arXiv:1405.7909v1 [math.AP] 30 May 2014

ON PERSISTENCE PROPERTIES IN FRACTIONAL WEIGHTED
SPACES

G. FONSECA, F. LINARES, AND G. PONCE

ABSTRACT. In this work we derive a point-wise formula that will allows us
to study the well-posedness of initial value problem associated to nonlinear
dispersive equations in fractional weighted Sobolev spaces H* (R)NL?(|z|?"dzx),
s,7 € R. As an application of this formula we will study local and global well
posedness of the k-generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation in these weighted
Sobolev spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work we are concerned with persistence properties of solutions of the
initial value problem (IVP) associated to nonlinear dispersive equations in fractional
weighted spaces. More precisely, if we define the weighted Sobolev spaces

(1.1) Zy, = H*(R) N L2(|z|*"dz), s,7 € R,

we would like to prove that for data in the function space the associated IVP is
locally or globally well-posed. We will follow the notion of well posedness given in
[11]: the IVP is said to be locally well posed (LWP) in the function space X if for
each ug € X there exist T > 0 and a unique solution v € C([-T,T] : X)N--- =Yy
of the equation, with the map data — solution being locally continuous from X to
Yr.

This notion of LWP includes the “persistence” property, i.e. the solution de-
scribes a continuous curve on X. In particular, this implies that the solution flow
of the considered equation defines a dynamical system in X. If T" can be taken
arbitrarily large, then the IVP is said to be globally well posed (GWP).

To present our main result and give some applications we will use as example
the IVP associated to the k-generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation,

Ou+ Bu+uko,u=0, t,xeR, keZt,
u(z,0) = uo(x).

However, the main result is quite general as we will comment below.
Concerning LWP in the weighted spaces Z; ,» defined in (II)) T. Kato [II] showed
that persistent properties hold for solutions of the IVP (L2) for any m € Z* in

Zsm = H(R)NL*(|z|*™), s>2m, m=12,...
More precisely:

Theorem A. ([I1]) Let m € Zt. Let w € C([-T,T] : H*(R)) N ... with s > 2m
be the solution of the IVP ([I2). If u(x,0) = ug(x) € L?(|z|*™dx), then

we C(=T,T] : Zsm).

(1.2)
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The proof of Theorem A in [I1] relies on the commutative property of the oper-
ators
(1.3) I=2-3t9, L=0,+02, so [[5L]=0.

In particular, if {U(¢) : t € R} denotes the unitary group of operators describing
the solution of the linear IVP

(1.4) ow+02v=0, t zcR, v(x,0) = vo(x),
(1.5) U(tyvo(z) = (€€ Tp)Y (x),

then from (L3 one has that
U (t)vo(x) = U(t)(zvo)(x) + 3tU (t)(0%vo) (),
(1.6) ie.
LU (t)vo(z) = U(t)(xvo)().
The form of the operator I' suggests that one should expect persistence in Z; ,
only if s > 2r. Thus in order to treat fractional powers of z (or |z|) we would

like to have an identity in the same spirit as ([L6). This is what our main result
guarantees. More precisely we shall prove:

Theorem 1. Let a € (0,1) and {U(t) : t € R} be the unitary group of operators
defined in (L3). If

(1.7) U € Zog.a = H**(R) N L2(|z|**dx),

then for all t € R and for almost every x € R

18) Rl U@uo(e) = U@)(e]"u0)(x) + U {®a(@) )} (2)
with

(1.9) {®e.a(@0)(€)} ||z < e(1 + [t (lluoll2 + [ D**uo|l2).
Moreover, if in addition to (LT) one has that for 5 € (0, @)

(1.10) DP(|z|%ug) € L*(R)  and wug € HPT2*(R),

then for all t € R and for almost every x € R
DP(|2|*U (t)uo) ()

(1.11)

= U()(D’|z[*uo)(x) + U (t)(D” ({®s,a(t0)(£)}"))(x)
with
(1.12) 1D ({@s,0(@0)(€)})l2 < e(1 + [t ([luoll2 + 1D+ ugl|2).

Remark: The identities ([L8])-([L9) can be seen as an extension of (L6l for frac-
tional weights. As it will be remarked below the result in Theorem [ can be adapted
to general groups describing the solution of the linear part of a dispersive equation.

