arXiv:2402.16222v3 [math.AP] 5 Mar 2024

ORBITAL STABILITY OF SOLITON FOR THE DERIVATIVE NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION IN THE L^2 SPACE

YILING YANG, ENGUI FAN, AND YUE LIU

Abstract. In this paper, we establish the orbital stability of the 1-soliton solution for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation under perturbations in L^2(R). We demonstrate this stability by utilizing the Bäcklund transformation associated with the Lax pair and by applying the first conservation quantity in L^2(R).

Keywords: Derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation; Bäcklund transformation; Soliton; Orbital stability AMS Subject Classification 2020: 35Q51; 35Q15; 37K15; 35Q35.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 6 3. From a perturbed 1-soliton solution to a small solution at t = 0 7 4. From a small solution back to perturbed 1-soliton solution 17 5. Proof of stability theorem 24 References 26

1. Introduction

In the present paper, we investigate the L^2-orbital stability of the 1-soliton solution for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger (DNLS) equation

iq_t + q_{xx} + i(|q|^2q)_x = 0, (1.1)

where q(t, x) is the function in dimensionless space-time variables (t, x). The equation (1.1) first appeared in the literature as a model for the propagation of large-wavelength Alfvén waves in plasma. It governs the evolution of small but finite amplitude nonlinear Alfvén waves that propagate quasi-parallel to the magnetic field in space plasma physics [28, 29]. The DNLS equation (1.1) is a canonical dispersive equation derived from the Magneto-Hydrodynamic equations in the presence of the Hall effect [26]. Additionally, it is used to describe sub-picosecond pulses in single-mode optical fibers [1, 3, 36]. 1

Global existence and main result. One crucial element required for our development is a theory of existence for the initial-value problem. Our stability result is primarily related to global existence for arbitrary data in the L^2 space.

The local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for the DNLS equation in the space H^s(R), s > 3/2 was established by Tsutsumi and Fukuda using a parabolic regularization in [35]. Later, Takaoka further generalized the local well-posedness in spaces of lower regularity, specifically H^s(R), s ≥ 1, employing the Fourier transform restriction method [34]. With the aid of Strichartz estimates, Hayashi in [15] proved the global existence of solutions to the DNLS equation in H^1(R), provided that the initial data are small in the L^2(R) norm. Moreover, Wu in [38] removed the necessity of Hayashi’s requirement and established that for |q_0|_L2 ≤ 4π, the DNLS equation (1.1) remains globally well-posed in H^1(R) and extends to H^{1/2}(R) as demonstrated in [12].

It has been shown that the DNLS equation (1.1) is completely integrable and admits a Lax pair [19]. Integrability is also utilized to study global well-posedness of the DNLS equation (1.1) [18, 25, 31, 32]. Recently, based on its complete integrability, the well-posedness for the DNLS equation (1.1) in low regularity cases has been intensively studied, for example, in [4, 13, 20]. The latest result in [14] provides a unique global solution q ∈ C([0, ∞), H^s(R)) with any s ≥ 0, for the Cauchy problem associated with the DNLS equation (1.1).

Proposition 1.1. [14] The DNLS equation (1.1) is globally well-posed in H^s(R), for every s ≥ 0. More precisely, given any T > 0, an initial data q(0) ∈ L^2(R) and a sequence of Schwartz-class initial data q_n(0) converging to q(0) in L^2(R), then the sequence of corresponding solutions q_n(t) with initial data q_n(0) converges to q(t) in L^2(R) uniformly when 0 ≤ t ≤ T .

The L^2 space considered here seems natural to establish our stability: the DNLS equation (1.1) is invariant under the scaling transformation q(t, x) → q_λ(t, x) = √ λq(λ^2t, λx), λ > 0, which implies that ‖q(t, ·)‖_L2_{(R)} = ‖q_λ(t, ·)‖_L2_{(R)}. On the other hand, it is known that the infinitely many conserved quantities of the DNLS equation (1.1) play an important role in the well-posedness theory. The first three are the mass, energy and momentum conservation laws respectively given by

M(q) := ∫ R |q|^2 dx, (1.2) E(q) := − 1 2 ∫ R i(q̄_xq − q_xq̄) + |q|^4 dx, (1.3)

P (q) := ∫ R |q_x|^2 + 3i 4 |q|^2(q̄_xq − q_xq̄) + 1 2 |q|^6 dx, (1.4)

where the mass conservation quantity M in L^2 is only necessary for the development of stability.

The exact expression of the 1-soliton solution for the DNLS equation (1.1) under the spectrum z_0 with Imz^2_0 ≠ 0, is provided in [17, 31, 39].

ψ^{z0} (t, x) = ( z_0e^{2(Im z20 x+2 Im z40 t)} + z̄_0e^{−2(Im z20 x+2 Im z40 t)} z_0e^{−2(Im z2}0^{x+2 Im z4}0^{t)} + z̄_0e^{2(Im z2}0^{x+2 Im z4}0^{t)}

)_2 × 2i(z^2_0 − z̄^2_0 )e^{−2i(Re z20 x+2 Re z40 t)} z_0e^{−2(Im z2}0^{x+2 Im z4}0^{t)} + z̄_0e^{2(Im z2}0^{x+2 Im z4}0^{t)}

. (1.5)

Remark 1.1. Although there are different explicit forms for the 1-soliton of the DNLS equation (1.1), for example in [4], it is essentially the same as (1.5) when comparing parameters.

The aim of this paper is to demonstrate the L^2-orbital stability of the 1-soliton for the DNLS equation (1.1). The main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let z_0 be a complex number with Im z^2_0 ≠ 0, and let the associated 1-soliton ψ^{z0} (t, x) be given by (1.5). There exist a real small positive constant ε > 0 and a constant C such that for any q_0 ∈ L^2(R), if ‖q_0(·) − ψ^{z0} (0, ·)‖_L2 < ε, then there exists a unique global solution q to the Cauchy problem associated with the DNLS equation (1.1) with the initial value q(0) = q_0 and there exists a constant z_1 satisfying sup_{t∈R+} inf_{a,b∈R} ‖q(t, ·) − e^{bi}ψ^{z1} (t, · + a)‖_L2 + |z_1 − z_0| < Cε. Prior work and motivation. There are two typical approaches for studying stability issues of nonlinear dispersive equations. One method is the variational approach, which constructs solitary waves as energy minimizers under appropriate constraints [5, 37]. Another approach to studying stability is to linearize the equation around the solitary waves; it is expected that nonlinear stability is governed by the linearized equation [9]. In recent years, many other tools have emerged for studying low-regularity orbital stability based on complete integrability. For instance, Merle and Vega in [30] demonstrated L^2-stability and asymptotic stability of solitons for the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation by invoking the Miura transformation. This special Bäcklund transformation transforms solutions of the KdV equation into solutions of the modified KdV equation. On another front, Hoffman and Wayne in [16] formulated an abstract orbital stability result for soliton solutions of integrable equations through the Bäcklund transformations. They extended their analysis to include the orbital stability of the sine- Gordon equation and the Toda lattice. Similarly, they in [2] established that modified KdV breathers are H^1-stable, and negative energy breathers are asymptotically stable in H^1(R), viewing the problem from the perspective of dynamical systems. Additionally, Mizumachi and Pelinovsky in [27] proved L^2-orbital stability of the nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) 1-soliton using the Bäcklund transformation. (This transformation is also referred to as the Darboux transformation, because it can not only transform one solution to another but also transform the eigenvector to eigenvector of the corresponding Lax pair associated with these two solutions.) They further in [8] applied this method to the Massive Thirring Model. Koch and Tataru in [22] proved low-regularity orbital stability of NLS multi-solitons. Utilizing the complete integrability of the KdV equation, Killip and Vişan in [21] employed the (doubly) renormalized perturbation to establish the determinant of orbital stability of KdV multi-solitons in H^{−1}(R). Contreras and Pelinovsky in [7] established L^2-orbital stability of multi-solitons of the NLS equation through a dressing transformation. To the best of our knowledge, these ideas have not yet been applied to the DNLS equation (1.1).

For the DNLS equation (1.1), Guo et al., via constructing three appropriate invariants of motion, obtained the stability of solitary waves in H^1(R) for a class of solitons that admit certain limits of the spectrum parameter [11]. Their result is further supplemented in [6, 23]. Colin and Ohta in [6] relaxed the limiting conditions on the spectrum parameter in [11] and established the stability of solitary waves in H^1(R). Kwon and Wu in [23] studied the zero-mass case, which was not covered by the aforementioned papers. They provided orbital stability in H^1(R) and presented a self-similar type blow-up criterion for solutions with critical mass 4π. Regarding multi-solitons, with appropriate assumptions on the speeds and frequencies of the composing solitons, Le Coz and Wu established the orbital stability of multi-solitons in H^1(R) in [24].

We study the orbital stability of the 1-soliton for the DNLS equation motivated by the following problems:

• Until recently, Harrop-Griffiths et al. obtained the global well-posedness of the DNLS equation (1.1) in L^2 space [14]. Therefore, it is natural to consider the L^2-orbital stability of the DNLS solitons.

• Comparing with the classical NLS equation [27], the Lax pair of the DNLS equation (1.1) possesses more symmetries. This results in its Bäcklund transformation being more complicated than that of the NLS equation, which, in turn, causes additional difficulties when using perturbation theory to analyze the properties of the solution of the Lax pair of the DNLS equation (1.1).

Our approach to the stability of solitons is inspired by the work of Mizumachi and Pelinovsky in [27]. The main steps to deal with it are sketched in Figure 1.

In the first step, at time t = 0, if the initial data q_0 belongs to a sufficiently small L^2- neighborhood of a 1-soliton, we can obtain the eigenvalue and eigenvector of its corresponding x-part of the Lax pair. Using this eigenvector, we construct a Bäcklund transformation that transforms the initial data q_0 into q^{(1)}_0 , which resides in a small L^2-neighborhood of the zero solution. Furthermore, this Bäcklund transformation is Lipschitz continuous in these two L^2- neighborhoods. The second step involves time evolution. The key ingredient here is the L^2- conservation of the DNLS equation (1.1), which ensures that the solution q^{(1)} of (1.1) under the initial data q^{(1)}_0 remains in this small L^2-neighborhood of the zero solution for all times

L^2-ORBITAL STABILITY FOR DNLS EQUATION 5 1-soliton q0 Bäcklund transformation 0q^{(1)}0 time evolution L^2-neighborhood q^{(1)}(t) 0 Bäcklund transformation 1-soliton q(t)

Figure 1. The Bäcklund transformation approach for the stability of the 1-soliton within

a small L^2-neighborhood

t ≥ 0. In the final step, we use the associated solution of the Lax pair to construct another Bäcklund transformation that transforms q^{(1)} back to the solution q under the initial data q_0. We further prove that q belongs to a small L^2-neighborhood of a 1-soliton, and the Bäcklund transformation is Lipschitz continuous in these two L^2-neighborhoods.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the process of constructing the Bäcklund transformation. Section 3 explains how the Bäcklund transformation turns the area around a 1-soliton into an area around the zero solution in L^2(R) at time t = 0. In Section 4, assuming the initial data are smooth enough, the Bäcklund transformation creates a smooth connection between the neighborhood of the zero solution and the neighborhood of a 1-soliton, linking solutions around 1-soliton and solutions around the zero solution at all times. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is presented in Section 5.

