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LOW REGULARITY CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR THE FIFTH-ORDER MODIFIED
KDV EQUATIONS ON T

CHULKWANG KWAK

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the fifth-order modified Korteweg-de Vries (modified KdV) equa-
tion under the periodic boundary condition. We prove the local well-posedness in H*(T), s > 2, via the
energy method. The main tool is the short-time Fourier restriction norm method, which was first intro-
duced in its current form by Ionescu, Kenig and Tataru [Global well-posedness of the KP-I initial-value
problem in the energy space, Invent. Math. 173 (2) (2008) 265-304]. Besides, we use the frequency
localized modified energy to control the high-low interaction component in the energy estimate. We
remark that under the periodic setting, the integrable structure is very useful (but not necessary) to
remove harmful terms in the nonlinearity and this work is the first low regularity well-posedness result
for the fifth-order modified KdV equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is known that the spectrum of the Hill operator
2

T da?
on the interval [0, 47|, which is of twice the length of the period of u, is independent of ¢, so the periodic

eigenvalues are conserved quantities when the potential u(¢, ) evolves according to the Korteweg-de Vries
(KdV) equation

L(t) —u(t,x)

Up + Ugpe = OUUL.
This property was first discovered by Gardner, Greene, Kruskal and Miura [7]. By considering this
property, Lax [27] found the family of equations (known by the name KdV hierarchy). This observation
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opened the theory of complete integrable systems of PDEs, and the KdV equation and its hierarchy hold
a central example among other integrable systems. Lax also represented those equations by the form
(known as the Lax pair formulation)

0L = A,L — LA, = [Ay; L]

Here L is defined as above, and A,, is the differential operator in the form

n
Ay = 4" Y {0077 + 07 ast, n=0,1,
j=1
where Ay = 0, and the coefficient a,,; = a,;(u) be chosen such that the operator [A,; L] has order zero.
Thereafter, Magri [29] realized that this complete integrable system has an additional structure, the so-
called bi-Hamiltonian structure, and then further studies on the theory of the complete integrability have
been widely progressed by several researchers (see, for instance, [T, [I5] and references therein).
On the other hand, the Miura transformation [30]

u:vz—l—v2

transforms solutions to all equations in the defocussing modified KdV hierarchy to solutions of equations
in the KdV hierarchy. Thanks to this observation, we obtain the modified KdV hierarchy () from the
KdV hierarchy. Like the equations in the KdV hierarchy, all equations in the modified KdV hierarchy
satisfy the property of the complete integrability. Recently, Choudhuri, Talukdar and Das [6] derived
the Lax representation and constructed the bi-Hamiltonian structure of the equations in the modified
KdV hierarchy. The followings are a few equations and their associated Hamiltonians with respect to
bi-Hamiltonian structures:
Oiu— Ou =0 /lu2

2

1 1
Opu — O3u + 6u?0,u = 0 /—ui + —ut
f 2 (1.1)
Oyu — Bgu + 40u81u6§u + 1Ou28§u + 10(8111)3 —30u*d,u =0 / §uiz +ub + 5u2u§

In this paper, we consider the integrable fifth-order equation in the modified KdV hierarchy (LI):

Opu — O5u + 40ud,ud?u + 10u?03u + 10(9u)® — 30u*d,u =0, (t,x) € R x T, (12)
u(0,2) = uo(x) € H*(T), '
where T = [0, 27].

Due to the theory of the complete integrability (or the inverse spectral method), the global solution
exists to any equation in (L)) for any Schwartz initial data. Kappeler and Topalov [17], [16] proved the
global well-posedness of KdV and modified KdV equations in H*(T) for s > —1 and s > 0, respectively.
It is a fine achievement to solve the low regularity well-posedness problem via only the theory of the
complete integrability and the property of the Miura transform. Nevertheless, the analytic theory of
nonlinear dispersive equations is still required to study on the low regularity well-posedness problem
even for integrable equations. In fact, in a number of previous studies on the low regularity local theory
for nonlinear dispersive equations (especially, under the non-periodic setting), the integrable structures
were ignored. The purpose of this work, however, is to point out that, under the periodic setting, the
integrable structure may be helpful (only two low level conservation laws for the fifth-order equation are
useful, but much more high level conservation laws may be needed for higher-order equations in (I1])) to
study the low regularity well-posedness problem in contrast to the non-periodic problem.
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Generalizing coefficients in the nonlinear terms may break the integrable structure. The following
equation generalizes ([.2)) to non-integrable case:

{&u — O5u + arudyud?u + azud3u + az(0,u)® + agu'dpu =0, (t,x) € R x T, (1.3)

U(O,.I) = uO(I) € HS(T)v
where a;’s, i = 1,2,3,4, are real constants. For studying (L3]), we can rely no longer on the property of
the complete integrability.

Meanwhile, the Fourier coefficients of both (L2) and (L3) (see 2I) below) in terms of the spatial
variables reveal that the non-trivial resonant terms of the form (with some coefficients)

lu®)7203u,  [lu®)lF 0z, [lu(t)l|705u (1.4)

appear in the nonlinear term due to ([22]) and ([23]). We call them the linear-like resonant terms. The
linear-like resonant terms (L4 are unfavorable, by themselves, as perturbations of the linear evolution
in the low regularity Sobolev spaces. However, the complete integrability of (L2]), which, in particular,
is the fact that (IL2) enjoys first two conservation laws in (), converts most of ([4]) in (I2) into

clagu + ¢, u,
for some constants c;, ca > (d and hence the linear part of (L2) can be expressed as
[02 + 102 + 20, ]u.

From this observation, we point out, as a purpose of this work, that the use of integrable structure (only
the use of conservation laws) may be necessary to study the low regularity well-posedness problem under
the periodic setting in contrast to the non-periodic problem. Remark that it, in fact, is not necessary
to use the integrable structure for this problem thanks to the suitable nonlinear transformation, but it
should be necessary for higher-order equations, due to the higher degree nonlinearity with derivatives,
see Remark

The following is the main result in this paper:

Theorem 1.1. Let s > 2. For any ug € H*(T) satisfying

/ (uo(2))? dz =, / (Btio(@))? + (uo())* di = 72 (15)
T T

for some 1,72 > 0, there exists T = T(||uo|lg=) > 0 such that (L2) has a unique solution on [—T,T]
satisfying

u(t,x) € C([=T.T); H*(T)),

n(t) 3 elne=20n g le)na 45t n) € C([-T,T); H*(T)) 0 F*(T), (1.6)
nez

where 1 is any cut-off function in C*°(R) with suppn C [-T,T] and the space F* (TE will be defined later.
Moreover, the flow map St : H® — C([-T,T); H*(T)) is continuous on the level set in H*® satisfying

3.

Remark 1.2. Combining the property of the Miura transform and Theorem[I1], the local well-posedness
result for the fifth-order KdV equation [24] could be improved for s > 1. However, the Cauchy problem
for the fifth-order KdV equation in H?(T) below by using the analytic theory is still open and technical
development is required to approach to this result.

8The constants c1,c2 depend on the first two conservation laws in ().
PThe space F'* also depends on the initial data up with (I5).
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Remark 1.3. The regularity threshold s =2 couldn’t be achieved by our analysis, due to the logarithmic
divergence of frequency-summations in the energy estimate (see, in particular, the proof of Proposition

The use of conservation laws is not sufficient to deal with all linear-like resonant terms in (I4]), so one
of linear-like resonant components (of the form |ul|7.9,u) still remains, even if (IZ) enjoys infinitely
many conservation laws. However, the introduction of an appropriate nonlinear transformation (see
7)) facilitates the elimination of the rest of linear-like resonant terms (of the form |ul|7,0,u) in the
nonlinearity (see (L6]) in Theorem[IT]). This nonlinear transformation, in particular defined in ([2.7), has
a good property that the transformation is invertible and bi-continuous from the ball in C'([-T,T]; H®) to
itself for s > i. Staffilani [32] introduced such a Gauge transformation for the generalized KdV equations
and showed the bi-continuity property of the transform for s > 1/2. See also [5] for its application.

On the other hand, Theorem [I.]] can be extended to the local well-posedness for fully non-integrable
equations by defining the fully nonlinear transformation involving all resonances in the nonlinearity, which
can be shown to be bi-continuous for s > 1. See Remark in Section [ for this issueﬂ The following is
the extension result of Theorem [[]] for the non-integrable equation (L3)):

Theorem 1.4. Let s > 2. Then, (I3) is locally well-posed in HS('I[')E

The proof of Theorem [[4]is based on the energy method, and hence the existence of a high regularity
(or smooth) solution to (L3) is required, since the local well-posedness of (3] has not been studied for
any regularity. The high regularity well-posedness of (3] can be obtained by following the standard way:
the parabolic regularization argument in [2]. Precisely, we first show an a priori bound for the solution
u to the e-parabolic equation, and in addition to the bootstrap argument, the approximation method
yields that the solution to e-parabolic equation converges to the solution to the fifth-order modified KdV
equation. Finally, the (unconditional) local well-posedness of (I3]) for s > 7/2 can could be obtained by
the direct energy estimate (see Appendix[Al). The main difficulty is to obtain the energy estimate for both
the parabolic and the fifth-order modified KdV equations due to the strong nonlinearity. Nevertheless,
the use of the modified energy (AD]), which was first introduced in its form by Kwon [25] for the fifth-
order KdV equation on R, in addition to the Kato-Ponce type commutator estimate and the Sobolev
embedding, enables us to obtain the energy bound of the solution u. We sketch the proof of the well-
posedness for high regularity data in Appendix [Alfor the convenience of readers. The rest of the proof of
Theorem [[4] (LWP in the low regularity regime) follows the similar argument of the proof of Theorem
[T since the only difference is to deal with non-trivial resonances in the nonlinearityﬁp

The fifth-order modified KdV equation under the non-periodic setting has been studied by Linares
[28]. Linares used the dispersive smoothing effect [19] in order to prove the local well-posedness of the
fifth-order modified KdV equation in H?(R) (hence the global well-posedness via the conservation law).
Later, this was improved by Kwon [26]. Kwon used the standard X*° space (Fourier restrict norm
method) and Tao’s [k, Z]-multiplier norm method [33] to prove a trilinear estimate, and hence obtained
the local well-posedness in H® for s > % via the contraction mapping principle. In contrast with the
non-periodic setting, the trilinear estimate in the X space fails under the periodic boundary condition.
As a minor result in this paper, we have

Theorem 1.5. For any s,b € R, the trilinear estimate

||uv6§w||Xs,b751 < COllul| g=b 5||U||Xs,b W[ = )
T —n? T—n? T—n T—n"

“However, higher-order equations in the hierarchy may have much more resonances in the nonlinearity which cannot be
controlled by only the nonlinear transform, and hence we guess that the study on higher-order equations in the hierarchy
shall depend on the integrable structure.

dThanks to the bi-continuity of the nonlinear transform, no additional restriction of initial data like (T3 is needed.

“Nevertheless, the reason why we consider the integrable equation (2] instead of (I3) is to raise the importance of the
integrable structure under the periodic setting even for the low regularity problems.
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fails.

The counter-example involves the high X low X low = high interaction component along the non-
resonant phenomenon of the following type:

(Plowu) . (Howv) : (Phighwmmm)'

The fifth-order modified KdV evolution provides quite strong modulation effect in the nonlinear inter-
action, but it is not enough to control three derivatives in the high frequency mode. Hence one cannot
obtain the trilinear estimate in the standard X*° space. This observation gives a clue that the flow map
of (L2) (also ([L3))) seems not uniformly continuous, that is, the Picard iteration method does not work in
this problem. It is remarkable that the solution flow of the fifth-order modified KdV equation behaves in
the periodic setting strictly worse than in the non-periodic setting due to the lack of dispersive smoothing
effect. The detailed example will be given in Section [3 later.

So far, we investigated the principal enemies to study the fifth-order modified KdV equation on T:
linear-like resonant terms and the failure of the trilinear estimate. As mentioned, the integrable structure
and the use of the nonlinear transformation (Z7)) enable us to resolve the first obstacle. The modified X **
structure in a short time interval (= (frequency)_2), the second difficulty could be resolved. The short
time structure used in this paper was introduced in its current form by Ionescu, Kenig and Tataru [14]
in the context of KP-I equation. Also, we refer to [23] [] for different formulas of short time structures.
See [8, [10L O 111 21] [12] for its applications.

Now we introduce ingredients in this paper. To prove Theorem [Tl we need to obtain the following
estimates:

lollrery S ooz + IN@)llver) (Linear)
IN@llve iy S ol + 1013 (Nonlinear) (L.7)

1%y S @+ llvollF)llvollzre + (L + I0ll3 7y + 015 ) 10l 5 (7))  (Energy)

where v is transferred solution by the nonlinear transformation ([27). Then, thanks to the continuity
argument, one can obtain a priori bound of solutions to (L2)) at first. To complete the local well-posedness
argument, one needs to obtain similar estimates as in (L) for the difference of two solutions as well.
However, the energy estimate for the difference of two solutions cannot be obtained in only F** space due
to the lack of the symmetry among two solutions, and hence the Bona-Smith argument (energy estimate
in the intersection of the weaker (F?) and the stronger (F2*) spaces) is essential to close the energy
estimate.

On the other hand, in order to obtain the second estimation in ([I7), the L2-block estimates (Lemma
[A7) is used. In contrast with the non-periodic setting, this-type estimate under the periodic setting is
weaker due to the lack of smoothing effect, in mathematical sense that the (counter) measure of frequency
support must be bigger than 1. Hence, no additional smoothing effect from the very high-low interaction
components in the low modulation case is expected. Nevertheless, X spaces taken in the short time
length (~ 272%) at the 2¥-frequency piece prevent the modulation to be low, and hence it gives another
smoothing effect (in the sense of an advantage of the low bound of the modulation effect, which is two
derivative gains: |7 — u(n)| 2 22¥). This shows that the short time structure well adapted to study the
Cauchy problem for (I2) and this time scale is suitable to recover the lack of the dispersive smoothing
effect in the periodic problem.
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Moreover, as a trade-off of choosing the short-time scale (frequency)~2, we cannot obtain the energy
estimate in (7)) by direct calculation. Indeed, in view of the following simple calculations

Z ‘ Z /kak(n)n[Xkl (n1)0(11) Xy (n2)0(n2)n30(n3) ] Xk (n)(n) dt

0<kq,k2<k—10 ’ﬂ,NS,n
k
Yo 2 Puolh, o)

|k—k!|<5

STl

and

S X ol + e, (o)), () 30 ()
bty e

Z 22%|| Puoll %, (.
[k—k'|<5

2
S ol 4y,
the (two) derivative loss arises in the high x low x low = high interaction component, when three
derivatives are taken in the high frequency mode, which is unfavorable in even short time F*-norm. In
order to recover this derivative loss, we introduce the frequency localized modified energy (6.2)), which
plays a role of the transformation, that moves two derivatives from the high frequency mode to the low
frequency mode, and thus the high x low x low = high interaction component can be controlled. Another
issue in the energy estimate (as a mathematical difficulty) is exact quintic resonant terms arising in the
correction terms. However, one can observe that they should vanish thanks to the symmetry among
frequencies and functions (see Remarks and in Section [@]). Note that the modified energy plays
consequentially a similar role as an additional weight under the non-periodic condition, while an additional
weight does not work under the periodic setting. See [11] and [21] for a comparison.

Remark 1.6. The similar perspective and argument in this work are applicable to the study on the
Cauchy problem for the fifth-order KdV equation on T. See [24].

There are several works on the low regularity well-posedness problem of the fifth-order dispersive
equations with similar nonlinearity. For instance, the fifth-order KdV equation on R, which has the
nonlinearity of the form of ¢;0,ud%u + coud3u, was first studied by Ponce [31] as the low regularity
well-posedness problem. Since the strength of the nonlinearity is stronger than the advantage from the
dispersive smoothing effect, the energy method is required to prove the local well-posedness. Ponce
used the energy method to prove the local well-posedness for Sobolev initial data ug € H®, s > 4, and
afterward, Kwon [25] improved Ponce’s result for s > g Kwon also used the energy method with the
modified energy in addition to the refined Strichartz estimate, the maximal function estimate and the
local smoothing estimate. Recently, Guo, Kwon and the author [I1], and Kenig and Pilod [2I] further
improved the local result independently. The method in both [I1] and [2] is the energy method based
on the short time X*? space, while the key energy estimates were shown by using an additional weight
and modified energy, respectively.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section [2] we summarize some notations and define function
spaces. In Section 8] we prove Theorem [[LH by giving a counter example. In Section @ we show the L?
block trilinear estimates which are useful to obtain nonlinear and energy estimates. In Sections [ and
[Bl we prove the nonlinear estimate and energy estimate, respectively. In Section [[ we give the proof
of Theorem [Tl Finally, we sketch the proof of high regularity result for (IL3) in Appendix [Al for the
convenience of readers.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank his advisor Soonsik Kwon for his helpful com-
ments and encouragement through this research problem. Moreover, the author is grateful to Zihua Guo
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is supported by FONDECYT de Postdoctorado 2017 Proyecto No. 3170067.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For z,y € Ry, x < y means that there exists C' > 0 such that z < Cy, and z ~ y means z < y and
y < z. We also use <; and ~ as similarly, where the implicit constants depend on s. Let ay, as, a3, as € R.
The quantities amazr = Gsub = Athd > Amin can be conveniently defined to be the maximum, sub-
maximum, third-maximum and minimum values of a1, as, as, ay respectively.

For Z =R or Z, let T'y(Z) denote (k — 1)-dimensional hyperplane by

{T=(x1,20,...,05) €EZ" 121 + 20+ - + 21, = 0}

For f € 8'(R x T) we denote by f or F(f) the Fourier transform of f with respect to both spatial and
time variables,

. 2m ) )
f(ryn) = \/% /R/O e e T £(t, x) dadt.

Moreover, we use F, (or ) and F; to denote the Fourier transform with respect to space and time
variable respectively.

This paper is based on the following observation. We take the Fourier coefficient in the spatial variable
of (T2 to obtain

dyi(n) — i t(n) = 30i Z u(n1)u(ne)u(ng)u(ng)nsu(ns)
nit+nzt+nst+nst+ns=n
+10i Y d(na)i(ng)n3i(ns)
nit+nzt+ns=n
+10i Y na@i(na)na@i(ne)ngii(ng)

nit+nst+ng=n

+ 404 Z a(n1)nati(ng)n3u(ns)

nitnst+nz=n
The resonant relation for the cubic term in the right-hand side of (2J) should be

H :H(nla na, n3)
=(n1 +n2 +n3)° —ni —n3 —n3 (2.2)

(n1 + na)(n1 + na)(n2 + ng)(nf +n3 +n3 +n’).

N | Ot

Then we can observe that the cubic non-trivial resonant phenomenon appears only when (n; 4+ ns)(n; +
n2)(n2 +ngz) = 0. Moreover, we also observe that ||u||7.n%(n) portion be contained in the resonant term
of quintic term when

ni+nj+ng+n =0 for 1<i<j<k<l<b. (2.3)
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Then, by using the conservation laws in (LI]) and gathering resonant terms in the right-hand side of
21), we can rewrite 210 as following{l

oii(n) —i(n® 4+ c1n® + can)ii(n) = eail|u(t)||7anti(n) — 20in®a(n)[*a(n)
+ 6in Z u(n1)u(n2)u(ng)u(ng)u(ns)

N5 n
+ 10in Z a(ny)a(n2)n3a(ns) (2.4)
NS n
+10in > fi(na)naii(ng)nati(ns),
NS,n

where Cc1 = 10”’&0”%2, Co = 10(”’&0”?[1 —+ ||’LL0||AZ4), c3 = 20,

_ 3. ny +ng +n3z =mn,
Nain = {(nl’nz’ng) €L (n1 4+ n2)(n1 4 n2)(n2 +n3) # 0 } ' (2:5)

and

ny + N9 +ng +ng +n5 =n, } (2.6)

_ 5.
N5,n—{(n1,n2,n3,n4,n5)€Z : ni et A0, 1<i<j<k<l<5

We call the first term of the right-hand side of ([24]) the Resonant term and the others Non-resonant
terms. Due to the term c3|u(t)||7.nt(n) in the left-hand side of @A), 92 + 193 + 20, + csl|u(t)]| .04
does not play a role of the linear operator to (24)) yet, even if we use the partial property of completely
integrable system. Hence, for our analysis, we define the nonlinear transformation as

NT(u)(t,z) =v(t,x) == — Z ei(ne=20n 5 lu(s)l 74 )U(t,n). (2.7)
nEZ
We from now concentrate on the v instead of u. For v, we rewrite again (24) as
0(n) —i(n° + e1n® + con)d(n) = — 20in3|6(n)|25(n)
+6in Y 5(n1)0(n2)0(ns)v(na)v(ns)
N5 n
+ 10in Z 0(n1)0(n2)n3v(ng)
N3.n (28)
+ 10in Z v(n1)n20(ng)nzv(ns)
Nisn

~ ~ -~ ~

= N1 (’U) + NQ(’U) + Ng(’l}) + N4(’U)
v(0,z) = u(0, z).