The proof of Theorem [I] will be based on a characterization of the generalized
Sobolev space

(L13)  LOP(R") = (1— A)2LPR"), a€(0,2), pe (1,0),
due to E. M. Stein [2I] (see Theorem D below).
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As we mentioned above as an application of our main result we will study per-
sistence properties of solutions of the initial value problems (IVP) associated to
the k-generalized Korteweg-de Vries (k-gKdV) equation (I2)) in weighted Sobolev
spaces

(1.14) Zsy = H*R)NL*(|2[*"), seR, r>0.

We shall be mainly concerned with the modified Korteweg-de Vries (mKdV)
equation, i.e. k=2 in ([2). In [I3] Kenig, Ponce and Vega showed that the IVP
([C2) with k = 2 is locally well posed in

HY4R) = (—02)"V*L*(R) D HY4(R) = J V1 L*(R) = (1 - 92)" /L (R).
More precisely, the following result was established in [13]:
Theorem B. ([13]) For any uo € H'/*(R) there exist
(1.15) T =T(|D;*uoll2) ~ ID3/ ol *,
and a unique solution u(t) of the IVP (IL2) with k = 2 such that
we C([-T,7T): H/*(R)),
(1.16)  and

12/ Ozull e 3. + 10wl 0 52 + 103/ ull L 130 + llull Lazge < oo.

For any T' € (0,T) there exists a neighborhood V of ug in HY*(R) such that
the map data — solution wy — u(t) from V into the class defined by (LIGl) with T’
instead of T is smooth.

Moreover, if in addition ug € H*(R) with s > 1/4, then the solution

uwe C([-T,T] : H*(R)),

and
D7 Ozullpeerz + |\J§‘1/481u||L§0L;/2 + [[pull s pio < oo

Remarks: (a) The fact that the map data — solution is smooth is a direct
consequence of the proof of Theorem B, based on the contraction principle, and
the implicit function theorem. The estimate for the length of the time interval of
existence ([.IH) is inside the proof in [13] (which is partially reproduced in the proof
of Theorem 2] below) or can also be obtained by a scaling argument.

(b) It was shown in [I5] and [2] that in an appropriate sense the value 1/4 in
Theorem B is optimal.

(c¢) In [] Colliander, Keel, Staffilani, Takaoka, and Tao showed that this LWP
extends to a GWP if s > 1/4. The GWP for the limiting case s = 1/4 was
established by Guo [9] and Kishimoto [16].

(d) We recall the best known LWP and GWP results in H*(R) for the IVP (2
with k # 2:

- for k = 1 LWP is known for s > —3/4 (see [14] for the case s > —3/4 and [2],
[9] and [16] for the limiting case s = —3/4), and GWP is known for s > —3/4 (see
[4] for the case s > —3/4 and [9] and [I6] for the limiting case s = —3/4),

- for k = 3 LWP is known for s > —1/6 (see [7] for the case s > —1/6 and [22]
for the limiting case s = —1/6) and GWP is known for s > —1/42 (see [g]),

-for k > 4 LWP is known for s > (k —4)/2k (see [13]). In [I7] for the case k =4
it is shown that there exist local smooth solutions which develop singularities in
finite time.



4 G. FONSECA, F. LINARES, AND G. PONCE

Theorem C. ([9], [16]) Let ug € H*(R) with s > 1/4. Then for any T* > 0 the
IVP ([L2) with k = 2 has a unique solution

(1.17) we C(=T* 1% : H*R)N...

Remark: (a) The proof of Theorem C relies on the so called “I-method” intro-
duced in [3], on the Miura transformation [I8], and on sharp LWP for the Korteweg-
de Vries (KdV) k£ =1 in ([2). This optimal LWP result for the KdV requires the
use of the so called Bourgain spaces X 3, introduced in the context of non-linear
dispersive equations in [I]. Consequently, the precise description of the class in
(II7) involves those spaces.

(b) In [19] for the case of the mKdV, J. Nahas extended locally the result in
Theorem C to the optimal range of the parameter s, accordingly to Theorem A
and (L3), i.e. s > 1/4 and s > 2r > 0. Also in [19] for the case k > 4 in (L2)
Theorem C was extended to the optimal range s > (k —4)/4k and s > 2r > 0.

Our second result gives a significantly simplified proof and slightly stronger ver-
sion of these results. We shall concentrate in the case of the mKdV equation k = 2

in (2.

