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The paper addresses the conditional non-linear stability of the steady state solutions
of the one-dimensional Klein-Gordon equation for large time. We explicitly construct
the center-stable manifold for the steady state solutions using the modulation method
of Soffer and Weinstein and Strichartz type estimates. The main difficulty in the one-
dimensional case is that the required decay of the Klein-Gordon semigroup does not
follow from Strichartz estimates alone. We resolve this issue by proving an additional
weighted decay estimate and further refinement of the function spaces, which allows
us to close the argument in spaces with very little time decay. © 2011 American
Institute of Physics. [doi:10.1063/1.3660780]

. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in the asymptotic stability of steady state solutions of Klein-
Gordon type equations:

Uy — Au+u—N@wu)=0, (t,x) e RT x RY, (1)

where A () is the nonlinear term. With some assumptions on the nonlinear term, it has been proved
by the authors of Ref. 14 that these solutions are in fact linearly and nonlinearly unstable. Our interest
is the conditional stability of such steady state solutions. This kind of stability has been extensively
studied recently. For example for the equation u, — Au = |u|’, in Ref. 14, the existence of steady
state solutions, the linear and the nonlinear instability of such solutions have been proved. However,
it has been also proved in Ref. 16 that for the special perturbation to the steady state solution of u,
— Au = |u)’, the solution exists globally and remains near the steady state. Thus, a center-stable
manifold for the steady state in the sense of Bates and Jones' is described. In 1989, Bates and Jones'-?
proved that for a large class of semilinear equations, including the Klein-Gordon equation, the space
of solutions decomposes into an unstable and center-stable manifold. Similar result was proved in
Ref. 10 for the semilinear Schrodinger equation in any dimension. Both are abstract results and do
not deal with the global in time behavior of the solutions, e.g., existence and asymptotic behavior.
The first asymptotic stability result was obtained by Soffer and Weinstein,”>?* (see also Ref. 24),
followed by works of Pillet and Wayne,20 Buslaev, Perelman, Sulem,’’ Rodnianski—Schlag—Soffer21
etc. In this context, we would like to mention some recent work of Schlag,” Krieger and Schlag'’
and Beceanu®* on the existence of center-stable manifold for the pulse solutions of the focusing
cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation in dimension three. It identifies a center-stable manifold in
the critical for the equation space H'? and shows that solutions starting on the manifold exist
globally in time and remain on the manifold for all time answering an open question in Ref. 10.
Recently the authors of Ref. 26 proved a conditional stability of the steady state solutions of (1)
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with A(u) = |u|”~'u for the dimension d = 2, 3 and 4 where p > 1 + 4/d. In terms of center-stable
manifold for the solution, their result shows the global in time behavior of the solutions and a precise
description of the manifold which includes its co-dimension and decay rates. In these problems,
since Strichartz estimates are key, the lower the dimension, the harder it is to close the argument.
The main difficulty in the one-dimensional case is that the required decay of the Klein-Gordon
semigroup does not follow from Strichartz estimates alone. One needs to further refine the function
spaces and use additional decay estimates to resolve this issue. The techniques we use are similar to
the ones used in Refs. 15, 18, and 26.
In this paper, we consider steady state solutions for the equation,

Uy — Upx +u— u|P'lu=0 (t,x) € RT x RY, )

for p > 5 and explicitly construct the center-stable manifold for such solutions.
We will introduce some notations that we will use throughout this paper. We denote

r/s 1/r
£l sy = ( / ( / <x>"|f<t,x)|fdx> dr)
R \JR
s/r 1/s
1l Ls s eypaxyL; = (/ (x)? (/ |f(f,x)|rdf) dx)
R R

and (x) = +/1 + x2.
The existence and uniqueness of steady state solutions of (1) are shown in Ref. 17 for p < %
when d > 3 and for any p when d = 1, 2. These solutions are positive, radial and exponentially

decaying. Next lemma in Ref. 8 shows the explicit form of such solutions for (2).

Lemma 1.1: For all p € (1, 00) the steady state solution ¢(x) of (2) has the explicit form

NE 2
P(x)=cp cosh™ <%) , cp = (%) , B = F 3)

o(x) satisfies (2) and is the unique H'(R)-solution up to translation.

The linearization of (2) around the steady state solution ¢ is given by the operator H := —9?
+ 1 — p¢pP~!. The spectral stability of the steady state solutions is determined by the spectrum of
the operator H. Next lemma gives the spectrum and the corresponding eigenfunctions.

Lemma 1.2: (See Theorem 3.1 in Ref. 9) For the equation (2), assume 3 < p < 00. Then there
exists 0 = a(p) > 0, such that the spectrum of 'H is given by

o(H) = {—0?} U {0} U1, 00) )

with Hyr = —o . The eigenfunctions {} and {¢'} (corresponding to the eigenvalue at — o> and
0 respectively) are decaying at infinity and mutually orthogonal.

In particular, in the one-dimensional case the so called “gap lemma” for the spectrum is satisfied
if p > 3, namely there are no eigenvalues in (0, 1].

Another issue that will be important in our argument is the absence of resonances. More
precisely, we say that a resonance occurs at k, if there is a bounded solution ¢ to the equation
H[¢] = k¢. We use an equivalent condition, namely a resonance occurs at k, if the Wronskian W(k)
of the Jost solutions vanishes at k, see Sec. III C below. This phenomenon presents a well-known
complication in establishing dispersive estimates. However, resonances for operators like H do not
occur anywhere, except possibly at the edge of the continuous spectrum, that is at 1. In the explicit
one-dimensional case under consideration, we rule this out. In fact, we have the following result
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Lemma 1.3: For p > 1, the operator H, has resonance, exactly at p; = 1+ j%l, j=2,3,....
In particular, for p > 3, H,, is resonance free.

We prove Lemma 1.3 in the Appendix, but it follows easily from the theory developed in
Ref. 28. The resonances at p; can also be explained easily from the complete eigenvalue picture
provided in Ref. 9. Namely, for each p; and p close to p;, we have eigenvalues A(p), so that
lim,_, ,, A(p) = 1. Thus, as p — p;, regular eigenvalues collide with the continuous spectrum
creating resonances at the bifurcation points p;.

