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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE INITIAL VALUE PROBLEM

FOR A FOURTH-ORDER NONLINEAR DISPERSIVE SYSTEM

ON THE REAL LINE

EIJI ONODERA

ABSTRACT. This paper investigates the initial value problem for a system of one-

dimensional fourth-order dispersive partial differential-integral equations with non-

linearity involving derivatives up to second order. Examples of the system arise in

relation with nonlinear science and geometric analysis. Applying the energy method

based on the idea of a gauge transformation and Bona-Smith approximation tech-

nique, we prove that the initial value problem is time-locally well-posed on the real

line for initial data in a Sobolev space with high regularity.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper investigates the initial value problem for an n-component system of

fourth-order nonlinear dispersive partial differential-integral equations on the real line:
(
∂t − iMa∂

4
x −Mb∂

3
x − iMλ∂

2
x

)
Q = F (Q, ∂xQ, ∂

2
xQ) in R× R, (1.1)

Q(0, x) = Q0(x) in R, (1.2)

where n is a positive integer, Q = t(Q1, . . . , Qn)(t, x) : R × R → Cn is an unknown

function, Q0 = t(Q01, . . . , Q0n)(x) : R → Cn is a given initial function, i =
√
−1,

a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ (R\ {0})n, Ma = diag(a1, . . . , an), b = (b1, . . . , bn) ∈ Rn,

Mb = diag(b1, . . . , bn), λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ Rn, Mλ = diag(λ1, . . . , λn), and

F (Q, ∂xQ, ∂
2
xQ) =

t(F1(Q, ∂xQ, ∂
2
xQ), . . . , Fn(Q, ∂xQ, ∂

2
xQ))

is a nonlinear expression of Q, ∂xQ, ∂2xQ and their complex conjugates Q, ∂xQ, ∂2xQ.

It is supposed that each of Fj(Q, ∂xQ, ∂
2
xQ) for j ∈ {1, . . . , n} takes the form

Fj(Q, ∂xQ, ∂
2
xQ) = F 1

j (Q, ∂
2
xQ) + F 2

j (Q, ∂xQ) + F 3
j (Q, ∂xQ),

F 3
j (Q, ∂xQ)(t, x) =

n∑

r=1

(∫ x

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Q, ∂xQ)(t, y)dy

)
F 3,B
j,r (Q)(t, x),

and all of the following conditions (F1)-(F3) are satisfied:
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2 E. ONODERA

(F1) F 1
j (u, w) for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n} is a complex-valued polynomial in u, u,

w,w ∈ Cn satisfying

|F 1
j (u, w)| 6 c1j |u|2|w| for any u, w ∈ C

n, (1.3)

where c1j > 0 is a constant which may depend on j but not on u, w.

(F2) There exist integers d1, d2 > 0 such that F 2
j (u, v) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} is a

complex-valued polynomial in u, u, v, v ∈ C
n satisfying

|F 2
j (u, v)| 6 c2j

d1∑

p1=0

d2∑

p2=0

|u|1+p1|v|p2 for any u, v ∈ C
n, (1.4)

where c2j > 0 is a positive constant which may depend on j but not on u, v.

(F3) There exist integers d3, d4, d5 > 0 such that F 3,A
j,r (u, v) and F 3,B

j,r (u) for all

j, r ∈ {1, . . . , n} are respectively complex-valued polynomials in u,u,v, v ∈
Cn and in u, u ∈ Cn satisfying

|F 3,A
j,r (u, v)| 6 cj,r

(
d3∑

p3=0

|u|2+p3 +

d4∑

p4=0

|v|2+p4

)
for any u, v ∈ C

n, (1.5)

|F 3,B
j,r (u)| 6 cj,r

d5∑

p5=0

|u|1+p5 for any u ∈ C
n, (1.6)

where cj,r > 0 is a positive constants which may depend on j, r but not on u, v.

Examples of (1.1) satisfying (F1)-(F3) with nonlinearity involving derivatives up to

second order arise in some fields of nonlinear science, in which the nonlocal terms

satisfying (F3) are not involved, that is, F 3
j (Q, ∂xQ) ≡ 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

They include single equations (in the case of n = 1) which are related to the vortex

filament ([11, 12]), continuum models of Heisenberg spin chain systems ([6, 24, 34])

and alpha-helical proteins ([7]). (See (2.1) in Section 2.) They also include an n-

component system to study the wave propagation of n distinct ultrashort optical fields

in a fiber ([43]). (See (2.2) in Section 2.)

