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ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY OF SOLITARY WAVES FOR THE 5-FAMILY OF
EQUATIONS
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ABSTRACT. We establish the asymptotic stability of lefton solutions-exponentially localized station-
ary solitary waves-for the b-family of equations with positive momentum density in the regime b < —1.
Unlike the completely integrable Camassa-Holm (b = 2) and Degasperis-Procesi (b = 3) cases, this
parameter range lies outside integrability and exhibits distinct nonlinear dynamics. Our analysis
adapts the Martel-Merle framework for generalized KdV equations to the nonlocal, non-integrable
structure of the b-family of equations. The proof combines a nonlinear Liouville property for solutions
localized near leftons with a refined spectral analysis of the associated linearized operator. These re-
sults provide the first rigorous asymptotic stability theory for leftons in the non-integrable b-family
of equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We investigate the one-dimensional b-family of nonlinear evolution equations, which models the
competition between convection and stretching mechanisms in fluid dynamics within the context of
nonlinear wave propagation |12,/13|. In the absence of viscosity and linear dispersion, the b-family of
equations takes the form

up — Ugzt + (b4 Duny = bugtyy + utye,, u(t,z) €ER, (t,z) € R xR, (b-family)

where u = u(t,z) denotes the fluid velocity field, z € R is the spatial variable, ¢t € R is time, and
b € R is a dimensionless parameter representing the relative strength of stretching versus convection
in the dynamics of nonlinear waves. The b-family of equations can be viewed as a nonlinear dispersive
generalization of shallow-water models. Its derivation traces back to asymptotic reductions of the
Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation, obtained via a Kodama transformation followed by a Galilean
transformation [12}/13]. A remarkable feature of is that it unifies, within a single parametric
framework, several well-known nonlinear wave equations. Among these, two distinguished cases
are completely integrable: The Camassa-Holm (CH) equation (b = 2), first derived in [2,3] as an
approximation to the incompressible Euler equations in shallow water, modeling unidirectional wave
propagation. The CH equation admits a Lax pair, bi-Hamiltonian structure, and peaked soliton
(peakon) solutions. The Degasperis-Procesi (DP) equation (b = 3), identified in [11] via the method of
asymptotic integrability applied to third-order dispersive conservation laws. Like the CH equation, the
DP equation is integrable and supports peakon solutions, but with different stability and interaction
properties. Beyond these two exceptional cases (b = 2,3), the b-family of equations (p-family)) is
not completely integrable. Nevertheless, it remains an important model for exploring nonlinear wave
phenomena in fluid mechanics, providing a bridge between integrable systems, approximate models
of the Euler equations, and more general non-integrable wave dynamics.

Most studies on have concentrated on its alternative formulation. This reformulation
arises naturally by applying the Helmholtz operator to u, which not only simplifies the analytical
structure of the equation but also reveals its Hamiltonian formulation and geometric interpretation.
In this form, equation (b-family|) can be equivalently rewritten as

mg + umg + buzm =0 with m = u — ugy, (1.1)
1
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which is a transport equation for the momentum density m. In this setting of the transport equation,
although the b-family equation is not integrable for b # 2,3, there are the following three conserved
quantities along the flow of (1.1 for b # 0,1,

1 1 m?
E:/mdx, Flz/mbdl‘ and FQZ/m b ( 5 $2+1> dz. (1.2)
R R R b*m

The conservation law formulation of the b-family of equations ([I.1)) is derived by means of the
Helmholtz operator, through which ([1.1)) can be recasted into the following form

mt+(b;1(u2—u§)+um)$:0.

There is a skew-symmetric operator, which shows up in the abstract Hamiltonian system
1 oK

me = 155 (13)
where the functional F is defined in (1.2]), and the skew-symmetric operator
B := B(m) = — (bmdy +my) (8, — 02) " (bmdy + (b — 1)my) (1.4)

satisfies the Jacobi identity [18]. In fact, the Hamiltonian (1.3)) is equivalent to the b-family of
equations ((1.1)) by employing the Legendre transformation for b # 1. The Hamiltonian operator B is
still valid in the case b = 1, but we should replace ﬁE with

/mlogmdq:.

Contributing to the fascination with the b-family of equations is the fact that it possesses many
forms of special solutions. For the zero asymptotic value (the asymptotic value is the traveling wave
solution at infinity), different values of b significantly alter the behavior of the solution to ,
the work of Holm and Staley [20}21] exhibited that assigning different initial data and values of b
yields different numerical simulation results for the solution of . They distinguished that
there are three parameter regimes for the key point at b = 1 and b = —1. The initial data separates
asymptotically into a series of peaked traveling waves in the Peakon regime with b > 1 and a number
of exponentially localized stationary solitary waves with the sech shape called "leftons" for b < —1.
In the Ramp-cliff regime with —1 < b < 1, the asymptotic behavior of the solution is analogous to the
combination of a "ramp" solution (proportional to x/t) with an exponentially-decaying tail ("cliff").
In a certain sense, the separation behaviors of peakon regime and lefton regime are consistent with
the soliton resolution conjecture.

The derivation of was carried out according to the Galilean transform making the linear
dispersion terms absorb away, which loses the balance between nonlinear steepening and linear dis-
persion. However, the balance of nonlinear and non-local terms in can still produce peaked
solitary waves called peakons with any b > 1,

u(t, ) = ce”l#=e, (1.5)

The orbital stability of peakons for the CH equation (b = 2) [7,/8] in the energy space H'(R) and for
the DP equation (b = 3) [23] in the energy space L?(R) was known by using the energy functional to
establish two integral relations. Indeed, since the Cauchy problem of the b-family of equations is ill-
posed in H*(R) for s < % with b > 1, the orbital stability results remain valid while the local solutions
exist. It was shown in [30,31] that the peakons of the CH equation (b = 2) and the DP equation
(b = 3) are asymptotically stable in H'(R) with a momentum density that is a non negative finite
measure. The main point was the proof of a rigidity result for uniformly almost localized solutions
of for all b > 1 in this class. For b < 1, using numerics, in their pioneering works Holm
and Staley [20L21] showed that the peakons of the b-family equation are unstable. Subsequent to the
numerical simulations, thorough spectral analysis of the linearized operator and numerical analysis
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in [4}24] verifies the instability conjecture. In addition, they also numerically indicated that the
stationary solitary wave solution only exist in the parameter regime b < —1.
A single stationary solitary wave solution, called a lefton, of (b-family]) is a special solution of the

form

1 1
¢(z) = A(coshv(z —z.)) v, v= fb% >0, (1.6)

where the arbitrary constants x, and A > 0 represent the position parameter and amplitude, respec-
tively. Meanwhile, in terms of momentum density, it is easy to verify that

u=pxm= /Rp(w —y)m(y)dy,

where p(z) = %e"“' is the Green function of the Helmholtz operator 1 —d2. The lefton corresponding
to the the momentum density m has the form
b
(coshv(z —zy))v, v=——7—>0, A>0, (1.7)

Q) = (1 - R)ale) = A :

for b < —1, and it retains a shape similar to that of KdV soliton. The relationship between ¢ and @
can be characterized by ¢*Q = IT_bAb“.

b b+1

Remark 1.1. Observing the three conserved quantities of the b-family of equations, we can see that
within the real line, the functional F} diverges for b < 0, and the functional F» is only meaningful for
m > 0.

It is noted that the results of global well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for and
the orbital stability form a necessary step in our study of asymptotic stability, thereby providing
a rigorous framework for investigating the large time dynamical behavior of the solutions. Before
accurately describing orbital stability and global well-posedness, we should provide an appropriate
function space. In fact, the second derivative of —FE + kF5 needs to be discussed during the process
of proving orbital stability. For smooth m and v, the second variation of —FE + kF5 is given by

62 (—E 4 kF,) (m,v) = k:/ (Twi + T2v2) dz,
R

where
k == (A?)b y T1 == bme b 5 (18)
m_%_4
T = T (26(1+ 2b)maem — (14 20)(1+ 36)m2 + 2(1 + b)m?).

The second variation of —FE 4 kF, near m = @ is
2k 1
S (—E+kF) (Q,v) = bZ/RQ b2 (v2 — b(b+ 1)v?) dz.
In accordance with the formulation of second variation at m = @), we define the weight

1
AN
= Q‘%_Q = <A2> (coshv (z — :1:*))_L:rl ; (1.9)

which generates the weighted Sobolev space H. := H'! (R; adx) with the inner product

(u,v)a:/uvadaz, <u,v>a:/(uv+uxvm)adx.
R R

It is obvious that « is bounded uniformly away from zero and H! is a subspace of Hilbert space H!.
The space defined in |17]

Z:={feHXR)|f=0(Q) as |z|—o0}CH,,
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was taken into account such that Fy exists. The norm of Z is defined by || f|z = || f|| g2 + K, where
[l = /S, f)a and

|/ ()]
He =30 Q)

In the framework of the weighted space, the b—family equation is known, [17], to be globally well-
posed in Z with any positive initial data m(-,0) € Z and F» < co. The global well-posedness of the
cauchy problem to in H*(R), s > 3 and nonnegative my = (1 —92)uy was proved in [9}/14].
In addition, they also established a unique global weak solution u € W1 (R, R) N L= (R, H'(R))
such that u(-,t) — ug (-, t) € My, where M is the set of non-negative finite Radon measures on R.

The purpose of the present paper is to establish the asymptotic stability of the smooth stationary
solutions in the b-family of equations for any b < —1. Spectral analysis of linearized operators around

the leftons is essential for proving both orbital stability and asymptotic stability. In the following, we
denote by the operator £ which is related to the linearization of (b-family)) around the leftons ([1.6))

and , where

6*(—E + kF:
L= ((5”122)(@) =k (=0; (Tv0) + Ho) , (1.10)
where Ty = bg , Hyp = (bzl) It was shown in [17] that the operator £ defined in (1.10|) has only one

negative eigenvalue, its kernel is one dimensional, and the continuous spectrum of which is bounded
below away from zero on the H}. Moreover, the eigenvalue problem associated with £ is Lf = Aaf,
where A is the eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction f. Indeed, the spectral property of the
operator L is significant for us to resolve asymptotic stability. Thanks to the change of variables
f = Vaf, the eigenvalue problem associated to £ is rewritten as

_ 2% ~
Hf =\, H=1; (—ag —|—H0> : (1.11)
where
- 1 (o 1 b(1+2b) 1 b(1+2b)
Hy=—— (%) -2 1)=-— = 2 2T P sechu(a — x4).
NG <\/a>x b(b+1) 1 —Q? =1 L s v(z — )

It is clear that the operator H is similar to the linearized operator of the gKdV equation. The
properties of the operator £ can be verified by organizing the properties of the operator H and the
change of variables. Recall that H is a classical operator (see Titchmarsh [36]), we then collect the
following facts about the operator H.

Lemma 1.1. The operator H satisfies the following properties in HL:
(1) H is self-adjoint and

k
(2) The kernel of H is one-dimensional and spanned by
Span{\/a&pQ}. (1.13)
(3) H has exactly one simple negative eigenvalue \g = —k (% — ﬁ) associated to the eigenfunc-

tion \/EQ5+%.
(4)
(1+0b)
b

i (vaQ) = - mgiee - 0D 5o, (119
(5)
H (V@) = ( A=) gy 201 ; ) Jaqi+s (1.15)

" (biblﬁc; + x\/aax@ =2 va0. (1.16)
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It is evident that we benefit significantly from the change of variables f = /af, which allows
the properties of H to be generalized to operator L. It is easy to verify the spectral property of

the operator £ and we can obtain that £ has exactly one simple negative eigenvalue —k (% — ﬁ)
associated with the eigenfunction Q%b‘*'%, that is,
1.3 1 1 1.3
L < 27#5) =kl - — wt3, 1.17
Q 3~ 5 @ (117

Moreover, the kernel of the operator £ is one dimensional and spanned by the function 9,Q.
Notation. Throughout this paper, we denote by a < b the relation that a < Cb for some positive
constant C.

