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CONCENTRATION AND FLUCTUATIONS OF SINE-GORDON MEASURE

AROUND TOPOLOGICAL MULTI-SOLITON MANIFOLD

KIHOON SEONG, HAO SHEN, AND PHILIPPE SOSOE

ABSTRACT. We study the sine-Gordon measure defined on each homotopy class. The energy
space decomposes into infinitely many such classes indexed by the topological degree @ € Z.
Even though the sine-Gordon action admits no minimizer in homotopy classes with |Q| > 2,
we prove that the Gibbs measure on each class nevertheless concentrates and exhibits Orn-
stein—Uhlenbeck fluctuations near the multi-soliton manifold in the joint low-temperature and
infinite-volume limit. Furthermore, we show that the joint distribution of the multi-soliton cen-
ters coincides with the ordered statistics of independent uniform random variables, so that each
soliton’s location follows a Beta distribution.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivations and implications of the main results. The sine-Gordon model plays a
central role as a fundamental example of a nonlinear scalar field theory admitting topological
solitons. In this paper, we specifically study the massless sine-Gordon field theory, with action

E(¢) = ;/R\8$¢\2dm+/R(l—cosqﬁ)dx. (1.1)

This field theory allows the energy space to be classified into infinitely many disjoint homo-
topy classes according to the topological invariant ), defined in (1.2]). For any finite-energy
configuration E(¢) < oo, the field must satisfy
¢(00) := lim ¢(z) € 27Z, ¢(—o0) := lim ¢(z) € 27Z.
Tr—00 T—r—00
These boundary conditions imply that the map z — €'?(®) winds around the target circle an

integer number of times as x runs from —oo to oco. This integer () defines the topological
degree/charge or winding number
1
Q= 5_(¢(c0) = ¢(=00)) € Z. (1.2)

According to the winding number ), the energy space C decomposes into disjoint connected
components, referred to as homotopy classes or topological sectors Cg

C:={¢ € Hjy(R) : E(¢) < oo} = | | Co,
Qez

where
Co = {6 € C: (¢(o0) — $(—o00))/27 = Q. (1.3)

Within each sector Cq, fields can be continuously deformed into one another. However, a con-
figuration in Cg cannot be continuously deformed into a configuration in Cgo when @ # Q'
Therefore, when studying the minimization problem for the energy functional E(¢), we fix a
topological sector Cg and consider

Jnf B(9)

The following facts are well known:
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(i) @ =0 (vacuum sector): the minimizers are the vacuum states
o(x) =27k, ke

(ii) |@Q| =1 (kink/antikink sector): the minimizers are the kinks when @ = 1 and the anti-
kinks when (Q = —1, unique up to translation symmetry

{m(- —&}eer and {m~(- — ) }feer,
where
m(x) = 4arctan(e”) and m™ (z) = 4arctan(e” ).

Thus, the family of minimizers forms a one-dimensional soliton manifold. These topo-
logical solitons, kinks and antikinks, interpolate between the vacua 0 and 2.

(iii) |@] > 2 (higher-charge sectors): no minimizer exists. For higher charge, the lack of
compactness prevents existence of a minimizer.

Although the higher-charge sectors || > 2 admit no minimizer, we nevertheless study, for each
Q@ € Z, the concentration and fluctuation behavior of the Gibbs measur p? on the homotopy
class Cg

L. L.
o) =2 e { = L [ (- eosotenir - o [ Cjoopary T dota)

_LE Ie[*LsyLE]

in the joint low-temperature ¢ — 0 and infinite-volume L. — oo limits. For the precise definition

of the Gibbs measure paQ on each homotopy class Cg, see the next subsection.

We first state our main results in a somewhat informal manner; see Theorems and
for the precise statements. In the following, we only consider the nontrivial topological sector
Q # 0, where solitons appear.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q € Z with Q # 0.

1) Under the ensemble p& with Q > 0, the field ¢ exhibits the typical behavior
(1) p yp
Q 1
o(z) = Z m(x — ;) + €2 - Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
j=1

with

min [¢; — &| > |log \/elog 1| — oo
7]

as e — 0 and L, — oco. When Q < 0 the soliton m is replaced by m™.

(2) Ase — 0, the joint distribution of the centers (&1,...,¢|q|) is the ordered statistics of
|Q| independent uniform random variables. In particular, each marginal §(;) has a Beta
distribution. Consequently, the expected position and the expected gap are

2L.j 2L
E[¢;)] ~ —Le + Wa E[¢;) — G- = W,
where §(;) denotes the j-th ordered center in increasing rearrangement §qy < -+ < §(q|)-

Here Z. denotes partition functions that may differ from line to line.
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The main results have the following implications:

(i) The main theorem provides the first result on the concentration and fluctuation behavior
of Gibbs measures around multi-solitons Z?:l m(- — &;), rather than a single soliton.
In particular, our result shows that even though the higher-charge sector Cq, |Q| > 2,
does not contain minimizers of the action on R, the Gibbs measure over Cgq still exhibits
concentration and fluctuation around multi-soliton configurations.

(ii) At leading order, typical configurations under the Gibbs ensemble consist of exactly |Q|

solitons whose mutual separations are of order ‘ log 4 /elog%‘. Consequently, configura-
tions in which the solitons collide are unlikely, and the solitons behave as effectively
non-interacting objects.

(iii) Our base measure is the Brownian bridge without a mass term, which lacks cor-
relation decay, whereas the fluctuation measure is the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck measure,
exhibiting strong correlation decay. This contrast is rather striking, since in many quan-
tum field and statistical physics models, the fluctuations are typically governed by the
underlying base field, rather than having a completely different covariance structure.

(iv) The expected soliton centers &1, . .., §|g| are evenly spaced, dividing the interval [—Le, L¢]

into |@| + 1 equal parts of length | 5|Lj1 Furthermore, each individual center {; exhibits

a Beta-type fluctuation around its expected position.

6t

4

2rt

&=-5 £-10 £=20

X

FIGURE 1. a multi-soliton 3% m(- — &) with Q = 3 and (&1,&,&) = (—5,10,20)

The remarkable point is that in previous works (see Subsections|1.3.2]|1.3.3}1.3.4} and|1.3.5)), the
behavior of Gibbs measures was mainly studied around a single soliton, and most of the analysis

in those works focused primarily on the concentration of the measure. On the other hand, our
result is the first study of the Gibbs measure around multi-soliton configurations, involving not
only concentration but also a central limit theorem behavior around the multi-soliton manifold.
Furthermore, we provide a concrete description of the soliton locations and gaps.

Moreover, the geometry of the multi-soliton manifold {Z?Zl m(- —&;) : & € R} is a central
object of interest in this work. In contrast to the single-soliton manifold {m(- — &) : £ € R}, the
multi-soliton manifold fails to be differentiable and becomes merely a topological manifold when
solitons collide, that is, when |& — §;| < 1. As a result, fundamental geometric objects such as
tangent and normal vectors are no longer well defined in the collision regime. This geometric
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degeneracy requires a careful analysis and a delicate decomposition of the multi-soliton manifold.
See Remark [4.11

We finally remark that, unlike in the one-dimensional setting where topological solitons are
well understood (see Subsection , the situation in two dimensions is quite different. The
sine-Gordon equation in 2D also admits soliton-like solutions, often called kink walls, obtained by
extending the one-dimensional kink uniformly in another spatial direction. These configurations
solve the equation but necessarily have infinite energy, and thus are not finite-energy solitons in
the usual sense. To the best of our knowledge, such infinite-energy kink-wall solutions are far less
understood and have not been studied as systematically as their one-dimensional counterparts.

1.2. Main results. In this subsection, we present the three main theorems, [1.2] 1.4 and [I.6]
Before stating the theorems, we first study Gibbs measures corresponding to each topological
degree Q € Z.

Based on the definition of the topological degree @ in (1.2), when ¢(o0) = 27nt and ¢(—o0) =
2mn~, with n*,n~ € Z, the homotopy class Cq depends only on the difference

Q:n+_n—7

not on the individual values of ny and n_. Therefore, when describing each sector Cp with
Q > 0, we fix a representative in the equivalence class by choosing the left boundary value
¢(—L:) = 0 as the base point, so that ¢(L.) = 27(Q), where L. — oo. A similar convention
applies for ) < 0 by reversing the orientation. By symmetry, we only consider the case () > 0
throughout the paper, unless specified otherwise.

We now introduce the base measure, namely the Brownian bridge,

1 1 [k
w20is) = gow{ = - [ “ipeofar} T dotw) (1.4)

x€[—Le,Le]

which is the Gaussian measure conditioned on ¢(—L.) = 0 and ¢(L.) = 2nQ). This Gaussian
measure describes fluctuations around the affine line connecting the boundary values 0 and
27(). See Subsection This choice of base measure pins down a representative within the
equivalence class Cg and yields a unique Brownian bridge measure ,qu .

For each topological degree @ € Z, we now define the Gibbs measure, using the Brownian bridge

p2(d0) = 77 exp { — / B

—L.

(1~ cos ¢(a))da b (do). (1.5)

In the following, any field ¢ distributed according to the Gibbs measure pEQ is viewed as a

function on R, extended trivially by 0 and 27|Q| outside the interval [—L., L.]. We now state,
for each ) € Z, how the Gibbs measure ng, associated with the homotopy class Cg, concentrates
around the multi-soliton manifold.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q) € Z with @Q # 0, and L. = e~ with n > 0 arbitrarily small but fized.

(i) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any § >0
lim sup ¢ log p?({dist(¢,MQ) > 0}) < —cd?, (1.6)
e—0
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where dist denotes the L?(R)-distance and the multi-soliton mam’folcﬂ is defined as

Q
Mo={Ym(~&):—o<ti< <fg<m} Q>0 (1.7)

j=1
For Q < 0, we define the corresponding multi-soliton manifold with anti-kinks.

(ii) There exists ¢ > 0 such that

lim sup ¢ log p?({dist(¢,/\/léd) <6) < —ce™, (1.8)
e—0
forany § >0,d>0 satz'sfyz'n ie*d > 0, where the collison manifold Méd, Q >0, is

defined as

M ::{jlm(-—fj):—oo<fl <+ <o <00 and minlg — ¢ <d}. (1.9)

For @ < 0, we define the corresponding manifold with anti-kinks.

The first part of Theorem shows that when a field ¢ is far from the multi-soliton manifold
Mg, the event is exponentially unlikely with rate §2. In particular, the manifold consists of
exactly |@| solitons, without any mixture of kinks and anti-kinks. Furthermore, the second part
shows that although a field ¢ is close to the multi-soliton manifold, when the solitons collide so

that min;; |§; — &;| < d, the collision region becomes a large-deviation event. From (|1.6)), (L.8]),

and the condition ie‘d > J, we may choose the distance and collision scales as 6. = 74 /5logé

and d. = ! log 4 /510g%’. With these choices, we obtain

pQ ({dist(¢, Mg) > 6.}) < e clo8=

P2 ({dist(p, M5*) < 6.}) < e 7

for some ¢ > 0 as € — 0. An interesting fact is that we identify the collision scale ‘ log 4/elog %}
that determines the typical behavior of solitons. Hence, most of the probability mass is concen-
trated in the well-separated (non-collision) region

{dist(p, M5™) < 4.},

where the non-collision manifold M%ds is defined as

Q
M3 ::{Zm(-—fj):—oo<§1 <. <€ < oo and Ig?|gi—gjyzdg}.
=1

2The multi-soliton profile m(- — & )+ --+m(- — &) is invariant under permutation of the labels i = 1,...,|Q|.
Fach unordered configuration corresponds to Q! identical ordered configurations. Because of the indistinguishable
nature, we work with the ordered set.

3Later, we prove that the collision manifold ./\/léd is an unlikely event. Therefore, when the field ¢ is sufficiently
close to M5%, in the sense that ;—Ce_d > 4, we obtain the same result. See Lemmas and



SINE-GORDON MEASURE AND MULTI-SOLITONS 7

In the proof of Theorem the key aspect is to understand how the solitons interact with each

other on the collision scale d. = ‘ log +/elog %}, and how the energy behaves even though these
configurations are not minimizers.

Remark 1.3. In Theorem there is a competition between the vanishing energy scale ¢ — 0
1
and the entropic effects arising from the growing interval L. = ¢~ 217 — co. Under our method,
1
the interval size L. = e~ 27" is optimal. See Remark for an explanation of this scaling.

As a consequence of Theorem under the measure pEQ, the leading-order behavior is described
by Z?:l m(-—§;) with almost no collision min;; [ —&;| > |log 4/ log %\ — 00. In the following
theorem, we investigate the next-order fluctuation behavior around the multi-solitons. To state
our next theorem, we first introduce 7€, the projection onto the (approximating)ﬂ multi-soliton
manifold M2(1+n)da defined in (4.15)), where the measure p€ concentrates (see Remarks

and (6.39)).

Theorem 1.4. Let Q € Z with Q # 0, L. = 5_%‘”7, and let I be a bounded and continuous
function. Then

lim, [ P (6= m@)(ds) = [ Plolnovlds)
where poy is the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck measure

pou(de) = 27 exp { — £ (6. (= + 1)6) ) | [] dot).

2
zeR

The fluctuations described in Theorem [I.4] exhibit behavior that is different from the classical
result of Ellis-Rosen [19, Theorem 4], where Ellis-Rosen studied the central limit theorem for
general Gibbs measures in the low—temperature limit. In the usual low-temperature setting
e — 0, the fluctuation behavior is determined by the second variation V?E of the energy
evaluated at the minimizers. In contrast, Theorem concerns a joint limit in which € — 0 and
L. — oo simultaneously. This introduces a competition between energy and entropic effects,
leading to a fluctuation behavior that differs markedly from that of Ellis-Rosen [19, Theorem
4]. Furthermore, in our case, the energy F does not possess minimizers in the homotopy classes
with |@| > 2. Consequently, the second—variation approach used in Ellis—Rosen [19, Theorem 4]
cannot be applied here.

To prove Theorem although a minimizer does not exist when |@Q| > 2, we analyze the second
variation of the energy at the multi-soliton configuration mg, ¢, = Z?:l m(-—&;)

VQE(m&w--,&Q) = cos(me, ...¢q)

under the separation scale min;.; & — &;| > |10g \/slog%’ (see also (5.1))). It allows to study
the Gaussian measure exp { — 3(V?E (mg,,....e0)0,v) } Whose covariance structure (Lemma [9.3)

4Since we work on the finite volume [ L, Lc], we need to define an approximating multi-soliton profile
ZJQ:l mf(- — &;) so that the entire transition from 0 to 27Q occurs inside this interval. As ¢ — 0, m®(- — &;)
becomes a more and more precise approximation of the topological soliton m(- — &;) on R (see (4.3))
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and correlation decay (Proposition [8.3]) are crucial ingredients in the proof of the central limit
theorem.

In particular, the spectral analysis of V2E (me,.....e0) 1s closely linked to an understanding of the
geometry of the multi-soliton manifold Mg through quadratic forms such as

<V2E(m§1,-~~7EQ)U7U>7

where v is taken in either the tangential or the normal direction to the manifold M. As discussed
in Remark the multi-soliton manifold Mg and, in particular, the collision manifold Méd
fail to be differentiable and are only a topological manifold. This lack of smooth geometric
structure prevents the use of standard tools such as tangent and normal decompositions, which
are essential for performing a second-order expansion and identifying Gaussian fluctuations in
Ellis—Rosen [19, Theorem 4]. To overcome this issue, by proving the large-deviation theorem
we exclude the collision manifold Méd. On the resulting non-collision manifold Mgd, the
manifold is smooth and admits well-defined tangent and normal directions. This allows us to
carry out a geometric decomposition for studying V2E (Mey,...e0)-

Remark 1.5. In Theorem the restriction L. = £~ 27 follows from Theorem If one
could enlarge the admissible range of L. in Theorem [T.2] then the fluctuation result in Theorem
continues to hold on a much larger scale.

We now state the final theorem. The infinite separation condition |; — ;| — oo implies that the
interactions between solitons are negligible. However, it does not provide any information about
the locations of the solitons. In the following, we analyze the joint and marginal distribution of
the soliton locations (£1,. .., ), which describes their expected positions and the gaps.

Before stating the final theorem, we first present some preliminaries. Under the coordinate
representation®| ¢ = Z]Q:l me(- — &) + v, where ||v||f2 < 9§, defined in (4.15)), we consider the
projection 71 (¢) = (£1,...,&q) onto the coordinate variables, whereﬁ —Lc <& <<€y < L.

Furthermore, we define the (marginal) tangential projection 7TJT((Z)) = ¢;, where §; denotes the

J-th ordered center in the increasing rearrangement §; < --- < {g.
Theorem 1.6. Let Q € Z with Q #0, L. ~ L. = g2t

(i) The joint distribution of the centers (§1,...,§q|) is given by the ordered statistics of |Q|
independent uniform random variables on [—L., L]
[ AN{—L. <& <+ <§g < L}
{—Le <& < < g < Le}|

ase — 0, where AC{-L. <& <--- < &o < Lc} is a measurable subset.

p2{nl(9) € A} = (1+0(")

SThanks to the large deviation results in Theorem we can write the field ¢ as a multi—soliton configuration
plus a small perturbation.

6when working on the finite volume [—L., L], we need to define an approximating multi-soliton profile
Z?:1 mf(- — &;) so that the entire transition from 0 to 2wQ occurs inside this interval. For this reason, we
introduce a slightly smaller interval, denoted by L. ~ L., on which the translation & € [—fg,fs] modes are
defined (see (4.2)).
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(ii) The marginal distribution, that is, each center &;, has a Beta-shaped fluctuation
P10 e By = [ f@ide- (1+0(E"))

as € — 0, where B C [~ L., L] is a measurable subset and

QI (w4 Loy (L. — )@l
L)@ G—1!  (Q[—j)

, —L. <z < Le..

fi(x) =

(iii) The expected location of each soliton is given by

_ 2L.j
E o [W;r(@] = <—La+ 0] —|—j1

)+ (1+0(").