Examples of (1.1) satisfying (F1)-(F2) and (F3) with non-vanishing nonlocal terms

have their origin in geometric dispersive partial differential equations (PDEs) having

been investigated in [8, 9, 32]. The geometric equations describe the evolution of a

map u(t, ·) :M → N , where M is a Riemannian manifold and N is a Kähler (or para-

Kähler) manifold. It can be also said that they describe a curve flow on N if M = R.

Roughly speaking, each of them can be transformed to a system of nonlinear fourth-

order dispersive PDEs for complex-valued functions (including the case of a single

equation) if M = R with Euclidean metric, and the derived system satisfies the struc-

ture of (1.1) with (F1)-(F3) under some geometric assumptions on the Kähler manifold

N . The component n of (1.1) in this context is equivalent to the complex dimension

of N . The transformation can be comprehensively regarded as a kind of the so-called

generalized Hasimoto transformation. (See (2.3), (2.4), and (2.6) in Section 2.)
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Our goal of this paper is to show (1.1)-(1.2) is time-locally well-posed for initial

data in a Sobolev space with high regularity. This is an attempt to present a framework

that can solve the initial value problem for the examples mentioned above comprehen-

sively. This is also an attempt to interpret the solvable structure of the above geometric

dispersive PDEs for curve flows with values into N of complex-dimension n > 2,

in the level of the system (1.1) for Cn-valued functions. Applying the energy method

based on the idea of a gauge transformation and Bona-Smith approximation technique,

we prove (1.1)-(1.2) is time-locally well-posed in Sobolev space Hm(R;Cn) for inte-

ger m > 4 (Theorem 3.1). Time local well-posedness for systems (except for the case

of a single equation) of fourth-order dispersive PDEs for complex-valued functions

with nonlinearity involving derivatives up to second order seems to be established for

the first time in this paper, with or without nonlocal terms. See Section 3 for other

contributions of our results and for related known results.

The strategy and the idea to prove our main results (Theorem 3.1) are outlined in

Section 4. The idea of the gauge transformation is to bring out the local smoothing

effect of dispersive equations on R and overcomes the difficulty of the loss of deriva-

tives occurred from the nonlinear terms F 1
j (Q, ∂

2
xQ) and F 2

j (Q, ∂xQ) with the condi-

tions (F2) and (F3). The idea is motivated from [4] which investigated a fourth-order

geometric dispersive PDE for curve flows on a compact Kähler manifold. For better

readability of the idea and our proof, we additionally illustrate the idea with the ini-

tial value problem for a linear dispersive PDE for complex-valued functions, showing

Proposition 4.1. On the other hand, the Bona-Smith approximation technique is often

useful to derive the continuous dependence of the solution with respect to the initial

data, which is also the case for our problem. Not only that, we adopt the technique

to construct a time-local solution, the difficulty of which comes from the presence of

nonlocal terms in F 3
j (Q, ∂xQ) with the condition (F3). See Section 4 and Remark 5.2

in Section 5 for the detail.

The framework presented in this paper is certainly applicable to all the examples

mentioned above comprehensively, whereas Theorems 3.1 may still has a room for im-

provement from the viewpoint of mathematical analysis of nonlinear PDEs. Our proof

heavily relies on the idea of the gauge transformation in [4] and the local smoothing

effect for dispersive PDEs brought out via it is not sharp as is pointed out in [4]. If we

can make full use of the smoothing effect via another method and avoid any obstruc-

tions due to the presence of nonlocal terms, then the assumption on the regularity of

the data will be improved or the conditions on the nonlinearity will be relaxed. More-

over, it seems that our proof of Theorem 3.1 handles (1.1) as if it is close to n-pieces

of single equations for complex-valued functions which can be investigated separately,

and does not make use of the structure of (1.1) as a system. For example, if we can

provide a classification of (1.1) in terms of the regularity of the Sobolev space based

on the dispersion coefficients and other coefficients of nonlinear terms, it will be more

interesting. These directions are not pursued in this paper, although they seem to be

worth investigating.
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The organization of the present paper is as follows: In Section 2, we review the

background of (1.1) satisfying (F1)-(F3) in more detail. In Section 3, we state The-

orem 3.1 and the contribution. In Section 4 and Appendix, we illustrate the strategy

and the idea of the proof of Theorem 3.1. In Sections 5-7, we complete the proof of

Theorem 3.1.

