SIAM J. MATH. ANAL. (© 2004 Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics
Vol. 35, No. 5, pp. 1160-1176

NONLINEAR TIME-DEPENDENT ONE-DIMENSIONAL
SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH DOUBLE-WELL POTENTIAL*
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Abstract. We consider time-dependent Schrodinger equations in one dimension with double-
well potential and an external nonlinear perturbation. If the initial state belongs to the eigenspace
spanned by the eigenvectors associated to the two lowest eigenvalues, then, in the semiclassical limit,
we show that the reduction of the time-dependent equation to a 2-mode equation gives the dominant
term of the solution with a precise estimate of the error. By means of this stability result we are
able to prove the absence of the beating motion for large enough nonlinearity.
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1. Introduction. Recently, the theoretical analysis of the nonlinear time-
dependent Schrodinger equation

) it = Ho + yl?, € R, §= .

where

ox=

12 N
Ho=—5-A+V, A=, d>1,
j=1""1J
has attracted an increasing interest (see [15] for a review and [11] for a rigorous deriva-
tion of the Gross—Pitaevskii energy functional). When V' is a double-well potential,
one of the main goals is to understand how the nonlinear perturbation with strength
¢ affects the unperturbed beating motion (see, e.g., the review paper [5] and the pa-
per [19], where (1) is proposed as a model for chiral molecules). To this end, it is
crucial to study the solution v for times of the order of the beating period; in other
words, for practical purposes the unit of time is given by the beating period T' = 7h/w,
where £ is the Planck’s constant and w is one-half of the energy splitting between the
two lowest energies.

Here, I consider (1) in the semiclassical limit where, by assuming that d = 1 and
under some generic assumption on the double-well potential, we give the asymptotic
behavior of the solution v with a precise estimate of the error. In particular, the
main result (Theorem 3) consists of proving that the solution of the Gross—Pitaevskii
equation is approximated, with a rigorous control of the error, by means of the solution
of an integrable two-dimensional dynamical system. As a result it follows (Theorem 4)
that the beating motion between the two wells of a state initially made of the two
lowest eigenstates disappears for increasing nonlinearity.
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NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION 1161

A similar investigation was recently performed in [7], where the nonlinear pertur-
bation is given by €(1, gu)gv and g(x) is a given odd function, and in [14], where,
in dimension d = 1 and d = 3, we consider the limit of large barrier between the
two wells. In particular, in [14] I had to assume that the discrete spectrum of the
Schrédinger operator Hy consists of only two nondegenerate eigenvalues and that the
restriction to the continuous eigenspace of the unitary evolution operator satisfies an
a priori estimate uniformly with respect to the parameters of the model.

Finally, we mention other recent results concerning the study of the existence of
stationary solutions for Gross—Pitaevskii equations with double-well potentials [2], [3]
and, in the case of single-well-type potentials, the existence of solutions asymptotically
given by solitary wave functions in the case when the discrete spectrum of the linear
Schrédinger operator has only one nondegenerate eigenvalue [16], [21]. In the case of
linear Hamiltonian H, with exactly two bound states Tsai and Yau [18], making use
of some ideas by Soffer and Weinstein [17], proved that, in dimension d = 3 and under
certain resonance conditions, if the initial data is near a nonlinear ground state, then
the solution ¥(¢t, z) asymptotically approaches to certain nonlinear ground state.

Our paper is organized as follows.

In section 2 we introduce the main notation and state the assumptions on the
potential. Moreover, we collect some semiclassical results concerning the spectrum of
the linear Schrédinger operator.

In section 3 we prove the global existence of the solution of the Gross—Pitaevskii
equation, the existence of conservation laws, and an a priori estimate (Theorem 2).
The global existence of the solution is proved for both repulsive and attractive non-
linear perturbation, where, in the second case, we have to assume that the strength
of the nonlinear perturbation is small enough.

In section 4 we introduce the two-level approximation which, roughly speaking,
consists of projecting the Gross—Pitaevskii equation onto the two-dimensional space
spanned by the eigenvectors of the linear Schrodinger operator associated to the two
lowest eigenvalues. For practical purposes, it is more convenient to choose, as a basis
of such a two-dimensional space, the two single-well states. The dynamical system
we obtain is exactly solvable.

