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ON DISPERSIVE QUANTIZATION AND FRACTALIZATION FOR
THE KAWAHARA EQUATION

SEONGYEON KIM

ABSTRACT. We study the dichotomy phenomena of solutions to the Kawahara
equation with bounded variation initial data. This phenomena, called Talbot
effect, are that at rational times the solution is quantized, while at irrational
times it is a continuous nowhere differentiable function with fractal profile. Such
is unknown for the Kawahara equation yet, which is a fifth-order KdV type
equation. For the purpose, we obtain smoothing estimates for the nonlinear
Duhamel solution, which, combined the known results on the linear solution,
mathematically describes the Talbot effect.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1836, H. F. Talbot [29] experimentally discovered that when an incident plane
wave passes through a periodic grating, the image of the diffracted wave is refocused
and recovers the initial grating with certain periodicity. Later the time period, which
is called Talbot distance dr, was calculated by Rayleigh [26] as dr = a®), where a is
the spacing of the grating and X is the wavelength of the incident wave.

The mathematical studies of the Talbot effect have been conducted to observe
the dichotomous phenomena between dispersive quantization and fractalization of
solutions to linear disperive PDEs. In [3| [5], Berry and his collaborators found that
if initial data is a step function, at t € 7Q the solution of the linear Schrodinger
equation is piecewise constant, but discontinuous, whereas at t ¢ 7Q it is a continuous
but nowhere differentiable fractal-like functions. In particular, Berry and Klein [4]
mathematically justified the Talbot effect by showing that at every ¢ € drQ a finite
copies of the grating pattern reappear, whereas at every t ¢ drQ the images have a
fractal nowhere differentiable profile.

Furthermore, many authors showed that the striking quantization/fractalization
dichotomous phenomenon at rational/irrational times appears in linear dispersive
equations with integer coefficients polynomial dispersion relation on the torus. Under
the assumption that the initial data is of bounded variation, Oskolkov [25] proved
that at ¢ € 7Q the solution of any linear dispersive PDEs on T (in particular the
linear Schrodinger and Airy equations) is a bounded function with at most countably
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many discontinuities if initial data contain discontinuities. Whereas the solution is
a continuous but nowhere differentiable function at ¢ ¢ 7Q. Later, Kapitanski and
Rodnianski [T9] showed the solutions to the linear Schrédinger equation have better
regularity at ¢ € mQ. The quantization phenomenon at ¢ € 7Q was explicitly ex-
pressed by Taylor [30]. Indeed, he showed that the solution e®*%=g is a finite linear
sum of translates of the delta functions with the coefficients being Gauss sums if g is
the delta function. This result was generalized by Olver [24] for arbitrary order linear
dispersive PDEs whose dispersion relation is a polynomial with integer coefficients.

Another mathematical analysis of the Talbot effect is to determine the fractal
dimensiorEI of the graph of solutions that quantifies the fractalization behavior. In
fact, Berry [3] conjectured that for the n-dimensional linear Schrodinger equation,
the graphs of Ru(z,t), Su(z,t) and |u(x,t)|* have fractal dimension D = n + 3 at
most all irrational times ¢. Rodnianski [27] proved that for every bounded variation
g & UesoH2T<, the graphs of the real and imaginary parts of the solution ¢i?==g
have fractal dimension D = % at most all irrational times, by which partially justified
Berry’s conjecture in one dimension. Later, in [8], Chousionis, Erdogan and Tzirakis
extended this result to general linear dispersive equations with integer coefficient
polynomial dispersion of degree d by considering initial data in larger class BV \
Ueso HOOF, L <00 < 5 + 5 (see also [I3]). They also settled Berry’s conjecture in
one dimension proving that the dimension of the graph of |e?%=g|? is 3/2 at almost
all t ¢ 7Q if g is a step function with jumps only at rational points.

