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DISPERSION VS. ANTI-DIFFUSION: WELL-POSEDNESS IN
VARIABLE COEFFICIENT AND QUASILINEAR EQUATIONS OF
KDV-TYPE.

DAVID M. AMBROSE AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT

ABSTRACT. We study the well-posedness of the initial value problem on pe-
riodic intervals for linear and quasilinear evolution equations for which the
leading-order terms have three spatial derivatives. In such equations, there
is a competition between the dispersive effects which stem from the leading-
order term, and anti-diffusion which stems from the lower-order terms with
two spatial derivatives. We show that the dispersive effects can dominate the
backwards diffusion: we find a condition which guarantees well-posedness of
the initial value problem for linear, variable coefficient equations of this kind,
even when such anti-diffusion is present. In fact, we show that even in the
presence of localized backwards diffusion, the dispersion will in some cases
lead to an overall effect of parabolic smoothing. By contrast, we also show
that when our condition is violated, the backwards diffusion can dominate the
dispersive effects, leading to an ill-posed initial value problem. We use these
results on linear evolution equations as a guide when proving well-posedness of
the initial value problem for some quasilinear equations which also exhibit this
competition between dispersion and anti-diffusion: a Rosenau-Hyman com-
pacton equation, the Harry Dym equation, and equations which arise in the
numerical analysis of finite difference schemes for dispersive equations. For
these quasilinear equations, the well-posedness theorem requires that the ini-
tial data be uniformly bounded away from zero.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study a family of evolution equations,
Up = QUgga + DUz + @,

where a and b are functions and ¢ represents a collection of lower-order terms, and
where z € X = [0, M] and we assume u satisfies periodic boundary conditions.
We establish conditions on the coefficient functions a and b, as well as conditions
on ¢, which ensure that the initial value problem for this equation is well-posed in
Sobolev spaces. This is a delicate question because if there exist any x and ¢ for
which b < 0, then formally, this term acts (locally, at least) as an anti-diffusion or
backwards heat operator. The conditions we find on a and b indicate to what extent
the dispersive effects of the leading-order term can compensate for the presence of
this anti-diffusion. In a special case (in which the coefficient functions depend only
on x), we also show that if our condition is violated, then the initial value problem is
ill-posed. We treat this problem for linear equations, for which a and b are functions
of x and t, and also certain quasilinear equations, for which a and b depend on u
and ug.
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Our original motivation for this work is to study the question of well-posedness
or ill-posedness for the the Rosenau-Hyman K (2,2) equation,

(1) Up = 2Ulgpr + OUpUpy + 2Ully,.

K(2,2) is a degenerate version of the Korteweg-de Vries equation and famously
supports compactly supported traveling waves, dubbed compactons [I5], as well
as other non-analytic traveling waves [I3]. Many papers in the literature make
numerical simulations of solutions of the K(2,2) initial value problem, focusing
primarily on the study of interactions of these compactons [, [8], [12], [16], [17].
While the existence theory for this equation remains unsettled, there is strong
evidence that K(2,2) is ill-posed for data which crosses zero [2]. Here we study a
complementary problem: Is the equation well-posed when the initial condition is
bounded away from zero? The answer, as we show below, is yes.

In order to show that K(2,2) is well-posed, we first study an associated linear
problem:

(2) up = a(T, ) Ugze + (T, ) gy + (2, t)uy + d(x, t)u + e(x, t)

where once again x € X = [0, M] and u (and the coefficient functions) satisfy
periodic boundary conditions. We assume that the coefficient functions are defined
for all ¢ € [0,T], where T > 0.

By way of analogy, supposing that u(z,0) is bounded away from zero in K(2,2)
we should study the situation where a(x,t) is likewise bounded from zero. On the
other hand, u,(x,0) will change signs for any non-trivial periodic initial data and
so we should not impose strong conditions on b(z,t). In particular we must allow
b(x,t) to be negative, at least for some x.

Equations like (2)), and quasilinear variants, have been studied previously, though
the focus has been on the case where X = R instead of the periodic problem we
study here. The earliest work [6] requires that b > 0; that is to say, there is
no destabilizing “backwards diffusion” effect from the term b(z,t)uy,. It is well-
known that if a(z, t) is identically zero and there is an interval on which b < 0, then
these destabilizing effect are so pathological that is ill-posed for data in Sobolev
spaces.  In some sense, the results of this paper are an investigation into the
extent to which dispersive effects from a(z,t)u,., ameliorate the catastrophically
destabilizing effects caused by a backwards diffusive term.

This question was answered for X = R in [I], and, in short, the answer is that if
b(-,t) € L* uniformly in ¢ and a(z, t) is bounded away from zero, then the dispersive
effects completely dominate the backwards diffusion and the equation (including
quasilinear versions) is well-posed. The issues for the periodic setting are necessarily
different; the argument cannot be based on integrability (the integrability would
be considered over the real line rather than a periodic interval, and a nontrivial
periodic function is not integrable on the real line). The answers that we find for
the periodic case include a well-posedness theorem, a parabolic smoothing result,
and an ill-posedness theorem for , when certain conditions (primarily on a and
b) are satisfied.

While we were motivated by the well-posedness question for the K(2,2) equa-
tion, our method of proof applies to other quasilinear evolution equations as well.
We do not attempt to give the most general theorem that we can on well-posedness
of quasilinear evolution equations with nonlinear dispersion and anti-diffusion, but
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instead we consider some additional equations which have appeared in the litera-
ture. One of these is the Harry Dym equation, u; = u3t4,,. Other examples come
from the numerical analysis of finite difference schemes for certain dispersive par-
tial differential equations. We are able to prove well-posedness theorems for such
equations for uniformly positive Sobolev initial data.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we study the
linear problem and provide sufficient conditions on the coefficients so that the
equation is well-posed. The main tools here are a change of dependent variables
followed by energy estimates. See Theorem [I] below for the precise statement of this
result. In Section 3 we use the linear energy estimates as a inspiration for developing
analogous estimates for K(2,2). These estimates are sufficient for proving that
K(2,2) is well-posed. See Corollary below for the precise statement of this
result. In Section 4, we briefly discuss additional quasilinear equations which can
be shown to be well-posed for positive initial data in Sobolev spaces. We mention
that all of our well-posedness proofs largely follow the lines of Chapter 3 of [14], in
which the Navier-Stokes equations are shown to be well-posed in Sobolev spaces.
In Section 5, we give a theorem on singularity formation: if positive solutions of
these quasilinear equations ever touch down and obtain a value of zero, then the
solutions must blow up in the space H*.

2. THE LINEAR PROBLEM

2.1. Main ideas and instructive examples. The following heuristics and special
cases provide some crucial ideas for how we proceed. The first special case we
consider is

(3) Ut = QoUgzgy — DoUgy With x € [0, 27]

where ag and by are positive and constant and u satisfies periodic boundary condi-
tions. The equation can be solved via Fourier series:

u(z,t) = Z exp(—iaok>t) exp(bok?t)e™**7(k, 0).
keZ

Here u(k,0) are the coefficients of the Fourier series expansion of the initial data.
A routine calculation shows that the right hand side of this equation, viewed as a
map from R* x H® into H* does not depend continuously on u(z,0). This is due
to the fact that exp(bok?t) grows extremely fast for large wave numbers k. As such,
is ill-posed in precisely the same way that backwards heat equation is.

If b is uniformly negative, this example illustrates that there is no chance for
the dispersive effects to play a role (above, we had b(z,t) = —by < 0). However, if
b is localized and negative, there is reason to think that the dispersion can arrest
blow up, as the following formal heuristic demonstrates. Specifically, consider the
following:

(4) Ut = AQoUgzy + D(T)Uuyy with 2 € [—M, M)

where

b() = —by <0, forz 6.[O,L]
0, otherwise.

Here 0 < L <« M. For simplicity, assume ag < 0. Consider a “wave packet” of
amplitude py and wave number kg which is initially located to the left of z = 0. Such
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N\ U
t<0 A 0<t<L/ec t>L/c,
amp. = o amp. = pipe”*ot amp. = pgeto/3e
oY AU
> destabilizing
) zone
cg = 3lao kg b(T) = —bg

FI1GURE 1. Dispersion vs localized backwards diffusion in @

a wave packet will move with group speed associated to the equation u; = agtzeq,
which is to say with speed

cg = 3laolk].
When the packet enters the interval [0, L], say at ¢ = 0, it will be subjected to the
effects of the backwards heat term, which will cause the amplitude to grow like

po exp(bokat),
as was the case in (3). The wave packet will leave the interval [0,L] at time
tesit = L/cy and thus the final amplitude of the packet is
9 5 L L
(5) p10 exp (bokiterit) = pioexp | bokg zr—r | = poexp | = :
3‘0/0“{30 3
See Figure 1. The growth of the amplitude during the wave packet’s passage
through the destabilizing zone is independent of its wave number—the extremely
rapid growth of high wave numbers is held in check by the fact that these highly
oscillatory wave packets move very fast.
Therefore, if we presume that b(z,t) is not everywhere negative, this heuristic

indicates a plausible mechanism by which dispersion can arrest blowup. Note that
equation points to the importance of the ratio

5a ) = 2T

la(z,t)]
in determining the growth of the amplitude. We call §(z,t) the modified diffusion
for the equation, for reasons which will become clear below.

