arXiv:2105.08731v3 [math.AP] 30 Mar 2022

UNCONDITIONAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR SOME NONLINEAR
PERIODIC ONE-DIMENSIONAL DISPERSIVE EQUATIONS

LUC MOLINET AND TOMOYUKI TANAKA

ABSTRACT. We consider the Cauchy problem for one-dimensional dispersive equa-
tions with a general nonlinearity in the periodic setting. Our main hypotheses are
both that the dispersive operator behaves for high frequencies as a Fourier multi-
plier by i|¢|*¢, with 1 < o < 2, and that the nonlinear term is of the form 9, f(u)
where f is the sum of an entire series with infinite radius of convergence. Under
these conditions, we prove the unconditional local well-posedness of the Cauchy

problem in H*(T) for s > 1 — 3agmy- Lhis leads to some global existence results

in the energy space H%/?(T), for a € [v/2,2] .

1. INTRODUCTION

Our goal is to establish low regularity well-posedness results for quite general one-
dimensional nonlinear dispersive equations of KdV type in the periodic setting. Our

class contains in particular the generalized KdV equations with fractional dispersion
Ou — 0, Diu~+ 0, (f(u)) =0, (t,x) e RxT, (1.1)
u(0,2) = ug(x), z€T, (1.2)
where T = R/277Z, f : R — R is the sum of an entire series, a € [1,2] and D¢ is
the Fourier multiplier by |£]*.

Famous equations in this class are the generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation
(gKdV)

Opu + Pu+ 0, (f(u)) =0
that corresponds to a = 2 as well as the generalized Benjamin-Ono equation (gBO)
Ou — HOPu + 0, (f(u)) = 0,

where H is the Hilbert transform (Fourier multiplier by —isgn(&)), that corresponds
to a = 1.

The Cauchy problem for this type of dispersive equations has been extensively
studied since more than thirty years starting with the work of Kato [13] (see also

Key words and phrases. Benjamin-Ono equation, dispersion generalized Benjamin-Ono equa-

tion, nonlinear dispersive equation, well-posedness, unconditional uniqueness, energy method.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.08731v3

2 L. MOLINET AND T. TANAKA

[1]). It is worth noticing that the first methods employed did not make use of the
dispersive effects and the local well-posedness was restricted to Sobolev spaces with
index s > 3/2. At the end of the eighties Kenig, Ponce and Vega succeeded in
exploiting dispersive effects of the linear part of these equations in order to lower
the required Sobolev regularity on the initial data (see for instance [16], [36]). They
obtained in particular the well-posedness of the KdV equation in the energy space
and were able in [I7] to apply a contraction mapping argument on the integral
formulation for some k-generalized KAV equations (f(z) = 2¥). Then in the early
nineties, Bourgain introduced the now so-called Bourgain’s spaces that take into
account the localization of the space-time Fourier transform of the function and
where one can solve by a fixed point argument a wide class of dispersive equations
on R or T with very rough initial data ([3]). At this stage, let us underline that since
the nonlinearity of these equations is in general algebraic, the fixed point argument
ensures the real analyticity of the solution-map.

In the early 2000’s, Saut, Tzvetkov and the first author [27] noticed that a large
class of “weakly” dispersive equations posed on the real line, including in particular
(CI) with @ < 2 and f(z) = 22, cannot be solved by a fixed point argument
for initial data in any Sobolev spaces H*(R). Since then, except in the case of
integrability of the equation where methods linked to this remarkable property have
been recently developed (see for instance [12], [6] in the periodic setting), mainly
two types of approaches have been developed to solve this class of equation in low
regularity Sobolev spaces. The first one consists in applying a gauge transform
(see [1] for the Benjamin-Ono equation and [10] for the dispersion generalized
KdV equation) to eliminate the worst nonlinear interactions that are some high-low
frequency interactions and then to solve the equation after the gauge transform by
using dispersive tools as Strichartz’s and Bourgain’s type estimates. The second
one consists in enhancing the energy method (or modified energy method) with
a priori estimates that takes the dispersion into account. For this one possibility
is to improve the dispersive estimates by localizing a solution in space frequency
depending time intervals and then mixing them with classical energy estimates.
This type of methods was first introduced by Koch and Tzvetkov [23] (see also [I§]
for some improvements) in the framework of Strichartz’s spaces and then by Koch
and Tataru [22] (see also [11]) in the framework of Bourgain’s spaces. Another
method that does not need to localize in space frequency depending time intervals
has been recently introduced in [30]. Note that in [3T], [32] it is shown that in some

cases this last method can be improved by adding some a priori estimates obtained
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by localizing in space frequency depending time intervals. We implement this last

approach enhanced with some other tools in this paper.

1.1. Presentation of the main results. In this work we consider roughly the same
type of dispersion term as in [7] and [30] but with a much more general nonlinear

term. More precisely we consider dispersive equation of the form
O+ Lopru+ 0.(f(u)) =0 (1.3)
under the two following hypotheses on L,.; and f.

Hypothesis 1. L,.1 1is the Fourier multiplier operator by —ipas1 where poi1 €
CHR)NC*(R\{0}) is a real-valued odd function satisfying, for some & > 0, pl,1(§) ~

€ and piy(§) ~ €571 for all € = &.

Hypothesis 2. f : R — R s the sum of an entire series with infinite radius of

convergence.

Remark 1.1. We choose a sign in Hypothesis [Il only to fix in an easy way the
defocussing case that leads to a global existence result ((2) of Theorem below).

Of course for all other results the sign will play no role here.

Remark 1.2. Hypothesis [l is fulfilled by the purely dispersive operators L := 0, D%
with a > 0, the linear Intermediate Long Wave operator L := 0, D, coth(D, ) and
some perturbations of the Benjamin-Ono equation as the Smith operator L :=
0p(D? 4 1)'/2 (see [39]) for which a = 1.

Remark 1.3. The hypothesis on f ensures that f is of class C°*° and is at each point

of R the sum of its Taylor expansion at the origin, i.e.,

+o00 n
flx) = Z %z", Ve eR. (1.4)
n=0 ’

Of course any polynomial function enters in this class but also the exponential

functions as e, sin(x), cos(x) and their products and compositions.

Here we concentrate ourself on the periodic setting. Actually we notice that in
the real line case, following [23], one can exploit the classical Strichartz estimates
in L{ L to get the following improved Strichartz estimates on smooth solutions to

(L) in the purely dispersive case Loy = 0, DS

||Di/2u||L§L;° S C(HUHL%HQ*QMH) :
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With this estimate in hand, the same method as the one developed in this work
but with a clearly more simple decomposition, lead to the unconditional local well-
posedness of (L) in H~%/Y*(R) (see [35] where the KdV case a = 2 is treated
with initial data that may be non vanishing at infinity).

Our approach is based on the method introduced in [30] enhanced with some argu-
ments that can be found in [32], [I9] and [23] . As noticed in [30], this method is par-
ticulary well-adapted to solve the Cauchy problem associated with one-dimensional
dispersive wave equations in the Sobolev spaces H® for s > 1/2. It combines classical
energy estimates with Bourgain’s type estimates that measure the localization of the
space-time Fourier transform of the solution around the curve given by the Fourier
symbol of the associated linear dispersive equation. In our approach we combine
this with improved Strichartz estimates and symmetrization arguments. The main
strategy is to use symmetry arguments to distribute the lost derivative to several
functions and then to recover it by either improved Strichartz estimates or Bour-
gain’s type estimates depending on whether the nonlinear interactions are resonant.
Since the equation for the difference of two solutions enjoys less symmetries, this
difference will be estimated in a lower regularity space than the solution itself and
we will use the frequency envelope approach to recover the continuity result with
respect to initial data.

We emphasize that our work was motivated by [19] where the local well-posedness
of the k-gBO equation (L, = 0,D, and f(z) = 2*, k > 2) is proven in H3/*(T)
by using another method that is short time Fourier transform restriction method
combined with modified energy estimates. It is interesting to underline that our
local well-posedness result in this case is exactly the same (except that we also get
the unconditional uniqueness)E'. Both methods have the advantage to not use a
gauge transformation and thus to be more flexible with respect to perturbations of
the equation. However we believe that our approach is easier to implement to solve
(@3).

We are not aware of any low regularity results in the literature on the Cauchy
problem associated with ((LI]) with a general nonlinearity in the periodic setting.
However we notice that, in [5], the local well-posedness of the k-gKdV equation was
proven to be well-posed in H'/?(T) by a contraction mapping argument in Bour-
gain’s spaces. This suggests that the LWP of the gKdV equation (at least with f
satisfying hypothesis 2)) should be locally well-posed in H'/>*(T) whereas we only
get the unconditional LWP of the gKdV equation in H?*?(T) in this work. On the

ITo be precise, they also deduced a priori estimate at the regularity s > 1/2.
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other hand, in the case a < 2, we do not know any local well-posedness results
for (L) with f(x) = 2, k > 2, in Sobolev spaces with lower regularity than the
ones obtained in Theorem [l below. Actually the only results we know are [19],
mentioned above, and [29] where Ribaud and the first author proved the local well-
posedness of the k-gBO equation in H(T) by using gauge transform and Strichartz
estimates. We believe that this approach could be adapted to quite general nonlin-
earity 0,(f(u)) to get the LWP of the gBO equation in H'(T). However it is not
clear how to adapt such approach for more general dispersive term as it is done here.

Before stating our main result, let us recall our notion of solutions:

Definition 1. Let s > 1/2. We will say that v € L>(]0,7[; H*(T)) is a solution to
(L3) associated with the initial datum uy € H*(T) if u satisfies (L3)-(L2) in the
distributional sense, i.e. for any test function ¢ € C°(] — 7', T[xT), it holds

/OOO /T [(th + Lot10)u + (bmf(u)] dx dt + /T $(0, Yugdr = 0 (1.5)

Remark 1.4. Note that for u € L>(]0,T[; H*(T)), with s > 1/2, f(u) is well-defined
and belongs to L>(]0,T'[; H*(T)). Moreover, Hypothesis [ forces

Low1u € L=(]0,T7; Hs_a_l(T)) :

Therefore u; € L*(]0,T[; H*=*"Y(T)) and (L) ensures that (L3)) is satisfied in
L>(]0, T[; H*=>~1(T)). In particular, u € C([0,T]; H*=*"}(T)) and (L3]) forces the
initial condition u(0) = ug. Note that this ensures that v € C,([0,T]; H*(T)) and
thus ||ul
the Duhamel formula associated with (L3]).

ms < ||ul[zeems. Finally, we notice that this also ensures that u satisfies

Finally, let us recall the notion of unconditional well-posedness that was intro-
duced by Kato [I4], which is, roughly speaking, the local well-posedness with unique-
ness of solutions in L>(]0,T[; H*(T)).

Definition 2. We will say that the Cauchy problem associated with (L3) is uncon-
ditionally locally well-posed in H*(T) if for any initial data uy € H*(T) there exists
T = T(||uo||g=) > 0 and a solution v € C([0,T]; H*(T)) to (L3) emanating from

ug. Moreover, v is the unique solution to (L3]) associated with wug that belongs to

L>(]0,T[; H*(T)). Finally, for any R > 0, the solution-map ug — w is continuous
from the ball of H*(T) with radius R centered at the origin into C([0, T'(R)]; H*(T)).