1.1. Statement of the main results. The orbital stability of leftons in H!(R) with b < —1 is given
in the following sense.

Proposition 1.1 ( [17]). Let b < —1. There exist C > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that if mo(z) = (1 —
0)ug(z) > 0,Vx € R, F» < 0o and mg € Z with ||mo — Q||z < € < €, then the corresponding
solution m of (1.1)) with the initial value my satisfies

: . _ - < .
igﬂ}g ;Iel{& Hm( 7t) Q( y)HHl(R) < Ce

Remark 1.2. There is a parameter a € R appears in the steps proving stability. In fact, the decom-
position € = m(- + s(m)) — (1 + a)Q was discussed in [17] such that ¢ € H}(R) satisfying

(57 axQ)a = (57 FQ/(Q))OL =0.
We now present our main result on the asymptotic stability of the leftons.

Theorem 1.1. Let b < —1 and mo € Z with mo(z) = (1 — 02)ug(z) > 0,Vx € R and Fy < oo and
let m be the unique global solution of the Cauchy problem associated with b-family of equations (|1.1)
emanating from initial data mg. There exists €9 > 0 such that, if 0 < € < g and

Imo — Qllz <, (1.18)
then there exists a function p(t) € C1(R) with lim;_, 1 o' (t) = 0 satisfying
as t — 4+00. Moreover, it also holds that
i (. 8) = 1Q( ~ ) s sy = 0. (1.20)

for some B > 0.

The structure of the equation in the vicinity of leftons allows for a detailed analysis of the long-time
asymptotic behavior of solutions. This analysis relies on refined estimates of the dispersive properties
of the linearized operator around the lefton profile. Consequently, a precise understanding of the
stability properties of the leftons is essential.

The proof of Theorem is reduced to a rigidity property of (1.1)) close to the leftons. More
precisely, we show that asymptotic stability of leftons is true if the following nonlinear Liouville-type
theorem holds.

Theorem 1.2 (Nonlinear Liouville theorem). Let b < —1, mg € Z, and let m be the unique global
solution of the b-family of equations (1.1)) emanating from the initial data my > 0,Vx € R with
Fy < o0o. There exists positive numbers Ag, eg > 0 such that, if |mo — Q|| z < € < €, and the solution
m satisfies for a function p(t) € CY(R) and some positive constant € > 0

/ m_
|CE|>A0

m(x,t) =vQ(x —r). (1.22)

o=

(x + p(t),t)dx <€, (1.21)

then there exists r € R such that
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Remark 1.3. We call the solution m of L~ b-localized if it satisfies the condition (L:21), which
is quite different from the CH equation [30] (called Y-almost localized) and gKdV cases [26] (L2-
localized). Compared with the work in 30|, which verifies the nonlinear Liouville property of
for all b > 1, we fill the gaps in nonlinear Liouville property of for b < —1.

In order to prove the nonlinear Liouville property (Theorem , one needs to reduce the proof
to a similar property on a related linear problem. Indeed, since we want to prove a result in a
neighborhood of the leftons @ by passing to the limit on renormalized problems, we show that it is
sufficient to classify a related linearized problem. In the following, we prove a linear Liouville theorem
for the localized solutions of the linearized b-family of equations around the lefton.

Theorem 1.3 (Linear Liouville theorem). Letb < —1 andv € C (R, HY)NL>® (R, H}) be the solution
of

1
at’U = ﬁB(Q);C'U, (123)
where B and L are defined in (1.4) and (1.10), respectively. If there exists a constant € > 0 such that
/ v (z, t)a(z) dz < e, (1.24)
|z|>Ao
then there exist constants ag, by € R such that
v(z,t) = ap0z@Q + boQ, (1.25)

for allt € R.

Remark 1.4. Owing to the non-commutativity of the operators B and L, the evaluation of B(Q)L and
LB(Q) is nontrivial. The detailed computations are deferred to the Appendix. Unlike in the gKdV
equation, where the skew-symmetric operator in the Hamiltonian structure is the local derivative
O, the operator B defined in within the Hamiltonian structure of is highly nonlocal.
Consequently, after acting on the linearization operator, the resulting expressions cannot be reduced
back to the linearization operator by integration by parts. To address this difficulty, in Section
we adopt the strategy of Kenig and Martel [22], introducing directly the standard L? inner product
associated with the linearization operator together with a suitable time-dependent weight function in
order to establish the desired uniform boundedness.

In proving Theorems and we establish an asymptotic stability result for the b-family
of equations in the regime b < —1. This fills an existing gap in the literature concerning the asymp-
totic behavior of the b-family across different parameter ranges. Compared with previously studied
regimes, the case b < —1 introduces new analytical difficulties. The asymptotic stability problem
has a long history, beginning with the seminal works of Soffer, Pego, and Weinstein [32-35|, who
developed a framework in weighted Sobolev spaces to prove the stability of ground states. Build-
ing on a different perspective, Martel and Merle [26| introduced a novel methodology that combines
monotonicity formulae with a Liouville-type property, thereby avoiding the use of weighted spaces.
This approach not only removes the need for additional a priori assumptions but also extends nat-
urally to multi-soliton configurations |28|. It was first applied to prove the asymptotic stability of
solitary waves for the gKdV equation in the energy space H' [26], and has since been extended
to a broad class of nonlinear dispersive models [1}[5,/6,/10,22,30]. In particular, by combining the
Martel-Merle framework with the complete integrability of the dispersive Camassa-Holm equation,
the asymptotic stability of smooth solitons and multi-solitons in H' was established in [6], relying
crucially on its bi-Hamiltonian structure and a Liouville-type theorem near solitons. A key ingredient
of the Martel-Merle method is the derivation of monotonicity formulae, which yield decay estimates
through direct differentiation. However, for the b-family with b < —1, the dispersive term is absorbed
during this derivation process, obstructing the construction of monotonicity estimates and virial-type
bounds. This contrasts sharply with the gKdV equation, where such absorption does not occur and
negative weighted norms are not inherent to the formulation. To overcome this difficulty, we establish
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monotonicity properties for solutions in the spatial z-direction but taken backward in time. In this
setting, the negative weighted H} functional arises not from the dispersive term but from the intrinsic
structure of the weight function built into the monotonicity formula. This constitutes the first major
challenge in the asymptotic stability analysis of the b-family of equations, reflecting the absence of a
linear dispersive mechanism.

The second key ingredient in establishing asymptotic stability is the spectral analysis of the lin-
earized operator around the leftons (see Lemma ) As noted earlier, the available spectral results
are incomplete. A useful observation is that the change of variables f = Va, f transforms the lin-
earized operator of the b-family into a form closely resembling that of the gKdV equation. This
allows us to exploit the well-understood spectral properties of the localized gKdV-type operator to
fully characterize the spectrum of the b-family linearization. A complication arises, however: un-
der this transformation the eigenvalue problem becomes Lf = Ay/af, where o (defined in ) is
uniformly bounded away from zero. As a result, eigenfunctions associated with negative eigenvalues
cannot be directly employed in the spectral analysis. It is therefore necessary to identify suitable test
functions that preserve localization under the action of a. In Section 2] we introduce the specific
function

b) 20— 1)

2k(1 —
s == gan 2021,
which satisfies these requirements and plays a central role in our analysis.
Although special functions arise in this context, it remains essential to verify the following non-

standard spectral condition:
/ £Y(SQ), (SQ), dx < 0, (1.26)

The coercivity of the associated bilinear form holds provided that the specific function SQ satisfies
both the spectral condition ((1.26)) and the orthogonality condition

/USQ dr =0,

while at the same time not being orthogonal to the eigenfunction of £. Importantly, the validity of
depends on the parameter regime b < —1, which corresponds to k > 1. Outside this regime
the spectral condition fails, and coercivity cannot be established. A further difficulty arises from the
structure of the conservation law Fy, which is not naturally associated with the H' energy space.
This lack of direct correspondence obstructs the derivation of the H'-based conservation laws needed
for virial estimates. In particular, this necessitates the additional assumption F> < oo in the proof
of global well-posedness [17]. Since F» cannot be directly exploited, we instead impose a positivity
assumption on m, which ensures boundedness of solutions in H}. This positivity condition is likewise
crucial for establishing global well-posedness.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. The monotonicity results and linear Liouville
property (Theorem are established in Section |2l Section |3|is devoted to the crucial monotonicity
arguments for m and the nonlinear Liouville property (Theorem|1.2)), required for the proof of Theorem
The proof of asymptotic stability (Theorem [1.1)) is given in Section 4} focusing on the verification
of convergence results and compactness conditions.

2. LINEAR LIOUVILLE PROPERTY

The proof of Theorem developed in this section, is inspired by the methodology outlined
in [29]. We first introduce a smooth, monotonic weight function and define three localized integral
quantities to derive the monotonicity estimates. We then establish uniform exponential decay for all
spatial derivatives of linearized solutions of (Lemma . To prove the theorem, we define
a transformed variable n (satisfying orthogonality conditions) and construct a virial identity
(2.28) with weight. By employing the coercivity property satisfied by the quadratic form ([2.30]) (its
associated linear operator linked to gKdV operators via variable transformation) and , we show
that localized linear solutions of must be of the form .
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2.1. Monotonicity and smoothness. To establish the linear Liouville theorem, the main compo-
nent of proof is the monotonicity properties for the solutions of . The proof of the monotonicity
property relies on an infinitely differentiable weight functions, with the key properties being its mono-
tonic and bounded nature, and the locally convergent behavior exhibited by its derivative. We define
a function ¢ (z) € C*°(R) by

2 VT
= 2 awetan (exp (). 21
Ui () — arctan (exp | (2.1)
where v = —HTl and the positive constant L = —b+ 3 > 4 with b < —1. A straightforward

computation shows that
lim ¢p(z)=1, lim v¥r(z) =0,

Tr—+400 T——00
and
, v VT
Vi) = T sech ( L ) ’
which satisfies
—b
Vi (z) < (), [vf (z)] < ﬁw'L(x), vz € R. (2.2)

For any x¢ > 0 and ¢y € R, we introduce the following two quantities

I(t) = / o, ) (F) da, T (1) = / o2 (2, () da

where v is the solutions of ((1.23)), « is defined in (1.9)) and Z = x + 8b(t — tg) — ¢ for tg < t. We have
the following monotonicity properties for v(z,t). Prior to establishing the monotonicity, we compute
B(Q)L, the detailed derivation provided in Appendix.

