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Abstract

We give a partial extension to dimension 1 of the result proved by Bambusi and Cuccagna
[1] on the absence of small energy real valued periodic solutions for the NLKG in dimension 3.
We combine the framework in Kowalczyk and Martel [14] with the notion of "refined profile”.

1 Introduction
Let m > 0 and V € S(R,R) (Schwartz function) with set of eigenvalues
oa(L1) ={A;|j=1,-- N} with 0 <Xy <--- < Ay <m, where Ly = =9, +V +m?. (L1)
We assume there exist C' > 0 and a; > 0 such that
VO (z)| < Cem Il for all 0 <1< N +1. (1.2)
Let f € C*(R,R) s.t. f(0) = f'(0) = 0. We consider the nonlinear Klein-Gordon (NLKG) equation

u=J(Liu+flu]), u="(u; ug) : R x R = R?, (1.3)

(4 (5 ) ()

Denoting by ¢; a real valued eigenfunction with L?(R) norm equal to 1 of L; associated to A?,
setting

where

R Y 1.
b, = (i)\j¢j forj=1,---,N, (1.4)
we have

JLl‘ﬁj = i)\j@j and JL1$J‘ = —i)\jEj. (15)

In fact the ®; and their complex conjugates ®; generate all the eigenfunctions of the linearization
JL; of our NLKG (1.3).
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Our NLKG (1.3) is a Hamiltonian system for the symplectic form
Q(u,v) == (J 'u,v), where (u,v) := Re (u,V) and (1.6)
(u,v) := / tu(z)v(z)dz, (1.7)
R

and the Hamiltonian or energy function is given by

E(u) = % (Liu, u) +/

F(uy) dz, where F(u) = /S f(r)dr. (1.8)
R 0

The local well-posedness of (1.3) is well known. From the conservation of the energy, we have that
for sufficiently small § > 0, if [[ug|l3;r < 0, then [Ju|| (g 31y < and in particular we obtain the
global well-posedness for small data, where

[ull3s = luallzp + lluzlz.. (1.9)
Given a constant a > 0 we consider the space defined by the norm
[all3 , := [lsech (az) ulj3:. (1.10)
We denote by ¢|z| the refined profile, introduced below in Sect. 1.1, where
Z = (21,4, ZN)s (1.11)

encodes the discrete modes and where ¢[z] = > z;®; + c.c. + O(||z]|), where by g + c.c., we mean
G 2. WV 2

g+ g and [z]|* :== Zj:l |25]°.
The main result in this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Under Assumptions 1.3, 1.6 and 1.9 given below, for any a > 0 and € > 0 there
exists o > 0 such that if ||ug|le =: § < do, then we have a global representation

u(t) = ¢lz(t)] +n(t) for appropriate z € C*(R,CN) and n € C°(R,H'), (1.12)
and, for I =R,
[ 1m0l eyt < (1.13)
and
Jim z(t) =0 . (1.14)

The result of this paper is a partial extension to dimension 1 of the result, on local decay to
zero for small real valued solutions of an NLKG with a trapping potential and, in particular, on
the absence of small energy real valued periodic solutions, proved for dimension 3 by Bambusi and
Cuccagna [1]. The latter was an extension, to cases with quite general spectral configurations, of
a result proved by Soffer and Weinstein [30] under rather restrictive spectral hypotheses. There
is a substantial literature on the asymptotic stability of patterns for wave like equations, partially
reviewed for the case of the Nonlinear Schrodinger Equation (NLS) in [6]. In particular, in a series
of papers referenced in [6], we have expanded the result of [1] to various contexts where dispersion
can be proved using Strichartz estimates. The crux of these papers consisted in proving a form



of radiation induced damping on the discrete modes of the system (the so called Nonlinear Fermi
Golden Rule, or FGR), due to the spilling of the energy in the discrete modes in the radiation
component of the solutions, where dispersion occurs because of linear dispersion. Recently, thanks
to the notion introduced in [7], of Refined Profile, we have been able to simplify significantly the
proofs, see also [8, 9], eliminating the normal forms arguments required to find a coordinates system
where the FGR can be seen. In fact, an ansatz involving the Refined Profile yields authomatically
a framework adequate to prove the FGR, as we will see later.

Lately, in the literature there has been considerable attention on low dimensional problems,
especially in 1D, where, due to the relative strength of the nonlinearities, the Strichartz estimates
are not sufficient to prove dispersion. Various papers like for example [11]-[29], [31] and [33] have
recently dealt with asymptotic stability problems in the context of long range nonlinearities. In
[4, 5] use is made of the theory of Virial Inequalities developed by Kowalczyk et al. [14]-[18]. In
this paper we will follow closely Kowalczyk and Martel [14]. So, as in [14]-[18], we will need two
distinct sets of Virial Inequalities. We follow the Kowalczyk and Martel [14] idea of proving the
FGR utilizing the initial sets of coordinates, contrary to what is done in [4, 5]. In particular, in
the proof of the FGR we use a functional derived from Kowalczyk and Martel [14], instead of the
localized energy E(¢[z]). The proof simplifies, avoiding the use of the smoothing estimates, which
played a significant role in [4, 5]. We highlight that our result works under a somewhat restrictive
hypothesis on the potential V', specifically that the potential Vp obtained after eliminating all the
eigenvalues of L; with a sequence of Darboux transformations, must be a repulsive potential, in the
sense of Assumption 1.9.

1.1 Assumptions and refined profile

Notation 1.2. We write a < b to mean that there exists a constant C' > 0 s.t. a < Cb. The positive
number C' omitted is called the implicit constant.

We set A= (A1, , AN, —A1, -+, —Ay) € R*Y and
R:={m=(my m_)e (NU{0})*" | |m-A|>m},
Ruim:={meR| Ane€Rst n<m},
I:={mec (NU{0})* | 3n € Ry, s.t. n < m},

where
n=(nn.) < m=(m;,m)
= Vj=1,--,N, nyj+n_; <my;+m_;and ||n]| <|jm],
N
where |m|| := szi’j'
j=1 =+
We also set € = (814, ,0n;,0,--+,0) where §;; is the Kronecker’s delta, m = (m4,m_) :=

(m_,my) and
NR := (NU{0})*" \ (Rpin UT),
Aj:={meNR |m- =)},
Aj={m|me A}
Ao :={m € NR\{0} | A\-m = 0}.

We assume the following, which is true for generic L;.



Assumption 1.3. For M the largest number in N such that (M — 1)\; < m, then for a multi-index
m € NZV we assume

Im| < M = (m-X)? # m?. (1.15)
We also assume that for m = (m;, m_) € N2V then
mf| <2M andm-A=0=m; =m_. (1.16)
Lemma 1.4. The following facts hold.
1. If |ml > M, with M the constant in Assumption 1.3, then m € I.
2. Ruin and NR are finite sets.
3. If m € NR, then |A-m| < m and if m € Ryn, then m; =0 or m_ = 0.
4. If m € A, then there is an € Ay with m =€’ + n.