Until recently, it has been shown that nonlinear dispersive equations also exhibit
the remarkable phenomena that the solution is quantized at t € 7Q, while at ¢ ¢ 7Q
it is a continuous nowhere differentiable function with fractal profile. The results
concerning the nonlinear Schrodinger and the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equations can
be found in [12] 1T}, [8, 14} [7]. The key ingredient in treating nonlinearity is to obtain
smoothing estimate for the nonlinear part, which, combined with the known results
on the linear part (see |25 27, T3] and references therein), gives the quantization
and fractalization results as well as fractal dimension. Based on this framework, we
investigate the quantized and fractal behavior of solutions to the following Kawahara
equation on the torus:

O+ Ou+ adPu +ud,u =0, v €T=R/(27Z), t>0,

(1.1)
u(z,0) = g(x) € H*(T),

where « = —1,0,1 and u is real-valued. This fifth-order KdV type equation has been
derived to model the shallow water waves with surface tension and the magneto-sound
propagation in plasma (see e.g. [18, 211 23]).

The first result is on the dichotomy between rational and irrational times.

1The fractal dimension, also called upper Minkowski dimension, of a set S C R™ is defined by

oy 12BV(5.€)
e—0 log(1/¢)

where N (S, €) is the minimum number of balls of radius € required to cover S.
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Theorem 1.1. Let g be of bounded variation (BV) and u be the solution to (L1I). If
t € mQ then u(z,t) is a continuous function of x. If t € 7Q and g has at least one
discontinuity on T, then u(z,t) is a bounded function with at most countably many
discontinuity. If g is continuous, the u(x,t) € CPCY.

We also calculate the fractal dimension of the graph of the solution at irrational
time slices in terms of regularity of initial data.

Theorem 1.2. Let u be a solution to (ILI]) with g € BV . Suppose thafl
17

00 ::sup{oeR:gEH"}<§.

Then, for almost all t € R\ 7nQ, the graph of the solution has upper Minkowski

2

dimension D € [% — 200, %] Moreover, the graph of |u(x,t)|* has upper Minkowski

dimension at most %.

We close the introduction with some notations. We define the Fourier sequence of

2m-periodic function f by f(k:) =L 0277 e~ f(x)dx. For every s > 0, H® denotes

P

the Sobolev space on T = R/27Z equipped with the norm

~ 1/2
1l = (3o (017 k) 2)
kEZ
where (k) = (1+|k|?)'/2. Throughout this paper, if a Banach space of functions B* is
decreasing (in the sense of the set inclusion) with respect to a regularity index s € R,
then we use the following notation
Bt= B, BT =B
e>0 >0
In particular, B := B%*. For example, B* contains the Sobolev space H*®, the Besov
space B, ., and the Holder space C. In inequalities, the letter C stands for a positive

constant which may be different at each occurrence. We also denote A < B to mean
A < CB with unspecified constants C' > 0.

Outline of the paper. In Section 2] we state the smoothing estimate (Proposition 2.])
for the nonlinear part which is crucially used in proofs of Theorems [T and
Then we prove Theorems [[.T] and by looking at linear and non-linear evolutions of
the solution separately; the non-linear evolution lies in a smoother space by nonlinear
smoothing property (Proposition [2.1]), which, combined with the known results on the
linear evolution. In Section [ we establish local well-posedness for (I.I)) and we prove
the smoothing estimate in Sectiondl For the purpose, we may assume that the initial
data satisfies the mean-zero property (and so does the solution by the momentum
conservation), since u can be replaced by v = u — [, g(x)dz using a harmless first
order term [ [ g(x)dx]d,v. Indeed, this assumption is removed by changing the linear
operator in (LI)) from —93 — ad? to —92 — ad? — [[; g(x)dx]d,. We note that when
adapting the methods will be used in proofs after this replacement, nothing changes

2Since g € BV it follows that o9 > 1/2.
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in all the calculations. This observation was introduced by Bourgain in [6] (see also
[9, 11]).

2. TALBOT EFFECT FOR THE KAWAHARA EQUATION

In this section we prove Theorems [[.1] and Let us first formally decompose
the solution to () as

u(z,t) = ellg + N(a,t) (2.1)

where L = =05 — ad3 — [ [} g(x)dz]d, and N (z,t) is the nonlinear Duhamel term
of the solution. Here, the first order term in L is arisen in removing the mean-zero
assumption, and does not affect in the proofs at all, as mentioned in Section [I1

The key ingredient of the proofs is the following smoothing property for N (z,t),
which will be shown in Section 4t

Proposition 2.1. Let s > —1/2, 0 < s; < min(s + 2,35+ 2). Let u be the solution
to (LI). Then we have

N(z,t) € CYHS.

