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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF SOLUTIONS TO
A HIGHER-ORDER KDV-TYPE EQUATION
WITH CRITICAL NONLINEARITY

MAMORU OKAMOTO

ABSTRACT. We consider the Cauchy problem of the higher-order KdV-type
equation:

1

Oeu+ — [0 Opu = O (u™)

m
where m > 4. The nonlinearity is critical in the sense of long-time behavior.
Using the method of testing by wave packets, we prove that there exists a
unique global solution of the Cauchy problem satisfying the same time decay
estimate as that of linear solutions. Moreover, we divide the long-time behavior
of the solution into three distinct regions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy problem for the higher-order Korteweg-de Vries (KdV)
type equation

(L.1) D+ %|a$|m-1a$u — Ou(u™),
where u is a real valued function, |9,| = (—92)2, and m € Zs3. This equation
describes the propagation of nonlinear waves in a dispersive medium. In partic-
ular, (CI) with m = 3,5 are called the modified KdV (mKdV) and the modified
Kawahara equations, respectively.

If u is a solution to (LI)), then the total mass, the momentum, and the energy

are conserved:
/u(t,x)dx, /u(t,x)2dx,
R R

[ {om 0a" uttn)| = —quttam L
— |9z u(t,x)| — u(t, x T.
r [ 2m m+1

Local-in-time well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for (ILT]) follows from the same
argument as in [19] (see also [I7, I8, [4] and references therein). Owing to the
conserved quantities, the local-in-time solution can be extended to the global-in-
time one if the values of the initial data are small. Thus, it is of interest to obtain
the asymptotic behavior of solutions to (LIJ).

Date: October 2, 2018.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q53, 35B40.

Key words and phrases. higher-order KdV-type equation, asymptotic behavior, critical non-
linearity, self-similar solution.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.12367v1

2 M. OKAMOTO

Sidi et al. [27] studied the long-time behavior of solutions to the generalized
KdV equations

1
(1.2) Oru + =02 0pu = 0, (uP)
a

fora € R, a > 1, and p € Z>3. More precisely, they proved that when the initial
data values are small, the global-in-time solution scatters to a linear solution if & > 1
and p > atva-tia V‘32‘2+4°‘ + 1. Kenig et al. [18] improved the results in [27], that is the
scattering for small initial data values holds true if & > 1 and p > max(a+1, §+3).
Because there exists a blow up solution in some cases when initial data values are
large ([211 23]), the assumption of small initial data values is essential.

The asymptotic behavior for (I.2) with o = 3 has been studied by several re-
searchers (see [T} [7} [8, @] 28] 22 13, [5, B 2] and references therein). In particular,
p = 3 is critical in the sense of long-time behavior. In other words, while the so-
lutions scatter for p > 3, asymptotic behavior of the solution differs from that of
the linear solutions when p = 3. Moreover, Hayashi and Naumkin [I0, 12] showed
the criticality of the quartic derivative fourth-order nonlinear Schrédinger equation
(see also [111 [14]), which is related to (ILI)) with m = 4.

From these results, we expect that the nonlinearity of (L) is critical in the
sense of long-time behavior. However, there is a gap between the exponent of
nonlinearity in previous results and that to be critical in general. In this paper,
we study the asymptotic behavior of solutions to (LI for m > 4. Even though we
used u™ in (L)) in our study, the same asymptotic behavior is obtained for (L))
with short-range perturbations (see Remark [[3)).

To explain the critical phenomenon, we roughly derive the asymptotic behavior
of linear solutions for Schwartz initial data ug € S(R). Let U(t) denote the linear
propagator, i.e., U(t) := e~ =!%1" "% We note that, for t > 0, the linear solution
is written as follows:

Utyuo(o) =+ [ Qo (% @ =) i)y

where Qo is defined by Qo(y) = % fR ei(yg_%lglmflf)d& that is, Qg satisfies the
ordinary differential equation

m—1
Qo —yQo = 0.

a
dy
Sidi et al. [27] proved the following estimate for Qo:

d* Qo
dy*

m—2

)] 5 ==,

where (y) := (1+[y[?)2.
The Hamiltonian flow corresponding to the linear equation is given by

(z,6) = (z +tlgI" 71, ).

We expect that, for v > 0, solutions initially localized spatially near zero and at
frequencies near +¢&,, where £, := vﬁfl, travel along the ray T, := {& = vt}.
Hence, the linear solution U (t)uo(x) decays rapidly as ¢~z — —oo and oscillates
ast~wz — +oo. In particular, the stationary phase method shows that, as tmwr —
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400, there exists a constant ¢y such that
m—2 .
Ut uo(x) = cot ™= (t~ %) TR {55 (fﬁxﬁ) ews(t,w)} + error,

where the phase function is given by

m—1 1 m
1.3 t =t W= m—1 —
(13) Blt,2) i= Tt T[] 7

s
1 .

Moreover, in the self-similar region [t~ wz| < 1,
U(t)uo(x) = t_%Qo(t_%x) / uo(y)dy + error.
R

This observation implies that if |Jug||r2 + ||zuo||L2 < & then we have
m—2
‘Bfu(t)uo(:v” < at_%< _%x>ﬁ_m
for k=0,1,...,m—2. We expect that solutions to (II]) satisfy the same pointwise
estimates as linear solutions above when the initial data values are small. Then,

1 ! ! dt’
lu@®llc2 S llu(D)llL2 +e™~ / a2z -
1
Because the integral is not bounded by sup;s ||u(t)|/z2, we only expect that the
solution behaves like a linear solution up to t ~ exp(e~™*1). Especially, the as-
ymptotic behavior of the solution differs from that of linear solutions.

1.1. Main result. To state our results precisely, we introduce notation and func-
tion spaces. We denote the set of positive and negative real numbers by R, and
R_, respectively. We denote the usual Sobolev space by H*(R). For s € R, we
denote the weighted Sobolev spaces by ¥*(R) equipped with the norm || f]

[ fllers + [l f]l 2

Theorem 1.1. Let m > 4. Assume that the initial datum ug at time 0 satisfies

s 1=

||U0||E% S ek 1.

m—1

Then, there ezists a unique global solution u to (LI) withUd(—t)u € C(R; = (R))
satisfying the estimates

0 [ sy =Tt oku)|| s
fort > 1 and k = 0,1,...,m — 2. Moreover, we have the following asymptotic
behavior as t — +o0.

In the decaying region X~ (t) := {x € R_: t~w |z| = t(™=DeY where p := 1L
€), we have

In, the self-similar region X0(t) := {z € R: t~w|z| < tM=DeY there exists a solu-
tion Q@ = Q(y) to the nonlinear ordinary differential equation

1 1 2m—3
tﬁ<t_ﬁx>2<m*1>uH <e

L2x-() "~

tﬁ@_%@u‘

Leo(x= (1) ‘

m—1
(1.5) Q—yQ —mQ™ =0,

d
dy
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satisfying [|Q[|L= < € and
Hu(t) - t*%Q(t*%x)H < et~ w—(m=3)p,

1 1 1
)=t wQ(t ™ ‘ S et e (M=,
[utr — 2 Qu=a)| , . <€
In the oscillatory region X (t) := {z € Ry: t~w|z| > t™=DeY, there exists a
unique complez-valued function W satisfying W () = W(=&) and |W||ponrz S €
such that
2 1 1 m—2 1 1 .
ut) = —==t " m(t vz 72(74)3%{1/[/ (t_ﬁ T m*l) ew(t’m)} + errg,
() =~ t H () o

where the error, err,, satisfied the estimates

In the corresponding frequency region .%+(t) = {€ e Ry:tw|¢] = tm(mm 9}, we
have

3(m—2)

1 1 \m—24) m—2
tw (¢~ wgx)Tm=D err ‘

1 1
tzm (t~ wg)2m-Derr, <eg

L2x+) "~

oecerion *]
Lo (24 (1)

a(t,§) = W(€)ew"" + erre,
where the error, erre, satisfies
m—2

H (tﬁf)Terrg

t%(tﬁf)%ﬂerrg‘ <e

L2x+) ™

Loo (X (1)) ‘

As (L) has time reversal symmetry given by u(t,z) — u(—t, —x), we get the
corresponding asymptotic behavior as t — —oc.

Theorem [[LT] presents the leading asymptotic term not only in L°(R), but also
in L2(R). In addition, as with linear solutions, we divide the long-time behavior of
the solution to (I.I]) into three distinct regions. Moreover, Theorem (I.I]) says that
there is a difference between u and linear solutions in X°(t), while the leading term
of w in X1 (¢) behaves like a linear solution.

The regularity assumption ug € H W (R) needs to show the existence of a local-
in-time solution u with U(—t)u € C([-T,T);°(R)) (see Remark below). In
other words, regularity is no longer required in the proof of the global existence
and asymptotic behavior.