Proof. The proof is taken from [5].If |m| > M, we can write m = a + 3 with |a| = M. If
a=(at,a_)andif weset n = (ny,n_) withn, =ay +a_ andn_ =0, then n- X > MA; > m.
This implies that n € R and that there exists a € Ry, with @ < n. From ||3]| > 1 it follows that
a<m andsom € L

Obviously, from the 1st claim it follows that if m € R,y UNR then |[m| < M. Next we
observe that m € NR implies |m| < M and |A-m| < m and, by Assumption 1.3, |A - m| < m.
If m € Ry, with, say, m - A > m, then obviously we have m - A > m and it is elementary
that m = (my,0). Finally, from the first claim we know that if m € A; then |m| < M. From

m- A —\; =0 it follows from (1.16) that we have the last claim. O
For z = (21, ,zy) € CNV and m € (NU {0})?V, we set
N

Notice that we have z™ = z™,

Notice that Zjvzl (2;®; + c.c.), satisfies (1.3) up to O(]|z||?) error if Z; = i\;jz;. The refined
profile is a generalization of this kind of approximate solution of (1.3) .

We set || - [lze = || - [laz, = 2262} + || = where ap = 2,/m2 — X% and denote by X° the
corresponding spaces. We set

3 o= llualle + luz]%-

Let 2% = M;cr 2.

Proposition 1.5. There exist {¢, fmeNr 1 X%, {Gm}meRumn C 277, {Anjtner,ufoy C R for
j=1,---,N with ¢o; = ®; and Noj = \j, a &1 > 0 s.t. there exists 2o € C°°(Ben (0,6,),CN)
satisfying

Zaley S Y 127, (1.17)

meRmin



s.t. for any |

IRLz]ls: S llzlle~ Y 2™,

meRmin

where Rz] is defined by the equality

Dolz]z =J <L1qb[z] +Epz] - DY 2"Gm - R[z]> ,

meERmin

(where (1.18) and (1.19) define the Gm) and

$lz) i (jﬂ) =Y e,

meNR
¢ﬁ = ¢m
Z = 7o + 71 + Zo with

7o = (IA121, ..., 1Ay 2N) =: i)z,

~ ) n . n
z1 = (i E An1Z" 21, o0yl E AnNZ"2ZN),

nely meAg
A = Am € R2N

where Am = (Am1, - AmN; —Am1, -, —AmnN ), Such that, setting
He[z) .= {uecH" | Qu,D,p[z]lw) =0 for all w e CV}

and
Rz = > 2z™Gm+Rlz],
meRin
we have
JR[z] € H[z].

Proof. We begin observing that JL; leaves the following decomposition invariant,

LQ(R CQ) dzscr S Ldzsp where Ldzscr = GBXEG';;(JIA) ker (Ll - /\) 3

where L7, is the (J-,-)-orthogonal of L3, .
We insert (1.20) in (1.19), using (1.22)—(1.24). We expand

f(91[2]) = d1lz] + O(||zlI"*1),

(=2

()
yal
Then, for i = (1,0),

M 00
3 il2li= ) 2"hm+ Y 2"hm +O(2])

(=2 ’ meNR meRUI
[m|<M

(1.18)

(1.19)

(1.20)

—_ = =

(1.25)

(1.26)

(1.27)

(1.28)

(1.29)



where, for ¢, = *(¢1m, P2m),

M p(e)
hy, = Z ! g|(0) Z Gim?  Prme 1. (1.30)

=2 " m!. m'eNR
m'+.-+mf=m

Using
(D,z™) 7o = i(m - A) 2™, where Az := (A121, ..., ANy 2n), (1.31)

and recalling (1.22), we obtain

D,glzzlz] =1 Y (m-Nz"¢,+i Y (m-An)z"2"¢,, + D.[z]Z,

meNR meNR, ncAy

Let us set

Rlz] := I (Li¢lz] + f[p[2]]) — D.plz](z — 22)

_ g (L1012 + f(or]2]) S =
=J ( 1 bal2] ! ) — D,o|z](z — 22).
We expand now to get
Rlz]= Y zZ"Rm+ » 2Z"Rm+O(|z|""), (1.32)
meNR 1"116‘1;{]%41

where
Rm = (JL1 —iX-m) ¢, + Em where
Em = Jhy, — > i m)ey,.

m’+n'=m
m’eNR, n'€Ao

We seek Ry = 0 for m € NR. For ||m|| = 1 the equation reduces to (JL; — i\ - m) ¢m = 0, so
that we can set ¢o; = ®; and ¢g; = ®;. Let us consider now |[m|| > 2 with m ¢ UX, (A; UA;).
In this case, let us assume by 1nduct10n that ¢ and Apy have been defined for Hm’H < |jm]| and
that they satisfy (1.21)-(1.25). Then, from (1.30) we obtain gy = hm and Em = Em. We can solve
R = 0 writing ¢, = (JL; —iX-m) ' &n. By A-m = —A - m, we conclude ¢, = ¢,

We now consider m € A ;. We assume by induction that ¢,,,, have been defined for |m’|| < ||m||
and so too Ay for ||n’|| < ||m|| — 1. Then, for m = n + e/ where n € Ag, Rm = 0 becomes

(JL1 — i) by = Em = iAn - € ®; — Ky with
Km = Jhm — Z iAps - m'qu,. (133)
m’+n’=m
m’'eNR,|m’|>2, n’€Aq

This equation can be solved if we impose (JEm,Ej) =0, that is, for A\nj = A - €, if

Dy (395, F,) = —2Anj ) = (I, B;) .



which is true for A\,; = —2_1/\;1 (JlCm,Ej). Then we can solve for ¢,, = — (JL; — i)\j)_l Km in
the complement, in (1.29), of ker(JL; — i);). -
We want to show that A,; € R. For the corresponding m € A, we have

(JLi +i)}) e = idn - & @, — K with

K = Jha — > Ay - T . (1.34)
m +n’'=m
m’eNR32, n'€Ap

Notice that by induction Kz = Km. Since A, - @ = —\,;, taking the complex conjugate of (1.33)

we obtain .
(JL1 +1))) ¢ = 1Anj @5 —

(JLy +1))) Py = iAn; @5 —
Applying (J-, ®,) on both the last two equations, we obtain
iAnj (J@j, @a) = (sz, @a) and ixnj (JEJ‘, ‘I’J) = (Jﬁm, ‘I’J)

r 1.35
T (1.35)

Hence Anj = An; and we have proved that An; € R. _
Since the equations in (1.35) are the same, we conclude ¢ = ¢y,,-
We consider now B
JR[z] = Rz] — D,¢lz]z, (1.36)
where we seek Zy so that (1.28) is true. This will follow from (here J=! = —J)
(JR|z], Dyoplz]w) — (JD,p[z]z2, Dyp[z]w) = 0 for the standard basis w = ey, iey, ..., en, ien.

Since the restriction of (J-,-) in L2, is a non-degenerate symplectic form and from ¢, = ®; and
¢si = ®;, the Implicit Function Theorem guarantees the existence of zo € C°°(Bew (0,6;), CV) with
72(0) = 0 for a sufficiently small §; > 0. Furthermore, from the last formula and from the fact that
in the expansion (1.32) we have Ry, = 0 for all m € NR, we obtain the bound (1.18).
Solving in (1.36) for R[z] = J"'R[z] — J~1D,¢z]z2, exploiting the fact that we have Ry, for all
m € NR and by (1.17), by Taylor expansion in the variable z, we obtain expansion (1.27), with the
estimate (1.18).