We make this formal argument—which is closely related to the geometric optics
heuristics described in [f]—precise in this article. Specifically, we give sufficient
conditions on the coefficient functions a(x,t),..., e(z,t) so that is well-posed.
In what follows W*? = W¥P(X) is the usual Sobolev space of periodic functions
on X, and H" = H"(X) = W™2. Also, for any Banach space of functions defined
on X, we set

bo
ao

Br := L*(]0,T]; B).
We now state our assumptions on the coefficient functions:
Assumption 1. The coefficients are sufficiently regular/integrable: Fiz
n € N, withn > 4. Then
e a(,t) € C(0,T]; C"+3),
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ai(z,t) € C([0,T]; C™),
b(z,t) € C([0,T]; C””)
bt(f t) € C([0,T};C™),
c(z,t) € C([0,T];C"),
d(z,t) € C([0,T); C"), and

e(x,t) € L>=([0,T]; H™).

Assumption 2. The dispersion does not degenerate: There exists a constant
ag with the property that for all x € X and t € [0,T):

0 < ag < |a(z,t)].
Assumption 3. The average modified diffusion is non-negative:

o) M o la(y,t)] y=0

for allt € ]0,T).
Remark 1. Let

K:=M+T+n+ lallyyn+sco + lacllypaee +lla™ g
+ bllwzo= + [[bel g + llellwme + 1w + llell mp-

Throughout this Section, any constant K which appears in an estimate has the
property that K > 0 and K depends only on K. For instance, one can show that

S(t) + |* 6(t)] < K.
Our first main result is:

Theorem 1. Fiz n € N such that n > 4 and take Assumptions[1] [§ and[3 to be
true. Then there is a continuous map

U:H" — L0, T; H")
such that for all ug € H™,
19 (o) o= o712y < K (luollm +1),
and such that the following are true for u = ¥(ug):
(1) For all0 <n' <n,ue C(0,T); H") and ||u(t)|| g < K (Juo]zn + 1),
(2) u(z,0) = ug,

(8) u(x,t) solves forte[0,T) and
(4) u(z,t) is the only function for which (2) and (3) hold simultaneously.

We have two extensions of this if we have more information about 6(t). First,

Theorem 2. If, in addition to Assumptions @ and@ we have for all t € [0, T
5(t) >0 >0
then the solution map ¥ from Theorem 1| enjoys a parabolic smoothing property.
That is, for all ug € H",
1@ (o)l 20,77 mrm1y < K ||uo|mn-

Moreover, if Assumption |1| holds with n replaced by n + 1, then u = W(ug) €
C([0,T); H*) N C((0,T]; H™ ) for all n' € [0,n+1).
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Theorem 3. If, in addition to Assumptions @ and@ we have for all t € [0,T]

o(t) =0,
then then the solution map ¥ from Theorem []] satisfies u = W (ug) € C([0,T]; H™).

Remark 2. To demonstrate how surprising our results are, consider the following
examples, all posed for x € [0, 27]. Clearly, the initial value problem for the equation

Uy = Sin() gy

is ill-posed. However, if we add even a very small amount of dispersion, for instance,

im Ugzr + SIN(X)Ugy

~ 1023

then the initial value problem for the equation is well-posed since the average mod-

ified diffusion in this case is equal to zero (since sin(z) has average value zero).
Similarly, for any € such that 0 < € < 1, the initial value problem for the equation

ur = (& + sin(z)) Ugy
is again ill-posed. However, if we consider the equation with some dispersion, say
Ut = 755 Yawa + (& + sin(z)) ugq,
then since § = 1023¢ > 0, the initial value problem is well-posed. Morever, Theorem
states that even for a(x,t) ludicrously small, as in this case, so long as € > 0, the
equation is essentially parabolic even though, on a sizable fraction of the interval,
there is a backwards heat operator acting.

Remark 3. One can ask which of the assumptions are necessary as well as suf-
ficient. We do not have definitive answers at this time, but some relevant infor-
mation is known. The results in [2] and [7] strongly indicate that if a(z,t) crosses
zero for some x with non-zero derivative, then will be ill-posed. The regular-
ity /integrability conditions in Assumption |1 can almost certainly be weakened, but
doing so is likely technical and not terribly interesting at this time. A quick cal-
culation shows that sending ¢ — —t in results in an equation of the same form
as but reverses the sign of 5. The parabolic smoothing property in Theorem
indicates that it is highly unlikely that would be well-posed backwards in time
when §(t) > 0. These two facts together indicate that Assumption [3|is almost cer-
tainly necessary. We confirm this in the special case when the coefficients functions
are time independent in Theorem [10] below.

Remark 4. Assumption [2| allows us, without loss of generality, to take
a(x,t) > ag > 0.
And so, from this point on, a(z,t) is presumed to be positive.

2.2. The change of variables and key estimate. Our goal is to find an a priori
estimate for solutions u(z,t) of in the space H". It turns out that it this more
easily done after changing dependent variables. Toward this end, we let g, (z,t) be
function which has the following three properties:

(C1) There is a constant k, > 1 such that for all z and ¢,
kg_l < gn(®,t) < ky,
(C2) g, € C([0,T); C"*3) and 0,9, € C([0,T); C™), and
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(C3) g, and its first n derivatives satisfy periodic boundary conditions.
Then define v(x, t) via

(6) u(z, t) := gn(z, t)v(z,t).

An intelligent choice for g,, will allow us to find an energy estimate for v, and we will
make such a choice at the appropriate place in our proof. The following Lemma,
whose proof is obvious, implies we will have a comparable estimate for u.

Lemma 4. Assume g, satisfies (C1)-(C8). Then v € HY if and only if v € H}.
That is, there is a constant Cy > 1, depending only on ||gullwr- and [lg; " |15,
such that

Cy M lullay < llvllap < Cyllvllay.-

Substituting @ into yields the following after a routine calculation:

(7) Vy = Wy + W + CVp + dv + €
where
7 8{1? n
b(x,t) = 30229 4 p
9n
é(z,t) = 3¢%z9n | 9p%zIn |
(®) T
~ 8 n 83 n 82 n 8;13 n
gn In gn gn
&z, t) = =

gn

Remark 5. The regularity assumptions in (C2) are made so that b, ¢, d and ¢ are
in the same spaces as b, ¢, d and e.

Note that the right hand side of is of the same form as that of . Motivated
by this, define the operator

Lapop := Ad2 + BO? + CO, + D

where A, B, C and D are functions which satisfy periodic boundary conditions in
x . The following Lemma contains the heart of our energy estimate:

Lemma 5. Fizn € N with n > 4. Suppose that A, B,C,D € W™, Then there
exists k > 0 (which depends only onn, M and the W™ norms of A, B,C and D)
such that, for all p € H™:

(9) /X (@) (Lapepd) do — /

X

K; - n) A — B} 2+ ) d < kl|¢][F-

Proof: We prove the result for smooth functions ¢ only. The case for ¢ € H™
follows by a typical density argument. From the defintion of L 4pcp, we have:

/X (@2 $)0" (Lapepd) dz — /X (026)0" (Aduns + Béus + Cou + Do) da
=Is+Ip+1c+1Ip,

(10)

where 14, Ip, Ic and Ip are defined in the obvious way. We estimate each in turn.
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First, the product rule gives:
I= / (07 0)0" (Apas) do
X

— [ @oja0r+0 dot [ n(@ro)4.01 0 do
X

n * n—3 n
" h) A n+1 n n_jA 3 .
+/X(2>(ax¢) 220 qbdwj%/x(j)(am)(ax )OI+ dur

We call the four terms on the right hand side Iy, I3, I3, I4 respectively.
I% is controlled with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and other elementary tools,
since at most n derivatives of ¢ appear:

n—3

(11) I4 = Z/

j=0"%

(j) (00 6)(02T )OI+ de < |6

1
I3 is handled using the observation that 97 ¢d7+1¢p = 5895 [07¢]?. Thus an integra-
tion by parts gives:

) = [ (3)@oanoow=5(3) [ Anoora? i

__Ln 2 2
_ 2<2) /X Avaa 02 da < K| ||2n.

A quick calculation shows that, for any smooth function 1,
1 3

Applying this with ¢ = 9%¢ in I gives:

I / A" $)om 3 da — % / AP 2 da — g / A0, [ 6 da.
X X X

Integrating by parts three times in the first term and just once in the second term
gives:

1 3 3
I}‘:—§/XAIM[8;"¢]2dm+§/XAI[6;L+1¢]2dxg §/XAw[ag+1¢]2dx+m||¢|\§{n.

Now we consider
2= / AL (7)) da.
X
For smooth functions v, we have
1
If we use this with ¢ = 07'¢, then

Ij = % /X”Awai[amz d — /X”Aw{@:“mz dz.

Integrating by parts twice in the first term gives:

1
=35 /X ”Amr[aw]?dx—L nAg (07 ¢)* du < _/X nAg [0 6] du+ k@l
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Adding the estimates for I, I3, I3 and I} yields:

(14) fas (§-n) [ Adertio? dot sl
X

Now we estimate Ig. As with I4, the product rule gives:
I = [ (020)0% (B6..) da
X
= [[@o)poro do+ [ noro)Boro da
X

+Z/ < ) Y0P B2 da.

