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ON THE GENERALIZED BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION

CARLOS E. KENIG, GUSTAVO PONCE, AND LUIS VEGA

ABSTRACT. We study well-posedness of the initial value problem for the gener-
alized Benjamin-Ono equation &u + u*dxu—dxDxu =0, k € Z* , in Sobolev
spaces H*(R). For small data and higher nonlinearities (k > 2) new local
and global (including scattering) results are established. Our method of proof
is quite general. It combines several estimates concerning the associated linear
problem with the contraction principle. Hence it applies to other dispersive
models. In particular, it allows us to extend the results for the generalized
Benjamin-Ono to nonlinear Schrodinger equations (or systems) of the form
Ou— id2u+ P(u, Oxu,u, 0x%) =0.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to study the initial value problem (IVP) for the
generalized Benjamin-Ono (B-O) equation

ou+ ukd,u —0,Dyu=0, t,xeR, keZt,
u(x, 0) = up(x),

(1.1)

where D, = (-82)'/2.

In the case k = 1 the equation in (1.1) was deduced by Benjamin [3] and Ono
[28] as a model in internal-wave theory. Higher order nonlinearities (specially
the case k = 2) also appear in applications [6]. The generalized B-O equation
presents the interesting fact that the dispersive effect is described by a nonlocal
operator and is weaker than that exhibited by the generalized Korteweg-de Vries
equation

(1.2) Au + ukdu+93u=0.

Several works have been devoted to the existence problem for solutions of
(1.1) with data ug € H*(R) = (1 —82)~*/2L%(R). In this direction the strongest
results can be gathered in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. (i) Let ug € H(R) with s =0 or s = §. Then for k =1 or
k = 2 there exists a (weak) solution u of (1.1) such that
ueL®R:H)NCy(R: H)NLE (R: H'?.

loc
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156 C. E. KENIG, GUSTAVO PONCE, AND LUIS VEGA

(ii) Let ug € H'(R). Then for k = 1 there exists a (weak) solution u of
(1.1) such that
ueCyR:LAHYNL®R: HYNLE (R: H'?).

loc

(iii) Let ug € H¥*(R). Then for k = 1 the IVP (1.1) has a unique (strong)
solution u satisfying

ue CyR: H¥H)NLE (R:HE)NLE (R:LP)=X.
Moreover the map uy — u(t) from H32(R) to X is continuous.
(iv) Let up € H*(R) with s > 3. Then for any k € Z* there exist T =
T(lluolls,2; k) > O and a unique (strong) solution u of (1.1) satisfying
ueC(-T, T} : )N L (-T, T): H-''?y = vr.

loc

Moreover given T' € (0, T) there exists a neighborhood U,, of uy in H® such

that the map o — ﬁ(t) from U, to Yr: is continuous. When k =1 this result
extends to any time interval.

Above we have used the notation:

Cy (R : B) = the space of all weakly continuous function
on R to B (Banach space),

and
Cy(R:B)=C(R: B)NL*®(R: B).

Part (i) of Theorem 1.1 is due to Ginibre and Velo [16]. Part (ii) was proven
by Ginibre and Velo [16] and Tom [40]. Result (iii) was established by Ponce
[30]. Finally (iv) follows by combining the works of Iorio [18], Abdelouhab, et
al. [1], and Ponce [29] (for related results see [32, 21]).

From Theorem 1.1 we see that for k > 2 and wuy € H*(R) with 5 < 3 the
existence problem for (1.1) is open. On the other hand the proof of the local
well-posedness result for (1.1) in HS with s > % (Theorem 1.1(iv)) does not
use the dispersive structure of the equation.

Also Theorem 1.1 tells us that the smoothing effect of Kato type [20] estab-
lished in solutions of (1.1) is weaker (even locally in time) than that deduced
by Kenig, Ponce, and Vega [23] in solutions of the associated linear problem.
More precisely, if {V(¢)}>°, denotes the unitary group associated to the linear
problem

Ou—0,Dyu=0, x,teR,
u(x, 0) = up(x),

ie, u(x,t) = V(t)up(x), then it was shown in [20, Theorem 4.1] that there
exists ¢ > 0 such that for each x e R

IS 12
(1.4) ( / ID;”V(t)uo(x)Pdt) — clluollz.