O

We assume the following.
Assumption 1.6 (Fermi Golden Rule). For any m € Ry, there exists a bounded solution gy, of
JLigm = i(m - A)gm s.t.
(Gm,8m) = Tm > 0. (1.37)
Remark 1.7. Notice that all it matters in (1.37) is to have vy, # 0, since by replacing g, with —gm,
we can then obtain vy, > 0.
Recall now from Sect. 3 Deift-Trubowitz [10], the following result on Darboux transformations,

here stated with stricter hypotheses than in [10].

Proposition 1.8. Let W € S(R,R) s.t 0q(—02+ W) # 0 and let w = inf 5q(—0%2 + W). Let ¢ be a
ground state of —02 + W, that is a generator of ker (—02 + W — w), and set Ay = %81 (¢+) (recall
that ¥(x) # 0 for all x € R). Then, there exists W1 € S(R,R) s.t.

Aw Ay = P+ W —w, Ay Aw = -2+ Wi —w
and 04(—02 + W1) = 0q(—02 + W) \ {w}.



Using Proposition 1.8, we inductively define V; € S(R,R) (j =1,---,N +1) by
1. Vi:=V, L= =02+ Vi +m? 1 = ¢1 and 41 = Ay,.
2. Given Vj, we define
Ay, = Ay, and Ly = —02 4+ Vip1 +m? i= Aj Ay + A7, (1.38)
and, by Proposition 1.8, we have Ly = —92 + Vj, + m? = ARAL + )\i
From Proposition 1.8, we have
oa(Lr) ={X; |j=k,--- N}, k=1, N, and oa(Ly41) = 0.
If 1)y, is the ground state of Ly and Ay = ﬁ@w (1%-) then, from
ALy = A5 (AAS +X5) = (AJAj + X)AS = L AS, (1.39)
we have the conjugation relation
A*Ly = Ly A™, (1.40)
where
A=A - Ay and A" = A} --- A7. (1.41)

We write Lp := Ly+1 and Vp := V1. We assume that Vp is repulsive with respect to the origin,
specifically the following.

Assumption 1.9. We assume xV}) <0 and zV{(x) £ 0.

The main point for us is that L; has eigenvalues, we have the orthogonal decomposition
L*(R,C) = (@) ker (Ly — A3)) ® L2(L1), (1.42)

where L2(L1) is the continuous spectrum component associated to L. We denote by P. the orthog-
onal projection onto L?(L1).

2 Main estimates and proof of Theorem 1.1.
Using the refined profile given in Proposition 1.5, we first decompose the solution by appropriate
orthogonality condition.

Lemma 2.1 (Modulation). There exists 1 > 0 s.t. there exists z € C°°(By1(0,61),CY) s.t. 2(0) =
0 and

nu] := u — @lz(u)] € Helz(u)]. (2.1)

Furthermore, we have
[aflar ~ lnfu]llse + llz(w)]. (2.2)
Proof. Standard. O



In the following, we fix a solution u of (1.3) with u(0) = up satisfying the assumption of
Theorem 1.1 (with dp > 0 to be determined). We write z(t) = z(u(t)) and n(t) = nu(t)]. By the
conservation of energy and by (2.2) we have

2]l oo m,cvy + (1M oo (r,2¢1) S 6 (2.3)
Substituting u = ¢[z] + n into (1.3), we have

N+ D,¢lz)(z—2z) =T (L[z]n +Flz,n] + Z 2" G + R[z]) , (2.4)

meERmin

where, for df the Frechét derivative of f,

L[z] = Ly + df[¢[z]], (2.5)
Flz,n] = f@[z] + n] - f[¢[z]] — df[o[z]]n.

Notice that F[z,n] = ‘(Fi[z,m] 0) where
Filz,m] = f(¢1lz] +m) — f(du[z]) — f(ulz])m- (2.7)
We will consider constants A, B, e > 0 satisfying
log(67") > log(e ') > A>B*> B>exp(c ') > 1 (2.8)

We will denote by o0-(1) constants depending on e such that

0.(1) =% 0. (2.9)
Let
k€ (0, min(m — Ay, a1)/10). (2.10)

We will consider the norms
sech (—JI) ! sech (—JI) n and (2 11)
A m A ) .

[llzz, = llsech (k) nl| .2 - (2.12)

Inlls. = +A7
2

We will prove the following continuation argument.

Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions 1.3, 1.6 and 1.9, for any small € > 0 there exists a
0o = do(€) s.t. if in I =1[0,T] we have

12 —Zl|L2(r) + Z 2™ 2y + Ml 21, zanL2 ) S € (2.13)
meRmin
4
then for § € (0,00) and 6 = |jug||4 inequality (2.13) holds for € replaced by o.(1)e where o-(1) =0,
0.

Notice that Proposition 2.2 implies by standard continuation arguments Theorem 1.1.
We will prove Proposition 2.2 from the following statements.



Proposition 2.3. We have
1z — E||L2(I) = 05(1)||77||L2(1.,L3N)- (2.14)

Proposition 2.4 (FGR estimate). We have

> lZ™a S5+ A ez (2.15)

meR min

Proposition 2.5 (1st virial estimate). We have

ez 20 S0+l )+ Z 2™ |2 (2.16)
meERmin

Proposition 2.6 (2nd virial estimate). We have

Inll2rez ) S Be N5+ A71/4||"7HL2(1,2A) + Z 2™ | 2 (2.17)
meERmin

Proof of Proposition 2.2 assuming Propositions 2.3-2.6. From Propositions 2.3 and 2.4 and
from (2.8) we have

|z =2l r2(r) + Z 12" (| 2 (1) = 0=(1)e. (2.18)

mERmin
Entering this in (2.17) we get
nllz2r,2 ) = 0=(1)e. (2.19)

Entering (2.18) and (2.19) in (2.16) we get ||n|[z2(7,5,) = 0c(1)e. This completes the proof of
Proposition 2.2.

O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By continuity, Proposition 2.2 implies that inequality (2.13) is valid

with I = Ry. This implies (1.13) (adjusting €). From the equation for z, see (3.5) below, we have

z € L*(R,CN). By 2™ € L*(R) for any m € Ryin, 50 in particular 2"/ € L*(R) for m; the largest

m; € N such that (m; — 1)\; < m, we have . lim z(t) = 0. O

—+o0

3 Proof of Proposition 2.3
Proof of Proposition 2.3. We fix an even function x € C§°(R, [0, 1]) satisfying
111 < x < 1jg 9 and ax'(z) < 0 and set x4 := x(-/A). (3.1)
Lemma 3.1. For the Fy in (2.7), we have
Jsech (52) Fi [z, 9] 2 < 8llsech () i |2, (32)

2
IxaF1[z,m]|[20 S AYV26|jsech ( Za ) m 2 (3-3)
A

10



Proof. By Taylor expansion, Fi|z,n] = fol(l —t)f"(¢1]z] + tm)n? dt. Thus,

[sech (kz) Fi[z, 0]l 2 S Sup |f" (u)lllm ]| zlsech (kz) m |2 < dllsech (ra) ml 2,
u|<1