In section 5 we give our main result (Theorem 3) proving the stability of the two-
level approximation. Here, we make use of the comparison criterion between ordinary
differential equations and an a priori estimate of the solution of the Gross—Pitaevskii
equation. We emphasize that, in order to obtain such an estimate, assumption d = 1
on the dimension plays a crucial role.

In section 6 we give the full rigorous justification of the results by Vardi [19]
proving the existence of a critical value for the nonlinearity parameter giving the
destruction of the beating motion (Theorem 4).

2. Assumptions and preliminary results. Here, we consider the Cauchy
problem

(2) il = Hep, He = Hy+W,

¥(0,2) =4%(z) € L*(R), [l¥°]| =1,

where w denotes the derivative of v with respect to the time ¢, Hy is the lin-
ear Schrodinger operator formally given by (here, z denotes the spatial variable in
dimension 1)

n? d?

®) Ho=—on a2

+V,
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V' is a symmetric double-well potential, and
W = ely|?

is the nonlinear perturbation with strength e.

In the following, for the sake of definiteness, we denote by C' any positive constant
independent of ¢, i, and ¢, we assume 7 small enough, that is, & € (0, #*] for some i*,
and we denote

1/p
ol = llollzr = { / |so<x>f’dx} and ] = llell

Moreover, given y = (y1,...,¥m) € R™ for some m > 1, we denote
(4) lyl = max fy;].

2.1. Assumptions on the potential. Here, we assume that the potential V/
is a regular symmetric function which admits two nondegenerate minima and it is
bounded from below. More precisely, we have the following hypothesis.

HYPOTHESIS 1. The potential V(x) is a real-valued function such that

(i) V(—z) =V(z) Yz € R;

(ii) V € C*(R);

(ili) V(z) admits two nondegenerate minima at x = £a for some a > 0 such that
(5) V(z) > Vipin =V (£a) VzeR, z# tq;
in particular, for the sake of definiteness, we assume that

dV (+a) “ 0 and d?V (+a)

dx dx? >0;

(iv) finally we assume that
liminf |,V (2) = Voo > Vinin.

It follows that the operator formally defined in (3) admits a self-adjoint realization
(still denoted by Hy) on L?(R) (see, for instance, Theorem I11.1.1 in [4]). Let o(Hy) =
04U css be the spectrum of the self-adjoint operator Hy, where o4 denotes the discrete
spectrum and o.ss denotes the essential spectrum. From Hypothesis 1(iv) it follows
that 04 C (Vinin, Veo), Gess = 0 if Vo = +00 (see Theorem XII1.67 in [13]) and that
Oess C [Voo, +00) if Voo < 00 (see Theorem II1.3.1 in [4]). Furthermore, the following
two lemmas hold.

LEMMA 1. Let o4 be the discrete spectrum of Hy. Then, for any h € (0,F*], it
follows that

(i) o4 is not empty and, in particular, it contains two eigenvalues at least;

(i) letting A1,2 be the lowest two eigenvalues of Hy, they are nondegenerate, in

particular Ay < A2, and there exists C' > 0, independent of h, such that

inf  [\— Ao > Ch.
AeU(HD)*{Al,Q}

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the above assumptions and
standard WKB arguments. 1]
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LEMMA 2. Let @12 be the normalized eigenvectors associated to A\ 2. Then
(i) @j, j = 1,2, can be chosen to be real-valued functions such that p;(—x) =
(C1);(2);
(i) ¢; € HI(R);
(i) p; € LP(R) for any p € [1, +o0];
(iv) there exists a positive constant C' such that

(6) lill, < Ch™"%  VWp e [2,+00], Vhe (0,h].

Proof. Property (i) immediately follows from assumption Hypothesis 1(i). Prop-
erty (ii) follows from Lemma I11.3.1 in [4]. Property (iii) follows from Theorem III.3.2
in [4]. Finally, property (iv) follows for p = 400 by means of standard WKB ar-
guments. From this fact, from the normalization of the eigenvectors, and from the
Holder inequality, property (iv) follows for any p € [2, +o0]:

1/p
leillo = [Ile2ez 2] " < lesl 27 lleil &2 = ;1 &7, O

2.2. Splitting and single-well states. It is well known that the splitting be-
tween the two lowest eigenvalues vanishes as i goes to zero. In particular, we have
the following lemma.

