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A REMARK ON THE WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE MODIFIED KDV

EQUATION IN THE FOURIER-LEBESGUE SPACES

ANDREIA CHAPOUTO

ABSTRACT. We study the complex-valued modified Korteweg-de Vries equation (mKdV)
on the circle. We first consider the real-valued setting and show global well-posedness of
the (usual) renormalized mKdV equation in the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces.

In the complex-valued setting, we observe that the momentum plays an important
role in the well-posedness theory. In particular, we prove that the complex-valued mKdV
equation is ill-posed in the sense of non-existence of solutions when the momentum is
infinite, in the spirit of the work on the nonlinear Schrédinger equation by Guo-Oh (2018).
This non-existence result motivates the introduction of the second renormalized mKdV
equation, which we propose as the correct model in the complex-valued setting outside of
H? (T). Furthermore, imposing a new notion of finite momentum for the initial data, at
low regularity, we show existence of solutions to the complex-valued mKdV equation. In
particular, we require an energy estimate, from which conservation of momentum follows.
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1. INTRODUCTION
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1.1. The modified Korteweg-de Vries equation. In this paper, we study the Cauchy
problem for the complex-valued modified Korteweg-de Vries equation (mKdV) on the one-
dimensional torus T = R/(27Z):

Opu + O3u = £|ul?0,u,

(t,z) e RxT.
U‘t:O = Uo,
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The mKdV equation (L) has been extensively studied from both the theoretical and
applied points of view. We will pursue a harmonic analytic approach to study the well-
posedness of (LI)) in the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces (see (LA]). Let us first go over the
local-in-time results in L?-based Sobolev spaces. In [I], Bourgain introduced the Fourier
restriction norm method, utilizing the X*’-spaces (see (2.1))), and proved the local well-
posedness in H*(T), for s > 5 1 of the first renormalized] mKdV equation (mKdV1)

3, _ 2 _ 2
Oyu + Oyu = i<\u! ][ |ul da:) Oz u, (t.x) ER T, (12)

uli=o = uo,

where § fdz = 5~ 027r f dz. The renormalized equation (L2]) is obtained from mKdV (1)
through the following gauge transformation

Gi(u)(t, x) = ult, z F pu(t))t), (1.3)

where p(u(t)) = 5= ||u(t )|[2. denotes the mass, a conserved quantity of the system, i.e.,
p(u(t)) = p(ug). Note that mKdV1 (L2) and the original mKdV equation (LI]) are equiv-
alent in L?(T).

Bourgain’s result follows from a contraction mapping argument and it is sharp with
respect to this method, since the data-to-solution map fails to be C3-continuous [3] and
locally uniformly continuous in H*(T) for s < % [7]. We point out that Bourgain’s analysis
focused on real-valued inital data ug, whose corresponding solution u is real-valued and
satisfies the following equation:

Oy + 8£u = +u?d,u.

The results mentioned above extend to the complex-valued setting.

In the real-valued setting, Takaoka-Tsutsumi [35] and Nakanishi-Takaoka-Tsutsumi [29]
applied the energy method and proved the local well-posedness of mKdV in H*(T) for
5> 3 In a recent paper [27], Molinet-Pilod-Vento extended this result to the end-point
s = l By exploiting the completely integrable structure of the equation, Kappeler-Topalov
[21] used the inverse spectral method to show global existence and uniqueness of solutions
to the real-valued defocusing mKdV (with the + sign) in H*(T), s > 0. Here, solutions are
understood as the unique limit of smooth solutions and it is not required that the equation
is satisfied in the sense of distributions (see [21] 25 [32] for further details).

Using the short-time Fourier restriction norm method, Molinet [26] proved existence of
distributional solutions for the real-valued mKdV equation in L?(T) (without uniqueness).
In the same paper, he showed that mKdV is ill-posed below L?(T), in the sense that the
data-to-solution map is discontinuous in H*(T) for s < 0. See also the work by Schippa
[33]. This ill-posedness result shows the sharpness of the well-posedness theory in L2-based
Sobolev spaces. However, the scaling analysis suggests that the local well-posedness should
hold in H*(T) for s > —%, as we illustrate in the following.

IThe equation ((L2)) is usually referred to as the renormalized mKdV equation. However, we will introduce
a second gauge transform and second renormalization in Section [[.3] which motivates the change in notation.
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Consider the following symmetry of the mKdV (L)) equation on the real line: given a
solution u of mKdV (I.T]) with initial data ug, then

uM(t, ) = (Nt z), A >0, (1.4)

is also a solution of mKdV, with rescaled initial data \ug(Az). A direct calculation shows
that the homogeneous H*(R)-norm is preserved under the scaling (L4) when s = —%.
Thus, one would expect the local well-posedness to hold in the subcritical regime H*(R)
for s > —%.

Although the scaling (I.4) does not hold in the periodic setting, the scaling heuristics
are still relevant. The gap between the scaling prediction (s > —%) and the ill-posedness
result by Molinet (s < 0) motivates the search for spaces with analogous scaling. One such
choice are the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces FL*P(T) defined by the norm

1 llzLew = [[(R)* F ()]l (1.5)

We can conduct a similar scaling analysis on the homogeneous space F Ls’p(R) defined by
the norm

117200 @y = EFFON Ly gy

It follows that the F Lscr“(p)’p(}R)—norm is invariant under the scaling (L4)), where seit(p) =
— %, with the convention s.it(00) = 0. Once again, transporting the scaling heuristics to
the periodic setting, we say that the mKdV equation (I.I)) is scaling-critical in FL%>(T).
On the other hand, we have that FL""(R) scales like H%(R) for o = s + % —-1

Regarding the local-in-time analysis, Kappeler-Molnar [19] proved the local well-
posedness of the real-valued defocusing mKdV in FL*P(T) for s > 0 and 1 < p < oo,
where their solutions are understood as the unique limit of classical solutions as in [21].
In view of the scaling critical regularity, this result is almost critical, in the scale of the
Fourier-Lebesgue spaces. Unlike the L?(T) solutions of [21} 26], the solutions in [19] are
not yet known to satisfy the equation in the distributional sense.

Now, we turn our attention to the global aspect of well-posedness. In [I], Bourgain proved
global well-posedness of (I.2) in H*(T) for s > 1. For the real-valued setting, Colliander-
Keel-Staffilani-Takaoka-Tao [§] showed the global well-posedness in H*(T), s > %, using
the I-method. This result was extended to H*(T) for s > 0 for the real-valued defocusing
mKdV by Kappeler-Topalov [21], using the complete integrability of the equation. In [19],
Kappeler-Molnar proved global-in-time existence of solutions for the real-valued mKdV
with small initial data in FL*P(T), s > 0 and 1 < p < 0.

In a recent paper [22], Killip-Vigsan-Zhang exploited the completely integrable structure of
the equation and established global-in-time a priori bounds, in the complex-valued setting.
These a priori bounds, combined with the local well-posedness result in [27], yield the
global well-posedness of the real-valued mKdV equation in H*(T) for s > % Oh-Wang [31]
extended the result in [22] to the Fourier-Lebesgue setting and established global-in-time a
priori bounds in FL*P(T) for 2<p<ooand 0 <s<1— % (see Proposition [T.]).

The question of well-posedness of the complex-valued mKdV equation (1)) has also been
explored on the real line. In the Fourier-Lebesgue setting, Griinrock [12] showed the local
well-posedness of mKdV (L)) in FL¥P(R) for s > 0 and 2 < p < 4, which was extended by
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Griinrock-Vega [14] to s > % and 1 < p < oo, almost covering the full subcritical regime.
These solutions can be extended in time using the a priori bounds by Oh-Wang [31]. In
a recent paper [16], Harrop-Griffiths-Killip-Vigan proved optimal local well-posedness in
H*(R) for s > —%, exploiting the completely integrable structure of the equation.

Our goal in this paper is to study the mKdV equation in the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces,
both in the real and the complex-valued settings, on the one-dimensional torus. In par-
ticular, we find that there is an additional difficulty in the low regularity complex-valued
setting, which will be discussed in Section [[L3l This is a phenomenon particular to the
mKdV equation, since for other dispersive equations, such as the Korteweg-de Vries and
the Benjamin-Ono equations, it is not necessary to distinguish between these two settings
(see [201 [8, 18]).

1.2. The real-valued setting. We start by considering the real-valued mKdV1 equation
(T2). Our first result is the local well-posedness of mKdV1 (L2]) below H %(']I‘) with real-
valued initial data, indeed proving that the solutions in [19], for a restricted range of s and
p, satisfy the equation in the sense of distributions. We use the Fourier restriction norm
method, with X*°-spaces adapted to the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces, hence not relying on the
complete integrability of the equation.

Theorem 1.1. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % < 5 < %,

1<p< ﬁ; (ii)) s > %, 1 < p < oo. Then, the real-valued mKdV1 equation (2] is
locally well-posed in FL*P(T).

Remark 1.2. (i) In view of [19], we believe that the restriction on the range of p is artificial,
but we do not know how to remove it at this pointE See Remark [3.4] for further discussion.
Nevertheless, this range for (s,p) agrees with Nguyen’s local well-posedness result in the
Fourier-Lebesgue spaces in [30], using the power series method in [6]. Note that the result
in [30] does not guarantee uniqueness of solutions.

(ii) In a forthcoming work, we plan to combine the energy method in [29] and the Fourier
restriction norm method adapted to the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces to improve the range of
(s,p) in Theorem [L11

(iii) As a consequence of the contraction mapping argument, uniqueness holds conditionally,
in the following sense: the solutions in Theorem [[1] are unique in

C([=T, T}, FL*¥(T)) 1 X233 (T),

for all 0 < T" = T'(up) < 1 (see Definition 2I). When p = 2, it is known that uncondi-
tional uniqueness of the mKdV equation holds in H*(T), for s > %, namely uniqueness
in C([-T,T]; H*(T)) (see [24, 27]). It would also be of interest to study the uniqueness

properties of solutions in the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces.

Combining Theorem [[.1] with Oh-Wang’s a priori bound, we show the global well-
posedness of the real-valued mKdV1 equation (2] in the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces.

2In a recent preprint [5], we adapted the approach introduced by Deng-Nahmod-Yue in [10] in the context
of the periodic derivative nonlinear Schrédinger equation and improved Theorem [ 1]to cover the range s > %
and 1 < p < co. The same improvement also holds for Theorem [I.71
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Theorem 1.3. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % <s< %, 1<p<
ﬁ; (ii)) s > %, 1 < p < oco. Then, the real-valued mKdV1 equation (L2) is globally
well-posed in FL*P(T).

Remark 1.4. (i) Theorem (with restricted ranges of s and p) extends the result of
Kappeler-Molnar [19], as it applies to the real-valued defocusing equation but also to the
large data setting. Moreover, it establishes that the solutions constructed in [19] under the
assumptions of Theorem satisfy the equation in the sense of distributions.