Next, we will describe an explicit construction of the center-stable manifold X, which is our
main result. This conditional stability theorem states that if the initial data ug satisfies uy — ¢ € X,
then the solution will approach in an exponential way or slower the steady state ¢. In this theorem,
we will assume the initial data to be even. This will destroy the eigenvalue at 0. Since the evolution
preserves even solutions and the zero eigenvalue has only odd eigenfunctions, the whole evolution
proceeds perpendicularly to that marginally stable direction. Thus we will be looking for a solution
u in the form (5). More precisely, we will write differential equations for the unknown functions
a(t) and z(f), which we will solve using fixed points for certain maps. We will show that these maps
do indeed have fixed points, in view of the linear estimates that they satisfy. These will be in turn
a consequence of the spectral assumptions and the decay of the bound state. Our main theorem is
given next.

Theorem 1.4: For (2) with 5 < p < 00, and Hyr = —o>yy where o = o(p), there exists 0 < €
=¢€(p) < <land0 < § = 8(p) < <1, and a function
h:Byi(3€) x B2(8e) N {(f.g): {of +g,¥) =0} - R
so that whenever the real-valued initial data is even and

u) = ¢+ fi + h(fi, L)Y
u,(0) = fa

(0fi + f2. ¥) = 0 I(frs I lHixee < S,

then

u(t, x) = ¢x) +al®)y + z, x) 5)

7= Pa.cn(H)L

Izl 3L 10nL HInLe®: () -32dnL? < €

||a||L§[0,oo)mL,°C[0,oo) S €.

A few comments are in order. Our result constructs the co-dimension one center-stable manifold
of initial data, for which the solutions of (1) close to the steady states stay close to the said steady
states (and in fact converge at certain rate to zero). The results are important in several different
regards - first, they show that the center-stable manifold is indeed a co-dimension one object,
which is not a priori clear. Secondly, the actual construction, while of course implicit, relies on
am implicit constraint (53), which we exhibit below and which is of independent interest. Thirdly,
the paper develops new spectral and functional analytic tools for proving dispersive estimates for
the perturbed Klein-Gordon evolution, which might prove useful in other related situations. Note
that the explicit form of the decaying perturbative term will not be of particular importance for the
argument below and in fact can be generalized to nonlinearities of the form N(|u|?)u, with appropriate
conditions on N.
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Il. MAIN LINEAR ESTIMATES

The proof of the conditional stability theorem is based on a spectral decomposition or modulation
argument and a contraction mapping argument in the appropriate spaces. The key is to define the
spaces and the norm in such a way that one is not only able to close the argument, but also infer
the decay rates. In this section, we will explain how to prove Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 which
are the main tools needed to show the conditional stability result. The lemmas in this section will
also help to understand the reason why we are choosing these particular spaces.

Let P,. be a spectral projection associated to the continuous spectrum of H = —3% + 1
— p¢pP~. It should be noted that for the results of this section, the particular form of the potential
pd? ~ Lis unimportant and in fact they hold for any Schrédinger operator in the form L = —d,, + V,
where V has sufficient polynomial decay at infinity and no eigenvalues or resonances at zero. For
our particular case, V.= — pg? ~ !, these are satisfied by (3) and Lemma 1.2, Lemma 1.3.

Lemma 2.1: There exists a positive constant C such that for any g(t, x) € S(R?Y)
andr € R,

t e—i(r—s)ﬂ

TPa.c.g(S, ds = Cligllr2r2R, (vysax) (6)

LILYONLEH]

0

Lemma 2.2: There exists a positive constant C such that for any g(t, x) € S(R*) and t € R,

t
(x) 732 / eIV, g5, ads| < CIl)Y gl (7)
0

LeL?

Remark 1: In order to prove Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we will prove Lemma 2.3 and Lemma
2.4 first.

Lemma 2.3: There exists a positive constant C such that for any f € S(R)
1) 32 P e Fllorz < Cll fllz2 8)

where P, (H) is the spectral projection associated to the continuous spectrum of H = —92 + 1
-1
— ppPl.

Lemma 2.4: There exists a positive constant C such that for any g(t, x) € S(R?)

/ VP, os, )ds
R

< ClI(x)*" gl 9)
L}

In order to explain the difficulties involved and why we need to resort to the weighted estimates
above, let us consider a very simple and naive model, which is nevertheless instructive. Consider a
Schrodinger equation, which is not unlike our Klein-Gordon model

w, 4+ 3w = w’n 4+ wP, (¢,x) e R

with small data, where 7 is a rapidly decaying function and p > 5. It is not hard to check that the
equation w, + idw = w”, one may apply the standard Strichartz estimates for ¢/'>+ and be done
with it very quickly. The addition of the highly-localized in x (but not rapidly decaying in time)
term w27 presents a new challenge in one spatial dimension in particular. Note that for example in
dimensions d > 3, this term can be handled by Strichartz estimates as well. This necessitates the
introduction of the weighted estimates in Lemmas 2.1-2.4, which in essence permits exchanging
this extra spatial decay for some extra time decay, just enough to close the fixed point arguments.
Before we embark on the proofs of these lemmas which are, as we saw, necessary ingredients
in the proof of our main result, let us comment on the strategy and previous results in this direction.
The Strichartz and decay estimates for Schrodinger operators with potentials have been subject of
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intense investigations in the last twenty years, for example.>”>'1:18:29:30 Ip these works, the authors
prove decay/Strichartz estimates for the Schrodinger evolution ¢”(—2 +V)_in different dimensions
and under different assumptions on the potential V - like decay, absence of resonances/eigenvalues
at zero energy. It has to be mentioned that the requirement for absence of zero eigenvalue and/or
potential has been mostly removed in the one dimensional case (maybe at the expense of slightly
worst decay requirements on V).

As we mentioned above, in the concrete applications to asymptotic stability of one dimensional
waves, the low powers become hard to handle and therefore, one needs the weighted estimates,
similar to Lemma 2.3.

Although, we do not use any of these results in our work, we use heavily the approach of these
earlier papers. We follow mostly the scheme of Mizumachi,'® for the Schrodinger equation, which
we consider a pioneering work in the area.

As is well-understood by now, one needs to split the estimates into high and low frequency
regimes. In the high frequency regimes, one basically uses integration by parts (although this is
accomplished by a non-trivial Born series expansion of the resolvents, together with a precise
knowledge of the free resolvents). In low frequency, we have to heavily utilize known properties of
the Jost solutions, which generate the perturbed resolvents directly. In all of this, we use what has
become a standard way of approaching these weighted dispersive estimates. On the other hand, our
arguments are being applied to study the Klein-Gordon’s equation and as such, they are new and
have subtleties, which are not present in the work of Mizumachi.