—o0

(1.3)

Observe that although the gain of derivatives in (1.4) (as in Theorem 1.1) is
also equal to 1, (1.4) describes a LL? estimate instead of the L2 L2 one
sees in Theorem 1.1.

Our main results in this paper show that for £ > 2 and small data the results
in Theorem 1.1 can be significantly improved.
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Theorem 1.2. Let k > 2 and s be such that
s> 1 ifk=2,

(1.5) s>32 k=3,
s>3  ifk>4.

There exists 6 = 6(k) > 0 such that for any uy € H*(R) with ||uplls,2 < J there
exist T = T(||luolls,2; k) > 0 (with T(p, k) —» o0 as p — 0) and a unique
(strong) solution u(-) of the IVP (1.1) satisfying u € C([-T, T]: H*(R)) and

2
(1.6) sup ”Dg(s+1/ )u”L,‘/(l-e)Lz/o <00
0<6<1 x T

o T rlq 1/p
||wuLgL;=(/ (/ le(x,t)|"dt> dx)

and j =min{k; 4}.

If ug € H(R) with §' > s then the results above hold with s' instead of s
in the same time interval [T, T}].

For T' € (0, T) there exists a neighborhood U,, of uy in H*(R) such that

the map 50 - 5(1) from Uy, to X3, ; is Lipschitz where

where

J
;’j = w:Rx[-T,T]—| sup |w(t)|s,2 <o
[-T,T]

s+1/2)

and sup ”Dz( (1)||Lj/(1—9)L2/0 < OO} .
0<8<1 X T

Theorem 1.3. For kK > 4 and s > 1 the results of Theorem 1.2 extend to the
time interval (—oo, o). In addition, the solution u satisfies

(1.7a) u€ Cy(R: H'(R)),
and
00 1/4
(1.7b) (/ (-, DIl dt) < oo
(1.70) sup ||D£(s+l/z)w“Lq(l—B)LZ/B < 00.
0<6<1 x ¢

(See notations at the end of this section).
As a consequence of Theorem 1.3 we obtain the following scattering type
result (see [36]).

Corollary 1.4. Let k > 4 and uy € H'(R) satisfying the smallness assumption
of Theorem 1.2. Then for the corresponding solution u(t) of the IVP (1.1) there
exist unique wy: € H'(R) such that

(1.8) Jim [lu(t) = V(oo [l1,2 = 0.
Remarks. (a) Since Theorem 1.2 deals with fractional derivatives in L the

use of the one parameter family of norms introduced in (1.6) is necessary, since
D% is not bounded in L>* and hence complex interpolation is not possible.

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use




158 C. E. KENIG, GUSTAVO PONCE, AND LUIS VEGA

Notice that for § = 1 (1.6) provides the sharp version (LL2) of the Kato
smoothing effect described in (1.3).

(b) Combining the result (iii) in Theorem 1.1 with those in Theorem 1.3 one
sees that for ug € H3?(R) with & = ||uoll32,» < 1 the IVP (1.1) has a global
solution for power k = 1,4,5, ..., j(d). To explain this gap we observe
that in the case k = 1 the global result is due to the conservation laws (see
[5, 9]), and holds for arbitrary data. On the other hand, the result for £k > 4
is a consequence of the L}LX-estimate of Strichartz type [37, 15] satisfied
by solutions of the associated linear problem. In particular (1.7a-c)-(1.8) tell
us that for small data in H!(R) the asymptotic behavior of the solution is
controlled by the dispersive part, and hence scattering occurs.

Also worth noting are the works of Bona, Souganidis, and Strauss [7] and
Weinstein [43] where the critical power for stability and instability of the solitary
waves solutions of (1.1) was shown to be k£ = 2. In the case of the generalized
Korteweg-de Vries both critical values (i.e., that for small data scattering [26]
and the one for the stability of the solitary waves [7, 43]) agree and are equal
to 4.

(c) The results in Theorem 1.2 could be extended to the limiting cases in (1.4)
(e, s=11if k=2 and s =} if k =3) by proving the following estimate:

o 1/2
(1.9) (/ sup |V(t)u0|2dx) < clluolliyz,2-
-0 [-1,1]
However we do not know whether or not inequality (1.9) is true.
(d) Our method of proof combines several estimates concerning the associ-
ated linear problem (1.2) with the contraction principle and the integral equa-
tion form of (1.1)

(1.10) u(t) = V{tup — /0, V(t - 1) (ukou)(t) dr.