2.1. Proof of Theorem [I.1l Since g € BV we see g € Hz~. Then, by making use
of the Proposition [ZI] we have

N(z,t) € C,?Hm%f.

From the Sobolev embedding

1
H® < C*% for s> 5 (2.2)

we also have
N(z,t) € CPC2. (2.3)

To handle the linear solution e*g, we make use of the following known result due
to Oskolkov [25]:

Theorem 2.2. Let L = =02 — ads — [ g(x)dx]d, and suppose that g € BV

(i) Ift ¢ mQ, then eltg is a continuous function of x. Ift € 7Q and g has at least
one discontinuity on T, then e*tg is a bounded function with at most countably
many discontinuities.

(ii) If g is continuous, then eltg € CPCY.

Remark 2.3. In fact, it is known that the theorem holds for one dimensional dispersive
equations with polynomial dispersion relation in [25]. The quantization results in
[4 30, 24] says that the linear solution e’?g is a linear combination of finitely many
translates of the initial data g when ¢ € 7Q (see [13, Theorem 2.14]). Thus, when
t € 7Q and g € BV has at least one discontinuity, e/*g € BV and the possible
discontinuities are at most countable.



DISPERSIVE QUANTIZATION AND FRACTALIZATION 5

For t ¢ mQ, combining TheoremP:2 (¢) and (23] with (21 we conclude that u(z,t)
is also continuous. If t € 7Q and g is discontinuous, then e*!g is of bounded variation
with at most countably many discontinuities by Theorem (i) and Remark
Combining this with (23], we conclude that the solution is a discontinuous bounded
function with at most countable discontinuity.

If g is continuous, then el’g is also continuous on T x R by Theorem (it).
Therefore, combining with [Z3) we see that u(x,t) € CPCP.

2.2. Proof of Theorem We begin by introducing the Besov space and its prop-
erties that we need. Let ¢ € C5°([~2, —1/2]U[1/2,2]) be such that 3., ¢(277t) = 1
for t € R\ {0}, and let ¢o(t) :=1—3 .5, #(279t). We denote by P; the projections
defined by
Pof(x) = ¢o(k)[(R)e™™,  Pif(x):=>_ ¢(277k)f(k)e™, j=>1.
kez kEZ

For 1 <p < oo and s > 0, the Besov space B ., on the periodic domain T is defined
via the norm

£l 5

p,o0

It is well-known that BS, ,, = C® for a € (0,00) \ N and H* € Bf  for a > 0 (see
e.g., [28/12]). By complex interpolation between Besov spaces (see [2, Theorem 6.4.5])
and Holder’s inequality, we have, for s; # so,

= sup 27 | P fl e (ry-
j=>0

s1+s2 s1ts2 s1tso

Bié,oo)[%] =B,2 <= B, =H =z . (2.4)

(51

1,007
Now we state the following theorem of Chousionis—Erdogan—Tzirakis [8] (see also
[13]) which is useful to prove Theorem
Theorem 2.4. Let 1 < 09 < 1%. If g € BV \ H°% | then for almost all t € R\ 7Q,
we have ety € Cis~ \Bfg_ﬁJr.

We first prove the upper bound of D is %. Since g € H?°~ by the definition of
0p, we have

N(t) e H®T~ VteR (2.5)
by Proposition 21 Hence, by the Sobolev embedding ([2.2)) we have
N(,t)eC™t3~ VieR. (2.6)
On the other hand, by Theorem 2.4 we have
eltg e 6~ for almost all t € R \ Q. (2.7)
Hence, from (Z1)),(28) and (271) we have
u(-,t) € C™in(e0+3:96)= = €16~ for almost all £ € R \ Q. (2.8)

We now use the following classical result on the upper Minkowski dimension for
Holder continuous functions:

Lemma 2.5. [I5, Corollary 11.2] Let 0 < « < 1. If a function f : T — R is in C°,
then the upper Minkowski dimension of the graph of f is at most 2 — a.
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Indeed, applying (2.8)) to Lemma [2.5] the upper Minkowski dimension of the graph
of u(z,t) is at most 2 — 1/16 = 31/16. Just by replacing u(x,t) with |u(x,t)|? in the
argument employed for obtaining (28], it follows that the upper bound of D is at
most 31/16.