We note that Babin, Ilyin and Titi [2] proved the unconditional uniqueness of
the KdV equation in L?(T) by integration by parts in time. This method, which is
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actually a normal form reduction, has been now succesfully applied to a variety of
dispersive equations (see for instance [8 20} 2], 24, 25| 33] and references therein).

Our main result is the following one:

Theorem 1.1 (Unconditional well-posedness). Assume that Hypothesies [IH2 are
satisfied with 1 < o« < 2. Then for any s > s(a) =1 — sy the Cauchy problem
associated with (3] is unconditionally locally well-posed in H*(T) with a mazximal

time of existence T > g(]|uo

) > 0 where g is a smooth decreasing function

depending only on Lo.q and f.

Remark 1.5. The limitation s > s(a) =1 — 5ty 1o the above theorem is due to
the following nonlinear interactions: there are 3 input high frequencies of the same
order than the output frequency whereas all other input frequencies are much lower.
In this configuration the nonlinear term can be resonant and to recover the lost
derivative we put the 4 terms with high frequencies in L;“,w (whereas the other ones
are put in L5 ) and we use the improved Strichartz estimates in Proposition to
control their norms in this space. This is the lost of derivatives in these Strichartz
estimates that leads to the value of s(a). More precisely, in Proposition B.H it is
proven that any solution u € L*(]0, T[: H*(T)) to ([3) satisfies D3 "y € LALA
with f(«a) = m
direct calculations lead to 4(s — f(a)) > 2s+ 1< s> 1/2+20(a) < s > s(a).

. Then, in order to recover the lost derivative in this configuration,

Equation (I3) enjoys the following conservation laws at the L? and at the H®/?-

level:

M(u) = /T W and  E(u) = % /T w0 Losru+ / Flu)

T

Pa+1(k)
k

Fla) = / " fy)dy. (16)

At this stage it is worth noticing that Hypothesis [Il ensures that the restriction of

where 0, 'L, is the Fourier multiplier by 1) and

the quadratic part of the energy E to high frequencies behaves as the H®/?(T)-norm
whereas its restriction to the low frequencies can be controlled by the L?-norm.
Therefore, gathering these conservation laws with the above local well-posedness

result we are able to obtain the two following global existence results:

Theorem 1.2 (Global existence for small initial data). Assume that Hypotheses
1A are satisfied with o € [v/2,2] . Then there exists A = A(Lqy1, f) > 0 such that
for any initial data ug € H*(T) with s > «/2 such that ||ug|| g2 < A, the solution
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constructed in Theorem[I1 can be extended for all times. Moreover its trajectory is
bounded in H*/*(T).

Theorem 1.3 (Global existence for arbitrary large initial data).

Assume that Hypotheses M are satisfied with o € [v/2,2] . Then the solution
constructed in Theorem [I1] can be extended for all times if the function F defined
in ([LO)) satisfies one of the following conditions:

(1) There exists C' > 0 such that |F(x)| < C(1+|z[PT1) for some 0 < p < 2a+1.
(2) There exists B > 0 such that F(x) < B, Vx € R.

Moreover its trajectory is bounded in H®/*(T).

Remark 1.6. Typical examples for the case (1) are

e f(x) is a polynomial function of degree strictly less than 2a + 1.

e f(z) is a polynomial function of sin(x) and cos(x).

Whereas typical example for the case (2) are

e f(z) is a polynomial function of odd degree with ml_l)r_{loo f(x) = —o0.
o f(x) = —exp(z) or f(xz) = —sinh(z).

2. NOTATION, FUNCTION SPACES AND BASIC ESTIMATES

2.1. Notation. Throughout this paper, N denotes the set of non negative integers.
For any positive numbers a and b, we write a < b when there exists a positive
constant C' such that a < Cb. We also write a ~ b when a < b and b < a hold.
Moreover, we denote a < b if the estimate b < a does not hold. For two non negative
numbers a, b, we denote a V b := max{a,b} and a A b := min{a,b}. We also write
()=@+]- P2

For u = u(t, z), Fu = @ denotes its space-time Fourier transform, whereas F,u =
@ (resp. JFyu) denotes its Fourier transform in space (resp. time). We define the Riesz
potentials by D3g := F,1(|¢]*F.g). We also denote the unitary group associated to

the linear part of (L3) by U, (t) = e o+t ie.,
Uy (t)yu = F; (PO Foa).
In the present paper, we fix a smooth cutoff function x: let x € C§°(R) satisfy
0<x<1, x|l-11=1 and suppx C[-2,2].
We set (&) := x(&) — x(2¢). For any | € N, we define

¢ () 1= G(27'€),  War(7,€) == daa(T = Pas1(6)),
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where ip,.1(£) is the Fourier symbol of L,.;. By convention, we also denote

Po(§) = x(26) and (7€) = X(2(T — pata(§)))-

Any summations over capitalized variables such as K, L, M or N are presumed
to be dyadic. We work with non-homogeneous dyadic decompositions, i.e., these
variables ranges over numbers of the form {2%; k € N} U{0}. We call those numbers
nonhomogeneous dyadic numbers. It is worth pointing out that >, ¢n(§) = 1 for

any & € Z,
supp(én) C {N/2 < [{] <2N}, N >1, and supp(so) C {|¢| < 1}.
Finally, we define the Littlewood—Paley multipliers Py and ()7 by

Pyu=F, (¢nFou) and Qru=F '(YpFu).

We also set PZN = ZKENPK’PSN = ZKSNPK’QZN = ZKZN QK and QSN =
ZKSNQK‘

2.2. Function spaces. For 1 < p < oo, LP(T) is the standard Lebesgue space with
the norm || - || ».

In this paper we will use the frequency envelope method (see for instance [41] and
[23]) in order to show the continuity result with respect to initial data. To this aim,
we have to slightly modulate the classical Sobolev spaces in the following way: for

s > 0 and a dyadic sequence {wy}, we define H3(T) with the norm

1/2
1y = (wava Y N)28||PNu||i2) :
N

Note that H:(T) = H*(T) when we choose wy = 1. Here, H*(T) is the usual L?-
based Sobolev space. If B, is one of spaces defined above, for 1 < p < ocoand T > 0,
we define the space-time spaces LyB, := LP(R;B,) and LYB, = L?([0,T]; B,)

equipped with the norms (with obvious modifications for p = co)

1/p T 1/p
HuHLfBz:( / fut, ) dt) and ||u||L;Bw=( / ||u<t,~>w;zdt) ,

respectively. For s,b € R, we introduce the Bourgain spaces X associated to the

[l

operator L, endowed with the norm

1/2
Xob = (T = pat1(8))[a(r, £)|2d7> -
(£ [

lul
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We also use a slightly stronger space X*° with the norm

1/2
xit = <ZW12\/(1 v N)%IIPNuII?(o,b) -
N

We define the fuction spaces Z*® (resp. Z%), with s € R, as Z* := L°H* N X~ 1!

(resp. Z5 := L°HS N X "), endowed with the natural norm

lul

lullze = Nullzgom + Nullxemss (resp. fJullzs = ullzzers + lull g1

We also use the restriction in time versions of these spaces. Let T' > 0 be a positive
time and B be a normed space of space-time functions. The restriction space By

will be the space of functions u :]0, T[xT — R or C satisfying
|ullgy :=inf{||a]|p | 2 : RXxT —-RorC, &«=wuonl0,T[xT} < oc.

Finally, we introduce a bounded linear operator from X Z_Tll NLFHS into Z7 with
a bound which does not depend on s and T'. The existence of this operator ensures
that actually Z7 - = L¥ H; N Xi_Tl’l. Following [26], we define pr as

pr(u)(t) := Ua(O)X (1) Ua(—pr(t))u(pur(t)), (2.1)
where pr is the continuous piecewise affine function defined by

0 for ¢ ¢]0,2T7,
pr(t) =<t for ¢t € 0,7, (2.2)
2T —t for telT,2T].

Lemma 2.1. Let § > 1, and suppose that the dyadic sequence {wn} of positive
numbers satisfies wy < wony < dwy for N> 1. Let 0 <T <1 and s € R. Then,

pr X7 NLFHS — Z}
u > pr(u)

18 a bounded linear operator, i.e.,

lpr (W)l g, + llor (Wl s S Nullgers + ull s, (2.3)
for allu e X7 N LEHS. Moreover, it holds that
lpr(u)|lLsers S Ilull Lo ms (2.4)

for all w € LFHS. Here, the implicit constants in [23)) and (Z4) can be chosen
independent of 0 <T <1 and s € R.

Proof. See Lemma 2.4 in [32] for wy = 1 but it is obvious that the result does not

depend on wy. O
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2.3. Basic estimates. In this subsection, we collect some fundamental estimates.

Well-known estimates are adapted for our setting H?(T) and f(u).

Lemma 2.2. Let s > 0. Let § > 1, and suppose that the dyadic sequence {wn} of

positive numbers satisfies wy < wony < dwy for N > 1. Then we have the estimate

Hs - (2.5)

lwvllzg S Ml ag l[oll o + llull o f|v]

In particular for any fized real entire function f with f(0) = 0, there exists a real

entire function G = G|[f] that is increasing non negative on Ry such that

1 ()l g, < GNlull o)l - (2.6)
Proof. The proof of (2.5) is identical with that of Lemma A.8 in [42]. For reader’s

convenience, we provide the proof.

The triangle inequality gives

1/2 1/2
vl < (Zw?vHPN(uv)lliz) ; (Z w%VN%HPN(uv)niz) A4 B.

NZ1 N>1
It is clear that A < ||ul|as ||v]|z since wq; < é7wy. We further split
1Py (o) S 1Pw ((Penw)o) sz + Y I Pa((Pau)o)lle.
MzN

For the first term, by impossible frequency interactions, we see that
1Pn ((Penu)v)lzz < |[(Pent)Poyollze S llullpe D | Parv]l 2.
M~N
So, the contribution of this term to B is bounded by C'||u| r<||v| #s. For the second
term, we simply bound
D IPN(Prw)v)llze S ol Y (1Pl 2
M>N M>N

and so we see from 25wy N*® < wyn(2N)* and the Young inequality that

2 1/2 ’ ' 2\ 1/2
(S (T ewviruile) ) s (X (Seems2®iraul) )

N>1 NM>N E>1 0N j>1

S lul

S
H»

which implies that B < ||ul|ms ||v]|| e + ||| £ ||v]
Now by the Minkowski inequality and (2.3])

*®) (0 *®) (0
i <3 Ty, < S 0oz

k>1 k>1

Hg-

H

< G([[uflzee)ul

S
Hg»
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with G(z) := 3,0, LRk 15k, 0

Lemma 2.3. Assume that s; + so > 0,51 A s9 > S3,83 < $1 + s — 1/2. Then

[wvl[ss S [lell e 0] ez (2.7)

In particular, for f,g € H*(T) with s > 1/2 and any fized real entire function F,
there ezists a real entire function G = G[f] that is increasing non negative on R

such that
1f(w) = f) -1 < G([[v]lms + |v][g)|lw = vllrs-1. (2.8)

Proof. (Z7) can be found in [[9], Lemma 3.4]. To prove (Z8)) it suffices to check that
fors>1/2,(s—1)+s=2s—1>0and s —1 <s—1/2+ (s —1). Therefore

F®(0
1£) @)l < 32 O o
k>1 ’
(k) k—1
<3 OIS jusut==a( = ) s
k>1 Jj=0
f(k) 0 B B
I e T P 1 P el PR P
k>1 ’
< G(||ullgs + ||vl|gs)||w — v|| gs—
with G(z) i= 3,0, Lok 1gh-1, 0

We will frequently use the following lemma, which can be seen as a variant of the

integration by parts.

