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EXISTENCE AND STABILITY OF MULTISOLITON SOLUTIONS OF THE
GRAVITATIONAL HARTREE EQUATION IN THREE DIMENSIONS

YUTONG WU

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence of multisoliton solutions of the three-dimensional gravita-
tional Hartree equation whose trajectories follow many body dynamics of hyperbolic, parabolic
or hyperbolic-parabolic types. The existence of such dynamics was recently proved by Polimeni-
Terracini. We also prove the orbital stability of multisolitons whose minimal distance between
centers grows linearly in time, with the hyperbolic type as a special case. This work general-
izes and improves the result of Krieger-Martel-Raphaél on two-soliton solutions, and resolves a
question posed in their paper.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. In 1927, soon after the Schrodinger equation was proposed, Douglas Hartree
derived the Hartree equation, which provided a way to study many body quantum systems. It
has then attracted the interest of both physicists and mathematicians.

In this paper, we consider the gravitational Hartree equation in 3D

(11) iut + Au — ¢‘u|2u = O,

where v : R x R3 — C and

Supp = A7 (Jul?) =

_ 2
] * |ul”.

We begin with some properties of the equation.

The equation possesses a large family of symmetries. Namely, if u solves (1.1), then for any
(to,ao,ﬂo,)\o,’yo) eR xR3 x R3 x R+ X (R/QTI’Z),
(1.2) v(t,2) = Nau(\gt + to, Nz — g — ﬂot)ei(%ﬁo'fc—iw("zHW)

also solves (1.1). In view of Noether’s theorem, we expect the equation to have some conservation
laws. The following quantities are conserved by the equation:

Mass: M(u) :/|u(t,:17)|2d:17,
Momentum: P(u) = /Im(Vu(t,x)u(t,a:))dx,
Hamiltonian: H(u) = / |Vu(t,:n)|2d:n—% / Vet 2)2de,

In other words, if u solves (1.1), then these quantities are independent of ¢.

The equation (1.1) is mass (L?)-subcritical. By Theorem 6.1.1 in [2], we know the Cauchy
problem of (1.1) is wellposed in H'. To be more precise, for any ug € H'(R?), there exists a
unique u € C(R; H'(R?)) satisfying (1.1) and u(0,z) = ug(z). Moreover, this u depends on u
continuously.
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There is a special type of solutions called solitary waves. A solitary wave is a solution to (1.1)
of the form u(t,z) = "W (x). We deduce that W satisfies AW — ¢y 2 W = W. From [12] we
know there exists a unique radial and positive solution ) of

(1) AQ — $g2Q = Q.
called the ground state. One of the properties of () is the exponential decay:
(1.4) Q(z) < Ce~l#l vz e R3,

It is proved in [13] that this @ can also be characterized as the radial minimizer of the Hamil-
tonian subject to a given L? norm. More precisely, it minimizes

w= [ 19 -5 [ 1VoeP,

among all u € H' with the same L% norm as Q). Using (1.2) we can construct a family of ground
state solitary waves.

The main object of interest in this paper is the multisolitary wave, or multisoliton, which can
be roughly understood as the sum of several solitary waves.

Multisolitary waves are believed to be important components of generic solutions as claimed
in the soliton resolution conjecture. It plays an crucial role when we try to understand the long
time behavior of solutions. We cite [26], [24], [25], [8], [6] and [4] as references for some partial
results on soliton resolution for some nonlinear dispersive equations. Another aspect is to study
the existence and stability of solutions that approach to given multisolitons. In this direction,
[17], [5] and [16] were on existence and [9], [18], [23] were on stability.

We point out that the above literature only considered equations with local nonlinearity. For
such equations, the sum of two ground state solitary waves moving away at a constant speed
solves the equation up to a term that decays exponentially in time. This reflects that the
nonlinearity does not affect the asymptotic behavior dramatically. On the other hand, the long
time behavior of the Hartree equation is difficult to study because of the long range effect of the
nonlinearity. More precisely, we have

1
Pg2(x) ~ 2l as r — 00,
T
so the error term at most admits a polynomial decay. A quantitative estimate of such errors is
given in Lemma 2.3. This is the main difficulty we have to deal with.

1.2. Main results. As a starting point of the study of long time dynamics, Krieger, Martel and
Raphaél [10] studied the existence of 2-soliton solutions of (1.1). This pioneer paper revealed
that one should expect a gravitational 2-body interaction within the two solitons.

Based on their method, we generalize their result to m-soliton solutions. We also improve
their result in the parabolic dynamic by a careful calculation of the error terms. Our result
seems a satisfactory counterpart of [17] and [16], which dealt with the existence of multisolitary
waves of (NLS) and (gKdV), respectively. Moreover, by [20], a radiation term is not expected
for multisoliton solutions of the Hartree equation. Thus in the spirit of the soliton resolution
conjecture, we have constructed a relatively complete class of solutions.

The other part of this paper addresses the stability of such solutions, which has been left
open since [10] was presented. It is proved in [3] that the ground state solitary wave is orbitally
stable. Our result claims that the hyperbolic type multisolitons are orbitally stable as well. In
fact, we will prove the orbital stability of a more general class, that is, multisolitons of which
the minimal distance between different centers grows linearly in time.

Now we start to state our main results.
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First we introduce some notations. For a;, 3;, A; and ~; (may depending on time), we denote
a=(a1,~',04m), 5:(517...75771)7
A=A 5 ), =01 5 Ym),s
(15) P=(a,B,A), g=(P7), g;=I(208X7)
ajr = — o,  Bik =0 — Pk, a=min|ol.
J#k

We use similar notation when there are superscripts.
For u : R x R3 — C, we define gju: R x R3 — C by

1 N
gjut.a) = g u(t, T ety
J

m
In particular, g;@Q represents a solitary wave and ) ¢;(@ is a multisoliton. We will focus on the
j=1
solution of (1.1) closed to such multisolitons.
Next we recall the equation of the m-body problem.

Definition (m-body problem).
Let m > 2. The m-body problem is an ODE system

(16) () =28;(t), (1) Z'ﬂf-,jﬂ ?_‘O‘j‘:(%)’g, vi<j<m,
J

where o, B; € C’l(R,R3) and \j € Ry for 1 <j <m.
In this paper, we will consider the following three types of solutions.

e hyperbolic: for all j # k, we have lim M € (0, +00).

e parabolic: for all j # k, we have hm \%%%(t)l € (0,400).

t——+o00
e hyperbolic-parabolic: both cases appear, and they are the only cases.

In striking contrast to the 2-body problem where solutions are classified, the m-body problem
for m > 3 is known to be unsolvable. Even for 3-body, chaotic dynamics may occur [21]. Despite
of the difficulty, many papers [7], [14], [1], [15], [22] investigated the existence of the above types
of solutions. The best result so far is due to Polimeni-Terracini [22], which took a variational
approach originating from Maderna-Venturelli [15]. We summarize the main results as follows.

Consider the sets of configuration centered at the origin

¥ {(xlj... (Zm) € RO ( i)glxj :0},
j=1

V={(x1, ,om) EX | £z, Vj#k} and A=2X\ .

We say (z1,--+ ,&y,) € Y is minimal if

1
Z)‘ )‘k‘yy (. Z)‘ )‘k’%_xk‘

i<k

for any (y1, -+ ,Ym) € Y such that

m m
DA il = DA sl
j=1 i=1
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Theorem (Thm 1.1, [15]; Thm 1.6, 1.7, 1.8, [22]). Given \; € Ry for 1 < j < m.
(1) There exists a hyperbolic solution to (1.6) of the form

(1.7) a;(t) =a;t +o(t) ast— 400

for any (a1, ,a,) € Y and initial configuration in X.
(2) There ezists a parabolic solution to (1.6) of the form

(1.8) a;(t) = chits +o(t31) ast — +oo

for any minimal (by,--- ,by) € Y and initial configuration in X, where ¢ > 0 is deter-
mined by by, -+ by
(3) There exists a hyperbolic-parabolic solution to (1.6) of the form

(1.9) j(t) = ajt+ c;bits +o(t3T) ast — o0
for any (a1, - ,amy) € A, minimal (by, -+ ,by) € Y and initial configuration in X,
where ¢; > 0 1s determined by a1, -+ ,m,b1, -+ , by and ¢j = ¢, whenever a; = ay,.

Our first result asserts the existence of multisoliton solutions to (1.1) reproducing the above
three non-trapped dynamics. For the last two cases, an assumption on the masses of the bodies
is needed. We state the result in the following condensed way.

Theorem 1. Let P*(t) be a solution to (1.6) of one of the three types (1.7), (1.8) or (1.9).
Suppose A7° = Ap® whenever |agy(t)| ~ t3 ast — +o00. Then there exists a solution u to (1.1)
and 4> (t) that is C1 in t such that

lim
t——4o00

=0.

u(t’ ) - Z Q;OQ(t’ )
j=1

HH1

Remark.

1. In the hyperbolic case (1.7), there is no additional assumption on the masses. In the
parabolic case (1.8), we need to assume all the masses are equal. In the hyperbolic-parabolic case
(1.9), we need to assume A3° = A° whenever a; = ak.

2. In the parabolic case, Theorem 1 improves the result in [10] as we take o (in their
statement) to be identical to a5°, which trivially answers their Comment 2.

3. The assumption that (by,--- ,by,) is minimal is not directly used when dealing with the par-
abolic case and the hyperbolic-parabolic case. But this assumption is needed in [22] to guarantee
the existence of solutions of the m-body problem.

Our second result is on the stability of the solution constructed in Theorem 1. The conclusion
is that the hyperbolic type solution is orbitally stable, and in fact we can deal with multisolitons
with more general trajectories.

Theorem 2. Let o € CYR4,R3™), X0 € R? and 1° € (R/27Z)™. Set pO(t) = 3a°(t).
Assume that limy o B?(t) exists (finite) and the limits are distinct for 1 < j < m. Then

there exist To > 0, 59 > 0 and C > 0 such that for any T > Ty, § € (0,d0) and any solution
ue Ot (R,Hl(R3)) of (1.1) satisfying

< 0,
H1

U(Tv ) - ZQ?Q(Tv )'
j=1
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there exist C1 functions a(t) and () such that if setting B(t) = 3c(t), A = A0, then

18;(t) — BUT)| < C5 + % WST. 1<j<m,
and
u(t,-) — Em:ng(t, )H <O+ % vt > T.
j=1 H T
Remark.

1. As a special case of Theorem 2, we may take oz? as a hyperbolic solution of (1.6). Then
we obtain the orbital stability of asymptotically hyperbolic type multisoliton solution of (1.1)
constructed in Theorem 1.