£

In Theorem we obtain explicit formulas for the joint and marginal distributions, thereby
describing quantitatively how the solitons are arranged over the entire interval. In particular,
Theorem [1.6/shows that the expected centers £; are evenly spaced, dividing the interval [— L., L]
into |Q| + 1 equal parts, each of length y&%

Notice that, in contrast with the soliton resolution result of Chen-Liu-Lu [14, Theorem 1.1],
which describes the asymptotic decomposition of solutions under deterministic dynamics, our
results are probabilistic in nature. Under the Gibbs measure, we identify the typical locations
of individual solitons and precisely characterize the gaps between neighboring solitons.

1.3. Related literature.

1.3.1. Sine-Gordon field theory. McKean-Vaninsky [32] studied the construction of the
one—dimensional sine Gordon measure. More recently, Lacoin-Rhodes—Vargas [27] studied the
one—dimensional sine-Gordon measure with a log—correlated base field in the full subcritical
regime on a bounded domain.

From the PDE perspective, the one-dimensional sine-Gordon equation and its soliton solutions
have been widely studied in recent years. In particular, the asymptotic stability and long—time be-
havior of soliton solutions have attracted considerable attention. We refer to the works of McKean
[30], Lithrmann—Schlag [28], Alejo-Munoz-Palacios [I], Chen-Liu-Lu [I4], and Chen-Lithrmann
[15].

The two-dimensional sine-Gordon theory has connections to various problems in statistical
physics, such as the Coulomb gas and the XY model. We refer to [211, [10] 18] [4, [5 B, 23] for the
study of the 2D sine-Gordon measures and to [25] [I1], 9] for the two-dimensional sine-Gordon
equation with stochastic forcing. In two dimensions, the sine-Gordon equation also admits
soliton-like solutions, often called kink walls, obtained by extending the one-dimensional kink
uniformly in another spatial direction. Although these configurations solve the 2D sine—-Gordon
equation, they necessarily have infinite energy and hence fall outside the standard class of finite-
energy solitons (see [29, Chapter 5.4]). To the best of our knowledge, these infinite-energy kink-
wall solutions are considerably less explored and have not been developed to the same extent as
their one-dimensional counterparts.
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1.3.2. Continuum focusing NLS Gibbs measure and single-soliton manifold. The behavior of
(invariant) Gibbs measures around a single soliton manifold has been studied for the focusing
nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation. For the continuum focusing NLS Gibbs measure, McKean
[31] initiated the study of the infinite-volume limit. Later, Rider [35] and Tolomeo-Weber [3§]
proved that, on the 1D torus, the measure concentrates around the single-soliton manifold in
the infinite-volume limit. In particular, Tolomeo-Weber [38] identified a critical regime for the
strength of the coupling: either the measure strongly concentrates around the single-soliton
manifold, or the limiting measure reduces to the underlying Gaussian field. Recently, in [36], the
first and third authors proved a central limit theorem for the Gibbs measure around a single-
soliton manifold. In this paper we establish the corresponding result for multi-soliton manifolds
in the sine-Gordon setting. The two situations exhibit different fluctuation behavior: For the
focusing NLS Gibbs measure, the fluctuations are white noise near a single soliton, but in the
sine-Gordon case studied here, the system exhibits Ornstein—Uhlenbeck fluctuations near the
multi-soliton manifold.

1.3.3. Discrete focusing NLS Gibbs measure and single-soliton manifold. The discretized fo-
cusing Gibbs measure and the nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation on a lattice have been
studied. When d > 3, Chatterjee—Kirkpatrick [12] initiated the study of the discretized focusing
NLS Gibbs measure, identified a critical temperature, and showed that below this threshold
the system exhibits striking single-soliton—like behavior. In [I3] Chatterjee used microcanoni-
cal invariant measures and showed that a typical function in the ensemble decomposes into a
“visible” part, which is close to a single soliton, and an “invisible” part that is small in the
L*> norm. Notice that, in particular, regarding the reason why a single-soliton profile appears,
Chatterjee mentioned in [I3] that “ whereas multisoliton solutions eventually merge into a sin-
gle soliton on the finite discrete torus considered in Theorem 1”. In contrast to that situation,
in our sine—Gordon model, the boundary conditions imposed by a fixed homotopy class
enforce the presence of multiple solitons, and therefore prevent the multi-soliton configuration
from collapsing into a single soliton. Again, as emphasized above, to the best of our knowledge,
our results are the first study of the concentration and fluctuations of Gibbs measures around
multi-soliton manifold. In particular, a crucial aspect is to understand how solitons interact with

each other on the collision scale ‘ log 4 /elog%

though such configurations are not minimizers.

, and how the energy behaves at this scale, even

Regarding the phase transition of the discrete focusing NLS Gibbs measure, in [I7], for
d > 3, Dey-Kirkpatrick-Krishnan identified a phase transition, analogous to the one found by
Tolomeo—Weber [38], on the lattice. Using two parameters, temperature and the strength of the
nonlinearity, they proved the existence of a continuous phase transition curve that divides the
parameter plane into two regions, the appearance or non-appearance of (single) solitons. In the
recent work [20], Krishnan and Ray further investigated the model using the two parameters.
They proved that the three regions in the phase diagram lead to three distinct limits. A natural
question is whether the discrete (or even continuous) sine-Gordon model, in one dimension or
higher, also exhibits a phase transition depending on the temperature and the strength of the
coupling constant.

1.3.4. Gibbs measure for stochastic Allen—Cahn equation and single-soliton manifold. For the
(invariant) Gibbs measure of the stochastic one-dimensional Allen-Cahn equation, Weber [40]
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proved that, in a joint low-temperature and infinite-volume limit, the measure concentrates on
the single soliton manifold. Subsequently, Otto—Weber—Westdickenberg [34] studied the same
limits, with ¢ — 0 and L. — oo, but identified the optimal scaling of the interval length
L. by analyzing the competition between energy ¢ — 0 and entropy L. — oo. Under this
optimal scaling, they again observed concentration of the measure around the single soliton
manifold. Recently, Bertini-Butta-Di Gesu [6] showed that, beyond the optimal length of the
interval L., the measure no longer concentrates, and the interfaces (the soliton centers &;)
become asymptotically distributed according to a Poisson point process. It would be interesting
to investigate the optimal length scale for which Theorems and remain valid, and
to understand what kinds of behavior occur beyond this optimal scale.

1.3.5. Gibbs measure and topological solitons. We refer to the work of Bringmann [8] on topo-
logical solitons and Gibbs measures. Bringmann recently studied exterior equivariant wave maps
with spatial domain R\ B(0,1), which admit topological solitons. In contrast to our setting,
where the high charge sector |Q] > 2 has no minimizer, the wave map system admits infinitely
many topological sectors, and each sector possesses a unique minimizer. In [§], Bringmann con-
structed the Gibbs measure on each homotopy class and proved the invariance of this measure
under the corresponding PDE flow. Notice that the measure considered by Bringmann [8 (1.10)]
takes a form similar to that of the sine—-Gordon measure considered here , , where the
base point is fixed, and the measure is defined on the fluctuation coordinate.

Finally, we remark that, as discussed by Manton—Sutcliffe [29], there exist many models admit-
ting infinitely many disjoint topological sectors, each supporting topological solitons, including
the Abelian Higgs, Ginzburg-Landau, and Yang—Mills models. It would be natural to investigate
whether the methods developed in this paper can be applied to study the concentration and
fluctuations of Gibbs measures in these settings. The present work may be viewed as a first step
toward such a program.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Throughout the paper, we fix L. = 5_%‘”7, where n > 0 is an arbitrarily small
but fixed number, and we denote by (-,-) the L? inner product on the interval [—L., L.]:
Le

(0, 0) == (D, V) r2(~L..1.]) = ; Ppdz,

where ¢ and v are real-valued functions. All LP-norms appearing below are understood to be
over the interval [—L., L.], and we suppress the domain from the notation for 1 < p < oo

Le

N6 = 160 -y = | 10Pdz, ol = Ilm(i-s.n0)

When we use LP-norms on the real line R, we explicitly write LP(R).

Regarding the topological degree @) € Z defined in (|1.2)), through the paper we mainly consider
the case @ > 0 When @ < 0, the same results follow by replacing the multi-soliton mg, . ¢ =

me, + -+ + mg, , consisting of kinks, with Mg, g = Mg + -+ mg,, consisting of anti-kinks.
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Let Aq,..., A be measurable sets. We use the notation
k
E[F(0). Ar.... A =E[F<¢>H1Aj}
j=1

where E stands for the expectation with respect to the probability distribution of ¢ under
consideration.

We use ¢ > 0 to denote an unimportant positive constant whose value may change from line to
line. We write A < B to indicate an estimate of the form A < CB for some C' > 0. We also
write A ~ B to denote A < B and B < A and use A < B when we have A < (B for some small
¢ > 0. We may include subscripts to show dependence on external parameters; for example,
A <, B means A < C(p)B, where the constant C(p) depends on a parameter p. In addition, we
use a— and a4+ to denote a — n and a + 7, respectively for arbitrarily small n > 0.

2.2. Brownian bridges and homotopy-class representatives. Recall that, in defining the
base Gaussian measure corresponding to the homotopy class Cg, we introduce the Gaussian
measure MEQ in (1.4), conditioned on ¢(—L.) = 0 and ¢(L.) = 2wQ. This measure is precisely

the law induced by the Brownian bridge Bg (21?5 Le)

T 7TQ
BS:(Z_SE,LE)(JZ) =T (z+ Le) + \/EB?’_O o), (2.1)

where B?’PLE L) is the mean zero Brownian bridge pinned at 0 at both ends —L., L., and its
covariance is given by

E[\/EB?PL&LE)@gﬁza?fLe’Ls)(m)} - 2%((901 + Lo)(Le — 22) A (w2 + Le) (Le — 71))  (2.2)

for all 1,29 € [~Le,Le]. In @.1), (9 (z) = %(:p + L.) is the affine function interpolating

between 0 and 27@Q). Thus, the fluctuations are of order /¢ around this straight line connecting

the boundary values. Recall that we interpret a field ¢ distributed according to u? as a function

on R, extended by 0 and 27Q outside [ L., L.]. Hence, the reference profile £?(z) = %(x +L.)
0,0

is extended by the same boundary values, while the fluctuation coordinate B(_ I L

by 0 outside [—Le, L¢]|.

) is extended

Let {e, }n>1 be the L2-orthonormal eigenfunctions of —92 on [~ L., L] with Dirichlet boundary
conditions

(2.3)

en(z) = \/1[75 sin (mr(x + LE))

2L,

2
for n € N. The corresponding eigenvalues are \, = (27%) . Then, for x € [—L., L.], the
Brownian bridge admits the Fourier series representation

= 2vL.g, . nm(x + L)
BO,2TrQ — mQ L eJn ( c ) 2.4
@) = et L)+ V2 ) =R (TR ), 24

where {gp }n>1 is a family of independent standard Gaussian random variables.
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2.3. Boué-Dupuis formula. In this subsection, we express Gaussian functional integrals with

respect to the Brownian bridge measure MQ Law (Bg’(zfci LE)) in (2.1) in terms of an optimal

control problem. We first define a centered Gaussian process at each scale ¢ € [0, 1] as follows

0= e

Z 2\/1?;571(75) sin (nﬂ(;';; Ls))’ (2.5)

n=1
where {B),},>1 is a sequence of independent Brownian motions. Then we have

p@ = Law (BO (27FQ5 Ls)) = Law ((%(:L‘ + Le) + VeY (1)).

Next, let H, denote the space of drifts, which consists of mean-zero progressively measurable
processes belonging to L2([0,1]; L?([~Le, L¢])), P-almost surely. We are now ready to state the
Boué-Dupuis variational formula [7, [39]; in particular, see Theorem 7 in [39]. See also Theorem
2 in [2).

Lemma 2.1. Let Q € Z and let € > 0. Suppose that F' is a measurable real-valued functional
such that E[|[F(Y (1))|P] < co and E[le PV M|9] < 0o for some 1 < p,q < oo with % —|—% =1
Then, we have

~logE o [e—FW’)} — inf E[F(EQJH/EY( ) + v20(1 / 16(t ||L2dt}

0cH,

where (9(x) = %(w + L) is the line connecting 0 and 27Q in (2.1)), and
t
oft) == / (—02)"20(s)ds. (2.6)
0

Here the expectation E = Ep is an expectation with respect to the underlying probability mea-
sure P.

In the following, we use the shorthand notations Y := Y (1) and © := O(1) for convenience.

In the large deviation estimates (Section @, we need moment estimates for Y (¢) and a pathwise
estimate for the drift term.

Lemma 2.2. Let Y (t) and O(t) be as in and (2.6)).
(i) For any t € [0,1], we have
L
€ 2
E[/L y\/éy(t)de] = §t~5L§, (2.7)

E[/_LL \\@Y(t)|dx] _ */f.g%LE (2.8)

(ii) The drift term O(t) has the regularity of the Cameron-Martin space, that is, for any 6 € H,,
we have

1
leq / IO) [yt = [ 1003y (2.9)

where O(t) = (V)~16(t).
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Proof. Part (ii) follows from Minkowski’s and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequalities. We first prove
(2.7). Since {en}n>1 is an L*-orthonormal basis of L*([—Le, Lc]), we have [len |2z 1) = 1
for all n > 1. This implies

E[/_LL |\@Y(t)|2d4 :E[/_ ’\[Z

n>1

1 2
=te(2L)* ) o 5t el?,

]—tsz/\

n>1

where we used \, = (Z"Tﬂ;)2 We now prove (2.8). From Y(t) = >_ -, Ejﬁ(t) o(z), (2.1), [2.4),
and (2.2, we have
(x + Le)(Le — x)

1 0,0 0,0
E[Y(t )" = Z,T IE[B(—Ls,Ls)(:")B( L)@ )} =t oL,
n>1

This implies that for every fixed ¢ and =, \/eY (t,z) ~ N (O,Et%) Recall that for a
centered Gaussian Z ~ N(0,02), E|Z| = 0\/%. Therefore,

E|\/§Y(t,x)|:\/z\/st(x+L€2)j,E€L€_x) \/\f; 72, (2.10)

Using (2.10)), we have
L 2
. t 7L 8
[ [ Wevon] = 22 [V = LT -
—L.

3. STRUCTURE OF MULTI-TOPOLOGICAL SOLITONS

In this section, we study the properties of topological solitons and their superpositions forming
multi-soliton configurations. The key points are to understand how solitons interact with each
other on the collision scale, and how the energy behaves even though these configurations are
not minimizers.

3.1. Topological solitons. In this subsection, we investigate the minimizers of the Hamiltonian

Jnf B(9)

within the homotopy class Cq for |Q| = 1, referred to as topological solitons. The topological
solitons, namely the kink (Q = 1) and anti-kink (@ = —1) centered at £ € R

me(x) = m(z — £) = 4arctan(e”%), mg (z) =m™(z —§) = 4arctan(e” (=)
are localized transition layers connecting the distinct vacua 0 and 2w, satisfying the Eu-
ler-Lagrange equation

—9%¢ +sing = 0.
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The kink represents an increasing transition from 0 to 27, whereas the anti-kink corresponds to
the decreasing transition from 27 to 0. These configurations {mg¢}ecr and {m; }¢cr minimize
the Hamiltonian within their respective topological sectors Cq

Exink = ¢lg<£ E(¢) = E(mg) =8, FEanti-kink = ¢i€%£1 E(¢) = E(m; ) =8.

In the following lemma, we show that each m¢(x) is exponentially close to a vacuum (0 or 27),
that is, nearly constant, when z is far from its center &.

Lemma 3.1. Let £ € R.

(i) When x> €,
2e 718 < |me(a) — 27| < de7EL 2em Il <y (2)] < 4el
uniformly in all centers & and all x € R.
(ii) When z <&,
2e~lP=¢l < Ime(x)| < ge~l7=El gt < Img (z) — 27| < e
uniformly in all centers & and all x € R.
(iii) We have
|Oeme ()] + |0Fme (z)| < 4e77E |0gmy ()] + |9Fme ()] < 4”177,

uniformly in all centers & and all x € R. The same holds with &-derivatives replaced by
x-derivatives.

Proof. The parts (i) and (ii) follow from direct computation using m¢(z) = 4 arctan(e®~¢) and
mg (z) = 4arctan(e~®=¢). The part (iii) follows from the fact that dgme(x) = —2sech(x — &),
and 8§2m5 (z) = 2tanh(z — &)sech(x — £) and direct computations. These derivatives are highly
localized profile around £ with an exponentially decaying tail. O

In the following lemma, we show that (1) translation is the only symmetry of the minimizer,
and (2) if a field ¢ € Cq is far away from the family of minimizers, then its energy is also far
away from the minimal energy.

Lemma 3.2. Let |Q| = 1.
(1) If G € Cq satisfies E(G) = infgec, E(¢), then there exists £ € R such that
Gxz)=m(z—¢) when@Q =1, G(z)=m (x—¢&) when Q= —1.
(2) Let dist(¢, My) = infeer [|¢ — mel[r2m) and dist(¢, M_1) = infeer [[¢ — m; || L2(w)-
There exists ¢ > 0 such that if ¢ € Cq satisfies
dist(¢, Mg) > 6 > 0,
then

(o) 2 ¢incf E(¢) + c- dist(¢, Mq)® 2 Bignk + ¢ - 6°.
cte
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Proof. The parts (1) and (2) follow from the concentration compactness argument together with
E(¢) = E(m¢) + (VE(mg), ¢ —me) 12w
+ 36— me, V2E(me) (6 — me)) 12z + O(16 — mellfage))

since VE(mg) = 0. For details, see, for example, [38, Lemma 2.4], [40, Proposition 2.2], and [20)}
Lemma 6.5]. O

3.2. Multi-topological solitons. Unlike the class Cg for |Q| = 1, it is well known that there is
no minimizer in the homotopy class Cg when |Q| > 2. In this subsection, we therefore investigate
the properties of superpositions of topological solitons under appropriate separation conditions,
which “almost” act as minimizers in this class (see Remark . Furthermore, we analyze how
the energy behaves when a field is far from the multi-soliton manifold (Lemma and when
solitons collide on the collision scale (Lemmas and .