NOTATION USED THROUGHOUT THIS PAPER

Different positive constants are sometimes denoted by the same C for simplicity,

if there seems to be no confusion. Expressions such as C = C(·, . . . , ·), Ck =
Ck(·, . . . , ·), and Dk = Dk(·, . . . , ·) are used to show the dependency on quantities

appearing in parenthesis. Other symbols to denote a constant are explained on each

occasion. For nonnegative integers j and k, the set of integers ℓ with j 6 ℓ 6 j + k is

denoted by {j, . . . , j + k}. The partial differentiation for functions is written by ∂ or

the subscript, e.g., ∂xf , fx.

For any z = t(z1, . . . , zn) and w = t(w1, . . . , wn) in Cn, their inner product is

defined by z · w =
n∑

j=1

zjwj , and the norm of z is by |z| = (z · z)1/2. (Although the

same | · | is often used to denote the absolute value of a complex number in C, the

author expects it does not cause great confusion.) Moreover, we set

g(z) = |z|2 for z ∈ C
n, (1.7)

which will be used for readability of the role of (F1) and our gauge transformation.

The L2-space of Cn-valued functions on R is denoted by L2(R;Cn) being the set of

all measurable functions f = t(f1, . . . , fn) : R → Cn such that

‖f‖L2 :=

(∫

R

|f(x)|2 dx
)1/2

=

(
n∑

j=1

∫

R

fj(x)fj(x) dx

)1/2

<∞.

The L2-type Sobolev space for a nonnegative integer k is denoted by Hk(R;Cn) being

the set of all measurable functions f = t(f1, . . . , fn) : R → Cn such that ∂ℓxf ∈
L2(R;Cn) for all ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , k}. The norm ‖f‖Hk of f ∈ Hk(R;Cn) is defined by

‖f‖Hk :=

(
k∑

ℓ=0

‖∂ℓxf‖2L2

)1/2

.

Moreover, H∞(R;Cn) denotes the intersection of all Hk(R;Cn) for nonnegative inte-

gers k. Furthermore, C([t1, t2];H
k(R;Cn)) denotes the Banach space of Hk(R;Cn)-

valued continuous functions on the interval [t1, t2] with the norm ‖Q‖C([t1,t2];Hk) :=
sup

t∈[t1,t2]

‖Q(t, ·)‖Hk .
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2. BACKGROUND OF (1.1)

This section aims at reviewing the background of (1.1) satisfying (F1)-(F3) more

concretely.

First, (1.1) is a multi-component extension of the single nonlinear dispersive partial

differential equation (PDE):

(∂t − iν∂4x − i∂2x)ψ = µ1|ψ|2ψ + µ2|ψ|4ψ + µ3(∂xψ)
2ψ + µ4|∂xψ|2ψ

+ µ5ψ
2∂2xψ + µ6|ψ|2∂2xψ (2.1)

forψ = ψ(t, x) : R×R → C, where µj for j ∈ {1, . . . , 6} and ν 6= 0 are real constants.

The equation arises in relation with the continuum limit of a one-dimensional isotropic

Heisenberg ferromagnetic spin chain systems with nearest neighbor bilinear and bi-

quadratic exchange interaction ([24, 34]), the continuum limit of a one-dimensional

anisotropic Heisenberg ferromagnetic spin chain systems with octupole-dipole interac-

tion ([6]), the three-dimensional motion of a vortex filament with elliptical deformation

effect of the core in an incompressible viscous fluid ([11, 12]), and the molecular exci-

tations along the hydrogen bonding spine in an alpha-helical protein with higher-order

molecular interactions([7]).

