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ABSTRACT. We rigorously study the resonant tunneling of fast solitons through
large potential barriers for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation in one dimen-
sion.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Earlier results and heuristic discussion. In the last few years, there has
been substantial progress in rigorously understanding the effective dynamics of
solitons for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) in the presence of external
potentials and perturbations, both in the “classical” and “quantum” regimes.
If the soliton moves in a slowly varying external potential, or in the presence
of a small (even nonlinear) perturbation, the long-time dynamics of the soliton
center of mass is approximately that of a classical particle in an external potential
corresponding to the restriction of the perturbation to the soliton manifold, plus
error terms due to radiation damping,[1]-[5], [7]-[9],[11]-[13]. On the other hand,
for solitons with high velocity, we expect that the dynamics will be dominated by
quantum effects, such as soliton splitting due to scattering from a delta-potential
for the cubic NLS in one dimension, [13], or the blind collision of two fast solitons
for the generalized nonlinear Schrodinger equation in the presence of an external
potential, [4].

In this letter, we study the phenomenon of resonant tunneling of fast solitons
through large potential barriers for NLS equations in one dimension. Since the
soliton is exponentially localized in space and the potential barrier is compactly
supported, the effective time of interaction between the fast traveling soliton and
the potential is short. One expects that linear effects dominate in the interaction
regime. Resonant tunneling is well-known in linear scattering theory, and refers to
a situation where the reflection coefficient vanishes at certain energies of incoming
waves. One expects to have an analogous phenomenon for nonlinear systems in
special limiting regimes. We make this intuition mathematically precise and prove
that this effect indeed occurs.

For the sake of concreteness, we consider resonant tunneling for solitons of
NLS with Hartree (nonlocal) nonlinearity and in the presence of a repulsive dou-
ble delta-potential. We also discuss general assumptions for nonlinearities and

potentials for which our results hold.
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The main ingredients of our analysis are the symplectic structure of the soli-
ton manifold for the study of the effective dynamics of solitons in the pre- and
post- collision regimes, as developed in [4], see also [8, 11, 1], and the linear scat-
tering theory together with Strichartz estimates in one dimension to study the
interacting regime, [19].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 1.2, we discuss a concrete
example where our analysis is applicable, namely the Hartree NLS equation with
a double-delta potential. For the sake of completeness, we recall in Section 2
basic results on scattering theory and NLS equations. In Section 3, we present
the effective soliton dynamics in different regimes, both close and far away from
the potential, which sets the stage to prove the main result, Theorem 1. We finally
discuss general conditions on the nonlinearity and on the external potential for
which our analysis holds in Section 4.

1.2. The model and statement of the main result. In this section, we
discuss the main result for the case of Hartree nonlinearity and double delta-
potential. Our result holds for more general nonlinearities and other potentials,
such as a box potential.

Consider the nonlinear Schrédinger equation given by

(1) iatl/) = Hy + f(l/})a

where H = Hy 4+ V is the interacting linear Hamiltonian, Hy = —%ai, Vis a

(time-independent) external potential, and f is a focusing Hartree nonlinearity
of the form

(2) F@) = (W [v")y.
We assume that W is negative, spherically symmetric, and decaying at spatial
infinity with
WelLl 2<p<oo.
Under this assumption, the NLS equation admits solitary wave solutions when

V' = 0. In particular, there exists an interval I C R such that, for all u € I, the
traveling wave

(3) ug(t) — ez‘;ueri'eriv(arfafvt)77#(m —a— Ut),
where
o= (a,v,7,1) € RxRx[0,27) x I.

Here, 1, is a positive, spherically symmetric function solving the nonlinear eigen-
value problem

(—%@3 + w)n + f(n.) =0.

Furthermore, 7, € L2(R)NC?(R), and 5, x eVl as |z| — oo, see for example
[6, 18]. For the sake of concreteness, we consider first the case of scattering from



a repulsive double delta-potential V, which is given by
(4) V=q0(x+1)+dx-1).

Here, ¢ > 0 is the “height” of the potential barrier, and 2/ is its “width”. For such
a potential, we know that the resolvent Ry ()\) := (H — A?)~! is meromorphic in
A € C with no poles for ImA > 0, see, for example, [16]. Moreover, for A € R\{0},

(H—-))u=0

has unique solutions e (z, A) satisfying

et L R(N)eTM 4 < —]
(5) ex(z,\) = { () )

T(N)etAr, +r >
Here
/\2
TN 2iAq — q% + etitrg?
is the transmission coefficient, and
_Z'e—Qil)\()\(l + €4il)\) + zq(l o €4z’l>\))
A2+ 2iAq — g2 + etilAg?