LEMMA 3. Let

Ay — A Ao+ A
w = 221andQ: 2;1

and

,L[ + o] and ,L[ — 9]
@R*\@@l P2 WL*\@% ®2],

where @12 are the normalized eigenvectors associated to A1 2. Then there exist two
positive constants C and T, independent of h, such that

(7) lerpLlleo < Cw
and
(8) w< Ce M Wh e (0, 7).

As a result it follows that

(9) ;Llir(l)w =0
and

Q- Vi
1 1. man —
(10) hli% h ¢

for some ¢ > 0.

Proof. In order to prove this lemma we observe that V is a symmetric double-well
potential with nonzero barrier between the wells. That is, let 6 > 0 be small enough
and let us define the two sets

Bgr = {JvGR+ : V() Sme—i-é}

, .., € Bgp< —x € By.
BL:{xER_:V(m)Sme—i-(S}} f v
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From condition (5) it follows also that
Bgr = [b,¢] and Bjp =[—c,—b]

for some ¢ > a > b > 0. The sets B, are usually called wells. Let

b
Iy = /_b /max[V (@) = Vw80, 01dz > 0

be the Agmon distance between the two wells. From these facts and from standard
WKB arguments (see [8] and [9]) then (7)—(10) follow for some I' € [I'g, I's]. O

Remark 1. By definition it follows that ¢r(—2) = ¢ (z); moreover, from (7),
it follows that these functions are localized on only one of the wells B and Bp; for
example,

/’mmum%x=1+0@4”%
Br

for some C > 0. For such a reason we call them single-well (normalized) states.

Remark 2. We emphasize that, by assuming some regularity properties on the po-
tential V', it is then possible to obtain the precise asymptotic behavior of the splitting
as h goes to zero [9].

2.3. Assumptions on the parameters. We assume that the parameter € is
such that

e—0 as h—0
and

(1) =<0, c=llphll Vhe (O

for some positive constant C'. We recall also that the other parameter of the model,
i.e., the splitting w, satisfies the asymptotic estimate (8).

2.4. Assumption on the initial state. Let

(12) e =1~ (¢Rr, )¢r — {PL,)PL

be the projection operator onto the eigenspace orthogonal to the two-dimensional
eigenspace associated to the doublet {A\1 2}. Letting ¢/° be the initial wave function,
we assume the following.

HypoTHESIS 2. 4% = 0.

3. Global existence of the solution and conservation laws. Here, we prove
that the Cauchy problem (2) admits a solution for all time provided that Hypotheses
1-2 are satisfied and the strength e of the nonlinear perturbation is small enough.
Moreover, we prove a priori estimate of the solution .

The following results hold.

THEOREM 1. There exist B* > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that for any h € (0,h*] and
€ € [—€o, €] the Cauchy problem (2) admits a unique solution (t,x) € H' for any
t € R. Moreover, the following conservation laws hold:

(13) It Il = 19° () =1
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and

1 2012 0

(14) E(y) =

Proof. From Hypothesis 2 it follows that

Y0 =191 + copa, 10 = (V0 19).

From this fact and from Lemma 2, ¢ € H'. Therefore, existence of the global
solution 1 € C(R, H') and the conservation laws (13) and (14) follow from known
results (see, for example, the papers quoted in [15] and [16]) for any € > 0 (repulsive
nonlinear perturbation) and for any € € (—eg, 0) for some €y > 0 (attractive nonlinear
perturbation). a

Remark 3. There exists a positive constant C' independent of /& and € such that

(15) |E() = Vinin] < Clw +h+eh™'/2)  Vhe (0,h*], Ve € [—eo,eo)-

This estimate immediately follows from (14), from Hypothesis 2, and from Lemmas
1 and 2. Indeed, from Hypothesis 2 it follows that

1
E@°%) = (Ho(c1p1 + cap2), (crip1 + cagpa)) + §€|W0||37
where [[4°|, < Ch~1/8 from (6) and where

(Ho(c1p1 + cap2), (11 + c22)) = Ailer]? + Azfea|® = Q — w + 2wlea|?.

From these facts and from (10), inequality (15) follows.
THEOREM 2. Let eo(h) be a function such that

(16) lim eo(h)/h? = 0.