2
IxaFilz e S sup @)l ll o lmoxallpe S AY26sech (ZI> mll7e,
u|<1

where we have used sech (%z) ~ 1 in suppxa, (2.3) and the embedding H'(R) < L*(R). O

Lemma 3.2. We have
|z — 2| < dllsech (k) n[ 2. (3.4)
Proof. Recalling (1.27) and (2.5), differentiating (1.19) we have for w € CV
D2¢[z](z,w) + D,¢[z] D,z(z)w + ID,R[z]lw = JL[z] D, ¢[z]w.
We apply Q(-, D,¢[z]w) to (2.4), obtaining

Q(’l’], qub[Z]W) + Q(Dz¢[z] (Z - E)v quf)[Z]W)
= (L[z]n, D, ¢[z]w) + (F[z, 7], D.pz]w) ,

where we used Q(JR[z], D,¢[z]w) = 0, that is (1.28). Using € H.|z], we have
(Llzn, D, lAw) = (n,Liz]D,dlzlw) = (n, 37  Digla)(z, w) + D,Rlz}w)
= ~Q(n, D26[7](7Z,w)) + (n, D,Rlzlw )
and
i), Dy@lzlw) = ~Q(n, D;l2] (2, w)) = —Q(n, Di¢lz](z — Z.w)) — An. D lz)(Z, w)).
Thus
UDulel(z — 7). Dadlaw) =Qn. Di@la)(z ~ 7, w)) + (n. DRlzlw) + (Flz,m), Dulalw) . (3.5)

Since Q(D,¢(z]-, D,[z]") is a a symplectic form for CV, taking ||w|| = 1 in an appropriate direction
we obtain

1z — z|| < dlsech (kz) m| 2 + [[sech (k) Flz, n]|| 2.
By (3.2), we have the conclusion. O

Lemma 3.2 completes the proof of Proposition 2.3, recalling (2.12). O

4  Technical lemmas 1

The following is a slight refinement of a result in [4].

11



Lemma 4.1. Let U > 0 be a non—zero potential U € L*(R,R). Then there exists a constant Cyy > 0
such that for any function 0 < W such that (z) W € L*(R) then

W.5) < Co (1@ W@l f g + Wl UF, 1) (4.1)
In particular, we have

2
Jsech < ) P2y S A% g + Allsech (s2) f[age). (1.2)

Proof. Let J be a compact interval where Iy := fJ x)dx > 0. Let then g € J s.t.

|f(20)]? < I,}l/ |f (2)|*U(2)dz
J
Then

)

_ 1
()] < |z — 2ol 2 || /| L2y + | (x0)| < & — zol 2 ||| p2ry + Iy /2 (U, )2

Taking second power and multiplying by W it is easy to conclude the following, which after integra-
tion yields (4.1),

W (@) f(@)]* <21+ |aol) () W (@) f'|72g) +2W ()15 (UF, f)-

We will need the following related technical result.

Lemma 4.2. There exists Ag > 0 such that for any A > Ao,

lsech (k) fllz2 < A <|sech ( 2 > Fllpe+ A" 1||sech< ) f|L2) for any f. (4.3)

Proof. Taking Ay = 2/k, we have sech(kz) < sech % ). Thus, we have the conclusion by

llsech (kx) f|lz2 < A- A™}|sech (%x) fllee <A <||sech < ) f'llz2 + A7 Y|sech ( > f||L2> .

Therefore, we have the conclusion.

O
5 Proof of Proposition 2.4: the Fermi Golden Rule
To prove Proposition 2.4, for the g, in Assumption 1.6, we consider
Jrar = Qm,xa Y Z™8m). (5.1)

meRmin
Computing the time derivative of Jrgr, we have the following estimate.
Lemma 5.1. We have

jFGR_< Z 2" G, Z ngm>

meERmin meERmin

SATY? ( Y 2P |17|22A> - (62

meRmin

12



Proof. Differentiating Jrgr and using (2.4), we have

Jeer =i xa Y 278m) +Qmxa Y, Duz™Z gm)

mERmin meRmin
+ QM xa Y, Daz™ (23— %) gm) = A + Ay + As.
meERmin

By Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.2 and by (2.8), A3 can be bounded by

.~ 2
[Aal S mcall 81l < 0 lsech 5 )l alsech )
<8 nly, S A7 2],

By Equation (2.4), we have

A1 =Q(-D,olz)(z —7),xa Y zmgm)+<Lm,XA > zmgm>

meRmin meRLin
+<df[¢[z]]"7+F[Za"7]+R[Z]7XA > zmgm>+< S 2"Gamoxa Y zmgm>
meRmin meRLin meRLin

=An + A2+ Az + Ay
By Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.2 and by (2.8) we have

[An| SNz —Zlex ) Izm|§5<llsech(fff1?)nlli2+ > IZ“‘|2>

meERmin meERmin

a3 s, )

meERmin

By (1.18) and Lemma 3.1 we have

Al S Yo 127 (ldE(glzlnlls + IF [z nlxal o + R[] )

meRmin

2 m - m
< AY2S <||sech (Zﬂc) nl72 + Z |z |2> <ATV? < Z 2% + ||T’|22A> :

meRmin meERmin

The term Ajo can be further decomposed as

Agp = <777XA Z Zlegm> + <T’a (L1, x4l Z ngm> =: Aj91 + A122.

meERmin meERmin

13



o)
By [Li, xa] = < Xa OZXAaz 8), we have the bound

A2l S D 2™ Am i + X and o)

meRmin
2 2
< me; | |zm|(A73/2||sech (Zx) mllrz + A71/2||sech (Zx) nillz2)

_ 2 _ 2
<A (mg 2 fsech (5 ) w2 + A2t (5 mn%z),

while we have, see Assumption 1.6,

Aoy = <n,><A > zmi(m~)\).]_1gm>. (5.3)

meERmin

The term A4 can be decomposed as

A14—< Z 2™ G, Z ngm>—< Z z"Gm, (1 — xa) Z ngm>

meRmin meRmin meRLin meRmin
m m
= < E z" G, E z gm> + Ay, (5.4)
meR min meRmin

where the 1st term of line (5.4) is the main term appearing in (5.2). Recalling az = $/m? — A%,

2
>, "

5A71/2 Z |Zm|2'
mcRnin

meERmin

|A141| 5 efa2A/2

By the elementary identity D,z™zy = im - Az™, the term Ay can be decomposed as

Ag = <J1"77XA Z im - )‘ngm> +Q (n,xA Z D,z™ (’i—’io)gm> =: Aoy + Ao,

meRmin meRmin
where
_ _ 2
Al Sollanl 3 <A 1/2( S e ea zllsech<zw)nliz>-
meER nin mcRnmin

Finally, by the antisymmetry of J=!(= —J) we have the cancellation Ajs; + A1 = 0. Collecting all
the estimates, we obtain (5.2). O

We next take out the nonresonant terms from the main part of jFGR.
Lemma 5.2. Let m,n € Ry, and m # n. Then,

1 d =
7zt = Tmox moN (2™2") + rm.n where

rmal S8 ) 127+ 6|z — 2.