T(\)

R\ =

is the reflection coefficient. Note that
(6) TN+ [RNP =1, AeR,

which follows from the unitary character of the linear evolution. Furthermore,
when

(7) ¢*(1 — cos(4IN)) + A*(1 + cos(4l))) — 2gAsin(4l)) = 0,

the reflection coefficient R(A\) = 0, while the transmission coefficient satisfies
|T(\)| = 1, i.e., we have resonant tunneling.

We are interested in the scattering of a fast soliton from the potential barrier.
We make the following assumption on the initial condition, which corresponds to
a state that is close to a traveling soliton,

(8) $(0) = tg, + wo,

where oy = (ag, vo, Y0, o) € R X R x [0,27) x I and wy is a fluctuation that we
will take to be small in L2 norm. Without loss of generality, we consider the
scattering setting where ag < 0 and vy > 0.

The following result holds for the above potential and nonlinearity. The same
result holds for a more general potentials and nonlinearities, see Section 4.

IThe resonant tunneling condition is solved implicitly. One solution, for example, is { = 1:453

and g = 4.129).
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Theorem 1. Consider the nonlinear Schridinger equation (1), with nonlinear-
ity (2), potential (4), and initial condition (8). Suppose that ||wgl||> = O(v,!)
and that the resonant condition (7) where X is replaced by vy is satisfied with
I =0(v"), ¢t =O0(vy"). Then, for vy sufficiently large, there exists positive
constants C, «, B and ¢ that are independent of vy, such that

||@Z)(t) — U, (t)HLZ < C'(Uo_ﬁ + 6—6(\ao+v0t—l\+|ao+vot+l\))7
uniformly in the time interval t € |0, % + alog vy].

In other words, for special values of vy, ¢ and [, the fast soliton tunnels through
the potential barrier. For different values with vy > 1, ¢ > 1, the soliton typically
splits into two wave packets, see Lemma 3 below, and also [13] for an elegant
discussion of soliton splitting from a delta potential for the cubic NLS equation
in one dimension. The use of the L? norm (as opposed to norms in the energy
space H') is crucial to have estimates that are uniform in v, [4].

2. MATHEMATICAL SETTING

2.1. Linear dynamics.

2.1.1. Scattering. We recall in this subsection some basic results of linear scatter-
ing theory, see [16]. For A € R\{0}, the generalized eigenfunctions ey appearing
in (5) are given by

ex(w,\) = e — Ry () (Ve ),

The resolvent can be expressed in terms of the generalized eigenfunctions,

Re(M)(z,1) = m[w, Ne_ (5,0 — y) + e (5. Ne_ (2, NO(y — )]

where O is the Heaviside step function. Furthermore, we have the spectral de-
composition

o~ 1) = o / A (ex(a Ner () + ez e (7. 0)
and
O Hw)=o- / TN X (en @ Ner () + e e (7, 0)-

Here, * stands for complex conjugation.
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2.1.2. Decay and Strichartz estimates. We now discuss decay estimates involv-
ing U(t,s) := e "= the propagator corresponding to the linear dynamics
generated by the interacting Hamiltonian H. For V' given by (4),

5
/dm VI + ) < oo, 7> 2

It follows from the work of [19] that

C
U, S)HB(LP,LP’) S
(t—s)r 2

for 1 < p < 2. Here p' is the conjugate of p, i.e.,

higher dimensions appeared in [14].

The above decay estimate implies that Strichartz estimates hold, see [17, 15].
We say that a pair (¢,r) is admissible if % = % — % with r € [2,00]. For every
¢ € L*(R) and every admissible pair (q,r), the function ¢ — U(t,0)¢ belongs to

LR, L"(R)) N C(R, L*(R)), and the estimate
1U( 00l aqrry < Cllgllze, Vo € L*(R),

where C' is a constant depending on ¢ holds. Consider I C R containing the
origin. Let J C I such that 0 € .J, where - denotes the closure, and let (v, p) be
an admissible pair, with f € L7 (I, L” (R)). Then, for all admissible pairs (g, ),
the function

S =

% + z% = 1. Earlier results in

t— Dy(t) = /1t dsU(t, s)f(s) € LI, L"(R)) N C(J, L*(R)),

such that
(10) 1Pl zaz.ry < CllFl e 00y

where C' is a constant independent of I and depends on ¢ and ~ only.