Notations. Throughout this paper, the following notations will be used.

• The norm in the classical space L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞, is denoted as ‖ · ‖_p. A simple extension is that ‖ · ‖_{p∩q} = ‖ · ‖_p + ‖ · ‖_q is the norm of L^p(R) ∩ L^q(R). Specially, the inner product in L^2(R), is given by ⟨f, g⟩ = ∫ R f(s)ḡ(s) ds. • The Sobolev space W^{k,p}(R) is a Banach space equipped with the norm ‖f‖_W k,p = k∑ j=0 ‖∂^j_xf‖_p. Specially, H^k(R) = W^{k,2}(R) equipped with the norm ‖f‖_Hk = k∑ j=0 ‖∂^j_xf‖_2.

• As usual, the classical Pauli matrices {σ_j}_{j=1,2,3} are defined by

σ_1 := ( 0 1 1 0 ) , σ_2 := ( 0 −i i 0 ) , σ_3 := ( 1 0 0 −1 ) . (1.6)

• The letter C will be used to denote universal positive constants which may vary from line to line. We write a ≲ b to denote the inequality a ⩽ Cb for some constant C > 0. To emphasize the implied constant to depend on some parameter α, it is indicated by C(α). • If A is a matrix, then A_{ij} stands for its (i, j)-th entry.

2. Preliminaries

The DNLS equitation (1.1) is completely integrable and admits the Lax pair [19],

Φ_x = X(q, z)Φ, (2.1) Φ_t = T (q, z)Φ, (2.2)

where X(q, z) = −iz^2σ_3 + U(q, z), T (q, z) = −2iz^4σ_3 + V (q, z), (2.3) with z ∈ C being a spectral parameter independent of (t, x) and U(q, z) = z ( 0 q −q̄ 0 ) , (2.4)

V (q, z) = 2z^3 ( 0 q −q̄ 0 ) + iz^2|q|^2σ_3 + iz ( 0 q_x q̄_x 0 ) − z|q|^2 ( 0 q −q̄ 0 ) . (2.5)

The formal compatibility condition Φ_{xt} = Φ_{tx} yields the DNLS equitation (1.1).

The Bäcklund transformation for equation (1.1) was firstly introduced in [17]. Here, we summarize the formula of the Bäcklund transformation as follows. For a solution q(t, x) of equation (1.1) and a spectral parameter z such that Imz^2 ≠ 0, let Φ := Φ(q, z) = (Φ_1, Φ_2)^T be a C^2 nonzero column vector solution of the Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2) associated with q and z. Then, the Bäcklund transformation (q, Φ) → (q^{(1)}, Φ^{(1)}) with Φ^{(1)} := Φ^{(1)}(q^{(1)}, z) = (Φ^{(1)}_1 , Φ^{(1)}_2 )^T is given by

q^{(1)} = ( z|Φ_2|^2 + z̄|Φ_1|^2 z|Φ_1|^2 + z̄|Φ_2|^2

)_2 [ −q + 2i(z^2 − z̄^2)Φ_1Φ̄_2 z|Φ_2|^2 + z̄|Φ_1|^2 ] , (2.6)

Φ^{(1)}_1 =

Φ̄_2 z|Φ_1|^2 + z̄|Φ_2|^2

, Φ^{(1)}_2 =

Φ̄_1 z̄|Φ_1|^2 + z|Φ_2|^2

. (2.7)

Under this transformation, q^{(1)} becomes a new solution of equation (1.1), and Φ^{(1)} becomes a new C^2 nonzero column vector solution of the Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2) associated with q^{(1)} and z.

A straightforward application of the Bäcklund transformation is to construct 1-soliton and multi-soliton solutions, as demonstrated in [10, 17, 39]. By setting q = 0 and choosing a spectral parameter z_0 such that Imz^2_0 ≠ 0, we obtain a nonzero column vector solution of the Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2) as follows Φ_1(t, x) = e^{−iz20 x−2iz40 t}, Φ_2(t, x) = e^{iz20 x+2iz40 t}. Further using the transformation (2.6), the 1-soliton solution ψ^{z0} (t, x) of (1.1) with q = 0 and spectrum z_0 is given in (1.5).

Remark 2.1. Note that the 1-soliton ψ^{z̄0} (t, x) defined in (1.5) for the DNLS equation (1.1) under spectrum z̄_0 satisfies ψ^{z̄0} (t, x) = −ψ^{z0} (t, x). Therefore, without loss of generality, we assume that Im(z^2_0 ) > 0 in the proof of stability.

3. From a perturbed 1-soliton solution to a small solution at t = 0 When t = 0, we denote ψ^{z0} (0, x) as ψ^{z0}_0 (x) and denote Re(z^2_0 ) = ξ_0 and Im(z^2_0 ) = η_0. The spectral problem (2.1) associated with ψ^{z0}_0 (x) has a fundamental solution matrix in the form

Φ^{z0} = (⃗Φ^{z0}_1 , ⃗Φ^{z0}_2 ), ⃗Φ^{z0}_j = ( Φ^{z0}_{1j} Φ^{z0}_{2j} ) , j = 1, 2, (3.1)

with

Φ^{z0}_{11} = e^{−iξ0x−η0x} z_0e^{2η0x} + z̄_0e^{−2η0x} , Φ^{z0}_{12} = e^{−iξ0x}((4z^2_0 η_0x + ξ_0)e^{−η0 x} + |z_0|^2e^{3η0x}) z_0e^{2η0 x} + z̄_0e^{−2η0 x} Φ^{z0}_{21} = e^{iξ0x+η0x} z̄_0e^{2η0x} + z_0e^{−2η0x} , Φ^{z0}_{22} = e^{iξ0x}((−4z^2_0 η_0x + ξ_0)e^{η0 x} + |z_0|^2e^{−3η0x}) z̄_0e^{2η0 x} + z_0e^{−2η0 x} , where ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 is also the eigenvector of the spectral problem (2.1) associated with the 1-soliton ψ^{z0}_0 . The following lemma provides an estimate on the eigenvalue and eigenvector using perturbation theory about the spectral problem (2.1).

Lemma 3.1. For a given spectral parameter z_0 with Im(z^2_0 ) > 0, there exists a positive real constant ε such that for any q_0 ∈ L^2(R) satisfying

|q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 |_2 ≤ ε,

there exists an eigenvalue z_1 corresponding to an eigenvector Φ̃ := Φ̃(q_0, z_1) ∈ H^1(R) for the following spectral problem, Φ̃_x = X(q_0, z_1)Φ̃

with

|z_1 − z_0| + ‖Φ̃ − ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ‖_H1 ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2. (3.2)

Proof. We rewrite the spectral problem (2.1) associated with q_0 as ( σ_3∂_x + iz^2 − z ( 0 q_0 q̄_0 0 )) Φ̃ = 0. (3.3)

Define a operator relying on parameter z with

L(z) = σ_3∂_x + iz^2 − z ( 0 ψ^z_0 ψ̄z_0 0 ) . (3.4)

Then equation (3.3) can be written as a perturbation equation by

L(z_0)Φ̃ = Δ̃Φ̃, (3.5)

where Δ̃ = −i(z_0 − z)(z_0 + z) + z_0 ( 0 ψ^{z0}_0 ψ̄^z0_0 0 ) − z ( 0 q_0 q̄_0 0 ) . (3.6)

To solve the perturbation equation (3.5), we utilize the method of Lyapunov-Schmidt reductions. The initial step involves analyzing the operator L(z_0), which is a closed operator on L^2(R) with domain H^1(R). Because ⃗Φ^{z0}_2 grows exponentially as x → ±∞, it appears that KerL(z_0) = span{⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }. Note that the operator σ_3∂_x + iz^2_0 is a invertible bounded operator from H^1(R) to L^2(R) with inverse

(σ_3∂_x + iz^2_0 )^{−1} ( f_1 f_2 ) = ( ∫_x +∞ e^{−iz20 (x−s)}f_1(s)ds − ∫_x +∞ e^{iz20 (x−s)}f_2(s)ds ) . A simple calculation leads to

z_0 ( 0 ψ^{z0}_0 ψ̄^z0_0 0 ) (σ_3∂_x + iz^2_0 )^{−1} ( f_1 f_2 ) = z_0 ( −ψ^{z0}_0 (x) ∫_x +∞ e^{iz20 (x−s)}f_2(s)ds ψ̄^z0_0 (x) ∫^x_{+∞} e−iz^2_0 (x−s)f_1(s)ds ) .

Then, z_0 ( 0 ψ^{z0}_0 ψ̄^z0_0 0 ) (σ_3∂_x + iz^2_0 )^{−1} is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on L^2(R). Therefore,

L(z_0)(σ_3∂_x + iz^2_0 )^{−1} = I − z_0 ( 0 ψ^{z0}_0 ψ̄^z0_0 0 ) (σ_3∂_x + iz^2_0 )^{−1}

is a Fredholm operator with index zero, and so does L(z_0). Invoking of KerL(z_0) = span{⃗Φ^{z0}_1 } and KerL(z_0)^∗ = span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }, it follows that RanL(z_0) = span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }^⊥. Thus, we conclude that L(z_0) is a linear homeomorphism from H^1(R)∩ span{⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }^⊥ to L^2(R)∩ span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }^⊥. Hence one can divide Φ̃ to two part in span{⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }^⊥ and span{⃗Φ^{z0}_1 } respectively. Since our aim is to estimate Φ̃ − ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 , we add a normalization condition

⟨Φ̃ − ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 , ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩ = 0. (3.7)

We will show ⟨Φ̃, ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩ ≠ 0 latter. Under this condition, we make the following decomposition: Φ̃ = Φ_s + ⃗Φ^z0_1 ,

such that Φ_s ⊥ ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 . Then the perturbation equation (3.5) is equivalent to

L(z_0)Φ_s = Δ̃(Φ_s + ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ). (3.8)

Define F (Φ_s, q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 , z − z_0) = L(z_0)Φ_s − Δ̃(Φ_s + ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ), (3.9) which is a C^1 map on H^1(R) × L^2(R) × C to L^2(R) near zero with F (Φ_s, 0, 0) = L(z_0)Φ_s, D_{Φs} F (0, 0, 0) = L(z_0).

Where D means the Frechet derivative. Define a projection operator Qf = ⟨f, σ_1⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩ ‖σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ‖^2 σ_1⃗Φ^{z0}_1 : L^2(R) → span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }.

Applying the operators Q and I − Q to the original equation (3.8), one obtains the equivalent system (I − Q)F (Φ_s, q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 , z − z_0) = 0, QF (Φ_s, q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 , z − z_0) = 0. (3.10) For the first equation, noting that (I − Q)L(z_0) = L(z_0), then it is equivalent to L(z_0)Φ_s = (I − Q)Δ̃(Φ_s + ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ).