Second, (1.1) is a fourth-order extension of the system of nonlinear Schrödinger

equations which has had much attention to study the interactions of many bodies. The

following is the example of (1.1) in this context:

qt = iα

(
1

2
qxx + qq

∗
q

)
− ε

[
1

2
qxxx +

3

2
(qxq

∗
q+ qq

∗
qx)

]

+ iγ

[
1

2
qxxxx + q(q∗

xq)x + qxq
∗
xq

+ 2(qxxq
∗
q+ qq

∗
qxx) + 3

{
qxq

∗
qx + q(q∗

q)2
}
]

(2.2)

for q(t, x) = t(q1(t, x), . . . , qn(t, x)) : R × R → Cn, where γ 6= 0, α and ε are

real constants, “∗” denotes the Hermitian transpose. It is pointed out in [43] that (2.2)

investigates the wave propagation of n distinct ultrashort optical fields in a fiber, and

models the broadband, ultrashort pulses propagation.

Third, examples of (1.1) satisfying (F1)-(F2) and (F3) with non-vanishing nonlo-

cal terms have their origin in geometric dispersive PDEs: The equation for the so-

called generalized bi-Schrödinger flow(GBSF) was introduced by Ding and Wang in

[8], which is formulated for u = u(t, x) : (−T, T )×M → N , whereM is a Riemann-

ian manifold and N is a Kähler (or para-Kähler) manifold.

• When M = R (with Euclidean metric) and N is either of Gn0,k0 or Gk0
n0

, it

is revealed in [8] that the equation for GBSF can be equivalently reduced to

a fourth-order matrix nonlinear dispersive partial differential-integral equation

for q = q(t, x) : (−T, T ) × R → Mk0×(n0−k0), where Gn0,k0 (resp. Gk0
n0

)
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denotes the complex Grassmannian of compact (resp. noncompact) type as a

Hermitian symmetric space and Mk0×(n0−k0) stands for the space of k0×(n0−
k0) complex-matrices. For example, when N = Gn0,k0 for integers n0, k0 with

1 6 k0 < n0 being a Kähler manifold of complex dimension n = k0(n0 − k0),
the results in [8] tell that the equation for q can be formulated by

qt = −i α
{
qxx + 2qq∗q

}
+ i β

{
qxxxx + 4qxxq

∗q + 2qq∗xxq + 4qq∗qxx

+ 2qxq
∗
xq + 6qxq

∗qx + 2qq∗xqx + 6qq∗qq∗q

}

− 2i (β + 8γ)

{
(qq∗q)xx + 2qq∗qq∗q

+ q

(∫ x

−∞

q∗(qq∗)sq ds

)
+

(∫ x

−∞

q(q∗q)sq
∗ ds

)
q

}
(2.3)

for q = q(t, x) : (−T, T ) × R → Mk0×(n0−k0), where β 6= 0 and α are

real constants. In this setting, for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, there exists a unique

pair of integers j1 ∈ {1, . . . , k0} and j2 ∈ {1, . . . , n0 − k0} such that j =
(j2 − 1)k0 + j1. Hence, if we set Qj to be the (j1, j2)-component of q for

j = (j2 − 1)k0 + j1 ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then the equation for Q = t(Q1, . . . , Qn)
turns out to be a specialization of (1.1) with (F1)-(F3).

• When M = R and N is a Riemann surface, the equation for GBSF can

be reduced to a single partial differential-integral equation for q = q(t, x) :
(−T, T )× R → C, which is proved in [9] by using the generalized Hasimoto

transformation. The explicit expression is available in [9, Theorem 5.1]. Look-

ing at the the relation between u and q explained in the proof, we see that, if N
is compact, then the partial derivative of the Gaussian curvature at u(t, x) with

respect to x is bounded by |q(t, x)| multiplied by a positive constant, and thus

the equation for q satisfies

(∂t − iβ∂4x + iα∂2x)q = O
(
|∂2xq||q|2 + |∂xq|2|q|+ |∂xq||q|3 + |q|3 + |q|5

)

+

(∫ x

−∞

f1(q, ∂xq)(t, y) dy

)
q, (2.4)

where f1(q, ∂xq) = O (|∂xq|2|q|+ |∂xq||q|2 + |q|3 + |q|5). The equation (2.4)

satisfies the structure of (1.1) with (F1)-(F3) for n = 1. Additionally, the ex-

plicit expression stated in [9, Theorem 5.1] tells that the nonlocal term remains

in (2.4) unless N has a constant Gaussian curvature.