Lemma 2.1. Letv € C (R,HY) N L™ (R, HY) be the solutions of (1.23) satisfying (1.24). For any
xg >0, tg € R and tg < tq, it holds that

I(ty) — L(to) S e "™/t T(t) — T(to) S e "o/ (2.3)

Proof. Applying integration by parts to (1.23) and utilizing the properties of 9 (z) together with
(5.1), it follows that

1d
sar ) W) Y@ de

:/(Uatv+vx8tvx) () dw+4b/ (1;2 +U32¢) V) (3) dz
:/ (1 _bQ"‘lQ 2_ka_l1"Ux> V(%) dx+/v (—=bQhy — Q'h) Y (%) dx

# [ (250 oo+ JEE 10 - 0 b @ ds

+ /'Um (_bQ/hm - thmm - Q//h - thm) 77/}L(-i) dx + 4b/ (U +v ) wL( )

=ab [ (12 4 12) v} ) e ’“;ff“))/@——lcz st + D [ty @ ac

k 1 / ~ _1 !/~ / ! [~
5 [ e+ 1ty [ @ hun@ der 04 1) [ Qb (@) do
+2 / Qvhbr () dz + (b +2) / Q" vhatioy (7) d + b / Quif, () dz — b / Quiy, () da

—(2b+1) / Qv (%) dz + / Q"vhy (%) dz + / Q" vhipr(7) du. (2.4)
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where h := (1 — 0?)~'v. We deduce from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

1d

5q (v +02) Y (@ )adx<4b/(v +02) Y (3) da

k(2b+ 1 1 . 1
+b((1jb))/Q_b_lleg L(Z)dz + gjb)/Q—Hﬂd)lL(j)dx

k 1 k 1
5 [eern@ans 12 [ Qb @)

+/v2<—3wa’L<f>—(3b+1>@’wL< )~ Q@)

20 + Q) + Qn(@) ) da

+/h2<—bQ¢'L( ) = bQ (@) + Q" (@ >+Q”’¢L<i'>> d

« [ ( Q@) + 22‘()@”'%@)) az. (2.5)

We begin with the following two facts that

b(3b + 1)

Q// — b2Q . 2k Q%+2

and

b3b—|—1 o 20+ 1B+ 1)

e
which together with the properties of lefton @ yield that

b — Q| <1,

k(2b+1 1 k 1
@ @ - Lo Q@) + Qui )

+ QW (E) + V() + QW (E) + V() + Q"Yu(@)| < (—b)seeh (2F) vr.(@), (26)

for b < —1 and L > 4. It remains to estimate the right hand of (2.5). We consider three cases about
x for some constant Ry > 0.
Case 1. If x < Ry, it indicates that & < Ry + 8b(t — tp) — xp, then we have

sech ( > (7)) S eVE/ L <e¥ v(Ro+8b(t—to)—zo)/ L

Case 2. If Ry <z < 4b(ty —t) + 5370, then < 0. A direct computation gives that

sech (777) w1.(#) < sech () 04 (3)

since Y (Z) S ¢ (2) for & < 0.
Case 3. If x > 4b(ty — t) + $xo > 0, we have

1
sech ( ) ¥ (Z) < sech ( 7 ) < sech (Z (4b(t0 —t) + 2.1}(])) < 67u|4b(toft)+%mo|/L’

since ¢ (z) < e”1?V/E for z € R.
It follows from (2.2)) that

/ (R + W)l (3) do < / o () da
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which gives that
1d
2dt

SSb/(’UQ—'—U:%) 1/}/[/(5:) d$+C€V(R0+8b(tto)xo)/L/(v2+U§+h2+hi) dz

(v2 + vi) Y (7)dx

+ Ce_”|4b(t°_t)+%m°/L/ (v2 + 02 4+ h? + hi) dz

VR

+ (—=b) sech (L) / (v + 2 + h* + h2) ¢ (2) dz
§2b/ (v2 + vi) W7 (Z) d + C’e”(ROJFSb(t—to)—fBO)/L/ (v2 + vi) dx

n Ce_yy4b(t0—t)+;ro/L/ (v? +v2) dz, (2.7)
for sufficiently large Ry such that sech (”—fo) < %
Integrating this inequality on (tp — 1, o), we obtain that, for a positive constant C' > 0,
I(to) — Z(tg — 1) < Ce /L vy e R.
Similarly, integrating on [tg,to + 7] for any 7 > 0, we have
T(tg + 1) — I(ty) < Cev@0/Lemvitotn)/L,
It is clear that
Tt 1) = [oP(oto ~ Vi (atto — 1) do S 1

and taking the limit 7 — oo, we deduce that
I(to+T1) = /v2(x, to+ 7)Y (x 4+ 8b1 — xp)dx — 0

and Z(tg) > —Ce v*/L which implies that |Z(tp)] < e /L. For J(to), it follows similarly that
|7 (to)| < e 0/ In addition, integrating (2.7) on (fo, %o + 1), we get that

2 2 o fot1 2 2\ ! (A < ,—vzo/L
(v* +v3) (z, to)vr(z — o) dz + | (v* +v3) Y (2)dedt Se , (2.8)
to

for to € R. ]

We continue the proof of the monotonicity properties for solutions with high-order derivatives, the
counterpart gKdV result was shown in [25].

Lemma 2.2. Letv € C (R, Hé) N L™ (R, Hé) be the solutions of (1.23) satisfying (1.24). For any
xg >0, tg € R and tyg < tq1, it holds that

K(tr) - K(to) S e™/%, (2.9)
where K(t) = [(8v)%r (&) dz for j € N.
Proof. We deduce from and the Leibniz rule that
. 2k . 1 . 2k . 1 . )
iy) = i(_ -1\ gi—iy, _ ¥ i (-1 ait1—i
at(axv)_l_bz'az( b0, (Q7F)) 01" 1_bz'8z<Q b ot
0<i<j 0<i<j

—b > QY= > 9iQoI

0<i<j 0<i<j
Arguing as Lemma [2.1] for v, we obtain that
1d ) ~
o T (00v)" Y (z) da
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2k
=T /8”1 ") v (F) dx—— Z /8Z aﬂ v (%) da
0<i<y <i<j
by /8%28”1 hojopr () de — > /3”16283 Thl vy () da
0<i<y 0<z<]
k(2b+ 1) 1 4 v i 2 / _1 ~
e [ai@ @) v@ e 5 [ @) v@) e
—b / QO Al vy (7) dr — / Q' hdl v () da. (2.10)
We claim that

L o) e <0 / (9i0)? v () — Z / (@t @) v} () do

— - Z /az (% x—f > /8”1}@ (z) dz

O<Z<j 2 O<z<] 1
-3 Y [ewue dx—Z/éﬂ e
0<i<j—1 0<i<j—1
<-a [ @@= S [ (@) e (2.11)
0<2<] 1

Indeed, it is observed from the properties of (), the fact % < —%, Iz(abjbl)) < —12’, —% < —b and

b(1 — b)
ok

02(Q7 Q) = Q75 + Q 5 sech(va/L),

that

sech(va/L)YL(%) S VL(Z). (2.12)

Here, we consider two cases for Z. In the case & < 0, it is clear that ¢7(Z) < v} (Z). For the case
Z > 0, it reveals that x > —8b(t — to) + x¢, that is x > Z > 0, which leads to

sech(va /L)Y (%) < sech(vaz/L) < (Z).

Invoking (2.12) and the properties of @), we get that (2.11)) holds for b < —1. In a similar way, we
obtain that

1d

Ly v ar < / (127 (agﬂvf) o (0) s
Z / CORAG (2.13)

O<z<] 1
We integrate (2.13)) between ¢ty — 1 and t¢, for fixed ¢y € R, to obtain that
K(to) — K(tg — 1) < e7v@o/E, (2.14)

For K(tp — 1), invoking the induction hypothesis for j — 1, we have

to+1
/ / (z, )¢ (%) dadt < e7v@o/ L,
to

which leads to

to+1 o
/ / (90)” (a, t)er @80t qzdr < 1.
1?0 r<8b(tg t)-‘r-’EO
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Then, we deduce from passing to the limit as zg — oo and multiplying e **0/L that

fo+1 L,
[ / (90)" (2, t)yr, (&) dwdt S e/,
to

where we use the fact that ¢} (z) > e’*/L for x < 0 and Yr(x) < ev*/L for x € R. In fact, we take
a special choose tg = to — % with tg — 1 € (fo, 0 + 1) to get that K(tg — 1) < e %0/l We finally
integrate (2.13]) between tg and to + 7 for 7 > 0 to yield that

Kty +7) - Klto) S e/,

Taking the limit 7 — oo, we also deduce that K(t + 7) — 0 and K(tg) > —Ce**0/L which imply
that |K(tg)| < e ¥*0/L. This completes the proof of Lemma, O

In the following, we derive the uniform exponential decays of the solutions of (|1.23]).
Lemma 2.3. Letv € C (R,HY)NL>® (R, H}) be the solutions of (1.23)) satisfying (L.24). Then there

exists a positive constant v such that for any j € N, there holds

Sup/ (8%11)2 (z,t)e’1*l dz < 1. (2.15)
teR

Proof. Under the conclusions of Lemma we derive from ¢z (y) > Ce¥/F and ¢ (y) > Ce¥/" for
y < 0 that

/ (89{11)2 (z,t0)e”™ T da < 1. (2.16)
x<xo

Observe that v(—x,—t) is the solutions of (1.23)) satisfying (1.24). Consequently, the same result
holds for v(—x,—t) when choosing § = ¥, which implies that (2.15] holds. Moreover, one gives that

6A05/ (3%1))2 (z,t)dx < / (agvy (;p7t)e6‘ml dz, Ay >0, (2.17)
z>Ao

and invoking the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality HU”%OO(x>AO) S vl 2 @s a0) 1020 L2 (2> 4y), We obtain

—4Aov We argue similarly for the derivative in space at any

the pointwise exponential decay |8%v[ <e
order of v(—xz, —t), that is [040| < e=49” for & = v(—x, —t), which completes the proof of Lemma

0

2.2. Proof of linear Liouville theorem. In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem [I.3]
The idea of proof originates from the strategy in [29], which introduces a dual problem that simplifies

(1.23). We define that
b+1

n=Ly— Tﬂ(t), (2.18)
where b [SQLud k(1 —b) (b—1)
vdz 2k(1 — 1 2(b—1
PO =5 g 9T 9t @

It is readily verifiable [ SQdz # 0, which also ensures that S(t) is well-defined. Note also that 7
satisfies the following orthogonality conditions

/nQ’daz = /EvQ’dx lhl:lﬁ(t)/Q’dx = /vEQ’d:L“ b—ib_lﬁ(t)/Q’dx =0, (219

and
/nSQ dz = /EUSQ dz — “Tl,e(t) / SQdz = 0. (2.20)

We derive from ((1.13]), (1.23)) and (2.18)) that

o = LOw — bJrTlB’(t) =L (ll_bB(Q)ﬁv> + B(t)
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mﬁB(Q)W +B(t), (2.21)

where .
- < [SQLvd
B)(t) = _M7
[ 5Qdx
and we used the fact LB(Q) (¢) = 0 for arbitrary constant c.

We note that there is a compact condition for n € C (R Hl) NL>® (R, Hé) . For a positive constant
C, it follows from Lemma [2.3| and the decay properties of @) that

In(z,t)| < Ce ™l vz e Rt eR. (2.22)

Next, in order to compute a virial identity concerning the solutions of ([1.23)), we introduce two
functions ¢(z) = Q'(z) and ®(z) = b>Q(x). For a constant M > 1 to be chosen later, we set

Opr(z) = 0°Q <M+t2> (2.23)
A direct calculation gives
@) = Q') = - D ghe gy — g - PRI Dgiagy a0y
and
o(z) = — (2b+ 1;12319 +1) ((2b2 L BOE - b(5l;]j 3)Q5+3) B 53(3§k+ 1)Q%Jr2 Lh0. (2.25)
Similarly, we also have )
((I;)Q _ 2 (%)2 _ g (1 B Q:ﬁ-l) | -
We compute that there exists a positive constant C' with respect to b such that
(¢")?

¢/ ()] +

< O(x). (2.27)

(@)
16" ()| < Co(a) yq>f|+‘ o

¢/
Multiplying the equation of 1 in (2.21)) and integrating over R, we infer from the expression of nLB(Q)
(5.2) that

4 [ear = [aeB@uods + 3 [ nod
oar ) T Ty ) ! e e

1 2k(1 —0 1
T1-0b 77¢< = 2kQ7 ¥ 0zn + g62_3_162’77

+(b—1)(1— 027" (bQ0ym + (b—1)Q'n) > dzx

k(2b—1) _1_ -1 /
- )/Q QrPodr+ 5 b)/Q b2l du
- / né(1 — 82)~" (bQBm + (b— 1)Q'n) da, (2.28)

where the § term vanish by employing the orthogonality conditions . Unlike the Hamiltonian
structure of the KdV equation, the virial identity cannot directly yield the expression for operator £
due to the presence of linear nonlocal operator B. Therefore, we directly compute the virial estimate
for operator £ herein.