The main new tool here is the inhomogeneous version of the smoothing effect

of Kato type (1.3). We shall prove (see Theorem 2.1, estimate (2.5) below) that
t

(1.1) o [vie-orc nar  <ciFiy;

0 LL? !

(see notations at the end of this introduction).

Thus (1.11) affirms that the gain of derivatives in the inhomogeneous case
is twice that described in (1.3) for the homogeneous problem. For further
comments and references related to the estimate (1.11) and its extension to
higher dimensions in the case of the free Schrodinger group see [25].

The same approach presented here (linear estimates and contraction prin-
ciple) applies to other dispersive models. For example, combining the results
below with some obtained in [26], the IVP for the generalized KdV equation
(1.2) is locally well-posed in all HS(R) with

s>32 ifk=1,
s>1 ifk=2,
s> ifk=3,

s> (k—4)2k ifk> 4.
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GENERALIZED BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION 159

It easily follows that the IVP
Ou+ukdu—0,D¥u=0, t,xeR,pue(l,?2),
u(xa 0) = uO(X),

is locally well-posed in all H*(R) with s > (9 — 3u)/4 for k = 1 (already
proved in [24, Theorem 1.3]), s > (7—3u)/4 for k =2, s > (19-9u)/12 for
k = 3, and so on. In the case studied here u =1 the restriction on the size of
the data appears since the gain of derivatives in (1.11) is equal to 1 (the amount
of derivative in the nonlinear term). Thus to overcome the loss of derivatives in
the integral equation (1.10) one needs to use the estimate (1.11) complemented
with one for the maximal function (i.e., sup_z<;<1 |V (¢)49|). However, this
quantity cannot be made arbitrarily small by taking 7 small. When x> 1 in
(1.12) (higher dispersivity) one just needs to estimate ||V (f)uol|r»(—7, 1) With
p < oo for which the necessary smallness hypothesis holds.

(e)Itis easy to see that the group {e”‘" <} satisfies similar estimates to those
discussed in §2 for the group {V(¢)}>, (see [25]). Also our method of proof
works equally well for real or complex valued functions. Therefore the results
in Theorems 1.2-1.3 and Corollary 1.4 extend without major modifications to
the IVP

(1.12)

Au = id2u + Py(u, Wdu + Pry(u, 00,
u(x, 0) = ug(x),
where P;j:C? — C for j=1, 2 are polynomials such that

21,22 Z ajaﬂ2122
a+f>2

(1.13)

In particular, when Pi(z,, z3) = 2z, z; and Py(zy, z3) = z% we obtain an
improvement in the case of small data of the results of Tsutsumi and Fukuda
[41, Theorem 1].

It is interesting to remark that when the nonlinearity in (1.13) is replaced by
a polynomial P(u, %, Oxu, 0,u) with

(1.14) P(zy, zy, 23, z4) = Z a,z"
|| >4

the results of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4 still hold in H3(R) and extend
to systems. For this general nonlinearity (1.14) local well-posedness for the
IVP (1.3) with small data was already established in [25] (in any dimension).
Thus one has the following unusual situation: for small data global existence of
classical solutions can be established, however, for arbitrary data no existence
result is known.

The plan of this paper is as follows: In §2 we deduce the linear estimates
to be used in the proof of our nonlinear result. Section 3 is concerned with
estimates involving fractional derivatives. The proof of these estimates will be
given in [26]. In §4 we shall prove Theorem 1.2. Finally, Theorem 1.3 and
Corollary 1.4 are established in §5.

Notations.
Hf(x) denotes the Hilbert transform of f, i.e., Hf(x)=p.v.1x f
(isgn($)f(£))" .
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160 C. E. KENIG, GUSTAVO PONCE, AND LUIS VEGA

Dy =(~82)"2 and D2 = Ho D=,

LY(R) = (1 -82)~/*LP(R).

H _(R): the space of functions 4 such that if ¢ € C$°(R) then ¢h €
H'(R).

For g:Rx[-T,T]— R (or C)

o~ T rla
uﬂ44=([ ([”aanm) ¢0

in the case T = oo we shall use |- ||z .

Cw(I : B): the space of all weakly continuous functions on an interval
I into a Banach space B.