Using the same steps as in and @, we have

/ (00 ) B g dx—i—Z/ ( ) 07 9)(0n79 B)OI+2 dw < k|||
X

Notice that the other term in I, namely [ B(07¢)d""2$ dr, is the same as I3

X
but with B replacing nA,. So using and following the steps used to estimate
I3 we get:

/ B ¢)or+2gdz < / BlorLo2da + k] 6|
X X

Combining these estimates, we have

(15) Ip<— / BIOM 6 di + k6|20
X

Controlling I~ and Ip amounts to applying the processes in and appro-
priately. One finds

Ic+1Ip < K||¢||2Hn

Adding this to and then rearranging terms in completes the proof of
the lemma. |

2.3. Selection of g,. Notice that if (; — n) A, — B <0, that the second term

on the left hand side of @ is non-negative, so dropping it gives

(16) / (O20)0 (Lasond) du < x|6|2

Hn-

This fact will lead to an a priori H™ estimate for solutions v of @ provided

3 -
(2—n>ax—b<0.

Given the definition of b this is the same as requiring that the following differential
inequality is satisfied:

(17) (271)%[)3 8xgn<0 for all z € X and t € [0,T].
9n
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At first glance, the most straightforward way to meet is to choose g, so that
3 0
that (2 — n) a, —b— 3ax—gn = 0. That is to say, take g,, to be

9n
1/2-n/3 L (" b(y,t)
a(x,t exp {—/ dy| .
(ol 1) 3Jo alv.)
The problem with doing this is the fact that this function does not meet periodic

M
-, b(y,t . . . .
boundary conditions, as / (. %) dy is not necessarily zero. Since our estimates

0 a(yv t)
require multiple integrations by parts, it is absolutely critical that g, be periodic.

Assumption [3] is made precisely so that we may choose g, to be periodic while
simultaneously satisfying (17). (It is this fact that g, must be periodic which
makes the conditions on a and b more restrictive than in the case when one studies
for z € R.)

To find a function g,, which satisfies our conditions, we begin by taking d(t) as
in Assumption [3] Then take g, to be a non-zero solution of

0.9  1[(b 1 n)\ ay
(18) i s<a 5)*(2 3)a'

Specifically, define

19 anlot) = o) exp |- [ (BED 50) ay)

Then we have the following lemma:

Lemma 6. Toke Assumptz'ons E and@ as given and define g, as in . Then
gn satisfies (C1), (C2), (C3) and (17).

Proof: Assumptions[I]and 2]imply a is bounded away from zero and also bounded
above, so the same is true for (a(z, t))1/2_"/3. Likewise b is bounded above, as is 0,
and so the exponential is bounded above and away from zero. Thus we have (C1)
for an appropriate constant k,. The regularity of g, can be ascertained from .
Essentially g, has the same regularity as a (due to the prefactor of al/2=n/ 3) and

)
one derivative smoother than b (since b appears in only as / a((zi dy). Thus
0 _
Assumption |1 gives (C2). Observe that, for any ¢ € [0,T] the definition of ¢ and

the fact that a is periodic gives:

gn (M) = (a(M, £))/27"* exp H / ( bg ?) - 6<t>) dy]

= (a(M,t)"* "3 exp {—; (M3(t) — Mé(t))]

= (a(M, 1))"*7* = (a(0,£))* ™/ = g,(0,1).

Thus g, is periodic. The same reasoning shows that its derivatives are periodic and
we have (C3). Finally, rearranging the terms in gives

3 6@cgn o R
(20) (2 - n) az —b— 3ag—n = —ad(t).

Since @ > 0 and since Assumption [3|tells us that ¢ > 0, we have . ]
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2.4. Well-posedness of . Now that we have selected g,, we can prove that ,
and consequently , is well-posed. We will first prove uniqueness and continuous
dependence of solutions, and we will then prove existence. For all of these, a uniform
bound for solutions will be helpful. Lemmal[f]leads to the following energy estimate:

Proposition 1. Take Assumptions @ and@ as given and define g, as in ,
If v e L>=([0,T); H™) solves then

%Ilv(t)llﬂn < Ko@) +2(0(t), é() 1

Proof: Following the time-honored tradition, we compute

d d d
GO = ZIo@: + Z1020OlE =2 [ vodar2 [ @2oozo do
Using the definition of Lapcp, can be rewritten as v; = L ; ;v + €. Thus:

d
GO =2 [ oL doe2 [ (02000 (L) do

+2/ ve dm+2/ (Onv)dre dx
p's p's

9 / oL v da+2 / (@) (Lgagv) da + 2(0(t), (1)) -
X X

Since n > 4 and L ;. ; takes three derivatives:

2 [ 0L geqv do < KJo(0) e
X
Our choice of g, and Lemma@ allow us to use 7 thus:

2/ Ot (Ljaqv) dr < Kllo(t)]/Fn.
b'e

|
This proposition immediately implies:

Corollary 7. (Uniqueness and continuous dependence on initial conditions) Take
Assumptions @ cmd@ as given and define g, as in . Suppose that vy, vo € H}
are solutions of (7). Then for all t € [0,T],

[[v1(t) = va ()| rm < K[v1(0) — v2(0)[ 1.
In particular, if v1(0) = v2(0) then vy = vs.
Proof: Let A = v; — vy. Clearly
Ar = LpeqA

d
and A(0) = v1(0) — v2(0). Apply Proposition |1| with € = 0 to get a”A(t)H%{" <

K| A(t)||3n. Gronwall’s inequality then gives the estimate. |
All that remains is to show that does indeed have solutions. Here is our
result:

Proposition 2. Take Assumptions @ and@ as given and define g, as in .
For allvy € H™, with n > 4, there exists a function v* with the following properties:

e v* € L>([0,T]; H") with |[v||an < K ([lvolla= + 1),
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o forall0 <n' <n, v* € C([0,T]; H") with |[v ypr < K (Jvollzn + 1),
e v*(z,0) = vy and
o v*(x,t) solves (7)).

Remark 6. This proposition, Corollary [7] and Lemma [] imply the main result,
Theorem [Il

Proof: (Proposition [2)) We first regularize @ Let J.¢ := me * ¢ where * is the
periodic convolution and 7. is “Evans’ standard mollifier” [9]. For utility we record
the following properties of Je:

Theorem 8. (1) For alle >0, s1,82 € R, ||Tellgsr s me2 < C(e, 81, 52).
(2) If € H*, then lim, o+ | 7.6 — @l = 0.
(8) For all e > 0, s € R, ||Tellgsmp: < C(s). Specifically, C(s) does not
depend on €.
(4) For alle >0, s € R, and ¢, € H®, (Tcp, V) s = (¢, Teb) s -

Consider now the following regularized initial vale problem:

(21) v = . (ajsv;m BT, + 8T + T + é)
with
(22) ve(x,0) = vy € H".

Due to the presence of the mollifiers, the right hand side of defines a Lipschitz
map from H™ to itself. Since [J. commutes with derivatives, we can rewrite the
right hand side of as:

jeLaEEdKZ'UG + s7€é
So we have from the standard existence theory for ODEs on a Banach spaces:
Lemma 9. For all € > 0 there exist T, > 0 and

v¥(x,t) € CH([0,T.]; H™)
which solves and .

Here, T, > 0 depends, possibly badly, on e. We now prove an analog of Proposi-
tion |1} for solutions of . Specifically, we have, just as in the proof of Proposition

d, . . .
GO =2 [ v, (L) do
X

+2 / OO T, (Logegdev®) do + 20 (t), Jeé(t)) sn.
X
Using the fact that 7 is self-adjoint (Theorem 8] part (4)) gives:
d € € €
@3) Gl Ol =2 [ T (L) do

+ 2/ O Tv 0y (L g Tev) da + 2(Teve(t), (1)) prn-
e
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The first term is easily bounded by K || J.v¢|| %, since n > 4. We can apply Lemma
and the estimate (16 to the second term, with ¢ = J.v¢. (The mollifiers were
arranged precisely in (21)) so that we could do this.) We then have:

d -
N0 @Ol < KT @)1z + 2(Tev" (1), €(t)) -

Note that the constant K here (and any such constants which appear below) do
not depend on e.

Since ||Jed|lan < C(n)||¢]|gn where C(n) does not depend on €, we have, with
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

d € € € €

il Ol < K (v @)lfFm + 05 @) lan) < K (1+[[0°@)[[7a) -
Applying Gronwall’s inequality to this gives, for all ¢ € [0, T].
(24) [ @17 < (L + [loollF)e™ =1 < K(|vo]|Fn + 1)

Thus we have |[v¢(T¢)||g» < oco. This means that we can continue the solution; we
can do so indefinitely given the form of . We conclude that, for all €,

(25) v e CH([0,T]; H™).