Via the fact that Ran(I − Q)=RanL(z_0), the above equation is equivalent to Φ_s = L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃Φ_s + L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃⃗Φ^{z0}_1 .

The operator L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃ is bounded linear operator on H^1(R)∩span{⃗Φ^{z0}_1 }^⊥ with ‖L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃‖ ≤ C(z_0)‖Δ̃‖_{H1 (R)∩span{⃗Φ}z_{01 }⊥→L2} ≤ C(z_0)(|z − z_0| + ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2).

Therefore, there exists a small enough ε_0 > 0 such that when |z − z_0| + ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 < ε_0, the operator I − L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃ is invertible. Then Φ_s exists uniquely with Φ_s = (I − L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃)^{−1}L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃⃗Φ^{z0}_1 , with ‖Φ_s‖_H1 ≤ C(z_0)(|z − z_0| + ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2). (3.11) It also implies the reasonability of the normalization condition in (3.7). Indeed, if ⟨Φ̃, ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩ = 0, then it is found that Φ̃ = L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃Φ̃, namely, (I − L(z_0)^{−1}(I − Q)Δ̃)Φ̃ = 0.

When ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 is small enough, we find that Φ̃ = 0, which gives a contradiction.

The next step is to solve the bifurcation equation, namely the second equation in (3.10). The second equation in (3.10) is equivalent to the orthogonality condition B(q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 , z − z_0) := ⟨Δ̃(Φ_s + ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ), σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩ = 0. (3.12)

Note that

D_{z−z0} B(0, 0) = ⟨2iz_0 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 − ( 0 ψ^{z0}_0 ψ̄^z0_0 0 ) ⃗Φ^z0_1 , σ_1⃗Φ^z0_1 ⟩ ≠ 0.

Then by the implicit function theorem, there exists a small positive ε_1 and δ_1 < 1 such that when ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 ≤ ε_1, there exists unique z_1 with |z_1 − z_0| ≤ δ_1 such that B(q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 , z_1 − z_0) = 0. Moreover, (3.12) is equivalent to

(z − z_0)D_{z−z0} B(0, 0) + (z − z_0)^2i⟨⃗Φ^{z0}_1 , σ_1⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩ = − ⟨z ( 0 q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 q̄_0 − ψ̄^{z0}_0 0 ) (Φ_s + ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ), σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩

− (z − z_0)⟨2iz_0Φ_s − ( 0 ψ^{z0}_0 ψ̄^z0_0 0 ) Φ_s, σ_1⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩ − (z − z_0)^2i⟨Φ_s, σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z0}_1 ⟩

Via substituting the estimate (3.11) into above equation, it is adduced that

|z_1 − z_0| ≤ C(z_0)‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2|z_1 − z_0| + ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2,

which implies that when ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 is sufficiently small

|z_1 − z_0| ≤ C(z_0)‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2.

Combining the estimate (3.11) and taking ε = min{ε_0, ε_1}, the proof of Lemma 3.1 is complete. □ With the operator (3.4), the spectral problem (2.1) associated with q_0 under spectral z_1 can be rewrite as

L(z_1)Φ = ΔΦ, Δ = z_1 ( 0 ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0 ψ̄^z1_0 − q̄_0 0 ) . (3.13)

As shown in Lemma 3.1, it has an eigenvalue z_1. For convenience, denote Imz^2_1 = η, Rez^2_1 = ξ. Since |z_1 − z_0| ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2, when ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 is small enough, it follows that η > 0. We also denote Φ^{z1} := Φ^{z1} (ψ^{z1}_0 , z_1) = (⃗Φ^{z1}_1 , ⃗Φ^{z1}_2 ) as the fundamental solution matrix of the equation

L(z_1)Φ^{z1} = 0, (3.14)

where ⃗Φ^z1_j = (Φ^z1_{1j}, Φ^z1_{2j} )^T , j = 1, 2, (3.15)

with

Φ^{z1}_{11} = e^{−iξx−ηx} z_1e^{2ηx} + z̄_1e^{−2ηx} , Φ^{z1}_{12} = e^{−iξx}((4z^2_1 ηx + ξ)e^{−ηx} + |z_1|^2e^{3ηx})

z_1e^{2ηx} + z̄_1e^{−2ηx} Φ^{z1}_{21} = e^{iξx+ηx} z̄_1e^{2ηx} + z_1e^{−2ηx} , Φ^{z1}_{22} = e^{iξx}((−4z^2_1 ηx + ξ)e^{ηx} + |z_1|^2e^{−3ηx})

z̄_1e^{2ηx} + z_1e^{−2ηx} .

(3.16)

This enables us to consider the eigenvector Φ := Φ(q_0, z_1) with a new normalization condition ⟨Φ − ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 , ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ⟩ = 0. (3.17) Indeed, there must be a constant C such that C⟨Φ, ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ⟩ = ⟨⃗Φ^{z1}_1 , ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ⟩, otherwise ⟨Φ, ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ⟩ = 0. Then (3.13) also leads to that Φ = L(z_1)^{−1}ΔΦ, which implies Φ = 0. The following corollary is obtained by process analogous steps to Lemma 3.1.

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions in Lemma 3.1, let Φ := Φ(q_0, z_1) be the eigenvector of the spectral problem (2.1) associated with q_0 satisfying the normalization condition (3.17). Then ‖Φ − ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ‖_H1 ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2.

Now we shall estimate the errors between q_0 and the 1-soliton ψ^{z1}_0 . To develop this analysis, we first prove several technical results. The following proposition gives the explicit columnvector solution w ∈ H^1(R)∩ span{⃗Φ^{z1}_1 }^⊥ for the inhomogeneous linear equation L(z_1)w = h (3.18) for every column-vector function h ∈ L^2(R)∩ span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 }^⊥.

Proposition 3.1. For any h = (h_1, h_2)^T ∈ L^2(R)∩ span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 }^⊥, the inhomogeneous linear equation (3.18) has a unique solution w = (w_1, w_2)^T ∈ H^1(R)∩ span{⃗Φ^{z1}_1 }^⊥ given by w(x) = c(h)⃗Φ^{z1}_1 + Φ^{z1} (x) ∫_x (Φ^{z1} (s))^{−1}σ_3h(s) ds (3.19) where c(h) is a continuous linear functional on L^2(R) with c(h) = − 1 ‖⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ‖^2

⟨ Φ^{z1} (x) ∫_x (Φ^{z1} (s))^{−1}σ_3h(s) ds, ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ⟩.

Proof. Combining the equations (3.14) and (3.18), it is readily shown that ((Φ^{z1} )^{−1}w)_x = (Φ^{z1} )^{−1}σ_3h, (3.20) which yields w(x) = c_1 ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 + c_2 ⃗Φ^{z1}_2 + Φ^{z1} (x) ∫_x (Φ^{z1} (s))^{−1}σ_3h(s) ds, (3.21) where the constants c_1 and c_2 and the starting point of integration are undetermined. To ensure w ∈ H^1(R), it is natural to take c_2 = 0. For convenience, denote Υ_{11}(x) = ∫_x x_{11}

Φ^{z1}_{22}(s)h_1(s) ds, Υ_{12}(x) = ∫_x x_{12}

Φ^{z1}_{12}(s)h_2(s) ds, (3.22) Υ_{21}(x) = − ∫_x x_{21}

Φ^{z1}_{21}(s)h_1(s) ds, Υ_{22}(x) = − ∫_x x_{22}

Φ^{z1}_{11}(s)h_2(s) ds. (3.23) It then follows that Φ^{z1} (x) ∫_x (Φ^{z1} (s))^{−1}σ_3h(s) ds = ( Φ^{z1}_{11}(x)(Υ_{11}(x) + Υ_{12}(x)) + Φ^{z1}_{12}(x)(Υ_{21}(x) + Υ_{22}(x)) Φ^{z1}_{21}(x)(Υ_{11}(x) + Υ_{12}(x)) + Φ^{z1}_{22}(x)(Υ_{21}(x) + Υ_{22}(x)) ) .

In the following, we determine the constants x_{ij}, i, j = 1, 2, such that each term above belongs to L^2(R). Since η > 0, the following estimates hold

|Φ^{z1}_{11}|, |Φ^{z1}_{21}| ≲ e^{−η|x|}, |Φ^{z1}_{12}| ≲ e^{ηx}(χ_+(x) + xχ_−(x)), |Φ^{z1}_{22}| ≲ e^{−ηx}(xχ_+(x) + χ_−(x)), where χ_± are the characteristic functions on R^± respectively. It is then inferred that ‖Φ^{z1}_{11}Υ_{11}‖_2 ≲ ‖e^{−η|x|} ∫_x x_{11} χ_+(s)se^{−ηs}h_1(s) ds‖_2 + ‖e^{−η|x|} ∫_x x_{11} χ_−(s)e^{−ηs}h_1(s) ds‖_2. For the first term on the right-hand side of the above inequality, it is immediately ascertained that ‖e^{−η|x|} ∫_x x_{11} χ_+(s)se^{−ηs}h_1(s) ds‖_2 ≲ ‖e^{−η|x|}‖_2‖xχ_+(x)e^{−ηx}‖_2‖h_1‖_2. To ensure that the second term is finite, we take x_{11} = +∞. Therefore, applying Minkowski’s inequality yields that ‖e^{−η|x|} ∫_x x_{11}

χ_−(s)e^{−ηs}h_1(s) ds‖_2 = (∫_0 −∞ | | ∫_0 x e^{ηs}h_1(s − x) ds | |^2 )_{1/2}

≲ ‖h_1‖_2.

Similarly, ‖Φ^{z1}_{21}Υ_{11}‖_2 ≲ ‖h_1‖_2. And taking x_{11} = −∞, it is thereby inferred that ‖Φ^{z1}_{11}Υ_{12}‖_2, ‖Φ^{z1}_{21}Υ_{12}‖_2 ≲ ‖h_2‖_2. For Φ^{z1}_{12}Υ_{21}, we find that x_{21} can take ±∞ either. Without loss of generality, we take x_{21} = +∞. Thus, it is found that

‖Φ^{z1}_{12}Υ_{21}‖_2 ≲ ‖χ_+(x)e^{ηx} ∫_x +∞ e^{−η|s|}h_1(s) ds‖_2 + ‖χ_−(x)e^{ηx}x ∫_x +∞ e^{−η|s|}h_1(s) ds‖_2 ≲ ‖h_1‖_2.