The solution ¥ of (2) satisfies the following uniform estimate: there exists a positive
constant C' independent of t, h, and € such that

oy =2
|E(¥?) - mml] p € 2, +00]

17 oy < o | E

for all time and Vh € (0,1*], Ve € [—¢o(h), eo(R)].
Proof. In order to prove the estimate (17) let

_ h A= (¢0) mzn
= 7\/27 7]{2 .

m )
Then the conservation laws (13) and (14) imply that

and

PE(wO)hQ mmq :

k

SIgn( )o* 9212 < A,
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where
p=lel?/k <1,
according to (16). In particular, if we set
X =Py,
then the above equation takes the form

8x2

55| + primmtomeie < ag,

2

from which it follows that

(15) O < 1A+ 212l = 211+ L

ol ~ 2 PR
From the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (see, for instance, [6] and [20], where the
dimension is here equal to 1)

ox|”

(19) st < o |

[x[I*T7 Vo >0,

where we choose o = 1, it follows that

ax - dx
4 ox 3 < oxX| 3
Ixly <C Hax H x| <C H ax‘ p

since ||x|| = pll¥l]l = p and ||¢|] = 1. By inserting this inequality in (18) it follows
that ||g—’$<|| satisfies

Ox 2 2 3
(20) 5|l <P7IAl+Cp

for any ¢t € R. From (20) it immediately follows that
H H< [Alp(1+0(1)) as p—0.

Hence, |22 < C/|A] and, from (19), we have that

8w a/p
<C|=| <A/
ol < ¢ 5o < ciage-2re,
where we choose now o = %_2, ie., p=20+2. d
Remark 4. Condition (16) is true in the semiclassical limit and under assump-

tion (11).
Remark 5. From the fact E(vo) — Vinin = O(h), which follows from (8), (15),
and (16), and from the bounds (17) and (11), it then follows that
_p-2 1/1 1
(21) l¥ll, < Ch™"%  V¥p € [2,+00] and < Ch™>2

for any t € R, h € (0,h*], and € € [—¢o(h), eo(h)].
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4. Two-level approximation. For our purposes it is more convenient to make
the substitution 1 — e~**/"4): hence (2) takes the following form (where, with abuse
of notation, we still denote the new function by v):

(22) il = (Ho = Q)9 + el *9, 9(x,0) = ¢°(2).
Let us write the solution of this equation in the form
(23) Y(t,x) = ar(t)pr(z) + ar(t)or(@) + Pe(t, @),

where ag(t) and a(t) are unknown complex-valued functions depending on time and
e = I, I, defined in (12), is the projection onto the space orthogonal to the
two-dimensional space spanned by the two single-well states ¢ and ¢y ; i.e.,

<7/}(:790R> = <d)c’S0L> =0 VteR.

From the conservation law (13) it follows that
(24) lar()]* +lar(®)® + [¢e(t, )P =1 V¢ €R.
By substituting ¢ by (23) in (2) we obtain that ar, ar, and 1. must satisfy the
system of differential equations
ihap = —war + €(or, |[Y[*Y),
(25) ihap = —war + €(pr, [Y[*9),
il = (Ho = Q)tpe + elLe "),

By again substituting ¢ by (23) in the first two equations of the above system,
we obtain that these equations take the form

ihar = —war, + eclar|?ar + erg,
(26) . | |2

ihar, = —wapr + eclag|*ar, + ery,
where
(27) c=[eRl* = ¢2lI> = O(r™)

and where rr and r, are given by

rr = (pr, [Y*¥) — laklar(pr, lor[*or)

= (¢r, [V1*01) + arllerl’, |6L* + arprdL + ArPROL),
rr = (pr, [V1*0) = latlarler, ler*er)

= (oL, [V1*0r) + arllerl®, |6r]? + arprdr + arpror),

where

¢r =arpr +. and ¢r = arpr + Y.

We denote by two-level approzimation the solutions bp and by, of the system of
ordinary differential equations

{ ihbr = —wby, + ec|br|?br,

(28) o ]
ithby, = —wbg + €C|bL‘ br,

br,(0) = ar,(0),
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obtained by neglecting the remainder terms rr and ry, in (26). It is easy to see that
the solution of this system satisfies the conservation law

(29) bR + [br @) = [br(0)]* + [bL(0)* = |ar(0)]* +[a(0)]* =1,

and, moreover, it is also possible to explicitly compute (see [12] and Appendix B
in [14]) the solution of (28) by means of elliptic functions c¢n and dn [1]. In particular,
we obtain that the imbalance function, defined as