Lemma 2.4. Let N € 28 U {0}. Then,

‘ /T T(u, v)wdz

S llullzzllvll 2 19z w]l cee

where
(u,v) := v0, Pau + ud, Pyv. (2.9)
Proof. 1t suffices to show that
1102 P, wvllz2 < 0sw] e [[0]| 2 (2.10)

since the integration by parts shows

/H(u,v)wdzz:/u@xPﬁvwdx—/uﬁxPﬁ(vw)dx: —/u[@xP]%,,w]vdx.
T T T T
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The Poisson summation formula and the mean value theorem imply that

([0 Py, w]v) ()] = ‘ AFE@%(&))@ —y)(wly) - w(ﬁ))v(y)dy'

= | [ AR @ - v+ 2kl ~ wle)etr)ay

keZ

< /R [P (€O () (@ — y)(w(y) — w(z))v(y)|dy

< [|0pw]| e /R (@ = y) F, 2 (EoN () (@ — y)v(y)ldy,
where F - ng is the inverse Fourier transform on R. A direct calculation gives

loFor (€68 (6)) (@)l rz) = lloF,2(€6°(€)) (@)l| 2 r) < oo

This and the Minkowski inequality show (2.I0), which completes the proof. O

3. LINEAR AND IMPROVED STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

In this section, we establish improved Strichartz estimates which play an impor-
tant role in our estimates. Since we treat the general operator L., we first have

to restate the standard Strichartz estimate.

Definition 3. For a € [1, 2], we define

1 1 o+ 2
fla) = TEESIE b(a) == Bla) + Z(I m)

We make use of the Strichartz estimate in the Bourgain space, which is originally
obtained in [3].

Lemma 3.1. There exists C > 0 such that for any v € X%
HUHL;{z < CHUHXO,b(a).

Lemma 3] immediately follows from the following lemma (see the Appendix in

[28] for similar considerations).

Lemma 3.2. There exists C' = C(&) > 0 such that for any real-valued functions
u,v € L*(R;1*(Z)) and any Ly, Ly € 2V,

[(¥r,w) *rg (Vr,0)[p2 < C(Ly A Lo)?(Ly v L2)2B(a)||¢L1u||L%l§||’¢L2'U||L2l§-

For the proof of Lemma [3.2] we use the following:
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Lemma 3.3. Let I and J be two intervals on the real line and g € C1(J;R). Then
1|
infoes|g'(x)]
Proof. See Lemma 2 in [37]. O

#{reJnNZgx)el} < + 1.

Proof of Lemma[3.4 Following [3], we may assume that supp, ¢, u, suppg ¥r,v C N
since v and v are real-valued. Following the argument of Lemma 3.1 in [38], the

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

() g ($20) 2

zsz

§20

2

St (m &)ulm, &)er, (T = 1,6 = §)o(r — 7, & = &)dn | dr

60 Mm

,S sup A(T, g)HleuHile||7va2UH%2l27
N 3 T

(1,£)ER X
where
A(r,§) S mes{(m1,&) ERXN;E =& > 0, (11 — pata(&1)) ~ L
and (7 — 71 — pat1(§ — &) ~ Lo}
S (Ly A L2)#B(7,€)
with

B(r,§) ={§& > 0;§ =& > 0 and (7 — pa+1(§1) — pat1(§ —&1)) S L1V Lo}
For simplicity, we put L := L; V Ly. When & < LY@+ 4 2¢, + 2 it is clear that
#B(7,€) < LYV 426 +2 < C(&) LY

since 0 < & < €and L > 1. On the other hand, when & > LY(@+1) £ 26,42, putting
(&) =T — Pat1(&1) — Pat1(§ — &), we obtain
#B(1,&) S #{& > 0;¢ > 26 and |g(&)| S L}
<[] +14+#{& > 0;€ > 26,6 > & and |g(&)| S L}
S #{& € [0, €/20 € = 26| = L and [g(€1)] S L} + [&o] + LY+,

where [a] is the integral part of a. Here, we used the symmetry in the first inequality.
It is worth noticing that the set in the right hand side is not empty since (£ —
LY+D) /2 > &) by the assumption. Lemma B3] implies that

#{& € [€0,€/2];1€ — 26/ > L and |g(&))| S L} < LYF,
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Indeed, we have

§—&1
J(&) = '/5 Pas1(0 ' (E=&) =& > (E—-284)* > 1,0/ (k1)

since for 6 > &, pli., does not change sign since |pZ.,(0)| ~ |0]*~' and pl., is

continuous outside 0. This completes the proof. O

Lemma [3.1] enables to establish the following Strichartz estimate:
Lemma 3.4. Let T > 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that for any u € L*(T),
1Ua(t)ullps < CTY27D lu]| 2.
Proof. See Lemma 2.1 in [29)]. O

We are now ready to prove our improved Strichartz estimates for solutions to
(L3). We point out that it is crucial to state estimates in [*(N)—form since we are
not allowed to lose any derivatives in order to reach s = s(«). For that purpose, how
to choose ¢; v plays an important role in the proof below. This type of argument

can be found in [Lemma 2.4, [34]] for instance.

Proposition 3.5. Let 6 > 1, and suppose that the dyadic sequence {wy} of positive
numbers satisfies wy < won < dwy for N > 1. Let s > 1/2, a € [1,2] and
0<T <1 LetueC(0,T];H(T)) satisfy (L3)—(L2) with uy € HE(T) on [0,T].
Then,

1/4
<Z W?VHD;_B(OC)PNUH;},%) S TGl nge, ) lull e (3.1)
N

and

1/3
<Z ’|D1/3PNUHL3 Loo) < T5/24G(HUHL%<:QC)HUHL%OHZ/mw(a), (3.2)

where G = G|f] is an entire function that is increasing and non negative on R .

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the case N > 1. We divide the interval in small inter-
vals of length ~ TN~'. In other words, we define {I; x}jesy so that U,c, v =
0,77, |I;n] ~ TN~ and #Jy < N. By the hypothesis, we see that || D2 Pyu(t )||‘i% €
C([0,T7). For j € Jy, we choose ¢; vy € I; y at which ||D;PNu(t)H‘i§ attains its min-
imum on [; y. We see from (L3)-(L.2) that

t
Pyu(t) = e~ tmembasi Puyy(c; ) + / e~ U=kt Py, (f (u)(t)dt!

3N
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for t € I; y. Lemma [34] and the Bernstein inequality show that

1/4
( > > W?v||D§_B(a)6_(t_6j’N)L““PNU(ijN)||i4(1j,N;Lé>>

N>1 j

1/4
(ZQ)MLP%W nmmw@n@)

N>1 j

1/4
< 7@ ( S Y ki) ||D;PNu(cj,N)||‘ig>

N>1 j

1/4
ST <Z/ Wi ||D; Prult )IIdet) S TP e
N>1

In the last inequality, we used the fact [*(N) < [*(N). Next, we estimate the
contribution of the Duhamel term. To simplify the expressions we set f = f — f (0).

Lemma [3.4], the Holder inequality in time and (2.6) imply that
4 1/4
L4(Ij,N;L§)>

(Y5

/ ks D0 Py, () ()t

N>1 j
A\ 1/4
5 ( Z Z w;lv|lj7N|1—4ﬁ(a)N4—4ﬁ(a) (/ HD;PNJF(t/)HLgdt/) )
N>1 j I; N

1/4
< Tl_ﬁ(a wh DSPNf t 42dt/

N>1 j

- 1/4
ST (/ > w?vIIDZPNf(t’)IVigdt’)
0

N>1
S TP Fu)l|pgemy S TV OOl e )l e s

This concludes the proof of ([B1]) by using that S(«) < 1/8 for 1 < o < 2. To prove
[B2), we notice that the Bernstein inequality in space and the Holder inequality in
time give

1D Pyull s, winsey S 1Lin V2 DY Pyl o, yinsy S TY2(DY? Pavul| o, sty

where |[; y| ~ TN~ and #J ~ N. This implies that

1/3 1/3
@mwmmw)sW%zzwwwmmg.

N>1 N>1 j

We can then obtain ([3.2) by the same way as (3] with wy = 1. O
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For the estimate for the difference, we shall use the following estimates.

Corollary 3.6. Assume that s > 1/2. Let a € [1,2] and 0 < T < 1. Let u,v €
C([0,T; H¥(T)) satisfy (L3)-([L2) with ug,vo € H*(T) on [0, T, respectively. Then,

1/4
(Z[u vV N) A ||PNwHL;z]4) STVGE ) wllyeer (3:3)

N

and

1/3
(Z[(l V: N)_5/12||PN7»U||L3TL§]3> < T5/24G(K)||’LU||L%OH;5/12+ﬁ(a), (3.4)
N

where w = u—v, K = ||ul|zsoms + [|v]|2eoms and G = G[f] is an entire function that

15 increasing and non negative on R, .

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Proposition B0 but with using (Z8]) instead

of ([2.3). O
4. A PRIORI ESTIMATE

4.1. Preliminary technical estimates. Let us denote by 17 the characteristic
function of the interval ]0,7[. As pointed out in [30], 17 does not commute with

Q. To avoid this difficulty, following [30], we further decompose 17 as
lp = 1R% +17%,  with  F(12%)() = x(r/R)Fi(1r)(7), (4.1)
for some R > 0 to be fixed later.

Remark 4.1. In the proofs of Propositions .8 and Bl since we integrate on an
interval of time ]0,¢[ with 0 < ¢ < T, we will put the cutoff function 1; on two
functions of the integral. Actually, it is enough to put 1, on one function if one
merely seeks the commutativity of () with the low frequency part of 1; such as in
(@5). The advantage of putting 1, on two functions is that one can get a positive
power of T in the right hand side in (@8] and (G5I), which enables us to bypass the
scaling argument in the proof of the well-posedness. This is particulary comfortable

here since (L3) is in general not scaling invariant.

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 3.5 in [32]). Let 1 < p < oo. Let L be a nonhomogeneous
dyadic number. Then the operator Q< is bounded in LY L? uniformoly in L. In

other words,

1Q<rullzrrz < llullzrrz, (4.2)

for allw € LYL? and the implicit constant appearing in [A2) does not depend on L.
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Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 3.6 in [32]). For any R >0 and T > 0, it holds
115% e ST AR, (4.3)
and

|ummhm+HﬂW|ma 1. (4.4)

~

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 3.7 in [32]). Assume that T >0, R >0, and L > R. Then,
it holds

1QL(1FRW) 2, S 1Q~rullz, (4.5)

for allu € L*(R; x T,).