2.2. NLS equation and the soliton manifold. We recall some basic proper-
ties of the NLS equation (1), see for example [18, 8].

The phase space for the NLS equation (1) is chosen to be H' (R, C). The space
H! has a real inner product (Riemannian metric)

(u,v) := Re/d:zz uv

for u,v € H'(R,C). 2 On H', one can define a symplectic 2-form
w(u,v) = Im/dz ut = (u, ).

2The tangent space at an element 1) € H' is T, H' = H'.
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The Hamiltonian functional corresponding to the nonlinear Schrodinger equation
(1) is

1 1
(1) H(w) = [ 1o+ 5 [VIeP+ F(w)
where F(¢) = [ W x [¢]*]¢|%. Using the correspondence

H' «+— H'(R;R) ® H'(R; R)
1 +— (Rey) Imy))

il e—
where J := _01 (1)> is the complex structure on H'(R;R?), the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation can be written as
o = JH ().

Furthermore,

() = / dzr (Rew Tmu) (iﬁg) 7

w(u,v) = / dz (Reu Tmu) (? ‘01> (iﬁz)

The Hamiltonian Hy is conserved, and it is invariant under global gauge
transformations, Hy (e”1)) = Hy (). The associated conserved quantity is the
mass m(¢) := I [dz |¢|>. The assumptions on the nonlinearity imply that
d,m(p) > 0. It follows that 7, is a local minimizer of Hy—¢(t) restricted to
the balls B, :== {¢» € H' : N(¢) = m}, for m > 0; [10]. They are critical points
of the functional

1
(12) )= 1 [ dr (0.t + 2uluF) + ),
where p = pu(m) is a Lagrange multiplier.

2.2.1. Nonlinearity. The Hartree nonlinearity given in (2) is in C?*(H', H™').

From a direct application of Holder’s and Young’s inequality, we have that for
WeL(R), p>2r=2¢ 0],

1/ (uo) = flus + )| < Cllv]]z2,

and
1f (g +0) = f(ug) = f(ue)v]| 2 <Ol

Ly
where C depends on ||W||r» and ||uy||p2.



2.2.2. Soliton Manifold. We define the transformation 7,,, by
Yy = Tyt = DD (),
where v,a € R and « € [0, 27). The soliton manifold is
M :={no :=ToryNy, 0= (a,v,7, 1) € RXxR % [0,27) x [}.
The tangent space to the soliton manifold M, at n, € M, is given by
Tn,Ms = span{ Ey, Ey, Ey, Es},

uw’/ Vs
where
B, = aaTaoom|a:o — _axnu; Eg = a'yTOO'ynu‘v:O - inu
Ey = avTowmh:o = 1TTy; E, = e

In the following, we denote by
(13) €1 = —ax, €y =1, €3:=1;, €4:= a/“

which, when acting on 7, € M, generate the basis vectors {ey7,}a=1,.. 4 Of
T, M. The soliton manifold M, inherits the symplectic structure from (H',w).
For 0 = (a,v,7, 1) € R x R x [0,27) x I, the matrices

Q= P,J 'P, € T My x Ty M,

where 7,° M is the cotangent space at n,, and F, is the L?-orthogonal projection
onto 7, M, define the induced symplectic structure on M. Explicitly,

fo‘TnaMS = {w(€as; €5M0) }1<a,6<4

0 —m(p) 0 —om'(p)
(14) - 0 %((:)) ’
om/ () —am/ () —m'() 0

which is invertible if m/(u) > 0.

2.2.3. Group structure. The anti-selfadjoint operators {e, }a=1,.. 4 defined in (13)
form the generators of the Lie algebra g corresponding to the Heisenberg group
H3, where the latter is given by

(a,v,7) - (d',v',7) = (a", 0", 7"),
with " = a+d’, v = v+, and v/ =+ + v + Jvd'. Elements of g satisfy the
commutation relations

(15) [61, 62] = —é€3,

and the rest of the commutators are zero. This group structure has been noted
in [11].
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2.2.4. Zero modes. The solitary wave solutions transform covariantly under trans-
lations and gauge transformations, i.e.,

5;: (TaooToowW) =0

for all @ € R and « € [0,27). Here, the prime stands for the Fréchet derivative.
There are associated zero modes of the Hessian,

1
(16) L, = —585 + p+ f'(n,),
associated to these symmetries. In particular,
(17) Ly T Ms = Ty, M

with (i£,)?X = 0, for any vector X € T, M.