It remains to prove that the lower bound of D is % —20¢. The lower bound follows
from the following theorem of Deliu-Jawerth [10]:

Theorem 2.6 ([10]). Let 0 < s < 1. If f: T — R is continuous and f ¢ B, then
the upper Minkowski dimension of the graph of f is at least 2 — s.

Since g ¢ HF and ||g||gs = |le"g||m-, one can easily see that eftg ¢ Hoot,
1 s1ts

From (27) with C'is~ = BIS  and the embedding Bl NBZ ., C H = ~ (see
24)), we have

a1
eltgg Bi7o Tt (2.9)

1,00

for almost all t € R\ Q. On the other hand, by (ZH) with Hoo+2~ € Bi’fg%, we
see, for all t € R,

N(-,t) € Bl (2.10)
Combining [2.9) and (2.10), then we have

Lt
u(-,t) = e’y + NG
— 1 —
¢80 1" for ae. ¢ €B7OL? forallt

Hence we conclude that if 20¢ — 11—6 < 09 + 2, then for almost all ¢t € R\ 7Q the

_
solution does not belong to Bigo ot Therefore, by Theorem 2.6l the graph of the

oo

solution has Minkowski dimension at least 2 — (200 — 15) = 32 — 20y,

3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, we establish the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (L]).
We first review known results for the Cauchy problem (LI]). In [I7], Hirayama proved
that the solution is locally well-posed in H 5(T) for s > —1 by making use of the
argument employed for the KdV equation in [22] . Kato [20] improved the result to
s > —3/2, and proved global well-posedness for s > —1 as well as C3-ill-posedness for
s < —3/2.

Before stating our well-posedness result, we introduce appropriate function spaces.
Let X*? denote the Bourgain space under the norm

[ull o = [[(k)* (7 + & — ak®) 0k, )12 L2 -
We also define, for § > 0, the restricted space X§’b by the norm

s 1= inf || xs.b.
fullzo =, inf_ il
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We further introduce the Y°- and Z®-spaces based on the ideas of Bourgain [6] (cf.
[16, 9]),

Jullv 2=l gy + 1068 g
_ (k)°a(k. )
oz =l ey + | i ..,

One defines Yy, Z§ accordingly. We note that if w € Y° then v € L{°H? (In fact,
Y® embeds into C,H); the X*2-norm alone fails to control the L HZ-norm of the
solution.

The following theorem shows the local well-posedness of (ILIl) in H* with s > 0.

Theorem 3.1. The Cauchy problem (L)) is locally well-posed in H® for any s > 0.
Namely, there exist 6 > 0 and a unique solution u € C([0,0]; H*(T)) NYy with

HUHX;’% < lullvg < llgllae- (3.1)

Proof of Theorem [31l We may assume that the initial data g(z) satisfies the mean-
zero property, as mentioned in Section [Il By Duhamel’s principle, we wish to have a
unique fixed point of the mapping ® : Yy’ — Y’ given by

5 0d’ I N
O(u) = e—(82+aaj)tg _ 5/0 e—(c”)i-i—ac”)z)(t—t )8m(u2)dt'. (3.2)
Then we will make use of the following lemmas to show that ® defines a contraction
map on

S = {UEY;;S : ||’U,||Y58 SM}
Lemma 3.2 ([I]). Let s € R. For any § < 1, the following estimates hold:

(0P +ad?
le™ @+ lye < gl e, (3.3)

t
H/ e~ (@2Had) (1=t p(. 4\ gy
0

< 1Pl (3.4)
Yg
Lemma 3.3 ([I]). Let s >0 and —1/2 <b < b <1/2. For any 6 <1, the following
estimates hold:
||u||X§’b Sew 5blib||u||xglbu

lullzs < 6" llullve,

3

10z (wruz)llzg Sas lurll . g llull .g

S5 S5
s XJ

where w1, us are mean-zero functions.