Theorem 2. Let u € C([-T,T] : H/*(R)) denote the solution of the IVP ([L2)
with k = 2 provided by Theorem A. If ug, |z|"uo € L*(R) with r € (0,1/8], then

(1.18) we C([=T,T): Zya,).

For any T' € (0,T) there exists a neighborhood V' of ug in HY*(R)NL?(|x|* dx)
such that the map g — u(t) from V into the class defined by (LI6) and (IIR)
with T' instead of T is smooth.

Moreover, if in addition ug € Zs, with s > 1/4 and s > 2r, then the solution

(1.19) uw€ C([-T,T): Zs.).

Remarks: (a) We observe that Theorem [2] guarantees that the persistent property
in the weighted space Z; , holds in the same time interval [-T, T'] given by Theorem
A, where T depends only on ||Dglc/4u0||2 (see (BI0)).

(b) It was established in [I0] that the condition s > 2r in Theorem [2is optimal.
More preciesely, (LI9)) can hold only if s > 2r.

(c) Roughly, in [6] Ginibre and Tsutsumi obtained results concerning the unique-
ness and existence (in an appropriate class) of local solutions of the IVP (L2]) with
k = 2 and data ug in the weighted space L?((1 + |x|)*/*dz). Theorem Bl shows that
for data ug € Zy,4,1/8 the solution provided by Theorem A and that obtained in
[6] agree.

(d) As in [19] the result in Theorem [2] extends to the local solutions of the IVP
(T2) with k& > 4 in the optimal range of the parameters s, r accordingly to remark
(a) after Theorem C, i.e. s > 2r > 0 with s > (k — 4)/2k. This will be clear from
our proof of Theorem [2] given below, so we omit the details. For the cases k = 1
and k = 3 a weaker version of these results was proven in [20]. The main difference
between the cases k = 2,4,5,... and k = 1,3 is that for the latter the “optimal”
well-posedness results are based on the spaces X;; which make fractional weights
difficult to handle.

As a consequence of Theorem B and our proof of Theorem [l we obtain the
following global version of Theorem
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Theorem 3. Let s > 1/4 and T* > 0. If ug € Zs, with s > 2r > 0, then the
solution u of the IVP ([[L2) with k = 2 provided by Theorem[2 extends to the time
interval [—T*,T*] with

we C([-T*,T% : Zs).

The paper is organized as follows. The proof of Theorem [0 will be given in
Section 2. In Section 3 we will present the proofs of Theorem 2l and Theorem B

2. PROOF oF THEOREM [I]

Next we turn our attention to the proof of Theorem [[I We shall start with a
characterization of the Sobolev space

(2.1) LoP(R") = (1 — A)"“2LP(R"), a€(0,2), p€ (1,00),
due to E. M. Stein [2I]. For « € (0,2) define

=0 Cq ly[te

(2.2) Do f() = lim — /> faty) - f@),

where ¢, = 7"/227*T(—a/2)/T((n +2)/2).
As it was remarked in [21] for appropriate f, for example f € S(R™), one has

(2.3) Daf(€) = Do (€) = €] F(£).

The following result concerning the L*P(R") = (1 — A)*/2LP(R™) spaces was
established in [21],

Theorem D. Let o € (0,2) and p € (1,00). Then f € L*P(R") if and only if
(a) f e LP(R™),

(2.4)

(b) Dof € LP(R™), (Do f(z) defined in 22)),
with
(2.5) [ llap = 11 = D)2 Fllp = 1 £llp + Dol = | fllp + | D flp-

Notice that if f, fg € L%P(R") and g € L*>°(R"™) N C?(R") one has

Da(fg)(x) = lim - / J@t+y) gty —J@) g,

e—=0 ¢q |y|"+0‘

1 [z +y) — f(@)
/y>€g<x>—dy

|y|to

e—0 Cq

1 (9(z +y) —g(x)f(x+y)
+ lim — /y>€ ES dy

= g(®) Do f(x) + Aa((g(- +v) — g() f(- +y))(2).
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In part1cular if g(x) = '@ then

Aal(g(-+y) —g(f( +y)(x)

_ hmi/ oz +y) —9@)f@+y)

