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Abstract. In this paper, we consider the convergence problem of the Kawahara equation
uy + adu + BAPu + 0,(u?) =0

on the real line with rough data. Firstly, by using Strichartz estimates as well as high-
low frequency idea, we establish two crucial bilinear estimates, which are just Lemmas
3.1-3.2 in this paper; we also present the proof of Lemma 3.3 which shows that s > —%
is necessary for Lemma 3.2. Secondly, by using frequency truncated technique and high-
low frequency technique, we show the pointwise convergence of the Kawahara equation

with rough data in H%(R)(s > i); more precisely, we prove

limu(z,t) = u(z,0), a.e.x € R,
t—0

where u(x,t) is the solution to the Kawahara equation with initial data u(x,0). Lastly,

we show

lim sup |u(z,t) — U(t)ug| =0

t—0 z€R

with rough data in H5(R)(s > —3).
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1. Introduction
In this paper, we investigate the Cauchy problem for the Kawahara equation
uy + ad’u + BPu+ 0,(u*) =0,z € R, (1.1)
u(z,0) = up(x), (1.2)

where o # 0, § are real numbers.

The Kawahara equation arises in the study of the water waves with surface tension,
in which the Bond number takes on the critical value, where the Bond number represents
a dimensionless magnitude of surface tension in the shallow water regime [2, 33, 37]. Some
authors have studied the Cauchy problem for the Kawahara equation on the real line
(7,9, 17, 18, 28, 29, 34, 36, 53-55] and [35] on the torus and [9] on the half-line. By
using the Fourier restriction norm method introduced in [6] and developed in [30, 31],
Chen et al. [10] and Jia and Huo [29] independently proved that the Cauchy problem
for (1.1) is locally well-posed in H*(R)(s > —%). Chen and Guo [11] proved that the
Cauchy problem for (1.1) is globally well-posed in H*(s > —1) with the aid of I-method
introduced in [13]. Kato [34] proved that the Cauchy problem for the Kawahara equation
is locally well-posed in H*(R)(s > —2) with the aid of some resolution spaces and ill-
posed in H*(R)(s < —2) by using the argument of [1]. Kato [36] proved that the Cauchy
problem for the Kawahara equation is globally well-posed in H*(R)(s > —32%) with the
aid of I-method.

Now we recall the research history of pointwise convergence problem of some linear
dispersive equations. Carleson [8] firstly investigated the pointwise convergence problem
of one dimensional Schrédinger equation in H*(R)(s > 1/4). Some authors have in-
vestigated the pointwise convergence problem of the Schrodinger equation in dimensions
n > 2 [3-5,12, 16, 19-21, 23, 24, 26, 39, 42-44, 47-52] and established an improved max-
imal inequality for 2D fractional order Schrédinger operators [45] and established the
maximal estimates for Schrodinger equation with inverse-square potential [46]. Dahlberg
and Kenig [19] showed that the pointwise convergence problem of the Schrodinger equa-
tion is invalid in H*(R")(s < 1). Bourgain [5] presented counterexamples showing that
when s < D +1) (n > 2), the pointwise convergence problem of n dimensional Schrédinger
equation does not hold in H*(R"). Recently, Du et al. [22] proved that the pointwise
convergence problem of two dimensional Schrodinger equation is valid in H*(R?) with
s > 1. Du and Zhang [24] showed that the pointwise convergence problem of n dimen-

sional Schrodinger equation is valid for data in H*(R")(s > n > 3).

2(n+1) +1)
Compaan [14] studied the smooth property and dispersive blow-up of semilinear

Schrodinger equation. Compaan et al. [15] showed the convergence problem of the



nonlinear Schrédinger flows with rough data and random data. Linares and Ramos
40, 41] showed the pointwise convergence results for the flow of the generalized Zakharov-
Kuznetsov equation.

In this paper, motivated by [14, 15, 40, 41], we show 15% u(z,t) = u(z,0), a.e.x €
R, where u(z,t) is the solution to the Kawahara equation with rough data in H*(R)(s >
1

1); we also show

lim sup |u(x,t) — U(t)up| =0
t—=0 .eR

with rough data in H*(R)(s > —3).

We present some notations before stating the main results. |FE| denotes by the
Lebesgue measure of set E. A ~ B means that there exists C' > 0 such that £|A| <
|B| < C|A|. We define a smooth jump function 7(£) such that n(¢) = 1 for || < 1 and
n(€) =0 for || > 2 and ¢(§) = a&® — BE3. We define

a:max{l,(Q )%},

Z.f(6) = \/% /R 1€ £ () d,
_ 1 .