(i) The proof of Theorem is based on applying the a priori bound by Oh-Wang in [31]
to iterate the local well-posedness argument. However, the estimate requires a restriction
on the regularity s < 1 — %. When % <s<1- %, Theorem follows directly from
Theorem [I.1] and the a priori bound in [31]. When s > 1— %, we combine the global-in-time

a priori bound with a persistence of reqularity argument (see Section[7).

(i1i) In [2], Bourgain proved the invariance of the Gibbs measure under the flow of the
real-valued mKdV equation,

1 1
“dp = Z Lexp <:F—/u4 dx — —/(axu)2dx> du”, (1.6)
4 Jr 2 Jr

by establishing the local well-posedness of mKdV (1)) in H(T) N FL°(T) for some
s < % < 81 < 1, which includes the support of (L8). The invariance of the Gibbs mea-
sure on FL%P(T) follows from the global well-posedness result in the real-valued setting in
Theorem [I.3, as FL*P(T) with s <1 — % includes the support of (LLQ)).

1.3. The complex-valued setting. The main focus of our paper is on the complex-valued
mKdV equation. We prove that the mKdV1 equation (I.2]) is ill-posed in the Fourier-
Lebesgue spaces, at low regularity, and propose an alternative equation as the correct
model in the low regularity setting.

We start by considering the nonlinearity N (u) of mKdV1 (L2) on the Fourier side,
omitting the time dependence,

N(w)(n)
= > ingt(ny)a(—na)a(ns)

n=ni+nz+ns
n1+n2#0

= ingti(ny)u(—no)t(nz) — inla(n)*a(n) + i Im(uoyu)dz |u(n), (1.7)
ﬁg\(:n) 3u(n1 2)u(n3 <]{r >
for m = (n1,n9,n3) and
A(n) := {(n1,n2,n3) € Z* : n =ny +ny+ns, (n1+n2)(n1 + ns)(ng +ns) # 0}.

In the real-valued setting, we have Im(ud,u) = 0 which implies that the last term on
the right-hand side of (L) is zero. However, in the complex-valued case, this contribution
may be nonzero. We define the momentum P(u) as follows:

P(u) := ﬁlm(ﬂ@xu)daz = Z n\’d(n)\z,

nel
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and write the nonlinearity as N (u) = N*(u) + iP(u)u. For a solution u € C'(R; H%(']I‘)),
the momentum P(u(t)) is finite and conserved, but below this regularity it is not clear if it
is finite let alone conserved. Consequently, a new phenomenon arises in the complex-valued
setting at low regularity, as the nonlinearity (I.7]) may be ill-defined. In particular, we see
th?t the momentum is responsible for the following ill-posedness of mKdV1 (L2) outside
Hz2(T).

Theorem 1.5. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % <s< %, 1<p<
ﬁ; (ii) s > %, 1 < p < 0. Suppose that ug € FL*P(T) has infinite momentum in the
sense that
|P(P<nug)| — o0 as N — oo,

where P<x denotes the Dirichlet projection onto the spatial frequencies {|n| < N}. Then,
for any T > 0, there exists no distributional solution v € C([-T,T]; FL*P(T)) to the
complez-valued mKdV1 equation (L2)) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) uli=0 = uo;

(ii) the smooth global solutions {un}nen of mKdV1 (L2)), with un|i=0 = P<nuo, sat-

isfy uny — w in C([-T,T]; FL*P(T)).

Remark 1.6. (i) The second condition in Theorem is a natural one to impose, as we
would expect “good” solutions to have the property of being well-approximated by the smooth
solutions corresponding to the truncated initial data.

(ii) The proof of Theorem 1s based on the argument for the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation by Guo-Oh [15]. The restricted range of (s,p) follows from the need to use a local
well-posedness result for a related equation (L8]) (Theorem [1.7). We do not believe this
restriction to be sharp.

(iii) An analogous non-existence result holds in the Sobolev spaces H*(T) for % <s <3,
i.e., outside H%(T) See Remark [LI0l for more details.

Motivated by the ill-posedness result in Theorem [I.5] we propose an alternative model
to the complex-valued mKdV1 equation (I2)). Analogously to the first gauge transform
Gy (L3), which exploited conservation of mass, we introduce a second gauge transform Go
using the conservation of momentum to remove the singular contribution iP(u)u from the

nonlinearity. Given u € C(R; H 2 (T)), we define the following invertible gauge transform
Go(u)(t, z) := e TP Why(t, ).

A direct computation shows that v € C(R; H %(']I')) solves mKdV1 (L2) if and only if
u = Ga(v) solves the second renormalized mKdV equation (mKdV2)

Opu + 03u = | |ul*dpu — <][ |ul? da:) Ogu — z<][ Im(ﬂ@xu)dm>u ,
T T (1.8)

u’tzo = Uug.

Focusing on the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces, for 1 <p < ocand s > 1— %, the gauge transform
Gs is well-defined in C'(R; FL*P(T)) and the equations mKdV1 (L2) and mKdV2 (L8] are
equivalent. However, for 2<p<ooand 1 <s<1-— %, we have that FL*P(T) < H%(’]I')
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Since outside H %(']T) the momentum may be infinite, we cannot make sense of the gauge
transform Go, and thus cannot, in general, convert solutions of mKdV2 (L.8)) into solutions
of mKdV1 (L2).

Although any renormalization is a matter of choice, we believe that Theorem [L.5l provides
evidence for our choice of Go. In particular, since the assumption of infinite momentum of
the initial data ug can only hold if ug ¢ H 3 (T), we propose mKdV2 (L8] as the correct
model to study the complex-valued mKdV equation (I.I]) outside H %(']T) To further our
evildence, we establish the following the local well-posedness result for mKdV2 (L.§]) outside
H2(T).

Theorem 1.7. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % <s< %, 1<p<
s (i) s > 2,1 <p < oo. Then, mKdV2 (LR) is locally well-posed in FL*P(T).

The restriction s > % is necessary if we require uniform continuity of the solution map,
as shown by the following proposition.

Proposition 1.8. Let s < % and 1 < p < oo. The data-to-solution map for mKdV2 (LS])
fails to be locally uniformly continuous in C(R; FL*P(T)).

Proposition [[.8] shows that we cannot use a contraction mapping argument to prove the
local well-posedness of mKdV in FL*P(T) for s < % Thus, Theorem [[L7 is sharp with
respect to the method, when s is concerned. However, we do not believe the restriction on
p to be sharp.

In order to infer on the local well-posedness of mKdV1 (L2]) in FL*P(T) for 2 < p < 0o
and % <s<1-— %, we must endow the momentum with a notion of conditional convergence
at low regularity. Since the momentum is not a sign definite quantity, we want to exploit
the possible cancellation between positive and negative frequencies. This is achieved in the

following definition, by considering symmetric truncations of the momentum.

Definition 1.9. Suppose that
P(P<nf) converges as N — oc.

Then, we say that f has finite momentum and denote the limit by P(f).

The following proposition validates our notion of finite momentum as follows: consider
initial data uy € H %(']I') with finite momentum in the sense of Definition [I.9 then, not
only does the corresponding solution u to mKdV2 (L§]) have finite momentum but the
momentum is also conserved.

Proposition 1.10. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % < s < %,
2<p< %; (i) s > %, 2 < p < oo. In addition, let ug € FL¥P(T) with finite momentum
in the sense of Definition [L.9 and u € C([-T,T]; FL*P(T)) the corresponding solution to

mKdV2 (L8). Then, we have that
P(PSNu(t)) — P(ug), N — oo,
and we denote the limit by P(u(t)) = P(uo), for each t € [T, T].

In order to show Proposition [LTI0, we follow the argument by Takaoka-Tsutsumi and
Nakanishi-Takaoka-Tsutsumi (see Lemma 2.5 in [35] and Lemma 3.1 in [29]) and estimate
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the difference of momentum at time ¢ € [T, 7] and at the initial time. Namely, we require
the following energy estimate.

Proposition 1.11. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % < s < %,

2<p< 5—;665; (i) s > %, 1 <p< oo, and ug € H>®(T). Let u be a smooth solution of
(L)) with uli=p = ug. Then, the following estimate holds

PP u(t) = PPoyu(0)] gz sup [t + Jul!

forteR, any N € N and 0 < e < 1 small enough, where P~y =1d —P<y.

e )
tef0,1] X, 7 xy3)

Remark 1.12. In [29], the energy estimate holds in H?(T) for o > % Taking into account

that the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces FL*P scale like H? for o = s % — %, 2 < p < oo, the

condition s > % — % agrees with the restriction in [29]. We would like to relax the regularity
constraints to s > 3 — %, to match the local well-posedness of mKdV2 (L&) (Theorem [L7).
In fact, some contributions in the estimate can be controlled at this regularity. In the most
1
difficult cases, the normal form approach assures that the estimate holds outside H2(T),
but it also introduces additional resonances. Consequently, we cannot use the modulations
1

to help estimate the multiplier, which imposes the condition o > 3. Nevertheless, these

heuristics do not imply the failure of the estimate for lower regularity, s < % — % and o < %

As a consequence of the conservation of momentum at low regularity in Proposition [.T0],
we have the following existence result for mKdV1 (L.2)).

Proposition 1.13. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % < s < %,
2<p< 5_;665; (ii)) s > %, 2 <p< oo, and uy € FL*P(T) with finite momentum, in the
sense of Definition[I.9Q Then, there exists T > 0 and a function u € C([=T,T]; FL*P(T))

with uli—g = ug such that u satisfies the following equation:
du + O3u = +N(u),

in the sense of distributions, where N'(u) = N*(u) 4+ iP(u)u, where P(u) is interpreted as
the limit of {P(P<nu)}Nen, as N — oo.

Remark 1.14. In order to establish the existence of solutions for the complex-valued
mKdV1 equation (I.2), we needed the following three ingredients: (i) a notion of finite
momentum for the initial data, which exploited the sign indefinite nature of momentum;
(ii) to show that the notion of finite momentum was strong enough to guarantee that the
corresponding solutions would also have finite momentum; and (iii) that the momentum
of solutions is actually conserved. Points (ii) and (iii) follow from the energy estimate in
Proposition [L.TT] which is responsible for the regularity constraint in Proposition LT3l

We conclude this section by stating some further remarks.