We first show that ®(u) € Yy for u € Y?. For this, we apply (3.3) and (B4) to
the linear term and the Duhamel term in ([3.2)) respectively to get

_ (95 3
le™ @ttt g|lye < Cllg] e,

< C)|0x(u?)]| 2 - (3.5)

t
/ e—(f)gﬁ-aé)g)(t—t/)F(u)(., t/)dtl
Yy

0
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Using Lemma [3.3] we bound the right-hand side of (3.5]) as

Cl0:(u)|z; < Clul?, :

2 2
o < C6° ||U||X;,%

< [Jullyg, we therefore get

1
2

Since ||ul| .1
X.’2

3o <l
s X5

[@(w)ly; < Cllglm: +Co5~ M2

If we fix M = 2C||g|| s and take ¢ sufficiently small such that

CodM < % (3.6)

then we get ||®(u)|y; < M.
Next we show that ® is a contraction on §. Again using Lemma [3.3] we see that

19 () = @(0)lly; < Cllow(u? = v?)]z
<O lutoy;

< O85 M ||u—vlly;.

u—vlly;

Hence @ is a contraction on S since we are taking 0 so that (B.0) holds. Therefore,
by the contraction mapping principle, there exists a unique solution u € Yy’ for given
initial data g € H® with s > 0. O

4. SMOOTHING ESTIMATES: PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

This final section is devoted to proving Proposition 2.l For the purpose, we
first write the equation (II]) on the Fourier transform side as in (£2) and substitute
up(t) = wy(t)e " ** =2kt We then use differentiation by parts to drag the phase
down from the oscillation arising in this process. This makes it possible to utilize
decay from the resulting large denominators. On the other hand, the order of the
nonlinearity is increased from quadratic to cubic, but we decompose the related tri-
linear term into two parts, resonant and nonresonant terms, and use the restricted
norm method of Bourgain to control the delicate nonresonant ones.

4.1. Representation of Fourier coefficients of the solution. The following lemma
gives an expression of the solution to (II]) on the Fourier transform side.

Lemma 4.1. The solution u to (L)) is represented in the following form:
ug(t) = e ekt B(u, u)k(t) — e_i(ks_o‘ks)tl?(u, u)(0)

t t
+ / e—i(k‘)—akg)(t—r)p(u)kdr + / e_i(kS_ak3)(t_r)0'(u)de
0 0

¢
+/ e_i(ka_O‘ks)(t_T)R(u)k(T)dr, (4.1)
0
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where for k # 0
Py ks

B(9,9)x Z ks {50 1 4 + kik) —3a}
k}l-‘rkl
_ifuu _ Juj|?
Pk = 30582 — 300k ik JZ#:H —kj+42) — 3a}’
7 Uy Uy U
R(u) = —= :
(W = =3 D T {5(k2 + (ks + k3 )2 + ki (ko + k3)) — 3a}

k1+ko+kz=k
(k1+k2) (kg +k3) (k3 +k1)#0

and B(¢,¥)o = p(u)o = o(u)o = R(u)o = 0.

Proof. Applying the Fourier transform to the equation (1) implies

{8tuk = —ik5u1§ + iak3uk — % Zlier:k ’U/kl’U/kQ, (4 2)

uk(0) = gg.

Since u satisfies the mean-zero assumption (see Section [, there are no zero har-
monics in this equation. Using the transformation wy(t) = wy(t)e~**=o*¥*)t and the
identities

k3 k3 = (ky + k2)® — 3kika (k1 + ko),
kD 4+ k5 = (k1 + k2)® — Skika (k1 + ko) (kT + k3 + kiks),

the equation (2] can be written in the form

Zk . 2 2 _
atwk - _ = § 61{5(k1+k2+k1k2) 3a}klk2ktwklwk2- (43)
k1+ko=k

Using differentiation by parts with e** = 9;(2e®), we then rewrite {3) as

etk kak{5(k? +k5+k1kz)—3a}t

WE, Wk
) - -9 ( 1 2)
tk (2 2k ko {5(k? + k2 + k1ka) — 3a}
ki+ko=k
: 2,2 _3a
+ elk1k2k{5(kl-"2-k2+k;k}2) 3 }twkll atwkg (4'4)
k1k2{5(1€1 + k2 + k1k2) - 30&}
ki1+ko=k

Since wg = 0, k1 and ko in the sums above are not zero. Now, let us define B by
eiklk2k{5(kf+k§+k1k2)73a}t¢klwk2

_ 1
B(¢, )k = —= '
RO 5 kﬁ%:k kiko{5(kT 4 k3 + kik2) — 3a}

Then we rewrite the equation ([&4) as follows:
. 2 2
elklkgk{f)(kl +k}2+k}1]€2)—3a}twk1 atka

t klézk k1k2{5(k% + k% + klk2) — 3a}

(4.5)
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Substituting ([@3]) into the sum in ([@H), we see