It is well-known that the resonance function (€2, defined as below) with respect

k—‘rl)

to higher order nonlinear terms such as 0, (u can be resonant (i.e., very small).

In what follows, we clarify non-resonant contributions in which we can recover the
derivative loss by using a priori estimates in Bourgain’s spaces of solution to (.3))

proved in Lemma 7]

Definition 4. Let j € N. We define Q;(&,...,&11) : ZZT = R as

j+1

Qj (617 .- §j+1 Zpa-ﬁ-l gn

for (&1,...,&+1) € ZZT, where p,1 satisfies Hypothesis 1.

Lemma 4.4. Let k > 1 and (&1, ..., pp0) € ZFF2 satisfy Zkff ; = 0. Assume that
& ~ (&l Z 16| if k=1 or [&] ~ [&] 2 6] > kmaxj>4 &) if k > 2. Then,

[Qes1(&1, -5 Err2)| 2 163]16]"

for [&1] > (maxeep.g] [Phra (€)M,

Proof. First we consider the case k > 2. We separate different cases:
Case 1: |&] > [&]. By hypothesis, it follows that [£5| > &. The mean value
theorem implies that there exists n € R such that |n| ~ |£;| and that

[Pat1(§2 4 -+ + Sri2) = Par1 (&)l = 1€ + - - - + Eeral [Plsa ()] ~ 1€51€0]"
Here, we used [&| ~ [&| and [£3] > kmaxj>y |€;]. Now, if |£;| < & for j > 4, then
[SISTS

k

‘pa+1(5y)| < |£]‘ méi?] |pa+1( ) <
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since pa+1(0) = 0. On the other hand, if |£;| > &, for j > 4, then

1Pat1(§5)] < [Pat1(§5) — Pat1(8o)| + [Pas1(60)]

< el max | e ot < 1Sl
N |§0|5€[0§ﬂ Pata ()] + 1] k

Similarly, we can get |pat+1(&3)] < [&5]]&1]*. Gathering these estimates leads to

|Qera| Z (€160

Case 2: || ~ [&3]. Then we have €3] > &. By impossible interactions, £, &, and
&3 do not have the same sign. By the symmetry and |&;] ~ || ~ [€3], it suffices to
consider the case &, 5 > 0. We notice that

&2
—Qpy1 = / (Pog1 (0 + &+ -+ Epra) — Dra (0))d0
&o

k+2
+ Pat1(&o + &+ -+ o) — Pat1(§3) — Pat1(§o) — Zpa+l(€j)
j=4
with
[Pat1(§o + &+ -+ Ekr2) — Par1(E3)] S (|6o0] + kr?g} €163 << [€3][€2]*

and

§3++Ek+2
pil+1(9 +&+ -+ o) — P;+1(9) = / Pg+1(9 + p)dp.
0

For 6 > &, pll,, does not change sign since [p_(0)| ~ |0|*~! and p/ , is continuous
outside 0. Therefore, for 0 € [£y, &, we get

Gtz Eg++Erio X
/ P (64 p)dp ~ / (04 1) du ~ 8
0 0

since &5 > kmax;>4 |&4]. Gathering these estimates, we obtain [Qy.1| 2 [&5]]&1]°.

For the case k = 1, we can argue exactly as above. 0

Lemma 4.5. Let k > 2 and (€1, ..., pp0) € ZF2 satisfy Zfif & = 0. Assume that
(€1 ~ 182) > 16l R [&al if b =2 or [&a] ~ [&2] > [&] 2 |8a] with |€3+8a] > K max |&]
if k> 3. Then, -

|1 (1, - Chr2)| 2163 + &allé]®
for |&] > (maxeeqo o) [Phsq (§)])V.

Proof. First we consider the case k > 3. We separate different cases:
Case 1: || > |&4|. Then we have [&] > kmax;>s5 || and (&3] ~ [ + &4

Therefore, we can argue exatly as in Case 1 of Lemma 4] and obtain |1 2

11611 ~ |3 + &4l |€a ]
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Case 2: || ~ [&4]. When &€, > 0, it holds that [ + &4 = &3] + |€4]. Then
we have |3/, [€4] > kmax;>5|€;|. So, we can still argue as in Case 1 of Lemma 4]
and obtain |Q.q| 2 [&]|&1]* ~ &3 + &4]]&1|Y. When &€y < 0, by the mean value
theorem, there exist 71,72 € R such that |n;| ~ &1, [&4] S ne| < |€3] and

k2
i1 = (& + &+ + &)1 (m) — (& + E)Phyr (12) Zpa—i-l &)

since pai1(§) = —par1(—=E) for any & € R. Note that ‘pa+1(7]2)‘ < &

deed, [pl41(n2)] < maxeeqo g [Py (§)] < 16" when [na] < &, and |pg, (12)] ~
1m2|® < &)Y < |&1]* when |na] > &. As in Case 1 of Lemma B4 we also have

kmax;ss [pat1(&5)| < & + &ll&|*. From these estimates, we obtain |Qpi1] 2

&5 + &al|&a ]

For the case k = 2, we can argue exactly as above. O

Lemma 4.6. Let § > 1, and suppose that the dyadic sequence {wn} of positive
numbers satisfies wy < woy < dwy for N > 1 and wy — oo as N — oo. Then,
for any 1 < & < 4, there exists a dyadic sequence {wy} such that Wy < wy,

Wy < Wy < 0wy for N > 1 and Wy — o0 as N — oo.

Proof. Let 1 < ¢' < §. Set 0y := won/wy for N > 1. Define {wy} so that Wy := wy,
Wy = wy and woy = (Oy A 0wy for N > 1. Since dy,d > 1, it is clear that
Wy < woy < d'wy. We can show wy < wy by the induction on N. Indeed, wy = wy,

w; = w; and
wan = (On A 0wy < Onwn < Iywn = way

for N > 1. Now, we show wy — oo as N — oo.

Case 1: #{N;0ny > 0'} < 00. Put Ny := 1Vmax{N;dy > '} and C := Wy, /wany,-

Then, we can deduce inductively that wy = Cwy for N > 2N,, which shows

wy — 00 as N — oo by the hypothesis.

Case 2: #{N;dny > 0'} = oco. Define an increasing sequence {j,}»>2 C N so that
=#{m e N;1 <m < n—1,0pm > §'} for n > 2. Then, we have j, — oo as

n — 0o. Observe that

n—1
wzn = H (527n /\ 5/)&71 Z (5/)']”(,{)1 % (0. ¢]
m=0
as n — oo since ¢’ > 1, which completes the proof. 0J

Remark 4.2. For the given dyadic sequence {wy} of positive numbers, Lemma

enables us to assume o < 2, by defining a new dyadic sequence. We use this fact in
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the proof of Proposition .8 Let N, M be dyadic numbers satisfying IN =2 M = 1
for some [ > 2. Using wony < dwy, it holds

WM < slogyl <

wN ~Y ~Y

which is uniformly in ¢.
4.2. Estimates on solutions to (L3)).

Lemma 4.7. Let 1 < 0 < 2, and suppose that the dyadic sequence {wy} of positive
numbers satisfies wy < woy < dwy for N > 1. Let 0 < T < 1, s > 1/2 and
u € LFPHE be a solution to (L3) associated with an initial datum uy € HE(T). Then
u € Z; 1 and it holds

12 ey S ||U||L%°Hz + G(||u||L%jz)||u||L%°Hz . (4.6)

Moreover, for any couple (u,v) € (LFH?®)? of solutions to (L3)) associated with a
couple of initial data (ug,vo) € (H*(T))? it holds

= vll gzt S ot = ll e s + Glllullzgens + Nolluges) e = vl e pas - (4.7)

Proof. According to the extension Lemma 2] it is clear that we only have to esti-
mate the Xj}l’l—norm of u to prove ([A€]). As noticed in Remark [[L4], u satisfies the
Duhamel formula of ([L3) and [[uo|[gg < [[ullzeopmg for any 6 < s. Hence, standard

linear estimates in Bourgain’s spaces lead to

a0 (f ()l 2 p0
et L f(w) = F(O)l 2.

[ull Lo prgr + Gllullzge, ) l[ull e ms

_ <
e

S ol
S

by using (2.6]).

In the same way, using this times (Z8]), we get

et () = F0)]l 2 e

~Y
Sl =ollpgepgr + Glllullegens + l[ollege )

fu=llygo S o = vl

u— UHL;?H;*%
which completes the proof. O

The following proposition is one of main estimates in the present paper.

Proposition 4.8 (A priori estimate). Let 6 > 1, and suppose that the dyadic se-
quence {wy} of positive numbers satisfies wy < woy < dwy for N > 1. Let
0<T <1, ac[l,2] and2 > s > s(a) :== 1/2+ 2B(«w). Let up € H*(T) and
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let w e L>(0,7; H*(T)) be a solution to (L3)-([L2) on [0,T]. Then there exists an

entire function G = G|[f] that is increasing and non negative on R, such that

gl zs Ml g ms. (4.8)

fy + TG ([lul

ullg g < lluol

Proof. First we notice that according to Lemma L7 it holds v € Z; ;. By using

(L3)), we have
CPyu(t, Y3y = 2 / Pudy(f(w)) Pyuds.
T

Fixing t €]0,T[ , integration in time between 0 and ¢, multiplication by w3 (1V N)?

and summation over N yield

Hs ZWN 1V N)? {||PNu0||L2 —2/ /PN8 PNudxdt}

HS+QZ 2N / / 0)) P20, udzdt’

N>1
since Pyd,u = 0 and 9,(f(u)) = 0.(f(u) — f(0)). Now we rewrite f(u) — f(0) as
P f(k),(o u* and we notice that for any fixed N € 2,

// 0)) PR0yu dedt’ = ka, // WP PO udrdt . (4.10)

[[u(t)

< luollZ

PN8 — f(0)) Pyudzdt ' (4.9)

< [Juol

k>1
Indeed
(k)

sl '/ /| EP20,ul dedt < N Z'f . '/ e 2 ] 2

k‘>1 k>1

|f 0)|

Ny || 5wl 22 dt’

k>1

S NTG(HUHL%I)HUH%%OLg < 0,

that proves (EI0) by Fubini-Lebesgue’s theorem. (ZLI0) together with Fubini-

Tonelli’s theorem then ensure that

ZwNN2S // 0))Px0yudxdt’

N>1
(k
/ / / u* PO, udzdt!

= Z wvazs
<> > NN23|f |‘ / / u* PO, udxdt’

(4.11)

k>1

*®) (0 .
_y o,

k>1

N>1
N>1k>1
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t
//ukPj%axudxdt'
0 Jt

By integration by parts it is easy to check that It = 0. We set

where

Il == wyN*

N>1

Let us now prove that for any £ > 1 it holds

Liy < C'TVG(Co)Cy (|l

xepn F llullogems ) lfull g v - (4.12)

that clearly leads (A.8)) by taking (.9) and (.11 into account since ) _; -, %C"%’g <
00.