Remark 1.15. We can also consider the question of invariance of the Gibbs measure for
the complex-valued mKdV equation (1)) and the well-posedness of this equation with
randomized initial data. In particular, initial data of the following form

uo(ziw) = 32 2l oo

owr Ol L
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where {g, }nen is a family of independent standard complex-valued Gaussian random vari-
ables, i.e., real and imaginary parts are independent Gaussian random variables, with mean
0 and variance 1. It is known that ugp € H %_(T) \ H %(']I‘) almost surely, therefore it is un-
clear if the corresponding solutions would satisfy conservation of momentum. However, we
can show that its momentum is finite almost surely, which gives some hope of proving the
invariance of the Gibbs measure in the complex-valued setting. The momentum is given
by the following quantity

w2— _nwz nw2
P(Uo(w))ZZIQN( )| |9—n(w)] :Z\g (n)] '

n
n>1 n#0

Therefore, using Isserlis” Theorem we have

— 912
E[(P(u0))?] = Z E9nGnGmGn] (909 = Z LE[E;L‘ } < Z % < 0.

nm
n,m7#0 n#0 n>1

Hence the momentum P(ug) is finite, almost surely.

Remark 1.16. The non-existence result in Theorem is not particular to the Fourier-
Lebesgue setting and can be extended to other spaces outside H %(']T) In particular, the
same result holds for initial data in H*(T), % <s< % By adapting the energy method
in [29] to the complex-valued setting, we can show that local well-posedness of mKdV2
(L8) holds in H*(T) for % <s< % In particular, for any sequence of smooth functions
{uon tnen with wg, — uo in H*(T), the corresponding smooth global solutions {uy, }nen
converge to the solution v of mKdV2 (L8) in C([-T,T]; H*(T)). If we focus on the initial

data up € H*(T) \ H 3 (T) with infinite momentum in the following sense
|P(P<nug)| — 0o as N — oo,

we can show that there exists no distributional solution to the complex-valued mKdV1
equation (L2]) with initial data ug. This follows the same argument as in the proof of
Theorem [[F] using the local well-posedness of mKdV2 (L) in H*(T), 3 < s < 3.

Remark 1.17. The question of local well-posedness in the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces has
also been pursued for the derivative nonlinear Schrédinger equation (DNLS):

i0pu 4 0%u = 0, (|ul®u), (t,z) € R x T.

This study was initiated by Griinrock-Herr in [I3] where they established local well-
posedness of DNLS in FL*P(T) for s > % and 1 < p < 4, using the Fourier restriction norm
method. An optimal result was later established by Deng-Nahmod-Yue in [10] through a
new method inspired by probabilistic techniques. As in the case of mKdV (LI]), the main
difficulty in the low regularity well-posedness theory for DNLS is handling the derivative
loss arising from the nonlinearity. In order to overcome this problem, Herr [I7] introduced
the following gauge transform

Gu)(t,x) = e TNyt ),
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where Z(u) is the mean zero anti-derivative of |u|? — [} [u|?dz. The gauge transformation
G removes the following singular contribution in the nonlinearity

2 < ][ Im(u@xﬂ)daz> u. (1.9)

In FL3P (T), 2 < p < oo, the quantity (L9) is not well-defined, but the gauge transfor-
mation G is continuous and invertible, which allows for the recovery of solutions of DNLS
from solutions of the gauged equation. In this paper, in order to overcome the derivative
loss, we introduced a gauge transformation Gs which removes the following contribution

i + Im(ud,m)dz ) u.
f

However, in our case, the gauge transformation Gs depends explicitly on the momentum,
which is not well-defined outside H3 (T). Thus, we cannot freely convert solutions of mKdV2
(LA]) to solutions of mKdV1 (I2]), a problem which is new to the complex-valued mKdV
equation, when compared to DNLS. This additional difficulty, not present for DNLS, lead us
to the introduction of a new notion of finite momentum (Definition [L9)) and its conservation
at low regularity (Proposition [LI0). Only then could we prove existence of solutions of

mKdV1 (L2) in Proposition [L13l

Remark 1.18. In [23], Kishimoto-Tsutsumi focused on the ill-posedness of the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation with third order dispersion and Raman scattering term:

Oy = ay3u + iand?u + it |ul*u 4 120, (Ju*u) — iTud,(Jul®), (t,z) € R x T,

for aj,v;,I' € R, j = 1,2 satisfying I' > 0, a1 # 0 and % ¢ 7Z. Note that for ay =
~v1 = 0, the equation resembles mKdV (I.1]), however, this regime is not covered in their
analysis. The last term, the Raman scattering term, is responsible for the ill-posedness of

this equation and can be rewritten as follows

F(ude([ul?)) (n) = — Z i(n1 + n2)u(n1)u(—ng)t(ns)
n=ni+nz2+ngs
(n1+n2)(n2+n3)#0

- Z’"(Z \a(ng)P) u(n) + <Z mg\a(nz)\?) u(n). (1.10)

The resonance relation for this equation is

2«
®(n1,m2,n3) = a1 (n1 + n2)(n2 + n3) ("3 +n1+ 372)
1

therefore, ®(ny,ng,ng) = 0if and only if (ny+n2)(ne+nsz) = 0. Consequently, the first term
on the right-hand side of (ILI0)) corresponds to the non-resonant contribution, analogous
to N*(u) in our case (see (L))

Delving deeper into the Raman scattering term, note that the last two contributions on
the right-hand side of (LI0) can be written on the physical side as ( [} |u|*dz)d,u and
iP(u)u, respectively. In [23], the term that is responsible for the ill-posedness is the last
contribution in (II0)), i.e., the one that depends on the momentum. For mKdV (L2,
both the resonant contributions in ([LI0) are removed by the application of the gauge
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transformations Gy and Ga, respectively. Moreover, it is also the contribution ¢P(u)u which
is responsible for the non-existence of solutions to mKdV1 (L2]) in low regularity.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notation and function
spaces along with their relevant properties. In Section [3, we establish the main trilinear es-
timate. In Section[d we show the non-existence of solutions for initial data with infinite mo-
mentum (Theorem [[H). The influence of the momentum on low regularity well-posedness
of mKdV1 (2] is explored further in Section [B where we establish the conservation of
momentum and the existence of solutions for the complex-valued equation with initial data
with finite momentum. In order to show the conservation of momentum, we prove an
energy estimate for smooth solutions of mKdV2 (L8] in Section 6l In Section [7, by es-
tablishing a modified version of the trilinear estimate, we prove the global well-posedness
for the real-valued mKdV1 equation (L2 (Theorem [[3]). Lastly, in Appendix [Al we show
the failure of local uniform continuity of the solution map for s < %, in the context of the
Fourier-Lebesgue spaces (Proposition [L8]).

2. NOTATION, FUNCTION SPACES AND LINEAR ESTIMATES

We start by introducing some useful notation. Let A < B denote an estimate of the form
A < OB for some constant C' > 0. Similarly, A ~ B will denote A < B and B < A, while
A < B will denote A < eB, for some small constant 0 < € < 1. The notations a+ and a—
represent a + ¢ and a — ¢ for arbitrarily small € > 0, respectively. Lastly, our conventions
for the Fourier transform are as follows. The Fourier transform of v : R x T — C with
respect to the space variable is given by

1 .
Fru(t,n) = o /Tu(t,x)e_“” dz.

The Fourier transform of u with respect to the time variable is given by

1 .
Fou(t, ) = o / u(t,z)e™ " dt.
R

The space-time Fourier transform is denoted by F; ., = F;F,. For simplicity, we will drop
the harmless factors of 2. We will use @ to denote F,u, Fru and F; yu, but it will become
clear which one it refers to from context, namely from the use of the spatial and time
Fourier variables n and 7, respectively.

Now, we focus on the relevant spaces of functions. Let S(R x T) denote the space of
functions u : R x R — C, with v € C*°(R x T) which satisfy

u(t,z + 1) = u(t,z), sup ]t“@f@;u(t,x)\ < oo, a,fB,y € L>o.
(t,z)€ERXT B

In [1], Bourgain introduced the X*’-spaces defined by the norm
lull oo = [[ ) ¢r =0, 0)]| 1. (2.1)

In the following, we define the X*'-spaces adapted to the Fourier-Lebesgue setting (see
Griinrock-Herr [13]).
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Definition 2.1. Let s,b € R, 1 < p,q < co. The space X;jg(R x T), abbreviated X;jg, is
defined as the completion of S(R x T) with respect to the norm
3>b

lull o = [| ) = 23)0(r,7) g

When p = q = 2, the X;:S-spaces defined above reduce to the standard X>°-spaces defined
in 21)).
Recall the following embedding. For any 1 < p < oo,

S s 1 1
Xph(R X T) > O FL(T) forb> =1

We want to conduct a contraction mapping argument in an appropriate X;:g—space. As

we see in Section [3] in order to establish a trilinear estimate, we must work with b = 1

5-
5.1
However, this space fails to be embedded into C(R; FL*P(T)). Therefore, instead of X7,
51
we work in Z,"? — C(R; FL*P(T)), with Z;’b defined as follows
S b S,b s7b_l
Zy" =X N Xy %,

with 1 <p < oo, s €R and b > 0.
To show the local well-posedness, we will use the local-in-time versions of these spaces.

Definition 2.2. Let s,b € R, 1 < p,gq < oo and I C R an interval. We define the
restriction space XS:Z(I) of all functions u which satisfy

lull gy = intf {||v||X;:g L v e XSPR X T), vler = u} < 0,
with the infimum taken over all extensions v of w. If I = [=T,T], for some 0 < T <1, we
denote the spaces by Xyo(T). The spaces Zy"(I) are defined analogously.
Let S(t) denote the linear propagator of the Airy equation, defined as follows
Fo(S(t)u) (t,n) = €Ut n).

The following linear estimates are needed to show the local well-posedness (Theorems [T
and [L7)) (see [31), 13] for analogous proofs).

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < p,q < oo and s,b € R. Then, the following estimates hold:

Lastly, we state an auxiliary result, needed for the trilinear estimate in Section Bl adapted
from [34].

Lemma 2.4. Let —% <V <b< % and 1 < p < oo. The following holds:

15 (t)uol

Z;'b(T) 5 HUO ”]—‘Ls,p,

S I1Fl g0

. ()
Zp™(T)

/ "S(t— )P dt
0

forany 0 <T < 1.

b—b’
Il o cry S Tl o oy

X5 (T)
forany 0 <T < 1.
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3. NONLINEAR ESTIMATE

In this section, we establish a fundamental trilinear estimate, required to show Theo-
rems [[.1] and [[.71 We start by introducing the following multilinear operators, defined on
the Fourier side and omitting time dependence,

T (NR(ur, ug, uz)) (n) = Y ing @iy (n1)iz(ng)tis(ns),
neA(n)

Fu (R(ul,uQ,u;),))(n) = inuy(n)uz(n)us(n),
where @ = (n1,n2,n3) and
A(n) = {(n1,n2,n3) € Z* : n=ny+nz+ns, (n1+ n2)(ny +ng)(ng + ns) # 0}.

Recall from (L7) that the nonlinearity of the real-valued mKdV1 equation (L2)) and of
mKdV2 (L8) can be written as N*(u,u,u) = NR(u,u,u) — R(u,u,u). The following
trilinear estimates hold.