(30) 2(t) = [br()]* = [bL(®)?,

is given by

2(t) =

Acn [An(wt/h — 19)/2k, k]  if k < 1,
Adn [An(wt/h—719)/2,1/k] i k>1,

where 7 = ec/w, 19 depends on the initial condition,

I =+/1—22(0) cos[0(0)] — nz%(0)/4,

0 = arg(br) — arg(by,) is the relative phase,
1/2
2v2 1 1
A 2V2 l\/n2+1+ln— <1+In>] ,
n 4 2

1, 1+ 31y

(31) k2:§ -2
\in2+1+1In

We emphasize that z(t) periodically assumes positive and negative values if and only
ifk<1.

5. Stability of the two-level approximation. Our main result consists of
proving the stability of the two-level approximation when we restore the remainder
terms rg and rr, in (28).

We prove the following.

THEOREM 3. Let . = M, ar(t) = (4, ¢r), and ar(t) = (¥, ¢r), where
Y is the solution of (22), and let br(t) and by (t) be the solution of the system of
ordinary differential equations (28). Let € € [—eg(h), €9(R)], where €o(h) satisfies the
condition (16). Then, for any 7' > 0, there exists a positive constant C' independent
of €, h, and t such that

(32) brz(t) —arn(t)] < CeC"" and |[po(-t)| < Ce O

for any h € (0,h*] and for any t € [0, At /w].

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, hereafter, we omit the parameters when doing
so does not cause misunderstandings. In order to prove the theorem we introduce the
slow time 7 = wt/h and let

Ap.r(T) = agr,r(t), € ec
{ RR)L(T) = ;’I"R,L(t), and n= ;
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Then (26) and (28), respectively, take the form (here ' denotes the derivative with
respect to 7)

(33) A/R =3Ar —’L'77|AR|2AR—|—RR7
AIL = iAR — i77|AL|2AL + RL
and
B/L = ZBR - ’L'7’]|BL|QBL7

satisfying the same initial condition
Br,(0) = Ar,.(0) = ar,(0).
Due to (24) and (29), they are such that
(35) [Br(T)|* + [BL(7)|* =1, |Ar(7)]* + |AL(7)]* < 1.

In a more concise way, with an obvious meaning of notation, we can write (33) and (34)
as

(36) A= f(A)+R and B' = f(B), A(0)=B(0)=a(0),

where A, B € S? since (35), S? = {(21,22) € C? : |21 > + |%|> < 1}.
LEMMA 4. The function f : S? — C? satisfies the Lipschitz condition

(37) [f(A) = f(B)| < LIA=B|, L=1+3n.
Proof. According to the notation (4) we have
|f(A) = f(B)| = max[|frl],|fcl],
where |[A| <1 and |B| < 1 since A, B € S?, and where
fr = (AL — Br) = 0(|Ar|*Ar — |Br|*Br),
fr=(Ar — Br) = n(|AL]*AL — |BL|*By).
Then (37) immediately follows since
fr=(Ar — Br) = n[|IBrI*(Ar — Br) + Ar(|Ar| + |Brl)(|Ar| - |Brl)] ,

where ||Ar| — |Bgr|| < |Ar — Bgr|, and where the other term f;, will be treated the
same way. 0
LEMMA 5. Let

0 = max][ce, w],

where ¢ is defined in (27). Let ¢, = I1.4, where ¢ is the solution of (22); it satisfies
the uniform estimate

(38) l[be|| < CBH3/2 [exp[Ch_l/Q(et/h)] + 1} vt e R
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for some positive constant C independent of h, €, and t.
Proof. As a first step we consider the following raw estimates:

(39) Igelly < Ch™"%  Wpe[2,+oc], VtER
and
Irr,L] < Ch~'? VteR.
Indeed, (39) immediately follows from the Minkowski inequality and from (21):

Ch™' % > [[¢lly > = (Jar@®)lllerly + larOlleLly) + [vellp,

where |ag 1(t)| < 1, and where ¢p 1, satisfy the bound (6). In the same way, from
Lemma 2 and Theorem 2, it follows that

rel < Cllere?® |- 191l + llerlli
< Cllerllslplillvl + Cllerli
<Con'2,
and similarly for |rp|.