I1l. PROOF OF MAIN TECHNICAL LEMMAS
A. Proof of Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4

Define ¢(x) to be a smooth function satisfying 0 < ¢(x) < 1 for x € R and

1 ifx>2

px) = {0 ifx <1 (10)

and let ;(x) be an even function satisfying ¢(x) = @(x — M) forx > 0 and let @y (x) = 1 — @y (x).
Then define L := H — 1 = =92 — pg?~!

Poee ™V f = P, e VI f = ooV o (JE+ 1) f + Pace VI Gu(VL+ 1 f (1)

Let R(A) = (A — L)~ !, from Spectral Decomposition Theorem and Complex Analysis since
1 —1
Ly =— | fAO = L)"dxr 12)
wi J,

where g is the curve containing the absolute continuous spectrum of L, we have

o (WL + De VIt £ = L /oo e VMG (VA D(R(A—i0) — R(L +i0)) fdr  (13)
0

2mi

and

. 1 o0 ,
Poce ™Gy (WL + 1) f = 5 e VAG (VA + 1Py (RO —i0) — R(A +i0)) fd
0

(14)
By change of variables u := +/A 4 1, (13) becomes
L[ ; . .
=— | X Pou()(R(p —1—i0) — RG> — 1 +i0)ufdu (15)

i J_so
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Applying integration by parts for j times, we get
(pM( /L + 1)efit\/L+1f

T )
-2 f e (X111 ORGEE — 1 — 10) — R(u® — 1+ 0 fdpe (16)

in S.(R) for any 7 # 0 and f € S,(R?). Since

18] Puc R(A % i0) || gr2snveso p2gme-oy S (1) UFD/2 (17)

the integral is absolutely convergent in Ly YUt for j=2.

Suppose g(t, x) = g1()g2(x) where g; € Ci°(R —{0}), g2 € S(R). Define

(U, z)y = / (V)2 (¥)dx (18)
(vi, V2)rx = /oo /oo v1(t, x)va(t, x)dxdt (19)

Thus

(WL + De VI £ gy, = / / ou(VL + De VI foi(nga(x)dxdr  (20)

—00 —00

Using (16), we get
(VL + De "™VE £ ),

1 v . v . .
= / dt(it)”gl(t)/due”’“a,i(xu,ooj(R(uz—1—i0)—R(u2—1+i0))<pM(M)Mf, g2)x

By Fubini’s Theorem
1 oo o
= — | dud(caR(* = 1=i0) = R(u* = 1+ i0)pu (L], g2)s / di(iny™e™ g (1)
—o0 —o0

Doing integration by parts for j times

V2 o[ 5 . 5 .
f d(Frg)(w){xr,00(R(u” — 1 —=1i0) — R(n” — 1 +i0)op(uf, &)«
ATl J—c0

From Fubini’s Theorem

V2o o 5 . 5 .
, dx du(x,co)(R(n” =1 —1i0) — R(u* — 1 +i0)op (f Fr g, x))
ATl J— —00

Using Plancherel’s Theorem and Cauchy Schwartz Inequality

o (WL + De ™IH £, |

2
s %”*"M(“)“(R(Mz 1 i0) = R — 1+ 10) flls12 Gt Dl

=
Similarly
[(Pace” ™ gu(VL + D, 8):x|
V2 . o
< ==l 2Py Puc (R(* =1 =i0) = R(u> = 1+ i0)f o2 1) 22t )13

Vi
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If we combine these two and assuming the next two inequalities (21) and (22) hold

lom (LR =1 =i0) = R(u? = 1 +i0)ufllrerz < ClIf e (€3}
1) ™2 Gp (1) Pae (R(* = 1= i0) = R(u> = 1+ i0)pf llzerz < CllfIl2 (22)

we get
1) 2 e VP o @ik S CIFl2lgliiee (23)

Since C°(R, — {0}) ® S(R,) is dense in L1 L? and by duality principle
1) ™2™ VE Py o fllisrs < CHF N2 (24)

Now we will prove (21) then (22) in order to complete the proof of the lemma. We will use Green’s
functions to show (21), Scattering Theory and Jost functions to prove (22).

B. Proof of (21): High energy estimate

oiklxl

Let Ry(A) = (A + 03" and G(x, k) = G, and A = k* withk > O and V := — pg? ~ . Then
Ro(A £ i0)6 = G1(x, Fk). If M is sufficiently large, we have

R(A+i0)= i Ro(A £i0)(V Ro(A £i0))u (25)
j=0
for A € R with |A| > M and u € S(R) since
160) ™" Roh £ 10) () sy S (172 (26)
The sum is absolutely convergent because

R\ £i0)u =Ro(A £i0)u + Ro(A £i0)V Ro(A £i0)u + ...
=(x)(x) "' Ro(r £ i0)(x) ™" (x)u
+ () ()T TR £ 10) () TNV () () TR (A £ 10) () TN () + ..
Since V is exponentially decreasing and u € S(R), the absolute sum in L? is bounded by
j=00
C (\)™/2. Since |A| > M and M is large enough, the geometric series converges. Now if we

j=1
assign A = Mz — 1, then we can write

lem(R? =1 £i0pullzzry < lem R0 =1 % i0)pullzxrz

+ D o (W Fi e, Fh) L

n=1



112703-8 M. Stanislavova and A. Demirkaya J. Math. Phys. 52, 112703 (2011)

where

Fi(x, Fk) := Ro(u? — 1 £i0)(V Ro(u> — 1 £i0))" puu(x) (27

lom (Ro(1* — 1 £ i0)uull} ;2 = sup / lom (R0 — 1 £ i0)uul*dp
I3 X R
24 2 2 2
=s p/ \/kz_w(\/k DRo(k* £ i0)V k2 + 1u|*dk
= sup / VI + 1ou (VK + DG, Fh) * u)(x)Pdk

2
Ssup/ ( )dk
X R

2
< lull?,

S .
f u(y)e* dy

X

+ ’/ u(y)et* dy
—00

Similarly one can write

Fy a(x, k) = f Gi(x — x1, 20) [ OV ()G = xji1, FOWE + 1uCy1)dxs ..dxni
R+l .
J=1
(28)