F(E) = T /R e f(x)d,

3B
15%0"

1 e
FHer) = o [ e )t
R
1 ; )
FE) = o [ (o tydudr,
R

Ut)f = %27 /Remg_’“(“%u()<s>df,

af __ i € or
=g | e
_ 1 i
Pf=g | et

The space H*(R) is the completion of the Schwartz function space on R with respect to
the norm || flz=m) = [[€)*Fafllr2m), where (§)* = (1+[¢[*)2. The space X,,(R?) is

defined to be the completion of the Schwartz function space on R* with respect to the

norm

lullx, ,m2) = H<€>S<0>b9U(€,7)HL§T-

Here, o = 7 + ¢(&).

The main results are as follows:



Theorem 1.1. (Bilinear estimate related to Kawahara equation) For s > —% + 4e,

b = —% +2cand b = % + €. Then, we have

102 (wuo)llx_, < Cllwlly,, [lu2llx, , - (1.3)

Remark 1. Theorem 1 is the new proof of Corollary 3.3 of [29]. Jia and Huo used the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Strichartz estimates to establish Corollary 3.3 of [29].
In this paper, we only use the Strichartz estimates to establish Theorem 1.1. Moreover,

Lemma 2.6 plays an important role in establishing Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. (Bilinear estimate related to Kawahara equation). Let s, = § + 2e,

b/:_%+2e,b:%+§ ands22—%+e. Then, we have

|0: (uruz)]

Xsl,b’ S CHUI’ XS2,bHu2| XS27b' (14)

Remark 2. From the proof process of Theorem 1.5, Theorem 1.2 plays an import part

in establishing Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.3. (Necessity of s > —% in Theorem 2) Let s < —%, s1 = %+2€, b = —%—FQE,

_ 1 € . ey .
b= 5+ 5. Then, the following bilinear estimate

< Cllu|

10 (wo)llx, vllx.., (1.5)

1% Xs,b

fails.

Remark 3. From Theorem 1.3, we know that s; > —% is necessary in proving Theorem
1.2. From the proof process of Theorem 1.5, we know that X,, — C(R; H*)(b > 3,s €
R), which is just Lemma 2.7 in this paper and Theorem 1.2 plays the key role in proving
Theorem 5. From the proof process of Theorem 1.5, we know that b > % is necessary in

proving Theorem 1.2. Thus, we require b > % in Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.4. (Pointwise convergence of Kawahara equation) Let ug € H*(R)(s > 1)
and u be the solution to (1.1). Then, we have

lim u(z,t) = up(x), (1.6)

t—0

for almost everywhere x € R.

Remark 4:Follow the idea of Proposition 4.3 of [15], we present the outline of Theorem

1.4. From Lemma 2.5 established in this paper, we have

). (1.7)

ASQe.

ullpapee < Cllullx,,(s >



We consider the frequency truncated Kawahara equation

0tuN + a&iuN + ﬁaiuN + QEPN ((UN)2) = O, (18)
un(x,0) = Pyuy. (1.9)
Firstly, we prove
lim ||U—UN||L4LOO :O, (]_]_0)
N—o0 Tt

which is just Lemma 4.1 in this paper. Since uy is smooth, for all z € R, we have

limuy(z,t) = Pyug(x). (1.11)
t—0
Since
|u —ug| < |u—un|+ |uy — Pyuo| + |Pnuol, (1.12)
we have
lim sup |u — uo| < limsup |u — un| + [P ug|. (1.13)
t—0 t—0

For arbitrary A > 0, by using the Chebyshev inequality, (1.13) and Sobolev embedding,

we have
: , A
{z € R :limsup |u — ug| > A} < [{x € R:limsup |u —un| > =}
t—0 t—0 2

A
+{z € R+ [Pyug| > T} < ONJu = un || s o0 + CA2 [PV ug| 2

< ONHlu = un g + CA* PN g1 (1.14)
Since ug € H*(R)(s > 1), we have
1PN ug || s — O (1.15)
as N — oo. By using (1.10) and (1.15), we have
‘{SL’GRZ%I_I)IOISUp‘u—UO‘ > A} =0. (1.16)

Theorem 1.5. (Uniform convergence of Kawahara equation) Let ug € H*(R)(s > —1)
and u be the solution to (1.1). Then, we have

lim sup |u(x,t) — U(t)up| = 0. (1.17)

t—=0 .eR



Remark 5: Inspired by the idea of [14], we present the outline of Theorem 1.5. Firstly,
from [29] and the proof process of Lemma 4.1 in this paper, we have that the Cauchy
problem for the Kawahara equation possesses a unique solution with data in H*(R)(s >

—g). From the proof process of Lemma 4.1, we have
t t
u—U(t)ug =17 (T) / Ut — )0, (u?)dt'. (1.18)
0
From (1.18) and Theorem 1.2, we have

t
ROy
T 0 Xsl,b

X, S Cllullk,,, < 2C%|uoll i) < oo (1.19)

E]

[ = U (t)uo|

< C|05 (u?)]