Now, in order to prove the estimate (38) we make use of the third equation of
(25), from which it follows that

t
Ye(-, 1) = ,Z%/ efi(Hofﬂ)(tfs)/hHC‘qp(,’5)|2w(.’5)d5

0

since ¢? = TI.4)° = 0 from Hypothesis 2.
Let ¢ = ¢ + 9., where ¢ = agrpr + arpr. Then

o1 = lol*p,
12 = o1 + Yeprr + Yeprr, orr = 2|¢1? + 2¢cp + [Ye|* + ot
wYrrr = 802~

Therefore, we can write
e = —i% [+ 11+ II1],
where

t
I— / e—iHo=)(t=)/y] 1 s
0
t
II= / e~ Ho=DU=)/M ap oo rds,
0

t
IIT = / e~ HHo=DE=9)/M] o o1 1ds.
0
For the first term we have, by integrating by parts, that

. t
I= [—z‘he*l(HO*Q)(t’s)/h[Ho — 9 el

t 2
n zh/ ¢~ i(Ho=)(t=3) /M pr Q]_lﬂcmgl ¢ s
0 S
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Let us emphasize that from Lemma 1 it follows that the following operators, from L2
into L?, are bounded:

|| — 1 yam, -0} < c.

Also, from Lemma 2 and (24), (26), and (27), we have the following uniform estimate
for any t € R:

p—2

. . . _ 1.
I@llp < (ar| +larl) (lerlly + L) < Ch™ max|ce,w, ek ]h~ "
< Ch g~
Then we have that

11| < CS&%’E {11 (s, )l + tlle(s, ) (s, ) I}

< 0 max {llo(s. )} + et - (s, )}

< C{h’m +th*15h*1/2}.

For the other two terms we have that
t t
1110 < [ el Bonllds < on2 [ oclas

since [|@r7]loo < Ch™/2 and similarly

t t
nnmsﬁnwwwmmmgcwWAnmws
Indeed, from Lemma 2 and (39) it follows that
lorrll < C {12 + [Wellocllolloe + el } < CHY2

and
lerrrlloo < lll3 < CRTY2.
Collecting all these results and denoting
9(t) = e, 1)l

we have that g(t) is a positive real-valued function satisfying the estimate

g(t) <0< {h”“‘ /tg(s)ds +hM2 (14 thlﬁ)}
h 0

€ b:ﬁ

t
Sa/o g(s)ds + a + abt, azCW, =

From this estimate, since 1.(0) = 0, and from Gronwall’s lemma (see [10], page 19)
it follows that

¢
g(t) < a+abt + a/ et~ (a + abs)ds = —b 4 ae™ + be®™
0

Cﬂ Ceth™3/2
< 72 {e + 1} ,
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proving the result. O

From the inequality (8) and from assumption (11) it follows that for any fixed
7/ > 0 there exists C' > 0 satisfying the second inequality in (32).

LEMMA 6. For any fized 7 > 0 the remainder terms rr and rp satisfy the
uniform estimate

max [|rg|, [rz|] < CBR2eCP "

vt € [0,7'h/w]
for some positive constant C independent of h, €, and t.

Proof. Let us consider only the term |rg|; the other term |rz| could be treated
the same way. By definition, and since max|[|ag|, |ar|] < 1, it follows that

(40) Irel <+ [{er®L, [¥]%)]
(41) + [{erlvl?, ve)|
(42) + [{lerl? |oL® + arproL + ar@réL)|

and we estimate separately each term.
From Lemma 3, equation (13), and the Holder inequality, it follows that the term
(40) satisfies the estimate

[(orer: 1P| < lererll - 19?1 < Cw.

From Lemma 5 and the Hélder inequality, it follows that the term (41) satisfies
the estimates

1/2

[(erlvl?,ve)| < lerlloo - 0211 el < CBRT2eS™

and that the term (42) satisfies the estimate

’<\<PR|27 loLl” + arpréL + @R@R¢L>‘
< C[llereLlios + l9Rllsolltell® + loreLlicolltell] < Cw.