Cy(R:B)=C(R:B)NnL>(R:B).

i/p

2. LINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section several estimates concerning the unitary group {V(£)}>, shall
be deduced. As commented above these will be the main tools in the proof of
the nonlinear results in §4. Thus we consider the linear IVP

0w — 0xDxv =0, t,x €R,

@D v(x, 0) = uo(x),
and
(2.2) atw_axwazf(x,t), t,XER,

w(x,0)=0,
whose solutions can be described by the group {V(#)}*=, i.e.,
v(x,t)=V()ve(x), w(x,t?t)= /t Vit-1)f(-, 1)dz
where V(t)vg(x) = (S, *x vp)(x) and ’
Si(x) = C/OO eixfe—iflﬂtd{ .

First we have sharp versions of the smoothing effect of Kato type described
in the introduction.
Theorem 2.1. There exists a constant ¢y, ¢, such that

o0 1/2
(2.3) (/ wwvmwuwm) = aolfvoll

forany x eR.
0o ) oo 172
@4 o [~ vise. nar <a | (/'ngu,nPdQ dx,
—o0 2 - 00 —00
and

2 1/2
dQ

D, (/O'V(z—z)f(-,r)dz)

vy (/[

<q /:; (/_Z|f(x, t)|2a't)l/2 dx.
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GENERALIZED BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION 161

Proof. For the proof of (2.3) we refer to [23, Theorem 4.1] (see also [24, Lemma
2.1]). For previous estimates of L2 _L2 type we refer to [13, 33, 42].

loc™loc

(2.4) follows from (2.3) by duality.
To obtain (2.5) we take Fourier transform in both variables in (2.2). Without
loss of generality we shall assume f € S(R?). Thus formally we have

Diw(x,t) = c/_oo /_Oo e"”e""ﬁr_liélé!f(é, 1)dEdt.

Using Plancherel’s theorem one sees that

([ pawte. opar) " = (/Z e L 0 df) 1/2

=c(/_2]/_°;1<<x—y,r)f‘(”(y,r)dyzdr)l/z

with f denoting the Fourier transform of f in the time variable and K(/, 1)
the inverse Fourier transform (in the space variable) of the temperate distribu-
tion defined as the principal value of |£|/(t — ¢&|&]). Hence for 7 >0

2.6 K, 1 =c/°oe”ﬁ"—|’7—|———d.
(2.6) (1) . T n

In a neighborhood of the singular points # = 1 and 7 = oo the function
|71(1 — n|n))~! behaves like the kernel of the Hilbert transform 1/5 (or its
translates) whose Fourier transform is ¢sgn(y). Thus a comparison argument
shows that for 7 > 0 K(/, t) is bounded. Since K(/, 1) = —K(-/, —1) we
conclude that K € L>°(R x R) with norm M .

Combining this bound with Minkowski’s inequality, Plancherel’s theorem
and (2.6) it follows that

5 1/2
d‘r)

(/_Z Prw(x, t)lzdt> " ‘ (/: ’/_Z K(x-y,0f%y,v)dy

<eM [~ 1700, ady =M [ ( / Z o, mzdt>”2 dy

which is the desired estimate. However

w(x, t) -c/ / e’"e”“f f|5|f( 1)dtd¢

may not satisfy the initial condition in (2.2). Thus we need to consider

2.7) Wx, 1) =w(x, )~ V({Owx, 0)

where
w(x,0)=c/_°° e'xt (/oo f|f|f( ,T)d‘t) dé

= [T e ([ /. seaoreettas) ae

=/ V(s)sgn(s)f(x, —s)ds.
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162 C. E. KENIG, GUSTAVO PONCE, AND LUIS VEGA

From (2.4) we infer that
DY*w(x, 0) € L*(R),

and by (2.3) that ﬁ(x, t) the solution of (2.2) defined in (2.7) satisfies the
estimate (2.5). For a more detailed proof we refer to [26].

To interpolate the estimates (2.3)-(2.4) we shall need the following version

of them.
Corollary 2.2.
0 _ 12
(2.8) ( / |Di/2+'“V<t>vo(x>|2dt) = collvolla

for any x € R with ¢y independent of a and

t s N2
sup (/_O:o \D”"" </0 Vit—0)f(, r)d‘c) dt)

<a@ [~ ( [ e, t>|2dt)”2 dx

where ¢ () depends on o but c(a) = O(la|¥) (for some k € N) as |a| tends
to infinity.
Proof. (2.8) follows directly from (2.3).