We simply generalize N;(v) as N;(u,v,w) for the cubic term, ¢ = 1,3, 4, or Na(vy,v92,v3,v4,v5) for the
quintic term.

fo simple calculation
40udrud?u + 10u203u + 10(9xu)® = 100, (u?0%u) + 100 (udzudyu) and  30u*dru = 69, (u’),

we can change all nonlinear terms into the divergence form. This divergence form is necessary to control the high X high
X high = low and high X high X low = low interactions in the nonlinear estimate.
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We introduce that X *®-norm associated to (Z38) which is given byl

ullxcen = [[{T = p(n))?(n)* F(u) || 12 (Rse2 (2).
where
w(n) =n’ +cin® + con
and (-) = (1 + |- |>)'/2. The X*?® space turns out to be very useful in the study of low-regularity theory
for the dispersive equations. The Fourier restriction norm method was first implemented in its current
form by Bourgain [3] and further developed by Kenig, Ponce and Vega [20] and Tao [33].
Let Z+ =ZN[0,00]. For k € Z, we set
Iy={neZ:|n|<2} and [L={necZ:28'<|n] <2}, k>1

Let 1o : R — [0, 1] denote a smooth bump function supported in [—2,2] and equal to 1 in [—1, 1] with
the following property of regularities:

& no(n) = O(no(n)/(n)?), j=0,1,2, (2.9)
as n approaches end points of the support of 7.
For k € Z4, let

xo(n) =mno(n), and xx(n) =no(n/2%) —no(n/25°Y), k>1, (2.10)
which is supported in I, and

k2
X[k1,k2] = Z Xk for any ki1 <kye€ Z+.
k=k1

{Xk}rez, is the inhomogeneous decomposition function sequence to the frequency space. For k € Z, let
Py denote the operators on L?(T) defined by Pyv(n) = xx(n)v(n). For | € Z,, let
Po=Y Py, Poy=) P
k<l k>l

For the time-frequency decomposition, we use the cut-off function n;, but the same as n; (1 — p(n)) =
X5 (1T = p(n)).

For k,j € Z4, let

Dkyj = {(7‘, n) ERXZ:17— ILL(TL) € Ij,n € Ik}, Dkygj e Ulngk,l-
For k € Z,., we define the X 5’%>1-type space Xy, for frequency localized functions,

X { fe€L*RxZ): f(r,n) is supported in R x I} and }
P Il = 20520 2072 0y (r = () - f(mon) | p2e < oo

T n

As in [I4], at frequency 2* we will use the X 221 gtructure given by the Xj-norm, uniformly on the
272k time scale. For k € Z. , we define function spaces

feL?(RxT): f(T, n) is supported in R x [}, and
Fe =9 1flle. = sup |lFLf- n0(2%(t — t&))]l|x, < o0 ’
k

feEL?’RXT): f(T, n) is supported in R x [}, and
Ne =9 1l = sup [[(7 = p(n) +i22)TLFLf (22 (8 — )]l x, < o0
tre

8Bourgain [3] used this modification of linear operator by using the conservation law in the study of the modified KdV
equation.
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Since the spaces Fj and Ny are defined on the whole line in time variable, we define the local-in-time
versions of the spaces in standard ways. For T' € (0, 1] we define the normed spaces

F(T) ={f e C(-T.T): L?) : | fl ey = inf £l 73
f=f in [-T,T]xT

Ne(T)={f € C(I-T.T): L*) : || flwpery = inf 1F v -

f=fin [-T\T]xT

We assemble these dyadic spaces in a Littlewood-Paley manner. For s > 0 and T € (0, 1], we define
function spaces solutions and nonlinear terms:

(1) = {u Hullfs oy = 2225’“”1’1@ Wl ) < 00}

N¥(T) = {Ui ull3vs () ZQMHP w) Xy }
We define the dyadic energy space as follows: For s > 0 and uw € C([-T,T] : H>)
lull e iry = 1 Po(w(@))IF2 + > sup 22| Py(u(te))l|7s-
E>1 te[—T,T

Lemma 2.1 (Properties of Xy). Let k,l € Zy and fr € X. Then

oo

Z 292\ In; (1 — /|fk ' n)27 1 + 27T — 7|)dr
j=l+1 L343 (2.11)

+2!/2 ‘ n<i(r — u(n))/ (e 27 (27 e =) S el
R

r2ez

In particular, if to € R and v € S(R), then
[Fy 2t —t0) - FH (fo)lllxe S 1full x- (2.12)

Moreover, from the definition of Xj-norm,
| [ 10 1 a
R

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2] only depends on the summation over modulations, and there is no
difference between the proof in the non-periodic and periodic settings. Hence we omit details and see

S I frllx -

2
en

[11] for the detailed proof. O
As in [14], for any k € Z, we define the set Sy, of k-acceptable time multiplication factors
10
Sk ={mx R = R: [mills, =Y 277%]|0my L < oo}
§=0

Direct estimates using the definitions and ([ZI2) show that for any s > 0 and T € (0, 1]

H mik(t) - Ph(u H S (Supgez, mellsy) - [lullps(ry;
keZy
my . ’lL H < (sup mrll s N .
H kE€Zy ®)- P N=(T) S (supgez, [Imells,) - lullv=(r)
mkt'PkuH S (sup mglls,) - |lullgs
H kE€Zy (¥ ) B<(T) (supgez, llmells) - llullp=(r)



FIFTH-ORDER MODIFIED KDV EQUATION 11

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we show the Theorem We bring the similar argument in [20] associated to the
modified KdV equation in order to construct the counter-examples. As mentioned in the introduction,
we observe the high X low x low = high interaction component in the non-resonance phenomenon, while
Kenig, Ponce and Vega focused on the high x high x high = high interaction component in the resonant
term. When we apply our examples to the modified KdV equation, it can be easily controlled in X 5*%,
because the size of maximum modulation is comparable to the square of high frequency size (=~ N?) and
hence this factor exactly eliminates the one derivative in the nonlinear term. In contrast to this, (L2]) has
two more derivatives in nonlinear terms, and thus one cannot control the this component in X *°-norm,
although the modulation effect is better than that of modified KdV equation. Now, we give examples
satisfying

luvdwll -1 £ Cllullxes vl xen [[w]lxo.0- (3.1)

In the case of our examples, the trilinear estimate does not depend on the regularity s. So, it suffices to
show BI) for any b € R. Fix N > 1. Let us define the functions

f(r,n) :anXi(T_'nﬁ)v g(7,n) :an%(T_'nﬁ)u h(r,n) :an%(T_'nﬁ)u

1, n=-1 b 1, n=2 d 1, n=N-1
Ay = n — n —
0, otherwise 0, otherwise 0, otherwise

We focus on the case that |7 — n®| is the maximum modulation. We put

where

u(r,n) = f(r,n)  o(r,n) =g(m,n)  w(r,n)=h(r,n).
Then we need to calculate Fluvdw](r,n). Since Fluvdiw|(r,n) = (f * g * h)(r,n), performing the
summation and integration with respect to ni, 7 variables gives

(F*9)m2m) = 3 abuaan [ 3= ndxs (=1 = (2 = m0)")
ny

o~

CZ Any bng—ny X1 (T2 — n3 + 5ning(ng — ny)(n? +n3 —niny))

ni
o Caan%(TZ —nj5 —30),
where
1, n=1
Qpn = .
0, otherwise
By performing the summation and integration with respect to ns, 7o variables once more, we have

(f *g*h)(T,n) = [(f*g) *h](Tvn)

= Z Oy, / X1 (72— ng — 30)x1(t =72 —(n— n2)®) dry
no R

= CZ angdn—n2X1 (T - (n - n2)5 - ng - 30)

n2

= efxa(r — (n—1)° = 31),

ﬁnz{l’ n=N

0, otherwise

where
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On the support of (f * g * h)(7,n), since we have |7 — n°| ~ N4, we finally obtain
luvdiwlxen-1 = [[{n)*(7 — n®)*~ Fluvdw](r,n)| r2e2
~ ]\]S]\]3]\]4(b*1)7
but

ullxepllvllxeslwlxes ~ N*.
This imposes b < % to succeed the trilinear estimate and hence, we show (B when b > %.

We now construct an example when b < %. To do this, let us focus on the case when |7 — n®| is much
smaller than the maximum modulation. In this case, we may assume that |73 — nf| is the maximum

modulation by symmetry among modulations. Set
1, n=—-N 1, n=2 1, n=N-1
Ay = . b, = . dn, = .
0, otherwise 0, otherwise 0, otherwise

f(T,TL) :anXi(T_n5)7 g(T,TL) :bHX%(T_n5)a h(T,?’L) :dHX%(T_n5)'
From the duality, it suffices to consider

and

Juwvdwl o < Cllully-easloll oo Jullges .
T—nN T—"N T—nN T—n

where

u(r,n) = f(r,n)  v(r,n) =g(r,n)  w(r,n) = h(r,n).
Similarly as before, we need to calculate Fluvd3w](r,n). Since Fluvd2w|(r,n) = (f * g x h)(1,n),
performing the summation and integration with respect to ni, 7 variables gives

(f % 9)(r2,m2) =Y anybpy—n, / X1 (11 = nf)x1 (2 = 71 = (n2 —m1)°) dmy
ni R

= CZ Ay brg—ny X1 (T2 — n5 + 5ning(ng — ny)(n? +n2 —niny))

S

&~ capn,x1 (T2 —n3 + 10N (N = 2)[(N —1)2 +3]),
25 2

1, n=2—-N
Qp = .
0, otherwise
By performing the summation and integration with respect to no, 7o variables once more, we have

(f*g*h)(T,’n) = [(f*g) *h](Tvn)

= st [ X3 = 0§+ 10NN = 2)(N = 1 +3)

where

X X%(T—TQ — (n—n2)5) dT2

= Czangdn—nQXI(T - (n - TL2)5 - ng + 1ON(N - 2)[(N - 1)2 + 3])

>~ Bux1(T — (n+ N —2)° + (N —2)° + 10N(N — 2)[(N —1)? + 3]),

where

8, = 1, n=1
" 0, otherwise
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On the support of (f * g * h)(r,n), since we have |7 — n®| ~ N4, we finally obtain
[uvdw]| x—o—v = [{n)~(1 = n°) P Fluvdw)(r,n)|| 1262
~ N3N—4b
but
[[ullx—sa=ellvllxp lwll xs0 ~ NT2N® ~ 1
This imposes b > 2 and hence, we show (BI) when b < 1, which complete the proof of Theorem L5

4. L?-BLOCK ESTIMATES
In this section, we will give L?-block estimates for trilinear estimates. For ny,ny,ns € Z, let
G(n1,n2,n3) = p(n1 +nz +nz) — p(n1) — p(n2) — p(ns)

be the resonance function, which plays an important role in the trilinear X *°-type estimates.
Let ¢; = 7 — pu(n;). For compactly supported functions f; € L?(R x Z), i = 1,2, 3,4, we define

J(f1, for fa f2) = > / f1(Gna) f2(C2m2) f3(Cs5 n3) f4(Ca + G(na, n2, ng), na),

na,Nany CeT4(R
where ¢ = ((1, (o, (3, —C4 — G(n1,n2,n3)). From the identities
ny + N2 + N3 = Ny
and
G+ G+ (G = (4 + G(n1,n2,n3)
on the support of J(f1, f2, f3, f4), we see that J(f1, fo, f3, f4) vanishes unless
9hmaz ~, Qsus

2j7naz ~ maX(QjS“b, |G’|)7

where |n;| ~ 2% and |¢;| ~ 27, i = 1,2,3,4. From the simple calculation we know that

[Gsayn=[uem-g

where f*(x) = f(—z). Then, in addition to the fact that the convolution operator admits the commutative
law (f xg = g * f), we have

\JCfrs fos oo fO)| = I (fos frs fos Sl = [T (f3, foo fro f)l = [T (ST 13, fas f3)- (42)
Lemma 4.1. Let k;, j; € Zy, i =1,2,3,4. Let f, j, € L*(R x Z) be nonnegative functions supported in
Iji X Iki-
(a) For any ki, ji € Zy, i =1,2,3,4, we have

J(fklyjl ) sz,jzu fks,js ) fk47j4) S 2Umintiena) [2o(kminthuna) /2 H ||sz,]z |L2 (43)
i=1

(b) Let kthd S kmam —10.
(b‘Z) If (ku.]z) = (kthd;jmam) fori=1,2,3,4 and jsu < 4kmae, we have

J(fklyjl ) sz,jzu fks,js ’ fk47j4) < ULtz +istia) 29 Uoustimaz)/2okena/2 H ||sz,]¢ |L2' (44)

=1
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(b-2) If (ki, ji) = (kthd, Jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4 and jeup > 4kmax, we have

4
J(fkl,jl?fk%]é’ fk3>j37 fk4,j4) /S 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22_2kmaw2kthd/22_jmaw/2 H ||fki>ji L2- (45)
=1
(b"?) If (ku]l) 7é (kthdujmam) fO’f’ 1= 17 27374 and jsub S 4kma;m we have
4
T(Frr s Frmsins frsdns Fraja) S 9Ur+da+is+i1)/29 = (Gsubtimaz)/29kmin /2 H | Frs il 2 (4.6)
i=1

(b'4) If (kujz) 7£ (kthd;jmam) fOT 1= 15 27354 and jsub > 4kmam; we have

4
J(fqujl7fk27j2’ fk3,j37fk4,j4) S 2(jl+j2+j3+j4)/2272kmaz2kmin/227jma:t/2 H ||fki1ji L. (47)
i=1
Proof. For (a), by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to ¢ and n variables to J(f1, f2, f3, f4),
we can easily obtain (Z3).
For (b), we fix ¢;, i = 1,2,3,4. We first consider the summation over frequencies. Due to (£2) in
addition to the fact of ||f||z2 = [|f*||L2, we may assume that j; < jo < js < js. Since constraints of

modulations satisfy

G=m—pn) =027, i=1,23,
it is enough to estimate

> S 1 (n1) fia 2 (R2) fig s (R3) frea o (R1 + n2 + 3). (4.8)

n47-/\/3,n4 )
w(n1)+pu(n2)+p(ns)=ra+0(273)

For the proofs of ([@4) and ([4H]), we suppose to hold ks = kipg. Assume that |ns| < |n4| < |ng| <
Inq [iThen (ZR) can be rewritten by

> Jrr g1 (1) gz (4 — n1 = 12) frg s (N3) freg,ja (102

n1,M3,M4 )
p(n1)+p(na—n1—ng)+u(ns)=r4+0(273)

Then, since
Oy (p(n1) + p(ng — ny —ng) + p(ng)) = 5n3 — 5(ng — ny — n3)* + 3e1nj — 3c1(ng — n1 — ng)?,
which implies that n3 is contained in two intervals of length O(274F1273), i.e.
the number of ng < 274F1245 41,

If 274k1273 < 1, the number of nj is constant independent of frequencies. By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality with respect to ns,ni,ny4 variables in regular order, we have

> g (02) Fr o (na = 11 = 02) frg s (n3) Fra s ()]

A

S ifksgsllee Y 1 Frngn (01) Fro o (s = 11 = 12) fiy i, (na)|
na,ny (4.9)

S ||f/€3,j3 ||42 ||f/€17j1 ||f2 ||f7€27j2 ||f2 Z |f7€47j4 (7’L4)|
N4

S 2kth’d/2 ||fk1,j1 ”52 ||fk2,j2 ”52 ||fk37j3 Hé? ||fk47j4 ”427

where A = {(n4,n1,n3) € Z* : p(n1) + p(ng — n1 — n3) + pu(ns) = 7 + O(27)}. By performing the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again in terms of ¢ variables, we have ([@4]). Otherwise, the similar argument

hBoth |ns| ~ |n4| and |n4| ~ |nz| can be treated in the proofs of @B) and ({@I).
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yields (@3], while we have 272F1273/2 factor at the first inequality in (@3J) from the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in terms of ns.

We remark that in the case of k4 = k¢pq, no matter which ordering of frequencies we will fix, the similar
change of variables is acceptable, and hence the same result can be obtained thanks to the symmetry of
ni,ny and ng variables. Indeed, for instance, if |n| < |n4| < |ng| < |na|, by replacing the variable ng
by n4 —n1 + no and counting the number of n; variable from

O,y ((n1) + p(ng) + p(ng —ny —na)) = 511‘11 —5(ng —nq — n2)4 + 3cln% —3c1(ng —ng — n2)2,

we can have the same result. The rest of cases also hold.

For the proof of ([L6) and (L), we assume kg # kipq and we split this case into two cases: ky = kmax
and k4 = kmin . For the first case (k4 = kmaz), we may assume that |ni| < |no| < |ng| < |n4| due to the
symmetry of ni,no and ng variables|] By replacing ng by ng — n1 + no, [@38) can be rewritten by

> Sern (00) fiea 2 (n2) fieg s (R4 — 11— 12) fiey s ().

n1,n4,n2 )
p(n1)+p(nz)+p(na—ni—n2)=r4+0(273)

Since
Ony (u(n1) + p(na) + p(ng —ny — ng)) = 5ny — 5(ng —n1 — n2)* + 3e1n3 — 3e1(ng — ny — n2)?,
|ng| ~ 2% and ky < ky < k3 — 10, ng is contained in two intervals of length O(27%*4273) i.e.
the number of ny < 2741275 4 1.

If 2744273 < 1, the number of n; and ny are constants independent of k;. By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality with respect to ng, n4,n; variables in regular order and ¢ variables, we have ([6]). Otherwise,
we also apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain (7).

When k4 = kpyin, we can similarly prove it. Briefly, from the the identity ny + ny + n3 = ng, we can
represent the maximum frequency by the other frequencies. After that, if we count the number of the
third largest frequency, we can have the same result by performing the analogous procedure as above.
We omit the details and hence it completes the proof. O

As an immediate consequence, we have the following corollary:
Corollary 4.2. Let k;,j; € Zy, i = 1,2,3,4. Let fy, j, € L>(R x Z) be nonnegative functions supported
in 1, x I, i=1,2,3.
(a) For any ki, ji € Zy, i =1,2,3,4, we have

3

H]*Dk4,j4 (n7 T) (fklyjl * fk27j2 * fk37j3)HL2 S 2(jmm+jthd)/22(kmm+kthd)/2 H ka“]z ||L2' (410)
1=1

(b) Let king < kmaz — 10.
(b'l) If (ku]z) = (kthdujmam) fO’f’ 1= 17 27374 and jsub S 4kma;m we have

3
H]*Dk4,j4 (n7 T)(fklyjl * fk27j2 * fk37j3)HL2 S 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/227(jsw+jmaz>/22kmd/2 H kazy]z ||L2' (411)
i=1
(b-2) If (ki, §i) = (kthd, Jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4 and jsup > 4kmaz, we have

3
||1Dk4,j4 (TL, T)(fkl,jl * sz-,jz * fks-,js)”L2 /S 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/2272kmaz2kth’d/227jmaz/2 H ||fki>ji L2 (412)

i=1

Due to the support property, the case when k4 = kg, is exactly same as the case when k4 = kEmaz.-
JThis assumption still makes a sense due to the above remark.
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(b-3) If (ki, ji) # (kthd, Jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4 and jeup < 4kmax, we have

114y (0, ) s * S o * fieg o)1z S 201 H92 1995300/ G bimes) 2gfmin /2 H 1 ficg ez (4.13)
=1
(b-4) If (ki, ji) # (kthd, Jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4 and jeup > 4kmax, we have
3
||1Dk4 Ja (TL T)(fkl g1 ¥ sz g2 ¥ fk'a J3)||L2 N 2<J1+J2+J3+]4)/22 2kmaz2kmm/22 Jmac/? H ||fk1 JillL?- (414)
=1

5. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES
In this section, we show the trilinear and quintilinear estimates.