Remark 1.2. Because Q satisfies (LH), u(t,z) := t~wQ(t"wz) is a solution to
(L) with the initial datum u(0) = [, uo(x)dzdy, where §y denotes the Dirac delta
measure concentrated at the origin. Moreover, by (5.2) below, we can roughly state
that )
@) = u()llLew) S t™ "

If [, uo(x)dx = 0, then the self-similar solution vanishes, and the solution u to (L))
decays faster than tm Accordingly, the nonlinearity of (L)) is not critical in the
long-time behavior in this case.

Remark 1.3. Theorem (L)) is also true for short-range perturbations of the form
1
(1.6) Owu + a|3m|m_13mu =0, (u™ + F(u)),

where there exists a real number p > m such that F € C3(R) and

P pw)

< p—J
——F(u)| 5 [ul
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for j = 0,1,2,3. In fact, if ug € EFT?(R) with ||u0||2% < ¢, then there exists

a unique global solution u to (L6) with U(—t)u € C(R; EFT;I(R)) satisfying the
estimate ([4). Moreover, the global solution has the same asymptotic behavior as

in Theorem [[LI] as long as p = %(% — ¢) is replaced with p := %(% —a—e),
where a := max(W,O) < ﬁ For completeness, we briefly outline these

modifications in Appendix [Bl

1.2. Outline of the proof. We give an outline of the proof of Theorem [Tl Let
L denote the linear operator of (LI)):

1
L:= 0+ —|0.|™ '0,.
m
To obtain pointwise estimates of solutions, we use the “vector field”
T =Ul)aU(—t) =z — t]0,|™ .

However, J does not behave well with respect to the nonlinearity, so as in [7, 8] 5]
we instead work with

A = 9, (mtd, + 20, + 1).
Here, S := mtd; + 20, + 1 is the generator of the scaling transformation for (LTI):
(1.7) u(t, ) = Au(A"t, Ax)
for any A > 0. Moreover, S is related to £ and J as follows:
(1.8) S=mtL+J0,+ 1L

We introduce the norm with respect to the spatial variable as follows:
1
3

e 2 2
lu®llx i= (e nes + [Au(@)]2)
We note that

[uollx ~ lluoll  m=r + [lzuol| 2 ~ [luoll jm=r -

2m 2m

Well-posedness in X follows from a similar argument as in [19].

Proposition 1.4. Let m > 4. If ug € X'2n (R), then there exists a time T =
T(||u0||zné;1) > 0 and a unique solution u € C([-T,T); X) to (L) satisfying

sup lu(t)l|x < [luoll  m=1.
te[—T,T] xzm

Moreover, the flow map ug € % (R) — u € C([=T,T); X) is locally Lipschitz
continuous.

We give a proof of this well-posedness result in Appendix [Al
Remark 1.5. Because (L8) implies
(1.9) Ju = Au—mtd; 'Lu = Au — mtu™,

the regularity uy € H 5 (R) ensures Ju € C ([T, T]; L3(R)), which is equivalent
to U(—t)u € C ([-T,T]; 2°(R)).
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For initial data ug with ||u0||2n5771 < 1, we can find an existence time 7' > 1

and a unique solution u € C([-T,T]; X) to (II). Moreover, Proposition [[.4] says
that the existence of a global solution u € C(R; X) follows from the decay estimate
ive1}

Because (1)) is time reversal invariant, it suffices to consider the case t > 0. We
then make the bootstrap assumption that u satisfies the linear pointwise estimates:
there exists a constant D with 1 < D < ¢~ 2 such that

k+1

(1.10) H<t*%x>‘ﬁ+7ﬂ1ﬁ>afu(t)H < Det™ "%
LOO

forte[1,T]and k =0,1,...,m— 2.
In §2] under this assumption, for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we have the energy
estimate

sup [[u(t)|lx < Ce(T)7,
0<t<T

where C' is a constant independent of D and T. To complete the proof of global
existence, we need to close the bootstrap estimate (LI0]).

In §3l we prove decay estimates in L>°(R) and L?(R) that allow us to reduce
closing the bootstrap argument to considering the behavior of u along the ray T',.
We also observe that (LI0) holds true at ¢t = 1.

To close the bootstrap argument, we use the method of testing by wave packets
as in [Bl 6 [15], 25]. Here, a wave packet is an approximate solution localized in both
space and frequency on the scale of the uncertainty principle. Our main task in
§4lis to construct a wave packet U, (t,2) to the corresponding linear equation and
observe its properties. Here, to show that U, (¢, x) is a good approximate solution to
the linear solution, we use the fact that m is a natural number. Because ¥, (t, ) is
essentially frequency localized near &, = pweT (see Lemmal[4T]), the linear operator
L acts on ¥, as 9y +i(—i0d,)™. Hence, we can avoid applying the nonlocal operator
|0x| directly in the calculation of L¥,, (see ([A3])).

To observe decay of u along the ray I';,, we use the function

(1.11) ~(t,v) ::/Ru(t,:zr)\llv(t,:zr)dx.

In §4 we also prove that v is a reasonable approximation of u. We then reduce
closing the bootstrap estimate (LI0) to proving global bounds for ~.

In §5l we show that v is the leading asymptotic term of u in X (¢). Moreover,
we prove existence of a solution @ to (LH)).

1.3. Notation. We summarize the notation used throughout this paper. We set
Np := NU{0}. We denote the space of all rapidly decaying functions on R by S(R).
We define the Fourier transform of f by F[f] or f

In estimates, we use C to denote a positive constant that can change from line
to line. If C is absolute or depends only on parameters that are considered fixed,
then we often write X < Y, which means X < CY. When an implicit constant
depends on a parameter a, we sometimes write X <, Y. We define X < Y to
mean X < C71Y and X ~Y to mean C7'Y < X < CY. We write X =Y +0(Z)
when | X - Y| < Z.



ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR FOR A KDV-TYPE EQUATION 7

o L if [l <1,
Let o be a smooth even function with 0 < o <1 and o(§) = )
0, if |¢] > 2.

any R, Ri, Ro > 0 with R; < R, we set
o<r(§) =0 (%) , o>r(§) =1-0<r(§),
o<r(§) =0<r(8), o0=r(§)=1-0<r(§), 0or(§)=o0<r(§)—o<r(§),
ORi<<Ry(§) = 0<r,(§) —0<r (§), ORi<<R:(§) = 0<Rr,(§) — <R, (§)-
For any N, N1, N, € 2% with N1 < Na, we define
Pfi=F onfl, Py<<nfi=F on<<nfl.
We denote the characteristic function of an interval I by 1;. For N € 2%, we define

PErfi=F Y1g,f], Py :=P*Py.

2. ENERGY ESTIMATES
We show energy estimates for solutions u to (L)) under (I0I).

Lemma 2.1. Assume m > 4. Let u be a solution to (LT)) in a time interval [0,T]
satisfying
luol| m—1 <e<1
> 2m

and (LI0). Then,
lu(®)]x < &(t)",
where the implicit constant is independent of D, T, and €.

To treat the fractional derivatives, we use the Kato-Ponce commutator estimate
(see [16] 19)):

Lemma 2.2. For 0 < s < 1, we have

110:1°(F9) = f1021°gllL2 < [110x]° Fll 2llgll Lo

Proof of Lemmal[21l Because the desired bound for 0 <t < 1 follows from Propo-
sition [[L4l we consider the case t > 1.
Integration by parts yields

1
§3t||u(t)||%z = / Oz (u™)udx = 0.
R

By Lemma 2.2 and (I.I0), we have

1
o)
59

m—1 H

2
|8I| 2m u(t) 1

- m/ 10,5 0 (0,5 (™1 0pu)da
R

= [ 10,3 w0, 5 dyude + O (), s a1 P2 0,0~
R m

m(m m—1

- —1) m—2 s 2 m—1,-1 2
——T/Ru Bptt (|am| u) dx+0((Ds) t ||u(t)||Hmzr,“1)
S (De)™ M Hu(t)

m—1 .

2
[
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From [|0,|™710,, ] = m|d;|™ !, a simple calculation yields
[£,S]=mL, [S5,0.] = —0s,

which imply that for solutions w to (L.II)

(2.1) LAu = ;1S +m)Lu = mu™ ', Au.