To prove (2.9) as in (2.6) for 7 > 0 we consider

o0 1+ia
Ka(l, T) — (ﬁ)ia/ eil\/?r] |'7| dﬂ.
—o0 1 —nln|
A combination of the result 6.11 in [34, p. 51] with the comparison argument
used in the proof of (2.5) shows that K,(/, t) € L>®(R?) with the norm depend-
ing on a in the appropriate manner. Once this bound has been established the
rest of the proof follows the argument used to obtain (2.5). O

(2.9)

Next we state the generalized one-dimensional version of a Strichartz estimate
in [37] due to Ginibre and Velo [17].

Theorem 2.3. Let p € [2, oo] and q be such that 2/q =1/2—1/p. Then

) l/q
(2.10) ( / nV(t)vonzdt) < cllvolz

q 1/q 00 , l/q'
dt) <C (/ 1fCs Ol dt)
P —00

and

an (f

where 1/p+1/p'=1/qg+1/q'=1.
Proof. (See [17,p. 377]).) O

To complement the previous estimates we need to consider the maximal
function associated with the group {V(£)}*=, i.., sup,V(¢). This idea was
already used (in a nonoptimal manner) by Ginibre and Tsutsumi [15] in their
work on uniqueness of solutions of the generalized KdV equation.

/t Vit-1)f(-, 1)dt
0
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Theorem 2.4,
0 1/4
(2.12) ( / sup |V(t)vo(x)|4dx) < ¢|DY*vq|2,
— o0 —oo<LI<o0
and
4 1/4
(/ sup /Vt—r , 7)dt dx)
—0o0<I<0
(2.13)

<c (/_Z (/_Z DY f(x. t)]dt)4/3 dx)3/4 .

Moreover for s > L and p > 3

0o 1/2
(2.14) (/ sup |V () |2dx> <c(1+ TY|volls.2-

—o00 0<t<T
Proof. The estimate (2.12) is due to Kenig and Ruiz [27] (for a different proof
see [23, Theorem 2.5]). It is interesting to remark that (2.12) does not hold
with DS, s < i, instead of Dy /2 in its right-hand side (see [27, 42]).

To obtain (2 13) one needs to combine the result in [23, Theorem 2.1 (2.5)]
with the method used in [23, Theorem 2.5] to prove (2.12). For the details of
this proof we refer to [26].

The inequality (2.14) is due to Vega [42]. O

Corollary 2.5. Forany a € R

% ‘ 1/4
(2.15) (/_yggﬂwmmmwo < ¢l DY),
and
00 . t 2 12
(/ sup |D™ (/ Vt-1)f(-, 1)d‘c) a't)
(216) —o0 —ooLt<co 0

< c(e) (/: (/_: DY f(x, t)|dt>4/3 dx) "

Proof. For the proof of (2.16) we refer to [23]. O

Interpolating the previous estimates via Stein’s theorem on analytic families
of operators [35] we obtain the inequalities to be used in §§4, 5.

Theorem 2.6. For any 0 €[0, 1] and T € (0, o),

(2.17) 1D (tyvoll -0 20 < clvollz,
(2.18)
t
3004 (/ Vit-0f(, 1) d‘r)

\
oo ([ o e

- 1/4
< cT=O2\DY £l ayse 5
L4/(| —8) 2/0 X T

(2.19)

<c -0 .
po-ope = U yoeo p2re-e
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Moreover the estimates (2.18)-(2.19) still hold with Bx instead of Dy if
one replaces f by Hf in their right-hand sides.
We recall the notation || - ||.z s :

00 T r/q I/p
||f||LI;L; = (/_ (/_Tlf(x, K dt) dx)

for T € (0, c0].

Proof. (2.17) follows from (2.8), (2.15), and the Three Lines Theorem [4].
Similarly, (2.18) can be deduced from (2.9), (2.15), and Holder’s inequality.
Finally (2.19) can be deduced from (2.9) and (2.16). Notice that for § = %,
(2.19) is equal to (2.11) with p=¢=6. O

3. LEIBNIZ’S FORMULA AND THE CHAIN RULE

In this section we shall state the inequalities needed in §§4 and 5 in the proof
of our nonlinear results. Roughly speaking they are vector valued versions of
the scalar estimates established by Kato and Ponce [22], Christ and Weinstein
[10], and Taylor [39] (for previous results in this direction see Strichartz [37,
Theorem 2.1, Chapter 2]). As in those works the proof is based on ideas of
Coifman and Meyer [11] and Bony [8]. In this case we shall combine them
with the Hardy spaces results of Fefferman and Stein [14], the tent spaces of
Coifman, Meyer, and Stein [12] and vector valued inequalities due to Benedeck,
Calderon, and Panzone [2] and Rubio, Ruiz, and Torrea [31].