Similarly, ‖Φ^{z1}_{22}Υ_{21}‖_2 ≲ ‖h_1‖_2. And taking x_{22} = −∞, it is thereby inferred that ‖Φ^{z1}_{12}Υ_{22}‖_2, ‖Φ^{z1}_{22}Υ_{22}‖_2 ≲ ‖h_2‖_2. This thus implies that c_1 is uniquely determined by the orthogonality condition ⟨⃗Φ^{z1}_1 , w⟩ = 0, namely, c_1 = − 1 ‖⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ‖^2

⟨Φ^{z1} (x) ∫_x (Φ^{z1} (s))^{−1}σ_3h(s) ds, ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ⟩, Since all other terms in (3.19) are in L^2(R), it follows that c_1(h) is a continuous linear functional on L^2(R). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1. □ We now introduce two Banach spaces of column vector functions A = A_1×A_2 and B = B_1×B_2 equipped with the norm

‖(w_1, w_2)^T ‖_A = ‖w_1‖_{A1} + ‖w_2‖_{A2} , ‖(h_1, h_2)^T ‖_B = ‖h_1‖_{B1} + ‖h_2‖_{B2} , (3.24) where the exact expression of ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 is given in (3.16) and ‖w_1‖_{A1} = inf_{f1+g1=w1} ( ‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}f_1‖_∞ + ‖(Φ^{z1}_{21})^{−1}g_1‖_{∞∩2} ) , ‖w_2‖_{A2} = inf_{f2+g2=w2} ( ‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}f_2‖_{∞∩2} + ‖(Φ^{z1}_{21})^{−1}g_2‖_∞ ) , ‖h_1‖_{B1} = inf_{f1+g1=h1} ( ‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}f_1‖_{1∩2} + ‖(Φ^{z1}_{21})^{−1}g_1‖_2 ) ,

‖h_2‖_{B2} = inf_{f2+g2=h2} ( ‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}f_2‖_2 + ‖(Φ^{z1}_{21})^{−1}g_2‖_{1∩2} ) . By virtue of the integral expression of w in Proposition 3.1, we give the estimate of the norm of w in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let h = (h_1, h_2)^T ∈ L^2(R)∩ span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 }^⊥, and w be the solution of the inhomogeneous linear equation (3.18) given in Proposition 3.1. Then it appears that ‖w‖_A ≲ ‖h‖_B. Proof. A direct fact is that for any f ∈ L^∞(R), ‖Φ^{z1}_{11}f‖_{A1} = inf_{f1+g1=f} ( ‖f_1‖_∞ + ‖e^{−2η(·)}g_1‖_{∞∩2} ) ≤ ‖f‖_∞, ‖Φ^{z1}_{21}f‖_{A2} = inf_{f2+g2=f} ( ‖e^{2η(·)}f_2‖_∞ + ‖g_2‖_{∞∩2} ) ≤ ‖f‖_∞. And for any f ∈ L^2(R), since (Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1} and (Φ^{z1}_{21})^{−1} have nonzero infimum, it then follows that ‖f‖_2 ≲ ‖f‖_{Bj} , j = 1, 2. Therefore, it is accomplished that ‖c(h)⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ‖_A ≤ |c(h)| ≲ ‖h‖_2 ≲ ‖h‖_B. (3.25) For the second term in (3.19), we take Φ^{z1}_{11}(x)Υ_{11}(x) and Φ^{z1}_{12}(x)Υ_{21}(x) as examples to give estimates. The others can be obtain analogously. Firstly, ‖Φ^{z1}_{11}Υ_{11}‖_{A1} ≤ ‖Υ_{11}‖_∞.

Then for any f_1 + g_1 = h_1, from the exact expression in (3.22), it is found that ‖Υ_{11}‖_∞ = ‖ ‖ ∫_x +∞ e^{iξs}((−4z^2_1 ηs + ξ)e^{ηx} + |z_1|^2e^{−3ηs}) z̄_1e^{2ηs} + z_1e^{−2ηs} h_1(s) ds‖_∞ = ‖ ∫^x +∞ e^{iξs}((−4z^2_1 ηs + ξ) + |z_1|^2e^{−4ηs}) |z̄_1e^{2ηs} + z_1e^{−2ηs}|^2 ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1(s) ) ds + ∫_x +∞ e^{iξs}((−4z^2_1 ηs + ξ)e^{2ηx} + |z_1|^2e^{−2ηs}) (z̄_1e^{2ηs} + z_1e^{−2ηs})^2 ( (z̄_1e^{2ηs} + z_1e^{−2ηs})e^{−ηs}g_1(s) ) ds‖_∞ ≲ ‖h_1‖_{B1} .

The estimate in the last step is obtained from the fact e^{iξs}((−4z^2_1 ηs + ξ) + |z_1|^2e^{−4ηs}) |z̄_1e^{2ηs} + z_1e^{−2ηs}|^2

∈ C^∞_0 (R), e^{iξs}((−4z^2_1 ηs + ξ)e^{2ηx} + |z_1|^2e^{−2ηs}) (z̄_1e^{2ηs} + z_1e^{−2ηs})^2 ∈ S(R). Next, for the term Φ^{z1}_{12}Υ_{21}, it is found that ‖Φ^{z1}_{12}Υ_{21}‖_{A1} ≲ E_1 + E_2, where

E_1 = ‖χ_+(x)e^{ηx} ∫_{+∞} x e^{−η|s|}|h_1(s)| ds‖_{A1} , E_2 = χ_−(x)xe^{ηx} ∫_{+∞} x e^{−η|s|}|h_1(s)| ds‖_{A1} .

For any f_1 + g_1 = |h_1|, in view of the fact that for 0 < x < s,

z̄_1e^{−2ηx} + z_1e^{2ηx}

z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs} ≲ e^{2η(s−x)}, it is adduced that

E_1 ≤ ‖χ_+(x)(z̄_1e^{−2ηx} + z_1e^{2ηx}) ∫_{+∞} x e^{−η|s|}|h_1(s)| ds‖_{2∩∞} = ‖ χ_+(x) ∫_{+∞} x z̄_1e^{−2ηx} + z_1e^{2ηx}

z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs} e^{−2ηs} ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1 ) ds + χ_+(x) ∫_{+∞} x z̄_1e^{−2ηx} + z_1e^{2ηx}

z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs} ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{−ηs}g_1 ) ds ‖ ‖_{2∩∞} ≲ ‖ ‖χ_+(x) ∫_{+∞} x e^{−2ηx} ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1 ) ds ‖ ‖_{2∩∞} + ‖ χ_+(x) ∫_{+∞} x e^{2η(s−x)} ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{−ηs}g_1 ) ds ‖ 2∩∞. Applying the Hölder and Minkovski inequalities yields the estimates in the following, ‖ χ_+(x) ∫_{+∞} x e^{−2ηx} ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1 ) ds ‖ ∞ ≤ ‖ ‖χ_+(x) ∫_{+∞} x e^{−2ηs} ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1 ) ds ‖ ‖_∞ ≲ ‖(z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1‖_2, ‖ χ_+(x)e^{−2ηx} ∫_{+∞} x ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1 ) ds ‖ 2 ≲ ‖(z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{ηs}f_1‖_1, ‖ χ_+(x) ∫_{+∞} x e^{2η(s−x)} ( (z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{−ηs}g_1 ) ds ‖ 2 ≲ ‖(z̄_1e^{−2ηs} + z_1e^{2ηs})e^{−ηs}g_1‖_2.

Thus we conclude that E_1 ≲ ‖h_1‖_{B1} . An similar estimate shows E_2 ≲ ‖h_1‖_{B1} . Together with

(3.25), we obtain desired result as indicated above. □

The following proposition gives the estimates of error between Φ and ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 .

Proposition 3.3. There exists a small ϵ such that when

‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2 ≤ ϵ,

the column-vector function Φ_s = Φ − ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 can be written in the following form

Φ_s = ( Φ^{z1}_{11}E_{11} − Φ̄^{z1}_{21}E_{12} Φ̄^z1_{11}E_{21} − Φ^z1_{21}E_{22} )

satisfying

‖E_{11}‖_∞ + ‖E_{12}‖_{2∩∞} + ‖E_{22}‖_∞ + ‖E_{21}‖_{2∩∞} ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2. (3.26)

In addition, if q_0 ∈ H^k(R), then for j = 1, ..., k,

‖∂^j_xE_{11}‖_∞ + ‖∂^j_xE_{12}‖_{2∩∞} + ‖∂^j_xE_{22}‖_∞ + ‖∂^j_xE_{21}‖_{2∩∞} < ∞. (3.27)

Proof. Via the normalization condition (3.17), Φ_s belongs to H^1(R)∩ span{⃗Φ^{z1}_1 }^⊥ and admits L(z_1)Φ_s = Δ(Φ_s + ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ) = z_1 ( (ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)(Φ^{z1}_{21} + Φ_{s2}) (ψ̄^{z1}_0 − q̄_0)(Φ^{z1}_{11} + Φ_{s1}) ) . (3.28) As an image of L(z_1)Φ_s, it holds that L(z_1)Φ_s ∈ L^2(R)∩ span{σ_1 ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 }^⊥. By Hölder’s inequality, it is adduced that for any scalar function h,

‖(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)h‖_{B1} ≲ ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2‖h‖_{A2} , ‖(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)h‖_{B2} ≲ ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2‖h‖_{A1} . Indeed, taking ‖(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)h‖_{B1} as an example, the bound follows from that

‖(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)h‖_{B1} = inf_{f1+g1=h} ( ‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)f_1‖_1 + ‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)f_1‖_2 +‖(Φ^{z1}_{21})^{−1}(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)g_1‖_2 ) ≤ inf

f_1+g_1=h ( ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}f_1‖_2 + ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2‖(Φ^{z1}_{11})^{−1}f_1‖_∞ +‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2‖(Φ^{z1}_{21})^{−1}g_1‖_∞ ) ≲ ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2‖h‖_{A1} .

Together with the fact that ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ∈ A and Proposition 3.2, it is readily seen that ‖Φ_s‖_A ≤ C‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2(1 + ‖Φ_s‖_A).

When ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2 is small enough, it then follows that ‖Φ_s‖_A ≲ ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2.

This completes the proof of (3.26) from the definition of the norm of A. As for (3.27), we consider the case k = j = 1. we differentiate the equation (3.28) with respect to x and obtain L(z_1)∂_xΦ_s = ∂_x(Δ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 ) + ( z_1 ( 0 ∂_xψ^{z1}_0 ∂_xψ̄^{z1}_0 0 ) + ∂_xΔ ) Φ_s + Δ∂_xΦ_s.

Analogously, ‖ ( z_1 ( 0 ∂_xψ^{z1}_0 ∂_xψ̄^{z1}_0 0 ) + ∂_xΔ ) Φ_s ‖ B ≲ (1 + ‖∂_x(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)‖_2)‖Φ_s‖_A, ‖∂_x(Δ⃗Φ^{z1}_1 )‖_B ≲ ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_{H1} .

It thereby transpires that

‖∂_xΦ_s‖_A ≲‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_{H1} + (1 + ‖∂_x(ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)‖_2)‖Φ_s‖_A + ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2‖∂_xΦ_s‖_A. Then under the smallness assumption on ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2, it then follows that ‖∂_xΦ_s‖_A < ∞, which leads to (3.27) immediately. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.3. □ The next lemma is the crux of this section.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a small positive constant ϵ, such that if q_0 ∈ L^2(R) and ‖ψ^{z1}_0 −q_0‖_2 ≤ ϵ, then q^{(1)}_0 ∈ L^2(R) satisfying ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2 ≲ ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0‖_2, (3.29) where Φ = (Φ_1, Φ_2)^T is the solution of the spectral problem (2.1) under normalization condition (3.17) and spectral z_1 given in Lemma 3.1, and q^{(1)}_0 is the Bäcklund transformation of q under (Φ, z_1) with

q^{(1)}_0 = ( z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2 z_1|Φ_1|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_2|^2

)_2 [

2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )Φ_1Φ̄_2 z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2 − q_0 ] . (3.30)

Moreover, when q_0 ∈ H^3(R), q^{(1)}_0 ∈ H^3(R).