From (Z1)), integration by parts, and (.10, we obtain

ooy = - =Y [ am20,u(a0ds S (D™ a3
R

From (De)™ ! < ¢, Gronwall’s inequality with the above estimates implies
[u@®x < 10]u(1)]|xt" < et O
We define the auxiliary space

lu@®)| 5 = | Tu(t)|| 2+t~

(t%0,) " u(t)

L
Lemma 2.3. Let u be a solution to (L) which satisfies ||u0||2n;;1 <e<k 1 and
(CI0). Then, fort > 1, we have

lu()llz S et
where the implicit constant is independent of D, T, and ¢

Proof. By (LI0), we see that

_m::2
e < et ([ cae [ (e Eel) T
|| <t || >t ™

— 14
Set™ Tam,

1
2

From (L9) and Lemma [ZT] we therefore have

1
[Tu®llz S 1Au(®)llzz + ¢ [[u™]] 2 S etz

~

We use a self-similar change of variables by defining

(2.2) U(t,y) :=twu(t, tmy).
A direct calculation shows
1 .1 1 1 _ 1
(23) AUy =t Su)tivy) = —t719, (At try)).
Hence, we have
(2.4) 0 [[@) Uy S 17 3 |Au(t) |z S et ™t 5
Y

By integrating this with respect to ¢, we have
l@) U], se

From [[(9,)~'U(1)]] 5 = t==

(tw 8z>*1u(t)HL2, we obtain the desired bound. O
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Remark 2.4. The estimate |lu(t)||¢ < € for 0 < ¢ < 1 holds true. Indeed, by
Proposition [[.4] Remark [[.3] and a sufficiently small value of € > 0, we have

sup flu(t)llg < sup ([[Au(®)|[z2 + [[u(®)™z2 + [Ju(®)][z2)
0<t<1 0<t<1

S osup (flu(®)llx + [[u@®)]%)
0<t<1

<e.

3. DECAY ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove a number of estimates for u without assuming (I0).
We divide u into two parts on which J acts hyperbolically and elliptically. For
simplicity, we use the following notation:

uy ‘= Pyu, ut = Piu, u} = P]J\?u.

Since Jun = Pn(Ju) +iF 0¢ont] and u is real valued, we have

(3.1) ||u<t>||;(~(Hu<t%<t>H;+ > ||UE(U||§2>§’ Uy = )L U

Ne2Z1 Ne2Z1
N>t~ m N<t™w
Fort>1and N > t’ﬁ, we define the hyperbolic and elliptic parts of u} as follows:

hyp,+ . _hyp_+ ell,+ _ + hyp,+
Uy =oN Uy, Uy = Uy — Uy

where oWP(t, z) = O1ynm-1<.<pnm-1(T)1r, (z) and k := 22™F3. This large con-
stant  is needed to show (B:6) in Lemma B.3] below. Moreover, we define

upt — Z ulﬁ’p&’ Wl = 4 — Q&tuhyp"".
Ne2Z1
N>t~ w
We note that «™P+ is supported in {z € Ry:t wz > L}. For (t,z) € R? with
t*ﬁ|x| > %, the number of dyadic numbers N € 27 satisfying %tN““l <|z| <

2kt N™=1 is less than 10. Hence, u™PF (¢, z) is a finite sum of u"Y** (¢, 2)’s.
hyp,+ ell,+

The functions uy and uy,’" are essentially localized at frequency N in the
following sense: For any a > 0, b € R, and ¢ > 0,
hyp,+ _azb [ 1 ¢
32) (1= Phecon) 0al* (J2Pui™ )| | Sae ™ (1553) llunlre
11,4 —a (1 N\ T€
(3.3) [(1=Pie o) el ui | Saen 75 (15 N) e,
(3.4)
b 1,4+ _a=b [ 1 -
(1= PE e con) 10217 (a0 g @05 ) | Soe 0 (58) flun o

These estimates are consequences of the following lemma (see, for example, [24 25]):

Lemma 3.1. For2 <p< oo, any a, b, c € R with a >0 and a+ ¢ > 0, and any
R > 0, we have

—ct+i—L p—atb—c
[(1=Piccon) a1l onPE D, Soe NoH3BRZHUPY e
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Moreover, we may replace or on the left hand side by osr if a+c > b+ 1 and by
o<r ifa+c>0andb=0.

3.1. Frequency localized estimates. Since
ju"' = (,’E — t(—z@m)m_l) U+,

by factorizing out the term x — t£&™~1, we define

1 . 1 m—2— ] . 1 J
= |x| =T 4+ itm-10,, E || ™= (—ztmfl Bw)
These operators are useful in our analysis.

We begin with the following preliminary observation.

Lemma 3.2. Let a be a real number and let g be a (C-valued) smooth function
supported in Ry or R_. For any integer k > 0, the following equations hold:

k
o oS o at 2
R [ el g0 Tgids = S 05E, [ [lel 0 )| d,
R4 =1 R4
R el o B = g [t okt a
R4 R4
a a _ _1_ 2
s/R 2| g ()02 g () dw—ZD% “/xsw-lz ok ] (o))" de,
+

3 [ lelto@)o2at) dw—ZDm/ﬁyf[wf

“1g) (&) de.

where Cgli and D,‘:li are real constants depending on a, k, and . In particular,
a,*  pa,* _ k
Coko = Daie—10 = (1)~

Proof. For k =1, integration by parts yields

a—1 2
2l 7 g(w)| da,

— a
R |z|*g(2)0rg(x)dx = F5 /
R4 Ry
R |2*g(2)07g(x)dx
Ry

=-R [ (l2]"0:9(2) + al2| " g(2)) Oug(2)dx

Ry

= /‘|x|2|8wg ’dw—i—la(a—l)/ ‘|x|%7lg(:v)’2dx.
Ry
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Similarly, we have

3 / 2] g(2)Brg@)dz = S / 2]% g(2)2, (|- 39) (@)dx
Ry

—— [ ¢|F[I-134] (O] d,

R
o~

3 [ lalg()PEg@de = =3 [ (el Dug(o) + alal"g(2) Drglalde
R4 Ry

—ta [ |7 |15 0] (O ac

Hence, the equations hold when k = 1 with Cfli
za(a—1), Di’gt = —1, and Dgli = +a.

Next, we assume that these equalities hold up to k& — 1. Integration by parts
yields

_ a a,+ a,+
= Fg, O3 = -1, Oy

R Ja|g(x)0 g(x)da
Ry

=-R |a:|“8mg(a:)8£(k71)71ﬁzg(az)daz:Fa%

2" ()02 Vg (2)da
Ryt

Ryt
k—1 — 2
—— S cnEy [ [l o )] ds
=1 R
k-1 . 9
oy Cxlss [ |l o )| o
1=0 Ry
k—1 » 5
£ -1+ atl g k-1
:Z(_Cgk—S,l:FaO;k—Zl—l)/R lz| > 0, g(l‘)’ dx
=1 +

at

#kg(o)| do,

||

a—1,%+
FaCy 5 r /R

R [ |z"g(2)03Fg(x)dx
Ry

+

=R [ |2%0.9(2)02" Vo, g(x)dz FaR [ |z g(x)02 g(x)dx

Ry

Ry
k—1 5
—- ety [ |lelt 0k (o) do
1=0 Ry
k 2
ey / 2] 05 g] (2)| de
=1 +

=+ e 2 -1,+ a_ 2
= _C;kfz,o/R ‘|x|28§g(:§)’ dw$ac§kfl,k‘/R ‘|x|2 kg(w)‘ dx
+

+

k—1
= —1,+ a_ ] ak— 2
+Z(—C§k,21l1acgkjlyl)/R x| 10 g )| dv.
=1

+
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Hence, by setting

cot_ [O8E FaCi S =120 k-,
2%—1,1 FaCo 1;; N =k
a,t .
N CZk 2,07 - ifl=0,
Coint = Coi- 213Facgk i =12, k-1,
$a02k 1,k if Il =k,

we obtain the equations for the real part. Similarly, by setting

2k 3,00 ifl=0
a,® . a—1,%t .
ngflﬁl = 2/€ 3l:FaD2k_27l, lfl:1,2,...,l€—2,
:F“D% 2,k—17 ifl=kr-1,

a—1,+ .
ot _ ) D5c o FaDy o ifl=12,. k-1,
o :FaD%—lik—lv ifl =k,

we obtaln the equations for the imaginary part. From the recurrence relations with

02 o = DY’ = 1, we have C;ﬁ) = Dgl’il,o = (=1)k. O
We show the frequency localized estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Fort>1 and N > t’ﬁ, we have

(3.5) | (lo135 + 7= vm2) 2oy ()| | S llun (@),

S llun (@)l £

(3.6) H(|:c| N )|

Proof. Set f:= Jy uhyp’ . We apply Lemma [3.2] to obtain

m—2
J m—2—j .
1T f1132 - Z | fo) "= 0
m— S —
—2Y} %/ PO |2 2 5 ()00 f (2 da
0
m—3 _ —
=2 Z i (—1)516‘“71 |x|2*2ﬁ 2 5]f(x)(9i+kf(;v)d:v
j=0 1<k<m—2—; "R
k: even
+ 2 Z S/ L 2J+k+2 8Jf($)8%+kf(x)d$
j=0 1<k<m-2—; VR
k: odd
k
m—3 b3 5 )
2 J+k+ _ 2j+kt2 k_ 2
SED DD DR O/ TSl A AR (O
§=0 1<k<m—2—j I=0 R
k: even
m—3 =

