arXiv:2412.16274v1 [math.AP] 20 Dec 2024

CLASSIFICATION OF KINK CLUSTERS FOR SCALAR FIELDS IN DIMENSION 1+1

JACEK JENDREJ AND ANDREW LAWRIE

Abstract. We consider a real scalar field equation in dimension 1 ` 1 with an even, positive self-interaction potential having two non-degenerate zeros (vacua) 1 and ´1. Such a model admits non-trivial static solutions called kinks and antikinks. We define a kink n-cluster to be a solution approaching, for large positive times, a superposition of n alternating kinks and antikinks whose velocities converge to 0. They can be equivalently characterized as the solutions of minimal possible energy containing n ´ 1 transitions between the vacua, or as the solutions whose kinetic energy decays to 0 in large time.

Our first main result is a determination of the main-order asymptotic behavior of any kink n-cluster. The proof relies on a reduction, using appropriately chosen modulation parameters, to an n-body problem with attractive exponential interactions. We then construct a kink n-cluster for any prescribed initial positions of the kinks and antikinks, provided that their mutual distances are sufficiently large. Next, we prove that the set of all the kink n-clusters is an n-dimensional topological manifold, and we show how it can be parametrized by the positions of the kinks in the configuration. The proof relies on energy estimates and the contraction mapping principle, using the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction technique. Finally, we show that kink clusters are universal profiles for the formation/collapse of multikink configurations. In this sense, they can be interpreted as forming the stable/unstable manifold of the multikink state given by a superposition of n infinitely separated alternating kinks and antikinks.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Kinks and interactions between them 14 3. Preliminaries on the Cauchy problem 37 4. Estimates on the modulation parameters 40 5. Characterizations of kink clusters 50 6. Main order asymptotic behavior of kink clusters 55 7. Existence of a kink n-cluster for prescribed initial positions 64 8. Kink clusters as profiles of kink collapse 67 9. Well-posedness of the linearized problem 70 10. Analysis of the projected equation 75 11. Analysis of the bifurcation equation 87 12. Proof of the uniqueness of kink clusters and corollaries 93 References 95

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35L71 (primary), 35B40, 37K40. Key words and phrases. kink; multisoliton; nonlinear wave.

J. Jendrej is supported by ANR-18-CE40-0028 project “ESSED” and ERC Starting Grant “INSOLIT” 101117126. A. Lawrie is supported by NSF grant DMS-2247290. 1

1. Introduction 1.1. Setting of the problem. We study scalar field equations in dimension 1 ` 1, which are associated to the Lagrangian action

(1.1) L pϕq “ ż_8 ´8 ż_8 ´8 ´1 2 pB_tϕq^2´ 1 2 pB_xϕq^2 ´ Upϕq ¯ dx dt, where the self-interaction potential U : R Ñ r0, `8q is a given smooth function. The unknown field ϕ “ ϕpt, xq is assumed to be real-valued. The resulting Euler-Lagrange equation is (1.2) B^2_t ϕpt, xq ´ B^2_xϕpt, xq ` U^1pϕpt, xqq “ 0, pt, xq P R ^ R, ϕpt, xq P R. We assume that

‚ U is an even function, ‚ Upϕq ą 0 for all ϕ P p´1, 1q, ‚ Up´1q “ Up1q “ 0 and U^2p1q “ U^2p´1q “ 1.

The zeros of U are called the vacua. Linearization of (1.2) around each of the vacua 1 and ´1, ϕ “ ˘1 ` g, yields the free linear Klein-Gordon equation of mass 1: (1.3) B^2_t g_Lpt, xq ´ B^2_xg_Lpt, xq ` g_Lpt, xq “ 0.

Two well-known examples of (1.2) satisfying the hypotheses above are the sine-Gordon equation

(1.4) B^2_t ϕpt, xq ´ B^2_xϕpt, xq´ 1 π sinpπϕpt, xqq “ 0, where we have taken Upϕq “^1_{π2} ` 1 ` cospπϕq ˘ , and the ϕ^4 model

B^2_t ϕpt, xq ´ B^2_xϕpt, xq´ 1 2 ϕpt, xq` 1 2 ϕpt, xq^3 “ 0,

for which Upϕq “^1_8 p1 ´ ϕ^2q^2.

The equation (1.2) can be rewritten as a system of first order in t:

(1.5) B_t ^ ϕpt, xq 9ϕpt, xq ˙ “ ^ 9ϕpt, xq B^2_xϕpt, xq ´ U^1pϕpt, xqq ˙ . We denote ϕ_0 “ pϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q^T an element of the phase space (in the sequel, we omit the transpose in the notation). The potential energy E_p, the kinetic energy E_k and the total energy E of a state are given by

E_ppϕ_0q “ ż_{`8} ´8 ´1 2 pB_xϕ_0pxqq^2 ` Upϕ_0pxqq ¯ dx, E_kp 9ϕ_0q “ ż_{`8} ´8 1 2 p 9ϕ_0pxqq^2 dx,

Epϕ_0q “ ż_{`8} ´8 ´1 2 p 9ϕ_0pxqq^2` 1 2 pB_xϕ_0pxqq^2 ` Upϕ_0pxqq ¯ dx. Denoting ϕpt, xq :“ pϕpt, xq, 9ϕpt, xqq, the system (1.5) can be reformulated in the Hamiltonian form as (1.6) B_tϕptq “ JDEpϕptqq, where J :“ ^ 0 1 ´1 0 ˙ is the standard symplectic form and D is the Fréchet derivative for

the L^2 ^ L^2 inner product. In particular, E is a conserved quantity, and we denote Epϕq the energy of a solution ϕ of (1.6).

The set of finite energy states ϕ_0 “ pϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q contains the following affine spaces:

E_{1,1} :“ tpϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q : Epϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q ă 8 and lim_{xÑ´8} ϕ_0pxq “ 1, lim_{xÑ8} ϕ_0pxq “ 1u,

E_{´1,´1} :“ tpϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q : Epϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q ă 8 and lim_{xÑ´8} ϕ_0pxq “ ´1, lim_{xÑ8} ϕ_0pxq “ ´1u,

E_{1,´1} :“ tpϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q : Epϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q ă 8 and lim_{xÑ´8} ϕ_0pxq “ 1, lim_{xÑ8} ϕ_0pxq “ ´1u,

E_{´1,1} :“ tpϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q : Epϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q ă 8 and lim_{xÑ´8} ϕ_0pxq “ ´1, lim_{xÑ8} ϕ_0pxq “ 1u.

In the case of the ϕ^4 model, these are all the finite-energy states, but in general there can be other states of finite energy, for example if U has other vacua than 1 and ´1. Here, the states which we consider will always belong to one of the four affine spaces listed above, which are all parallel to the space

E :“ H^1 ^ L^2.

Equation (1.6) admits static solutions. They are the critical points of the potential energy. The trivial ones are the vacuum fields ϕpt, xq “ ˘1. The solution ϕpt, xq “ 1 (resp. ϕpt, xq “ ´1) has zero energy and is the ground state in E_{1,1} (resp. E_{´1,´1}).

There are also non-constant static solutions ϕpt, xq connecting the two vacua, that is

(1.7) lim_{xÑ´8} ϕpt, xq “ ¯1, lim_{xÑ8} ϕpt, xq “ ˘1.

One can describe all these solutions. There exists a unique increasing odd function H : R Ñ p´1, 1q such that all the solutions of (1.7) are given by ϕpt, xq “ ˘Hpx ´ aq for some a P R. The basic properties of H are given in Section 2. Its translates are called the kinks and are the ground states in E_{´1,1}. The translates of the function ´H are called the antikinks and are the ground states in E_{1,´1}.

The condition (1.7) defines a topological class, since for any continuous path of finite energy states, either all or none of them satisfy (1.7). In general, minimizers of the energy in a topological class that does not contain vacua are called topological solitons. Topological solitons were introduced in the physics literature by Skyrme as candidates for particles in classical field theories; see [62, 41]. Kinks and antikinks are one dimensional examples, and in higher dimensions examples include vortices, harmonic maps, monopoles, Skyrmions, and instantons. In this context, it is natural to investigate to what extent multikinks (defined below) can be effectively described as a system of interacting point particles. In other words, can their dynamical behavior be captured by means of a small number of parameters, for instance their positions and momenta.

The Lagrangian (1.1) is invariant under the Poincaré group, from which we see that applying a Lorentz boost to the stationary kink ϕptq “ pHpx´aq, 0q, one obtains a traveling kink. Given pa, vq P R ^ p´1, 1q, we denote

Hpa, v; xq :“ Hpγ_vpx ´ aqq, γ_v :“ p1 ´ v^2q^{´ 12} and Hpa, v; xq :“ ` Hpa, v; xq, ´vB_xHpa, v; xq ˘ “ ` Hpγ_vpx ´ aqq, ´vγ_v B_xHpγ_vpx ´ aqq ˘ . Then ϕptq “ Hpa ` vt, vq is a solution of (1.6), in other words (1.8) ´vB_xHpa, vq “ vB_aHpa, vq “ JDEpHpa, vqq. The momentum of a state ϕ_0 “ pϕ_0, 9ϕ_0q is given by

P pϕ_0q “´ ż_8 ´8 9ϕ_0pxqB_xϕ_0pxq dx “ ´1 2 xB_xϕ_0, Jϕ_0y.

It is well defined for every state of finite energy and is a conserved quantity. Using (2.13), it is easy to compute that EpHpa, vqq “ γ_vM, P pHpa, vqq “ γ_vMv. (1.9)

A traveling kink is thus similar to a relativistic point particle of mass M and velocity v, and the formulas above are the usual formulas of Special Relativity.

1.2. The notion of a kink cluster. By the variational characterization of H and its translates as the ground states in E_{´1,1}, one can view them as the transitions between the two vacua ´1 and 1 having the minimal possible energy E “ E_ppHq. Given a natural number n, we are interested in solutions of (1.2) containing, asymptotically as t Ñ 8, n such transitions. Since energy E_ppHq is needed for each transition, we necessarily have Epϕq ě nE_ppHq. We call kink clusters the solutions for which equality holds.

Definition 1.1 (Kink n-cluster). Let n P t0, 1, . . .u. We say that a solution ϕ of (1.6) is a kink n-cluster if Epϕq ď nE_ppHq and there exist real-valued functions x_0ptq ď x_1ptq ď . . . ď x_nptq such that

lim_{tÑ8} ϕpt, x_kptqq “ p´1q^k for all k P t0, 1, . . . , nu.

Note that the kink 0-clusters are the constant solutions ϕ ” 1 and the kink 1-clusters are the antikinks. We say that ϕ is a kink cluster if it is a kink n-cluster for some n P t0, 1, . . .u.

From the heuristic discussion above, the shape of each transition in a kink cluster has to be close to optimal, that is close to a kink or an antikink. Before we give a precise statement of this fact, we introduce the so-called multikink configurations.

Let ⃗a “ pa_1, . . . , a_nq P R^n be the positions of the transitions and ⃗v “ pv_1, . . . , v_nq P p´1, 1q^n the Lorentz parameters (following [41, Chapter 5], we use the letter a for the translation parameter; it should not be confused with “acceleration” which will be given no symbol in this paper). We always assume a_1 ď a_2 ď . . . ď a_n. It will be convenient to abbreviate H_k :“ Hpa_k, v_kq, B_aH_k :“ B_aHpa_k, v_kq, B_v H_k :“ B_vHpa_k, v_kq for k P t1, . . . , nu. We also denote 1 :“ p1, 0q and Hp⃗a, ⃗v; xq :“ 1` nÿ k“1 p´1q^kpH_kpxq ` 1q.

(1.10)

For example, if n “ 0, then ⃗a, ⃗v are empty vectors and Hp⃗a, ⃗vq is the vacuum 1. If n “ 1, ⃗a “ pa_1q and ⃗v “ pv_1q, then Hp⃗a, ⃗vq “ ´Hpa_1, v_1q is an antikink. If n “ 2, ⃗a “ pa_1, a_2q with a_2 ´ a_1 " 1 and ⃗v “ pv_1, v_2q, then Hp⃗a, ⃗vq “ 1 ´ Hpa_1, v_1q ` Hpa_2, v_2q has the shape of an antikink near x “ a_1, and of a kink near x “ a_2. These are the kink-antikink pairs, which we studied with Kowalczyk in [26].

Employing the term introduced by Martel and Raphaël in [47], we study multikinks in the regime of strong interactions, so we will always assume that Lorentz parameters ⃗v are small, and the positions of the kinks ⃗a are well-separated. We weigh these requirements as follows.

Definition 1.2 (Weight of modulation parameters). For all p⃗a, ⃗vq P R^n ^ R^n , we set

(1.11) ρp⃗a, ⃗vq :“ n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´pak`1´ak q}` nÿ k“1 v^2_k.

With these notations we define a distance to the family of n-kink configurations. Given ϕ P E_{1,p´1q}n , let

dpϕq :“ inf_{p⃗a,⃗vq} ´ }ϕ ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq}^2_E ` ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ¯ . (1.12)

Proposition 1.3. A solution ϕ of (1.6) is a kink n-cluster if and only if

(1.13) lim_{tÑ8} dpϕptqq “ 0.

In other words, kink clusters can be equivalently defined as solutions approaching, as t Ñ 8, a superposition of a finite number of alternating kinks and antikinks, whose mutual distances tend to 8 and which travel with speeds converging to 0. In contrast to multikink solutions consisting of Lorentz-boosted kinks (traveling with asymptotically non-zero speed) constructed in [4], the dynamics of kink clusters are driven solely by interactions between the kinks and antikinks – this is the regime of strong interactions. Proposition 1.3 is proved in Section 5.1. It implies in particular that the energy of a kink n-cluster equals nE_ppHq.

In Section 5.2, we provide another characterization of kink clusters, namely as asymptotically static solutions, by which we mean solutions whose kinetic energy converges to 0 as t Ñ 8. In celestial mechanics such solutions are referred to as the parabolic motions of the system, see for instance [1, Section 2.4] and [40, 61]. For simplicity, we restrict our attention to the ϕ^4 self-interaction potential Upϕq :“^1_8 p1 ´ ϕ^2q^2.

Proposition 1.4. Let Upϕq :“^1_8 p1´ϕ^2q^2. A solution ϕ of (1.6) satisfies lim_{tÑ8} }B_tϕptq}^2_{L2} “ 0 if and only if ϕ or ´ϕ is a kink cluster.

Given a solution ϕptq of (1.6) that is close to an n-kink configuration at time t, i.e., with dpϕptqq sufficiently small, we can decompose it as ϕptq “ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` hptq with }hptq}^2_E ` ρp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq À dpϕptqq. This decomposition is clearly not unique, but we will make a specific choice of uniquely determined parameters enforcing a convenient choice of orthogonality conditions, given by the following standard lemma, which is proved in Lemma 4.1 in Section 4. We denote (1.14) αpa, vq :“ JB_aHpa, vq, βpa, vq :“ JB_vHpa, vq, and use the shorthand α_k :“ αpa_k, v_kq and β_k :“ βpa_k, v_kq.

Lemma 1.5 (Modulation parameters). There exist η_0, η_1, C_0 ą 0 with the following properties. For all ϕ_0 P E_{1,p´1q}n such that

dpϕ_0q ă η_0,

there exist unique p⃗a, ⃗vq “ p⃗apϕ_0q, ⃗vpϕ_0qq P R^n ^ R^n with a_1 ď a_2 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď a_n such that › ›ϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq › ›^2_E ` ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ă η_1, and xϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, αpa_k, v_kqy “ xϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, βpa_k, v_kqy “ 0, (1.15)

for all k “ 1, . . . , n. The pair p⃗a, ⃗vq satisfies the estimates › ›ϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq › ›^2_E ` ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ă C_0dpϕ_0q.

Finally, the map E_{1,p´1q}n Q ϕ_0 ÞÑ p⃗apϕ_0q, ⃗vpϕ_0qq P R^n ^ R^n is of class C^1.

We will refer to a_kpϕptqq as the position of the kth kink and v_kpϕptqq as its velocity at time t.

1.3. Main results. By Proposition 1.3 and Lemma 1.5, for any kink n-cluster ϕ, the modulation parameters p⃗apϕptqq, ⃗vpϕptqqq are defined for all sufficiently large times. The first main result, which is is crucial to the other conclusions in this section, is the determination of the leading order dynamics of the positions and velocities of the kinks.

Define the number κ ą 0 by

κ :“ exp

´ ż 1 0 ` 1 a 2Upyq ´ 1 1 ´ y ¯ dy ¯ . (1.16)

Theorem 1 (Asymptotic dynamics of kink n-clusters). Let κ ą 0 be given by (1.16) and M :“ E_ppHq. Let ϕ be a kink n-cluster and let p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq “ p⃗apϕptqq, ⃗vpϕptqq be the positions and velocities of the kinks given by Lemma 1.5. Then,

(1.17) lim_{tÑ8} ^ max 1ďkăn ˇ ˇ ˇ ` a_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptq ˘ ´ ´ 2 logpκtq ´ log Mkpn ´ kq 2 ¯ˇ ˇ ˇ ` max 1ďkďn |tv_kptq ` pn ` 1 ´ 2kq| ` t}ϕptq ´ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_H1_{^L}2 ˙ “ 0.

Our next result concerns the problem of existence of kink n-clusters. We prove that, for any choice of n points on the line sufficiently distant from each other, there exists a kink n-cluster such that the initial positions of the (anti)kinks are given by the n chosen points. The result is inspired by the work of Maderna and Venturelli [40] on the Newtonian n-body problem.

Theorem 2 (Existence of kink n-clusters). There exist C_0, L_0 ą 0 such that the following is true. If L ě L_0 and ⃗a_0 “ pa_{0,1}, . . . , a_{0,n}q P R^n satisfies a_{0,k`1} ´ a_{0,k} ě L for all k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u, then there exists a solution ϕptq of (1.6) satisfying:

‚ dpϕptqq ď C_0{pe^L ` t^2q for all t ě 0; in particular, ϕ is a kink n-cluster; ‚ ⃗apϕp0qq “ ⃗a_0, where ⃗apϕp0qq is given by Lemma 1.5.

Remark 1.6. In the case of the sine-Gordon equation (1.4), which is completely integrable, it is in principle possible to obtain explicit kink clusters. For n P t2, 3u, such examples of kink clusters were given in [42]. Nevertheless, Theorems 1 and 2 are new even for the sine-Gordon equation.

We expect that for given widely separated initial positions ⃗a_0, there is actually a unique choice of ⃗v_0 and g_0 (small respectively in R^n and E) which leads to a kink n-cluster. This is clearly true for n “ 1, since in this case we necessarily have ⃗v_0 “ g_0 “ 0. For n “ 2, uniqueness of g_0 can be obtained as a consequence of our work with Kowalczyk [26]. Our next result shows that uniqueness does hold for certain initial position vectors ⃗a_0. Indeed, we prove that kink n-clusters can be parameterized uniquely (and continuously) by only the positions of the kinks, at least for initial configurations that are sufficiently close to the leading order asymptotics from Theorem 1.

Theorem 3 (Classification of kink n-clusters). There exist τ_0, η_0 ą 0 such that for each t_0 ě τ_0 and each ⃗a_0 P R^n with max 1ďkăn ˇ ˇ`a_{k`1,0} ´ a_{k,0}˘´ ´ 2 logpκt_0q ´ log Mkpn ´ kq 2 ¯ˇ ˇ ă η_0, (1.18)

there exists a unique solution ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq of (1.6) satisfying:

‚ dpϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq ă η_0 for all t ě t_0 and lim_{tÑ8} dpϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq “ 0; ‚ ⃗apϕpa_0, t_0; t_0q “ ⃗a_0.

Remark 1.7. By Theorem 1, the trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq associated to every kink n-cluster ϕ eventually satisfy (1.18), meaning that for all t_0 sufficiently large (depending on ϕ), ⃗a_0 “ ⃗apϕpt_0qq satisfies (1.18).

As a by product of the proof of Theorem 3, we obtain the following refined information about the dynamics of ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq.

Corollary 1 (Refined dynamics). Let τ_0, η_0 be as in Theorem 3, t_0 ě τ_0, let ⃗a_0 be as in (1.18), let ϕp⃗a_0, t_0q be the kink n-cluster given by Theorem 3, and let p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq “ p⃗apϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq, ⃗vpϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq. Then

lim_{tÑ8} ´ t^γ }ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq ´ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_E ¯ “ 0 (1.19)

for each γ ă 2. In addition to (1.17), the parameters p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq satisfy

lim_{tÑ8} t^2 ´ |⃗a^1ptq ´ ⃗vptq| ` |⃗v^1ptq| ¯ ă 8.

(1.20)

The kink n-clusters can be interpreted as forming the stable manifold of the asymptotic state given by infinitely separated multikink configurations. (Note that the unstable manifold can be obtained by applying the time reversal symmetry.) This topological manifold is n-dimensional and can be parameterized by the positions of the kinks. We formulate this as follows.

Let M_n Ă E_{1,p´1q}n be the set of all the possible initial conditions leading to a kink n-cluster. In other words, ϕ_0 P E_{1,p´1q}n belongs to M_n if and only if the corresponding solution ϕptq of (1.6) with initial data ϕp0q “ ϕ_0 is a kink n-cluster. Clearly, M_n is an invariant set.

We fix η_0, τ_0 as in Theorem 3 and define an open subset T pη_0q Ă R^n by

(1.21) T pη_0q :“ ! ⃗a P R^n | D t_0 ě τ_0 such that max 1ďkăn ˇ ˇ`a_{k`1,0} ´ a_{k,0}˘´ ´ 2 logpκt_0q ´ log Mkpn ´ kq 2 ¯ˇ ˇ ă η_0 ) . By Theorem 3, to each ⃗a_0 P T pη_0q and each t_0 ě τ_0 such that (1.18) is satisfied we can associate an element of M_n via the mapping

Φ : T pη_0q Ñ M_n; T pη_0q Q ⃗a_0 ÞÑ Φp⃗a_0q “ ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; t_0q P M_n. (1.22)

Remark 1.8. Observe that for a fixed ⃗a_0 P R^n , once (1.18) is satisfied for some t_0 ě τ_0 and η_0 as in Theorem 3, it will also be satisfied for nearby rt_0. However, it will be evident from the proof that the trajectories ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq and ϕp⃗a_0, rt_0; tq are time translations of each other, meaning, for example, if t_0 ă rt_0 we have ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq “ ϕp⃗a_0, rt_0; t ` prt_0 ´ t_0qq. It follows that the map Φ is independent of the choice of t_0 ě τ_0 such that (1.18) holds. Indeed, for a fixed ⃗a_0 P T pη_0q, different choices t_0, rt_0 ě τ_0 such that (1.18) holds are associated to the same element of the phase space, i.e., ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; t_0q “ ϕp⃗a_0, rt_0; rt_0q. In other words, the mapping (1.22) associates to each element ⃗a_0 P T pη_0q a unique element of M_n, which we can denote more succinctly by ϕp⃗a_0q.

Corollary 2 (Kink n-clusters as an invariant topological manifold). The set M_n is an ndimensional topological manifold. The mapping (1.22) is a homeomorphism onto its image ΦpT pη_0qq, which we denote by ΦpT pη_0qq “: M_{n,loc} Ă M_n. Moreover, for each trajectory ϕptq Ă M_n there exists a time t_0 ą 0 such that ϕptq P M_{n,loc} for all t ě t_0.

Remark 1.9. We believe that M_n is a smooth n-dimensional invariant manifold, but we do not pursue its regularity here. We believe the submanifold M_n X tϕ P E | dpϕq ă ϵu (note that this set contains M_{n,loc}) can also be parameterized uniquely by the positions of the kinks via the map ϕ ÞÑ ⃗apϕq, (provided ϵ ą 0 is sufficiently small so that this map can be defined via Lemma 1.5). To prove this we would need to rule out self intersections, i.e., show there are no elements ϕ, ϕ^7 of M_n X tϕ P E | dpϕq ă ϵu for which ⃗apϕq “ ⃗apϕ^7q but ⃗vpϕq ‰ ⃗vpϕ^7q, which we do not accomplish here. Rather we show this non-self intersection property holds only within M_{n,loc}, i.e., for kink n-clusters that are close enough to their asymptotic configurations as in (1.18).

The manifold M_n and its submanifold M_{n,loc} play natural roles in the sense of dynamical systems. If we extend the phase space by a state H^8_n corresponding to the limit of Hp⃗a, ⃗vq as ρp⃗a, ⃗vq Ñ 0, the function dpϕq gives a distance to H^8_n and the trajectories ϕptq P M_n satisfy lim_{tÑ8} dpϕptqq “ 0, in other words M_n is the stable manifold of H^8_n . Since every kink n-cluster enters and then never leaves the submanifold M_{n,loc} after some finite time, M_{n,loc} forms the local stable manifold of H^8_n . The (local) unstable manifold can be obtained by applying the time reversal symmetry.

A typical feature of the stable/unstable manifold of a stationary state is that it governs the behavior of trajectories that enter/exit its small neighborhood, in the sense that such a trajectory, while still/already far away from the stationary state, must be close to its stable/unstable manifold. (For hyperbolic stationary states, this property is a consequence of the Hartman-Grobman theorem.) In the next theorem, we show that the manifold of kink clusters discussed above plays an analogous role for the formation/collapse of multikink configuration.

Theorem 4 (Universal profiles of multikink formation). Let η ą 0 be sufficiently small and let ϕ_m be a sequence of solutions of (1.6) defined on time intervals r0, T_ms satisfying the following assumptions:

(i) lim_{mÑ8} dpϕ_mpT_mqq “ 0, (ii) dpϕ_mptqq ď η for all t P r0, T_ms, (iii) dpϕ_mp0qq “ η.

Then, after extraction of a subsequence, there exist 0 “ n^{p0q} ă n^{p1q} ă . . . ă n^{pℓq} “ n, finite energy states P^{p1q}_0 , . . . , P^{pℓq}_0 and sequences of real numbers pX^{p1q}_m q_m, . . . , pX^{pℓq}_m q_m such that

(i) for all j P t1, . . . , ℓu, the solution P^{pjq} of (1.6) for the initial data P^{pjq}p0q “ P^{pjq}_0 is a cluster of n^{pjq} ´ n^{pj´1q} kinks, (ii) for all j P t1, . . . , ℓ ´ 1u, lim_{mÑ8} ` X^{pj`1q}_m ´ X^{pjq}_m ˘ “ 8, (iii) lim_{mÑ8} › ›ϕ_mp0q ´ ´1 ` řℓ_{j“1}p´1q_npj´1q `P pjq_0 p¨ ´ Xpjq_m q ´ 1˘¯ › › E “ 0.

The analogy with stable manifolds is most easily understood in the case n “ 2, as Theorem 4 characterizes trajectories in the phase space that enter a small neighborhood of the asymptotic state H^8_2 , by affirming that a such a trajectory, while still far away from H^8_2 , must be close to the manifold M_2. In our setting, nonlinear soliton interactions play an analogous role as exponential (in)stability in the hyperbolic case.

The analogy described above carries over to n ą 2, but is slightly more complicated, since at the “exit” time t “ 0 the solution ϕ_mp0q is close to a superposition of well-separated kink clusters, rather than to a single one. Intuitively, for n ą 2 it can happen that only some of the neighboring kinks “collapse”, while the distances between other neighboring kinks remain large.

1.4. Structure of the paper and main ideas. In Section 2, we recall the basic properties of the stationary solutions and compute the first non-trivial term in the asymptotic expansion of the potential energy of a multikink configuration, EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, as the distances between the kinks tend to infinity.

Section 3 is devoted to a brief presentation of the well-posedness theory of the equation (1.6).

In Section 4, we implement the modulation method, also called the “method of collective coordinates” in the physics literature. Every kink n-cluster asymptotically decomposes into the form ϕptq “ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptq where p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq are trajectories related to hptq by the orthogonality conditions (1.15) and satisfies

dpϕptqq Ñ 0 as t Ñ 8,

by Propositon 1.3. The idea is to rewrite (1.6) as a coupled system of equations for the modulation parameters ⃗aptq, ⃗vptq and the remainder gptq. Indeed, using Lemma 1.5 we see that (1.6) can be converted to a system for p⃗aptq, ⃗vptq, gptqq P C^1prt_0; 8q; R^{2n} q^Cprt_0, 8q; Eq B_tgptq “ JDEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^k ` a^1_kptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` v^1_kptqB_{vk} H_kptq ˘

0 “ xgptq, α_kptqy “ xgptq, β_kptqy, @k P t1, . . . , nu. (1.23)

To obtain the equations for the trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq we can pair the equation above with α_kptq and β_kptq while using the identities

a^1_kxg, B_aαpa_k, v_kqy ` v^1_kxg, B_vαpa_k, v_kqy “ xB_tg, αpa_k, v_kqy

a^1_kxg, B_aβpa_k, v_kqy ` v^1_kxg, B_vβpa_k, v_kqy “ xB_tg, βpa_k, v_kqy,

which are obtained by differentiation in time of the second line in the coupled system (1.23).

Rather than write down the nonlinear system for p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq explicitly here, we instead build intuition for it as follows. Let us drop for a moment the Lorentz parameters from the ansatz, and introduce the notation Hp⃗aq :“ Hp⃗a,⃗0q. If we consider an isolated system of n points on the real line, located at a_1, a_2, . . . , a_n, whose masses are equal to M ą 0 and the total potential energy of the system is given by E_ppHpa_1, . . . , a_nqq, then the principles of Newtonian mechanics assert that the positions of the masses evolve according to the system of differential equations

(1.24) a^1_kptq “ M^{´1}p_kptq, p^1_kptq “ F_kpa_1ptq, . . . , a_nptqq “ ´B_{ak} E_ppHpa_1, . . . , a_nqq.

The main conclusion of Section 4 is Lemma 4.7, which states that the modulation parameters of a kink cluster approximately satisfy this system of ODEs with M⃗vptq “ ⃗pptq. This step relies on appropriately defined localized momenta, a method first used in [23] in a similar context, and inspired by [59, Proposition 4.3].

After replacing E_ppHp⃗aqq by its leading term computed in Section 2, the system (1.24) becomes an n-body problem with attractive exponential nearest-neighbour interactions

(1.25) a^1_kptq “ M^{´1}p_kptq, p^1_kptq “ 2κ^2 ` e^{´pak`1ptq´ak ptqq} ´ e^{´pak ptq´ak´1 ptqq} ˘ , where by convention a_0ptq :“ ´8 and a_{n`1}ptq :“ 8. In the case of repulsive interactions, we would have the well-known Toda system introduced in [64]. Section 6 is devoted to the study of the long-time behaviour of solutions of this n-body problem. The solutions corresponding to kink clusters are the ones for which the distances between the masses tend to 8 and their momenta tend to 0 as t Ñ 8. We recall that such solutions are called parabolic motions. One can check that (1.25) has an exact solution (defined up to translation, the mass center being chosen arbitrarily)

(1.26) a_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptq “ 2 logpκtq ´ log Mkpn ´ kq 2 , p_kptq “ ´M n ` 1 ´ 2k t . In Section 6, we prove that the leading order of the asymptotic behavior of a_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptq and v_kptq for any parabolic motion coincides with (1.26) with M⃗vptq “ ⃗pptq. Our analysis is sufficiently robust to be valid also in the presence of the error terms obtained from Lemma 4.7, which leads to a proof of Theorem 1.

Remark 1.10. Note that (1.13) is equivalent to

lim_{tÑ8} inf_{⃗a} ´ }ϕ ´ Hp⃗a,⃗0q}^2_E ` ρp⃗a,⃗0q ¯ “ 0.

In other words, as long as we are only interested in the (qualitative) smallness of dpϕq, we can assume without loss of generality that ⃗v “ 0. For this reason, the expressions Hp⃗a,⃗0q and ρp⃗a,⃗0q will appear many times. For the sake of brevity, throughout the paper we will denote (1.27) Hp⃗aq :“ Hp⃗a,⃗0q, Hp⃗aq :“ pHp⃗aq, 0q “ Hp⃗a,⃗0q, ρp⃗aq :“ ρp⃗a,⃗0q, and similar doubling of notation will be introduced for a few other objects.

We are aware that this simultaneous use of the “relativistic” multikink configurations Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq and their “non-relativistic” version Hp⃗aptqq is an unpleasant feature of the paper, but it also reflects a fundamental conceptual problem. Namely, on one hand we deal with a relativistic equation (1.2), which favors the use of the relativistic version. On the other hand, the n-body problem with instantaneously acting forces, like (1.25), is a purely non-relativistic concept, hence in many parts of the paper the non-relativistic version is better suited.

Remark 1.11. Let us mention that Hénon [20] found n independent conserved quantities for the Toda system (both in the repulsive and in the attractive case). For parabolic motions, all these quantities are equal to 0, which allows to reduce the problem to a system of n equations of 1st order. Probably, this approach could lead to some simplifications in determining the asymptotic behavior of the parabolic motions of the system (1.25), and perhaps also of the approximate system satisfied by the modulation parameters. Our arguments do not explicitly rely on the conservation laws related to the complete integrability of the Toda system, and we expect that part of the analysis will be applicable also in the cases where the modulation equations are not related to any completely integrable system of ODEs.

Theorem 2 is proved in Section 7. The overall proof scheme is taken from Martel [43], see also the earlier work of Merle [48], and contains two steps:

‚ for any T ą 0, prove existence of a solution ϕ satisfying the conclusions of Theorem 2, but only on the finite time interval t P r0, T s, ‚ take a sequence T_m Ñ 8 and consider a weak limit of the solutions ϕ_m obtained in the first step with T “ T_m.

The first step relies on a novel application of the Poincaré-Miranda theorem, which is essentially a version of Brouwer’s fixed point theorem. We choose data close to a multikink configuration at time t “ T and control how it evolves backwards in time. It could happen that the multikink collapses before reaching the time t “ 0. For this reason, we introduce an appropriately defined “exit time” T_1. The mapping which assigns the positions of the (anti)kinks at time T_1 to their positions at time T turns out to be continuous and, for topological reasons, surjective in the sense required by Theorem 2.

In the second step, it is crucial to dispose of some uniform estimate on the sequence ϕ_m. In our case, the relevant inequality is dpϕ_mptqq À pe^L `t^2q^{´1} with a universal constant. The existence of such a uniform bound is related to what we would call the “ejection property” of the system. Intuitively, once dpϕptqq starts to grow, it has to continue growing at a definite rate until the multikink configuration collapses.

In Section 8, we give a proof of Theorem 4. The identification of the clusters presents no difficulty: the positions of any two consecutive (anti)kinks at time t “ 0, after taking a subsequence in m, either remain at a bounded distance or separate with their distance growing to infinity as m Ñ 8. This dichotomy determines whether they fall into the same cluster or to distinct ones. The next step is to again make use of the ejection property in order to obtain bounds on dpϕptqq independent of m, for any t ě 0. By standard localization techniques involving the finite speed of propagation, these bounds are inherited by each of the clusters. We mention that the proof of strong convergence in Theorem 4 (iii) is based on a novel application of the well-known principle from the Calculus of Variations affirming that, for a strictly convex functional F, if g_m á g and Fpg_mq Ñ Fpgq, then g_m Ñ g.

The proof of Theorem 3, which spans Sections 9–12, is a generalization, refinement, and simplification of the method introduced by the authors with Kowalczyk in [26], where we studied the case of kink-antikink pairs, i.e., n “ 2, and is based on a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction implemented in our context in the following way.

Fix ⃗a_0 as in (1.18) with t_0 large, and consider the set of all C^1 trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq with ⃗apt_0q “ ⃗a_0 that satisfy

|⃗a^1ptq ´ ⃗vptq| ` |⃗v^1ptq| ` |⃗vptq|^2` n´1ÿ k“1 expp´pa_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptqqq À t^{´2}.

(1.28)

For each given choice of trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq satisfying (1.28) we solve the projected equation for the triple phptq, ⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq B_thptq “ JDEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` hptqq` nÿ k“1 ` λ_kptqB_aH_kptq ` μ_kptqB_v H_kptq ˘

0 “ xhptq, α_kptqy “ xhptq, β_kptqy, @k P t1, . . . , nu. (1.29)

The pair of multipliers p⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq are introduced to ensure the orthogonality conditions in the second line above. In Section 10 we show (in Lemma 10.5) that to each pair of C^1 trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq as in (1.28) we can associate a unique solution p⃗λptq, ⃗μptq, hptqq of (1.29) satisfying

sup_{tět0} t}hptq}_E ă δ and sup_{tět0} t^{2´}}hptq}_E ă 8, (1.30)

for some sufficiently small δ ą 0, and

(1.31) sup_{tět0} t^{3´} ´ˇ ˇλ_kptq ` p´1q^kv_kptqˇ ` ˇ μ_kptq ` p´1q^k2κ^2 ` e^{´pak`1ptq´ak ptqq} ´ e^{´pak ptq´ak´1 ptqq} ˘ˇ¯ ă 8.

In light of (1.23) the goal is now to show that there is a unique pair of trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq as in (1.28) that satisfy

a_kptq “ ´p´1q^kλ_kptq, v_kptq “ ´p´1q^kμ_kptq

for each k “ 1, . . . , n. In the terminology of Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, this means solving the bifurcation equations, using as input the estimates (1.30) and (1.31). This is accomplished in Section 11 (see Proposition 11.1).

This analysis associates to each ⃗a_0 as in (1.18) a unique n-kink cluster with error hptq small in the sense of (1.30) and trajectories as in (1.28). Coupling this qualified uniqueness statement with the estimates in Theorem 1 we see that uniqueness extends to all kink nclusters. This argument is done carefully in Section 12 along with the construction of the stable manifold M_n and local stable manifold M_{n,loc}.

1.5. Further discussion and related results. There are a few related contexts in which to consider the results in Section 1.3. First, from the point of view of mathematical physics, they describe the particle-like nature of solitons – the dynamics of kink n-clusters are captured by the 2n parameters giving the positions and momenta of the kinks and the evolutions of these parameters are in turn governed by an approximate n-body law of motion (the attractive Toda system). Second, in dispersive PDEs the problem of Soliton Resolution predicts that every finite energy solution to (1.6) eventually decouples into a multi-kink configuration and a radiative wave. Within this framework, one can distinguish two types of nonlinear interactions to be studied separately: soliton-radiation interaction and solitonsoliton interaction. We focus on the latter, restricting to the strongly-interacting regime. Lastly, viewing the results under the lens of dynamical systems, this work develops an invariant manifold theory of multi-solitons.

The particle-like character of solitons is a well-known phenomenon, see [41, Chapter 1] for a historical account. The question of justification that the positions of solitons satisfy an approximate n-body law of motion was considered for instance in [63, 18, 12, 58].

In their work on blow-up for nonlinear waves, Merle and Zaag [49] obtained a system of ODEs with exponential terms like in (1.25), but which was a gradient flow and not an n-body problem. The dynamical behavior of solutions of this system was described by Côte and Zaag [10].

In relation with our proof of Theorem 2, we note that Brouwer’s theorem was previously used in constructions of multi-solitons, but for a rather different purpose, namely in order to avoid the growth of linear unstable modes, see [8, 9].