Since
/ Gi1(xp — X DU 1)dx, 11 = G1(xy) * u(x,) (29)
R

by Minkowski’s Inequality, we get

12 n
lom () Fia(x, £ 2 = (/ lou () Fyn(x, ik)lzdu) Sf [TV&dx..dx,
R R"
j=1

1/2
x (/ k(& 4 Doy (VE + DG 1(x = x1)...G1(x — x,)*|(G * u)(xn>|2dk>
R

1/2
S VI sup ( fR k7" k(k + Doy (VA + 1)(G1 u)(xnnzdk)

SV M2 a2 forn > 1
Since V € L'(R), u € S(R) and M is sufficiently large, we have

lem(WR(W> = 1 F i0)pullppz S llullz2 + Z VG M= )2

n=1

S llullz

C. Proof of (22): Low energy estimate

This section is based on Jost functions and Scattering Theory. Let fi(x, k) and f>(x, k) be the
solutions to Lu = k*u satisfying

lim |e ™ fi(x, k) — 1] =0, lim [ fo(x,k)—1]=0 (30)
xX—>00 X—=>—00

Define
mi(x, k) = e’””’fl(x, k), mo(x, k) == eik"'fz(x, k)
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Then
o] eZik(y—x)
e =1+ [ SV by
v ik
X 2ik(x—y)
e =1+ [V G kdy
oo 2ik
13 tells that for x € R and k € C with nonnegative imaginary part,
lmy(x, k) — 1] < (k)™ (1 + max(—x, 0))/ MV ldy (€20
Ima(x, k) — 1] < (k)= (1 4+ max(x, 0))/ MV ldy (32)

For every § > 0, there exists Cs > 0 such that for every x € R and k € C with nonnegative imaginary
part and |k| > &

e k) — 1] < Ca/ V)ldy (33)

X

Ima(x, k) — 1] < Ca/ V(»ldy (34)

—00

The resolvent operator R(A =& i0) with A = k> has the kernel

Ka(x, y.k) —REE x>y (35)
+X, Y, K) = .
_fz(X,ﬁ():j;}c()yqik) if x < y
where W (k) = f|(x, k) fo(x, k) — fi(x, k) f5(x, k) where the Wronskian W(k) is independent of x.
. Jilx, k) Ja(x, £k)
RaAtiOu=———UL+DL+5L)——SUL+1II
(A xi0)u W(:I:k)(l+ 2+ 13) W(:I:k)( 1 +11)

0 0

where I1(k) = /

—00

e Mu(y)dy, L(k) = /

o0

e M (ma(y, k) — Du(y)dy, Iz(k) = /0 O, Duy)dy
and 1 11(k) = / " ePu(ydy, k) = / " B ma(y, §) — Du(y)dy.
Bound forXII: Assuming x > 0, (31) gnd (32) imply that
sup(] f1(x, k)| + ()7 falx, k)]) < 00 (36)

x>0
Then

x x X 12/ px 12
|11|=‘ /0 fz(y,k)u(y)dy‘g /0 <y>|u(y)|dy§</0 <y>2dy) ( [0 |u<y>|2dy>

<P ull

By using (31) and (32), Cauchy-Schwartz Inequality and the properties of Fourier Transform,
one can also bound I, I3, 11} and II, by C||u]| ;2. Then since W(k) # O for every k € R and @y (k) is
compactly supported, it follows that

1@ (1) Pac R(1* = 1+ iO)uf ller2

1/2
= sup ( /R IKICK* + 1) | @ (k) /R Ki(x,y, Du(y)dy | dk)

S P ull
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This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.3.

In fact, the proof of Lemma 2.4 relies on a simple duality argument, based on Lemma 2.3.
Define Tf := (x)’3/2e’”‘/ﬂP,,,uf. From Lemma 2.3, we have ||Tf | ~;2 < C| f|l.>. Then using
Fubini’s Theorem and Duality Principle we get '

| / f (x)"2e7Hp, | fhdxdt| = |(f. / dte"™H P, o (x)Ph) | < Cllf il (BT
R JR R v
If we define g := (x) ~3?h, then (9) follows by duality principle.
D. Proof of Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2
First, we need the following

Definition 3.1: We say that a pair (q, r) is KG admissible (sharp KG admissible respectively),
ifq,r=2:2lq + dir <d/2 (q,r > 2:2/q + dir =d/2 respectively) and (q, r, d) # (2, 00, 2).

Lemma 3.2: (Lemma 2.1 in Ref. 19 witho =d, » = (d + 2)/2). Let (q, 1), (q1, r1) be both KG
admissible pairs and s > 0. Then, for Hyo = —A + 1,

it/H,
1™ Fllawes < CIAI s,

"sin((t — s)v/H
/ S =WV G yds| < CUGH |, s,
0 /HO Lowrs Lq‘W 1 EARPA
By using wave operators, as in Ref. 26, one can show the same inequalities for H = —32 + 1

_ p¢p—l.

Proof of Lemma 2.1: From Strichartz estimates for the Klein Gordon equation, we have

le ™™™ Pyc flgsimneen < Clf (38)
Similarly, we get
e~ itVH
—=Pacf =Cllflle2 (39)
“/ﬁ LILONLZH)!

and from Lemma 2.4, we know that

‘ / VP, g(s, )ds| < gl (40)
R L2 :
Let
e—i(z—x)ﬂ
Tg(t)= | ——=—Pscg(s)ds 41)
R VH

Choose

fi= / VP, o(s)ds € LA(R) (42)

R

Then using (39) and (40) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get

e—it—VH
\/ﬁ Pa.C.g(s7 .)ds

ITglsp0nien =

R LILINLZH]

<CIflle S CIR 28l < gl a2 60~ e

< Cligllzrz®:eysan
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Using the result in Ref. 12, it follows that

/ e_i(t_s)ﬂPa.c.g(S)dS S lgllzr2@®isax (43)
s<t

L7LIONL®H]!

Thus we complete the proof of Lemma 2.1. m|

Proof of Lemma 2.2: In order to show Lemma 2.2, we shall need two modifications of results
appearing in Ref. 18. These will be needed to control various terms, arising in the analysis of the
estimate (7).

The first result is stated in Ref. 18 for self-adjoint operators H = —32 + V, but in fact, it is
applicable for any self-adjoint operator acting on L>.