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.3, a simple calculation shows that

Φ_1Φ̄_2 z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2 = Φ^{z1}_{11}Φ̄^{z1}_{21} z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 + W −^{Φz111 Φ̄z121}

z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21} |^2+z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11} |^2 W̃ 1 + W̃

, (3.31)

where W = 1 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 [ (Φ^{z1}_{11})^2Ē_{21}(1 + E_{11}) + Φ^{z1}_{11}Φ̄^{z1}_{21}(E_{11} − Ē_{22} − E_{12}Ē_{21} − E_{11}Ē_{22})

−(Φ̄^{z1}_{21})^2E_{12}(1 − Ē_{22}) ] , (3.32) W̃ = 1 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 [ |Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2(2 Re E_{11} + |E_{11}|^2 + |E_{21}|^2) − 2 Re(Φ^{z1}_{11}Φ^{z1}_{21}Ē_{12}(1 + E_{11}))

−|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2(2 Re E_{22} − |E_{12}|^2 − |E_{22}|^2) + 2 Re(Φ^{z1}_{11}Φ^{z1}_{21}Ē_{21}(1 − E_{22})) ] . (3.33) The exact expressions of Φ^{z1}_{11} and Φ^{z1}_{21} in (3.16) imply that for j = 1, 2, |Φ^{z1}_{j1}|^2 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 ∈ C^∞_B (R), |Φ^{z1}_{11}Φ̄^{z1}_{21}| z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 ∈ S(R). It thereby follows that ‖W ‖_{2∩∞} ≲‖E_{21}‖_{2∩∞}(1 + ‖E_{11}‖_∞) + ‖E_{12}‖_{2∩∞}(1 + ‖E_{22}‖_∞) + ‖E_{11}‖_∞ + ‖E_{22}‖_∞ + ‖E_{11}E_{22}‖_∞ + ‖E_{12}E_{21}‖_∞, ‖W̃ ‖_∞ ≲ ∑ i,j=1,2 ‖E_{ij} ‖_∞ + ( ∑ i,j=1,2 ‖E_{ij} ‖_∞)^2.

Then it is readily seen from the estimates in (3.26) that ‖W ‖_{2∩∞}, ‖W̃ ‖_∞ ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2. (3.34) Similarly, it is found that ( z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2 z_1|Φ_1|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_2|^2

)_2 = ( z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2

)_2 ( 1 + W̃ 1 + W̃

)_2 , with estimate ‖ ( 1 + W̃ 1 + W̃

)_2 ‖ ∞ ≲ 1.

It also follows from the exact expressions of Φ^{z1}_{11} and Φ^{z1}_{21} in (3.16) that ( z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2

)_2 ∈ C^∞_B (R). Combining with the estimates in (3.26) and the fact that 0 = ( z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2

)_2 (

ψ^{z1}_0 −

2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )Φ^{z1}_{11}Φ̄^{z1}_{21} z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 ) , it is readily seen that

q^{(1)}_0 = ( z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2

)_2 (

1 + W̃ 1 + W̃

)_2 ψ^{z1}_0 − q0 + 2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )

W −^{Φz111 Φ̄z121}

z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21} |^2+z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11} |^2 W̃ 1 + W̃ ,

= ( z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2

)_2 (

1 + W̃ 1 + W̃

)_2 (ψ^{z1}_0 − q_0)

+ ( z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 z_1|Φ^{z1}_{11}|^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{21}|^2

)_2 ( 1 + W̃ 1 + W̃

)_2

2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )

W −^{Φz111 Φ̄z121}

z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21} |^2+z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11} |^2 W̃ 1 + W̃ . Therefore, it transpires from (3.34) that

‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2 ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2 + ‖W ‖_2 + ‖W̃ ‖_∞ ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2,

which gives the estimates (3.29). To prove q^{(1)}_0 ∈ H^3(R), it remains to show that

1 + W̃ 1 + W̃ ∈ W^{3,∞}(R), W −^{Φz111 Φ̄z121}

z_1|Φ^{z1}_{21} |^2+z̄_1|Φ^{z1}_{11} |^2 W̃ 1 + W̃ ∈ H^3(R). It is sufficient to prove ∂^j_xW ∈ L^2(R) and ∂^j_xW̃ ∈ L^∞(R) for j = 1, 2, 3 which comes from the estimates (3.27) immediately. This implies the desired result as indicated above. □

Furthermore, the Bäcklund transformation (2.7) also gives a solution Φ^{(1)} := Φ^{(1)}(q^{(1)}_0 , z_1) = (Φ^{(1)}_1 , Φ^{(1)}_2 )^T of the spectral problem (2.1) associated to q^{(1)}_0 , where

Φ^{(1)}_1 =

Φ̄_2 z_1|Φ_1|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_2|^2

, Φ^{(1)}_2 =

Φ̄_1 z̄_1|Φ_1|^2 + z_1|Φ_2|^2

. (3.35)

4. From a small solution back to perturbed 1-soliton solution

In this section, we apply the Bäcklund transformation provided by (2.6)-(2.7) to transform a solution of the DNLS equation (1.1) from an L^2-neighborhood of the zero solution to an L^2- neighborhood of the 1-soliton solution. To accomplish this, we first construct the Jost function of the spectral problem (2.1) associated with a small solution q^{(1)}_0 at t = 0 under the spectrum z_1 with Imz^2_1 > 0. Denote its fundamental solution matrix as Ψ_0 := Ψ_0(q^{(1)}_0 , z_1). Define a matrix Jost function μ(x) = (μ_{ij} )_{2×2} by

μ(x) = Ψ_0(x)e^{iz21 xσ3} , (4.1) which thereby satisfies

∂_xμ = −2iz^2_1 ( 0 μ_{12} −μ_{21} 0 ) + U(q^{(1)}_0 , z_1)μ, (4.2)

with U defined in (2.4). Denote μ = (μ_1, μ_2), where the subscript 1 and 2 indicate the first and second columns of μ, respectively. Then equation (4.2) can be converted to two Volterra type integral equations, respectively.

μ_1(x) = ( 1 0 ) + ∫_x −∞ ( 1 0 0 e^{2iz21 (x−s)} ) U(q^{(1)}_0 , z_1)(s)μ_1(s) ds, (4.3)

μ_2(x) = ( 0 1 ) + ∫_x +∞ ( e^{−2iz21 (x−s)} 0 0 1 ) U(q^{(1)}_0 , z_1)(s)μ_2(s) ds. (4.4)

The existence and uniqueness of the solutions to above equations are given in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. There exists a small constant δ > 0 such that if ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2 < δ, then the integral equations (4.3) and (4.4) have unique solutions in the spaces L^∞(R)×(L^∞ (R)∩L^2 (R)), (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R)) × L^∞(R), respectively satisfying the following estimates

‖μ_{11} − 1‖_∞ + ‖μ_{21}‖_{2∩∞} + ‖μ_{22} − 1‖_∞ + ‖μ_{12}‖_{2∩∞} ≲ ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2.

Furthermore, if q^{(1)}_0 ∈ H^3(R), then for j = 1, 2, 3,

‖∂^j_xμ_{11}‖_∞ + ‖∂^j_xμ_{21}‖_{2∩∞} + ‖∂^j_xμ_{22}‖_∞ + ‖∂^j_xμ_{12}‖_{2∩∞} < ∞.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is given by taking μ_1 as an example. For convenience, denote n(x) = ( n_1(x) n_2(x) ) = μ_1(x) − ( 1 0 ) . Then the integral equation (4.3) reads

n = T n + n^{(0)}, (4.5)

where T is a integral operator defined by T ( n_1 n_2 ) (x) = ∫ R χ_+(x − s) ( 1 0 0 e^{2iz21 (x−s)} ) U(q^{(1)}_0 , z_1)(s) ( n_1(s) n_2(s) ) ds, and n^{(0)} = ( 0 n^{(0)}_2 (x) ) = ( 0 −z_1 ∫_x −∞ e^{2iz21 (x−s)}q̄^{(1)}_0 (s) ds ) . A directly calculation shows that

‖n^{(0)}_2 ‖_∞ ≤ |z_1|‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2‖χ_−e^{2ηx}‖_2 ≲ ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2,

‖n^{(0)}_2 ‖_2 ≤ |z_1|

∫_0 −∞ ( ∫ R |q̄(s − x)|^2 dx)^{1/2}e^{2ηs} ds ≲ ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2.

Next, we prove that T is a contraction operator on L^∞(R) × (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R)). For any f = (f_1, f_2)^T ∈ L^∞(R) × (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R)), applying the Hölder inequality gives that,

‖(T f)_1‖_∞ = ‖ ∫_x −∞ z_1q^{(1)}_0 (s)f_2(s) ds‖_∞ ≤ |z_1|‖f_2‖_2‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2,

‖(T f)_2‖_∞ = ‖ ∫_x −∞ e^{2iz21 (x−s)}z_1q̄^{(1)}_0 (s)f_1(s) ds‖_∞ ≤ |z_1|‖f_1‖_∞ ∫_x −∞ e^{−2η(x−s)}|q^{(1)}_0 (s)| ds ≲ ‖f_1‖_∞‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2,

‖(T f)_2‖_2 ≤ ‖

∫_0 −∞ e^{−2iz21 s}z_1q̄^{(1)}_0 (s − x)f_1(s − x) ds‖_2

≲ ‖f_1‖_∞‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2.

Therefore, when ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2 is sufficiently small, T is a contraction operator, which implies that I − T is reversible. It thereby appears that ‖n_1‖_∞ + ‖n_2‖_{2∩∞} ≲ ‖n^{(0)}_2 ‖_{2∩∞} ≲ ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2.

When q^{(1)}_0 ∈ H^3(R), taking the derivative of (4.5) and integral by parts yields

∂_xn = ∂_xn^{(0)} + ( z_1q^{(1)}_0 (x)n_2(x) − ∫_x −∞ 2iz^3_1 e^{2iz21 (x−s)}q̄^{(1)}_0 (s)n_1(s) ds − z_1q̄^{(1)}_0 (x)n_1(x) )

= (∂_xT )n + ∂_xn^{(0)} + T (∂_xn), where

(∂_xT )n = ( z_1 ∫_x −∞ ∂_s(q^{(1)}_0 )(s)n_2(s) − ∫_x −∞ z_1e^{2iz21 (x−s)}∂_s(q̄^{(1)}_0 )(s)n_1(s) ds ) ,

∂_xn^{(0)} = ( 0 −2iz^3_1 ∫_x −∞ e^{2iz21 (x−s)}q̄^{(1)}_0 (s) ds − z_1q̄^{(1)}_0 (x) ) , are both in L^∞(R) × (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R)) via analogous calculations. This in turn implies that ∂_xn ∈ L^∞(R) × (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R)). Similarly, it follows that ∂^j_xn ∈ L^∞(R) × (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R)), j = 2, 3. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.1. □

Our attention is now turned to the time evolution. Let q^{(1)}_0 ∈ H^3(R) be the initial data of the DNLS equation (1.1). Then it is shown in [14, 33] that there exists a unique solution q^{(1)} ∈ C([0, ∞), H^3(R)) of equation (1.1) with ‖q^{(1)}‖_2 = ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2, which implies that q^{(1)} ∈ C^1([0, ∞), H^1(R)). Then we could begin to consider the solution of the Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2) for every t ≥ 0. We use Ψ_0(x) obtained in (4.1) from μ(x) to be the initial data to solve the t-part of the Lax pair in (2.2) and obtain the Cauchy problem: { ∂_tΨ(t, x) = T (q^{(1)}, z_1)(t, x)Ψ(t, x), Ψ(0, x) = Ψ_0(x).