In the sequel we fix £ > 1. For simplicity, for any positive numbers a and b, the
notation a <y b means there exists a positive constant C' > 0 independent of k such

that
a < C*b. (4.13)

Remark that a < k™b for m € N can be expressed by a < b too since an elemen-
tary calculation shows k™ < mle* for m € N. Here, e is Napier’s constant. The

contribution of the sum over N < 1in I}, is easily estimated by

t
wavNQS / /u’“rl PO, udxdt’
0 Jr
Ns1 (4.14)

<T Z ||U||Iz%°z||u||L%°L§||PJ%/U||L;°L§ Sk TCg”“”%;?H;-
N<1

It thus remains to bound the contribution of the sum over N > 1in I} ;. Putting

k+2

A(€17 s 7§k‘+2) = Z gb?\/(&])&ﬁ
=1

A1 (&, 8) = on(&)& + o (&)&,
)

As(&as oy o) = Z Ox(&)E),
=1
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we see from the symmetry that

k+2

[ PR = s Al ) 117

§1++Ek42=0

k+2

5 Y Y A &) [[on(©)).

Ni,oosNigqo E1++Ep12=0

(4.15)

By symmetry we can assume that Ny > Ny > N3 if k=1, Ny > Ny > N3 > N, if
k =2and N; > Ny > N3 > Ny > N5 = max;>5 N; if £ > 3. We notice that the cost
of this choice is a constant factor less than (k+2)%. It is also worth noticing that the
frequency projection operator Py ensures that the contribution of any N; < N/4
does cancel. We thus can assume that N; > N/4 and that Ny 2 Ny /k with Ny > 1.

First, we consider the contribution of A;. Note that we must have k > 2 since
otherwise Ay = 0. Also it suffices to consider the contribution of (¢n(&;))%E,s since
the contributions of (¢n(&;))%E; for j > 5 are clearly simplest. Note that Ny ~ N

in this case. By the Bernstein inequality, we have

Z ||PKUHL%°QC 5 Z(l vV K1/2—s(a))||u||L§9H;(a) 5 HUHL%OH;(Q) § Ch. (416)
K K
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This together with Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and (B.1]) gives

k+2

t
/ / (0, Py Py,u) H Py, udzdt’
0 Jr

J=1j#4

SED IS

N>1 Ni,...;,Ng 2

4

Sl 0 ST RN [Pl

Tz L ,
N1>N3y>N3g>Ny>1 j=1

e 2 N, s—PB(a)
sar  y I(E) el erl,

N1>N2>N3>Ny>1 j=1

4 N, 1/246(a) "
X H <ﬁ]) ||Dm/ +ﬁ(a)PNJUHL4T,m
j=3

1/4
o S Ip e palty )

Ny

N, 1/248(a) 4N 1/4
y <Z< 3 <E) ||D91E/2+B(a)pN3u||L4T’z> )

Ny N3Z Ny

N4 2(s—B()) ) ) 2\ 1/2
(S(Z (R) oo, ) )

Ny NK2>Ny

Sk TY2CG(Co)llullZse s

Next, we consider the contribution A;. We notice that the frequency projector in
Aj ensures that either Ny ~ N or Ny ~ N and thus in any case N 2 N3. Moreover
we can also assume that N3 > 1 since otherwise the contribution of A; cancelled by
integration by parts.

We divide the contribution A; into three cases: 1. No < N3 < kNy, 2. N3 > kN,
or k=1and 3. Ny > N;3. Set

k42

t
Ji :ZZ Z w]zVNQS//H(PNlu,PNzu)HPNjud:zdt'
o Jr i3

N>1 va"'ka+2

Y

where II(f, g) is defined by (29). Note that N > 1 ensures that N; > 1.
Case 1: N2 5 N3 5 ]{?N4 Since N 5 Nl 5 ]{?NQ 5 ]{?Ng < ]{52N4, H('jlder’s,

~
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Bernstein’s and Young’s inequalities and (B.I]) show that

4 k+2
2(2s+1 2 2s+1
Ty S k2D > R NEH TPl H 1P, ull g,
Ny,..., Nk:+2 jZl
N1<Kk2N4,Ny>Ny,No>Ny,N3>Ny
< -2 Z W, . <%>S—ﬁ(a) <%)s—ﬁ(a) (%)ﬁ(a)ﬂ/?
0 w ! : Aﬁ A@ A@

N12>Ng,N2>Ny4,N3>Ny N2

2 4
X H ||D;_B(Q)PNJ-U||L4T’Z H ||Dg(a)+1/2PNnU||L4T@

j=1 n=3

B o Bl 1/2 N 1/2
S O (D Wkl D@ Pullyy ) (3D IDZO 2 Pcully, )
K ’ K '
Sk TRCEG(Co)llul s

where we used that s < 2 so that k221 < k19 and that since N; < kN, we have
:%,Sk:smceégz

Case 2: N3 > kN, or k = 1. By impossible frequency interections, we must
have N ~ N; ~ N;. We take the extensions @ = pr(u) of u defined in (2I]). For

simplicity, with a slight abuse of notation, we define the following functional:

J(2 (g, Ugso) Z Z wi N2

N>1 N17 7Nk+2

k42

// (w1, ug Hujdxdt

(4.17)

Setting R = Nf/?’N;/?’, we split J; as

Jo < JO(Py, 1380, Py 1ii, Py, -+, Py ,0)
_'_Jg (PNll}f UPNz tRUPN3 7PNk+2/a)

+ IO (Py 1%, Py, 1950, Py, -+, P, i) = J2) + 2y + T2,

For Jg?l, we see from (£3) that thlthL < TYANYANGY, which gives

k+2
2
IO S > W NEN U o 1Pl ez | Pyt ez [T 1P, il os
Niy.oyNi12 j=3
—14
S TNl o @l Ery DN S TV Ol

N1

since N ~ N; ~ Ny. In the last inequality, we used 24). By (@4), J (2)2 can be

estimated by the same bound as above. For J 3, we see from Lemma [£.4] that
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|Qk11] 2 N3N > R. Then, defining L := N3N{*, we decompose Jg??) as
JD, < JO(Py,Q=1(1%1), Py, 1%, Py, - -+, Py, )
+ I (P, Qe (LR ), Pry Q2 (1), Pty , Py, 0)
+ JP (PryQer(10510), Pry Qe (1°50), PryQ10, - -+, Py, ,,0)
+ 4 Jﬁ)(PMQ«L(l?,’Eﬂ), P, Qe (L0510), PnyQerll, - -+, Py, ,Q>10)
= ']o(??&,l +eet Jc(j??,,k-m‘
We also see from (3] that

-~ - high -
1w, 18R 2, < [1Pw, et 2, + | P L) R 2,

3 14 14 § (4.18)
S 1P Ll 2+ T R Py rge 2.

For Jg?&l, Lemmas 24 and 2ZT], the Holder inequality, (£3]) and (£I8) imply that

k2
2 - - -
VAR > Wi N Na| P, Q2 (LR @) |2 | P, Lt 2 [T il e,
Nl,...,Nk+2 7j=3
Sk HﬂHlZmH;w > Wiy, NP7 Pyt xo || P Lot 2
! Ni2>1
- — 2s—13/12 A7—1/3 - - -
+ Tl e > W NETENTY | Pyl o || Py il e | Pl s
! N12 N3
STYACH il| o sl 10 S TYVACE ull 2 s |l Z5 0

Here, we used Ny < N; ' since a € [1,2]. We can evaluate the contribution Jﬁ?w
by the same way with (AI8]). Next, we consider the contribution Jc(j?&g. Lemmas
24 and 211 the Holder inequality and (£2) show

2 - -
J5s S Y W NENal Py Qe (1K) |1z 1Py, Quer (150 |2
NiyooyNi o
k+2

X ||PN3QZL72||L§Lgo H HPNJ‘]”LZ‘;

j=4

SETPalt ) e Y @R NPT Ps @l e 2] Dy P il xos
CT NN

STPCE Y NTPONGPOWR N Pyl e || Py
N1>N3>1

STVl

Xs(a)=1,1

s @l F o0 s S T2CG ull o0

since s(a) — 1 < 0. In a similar manner, we can evaluate the contribution Jg?&j for
j=4,...,k+2 by the same bound.
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Case 3: N, > Nj. In this case, roughly speaking, we compare |3 + &| and k|&5]
where §; is the i-th largest frequency. If |5 + &| > k|&5], we have a suitable non
resonance relation (Lemma [L5]) whereas otherwise we can share the lost derivative

between three functions. We split J; as

k+2
J, < Z Z WNN28 / / PN1U Py,u P<kN5(HPN u) dzdt’ ‘

N>1 N1,...,Ni42

k+2

n Z Z Z WNN28 / / (Py,u, Py,u) M(HPNju)d:cdt/
=3

N>1 Ny,.. ,Nk+2 kN5<<M<N

=: It —|—Jt

Remark that if £ = 2, then the term ]t(?’) does not appear, and it holds that J; < Jt(g)
with the summation Mm<n, instead of D kNs< Mm<nN,- Note also that the contribution
in respectively I; ®) and J, @) of respectively N5 =0 and N5 = M =0 does vanish by
integration by parts. Therefore we can always assume that N5 > 1 in I ) and that
M >11in Jt(?’ . For ]t( , since either Ny ~ N or Ny ~ N, we see from the Young
inequality and the assumption that o < 2 that

Do (@R N Wk NI Pl 2 || Pl 2

N12>Na2,kN22 N1

s WN Nl .
= M;N oy N (m) | D3 Pl 12 || D3 Pyl 2
204V1

N\ °
b Y P () 10:PsulalDsPralis S Kl

No< Ny N

This, Lemma 274, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and (8.2]) show

(3) § : } : 2 A2 2 A72s
N1>N2,kN2> Ny N3,...,Njio

k+2
/ | Paall e | Pyl [T 1P, ot

7=3

Ns
Sl ol Y H( ) DY Pyl

N3>N4>N J= =3

Sk Cg_3||u||i;°1{5 Z ||Dglc/3PKU||L3TLgo Sk T5/805G(00)||u||%%°1{5
K

since s(a) = 1/2 + 28(a) > 7/12 + B(a) for a € [1,2]. For JP, we take the
extensions @ = pr(u) of u defined in (2.I). Note that we have N; ~ Ny ~ N. We
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further decompose Jt(?’) as in Case 2. In the same sprit as ([{IT), with a slight abuse

of notation, we define the functional for the sake of notation:

']0(2) (ulv e 7uk+2)

Y Y Y e

N>1 Nl,...,Nk+2 k;N5<<M§N3

k+2
//H(ul,UQ)PM(Hu])dxdt/
RJT =3

Putting R = N,/ M*3 we obtain

Jt(g) < Jg)(PJ\H 1]tn,ll‘§ihaa PNzlt'aa PN3a> T ’PNk+2a)
+ JS)(PN1 13&?}%727 PNQ]‘il,i;gfhra? PNsav e 7PNk+2u>