Proposition 3.3: (Lemma 11, Ref. 18) Let H be a self-adjoint operator and
g(t, x) = g1(H)g2(x). Define the function

i . . .
U, x) = o f_oo e " §ION{R(A —i0) + R(A + i0)}[Py.c.(H)g2ld A,
where ¢ is the inverse Fourier transform of g;. Then
t 0
U0 =2 [P (g s+ [ eI, (Hgts. s
0 —00

o0
- / e B (H)g(s, )ds
0

One can obtain similar results for expressions in the form f e~/¢ “VHP, (H)g(s, -Yds with g(z, x)
= g1(H)g2(x). Namely, based on the argument in Proposition 3.3, we have

i

/ e VPG ONR(M = i0) + R(A 4 0[Py o (H)g2)dr =
1

24/27

t 00 0

/ VD (Hyg(s, ds — / NP, (H)g(s, ds + / VD (H)g(s, ds
0 0 —00

Solving for the Duhamel’s operator, associated with our evolution, we get the following formula

t
[ VAP, (Hg(s, ds =
0

i

/ e IVEG QR — i0) + R(. + i0)}[Pyc. (H)g21dA +
1

227

1 [~ 10

+5 f e SVIP, (H)g(s, ds — 3 f e IVHP,  (H)g(s, )ds
0 —00

Combining Lemma 8 and Lemma 10 from Ref. 18 yields the following. Note that there is a missing
P, . (H) from the statement of both lemmas in Ref. 18.

Proposition 3.4: Let H = —3? + V (x), where V(x) is a real valued potential, which decays
sufficiently fast. Then

| <x>ulg. 44)

sup || <x >7' Ry(A £i0)P, o (Hulpo < ————
N =S

Note: The constant <A > ~ 2 in (44) is not stated in Lemma 8,'® (which is the high-frequency

version regime, i.e., A > >1), but it is very explicit in the estimates there.
We are now ready to proceed with the proof of Lemma 2.2. First, it is standard that in order to
establish (7), it suffices to consider functions g(¢, x) = g;(¢)g>(x). Therefore, in view of our formula
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for fot e~ 1=WHpP (H)g(s,-)ds, it remains to establish

ll¢x) ! / eV GMIRM £ 0 P (H)G)dM o2 < Cllgill2 1) g2l (45)
1

o

1) =32 f e VP, (H)g(s, sl e < ClI) gl (46)
0
0 ) i

l[4x) /2 / e TIVIP, (H)g(s, Vsl pwpz < ClIxY gl pip2 (47)
—00

The proofs of (46) and (47) are similar, so we concentrate on (46). We have from (8) and (9)

[ (x) =32 / e WP, (H)g(s, sl ez =
0
o0
= [[(x) 27V p, () f VRP, (H)g(s, sl opz <
0

o0
<C]| / VHP,  (F)g(s, dsllzz < Clx) gl .
0

Regarding (45), we have by Plancherel’s theorem in the time variable and Cauchy-Schwartz inequal-
ity that

Il{x)~! f e VPG MRM £ i0)[ Pyc(H)G)dM pp2 <
1
<2sup|(x)”"| f e ugi (R £ i0) Pac.(H)g2ldpll 2 <
X 1

< C( / Il1§1(uHPd ) sup |l sup [ (x) ' R(u? £ i0)(Py.c.(H)g2)(x)|
—00 I3 X

From (44), we have ||(x) ' R(u? £ i0)P, . (H){x)™! lisr>e <C < >~! whence

sup [ (x) T R(u? £ i0)(Pa.c.(H)g2)()] < Cu) 'l < x > gallr-

Overall, observing that (/7 [u||g1(u®)*dw)'/* < lIg1ll2 = llg1llz2 and |w]"*(u) ="' < 1, we con-

clude
S .
[ (x)~! f e VPG MIRM £ i0) Pyc.(H)G)dM L2 < Cllgall2l1(x) g2l
1

which is (45). |

IV. PROOF OF THE THEOREM 1.4

In this section, we will prove the conditional stability result by applying the fixed point theorem.
We will set the contraction map and the function spaces. In order to prove the contraction mapping
theorem, for the decay estimates, we will apply Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 and for the Strichartz
estimates, we will use Lemma 3.2.

A. Analysis of a(t) and z(t) equations
Taking the ansatz (5) into (2), we get
Zy + Hz + Y (a"(t) — o%a(t)) — F(t,x) =0 (48)
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where
F(t,x) = ¢ +a®)y + 2" (¢ + a)y +2) — ¢ — po”~(a(O)Y + 2(1)) (49)
Taking the spectral projections, we derive the equations

a"(t) = o*a(t) = (F(t,), ) =0 (50)

zy +Hz— P [F]1=0 (5D

The explicit solution of (50) is in the form

a(t) = cosh(ot)a(0) + é sinh(o1)a’(0) + é / sinh(o'(t — $))(F(s, ), ¥)ds (52)
0

Note that, if we separate the exponentially growing terms from the exponentially decaying ones, we
come up with

ot

1 1 [
a(t) = % [a(O) + —d'(0) + — f e " (F(s, ), 1//)ds:| + exponentially decaying term.
o g Jo

In order to have a vanishing solution, we must have a(f) — 0, and so, at the very least, we must
ensure (by taking appropriate initial data)

a(0) + la/(O) + l / e PNF(s,), ¥)ds =0. (53)
(o2 g Jo

The non-explicit non-linear equation (53) defines the center stable manifold as we shall show below
and in that sense, it is useful in its own right. It also shows (modulo the successful completion of
our argument) that it is co-dimension one. This, although being heuristically expected (due to the
presence of a single unstable direction of the linearized operator), is not at all an obvious statement.