(4.6)

We continue to define μ(t, x) = Ψ(t, x)e^{iz21 xσ3} . (4.7)

It also satisfies the same form as the t-part of the Lax pair in (2.2):

μ_t = −2iz^4_1 σ_3μ + V (q^{(1)}, z_1)μ, (4.8)

which leads to the following integral equation μ(t, x) = e^{−2iz41 tσ3} μ(0, x) + ∫_t 0 e^{−2iz41 σ3(τ −t)}V (q^{(1)}, z_1)(τ, x)μ(τ, x) dτ. (4.9) The following lemma characterizes the matrix function μ(t, x).

Lemma 4.1. If q^{(1)} ∈ C([0, ∞), H^3(R)) with ‖q^{(1)}‖_2 = ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2 sufficient small, the matrix function μ(t, x) given by the integral equation (4.9) exists uniquely such that for every t ≥ 0, μ_{11}(t, ·), μ_{22}(t, ·) ∈ L^∞(R) and μ_{21}(t, ·), μ_{12}(t, ·) ∈ L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R). For every t ≥ 0, μ(t, x) as a function of x satisfies the x-equation in (4.2) subject to the boundary values lim x→−∞ μ_1(t, x) = ( e^{−2iz41 t} 0 ) , lim_{x→+∞} μ_2(t, x) = ( 0 e^{2iz41 t} ) , (4.10)

with

‖μ_{11}(t, ·) − e^{−2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{21}(t, ·)‖_{2∩∞} + ‖μ_{22}(t, ·) − e^{2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{12}(t, ·)‖_{2∩∞} ≲ ‖q^{(1)}‖_2. (4.11)

Proof. Similar to Proposition (4.1), we take μ_1(t, x) as an example to give the proof. For convenience, we denote V (q^{(1)}, z_1) = (V_{ij})_{2×2}, which is in C^1(R^+ , L^2(R)) ∩ C(R^+ , H^2(R)). The existence of μ_1(t, x) can be constructed by iterative sequence. Firstly, we will show that μ_1(t, ·) ∈ L^∞(R). Since μ_1(0, x) is bounded, in view of Proposition 4.1, it is also a continuous function. This thus implies from (4.8) that

∂_t(|μ_{11}|^2 + |μ_{21}|^2) =4 Im z^4_1 (|μ_{11}|^2 − |μ_{21}|^2) + 2 Re V_{11}(|μ_{11}|^2 − |μ_{21}|^2) + 2 Re μ_{11}μ̄_{21}(V̄_{12} + V_{21}).

Invoking the exact expression of V (q^{(1)}, z_1) in (2.5), it is adduced that

∂_t(|μ_{11}|^2 + |μ_{21}|^2) ≤ ( 4| Im z^4_1 | + |q^{(1)}|^2| Im z^2_1 | + 4| Im z^3_1 ||q^{(1)}| + 2| Im z_1|(|q^{(1)}_x | + |q^{(1)}|^3) ) (|μ_{11}|^2 + |μ_{21}|^2).

Applying Gronwall’s inequality, for any T_0 > 0, reveals that for every t ∈ [0, T_0],

|μ_{11}(t, x)|^2 + |μ_{21}(t, x)|^2 ≤ e^{C(T0)T0} (|μ_{11}(0, x)|^2 + |μ_{21}(0, x)|^2),

where

C(T_0) = sup t∈[0,T_0],x∈R ( 4| Im z^4_1 | + |q^{(1)}(t, x)|^2| Im z^2_1 | + 4| Im z^3_1 ||q^{(1)}(t, x)| + 2| Im z_1|(|q^{(1)}_x (t, x)| + |q^{(1)}(t, x)|^3) )

remains bounded for any finite T_0. Thus for any t > 0, μ_1(t, ·) ∈ L^∞(R).

Secondly, we will prove that μ_1(t, x) as a function of x satisfies the x-equation in (4.2), namely,

∂_xμ_1 = −2iz^2_1 ( 0 −μ_{21} ) + U(q^{(1)}, z_1)μ_1. (4.12)

To this end, it follows from μ_1(t, ·) ∈ L^∞(R) and μ_1 admitting the differential equation (4.8) that μ_1(·, x) ∈ C^1(R^+ ). Furthermore, via V (q^{(1)}, z_1)(t·), μ(0, ·) ∈ C^1(R), it is inferred that μ_1(t, ·) ∈ C^1(R), and μ_1 ∈ C^1(R^+ × R). Define a residual function R = ( R_1 R_2 ) = ∂_xμ_1 + 2iz^2_1 ( 0 −μ_{21} ) − U(q^{(1)}, z_1)μ_1.

Then R(0, x) ≡ 0. Recalling the matrix function X and T defined in (2.3), R(t, x) can be rewriten as R = ∂_xμ_1 − Xμ_1 − iz^2_1 μ_1.

It is noted that q^{(1)} ∈ C([0, ∞), H^3(R)) being the solution of the DNLS equation (1.1) is equivalent to ∂_xT − ∂_tX + [T, X] = 0. Therefore, it is adduced that ∂_tR = ∂_x(T )μ_1 + T ∂_x(μ_1) − ∂_t(X)μ_1 − XT μ_1 − iz^2_1 T μ_1 = T (∂_xμ_1 − Xμ_1 − iz^2_1 μ_1) = T (∂_xμ_1 − Xμ_1 − iz^2_1 μ_1) = T R. An analogous calculation then shows that ∂_t(|R_1|^2 + |R_2|^2) ≤ ( 4| Im z^4_1 | + |q^{(1)}|^2| Im z^2_1 | + 4| Im z^3_1 ||q^{(1)}| + 2| Im z_1|(|q^{(1)}_x | + |q^{(1)}|^3) ) (|R_1|^2 + |R_2|^2).

Again by Gronwall’s inequality, for any T_0 > 0, it follows that for every t ∈ [0, T_0], ∂_t(|R_1(t, x)|^2 + |R_2(t, x)|^2) ≤ e^{C(T0)T0} (|R_1(0, x)|^2 + |R_2(0, x)|^2) = 0.

Then R(t, x) ≡ 0, which means μ(t, x) admits the x-equation in (4.2). Thirdly, we will verify that μ_{21}(t, ·) ∈ L^2(R). To see this, we use the following estimate

∂_t|μ_{21}|^2 ≤(| Im z^4_1 | + 2|q^{(1)}|^2| Im z^2_1 | + | Im z^3_1 ||q^{(1)}| + | Im z_1|(|q^{(1)}_x | + |q^{(1)}|^3))|μ_{21}|^2 + (| Im z^3_1 ||q^{(1)}| + | Im z_1|(|q^{(1)}_x | + |q^{(1)}|^3))|μ_{11}|^2.

An application of Gronwall’s inequality, for any T_0 > 0 then reveals that for every t ∈ [0, T_0], |μ_{21}(t, x)|^2 ≤e^{C(T0)T0} |μ_{21}(0, x)|^2 + e^{C(T0)T0} ∫_{T0} 0 (| Im z^3_1 ||q^{(1)}(τ, x)| + | Im z_1|(|q^{(1)}_x (τ, x)| + |q^{(1)}(τ, x)|^3))|μ_{11}(τ, x)|^2 dτ.

Then for any finite time T_0 > 0, we have ‖μ_{21}(t, ·)‖_2 ≤ e^{C(T0)T0} ‖μ_{21}(0, ·)‖_2

+ e^{C(T0 )T0} ∫_{T0} 0 (| Im z^3_1 |‖q^{(1)}(τ, ·)‖_2 + | Im z_1|(‖q^{(1)}_x (τ, ·)‖_2 + ‖q^{(1)}(τ, ·)‖^3_2))‖μ_{11}(τ, ·)‖_∞ dτ. < ∞ which proves that μ_{21}(t, ·) ∈ L^2(R). Finally, via Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, the integral equation (4.9) and the fact that for any T_0 > 0, V (q^{(1)}, z_1) ∈ L^∞([0, T_0] × R) and lim x→±∞ V (q^{(1)}, z_1)(t, x) = 0, t ∈ [0, T_0], we obtain lim x→−∞ (μ_1(t, x) − e^{−2iz41 tσ3} μ_1(0, x)) = 0.

Since from (4.3), lim_{x→−∞}μ_1(0, x) = (1, 0)^T , it then gives (4.10). Hence μ_1 satisfies

μ_1(t, x) = ( e^{−2iz41 t} 0 ) + ∫_x −∞ ( 1 0 0 e^{2iz21 (x−s)} ) U(q^{(1)}, z_1)(s)μ_1(t, s) ds. (4.13)

Thus, (4.11) can be proved in exactly the same way as Proposition 4.1. Consequently, this completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. □

Using the Jost function μ(t, x), we can construct the Bäcklund transformation of q^{(1)}(t, x). Consider the column vector-valued function ν = (ν_1, ν_2)^T , with

ν = e^{a1+b1i}e^{−iz21 x}μ_1 + e^{a2+b2i}e^{iz21 x}μ_2, (4.14)

where a_1 and a_2 are two nonzero real constants and b_1, b_2 ∈ R. Then from Lemma 4.1, ν is also a solution of the Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2) associated to q^{(1)}(t, x) and spectrum z_1. As shown in (2.6)-(2.7), the Bäcklund transformation of (q^{(1)}(t, x), ν) is given by Q = ( z_1|ν_2|^2 + z̄_1|ν_1|^2 z_1|ν_1|^2 + z̄_1|ν_2|^2

)_2 [

2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )ν_1ν̄_2 z_1|ν_2|^2 + z̄_1|ν_1|^2

− q^{(1)} ] , (4.15)

Ψ^{(Q)}_1 = ν̄_2 z_1|ν_1|^2 + z̄_1|ν_2|^2

, Ψ^{(Q)}_2 = ν̄_1 z̄_1|ν_1|^2 + z_1|ν_2|^2

. (4.16)

Here Ψ^{(Q)} := Ψ^{(Q)}(Q, z_1) = (Ψ^{(Q)}_1 , Ψ^{(Q)}_2 )^T is the solution of the Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2) associated to Q.