2j+k+2 )
—Tmoi ,+t2"{ir’f
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2j4k+2

x /R 3 yf (|- %=5 —lai“*?‘lf} (5)\2 dz

m—3 LI speta ik 2
=% T S [ EE e w
=0 1<k<m—2—j i=1 R
k: even
o3 2tk 1_2ithkt2 iy k=1 2
- 5 [ jalr T ] o w
j=0 1<k<m—2—j R
k- odd

2k—1
2 ) S k— 2

N Ztat’;/|§|‘f[|_P-—émt?-zay%—lf} | dz)_
=1 R

Here, (82) yields that for j > 1

_ 2j4+k42

kL 2
2w gt lf(x)\ de

2 +k+2 kg
< (Nm 1)2 2 2l||6]+ j—i—uhyp’-‘r”%z
2
2(1—1)— 2 — k—21 hyp,
S(tNm)( T (N2J+ i HPN< <2N«7+u yP HLz
+5-1 hyp>+ 2
+[| (1= Pe o) 887 i
S EN™POONT2 lun |72 + N 72 lun |72
S N2 [lun]|Ze,
j 2j+k+2 s 2
tifj)f/|§| ’]—‘ [| 1_2](m D) _lai"' 3 lf} (f)‘ dx
+ 72]+k+2 1 J+ _ hyp,+ 2
BN (B )
1 _2j+k+2 g gy k-1 g 2
+tm (1_P;<<2N> |(91|2 (lxll 2(m—1) l@i 3 j_i_u]]i\?’Pri-)‘Lz

S EN™)2O DN 2 lun |2, + N 72 un |2
< N2 luylf2e.

Similarly, we get

el Ol (N A © do
R_

<tm 1

j+k i k—1 2
A G A

L2
< N72|lun 7.

Hence, we have

pwiT || m2d o

m—2
(3.7) -1l 2 3 |

2
-2 2
= N
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On the other hand, because
(T- TP ) (@) = (x ~ tioe ) ulyP ()

Slews oS Qe

k=0
(= t=i02)" ") u‘;vypi = Ju™ =t (i)™ = (0" W,
B2) and tN™ > 1 yield

m—27—1

R T S

j=1 k=0

__mJj_ h
|fI:|1 m—1 +ka’;u1\¥p’+‘

L2

m—2j—1

ST F Iz + Y Y EN™ TNy 2 + N7 uwl| 2
j=1 k=0

S lun (@)%
Combining this with ([87), we obtain ([B.5]).
For the elliptic bound, we decompose uell’+ into three parts

e11+ ell,+ ell,+ ell,+
N —0'<1 tNm— 1’LLN +01tNm le.crtNw— 1’LLN +0—>ntNm IUN .

We observe that the equation

102
(38)  laflZa + [H0u ][ = 1T 12 + 2/ ta ()
R
holds for any smooth function f and odd m. Similarly, for even m,

x|0z|2 f + [[t]0x|™F2 = ||J0z|2 f +2 t;v
L2 L2 L2

‘ 2

m

2 ()| de

‘ 2

holds for any smooth function f.
In what follows, we only consider the case when m is even, because the case when
m is odd can be similarly handled.

Since [z,02 710, 73] = —(B +1)07 |0.]"% — 207 7?10, % and x = 22m+3,

B4) implies

/tw
R

2 m
S —N_m+l H!'Eaf + (0->m§N‘“ 1’LL?\]]1 +(t))‘
K
4 m—
K

m 2
myy
0z (O’>KtNm 1u1\1,1 +) (t,x)‘ dx

2

L2
2

L2
2

—m+1 || 5% ell,+
+ON ‘a; oz (1)
2m—+1 2

3 1+
< T 2 U t
< = [[#l0ul? (osmernru )]

2

—m+1 +
L CON™ H(l—P%S'QN)
+ CN|lun(t)||32

1 3 2
<3 H;v|81|3 (amNm luj\lfw(t))HLz + CON|lun(t)]2:.

1 3
(2102 Boswemmrus @) ||
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. o ell,+ .
Taking f = o> ,nm-1ufy " in ([39), we have
3 ell,+
2101} (2w 10 (1)) |

3 1
S [710:1% (opinmufd @), + N s @z,

L2

which shows

11,
HxUZNtNm—IU?V +(t)} 12 5 ||’U,N(t)||)?-

By (B3]), we have

/tw
R

2 m
=t Hta; o (US%tNmflu‘j@”(t))‘

2
-4 1,
07 (0‘<ltNm—1u?v +) (t,x)‘ dx
— K

2

IN

L2
2

INA
g,
Z+

1 11,4+
§~§2Nt|8m|m+2 (US%tNm*lu?v (t))‘ L2

miq 1l
1= P o )10 (0csim 0+ (1)

2 =

2

L2
1 1 2
< < [H0:m (o s u O], + ONNun ]2

: 4+
Taking f = 0.1, ym1ufy’ ' in B3), we have

).

3 1
< [[710:1% (o< ponmsuid @), + NE Jun @)l e.
which shows that

[t10:1m 7 (o< pivnruit )]

/t:z:
R

. L4 .
taking f = altNm71<_<mNm71u?V’+ in (39), we have

Ht|am|m+% (US%,&N‘Huyyﬁ(t)
t

< _
L Sl

From

341 el + ?
Oy Orinmtc.cmnm—1(@)uy " (t,z)])| dz <0,

N gm0, S Tin Ol -

3.2. Decay estimates in L?(R) and L>(R). First, by summing up the frequency
localized estimates, we show the L2-estimates.

Corollary 3.4. Fort > 1, we have

m—2 k
(3.10) ‘tr’f.fll |x|—4';kf11+laiuhyp,+H L S lu@®l 5,
L
k=0 1=0
m—2 2
k —m
(3.11) [ ak et B O P
L
k=0
e k+1 k
AL —L \—GEg+1gk ell
(3.12) | w0k | S a5
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Proof. By (31) and [3.2]), we have
m—2 k
O G
k=0 1=0 L
m-2 k k+1 kE+1 2 %
m
SYY X [yt
k=0 =0 Ne2?
N>t"wm
m-2 k k+1 k:+1
m Lol hyp,
.2 D (1 _P%sszzv)t‘“’l o]~ =T O prrHLz
k=0 I=0 Neo?
N>t w
m—-2 k 2 %
_ _ —1)i— hyp,+
< Z Z R+ —mkA(m—1)l 1835”]3’13 (t)Hp —|—||u(t)||)?
k=0 =0 Ne2?
N>t~ w
S lu®lx
We use (31, (32), and (33) to obtain
m—2
\ 7T 2| mj+uhyv>+\ ,
k=0
1
m—2 2
Y X et =Rk
k=0 \ Ne2” e
N>t~
m—2
3 Y (1 Pyccan ) Tl OE TP )|
k=0 Ne2”
N>t~ w
S lu®)ll 5
This gives BI1) with & = 0. For k£ > 1, because
j+8§uhyp’+
k komys it (k—1)+1 (k141
—m — m
:85 (j_i_uhypy'i‘)_i_t ﬁ|x|ﬁ ZCth et |$|_ -Hal hyp»-i-

the estimate (BIT]) follows from (&3 and BI0).

For the elliptic bound, we note that

(3.13) uel!

_ E : ell,+
= u§t7% + 2R Uy -
Ne2”
N>t~ w
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We use (31), 33), and (3.6) to obtain

m—2 2
L ktl
st gl + > (S (BN )
L2 <t m L2
k=0 Ne2?t

_ 1
N>t m

11,
(1 - Pﬂg-g2N) puy +‘

3

|
N
ol

kE+1
£ gy

>
Il
=)

m—2
LY
k=0

2 2
Ne2? L
N>t~ w
S llu@®) 5

From tﬁ|x|_ﬁ+lN’“ <z| +tN™ ! and B4), we have

k

w7 e A ell,-‘r‘ < 7kH m—1 k ell,—i—‘
5 e SN (el Nt ey @t
S [l + evm st | w2 e,
Because
et ||~ w1 gk < 42| gk
[ LQ(IzIZt%)Ntm Tt L2(|a|>tm )
1
SHJUSt,% +tw u§t7% 1
S lle@l %,

by BGI), B4), and (3.6), we obtain

— ell,
§||U(t)||5(+< S el vty

£ (¢ wal) T m ket

1
L2(Ja|2tw)

1
2 \°? .
) + D0 TN e

NE2Z1 Ne2Z1
N>t~ m N>t"w
kt1 1 __k 11,+
£ 3 |1 Prccan) £ Flal)y T 0 @pabust |
Ne2?
N>t~ m
S lu@®)l 5 0

Second, we show the pointwise decay estimates.

