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CONSTRUCTION OF 2-PEAKON SOLUTIONS
AND ILL-POSEDNESS FOR THE NOVIKOV EQUATION

A. ALEXANDROU HIMONAS, CURTIS HOLLIMAN & CARLOS KENIG

ABSTRACT. For the Novikov equation, on both the line and the circle, we construct a 2-peakon
solution with an asymmetric antipeakon-peakon initial profile whose H®-norm for s < 3/2 is
arbitrarily small. Immediately after the initial time, both the antipeakon and peakon move
in the positive direction, and a collision occurs in arbitrarily small time. Moreover, at the
collision time the H°-norm of the solution becomes arbitrarily large when 5/4 < s < 3/2,
thus resulting in norm inflation and ill-posedness. However, when s < 5/4, the solution at the
collision time coincides with a second solitary antipeakon solution. This scenario thus results
in nonuniqueness and ill-posedness. Finally, when s = 5/4 ill-posedness follows either from
a failure of convergence or a failure of uniqueness. Considering that the Novikov equation
is well-posed for s > 3/2, these results put together establish 3/2 as the critical index of
well-posedness for this equation. The case s = 3/2 remains an open question.

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

We consider the Cauchy problem for the Novikov equation (NE) on the line and the circle

3 1
up + uuy + 0, D2 [ug + iuui] + D72 bui} =0, (1.1)

u(z,0) =up(r), r€RorT, teR, (1.2)

where D=2 is the Bessel potential D=2 = (1 — 8%)_1, and construct specific 2-peakon solutions
u(t) that collide at a finite time 7" in such a way as to give rise to the phenomenon of norm-
inflation. In particular, the norm-inflation generated by these 2-peakon collisions occur in
Sobolev spaces H*® with exponents between 5/4 and 3/2. As such, we will refer to 3/2 as
the critical exponent for well-posedness, as well-posedness has been proven for exponents
greater than 3/2 (see [HH2]). For exponents s less than 5/4, the collision of the 2-peakons
in fact converges to a single antipeakon wu(7"), which can be thought of as a superposition of
both peakons. This scenario allows us to demonstrate non-uniqueness. Taken together, these
results prove that NE is ill-posed in H® for s < 3/2.

We recall that NE is well-posed in the sense of Hadamard (see [H]) in Sobolev spaces H*®
with exponents s > 3/2 (see [HH2]). More precisely, if uy belongs to the Sobolev space
H? on the circle or the line, then there exists Ts = Ts(||ug||gs) > 0 and a unique solution
u € C([0,Ts]; H®) of the Cauchy problem for the Novikov equation (1.1)—(1.2) satisfying the
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following estimate
1

||u(t)HHs < 2HUO||HSa for 0 <t< TS, with TS = 9
Acs|[uollzs

(1.3)

where ¢s > 0 is a constant depending on s. Furthermore, the data-to-solution map u(0) — w(t)
is continuous but not uniformly continuous.

The Novikov equation is an integrable equation and its local form,
(1-— 8%)% = WUy + SUlglgy — duuy, (1.4)

was derived by Vladimir Novikov [N] in his attempt to classify all integrable Camassa-Holm—
type equations with quadratic and cubic nonlinearities of the form (1—02)u; = P(u, g, Ugzg, --.),
where P is a polynomial of u and its derivatives. The Lax pair for NE was derived by Hone
and Wang in [HW] and is given by the equations

(01 (01 (1 (31
1/’2 =U (m7 )‘) wQ ) 17[}2 =V (m7 u, )\> Q;ZJZ ) (15&)
vs/ . V3 3/, V3
where m = u — uy; and the matrices U and V are defined by
0 1 ﬁ — Uy S — Amu? u?
Um,AN)=[0 0 xm |,V(mu)=]|% —3% —4% — Amu?® |. (1.5b)
1 0 0 _,u2 % ﬁ + Uty

The Novikov equation possesses peakon traveling wave solutions [HM],[HLS], [GH], which on
the real line are given by the formula

u(z,t) = £y/ce el (1.6)
where ¢ > 0 is the wave speed. On the circle, the peakon solutions are given by the formula
Ve
cosh(m)

In fact, the Novikov equation possess multi-peakon traveling wave solutions on both the line
and the circle [HM],[HLS], [GH]. More precisely, on the line the n-peakon,

:U—ct]

u(x,t) = cosh([z — ct], —m), where [z —ct], =z —ct— 27r[ (1.7)

2

u(z,t) = Zn: p;(t)ele=u Ol (1.8)
j=1

is a solution to NE if and only if the positions (¢1,---,¢,) and the momenta (p1,---,pp)
satisfy the following system of 2n differential equations

dg;

= U2(QJ)7
jt, (1.9)
% = —u(q;)us(q;)p;-

The description of the periodic n-peakon is similar. Furthermore, NE solutions conserve the
H'-norm, that is

/RM (1) + u2(1)] dx:/RorT 20) + 0] L)
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Next, we state our first result that gives the basic properties of the 2-peakon solutions, which
are constructed here and are needed for proving the ill-posedness of NE below 3/2.

Theorem 1. For any € > 0 there exists a T > 0 for which the NE Cauchy problem on the
line and the circle (1.1)~(1.2) has a 2-peakon solution w € C([0,T]; H®) such that its lifespan
and its initial size satisfy the estimates

Lifespan =T < ¢, (1.11)
l[uollms <e, (1.12)

while as t approaches the lifespan T' the H® norm of the solution u(t) satisfies the estimates

oo (norm inflation), 5/4 < s<3/2,
tlin% |lu(t)||s = § may not emist, s=5/4, (1.13)
5
Cs, for some Cs > 0, s < 5/4.
Moreover, when s < 5/4 then u(t) converges to an antipeakon u(T) = —/cx e~ 1*=1 for some

cr > 0 and gr > 0, with ||u(T)| gs = Cs.

This theorem is a very interesting result in its own right. Unlike the Camassa-Holm (CH)
equation (see [CH], [FF], [L1], [MN])

(1 — 02)up = Ultggr + 2Ugliypy — Sutly (1.14)
and the Degasperis-Procesi (DP) equation (see [DP], [HS], [LS], [L2], [DHH])
(1-— ag)ut = Ulgge + SUplUyy — dUuly, (1.15)

for which we can construct special symmetric 2-peakon solutions, called peakon-antipeakons,
of the form

u(a, ) = plt)e O p()e—lr=al, (1.16)

this is impossible for NE. Peakon-antipeakon solutions, which are convenient to work with, are
possible for CH and DP because these equations contain a symmetry that allows us to reduce
the corresponding to (1.9) ODE system for the positions and the momenta via p = p; = —p2

and ¢ = q1 = —qo. This symmetry causes the peak and antipeak to move against each other
and collide in finite time (see [HHG], [HGH], [By]). Such a construction is not possible for NE
dq;

because by equations (1.9) we have —7 > 0 for all positions g;. Thus, we see that for NE all
the peaks and antipeaks move in the same direction. Therefore collision can occur only if the
peakon that follows moves faster than the one ahead of it, and eventually overtakes it. For
this scenario to happen we must break symmetry and solve the full system of the four highly
nonlinear differential equation defined by system (1.9) for n = 2 with appropriate initial data.
This procedure involves several novel ideas which are described in the Sections 2 and 7. The
results are summarized in Theorems 3 and 6.

Next, using Theorem 1 we obtain the following ill-posedness result for NE.

Theorem 2. The Cauchy problem for the Novikov equation on the line and the circle (1.1)-
(1.2) is ill-posed in Sobolev spaces H® for s < 3/2. More precisely, if 5/4 < s < 3/2 then the
data-to-solution map is not continuous while if s < 5/4 then solution is not unique. When
s =5/4 then either continuity or uniqueness fails.
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As we have mentioned before, this theorem combined with the well-posedness result for NE in
H? s> 3/2, proved in [HH2], completes the well-posedness picture of NE in Sobolev spaces,
except for s = 3/2, which remains an open question. It is worth comparing the ill-posedness
of NE, which has cubic nonlinearities, with those of CH and DP, the two integrable equations
of the same type but with quadratic nonlinearities, which are both well-posed in H?®, s > 3/2.
Defining the “inflation indez” to be the Sobolev exponent s; such that there is norm inflation
(which implies discontinuity of the data-to-solution map) for all s; < s < 3/2, we have the
following observations. For CH the inflation index s; = 1 and coincides with the index of
the H'-norm, which is the most important conserved quantity of CH. For s < 1 the peakon-
antipeakon traveling wave solution (1.16) for CH converges in H* to u(T') = 0 as t approaches
the collision time 7", giving rise to another solution (namely the trivial solution) demonstrating
ill-posedness due to failure of uniqueness. However, for DP the inflation index s; = 1/2. When
s < 1/2, then the corresponding peakon-antipeakon traveling wave solution for DP converges
in H® to a function, which gives rise to another kind of DP solution, called “shock peakon”
that results to failure of uniqueness (see [HHG]). From our results above we see that the
the inflation index for NE is 5/4, which is a very interesting number and which follows from
the limiting behavior of the momenta p;(t) and pa(t) as t approaches the collision time (see
Theorem 3). For s < 5/4 it is shown that the 2-peakon solution (2.1) constructed in Section
2 converges in H® to an antipeakon, which gives rise to an antipeakon traveling wave solution
demonstrating failure of uniqueness (see Proposition 5).