Here s; = 1 4 2¢, 80 = —1 + €. Since X, , — C([-T,T]; H*'(R)) — C([-T,T}; C(R)),

from (1.19), we have
t t
n <—) / Ut — )0, (u?)dt’
T) Jo

Here, we use Lemma 2.7 and H*'(R) < C(R)(s; = 3 + 2e).

lim sup |u(x,t) — U(t)up| = lim sup =0. (1.20)

t—0 LeR, =0 2¢eR

Remark 6: We can use Lemma 2.5 established in this paper and Theorem 1.5 to present
an alternative proof of Theorem 1.4. Combining Lemma 2.5 established in this paper

with the proof of Lemma 2.3 of [21], we immediately obtain
U(t)ug — g a.e. (1.21)
as t — 0 for data in H*(R)(s > 7). From (1.17), we know
u — U(t)ug a.e. (1.22)
as t — 0 for data in H*(R)(s > —3). By using the triangle inequality, we have
lu — ug| < |u—U(t)ug| + |ug — U(t)ug| — 0 a.e. (1.23)
as t — 0 for data in H*(R)(s > 1). Thus, we have

u — U a.e. (1.24)

as t —» 0 for data in H*(R)(s > 1). Thus, we give an alternative proof of Theorem 1.4.
Remark 7: Compaan et al. [15] studied the pointwise convergence and uniform conver-
gence of the semilinear Schrodinger equation with rough data and random data. In this
paper, we investigate the pointwise convergence and uniform convergence of the Kawa-

hara equation with rough data. Kawahara equation is a quasilinear evolution equation,



thus, the structure of its is much more complicated than the structure of the semilinear
Schrodinger equation.
Remark 8: The proof of Theorem 1.5 mainly depends on the Theorem 1.2, which is
optimal due to Theorem 1.3. Thus, the result of Theorem 1.5 is optimal in the sense of
Theorems 1.2, 1.3.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries.
In Section 3, we prove three bilinear estimates, which are just Theorems 1.1-1.3. In
Section 4, we give the proof of the Theorem 1.4. In Section 5, we give the proof of the
Theorem 1.5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we present some preliminaries.

Lemma 2.1. Let T € (0,1), se R, -2 < ¥/ <0< b <V +1and f € H(R),g €
X,y (R?). Then, we have

Hﬁ(t)U(t)fosy%ﬂ < Clfll s my » (2.1)
t\ [* -
Hn (T) / Ut —7)g(r)dr < CTH 91l m2) - (2.2)
0 Xs,b(R2) '
For the proof of Lemma 2.1, we refer the readers to [6, 27, 30].
Lemma 2.2. Let
P(€) =a® =B 0 =7+ ¢(€),05 =7+ ¢(§)(1 < j < 2).
Then, we have
2 | 2 30
| — o1 = 02| = 5laflgllEllea] |€7 + & — €6 — - (2.3)

Moreover, when |§| > 2a or |&1]| > 2a, where a is defined as in [29], then, (2.3) implies

that one of the following cases always occurs:

max{|o|, o], |oa[} = |o] = CI¢][&||€2| max{[&[*, &7}, (2.4)
max{|o], o], |oa]} = |o1| > CI€[I€a] 12| max{[¢[*, [&:[*}, (2.5)
max{|o], o1, [o2|} = |o2| > Cle|l&1]I€o] max{[¢[*, [&:[*}- (2.6)

Lemma 2.2 can be seen [29].



Lemma 2.3. Let b > 1 and D > 4a, a is defined as in [29]. Then, we have

IPPull gz < Cllullx, ,,» (2.7)
1PPullx, y < Cllull 3, (2.8)
|D2PPullipe < Clullxg, (2.9)
lull ez < Cllullx,,, (2.10)
Jullzs, < Cllullx, (2.11)
HPDU(t)uoHLthOO < C||u0||H%(R), (2.12)
HPDDEUHLit < Cllulx, - (2.13)

Proof. For the proof of (2.7)-(2.9), we refer the readers to Lemma 2.6 of [54]. For the
proof of (2.10), we refer the readers to (2.21) of [29]. Interpolating (2.10) with

lullzz, = Cllullrz,

yields (2.11). For the proof of (2.12), (2.13), we refer the readers to (2.10) and (2.13) of
[29], respectively.
We have completed the proof of Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 2.4. Let s > Then we have