Lemma 5.1 (Resonance estimate). Let k > 0. Then, we have

| PNt (u, v,0) || v, S 28| Poul| 7, | Pevl| 5, | Prw]| 7, - (5.1)

~

Proof. From the definitions of Ni(u, v, w) and N norm, the left-hand side of (5.]) is bounded by

sup H(T — u(n) +1422%)712%k 1, (n)F [mo (22k—2(t — tr)) Prul
trER (5.2)
* F [170 (22k_2(1§ - lfk)) ka] * F [170 (22k_2(1§ - lfk)) Pkw] ‘

Xk

Setup = F [770 (22k’2(t — tk)) Pku} Jop = F [770 (22’“’2(15 — tk)ka)} and w,, = F [770 (22k’2(t — tk)) Pkw].
We decompose each of ug, v, and wy, into modulation dyadic pieces as ug, j, (T,n) = wi (T, n)n;, (T — p(n)),
Vo (T, 1) = v (T, 0N, (T — p(n)) and wy j, (7,1) = wi (7, n)n;, (T — p(n)), respectively, with usual mod-
ification like f<;(7) = f(7)n<;(T — p(n)). Then, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (52)) is bounded
by
3k 294/2 (Jmin~+itna)/2
2 Z max (271, 228 Z 2 ko L2 ez vk, o | L2 62 [ Wi, js | L2 62 - (5.3)
J1,J2,j3>2k

Since j1, j2, j3 2 2k, if j4 < 2k, we use

(max(2j4722k))*12(jmm+jth,d)/2 < 2(j1+j2+j3)/22*3k,

and otherwise, we use

(max(2j4, 22k))—12(jmm+jthd)/2 < 9—J19(1+i2+73)/29—k
By performing all summations over ji, j2, j3 and js4, we have

G <2 S 2002y e okl e sl 26

Thn Thn

J1,J2,J8>2k
< 28 lurllx vell x lwr L x.
which implies (&1)). O

Next, we show the non-resonance estimates by dividing into several cases. From the support property
1), we, from now on, may assume thatl§

max (|7 — p(n)l, |7 — u(ny)]:j = 1,2,3) 2 [(n1 +n2)(n1 +n3)(n2 +n3)|(n] +n3 +n3 +n?).  (5.4)
kAlthough we have by simple calculation that

p(n) — p(n1) — p(ne) — p(nz) = (n1 + n2)(n1 + na)(ng +naz)(ni +n3 +nj +n’+c1),

it makes a sense to assume (54) due to ¢1 > 0.
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Lemma 5.2 (High-high-high = high). Let k4 > 20 and |k1 — k4|, |k2 — k4|, |ks — k4| < 5. Then, we have
||Pk4N3(Pk1ua P, v, PkSw)||Nk4 + ||Pk4N4(Pk1uv Py, v, Pksw)||Nk4

(5.5)
S 23k3/2||P7€1u||Fk1 ||P7€2U||Fk2 ||P7€3w||Fk3'
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [5.1] both terms of the left-hand side of (5.H) are bounded by
sup H(7'4 — p(ng) + i22k4)*123k411k4 (na)F [no (22%72(t — t1,)) Pr,ul
tr R (5 6)

« F [no (225472(t — t4) Pryv)] = F [0 (227 2(t — 1)) Pryu] }

kg
Set, similarly as in the proof of Lemmal5dl fi, = F [no (224 72(t — 1)) Pe,u], fro = F [0 (225472t — ti)) Pr,v]
and fr, = F [170 (2%4_2@ —tk)) Pksw]. Also, we decompose fy, into modulation dyadic pieces as

Jri i (1yn) = fro, (T,n)n;, (T—p(n)), j = 1,2, 3, with usual modification fi <;(7,n) = fi(7,n)n<; (T—p(n)).
Then, ([B6]) is bounded by

9Ja/2

k

2% > max (207, 27h1) Yo o, Fra * frais * Frags)llzz,e2
35>0 ’

J1,J2,43>2ka
and by applying m to ||1Dk4,j4 ’ (fkl,jl * fk2,j2 * fk31j3)||L?.4€i4a we have
9Ja/2
Soths N
LIRS Zomax(2ﬂ4, 22ka)

X Z 2Umintdena)/2oka || £ o 1 p2g2 (| Fr.joll 262 || frg.all L2e2
J1,J2,53>2ka

From (5.4), by using jimaz > 3k3 and ji, jo, j3 > 2ks, if ju < 2ky, we get

(max(2j4, 22k4))712(jmin+jthd)/2 < 9—2kag(d1+i2+is)/29—3ks/2
Otherwise, if j4 = Jimase > 3k4, then

(max(2j47 22k4))—12(jmm+jthd)/2 < 2—j42(j1-‘rjz-i-js)/22—/€47

and if j4 # Jmaz, then

(max(zm, 22k4))*12(jmm+jth,d)/2 < 9—Jag(rti2+73)/29—3ka/2
Hence by performing all summations over ji, jo, j3 and j4, we get

G) < 2% Pryully, | Py vll i,y || Prs | 5,

which completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 5.3 (High-high-low = high). Let ky > 20, |ka — k4|, |ks — ka| < 5 and k1 < k4 — 10. Then, we
have
||Pk4N3(Pk1uv Py, v, Pk3w)||Nk4 + ||Pk4N4(Pk1ua Py, v, Pksw)||Nk4

< 22| Py ul 1Pyl sy | Pl -

Proof. Since we have jq. > 5kg from (B4), once we perform the same procedure as in the proof of
Lemma [52] we can obtain better result than that in Lemma (52 Furthermore, from ([212]), we obtain

[ frall i, = I1F [m0 (22772 ( = 1)) - Pryumo (27 (¢ — )] Il x,,, < [1Pryull -
We omit the details. O
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Lemma 5.4 (High-high-high = low). Let ks > 20, |k1 — k3|, |k2 — k3| < 5 and k4 < ks — 10. Then, we
have

||P7€4N3(P7€1u7szvvpksw)||Nk4 + ||P7€4N4(Pk1uvpk2v7Pksw)||Nk4

B (5.7)
S k32k32 k4/2||Pk1u||Fk1 ||Pk2v||Fk2 ||Pk3w||Fk3'

Proof. Since k4 < ks — 10, one can observe that the Nj,-norm is taken on the time intervals of length
272k4 while each Fy,-norm is taken on shorter time intervals of length 272%: i = 1,2,3. Thus, we divide
the time interval, which is taken in Nj,-norm, into 22k3=2k4 iptervals of length 2-2""* in order to obtain
the right-hand side of (&1). Let v : R — [0,1] denote a smooth function supported in [—1,1] with
> ez (x —m) = 1. From the definition of Ni,-norm, the left-hand side of (57)) is dominated by

sup ok 92ks
tr ER

(14 — p(ng) +i227) 711,

ka

Do Flno@(t = ti)y (2% (t — ty) — m) Py, u]
|l <C22%3 ~2ka (5.8)

* Flio(224(t — t))y(225 (t — ti) — m) Pr,v]
i« Flno(22 (£ = )}y (22% (¢ — 1) = m) Py
As in the proof of Lemma (2] we have from (@I0) that

<otk —ka 204/
GRS Z max (274, 22ka)

ja=>0
~ Z 2(jmm+jmed)/22(k3+k4)/2||

J1,32,93>2k3

Trevgallzze2 | fraga ll2 ez | fies s 22 -

If j4 < 2k4, then since j4 < j1, 2,43 and jmaz > ks, we have

(maX(QJ'47 22k4))*12(jmin+jth,d)/2 < 9—2kag(1+ja+is)/29—5ks/29—ks

If 2ky < j4 < 2ks3, then since we still have j; < j1, J2, 3 and jiee > Dks, and hence we get
(max (27, 22k4))712(jmin+jthd)/2 < 97 d1Uitiatis)/29=5ks/29 ks (5.9)

Otherwise, we always obtain

(max(2j47 22k4))—12(jmm+jthd)/2 < 9—J4/29(Jr+ja+is)/29—5ks/29 ks
In fact, the worst bound comes from the summation of (59) over ji, j2, j3 and j4. Indeed,

B 9Ja/2 S 3
2 Y oy 2 AP T e

2k4<ja<2ks J1,92,93>2k3 i=1

4ks o—k Ja /2
5 94kz9—ka E 9da/
2ka<ja<2ks

3
x> 22Ukt /2g=Ske 2y ~kag(at k) 2 TT || £y, [l 202

J1,J2,432>2k3 i=1
S k32k32_k4/2||Pk1u||Fkl ||Pk2v||Fk2 ||Pk3w||Fk3’

which complete the proof of Lemma [5.4 O
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Next, we estimate the high-low-low = high non-resonant interaction component in the nonlinear term.
As mentioned in Sections [ and B} the trilinear estimate fails in the standard X *? space due to the strong
nonlinearity and the lack of dispersive smoothing effect. The following lemma shows that the short time
length (= (frequency)~2) which is taken in F} or Nj spaces is suitable to estimate the cubic nonlinearity.

Lemma 5.5 (High-low-low = high). Let k4 > 20, |ks — k4| <5 and k1, ks < ky — 10. Then, we have

||Pk4N3(Pk1uvszvapk3w)”Nk4 + HPk4N4(Pk1uaPk2vvpk3w)”Nk4

5 2kmm/2”P/€1uHFk1 ”szU”sz ||Pk3w||Fk'g

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma —[BE4 it is enough to consider

9J4/2
3k
27 Z mmax(21, 271 Z 11D, 5y - (Frags * Fhags * frags) L2, ez, -

ja=>0 J1,32,93>2k

By the symmetry of k1 and ks or the definition of N4(u,v,w), we may assume k1 < ko.
Case I. k1 < ko — 10. In this case, we have from (5.4]) that

jmaw 2 4k4 + k?-
We first rewrite the summation over j, as follows:

=2+t > F 2 DS

Ja>0  ja<2ks  2ka<ja<dks+kz—5  dkatke—5<ja<dkstko+5  Adks+ka+5<j4

DAL AD D

111
For the summation over 1, if jo = jmaq, then from (@II) or (A12), (EI0Q) is bounded by

93ka Z 9ia/29—2ka Z 9(1+i2+i3+7a) /29— (Gmaztisub) /29k2/2 H ||szm

J1,J2,J32>2k4 i=1
Jsub <4k4

T’n

or

93ka Z 9ja/29—2k4 Z 9(U1t+i2+ia+5a)/29=max /29 —2kagka /2 H ||fk i

1 J1,J2,33>2ka i=1
Jsub >dky

n?

(5.10)

(5.11)

respectively. In fact, one can easily know that the first bound is worse than the second one, so it suffices
to consider the first one. By using (EI1) and jeu, > 2k4, and performing the summation over ji, ja, js

and 74, we obtain that
m /S HPkIUHFkl HszvHsz HPk'aw”Fk?,
If jo # jmax, similarly as before, (510) is bounded by

3
93ka Z 9da/29—2ka Z 9(1+i2+is+i1) /29— (maztisur)/29k1/2 H ||fk?i;ji ”L?li

1 J1,J2,332>2ka i=1
Jsub<4ka
or

93ka Z 9ja/29—2k4 Z 9(U1ti2+ia+5a)/29=max /29 —2kagk:1 /2 H ||fk i

J1,J2,J322ka i=1
jsub >4k4

n?

from ([@I3) or [@I4]), respectively. In this case, it is also enough to consider the first one and then we

can obtain by performing the summation over ji, jo, j3 and js that

m 5 2(k1_k2)/2”P7€1u”Fk1 HP]C2U||FIC2 HPICSU}”FM
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For the summation over I, we follow the same argument as in the case of summation over I. Then
we have from (LI1]) that

L2e2

T n

3
m S 23k4 § 2j4/22*j4 § 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22*(jmaz+j3ub)/22k2/2 H ||fk1,J1
11 J1,J2,332>2ka i=1
jsub§4k4

5 ||P7€1u||Fk1 ||P7€2U||Fk2 ||Pk3w||Fk'g )
since j4 < Jsub-
For the summation over I11, we know j4 = jma. and hence, similarly as before, we have from (I3
that

3
GEI0) < 93k Z 9ja/29—ja Z 9Ur+da+is+i1)/29 = (maz+isur)/29k1/2 H | Frs gl 222

111 J1,J2,J3>2ka i=1
Jsub<4ks

5 2<k1_k2)/2”P]€1u”Fkl ||P7€2U||Fk2 ||Pk3w||Fk'g

For the last summation, since jg, jsup > 4kq + ko, we obtain from (I4) that

L2e2

T n

3
m < 93k E 9Ja/29=ja E 9U1+i2+is+5a) /29— max [29—2ka gk /2 H ||fk1,J1
v J1,92,93>2k4 i=1
jsub24k4+k2

S 2ik42(klik2)/2||Pk1u||Fk1 ||szv||Fk2 ||Pk3w||Fk3'

Case II. |k1 — ko| < 5. In this case, we have from (54) that ja. > 4kq.
As in the proof of Case 1, it is enough to consider the case when (k;, 5;) # (kthd, jmaz ), 2ka < ja < 4ky
and jeup < 4kg. Then, by ([{£I3), we have

GBI <2 Y onpa

2ka<ja<dkq
3
(Jrtiz+iz+ia) /29— (Gmaz+isub) /29kmin /2 H .
X Z 2 2 2 ||fki7Ji L202
J1,J2,J32>2ka i=1
Jsub§4k4
kmin /2
52 / ||Pk1u Fkl||Pk2v||Fk2||Pk3w||Fk3'
Thus, we complete the proof of Lemma [5.5] O

Next, we estimate the high-high-low = low non-resonant interaction component which has similar
frequency interaction phenomenon as in the high-low-low = high non-resonant interaction component in
the L2-block estimates. But, as in the proof of Lemma [5.4] we lose the regularity gain from longer time
interval which is taken in the resulting frequency localized space Ny,.

Lemma 5.6 (High-high-low = low). Let ks > 20, |k2 — k3| <5 and k1, ks < ks —10. Then, we have
||Pk4N3(Pk1uv Py, v, Pk3w)||Nk4 + ||Pk4N4(Pk1ua Py, v, Pk3w)||Nk4
S k32ksc(kla k4)||Pk1u||Fk1 ||Pk2v||Fk2 ||Pk3w||Fk37

where
9—3ka/29k1/2 Jky <ks—10
Clki,kg) = q 27k vka < kp —10
2~ ka/2 k1 — ky4] < 10
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Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [5.4] both terms are bounded by

B 9Ja/2
2thag—hu Z max (2, 22%) Z 11D, 5y (Frags * Fhags * frags) o2, e - (5.12)

ja=>0 J1,j2,93>2ks

Case I. k1 < k4 — 10. In this case we have from (4 that ja. > 4ks + k.
Similarly as Case I in the proof of Lemma [5.5] we can know that the worst case is when

2]{34 < j4 < 4]{33 and jsub < 4I€3, (513)

and hence, it suffices to perform the summation over (EI3). By using (@I3) and jima. > 4ks + ks, and
performing the summation over ji, ja, j3 and j, with (EI3]), we obtain

(m) S 24]632—]{}4 Z 2_j4/2

2ka<ja<4ks

3
% Z 9U1+i2+i3+51)/29=(Gmaz+isub)/29k1/2 H ||fk“]l ||L$£$L

J1,92,j8>2ks i=1
S k32k32_3k4/22k1/2||Pk1u||Fk1 ||Pk2v||Fk2 ||Pk'§w||Fk3

Case II. k4 < ki — 10. In this case we have from ([&4) that je. > 4ks + k1.
Similarly as Case I, we can know that the worst case is when

J1 = Jmaz, 2ks <js <4ks and  jeup < 4ks, (5.14)

and hence, it suffices to perform the summation over (E18). By using (@I1) and jima. > 4ks + k1, and
performing the summation over ji, jo, j3 and js with (BI3), we obtain

m < 94ks g—ka Z 9—Ja/2

2k4<ja<4ks
3
% E 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22—(jmaz+jsub)/22k1/2 H ||fk Ji ||L262
irJi 24
J1,J2,J3>2ks i=1

S k32k32ik4”Pk1u||Fk1 ||Pk2v||Fk2 ||Pk3w||Fk3'

Case III. |k; — k4| < 10. In this case we have from (54) that . > 4ks.
Similarly as Case II in the proof of Lemma [5.5] we can know that the worst case is when
(kiyji) # (kthds Jmaz), 2ka < ja <4kz and  jeup < 4ks. (5.15)

This case is exactly same as the worst case in Case I, while high modulation effect is weaker. By
performing similar procedure, we obtain

m < 94ks g—ka Z 9—ja/2

2ka<ja<4ks
3
% Z 9U1+i2+73+54) /29— (Gmax+isub) /29ka/2 H ka“h HLEE%
J1,J2,j3>2ks i=1
S k32k32_k4/2”P]€1u”Fk1 ||Pk2vHFk2 ||P7€3w||Fk3u
which completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 5.7 (low-low-low=- low). Let 0 < ky, ko, k3, kqy < 200. Then
||P/€4N3(Pk1u7 szvv PkSw)||Nk4 + ||P7€4N4(P7€1u7 sz’l), Pksw)||Nk4

(5.16)
5 HPkluHFkl HP]C2U||FIC2 ||Pk73w||Fk'g
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Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 5.2, we can get (.10). O

Now, we concentrate the quintilinear estimate. By the symmetry of k;’s, i = 1, 2, 3,4, 5, we may assume
that k1 < ko < ks < k4 < k5. Since we use the short time X*? space, we have to consider whether the
resulting frequency is the highest or not.

Lemma 5.8. Let ks > 20 and |ks — ke| < 5. Then, we have

5
|| Pio Na(Pry v1, Piyv2, Pry Vs, Piyva, Pryvs)| v, S 20 Hhathatha)29=ke T Py s, (5.17)
i=1

Proof. We follow the similar arguments as in the proof of above lemmas. Then the right-hand side of
(BEIT) is bounded by

SU%H(T — p(ne) +i22e) =12k 1y (n)F [no (22472 (¢ — ti)) Pr,v1]
tre

« F [no (227072 (t — 1)) Pryva] * F [mo (2% 72(t — t4)) Pryvs) (5.18)

< F o (22972(t = ) Preyou] # F [0 (22072t — 1) Pyyvs] |
ke

Set, similarly as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 fr, = F [no (22 72(t — tx)) Pr,vi], i = 1,2,3,4,5, and also,

we decompose fx, into modulation dyadic pieces as fi, j, (T,n) = fr, (7,n)n;, (T — p(n)), j = 1,2,3,4,5,

with usual modification fi <;(7,n) = fi(7,n)n<; (7 — p(n)). Then, (TIT) is bounded by

j6 /2
ey
— max(276 , 22Fs)
Jo=0 (5.19)
X Z H]‘Dks,js ’ (fkhh * fk21j2 * fks,js * fk4,j4 * fk5,j5)||L$6€$LG-
J1,J2J3,Ja,J5 > 2ke
We apply the Young’s inequality to
11D s+ (Frrgs * Froigo * Frs.gs * Fraga * Jrsis)llez ez,
to obtain
j6 /2
(m) < 2k5 Z 2]6/ Z 2(j1+j2+j3+j4+j5+j5)/2
~ £~ max(26,22ke) L
Jje=>0 J1,9273:J4,55>2ke
5
% 2_(Jmam+Jsub)/22(k71+k72+k3+k74)/2 H ||fk“]1 ||L?_Z%

i=1

Then by performing the summation over ji, jo, j3, J1, j5 and jg with jmaz, Jsup = 2k¢, we obtain

5
GI9) < 2k E : 2(j1+j2+j3+j4+j5)/22*2k62(k1+k2+k3+k4)/2H  fioss: | 22
~ ki ji | L202
J1,3293:J4.J5 >2ke i=1
5
—k ki+kao+ks+ka)/2
/S 2 62( 1+ka+ks+ka)/ H ”Pkivi”Fki-
=1

Thus, we complete the proof of Lemma [5.§
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Lemma 5.9. Let ks > 20, |ky — k5| <5 and k¢ < ks — 10. Then, we have
| Prs No(Pry v1, Pryva, Pryvs, Pryva, Piyvs) || v,

5
< g2 (bithaths) /29 —ko /2 H 1P vill 5 (5.20)
i=1

Proof. Since kg < ks — 10, by the same reason as in the proof of Lemma [5.4] we further make a partition
of interval which is taken in the Ny,-norm. Let v : R — [0,1] denote a smooth function supported in
[—1,1] with }° ., 7°(z —m) = 1. Then, from the definition of Ny,-norm, the left-hand side of (G.20) is
dominated by

sup H(T — u(ng) + i22k5)_12k511k6 (n)

trER

X > F [no (22F72(t — t)) 7(2%% (t — i) — m) Py, v1 ]

Im‘Sc22k3—2k4

* F [no (225072 (t — tx )y (22" (t — ti) — m)) Pi,v2] (5.21)
* F [770 (22]“672(15 - tk)) "y(22k5 (t —tx) — m)Pk3v3]
* F [770 (22]“672(15 - tk)) "y(22k5 (t—tx) — m)Pk4v4]
« F [0 (225072t = 1)) 4 (2% (¢ = te) = m) Puyvs] |
ke
Similarly as before, (5.2I)) is bounded by
9J6/2
2]6322(]657163) _
_Z max (276, 22ks)
Jj6=0 (5.22)

X > 11Dy 6+ (frrgy * fhogo * fhago * fhaja * frs,gs)llr2 ez -

6 ne
J1,92793,J4,55>2ks

We apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to

||1Dk6,j6 ’ (fkhjl * fk2yj2 * kaij * fk47j4 * fk57j5)||L365%6
to have
9Je/2

i E 2(j1+j2+j3+j4+j5+j6)/2
max (276, 22ks

(m) 5 9ke92(ks —ke) Z

Jj6 >0 J1,92793:J4,55>2ks

5
% 2—(jmam+jsub)/22(k1+k72+k73+k5)/2 H ||fk
=1

isJi |L2402 -

Then by performing the summation over ji, j2, js, j4, J5 and j¢ wWith jmaz, jsus > 2ks, we obtain

G2 < k52k6 92(ks—Fkq)

5
X E : 2(j1+jz+j3+j4+j5)/2272k52(k1+k2+k3+k6)/2H”fki’ji L2
J1,J233:74,35 22ke i=1
5
—ke/2¢9(k1+ka+k3)/2
S ks2 8/2gUetthaths)/ H”Pkivi”Fki?
i=1

since the worst term arises in the case when 2kg < js < 2ks. Thus, we complete the proof of Lemma
5.0 |
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Lemma 5.10. Let 0 < kq, ko, k3, kq, k5, ks < 200. Then, we have
5
|| P Na( Py, v1, Piyva, Pryvs, Phyva, Pryvs )l vy S [T I1Pscvill - (5.23)
i=1

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 5.8 we can get (2.23). O

As a conclusion to this section, we prove the nonlinear estimates for (2.8]) by gathering the block
estimates obtained above.

Proposition 5.11. (a) If s > 1, T € (0,1] and u,v,w,v; € F*(T), i =1,2,3,4,5, then
Z [ Ni(u, v, w)||Ns () + | N2(v1, v2, 03, V4, 05) || s (1)

i=1,3,4
(5.24)
SNl psenyllvllpsyllwll pery + [ ] Ilvill 2y
(b) If T € (0,1], w,vs € FO(T), i = 1,2,3,4,5, then
Z | Ni(u, v,w)|| yo(ry + || N2 (v1,v2, v3,v4,v5) || Nocry
i=1,3,4
(5.25)

S ||U||F1+(T)||U||F1+(T)||w||F0(T) + H ||Uz'||F1+(T)||U5||F°(T)

Proof. The proof follows from the dyadic trilinear and quintilinear estimates. See [9] for a similar proof.
|

6. ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section, we will control [|v||gs(ry for &8) by |lvo||zs and ||v||ps(ry. Let us define, for & > 1,
¥(n) :=nx'(n) and ¥x(n) = ¥(27%n), where y is defined in (ZI0) and ’ denote the derivative. Then, we
have from the simple observation and the definition of xj that

Y(n) = nxx(n).
Remark 6.1. The use of another cut-off function vy is for the second-order Taylor’s theorem in the

commutator estimates (see LemmalGal). We, however, do not distinguish between vy, and xj, in the other
estimates, since both multiplier simply play a role of frequency support in the other estimates.