Proposition 3.5. Fort>1 and k=0,1,...,m — 2, we have

(3.14) E (R ) TR gl (1,2) | S € ()l
(3.15) VR wa) TR k4, a)| S A () 5.

Proof. The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

IS NFIZ 102 1 22
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with f = e’i¢u}13’p’+, Oy (e 1yyPt) = —itiﬁefiqb‘%ruhyp*, Lemma B3] and
B2) imply
k+1

= <f%x>*ﬁ+—2ﬁuj>8§u}]‘vyp’+(t,x)}

St"ﬁl

k, hyp,+
Ha””u]\?,p (t)HLw
l

< ¢ N

m2_—3m41 m'§ ’

Hj 8k hprr()

L2
_L 1
= [N~ lun ()] 3

L
e Jut)] %-

tw=T N™2.7, bR (1)

1
2 1
Lt () 5

A

Because u"PF (¢, 2) is a finite sum of uYPT (¢, 2)’s, this yields the desired hyper-

bolic bound BI4]).
Next, we show the elliptic bound. First, we consider the low frequency part. For
|z| < tw, Bernstein’s inequality implies

k41 _ 2m -3
tTm <t7%$> m— 1+2(:: 1)ak

u

1
<t~ w

(t,2)| S 1o

L
St u(t)ll g
Similarly, for |z| > t=, we have

k+1, 1 _k_4 2wm-3
‘t m(tT W) T 2(m71>a§u§t7%(t I)‘

Sitw x@fuq,; (t)H
> m L
<t 2m jugt 1 (t)HLQ + t2m u§t7% (t)‘ L
L
St u(t)ll g

Second, we consider the high frequency part. For |z| < tw, the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality and (3.3)) yield

< Tm x>7ﬁ+22($:?) 85’(1,%1’4»(157 CE)}

k+1
gtTNk‘

uR ()|, + 7 N) 2 ()]

— R yhom HtNm_lu?\lfl’Jr(t,x)HLz ot (0 N) 2 un (8] 2.

Thus, by 3.4, we have

S ) TR kg (4 0)| S T u()
Ne2?
N>t~

For |z| > tw, there exists M € 2% such that

uS (b x) = oppgme (@)Ul T (E ).
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Then, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Lemma [B]lead to

2m—1

< t 2m MQ'“ =k ‘O'tMmfl(fE)ak ell+(t fE)‘
SEE M NS o (@) (1)
L

2m-—3

4R N P R ax (1, tN]Wmfl)_2 [un ()] 22

Hence, we have

S [ da R ot 1,
Ne2”
N>t m
DV N
1NezZ "
t~m <N<M
N Z ok 2 HtNmflu?\lflr‘r(t)‘ . +f%||u(t)||)~(
Ne2”
N>M
_ 1
S o fu(t) - H

Remark 3.6. For t > 1, the estimate

ERE R () TR I Ol ()| S ) e + 7 ()¢
holds true. Indeed, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (8.2]), and B3] yield

ky 3 1k _, m-2 h
tm+4m <t '“ZZ?> m—1+2(m—1)8§u]\}’p’+(t,x)‘

2m—1

< 3% okulyr (o)
L oo
1
< (AR AP (1) HJ EuP (1))
L2
1 m—2 _ 3 _ 1
S un (0172 |77 NPTy T @)+ )5

_1
S llu®)llpe + 72 lu®)]| -
Accordingly, by combining this estimate with ([BI5) and Remark 24 we obtain
T4 at t = 1.
4. WAVE PACKETS

4.1. Construction of wave packets. Let ¢t > 1. Setting

1 m—1

(4.1) A=t by D =t w(t ™ v)_z’g::‘—j),

we define, for v > o

W, (t,z) == x (Mz — vt)) )
where x is a smooth function with supp xy C [~1, 1] and fR z)dz = 1, and ¢ is

_5’2

defined by (3. The spatial support of ¥, is included in [4, %vt].
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We show that W, (¢, x) is essentially localized at frequency &, := v¥T in the
following sense:

Lemma 4.1. Fort>1 and v > t*mTTl, we have

1 _ _ em
]:[\I/’U](t’g) = m)\ 1X1 (A 1(5 _g'u) g ) ’
where x1(-, @) € S(R) satisfies
(4.2) sup iup! OFOlx1(C )| S

for any k,l € Ng. Moreover, there exists a constant C7 > 0 such that for any o > 1,

Cl

(4.3) x1(¢, a)d¢ — 1‘ <
R

Proof. From Taylor’s theorem, we can write for x > 0
(t, )

— (¢, 0t) + Do (t, v) (z — vt) + %aﬁ (t, vt) (@ — vt)? + /

vt

Mz —vt)2 +R ()\(x — vt), )\_1&,) ,

T o\2
M@b(t,y)dy

1
=7+ mTtg;j* + €z —vt) +

2(m—1)
where

2m—3

m-—2 23 ! z T m—1
=072 F [ 1—9)2 (02 +1 do.
R(z ) 2(m—1)2a/0( ) ( ot )

We note that R(z, «) is well-defined provided that z > —a. By a change of variables
using z = A(x — vt), we have

FlWu](t,€)

26y (N(x — vt))e' ) dy:

\/271'/
m— m 1 . —1 i 2, - —1
1T Lemitomeer o) L [ i ) gamn P HREA T ) (g
Var Jr

[y

= \/m)\_lxl (A_l(é. - 5’0) g ) ma

where

m—1

em i’ (1)¢m T pleamen iR ) ) ¢),

x1(G; @) = (1 =)

By definition, x1(-, @) € S(R) for o > 1. From the Fresnel integrals,

. — - 2
(1—2')\/22/61(77+ )y
R
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holds for any z,( € R. Accordingly, we have

Flemmm = HiRGa), ) ¢)

-m— 1 - m— z 3
= e_lTlc2 E / eZTl(C_ m71)2+7'R(Z7a)X(Z)dZ
% R
1 2 —m—1;02 1 *{ﬁ“\/ﬁﬁ((*%)) iR(z,a)
=75\ -¢ ° Nr: e m=17) et Yy (2)dndz
— 1 ™ ™ JR JR

1 2 m—1 . i i N 2
- '\/jeTlujz / efmze*l\/mn()@ <_\/:77, a> dn,
—1 ™ R m—1

xa2(-, @) == XeiR("a) € S(R)

for a > 1. Hence, we can write

(4.4)

m—1 /2 i gm-3m)m-i —mtit2 _gm=12 o -
x1(¢, @) = T\/;emz“’ (7)¢ /e 2 MG (), ) dy.
R

where

As xa(, @) € S(R), ex X (7)™ ™™ 2 4 (%(Qm*), and
(4.5) sup sup |(n)* 0! X2 (n, )| Sk 1,
a>1neR

we obtain

«

/R i(C.)de = VETG(0,a) + O (1) |

Because efi(*®) =14+ O(1) for |z| < 1 and & > 1, we have

Va0 = |

R

Finally, [@2]) follows from (@4]) and [@3). O

For v > t_mT71, we define the nearest dyadic number to &, by N, € 2%. Then,
& < N, < 2¢, holds.
Integration by parts with (£2) yields

x(2)efENdz =140 (l) .
a

a m— 7l
‘(1 - P%SQM) |8$|“\I!U(t,:1c)‘ St ™ (tTlv> min(1, x|~ tv)?
for any a,l > 0, which implies
a 1—a m—1 —c
(4.6) H(l - P@sszm) 19| W”(t)HLl Saet (t " U)

for v > t="%" and any a,c > 0.
Next, we show that W, is a good approximate solution for the linear equation.
We begin with the following preliminary observation. Set

for j e N.
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Lemma 4.2. Let f be a smooth function. For any j € N, we have

(47) f(m) Z O(J) flz Hf(kl

keS;

1, ifl =0,
f(l) ::{d’f .

Tar,  Otherwise,

and C,gj) is a constant depending on j € N, k € S;. In particular,

_ (4) _(J
n=1 0(31 1,2) = <2>

Proof. A direct calculation shows

d f(@) _ f(z) ¢ d? F(x) _ _f(@) (102 "
d.’IJe =¢ f ($)7 d$2e =e€ (f (.I) +f (I))v
d3
@ef(m) = ef(m) (f/($)3 + 3f/(iE)fN(I) + fm(I)) )

Hence, we have

O _ 2 _ ~2 (3) B3 _ B3 _
(4.8) 0(1) = C(l,l) = C( =C (a1 = 0(01073) =1, O(o 12) =3
We assume that (7)) holds up to j — 1. Because
@t
da:J
— i Z C .7 1) f H f ]i}l :L,
dx
keS;_1
j7
1—1 x n
= 2 ol ’(f’(x) [[r@+ > ][ >>
keS;—1 =1 ne{l,...,j—1} I#n
Ky #0
the constants C,(Cj ) are determined by C,(Cj Y which shows @0.
In particular, the following recurrence equations hold true:
() (5-1) ) (3-1) : G-1)
. 1)—O(f ..... iy Cion,n —0(81 )+(J_1)OJ .....