Let M > 1 be chosen later and set z = 1y/®,; such that

2k 2k(b+1 k
(Lz,2) = 2 /ni@Madx—(b—i_)/ 28, adx_ﬁ 2B A
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k k (@,,)?
_ ad v 2 M
b2 Tt | T,

For b < —1, we claim that the following coercivity property holds true,

(Lz,2) > /\/(7]204 +n2a)® s d. (2.30)

where A > 0 will be determined subsequently. To prove this coercivity property, we first present the
following lemma, which concerns the first two terms at the right hand of (2.28)).

adz. (2.29)

Lemma 2.4. For the bilinear form

2k 2k(b+1
L(n,n) = 72 /ni@Madx — (b)/nQQMada:, (2.31)

there exists a positive constant k such that

L(n,n) > n/(n%é +n2a) @y d, (2.32)

where n € C (R Hl) N L*> (]R Hl) satisfying the orthogonality conditions and -

To prove Lemma [2:4] we consider a non-localized bilinear form

2k 2k(b+1
(Ln,n) = bz/nia dz — (;_> /772(1 dz. (2.33)

The proof of Lemma involves the following coercivity property of (£n,7n), which is similar to
Lemma E.1 in [37].

Lemma 2.5. There exists a positive constant Ay > 0 such that

(Con) > Al (2.34)
foranyneC (R, H(i) N L™ (R, Hé) satisfying the orthogonality conditions (2.19) and (2.20)).
Proof. 1t is found that

(5@ X0)a = 3-(5@: £x0) = - (£(5Q): x0) 70, (2.35)
where
£150) (%( Doty 2(bb— 1)Q>
4k(1-bv)(b+2) _1o 6(20+1)(1—b) 2(b% — 1)
=" 53 @ rat 52 N TR

According to the expressions of @ and S(@Q), we obtain that
2k(1—b 2(b
(50.), = =0 [etqaas

which implies that SQ € N+(L).
We finally verify the spectral properties (£L715Q, SQ) < 0. In fact, we deduce from b < —1 and

A > 1 that ‘Qk(};b)‘ > ‘20);1) ’, which combining with the fact fQ_%+2 dz > fQ3 dr > 0 and
L(Q?) = SQ yield that

(£715Q,5Q) = /Q‘l+2d SRl /Q3d <0.
This completes the proof of Lemma . ]

D /QQ’adm =0

Building on Lemma we proceed in accordance with the idea in |27] to weaken its conditions,
thereby proposing the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.6. For 0 > 0, if n satisfies

50 o
— — o) 1, 2.36
K"’ HSQHL2> ‘ * ' (“’ ||Qf||Lz>’ < Ol (2.36)

3\
(Ln,m) = = Ny - (2.37)

Proof. Assume that n € C ( , é) NL> (R, H é) satisfies (2.36)) and n (z, t) satisfies the orthogonality
conditions (91, SQ) = (n1,Q") = 0. The decomposition of 1 can be given as

SQ Q'

then there holds,

nN=m-+a5~—+0a =1 + . (2.38)
15QI| L2 QM
It reveals from the definition of £ that
(Ln,n) = (Lnr,m) + (£nz, n2) + 2(Lny, 12). (2.39)
We deduce from ((2.36)), (2.38) and Lemma that
|ax] + a2 < Onllgy (2.40)
and
(L m) > A [l |7 - (2.41)
Moreover, it follows from ([2.38) and (2.40) that
Il < Iy +6 Il and il < ol (2.42)
which together with (2.41) to obtain that
A1
(Emom) = 2l (2.43)
Next, it remains to estimate (Ln2,72). In view of the properties of Q and ([2.40)), we have
|(Ln2,m2)| < a1 |* + |az|* < 6% [|nl7 < 16 = [Inl3 (2.44)
and N
1
o) < Wl el < Wl Gl Jasl) < 0y < 2l (2.45)
We conclude the proof of (2.37) follows gathering (2.39), (2.43), (2.44) and (2.45). The proof of
Lemma is complete. O

Lemma not only constitutes the fundamental cornerstone of the linear Liouville problem, but
also directly extends to the nonlinear Liouville theorem without requiring additional modifications
by relaxing the orthogonality constraint. Thus, this lemma effectively bridges the gap between linear
and nonlinear Liouville theory.

With Lemmas and [2.0] in hand, we are now prepared to prove Lemma [2.4]

Proof of Lemma Zﬁ' Assume that n(z,t) € C (R, HY) N L™ (R, H}) satibﬁeb the orthogonality con-
ditions (2.19) and (2.20]). It then transpires from the definition of L(n,7n) in - that

n) = (ﬁ\/@n, \/@U) - / <3g;\/@> nadzr — /CI)}/[nnzadm. (2.46)

Provided that verification of \/® ;7 satisfies (2.36]), we can obtain the desired coercivity results. It
follows from the definition of ®;(x) and the properties of @ that

[ Vet

(2.47)

dx| <
15Q| 2
and

(2.48)

[ Vg

HQ'IIL
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which in turn imply that

3\ 2

(ev/@arm, Voam) = 220 |V (2.49)

For the last two terms of the right hand of ([2.46|), invoking the properties of ®5;(z) in , we get
that

90v/Bar ) Pada| < < [ adyde < 2L [ nPadyd 2.50

(:p M>7705$fﬁ waly de < = [ ady dr, (2.50)
and

/ ¢ 2 2 AL 2 2

O mmeadr| < e ("o +nza)®yde < 5 (N + nza) Py da. (2.51)

We conclude the proof of (2.32) from (2.46) and (2.49)—(2.51). Here, we can choose k = \1/2, where

A1 is given in Lemma [2.5] This completes the proof of Lemma [2.4] ([l

We are now in the position to obtain the coercivity property in ([2.30)).

Proof of (2.30). To prove ([2.30)), it remains to consider the last three terms on the right hand of
(2.29). We first note that

4b(1 + 20b) 4(1 — b)b?
— h < ——— -2,—-1
M1 tan (Z/ZE)‘ VIS or be(—2,-1)
and
4b(1 + 2b) (1-0) ,
————~ tanh <4A b> for b< -2
M 1) b)) s 445 o r=Ta
so that we choose M = max {1, ?\21‘?[&;;’2 , 32‘4)(\14))} for b < —1. We deduce from (2.24)—(2.27) that

k 2 k 2 k 2 (Phy)?
‘—/77 @Mamd:):—lﬁ/n @%adx%—@ Ui Wadx

We deduce gathering (2.32)) in Lemma [2.4] and (2.52)) that (2.30]) holds true with A = A\ /4. O

To proceed, we need to verify the following.
For 1 < s <1 and b < —1, there exists a positive constant C' such that

2
11 d [, c
- - = < -
'2(M+t2)Sdt/” odv +(L22)| < e

In fact, in viewing of (2.28)), for A\; > 0, it reveals from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

A
< 41/7720@1\4 dz. (2.52)

Il - (2.53)

k(2b—1 1 k(2b—1 A
‘b((l—b))/Q Pl Qg da| < bél—b)g /Q’Qn2a¢d$ < TGHWHJQLI;a (2.54)
where we note that ]Z((fl:,)lg < % and |Q| < AIT_I’ < i‘—é. In addition, we also get that
k —1 9 k 2.2 A1 2
—_— dz| < —— dz| < — 2.
g et < | [ @rasad < Ty (255)
and
2\—1 / A1 2,2 AL
16— 02) (bQdkn + (b~ Q') da| < 3l [P0 ar <Al (256)

where ¢? = (Q')? = b? <Q2 — Q%+3/k) < ®. The proof of (2.53)) is inferred gathering (2.28)), (2.29)),
(2:52) and (2.54)-(2.56).
With (2.30) and (2.53) in hand, we can conclude the proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem [I.3 Invoking ([2.30)) and (2.53)), there exists a positive constant Cj, 5, such that

1 1 d 2 A1 2 2 Cb)\l 2
shrTE G | T =T Dppde — A2, 2.
s | Poede= 2 [ofas daeaar— PR, @

Integrating and using the boundedness of ¢(x), we obtain that
/R/n2(z,t)<I>M(x) dzdt < /R/n2(:z‘,t)a(x)<I>M(x) dedt < Gy, sup (0|32 < +oo. (2.58)
Thus, there exists a time sequence t,, — oo (n — c0) such that
/ P (x,t,)®pr dz — 0, (2.59)

as n — 00. Moreover, for some A > 0, one has |®y/(z)| > Cap > 0if |z] < A. Then, we derive from
([2-22) and (2.59) that

/%%ammx:/ ﬁmdew+/ 72, 1) da
lz|>A

|lz[<A
1
<1 / D2, 1) D (2) dar + €, (2.60)
Ca
which leads to
/772(16,25”) dz — 0 as n — oo. (2.61)
In a similar way, for a sequence s, — 0o, we get that
/172(1', —sp)dz — 0 as n — oo. (2.62)
Integrating (2.57) on (—sy, t,) and using (2.61)) and (2.62]), we have
t
" C
/ /nQ(x,t)CI)M dzdt < " (/ n(x,t,) da + /772(:1:, —sn)dx> , (2.63)
—Sn 1
which leads to .
/ /nQ(x,t)<1>M dzdt =0 as n — oo. (2.64)
s

Notice that the positive characteristics of ®;(x) implies that n(x,t) = 0 for (x,t) € R2. The defini-
tions of n(x,t) in (2.18) gives that there exists ag(t), bo(t) € R such that

v = ao(t)Q/ + b (1) Q. (2.65)

Moreover, it is worth noting that B(Q)LQ = b(b — 1)Qq¢’ + (b — 1)Q’'q = 0, relying on ([1.13)) and the
definition of v(x,t) in (|1.23)), we have

Q'+ HQ = T BQ)E (a0 + boQ) =0.

This implies that a((t) = bj(t) = 0, that is v(z,t) = apQ’ + bp@ for two real constants ag, by. This
completes the proof of Theorem [1.3 U

3. NONLINEAR LIOUVILLE PROPERTY

The focus in this section is to prove the nonlinear Liouville property Theorem We start
with a modulation argument (Lemma for solutions close to the leftons, we then construct a
space transition parameter p(t) such that the error satisfies some orthogonal conditions and is
bounded in H}. Next, we derive monotonicity property for the localized version of conservation laws
in Lemma [3.2) and Lemma [3.3] a direct consequence of which is the uniformly exponential decay of
the solutions and the error. We analyze the localized error with transformed variable and present the
coercivity property of the quadratic form . Gathering with , we show that the localized
error vanishes, implying that the nonlinear Liouville property holds true.
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Let us start with the modulation of solution of b-family of equations close to the leftons.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ > 0, Ky > 0 and 0 < € < €y. Assume that m(x,t) is the global solution of
b-family of equations with the initial data 0 < mg(x) € Z satisfying

inf (1) ~1Q( ~ )l < e 1)
Then there ezists a function p(t) € C* (R) such that
e(x,t) = m(z 4 p(t), t) —yQ(z) (3.2)
satisfies
(67 Q/)a = (57 FQ,(Q))Q =0, (33)
and
et s < Koe 3.4

where v is defined in Theorem[1.1] and Ko > 0. Moreover, for some constant K1 > 0 and t € R, we
have

/()] < Kille(-, )]l - (3.5)
Proof. The proof relies on standard arguments from the implicit function theorem. Let us define
U(ma yl) = ((517 Ql)av (517 FQI(Q))Q) ) (36)

where 1 = m(z + y1(t),t) —yQ(x). Then the map U is defined from Z(R) x R to R2. It reveals form
(3.6) that U(y@Q,0) = 0. Relying on the definition of @), one deduces that

ale(ma yl) ‘mQO,yFO =7 ((QI, Q,)cw (Q/7 FQI(Q)))

1
1—b\ ? (b+1)? - —b—1
—*y((A 5 ) ( —tl ) /COSh wlzlzcsinh?a;dw,W/coshxsinhmdx).

