx ≤ Ce−2θ0t,

∫

Ω1

E1(|ε|2)|ε|2dx ≤ C‖ε‖4L4 ≤ C‖ε‖4H1 ≤ Ce−2θ0t,

∫

Ω1

En(|Rk|2)2dx =

∫

Ω1

En(|Qωk
|2)2dx ≤ Ce−2θ0t.

Hence we have

∫

Ω1

E1(|ϕn|2)|ϕn|2+|∇zn|2dx ≤ Ce−2θ0t (5.52)

Combining with (5.49)-(5.52), the support properties of Y and Sobolev imbedding we

obtain

∣∣ d
dt
Im

∫
∂x1

ϕnϕ̄nY dx
∣∣ ≤ C

L

∫

Ω1

(|∇ϕn|2+|ϕn|2+|ϕn|p+1)dx. (5.53)

Now by the Sobolev inequality applied to ϕn(x)h(x1 − σkt), where h = h(x1) is a C
1

function such that h(x1) = 1 for |x1|< L and h(x1) = 0 for |x1|> L+ 1, we have

∫

Ω1

|ϕn|p+1dx ≤ C(

∫

Ω̃1

|ϕn|2+|∇ϕn|2dx)
p+1

2 , (5.54)

where

Ω̃1(t) = [−(L+ 1) + σkt, (L+ 1) + σkt]× R
1.

From (5.53) and (5.54), we obtain

| d
dt
Im

∫
∂x1

ϕnϕ̄nY dx|≤
C

L

∫

Ω̃1

(|∇ϕn|2+|ϕn|2+(|∇ϕn|2+|ϕn|2)
p+1

2 )dx.

(5.55)

By (5.41), we have

1

2

d

dt
Im

∫
∂x2

ϕnϕ̄nY )dx = Re

∫
∂x2

ϕn∂x1
ϕ̄nY

′dx+
1

2

∫
∂x1

zn∂x2
znY

′dx

− 1

2

∫
∂x2

zn·|ϕn|2Y ′dx− σk

2L
Im

∫
∂x2

ϕnϕ̄nY
′dx. (5.56)

Similar arguments to those as before, we have

1

2

d

dt
Im

∫
∂x2

ϕnϕ̄nY dx ≤ C

L

∫

Ω1

(|∇ϕn|2+|ϕn|2)dx. (5.57)
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Next, by ϕn(t) = R(t) + (ϕn(t)−R(t)), we have

∫

Ω̃1

(|∇ϕn(t)|2+|ϕn(t)|2)dx ≤ 2

∫

Ω̃1

(|∇R(t)|2+|R(t)|2)dx

+ 2‖ϕn(t)−R(t)‖2H1 . (5.58)

By Lemma 2.4, Qω has exponential decay property

|∇Qω(x)|+|Qω(x)|≤ Ce−
√

ω

2
|x|.

Thus by the definition of θ0 and σk, we can make the following conclusion

∫

Ω̃1

(|∇R(t)|2+|R(t)|2)dx ≤ Ce−8
√
θ0(

√
θ0t−L) ≤ Ce−4θ0t (5.59)

by taking T0 and L such that
√
θ0T0 ≥ 2L. Therefore, from (5.21), (5.48), (5.55)-

(5.59) and the definition of Ik(t) and Mk(t), and taking A0e
−θ0T0 small enough, we

have

| d
dt
Ik(t)|+| d

dt
Mk(t)|≤

CA2
0

L
e−2θ0t. (5.60)

Note that for I1(t) and M1(t) we have also used the conservations of mass and mo-

mentum. Now by integrating (5.60) between t and Tn, we obtain

|Ik(Tn)− Ik(t)|+|Mk(Tn)−Mk(t)|≤
CA2

0

L
e−2θ0t.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.11.

Lemma 5.12. There exists C > 0 such that for any t ∈ [t∗, Tn],

|ωk(t)− ω0
k| ≤ C‖ε(t)‖2L2 + C(

A2
0

L
+ 1)e−2θ0t. (5.61)

Proof. From (5.31) and (5.45), we have

Ik(t) =

∫
|R̃(t)|2yk(t)dx+ 2Re

∫
R̃(t)ε(t)yk(t)dx +

∫
|ε(t)|2yk(t)dx.