1
e

||U(t)uo||L§Lt°° < Cuo

Proof.By using (2.12) and the Sobolev embeddings Theorem Wite4(R), we have

|U(#)uol|zare < C HPDU(t)uOHL%L?O + C||PpU(t)uol| a0

< Olluoll 4 g, + C || D PoU (t)us|

xt

HTR
e ClUOFT (o8 + 867 xign(6) Fauo(6))
whwy T C || 7! (}aﬁs + ﬁfg}i% X\g\gD(f)ﬁxuo(g)) ‘

wrw T Clog” + ﬁfg‘%e Xjel<n(§) Fatio(§)

< Clluo)

< Clluol

4
Lact

< Cfuoll

2
th

< Cfuoll

2
L2,

< Offuol| 15 (R): (2.15)

1
H1R

Here, a is defined as in [29] and D > 4a.
We have completed the proof of Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.5. Let s > i and b > % Then, we have

ullzazee < Cllullx,,- (2.16)



Proof. By changing variable 7 = X\ — ¢(&), we derive

u(x,t) = i/ TN (€, T)dEdT
271- R2
— L[ o) gy ¢, A — (¢))déd
21 Jr
1 )
=0 / et ( / e =itoE) (e, N\ — ¢(§))d5) dA. (2.17)
T JR R
By using (2.14), (2.17) and Minkowski’s inequality, for b > 3, we derive
lull s oo < € / ( / eI Fu (€, A — ¢(€))d§) d
rII\/r L4z
< [ IFule A= o]
R
<o[[asnPizuer—o@ia | o+ pro)
R R
<ol [l + o@D 1Zue i dr| =l (215)
This completes the proof of Lemma 2.5.
Lemma 2.6. Let b = % + €. Then, we have
2
1 (ur,us)llzz, < C T sl (2.19)
j=1
2
Te(ur,us)llzz, < C T Nwgllx, (1 <k <2), (2.20)
j=1
where
F1(u1, u)(8,7) = / €l = &12 Fus (&, 1) Fua(&, m2)drdm,
§=61+&2,¢[>4a,7=T14T2
2
f[k(ubw)(gﬁ):/ &1 — & %H uj (&, m)d6dm (1 <k <2).
§=61+62,/€k|>4a,T=T1+ 72 J=1

For the proof of Lemma 2.6, we refer the readers to Theorem 3.1 of [54].
Lemma 2.7. Let b > 1. Then, we have X,,(R*) — C(R; H*(R)).

For the proof of Lemma 2.7, we refer the readers to Lemma 4 of [25].

3. Bilinear estimates
In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1-1.3.

To prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to prove Lemma 3.1.



Lemma 3.1. Let s > —g +4e, bV = —= + 2¢ and b = % 5. Then, we have

10: (wrua)lly, < Tl (3.1)
j=1

Proof. To prove (3.1), by duality, it suffices to prove

/ ou( uluzmda:dt\ <Clts Tl (3.2)

Jj=1
/ /_— + =71+ 7
* §=61+E82,T=T1+T2

[i(&,m5) = (€)% 0,) Fuy(&,m3)(F = 1,2),
9(&,7) = (&) (o) Fh(&, 7).

We define

To prove (3.2), it suffices to prove

/ / - \5\

f1(&, 1) f2(&, m2)9(§, 7)dEsdmdEdT

2
13< &)
< CHQHLETHJCIHLET||f2HL§T (3.3)
with the aid of the Plancherel identity. We define
Ko e - ldE
@) T o) T1(&)"
[il&, ), . pu £,
‘gF’j(gj?Tj) = go_j>z- )(.] =1, 2>7JG(£7T) = ‘g<£_>_71-)/)7

:/RQ/Kl(glﬂ'lagﬂ')fl(fl,Tl)fz(fgﬂé)g(&T)dfldﬁdgdf

Without loss of generality, we can assume that || > |£2|. Obviously,

6
- {(51,5,7'1,7') cR? =L+ &, T=7 —|—7’2,|§1| > |€2|} - UQj,

=1
and
={(§,m,&,7) € Q1[G < da},
Qz:{(f 71,§,7) € Q1G] > da, |G| > 4]&], [&] < b,
Qs ={(&,71,&,7) € Q1 |&] > 4a, |G| > 4]&, & > a},
Q= {(&, 7,6, 7) € Q1[G > 4a, [&] < |&] < 46,68 = 0},
Qs ={(&,m,&,7) € Q1[G > 4a, [&] < [&] < 46 && < 0,4[¢] = (&}
={(&1, 71,6, 7) € Q|G| > 4a, [&f < 6] < 4]6], 6162 < 0,4[¢] < [&f}-



(1) When (&,&,71,7) € €, which yield [£| < [&1] + [&] < 8a, therefore, we have

Ki(&,7m,&,7) < C; < c (3.4)
(0>‘b']1:[1<0j>b jl;[l<0]>b

By using (3.4), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Plancherel identity and the Hélder
inequality as well as (2.11), we have