Following the implicit function theorem, there exists oy > 0, D a neighbourhood of 0 in R and a C!
map y; : {m € Z(R), ||m —vQ|lz1 < e1} — D such that U(m,yi(m)) = 0 and

[y1(m)] < Cllm = 7Q| -
We uniquely extend C! map yi(m) to D, = {m € Z, inf¢ |[m(- + &) — Q||sn < e1} such that for
all m and &, y1(m) = y(m(- + £(m))) + £(m). Thus, we set e1 = m(x + y1(m),t) — yQ(z) such that
(e1(m), Q(x))a = (e1(m), F5(Q)) = 0 and
ler(m)llz@) < Cllm — Qg (3.7)

Then, setting p(t) = y1(m(t)),e(x,t) = e1(m), it in turn implies that (3.4 holds.
To prove (3.5, we deduce from the equations for m and u that

g1 =0, (q028 — (b+ 1)gé + (b — 1)¢' 0,6 + ¢¢)

+ Oy (b;1 ((6$5)2 — 52) — ég) + 0 (¢) (’YQ’ + 8335)

=1 bB(Q)Es + Oy (l);I ((0:6)* —&2) — 5s> +0'(t) (vQ' + 0ze) , (3.8)

where € = (1 — 8%)_ €, q = (1 — 8%)_1 Q. Thus, we differentiate the orthogonality conditions in

(3.3 to get

/1ib (Q)Le@' ad:n~|—/a < ((0:6)% — 82) _55) Qads

+ p’(t)/ (vQ' + 9,8) Q'adz = 0, (3.9)
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which leads to
8] = ‘f 5B(Q)LeQ adx ? %f ((0,6)* — &2 — &e) dx" 3.10)

[[21(2Q 7 = £Q) +e,Qada
Recalling the the fact that [ Q™ . fQ > (, we obtain
feQe_”m dx

| [ Q7+ — +Qdx — Koe
This finishes the proof of the modulation of solutions, which completes the proof of Lemma 3.1 O

TAGIBS

S Killellm-

3.1. Monotonicity and smoothness. Prior to proving the nonlinear Liouville theorem, we begin
with the monotonicity property of the solution m(z,t). Leveraging the modulation argument in
Lemma , it follows that there exists p(t) € C*(R) such that (3.2)—(3.5) hold true. We recall that
Yr(z) € C®(R) defined as in (2.1)-(2.2) and fix L > 4. For zp > 0 and to € R, we define the

quantities

I(t) := Iy (t /m vipr(x1)de + — /m b $¢L (r1)dx
where x1 = x — p(to) + 4b(t — t9) — xo for ¢ty < t.

Lemma 3.2. Let m € C(R, H:(R)) be the solutions of (1.1)) satisfying (1.21). For any zo > 0,
to € R and ty < t1, there holds
I(ty) — I(tg) S e ™/F, (3.11)

Proof. By using integration by parts, we deduce from (|1.1)) that (the details see Appendix),
1
——/miuw’L(xl)dx—i—bZ/m b 2m2ua (x1) do + 1_b/m b“w (1)
_1r, 4 —1l 95 9
+4b | m v (1) da + 5 M mi (z) de. (3.12)

Next, we consider the first term of the right hand of . Let Ry be chosen later. For
[ ug (e1) de = [~ 54 (21) (u—yq(- — p) + vq(- — p)) dz, there are two cases for |z — p(t)|.
In the case [z — p(t)| > Ry, invoking the properties of ¢(x) and (3.4), we obtain, for some Jy > 0,

[ bt = pas| < ce [ty e da
In the case |z — p(t)| < Ry, we have
[mbienat - o)z
where [} (x1)] < e®'/F. In addition, it follows from that
\ [t at = o) de] < Koe [mbui o) s
For the second and third terms of the right hand of (| m, we similarly obtain that

/mb m2ua)] (x1) dz| < <K06+e 5°R° /m v 2m2e (21) do

n e(Ro+4b(t—to)—a:0)/L/m—b—2mg d,

and

’/ mE Y () da

< \ [t n=Q0 = ) +9Q0 = ) () do
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S (Koe—i— 6_50R0) /m_fl)w'L(wl)dx 4 e(Ro+4b(t—to)—x0)/L/m_i de.

Therefore, for e sufficiently small, Ry large and the assumption on conservation law in the well-
posedness theory, it is deduced that

G102 [mb oo ] [m b2l do
+ Ce(Rot4b(t—to)—=z0)/L (3.13)
Integrating on (tg — 1,t9), we obtain that, for a positive constant C' > 0,
I(to) — I(tg — 1) < Ce™™/E i, € R,

where I(tp—1) = f(mf%(x, t0—1)+b%m7%72(1:,to—l))mg(az,tg—l)))¢L(1:1(t0—1)) dz < 1. Similarly,
we integrate (3.13) on [tg, to + 7], for any 7 > 0, to get

I(to +7) — I(tg) < Ce 0/ Le=(totn)/L
Taking the limit 7 — oo, we deduce from ((1.21)) that

I(ty+7) :/(m e b12m V(s o+ 7)bp (2 + b — 30) dar — 0

and I(to) > —Cev®/L which implies that |I(to)] < e #/F. In addition, integrating (3.13) on
(to,to + 1), we get that

/ (m [ [)12m i_Qmi> (x,to)r(z — p(to) — zo) dz

to-‘rl 1
/ / (m vy m b—2m§,) W (z1) dedt < em™/F, (3.14)
to

for ty € R. This completes the proof Lemma O

To establish the smoothness and exponential decay of the solution of (1.1]), we present monotonicity
arguments for ¢.

Lemma 3.3. Forb < —1, let e(z,t) satisfy the assumptions of Lemma and (3.2)—(3.5)). For any
xo >0, tg € R and tg < t, we define

E(t) = / 2 (%) dz, (3.15)
where Y, is defined in f and & = x + 4b(t — ty) — xzo. Then, we have
E(tr) — E(to) S e ™/T, (3.16)

where ty < tq.

Proof. We compute through integration by parts, then one deduces that, for ¢ = (1 — 8%) €
d
pr e?p, (%) dw :2/€£tz/1L( )dx+4b/s2w'L(£)dx
_Z/EwL(JE) (—bq's —qep — bQEL — Q'é) dz
- b—1 -2 -
2 [ ep(%)0: 5 ((0,6)* — &%) —ée | da
+ 20/ () / eV (Z) (VQ' + Op¢) dw + 4b / 2y (%) da. (3.17)
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Arguing as in Lemma we have, for some Ry > 0,

‘(—b) / ecaqor (2) d| + / e2¢'pr (F) dar| SelBo+iblt—to)—a0)/L / 2 de

+(=b) sech(uRo/L)/EQw'L(@ dz. (3.18)

Moreover, the decay properties of () and ¢ ensure that

1/2
[ i@ ] Sleddos ( [ EQuatoa)
St 00 ey 4 \soch(uRo L) [ <207 (3) da (3.19)
and
‘ [euuia)an] < [+ PQuu@) o

< e(Bo+4b(t—to)—a0)/2L / (% + &%) dx + sech(vRy/L) / (% + &) (z)dz.  (3.20)
Now, we consider the second term on the right hand of (3.17). A direct computation reveals that
b—1 1
/em(@)ax <2 ((0:6)* — &%) — 55) dz = <—b — 2) /52535%@) dx
1
+5 / 28y (7) da. (3.21)
For the first term of the right hand of -, we deduce from (3.4]) that

/ 22,0, (F) | <[JEul e / N W

2¢L()—1x .
/ p@® WK

‘/5111,; < ((0,6) — 22) —55> dz e/ ()
L2
It remains to consider the third term of the right hand of (3.17). We easily check that

p(t) / Shr(#) (7Q + Da) du < Koee P+ H—0)=w0)2L e, 1 (Koe — /(£)/2) / 200 (&) da

SKoe ||y /Y (T) e\ YL(T)

i

L2
which leads to

S Koe (3.22)

(3.23)
It is worth noting that
[u@de= [ - v @) s
= / (6% + 283 + &3,) vr(@) da — / e (7) da
which implies that
/ (52 +e+2 )Y (@) de < C / g2yl (%) da. (3.24)

for L > 4. We deduce from and - - that

4 52%@) dz < 20 / g2 (z) da + eflo+ab(t—to)=z0)/L (3.25)
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where Ry is large enough such that sech(Ro/L) < %. Integrating (3.25)) on (to — 1,t), we obtain that,
for a positive constant C > 0,

E(to) — E(to — 1) < Ce ™/,

where E(tg — 1) = [e%(x,to — 1)¢p(Z(to — 1)) dz < 1. We similarly integrate (8.25) on [to, to + 7], for
any 7 > 0, to get

E(to+71)—E(ty) < Cle—0/Lo—(to+7)/L

We deduce from the properties of vy, that
Elto+71) = /52(:v,t0 + 7)Y (x + 4bT — ) dx b 0,

—Ce v®o/L which implies that |E(ty)| < e~*0/L. In addition, for o € R, integrating

and E(tg) >
t

(3.25) on (to,to + 1), we get that
{0—"—1
/52(93, to)Yr(x — xo)dz + [ /52(56, £ (&) dzdt < e /L, (3.26)
to
This completes the proof of Lemma [3.3] O

Corollary 3.1. Let m € C(R,HL(R)) be the solutions of (1.1 satisfying (1.21)). For a positive
constant &g, it holds that

1
sup/ (m b4 ™M 11>_2m926> (z + p(t), t)el dz < 1, (3.27)
teR
and
t0+1
/ /(m b —|— m 5 2mi> e/ Az dt < em™0/E, (3.28)
to

Proof. Note that v (y) > Ce¥/L and ¢, (y) > Ce¥/L for y < 0. It follows from (3.14) in Lemma
and passing to the limit as zy — co and multiplying by e=%0/L that

1
sup/ (m b+ " 11>_2mz,) (z + p(t),t)e™ de < 1.
teR

We similarly note that m(—x, —t) is the solutions of ([L.1)), then the same result for m(—z, —t) also
hold for 6y < 7, which implies that (3:27) holds.
Next, we know that v/, (y) > Ce¥/ for y < 0. Tt follows from (3.14) that

to+1
/ ' / <m—é + gm—i—2mg> (2, 1)@ P00/ qrar < 1. (3.20)
fo x<p to) 4b(t to)-‘rxo b

We obtain (3.28) by taking the limit 2y — oo and multiplying (3.29) by e~*°/L. The proof of this
Corollary is completed. O

Proceeding as in the proof of Corollary we finally derive the uniform exponential decay of ¢
from the monotonicity properties.