. 2 2
elkll ko k{5(k§1 +k2 +k kg)—Sa}twkl atwkg

k1k2{5(1€% + k% + klkg) - 304}
eite(kl,kg,kg)(k1+k2)(k2+k3)(k}3+k1)

o k1+’;€3:7€ 2k1{5(k% + (kz + k3)2 + k1 (kz + kg)) - 3a}
kot k370

k1+ko=k

Wiy Wy W (4.6)

where 0(k1, ko, k3) = 5(k} + k3 + k3 + k1 ko + koks + ksk1) — 3a. Combining (£H) and
@8, we have

A, (w — B(w, w))y
i Z eit0(k1 k2 ks) (k1+k2)(k2+ks) (ks+k1)
2 k1{5(k% + (kz + k3)2 + k1 (kz + kg)) - 3a}

ky+kotkz=k
ko+k3#£0

Wiy Wy Wiy - (4.7)

Since 0(k1, ke, ks) # 0, the set on which the phase vanishes is the disjoint union of
the following sets:

Sl:{k1+k2:o,k3+k1:0,k2+k3§£0}:{k1:—k,kQZk,kgzk},
Sy ={k1+ ke =0,k + k1 #0,ka + ks # 0} = {k1 = j, ko = —j, ks = k, |j| # [k[},
Sy ={ks+ ki =0,k + ke #0,ky + ks #0} = {k1 = j, ko = k. ks = —j, 5| # |kl[}.

Let us define R by

~ it (k1,k2,k3)(k1+k2)(ka+ks)(ks+k1)
R(u) =~ > TR : T
2 k1{5(k1 + (kz + kg) + kl(kz + kg)) - 30&}

k1+kotkg=Fk
(k1+k2)(ka+k3) (k3 +k1)7#0

Then (€T becomes

Ay (w — B(w, w))y

. 3
! wklwk2wk3 ~
T2 +R
2 ; ;l k1{5(k% + (kZ + k3)2 + ky (k2 + kB)) — 3a} (’w)k
i [P ; Jw; > -
2015k =3a)k Rw)s. (48
205k )k 2 Tk g7 s T e (48

17171 k]
Now, integrating (L.8) from 0 to ¢, we have
wi(t) — wi(0) = B(w, w)i(t) — B(w, w)(0)

+ /Ot p(w)g(r)dr + /Ot o(w)(r)dr + /Otﬁ(w)k(r)dr.
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Transforming back to the u variable, we obtain

up(t) — e 1B =kt g By ) (t) — e F =R By 1), (0)
t
+/ e—i(k5_ak3)(t—r) (p(u)k(r) +a(u)k(r))dr
0

t
+/ e_i(ka_O‘ka)(t_T)R(u)k(r)dr
0
as desired. O

4.2. Estimates for B,p,0 and R. Now we obtain the following multilinear esti-
mates, Proposition 2] which will be used to finish the proof of the smoothing esti-
mates (Proposition 2.1)):

Proposition 4.2. Let s > —1/2. For s1 < s+ 3, we have
1B(¢, ) or Sa Ml ae 1] 2+, (4.9)

and for s;1 < s+ 2, we have
ol Sa lullis,  llo@)llaas Sa lulld.. (4.10)
For 0 < s < min(s + 2,3s + 2) we have
IR gr-vrave S o (4.11)
4.2.1. Proof of ([@3). By symmetry, one can restrict the sum in B to |k1| > |ka|.
Since s > —1/2 and

2 2 ks ’ 3k% 2> 1.2

2
we have
|¢k1¢k2|
B(é, )| s < |[]K]*
[k1|=[k2] li

< S e 1 Y
k|51
k1 +ko=k
[k1|=]k2| li
For s > —1/2 and s1 < s+3, by Young’s inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
the right-hand side is bounded as

3 e P T 3 |Pre 11| *[9ow || 2| *

|k |S+1 < |k |S+1
ki+ko=k 2 ki+ko=k 2
[k1l=k2] li [k1l=k2] li
|n|[K]°
s
< Iowlbt | T
k

< Nllas |1k e Il me < Nl 1]
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which implies the desired estimate.