Let us stress again that the main object of our study are solutions approaching multisoliton configurations in the strong energy norm, in other words we address the question of interaction of solitons in the absence of radiation. The first construction of a two-soliton solution with trajectories having asymptotically vanishing velocities was obtained by Krieger, Martel and Raphaël [36], see also [47, 57, 25, 22, 23, 29] for other constructions and [65] for related computations in the completely integrable setting. Allowing for a radiation term seems to be currently out of reach for the classical scalar fields considered here, the question of the asymptotic stability of the kink being still unresolved, see for example [11, 35, 16, 19, 5, 39] for recent results on this and related problems.

A detailed understanding of soliton interactions, particularly the description of an “ejection” mechanism for solutions that leave a neighborhood of multi-solitons was used in our work on the Soliton Resolution problem for energy critical waves [27, 32, 28, 30]. Determining universal profiles of soliton collapse is crucial to several earlier works on dispersive equations, which have been important inspirations. We mention the study of centerstable manifolds of ground states for various nonlinear wave equations, see for instance the works of Nakanishi and Schlag [55, 56], and Krieger, Nakanishi, and Schlag [37], as well as the earlier work by Duyckaerts and Merle [14]. We also mention the classification results for solutions near the ground state soliton for the gKdV equation by Martel, Merle, and Raphaël [44, 45, 46], particularly their description of the “exit” regime for solutions that leave a neighborhood of the soliton by remaining close to the minimal mass blow-up solution. A distinction between the present work and these earlier landmarks is that here we deal with multi-solitons.

Finally, we emphasize that our definition of kink clusters concerns only one time direction, and our study does not address the question of the behaviour of kink clusters as t Ñ ´8, which goes by the name of the kink collision problem. We refer to [34] for an overview, and to [54, 52] for recent rigorous results in the case of the ϕ^6 model.

1.6. Notation. Even if vpxq is a function of one variable x, we often write B_xvpxq instead of v^1pxq to denote the derivative. The prime notation is only used for the time derivative of a function of one variable t and for the derivative of the potential U. If ⃗a,⃗b P R^n , then ⃗a ¨⃗b :“ ř_n k“1 a_kb_k. If u and v are (real-valued) functions, then xu, vy :“ ş_8 ´8 upxqvpxq dx.

Boldface is used for pairs of values (which will usually be a pair of functions forming an element of the phase space). A small arrow above a letter indicates a vector with any finite number of components (which will usually be the number of kinks or the number of kinks diminished by 1). If u “ pu, 9uq P L^2pRq ^ L^2pRq and v “ pv, 9vq P L^2pRq ^ L^2pRq, we write xu, vy :“ xu, vy ` x 9u, 9vy.

We will have to manipulate finite sequences and sums. In order to make the formulas reasonably compact, we need to introduce appropriate notation, some of which is not completely standard. If ⃗w “ pw_j q_j is a vector and f : R Ñ R is a function, we denote fp ⃗wq the vector with components fpw_j q, for example e^{⃗w} will denote the vector pe^{wj} q_j , ⃗w^2 the vector pw^2_j q_j and log ⃗w the vector plog w_jq_j . If ⃗v “ pv_j q_j is another vector, we denote ⃗w⃗v :“ pw_j v_jq_j . We also denote w_{min} :“ min_j w_j.

When we write », À or Á, it should be understood that the constant is allowed to depend only on n. Our use of the symbol f^7 „ f is non-standard and indicates that f^7 ´ f is a negligible quantity (the meaning of “negligible” will be specified in each case), without requiring that f^7{f be close to 1.

The energy space is denoted E :“ H^1pRq ^ L^2pRq. We also use local energies and energy norms defined as follows. For ´8 ď x_0 ă x^1_0 ď 8 and ϕ_0 : rx_0, x^1_0s Ñ R, we denote

E_ppϕ_0; x_0, x^1_0q :“ ż_x1_0

x_0 ´1 2 pB_xϕ_0pxqq^2 ` Upϕ_0q ¯ dx, Epϕ_0; x_0, x^1_0q :“ ż_x1_0

x_0 ´1 2 p 9ϕ_0pxqq^2` 1 2 pB_xϕ_0pxqq^2 ` Upϕ_0q ¯ dx, }ϕ_0}^2_H1_{px0,x}1_{0q} :“ ż_x1_0

x_0 ` pB_xϕ_0pxqq^2 ` ϕ_0pxq^2 ˘ dx, }ϕ_0}^2_{Epx0,x}1_{0q} :“ ż_x1_0

x_0 ` p 9ϕ_0pxqq^2 ` pB_xϕ_0pxqq^2 ` ϕ_0pxq^2 ˘ dx. The open ball of center c and radius r in a normed space A is denoted B_Apc, rq. We denote D and D^2 the first and second Fréchet derivatives of a functional.

We write x_` :“ maxp0, xq.

We take χ : R Ñ r0, 1s to be a decreasing C^8 function such that χpxq “ 1 for x ď^1_3 and χpxq “ 0 for x ě^2_3 .

Proofs end with the sign l. Statements given without proof end with the sign m.

2. Kinks and interactions between them

2.1. Stationary solutions. A stationary field ϕpt, xq “ ψpxq is a solution of (1.6) if and only if

(2.1) B^2_xψpxq “ U^1pψpxqq, for all x P R.

We seek solutions of (2.1) having finite potential energy E_ppψq. Since Upψq ě 0 for ψ P R, the condition E_ppψq ă 8 implies ż_{`8} ´8 1 2 pB_xψpxqq^2 dx ă 8,

(2.2) ż_{`8} ´8 Upψpxqq dx ă 8. (2.3)

From (2.2) we have ψ P CpRq, so (2.1) and U P C^8pRq yield ψ P C^8pRq. Multiplying (2.1) by B_xψ we get

B_x ´1 2 pB_xψq^2 ´ Upψq ¯ “ B_xψ ` B^2_xψ ´ U^1pψq ˘ “ 0,

so^1_2 pB_xψpxqq^2 ´ Upψpxqq “ k is a constant. But then (2.2) and (2.3) imply k “ 0. We obtain first-order autonomous equations, called the Bogomolny equations,

(2.4) B_xψpxq “ a 2Upψpxqq or B_xψpxq “´ a 2Upψpxqq, for all x P R,

which can be integrated in the standard way, see for instance [26, Section 2]. We conclude that:

‚ the only stationary solution of (1.6) belonging to E_{1,1} is the vacuum state 1 :“ p1, 0q and the only stationary solution of (1.6) belonging to E_{´1,´1} is the vacuum state ´1 :“ p´1, 0q, ‚ the only stationary solutions of (1.6) belonging to E_{´1,1} are the translates of pH, 0q, where the function H is defined by

(2.5) Hpxq “ G^{´1}pxq, with Gpψq :“ ż_ψ 0 dy a 2Upyq for all ψ P p´1, 1q,

and the solutions of (2.1) belonging to E_{1,´1} are the translates of p´H, 0q. The asymptotic behaviour of Hpxq for |x| large is essential for our analysis. We have the following result, which is a refinement of [26, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 2.1. The function Hpxq defined by (2.5) is odd, of class C^8pRq, and there exist constants κ ą 0 and C ą 0 such that for all x ě 0

(2.6) ˇ Hpxq ´ 1 ` κe^{´x}´ 1 6 κ^2U^3p1qe^{´2x} ˇ

` ˇ ˇB_xHpxq ´ κe^{´x} ` 1 3 κ^2U^3p1qe^{´2x} ˇ ˇ ` ˇ ˇB^2_xHpxq ` κe^{´x} ´ 2 3 κ^2U^3p1qe^{´2x} ˇ ˇ ď Ce^{´3x},

and for all x ď 0 ˇ ˇHpxq ` 1 ´ κe^x ` 1 6 κ^2U^3p1qe^{2x} ˇ ˇ ` ˇ B_xHpxq ´ κe^x` 1 3 κ^2U^3p1qe^{2x} ˇ

` ˇ ˇB^2_xHpxq ´ κe^x ` 2 3 κ^2U^3p1qe^{2x} ˇ ˇ ď Ce^{3x},

(2.7)

Proof. We only prove (2.6), which gives the asymptotic behavior as x Ñ 8, since (2.7) then follows from the oddness of H. Recall from [26, Proposition 2.1] that there exists a constant C_1 ą 0 so that for κ ą 0 defined by

κ :“ exp

´ ż 1 0 ` 1 a 2Upyq ´ 1 1 ´ y ˘ dy ¯

we have, ˇ ˇHpxq ´ 1 ` κe^{´x} ˇ ˇ ď C_1e^{´2x}.

Define z by the formula 1 ´ Hpxq κ “ e^{´x}p1´ κU^3p1q 6 e^{´z}q. (2.8)

From the above we have

e^{´z} ď C_1 6 κ^2 | |U^3p1q | |^{´1} e^{´x}.

(2.9)

Using the fourth order Taylor expansion of Upyq about y “ 1 gives, 1 a 2Upyq ´ 1 1 ´ y ´ 1 6 U^3p1q “ Op1 ´ yq as y Õ 1

and hence from (2.5) and (1.16),

Gpψq “ ´ logp1 ´ ψq` 1 6 U^3p1q ż_ψ 0 dy` ż_1 0 ´ 1 a 2Upyq ´ 1 1 ´ y ´ 1 6 U^3p1q ¯ dy ´ ż_1 ψ ´ 1 a 2Upyq ´ 1 1 ´ y ´ 1 6 U^3p1q ¯ dy “ ´ log

´ 1 ´ ψ κ ¯ ´ κ 6 U^3p1q

´ 1 ´ ψ κ ¯ ` Opp1 ´ ψq^2q.

Since Hpxq :“ G^{´1}pxq we arrive at

x “ ´ log

´1 ´ Hpxq κ ¯ ´ κ 6 U^3p1q

´ 1 ´ Hpxq κ ¯ ` Opp1 ´ Hpxqq^2q.

Using (2.8) in the previous line yields, log ´ 1´ κU^3p1q 6 e^{´z} ¯ “ κU^3p1q 6 e^{´x} ´ 1´ κU^3p1q 6 e^{´z} ¯ ` Ope^{´2x}q.

From (2.9) we then arrive at the estimate,

|e^{´z} ´ e^{´x}| À e^{´2x}

provided x ą 0 is sufficiently large. Hence, ˇ ˇHpxq ` 1 ´ κe^x ` 1 6 κ^2U^3p1qe^{2x} ˇ ˇ À e^{´x}|e^{´z} ´ e^{´x}| À e^{´3x} (2.10)

as claimed. The bound for B_xHpxq follows from (2.14), the bound (2.10), and the expansion a 2Upyq “ p1 ´ yq ´^1_6 U^3p1qp1 ´ yq^2 ` Op|1 ´ y|^3q. The bound for B^2_xH uses (2.1), (2.10), and the expansion U^1pyq “ ´p1 ´ yq `^1_2 U^3p1qp1 ´ yq^2 ` Op|1 ´ y|^3q. □

We denote

M :“ }B_xH}^2_L2 “ 2 ż_1 0 a 2Upyq dy “ 2 ż_8 ´8 UpHpxqq dx “ E_ppHq, (2.11)

all these equalities following from (2.4) and the change of variable y “ Hpxq. In the context of Special Relativity, one can think of M as the (rest) mass of the kink.

We will also use the fact that ż_8 ´8 B_xHpxq ` U^2pHpxqq ´ 1 ˘ e^x dx “ ´2κ, (2.12) and we observe the equipartition of the potential energy of the kink:

(2.13) ż_8 ´8 1 2 pB_xHpxqq^2 dx “ 1 2 M “ ż_8 ´8 UpHpxqq dx. These computations are checked in [26, Section 2.1].

Finally, we recall the following Bogomolny trick from [3]. If ϕ_0px_0q ď ϕ_0px^1_0q (understood as limits if x_0 or x^1_0 is infinite), then

(2.14)

E_ppϕ_0; x_0, x^1_0q “ 1 2 ż_x1_0

x_0 ´` B_xϕ_0´ a 2Upϕ_0q

˘_2

` 2ϕ^1_0 a 2Upϕ_0q ¯ dx “ ż_{ϕ0px}1_{0q}

ϕ_0px_0q a 2Upyq dy` 1 2 ż_x1_0

x_0 ` B_xϕ_0´ a 2Upϕ_0q

˘_2 dx. Analogously, if ϕ_0px_0q ě ϕ_0px^1_0q, then

(2.15) E_ppϕ_0; x_0, x^1_0q “ ż_{ϕ0px0q}

ϕ_0px^1_0q a 2Upyq dy` 1 2 ż_x1_0

x_0 ` B_xϕ_0` a 2Upϕ_0q

˘_2 dx. Hence, restrictions of kinks and antikinks to (bounded or unbounded) intervals are minimisers of the potential energy among all the functions connecting two given values in p´1, 1q.

2.2. Traveling kinks and their energies. The energy functional E is smooth on each energy sector. Its Fréchet derivatives are given by

DEpϕqphq “ ż_8 ´8 “ 9 ϕpxq 9hpxq ` p´B^2_xϕpxq ` U^1pϕpxqqhpxq ‰ dx, D^2Epϕqph_1, h_2q “ ż_8 ´8 “ 9 h_1pxq 9h_2pxq ` B_xh_1pxqB_xh_2pxq ` U^2pϕpxqqh_1pxqh_2pxq ‰ dx, D^kEpϕqph_1, . . . , h_kq “ ż_8 ´8 U^{pkq}pϕpxqq kź j“1 h_j pxq dx, for all k ě 3.

We write D^2Epϕqh_1 :“ p´B^2_xh_1 ` U^2pϕqh_1, 9h_1q, so that D^2Epϕqph_1, h_2q “ xD^2Epϕqh_1, h_2y.

We gather below the explicit expressions for Hpa, vq, its derivatives, along with αpa, vq, βpa, vq defined in (1.14), although we will hardly use them:

B_aHp0, v; xq “ ` ´γ_vB_xHpγ_vxq, γ^2_v vB^2_xHpγ_vxq ˘ , B_vHp0, v; xq “ ` γ^3_v vxB_xHpγ_vxq, ´γ^3_v B_xHpγ_vxq ´ γ^4_v v^2xB^2_xHpγ_vxq ˘ , αp0, v; xq “ ` γ^2_v vB^2_xHpγ_vxq, γ_v B_xHpγ_v xq ˘ , βp0, v; xq “ ` ´γ^3_v B_xHpγ_v xq ´ γ^4_v v^2xB^2_xHpγ_vxq, ´γ^3_v vxB_xHpγ_vxq ˘ . (2.16)

We have set a “ 0, the general formulas being obtained by translating the variable x.

We note the identities, B_xαpa, vq “ ´B_aαpa, vq, B_xβpa, vq “ ´B_aβpa, vq. (2.17)

Since J is skew-symmetric, we have

(2.18) xαpa, vq, B_aHpa, vqy “ xβpa, vq, B_v Hpa, vqy “ 0.

Differentiating (1.9) with respect to v, we obtain

(2.19) γ^3_v M “ B_v P pHpa, vqq “´ 1 2 xB_xB_vHpa, vq, J Hpa, vqy´ 1 2 xB_xHpa, vq, J B_vHpa, vqy “ ´xJB_v Hpa, vq, B_xHpa, vqy “ xβpa, vq, B_aHpa, vqy “ ´xαpa, vq, B_v Hpa, vqy. If we multiply both sides of (1.8) from the left by ´J, we get (2.20) DEpHpa, vqq “ vJB_xHpa, vq “ ´vαpa, vq, and differentiation with respect to a yields (2.21) ´D^2EpHpa, vqqpJ αpa, vqq “ D^2EpHpa, vqqB_aHpa, vq “ vB_xαpa, vq. If we differentiate (2.20) with respect to v, we get (2.22) ´D^2EpHpa, vqqpJ βpa, vqq “ D^2EpHpa, vqqB_v Hpa, vq “ ´αpa, vq ` vB_xβpa, vq. 2.3. Interaction of the kinks. Our next goal is to compute the potential energy and the interaction forces for a multikink configuration, which we recall is denoted by

Hp⃗a, ⃗v; xq :“ 1` nÿ k“1 p´1q^kpH_kpxq ` 1q,

where ⃗a “ pa_1, . . . , a_nq P R^n are the positions of the transitions, ⃗v “ pv_1, . . . , v_nq P p´1, 1q^n are the Lorentz parameters and H_k :“ Hpa_k, v_kq.

We also recall that for k P t1, . . . , nu we have B_{ak} Hp⃗a, ⃗vq “ p´1q^kB_{ak} H_k, B_{vk} Hp⃗a, ⃗vq “ p´1q^kB_{vk} H_k.

We will tend to use the notation on the right hand side of these equalities in computations.

Recalling the definition of ρp⃗a, ⃗vq from (1.11), for p⃗a, ⃗vq : I Ñ R^n ^ R^n , we define ρ : I Ñ p0, 8q by

(2.23) ρptq :“ ρp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq “ n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´pak`1 ptq´ak ptqq}` nÿ k“1 v_kptq^2.

In what follows we will always assume that ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0, where η_0 ą 0 is a small number to be eventually fixed. We also introduce the following shorthand notation. Given a vector ⃗a P R^2 , with a_1 ď a_2 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď a_n we denote ⃗y “ py_1, y_2, . . . , y_{n´1}q P R^{n´1} , y_k :“ a_{k`1} ´ a_k y_0 :“ `8, y_n :“ `8, y_{min} :“ min_{kPt1,...,n´1u} y_k.

Given ⃗v P R^n with v_j P p´1, 1q for each j we set v_{min} :“ min kPt1,...,nu |v_k| and note that γ_{vmin} ě 1.

We next define the interaction force between the kinks for solutions near a multikink configuration. Using (2.20) we compute DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq “ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kDEpH_kq ` DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kDEpH_kq

“´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kv_kα_k` ^ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ ř_n k“1p´1q^kU^1pH_kq 0 ˙ . (2.24)

Letting η_0 ă 1, let f P C^8pR^n ^ B_Rn p⃗0, ? η_0qq be given by

fp⃗a, ⃗vq “ DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq` nÿ k“1 p´1q^kv_kα_k “ ¨ ˚ ˝ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kq 0

˛ ‹ ‚. (2.25)

The kth interaction force is the defined as

F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq :“ p´1q^kxB_xH_k, fp⃗a, ⃗vqy “ ´p´1q^kxB_{ak} H_k, fp⃗a, ⃗vqy “ ´p´1q^kxα_k, Jfp⃗a, ⃗vqy

“ p´1q^k @ B_xHpa_k, v_kq, U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kq D . (2.26)

Analogously as in (1.27), if the velocities are fixed to be zero, we set

(2.27) F_kp⃗aq :“ F_kp⃗a,⃗0q.

Observe that F_kp⃗aq “ ´B_{ak} E_ppHp⃗aqq, which is consistent with the analogy made by treating ⃗a “ pa_1, . . . , a_nq as point masses. We also have ř_n

k“1 F_kp⃗aq “ 0, due to the translation invariance of E_p, which we can view as a manifestation of Newton’s third law. Since we have introduced the (small) Lorentz parameter ⃗v into the multikink ansatz, these identities no longer hold exactly, rather only approximately. Indeed, we observe the identity nÿ k“1 F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq “´ nÿ k“1 nÿ j“1 p´1q^kp´1q^j xB_{ak} H_k, v_jα_j y.

(2.28)

To see this, note that by the translation invariance of the total energy 0 “ nÿ k“1 B_{ak} EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq “ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kxB_{ak} H_k, DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqy. Rearranging the above and using (2.25) and (2.26) gives nÿ k“1 F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq “´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kxB_{ak} H_k, fp⃗a, ⃗vqy “ nÿ k“1 nÿ j“1 p´1q^kp´1q^j xB_{ak} H_k, v_jα_jy, (2.29)

as claimed. The following lemma quantifies the smallness of ř_n j“1 F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq. Lemma 2.2. There exist constants η_0 ą 0, C ą 0 so that for every p⃗a, ⃗vq P R^n ^ R^n with ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0, ˇ ˇ^n ÿ k“1 F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ˇ ˇ ď C|⃗v|y_{min}e^{´γ}vmin^ymin .

Lemma 2.2 is a straightforward consequence of the identity (2.29) and the following lemma, proved in [26]. We also use this next lemma in subsequent results estimating the size of interactions.

Lemma 2.3. [26, Proof of Lemma 2.5] For any x_1 ă x_2 and α, β ą 0 with α ‰ β the following bound holds: ż R e^{´αpx´x1q`} e^{´βpx2´xq`} dx À_{α,β} e^{´ minpα,βqpx2´x1q}.

For any α ą 0, the following bound holds: ż R e^{´αpx´x1q`} e^{´αpx2´xq`} dx À_α p1 ` x_2 ´ x_1qe^{´αpx2´x1q}. m Proof of Lemma 2.2. First observe that by (2.18) the terms with j “ k on the right side of (2.28) vanish. Then, by Proposition (2.1) and Lemma 2.3 we have, for each j ‰ k,

|xB_{ak} H_k, v_j α_jy| À |⃗v|^2y_{min}e^{´γvmin ymin}

which gives the lemma. □

Lemma 2.4. Denote by f P C^8pR^n q the function

fpw_1, . . . , w_nq :“ U^1 ´ 1` nÿ k“1 p´1q^kpw_k ` 1q ¯ ´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pw_kq.

There exists C such that for all ⃗w P r´2, 2s^n and k P t1, . . . , nu

(2.30) ˇ ˇfp ⃗wq ` p´1q^kpU^2pw_kq ´ 1qpp1 ` w_{k`1}q ´ p1 ´ w_{k´1}qq ˇ ˇ ď C ` max jăk´1 |1 ´ w_j | ` max_{jąk`1} |1 ` w_j |`

` |1 ´ w_k||1 ` w_{k`1}|^2 ` |1 ` w_k||1 ´ w_{k´1}|^2 ` |1 ` w_{k`1}||1 ´ w_{k´1}| ˘ , where by convention w_0 :“ 1, w_{n`1} :“ ´1 and max_{jă0} |1 ´ w_j| “ max_{jąn`1} |1 ` w_j | “ 0.

Proof. Let ⃗v P R^n be given by v_j :“ 1 for j ă k, v_j :“ ´1 for j ą k and v_k :“ w_k. The Taylor formula yields

(2.31) fp ⃗wq “ fp⃗vq ` p ⃗w ´ ⃗vq ¨ ∇fp⃗vq ` nÿ i,j“1 pw_i ´ v_iqpw_j ´ v_jq ż_1 0 p1 ´ tqB_iB_j fpp1 ´ tq⃗v ` t ⃗wq dt.

We compute and estimate all the terms, calling a quantity “negligible” if its absolute value is smaller than the right hand side of (2.30). For all i, j P t1, . . . , nu and ⃗u P R^n , we have

B_j fp⃗uq “ p´1q^j ´ U^2 ´ 1` nÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓpu_ℓ ` 1q ¯ ´ U^2pu_j q ¯ ,

B_iB_j fp⃗uq “ p´1q^{i`j} U^3 ´ 1` nÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓpu_ℓ ` 1q ¯ , if i ‰ j,

B^2_j fp⃗uq “ U^3 ´ 1` nÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓpu_ℓ ` 1q ¯ ´ p´1q^j U^3pu_j q.

(2.32)

Observe that 1` nÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓpv_ℓ ` 1q “ 1 ` 2 k´1ÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓ ` p´1q^kpw_k ` 1q “ p´1q^kw_k,

in particular, since U^2 is even and U^2p1q “ 1, for all j ‰ k we have B_j fp⃗vq “ p´1q^j pU^2pw_kq´ 1q. We thus obtain p ⃗w ´ ⃗vq ¨ ∇fp⃗vq „ pw_{k´1} ´ 1qB_{k´1}fp⃗vq ` pw_{k`1} ` 1qB_{k`1}fp⃗vq “ ´p´1q^kpU^2pw_kq ´ 1qpp1 ` w_{k`1}q ´ p1 ´ w_{k´1}qq.

Remains the second line of (2.31). The terms with i R tk ´ 1, k ` 1u or j R tk ´ 1, k ` 1u are clearly negligible, as are the terms pi, jq P tpk ´ 1, k ` 1q, pk ` 1, k ´ 1qu, hence it suffices to consider the cases pi, jq P tpk ´ 1, k ´ 1q, pk ` 1, k ` 1qu. Since the latter is analogous to the former, we only consider i “ j “ k ´ 1, in particular we assume k ě 2.

Using (2.32), the fact that U^3 is locally Lipschitz, and writing 1` nÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓpu_ℓ ` 1q “ k´2ÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓpu_ℓ ´ 1q ` p´1q^{k´1}u_{k´1}` nÿ ℓ“k p´1q^ℓpu_ℓ ` 1q,

we obtain

|B^2_{k´1}fp⃗uq| À k´2ÿ ℓ“1 |1 ´ u_ℓ|` nÿ ℓ“k |1 ` u_ℓ|.

Setting ⃗u :“ p1 ´ tq⃗v ` t ⃗w and multiplying by pw_{k´1} ´ v_{k´1}q^2 “ p1 ´ w_{k´1}q^2, we obtain a negligible term as claimed. □ Lemma 2.5. There exists C such that for all ⃗w P r´2, 2s^n ˇ ˇU´1 `^nÿ k“1 p´1q^kpw_k ` 1q ¯ ´ nÿ k“1 Upw_kq ˇ ˇ ď C max 1ďiăjďn |1 ´ w_i||1 ` w_j |,

(2.33) ˇ ˇU_1´1 `^nÿ k“1 p´1q^kpw_k ` 1q ¯ ´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pw_kq ˇ ˇ ď C max 1ďiăjďn |1 ´ w_i||1 ` w_j|.

(2.34)

Proof. We proceed by induction with respect to n. For n “ 1, both sides of both estimates equal 0.

Let n ą 1 and set

v :“ 1` n´1ÿ k“1 p´1q^kpw_k ` 1q “ n´1ÿ k“1 p´1q^kpw_k ´ 1q ´ p´1q^n.

Integrating the bound |U^1pw ` p´1q^npw_n ` 1qq ´ U^1pwq| À |w_n ` 1| for w between ´p´1q^n and v, and using Up´p´1q^nq “ 0 as well as Upp´1q^nw_nq “ Upw_nq, we get |Upv ` p´1q^npw_n ` 1qq ´ Upw_nq ´ Upvq| ď C|p´1q^n ` v||1 ` w_n|

ď C|1 ` w_n| n´1ÿ k“1 |1 ´ w_k|,

which finishes the induction step for (2.33).

Integrating the bound |U^2pw `p´1q^npw_n `1qq´U^2pwq| À |w_n `1| for w between ´p´1q^n and v, and using U^1p´p´1q^nq “ 0 as well as U^1pp´1q^nw_nq “ p´1q^nU^1pw_nq, we get |U^1pv ` p´1q^npw_n ` 1qq ´ p´1q^nU^1pw_nq ´ U^1pvq| ď C|p´1q^n ` v||1 ` w_n|

ď C|1 ` w_n| n´1ÿ k“1 |1 ´ w_k|,

which finishes the induction step for (2.34). □

Lemma 2.6. There exists constants C ą 0, η_0 ą 0 such that for every p⃗a, ⃗vq P R^n with ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0 }U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kq}_H1 ď C ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} (2.35) and max 1ďkďn }B_{ak} H_kpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqq}_H1 ď C ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} max 1ďkďn }B_{vk} H_kpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqq}_H1 ď C |⃗v| ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} .

(2.36)

Remark 2.7. Using the identity (2.24) we see that that above implies the estimates }DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq` nÿ k“1 p´1q^kv_kα_k}_H1_{^H}2 ď C ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} , (2.37) or }JDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kv_kB_aH_k}_E ď C ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} .

Also, setting ⃗v “ 0 in Lemma 2.6 yields the estimates }DE_ppHp⃗aqq}_L2 ď C ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} ,

(2.38) max 1ďkďn › B_xHp¨ ´ a_kq ` U^2pHp⃗aqq ´ U^2pHp¨ ´ a_kqq ˘› L^2 ď C ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} .

(2.39)

for every increasing n-tuple ⃗a.

Proof of Lemma 2.6. We see that (2.34) yields ˇ ˇ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kq ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ˇ ˇ À max 1ďiăjďn |1 ´ H_i||1 ` H_j|.

After taking the square, integrating over R and applying Lemma 2.3, we obtain the L^2 bound in (2.38) since γ_{vmin} ě 1.

In order to prove the L^2 bound in the first estimate in (2.36), we write Hp⃗a, ⃗vq “ k´1ÿ ℓ“1 p´1q^ℓpH_ℓ ´ 1q ` p´1q^kH_k` nÿ ℓ“k`1 p´1q^ℓpH_ℓ ` 1q.

Since U^2 is locally Lipschitz and |B_xH| À minp|1 ´ H|, |1 ` H|q, we obtain ˇ ˇB_xH_k`U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq˘ ˇ ˇ À max_{1ďℓăk} |1 ´ H_ℓ||1 ` H_k| ` max_{kăℓďn} |1 ´ H_k||1 ` H_ℓ|,

and we conclude as above.

To conclude the H^1 component of these estimates we note the computations

B_x ` U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kq ˘ “ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kB_xH_kpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqq and B_x ` B_{ak} H_kpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqq ˘ “ B^2_xH_kpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqq

´ pB_xH_kq^2 ´ p´1q^kU^3pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^3pH_kq ¯ ´ ÿ j‰k p´1q^j pB_xH_kqpB_xH_jqU^3pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq.

and proceed as above. The second estimate in (2.36) is similar. □

Lemma 2.8. There exists C, η_0 ą 0 such that for every p⃗a, ⃗vq such that ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0 ˇ F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ 2κ^2pe^{´yk} ´ e^{´yk´1} q ˇ ď Cy_{min}e^{´2ymin} ` C|v|^2y_{min}e^{´ymin} ,

(2.40)

where κ is defined in Proposition 2.1.

Proof. We first show that ˇ ˇF_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ F_kp⃗a,⃗0q ˇ ˇ À |v|^2y_{min}e^{´y}min .

(2.41)

To see this, we write F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ F_kp⃗a,⃗0q “ p´1q^kxB_aHpa_k, 0q ´ B_aH_k, fp⃗a, ⃗vqy ` p´1q^kxHpa_k, 0q, fp⃗a,⃗0q ´ fp⃗a, ⃗vqy where we are writing fp⃗a, ⃗vq “ pfp⃗a, ⃗vq, 0q; see (2.25). For the first term on the right we use the estimate

}B_aHpa_k, 0q ´ B_aHpa_k, v_kq}_L2 “ } ż_{vk} 0 B_vB_aHpa_k, vq dv}_L2 À |⃗v|^2 ´ }xB^2_xH}_L2 ` }B_xH}_L2 ¯

which, using (2.35) and the definition of fp⃗a, ⃗vq, gives

|xB_aHpa_k, 0q ´ B_aH_k, fp⃗a, ⃗vqy| À |⃗v|^2 ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} .

For the second term, given a vector ⃗v P R^n , we introduce the temporary notation ⃗vpjq “ p0, . . . , 0, v_{j`1}, . . . v_nq with the conventions ⃗vp0q “ ⃗v and ⃗vpnq “ ⃗0. and write fp⃗a,⃗0q ´ fp⃗a, ⃗vq “ nÿ j“0 fp⃗a, ⃗vpjqq ´ fp⃗a, ⃗vpj ` 1qq. For each of the terms on the right we have }fp⃗a, ⃗vpjqq ´ fp⃗a, ⃗vpj ` 1qq}_L2 “ › › ż_{vj`1} 0 B_{vj`1} fp⃗a, p0, . . . , v, v_{j`2}, . . . , v_nqq dv › ›_{L2} À ż_{vj`1} 0 › › ›Bv Hpaj`1, vq ´ U^2pHp⃗a, p0, . . . , v, v_{j`2}, . . . , v_nqq ´ U^2pa_{j`1}, vq ¯› ›_{L2} dv.

Using (2.36) and the above we conclude that |xHpa_k, 0q, fp⃗a,⃗0q ´ fp⃗a, ⃗vqy| À |v|^2 ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} , giving (2.41). We have thus reduced to the case ⃗v “ ⃗0, which we will assume for the remainder of the computations in the proof. By Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, we have ż_8 ´8 |B_xH_k| ` max jăk´1 |1 ´ H_j| ` max_{jąk`1} |1 ` H_j| ` |1 ´ H_k||1 ` H_{k`1}|^2`

` |1 ` H_k||1 ´ H_{k´1}|^2 ` |1 ` H_{k`1}||1 ´ H_{k´1}| ˘ dx À y_{min}e^{´2ymin} .

Thus, (2.26) and (2.30) yield

(2.42) ˇ ˇFkp⃗a,⃗0q` ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kpU^2pH_kq ´ 1qpp1 ` H_{k`1}q ´ p1 ´ H_{k´1}qq dx ˇ ˇ À ymine^{´2ymin} .

Applying again Proposition 2.1, we have

|1 ` H_{k`1} ´ κe^{x´ak`1} | À # e^{´2pak`1 ´xq} if x ď a_{k`1} e^{x´ak`1} if x ě a_{k`1},

thus, taking into account that |B_xH_kpxq| ` |U^2pH_kpxqq ´ 1| À e^{´|x´ak|}, ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kpU^2pH_kq ´ 1qp1 ` H_{k`1}q dx ´ κ ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kpU^2pH_kq ´ 1qe^{x´ak`1} dx ˇ ˇ ˇ À À ż_{ak`1} ´8 e^{´2|x´ak|}e^{´2pak`1´xq} dx` ż_8 a_{k`1} e^{´2px´ak q}e^{x´ak`1} dx. The first integral on the right hand side is À y_{min}e^{´2ymin} by Lemma 2.3, and the second equals e^{´2pak`1 ´akq}. Hence, (2.12) yields ˇ ˇ ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kpU^2pH_kq ´ 1qp1 ` H_{k`1}q dx ` 2κ^2e^{´pak`1´ak q} ˇ ˇ À y_{min}e^{´2y}min .

Similarly, ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kpU^2pH_kq ´ 1qp1 ´ H_{k´1}q dx ` 2κ^2e^{´pak ´ak´1q} ˇ ˇ ˇ À y^{min}e^{´2ymin} .

These two bounds, together with (2.42), yield (2.40). □

Remark 2.9. We see from Lemma 2.8 that the interaction between consecutive kink and antikink is attractive.

We turn to computing the first nontrivial term in the expansion of the energy of a multikink configuration.

Lemma 2.10. There exists C ą 0, η_0 ą 0 such that for every p⃗a, ⃗vq with ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0 ˇ ˇ ˇEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ Mn´ 1 2 M nÿ k“1 v^2_k ` 2κ^2 n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´yk} ˇ ˇ ˇ À ymine^{´2ymin} ` ymin |v|^4 .

Proof. First we compute the kinetic energy.

E_kp 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vqq “ E_k

`^nÿ k“1 p´1q^kp´v_kγ_{vk} B_xHpγ_{vk} px ´ a_kqqq ˘

“ 1 2 ż_8 ´8 ´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kp´v_kγ_{vk} B_xHpγ_{vk} px ´ a_kqqq

¯_2 dx.

By Lemma 2.3, the cross terms (when j ‰ k) satisfy ˇ ˇ ˇvj v_kγv_j γv_k ż_8 ´8 B_xHpγ_{vk} px ´ a_kqqB_xHpγ_{vj} px ´ a_j qq dx ˇ ˇ ˇ À |v|^2ymine^{´γvmin ymin} ,

which is negligible since γ_{vmin} ě 1. The terms when j “ k then satisfy 1 2 v^2_kγ^2_{vk} ż_8 ´8 ´ B_xHpγ_{vk} px ´ a_kqq

¯_2

dx “ 1 2 v^2_kγ_{vk} M from which we see that the kinetic energy satisfies ˇ ˇE_kp 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ 1 2 M nÿ k“1 v^2_kγ_{vk} | À |v|^2y_{min}e^{´γvmin ymin} .

From (2.33) and Lemma 2.3, we have ż_8 ´8 ˇ ˇ ˇUpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 UpH_kq ˇ ˇ ˇ dx À ymine^{´γvmin ymin} .

Invoking again Lemma 2.3, we also have

ż_8 ´8 ˇ ˇ 1 2 pB_xHp⃗a, ⃗vqq^2´ 1 2 nÿ k“1 pB_xHpa_k, v_kqq^2 ˇ ˇ dx ď ż_8 ´8 ÿ 1ďiăjďn |B_xH_i||B_xH_j| dx À y_{min}e^{´γvmin ymin} .

Combining these two bounds, with the identity

E_ppHpa, vqq “ γ_vM´ 1 2 v^2γ_vM, we obtain ˇ ˇE_ppHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ M^n ÿ k“1 γ_{vk}` 1 2 M nÿ k“1 v^2_kγ_k ˇ ˇ À y_{min}e^{´γ}vmin^ymin .

Combining with the kinetic energy arrive at the estimate ˇ ˇEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ M^nÿ k“1 γ_{vk} ˇ ˇ À y_{min}e_{´γvmin ymin} .

For all s ě 0, set ⃗apsq :“ pa_1 ` s, a_2 ` 2s, . . . , a_n ` nsq. Applying the last estimate with ⃗apsq instead of ⃗a, we get lim_{sÑ8} EpHp⃗apsq, ⃗vqq “ M nÿ k“1 γ_{vk} .

By the Chain Rule, (2.26), (2.40), and noting the orthogonality 0 “ xαpa, vq, B_aHpa, vqy

we have

d ds EpHp⃗apsq, ⃗vqq “ xDEpHp⃗apsq, ⃗vqq, nÿ k“1 p´1q^kkB_{ak} Hpa_k, v_kqy

“ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kkxfp⃗apsq, ⃗vq, B_aHpa_k ` ks, v_kqy

´ nÿ k“1 nÿ j“1 p´1q^kp´1q^j kv_j xαpa_j ` jsq, B_aHpa_k ` ks, v_kqy

“´ nÿ k“1 kF_kp⃗apsq, ⃗vq ` O ` |⃗v|^2py_{min} ` sqe^{´pymin`sq} ˘

“ 2κ^2 n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´yk´s} ` O ` |⃗v|^2py_{min} ` sqe^{´pymin`sq} ˘ ` O ` py_{min} ` sqe^{´2pymin`sq} ˘ . An integration in s yields ˇ ˇEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ M nÿ k“1 γ_{vk} ` 2κ^2 n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´yk} ˇ ˇ À ymine^{´2ymin} ` ymin |v|^4 .

Lastly, noting the small v estimate γ_v “ 1 `^1_2 v^2 ` Opv^4q, we obtain ˇ ˇEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ Mn´ 1 2 M nÿ k“1 v^2_k ` 2κ^2 n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´yk} ˇ ˇ À ymine^{´2ymin} ` ymin |v|^4 ,

as claimed. □

2.4. Taylor expansions. We recall a few estimates based on the Taylor expansion of the

nonlinearity from [31].