meRmin

14



Proof. We have

% (Zmzﬁ) =i (m “A—n- )\) zZMz" D, (Zmzﬁ) (E _ Eo) . D, (Zmzﬁ) (Z B E) '

The estimate of ry n follows from Proposition 1.5. |

Lemma 5.3. We have

‘< Z z" G, Z zmgm>— Z 7m|zm|2—%1"

<6 Z |z™ |2 where

meERyin meERyin meERyin meERyin
zMz"
I':= — G .
Z <i(m-)\—n-)\) m’gn>
m,ncRunyin
m#n
Proof. 1t is immediate from Lemma 5.2. O

Proof of Proposition 2.4. The proof follows from Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 and the following estimates,
due to (2.3),

\Tecrl| S Inllezlixalle > 2™ S VAS® < 6% and

meERmnmin
NS D i e
meERmin
O
6 Proof of Proposition 2.5.
We set, for the x in (3.1),
T * 1
ate) = e (<5l x@)) s eat@) = [ Gy md s4:= e+ pade (6)
0
We will consider the functionals
1 1
Ilst,l = 59(777 SA’?)7 Ilst,2 = 59 (7770_3@%"7) )
where both S4 and o3¢} are anti-symmetric w.r.t. Q.
Lemma 6.1. We have
2 112 —2 2 2
Jseeh () a3 + A~ seeh (2 ) mll3s
< ~Trsea + A28k, + llsech (kz) ml|2. + Y |27 (6.2)

meERmin

15



Proof. We have
Tra1 = ~Q(Dle)(a 7). Sam) + (Lum, Sam) + (K[8lz] + ] — F(8lal], Sam) + (Rls], Sam)
=: By + By + B3 + By, (6.3)

where R is defined in (1.27) and

Flz,n] := f(¢[z] + n] — fl¢[z]]. (6.4)
The main term, Bs, can be decomposed as
By = (Lim1, Sam)

—lcamy e~ 5 [eaviatas—g a7t (el + 20 ) cant o

= —[[(¢am)'lI72 + Ba1 + Baa,
where, |@aV’| < |2V'| < |ze~®1*]| and (2.10) imply

| By| < [sech (k) m|72,
and by (3.1)
| Baa| < A7 |[sech () mu |72
By Lemma 3.2, we have
1B1| < ||z —2ll|nll 2, < dllmll7- -

By (1.18) and (1.27) we have

Bl Sl + 3 2

meERmin

By f(é1[z] +m) — f(¢nlz]) = [} [i} f"(s18[2]1 + sami)é1[z)m dsidss + f(m), we have
1 1
B3 = </ / [ (5101[2] + sam1)1[z]m dsidsz, SA771> + (f(m),Sam) = Bs1 + Bss.
0 0

By integration by parts,

1 1
Bsy = —% </O / O (f"(s101[2] + s2m) 1 [Z])ﬁ1d81d827<ﬁA771> .

Therefore, we have

11
|B31| < | cosh(mc)/ / Dz (f" (5101 [2] + sam1)b12]) dsidss|| < ||sech (k) n7]| 1
0
< l¢lzllsllsech (kz) m|7- < A%6||nll%, ,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 4.2.

16



For the pure in 7; nonlinear term Bss, by Lemma 2.7 of [3], which follows [17], taking A sufficiently
large and dq sufficiently small, we have

|Bsa| < 05(1)|[(Cam)'[|72-

Collecting the estimates, we have

1(Cam)' 172 S ~Tusea + llsech () |72 + A%6|nl% + sech (kz) ml|Z2 + Y 2™
mERmin

Finally, we claim the following, which is analogous to (19) of [14],

2 _ 2 _
Isects (5 ) a3 + A2t (5 ) 3 < IGam) [ + A7 och () e (65)

This yields (6.2). To prove (6.5), we set w; := (am1. We have
[ Gituide = [ Glcan + camfde = / (Chnf? + CACA0R) + ) da
= [ (¢t = Gicnt — 263¢?) de

/ P < / Gulde + A~ / Gudde

/CAUhdl’ S lwill 72y + A7 Isech (262) Cam [ F2) S lwillfe) + A Isech (k) m[72 gy,

This implies
Since by (4.2) we have

we obtained the desired bound on the first term in the left hand side of (6.5). We have

2IISech< ) mlze S A7 /CA tdo < Wiz + A7 [Isech (52) m 7o w)

and hence we conclude the proof of (6.5). O

Lemma 6.2. There exist 5o > 0 and Ag > 0 s.t. if 6 < dg, for any A > Ay, we have

2
||sech (Z;v> n2||3.2

. 2 2
< —Tist,2 + |[sech (Z:v> m |22 + ||sech (Zx) m %2 + ||sech (k) 0|22 + Z ™% (6.6)

meRmin

Proof. We have

List,2

= —Q(D[z](z — z),03¢4n) + (Lin, 03¢an) + (f[¢[z] + n] — f@[z]],03¢4n) + <f~i[Z], 03Cin>
=:C1+Cy+ C5+ Cy.

17



For the main term Cs, we have

Co = —||CAnall72 + (Lim, Cam)
and

2 2
(B Ghm) | 5 foect (G s + lsoct () mlze

For the remainder terms, we have

|C1| < ||z — 2l [sech (sx) ml| 2 < dl|sech (k) 0%,

2
Cal S llsect (5 ) m

|Cul S llsech (rz) gz + D |2

meERmin
Collecting the estimates, we have the conclusion. O

Proof of Proposition 2.5. From |Tis 1| < A8?, |Tise 2| < 0%, we have the conclusion from Lemmas
6.1 and 6.2. O

7 Technical lemmas I1
We consider
T = (ied,) N A*. (7.1)

The following lemma, where P, is the orthogonal projection on the continuous spectrum component
of Ly, see (1.42), is proved in [4, Sect. 9].

Lemma 7.1. We have
N
u=[[ Re,(\})P.A(i20:)" Tu for all u € L2(Ly). (7.2)
j=1

Proof. We provide the simple proof for completeness. We claim that we have

N
AA* =Ajo-0Ayo Ay oo Al = [](L1 = A)). (7.3)

j=1
To prove (7.3), we begin with the following, see the line below (1.38),
Anyo Ay =Ly — 4.
For 2 < j < N, we assume (notice that the Schrédinger operator L; is fixed)

N
oo dyo o = T[(L; - 32)
k=j

18



Then, by

Aj Ly =) = Aj (A A+ 07 = X0 = (A4 + X —A)A
= ( -1 = Ak)féljflv
we have
N N
Ajyo-0Ayo Ao A=A [[(@ = X)A; - = [[(Lior = A)A 1047,
iy Py
N N
= H(Lj—l =A%) (Lj—1 - )\?—1) = H (Lj—1 — A})-
k=3 k=j—1

Therefore, we have (7.3) by induction. Using it, from (7.1) and u € L?(L;) we have

HRLl VPoA (ied, )Y 7'u—1_[RL1 VP.Ajo---0AyoAyo---0Alu

1
]N N
= H R, ( H Ju= P.u=u.
j=1

j=1

O
In [4, Sect. 5] the following lemma was proved.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that a Schwartz function V € S(R,C) has the property that for M > N + 1
its Fourier transform satisfies

1V(ky + iks)| < Cog (k1) ™" for all (ky,ks) € R X [b,b] and (7.4)
Y € COR x [=b,b]) N H(R x (=b, b)),

with H(§) the set of holomorphic functions in an open subset Q C C and with a number b > 0.
Then, for multiplicative operators cosh(bx) and cosh (%x), we have

I (ie0x) ™™ [V, (i£0x) "] cosh(ba) | 2 () 12(r) < Coe, (7.5)

b\, .- . b
|| cosh (5:10) (ied,) N [V, (ied,) "] cosh (590) llL2@®)—r2®) < Che. (7.6)

Proof. For completeness we give the proof. We start with (7.5), repeating the proof from [4]. We
have for ¢ =0

(10,) ™Y [V, (1e0,) V] f = / YK (z,9)f ().
R
where we set
Ko(z,y) = / TR (T H (K, £)dkdl with (7.7)
R2

H(k,0) = (k) N Dk — 0) (<5k>N - <5€>N) .