Finally, we mention that the method used here for proving ill-posedness for NE is similar to
that used by many authors for other nonlinear evolution equations. For example, Bourgain and
Pavlovic in [BP] proved ill-posedness for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations in Besov spaces in the
sense of norm inflation. Similar methods for establishing ill-posedness for dispersive equations
have been used by Kenig, Ponce and Vega [KPV] and Christ, Colliander and Tao [CCT]. The
ill-posedness for the generalized KdV and nonlinear Schrodinger equations in Sobolev spaces
has been tackled in [BKPSV]. The Euler equation in Sobolev spaces is examined in [BL1],
where a norm-inflation result for the related vorticity equation provides the foundation for
its ill-posedness. For the ill-posedness of the Burgers equation in H3/2 we refer to Linares,
Pilod and Saut [LPS]. For more results on traveling wave solutions, well-posedness and other
analytic and geometric properties of nonlinear evolution equations we refer the reader to the
following works and the references therein [BC], [BL2], [CHT], [CL], [CM], [DGH], [EEP],
[ELY], [EY], [H], [HK], [HKM], [HMP], [KL], [KT], [LO], [Mc|, [MST], [Ti], [W].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we construct the 2-peakon solutions on the line
having the properties described in Theorem 1. We begin with the system of the four differential
equations defined by (1.9) when n = 2 and after making the change of the dependent variables
q=q2—qi, p=p2— P, W= p+ p1, and z = p1ps, we solve the resulting system and find
explicit formulas for p,w and z in terms of ¢ (see Proposition 1). For ¢ = ¢(t) we obtain a
rather complicated autonomous differential equation, which can be dominated by a simpler
one for which we can prove, by a comparison argument, that ¢ becomes zero (collision) in
finite time. Also, a precise estimate of the collision time is derived. This is contained in
Proposition 2. In Section 3, we estimate the H®-norm of the 2-peakon solutions constructed
earlier (see Proposition 3), and in section 4 we choose the parameter appropriately so that
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both the lifespan (collision time) and the size of the 2-peakon solution at the initial time are
small. In Section 5, we prove norm-inflation and illposedness for 5/4 < s < 3/2. Then, in
Section 6, we prove non-uniqueness for s < 5/4 by showing that our 2-peakon solution u(t)
converges in H® to an antipeakon u(7"), which gives rise to a second solution for NE having
the same initial data. Also, we explain the ill-posedness of NE for s = 5/4. Finally, in Section
7 we prove our results on the circle. We use analogous arguments to those used on the line,
with the necessary modifications to account for the periodic environment. A detailed outline
of the periodic case can be found in Subsection 7.1.

2. CONSTRUCTION OF 2-PEAKON SOLUTIONS
It can be shown (see [HW], [GH]) that the 2-peakon
w(z, t) = py(t)e B 0Ol g (p)e~lema®)] (2.1)

is a solution of NE if the positions ¢1, g2 and the momenta p;, ps satisfy the following system
of the four differential equations
;o o)
q1 = (pl + p2e ) )
a0 = (p16—|q2—q1\ +p2)2,
(2.2)
Pl = pip2 <p1 + pge*‘q“‘”') -sgn(qy — go)e” |12

Py = p1p2 (ple—|q2—q1\ T pz) - sen(gs — q1)e~ 12—l

where sgn(z) is the standard sign function defined to be 1 if x > 0, —1 if x < 0, and 0 if
x = 0. At this point we make our first observation. Since ¢; > 0 and ¢4 > 0, both position
are increasing with time. Therefore we cannot have the “typical” peakon-antipeakon collision
which is created from the peakon traveling in the positive direction and antipeakon traveling
in the negative direction as observed in the cases of the CH and DP equations. Also, we note
that by translation we may assume that the initial positions ¢; and g2 are symmetric, that is

¢1(0) = —a and ¢2(0) =a, for some a >0, (2.3)
and, at least for a while, the difference of the positions is positive, that is
q(t) = ¢2(t) — a1 (t) > 0. (2.4)
Thus, the last system takes the following simpler form
2
¢ = (pl +pze*q) ;
/ —q 2
G2 = (P1€ +p2> ;
(2.5)
Py = —Dpip2 (pl + pze’q> e,
Ph = p1p2 (ple*q + pz)ffq-
Furtheremore, we shall assume that at time ¢ = 0 the initial momenta are

p2(0) =b>> 1, p1(0) = —(b+46), &>0. (2.6)
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That is, the initial profile ug(x) = u(z,0) is the following asymetric antipeakon-peakon
up(z) = —(b+ §)e~ 17l 4 pe~lz—al, (2.7)

which is displayed in the Figure 1.

S

p1(0) = —(b+90) =~ up(—a)

Figure 1: Initial profile ug(x)

Next, we shall solve the system of differential equations (2.5) with initial data the antipeakon-
peakon (2.7) and prove that there is a collision in finite time. To demonstrate this claim, it is
more convenient to work with the following new dependent variables

q(t) = q2(t) —q1(t), ¢(0) =2a >0,

p(t) = p2(t) —p1(t), p(0)=2b+6 >0, 3
w(t) =p2(t) + p1(t), w(0)=-<0, :
z2(t) =pa(t) -p1(t), 2(0)=—-bb+3d) <0

Deriving equations for ¢, p, w and z. Subtracting the first equation of the system (2.5)
from the second we have

2 2
q = (ple‘q +p2) - (pl +p26_q) :

= (p2 — p1)(p2 + p1)(1 — e %9),
= pw(l — e29), (2.9)

Next, we shall try to form differential equations for p and w using the system (2.2). Assuming
p1 < 0 and ps > 0, at least for some time, for p we have

P = pip2 (pl e 9+ p2> e 1+ pip2 (p1 + sz"’) e 4
= p1p2(p2 +p1)e” Y(1+e79),
= zwe (147 9). (2.10)



For w we have
w' = (p1e_q + pz) e ! —pips (p1 + p2e_q> e ?,
= p1p2(p2 —p1)e (1 —e™?),
=zpe (1 —e79). (2.11)
Finally, for z we have
2 =py-p1+p2-ph,
= pip2 (ple‘q + p2> e — pips (pl + pze“’> e,
= pipae” [(pf - p%)e_q] ,
= —zwpe X, (2.12)
To summarize, we have the following system for ¢, p, w and z
¢ =pw(l —e %), q0 =q(0) =2a>0,
p' = zwe 1 (1+e 7)), po=p(0) =2b+6 >0,
w' = zpe (1 —e?), wy=w(0)=-6<0, (2.13)
2 = —zwpe2, 20 = 2(0) = —=b(b+9) < 0.

In the following result we derive explicit formulas for p, w and z in terms of ¢q. For ¢, we derive
an autonomous differential equation, which in turn, is dominated by a simpler such equation.

Proposition 1 (Solutions of transformed 2-peakon system). The system of differential equa-
tions (2.13) has a unique smooth solution (q(t),p(t), w(t), z(t)) in an interval [0,T"), for some
T > 0, such that z = z(t) is decreasing and in terms of q is expressed by the formula
O S 0, where z =b(b+6)(1— e_2q0)1/2, (2.14)
(1—e20)"/?

p = p(t) is decreasing and as a function of q is expressed by the formula

9 14+ e¢ 14+ e % 1/2
- 221 | ) : 2.1
P (po + 22 J—e i >0 (2.15)
and w = w(t) is decreasing and as a function of q is expressed by the formula
B 9 V1I—e 20 /1 —e249\1/2
w(t) = —(w§ + 221 | e [)" <o (2.16)

The difference of the positions q = q(t) is decreasing and satisfies the initial value problem

VI—e 20 1—e247\3
l+e®  1+4ed D .
14e74 1+e®

V1—e2 \/1_672%])

¢ =—f(q) = _<w(2)+2zl[

(NI

(1 —e729), (2.17)

(o

q(0) = g0 = 2a > 0.
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Furthermore, the initial value problem (2.17) for q is dominated by the simpler initial value
problem

¢ =—g(@)=-qa(1—e2)"" 0<q0)=2a<1/2 (2.18)

where
g1 = 6v/2b(b +0) - ¢t/ (2.19)

Proof. We begin by expressing z in terms of ¢q. Using the equation for 2’ and ¢/, we find
2! —zpwe™2 2! —e 24y
e M (T
Since z(0) < 0 we shall assume that z(¢) will remain negative. Therefore, from the last relation
we have

d 1d
—[In(=2)] = —=—[In(1 — e29)).
lin(—2)] = =3 [In(1 — ¢~21)
Integrating from 0 to ¢ gives
— e~ 2q
In {@} =l [L}_

20 2 1 —e 290
Finally, solving for z gives formula (2.14), which expresses z in terms of q.
Next we express p in terms of q. For this we divide the equation for p’ by the equation for ¢’
and we get

P zwe (14 e79) e (1+e )¢

- = / e .
T R )
Substituting into the above relation the formula for z given by (2.14), we have
L —21 e i(l+e g —=n(l+e9)e g
pp = o2 (1 —e—20) oN3/2 (2.20)
(1—e29) € (1—e29)
Furthermore, by making the change of variables, u = e~ we have du = —e~ 41 ¢/ (t)dt and
(1 AP 1 1 1 —q(t)
J e Py O PV R L N
(1—e20)% (1—u2)¥ (1—u2)" (1 — e-2a0)"
Therefore, relation (2.20) reads as
drl , dr 1+e1
—|=p°| = 21— | —|. 2.21
ile"'| =2 Gl == 221)
Integrating (2.21) from 0 to t gives

%[pg(t) —pcﬂ =z [

14 e 14+e®
V1—e 2 = 6_2‘10},

which, when solved for p, gives formula (2.15), which expresses p in terms of g.

Finally, we express w in terms of ¢. Dividing the equation for w’ by the equation for ¢’ gives

e (1 —e"9)q
(1 —e29)

w zpe”9(1 — e ) ;L
7 e



Now, substituting the formula for z given by (2.14) into the above relation, we get
e s S— i Ol e;q)q/ _ —all—efe (2.22)
(1 _ €—2q) / (1 —e29) (1 B e—2q)3/2

Furthermore, making again the change of variables u = e~ %), we have

(1 — e e 4y _ 42 1 — e—24(t)
/ (I1—e"9e th:/( 1—u i V1 v o 1—e Lo
1

(1—e—2q)3/2 —u2)3/2 R  l4ed®
Therefore, relation (2.22) reads as follows
d 1 2 d 1 — 6_2q(t)
a3 =g e | (2.23)

Integrating (2.23) from 0 to ¢ gives

l[uﬂ(t) B w(ﬂ _ . [1 /1 — e—240 B 1 — eZQ(t)}‘

2 1+ e 14 e9®

Solving for w while taking into consideration that w(¢) < 0 in the choice of sign, gives formula

(2.16), which expresses w in terms of g.