First, we study the Bogomolny lower bound on the homotopy class Cq.
Lemma 3.3 (Bogomolny lower bound). Let Q € Z. For any ¢ € Cq,
E(¢) = Euink| Q| = 8/Q,

where Eyinx = E(m) = E(m™) = 8.
Proof. Note that

E(¢) = ;/R\ax¢|2da;+/R2sin2 %dm ZQ/Raggd)sin;b\dx

27|Q)|
22/Cf=/0 |sin(z/2)|dz = 8|Q)],

where fo is a line integral, C' is the curve in R going straight from 0 to 27Q, and f(z) =
|sin(z/2)] is a function along C'. In the second line we have replaced the parametrization ¢ of C
by the identity parametrization [0,27Q] — [0, 27Q] and used the independence of line integrals
on parametrizations. O

For & < -+ < &, where k = |@Q)|, define the superposition of topological solitons, that is, the
multi-soliton by

k k
Mgy = 2 (= &) =D mg.
i=1 j=1

In the following lemmas, we state the results only for the case ) > 0, by symmetry.

We first prove an elementary inequality: for n € (0, 1),

/ e~v=altlz=al gy — (14 |y — 2))e V=2 < Lon1--nly—2| (3.1)
R n
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The equality follows by observing that the integral between y and z is equal to |y — z|e‘|y—z‘,
and the integral outside is equal to e~1v=2l. For the inequality, we have

(14 |y —z))e v < (sup(l + 7’)6””") e~ (1=mly—=|
r>0

and the function (1 4 r)e~ """ reaches maximum at r = % -1

When the centers &1, . . ., &, are well separated, each kink me; contributes its own Fiyink, and the
overlap between kinks yields only exponentially small corrections, because each kink remains
nearly constant (0 or 27) outside its center §;. This is shown in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q € Z with |Q| = k. Then we have

k
E(me, .¢) = Z E(me;) + O (e~ eminiz; 1§41
j=1

as min;.; |§ — &j| — oo, where ¢ > 0 only depends on |Q)|.

Proof. The kinetic energy part is

/lﬁmgh &P = - Z/]@mg\dw—FZ/amg@mgdm

1<)
Z/ |, |Pdz + )~ O(e 541
1<J
by Lemma 3.1 m (iii) and ( .
We now study the potential energy part. Let U(z) = 1 — cos(z). One has
U(a+b) — Ula) \—\/ / U"(s + t)dsdi| < Jalb

and by induction in k one has
k k
U(Da) =D U(a)| £ X laillayl. (32)
j=1 j=1 i<y
Indeed, suppose that this holds for £ — 1. Then the left-hand side of is bounded by

‘U(f:aj)—U(lfaj)—U(ak)’—i-‘U(k'1 > aj) + Ular) Jzi:lU )|

and (3.2) follows by using the induction assumption.

Set aj = mg,;(7) — 2mlyse;. (Note that the shift 271,-¢, does not change the value of cos.) By
Lemma ( )(ii), |aj| < 4e~1#=%1 The desired bound follows upon integrating over x again by

B-1). O

Remark 3.5. According to the Bogomolny structure in Lemmas and by choosing a
minimizing sequence with infinite separation between centers, we can show that the minimal
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energy in each homotopy class Cq is

inf F(6) = Q| B

$eCo
This shows that the infimum of the energy in the topological sector C is attained asymptotically
by configurations consisting of @ kinks when @ > 0 or |@| anti-kinks when @ < 0, with infinite
mutual separation min;.; |§ — &;| — oo. However, the minimizing sequence has no convergent
subsequence due to the infinite separation, which cannot be realized in practice. This is one of
the reasons why there is no actual minimizer for |Q] > 2.
From Remark under the separation condition myg, ¢, is an almost minimizer on the homo-
topy class Cg (though it never attains the actual minimum). In the following lemma, we show
that the first variation operator is close to zero.

Lemma 3.6. Let Q € Z with |Q| = k. There exists 0 < n < 1 sufficiently small such that

v 67(1777)d
IVE(me,, &) lL2®) < C T o(mi
uniformly in &1, ..., &, where d := min;»; |& — &;| and cY = (ﬁe"‘l)l/QQ.

Proof. Note that
k
VE(m&w--ék)(x) = _8§m§17---7§k (z) + sin Mgy, & (z) = sin Mgy, & (z) — ZSin me; (z)
j=1

where we used VE(mg,) = —82me,+sinmg, = 0. Note that (3.2) again holds with U(z) = sin(z).
So

VE(me,...e)(@)] < D e loslemlonsl, (33)
1<J
Regarding the L? bound, note that by (3.1]),
/ -2 (a=€l+Ho-&1) gy < L gn-1,-201-n)l&i—¢;]
R 2n
for small n > 0. This implies
Lo1y1/2 —(1=n)|&i—¢;
”fow%hmﬁJHL%R)S(iﬁen )Y E:e (A=n)l&i=&l,
1<)
One could estimate ), ) by @2, but to be slightly sharper, we assume without loss of generality

that & < --- < &. Then there are Q — 1 terms of the form e~ (="I&—&i+1l and @ — 2 terms of
the form e~(1=MI&~&i+2l which can be written as e~ =MI&—&iral=(A=n)l&it1—Eiv2l ete. Thus

Q-1 —(1-n)d
L1172 —(1—n)kd I 1172 e~(1-n
HVEUn&wédﬂm@oﬁ(igw )Y g;“Q—kk (= S(an )/Ql_%ru_mw

O

The following lemma shows that if a field ¢ € Cg is far away from the multi-soliton manifold,
then its energy is also far away from the minimal energy.
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Lemma 3.7. Let Q € Z with Q > 2 and let § > 0. Then there exists ¢ > 0, depending only on
Q, such that if ¢ € Cqg with ¢(—o0) =0 and ¢(o0) = 27Q) satisfies

dist(¢, MP) := inf |l —me, _gllL2m) >0 >0, (3.4)
‘517"'7§Q€R
then
. 2 . 2
E(6) > jnf B(0)+e, nf [0-me, gl > inf B)+cs

Proof. Fix ¢ € Cg with ¢(—o00) =0 and ¢(c0) = 27Q. Define
to = —o00, tg=o00, t;=inf{z:¢(x)=2m5}
for 1 <7 <@ — 1. Then, define on each block 1 < j <@

¢(z) z € (tj-1,15)
qb](l‘) = 27r(j — 1) xr < tj_l (35)
2mg T > tj.

Since 277 extension does not change the energy, we have, for 1 < j < @,

E($;) :/j \8x¢|2da:+/j (1 — cos §)dz. (3.6)

tj—1 ti—1

Therefore, using (3.6)) and Lemma (2), we have

Q
=> E(¢; ZE i —2m(j — 1))

j=1 =

> Q) Bigute + cz inf (¢ — 27 — 1)) = mellF2qey (3.7)
j=1
In the following, we show that

inf ¢ —mg, . 7§k”L2 <CZ (3.8)

£1,,EQ€ER

where d; := infeer [|(¢j — 27(j — 1)) — me|L2(r)- By the definition of d;, for each j we can pick
§; € R so that

(6 = 2m(j = 1)) = me: |[72m) < d] +e (3.9)

for some small € > 0 (later we let ¢ — 0). Fix such a choice ({7, ..., &;) from now on. By the
definition of ¢;, one can easily check that for all x € R
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This, together with (3.9)), implies that

: _ Q-1 o _ _ . 2
o 0k Mo —me g lZam) <2 ZII 27 (j — 1)) — me: |72 (g

<2971 Z d3 +2971|Q)e.
j=1

Letting € — 0, we obtain . Combining (3.7)) and (3.8) yields
E(¢) > |Q| Eyink +C€ ig ¢ —me,,...e 72

2ty

Since infgec, E(¢) = |Q|Exink from Remark we obtain the desired result.

Remark 3.8. In Lemma [3.7] we obtain an energy gap estimate when the field is far from the
multi-soliton manifold M®. The main point is to quantify how much the energy exceeds the
minimal energy. Specifically, the energy is higher than the minimum by an amount of order §2

when dist(¢, M?) > 6.

0

Remark 3.9. In Lemma [3.7, when Q € Z is negative with @ < —2, the same result holds by
replacing the condition (3.4) with the multi-antikink manifold, as follows:

dlSt(¢7MQ) = lnf H¢ — . € HLQ (R) > o > 0

where mg o =m (- —=&)+ -+ m (=g

Recall from Remark that the minimal energy infyec, E(¢) is achieved in the limit of multi-
solitons with infinite separation, that is, when min,.; |§; — §;| — cc. In the following lemma, we
show that although a field ¢ may be close to the multi-soliton manifold dist(¢, M?) < 4§, if the
solitons are not well separated min;; |§; — ;| < d, then its energy remains far from the minimal
energy.

Before beginning the proof, we recall that M éd is the collision manifold introduced in . The
main part is to quantify the error, namely, how much the energy exceeds the minimal energy
|Q| Exink when the solitons collide on the scale min;; |§ — ;| < d. In this regime, the energy is
higher than the minimum by an amount of order e~¢.

Lemma 3.10. Let Q € Z with QQ > 2, and let d > 0 be a large constant. Then there exists ¢ > 0
such that if ¢ € Cq with ¢(—o00) = 0 and ¢(c0) = 27Q satisfies

diSt(¢, Méd) = " i%erR ||QZ5 — Mgq,.80 ||L2(R) <6 (3.10)
min;; [§;—€;]<d

where 1 € —d> . 0, then

E(¢) > |Q|Fink +c-e?
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Proof. Since dist(qﬁ,./\/léd) < 4, we can find &7, ..., £ such that

min|g7 — &l <d and |l —me_gpllram <0 (3.11)

Therefore, from Lemma [3.12] we obtain
E(¢) = (E(¢) — E(mg;,..¢5)) + E(mg;...¢5)
> (E(¢) — E(mg;,_,,%)) + Q| Exnk + ¢ - 7% (3.12)

By denoting n(z) := ¢(z) — Mes .8 (x), we write
1
B(0) ~ Blme;...c5) = [ dume..eg0umdo-+ 5 [ 1o
+ /R(l — cos(me;,..¢p, + n))dx — /R(l — cos mq,m,%)dx. (3.13)
Use Taylor on the cosine pointwise
cos(me;,...e; (€) + 1(2))

. 1
= cosme; g () = sinme;, g, (x) - 1(x) = 5 cos (mg;, g, () + 0(z)n()) n(x)? (3.14)

for some 6(z) € (0,1). By plugging (3.14)) into (3.13)), we obtain

1
E(¢) — E(me;,..¢r) = /3xm§;,...,553x77d96 t3 /R |0un|*dx

] 1
+ / sinmer, e -ndx + = / cos (mg;,..‘,ga + 977) -nPde.
R 2 Jr

Integrating by parts,
E(¢) — E(me;,...¢;)

1 1
= / VE(mg; . %) -ndx + / |0,m|*dx + / cos (mg* e T 97]) -nidz,
R [XXXX) 2 R 2 R 1295Q

where VE(m5;7_,.7§a) = —agmg,,,,% + sinmq’“_,%. Using HUHLQ(R) = ¢ — mex,...e5l L2(R) <4
and cos > —1,
B(9) ~ Blmg;. ;) > ~IVE(mg; _;)llizey -8 — glInley
> | VE(me;, el 6~ 5% (3.15)
From (3.3)), we have IVE(me; . e)llr2m) S e~ Ummminis; 1§81 Thig implies that
B(¢) — Blmg;....c;) > —cd - %52 S (3.16)

for all 0 < & < dp, where dp > 0 is sufficiently small and ¢; > 0. Combining (3.16) and (3.12)
yields

E(¢) > |Q|Eink + ¢ e™% — €16 > |Q| Exink + g e 4 (3.17)



22 K. SEONG, H. SHEN, AND P. SOSOE

under the condition %e‘d > c10.

O

Remark 3.11. In Lemma when @) € Z is negative with () < —2, the same result holds by
replacing the condition (3.10)) with the multi-antikink manifold.

It remains to prove Lemma which was used in the proof of Lemma As alluded above,
the key is to quantify the error, namely, how much the energy exceeds the minimal energy in
the collision regime. Unlike the previous results such as Lemma [3.4) and Lemma [3.6] where kink
interactions are weak when well-separated, here in the collision regime their interactions are
stronger. In order to better understand their interactions in this regime, our analysis will have
a more “pointwise” (rather than L?) flavor, and we will prove an exact pointwise representation
for the energy density gap. From this representation we will be able to identify the leading order
contribution to the energy gap.

Lemma 3.12. Let Q) € Z with Q > 2. For d > 0 sufficiently large, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
for all &1,...,&0 € R with min;»; |& — &;| < d, one has

E(mél,...,E,Q) > Q| Exink + ¢ - e 4.

Proof. From Lemma, we have two-sided exponential asymptotic tail: for x < &,
2¢ o€l < me(x) = 4arctan(e” %) < de~loEl, (3.18)
Similar lower bound holds for x > £. Recall from the proof of Lemma [3.4] that

E(me,,..e0) — Q| Exink

Q Q
— / Z&cm&axmgj +1—-Q — cos (ngj) + Zcos(mgj) dz.
R j=1 j=1

1<j
It is elementary to check that (let tan@ = e*~% and use sin(26) = %)
Do, — — 2 g (2arctan(e®€)) — 25 2
Mg, = 1 — sin(2 arctan(e® ")) = 2sin(mg, (x)/2).

We claim that

FQ(glv 75@71‘)

Q Q

=4 Z sin(me, (z)/2) sin(mg, (2)/2) + 1 — Q — cos (ngj (1‘)) + Zcos(mgj (x)) >0
i<j j=1 j=1

for all z € R and all §; < -+ < {g. In other words the energy density of mg, ¢, is pointwisely

greater than the sum of the energy densities of the corresponding single kinks.

= 0. Suppose we have proved that
Fo_1(&1,-- ,6g—1,2) > 0 for all z € Rand all § < -+ < g1, and we now prove this for
Fg. Consider the case x < £ (the other possibility is > & which is similar). It suffices to
prove

To prove the claim, we first note that F}

FQ(gla" : >£Q7$) Z FQ(glv o 75@—1700733)
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since the right-hand side is equal to Fg_1(&1,- -+ ,£Q—1, ), noting that ms(z) = 0. To this end,
writing m; = meg, (z)/2, one has

FQ({L'" 7§Q7x) _FQ(élv"' 75@—17007-7;)

Q-1
= (4 sinmg Z sinm; — cos(2mg + 24) + cos(ZmQ)) - (cos 2A — 1)
j=1
Q-1
= 4sinmg Z sinm; — 2sin® mg + 2sin(mg + 24) sin(mg)
j=1
Q-1
= 4sin mQ< Z sinm; 4 cos(mg + A) sin A)
j=1
where A := Z?;ll m; and we have used sum-to-product trigonometric identities. Note that
Z?;ll sinm; > ’SiD(Z?;ll my;)| for any my,--- ,mg_1 € [0, ], which holds by the induction.

Since cos(mgq + A) € [—1, 1], the above expression is indeed non-negative. Thus we have proved
Q1,6 @) 2 0.

0.5+

FIGURE 2. The solid curve plots F5(&1,£2,&3,7) with (£1,82,€3) = (3,5,8).
Clearly, the main contribution to the energy gap is in the neighborhoods of ;.
The dashed curve plots F3(&1, &2, 00, ).

Now we need to prove that fR Fo(&, -+ €, x)dx > ce=9. To this end we show the following
representation of Fp

FQ(£17 7§Q7$)

Q Q

= 4Zsinmi sinm; +1 — @ — cos 227@) + Zcos(2mj)

i<j j=1 j=1

=4 Z sin m; sinm;j(cos(m; +m;) + 1) (3.19)
i<j

Q
n 21 . 3 .
+ g 2 g sinmg;, - - -sinm;,,
n=3 11 < <ip

n—1 | n—2
X ((—1) T sin(mg, + - +my, ) lneoz—1 + (=1)"2 cos(mi, + -+ min)ln@Z).
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This representation may be of independent interestﬂ however below we will mainly use the fact
that the “2-body interaction” terms (which have good positive sign since m; € [0,7]) exhibit
the desired lower bound whereas the “> 3-body interaction” terms (which do not have good
sign) will have much smaller absolute values since they have more sin factors, if we observe in
the right regime.

Assume that the above identity holds. Suppose that [§, — &11| = d is the smallest distance.
Thanks to the above pointwise positivity, it suffices to prove the lower bound for the integral of
Fg over z € [§ —1,& + 1]. Fix « in this interval.

By the lower bound in (3.I8), sinm, = sin(me,(2)/2) > sin(e™!) > L. Also, for every j # ¢,
again by the lower bound in ([3.18|),

1
sinm; = sin(me, (z)/2) > sin(e”1P=¢ly > §e_|§j_£f‘

and since [§; — x| > d — 1, mg,(z) is close to 0 or 27 up to an error bounded by 4e=(4=1) using

the upper bound in (3.18]). Therefore,
sinm; < 2¢~ (A1)

On the other hand, since z is in a neighborhood around &, me,(x)/2 is in a neighborhood of
/2. More precisely, there is a universal constant ¢ > 0 (as long as d > 10) such that

cos(my +mj) +1 > ¢
since m,; is close to 0 or m up to an exponentially small error as shown above.
Summarizing these bounds, the “2-body interaction” terms

4 Z sinm; sinm;(cos(m; +m;) + 1) > 4sinmy sinmyyq(cos(me + meq1) + 1)
1<J

> coe 1=l =y

for cp =4-(2¢)7 - % -¢p > 0. For the “n-body interaction” terms with n > 3, using the above
bounds on sinm,

< (26—(d—1))n—1

sinmg, - --sinm,, ,

which, even with 23:3 2"y

So the proof is complete once we verify the identity (3.19). We will use the following product-
to-sum identities: if n is even,

i<y 18 much smaller than cee % for d > 0 sufficiently large.