+ JS)(PJW 13&?;%\]127 PNQH?EEV?L PNsuv T 7PNk+2ﬂ) = Jo(g?l + Jo(g?2 + JS?ZS
Obviously, we have for any € > 0 (for instance, € = f(«))

> 1SN, (4.19)

MZ<N3

where the implicit constant does not depend on N3. By (4I9), (2.4) and the same

argument as that of Jg?l, we obtain

3 3 - -
ok + I 20 S Tl ol ey Se T CF e

For Jg?g, Lemma implies that Q1| = MN{Y ~ [& + &|NY. So, defining
L := MNY, we have

Jg’?g < IO (P, Q21 (LeR), Py LR, Pyt -+, Py, )
+ I (P, Qer (13), Py, Qe (15), Pyt -+ Py, 10)
+ JP (Pn, Qer (1510), Py, Qe (1350), Py Q2 1ty -+, Payy 1)
+- 4 Jg)(PN1Q<<L(1}f?E'a)a PN2Q<<L(1EJV%V{L)> Pn,Qertt,- -+, Pr, ,Q>11)

3 3
= Jéo??:,l ot Jéo?3,k+2-

It is worth noting that R < L = MN7{ since N; > 1. For Jg?&l, we use the
argument of Jg?&l. Lemmas 2.4 and 2.1, the Hélder inequality, (£.5), (AI8) and
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(4.19) show
k+2
3 . y y
TS Y Y wR NP MIIP, Qe (1) 2, | Pro iRl T I1Pw, ]z
Nl,...,Nk+2 M§N3 7=3

k+2
Sk D D W NPl xoa | Pany et gz TP @l e,
j=3

N1,Ns....Nj 12 M<N3
+TVCE ST S Wk NPTV MY Pl xoa | Powy ] e 12
N1>N3 M<N3

Sk TYACE | oo g Nl tl| s10 S TYVACE |l Lo s

ullzs .

We can estimate the contribution JS?&Q by the same way. For the contribution
J (3?373, similarly to Jg?gvg, we see from ([A2), (£I9) and Lemma 2] that

o0

3 “ 1 k— — - .
Tohss STl D Wl NN || Pyt e 121 DY Pyt o
T NizNs>1

S TY2CE |l o1 [0l 1y S T2 CEull s

In a similar manner, we can estimate the contribution Jg?&j forj=4,....,k+2by
the same bound.

Finally, we consider the contribution of ¢4 (£3)&3. We may assume that N3 > kNj.
Otherwise the proof is the same as the contribution of A;. When N3 > kN, we

can obtain the desired estimate as in Case 2. This completes the proof. (]

5. ESTIMATE FOR THE DIFFERENCE

We provide the estimate (at the regularity s — 1) for the difference w of two
solutions wu, v of (IL3)). In this section, we do not use the frequency envelope, so we

always argue on the standard Sobolev space H*(T).

Proposition 5.1. Let 0 < T < 1, a € [1,2] and 2 > s > s(a) = 1/2 + 25(a).
Let uw and v be two solutions of (L3)) belonging to Z%. and associated with the inital
data ug € H*(T) and vy € H*(T), respectively. Then there exists an entire function

G = G[f] that is increasing and non negative on Ry such that

0l ger < llto = w21 + TG

23+ ollz)lwl g ol e, (5.1)

where we set w = u — v.

Proof. According to Lemma .7 we notice that u,v € Z5. Observe that w satisfies

Ohw + Lapiw = =0,(f(u) — f(v)) (5-2)
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Rewriting f(u) — f(v) as

(k) (k) k=l ,
F)— f) =3 f k!(O) W =) =3 f kl(o)wzuzvk—l—z

E>1 ' i=0

™
\
[

and arguing as in the proof of Proposition L8], we see from (5.2) that for ¢ € [0, 7]

[f®(0)] '
; 2 49 LCAN vl I,
lw(®)] ot T ; (k= 1)l ief0noh1y &

her < llwol

where wy = ug — v and

If =) N2

N>1

t
//uivk_l_injzvaxwdxdt'
0 Jt

It is clear that [ iO = 0 by the integration by parts. Therefore we are reduced to

estimate the contribution of

t
Il =Y NG / / zFw P2 0,w dxdt' (5.3)
No1 o Jr
where z* stands for u'v*~¢ for some i € {0, .., k}. We set
C() = ||u| zs, + ||'U| Zs.-
We claim that for any &£ > 1 it holds
Iy < CRTVACEG(Co) [l gyl o (5.4)

that clearly leads (5.1)) by taking ({.9) and (.1 into account since ) ;- WC”“C{; <
0.

In the sequel we fix £ > 1 and we estimate ]};. We also use the notation a < b
defined in (AI3]). The contribution of the sum over N < 1 in (B.3)) is easily estimated

thanks to (2.5) by
t
Z(l\/]\f)2(s_1) / /zkafV&de:cdt’
0 Jr

N&L (5.5)

ST Z ||7~U||L;°H;*1 ||sz§,8xw||L%oH;75 Sk TCgHszL;OH;*l‘
N<1

In the last inequality, we used 1 — s < 1/2. Therefore, in what follows, we can
assume that N > 1. A similar argument to ([@LI5]) yields

t
ZN2(3_1) / /zkafvﬁxwd:cdt’
o Jr

N>1

< Z Z N2(s—1)

N>1Ni,...;Ng12

k+2

t
/ /H(PNl’LU,PNZ’LU)HPNijdIdt,‘ = Jt,
0 JT =3
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where II(f, g) is defined by (29) and z; € {u,v} for i € {3, ..,k + 2}. By symmetry,
we may assume that Ny > Ny. Moreover, we may assume that N3 > N, for k = 2
and N3 > Ny > N5 = max;>5 N; for £ > 3. Note again that the cost of this choice
is a constant factor less than (k + 2)*. It is also worth noticing that the frequency
projectors in II(+, -) ensure that N; ~ N or Ny ~ N and in particular N; 2 N. We
also remark that we can assume that N3 > 1 since the contribution of N3 = 0 does
vanish by integration by parts. Finally we note that we can also assume that Ny > 1

since in the case Ny = 0 we must have N3 2 N;/k and it is easy to check that

k+2
Pow| g, 1Tzl S TC(])CHWHi%OH;* :
=4

Ji S kTHwHLg?H;*l 15| Lge g

We consider the contribution of J;, dividing it into three cases:

o Ny <ENy (k> 2),
[} N1 >>]€N4 and NQZN3 (orkzland NQZN3),
o Nl >>]<3N4 and N2<<N3 (01"]{3:1 and N2<<N3).

Case 1: Ny S ENy (k> 2).
Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, ([A.16]), (B.I) and (B3]) imply that

k42

2 4
Jo< Y NE NS [Pl [T IPvzalls, TT 1PN 200,
j=1 n—=3 =5

Ni,...;Ng12

a2 NE Pl [Pl [Prsl [Paile
N3>NyZk=1N1>k=1No

25— B(a)—1/2 1/2-8(0) 5 B(a)
,Sk C’(])f—2 E k2s—25(o¢) Nl N2 %
]fN4 kN4 N3

N3>NyZk=1N1>k—1No

2 4
< [TIDZ27@ Pyl g TTID: ) Przall s,

j=1 n=3

Sk TP CG(Co)||w]

2
L Hy ™!

since 2s — B(a) —1/2 > 0 and s — f(a) > 1/2 — B(a) > 0. Note that in the last
step we also used that —1/2 + f(a) = s(a) — 1 — B(«) since s(a) = 1/2 + 28(«).
Case 2: Ny > kN, and N, 2 N3 (or k=1 and Ny, 2 N3).

In this case, the contribution of .J; in this case can be estimated by the same way
as the contribution of A; in Proposition 8] replacing N?*, Py, u, Py,u, Py,u for
j=3,...,k+2by N*¢=V Py w, Py,w, Py,z; for j =3,...,k+ 2, respectively.
Case 3: Ny > kN, and N, < N3 (or k=1 and N, < Nj).
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Note that in this case Ny ~ N3 ~ N > N,V N,. We further divide the contribu-
tion of J; into three cases:
e No >kN,ork=1,
e kN, = Ny 2 N5 (or k=2 and Ny = Ns),
e Ny < Nj (k> 3).
Subcase 3.1: Ny > kN, or k = 1. Recall that we have Ny > 1 and thus this sub-
case contains the case N, = 0. We take the extensions w = pr(w) (resp. 2, = pr(z;)
for j > 3) of w (resp. z; for j > 3) defined in ([Z1)). For simplicity, with a slight

abuse of notation, we shall use the following notation:

k+2

ng)(ul,..- Uppo) = Z Z N1 // (uy, ug Hujdxdt
N>1 N1, Niyo
Setting R = N11/3N§/3, we divide J; as
Jo < JEV (P, 1,80, Py, Pay1iZs, PryZa, -+ Py Zis2)
+ JED (P, 1050, Py, Py 1,823, Prv,Za, -+, Py o)

+ J(3.1)(PN11 p) PN27D, PNslt,Ré& PN4247 T 7PNk+2’ék+2)
= C(>01+J002 +J(31

For J&7 7', we see from ([@3) that ||1hlgh|| < TYANTVA N5, which gives

k+2

JEV S ST NETE 0l Pl e 2 1 Py s || Py Zs | e 22 HHPN]»ZJHL?Z

Ni,..;Ni 2

ST Y NES‘“‘*N;HPWHLMHPNngLm||P~leg||Ltng
N1,N2

ey <k TG w3

ooHS 1 ooHs 1-

Here, in the first inequality, we used N3*~* < N7*7! since s > s(a) > 1/2. In the
last inequality, we also used (2.4)). In a snmlar manner, we can also estimate J (3 1
by the same bound as that of Jc(j' For J 3 , we note that |Qgy1] 2 No NP =: L
by Lemma [4.4l This enables us to decompose Jéo:) as

JS;ZI’)) < JS'I)(PNlQZL(ll W), Pr,, PNgltO;%véiia -, Pn,. o Zk42)
+ JEV(Py, Qe (LR0), Pryth, Pry Q1 (15 25), -+, Py ynZis2)
+ JEV (P, Qer(LPRD), PryQarth, Py, Qer (1%5%5), -, Pryyyisa) + -
+ J(g'l)(PN1Q<<L(1loww) Prn,Q <0, PN3Q<<L(1tOE733) o Pny Q>0 2k42)

3.1
= IS T
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where Jg’é)n for 4 < n < k + 2 corresponds to the term in which (> lands on
Py, Z,. Tt is worth noting that R < L. Then, the Holder inequality, (5], (£.IJ)
and Lemma 2.1] imply that

3.1
3

k+2

S Y NE PN Qe (L)l 1Pyl e | Pas 1R 25l 2, T [ 1P, 2l e,
=4

N1y Niq2

Sk Cg_l Z N128_1_OCHPN1UV)HXO’1||PN2w||L?OH;1/2HP~N1 1}:%23”Lf’x
N1,N2

SOt D NPT Py | xon | Prey@ | e gy | P LeZs 1,
N1,N2
_'_T1/40(I]s—1 Z Nfs_13/12_aN2_1/3||PN1U)||XO'1HPN2wHLtooH;1/2||PNN123HL§°L%
N1,N2

Sk T1/4C§||w||L§°H;*1||w| xo-21 S THACG|w]

z57! ||7~U||L;°H;*1-

By the same way, we can obtain

Xs—11 Sk T1/4C(I)€||w||i%o]{;*1 .