Lemma 2.11. There exist C, η ą 0 such that for all ´1´η ď w, w^7 ď 1`η and |g|`|g^7| ď η

the following bounds hold: ˇ Upw ` gq ´ Upwq ´ U^1pwqg ˇ ď Cg^2,

(2.43) ˇ Upw ` gq ´ Upwq ´ U^1pwqg ´ U^2pwqg^2{2 ˇ ď Cg^3,

(2.44) ˇ U^1pw ` gq ´ U^1pwq ´ U^2pwqg ˇ ď Cg^2,

(2.45) ˇ ˇU^2pw ` gq ´ U^2pwq ´ U^3pwqg ˇ ˇ ď Cg^2, (2.46)

(2.47) ˇ ˇ`U^1pw^7 ` g^7q ´ U^1pw^7q ´ U^2pw^7qg^7˘ ´ `U^1pw ` gq ´ U^1pwq ´ U^2pwqg˘ ˇ ˇ ď C ` |g^7| ` |g| ˘`ˇ g^7 ´ g ˇ ` |w^7 ´ w| ` |g^7| ` |g|q ˘ .

Proof. Bounds (2.43), (2.44), (2.45) and (2.46) are clear, so we are left with (2.47). The Taylor formula yields

U^1pw ` gq ´ U^1pwq ´ U^2pwqg “ ż_g 0 sU^3pw ` g ´ sq ds, U^1pw^7 ` g^7q ´ U^1pw^7q ´ U^2pw^7qg^7 “ ż_g7 0 sU^3pw^7 ` g^7 ´ sq ds.

We observe that, since U^3 is locally Lipschitz, ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_g7 0 sU^3pw^7 ` g^7 ´ sq ds´ ż_g7 0 sU^3pw ` g ´ sq ds ˇ ˇ ˇ À ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_g7 0 s|w^7 ` g^7 ´ w ´ g| ds ˇ ˇ ˇ À pg^7q^2p|w^7 ´ w| ` |g^7 ´ g|q.

We also have ˇ ˇ ż_g7 0 sU^3pw ` g ´ sq ds´ ż_g 0 sU^3pw ` g ´ sq ds ˇ ˇ “ ˇ ˇ ż_g7 g sU^3pw ` g ´ sq ds ˇ ˇ À ˇ ˇ ż_g7 g |s| ds ˇ ˇ. If g and g^7 have the same sign, then the last integral equals^1_2 |pg^7q^2 ´g^2| “^1_2 p|g^7|`|g|q|g^7 ´g|. If g and g^7 have opposite signs, then we obtain^1_2 ppg^7q^2 ` g^2q ď^1_2 p|g^7| ` |g|q^2 “^1_2 p|g^7|` |g|q|g^7 ´ g|. This proves (2.47). □

2.5. Schrödinger operator with multiple potentials. We define

L :“ D^2E_ppHq “ ´B^2_x ` U^2pHq “ ´B^2_x ` 1 ` pU^2pHq ´ 1q.

Differentiating B^2_xHpx ´ aq “ U^1pHpx ´ aqq with respect to a we obtain

(2.48) ` ´B^2_x ` U^2pHp¨ ´ aqq ˘ B_xHp¨ ´ aq “ 0,

in particular for a “ 0 we have LpB_xHq “ 0. Since B_xH is a positive function, 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L, which leads to the following coercivity estimate (see [26, Lemma 2.3] for the exact same formulation, as well as [21] for a similar result).

Lemma 2.12. There exist ν, C ą 0 such that for all h P H^1pRq the following inequality holds:

(2.49) xh, Lhy ě ν}h}^2_H1 ´ CxB_xH, hy^2. m

For any increasing n-tuple ⃗a, and ⃗v P B_Rn p0, 1q, we denote Lp⃗a, ⃗vq :“ D^2E_ppHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, which is the Schrödinger operator on L^2pRq given by pLp⃗a, ⃗vqhqpxq :“ ´B^2_xhpxq ` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗v; xqqhpxq. Lemma 2.13. There exist y_0, ν, C ą 0 such that the following holds. Let ⃗a P R^n satisfy a_{k`1} ´ a_k ě y_0 for all k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u and let h P H^1pRq. Then xh, Lp⃗a,⃗0qhy ě ν}h}^2_H1 ´ C nÿ k“1 xB_xH_k, hy^2.

Proposition 2.14. There exist ν, C, η_0 ą 0 such that for all p⃗a, ⃗vq satisfying ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0 and h_0 P E the following inequality holds:

(2.50) xh_0, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh_0y ě ν}h_0}^2_E ´ C nÿ k“1 xβ_k, h_0y^2.

We first prove Lemma 2.13 and then deduce Proposition 2.14 as a quick consequence. Proof of Lemma 2.13. To simplify notation, by analogy with (1.27) we write Lp⃗aq :“ Lp⃗a,⃗0q. We adapt [26, Proof of Lemma 2.4]. We set χ_1pxq :“ χ

´ x ´ a_1 a_2 ´ a_1 ¯ , χ_kpxq :“ χ ´ x ´ a_k a_{k`1} ´ a_k ¯ ´ χ ´ x ´ a_{k´1} a_k ´ a_{k´1} ¯ , for k P t2, . . . , n ´ 1u,

χ_npxq :“ 1 ´ χ

´ x ´ a_{n´1}

a_n ´ a_{n´1} ¯

and we let h_k :“ χ_kh, for k P t1, . . . , nu. We have h “ ř_n k“1 h_k, hence xh, Lp⃗aqhy “ nÿ k“1 xh_k, Lp⃗aqh_ky ` 2 ÿ 1ďiăjďn xh_i, Lp⃗aqh_j y, so it suffices to prove that xh_k, Lp⃗aqh_ky ě ν}h_k}^2_H1 ´ CxB_xH_k, h_ky^2 ´ op1q}h}^2_H1 ,

(2.51) xh_i, Lp⃗aqh_j yě ´op1q}h}^2_H1 whenever i ‰ j,

(2.52) ˇ ˇxB_xH_k, h_ky^2 ´ xB_xH_k, hy^2 ˇ ˇď op1q}h}^2_{H1} , (2.53) where ν ą 0 is the constant in (2.49) and op1q Ñ 0 as y_0 Ñ 8.

We first prove (2.51). Without loss of generality we can assume a_k “ 0. We then have Lp⃗aq “ L ` V, V :“ U^2pHp⃗aqq ´ U^2pHq, thus

xh_k, Lp⃗aqh_ky “ xh_k, Lh_ky ` xh_k, V h_ky ě ν}h_k}^2_H1 ´ CxB_xH, h_ky^2` ż_8 ´8 χ^2_kV h^2_k dx.

We only need to check that }χ^2_kV }_L8 ! 1. If x ě^2_3 a_{k`1} or x ď^2_3 a_{k´1}, then χ_kpxq “ 0. If 2 3 a_{k´1} ď x ď^2_3 a_{k`1}, then |1 ´ H_jpxq| ! 1 for all j ă k and |1 ` H_jpxq| ! 1 for all j ą k, hence ˇ ˇHp⃗a; xq ´ p´1q^kH_kpxq ˇ ˇ “ ˇ ˇ^{k´1}ÿ j“1 p´1q^j pH_j pxq ´ 1q` nÿ j“k`1 p´1q^j pH_j pxq ` 1q ˇ ˇ ! 1,

which implies |V pxq| ! 1.

Next, we show (2.52). Observe that (2.54) χ_iχ_j U^2pHp⃗a; xqq ě 0, for all x P R.

Indeed, if j ‰ i ` 1, then χ_ipxqχ_j pxq “ 0 for all x. If j “ i ` 1, then χ_ipxqχ_j pxq ‰ 0 only if 2 3 a_i `^1_3 a_{i`1} ď x ď^1_3 a_i `^2_3 a_{i`1}, which implies |1´H_ℓpxq| ! 1 for all ℓ ď i and |1`H_ℓpxq| ! 1 for all ℓ ą i, hence |Hp⃗a; xq ´ p´1q^i| ! 1, in particular U^2pHp⃗a; xqq ą 0. Using (2.54) and the fact that }B_xχ_k}_L8 ! 1 for all k, we obtain xh_i, Lp⃗aqh_j y “ ż_8 ´8 ´ B_xpχ_ihqB_xpχ_j hq ` U^2pHp⃗aqqχ_iχ_j h^2 ¯ dx ě ż_8 ´8 χ_iχ_jpB_xhq^2 dx ´ op1q}h}^2_H1 ě ´op1q}h}^2_H1 .

Finally, we have ˇ xB_xH_k, h_ky^2 ´ xB_xH_k, hy^2 ˇ ď p}h_k}_L2 ` }h}_L2 q ˇ xB_xH_k, h_k ´ hy ˇ ď 2}h}^2_L2 ÿ j‰k }χ_j B_xH_k}_L2 ď op1q}h}^2_L2 ,

hence (2.53) follows. □

Proof of Proposition 2.14. Set V p⃗a, ⃗vq :“ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pHp⃗aqq. In view of the definitions of α_k, β_k (see (2.16)) and Lemma 2.13 it suffices to show that for |⃗v| sufficiently small we have |xV p⃗a, ⃗vqh, hy| ď op1q}h}^2_H1 . (2.55)

Using the same partition of unity χ_k from the proof of Lemma 2.13 we write V p⃗a, ⃗vq “ ř_n

k“1 V_kp⃗a, ⃗vq where V_kp⃗a, ⃗v; xq “ χ_kpxqV p⃗a, ⃗v; xq. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.13 we have }V_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ pU^2pHpa_k, v_kqq ´ U^2pHp¨ ´ a_kqqq}_L8 ! 1 for each k. The bound (2.55) then follows from noting that }U^2pHpa_k, v_kqq ´ U^2pHp¨ ´ a_kq}_L8 ! 1 for each k, provided |v| is taken sufficiently small. □

To each pair p⃗a, ⃗vq P R^n ^ R^n we associate the subspace Πp⃗a, ⃗vq Ă E defined by

Πp⃗a, ⃗vq :“ th P E | 0 “ xα_k, hy “ xβ_k, hy, @k P t1, . . . , nuu.

In other words, Πp⃗a, ⃗vq is the orthogonal complement in E of the subspace N p⃗a, ⃗vq :“ spantα_1, . . . , α_n, β_1, . . . β_nu. We note that Πp⃗a, ⃗vq is a Hilbert space, and its continuous dual Πp⃗a, ⃗vq^˚ can be identified with the quotient space E{N p⃗a, ⃗vq. We denote the elements of E{N p⃗a, ⃗vq by rfs. For each ℓ, k P t1, . . . , nu we define a 2 ^ 2 matrix M_{ℓ,k} :“ ^ xB_{vℓ} H_ℓ, α_k, y xB_{vℓ} H_ℓ, β_ky xB_{aℓ} H_ℓ, α_k, y xB_{aℓ} H_ℓ, β_ky ˙ , and the 2n ^ 2n matrix Mp⃗a, ⃗vq by the formulas

m_{2ℓ´1,2k´1} :“ xB_{vℓ} H_ℓ, α_ky m_{2ℓ´1,2k} :“ xB_{vℓ} H_ℓ, β_ky m_{2ℓ,2k´1} :“ xB_{aℓ} H_ℓ, α_ky

m_{2ℓ,2k} :“ xB_{aℓ} H_ℓ, β_ky,

(2.56) and we note the identities m_{2k´1,2k´1} “ xB_{vk} H_k, α_ky “ ´γ^3_{vk} M,

m_{2k,2k} “ xB_{ak} H_k, β_ky “ γ^3_{vk} M, m_{2k´1,2k} “ xB_{vk} H_k, β_ky “ 0 m_{2k,2k´1} “ xB_{ak} H_k, α_ky “ 0.

(2.57)

and for ℓ ă k the estimates,

|m_{2ℓ´1,2k´1}| ď Cy_{min}e^{´ymin} . (2.58)

Given vectors ⃗λ, ⃗μ P R^n , we use the non-standard notation p⃗λ, ⃗μq^⊺ to denote the column vector pλ_1, μ_1, λ_2, μ_2, . . . , λ_n, μ_nq^⊺ P R^{2n} , and then Mp⃗a, ⃗vq acts on p⃗λ, ⃗μq^⊺ by matrix multiplication.

Because of the formulas (2.57) and the estimates (2.58), the matrix Mp⃗a, ⃗vq is diagonally dominant and hence invertible provided that ρp⃗a, ⃗vq is sufficiently small. An immediate consequence is that for small enough ρp⃗a, ⃗vq

N p⃗a, ⃗vq “ spantB_{a1} H_1, . . . , B_{an} H_n, B_{v1} H_1, . . . , B_{vn} H_nu,

meaning that to each p⃗λ, ⃗μq^⊺ P R^{2n} there is a unique p⃗c, ⃗dq^⊺ P R^{2n} such that nÿ k“1 pλ_kα_k ` μ_kβ_kq “ nÿ k“1 pc_kB_{vk} H_k ` d_kB_{ak} H_kq.

(2.59)

Lemma 2.15. There exist C, η_0 ą 0 such that the following holds. Let p⃗a, ⃗vq P R^n ^ R^n satisfy ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0 and let f P E.

(i) There exists unique ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq ^ R^n ^ R^n such that

(2.60) D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh “ f` nÿ k“1 pλ_kα_k ` μ_kβ_kq.

It satisfies the estimates

}h}_E ď C}f}_E , (2.61)

and for each k P t1, . . . , nu ˇ Mγ^3_{vk} λ_k ´ xB_{vk} H_k, fy ˇ ď C ´ p ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} ` |⃗v|q}h}_E ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} }f}_E ¯ ˇ Mγ^3_{vk} μ_k ` xB_{ak} H_k, fy ˇ ď C ´ p ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} ` |⃗v|q}h}_E ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} }f}_E ¯ (2.62)

(ii) For any p⃗ℓ, ⃗mq P R^n ^ R^n there exists unique ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq P E ^ R^n ^ R^n such that xα_k, hy “ ℓ_k and xβ_k, hy “ m_k for all k P t1, . . . , nu, and

(2.63) D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh “ f` nÿ k“1 pλ_kα_k ` μ_kβ_kq.

It satisfies estimates

}h}_E ď C ´ }f}_E`

´ nÿ k“1 pℓ^2_k ` m^2_kq

¯ 1_2¯ (2.64) and for each k P t1, . . . , nu

|γ^3_{vk} Mλ_k ´ xB_{vk} H_k, fy ´ ℓ_k| ď Cp ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} ` |⃗v|q}h}_E

` Cy_{min}e^{´ymin} ´ }f}_E`

´ nÿ k“1 pℓ^2_k ` m^2_kq

¯ 1_2¯

|γ^3_{vk} Mμ_k ` xB_{ak} H_k, f y| ď Cp ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} ` |⃗v|q}h}_E

` Cy_{min}e^{´ymin} ´ }f}_E`

´ nÿ k“1 pℓ^2_k ` m^2_kq

¯ 1_2¯ .

(2.65)

Remark 2.16. Part (i) of Lemma 2.15 is a special case of part (ii), but we state it separately for later reference.

Proof of Lemma 2.15. Let η_0 ą 0 be as in Proposition 2.14 and fix p⃗a, ⃗vq P R^n ^ R^n so that ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0. Let B : Πp⃗a,⃗bq ^ Πp⃗a,⃗bq Ñ R denote the bilinear form Bph, gq :“ xD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh, gy. Integration by parts yields the bound |Bph, gq| À }h}_E }g}_E and Proposition 2.14 gives that B is strongly coercive on Πp⃗a, ⃗vq, i.e., Bph, hq ě ν}h}^2_E for all h P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq. Fix f P E and let rfs denote the corresponding equivalence class of elements in E{N p⃗a, ⃗vq. By the Lax-Milgram theorem [38] there is a unique h P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq such that Bph, gq “ xf, gy for all g P Πp⃗a,⃗bq, and moreover, h satisfies the estimate,

}h}_E ď 1 ν inf_{⃗λ,⃗μ} › f` nÿ k“1 pλ_kα_k ` μ_kβ_kq › E . Since xD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh ´ f, gy “ 0 for all g P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq we can find p⃗λ, ⃗μq P ^R^n ^ R^n such that, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh “ f` nÿ k“1 pλ_kα_k ` μ_kβ_kq.

To prove the triplet ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq is unique in Πp⃗a, ⃗vq ^ R^n ^ R^n it suffices to show that p⃗λ, ⃗μq “ p⃗0,⃗0q when h P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq “ 0 and f “ 0. To see this, we take the inner product of the (2.60) with B_{ak} H_k and B_{vk} H_k, using (2.19), (2.21) and (2.22) to obtain the system,

xv_kB_xβ_k, hy ` xpD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpH_kqqB_{vk} H_k, hy “ xB_{vk} H_k, fy ` nÿ ℓ“1 ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ˘ , xv_kB_xα_k, hy ` pD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpH_kqqB_{ak} H_k, hy “ xB_{ak} H_k, fy ` nÿ ℓ“1 ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{ak} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{ak} H_ky ˘ (2.66) which, using (2.56), and the invertibility of Mp⃗a, ⃗vq yields,

p⃗λ, ⃗μq^⊺ “ Mp⃗a, ⃗vq^{´1}

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

´xB_{v1} H_1, fy ` xv_1B_xβ_1, hy ` xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_1qqB_{v1} H_1, hy ´xB_{a1} H_1, fy ` xv_1B_xα_1, hy ` xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_1qqB_{a1} H_1, hy . . . . . . ´xB_{vn} H_n, fy ` xv_nB_xβ_n, hy ` xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_nqqB_{vn} H_n, hy ´xB_{an} H_n, fy ` xv_nB_xα_n, hy ` xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_nqqB_{an} H_n, hy

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ ,

(2.67)

which shows that p⃗λ, ⃗μq are determined uniquely by h, f and equal to p⃗0,⃗0q when h “ 0 and f “ 0. From (2.67) and (2.61) we obtain the preliminary estimates,

|⃗λ| ` |⃗μ| À }f}_E .

(2.68)

For the more refined estimates in (2.62) we record the expressions

γ^3_{vk} Mλ_k ´ xB_{vk} H_k, fy “ ´xv_kB_xβ_k, hy ´ xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_{vk} H_k, hy ` ÿ ℓ‰k ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ˘

γ^3_{vk} Mμ_k ` xB_{ak} H_k, fy “ xv_kB_xα_k, hy ` xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_{ak} H_k, hy ´ ÿ ℓ‰k ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{ak} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{ak} H_ky ˘ , (2.69)

which follow directly from (2.66) using (2.19). Using (2.68) together with Lemma 2.3 to estimate the cross terms gives (2.62).

For part (ii) we note that by (2.59) any h P E admits a decomposition

h “ h^K` nÿ k“1 pc_kB_{vk} H_k ` d_kB_{ak} H_kq (2.70)

for some h^K P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq and some p⃗c, ⃗dq P R^n ^ R^n . Fixing p⃗c, ⃗dq^⊺ P R^{2n} by the formula p⃗c, ⃗dq^⊺ :“ Mp⃗a, ⃗vq^{´1}p⃗ℓ, ⃗mq^⊺ (2.71)

we see that part (ii) is equivalent to finding unique ph^K, ⃗λ, ⃗μq P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq ^ R^n , R^n such that

D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh^K “ rf` nÿ k“1 ` pλ_k ` c_kqα_k ` μ_kβ_k ˘

for rf :“ f ´^n ÿ k“1 ` c_kv_kB_xβ_k ` d_kv_kB_xα_k ˘

´ nÿ k“1 ^` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq ˘ pc_kB_{vk} H_k ` d_kB_{ak} H_kq 0 ˙ as we note the formula D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ nÿ k“1 pc_kB_{vk} H_k ` d_kB_{ak} H_kq ¯ “ nÿ k“1 D^2EpH_kqpc_kB_{vk} H_k ` d_kB_{ak} H_kq

` nÿ k“1 ´ pD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpH_kqpc_kB_{vk} H_k ` d_kB_{ak} H_kq ¯

“´ nÿ k“1 c_kα_k` nÿ k“1 ` c_kv_kB_xβ_k ` d_kv_kB_xα_k ˘

` nÿ k“1 ^` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq ˘ pc_kB_{vk} H_k ` d_kB_{ak} H_kq 0 ˙ . The existence and uniqueness of ph^K, ⃗λ, ⃗μq follows by an application of part (i) and then h is given by the formula (2.70) with p⃗c, ⃗dq uniquely determined by (2.71). Using (2.50) we obtain the following estimates for h,

}h}_E À }f}_E` nÿ k“1 p|λ_k||ℓ_k| ` |μ_k||m_k|q`

´ nÿ k“1 pℓ^2_k ` m^2_kq

¯ 1_2

and arguing similarly as in part (i) we obtain the preliminary estimate

|⃗λ| ` |⃗μ| À }f}_E ` }h}_E .

Using this in the previous line gives,

}h}_E À }f}_E`

´ nÿ k“1 pℓ^2_k ` m^2_kq

¯ 1_2

and thus

|⃗λ| ` |⃗μ| À }f}_E`

´ nÿ k“1 pℓ^2_k ` m^2_kq

¯ 1_2 . (2.72)

We refine the estimates on ⃗λ and ⃗μ, by taking the inner product of (2.63) with B_{vk} H and B_{ak} H, and using (2.21) and (2.22) to obtain,

γ^3_{vk} Mλ_k ´ xB_{vk} H_k, fy ´ ℓ_k “ ´xv_kB_xβ_k, hy ´ xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_{vk} H_k, hy ` ÿ ℓ‰k ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ˘

γ^3_{vk} Mμ_k ` xB_{ak} H_k, f y “ xv_kB_xα_k, hy ` xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_{ak} H_k, hy ´ ÿ ℓ‰k ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{ak} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{ak} H_ky ˘ , from which the estimates (2.65) follow from the same argument used to prove (2.62). Note above the presence of the term ℓ_k on the left which is due to the expression (2.22). □

Lemma 2.17. There exists a constant C ą 0 with the following property. Let η_0 ą 0 be given by Lemma 2.15 and let Ω Ă tp⃗a, ⃗vq P R^n ^ R^n | ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0u be an open region. Suppose that Ω Q p⃗a, ⃗vq ÞÑ fp⃗a, ⃗vq P E is (twice) differentiable with respect to a_k, v_k for each k P t1, . . . , nu, i.e., B_{ak} f, B_{vk} f P E for each k (same for all the second partials). For each p⃗a, ⃗vq P Ω let php⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗λp⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗μp⃗a, ⃗vqq P Πp⃗a, ⃗vq ^ R^n ^ R^n be the unique solution to (2.60) given by Lemma 2.15. Then the mapping Ω Q p⃗a, ⃗vq ÞÑ php⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗λp⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗μp⃗a, ⃗vqq is (twice) differentiable with respect to a_k, v_k for each k, and satisfies the estimates }B_{ak} h}_E ` }B_{vk} h}_E ď C ` }B_{ak} f}_E ` }B_{vk} f}_E ` }f}_E ˘ , |B_{ak} λ_j| ` |B_{ak} μ_j| ď C ` }B_{ak} f}_E ` }f}_E ˘ , |B_{vk} λ_j| ` |B_{vk} μ_j| ď C ` }B_{vk} f}_E ` }f}_E ˘ , (2.73)

and in the case of twice differentiability (2.74) }B_{aj} B_{ak} h}_E ` }B_{aj} B_{vk} h}_E ` }B_{vj} B_{vk} h}_E ď C ` }B_{aj} B_{ak} f}_E `}B_{aj} B_{vk} f}_E `}B_{vj} B_{vk} f}_E `}B_{aj} f}_E `}B_{vj} f}_E `}B_{ak} f}_E `}B_{vk} f}_E `}f}_E ˘ , for each j, k. Let p⃗a, ⃗vq, p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q P Ω, and denote by ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq the solution to (2.60) associated to p⃗a, ⃗vq and let ph^7, ⃗λ^7, ⃗μ^7q the solution to (2.60) associated to p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q. Writing f “ fp⃗a, ⃗vq and f^7 “ fp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q, and H^7_k “ Hp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q, we have }h^7 ´ h}_E ď C ´ p}f^7}_E ` }f}_E qp|⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a| ` |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|q ` }f^7 ´ f}_E ¯ , (2.75)

(2.76) sup_{1ďkďn} ˇ pλ^7_k ´ λ_kq´ ` pγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1}xB_{vk} H^7_k, f^7y ´ pγ^3_{vk} Mq^{´1}xB_{vk} H_k, fy ˘ˇ ď C|⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a|p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} qp}f }_E ` }f^7}_E q ` C|⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|p}f}_E ` }f^7}_E q ` C}f^7 ´ f}_E p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} q, and, (2.77) sup_{1ďkďn} |pμ^7_k ´ μ_kq` ` pγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1}xB_{ak} H^7_k, f^7y ´ pγ^3_{vk} Mq^{´1}xB_{ak} H_k, f y ˘ q| ď C|⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a|p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} qp}f }_E ` }f^7}_E q ` C|⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|p}f}_E ` }f^7}_E q ` C}f^7 ´ f}_E p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} q.

Finally, for each k P t1, . . . , nu

}B_{ak} h^7 ´ B_{ak} h}_E ď Cp}f^7}_E ` }f}_E ` }B_{ak} f^7}_E ` }B_{ak} f}_E qp|⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a| ` |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|q ` }f^7 ´ f}_E ` }B_{ak} f^7 ´ B_{ak} f}_E , }B_{vk} h^7 ´ B_{vk} h}_E ď Cp}f^7}_E ` }f}_E ` }B_{vk} f^7}_E ` }B_{vk} f}_E qp|⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a| ` |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|q ` }f^7 ´ f}_E ` }B_{vk} f^7 ´ B_{vk} f}_E .

(2.78)

Proof. We first consider the difference estimates for solutions associated to different p⃗a, ⃗vq. Let p⃗a, ⃗vq, p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q P Ω, let ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq denote the solution to (2.60) associated to p⃗a, ⃗vq, and let ph^7, ⃗λ^7, ⃗μ^7q the solution to (2.60) associated to p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q. We write f^7 “ fp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q. Define h^5 :“ h^7 ´ h, ⃗λ^5 :“ ⃗λ^7 ´ ⃗λ, ⃗μ^5 :“ ⃗μ^7 ´ ⃗μ.

By Lemma 2.15, ph^5, ⃗λ^5, ⃗μ^5q uniquely solves

D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh^5 “ f^5` nÿ k“1 λ^5_kα_k ` μ^5_kβ_k, where

f^5 “ ` D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ˘ h^7` ` f^7 ´ f ˘

` nÿ j“1 ´ λ^7_j ` α^7_j ´ α_j ˘ ` μ^7_j ` β^7_j ´ β_j ˘¯ , and xh^5, α_ky “ xh^7, α_k ´ α^7_ky “ ℓ^5_k

xh^5, β_ky “ xh^7, β_k ´ β^7_ky “ m^5_k

and where we have used the ad hoc notation α^7_j “ JB_{aj} Hpa^7_j , v^7_jq and β^7_j “ JB_{vj} Hpa^7_j , v^7_j q.

The estimate (2.64) and (2.72) give

}h^5}_E ` |⃗λ^5| ` |⃗μ^5| À }f^5}_E`

´ nÿ k“1 pℓ^5_kq^2 ` pμ^5_kq^2

¯ 1_2 (2.79)

from which (2.75) follows. Using (2.69) we can take the difference of the equations for λ^7_k and λ_k to obtain

pλ^7_k ´ λ_kq´ ` pγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1}xB_v7_k H^7_k, f^7y ´ pγ^3_{vk} Mq^{´1}xB_{vk} H_k, fy ˘ “ ´ pγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1} ´ pγ^3_{vk} Mq^{´1} ¯´ ´ xv_kB_xβ_k, hy ´ xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_{vk} H_k, hy ` ÿ ℓ‰k ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ˘¯

` pγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1} «´ ´ xv^7_kB_xβ^7_k, h^7y ´ xpU^2pHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ´ U^2pH^7_kqqB_{vk} H^7_k, h^7y ` ÿ ℓ‰k ` λ^7_ℓxα^7_ℓ, B_{vk} H^7_ky ` μ^7_ℓxβ^7_ℓ, B_{vk} H^7_ky ˘¯

´ ´ ´ xv_kB_xβ_k, hy ´ xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_{vk} H_k, hy ` ÿ ℓ‰k ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ˘¯ ff . We call terms negligible if they are bounded by the right-hand-side of (2.76). Since ρp⃗a, ⃗vq, ρp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ď δ_0 ! 1 we have,

|pγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1} ´ pγ^3_{vk} Mq^{´1}| À |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|p|v^7| ` |⃗v|q,

so the terms on the second and third line are negligible. We estimate the differences arising from the remaining terms as follows,

|xv_kB_xβ_k, hy ´ xv^7_kB_xβ^7_k, h^7y| À ´ |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v| ` |⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a| ` p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v|q ˘¯´ }h^7}_E ` }h}_E ¯ ` p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v|q}h^5}_E and |xpU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_{vk} H_k, hy ´ xpU^2pHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ´ U^2pH^7_kqqB_{vk} H^7_k, h^7y| À ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} ´ }h^5}_E ` p}h^7}_E ` }h}_E qp|⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v| ` |⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a|q ¯ and for all ℓ ‰ k, | ` λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ´ λ_ℓxα_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky| À y_{min}e^{´ymin} ´ |⃗λ^5| ` p}f^7}_E ` }f}_E qpp|⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v| ` |⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a|q ¯

| ` μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky ´ μ_ℓxβ_ℓ, B_{vk} H_ky| À y_{min}e^{´ymin} ´ |⃗λ^5| ` p}f^7}_E ` }f}_E qpp|⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v| ` |⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a|q ¯ . An application of the estimates (2.79) to the previous three displayed equations completes the proof of (2.76). An analogous argument yields the estimates (2.77) for ⃗μ^7 ´ ⃗μ.

We next turn to the differentiability of php⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗λp⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗μp⃗a, ⃗vqq with respect to parameters, noting that continuity with respect to parameters follows from the difference estimates proved above. Let pδh, δ⃗λ, δ⃗μq be the solution of D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqpδhq “ ´pU^3pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqB_{ak} Hp⃗a, ⃗vqhp⃗a, ⃗vq, 0q ` B_{ak} fp⃗a, ⃗vq ` λ_kp⃗a, ⃗vqB_{ak} α_k ` μ_kp⃗a, ⃗vqB_{ak} β_k` nÿ j“1 pδλ_j qα_j ` pδμ_j qβ_j

(2.80)

such that xδh, α_jy “ ´xhp⃗a, ⃗vq, B_{ak} α_jy and xδh, β_jy “ ´xhp⃗a, ⃗vq, B_{ak} β_jy for all j (note that B_{ak} α_j “ 0 for j ‰ k). This solution exists and is unique, by Lemma 2.15 (ii). We claim that (2.81) pB_{ak} hp⃗a, ⃗vq, B_{ak} ⃗λp⃗a, ⃗vq, B_{ak} ⃗μp⃗a, ⃗vqq “ pδh, δ⃗λ, δ⃗μq. We introduce the shorthand notation ⃗apϵq “ pa_1, . . . , a_k ` ϵ, . . . a_nq and define q_ϵp⃗a, ⃗v; xq :“ hp⃗apϵq, ⃗v; xq ´ hp⃗a, ⃗v; xq ϵ ´ δhpxq ⃗λ_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq :“ ⃗λp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ´ ⃗λp⃗a, ⃗vq ϵ ´ δ⃗λ ⃗μ_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq :“ ⃗μp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ´ ⃗μp⃗a, ⃗vq ϵ ´ δ⃗μ It suffices now to show that lim_{ϵÑ0}pq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗λ_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗μ_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vqq “ p0,⃗0,⃗0q. (2.82)

Introducing the ad hoc notation α_{k,ϵ} “ JB_aHpa_k ` ϵ, v_kq and β_{k,ϵ} “ JB_v Hpa_k ` ϵ, v_kq, we see that pq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗λ_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗μ_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vqq uniquely solves (2.63) with

f_ϵ “ ´ fp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ´ fp⃗a, ⃗vq ϵ ´ B_{ak} fp⃗a, ⃗vq ¯ ´ pU^3pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqB_{ak} Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, 0q ` hp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ hp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ˘

` ´U 2pHp⃗apϵq, ⃗vqq ´ U 2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ϵ ´ U^3pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqB_{ak} Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, 0 ¯ hp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ` λ_kp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ´ α_{k,ϵ} ´ α_k ϵ ´ B_{ak} α_k ¯ ` μ_kp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ´ β_{k,ϵ} ´ β_k ϵ ´ B_{ak} β_k ¯ ´ B_{ak} α_k ` λ_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ λ_kp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ˘ ´ B_{ak} β_k ` μ_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ μ_kp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq ˘ and xq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, α_ky “ ´xhp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq, α_{k,ϵ} ´ α_k ϵ ´ B_{ak} α_ky ` xhp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ hp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq, B_{ak} α_ky xq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, α_j y “ 0 if j ‰ k xq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, β_ky “ ´xhp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq, β_{k,ϵ} ´ β_k ϵ ´ B_{ak} β_ky ` xhp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ hp⃗apϵq, ⃗vq, B_{ak} β_ky xq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, β_j y “ 0 if j ‰ k. Using the continuity of php⃗a, ⃗vq, ⃗λp⃗a, ⃗vq, μp⃗a, ⃗vqq with respect to the parameters, the differentiability of fp⃗a, ⃗vq, the smoothness of U, Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, α_k and β_k, we see that lim_{ϵÑ0} }f_ϵ}_E “ 0. Using the continuity of hp⃗a, ⃗vq with respect to parameters and the smoothness of α_k, β_k, we see that in addition lim_{ϵÑ0}xq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, α_ky “ lim_{ϵÑ0}xq_ϵp⃗a, ⃗vq, β_ky “ 0.

Then (2.82) follows from (2.64) and (2.72). Having established (2.81) the estimates for pB_{ak} h, B_{ak} ⃗λ, B_{ak} ⃗μq now follow from (2.80) and Lemma 2.15 (ii).

The argument for pB_{vk} h, B_{vk} ⃗λ, B_{vk} ⃗μq is identical. The estimates (2.74) for all the mixed second partials is similar.

Lastly, we consider the difference estimates for B_{ak} h and B_{vk} h. Let B_{ak} h^5 “ B_{ak} h^7 ´ B_{ak} h, and pB_{ak} ⃗λ^5, B_{ak} ⃗μ^5q, which we can view as solving

D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqpB_{ak} h^5q “ pD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qqqB_{ak} h^7 ` pU^3pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqB_{ak} Hp⃗a, ⃗vqh, 0q ´ pU^3pHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qqB_{ak} Hp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qh^7, 0q ` B_{ak} f^7 ´ B_{ak} f ` λ^7_kB_{ak} α^7_k ´ λ_kB_{ak} α_k ` μ^7_kB_{ak} β^7_k ´ μ_kB_{ak} β_k ` nÿ j“1 B_{ak} λ^7_jpα^7_j ´ α_j q ` B_{ak} μ^7_j pβ^7_j ´ β_jq

` nÿ j“1 pB_{ak} λ^5_jqα_j ` pB_{ak} μ^5_jqβ_j

with xB_{ak} h^5, α_j y “ xh, B_{ak} α_j y ´ xh^7, B_{ak} α^7_jy ` xB_{ak} h^7, α^7_j ´ α_j y xB_{ak} h^5, β_j y “ xh, B_{ak} β_j y ´ xh^7, B_{ak} β^7_jy ` xB_{ak} h^7, β^7_j ´ β_jy and the estimates for B_{ak} h^5 in (2.78) follow from Lemma 2.15 part (ii). The estimates for B_{vk} h^7 ´ B_{vk} h follow from the same argument. □

3. Preliminaries on the Cauchy problem Since the local well-posedness theory for (1.2) presents no serious difficulties, we only briefly resume it, leaving some details to the Reader.

Definition 3.1. If I Ă R is an open interval, ι_´, ι_` P t´1, 1u and ϕ “ pϕ, 9ϕq : I^R Ñ R^R, then we say that ϕ is a solution of (1.6) in the energy sector E_{ι´,ι`} if ϕ P CpI; E_{ι´,ι`} q and (1.6) holds in the sense of distributions.

Choose any pξ, 0q P E_{ι´,ι`} such that ξ P C^8 and B_xξ is of compact support, and write pϕ, 9ϕq “ pξ ` ψ, 9ψq. Then ϕ P CpI; E_{ι´,ι`} q is equivalent to ψ P CpI; Eq and (1.6) becomes

(3.1) d dt ^ ψ 9ψ ˙ “ ^ 9ψ B^2_xψ ´ ψ´ ` U^1pξ ` ψq ´ U^1pξq ´ ψ ˘ ` ` B^2_xξ ´ U^1pξq ˘ ˙ , which is the linear Klein-Gordon equation for ψ with the forcing term´ ` U^1pξ `ψq´U^1pξq´ ψ ˘ ` ` B^2_xξ ´ U^1pξq ˘ P CpI; Eq. By the uniqueness of weak solutions of linear wave equations, see [15], we have that a weak solution of (3.1) is in fact a strong solution given by the Duhamel formula.

If ϕ_{1,0}, ϕ_{2,0}, . . . and ϕ_0 are states of bounded energy, then we write ϕ_{m,0} Ñ ϕ_0 if ϕ_{m,0}´ ϕ_0 Ñ 0 in E, and ϕ_{m,0} á ϕ_0 if 9ϕ_{m,0} á 9ϕ_0 in L^2pRq and ϕ_{m,0} ´ ϕ_0 Ñ 0 in L^8_{loc}pRq. Observe that if ϕ_{m,0} ´ ϕ_0 is bounded in E, then ϕ_{m,0} á ϕ_0 is equivalent to the weak convergence to 0 in the Hilbert space E of the sequence ϕ_{m,0} ´ϕ_0. However, our notion of weak convergence is more general, in particular the topological class is not necessarily preserved under weak limits as defined above. A similar notion of weak convergence was used in Jia and Kenig [33].

Proposition 3.2. (i) For all ι_´, ι_` P t´1, 1u and ϕ_0 P E_{ι´,ι`} and t_0 P R, there exists a unique solution ϕ : R Ñ E_{ι´,ι`} of (1.6) such that ϕpt_0q “ ϕ_0. The energy Epϕptqq does not depend on t.

(ii) If B_xϕ_0 P H^1pRq and 9ϕ_0 P H^1pRq, then B_xϕ P CpR; H^1 pRqq X C^1pR; L^2 pRqq, 9ϕ P CpR; H^1 pRqq X C^1pR; L^2 pRqq and (1.5) holds in the strong sense in H^1pRq ^ L^2pRq.

(iii) Let ϕ_{1,0}, ϕ_{2,0}, . . . P E_{ι´,ι`} and ϕ_{m,0} Ñ ϕ_0 P E_{ι´,ι`} . If pϕ_mq^8_{m“1} and ϕ are the solutions of (1.6) such that ϕ_mpt_0q “ ϕ_{m,0} and ϕpt_0q “ ϕ_0, then ϕ_mptq Ñ ϕptq for all t P R, the convergence being uniform on every bounded time interval.

(iv) If rϕ_0|_{rx1,x2s} “ ϕ_0|_{rx1,x2s}, then rϕptq|_{rx1`|t´t0|,x2´|t´t0|s} “ ϕptq|_{rx1`|t´t0|,x2´|t´t0|s} for all t P “ t_0 ´^1_2 px_2 ´ x_1q, t_0 `^1_2 px_2 ´ x_1q ‰ . (v) Let ϕ_{1,0}, ϕ_{2,0}, . . . P E_{ι´,ι`} and ϕ_{m,0} á ϕ_0 P E_{ι´,ι`} . If pϕ_mq^8_{m“1} and ϕ are the solutions of (1.6) such that ϕ_mpt_0q “ ϕ_{m,0} and ϕpt_0q “ ϕ_0, then ϕ_mptq á ϕptq for all t P R.