IlgC/ / flfzg d¢ drdédr
RS ()

i=1

Jifa
<c| [LEdgan)| gl
o)
j=1

< CIFFallaz, g2z
< CIR s, 1Bl ol

< OlIRllx, 4 IFllx,

< Clfillzz I follzz gl (3.5)

(2)When (£1,€, 71, 7) € 9, which yield || ~ [£] and [&| < a, therefore, we have

2
L2,

Kienmen) <o— 1 colizGlr (3.6)
@ ey e
j= j=

By using (3.6), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Plancherel identity as well as
Lemma 2.6, we have

L<c / =81 eandear
H< )

<ol (=81, piean)| ol
H< ;)
< Ol Rl Eallxoulollzz, < ClAle 1 ollz gl (37)

(3)When(&,&, 171, 7) € Qg, which yield |&] ~ [£],]&] > 4a > 2a, || > a, then, we
consider (2.4)-(2.6), respectively.

When (2.4) is valid, since s > —I + 4e, then, we have

Ki(§1,7,6,7) < |§1|124b Ll < C'E”HGE < CKE;;&' (3.8)
[1(o;)" [1(o;)" [1(o;)"

J=1 J=1 J=1




This case can be proved similarly to Case (2).

When (2.5) is valid, which yield (o1)*(o)" < (01)" (o) 7", since s > —I + 4e, we have
codalte -l
(02)"(0)> 7 {on)*0)* T (02)%(0)"
This case can be proved similarly to Case (2).

When (2.6) is valid, which yield (02)~%(c)? < (02)" (o), since s > —Z 4 4e, then we

|§|1+4b’ |€ |—s+b’

Ki(&,m,6,7) <

(3.9)

have

/ _ / 1 3

(o)) (o)) T {o)(a)"
By using (3.10), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.8)-(2.9) and the Holder inequality,

Ki(&,m,6 1) <

(3.10)

we have

I<C / / ‘51 f1f2gd£1dﬁd£d7-
R2

scH<a> '/ ij'> fibdgdn| g, <C|[PeDIPPR)F )| ol

2
Lgr

3 3
< CIDIPPRF | 5 lollz, < C | DEPPR

. ||ﬁ_1f2||L§t ||9||L§T

tHx

< CHleLgTHf2HLgTHgHL§T- (3.11)
(4)When (&1,€, 11, 7) € Q4, which yield |&] ~ [&| ~ [€],]&1| > 4a, then, we consider
(2.4)-(2.6), respectively.

When (2.4) is valid, since s > —1 + 4¢, we have

Kl(gl,n,g,f)gc'i'mbl_ <C|§1|4+66 <C 2|€1|4 . (3.12)
[T ()" 1;[1<<fg>b T ()"

By using (3.12), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the Plancherel identity as well as
(2.7), (2.8), we have

2

[I{o

flfzgdfldTldde

OOlC/J

2
3
flfzd&dﬁ lgllzz, < Cligllez. TTIDSPPE e

nL<c / /
R2
7=1
2
IT1¢
<C / /Z
R? H j=1
j=1 LET

< ClIF o, 1Bl ez, < Clfillzz I el ol (3.13)
When (2.5) is valid, which yield (o1)™*(o)"" < (01)¥ ()7, since s > —T + 4e, we have

o] 3+0¢ Ak
ooyt = oo = o (o)

|§ |1+5b’

Ki(&,7,6,7)<C (3.14)



This case can be proved similarly to (3.13).
When (2.6) is valid, which yield (o2) *(0)" < (02)" ()", since s > —I + 4e, we have

" 1 3.3
| &y |00~ <C ST <C|§1|8|§|8

(01)"(@)" = " {o1)™0)" = {o1)*(a)"

This case can be proved similarly to (3.13).

Kl(gl,Tl,f,T) SC (315)

(5)When(&, &, 71, 7) € 5, which yield [&] ~ [&2] ~ [€], [§1] > 4a.
This case can be proved similarly to Case (4).

(6)When(&, &, 7, 7) € Q6, which yield |&] ~ [&], [61] = 4a,4[¢] < |&[. Then, we con-
sider (2.4)-(2.6), respectively.

When (2.4) is valid, since s > —Z 4 4¢, we have

€ [ felslalr €6 - €
- <5 < Bl .
()" [T (o) [T (o)

j=1 j=1

K1(£1,T1,£,T) S C

This case can be proved similarly to (3.7).
When (2.5) is valid, which yield (o1) *(0)" < (o1) 7" (0) ™, since s > —% + 4e, we have

3
2

L St Y 3 1 S R S
Ki(&, 7,6 7)<C (o) (cg)? = C<0’>b<0'2>b =0 (o)b(o2)b

This case can be proved similarly to (3.7).