According to our definitions a(0) = ((fi + hy), ¥) =h + (fi, ¥). Similarly, a'(0) = (>, ¥).
Taking into account ( f; + % f2, ¥) = 0, we have no choice, but to set (as in Ref. 26)

1 [ ‘
h(fl,fz)Z—;fO e” 7 (F(m(s)), y)ds (54)

Thus, (52) becomes equivalent to

—to

2

e

1 1 [! 1 [
at) = [a(0) — ;a’(O)] - 5/0 e TNF (s, ), Y)ds — %/ UTNEF (s, ), ¥)ds
(55)

Taking into account P, . (H)y¥ = 0, the explicit solution of (51) is in the form

sin(rﬂ)P - /t sin((t — $)v'H)
0

Z(t) = Cos(tm)Pa.c.fl + \/ﬁ a.c., \/ﬂ

Pyc[F(s,)lds  (56)

B. Setting the contraction map and the function spaces

Let A be a contraction map defined as A: X — X such that A(m) = i where m := (h, a(t), z(t))
defined as (54)—(56) and /i = (h, a(?), z(¢))

joo_L / " e (Fm(s)), )ds,
0

o

e*tO

1 1 ! 1 o0
at) == [a«»—;a/(on—% / e*“<f*‘><F(s,~>,w>ds—g / "N F (s, ), Y)ds,

0
sin(t+/H) P

. L sin((r — s)VH)
\/ﬁ a.c.f2 +/

z(t) = cos(t\/ﬁ)Pa,c,fl + NG

Pac[F(s,))ds.
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Let the norm on X be defined as ||m||x := max (My(m), M(m), M>(m)) such that

Mo(m) := |h|
Mi(m) = llall L3 qo,copnze=(10.00)

My (m) = ||zl L5 onL2e 5 L R; () -3/2dx)L2

Our goal is to show that A is a contraction map defined on the Banach Space X, whose fixed point
will be the desired solution.

C. Estimating My(m)

- 1 o0
Mo() = [h| = — / e~ (F(m(s)), ¥)lds (57)
0
From Proposition 3 in Ref. 26, we have
|F(t, x)| < Cp(@?*(la@®)*y? + 12()]?) + la@®)|P P + |2(1)]P) (58)
Then it follows
[(F(m(s)), )| < C(a@)P + llzts, IIIZz + la@®)]” + llz(s, )II72) (59)

where C depends on various L norms of the decaying functions ¢, v. It follows that

C (o]
Mo() < — / e (ja®) + llz(s, )7z + la@®I” + llzts, )NI}>)ds
A ; :

IA

¢ 2 2
2llal~ + izl + lallz~ + 12l x;2)

£ 2 2 p 4 2_C 2 P : i
< O_Z(Ml(m) + Ma(m)” + Mi(m)" + My(m)") < 02(6 +e )Smln(lva)lo

provided C(e + eP~1) < 2—1002 min(1, o).
Note that we used Sobolev embedding and Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality to estimate [|z]| L2
which states that for any KG admissible pair (g, r), one has the following estimate:

||Z||Li,W‘r,1—(4/272/1,711/7»—1/1,72/(111” < M>(m) (60)

D. Estimating M, (M)

In order to estimate M;, we will use the fact that if # = i and (afi + fo, ¥) = 0, then
2(f1,¥)+h =a0) — %0). M (i) has two components. First, we estimate

1 ~ 1 ! '
supla(r)| < 5(2I<f1, V)l + Al + 2_SUP/ e TUIF (m(s)), ¥)lds
t g +t Jo

1 o0
+ L sup f I (F(m(s)), ¥)|ds
20+ J;

From (59) and the estimates for M(7), it follows
- € 1
sup |a(r)] = d€ + — + — sup [(F(m(s)), V)|
t 10 o s

€ n C
10 o2
provided § < 1/2 and 2C(e + € ~ ) < o%/4.

< 8e + (M1(m)* + Ma(m)* + My(m)? + Ma(m)P) < €
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For the second component, we use Hausdorff-Young’s inequality

3 % 13
lalls < (lfillee + 1RD ( / e3‘”dr> - Zne*""nu I{F (m(s)), ¥llzs
0

1 1 %0 13
< (Be + i min(l, U))m + ) (/0 [{F (m(s)), 1//)|3ds>

10
From Proposition 3 in Ref. 26, we estimate
[(Fm(s), ¥)| < CUa) + llzts, )iz, +la@I” + llz(s, )7, (61)
It follows that
o0 1/3
( / [(F(m(s)), st) < Cllallfs + llallys, + lzl7s o + Nzl ) (62)
0 t X t X

Since p > 5, we estimate ||a||.¢, and ||a||3». By Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality (or log-convexity
of L? norms), for w > 3,

lalle,00) < Mi(m). (63)
This follows from
lall Lo ©.00) = al1}550 ooy a1l <1000y < Mi(m). (64)
Thus we have
lallps: lall» < Mi(m) < € (65)

and because (6, 6), (3p, 6) are KG admissible, it follows that
lzllzers, 2l 3 e < Ma(m) < € (66)

Thus we have

lallp; <

e+ min(l, 6)—) + C, (26> + 2¢P) (67)
min(1, o) 10

and it suffices to require that § < min (1, 0)/2 and 2C, (¢ + €” ~ ') < €/4 in order to conclude that

My () = max(||a]| L, lall.) < € (68)

E. Estimating My(m)

M, has two components. Firstly, we will estimate

N sin(tv/H)
12l s ptomns < CllcoSENH) Pac. fillsponzem + g Fech
H L7LYNL®H]!
L sin((r — s)vVH)
/ #Pa.C.F(m(S))
0 H LLIONLZH]!
Using Strichartz Estimates and Sobolev Embedding,
lcos(tNH) Pac. fillspionzem < Clfilla (69)
Similarly we get
sin(t+/H)
———Puc /2 =Clfale (70)
\/ﬂ L}LIONLZH)!
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Using (58), we get

/’ sin((t — $)vH)
0 VH

/’ sin((t — s)VH)
0 VH
2

2 2
5 ”a”L;‘ + ”a”L,” + ||Z||Lf°((x)’3/2)L,z + ”Z”Z,{]sz

Py F(m(s))

LILIONLZH]!

<

~

Pocd?2(la(s)* P> + |z(s, ) + la()|P P + |a(s, )IP

LILNLP H]

We use Lemma 2.1 and Cauchy-Schwartz Inequality to get [[al|ys and [|2]| o~ (()-32).2. We have

Pac " *la(s)|*y? S aOPY 22 @)

/’ sin((r — $)v'H)
0 VH

LILNLE H]
< llallZs
Similarly we have
Py
fo MMPa.C.¢P2|z(s, P SN2, )Pl 22w
LILIONLPH]
S e sy
We apply Lemma 3.2 in order to get ||a||i{, and ||z||irpL§p. Wetake ¢; =l and | = 2.