By the exponential decay of each Qωk(t), the orthogonality
∫
R̃k(t)ε̄(t)dx = 0 and the

property of support of yk, we have

Ik(t) =

∫
|ϕn(t)|2yk(t)dx =

∫
Q2

ωk(t)
dx +

∫
|ε(t)|2yk(t)dx+O(e−2θ0t).

From the result of Lemma 5.11, we have

|Ik(t)− Ik(Tn)| ≤
CA2

0

L
e−2θ0t.

35



Thus, by ωk(Tn) = ω0
k and ε(Tn) ≡ 0, we obtain

|
∫
Q2

ωk(t)
dx −

∫
Q2

ω0
k
dx| ≤ C‖ε(t)‖2L2 + C(

A2
0

L
+ 1)e−2θ0t. (5.62)

Recall that d
dω

∫
Q2

ωdx|ω=ω0
k
> 0, then we assume ωk(t) is close to ω0

k. Thus

(ωk(t)− ω0
k)(

d

dω

∫
Q2

ωdx|ω=ω0
k
) =

∫
Q2

ωk(t)
dx−

∫
Q2

ω0
k
dx

− β(ωk(t)− ω0
k)(ωk(t)− ω0

k)
2

with β(ǫ) → 0, as ǫ→ 0, which implies that for some constant C = C(ω0
k).

|ωk(t)− ω0
k| ≤ C|

∫
Q2

ωk(t)
dx−

∫
Q2

ω0
k
dx|. (5.63)

Therefore by (5.62) and (5.63), we have

|ωk(t)− ω0
k| ≤ C‖ε(t)‖2L2(R2) + C(

A2
0

L
+ 1)e−2θ0t.

This proves Lemma 5.12.

Lemma 5.13. Let 1 < p < 3 and ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ). Then there exists λ > 0 such

that for any real-valued v ∈ H1 satisfying Re(Qω0
k
, v) = Im(Qω0

k
, v) = 0 and

Re(∇Qω0
k
, v) = 0, one has that

(Hω0
k
v, v) ≥ λ‖v‖2H1 . (5.64)

Proof. By (4.19) and Theorem 4.6, we have that D′′(ω0
k) > 0. From Theorem 3.3

and Corollary 3.31 in [15], we get this result.

Lemma 5.14. Let 1 < p < 3. For ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ) and ωk(t) close to ω0

k, we have

|Γω0
k
(Qωk(t))− Γω0

k
(Qω0

k
)| ≤ C|ωk(t)− ω0

k|2,

where Γω0
k
(z) = E(z) + ω0

kM(z).

Proof. By (2.2) and (2.3), we have

Γω0
k
(Qωk(t)) = E(Qωk(t)) + ω0

k

∫
|Qωk(t)|2dx. (5.65)

By Taylar expansion of Γω0
k
(Qωk(t)), (5.65), Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.6, we have

Γω0
k
(Qωk(t)) = Γω0

k
(Qω0

k
)− (ωk(t)− ω0

k)
2 d

dω

∫
Q2

ωdx|ω=ω0
k

+|ωk(t)− ω0
k|2β(|ωk(t)− ω0

k|). (5.66)
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By (5.66), Theorem 4.6 and ωk(t) close to ω0
k, there exists C = C(ω0

k) > 0 such that

|Γω0
k
(Qωk(t))− Γω0

k
(Qω0

k
)| ≤ C|ωk(t)− ω0

k|2.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.13.

Now we set

J(t) =

K∑

k=1

[(ω0
k +

1

4
|vk|2)Ik(t)− vkMk(t)] (5.67)

and

G(t) = E(ϕn(t)) + J(t). (5.68)

From (5.43) to (5.45), Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 5.13, Lemma 5.14 directly deduces

the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.15. For all t ∈ [t∗, Tn], we have

G(t) =

K∑

k=1

[E(Qω0
k
) + ω0

k

∫
Q2

ω0
k
dx] + P (ε(t), ε(t)) +

K∑

k=1

O(|ωk(t)− ω0
k|2)