3.1 — . .«
Tz Sn TV 0N e e |12

Next, we consider the contribution of Jgé)g Lemma 2.1], the Holder inequality and

([@2) show

k+2

JEVs S D NETY P 1 a1 Pn,Qarl| e || Pyl ooz T 1P, 25l ee
Nl,...,Nk+2 =4
Sk TG Y NPT ONG | Pyt e || D Pyt o || Py 2 o 2
N12>Na
Sk TVPCE M| oy 1 25l coorry Y NNy M| Py ]| 2

N12>N>
Sk TV2Cg |||

xo-21 || 0| poe gzt S Tl/zC(]waHz;*lHw”L;OH;”
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since s > s(a) > 1/2. Similarly, we obtain

J(3-1)

00,3,4

Sk CE? Y NPTHIPh Ul 1 1 Pl e, | Py 2l e 12 | P, Q21 2 220
N1,N2,Ny

Sk T1/2c(l)f—2 Z Nfs—a_1N2_1||PN1w”L§°L%||PN2'J]||L?<>H;/2
N1,N2,Ny

X || Poni 25l g 21| Py Zal | x1/20
SJT1/205_2HwHLt°°H;*1HwHLtooH;1/2||é3||L?°H§ D NP Zallx e
N12>Ny

< Y2051 24| w11 HszL;’OH;"l <k T1/205||w||2L;9H;*1-

We see from the above argument that Jgé)] for 5 < j < k+ 2 can be estimated by

the same bound as that of Jg;éh.

Subcase 3.2: N5 < Ny < kN, (or k=2 and Ny 2 N,). Note that the cases Ny =
0 or Ny = 0 have been already treated so that we can assume that Ny > 1 and
N, > 1. Tt suffices to consider the case Ny < Ny < Ny since k£ > 1. First we set

t k+2
LY > N / / 0, Py Py,wPryw | | P,z dedt!
N>>1Ni,....;Nj 19 0 JT =3

k+2

t
/ / Py, w0, P¥ Pn,w H Py, z; dzdt’
o JT e

+ Z Z N2(s—1)

N>1 va"'ka+2

_ It(s.z) +Jt(3'2)-

For ]t(3.2)7 we further divide it as in Case 3 in Proposition L8k

[t(3.2)

< Z N2(s—1)
+ Z Z N2(s—1)

kNsV1<M SNy

3.2 3.2
I 1

t k+2
/ /amPJ%PlePNSZ;;PSst\/l (PN2w H PNjZ) dxdt"
0 T

j=1

t k42
/ / 0y P2 Py, w P, 23 Py <PN2w 12,2 ) dxdt’
0 T

J=4

where }° denotes >° oy 2o, ,,, for the sake of simplicity. Remark that if k = 2,
then the term It(i'z) does not appear, and it holds that ]15(3'2) < ]t(,?;'Q) with the

. . 3.2 . .
summation ),y instead of > ;v\ <, For It(71 ), Holder’s, Bernstein’s and
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Minkowski’s inequalities, ([B.2]) and ([B.4]) give

t
P Y NETUEAND VL) / | Py w| 22| Povy 23 22 | Pryw]) 1

Ni,...;Ni 42

k+2
X || Pryzall |l Prs zsllca [ 1Py 25l et

=6

AN VRVERNIC
< Ol sl 3 (—) ( )
T Tz N4 N4
N4z N2> N5

X [|D; 5" Py w|| g 1a | DY Py, 2all .14 (|1 D3/ Py 25| .10

5
S TR GOl g - [0l ez [T 2607 g
i=4

< T5/SC§G(CO)HW||2L;OH;*1

since s(a) > 7/12 + B(«). In order to estimate [157?;.2)’ we further decompose it. We
take the extensions w = pr(w) (resp. Z; = pr(z;) for j > 3) of w (resp. z; for j > 3)
defined in (Z1]). As in Subcase 3.1, with a slight abuse of notation, we shall use the

followig notation:

[éié) (u17 e 7uk+2)

- T e

N>1 Nl,...,Nk+2 kN5V1<<M§N4

k+2
/ /(&Pﬁul)ug),PM (UQ Huj)d:cdt'
RJT j=4

Putting R = N,/ M*/3 we see that

(3.2) (3.2) high .. - .~ .« .
It,2 < 100,2 (PN1 1t’R w, PN2w7 PNgltZ37 PN4Z47 e 7PNk+2zk+2)
(3.2) low ,+ ¥ high » 3 2
+ 100’2 (PNl]-t,Rw’ PNZUJ, PNB]‘t,R Z3, PN4Z4, coee >PNk+22k+2)
(3.2) low . - low < .
+ 100,2 (PNl 1t7Rwa PNzwa PN31t7RZ3a PN4Z4, e ’PNk-+QZk+2)

oo

3.2 3.2 3.2
= 150,2?1 + 1 ,2?2 + ]c(>o,2?3'
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For IS2 1, we see from ([@3) that || 18" < TYANTY*M~1. Then, we have

0072,1 ~
N1,...;Ng 2 ENsVIKM SNy

k+2
Py (PNQw 112~z )
j=4

ST Y > N P e 2| P sl e 2
Ni,..;.Npio MSNy

0SS NE Ul Pr bl ere | Pa Bl s

o0
Lt,x

k+2
Py [ [ P, %
=4 Lo H; 12
Note that (2.7) leads to
k+2
Z PNszPNjéj ) Sk C§_2||PN424||H50||PN2'LZ]||H;1/2 (56)
Ns,..y Niy 2 j=4 Hy

with 1/2 < 59 < s. This together with (£19) and (2.4]) shows that

Z4 HL‘X’H“’ Z N—1/4

Ny

183, Sk TVACE 20| oo st 10 oo s 1 25 e s

Similarly, Lg?z can be estimated by the same bound as above. For I 2 3, Lemma

shows |Qg11| 2 MNP ~ |& + &4 N Therefore, setting L := M N{, we have

Ic(sg?: ](32 (PN1Q>L(1}€ ) PNQw PN3 tRZ37"' 7PNk+2ék+2>

VEI

+ 19D Py Qe (L30), Py, Pry Q1 (1%%), -+ , Py 5us2)
+ Igg) (PN1Q<<L( )7 PN2Q>Lwa PN3Q<L(1tO;2vé3)a e 7PNk+2ZV/k+2) o

+Iéo2 (Prn, Qi tRw) Pr, Qe PnyQuer,(1553), -, Pryyy @21 5142)

3.
= 10D+ 18D,

where ]( g, ford <n <k + 2 corresponds to the term in which (> lands on
Py, Z,. The contribution of 1% 2 3 | is estimated, thanks to Lemma 211 (4.16)), (4.9),



ONE-DIMENSIONAL DISPERSIVE EQUATIONS WITH GENERAL NONLINEARITY 37

EI8) and [B.6), by

(3:2)
00,2,3,1
S D > NPTIOM T Payb | xon || P 1 sl 12
N1,...7Nk+2 1VkN5<<M§N4
k+2
X PM<PN2wHPNij)
j=4 Ly
k+2
SO D NP P x| Pay 1% 2l || Pre [ | P
) Py} L?H{l/z

N1,.:Njy2 M<Ny
Sk O 2Nl oz D> > (NP2 Py bl o || Pny LeZs 2z || PrvaZall o oo
N1ZNy MSNy

+ TYANT 22 V=13 Py b || o || Pony 28| e 2 || Pova Zal| 250 7120 )
Zall Lo s Sk T1/4C(’f||w|

z5t ||7~U||L;°H;*1

xs-21 23| Lo g

Sk T1/4C(]]€_2||w||Lt°°H£’1 ]

with 1/2 < sg < s. Here, we used N; ¢ < Nl_1 since a« > 1. Similarly, we can
estimate IS';?M by

762 < I @] [l Tl/40§||w[|i%oH;71.

00,2,3,2 ~

Next, for 127, ,, thanks to Lemma 2T, (@3), @), @2) and (6), we have

[(3-2)

00,2,3,3
ST 3" > NPT M| Pyt ez || P 25 e 2
N1, Niyo M<N4
2

(Pn,Qzr0) H Py z

xo2 > > NPT Pyl ez || P, Zsl e 22 || P Za e oo

N1 >Ny M<N,
B[ xs-2 ||| pgo g1 S T2CF ]

X

<k TV2C5 2|l

z37! HwHLg?H;*l

Sk T2CE 2|12 oo s | 24| 5o s
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with 1/2 < sy < s. Here, we used N;® < N, '. By a similar argument, we also have

(3.2)
100234

STV Y Y NPTM| Py ez || P 2l e 12
N1,.ooNjy2 M<Ny

k+2
(PN2Q<<MN$U))(PN4QZMN?'§4) H P,z

j=b
Sk TVCE | e Y, D NP2 Pov@ll e 1z | P Zsl| e 12 | P Zal

Ni12ZNgy M<SNy

Sk T2CE 20| oo s |2l om0 D N3~ NEY| Py, b | oo 2 || P, 25 o2
N1

L2H, Y2

Xso,l

XS(&)*LleHL‘X’HS 1 Sk Tl/zCkH HL°°HS L

2

S TVPCE || 28| g s

Here, we chose so € (1/2,s(a)) and used N;* < N;*. Similarly, we can estimate
Iéo 53n for 5 <n < k+2 by the same bound as that of ]éo 23,4, Which completes the
estimate of the contribution of It(?’ . On the other hand, the contribution of Jt(?’ 2
can be controlled by It(g,z) since s > 1/2 and NZ*7' < N1,

Subcase 3.3: Ny < N5 (k > 3). Recall that we can assume Ny > 1 and note that
we can also assume that N5 > 1 since N5 = 0 is included in Subcase 3.2: Ny = Nj.
As in Subcase 3.2, we evaluate 115(3'2) and Jt(?"z). Define Ly, for k > 3 so that L3 := N

and Ly := Ny V kNg for k£ > 4. We decompose

It(s.z) < ZNz(s 1)

k42
/ /6 PNPN1WPN323P<Lk (PN2w H PN z])dxdt

j=4
k+2
+ Z Z N2(s 1) / /a P PNl'LUPNgZ?)PM (PNngPN Z])dl’dt
Lp<MSNy Jj=4

3.3 3.3
= ]t(,l ) + [t(,2 )a

where }_ denotes >° o, oy, y,,, for simplicity. In what follows, we may assume

that k > 4 since the case k = 3 can be treated by the same way as Subcase 3.2. For
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It(i'?’), Holder’s, Bernstein’s and Minkowski’s inequalities, (B:2]) and (B4 give

3.3
I
< 2s—1 p73/4 2s—1 3/4
SO>S0 NETNE YT NPT (RN
Ny,....Npyo NiyooosNiqo
No>kNg No<kNg
t k42
></ 1P, wl| 22 | Py 23 2 11 P wl| | Pova 2l 11 P 25 s | [ 1P, 23 et
0 ,
j=6
5 N, 7/12
Sk Cg_QHWHL;OH;*l Z ||D;5/12PN2'LU||L%L§ H (F) HD;/HPMZZ'HL%L‘;
N4>N5>>Na i=4 ¢
. Ny 5/12 o
+ Co ||7~U||L°°H;*1 Z N 1D, PN2w||L3TL;§
T N4
N4>N5>N2VNg
ARK N 7/12
< (R0) 1D Pl (3)  IDYPrasaligasl Prosal,
Sk T5/8C(1)6G(CQ)||1UH%%OH;71

since s(a) > 7/12 + B(«). On the other hand, If%g) can be estimated by the same
way as 157?;'2). We also notice that Jt(?"z) is controlled by 1,5(3'2). This concludes the

proof. O

6. LOCAL AND GLOBAL-WELL-POSEDNESS

6.1. Unconditional local well-posedness in H*(T) for s > s(«).

6.1.1. Unconditional uniqueness. Let ug € H*(T) with s > s(«) and let u, v be two
solutions to the Cauchy problem (L3)-(L2) that belong to L¥H?®. According to
Lemma .7 we know that u,v € Z5 and Propositon 5.1l together with (41) ensure
that u = v on [0, Tp] with 0 < Ty < T that only depends on ||u] Z) -

Therefore u(7y) = v(1p) and we can reiterate the same argument on [T, 7']. This

Z;(a) + ||'U’

proves that u = v on [0,7] after a finite number of iteration.