Proposition 3.1. Let (s,p) satisfy one of the following conditions: (i) % < s < %,
1§p<ﬁ; (ii) s > %, 1 <p<oo. Foru;j:RxT —= C, j=1,23, the following
estimate holds:
3
INR(ui,uz,us)ll oy ST will oy (3.1)
2,2 (1) ]Ul TxpEm)
3
IR(ur,ug,us)|| ooy ST T] Nl oy (3.2)
2,3 (@) ]1;[1 TxpEm)

for some 0 < d <1 and any 0 < T < 1.

Before proceeding to the proof of Proposition 3.1} recall the following well-known tools
(see [11, Lemma 4.2] and [28, Lemma 4.1], respectively).

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < a < 8 such that a4+ 3 > 1 and € > 0. Then, we have

1 1
dr <
/R<x—a>a<w—b>ﬁ T by
where

a+p-1, p<1,
Y= o —¢g, 5217
Q, 5> 1.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < o, 8 < 1 such that a4+ g > 1. Then, we have

Y e S
n1,n2€Z (n1)@(ng)? ~ (nyath-l’
ni+no2=n

uniformly over n € Z.
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Proof of Proposition [3. The estimates follow once we show

INR(a, 2, as)| .-y < max, (HWHX 3 1__[ sl . 2;V>
Jsﬁk

”R(alvﬁ%ui’) s,f% H ’u]”X é—uv (33)

w

for any @; an extension of w; in [-7,T], j = 1,2,3, and some v > 0. Then, taking an
infimum over all extensions and using Lemma 2] gives estimates (3.1 and (32]). For
simplicity, denote the extensions u; by v, j = 1,2,3, in the remaining of the proof.

Let og =7 —n?, 0, = 7j —n;’, j =123 p=(r,n)and p; = (75,n5), 7 = 1,2,3. We
start by estimating the non-resonant contribution N'R.

Part 1
_1
We first estimate the X;:2 >-norm of N'R,

D

ﬁEA(n) T=T1+T2+73

(n)’Insl 17~
H’ (75, m5)]

T—n3

HNR(m,uz,ug)HX;:;% S

(3.4)

w2
Note that o9 — 01 — 09 — 03 = —3(n1 + n2)(ny1 + n3)(ng + n3) =: ®(m) which implies that

2] S max [oj] =t Omax. (3.5)

Let [nmin] < |7med| < |nmax| denote the increasing rearrangement of the frequencies
ni,ng,ns. We distinguish the following two cases for the resonance relation ®(7m):

[ni| ~ [na| ~ |n3|, [®(@)] ~ [nmax|M1A2  and,
‘(I)(ﬁ)‘ ~ ’nmax‘Z)\a

where A\, A1, A2 € {|n1 +nal|, |n1 +nsl, |ne +ns|} distinct. From (33]), we can use the largest
modulation opax = ax, loj| to gain powers of the maximum frequency. Thus, we will
]:

geeey

consider different cases depending on the value of o,y and on which of the conditions (3.6l)
or (B.7) holds.

Case 1.1: oyax = 00|

Let fj(t,n) = (n)*(t — n3> “"|uj(r,n)| and note that |||z = ||u]||X 4w J =1,2,3.
P2
Then, we have
B4) < Z (n)®Ins| ﬁf‘(T' n;)
Tzt 1@ T )2 5 s

< sup Ji(7,7)
TN

ﬁ\fm,nj)rz)

T=r4mat73 =1

(n)*|n3|
nezA: Mlk H?:1<nj>s<

mre
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using Holder’s inequality, where

o 1
Jy(r,7) ._< / G (03>)1_2y> . (3.8)

T=T1+T2+T3

[NIE

Using Lemma [B.2] twice, we obtain that Ji(7,7) <1 for 0 < v < %. Using Minkowski’s and
Holder’s inequalities, it follows that

3 ‘"3‘ H Iy

<
B = mea(n) |27 )\ [T

S sup (Ji(n H 1illen 2z (3.9)
where )
(n)*|ns] !
Jin)= Y < . : (3.10)
nentm M@ [[—, (ny)*
Since || fjllep 2 = HujHXs,%fu7 it only remains to estimate Jj. To that end, we must consider
2
the two cases (3.6]) andp(B:ZI). If (3.6) holds, then

(s 1
L 1+3 ~ _1 1 1
[@@)|2 TTj—i(ny)®  (n3)* "2 (\)2 ()2
for distinet A1, A2 € {In1 + nal, [n1 + ngl, [n2 + nsl}. We can write \; = |n —nj|, j = 1,2,
where nf,n), are distinct frequencies in ny,ng, ng. Since A, A2 < |ng|, we have

1
J{ (n) ’S Z 1y, jd

ety (n3) @D (n — nl) T (n —nh) %
1
<
- n’lzr;g (n— n’1>(8+i)p’<n _ n’2>(5+%)p’
S

forszi,1§p<2ors>%—%,2§p<oo. If (B10) holds, then
(sl i
1 ~ 1
D) TL1 (15" (i) (mea) 5

where A € {|nmin + nmed|7 |’I’L - nmin|}- If A= |nmin + nmed|7 since |nmin|7 |nmin + nmed| 5

|Tmed|, we have
1
HOREY
neEA(n) (Nmin)* (Mmed) *P {Nmin + Nmed)

1
< E <
~ 1N (S_,_%)p, ~ 1

<nmin>(8+4)p <nmin + nmed>

o[

Mmin;Mmed

%,1§p<20rs>%—— 2 < p<oo IfX=|n—nppml| since

|7 — Nminl, [Pmin| S [Pmed|, the same estimate follows from using Lemma [3:3]
Case 1.2: oyax = |0, j € {1,2,3}

given that s >
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Assume that ogma.x = |o1| as a similar argument holds in the remaining cases. Let
1 .
gi(r,n) = ()*(r — a3 [a(r,n)), gj(r,n) = ()*(r — 0¥ [a;(r,n)), j = 2,3, and

note that [|g1l[mrz = llwl .y and |lgjllmre = llull .3, j = 2,3. Using duality, for
Xp’z Xp72

qgo € Eﬁ/LE, and Holder’s inequality, we have

(BE)§Z Z / / _ (”>8|n3|3 —

3 v s E}
T ment o @@)[3{00)E ™ () [T () (o) ?

X
S
O
\]
3
I| w
g\
3
k:

< ( sup i nn>z > 5 {n)"Ins Hgo<n>||L;H||gj<nj>uL;,

ot @) T ()"

where

st = [ ) S

TI=T—T2—T3
by two applications of Lemma with 0 < v < %. Using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

3

L3
’ '
B < (§ llgo(m) 17 J{<n>) [T lgsllenz < ool o T Nosllena.
n 7j=1

=1

with Jj(n) defined in ([B.I0), which is uniformly bounded by following the same arguments
in the previous case. This concludes the estimate for ||[NR(u1,usz,us)||

.5,7% *
p,1
Part 2
Next, we consider the X " L norm of N'R,
_ (n)*Ins| 7 -
HNR(Ulyuzyus)HX;:;l S o) T 1@, n))] . (3.11)
NEA(N) r=r G ro+13 j=1 tnlr

As in Part 1, we will consider different cases depending on the value of oyax. If omax = |01,
Jj € {1,2,3}, then using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in 7 gives

Sn 3
DI SISO § (RN
2 ]:1

_ g
nEA(n) T=T1+72+73 0

B <

wr2

and the estimate follows from Case 1.2. Hence, we can assume that |og| > |0’]| j=1,2,3,
which implies that |og| ~ |09 — 01 — 02 — 03]. Let hj(r,n) = (n)*(1 — n3> (T, n)l,
j = 1,2,3. Then, using Holder’s inequality with 1 = % + % and ¢ < 2 and Minkowski’s
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inequality, we have

5|m 3
Z / — 1<n>3| d 15, _li[lhj(ijnj)

1
TEA(N) 17yt rg 75 [®(m)|2(00)2 [ ;=1 (n;)%(0;)2

3 / (n)*|ns| § f[ (3, 5)

3 1
neA(n) — 71+72+7—3 H ( > ( >2 j=1 oLy

% o >T e L],

BID) <

#LL

< (sup Jg(n))

T,n

7

where

Q

Mm:< / <mwwéw%wﬁ =t

T=T1+T2+73
from two applications of Lemma [B.2] for ¢ satisfying % > max (41/, % + 3y). Using Hélder’s
inequality, we have

BI0) < < SUP J1 H |7 HZ”L‘I

for J] defined in (B.10). We know that Jj is umformly bounded in n from Case 1.1 and the
intended estimate follows from Holder’s inequality

il zs = sl yoa0 S el oy
XPCZ p2

given that (11 <3 +1/ Choosing g =2—and 0 < v < g L vields the intended result, completing
the estimate of ||NR(U1,U2,U3)||X5,71.
p,1

Part 3
Next, we consider the resonant part R. Since by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

577%+V,

HR(ul,umus)ng’;l SR (ur, ug, uz)||
: .

for any v > 0, ([B.3]) follows once we show the following estimate

R (1, ug, us)|| XS 1 S H HUJHX

p,2

N’m\»—t

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

s 3
n)’ |n ~
”R(u17u27u3)”Xs,f%+u S H / <<>7’l’_y H ’uj(T_];n)‘

p,2

T=T1—T2+T3

< (sup Jy (T, n)) (n)®

T,n

where
1

wen=( [ emm e e ew)

T=T1—T2+73
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by two applications of Lemma Since we want (n)*|n| < (n)3*, we must impose the

condition s > % Thus, using Holder’s inequality we get

—v)

3
1,
IR (ur, uz, us)ll -y S [T =)z a(rn) | S H sl g
s p,2

completing the estimate for the resonant contribution.
0

Remark 3.4. For s = %, Proposition Bl imposes the restriction 1 < p < 4. We do not
believe this restriction to be sharp. In particular, in Case 1.1, when oy,.x = |op|, the
estimate holds for 1 < p < co. Note that Ji(7,7) in (B8] can be estimated as follows

B ) £ -

(T—n34+®(m))z~
Then, instead of using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the time integrals, we can first apply
Holder’s inequality on the sum n = nj +no +ng and use this additional weight to help with
summation. Unfortunately, we do not know how to extend this strategy to the cases when
Omax = |0 for some j € {1,2,3}.