When (2.6) is valid, which yield (o2) *(0)" < (02)" ()", since s > —I + 4¢, we have

(3.17)

S N {1 T T =ik
Dot = oo = oo

This case can be proved similarly to (3.7).

K1(€1771>€>7-) S C

(3.18)

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1.

To prove Theorem 1.2, it suffices to prove Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.2. Let s = %+ 2¢, b= % + 5,0 = —% + 2¢, 59 > —% + €. Then, we have

|0: (u1uz)]

%,y < Clul

Xeyn- (3.19)

oyl 2]

Proof. To prove (3.1), by duality, it suffices to prove

&C(uluQ)i_zd:Bdt‘ < Oh]|x

[l o[zl x., - (3.20)

R2 *Sl’*b/|



We define

- )
/* /5=§1 +&2,7=T1+T2

fi(&,m5) = ()" 0) " Fus(&5,73) (5 = 1,2),
9(&,7) = (&) o) " Fh(&, 7).

To prove (3.20), it suffices to prove

/2/ |i|<€>81 f1(&1, 1) fa(&a, 72) g (&, T)dE 1 AT dEdT
o) 1)

72(0;)"
< C||9||Lgf||f1||L§T||f2||L§T- (3.21)

with the aid of the Plancherel identity. We define

1€1{€)!
(o) T1(&)2(0y)®

J=1

K2(£177—17£77—> =

)

FF;(&,75) = M(g ~1,2), ZG(E,7) = 9(&,7)

(75)° (o)~

[:/ /Kz(fl,T1>52,7‘2)f1(§1,Tl)fZ(gz,72)9(5,7)d€1d71d€d7.
R? J«

Without loss of generality, we can assume that || > |&.|, we have

6
A={(.&mn) eRE=6L+ 6, 7=+ 7, |G > |&]} C UA]',
j=1
where A;(1 <j <6,5 € N) are defined as in Lemma 3.1.
(1) When (&,&,71,7) € Ay, which yield [§] < |&1] 4 || < 8a, therefore, we have

Kg(fl,Tl,f,T) S + (322)

(o)~ T1{oy)*

j=1
This case can be proved similarly to Case (1) of Lemma 3.1.

(2)When (&1,€, 71, 7) € Ay, which yield |&] ~ [£] and |&| < a, therefore, we have

Ky(&1,m,6,7) <C ‘5‘22 < C|§f‘2—§§\§‘ (3.23)
(o) H1<0j>b H1<0j>"
J= J=

This case can be proved similarly to Case (2) of Lemma 3.1.

(3)When(&,&, 11, 7) € As, which yield |&] ~ [£],|&1] > 4a, || > a, then, we consider
(2.4)-(2.6), respectively.



When (2.4) is valid, then, we have

1+81—82+4b/ —Sz-i—b,
KZ(glaTlagaT) S ‘5‘ |£2|

j=1
z g
11 (Uj>b 11 (%’)b
j=1 j=1
f Lemma 3.1.

This case can be proved similarly to Case (2) o
When (2.5) is valid, which yield (o1)7(c)" < (61)" ()7, then, we have
|| o124 | g [—satt
(02)(0)?
co lal o lalt _ e glE

Ky(&,m,8,7) <

3.25
ot o? = “Toapior = < oy 52
This case can be proved similarly to Case (2) of Lemma 3.1.
When (2.6) is valid, which yield (3)~%(0)" < (02)? ()™, then we have
|§|1+sl—32+4b’|€2|—32+b’
K <
2(€1>7—1>€>7) — <O’1>b<0'>b
9¢ 3
< C |€1| <C |€1|4 (326)

(01)(0)" = {o1)(a)"

This case can be proved similarly to (2.6) of Case (3) in Lemma 3.1.

(4)When(&y,&, 7, 7) € Ay, which yield |&| ~ [&] ~ €], |&1] > 4a > 2a, then, we consider
(2.4)-(2.6), respectively.
When (2.4) is valid, we have

|§1 | 1+81—282+5b/

K2<£1,7'1,£,T> SC B)
l;[1<<7j>b

<c 2\51\95 <c 2|§1|Z < O\i\g\fz\g. (3.27)
[1{o;)" [1(o;)° [1{o;)"
7j=1 7j=1 7=1

This case can be proved similarly to (2.6) of Case 4.

When (2.5) is valid, which yield (o1)~%(c)? < (61)¥ (o) ~?, then, we have

‘51 ‘ 1451 —259+5b

e % 3 3
<C &1 <C &1 <C\52|8‘5‘8

Ky(&,m,8,7) <C (02)2(0) = " {o2)0)> T T {oa)(0)? T T (o2)¥(0)?