(2.7) =0 Cq ly|nte

. i(p(aty)—o(x)) _
= @) lim L / £ T ! [z +y)dy.
ly|>e lyl

Thus, one gets the identity
(2.8) Da(eV) f)(2) = € Dy f (@) + €0 Ay ((XCEHI=00) _1) (4 y)) (@),
Now we assume that
(2.9) n=1, a€c(0,1), o¢(x)=d¢i(z)="ta®
we shall obtain a bound for
[Aa((e"CEHI=0E) — 1) £(- 4 y)

(2.10) _
ei(@(@+y)—o(z)) _
- || lim |y|1+a f({E + y)dy ||P

€20 J1y|>e

We restrict ourselves to the case o € (0,1) which allows us to perform estimates
by passing the absolute value inside the integral sign in (Z7]).
We recall the elementary estimates
VR 0 _1] <2,
(2-11) (a) |6-0 | — )
(b) VYOeR e —1] <2|sin(6/2)] < 6.

Combining (211) (a) and Minkowski’s integral inequality it follows that

| / P 1 ety
r+y)ay
ly|>1/100 ly|t e ?

(2.12)

2
= / 100 Jarre M CFldy < call 7l
Yy

So, it remains to estimate

(2.13) I ello(aty)—o(z) _ q i iy |
. im x4+ y)dy||p-
=0 Je<|y|<1/100 ly[t+e P

From (ZTII)) (b) and the mean value theorem one has that

1
214)  [eGEHI-9E) _ 1| < 6z +y) — 6(2)] = [y | / ¢ (z + sy)ds|,
with
(2.15) ¢ (x) = 3t

In particular, if |z| < 100 one has

/Pt =0@) _ 1) < ¢t |y,
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and
| (o ty)—o(2)) _ 1 f -
o0 z +y)dy
€0 Je<ly|<1/100 |y[t e LP(B10o(0))
(2.16)
I1Lf (- + Wl Lr(Bioo 0
=1 T dy < ot 1]
ly|<1/100 ]

From the above estimates we can restrict ourselves in (2.I0) to the case:
ly| <1/100, and |z| > 100.
We sub-divide it into two parts:
(2.17) (@ lyllz* <1, () Jyllz* = 1.

In the case (a) in (2.I7) we change variable, § = |z|?y, use (Z.I1)) part (b), @I4),
[213), Minkowski’s inequality and a second change of variable to obtain the bound

|| [tz |f (@ + y)

o dyl| Le ({]2|>100})
PESVEE ]

I | £ (@ + o)

gl<1 ||

dyl| Le ({]2|>100})

- Ayl v ({]2|>100})

(2.18) / [t + = | f(z + &)
<
jg1<1 gl

il a2 |+ o)

|z

+

o gl v ({|2)=100})
lg]<1 |y|

< caltl (2 fllp + 1£1),

since

‘@z

(2.19) 5 =Y, |y <1/100, |z|>100, so d(z+

B3
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In the case (b) in ([2I7) changing variable, § = 2%y, using 2II) part (a),
Minkowski’s inequality, and a second change of variable as in [2.19) we get

|f(x+ )|
y @] e
1/z2<|yl<1/100  |y[*T* Lr({|z|>100})

-1/ 1@t )l dloggeizr0nn
1<|gl<z2/100 19T 2 o=

||

2a g dg
<ca /1<g| [ 12> f(x + W)X{\z\ZlO\yj\l/?}(x)||LP({|m|2100}) FET

(2.20)
< Ca/ [l |z + —gQ 2 f(z + _gg )IX{121>101511723 (@) || L ({]2] > 100}) —~dlg+a
1<) || | - - |9

y dy
+ o /1<g| I1f(z+ W) X{Jz1>10/311/2}1 (2) | Lr ({]2|>100}) e

< ca (If1lp + 2> fllp)-

Therefore, collecting the above results we have the proof of the following:
Lemma 1. Letn=1, a € (0,1), and p € (1,00). If
f € L*P(R) N LP(|a]**Pdu),
then for allt € R and for almost every x € R

(2.21) Da(e™ f)(x) = €™ Dof(x) + ™ @y o(f)(2),
with

1 eit((@+y)’—2®) _ 4
2 () =l [ ey
(2.23) 1960 (F)llp < ca(X+ DU+ 121> FIl,),

and cq, as in (23).