2. There are some follow-up questions after this, including the stability of parabolic and
hyperbolic-parabolic type solutions, and asymptotic stability of hyperbolic type solutions. We
expect the other two types of solutions to be unstable. Working on asymptotic stability requires
a more careful spectral analysis of the linearized operators.

We end the introduction section with some comments on the proof of the two theorems and
the organization of the paper.

For Theorem 1, due to the long range effect mentioned before, we need to first construct ap-
proximate solutions. The difficulty compared to [10] lies mainly in the parabolic and hyperbolic-
parabolic cases. We need to study an approximate system of the m-body problem, which is
essentially harder than the 2-body problem. For this purpose, we have to perform delicate com-
putation of the constants involved. We made use of a cancellation of errors displayed in the
proof of Proposition 5.1. This is a new observation.

For Theorem 2, the main idea is to control the error via an associated quadratic form. The
upper bound is obtained by the monotonicity formula, and the lower bound follows from mod-
ulation analysis and coercivity of the linearized operator. We overcome the long range effect
mainly by choosing an appropriate functional to which we apply the monotonicity formula. We
will see that some of the arguments are similar to those in the proof of Theorem 1.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we construct approximate multisolitary
solutions of (1.1) up to the N-th order for any N > 1 to overcome the long range effect. We then
focus on the hyperbolic case. We reduce the problem to a uniform estimate and furthermore a
modulation estimate in Section 3. Then the modulation estimate is proved in Section 4, finishing
the proof of the hyperbolic case. The other two cases of Theorem 1 are addressed in section 5.
Finally, in Section 6, we give the proof of Theorem 2.

2. APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

As preparation, we do some basic calculation. Assume u = g;v and the components of g;
may depend on t. More precisely, we assume

1 =i ()N i (iB (1)
ta) = T i (48 (8
ult 7) Aj<t>2”<’ N ) o
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Then we have
up = F(/\ v — Njij - Vo — Aj(x — aj) - Vo — 2\ A0
J
- i/\?ﬁjv + i)\?@ . :m)) e~ itibiT

(2.1) Vu = /\—? (Vo + i) Bjv) e tbie,

1 o
Ay = 3 (Av +2iX;8; - Vo — X5 |B;|*v) e~ tiPire,
J

1 T — oy
¢u2(x):_¢v2 ).
Ful PHe ( A )
Therefore, if we let
Zu]taj Zg]vjtx

and set y; = %&gt), Av; = 2v; +y; - Vuj, then

| =

L (t y _WJ—HBJ Z(bRe(ukuj u,

m
g + Au — ¢|u2|u = Z
J=1 k#j

A

<

where

Ej(t, yj) = i)\?@tvj + AU]' — v — Z'/\j).\jA’Uj — /\?ﬁ] S Y505

s — 185> = B '%’) v;

J

— Z)\j (aj — 2,8]) V?)j + )\3 (’Y] +

2
/\ QK
B ¢UJ2+Z< > ¢‘Uk|2 < )\ yj+)\—k> R
k#j
To be clear, the space variable of the right hand side is y; unless explicitly written out.
2.1. Definition of approximate solutions. We need to approximate the last term of Ej.

Since
A 2 Aj Qi /\? ‘Uk(taf)P
) O (B S ) = / dc,
g "Ni Y A\ Jrs [Ny + ajr — Mg

we consider the Taylor expansion

%
|a—<| ZF <|a|N+1> ¢ =0,
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where F,(c, () is homogeneous of degree —n in a and of degree n — 1 in (. We define the
approximation to be

N
AT Z WA
N

=2

)| Fy (a]ka/\ké )\Jyj)df

Explicit formulae for the first few terms are as follows:

t,y; t d
T/J\ka( 7y]) 477)\k’ajk’ /‘Uk 6 ’ 67
2
N
AT\ | oy |3

Tﬂfiz‘g(t,yj) = - / (Ak(ajk <)o (t,6)1* = Aj(y; 'ajk)|vk(ta£)|2>d£-

We will need to take vy = ). In this case we denote zbfl?w by ¢g§) - Namely,

2

Ve () = [ QO Falag Mg = Ay e

47T)\k

We shall let v; vary in IV, and we also assume v; depends on time only through the parameters
t — P(t), which means v;(t,y;) = Vj(N) (P(t),y;) for some VJ-(N).
Define

(2.2) RM(t,2) =Y RNV (t,0) =" g,V (P(1), ).
j=1 j=1

Let us omit the subscript g of R™Y) for now. We have
i0, RN) + ARW ¢|R(N)‘2R( )

LR | (N) _
= Y BNty T N g
1 (N) (N)

(2.3) =AY kg e

m ™) A Aj Qj (N) i +iB;-

+> 57 [¢ 2—<— S | PE), 2y + = ) |V e,

il A B UV M

where

1 .
— i) (& — 26) V V“v + A2 <% Q—W—ﬁj-%) v
J

_ (b’V.(N)’z—i_Z(b )
7 k#j ’ ’

For functions M ](N) (P) and B](-N)(P) of the parameters, we can decompose

(N) _ (V) | (V)
BN = BN 4 s,
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where
=(N) _ (N) N)
Bty ) = AV ¢‘V<N>‘2V Z‘ﬁ‘ vl Vi
k#j
) N N N N
(2.0 — i\ M| )AVf P XB v
m 8V(N) 8V(N) aV(N)
2 B(N) (N)
and
51 (00) == i 6y 28 TV < 33 (5 BY) 1
. : N N . ; N
=iy (& = M) Ay +A§<w + 32— 18i* = 8; '%')Vj( )
Aj
(2.5) m gy ov™)
+1 j kZ:l 80% (ak /Bk) + 65 <’8k )

(N)
s (A=) |
Z?Ak M
Note that E~'](-N) is set to be a function of y; instead of x. This is to align with a later statement.

It does not matter whether S](-N) is a function of y; or x, but we will let it be a function of x for
preciseness.

Next we show that we can choose VJ-(N), M ;N) and B](-N) so that E](-N) is small. This smallness
will be a result of homogeneity, so we give the following definition.

Definition (Admissible functions).
Recalling (1.5), let Q denote the space of non-collision positions:

Q= {P:(a,ﬁ,A)eR3me3m><RT | aj # o, W?ﬁk}-

(1) Let n € N. Define S,, to be the set of functions o : Q — C that is homogeneous in o of
degree —n and is a finite sum of

cH i — ap)PiF oy — ag|” quHBJ)\
J#k j=1

where ¢ € C, pj, € N3, qjx €N, k; € N3, I; € Z and |pji| < gjp-
(2) We say a function u : Q x R® — C is admissible if u is a finite sum of

O'(Ofl,"' 7am7/817”’ 7/87717)‘17”’)‘771)7—(1')7
where o € Sy, for somen € N and 7 € C'*° satisfies
[VEr()| < el vk >0, z e RS

If n is the same for all addends, then we say u is admissible of degree n. Otherwise, taking n
as the minimal one among all addends, we say u is admissible of degree > n.

Here are some properties of admissible functions.

Lemma 2.1. Let n,m € N and u,v be admissible of degree n, m, respectively. Then
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(1) Vi, T“J 18 admissible of degree 1 +n, and 885“ , 88/\“ are admissible of degree n.

(2) uwv is admissible of degree n + m;
(3) ¢yv is admissible of degree n + m;

(4) Vk > 1, %(Lk)v s admissible of degree k +n + m;
> 1, ¢y 'v 18 admissible of degree > 1 +n +m;
(5) YN > 1, ¢{) dmissible of deg 1
(6) 3¢ > 0 such that for any compact set K C R x RT, 3Ck > 0 such that

(2.6 u(e, .7, 2)| < Ko, v(5,0) € K

where a = min |o; — a| as in (1.5).
7k

The proof of these properties is direct so we shall omit it. The point of considering admissible
functions is that according to (6), they decay rapidly when n is large.
Consider the linearized operators L, L_ around () defined by

Lifi=—-Af+f+¢gaf +20qsQ, L_f:=—-Af+f+¢gf
By Theorem 4 in [11], {01Q, 2Q, 03Q} spans ker L, , and {Q} spans ker L_. Moreover, Lemma
2.4 in [10] asserts that when restricted to admissible functions, ker(L. )" is exactly the range of
L. A precise statement is as follows.
Lemma 2.2. Let n € N and f be real-valued and admissible of degree n.

(1) If (f,VQ) =0, then Lyu = f has a real-valued solution u admissible of degree n.
(2) If (f,Q) =0, then L_u = f has a real-valued solution u admissible of degree n.

Furthermore, if f is radial, then u can be chosen to be radial.

The following proposition constructs the approximate solutions.

Proposition 2.1. Forn > 1 and 1 < j < m, there exist real-valued mg-n),bg-n) € S, and Tj(n)
that is admissible of degree n such that: for any N > 1, if setting

N al N al
MP) =S m"(P)  and B§ '(P)=3"0"(P),
n=1 n=1

then E](-N) defined by (2.4) is admissible of degree > N + 1.

Proof. We construct the functions by induction in N.
For N =1, we take mg-l) = bg-l) = 0. Suppose Tj(l) is admissible of degree 1 and real-valued.
By Lemma 2.1 and (1.3), we have

)

~ m OV,
W) _ Ay () g2 j v
Ej = AVj — VJ + Z)\j kzl Do : - <¢V(1)|2 + Zwv(1)|2> ]
_ ATj(l) B Tj(l) — b 2¢QT(1)Q Zsz L@ + error
k#j

- (1) A21QI17 -
=L, TV +) 2 Qter

oy AT\ ok



10 YUTONG WU

where error is admissible of degree > 2. Since L;(AQ) = —2Q), we may take

. = L
oy 8Tk |atjn|
to cancel the first two terms. This proves the conclusion when N = 1.