Concerning the differential equation for ¢, we begin from its equation ¢’ = wp(1 — e~29) and
substituting for w and p their expressions (2.16) and (2.15), we obtain the desired autonomous
initial value problem (2.16). Next, we observe that

V1I—e 20 /1—e2
- >0, 0<q<qo, 2.24
ltew  1yed = =1=D (224)

and also that

5 1+e % (2b + 0)?
Y e i AT (I
In fact, condition (2.25) is implied by the stronger condition
(2b + 6)?
2b(b+0)
Now, using (2.24) and (2.25) we see that the function f(q) in the right-hand side of the

differential equation (2.17) can be bounded from below by

02 (18)} - (a2 e]) e

>1+e . (2.25)

> 2 = 4b® 4+ 4b6 + 6% > 4b* +4b§ <= §2 >0, which is true.

=5 (s ) (] e,

Using the bounds 1 +e79 > 1 and 1 — e=24%0 > ¢g, for 0 < g9 < 1/2, which follow from the
following simple but useful approximation

x
§§1—e_”§x — l—-e %~z if 0<2<1,
we have

@) = 63/26(0+ 6) - gy * - (1 —e720)* = g(q).
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Therefore, defining g1 = §/2b(b+ ) - qé/ 4 We see that the complicated initial value problem
for q given in (2.17) is dominated by the simpler one shown in (2.18). O

Next we move our attention to the study of the solution ¢(t) of the initial value problem stated
in Proposition 1. From the formulas for p and w, we see that they blow-up at a zero of q.
Therefore, the lifespan of our 2-peakon solution is equal to the first such zero. The following
result, which is applicable to the simpler dominant initial value problem (2.18) proves existence
of a zero and provides an estimate for it size in terms of the initial data.

Proposition 2 (Zero of q). If r < 1 then for given qy € (0,1/2) and ¢1 > 0 the solution to
the initial value problem

dq . _
=@ =—a (=), ¢0) =, (2.26)
which begins positive and is decreasing, becomes zero in finite time T given by
o 1 qo0 d 1 1—r
T:/ q:/ CHEREP B (2.27)
o 9@ @y (I—e?)"  1-r q

A key ingredient in proving Proposition 2 is the following elementary result that compares
solutions of the initial value problem (2.26) for different values of r. It states that a bigger r
correspond to a bigger solution.

Lemma 1 (Comparison principle). If 1 and ro are two values of v such that r1 < rq, then
the corresponding solutions g, (t) and qr,(t) to the initial value problem (2.26) with the same
initial data qo satisfy ¢, (t) < qr,(t). That is,

r1<ry = ¢ (t) <gnl(t).

Proof. It follows from the fact that r; < ro implies
—q (- <—q(1-e?)”. O

Remark. We note that for » > 1 the solution to the initial value problem (2.26) has no zero.
In fact, for r = 1 it reads as follows

d
CT? =—q (1—e2%), ¢(0) = qo.

Integrating this equation, gives the explicit formula
1
q(t) = B In [1 + (62‘10 — 1)67(11 t:| = ql(t).

From this formula we see that the solution ¢(t) exists for all ¢ > 0, is positive for all times and
decreases to zero as t goes to co. Thus when r = 1 then ¢ (¢) has no zero in finite time. Since,
by the comparison principle the solution ¢,(¢) that corresponds to an r > 1 is greater to g1 (t),
we conclude that ¢,(¢) has no zero in finite time if » > 1. Therefore, the lifespan T is equal to
oo if r > 1.

Proof of Proposition 2. We begin with the case » < 0. When r = 0 then our initial value
problem (2.17) become the following simple one ¢'(t) = —q1, ¢(0) = go, whose solution is

q(t) =qo — q1t = qo(t),
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which has a zero at T' = qo/q1. Thus, by the comparison Lemma 1 the solution ¢,(¢) that
corresponds to an r < 0 is smaller to go(t), and therefore has a zero in finite time. In fact, it
is smaller than ¢p/q1. This proves existence of zero for g,(t) when r < 0.

Existence of a zero for ¢(t) if 0 < r < 1: To prove existence of zero of g,(t) for 0 < r < 1,
it suffices to do so under the additional condition

1
DT forall m=1,2,3,--- . (2.28)

In fact, if r were of the form ”Tfl then we could choose another ry € (0,1) which is not of this
form and r < rp. Then, by the comparison Lemma 1, proving the existence of a zero for gy, (t)
implies existence of a zero for ¢.(t). So, from now on we shall assume that r satisfies condition
(2.28). Therefore, there is a positive integer n > 2 such that

n—2 n—1
— <r<
n—1
It turns out that for proving existence of a zero of ¢ = ¢.(t), we need its n-th order Taylor
polynomial approximation at ¢ = 0. Differentiating equation (2.17) n times, we arrive at the

formula

(2.29)

n n B nr—(n—1) n n—1 _ nr—(j—1)
¢’ )(t) = qTen(r) (1 —e 2q(t)) + q1 Z c;(r) (1 —e Qq(t)) , (2.30)
j=1
where
en(r) = (=1)"2" r(2r — 1) -+ ([n — 1Jr — [n — 2]) (2.31)
and c;(r) for j =1,--- ,n — 1 are coefficients depending on r. Also, we obtain the following

formula for the (n + 1)-th derivative of ¢

(n+1)r

B (n+1)r—(j—1)
@D (1) = gl 1 (1) (1 e 2q(t>) g+l Zc] (1 I >> . (2.32)

where
e (r) = (=1)" 12" (2r = 1)+ (nr — [n— 1]), (2.33)

and again c¢;j(r) for j = 1,--- ,n are coefficients depending on r. Therefore, the n-th order
Taylor polynomial approximation of ¢(t) at t = 0 is given by

7 (3) (n) (n+1)
CO0)p A0, a0, )

2! 3! n! (n+1)!
where 0 < 7 < t. Next, we shall show that the coeficients ¢, (r) and c¢,41(r) defined by
(2.31) and (2.33) have the same sign, which is the key ingredient for proving the existence
of a zero for q(t). We prove this claim by considering the two cases possible, n even and
n odd. We begin with the case of n even. In this case, using the first part of inequality
(2.29) that r satisfies, we see that (n — 1)r > n — 2 and this implies that ¢,(r) is a positive
number. Also, using the second part of inequality (2.29) we see that nr < n— 1, which implies

that c,11(r) > 0 is a positive number too. Furthermore, in the expression of ¢(™(0) the first
_qu)nr—(n—l)

, (2.34)

q(t) =qo+ ¢ (0)t +

term g cp () (1 —e is the dominant term for gg small enough since the exponent
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nr — (n — 1) is negative while the exponents of (1 — e~2%) appearing in all other terms of the
sum (2.30) are positive. Thus we can conclude

¢™(0) >0, ifnis even and gy is small enough. (2.35)

Similarly, in the expression of ¢" "1 (¢), the first term ¢} e, (r) (1 — e_Q‘I(t))(nH)T_n is the
dominant term for gp small enough, since the exponent (n + 1)r — n is negative while all
the exponents of (1 — 6_2‘1“)) appearing in the sum (2.32) are positive, except the one that
corresponds to j = n which has exponent (n 4+ 1)r — (n — 1) which is negative. However,
(1 — e‘2q(t))(n+1)r_(n_1) is dominated by (1 - e‘Qq(t))(nH)T_n, for ¢(t) < qo small enough.
Thus, we also have

¢" V() >0, ifnis even and gy is small enough. (2.36)
In the case that n > 2 is an odd positive integer then the signs change due to the fact
(—1)" = —1 and using the same reasoning as in the even case we obtain that
q(”)(O) < 0, if nisodd and qg is small enough, (2.37)
and
¢" V(1) <0, ifnisodd and go is small enough. (2.38)

Now, we are ready to prove the existence of zero for ¢(t). First we consider the case that n is
an odd number. Then, using the n-th order Taylor polynomial approximation (2.34) and the
conditions (2.37), (2.38) we obtain that

" 3)
q"(0) 5 ¢¥(0) 5
T T

(n)
q (O)t", for all t>0.

q(t) < qo+q'(0)t +

Furthermore, since for large ¢ the term %t” dominates and ¢(™(0) < 0 we have that the
n-th order Taylor polynomial approximation of ¢(t) will become negative, thus crossing the
t-axis. This forces ¢(t) to have a zero at some positive time T, which is the desired conclusion.
Finally, we prove the existence of zero for ¢(t) in the even case. This is done by contradiction.
In fact, if ¢(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0 then our differential equation ¢'(t) = —q1 (1 — e‘QQ(t))T implies
that ¢(t) is decreasing for all ¢ > 0 and therefore

q(t) < qo forall t>0. (2.39)

However, if n is even, then using the n-th order Taylor polynomial approximation of ¢(t) at
t =0, which is given by (2.34), and conditions (2.35) and (2.36), we have that

q"(0) » , 4®(0) AR

q(t) > qo + ¢ (0)t + o t2 + 30 B4+ —t", forall t>0. (2.40)
Inequality (2.40) leads to a contradiction because for large ¢ the term %t” dominates the
Taylor polynomial approximation. Thus, there is some large time 7" > 0 such that

14¢™(0
a(t) > qo + 2‘1,()T" >2g, 0<t<T, (2.41)
n!

which contradicts inequality (2.39). This argument completes the proof of the existence of
zero for ¢(t) when 0 < r < 1.
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Estimating the zero 7T of the position ¢(t) when r < 1. Let T be the zero of the
solution ¢(t) of our initial value problem (2.17), which is: ¢'(¢t) = —q1 (1 — e*2q(t))T , ¢(0) = qo.
Integrating it from 0 to 7" we have

/T —q’(t) dt = —qT.
o ( "

1— e*Q(I(t))

Then, making the substitution ¢ = ¢(¢), and using the initial and terminal conditions ¢(0) = g
and ¢(T") = 0, we obtain the following formula for T

1 [% d 1 [ 1 ¢
T—— [ L __r~— [ Y- ___ D (2.42)
@ Jo (1—e29) aJo ¢ 1—-1r @

Above, we used the estimate ¢ < 1 —e™27 < 2¢, if 0 < ¢ < % This completes the proof of

Proposition 2. O

Applying Proposition 2 with = 3/4 we obtain the following result for the the zero the initial
value problem (2.17) and the lifespan of our 2-peakon solution wu.