Corollary 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma[3.1], for sufficiently small ey, there exists a positive
constant &g such that

sup/EQ(:c,t)e‘50x| dz < 1. (3.30)
teR
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3.2. Proof of nonlinear Liouville theorem. In this subsection, we process to prove Theorem
Letting mo(z) € Z(R) be the initial data stated in Theorem [1.2] we obtain a unique global solution
m(x,t) of (1.1). Invoking the orbital stability of the unique global solution m(x,t), there exists
p(t) € CY(R) such that

m(z,t) = vQ(z — p(t)) +e(z — p(t),1),
which satisfies

sup [[m(-, 1) =vQ(- — p(0) | g1 (r) < €
t>0

for any t € R. The function £(z,t) satisfies

et = ——B(Q)Le + 0y (l);l ((0:8)* — &%) — éE) +0'(t) (vQ' + dze) (3.31)

where £ = (1 - 8%)_1 e, B and L are defined in ([1.4) and (1.10). Let us define two C°°—functions
bdr(x) = ¢p(x/M) and @y = b2Q (Miﬁ) as in (2.24)—(2.27). Relying on (3.31]), we obtain that, for
some M > 0 (to be chosen later),

1d
2dt

2¢p(z)dz = / edp () (—bq’s — qep — bQEL — Q’é) dx
+ / cur (2)0 (’);1 ((8,6)? — 22) — 55> dz
+p’(t)/5¢M(x) (vQ' + 0y¢) dz. (3.32)

Proceeding analogously to Section [2.2] to the aim of proving nonlinear Liouville property, we set
w = €4/P s such that

2k 2k(b+1 k
(Lw,w) —bz/&?i@Madx— (b—F)/EQQ)Madw— bQ/eSQqD’Max dz
k 25" k 2 ((I)/M)2
—pfc wadr + 52 | € Dy adz. (3.33)

Similar to (2.30]), for b < —1, we also claim the following coercivity property,
(Lw,w) > 5\/(8204 +e2a) Py da. (3.34)

where A > 0 will be chosen later. The proof of this coercivity property is similar to the previous
result in (2.30)). For this purpose, we first present the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. For the bilinear form

2k 2k(b+1
L(e,e) = 72 /si@Ma dz — (;_) /52<I>Ma dz, (3.35)

there exists a positive constant k such that
L(e,e) > Fa/(sza +£20)® ) du, (3.36)

where € satisfies (3.1)—(3.5)).
Proof. We compute by using the definition of L(e,¢) in (3.35]) that

L(g,e) = (ﬁ@s, @6) — / (61\/@)25204 dz — /@’Mesxa dz. (3.37)
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The proof of Lemma follows the lines of Lemma It remains to check that ey/®j; satisfies
(2.36) in Lemma It follows from the definition of ®/(x) and the properties of @ that

[ Vo

<
HSQHLQ ‘_

| <o][vae] ;.

and
[

the above two inequalities imply that

HQ’IIL2

3

(L\/chg, \/<I’M5) 2 ) (3.38)

On the other hand, by using the properties of ®y;(z) in , we have

2 C A
(é)m\/CI)M) 2adx| < Ve /£2a<I>M dz < §1 /€2a<I>M dz, (3.39)
and o \

/@ﬁwasza dz| < e /(£2a +e20)®) dz < §1 /(£2a + €20) Py da. (3.40)
We conclude gatherlng and (| - - ) that (| - ) holds if we can choose & = A1/2, where
A1 is given in Lemma 2 ThlS completes the proof of the Lemma. ]

Proof of (3.34). To that end, it is still necessary to consider the last three term of (3.33]). For
b < —1, it is quite similar to a related proof of (2.30). By using (2.24)—(2.27) and the choice of

M = max {1, ?:\21@&;)})2), 32A§_b)} for b < —1, we also obtain

k k k (®h,)?
‘—b2/52<1>§waxdm—bz/ adx—l—ﬁ g? (D]\;[/I adr
We deduce gathering (3.36) and (3.41)) that (3.34) holds for A = A; /4. This completes the proof. [

< 11/5204(1)1\/1 daz. (3.41)

To the aim of proving nonlinear Liouville property, we claim the following.
For % < s<1,b< —1 and a positive constant C, there holds

1 1 d [, C )
- < . 42
e / Pouda + (Cw.w)| < s el (3.42)
Indeed, for A; > 0, we deduce from ((3.32)) and (§ . ) that
‘(—b)/e%Mq'dx + ’/asxchqu + (—b)/eémqﬁMde + /€§¢MQ’dm
< C(llell oo + [IEll oo + 1€l o) el g < Koe llel g1 (3.43)
In addition, we also get that
‘(b— 1)/5§x5m¢M dz| + ‘(b—l)/séémqﬁM dz| + ‘—/52€m¢>M dm—/asxéngdw
. e 1 2~ 1 2~ 4
<|(b—1) [ eépépadrrda| + |(b—1) | eéépdprdx| + 5/ exqudx—i-i e“épyy da
< C(llell oo + Il oo + N2l oo) llel gy < Koe llellFa (3.44)
and
1
't>|\ [ =03 (0@ +2,) da =|p’<t>r‘ [r@eomde =5 [0l el < Koclelyy . (349

Gathering (3.32)), (3.33), (3.41) and (3.43)—(3.45)), we conclude the proof of (3.42) .
Since (3.34) and (3.42)) are proven, we are in position of showing Theorem (1.2}
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Proof of Theorem [1.4 Applying (3.34) and (3.42), we obtain that, for a positive constant Ch », ,

1 1 d 2 A1 2 2 Cb)q
—— de > 2L Oppde — — oA 4
2(M+t2)sdt/€ dar da > 4/(5 a+eia)dde O + 2 (3.46)

provided €y is chosen to be sufficiently small. From the boundedness of ¢(x), we thus have, by

integrating (3.46|) on R,
/ /52(x,t)<I>M(x) dzdt < Cy sz, sup |le(-, t)][ 2 < 4o0. (3.47)
R t

Arguing as in ([2.58)—(2.64), we deduce from (3.30) that £(z,t) = 0 for z,¢ € R. Observing the
definition of ¢ in (3.2]) and (3.31), we obtain that

e(x,t) =0, m(x + p(t),t) = vQ(z).

In addition, we derive from (3.5)) that p(¢t) = p(0), which completes the proof of (1.22)). Therefore,
the proof of Theorem [1.2]is complete. O

4. PROOF OF ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY

We now focus our attention in the last section to the proof of Theorem for b < —1. The core
objective is to show that any global solution starting sufficiently close to a lefton (in the function
space Z(R)) will converge to a lefton (up to translation and scaling) as time tends to infinity. We
start by leveraging the orbital stability result (from prior work) and the modulation argument from
Section [3| to ensure the solution remains close to a lefton for all time. We then analyze the long-time
behavior using a sequence of time tending to infinity: by extracting a subsequence of the solution
(aligned via the modulation parameter), we show this subsequence converges to a limit object in a
Sobolev space. We prove this limit object is a solution of the b-family of equations that satisfies the
localized conditions of the nonlinear Liouville Theorem, hence the limit is a lefton. The key reliance
for us to prove the asymptotic stability is smoothness and rigidity properties of the solutions stated
in Section . Our proof strategy is inspired by [26], which involve compactness of limit object and
compact decay conditions.

Let mg be the initial data stated in Theorem , we obtain a unique solution m(z,t) of by
global well-posedness result. Relying on the stability results, we have

int (- 0) = 1Q( ~ y{0)) sy < e
for any ¢ > 0. We deduce from Lemma [3.1] that there exists p(t) € C1(R) such that
-+ p(8), )l ey < I+ 9, 2) — 1@y + 1 1@y S Ko+e  (41)

for some fixed positive constant Ky > 0. For a time sequence t,, with ¢, — co (n — o), the H!
boundedness of m(- + p(ty), t,) implies that there exists a time subsequence (still denoted by ¢,) and
mg € Z(R) such that

m(- 4 p(tn), t,) = ms in  H(R). (4.2)
It follows from (3.2)) and (3.4]) that there exists a time sequence (t,)nen and €f € Z(R) such that
 (tn) = (- + pltn), tn) — 7@ — €} in HA(R), (43)

where ¢, — 0o as n — oo. In particular, the solution sequence m(- + p(t,),t,) converges to mg(z)
in HY(R) as n — oco. It is clear that m*(z,t) is the solution of (L.1)) with the initial data mg. By
employing the stability conclusion (3.1]), we deduce that |[[mg — Q| g1 () < Ce and

[m* (-, 2) =yQ( — " (D)l (r) < Ce, (4.4)
where p* is the modulation parameter corresponding to the decomposition of m* stated in Lemma

BT
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Now we are going to present some technical lemmas. The aim of the following lemmas is to verify
that the limit object satisfies the nonlinear Liouville property. We start with a monotonicity argument
for m(z,t).

Lemma 4.1. Let vy, be defined as in (2.1)—(2.2)) for L > 4. Thus, we have for xo > 0 and t > 0,

lim sup/ (m? +m2) (z + p(t), )1 (z — zo) dz S e~ ™0/ E, (4.5)
t—o00
and
lim sup/ (m_% + m_%_Qmi) (z + p(t), )r(z — o) dz < e~/ F, (4.6)
t—o00

Proof. In view of Lemma [3.2] we obtain that
Luga(8) = Lug(0) S €™, Juga(t) = Juga(0) S e/ %. (4.7)

Next, we consider I, +(0). We distinguish now two cases: © > Ry and « < Ry, where Ry is a positive
constant. On the one hand, relying on the Fs—conservation of m and the properties of 11, we get
that

_1
/ m*%wL(a: —p(t) —4bt —zp)dz < C my " dz <e. (4.8)
>Ry >R
On the other hand, for the case z < Ry, we derive from (3.5 that
/mil/)L<l‘1) dz <r (Ro — p(t) — 4bt — ) /mé da < e~/ (4.9)

which together with (&.8) yields limsup;_,. Iu.¢(0) < e~%/L. Thus, relying on the Fy—conservation
of m, the properties of ¢y, and (3.1]), we have

/meL(a: —p(t) —zp)dx :/mimi“r(/;L(g; — p(t) — xo) dz

<(l[m =@z~ + \VQ\ILw)iﬁ/m_’l’wL(w—p(t) —x0) dz

<Koe *o/L (4.10)
for + +2 > 0. Similarly, we derive that limsup,_,. Jz0+(0) < e720/% for z € R. We deduce from (£.7)
and (4.10]) that (4.5) and (4.6|) hold, which are desired results in Lemma . O

To establish the proof of asymptotic stability, our primary issue lies in demonstrating the weak
convergence of the solution sequence. Thus, we construct the following limit object. In the rest of this

section, we write m(z,t), m*(z,t) and mj(z) to denote m= (z,1), (m*)fi (x,t) and (mg)fi (x),
respectively.
Lemma 4.2. For Ay > 0, we have

m(-+ p(tn), tn) — ms in L2 (z > —Ay), (4.11)
as n — oo.
Proof. For the domain x > — Ay, we distinguish two cases: © > Ry and —Ag < x < Rg for Ry > 0. In
the case x > Ry, relying on Lemma , we have that [[mg||z2(;>r,) < € and

lim sup [m (- + p(tn), tn) |l 2o 1oy < € (4.12)

n—o0

For the case —Ay < © < Ry, we define a domain D = {x € R: —Ay < z < Rp}. It is obvious that the
embedding Z(D) < L?(D) is compact, and (4£.3)) gives that

T [[m( 4+ pltn). tn) — | 2p) — 0. (4.13)

Then, we get from gathering (4.12)—(4.13) that (4.11)) holds. This completes the proof of Lemma
4.2 O
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We now establish the exponential decay of m* on a finite time intervals.

Lemma 4.3. For anyt > 0,tg > 0 and fized L > 4, there exists a positive constant K (tg) such that

/ (mg)? + (0ems)?) (2)r (@ — 20) da < e/ (4.14)
and
sup / ((m"‘)2 + (8xm*)2) (z, )" dz < K(to). (4.15)
t€(0,to]

Proof. In view of (4.2)), we get that

m(-+ p(tn), ta)V/Pr (- — @0) = mi/dr( —20) in H'(R), (4.16)

which leads to

HmS\M/JL (-—ajo)H Slimianm +p(tn),tn) VUL (- — 20 H (4.17)

n——+o0o
We deduce from nd (4.17) that - holds.
Next, we prove that (4.15)) also holds. For fixed tg > 0 and z¢ > 0, integration by parts gives that
d

T (m*) ¢ (x — x0) do =2 / m*Yr(x — xg) (—u*dpm™ — bOyu*m™) dx
_ / ()2 (2 — 20) da + (1 — 2) / Dt (m™)2r (2 — 20) dz. (4.18)
It reveals from (4.4) that

‘/ YL (z — xo) da

(HU*—-VQHLw‘+|WQDL/k”f32¢£($-$o)d$
g@/mﬂ%mwwwm, (4.19)

since ¥ (y) < ¥r(y) for y € R. It remains to consider the last term on the right hand of (4.18]). We
derive from (4.4) that

’/8u V2 r(z — x0) da
Combining (4.19) and ( -, we obtain that

< Ky /(m*)QwL(x — xp) dx. (4.20)

% (m*)zwL(x —xzp)dx < C/(m*)21/JL(ac — x9)dz. (4.21)
In the following, one deduces from and . that
% (mE)yr(z — zo) dz :2/m;wL(az — x0) (—u*02m* — bO2u*m* — (b + 1)0,u*0,m*) da
<K, / ()24 (x — m0) da, (4.22)
which together with yield that
G [ (4 @) v = o) de <€ [ ()2 + ) ono - o) e (123)

Hence, the Gronwall inequality and (4.14)) imply that

su)/«mﬂ%qu%@JWAm—mwm

t€[0,to]

< / (m*)? + (m%)?) (x,0)¢r(x — 20) dz < e~/ (4.24)
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Since ¥ (x — z9) > e@=20)/L for 1 < x(, we obtain

sup / ((m*)Q + (m;)Q) (x,t)e(z—xo)/L dz ,S e_zO/L7
te[0,to0]

which completes the proof of (4.15). The proof of Lemma is completed. O

In the following proposition, we establish the weak continuity of the b—family flow in a certain
appropriate sense of weak convergence.