19



Notice that
P(ck,el)

—c where = (ek) N V(k - TN N
H(k,0) = £ (k) where Iy (k,0) = (k)™ Dk — (k= 07w

(7.8)

where P is a 2N — 1 degree polynomial. Hence the generalized integral in (7.7) is absolutely
convergent for ¢ > 0. But also for ¢ = 0 the operator

To f(z) = /R dyf(y) /R ) e RV (VT Hy (k, 0)dkdl

defines an operator L2(R) — L?(R) of norm uniformly bounded in ¢ > 0. Let us focus now on
k=ky+i0 and £ =/, —ib

T, (v )0 = |

dyf(y)e vP / ek Wh (VT H (ky, 0y — ib)dEydl .
Ry

RQ
Now we claim that there exists C > 0 such that

| Toxr, fllrz@ < Clle™ ™ fll 2@, ) for all o > 0 and for all f. (7.9)

Set g(y) = xr, (y)f(y)e vP. Then

T, O ) (k) = /R (eky)~" Hi (k1 €1 — ib)G(61)der.

We claim that we have

sup / <<€k1>_0 |H1 (kl,fl — 1b)|d€1 < C, (710)
ki€RJR
sup / <EI€1>7U |H1(I€1,€1 — 1b)|dk1 < O, (711)
£1ERJR

for a fixed constant C > 0.
We have

/ \Hy (k1,61 — ib)|dly < / (k)N (ky — 0y M (<gk1>N*1 + ety — 1sb>|N*1) dty
R Mﬂe{%,?\qu

+/ <€]€1>_N <k1 — f1>_M (<€]€1>N_1 + |<€€1 — iEb>|N_1> dfl
lexg [ 21k
The first integral can be bounded above by
[ o)™ = )™ e < )™
a5 21k ]

while the second can be bounded above by

N kDY T+ ety —ieb) N M
/R<‘€k1> N {(ek1) ; >1\/J<+ zﬂ = ) dty < || ()™M 1+NHL1(]R)-
1 1
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So (7.10) is true for C' = || () > |1 (r). Next we prove (7.11). We have

/ \Hy (b1, 61 — ib)[dky 5/ (k)N (ky — 0)~M (<gk1>N‘1 + ety — iab)|N_1) dk;
R |k1|€[@72\f1|}

+/ (k)™ (by = 0) M (k)™ + I(ets — ieb)[ V) din.
[AFETRIA]
The first integral can be bounded above by

/ (k)™ (k= 02) M dy < | (@)~ 11,
\kﬂe[“—;‘,z\zl\]

while the second can be bounded above by

xRN T+ (el — ieb) VT M-
1 1

So (7.11) is true for C = || (z) > |1 (r)- By Young’s inequality, see Theorem 0.3.1 [32], we conclude
that (7.9) is true C' = || (z) 2 |21 (r). Proceeding similarly we can show

| Toxe_ fllr2@ < Clle™® f|[r2@ y for all ¢ > 0 and for all f,
concluding, for C' = || (z) > |1 (®),

I Ts fllr2y < Clle™ P f|| 12(g) for all ¢ > 0 and for all f.

Now we show that this remains true for ¢ = 0. For a sequence o,, — 0 then T, f notoo, Tof

point-wise for f € CO(R). Then by the Fatou lemma and by the density of C2(R) in L*(R)
ITof |22y < Clle™ P 2qey for all f. (7.12)

This is equivalent to (7.5).
The proof of (7.6) is similar, with the difference that for example

' ) b\ °? b
e, To(xry f)(z) = e o3 / dyf(y)efy% / iyt <8k1 + ia§> Hy (ki + 15751 —ib)dkyd¢y,
Ry

R2
and correspondingly we have there exists C' > 0 such that
1672 X, Toxw, fll2@) < Clle™12 || L2a, ) for all ¢ > 0 and for all f,

which can be proved like (7.9), and so similarly the rest of the proof of (7.6).
O
We will need the following analogue of Lemma 7.2.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that a Schwartz function V € S(R,C) has the property that ts Fourier trans-
form satisfies

[V(ky +iks)| < Cas (k1) ™2 for all (k1 ks) € R x [b,b] and (7.13)
V€ COR x [~=b,b]) N H(R x (=b, b)),
with a number b > 0. Then
1V, (i) "] cosh(by) || 2 () - 12 (r) < Cb. (7.14)
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 7.2. We have for ¢ = 0

V0. 71f = [ aoiw.fw)
where we set

/ k=N (K, 0)dkdl with (7.15)
V(k

—0) ((em ™ = (™).

Hence the generalized integral in (7.15) is absolutely convergent for ¢ > 0. But also for ¢ = 0 the
operator

Mo (k, 0) =

So1@) = [ duf) [ e an i)

defines an operator L?(R) — L?*(R), and the norm is uniformly bounded in & > 0. Let us focus now
onk=~Fk +i0and ¥ = ¥1 —

Sa 0 N)w) = [

dyf(y)e " / RN (ky 0y — ib)dkydls.
Ry

]R2
Now we claim that there exists C > 0 such that

1Soxwy fllr2m < Clle™ P f|| 2, ) for all o > 0 and for all f. (7.16)

Set like before g(y) = xr, (v)f(y)e~¥P. Then

Solxm, f)(k1) = /R M (ky, b — b)(01)des.

We claim that for a fixed constant C' > 0 we have

sup / M, (k1, £, — ib)|dty < C, (7.17)
ki1€RJR
sup / M, (k1,61 — ib))|dk, < C. (7.18)
£1€RJR

We have
/ |Mg(l€1,€1 — lb))|d€1 5 / <k1 — €1>_2 (<5k1>_N_U + <E€1 — iEb>_N_U
R R
S [ =020 =1 @07 gy
R

) A

So (7.17) is true for C' = || (z) > |21 (r)- Next we prove (7.18). Proceeding as above

) iy

/ |H1(/€1,€1 — lb)|dk1 S / <k1 —f1>_2 (<8k1>_N_U + <<€£1 - i€b>_N_U
R R
S [ =0l = @) ey
R
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So (7.17)~(7.18) are true for C' = || (z) > |21y and by Young’s inequality we conclude that (7.16)
is true C' = || (z) 2 |1 (r)- Proceeding like above we conclude

1S fllL2m) < C||ef|x|bf|\Lz(R) for all ¢ > 0 and for all f ,
which in turn, proceeding as above yields
10/ llz2e) < Clle™ 1P £l 2wy for all £, (7.19)
and yields (7.14).