From the proof of Lemma [I] it follows that under appropriate assumptions on
the regularity and the growth of a symbol ¢ : R™ — R one has that

D;o(e™) f)(@) = e D o f () + M0, oy o(F)(2),
with

.1 flz+y;e) — flz)
2.24 D, f(x :hm—/ J dy;,
( ) VE f( ) =0 Cq 51> |yj|1+a Yj

o ()() = 1 1 / eit(p(@+y; €)—w(x)) _ 1
iotalf)(z) =1lm — -
" e ;|

e—0 Cq

[z +yj€;)dyj,
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and
[95,0,t.0(Hllp < ca(X+[EDUfIlp + [10z,0() " flIp),

forj=1,...,n.
Next, we consider the unitary group of operators {U(t) : t € R} in L*(R) defined
as

(2.25) U(tyuo(z) = Ut)uo(x) = ("€ @o(€))" ().

Thus, for @ € (0,1) using (Z3)) one has that

2] U (#yuo (@) = []*(€" T (€)) (&) = (Dl ()" (@),
and from Lemma [I] that
(2.26) Da (¢ 0)(€) = ¢ Doio(€) + ¢ @0 (@0) ()
with
1@¢.0(@0)llp < call+ [t ([[Toll, + Il 157 Tollp)-
Hence, taking Fourier transform in (Z20]) we obtain the identity
(2.27) 2| U ()uo(x) = U#)(|2|"uo) () + U () ({ Pr,a(T0) ()} ) ().
with ®, , as in ([222) and

{10 (@0) ()} [l2 = [1P4,a(do)2
(2.28) < a1+ [t)(I[Tollz + || [€1** Toll2)
< ca(L+ [t])([luollz + | D**uol2)-

Moreover, we claim that if 3 € (0, «), then

(229)  D(|z|* U(t)uo)(x) = U(£)(D"|x|*uo)(x) + U (t)(D*{@1,a(T0)(€)} ) (2)-

with

(2.30) I DP ({@4,0(@0) ()} ) (@)ll2 < ca,s(1+ [t (luollz + | DT> *uoll2)-
Notice that for ug € S(R) the identities (2.27)) and (2.29) hold pointwise for each

(z,t) € R
To prove ([230) we need to show that

o [ etErn’ =€) g .,
102 Tl + ) )
(2.31)

< cap(L+ [t (Juollz + | D> |2).
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Thus, we write

o [t =€ ,
102 [ el + 1) )

g1 (e €D — 1) _
- H/ n[i+e uo(§ +m) dnll2
€[P et =€ — 1|
(2.32) = ”/ e o (€ + )| dnll2

€+ nlPletE D )
<l | priee (e )] dil

n|Bleit(E+m* =€) _ 1|
ey T o (€ + )] dil:

=Q1 + Qo.
Following the argument used in the proof of Lemma[Il to get (Z23) one has that
(2.33) 0 < ca(l+ [E)(IE1 Toll2 + [ 1€ 1€ To]l2)
= ca(L + [t])(IID%uollz + | D**2*ug||2).

To bound €25 we observe that its estimate is similar to that used in the proof of
Lemma [Il with v — 8 instead of o.. Hence,

Qo < ca(L+ [t (fol2 + I 1€ |2)
= ca(L+ [t])(Juollz + | DX Pug|l2).

Collecting the above information one obtains the proof of Theorem [l

Remarks: a) From the proof of Theorem 1, it is clear that ([227)—(230) hold for
f(,t) instead of ugp with the suitable modifications.

(b) The hypothesis 8 € (0, «) in Theorem [ is necessary to bound

ID? ({@t.a(@0) ()})l2 = 1€1° .0 (@o) (€)ll2,

(2.34)

£|P (eft((e+m* =€) _q
in the region where |£ 4 7| < [£]/10 with [£| ~ [n| > 1.
(c) We observe that if ug € S(R), then the pointwise identities (LS)-(TII)
hold for all (z,t) € R?. Therefore a density argument and the Strichartz estimate
associated to the group {U(¢)} (see [12])

(2.35) ([ 10@ul%d” < cluo,

show that under the hypotheses of Theorem/[I] (L8])-(T1I]) hold for all z € R almost
everywhere t € R.

(c) The result in Theorem [Tl also holds and the proof is similar to the above one
for solutions of the linear IVP,

{atu—Dyaamu -0, tzeR 0<a<l,

(2:36) u(z,0) = up(x),
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where D? denotes the homogeneous derivative of order s € R,
D*=(=02)*? so D*f=c.(|¢]'f)", with D= (H0,)",
and ‘H denotes the Hilbert transform,

Hiw) =2 [ LD 0y = cisgn© 7€) ().