1

Theorems [[LT] and [[.7] follow from a contraction mapping argument in Z;’2 (T') for some

0 < T <1, by combining the linear estimates in Section [2] and the nonlinear estimates in
Proposition B.11

4. NON-EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO THE COMPLEX-VALUED MKDV1

In this section, we combine the local well-posedness result for mKdV2 (L8] and the
argument by Guo-Oh [15] to show Theorem

Proof of Theorem [I.4. Consider uoy := P<yup and {uny}nyen the sequence of smooth
global solutions of mKdV1 (L2)) with un|i—o = wony for N € N. Suppose that there
exist T > 0 and a solution u € C([-T,T|; FL*P(T)) to mKdV1 (2] such that:
(i) ule=0 = uo;
(ii) uy — v in C([-T,T]; FL*P(T)) as N — oc.
For the smooth solutions uy, we have conservation of momentum: P(uy(t)) = P(ugn),
€ [-T,T], N € N. Thus, the gauge transform G, is well-defined and invertible. Let
vN = Ga(un), which is a smooth global solution of mKdV2 (L8] with initial data ugy.
Then, by the local well-posedness of mKdV2 (L)), there exists T" = T"(||ug||FLs.») > 0 such

1
that vy € Zy 2(T"), for some T > T' = T'(||luo|| 7rsw) > . Now, we want to show that
{vn}Nen converges in C([—T",T']; FL*P(T)). From continuous dependence of solutions of
mKdV2 (L8] on the initial data in Theorem [[.7] it follows that

o~ —vmllerrrsr S llov — UM”Z;’%(T) S llvon — von[|FLsr — 0

3From unconditional uniqueness of mKdV2 (L8] at high regularity, the solutions vx coincide with the
solutions constructed in Theorem [[7] with initial data uoy. Moreover, there exists T' = T'(||uo||Frs») > 0
such that vy € C([-T",T'}; FL*?(T)) for every N € N.
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as N, M — oo, since {ugn}nen converges in FL®P(T). Consequently, there exists v €
C([-T',T'; FL*P(T)) such that vy — v.

Now, we want to exploit the rapid oscillation of the phase introduced by Gs to arrive at
a contradiction. Let ¢ € C°([~T",T"] x T) be a test function. Since FL*P(T) C L?(T) for
this range of (s,p), uy — u in C([-T",T'); L*(T)) and this implies

<’LLN(t, ')7 ¢(t7 )>L% — <u(t7 ')7 qb(t’ )>L§ as N — 00.
Let F(t) := (u(t,-),#(t,-)) 2, which is a continuous function supported on [~T",T"]. Then,
F € LY(R) and by the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma,

|F(7)] = 0 as |7] — . (4.1)

Now, we focus on the convergence of {vy}nyen in the sense of distributions. Namely, we
have

‘/R/Tzwqﬁda:dt‘:
7

<IPEPom)+ [ Ituw(t) = ult, ) o Dzl 0

/ / e TNty v (t, 2)p(t, @) da di
R JT

as N — oo. The first term converges to zero as a consequence of (AI]) and the
assumption that |[P(ugy)| — oo, while the second is a consequence of uy — wu in
C([~T",T']; L*(T)). Hence, {vn}nen converges to zero in the sense of distributions and to
vin C([-T",T']; FL*P(T)). Therefore, v = 0. However, 0 = v(0) = up, which means that
P(up) must be finite, i.e., |[P(P<yug)| = |P(uon)| converges as N — oo, which contradicts
the assumption on the initial data. O

The non-existence of solutions for the complex-valued mKdV1 equation (2] for initial
data with infinite momentum suggests that the mKdV2 equation (L8]) is the correct model
to study outside H 3 (T). In the following section, we show that imposing the conditional
convergence of the momentum of the initial data (in the sense of Definition [I.9)) is sufficient
for the corresponding solutions of mKdV2 (L8] to have finite and conserved momentum.
Consequently, we can make sense of the gauge transformation G, at low regularity and
obtain solutions for the complex-valued mKdV1 equation (L.2I).

5. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO THE COMPLEX-VALUED MKDV1 EQUATION WITH
FINITE MOMENTUM

In this section, using the energy estimate in Proposition [[L.T1], we show conservation of
momentum at low regularity. As a consequence, we can make sense of the nonlinearity
of the complex-valued mKdV1 equation (2] and show the existence of solutions to the
complex-valued mKdV1 equation (L2) outside H %(']I')

Proof of Proposition [I.10. Let uopr = P<prug and ups be the corresponding smooth global
solution of mKdV2 (L8). Then, using Theorem [[7] there exist a time 7' = T'(||uo|| Frs») >
0 and a solution u € C([-T,T); FL*P(T)) of mKdV2 (L) such that

uy —u in C([-T,T); FL*P(T)), (5.1)

as M — oo.
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In order to show convergence of {P(P<nu(t))}nen, t € [-T,T], and its conservation,
we will fix t € [T, T] and prove the following

P(P<yu(t) = Jim P(Poyun(t)), (5:2)
lim lim P(PSNUM(t)) = ]\/}linoo P(U,M(t)) (53)

N—00 M—00

If the two equalities hold, we have

lim P(PSNu(t)) = lim P(U,M(t)) = lim P(UOM) = ]\/}linoo P(PSMUO) = P(UO),

N—oo M—o0 M—oo

using the conservation of momentum for smooth solutions ujy; and the assumption of finite
momentum of wug, in the sense of Definition
We start by showing (5.2)). Note that, for each fixed N € N,

|P(P<nu)(t) — P(P<yu)(t)|
< Y Inf|att,n) = Gt n)|(Jact,n)| + [Gar(t,n))

In|<N
p—2
SN u—unmlorrres (lullorrrss + llurllorrFrs),

which implies (5.2) due to (5.1).
Now, we want to show (5.3). Since P(P<nun(t)) = P(up(t)) — P(Psnyups(t)), we will
focus on showing that the second term goes to zero. Note that

[P(P>nunm(t)] < [P(Psnun(t)) — P(Psnuon)| + [P(Psnuon)l- (5.4)
Using Proposition [L1]] for some 0 < ¢ < 1, we have

)

PP yun(t) — PPsyuons)| S N7 ([Jwone | Frow + untl|&yrrow + HUMHi

N o=

D,
SN (|luollzrer + lluollFrer),
which shows that lim lim (P(Psyun(t)) — P(Psyuoa)) = 0. Focusing on the last

N—00 M—o00

term of (5.4]), we have
P(P>NUOM) = P(P>NP§MUO) = P(PSMUO) — P(PSNPSMUO)-

Taking a limit as M — oo first and then N — oo, both terms converge to P(ug) and the
result follows.
O

Proposition [LLI0] gives a new interpretation of finite momentum and its conservation
at low regularity. Exploiting this conservation, we can make sense of the nonlinearity of
the complex-valued mKdV1 equation ([2)) and show the existence of solutions, outside of

1
Hz(T).

Proof of Proposition [I.13. Let uy € FL*P(T) with finite momentum in the sense of Defini-
tion[L.9 Given N € N, let ugy = P<nup be smooth functions and vy be the corresponding
smooth global solutions of mKdV2 (L8]). From Theorem [Tl and a persistence of regular-
ity argument, we can show that there exists T = T'(||uo|lzzs»(r)) > 0 and a solution
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1
v e C([-T,T); FL**(T)) N X, 3 (T) of mKdV2 (LB) such that

1
oy = v in Zp2(T).

Since vy are smooth solutions, conservation of momentum holds and P(vn(t)) = P(uon)
for all t € R. Let uy = ggl(vN) = FiPwon)ty which is a smooth global solution of
mKdV1 (2] with initial data uoy, N € N. We want to show that the sequence {uy}nen

. 1
converges to u := e (U0)ty in Z;’Q(T ). The limit v will be our candidate solution in
C([-T,T); FL*P(T)). First, we have that

lun —ullerrrer < T|P(uon) — P(uo)|[vllcrrrer + |vn = vllcrFres — 0,
using the assumption on the momentum and the convergence of {vy}nyen. Moreover,

1
u e Zy2(T), since

1
[l S (Pluo))lvll . 3

1 + ||| x50 < 0.
7y %(T) >3(7) X (T)

1
If we show that the sequence {ux}yen is Cauchy in Z, 2 (T,) for some 0 < T, < T, the
convergence to u in this space will follow. For N, M € N, ux and ujs are smooth solutions

of mKdV1 (L2), thus using Lemma 23] and Proposition B1], we have

lun — un| < Chlluon — uont || Frev + CoT°|P(ugn) — P(uonr)||lun|

s,% S'%
Zy 2 (T) Zp *(T)

2
CsT° P — ,
+Cs ((HuNHZ;,;(T)+HuMHZ;,;(T)) +| <u0M>r>uuN watll oy

for some constants Cq,C5,C3 > 0. By the definition of uy and the continuous depen-

dence on the initial data for mKdV2 (L.8]), for large enough N, we have HUNHZS’ 3 - <

P
C(JJuo|| rrs» 4+ 1), for some C' > 0. Analogously, for large enough N, |P(uon)| < |P(up)|+1.
Consequently,

uN —u .
[[un MHZ;'%(T)

< CIHUON — ’LL(]MH]:Ls,p + CCQT(S(HUOH]-‘LS,P + 1)|P(UON) — P(’LL(]M)|

2
+ C3T° (402(”uo|yns,p + 1)+ (|P(uo)| + 1)) lun — UMHZ;’%(T)’

for N, M large enough. Choosing 0 < Ty < T such that

)

N | =

Cng (402(“11,0”]:[,5,1? + 1)2 + (’P(UO)’ + 1)> <

it follows that

lun —umll .y <2Ci||uon — wonr||Frse
Zp * (To) (5.5)
+ 20Co T (|[uo|| o + 1) P(uon) — P(uoar)|-

By iterating this approach, we can cover the whole interval [T, T] and the estimate (5.3])
1
holds with 7" instead of Tp. Thus, {ux}yen is a Cauchy sequence in Z, 2 (T) and uy — u
1
in Z,%(T).
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Now, we want to show that u satisfies mKdV1 (2] in the sense of distributions, with
the nonlinearity interpreted as
N(u) := N*(u) + iP(up)u.
Considering the linear part and any test function ¢ € C°([—T,T] x T), it follows that

_ Oy + )Y .| < — \ — 0,
|<u U’Na( e+ x)¢>t7 ~¢ Hu UNHX;IQ%(T)

as N — oo, which implies that (9; + 93)uy — (0; + 02)u in the sense of distributions.
For the nonlinearity, using the fact that N'(uy) = N*(uyn) + iP(un)un, it follows that

[N (un) = N(u), $)1| S [N (un) = N (u)|

o1

X,y 2(T)
+ | P(uon) — Pluo)|||un]| .12 + | P(ug)|||luy —u| .1 .
P(uow) = Pl g+ PGy =l oy

Using the convergence of momentum P(ugy) — P(ug) and of {un}nen, it suffices to
estimate the first term on the right-hand side. We can write N*(un) — N*(u) = N*(uy —
w,un,un) + N*(u,uny — u,un) + N*(u,u,uy — u) and using the nonlinear estimate in
Proposition B.Il we have that

2
N*(uny) — N*(u s_1 Slluy —ul L <uN s 1 + ||lu)l .1 >,
IV ) =Ny S e =l g (vl g By

P,2 P,
and the convergence follows from that of {uy}nyen. The limit u satisfies the following
equation

Ou+ 02w = £(N*(u) + iP(uo)u),

in the sense of distributions, where P(ug) is interpreted in the sense of Definition [[.9l
O

6. MOMENTUM ESTIMATE

In this section, we establish an energy estimate on smooth solutions of the mKdV2
equation (L§]), namely we prove Proposition [[L.TIl This proof follows the argument by
Nakanishi-Takaoka-Tsutsumi [29] and is essential in showing the conservation of momentum
at low regularity.