Recall ([Z8) by slightly modifying from the symmetry of ny and ns. Then we have

o(n) —i(n® + c1n® 4+ can)v(n) = — 20in3|5(n)|25(n)
+6in Y 5(n1)0(n2)d(ns)v(na)v(ns)
Ns,n
+ 10in Z 9(n1)v(n2)n3o(ns) (6.1)
N3zn
+ bin Z n1 + n2)v(n1)v(ng)nszv(ns).
N3zn

Denote the last three terms in the right-hand side of (G1]) by N (v)(n) only in the proof of Proposition
below. We perform the following procedure for k > 1,

ZXk Y@ x xk(—n)o(—n) + xx(n)@I) x xx(n)0(n),
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where (G]) denotes the complex conjugate on (G.II). Then we have

Ol Prollf: = —Re [12i > xk(n)n(n1)(n2)o(ns)o(na)o(ns)xx(n)o(n)
nNs.n
— Re |20z Z Xk (n)nv(ny)v (n2)ngv(n3)Xk( )o(n)
n,N3.n
—Re [10i > xx(n)n(ny + na)d(n1)d(n2)nsd(ng)x(n)o(n)
L nNsn,
=: E1 + E2 + Eg.

The high-low-low interaction component in fOT FEs and fOT Es5 cannot controlled in F'*(T') space directly,
due to much more derivatives in the high frequency mode. To overcome this difficulty, it is essential to
defined the modified energy as in [25] and [21I]. We, in particular, use the localized version of the modified
energy in [2I], by modifying that adapted to the periodic fifth-order mKdV.

For k > 1, let us define the new localized energy at 2¥-frequency piece of v by

Ex(0)(t) = [| Pro(t )Iliz

+Re a3 tonton) Jo(13) == 0(1) 1 () -0 0)
e 3 (6.2)
FRe |5 Y )00k (15) () k() 1000) |
L n./\f3,n B

where o and [ are real and will be chosen later. By gathering all localized energy pieces, we define the
new modified energy by

Ei(v) = |[Pow(0)]|72 + Y 2% sup  Ey(v)(ts). (6.3)
E>1 tpe[—T,T)

Remark 6.2. As mentioned, the modified energy was first introduced in its current form by Kwon [25],
and further developed as the localized version by Kenig and Pilod [21]. We also slightly modify them
well-adapted to the periodic setting.

The following lemma shows that E7.(v) and [|v||gs(1) are comparable.

Lemma 6.3. Let s > %. Then, there exists 0 < § < 1 such that

3
—||UHE ) < Bp(v) < Sl
for allv e E*(T)NC([-T,T]; H*(T)) satisfying |ullLse e (r) < 0.

Proof. The proof follows from the Sobolev embedding H*(T) < L>°(T), s > 1/2. See Lemma 5.1 in [21]
for the details. O

We begin with introducing several lemmas which are useful to estimate the modified energy.

Lemma 6.4. Let T € (0,1), k1, ko, ks, ks € Zy, and v; € Fy,(T), i = 1,2,3,4. We further assume
kl S k2 S kg S k4 with k4 Z 10. Then
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(a) For |k1 — k4] <5, we have

T 4
> / B1(n1) 2 (n2)03 (na)0a (na) dt| < 2572 ] vill 7, () - (6.4)
0 =1

n4,N3,n,

(b) For |ke — k4| <5 and k1 < k4 — 10, we have

T 4
> / B1(n1)B2(n2) s (n3)0a (na) dt| S 27F2M 2 T T ||vil gy, (- (6.5)
— 0

14, N3z ny i=1

(¢) For |ks — kyq| <5, ko < kg — 10 and |k1 — k2| <5, we have

T 4
> / B1(n1)Ba(n2) s (n3)0a (na) dt| S 27522 T ||vil sy, (- (6.6)
0

n4,N3,n, i=1

(d) For |ks — k4| <5, ko < k4 — 10 and k1 < ko — 10, we have

T 4
Z / 01(n1)02(n2)03(ns)0s(na) dt| S 27 H vill 7, (7)- (6.7)
0 =1

n4, N3 ny

Proof. We fix extensions v; € Fj, so that [[0;|[r,, < 2[villr, (1), ¢ = 1,2,3,4. Let v : R — [0,1] be a
smooth partition of unity function with ), y*(x —m) =1, z € R. Then, we obtain

‘ Z /OT b (n1)52(n2)53(n3)54(n4) dt’

n4,N3,n,

s > > /R (7224 = m) L my (1)1 (1) ) (6.8)

|m|<22k 0y Ng o,
(@4t = m)Ba(n)) - (1224t = m)a(ng)) - (1224t = m)Ba(n)) dt]
Set
A= {m:y(2%kst — m)1jo 7)(t) non-zero and # y(2%F4t —m)}.

Then, the summation over m < 22% in the right-hand side of ([6.8) is divided into A and A°. Since
|A] < 4, we can easily handle (see [9] for the details) the right-hand side of ([6.8) on A by showing

sup 272 |n;(r — p(n)) - Flp, )y (2%t — m)t]|zee < 17(2%4¢ — m) | x,, -
JE€L

Hence, we only handle the summation on A€, that is,

~

(224t — m) 1o 1) ()01 (1) = (22544 — m)o1 (m1).

Let fr, = F[y(2%4t — m)a(nz)] and fx, j, = 05, (7 — p(n)) fr,, i = 1,2,3,4. By parseval’s identity and
21100, the right-hand side of ([E8) is dominated by

sup 22k Z |J(f7€1,j17fk27j27 fks,jsafk4,j4)|' (69)

Ac .
me J1,32,93,J4>2k4
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(a) By the support property ([@Il), we know jax > 3ks. Then, we use (@3] to obtain that

4
©9) < 92k4 E 9Umin+itna)/29ka H | . i
J1,J92,73,Ja>2k4 i=1
< 2k4/2

L2e2

lvill r,, () lv2l 7, (1) 03| By () 04N B () -

(b) We use the same block-estimate (@3] and argument in (a) with j,,q. > 5k4 to have

4
m < 92k Z 9(Umintitna)/29k1/29ka/2 H ||fk7;,j7;

J1,J2,J3,Ja422ka i=1
S 27]64 2k1/2

L2e2

T n

vill 7, () llv2ll 7, () 103l By () 0l R, (1)

(c) Since |k1 — ko| <5, the case (ki, ji) = (Kthd, jmaz) never happens. Moreover, it suffices to consider
only the case when jg,, < 4ky4 the case, since jgup < 4k4 gives the worst bound in the block estimates
among other cases. Then by using (L0) and jae > 4k4, we obtain

4
(m) S 22k4 Z 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22_(j7naz+jsub)/22kl/2 H ||sz7]1 ||L§E$L

J1,32,93,J4>2k4 i=1
Jsub<4ks
—kaok
S 2722 o[ g, oy llv2l g ) 03l By () 0a L () -

(d) In this case, we observe that j,qz > 4ks+ko. Similarly, the worst bound of |J( fi, 1 s fha.ias Frs.iss fraia)l

should appear when ja = jimae and jsup < 4k4 hold. Hence, by ([@4]), we have

4
69) < 92ka Z 9Ur+da+is+51)/29 = (maz+isur)/29k2/2 H Il fx. Ji l| L2

J1,J2,33,Ja>2ka i=1
J2=Imax
Jsub <4k
< 275 oull g, o llv2ll g 0y 03l g o) 04l -

Therefore, we finish the proof of Lemma O

The next lemma is a kind of commutator estimate which will be helpful to handle bad terms fOT E,
and fOT E3 in the original energy.

Lemma 6.5. Let T € (0,1], k,ki,ka € Z4 satisfying ki,ka < k — 10, u; € Fi,(T), i = 1,2, and
v € FOT). Then, we have

T
‘ > /0 X () Xk (12)81 (11) X (2) U2 (n2) 030 (n3) ] Xk ()(n0) it
n,Ns n
1 T
+3 > / (n1 + n2) Xy (1) U1 (121) Xk, (n2) U2 (n22) Xk (123) 1230 (R3) X3 (R) () di
nNam "L
o™ (6.10)
-y / (n1 + n2) X, (n1)U1(101) Xk, (n2)U2(02) Yk (n3)030(n3) Xk (n)00 (1) dt
NN "

< 29| Pyl p, (o) | Pl gy Y, I1PellE, s
[k—k'|<5
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and

T
’ > / Xk (n)[(n1 +n2) Xy (n1) 1 (01) Xk, (n2) T2 (n2)n38(n3) ] Xk (n)0(n) dt
" T
+ (
0

Nan "
Z / n1 + n2) Xk, (n1)U1(n1) Xy (n2)02(n2) Xk (N3)n30(N3) XK (R)NT(N) dt (6.11)
nNsn

k
S 2% Pl p, ol Prsvzllmg ) Y I1Peolg, o)
k—k7]<5

Proof. We first consider (610). From ny + ns + ng + ng = 0 and the symmetry of ng, n, we have
T
LHS of m = ’ Z / [Xk(n)ng — Xk(ng)n§ — (n1 + ng)n31/)k(n3)]
— Jo
77/7-/\/3,71

X X (1)1 (1) ks (12) 22 (n2)3(n5) Xk ()0 ()

_ ’ 3 /T [Xk(”) — xk(n3) = (n1 + n2)xj (n3) ng]
W o (n1 +no)?
X (N1 =+ n2)2 Xk, (1)1 (1) Xk (n2) U2 (n2)0(n3) X5 (R)0D(N) dt‘.
Since both x, and y}, are even functions, —n3 = n + (n1 +ns), |n| ~ |ns| and x{(n) = O(xx(n)/n?) due
to (29), we know from the Taylor’s theorem that

Xk (1) = xk(n3) — (m1 +n2)x4(n3)
(n1 4 n2)? ’

Hence by the same way as in the proof of Lemma (c) and (d), we have from 2Jmes > 2%k4|n; 4 ny|
that]

<1

LHS of @I0) < 2°%(| Ps,ua |y, () | Protizll my oy >, 1Pl 1y (6.12)
|k—k/[<5

for |I€1 — k2| S 5, and
LHS of @I0) < 2°*|| Poyusl s, (1) | Pzl my vy Y I1Pwro iy, s
|k—k/|<5

for kl S kg —10.
Next, we consider ([GI1)). Since n = —ng — (n1 + n2), we have

T
> / (n1 + n2) Xk, (n1)U1(n1) Xk, (n2)U2(n2) Xk (n3)130(03) XK (R)NV(N) di
nNam "

T
= > / (n1 + n2)?xk, (n1)1(n1) Xk, (n2) s (n2) Xk (n3)n30(n3) x5 (n)0(n) dt
AN "0

T
- > / (n1 + n2) Xk, (n1)81 (1) Xk (0282 (n2) Xk (0330 (n3) X1 ()0 (1) it
nNsm "0

'In the proof of Lemma 641 (c), we, in fact, obtain the additional gain |ny 4+ na|~'/2. Hence, it covers |n1 4+ na|'/2 and

we can obtain (G12).
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and similarly as before, we have

> / Xk (1) [(n1 + n2) Xk, (1)1 (1) X, (n2) T2 (n2)n30(n3)] X1 (n) ()

’n,Ngn

- / (n1 + n2)Xk, (1)1 (01) Xka (n2) 2 (n2) Xk (n3) 30 (13)] Xk ()0 (1)

n,Nsn

Z/[ n1+n2()n3)'"3]

n,Ns n
X (n1 + 12)° Xk, (n1)T1 (11) Xk, (n2) U2 (n2)30(n3) X (0)D(0) dt,
with
< 1.

~

‘Xk(n) — xk(n3)
n3

(n1 +n2)

Again we use (6.0) and (6.7)) so that

LHS of @I < 2°%2||Ps,ua || 5, () | Protizll py oy Y, 1Pl oy
|k—k/[ <5

for both |k1 — ka| <5 and k; < ky — 10 cases. O

Remark 6.6. By using the same way, we also have

Z / xk(n)[(n1 + n2)xk, (n1)Ur (n1) Xk, (n2)U2(n2)nsv(ns)]xx (n)no(n) dt

nNsn
-y / n1 + n2) Xk, (11)U1 (1) Xk, (n2)U2(n2) XK (N3)130(N3) X8 (n)NV(1) dE (6.13)
nNsn

S22k2||Pklu1||Fkl(T)||Pk2u2||Fk2(T) Z ||Pk/'U||2Fk/(T).
[k—k'|<5

This commutator estimate will be used in the proof of Proposition [6.12.
We, now, ready to show the energy estimate.

Proposition 6.7. Let s > 2 and T € (0,1]. Then, for the solution v € C([-T,T]; H*(T)) to ([61)), we
have

E7(v) < (1+ [lvollF) lvoll 7 + (1 + IIUIIQF%+(T) + llvll‘;%ﬂﬂ)llvll?w(n||v| Fo(T)-

Proof. For any k € Z and t € [-T,T], recall the localized modified energy (6.2])

Br(v)(t) = [|Pev(t)l|72 + Re [a Y 5(n1)3(n2)¢k(n3)%35(713)%(”)%3(”)
n,Ns.n
+Re |8 > B(n1)d(ny xk(n3)%v(n3)m( )%6@)

n,Ns n
=0 I(t) + TI(t) + I11(2)
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and

Oul|Prollz: = —Re |12 Y xi(n)n0(n1)a(n2)o(na)o(na)o(ns) xe(n )A(n)}

717/\/5,71

—Re [20i > xk(n)nd(n1)d(n2)n30(ns)xk(n )A(n)]

717/\/3,71

—Re [10i > xr(n)n(ny + na)o(n1)o(n2)nsd(ns) x(n )A(n)]
n,ﬁ:;,n
== E1

By using the symmetry of nq,n9,n3 and ny +ns + ng +n = 0, the last term in F; can be rewritten as

—Re [10i Y xr(n)n(ny + n2)0(n1)d(na)nsd(ns)xe(n )A(n)]
nNs n
= Re {20: Z Xk(n)nﬁ)\(nl)ngﬁ(ng)ngﬁ(ng))(k(n)ﬁ(n):|
n,Ns n
+Re [200 Y xk(n)(n1 + n2)B(n1)B(n2)n3d(ns)xk(n )A(n)]-
n,Ns n
We differentiate 11(t) with respect to ¢, respectively. Then, we have from (6.1) that
G116y = Refai 37 () + plna) + u(ng) + ()
nNs n
X (2012} (1) s () )|
FRefa 30 N(0)m)o(ma) i (na) - 5(na) () 5(0)
n,Nsz n
0K (o) 12 (15) () i (m) )
+ 0)i(na) (1) N () (3 () 0)
+ D0)B(na) (1) -0 k() N (0)(0)]
R~ 2000 Y wdfinn) Po(m)0(na) e () ()i ()5
n,ﬁ:in
+ D) 5(ma) D) () 52 i () ()

+0(n1)0(n2)vk (n3)n3[0(ns) 20 (ns) xk(n)

+ D052 (13) == i ) ) P 0)|-
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We note the following algebraic laws
(a4 b+ c)® = 5(a*b + a*c + ab* + bc + ac* + bc?)
+10(a®b? + a®c? + a?b® + b3c? + a?cd + b2eP)
+20(a®be + abPc + abc®) + 30(a?b?c + a*bc? + ab*c?) +a® + b° + ¢°
(a4+b+c)® = a®+b* 4+ &+ 3(a®b + a®c + ab® + b*c + ac® + bc?) + 6abe.

The symmetry of n; and ns yields

%U( t)=FEs1+ Eso+ Ess+ Eyy =: By,
where
E>1=Re [ai Z {10n1n3(ns + n) + 5nin3(ns + n) + 30nin3nsn
n,ﬁg,,n
+ 10n3ns3n — 5(n1 + n2)n3n® }o(n,)o (ng)wk(m)%v(ng,)xgg( )%5(11)},
E> 2 =Re [claz Z {3nina(ns + n) + 6nangn }o(n,)o nz)@/’k(”?»)nis”(”?a) (")% (n )}7
n N3,n
Eys = Re{ > N@)(m)v (n2)yk(n3) —v(ns) xn(n )%5(”)
n,ﬁg,,n
+ 00N 0)(22) 2 (22) -2 () - 500)
+ D)) (na) N () (2 () 500)
B )Bna)ts (n3) =B e () - N ) )
and
Eaa=Re[ = 20ai 3" ndfo(m) Po(nn)i(na) (na) - 0(na) s (n) 1 3(n)

nNsn

+ 0(n1)n3|o(ng)|*0 (n2)¢k(n3)%v(n3)){k( )%ﬁ(n)
+v(n1)v (nz)l/fk(ns)ns|v(n3)|23(n3)><k(n)% o(n)

1 ~ -
+9(n1)v (n2)¢k(n3)—3v(n3)m( n)n?[o(n)|*o(n)| .
Similarly, we also have with the symmetry of ng and n that

d
EIII(t) =F31+ E39+ E33+ F34 =: 3,

where
Es31 =Re [ﬁi Z {20n1n%n3 + 1On%n§n3 + 3On1n§n3n

n,Nsz n
+ 10n3n3n — 5(n1 + n2)n3n® }o(n1)o(n2)xi(ns) 13 (ng)Xk(n)%i)\(n)] ,
Es32=Re [clﬁi Z {6n1nang + 6nonzn}v(ng)o (ng)wk(n3)%v(n3)x;€( )%5(11)},

nNsn

31
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Bag =Re[8 3 N(0)(m)o(n)xk(na)-0) x4 (0):5(0)
nNs n

and

n,ﬁg,,n
+ 5(m )l [o(n2) 2D (m)xk(ns)nigv(ns)xk( )~i(n)
+0(m)00n2 )k ()30 (ns) 200k (m)-- )
+ 0010 (m2) . (029) () s () 2|a<n>|2a<n>]

We fix t;, € [0,T]. By integrating 0, E)(v)(t) with respect to ¢ from 0 to ¢, we have

tr

Eg(v)(tk) — Ex(v)(0) <

FE1+ Es + E3 dt' . (6.14)
0

We estimate the right-hand side of (6I4) by dividing it into several cases. First, we choose o = —4
and 8 = —2 to use Lemma [6.5l Then for each k > 1, we have

tr

Ei+Es1+ Es; dt‘ S ZAi(k)v
0 =

where
Aam= Y | X / 0k (), (1)) X (n2)0(n2)
0<ki,k2<k—10 N3,
x n30(ns)]xe(n)v(n) dt
+‘ > /k n1 + N2) Xk (11)0(11) Xk, (n2)0(n2)

n NS n
X Xk (n3)nsv(ns)xr(n)nv(n) dt

Z / (n1 + n2) Xk, (n1)0(n1) Xk (n2)0(122)

n N3 n
X g (n3)nsv(ns)xr(n)nv(n) dt|,
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Az (k) = > ‘ > / [(n1 + n2) Xk, (n1)0(n1) Xk (12)0(n22)

0<ki,k2<k—10 1 Ny,

x n30(ns)]xk(n)o(n) dt

+ Z / (N1 + n2) Xk, (n1)0(n1) Xk, (n2)0(12)

’n,Ngn

X Xk (n3)n5(ns) i ()00 (n) dt‘,

As(k) = > Z/ Xy (n1)0(n1) Xk (n2)0(n2)

max(k1,k2)>k=9 n N,
k3>0

X Xk (n3)n35(ns )\ (n)no(n)

A= 3| [t ) ()i s (r2)o02)

max(kl,k2)>k 9 ’ﬂNS n
k3>0

X Xka (n3)030(n3) X3 (n)0(n)

As(k) = Z Z / Xk (111)110(n1) Xk, (n2)N20(102)

ki k2 ks3>0 p Ny
X X ()55 )3 ()5 () e,
tr
Ag(k) = > Z / (n1 + n2) Xk, (n1)0(n1) Xk, (n2)0(n2)
max(k1,k2)>k=9 n N3,
X (Xk(ns)nsv(ns) + vr(ns)nsv(ns))xe (n)nv(n) dt}v
A7(k) = Z Z / {20n1n2n3 + 10n2n3ns + 30n1n3nsn + 1On2n3n}

k1,k2>0 ’n,N'g

ks (9000010 (12)D002) () - 00) + () - D0009) e () ) |-

3

and
tr

Ag(k) = > ‘ > /0 Xy (21)0(n1)

ki,k2,k3,ka,ks 20 0 N,

X Xka (n2)0(112)X ks (13)0(n3) Xk (n2)B(114) X5 (15)0(n5) X ()0 () dt‘-

By using Lemma, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

Ak + A (k) S D 22| Pyl o Pevlsga Y. 1Pl o
0<ky,k2<k—10 |[k—k'|<3

S vl Fory vl 2+ (1) Z [ Prol|%,, (-
|k—k7|<5

33

(6.15)
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For As(k) and A4(k), we divide the summation over max(ky, k2) > k — 9, ks > 0 into

P D D D

1 ks<k—10  ki<h—10  ks<k—10  k1.ks.ky>k—9
|k2—K|<5 ko,k3>k—9  ki,ke>k—9

assuming without loss of generality k1 < ko. We restrict Az(k) and A4(k) to the first summation to

obtain by (€8] and (1) that

S 28 Pule, @ Pelagm Y 1Pl @
Ky <k 10 |k—E'|<5

S ollroylvllpesry D 1Pl -
b~k <5
For the restriction to the second summation, by using ([G.5) and ([G.7), we have

k k
> 2Pyl @ Y, 2Pl
k1 <k—10 |k—k'|<5

+ Y Pwolls, @ lPollaa D 2221 Puol g a1 Pevllpg o)

k1<k—10 ko>k+9
[k2—k3|<5

Sl g gy lollrzey D2 1PevliE, o)
|k—k|<5
+ [[vllpoqy 0]l po+ oy [0l 222525 | ool (1),
fors >0and 0 < e < 1.