2.2.5. Skew-orthogonal decomposition. We define
Y:={o=(a,v,y,p) € RxRx[0,2m) x I},
and let
Y= {0 = (a,v,7,1) € R xR x [0,27) x Iy, with Iy C I\l bounded}.
We consider the neighbourhood Us C H! defined by
Us .= {¢ € H", sup ||t — 1|12 < 0}

oex0
We have the following proposition, whose proof follows from an application of
the Implicit Function Theorem, [4].

Proposition 1. For § < 1, there exists a unique mapping
o(-): Us = &
such that

(18) Y = Ne(y) + W,
and w(w, X) =0, for all X € T, M.

The group element T,,, € H? is given by

Tav’y — e—aaqc ezvmew.

It follows from (15) that T} YTy, € g if Y € g. Furthermore, from the transla-
tional invariance, we have that w(1y, u, Typyv) = w(u, v), for u,v € L?. Therefore,

Proposition 1 implies that
w(w,Yn,) =ww,Y'n,) =0,
for all Y € g, where Y' =T, YT, € g, w' = T, w, and 1y = T} 1.

avy avy av



3. EFFECTIVE DYNAMICS
We decompose the dynamics into three regimes. For 5,6 € (0,1), we let

3
tog = 07 1 = |a0| UO,
Vo

t3 = t2 —+ 510g’U0.

)
t2 - \aoz\]jvo7
The pre-collision regime corresponds to ¢ € [ty,t1], the collision regime to t €
[t1,t2], and the post-collision regime to t € [to,t3]. Below, we will show that
nonlinear effects dominate in the pre- and post- collision regimes, such that one
can neglect the external potential since the potential is compactly supported
and the traveling wave is exponentially localized in space, while the dynamics is
almost linear in the collision regime due to the high velocity of the soliton, or
equivalently, short time of interaction. The same decomposition was used in [13],
except that in the latter reference, Strichartz estimates are used to control the
dynamics in all three regimes and the inverse scattering method is applied for
the post-collision regime. Here, we only use Strichartz estimates in the collision
regime, and we apply the skew-orthogonal projection onto the soliton manifold
in the pre- and post- collision regime.

3.1. Nonlinear regime. The analysis in this subsection applies to the pre- and
post- collision regimes. We discuss first the post-collision regime. A similar result
holds for the pre-collision regime, which is simpler.

3.1.1. Reparametrized equations of motion in the post-collision regime. Suppose
that the solution at time ¢ = ¢ has the form

(19) (t2) = 1oy + w3
where o9 = (ag + votz, Vo, Yo, fo), and that ||Jws||zz = O(|ve| ™), for some a > 0.
Lemma 1. Consider the NLS equation (1) with initial condition (19), and as-

sume that, for t € [ty,ts], ¥(t) € Us, § < 1. Then, for vy > 1, the parameters
o= (a,v,7, 1) satisfy the equations

(20) B,a = vy + O||w]22 + ge€lel),

(21) 0w = O(|[wlf3z + ge <))

22 0y = i+ Ol + ge6),
(23) Aot = O([[wlffz + ge =9,

for some constant £ > 0 independent of vg.

Proof. We first find the equation of motion in the center of mass reference frame,
i.e., for
uw="T, 1 =e """z +a).

avy
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Using the skew-orthogonal property 1, we have

(24) w=1, 4w, w =T, w,
where
(25) w(w', X) =0,

for all X € T, M,, and

[v(t2) — wol, |a(te) — ap — vota|, |p(ta) — pol, |y(t2) — 0| = O(vg®).
We define the coeflicients

¢ = 0w — v,

(26) o 1= —%@v,
Cy 1=l — %U2 + %atav — Oy,
(27) cy 1= —Opl.
Note that
(28) e TING2(x + a) = OPu + 2ivdu — v
(29) T ((a + a) = f(u).
Differentiating u with respect to ¢ and using (1), (27)-(29), we get
(30) O = —i((=22 4 1 — ) + 3 cata — Ve
2 a=1
where V,(z) = V(z + a). In other words,
(31) dyu = —i&, (u) + 23: Calalt — 1Vyu,
a=1
where £, is defined in (12). Recall that
Eu(n) =0,

which implies
(32) &, (u) = Lu(w') + Npu(w'),
where

£ = (~30 +ut () = El(n,)
and

Nu(wl) = f(nu + w') — fnu) + f’(m)(w')-
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Substituting (24) and (32) into (31), we obtain

3
(33) ow' =(—iLl, + Z Cata — Vo)W + N,(w') + Z Calally — 1Vl

a=1 a=1

To obtain the equations of motion for a,v,vy and u, We project Eq. 33 onto
Ty, M using the skew-orthogonal property.