T €l0
ly|>e
It is not clear how to employ Theorem [ to obtain solutions via contraction
of the IVP associated to the equation above with nonlinear term like the one of
the KdV equation called dispersion generalized Benjamin-Ono (DGBO) equation.
Nevertheless there are optimal persistency results in weighted Sobolev spaces via
energy estimates for the solutions of the IVP associated to the DGBO equation [5].

3. PROOFS OF THEOREM [2] AND THEOREM [3]

Proof of Theorem

We shall restrict our attention to the most interesting case s =1/4 and r = 1/8,
i.e. Ug € Zl/4,1/8'

We begin with a brief review of the argument used in the proof of Theorem A in
[13]. The details of this proof will be used later to complete the proof of Theorem

First, let us assume that

uy € HY*(R).
For w: R x [-T,T] — R with T to be fixed below, define
(3.1) p1 (w) :|‘Dsls/4w”L§S’L§ + HameL%oL;ﬂ + ||Dglc/4w||LgL1T0
FIDY 0l + wllzgis
Denote by ®(v) = ®,,,(v) the solution of the linear inhomogeneous IVP
(3.2) Opu + 3u+v20,v =0, u(z,0) = up(x).

The idea is to apply the contraction principle to the integral equation version of
the IVP ([B2), i.e.

(3.3) u(t) = ®(v(t)) = U(t)ug — /0 Ut —t")(v? Opv)(t)at'.

From the linear estimates concerning the group {U(t) : ¢ € R} established in
[13] one has that

(3.4) pF (U (t)uo) < col| DY *ugl|2, VT > 0.

Here and below ¢y will denote a universal constant whose value may change
(increase) from line to line. Hence,

u{(/t Ut —t)v?0,v(t')dt')
(3.5) 0

< col| Dy (v*0,0) |y 22 < T2 DY/ * (v*0,0) | L2 2.
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Using the calculus of inequalities in the Appendix in [I3] (Theorem A.8) one gets
that
1D/ (v* 00)l| 2 15
(36) < ol D3/ (") pzor0 10 100l a0 pzr2 + coll® [z DY Ol oers
< collvllzag 1D vl s L3 1900l 2o 52 + collvlfEs paell D2 avll e r
< co(pi (v))°.

Inserting the estimates (84), (33, and (B.0) in the integral equation B3) it
follows that

T
am @) SlD wl e 1DV o)l
. 0
< col| Dy *uollz + co T2 (] ().
A similar argument leads to the estimate

(3.8) Wl (@(0) — D)) < e T2(u] (v) + i (8)% uf (v — ).

This basically proves the main part of Theorem A. More precisely, one has that
the operator ® = @, in (B3] defines a contraction in the set

(3.9) {v :Rx[-T\T) =R : /[{(v) < 2co||D;/4u0||2},
with

1
(3.10)

325102 uolf

Hence, the IVP (IL2) with k& = 2 has a unique solution u € C([-=T,T)] : H'/*(R))
satisfying

(3.11) 1f (u) < 2c0]| DY g2,
with T as in (EI0).

Now, we assume that
uy € HY*(R),
and define

T T
p2’ (w) = ”wHL%‘;Lﬁ + ||8mw||L;°L2TD + ||w||L6T0Lg° + 1% (w),

with ulTO defined in (B.1]) and Ty > 0 to be fixed below. By the previous argument
we have a solution u = u(t) in the class defined by (B of the integral equation

(3.12) u(t) = U(t)ug — /O Ut —t')(u? O,u)(t')dt'.

By (B4)) and Strichartz estimates (2Z38]) one has that

(3-13) |U@)uollLg 2 +1 U (B)uol ez, 11U (B)uollLg, Lo < colluolle, ¥ To > 0.
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Therefore

t t
| [ Ut nloute)dt oz i + 10, [ UG~ 0200 ey
0 e 0 x 0
t

[ U=ty uPou)dt | s e
0 0
< co[u?dull s 12 < coTy/? [u?Opul 1212
0 0]
1/2 1/2
< Ty |Wllizrg 19sull ey, < 0Ty’ fulfass 0sullrzrs,
< co Ty * (] ()23 (w).
Collecting the above information one has that
p3? (u) < 2¢o([[uol|2 + | DY uoll2) + co Ty > (11" (u))3? (u).