We now apply Lemma 7.2 to obtain the following result.
Lemma 7.4. We have

N
ITT B O PeAG20:)™ Wiz S Iwlze - (7.20)

Jj=1

Proof. We sketch the proof. By a standard discussion in [4, Appendix A] which we skip here, we
have

N
[[Re. (V)P = K. Ky,

j=1

with integral operators with kernels satisfying |K;(z,y)| < C(z —1y) e VATl for o fixed

C > 0. Then, by
2 _ )2
Iigm_)\N \/m )\j

0 - 10
we have
N
Isech (k) [ | Rr, (A2) PeA (i£02)™ v| 2
j=1
N
ST Re(A3) Pasech (k) A (i£02)™ vl e
j=1
We have

sech (kz) A = Py (2,10, )sech (kx) ,

for an N—-th order differential operator with smooth and bounded coefficients.
Next, we write

sech (k) (ied,) = (i£0,)" sech (kz) + (ied,)" (i£0,) N |sech (k) <158I>N} ,
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so that
N
sech (kz) [ [ Re, (A3) PeA (iedy)™ v

=1 L2(R)

A

N
H Ry, (A?)PCPN (2,10,) (ied,)" sech (kx)v
j=1

L2(®)

N
+ || ] B0 PPy (x,i0,) (i20:) ™ (ied,) ™" |sech (k) , (ieds)" | v
=t L2(R)
I+ 11

We have

N
1< H RLI()\?)PCPN(Q:,iaz) (iaam>N |lsech (k) UHL2(R) < C'||sech (kx) UHL2(R) ,
=1 L2512

with a fixed constant C' independent from ¢ € (0,1). Next, we have

11 <

(ie,) N [sech (kz), <iaam>N} o,

e 2] o

by Lemma 7.2, because [ e *®sech(z)dz = 7 sech (%k), so that in the strip k = ki + iky with

k2| <b:=k/2, then sech (5 L1k) satisfies the estimates required on V in (7.4). This completes the

proof of (7.20). O
As an application of (7.14), we prove the following.

Lemma 7.5. For any u € H' we have
4 2
|lsech (Zx) Tul 2 < e V|sech (Z:v> w2, (7.21)
4 . 2\
||sech 3% O Tullr2 < e V|sech 5% u 22 + |lsech (kz) ul| 2. (7.22)
Proof. We have
4 . —N 4 * 4 . —N %
|lsech i Tullpz < | (iedy)” " sech i A*ul| 2 + || |sech T* , (ie0y) A*u|| g2

= T+1II.
We have

4 4
sech (Za:> A" = Pyn(9y)sech (Za:> ,

for an N-th order differential operator with smooth and bounded coefficients, uniformed bounded
in A> 1, so that

I < | (ied,)™™ Py (8,)sech (%x) u 2 < e V||sech (%x) ul| 2.
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We have

7= [sech <%x> ,<ia@x>N} A*ul| 2

4 oo 2 2 R
<l [sech <Zx) , (1e0;) N} cosh (Za:> 22— r2]|sech <A ) Aul|2 < ||sech< ).A ul| 2,

by Lemma 7.2, because [ e *@sech(z)dz = 7 sech (%k), so that in the strip k = ky + iky with
|k2| < b := 2/A, then sech (%%k) satisfies the estimates required on V in (7.14). This completes
the proof of (7.21). Now we turn to the proof of (7.22). We have

Tu = Tu+ (ie8,) " [0, A*u.

By (7.21) we have

4 _ 2
|lsech (Zx) TOpul| 2 < e V| sech (Z:v> Ozl 2.

We have

1—j

N .
[0y, A¥] = Z H An_,; (logy;)” H Aj_; = Pn(0z)sech(kx),
j=1 =0

=1

with the convention Hé:o B; = By o ... o By, with ¢ the ground state of Ly and with Py (9,) and
N—th order differential operator with bounded coefficients. We then have

||sech <%x) (ie8,) ™ [0y, A*Ju| 2 < || (i€8,) ™™ Py (0y)sech(ka)ul| 2 < eV ||sech(ka)ul| 2.

O
As an application of Lemma 7.3 we have the following.
Lemma 7.6. For any u € H',
||[<i€81>7N ,VplA*u|| 2 < ellsech(kz)Tul|zz, (7.23)
| cosh (gx) [(i€8,) ™Y, V] A*ul 12 < e]|sech (gx) Tul| . (7.24)
Proof. We have
I[Geds) ™, VDl A u 2 = || (i€8.) ™" [Vi, (ie0:) | Tul| 2
Notice that
N
Z log 1/13
By (1.2) and by the proof of Lemma 6 p.156 and Theorem 2 p. 167 [10] it then follows
V()] < Ce 0% for all 0 <1 < N +1. (7.25)
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This implies by an elementary integration by parts
\Vp (k1 4 iko)| < C (k)™ in the strip |ka| < 9%. (7.26)
Then in particular, from (7.5) we obtain
| (ie0,) ™ [Vp, (i£0,)™] cosh(kz)sech(ka) Tul| 2 < el|sech(ka)Tul| 2 and similarly

|| cosh (g:v) (iedy) ™™ [Vp, (ied,) "] cosh (gx) sech (gx) Tullr2 S el|sech (g:ﬂ) Tul 2.

O
8 Proof of Proposition 2.6
Using the operator 7 in (7.1), we consider the transformed variable
vi="Tmn. (8.1)
Lp 0 . .
Then, for Lp := 0 1 the variable v satisfies
. —-N
V= —TDlz)(s—7) +3 <LDV + <[<1531> G 8) A*n) (8.2)
+JT (f[¢[z] +n] — flo[z]] + Z 2" Gy + R[z]) .
meERmin
From Lemma 7.4, we have
lsech(kz)n|| > < |lsech(27 k) v]| 2. (8.3)
Set
2 < L,
YaB = XarB, Sap= 51/),4,3 + A, B0,
and consider the functionals
1 ~ 1
I2nd,l = §Q(V,SA)BV), Igndg = QQ(V,0367'{<I>V).
Lemma 8.1. We have
|sech(2™ ka)v} |22 + ||lsech(27 ka)v1 |22 + Zond.1
ST Inlg, + Y 1P (8.4)

meRmin

Proof. We have

.'.ZgndJ = —Q(TDd)[Z](Z — E), §A,BV) + <LDV, §A,BV>

+ <<[<isaz>ON Vo) g) A, §A,Bv> + (T (¢llz] + ) — £16[2]]) . Sa.6v) + (TRIZ]. Sapv)

:ZD1+D2+D3+D4+D5.
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Following [14], for the main term Dy we have

Dy = <LD'U17§A,B'U1> =- /( 12+ VB&1) da + Dy where & = xa(pu1,

and where
1/¢s  ((B)? 1 ¢p
@_—<£— B — 2 2V and
2\ G 2 3P

We claim
K K _
J€r+Vagydo 2 (sech () o1 + sech (5) wal?) = Al
The proof is like in [14, Lemma 3]. We have