Corollary 1 (Zero of g and lifespan of u). If 0 < qo < 1/2 and b, ¢ satisfy condition (2.6)
then the solution to the initial value problem (2.17) begins positive, is decreasing, and becomes
zero in finite time T given by

- © dq <l/f10 dg @ 9 N 1 (2.43)
o [l T ado 1—e2¥* T @ §5\/2(b+0)- ¢t 5/20(b+6) '

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the solution follows from the fundamental ODE
theorem since f(g) is a smooth function. That ¢(t) is decreasing follows from the fact that
¢ = —f(¢) < 0. Finally, that ¢(t) becomes zero in finite time follows from the fact that
our initial value problem (2.17) is dominated by the initial value problem (2.18) for which
Proposition 2 is applicable with » = 3/4. Therefore, estimate (2.27) gives (2.43), and this
completes the proof of the lemma. O

The properties of our special 2-peakon solutions are summarized in the following Theorem and
are a consequence of Proposition 1 and Corollary 1.

Theorem 3 (Construction of 2-peakon solutions). For given 0 < a < 1/4 and b, § satisfying
condition (2.6) the initial value problem for the positions qi,q2 and the momenta p1, p2,

2
q = <p1 +P2€_q) , 71(0) = —a,

2
! —q _

Go = (ple +p2) ; q2(0) = a > 0,
? (2.44)

/

P1 = —P1P2 (Pl +p26_q> e 1 p1(0) = —=b—19,

Py = p1p2 <p167‘1 + pg) e 4 pa(0) =0,
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has a unique smooth solution (qi,q2,p1,p2)(t)
with a finite lifespan T, which is the zero of
q = q2 — q1, and which satisfies the estimate

1

T ——. 2.45
7 5\/2b(b+6) ( )
Furthermore, we have
p1 = v-p < 0, decreasing, S
2 @
li t) = —o0, and —p; ~p =~ *1/4, = W
i p1(t) 00, and —p1 =p=x~q p2(0) = b &
and

w+p : : 2a q(t)
p2 = 5 > 0, tncreasing,

lim po(t) = 00, and py ~p ~ g V4, T
t—T— wo = 54
where p and w are given in Proposition 1. Also, w(t)
w = p1 + pg s decreasing from wy < 0 to wrp, W @------==
where wp = limy_,p— w(t), that is p1(0) = —b — 54 @/
1 <
wy = _(52 +2b(b+ 6)(1 — e*%)) 2. (2.46) x
Finally, the 2-peakon "\

u(z,t) = pi(t)e 10O 4 py(t)elrme@l]

1s NE solution for x € R, 0 <t < T, with the
following asymmetric antipeakon-peakon initial
profile

w(z,0) = —(b+ e el ype~lo=al 2 c R,

B L I R L

Figure 2: Graphs of p1, p2, ¢ and w

3. CALCULATING THE NORM

Proposition 3. Let u(t) be the two-peakon solution to the NE equation. Then on [0,T") we

have
Jue) - = 160 OROQu0) + 4 (L= ) 50, with ()= -2 (a)
where ¢s = [p(1+ £2)572d¢ and Qs(q), which is given below, satisfies the estimates:
¢, 1/2 < s < 3/2,
Q)= [+ (5 )de={ @ maja, s=172 (32
N q, s<1/2.

—

Proof. Since e~1#l(¢) = 2/(1 + ¢2) we have that the Fourier transform of

u(w, ) = el 4 pyele—a
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is given by
R 2pre 80 pyeiba 9 i P2 s
u(é,t) = = .pre ZEQ1.(1+76 zﬁq)‘
CO="Tre T ive “1ee P
Taking the square of the H* norm of this quantity and factoring out p?, we obtain
L2
Ju®l =157 [ (1422 |1 Zemie e (3.3)
R nm
Using Proposition 1 we see that
t
r:r(t)i—pz( ) :w<1, and r(t) S last "T.
pi(t) p—w
Next, using r we write (3.3) as follows
2
Ju®)lfre = a9t [ (142721 = v (3.4)
Expanding out the square under the integral in (3.4), we have
ret®® — 1|2 = (1 — r)? 4 4rsin? <q§> (3.5)
Substituting (3.5) into (3.4)
—9 . q —_
oo = 16r92 [ (1462 2sin (4 )+ a0 -2 [ (1462 2ae
R R
or
lu(®)[|F = 16rpTQs(q) + des(1 —r)?pi,
where
s = /(1+£2)5_2d§ and  Qs(q) = /(1+52)5—2 sin? (f)df. (3.6)
R R

Now, we see that to prove Proposition 3 it suffices to show that for 0 < ¢ < 1/8 we have the
following estimate

@, 1/2 < s < 3/2,
Qs(q) ~ { ¢* - In(1/q), s=1/2,
7, s<1/2.

Starting with the integrand for @ from (3.6) and making the change of variables x = ¢¢,
which gives dx = qd€, we can write Qs(q) as

Qs(q) = 2¢°7% /0 Oo(tf +2%)* ?sin’(z/2)dx = 2¢°7* [} + L], (3.7)

! z? ©  sin%(z/2)
h=| —% g and L= [ 22\,
' /0 (¢ + a2z /1 (@@ + 22"

If s < 3/2 then the integral I5 is bounded since

*  sin?(x/2) 0 1
I — d < 28—4d frd . 38
1= | Gt [ ey (35

where
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Also, when s > 1/2 we have the following upper bound for I;

1
1
L < 22y = : 3.9
L= /0 S P (3.9)
Furthermore, for any s < 2 we have
1
1
I > 25—2/ aide = 2572 3 (3.10)
0

Combining (3.10), (3.8), and (3.7) gives
I fgllms = q2~5, if 1/2<s<3/2.
The case s < 1/2: Since I + I5 is bounded below by I; and 0 < y < 1 we have

q 2 q
L+]1 5/ T x> 23_4/ 2?dr ~ ¢* . 3.11
1 2 oy (2 +a2)2s q o q ( )
Combining (3.11) and (3.7) gives
Qs(q) 2> % - ¢* =4 if s<1/2 (3.12)

To prove the reverse of inequality (3.12) we obtain an upper bound for I;. For this argument,
we let z = x/y and get

1 22 e 1 1/q 2 951 [ 1
I = do = g%~ C dz< g e dz.
e A N e

Since the last integral converges if 2(1 — s) > 1, which is equivalent to s < 1/2, we see that it
is equal to a finite constant c¢s. Combining this fact together with (3.7) and (3.8) we have

Qs(@) S +1] <S¢ if s<1/2
which together with (3.11) gives
Qs(g) =¢?, if s<1/2.
The case s = 1/2: We observe that

Ilz/lxzda::hl( ¢ +1 1)—;4—111(1/(]).
0 (q?+x2)3/2 NG

Upper Bound. From here we begin by removing the middle term and using the fact that
y < 1/4 in the first term. We get

I <In(v2+1) +1n(1/g). (3.13)
Substituting (3.13) back into (3.7) and taking into account estimate (3.8) for Iy we have
Q1(s) < ¢°In(1/q). (3.14)

Lower Bound. Using the fact that 2In(1/q) > 1 we have
I > 1n(1/g) + (In(2) - D2In(1/g)] = @In(2) — 1) In(1/q).
We therefore arrive at

Q1(s) 2 ¢* I 2 ¢*In(1/q). (3.15)

1
2
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Putting these upper and lower bounds (3.14) and (3.15) together and taking the square root
of both sides of the equation gives the desired result of

Q1(s) ~y* In(1/q). O

4. SMALL LIFESPAN AND INITIAL DATA
We begin by assuming that
p2(0) =b>1and —p1(0) =b+46,6 >0,

so that the conditions for the existence of our 2-peakon with the lifespan estimate (2.43) hold.
Then, we have the following.

Lifespan Estimate. For given € > 0, we need to find b > 1 such that T' < . Since, by
Proposition 1 we have

r<_—1 1

54/2b(b+8) ~ b

we must have

1
5 Se = b2 st h (4.1)

Initial Data Estimate. Now, for the same ¢ > 0 we need to find ¢y < 1/8 such that
|luo|| s < e. For this argument we use Proposition 3, from which we have

[u(O)II37> = 167(0)p(0)Qs(a0) + es (1 = r(0))*p}(0),  7(t) = -
= 16b(b + 8)Qs(qo) + 4¢s07,
which in turn gives
[w(0) |7 < 326°Qs(qo) 4 4cs6”.
Case 1/2 < s < 3/2: Then by Proposition 3 we have Qs(qo) < g5~ >* and therefore
[w(0)[|%s < Csb*qd2% + degd™.
To demonstrate ||luo||zs < ¢, it suffices to choose gy and & such that Csb?qs =2 +4cs6? < €2, or

2 52

4eg6? < % and CSquS’_QS < 5
The first inequality holds if
€
0 <

~ 2y2¢c,

Taking into consideration (4.2) and (4.1), the second inequality holds if

(4.2)

396 2 62 _ 5264 6264

< < =
D =502 = 206722 20, ~ 8c, 20y

or
6

1
€ 335
< .
%= (1663C’s>
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Case s < 1/2: For such a Sobolev exponent s we have ||u(0)|| s < |[|[u(0)||1. This combined
with Proposition 3, which tells us that Q1(qo) < qo, gives

[u(0)[[7s < [lu(0)[IF < C1bq0 + 4e16”.

Thus [Jup||ms < € if go and § satisfy the inequalities

2 2
4¢16% < % and C1b%qy < %

These inequality holds if
6

€
5§ < .
16¢,C

- 2\/261

and ¢p <

5. NORM-INFLATION AND ILLPOSEDNESS FOR 5/4 < s < 3/2
From Proposition 3 we have
la(t) 13- = 16r(£)p}()Qs(a) + 4espt () (1 = (1)), (5.1)
where the estimate for Qs is given in (3.2). Also, using Theorem 3 we have
pr(t) ~ ¢ 2(t), and pi(t) ~q 3(t), fort close to T.