Next, we construct m(NH), bg-NH) and T]-(NH) from the first N terms. We have

S(N+1)  #(N) A n(N+1) (N+1) . (N+1) 33 (N+1)
By By =AY T —idymy T AQ = AT y5Q

— 0T =2 () Q= g Q+error
k]
=~ (Lx YY 0+ v e)
k#j

—1 (L_Yj(NH) + )\jmgNH)AQ) + error,

where

X](-NH) = Re T}NH), Yj(NH) =Im T}NH), error =11 + Is + I3 + 1y,

and

I = —i)\jmg-NH)A (VJ.(NH) — Q) _ Z‘)\jM](N)ATj(NH)

— )\?bg_N-'rl) -y <Vj(N+1) _ Q) _ )\?B](.N) ‘ijj(N-H)’
(N+1) (N+1)
= —¢"/}(N)’2_Q2Tj - 2¢Re (Vj(N)Tj(NH)) <V7 - Q)

_ (N “")
2¢ ((V(N) Q)T(NH))Q ¢‘T(N+1)‘2V

Iy = _Z <¢(N+1) V(N+1 +¢QJ\2H];1 (Vj(N+1) —Q) +¢‘ (N)’Q ](N+1)

(™2 J
iz \ [V -er
(N) (N+1) (N (N+1)
+ 2 V! 4 V 7
(bRe(Vk(N)TIEN+1)) J (b’ (N+1)’ >
m_ [ oW+ o+ PIAOARY)
Iy =i)\? —_J .9 +]7'B(N)+ J _b(N+1)
4 j kZ:1 < Jor Bk I h —55 b
(N+1) (N+1)
8Tj7 Y 8Vj L (N+1)

Assume m(NH), bg-NH) € Sy and TN i admissible of degree N + 1. Using Lemma 2.1,
we see error is admissible of degree > N + 2. Thus it suffices to require
N+1 (N+1) N+1 £(N
Lo XN = 3V 0 = 3w VQ + Re BV,
k#j
Loy =\ m N TYAQ + tm BV
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where E'](N) is the sum of terms in E~'](-N) that are admissible of degree N + 1.
Recall that we let the right hand sides be functions of y;, so they are admissible of degree
N + 1. By Lemma 2.2, it suffices to require

(@ + 3w e - re BV, vQ) =0,
k#j
()\jmg-NH)AQ —Im E](.N), Q) =0.

Such bg-NH) and m§-N+1) exist because (y;Q, VQ) # 0 and (AQ, Q) # 0. O

2.2. Accuracy of approximate solutions. We verify the accuracy of RW) as an approximate
solution where Vj(N) is determined in Proposition 2.1. We start with some estimates following
from the definition of admissible functions.

Let = Q x (R/27Z)™ denote the space of modulation parameters and g € Q. If K is a

compact set in R*™ x R and (8,7) € K, then by (1.4) and (2.6), we have

(2.8) VM| < cemwl + Oya~temenluil,
which also yields
(2.9) ]R;Z)\ < Ce =il 4 Oya~teenlrmasl,
By definition, RéN) is C'in g. Thus, if ¢ € Q and (8’,7') € K, then
N
(2.10) HR§N> ~ R )HHl <Cylg =4Il
Finally, since mg-l) = bgl) = 0, we have
(2.11) MM < Ca™? + Oya™®, BV < Ca? + Cya

Here, the capital constants depend on K, while the little ones do not.
The next lemma consists of two localization properties. The first item shows that the cross
term about R; in (2.3) does not matter. The second item will be used later.

Lemma 2.3. Let p # q € R? and u,v be functions such that
lu(z)] < e TPl |u(z)| <e 174 veeR3
Then there exist absolute constants C,c > 0 such that:
(1) |fusllze < Ceepd; 1
—5lp—al
(2) If f € 17, then |6 follpr < Cmax {208, GLo HIfIE
p—q|?
Proof.
(1) Using the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we get ||¢yy||re < C|luv|| s/2. Note that
either |z — p| > 4p — ¢| or |z — q| > 3|p — q|. In the first case, we use |u(z)| < e~P=4l and

|v]| 32 < C to conclude, and the second case is similar.
(2) We have

”(bfufv”Ll <C// |f|$ !fy| | —|m p\ |Z/ ‘ﬂdxdy

The integral on the region |z — y| > 3|p — ¢ is easily bounded by ﬁ\\f\\%z
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If [z — y| < 3|p — ql, then |z — p| + |y — | > L[p — ¢| + |z — p|, so by Cauchy-Schwarz,

Il VWD i-t-d gy,
lz—y|<%|p—al |z =y

<t [ iiel( [ s dy)dx
ly—z|<3Ip—ql ly — |
< CemzlPdl|p — g~ 2||f||L2/|f e~ xle rldy < 0% i IIfIIL2
!p ql2
We then obtain the conclusion. O

The following is the main result in this subsection. It estimates the extent to which RéN),
defined by (2.2), satisfies the Hartree equation (1.1).

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢y, Co > 0 and suppose g € C1 (R, Q) satisfies
(2.12) a>cy, [B<Co, o< N <Co.

Let Vj(N), M](N) and B](-N) be as in Proposition 2.1, RgN) be defined by (2.2), and

m

1 —Z 7
(2.13) v =i R + ARPD — 6o, R Z A45<N i@

<.

Then there exist ¢,C > 0 depending on ¢y, Co and N such that

C

O —clz—a;(t)]
aN+1 (t)

(2.14) O (¢, 2)| <

maxe
J

Proof. For simplicity, we omit the superscript N and the subscript g.
By (2.3), we have

- I = —ivi+ifi-x
v :ZA_EJ( y)e” IS dneir mn) B
J=1 J7#k
1 Aj Qjk —ivyj+if
B AT [ () o (o 3 s

The first term is controlled using Proposition 2.1 and (2.6). The second term is controlled using
Lemma 2.3 and (2.9). For the last term, we claim that

||

C(1+ |y DN, Ailys| > =25

o B () o (o) {2
| il \ ) TR TN T e+ Ty )Y )\.\y-!<’ajk\
’Oﬁjk’N'i‘l » A1Iy = 3

Since F,, is homogeneous of degree n in (, using (2.8) and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev in-
equality, we see the left hand side of (2.15) is always bounded by C(1 + |y;|)V, so we focus on
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the case when Ajly;| < o gk il We write

1
Oéjk — )\kf + )‘jyj

2 2
- I
R //\|£|> e +/Aks<“ﬂT'k T (1)

By Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev, the definition of F,, and (2.8), we have
2

LHS =

N
T — ;Fn(ag’k, A€ — Ny ) |dE

Vie(§)x

nh<c|

v oM™

D)= 2kl Xalezonly

1.8/3

C Ay
L

Ll

< CeClairl <

By the Taylor formula,

1 N N
‘m - 2_:1Fn(a,<)( < C‘O’jj’vﬂ, if |¢] < %

so by the assumption that A;|y;| < laj’“‘ and (2.8), we have

CO+ ly D™ / Nge < SO+ gD
I, < V(62 (1 dé¢ < —————.
2 > ’a k‘N+1 ‘ + ‘6’) 5 ’ajk’NJrl

Thus (2.15) holds. Note that this yields

oM, A 2¢ ) ﬁy._,_%
Vi |2 e [Vl PYRCAEDY

Then by (2.8), we can control the first term. O

_ C+[)™

(2.16) aN+1

From the estimate (2.14), if N is large, then the error UV will decay rapidly in time. This
helps us overcome the long range effect of (1.1). This is also why we need to construct the
approximate solution. From now on, the strategy becomes also similar to that of [17].

3. REDUCTION OF THE PROBLEM

Now we will focus on the hyperbolic case. But we may still state the result in a more general
way, for instance writing a(t) instead of ¢, so that it is easier to apply it to the other two cases.
In this section, we perform two steps of reduction of the hyperbolic problem.

(N)

3.1. Uniform estimates. Due to (2.13), we want S,
ODE result.

Proposition 3.1. Let P* be a hyperbolic solution to (1.6) of the form (1.7), and B](-N), M}N) be

as determined in Proposition 2.1. Then there exist Ty = To(N) > 0 and P™N) € O ([Th, +00), Q)
such that

to vanish. Thus we need the following

(3.1) gY@ =B (PV®).  wxm



14 YUTONG WU

and

(3.2) HP — Pt H <712 >,

We need the exact expression of bg- ). Since T]( ) is real-valued, we have
~(1
Re E]< ) — —2¢QT(1)T ¢‘T(U’2Q = (2 T(l)Q + ¢Q2 . > .
k#j

Since Tj(l) is even, by the explicit formula of ¥/, Re E](-l)
V(. We then obtain by the proof of Proposition 2.1 that

(0 0+ Y v ,@.va) =o.

is also even, and thus orthogonal to

oy
By the explicit formula of 12 and using Q is even, we deduce
QH 20k
. b(2 ” L2
(3 3) Z47T)\k‘a]k’3

Note that this is exactly the gravitational force acting on the j-th body. This explains the
reason why we expect the m-body interaction and our choice of the coefficients. Also, (3.1) can
be viewed as a perturbation of the m-body equation (1.6).

Proof of Proposition 3.1.
Let € = 15 and Tj > 0. Define the norm | - ||y of P € C([Tp,+00), ) by

1Pl = if;l% (%l (6)] + 27218, + £~ Irs(0)]).
Let X = {P € O([Ty, +0),9) | |P = P=||; < 1} and define T'P(t) by
Fay(t) =0+ [ 267 (1) - B (s
g0 = i 570~ [ BV (P
DAj(t) = A — / h MM (P(7))dr.

t
Because of the decay of a in t, we know hm B7°(t) does exist.

We claim that: if To(V) is large enough then I’ maps X into X, and for P, P’ € X, we have
IrP TPy < 3P~ P,
Assume P € X. Since P is hyperbolic, we have a(t) 2 t. First,

Fay(t) -~ a0l <2 [ 18,(r) ~ pr(rldr <2 [ tar <ot

Using bg-l) =0 and b§-2)(P°°(t)) = 5}’0(75), which comes from (3.3), we have

o0 N o0
IDB;(t) — B3°(t)] < / 62 (P(7)) = b (P(r)|dr + Y / B\ (P(r))|dr.
t —y
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By the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

. L P AR
|b§2)(P(T))—b§2)(P (7—))|§C<‘a a;‘ ‘_1_’ a2 ‘_i_‘ a2 ‘) SCT 3’

)

and thus, using bgn € S, we get

o0 N o0
P50 - 5r0I < C [ tara ey Y, [T < o
t n=3"7t

5,1) =0 and mg.") € Sy, we have

N 00 N 0o
DX (1) = AP (8)] < Z/t |m§”) (P(r))|dr < Cn Z/t T dr < Oyt~ L
n=2 n=2

Using m

Collecting the above estimates, we get ||[['P||; < CnTj ",

Thus for Ty(N) large enough, we have I' : X — X. The contraction property can be checked
in the same way. By the contraction mapping theorem, I" has a unique fixed point in X. Taking
this fixed point as PUY), then the requirements are satisfied. O
N)
(

From Proposition 2.2 and 3.1, we know R; ) 1s almost a solution of (1.1). We then reduce

the hyperbolic case to the following uniform estimate with a bootstrap assumption.