We start by recalling some embeddings used in the proof. From [I], we have the following
LS-Strichartz estimates

XghTt c LY, (6.1)

1,1
Interpolating (6.1]) with the Sobolev inequality Xﬁ; e L?,x, we have the following

0+,5—
Xy, % CLY,. (6.2)

We will also need the fact that multiplication by a sharp cut-off is a bounded operation in
X;:g (see [9], for example).

Lemma 6.1. Let s >0, 0<b < % and fix T > 0. Then, the following estimate holds

I (Bl e < Nl oo
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Proof of Proposition [L. 11l Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and the equation
(L1]) on the Fourier side, we have the following

‘P(P>Nu(t)) — P(P>NU(O)) |

= | > n(ja,n)P - [uo0,n)?)
[n|>N
=2 Z nRe/ (Owu(t',n))at' ,n) dt’
[n|>N
— |2mm / ST ST ngalt, m ), —na)a(t', na)a(t',n) de|.
[n|>N eA(n)

Let |nmin] < |[Pmed| < |Pmax| denote the ordered rearrangement of nq,ng,ng. We will
consider the following 6 cases depending on the relative size of the frequencies:

Case 1: |[nmax| > [nmed| 2 73] OF |Pmax| ~ [Mmed| > 13|
Case 2: |nmax| > [ng| > |nmin
Case 3: [n3| ~ |Pmed| > [Pmin

1 1
Case 4: |’I’L3| > |nmed| > |nmin| 2 |’I’L3|5 or |’I’L3| > |nmed| 2 |’I’L3|§ > |nmin|
Case 5: |nq| ~ |na| ~ |ns|
Case 6: |n3|2 > |n1], |ne|

In Cases 14, the difference can be estimated directly, while in Cases 5 and 6 we will require
the normal form approach.

Part 1
We start by focusing on Cases 1-4. Let o := 7; — n;’, j=1,2,3, and 0¢ := 7 — n3 denote
the modulations. The following relation holds

—0g+ 01+ 02 +03=n—n} —n3 —ni = 7).
In Cases 1-4, the resonance relation ®(7) satisfies the following

[Mmax*A ~ [@(M)] S Omax = max_|y],
7=0,...,3
where X € {|n; + nal, [n1 + ngl, |n2 + n3|}. Let p; = (15,n5), 7 =1,...,3, p = (7,n) and
assume that omax = |00|, as the remaining cases can be handled analogously. In order to
extend the integral from [0, ¢] to the whole real line, we must associate the time-cutoff with
one of the factors, for example %(t,n1). Using Parseval’s identity, we have that

2Im / Z Z nnsg

[n|>N meA(n)

[P(P>yu(t)) — P(Psyu(0))] =

T=T1+T2+73

X Fro (X[o,q) (1) 0(—p2)i(ps)u(p) dry dra drs|.  (6.3)
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We focus on showing the estimate for Case 4, as the remaining cases follow similar
arguments. In Case 4 (i), |®(7@)| 2> |n3|? and we can estimate the multiplier as

nn -~ 1

sl _3'1 < Ing| S NO~((n)(n1)(na) (na))s ™.
| (7)|2

In Case 4 (ii), |®(7)| ~ [n3]2[rmea| = [n3]3. Thus,

|nns|

n i "~ ((n Nmed ) (T 1_30+.
i (E < IS N () e ()

Consider the following notation

fi(rn) = ()5 Fra(xpoqu)(rn),
Fa(ryn) = (m)5+[a(r,n),

Fa(r,n) = (n)s*(r — n®)3[ial(r, ).

For both cases, using Holder’s inequality, L°-Strichartz (6.2) and Lemma B.1], we have

©3) < N0+ 115 ELT

N N0+||f1||L6 ||f2||L6 £z,

N Ix.qull 141w ||21 s llull 1y
N0+ [0,4% 1*? 22+ 22*2
1
S g llull* . 4
0 \y,7

).

(e[S}

f0r1§p<ooands>max(%,

D=

Part 2

We now focus on Cases 5-6. Since P(Pspyu(t)) = P(Pspyv(t)), where v(t) = S(—t)u(t)
stands for the interaction representation, the difference of momenta can be written as
follows, in terms of v,

P(Poyv(t)) — P(Psy(v(0))

:—2Im/ Z Znnge WM F(n1)0(—n2)0(n3)o(n) dt'.

[n|>NneA(n)
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Using integration by parts, we obtain

Im/ Z Z nn3dt (%)5@1)5( n2)0(n3)o(n) dt’

[n|>NmeA(n

——Re ) > 2 " <e—“¢ MGt 11 )3 (t, —na)0(t, n3)0 (£, n)

|n|>N nEA(n)

—9(0,71)0(0, —n2)0(0, n3)2(0, n)>

+Re / D Z ””3 =P 9, (T(n1 )B(—na2)B(ns)(n)) dt.

[n|>NmeA(n

In order to estimate the last term on the rlght—hand side, we will use the equation for v again,
substituting the time derivative by the corresponding resonant and non-resonant nonlinear

terms. Therefore, writing the terms depending on u, we are interested in estimating the
following quantities

= Re Z Z nng a(t,ny)u(t, —n9)u(t, n3)u(t, n),

|n\>Nn€A(n
Ro—hn/ > Z ""‘”m Va(—n2)i(ns)a(n) [@(n)[? d’
|n|>NneA(n
Ri=tn [ 3 > ””1”3%1 @) (o)) .
[n|>NneA(n
Im/ 3 Z o1 () =) P
[n|>NneA(n
Ry = Tm / 3 Z TS V(i) ()i [T ()
[n|>NmeA(n
NRy = Im / > Z "y A2 )a (= )a(ma a(—mg) dt
[n|>N meA(n),
meA(—n)
ARy = Im / > Y ey H(m)m JH - ma)(ms) .
[n|>N nGAEn))
meA(ny

?\)
[\
—
E
\
:
S
w
3
w
)
E
=
N
5
§|
C/
=
3
2
=)
|
3
N
U
RS

meA(nz)

NRs=Im / > e E(m)m ) (—ma)ima) .

[n|>N neA(n),
meA(n3)

where M = (mq, ma, m3).

e Estimate for B(t)
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Case 5: |nj| ~ |na| ~ |ng|

Note that ‘(I)(ﬂ)‘ ~ ‘Tlg’)\l)\g, where A, Ay € {’nl + ng\,lnl + Tlg’,‘ng + ng‘}, Al # o
Assume that A\; = |n; + nsl, Ao = |ng + n3|. We will omit the estimate for the remaining
choices of A1, A9, as it follows an analogous approach. Therefore, we have that

|7”L’I’Lg| < 1

[@(7)|((n) (1 ) (n2) (ng)) 1+~ N {1 +n3)(na +ns)”

Hence, with g(t,n) = (n)*|u(t,n)|, using Holder’s inequality and the fact that |n| < |njl,
j=1,2,3, it follows that

B(t) Z g(t,n1)g(t, —n2)g(t,n — ny — na)g(t,n)
+

n,m1,n2 7”L - 7”L2><7”L - n1><n>4(s—%)

S
Y

1 g(tan)p, 3
5@( Z ; p —i)P’> g ()70

n,mi,n2 (’I’L - n2>p <n - n1>;l? <n>4(s

1 1
S W”u(t)”]—'stpv

f0r1§p<ooands>max(%—2ip,i).

1
Case 6: |7”L3|§ > |nmed| Z |nmin|
Assume that nyeq = N2, min = N1, as the estimate is analogous otherwise. Since |®(7)| ~

In3|2|n1 + nz|, we control the multiplier as follows

|nns| < 1
[ ()] ~ (1 +n2)

Using Holder’s inequality, we have

==

L g(tvnl)p, 3
BOIS yor ( 2 T T (a7 e T n3>sp’—) 90l

ni,n2,n3
1

9 (t, nl 7

1
S Wuu(t)”%:m%

1

f0r1§p§2,8>00r2<p<oo,s>%—2—p.

¢ Estimate for R;, j =0,1,2,3
We will focus on estimating Ry. The estimate for the remaining contributions follows by a
similar approach. Let the following notation denote the modulations of the 6 factors

3 .
O’jZTj—nj, j:1,2,3,
_ 3 _ 3 o 3
Oy =T4+n°, 05=7T5—n", 0g=7T+n",

which implies that |®(7)| = |o1+...+06| < max;—1, ¢ |o;|. Assume that |o7] is the largest
modulation. Then, we can associate the time cut-off with the second factor. If another |0}
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is the largest modulation, we can associate the cut-off with the first factor and the estimate
follows analogously. Note that we can rewrite Ry as follows

Ro=Tm 3 3 M 7 () (oD (- )T ) 0

|n|>N nGA(n

=1Im / Z Z nngATlanl)‘F(X[Ot} ) (=72, —n2)

T4 A75=0 In[>NREA(n)

(13, n3)0(—74, n)u(15, n)0(—76,n) dry - - - dT5.

Using the following notation
1 ~
a1(7.m) = (n)*(r — )3 fa(r, )],
1_
g2(m,n) = (n)*(r — n3> 2 ‘]:(X[O,t}u) (7, n)|,
apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain the following estimate

o In* s g1 (o)l
0+ 2

|n|>NneA(n (<n1><n2><n3>)s<n>3s

[NIES

T1,M 2
<l (1) 2l ) ( [l .. dfs)

By applying Lemma we estimate the last factor on the right-hand side by | g1(n1)|[z2
and the problem reduces to showing

Z Z [n|** |ns]

|n|>N nGA(n) (<n1><n2><n3>)s<n>3s
X ”92(nl)HL3”gl(_n2)HL3”gl(n3)HL3Hgl(n)H%§ S lgrlln p2llgzll 2, (6.4)

snce lrlzs 5 ol .y and lgzlizz = ol .y from Lemma G3

Case 5: |ni| ~ |na| ~ |ng|
Since [®(7)| 2 [n3|A1 A, for Aj = [n —nj|, j = 1,2, and nj,ny € {n1,n2,n3} distinct, we

have the following

2+
[n sl § 1

~

1(7)] 2 ((n1) (n2) (n3)) 3+ ()3 ™ (n—n4) 2 (n—nh)z

Then, since |n| < |nj|, j = 1,2,3, using Holder’s inequality gives

/ 1
lon ()12 >
LHS of (D) < ( 3 L) Iy slenless

(n = n{)1 (n — nh) 1+ (n) =2

1
7

! !
n,ng,n5

< (Z g1 ()17

2 2
<n>6(5_4),> 11 22 g2l 2

where the last inequality follows if 1 < p < oo and s > max (3

12

)-

>J>I>—‘

-2,
3p



28 A. CHAPOUTO

Case 6: |n3|% > |nyl, |ne|
Since |®(R)| ~ |n3|?|n1 + na| and |ng| ~ |n| > |n1|, |nz|, we have

n[*ns _ |nl®*
@@ 7 (n+no)?
Using Holder’s inequality, it follows that

/ 1
g1 (n)[I3% v
LHS of 62 < ( 3 1 : 911 1 gl
~ + / / Agp! — gnLT ZnLT
n1,n2,n <n1 + n2> <n1>8p <n2>8p <n> P
1

lg1(n )||Lz o

1 2
S (%1: <n1>25p/_ En: < >48p— ) Hgl”ZﬁLEHQQHZﬁLZ

and the estimate follows if 1 < p < co and s > % — L.