Proposition 4.1. Given a positive sequence (mp), o and a positive function mq such that my o —

mo in HY(R) as n — +oo. Let m, be the unique global solutions to the b-family equation with initial
data my, o, and let m be the unique global solutions to the b-family equation with initial data mg. Then
we have, for any t > 0,

My () = m(-,t) in Hl(R),
as n — +00.

Proof. In view of (|1.1) and integration by parts, there exists a positive constant C' such that

(i|nmugl:«1—b)/}%uwn§¢r+(-1-25{/aﬂm«%mﬂﬁdx

<Ol (4.25)

where u, = (1—982)"'m,,. We deduce from Gronwall inequality that ||m,|| ;1 remains bounded for all
t > 0. Moreover, the sequence {9,m,,} is bounded in L?(R). Therefore, there exists m € C(R; H(R))
and a subsequence {ny}>1 such that for any 7" > 0,

My, — m € C(Ry; H'(R)) as n — +oo. (4.26)

Next, we check that m is a solution of the b—family equation. In view of the boundness of m,, and
Oxmy, and applying Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, we have that the sequence {m,} are relatively
compact in L?(R) for any ¢ € [0,7]. In addition, for the solution sequence m,,, its time derivative

dym,, € C([0,T); L3(R)) satisfies

[0small 2 <llunll oo [|0zmanll 2 + [ Otinll oo Iman]] 2

As a consequence, m,, are equicontinuous in C([0,7]; L?(R)). Invoking the compactness argument
and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence {ny} such that

My, — M1 € C(Ry; L*(R)) as n — +oo, (4.27)

and 7 also is a solution to the b—family equation. The uniqueness of the Cauchy probelm in H'(R)
ensures that m; = m. O

Lemma 4.4. For a positive constant Ag > 0, we have that

m(- + p(tn), tn + 1) = m*(-,t) in L*(R), (4.28)
m(-+ p(ty), tn +1) — m*(-,t) in L*(z > —Ap) (4.29)

and
p(tn +t) = p(tn) = p" (1), (4.30)

fort € R, and p*(t) is the modulation parameter corresponding to the decomposition of m* stated in

Lemma [3]].
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Proof. Let us define wy,(z,t) = m(z + p(t,), t, +t) — m*(z,t). It follows from (4.11)) that

/w%(w, 0)¢r(x)dx — 0, (4.31)

as n — 0o. Moreover, we now compute (1.1), and thereby one obtains that
_ 1 1
Ot = —tunQgton = D™ (1= 02) ™ G + S Osunton + 5m* (1= 37) " Guon, (4.32)
where u, = (1—02)"m(x+p(ty), tn +1), @n = m(z+ p(ty), tn +1) —m*(z,t). It reveals from (4.32)
that
d
X nl/JL dr =2 [ w,Ownyr dx

1

2
where v, is defined in (2.1) and L > 4. We deduce from (3.4)) in Lemma that

1
/—unwnaanw,; dx =5 ‘/unw%w'L dx+/3xunwid}L dz

1 1 -
+ 5 O0ptnwy + gm’” (1-02)"" aan) dz, (4.33)

< ([[un = vallzoe + 1val + |02un — vq' || 2o + |1d]) /Wiw'L d. (4.34)

Relying on the (3.4]), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Sobolev embedding theorem, we obtain that

‘/&Cunw%wL dx—i—/m*wn(l — 05 10u0nth da

YL,

4 (1 =@t + et ) o

< (105un = |1 + [7d'l) ‘ ve|,, e,

< /wiwL da. (4.35)

where ||0zvn VULl 12 S |@nvVYLll2 S Hwn\/@bLHLQ . For the remaining term in (4.33)), we deduce from
Lemma and (3.4)), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the decay properties of the lefton that

‘ / D1 = 02) ' Gntor da| S [|Oam /0| (0= 02) 7@ o v/,
SKoe’ * /wLHLQ/wiqﬁde
S [wivns, (4.36)

where we use the inequality (f —i—g)*%*2 < f7172 +97%72 for b < —1and f,g > 0.

Gathering (2.2)) and ( - , we get that

d
T wipr dr S /wTZLz/JL dz, (4.37)
which implies that
sup /wi(,f,t)’(/)L(QZ) dz < C’/wi(m,O)@bL(a@) dz (4.38)
t€(0,to]

holds for any tg > 0 by employing the Gronwall inequality. We deduce from - and - that

- holds for ¢ > 0.

Now, it is sufficient to prove that (4.29) holds for ¢ < 0. For any t; < 0, one deduces from the
boundness of m(- + p(tn), tn +t1) in H'(R) that there exists a subsequence {t,,} and mo € H'(R)
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such that m(- + p(tn, ), tn, + t1) — o in H' as ny — oco. Invoking the well-posedness arguments,
one gives a solution m(z,t) € C(R; Z(R)) of (1.1)) with the initial data 7. Arguing as the proof of
(4.29) for t > 0, we obtain that, for any Ag > 0 and ¢ > 0,

m(-+ p(tn), tn +t1 +1) = @(-, 1) in L2 (z > —Ay), (4.39)

where it = "5 . Next, setting t = —t; in and combining it with the fact that m(-+p(t,), t,) —
m(-,t) in H', we obtain that m(-, —t;) = mg. The uniqueness reveals that m(-,t — t1) = m*(-,t),
which implies that holds for ¢ > 1. Thus, we conclude the proof of for any t € R.

The weak convergence in L? in for any ¢ > 0 follows from the uniqueness. Indeed, it is clear
that my,(z,t) = m(- + p(t,), tn + t) is bounded in L?, then there exists a function m$ € L? such that
m,(-,0) — my in L?. Invoking the well-posedness arguments, we know that m,,(z,t) is the solution
of with the initial data m,(x,0) and m*(z,t) corresponds to the initial data mg. There exists

1/b .

a subsequence {t,, } such that my,, — Upin Z and my, — U; 77 in L? as n; — oo. In addition,

Oymy (z,t) is bounded in L2. By employing the compactness argument and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem,
we know that my, — Uy in H® for s < 1, which ensure that U is a solution of (1.1) in the sense
of distributions with the initial data mg. By the uniqueness of the Cauchy problem in Z, we know
that U; = m* and (4.28) holds. In addition, the proof of (4.28]) is valid for any ¢ < 0, just as it is for
(4.29).
It remains to check the convergence results of p(t) in (4.30). For any t € R, there exists a subse-
quence such that
p(tn +1t) = p(tn) — p(t), (4.40)

as n — 00. By continuity for the weak sequence and taking the limit n — oo, we have
m(-+p(tn +1),tn +1) = m (- + p(t),t)  in H(R),
which yields that
en () =m(-+ p(tn + 1), t + t,) — 7Q
— (-, t) == m*(- + p(t),t) —yQ in HY(R).
Moreover, &, (-,t) satisfies the orthogonality conditions
(ens Q)a = (e F2(Q)), = 0.

By passing to the limit as n — oo, we obtain that the orthogonality conditions also hold for &. It
sufficient to prove that the accumulation points of the sequences p (t,, +t) — p () is p*(t). It follows
from in Lemma and the compactness argument that the convergence in holds. Relying
on the uniqueness of the modulation parameters stated in Lemma we obtain that p(t) = p*(¢),

which completes the proof of Lemma [4.4 O]
Lemma 4.5. For a positive constant Ag > 0, we have that
m(- 4 p(tn), tn) = m(-,t) in L*(x > —Ay), (4.41)
m(- 4 p(tn), tn +t) = m*(-,t) in L*(R), (4.42)
and
m(- 4 p(tn), tn +t) = m*(-,t) in H(R) (4.43)

for t € R, and p*(t) is stated in Lemmal[{.4

Proof. The proof of (4.41]) follows the same lines as that of Lemma the domain is split into two
parts and the conclusion is obtained via the compact embedding theorem; therefore the details are
omitted.

We define that @, = m(x + p(ty), tn +t) — m*(x,t). It follows from (4.41)) that

/ 22 (2, 0)r () dz — 0, (4.44)
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as n — 0o. Moreover, we now compute (1.1)), and thereby one obtains that

1. 1

Orion, = —UpOpy — Opm” (1 — 82) Wy, — bOzunw, — bm* (1 — 32) O2ln, (4.45)
where u, = (1 — 92)"Im(z + p(t,), tn + t). It follows from that
(i nwL dx 2/@n8tcbn¢L dx
zz/wnm( — Uy Opoy, — Opm™ (1 — 63)71 On,
— by uny — bm* (1—92) " axa;n> da. (4.46)
Similar to the Lemma [£.4] we can obtain
/unwn Ozt dx| + '/8 m*w, (1 — x) Lontr dz| + '/8 unwnwL dr
+ ‘ / m*@n (1 — 02) 1 0pintr da| < / Q2] de. (4.47)
We deduce from (4.46] - ) that
(‘;t O2app dz < /wim dz, (4.48)
which implies that
ts{t&g}/@%(w,tﬁh(:ﬁ) dz < C/cbfl(a:,O)wL(a:) dzx (4.49)
€[0,to

holds for any tg > 0 by employing the Gronwall inequality. We deduce from (4.44]) and that
holds for ¢ > 0. The weak limit for t > 0 follows from Proposition and the uniqueness
of H' limit. For the cases of ¢ < 0 in (4.42)) and (4.43), the analysis is entirely analogous to the
corresponding part of the Lemmau Consequently, the convergence results in (4.42)) and ((4.43]) hold
for all ¢.

0

We will show the compact exponential decay properties for m*(z,t) on the right.

Lemma 4.6. For L > 4, there exists a positive number € such that
[y b0 < (150
z>Ap

for all Ag >0, t >0 and zg > 0.

Proof. For any fixed o > 0 and t € R, it reveals from (4.6) in Lemma and the positivity of m*
that

lim sup/(m*)—i(x ()t + 1)

t—o00

X (x4 p(tn) — plt + tn) — o) da < e 0/, (4.51)
We apply f to obtain
m(z + p(tn),t + tn)VOL(E + p1(ta) — pr(t+ tn) — z0)
— w*(z,t)\/Yr(z — p*(t) — zo) in L3(R),

n—00

which implies that

[ @)Vl = (@) = o)

L2
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< limnf Hm(x Fp(tn),t+ t) VL@ + p(tn) — p(t + tn) — xg)‘ . (4.52)

It follows from (4.51)) and (4.52) that
[y b+ 0,000 — 20) do S e/, (4.53)
Thus, holds since ¢ (z — zg) > el@=z0)/L for 2 — 2o < 0.. This completes proof of Lemma
4.6 0

We now present the exponential decay properties of m*(x,t) on the left. To this end, we are ready
to prove the monotonicity property for m(x,t). For xg > 0 and ty € R, we define the quantities

Ixo to /m b l’ t)wL(xl)dx and J:co to bg/m b .CC t)wL(‘Tl)dx
where T1 = x — p(t) + 4b(t — to) + o for t < to.