Proposition 3.2. Let P\N) be defined as in Proposition 3.1 and WJ(N) (t) be such that

N (N 1 N -(N N
W0 =0, ) = 7=+ 18 0P + 57 (1) - of (8).
A ()2
Let T,, — 400 and u, be the solution to

10, + Aty — Py, j2un = 0,
(3.4) N
un(Tna ) = R;(A?) (Tn’ )

Then 3Ty = To(N) such that for N large and T, € [Ty, T,], if

3.5 un() — RN )| <275, Wn>1, Vte [T, T,
o ||
then
(un(t) —R;f(f@)(t)HHl <%,  VYa>1, Vie [T, T

Proof of the hyperbolic case by Proposition 3.2.
Fix a large N such that the conclusion holds. By the standard bootstrap argument, we know
(3.5) actually holds with T\ = Tp. Using (2.9), we know 3C' > 0 such that

(3.6) lun(@)|lgr < C, ¥Yn>1, Vte [Ty, T,].
Also, for any 6 > 0, there exist r = () > 0 and ¢y = to(d) > Tp such that

/ lun (to, z)[?de < 6, Vn > 1.
|z|>r
We claim that there exists ' = /() > 0 such that

(3.7) / lun (To, 2)[2dz < 26, Wn > 1.
|z|>r!
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To prove (3.7), let ® € C*°(R) be a cutoff such that

Let L > 0 and define z(t) = [ |un(t,:17)|2<1>(mT_r)dx. Then z(ty) < d. Since

L (Tl =y, 2 e Loyl
2 (t) = ZIm/Aunun<1>< - )d:E—LIm/Vunun |x|<1>( —)da,

we have [2/(t)] < Z|jun|/%:. Integrating in ¢ and using (3.6), we get

4C%(to — Tp)

T + 0.

/ (T, 2)[2da < 2(Tp) <
|z|>L+r

We deduce (3.7) by taking L = L(§) large enough and ' = L + r.
Now, (3.6) and (3.7) imply the existence of a subsequence uy, (Tp) of u,(Th) that converges
in L? to some Uy and Uy € H'. Let U be the solution to

{ZatU + AU — ¢\U|2U =0,
U(Ty) = U.
By the well-posedness of (1.1), we have uy, (t) — U(t) in L? for any t > T,. Thanks to (3.6), by

passing to subsequence, we may assume u,, (t) — U(t) in H'. Using (3.5) and Fatou’s lemma,
we deduce

HU(t) - R, (t)H <AV, W>Th.

H1
Let v*°(¢) be such that

1

77 (0) =0, 45°(t) = o T B ()7 + B5°(8) - o (b).
J

Then by (2.10), (3.2) and (2.6), we obtain the conclusion of the hyperbolic case. O

3.2. Modulation estimates. We want to find a family of modulation parameters «, 3, A and ~
such that RgN) is an orthogonal projection of u,. More precisely, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let N,n > 1. Then there exist Ty = To(N) > 0 and a unique modulation
parameter g € C*([Tp, +00),Q) such that: if

e(t,z) = up(t,z) — RM(¢,2),
then fort > Ty and 1 < j < m, we have
Re(e(t),g,V,™) = Re(e(t), 9, (4,V,™))
_ Im(e(t), 9 (AVj(N))> - Im(s(t), 9i (vvj(N))) —0.
In particular, we have

(39) g(Tn) = g(N) (Tn)a E(Tn) = 0.

(3.8)

To prove the above result, we first work on a time-independent version.
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Lemma 3.2. Let N > 1 and K C R be compact. Then there exist 6, A > 0 such that: if
¢ € Q and u e H satisfy a® > A, \° € K and Hu — R;ﬁV)HHl < 0, then there exists a unique
parameter g € Q that C*-depends on u and

Re (u _ RS(]N),ngj(N)> ~ Re (u ~RM g, (ijj(N))>

~ Im (u — RN, y; (AVj(N))> = Im (U ~ R, g; (VVJ(N))) =0.

Proof. Let p = (g,u) and £(p) = . Set up = R;{)V) and pp = (go,uo). Define
= Re < ) pi(p) = Re<€( N (ygV(N )),

pi(p) = Im( (), gJ(Av ). pkw) = (=), g5 (VYY) ).
Then e(po) = 0 and Pj'j'(po) =0 forv=1,2,3,4.

. op¥ . . . .
We would like to compute aigﬂ(po). Since £(pg) = 0, the partial derivative of p evaluated at
po only falls on €. We compute

(N)
os 1 (N) 8Vj
804]- - )\]g](v‘/j )—’_g]( 804]- >7
(N)
Oe . (N) | . (N) an
= —aa. V. Noai (1. .
95, ioyg; Vi +iXig; (y;V; )—I—g;( a5; >
(N)
Oz () ov;
e LAV (5
o, ~ Y, )+ a5( o )
Je . (N
o ;i
. OpY
Using (2.6), (2.8) ap; (po) by
1.2 3 4

al0 1 0 0

glo o * 1

A1 0 0 O

~10 0 1 0

where 0, for instance the (a, 1) entry, represents

dp; .
aai (po) = o(1), Vj,k,
while 1, for instance the (o, 2) entry, represents
8_/)2( ) = o(1), Jj#k,
Oy, cj+o(l), j=k.
Here ¢; is invertible and independent of a, and o(1) means goes to 0 as a — +o0.

Therefore, for A large enough, %(po) is an invertible matrix. Then we can conclude by the

implicit function theorem. The last comment is that g € Q because g is closed to g™, which
means we have a > g when § is small. (]
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Proof of Lemma 3.1.
By (3.5), for Ty(N) large enough and 8, A determined in Lemma 3.2, if ¢ > Tp, then o™ (t) >

A and [|uy (t) — R;](\]f\?) (t)HH1 < 6. By Lemma 3.2, there exists a unique g(t) €  such that (3.8)
holds. Moreover, g € C! because g is C! in u,, and wu, is C' in t. O

It follows from the implicit function theorem that g is closed to ¢¥). But to prove Proposition
3.2, we need a quantitative estimate of g — g™ and e.

Proposition 3.3. For N and Ty = To(N) large enough, Vn > 1, T, € [Ty, T,], if

_N
le@) g <73

S0 A0 + [8 0 - 80| < 1%,

(3.10) = vt € [T., T,
>~ ) = V@ + oy ) - oV 0| < 7,
\ Jj=1

then
el < 577,
(1) AN () 1,,-x

(3.11) ;‘AJ@) Aj ‘ ‘59 = (t)‘gztl ’ vt € [T, T,).
S =2 @) + fast) — aiV00)| < 57,
j=1

Proof of Proposition 3.2 by Proposition 3.35.
As the left hand sides are continuous in ¢, by a bootstrap argument, we know (3.10) actually
holds for any ¢ € [Ty, T,,]. Then by (2.10), we have

when Tj(N) is large enough. This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.2. g

up(t) — Rg(N) HHI = Hu”(t) N R!(JN)HHl + HRE(IN) B R;](\Q) HHl
N
Bl

©lz

N _ _
<le®lla +Cnllg— g™ <t7% +Cnt™s <t

So far, we have reduced the hyperbolic case to Proposition 3.3.

4. ESTIMATES OF THE MODULATION

3.9
S; = S](-N) and U = V), But we will make clear whether a constant depends on N.
By (3.4) and (2.13), we have

To simplify notations, we write R; = rRY) R = RéN), M; = M](N), B; = B](-N), Vi = Vj(N),

L

(4.1) iOhe + Ae — 2¢p, g R — d|rppe = —T =) N

J=1

—iy;+iB-x
S] Vi Bg ,

<

where

N(E) = 2¢RC(€§)E + ¢‘8|2R + ¢‘€|26.
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By the Sobolev inequality and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we have

(4.2) IV ()2 < CnlleliF-
By (1.7), (3.2), (3.10) and (2.11), we have the following asymptotic properties:
. 1 : 1

In particular, (2.12) is satisfied.

19

4.1. Control of the parameters. In this subsection, we aim at proving the second and the

third line of (3.11).
Define the modulation error

Mod(t) = > (\am = 28;(0)| + |8(8) - Bi(P@)] + [A4(0) — M;(P(1))

j=1
. 1 :
+ 175 (8) + 20 1B;()* — B;(t) - aj(t)D'
J
First notice that S is controlled by Mod:
(4.4) |S;(t, z)| < CnMod(t)e~eNlz=es)l,
Let 6(t,x) be a function such that
(4.5) 0(t, 2)] < Ce=l 4 Oya~te NIl vt >0, 2 e R,

which corresponds to (2.8), (2.9), and let 6; = g;0.
Using (4.1) and integration by parts, we can compute

d — .
Elm/&ﬂj = Re/&? (z&ﬁj + A — 2¢R0(€j§)R — ¢\R|26j>

+ Re /(\If —N(e))0; + Z Re/ %Sj(t, x)e” ity
j

j=1
By (2.1), (2.11) and (4.5), we have

1 L
i@tej + AHJ = F (Z)\gatg + Af — 0) e—ryj—l—zﬁj-gc
J

1
+0| =+ @ + Mod e—c|:c—aj\ + @e_CNkU_aﬂ .
a? a3 a

By Lemma 2.3, (2.9) and (4.5), we have
1 —1yj+iBi-x
Oreo, ) B = 37 Pre@) Vie™ T+ bnego ) D B
j ki

+ Opn (e_CN“ max e_cN‘x_o"c‘> .

By Lemma 2.3, (2.9), (4.5), (2.16) and the explicit formula of ¥, we have
1 1) —iy+if;-x 1 —clz—a;
Qpli =37 <¢le2 + Z¢W>9e wHET+0 (ﬁe | JI)
J k#j
+ ON ((e—cNa + a—3)e—cN|m—aj|> )
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We collect the terms of degree 1 in 6

Lj0 = —A0+ 0 + 2g, 577\ V; + <¢vj|2 t Z%iw)e'
k#j

With (4.3), if we take Tp(N) large enough, then we have
i@tﬁj + AQJ — 2¢Re(0j§)R — ¢|R\20j

1 . _Z . Z .
= 31 (Xj00 = Lj0) 5" = 205,71 > R
J k#j
1 _ 1 Mod
+0 <¥ + M0d> e~cle=ail L Oy <$ + =2

e~CN min; [z—aj]| ]
a

Inserting this into the previous formula, using (2.14), (4.5), (4.2), and again taking Ty(N) large
enough, we get

d 7 € (; —iv;+iB;x B
alm/es@j = Re/ E(M?@H - LjH) e~ tibi e — 2Re/E¢RC(9jRj) ZRk
J k#j

1 — ell g1 1
+ ERe/sje +0 (” CLLH + ModH6||H1> +On (W + \Iall%) :
J

We will take 6 to be iV}, VVj, AV, and iy;V;. By (3.8), the left hand side always vanishes.
By (2.8), (4.3) and (2.11), we always have

(46) 8t9 =0 <é + CN + MOd) <e—cx—aj + @e—clﬂx—aﬂ) '

al a a

By the proof of Proposition 2.1, we know
1
W, = —AV; +V; + <¢|Vj2 + Zapfvig>1/j
k#j
is admissible of degree > 2. Direct computation yields
k#j
L;j(VV;) = VW, Lj(iy;Vy) = iy;W; — 2iVV;.