2p
e Estimate for N Rg, N'R3
We will omit the estimate for ARz and focus on N'Rg. Let the following denote the
modulations of the 6 factors

oj=1;—n}, j=1,23,

3 3 3
0'4:7'4—777,1 O’5=T5—m2, O'GZTﬁ—m3,

which implies that o1 + 09 + 03 + 04 + 05 + 06 = ®(72) + (). Thus, we will consider two
regions:
[@(m)| < [®() + ®(m)], (6.5)
|®(m)| > |®(R) + ©(M)|. (6.6)
If (6.5 holds, we can use the largest modulation to gain a power of |¢>(m)|% For (6.6]), we

have no gain from the largest modulation so we will use Strichartz estimates and the fact
that |®(m)| ~ |®(m)|. Note that we can rewrite N'Ry as follows

NRy=Im / Z Z Z nn3m3AT1,n1)f(X[0t]U)( Ty, —N2)

114 +76=0 IN|>NREA(n) MEA(—n)

X’u,(Tg,ng)ﬂ\( T4, — 1) (7'5,7712) ( 7'6,—m3) dTl"'dT5.

Consider the case (6.5) and proceed as in the estimate for Ry. Assuming that we can
associate the time cut-off with the first factor, we have

1 [n| " ngms|
\NRO\fiW Y Y TS g “llg2(n)ll 2

o e n) men(en) |22 [T;_; (ny)* (m;)
x |lg1(=n2)llr2lg1(n3)[ 2 |91 (—=ma) |2 (|1 (m2) [l L2 |91 (=m3) || 2. (6.7)

For simplicity, we can apply Lemma .1 to obtain [|g2([z2 < [lg1/[z2- In order to control the
multiplier in (6.7)), we must take into account the value of ®(7) and the relation between
the frequencies of the first generation ni,ns, ns.

Case 5 and ([G.5): |ni| ~ |na| ~ |ns|

If |mq| ~ |ma| ~ |ms| and |®(M)| 2 |ms||n + m)||n + mb|, for some distinct m},m}, €




A REMARK ON THE WELL-POSEDNESS OF MKDV IN FOURIER-LEBESGUE SPACES 29

{m1,m2,m3}, we have

|| [ngma)| ningn|5 T [mimy| it

<

~

D(@)|[@(m)|2 " (n—ni)(n — nh)(n+m})a (n +my)zt

for some distinct n},nb € {n1,n2,ng}. Using Holder’s inequality, we get

3 lg1(n2)llz2[lg1 (=n2)l £2[lg91 (n3) | 22

<
e meA(m) (1= ) = ) ((n1) (na)(ng))* =5~

&
~ Z ”gl(_ml)HLg”gl(m2)”L2”91(—mg)HLg
e Con) (14 m) 3 ()3 (ma){ma) (ms)) ™57 ||

! 6
2
SSup( > NIT 7 1+1 NI ] 1+> -
A R e TR R T TR TAR N [l
my,my
S ol = Il
Pp,2

for 1 < p < oo and s > max (%,% — %) In the remaining regions of frequency space for

mi,ma, m3, we have |® ()| 2 [Mmax|? N, for N € {|Mmax + Mmed|s |[Mmed + Mmin|}. Thus,
[ninans|st

(n —n)(n —nh)(X)z

[n|'* [nzms|

_ L

[ (m)||® ()|

Sincle ((mmaX>2<mmed>)_%+ S <mmed> % , we can proceed as in the previous case, with
(N)2T (mmea) 3" instead of (n + m1> T+ m2>

Case 6 and (6.5): |[nmax]® < |@(7)]
Since we have

<

~

R P et
@]~ {0y + o) (npin) 7+
we can follow the same argument in the previous case, substituting (n — n})(n — nf) by
(1 + 112) (Muin) 2

Now, we must consider ([6.6]). Since we have |® ()| ~ |® ()|, we focus on estimating the
following multiplier
0| [ngmy|

B (m)|*|@ ()|~

(6.8)

for some 0 < a < 1.

Case 5 and ([6.0): |ni| ~ |ng| ~ |n3|
Choosing a = 0, we have

1 )

[ningngmimoms|st, if  jma| ~ [ma| ~ |ms
1 . -

|n1n2n3|§+7 if |<I>(m)| 2 |mmaX|2

<]

Let Ry (7,n) = (n>%+.7-"t,x (Xj0,4u) (T,1), ha(r,n) = (nﬁﬂﬂ(n n)| and note that we can as-
sociate the cut-off with any factor. Using Holder’s inequality, the Strichartz estimate (6.2])
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and Lemma [6.1], we get

‘NRO‘ ~ N0+thh5”Ltz ~ NO+”h1HL6 ”h2” ~ NO+HUH§( %7
,2
for 1§p<ooands>max(%,%—%).

Case 6 and (6.6): |n3|% > |nq), |ne

If |my| ~ |mgo| ~ |ms], choosing a = 1, gives (6.8) < |’I7L1WL2WL3|%+ and the result follows
from the previous case. Now, assume that |®()| ~ |mmax|*N where X € {|mmax +
Mumed|s |Mmed + Mmin|}. We must consider a finer case separation for the second generation
of frequencies. For a = 0, we can estimate the multiplier as follows

[nsms max(jmal, [ma|)|5*, it |ms| < max(jmal, jma)
G3) S S nsmymams|5+, i [mal? S [mmin| < [mmed] < [ms|
[ngms| i+, i ] < [mal2 S mmeal < [mgl
and use the strategy in the previous case.

It only remains to consider the case when |m3|% > |m1],|mse|. Consider the following
decomposition

nns
NRO_Im/ Z Z 1+n272 )<(n1+n3)(n2+n3)_1>

[n|>NneA(n) meA(—

X U(n1)u(—ng)u(ng)u(— ml) (ma)u(—mg) dt’

+Im/ Z Z Z n1+n2

[n|>N neA(n) meA(—

,,_.
~—

X U(—ng)U(ng)u(— ml) (mg)u(—ms3) dt’
=: Iy + L.
In order to estimate I, note that
nng — (n1 + n3)(ng + n3) = n3 + (n1 + no)nz — ning — (N1 + na)nz — n3 = —nyng,
which implies that

nns |nyng| < |ns] < 1

(n1 +ns)(n2 +ng) |(n1 4 n3)(n2 +ng)| ~ [ns®> ~ Ing|’
Hence, using Hélder’s inequality and LS-Strichartz estimates (6.2)), we have

< 1

= 5 < 6
|d~mﬂmtH%NNMMMW&%Mkﬁ%NMJw 1

X, 7

for 1 < p < oo and s > max (3 — 10)
Now, we focus on estimating Ho First, assume that n3 4+ mg # 0. Then,

|®(1) + ®(m)| = |3(ng + ms3)(n1 + n3)(n1 + ms)
+ 3(ng + my)(ng + ma)(m1 +ma)| 2 |ns|?,
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. 3
since |(n3 +m3)(n1 + n3)(n1 + m3)| = |ng|? and |(ng + m1)(ng + ma)(my1 + mo)| < |n3|2.
Then, using the largest modulation, we have

|ms|
|®(70) + ()|

Proceeding as in (6.7)), we first focus on estimating IIy with respect to time

1
LRI o e (g

[n|>N meA(n) meA(— J=1

<1

Hgl(—nz)HLaHgl(m)HLgHgl(—ml)HLgHgl(mz)HLaHgl(—mza)HLa- (6.9)
The estimate follows from the approach in Case 5 and (6.3]), since

1 < 1

~

(n1 +n2) [E () ()5t ™ (1 + n) (i) 2 (min) 2 (Maea) 2+

On the other hand, if ng + m3 = 0, focus on the following quantity

o= / DD 2 n;f?;w

[n|>N neA(n) meA(—n),

]Izl s % fma | [zl s &
X U(ny)a(—ng)(—m1)a(—n1 —ny — my)|a(ns)|? dt’.
In order to estimate this quantity we need further assumptions on the frequencies. Let
e > 0 denote the constant such that |nq]|, |nal|, |m1], |me| < €|7”L3|%. We will consider two
distinct cases: (i) |ny + no| > 62|n3|%; (ii) |n1 4+ ne| < 52|n3|%.
If [ng 4+ nao| > 62|n3|%, then
|n3] o 1
’n1+n2’<n3>%+ ~ N0+

For simplicity, assume that |ni| < |ng| and |m;| < |mz|. Consequently, following a similar
approach to (6.9) to handle the time integral, with h(7,n) = (n>%+(7 — n3>%_]ﬁ(7', n)|, and
using Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

1
’HO‘ ~ N()+ ”hHggLLg_

5 () g2 l1R(=n2)l| 2 |(=m) | g2 A =m0 — no — m1)| 12
mmmn NOF () (no)(ma){ny + na +ma))5* ((ng) (my))5+

1 1A (=n2)ll7
Sl X, w1y

NI

ni,n2,mi
1 6
5 N()+ HUH 2%7
f0r1§p<ooands>max(%,%—%).

It remains to estimate the case when |ny + na| < 62’713‘%. Under this assumption and
In;| < E‘ng‘% J =1,2, it follows that |n;| < E]n;),]% — [ny +nal or E’ng‘% —n1+ng| < |nj| <
E]nglé j = 1,2. For simplicity, let |n1| < |n2| and |mq| < |ny + ng + mal, as the result
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follows from an analogous approach for the remaining cases. We consider the following two
regions of summation

Hy = {(n1,n9,m1) : |1, |ma| < elns|? — [n1 + nal,

Inal, |ny +ng +ma| < elns|?, ny 4 na| < e2|ns|2},
Hy == {(n1,n2,m1) : |ni|,|n2|, |ma|, In1 + ng +my| < E]ng,]%,

n1| or [my| > elng|? — |ny + na, [n1 +na| < &2lng|? ).

We first consider the contribution restricted to the region Ha, when |ni| > E]ngl% —|ni+mnal.
Note that the following holds

1 1
In1| > elng|? — g + na| > (e — €%)[na2.