For the details of the proof we refer to [26].

Weassume f, g:Rx[-T,T] - R (or C) with Te€ (0, 0c] and F:R—- R
(or F:C — C) with F e C}(R) and F(0)=0.

Lemma 3.1. Let p,ge (1, ) and a € (0, 1). Then forany T € (0, o]
\D2(f8) — D8 — gD fllzzus
< CIIDi“flngnL;n ”D;zg”L?L‘;Z

where p;, qi € (1,00), i=1,2, with

(3.1)

1 1 1 1
—=—+—, —=—+4+—,
p p P 9 41 D@
and a; € [0, o] such that oy + o3 = .
The inequality (3.1) still holds in the cases
(3.2a) g=1 witho; € (0, a)
and
(3.2b) (p,q)=(1,2).
Moreover in all these cases the estimate (3.1) remains valid with Bx instead of
D,.
Lemma 3.2. Let p,q€ (1, 00) and a € (0, 1). Then
(33) IDSF (Nlzzzs < NF (Nllo o Dl o2
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where pi, p2, g» € (1, 00), gy € (1, 00] with
11 1 1 1 1

—=—+— and —=—+—.
p P D 9 @ @

Moreover the estimate (3.3) still holds with Bx instead of Dy .

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

For simplicity in the exposition we shall only consider the case & > 4. The
proof when k =2 (k = 3 respectively) follows the same argument, but with the
estimate (2.14) instead of (2.12) (the L3L$ estimate obtained by interpolating
(2.12)-(2.14) instead of (2.12), respectively).

Without loss of generality we restrict ourselves to the most interesting case

s=3,

4
Thus for uy € HY4(R) with |luoll3/a,2 < & (to be determined below) we
define ®,,(v) = ®(v) = u as the solutions of the linear IVP

(4.1) A — 0 Dyu = —v*0v,  u(x, 0) = up(x),

with v € X{ where

Xg={v:Rx[-T, T] =R n7(v) <a, ir,¢(v) +Aro(Hv) <a, 8 €[0, 1]}
where the following notation has been introduced:

(4.3) nr(w) = sup [[v()l3/4,2,
{-7,7]

and for 0 € [0, 1],
(4.4) Ar,o(v) = 1D V|| -0 20 -
x T

As mentioned above, for 7 € (0, o0) and « € [0, 1]

. T pla l/p )
ufuu;L;z(/_ (/0 If(x,t)l"dt) dx) L DSh(x) = c(EPRE)Y

and N
D3h(x) = ' (sgn(&)[E|*h(&))Y = ¢" HDZh(x)

with H denoting the Hilbert transform.

Our aim is to show that there exist a and T (depending only on k and
lluoll3/4,2 in the appropriate manner) such that if v € X{ then ®,(v) =
®(v) € X4 and the map P, : X§ — X4 is a contraction.

By definition

!
(4.5)  D)(t) = Py, (v)(1) = V(t)uo — /0 V(t - 1) ov)(r)dr.
A combination of (2.17)-(2.18) with the notation in (4.4) yields the estimates
(4.6) Ar,o(®(v)) < clluollz/a,2 + CT“_0)/2”D;M(”kaxv)||L§/“+"’L2,

and
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47 Ar,g(HOW)) < clluollsya,2 + T2 DY (05 00)]| zvm

forany 6 € [0, 1].

Now using (3.1) with p € [1, 2], Holder’s and Sobolev’s inequalities we
obtain the following string of inequalities:
(4.8)

1Dy vk 00l 212

1/4 1/4 1/4
< c|| Dy (v*0,v) — v* DY 0,0 - DY} (*)0 vl a2
=5/4 1/4
+ cllo* iz 1D *0ll o 1z + DX W*) 21 1o l10sv 1l 0,2

=5/4 k— 1/4
< {0y e 1D *Vllzge 1z + 105221 1D 055l 95v 30, 92)