By (2.6), (3.8) and that (! is constant, we always have

a a

a

where f is a function such that Re [e(g;f) = 0. Thus

. N e R (C TR

2 3
J a a

By (2.16) and the explicit formula of (2, we have

_ (D 1 Cn 2
¢Re(0jR_j) - T’Z)RO(OJ-R_J-) +0 (ﬁ + ?> (1 + |£E - Oéj|) .
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Since 1) is constant, by (3.8), we always have
= lellz: | Cnllellm
(4.8) 2Re / DRe(o, ) g;ij =0 < s — :

Finally, using (2.5), (2.8) and that @ is even, for # taken as the four functions,
(49) 2.2

RG/S]@
o j=1
Therefore, gathering (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9), we obtain

C||€HH1 CN||€HH1 CNMOd(t) Cn
A+ + e + COnlel? -

m

>c Mod — CNde.

Mod(t) < pe ;

Taking TpH(N) large enough to absorb some Oy terms, we get

Clellgr . Cn

(4.10) Mod(t) < + —x71 + Onllellin-

a2
Using (3.10) and (4.3), we can get the decay of Mod:
(4.11) Mod(t) <t~1,  Vte [T, T

We are now going to deduce the second and third lines of (3.11). By the fundamental theorem
of calculus, we have

|M;(P) — M;(P™)| + | B;(P) — B;(P™))|

—a® — pWN) ()
SC(!a o) | 185 ]p=) r)
a a a

— o g~
+CN<ra o), 1B=BM| | = r)_
a a a

Using (3.1), (3.10), (4.3) and (4.11), if Ty(N) is large enough, then we get
. (N i i

A = A+ 185 - B}

< Mod + |M;(P) = M;(P™)| + By (P) = B(P™)| < Cr 5.

N)‘

Integrating in ¢ and using (3.9), we deduce

(4.12) A= A+ 18 - 8]

when N is large enough. This is the second line of (3.11).
By (4.11) and (4.3), we also have

-] <ol - 8|+ ¥
and

45 =4 < 0 (1 = A+ 185 = 8] + 2185 = B+ Jay — afV]) + 7.

We then deduce the third line of (3.11) for large N by (3.9) and (4.12).
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4.2. Control of the error. In this subsection, we aim at proving the first line of (3.11). We
start with the construction of cutoff functions.

Lemma 4.1. There ezist ¢c,C > 0 and p; € CL° (R4 x R3) for 1 < j < m such that

0 <gj(t,x) < ngjtx_l
4.13 ¢ ¢

) L, |z —a;jt)] < ca(t),
#0E =00, Jo— a(t)] < catt), k£

Proof. There exist ¢, Co > 0 such that cot < a(t) < Cot. Take c € (0, 3) and r, R > 0 such that
cCo <1 < R < Jcp. Let ® € C(R?) be such that

0<P<1, suppPCBr, ®=1inB, |V <CV1l-2.

Here, the last property can be satisfied by taking ® satisfying the other properties and setting
® =1— (1 - ®y)2. Then we define

(’pj(t,x) :(I>2<$7aﬂ()), j=1,2,---,m—1,

and

[y

m—

om(t,x) =1— itz
j=1
We claim that (4.13) holds. Only the estimates on ¢, need to be checked.

We have ¢, € [0,1] because supp ¢; are pairwise disjoint. The derivatives of /¢, are
bounded because of the last property of ®. O

Combining the properties of the cutoff functions and (2.6), we have
(4.14) lpjR— R;| < Cye W vt >0, z e R3

This means ¢; localizes the multisoliton solutions.
Consider the sum of truncated conserved quantities of the Hartree equation

= [1vu =5 [ 196

+Z[( + 18] >/<Pj‘U’2—2ﬁj/<ijm(Vuﬂ)].

By the decomposition © = R + ¢, we can expand £ in terms of €. Then the second or higher
order terms is G(g) = Gy + G2 + G3, where

6= [1VeP+ [l ~2 [ 190l +2 / Snaemlel — 5 [ V0P,
G, = Z (g +15F) [l 6= —22@ [ ¢imm(v=e).

We point out that because of the orthogonality condition (3.8), the first order term of € would
vanish if R solved (1.3). Unfortunately, as R is an approximate solution, it does not solve (1.3),
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and the error is too big so that one cannot proceed in this way. However, we will use this idea
in Section 6 when we work on stability.

For now, we do not use the functional £. Instead, we directly prove the following two estimates
on G. The first one states the positiveness of G, which follows because of orthogonality (3.8).
The second follows by a direct calculation and gives an estimate on the upper bound of G.

Proposition 4.1. Let N > 2. For Ty = Ty(N) large enough, there exists co > 0 such that
G(e(t)) = collellFn, Yt € [T, Tha).

Proposition 4.2. Let N > 2. For Ty = Ty(N) large enough, if (3.10) holds, then there exists
C > 0 such that

%Q(s(t))‘ <Ct\"%, Vte L., T

If taking these two results for granted, then by (3.9), we have

9 Tn _1_ﬂ C
collellzn < 1G(e(8))] < Cr—2dr < ot
t
Taking N large enough, then we obtain the first line of (3.11).
The rest of this subsection is for the proof of the two propositions. Once they are proved, we
will have completed the proof of the hyperbolic case.

_N
2

Proof of Proposition 4.1.
The main ingredient of the proof is the following coercivity result on the linearized operators
L_ and L;.

Lemma 4.2. There exist 6,c¢ > 0 such that: if v € H' is real-valued, then
(v, Q) + |(v,2Q)] < dllv]|lg1 = (Lyv,v) 2 c|lvll7,
(0, AQ)] < dlvllg = (L-v,v) = cllv]|3.
Proof. All functions in this proof are assumed to be real-valued.
It suffices to prove that for some ¢ > 0, if v € H', then
s (0,Q) = (0,2Q) =0 = (Lsv,0) = eljlffn,
(0,AQ) =0 = (L_v,v) > c|[v]|3:.

Let us only prove the sufficiency for the estimate on L. For v € H!, we have

o) = [1902 + [P+ [oqu? ~2 [ IVoaul

If u = v — w, then by the Sobolev inequality, we have
(Lyv,0) = (Lyu,u) > =Cllull g |[w]gr — Cllw]F.
We take

oo 0.Q) ), @.2Q)

QI T 12l

Then ||w|| g1 < C8||v| z1, and w is orthogonal to both @ and z@Q, so we have (Lyu,u) > c|[ul|,.
We thus deduce (Lyv,v) > §||v[|3;, by Cauchy-Schwarz and taking 6 small.

We then turn to prove (4.15). We only prove the first line, as the proof of the second line is
similar and easier.

Q.
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Recall that () is a minimizer of
H(u) = /|Vu|2——/|V¢u|2| . where u € H' and [Jul| 2 = [|Ql|,2.
Thus, @ is a minimizer in H*\{0} of
QI3 / 2 Q7 2
T(u) = Vu [ 9onpl
[ul|7. 2[|ull7

Assume f € H! and (f,Q) = 0. By direct computation, we have

1d® o o IVQIE: [
saz| J@reh) = [195P - St [ 1

Vool
—2/|V¢Qf|2—/V¢Q2 'V¢f2 + HQﬁ L2 /f2
Using (1.3) and integration by parts, we get
IVQIZ: = IVéqallze + 1QIIZ = 0.

Thus we obtain

YLD s@ven = wets)
2de?|__, F) =\ 10
By the minimality of J(Q), we deduce that

fEHl, (f)Q):O = (L+f,f)20

Therefore, if the conclusion fails to be true, then there exist f, € H' such that (f,,Q) =
(fr,2Q) = 0, ||fullzn = 1 and (L4 fp, fn) — 0. By passing to subsequence, we may assume
fn — foin H'. We have (fo,Q) = (fo,7Q) = 0, and by the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem and
the decay of ), we have

/¢Q2f3—>/¢cz2f§ and /|V¢an|2—>/|v¢c2fol2-

On the other hand, || fo||z1 < liminf || f,||z1. We deduce that (L fo, fo) < 0.
By the non-negativity of Lt on Q*, we know that fy is a nonzero minimizer of (L u,u),
where u € H' and (u, Q) = 0. By computing the first variation, we get

Ly fo=a@ for some a € R.

Since L4 (AQ) = —2@Q and ker L is spanned by V@ (Theorem 4 in [11]), we know fj is a linear
combination of AQ and VQ. But using (fo, Q) = (fo, VQ) = 0, we must have fy = 0, which is
a contradiction. O

Let ¢j = ¢,/p; and &; = gj_lej, or more precisely, define
() = Na(0)e (8, 04 (1)) + 0y (1) O8O O D),

By (3.8), (2.6) and (4.3), for ¢ large enough, we can apply Lemma 4.2 to Re(&;) and Im(g;).
Thus for To(N) large enough, we have

<L+Re(5j),Re(5j)> + (L_Im(gj),lm(gj)) > cl&l3, V> T

In the following, we always assume 7y is large enough so that the above holds.
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Set @; = g;Q. By computation similar to (2.1) and (2.6), we have
<L+Re(€j),Re(€j)) + (L_Im(éj),lm(éj))
= 195+ [+ [ 60l +2 [ onaas Re@2)
= A} (/!V€j!2—2ﬁj/1m(V€j€_j)+\5j!2/!%’!2) +>\j/\€j\2
+ A3 / ¢Q3|sj|2 +2X3 / Pro(e,a;)Re(Q))
= A?(/\V%‘\”/@Rﬂ\%e _2/|V¢RO(€J‘RJ‘)|2
+ (s + 1) [ -2 Imngg—j)) + o (1)
We then deduce that
@16) Al 2 el = sl 2 e [ iR + ) - el
where
Hj(ej) = /|V5J| +/‘ZSIRJI2|‘€J| _2/W¢Re(5mJ |2
+ <)‘_§ + 182 /\%‘\2 - 25j/1m(V€j€_j)-
Next, we consider the truncated functional
Hyole) = [ Vel [omelel ~2 [ [Vonm
; (Az +18,) [eilel =28 [ om(ves)

By (4.13), (4.14) and (4.16), we have

© = [ 19+ [[nplel =2 [ |9onem |
</\2 +16;]? /|e,|2 —28; /Im(Vsjej) +0 (%)
@.17) =Hmwﬁﬂ%w@Mw$W4/W%%H@mﬁ2
+ 4/¢Re(ajRj)Re((1 — /?j)eR;) + O <%>
c [ eive +1P) - el
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Finally, using the sum-to-1 property of ¢;, we write

6) - ZHj74P(€) +2/¢Re(aﬁ)|€|2 _%/|V¢€|2|2
+Z/¢Re (r, 7 21 _QZ/V%e (F;) " VORe(Tr):

J#k JF#k

The first term is controlled by (4.17). The other terms in the first line are O (t ¥/ 4|e][3,1) because
of (3.10). Using Lemma 2.3, we know the two terms in the second line are Oy (e=“||e[|3;,) and

ON<”€” > respectively. We thus have

Cn
G(e) > cllellin = =~ lellin-
Thanks to (4.3), we conclude by taking Tj(N) large enough. O

Proof of Proposition 4.2. We deal with G1, G5 and G3 separately.
(1) Using integration by parts, we have

dt
+4Re/¢Re(€f_3)€atﬁ+2/¢Ro(8tRI_3)|€|2 +2Re/¢|5268tﬁ

By (4.1), (2.14), (4.4) and (4.2), the first line is On ((GN% + Mod) |||z ). For the second line,
using (2.1), (4.3) and (2.11), we have

1 —iyj+if-x 1 —cN|T—ay

8tRj:ﬁ( SV — il — B - aJ)V])e BT L Oy <ﬁ>e Nlz—ay]
J

1

= —283; - VR, + Z()\2

Combining these with (4.10), (2.9) and Lemma 2.3, we get

d m
%=Z< (52 19 [ OnacmieT) = [ ooty - V)

2
2 lellz | lellzn 3
_4/¢Re(ﬁj-vzzj}zj)’5‘ ) +On <aN+1 T2 T el ) -

(2) Using (4.3) and (4.13), we have

dg2 z_j ( + 18] >/¢j1m(i8t6§)+0<%>.