/ sech (kz) v? < / sech (Ex> Gov? < / sech (Ex> 2,
jal<A jal<A 2 ol <A 2

We have

/ sech (kx) v}? < / sech (g:r) (& — C}gvl)2 < / sech (ga:) (€72 +€2).
jel<A jol<A jol<A

We have
/ sech (kz) (v + v7) < sech (EA) / sech (éx) (v 4+ v7) dx
|z]>A 2 /e A
4
< sech (EA) e N / sech <—CE> (2 +ni)de < A7 n(%, .
2 R A
Finally, Lemma 4.1 and Assumption 1.9 imply
/sech (Ex) 2 +€H) < /( 7+ Vp&)da,
R 2 R

completing the proof of (8.5).
We next claim the following, which is [14, Lemma 4],

— _ _ KR
[D21| S AT (Imll, + l1sech (k) m[32) S A7 (Imli%, + eV llsech (52) mull3)

where the 2nd inequality follows from (7.21). Now we prove the first inequality.
Notice that x(z) is constant for |z| € [A,2A], so that

11 A o a4
[0 (CB) 1 S AT B e™, | (3(X4)” + Xaxa) Bl S A%
and since by |¢p| < B we have |(x4)"¢p| < A73B and |(x4) ¢8| S A72B, we have

1 1
’Z(xi)’(é)’vf +5 (B0¢a)” + Xaxa) Gl — () vs(v1)* + 7 (4) " ept

B 8 , 1,
< Zsech (Zx) (v'l + Em) ,

27

2

1 1 1
Dar = 1 [0AY(@)2 +5 [ (B0 + ) Bo = [0&eneh) + 7 [0 mot



by Lemma 7.5 we have

|Doy| < A1/2 (|sech (%x) v} ||z2 + A™2||sech (%x) v1|Lz>

2 2
4712 (fsech () 3 + A-2lsech (S ) 3 + fsoch (k) m: ).

which yields the desired inequality (8.6).
By Lemma 3.2 and by an analogue to (7.21), we have

|D1| < |z — Z|||sech (262) vz < §|sech (k) 11 || £z ||sech (2k2) v| 2 < de™N||sech (k) m1 |22

By Lemma 7.6, we have
D] = [ ([(i0:) ™™ Vil A . Sason ) |
< | cosh (gx) [(i£8,) ™™ , Vp]A*ny | 12 |sech (ga:) Saporl 2
< gl|sech (gaz) v (||sech (gaz) v |lz2 + |[sech (g:r) vl||L2)
<& (Jlsech (Sa) v 132 + llsech (Sa) w2

where the upper bound can be absorbed inside the left hand side of (8.4).
Like in Lemma 6.1, we have

1,1
Dy = </ / [ (s101[2] + s2m1)P1 (2] ds1dsa, SAyB’Ul> + <f(771), SAva1> —: D4y + Diyo.
0o Jo
Ignoring the irrelevant ds;dss integral, we have

|Dg1| < || cosh (262) (f”(s1¢12] + sam1)d1[z)sech (kx) m1) || L2 ||sech (kz) §A)B’U1 | L2
< llzllllsech (k) m | 2 (|[sech (k) v|[ 2 + [|sech (kz) v1 ]| £2)

< 0= (lsech (k) |32 + [lsech () vr[[3:)

which can be absorbed inside the left hand side of (8.4). Next, we have
2 2\ (1,5 '
|Dag| = | { sech | = ) f(m),cosh { =z ) { 5 (xheB) +Xaepd: | v1 )|
A A 2
2
< Il lsect (5 ) e

6 4 6 4
<|| cosh <Zx> Yy pllLe|[sech <Zx> v1|z2 + || cosh (Za:> a, Bl lL=]sech (Zaz) v’1||L2)

4 4
< A8l (Isoct (o) onla -+ sects (5o ) ot 22
N 4 4 / ~N 42 2
< e Adlnlin, (lseeh (o) miles +liseen (o) ntloe ) £ N A%l

Finally, we consider

D5 = < Z ZmTGm7§A,BV> + <TR[Z], §AyBV> =: D51 + Dso.

meR nin
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We focus on Ds; which is the main term. We have
| < T G, S, Bv> | < |2™|| cosh (kz) S 4. 5T G|l 12]|sech (kz) V| 12 < M|Zm|2 + pil|sech (k) V|32,

where for p small enough the last term can be absorbed in the left hand side of (8.4).
Collecting the estimates, we have the conclusion. O

Lemma 8.2. We have

le™ 20, 2 + Tona 2 She™ ™ 20t|7e + le™™ @ Purl|F + Y0 2P + AR, (8.7)

meRmin

Proof. Differentiating Zonq 2, we have
Tonaz = — UTDPlz)(z — 7), o3¢ @) + <LDV, 036_”<1>V>

(120 Vol A 03~ 0 ) + (T (£l + ] — Flglal) .oy )
n <Tﬁ[z], age*“<m>v> — E\ + By + Es + Ey + Es.

The main term is
By = —|le™™@)/ 20,12, + <LDvl,e*“<””>v1> = —|le™"®)/ 25|12, + B,

with

|Ear| S lle™ ™20 |72 + lle™ ) 0|7
By Lemma 3.2, we have
|E1| S 8lle™ ™2y palle™ @l 12 S 6™ Nl 2|7,
y (7.24), we have
|Es| = | <[<155m>_NaVD]A*771=03€ a > | Selle™ @ vt palle™ vt 2 < elle” 2wy |Za.

We write
1 1
Ey = </ / ["(s101]2] + sam )1 [2lm dsldSQ,e_”<””>v1> + <f(771)7036_ﬁ<m>vl> =: By + Euo.
0 Jo

Ignoring the irrelevant ds;dss integral, we have

[Eurl S 11 (f" (510112 + sam) cosh () g alsech () m) | 2 le ™ vy | 2
—rlx K
S llzlllsech (i) i | z2lle ™01 | 2 S dllsech (5) i3

We have
[Baal = | {(f(m), e v ) |

2 K K
< Il lsect (5 ) o och () a2 < 64 (Jsech () o+ )
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We have
By = < > ZmTGm,Uge_H<m>V> + <TR[Z]7036_“@>V> =: E51 + Es2.
meERmin

We focus on D5y which is the main term, the other being simpler. We have

~

1
(2T Gony 026 %) | < 12T G sch () vl 2 5 327 + sech () VI3
_ l m|2 h 2 h 2
= M|Z | + pl|sech (kx) v1]|72 + pllsech (k) v2|| 72,

where for p small enough the very last term in vy can be absorbed in the left hand side of (8.7)
Collecting the estimates, we have the conclusion. O

Combining Lemmas 8.1 and 8.2, we have

Lemma 8.3. For any p > 0, we have

r K K
/ (||sech (§x) V1|32 + ||sech (ix) VH%z) < Be N2
0

T
st ae) [l ¥ e

meR min

Proof. The claim follows from Lemmas 8.1 and 8.2 and

Zona,1| S Be V6%, |Tonae| S e N62 (8.8)
O
Proof of Proposition 2.6. It is a consequence of Lemma 8.3 and inequality (8.3). O
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