We have
(34) O (iw', X) = Opu(iw’, 0,X) + (i0pw', X) = 0.
Substituting the expression for dyw’ given by (33) in (34), and the fact that
(35) e =—€q, x=1,--- 4
we have

4
(L ', X)+ aneaw X) <V;lw',X>+<iNH(w'),X>+<ianeanH,X

(36) (Vanu, X) =0.

Some of the terms in the above equation cancel due to the zero modes of the
Hessian. It follows from (17), that

X'=iL,X € T, it X €Ty,
and hence
(L', X)) = (W, L,X)=—w(w,X")=0.
Together with (35) and (36), this yields
(37)
4 4

anw(eanu,X) =(Vanu, X) + an (iequ', X) + (Vow', X) + (iN,(w'), X).
a=1

a=1

We now estimate each term appearing in the right-hand-side of (37) with X =
egnu, B = 1,--+,4. Due to the exponential localization in space of the soliton
profile and the fact that the potential is compactly supported, we have that

IVaesnullz: = O(ge &), g=1,--- 4,
and
1X 022 = llesmallz = O(1), B=1,--- .4
HeaX”L? e ||€a6577ﬂ||Lz — O(l), O[,ﬁ —= 1, “ .. ,4.
Hence, Holder’s inequality, and the fact that V is real yield the estimates
(Ve X1 = (1, VaX)| = Olge )
[(Vaw', X)| = [(w', Vo X | < |[Vaesn [z ||w'] 22 = O(ge 8 |w']| 1)
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We also have from Holder’s inequality that

4 4
1> cafieqw’, X)| =) calin, e X))
a=1 a=1

< Clelflw']] 2

where |¢| := max,—1...4|c.|. Now, it follows from Section 2.2.1 and Hoélder’s
inequality that
[(iN,(w'), X)| = O(J|w'[|72)-
We hence obtain the estimate
] < C(l|w'[|72 + ge™*)
for some C and € > 0. Note that

[wl[z2 = llwll 22,

and hence the claim of the lemma. O
3.1.2. Control of the fluctuation. We now control the L?-norm of the fluctu-

ation w using conservation of charge, the skew-orthogonal property, and the
reparametrized equations of motion.

Lemma 2. Consider (1) with initial condition (19). Suppose the hypotheses of
Lemma 1 hold. Then, for vy > 1

sup  [|w'(1)[[72 < Cloo| /2,
te([t1,8 log vo]

for some constants C' > 0, 5 € (0,1).

Proof. From the conservation of the L?-norm of the solution,

[l = [0l 2,
and the skew-orthogonal decomposition (Proposition 1), we have
(38) [6l172 = wlfz + 7 l172 = 6],

where we have used
<w7 7](7) - _w(wa ina) - 07

and

12612 = {172l 2
Differentiating (38) with respect to ¢, and recalling that m(u) = 3(|n,/|2., we get
(39) 0wl = ~20,0,m(1).

Now, (23) implies that
(40) [0upe ()| < C(qe + [|uw]|72).
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Together with (39) and the Duhamel formula, this yields
t
(41) lwllZe < (e flws 2 +q/ ds ¢(t=9) =Slel)
0
For times t < Cv§, € € (0,1), we know from (21) that
(42) v(s) > cyuy,
for some constant ¢y > 0, and hence
a(s) > ag + vota + covgs > 1.
This yields
t
/ ds e 84) < Ce 8% 5 € (0,1).
0

Together with (41), we get the estimate

1
(43) lwllf> < Clge=% + —e),
v
for some positive constants C' and ¢ that are independent of vy. Choose 7 < %.
For ¢, <t <ty + 7, (43) implies
sup [|w|?. < Cug®/”.
te[0,7]
O

We have the following proposition, which follows from Lemmas 1 and 2.
Proposition 2. Consider (1) with initial condition (19). Then, for vy > 1,
sup [|9(t) — g, (t)[|22 < Cog®,

tE(ta,ts3]

for some C and a > 0.
The same result holds for ¢ € [tg,#1] (pre-collision regime).
3.2. Almost linear regime. This regime corresponds to t € [ty, ts].