Then by (4.1), (2.14), (4.4) and (4.2), we have

dGs = /1 ) _ el

1 .
+1B*) R; + On (ﬁ + Mod) e~enle=agl,

(4.18)

el
+Ox (L0 + arodleln + 11 ).
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Finally using (4.10) and (4.14), we get

dG2  + 1 R; i
5 ) oo (25
(4.19) =

el | Nellfn
+ON<aN+1 + af + el ) -

(3) Similarly, we can compute

m

dg . _ el
d—t3 = Z —45]' / (,DjRe(ZatEVE) + 0 <%>

Jj=1

m 2
~3 48, / iRe (2¢RC(€§)RVE + ¢‘R|25VE) +0 <”E‘J5H1>
=1

B
+On (508 + Mtodeln + el

(4.20) = f:l <8/¢Re(EE)Re(€BJ¢j-VR) +4/¢Re(gm.m§)ls|z>
e
+o<”‘€H )+ o (L ol + el )
i< /¢RC - Re(ep; - VR)) +4/¢RO(BJ VR, Byl >
p
+0 <”EH > <‘(|;gff + ”i‘z‘j{l + HsH‘?p)-

Combining (4.18), (4.19), (4.20) together, we deduce
d Cllell? lellzr Nl
EQ(E(t))‘ < = 4oy (aNfl +— -+ u:su?;{l)

Using (4.3), (3.10) and taking Ty(N), N large enough, we get the desired result.

We have finished the proof of the hyperbolic case.

5. THE PARABOLIC AND THE HYPERBOLIC-PARABOLIC CASE

27

One of the difficulties of dealing with these two cases is to establish Proposition 3.1. Due to

the lower rates of expansion, we need more delicate computation.

5.1. The approximate trajectory. The goal of this subsection is to prove the alternative of

Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 5.1. Let P> be a parabolic or hyperbolic-parabolic solution to (1.6) of the form
(1.8) or (1.9), and B](-N),M](N) be as in Proposition 2.1. Then for N > 3, 3Ty = To(N) > 0 and

PW) ¢ CY([To, +0),9) satisfying (3.1) and for any t > Tp,

(5.1) @™ () — o) <71, 18N () - B)] + AN () — A <t

J
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Remark. This proposition is stronger than the one in [10] because: (1) we do not need to assume
AS° are identical in the parabolic case, or A7° are identical for j € J in the hyperbolic-parabolic

case; (2) we know oz(-N)(t) —a3°(t) = 0 ast — +oo.

J

2)

While before we have only used the formula of bg- , here we also need the explicit expression

of m( ) and b( ) Since Tj(l) is real-valued, by (2.4), we have

m (1)

k=1
(2)

i, we deduce

By the formula of Tj(l) (2.7) and the requirement of m;

NIRIZ2 ok - By

47T)\k ]ajk]3 '

(5.2) m?(P) =
k#j

Combining this and calculation in the proof of Proposition 2.1, we have

L Re T(2) 2¢QT(1)T ¢’T(1)‘2Q Z < QT“)Q + ¢82 kT(1)>
k#j

L_Im Tj(Z) = 0.

(2)

Thus we may take T;7 as a real-valued radial function. Then we compute

Re B = — \3\D .y = 207075 Q 2¢QT_(2)T].(1) — 29 QT@T].@)

¢’T<1)(2T( Z <¢Q2 kT(l + 2¢(2 o) Q@+ 7/’ (2)Q
k#j

+ ) (1)‘2Q+2¢( T vl jz’).

S

Recall that

(X 5@ + 3" v ,@ — Re B, vQ) =0
k#j

Since @, Tj(l), Tj(2) are all even, the terms with ¢, ™), 3 are orthogonal to VQ. Removing
those terms and using (3.3), we obtain

(e i@ +2 30 0, @.VQ) =0.
k#j
Then by (2.7) and (AQ, Q) = 3[Q||22, a result of integration by parts, we get
(Q,Tk )ajk Q72 Ak
(5.3) B3 (P) = — =
J gé:] 27T)\k‘ajk‘3 327‘( gé:] ; )\l]akl] ‘Oé]k’g

Then we give the idea of the proof to make it easier to understand.
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In the hyperbolic case, the equation can be roughly written as

aft) — a™(t) = 26(t) — 28(),
B(t) — B>(t) = O(t7?),
At) = A2 =0(t?),

and then we can apply the fixed point theorem. But in the parabolic and hyperbolic-parabolic
cases, we only have

a(t) — a>(t) = 26(t) — 287(1),
B(t) = B=(t) = O(¢?),

At) = A2(t) = O(t73).

The error term is so large that the fixed point theorem becomes invalid.
The recipe is to replace P*° by some P which is closed to P*° and makes the error terms

(N)

on the right hand side smaller. More precisely, P*° eliminates B ;7 up to the second term and

M ](N) up to the first term. We want P to eliminate B](-N) up to the third term and M ](N) up

to the second term. Our P serves as P@P) in [10], but we would like to point out that the
existence of such P is not taken for granted when m > 3. We made a new observation that
several terms will cancel. Thanks to this observation, we have an explicit expression of P and
more importantly, we know & = o and = §°°. This is exactly the reason why we can make
an improvement.

The explicit form of the approximate equation is (5.6), which is still more complicated than
that in the hyperbolic case. We need a more involved application of the fixed point theorem to
obtain the conclusion of the proposition.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. }
Take P(t) = (ozoo(t), B (t), )\(t)), where for each 7,

A2)P1QI72 afi(r) - B (1)

dr.
4T A° lagp(T)[?

S(t) = A - /t
[

Using &7 = 2@’0, we may simplify the expression as

< (A2)?1QII17
A =0 =y - L
HOR g;] 8T Sy (t))]

Let € = 155 and 7)) > 0. Define the norm || - [|2 of P € C([Tp,+00),Q) by
% 1_ € 4_ € —€
1Pllz o= 3 sup (57 (8)] 415 7218,(8)] + £~ A1) )
=1 t>To

and let Y = {P € C([To, +0),Q) | |P =Pz < 1}. Then it suffices to find a solution of (3.1)

in Y. We will assume P € Y hereinafter.
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Recalling the expression (3.3), (5.2) and (5.3), if we set

- Qll7 vk Q1122 (Ak — AP) )

B (P) = 82 (P +Z Q72 _y el ey

] b
4 j

Al P A () ajel?

= QH 2 Ao
b<—3><P>=b<3><P>—” L cok
J J 327‘(’ ; g; Oolakl] ‘ajkP

00\3
rh§2)(P) — @ (p) - Z A2PNRIT2 ajy. - B

J Py 47‘(’)\20 ]ajk]3 '
then using a(t) ~ t3 and |P— P> < Ct™3, we get
2(2) /5 F(3) /7 _8 - = _
(5.4) (bf’(P(t))( + (b§3>(P(t))( <Ct 3, ‘m§2)(P(t))‘ <ot
Moreover, direct computation yields
5 2) /75 72/ 5 3) /55 7(3) /55 2) /75 ~ (2
B =7 (P) = b (P) + b7 (P) = (P), Ay = m{P (P) —m{?(P).

This is the cancellation of errors we have mentioned.
Write P(N) = P for simplicity. Then we can rewrite (3.1) as

2
Bi(0) — B(t) = [b§2><P<t>> - b§-2><15<t>>] + [b@ (P(t)) — " <P<t>>]

+0P(P(t) + BV (P(1)) + Z b (P
N
() =X = [m? (P@) = m (P@)] +mP (P) + Y m (P@))
n=3
By (5.4), estimates of bg-"), mg»n) and a(t) ~ t%, we have
& () — & () = 26;(t) — 265(¢),
(5.5) B;(t) = B;(t) = b2 (P(t) — b (P(1)) + O(t75),
Aj(t) — A i(t)=0(t?).

In this proof, O(t~") represents a continuous function of P and P, whose C* norm in P is
bounded by Ct™* when evaluated at (P(t), P(t)).

We still need to estimate b(-z) (P(t)) — b§-2)(15(t)). We have

o) oy = 19l 57 [ (L ity G hon],

am ey |a]k|3 |ajk|3 )\k)\k|ozjk|3

By the Taylor formula,

Qjk Qg i — Qi 3k - (ayr — Qyk) < O (1 5+6¢
— e — t 3
o> oyl |k | | i+ O )
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Using (1.8) and (1.9), there exists a matrix A, € R3*3 such that

Oéjk djk Ajk

7, €
L LA LN (NP —3t3
lar® Jagrl* 2 (g — a) + O(¢7572),
so there exists A; € R33™ such that
- Ai(a—a)T _Ta.
b (P) — v (P) = % +O(t757).
Set A= (AT ... AT)T. Then we can further rewrite (5.5) as
a(t) — al(t) = 26(t) — 28(1),
. z Ala — a)T
(5.6) b - By = 2 opie,

) = Ai() = O(t7%),
The following lemma deals with an ODE of the above structure.

Lemma 5.1. Let 0 < d <k, neN, A€ R"™" and F € C’(R+ X R";R”). Assume

(5.7) sup (]F(t,x)\ + \VIF(t,a:)D <t7EROVE> 0.
z[<1

Then there exists T > 0 and x € C*([T, +00),R™) such that

i} Az(t)” _

() = t(z) + F(t,z(t)) and lz(t) <t7°, Vt>T.
Proof. We may work instead on C by setting F'(t,z) = F(t,Re(z)) for z € C" and allowing x(t)
to take value in C". If the complex counterpart is proved, then the lemma follows by taking the
real part.