: (1) :

H sin @, = on Zcos(elel + -t enby) H e;

k=1 e j=1

and if n is odd,

n ' (_1)(n—1)/2 )
kl_A[ISIH 9k = T ;Sln(elel + o4+ enen) H =

J=1

where e sums over e = (e1,--- ,e,) € {1,—1}".

It is somehow reminiscent with Brydges—Kennedy expansion [10] for 2D sine-Gordon.
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On the RHS of (3.19)), by the above identity, for n odd,

(*1)%_1271 sin?nz-1 .. -sinmin Sin(rnl-1 + o+ mzn)
n
= Zsin(eﬂml 4+t enmin) sin(mi1 4+t mzn) H e
e e

1

=3 Z (cos((l —e1)mi, + -+ (1 —ep)my,) —cos((1+e1)mi, + -+ (1 + en)min)) H e
e 7j=1

=— Zcos((l +e)my +--+ (1+ en)min)) H e; (3.20)

e j=1

where the last step is by a change of variables e; — —e;, and similarly for n even,

(—1)%2" sin’rnl-1 . .-sinmin COS(Tni1 4o+ mzn)
1 n
=—3 Z (COS((l —e1)mi + -+ (1 —en)my, ) +cos((1 +e1)mgy +---+ (1 + en)min)> H ;
e =

which actually gives the same result (3.20) by a change of variables.

For n = @, the e = (1,---,1) term precisely gives us the term — cos(2 Zinzl m;) on the LHS of
(3.19). Consider without loss of generality cos(2m; +---42my) for 2 < k < Q. This term shows

up once in the case n = @ and e = (1,---,1,—1,--- ,—1) with Hj ej = (—=1)%=* and shows
up (Q;k) times in the case n=Q — 1 and e = (1,---,1,—1,--- ,—1) with Hj ej = (—1)@—F1
etc., and finally it shows up once in the case n = k and e = (1,--- ,1). So by binomial identity

(1—1)97* = 0 which means there is no such term cos(2my + - - - + 2my,) appearing on the LHS.
Regarding the case k = 1, the same argument applies except that we do not have the “final”
case n = k = 1 because we only sum over n > 2: this precisely gives us the term cos(2m1) on

the LHS. Then for each n we also have a term with e; = —1 for all j, and they precisely sum
up to the constant 1 — @ on the LHS of (3.19). O

Before concluding this subsection, we present the following quantified energy gap estimate for
the middle-range case.

Lemma 3.13. Let Q € Z with @ > 2, and let d > 0 be a large constant. Then there exists ¢ > 0
such that if ¢ € Cq with ¢p(—o00) =0 and ¢(co0) = 27Q satisfies

. d<-<(14n)d .

dist(¢p, M = f — <9 3.21

SO ME = o mecol (3.21)
d<min;»; |&—&;|<(1+n)d

where %e‘d >c- 0, then
E(¢) > |Q|Exink + ¢ - e~ 14,

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Lemma We only present the different parts.
By following (3.11)) and (3.15), we can find &7, ... ;& such that

d< Ig?\ﬁf &l <(@+n)d and |l —mer e llr2@) <0
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and

1
B(9) - E(m;,..e5) 2 —[VE(me;, el 2wy -0 — 552.

Compared to (3.16), we have control of HVE(mgf,...,ga)HLQ(R) thanks to the condition d <
min;z; | — €], which implies

1
E(}) — E(mges ¢ _e—(mmd 5~ 52
(@) = B(mg;,.g5) = —e7 0706 — 58,

where we used Lemma Then, under the condition %e‘d > c¢- 0 and Lemma
E(¢) = (E(¢) — E(mg;,..e)) + Elme;,.er)

> (E(d)) — E(mﬁi‘v--’fé)) + |Q|Ekink +c- ef(lJrT))d

> 10| B + ¢ - =141 _ =(1=m)d 5 _ %52

> |Q| Eiink + % e~ (A,

This completes the proof.

4. GEOMETRY OF THE MULTI-SOLITON MANIFOLD

4.1. Approximate multi-soliton manifold. In the previous section, we studied the multi-
solitons defined on R and their properties. When restricted to the interval [—Lg, L], where
L. = 73 oo as £ — 0, we define an approximating soliton mz and multi-solitons m217-~-7§k’
which becomes an increasingly accurate approximation of the soliton m¢ and the multi-soliton
Me,,..¢ on R ase— 0.

. - . _1 _1
Define m® to be a smooth, monotone function that coincides with m on [—e~ 2727 =221

where e =3 +21 < L. = E_%—H], and is extended to the constants 0 and 27 outside a slightly larger
interval:

m(), @€ e 2, e,
1
m(x) = ¢ 2, x>e 2T,
0, @< —emat ],

P 1 1 1 1 .
On the transition intervals [e72727 ¢72727 4 1] and [—e™ 2727 — 1, —~2727], we require

m(z) <mf(z) <27 and m(xz)>m(z) > 0.

Define the translated soliton

mg(x) == m"(z - §), (4.1)

for £ € [~Le, L], where
Loi=L.—e 2™ 1 =L (1—¢"—e2 ") ~ L. (4.2)
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This choice of L. ensures that the entire transition region of the kink mg (from 0 to 27) remains
inside the interval [— L., L.]. Note that one can easily check that, for any 1 < p < oo

2
lme —mg||Lom) S e ° (4.3)

- € < fcsf%JrQ"
[0zme — Oumg|Lrr) S € : (4.4)

Therefore, as ¢ — 0, mg becomes a more and more precise approximation of the topological
soliton m¢ on R. We now define the multi-soliton, given by the superposition of single solitons

k
mth,Sk = Zng" (4'5)
j=1

where ¢; € [—Le, L:]. When k = Q with &; € [~ L., L], this definition is enough for the multi-
soliton mg . to do the transition from 0 to 27Q on the interval [—Le, L¢]. From the single-
soliton bounds and , we immediately get the same type of exponential approximation
for the multi-soliton

_05—%+2n

Hm§1:~~~7§k - mzl,...,ékHLP(R) S ke (46)

%+2n

10ame, e — Oumi, g liom) Ske™™ 7, (4.7)

where 1 < p < oo and & € [—L., L.]. Thanks to (4.6) and (4.7), we can transfer all lemmas in
Section (3| from the multi-soliton mg, ¢, to the approximating multi-soliton m%,...,&k as € — 0.

With the definition of the multi-soliton in (4.5)), we define the (approximate) multi-soliton man-
ifold as follows

M i={mg, ¢ —L.<& < <& < Lo}, (4.8)

where L. is defined as in (4.2)). Then M¢ is a manifold of dimension k. Inside the multi-soliton
manifold M3, we further decompose into the collision region

M= {mg, g L6 <. & < Lo and min & — & < a}, (4.9)

where the solitons interact with each other at distances less than d, and the non-collision region

M2 = {mg, ¢ —Le<&<...&<L. and rln;jn & — &] > d}, (4.10)

where the interaction between solitons is negligible as d — oo. Note that MZ72d is a closed
subset of the compact set M5, and therefore MZ’Zd is also compact.

4.2. Tangent and normal spaces of the manifold and disintegration formula. In this
subsection, we study the geometry of the multi-soliton manifold Mi’zd, its tangent and normal
spaces, and a related disintegration formula.

Remark 4.1. Notice that the multi-soliton manifold M3, and the collision manifold MZ’<d,

defined in (4.8) and (4.9)), are topological manifolds but fail to be differentiable manifolds for
k > 3 due to the presence of collision strata.
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For example, when k = 3, the parameter space {£; < & < {3} has two codimension-one faces,
given by & = & and & = £3. Each point on these faces admits a neighborhood that is locally
diffeomorphic to R, x R?. However, there is also an edge corresponding to & = & = &3 and each
point on this edge has a neighborhood that is locally diffeomorphic to ]R%r x R. Since R%r is the
quadrant with a corner, which is homeomorphic but not diffeomorphic to the half-plane, M and
MZ’@Z fail to be a differentiable manifold (or a differentiable manifold with boundary), although
they are topological manifolds with boundaries. For & > 3, the geometry is more complicated,
as Mj and ./\/li’<d decompose into strata of different codimensions. In particular, understanding
the structure of the collision manifold is of independent interest from a geometric perspective.
Therefore, in order to carry out Riemannian geometric considerations such as defining tangent
and normal vectors, we restrict our analysis to the smooth non-collision manifold MZ’Zd by
removing the collision region min;.; |§; — &;| < d.

At each point mgl g, 0D the multi-soliton manifold MZ’Zd, we define the normal space to the
manifold as follows

Verwer ={ve€L?: (v,0e,mg ¢ )=0 foralll<j<k}. (4.11)

Here the normal space V¢, . ¢ at mgl br is a subspace of codimension k in L?, orthogonal to
the tangent vectors

851 m217~-~7§k’ T ’8fkm217~-7§k
of the multi-soliton manifold Mj. Thanks to Lemma (iii), each tangent vector Og;mg
is highly localized around its center £; with an exponentially decaying tail. Therefore,
|<a§jm217---afk’85im217---7§k>| S, e_c‘gi_gjl (4'12)
for ¢ # j. This implies that the tangent vectors are almost orthogonal when they do not collide,
that is, when min;; [§ — &;| = oo.

We are now ready to define the projection map 7€ onto the multi-soliton manifold, introduced in
Theorem Let M be a compact manifold in a Hilbert space H. If § > 0 is sufficiently small,
we can assign to any ¢ € H with dist(¢, M) < § a unique closest point 7(¢) in the manifold
M. This follows from the e-neighborhood theorem [24, p.69]. If dist(¢, M) > ¢, then we set
m(¢) = 0. Recall that

>d - - .
M= i={mg, et —Le <6 <. & < Le and Ilrl7é1§1|§l — | > d}

is a k-dimensional compact manifold. Therefore, if a field ¢ satisfies
dist(p, My=T) = inf  [lg—m ¢ |2 <9 (4.13)

_L'/sggl SEkSLe
min;; |§—&;|>d

for sufficiently small § > 0, we can assign a unique pair (£1,...,&) € [~Le, L:]¥ such that
o= mé,...,sk + v, (4.14)

where the normal coordinate v € V¢, ¢, satisfies ||[v]|p2 < 0. Therefore, according to (4.14)), we
are now able to define the projection 7 onto the multi-soliton manifold Mi’zd as the closest
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point

& . S,Zd
€ = My, & dlSt(¢7Mk ) <d 15
) {0, dist(¢, M5=) > 6. (4.15)

Remark 4.2. For sufficiently large d > 0, we can define a projection map onto the (non-
approximating) manifold

My ={mey, o0 <G <. G <00 and minlg — &l > d}
with a uniform neighborhood of size § > 0 since the Jacobian matrix has the uniform lower

bound
det((Dgme,,....» O, mer,...)1<0j<k) 2 110em] 2y (1 + O(e™)

as d — o0o. Note that this allows us to apply the implicit function theorem with uniform control.

We now introduce a disintegration formula from [I9, Lemma 3], which expresses Gaussian func-
tional integrals on a small neighborhood of the compact manifold Mi’zd, defined in (4.10)), in
terms of tangential &1, ..., & and normal coordinates v.

Lemma 4.3. Let F be a bounded, continuous function on L?. Then, we have

/ . F(@)pk(de)
{dist(¢,M}=") <6}
- / / Fims, o +v)e 310 a0, g oo
Ue
’ Det51,..-,§k (1}) 'u'é_’&,...,ﬁk (d’l)) dU(fl, - ,fk), (4.16)

where MZ’Zd is as defined in [@.10), Ay ={-L. <& < -+ <& < L.},
U = {(0 - 6,0) € D x Ve ollpe < 0 and minlg — & = d}

Detg,, ¢, (v) == det (Id =Wg, _g,.0), (4.17)

and ,ué-’&w’gk is the Gaussian measure on the normal space Vg, . ¢, with covariance 5(—8%)_1,
subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions on [—Le, L]

Le
Moy e (dv) = 22} mgke—é Le |9,02de I o)
x€[—Le,Le]

In (4.17) We, .. ¢,0 denotes the Weingarten map, defined in (4.20). In addition, do is the surface
measure on the manifold, parametrized by (¢1,...,&,) € [~Le, L:]*, as defined in ([#.19)).

Proof. The formula (4.16]) follows from [19, Lemma 3]. O

Remark 4.4. The disintegration formula has been widely employed in recent works [33] 36, 22]
in settings where the energy functional admits explicit minimizers and the analysis is carried
out around a single-soliton manifold. However, to the best of our knowledge, in Proposition [7.4]
this is the first time the disintegration formula is applied in a regime where no minimizers exist
and the analysis is performed around a multi-soliton manifold.
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Note that the geometry of the smooth soliton manifold M;’Zd is reflected in the surface measure
do and the Weingarten map We¢, ¢, . The orthonormal vectors t; = t;(&1,...,&), for j =
1,...,k, are obtained by applying the Gram-Schmidt orthonormalization procedure in L? to the
tangent vectors

{851m217---,§k’ T ’8£km211---7§k}

as follows
"y
tj = W and wj = Og;mg, ¢ — Z<6£jm217-~-7€k’t£>[/2 to. (4.18)
L <y
Then, the surface measure do (1, ...,&) is given by
do‘(§17""£k) = |’Y(£17"'7£k)|d£1"'d£k7 (4'19)
where
(Ogmg,  eoti)pe o (Ogmg ¢ t1)pe
§15-8 §15-8
Y(&1, - -, &) = det : - :
<6£1m§1,..‘7£k’tk>[/2 o <a§km21,,£k7tk>lz2

Indeed, thanks to (4.12]), the tangent vectors {8fjm21,...,§k }le are almost orthogonal, with an
error of order e~ ¢, where min;; [& — &;| > d. Hence, the Jacobian matrix is nearly diagonal,

with diagonal entries given by [|0ym/|, (R)’

V(&1 - &) = Kl 0em]F2 gy (1 + O(e™),

uniformly in &1, ... & satisfying min;; [§; — & > d — oo.

In (4.17)) the Weingarten map W, ¢, , encodes the curvature of the surface MZ’Zd by capturing
how the normal vector v changes direction as we move along different tangent directions on the
surface. More precisely, the Weingarten map W, ¢ » = —dNg, . ¢ (v) at a point mzl & €

MPF< | defined via the differential of the Gauss map Ne, e
map

,atmg o € MZ’Zd, is the linear

,>d ,>d
Wey . pw T&lﬂ---ykoi - T&h---»ékMZ ) (4.20)

where T517_,.7§k./\/12’2d = span{tl, e ,tk} is the tangent space of MZ’Zd at mgl " and t1,..., 1%
are obtained from the Gram-Schmidt orthonormalization described above (see (4.18])). Specifi-
cally, the Weingarten map We, ¢, , in the basis {t1,...,t;} is given by

<_a§1N§1:---7£k(v)7tl>L2 <_a§1N§17---7£k(v)’tk>L2

<*a§kN§1,---§k(v)vt1>L2 T <*a§kN§1,---§k(v)vtk>L2

where

L*3 v Ney g, (v)
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is a parametrization of the normal space to MZ’Zd at a point mzhmysk. In particular, the k x k
determinant

det (1d—Wg,,..0) = 1+ O(|lv]}=) (4.21)

is a k-th order function of v.
Before concluding this subsection, we present the following lemma, which will be used later.

Lemma 4.5. Let ty,... 1, be obtained by applying the Gram—Schmidt orthonormalization in L?
to 851m21,..-,£k’ o ,agkmghm’fk, as described in (4.18). Then, for each j, we have

t()] S eIl
provided that min;; [& — &;| > d for d sufficiently large.
Proof. Note that t; is localized at & with an exponentially decaying tail. Inductively assume t;

are localized at & for £ < j. Then [(Og;mg, ¢ . to)| < e~cl& =&l and so

[(0e,mE, e te)te(z)] S e~cléi—Eel gmerlo—&el < gmemingz |6 =&l
This, together with (4.18)), implies that

Jwj(@)] < 10g,me, g, (@) + Y [(0eme, g, te) 2llte(@)] < e
0<j

as minj |5 — &| > d — oo. O

5. GAUSSIAN MEASURES ASSOCIATED WITH SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

In this section, we study the linearized operator around the multi-soliton configuration. For
well-separated centers &1, ..., & satisfying

min |& — & > d. = o0
i#

as € — 0, the Hessian of the energy at mg, ¢, = Z§:1 meg; is

V2E(m£17---7€k) = _ai + COS(mgh,_@k)
k
=-024+1-2 Z sech?(- — &) 4+ O(e~cminizs 18—y, (5.1)
j=1

where the second equality follows from the well-separated condition min,.; |§; — &;| > d. — oo
and the structure of the multi-soliton. Note that the error term is exponentially small in the
minimal separation d. and uniform in all &;,...,& with min,2; |§ — & > de. In Section
V’E (me,,...¢.) plays the role of the covariance operator for a new Gaussian measure.

We begin by recalling the following well-known spectral properties of the linearized operator
V2E(mg) = L¢ around the single kink

Le = —0% + cos(mg) = —02 + 1 — 2sech?(- — &), (5.2)

where £ € R. The potential is of the reflectionless Péschl-Teller type.
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Lemma 5.1. Let £ € R.
(1) The linearized operator Le, defined in (5.2)), is self-adjoint. Its spectrum is given by
0(Le) =0qUo.={0} UL, 00).

(2) The eigenfunction corresponding to the zero eigenvalue arises from the tangent vector
Ogmg to the soliton manifold {m(- — &) }¢er, which is associated with translation invari-

ance

Le(Deme) = 0. (5.3)

(3) The linearized operator L¢ satisfies the following coercivity: there exists Ao € [1,00) such
that

(Lev,v) = Nollv]| 7. (5.4)

Jor every v e HY(R) with (v, ¢me) 12wy = 0.
Proof. For the proof, see [15, Lemma 3.1]. O
We denote

k
Le, g, =—07+1-2 sech?(- - §&).

j=1
Note that the tangent vectors with respect to the center coordinates are

65].m§1,_,,5k = 85].m§]. = —QSeCh(- - fj), ] = 1, ceey k.