Lemma 4.7. Let b < —1 and m € C(R, Z(R)) be the solutions of (1.1) satisfying (3.2)—(3.5). For
any xo > 0 and 0 < t1 < t9, it holds that

I~$07t1 (t2) - fxo,h (tl) 5 eixO/L- (4.54)
Proof. Arguing as Lemma it follows from . that
d
a(()%—J /m bmbL:zcl )dx + — /mb 2m2unly (£1) da

1_b/m +1¢ (Z1) dz + (4b — p'( /m bwL(acl)

+<b— ) [ @) e, (4.55)

where € is chosen to be sufficiently small and Ry is defined in Lemma [3.2]
Next, let us consider the first term of the right hand of (4.55)).

For fmf%uwi(:il) dz = fmf%wj:(:il) (u—vq(- — p) +vq(- — p)) dz, there are two cases for
|z — p(t)|. In the case |x — p(t)| > Ro, invoking the properties of ¢(x) and (3.4]), we obtain, for some
do > 0,

1 ~
\ [ tuanat - o) da
In the case |z — p(t)| < Ry, we have
|.i'1| = |l‘ — p(t) + 4b(t — to) + 1’0| > ’4b(t — t(]) + .7}0| — |l‘ — p(t)| > 4b(t — to) +xg — Ro,
which leads to

< Cetoho / m= b (71) dz

‘/m_’l’ﬂllL(fl)Q(' —p)dz| < Ce(RO+4b(t0_t)_x0)/L/m—idx’

since [ (21)] < e /L0 A similar estimates for the second and third terms of the right hand of

also hold Thus, we deduce from (3.4]) and ({ in Lemmamtha‘c
(i(()JrJ <2b/m bap (T1) d$+b/m v 7224 (F1) da
+ Ce(Ro+ab(to—t)—wo)/L (4.56)

Integrating (4.56) on (t1,t2), we obtain that (4.54) holds. Letting u(z,t) = m(—x,—t) and p, =
—p(—t), substituting u(z,t) into (4.54)), we have

/ M= (2, —to )b, (= + p(—ta) + 4b(ts — 1) + 70) dar

< /mi(m, —t)0r (—x 4 p(—t1) + x) da + e/ L,
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which implies that
[ bt o= plta) - o) do
< /m_}?(a 1)UL (@ — p(t1) + 4b(ty — ty) — 20) da 4 e~/ (4.57)

since ¢Yr(—z) = 1 —¢r(z) and t, = —t; >t} = —t9. This completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 4.8. Fixing L > 4, there exists a positive number € such that

fa

for all Ag > 0,t>0 and zg > 0.

o=

(x4 p*(t),t)dz <, (4.58)

Proof. Suppose that 77 € N and t € R are given such that t; > t, +t. We start by employing the
monotonicity property (4.54) in Lemma to obtain that

[ ta)n (o= 0 6) + 40t — (10 +8) + 20)
< /mi (z,tn + ) UL, (z — p (tn + 1) + m0) da + e~/ E. (4.59)
Moreover, relying on and in Lemma [4.4] it is inferred that
m (2t + 8) /v (& = p (tn +1) + 20)
— m*(z,7) \/¢L (z — p* (£) +x0) in L?, (4.60)
as n — oo. There exists fip € N such that

/mi (x,tn—i-f)lbL (:C—p(tn—i-ﬂ —i—wo) dz

< /(m*)—i(x, D (2 — p* (B) + wo) da +e0/E, (4.61)
for n > fg. It follows from ([£.59) and ) that
/m b ZZ)L(ﬂC— (tn) +4b (tp — (tn +1)) + 20) dz
< /(m*) 5 (2, D), (z — p* (F) + 20) da + e 0/E, (4.62)
In addition, it transpires from in Lemma [4.2] that

/m_ll: (x4 p(ta),ta) ¥r ($+4b(tﬁ— (tn+f)) +l‘0) dz — 0,

as n — o0o. Then, we have

/m_ll; (z+ p1(ta),ta) YL (x + 4b (tﬁ — (tn + ﬂ) + :1:0) dx = —e~wo/L (4.63)
We derive from f that
/(m*)i(%t) (—¢r (z — p* (t) + 20)) da S e~/ T, (4.64)

In addition, invoking (4.57)), we have

/m b (x,ta)Yrn (x — p(ta) — x0) dx
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S/m‘i (2ytn +8) Y1 (= p (tn + ) — 4b (ta — (tn + 1)) — x0) dz + e~ ™0/,

(4.65)
Similarly, (4.28)) and (4.29) in Lemma ensure that
m (,t3) Vo (= p (ta) — o) = mg\/¢r (z — x9) i L*(R) (4.66)
and
m (2, tn + 1) \/wL (x—p(tn+1) —4b (tq — (tn +1)) —20) =0, (4.67)

as n — oco. It is deduced from (4.65)—(4.67)) that
/ (m§) ™ Yr (v — o) dw S e~ 0/%,

which together with yields that
[ ) o= w0) = () o = 7 1)+ 50) do
= /(mg)i Y (x — xo) do — /(m*)_é dx + /(m*)_

Therefore, we have

S

(1= tp (o —p" () +20)) do.  (4.68)

/(m*)_}?(l‘ +p"(t),t) (1 —vYr (x4 x0)) do < Ce /L, (4.69)
where C' is a positive constant depending on Fy(mf) < oo. The proof of (4.58) is finished since
1 —9Yr(x+ x0) > % for x < —zg. This completes the proof of Lemma O

We are now in the position to prove the asymptotic stability result.

Proof of Theorem[I.]. For any sequence {t,}, there exist a subsequence {t,,} with ¢,, — oo and
mg € Z(R) such that
m(- + p(tn,), tn,) = my in H'(R). (4.70)

Thus, the solution m*(-,t) of (L.1) with m*(-,0) = m{ satisfying (4.4), (4.50), (4.58) and one also has
p*(0) = 0. It follows from (4.50)), (4.58)) and Theorem [1.2| that there exists » € R such that

m(z,t) =~vQ(x —r). (4.71)

By using the uniqueness of the decomposition in Lemma we obtain that » = p*(0) = 0. Hence,

we deduce from ([(£.70) and ([@.71)) that m(- + p(tn, ), tn,) — 7Q weakly converges to 0 in H(R) as
k — oo. This convergence result holds true for any time sequence {t¢,} with ¢, — oo, which yields
that

m(-+ p(t),t) o 7Q in HY(R). (4.72)

Now, there remains to prove ((1.20)). Integrating (3.11]) on [t1,¢2], we obtain that
1
/ <m_llr + b2m_flﬂ_2m§> (z,t2)rp (x — p(t1) +4b(ty — t1) — x0) dz

1
< / <m_b + me_é_2m§> (z,t1)r, (z — p(ty) — x) da + Ke @0/, (4.73)

-

for all zg > 0, to > t;. We also note that the decomposition e2(z,t) = m?(x,t) — 2ye(z,t)Q(x —

p(t)) = ¥?Q*(w — p(t)) and (Ope)*(x,t) = mi(w,t) — 2ve4(2,)Q (x — p(t)) — ¥*Q*(z — p(t)). In
addition, relying on (3.4), the orthogonality condition in (3.3)) and the properties of @ and v, we
have

’/ (e(z + p(t),1)Q + ez + p(t),1)Q") Yr(z — o) dz| e/, (4.74)
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Therefore, we deduce from (3.4)), (4.72) and (4.73|)—(4.74) that

lim sup/ (% + (9:6)?) (z, t2)¥r (x — p(t1) + 4b(ts — t1) — z0) dz < e~2o/L (4.75)

t—ro0
where —1/b — 2 < 0 for b < —1. We define 8t := p(t1) — 4b(t — t1) + o for 0 < t; < t and t — oo as
t; — 0o. Thus, by using (4.75)), we have

s [ (£ 4+ 0.0)%) (2o — 1) e 5 e/,

t—00

and the proof of ([1.20]) is concluded. This completes the proof of asymptotic result in Theorem
L1l O

5. APPENDIX

Proof of the operator B(Q)L and LB(Q). Recalling that

oo () - 252)

B = — (bmdy +my) (0 — 02) " (bmdy + (b — 1)my) ,
we get that

2k 2k
Lo = 2 (0z(avg) + b(b+ 1)aw) := b—QL'v,
B(Q) = — (bQ0y + Q) (0 — 03) " (bQ0, + (b—1)Q')..
A direct calculation then gives
(6Q0: + (b= 1)Q') Lo =bQ ™+ 1 = 3(b+ 1)Q 0 Q0w + b(3V” +6b+ 2)Q 0 Iy
b(2b 4+ 1)(b+ 3)

bbb+ 1)(b+2)Q v 2Qv — o 00
- _ _ 53 -1-1 b —b?
b (9, — %) (Q ; v) + O,
which leads to
B(Q)Lv = —FSB(Q)ZU —2kQ 5 1Q'v — 2kQ " B,v
+b(b—1)Q8sh + (b—1)Q'h, (5.1)
where h := (1 — §2)~!v. We deduce from
, 2k i n
that
ﬁB(Q)Ev = —bg'v — qO,v — bQOh — Q'h

=0, (q02h + (b—1)¢'0;h — (b+ 1)gh + ¢"h) .
Next, we compute the operator LB(Q). In view of the definition of B(Q), one defines that
f= (00 = 02)7" (bQ0w + (b= 1)Qw) = (2 = 9) 'V,
which indicates that B(Q)v = —bQ0,. f — Q' f. In addition, a straightforward computation shows that

8@ = Q0. (B@Qw) + @ F 202 (BQ)v) + b+ QT BQ),

0z (B(Q)v) = —anif ~(b+1)Qf-Q"f, and
02 (B(Q)v) = —bQISf — (2b+ 1)QIof — (b+2)Q"0.f — Q"' f,
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which transpires from the fact

143
Q" =120 - b(3b+1)Q%+27 Q)2 = b? (QQ— Qv )7

2k k
that
A —1 143 - b - bg
LBQv=—bQ v  0,f+bQ v "0pf + O f
1 1 b2 - b
:bQigil (V - aa:f) + bQigilaa:f + ok 8xf
. 1 4 b2 — b3  a2v—1
=bQ vV + o (1-07)"V.
It then follows that
2k ~ 2k(1 —
LB(Q)v = —bl;w(cg)u = 2%kQ 0, + MQ—%—lQ’U
+(b—1)(1—02) 7 (bQ0yv + (b— 1)Q"v). (5.2)
This completes the proof. ]

Proof of (3.12)). We compute from (1.1]) that
d 1
dt/mll»@Z)L(a:l)dx:— b/mll»lmt¢L(I1)dx+4b/m1171//L(x1)d:1c
:/m_iuwi(xl)da:—i—Q/m_llvuﬂ/JL(xl)da:—|—4b/m_11>w’L(a:1)dx. (5.3)

In a similar way, we also have that

2b+1
2 dt/m b 2m2ep (zy) do = — ——— + /m b3 mym2ap (x1) de + — /m b2 mymagiby (1) da

v / -yt () de = B+ Ak [ moE g )

where
Ay :2bb_?‘>_1/m_‘17_3miu¢L(Jfl)d$+ 2bbj2L1/m_ll’_2m§Ua:¢L($1)d$, (5.4)
and
Ay — (b+1) /m—i m2ugtyr (1) do — = /m 5P mamaguty (1) da
—/mb “mmg g, (1) de. (5:5)

Gathering (5.4) and (5.5), we get that
1 1 _1
02 dt/m b 2m2er (21) =2 /m b 2m qu(ml)dx—Z/m bugthr () da

1b/m b+11/) (x1) x—2/m bm/JL(xl) . (5.6)
Hence, combining (5.3]) with (5.6)), this completes the proof of (3.12] - O
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