+‖ε(t)‖2H1β(‖ε(t)‖H1) +O(e−2θ0t) (5.69)

with β(ǫ) → 0, as ǫ→ 0, where

P (ε, ε) =

∫
|∇ε|2dx−

K∑

k=1

(

∫
|R̃k|p−1|ε|2 + (p− 1)|R̃k|p−3(Re(R̃kε))

2dx)

+

K∑

k=1

((ωk(t) +
1

4
|vk|2)

∫
|ε|2yk(t)dx − vk · Im

∫
∇ε · εyk(t)dx)

−
K∑

k=1

1

2

∫
(E1(|R̃k|2)|ε|2 + E1(|ε|2)|R̃k|2 + 4E1(Re(R̃kε))R̃kε)dx. (5.70)

Proof. For ωk(t), ω0
k ∈ (0, ωJ) and ωk(t) close to ω0

k, from Lemma 5.14, we have

that

|E(Qω0
k
) + ω0

k

∫
Q2

ω0
k
dx− E(Qωk(t))− ω0

k

∫
Q2

ωk(t)
dx|≤ C|ωk(t)− ω0

k|2. (5.71)

Now, by the definition of yk, (5.67) and (5.68), we have
∑K

k=1 yk = 1. Thus

G(t) =

K∑

k=1

∫
(|∇ϕn|2−

1

2
E1(|ϕn|2)|ϕn|2−

2

p+ 1
|ϕn|p+1

+(ω0
k +

1

4
|vk|2)|ϕn|2−vkIm(∇ϕnϕn))ykdx. (5.72)

Expanding ϕn(t) = R̃(t)+ ε(t) in the expression of E(ϕn(t)). By the calculations, we

have that

E(ϕn) = E(R̃)− 2Re

∫
(∆R̃+|R̃|p−1R̃+ E1(|R̃|2)R̃)εdx
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−
∫
|R̃|p−1|ε|2+(p− 1)|R̃|p−3(Re(R̃ε))2dx

− 1

2

∫
E1(|R̃|2)|ε|2 + E1(|ε|2)|R̃|2 + 4E1(Re(R̃ε))R̃ε))

− E1(Re(R̃ε))|R̃|2+‖ε‖2H1β(‖ε‖H1). (5.73)

Note that the R̃k(t) and E1(|R̃k(t)|2) are exponentially decaying, we have that

E(ϕn) =

K∑

k=1

(E(R̃k)− 2Re

∫
(∆R̃k+|R̃k(t)|p−1R̃k + E1(|R̃k|2)R̃k)εdx)

−
K∑

k=1

∫
|R̃k|p−1|ε|2+(p− 1)|R̃k|p−3(Re(R̃kε))

2dx

−
K∑

k=1

1

2

∫
(E1(|R̃k|2)|ε|2 + E1(|ε|2)|R̃k|2 + 4E1(Re(R̃kε))R̃kε)dx

+

∫
|∇ε|2dx + ‖ε‖2H1β(‖ε‖H1) +O(e−2θ0t). (5.74)

Now we turn to J(t). Expanding ϕn(t) = R̃(t) + ε(t) in the expression of Ik(t)

Ik(t) =

∫
|R̃(t)|2yk(t)dx+

∫
|ε(t)|2yk(t)dx+ 2Re

∫
R̃(t)ε(t)yk(t)dx.

By the properties of yk, the properties of R̃(t) and the orthogonality conditions on

ε(t), we get that

Ik(t) =

∫
|R̃k(t)|2dx+

∫
|ε(t)|2yk(t)dx +O(e−2θ0t).

Similarly, for Mk(t), we have

Mk(t) = Im

∫
∇R̃kR̃kdx− 2Im

∫
∇R̃kεdx+ Im

∫
∇εεyk(t)dx +O(e−2θ0t).

It follows that

J(t) =

K∑

k=1

((ω0
k +

1

4
|vk|2)(

∫
|R̃k|2dx+ 2Re

∫
R̃kεdx+

∫
|ε|2yk(t)dx))

−
K∑

k=1

(vk(Im

∫
∇R̃kR̃kdx− 2Im

∫
∇R̃kεdx+ Im

∫
∇εεyk(t)dx))

+O(e−2θ0t). (5.75)

By the equation of R̃k(t), and the orthogonality conditions on ε(t), we have

−2Re

∫
(∆R̃k+|R̃k|p−1R̃k + E1(|R̃k|2)R̃k)εdx+2(ω0

k +
1

4
|vk|2)Re

∫
R̃kεdx

+2vkIm

∫
∇R̃kεdx = 0,
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which means that the terms of order 1 in ε(t) all disappear when we sum E(ϕn(t))

and J(t). Therefore, with the definition of P (ε(t), ε(t)), we obtain (5.69).