For the third summation, we can get better or same bounds compared with the second summation
due to two derivatives in the low frequency mode.

For the last restriction, by using (64)), ([G.3]), (6:6) and (G.7), we have

Z 27k/2||Pk'U||%rk,(T) + Z 22k32k/2||Pk/v||i"k/(T)||ka||Fk(T)

[k—k'|<5 k3>k+9
|ks—K'|<5

+ > PPl Do 2N Puollmg o | Pl e o)

[k—k'|<5 k3>k+9
|k2_k3‘S5

+IPwlmry D, Pl @ D, 2*IPuvlmg, )| Pavlsg o)

k1>k+9 k3>k1+9

STl 2 1Bl ) + lellpecn ol

275 Proll m
b=k <5

)
2 2 2 —sk—ck
+ ||U||F%+(T) Z 1P ollE,, ¢y + 1ol s () [0l Fre (1) 2 N Pevll py (1)
[k—k'|<5
for s > 0 and 0 < € < 1. Hence, we obtain
Az (k) + Aa(k) < I

F3(T) vl P2+ (T)

<> 1Pl ) + vl
k—k'|<5

Fo) 2 | Povll p
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For As(k), we may assume that k3 < ko < k3 by the symmetry. We estimate As(k) for k =
max(k1, ke, k3, k) or not, separately. When k = max(kq, ko, ks, k), we divide the summation over k1, ks, k3

into Z+Z+Z+Z

[k—k1|<5  |k—k2|<b  |k—ks|<5  |k—k3|<5
k1 <k-10  ho<h-10  ka<k-10
|ki—ko|<5 k1 <ka—10

We use ([64)), (63), (66) and ([G.7) to estimate As(k) under above summations, respectively, to obtain
As(k) S 2782 N [Pyl ¢y + > 2P P g, @) [ Peroll%, oy

|/ —k| <5 k=K' |<5
k1<k—10
+ > 2RPPLlE, o PeollE, o
k=K' <5
ko <k—10
Ik?1—k72‘§5
+ Y 2% Pyo)m, (@) | Pl oo | Peolg, o
|k—K'|<5
ko<k—10
K <ko—10
2 2
§||U||Fg(T) > Pl (1)-
|k—k'|<5

When &k < k3 — 10, by the support property ([£1l), we know |ka — k3| < 5. Then, also we divide the

summation over ki, ko, k3 into
DOEE D DD DEE D

|k1—k3\§5 |k2—k3\§5 |k2—k3\§5 |k2—k3|§5
k<ki—10  ki<ks—10 ki<ka—10  k<ka—10
lki—k|<5  k<ki—10  ki<k—10
Similarly we use ([@3)), [G.6) and ([G7) to estimate As(k) under above summations to obtain

As(k) S Y0 282K 2P|l o | Pevll

ks —k'| <5

k3 >k+9

+ > 2| Py vll,, (7 > 222 P} o

ks >k-+9 k—k'|<5

+ Z 2k3||Pksv||2Fk3(T) Z 25| Py, vl py, (12" 2| v ()
k3>k1+9 k1>k+9

k k

+ Z 23||Pksv||2pk3(T) Z 22172 P, ) | Prvl ey
ks >k+9 k1<k—10

S <||U||2Fg+(T) + ||U||F1+(T)||U||F%(T)> [|v] Fs(T)275k75k||ka||Fk(T)

2 2
ol S 1Pl @,
k—k'|<5
for s > 0 and 0 < € < 1. Hence, by gathering all bounds, we conclude that
A3 (k) S ol llol g o oy 2 1 Pel gy

ol S Pl .
|k—k'|<5
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For Ag(k), we may assume k1 < ko without loss of generality. By the support property (&I), the
summation over max(ki, k2) > k — 9 is divided into

PRI DD

ka>k+10  |ko—k|<5  |ka—k|<5
|[k1—k2|<5  |ki—k2|<5  ki1<k—10

Hence, we use ([G.6]), (G4) and ([G3]) to estimate Ag(k) restricted to above summations, respectively, to
have

As (k) S Z ||Pk2v||%k2 (T)25k/2||ka||%k(T) + 272 Z ||Pk’v||éll?‘k/(T)

ko>k+10 [k—k'|<5
Y PRl Y Pl
k1<k—10 |k—k|<5
S (Il gy + 1ol ol ) S IRl
lk—k'|<5

For A7(k), since there are less derivatives at the 2F-frequency mode in A7(k) than in the other A;, we
can also obtain better or same bounds as

Ar(k) £ <|| ||’;4(T)+||v||F;+(T)||v||F2<T>> S 1Bl -

|k—k!|<5

For Ag(k), we may assume k1 < ko < k3 < k4 < ks due to the symmetry among frequencies
k1, ka, ks, k4, and k5. We further assume |k — k5| < 5, otherwise the derivative loss at ok frequency
mode is weaker. We use only the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to estimate the quintic term except for the
special term (see (630) below). Indeed, by similar argument as in the proof of Lemma [6:4] we have

/ V1U203V405Vg dadt
Tx[0,T]

sy Hf (220t — m)u)(ri, m)

]z>2k6 nelsg Z) GFG

(6.16)

< 92ko H oki/2 Z 9= (maz+isun)/2 H 2]1/2”77 pu(n ))]_-[,Y(QQkﬁt _ m)vi]HLi_@l_

ji>2ke o

6
N 2(k1+k2+k3+k4)/2 H ||U1||Fk (T)v
i=1 '
where v; = Py,v € Fi,(T),1=1,2,3,4,5,6 and assuming that k; < ko < kg < kg < ks < kg.
Moreover, we also have
8
/ 1V203V4U5 VU7 Vs dadt| S 2R TR Rathatkstho)/2 H lvill 7, ()5 (6.17)
Tx[0,T] i=1 '

where v; = Py,v € Fy,(T),i=1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8 and assuming that k1 < ko < ks < ky < ks < kg < k7 <
ks. We will use ([GI7) for the septic term later.
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If |ky — k5| < 5, by using (610, we have

5
Z 2(k1+k2+7€3)/22%k4 H ||ijv||Fl,kj (1) ||Pk'U||Fk(T)

[k—k5|<5 Jj=1
|[k—ka|<5
0<k1<ka<k3z<ks

S o 9l gy > WPtllE, oy
|k—k'|<5
Otherwise, we need to observe the frequency relation carefully. In other words, under the frequency
relation with k4 < k5 — 10 condition, the one of following cases should happen (see Section 8 in [3]):
Inal < [n|*/?,

|4/5

[nal Z [n|*” and |ng| ~ |n4]

and
Ing| = |n|*® and |n3| < |nal.
For the first case, since
|1(n) + p(n2) + p(ns) + plna) + plns) + p(n)| Z |nf,
we use 2 Jmer/2 < 272k ingtead of 27 Jmer/2 < 2% in ([BI0) to obtain
TGRVORD S I et
b=k <5
For the second case, since |n| < |ns| % |ng| %, we use [GI0) so that
ol g 2y 3 IRl
|k—k'|<5

For the last case, since ny + ng 4+ nz + n4 + ns +n = 0, we have |ns + n| ~ |n|*/°

[1(m) + p(n2) + pu(ns) + p(na) + p(ns) + p(n)| 2 [n]*45.
Similarly as the first case, we obtain
As(k) S ||U||é%(T) Z |1 Peoll %, (ry:
k—k'[ <5
Together with all bounds of 4;(k), we obtain

Z 22sk sup

E>1 tr€[0,T]

, which implies

tr
[ Bt Bt By ] (Iolnin + ol ) ) ol (619

Next, we estimate
tr

Es9+ Eso dt

0
Since Ey 2 and Es o are weaker than Fy, Es 1 and Es; in the sense of the number of derivatives, we obtain
better bounds as

t
[ Bt Bz S 1ol X 1Reol o (6.19)
0 |k—k'|<5

which implies

225k

sup

2
S(T) - 6.20
YA . (6.20)

tr
/ Eao+ Es2 dt‘ S vli? s
0 Fa

ol
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For

ty

Eya4+ Es4 dt} ;

0

by the symmetries of ni,ny and ns,n, respectively, it suffices to estimate

ty

S E wn)00m s (n2)dna) B0 00)— 3 ms a () D) e

kika>0 |70 R,

(6.21)

and

> X Xkl(n1)5(n1)><k2(nz)?(nz)i/fk(ns)nisﬁ(ns)Xk(n)nzlﬁ(n)lz’?(n) dt| . (6.22)

k1,k220 |n N3,

For (621]), we may assume that k1 < ko due to the three derivatives taken at Py,v. Then, by using
Lemma [6.4], we obtain that

G20 5 ol S 2Rl

|k—k'|<5
+||U||i%(T) Z 2k2||Pk1v||%k1(T) Z 22| Puol 3, 1)
k1 >k—+10 |k—k'|<5
\kl—k2|§5
k
Fleldy gy 2o 2 Ple, @ D Pl
k1 <k—10 |k—k'|<5
_ (6.23)
Fleldy iy 2 2 Pl 0 D 2Pl
ko<k—10 |[k—k'|<5
\kl—k2|§5
Floldory D>, 2Puvlla, lPuvls,a >, 27 1Puvlt, @
ko<k—10 k—k'
k12§k2—10 ! <5
< 4 , 2
Sty 2 1Pl o,

|k—k'|<5
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For ([622), we may also assume that k1 < ko by the symmetry of nq,no variables, and then, similarly, we
obtain that

G2 <Py, D 2 Pevllf, )

Fs(T)
k—k'|<5
VD DIl TN S L 1 e
k1 >k+10 |k—k'|<5
[k1—k2|<5
ol gy 2 2 Pavlmg ) Do 2Pl o)
k1<k—10 |k—k'|<5
2 ka/2 2 —k/4 2 (6.24)
oy, S 2Pl Y 2Rl
ka<k—10 k—k'|<5
s~ ka | <5 i
Hlvldory D>, NPavls, @l Povlen,a Y. I1PolE, o
ko <k—10 |k—k'|<5
k1 <ks—10
4
Shlts, > 1Pl
|k—k'|<5
Hence, we conclude that
25k " 4 2
2°° sup / Ey 24+E134 dt‘ < ||’U|| || || s (625)
E>1 tp€[0,T71/0 r (1) A
Lastly, we estimate quintic and septic terms given by
tr
Ey3+ Es3 dt‘ . (6.26)
0

Remark 6.8. It is necessary to carefully check the quintic resonance in Es 3 and Es 3. In fact, the worst
terms are of the form of

Re[a Z v(ny )0 (nz)wk(ng, - 10ing Z 9(n3,1)0(n3,2)n3 50(ns,3) Xk(n)%ﬁ(n)}
nvﬁiﬁ,n 3 N3 g
:Re[loai Z 3(n1)0(n2)vr(ns)v(ns,1)0(ns,2)n3 59(ns,3) xk(n )%5(”)}7
N3 N3 ng

and

3|>—‘

Re[108i 37 Bn)i(na)xu(ns)o(na,)0(ns.2)n3 58(naz) k() ()],

NNz, N3 ng

where /\/},m3 is the non-resonant set of ns 1,n32 and nz 3 variables defined similarly as the set /\/’3,”. In
particular, if n33 = —n (evact quintic resonant case), one derivative at 2% frequency mode cannot be
eliminated by the standard way. Thanks to the properties of Wy and xy (real-valued and even functions)
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and the symmetry on the ny +ng +ns31 +ns2 =0, we know that

> B(na)o(ne)r(n — ng1 — ns2)8(ns1)0(ns 2)xk (n)n[o(n)[>

nely(Z)

= > B(—n1)o(—n2)vk(n — na1 — n3.2)0(—ns 1)0(—ns.2) xk(n)n[D(n)|?

nely(Z)

= Y B(n)0(n2)dr(n+ng1 + n3,.2)0(n31)0(ng.2)xk (n)nf(n) |2 (6.27)

nely(Z)

= > B(n1)d(n2)ir(n — n1 — na)d(ns 1)0(ns2) xk (n)nfo(n)|?

nely(Z)

= Y (n)d(n2)r(n — nay — ng 2)0(ns.1)0(ns.2)xk(n)nld(n)|2,

nely(Z)

where W = (n1,n2,n31,N32). This observation reveals
. (V|2
10ai Y B(na)o(ng)dr(n — na1 — ns2)(ns1)0(ns 2)xk (n)n[o(n)]
n,ﬁ6F4(Z)

is a purely imaginary number and hence the exact quintic resonant interaction component vanishes.
Similarly, the quintic resonant term in Es also vanishes.

We first consider the quintic terms in (6.26). For

S (B @)(n1)5(n2) + 5n) N (0) (n2) ) (1) — (1) xi (m) =),
ns n

nNsn

if the frequency support of n (~ 2¥) is the widest among other frequency supports, it suffices to control
the following one:

> 2 >0 / HXk )0 (1) xk (15)0(ns) Xk (n)v(n)] - (6.28)

0<k1 <ko<k3z<ks<k nels(Z)

From (G.I0), we have

623 < Il o L T > Pl @y

|k—k!|<5

Otherwise, it suffices to control

> WﬂkZ/HmmWMWWMH% (6:29)

0<k1<ka<k3<ky neleg(Z)
|ks—ka|<5
k<ks—10
but we have similarly as before that

BZD S ol 102 ) D 1Pl

|k—k'|<5
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For the rest of quintic terms in (626]), it is enough to consider™]

PO 15 1.

> v(n1)v(n2)xi(ns) —N(v)(ns)xk(n)—ov(n).
n>N3,n ’

Since 1/ns-factor removes one total derivative in N (v), the following term is the worst case:
123

‘ Z / Xky (11)0(01) X (n2)0(02)

— 0
0<k1<k2<kz1<ks2<ks3 n N3 ,N3 g (630)

. . - 1.
X Xk3,1(n3,1)v(”3,1)><k3,2(n3,2)v(”3,2)><k3,3(n373)n§,3v(n3,3)><k(n);U(n) :

We first focus on the case when |k — k33| < 5. If |k3 2 — k| < 5, since one derivative in the frequency
n3 3 can be moved to n3 o frequency, we, similarly as before, have

3 2
G S oy ol gy > 1Pl
|k—k'|<5
Otherwise, we use the same argument as in the estimation of Ag(k) and then the one of following cases
should happen (except for the case mentioned in Remark [6.8)):
3] < |n]*?,

Ins2| 2 [n|*® and |ng 1| ~ |ns
and

|4/5

|TL312| 2 |TL and |TL311| < |n3,2|.

For the first case, since
(1) + p(n2) + p(na ) + p(ns2) + p(naz) + p(n)| 2 |nl*,
we use 2 Jmer/2 < 272k ingtead of 2 Jmex/2 < 2% in (GI0) to obtain

G S oLy, > IRl
k—k'|<5

For the second case, since |ns 3| < [ns.1|%|ns2|%, we use [B10) so that
B 5 0l 012 D0 ol oy
|k—k'|<5

For the last case, since n1 + ng 4 nz1 + n32 +nz3 +n = 0, we have |nz 3 +n| ~ [n|*/°, which implies

4
(1) + p(n2) + p(ns) + p(ng2) + p(ngz) + p(n)] 2 |n**5.
Similarly as the first case, we obtain
G S olty 0 S 1Pl
|k—k'|<5

Now, we focus on the case when k < k3 5—10. From the support property (L1, we know |ks o —ks 3| <
5, and hence

2751@71{3/2

e R PO e e e F R e

2 2 2
+ ||'U||F%+(T)”UHF1(T) . %q) 1Pl %, 1)

for s > 0.

™Mt is not necessary to distinguish ¥, and .
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Next, we consider the septic term in ([626). For the septic term in
o~ . PPN 1. 1.
> (R(@)m)802) +8(m) K (0)(12) ) () =D(ns) () ),
nNsn

since the quintic term in N (v) also has one total derivative, by the symmetry of frequencies, it is enough
to control

ey 3/ '“Hm ()0 () (n7)5 (0 i (m)2()| (6.31)

0<k1<ka<k3<ks<ks<ks nels(Z)

We apply ([6.17) to ([631) to obtain
B2 S 010y, 3 IPeolb:

|[k—k'|<5
Moreover, for the septic term in

S B(n1)5(na) e (ns) 13ﬁ1<v><n3>xk<n>

717/\/3,71

u(n),

S|

since the total derivative of the quintic term in N (v) is canceled out by 1/ng factor and there is no
difference between 1, and xj in the septic estimation, it suffices to control

ty
Z / ka i) 0(ni)xk (n)o(n)]. (6.32)
0< k1 <ko<ks<ks<ks<ke<T el (2Z)

By using (G.I7), we obtain
5
B Sl . o ollrocny o

4 2 2
+ ||U||F%+(T)||UHF0+(T) . kz’|<5 [Pl ()

FS(T)2isk7k/2||ka||Fk(T)

Together with all bounds of quintic and septic terms, we conclude that

tr
Z 22sk sup

k>1 te€[0,T]

Baact Baa ] S (0l g, p I

PO OO PSR CE )

0

and hence, we complete the proof of Proposition by recalling the definition of the modified energy

[63) and gathering ([GI8), (620), ([€23) and (E33). O

As a corollary to Lemmal[6.3]and Proposition[6.7] we obtain an a priori bound of ||v|
solution v to the equation (G.I]).

g+ (r) for a smooth

Corollary 6.9. Let s > 2 and T € (0,1]. Then, there exists 0 < 6 < 1 such that
2 4
[vo |7+ + (1 + [lvl] pey T Il g

for the solution v € C([-T,T]; H>*(T)) to [GI) with ||v|| + <6.

1By S 1+ llvollFe) MollFes iy 10117 (1), (6.34)

In the following, we consider the energy estimate for the difference of two solutions v; and wva to the
equation in (6. Let w = v — vy. Then w satisfies

~

Oy(n) — ip(n)w(n) = Nl(vhvz, w) + ]\72(01, vg, w) + ]\73(01, vo, w) + Ny(vi,v2, w), (6.35)
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with w(0, z) = wo(x) = v1,0(x) — v2,0(z) and where

~

Ni(v1,v2,w) = =20in* ([0 (n)[*@(n) + T1(n)02(n)@(—n) + [02(n) D (n),

]/\7 (v1,v2,w) = 6in Z w(ny)vr (n2)vr (ns)v1 (na)vr(ns)
N5 n

+ 6in Z U2 (n1)w(ne2)vr (ns)v1 (ng)v1(ns)
Ns.n

+ 6in Z V2(n1)v2(n2)wW(ns)v1(ng)v1(ns)
Ns.n

+ 6in Z V2(n1)v2(n2)02(ns)w(ng)v1(ns)
Ns.n

+ 6in Z V2(n1)02(n2)02(ns)v2(ng)w(ns),
Ns.n

ﬁ (v1,v2,w) = 10in Z w(n1)v1(ne n3vl(n3) + 10in Z Ua( nl)w(ng)ngﬁl(ng)
./\/3 n -/\/3 n
+10in Y Da(n1)Ba(n2)nfi(ns)
NB,n
and
Ny(v1,v2,w) = bin Z n1 + no)w(ny)v1 (n2)nsvi(ng)
NS n

+ 5in Z (n1 + n2)v2(n1)@(n2)nsvy(ns)
Ns.n

+ bin Z (7’L1 =+ ng)i}\g (7’L1 )5}\2 (ng)ngﬁ}\(n;;).
Ns.n

We denote Ni(vy,va, w) + Na(v1,va, w) + N3(vi,v2,w) + Ny(vi,ve,w) by N(v1, v, w) only in the proof
of Proposition [6.12 below. Similarly as before, for k > 1, we define the localized modified energy for the
difference of two solutions like

Ex(w)(t) = | Pew(®)]7:

TRe @ S Bolna)Ba(na)in(ns)—B(ns)xe(n) ~@(n)
nNsm " " (6.36)

- N o

+Re |8 02(”1)1)2(nz)Xk(”3)n—3w(”3)Xk(”)ﬁw(”)

and

B3 (w) = || Pyw(0 )7z +) 278 sup B (w)(t),
k>1 tee[=T,T]

where a; and 51 are real and will be chosen later.
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Remark 6.10. The modified energy (6.30) is not suitable to control N4(v1,vg,w) due to the following
term

5in » _ nat(n1)01 (n2)nati(ng) + 5in Y naba(n1)d(n2)nsi(ns),
N3n N3 on
for the case when |nal, |n3| < |n1| ~ |n| or |ni],|ns| < |n2| ~ |n|. Moreover, the cancellation of the
quintic resonant case as in Remark[G.8 cannot be expected. Hence, it is necessary to define the modified
energy for the difference of two solutions as

Ey(w)(t) = || Pew(t)|72

~ . - 1 1 .
+ Y Re|di; Y Bi(n)0;(n2)yr(ng)—d(ns)xr(n) = (n)
A — ns n
1i<G<2 | n N (6.37)

+ > RelBiy Y. @(”1)@‘(nz)Xk(”3)%@(”3)%(”)5@(”) ;

1<i<j<2 n, N3 n

where &; j and EM, 1<i< 75 <2, are real and will be chosen later.
On the other hands, in view of (G,

10mZ 0(ny)v(ne TL3’U(7’L3)

NS n
and
5in Y (n1 + n2)ngv(n )o(n2)o(ns)
N3z.n
can be rewritten as
10
3 in > {nf +n3 + n3}o(n1 )5 (na)5(ns)
NS n

and

—zn Z{ ny1 + n2)ns + (n1 + n3)ne + (n2 + n3)nq }o(nq)o(ng)o(ns),

NS n
respectively. Then, by the simple calculation, N, (v1,v2,w) and N4(’U1,’U2, w) can be replaced by
10 . 5N - I I ~ ~ ~
3 (1 (1)1 (n2) + 01(n1)Ta(n2) + 2(n1)0a(n2)) n3w(n3)
NS,n
% (6.38)
+3in 13 (01 (n1)01(n2) 4 01(n1)2(n2) + B2(n1)01 (n2) + Va2 (11)02(n2)) ©(n3)
Nan
and 10
> S in > (n1 + n2)0;(n1)ok (n2)na(ns)
1<j<k<2 Ns.n (6.39)

+ Z 51N Z nlﬁj (nl)ngﬁk(nz)@(ng),
1<j<k<2 N
respectively. Then, the use of the modified energy ([G36) enables to control the first term in ([G.38) and the
first three terms in (639). The rest of ([G38) and (639) does not make troubles, since less derivatives are
taken at w(ns) mode. Moreover, thanks to the formula of the first term in ([G38]) in addition to ([637),
we can get rid of quintic resonant interaction components similarly as in Remark[6.8 (See Remark [G 13
below for more details).
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Thus, except in the case mentioned above, we will only consider [636]) as the modified energy, and

~ 10 . N N 20 . N N .
Ns(ve,w) = 3 D2 (n1)02(n2)n3w(ns) + 5" Z N30y (n1)02(n2)w(ns3) (6.40)
N?,,n NB,n
and
~ 10
Ny(vg,w) = Em Z (n1 + na)v2(n1)va2(n2)nsw(ng) + Hin Z n102(n1)ngva(ng)w(nsg) (6.41)
N3z.n Nin

as the cubic nonlinear term for the difference of two solutions for the sake of convenience of calculation.
For the same reason, we also use

Ny (va, w) = —20in|Ty(n) [*@(n). (6.42)

Es(T) are comparable.