Proof. Statements (i), (ii) and (iii) follow from energy estimates and Picard iteration, see for example [17] or [60, Section X.13] for similar results. Since the linear Klein-Gordon equation has propagation speed equal to 1, each Picard iteration satisfies the finite propagation speed property, and (iv) follows by passing to the limit. We skip the details.

We sketch a proof of (v).

In the first step, we argue that it can be assumed without loss of generality that }ϕ_{m,0}´ ϕ_0}_E is bounded and }ϕ_{m,0} ´ ϕ_0}_L8 Ñ 0. To this end, let x_m Ñ ´8 and x^1_m Ñ 8 be such that

lim_{mÑ8} sup

xPrx_m,x^1_ms

|ϕ_{m,0}pxq ´ ϕ_0pxq| “ 0.

We define a new sequence rϕ_{m,0} : R Ñ R by the formula

(3.2) rϕ_{m,0}pxq :“

$ ’ ’ ’& ’ ’ ’% ι_´ for all x ď x_m ´ 1, px_m ´ xqι_´ ` p1 ´ x_m ` xqϕ_{m,0}px_mq for all x P rx_m ´ 1, x_ms, ϕ_{m,0}pxq for all x P rx_m, x^1_ms, px ´ x^1_mqι_` ` p1 ´ x ` x^1_mqϕ_{m,0}px^1_mq for all x P rx^1_m, x^1_m ` 1s, ι_` for all x ě x^1_m ` 1.

Taking into account that

lim_{mÑ8} sup_{xďxm} ` |ϕ_0pxq ´ ι_´| ` sup_{xěx1} m |ϕ_0pxq ´ ι_`| ˘ “ 0,

we have that }rϕ_{m,0} ´ ϕ_0}_L8 Ñ 0. In particular, if we take R " 1, then

lim sup mÑ8 sup xď´R |rϕ_{m,0}pxq ´ ι_´| ! 1,

thus

lim sup mÑ8 ż_{´R} ´8 |rϕ_{m,0}pxq ´ ι_´|^2 dx À lim sup_{mÑ8} ż_{´R} ´8 Uprϕ_{m,0}pxqq dx ă 8,

and similarly for x ě R. Hence, lim sup_{mÑ8} }rϕ_{m,0} ´ ϕ_0}_H1 ă 8.

Let rϕ_m be the solution of (1.6) such that rϕ_mpt_0q “ prϕ_{m,0}, 9ϕ_{m,0}q. By property (iv), it suffices to prove that rϕ_mptq á ϕptq for all t, which finishes the first step. In the sequel, we write ϕ_{m,0} instead of rϕ_{m,0}.

We choose ξ as in (3.1) and write ϕ_m “ pξ, 0q ` ψ_m, ϕ “ pξ, 0q ` ψ. It suffices to prove that, for every t P R, any subsequence of ψ_mptq has a subsequence weakly converging to ψptq. Let h_m be the solution of (1.3) with initial data h_mpt_0q “ ψ_mpt_0q, h the solution of the same problem with initial data hpt_0q “ ψpt_0q, and g_m the solution of d dt ^ g_m 9g_m ˙ “ ^ 9g_m B^2_xg_m ´ g_m´ ` U^1pξ ` ψ_mq ´ U^1pξq ´ ψ_m ˘ ` ` B^2_xξ ´ U^1pξq ˘ ˙ , with the initial data g_mpt_0q “ 0. We thus have ψ_m “ h_m ` g_m for all m.

By the continuity of the free Klein-Gordon flow, we have h_mptq á hptq for all t P R. By the energy estimates, g_m is bounded in C^1pI; Eq for any bounded open interval I. Since the weak topology on bounded balls of E is metrizable, the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem yields g P CpR; Eq and a subsequence of pg_mq_m, which we still denote pg_mq_m, such that g_mptq á gptq for every t P R. Let rψ :“ h ` g, so that ψ_mptq á rψptq for all t P R. In particular, ψ_mpt, xq Ñ rψpt, xq for all pt, xq, hence by the dominated convergence theorem

U^1pξ ` ψ_mq ´ U^1pξq ´ ψ_m Ñ U^1pξ ` rψq ´ U^1pξq ´ rψ

in the sense of distributions. We can thus pass to the distributional limit in (3.1) and conclude that rψ is a solution of (1.6) with initial data rψpt_0q “ ψpt_0q. By the uniqueness of weak solutions, rψ “ ψ. □

Finally, we have local stability of vacuum solutions.

Lemma 3.3. There exist η_0, C_0 ą 0 having the following property. If ι P t1, ´1u, t_0 P R, ´8 ď x_1 ` 1 ă x_2 ´ 1 ď 8, Epϕ_0q ă 0, }ϕ_0 ´ ι}_{Epx1,x2q} ď η_0 and ϕ is a solution of (1.6) such that ϕp0q “ ϕ_0, then for all t P “ t_0 ´^1_2 px_2 ´ x_1q ` 1, t_0 `^1_2 px_2 ´ x_1q ´ 1 ‰ (3.3) }ϕptq ´ ι}_{Epx1`|t´t0|,x2´|t´t0|q} ď C_0}ϕ_0 ´ ι}_{Epx1,x2q}.

Sketch of a proof. To fix ideas, assume ι “ 1 and t ą t_0 “ 0. The positivity of U and Green’s formula in space-time imply that the function “ 0, px_2 ´ x_1q{2 ´ 1 ‰ Q t ÞÑ ż_{x2´t}

x_1`t ´1 2 p 9ϕptqq^2` 1 2 pB_xϕptqq^2 ` Upϕptqq ¯ dx is decreasing. Set ψptq :“ ϕptq ´ 1. For |ψ| small, we have Up1 ` ψq » ψ^2. By a continuity argument and the fact that }ψ}_L8_{pIq} À }ψ}_H1_{pIq} on any interval I of length ě 2, we obtain }ψptq}_L8_{px1`t,x2´tq} À η_0 and (3.3). □

4. Estimates on the modulation parameters

Our present goal is to reduce the motion of a kink cluster to a system of ordinary differential equations with sufficiently small error terms.

4.1. Basic modulation. We consider a solution of (1.6) which is close, on some open time interval I, to multikink configurations. It is natural to express the solution as the sum of a multikink and a small error, which can be done in multiple ways. A unique choice of such a decomposition is obtained by imposing specific orthogonality conditions. In this section, we prove Lemma 1.5, which we state again, while including an additional estimate.

If p⃗a, ⃗vq P C^1pI; R^n ^ R^n q and, using the notation (1.10), we decompose (4.1) ϕptq “ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptq, then the Chain Rule implies that ϕ solves (1.6) if and only if g solves (4.2)

B_tgptq “ JDE ` Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptq ˘ ´ ⃗a^1ptq ¨ B_{⃗a}Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ´ ⃗v^1ptq ¨ B_{⃗v}Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq We impose the orthogonality conditions, which we rewrite as

(4.3) xα_kptq, gptqy “ xβ_kptq, gptqy “ 0, for all k P t1, . . . , nu and t P I.

Indeed, we prove the following “static” modulation lemma.

Lemma 4.1 (Modulation parameters). There exist η_0, η_1, C_0 ą 0 with the following properties. For all ϕ_0 P E_{1,p´1q}n such that

dpϕ_0q ă η_0,

there exist unique p⃗a, ⃗vq “ p⃗apϕ_0q, ⃗vpϕ_0qq P R^n ^ R^n with a_1 ď a_2 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď a_n such that › ›ϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq › ›^2_E ` ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ă η_1, (4.4) and xϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, αpa_k, v_kqy “ xϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, βpa_k, v_kqy “ 0, (4.5)

for all k “ 1, . . . , n. Moreover, the pair p⃗a, ⃗vq satisfy the estimates › ›ϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq › ›^2_E ` ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ă C_0dpϕ_0q.

(4.6) and there exists ν ą 0, C ą 0 such that

(4.7) 1 2 } 9ϕ_0 ´ 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq}^2_L2` ν 4 }ϕ_0 ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq}^2_H1` M 2 nÿ k“1 v^2_k

ď 2κ^2 n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´yk} ` Cy_{min}e^{´2ymin} ` Cy_{min} |v|^4 ` Epϕq ´ nM.

Finally, the map E_{1,p´1q}n Q ϕ_0 ÞÑ p⃗apϕ_0q, ⃗vpϕ_0qq P R^n ^ R^n is C^1.

Proof. Let η :“ dpϕq. We can choose a pair p⃗b, ⃗wq so that η ď › ›ϕ ´ Hp⃗b, ⃗wq › ›^2_E `^{n´1} ÿ k“1 e^{´pbk`1´bkq}` nÿ k“1 |w_k|^2 ď 4η.

for each k P t1, . . . , nu we define the functions A_{2k´1}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq “ xαpa_k, v_kq, h ` Hp⃗b, ⃗wq ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy B_{2k}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq “ xβpa_k, v_kq, h ` Hp⃗b, ⃗wq ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy. and for k “ 1, . . . , n define ⃗Γ “ pΓ_1, . . . , Γ_{2n}q : C^1pR^n ^ R^n ^ E; R^n ^ R^n q by Γ_ℓp⃗a, ⃗v; hq :“ # A_{2k´1}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq if ℓ “ 2k ´ 1 B_{2k}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq if ℓ “ 2k Using the usual shorthand α_k, β_k, H_k we compute B_{aj} A_{2k´1}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq “ # xB_aα_k, h ` Hp⃗b, ⃗wq ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy if j “ k ´p´1q^j xα_k, B_aH_jy if j ‰ k B_{vj} A_{2k´1}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq “ # xB_vα_k, h ` Hp⃗b, ⃗wq ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy ´ p´1q^kxα_k, B_v H_ky if j “ k ´p´1q^j xα_k, B_vH_jy if j ‰ k

(4.8)

and B_{aj} B_{2k}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq “ # xB_aβ_k, h ` Hp⃗b, ⃗wq ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy ´ p´1q^kxβ_k, B_aH_ky if j “ k ´p´1q^j xβ_k, B_aH_j y if j ‰ k B_{vj} B_{2k}p⃗a, ⃗v; hq “ # xB_vβ_k, h ` Hp⃗b, ⃗wq ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy if j “ k ´p´1q^j xβ_k, B_v H_jy if j ‰ k

(4.9)

We see that B_{p⃗a,⃗vq}⃗Γp⃗b, ⃗w; hq is a 2n ^ 2n invertible matrix with uniformly bounded inverse as long as h, |⃗a ´⃗b| and |⃗v ´ ⃗w| are small enough.

Let h_0 :“ ϕ ´ Hp⃗b, ⃗wq. Let C_1 ą 0 be a constant to be fixed below and consider, the mapping ⃗Φ : B_Rn p⃗b, C_1 ? η_0q ^ B_Rn p ⃗w, C_1 ? η_0q Ñ R^n ^ R^n defined by ⃗Φp⃗a, ⃗vq :“ p⃗a, ⃗vq ´ “B_{p⃗a,⃗vq}⃗Γp⃗b, ⃗w; h_0q‰^{´1}⃗Γp⃗a, ⃗v; h_0q. We set up a contraction mapping to find a fixed point of ⃗Φ. Observe that

|⃗Φp⃗b, ⃗w; hq ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq| À }h_0}_E “ }ϕ ´ Hp⃗b, ⃗wq}_E ď 2 ? η (4.10) and hence C_1 can be chosen so that |⃗Φp⃗b, ⃗w; hq ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq| ď 1 3 C_1 ? η ď 1 3 C_1 ? η_0.

By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, ⃗Φp⃗a7, ⃗v7q ´ ⃗Φp⃗a, ⃗vq “ ” Id´ “ B_{p⃗a,⃗vq}⃗Γpp⃗b, ⃗wq; h_0q ‰_{´1} ż^1 0 B_{p⃗a,⃗vq}⃗Γpsp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ` p1 ´ sqp⃗a, ⃗vq; h_0q ds ı´ p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ p⃗a, ⃗vq ¯

From (4.8), (4.9) we see that B_{p⃗a,⃗vq}⃗Γpp⃗a, ⃗vq; h_0q is Lipshitz with respect to p⃗a, ⃗vq and hence,

|B_{p⃗a,⃗vq}⃗Γpsp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ` p1 ´ sqp⃗a, ⃗vq; h_0q ´ B_{p⃗a,⃗vq}⃗Γpp⃗b, ⃗wq; h_0q| À C_1 ? η_0

(4.11)

and thus,

|⃗Φp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ ⃗Φp⃗a, ⃗vq| À C_1 ? η_0|p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ p⃗a, ⃗vq| ď 1 3 C_1|p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ p⃗a, ⃗vq|

provided η_0 is chosen small enough. Hence ⃗Φ is a strict contraction on the ball B_Rn p⃗b, C_1 ? η_0q^ B_Rn p ⃗w, C_1 ? η_0q.

Let p⃗a, ⃗vq “ p⃗apϕq, ⃗vpϕq be the unique fixed point of ⃗Φ inside the ball B_Rn p⃗b, C_1 ? η_0q^ B_Rn p ⃗w, C_1 ? η_0q. The orthogonality conditions (4.5) hold for this choice of p⃗a, ⃗vq because of the definitions of ⃗Γ and ⃗Φ. Next, using that p⃗a, ⃗vq is a fixed point of ⃗Φ, (4.10), and (4.11) we see that |p⃗a, ⃗vq ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq| “ |⃗Φp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ ⃗Φpb, wq ` ⃗Φpb, wq ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq| ď 1 3 |p⃗a, ⃗vq ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq|` 1 3 C_1 ? η and hence |p⃗a, ⃗vq ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq| À ? η “ a dpϕq. The estimates (4.6) readily follow.

We now prove (4.7). Set g :“ ϕ ´ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq. We have the Taylor expansion EpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq “ EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ` xDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, gy` 1 2 xD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg, gy ` ż_8 ´8 ´ UpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ UpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg´ 1 2 U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg^2 ¯ dx. Lemma 2.13 and (4.5) yield

xg, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqgy “ } 9g}^2_L2 ` xg, D^2E_ppHp⃗a, ⃗vqqgy ě } 9g}^2_L2 ` ν}g}^2_H1 .

The Sobolev embedding implies that the second line has absolute value À }g}^3_{H1} , thus ď^ν_8 }g}^2_{H1} if η_0 is small enough. By (2.37) and (4.5), we also have |xDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, gy| À ? y_{min}e^{´ymin} }g}_L2 ,

thus |xDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, gy| ď^ν_8 }g}^2_{H1} ` Cy_{min}e^{´2ymin} . We arrive at the estimate 1 2 } 9g}^2_L2` ν 4 }g}^2_H1 ď EpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ` Cy_{min}e^{´2ymin} .

Lemma 2.10 then implies 1 2 } 9g}^2_L2` ν 4 }g}^2_H1` M 2 nÿ k“1 v^2_k

ď 2κ^2 n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´yk} ` Cy_{min}e^{´2ymin} ` y_{min} |v|^4 ` EpHp⃗aq ` gq ´ nM,

in particular (4.7).

Continuous differentiability of ϕ_0 ÞÑ p⃗apϕ_0q, ⃗vpϕ_0qq follows from ⃗Φ P C^1, see [6, Chapter 2, Theorem 2.2].

It remains to prove that, if η_1 is small enough, then there is no p⃗a, ⃗vq R B_R2n pp⃗b, ⃗wq, C_1 ? η_0q satisfying (4.4). Suppose the contrary. Then there exist ϕ_{0,m}, p⃗b_m, ⃗w_mq and p⃗a_m, v_mq such that }ϕ_{0,m} ´ Hp⃗b_m, ⃗w_mq}^2_E ` ρp⃗b_m, ⃗w_mq ď 2dpϕ_{0,m}q for all m, lim_{mÑ8} ` }ϕ_{0,m} ´ Hp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq}^2_E ` ρp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq ˘ “ 0,

|⃗a_m ´⃗b_m| ` |⃗v_m ´ ⃗w_m| ě C_1 ? η_0 for all m.

In particular, the first two conditions above yield

lim_{mÑ8} ` }Hp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq ´ Hp⃗b_m, ⃗w_mq}^2_E ` ρp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq ` ρp⃗b_m, ⃗w_mq ˘ “ 0,

which contradicts the third condition. For the details of this last point, see for example [28, proof of Lemma 2.27] for a similar argument. □

Lemma 4.2. There exist η_0, C_0, C_1 ą 0 such that the following is true. Let I Ă R be an open interval and let ϕ : I Ñ E_{1,p´1q}n be a solution of (1.6) such that dpϕptqq ď η_0, for all t P I.

Then there exist ⃗a P C^1pI; R^n q and g P CpI; Eq satisfying (4.1) and (4.3). In addition, for all t P I such that (4.12) dpϕptqq ě C_1pEpϕq ´ nMq the following bounds hold: }gptq}^2_E ď C_0ρptq ď C^2_0 dpϕptqq,

(4.13) ˇ a^1_kptq ´ v_kptq ˇ ` ˇ v^1_kptq ˇ ď C_0ρptq.

(4.14)

Finally, if ϕ_m is a sequence of solutions of (1.6) such that (4.15) lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ_m ´ ϕ}_{CpI;Eq} “ 0,

then the corresponding ⃗a_m, ⃗v_m and g_m satisfy (4.16) lim_{mÑ8} ` }⃗a_m ´ ⃗a}_C1_{pI;R}n_q ` }⃗v_m ´ ⃗v}_C1_{pI;R}n_q ` }g_m ´ g}_{CpI;Eq} ˘ “ 0.

Remark 4.3. In Sections 6 and 7, we will always have Epϕq “ nM, hence (4.12) will be automatically satisfied. In Section 8, an additional argument will be necessary in order to ensure (4.12) on time intervals of interest, see the beginning of the proof of Theorem 4.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Step 1. (Modulation equations.) For every t P I, let ⃗aptq :“ ⃗apϕptqq

and ⃗vptq :“ ⃗vpϕptqq be given by Lemma 4.1, and let gptq be given by (4.1). The maps

t ÞÑ ϕptq P E_{1,p´1q}n , E_{1,p´1q}n Q ϕ_0 ÞÑ ⃗apϕ_0q and E_{1,p´1q}n Q ϕ_0 ÞÑ ⃗vpϕ_0q are continuous, hence

⃗a P CpI; R^n q and ⃗v P CpI; R^n q. Moreover, (4.15) implies

(4.17) lim_{mÑ8} ` }⃗a_m ´ ⃗a}_{CpI;R}n_q ` }⃗v_m ´ ⃗v}_{CpI;R}n_q ` }g_m ´ g}_{CpI;Eq} ˘ “ 0.

We claim that ⃗a P C^1pI; R^n q, ⃗v P C^1pI; R^n q and that for any k P t1, . . . , nu we have

pa^1_k ´ v_kq ´ pp´1q^kγ^3_{vk} M ´ xg, B_aβ_ky ¯ ´ v^1_kxg, B_vβ_ky` ÿ j‰k p´1q^j ` a^1_j xB_aH_j, β_ky ` v^1_j xB_vH_j , β_ky ˘

“´ ÿ j‰k v_jxα_j , B_vH_ky ` xU^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_jq, B_v H_ky ` xg, ` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq ˘ B_vH_ky

` xJ ` DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ˘ , β_ky.

(4.18)

and

pa^1_k ´ v_kqxg, B_aα_ky ´ v^1_k ´ p´1q^kγ^3_{vk} M ´ xg, B_vα_ky ¯ ` ÿ j‰k p´1q^j ` a^1_j xB_aH_j , α_ky ` v^1_j xB_vH_j, α_ky ˘

“ ´p´1q^kF_kp⃗a, ⃗vq ` x ` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq ˘ B_aH_k, gy´ ÿ j‰k p´1q^j v_j xJα_j , α_ky

` xJ ` DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ˘ , α_ky.

(4.19)

In order to justify (4.18) and (4.19), first assume that ϕ P C^1pI; E_{1,p´1q}n q and (1.6) holds

in the strong sense. Since the map ϕ_0 ÞÑ ⃗apϕ_0q is of class C^1, we obtain ⃗a P C^1pI; R^n q and

⃗v P C^1pI; R^n q. We pair (4.2) with α_kptq and β_kptq to obtain xB_tg, α_ky “ xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq, α_ky´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j ` a^1_j xB_aH_j , α_ky ` v^1_j xB_vH_j, α_ky ˘

xB_tg, β_ky “ xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq, β_ky´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j ` a^1_jxB_aH_j , β_ky ` v^1_j xB_vH_j, β_ky ˘ (4.20)

We expand the first term on the right of the first equation as xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq, α_ky “ xJD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg, α_ky ` xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, α_ky ` xJ ` DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ˘ , α_ky For the first term on the right we use (2.21) to write xJD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg, α_ky “ x ` D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpH_kqq ˘ g, B_aH_ky ` v_kxB_xα_k, gy “ x ` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq ˘ B_aH_k, gy ` v_kxB_xα_k, gy

For the second term we have

xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, α_ky “´ ÿ j‰k p´1q^j v_j xJα_j , α_ky ` xU^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_jq, B_aH_ky “´ ÿ j‰k p´1q^j v_j xJα_j , α_ky ´ p´1q^kF_kp⃗a, ⃗vq

For the left-hand side of (4.20) we use the relations ´a^1_kxg, B_aα_ky ´ v^1_kxg, B_vα_ky “ xB_tg, α_ky ´a^1_kxg, B_aβ_ky ´ v^1_kxg, B_v β_ky “ xB_tg, β_ky,

(4.21)

which come from differentiating in the time the orthogonality conditions (4.3). After rearranging, we obtain (4.19).

Next, we expand xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq, β_ky “ xJD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg, β_ky ` xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, β_ky ` xJ ` DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ DEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ˘ , β_ky We apply (2.22) for the first term which, using (4.3) becomes xJD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg, β_ky “ xJD^2EpH_kqg, β_ky ` xg, ` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq ˘ B_vH_ky “ ´v_kxB_aβ_k, gy ` xg, ` U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pH_kq ˘ B_v H_ky For the second term we have xJDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq, β_ky “ p´1q^kγ^3_{vk} Mv_k´ ÿ j‰k v_j xα_j, B_vH_ky

` xU^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_j q, B_vH_ky

Using again (4.21) for the left hand-side of (4.20) and rearranging we obtain (4.18).

Consider now the general case (without the additional regularity assumptions). By Proposition 3.2, there exists a sequence ϕ_m satisfying (4.15) and the additional regularity assumption stated above, hence the corresponding parameters p⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq satisfy (4.17). They also satisfy (4.18) and (4.19) with p⃗a, ⃗vq replaced by p⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq, which is a linear system for^d_{dt}⃗a_mptq and^d_{dt}⃗v_mptq. The non-diagonal terms of its matrix are ! a ρp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq; see (2.58). It follows from (4.13) that the diagonal terms differ from p´1q^kM by a quantity of order at most a ρp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq; see (2.57) and note that }g_m}_E À a ρp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq. In particular, the matrix is uniformly non-degenerate, hence we have uniform convergence of^d_{dt}⃗a_m and^d_{dt}⃗v_m, which implies that ⃗a P C^1, ⃗v P C^1 and (4.18) holds.

Step 2. (Coercivity.) If we choose C_1 :“ 2C_0, where C_1 is the constant in (4.12) and C_0 the constant in (4.7), then we have

}gptq}^2_E ď C_0ρp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq` 1 2 C_1 ` Epϕq ´ nM ˘

ď C_0ρp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq` 1 2 dpϕptqq ď C_0ρp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq` 1 2 ` ρp⃗aptqq ` }gptq}^2_E ˘ , the last inequality resulting from the definition of d. This proves the first inequality in (4.13), up to adjusting C_0. The second inequality in (4.13) follows from (4.6).

By standard estimates on the inverse of a diagonally dominant matrix, (4.18), (4.19) and (4.13) yield (4.14).

Step 3. (Continuous dependence of first derivatives.) We have already observed that (4.15) implies (4.17). It is clear that (4.15) implies uniform convergence of the coefficients of the system (4.18) and (4.19), hence uniform convergence of^d_{dt}⃗a_m and^d_{dt} ⃗v_m, and we conlude that (4.15) implies (4.16). □

Remark 4.4. We refer to [18, Proposition 3], [50, Proposition 3.1] or [24, Lemma 3.3] for results and proofs similar to Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2.

Remark 4.5. In the setting of Lemma 4.2, assume in addition that Epϕq “ nM. Then, a direct consequence of the estimate (4.7) is the bound

(4.22) } 9gptq}^2_L2` ν 2 }gptq}^2_H1 ` M|⃗vptq|^2 ď 4κ^2 n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´pak`1 ptq´ak ptqq} ` C_0ρptq^{32} ,

where ν ą 0 is the constant in Lemma 2.13. This more precise coercivity bound will be useful in Section 6.

4.2. Refined modulation. In order to proceed with the analysis of the dynamics of the modulations parameters, we follow an idea used in a similar context in [23] and introduce localized momenta, see also [59, Proposition 4.3].

Recall that χ P C^8 is a decreasing function such that χpxq “ 1 for all x ď^1_3 and χpxq “ 0 for all x ě^2_3 .

Definition 4.6 (Localized momenta). Let I, ϕ, ⃗a, ⃗v and g be as in Lemma 4.2. We set

χ_1pt, xq :“ χ

´ x ´ a_1ptq a_2ptq ´ a_1ptq ¯ , χ_kpt, xq :“ χ ´ x ´ a_kptq a_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptq ¯ ´ χ ´ x ´ a_{k´1}ptq a_kptq ´ a_{k´1}ptq ¯ , for k P t2, . . . , n ´ 1u,

χ_npt, xq :“ 1 ´ χ

´ x ´ a_{n´1}ptq a_nptq ´ a_{n´1}ptq ¯ . We define ⃗p “ pp_1, . . . , p_nq : I Ñ R^n by

(4.23) p_kptq :“ ´xp´1q^kB_xH_kptq ` χ_kptqB_xgptq, 9ϕptqy.

Lemma 4.7. There exists C_0 such that, under the assumptions of Lemma 4.2, ⃗p P C^1pI; R^n q and the following bounds hold for all t P I and k P t1, . . . , nu: |Mv_kptq ´ p_kptq| ď C_0ρptq,

(4.24)

|p^1_kptq ´ F_kp⃗aptqq| ď

C_0ρptq ´ log ρptq , (4.25)

where M and F_k are defined by (2.11) and (2.27).

Remark 4.8. If we think of M, p_k and F_k as the (rest) mass of the kink, its momentum and the force acting on it, then (4.24) and (4.25) yield (approximate) Newton’s second law for the kink motion.

Proof of Lemma 4.7. We start with the bound (4.24). To see this, we pair 9ϕptq with 9α_kptq giving

x 9ϕ, 9α_ky “ x 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, 9α_ky ` x 9g, 9α_ky “ x 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, 9α_ky ´ xg, α_ky,

due to the orthogonality xg, α_ky “ 0. We expand the right-hand side

x 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, 9α_ky ´ xg, α_ky “ p´1q^kx 9H_k, 9α_ky ` Op|⃗v|y_{min}e^{´ymin} ` |v|}g}_E q

“ ´p´1q^kv_kγ_{vk} M ` Op|⃗v|y_{min}e^{´ymin} ` |v|}g}_E q,

where the first line uses Lemma 2.3 and the second the definition of 9H_k and 9α_k. Using γ_{vk} “ 1 ` Op|⃗v|^2q, (4.13), and |x 9ϕ, 9α_ky ´ x 9ϕ, 9αpa_k, 0qy| À ρp⃗a, ⃗vq, we arrive at the expression

Mv_k “ ´p´1q^kx 9ϕ, B_xHp¨ ´ aqy ` Opρp⃗a, ⃗vqq,

and (4.24) follows from the above, (4.23), and (4.13).

It is clear that ⃗p P CpI; R^n q. We claim that ⃗p P C^1pI; R^n q and for any k P t1, . . . , nu we have

p^1_k “ p´1q^ka^1_kxp1 ´ χ_kqB^2_xH_k, 9ϕy ` p´1q^kv^1_kxB_vB_xH_k, 9gy ` ÿ j‰k p´1q^j A´ pa^1_j ´ v_jqB_xB_aH_j ` v^1_j B_xB_v H_j ¯ , 9ϕ E ` 1 2 v^2_kxB_xχ_kB_xH_k, B_xH_ky ` 1 2 xB_xχ_k 9g, 9gy` 1 2 xB_xχB_xg, B_xgy ` xB_xχ_k 9g, 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy ´ xB_tχ_kB_xg, 9ϕy

` p´1q^kv_kxχ_kB^2_xH_k, 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ 9H_ky ` xχ_k 9g, B_xp 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ 9H_kyq

´ p´1q^kp1 ´ γ^2_{vk} q @ U^2pH_kqB_xH_k, g D ´ p´1q^k @ pU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_xH_k, g D

` A p´1q^kB_xH_k, nÿ j“1 p´1q^j v_jB_a 9H_j E ` A χ_kB_xg, nÿ j“1 p´1q^j v_jB_a 9H_j E

` A χ_kB_xg, ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_j q ¯E

` A p´1q^kB_xH_k, ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_jq ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ¯E .

(4.26)

In order to justify (4.26), first assume that B_xg, 9g P CpI; H^1pRqq X C^1 pI; L^2pRqq, that first component of (4.2), which is

B_tg “ 9g´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j ´ pa^1_j ´ v_jqB_aH_j ` v^1_jB_v H_j ¯ holds in the strong sense in H^1pRq, and that the second component of (4.2), which can be expanded as

B_t 9g “ B^2_xg ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg´ ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ¯

´ ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_j q ¯ ´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j pa^1_j ´ v_j qB_a 9H_j ` v^1_jB_v 9H_jq

holds in the strong sense in L^2pRq. Using the above we also record the expression

B_t 9ϕ “ B^2_xg ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg´ ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ¯

´ ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_j q ¯ ` nÿ j“1 p´1q^j v_j B_a 9H_j.

From (4.23) and the Leibniz rule, we obtain

p^1_k “ p´1q^ka^1_kxB^2_xH_k, 9ϕy ` p´1q^kv^1_kxB_vB_xH_k, 9gy ´ xB_tχ_kB_xg, 9ϕy ´ A χ_kB_x ´ 9g´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j ´ pa^1_j ´ v_jqB_aH_j ` v^1_j B_vH_j ¯ , 9ϕ E

´ A p´1q^kB_xH_k, B^2_xg ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg E ´ A χ_kB_xg, B^2_xg E

` A p´1q^kB_xH_k, ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_j q ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg ¯E

` A χ_kB_xg, ´ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq´ nÿ j“1 p´1q^j U^1pH_jq ¯E

` A p´1q^kB_xH_k, nÿ j“1 p´1q^j v_j B_a 9H_j E ` A χ_kB_xg, nÿ j“1 p´1q^j v_j B_a 9H_j E .

(4.27)

In the second line we expand a few of the terms as follows. First, we integrate by parts to obtain

´xχ_kB_x 9g, 9ϕy “ ´p´1q^kv_kxχ_k 9g, B^2_xH_ky ` xχ_kB_x 9g, B_xp 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ 9H_kqy` 1 2 xB_xχ_k 9g, 9gy ` xB_xχ_k 9g, 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy. Then note that

p´1q^kpa^1_k ´ v_kqxχ_kB_xB_aH_k, 9ϕy “ ´p´1q^ka^1_kxχ_kB^2_xH_k, 9ϕy ` p´1q^kv_kxχ_kB^2_xH_k, 9gy ` 1 2 v^2_kxB_xχ_kB_xH_k, B_xH_ky ` p´1q^kv_kxχ_kB^2_xH_k, 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ 9H_ky, where in the last line we used that xB^2_xH_k, B_xH_ky “ 0. Thus the first line added to the second line reduces to

p´1q^ka^1_kxp1 ´ χ_kqB^2_xH_k, 9ϕy ` p´1q^kv^1_kxB_vB_xH_k, 9gy ´ xB_tχ_kB_xg, 9ϕy ` xB_xχ_k 9g, 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vqy

` xχ_k 9g, B_xp 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ 9H_kqy` 1 2 xB_xχ_k 9g, 9gy ` v^2_kxp1 ´ χ_kqB^2_xH_k, B_xH_ky

` p´1q^kv_kxχ_kB^2_xH_k, 9Hp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ 9H_ky` ÿ j‰k p´1q^j ´ pa^1_j ´ v_j qB_xB_aH_j ` v^1_j B_xB_vH_j ¯ , 9ϕ E . Next, consider the third line of (4.27). We use (2.48) to obtain ´ A p´1q^kB_xH_k, B^2_xg ´ U^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vqqg E “ ´p´1q^kp1 ´ γ^2_{vk} q @ U^2pH_kqB_xH_k, g D ´ p´1q^k @ pU^2pHp⃗a, ⃗vq ´ U^2pH_kqqB_xH_k, g D and xχ_kptqB_xgptq, B^2_xgptqy “´ ż_8 ´8 1 2 B_xχ_kptqpB_xgptqq^2 dx.

Inserting these relations into (4.27) and rearranging the terms, we obtain (4.26).

Consider now the general case (without the additional regularity assumptions). By Proposition 3.2, there exists a sequence of solutions ϕ_m satisfying (4.15) and the additional regularity assumptions stated above. Let ⃗p_m be the corresponding localized momentum. By (4.16) and (4.26), the sequence ` ⃗p_m ˘ m converges in C^1.

It remains to prove (4.25). In the computation below, we call a term “negligible” if its absolute value is smaller than the right hand side of (4.25).

By Proposition 2.1 and the definition of χ_k, we have

ż_8 ´8 ` p1 ´ χ_kptqqB^2_xH_kptq

˘_2

dx ď 2 ż_8 1 3 y_{min}ptq

pB^2_xHq^2 dx À e^{´ 23 yminptq} À ρptq^{23} .

By a similar computation, for all j ‰ k we have ż_8 ´8 ` χ_kptqB^2_xH_jptq

˘_2

dx À ρptq^{23} .

Applying (4.13), (4.14), the bound } 9ϕptq}_L2 À a ρptq and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain that the first line and first term of the second line of (4.26) are at most of order ρptq^43 , hence negligible. Next, we observe that }B_xχ_k}_L8 À y^{´1}_{min} À p´ log ρptqq^{´1}. And, the Chain Rule and (4.14) yield }B_tχ_k}_L8 À p´ log ρptqq^{´1} a ρptq, hence the last term of the second line along with the third line of (4.26) is negligible as well. The fourth line is seen to be negligible after an application of Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma 2.3. Similarly, the fifth line is negligible.

By Lemma 2.7 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the fourth line of (4.26) differs by a term of order a y_{min}ptqe^{´ 3}2^{yminptq} ! ρptqp´ log ρptqq^{´1} from

(4.28) ż_8 ´8 χ_kptqB_xgptq ` U^1pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq ´ U^1pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ˘ dx. We now transform the last integral of the right hand side of (4.26). By (2.39), we have ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kptqU^2pH_kptqqgptq dx „ ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kptqU^2pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqgptq dx.

Recalling the definition of F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq, see (2.26), we thus obtain that the last integral of the right hand side of (4.26) differs by a negligible term from (4.29) F_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` p´1q^k ż_8 ´8 B_xH_kptq ` U^1pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq ´ U^1pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ U^2pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqgptq ˘ dx. Applying the Taylor formula pointwise and using the fact that }χ_kptqB_xHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ´ p´1q^kB_xH_kptq}_L8 À e^{´ 13 yminptq}, we see that up to negligible terms, in (4.29) we can replace p´1q^kB_xH_kptq by χ_kptqB_xHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq. Recalling (4.28), we thus obtain p^1_kptq „ F_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` ż_8 ´8 χ_kptqB_x ` UpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq ´ UpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ U^1pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqgptq ˘ dx, and an integration by parts shows that the second line is negligible. Finally, we recall from (2.27) and (2.41) that F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq and F_kp⃗aq differ by a negligible term. □ 5. Characterizations of kink clusters 5.1. Kink clusters approach multikink configurations. We now give a proof of Proposition 1.3. The essential ingredient is the following lemma yielding the strong convergence of minimising sequences, similar to the results in [53, Appendix A]. Lemma 5.1. (i) If the sequences x_m P R and ϕ_m : p´8, x_ms Ñ R satisfy lim xÑ´8

ϕ_mpxq “ ´1 for all m, lim_{mÑ8} E_ppϕ_m; ´8, x_mq “ 0, then lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ_m ` 1}_H1_{p´8,xmq} “ 0.

(ii) If the sequences x^1_m P R and ϕ_m : rx^1_m, 8q Ñ R satisfy lim_{xÑ8} ϕ_mpxq “ 1 for all m, lim_{mÑ8} E_ppϕ_m; x^1_m, 8q “ 0, then lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ_m ´ 1}_H1_{px}1_{m,8q} “ 0.

(iii) If the sequence ϕ_m : R Ñ R satisfies ϕ_mp0q “ 0, lim_{xÑ´8} ϕ_mpxq “ ´1, lim_{xÑ8} ϕ_mpxq “ 1 for all m, lim_{mÑ8} E_ppϕ_mq “ M, then lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ_m ´ H}_H1 “ 0.

(iv) If the sequences x_m ă 0, x^1_m ą 0 and ϕ_m : rx_m, x^1_ms Ñ R satisfy ϕ_mp0q “ 0, lim_{mÑ´8} ϕ_mpx_mq “ ´1, lim_{mÑ8} ϕ_mpx^1_mq “ 1 for all m, lim_{mÑ8} E_ppϕ_m; x_m, x^1_mq “ M, then lim_{mÑ8} x_m “ ´8, lim_{mÑ8} x^1_m “ 8 and lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ_m ´ H}_H1_{pxm,x}1_{mq} “ 0.

Proof. It follows from (2.14) and (2.15) that

lim_{mÑ8} sup_{xďxm} ż_{ϕmpxq} ´1 a 2Upyq dy “ 0, hence

lim_{mÑ8} sup_{xďxm} |ϕ_mpxq ` 1| “ 0.

Since U^2p´1q “ 1, for all m large enough we have

Upϕ_mpxqq ě 1 4 pϕ_mpxq ` 1q^2 for all x ď x_m,

which proves part (i).

Part (ii) follows from (i) by symmetry.

In part (iii), it suffices to prove that the conclusion holds for a subsequence of any subsequence. We can thus assume that B_xϕ_m á B_xϕ_0 in L^2pRq and ϕ_m Ñ ϕ_0 uniformly on every bounded interval.

From (2.14), we have

(5.1) lim_{mÑ8} ż_8 ´8 ` B_xϕ_m´ a 2Upϕ_mq

˘_2 dx “ 0.

Restricting to bounded intervals and passing to the limit, we obtain B_xϕ_0pxq “ a 2Upϕ_0pxqq for all x P R, hence ϕ_0 “ H. Using again (5.1) restricted to bounded intervals, we obtain lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ_m ´ H}_H1_{p´R,Rq} “ 0 for every R ą 0, in particular lim_{mÑ8} |E_ppϕ_m; ´R, Rq´ E_ppH; ´R, Rq| “ 0. Hence, there exists a sequence R_m Ñ 8 such that

(5.2) lim_{mÑ8} ` }ϕ_m ´ H}_H1_{p´Rm,Rmq} ` |E_ppϕ_m; ´R_m, R_mq ´ E_ppH; ´R_m, R_mq| ˘ “ 0.