/’ sin((t — $)vV'H)
0

NG Pacla()IPy? + |z(s, )l ds

2 p
< llalizy + lzl7, 2
LILNLEH]

Thus we have
. 2 2 2 )
IZ0 s onem = CUIC S I wyxezw) + lallys + lallyy + 1217« g g0z + ||Z||LfL§p)
Since p > 5, we have

lallps, llallr = My(m) < € (71)

2
“Z”LfLip < M(m) (72)

2 1 1
From Strichartz Estimates, p > 5 implies that — + o < —, thus we get
p

Also it is clear that “ZIlL‘\’.C(R;(X)_}/zdx)L,Z < Mz(m) < €.
It follows that

IZ N Lsztonrem < Ci(8e +2€% +2€P) < e (73)

if C16 <1/4,Ci(e + €’ ~ 1) < 1/4.
For the second component

121 Lo ®sx)-32a0r2 S C Il oSNV H) Pac. fill poo®;x)-32dxL2

sin(t+/H) P

- — “Ta.c.
vH

/’ sin((t — s)vH)
0 VH

f2

L(R;(x)~3/2dx)L?

Py F(m(s))ds

LR {x)32dx)L}
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By Lemma (2.3), we have

Il cos(tVH) Pac. fill siy-2ranz < CllfillLe (74)
and
sin(tv/H)
?Pa.c.fZ <Cllf2llu (75)
H L(R;(x)~3/2dx)L?
In order to estimate the last term, we will use
" sin((t — H F
/ st~ HVH) HVH) P, . F(m(s))ds S {”F”L’IL'% (76)
0 vVH L (R:{x)=3/2dx)L? IE L @iy

The first inequality follows from Lemma 2.3.

/ S0 = VI sy
0

VH

LE(R;(x)~2dx)L}

t ) e—is«/ﬂ
< [ di|x)e Py F(m(s))
/ JH
0 e—is«/ﬁ
S| ds|=——=PicFm(s)| SIFllpe

The second inequality follows from Lemma 2.2 and Cauchy-Schwartz Inequality.

Py F(m(s))ds SH2F N2 SIF 2 @iwan

/f sin((t — s)VH)
0 VH

Using (58) and (76), we get

LP(R;(x)~32dx)L}

/f sin((r — $)v'H)
0 VH

-2 2.2 -2 2
5 ¢ la(®)|“¥ ||L,2L§(]R;<,x)3)+ ¢ |a(t, x)| ||L,2L§(]R;(x)3)

+|||a(l)|p1/fp||L,2L§(R;<x)3) + |||Z(l,x)|p||L,‘L§

P, F(m(s))ds

LP®R;(x)-32dx)L}

2 2 p p
5 ”a”Lj‘ + ||Z||L?°((x)’3/2)L,2 + ”a”LIZp + ”Zl Lf)L,%p

Since p > 5, we can control ||a||L§,||z||L?O(R;<x>73/zdx)L[z, ||a||L;2p ,||z||Ll,)L§p. It follows that
IZll Lo R (x)-32d)22 = C2(8€ + 2¢* +2€") <€ (77
if C28 < 1/4, Co(e + € — 1) < 1/4. Thus we can conclude
Ma () = max(l|zll s onze s 12l Lo y-32a002) < € (78)

Thus we can say that for appropriately chosen € and &, so that ||(f1, f2)||g:xz2, We can establish A:
B,(e) — B,(¢). Note that all the estimates leading to that conclusion were in the form

IAG)Ix < Cllmllx(1+ Imillx + lImallx)”~". (79)

In order to finish the proof of the contraction mapping theorem, we have to prove that A is a
contraction, i.e., ||[A(m;) — A(my)|| < Cl|jm, — my|| for some C < 1. It is standard in this line of
reasoning that if one has (79) and the non-linearity /" has some “multilinear” feature, then the proof
of (79) can be used to show the contraction of the same map. Indeed, all we have to observe that,
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similar to (58), we have
|F(a,z) — F(b,W)| < Cpgy@" *[(Jla — bl)(|al + |b]) + |z — w|(|z] + [w])]
+yPla — bl(lal + [b)"™" + |z — wi(|zl + [w)P ™). (80)

This last estimate will allow us to do the same estimates as before, except that the entries will be the
difference term m; — mjy. This way, we show the following analogue of (79)

IAGm) — Ama)llx < Climy = mallx(lmillx + lmalx)(A + lmillx + Imallx)” =2,

which implies the desired contractivity of the map A for small ||m|x, ||m2]|x-
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APPENDIX A: PROOF OF LEMMA 1.3

We use the theory developed in the Titchmarsh book,?®. The non-resonant condition is equivalent
to Wy (1) # 0, where Wy (1) = f{(x, A) fa(x, ) — fi(x, A) f5(x, L) was defined in Sec. III C. In our
situation, we have H = 1 — 32 — w cosh’z(@x) =1+ L. Therefore Wy (L) = WA — 1)
and hence, we need to show W,(0) # 0.

In order to prove that claim, we use the results in Secs. 2.18 and 4.19 in Ref. 28. Namely, take
6, ¢, which solve (L — 1)y = 0, subject to ¢(0) = 0, ¢'(0) = — 1, while 6(0) = 1, 6’(0) = 0. Then,
if one represents

filx, 1) = 0(x, &) +mi(M)p(x, A)
falx, 1) = 0(x, &) + ma(M)p(x, 1),

we have W, (L) = m (L) — ma(X).
In order to reduce to the situation in Sec. 4.19 in the book of Titchmarsh, we need a change of
variables. The equation that we need to consider is (£ — 1) f = 0, which is

Vi ( + 1) — ( - 1)
£+ B cosh 2 (Fo=0 ) = —if )
Changing variables x — (p — 1)~ 'y yields the following equation
p 2p(p+ 1) 1
g+ g(y) = —Ag(y).

(p —1)? 4cosh’(3)
Solving the quadratic equation
_2p(p+1)
(p—1)?
which has solutions @ = 2p/(p — 1), = —(p + 1)/(p — 1) puts the equation for g in the form

TIPS
4cosh2(%)

a(l —a) =

which is the form of (4.18.5) in Ref. 28. It is then argued in Ref. 28, that by the fact that since the
potential cosh_z(%) is even, we have m;(1) = — m,(A) and
T(1—%— iV + % —iva)
T3 — % —ivMI(E —ivh)
where all T" functions involved are considered as meromorphic functions on the corresponding

domain. Thus, A = 0 is a point of resonance, if and only if the function m,(A) has a zero at zero.
Observing that the numerator is a product of two I' functions and is never zero, it remains to show

my(A) =
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that for o, = 2p/(p — 1), the point A = 0 is not a pole for the denominator. That is, we have to check
that for each integer j > 0

l—«
2

.« .
# = 5 #F

Indeed, the second one is obvious, since a, = 2p/(p — 1) > 0 > — ;. For the first one, the solution
to the inequality gives

2
p# I+
j—1

which is certainly satisfied for p > 3, whenever j is an integer, j > 0. Note however thatp =3, =2
is a solution and therefore, there is a resonance at p = 3.