I/p
< sup sup |v|kP—* v||¥P DYy
ScC { ( xp[—T,pT]l | ” ”L}L;‘P” x “L§°L;./2

1/p2
(k=1)p 4 1/4
sgp[ S;IPT |v| > ) lv]] /p2||L;L;°||Dx U||L§L',°||3xv||L§oLsT/2}

k—4/p
{ Sup ||U Hll3/a, 2) (Ar,0(v))*PAr, 1 (Hy)
k—1-4/p;
( SUIJ lv ()34, 2) (11,0(’11))4/”2(%,1/5(”))(%,4/5(”))}
c(Ar(

k+1

where

(4.9) AT('U)=maX{ sup |[v(2)ll3/a,2; sup Ar o(v); SUD Ar, e(HU)}
[-T,T} 0<o<t <6<1

and

r_t 1 _1 1.1
p p 20 pp 5720

A similar argument shows that for any p € [1, 2]
(4.10) IDY*(v*0xv) 1313 < D
From (4.6)—(4.10) one sees that

(4.11) Coilgglh o(P(v)) + Sup 1T o(HP(v)) < cliuollsja,2 +c(1+ T)D.
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On the other hand, inserting (2.4) in (4.5) it follows that
(4.12)
sup [|®(v)(1)ll3/4,2
[-7,7]

<c sup |®)(D)|2+c sup DY D))
[-T,T] [-T,T]

T o0 1/2
< c||uo||2+c/ </ |v"6x'u|2dx) dt+cD
0 —00

o0 T 172
< ||l + T2 (/ / |v"8xv|2dtdx) +eD
—00 J0

< C/”u()”z + CTI/ZH’Uk”LzoLno||(9x’U”L20/9L5/2 +cD
x T x T

k—9/5
< clluglly + cT33 (sup sup Iv!) (A1,0())’P* (A1, 4/5(v)) + cD
x [-T.,T] .

< clluollzja, 2+ (1+T)D.
Estimates (4.6)-(4.12) lead to

(4.13) Ar(®(v)) < clluollzja,2 + c(1 + T)(Ar(v))*+'.
Fixing

(4.14) a = 2c||uol[3/4,2 = 2¢dp < 2¢6,

it follows that ®(X4) C X% whenever

(4.15) 201+ T)ckof < L.

The same argument used above proves that for every v, w € X4 with a and
T as in (4.14)-(4.15) respectively one has

(4.16) A(@W) — B(w)) < 2(1 + Tk SEA(v - 2) < JA(W —w).

Therefore ®: X4 — X¢ is a contraction.

Similarly we have that for T’ € (0, T) there exists d; > 0 such that if
wo € H¥4(R) with ||wg — uo||3/4,2 < & there the solution ®,,(w) =w of the
integral equation form of the IVP (1.10) satisfies

(4.17) w € X8,
and
(4.18) A(u —w) < clluo — wolls/a,2 -

Thus we have proven that there exists § > 0 such that for uy € HY4(R)
with |[ugll3/4,2 < J the integral equation

(4.19) u(t) = V(t)ug — /0 t V(t - 1)(u*o.u)(t)dt

has a unique solution in the class X¢ with T = T'(|luol[3/4,2; k) > 0. Further-
more the map 1 — u(?) is locally Lipschitz.
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To complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 we shall establish the persistence
property (i.e., u € C([-T, T] : H**)) and the uniqueness result in a class
larger than X%, i.e., X3°.

It suffices to show that the map ¢ — u(t) from [-T, T] into H34(R) is
continuous at zero.

Using the smallness assumption on the data u; and the estimates (4.6)—(4.7)
(with = 1) and (4.8) it follows that

A 1(w) + Ap ((Hu) < 2¢cAp 1 (V(ug) + o(1)

as T’ tends to zero.
A simple argument shows that A (V(t)up) = o(1) as T’ tends to zero,
therefore

(4.20) Ar(u) + A 1 (Hu) = o(1)

as T’ tends to zero. Finally using (4.20) in the integral equation
t

u(t) —ug = V(@ )uy — up — / V(t — 1) (ukdcu)(t) de
0

together with the group properties and the estimates (4.12)-(4.8) we obtain the
desired result.

Now let # € X4,NC([-T, T1: H**) with a’ > a be a solution of the integral
equation (4.19) in the time interval [-Ty, Tp] where Tp = mingr; 1y . By conti-
nuity and (4.14) there exists T\ € (0, Tp) such that sup;_, 7, [lu()ll3/4,2 < a.