By ([&8), we obtain C'(Jﬁ)___yl) =1and C((g,)l,...,l,z) = <%>

Set
S;- =5\ {(1,..., D}, S;-’ = S; \ {(0,1,...,1,2)}.
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Lemma and ;¢ = — L (0,9)™ yield

(at + i(—iam)m) U, (t, )

t
S —; T et + idspxet®
' ' - —1 |
+ %(—i)m{xag‘ (") + mA 9Tt (') + %)\2)(//5;1—2 (")

m(m—1)(m—2) pll
— /\3 /l/am 3 wﬁ A j (m J)(i)_] ip
+ . + Jgo ( ) ( )

t
— x+v — e + i pxe’®

N %x{@@m i (‘;‘) 00" 26+ (—)™ 3 ™ H (i¢) <’ﬂ>}

keSy,

" Ax’{(am)m-l ~i (M) ) @

LY gD H (i9) <kl>}

kesSy

- i”‘T‘lvx"{@m)m-Q ~i ("5 %) @ormats

Y e H (i0) <kl>}

kes”

m—2

m—3
. WAgxw{(azd))mB‘ + (_i)me Z Olgm—3) ZI;II (i¢)(kl)}ei¢

kesS!

m—3

J
— ot —1 m— m—
- {am <%X> Bl i, (143

o D= 2) s, (). rtary) - D) gty

-
6 12
7; m
+ (=) " 3 M o) ) + (=t Y C‘“)Hms (k1)
keS!, 1=1 kESY
m—1 2421 m-—2) (k)
—i— (=)™ =Xy ke; C H (i)™

m—2

BuSDLSLILS NS O,Em‘3)nﬁ3(i¢)(’”)

6
keS! =1

m—3
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—4 J
G g e o)
keS; =1
i

e e -
= 0.+ 0 () T X (A = 1)),
where
N x _ vt m—
X(t) =2 o) - T RIEY O — )
_ %6('11_2))\315% |x|"‘_:1XN()\(33 —ut))

and X is a nonnegative continuous function supported in [—%, %] Therefore, we
obtain the following:

et
(49) (LP,)(t, x) =0 X+ — (|8 ™10, — i(—i0,)™) P~ W, (¢, x)

+0 (fl(tTlv)*%X(A(x - vt))) .

Because X has the same localization as x, the first term on the right hand side of
(@9 is essentially localized at frequency §,. For the sake of completeness, we give
a proof here, although the proof is similar to that of Lemma F1]

Lemma 4.3. Fort>1 and v > = and any a,c > 0, we have
a( ip~ lma ( m-1 7€
(4.10) H(I—P;?U< B ICARC ¢X>HL1 Sae 55 (150)

Proof. We write
X(t, z) := Xo(AMz — vt), \vt),
where

m — 1 m— m—
Sx(z) i —a Rz ol R (2)

2 2

~ (m—-1)(m— 2)a 2(m-2)
6

The same calculation as in the proof of Lemma [£1] yields

. 1 v 1pem
f[elcé)ﬂ(t,f) = \/m)ﬁlxl ()\*1(5 _&})7)\71&)) o~ wité 7

Xo(z, ) :=

e+ ol FEX(2),

where

Ru(C) 1= (1= i)y et (T e SR 5 )]0,

Since Xo(+, @) € S(R) for o > 1, we have

sgliiupK YOLX1(C, )| Sk 1.

From [¢€ — &,| > 5v provided that £ ¢ [N 4N,], integration by parts yields

—1
a( ip~ _a ( m-1 . —
(1= Ph oy ) 0170 @)] St (5 0)  min(L, 2]~ 0)?,

which implies the desired bound. (|
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4.2. Testing by wave packets. Let Cy > 0 be the constant appearing in (£2)
with £k =2 and [ = 0, that is,

supsup |[(¢)*x1(¢, )| < Cs.
a>1CeR

For ¢t > 1, we define

Q(t) := {v eRy:v>Cht™ e },

where

2(m—1)

(4.11) Coi=(2(C1+Ca+1) =

Here, C4 is the constant appearing in ([@3]). The large constant C. is needed to
show the pointwise estimate (£I3]) in the frequency space.

We observe that the output (¢, v) defined by (ILII) is a “good” approximation
of u for v € Q(¢).

Proposition 4.4. Fort>1 and k=0,1,...,m — 2, we have the bounds
(4.12) OFut(t,vt) = iF A w1 eV (¢ v) + Ry(t,v),

where Ry, is a function satisfying

k+1 , m—1 __k 3(m—2)
m—1 +

t= (7= ) =D Ry (t,v)

Lz (Q()

m—1

et )

t%—‘r%(t

Moreover, in the frequency space, we have
(4.13) U(t, &) = vm — Le™ w0 4(t,0) + Re(t,v),

where R¢ s a function satisfying

L3(Q(#)

H(t“‘T*lv)—q‘:\j) RN’U)H <t ()] 5,

Lz Q)

m—1 -
Ht o Rg(t,’l))‘ St lu)] -

L3(Q(®))

Proof. First, we show that

(4.14)

TG /Rf(t,x)x()\(:v —ot))dx

< t,- 1

holds true. By a change of variables using z = A\(x — vt),

L.H.S. of @Id) = t*

/ ! (t, ETECE P vt) x(z)dz
R

L3 (1)) '
Setting v = tEyan 2 4 vt, we note that
1 m—1 m—1 . m
1wy = t?v{l + (™ v) =D z} >1,
dv
dv

m—2

:zs{1+m

m—1 m t
t m T 2(m—1) }> -,
DR
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for v € Q(t) and |z| < 1. Then, we have

d
L3 (@) x(=)dz

L.H.S. of @14) < t2 / Hf (t,tévﬂ‘j)z—i—vt)‘
R

< .

Second, we show that u in the definition of ~ is replaced with "™+ up to error
terms;

(4.15) ik)\vﬁw(t,v) v / uYPr (¢, )W, (¢, 2)dx + Ri(t,v).
R

In fact, Proposition B and (6] imply

— m—1
(@16) | [ W@ Calde] < full= [P0 0] 1 S T 0w (o) 5.
Moreover, (B.15) yields

ell 1wt 2m-—3_
‘ u (t,I)\IJU(t,.I)dI“ 5 A (t m ’U) 2(m—1)
R

| % ) 55 et
Lco
1

m— —1 1
St o)z u(t)] 5

~

In addition, by (£I4) and (BI2), we have

/ ul(t, 2) W, (t, x)dx
R

< ¢
L3(0(t))

(ROl

L2([tw ,00))

-2

m _ m—2 ell
2m H<t m{L‘> 2(m—1) q (t)‘

<t~

~

L2
m—1

—_m—1 L
S u(t) 5

m k. wm—2 .
Hence, from Mw-1 =t~ 5 (t"="v) @1 2m-0 | we obtain ([@I5).
Third, we observe that the equation

(4.17) FAvweT Ty(t,v) /8’“ WPt (¢ )W, (t, x)dx + Ri(t,v).
holds true. We note that
uYP (8 )W (t,x) = — iv_ﬁ(?wuhyp""(t, :E)m
—itwT (afﬁ —(vt)™m )8 uYPE (8, )W, (1, v)
Tt T w9, (uP e ) (¢, 1)y (Ma — vt).
Here, (B.14) yields

= /tT (x*T — (vt)"w )ak BYPF (¢ )T (2, ) d
R

v wm—1

<t (¢ ) n/\ak bpet (1, )X (A(x — t))| da

m—1 (1 1
S (o) e lu(t)] £ -
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By (@I4)) and BI0), we have

k—1

v wet / et (x_ﬁ - (vt)_ﬁ) ORuMPF (¢, 1), (t, x)dx
R

L3(Q®)

St

e / OFuMPF (¢, 2)x( Nz — vt))dx
R L3(Q®)

T — k41
m—1
(_) aﬂl:uhypﬂr

<473
~ t

2
Lz
m—1

— _ L
St u()| 5

Moreover, (BI1) implies

v TET [ w0, (7 90kMT) (4 e\ - vt))ds
R

k—m+42
m—1 jJrafthPHr ‘

< 17 (1) A ]

L2

m—1 3m—

S (% 0) () ¢

and

T / twr e w10, (e kU (8 @) (A — vt))da
& L3(Q(t)

3m—2

< H(tmnflv)*um—l)

1
Y Hll =
P e IO E

~

m—1 1

St e fu(t)]| 5

These estimates and (EI5]) show (@IT).
We are now in position to prove {@I12). We set wy(t,z) := e~ L2 gkybypt (¢ ).