(3.28)



This case can be proved similarly to (2.6) of Case 4.
When (2.6) is valid, which yield (o2)7(c)" < (02)" ()7, we have

9 I3k
T =TT < Cloier
This case can be proved similarly to (2.6) of Case 4.
(5)When(&y,&,m,7) € As, which yield || ~ |&| ~ [€], €] > 4a. This case can be
proved similarly to Case (4).
(6)When(&y,&,m,7) € Ag, which yield [&1] ~ [&], |€1] > 4a,4[¢] < |&2|, then, we consider
(2.4)-(2.6), respectively.
When (2.4) is valid, we have

‘5 ‘1+51—252+5b’

Kg(gl,T1,£,7'> S C

(3.29)

|£|1+b’<£>s1|£ ‘ —2s9+4b’
2
1;[ (;)°

1 _ 1
[€]2 [ [HHor 2ot atRe Ifl &l

K2(€1> T1, 67 T)

<C 5 (3.30)
[1{o;)" H< ;)
j=1 =
This case can be proved similarly to Case 2 of Lemma 3.1.
When (2.5) is valid, which yield (o1)7(c)" < (61)" ()7, then, we have
€[ (E) & |2t
K. <
2(5177—17577—) — C <O’2>b<0'>b
11e (1451 —250+4b +2¢ 4
S C|£|2‘£1‘ - - < ‘52 bg |2 (331)
(02)%() (02> (o)
This case can be proved similarly to Case 2 of Lemma 3.1.
When (2.6) is valid, which yield (c2)~%(0)" < (02)? ()7, then, we have
[ ()1 | 2o
K <C
2(€1>7—1a§a7_) = <O’1>b<0'>b
140 / ¢\ 51 —25044b 1 1451 —250+4b +2¢ 4 ¢4k
(01)"(0) (01)"() (01)"()
This case can be proved similarly to Case 2 of Lemma 3.1.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2.
To prove Theorem 1.3, it suffices to prove Lemma 3.3.
Lemma 3.3. Fors < —z, 0 = —= —i— 2¢ and b = % 5. Then, we have that
10: (U1U2)HX1 (3.33)

fauls.



Proof. We define

{57)6R2 €= N| < N™ 2,

B={(7)eR*:|¢—2N 2| < N2

R

f(&7) =xal€,7),9(6,7) = xB(§ 7).
Here, A, B, R are defined as in example 2 of [34]. Then, we have
f*9(6,7) = CN 72 xR(E, 7).
Combining (3.33) with (3.34), we have

N2t2N"3N-1T < CNZ N~ iNN—i

which is equivalent to s > —% + %. This contradicts with s < —%.

This ends the proof of Lemma 3.3.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

Lemma 4.1. Let ug € H*(R)(s > 1). Then, we have

Jim lu —un|[rare = 0.

(baN* 4+ 38N?)¢| < %} ,

(5aN* 4+ 38N?)¢ 4+ 4aN® + 28N?| < - 1 }

N-3 1
{5TeR2 [ 42, (5aN4+35N2)5+4aN5+25N3\35},

(3.34)

(3.35)

(4.1)

Proof. Inspired by the idea of the proof process of Theorem 1.1 of [15]. We firstly prove
that the Cauchy problem for (1.1) is locally well-posed in H*(R)(s > —I). We define

B(u) = n(OU (1) + 7 (%) [ vt -mo.cyin

B = {u € Xop: JJullx

e}

2

sb—

By using (4.1)-(4.2) and Lemma 3.1, for 7' < (W) " we have

X, T Hn <%) /Ot Ut — 7)0, (u?)dr

1), < In@®U@)f]

< Cllf]
< | fl
< Cllf]

Hs + CT%

o (u?)]

Xs,bl

HS

e+ CT7 (20| fllue)” <

(4.2)

(4.3)

(4.4)



and

t t
[P(u) —@(v)[lx , < Hn (—) / Ut — 7)0, (u* —v¥)dr
B T 0 Xs,b
< CT% U — U| Xs,b [HuHXs,b + HU”XS,J < QOzT% f| Hs||U — U| Xs,b
1
< Sllu=vlx,, (15)

Thus, ® is a contraction mapping from B to B. Consequently, ® has a fixed point. That
is ®(u) = u. From (4.5), we have

1
lu =vllx,, < 5llu—2]

<3 < (4.6)

We can assume that uy is the solution to the truncated Kawahara equation
Oun + ad’uy + BOPuy + 0, ((uN)z) =0, (4.7)

with the initial data Pyug. We can see that uy is smooth, as the initial data Pyug is
smooth with ug € H*(R)(s > ). Let u := us be the solution to the Kawahara equation

with initial data uy = Pyxug. We define

®(un) := (t)U () Pyuo — 1 (%) /0 U(t — ') Py, ((un)?)dt. (4.8)