Next, we see that

. ‘ —1/4
T:T(t):—p;f(i):g—l/‘*gl’ ast N T,
and
P r0) =) (1 20 = palt) + () = w)

Also, we have

Egpﬂﬂﬂgwﬁnzzg%w%ﬂ:ﬁ2+2db+®~ﬂfe”ﬂ. (5.2)

Therefore, the first term of (5.1) can be estimated by

g%, 1/2 < s < 3/2,
16r(1)p3(1)Qs(q) ~ { ¢2 -In(1/q), s=1/2,
q%’ s < 1/2

Combining the last estimate with the fact % —25=0 < s= % we see that

oo (inflation), 5/4 < s < 3/2,
Jim, 167(1)pi(t)Qs(q) = { may not exist, s =15/4, (5.3)
0, s <5/4.
Finally, using the limits (5.3) and (5.2) from formula (5.1) we conclude that
oo (inflation), 5/4 < s <3/2,
tlgr% |lu(t)||%s = < may not exist, s=5/4, (5.4)
%W+wmm«hfm,sdﬂ
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Therefore when 5/4 < s < 3/2 we have norm inflation and ill-posedness for the Novikov
equation. ]

6. NON-UNIQUENESS FOR s < 5/4

In this section, we prove that once we take the Sobolev exponent to be less that 5/4, the
Novikov equation admits non-unique solutions.

Theorem 4 (Non-uniqueness). For s < 5/4 NE admits non-unique solutions.

Our proof of non-uniqueness revolves around examining the behavior of the limit as ¢ — 7'~
of the 2-peakon solution u with initial data given in (2.7). Once we take the Sobolev exponent
to be s < 5/4, this limit exists, and it is a single antipeakon. The non-uniqueness then can
be realized by taking a single antipeakon traveling wave that which at time 7' has the same
profile as lim;_,7— u(x,t). From this point, a change of variables can recast this scenario as
two solutions arising from the same initial data. To proceed with this argument, we begin by
examining the pointwise limit, then the L” limit, and finally use these results in addition to
the generalized Dominated Convergence Theorem to establish the H? limit.

Proposition 4 (Pointwise limit). For each x € R we have

lim w(z,t) = wre P = yp(2), (6.1)
t—T-

N

where wy 1s given by (2.46), that is wr = —(52 +2b(b+9)(1 — 6_20‘)) <0, and
= i t)=1li t).
= g )= Iy el
For proving Proposition 4 we shall need the following elementary result.
Lemma 2. Given our functions p1,p2 and ¢ = q1 — q1 the following limits hold ast — T~ :
lim p;(t)(1—e W)y =0, j=1,2. (6.2)
t—=T—

Proof. Using the estimates

1/2 1/2

pi~q Y? and p3~q '3

and the inequality 1 —e™ < z for x € [0, 1] we have
lim [p;(#)(1 =€) < lim |p;(t)] - [g(t)] S lim |g7*(®)] - |q(t)] = 0. O
t—=T t—=T t—=T
Proof of Proposition 4. As we are working with a pointwise limit, we consider the cases

x > qr and x < qr separately so that we can evaluate the absolute values |z — ¢;| in the
definition of the 2-peakon solution w.

Case = > gr. Since ¢1 < ¢2 < g7, we have x — ¢; > 0 and therefore
u(w, 1) = pr(0)e” 0O 4 pa(r)e ROl = 7 (pr (1)t O 4 pa(t)e ).
Next, we will rewrite u in such a way so as to utilize Lemma 2. We have

w(z,t) = e e®2). (— p(t)(1—e 1) 4 w(t)).
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Finally taking the limit as t — 7'~ of u and using (6.2) we get

lim u(z,t) =wr-e *TT, x> qp. (6.3)
t—T—

Case x < qp. We follow essentially the same strategy as in the previous case, simply correcting
for signs. Since z is fixed and ¢1 < q2 < gr, we see that after some time ty we must have
z < q1(t) < q2(t) < gr. Therefore, for t >ty we have x — ¢; < 0 and u can be written as

u(z,t) =e® - e (w(t) —pa(t)(1 — e_q(t)))
Thus taking the limit as ¢ — T~ of u and using again Lemma 2 we obtain

lim w(z,t) = wp-e* 17, r < qr. (6.4)
t—T—

Combining (6.3) and (6.4) we conclude that the 2-peakon solution u(t) has a limit as t — T,
which is given by the antipeakon (6.1). O

We next examine the the limit of u in L™ topology.

Proposition 5 (Convergence in L"). For our antipeakon-peakon solution u to NE, we have

lim ||u(x,t) —vp(x)||r =0, for 1<r<A4.
t—T~

Proof. As we will need to evaluate the absolute values in the exponents, we note that the
order of the peaks positions of u(z,t) and vr(x) is q1(t) < g2(t) < gr. We now expand the L"
norm as

lu(x,t) —vp(x)||r = I1(t) + Io(t) + I3(t) + 14(t).

where the integrals I;(t) have their domains determined by ¢1 < g2 < qr, that is

1(t) T
Li(t) = /q lu(z,t) — vp(x)|"dz, I3(t) = /q lu(z,t) — vp(x)|"dx,
q

—00 Q(t)

Q2(t) [e'e)
L(t) = / ) @ @, L) = / fu(z, £) — vp()["da.
q1 qr

Evaluating ;. Calculating the integral, we have
erql (t)

L(t) = — pre1®) 4 pye=a2® 7wT€—qT""'

In order to proceed with evaluating the limit, we observe the following identity
pleﬂn(t) +p2€fq2(t) —wpe” I = e ®p (e — 1) + w(t)ef‘n(t) — wre T,

We can now evaluate the limit as
erql (t)

lim 7;(¢) = lim lem2py (e — 1) 4 [w(t)e 2O — wpeIT] "=o.

t—T~ t—=T— T
Evaluating I>. Using the Jensen’s inequality |a; + -+ an|” < n"(|a1|"+- - - +]an|") together
with e~ 1#=6 01 <1, e~lr=ar® < 1 and |p;| =~ ¢~/4, we have

lim Ir(t) < lim (¢"75(t) + q(t)|wp[") =0 (assuming r < 4).
t—T—

t—T—
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Evaluating I3. After evaluating the absolute values inside the exponential, and using the
identity

pre T 4 poe™ TR — qupe™TIT = e TeRpy(e7? — 1) + e Twe® — ePwre 1T,

an application of Jensen’s inequality gives us

qr r qar
Ig(t) SJ / dx + /
q2(t) q2(t)

We see that for the first term in this sum, we have
/qT
qz2(t)
For the second term of this sum, we use the fact that |e”?we? — e*wpe 97|" < 1 and Holder’s
inequality to get
/QT
q2(t)

Putting these estimates together, we can now evaluate the limit of I3 as t — T via

lim I 5 T ((ar = a2(®)) - [e=Op1 () (77O = 1)] + (ar = 2(8)) = 0.
t—T

t—T

T

e e®p (t)(e71" — 1) e w(t)e?®) — eTwpe | dr.

r

e*xqu(t)pl(t)(e*q(t) B 1)‘7“0[3:7 < (QT B QQ(t)) ) ‘qu(t)pl(t)(e*‘J(t) _ 1))

e Pw(t)e® V) — eFype T "dx S (g7 — q2(2)).

‘ s

Evaluating I,. This term is handled in precisely the same fashion as I;. Performing the
integration gives us

—rqp -
I(t) = ¢ — ‘pleql(t) + poe®®) — qypetr

Rewriting the expression inside of the absolute value gives us
pleth(t) _|_p26q2(t) — wpelT = qu(t)pl (e—fI(t) —1)+ w(t)e‘n(t) — wpel”.

Therefore, using the above identity along with the triangle inequality yields

G_TQT

lim I4(¢t) < lim
t—=T— t—=T— r

. (]e(p(t)pl(e*qm - |+ |w(t)eq2(t) — wTeQTDT =0.
Summarizing the L" convergence, 1 < r < 4. As we have computed lim; .- I;(t) = 0 for
j=1,2,3,4 it immediately follows that
lim [Ju(z, ) — vr(e)|3 = lim (11 (t) + Lo(t) + Is(t) + 14(75)) =0. O

a ol

t—T

Corollary 2. As t goes to T our 2-peakon solution u(t) converges in H®, s < 0, to the
antipeakon vy = wTe_|x_‘JT‘.

Now that we have successfully established pointwise and L" convergence, we are ready to move
on to a much stronger result that is of interest in and of itself. Ast — T, the antipeakon-peakon
solution converges to a single solitary antipeakon in H®, for s < 5/4.

Theorem 5 (Convergence in H?®). For s < 5/4, our 2-peakon solution u(t) converges to the
antipeakon vy in H®, i.e.

lim Hu(t) — UTHHS =0. (65)
t—=T
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Proof. We will begin by simplifying the H* norm of u(z,t) — vp(z). We have

() — vrl%e = / (1 -+ E2)°[ae, 1) — o7(6)|de.
R

Our objective, when taking the limit, will be to move the limit inside of the integral. Thus,
the first thing we should verify is whether pointwise, we have

1+t —or ()P =0 as t—1T .
We have
(€, 1) —u(S, T)| < [u(e,t) = ulz, T)|| -
As we have proved that u(x,t) — u(z,T) in L', we have

(1+&)fa(g, ) —vr () =0.