For T'> 0 and 2 € C([T,+00),C"), define the norm |z|3 := supt’|z(t)| and let B =
>T

{z € O([T,+0),C") ‘ |z]ls < 1}. We want to find a solution in B.

First we consider the case when A is diagonalizable over C. We may take n linear independent
eigenvectors vy, ---v, € C" of A, with eigenvalues ¢y, - , ¢y, respectively. Let a;,b; be the two
roots of A2 — X\ = ¢;. Write F(t,z) = > i—1 fi(t,z)v;. Then f; also satisfies (5.7). For x € B,
we define 'z by

(T)(t) = Gayp, 1(t, )05,

j=1
where
Gaf(tax) - Z;bf(t7x)’ a ?é b,
Ga,bf(ta :E) = d @
@Gaf(tvip)’ a = b7
and

t¢ /tTl_af(T,l’(T))dT, Re(a) < —k,

Gaf(t,a) = .

— t“/ Tl_af(T,l’(T))dT, Re(a) > —k,
t
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for any a,b € C, function f(-,-) satisfying (5.7) and = € B.
Note that, if f satisfies (5.7), then G, f(¢,x) is well-defined and satisfies

|Gaf(t,l‘)| S Ct_ﬁv |Gaf(t,33‘) - Gaf(tyy” é Ct_n_(SHx - y||37 Vm,y € B.

Same results hold for d%Ga f with the right hand sides multiplied by logt.

Therefore, I' is a well-define map on B. Moreover, if T' is large enough, then I' maps B to
itself and is a contraction. By direct computation, we have

d? A

thus the unique fixed point of I' in B, guaranteed by the contraction mapping theorem, is the
desired = € C([T, +00),C").

For the general case, for any ¢y > 0, there exists A € R"*" such that A is diagonalizable over
C, [|[A— Al < co, and —% is not an eigenvalue of A. Consider

)T - _ — AaT
Z(t) = A t(zt) + F(t,z(t)), where F(t,x) = F(t,x)+ %

Instead of (5.7), we have

sup <]F(t,x(t))] + !Vxﬁ(t,x(t))D <ot 2 4t WS 0.

zeB
We repeat the construction of I' with A and F. Note that there would not appear Gapf with
a = b because —% is not an eigenvalue of A. Thus we will get

|Tz||3 < Cep and ||Tz —Tylls < CeoT ||z — yl|3, Yo,y € B

for some C' > 0. We can still conclude upon taking ¢y small enough. O

Back to the proposition, we easily obtain A — A = O(t~1) by (5.6). Also the leading term of

O(t_§+5) does not depend on [ because it comes from b§2) (P) — b§2) (P). Thus we can obtain
the conclusion by a slight modification of the lemma. O

5.2. Review of the hyperbolic case. Now, let us go over the proof of the hyperbolic case
and see what has to be changed in the other two cases.

Everything in Section 2 works here, because it does not depend on the dynamics. Proposition
3.1 is replaced by Proposition 5.1. The rest of Section 3 will work because we have only used
a®) (t) — oo as t — oco. Therefore, it suffices to prove Proposition 3.3 in the other two settings.

In Section 4, the asymptotic properties (4.3) need to be changed. In the parabolic setting, by
(1.8) and (5.1), we have

2 2 _1 . _4 : _4
(I(t)Nt3, |aj|§t37 |ﬁ]|§t 3, |ﬁj|§t 3, >\le7 |/\]|St 3.

For hyperbolic-parabolic solutions, the relation on {1,2,--- ,m} given by a; = aj, is an equiv-
alence relation. Let M denote the set of equivalent classes. For J € M, let ay be any of
{o]j € J} and B be any of {f3;|j € J}. Then by (1.9) and (5.1), we have

2 . _4 . _4
at) ~t3, Jas| St 1B S B StTs, As~l A St
o —ag| S5, 18— BslSt5, [N Al StTs, Wield

With these one can check that all the estimates in Section 4.1, in particular (4.10) and (4.11),
hold. This is mainly because we did not use the sharp bounds in (4.3).

(5.8)
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However, we need some modification in Section 4.2. Lemma 4.1 is valid for the parabolic case.
For the hyperbolic-parabolic case, we prove the following:

Lemma 5.2. There exist ¢,C > 0 and p; € CH*°(Ry x R3) for 1 < j < m such that (4.13)
holds and, moreover, for any J € M,

(5.9) 0vps| + Vs <Ct™, where p; = Zgoj.

Jj€J
Proof. For J € M, let ay be any of «j, j € J. Applying Lemma 4.1 to {a;|J € M}, we can
find p; € C1*°(R; x R3) such that

0<ps(ta) <1, Y gst,a)=1,
JeM
O]+ Vs < CtY 0 |0n/og| + IV/eg] < Ct

. L, |z—as@) <ct,
2T =00, Jo - ax() < et, K4

Then applying Lemma 4.1 to {a;|j € J} for each J € M, we find ¢; € CH*(R; x R?) such
that

JjeJ

|at¢j|+|v7/)j|§0t_§, |8t\/¢7j|+|v\/¢7j|§0t—§7

1, o —ay(t)] < cts

, T — <ct3,

¢j(tv$): 2 X
07 "T—ak(t)’ SCt37 k#]

Finally, take ¢; = ¢ j1;, where J contains j. Then all the conditions are satisfied. O

It still suffices to prove Proposition 4.1 and 4.2.

We can prove Proposition 4.1 exactly as before. For Proposition 4.2, we need to check (4.18),
(4.19) and (4.20). The proof of (4.18) need not to be changed. The difficulty of the other
two estimates is that |0yp;| + |[V;| does not have an O(t!) decay. By checking the previous
computation, we need to show

(5.10) i (% + !/3]-!2) / (@%!s? + 2Wj1m(V€?)) =0 (%)

J=1

and

Z B; / <v‘pj <2|V€|2 + 2¢Re(e§)Re(€R) t ¢|R‘2|€|2>
(5.11) i=1

N\ (el
+ Opp;Im(Veeg) | = O — )

At this point, we may understand the parabolic case as a special case of the hyperbolic-parabolic
case, so we shall focus on the hyperbolic-parabolic case.

Our argument is easier than that in [10]. In fact, it is not clear whether the argument there
can be applied here. Using (4.13) and (5.8), we have

C
18; = 811~ (905 + Vi) < 7
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Combining this and (5.9), we derive (5.11). For (5.10), similarly, if we replace A; by Ay and f;
by 37, then the difference is at most O(¢~'). Finally the terms with A; or 3; are controlled
using (5.9). We remark that this is the only place we need the assumption on the masses.

We have thus completed the proof of the parabolic case and the hyperbolic-parabolic case.
Therefore, Theorem 1 is proved.

6. STABILITY

6.1. Preliminaries. We turn to the proof of Theorem 2. The purpose of this subsection is to
perform some reductions of the problem and list some useful facts.
First notice that Theorem 2 follows from the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Let ¢, ,cm € Ry, v1,--- , 0 € R? and k > 0. Then there exist Lo > 0,
8o > 0 and C > 0 such that for any L > Lo and § € (0,00), if 29, , 20, € R3, 49, 40 €
R/277Z and a unit vector n € R? satisfy

(6.1) nx(vj—vj—1) #0, n-(v;—vj—1) >k, n- (:E?—x ) >L, V2<j<m,

then for any solution u € C* (]R, HI(R?’)) of (1.1) satisfying

(el —a)e B <h
j=1 H1
there exist C functions a1 (t), -+ m(t), Y1 (t), -+, Ym(t) such that
- v C
Qj v +‘ 62——‘_05+—, VE>0, 1<j<m,
| ]() ,]| 7‘] \/E ]
and
2 —i (1) +ig ¢
_ZCjQ<Cj('—aj(t))> AR <C6+ —, Vt>0.
j=1 H1 L

In fact, under the assumption of Theorem 2, for T" large enough, v; := dg (T) and 2% := o2(T)

admit some 7 so that (6.1) holds. Then we may apply the proposition with ¢; =

In the following, v;’s will be fixed as constants, so we denote

g = (am)‘m/yj) and g = (Oél,"' ,Oém,Al,"' 7)\m7’717"' ,’Vm)

Also, for simplicity, we let A; act on a function by multiplication, that is

= /\?u(/\j(:n —aj))e —iy+ig e

We do not need approximate solutions, so we simply set

m m .
R, := ZRJ?H = Zgj Z/\2 (r — ))e_”ﬁi?] r
j=1 j=1

We remind the reader of these slight changes of notations.
For 9, L > 0, define

QO = {g eR¥ x R x (R/27Z)™ | |aj — ag| > L, Vj # k}

QY = {geQL ! Aj = ¢y, Vj}
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and
Br(6) = {uec H' [ 3g€ ) st |[u=Ryl|, < 6}.
By the standard bootstrap argument, we only need to prove:

Proposition 6.2. Let ¢, - ,c;m € Ry, v1,--- ,0m € R? and k > 0. Then there exist Lo > 0,
8o > 0 and C > 0 such that for any L > Lo and 6 € (0,0q), if 29,--- 20, € R3, 49, 40 €
R/27Z and a unit vector n € R3 satisfy

nx(vj—vj—1) #0, n-(v; —vj_1) >k, n-($?—$9_1)>2L, V2 < j <m,

then for any solution u € C! (R, Hl(R3)) of (1.1) satisfying

u(0,) = 3 3Q (o (- —at) Je I <
Jj=1 H1
and T, > 0 satisfying
2C)
6.2 1) e B(2000 + 222). Vie [0.T)],
(6.2) u(t) L( A ﬁ) [ |

there exists C* functions ay(t), - am(t), v1(t), -+ ,¥m(t) such that
|oj(t) —ax(t)| > L, Vte[0,T.], j#F,

(03 |G (t) — vj| + hj(t) +d - %( <Co+ % Vte[0,Ty]), 1<j<m,

and

(6.4) u(t,-) — i c?Q(cj( . —aﬂt)))e‘”ﬂt)ﬁ%x < Cpd + %, vt € [0, T].
j=1 H?

Note that (6.2) is the additional bootstrap assumption.

For simplicity, we will say something holds when L is large enough or ¢ is small enough to
avoid using the letters Ly and dg. By default, we allow all constants to depend on ¢;’s, v;’s and
K because they are fixed at the beginning. We additionally allow L and § to depend on Cj.