Obviously, by using a proof similar to above, ® is a contraction mapping on the ball

{uN s un|| x LS 2C||UO||H5(R)}. By using Lemma 2.5, we have
s, 5 +e

1
sup |u — un| §C||u—uN||XSl+€(82 Z) (4.9)
te[0,7 4 2
For t € [-T,T], we have
t
u—uy =nt)UE)PYug(z) —n (%) / Ut —t)(9p(u?) — POy ((uy)?)dt’.  (4.10)
0

Then, by using Lemma 2.1, we have

Ju—uxlx, .. < CIPYuolluey + CT% 00 (u) — Padu()lx, .- (411)
Since
0 (u?) — Pxdu(ud) = Py (0.(u2) — 0,(u3)) + PY(@,(u2),  (4.12)
we have
Ju—unllx, ., < CIPuolly + CT¥ [Py (0u(u®) = 0 (u3) Ix, .,
FOTPY @ )x, - (4.13)



1

By using Lemmas 2.1, 3.2 and (4.7), for T < <m) °, we have

3
T3

Py (ax(u2) - ax(u?\f)) | Ko Lr2e

< CT% || Py (0a](u+ un) (u = un))) |1 x,

7%"’26

<CTH lutunlx , Ju—uxlx,, <CTF(ullx ,, +lluvlx , Jlu—uylx_,,
s,5te€ s,5te s,5+e s,5t+e s,5+e€
e 1
< 20T Juoll ey llu = unllx, ., < gllu—unlx,,, . (4.14)
s,5te s,5te€
inserting (4.14) into (4.13), we have
Ju— un| X1t
1
< ClIPYuoll ewy + 1PV (e (w)lx, . +5lu—unlx,, - (4.15)
=% € 2 s,2+e
From (4.15), we have
luw—unllx ., <2C1P ooy + 1PY (@ (w)llx _, - (4.16)
From Lemma 3.1, we have
10:(u*)lx, ;.. < Cllullx, = <ACTuollfm) < oo (4.17)
T Y S,7+e
From (4.17), we have
IP¥ @ (wDllx, _,,,, =0 (4.18)
as N — oo. Since ug € H*(R)(s > 1), we have
N
[P ol oy = 0 (4.19)

as N — oo.
Inserting (4.18), (4.19) into (4.16) yields (4.1).
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1.

To obtain Theorem 1.4, it suffices to prove Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.2. Let ug € H*(R)(s > 1). Then, we have u(x,t) — uo(x) as t — 0 for

almost everywhere x € R.

Proof. Inspired by the idea of the proof of Proposition 3.3 of [15], we present the proof

of Lemma 4.2. Since uy is smooth, for all x € R, we have

11—1}5 un(z,t) = Pyug(x). (4.20)



By using the triangle inequality, we have
lu — up| < |u—un|+ |uxy — Pyuo| + |uo — Pyuol. (4.21)
By using (4.21), we have
1i_r>%sup|u—u0| Sli_r)résup|u—uN|+|PNu0|. (4.22)

For A\ > 0, by using the Chebyshev inequality and Sobolev embedding as well as (4.22),
we have
{z € R :limsup|u —ug| > A\}| < [{z € R:limsup |u — uy| > é}|
t—0 t—0 2
+|{zx € R : |Pyug| > %}\ <CXHu— uNH4LgL§X, + A2 PN ug)| 2

< ON = un e + APV ol 1o (4.23)

Since ug € H*(R)(s > 1), we have

1P o

s — 0 (4.24)
as N — oco. By using Lemma 4.1 and (4.24), we have
H{HreR: Iltl_{rolsup lu —up| > A} =0.
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we use Lemmas 2.1, 3.1 to prove Theorem 1.5.
Proof of Theorem 1.5. Inspired by page 7 of [14], we present the proof of Theorem
1.5. Obviously,

t

u(w,t) — U(t)uo(x) =1 (T) /Ot Ut — )0, (u?)dt'. (5.1)

Let s, =1 +2¢ b= % +€ 8> —% + €. By using Lemmas 2.1, 3.1 and (5.1), we have

Xopo = Hn (%) /Ot Ut — 1) (0, (u?))dt’
< CT% ||, (u?)| < C|lul

[ = U (t)uo|

Xsl,b

s < 2C% o]

)(81’7%7%€ %{SQ(R) < OQ. (52)

Thus, from Lemma 2.7 and H*'(R) < C(R)(s1 = 5+2¢), we have u—U(t)up € X, —
C([-T,T]; H*(R)) — C([-T,T]; C(R)). Thus, we have

lim sup |u(x,t) — U(t)up| = 0. (5.3)

t—=0 .eR



This ends the proof of Theorem 1.5.
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