This implies that

Egla-wgk (8€jm511-~-,5k) = (—82 +1- 256Ch2(' - gj))afjmfj +4 Z SeChQ(' - Ei)seCh(' - f])
i#£]

— 42 sech2(~ — &)sech(- — &),

where we used L, (0g;me;) = 0 from (5.3). Hence, the linearized operator Lg, ¢, satisfies

2 2
(Le,,..er (0g;me, 6, ), Ogymey . g) = —8 Z/ sech”(z — &;)sech”(z — &;)dx
iz R
=—0(e” min; |§i—§j|),
In the second line, we used the fact that sech(- — &;) is localized around &; with exponentially
decaying tails. Consequently, L¢, ¢, has k near-zero (negative) eigenvalues of size O(e~cd),
where da = min#j ‘fl - §]|
The next lemma shows that if the centers of the multi-soliton my, ¢, are sufficiently separated,
then the linearized operator L¢, ¢, is uniformly coercive on the normal space, that is, after
projecting off the tangent vectors.
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Lemma 5.2. There exists Ao, do > 0 such that, under the separation condition min;; & — &5 >
do, the coercivity

<‘C§17--~,§kv7 U>L2(R) > AOH””%{l(R)

holds for every v € HY(R) with (v,0¢,me, . ¢, )2y =0,7=1,... k.

-----

Proof. Choose a smooth partition of unity such that Zfﬂ% X] = 1 and sup; [0z XL~ < d-1,
where d. = min;2; |§; — &| = o0 as e — 0. For j = 1,...,k, x; is supported in a fixed
neighborhood of &;, and xo, Xx+1 cover the left /right far field (Vacua 0 and 27@). Then, we have
(Ley,erV, V) L2(R) = Z@& <& (Gv) Z 182017
Z Le, e (X0) Xi0) 12(R) — Cdznvnp, (5.5)
j

where the term Z§:1 [(92x;)v[|72 comes from expanding the kinetic term after applying a
partition of unity. We analyze each localized piece to obtain a uniform coercivity estimate. Note
that

Ley,e,(x0) = Le, (xjv) = 2> sech®(- — &)x;v
IRE]
= Le¢,(x;0) + O(e %) - x;v,

where L¢, = —02 + 1 — 2sech?(- — &;). This implies that
(Ler,...e,(X0), Xj0) 2Ry = (L, (X50), X50) L2y — Ce™ % [|x;v] 3. (5.6)
We now show that y;v is almost orthogonal to d¢,me; if (v,0¢;me,.¢,) = 0. Indeed,

(Xjv, O, me; ) r2m) = (v, Og;me; ) 2(r) — Z (v, Xi (9, me;)) L2(w)
iritj
== Z <U?Xi(6£jmfj>>L2(R)7
irikg

where we used (v, 9¢,m) = (v,0¢; Mg, ¢,) = 0. Since O¢;mg; is localized around &; and has
exponentially decaying tail, we obtain almost orthogonality

(x50, 0e,me, ) 2wyl S ) e xavll 7. (5.7)
1]

Combining the almost-orthogonality ([5.7) with the coercivity estimate (5.4) for the linearized
operator L, around the single kink mg,, we obtain

Ao _
(Le;(X5v), XjV) L2(R) = ?HXJM’%H — Ce™% Y x| (5.8)
iit]
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for some \g > 0. Putting the pieces together with (5.5)), (5.6), (5.8]), and taking d. > dy large
enough, we obtain

(Lerrocn 03V r2@) = D ALeyen (X50)s X0) 12R) — CA2||v]|32
i

k
0 —cde
2 52 vl — Cle™™ + d2)||vll

Ao
> vl
This completes the proof of Lemma
O
From now on, we study the operator
k
£§1,...,£k = —83 +1-— 22860112(- - fj)
j=1

on the finite interval [—Le, L.] with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Lemma 5.3. Let dy > 0 be as in Lemma[5.9 Then there exits Ly, > 0 such that if L. > Lg
and min,4; |& — &| > do,

(Ley 600, 0) 2((=Le,L)) = 072 pe 2

holds for every v € Hi([—Le, Le]) with (v,0g;me, .. e r2(-r..0.)) = 0, j = 1,..., k. Here ( is
independent of L., &1, ..., &.

Proof. Assume not. Then there exist sequences L, — oo, configurations &7',...,&; with
mini#\f{‘ — fjn’ Z do, and Un € Hol([—Ln,Ln]) with <”m6&?mé?,-‘.,£Q>L2([—Ln,Ln]) = 0 such
that

(Lep,....epVns Un) L2([~ Lo L)) < H”n”w (= LosLn))"

We extend vy, by zero outside [~ L., L.] and denote the resulting function by v,,. Then v,, € H'(R)
and

(Lep..iepOns On) p2(R) = (Lep e Uny Un) 12([— Ly, Lo]) < HUnHL2[ LoiLn]) = \|5nH%2(R)’ (5.9)
where we used the Dirichlet boundary condition. Since
(Un, Ognmep,.ep) L2 (R) = (Vn, Ognmep, . en) L2(|~ Ly, L)) = 0
for j =1,...,k, Lemma 5.2 implies that
(Lep,...enTns Un)2®) > AollTnllF2g)- (5.10)

Combining (5.9) and (5.10) gives a contradiction for large n. Hence, a uniform ¢ > 0 exists.
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According to Lemma to avoid zero eigenvalues, we need to project off the tangential direc-
tions. Once the zero modes are removed, we can invert the operator on the subspace, namely,
the normal space V¢, . ¢, . We define the projected operator

(5.11)

,,,,,

=1

viewed as an operator on the finite interval [— L., L.], with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Here

the projection PV51 X is given by

k k
Py, o =Id=) (,t)t;=1d=> P, (5.12)
j=1 j=1
where t1,...,t; are obtained by applying the Gram—Schmidt orthonormalization to the tangent
vectors 85].m§1 g J=1,...,k, as described above (4.18), and
Pj = (., t5)t;.

As mentioned in Section 2| the inner product (-,-) is understood as (-,-)r2(_r. r.]) unless oth-
erwise specified.

We are now ready to define the Gaussian measure with the covariance operator Cy, . ¢, .

Lemma 5.4. There exist sufficiently large Lo, dy > 0 such that if L. > Lo and min;¢; [§ —§&;] >
do, we can define the Gaussian measure

1 -1 _l<C_1 ) >
g, g = Zet e 2 s T dv(a).

fOT any .ﬁxed 517 s 76/6 € [_Le’:‘aLé‘]’

Proof. The operator

k
—02+1— QZsechz(- -&)

=1

considered on the finite interval [—L., L.], is a self-adjoint Sturm-Liouville operator since
2 2?21 sech2(- —¢;) is a Schwartz function. Hence, the operator has purely discrete spectrum
{An}n with A, ~ |n|? as n — oo. In particular, if the operator is strictly positive, its inverse
belongs to the trace class. By Lemma the projected operator is strictly positive, hence its
inverse on that subspace is trace class. Therefore, the corresponding Gaussian measure is well
defined.

O

Before concluding this subsection, we present the structure of the partition function of the
Gaussian measure in Lemma As the interaction between solitons becomes negligible, the
spectrum of the multi-well operator L¢, . ¢, becomes exactly k copies of the single-well spectrum.
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Lemma 5.5. Let Q € Z with |Q| = k and d. = |log(clog 1)|. Then we have
N (ZO)k(l + O(eicdi)%

uniformly in &, ..., & satifying min; |& — &;| > de, where Zy is the partition function of the
Gaussian measure associated with the single-well operator Lo = —02 + 1 — sechQ(m).

Proof. Since Lo = —02+1 —sech? (x) acts on the normal space and is a Sturm—Liouville operator
on the compact interval [—L., L.], it has a discrete spectrum

1<AM <A< <A <oe = 00 (5.13)

Let {¢}s>1 be an orthonormal eigenbasis of £y on the normal space with eigenvalues Ay > 1,
thanks to Lemma Since Ly is a bounded perturbation of —92 + 1 by sech?, we can show
that

[Ge(2)| + |0ae()] S eI, (5.14)
For each &;, j =1,...,k, we define

bej(x) == oz —&;).

We can easily verify that ¢y ; is an eigenfunction of L¢, = —02 +1 —sech?(- — §;) with the same
eigenvalue \y. Furthermore the translated eigenfunctions ¢, ; act as approximate eigenfunctions
for Ly ¢ =—02+1— 22;?:1 sech?(- — &;) as follows

(Be.gs Ley..enPrg) = (Peg, (=07 + 1 — 2sech?(- — &))dej) — 2 Z/SeChQ(JU — &)y j(x)Pdx
i#£]
= (Ae+ O0(e™)) | bell72,

where we used ([5.14)). Hence, every single-well level \; generates a cluster of k£ nearby eigenvalues
Ae1s .-+, Mgk of the multiwell operator Le, . ¢,

Mg =Arj(€n, &) = A+ 0(e™%), j=1,.. k. (5.15)

By using the fact that {¢¢ ;};=1,. . is an almost-orthonormal family when d. is sufficiently large,
and there exists a single-well spectral gap A,41 — A > 0 in (5.13), we can easily check that each
cluster has exactly £ members and the clusters are disjoint.

To describe all discrete eigenvalues for the multi-well operator L, . ¢, , we take the product over
all £ > 1 and use (5.15)). More precisely, for any finite N,

N , k N k
detv,, . (PnLe, . &Pn)=]] <H /\e,j> = (H M) (14 0(e™*%))
=1 \j=1 =1
= detvo (PN,CoPN)k(l + O(efcda)),
uniformly in &1, ..., &, satifying min,;-; |§ — &;| > d., where Py is the finite-dimensional projec-
tion onto modes with || < N.

O
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6. CONCENTRATION AROUND THE MULTI-SOLITON MANIFOLD WITHOUT COLLISIONS

In this section, we prove Theorem

6.1. Free energy. Before proving Theorem [I.2] we study in this subsection the behavior of the
free energy as € — 0.

Proposition 6.1. Let Q € Z and L. = em3 T, Then, we have

. Q_ _ ;
lim elog Z ¢1£cfQ E(9),

where Cq 1is the topological sector in (1.3)) and ZEQ 1s the partition function of the Gibbs measure
o2 defined in (1.5).

Remark 6.2. Based on Lemma (especially (2.8)), a naive calculation would restrict the
interval size to L. = e=3 T, However, by exploiting the specific structure of the sine-Gordon

model, we are able to extend the interval up to L. = £~3%7. See , (6.7), and .

Proof. By using the Boué-Dupuis formula, Lemma [2.1] we write

1 [l
logZEQ :logE“EQ[exp{ — E/L

(1 — cos qﬁ)daz}]

1 [t 1 [t
= sup E[ - /L (1- cos(£9 + eY + VeO))dx — 2/ |]9(t)||%gdt],
L. 0

OcH, €

where we used the notation Y := Y (1) and © := ©(1) for convenience.

We first derive an upper bound on the free energy. By performing the change of variables
Vel — 0, which does not affect the variational problem, we can rewrite

Le 1
elog 79 = Gsuﬁl) E[— /L (1 — cos(v/eY + 9 + /20))dx — ;/0 H@(t)H%%dt]
6 a —Lie

— sup JE[— /LE (1 — cos(v/EY + (2 + ©))da — ;/01 ||0(t)||%%dt}

0cH, —L
L. 1
< sup E[—/ (1 = cos(veY 4 (9 4+ ©))dx — H@x@\%z}, (6.1)
@EHI —Lc 2

where in the last line we used (2.6)) and H' denotes the space of H'-valued random variables.
We now take the change of variable

W =1¢?+o. (6.2)

Combining (6.1]) and (6.2) yields

L

. 1

Q o o - 2

= X

clogZ2 < sup E[ / (1 = cos(vEY + W))dw — =[|0,W |2
W e L. 2

1 Le
— §||aer|12LQ + / W - 9,09z | . (6.3)
—L.
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By using Young’s inequality, for any small § > 0 we have

Le
O W - 0,09dx
—L.

where Cs is a large constant. By plugging (6.4]) into (6.3), we have

)
< S10W 7 + Cs 00922, (6.4)

L

e 1-6

elog Z9 < sup E{— / (1 — cos(veY +W))dx — ——||0.W |22 | + Cs]|0:£2]|%2. (6.5)
WerQ i ~ L. 2

By taking the Taylor expansion around W, we have

cos(VEY + W) = cos(W) —sin(W) - (vVeY) + O((veY)?). (6.6)

Note that sin?(W) = (1 — cos(W))(1 + cos(W)) < 2(1 — cos(W)). Hence,
[SI(V) - (VEY)| < k(1 — cos(I)) + Cu(v/EY)? (6.7

for an arbitrarily small xk > 0 and a large constant C). By plugging into (6.5)) and using
(6.7), we obtain

Le 1 — 5 Le
elogZ? < sup E { - / (1 —k)(1 —cosW)dx — / lazW]de]
WelR+H! —Le 2 JoL

Le
+ IE[ C,.;]\/EY|2da:} + C5)|9:09)| 2.
7LE

Using Lemma 2.2 and 9,2 = 72,

€

elog ZeQ
Le 1 — 6 Le 2
< sup E [ - / (1 -k)(1—cosW)de — —— / |81W]2dx] + Crel? + Cs (rQ) .
WerQ i L. 2 JoL Le
(6.8)

Under the condition L. = 5_%‘*', by taking the limits ¢ — 0, § — 0, and x — 0 in order, we
obtain

limsupelog Z92 < — inf E(¢).
e—0 ¢€Cq

From now on, we study the lower bound on the free energy. From (/6.1]), recall that

Le 1 1
elog Z9 = esu]HII) E[— /L (1 = cos(VeY 4 (9 + ©))dx — 2/0 H@(t)H%%dt] (6.9)
clhilg — e

We choose a drift 8 = 6° by
_ 1
0°(t) =" - Lpmr gy () (=022 (—VeYN (1 = 1) — €9 +m§, ), (6.10)

where n > 0, &1,...,& € [—Le, L], and
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approximating the Gaussian field ¥ = Y(1) = Zn21 an/\(l)en(l‘). Then the definition of © in
(2.6) implies that

1 1
o /0 (=02)7260°(0)dt = —VEYn(1—n) — 0+ m¢, . (6-11)

In (6.10) the choice of the drift #°(¢) is admissible #° € H,, since it is an adapted process due to
the cutoff 14, and it satisfies the required regularity condition thanks to the truncation to
the modes 1 < n < N. By plugging (6.10) and (6.11)) into ( , we obtain

Le
clog 79 2E[—/ (1 - cos(VE(Y — Ya(1— ) +mS, / 169(t) ||L2dt] (6.12)

_LE

From the definition of #° in (6.10]), we write
1t 0 2 1 1 Q e 2
3/, 0%z dt = S1(=07)2 (—VEYn (1 —m) = €9+ mg, _e,)lTz-

Using the inequality (a + b+ ¢)? < (1 + d)|al> + Cs(|b|*> + |c|?) for any real numbers a, b, ¢, and
0 > 0, which follows from Young’s inequality, we have

1446
/ 6% 72dt < ——l10wmg, .. gQHL2+ 2 (110: (VEYN (L = m) 72 + 119:69]172)  (6.13)

for any 6 > 0 and the corresponding constant Cs > 0. Regarding the potential energy term, by
taking the Taylor expansion around mzl

cos(Ve(Y = Yn(L =) +mg __¢,))
= cos(mg, __¢,) —sin(mg, _¢,) V(Y =Yn(1—n) +O((Ve(Y —Yn(1—n)))?). (6.14)

By plugging (6.14) and ( into -, we obtain

L
c 1446
elog Z9 ZE[—/ (I —cosmg,  ¢,)dz — ;—/ O, £Q’ dx
—L, —L.

308 Q

-&| | VR - vl - m)Pe]

—L.
— 510209122 — Cs([|0(VEYN (L = 0))|[22, (6.15)

where we used E[\/2(Y — Y (1 —7))] = 0. Using Lemma [2.2] and {MQ = %, we obtain

Le 146 2
elog Z9 ZE[—/L (1—cosm2hm7§Q)d:U— 5 . ’(‘9 me, Q| dz
2
T
—eer? - GO Cpelo,vn(1 - )

Under the condition L, = 57%+, by taking the limits ¢ — 0 and § — 0 in order, we obtain

lilan_jglfalog ZEQ > —E(mfl,.--,&g)-
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By letting min;4; | — &;| — oo, and using Remark [3.5, we obtain
liminfelog Z9 > — inf E(¢).
iminfelog 2 2 — inf (¢)

This completes the proof of Proposition [6.1
O

In order to prove the main result of this section, that is, the large deviation estimates, we need
the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let QQ € Z with Q > 0 and L. = c~3F. Then the following holds.
(i) Let 6 > 0. Then we have

1 [l
I log E {—f 1 d}1~ <—  inf  E().
imsupe logle, o [exp . /_ LE( cos ¢)dz {dlst(¢,MQ)>5}:| < A (¢)
dist(¢,Mg)>26

(ii) Let d,8 > 0. Then

, 1 [k :
hIgljélp&‘lOgEusQ {exp{ - /Lg(l — cos ¢)d$}1{dist(¢7M5d)<5:| < - ¢lencfQ E(9).
dist(¢, M5 < S

Proof. As in ([6.1]), using the Boué—Dupuis formula (Lemma and the change of variables
Vel — 0, we write
Le

1
elogE o {exp{ — /Ls(l — cos ¢)dx}1{dist(¢,MQ)26}:|

1 [te
<elogE o [eXp{ - /_Lg(l — cos ¢)dx - 1{dist(¢,MQ)>5}}]

Le 1
< sup E[ - /L (1 — cos(v/eY 4 (9 + ©))dx - L dist(yEY +£@+O,MQ)>5} — iHGx@H%Q . (6.16)
OcH! —Le

By taking the change of variable W = (9 + ©, we write

Le 1
(6.16) < sup E[— / (1 —cos(VeY + W))dzr - 1gig(y ey +WMg)>6} — 5!@”’”%2
WeeQ+H! —Le

1 Le
- 5||azeQ|yiz +/_L &;WﬂxéQd:p]
Le 1 )
< sup EKE [( - / (1 —cos(veY +W))dx — 2”83€WHL2) “Lidist(veY +W,Mg)>6)
WerQ4+H! —L¢
1 Le
— Slo.2 +/L axw-aszdx]. (6.17)

Under the condition L. = e 2T, we have E[lveY]3.] — 0 by (2.8). Therefore, with high
probability

{dist(W, Mg) > 26} C {dist(veY + W, M) > d}. (6.18)
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By following the steps used to obtain together with (6.18)), we obtain

L. 1— Le
(6.16) < sup E[( — / (1 —-k)(1—cosW)dx — 217/ |8wW|2dx) 1 {dist(W,Mq)>25}
WelQ +H! ~Le L.
(mQ)*

+ Crel2 +Cy 7
3

(6.19)

for any n > 0 and x > 0. This implies that under the condition L. = 6_%+, by taking the limits
e 0,7 — 0, and k — 0 in order, we obtain

1 [t
I log E {—f 1— da Mg, <—  inf  E(¢).
imsupeloglt o [exp 6 /_LE( cos @) x} {d t(qs,MQ)zé}] A (¢)
dist(¢,M)>26

This proves the first part of Lemma [6.3

For the second part of Lemmal6.3], we only need to modify the following part. Under the condition
Le = e 21, we have E[|lveY]]32] — 0 by (2.8). Therefore, with high probability

{dist(W, M5") < §} C {dist(vEY + W, M5?) < 6}. (6.20)
By proceeding as in obtaining (6.19)), together with (6.20]), we obtain

1 [l
Elog]EM? [exp{ - /LE(l — cos ¢)dx}1{dist(¢>,/\/léd)<5}:|

L, 1— L,
< sup E [< - / (1 —k)(1 —cosW)dx — 0 / |61W|2dac) L dist(w, M50y < 3}
W@ L. 2 Jor e
(mQ)?