I'Bates P. and Jones C., “Invariant manifolds for semi-linear partial differential equations,” Dyn. Rep., 2, 1-38.
2Bates P. and Jones C., “The solutions of the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation near a steady state,” Advanced topics in the
theory of dynamical systems (1989), 1-9.
3Beceanu M., “A critical centre-stable manifold for the cubic focusing Schrodinger equation in three dimensions,” Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Chicago, 2009.
4Beceanu M., “A centre-stable manifold for the focussing cubic NLS in R1+3,” Comm. Math. Phys. 280(1), 145205
(2008).
SBuslaev V. S. and Perelman G. S., “Scattering for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation: States that are close to a soliton,”
St. Petersburg Math. J. 4, 11111142 (1993).
6Buslaev V. S., Perelman G. S., On the Stability of Solitary Waves for Nonlinear Schriodinger Equations, American
Mathematics Society Translation Series 2, Vol. 164 (Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1995), pp. 7598.
7Buslaev V. S. and Sulem C., “On asymptotic stability of solitary waves for nonlinear Schr 6dinger equations,” Ann. Inst.
H. Poincar e Anal. Non Lin eaire 20, 419475 (2003), p. 1.
8 Cazenave T., Semilinear Schrédinger Equations (AMS, Providence, RI, 2003).
°Chang S., Gustafson S., Nakanishi K., and Tsai T., “Spectra of Linearized Operators for NLS Solitary Waves,” SIAM J.
Math. Anal. 39, 10701111 (2003).
10 Gesztesy F., Jones C. K. R. T., Latushkin Y., and Stanislavova M., “A Spectral Mapping Theorem and Invariant Manifolds
for Nonlinear Schrodinger Equations,” Indiana Univ. Math. J. 49, 221-243 (2000).
! Goldberg M. and Schlag W., “Dispersive estimates for Schrdinger operators in dimensions one and three,” Commun. Math.
Phys. 251(1), 157178 (2004).
12 Christ M. and Kiselev A., “Maximal functions associated with filtrations,” J. Funct. Anal. 179, 409-425 (2001).
13 Deift P. and Trubowitz E., “Inverse scattering on the line,” Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 32, 121-251 (1979).
14 Karageorgis P. and Strauss W., “Instability of steady states for nonlinear wave and heat equations,” J. Differential Equations
241(1), 184-205 (2007).
15Krieger J. and Schlag W., “Stable manifolds for all monic supercritical focusing nonlinear Schrdinger equations in one
dimension,” J. Am. Math. Soc. 19(4), 815920 (2006).
16Krit:ger J. and Schlag W., “On the focusing critical semi-linear wave equation,” Am. J. Math. 129(3), 843-913 (2007).
17 Kwong M., “Uniqueness of positive solutions of Au — u + #’ = 0in R",” Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 105(3), 243-266
(1989).
18 Mizumachi T., “Asymptotic stability of small solitary waves to 1D nonlinear Schrdinger equations with potential,” J. Math.
Kyoto Univ. 48(3), 471-497 (2008).
19Nakamura M. and Ozawa T., “The Cauchy problem for nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations in the Sobolev spaces,” Publ.
Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 37(3), 255-293 (2001).
20pillet C. A. and Wayne C. E., “Invariant manifolds for a class of dispersive, Hamiltonian, partial differential equations,” J.
Differential Equations 141, 310326 (1997).
21Rodnianski I, Schlag W. and Soffer A., “Asymptotic stability of N -soliton states of NLS,”
http://arxiv.org/list/math/0309114, 2003.
22Soffer A. and Weinstein M., “Multichannel nonlinear scattering for non-integrable equations,” Commun. Math. Phys. 133,
119146 (1990).
23Soffer A. and Weinstein M., “Multichannel nonlinear scattering. 2. The case of anisotropic potentials and data,” J.
Differential Equations 98, 376390 (1992).
24 Soffer A. and Weinstein M., “Selection of the ground state for nonlinear Schrdinger equations,” Rev. Math. Phys. 168,
9771071 (2004).
25Schlag W., “Stable manifolds for an orbitally unstable nonlinear Schrdinger equation,” Ann. Math.(2) 169(1), 139-227
(2009).
26 Stanislavova M., “A. Stefanov, On Precise Center Stable Manifold Theorems for Certain Reaction-Diffusion and Klein-
Gordon Equations,” Phys. D 238, 2298-2307 (2009).
27Smith H. F. and Sogge C. D., “Global Strichartz estimates for nontrapping perturbations of the Laplacian,” Commun.
Partial Differ. Equ. 25, 2171-2183 (2000).
28 Titchmarsh E. C., Eigenfunction Expansions Associated with Second-Order Differential Equations. Part I, 2nd ed. (Claren-
don, Oxford, 1962).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-008-0427-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/050648389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/050648389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2000.49.1838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-004-1140-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-004-1140-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jfan.2000.3687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160320202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2007.06.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-06-00524-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00251502
http://dx.doi.org/10.2977/prims/1145477225
http://dx.doi.org/10.2977/prims/1145477225
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jdeq.1997.3345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jdeq.1997.3345
http://arxiv.org/list/math/0309114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02096557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-0396(92)90098-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-0396(92)90098-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2009.169.139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physd.2009.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03605300008821581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03605300008821581

112703-20 M. Stanislavova and A. Demirkaya J. Math. Phys. 52, 112703 (2011)

29 Weder R., “LP-L? estimates for the Schrdinger equation on the line and inverse scattering for the nonlinear Schrdinger
equation with a potential,” J. Funct. Anal. 170(1), 3768 (2000).

30Weder R., “Wy, » WKk,p-continuity of the Schrdinger wave operators on the line,” Commun. Math. Phys. 208(2), 507520
(1999).

31 Weinstein M., “Modulational stability of ground states of nonlinear Schrddinger equations,” SIAM J. Math. Anal. 16(3),
472491 (1985).

32Weinstein M., “Lyapunov stability of ground states of nonlinear dispersive evolution equations,” Commun. Pure Appl.
Math. 39(1), 51-67 (1986).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jfan.1999.3507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002200050767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/0516034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160390103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160390103