Collecting all these estimates, we obtain the proof of the lemma. ]
The proof of the theorem is almost complete. Indeed, equations (36) can be
rewritten in the integral form

A(r) = A(0) + /OT flA(s)]ds + /OT Rds
and

B(r) = B(0) + / " F1B(s))ds.

from which, and from Lemmas 4 and 5, it follows that for any 7 € [0, 7'],

[A(T) = B(7)| S/Orlf[A(S)]f[B(S)]IdS+/OT | Rlds

T h—2 Ch~1/?
Sa/ |A(s) — B(s)|ds+br, a=L, b:Cu
0 w
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From this inequality and by means of Gronwall’s lemma we finally obtain that

A(r) — B(r)| < br +ab / =55 = ¥ feom _ 1]
0 a

1/2

< geﬁh—ZeCh’ 7
- L w

proving (32) since

w+€§L:1+3n§C"w+€
C'w

for some C’ > 0, which implies that % < C for some C > 0. O

Remark 6. Since w = O(e~T/") the above theorem implies that for any a < 1
and for any 7’ > 0, there exists C' such that

br..(t) —ar,r(t)] < Cw®* and |[[¢(-, )] < Cw® Vte [0,hr'/w].

6. Destruction of the beating motion for large nonlinearity.

6.1. The unperturbed case ¢ = 0. Under Hypothesis 2 it follows that the
solution of the unperturbed equation

i) = Hop, (0,z) = ¢°(x)
is simply given by

c1 + Co

V2

+ eu/n [cl\;;2 cos(wt/h) — icl R sin(wt/h),] or(x),

V2

O [ cos(wt/h) +i 22 sin(wt/h)} or(x)

V2

where

C12 = <501,237/}0>7 |cl‘2 + |02‘2 =1

i(Q—w)t/k

Hence, 9(t, z) is, up to the phase factor e~ a periodic function with period

T =nh/w.
In particular, if 1 initially coincides with a single-well state, e.g., 1 = ¢g, then

Y(t,x) = e wIt/h [e*i“’t/h cos(wt/h)pr(x) — ie” " sin(wt/h)pr ()

and the state 1(t, z) performs a beating motion. That is, the state, initially localized
on the well Bg, is localized on the other well By, after half a period and, after a whole
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period, it returns to the initial well, and so on. In particular, let us consider the
motion of the center of mass defined here as

(X = (Xop, ) = /R X (@)|(t, 2)|2dz,

where X € C(R) N L?(R) is a given bounded function such that X (—z) = —X(x).
We have that

(X)' =X, [COS2(wt/h) - sin2(wt/h)} ,

where
Xo = (o Xoor) = / X(2)|pn(e) .
R

Hence, (X)? is a periodic function which periodically assumes positive and negative
values; i.e., we have the well-known beating motion for the double-well problem.

6.2. The perturbed case € # 0. In such a case it follows that the center of
mass is given by

(X)" = Xollar@®) — lar ()] +,

where X has been previously defined and the remainder term r satisfies the uniform
estimate

Ir| =2 R [arar(Xer, or) + (X, ¢c)]|
< 2[lereLllco + 1 X ool Il
<Ce M e [0, b Jw).

If we denote by z(¢) the imbalance function defined in (30), then, in the semiclassical
limit, it follows that

lar(®)]* = lar(®)* ~ 2(t) vt € [0, A7’ jw];
hence
(X))~ Xoz2(t) Vte|0,hr/w].

Then we have the following.

THEOREM 4. Let Hypotheses 1 and 2 be satisfied. Let k? be defined as in (31),
depending on the initial wave function °. Let 7/ > 0 be fized, and let (X)!, up to a
remainder term, be a periodic function for any t € [0, ht'/w]. In particular, if

(i) k% <1, then (X)! periodically assumes positive and negative values (i.e., the

beating motion still persists);

(ii) k2 > 1, then (X)! has a definite sign (i.e., the beating motion is forbidden,).

Remark 7. Let us close by emphasizing that when the wave function is initially
prepared on just one well, e.g., ° = g, then

1 1
I=-= d k> =—n
g 16"
Therefore, from the theorem above it follows that for |n| larger than the critical
value 4 the beating motion is forbidden (see Figure 1). In such a way, we put on a

fully rigorous basis the results obtained by [19] in the two-level approximation.
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F1a. 1. Absence of the beating motion of the center of mass for nonlinearity larger than a
critical value. Here, we plot the imbalance function z(7) for different values of the nonlinearity
parameter n, where T = wt/h denotes the slow time. For n = 0 (point line) and n = 3.8 (broken
line) we still have a beating motion; in contrast, for n larger than the critical value 4, e.g., n = 6.5
(full line), the beating motion is forbidden.
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