Thanks to (6.2), if § is small enough and L is large enough, by exactly the same argument as
how we prove Lemma 3.1, we can find g(t) € 5, t € [0,7}] such that

(6.5) Re(a(t),ng) = Re(s(t),gj (VQ)) = Im(a(t),gj (AQ)> =0,

where (t, x) = u(t,x) — Ry(t,z). Moreover, g is C! in ¢t and we have

Co
Xi(0) = 5]+ le®llm < C(Cod+ ).
05(0) = 5]+ 3 (0) = 5] + () < 6.

(6.6)

We always assume 0 is this small and L is this large and we fix this g(¢). We will show that
this g(t) satisfies the desired estimates (6.3) and (6.4).
Using arguments in Subsection 4.1, we have estimates on the modulation parameters.
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Proposition 6.3. There exists C > 0 such that if §, L™ are small enough, then

m

. |2
> (’dj—UjHP\j\H"YjJFA?—% >
(6.7) =

1
< - .
<O(le®lm + 7). veel.T)
As the right hand side is only of first order in ¢ (cf. (4.10)), we do not need to use the

orthogonality between L;0 and e there. Thus the proof is much easier, and we shall omit it.
Write R = R, and R; = R;,. By (6.6) and (6.7), if § and L™! are small enough, then

K L
(6.8) i (8) = 2 —vit| < g+ 7,
and thus
2K
(6.9) n- (Oéj(t) — Oéj_l(t)) > ?t + L.
Then by (1.4), we have
C
—c(t+L .
(6.10) |RjRy| < Ce™ D) |y 2 Ry| < 0 YiFk
We end this subsection by showing the identity
(6.11) M(Q) = =3H(Q).
Recall that @ is a minimizer of H(u) among u € H' with |jul[;2 = ||Q| ;2. Consider the

function Qy(z) = )\%Q()\:E). Then [|@Qx]|z2 = ||@Q]| 12, and we have

1@ = [ (9P -3 [ Vool

Since H(Q») is minimal when A\ = 1, we deduce that [|[Vog2[3, = 4|[VQ|7,. By (1.3) and
integration by parts, we have ||[Vog:[2, = [VQ|2: 4 [Ql72. Thus M(Q) = —3H(Q).

6.2. The monotonicity formula. Now we come to the most essential ingredient of the proof
of stability. In Section 4, we once proved the estimate

d Cllel?
‘ < M + small terms.

—G(e(t
S0(e()| <
Previously, we have [|e||g1 < ¢t~ for a large enough N apriori. Then the above estimate gives
a better bound of |[e||y1, and thus closes the bootstrap.

On the other hand, we do not expect |||z to go to 0 in the current setting, so the above
estimate is not helpful. To fix this issue, we will manage to prove

CllellZ:

- + small terms.

d
—G(e(t)) <
SO(E) <
We only have one direction of the inequality but we can raise the power of t. Note that we were
solving the equation from t = 0 to ¢ > 0, so this direction is the useful direction. This idea
comes from [19], and is crucial to our proof.
The rigorous argument begins now.
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i 04 20
For 2 < j <m, set w; = vj; —vj_1, pj = % and let §; be such that

|vj]? — vj_1]?

wj - & = 2(A5(0) — A3, (0)) +

n'(ij—vj—1)>§7 n-(v;—&) >

@l =

Such &; exists because 7 is not parallel to w; by (6.1).
Let 1 be a smooth cutoff of [0, +00). Let ¥(x) = ¢o(n-x), b= % and

it x) = 1/}(%)

Define
Fiut) = 555 [ wstup = w; [ vstaa(vum),

The following is the monotonicity formula for ;.

Proposition 6.4. There exist C,c > 0 such that if (6.8) holds, then

C
Fi(u(t)) = F5(u(0)) < & sup le()172 + Ce™ U0, vt e [0, T.].
T7€[0,t]

Proof. Let

& 13
Z(t’ 33‘) = U(t, T+ Py + gjt)e_ZTJ'(w'i‘Pj-i-?Jt)'

Then z also solves (1.1), and we have
= —w]/l/} Im(sz)

Then by (1.1) and integration by parts, we have

d(? = (tsz 3 /Vl/}(\/tﬁ__b) - 2Im(V2Z2)

2wj/1/1 Re(z@tsz ( Z)
:7@4_())% /Vw<\/tx+—b) xIm(V2z) — ’V K

Vo ,p2|" + /
“avern ) Ve
Using Cauchy-Schwarz and Vi - w; > 0, we get
dF; C /
< 3
dt = (£ +b)2 Jipal<viTo

2.

We claim that
n-z| <Vt+b = |z +pj+ &t —op(t)) >c(t+ L) - C.
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If kK <j—1, then by (6.8), we have
|z +pj + &t — () = n-pj+n- Bt —n-ax(t) —n-

>0 (& — vt 40 (0 — af) — ot — = —VErD
L
Et+——\f—2_§t+§—0

The case when k£ > j can be proved similarly. Then by localization of R;, we get

[P < el + ceeer
[n-z|</t+b
This implies the desired estimate by integrating in ¢. O

We remark that this inequality holds without the assumption that the difference of velocities
is large compared to the masses (cf. Assumption (A3) and (A3’) in [19]). This is possible
because of our particular choice of §; and that the dimension is larger than 1.

6.3. Estimates of the error. Set ¥ =1 and ¢,,41 = 0. Let p; =¢; —j11, 1 <j <m. By
the computation in the proof of Proposition 6.4, we have

1L Jr =) < et + L),
P2 =00 o et < et + L), k£ .

Thus we have
(6.12) lpjR— Rj| < Ce™ D) vt e [0,T.], z € R3.

With ¢; as the cutoff functions, we can consider £ and G as in Subsection 4.2. Define the
truncated mass and momentum:

M;(u(t)) = / pilul®, Pj(u(t)) = / i Tm(Vurt).

Then we let

etutt) =)+ 3 [ (30 + B s - o)

J=1

and

G(c(t) = [19eP + [ omelel =2 [ IVonuml +2 [ b |<F
~5 [ 1VouP +Z (2 + B0 My - om0
j=1

Similar to Proposition 4.1, the functional G is positive definite.
Proposition 6.5. There exists ¢ > 0 such that if L is large enough, then
G(e()) = clelFn, vt € [0, T,

The functional G and £ are related via the following formula.
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Proposition 6.6. We have the following expansion for t € [0,Ty]:
u(t)) = =2 AH0)M(Q) +G(=(t)
=1

0 (I=()1%:) + 0 ( X ) = MO ) + 0.

j=1

Proof. Using u = R + ¢, we get
_ 1 2
E(u(t)) :/ |VR|2 + 2Re(VeVR) + |V€|2 3 / ‘V¢\R|2 + 2V¢Re(e§) + V¢‘€|2

) _
+Z (A2 bl )/%!R\2+2Re(ij)+%\€’2

—Zv]/gpjlm (VRR + VRE + VeR + Vez)
7j=1

=E(R(t)) +G(e(t)) — 2Re/€AE+ 2Re/E¢R|2§
+§: [2@5(0) v J|2)Re/€<p]R—U]Im/<,DJ VRe+VeR)]

0 i [A(8) = A (0)] - HE(QH?p) +0 ([le®)llz) -

j=1
By (6.10), (6.11) and (6.12), we have

_l’_

v ]2

E(R(t)) = Z H(R; (1)) + (A?(O) + T)M(Rj(t)) — v P(R;(t ))} 1 O(e—t+D)

<.
Il
—

= (A?(t)’H(Q) + A2 (0)\;(t) M(@)) L O(emeHD)

=-2> XM +O<Z I\ (t |2> +O(ee(H ),

For the first order term of ¢, by (6.10) and (6.12), it is
2§:Re/5(—AR~ + ¢g, 12 Rj + ()\2-(0) [ JP)R +iv; VR, ) +O(L),
= J 3170 J J t+ L

and the first term vanishes because of (6.5) and (1.3). Thus the expansion follows. O

The first order term on ¢ does not appear because of (6.5). It is also crucial that the error
term on J\; is of second order, which is a result of (6.11).

With this expansion, we can prove the upper bound of ||| 1 by the monotonicity formula as
follows. By Abel summation, we have

vy |

E(u(t) = H(u(t) + (V0) + 1= ) M(u()) = P(u(t) + > Fy(u(t)).
j=2
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Then by Proposition 6.5, Proposition 6.6 and the conservation laws, we deduce

Al < CIin + 32 (730 = 750:00)

C
)2
+OZ|A O + Clle(O)llF + =7
Using Proposition 6.4, if ||e||z1 is small enough, then
le(®) i + Z |75 (u(t) = F(u(0))]
(6.13) . - .
<= A 2 .
Lféﬁft le(r HL2+CZ! OF + ClleO)in + 7

It remains to estimate |A\;(¢) —\;(0)]. We need an estimate better than (6.7). This is possible
thanks to the subcriticality of the 3D Hartree equation.

Proposition 6.7. There exists C > 0 such that

(6.14) Z A (¢t 0)] < Clle(®)lIFn + vt € [0, T.].

t+ L’
Proof. Let 5;7 and £ be such that
ZUj'fj—Qli<U)j'fj_ <wj-£j—/£<wj'£j+/€<wj-£;—’ <wj'£j+2/€
and
K + K
3 <n-& <77-vj—§.
Define Q/Jj-c and ]:jjE accordingly. Similar to Proposition 6.4, we have

n-vj-1+

(6.15) Fi(u(t) — F;(u(0)) < % sup [|e(7)||2, + Ce D) vt € [0, T.).
7€[0,t]

By (6.10) and (6.12), we have

Filut) = (5’“ - M(BK(1) = wiP(RL(2)) + O (e(®)[F) + O (e,
k=3

Similar formula holds for F »lL, SO

]:i(u(t) Zwk gk)M(Rk(t))—I-O(”E(t)”%p)+O(€_C(t+L)).

k=j
By (6.13), (6.15) and induction, we deduce

C

> MR~ MBSO < ClleOlfy +

Since M(R;) = \jM(Q), we get the desired estimate. O
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Now, what remains is to check (6.3) and (6.4).
The first line of (6.3) follows from (6.9). By (6.13) and (6.14), taking § and L~! small enough
(so ||e|| g1 is also small), and using (6.6), we get

C C

le@®llzn < Clle(O)lFn + 7 < Co* + —.

Note that (6.14) and (6.6) imply |\;(t) —¢;| < Co + % Combining these with (6.7), we obtain
the second line of (6.3).

Take g(t) = (a1(t), -+ yam(t),c1y s emy1(t), -+, Ym(t)). Then
C

[u(t) = Rg(®)llmr < lle@®)]lm + Clig(t) —g(®)[l < C5 + NiA

Since this C' does not depend on Cj, we may take Cy > C' and then determine § and L. Then
(6.4) holds and the proof is completed.
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