Since E_ppH; ´R_m, R_mq Ñ M and E_ppϕ_mq Ñ M, we obtain

lim_{mÑ8} ` E_ppϕ_m; ´8, ´R_mq ` E_ppϕ_m; R_m, 8q ˘ “ 0.

Applying parts (i) and (ii), we obtain

lim_{mÑ8} ` }ϕ_m ` 1}_H1_{p´8,´Rmq} ` }ϕ_m ´ 1}_H1_{pRm,8q} ˘ “ 0.

It is clear that lim_{mÑ8} ` }H ` 1}_H1_{p´8,´Rmq} ` }H ´ 1}_H1_{pRm ,8q} ˘ “ 0, thus (5.2) yields the conclusion.

In order to prove part (iv), we define a new sequence rϕ_m : R Ñ R by the formula, similar to (3.2),

rϕ_mpxq :“

$ ’ ’ ’& ’ ’ %

´1 for all x ď x_m ´ 1, ´px_m ´ xq ` p1 ´ x_m ` xqϕ_mpx_mq for all x P rx_m ´ 1, x_ms, ϕ_mpxq for all x P rx_m, x^1_ms, px ´ x^1_mq ` p1 ´ x ` x^1_mqϕ_mpx^1_mq for all x P rx^1_m, x^1_m ` 1s, 1 for all x ě x^1_m ` 1.

Then rϕ_m satisfies the assumptions of part (iii) and we obtain lim_{mÑ8} }rϕ_m ´ H}_H1 “ 0. In particular, rϕ_m Ñ H uniformly, hence Hpx_mq Ñ ´1 and Hpx^1_mq Ñ 1, implying x_m Ñ ´8 and x^1_m Ñ 8. □

Proof of Proposition 1.3. If ϕ is a solution of (1.6) satisfying lim_{tÑ8} dpϕptqq “ 0, then Lemma 2.10 yields Epϕq “ nM. Moreover, if x_0ptq, x_1ptq, . . . , x_nptq are any functions such that

lim_{tÑ8} ` a_kptq ´ x_{k´1}ptq ˘ “ lim_{tÑ8} ` x_kptq ´ a_kptq ˘ “ 8 for all k P t1, . . . , nu then we have lim_{tÑ8} ϕpt, x_kptqq “ p´1q^k for all k P t0, 1, . . . , nu.

In the opposite direction, assume that ϕ is a kink cluster according to Definition 1.1. For all k P t1, . . . , nu and t sufficiently large, let a_kptq P px_{k´1}ptq, x_kptqq be such that ϕpt, a_kptqq “ 0. From (2.14) and (2.15), we obtain lim inf tÑ8 E_ppϕptq; x_{k´1}ptq, x_kptqq ě M, for all k P t1, . . . , nu.

Thus, the condition Epϕq ď nM implies lim_{tÑ8} }B_tϕptq}_L2 “ 0, lim_{tÑ8} E_ppϕptq; x_{k´1}ptq, x_kptqq “ M, for all k P t1, . . . , nu, lim_{tÑ8} ` E_ppϕptq; ´8, x_0ptqq ` E_ppϕptq; x_nptq, 8q ˘ “ 0.

Applying Lemma 5.1, we obtain

lim_{tÑ8}pa_kptq ´ x_{k´1}ptqq “ lim_{tÑ8}px_kptq ´ a_kptqq “ 8 for all k P t1, . . . , nu and lim_{tÑ8} ´ }ϕptq}_H1_{p´8,x0ptqq} ` }ϕptq}_H1_{pxnptq,8q} ` nÿ k“1 }ϕptq ´ p´1q^kHp¨ ´ a_kptqq}_H1_{pxk´1ptq,xk ptqq} ¯ “ 0,

thus □ lim_{tÑ8} ` }ϕptq ´ Hp⃗aptqq}^2_E ` ρp⃗aptqq ˘ “ 0.

In particular, fixing ⃗v “ 0 in (1.12), we obtain lim_{tÑ8} dpϕptqq “ 0.

5.2. Asymptotically static solutions are kink clusters. The present section is devoted to a proof of Proposition 1.4, which is inspired by some of the arguments in [7, 33]. Recall that we restrict our attention to the case Upϕq “^1_8 p1 ´ ϕ^2q^2, so that ˘1 and ˘Hp¨ ´ aq are the only static states of (1.6).

Lemma 5.2. Let ϕ be a finite-energy solution of (1.6) such that lim_{tÑ8} }B_tϕptq}^2_{L2} “ 0. If t_m Ñ 8 and pa_mq_m is a sequence of real numbers such that ϕpt_m, ¨ ` a_mq á ϕ_0 as m Ñ 8, then ϕ_0 is a static state.

Proof. Let rϕ be the solution of (1.6) for the initial data rϕp0q “ ϕ_0. By Proposition 3.2 (v), for all s P r0, 1s we have B_tϕpt_m ` s, ¨ ` a_mq á B_t rϕpsq in L^2pRq, thus for all s P r0, 1s we have }B_t rϕpsq}_L2 ď lim inf_{mÑ8} }B_tϕpt_m ` s, ¨ ` a_mq}_L2 “ lim inf_{mÑ8} }B_tϕpt_m ` sq}_L2 “ 0, implying that ϕ_0 is a static state. □ Lemma 5.3. Let ϕ be a finite-energy solution of (1.6) such that lim_{tÑ8} }B_tϕptq}^2_{L2} “ 0 and let t_m Ñ 8. After extraction of a subsequence, there exist n P t0, 1, . . .u, ι P t´1, 1u and ⃗a_m P R^n for m P t1, 2, . . .u such that (5.3) lim_{mÑ8} ` }ϕpt_mq ´ ιHp⃗a_mq}^2_L8 ` ρp⃗a_mq ˘ “ 0.

Proof. Let n be the maximal natural number such that there exist a subsequence of t_m, and sequences a_{m,1}, . . . , a_{m,n} satisfying lim_{mÑ8}pa_{m,k`1} ´ a_{m,k}q “ 8 for all k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u and ϕpt_m, ¨ ` a_{m,k}q á ϕ_k ‰ ˘1 for all k.

By Lemma 5.2, each ϕ_k is a kink or an antikink. Upon adjusting the sequence a_{m,k}, we can assume ϕ_k “ ˘H for all k, and by an appropriate choice of ι we can reduce to ϕ_1 “ ´H.

We claim that ϕ_k “ p´1q^kH for all k P t1, . . . , nu. This is true for k “ 1. Suppose k is such that ϕ_k “ ϕ_{k`1}. Then there exists a sequence x_m such that lim_{mÑ8}px_m ´ a_{m,k}q “ lim_{mÑ8}pa_{m,k`1} ´ x_mq “ 8 and ϕpt_m, x_mq “ 0 for all m. Extracting a subsequence, we can assume that ϕpt_m, ¨ ` x_mq converges locally uniformly. The limit cannot be a vacuum, contradicting the maximality of n and finishing the proof of the claim.

Suppose there exists a sequence x_m such that

lim sup mÑ8 |ϕpt_m, x_mq ´ Hp⃗a_m; x_mq| ą 0.

We then have |a_{m,k} ´ x_m| Ñ 8, thus ϕpt_m, ¨ ` x_mq has (after extraction of a subsequence) a non-constant weak limit, contradicting the maximality of n. □

The last auxiliary result which we need is the following description of local in time stability of multikink configurations.

Lemma 5.4. Let n P t0, 1, . . .u and ⃗a_m P R^n for m P t1, 2, . . .u be such that lim_{mÑ8} ρp⃗a_mq “ 0. Let g_{m,0} P E for m P t1, 2, . . .u and let ϕ_m : r´1, 1s Ñ E_{1,p´1q}n be the solution of (1.6) for the initial data ϕ_mp0q “ Hp⃗a_mq ` g_{m,0}.

(i) If lim_{mÑ8} }g_{m,0}}_E “ 0, then

lim_{mÑ8} sup_{tPr´1,1s} }ϕ_mptq ´ Hp⃗a_mq}_E “ 0.

(ii) If lim sup_{mÑ8} }g_{m,0}}_H1 ă 8, lim_{mÑ8} } 9g_{m,0}}_L2 “ 0 and lim_{mÑ8} }g_{m,0}}_L8 “ 0, then

(5.4) lim_{mÑ8} sup_{tPr´1,1s} }ϕ_mptq ´ Hp⃗a_mq ´ g_{m,L}ptq}_E “ 0,

where g_{m,L}ptq is the solution of the free linear Klein-Gordon equation for the initial data g_{m,L}p0q “ g_{m,0}.

Proof. Part (i) follows from part (ii) and the fact that }g_{m,L}ptq}_E “ }g_{m,0}}_E for all t.

In order to prove (5.4), we set g_mptq :“ ϕ_mptq ´ Hp⃗a_mq and h_mptq :“ g_mptq ´ g_{m,L}ptq. Then h_mptq “ ph_mptq, B_th_mptqq solves the equation B^2_t h_m ´ B^2_xh_m ` h_m “ f_m, where

(5.5) f_mptq :“´ ` U^1pHp⃗a_mq ` g_mptqq ´ U^1pHp⃗a_mqq ´ U^2pHp⃗a_mqqg_mptq ˘

´ ´ U^1pHp⃗a_mqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pHp¨ ´ a_{k,m}qq ¯

´ ` U^2pHp⃗a_mqq ´ 1 ˘ g_mptq. Since h_mp0q “ 0, the standard energy estimate yields

}h_mptq}_E ď ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t 0 }f_mpsq}_L2 ds ˇ ˇ ˇ for all t P r´1, 1s.

By Gronwall’s inequality, it suffices to verify that (5.6) }f_mptq}_L2 ď C}h_mptq}_E ` ϵ_m, with lim_{mÑ8} ϵ_m “ 0. The first line of (5.5) satisfies }U^1pHp⃗a_mq ` g_mptqq ´ U^1pHp⃗a_mqq ´ U^2pHp⃗a_mqqg_mptq}_L2 À minp}g_mptq}_L2 , }g_mptq^2}_L2 q.

If }h_mptq}_E ě 1, then

}g_mptq}_L2 ď }h_mptq}_L2 ` }g_{m,L}ptq}_L2 ď }h_mptq}_E ` }g_{m,0}}_E À }h_mptq}_E . If }h_mptq}_E ď 1, then }g_mptq^2}_L2 ď }g_mptq}_L8 }g_mptq}_L2

ď p}h_mptq}_E ` }g_{m,L}ptq}_L8 qp}h_mptq}_E ` }g_{m,0}}_E q À }h_mptq}_E ` }g_{m,L}ptq}_L8 .

The term on the second line of (5.5) is equal to ´DE_ppHp⃗a_mqq, thus, using (2.38), satisfies › ›U_1pHp⃗a_mqq ´^nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pHp¨ ´ a_{k,m}qq › › L^2 À a ´ log ρp⃗a_mqρp⃗a_mq. Finally, the third line of (5.5) satisfies ›` U^2pHp⃗a_mqq ´ 1 ˘ g_mptq › L^2 ď }U

2pHp⃗a_mqq ´ 1}_L2 }g_mptq}_L8 À }g_mptq}_L8 .

Gathering the estimates above and using the fact that, by explicit formulas for the free Klein-Gordon equation, we have lim_{mÑ8} sup_{tPr´1,1s} }g_{m,L}ptq}_L8 “ 0, we obtain (5.6). □ Proof of Proposition 1.4. Without loss of generality, assume (5.7) lim_{xÑ´8} ϕpt, xq “ 1 for all t.

Suppose that either n :“ M^{´1}Epϕq R N, or there exists a sequence t_m Ñ 8 such that (5.8) lim inf_{mÑ8} dpϕpt_mqq ą 0, where d defined by (1.12) is the distance to the set of n-kink configurations. In both cases, for any n^1 P N and ⃗a_m P R^{n1} we have (5.9) lim inf_{mÑ8} ` }ϕpt_mq ´ Hp⃗a_mq}^2_E ` ρp⃗a_mq ˘ ą 0.

By Lemma 5.3, after extracting a subsequence, we can assume that (5.3) holds for some n^1 P N and ⃗a_m P R^{n1} . We have ι “ 1 due to (5.7). We decompose ϕpt_m ` sq “ Hp⃗a_mq ` g_mpsq, s P r´1, 1s.

We claim that (5.10) lim inf_{mÑ8} inf_{sPr´1,1s} }g_mpsq}_E ą 0.

Otherwise, by Lemma 5.4 (i), we would have lim_{mÑ8} }g_mp0q}_E “ 0, contradicting (5.9).

Let g_{m,L} : r´1, 1s Ñ E be the solution of the free linear Klein-Gordon equation for the initial data g_{m,L}p0q “ g_mp0q. By Lemma 5.4 (ii), we have lim_{mÑ8} sup_{sPr´1,1s} }g_mpsq ´ g_{m,L}psq}_E “ 0, thus lim_{mÑ8} sup_{sPr´1,1s} }B_tg_{m,L}psq}_L2 “ 0,

lim inf mÑ8 inf_{sPr´1,1s} }g_{m,L}psq}_H1 ą 0,

the last inequality following from (5.10). It is well-known that such behaviour is impossible for the free Klein-Gordon equation. For instance, it contradicts the identity ż_8 ´8 ` B_tg_{m,L}p1, xqg_{m,L}p1, xq ´ B_tg_{m,L}p´1, xqg_{m,L}p´1, xq ˘ dx “ ż_1 ´1 ż_8 ´8 ` pB_tg_{m,L}pt, xqq^2 ´ pB_xg_{m,L}pt, xqq^2 ´ g_{m,L}pt, xq^2 ˘ dx dt, obtained by multiplying the equation by g_{m,L} and integrating in space-time. Hence, (5.8) is impossible. □ 6. Main order asymptotic behavior of kink clusters The current section is devoted to the analysis of the approximate n-body problem associated with a kink cluster motion, obtained in Lemma 4.7.

6.1. Linear algebra results. We gather here a few auxiliary results needed later. Definition 6.1. For any n P t1, 2, . . .u, the (positive) discrete Dirichlet Laplacian Δ^{pnq} “ pΔ^{pnq}_{jk} q^{n´1}_{j,k“1} P R^{pn´1q^pn´1q} is defined by Δ^{pnq}_{kk} “ 2 for k “ 1, . . . , n´1, Δ^{pnq}_{k,k`1} “ Δ^{pnq}_{k`1,k} “ ´1 for k “ 1, . . . , n ´ 2 and Δ^{pnq}_{j,k} “ 0 for |j ´ k| ě 2.

We denote

⃗1 :“ p1, . . . , 1q P R^{n´1} , ⃗σ “ pσ_1, . . . , σ_{n´1}q, σ_k :“ kpn ´ kq 2 . We have

Δ^{pnq}⃗σ “ ´ kpn ´ kq´ 1 2 ppk ´ 1qpn ´ k ` 1q ` pk ` 1qpn ´ k ´ 1qq

¯_{n´1} k“1 “ ⃗1. We also denote

Π :“ t⃗z P R^{n´1} : ⃗σ ¨ ⃗z “ 0u, μ_0 :“ 1 ⃗σ ¨ ⃗1 “ 12 pn ` 1qnpn ´ 1q , P_σ⃗y :“ ⃗y´ ⃗σ ¨ ⃗y }⃗σ}^2

⃗σ (the orthogonal projection of ⃗y P R^{n´1} on Π), P_1⃗y :“ ⃗y ´ μ_0p⃗σ ¨ ⃗yq⃗1 (the projection of ⃗y P R^{n´1} on Π along the direction ⃗1).

Observe that P_1Δ^{pnq}⃗y “ Δ^{pnq}⃗y ´ μ_0p⃗σ ¨ pΔ^{pnq}⃗yqq⃗1 “ Δ^{pnq}⃗y ´ μ_0p⃗1 ¨ ⃗yq⃗1.

Lemma 6.2. The matrix Δ^{pnq} is positive definite. There exists μ_1 ą 0 such that for all ⃗y P R^{n´1} (6.1) ⃗y ¨ pP_1Δ^{pnq}⃗yq “ ⃗y ¨ pΔ^{pnq}⃗yq ´ μ_0p⃗1 ¨ ⃗yq^2 ě μ_1|P_σ⃗y|^2.

Proof. Since ⃗σ and ⃗1 are not orthogonal, it suffices to prove (6.1).

Consider the matrix rΔ “ p rΔ_{jk}q given by rΔ_{jk} :“ 2δ_{jk} ` μ_0 ´ Δ_{jk}. The desired inequality is equivalent to (6.2) ⃗y ¨ p rΔ⃗yq ď 2|⃗y|^2 ´ μ_1|P_σ⃗y|^2. We have rΔ⃗σ “ 2⃗σ ` μ_0p⃗1 ¨ ⃗σq⃗1 ´ Δ^{pnq}⃗σ “ 2⃗σ.

The matrix rΔ and the vector ⃗σ have strictly positive entries. By the Perron-Frobenius theorem, the largest eigenvalue of rΔ equals 2 and is simple, which implies (6.2). □ Lemma 6.3. (i) The function Π Q ⃗z ÞÑ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z} P p0, 8q has a unique critical point ⃗z_{cr}, which is its global minimum.

(ii) There exist C ą 0 and δ_0 ą 0 such that for all ⃗z P Π and δ ď δ_0 |P_σ e^{´⃗z}| ď δ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z} ñ |⃗z ´ ⃗z_{cr}| ď Cδ.

(iii) There exists C ą 0 such that for all ⃗z P Π C^{´1}|P_σe^{´⃗z}|^2 ď ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z} ` ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z} ´ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z}cr ˘ ď C|P_σe^{´⃗z}|^2.

Proof. The function ⃗z ÞÑ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z}, defined on the hyperplane Π, is strictly convex and tends to 8 as |⃗z| Ñ 8, thus it has no critical points other than its global minimum. By the Lagrange multiplier method, this unique critical point ⃗z_{cr} is determined by (6.3) e^{´⃗zcr} “ λ_{cr}⃗σ ô ⃗z_{cr} “ ´ logpλ_{cr}⃗σq “ ´ logpλ_{cr}q⃗1 ´ log ⃗σ, where λ_{cr} :“ expp´μ_0⃗σ ¨ log ⃗σq is the unique value for which ⃗z_{cr} P Π.

We can rewrite the condition |P_σe^{´⃗z}| ď δ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z} as follows: e^{´⃗z} “ λ⃗σ ` ⃗u, λ P R, ⃗u P Π, |⃗u| ď δ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z}. We thus have λ “ |⃗σ|^{´2}⃗σ ¨ e^{´⃗z}, which implies λ » ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z}, so |´⃗z ´ logpλ⃗σq| “ | logpλ⃗σ ` ⃗uq ´ logpλ⃗σq| À |⃗u| λ À δ. By (6.3) and the triangle inequality, we obtain |⃗z ´ ⃗z_{cr} ` plog λ ´ log λ_{cr}q⃗1| À δ.

Taking the inner product with ⃗σ, we get | log λ ´ log λ_{cr}| À δ, which proves (ii).

Finally, we prove (iii). If |⃗z ´⃗z_{cr}| ď 1, then ⃗1¨e^{´⃗z} » 1 and ⃗1¨e^{´⃗z} ´⃗1¨e^{´⃗zcr} » |⃗z´⃗z_{cr}|^2, thus it suffices to verify that |P_σe^{´⃗z}| » |z ´ z_{cr}|. The inequality À follows from P_σe^{´⃗zcr} “ 0 and the mean value theorem. The inequality Á follows from (ii). Suppose now that |⃗z ´⃗z_{cr}| ě 1. We then have ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z} ´ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zcr} » ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z} and, invoking again (ii), |P_σe^{´⃗z}| » ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗z}. □

6.2. Analysis of the n-body problem. Let ⃗yptq “ py_1ptq, . . . , y_{n´1}ptqq be defined by y_kptq :“ a_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptq, k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u and let y_{min}ptq :“ min_{1ďkăn} y_kptq.

We denote

(6.4) rρptq :“ ρp⃗aptqq “ n´1ÿ k“1 e^{´ykptq}, which (up to a constant) is the potential energy of the ODE system (1.25). From (4.22), we have (6.5) }gptq}^2_E ` |⃗vptq|^2 À rρptq » e^{´yminptq}. Let ⃗qptq “ pq_1ptq, . . . , q_{n´1}ptqq be defined by q_kptq :“ M^{´1} ` p_{k`1}ptq ´ p_kptq ˘ . By (4.14) and.(4.24), we have (6.6) |⃗y^1ptq ´ ⃗qptq| À e^{´yminptq}. By (4.24) and (6.5), we have (6.7) |⃗qptq| À e^{´ 12 yminptq}. Let A :“ κ ? 2 ? M . By Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 4.7, we have (6.8) ⃗q^1ptq “ ´A^2Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗yptq} ` Opy_{min}ptq^{´1}e^{´yminptq}q, where Δ^{pnq} is the matrix of the (positive) discrete Dirichlet Laplacian, see Definition 6.1, and we denote e^{´⃗yptq} :“ pe^{´y1ptq}, . . . , e^{´yn´1ptq}q as explained in Section 1.6. Lemma 6.4. If n ą 1 and ϕ is a kink n-cluster, then sup_{tě0} |y_{min}ptq ´ 2 log t| ă 8.

Proof. We first prove that sup_{těT0} y_{min}ptq ´ 2 log t ă 8. By (4.13), we have |y^1_kptq| À e^{´ 1}2^{yminptq} for all k P t1, . . . , nu. Therefore, y_{min} is a locally Lipschitz function, satisfying (6.9) |y^1_{min}ptq| À e^{´ 12 yminptq}, for almost all t ě 0. By the Chain Rule, |pe^12^{yminptq}q^1| À 1 almost everywhere. After integration, we obtain y_{min}ptq ´ 2 log t À 1.

Now we prove that sup_{tě0} y_{min}ptq´2 log t ą ´8. Let c_0 ą 0 be small enough and consider the function

βptq :“ ⃗qptq ¨ e^{´⃗yptq} ´ c_0e^{´ 32 yminptq} “ n´1ÿ k“1 q_kptqe^{´ykptq} ´ c_0e^{´ 32 yminptq}.

Using (6.6) and (6.8) and |q_kptq| À e^{´ 1}2^{yminptq} ! y^{´1}_{min}, we obtain

β^1ptq “´ n´1ÿ k“1 q_kptq^2e^{´ykptq} ´ A^2e^{´⃗yptq} ¨ pΔ^{pnq}e^{´⃗yptq}q ` 3 2 c_0y^1_{min}ptqe^{´ 32 yminptq} ` Opy_{min}ptq^{´1}e^{´2yminptq}q.

By Lemma 6.2, there is c_1 ą 0 such that for all t we have e^{´⃗yptq} ¨ pΔ^{pnq}e^{´⃗yptq}q ě c_1e^{´2yminptq}. If we recall (6.9), we obtain that β is a decreasing function if c_0 is sufficiently small. By assumption, lim_{tÑ8} y_{min}ptq “ 8, which, together with (6.7), implies lim_{tÑ8} βptq “ 0, hence βptq ě 0 for all t ě T_0, in other words

(6.10) ⃗qptq ¨ e^{´⃗yptq} ě c_0e^{´ 32 yminptq}.

Consider now the function rρptq defined by (6.4). From (6.6) and (6.10) we get, perhaps modifying c_0,

(6.11) rρ^1ptq “ ´⃗qptq ¨ e^{´⃗yptq} ` Ope^{´2ymin} q ď ´c_0 rρptq^{32} ô d dt ` prρptqq^{´ 12} ˘ ě c_0 2 , so that, after integrating in time, rρptq À t^{´2}, yielding the conclusion. □ We have thus obtained upper and lower bounds on the minimal weighted distance between neighboring kinks. Our next goal is to obtain an upper bound on the maximal distance. From the lower bound, by integrating the modulation inequalities we get |⃗yptq| À log t. However, because of exponential interactions, our analysis requires an estimate up to an additive constant.

Remark 6.5. At this point, by means of energy estimates, we could improve bounds on the error to }gptq}_E ď t^{´2`ϵ} for t " 1. However, such information does not seem to trivialise the analysis of the ODE, which is not immediate even in the absence of any error terms. Lemma 6.6. If ϕ is a kink n-cluster and rρ is defined by (6.4), then

(6.12) lim sup_{tÑ8} 1 2 A^2t^2 rρptq ě ⃗1 ¨ ⃗σ.

Proof. The idea is to estimate from below the kinetic energy.

From the lower bound on the distance between the kinks, there exists C such that for all k P t1, . . . , nu and t ě T_0 we have |a_{n`1´k}ptq ´ a_kptq| ě 2|n ` 1 ´ 2k| log t ´ C, in particular

(6.13) ż_t

T_0 ` |a^1_{n`1´k}psq| ` |a^1_kpsq| ˘ ds ě 2|n ` 1 ´ 2k| log t ´ C.

By Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 6.4, we have ż_8

T_0

|M^{´1}⃗ppsq ´ ⃗a^1psq| ds ă 8,

thus (6.13) yields

M^{´1} ż_t

T_0

p|p_kpsq| ` |p_{n`1´k}psq|q ds ě 2|n ` 1 ´ 2k| log t ´ C.

Multiplying by |n ` 1 ´ 2k| and taking the sum in k, we obtain

M^{´1} nÿ k“1 ż_t

T_0

|pn ` 1 ´ 2kqp_kpsq| ě

^_nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2 ˙ log t ´ C, hence, as t Ñ 8, the quantity ż_t

T_0 ´ s nÿ k“1 |pn ` 1 ´ 2kqp_kpsq| ´ M nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2

¯ ds s is bounded from below, which implies in particular

lim sup tÑ8 t nÿ k“1 |pn ` 1 ´ 2kqp_kptq| ě M nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2.

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields 1 M^2 lim sup tÑ8 t^2 nÿ k“1 |p_kptq|^2 nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2 ě 1 M^2 ^ lim sup tÑ8 t nÿ k“1 |pn ` 1 ´ 2kqp_kptq|

˙_2 ě ´ nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2

¯_2 , thus

(6.14) 1 4M^2 lim sup tÑ8 t^2 nÿ k“1 |p_kptq|^2 ě 1 4 nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2 “ pn ´ 1qnpn ` 1q 12 “ ⃗1 ¨ ⃗σ. By (4.22) and (4.24), we have 1 4M^2

|⃗pptq|^2 ď ` κ^2M^{´1} ` op1q ˘ rρptq “ ´1 2 A^2 ` op1q ¯ rρptq, thus (6.14) implies (6.12). □

Lemma 6.7. If ϕ is a kink n-cluster, then there exists an increasing sequence pt_mq^8_{m“1}, lim_{mÑ8} t_m “ 8, such that (6.15) lim_{mÑ8} ˇ ⃗ypt_mq´ ` 2 logpAt_mq⃗1 ´ logp2⃗σq ˘ˇ “ 0.

Proof. Set ℓ :“ lim sup_{tÑ8}^1_2 A^2t^2 rρptq. Lemma 6.6 yields ℓ ě ⃗1 ¨ ⃗σ and Lemma 6.4 yields ℓ ă 8. Let t_m be an increasing sequence such that lim_{mÑ8} t_m “ 8 and

lim_{mÑ8} 1 2 A^2t^2_m rρpt_mq “ ℓ.

We will prove that pt_mq satisfies (6.15), in particular ℓ “ ⃗1¨⃗σ. In order to make the formulas shorter, we denote ⃗y_m :“ ⃗ypt_mq and ⃗q_m :“ ⃗qpt_mq.

Let 0 ă ϵ ! 1. The idea is to deduce (6.15) by analysing the evolution of ⃗yptq for p1 ´ ϵqt_m ď t ď p1 ` ϵqt_m. In the computation which follows, the asymptotic notation o, O, ! etc. is used for claims about the asymptotic behaviour of various quantities for m large enough and ϵ small enough.

Lemma 6.4 yields rρptq À t^{´2}, hence |⃗y^1ptq| À t^{´1}. We thus obtain |⃗yptq ´ ⃗y_m| À ϵ, for all p1 ´ ϵqt_m ď t ď p1 ` ϵqt_m, which implies |e^{´⃗yptq} ´ e^{´⃗ym} | À ϵt^{´2}_m , for all p1 ´ ϵqt_m ď t ď p1 ` ϵqt_m.

Using this bound and integrating (6.8) in time, we get

⃗qptq “ ⃗q_m ´ pt ´ t_mqA^2Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ` opϵt^{´1}_m q, for all p1 ´ ϵqt_m ď t ď p1 ` ϵqt_m. Integrating (6.6), we get ⃗yptq “ ⃗y_m` ż_t t_m ⃗qpτq dτ ` Opϵt^{´1}_m q

“ ⃗y_m` ż_t t_m ` ⃗q_m ´ pτ ´ t_mqA^2Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ˘ dτ ` opϵ^2q ` Opϵt^{´1}_m q

“ ⃗y_m ` pt ´ t_mq⃗q_m´ 1 2 pt ´ t_mq^2A^2Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ` opϵ^2q ` Opϵt^{´1}_m q.

By taking m large enough, we can have t^{´1}_m ! ϵ. The bound above allows us to compute the asymptotic expansion of t^2 rρptq up to order opϵ^2q. Recalling from Section 1.6 our notation for component-wise operations on vectors, we can write e^{´⃗yptq} “ e^{´⃗ym} ´ 1 ´ pt ´ t_mq⃗q_m` 1 2 pt ´ t_mq^2 ` p⃗q_mq^2 ` A^2Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ˘¯ ` opϵ^2t^{´2}_m q,

thus rρptq “ rρpt_mq ´ pt ´ t_mq⃗q_m ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ` 1 2 pt ´ t_mq^2 ` p⃗q_mq^2 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ` A^2e^{´⃗ym} ¨ Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ˘ ` opϵ^2t^{´2}_m q.

In particular, we have

pp1 ˘ ϵqt_mq^2 rρpp1 ` ϵqt_mq “ t^2_m rρpt_mq ˘ ϵ ` 2t^2_m rρpt_mq ´ t^3_m⃗q_m ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ˘ ` ϵ^2 ´ t^2_m rρpt_mq ´ 2t^3_m⃗q_m ¨ e^{´⃗ym}` 1 2 t^4_m ` p⃗q_mq^2 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ` A^2e^{´⃗ym} ¨ Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ˘¯ ` opϵ^2q.

From this estimate and the definition of the sequence pt_mq we deduce that (6.16) lim_{mÑ8} ` 2t^2_m rρpt_mq ´ t^3_m⃗q_m ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ˘ “ 0 and (6.17) lim sup mÑ8 ´ t^2_m rρpt_mq ´ 2t^3_m⃗q_m ¨ e^{´⃗ym}` 1 2 t^4_m ` p⃗q_mq^2 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ` A^2e^{´⃗ym} ¨ Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ˘¯ ď 0.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, ` t^3_m⃗q_m ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ˘_2 ď t^2_m⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} t^4_mp⃗q_mq^2 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} “ t^2_m rρpt_mqt^4_mp⃗q_mq^2 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} , thus (6.16) yields lim inf mÑ8 t^4_mp⃗q_mq^2 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} ě 4 lim_{mÑ8} t^2_m rρpt_mq.

Injecting this estimate to (6.17) and using again (6.16), we obtain lim sup mÑ8 ` t^4_mA^2e^{´⃗ym} ¨ Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗ym} ˘ ď 2 lim_{mÑ8} t^2_m rρpt_mq,

hence, by Lemma 6.2, lim sup mÑ8 ` A^2μ_0pt^2_m rρpt_mqq^2 ` A^2μ_1|t^2_mP_σe^{´⃗ym} |^2 ˘ ď 2 lim_{mÑ8} t^2_m rρpt_mq.

Recalling that lim_{mÑ8} t^2_m rρpt_mq ě 2A^{´2}μ^{´1}_0 , we obtain that in the last inequality there is in fact equality and, additionally, lim_{mÑ8} |t^2_mP_σe^{´⃗ym} | “ 0. In other words, e^{´⃗ym} “ λ_m⃗σ ` opt^{´2}_m q. The coefficient λ_m is determined by 2pAt_mq^{´2}μ^{´1}_0 ` opt^{´2}_m q “ rρpt_mq “ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗ym} “ λ_m⃗1 ¨ ⃗σ ` opt^{´2}_m q, thus λ_m “ 2pAt_mq^{´2} ` opt^{´2}_m q, so e^{´⃗ym} “ 2pAt_mq^{´2}⃗σ ` opt^{´2}_m q, which yields (6.15) after taking logarithms. □ Remark 6.8. From the proof, one can see that lim_{mÑ8} |t_m⃗qpt_mq ´ 2 ^ ⃗1| “ 0. Below, we conclude the modulation analysis without using this information.

We decompose

(6.18) ⃗yptq “ rptq⃗1 ` ⃗zptq, ⃗zptq :“ P_1⃗yptq, ⃗qptq “ bptq⃗1 ` ⃗wptq, ⃗wptq :“ P_1⃗qptq. We thus have

(6.19)

⃗y^1ptq “ r^1ptq⃗1 ` ⃗z^1ptq, ⃗z^1ptq “ P_1⃗y^1ptq, ⃗q^1ptq “ b^1ptq⃗1 ` ⃗w^1ptq, ⃗w^1ptq “ P_1⃗q^1ptq.

We denote z_{min}ptq :“ min_{1ďkďn´1} z_j ptq. We note that z_{min}ptq ď 0 and y_{min}ptq “ rptq` z_{min}ptq. Observe also that |z_{min}ptq| » |⃗zptq|, since both quantities are norms on the hyperplane Π, and that e^{´zminptq} » ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zptq}. Hence, Lemma 6.3 (iii) yields

(6.20) e^{´rptq}|P_σ e^{´⃗zptq}|^2 » e^{zminptq´yminptq}⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zptq}p⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} ´ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zcr} q » e^{´yminptq}p⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} ´ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zcr} q.

Taking the inner product of (6.18) and (6.19) with ⃗σ, and using (6.6)–(6.8), we obtain

(6.21)

|r^1ptq ´ bptq| À e^{´rptq}e^{´zminptq}, |b^1ptq ` μ_0A^2e^{´rptq}⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zptq}| À y_{min}ptq^{´1}e^{´rptq}e^{´zminptq}.

From this, again using (6.6)–(6.8), we deduce

(6.22)

|⃗z^1ptq ´ ⃗wptq| À e^{´rptq}e^{´zminptq}, | ⃗w^1ptq ` e^{´rptq}A^2P_1Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗zptq}| À y_{min}ptq^{´1}e^{´rptq}e^{´zminptq}.

In Lemma 6.7, we proved that lim inf_{tÑ8} |⃗zptq ´ ⃗z_{cr}| “ 0. Our next goal is to improve this information to continuous time convergence, in other words we prove a no-return lemma. Proposition 6.9. If ϕ is a kink n-cluster, then (6.23) lim_{tÑ8} `ˇ ⃗yptq´ ` 2 logpAtq⃗1 ´ logp2⃗σq ˘ˇ ` ˇ t⃗qptq ´ 2 ^ ⃗1 ˇ˘ “ 0.

Proof. Step 1. Consider the functions ξptq :“ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} ´ ⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zcr} , ζptq :“ ⃗wptq ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} ´ c_0t^{´1}ξptq, where c_0 ą 0 will be chosen below. We know that lim inf_{tÑ8} ξptq “ 0, and we will improve this to lim_{tÑ8} ξptq “ 0.

We claim that for every ϵ ą 0 there exist c_0 “ c_0pϵq ą 0 and t_0 “ t_0pϵq such that for all t ě t_0 ξptq ě ϵ and ζptq ď 0 ñ ζ^1ptq ď 0.

Indeed, applying successively (6.22), (6.1) and (6.20), we get d dt ⃗wptq ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} ď ´ ⃗wptq^2 ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} ´ e^{´rptq}A^2e^{´⃗zptq} ¨ pP_1Δ^{pnq}e^{´⃗zptq}q ` ope^{´rptq}e^{´2zminptq}q

À ´e^{´rptq}|P_σ e^{´⃗zptq}|^2 ` ope^{´rptq}e^{´2zminptq}q À ´e^{´yminptq}pξptq ` ope^{´zminptq}qq.

Now observe that ξptq ě ϵ implies ξptq ě c_1e^{´zminptq}, where c_1 “ c_1pϵq ą 0. Hence, for t large enough

(6.24) d dt ⃗wptq ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} À ´e^{´yminptq}ξptq À ´t^{´2}ξptq.

We have ´pc_0t^{´1}ξptqq^1 “ c_0t^{´2}ξptq ´ c_0t^{´1}ξ^1ptq. If c_0 is small enough, then (6.24) allows to absorb the first term. Regarding the second term, (6.22) and the assumption ζptq ď 0 yield

´ξ^1ptq “ ⃗wptq ¨ e^{´⃗zptq} ` Ope^{´rptq}e^{´2zminptq}q ď c_0t^{´1}ξptq ` Opt^{´2}ξptqq.

For c_0 small enough and t large enough, the term ´c_0t^{´1}ξ^1ptq can thus be absorbed as well, which finishes Step 1.

Step 2. We are ready to prove that

(6.25) lim_{tÑ8} ⃗zptq “ ⃗z_{cr}.

Suppose this is false, so there exists ϵ_0 P p0, 1q and a sequence t_m Ñ 8 such that

ξpt_mq “ ϵ_0, ξ^1pt_mq ě 0

(this is not the same sequence as in Lemma 6.7, but we denote it by the same symbol in order to simplify the notation). Take 0 ă ϵ ! ϵ_0, c_0 “ c_0pϵq and m large (depending on ϵ). Using (6.22), we have

ζpt_mq “ ´ξ^1pt_mq ´ c_0t^{´1}_m ξpt_mq ` Ope^{´rptm q}e^{´2zminptm q}q À ´c_0ϵ_0t^{´1}_m .

Let τ_m be the first time τ_m ě t_m such that ξpτ_mq “ ϵ. On the time interval rt_m, τ_ms we have ξptq ě ϵ, so Step 2. implies that ζ is decreasing, provided m is large enough, thus ζpτ_mq À ´c_0ϵ_0t^{´1}_m ď ´c_0ϵ_0τ^{´1}_m . On the other hand, ξ^1pτ_mq ď 0, which, by the same computation as above, leads to ζpτ_mq Á ´c_0ϵτ^{´1}_m , a contradiction.

Step 3. We claim that

(6.26) lim_{tÑ8} t| ⃗wptq| “ 0.

We use a Tauberian argument. From (6.22), we have |⃗z^1ptq ´ ⃗wptq| ` | ⃗w^1ptq| ď Ct^{´2} for all t. If there existed ϵ ą 0, k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u and a sequence t_m Ñ 8 such that w_kpt_mq ě ϵt^{´1}_m for all m, then we would have w_kptq ě^1_2 ϵt^{´1}_m for all t P “ t_m, ` 1 `^ϵ_{2C} ˘ t_m ‰ , hence for m large enough z^1_kptq ě^1_4 ϵt^{´1}_m for all t P “ t_m, ` 1 `^ϵ_{2C} ˘ t_m ‰ , contradicting the convergence of z_kptq as t Ñ 8. The case w_kpt_mq ď ´ϵt^{´1}_m is similar.