4.2.2. Proof of [&I0). For s; < s+ 2, using the inclusion property for [P-spaces we
obtain the first inequality of ([@I0):

|uk|3|k|38|k|s1—35

<
21152 — 3a[k] ||, ~°

|uk|3|k|38|/€|81_38_3

o) =

1 i

< s PIEP N = B < llullZe.

On the other hand, the left-hand side of the second inequality in ([@I0) is bounded
as follows:

lo @)l < H|k|515|uk||k|s

Z |uj|?|51% |52
17115(k% — kj + j2) — 3]

151l i
k| * 2012
< sup — — [ wll #rs Jus] 5%
kizo |iPPH5(k2 — kj + j2) — 30 |j|z;£:k j
k| —®
< sup

3
- - - u 5.
Sup B0 — ki + %) — a1

For the last inequality, we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. For s > —1/2 and
s1 < s+ 2,
|k|5175 |k|517572

sup — — <o sup ——— 51
kg0 3125 HB(k2 — kj 4 32) — 3| ™ k0 7P

since k% + j% — kj = 2(k* + j2 + (k — j)*) > 1k®. This completes the proof.

4.2.3. Proof of [@II). It suffices to show the statement with a local-in-time function
u. By duality, we prove

’ | R, Ok, t)d;vdt'

SRk, m)h(—F, —m>\ S [l g 1Bl g (42)
k,m

First, we note that

~

R(k,m)

B Z Z —iu(ky, mq)u(ke, me)u(ks, ms)

s sy PO + (P afa + ) ~30)
We let

P = {(kl,kg, k37k4) VAR ki + ko +ks+kys=0, (kl + kg)(kg + kg)(kg + kl) #+ 0},

Q= {(m1, mg, m3,myg) € Z* : my + ma + ms + my = 0},
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and set

fi(ki,mi) | ki,mi)||ki|s<mi+kf —akf’)%, 1= 1,2,3,

fa (kv m) |
(M + k> — ak3) = hax 4<mi + k) — akd),
S :=11,2,3,4}\{n}.
Then ([{I2) follows from the following inequality

) | kaks| =l TTiy fiCki, ma)
S lkal[5(k2 + (k2 + k3)2 + ku (ko + ks)) — 3l [Ti—, (ms + kf — akf) =

—~ =~

m
(kg ma)|kal =t (ma + kS — ak3)z e,

NManzn (4.13)

Now we prove ([LI3). Note that

|5(kT + k3 + k3 + kiko + koks + ksk1) — 3a/
>o k1 + kol? + |ko 4 k3| + |k + k1 |?
> (k1 + kal|ka + ks |ks + k1) 5. (4.14)

Together with ([{14]), making use of the following two inequalities which will be shown
later:

4
[ime + 5 — k)
=1
2 (k1 + kallks + ksllks + k)5~ 5 [ mi + &) — ak)2*, (4.15)
€S

and for 0 < s; < min(s + 2,3s + 2) (sufficiently small € > 0)

k1koks| ™| ky|®?
[ oo |~ —— < |kikoksky) ¢, (4.16)
|k [(|k1 + Kallka + k3|[ks + k1])2 775 €

the left-hand side of ([@I3]) is bounded by

p—
Z |k1kokska| = [T, fi(ki,m;)
.0 [Lics{mi + kP — O‘k?>%+

: (4.17)

We may eliminate |k1|~¢ from (£I7) and then use the following lemma from [I] to

bound [I7):

Lemma 4.3. For any € >0 and b > 1/2, we have

IX10,61()ullze  ®xT) Saveb ||u||X§,b,
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Indeed, by the convolution structure, using Plancherel’s theorem and Hoélder’s
inequality as well as Lemma [43] (£1I7) is bounded as

Z kokska| = TT_, filmi, k;)

,Q [Licg(mi+ kP — ak§>>§+e
4 B ;
< [ e (G amme) @0
4

s \(m; + kf — aki?’
filk|]™* )v
<
= ||f1||L2 g <<m+ k5 — ak3>%+e
as desired.