It then follows from Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.1 that ν ≠ 0, ∂^j_xν_1 ∈ L^∞(R) × (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2(R)) while ∂^j_xν_2 ∈ (L^∞(R) ∩ L^2 (R)) × L^∞ (R), j = 1, 2, 3. Then Ψ^{(Q)} has the same properties as ν. This in turn implies ∂_t∂_xΨ^{(Q)} = ∂_x∂_tΨ^{(Q)}, whose compatibility condition yields that Q is a solution of the DNLS equation (1.1). The following lemma shows that Q belongs to a L^2-neighborhood of a 1-soliton.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that q^{(1)} ∈ C([0, ∞), H^3(R)) is a solution of the DNLS equation (1.1) with ‖q^{(1)}‖_2 < δ for a sufficiently small δ > 0. Then Q defined in (4.15) belongs to H^3(R) with ‖ Q − e^{(b1−b2+} Re z21 (a1−a2) 2 Im z21 )iψz1 (t, x + a1 − a2 2 Im z^2_1

)‖_2 ≤ C(δ)‖q^{(1)} ‖ 2. (4.17)

Proof. Q ∈ H^3(R) could be verified from its definition and the property of Ψ^{(Q)} immediately. On the other hand, denoting

θ = i(z^2_1 x + 2z^4_1 t),

a direct calculation then gives that e^{(b1 −b2+} Re z21 (a1−a2) 2 Im z21 )iψz1 (t, x + a1 − a2 2 Im z^2_1 ) = ( z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1−a2} e^{−2 Re θ} z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{−2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1−a2} e^{2 Re θ}

)_2 × 2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )e^{(b1 −b2)i}e^{−2 Im θi} z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1−a2} e^{−2 Re θ}

. (4.18)

We now rewrite the expression ν_1ν̄_2 z_1|ν_2|^2 + z̄_1|ν_1|^2 = e^{(b1−b2)i}e^{−2 Im θi} z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1 −a2} e^{−2 Re θ} + W_1 − W_2^{e(b1−b2)ie−2 Im θi} z_1e^a2^{−a}1 e^{2 Re θ} +z̄_1e^a1^{−a}2 e^{−2 Re θ}

1 + W_2

, (4.19) ( z_1|ν_2|^2 + z̄_1|ν_1|^2 z_1|ν_1|^2 + z̄_1|ν_2|^2

)_2 = ( z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1 −a2} e^{−2 Re θ} z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{−2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1 −a2} e^{2 Re θ}

)_2 (

1 + W̄_2 1 + W_2

)_2

, (4.20)

where

W_1 = 1 z_1e^{2a2} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{2a1} e^{−2 Re θ} [( c_1c̄_2(μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t})e^{−2ξix} + |c_2|^2μ_{12}e^{−2 Im z21 x}e^{−ixξ} ) e^{2iz̄41 t} + e^{−2iz41 t} ( |c_1|^2μ̄_{21}e^{2 Im z21 x} + c_1c̄_2(μ_{22} − e^{2iz4}1^t)e^{2iξx} )

+ |c_1|^2(μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t})μ̄_{21}e^{2 Im z21 x} + c_1c̄_2(μ_{22} − e^{2iz4}1^t)(μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t})e^{−ixξ}

+c_2c̄_1μ_{12}μ̄_{21}e^{2 Im z21 x} + |c_2|^2μ_{12}(μ_{22} − e^{2iz4}1^t)e^{−2 Im z21 x} ] , W_2 = z̄_1 z_1e^{2a2} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{2a1} e^{−2 Re θ} [ 2 Re ( c_1e^{−2iz41 t} ( c_1(μ_{11} − e^{−2iz4}1^t)e^{2 Im z21 x} + c̄_2μ̄_{12}e^{−2ixξ} ))

+ |c_1(μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t})|^2e^{2 Im z21 x} + |c_2μ_{12}|^2e^{−2 Im z21 x}

+2 Re(c_1c_2(μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t})μ_{12}) ]

+ z_1 z_1e^{2a2} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{2a1} e^{−2 Re θ} [ 2 Re c_2e^{2iz41 t} ( c_1μ_{21}e^{2iξx} + c̄_2(μ_{22} − e^{2iz4}1^t)e^{−2 Im z21 x} )

+ |c_1μ_{21}|^2e^{2 Im z21 x} + |c_2(μ_{22} − e^{2iz41 t})|e^{−2 Im z21 x}

+2 Re(c_1c_2μ_{21}(μ_{22} − e^{2iz41 t})) ] . Here for convenience we denote c_j = e^{aj +bj i}, j = 1, 2.

We now know that as functions of x, 1 z_1e^{2a2} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{2a1} e^{−2 Re θ} ∈ S(R), e^{±2 Im z21 x} z_1e^{2a2} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{2a1} e^{−2 Re θ}

∈ C^∞_0 (R),

and as functions of t, on the other hand, 1 z_1e^{2a2} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{2a1} e^{−2 Re θ} , e^{±2 Im z41 t} z_1e^{2a2} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{2a1} e^{−2 Re θ} ∈ S(R). It then follows that

‖W_1‖_2 ≲‖μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{22} − e^{2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{21}‖_2 + ‖μ_{12}‖_2

+ ‖μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t}‖_∞(‖μ_{21}‖_2 + ‖μ_{22} − e^{2iz41 t}‖_∞) + ‖μ_{12}‖_2(‖μ_{21}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{22} − e^{2iz41 t}‖_∞),

‖W_2‖_∞ ≲‖μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{22} − e^{2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{21}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{12}‖_∞

+ (‖μ_{11} − e^{−2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{22} − e^{2iz41 t}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{21}‖_∞ + ‖μ_{12}‖_∞)^2.

In view of (4.11), we conclude that when ‖q^{(1)}‖_2 is small,

‖W_1‖_2, ‖W_2‖_∞ ≲‖q^{(1)}‖_2.

This in turn implies that ‖ ‖ ( 1 + W̄_2 1 + W_2

)_2 − 1 ‖ ‖_∞ = ‖ ‖ ( 1 + W̄_2 1 + W_2 + 1 )¯ W_2 − W_2 1 + W_2 ‖ ‖_∞ ≲ ‖q^{(1)}‖_2.

Substituting (4.18) and equality (4.19)-(4.20) into (4.15), we obtain Q − e^{(b1−b2+} Re z21 (a1−a2) 2 Im z21 )iψz1 (t, x + a1 − a2 2 Im z^2_1 ) = − ( z_1e^{a2 −a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1 −a2} e^{−2 Re θ} z_1e^{a2 −a1} e^{−2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1−a2} e^{2 Re θ}

)_2 (

1 + W̄_2 1 + W_2

)_2

q^{(1)} + e^{(b1−b2+} Re z21 (a1−a2) 2 Im z21 )iψz1 (t, x + a1 − a2 2 Im z^2_1 ) ( 1 − ( 1 + W̄_2 1 + W_2

)_2)

+ ( z_1e^{a2 −a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1 −a2} e^{−2 Re θ} z_1e^{a2 −a1} e^{−2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1−a2} e^{2 Re θ}

)_2 W_1 − W_{2 e}^{(b}1^{−b}2^{)i}_e^{−2 Im θi}

z_1e^a2^{−a}1 e^{2 Re θ} +z̄_1e^a1^{−a}2 e^{−2 Re θ}

1 + W_2 . Consequently, there exists a small δ > 0 such that when ‖q^{(1)}‖_2 < δ, ‖Q − e^{(b1−b2+} Re z21 (a1−a2) 2 Im z21 )iψz1 (t, x + a1 − a2 2 Im z^2_1

)‖_2 ≤ ‖ ‖ ( z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1−a2} e^{−2 Re θ} z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{−2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1−a2} e^{2 Re θ}

)_2 (

1 + W̄_2 1 + W_2 )_2 ‖ ‖ ∞ ‖q^{(1)}‖_2 + ‖ψ^{z1} (t, ·)‖_2 ‖ ‖ ( 1 + W̄_2 1 + W_2

)_2 − 1 ‖ ‖_∞

+ ‖ ‖ ‖z^1e^{a2−a1} e^{2 Re θ} + z̄^1e^{a1−a2} e^{−2 Re θ} z_1e^{a2−a1} e^{−2 Re θ} + z̄_1e^{a1 −a2} e^{2 Re θ} ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ∞ ‖ ‖ ‖ W_1 − W_2^{e(b1−b2)ie−2 Im θi} z_1e^a2^{−a}1 e^{2 Re θ} +z̄_1e^a1^{−a}2 e^{−2 Re θ}

1 + W_2 ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≲ ‖q^{(1)}‖_2.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. □

5. Proof of stability theorem

We are now in a position to provide a proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof is divided into two steps. Firstly, we establish the L^2-orbital stability of the DNLS equation (1.1) under the condition q_0 ∈ H^3(R).

As demonstrated in Section 3, the Bäcklund transformation maps an L^2-neighborhood of the 1-soliton solution to that of zero. Specifically, Lemma 3.1 indicates that if |q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 |_2 < ε, then the spectral problem (2.1) associated with q_0 has an eigenvalue z_1 and an eigenvector Φ := Φ(q_0, z_1) satisfying the normalization condition (3.17), with |z_1 − z_0| ≲ |q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 |_2. Furthermore,

‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2 ≤ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 + ‖ψ^{z1}_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2.

Let ε be sufficiently small, such that ‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2 < ϵ required in Lemma 3.2. It thus follows from Lemma 3.2 that the Bäcklund transformation constructed by Φ maps q_0 to a small q^{(1)}_0 satisfying

‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2 ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z1}_0 ‖_2 ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2.

It also maps Φ to a vector solution Φ^{(1)} := Φ^{(1)}(q^{(1)}_0 , z_1) = (Φ^{(1)}_1 , Φ^{(1)}_2 )^T in (3.35) of the spectral problem (2.1) associated to q^{(1)}_0 . Choose ε to be sufficiently small such that ‖q^{(1)}_0 ‖_2 < δ with δ determined in Lemma 4.2.