From (6.3), we have μ_0⃗1 ¨ e^{´⃗zcr} “ λ_{cr}. Thus, (6.21) and (6.25) yield

(6.27) |r^1ptq ´ bptq| À e^{´rptq}, |b^1ptq ` A^2λ_{cr}e^{´rptq}| ! e^{´rptq}.

From Lemma 6.4, (6.18) and (6.25) we have sup_{tě0} |rptq ´ 2 log t| ă 8. Furthermore, (6.7) and (6.26) yield sup_{tě0} t|bptq| ă 8. Hence, d dt ´1 2 bptq^2 ´ A^2λ_{cr}e^{´rptq} ¯ “ bptq ` b^1ptq ` A^2λ_{cr}e^{´rptq} ˘ ` A^2λ_{cr}pr^1ptq ´ bptqqe^{´rptq} “ opt^{´3}q, and an integration in t leads to

(6.28) ` bptq ´ A a 2λ_{cr}e^{´ 12 rptq} ˘` bptq ` A a 2λ_{cr}e^{´ 12 rptq} ˘ “ bptq^2 ´ 2A^2λ_{cr}e^{´rptq} “ opt^{´2}q.

The second bound in (6.27) yields b^1ptq ă 0 for all t large enough. Since lim_{tÑ8} bptq “ 0, we have bptq ą 0 for all t large enough, hence (6.27) and (6.28) yield

(6.29) r^1ptq ´ A a 2λ_{cr}e^{´ 12 rptq} “ bptq ´ A a 2λ_{cr}e^{´ 12 rptq} ` opt^{´1}q “ opt^{´1}q, which implies d dt ` e^{12 rptq} ˘ “ A c λ_{cr} 2 ` op1q,

thus

e^{12 rptq} “ tA c λ_{cr} 2 ` 1 ` op1q ˘ and after taking the logarithm we finally obtain

rptq “ 2 logpAtq ` log `1 2 λ_{cr} ˘ ` op1q.

Invoking again (6.29), we also have bptq “ 2t^{´1} ` op1q. Hence, (6.23) follows from (6.18), (6.3), (6.25) and (6.26). □

Proof of Theorem 1. The bound on a_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptq follows directly from (6.23), and the definitions of A and ⃗σ.

Let aptq :“^1_n ř_n j“1 a_j ptq. Then for all k P t1, . . . , nu, (6.23) implies

(6.30) a^1_kptq “ a^1ptq` 1 n ÿ j pa^1_kptq ´ a^1_jptqq “ a^1ptq ` p2k ´ n ´ 1qt^{´1} ` opt^{´1}q,

hence

|⃗a^1ptq|^2 “ pa^1ptqq^2 ` t^{´2} nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2 ` opt^{´2}q.

An explicit computation yields

4κ^2 rρptq “ Mt^{´2} nÿ k“1 pn ` 1 ´ 2kq^2 ` opt^{´2}q.

Applying (4.22), we obtain lim_{tÑ8} t ` }B_tgptq}_L2 ` }gptq}_H1 ` |a^1ptq| ˘ “ 0.

The required bound on a^1_kptq follows from the last inequality and (6.30). □

7. Existence of a kink n-cluster for prescribed initial positions

The present section is devoted to a proof of Theorem 2. The case n “ 1 is clear, hence we assume n ą 1. We will use the following consequence of Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, known as the Poincaré–Miranda theorem.

Theorem 7.1. [51] Let L_1 ă L_2, ⃗y “ py_1, . . . , y_dq P R^d and ⃗Ψ “ pΨ_1, . . . , Ψ_dq : rL_1, L_2s^d Ñ R^d be a continuous map such that for all k P t1, . . . , du the following conditions are satisfied:

‚ Ψ_kp⃗xq ď y_k for all ⃗x “ px_1, . . . , x_dq P rL_1, L_2s^d such that x_k “ L_1, ‚ Ψ_kp⃗xq ě y_k for all ⃗x “ px_1, . . . , x_dq P rL_1, L_2s^d such that x_k “ L_2.

Then there exists ⃗x P rL_1, L_2s^d such that ⃗Ψp⃗xq “ ⃗y.

Remark 7.2. The result is often stated with L_1 “ ´1, L_2 “ 1 and ⃗y “ 0, which can be achieved by a straightforward change of coordinates.

Lemma 7.3. There exist L_0, C_0 ą 0 such that the following is true. Let L ě L_0 and ⃗a_0 “ pa_{0,1}, . . . , a_{0,n}q P R^n be such that a_{0,k`1} ´ a_{0,k} ě L for all k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u. For any T ě 0 there exists p⃗a_T , ⃗v_T q P R^n ^ R^n such that the solution ϕ of (1.6) with

(7.1) ϕpT q “ Hp⃗a_T , ⃗v_T q

has energy nM and satisfies ϕptq “ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptq for all t P r0, T s, where (i) gptq satisfies (4.3), (ii) ρptq ď C_0{pe^L ` t^2q for all t P r0, T s, where ρptq is defined by (2.23), (iii) ⃗ap0q “ ⃗a_0.

Proof. Step 1. (Preliminary observations.) In order to have ⃗ap0q “ ⃗a_0, it suffices to guarantee that a_{k`1}p0q ´ a_kp0q “ a_{0,k`1} ´ a_{0,k}, and apply a translation if needed. Set y_{0,k} :“ a_{0,k`1} ´ a_{0,k} and let 0 ă L_1 ă L_2 be chosen later (depending on T and ⃗y_0). The idea is to construct an appropriate function ⃗Ψ : rL_1, L_2s^{n´1} Ñ R^{n´1} satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 7.1.

For given ⃗y_T P rL_1, L_2s^{n´1}, let ⃗a_T P R^n be such that a_{T,k`1} ´ a_{T,k} “ y_{T,k} for all k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u and ř_n k“1 a_{T,k} “ 0 (the last condition is a matter of choice, we could just as well impose a_{T,1} “ 0 or any condition of similar kind), so that ⃗a_T “ ⃗a_T p⃗y_T q is continuous. Let ϕ “ ϕpT,⃗a_T , ⃗v_T q be the solution of (1.6) for the data (7.1) at time T , and let T_0 ě 0 be the minimal time such that dpϕptqq ď η_0 for all t P rT_0, T s (we set T_0 “ 0 if dpϕptqq ď η_0 for all t P r0, T s). We thus have well-defined modulation parameters ⃗aptq and ⃗vptq for all t P rT_0, T s. We define ⃗pptq, ⃗yptq, y_{min}ptq, rρptq and ⃗qptq as in Sections 4 and 6. Step 2. (Choice of ⃗v_T .) Let y_{T,min} :“ min_{1ďkăn} y_{T,k}. We define ⃗v_T “ ⃗v_T p⃗a_T q as the unique vector in R^n such that (i) ř_n

k“1 v_{T,k} “ 0, (ii) there exists λ ą 0 such that v_{T,k`1} ´ v_{T,k} “ λ a ρp⃗a_T q for all k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u, (iii) E ` Hp⃗a_T , ⃗v_T q ˘ “ nM. Conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent to

(7.2) v_{T,k} “

2k ´ n ´ 1 2 λ a ρp⃗a_T q, for all k P t1, . . . , nu.

Consider the auxiliary function fpλq :“ EpHp⃗a_T , ⃗v_T qq, with ⃗v_T given by (7.2). It follows from Lemma 2.10 that there exist constants λ_1, λ_2 ą 0 depending only on n such that

fpλ_1q ă nM fpλ_2q ą nM.

We claim that for λ P rλ_1, λ_2s we have

f^1pλq Á ρp⃗a_T q.

Indeed, we have B_λv_{T,k} “ λ^{´1}v_{T,k}, hence

f^1pλq “ xDEpHp⃗a_T , ⃗v_T qq, B_λHp⃗a_T , ⃗v_T qy

“ λ^{´1} A DEpHp⃗a_T , ⃗v_T qq, nÿ k“1 p´1q^kv_{T,k}B_vHpa_{T,k}, v_{T,k}q E , and it suffices to use (2.37) and (2.19). We conclude that there exists unique λ P rλ_1, λ_2s such that fpλq “ nM. Moreover, λ is continuous with respect to ⃗a_T . Step 3. (Definition and continuity of the exit time.) Note that rρptq ď ne^{´L1} if y_kptq ě L_1 for all k. We claim that there exists c_0 ą 0 depending only on n such that

(7.3) rρ^1ptq ď ´c_0 rρptq^{32} for all t P rT_0, T s.

Let β be defined as in the proof of Lemma 6.4. The same argument shows that βptq is decreasing for t P rT_0, T s if c_0 is small enough.

We claim that βpT q ą 0, which will imply that βptq ą 0 for all t P rT_0, T s. The proof of (6.11) then applies without changes. By the definition of β, it suffices to verify that

(7.4) q_kpT q Á a ρp⃗a_T q for all k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u.

But from (4.24) we obtain |q_kpT q ´ pv_{T,k`1} ´ v_{T,k}q| À ρp⃗a_T q, which implies (7.4) since v_{T,k`1} ´ v_{T,k} “ λ a ρp⃗a_T q and λ » 1.

Let T_1 P rT_0, T s be the minimal time such that rρptq ď 2ne^{´L1} for all t P rT_1, T s. Suppose that the last inequality holds for all t P rT_0, T s. Then in particular rρpT_0q ď 2ne^{´L1} , and Lemma 4.2 yields dpϕpT_0qq ă η_0 if L_1 is large enough, thus T_0 “ 0. In this case, we set T_1 :“ 0 as well.

We claim that, for T fixed, T_1 “ T_1p⃗a_T q is a continuous function. Let ⃗a_{T,m} Ñ ⃗a_T and consider the corresponding sequence of solutions constructed above.

Assume first that T_1p⃗a_T q ą 0, thus rρpT_1q “ 2ne^{´L1} . Let ϵ ą 0. Since rρ is strictly decreasing by (7.3), we have rρptq ă 2ne^{´L1} for all t P rT_1 ` ϵ, T s. By the continuity of the flow, the same inequality holds for the m-th solution of the sequence if m is large enough, hence T_1p⃗a_{T,m}q ď T_1 ` ϵ if m is large enough. Similarly, rρpT_1 ´ ϵq ą 2ne^{´L1} , implying T_1p⃗a_{T,m}q ě T_1 ´ ϵ for m large enough.

Now assume that T_1p⃗a_T q “ T_0p⃗a_T q “ 0, thus rρp0q ď 2ne^{´L1} . Since rρ is strictly decreasing, for any ϵ ą 0 we have rρptq ă 2ne^{´L1} for all t P rϵ, T s, and again the continuity of the flow yields T_1p⃗a_{T,m}q ď ϵ for m large enough.

Step 4. (Application of the Poincaré–Miranda theorem.) We set

⃗Ψp⃗y_T q :“ ⃗ypT_1q.

The preceding step together with the continuity of the flow imply that ⃗Ψ is continuous. Let k P t1, . . . , n ´ 1u be such that y_{T,k} “ L_2. If L_2 is sufficiently large, then Ψ_kp⃗y_T q ě y_{0,k} (it suffices to integrate in time the bound |y^1_kptq| À a rρptq À e^{´ 1}2^{L1} ).

Assume now that y_{T,k} “ L_1, thus rρpT q ě e^{´L1} . By (7.3), we have (7.5) d dt ` rρptq^{´ 12} ˘ Á 1, for all t P rT_1, T s.

Since rρpT_1q ď 2ne^{´L1} , we obtain T ´ T_1 À e^{L1{2} ` 1 ´ p2nq^{´ 12} ˘ . But we also have |y^1_kptq| À e^{´ 1}2^{L1} for all t P rT_1, T s, hence |y_kpT_1q ´ y_kpT q| À 1, and it suffices to let L_1 “ L ´ C for C sufficiently large.

By Theorem 7.1, there exists ⃗y_T P rL_1, L_2s^{n´1} such that ⃗Ψp⃗y_T q “ ⃗y_0. In particular, rρpT_1q À e^{´L} “ e^{´C} e^{´L1} ! 2ne^{´L1} if C is large. We thus have T_0 “ T_1 “ 0 and ⃗yp0q “ ⃗y_0. Step 5. (Estimates on the solution.) By (7.5), we have rρptq^{´ 12} ´ rρp0q^{´ 12} Á t, for all t P r0, T s.

Since rρp0q À e^{´L}, we obtain rρptq À pe^L ` t^2q^{´1}. □ Proof of Theorem 2. Let T_m be an increasing sequence tending to 8 and let ϕ_mptq “ Hp⃗a_mptq, ⃗v_mptqq ` g_mptq be the solution given by Lemma 7.3 for T “ T_m. After extraction of a subsequence, we can assume that g_mp0q á g_0 P E and, using the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, p⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq Ñ p⃗a, ⃗vq locally uniformly. Let ⃗v_0 :“ ⃗vp0q and let ϕ be the solution of (1.6) such that ϕp0q “ Hp⃗a_0, ⃗v_0q`g_0. We verify that ϕ is the desired kink cluster.

For all m and k P t1, . . . , nu we have

xαpa_{m,k}p0q, v_{m,k}p0qq, g_mp0qy “ xβpa_{m,k}p0q, v_{m,k}p0qq, g_mp0qy “ 0. Passing to the weak limit, we obtain xαpa_{0,k}, v_{0,k}q, g_0y “ xβpa_{0,k}, v_{0,k}q, g_0y “ 0, hence ⃗apϕp0qq “ ⃗a_0.

Fix t ě 0. Since ϕ_mp0q á ϕp0q, Proposition 3.2 implies ϕ_mptq á ϕptq, hence g_mptq “ ϕ_mptq ´ Hp⃗a_mptq, ⃗v_mq á ϕptq ´ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq. From (4.13) and Lemma 7.3 (ii), we obtain }g_mptq}^2 ď C_0{pe^L ` t^2q for all m, hence, by the weak compactness of closed balls in separable Hilbert spaces, }ϕptq ´ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}^2_E ď C_0{pe^L ` t^2q.

We also have ρp⃗aptqq “ lim_{mÑ8} ρp⃗a_mptqq ď C_0{pe^L ` t^2q, yielding the required bound on dpϕptqq by Remark 4.5. □

8. Kink clusters as profiles of kink collapse In this final section, we prove Theorem 4. In the proof, we will need the following “Fatou property”.

Lemma 8.1. There exist η_0, y_0 ą 0 such that the following holds. Let ⃗a_m “ pa_{m,1}, . . . , a_{m,n}q P R^n and ⃗v_m “ pv_{m,1}, . . . , v_{m,n}q P R^n for all m P t1, 2, . . .u be such that a_{m,k`1} ´ a_{m,k} ě y_0 for all m and k, and lim_{mÑ8} ⃗a_m “ ⃗a P R^n , lim_{mÑ8} ⃗v_m “ ⃗v P R^n . Let g_m P E, }g_m}_E ď η_0, g_m satisfy the orthogonality conditions (4.3) with p⃗a, ⃗v, gq replaced by p⃗a_m, ⃗v_m, g_mq, and assume that g_m á g P E. Then EpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ď lim inf_{mÑ8} EpHp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq ` g_mq,

and EpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq “ lim_{mÑ8} EpHp⃗a_m, ⃗v_mq ` g_mq if and only if g_m Ñ g strongly in E.

Proof. Let Π Ă E be the subspace of codimension 2n defined by (4.3). Let rg_m be the orthogonal projection of g_m on Π. Then lim_{mÑ8} }rg_m ´ g_m}_E “ 0, hence we are reduced to the situation where ⃗a_m “ ⃗a and ⃗v_m “ ⃗v for all m. To simplify the notation, we write g_m instead of rg_m.

We have the Taylor expansion around Hp⃗a, ⃗vq ` g: EpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` g_mq “ EpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq ` xDEpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gq, g_m ´ gy ` 1 2 xD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vq ` gqpg_m ´ gq, g_m ´ gy ` Op}g_m ´ g}^3_E q.

The second term of the right hand side converges to 0 by assumption. The second line is Á }g_m ´ g}^2_E , by the coercivity estimate in Lemma 2.13 and smallness of }g_m}_E . □

Proof of Theorem 4. Let ⃗a_m : r0, T_ms Ñ R^n and ⃗v_m : r0, T_ms Ñ R^n be the modulation parameters corresponding to ϕ_m. Let C_1 be the constant in (4.12). Since lim_{mÑ8} Epϕ_mq “ nM, there exists a sequence rT_m P r0, T_ms so that dpϕ_mptqq ě C_1pEpϕ_mq ´ nMq for all m and t P r0, rT_ms, but still lim_{mÑ8} dpϕ_mp rT_mqq “ 0. This condition allows to apply Lemma 4.2 even though we do not assume Epϕ_mq “ nM. Below, we write T_m instead of rT_m.

Let y_{m,k} :“ a_{m,k`1} ´ a_{m,k} and rρ_mptq :“ ρp⃗a_mptqq, as in Sections 4 and 6. Let β_m : r0, T_ms Ñ R be the function defined as in the proof of Lemma 6.4, corresponding to the solution ϕ_m. By the same argument, βptq is decreasing for t P r0, T_ms, hence βptq ě ´ϵ_m, for all t P r0, T_ms, where ϵ_m :“ βpT_mq Ñ 0 as m Ñ 8.

Fix t ą 0. For m large enough and all τ P r0, ts, we have |rρ_m^1 pτq| À rρ_mpτq^32 , hence ˇ ˇ^d_{dt} prρ_mpτq^{´ 1}_2 q ˇ ˇ À 1. Since rρ_mp0q Á η, we obtain rρ_mpτq^{´ 1}_2 À η^{´ 1}_2 ` τ, hence

rρ_mpτq Á 1 η^{´1} ` t^2 for all m large enough and τ P r0, ts.

The proof of (6.11) yields d dt ` prρ_mpτqq^{´ 12} ˘ ´ c_0 2 Á ´ϵ_m rρ_mpτq^{´ 32} Á ´ϵ_mpη^{´ 32} ` t^3q.

Integrating in time, we deduce that there is a constant C_2 such that

(8.1) lim sup_{mÑ8} rρ_mptq ď

C_2 η^{´1} ` t^2 .

Upon extracting a subsequence, we can assume that lim_{mÑ8}pa_{m,k`1}p0q ´ a_{m,k}p0qq P R Y t8u exists for all k. Observe that at least one of these limits has to be finite, due to the bound (4.13) and the fact that dpϕ_mp0qq “ η for all m. We set n^{p0q} :“ 0 and define inductively

n^{pjq} :“ max � k : lim_{mÑ8} a_{m,k}p0q ´ a_{m,n}pj´1q_{`1}p0q ă 8 ( , until we reach n^{pℓq} “ n for some ℓ. We set X^{pjq}_m :“ a_{m,n}pjq p0q, so that lim_{mÑ8} ` a_{m,n}pj´1q_{`k}p0q´ X^{pjq}_m ˘ P R for all k P � 1, . . . , n^{pjq} ´ n^{pj´1q} ( . By the definition of n^{pjq}, conclusion (ii) of the theorem holds.

Again extracting a subsequence and applying the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, we can assume that a_{m,n}pj´1q_{`k}ptq ´ X^{pjq}_m and v_{m,n}pj´1q_{`k}ptq converge uniformly on every bounded time interval. Hence, we can define

⃗a^{pjq} : r0, 8q Ñ R^{npjq ´npj´1q} , a^{pjq}_k ptq :“ lim_{mÑ8} ` a_{m,n}pj´1q_{`k}ptq ´ X^{pjq}_m ˘ . and ⃗v^{pjq} : r0, 8q Ñ R^{npjq ´npj´1q} , v^{pjq}_k ptq :“ lim_{mÑ8} v_{m,n}pj´1q_{`k}ptq.

Note that a^{pjq}_{npjq´npj´1q} p0q “ 0 for all j. From the bound (8.1) we get ρ ` ⃗a^{pjq} ˘ À pη^{´1} ` t^2q^{´1}.

For 0 ď j ď ℓ, let ι^{pjq} :“ p´1q^{npjq} , ι^{pjq} :“ pι^{pjq}, 0q and for 1 ď j ă ℓ, let I^{pjq}_m :“ “_8 9 X^{pjq}_m `^1_9 X^{pj`1q}_m ,^1_9 X^{pjq}_m `^8_9 X^{pj`1q}_m ‰ . For fixed t ą 0, we have lim_{mÑ8} }Hp⃗a_mptq, ⃗v_mptqq´ ι^{pjq}}_{H1pI}pjq_{m q} “ 0, thus (8.1) yields

(8.2) lim sup_{mÑ8} }ϕ_mptq ´ ι^{pjq}}^2_{EpIpjqm q} À pη^{´1} ` t^2q^{´1}.

Let J^{pjq}_m :“

“_5 6 X^{pjq}_m `^1_6 X^{pj`1q}_m ,^1_6 X^{pjq}_m `^5_6 X^{pj`1q}_m ‰ . By (8.2) and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

(8.3) lim sup_{mÑ8} }ϕ_mp0q ´ ι^{pjq}}^2_{EpJ pjqm q} À pη^{´1} ` t^2q^{´1}.

Letting t Ñ 8, we get

(8.4) lim sup_{mÑ8} }ϕ_mp0q ´ ι^{pjq}}^2_{EpJ pjqm q} “ 0.

Next, we divide the initial data ϕ_mp0q into ℓ regions in the following way. We set

χ^{p1q}_m pxq :“ χ

´ x ´ Xp1q_m

X^{p2q}_m ´ X^{p1q}_m ¯ ,

χ^{pjq}_m pxq :“ χ ´ x ´ Xpjq_m X^{pj`1q}_m ´ X^{pjq}_m ¯ ´ χ ´ x ´ Xpj´1q_m

X^{pjq}_m ´ X^{pj´1q}_m ¯ , for j P t2, . . . , ℓ ´ 1u,

χ^{pℓq}_m pxq :“ 1 ´ χ ´ x ´ Xpℓq_m X^{pℓq} ´ X^{pℓ´1q}_m ¯

(in the case ℓ “ 1, we set χ^{p1q}_m pxq :“ 1). We now define

ϕ^{pjq}_{m,0} :“ ι^{pj´1q} j´1ÿ i“1 χ^{piq}_m ` χ^{pjq}_m ϕ_mp0q ` ι^{pjq} ℓÿ i“j`1 χ^{piq}_m , for j P t1, . . . , ℓu

(8.5)

(note that the two sums above are telescopic sums). From (8.4), we deduce

(8.6) lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ^{pjq}_{m,0} ´ ι^{pj´1q}}_{Ep´8, 56 X}pjq_{m ` 16 X}pj´1q_{m q} “ 0,

lim_{mÑ8} }ϕ^{pjq}_{m,0} ´ ι^{pjq}}_{Ep 56 X}pjq_{m ` 16 X}pj`1q_{m ,8q} “ 0.

Let rϕ^{pjq}_m be the solution of (1.6) for the initial data rϕ^{pjq}_m p0q “ ϕ^{pjq}_{m,0}. Let

K^{p1q}_m :“ ` ´8, 7 9 X^{p1q}_m` 2 9 X^{p2q}_m ‰ , K^{pjq}_m :“ “7 9 X^{pjq}_m` 2 9 X^{pj´1q}_m , 7 9 X^{pjq}_m` 2 9 X^{pj`1q}_m ‰ for j P t2, . . . , ℓ ´ 1u,

K^{pℓq}_m :“ “7 9 X^{pℓq}_m` 2 9 X^{pℓ´1q}_m , 8 ˘ . By the finite speed of propagation, see Proposition 3.2 (iv), and the definition of ϕ^{pjq}_m , we have

rϕ^{pjq}_m ptq|_{Kpjqm} “ ϕ_mptq|_{Kpjqm} for any given t ě 0 and m large enough,

hence (8.1) and (4.7) imply

(8.7) lim_{mÑ8} }rϕ^{pjq}_m ptq ´ ι^{pj´1q}Hp⃗a^{pjq}ptq, ⃗v^{pjq}ptq; ¨ ´ X^{pjq}_m q}_{EpK}pjq_{m q} À 1 η^{´1} ` t^2 . For any given t ě 0, Lemma 3.3 and (8.6) yield

lim_{mÑ8} }rϕ^{pjq}_m ptq ´ ι^{pj´1q}}_{Ep´8, 79 X}pjq_{m ` 29 X}pj´1q_{m q} “ 0,

lim_{mÑ8} }rϕ^{pjq}_m ptq ´ ι^{pjq}}_{Ep 79 X}pjq_{m ` 29 X}pj`1q_{m ,8q} “ 0.

Invoking (8.7), we obtain that for all t ě 0

(8.8) lim sup_{mÑ8} › ι^{pj´1q} rϕ^{pjq}_m ` t, ¨ ` X^{pjq}_m ˘ ´ H ` ⃗a^{pjq}ptq, ⃗v^{pjq}ptq

˘›_2 E À 1 η^{´1} ` t^2 . After extraction of a subsequence, we can assume that, for all j P t1, . . . , ℓu,

(8.9) ι^{pj´1q}ϕ^{pjq}_{m,0} ` ¨ `X^{pjq}_m ˘ á P^{pjq}_0 P E_{1,ι}pj´1q_ιpjq .

Let P^{pjq} be the solution of (1.6) such that P^{pjq}p0q “ P^{pjq}_0 . By Proposition 3.2 (v) and (8.8), P^{pjq} is a kink cluster, so conclusion (i) of the theorem holds. In particular, EpP^{pjq}q “ pn^{pjq} ´ n^{pj´1q}qM. From (8.3) and (8.5), we have

lim_{mÑ8} ℓÿ j“1 Epϕ^{pjq}_{m,0}q “ lim_{mÑ8} Epϕ_mq “ nM “ ℓÿ j“1 EpP^{pjq}q.

By the last part of Lemma 8.1, we thus have strong convergence in (8.9) for all j P t1, . . . , ℓu. Elementary algebra yields

ϕ_mp0q “ 1` ℓÿ j“1 ` ϕ^{pjq}_{m,0} ´ ι^{pj´1q} ˘ , implying conclusion (iii) of the theorem. □

9. Well-posedness of the linearized problem

If I Ă R is a time interval and X a normed space, we denote by CpI; Xq the space of continuous functions I Ñ X, and C_0pI; Xq its (non-closed) subspace of functions with compact support J Ă I. If I is open and k P t0, 1, . . . , 8u, we denote by C^kpI; Xq the space of k times continuously differentiable functions I Ñ X, and C^k_0 pI; Xq its subspace of functions with compact support J Ă I. If X is a Banach space, we denote by L^ppI; Xq the usual Lebesgue space of X-valued functions on I, see [13, III.3]. If 1 ď p ă 8, then C_0pI; Xq is dense in L^ppI; Xq, see [13, IV.8.19]. It follows that if Y Ă X is a dense subspace, then C_0pI; Y q is dense in L^ppI; Xq, since any element of C_0pI; Xq can be approximated by Y -valued piecewise affine functions.

We denote the free energy

E_0ph_0q :“ ż_8 ´8 ´ 1 2 9h_0pxq^2 ` 1 2 pB_xh_0pxqq^2` 1 2 h_0pxq^2 ¯ dx. The Klein-Gordon equation B^2_t hpt, xq “ B^2_xhpt, xq ´ hpt, xq can be rewritten in the Hamiltonian form as

B_thptq “ JDE_0phptqq “ JD^2E_0p0qhptq.

We denote the free propagator by S_0ptq, which is given by

S_0ptq “ e^{tJDE0} “ ^ cosptωq ω^{´1} sinptωq ´ω sinptωq cosptωq ˙

where we have used the short-hand notation ω “ a 1 ` |B^2_x| above.

Definition 9.1. Let I Ă R be an open interval, T_0 P I, h_0 P E and f P L^1pI; Eq. We say that h P CpI; Eq is the solution of the Cauchy problem

B_thptq “ JDE_0phptqq ` fptq,

(9.1) hpT_0q “ h_0

(9.2)

if h is given by the Duhamel formula

hptq “ S_0ptqh_0` ż_t 0 S_0pt ´ sqfpsq ds. (9.3)

Remark 9.2. It can be proved that the definition above is equivalent to the notion of a weak solution, see [15] for more general results, but we will not need this fact.

Proposition 9.3. Let I Ă R be an open interval, T_0 P I, h_0 P E, f P L^1pI; Eq and let h P CpI; Eq be the solution of (9.1)–(9.2). For all t P I the following energy estimate holds:

(9.4) }hptq}_E ď }h_0}_E` ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0

}fpsq}_E ds ˇ ˇ ˇ. Proof. This follows from the Duhamel formula (9.3). □

In the remaining part of this section I will denote an open time interval and p⃗a, ⃗vq P C^1pI; R^n ^ R^n q are fixed modulation parameters such that ρp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ď η_0 @ t P I, where η_0 is as in Proposition 2.14.

Definition 9.4. Let I Ă R be an open interval, T_0 P I, h_0 P E and f P L^1pI; Eq. We say that h P CpI; Eq is the solution of the Cauchy problem B_thptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptq ` fptq, (9.5) hpT_0q “ h_0

(9.6)

if h is the solution of (9.1)–(9.2) with f replaced by rfptq :“ JpD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2E_0p0qqhptq ` fptq.

Lemma 9.5. Let I Ă R be an open interval and T_0 P I. For every h_0 P E and f P L^1pI; Eq the problem (9.5)–(9.6) has a unique solution h P CpI; Eq.

If ξ P C^1pI; L^2 ^ H^1q, then for all t P I

(9.7) d dt xξptq, hptqy “ xB_tξptq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqJ ξptq, hptqy ` xξptq, f ptqy. Proof. We use the Picard iteration scheme. We set h^{p0q}ptq :“ 0 for all t P I, and define by induction h^{pnq} for all n ě 1 as the solution of the equation

B_th^{pnq}ptq “ JD^2E_0p0qh^{pnq}ptq ` J ` D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2E_0p0q ˘ h^{pn´1q}ptq ` fptq

with the initial data h^{pnq}pT_0q “ h_0, given by Proposition 9.3.

Observing that J ` D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2E_0p0q ˘ is a uniformly (with respect to t P I) bounded operator E Ñ E (in fact, it is even regularizing, with a gain of one derivative) and applying (9.4), we obtain for all t P I and n P t1, . . .u

}h^{pn`1q}ptq ´ h^{pnq}ptq}_E ď C ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0

}h^{pnq}psq ´ h^{pn´1q}psq}_E ds ˇ ˇ ˇ. Hence, by straightforward induction,

}h^{pn`1q}ptq ´ h^{pnq}ptq}_E ď

C^n|t ´ T_0|^{n´1} pn ´ 1q! ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0

}h^{p1q}psq}_E ds ˇ ˇ ˇ, which implies that h^{pnq} converges in L^8_{loc}pI; Eq to some h : I Ñ E. By the continuity statement in Proposition 9.3, we obtain that h is a solution of (9.5)–(9.6).

If rh is another solution, then (9.4) yields

}rhptq ´ hptq}_E ď C ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0

}rhpsq ´ hpsq}_E ds ˇ ˇ ˇ, thus rh “ h by the Gronwall’s inequality. The identity (9.7) follows using the Duhamel formula (9.3) for hptq together with an approximation argument. □

Remark 9.6. In order for (9.7) to hold, it would be sufficient to assume that ξ P CpI; L^2^ H^1q and B_tξ P CpI; H^{´1} ^ L^2q.

Definition 9.7. Let rE P tE_{´,´}, E_{´,`}, E_{`,´}, E_{`,`}u and ϕ_0 P rE. We say that ϕ : I Ñ rE is a solution of (1.6) if hptq :“ ϕptq ´ ϕ_0 is a solution of (9.1)–(9.2) with h_0 “ 0 and fptq :“ JDEpϕ_0 ` hptqq ´ JDE_0phptqq

Proposition 9.8. For all ϕ_0 P rE the problem (1.6) has a unique solution. It is global in time and depends continuously on the initial data.

Proof. This follows from the usual Picard iteration scheme. □

Recall the matrix Mp⃗a, ⃗vq defined in (2.56) and denote by Mp⃗a, ⃗vq^⊺ its transpose. We recall again for convenience the unconventional notation ^ ⃗μ ⃗λ ˙ :“

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ μ_1 λ_1 . . . μ_n λ_n

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ .

Lemma 9.9. Let I Ă R be an open interval and T_0 P I. For every h_0 P E such that

xα_kpT_0q, h_0y “ xβ_kpT_0q, h_0y “ 0 for all k P t1, . . . , nu (9.8)

and f P L^1pI; Eq there exist unique ⃗λ, ⃗μ P L^1pI; R^n q such that the solution h P CpI; Eq of the problem (9.5)–(9.6) with fptq replaced by fptq` nÿ k“1 pλ_kptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ_kptqB_{vk} H_kptqq (9.9)

satisfies for all t P I and k P t1, . . . , nu

(9.10) xα_kptq, hptqy “ xβ_kptq, hptqy “ 0.

Moreover, there is the relation

^ ⃗μ ⃗λ ˙ “´ “ Mp⃗a, ⃗vq^{´1} ‰_⊺ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ xh, B_tα_1 ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJα_1y ` xf, α_1y xh, B_tβ_1 ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJβ_1y ` xf, β_1y . . . . . . xh, B_tα_n ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJα_ny ` xf, α_ny xh, B_tβ_n ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJβ_ny ` xf, β_ny

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ . (9.11)

Proof. We follow the Picard iteration scheme. We set ⃗λ^{p0q}ptq “ ⃗μ^{p0q}ptq “ 0 for all t P I, and define inductively for all ℓ ě 1 the function h^{pℓq}ptq as the solution of the problem (9.5)–(9.6) with fptq replaced by fptq` nÿ k“1 ` λ^{pℓ´1q}_k ptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ^{pℓ´1q}_k ptqB_{vk} H_kptq ˘ , and pλ^{pℓq}ptq, ⃗μ^{pℓq}ptqq as the solution of the linear system

^ ⃗μ^{pℓq}ptq ⃗λpℓqptq ˙ “´ “ Mp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq^{´1} ‰_⊺ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ xh^{pℓq}ptq, B_tα_1ptq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqJα_1ptqy ` xf, α_1ptqy xh^{pℓq}ptq, B_tβ_1ptq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqJβ_1ptqy ` xf, β_1ptqy . . . . . . xh^{pℓq}ptq, B_tα_nptq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqJα_nptqy ` xf, α_nptqy xh^{pℓq}ptq, B_tβ_nptq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqJβ_nptqy ` xf, β_nptqy

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

We then have

|⃗λ^{pℓ`1q}ptq ´ ⃗λ^{pℓq}ptq| ` |⃗μ^{pℓ`1q}ptq ´ ⃗μ^{pℓq}ptq| À }h^{pℓ`1q}ptq ´ h^{pℓq}ptq}_E and }h^{pℓ`1q}ptq ´ h^{pℓq}ptq}_E À ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0 ` |⃗λ^{pℓq}psq ´ ⃗λ^{pℓ´1q}psq| ` |⃗μ^{pℓq}psq ´ ⃗μ^{pℓ´1q}psq| ˘ ds ˇ ˇ ˇ. We conclude similarly as in the proof of Lemma 9.5 above that p⃗λ^{pℓq}, ⃗μ^{pℓq}, h^{pℓq}q converge, yielding in particular the relationship (9.11). Using the identity (9.7) with ξ “ α_k, β_k and f replaced by (9.9) we see that (9.11) ensures that d dt xα_kptq, hptqy “ d dt xβ_kptq, hptqy “ 0

(9.12)

for each t P I and each k. Together with (9.8) the above gives (9.10).

In order to check the uniqueness of p⃗λ, ⃗μq, it suffices to prove that if h_0 “ 0, f “ 0 and h satisfies (9.10) for all t, then ⃗λ “ ⃗μ “ 0. From (9.11), we obtain

|⃗λptq| ` |⃗μptq| À }hptq}_E

and from the estimate (9.4) and the fact that J ` D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2E_0p0q ˘ is a uniformly (with respect to t P I) bounded operator E Ñ E, we obtain

}hptq}_E À ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0 ` }hpsq}_E ` |⃗λpsq| ` |⃗μpsq| ˘ ds ˇ ˇ, hence hptq “ 0 and ⃗λptq “ ⃗μptq “ 0 for all t by Gronwall’s inequality. □

We now turn to the question of various refined energy estimates. To motivate the estimates, we first examine the free evolution (9.1)–(9.2).

Remark 9.10. We differentiate a localised momentum for the free evolution and see what we obtain. Let χ be any function depending on t and x, and set

Qpt; h_1, h_2q :“´ 1 2 `@ χptq 9h_2, B_xh_1 D ` @ χptq 9h_1, B_xh_2 D˘ . Let h be a solution of the problem (9.1)–(9.2). We then obtain d dt Qpt; hptq, hptqq “ B_tQpt; hptq, hptqq ` 2Qpt; hptq, f ptqq ´ ż R ` χptqpB^2_xhptq ´ hptqqB_xhptq ` χptq 9hptqB_x 9hptq ˘ dx “´ ż R B_tχptq 9hptqB_xhptq dx ´ ż R ` χptq 9fptqB_xhptq ` χptq 9hptqB_xfptq ˘ dx ` 1 2 ż R B_xχptq ` pB_xhptqq^2 ` p 9hptqq^2 ´ hptq^2 ˘ dx. Next, we adapt the localized momentum to the linearization about a multikink, i.e., (9.5)– (9.6). For k P t1, . . . , nu, let χ_k be a bump function centered at a_kptq, so that B_tχ_k is of size À |⃗vptq| and }B_xχ_k}_L8 À y_{min}ptq^{´1}. For all k P t1, . . . , nu and t P I, we set

(9.13) Q_kpt; h_1, h_2q :“´ 1 2 `@ χ_kptq 9h_2, B_xh_1 D ` @ χ_kptq 9h_1, B_xh_2 D˘ , which is a symmetric continuous bilinear function E ^ E Ñ R.

Lemma 9.11. In the setting of Lemma 9.5, we have d dt Q_kpt; hptq, hptqq “ 2Q_kpt; hptq, f ptqq ´ 1 2 D^3EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqpχ_kptqB_xHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq, hptq, hptqq ` Opp|⃗vptq| ` y_{min}ptq^{´1}q}hptq}^2_E q.

Proof. With respect to the computation in the Remark above, we have the additional term ż R χ_kptqU^2pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptqB_xhptq dx. Integrating by parts, we get a negligible term and ´ 1 2 ż R χ_kptqB_xHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqU^3pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptq^2 dx “´ 1 2 D^3EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqpχ_kptqB_xHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq, hptq, hptqq. as claimed. □

Lemma 9.12. In the setting of Lemma 9.5, assume in addition that ´ nÿ k“1 ` |xα_kptq, hptqy|^2 ` |xβ_kptq, hptqy|^2

˘¯^1_2 ď δptq, for all t P I

for some continuous function δ : I Ñ r0, 8q. Then for all t P I

}hptq}_E ď C}h_0}_E exp ^ C ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0 kpsq ds ˇ ˇ ˇ ˙

` C ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t

T_0

p}fpsq}_E ` δpsqq exp ´ C ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t s kps^1q ds^1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ¯ ds ˇ ˇ ˇ, where

kptq :“ |⃗a^1ptq ´ ⃗vptq| ` |⃗v^1ptq| ` |⃗vptq|^2 ` |⃗vptq|y_{min}ptq^{´1} ` y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq}.