6.1.2. Local existence. We fix a € [1,2] . It is well known (see [I]) that the Cauchy
problem ([3)-(L2), with L., satisfying Hypotheses [l is locally well-posed in
H*(T) for s > 3/2 with a minimal time of existence T" = T'(||uol| ,3). Indeed, for
any s € R and any smooth function g the H*-scalar product (L,119,g)ns vanishes,
and the classical energy method (which consists of the parabolic regularization, the
Kato—Ponce commutator estimate [15] and the Bona—Smith argument [4]) can be
applied. So let u € C([0,Ty]; H°(T)) be a smooth solution to (I3]) emanating from
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a smooth initial data ug € H*°(T). According to Lemma [£.7] and Proposition
with wy = 1, there exists an increasing entire function G non negative on R, such
that

el Zse s < NollZe + TG (lull o ) el s (6.1)

for any 0 < 7' < min(1,7}) and any 2 > s > s(«).
Taking s = s(a) in (1) and setting 77 = G(2]ug|

o), we deduce from

a continuity argument that for all 0 < T < min(7p,T1) it holds [lul]?. .. <
T
2||ug||%sa)- Re-injecting this in (GI)) we obtain that for any 2 > s > s(a) and

any 0 < T < min(7p,71) it holds ||u||2L&.9H < 2|ug|
posedness result in H*(T) for s > 3/2 ensures that u does exist on [0,7}] with
u € C(0, Ti): H*(T).

Now let us fix up € H*(T) with 2 > s > s(«). Setting ug,, = P<p uo, it is clear
that the sequence {ug,},>1 belongs to H>(T) and converges to ug in H*(T). We

2. Therefore the local well-

deduce from above that the emanating sequence of solutions {u,},>; to (L3) is
included in C([0,7T]; H*(R)) with T'" = G(2|uo|
2||uo||%. Moreover, we infer from Propositon 5.l together with (7)) that {u, },>1
is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,T]; H*~!(T)) and thus converges to some function
u € L>(]0, T[; H*(T)) strongly in C([0,T]; H*'(T)) for any s’ < s and in particular
in C([0,7] x T).We can thus pass to the limit on the nonlinear term f(u,) and u
satisfies (L3)-(L2) at least in the distributional sense.

mee) 1t and satisfies ||Un||%%oHs <

6.1.3. Strong continuity in H*(T). Let u be the solution emanating from u, €
H*(T). It suffices to check that u(t) is continuous in H*(T) at ¢ = 0 thanks to
time translation invariance and reversibility in time (invariance by the change of
variables (¢,z) — (—t,—x)) of (L3)) together with the uniqueness of the solution.
Since u € C([0,T]; H*(T)) N L>(]0, T[; H*(T)) for s' < s, the standard argument
(see [Theorem 2.1, [40]] for instance) yields that u(t) is weakly continuous in H*(T)
on [0,7]. In particular, it holds that ||ug|/gs < liminf, .o ||u(t)||gs. On the other
hand, we see from (L8) with wy = 1 that limsup,_,, [|u(t)]
Ju(®)|[zs < |lullzsems for any t € [0,T] (see for instance [Lemma 2.4, [32]]). It
thus follows that lim; .o ||u(?)||gs = ||uol
shows that w(t) is continuous in H*(T) at ¢ = 0.

ms < ||uol|lgs since

ps. This together with the weak continuity

6.1.4. Continuity with respect to initial data. Here, we make use of the frequency
enveloppe w. Following [23], for any sequence {ugy}r>1 converging to wug in H*(T)

there exists a dyadic sequence {wy} of positive numbers satisfies wy < wony < dwy
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for N > 1 such that

l|uo || s, < o0, iup |wok]| s < oo and wy 400 (6.2)
>1

By Remark 2] we may assume that 1 < 0 < 2. Now let {ugstr>1 € H*(T),
with supysy [luokllzs < 2|luol
satisfying (€2). Applying Lemma [7 and Proposition .8 with {wy} we infer that
the sequence of solution {uy}r>1 emanating from {wgy}r>1 is bounded in LFPH?
with 7' = G (4]|uo|| sy ) ~*. This together with the Lipschitz bound (E1) in H*~(T)
ensures {uyfr>1 converges to u in C([0,7]; H*(T)).

ms, that converges to up in H*(T) and let {wx}

7. GLOBAL EXISTENCE

(L3) is Hamiltonian and enjoys at least two conservation laws that correspond
to the conservation of the mass and of the energy. The local-wellposedness result
ensures that (L3) is wellposed in the energy space H*/%(T) for a € [v/2,2]. In this
section we take advantage of this to prove some global existence result in this case.

Note that since p,41 is odd, p”Tl(f) is well-defined on Z. We denote by 9, 'L, the

pa+1(k) .

Fourier multiplier by ==

7.1. Conservation laws. Assume that the ug € H?(T) and let u € C([0, T]; H3(T))
be the associated solution to ([L3]). Multiplying (I.3]) by w and integrating by parts,
using that p,41 is odd and w is real valued, we infer that M(u) = [, u?(z) dx is an
invariant of the motion. In the same way multiplying (I3)) by 9;'Lyy1u+ f(u) and
integrating by parts we infer that
Blu) =+ / w0 Loy + / Flu)
2 Jr T

where

YO e e [
F@ =3 g™ e R = [

is conserved along the flow. Now from Hypothesis [I] we infer that

£, Ve > 4. (7.1)

Therefore p‘”Tl(g) > 0 for [£] > & and denoting by A, /» the Fourier multiplier defined
by

poe-i—l(g) ~

— ot (k) .
Ao ppu(k) = o 2( )U(k‘)hk\z&o
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we may thus rewritte fT u0y 1Loﬁrlu as
/u3 Lapiu= ) pa+£1(£) \A(k)\2+/|/\a/2pz§ou\2
1<|k|<& T
with
Pa
[ WaPotgal? ~ 1Pl and | 3

1<[k[<&o

+1(€) A(

£ )P < Kollullfe (72)

for some fixed Ky > 0. In particular, u — [ ud, " Loi1u is continuous from H*/*(T)
into R which ensure that these conservation laws remain valid for ug € H®/%(T)

thanks to the continuity with respect to initial data of the flow-map.

7.2. Arbitrary large initial data. We assume that we are in one of the two
following situations:
e Case 1: |[F(z)] S (14 |z|P™) for some 0 < p < 2 + 1.
e Case 2: There exists B > 0 such that F'(z) < B, Vz € R.
In Case 1, it holds

‘ /
T
1

Therefore since p < 2o+ 1 and thus *— < 2, the conservation of the L?-norm

+1-2-1
w)| S+l ST+l S 1+l

pF+1

ll ez

together with Young’s inequality and (7.2)) lead to

yémwﬂs%+awwmmmmm_aw [ AaraPogul? + ol

The conservation of the energy and (.2]) then ensure that the trajectory of v remains
bounded in H%/2(T). This, together with the local well-posedness result, leads to
the global existence of the solution in H*(T) for s > «/2. Typical examples of Case
1 are:

e f(x) is a polynomial function of degree strictly less than 2a + 1.

e f(z) is a polynomial function of sin(x) and cos(x).

In Case 2, it holds fT ) < 27 B and the conservation of the energy together with
((C2)) ensure that for any t € [0,7]

[u(t)]|Far2 S E(uo) + M (uo) + /T F(u) < E(ug) + M(ug) + 27 B

that leads to the global existence result. Typical examples of Case 2 are:

e f(x) is a polynomial function of odd degree with lir}rﬂ f(z) = —oc.
T—>+00

o f(x) = —exp(z) or f(x) = —sinh(z).
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7.3. Small initial data. We set

) (©) = MO s
Fm=;%ﬁ%*:””lgfaMszggL%k'

Then the conservations of M and FE lead to

B(u) + (K°+12_ fl(o))M(u) _ %A((Ko+1)|u|2+u8;1La+1u> +/TF(U)
= )+ (BT ) )

where Ky > 0 is the constant interfering in (7.2).

We observe that lirr(l] G(z) = |f'(0)/6] and thus there exists dy > 0 such that for
T—

|| ase < 0g it holds |G(u)| < G([Jul[ze) < |f'(0)]. Under this restriction we thus

have
[ | <170 [ 1 < culro)tut..
T T

Therefore according to (7.2)-(7.3) there exists a positive constant C; > 0 that de-

pends on L, such that

) J'(0
Cullulyers — ColFO) Nl < B )+ (Ko 41~ 20 ) arw)
We set
_ Colf'(0)] 1 (2 3
C= max(T, 2—50) and p(x) = Cy(x* — Ca”).
It is easy to check that p(z) < C12*—Co|f'(0)] 2* on Ry and that p(55) = & (£ )? >
0.
Let s > a/2. We infer from above that for any ug € H*(T) such that
f'(0) ChCry?
E(uo) + (Ko +1-4 )M(uo) <= ( C) (7.4)

the solution u € C'([0,7] ; H°(T)) emanating from ug satisfies

Pl o) < (o) + (Ko + 1= L) o) < L(SY 2s)

for any ¢t € [0,7] such that [[u(t)||gar < do. Since p(1/2C) = S ()2 and
1/2C < &, a continuity argument ensures that for vy € H®/?(T) satisfying (Z.4)
with ||ug|| ez < 0o, the emanating solution u verifies ([Z3]) for all times and thus
can be extended globally in times according to the LWP result. Finally since of
course, by the continuity of the energy in H*/?(T), (Z4) is satisfied for |Jug||gas
small enough, this leads to the global existence result in H*(T), s > «/2, for initial

data with H®/>-norm small enough.
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