Therefore, the multiplier can be controlled as follows

s 1
1 1 T S 0+ 1+
[n1 + na|(n1) 3 (na) 3 (ng) 5+~ N Ina + mof
. 15 1
The estimate follows the same approach as ([6.9), for s > max (3, 2 — 5), 1 <p<oo.

Now, consider the contribution localized on the region H;, with the change of variables
nh =ny + na,

t R,
[ S TRl
0 Ny

|n|>N,

1
| <e2|n—n| 2

X (Im Z a(ny)a(ny — nh)a(—mq)u(—nf — m1)> dt’.
[na,[ma|

<eln—nf|2 —|nf|

Use J to denote the two inner sums. We can decompose J as follows

J=Tm < 3 (maYii(na — )~ ma)a(—nf — my)
0<n1,m1<£\n—n’2\%—\n’2\
+ > U(—n1)a(—n1 — nh)a(—m1)a(—nh — mq)
0<n1,m1<£\n—n’2\%—|n’2\
+ Z a(ny)u(ny — nh)a(my)a(—nl +mq)
0<n1,m1<£\n—n’2\%—|n’2\
+ Z a(—n1)u(—n1 — nb)a(my)a(—nh +my)

0<n17m1<€\n—”é\%—|né\

+ > U(0)a(—nb)u(—ny)u(—ns — n)
0<na|<eln—nj| 5 ~n|

+ > U(—n1)u(—ny — nb)u(0)u(—nj)

1
0<|n1|<eln—nb|2 —|nj|
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+ a(o)ﬁ(—ng)ﬁ(o)ﬂ(—n’z)>

— Im > u(n1)a(ny — nb)a(ms)a(—nf +m)
0<|na)ym|<eln—n}| 2 —|nj|
nimi>
1 = L
— Im <5 Z a(ny)u(ng — nb)a(my)u(—nf + mq)

0<|na | |ma|<eln—n}|2 —|n}|
nimi>0,n17m
1 o~ = = o~
+ 3 Z u(my)u(my — nb)u(ny)u(—nb + n)

1
0<|n1],|ma|<eln—n4|2 —|nj|
nim1>0,n17#m

- > U(n1)a(ng — nb)a(ng)a(—nb + n1)> =0.
0<[n1|<eln—nb|% —|nd|
This completes the estimate for the contribution N'Ry.

e Estimate for N'R1,N'R2
In order to control the contributions N'Rq, NRo, we will follow a similar approach to that
of N'Rg. Most cases follow an analogous approach, but the estimate is significantly different
in Case 6, when |®(M)| 2 [mmax|? and (6.6) hold.

In this case, we cannot use the maximum modulation to help estimate the multiplier.
However, we can use the fact that |®(7)| ~ |®(T)| to obtain the following

[nngms| . [n["* [ngms|
|@(7)| | @ () |1~ ™ NOF[ng| 2 mipay | 20—)
for some 0 < o < 1. Estimating this multiplier requires more care than for the N'Rg

contribution since we cannot directly compare the sizes of |n|, |n3| and |mpyax|. We can
estimate the multiplier as follows

(6.10)

1 .
EI0) < Ingmimoms|it, if |ms| < |mayl,|me| and a = %,
1 .
| Innsmsmmax| 1T, i |mmin] < [m3| < |ms| and o = %

and following the previous arguments, using Holder’s inequality and the L-Strichartz esti-
mate ([6.2). If |m3| > |my], [m2|, then |®(7)| > |®(m)| and |®(7) + ®(T)| ~ |P(7)|, which
contradicts our assumptions.

g

7. A PRIORI ESTIMATE AND GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, we focus on showing the global well-posedness of the real-valued mKdV1
equation (L2]). Note that the same argument can be used to extend solutions of mKdV2
(L) globally-in-time.

The following result from [31] is essential to extend local-in-time solutions to global ones.

Proposition 7.1. Let2<p<oocand 0 < s <1— %. There exists C = C(p) > 0 such that

(@)l 7Ler < COL+ [u(0) | £ror) 2 |w(0) | FLon, (7.1)
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for any smooth solutions u to the complez-valued mKdV1 equation (L2)), for any t € R.

When 2 < p < oo and % — % < s <1- %, the global well-posedness immediately

follows from the local well-posedness in Theorem [[.T] and the global-in-time bound (7)) in
Proposition [Z.1] by iterating the local argument. However, we want to remove the upper
bound on s, using a persistence-of-regularity argument. Before proving Theorem [[.3] we
need to modify the nonlinear estimate in Section [l accordingly.

Proposition 7.2. Let (s,p) satisfy 1 < p < oo and s > o(p), where

p<4
4 . (7.2)

IV IA

1
1
5_‘_7 b

Then, the following estimates hold

N ooy STl oy Nl if 2<p<oo
Zy " 2(T) X7 x0T () ’

IV ooy STl gy Null® 4, if 1<p<2
7,7 2(T) Xp2r) X2 (T ’

for some 0 < d <1 and any 0 < T < 1.

Proof. The proof follows a similar argument to that of Proposition Bl We will only focus
on Case 1.1 and Part 3, pointing out where the proof diverges.
Following the argument in Case 1.1, we arrive at the following estimate, instead of (3.9)),

nmaX
WR@wwa)l .y 5| S —20 ‘ Hufj wlz| . @3)
Xp.2 neA(n) [ (m )| J 1 o
where fj(r,n) = (n)%(r — n3> “Y|u(r,n)| for some a; > 0, j = 1,2,3, and npmax =

max;—1,23|n;j|. For simplicity, assume |ng| < |ng| < [nq]. If 2 < p < o0, let a; = s,
ag = ag = o(p). Using Holder’s inequality, the estimate follows once we prove that

/

o () ’
M= Y ( o) S

enty \®(@)|2 (n1)* (ng)

which follows from the arguments used to estimate BI0). If 1 < p < 2, let a3 = s,
Qs = ag > i and apply Hélder’s inequality to obtain

RHS of (7.3) < sup< Z <n>s\n1] H £ (n; HL2>HJC1”£P.

o\ 1R (n1) (ng) T (ng) TF

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the estimate follows once we prove that

Lo ()]s :
o= 2 <|¢><—> 1+<n3>%+> =

1
neA(n) m)|2(n1)*(ng)1

This follows by previously seen arguments.
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Considering the resonant contribution, following the arguments in Part 3, we have

R(uw . < [{n)®|n T—n?’%VﬂTn 3
< ||u 1o, |lu 2
S HX;:22 (] %éw

and the intended estimate follows from the embeddings of the /P-spaces.

It is now possible to prove Theorem [L.3]

Proof of Theorem [L.3. If 2 < p < oo and max(%, % - %) <s<1l-— %, the result follows from

Theorem [[.7] and the a priori bound (7)) in Proposition [7.1]

Now, consider the case when 2 < p < oo and s > 1 — %. Then, uy € FL9P(T) C
FLe@WP(T) with o(p) as defined in (Z2) and there exists a unique global solution u €
C (]R; F L"(p)’p(']l‘)). Using the a priori bound in Proposition [Z.Il when running a contraction

1
mapping argument in Zg )2 (I), for any interval I of length T' > 0, imposes a local time
of existence

T~ (1 + ”uo”}'LU(p)yp)_e > 0, (7.4)

for the resulting solution, for some 6 > 0. Moreover, by choosing I = [tg,to + T, we get

< C|u(t ()5 7.5
Il .3 < Clitie) ez (75)

for some C' > 0. Note that by using the a priori bound, the bounds (74) and (7.5 hold
uniformly in ¢g. Using Proposition and (Z.0), it follow that

HUHZ;,%(I) < Cyllu(to)l|FLsr + CzT&HU(to)Hera(p),pHUHX;:Z%(I)
for constants C7,Cy > 0. Using the a priori bound, we have
1
5
where the last inequality holds by possibly refining the choice of 6 in (Z4). Using the
embedding Z;’%(I) — C(I; FL*P(T)), it follows that

§ 6 -2
C5T°|u(to)5rowo < CaT° (1 + ol zLown)” N0l Fpom s <

sup [[u(t) | 7z < 2C1[[ulto) | Fzor,
tel
Iterating this argument, we obtain

0
1y) T
sSup Hu(t)H}'LS’P < (201)(1+”uo||FL5 »q) ||u0||}‘Ls,p,
te[—T*,T*]
for any T > 0. This shows the global well-posedness of (L2]) in FL*P(T) for 2 < p < o0
and s > 1 — %.
Lastly, if 1 < p < 2 and s > 3, note that ug € FL*P(T) C H%(']I‘), thus we can follow the
persistence of regularity argument, using the a priori bound in Proposition [Z.1] for solutions
1

in C(I; Hz(T)) and the nonlinear estimate in Proposition

O
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APPENDIX A. MILD ILL-POSEDNESS IN FL*P(T) FOR s < %

In the following, we show the failure of uniform continuity of the data-to-solution map
of the complex-valued mKdV (L) on bounded sets of FL*P(T), for 1 < p < 0o and s < 3.
The proof follows an argument by Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov [4] and Christ-Colliander-Tao [7].

Lemma A.1. Let s < % and 1 < p < oco. There exist two sequences {uop fneN, {Gon fneN
in C(T) satisfying the following conditions:
(1) {uon}nen, {tontnen are uniformly bounded in FL*P(T);
(2) lim |luon — ton||FLsr = 0;
n—oo
(8) Let uy, u, be the solutions to (LII) with initial data ugn, Gon, Tespectively. Then,
there exists C > 0 such that

Eminf sup  |[un(t) — tin(t)||Frer > O,
n—o0 tE[—T,T}

for any T > 0.
Proof. Let N € N and a € C. Define ¢ as follows

_ : 3 2pn1-2s
uN’“(t,a;) = N saez(Nx—l—N tt|a|*N t)7

a smooth solution to (II)). Given n € N, let ug, = u™N»1(0) and g, = uN"’H%(O), for
some N, € N to be chosen later. Then,

|uon ||FLsw, [|Tonl|FLsr S 1,

uniformly in n € N. Moreover,

5 1
| won — ton || FLse ~ —.
n

1
Let u, = vV, @, = w15 be the solutions corresponding to initial data wgy,, Uon,
respectively. Now, considering the difference between the two solutions at time ¢ € R, we

have

> o L N1-2s 1_(1_1_%)2 t l
un(®) = (Ol rzon ~ N ) (1+3)

Therefore, the solutions have opposite phases at time ¢, > 0 defined as follows
WN,%S_l
(1+1)2 -1

Since s < %, we can choose N, large enough, such that ¢,, < % Consequently, we have

N 1
Hun(tn) - un(tn)H]-‘Lsm ~ 2+ E > 2.

Since t,, — 0 as n — oo, the functions constructed satisfy the intended conditions and the

lemma follows.
O
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