Proof of Lemma 9.12. First, observe that d dt 1 2 xhptq, D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptqy “ xfptq, D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptqy ` 1 2 D^3EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^k ` a^1_kptqB_aH_kptq ` v^1_kptqB_vH_kptq ˘ , hptq, hptq ¯ . The most problematic term is the one containing a^1_kptq. Because of this term, we introduce a correction to the energy and introduce the following modified energy functional:

Iptq :“ 1 2 xhptq, D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptqy´ nÿ k“1 v_kQ_kpt; hptq, hptqq, where Q_k is defined by (9.13). Now observe that }χ_kptqB_xHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` p´1q^kB_aH_kptq}_E À e^{´cymin} ! y^{´1}_{min}, thus Lemma 9.11 yields

(9.14) I^1ptq “ xfptq, D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptqy ` O ` p|⃗a^1ptq ´ ⃗vptq| ` |⃗v^1ptq| ` |⃗vptq|^2 ` |⃗vptq|y_{min}ptq^{´1}q}hptq}^2_E ˘ ` O ` |⃗vptq|}fptq}_E }hptq}_E ˘ . We set rIptq :“ Iptq `^n ÿ k“1 ` xα_kptq, hptqy^2 ` xβ_kptq, hptqy^2 ˘ . By Proposition 2.14, we have }hptq}^2_E À rIptq.

Using the computation above and (2.21), (2.22), we obtain rI^1ptq “ xfptq, D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptqy ` O`kptqrIptq ` δptq b rIptq˘, We thus have |rI^1ptq| ď C ` }fptq}_E b rIptq ` kptqrIptq˘, and the conclusion follows from Gronwall’s inequality, see [2, Lemma 3.3]. □ 10. Analysis of the projected equation In this section we study the so-called projected equation in the Lyapunov-Schmidt scheme.

This amounts to fixing a pair of trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq within a certain function class. The trajectories that we consider satisfy the following conditions. We set t_0 :“ exp ` y_{min}p0q{2 ˘ . We then require that for all t ě 0 (10.1) |⃗a^1ptq ´ ⃗vptq| ` |⃗v^1ptq| ` |⃗vptq|^2 ` expp´y_{min}ptqq À pt_0 ` tq^{´2}, with a constant independent of y_{min}p0q.

Given γ ą 0 and a normed space E, we define the norm } ¨ }_{Nγ pEq} on the space of continuous functions f : r0, 8q Ñ E by the formula }f}_{Nγ pEq} :“ sup_{tě0} “ pt_0 ` tq^γ }fptq}_E ‰ . We write N_γ instead of N_γ pRq.

The first three lemmas below concern the linear equation

(10.2) Bthptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptq ` fptq` nÿ k“1 λ_kptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ_kptqB_{vk} H_kptq,

with f P N_{γ`1}pEq for some γ ą 0 and trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq as in (10.1). Lemma 10.1. For all ν ą 0 there exists C ą 0 such that the following is true. Let ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq be a solution of (10.2) on the time interval I “ rT, 8q such that h P N_γ pEq for some γ ą 0 and some T ě 0. Assume in addition that ´ nÿ k“1 |xα_kptq, hptqy|^2 ` |xβ_kptq, hptqy|^2

¯ 1_2 ď δptq, for all t P I for some continuous function δ : I Ñ r0, 8q. Then }h}_{Nν pEq} ď Cp}f}_{Nν`1pEq} ` }δ}_{Nν`1} q.

Proof. We apply Lemma 9.12 with h_0 “ 0 and let T_0 Ñ 8. Observe that for fixed t and all T_0 ě t we have, with ϵ arbitrarily small upon taking τ_0 large enough,

ż_{T0} t p}fpsq}_E ` δpsqq exp ^ C ż_s t kps^1q ds^1 ˙ ds À p}f}_{Nν`1pEq} ` }δ}_{Nν`1} q ż_{T0} t pt_0 ` sq^{´ν´1} exp ^ ϵ ż_s t 1 t_0 ` s^1 ds^1 ˙ ds “ p}f}_{Nν`1pEq} ` }δ}_{Nν`1} qpt_0 ` tq^{´ϵ} ż_{T0} t pt_0 ` sq^{´ν`ϵ´1} ds

À pt_0 ` tq^{´ν} p}f}_{Nν`1pEq} ` }δ}_{Nν`1} q, which gives the claimed bound. □ Remark 10.2. We could perhaps obtain }δ}_{Nν`0.5} instead of }δ}_{Nν`1} on the right hand side, if we perform differently the energy estimate.

Lemma 10.3. For any γ ą 0 there exists τ_0 such that if t_0 ě τ_0, then for any p⃗a, ⃗vq as in (10.1) and f P N_{γ`1}pEq there exists a unique solution ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq of the equation (10.2) such that h P N_γ pEq and (9.10) holds for all t ě 0.

Moreover, f ÞÑ h is a bounded linear operator N_{γ`1}pEq Ñ N_γ pEq (uniformly with respect to t_0 ě τ_0).

Finally, for all t ě 0 and all ϵ ą 0 we have

(10.3)

|Mλ_kptq ` xβ_kptq, fptqy| ď C_ϵpt_0 ` tq^{´2`ϵ}p}hptq}_E ` }fptq}_E q, |Mμ_kptq ´ xα_kptq, fptqy| ď C_ϵpt_0 ` tq^{´2`ϵ}p}hptq}_E ` }fptq}_E q.

In one instance we require a subtle refinement of Lemma 10.3 under decay assumptions on B_tf. This trick was pointed out to us by Yvan Martel.

Lemma 10.4. In the setting of Lemma 10.3, suppose in addition that B_tf P N_{γ`2}pEq. Then, h satisfies the estimates }h}_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ ´ }f}_{Nγ`1pEq} ` }B_tf}_{Nγ`2pEq} ¯ . Proof of Lemma 10.3. Fixing γ ą 0, we have f P L^1prt_0, 8q; Eq Ă N_{γ`1}pEq. Then, letting h_0 “ 0 and T_0 Ñ 8 in Lemma 9.9 we obtain a unique triplet ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq P Cprt_0, 8q; Eq^ L^1prt_0, 8qq ^ L^1prt_0, 8qq solving (10.2) and such that (9.10) holds. Using Lemma 9.12 and arguing as in Lemma 10.1 we obtain the estimate }h}_{Nγ pEq} ď C}f}_{Nγ`1pEq}.

We next prove (10.3). In light of (2.17), (2.21), and (2.22) we note the identities B_tα_k ´ D^2EpH_kqJα_k “ pa^1_k ´ v_kqB_aα_k ` v^1_kB_vα_k, B_tβ_k ´ D^2EpH_kqJβ_k “ pa^1_k ´ v_kqB_aβ_k ` v^1_kB_vβ_k ´ α_k.

(10.4)

Starting with the expression (9.11), using the boundedness of Mp⃗a, ⃗vq^{´1} for trajectories as in (10.1), the above with (9.10), and (10.1) we obtain the preliminary estimates |⃗λptq| ` |⃗μptq| À pt ` t_0q^{´2}}hptq}_E ` }fptq}_E .

(10.5)

To obtain (10.3) we pair the equation (10.2) with β_k and α_k yielding

xB_th, β_ky “ xJD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh, β_ky ` xf, β_ky` ÿ j λ_j xB_aH_j , β_ky ` μ_jxB_v H_j , β_ky

xB_th, α_ky “ xJD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh, α_ky ` xf, α_ky` ÿ j λ_j xB_aH_j , α_ky ` μ_j xB_vH_j, α_ky.

Using (2.19) (2.18) and (9.12) we obtain the expressions

Mγ^3_{vk} λ_k ` xf, β_ky “ ´xh, B_tβ_k ´ D^2EpH_kqJβ_ky` ÿ j‰k λ_jxB_aH_j , β_ky ` μ_jxB_vH_j , β_ky ´ xh, ´ D^2EpH_kq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ¯ B_vH_ky Mγ^3_{vk} μ_k ´ xf, α_ky “ xh, B_tα_k ´ D^2EpH_kqJα_ky´ ÿ j‰k λ_j xB_aH_j, α_ky ` μ_j xB_vH_j, α_ky ` xh, ´ D^2EpH_kq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ¯ B_aH_ky.

Noting that γ^{´3}_{vk} ´ 1 “ Oppt_0 ` tq^{´2}q, using (10.4) and (10.1) on the first terms on the right, Lemma 2.3 to estimate the cross terms in the sum over j ‰ k, and (2.36) for the last terms in each expression completes the proof of (10.3). □ Proof of Lemma 10.4 . We introduce another modified energy functional. Letting Iptq be as in the proof of Lemma 9.12 we set Ǐptq :“ Iptq ` xJhptq, fptqy By Proposition 2.14 we have }h}^2_E À Ǐptq ` }h}_E }f}_E Using (9.14), and recalling that hptq satisfies the equation B_th “ JD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqh ` f` ÿ k λ_kB_aH_k ` μ_kB_vH_k

we compute

Ǐ^1ptq “ I^1ptq ` xJB_thptq, fptqy ` xJhptq, B_tfptqy “ xJh, B_tfy` ÿ k λ_kxα_k, fy ` μ_kxβ_k, fy ` O ` p|⃗a^1 ´ ⃗v| ` |⃗v^1| ` |⃗v|^2 ` |⃗v|y^{´1}_{min}q}h}^2_E ˘ ` O ` |⃗v|}f}_E }h}_E ˘ . Using (10.3) and the estimates (10.5) we note the cancellation

|λ_kxα_k, fy ` μ_kxβ_k, fy| “ M^{´1} ˇ λ_kpxα_k, fy ´ Mμ_kq ` μ_kpxβ_k, fy ` Mλ_kq ˇ ˇ À pt_0 ` tq^{´ 32} p}h}_E ` }f}_E q ´ pt ` t_0q^{´2}}hptq}_E ` }fptq}_E ¯

À pt_0 ` tq^{´ 32} p}h}^2_E ` }f}^2_E q.

Using this in the previous line we are led to the estimate

|Ǐ^1ptq| À 1 pt_0 ` tq log t

}hptq}^2_E` 1 t_0 ` t

}hptq}_E }fptq}_E` 1 pt_0 ` tq^32

}fptq}^2_E ` }hptq}_E }B_tf}_E and the conclusion follows by integration. □ Next, we consider the nonlinear problem for a fixed trajectory p⃗a, ⃗vq as in (10.1).

Lemma 10.5 (The nonlinear equation). There exist δ, τ_0 ą 0 such that for any t_0 ě τ_0 and p⃗a, ⃗vq satisfying (10.1) there exists a unique solution ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq of the equation B_thptq “ JDEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` hptqq` nÿ k“1 ` λ_kptqB_aH_kptq ` μ_kptqB_v H_kptq ˘ (10.6)

such that }h}_{N1} ď δ and (9.10) holds for all t ě 0. This solution satisfies }h}_{Nγ} ď C_γ and sup 1ďkďn }λ_kptq ` p´1q^kv_kptq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ sup 1ďkďn }Mμ_kptq ` p´1q^kF_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ

(10.7)

for any γ ă 2, where F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq is defined in (2.26).

Before we give a proof (which is based on the Contraction Principle), we need one more auxiliary result, which provides estimates on the first step of the Picard iteration. It relies on an explicit ansatz and results in a better bound than the one obtained from a direct application of the energy estimates.

Lemma 10.6. Let ph_I , ⃗λ_I , ⃗μ_I q be the solution of

(10.8) B_th_I ptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqh_I ptq ` JDEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ` nÿ k“1 ` λ_{I,k}ptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ_{I,k}ptqB_{vk} H_kptq ˘

given by Lemma 10.3. For each 0 ă γ ă 2 there exists a constant C_γ ą 0 so that ph_I , ⃗λ_I , ⃗μ_I q satisfy }h_I }_{Nγ pEq} ď C_γ , and sup 1ďkďn ´ }λ_{I,k}ptq ` p´1q^kv_kptq}_{Nγ`1} ` }Mμ_{I,k}ptq ` p´1q^kF_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_{Nγ`1} ¯ ď C_γ .

(10.9)

Proof. Let ph_S ptq, ⃗λ_S ptq, ⃗μ_S ptqq be the solution given by Lemma 2.15 part (i) of D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqh_Sptq “ ´DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq` nÿ k“1 λ_{S,k}ptqα_kptq ` μ_{S,k}ptqβ_kptqq

“ f_S` nÿ k“1 ` pλ_{S,k}ptq ` p´1q^kv_kptqqα_kptq ` μ_{S,k}ptqβ_kptq ˘

with xh_S , α_ky “ xh_S , β_ky “ 0, for all k P t1, . . . , nu and

f_S “´ ^ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ ř_n

k“1p´1q^kU^1pH_kq 0 ˙ . (10.10)

By (2.61), and Lemma 2.6 we have

}h_Sptq}_E À }f_S}_E À }U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kq}_H1 À a y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq} (10.11) which, together with (10.1) gives }h_S}_{Nγ} ď C_γ (10.12) for any γ ă 2. By (2.16) along with Lemma 2.6 we have, for each k P t1, . . . , nu |xB_{vk} H_kptq, U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kqy| À |v_kptq| a y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq}

It then follows from (2.62) and the above that

|λ_{S,k}ptq ` p´1q^kv_kptq| À |v_kptq| a y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq} ` p a y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq} ` |⃗v|q}h_S }_E ` y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq}}U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kq}_E

Using (10.1), Lemma 2.6 and (10.1) we see that for any γ ă 2 }λ_{S,k}ptq ` p´1q^kv_kptq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ

(10.13) Using the same logic, we arrive at the bound |Mγ^3_{vk ptq}μ_{S,k}ptq ´ xB_{ak} H_kptq, U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^kU^1pH_kqy| ď C_γ t^{´γ´1} or equivalently, }Mμ_{S,k}ptq ` p´1q^kF_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ (10.14) where we have used above that |γ^3_{vk} ´ 1| À pt_0 ` tq^{´2}.

We will also require bounds for B_th_S ptq “ B_th_Sp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq “ nÿ j“1 a^1_jptqpB_{aj} h_S qp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` v^1_j ptqpB_{vj} h_S qp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq

Using (2.73) from Lemma 2.17 along with (2.35) and (2.36) from Lemma 2.6 we note the estimates, }B_{aj} h_S p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_E À a y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq} }B_{vj} h_S p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_E À a y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq}

(10.15)

and by the same token, using now (2.74) from Lemma 2.17 we have

}B_{aj} B_{ak} h_S p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_E ` }B_{vj} B_{ak} h_S p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq}_E À a y_{min}ptqe^{´yminptq}

(10.16) which we record for later. Together with (10.1) it follows that }B_th_S }_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ (10.17) for any γ ă 2.

We write h_I “ h_S ` h_R, ⃗λ_I “ ⃗λ_S ` ⃗λ_R, and ⃗μ_I “ ⃗μ_S ` ⃗μ_R. Then (10.8) is equivalent to ph_R, ⃗λ_R, ⃗μ_Rq solving B_th_Rptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqh_Rptq ´ B_th_Sptq ` nÿ k“1 λ_{R,k}ptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ_{R,k}ptqB_{vk} H_kptq (10.18)

and xh_Rptq, α_kptqy “ xh_Rptq, β_kptqy “ 0, for all k P t1, . . . , nu. From Lemma 10.3 and (10.17) we have }h_R}_{Nγ pEq} ď C_γ }B_th_S}_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ (10.19) and sup 1ďkďn ` }λ_{R,k}}_{Nγ`1} ` }μ_{R,k}}_{Nγ`1pEq} ˘ ď C_γ (10.20) for any γ ă 2 as claimed. Combining the above with (10.12), (10.13), and (10.14) gives the lemma.

We also require an improvement over the estimate (10.19). We claim that in fact }h_R}_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ (10.21) for all γ ă 2. To see this we rewrite the forcing term B_th_S in the equation for h_R as ´B_th_S ptq “ f_{R,1}ptq ` f_{R,2}ptq, where

f_{R,1}ptq :“ nÿ k“1 ´ pa^1_kptq ´ v_kptq ¯ pB_{ak} h_S qp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq` nÿ k“1 v^1_kptqpB_{vj} h_Sqp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq, and f_{R,2}ptq :“ nÿ k“1 v_kptqpB_{ak} h_S qp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq. We then let ph_{R,j} , ⃗λ_{R,j} , ⃗μ_{R,j} q for j “ 1, 2 be the solution to B_th_{R,j} “ JD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh_{R,j} ` f_{R,j}` nÿ k“1 λ_{R,j,k}B_{ak} H_k ` μ_{R,j,k}B_{vk} H_k and xh_{R,j}, α_ky “ xh_{R,j} , β_ky “ 0, for all k P t1, . . . , nu. An application of Lemma 10.3 for the above equation with j “ 1 yields the bound }h_{R,1}}_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ }f_{R,1}}_{Nγ`2} ď C_γ which, using (10.1), holds for all γ ă 2. To prepare for an application of Lemma 10.4 to treat the case j “ 2 we first compute

B_tf_{R,2}ptq “ nÿ k“1 v^1_kptqpB_{ak} h_S qp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq` nÿ k“1 nÿ j“1 v_kptqa^1_j ptqpB_{aj} B_{ak} h_Sqp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq

` nÿ k“1 v_kptqv^1_j ptqpB_{vj} B_{ak} h_S qp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq.

Using (10.15), (10.16) and (10.1) we see that in fact }B_tf_{R,2}}_{Nγ`2pEq} ď C_γ , for any γ ă 2 and hence by Lemma 10.4 we have }h_{R,2}}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ for any γ ă 2. This proves (10.21). □ Proof of Lemma 10.5. We divide the proof into five steps.

Step 1. (Formulation as a fixed point problem.) Given g P N_1pEq such that }g}_{N1pEq} ď δ, let ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq be the unique solution of B_thptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptq ` JDEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ` J ` DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq ´ DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqgptq ˘

` nÿ k“1 λ_kptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ_kptqB_{vk} H_kptq

given by Lemma 10.3, which applies here since }DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq ´ DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqgptq}_{N2} À }g}^2_{N1} . We set Φpgq :“ h, so that h solves (10.6) if and only if Φphq “ h.

Step 2. (Estimates on Φp0q.) The so-called first Picard iterate is given by h_I :“ Φp0q where h_I is as in Lemma 10.6 and the equation for h_I is (10.8). By Lemma 10.6 we have (10.22) }Φp0q}_{Nγ pEq} ď C_γ , for all γ ă 2, and thus }Φp0q}_{N1pEq} ď^δ_2 provided τ_0 is chosen large enough.

Step 3. (Estimates on Φpg^7q´Φpgq.) Let g, g^7 P N_1pEq and maxp}g}_{N1pEq}, }g^7}_{N1pEq}q ď δ. Set fptq :“ J ` DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq ´ DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqgptq ˘ “ ` 0, ´U^1pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` gptqq ` U^1pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` U^2pHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqgptq ˘ , and define f^7ptq by the same formula, with g replaced by g^7. Then Φpg^7q´Φpgq “ h, where ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq is the solution of B_thptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptq ` f^7ptq ´ fptq ` ⃗λptq ¨ B_{⃗a}Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` ⃗μptq ¨ B_{⃗v}Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq Applying (2.47) with w “ w^7 “ Hp⃗a, ⃗vq, we obtain }f^7ptq ´ fptq}_E À p}g^7ptq}_E ` }gptq}_E q}g^7ptq ´ gptq}_E , hence }f^7 ´ f}_{N2} À p}g^7}_{N1} ` }g}_{N1} q}g^7 ´ g}_{N1} .

It thus follows from Lemma 10.3 that }Φpg^7q ´ Φpgq}_{N1} ď 1 2 }g^7 ´ g}_{N1} .

if δ is small enough. Once δ is fixed, we choose t_0 large enough, so that Step 2 yields }Φp0q}_{N1pEq} ď^δ_2 . Then Φ is a strict contraction on the closed ball of radius δ in N_1pEq and the Contraction Mapping Principle yields a unique fixed point.

Step 4. (Improved time decay of hptq.) Fix any γ P p1, 2q. Because of (10.22) the closed unit ball in N_γ pEq is invariant under Φ for sufficiently large τ_0 and by the same argument as above we see that Φ is a strict contraction on the closed unit ball in N_γ pEq, based on the estimate }Φpgq ´ Φpg^7q}_{N2γ´1 pEq} ď C_γ p}g^7}_{Nγ pEq} ` }g}_{Nγ pEq}q}g ´ g^7}_{Nγ pEq}.

By the Contraction Mapping Principle there is a unique fixed point in the unit ball in N_γ pEq, but since N_γ pEq Ă N_1pEq we deduce that the unique fixed point in the δ-ball in N_1pEq belongs to N_γ pEq for all 1 ă γ ă 2.

Step 5.(Estimates on the parameters) Let h denote the solution to (10.6) found above. Denote h_I :“ Φp0q, let h be the fixed point of Φ found above and let h_˚ :“ h ´ h_I . By the same argument as in Step 4, we have }Φph_I ` h_˚q ´ Φp0q}_{N2γ´1pEq} À }h_I ` h_˚}^2_{Nγ} .

But Φph_I ` h_˚q ´ Φp0q “ h ´ h_I “ h_˚, hence we obtain (10.23) }h_˚}_{Nγ} ď C_γ , for all γ ă 3.

Similarly, write ⃗λ “ ⃗λ_I ` ⃗λ_˚, and ⃗μ “ ⃗μ_I ` ⃗μ_˚, where p⃗λ_I , ⃗μ_I q are as in Lemma 10.6. We see that ph_˚, ⃗λ_˚, ⃗μ_˚q solve

B_th_˚ptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqh_˚ptq ` J ` DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` hptqq ´ DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqhptq ˘

` nÿ k“1 λ_{˚,k}ptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ_{˚,k}ptqB_{vk} H_kptq.

(10.24)

By Lemma 10.3, (10.23), and that h P N_γ pEq for γ ă 2 we see that }⃗λ_˚}_{Nγ} ` }⃗μ_˚}_{Nγ} ď C_γ , for all γ ă 4.

Then (10.7) follow from the above and Lemma 10.6. □ Finally, we study the dependence of the solution ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq obtained in Lemma 10.5 on the choice of p⃗a, ⃗vq. Again, we begin by studying the first step of the Picard iteration. Lemma 10.7. Let ph_I , ⃗λ_I , ⃗μ_I q be the solution of (10.8) given by Lemma 10.3 and ph^7_I , ⃗λ^7_I , ⃗μ^7_I q the solution of the same equation with p⃗a, ⃗vq replaced by p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q. Then for all γ ă 2 there exists C_γ ą 0 such that

}h^7_I ´ h_I }_{Nγ pEq} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q,

(10.25)

(10.26) sup_{1ďkďn} }pλ^7_{I,k} ´ λ_{I,k}q ` p´1q^kpv^7_k ´ v_kq}_{Nγ`1}

ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q, and,

(10.27) sup_{1ďkďn} }pμ^7_{I,k} ´ μ_{I,k}q ` p´1q^kpM^{´1}F_kp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ M^{´1}F_kp⃗a, ⃗vqq}_{Nγ`1}

ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q.

Proof. Following the main idea in the proof of Lemma 10.6 we will use an ansatz to extract and estimate the main terms. We decompose h^7_I ´ h_I “ h^5_S ` h^5_R, ⃗λ^7_I ´ ⃗λ_I “ ⃗λ^5_S ` ⃗λ^5_R, and ⃗μ^7_I ´ ⃗μ_I “ ⃗μ^5_S ` ⃗μ^5_R, where h^5_S “ h^7_S ´ h_S, h^5_R “ h^7_R ´ h_R, ⃗λ^5_S “ ⃗λ^7_S ´ ⃗λ_S , ⃗λ^5_R “ ⃗λ^7_R ´ ⃗λ_R, ⃗μ^5_S “ ⃗μ^7_S ´ ⃗μ_S , and ⃗μ^5_R “ ⃗μ^7_R ´ ⃗μ_R.

It follows that ph^5_S , ⃗λ^5_S , ⃗μ^5_S q solves

D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh^5_S “ f^5_S` nÿ k“1 ` λ^5_{S,k} ` p´1q^kpv^7_k ´ v_kqq ˘ α_k` nÿ k“1 μ^5_{S,k}β_k, with xh^5_S, α_ky “ xh^7_S , α_k ´ α^7_ky “ ℓ_k xh^5_S, β_ky “ xh^7_S , β_k ´ β^7_ky “ m_k, and f^5_S “´ ` D^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqq ˘ h^7_S ´ ^ U^1pHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq´ ř_n

k“1p´1q^kU^1pH^7_kq 0 ˙ ` ^ U^1pHp⃗a, ⃗vqq´ ř_n k“1p´1q^kU^1pH_kq 0 ˙

` nÿ k“1 pλ^7_{S,k} ` p´1q^kv^7_kq ` α^7_k ´ α_k ˘ ` nÿ k“1 μ^7_{S,k} ` β^7_k ´ β_k ˘ , where we have used the notation H^7_k “ Hpa^7_k, v^7_kq, α^7_k “ JB_aHpa^7_k, β^7_kq and β^7_k “ JB_vHpa^7_k, β^7_kq.

From Lemma 2.17 (2.75) we obtain the estimates

}h^5_S }_E À ` |⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a| ` |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v| ˘` }f^7_S}_E ` }f_S }_E ˘ ` }f^7_S ´ f_S}_E ,

where f_S , f^7_S are as in (10.10). For each γ ă 2 it follows, using (10.11) that

}h^5_S }_{Nγ pEq} ď C_γ ` }⃗a ´ ⃗a^7}_L8 ` }⃗v ´ ⃗v^7}_L8 ˘ . (10.28)

We next use (2.76), which gives

|λ^5_{S,k} ` p´1q^kpv^7_k ´ v_kq| À ` pγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1}xB_{vk} H^7_k, f^7_S y ´ pγ^3_{vk} Mq^{´1}xB_{vk} H_k, f_S y ˘ˇ ` |⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a|p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} qp}f_S }_E ` }f^7_S}_E q ` |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|p}f}_E ` }f^7_S}_E q ` C}f^7_S ´ f_S }_E p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} q, from which we deduce that

}λ^5_{S,k} ` p´1q^kpv^7_k ´ v_kq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ ` }⃗a ´ ⃗a^7}_L8 ` }⃗v ´ ⃗v^7}_{N1} ˘ . (10.29) for each γ ă 2. Similarly, from (2.77) we obtain

|μ^5_{S,k} ` p´1q^kppγ^3_{v7k} Mq^{´1}F_kp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ pγ^3_{vk} Mq^{´1}F_kp⃗a, ⃗vqq| À |⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a|p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} qp}f_S }_E ` }f^7_S }_E q ` |⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v|p}f}_E ` }f^7_S }_E q ` C}f^7_S ´ f_S }_E p|⃗v^7| ` |⃗v| ` y_{min}e^{´ymin} q, from which we see that

}μ^5_{S,k} ` p´1q^kpM^{´1}F_kp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ M^{´1}F_kp⃗a, ⃗vqq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ ` }⃗a ´ ⃗a^7}_L8 ` }⃗v ´ ⃗v^7}_{N1} ˘ , (10.30) for each γ ă 2.

Next, we consider the equation for h^5_R, which is

B_th^5_R “ JD^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqh^5_R ` f^5_R` nÿ k“1 λ^5_{R,k}B_{ak} H_k ` μ^5_{R,k}B_{vk} H_k, (10.31)

where f^5_R :“ ´B_th^5_S ` J ` pD^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqqh^7_R ˘

´ nÿ k“1 λ^7_{R,k} ` B_{ak} H^7_k ´ B_{ak} H_k ˘ ´ nÿ k“1 μ^7_{R,k} ` B_{vk} H^7_k ´ B_{vk} H_k ˘ , and xh^5_R, α_ky “ xh^7_R, α_k ´ α^7_ky xh^5_R, β_ky “ xh^7_R, β_k ´ β^7_ky.

(10.32)

Define δ^5ptq :“

´ nÿ k“1 pxh^7_R, α_k ´ α^7_kyq^2 ` pxh^7_R, β_k ´ β^7_kyq^2

¯ 1_2 . Using (10.21) we have }δ^5}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_L8 q, for all γ ă 2. We claim that

}f^5_R}_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q

(10.33) for all γ ă 2. Using Lemma 10.1 and the previous two lines we obtain the estimates }h^5_R}_{Nγ} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q,

(10.34) for all γ ă 2.

We prove (10.33). We have

}f^5_R}_E À }B_th^5_S }_E ` }J ` pD^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqqh^7_R ˘ }_E ` nÿ k“1 |λ^7_{R,k}|}B_{ak} H^7_k ´ B_{ak} H_k}_E` nÿ k“1 |μ^7_{R,k}|}B_{vk} H^7_k ´ B_{vk} H_k}_E .

We use the refined estimate (10.21) to estimate the second term by }J ` pD^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqqrh^7 ˘ }_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_L8 q, for any γ ă 2. The same bound for the third and fourth terms follows from (10.9). We claim that B_th^5_Sptq satisfies

}B_th^5_S }_{Nγ`1pEq} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q,

(10.35)

for all γ ă 2. To see this, we write

B_th^5_S “ B_th^7_S ´ B_th_S “ nÿ k“1 ` pa^7_kq^1B_{ak} h^7_S ´ a^1_kB_{ak} h_S ˘ ` ` pv^7_kq^1B_{vk} h^7_S ´ v^1_kB_{vk} h_S ˘ , and the bound (10.35) follows using (2.78) from Lemma 2.17. This completes the proof of (10.33) and thus of (10.34).

We turn to the estimates for the parameters. We claim that

(10.36) }⃗λ^5_R}_{Nγ`1} ` }⃗μ^5_R}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q

for all γ ă 2. Arguing as usual, i.e., multiplying the equation (10.31) by α_k, β_k, we arrive at the following expression for the parameters

^ ⃗μ^5_R ⃗λ5_R ˙ “´ “ Mp⃗a, ⃗vq^{´1} ‰_⊺ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

´xB_th^5_R, α_1y ´ xh^5_R, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJα_1y ` xf^5_R, α_1y ´xB_th^5_R, β_1y ´ xh^5_R, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJβ_1y ` xf^5_R, β_1y . . . . . . ´xB_th^5_R, α_ny ´ xh^5_R, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJα_ny ` xf^5_R, α_ny ´xB_th^5_R, β_ny ´ xh^5_R, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJβ_ny ` xf^5_R, β_ny

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ .

First, we show that for each k

(10.37) }xB_th^5_R, α_ky}_{Nγ`1} ` }xB_th^5_R, β_ky}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q,

for each γ ă 2. To see the above we differentiate (10.32) to obtain the identities

xB_th^5_R, α_ky “ ´xh^5_R, B_tα_ky ` xB_th^7_R, α_k ´ α^7_ky ` xh^7_R, B_tα_k ´ B_tα^7_ky,

xB_th^5_R, β_ky “ ´xh^5_R, B_tβ_ky ` xB_th^7_R, β_k ´ β^7_ky ` xh^7_R, B_tβ_k ´ B_tβ^7_ky.

We consider only the second line above as the treatment of the first line is analogous. First,

|xh^5_R, B_tβ_ky| À }h^5_R}_E ` |⃗a^1| ` |⃗v^1| ˘ , which is bounded by the right-hand side of (10.37) by (10.34) along with (10.1). For the second term on the right of the second line we use (10.18), giving

xB_th^7_R, β_k ´ β^7_ky “ ´xh^7_R, D^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qqJ p β_k ´ β^7_kqy ´ xB_th^7_S , β_k ´ β^7_ky ` nÿ k“1 λ^7_{R,k}xB_{ak} H^7_k, β_k ´ β^7_ky ` μ^7_{R,k}xB_{vk} H^7_k, β_k ´ β^7_ky.

The last three terms on the right are bounded by the right-hand side of (10.37), using (10.17) and (10.20). The first term on the right can be written, using (2.22) as

´xh^7_R, D^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qqJp β_k ´ β^7_kqy “ xh^7_R, α_k ´ α^7_ky ` xh^7_R, v^7_kB_xβ^7_k ´ v_kB_xβ_ky ` xh^7_R, ` D^2EpHp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7qq ´ D^2EpH^7_kq ˘` B_vH_k ´ B_vH^7_k ˘ y ` xh^7_R, ` D^2EpH^7_kq ´ D^2EpH_kq ˘ B_v H_ky, and the terms on the right are all bounded by the right-hand side of (10.37) using (10.21). Similarly, using (2.21) and (2.22) and (10.34) we deduce that sup 1ďkďn ` }xh^5_R, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJ α_ky}_{Nγ`1} ` }xh^5_R, D^2EpHp⃗a, ⃗vqqJβ_ky}_{Nγ`1} ˘

is bounded by the right-hand side of (10.36). Lastly, sup 1ďkďn ` }xf^5_R, α_ky}_{Nγ`1} ` }xf^5_R, β_ky}_{Nγ`1} ˘

is bounded by the right-hand side of (10.36) by (10.33). The bounds (10.36) follow from the preceding estimates and the uniform boundedness of the operator norm of the matrix pMp⃗a, ⃗vq^{´1}q^⊺ for p⃗a, ⃗vq with ρp⃗a, ⃗vq ď η_0.

The bound (10.25) for h^7_I ´ h_I follow from (10.28) and (10.34). The bounds (10.26) and (10.27) for the parameters follow from (10.29), (10.30), and (10.36). □ Lemma 10.8. Let p⃗a, ⃗vq and p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q satisfy (10.1). Let ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq be the solution of (10.6) obtained in Lemma 10.5 associated to p⃗a, ⃗vq, and let ph^7, ⃗λ^7, ⃗μ^7q be the solution associated to p⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q. For all γ ă 2 there exists C_γ ą 0 such that

}h^7 ´ h}_{Nγ pEq} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q,

(10.38) and the parameters satisfy (10.39) sup_{1ďkďn} }pλ^7_k ´ λ_kq ` p´1q^kpv^7_k ´ v_kq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q, and, (10.40) sup_{1ďkďn} }pμ^7_k ´ μ_kq ` p´1q^kpM^{´1}F_kp⃗a^7, ⃗v^7q ´ M^{´1}F_kp⃗a, ⃗vqq}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_{N1} ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_{N1} ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_{N1} q.

Proof. We decompose h “ h_I `h_˚ and h^7 “ h^7_I `h^7_˚, as explained above. Let h^5 :“ h^7_˚ ´h_˚, λ^5 :“ ⃗λ^7_˚ ´⃗λ_˚ and μ^5 :“ ⃗μ^7_˚ ´⃗μ_˚. Taking the difference of (10.24) and the analogous equation for h^7_˚, we obtain that h^5 satisfies B_th^5ptq “ JD^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqh^5ptq ` f^5ptq ` nÿ k“1 λ^5_kptqB_{ak} H_kptq ` μ^5_kptqB_{vk} H_kptq,

with xh^5, α_ky “ xh^7_˚, α_k ´ α^7_ky, xh^5, β_ky “ xh^7_˚, β_k ´ β^7_k, y and where f^5 “ f_l ` f_q ` f_m, f_lptq :“ JpD^2EpHp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqqh^7_˚ptq,

f_qptq :“ J ` DEpHp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqq ` h^7_I ptq ` h^7_˚ptqq ´ DEpHp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqqqph^7_I ptq ` h^7_˚ptqq ˘ ´ J ` DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` h_I ptq ` h_˚ptqq ´ DEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqq ´ D^2EpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqqqph_I ptq ` h_˚ptqq ˘ , and f_mptq :“ nÿ k“1 λ^7_{˚,k}pB_{ak} H^7_kptq ´ B_{ak} H_kptqq ` μ^7_{˚,k}pB_{vk} H^7_kptq ´ B_{vk} H_kptqq.

Using (10.23), we obtain }f_l}_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ p}⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_L8 q, for all γ ă 2. This is the worst term: for f_q and f_m an analogous estimate holds for γ ă 3. Setting δ^5 “

´ nÿ k“1 pxh^7_˚, α_k ´ α^7_kyq^2 ` pxh^5, β_ky “ xh^7_˚, β_k ´ β^7_kyq^2

¯ 1_2 , it follows from Lemma 10.1, the above, and (10.23) that }h^5}_{Nγ pEq} À_γ }f^5}_{Nγ`1pEq} ` }δ^5}_{Nγ`1} À_γ }⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_L8 , for all γ ă 2. Arguing exactly as in the proof of (10.36) it follows as well that }⃗λ^5}_{Nγ`1} ` }⃗μ^5}_{Nγ`1} À_γ }⃗a^7 ´ ⃗a}_L8 ` }⃗v^7 ´ ⃗v}_L8 ` }p⃗a^7q^1 ´ ⃗a^1}_L8 ` }p⃗v^7q^1 ´ ⃗v^1}_L8 .

Using the conclusions of Lemma 10.7 and the previous two estimates completes the proof. □ 11. Analysis of the bifurcation equation Recall that our goal is to study solutions to (1.6) of the form ϕpt, xq “ Hp⃗aptq, ⃗vptq; xq ` hpt, xq with trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq as in (10.1) and such that the error satisfies lim_{tÑ8} }hpt, xq}_E “ 0 and the trajectories satisfy lim_{tÑ8} ρp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq “ 0. The relationship between the trajectories and the error is fixed by requiring the orthogonality conditions (9.10). We can thus rewrite (1.6) as the following coupled equations for phptq,⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq: B_thptq “ JDEpHp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ` hptqq´ nÿ k“1 p´1q^k ` a^1_kptqB_aH_kptq ` v^1_kptqB_v H_kptqq

0 “ xα_kptq, hptqy “ xβ_kptq, hptqy, @ k.

(11.1)

In view of Lemma 10.5, we see that solving (11.1) is equivalent to finding trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq so that the triplet phptq, ⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq given by Lemma 10.5 satisfies a^1_kptq “ ´p´1q^kλ_kptq, v^1_kptq “ ´p´1q^kμ_kptq for each k P t1, . . . , nu. This is achieved in the following proposition. Proposition 11.1 (Solution of the bifurcation equations). There exist τ_0, η_0 ą 0 such that for all t_0 ě τ_0 and a_{1,0}, . . . a_{n,0} real numbers satisfying

(11.2) max_{1ďkăn} ˇ ˇ ˇ ` a_{k`1,0} ´ a_{k,0} ˘ ´ ´ 2 logpκt_0q ´ log Mkpn ´ kq 2 ¯ˇ ˇ ˇ ă η^0 there exists a unique pair of trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq satisfying (10.1) with ⃗apt_0q “ ⃗a_0 and (11.3) a^1_kptq ` p´1q^kλ_kptq “ v^1_kptq ` p´1q^kμ_kptq “ 0, for all k, where phptq, ⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq is the solution associated to p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq given by Lemma 10.5.