Proposition 3. At resonance, and for vy > 1, there exist constants C > 0 and
B,9 € (0,1) such that

[46(t1 + 5) — o (1 + 8) |12 < CUM* 41+ g7 + 057 + e=Oaotvot=ll+laotvot 1))
uniformly in t € [ty, ts].

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. We start by estimating the L? norm of the difference between the lin-
ear interacting evolution and the true solution. The Duhamel formula and the
unitarity of the linear evolution imply that

) t1+s o,
le™*Hp(t1) — P(t +5) |2 = || / ds'e MW sk [1h(ts + 8) P(t1 + 8') [ 2.
t1




14

Using the Strichartz estimate (10) and the fact that W € L, p > 2, we have

t1+s .,
[ e ot + )P + )
t1

S CHW*’w(tl+SI)‘2w(t1—|—Sl)H 1 2p

125 ([0,s;L7+2)

< Csw ||W o [t + ) [0(t + )|

2p_
Leo([0,s];LP12)

for some constant C' > 0. Applying Holder’s inequality yields
W x [ (ty + ') ")t + ') 2 S AW|zellvo(ty + 87 o,522)

HL°°([07$};LP“) o
S CHwOH%%

where we have used the fact that charge is conserved in the last inequality, i.e.,
|(t)]|z2 = ||1o|z2 for all t € R. Therefore,

. 1

(44) le™ b (t1) — vt + )= (osizzy < Cs2 [l

uniformly in vy > 0.

Step 2. Recall that as the soliton quits the pre-collision regime,
V(1) = Ugy (1) + w(ta).

Using the Minkowski inequality,

(45) le™"*ap(t1)l|2 < lle™ Mgy (t1) 22 + lw(t)]l e,

where we have used the fact that ||e™*"w(t1)]| 72 = ||w(t1)]|rz.
Step 3. We now investigate the linear evolution of the traveling solitary wave.
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Under the resonance condition, we have
(646izHugo (t1) = T(vo)e “Hou, (t,) + R(vo)e “Houy, (t,) + Ei(s) + Ey(s) + Es(s),
with
[E: ]2 < C(L+q7"), supp(Er) € [I,00),
[ Eallr2 < Ol1/47 supp(Es) € [, 1],
| Ba(s. @) 22 < Ce 5,
for some constant C' that is independent of vg.

Proof. We use the spectral decomposition of the linear evolution in terms of the
generalized eigenfunctions ei. Let ¢ be an arbirary function in L' N L? with
support in (—oo, —1). It follows from (5), (6), and (9) that

¢ Mlocy = e POF N (RG)(—a) + e P(a).

and . ' R }
6_15H¢|:U>Z = e_ZSHOf_l(T¢) (:L‘) + El(S,ZE),
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where

Bi(s,z) = - / T e e BN Re(TO)VR(A))O (2 — 1)

™ Jo

and F~! stands for the inverse Fourier transform.
The linear evolution of ¢ in the whole space can be expressed as

—~ ~

(47) e " p(x) =e “HOF HTo)(2)O(x — 1) + e "o F 1 (Re)(—z)O(—x — )
+ e 50 (2)0(—x — 1) + By (s, x) + Ey(s, x)

where
Ey(s,x) = e *Hp(x)(O(z +1) — Oz — 1))

represents the contribution between the two delta potentials.

We now apply this decomposition to the solitary wave u,,(t1), centered at

distance of order —v$ away from the origin and exponentially localized. From

(47), we have that

(48)

e Mg, (t1) () =e 0 F (Tig, ) (2)O(x — 1) + e " F ! (Ritg, ) (—2)O(—z — )
+ e Hoy  (2)O(—x — 1) + E\(5,2) + Ey(s, ) + Fs(s, x),

where

O / Ty e e (0) (<N Re(T(NVE)O( — 1),
(50) Es(s,2) = e™ My (t1,2)(O(x + 1) — Oz — 1)).

and

(51) 1B3(s, )| 12 < Ce™"

for some constant C' which is independent of vg. The correction term FE3 comes
form the exponential decay of u, in the considered region.