+ C,ing + 7
€

Under the condition L. = 5_%+, by taking the limits ¢ — 0, » — 0, and £ — 0 in order, we
obtain the desired result.

O

6.2. Large deviations. In this subsection, we study the concentration of the measure ng.

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Note that

£

Le
E#Q [exp { — % f—Ls(l — Cos ¢)dw}1{dist(¢,MQ)>5}]

P ({dist(¢, Mq) > 0}) = 72

This implies

elog p? ({dist(¢, Mgq) > 5})
1 [k 0
= clog Eu? exp { -/, (1 —cos ¢)dx}1{dist(¢,MQ)26} —clogZ>. (6.21)
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Combining (6.21]), Proposition and Lemma yields

limsupelog p@ ({dist(¢, Mg) > d}) < —  inf  E(¢)+ inf E(¢). (6.22)
e—0 ¢eCq 9eCq
dist(¢,Mq)>26

This, along with the energy gap estimate in Lemma [3.7] implies
lim sup ¢ log p?({dist(gb,MQ) > §}) < —ed”. (6.23)
e—0

This completes the proof of (1.6)).
We now prove (|1.8). By following the argument used to obtain ((6.22)) with Lema we get

lim sup ¢ log p? ({dist(é,./\/léd) <d) < - inf E(¢) + inf E(¢). (6.24)
=0 dist(¢,M5h <3 ¢eCa

Under the condition %e‘d > c¢- 9, we can apply Lemma to obtain
lim sup € log p?({dist(¢,./\/léd) <6) < —ce 4, (6.25)
e—0

This completes the proof of Theorem
]

Remark 6.4. By following the proof of Theorem [1.2] we can also establish the following large
deviation estimates for the approximating soliton manifolds:

lim sup £ log p2 ({dist(¢, M§) > 0}) < —c6?, (6.26)
e—0

where Mg, is defined as in (4.8), and under %e‘d >c-0

lim sup € log p? ({dist(gb,M‘Zfd) <8}) < —ce™?, (6.27)
e—0

where M‘Zfd is defined as in (4.9)). Therefore, from (6.26)), (6.27]) and %e‘d > ¢ 4, by choosing
0 = m/elog% and d. = ‘log\/slog%}, we have
P2 ({dist(p, M) > 6.}) S e clos= (6.28)

oQ ({dist(g, MG=%) < 8.}) S eme (6.29)

for 0 < € < g9, where g is a small number.
Remark 6.5. Note that
{dist(¢, M5=" ) < 8} € {dist(p, MGZ) < 8} (6.30)
and
{dist(¢, M5%) < 6} \ {dist(¢, M5="T7Y) < 6}
c {dist(¢, MG ==Y < 51, (6.31)
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where

e,d<-<(14n)d
Mg

{Zm L6 < <g<Te and d<minle— & < (1+n)d).
i#j

By following the proof of Theorem together with Lemma and %e‘d >c-9,
hm supslog e <{dlst (¢, Mg 24) < 5} \ {dist(¢, M 2(1mdy (5})

< hmsupalogps <{dlst ¢7M5 d<-<(14n)d ) < 5}) < —c.e~(Hmd,

Since the distance J. = n\/@ and the collision scale d. = ‘log A /elogé‘, chosen above in
(6.29), satisty %e_df > ¢ d., we have

o2 ({dlist(6, M5 %) < 01\ {dist(g, M50 < 5} ) S exp{ = & emrrmi] g e
(6.32)

Therefore, most of the probability mass is concentrated on the set {dist(¢, MBZ(Hn)dE) < Og}.
For the use of this large deviation estimate, see Remark and Lemma [7.1}

7. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

7.1. Partition into a typical event and large deviation events. Using the large-deviation
estimates established above, we decompose the entire space into a typical event and large-
deviation events as follows.

Lemma 7.1. Let Q € Z with Q > 0, §; = m/elog%, de = ‘logg/alog%

(6.29), and let F' be a bounded function. Then

, as in (6.28) and

/ F(6)p2(do) = / F(6)p2(dd) + O(ec108%).
{dist(p MG =) <6}

Proof. Note that, using (6.28)), we have

/ F(6)p2(do) + / F(6)p2(do)
{dist (¢, M) <5} {dist(¢,M%)>0:}

-/ L P6)8(d9)
{dist(¢>,/\/l‘zz)<65}ﬂ{dist(¢,/\/lzz’— €)<8e}

+ F(9)62(d5) + O(e ™)
{dist (¢, M5)) <8 }n{dist(¢, M=) >5.}

=1y 4 I+ O(e €8 %), (7.1)
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3 E,Zda
Since MQ - M‘b

L- | . F(6)p2(d). (7.2)
{dist(¢,MG=") <5}

Using Mg, = Mgzds U M6’<d5, we have
{dist(¢, M) < 8.} N {dist(¢, MG™*) > 6.} € {dist(¢, MZ"%) < 6.}

This implies, together with (6.29)), that

1
Iy S o2 ({dist(d, M5~%) < 6.}) Se o 7. (7.3)
Combining ([7.1)), (7.2), and ([7.3)) yields
1
D) = F($)pQ(d) + O(e™*1 ) + O™ )
{dist(¢,M57 ) <0}
= Ji + O(eclos %), (7.4)

We further decompose the leading-order term 7; as follows. Using (6.30]), we have

F(6)p2(do) + /{ F(6)p2(do)

Ji= /
{dist(¢, MG =) <6} dist (¢, MG =) <6 P\ {dist(p, M =) <6}

(7.5)
From the tail bound , we obtain
Fi= [ e F@600) 4O, (7.6)
{dist (¢, Mg =" ") <6}
Combining , , and completes the proof.
O

Remark 7.2. The large deviation estimates and imply that most of the probability
mass is concentrated on the set {dist(¢, Mng) < 6:} in (7.2). We note, however, that this set
is too large to prove the central limit theorem, since the error term is too large to control on
this set. In particular, in the first-order term in the Taylor expansion blows up on this
set, with size O(c7). Therefore, we need to perform a more careful decomposition in
in order to carry out the Taylor expansion and control the error on the slightly smaller set

{dist(p, MG="TP%) < 6.} in

7.2. Coordinate changes. As shown in the previous subsection, we prove that as € — 0, most
of the probability mass concentrates in the region

{dist(¢, MGZT%) < 6.3,

where the field ¢ is close to the manifold and the solitons are well separated, that is, there is
essentially no collision as d. — oo. See the definition of ./\/lzjzd in (4.10).

To prove the central limit theorem (Theorem [1.4)), we first perform the following change of
coordinates using the disintegration formula in Lemma
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Remark 7.3. As discussed in Remark the disintegration formula in tangential and normal
coordinates has been widely used in settings where the energy functional admits explicit min-
imizers. However, we emphasize again that, to the best of our knowledge, this is the first time
the disintegration formula is applied in a regime where no minimizers exist, and the framework
is set up around a multi-soliton manifold.

Pr0p051t10n 7.4. Let Q € Z with Q > 0, ). = m/elog de = ‘logw/slog
, and let F' be a bounded, continuous function. Then

F(VE ' (¢ — 7°(9)))p@(dg)

, as in (6.28]) and

/{dmt o.My = M) <5
_7! / / (v)e:fa @V Doty o (VEO) U (d0)dEy ... dEg, (1)

where ¢ s the projection onto MQ—(Hn , defined in , VEJLm,fQ is the Gaussian measure
in Lemma and

U, = {(fl, . €Q,v) € Ag % V&’“@Q s |Vevl| 2 < é: and rzn#l?|§l &l > +77)d5}
L.

Eep,to(VeEv) = /L sin (6ame,,. ¢ () + (1 = 02)VEv(2)) - (Vev)Pde, [0, <1

Detgl,m,EQ(\/gv) = det (Id —Wgh_._gQﬂ/‘gv).

Here Ag = {—L. < & < -+ <& < L:}. In ([7.7), the partition function Z. represents the
integral [ --- [ over U without F, and We,....c0. /20 @S the Weingarten map, defined in (14.20)).

Proof. Using the disintegration formula in Lemma with the coordinate ¢ = mg, co T Vev
in (4.14), we decompose the integral into its tangential and normal components as follows

-1 c B 1 Le
/ SR Vo () exp{ - / )

1 [t
/ / exp - /L 1 —cos(myg, ¢, + \@v)dx}

-exp{ HB 61, ,EkHL? - g« 82) Mg, . \[U>L2}
’ Det§1,~~-,$k (fv) M{l,...,fQ (d'U) dg(£17 cee 7§Q)7 (78)

Z|F) (1 - cos g)da }u2(do)

where 7¢(¢) = mghn_’gQ with min;2; |& — &5 > (1 +n)d., and Mé,...,gk is the Brownian bridge
with covariance (—92)~! from 0 to 0, on the normal space, and do is the surface measure defined

in (119).

Under the coordinate ¢ = mg . ot Vvev in (4.14), we perform a Taylor expansion

L¢ L. L,
/ 1 —cospdr = / 1 —cos(mg, ¢, )dz + / sin(mzl,..”&@)\/gvdx
—Le

—L. —L.

Le
+/L cos(mgh."’gQ)(\/Evfdx—i—é’gl,,,,,gQ(\@v), (7.9)
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where &, . ¢, (Vev) = _Lig O((v/v)?)dxz. By combining the Cameron-Martin term

1 Le 1 L¢ L. Le
/L |0,0|?dx = /L |0xm§17m’§Q|2dx+/L (—07mg, . eo)Vevdr + o / 0. (Vev)|?da

2 2 L
with the interaction terms ((7.9)), we obtain

1 1 1
B (mg, o TVEY) = —CBr(mg, e,) = Z(VEL (Mg, ¢,)s VEV)
1
— 2—6<\/§v, (=07 + cosmg, ¢, )VEV)

1
+ ggflwng (\/‘gv)a (7.10)
where

1 L, L.
EL.(9) = 2/L |8x¢!2d$+/L 1—cospdx

and VEr,_ (mg1 £Q) = —82m21 o T sinmg, ¢ . On the right-hand side of ( (7.10)), the first

two terms and the last term are error terms, Whereas the term (v, (—02 +cos m£ gQ) v)) defines

the covariance operator of the new Gaussian measure 1/51 Comblnlng 7.8) and ((7.10] - yields
b

= [ [ oo { - 1B ¢) - §<VELE<m;,...,§Q>,¢Ev>}

1
- exp {55&,...@@(\@@)} exp { — §<U’ Cos(mzl,...,gQ)@}
‘Dete, o (VEv) g, g, (dv) do(r, ..., &q). (7.11)

We first study the first term —lELs (mZ,...,gQ) in (7.11). From Lemma and (4.6, we have
Er. (mf1 ) |Q| Exink +O(e cdf), uniformly in &, ... {g satisfying min,.; |§—&;| > (1+n)d..
This 1mphes

1 ) .
exp{ = ZBp.(mf,_e,)} = exp{ = Z|QI B — ZO(™)}

:exp{ — §|Q]Ekmk(1+0(50+))}, (7.12)

uniformly in &1, ... &g satisfying min;»; |§ — & > (1 +n)de = (1 + 77)| log \/elog %!
We now study the second term —%(VELE (mgl,...,iq)’ Vev) in (7.11)). By Lemma and the
condition [|\/gv||z2 < 6. = 4/elog L, we have

1 [he

[ VB, gy Vevds

1 I _n
- < ZIVEL ()2 IVEul 2 S Zem 185, = 0(=0),

(7.13)

€
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uniformly in &1, ... &g satisfying min,£; |& — ;| > (14 n)d: = (1+n)|log /e log 1|. This implies
that

e { - %WELE (mfy...c0): VEv) | = 1+ 0(") (7.14)

uniformly in &1, ... &g satisfying min;«; |§ — &5 > (1 + n)d-..

We now study the second-order term —3 (v, (—92+ cos mzl,...,gQ)w in (|7.10)), which defines a new
base Gaussian measure on the normal space. Note that

Q
—8;% + cos mzhl_.,{Q = —65 +1- QZsech2(- - &)+ O(e_Cdf) =Le¢ ot O(e_"df),
Jj=1

where the error is independent of &1, . . . g satisfying min,; [§;—§;| > (14+n)de. Since v € Vg, ¢,
satisfies the orthogonality conditions, from Lemma we can define the Gaussian measure

_ 1
dl/fllv---va - Z§1,1.-.,§Q eXp{ - 5(1},5517._{@1})} H dv(x), (715)
$€[—L57Le]

where Z¢, ¢, = (Z0)?(1 4 O(e~%)) from Lemma 5.5

Finally, we study the surface measure do (&, ..., &) on the multi-soliton manifold. Indeed, since
the tangent vectors {85].m21 ko }?:1 are almost orthogonal, with an error of order e~ the
Jacobian matrix

M(&rs- - €Q) = ((Oemig, | enr O me, . e0))1<ij<Q

is nearly diagonal, with diagonal entries given by H@me%Q(R), which are independent of
&1,...,¢qg- Therefore, we have

det(M (&1, .-+, £Q)) = Qldzml|72(g (1 + O(e™%)), (7.16)

uniformly in &1, ... &g satisfying min;; |§; — & > (1 + n)d-.
By using ([7.8), (7.11)), (7.12), (7.14]), (7.15), and ([7.16)), we can take out terms independent of

tangential modes &, ..., &g satisfying min,;«; | — &;] > (14 n)d. as follows:

ZE[F]:JE/.../ F(o)es%aV™Dote, o (Vev)dut  (v)déq ... dey,
: o

where

T = exp | 21Q1Biauk } (20)2 - Q0w 3y (1 + O(e™)) (1 + O(7)).

Since the partition function Z, = Z.[1] contains the same factor J., we can cancel the common
term J. and thus obtain the desired result ([7.7)).

O
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8. ANALYSIS OF THE (GAUSSIAN MEASURE WITH SCHRODINGER OPERATOR

In this section, our goal is to establish the correlation decay and the extreme value for the

Gaussian measure I/é ¢, on the normal space, with the covariance operator
ARG

k

(8.1)

,,,,,

j=1
subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions, as defined in (5.11)).

Remark 8.1. In this section, we study a joint limit in which e — 0 and L. — oo simultaneously,
leading to a competition between energetic and entropic effects. Moreover, in our setting the
relevant covariance operator is defined around a multi-soliton configuration, which is not
a minimizer of the energy. This is in sharp contrast to [19, Theorem 4], where the analysis is
based on the covariance operator around an explicit energy minimizer and only the energetic
limit € — 0 is considered to establish a central limit theorem.

8.1. Correlation decay. In this subsection, we study the decay of correlations for the Gaussian
measure with covariance operator C¢, ¢, in (8.1). Notice that the operator

k
—02+1— QZsechz(- - &)

J=1

is invertible on the normal space Vg, . ¢, . Therefore, we can take its inverse to study the Green
function

Gg"“»gk(x’y) = <5$7C£17--~7§k5y> = Eugil [7}(37)7}(3/)] (8-2)

with Dirichlet boundary conditions on [—L., L.]. In order to study the decay of correlations in
(8.2), we first analyze the projected Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator on the normal space Vg, ¢,

,,,,,,,,,,

with Dirichlet boundary conditions on [— L., L.|. Note that Dirichlet boundary conditions sup-
press the variance (—02 4+ 1)7!(z,2) ~ 0 near the edges, eliminating randomness there. In
particular, the influence of the boundary diminishes exponentially fast as one moves into the
interior, and the field in the bulk behaves almost like the infinite-volume Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
field. The following proposition shows that the Green function GgU,gl,.‘.,gk exhibits correlation
decay away from the boundary points —L., L..

Lemma 8.2. Let L, = 2t and ming; [§ — &| > de = ‘log \ /6log%‘.

(i) Bulk regime: Let |z|, |y| < L. — |loge| and |&;| < Le, j = 1,...,k, where L. is defined in
(4.2)). Then

|G8U§ e, (T, ) — ce_lm_y|| < e~ 2(Le—max{|z[,|y[})
3S1lye- Sk ~

as € — 0, where the exponentially small error term is independent of the tangential
modes 1, . .., & satisfying |&;] < Le.
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(ii) Diagonal regime: for any x € [—Le, L]
|G8U,£1,‘..,§k (z,2)| S 1,
uniformly in &1, ..., & € [—Le, Le).