A similar argument to that used in (4.20) shows that

AT/,G(E) +)'T’,0(H§) = 0(1)

as T’ tends to zero (uniformly in @ € [0, 1]). Therefore for sufficiently small
T, it follows that u € X' i which implies that ¥ = u in Rx[-T3, T>]. Reapply-
ing this argument we extend this uniqueness result to the time interval [T, T].

5. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.3 AND COROLLARY 1.4

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is similar to that explained in the previous section
for Corollary 1.4. In fact, since local existence is known (Theorem 1.2) one just
needs to sketch the argument used to obtain an a priori estimate which allows
us to extend the local solution to a global one.

We shall restrict ourselves to the most interesting case s = 1. Thus we
introduce the space
(5.1)

Z,= {’U RxR-oR|nw)<a, sup (vg(v)+ vg(Hv)) < a and B(v) < a}
0<6<1

where ,
36/2
nw) = supfvll2,  ve(®) = 1D vl -0z

Bv) = ( / ot 1% dt)m -

-0

and
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By Theorem 1.2 there exists u(-) defining in the time interval [-T, T] such
that

(5.2) u(t) = V(t)uo — /0 Vit - (o)) d.

From (2.10) with p = co we find the a priori estimate

[o¢]

B(u) < clluollz + ¢ / (e B)(2) 2 d7

—-—00
e o]

< cluolls + sup @D [ ut-, Ol de

—o0

< clluollz + e(n@))*>(Bw)*.
More generally, the inequalities (2.17)~(2.19) together with the notation
A(v) = sup {n(v); 02\;2[(1}9(1}) +ve(H(v)); ﬂ(v)}
and the argument used in the previous section yield the a priori estimate
A(u) < clluolly,2 + c(Aw)**!

Hence, there exists 6 > 0 and M > 0 such that for 4y € H'(R) with
luolli,2 < & one has that

(5.3) Au)< M.

Once that the formal estimate (5.3) has been established the rest of the proof
of Theorem 1.3 uses a combination of standard arguments and those in the
previous section. Therefore it will be omitted.

Finally we consider Corollary 1.4. First we shall prove that

t

(5.4) lim | V(-1)(u*8,u)(1)dt

t—+o00 0

exists in the H'!'-norm. Thus

“ Vien ko di < /tllukaxu(‘t)nzdt
(5.5) ! 2

t
<csup [u(o)l3 / lu(D|l%, dt = Et, 7).
N t

From (1.7a)-(1.7b) it follows that E(¢, ') tends to zero as ¢, t' tend to +cc.
Now combining (2.4) with (3.1), (3.2) we obtain the following string of in-
equalities:
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8, / V(=0 D) (7 d

2

oo o~ 1/2
< c/ (/ |D,lc/2(uk6xu)|2d‘t) dx
2 —0o0 t

00 t 5 1/2 0 o~ 1/2
< c/ ( |uk DY/ u|2d‘r> dx+c/ ( |Dl/2(uk)6xu|2d‘t) dx
t I

—o0 —o0

+e ( / ( |D;/“(uk)|‘2dz> dx)
—00 t
o /ot 10 1/24
. (/ ( |DY/ 4|12/ dr) dx)
—00 t

o0 !~ 12
<c (/ sup |u(x, 7)|* dx) sup [|u(t)]|¥=} sup (/ |Di/2u|2dr)
(t,1') Tox ¢

4 ~
D\ / V(=) DY2(uk By (1)
tl

—oo (2,1)

—oo (1,t)

o0 ! ~ 1/6 [es} t 4
( / / |D;/2u|6drdx) ( / ( / |6xul3dr) dx)
—oo Jt! —o00 v
+(/ ( |D,l,/4u|12d‘c> dx)
—-00 t
0o !~ 10 1/24
(- (paemey')”)
—00 t

Thus from (5.3) and an argument similar to that used in (4.20) we can conclude
the

3/4
o0
+c (/ sup |u(x, 7)|* dx) (sup) a1
t,t
112

Oy t V(—1)(uFo.u)(1)dt

2

tends to zero as ¢, ¢’ tend to +oo. Hence (5.4) has been established.
Defining

Wos = Up +/ V(—1)(uFocu)(1) dt
0
and
0
Wo— = U +/ V(-t)(ukdu)(t)dt
the same argument given for (5.4) yields (1.8) (for details see [36]).
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