Next, we will define the bounding functions that will allow us to apply the generalized Domi-
nated Convergence Theorem (gDCT). We set

fi€) = L+ €l 1) - () < 401+ &) (1a(e O + T O)F) = au©)

Next, we need to establish that the g;’s, have a pointwise limit g. The most obvious candidate
for g is

lim
t—T—

9(&) = 8(1 +&)*[or ()’

Indeed, using the laws of limits, we have @ (§,t) — v (&) pointwise in £ implies g, — g pointwise
in £. To finish satisfying the hypotheses of gDCT, we must now establish the integral properties
of the g;’s. We have

i [ a(€)dg = lim 4 [ (4 €)fale OPds + ima [ 1+ € ER(E) P
1 3205w%.

where the left limit uses the hypothesis that s < 5/4. Furthermore, g is integrable and

/ﬂ@&z/&w@ﬂ@=8wwﬁp=&%ﬂ%=wwﬁ-
R R

Therefore, we have [ g — [ g. We now see that the hypotheses for gDCT are satisfied. Thus,
we can conclude

tim [ si€ds = [ sl

which written more explicitly tells us that

lim [ (1+&%)°a(¢,t) —or(€)[2dE = 0.
t—=T R
Thus, we can conclude that as ¢t — T, we have u(t) — vp in H®. O

Proof of Theorem 4. Translating the NE 1-peakon solution (1.6) by xg and choosing the
minus sign we obtain the following antipeakon solution for NE

v(z,t) = —ce l@=zo)=ctl " g1 any ¢>0 and x9€R.



23

Choosing
c=w%, and xzg=qr—wrT

we obtain the NE antipeakon solution

_ _ 2 a2
v(x,t) = —\/wie |(@=grtwiT)—wpt]

Since at t = T we have
v(z, T) = wpe "~ = y(z,T),

we see that we have constructed two different NE solutions, which belong in H®, s < 5/4, and
agree at t = T. From here, a change of variables can recast these two solutions as initial value
problems at time ¢ = 0. This proves failure of uniqueness in this range of Sobolev spaces. [J

The case s = 5/4: If s = 5/4 then there are two possibilities. Either our 2-peakon solution
u(t) does not converge in H°/* in which case we can prove (by a standard argument) that
continuity of the solution map fails, or u(t) converges in H®/* and has limit u(T') (since this
is the limit for lower Sobolev exponents). In the second case, we have non-uniqueness like in
Theorem 4. This result completes the proof of both of Theorems 1 and 2 in the non-periodic
case.

7. THE PERIODIC CASE

7.1. Outline of the proofs in the periodic case. The proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 have
been demonstated on the line and we now present these proofs on the circle, T = R/27Z. The
key ingredient is using a periodic version of the peakon. In Subsection 7.2, we construct the
2-peakon solutions on the circle having the properties described in Theorem 1. In Subsection
7.3, we estimate the H*-norm of the 2-peakon solutions and in Subsection 7.4 we choose the
parameters so that both the lifespan and the size of the 2-peakon solution at the initial time
are simultaneously small. In Subsection 7.5, we prove norm-inflation and illposedness for
5/4 < s < 3/2. Finally, in Subsection 7.6, we prove non-uniqueness for s < 5/4 and explain
the ill-posedness of NE for s = 5/4.

7.2. Construction of 2-peakon solutions on the circle. The 2-peakon solutions to the
periodic version of Novikov’s equation are similar to those on the real-line with the caveat that
the peak is generated by periodizing the hyperbolic cosine rather that using the exponential
of the negative absolute value. The following equations are taken from [GH] and [HM] and
can also be derived in a straightforward fashion.

The periodic Novikov 2-peakon solutions are of the form

u(z,t) = p1(t) cosh([z — q1(t)]p — ) + p2(t) cosh([z — ¢2(t)]p, — 7), (7.1)
where [-], periodizes our function and is defined by the floor
x
[z], =2 —27 L%J (7.2)

We see that u solves NE if the momenta p1,po and the positions ¢, g2 satisfy the following
system of ODEs, which can be obtained by using Theorem 1.2 of [HM] with the choice of
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parameters a = 0, b = 3. The 4 x 4 system we get is

¢ = p2[1 4 sinh? ] + 2pypy cosh 7 cosh([q; — @lp — )+ pa[1 + sinh?([q; — @lp — )],
¢b = p3[1 + sinh? 71| 4 2p1pa cosh 7 cosh([g2 — q1], — ) + p3[1 + sinh?([g2 — q1], — 7)), (7.3)
Py = —pipzsinh([g1 — galp — 7)[p1 cosh 7 + p2 cosh([g1 — go], — 7)),
Py = —pipzsinh([g2 — q1p — 7)[p2 cosh 7 + p1 cosh([g2 — q1]p — 7).
Setting
Blz) = —— cosh(jz], - 7), E'(x) = —— - sinh([a], — ),
coshm coshm
and using ¢ = g2 — ¢1, our system can be written in the more compact form
g1 = cosh’ - (p1 + p2E(q))?,
/ 2 2
@y = cosh® 7 - (p1E(q) + p2)°, (7.4)

P = cosh® - p1pa(p1 + p2E(q)) E'(q),

/

py = —cosh® 7 - p1p2(p1E(q) + p2) E'(q).

Initial Data. From this point, we make the same initial data assumptions as in the real-line
case. We take the positions the positions, ¢; and ¢s at time ¢t = 0 to be

q1(0) =—a and g2 =a, forsome a > 0.
For the initial momenta, we shall assume that at time ¢ = 0 that
p2(0) =b> 1, p1(0) = —(b+9), 6>0. (7.5)

With these assumptions, the initial profile ug(z) = u(x, 0) is the asymmetric periodic antipeakon-
peakon

up(z) = —(b+ ) cosh(|x + a], — 7) + beosh([z — a], — 7). (7.6)

This initial profile for u is displayed in the Figure 3.

Lo 2l

p1(0) = =(b+9) = uo(—a)

Figure 3: Initial profile up(x)
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Following the intuition we developed in the real-line case, we again will examine the ODE-
system (7.4) in the derived variables p, ¢, w, z given by

q(t) = q(t) — (), q(0) =2a>0,

p(t) = pa(t) —p1(t), p(0) =2b+6 >0, o
w(t) = po(t) + p1(t), w(0)=-6<0, (7.7)
z(t) = p2(t) -p1(t),  2(0) = =b(b+4) <O0.

Deriving equations for ¢, p, w and z on the circle. Beginning with ¢, we follow the
same strategy as in the non-periodic case. We see that

¢ = cosh’ 7 - (p1E(q) + p2)® — cosh® 7 - (p1 E(g) + p2)?,
= cosh? 7 - (pa — p1)(p2 + p1) (1 — E*(q)),
= cosh? 7 - pw(1 — E?(q)). (7.8)
The computations for p, w and z follow the same strategy, and we arrive at the 4 x 4 system
¢ = cosh? - pw(1 — E*(q)), q(0) = 2a > 0,
p = —cosh® 7 - wz(1+ E(q))E'(q), p(0)=2b+6>0,
w' = —cosh® 7 - zp(1 — E(q))E'(q), w(0)=—6 <0,
2/ = cosh? 7 - zwpE(q)E'(q), 2(0) = —b(b+9) <0.

(7.9)

This derived system of ODEs is more easily manipulated than the original 4 x 4 system, and
we are now ready to tackle Proposition 1 in the periodic setting.

Proposition 6 (Periodic version of Proposition 1). The system of differential equations (7.9)
has a unique smooth solution (q(t),p(t),w(t), z(t)) in an interval [0,T), for some T > 0, such
that z = z(t) is decreasing and in terms of q is expressed by the formula

= _—211/2 <0, where z =bb+)(1— E2(q0))1/2 > 0, (7.10)
(1-E%(q))
p = p(t) is decreasing and as a function of q is expressed by the formula
1+ E(q(t 1+ F 1/2
p(t) = (v +221 | (2(1( ) __ (5’0) [)" >0 (7.11)
V11— E*(q(t)) 1— E*(qo)

and w = w(t) is decreasing and as a function of q is expressed by the formula
V1—E?(q)  1—E?(q(t))7\1/?
t)=—(wj+2 - <0. 7.12
wit) = = (o} “[Hﬂm> 1+MWDD (712)

The difference of the positions q = q(t) is decreasing and satisfies the initial value problem

SN VI E(@) 1= Ea®)] 2
¢ = —flq) = —cost? - (wf + 22 1+E(qo)0 - EW®) ) (7.13)
1+ E(q(t)) 1+ E(g) 1\'/?
G ipw) O TE

q(0) = qo = 2a > 0.
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Furthermore, the initial value problem (7.13) is dominated by the simpler initial value problem
¢ =—g(q)=—qa(1—e2)"" 0<q0)=2a<1/2

where

q1 = 0+/2b(b+9) - q(l)/4.

Proof. We begin by solving for p,w and z in terms of ¢q. After this task is completed, we can
form an autonomous equation for ¢ by substituting in these results.

Expressing 2z in terms of ¢. Using the equation for 2’ and ¢’ we find

cosh® m - 2wpE(q)E'(q)  zE(q)E'(q) 7 _ E(@E(9)d

~ cosh?m-pw(l— E2(q)) 1—E2(q) 4T 1—E%(q)

Z/

¢
Since z(0) < 0 we shall assume that z(¢) will remain negative. Therefore, from the last relation
we have

d
“in(—2)] =

Integrating this equation from 0 to ¢ gives

o[- [

2
Solving for z(t), we find formula (7.10) for z in terms of g.

d
—5%[111(1 — E*(q))]-

20

Expressing w in terms of ¢. Dividing the equation for w’ by the equation for ¢’ we have

w  —cosh®7-2p(1— E(q))E'(q)  —2(1—E(q)E'(q)

Z = , 7.14
q cosh? 7 - pw(1 — E2(q)) w(l — E2(q)) (r14)
(1-E(q)E(9)d
or ww =—z- = F2(q) . (7.15)
Substituting the formula for z given by (7.10) into the above equation gives us
, 21 (1-E@)E'(@)d _ =1(1 - E()E (q)d - 16
ww = 22 1-E2q) 0, W3/2 (7.16)
(1 - E2(q)) q (1-E%(q))

Making the change of variables u = E(q(t)), du = E’'(q(t))q (t)dt, we obtain

/(1—E(q))E’(3Q)2q’dt:/ l-w oo Vi=w? o VI-E2) o
(1 - E2(q))” (1

—2)%? R 1+ E(g(t)