The remainder of this section is devoted to proving Propostion 11.1. 11.1. Linearized problem. Consider the equation a^1_kptq “ v_kptq Mv^1_kptq “ 2κ^2 ` e^{´pak`1ptq´ak ptqq} ´ e^{´pak ptq´ak´1ptqq} ˘ . (11.4)

This has an explicit solution (defined up to translation) by the formulas

a_{k`1}ptq ´ a_kptq “ 2 logpκtq ´ log ´Mkpn ´ kq 2 ¯ , v_kptq “´ n ` 1 ´ 2k t . (11.5) In what follows we fix the solution p⃗a_{expl}ptq, ⃗v_{expl}ptqq of (11.4) satisfying (11.5) with barycenter at the origin (i.e., we require that ř_n

k“1 a_{expl,k}ptq “ 0 for each t, but this is an arbitrary choice).

The proof of Proposition 11.1 begins with an analysis of the linearization of the bifurcation equations about the solution p⃗a_{expl}ptq, ⃗v_{expl}ptqq. Define F_{expl,k}p⃗aq “ 2κ^2 ` e^{´pak`1 ptq´ak ptqq} ´ e^{´pak ptq´ak´1 ptqq} ˘ . The Jacobian matrix of ⃗F_{expl}p⃗aq evaluated at the explicit solution ⃗a_{expl}ptq is given by D ⃗F_{expl}p⃗a_{expl}ptqq “ Mt^{´2}U , where the matrix U “ U_n “ pu_{jk}q P R^{n^n} is defined by (11.6) u_{k,k`1} :“ ´kpn ´ kq, u_{k`1,k} :“ ´kpn ´ kq, u_{j,k} “ 0 if |j ´ k| ě 2, and the elements on the diagonal are determined by the requirement that the sum of the entries in each row equals 0, that is u_{k,k} :“ ´u_{k,k´1} ´ u_{k,k`1} “ pk ´ 1qpn ´ k ` 1q ` kpn ´ kq, where here and later we adopt the convention u_{0,1} “ u_{1,0} “ u_{n`1,n} “ u_{n,n`1} “ 0.

Note that (11.6) still holds for k “ 0 and k “ n.

Definition 11.2. We define the Legendre vectors ⃗P_0, ⃗P_1, . . . , ⃗P_{n´1} P R^n as follows:

‚ ⃗P_0 :“ p1, 1, . . . , 1q, ‚ for 1 ď ℓ ď n ´ 1, ⃗P_ℓ is the orthogonal projection of p0^ℓ, 1^ℓ, . . . , pn ´ 1q^ℓq on the space orthogonal to ⃗P_0, . . . , ⃗P_{ℓ´1}.

Proposition 11.3. For ℓ P t0, 1, . . . , n ´ 1u it holds U ⃗P_ℓ “ ℓpℓ ` 1q ⃗P_ℓ. Proof. An explicit expansion of all the terms as polynomials with respect to j ´ 1 reveals that nÿ k“1 u_{j,k}pk ´ 1q^ℓ “ ℓpℓ ` 1qpj ´ 1q^ℓ` ℓ´1ÿ

ℓ^1“0 c_{n,ℓ,ℓ}1 pj ´ 1q^{ℓ1} , where c_{n,ℓ,ℓ}1 are some coefficients whose precise form is not needed here (it is only crucial that they do not depend on j). The conclusion thus follows from the theory of symmetric matrices. □ In the next lemma we study the bifurcation equations linearized around the explicit trajectory (if we translate in space the explicit trajectory, the linearized equations are unchanged).

Lemma 11.4. Let t_0 ě 1 and let ⃗F “ pF_1, . . . , F_nq and ⃗G “ pG_1, . . . , G_nq be such that F_j , G_j P L^1prt_0, 8q; Rq for each j P t1, . . . , nu. Let γ_1, γ_2 P p1, 2q and assume that F_j P N_{γ1`1} for each j P 1, . . . , n and assume G_j P N_2 for each j P t1, . . . , nu. Let ⃗B_0 P R^n .

Define the projection coefficients of ⃗F , ⃗G onto the Legendre vectors by f_ℓptq :“ | ⃗P_ℓ|^{´2}x ⃗F ptq, ⃗P_ℓy_Rn , g_ℓptq :“ | ⃗P_ℓ|^{´2}x ⃗Gptq, ⃗P_ℓy_Rn for ℓ “ t0, . . . , n ´ 1u. Assume further that

g_0ptq “ 1 n pG_1ptq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` G_nptqq satisfies g_0 P N_{γ2`1}. The linear system ⃗B^1ptq “ ⃗W ptq ` ⃗F ptq, ⃗W^1ptq “ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}U ⃗Bptq ` ⃗Gptq

has a unique solution that remains bounded as t Ñ 8 and such that ⃗Bp0q “ ⃗B_0. Moreover, there exists C_0 “ C_0pnq ě 0 such that it satisfies the estimates | ⃗Bptq| ď C ´ | ⃗B_0| ` t^{´γ1}_0 } ⃗F }_{Nγ1`1} ` } ⃗G}_{N2} ` t^{´γ2`1}_0 }g_0}_{Nγ2`1} ¯ for all t ě 0,

(11.7) for each k “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1, as well as } ⃗W ptq}_{N1} ď C_0 ´ | ⃗B_0| ` t^{´γ1}_0 } ⃗F }_{Nγ1`1} ` } ⃗G}_{N2} ` t^{´γ2`1}_0 }g_0}_{Nγ2`1} ¯ (11.8) Proof. Decomposing everything in the eigenbasis of U , we obtain the system b^1_ℓptq “ w_ℓptq ` f_ℓptq, w^1_ℓptq “ ℓpℓ ` 1qpt_0 ` tq^{´2}b_ℓptq ` g_ℓptq.

This is a standard Euler differential equation. A particular solution is given by

b^p_ℓ ptq :“ pt_0 ` tq^{´ℓ}

2ℓ ` 1 ż_t 0 ` pℓ ` 1qpt_0 ` sq^ℓf_ℓpsq ´ pt_0 ` sq^{ℓ`1}g_ℓpsq ˘ ds ` pt_0 ` tq^{ℓ`1}

2ℓ ` 1 ż_8 t ` ℓpt_0 ` sq^{´ℓ´1}f_ℓpsq ´ pt_0 ` sq^{´ℓ}g_ℓpsq ˘ ds and w^p_ℓ ptq :“

´ℓpt_0 ` tq^{´ℓ´1} 2ℓ ` 1 ż_t 0 ` pℓ ` 1qpt_0 ` sq^ℓf_ℓpsq ´ pt_0 ` sq^{ℓ`1}g_ℓpsq ˘ ds ` pℓ ` 1qpt_0 ` tq^ℓ 2ℓ ` 1 ż_8 t ` ℓpt_0 ` sq^{´ℓ´1}f_ℓpsq ´ pt_0 ` sq^{´ℓ}g_ℓpsq ˘ ds. The solutions of the homogenous equation which are bounded are spanned by pt_0` tq^{´ℓ}, and we add an appropriate multiple so that the initial condition is satisfied. Indeed, for each initial data ⃗Bp0q “ ⃗B_0 P R^n the unique bounded solution p ⃗Bptq, W ptqq “ p ř_{n´1} ℓ“0 b_ℓptq ⃗P_ℓ, ř_{n´1}

ℓ“0 w_ℓptq ⃗P_ℓq with ⃗Bp0q “ ⃗B_0 “ ř_{N´1} ℓ“0 b_{0,ℓ} ⃗P_ℓ is given by b_ℓptq “ t^ℓ_0pb_{0,ℓ} ´ b^p_ℓ p0qqpt_0 ` tq^{´ℓ} ` b^p_ℓ ptq w_ℓptq “ ´ℓt^ℓ_0pb_{0,ℓ} ´ b^p_ℓ p0qqpt_0 ` tq^{´ℓ´1} ` w^p_ℓ ptq For ℓ “ 0 we have

b_0ptq ´ b_{0,0} “ b^p_0 ptq ´ b^p_0 p0q “ ż_t 0 ` f_0psq ´ pt_0 ` sqg_0psq ˘ ds ´ pt_0 ` tq ż_8 t g_0psq ds ` t_0 ż_8 0 g_0psq ds,

and hence |b_0ptq ´ b_{0,0}| À t^{´γ1}_0 } ⃗F }_{Nγ1`1} ` t^{´γ2`1}_0 }g_0}_{Nγ2`1} .

For ℓ ě 1 we have

b_ℓptq´ t^ℓ_0 pt_0 ` tq^ℓ b_{0,ℓ} “´ t^ℓ_0 pt_0 ` tq^ℓ b^p_ℓ p0q ` b^p_ℓ ptq,

and thus

|b_ℓptq´ t^ℓ_0 pt_0 ` tq^ℓ b_{0,ℓ}| À t^{´γ1}_0 } ⃗F }_{Nγ1`1} ` } ⃗G}_{N2}

which gives (11.7). Next, for ℓ “ 0, we have

pt_0 ` tq|w_0ptq| ď pt_0 ` tq|w^p_0 ptq| ď pt_0 ` tq ż_8 t |g_0psq| ds À pt_0 ` tq^{´γ2`1}}g_0}_{Nγ2`1}

If ℓ ě 1,

pt_0 ` tq|w_ℓptq| ď ℓt^ℓ_0 pt_0 ` tq^ℓ

|b_{0,ℓ}|` ℓt^ℓ_0 pt_0 ` tq^ℓ

|b^p_ℓ p0q| ` pt_0 ` tq|w^p_ℓ ptq|

À |b_{0,ℓ}| ` t^{´γ1}_0 }f_ℓ}_{Nγ1`1} ` }g_ℓ}_{N2} completing the proof of (11.8). □

Proof of Proposition 11.1. We write ⃗aptq “ ⃗a_{expl}ptq `⃗bptq and ⃗vptq “ ⃗v_{expl}ptq ` ⃗wptq, where p⃗a_{expl}ptq, ⃗v_{expl}ptqq is the explicit solution of the n-body problem defined by (11.5) with the barycenter at 0 (this last condition is an arbitrary choice and could be any number). The idea is to set up a contraction mapping amongst perturbations of this explicit trajectory that are small in the norm appearing on the right hand side in Lemma 10.8.

Let η_0 ą 0 be a small number and τ_0 ą 0 be a large number, both to be fixed below. Let ⃗a_0 be as in (11.2), and assume (after translating) that ⃗a_0 also has barycenter “ 0 like the explicit trajectory ⃗a_{expl}ptq. Let t_0 ě τ_0 and we consider trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq, satisfying (10.1) with ⃗apt_0q “ ⃗a_0. For t_0 as above and trajectories p⃗b, ⃗wq P C^1prt_0, 8q; R^n ^ R^n q with ⃗bpt_0q “ ⃗b_0 :“ ⃗apt_0q ´ ⃗a_{expl}pt_0q, define the norm X “ X prt_0, 8q by

}p⃗b, ⃗wq}_X :“ }⃗b}_L8_{prt0,8qq} ` }⃗b^1}_{N1prt0 ,8qq} ` } ⃗w}_{N1prt0 ,8qq} ` } ⃗w^1}_{N1prt0 ,8qq}. Considering only trajectories that have ⃗bpt_0q “ ⃗b_0, for η ą 0 we denote the η-ball in X by B_X pηq :“ tp⃗b, ⃗wq P C^1prt_0, 8q; R^n ^ R^n q | }p⃗b, ⃗wq}_X ă η and ⃗bpt_0q “ ⃗b_0u.

To trajectories p⃗a, ⃗vq “ p⃗a_{expl} `⃗b, ⃗v_{expl} ` ⃗wq with p⃗b, ⃗wq P B_X pηq we associate new trajectories p⃗a,⃗vq “ p⃗a_{expl} ` ⃗b, ⃗v_{expl} ` ⃗wq defined as the solution of the system

b^1_kptq “ w_kptq´ ` p´1q^kλ_kptq ` v_kptq ˘ , w^1_kptq “ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq_k´ ` p´1q^kμ_kptq ` M^{´1}F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl}q ` pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq_k ˘ . where on the right-hand side, p⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq is determined by p⃗a, ⃗vq via Lemma 10.5. We denote this association as a mapping Φp⃗bptq, ⃗wptqq “ p⃗bptq, ⃗wptqq. We will show that there exist η_0 ą 0 sufficiently small and τ_0 ą 0 sufficiently large the mapping Φ defines a contraction on B_X p8C_0η_0q where C_0 is the constant from Lemma 11.4.

First we show that Φ : B_X p8C_0η_0q Ñ B_X p8C_0η_0q. Setting up an application of Lemma 11.4 we expand the forcing on right-hand side of the equation for w_k as follows, defining ´G_kptq :“ p´1q^kμ_kptq ` M^{´1}F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl}q ` pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq_k “ p´1q^kμ_kptq ` M^{´1}F_kpp⃗a_{expl} `⃗b, ⃗v_{expl} ` ⃗wq ´ M^{´1} ´ F_kp⃗a_{expl} `⃗b, ⃗v_{expl} ` ⃗wq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl} `⃗bq ¯

´ M^{´1} ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl} `⃗bq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl}q ´ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq_k ¯ By (10.7) we have max 1ďkďn ´ }p´1q^kλ_k ` v_k}_{Nγ`1} ` }p´1q^kμ_kptq ` M^{´1}F_kp⃗a_{expl} `⃗bq}_{Nγ`1} ¯ ď 1 (11.9) for each γ ă 2, provided t_0 is sufficiently large. By (2.40), we have }F_kp⃗a_{expl} `⃗b, ⃗v_{expl} ` ⃗wq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl} `⃗bq}_{N3} ď 1

(11.10) provided t_0 is large enough. Using Taylor’s formula with remainder we find a constant C “ Cpnq so that }F_{expl}p⃗a_{expl} `⃗bq ´ F_{expl}p⃗a_{expl}q ´ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq}_{N2} ď C}⃗b}^2_L8 .

And finally observe that x ⃗F_{expl}p⃗a_{expl} `⃗bq ´ ⃗F_{expl}p⃗a_{expl}q ´ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq, ⃗P_0y “ 0 which, combined with (11.9) and (11.10) gives }x ⃗G, ⃗P_0y}_{Nγ`1} ď 1 for each γ ă 2, provided t_0 is sufficiently large.

An application of Lemma 11.4 together with the above estimates yields }p⃗b, ⃗wq}_X ă 8C_0η_0 after taking t_0 sufficiently large and η_0 ą 0 sufficiently small, and making use of the equation for the estimates for ⃗b^1, ⃗w.

We address the contraction property. Consider two trajectories p⃗b, ⃗wq, p⃗b^7 ⃗w^7q P B_X p8C_0η_0q and their images p⃗b, ⃗wq, p⃗b^7, ⃗w^7q under the mapping Φ. Then p⃗b^5, ⃗w^5q :“ p⃗b^7, ⃗w^7q ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq satisfies the equation,

pb^5_kq^1ptq “ w^5_kptq´ ´` p´1q^kλ^7_kptq ` v^7_kptq ˘ ´ ` p´1q^kλ_kptq ` v_kptq ˘ , pw^5_kq^1ptq “ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗b^5ptqq_k ´ ´` p´1q^kμ^7_kptq ` M^{´1}F_kp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqq ˘ ´ ` p´1q^kμ_kptq ` M^{´1}F_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ˘¯ ´ M^{´1} ´` F_kp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a^7ptqq ˘ ´ ` F_kp⃗aptq,⃗ptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗aptqq ˘¯ ´ M^{´1} ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a^7ptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl}ptqq ´ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptq^7q_k ¯

` M^{´1} ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗aptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl}ptqq ´ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq_k ¯

(11.11)

with zero initial data. The estimates (10.39) and (10.40) give that } ` p´1q^kλ^7_kptq ` v^7_kptq ˘ ´ ` p´1q^kλ_kptq ` v_kptq ˘ }_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ }p⃗b^7, ⃗w^7q ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq}_X } ` p´1q^kpμ^7_kptq ´ μ_kptq ˘ ` M^{´1} ` F_kp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqq ˘ ´ F_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ˘ }_{Nγ`1} ď C_γ }p⃗b^7, ⃗w^7q ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq}_X

for each γ P r1, 2q. We also note the estimates, } ` F_kp⃗a^7ptq, ⃗v^7ptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a^7ptqq ˘ ´ ` F_kp⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗aptqq ˘ }_{N3} À }⃗b^7 ´⃗b}_L8 and › ›`F_{expl,k}p⃗a_7ptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl}ptqq ´ pt_0 ` tq_{´2}pU ⃗bptq_7q_k˘ ´ ` F_{expl,k}p⃗aptqq ´ F_{expl,k}p⃗a_{expl}ptqq ´ pt_0 ` tq^{´2}pU ⃗bptqq_k ¯› ›_{N2} À p}⃗b^7}L8 ` }⃗b}L8 q}⃗b^7 ´⃗b}L8 .

As before, we observe that the orthogonal projections of the last two lines of (11.11) onto ⃗P_0 vanishes identically. Applying Lemma 11.4 to (11.11), noting ⃗b7pt_0q´⃗bpt_0q “ ⃗0 and using the estimates above we find that

}p⃗b^7, ⃗w^7q ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq}_X ď 1 2 }p⃗b^7, ⃗w^7q ´ p⃗b, ⃗wq}_X (11.12)

provided η_0 is taken sufficiently small and t_0 is sufficiently large (and again making use of the equation for the estimates for the derivatves). The contraction mapping principle yields a unique trajectory p⃗b, ⃗wq P B_X p8C_0η_0q such that Φp⃗b, ⃗wq “ p⃗b, ⃗wq. By Lemma 11.4 this is the unique solution to (11.11) amongst those trajectories p⃗a, ⃗vq satisfying (10.1) with initial data ⃗apt_0q “ ⃗a_0 proving Proposition 11.1. □

We conclude this section with a quick corollary of Proposition 11.1 and its proof. Recall the definition of the open set T pη_0q from (1.21). Proposition 11.1 then defines a mapping

(11.13) T pη_0q Q ⃗a_0

ÞÑ php⃗a_0, t_0q,⃗ap⃗a_0, t_0q, ⃗vp⃗a_0, t_0qq P N_1pEq ^ C^1prt_0, 8q; R^n q ^ C^1prt_0, 8q; R^n q where t_0 ě τ_0 is any choice of initial time for which (11.2) holds, and p⃗ap⃗a_0, t_0q, ⃗vp⃗a_0, t_0qq are the trajectories provided by Proposition 11.1 and php⃗a_0, t_0q, ⃗λp⃗a_0, t_0q, ⃗μp⃗a_0, t_0qq is the solution to (10.6) provided by Lemma 10.5 with λ_kp⃗a_0, t_0q “ ´p´1q^ka_kp⃗a_0, t_0q and μ_kp⃗a_0, t_0q “ ´p´1q^kv_kp⃗a_0, t_0q. It is evident from the proof that given ⃗a_0 P T pη_0q and η_0 as in Proposition 11.1, two choices of times t_0, rt_0 ě τ_0 for which (11.2) holds lead to trajectories that are time translations of each other, that is if rt_0 ě t_0,

php⃗a_0, t_0; tq,⃗ap⃗a_0, t_0; tq, ⃗vp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq “ php⃗a_0, rt_0; rt_0 ` t ´ t_0q,⃗ap⃗a_0, t_0; rt_0 ` t ´ t_0q, ⃗vp⃗a_0, t_0; rt_0 ` t ´ t_0qq Corollary 11.5. The mapping defined by (11.13) is continuous.

Proof. Consider two initial data ⃗a_0,⃗a^7_0 P T pη_0q. By taking |⃗a ´ ⃗a^7| sufficiently small we can ensure that (11.2) is satisfied with the same choice of t_0 for both ⃗a and ⃗a^7. Consider their images php⃗a_0q,⃗ap⃗a_0q, ⃗vp⃗a_0qq and php⃗a^7_0q,⃗ap⃗a^7_0q, ⃗vp⃗a^7_0qq under the mapping defined by (11.13), noting we have removed t_0 from the notation to simplify it. We can assume (after a spatial translation) that ř k a_{0,k} “ 0 and ř k a^7_{0,k} “ 0 so that we can use the explicit trajectory p⃗a_{expl}, ⃗v_{expl}q as a reference for both, writing ⃗ap⃗a_0; tq “ ⃗a_{expl}ptq `⃗bp⃗a_0; tq, ⃗ap⃗a^7_0; tq “ ⃗a_{expl}ptq `⃗bp⃗a^7_0; tq ⃗vp⃗a_0; tq “ ⃗v_{expl}ptq ` ⃗wp⃗a_0; tq, ⃗vp⃗a^7_0; tq “ ⃗v_{expl}ptq ` ⃗wp⃗a^7_0; tq Using the same argument used to establish the estimate (11.12) we obtain the estimate }p⃗bp⃗a_0q, ⃗wp⃗a_0qq ´ p⃗bp⃗a^7_0q, ⃗wp⃗a^7_0qq}_X ď C|⃗b_0p⃗a_0; t_0q ´⃗bp⃗a^7_0; t_0q|` 1 2 }p⃗bp⃗a_0q, ⃗wp⃗a_0qq ´ p⃗bp⃗a^7_0q, ⃗wp⃗a^7_0qq}_X After absorbing the second term on the right above into the left, we may use the above together with (10.38) to obtain

}hp⃗a_0q ´ hp⃗a^7_0q}_{N1} ď C}p⃗bp⃗a_0q, ⃗wp⃗a_0qq ´ p⃗bp⃗a^7_0q, ⃗wp⃗a^7_0qq}_X ď C|⃗b_0p⃗a_0; t_0q ´⃗bp⃗a^7_0; t_0q|. This completes the proof. □

12. Proof of the uniqueness of kink clusters and corollaries We conclude with the proofs of Theorem 3, Corollary 1 and Corollary 2. We begin with a quick lemma, adding to the conclusions of Theorem 1.

Lemma 12.1 (Dynamical Modulation Lemma). Let ϕptq be a kink n-cluster. Then there exists t_0, C_0 ą 0 such that the following are true. The C^1 modulation parameters p⃗a, ⃗vq “ p⃗apϕq, ⃗vpϕqq given by Lemma 4.1 are defined on rt_0, 8q : R^n ^ R^n q and satisfy |⃗a^1ptq ´ ⃗vptq| ` |⃗v^1ptq| ď C_0t^{´2} (12.1) for all t ě t_0.

Proof. Choose t_0 sufficiently large so that dpϕptqq ă η_0 for all t P rt_0, 8q, where η_0 ą 0 is as in Lemma 1.5. Define hptq “ ϕptq ´ Hp⃗apϕptqq, ⃗vpϕptqq.

By Theorem 1 we have

}h}_{N1pEq} ă δ

provided t_0 is sufficiently large, and where δ ą 0 is as in Lemma 10.5. Because ϕptq solves (1.6) we see that the triplet phptq, ⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq with

λ_kptq “ ´p´1q^ka_kptq and μ_kptq “ ´p´1q^kv_kptq

(12.2)

solves (10.6). However, while the trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq satisfy (1.17) we do not yet know that they satisfy (10.1), particularly we have not yet established (12.1). To see this, we use the exact same argument used to establish the estimates (10.7) with γ “ 1 (i.e., via (10.3)). Using (12.2) we obtain

}a^1_k ´ v_k}_{N2} À 1 and }v^1_k ´ F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq}_{N2} À 1

for each k P t1, . . . , nu. The first bound is the same as the required estimate for the first term in (12.1). Using (1.17) we see that max_k }F_kp⃗a, ⃗vq}_{N2} À 1

and combining this with the above we obtain max_k }v^1_k}_{N2} À 1, which completes the proof. □ Proof of the Theorem 3. Let τ_0, η_0 ą 0 to be fixed below, t_0 ě τ_0 and let ⃗a_0 P R^n be as in (1.18). By taking η_0, τ_0 as in Proposition 11.1 we obtain a unique pair of C^1 trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq on rt_0, 8q satisfying the conclusions of Proposition 11.1 with apt_0q “ ⃗a_0. In particular, using (11.3) and Lemma 10.5 we can thus associate to ⃗a_0 a unique solution ph, ⃗λ, ⃗μq P Cprt_0, 8q, Eq ^ C^1prt_0, 8q, R^n ^ R^n q to (11.1) with }h}_{N1pEq} ď δ and with λ_kptq “ ´p´1q^ka_kptq and μ_kptq “ ´p´1q^kv_kptq. Writing the triplet phptq, ⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq “ php⃗a_0, t_0; tq, ⃗λp⃗a_0, t_0; tq, ⃗μp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq, the trajectories p⃗aptq, ⃗vptqq “ p⃗apa_0, t_0; tq, ⃗vp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq and setting

ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq “ Hp⃗ap⃗a_0, t_0; tq, ⃗vp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq ` hp⃗a_0, t_0; tq,

we see that ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq solves (1.6) by construction and is a kink n-cluster because h P N_1pEq and because the trajectories satisfy (10.1).

Next we prove uniqueness. Fix τ_0, η_0 ą 0 to be determined below. Let t_0 ě τ_0 and fix any ⃗a_0 satisfying (1.18). Suppose that ϕptq P E_{p´1q}n_{,1} is a kink n-cluster with dpϕptqq ă η_0 for all t ě t_0. By taking η_0 sufficiently small, by Lemma 1.5 we can associate to ϕptq, for each t ě t_0, unique modulation parameters p⃗apϕptqq, ⃗vpϕptqqq such that (4.5) holds. To prove uniqueness, we suppose in addition that ⃗apϕptqq satisfies ⃗apϕpt_0qq “ ⃗a_0.

Defining hptq :“ ϕptq ´ Hp⃗apϕptqq, ⃗vpϕptqq, we have }h}_{N1pEq} ă δ (for δ as in Lemma 10.5) by Theorem 1 and phptq, ⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq solve (10.6) with λ_kptq :“ ´p´1q^ka^1_kpϕptqq and μ_kptq :“ ´p´1q^kv_kpϕptqq for all k. Observe that (10.1) is satisfied for the trajectories p⃗apϕptqq, ⃗vpϕptqqq because of (1.17) and (12.1). Lemma 10.5 and Proposition 11.1 imply that phptq, ⃗λptq, ⃗μptqq “ php⃗a_0, t_0; tq, ⃗λp⃗a_0, t_0; tq, ⃗μp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq and thus ϕptq “ ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq. □

Proof of Corollary 1. Let ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq be a kink n-cluster as in the statement of Corollary 1 and as above we write

ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; tq “ Hp⃗ap⃗a_0, t_0; tq, ⃗vp⃗a_0, t_0; tqq ` hp⃗a_0, t_0; tq.

with the modulation parameters chosen as in the statement of Theorem 3, i.e., so that (4.5) holds. The estimate (1.19) follows from Lemma 10.5. The estimate (1.20) follows from (12.1). □ We conclude with the proof of Corollary 2.

Proof of Corollary 2. We start by showing that the mapping (1.22) is continuous. Fix η_0 and T pη_0q as in the statement, and consider ⃗a_0 P T pη_0q with (1.18) satisfied for some t_0 ě τ_0. As usual let ϕp⃗a_0, t_0; t_0q denote the image of ⃗a_0 under the map (1.22). As discussed in Remark 1.8 the image of ⃗a_0 under this map is independent of t_0 and we simply write ϕp⃗a_0q.

Let ⃗a_{0,n} P T pη_0q be a sequence with |⃗a_0 ´⃗a_{0,n}| Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8. For |⃗a_0 ´⃗a_{0,n}| sufficiently small, we see that (1.18) is satisfied for ⃗a_{0,n} with the same t_0 for all sufficiently large n. Letting ϕp⃗a_{0,n}q denote the images under the map (1.22) we see that }ϕp⃗a_0q ´ ϕp⃗a_{0,n}q}_E Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8 by Corollary 11.5.

Next, consider any element of M_n in the image of the mapping (1.22). By definition it can be written as ϕp⃗a_0q “ ϕp⃗a_0; t_0, t_0q for some ⃗a_0 P T pη_0q. By Theorem 3, the uniquely defined modulation parameters p⃗apϕp⃗a_0qq, ⃗vpϕp⃗a_0qqq from Lemma 1.5 satisfy ⃗apϕp⃗a_0qq “ ⃗a_0, giving the inverse map, which is continuous by Lemma 1.5.

Next, let ϕ P M_n be any choice of initial data and let ϕptq denote its forward trajectory. By (1.17) we see that ϕptq P M_{n,loc} “ ΦpT pη_0qq for all sufficiently large t. By choosing t_0 large enough, we may write ϕptq “ ϕp⃗apϕpt_0qq, t_0; tq. To show that M_n is a topological manifold, we still need to show that an open neighborhood of our arbitrary choice of the initial data ϕ P M_n is homeomorphic to an open subset of R^n . But this is a consequence of the local well-posedness theory for (1.6) by pulling back an open neighborhood of ϕp⃗apϕpt_0qq, t_0; t_0q in M_{n,loc} via the continuous flow by time t_0. □

References

[1] V. I. Arnold, V. V. Kozlov, and A. I. Neishtadt. Mathematical Aspects of Classical and Celestial Mechanics, volume 3 of EMS. Springer, 3rd edition, 2006.

[2] H. Bahouri, J.-Y. Chemin, and Danchin R. Fourier Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations, volume 343 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer, 2011.

[3] E. B. Bogomolny. The stability of classical solutions. Sov. J. Nucl. Phys., 24(4):449–454, 1976. [4] G. Chen and J. Jendrej. Kink networks for scalar fields in dimension 1`1. Nonlinear Anal., 215(112643), 2022.

[5] G. Chen, J. Liu, and B. Lu. Long-time asymptotics and stability for the sine-Gordon equation. Preprint, arXiv:2009.04260, 2020.

[6] S.-N. Chow and J. K. Hale. Methods of Bifurcation Theory, volume 251 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer, 1982.

[7] R. Côte. On the soliton resolution for equivariant wave maps to the sphere. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 68(11):1946–2004, 2015.

[8] R. Côte, Y. Martel, and F. Merle. Construction of multi-soliton solutions for the L^2-supercritical gKdV and NLS equations. Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 27(1):273–302, 2011.

[9] R. Côte and C. Muñoz. Multi-solitons for nonlinear Klein–Gordon equations. Forum Math. Sigma, 2:e15, 38 pages, 2014.

[10] R. Côte and H. Zaag. Construction of a multisoliton blowup solution to the semilinear wave equation in one space dimension. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 66(10):1541–1581, 2013.

[11] J. M. Delort and N. Masmoudi. Long-Time Dispersive Estimates for Perturbations of a Kink Solution of One-Dimensional Cubic Wave Equations. Memoirs of the European Mathematical Society. EMS Press, 2022.

[12] W. Dunajski and N. S. Manton. Reduced dynamics of Ward solitons. Nonlinearity, 18:1677–1689, 2005. [13] Nelson Dunford and Jacob T. Schwartz. Linear operators. Part III. Wiley Classics Library. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1988. Spectral operators, With the assistance of William G. Bade and Robert G. Bartle, Reprint of the 1971 original, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[14] T. Duyckaerts and F. Merle. Dynamics of threshold solutions for energy-critical wave equation. Int.

Math. Res. Pap. IMRP, 2008.

[15] K. O. Friedrichs. Symmetric hyperbolic linear differential equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 7:345– 392, 1954.

[16] P. Germain and F. Pusateri. Quadratic Klein-Gordon equations with a potential in one dimension.

Forum Math. Pi, 10:1–172, 2022.

[17] J. Ginibre and G. Velo. The global Cauchy problem for the non linear Klein-Gordon equation. Math.

Z., 189:487–505, 1985.

[18] S. Gustafson and I. M. Sigal. Effective dynamics of magnetic vortices. Adv. Math., 199:448–498, 2006. [19] N. Hayashi and P. I. Naumkin. Quadratic nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation in one dimension. J. Math.

Phys., 53(10):103711, 36 pages, 2012.

[20] M. Hénon. Integrals of the Toda lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 9(4):1921–1923, 1974. [21] D. Henry, J. Perez, and W. Wreszinski. Stability theory for solitary-wave solutions of scalar field equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 85(3):351 – 361, 1982.

[22] J. Jendrej. Construction of two-bubble solutions for the energy-critical NLS. Anal. PDE, 10(8):1923– 1959, 2017.

[23] J. Jendrej. Dynamics of strongly interacting unstable two-solitons for generalized Korteweg-de Vries equations. Ann. Inst. Fourier, to appear, arXiv:1802.06294, 2018.

[24] J. Jendrej. Nonexistence of radial two-bubbles with opposite signs for the energy-critical wave equation.

Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (5), XVIII:1–44, 2018.

[25] J. Jendrej. Construction of two-bubble solutions for energy-critical wave equations. Amer. J. Math., 141(1):55–118, 2019.

[26] J. Jendrej, M. Kowalczyk, and A. Lawrie. Dynamics of strongly interacting kink-antikink pairs for scalar fields on a line. Duke Math. J., 171(18):3643–3705, 2022.

[27] J. Jendrej and A. Lawrie. Two-bubble dynamics for threshold solutions to the wave maps equation.

Invent. Math., 213(3):1249–1325, 2018.

[28] J. Jendrej and A. Lawrie. Soliton resolution for equivariant wave maps. Preprint, to appear in J. Amer.

Math. Soc., arXiv:2106.10738, 2021.

[29] J. Jendrej and A. Lawrie. An asymptotic expansion of two-bubble wave maps in high equivariance classes. Anal. PDE, 15(2):327–403, 2022.

[30] J. Jendrej and A. Lawrie. Soliton resolution for the energy-critical nonlinear wave equation in the radial case. arXiv E-Prints, 2022.

[31] J. Jendrej and A. Lawrie. Dynamics of kink clusters for scalar fields in dimension 1+1. arXiv E-Prints, 03 2023.

[32] Jacek Jendrej and Andrew Lawrie. Continuous time soliton resolution for two-bubble equivariant wave maps. Math. Res. Lett., 29(6):1745–1766, 2022.

[33] H. Jia and C. Kenig. Asymptotic decomposition for semilinear wave and equivariant wave map equations. Amer. J. Math., 139(6):1521–1603, 2017.

[34] P. G. Kevrekidis and J. Cuevas-Maraver, editors. A Dynamical Perspective on the ϕ^4 Model, volume 26 of Nonlinear Systems and Complexity. Springer, 2019.

[35] M. Kowalczyk, Y. Martel, and C. Muñoz. Kink dynamics in the ϕ^4 model: asymptotic stability for odd perturbations in the energy space. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 30(3):769–798, 2017.

[36] J. Krieger, Y. Martel, and P. Raphaël. Two-soliton solutions to the three-dimensional gravitational Hartree equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 62(11):1501–1550, 2009.

[37] J. Krieger, K. Nakanishi, and W. Schlag. Center-stable manifold of the ground state in the energy space for the critical wave equation. Math. Ann., 361(1–2):1–50, 2015.

[38] P. D. Lax. Functional analysis. Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York). Wiley-Interscience [John Wiley & Sons], New York, 2002.

[39] J. Lührmann and W. Schlag. Asymptotic stability of the sine-Gordon kink under odd perturbations.

Preprint, arXiv:2106.09605, 2021.

[40] E. Maderna and A. Venturelli. Globally minimizing parabolic motions in the newtonian N-body problem. Arch. Rat. Mech. Anal., 194:283–313, 2009.

[41] N. Manton and P. Sutcliffe. Topological solitons. Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2004.

[42] N. S. Manton, K. Oleś, T. Romańczukiewicz, and A. Wereszczyński. Kink moduli spaces: Collective coordinates reconsidered. Phys. Rev. D, 103(025024), 2021.

[43] Y. Martel. Asymptotic N-soliton-like solutions of the subcritical and critical generalized Korteweg-de Vries equations. Amer. J. Math., 127(5):1103–1140, 2005.

[44] Y. Martel, F. Merle, and P. Raphaël. Blow up for the critical gKdV equation I: dynamics near the soliton. Acta Math., 212(1):59–140, 2014.

[45] Y. Martel, F. Merle, and P. Raphaël. Blow up for the critical gKdV equation II: minimal mass dynamics.

J. Eur. Math. Soc., 17:1855–1925, 2015.

[46] Y. Martel, F. Merle, and P. Raphaël. Blow up for the critical gKdV equation III: exotic regimes. Ann.

Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci., XIV:575–631, 2015.

[47] Y. Martel and P. Raphaël. Strongly interacting blow up bubbles for the mass critical NLS. Ann. Sci.

Éc. Norm. Supér., 51(3):701–737, 2018.

[48] F. Merle. Construction of solutions with exactly k blow-up points for the Schrödinger equation with critical nonlinearity. Commun. Math. Phys., 129(2):223–240, 1990.

[49] F. Merle and H. Zaag. Existence and classification of characteristic points at blowup for a semi-linear wave equation in one space dimension. Amer. J. Math., 134(3):581–648, 2012.

[50] F. Merle and H. Zaag. Isolatedness of characteristic points at blowup for a 1-dimensional semilinear wave equation. Duke Math. J., 161(15):2837–2908, 2012.

[51] C. Miranda. Un’osservazione su un teorema di Brouwer. Boll. Unione Mat. Ital., 3:5–7, 1940. [52] A. Moutinho. On the collision problem of two kinks for the ϕ^6 model with low speed. Preprint, arXiv:2211.09749, 2022.

[53] A. Moutinho. Dynamics of two interacting kinks for the ϕ^6 model. Comm. Math. Phys., 401:1163–1235, 2023.

[54] A. Moutinho. Approximate kink-kink solutions for the ϕ^6 model in the low-speed limit. Asympt. Anal., 140(3–4):191–280, 2024.

[55] K. Nakanishi and W. Schlag. Global dynamics above the ground state energy for the focusing nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation. J. Differential Equations, 250(5):2299–2333, 2011.

[56] K. Nakanishi and W. Schlag. Global dynamics above the ground state for the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation without a radial assumption. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 203(3):809–851, 2011.

[57] T. V. Nguyen. Strongly interacting multi-solitons with logarithmic relative distance for the gKdV equation. Nonlinearity, 30(12):4614–4648, 2017.

[58] Yu. N. Ovchinnikov and I. M. Sigal. The Ginzburg–Landau equation III. Vortex dynamics. Nonlinearity, 11:1277–1294, 1998.

[59] P. Raphaël and J. Szeftel. Existence and uniqueness of minimal mass blow up solutions to an inhomogeneous L^2-critical NLS. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 24(2):471–546, 2011.

[60] M. Reed and B. Simon. Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics. Academic Press, New York, 1975. [61] D. G. Saari and N. D. Hulkower. On the manifolds of total collapse orbits and of completely parabolic orbits for the n-body problem. J. Differential Equations, 41:27–43, 1981.

[62] T. H. R. Skyrme. Selected Papers With Commentary of Tony Hilton Royle Skyrme, volume 3. World Scientific, 1994.

[63] D. M. A. Stuart. The geodesic approximation for the Yang-Mills-Higgs equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 166:149–190, 1994.

[64] M. Toda. Waves in nonlinear lattice. Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl., 45:174–200, 1970. [65] M. Wadati and K. Ohkuma. Multiple-pole solutions of modified Korteweg-de Vries equation. J. Phys.

Soc. Jpn., 51:2029–2035, 1982.

Jacek Jendrej

Institut de Mathématiques de Jussieu, Sorbonne Université 4 place Jussieu, 75005 Paris, France jendrej@imj-prg.fr

Andrew Lawrie

Department of Mathematics, University of Maryland 4176 Campus Drive – William E. Kirwan Hall, College Park, MD 20742-4015, U.S.A. alawrie@umd.edu