Which is to say that the solutions v¢ all exist for a common time interval.
Since n > 4, we have H™ C C3. Thus the estimate (24)) implies that

sup [[v(t)[lcs < K([lvollan +1).
te[0,7]

And since v¢ solves ([21)), we have

sup_us(llc < K sup_[lo@)lles < K (lvolln +1).
t€[0,T] te[0,T]

In particular, there is a constant K independent of e:

sup ([lvgllc + llville) < K(llvollmg» + 1).
t€[0,T]

This implies that {v} ., is a uniformly bounded and equicontinuous family of
functions defined for (z,t) € [0,M] x [0,T]. [0,M] x [0,7] € R? is compact,
and so we apply the Arzela-Ascoli theorem to conclude that there is a function
v* € C([0,M] x [0,T]) and subsequence {¢;} (with lim;_, €; = 0) such that

jlglolo v — v* oo, m)x[0,7]) = jlggo [v9 — v*||Lse = 0.
We have from interpolation, for all n’ € [0,n):
(26) [0 (8) = 0" ()| e < ([0 (1) = 0" () T2ll0 (£) — 0" (E)]zm
where ¢ =1 —n//n and r = n’/n. The estimate implies that:
[0 (8) = 0" ()| g < K([[vollzm + 17 [0 (8) = 0% (@) 72-
Since [0, M] is compact, L™ C L
(27) [0 = v || e < K([Jvollmn +1)" [0 — 09" [|7ec -

Of course, since v — v* uniformly, {v% } is a Cauchy sequence in the C ([0, T]; L>°)
topology. Moreover, we know that for all €, v¢ € C1([0,T]; H"') by ([25). Thus



14 DAVID M. AMBROSE AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT
implies {v%} is a Cauchy sequence in the C([0,T]; H") topology, and therefore
convergent. Of course, the limit must be v*. And so, for all n € [0,n):

v* e C([0,T); H).

Moreover, since the v¢ are in C([0,T]; H™), for each t € [0,T] we have {v% (¢)}
a bounded sequence in H™. Thus this sequence has a weak limit in H™. Call the
limit v**(¢). We have v** € L*°([0,T]; H™). An elementary argument using the fact
that limits are unique shows that v** = v*. But this then means

v* e L>®([0,T]; H™).
We claim that v* solves with initial condition . For all €, we have
t
(28) vé(x,t) = vo(x) + / (TeLypaqTev(z,s) + Teé(s)) ds.
0
Recall that L ;. ; takes three derivatives and lir(gl+ |Ted — &|| s = 0 for any ¢ € H*.
e—

Moreover v — v* as j — oo in C([0,T]; H") for any n’ € [0,n) with n > 4. And
so we have no difficulty passing to the limit in along the subsequence {¢;} to
get

t
v*(z,t) = vo(x) + / (Lojzqv*(w,5) + €(s)) ds.
0
This implies that v* sastifies (7)) and (22). [ ]

We now prove the extensions.
Proof: (Theorem [2) Suppose that

(29) 5(t) > 8o > 0.
Follow the proof of Theorem [2| until . Then implies

d
a||7f(7:)|\?qn < 2/}(8§$v68; (L, pqTev") dz + K (J|lvol|7m + 1)

which, upon subtracting from both sides, gives:

d 3 -
GO 2 [ [ (5-n) e 3] o0

< 2/ 0, Jve0y, (Lagedjeve) dz
b'e
3 -
— Z/X [(2 — n) a; — b} (02 TP + K (JJool| 3 + 1) .
Applying @ on the right hand side we get:
d € 3 7 n €
Gl =2 [ (3 =) 0 8] 02 70P < K (ol +1).
b'e
Our choice for g, and give:
d _
GOl +250) [ a0 0P < K (ol +1).

Integrating both sides with respect to time gives us the following estimate:

o (8)]20 +2 / 5(s) /X a(s)[02 1 T (5)]2ds < K ([[vollZn +1) -
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Thus we have, for all ¢ € [0, T7:

t
[ 86s) [ atolon g (9)ds < K (el + 1)
0 X
Assumption [2| and imply that

i n+1 € 2 1 t_ n+1 € 2
/0 1071 T (5)) |2 ads < —— / 5(s) /X a(s) (00 T (5))]ds.

doag

Thus, for any € > 0:
T
|10zt T ) s < K (e +1)

And so {J.v¢} is a bounded set in L2([0, T]; H™*1). It then has a weakly convergent
subsequence, whose limit we call v*** € L?([0,7]; H"™!). Given that v, — v*
strongly in C([0,T]; H"') when 0 < n’ < n, it is straightforward to conclude that
Jev¢ — v* strongly in L2([0,T]; H"). Uniqueness of limits thus implies v* = v***,
Thus v* € L2([0,T]; H**1). As norms are lower semi-continuous with respect to
weak limits we have

T T
|10 s < ting [ 1707 e ds < K (Jaulfe +1)

All that remains is to show that v* € C([0,T]; H"). Since v* € L([0,T]; H™*1),
we see that for a.e. t € [0,7], v*(t) € H""1. Let 7 > 0 be such a time. Then we
can rerun the existence argument in its entirety using v*(7) € H"! as the initial
condition, but in the smoother space (hence the additional regularity requirements
in the statement of Theorem . Call this new solution v*. By Proposition [2, we
have v* € C([r,T); H"*1) for all n’ € [0,n). By uniqueness, it must be the case
that v* = v* for t € [r,T]. Lastly, we can conclude that

lim ||v* —vol|lg» = 0;

t—0t
the details of this step are the same as in the proof of Theorem [L8 below. Therefore,
we get v* € C([0,T]; H"), and since 7 can be taken arbitrarily close to 0, we also
have v* € C((0,T]; H" 1) as claimed. [ ]
Proof: (Theorem [3) Suppose that

(30) 0= | |b((Zg| dy =0

The crux of the argument here is that in this case (2)) is, for all intents and purposes,
reversible. Specifically, suppose that u(x,t) solves (2|) with initial conditions ug(z).
Then let w(z,t) = uw(M — x,ty — t) where tg € (0,T]. Then

(31) Wi = AQWappy — DWgy + Wy — dw + €

where a(x,t) = a(M — x,tg — t), b(z,t) = b(M — z,ty — t) and so on. Solving
for ¢t backwards from ¢ is therefore equivalent to solving forward in time.
The claim is that meets all the Assumptions, and is thus solvable. Clearly
the coefficients on the right hand side of satisfy the regularity requirements
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of Assumption [I} Likewise it is clear that inf,cx |a(z,t)| = inf e x |a(z,t)| and so
Assumption E is also met. Lastly,

/M b(M —y,t _
M Ia vl YT M la(M —y,t M Ia gt 7

Thus Assumptlon is met, and so we apply Theorem I to get solutlons of . In
combination with the energy estimates we have, the reversibility implies

u e C([0,T]; H");

we omit the argument at present, as it is essentially the same as the argument in
the proof of Theorem [18] below. [ |

2.5. Ill-posedness when 0 < 0. Let us define L as:

Lu = a(@)tugzs + b(X) Uy + c(2)u, + d(z)u.
We have:
Theorem 10. Supposeﬂ that a, b, ¢ and d are in C‘X’(X). If

xlél)f(a()—ao>0 and 5—M/ d;éO
then there is a sequence of eigenvalues {\ »}jeNofL for whzch
lim —§ R()\;) = +oo.
j—o0o

Notice that if 6 < 0 then this proposition implies that L has eigenvalues with
arbitrarily large real part. And thus u; = Lu is ill-posed.
Proof: We treat the special case when

L = Upgy + Otgy + c(2)uy + d(x)u.

The general case follows by a change of variables, which we postpone for the mo-
ment. This portion of the proof is similar to the proof that uniformly elliptic
operators have eigenvalues which tend to infinity in [9]. Note that we are viewing
L as an unbounded linear operator from L? to itself whose domain is H3.

First we claim that L has a sequence of eigenvalues {}; }j en for which

lim |\j| =00
j—o0

Since we are working on the periodic interval, L is a relatively compact perturbation
of 3. Thus we have 0css(L) = 0e55(92) = {}. This implies that the resolvent set of
L is nonempty. Let w be a point in the resolvent. Let K = (L—w)~'. We have K is
bounded linear map from L? to H?. The Rellich-Kondrachov theorem implies that
H? is compactly embedded in L?, and thus we conclude K is a compact map from
L? to itself. This implies that K has a sequence of non-zero eigenvalues {1, }j eN
for which lim;_, pt; = 0. Since K is bounded from L? to H? we have functions
u; € H3 so that Kuj = pju;. Since K = (L —w)~! a short calculation shows

1
Lu; = (w—i— ) Uy
Hj

IWe take smooth periodic coefficients here for simplicity.
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1
Thus A\; = w+ — is an eigenvalue of L. Since the p; tend to zero, the |\;| tend to

J
infinity. Thus the claim is shown.

Next, let v and A be an eigenfunction/eigenvalue pair for L, with |ul/zz = 1.
Since Lu = Au we have

(32) A= /X Lu(z)u(z)dx = /X(umx + Uy + c()uy + d(z)u)u dz.