Proof. We expand the covariance operator Py,
o, =1d— Z;‘le P; (5.12) onto the normal space V¢, ¢, is

& (=02 + 1)_1PV§1 ¢, - Recall that the pro-

~~~~~

jection operator PV5

,,,,,

where each P; denotes the projection onto the corresponding tangential direction

Pj =4 (8:3)

Here t1,...,t; are obtained by applying the Gram—Schmidt orthonormalization to the tangent
vectors O, mzl I = , k. By expanding the projection operator Py,

pogy = (FO2H1)T +ZP ~R2+1)7P,

1,j=1
k
=) (02 + 1) 'P;
Jj=1
k
=) P92 +1)7! (8.4)
=1

We study each term separately. We denote by G5, the Green function of (—92+1)~! on [~ L., L]
with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Then, the explicit formula and the bulk behavior are well
known as follows:

sinh(Le — max{x,y}) - sinh(L; + min{z, y})

GE = 8.5
and if |z|, |y| < L. — |loge],
1
‘Ggu(l’,y) _ ieflzfyl| < g 2(Lemax{lzllyl}) < o—2|loge] (8.6)

Hence, in the bulk region |z|, |y| < L. — |loge|, the Green function coincides with the whole-line
kernel up to an exponentially small error in the distance to the boundary.

We now consider the first projected term P;(—92 + 1)7!P;. By direct computation using the
definition of P; in (8.3),
(05, Pi(—=02 + 1) 'P;6,) = t;(x)t;(y) (i, (=02 + 1)~ 't;). (8.7)

Using Lemma that is, |tj(g;)’ < e—|z—§j|7 we have
8.7 < e—cle—=til g—cly—=¢;l g—cl&i=¢;l
s e (8.8)
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We next consider the second projection term (—92 + 1)7!'P; in (8.4). By direct computation
using the definition of P; in (8.3)),

(62, (=02 +1)7"P;0y) = t;(y) {6z, (=02 + 1) t;) = t;(y) - GOu(z, 2)t;(2)dz, (8.9)

£

where G§y; denotes the Green function of (—92 + 1)~! on [~L., L] with Dirichlet boundary
conditions. Note that

L. L. Le
/ GBy(z, 2)t;(2)dz :/ e~ 1Tt (2)dz + /_L (GBy(z, 2) — e * Nyt (2)dz

—Le. —L.
— 1, + . (8.10)
Since |tj(z)] < e 1*~4l, we have
L
T4 < / e~lr—Hle=lr8il g, < g=clo—t;. (8.11)
—L.

Regarding the error term Io, under |z — &;| < [loge|, we use max{|z|, |2} < max{|z|, |&|} +
3|log | to obtain

o] < / e~2Lemmax{lel 5Dy (1) + / el gy
|2 <5 loge] |2=¢51> 3| loge|

< lloge| —2(Le—max{lal lg;}) | ,—cllogel

< ef|log5| _i_efc\ log5|7 (812)

where in the last line we used the bulk conditions |z| < L. — |loge| and |¢;| < L. = L. —
ematm Hence, by combining (8.10]), (8.11), and (8.12)), we obtain

L.
‘ GEu(x, 2)tj(2)dz| < e~cle=4] (8.13)
—Le
as € — 0. Then, it follows from and (8.13)) that
B9 < e~ v=&lemelr=&1 < pmele—yl, (8.14)
As for the projected term P;(—92 + 1)~1 in (8.4), following the above calculations, we have
(52, Pi(—02 + 1)716, )| < e clovl, (8.15)

It follows from , , , , and that

GgU,el,...,gk (z,y) = ce”1*7¥l 4 0(6—2(Ls—max{|w\,|y\})) ~ e Cle—yl

when x and y are far from the boundaries.

We now prove part (ii) of Lemma (diagonal regime). Using the closed form (8.5)), we have

| =

0 < GgU(xv:C) <
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for all z € [—Le, L.]. Since Py, ¢, is an orthogonal projection, so 0 < Py
adding the projection cannot increase the diagonal

< Id. Hence,

—_

0< GgU,él,...,gk (x, ) < GgU(x,m) < 3

for all x € [—L., L], uniformly in &1,...,& € [~Le, Le]. This completes the proof of Lemma
8.2l

O

We are now ready to prove the main part of this subsection. Recall the definition of the Green
function corresponding to the covariance operator Ce,, . ¢, in (8.1))

The following proposition shows that the Green function Gg, . ¢, exhibits correlation decay away
from the boundary points — L., L..

Proposition 8.3. Let L. = 3 and ming; [§p — &| > de = ‘ log /e log %‘

(i) Bulk regime: Let |z|, |y| < L. — |loge| and |&;| < Le, j = 1,...,k, where L. is defined in
(4.2). Then

as € — 0, where the exponentially small error term is independent of the tangential
modes &1, . .., & satisfying |&;] < Le.

(ii) Diagonal regime: for any x € [—Le, L]
GE, e, 2)] S 1, (8.16)
uniformly in &1, ..., & € [—Le, Le).

Proof. Using the resolvent identity, we view the Schrodinger operator

as a perturbation of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator PV51 & ( - 0%+ 1)*1PV61 . as follows

.....

Gg,...,gk (z,y) = GIO)U,gl,...,gk (z,y) + (Ggu,gl,...,ngGg,...,gk)(CU,y)
= GgU,gl,.‘.,gk (z,y) + (Gg,‘..,gkWGgU,gl,.‘.,gk)(l'yy), (8.17)

where W (z) = —2 Z§:1 sech?(- — ¢;). From (8.17)), we have

k L.
> [ G s w AWRGE, g )iz
j=17 L

k L.
—Z/L Gg,,..,gk(%Z)Wj(Z)GgU,gl,,..,gk(Z7y)dza (8.18)
j=1 7L
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where W;(z) = sech?(z — €;). Note that the equality (8.18]) holds after summing over j, although
the individual components do not commute. Indeed, by Lemma [8.4] we have

1(GBugy,..es WiGE..e) — (GE e, WiGBugy,.0) | oy S €Mt 878 (8.19)

where ming; |§ — &| > ‘ log \/&@"

Using Lemma [8.2] under the bulk condition |z|,|y| < L. — |loge| we write
By, 2) = 7l Qe 2bemmaxlel o)
GBusr. e (2y) = e W7 4 O(em2Eemmax{lyllz)), (8.20)

Following the error estimates in (8.10) and (8.12), and using (8.20)), |W;(2)| < e~1*=%!, we obtain

-

GgU,&,...,gk (z, Z)Wj(Z)Gg,‘..,gk (z,y)dz

€

g /LLs e,)\|:rfz|ef>\|zf§j\Ggw’gk(2,7y)dz_i_efc\ loge| (8.21)
for some A > 0, and
Le
‘ L Gg, 6@, 2)W;(2)Goug,,. e, (2, y)dz
L,
S GE e (m,2)e NetlemAv=2lgy 4 gmellosel, (8.22)

€

We proceed by considering two cases: |y — ;| < 2|z — y| and |y — &;| > 3|z — y|. In the former
case, we use (8.21]), while in the latter we use (8.22]).

Case 1: if |y — ;| < |z — y|, then

L,
/L e N F e NSIGE (2, y)dz

L,
< / efguxfwaej|f|z—sj|>e4\szﬂa§ (z,y)dz

~ _L, 1yeesbk

Le
< il /_L e 3GIGD |, (2,y)dz. (8.23)

Denoting by uy = 'Cg_llgk (Pvg1 & f) the solution to the elliptic equation associated with

,,,,,

Lego=-02+1-2 Z?Zl sech?(- — &;), the elliptic regularity theorem yields

|0Zup| 72 + lluglfz < ClPve, o, flI72 (8.24)

.....

for any f € L?. By using the Sobolev embedding and (8.24)), we have that for f = e_%|z_5j‘,

L.
_ A,
/_ e 2NIGE ¢ (zy)dz| < Cllug|l . < Cllugme < CPy, ¢, fllz2- (8:25)

sup
L. ”

ye[_LtfuLE}
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Combining (8.21)), (8.23) and (§8.25) yields

L.
‘ L. GgUafl ----- €k(x’Z)Wj<Z)Gg7,,_,§k(Z,y)dZ Sefﬁ‘r*y‘,
Case 2: if |y — & > bz — yl, then
Le
GE e (@, z)e Mailem A==l g,
ELE )\
S Gg,.,,fk(w,Z)ef)‘lzfgj|67§(|y*§j|*|szj|)dz

€

Momyl 55 D Az—g;|

N

Using the elliptic regularity theorem (8.24]), and then following (8.25)), we obtain

L.
sup Gg (T z)e_%|z_£j|dz S
e€[-Le,Le] | /=L 777
Combining (8.22)), (8.27) and ({8.28) yields
L
PV
[ G AW )G g (o]
We conclude the case study.
We now go back to the resolvent identity (8.17))
k
D D D D
Ge e (@9) = Glug, e (@.9) —2) (GOue, 6 WiGe ) (@ y).
j=1

If |y — &l < %|ZE — y|, then we use (8.26) to get
D D L
|GOU7§1,---,§1¢WJ’GEL--wfk (z,y)| Se clz=yl,

If |y — &j| > 3|z — y|, then using the commutator estimate (8.19), we switch the order
Ggnylw-wkangw-,fk (z,y) = Gg,,..,ngngU,gl,...,gk (z,y) + Rj(z,9),
where
[Rj(z,y)| S e k.
This, along with , implies that

—clr— —ell log L
GOu.er,. e WiGH .6 (@, )| S e 7l 4 emelloslelog 2L,

Hence, combining (8.30), (8.31)), (8.32)), and Lemma [8.2] yields
GP. e (w,y) = ce 7 4 O (e 2 bemmaxtial iy}

53

(8.26)

(8.27)

(8.28)

(8.29)

(8.30)

(8.31)

(8.32)
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We now prove the diagonal regime (8.16[). From the resolvent identity (8.30) and Lemma
(ii), we have that for any = € [—L, L]

D D
0< Gy, 6(7,2) SGoug,. g (2,2) ST,

uniformly in &1, ..., & since GgU €1....¢, and Gg ..&, are positive operators (and hence so are
their Green functions) and W; > 0. This completes the proof of Proposition

O
Before concluding this subsection, we present the proof of the following lemma under the sepa-
ration condition.

Lemma 8.4. Under the separation condition ming,; | — &| > d., we have

H(G8U7517---7§kWjGél---:&) - (Gg £ijG8U1£1 ----- Ek) HLQﬁ\L2 S e eminezileeil 0,

-----

as € — 0, where W; = sech?(- — &;).

Proof. Recall that

k
-1
Gg ..... fk(xay) _PVg ,,,,, gk( 8§+1_2256Ch2( _5])) PVgl ,,,,, gk(xay)
j=1
Using the resolvent identity, we write
GE...c.(w ) = GE(w,y) — GE (Y W) GE ¢, (@), (8.33)
U#]

where

& ( — 9%+ 1 — 2sech?(- — §j))_1PV§1 . (z,y).

.....

Gg (1"’ y) = PV51

.....

Again, using the single-bump resolvent identities
D _ ~D D D
Gg, = Govg,..e T Goug,.. e, WiGs
D _ ~D Dyxr.D
Gg; = Gougy,.e T GgWiGou,. .60

we have

D D D D
Gougr,..es WiGe, = G, WiGou g, (8.34)

Inserting the resolvent identity (8.33)) into both GgU@’._’gk Wng,---yék and Gg,...,gk Wleo)U,&,_..ék
and using (8.34)), we obtain

D D D D
GOU,{I7~--’£ijG£1w~:fk - Gslw"v&k WJGOU:&l’vfk
_ D ~D D D Dy D
=> (Gou,sl,...,ngJGéjWngl,...,sk — Ggp,..a WGy, WaGou,gl,...,sk>
Z

0]
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By Combes—Thomas bounds for 1D Schrodinger resolvents with a positive mass term, for any
bounded V such that the inverse (—92 + 1+ V)~! exists, we have

1a(=0; +1+ V) gl S e o BHAD),
This implies that

W, GEWil|p2mype S e el (8.36)

since W; = sech2(~ — §;) is highly localized around &; with an exponentially decaying tail. Using
(8.36)), the operator T}, in (8.35) satisfies

I Tjell 22 < HGgU,gl,...,gk”L2—>L2HWngDjWIZHLZ—>L2\|Gg,...,5k||L2—>L2 < el =4l (8.37)

Combining ({8.35)) and (8.37) yields
||GgU,§1,,§kW]Gg,,fk - Gg,...,ngngU,fh...,gk||L2*>L2 S Z (||CZ_"7'£||L2*>L2 + ||T£j||L2~>L2)
t£j
< Ze—c|§j—§e| < e_Cds’
t£j

where d. = ming; [& — &;| 2 |log(elog 2)|. This completes the proof of Lemma
U

8.2. Maximum of the Gaussian process. In this subsection, we study the maximal behavior
of the field v under the Gaussian measure

1 -1 _l<0_1 ) >
dl/é'l”"’gk - Z£13~“1£k6 ’ e gkvv H dv($)7

-----

we show that the typical size of v under the measure VEJL..-,Ek satisfies ||v||p~ < K+/|log L.| for
some sufficiently large K > 1.

Lemma 8.5. There exist a constant ¢ > 0 such that for sufficiently large K, we have
1 —cK?|log Le
Ve, (A) S em o, (8:38)

uniformly in &1, ..., & € [—Le, L:)F, where
Ae = {||vllpoe(=re,0.)) < K/[log Le}

Proof. We first show that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any finite p > 2, we have

,,,,,  [v@) —o@)IP] < CpElr —y%, (8.39)

uniformly in (&1, ...,&) € [~Le, Le]* and L.
Using the fact that Vé & sa Gaussian measure, we have that for any finite p > 2

B, . [v@)—o@P] <pE(E, [l —vw)P])". (8.40)
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By expanding the second moment, we have

1okl €1, b, €106
+ By (o] -E,y  [o@)
=1y + Iy, (8.41)

where

I, = va__’gk (z,2) — GQ.._,& (z,y)
12 = Gg77§k (y’ y) - Gg,,ék (y'x)'

Here Gg iy I8 the Green function defined in (8.2), corresponding to the covariance operator
Ce,,....¢, given in (5.11)). Using the elliptic regularity theorem, one can show that

O GE . e(@y) = GE ¢ (x,2)] <cly — 2| (8.42)
sup  |GE ¢ (x,y) = GE e (zy)| < clx— 2, (8.43)
yE€[—Le,Le]

uniformly in &1,...,&, € [~Le, Le]* and even in L.. By combining (8.41)), (8.42) and ({8.43)),
E,. [l()—v(y)f] < cz—yl, (8.44)

uniformly in &;,...,& € [~L., L.]* and L.. Combining (8.40) and (8.44) yields that for any
finite p > 2,

B, [v@) - o] < apfla -y, (8.45)

uniformly in &1,...,& € [~Le, L] and L.. Therefore, we obtain the desired estimate (8.39).
Once we have (8.39)), the maximal behavior of the Gaussian field follows from Talagrand’s
chaining argument. See [30, Proposition 5.1] or [37, Chapter 2.

0

In the previous lemma, we showed that the typical behavior of the field v under the Gaussian
measure 1/21 77777 ¢, is captured by the events A. = {[|v[[re < K+/[log Lc[}. In the following, we

study the error estimate outside the typical behavior A..

Lemma 8.6. Let F' be a bounded, continuous function and §: = n4/€log %, defined in (6.28)).
Then

E,.  |[F)esfoatDete g (Vev), AL [Vevlp < 6| S emelloste,

uniformly in &1, ..., & € [~Le, L:]*, where Ee,..&, and Dete, ¢ are defined in Proposition .

k
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Proof. We decompose the event AS = {||v||z > K+/|log L.|} into dyadic shells
Le
E, . [6% f7L€ (Vev'de, Det&,---,fk(\/gv)? Ag) ||\/‘€,U”L2 < 6€:|

1 ke v)°dx
-3 E, [ LV Dete, e (VED), Gy IVEvll2 < o)

where ¢ ranges over the dyadic numbers ¢ = 27K, j > 0, so that the sum runs over / =
K,2K 4K, ..., and

Ge = {£\/Tog L] < vl s~ < 20\/Tlog L] |-

Since Dety,, ¢, (vEv) = 1+ O(||yev||¥ ) and [[v]| 2 < ny/log 1, using Holder’s inequality and
Lemma [8.5] we obtain

1
2

1 rLe ev)3da 1
3 <IEVL [ot i o0' e Gy e < 5]) Ve, o (G0

me. e ooy e = Ry
>K E15eens &k
1 k Ey o2

< E :ex/glogsfx/llogLa\ (1 +e20F|log Lc|2) - e~ ¢¢ g Lel

>K

—£02|log L —cK?|log L

§§:ezlgs|§€ |log Le|

>K

uniformly in &1,...,&, € [~Le, Lc)* and L. > 1.

9. ORNSTEIN-UHLENBECK LIMIT ON NORMAL SPACE

In this section, we present the central limit theorem on the normal space to the Orn-
stein—Uhlenbeck measure under the conditions:

dist(supp g, &j) > e~ 72

for every 1 < j < k. This condition ensures that the test function g is at a distance at least
1
72127 from all solitons Mg, -y M, -

Proposition 9.1. Let L. = 3 and let g be a real-valued, smooth, compactly supported
function. Under the conditions

dist(supp g, &;) > g2t 9.1
J

for every 1 < j <k, we have

~ 1
By [em,g)es&l ..... &V Dote, ¢ (VEv), Ao, ||VEv| 12 <5€}

= exp{ = 30, (=82 + 1) g)pagey - (1 + O(1)), 92)

uniformly in &, ..., & € [—Le,Le] and L. Here A = {|v||r~ < Ky/|log L[}, defined in

Lemmas and o, = ,/Elog% in (6.28).
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Remark 9.2. If the tangential modes §; do not satisfy the condition dist(supp g,&;) > g2t
for every j = 1,...,k (g is close to one of the solitons), then the central limit theorem to the
mean—zero Ornstein—Uhlenbeck measure does not hold. However, in the next section, we show