We now focus on the time t. Given that the time evolution discussed in Section 4 requires the condition q^{(1)}_0 ∈ H^3(R), we initially assume that q^{(1)}_0 ∈ C([0, ∞), H^3(R)). Let q^{(1)} ∈ H^3(R) denote the solution of the DNLS equation (1.1) with initial value q^{(1)}_0 . The Lax pair associated with q^{(1)}, having a solution under the spectrum z_1, yields a column vector function solution ν := ν(q^{(1)}, z_1) as defined in (4.14):

ν(t, x) = e^{a1 (t)+b1 (t)i}e^{−iz21 x}μ_1(t, x) + e^{a2(t)+b2 (t)i}e^{iz21 x}μ_2(t, x), (5.1)

where the coefficients a_j , b_j , j = 1, 2, may rely on time t and μ_1, μ_2 are constructed in Lemma 4.2. Note that ν also admit the t-part of Lax pair (2.2). Then via substituting (5.1) into (2.2), it transpires that a_j, b_j , j = 1, 2 are constants. Specially, when t = 0, by the linear superposition principle, there exists two pairs of constants (a_j , b_j ), j = 1, 2, such that

Φ^{(1)}(x) = e^{a1+b1i}e^{−iz21 x}μ_1(0, x) + e^{a2+b2i}e^{iz21 x}μ_2(0, x) = ν(0, x),

for Φ^{(1)}(x) given in (3.35). Therefore, Lemma 4.2 gives that via the Bäcklund transformation (4.15), we obtain a new solution Q ∈ C([0, ∞), H^3(R)) of the DNLS equation (1.1) with ‖Q − e^{(b1−b2+} Re z21 (a1−a2) 2 Im z21 )iψz1 (t, x + a1 − a2 2 Im z^2_1

)‖_2 ≤ C(δ)‖q^{(1)}‖_2. (5.2)

When t = 0, from its definition one can check that Q(0, x) = q_0(x). Indeed, from the definitions of q^{(1)}, Φ^{(1)} and Q in (3.30), (3.35) and (4.15), respectively, it appears that Q(0, x) = ( z_1|Φ^{(1)}_2 |^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{(1)}_1 |^2 z_1|Φ^{(1)}_1 |^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{(1)}_2 |^2

)_2 [ 2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )Φ^{(1)}_1 Φ̄^{(1)}_2 z_1|Φ^{(1)}_2 |^2 + z̄_1|Φ^{(1)}_1 |^2

− q^{(1)}_0 ]

= ( z_1|Φ_1|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_2|^2 z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2

)_2 [ 2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )Φ_1Φ̄_2(z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2) (z_1|Φ_1|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_2|^2)^2 − ( z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2 z_1|Φ_1|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_2|^2

)_2 [

2i(z^2_1 − z̄^2_1 )Φ_1Φ̄_2 z_1|Φ_2|^2 + z̄_1|Φ_1|^2 − q_0 ]] = q_0

It thereby follows from the uniqueness of the global solution of the DNLS equation (1.1) with initial value q(0) = q_0 that Q ≡ q. Hence we have proved Theorem 1.1 in H^3(R), namely, ‖q − e^{(b1 −b2+} Re z21 (a1−a2) 2 Im z21 )iψz1 (t, x + a1 − a2 2 Im z^2_1

)‖_2 ≲ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2. (5.3)

For q_0 only belongs to L^2(R), there exists an approximating sequence {q_{0,n}}_{n∈N} ⊂ S(R) ⊂ H^3(R) converging to q_0 as n → ∞ in the L^2-norm. Without loss of generality, we assume that for every n ∈ N, ‖q_{0,n} − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 ≤ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2.

Based on the above analysis, we can identify a sequence of eigenvalues z_n, n ∈ N such that |z_n − z_0| ≲ ‖q_{0,n} − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2.

Let q_n ∈ C([0, ∞), H^3(R)) denote the global solution of (1.1) with the initial value q_{0,n}. Then for every t > 0, there exists three sequences of constants {a_n}, {b_n} and {z_n} such that ‖q_n(t, ·) − e^{bi}ψ^{zn} (t, · + a)‖_2 ≤ C‖q_{0,n} − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2. (5.4) On the other hand, there exists a sub-sequence {n_k} of N such that {z_{nk} } converges. We denote lim_{k→∞}z_{nk} = z_1. Note that q_n converges to q uniformly for t ∈ [0, T_0] for every T_0 > 0 [14]. Namely, for ε = ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2, there exists a K_0 > 0 such that for any t ∈ [0, T_0] ‖q_{nK0} (t, ·) − q(t, ·)‖_2 ≤ ‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2. It then follows that for any t ∈ [0, T_0], inf_{a,b∈R} ‖q(t, ·) − e^{bi}ψ^{z1} (t, · + a)‖_2 ≤‖q_{nK0} (t, ·) − e^{bK0 i}ψ^{znK}0 (t, · + a_{K0} )‖_2 + ‖q(t, ·) − q_{nK0} (t, ·)‖_2 + inf_{a,b∈R} ‖e^{bi}ψ^{znK}0 (t, · + a) − ψ^{z1} (t, ·)‖_2 ≲‖q_{0,nK0} − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2 + ‖q(t, ·) − q_{nK0} (t, ·)‖_2 + |z_{nK0} − z_1| ≲‖q_0 − ψ^{z0}_0 ‖_2.

As the right-hand side of the above estimate is independent of T_0, this generates the desired stability estimate in Theorem 1.1. □

Acknowledgements

The work of Fan and Yang is partially supported by NSFC under grants 12271104, 51879045 and China Postdoctoral Science Foundation. The work of Liu is partially supported by the Simons Foundation under grant 499875.

References

[1] G. P. Agrawal, Nonlinear fiber optics. Academic Press, Boston, 1989.

[2] M. A. Alejo and C. M.un̄oz, Dynamics of complex-valued modified KdV solitons with applications to the stability of breathers. Anal. PDE, 8 (2015), 629-674.

[3] D. Anderson and M. Lisak, Nonlinear asymmetric self-phase modulation and self-steepening of pulses in long optical waveguides, Phys. Rev. A., 27 (1983), 1393-1398.

[4] H. Bahouri and G. Perelman, Global well-posedness for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Invent. Math., 229 (2022), 639-688.

[5] T. Cazenave and P. L. Lions, Orbital stability of standing waves for some nonlinear Schrödinger equations., Commun. Math. Phys., 85 (1982), 549-561.

[6] M. Colin and M. Ohta, Stability of solitary waves for derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 23 (2006), 753-764.

[7] A. Contreras and D. E. Pelinovsky, Stability of multi-solitons in the cubic NLS equation, J.

Hyper. Diff. Eqs., 11 (2014), 329-353.

[8] A. Contreras, D. E. Pelinovsky and Y. Shimabukuro, L^2 orbital stability of Dirac solitons in the massive Thirring model, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 41 (2016), 227-255.

[9] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah and W. Strauss., Stability theory of solitary waves in the presence of symmetry, J. Funct. Anal., 74 (1987), 160-197.

[10] B. Guo, L. Ling, and Q. P. Liu, High-order solutions and generalized Darboux transformations of derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equations, Stud. Appl. Math., 130 (2013), 317-344.

[11] B. L. Guo and Y. F. Wu, Orbital stability of solitary waves for the nonlinear derivative Schrödinger equation, J. Differential Equations, 123 (1995), 35-55.

[12] Z. H. Guo and Y. F. Wu, Global well-posedness for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation in H^{1/2}(R), Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 37 (2017), 257-264.

[13] B. Harrop-Griffiths, R. Killip, M. Ntekoume and M. Vişan, Large-data equicontinuity for the derivative NLS, Int. Math. Res. Not., 2023 (2023), 4601-4642.

[14] B. Harrop-Griffiths, R. Killip, M. Ntekoume and M. Vişan, Global well-posedness for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation in L^2(R), arXiv:2204.12548, to appear in J. Eur. Math. Soc.

[15] N. Hayashi, The initial value problem for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation in the energy space, Nonlinear Analysis: Theory, Methods and Applications, 20 (1993), 823-833.

[16] A. Hoffman and C. E. Wayne, Orbital stability of localized structures via Bäcklund transformations, Diff. Int. Equations, 26 (2013), 303-320.

[17] K. Imai, Generalization of Kaup-Newell inverse scattering formulation and Darboux transformation, J. Phys. Soc. Japan, 68 (1999), 355-359.

[18] R. Jenkins, J. Liu, P. Perry, and C. Sulem, Global well-posedness for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 43 (2018), 1151-1195.

[19] D. J. Kaup and A. C. Newell, An exact solution for a Derivative Nonlinear Schrödinger equation, J. Math. Phys., 19 (1978), 798-801.

[20] R. Killip, M. Ntekoume, and M. Vişan, On the well-posedness problem for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Anal. PDE, 16 (2023), 1245-1270.

[21] R. Killip, and M. Vişan, Orbital stability of KdV multisolitons in H^{−1}, Commun. Math. Phys., 389 (2022), 1445-1473.

[22] H. Koch and D. Tataru, Multisolitons for the cubic NLS in 1-d and their stability, arXiv:2008.13352.

[23] S. Kwon and Y. Wu, Orbital stability of solitary waves for derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, J. d’Analyse Mathématique, 135 (2018), 473-486.

[24] S. Le Coz, and Y. F. Wu, , Stability of multi-solitons for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Int. Math. Res. Not., 13 (2018), 4120-4170.

[25] J. Liu, P. Perry and C. Sulem, Global existence for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation by the method of inverse scattering, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 41 (2016), 1692- 1760.

[26] W. Mio, T. Ogino, K. Minami and S. Takeda, Modified nonlinear Schrödinger for Alfvén waves propagating along the magnetic field in cold plasma, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 41 (1976), 265-271.

[27] T. Mizumachi and D. E. Pelinovsky, Bäcklund transformation and L^2-stability of NLS solitons, Int. Math. Res. Not., 9 (2012), 2034-2067.

[28] E. Mj∅lhus, On the modulational instability of hydromagnetic waves parallel to the magnetic field, J. Plasma Phys., 16 (1976), 321-334.

[29] E. Mj∅lhus, Nonlinear Alfvén waves and the DNLS equation: oblique aspects, Phys. Scr., 40 (1989), 227-237.

[30] F. Merle and L. Vega, L^2 stability of solitons for KdV equation, Int. Math. Res. Not., 13 (2003), 735-753.

[31] D. E. Pelinovsky, A. Saalmann and Y. Shimabukuro, The derivative NLS equation: global existence with solitons, Dyn. PDE, 14 (2017), 271-294.

[32] D. E. Pelinovsky and Y. Shimabukuro, Existence of global solutions to the derivative NLS equation with the inverse scattering transform method, Int. Math. Res. Not., 2018 (2017), 5663- 5728.

[33] T. Ozawa, On the nonlinear Schrödinger equations of derivative type, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 45 (1996), 137-163.

[34] H. Takaoka, Well-posedness for the one-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equation with the derivative nonlinearity, Adv. Differential Equations, 4 (1999), 561-580.

[35] M. Tsutsumi and I. Fukuda, On solutions of the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation.

Existence and uniqueness theorem, Funkcialaj Ekvacioj, 23 (1980), 259-277.

[36] N. Tzoar and M. Jain, Self-phase Modulation in long-geometry optical waveguide, Phys. Rev.

A., 23 (1981), 1266-1270.

[37] M. I. Weinstein, Lyapunov stability of ground states of nonlinear dispersive evolution equations, Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 39 (1986), 51-68.

[38] Y. F. Wu, Global well-posedness on the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Anal. PDE, 8 (2015), 1101-1112.

[39] S. W. Xu, J. S. He and L. H. Wang, The Darboux transformation of the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation, J. Phys. A, 30 (2011), 305203.

(Yiling Yang) School of Mathematical Sciences and Key Laboratory for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University, P. R. China.

Email address: ylyang19@fudan.edu.cn

(Engui Fan) School of Mathematical Sciences and Key Laboratory for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University, P. R. China.

Email address: faneg@fudan.edu.cn

(Yue Liu) Department of Mathematics, University of Texas at Arlington, TX 76019 Email address: yliu@uta.edu