Now, by integration by parts, / Ugpal dT = — / Ul gy dr. This implies that
X X

8%/ Uz U dx = 0. Likewise, integration by parts shows fX Syl dr = —5||ux||%2.
Ané( so taking the real part of gives:
(33) R(A) = —0]lug|F- + T
where
r:==%x [/ (c(x)ug + d(z)u) dx} .
A straightforward calculation sho)\(zvs
U] < Kllull7- = K

where K > 0 depends only on ¢ and d. Notice that implies, when 6 < 0 that
f(\) > —K for some constant K which depends only ¢ and d. On the other hand
if 6 > 0 then we have R(\) < K. Which is to say

(34) SR\ < |6 K.
for all eigenvalues A. Solving for ||uz||L2 gives:
(35) luellZo = =071 (R(A) = T) < ka[RON)| + ko

for positive constants k1 and ko which do not depend on .
Taking imaginary parts of gives:

J(A) = / Uyl dx +
X
where
Q=9 [/ (c(x)ug + d(z)u) u dx| .
X
One can show that using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that:

Q < Kllue| 22 flull> = Klluallz>-

where K depends only on c.
An integration by parts and Cauchy-Schwarz give

/ Ugazl dT = 7/ Ugglgdr < ||uxac||L2||u$||L2'
X X

So we have
ISV < (Jugsl[2 + K) ||luzl| L2
Using ([35)) gives:

(36) ISV < ([uazllz2 + K) VEL[R(A)] + Fo.
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Now, since Lu = Au we have
/\/ Ulyy dT = / (uxm + gy + c(x)ugp + d(a:)u) Upy AT
X X

An integration by parts shows that the left hand side equals —A|juy||3.. Therefore
we have, after a rearrangement of terms:

5”“%”%2 = */\||“rH2L2 - /X (Uzza + c(T)uy + d(T)u) gy da.

Integration by parts shows that R / UpraUee dr = 0. Taking the real part of the
last equation then gives x
Slucslie = RN lualz> +©
with
0:=-N [/ (c(z)ug + d(x)u) gy dz| .
Integration by parts shows that :
0] < K (|luzllz> +1)
where K > 0 depends on ¢ and d.
luzell> = =07 "RV lluz |72 + 5710
and using the estimate on © and also we get:
(37) luzall7s < ksRN)? + ks
for positive constants k3 and k4 which do not depend on \. Inserting this into
gives
(38) SO < (VEROV + Fa + K ) /B[RO + Fz.

Now suppose that § < 0. Then tells us that ®(\) > —K < 0. This, with
implies that all the eigenvalues of L are in the set

Y= {z:ac+iy€C:x> —K and |y| < (\/k3x2+kz4+K) \/k1|x\+kzg.}

But we also know that there is a sequence of eigenvalues of L for which |A] — co. A
sequence which diverges to infinity with ¥ must have ®(\) — +oo. The situation
when § > 0 is similar.

Thus we have shown our result for the case when a = 1 and b(z) = 6. A change
of variables much like the one we used in the study of will allow us to reduce
the general case to this one, though there is one wrinkle. First set

fa) = / " 3(y) dy.

so that d¢/dx = a='/3(x). By assumption that a > ag we see that £ is a strictly
increasing function, and thus invertible. Then define o(n) by u(z) = 9(&(x)). A
tedious but routine calculation shows that

Lu = a(@) (&)’ Dy + (3a(2)€'€" +b(@)(€')?) Tyy + c1(m)y + du ()8
Formulae for the functions ¢; and d; are omitted, as they are complicated and not
useful.
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Our choice for &€ was made so that a(z) (¢)* = 1. Likewise
(3a(2)€'¢” +b(x)(£)?) = /(@) (b(x) — d'(z)) =: B(n).
Observe that
M M
[ Bin= [ Bleae @
0 0
Here M = ¢1(M). Since ¢ is increasing, M > 0. And thus

M
0

M
/ B(n)dy = / a3 (@) (b(x) — o (x)) a3 () dx
0

_ M- _ _
For this reason, set B = —4J. B has the same sign as . Define

=

L = By + B(0)yy + c1(n)y + dy (n).

Since L is obtained from L by a change of variables, clearly they have the same
eigenvalues. Following , let ¥ = gv where

g = exp (; /O (B(s) - B) ds) .

A quick calculation shows that if Lo = A? then
M -
Uy + ﬁévnn + c2(n)vy + da(n)v = Av

where ¢y and dy are functions whose formulae we omit. The operator on the left
M-
hand side is exactly of the form we first studied in the proof. Since E(S has the

same sign as J, we are done. |

3. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE K(2,2) IVP
Recall that the K(2,2) equation is:

Ut = 2Ulgpq + OULULe + 20Uy, .

In this section we prove that this is well-posed for for uniformly positive H™ initial
data on the periodic interval X. The method mirrors that which worked for .
Specifically, we change variables and then prove energy estimates. For the linear
equation the change of variables was linear, and was given by @ and . It
turns out that applying @ and to a solution u of does in fact lead to a
new formulation for in which one can prove a priori estimates on the H™ norm.
This is done as follows. Formally, is an equation of the form with a = 2u,
b = 6u, and ¢ = 2u. Inserting these choices for a¢ and b into yields:

39 anont) = 2ute ) ewp |-y [0 (G 5) ay
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where 6 (¢ = / 621;‘” yy,’ dy, as in Assumption Now, u,/u = 0, (In(u)) and

we are assuming u is periodic and bounded away from zero. Thus we have §(t) = 0.
With this, we can evaluate g,, above to get:

gala,t) = Cltyu/>/8

for a function C(t) which does not depend on z. For simplicity we take C(t) = 1.
Following @, we set w = u/g,. All together, this suggests that changing variables

in via

942n

w(,t) = [u(z,1)]

will lead to estimates on the H™ norm of w. And so we set

6
40 =
(40) p 9+ 2n
and define w as
u=uw’.

Note that for n > 0, 8 € (0,1). This nonlinear change of variables is completely
modified in proving existence of solutions. It is worth remarking that while the lin-
ear estimates provided a roadmap for finding this change of variables, our nonlinear
results do not rely on the results from the previous section.

The definition of w implies:

Uy = ﬁwﬂ_lwm, Uz = B(B — 1w B2 .+ BwB 1wm,

Ugzx = ﬁ(ﬁ - 1)(ﬁ - 2) A=3 3 + 36(6 ) B_2wmwxw + 6wﬁ_1wwmz-

Since 8 € (0, 1), there are negative powers of u in the above formulae. Nevertheless,
so long as u is bounded away from zero, v and w live in the same H" spaces.
Specifically:

Lemma 11. Let T > 0 be given. Let s € N such that s > 1 be given. Assume
0

that u is bounded uniformly away from zero. Then, u € C([0,T); H?) if and only if
w e C([0,T]; H).

This lemma shows that in order to show existence of solutions for the initial

value problem for K(2,2), it is sufficient to show that the initial value problem for
w is solvable.
Proof: We will only prove the backward direction of the implication; the proof of
the forward implication is the same. Since u is bounded uniformly away from zero,
w is also bounded uniformly away from zero. Let ¢ > 0 be given such that for all
x € X and for all ¢t € [0,T], we have w(z,t) > ¢

Since w € C([0,T]; H®) with s > 1, by Sobolev imbedding we see w € C(X x
[0, T]), and therefore u = w? € C(X x [0, T]). This clearly implies u € C([0, T]; L?).
Since w(z,t) > ¢ > 0 for all x and ¢, we also have that w?~! € C(X x [0,T]).
Since w € C([0,T]; H?), we have w, € C([0,T]; H*~!) C C([0, T]; L?). Multiplying,
we see that w’~lw, € C([0,T);L?), so u, € C([0,T];L?), and therefore, u €
C([0,T); HY),

If s > 2, then similarly, w’~lw,, € C([0,T]; H*~2) C C([0,T]; L?). Because
w(x,t) > & > 0 for all # and ¢, we have that w”~2 is continuous on X x [0,7].
By the Sobolev algebra property, w2 € C([0,T]; H*~'), and therefore w”~2w? €
C([0,T); H*=1) C C([0,T]; L?). From the above formula for uy,, this implies u,, €
C([0,T); L?), and therefore u € C ([0, T]; H?).
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We can continue in this manner for larger s; this completes the proof. |
Now, we derive the evolution equation for w. Using together with the defini-
tion of w, we have

U = ﬁw’@_lwt = 2UlUgpe + OUL UL, + 2Utly.

We plug in the above formulas for u and its first three derivatives, and solve for wy,
finding the following;:

(41) wy = 20PWepe + (128 — 6)w’ Lwywy, + (B8 — 1)(88 — 4w’ 2w? + 2wPw,.

x

We consider this equation with the initial data
(42) w(z,0) = wo(x).

For n € N with n > 4, and for some positive constant ag, we assume (similarly as
in Assumption [2)) the following:

(43) wo € H® and  wg(z) > ag, for all x € X.

The K(2,2) equation has the following conserved quantities:

/Xu3(ac7t) dx, /Xu(a;t) dx.

The estimates we will be making can be viewed as generalizing the first of these. In
particular, we view the first of these conserved quantities as being a conservation
law for the L2 norm of u3/2; notice that in the case n = 0, we have 8 = 2/3, so
w = u3/2. For larger values of n, we find that different powers of u can be used to

find a short-time estimate in H™.

3.1. Uniqueness and continuous dependence for K(2,2). In this section we
begin with a continuous dependence result in L?. Uniqueness and continuous de-
pendence in more regular spaces will be a corollary of this first result. Since we are
making estimates in L2, we choose 3 accordingly. Setting n = 0 in gives

8=2/3
and we take this value for § throughout this subsection.
Theorem 12. Let wy and wy be solutions of (1)), with wi(z,0) = wo(z) and
wa(x,0) = wo(z), with both of these pieces of initial data satisfying . Assume
that there exists T > 0 such that wq € L*([0,T]; H") and we € L ([0,T]; H™).
Assume also that for all t € [0,T], and for all x € X, we have wy(x,t) > ag/2 and
wa(z,t) > aog/2. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all t € [0,T],
[wi (- 8) = w2 (- 1) |72 < ([lwo — @oll72) e*.