Therefore, relation (7.16) reads as

drl B d 1— E2(q(t))
A A T+ E(q() J (7.17)
Integrating this equation from 0 to ¢ gives
1 _ V1B ) V1-E*(q(t)
')~ =5 [N - T EG) ) (7.18)

We are thus able to solve for w(¢) in terms of ¢(¢), which gives us formula (7.12).
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Expressing p in terms of ¢. Dividing the equation for p’ by the equation for ¢’ we have

P —cosh®’m-wz(14+ E(q)E' (q) —z(1+ E(q)F'(¢))

po_ _ , 7.19
q cosh? 7 - pw(1 — E2(q)) p(1 - E%*(q)) (719)
/ (1+ E(q)E'(a)d
= — . . .2
or pp z = B2(q) (7.20)
Substituting in the above relation the formula for z given by (7.10) we have
o — 2 (+E@)E(9)d _ «1(1+ E(q)E'(q)d (7.21)
(1— E2(q))"? 1 - E%(q) (1— E2(q))*?
Next, we make the change of variables u = E(q(t)), du = E'(q(t))q'(t)dt and get
(1—|—E(q))E’(q)q’dt_ 14w du = 14+u B 1+ E(q)
9 3/2 o 213/2 = 2\1/2 o 9 1/2 )
(1- £2(0) - - ) (1 m2()

Therefore, relation (7.21) reads as follows

drl 50 dp 1+ E(q)
dt [21) } N Zldt[ 1— EQ(Q)}
Integrating this equation from 0 to t gives us
1[]02@) _pg} _ Zl[ 1+ E(qt) 1+ E(q) ]
2 V1I=E*(qt)  /1-E*(q)

and we are able to solve for p(t) and obtain formula (7.11).

Solving the ¢ ODE. Starting with the differential equation for ¢, which is ¢’ = cosh?® -
pw(1 — E%(q)), we substitute in for w and p their expressions (7.12) and (7.11) respectively.
We consequently obtain the following autonomous differential equation for ¢

- - V1- B q0) _ V/1- EX(g()7)"2

d = ft@) = ot { = (w20 Mg - gy 1) L 02)
1+ E(q(t)) 1+ E(qo) 7\? 2
o Vi) O F

(o

q(0) = qo = 2a > 0.
Next, we observe that

VI-Eq) V1-E4®)

1+ E(qo) 1+ E@®) — 7
This inequality follows from the fact that

(W)' —FE'(x)

0<qg<q <. (7.23)

1+E@) /  2/1+E(x)
Since the denominator is always positive, the sign of this derivative is controlled by numerator,
—FE'(z) = —Coslll(w) sinh([z], — m), which is positive for « € [0, 7). Next, we have

1+ E(qo) S0 e (2b + 6)?

292,
N P 2(5+9)

> 1+ E(qo). (7.24)
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Our choice of initial data allows for the inequality 1+ E(qy) < 2, and we have

(2b+6)?

ST > 9 = 4%+ 4b6 + 6% > 4b% +4b6 < §%2 >0, which is true.
2b(b + 0)

Now, using (7.23) and (7.24) we see that the function f(¢q) in the right-hand side of the
differential equation (7.22) can be bounded from below as follows

f(q) > cosh?r - 5(2b(b + 5)(1 — EQ(QO))l/Q);qll—i__EE(%])% (1= E?(q)).

To continue in our objective of finding a simpler dominating function for f, analogous to the
strategy in the real-line case of this proof, we use the fact that F(g) > 0 in conjunction with
the following lemma.

Lemma 3. For ¢ > 2cosh?(r)/sinh(2r — 1), and z € [0,1/2],
c(l1 — E*(z)) >1—e 2, (7.25)

Furthermore, we have the inequality

1
1 — E*(go) > 300- (7.26)

In particular, we will take ¢ = 3 in later computations.
Proof. Define the function
f@) = (1= ) = (c- 1= B2(@)),
Computing the derivative of f(z) shows that it will be negative for x € (0,1/2], and

2 cosh?
~ sinh(2r — 1)
As the (7.25) has been established, we now move onto proving (7.26). This inequality is
obtained by applying our first inequality and then using the exponential inequality. We get

1 _ 1
1— E*(qo) > S(1—e 200y > 30 O

With the above lemma, we are now ready to return to the proof of the proposition.

Dominating Equation (periodic version). Using the above inequalities, and following the
same strategy as in the non-periodic case, we obtain

V2

. 2 . .
Since %h” > 1, we can remove this factor as we are bounding from below. Consequently,

f(g) has precisely the same lower bound as in the real-case give by

3/4 3/4
F(a) 2 6 /o(b+3) - g (1 - 6_2q> =q (1 - e_2q> ,
where the constant ¢; is given by

g1 =0- b(b+5)-qé/4.
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Thus, we see that the complicated initial value problem for ¢ (7.22) is dominated by

¢ =—q(l—e?)

This ODE is precisely the same as the one derived in the real-line case. Therefore we can

M (0) = g0 = 2a > 0. (7.27)
immediately arrive at the same conclusions for q.

Proposition 7 (Periodic version of Proposition 2). If r < 1 then for given qy € (0,1/2) and
q1 > 0 the solutions to the initial value problem

dq . _
= = 9@ =—a (1—e29)", ¢(0) = qo, (7.28)
which begins positive and is decreasing, becomes zero in finite time T given by
o 1 q0 d 1 1—r
T:/ q :/ 9~ L D (7.29)
o 9@ a@lo (L—e2)"  1-7r q

Corollary 3 (Periodic version of Corollary 1). If 0 < g9 < 1/2 and b > 1, § > 0 satisfy con-
dition (7.5) then the solution to the initial value problem (7.13) begins positive, is decreasing,
and becomes zero in finite time T given by

g7 g7 1

q0 dq 1 /qn dq 5 5
— < — —_— ~ o~ .
o fl@ " ado 1-—e20 T @ T 5/ +0) ¢/t 5/2b(b+0)

T =

(7.30)

We summarize the above results in the following Theorem.

Theorem 6 (Periodic version of Theorem 3). For given 0 < a < 1/4, b > 1 and § > 0
satisfying condition (7.5), the initial value problem for the positions qi,q2 and the momenta

b1,p2

q) = cosh® 7 - (p1 + p2 E(q))?, 71(0) = —a,

gy = cosh? - (p1E(q) + p2)*, ¢2(0) = a, (7.31)
pi = cosh® m - pipa(p1 + p2E(9))E'(q),  p1(0) = —(b+ ), '

py = —cosh® 1 pipa(p1E(q) + p2) E'(q),  p2(0) = b,

has a unique smooth solution (q1(t), q2(t), p1(t), p2(t)) with a finite lifespan T', which is the zero
of ¢ = g2 — q1, satisfying the estimate (7.30) and such that

w —
p1 = v—p <0, decreasing, lim pi(t) = —oo, and —p; ~p =~ q_1/47 and
2 t—T—
w + . . . -
Py = wrp > 0, increasing, lim po(t) = oo, and py ~p~q 1/47
2 t—T—

where p and w are given in Proposition 6. Also, w = p1 + ps is decreasing from wy < 0 to wr,
where

wr = lim w(t) = —(52 +2b(b+ 8)(1 — E(2a))>é.

t—T—

Finally, the 2-peakon
u(z,t) = p1(t) cosh([z — qi(t)]p — 7) + p2(t) cosh([z — g2(t)], — 1), 2 € T,0 <t < T.
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s a solution to NE with following the asymmetric antipeakon-peakon initial profile
u(x,0) = —(b+ 0) cosh([z + a]p, — 7) + beosh([z — a], — 7),
The quantities p1, p2, q and w have similar properties to their analogues defined on the line,

and we refer to Figure 2 for a visualization of them.

7.3. Calculating the Norm on the circle. We begin with the following proposition which
summarizes the calculation of the H® norm of w. This computation is nearly identical to
non-periodic case with the exception of an extra factor of sinh? 7.

Proposition 8 (Periodic version of Proposition 3). Let u(t) be the two-peakon solution (7.1)
to the NE equation. Then on [0,T) we have
lu(t) |} = 16sinh? 7 - 7 (£)p? (1) Qs(g) + 4sinb?® 7 - e (1 = r(1)) *p (1),
t
with r(t) = ——( ),
pi(t)

where cs =Y _(1+n?)*"2 and Q4(q), which is given below, satisfies the estimates:

oo . 2%, 1/2 < s < 3/2,
e a2, s < 1/2.

Proof. We begin by noting that the Fourier transform of F is calculated as
~ sinh(m) 1

E = (2 . > . .

(n) cosh(m)/ 1+ n?

Recalling that the 2-peakon u can be written as
u(z,t) = coshm - (1 (D E( - (1) + p2() E(x — aa(1))),
we can express the Fourier transform of u as

2 Sinh;— . plefinql . (1 + @efinq) .
1+n 1

Taking the square of the H® norm of this quantity, we obtain

a(n,t) =

o oo
2
| (t)]|3: = Z (1+n?)®|u(n,t)|* = 4sinh® 7 - p? Z (1+ n2)372’1 4 P2 -ing (7.32)
n=—o00 n=—oo b1
Using Proposition 6 we see that
t
r=r(t)= _Zit; = };tz <1, and r(t) Slast "T. (7.33)
Using r we write (7.32) as follows
> 2
|w(t)||3s = 4sinh? 7 - p? Z (1+ n2)572’1 —re " (7.34)

n=—oo

Expanding out the square of the absolute value inside of the sum (7.34), we have

[retd™ — 112 = (1 — r)? 4 4rsin? (qzn)
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We therefore obtain the formula
Hu(t)H%Is = 16sinh? 7 - rp%Qs(q) + 4sinh® - cs(1 — r)Qp%,
where
Cs = Z (1+n%)°2 and Qs(q) = Z (1 +n?)*?sin? <2>
n=—oo n=—oo

From this point, we note that @5 has already been estimated in this periodic setting in [HHG].
Using 4.25 from [HHG]|, and noting 4.28, where the norm is expanded into the sum of the
squares of sines, we have

o >, 1/2 < s < 3/2,
Qs ~ Z sin? (%) (1+n?)° 2~ ¢ qy/In(1/q), s=1,2, (7.35)
n=1 q, s<1/2. O

7.4. Small lifespan and initial data on the circle. This section follows the same argument
as in the real-line case, with the exception of an extra factor of sinh? 7 stemming from the
periodic version of the norm-estimates. We begin by assuming that

p2(0) =b>1and —p1(0)=b+46,0 >0,
so that the conditions for the existence of our 2-peakon with the lifespan estimate (7.30) hold.