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.15.

Lemma 5.16.(Lemma 4.11 in [23]) There exists λ > 0 such that for all t ∈ [t∗, Tn],

P (ε(t), ε(t)) ≥ λ‖ε(t)‖2H1 . (5.76)

Combining with Lemma 5.10, Lemma 5.11, Lemma 5.15 and Lemma 5.16, we can

deduce the following lemma according to Martel and Merle’s way [22].

Lemma 5.17. (Lemma 5 in [22]) For any t ∈ [t∗, Tn]

‖ε(t)‖2H1 + |ωk(t)− ω0
k|+ |xk(t)|2 + |γk(t)− γ0k|2 ≤ C(

A2
0

L
+ 1)e−2θ0t. (5.77)

Lemma 5.18. For any t ∈ [t∗, Tn], there exists C > 0 such that

‖R(t)− R̃(t)‖H1(R2) ≤ C

K∑

k=1

(|ωk(t)− ω0
k|+ |xk(t)| + |γk(t)− γ0k|). (5.78)

Proof. By (5.5), (5.9), (5.32), (5.33) and (5.34), we have

R̃k(t) =Rk(t) + (ωk(t)− ω0
k)
dQωk(t)

dω
(· − x̃k(t))e

i( 1
2
vkx+δk(t))|ωk(t)=ω0

k
,xk(t)=0,γk(t)=γ0

k

−xk(t)∇R̃k(t)|ωk(t)=ω0
k
,xk(t)=0,γk(t)=γ0

k
+i(γk(t)− γ0k)R̃k(t)|ωk(t)=ω0

k
,xk(t)=0,γk(t)=γ0

k

+O((ωk(t)− ω0
k)

2) +O(x2k(t)) +O((γk(t)− γ0k)
2). (5.79)

By (5.79), Lemma 5.9 and Lemma 5.17 deduce that

‖R(t)− R̃(t)‖H1 ≤ C

K∑

k=1

(|ωk(t)− ω0
k|+ |xk(t)|+ |γk(t)− γ0k|).

This proves Lemma 5.18.

Proof of Proposition 5.7. From Lemma 5.18, we get for all t ∈ [t∗, Tn]

‖R(t)− R̃(t)‖2H1 ≤C
K∑

k=1

(|ωk(t)− ω0
k|2 + |γk(t)− γ0k|2 + |xk(t)|2)

≤C(A
2
0

L
+ 1)e−2θ0t, (5.80)

By Lemma 5.17 and (5.80), we have

‖ϕn(t)−R(t)‖2H1 ≤ 2‖ε(t)‖2H1 + 2‖R̃(t)− R(t)‖2H1 ≤ C(
A2

0

L
+ 1)e−2θ0t,
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where C > 0 does not depend on A0. Now we choose A2
0 > 8C, L = A2

0, and T0 large

enough. It follows that

‖ϕn(t)−R(t)‖2H1 ≤ 2Ce−2θ0t ≤ A2
0

4
e−2θ0t.

Therefore, the conclusion is that for any t ∈ [t∗, Tn], ‖ϕn(t)− R(t)‖H1 ≤ A0

2 e
−θ0t.

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.7.

Corollary 5.19. For multi-solitons ϕ(t, x) of (1.1) in Theorem 5.1, we have that

ϕ(t, x) satisfying
∫
|ϕ(t, x)|2dx < 2dJ with t ∈ R.

Proof. From Claim 5.5,

‖ψ0‖L2(R2) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖ϕn(T0)‖L2 <
√
2dJ .

By Theorem 5.1,

‖ϕ(t)‖L2 = ‖ψ0‖L2, t ∈ R.

It follows that
∫
|ϕ(t)|2dx < 2dJ for t ∈ R.

This proves Corollary 5.19.
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