that the contribution of the forbidden region dist(supp g, §;) < e~3+21 becomes relatively small
compared to the size of the partition function as L. — 0. Hence, we can still obtain the desired
result with a more careful geometric analysis.

9.1. Asymptotic behavior of the covariance. In order to prove Proposition 9.1 we first
take some preliminary steps. With respect to the measure I/JL“_’&C, we perform the following
orthogonal decomposition

v(z) = P(z)(v, g) + w(x), (9.3)

where P(x) is the projection of v onto the direction of (v, g)

By (o)

The orthogonal decomposition implies that w and (v,g) are independent Gaussian random
variables. Hence, the measure 1/;1 €, can be decomposed as follows
t2

1 5z 1
e 2 gdtduﬁ’“_ék(w),

dv V) =
517~~-,£k( ) \/ﬂUg

2

where the variance o

is given by
2
oy = Eyfll
Before presenting the proof of Proposition we study the following lemma, which provides

2

control on the variance oy

Lemma 9.3. Let g be a smooth, compactly supported function. Under the conditions
dist(supp g, &) > e~ 327
for every 1 < j <k, we have

og=E, (0o} ={g,(-02+1)7g)- (1+ O~ *™"Y),

uniformly in &1, ..., & € [~Le, Le] and Le.

Proof. By the definition of the Gaussian measure 1/217“.7&6, we have

Euﬁﬁ ----- 3 [|<U,g>|2] = {9, va---ékg% (9.4)

where Gg o 18 the Green’s function for the covariance operator

Lo\ YT AT W) Ve, )
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defined in (5.11)). Here
k
W= —QZseChQ(- - &)
j=1

is the perturbation term, localized near each soliton center. Using the resolvent identity, we in-
terpret the Schrodinger operator Cy, . ¢, as a perturbation of the projected Ornstein-Uhlenbeck

operator Py, . (—02 + 1)_1PV351 """ ¢, as follows
(9.5)

D D D D
G§1 €k (Ly) = GOU@L---{k (:U’ y) + (GOU,EL---{kWGEl,---vfk)(x’y)

where

......

D
GOU,gl,...,gk(xay) = (PVg1 ..... gk(_ x

We first study the leading order term GgU €16, 11 (19.5)). By expanding the projection operator
PV§1 ) defined in " we write

k
...... o = (COE 1)+ Y Pi(-0; +1)7'Py
i,j=1
k k
=) Pi(-i+ 1) =) (a2 + 1) Py, (9.6)

i1 j=1

where P; = (-, ¢;)t; is the projection onto the tangential direction. We begin with the first

projected term P;(—92 + 1)7!P;. Note that
(9. Pi(=02 +1)7'Pjg) = (g ti)(g,1;)(ti, (=07 + 1) '),

Under the condition dist(supp g,&;) > e=3+m, together with Lemma Itj(z)| < e~ l#=&l

g, )| < ‘/ g@)e 1l da| < gz tEmOE) < o= (9.7)
supp g
This implies that
g, Pi(~02 + 1) Pyg) S e T 98)
Furthermore, the separation condition implies
T amd g, (-2 )Ry e T (99)

(9, Pi(=02 +1)"'g)| Se

Combining , , and yields
—1+42

(g, (=0 + 1) tg) +O(e™ 277, (9.10)

D
(9:Goug,..e.9) =

This completes the leading order term G8U7§1,m7£k in (9.5).
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We now study the perturbation term GgU €10k WGg R in (9.5)), which is also an error term.
We expand

(g, (GgU,fl,...,ﬁk WG?I,..,@Q)gH

k Le Le Le
S| [ [ @Bugate = [ 68 Gty )a)ao
j=1 —Leg —Leg

—L.

. (9.11)

where we used sech?(z — &) S e~1#=&1. To use the correlation decay, we separate the Green’s
function into its bulk part and boundary parts, as follows, based on Lemma [8.2] and Proposition

B3
GgU,gl,...,gk (r,2) = ce” 12l 4 O(e_Q(Lf_maX“ﬂcHzl})) (9.12)
GD ¢ (5y) = ce vl 4 Qe 2Lemmax{lzLivl})) (9.13)

We first focus on the bulk effect e1#=2l and e~1#=¥l by plugging them into (9.11))

k

L. Le Lc
3 / g(x)< / e|xz|e|z£j< / e|zy|g(y)dy>dz>dx
— | J-L. “L. “L.
k 1 1
S L / / e~ il Slemalv=ilg (y) g(w)dyd
j=1 supp g v supp g

k
S Leem 306w g L1 g 0
j=1

: (9.14)

where in the last step, we use the condition dist(supp g,&;) > 320 for every 1 < j <k.

For the boundary effects e~ 2(Le —max{[zl.[2[}) gpd e=2(Le—max{lz|lyl}) iy (9.12) and (9.13]), following
1
the arguments in (8.10]) and (8.12)), we obtain the error term e~ A Combining (9.11]), (9.14]),

ce"2t?

and the boundary error e~ ! yields

1
_l.—5+2n

(g, (Ggu,gl,...,gkWGg,...,gk)@| Sed +e

—eem 3N

(9.15)

as ¢ — 0. Finally, using (9.4)), (9.5)), (9.10), and (9.15]), we obtain
EV&LI ,,,,, ke |:|<’U7g>‘2:| - <g7 vaagkg>
=(9,G8u .09 + 19, (GOug,.. e, WGE,..6)9)
_1
= (g, (=02 + 1)) (1 + 0@~ ).

This completes the proof of Lemma (9.3
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9.2. Ornstein—Uhlenbeck limit on the normal space. We are now ready to prove Propo-
sition

Proof of Proposition[9.1. We decompose the expectation as follows

Enép L Y
:Eugl . [ei<“’g>Det£hm7§k(\/Ev), A, Vel e < (55,}
1oobk
+ EVEJi e [ei(w’g’> (eé‘g&l ,,,,, e, (VEv) _ l)Det&’m{k(\@U), A, ||Wev e < 55}
=11+ 1o, (916)

where I is the main term and I is an error term. On the set A. = {||v||z~ < K+/|log L.|},
the higher-order error term and the determinant in Proposition satisfy

1
o (V) < 1 [

L

1 €
[Vevlda < VeLe||vl|70
Le

p
< % logel? = %,

1
—27 and

where we used L, = ¢

Dete, .6, (VEv) = 1+ O(|vevlfe) = 1+ O(e37) (9.17)

uniformly in &1, ..., &, € [~ L., L:]*. This implies that

Iy = O(e"), (9.18)

uniformly in &1,...,&, € [~Le, Le).

Regarding the main term I;, we use (9.17) and the tail probability estimates in Lemmas
and (/6.28) to obtain

co2
L=E, _[9]+0(5) + O ek oete) 4 o= %), (9.19)
1 k

,,,,,

where 0. = y/elog % Using the orthogonal decomposition v = P(x)(v, g) + w in (9.3)), where
(v, g) and w are independent Gaussian, we write

. e di %
IE,,@}I . [e“”»gq = //e”e 25 Vé#gk(’w) =e 2

**** 2moy

—exp{ -~ 2.2+ ) (1o )L (0.20)

N —

where we used Lemma [0.3]

2=y [wgf] = (g, (-0 +1) ) (140 ),
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By combining (9.16)), (9.18]), (9.19), and (9.20]), we obtain

E v Q[ i{v,9) g8, 5k(\/g”)Detgl,,,_’5k(\/Ev), Ae, |Wev|| e < 55}

= exp{ — 200, (<2 + 1)) - (1L 0 ) o).

Therefore, by taking the limit ¢ — 0, we have
imE,. [0 o VEDete, g (VEV), Ac, [VEv] 2 <O

e—0 €158

1 _
—exp{ = (0. (02 + 1) ) m) |-

This completes the proof of Proposition 0.1}

O
Remark 9.4. Following the proof of Proposition we also obtain
B [V Dot g (VE0), A, VBl <6] =140, (92)
T

uniformly in &1, ..., & € [~ Le, L:]*, where 0. = |/elog % Note that in (9.21]) we do not need the
conditions dist(supp g,§;) > € —3H2 for j = 1,...k. These conditions are only used in (9.20)),

where we used Lemmam Note that if e’ is replaced by 1, then ([9.20) is immediately equal to
1.

10. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.4]

In this section we prove Theorem [1.4] By studying the geometric structure of the forbidden sets
dist(suppg,§;) < € 2+277, we remove the conditions used in proving the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
limit (Proposition : dist(supp g, &;) > £~ for every 1 < j <k.

Proof of Theorem|[1.4. Let g be a smooth, compactly supported function. It suffices to prove
that

: cil.9) (e 1 2 | 1y-1

lim [ €09 (T%) o0 (dg) = exp { = 5 (g, (=02 + 1))},

e—0 2

where T¢(¢) = afé(qb — 7°(¢)) and 7° denotes the projection onto the multi-soliton manifold

MZZ(Hn)dg, defined in (4.15). Using Lemma we decompose the integral into the large-
deviation events and the main term J; as follows

/ T (919 )2 (d) = Ty + O(e—o'8 E) (10.1)

where

T = €<T€(¢):g>p§(d¢>7

/{dist(qs,/v(g 2(dmdey 5.3
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Here . = m/slog% and d. = ’log\/elogé , as defined in (6.28) and (6.29)). By using the

coordinate expression ¢ =mg . + Vv and Proposition we write

/ e / f€1,~..,§Q (ei<v’g>)1{mini¢j \{i—€j|2(1+n)ds}d‘£1 . de, (10.2)

_fs SElSSﬁQ Sze
where

Lle ev
Fepotq() =By [0-esel™Detg ¢ (Vo) [|Veule < 6c).

Here, the partition function Z. in (10.2) is

/ / o (D mini 16,6512 (14} 61 - dEQ- (10.3)

*Lsgflg S{QSLE

We now split the main term J; in ((10.2)) into two pats, =, and =¢ as follows

=27 / / Fero (€N min, g 12 (1 rmpay déa - dq
2 / o L Fereto € L ming, le g 20y 461 - dSQ
=1+ 32, E (10.4)
where
Ec={-L.<& < <&y < L. dist(suppy, &) > et for every j}. (10.5)

In order to use Proposition we decompose

]:51,..-,£Q (ei<v7g>) - ]:51,~~-,§Q (ei<v7g> ) ]‘Ae) + ‘7:51,~~~75Q <6i<v7g> ) 1A§)7

where A; = {||v||r < K+/|log Lc|}. Using the tail estimate Lemma with Proposition

we obtain that on the set =,

. 1 _
Ferga (@) = exp { = S{g, (=02 + 1)7'g) 2wy | - (1 + O(")), (10.6)

uniformly in (£1,...,8g) € Z.. For the term F¢, ¢, (1) appearing in the partition function Z.

in (10.3), we obtain, using (9.21)), that
Ferrntq(1) = 1+ 0("), (10.7)

uniformly in (&1,...,&g) € [~ Le, Le].
Combining ((10.4)), (10.6)), (10.3]), and (10.7) yields that

20 _ ol |22 0 {minig; & — &1 > (1 + m)d:}

- T = 14+ 0(").
1 H—LeéﬁS---SﬁQSLe}ﬂ{min#j!&—iﬂZ(1+n)d€}\( +0E)

(10.8)
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Furthermore, (10.4)), (10.3]), and (10.7)) imply that

|Z¢ N {mingz; |& — & > (1+n)d-}]
e <& < <& < Lo n{mingg; |& — &) > (1+1n)de}|

(2)
VA |,§H_Z (14 0(")). (10.9)

We show that jl(l) — 67%”9‘@1—1 and Jl(z) — 0 as € — 0. The area of the forbidden region,
namely the band of length Z?‘l and width dg, is

{-Le<& < <é<L: min [§; — &) < (1 + n)de}| ~ O(LZ™"d.). (10.10)
17

Hence, the separation min;«; [ — &;| > (1 4+ 1)d: removes only a thin tubular neighbourhood
of the diagonal band, of thickness d., from the large cube of side length L., whose volume is of

order O(fg_lde). Therefore, we have
{-L.<& < <&<L} N {min |& - & > (1 +n)d:}|

— HffsgglgSgQSZE}H*O(Z?ildE)

~ (2L.)@ (1 - O(j_jf)) ~ (2L.), (10.11)

where in the last line we used d. = ‘log \/elog %‘ and L, ~ £~3%7 from (4.2). So the outside

band region has almost full area, up to a relative error of order %—5 ~ 3~ For the complement
of the set Z; defined in (10.5]), we have

— — \0— - — ) 1
=2l S Q(Ls)Q 1‘{@' € [~Le, L] : dist(suppg,&;) < ¢ 2“‘277}’

< Q(Lo)? (| supp g| + 2e7272). (10.12)
Combining (10.11f) and (10.12)) yields that
|22 N {mingz; |& — & > (1+n)d-}| _ |suppgl + 9e—3+21 <
{—Le<& < <& < Lefnimingg & — & > (1 +n)de}| ™ L. ~

where we used L. = Lo(1 — " — e3~) ~ ¢~3%7 from (&.9). This implies that in ([0.9) J> — 0
1
and so in (10.8) jl(l) o2l as e 50,

From ({10.1]), , and the fact that .71(1) — e—%||9||§{_17 .71(2) — 0 as ¢ — 0, we conclude that

lim | X9 (Te)#p?(dqb) = exp{ — —{g, (0% + 1)_19>}~

e—0

1
2

This completes the proof of Theorem

11. PROOF OF THEOREM

T

£

-----

onto the tangential directions by 7l (¢) = (&,...,&p). The marginal tangential projection is
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given by 7T]T(¢) = §;, where §; denotes the j-th ordered center in the increasing rearrangement
& <-<&o.

Proof of Theorem[1.6 Using Lemma we decompose the integral into the large-deviation
events and the main term J; as follows

/1{wz(¢)eA}P?(d¢) = J1 4+ O(e 1 7), (11.1)

where

7 :/ Lix Q(dg).
' {dist(¢. M5 =1+ 5.y (xT (e} PE (dD)

Here . = m/slog% and d. = ‘log\/elog% , as defined in (6.28) and (6.29)). By using the

coordinate expression ¢ = mgl,...,gQ + v/zv and Proposition we write

/ / oW e)ear  Liming, j6—¢;1>(14mdey 461 - - - dég, (11.2)
~L.<61<<€g<L.

where

Fernto®) =E,p  [0-er® @V Dety,  c,(VEv), [Vl 2 < o

Yeroon, £Q
Using (9.21)) and Lemma[8.6] we decompose the main term and the tail contributions as follows

Ferto(D) = Feyeo(la) + Fey g (Lac)
=14+ 0("), (11.3)

uniformly in —L, <& < --- < §o < L.. By following the same procedure, we can also write the
partition function Z. in (11.2)) as follows

/. . / Liming, [6—€ 1> (14n)d: 1481 - - d€q - (1+0(™)). (11.4)

—ngfl SSSQSES

Combining (|11.2), (11.3), and (11.4]) yields that

[ AN {mingg; & — &1 > A+ n)dfn{-L. <& < -~§5Q§fa}!
[{miniz; & — & > 1+ n)d} N{-Lc <& <--- <&g < Le}|

From , we have
{ -

Ji =

Lo} nfminle — &l = (1 +n)de}|

IA
I/\

€q <
) (11.6)

&<
(1— (

H‘
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Therefore, the effect of imposing min;; [ — &;| > (1 + n)d. is negligible compared to the total

volume of the simplex (2275!)(2. Using (11.5)) and (11.6]), we obtain

_JAn{-L<& < <gg < Lo}

Ji _ — (1+0(")). (11.7)
{-L. <& < < &g <L}
Combining (11.1)) and (11.7) yields
AN{-L. <& < <& < L.}
p?{ﬂg(¢)€«A}::} = — ‘(1+-0(5”?) (11.8)
H{-L. <& < <& <L}
Therefore, we obtain the desired result.
By following the arguments used to obtain ((11.8)), we have
{&eByn{-L. <& <--- <& <L}
2t (@) e p) = LG EBIOLL: =Ll op).  ug)
{-L.<& < <& < Le}|
In the following, our goal is to find a density function f;(x)
p2Uel (@) € B = [ fa)de- (14 0("))
Fix z € (= L., L.) and look at the slice with &; = x as follows
Si(x)={-L:<& < <& < Lc: & =ua}. (11.10)
Then, (&1,...,&—1) form an ordered simplex —L. < & < --- < ¢ < z in the interval [— L., z],
volume
+ il
Chl i (11.11)
(=Dt
Also, (§j41,...,&) form an ordered simplex z < &j41 < -+ < £g < L. in the interval [z, L.],
volume
(Zs - fL‘)Q_j
—_ 11.12
G S

Combining (11.10)), (11.11)) and (11.12) yields

(x+ L) (L. —x)977

dzx.

IﬁjeB}ﬂ%Jggﬁl§~-§&9§L5%:/|&@mm::/
B B
This, along with ((11.9)), implies that

R{xT(¢) € B} = / fi(@)d - (1 + O()),
B

where
Q' (x4 L)' (L. —2)@7

(2L8)Q (] - 1)! (Q —j)! ) _Ze <z < fe.

fi(z) =

G- @=5
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Recall that 7ro(¢) = & € [~Le, Lc]. Rescaling by L., define V; := 57;%? € [0,1]. Let z =
2L.v — L. and dx = 2L.dv. Then, the density of Vj is
T Q! (Zst)j_1(2fa(1 — U))Q_j T
fv.(v) = fi(z) - (2L:) = — . : (2T
3 (v) = fi(@) - (2Le) (2L.)@ (=@ —)! (L)
Q! -1 Q—j
= — — 1—v)*77,
G-niq-m” U
where 0 < v < 1. This shows V; ~ Beta(j, @+ 1— j). Hence, W(Tj)(¢) = ¢ = —L.+2L.V; follows
a Beta distribution, whose expected location is given by

oL
Eolrl(9)] = (- T+ ; +J1> (14 0(e°1)).

This implies that soliton centers &1, ..., &g are evenly spaced, dividing the interval [—Le, Lc] into
Q@ + 1 equal parts of length 5%1.

O
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