By (B12), (B.15), and [@I7), we have

Okut(t,vt) — FAvwT etV (¢ )

= OFuPYP (¢t ut) — Aet? (VD) / ORubYPH (t )W, (¢, v)dx + Ry (t,v)
R
= ei¢(t’”t)A/ (wi(t,vt) — wi(t, x)) x(AN(z — vt))dz + R (t,v).
R
With a change of variables using z = A(z — vt) and ([B.I1]), we see that
/ |(wg (¢, vt) — wi(t, 2)) x(A(x — vt))| dx
i

<At /]R |(wr(t,vt) — we(t, A" 2+ vt)) x(2)| dz

1
- ,\—2/ / Bywi (t, vt + (1 — O)A""2)d0 - 2x(2)| d=
R 1J0
St (1) T o okt )|

k m—1

Kk _k ___m—2 _ 1
Stow (T o) mT T e fu(t) -

~

From (4], we obtain the L*°-estimate in ([@.I12]).
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A change of variables usingz = A(z — vt) and v = vt + (1 — )A "1z, and BII)
give

m—1

™ U)_%+2(r:;21) )\/ |wg (¢, vt) — wi (¢, ) |[x(A(z — vt))dx

3m2—6m41
< t 2m(m-—1)

k— m+2
< tmfl 2m

v (T 0kuhyP ) (¢,9)

t§+%(t

L3(Q(1))

_ k- m+2

(T OEu™PH) (8,0t + (1 — 9)A"12) |2x(2)|dfdz

L3(2®)

L2
J
St Ju()ll g,

which shows the L%-estimate in ({12).
Next, we consider the estimates in the frequency spaces. Because

—>\ ey

0
‘ / A E - &) A7) ds‘

o0

X1(¢, AT 6w )dC

< CQ(tTlv)iz(mLil)a
Proposition B.A Lemma [£1] [6]), and ([@I6) yield
‘ﬂ(t,gv) - Vm—Tem w1, 0)

<

| (@6t~ et ") \IRDTE - £ A e

+(Cr+ Co) (™ v) T T [A(t, &)] + C (™ v) ~h 72w [[u(t)| g

With a change of variables using ¢ = A71(£ — &,), we have

[ (At 6)e3 T — e, e ) AT = 6. 36

(4.18) /|§ &,l/ | Tu(t,0(€, — &) +6)] oA ha (A (€ — ), A€l

= [ [ Futee+ 360 - o] o ¢ A eiac
Because
[a(t, &) < [alt,€) — Vi = Tem w5 (t,0) | + Vi = T (2,0)
and x1 (-, a) € S(R) for a > 1, by Proposition 35, @), and {II), we have
Ut &) — Vi — Le w1 (8, 0)

1 m—1 —
S AT ul®llzs + (5 0) 750 |y (e, o) + (5 0) 7 () 5.
S (o) T TR u(b) g,

which shows the L*>-estimate in (£.13).



ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR FOR A KDV-TYPE EQUATION 29

For the L?-estimate in the frequency space, we change variables using v = £, +
AC(1 — 6). Because

& 11u*H {1—mT_2§(1—9)t—§u‘2<m“‘n},

dv  m—

(AI8) yields
Jfte.6) — VR =Te 7 5 0.0)

L3(21®)

5/1 3 [ |Fate 6+ xc - o] [t a6 dc a0
0 R L3 Q)
m—1 ___m _m—1 _ 1
e, o, T T @l
SEENTED g2+ 7w Ju(t)] £
S () 5,
which concludes the L2-estimate in ([13) O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM
We show the following estimate for +.

Proposition 5.1. Let u be a solution to (1)) that satisfies (LIQ). Then, fort > 1,
we have

<e

~ )

m—1 m—2
t(t ™ p)3m—0 A(t t2m
H (7 v) () L (Q(1)) H (e )’ L2(9(t)

where the implicit constant is independent of D, T, and €.

Proof. A direct calculation yields

$(tv) = /R (Cu- Ty +ulTy) (t,2)de

__ /R (™0, T,) (¢, 2)de + /R (uLT,) (t, 2)da.
The bootstrap assumption (LI0) yields
/}R(umﬁz‘ll_v) (t,z)dx
Moreover, from ([@3), (@8], Lemma 3] and Proposition 3.5 we have

/ (ulWy) (t,x)dx
R

<1

~tA

m— m(m—3) m—1 __ m(m—3)

<t

—i¢, hyp,+ 5 T -
(e u 81)() (t,z)dx| + ™

—1 (ubypt ) 0,7 (¢, 2)d
/R( (u u ) X)( x)dx
/| uwdP P, (¢, )| do 4+t ( tmv w1 /|ut:1c Az — vt))|dx

gt‘m(t%v)m/}J+uhyp’+(t,:v)>?(t,w)}dw
R

_1 m—1 _ 2m—1 1
HT (T w) e e lu(t) £
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Here, from (B.I1), we obtain

1112 —m+41

t‘m(t"%lu)ﬁ/ | T ulPH (¢, 2)X (8, 7) | d
R

S5 05 | a3 )| )
L
_q,,m=1 __m-—2 _ L
SN o) TR T u(t)| -

In addition, we use (811 and (@I4) to obtain

m27m+1

e (17 ) 2 / | TP+ (1, 2)% (1, )| dae
R

L3(Q®)

St

|x|Hj+uhyp,+‘

L2
3m

S e u() 5 0

First, we prove global existence of the solution to (II). From Proposition [[4]
and Lemma 2.1} this is equivalent to showing ([4)), that is to say, to closing the
bootstrap estimate (TI0). When ¢~ |z| < 1, Lemma 23 and Proposition B8 yield

1 __k m—2 k41
R -

Set™ ™.

d

) Loo(t™ w[e|S1)

When t~w|z| > 1, owing to [#IJ), we only need to show that
7O L)) S &

where the implicit constant is independent of D, T', and «.
For v > C,, where C, is defined by (£I]), the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,
Proposition [[.4] and Lemma [4.1] lead to

Y Lgm=1g 1 1
A S laW) e = [ @) S lu@ILITu) S -
The fundamental theorem of calculus and Proposition [5.1] yield

At v) = A(1,0) + O (=(t o) "7 )

which implies
(@, v) S e
fort € [1,T).
When 0 < v < C,, set tg := (Cov~1)®-1 > 1. Note that v € Q(t) for t > t,.
Then, Bernstein’s inequality, (8], Proposition BH and Lemma 23] yield

1
hto, ) S8 D llun(to)llrz +¢ Se.
N 6221
Nrty ™
The fundamental theorem of calculus and Proposition £.1] lead to
v(t,v) = vy(to,v) + O (g),
which implies
(o)l Se
for t € [to, T]. Accordingly, we conclude that (I4]) holds for any ¢ € [1,T].

Second, we show the existence of a self-similar solution. We use the self-similar
change of variables (2.2). Let p > 0 be a constant specified later. We set Y(t) :=
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{y eR: |y| < Ct™=DPY and € := 4(/10*)ﬁ. For k =0,1,...,m — 2, estimates
24) and (B6) and Lemmas 2.1] and 23 imply that

10 (P<ewr0yU) ||L§°(2)(t))

S tiktale ||P§¢tﬂ5tU||L§ + t_lnpﬁ”a];UnLi"(@(t))

U L VU PPt s N (- [P

Ne2? .
N~CtP~m

< €t71+(k+%)p7min(%75,mp)'
Furthermore, (33)), (3.4), and Lemma 23] yield

k k+1 k41, ell,+
HP>€tP8yU||L50(@(t)) 5 tm ZZ N 2 ||UN ||L2
Ne2
N>etP~w

kt1 k+L1 ell+
iy H(l—P%SSZN)WA ) ‘

Ne2?
_1
N>¢t’~m

< t(k—m*‘%)PE,

ko4 1
IPsetodbU L2y Stntom > N¥luy ™|
Ne2?
N>¢t'°*ﬁ

Ey1 1,
+imta Y H(1 —P%sgzzv) |0 ufy +‘
Ne2” .
N>CtP™w
tk=m+1)pg

L2

L2

S
By setting p := L (5= — ¢), there exists Q = Q(y) € L°(R) such that
(5.1)
105U () — 05 QI yy S etET™F22 05U (1) — 05 Q| L2 (pe)) S et HDP.

By (4)) and the first estimate in (G.1I), we see that
(5.2)

m—2 m—2 m—2
) EmoTy < 1 "0 — N Emo1)
H< yr QHL"O(R) o tliff,lo (t e U(t)”Loo(m(t)) + H< yr U<t)HL°°(R)>
<e.
Because Lemma implies that

— 1 L
G3) 10,7V — U = U™, = [|(Au)tFy) | < e
Y

by taking the limit as ¢ — 0o, we have that @ is a solution to (LH). Moreover, (5.1))
and the mass conservation law yield

/}RQ(ZJ)dy:tliﬁlglo/RU(t,y)dy:/Ruo(x)dx.