Similarly as in Lemma B3] we can show that E5.(w) and |jw]|

Lemma 6.11. Let s > % Then, there exists 0 < § < 1 such that

1 . 3

§||w||2ES(T) < Ep(w) < §||w| Bo(T)»
for allw € E*(T) N C([-T,T); H*(T)) as soon as [|va| pse s (1) < sH
Proposition 6.12. Let s > 2 and T € (0,1]. Then, for solutions w € C([-T,T]; H*(T)) to ([630) and
v,v2 € C([-T,T); H>*(T)) to @1)), we have

Ep(w) S L+ lloroll? 3o + llvnoll 34 o2l 1 + vzl 5 ) lwollZe

+ (||U1||%2+(T) + vill m2+ (1) llv2ll P2+ (1) + ||U2||F2+(T)) ||w||%0(:r)

4
4—j j 2 A4
(oIl 21 g g Yl (6:43)

6
6—J J 2
(oIl g e e

and

Ep(w) $ (L4 ol 3o+ llvnoll 34 o2l 30 + lvzoll? 3 ) llwoll 7

H%+|

bocry) N0y

(o1l + ooy lloall - cry + llea)
5™ oill g g sl | el oy ol ey

1,7=1,2
+(ZIIU1IIF<T>Hvz||J o) el (6.44)
+( Z oIty w2l ) lorllpas gy + ozl sy lwllpogry el ey

7=0

6
# (X Il oak Wl

"n view of Remark [610] Lemma [6I1] holds true for all w € ES(T) N C([—T,T); H5(T)) as soon as ||’U1||L%OHS(T) <4é
and [[vz|lpge s (ry < 6.
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Proof. We use similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.7l For any k > 1 and t € [-T,T], we
differentiate Ej(w) with respect to ¢ and deduce that

d ~ d ~ d — d —
—F = —1I(t —1I(t —I1I(t
where
d ~ d
—I(t) = —||Pywl||?
21t = 3 Pl
= 201 Z X2 (n)n301 (—n) a2 (—n) @ (n)@(n)
+ 2Re Z xk(n) (Nl,z(vl, v, W) + N1)3(’U1,’U2, w) + N1,4(U1,v2, w)) Xk(n)ﬁ(n)]
= El,
d — - - - -
Ell(t) =FEy1+ Ey o+ By 3 =: Eo,
for N
FE>1=Re {&i Z {10n1n3(ns +n) + 5nin3(ng +n) + 30n1n3nsn
n,N3 n
3 2 21~ —~ 1 1
+ 10n3n3n — 5(ny 4+ na)nzn }’1}2(nl)’l)g(ng)’t/]k(ng)n—gw(ng;))(k(n)gw(n)},
5272 = Re [cl&i Z {3n1n2(n3 +n)+ 6n2n3n}
n,Nsz.n
A - 1 1
X Ty (1) (n2) b (ns) —@(ng) X (n) — @ ()]
ns n
and ) 1
E273 = Re [& Z N(vg)(nl)ﬂg(ng)d)k(ng)—@(ng)Xk(n)—ﬁ?(n)
— ns n
n,Nsn
R ~ 1 1 .
+ 02(n1) N (v2) (n2)¥r (n?»)n—gw(”s))(k(n)gw(n)
. N s 1
+ U2 (”1)1)2(”2)%("3)”—3]\](017 vz, w)(n3)xk(n) ~w(n)
~ N 1 1~
+ U2 (nl)vz(”2)1/%(”3)n—3v2(”3)><k(”)5N(01, v2, w)(n)|,
and p
Efff(t) = FE31+ E32 + E33 =: L3,
for

E31 = Re [E’L Z {10n1n3(ns + n) + 5ninj(ns + n) + 30n1n3nsn
n,Ns.n

_ A 1 1
+10n3n3n — 5(ny + ng)n§n2}Ug(nl)vg(ng)Xk(n3)n—3w(n3)Xk(n)Ew(n)} ,

E&Q = Re [clgi Z {3n1n2(n3 +n)+ 6n2n3n}
n,Ns n

< (1) ma) i (12) - ) )|
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and
~ ~ . . 1 1
Eos=Re|B Y N(v2)(n)ia(nz)xu(ng) —(ns)xe(n)~(n)
p— ns n
n,Ns n
~ - 1 1.
+ Uz(nl)N(U2)(”2)Xk(”3)n—3w(”3)><k(”)ﬁw(”)
. . 1 = 1_
+ 02(n1)v2 (”2)Xk(”3)n—3N(vl, vz, w)(n3)xk(n) ~w(n)
. ~ 1 1~
(02 (12) k() = )k () N 0 w2, ) ().
Similarly as in the proof of Proposition [6.7] we need to control
tk — — —
/ FEy + Ey + Es dt| . (645)
0
We first control the terms
20 . A ) _
Re | i ST b 1) ()b s ) i (m) )
nNsz n
and
20 . ~ . . .
—Re 3¢ Z Xk (n)n(ny 4+ ng)va(n1)v2(ng)nzw(ng)xi(n)w(n)
nNs n
in El,
. 9 o - 1 1
Re | —bHaz Z (n1 + na)ngn ’U2(7’L1)’U2(’ﬂ2)’@[1k(ng)n—’w(ng)){k(n)g’w(n)
L W ’ ]
and
a: 2, 2~ ~ L [P
Re | =541 Z (n1 +n2)nsn 1}2(77,1)’02(TLQ)Xk(ng)n—w(ng)Xk(n)ﬁw(n)
. ’ |
in B, and Eg, respectively. In order to use Lemma 6.5 we choose o = —% and B = —% (In fact, we need
to choose &; j = —3 and f;; = —2, 1 <i < j < 2). Then it suffices to control the following terms:
tr
> ‘ > / Xk (1)1 [xky (01)02(n11) Xy (n2) B2 (n2) 30 (n3)] Xk (n) B (1) dt
ki ka<k—10 5 7, " °
1 i _ _ _ _
+t5 2 / (n1 + n2) Xk, (n1)02(n1) Xk, (12) 02 (n2) Xk (n3) 130 (n3) X1, (n) 0 (n) dt (6.46)
0

n,N31n

= 2 e, (Bt () s @) i () ]

N3z
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Z ‘ Z /otk xk(n) {(nl +12) Xk, (n1)02(n1) Xk, (712)52(”2)”3@(713)}

0<k1,k2<k—10 n A5,

X xk(n)nw(n) dt (6.47)
ty
- > / (n1 + n2) Xk, (11)02(n1) Xk, (n2)02(n2) Xk (n3) 3w (103) Xk (1) NW(1) dt}v
NN "
tr
> ’Z / Xki (11)02(121) Xk, (n2)02(n2)
max (ki ,ko -9 nNj 0
(o k2] 2k =9 n. N (6.48)
X Xk (n3)n3(n5) X3 ()0 (n) ],
tr
S X [ tnt s (n)a(m) s (na)oa(ne)
max(ri1,k2 — ’Il_3 0
(kkgkz())zk 9 0 Nsn (6.49)
X Xea () (n) X () (n) ],
and
ty
> ‘ > / (n1 + na)n3n®xe, (1) 02(11) Xk, (n2)02(n2)
max(k1,k2)>k—9 n, N3 n 0 (650)

1 1
(1 (ns) Xk (13)) B (13)0s () D)
We apply ([G.I0) and [GI3) to ([G.46) and ([G.47T), respectively, to have
EI6) + @I < Y, 2"CRERN P wlg, (| Pevallr,m Y, I1Pewld, o

k1,k2<k—10 |k—k'|<5

Sloallroeyllvallipeeery D, I1Pewld, o),
k—k|<5

which implies

> 2% sup (@A8) + @ID) S [zl rocryllvall p+ (o llw]

2
E>1 tr€[0,T] ey (6.51)

whenever s > 0.
For (648) and (649), similarly as the estimates of As(k) and A4(k) in the proof of Proposition [6.7]
we divide the summation over ki, ko, k3 into

) DR DR DS S W (6.52)

k1,ks<k—10  ki<k—10 ks<k—10  ki,ka,ks>k—9
|ko—k|<5  ko,ks>k—9  ki,ka>k—9

assuming without loss of generality k1 < ko. We restrict (G48)]) to the first summation, by (G.6]) and (671),
we have

> 28 |Pyvalm, ol Puwllngry D [1Puvalls, @l Pewllm )
k1<ks—10 |k—ka|<5

Slvallpoyllwlpzeay Y. 1Powvells, @ llPewl -
[k—k2|<5
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For the restriction to the second summation, by using (63) and ([6.7), we have

S 2 Pvlp, @) Y, 22K Pevallp, @l Pewl?, o

k1 <k—10 [k—k2| <5
|k—k'|<5
k k.
+ Y Pavls, @2 Pwlnm Y. 28 Puvalleg, @) Powlle, o
k1<k—10 ko,k3>k+9
|k2—k3\§5
§||U2||F0(T)||U2||Fg+(T) Z [Pl o)

k—k'[ <5
+ ”vQHFO(T)”v?HF?Jr(T)||w||FS(T)2_Sk_€k”PkaFk(T)a

for s > 0 and 0 < € < 1. Due to two derivatives in the low frequency mode, we can obtain better or
same bounds from the third summation than the second summation. For the last restriction, by using

©34), @3), E8) and ([G7), we have

> 2% Povalf, o) PewlE,, o)

|k—Ek'|<5
+ Y 22| Pewalli, (o lPewl g, 222 Pew g o
k3>k+9
\kgfkl|§5
+ Y 222 Pywln, olPwlna Y, 28 IPwvalls, @ | Powlle, o
lk—k1|<5 ks > k49
|ko—k3|<5
+IPwllsry D, 1Puvallmg D, 221 Puvells, )| Pawlls, o)
k1>k+9 k3>k1+9
|k2—k3|<5
2 2 2 —sk—ck
SHWHF%(T) > ||Pk’w||Fk/(T)+||U2||F3(T)||M|FS(T)2 N Pewl 7 (r)

|k—k'|<5

ey D, 2 P vallm, ool Pewl pry
|[k—k1|<5

+ vzl p2 (1) | w]

+ llvall po(ry lvall P2+ (o 1wl 7o (1) 27~ ¥ (| Pew | 5, (1)

fors>0and 0 < e < 1.
For (6.49), by using (6.6 and (G7), (649) restricted to the first summation in (652) is dominated by

> 2% Pyvallp, )| Puwln, @ Y, 2% Prvalls, )| Pewlls
k1 <kz—10 |k—ka|<5
Slvallpoeylwllpoy D 2252 *2 | Po,vall p, o) | Pewll 7, o) -

[k—Fk2|<5

For the restriction to the other summations, we obtain the same result as the estimation of (6.48]). Hence,
we obtain

2% s ©.48) + ©.49)
;;1 tkel[l(fﬂ( ) (6.53)

< vzl oy ]

2Fs(T) + ||”2||F0||U2||Fs+2(T)||w||F0(T)||w||Fs(T),
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whenever s > 2 and

sup (@A8) + @A) < llvalleocr) lo2ll w2+ () w0 Fo 1y (6.54)

k>1 tkE[O,T]

at L2-level.

r ([E50), similarly as (6I5), we obtain

G S Y. IPuvelli, 2 I1PewlF, )

ko>k+10
+ > 22| Puwsl}, oy | Pewll, o
b=k <5
+ Y 22 Pyvalle,m Y, 2IPevallr, @ Pewll}, o
k1<k—10 [k—k!|<5
S (Wl gy + ezl g ezl ) 5 Pl oy
k=] <5
which implies
S s @ S (kg g, + el ol ) Bl (659
k>1 €T e

whenever s > 0. . _
Now, we focus on the rest terms in F, Fo, F5. First, we estimate the cubic terms in E;. Since

n)n 01 (=) B2 (—n) ()@ (n)| < llorll, g lvall g 1PewlZ:

and F$(T) < CpH* (1)), we can obtain for the first term in F; that

32 sup }Z / X2 (n)nBy (—n)Ba(—n)d(n)@(n) dt

E>1 tr€[0.T] (6.56)

< Nl g g 12l g o 0y

for s > 0.
For the non-resonant interaction components in FE1, it suffices from ([6.40) and ([G.41]) to consider

| ) (n2)ndeatna) v, (ns) () () (6.57)
nN'an
and
/0 Y k(1) Bo0) ks ()12 (15 D) () . (6.58)

n,Nszn
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For ([657), since there are two derivatives on the Pj,vs and one derivative on the Pyw, it is enough to
consider the case when k = max(ky, ko, k3, k) and |k2 — k| < 5. Then, we use Lemma [6.4] to obtain that

ty
S Xk (1) (1) Xk (2)030 (1) X, (13) (153 () ()
kika,ks>0 |70 K7,

7
S Y 28 Pevall ) | Pevall oy 1 Pewll 3 o
|k—k'[<5

+ > 2P wallm ()| Pevall m o | Pl 3, oy

k=K' <5

k1 <k—10
+ > 2292 Pl gy, o | Pervall oy | Pr v vy o | P vy )
k=K' <5

ks<k—10

+ Y 225 Pyvallm, @) Prswll m o) | Pz |y o) | Prw ] oy
|k—ka|<5

k3<ko—10

k1<ks—10

+ > 2Py, vl ()| P wll (1) | P vzl o) 1 Pl )
|k—ka|<5

k1<ko—10
k3<k;—10

1
+ > 222228 Py vl () | Prs |y (1) | P2l o) 1 P )

|k—ka|<5
k1<ko—10
|k1—k3|<5
S (Ieal gy + Bl g sl ) S Bl
k—k|<5

+ <||v2||§,%+(T)||w||FS(T) =+ ”U?HF%(T)||U2||FS+2+(T)||w||F0(T)) 27Sk75k||Pkw||Fk(T).
This implies

St s Y @ (Il + el g g lealle ) Tl

E>1 tR€[0T] 1) g ke >0 (6.59)
ol g ezl o sl
for s > 2 and
sp Y B3 S (||v2||27 el s ||v2||F2<T>) leollog,
o1 €T b ko ke>0 FA(T o (6.60)

+ ||U2||F%(T)HU2”F2+(T)”wH%O(T)

at L%-level.
For (6.58)), since derivatives are distributed to several functions, this term is weaker than (6.57) in

some sense and hence we omit to estimate (6.55).
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For the rest cubic terms in E5 1, Es 2, B3 1 and Es o, it is enough to consider

S O[S e, (rda(na) () na) () 00 de| (660)
kika>0 |70 L R

and

ty

> / D Xk (1) (1) Xy (m2)0302 (n2) X0 (3) @ (13) X () @D (1) dlt (6.62)
kik2>0 |79 R L

under the assumption that ki < ko[ Moreover, we may consider E61) and ([©62) for k£ < ky — 10 and
k1 <k — 10, respectively. If ko < k — 10, by using (6.6) and (6.7), we obtain

> 2%%227K| Py vall () 1Pl o) | Pewl 3, oy

ka<k—10
Ky <ks—10
7 _
+ Y 222K Py sl g o)1 P v v o | Pewl 3, o
ko<k—10
Ik?l—ktg‘S5
S Noallpocry o2l 724 () | Pew |y o) + ||U2||i_.%(T)||Pkw”2Fk(T)'

If k1 <k —10 and |k — k2| < 5, by using (G.H]), we have

> 22K P ool sy () Pisvall ey o) 1 Pewl 3 oy
k1 <k—10
|ko—k|<5

S ool g o ozl 2y Pt

Otherwise, we use ([G.4]) and (G.6]) to obtain that

7
> 2% Pvall by, )| Prsvall g oy 1 Pewll 3 oy
|k1—k|<5

_1
+ > 272 Py sl gy ) | Provall (o | Pew | oy
k<ki—10
|k1—k2|<5

< el

2 1 ooy 1Ry 0l o 0 o 1B

Above results imply that

Sk wp<@Em+@zm>s(Mﬁihn+wwm£anawwanM

E>1 t,€[0,T]

%‘S(T)a (663)

whenever s > 0.
Now, we concentrate on quintic and septic terms in ([G45). We first estimate quintic terms in Ej.
Since we can observe the symmetry of functions and one derivative is taken on Pyw, it suffices to consider

> T ks (r)0a(ng)xks (ns)@(ns)x3 (n)ni(n) dt|, (6.64)

N5, I=1

OIn fact, since there are two more derivatives in Eg}l and Egyl than Ezyg and Eg}z, (661) and ([G62)) dominate all terms
in K22 and E32.
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under the assumption that k1 < ko < k3 < kg and k4, k5 < k. When k4 < k5 — 10, similarly as in the
estimation of Ag(k), the one of the following cases should happen:

Inal < [n]*/?,

/5 and |ng| ~ |nal

Inal 2 |n
and

[nal Z [n]*/* and |ns| < [na.
We use 2-dme=/2 < 272k in @I0), |n| < |ns|?8ng|?/8 and 2-dme=/2 < 2-+3F iy FIB) for each case,
respectively, to obtaln

2 2 2
Y Bl el Y 1Pl
|k—ks|<5 k=<5
ka<ks—10
0<k1<ko2<kz<ky
by using (GI6). If |ks — k4] < 5 and k3 < kg — 10, one derivative on Pyw can be moved to Py, v, and
hence we get from (G.I6) that

> @@l el Y Pl

|k—ks|<5 |k—k'|<5
[ka—ks|<5
0<k1<k2<k3<ks—10

Otherwise, similarly as the case when ky < k5 — 10, we obtain

> @Sl el g el gy Y Pl Pals
|k—ks|<5 |k—k'|<5
k4s<ks—10
0<k1<ko<kz<ky

el el sy 32 1Pl WPl
k—k'|<5

at worst. Hence, we conclude that
> 2%k sup > G.6d) < ||vzll2 PN 11 O[]0
t1€[0,T] F2H(T) F27(T)
k>1 e ki ko, ks ka,ks >0 (6.65)
+ ||v2||§ || 2ll g+ oy 1021l e sy 0l By
whenever s > %, and
swp S @D S el g el el (6.66)
> 1 B CI0 T 1) ko kg ks >0
at L2-level.