Proof: Define )

Fat) = 1 / (w1 (2, £) — wa(, 1))? da.

2 Jx

Differentiating with respect to time, we find

dF,
d—d = / (w1 —wa) (w1t —way) da.

t X
We plug in from the evolution equation:
dEy

—— =A+ A+ A3+ A
at 1+ A2 + Az + Ay,
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where

Al - / 2(11)1 - w2)(wfw1,wwm - w§w2,wxm) dl‘,
X
_ 5-1 5-1
Ay = / (128 — 6)(w1 — w2) (W) W1 oW1 pp — Wy W zW2 z) AT,
X

Ay = [ (5168 - Dwr - wa)wf ut, - wf Pu) d
X
and
Ay = / 2(wy — w2)(w?w17m — wgng) dz.
X

We begin by adding and subtracting in A; :
A = / 2(wy — wz)(wlﬂ — wg)wlxm dx
b'e

+/ 2(11)1 — wg)(ng)(wlxm — wg,;wm;) dr =: By + Bs.
X

On the domain of interest, the function g(z) = 2 is Lipschitz continuous, so we
have
Bl S CEd.

For Bs, we integrate by parts:
Bo= = [ 2wrs — wn)(w) w100 — wrs) do
X

—/ 28(wy — wa)(wh wa ) (W1 4w — Wa 4x) da.
X

We recognize that the first term on the right-hand side includes a perfect derivative,
and we integrate by parts again:

By = / 5(w2'6_1w2,z)(w1,x —wa)? dx
X

_ / 2B(wy — w3) (W wn0) (Wh 0w — 3e) o
X

We integrate the second term on the right-hand side by parts:
By = / Sﬁ(wg_lwgvx)(wlx — w27x)2 dx
X

Jr/ 2B8(wy — wg)(wgflng)m(wl’m —wa ) dz.
X

For the second term on the right-hand side, we again notice a perfect derivative,
and integrate by parts:

By = / 3/8(w§_1w2,x)(wl,x - w2,x)2 dx _/ ﬁ(wg_lwlw)ww(wl - w2)2 dx.
X X

We now consider Ay. To begin, we add and subtract:
As = / (128 — 6) (w1 — wg)(wf_lex — wg_lwzx)wl,m dx
X

+/ (128 — 6)(wy — wQ)(wg_lwg,gc)(wlwqc — W zg) dx =: B3 + By.
X
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To estimate Bs, we add and subtract once more:
B3 = / (125 - 6)(w1 - ’U.)Q)(’lUfil - wﬁil)wl,zwl,zz di)’]
X

+/ (128 — 6)(wy — wa)(wh ) (w1 2 — wo 2 )Wy 4o da.
X

For the second term on the right-hand side, we recognize the presence of a perfect
derivative, and we integrate by parts:

B3 = / (12B - 6)(w1 - wQ)(wfil - wgil)wl,zwl,mx dx
X

- / (66 — 3)(w§71w17m)x(w1 —wy)? da.
X
Using the uniform bounds, and the fact that the function g(z) = 2°~! is Lipschitz
on the relevant domain, we find
Bg < CEd.

For B,4, we integrate by parts:
_ B-1 2
By = */ (128 = 6)(wy " wao) (w10 — w2z)” da
X

- / (128 — 6) (w1 — wa)(wh "wo p)w (w1 p — wa ) da.
X

For the second term on the right-hand side, we recognize a perfect derivative and
we integrate by parts:

By = - / (126 — 6)(wl " wn ) (wr s — w2 ,)? da
X

+/ (68 — 3)(wh " wa 4 ) e (w1 — wy)? da.
X

Now, since we have = 2/3, and if we add A; + As, there is an important cancel-
lation, and we find

A1+ Ay = B1 + By + B3 + By < cEjy.

We can continue in the same manner (adding and subtracting, recognizing perfect
derivatives, and integrating by parts), and we will find

A3 S CEd, A4 S CEd.

Altogether, we have found
dEq4
— < cEy,.
ar =
This clearly implies
Ed(t) < Ed(0)€Ct.

This completes the proof of the lemma. |
We can use this result to prove uniqueness, and we can also use it to get contin-
uous dependence on the initial data in more regular spaces.



24 DAVID M. AMBROSE AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT

Corollary 13. Let wy and ws be solutions of , with wi(z,0) = wo(x) and
wa(z,0) = Wo(x), with the initial data satisfyz'n. Assume that there exists
T > 0 such that wy € L*=([0,T]; H") and wy € L*°([0,T]; H™). Assume also that
for all t € [0,T], and for all x € X, we have w1 (z,t) > ao/2 and wa(x,t) > ag/2.
Let n’ be given such that 0 < n’ < n. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for allt € 10,77,

~ nl1—n'

1) = w2, )| o < Cllwo = oll """
Proof: This is a straightforward combination of Theorem [I2] and the Sobolev
interpolation inequality used in . This completes the proof. |

Corollary 14. Let wy and ws be solutions of , with wy(z,0) = wo(x) and
wa(z,0) = Wo(x), with the initial data satisfyz'n. Assume that there exists
T > 0 such that wy € L*=([0,T]; H") and we € L>([0,T]; H™). Assume also that
for all t € [0,T)], and for all x € X, we have w1 (z,t) > aog/2 and wa(z,t) > ap/2.
If wo = wo, then for all t € [0,T], wi(-,t) = wa(-,t).

Proof: This follows immediately from Theorem |

Remark 7. In light of Lemma the uniqueness and continuous dependence
theorems we have proved for w also give uniqueness and continuous dependence
results for solutions of the original K(2,2) equation, .

3.2. Existence of solutions for K(2,2). We now need to work in the regularity
space of the initial data, H™. Recall n € N, and n > 4. Take 3 as in , that is
6
p= 2n+9°
We introduce a mollifed version of . Specifically take 7, for € > 0, to be the
same mollifier as was described in Theorem [8 Our mollified equation is

(44)  wf = Te | 2(Tew) (Tewssy) + (128 — 6)(Tew)* ™ (Fews ) (Tews,)

+ (8= 1)(88 — 4)(Jew)"2(Fews)? + 2(Tew)? (Tews) |

This evolution equation is taken with the initial condition
(45) w(z,0) = wo(x),

where wy € H™ and there exists ag > 0 such that for all z € X, wo(z) > ag. We
will seek solutions of this initial value problem which satisfy at positive times ¢ the
condition

(46) w(x,t) > % for all z € X.

Given wy € H™ which satisfies the condition wg(x) > ag for all z € X, we define
an open set O C H™ such that wy € O. Specifically
a
0= {f € H": ||flan < 2|wollmn and, for all z € X, |f(z)| > 30}
The following existence result is a direct application of the Picard theorem, and we
note it without further proof.
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Lemma 15. For any € > 0, there exists T. > 0 such that there exists w®(x,t) €
CY[~T.,T.]; O) such that w¢ is a solution of the initial value problem , .

Remark 8. To be clear, for all ¢t € [—T,,T], since w(-,t) € O, the solution w*
satisfies the condition .

The time of existence in Lemma [15| depends badly on e. In order to remove this
dependence, we will perform an H"™ energy estimate for this equation; this will
allow us to use the continuation theorem for autonomous differential equations.
Our energy is the following:

B(t) =+ / (W) do+ - / (") de = By + B
X 2 X

Since we are estimating w® in H™, it will be helpful to apply n spatial derivatives

to :
(47)

rwy = J. [Q(Jewe)ﬁag"'?’jewe + (128 + 206n — 6)(‘7611)6)5—1(jeu);)8;“\76111E

+ P [T )0 Tt 4+ Fy[Jow] | .

Formulas and estimates for F; and Fy are the subject of the next subsection.

3.2.1. The Lower-Order Terms. The formula for F} is

(48) Fi[Jew] = 2@) (Few)?) ,, + (128 = 6)(Jew)? ™ Tews,
+(128-6)nd, (Jew®)? ' Jews) +3(8—1)(88—4)(Tew)? 2 (Jews)* +2(Tew)”.

Upon expanding the various derivatives in the above formula, we find
F = dl(jewe)ﬁ_2(jew;)2 + d2(~7ew€)ﬁ_1(~7ewe)wz =+ 2(j6w€)ﬁ’

for some constants d; and ds.
Recall that we are considering w€® such that for all x and ¢, we(x,t) > 0. Since
J. is an averaging operator, for any z € X and for any ¢ we have inf w*(z,t) <

zeX
Jew*(z,t), and therefore
‘ Jewe(z) Leo

Since f < 1, we have f — 1 < 0, and 8 — 2 < 0, and so on. We then estimate, for
instance,

1 1

Lo HwE

1-5
| TP <

‘ 1

WE || oo

We estimate other negative powers of J.w® in the same way.
We therefore have the following bounds for Fj :
> (B+E72),
LOC

€12 € 5) < i
) () < (|

wE

|[Filpe <m <
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(49)
1
|02 F1|Lee < 72 <HE
w

1
) i+ ) <o (| 2] ) (222 227),

for some smooth functions v; and 7-. Note: we only actually will need the second
of these two bounds.
For F5, we clearly have the definition

Lo

(50)  Fp[Jew] =0y l%ﬂwe)ﬁ (FTewsps) + (128 — 6)(Tew®) M (Tews ) (Tews,,)
+ (5 - 1)(8ﬁ - 4)(j6w€)6_2(J6w;)3 + 2(«76106)6(&76“};)1
— l2(zwﬁ)ﬂag+3jewf + (128 + 28n — 6)(Tw)?~H(Tws)On 2 Towe

+ F [jéwe}a;”ljewﬁl .