Lifespan Estimate. For given ¢ > 0, we need to find b > 1 such that T' < e. Since, by
Proposition 6 we have

Ts B <
§1/2b(b+6) — 0b

1

we must have

1
55 <e = b>5te (7.36)

Initial Data Estimate. Now, for the same ¢ > 0 we need to find ¢y < 1/8 such that

||luo|| s < e. For this we use Proposition 8, from which we have, recalling that r(t) = —Z?Eg,

|u(0)||%s = 16sinh? 7 - b(b 4+ 6)Qs(qo) + 4sinh? 7 - ¢,62.
This identity implies
lu(0)||3s < 32sinh? 7 - b?Q4(qo) + 4sinh? 7 - c,62.

3—2s

Case 1/2 < s < 3/2: Then by Proposition 8 we have Q(qo) S g5~ “° and therefore

[u(0)[|%s < Cssinh? 7 - b%g3 2 + 4sinh? 7 - ¢,6%,

For having ||ug||zr= < € it suffices to choose g and & such that Cysinh? 7 - b?¢3~2* + 4sinh? r -
cs0% < €2, or

2 52

4sinh? 7 - ¢,0% < % and C,sinh?7 - qug_Qs < 5
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The first inequality holds if

5 (7.37)

€
< ——mM——.
— 2sinh m4/2¢,
Taking into consideration (7.37) and (7.36), the second inequality holds if

395 g2 g2 52t g2et
QO S . 2 S —9__9 = = 9
2C, sinh® 7 - b2 20,0 2%¢ 2C, 8cs - 20

or

66 _1
< ( > 3-2s ‘
= 16¢,C

Case s < 1/2: For a such Sobolev exponent s we have [|u(0)||gs < ||u(0)||z1. This combined
with Proposition 8, which tells us that Q1(qo) < qo, gives

lu(0)I[7+ < [[u(0)]IFn < C1b?qo + 418,
Thus ||uo||gs < € if go and & satisfy the inequalities 4c16? < % and C1b%qp < % These
inequality holds if
6
16¢sC5

6<€

— 24/2c

7.5. Norm-Inflation and illposedness on the circle. From Proposition 8 we have

and qo <

[u(®)||Fs = 16sinh? 7 - r(¢)p3 (£)Qs(q) + 4sinh® 7 - csp?(¢) (1 — r(t))2, (7.38)

We see that the same argument as in Section 5 holds, with the simple inclusion of a factor of
sinh? 7. Following these arguments, we see that

oo (inflation), 5/4 < s<3/2,
tlin% |u(t)||%s = { may not exist, s="5/4, (7.39)
%

4sinh? - cg[62 +2b(b+0) - (1 —e )|, s <5/4.

Therefore when 5/4 < s < 3/2 we have norm inflation and ill-posedness for the Novikov
equation. ]

7.6. Non-Uniqueness for s < 5/4 on the circle. As in the case on the line, the NE admits
non-unique solutions once we take the Sobolev exponent s < 5/4. This is an equally interesting
result as the periodic 2-peakons maintain the same collision properties as non-periodic ones.

Theorem 7 (Nonuniqueness - Periodic version of Theorem 4). For s < 5/4 NE admits non-
unique solutions.

Our proof of non-uniqueness in the periodic setting again follows the same strategy used in
the real-line case. We again examine the behavior of the limit as ¢t — T'~ of the 2-peakon
solution u with initial data given in (7.6). Once this limit has been established in the desired
ways, the same argument as in the real-line case implies non-uniqueness.
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Proposition 9 (Pointwise limit - Periodic version of Proposition 4). For each x € R we have

lim u(z,t) = wr cosh([z — gr]p, — 7) = vr(z). (7.40)
t—T
where
gr = lim qi(t) = lim ¢(t) and wr= lim w(t). (7.41)
t—T~ t—T— t—T~

Remark. We can avoid the multiple cases needed in the real-line version of this proof as we
do not need to expand out an absolute value. Here, as we are using the hyperbolic cosine, we
will have both e® and e™* present thus avoiding the need to break into cases.

Proof. Our solution w is a 2w-periodic function, and we will restrict our attention to the
interval [0,27]. As we know that the limits of ¢; and ¢o exists, we will further restrict our
attention to after some time ty > 0 such that these position function remain within a single
period. This will avoid any complications of moving between periods which will require using
the floor function in our definition. Using the exponential definition of the hyperbolic cosine,
we get

1
u(w,t) = 5 [eﬂ_m(ple(h + pae®) + e (pre” ™ + pze_qQ)} -

Rewriting this expression to generate terms containing w gives us
1
u(z,t) = 3 [e”fx (eq2p1 (e77—-1)+ weq2) +e ™ (wefql +e Bpy(e”? — 1))] (7.42)
Taking the limit as ¢t — T~ of (7.42), and using the limit established in Lemma 2, we obtain

lim w(z,t) = wrcosh([z — ¢r]p, — 7). O
t—T—

We next demonstrate that u converges to vp ast — T~ in L.

Proposition 10 (Convergence in L" - Periodic version of Proposition 5). For our antipeakon-
peakon solution u to NE, we have

lim ||u(z,t) —vr(z)||r = 0. (7.43)
t—=T—

Proof. The same remarks that we made for the pointwise proof apply here as to taking a
to > 0 such that ¢; and ¢o lie within a single 27 period after time ty. Analogous to the
pointwise limit, as we have both e” and e~ present in our hyperbolic cosines, we will not have
to break our argument into cases in order to simplify the absolute values. This fact also allows
us to bypass the restriction 1 < r < 4 as we do not cut the domain of the integration, creating
the situation we saw in the real-line case on the sub-integral on [q1, ¢2]. After rewriting the
hyperbolic cosines in their exponential form we get

et T (ple_q1 + poe” P — wTe_qT>

1 2
Jute.t) ~er@ie =5 [
0

r

+e™ <p16q1 + poe® — wTe‘IT) dx.
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Using Jensen’s inequality, and evaluating the resulting integrals, we get

1 27
.
em —e

—rm
<— ‘me’ql + poe” ® —wpe” "
T

Td:n

ex_ﬂ <p16_(h + p2e—q2 _ ’lUTe_qT> + 671'_33 (ple(h + p2eq2 _ wTe‘IT>

r L r
+ . ‘p1eq1 _|_p2€QQ _ wT€QT
r

Using Lemma 2, we have

T

=0.

,
lim ‘ pre?t 4+ poe®? —wret”| =0 and lim ‘ pre?t + poe®? — wpel”
t—T— t—T—

Therefore applying the limit as t — T~ we get
lim |u(z,t) —vr(z)||7- =0. O
t—=T1—

Now that we have successfully established pointwise and L" convergence, we will use these
results to establish H® by using the Dominated Convergence Theorem.

Theorem 8 (Convergence in H* - Periodic version of Theorem 5). For s < 5/4, our antipeakon-
peakon solution u converges to vy in H?, i.e.

lim ||u(z,t) —vp(x)||gs = 0. (7.44)
t—=T

Proof. From the definition of the H® norm of u(z,t) — vy (z), we have
lu(z,t) = vr(@)|F: = Y (L+n?)[i(n, t) — o7 (n) .
nez

Our objective, when taking the limit, will be to move the limit inside of the integral. Thus, we
begin by examining the limit of the summand. As we have already established the convergence
of u to vy in L', via Proposition 10, we see that the inequality

[u(n, t) —u(n,T)| < |u(z,t) — u(z, T)]| L1,
implies that
lim (1+ n2)5|a(n, t) — T)E(n)]Q =0.

t—T—

Next, we will define the bounding sequences that will allow us to apply the generalized Dom-
inated Convergence Theorem. We set

filn) = (1 402 fin,t) = ) < 40 +0?)* (a0, ) + [77()2) = gi(n).

We need to establish that the g;’s, have a pointwise limit g, i.e. for each n € Z, lim;_,p- g;(n) =
g(n). The most obvious candidate for g is

g(n) = 8(1 +n?)%[op(n)|> where Zg(n) = 32cosh® 7 - cwr.
nezZ
Indeed, we have using the laws of limits, u(n,t) — vp(n) for each n implies g, — g for each

n. To finish satisfying the hypotheses of the generalized Dominated Convergence theorem, we
must now establish the sum properties of the g;’s. We have

li = 32sinh?7 - .
t;rr%gzgt(n) 32sinh” 7 - cswr
n
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where the left limit uses the 5/4-hypothesis (1.13). We now see that the hypotheses for the
generalized Dominated Convergence Theorem are satisfied. Thus, we can conclude that as
t — T, we have u(z,t) — vp in H®. O

Proof of Theorem 7. Translating the NE 1-peakon solution by xy and choosing the minus
sign we obtain the following antipeakon solution for NE

v(z,t) = —v/c cosh([z — xg — ct], — ), forany c¢>0 and =o€ T.

As in the real-line case, we choose ¢ = w% and xg = qpr — w%T, and obtain the antipeakon
solution v(z,t) = wr cosh([x — zg — wit] — 7). Since at t = T we have

v(z,T) = wr cosh([z — gr]p, — m) = u(z,T),

we see that we have constructed two different NE solutions, which belong in H?®, s < 5/4, and
agree at t = T. From here, a change of variables can recast these two solutions as stemming
from the same initial data at time ¢ = 0. This scenario proves failure of uniqueness in this
range of Sobolev spaces. O

The case s = 5/4: The argument for ill-posedness in this case is precisely the same as that
in the non-periodic case. This result completes the proof of both of Theorems 1 and 2 in the
periodic case.
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