Remark 6.13. From Remark[G.I0 and[6.8, we have to check whether quintic resonant interaction com-
ponents in E2 and E3 really vanish or not. When we use the full modified energy in [G37) and the full
nonlinear term in ([G38), there should be 9-resonant interaction components in Es as the worst term as
follows:

Z @(nl)@(ng)){k(n —n31— ng,z)i}\i(ng,l)i}\i(ng,g)Xk(n)nﬁﬁ(n)|2 = 1, 2, (667)
n,ﬁEF4(Z)
D Bi(n)Ba(na)xk(n — ng 1 — n32)B1 (n3,1)02(ns 2) Xk (n)n|B(n)]%, (6.68)

n,nely(Z)
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Z 61 (nl)i}\g (ng)xk (n —n31— 7’),312)61'(7’1,311)i]\i(ng)Q)Xk(n)nhﬁ(n)P 1= 1, 2, (669)
n,ﬁer;;(z)

Z @(nl)@(ng)){k(n —n31— n3)2)61 (n311)52(ngﬁg)Xk(n)nM?(n)|2 1= 1, 2 (670)
n,ﬁ€F4(Z)

and fori=1,j=2o0ri=2,j=1,

D Bina)Bi(n2)xk(n — na 1 — ns2)0(n31)8;(ns 2)xk (n)n|@(n)], (6.71)

n,nel4(Z)
where T = (n1,n2,M31,n3,2). In view of ([627), we can easily know that [G6T) and ([668) vanish, since
those are purely real numbers. Furthermore, since we chose &; ; as the same number for all1 <i < j <2,

by combining some of terms in (669), (€70) and @), we can make all terms vanish. For example,
we have from the same argument as in (G27) that

> Bi(n1)B2(n2)xk(n — nsa — ns2)0i(n3,1)0; (n3.2) Xk (n)n|@(n)[2
nel4(Z)

+ ) Bi(m)Bi(na)xk(n — s — ng2)01 (n3,1)Ba2(n3,2)xk (n)n|B(n)|?
nely(Z)

= > Bi(n)vi(n2)xk(n — ns1 — ns.2)1(n3.1)02(ns 2)xk (n)n|@(n)|?
nely(Z)

+ > Bi(na)B2(n2)xk(n — nga — ng2)Bi(ns1)0i(ns.2)xk(n)n|@(n)]?,
nely(Z)

fori=1,2. Of course, [GZ1) can vanish by summing i = 1,7 =2 term and i = 2,j =1 term.
For the other quintic resonant interaction components, it suffices to consider

23
/ Z i]\g(nl)i}\g (ng)Xk(n —n31— ng,z)i)\g(ngﬁl)f&(ngﬁg)){k(n)nﬁg(—n)ﬂ?(n) dt . (672)
0 mery(z)

Once we use the similar way as in ([G.8)) with (@3), we can obtain

©C2) < > 2kminthend) || Py wa | g, (1) || Prv2 | iy (1) | Prs 02l 2y, ()
k1,k2,k3 1,k3,2>0

< NPy atllpyyyry D 28 Povall e ra [ Pl g 12
|k—k'|<5

< ||U2||;%+(T)||w||F0(T) . ;<5 2k||Pk/vz||L;°L§||Pk/w||L.°F°L§.

By using the embedding F*(T) — CrH?® for s > 0, we conclude that

> 2%k sup BT lva? 4y s Tl poy lvall ey lwll pevr oy, (6.73)
o1 tx€[0,T] (1)
whenever s > 0, and
3 2
sup [6.72) < ||U2||F%+(T)||U2||F1(T)||w||FU(T) (6.74)

E>1 tr€[0,T]

at L?-level. _
The same argument also holds for the quintic resonant terms in FEs.
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For quintic terms in EQ and Eg, by the symmetries of ny,n2 and ns,n variables, respectively, it is
enough to consider

S [ X o n)Baln ) 12) K (o) (n2)o 1) - 00 k) ) (6.75)

Kk >0 |79 R
and

t

ST Y )l (na)0 () () D) )

kike>0 |70 R

For Ny 1(ve,w) in ([642), we use the same way as ([6.23) and ([6.24) to estimate (G.75) and (G70), and

then we obtain

N(vy,va,w)(n) dt|.  (6.76)

S

S swp (BT + @) S leallsy ) el (6.77)

E>1 tr€[0,T

for s > 0.
For the rest quintic terms, it suffices to consider

tr
’/ > Xk (n1)B2(11)Xks y (12,1)P2(n2,1) Xk » (2,2) B (112,2)
O NanNang (6.78)
~ 1 1 .
x Xk2,3(”2,3)”3,3112(”2,3)Xk(”3)n—3w(”3)><k(”)Ew(”) dt
under the assumption that ko1 < ka2 < ks 3, and
tr
‘/ > Xkt (n1)B2(11) Xk (n2) B2 (n2) Xk (73) Xy , (3,1) B2 (1231
O o Nang (6.79)
5 . 1
X ng,z(nsz)vz("az)xm,g(n3,3)"§,3w(n3,3)><k(n)gw(n) dt

under the assumption that k31 < k32 < k3 3. But, both (6278) and ([@79) can be controlled by the exact
same argument as in the estimation of the quintic term in 7, and hence we conclude that

Z 22k sup Z B18) + Z ©.79)

k>1 t,€[0,T] k1,k2,1,k2,2,k2,3>0 ki1,k2,k3,1,k3,2,k3,3>0
S : . (6.80)
S ol gy g el Il
+ ||’U2||i_,%+(T)||U2||F%+(T)||U2||FS(T)||w||%‘S(T)7
whenever s > %, and
ap Y em+ Y @
kzltke[O’T] k1,k2.1,k2, 2,k2,3>0 k1,k2,k3,1,k3,2,k3,3>0 (681)
3 O A 1

at L2-level.
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Finally, we estimate septic terms in E» and Ej. From (636) and the symmetry of functions, it is
enough to consider

/kzjwﬂmwwmmwﬁwwmu1Md (6.52)
nels(Z) Jj=1
and
/ EjfhkmmeMm>wnaf<>w (6.83)

nelg(Z) j=1

under the assumption that k1 < ko < k3 < kg < k5 < kg. Similarly as in the proof of Proposition 6.7 we
obtain by using (617 that

S s > e Y @m
k>1 EREI0TT \ iy ko, ks kg ks Kig k7 >0 ko sk ks ka ks kg >0 (6.84)
Sl g gy (02l gy + 02 lle)) o0l

whenever s > 0.

Therefore, by gathering G.51), €.53), [©.55), (6.56), 6.59), ©.63), ©.65), @.74), G.77), E.80) and
[634)), and by recalling the definition of the modified energy (G.3T), we obtain ([6.44]). Also, by gathering

©.51), [6.54), @.53), (6.56), 6.60), ©.63), 6.66), @.7d), 6.77), @.81) and G.84), we get [6.43). O
As a corollary to Lemma [6.11] and Proposition [6.12, we obtain an a priori bound of ||w||gs(r) for the

difference of two solutions.

Corollary 6.14. Let s > 2 and T € (0,1]. Then, there exists 0 < 0 < 1 such that

[wllEocry S X+ lvnoll? yy + lvrollz e llvzoll g + vzl 5 llwollZs

H3+

+ (||Ul||§r2+(:r) + vl 2+ (1) llv2ll P2+ () + ||U2||F2+(T)) ”wH%‘O(T)

(§jnmsw)nﬂanymﬁwm (6.55)

(§jnm1ﬂ)nﬂanymﬁwm
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and

[wllEe (ry S (1+ ol 3+ lvroll g vzl 34 + lv20l% 4 ) lwollZ

||v1||Fs ) vl es @y llvall oy + ||v2llfwsm) ]l ()

IIviIIF%(T)IIvaIF%(T) 1wl po(zy [wll s (1)
1,7=1,2

+ (Z o=y 02 e iy )0l (6.56)
+ (Z Jon|
7=0
6
+ (Z Jon|

for solutions w € C([-T,T]; H*(T)) to [@38) and vi,va € C([-T,T]; H>*(T)) to (@) satisfying
loll, 3+ <0 and ||v2||L%°HI%+ <.

T

[ sm) (lvallp2s ¢y + llvall P2 o)) wll po ey |l e ()

o A N o

7. ProoF oF THEOREM [I.1]

In this section, we prove the Theorem [[Jl The main ingredients are the multilinear estimates and
energy estimates which are shown in Sections Bl and [0l respectively. The method is the compactness
argument which follows basically the idea of Ionescu, Kenig and Tataru [I4].

Proposition 7.1. Let s >0, T € (0,1] and v € F*(T). Then

sup ()= ) S vllFer)- (7.1)
te[—T,T)
Proposition 7.2. Let T € (0,1] and v,w € C([-T,T]; H*) satisfying

9:0(n) +iu(n)o(n) = w(n) on (=T,T) x Z.

Then, for any s > 0, we have

vl ps(ry S 10llBs (1) + W]l N (1) (7.2)

Proof. Even though this problem is under the periodic condition, the proofs of Propositions [l and
are exactly same as in [IT]. See Appendix A in [II] for the proof in terms of the fifth-order KdV flow.
We also refer to [14] [8, 21] for the proof. O

7.1. Small data local well-posedness. We first state the local well-posedness result for (L2) with the
small initial data.

Proposition 7.3. Let s > 2 and T € (0,1]. Let ug € H*(T) be an initial data satisfying

/(uo(:zc))2 dr = v, /(81110(90))2 + (uo(x))* dx = 7o, (7.3)
T T



58 C. KWAK

for some y1,72 > 0, and |lug||gs(my < do < 1, for some sufficiently small 5o > M. Then, T2 has a
unique solution u(t) with the initial data ug on [—=T,T] satisfying

u(t,x) € C([=T,T]; H*(T)),

t) Y eilnz=20n Jg u@La 95t n) € C(|-T, T); H*(T)) N F*(T),
nez

where 1 is any cut-off function in C°°(R) with suppn C [—T,T].
Moreover, the flow map St : H® — C([-T,T]; H*(T)) is continuous.

Remark 7.4. The scaling property (T21), in addition to a smooth cut-off function, in Subsection [7.2
guarantees that the Cauchy problem for arbitrary data on [—T,T], for some T > 0 depending on the initial
data is equivalent to the Cauchy problem for small data on [—1,1]. Hence the smallness assumption in
Proposition [T.3 does not depend on the time T, since T < 1, if we choose dg > 0 sufficiently small.
Moreover, [L27) in addition to the following observation

_1
||U07)\||Hs(']1‘>\) ~ A 2||u0||Hs(T), A> 1,
reveals the existence of the time T = O(||uo||l_{£0).

Proof. In the following proof, we fix s > 2. From the theory of the complete integrability (or inverse
spectral method), we know that there is a smooth solution u to (L2) with uo € H>(T). For v to (2.8,
since [[uol| g+ (1) = ||vol| (), we use Proposition [[.2}, 5.11] (a) and Corollary B3 in order to obtain that

o) € ol + S NG (0) e
Sy IO < 0+ Il e
< (0t ool ool & L Bolrony + ol ol

[Vl Ze vy

for any T" € [0, T]. Let X(T") = |[v[|gs (7+) + ZJ L IN; ()| ws (7). Then we can know that X (7”) is non-
decreasing and continuous on [0, T (see [2I] and [12] for non-periodic and periodic problem, respectively).
If &y is small enough, then by using the bootstrap argument (see [34]), we can obtain X(T") < |Jvol| ms,
and hence

[oll7sczry) S llvollms(my, (7.4)
for all 77 € [0, 7). This implies

sup vl g=(m) S llvoll e (r),
te[-T,T]
by Proposition [[.11
We fix ug € H*(T) with [[uo|| g+ (r) < do < 1. Then we can choose a sequence of functions {uo,;}32; C
H>(T) such that uo ; satisfies ((.3)) and ug ; — uo in H*(T) as j — oco. Let uJ( ) € H*°(T) be a solution
to (L2) with the initial data ug ;. Then, we first show the sequence {v;}32, is a Cauchy sequence in
C([-T,T}); H¥(T)). Let € > 0 be given. For K € Zy, let vf; = P<zvo ;- Then vl (t,2) = P<fcv; satisfies

P&y should satisfy at least dg < § for § > 0 in Lemma Moreover, it should facilitate the continuity mechanism to
obtain the a priori bound for a smooth solution in the proof of Proposition [Z.3]
9When we choose §p < §, where § is given by Lemma [6:3] we can use directly Corollary [6.9] instead of Proposition
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the following frequency localized equation:
Dux<rc () (5(n) = ia(n);(n) ) = = 20ix < (W[5 () 25 (n)

+Gix<x(n)n Y 0;(n1)0;(n2)7;(ns)0; (n4)0; (ns)

Ns.n
. ,\ ~ B 7.5
100y (n)n 3 8 (m)5 (n2)ns (ns) (75)
NS,n
+Bix<x(n)n Y (n1 +na)d;(n1)0) (n2)nsd;(ns),
NS,n
with the initial data UJK (0) = véfj. Then, by the triangle inequality, we have
sup  |lvj —vllgsmy < sup vy — v]KHHs(T) + su ||’UJK — ’UlK”Hs('ﬂ*)
te[—T,T) te[—T,T) te[—T,T)
+ sup |loff - vl s ().
te[—T,T)
and it suffices to show that
€
sup ||”3K - ”j||HS(T) < 3 (7.6)
te[—=T,T]
and
€
sup ||o = o[l rre(r) < 3 (7.7)
te|—T,T]

For ([Z6)), we use (.24) and ([634) with (Z4]) so that
sup [[vf* — vl =y S (T = P<i)vsll ey
te[~T,T) (7.8)
< Cillvo; —voyll e (),
for any j, K and Cy > 1.
In order to deal with (1), from (Z2), (28] and (€88) with ([T4), we have

lvr — vallpocry S llvi0 — v2,0ll22(T)>
and with this, we obtain from (T.2)), (524) and (6.86) with (T4) that

lvr = vallps(ry S llvi0 = v20llzs(ry + (vl z2s(m) + lv2,0ll 226 (1)) l[v10 — V2,0l 22 (T)-
Hence, we conclude that
sup ||Uj‘K - UlKHHS(’JT) S ||U]K - UIKHFS(T)
te[—T,T)

S L — vt oy + (08 ey + 08 e o) 108 = vl 2y (79

< Collvg; — vl sy + C3K*|[of; — vill L2 (my,

for any j,l, K and Cs,C3 > 1.

We note in (Z.8]) and ([T.9) that we can apply the nonlinear estimates and the energy estimates to (Z.3])
(also high frequency localized equation) in order to obtain ([Z4]) for high frequency localized solution (for
[T3)) and Corollary 614 (for (Z9)) by following the similar argument as in Section [fl and as the proof of
PropositionG.12] Precisely, thanks to the support property, we can always pick out the [|(/—P<x )v;|| ps (1)
and ||ij —vf || po (hence we get ||(I—P< g )vo 5] g+ and [|v1,0—v2,0ll 2 (1), respectively), even if we consider
the energy estimate for (ZH]) (also high frequency localized equation) instead of (6.1)).
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For constants C1,Cs,C5 > 1 in (Z8) and ([ZA), let C' = max(Cy, Cs2,C3). Since vg € H*(T). Then
there exists L € Z, such that K > L > 1 implies
€
Yok
Moreover, for fixed K > L > 1, since v ; — vo in H*(T), as j — oo, there is N = N(K) such that
7,0 > N implies

(1 = Px)vol| s (r) < (7.10)

€
lvo,5 = vollzs (), llvo.s = voullms(r) < 55 (7.11)
and .
||Uéfj - 'Uéfl”L?(T) < 90K (7.12)
Then, by choosing suitable K > L and j,1 > N(K), we have from (ZI0), (CI1)) and (CI2]) that
Therefore, when we choose suitable j,I > N and K > L, by using (ZI0) and ([ZI1l), we have

sup  [|vf* — vl g=(m) < Cillvoy — vl me(m)

te[—T,T)
< Cl(||vo,j — ol sy + lvo — w5 1=y + [l0g" — U5j||Hs(T)) (7.13)
< €
3
and
sup [[vf* — vl gs(r) < Callvd; — vl ) + C3K®|lvgs; — viill 2 m)
te[-T,T]
€
< Calvg; — v lm=ry + Callvds — vl g (ry + 9 (7.14)
<<
3

We apply those result in addition to (ZI3) to (ZI4) to complete the limit argument. Hence we obtain
the solution as the limit. The uniqueness of the solution and the continuity of the flow map come from
a similar argument, so we omit detail.

Now, it remains to show that the local well-posedness of (Z8)) implies that of (L2). In view of the
definition of the nonlinear transformation (2.7)), it suffices to show the bi-continuity property of the
nonlinear transformation in C([—T,T]; H*(T)).

Lemma 7.5. Let s > 1 and 0 < T < co. Then, N'T (u) defined as in @) is bi-continuous from a ball
in C([-T,T]; H*(T)) to itself.

Proof. We only show the continuity of N7 ', since the proof of the continuity of A°T is similar as and
easier than that of N7 1. Precisely, when v, € CrH® converges to v in CpH® as k — oo, we need to
show

up = NT Hop) = NT'(v)=u in CrH® as k— oo.

Fix 0 < T' < co. We assume that [[vg| rsemrs, ||| Lse s < K, for some K > 0. Observe that
Ur(n) — A(n) = " Jo ()l 74 455, (n) — eies™ Jo llu(s)1174 45(n)
— [etean f§ lur()li3a ds _ gican 3 lu(s)ll74 ds} o (n)
+ efesn Jo llu(s)llga ds (Be(n) — ()

_ gicon J{u(s) 1 ds [gicsn ¢ lun()l|Ea—llu(s)lEa ds _ 1} Be(n)

+ efesn Jo llu(s)llga ds (B (n) — B(n))
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for n # 0, and
g (0) — (0) = v (0) — 0(0).
Then, for fixed s > 1/4 and ¢ € [T, T], we have

lur(t) = u(®)|[Fr- < [0:(0) —(0)/*

Lot YD ’eica"frf (= ds _ 1| 125 5 () 2

Inl>1
+ 277N nf** Bk (n) — B(n) .
nl>1

0 is continuous at # = 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that

: €
ol<s = |e¥—1]<—"
’ | | 2% V6K
and v pse s < K implies that there exists M > 0 such that

g2
2s
S 0P < gy

[n|>M

Let € > 0 be given. Since e

Moreover, since v, — v in C7H® as k — oo, there exist Ng, N1 > 0 such that

k>2No = vk —vlrgn- <

s+1

27z -3
and 5
k> N- - o s < ———r,
>Ny = g 'UHL Hs < 23 MTK?

Let N := max(No, N1). If £ > N, from ([Z.20), we can control (ZI5) and (ZI7) as

0) - 500 < 5
and

2
~ —~ g
2703 [l (n) — 9(n)? < =

In|>1
Now, we consider ([.IG). Observe from the Plancherel’s theorem thatf]

lullZs = llu? e = @@l

= > altnya((n —m)

neZ Ini1EL

1
2 2

=

2

_ Z gican [ llu(s)gq ds Z 0(n1)v(n —ny)

nez niEZ
1
2\ 2
= D1 8na)o((n —m)
nel |n1 €L
= [v?llz2 = vl Za.

'This observation is essential to obtain the bi-continuity property of the nonlinear transformation N7 (u).
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(7.15)

(7.16)

(7.17)

(7.18)

(7.19)

(7.20)

(7.21)

(7.22)

(7.23)

(7.24)
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Then, by using the triangle inequality and the Sobolev embedding, we have
t
| [l = ol ar

T
= ‘/O (lor() e = o)) (lor®ll s + lo@)llza) Nlox @7 + lo(®)]1Z4) dt

T (7.25)
< /O lor () = v s (o ()l 2+ + To@)llzs) (owON s + l(®)][Z4) dt
ST sup Nwrllfrery + sup |ollGrer)) sup ok = vllger)
te[~T,T te[~T,T te[~T,T)
<2TK?  sup lve = vl &= (1),
te[—T,T)
for s > %.
We divide the summation in (Z.I6) into
>+
1<[n|<M  |n|>M
Then, for 1 < |n| < M, if k> N, from ([C24), (C25) and (T2I]), we have
¢
Csn/ lur(s)lI7s = llu(s)l|zs ds| <6
0
which implies
. ¢ 2 2
cican [ lur ()1 a—lu(s)l|ga ds _ 1‘ < 2%6[{2
by using (TI8)).
For |n| > M, since
gican [ llur(@)l|a—llu()l1 4 ds _ 1‘2 <4,
by using (Z19), we have
s+1 2s | Jican [F lur ()|t 4 —llu(s)||1y ds 2 2~ s €
D S e e R IO
[n|>M
Hence, we have
: t 4 4 2 52
9s+1 Z In|2 ‘6103nf0 e (15— llu(s)|2y ds _ 1‘ |25 (n)|2 < 2. (7.26)
[n|>1 3
Together with (7.22)), (Z23) and (T.20), we obtain
||Uk - UHHS <g,
which completes the proof of Lemma O

Remark 7.6. One can define the fully nonlinear transform as

1 i(ne— [T bin®||u(s)]|? nllu(s)||? nlu(s)||* S) ~
NT(u)(t7x) = ’U(t,l’) = E Ze ( Jo brn®[lu( )”Lngbz [lw(s) 171 +bsnlu( )”L‘é d )u(t,n),
nez
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where by = ag, ba = a1 + 3as and b3 = —ay. It enables to transform ([L3) into the following

2:0(n) —in®v(n) = —i(a1 — 3az + a3)|v(n)|?v(n) + iay Z B(n1)nat(n2)n3v(ns)
N3z.n
+iay Y B(n1)0(na)ndt(ns) + iag Y n1d(n1)nad(ne)nad(ng)
NB,n Ns,n
+ias Y 5(n1)0(n2)d(ns)d(na)nsv(ns).
Ns,n
Similarly as above, we can have the local-in-time solution to above equation. Moreover, one can show that

the nonlinear transform is bi-continuous from a ball in C([=T,T]; H*(T)) to itself for s > 1. Indeed, for
the ban|lu(s)||74 term, we use the exact same argument in the proof of Lemma[7.8 to show the bi-continuity

property for s > 1/4. We now focus on the other terms (bin®||u(s)||2, and bgnHu(s)H?{l) We point out
that the key point in the proof of Lemma [7.0] is to show ([24)). From the definition of the nonlinear

transform, since we can know that the nonlinear transform preserves L*-based norm (||ul|z = ||v||z2 and
llull g2 = [[v]| g2 ), we also prove the bi-continuity property for s > 1 by following the similar way in the
proof of Lemma 7.3

It is remarkable that this observation enables to remove all non-trivial resonances in the nonlinearity,
and hence the fully non-integrable equation can be studied without any restriction. However, we still
emphasize that the integrable structure is useful to capture the natural cancellation property of some of
non-trivial resonances.