For ease of estimating, it is helpful to rewrite this using the product rule:
" /n
(51)  Fp[Jaw] = QZ (k> (0% ((Tew®)?)) (O~ F+3 Jowe)

k=3

+020-0) Y (1) (0 () ut)) (022 70)

(128—6) (”)( ) (05 (Jaw)P1) (0 T

3= 06— 03 (")) @ (@) 0 e

e-0es- S (") (0 () (o )
k=0

23 (1) 0 (2 (02 g).
k=1

We now give an estimate for F, in L2. For this estimate, note that the highest
number of derivatives on w® that appear anywhere in is n. So, Fy will be
bounded in terms of E, but we should be careful as to which powers of E can be
used for the bound, and we need to be careful here because we estimate positive
powers and negative powers differently. Notice that in the fifth summation on the
right-hand side of , the k = n — 1 term includes a factor 97 ((Jew)?~2). In
this factor, if we apply the derivatives by using the chain rule and the product rule,
then we find one term which has as a factor (J.w®)?~2=". This is the most negative
power encountered of all the terms in . Similarly, we want to identify the least
negative power on the right-hand side of ; this comes, for instance, from the
k =1 term in the sixth summation, and is (J.w¢)?~'. From these considerations,
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we find the following estimate:
(52)

1
[ F2ll2 < s (HE
w

. 1
) (e + ) < s (H
Lo w

for some smooth function ~s.

) (5o ),
-

3.2.2. The Energy Estimate. The goal of this section is to prove the following
lemma:

Lemma 16. Let € > 0 be given. Assume there exists T > 0 such that there exists
we € C([0,T]; H™) which satisfies and (@ Then there exist positive constants
Cy and Cy which depend only on ag and n such that for all t € [0,T], we have

B(t) < ~In(exp{-C2E(0)} — C1Cht)
Cy

Proof: The method of proof is to first prove an estimate for the growth of the

energy. This provides a differential inequality, and the solution of this inequality

gives the estimate we are trying to establish.
Clearly, the growth of Ej is bounded by E :

E 1
o) e ),
t Lo

we

for some smooth ~4.
We consider now the growth of E,, :
dE,
dt

(53) =F+ / 2(Tew®)? (97 Towe) (973 Tow®)
X

+ (128 + 26n — 6)(Jew")" ™ (Jews) (93 Tew®) (052 Tew”) da,

where we have introduced the term
F= / (A [Tw )90 Jows + Fo[Jaw)) (072 Towe) da.
X

We can bound F' in terms of the energy easily; first, this requires one integration
by parts:

F= /X S (RUTa )2 (0 T + (ol T (0 T’ o

By the above bounds and for the F;, and since n > 4, we have

|F| < s (Hl ) (E(n+4)/2 +E3/2),
we

LOQ
for some smooth ~s.
We integrate by parts in the first term on the right-hand side of (53)):

61 Tpt =P [ | 2T g0 )
X

+ (108 4 26n — 6)(Jewe)ﬁ1(~7eUJi)(aﬁjewf)(aﬁﬁjewf)] dz.
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We recognize that the first term in the integrand on the right-hand side of
includes a perfect derivative, and we integrate it by parts:

dFE,
=F
(55) = + /X

+ (108 + 261 — 6)(Jew")?~H (Jews) (9 Tew )(@’Z”iwe)] dzx

B(Tew)? ™ (Tews ) (05 Tewe)?

Now, we integrate the second term in the integrand on the right-hand side of
by parts:

dFE,
=F
(56) — + /X

— (108 +26n — 6)((~7ew6)61(Jewi))x(32-76106)(32“&106)] dzx

(=98 = 2Bn + 6)(Jw) M (Tw) (05! Towe)?

Since = mr the first term in the integrand on the right-hand side of is
n

zero (this is the reason for selecting S this way):

(57) S = P~ [ (1054 280 - 0)(Feu) (Tt (03 Tw) (03 ow) da
X
We integrate by parts in the right-hand side of once more:
dE,
58) =P [ (584 0= 3)(T) T (o)) 2T d

Finally, we have

PR N

for some smooth ~g.
Since condition (46)) is satisfied, we can rewrite (59) as

(60) % <c (E<”+4>/2 + E3/2) .

) E(n+4)/2 +E3/2),

There exist positive constants C'; and Cs such that
g (E(”+4)/2 + E3/2) < Oy exp{CoE},
and these constants depend only on ag and s. So, we have

E
E S 01 exp{C’QE}.
This differential inequality can be solved, with the result that
B(t) < _ In(exp(=C2E(0)) — Clcgt).
Cso
This completes the proof. |
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3.2.3. Passage to the limit. We now introduce another open set, O C H™ which is
defined as:

_ 3 5
0= {f €H" | fllun < §||w0||H" and, for all z € X, |f(x)| > ZO}

Clearly, 1) cO.

Lemma 17. Let wyg € H™ satisfy @ There exists T* > 0 such that for all
e € (0,1), the solution w® of the initial value problem , satisfies w® €

c([0,77; 0).

Proof: Assume there does not exist such a 7. This implies that there exists a
sequence €; — 0 such that the solutions w,; leave the set @) arbitrarily quickly as
J — oo. For each j, let T} be the infimum of the set of times at which w,; is not in
O. From Lemma we know 7} > 0 for all j, and by choice of the sequence, we
have ler&Tj = 0. So, for each j, we have we, € C([O,Tj);é), and w, (-, T;) ¢ 0.

Note, however, that we do have w,, € C([0,T;];O). In particular, we must have

either 5 9
ago

But this is impossible, from the above uniform estimate. In particular, if we let
exp(—C2E(0)) — exp(—2C3E(0))
C1Cy ’
then we see that if T; € [0, 77, then we have
E(T;) < 2E(0).

So, we cannot have E(T;) = E(0) with T; — 0.

From the evolution equation for w€, we see that there exists C' > 0 such that
for all € € (0,1), we have |w§| < C as long as w® € O. Therefore, if the infimum of
w* was originally at least ag, it could not become equal to % arbitrarily quickly.

This completes the proof. |

inf we. (z,T;)=
il we, (@.13)

j:’:

Theorem 18. Let wg € H" satisfy @ Then, there exists T > 0 such that the
initial value problem ([{4)), [43) has a solution w € C([0,T]; 0).

Proof: We let T" equal the value 7™ from Lemma For e € (0,1), the functions
w® are all in the space C([0,T]; ©), which implies that for all e € (0,1), for all
t € [0,T], we have the uniform bound ||we(,t)|| g~ < 2||wol|g~. Since s > 4, this
implies that there exists C' > 0 such that for all € € (0, 1), for all ¢ € [0, 7], for all
x € X, we have

jw (@, )] <C, wg (@, )] <C, Jwi(z, )] < C.

This means that the family w® is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous, on the
domain X x [0, T]. The Arzela-Ascoli theorem gives a uniform limit of the sequence
w® (taking a subsequence, which we do not relabel) in C'(X x [0, T]). Together with
the uniform bound and an elementary interpolation inequality, this implies that the
limit, w, is in C([0,T]; H™), for any 0 < n’ < n.

Furthermore, pointwise in time, w® is uniformly bounded in H", so there is a
weak limit of a subsequence (since the unit ball of a Hilbert space is weakly compact)
in H™. By uniqueness of limits, this implies that for all ¢, we have w(-,t) € H".
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We now want to show that w € C([0,T]; H™), and that w solves the non-mollified
equation.

To show that w solves the non-mollified evolution equation, we integrate the
mollified evolution equation in time:

(61) w(x,t) = wo(w) + /O t 2JE(((jE (wf)ﬁ) (x,s)) szgm(:c,s)) ds
+ [ 120 =002 () (0.9)) (G ) Tea.9)) s
+ [ =18 -7 (907 @.9)) (sl 9)°) ds
—|—/0 27, (((jewg)’g (:C,S)) ﬂwi(x,s)) ds,

where ¢ € [0, T]. Since w* converges uniformly to w in C([0,T]; H" ) for any 0 <
n' < n, and since n > 4, we can pass to the limit in (6I):

w(z,t) = wo(x)+

/t 20w (2, 8)Wepe (1, 8) + (126 — 6)w’ (2, s)w,(, 8)was (z, 5) ds
0

—|—/ (B—1)(88 — H)w’2(x, s)w?(x, s) + 2w’ (x, s)w,(x, 5) ds.
0

This clearly implies that w is a solution of the initial value problem.

All that remains is to demonstrate the highest regularity. We will begin by
showing that ||w| g~ is continuous as a function of time. We start by showing that
the norm is right-continuous at ¢ = 0. By Fatou’s Lemma, we have

w(-, 0)||% < liminf|jw(-,t)||%n.
t—0+
From the energy inequality, however, we have

limsup [|w(-, 8)[[Fn < Jlw(:,0)|I-
t—0+
Therefore, the norm is right-continuous at ¢t = 0.