We now use the fact that u,, is localized and that 9,T'()) is of order O(max(l,q™")).
Applying the mean value theorem, we have

e ——

(52) (T (v0) = T(A))tto (t1) |22 < C (I +¢7")

for some positive constant C' > 0 that is independent of vy. Similarly,
(53) I(R(vo) — R(A))tto (t1)l[ 2 < C (1 4+ ).

At resonance, R(vp) = 0, and |T(vg)| = 1, which yields

(54) 1Bl < C (I+47).
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To estimate F5, note that
12172 = oy (t1), € (O(z +1) = Oz — 1))~ ug, (t1))
= (Mo Lo 19" (O + 1) = O( = 1) Ty (11)7)
= (g €0 oDz 4-1) = O = D))
< ol e cnssmvse o 5 (i + 1) = ©(a — 1)1
where ad 4 f = [A, f]. It follows that

sl < Clle-trseonin s O(a + 1) — 00z — D)l
< OO +1) — Oz — 1)|[/2
(55) <cr

where we have used the unitarity of e2d-(@o+vot1)oz g2divozei2dn in the second line.
The claim of the lemma follows from (48) - (55). O

Step 4. We now use the fact that the free linear evolution generated by Hj is close
to the nonlinear evolution in the absence of the external potential over a short
time interval of interaction. The analysis is almost identical to Step 1 above. We
have

(56) le™ gy (1) = oy (b1 + )| qo,s22) < Cs7 [[¢hollZ2

uniformly in vy > 0.
Step 5. Using the fact that the traveling wave is exponentially localized in space,
we have

(57) |[ttge (t1 + $)O(—2 — 1)|| 12 < 0675\a0+u0t+l|7
Similarly,
(58) ||U(70 (tl + S) (@(ZL’ + l) — @(ZE — l))”LZ < 06—5(\a0+v03+1|+‘ao_i_vos_l')'

The claim of the proposition follows noting that |s| < v)™*

(45), (46), (56), (57) and (58).

and using (44),

O
3.3. Proof of main theorem.

Proof. Since [, = O(v, '), the main theorem follows from Propositions 2 and
3. U

4. GENERAL NONLINEARITIES AND POTENTIAL

The resonant tunneling phenomenon described in the above example of an ex-
ternal potential in the form of double delta potential can be extended to more
general potentials and nonlinearities. In this section, we list sufficient assump-
tions for our analysis to hold. We then remark how it is applied to another simple
form of external potential, namely the box potential.
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We assume that the potential V € L® U L! such that the resolvent

comp comp?
Ry (A\) = (H — X?)7! has no poles for Im\ > 0. Also, for A € R\{0}, the equation
(H—))u=0

has unique solutions eL(z, A) satisfying

e 4 R(N)eTHe 4 < I,
er(z,\) = Lin

T(N)e=H, +a >,
for some [ > 0. The transmission and reflection coefficients T'(\) and R(\) re-
spectively, satisfy the unitary condition

TP+ RV = 1.
We assume in addition that 7" and R are differentiable in A € R\{0}, and
[OAT], [OnR| = Ol +¢7),

where [ is a length scale that depends on the potential V| and ¢ is a measure of
the potential’s size.

The important hypothesis concerns resonant tunneling : We assume that there
exists Ao that depends on V such that R()\g) = 0.

The hypotheses on the nonlinearity are those essentially sufficient for existence
of a global smooth solution to the NLS equation as well as the existence - in the
absence of external potential - of an orbitally stable family of exponentially local-
ized solitary waves with the usual symmetries (translation, gauge transformation
and Galilean boost). For the application of Strichartz estimates, we require that
for r € [2, 00,

1/ (o +v) = fue)l[ < Cllolle,
1/ (ug) = fue) = f'(ug)vllr < Cllo]l7a.

Remark 1. The above assumptions are satisfied by a box potential
Viz) =q(©(@ +1) - O(z - 1))

where © is the Heaviside step function. The corresponding transmission and
reflection coefficients are

T(\) = TV + tan?(Ly/N — q))
(1= A tan(t/F = )1~ 5 an(1y W= )

6—211\/,\2_—(;(] tan(l\/r—q)
MW= g1 = B tan(ay/V = )1 - VR (1N~ q)

respectively. In this case, resonant tunneling occurs when [ = \/Z—Z_q, for some
2

n € N.
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Remark 2. We note that the case of power nonlinearity f(v) = —|¢[P~ 14
(p < 5) clearly satisfies all the assumptions.
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