We also remark that this observation does mot guarantee the cancellation of nkHqup type term, for
p # 2 and k > 2, since we do not use both the invariance of L?-based norm and the property of convolution
operator as in [[24). Thus we guess that the study of higher-order equations in the hierarchy ([IIl) may
depend on its integrable structure.

From Lemma [[J5] we can complete the proof of Proposition O
7.2. Local well-posedness with arbitrary initial data. Now, let us complete the proof of Theorem
[[Il In order to extend the result of Proposition to the local well-posedness for the arbitrary initial

data, we can use the scaling argument, since this problem is scaling sub-critical. More precisely, by the
scaling symmetry, we know for A > 1 that

ur(t,z) = X lu(A 0 A ) (7.27)

is also the solution to ([2)) if u is the solution to (I2). Since wy is the 2w A-periodic function, we need to
modify slightly all estimates obtained in previous sections for the small data problem. But, since proofs
follow the arguments in Sections Bl Ml [l and [6 so let us point out only different things. We start with
introducing some notations adapted to the 2w \-periodic setting.

We put Ty = [0,27A] and Zy := {n/X:n € Z}. For a function f on T, we define

27T\
5 f(z) dx = /0 f(z) da.

For a function f on Zy, we define normalized counting measure dn:

/ZA f(n)dn:= % Z f(n) (7.28)

nelx

and ¢2(\) norm:

1£11Z ) 5:/Z |f(n)]? dn.

SThe regularity threshold s > 1 comes from the ||v|| ;1 factor in the (Z23)) type estimate.
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We define the Fourier transform of f with respect to the spatial variable by

~

2w
f(n) = \/LQ_W/O e~ f(z) du, n € Ly,

and we have the Fourier inversion formula

f@’¢%A

Of course, we can naturally define the space-time Fourier transform similarly.
Then the usual properties of the Fourier transform hold:

e f(n z € Ty

I£llzz2esy = 11 Fllez 3, (7.29)
2T
; f(@)g(z) dw = f f(n)g(n) dn
fg(n) = (7% 5)(n) = Z.ﬂn—nnanndm
and for m € Z, ’
O f(x) = / e (in)™ f(n) dn. (7.30)
Zx

Together with (Z29) and (30]), we can define the Sobolev space H*(Ty) with the norm

Il vy = 1) ° f (1) llez ()
Under those observations, we consider (L2]) for a 2w \-periodic solution uy defined as in (T21), but we
will denote uy by u (also v and w), for simplicity, in this section. Recall the fifth-order modified KdV

equation (2).
Oru — O2u + 40ud,ud*u + 10u?03u + 10(0,u)® — 30u?d,u = 0. (7.31)

Similarly as in Section [2] we take the Fourier coefficient in the spatial variable of (IBIIﬂ to obtain

oyi(n) — inSt(n) = 10in/ a(ny)u(n2)(n — ny — no)?u(n — ny — ng) dnydny
ZQ
+ 10in /2 u(n1)nati(ng)(n —ny — na)u(n — ny — na2) dnidng (7.32)
Z)\

—i—6m/Z5 u(ny)u(ne)u(ng)u(ng)i(n —ny —ny —nz — ny) dS,

where dS = dnidnadnsdng. Since 2w A-periodic solution still satisfies all conservation laws, by considering
the cubic and the quintic resonant interactions, we can reduce (Z32) to

() —i(n® + c1an® + caan)v(n)

207 N
= 2P (m)
+ IOin/ 0(n1)0(n2)(n — ny — n2)*v(n — ny — ng) dnidns
Z§>N3,n A
+ IOin/ v(n1)na0(n2)(n —nyg —na)o(n — ny — ne) dnidng
Z§>N3,n A

+ 6271/ \ (7’1,1) ( 2) ( 3) ( 4) (n — N1 —Ng — N3 — n4) dnldngdngdn4,
25 5,m,A

%

tBefore doing that, we first change the nonlinear term into the divergence form similarly as in 4.
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where 10 10
Cia = THUOH%z(m)v Con = (||UOIIH1(TA + luollza¢ryy)s
and N3, » and N5 ,, \ are defined similarly as in (2.35]) and 23, respectively, for Zy-variables. Moreover,

v is also defined similarly as in (27 by

1
’U(t,l’) = E ;
A

¢itn=esam [ 10 I3s 4954 ) di,

where ¢35 = 2. Let

pa(n) =n® + cly,\n3 + caan.
From those observations, we change function spaces Xy, Fj, Nr and Ej by X;WE, Fi.x, Nix and E5(T)
with norms _

£ llxs =D 2072n;(r = pa(n)) - F(mm)llL2e2 (),
j=0
£l s = sup [|F (2% (£ = tx) - flll x5 1
trER

1l ven = sup [|(7 = pia(n) +2°%) " Flgo (27 (t = ta)) - fllxen

tr R
and

[ull By (ry = [P<otw(O)F2myy + D sup 22| Peute) | F2cr, -
k>1 ty [* ]
Now, we check the nonlinear estimate

Z [ Ni(u, v, w)|[ns () + [[N2(v1, v2, 3, 04, 05) | v5 (1)

i=1,3,4
5 (7.33)
1 1
S A2 lull sy 0l oy lwll g oy + A2 T vill gy
i=1
and the energy estimate
lollEs |y S @+ lvollzrs )Mol r,)
(7.34)

)\%14—02 + ol
(ol g, o+ ol

2 2
)||U||Ff+(T) F3(T)»

1y
3+
Fy

in Sections Bl and [G] respectively.
First, consider the L2-block estimates in Section @l Define the functional for the trilinear estimate by

JA fkl jlafk2 J27fk'a Jaafk4 J4) =

[ / i () oG s G ) G Gl ), )

ela(
N3.nya a

Then, in view of the proof of Lemma (1] since we use the normalized counting measure ([T28)), we
obtain the exact same result as in Lemma (1] even for 27w A-periodic functions, while the threshold of
restriction 27su2~4Fmar — 1 ig replaced by \27sw»2~*Fmaz — 1 1In fact, since the L?-block estimates still
hold independent on A\, we can use the similar way to obtain nonlinear estimates. The only different
thing is to use the fact that

QImax > [(n1 4+ n2)(ny + ns)(ne + n3)|(n% + ng + ng + nz), ni,ng,n3,n € Zy. (7.35)
If |kmin — kmaz| < 5, we have

2imaz > \~2g3kmas (7.36)

YAl properties of Xj-norm still hold for X
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and if kipg < kmae — 10 and |kppin — kina| < 5, we obtain
9Jmaz > \~lodkmaz
To get ([T33), we follows almost same argument as in the nonlinear estimate, while we use the short time

advantage jmaz > 2kmaz instead of (30) in the proof of Lemma B2
For (T34]), we define the modified energy similarly as in ([€2)) and (€3] by

Exi(v)(t) = [|1Peo(t)ll72(r,)

SR

+ Re

a,\/ o @(nl)@(ng)wk(ng)iﬁ(n;g)xgg(n) o(n) dnldgdn]
73 N n3

+ Re 6(71) dnldgdn]

S|

85 / () B(n) Xk (n5)—D(ns)xe ()
73 Nsn n3

and

BS () = [Pov(®)ll72(my) + D 2%%  sup  Ex(v)(ts).
E>1 tke[—T,T]

From (73], we need to change Lemma [64] (a) and (c) as follows

T 4
> / 01 (n1)02(n2)03(ng)0a(na) dt| S 25 T vill o)
0 1=1

"47N3,n4

and
T 4
~ ~ ~ ~ 1
> [ o))t | < A2 [T sl o
= 0 i1
77/47-/\/3,714 g

respectively.

For the difference of two solutions, we use the similar argument as above, and then by following the
small data well-posedness argument in Section[[.2in addition to the standard scaling-rescaling argument,
we can complete the proof of Theorem [T 11

APPENDIX A. HIGH REGULARITY WELL-POSEDNESS

In this Appendix, we show the high regularity well-posedness for the non-integrable fifth-order modified
KdV equation. We first consider the e-parabolic equation, and for the smooth solution to the parabolic
equation, we show an a priori bound for the solution u. Afterward, in addition to an a priori bound and
bootstrap argument, we use the approximation method to show that the solution of e-parabolic equation
converges to the solution of the fifth-order modified KdV equation. Finally, we use the Bona-Smith [2]
argument to obtain the high regularity well-posedness result for the fifth-order modified KdV equation.
The main difficulty is to obtain the energy estimate for both the parabolic and the fifth-order modified
KdV equations. However, by using the modified energy (A5), which is introduced by Kwon [25] for the
fifth-order KdV equation on R, in addition to the Kato-Ponce type commutator estimate and the Sobolev
embedding, we can obtain the energy bound of the solution w.

Furthermore, as another purpose of the Appendix section, we emphasize that the generalized fifth-
order modified KdV equation is unconditionally locally well-posed for s > 7/2. As mentioned, we only
use the modified energy and Sobolev embedding to solve the local well-posedness problem. In the sense
of the unconditional well-posedness, it is necessary and crucial to construct the modified energy.

VSimilarly as the nonlinear estimate, we use the short time advantage instead of maximum modulation effect.



FIFTH-ORDER MODIFIED KDV EQUATION 67

We use symbols D® and J* as Fourier multiplier operators defined as

~

FolD*f)(k) = [n|* f(k), and  Fo[J*fl(k) = (1+ [n[*)*/>f (k).
We consider the non-integrable fifth-order modified KdV equatimﬂ:

{&u — Ou + crudyudiu + cau?d3u + c3(0,u)® =0, (t,z) e Rx T, (A1)

u(oa I) = uO(I) € HS(T)v
where ¢;’s are real constants. The following is the main Proposition in Appendix [Al

Proposition A.1. Let s > I and ug € H*(T). Then, there is the time T = T(|lug||g=) > 0 such that
(A1) is (unconditionally) locally well-posed in C'([0,T]; H®).

The argument of proof basically follows that in [31] and [25] associated to the fifth-order KdV equations
on R. We prove Proposition [A.1] by following the several steps:

Step I. This step shows the existence of a smooth solution for the perturbed equation. We consider
the following parabolic problem:

Oyt — O5u + crudpudu + cou?du + c3(0pu)® = cdu, (A.2)
where € > 0. Then, we have

Lemma A.2. Lete > 0 be given and ug be in Schwartz class. Then there is T, > 0 and a unique solution

to (A2) in the class
S((0,T:) x T) N C(]0, T.]; H).

Proof. The proof follows the argument of R. Temam. See [35]. O

Step II. This step is to show that there is the time 7' independent on & such that the solution u®
of (A2) provided by Lemma [A2] is in the class C([0,T]; H>) by obtaining an a priori bound of v in
7

the C([0,77; H*) norm for s > &. From the appropriate energy estimate and the standard bootstrap

argument, we have the following Lemma:

Lemma A.3. Let s > 2. Then, there exists T = T(||lug|| u=) such that for any e > 0, the solution u® to
(A2) provided LemmalA 3 satisfies
u® € C([0,T]; H*)
and
sup |u||ae S fluolla

)

Step IIL. This step gives the local well-posedness result for (AJ) for s > I. The following is the

2
conclusion in this step, which exactly implies Proposition [A.1]

Lemma A.4. Let s > L. Let u® is the smooth solution to (AZ2) provided by LemmalA2 and[A3 Then
u® converges to u in the class C([0,T]; H®) and hence u is the unique solution to (AJ) in the same class.

Both Ponce [31] and Kwon [25] used the idea of Bona and Smith [2] with energy estimates. The main
difficulty in those works is to estimate the energy of solution u. Hence we omit the detailed arguments
(such as the Bona-Smith argument and bootstrap argument) and finish this section by showing the
following energy estimates:

WAs we know, the ordinary fifth-order modified KdV equation has the quintic non-linear term, but, since one can easily
control the this term for s > % by using the Leibnitz rule for fractional derivative, Kato-Ponce commutator estimate and
Sobolev embedding, we only consider (A]) without quintic term for avoiding complicated calculations.
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Lemma A.5. Let s > % and u(t,ajﬂ be a Schwartz solution to (A2) with sufficiently small H*-nornfl.
Then, there are constants Cy and Ca, we have
sup [|J5u(t)| g2 < CreC2 Jo I ') 730,(0) | .. (A-3)
t€[0,T]
Remark A.6. To complete this section, we, in fact, show the energy estimate for the solution u to (AJ).

But, this exactly follows the proof of Lemma [A 3 if one eliminates the e-terms in the proof of Lemma
A3, below.

To obtain ([A3]), one needs to control the time increment of ||D*u(t)||z2 using itself and other norms
with the same size. But, since the nonlinear term of (A.2) has multi-derivatives, the standard energy
method givesﬁ

d S S
1D ulie S 102ullz 1D w7z + (A.4)

/quDSuggDSuE

and the last term of the right-hand side of (A4) is not favorable. Hence we use the modified energy
introduced in its form by Kwon [25] as the following:

Ey(t) = |D*u(t)l[72 + [u(t)]Z: +as/U(t)2DS_25wU(t)DS_2azU(t)a (A.5)

where the constant as, which eliminates the bad term in the right-hand side of (A4]), will be chosen later.
To prove Lemma [A5 we only need to show that

cllu@®lf- < Es(t) < Cllu®)ll- (A.6)
for some ¢,C' > 0, and
d
T Bs() So w7 Bs (1)- (A.7)

We begin with introducing Kato-Ponce commutator estimates, which are useful tools to prove (A7]).
The followings are the commutator estimates for functions defined on R.

Lemma A.7 (Commutator estimate [I8]). Let s > 1. Then, we have
D% flgllze Ss I fallzoe 1D " gllee + 11D° fllallgl e,
where [ - -] is the standard commutator defined as
[A; B]C = A(BC) — B(AC).
Lemma A.8 (Kwon, Lemma 2.2 in [25]). Let s > 0. Then, we have

HDS(uﬁg’v) —uD*(3v) — samuDS((?iv)—Ls — 1)

8§uDS(8zv)H
L2

S 03ull Lo | D0l L2 + | D3| 2 [|030]| Lo,
and

HDS(Bwuﬁgv) — 0,uD*(0%v) — 50%uD®(Dyv) L

Ss 103u]| Lo | D] L2 + | D*ul| L2 ]| 030 ]| o=
*For the convenience, we use u instead of u® as the smooth solution to e-parabolic equation.

YSince the scaling argument still works on the periodic problem, we may assume the smallness of ||u||fs.
“In fact, we have

d
QIIDSUIIQLz +2¢[|D*FPul T2 < 103ulFoe Dl + '/uuxDSuxDSux ,

but this implies [(A4]) for the smooth solution u.
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For the proofs of Lemmas and [A-8] we refer [I8] and [25], respectively.

For the functions defined on T, the corresponding estimates of Lemmas and can be seen in
Lemma 9.A.1 of [I3] (see also [36], 22]). We, in particular, refer to Lemma 2.5 in [22] for the corresponding
version of Lemma[A-9 on T.

Lemma A.9 (Kenig-Pilod, Lemma 2.5 in [22]). Let s > 0. Then, we have

s(s—1)

HDS(uagv) — uD*(93v)—sd,uD®(9%v) — 8§uDS(8mv)HL2

3 3
Ss D03l | D*oll 2 + Y [|0%0] L= [ D*ull 2,

Jj=0 Jj=0
and

oot - it - st

3 3
So D N0dull e |D*0ll 2 + Y [[030]| o= | D*ull 2.

=0 =0
Note that not only ||02u|| .~ and ||02v|| 1~ terms but also ||dul|;~ and [|0iv||L~ terms, j = 0, 1,2,

appears in the right-hand side of estimates in Lemma [A.9 compared with Lemma [A.8] but latter terms
are negligible in some sense thanks to the Sobolev embedding theorem.

Proof of (Af]). We use the Holder inequality and the Sobolev embedding to the third term in E(t) in

order that Es(t) is bounded by |as|C|ul|4;.. Then, we have ([(A8]), when |lu(|%. < m 0
Proof of (AT). The standard energy method to (A yields
1 d s 2 s+3 2 s 2 s
§EHD ul|f2 = —e[| D ulli. — 1 | D (udpudiu)Du
(A.8)
—02/D5(u28§u)DSu— 03/DS(8wu8wu8wu)Dsu.
We note that
D0, udytt = Oy (u0pudyu) — 2(ud,ud>u), (A.9)
2 1 2\ 92
uOyud;u = gﬁx(u )0 u. (A.10)

Then, (A-8) can be rewritten from (A9) and (AI0) that

Ld

2 —
51Dl =~ Dl + 22 [ D uu)ozu) v

—CQ/DS(U28gu)DSu—03/Dsam(uamuamu)Dsu.
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In order to use Lemma [A.9] we add and subtract some terms, and then

| &

ID*ullf> = — el D ulZ,

DN =
S

t

" 2032_ . / [D*(0: (u?)D3u) = 0, (u?) D*(D3u) — 503 (u”) D* (9yu)] D*u

02(u?)D*(9,u) | D*u

_ c2/ [DS(u%)fu) — 2D (Pu) — 59, (u®)D* (9%u) — 5(52_ 1)

- / [e5D* 0, (udyudpu) + 40, (u?)D*(02u) + c502(u?) D*(Oyu)| DPu
= I+IT+ITIT+1V.

We use Lemma [A.9] product rule for fractional derivative and Sobolev embedding to estimate terms of
IT and IIT to have

1T+ T1T| S 3| D[ 7.

We also perform the integration by parts to VI to obtain
VI = dl/u(?guDSuDsu—ng/amu(?guDsuDsu—l—dg/8z(u2)D581uD581u.

On the other hand, taking the time derivative to the third term in E(t) yields

i w?D*20,uD*20,u

dt

— 2/uutDs_28$uDs_28wu+ 2/(u2)DS_28wutDS_28wu

=— 2/u82uD5_281uD5_28Iu -2 /(u2)DS_26guDS_28$u (= A)
+ 25/u8§uD5728qu57281u + 26/(u2)D5728w7uD57281u (=: B)
—2c1 /u(uamuaiu)D5728muDsf2azu + (u?)D* 20, (ud,ud*u) D*~20,u
) /u(u28§u)D5728muD57281u + (u?) D20, (u*0%u) D* 2 0,u

— 2¢3 /u(@mu(?mu[)zu)DS_Q(?IUDS_Q&CU + (u2)DS_28m(8mu8mu8mu)Ds_28mu
=:A+B+C.

From the following observation

ai(fg2) - fzzzzzg2 + 10fzzzzggm + 20fngzgm + 20fmmggzz
+ 60 fr092920 + 20 f2299z00 + 30 fegreGre + 40 f292 9200
+10f2992022 + 20f 9ezrar + 10f 92920za + 2f 9922002,
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putting f = u and g = D720, u with performing the integration by parts several times yields
A=a /uaguDsf%ﬂzuDS*Qagu—k a9 /u@iuDsfzamuDsf28§u
+ a3 / O, uD* 2 PuD* 2 03u+ ay / 0y ud2uD* 202uD*292u
+ a5 / udSuD*202uD* 2 0%u + g / Dy ud2uD*202uD*%0,u
+ ar / D2ud*uD*20?uD* 20 u.

For the first two bad terms, by direct calculation, we can easily know o1 = ay. Hence, we perform the
integration by parts again to

al/uag’uDsfzaquSdagu,
the one of distributed terms exactly cancels out the term
ag/uaiuDs_26qus_283u.
The rest of distributed terms be absorbed to the other four terms, thus we finally obtain
A=05 /u@muDs_28§uDS_2agu + ﬂz/azu[ﬁuDS_QﬁiuDs_28§u
+ﬁ3/uai’uDS_QaiuDs_28§u+B4/8wu6§uDs_28§uDs_28mu
+ﬁ5/85u8§uDS_285uD5_26wu.

Once we choose ag such that ag - 81 + d3 = 0, we get

VI + Al S g

D*ufl3.

Now we concentrate on the term C. By using the integration by parts, the Holder inequality, Lemma
[A and the Sobolev embedding to estimate term C, we can easily obtain

C1 < 7 1D ull 7,

when ||u|| g < 1, for instance
‘/u2D5_2(u6wu8§u)Ds_2amu}

hS ‘/uz[[Ds2;u81u]8§’u]D528zu

+ ‘/u2u8muDS28§’uD528mu

Slu? [l Lo I[D° %5 udau) 07wl L2 | D =20 2

+ ‘/8z(u2u8mu)Ds_285uDs_28mu

+ ‘/u2uazuDs_28§uDs_2aiu

Slullte | D2
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We finally consider the term B. From the integration by parts, we have the following observations:

+25/u85uD57281uD5728mu =— 26/8§u8§uD571uD571u— 125/8§u8§uDsuD371u
—86/8mu(9§’uDsuDsu— 125/8mu8§uDs_1uDs+lu

—45/u6§uDsuDs+1u—45/u8§’uDs_luDs+2u
and

25/(u2)D5728;uD5726Iu :25/DS+3uﬁi[u2D571u] +45/81u6qus+3uDsflu
—|—4s/u@iuDSJrguDS*lu—F&s/uamuD”BuDsu

—|—2£/u2DS+3uDS+1u.

From the Sobolev embedding, the last three terms in the first observation and all terms in the second
observations are dominated by
38K [[ul 7 | D P ull7-,
where the constant K only appears from the Sobolev embedding. Furthermore, the other terms in the
first observation can be easily treated by the Sobolev embedding.
Gathering all things yields

d
e D Pullfs + < Ea(t) <o llullfe Bs(t),

d
1
when [Jul|%. < EAIAR and hence we conclude from the Gronwall’s inequality that
E,(t) <, efo 1ulke 4t g gy,
which complete the proof. O
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