Hence, taking Top = T as in (B.10)), i.e.

(3.15) coT2(uf (u))? < 1/2,
it follows
(3.16) 13 () < deo(||uoll2 + [ DL *uoll2).-

By uniqueness we have
we C([-T,T) : HY*R)) N LE([-T,T] : L=(R))N...
which can be extended to the interval [-T*,T*] as far as the

(3.17) sup || DY4u(t)]|2 < oo,
te[-T*,77]

since we recall that the L2-norm of the real solutions of the IVP (L2)) is preserved
in time. Now we turn our attention to the most interesting case in Theorem

Uo € Zy/a1/8 = HYH(R) N LA (|x|*/* dz),
and introduce the notation
ps (w) = pg (w) + || lel/gw(t)llL;«ng,

with Tp > 0 to be fixed below.
From Theorem [ (see (L8)-(L9)) and the linear estimates in B.I3)) it follows
that

(3.18) 15° (U (o) < collla]Buoll2 + co(1 + To)([luoll2 + |13/ *uoll2).
Now taking ¢ € C§°(R) with ¢ =1, || < 1/2 and ¢ =0, |z| > 1 we write
|x|1/8u281u = cp(x)|x|1/8u281u +(1- QD(:C))|:E|1/SU28I’U,

(3.19) = el 0u+ 05 (1 — @) || /5u®/3) — 0.((1 = )| /*)u? /3
=A; + Ay + As.
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Same argument as in ([BI8)) and BI9) yield

t
el [ Ut~ ¢ yuo,u(e)ar |
0

t T _—
< [ U= )4+ Ayt Ag)dt |1 + / 1@ a(aa)}Y |z dt
0

(3.20) ” ,
< [TI0e- O+ Al + ) [ UG- ) A2z
0 0
To
T o1+ Th) / ([u20sull iz + | DY (w20 | 12 ) dt
0
Thus,
To
/ 10— ) Arl 2 dt’ < co [u2Bull s 1z < coTo'? [u2Byull 21
1/2
(3.21) SCOTO/ ||u2||L§L%% ||3xu||Lg°L2TU

1/2
< o Ty lullfsrs 19sull e s,

Using a duality argument (see [I3]) one has that

0. / (L~ OV F ()t |12 < cl|F oz,

Hence,
t
|| / Ut — ) Az d | 12 < coll (1= @) 2[5 a1
(3.22) 0 o
1/2
< ol |$|1/8U”L§L2TO ||U2||L§Lgs;) < CoTo/ I |I|1/8U”L§%L§ ||U||%gL;%-
Finally,
To
[0 = )40l 20 < ol 10
(3.23) 0 Toe

5/6

< CO||U||L°° L4||U||L1 L= < colp ||D;/4u||%7°%L§HuHL%OL;O-

Inserting the estimates (B.I8)-(323), B.6), (33) and (BI4) in the integral equa-
tion (BI2) it follows that

pa’ (w) < coll |z *uoll2 + co(1 + To)([[uoll2 + 1Dy *uoll2)
(3.24) + ey (" ()’ 15° ()
+ o1+ To YT (" (w))? a5 (u).
Thus, taking Ty € (0, 7] with T as in (3.I5) and (BI6]) one can rewrite (3.24]) as
p3° () < 2ol |2V 3uo 2 + 2¢0(1 + To) ([[uol2 + | DY *uoll2)
(3.25) +4eo(1+Tp"* )3 (u)
< 2¢o||2/*uo||2 + 20c0(1 + To)([|uoll2 + [ D3 *uoll2)
which basically completes the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [3}




PERSISTENCE PROPERTIES 15

We shall consider the most interesting case s = 1/4, and recall that the L?-norm
of the solution wu(t) is preserved.

By Theorem B for any given T* > 0 and uy € H'/* (R) one has that the corre-
sponding solution v = u(z,t) of the IVP (L2) with k = 2 satisfies

we C([-T%T* : HY*R))N....

with
K= max | DY*u(t)|s.
[_T*vT*]
Following ([B.I0) we define
1
’_
328 KA

and split the interval [-T™*,T*] into 27*/T"' sub-intervals. In each of these sub-
intervals we can apply Theorem[2 observing that the right hand side of depends
on K, 2T*/T" and the initial value |||z|*/Suo||2 to get the desired solution to the
whole interval [—T*, T*].
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