Given t* € (0,T'), we consider t* as a new initial time. We may solve the initial
value problem starting from time ¢*, with initial data w(-,t*). By the previous
argument, we see that this solution is right-continuous at time t = t*. By the
uniqueness theorem, we know that this solution starting from time ¢* and the
previous solution, w, are the same. Therefore, |w|| g~ is right-continuous at all ¢ €
[0,T). Furthermore, all of the analysis we have performed works with time reversed:
there is no feature of our estimates which requires time to move forward. Therefore,
all of this analysis could be reversed, finding that ||w]||g~ is left-continuous at all
t e (0,7].

To complete the proof, we use the fact that weak convergence together with
convergence of the norm implies strong convergence. We have already shown con-
vergence of the norm, so as the final step in our proof, we show that w is weakly
continuous in time. Let ¢y € H~™ be given. Given t* € [0,T], we want to show

<w’w('7t) - w("t*»L? — 0,
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ast — t*. Let 6 > 0 be given. Let K > 0 be such that for all ¢t € [0, T, [|w(:, )|z~ <
K. Let n/ be given such that 0 < n’ < n. Then, of course, —n < —n’/, and H~" is
dense in H~"™. Therefore we can find 15 such that

0
Yy €
ey
This implies the following bound:

(@ = ths, (1) = w(, ) 12| < (S(IiK)> COEES

Now, since w € C([0,T]; H"), we can take ¢ close enough to t* such that

* #
lw(-,t) —w(-,t )HH"' = 3(1+ Hz/J&H*“').

This implies the following bound:

0,0) = w0l < Wl (555 ) < 5

Putting this together, we find that we can take ¢ sufficiently close to t* to get
|<¢v ’LU(', t) - 'lU(', t*)>L2| < 4.

This implies that w is weakly continuous in time. This completes the proof. |
We sum up our results for the K(2,2) equation in the following corollary:

Corollary 19. Let n be an integer such that n > 4. Let X be a periodic interval.
Let ag > 0. Let ug € H™ be such that ug(z) > ag for all x € X. Then there exists
T >0 andu e C([0,T]; H™) such that for allz € X and for allt € [0,T], u satisfies
u(x,t) > ap/2, and u is the unique solution of the initial value problem with
u(z,0) = up(x).

Let n/ be given such that 0 < n’ < n, and let € > 0 be given. There exists
d > 0 such that for any vo € H™ such that vo(x) > ag for all x € X and such that
[lvo—uol|gn < 6, the solution, v, of the initial value problem (1) with v(z,0) = vo(x)
satisfies v € C([0,T]; H™), and

sup _lu(-,t) —v(-, )|l gnr <e
t€[0,T

4. OTHER EXAMPLES OF QUASILINEAR EQUATIONS

In this section, we give additional examples of quasilinear equations for which our
method gives a short-time well-posedness result. Like , these are also equations
in which the dispersive effect appears nonlinearly. The first additional example is
the Harry Dym equation, and the other examples arise in numerical analysis of
finite difference schemes.

4.1. Well-posedness of the Harry Dym Equation. The Harry Dym equation
is

(62) Up = U Uy

This is a completely integrable equation [I1] which has been shown to have applica-
tions in interfacial fluid dynamics [18]. We consider this with the initial condition

(63) u(z,0) = uo(x).
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As in the case of the K(2,2) equation, we can show that the initial value problem
for the Harry Dym equation is well-posed for H* initial data which is bounded away
from zero. The argument is completely analogous to the K(2,2) case, so we only
present the essential step, which is the H™ energy estimate. When providing all the
details of the well-posedness proof, as we have done for the K(2,2) equation, the
energy estimate must in fact be carried out for a mollified version of the equation;
in this section, we proceed informally, and present the energy estimate without first
introducing mollifiers. Certainly, however, all of the details of the present argument
can be carried out carefully as in the preceding section. We remark that, as in the
case of the K(2,2) equation, the average modified diffusion, d, that we defined
before is identically zero; in the case of the Harry Dym equation, this is because
there is no u,, term present in .
Two conserved quantities for the Harry Dym equation are the following:

1 1
—d —— d
/X u(z,t) /X w2, t)

One view of the energy estimate which we are about to perform is that we are
generalizing the first of these. We can take the view that the first of these conserved
quantities tells us that the L? norm of 4~ /2 is conserved by the evolution.

1
Let n be an integer, such that n > 4. We make the choice 3 = —, following
n

the same construction as used for above. Note that, as before, this implies

B € (0,1); furthermore, we also have 38 € (0,1). As before, we define w = u%, S0
that © = w?. From the previous section, we have the following relevant formulas:

Uy = ﬁwﬁilwta

Ugzx = B(ﬁ - 1)(6 - 2) p=3 3 + 36(6 )wB_Qwa:w:vz + Bwﬁ_lwza:ar
Combining these, we find the evolution equation for w :

(64) wy = WP Wape + 3(8 — D Mwpwe, + (8- 1)(8 — 2)w 2w,
We apply the operator 9 to (64)):
(65) OMwy = w3 3w + (36 + 38n — 3)wP 1w, 002w + Fy [w]on T w 4+ Fylw),

where

'3 [w] = (Z> 89%(“’36) + 3(5 - 1)n(w35_1w:r)x

+3(8 — w*wy, +3(8 — 1)(8 — 2)w* w2,

and
Pl =k§<k) () (@ +;( | T
+3(3-1) k_ ,i (1) (§) @t rtuye+2u)



DISPERSION VS. ANTI-DIFFUSION 33

Since Fi[w] includes at most second derivatives of w, we can bound the L> norm
of Fy[w] in terms of ||w| g~. Since Fyw] includes at most n-many derivatives of w,
we can bound the L? norm of Fh[w] in terms of ||w]|gn.

We proceed to the energy estimate. We define the energy, E(t), to be

E(t) = %/X w? 4 (0"w)? da.

Then, differentiating, we find the following:

& = [ ww + (OFw)(Opw:) dx.
i Jy

Clearly, since n > 4, we can bound / wwy dz in terms of E. Also, the contributions

X
from F; and F5 are bounded in terms of E.
The remaining piece that we must concern ourselves with is

/ (01 w)w3Pom 3w + (38 + 38n — 3) (0P w)w P~ w, 07w da.
b'e
We integrate the first term by parts:
/ —(" L w)w®Por 2w + (38n — 3) (0P w)w, 0" 2w d.
X

We recognize a perfect derivative in the first term, and we integrate both terms by
parts:

/ (325 ~ 36n + 3) W (O w)? — (360 — 3) (O w)wae 0w dar
X

1
Since 3 = ——, the first of these terms is identically zero. Performing one more
n— 1

2
integration by parts, we see that the final term is bounded in terms of the energy.

Theorem 20. Let n be an integer such that n > 4. Let X be a periodic interval.
Let ag > 0. Let ug € H™ be such that ug(x) > ag for all x € X. Then there exists
T >0 andu € C([0,T); H™) such that for allxz € X and for allt € [0,T], u satisfies
u(z,t) > ag/2, and u is the unique solution of the initial value problem @, @

Let n' be given such that 0 < n’ < n, and let € > 0 be given. There exists
d > 0 such that for any vg € H™ such that vo(x) > ag for all x € X and such that
lvo — wollm» < 6, the solution, v, of the initial value problem (62) with v(x,0) =
vo(x) satisfies v € C([0,T]; H™), and

sup lu(-t) —v(-, )| gn <€
te[0,T]

4.2. Effective equations for finite difference schemes. In the paper [10],
Goodman and Lax found that a certain finite difference scheme for the KdV equa-
tion has as an modified equation

1
(66) Up + Uty + aAzuumm =0,

where A is the constant spatial step. Similarly, in studying a finite-difference scheme
for a nonlocal dispersive equation, Zumbrun found the following modified equation
[19]:

(67) Ut + (UQ)I = 702(12(““11)1,
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where ¢y and a are constants.

Slight variations of the arguments of the previous sections, which we will not
repeat, imply that both of these are well-posed in H*, for initial data bounded away
from zero. The important point is that as for the K(2,2) equation and the Harry
Dym equation, the average modified diffusion for and for @ is identically
Zero.

5. REMARKS ON SINGULARITY FORMATION

We mention some further results related to singularity formation; these results
hold for all of the quasilinear equations we have studied. These singularity forma-
tion results stem from theorems in [3] on positivity preservation for equations with
the form

up = uF[u] + u, G[zx],
where F' and G are operators which can include u and derivatives of u. (We note
that the paper [§] also contains a positivity preservation theorem for the K(2,2)
equation.) The following theorem is a version of Theorem 6 of [3], which is proved
using ideas from [5]:

Theorem 21. Let T > 0 and let u € C([0,T]; H*(X)) be a solution of , (@,
(66), or (67). For eacht € [0,T), let m(t) = infyex u(w,t). Then, for all t € [0,T],
we have sgn(m(t)) = sgn(m(0)).

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of this:

Corollary 22. Let n € N with n > 4. Let ag > 0. Let ug € H"(X) be such that
ug(x) > ag, for all x € X. Let u be the solution of the initial value problem for ,
(69). (68). or (67), with u(z,0) = ug(z). Assume there exists v, € X and t, >0
such that w(x.,ts) = 0. Then there exists t.. € (0,t.] such that

lim |u(-,t)]la = +o0.

ok
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