Therefore, u(t, ) := t~wQ(¢t~wx) is a solution to (LI) with u(0) = Jg wo(x)dzdo,
where &g denotes the Dirac delta measure concentrated at the origin.
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Finally, we prove the asymptotic behavior of the global solution. The estimates
in the self-similar region X°(¢) follow from (E.I)). Moreover, the estimates in the
decaying region X~ (¢) are consequences of Lemma 23] (812), and (3.I5). Hence,
we only need to show the estimates in the oscillatory region X% (¢). Proposition [5.1]
yields

(5.4) Y(t,v) = 5(1,0) + R(t,v),

where

m—1 m—2 ~ m—1 ~
tTwm )Im-D R(t t2m R(t <
= 0= R ] g+ [ R0, 22

Leo(Q(t
Here, we set

W (&) == vm —1y(1,6"71),
and extend W to R by defining

W(=§) = W(¢), W(O)Z/Ruo(x)dx.
Then, from (L4) and {I4), we see that

IWllgenre S llu(D)llLenz> Se.

Proposition E4l and (5.4]) show the estimates in X (¢).

APPENDIX A. WELL-POSEDNESS

In this appendix, we show the local-in-time well-posedness of the Cauchy problem
of (LA) as well as (.I)). Here, we assume p > m > 3.

To show well-posedness for ([LIl), we can apply the Fourier restriction norm
method. In fact, Griinrock [4] proved well-posedness for (1)) in H*(R) for odd
values of m > 5 and s > —%. On the other hand, because F' may not be a
polynomial with respect to u, some regularity is needed to be well-posed for ().

We need to introduce some notation. Let 1 < p,q < oo and T > 0. Define

p

[fllzzrs, /_Z (/_Z|f(t,x)|th> " ;,
</—i (/_O:O |f(t,x)|pdt>% d;v) 7 |

with T' =t to indicate the case when T' = oo.
The maximal function estimate and the local smoothing estimate are the main
tools in the proof (see Theorems 2.5 and 4.1 in [I8] respectively).

||f||L‘?TL§ :

Theorem A.1.

1
U tyuolrsrze S 100 o

> U(t)uo < lwollz2-

0.,
121 pors S

m—1
L2’ H
Stein’s interpolation [26] and Theorem [A] yield the following.

Lemma A.2. For any value of a where —% <a< mT*1, we have

10U )uo|l 22m-1 2em-1 S |luol|rz.
La\;nfleoc Lt 1+4a
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In particular, by setting @« = 0 or a = 1, it follows that

(A1) U)ol 2@m—1 + [0:U ol 2em-1) 20m-n S lluollze
L, m— 1 Lf(mel) L, m—3 Lt 5
Moreover, setting o = gJ(rp":;’ , we have
p—m+41
(A.2) U ol o0 S 10T o |

where (po, qo) := (221"15;25'15;), 2(23?;213&;1)).

Our next result is a Sobolev type of estimate (the proof is the same as that of
Lemma 3.15 in [19]).

Lemma A.3. For any g € R with max (M O) < % < we have

m—2
2(2m—1)(p—1)° 2m(p—1)’

9l s S [[10:1°Pg]|

Li~? LY
1 . _m m—2 . 2m—1 __m-—-2 1
where 0T 4 T3-n and a(q) :== B -0 T 1

Proof. The assumption implies that 0 < a(q) < 1. Fix ¢t now and use the fractional
integration in z to obtain the representation

° 1
sta) =y [ i (10:°0g) (1)

—o0 |I - y|1ia(

By Minkowski’s inequality, we have

e 1
lg(@)llze < [m [z =y o@ ‘(|3z|a(q)g) (y)‘ g dy.
From a(q) = % — %, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev’s inequality yields the desired
bound. (I
Lemma [A2] with o = 2“;—;1 — 1 implies
—m+1
(A.3) H|az|a<q>z,1(t)u0H < H|az|—5<p—1) u()’
L2 L? L2
provided that ¢ € [2, x].
; — Cm—D(p-1 — 2@m-D)(p-1D)(p—2) . 2mp(p—1)
Settlng q1 ‘= T w3 qo ‘= m, and qs ‘= m, we define
lullyr = llullgrz +llull 2em-1 +102ull 2em-n 2em-1),
L, m—1 L;@mfl) Ly m—3 LT 5

3
g, = N0sullzzopgo + > 10012 u|| wy

=3 .
j=1 L~ L

[ull z;, := [(0z) ullyr + |Aullyy + llullg,.,
Z7 ={ue C(-T,T; H*(R)): ||u||ZT < oo}
forp>m>3,seR,and T > 0.
The linear estimates (A1), (A2), and (A.3) lead to

(A.4) et @)uollyr < lluollzz,  [UBuoll, < lluoll, gomsr-

2(p—1)

We note that if u is a solution to (L6, then
(A.5) LAu= (mu™"" + F'(uv)) 0yAu + mF(u) — F'(u)u.
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Proposition A.4. Letp > m > 3 and g(pmt)l <s< 1. Ifup € L°(R), then there

exists a value T > 0 that depends on ||ugl| o and a unique solution u € Z3 to
(T30 satisfying

sup  ([lu(t)||lms + [[Au(®)]z2) < luolls--
te[—T,T)

Moreover, the flow map ug € X°(R) — uw € Z5 is locally Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. The fractional Leibnitz and chain rules (see Appendix in [I9]) and Lemma
[A3yield
(A.6)

[1641* (7 (u)0) 5,

S 021200 2¢2m-1) 2(2m—1) H|u|p_1H 22m—1) 2m-—1
La: m—3 LT 5 Lz m-+42 — 3

"l 2

+ |||(9w|8’u|| 2(2m—1) ||(91’U,||LP0L410 H|u|
La: m—1 x t

2(2m 1)(p 1) 2@2m—1)(p—1)
2(2m—1)
e e

m—5)p—4m+9
< l10xully, (nun'z(ql)qu +10sll o o 1l )

1
< 110s P ully, Tl

In addition, Holder’s inequality and Lemma [A.3] imply

1_» 1_p
(A.7) MulPllze, = IIUIIsz ST ul? L pan S TF [ullf, -
We define the operator K,,(u) by
Ky, (u) u0+/ut—t (u™ + F(u)) (t')dt'.
By (A3), the estimates (A4]), (AE), and (A7) show that
||Ku0(t) zZ5
T
< ooz + [ (om0, + u 0,0
-T x T
+ I F (W) Ouull gy + 15 (w) O Aull 2 + [[[uf?]| )(t)dt
< luollar= + lawoll 2 + T ([[(02) @™ 0pw)| 1y + [0~ Db,
+11(0:)° (F'(w)Oau)ll 2, + IIF’(U)azAUIIL;,m + el e, )
1 — -1
< Clluolls: + €T |lullz;, (Ilull %" + llull%) -
A similar calculation as above yields
([ K g (ur) — Kug (u2)] 25,
1 — — — _
< CTH (el + a5 + a4 a2 flus = a2

Hence, taking 7' > 0 with

100Té{(20||u0|| 7m+1)m_1 (20||u0|| m+1)p_1}g1,
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we find that the mapping K,, is a contraction on the ball

BQ2C|uolls:) := {u € Z7: |[ul

7z < 2C|uo

s 1.

Accordingly, there exists a unique solution u € B(2C||ug||s+) to (). O

APPENDIX B. SHORT-RANGE PERTURBATIONS

In this appendix, we outline some modifications to Theorem [Tl in the case of
short-range perturbations ([LG). The main differences appear in the energy esti-
mate.

Let p be a real number with p > m. The existence of a local-in-time solution «
with U(—t)u(t) € Dy (R) follows from Proposition [A:4] and H' (R) — L?*(R).

We need some modifications in the energy estimate for Au when p € (m, m+ %),
because the second and third terms on the right hand side of (A]) do not have
enough decay. Set a := max(22E=20 (). Because (LI0) yields

2m

[mF(u) = F'(wul| 2 < [ul?]|z2

1

2
(m—2)
< (Ds)pf% / ) dx—i—/ ) <t7%x>_%dx
|z <tm |z >t ™

S (Do,
we have

1 —a
50 (7 1 Au(®)]22)*

m(m—1)

= —at™* "M Au(t)||7- — 5

t_za/ u™ 20, u(Au)?dx
R

2

— 5t [ Posu(tufds + 0 (Depe > Au(o)]12)
R

< (D)™ 1 (170 | Au(t) || 2)° + (De)2P—mHlp 201
Hence, Gronwall’s inequality shows
lu(®)llx S et)*=.
From a < 5, Lemma Z3 holds true as long as ||u0||2p2;pl <ex L
Moreover, (53)) is replaced with

< e,
Ly

19,770 = yU = mU™|| = ||[(Aw)(t, 5 y) + P (ult, 1)

The remaining arguments in §5] are unchanged as long as p = %(% —¢) is replaced
11
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