It remains to prove [@IH) and (@I6), and so we first show ([@I3). Using mq +
m2—|—m3—|—m4:0and k1+k2+k3+k4:0, Wehave

dxdt

4
Sa,e H ||fi||L2a
LS i=1

4
Zmi + kY — ak}
i=1

= —(kl + kg)(kz + kg)(kg + kl){5(k% + k% + kg + k1ko + koks + kgkl) — 305}
Thus, by ({.I4)

4 4
(M + k2 — ak3) 22|mi+ki5—aki3| > ‘Zmi—i—kf—akf
i=1 i=1

> (k1 + ko||ks + ks||ks + k1])3.  (4.18)
By using ([@I8]), we then have

4

H(mi + k2 — akfﬁfﬁ

=1
= (mp + K — ak3) 2= [ [ (ma + k7 — akd) 72 (m; + & — ak) 2+

€S
> (my + k3 — ak2) 2 [ (i + k7 — akd) 2
€S
2o (|1 + kol [k + ksl lks + ko )85 T [ i + & — ak) 2,
€S
which implies (Z15).
Finally, we prove (£16). We first note that
k1 + kallka + ks||ks + k1| = |ki|, i=1,2,3,4, (4.19)

since (k1 + kg)(kz + k3)(k1 + k3) # 0 and k1 + k2 + ks + k4 = 0. From ([@I9), the
desired inequality (£I8) follows from

|k1koks|™°|ky|*

<1
[k1|(Jr + kalka + kal[ks + k1 |) 2~ 5 ¢

~
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Using |k1||k1 + k2| 2 |ko| and |k1]|k1 + ks|||k2 + k3| 2 k2|, and by symmetry of ks,
ks, we see
[l (Jkr + Kol ez + k| |3 + ki) 25
= |ka|(lk1 + kallkz + kallks + k)2~ F€\ky + kallkz + kallks + ky| 2 M217
where M = max{|k1|, |kz|, |k3|}. Thus we also see

|kkoks| ™ |kal* < |kkaks|*[ka[™
k1| (k1 + ko|lko + k|3 + ky|)5- 5~ M2-47e

(4.20)

Since
. [M i s>,
|k1koks| ™ < s
M=% if s<0,
we have |k1koks|™® < M~ min(s,3s)  Using this, for 0 < §; < min(s + 2,3s + 2) and
sufficiently small €, the right-hand side of (£20) is bounded as

M~ min(s,3s)+s1 —2+47€ <1.
This completes the proof.

4.3. The last step of the proof. Now we finish the proof of Proposition Il Ap-
plying the estimates in Proposition to the equation (@I, we obtain for s > —%
and 0 < s; < min(s + 2,3s + 2)

t t
lu(t) — eXgll e <o lul®)]e + llglZe + / lar)|2edr + / ()% dr

¢
+ H / PR (r)dr|| (4.21)
0 Hs1
Now we handle the last term in [@21]) using the embedding
X5 c LR HE([0,6] X T), b>1/2,
and the following lemma from [16]:
Lemma 4.4. Let b > 1/2. Then for any § < 1,
¢
H / eFEN P(r)dr S (|| ov-1-
0 Xt e
For b > 1/2 and t < ¢ with § given in Theorem B.I] we have
¢ ¢
| [ eerrwmal <] [Feerumar
0 Hs1 0 Lfé[o,s] Ht
¢
< H / PR () (r)dr
0 Xgl’b
So IRl xzr0-1 Sap lully e (4.22)

Here we used ({I1) for the last inequality.
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Combining ([@21]) and ([@22]), we see that for ¢ < 4,

t
lu(t) = e"gllze S Nu(®)ll + llgllZ- +/O (laCr)lre + ()3 ) dr + [l oz

The implicit constants in the rest of proof depend on ||g||g=. Now, fix ¢t large. For
r < t, we have ||u(r)||gs < T(r) <T(t). Here, without loss of generality, we assume
T(t) > 1. From the local bound (BII), we see for any j < t/§

lull xoaz S (G = 1)8) [l S T().
[(1—1)8,595]

_5
2

Consequently, we have that if we choose ¢ ~ T'(t)
lu(38) — e*Fu((j — 1)8)ll = S T(t)°.

Using this we obtain with J =t/4

J
[u(J6) — e gl < [le " u(js) — eI u((j — 1)8) | s
j=1

J
= Z lu(58) — Ful(j — 1)8)l| =1

S JTE)? ~tT(H) 7.

This completes the proof. Taking similar steps to above one can easily show the
continuity of u(t) — eltg in H*.
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