In recent study [32] by the present author, a similar fourth-order geometric disper-

sive PDE has been investigated, which reads

ut = a Ju∇3
xux + λ Ju∇xux + bR(∇xux, ux)Juux + cR(Juux, ux)∇xux (2.5)
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for u = u(t, x) : R × R → N , where a 6= 0, b, c, λ are real constants, N is a

general compact Kähler manifold of complex dimension n with complex structure J ,

Kähler metric h, and with the Levi-Civita connection ∇ and the Riemann curvature

tensor R associated to h. (See e.g., [31, 32], for the details on the geometric setting

of terms in (2.5).) Developing the generalized Hasimoto transformation, the author in

[32] has shown that (2.5) can be transformed to a system for complex-valued functions

Q1, . . . , Qn. If n > 2, then the equation for each Qj satisfies

(∂t − ia∂4x − iλ∂2x)Qj = O
(
|∂2xQ||Q|2 + |∂xQ|2|Q|+ |∂xQ||Q|3 + |Q|3

)

+
n∑

r=1

(∫ x

−∞

fj,r(Q, ∂xQ)(t, y) dy

)
Qr, (2.6)

where

fj,r(Q, ∂xQ) = O
(
|∂xQ|2|Q|+ |∂xQ||Q|2 + |∂xQ||Q|3 + |Q|3

)
. (2.7)

The system of (2.6) for j ∈ {1, . . . , n} satisfies the structure of (1.1) with (F1)-(F3).

Remark 2.1. When N is imposed to be locally Hermitian symmetric, (2.5) coincides

with the equation for GBSF under an assumption on coefficients of the equation, which

is proved in [31]. Note that the expression of the right hand side of (2.6) with (2.7)

can change depending on additional assumptions on N , where the nonlocal terms are

rewritten by the fundamental theorem of calculus. One may notice that the structure

of (2.6) with (2.7) is slightly different from (2.4), even though Gn0,k0 is also locally

Hermitian symmetric. However, it is not inconsistent by the above reason, which has

been discussed in [32].

3. MAIN THEOREM

Our main results is now stated as follows:

Theorem 3.1. Let m be an integer satisfying m > 4. Then the initial value problem

(1.1)-(1.2) is time-locally well-posed in Hm(R;Cn), that is, the following assertions

hold:

(i) (Existence and uniqueness.) For any Q0 ∈ Hm(R;Cn), there exists a time

T = T (‖Q0‖H4) > 0 and a unique solution Q ∈ C([−T, T ];Hm(R;Cn)) to

(1.1)-(1.2).

(ii) (Continuous dependence with respect to the initial data.) Suppose that T > 0
and Q ∈ C([−T, T ];Hm(R;Cn)) are respectively the time and the unique so-

lution to (1.1) with initial data Q0 obtained in the above part (i). Fix T ′ ∈
(0, T ). Then for any η > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that for any Q̃0 ∈
Hm(R;Cn) satisfying ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm < δ, the unique solution Q̃ to (1.1) with

initial data Q̃0 exists on [−T ′, T ′]×R and satisfies ‖Q− Q̃‖C([−T,T ′];Hm) < η.

We state the contribution of Theorem 3.1 and related results.
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First, to the best of the author’s knowledge, no previous results which established

well-posedness of (1.1)-(1.2) for n > 2 are available with or without nonlocal terms. It

might be better to mention that the recent study by Malham [26] has succeeded to con-

struct a time-local solution to the following matrix nonlinear fourth-order dispersive

PDE:

qt = µ2qxx + µ3qxxx + µ4qxxxx + 2µ2qq
∗q + 3µ3 (qxq

∗q + qq∗qx)

+ µ4

(
4qxxq

∗q + 2qq∗xxq + 4qq∗qxx + 2qxq
∗
xq

+ 6qxq
∗qx + 2qq∗xqx + 6qq∗qq∗q

)
, (3.1)

where q = q(t, x) is a k0 × m0 complex-matrix-valued function of t, x ∈ R, and

µ4 6= 0, µ2, µ3 ∈ C are constants such that µ2, µ4 ∈ iR and µ3 ∈ R. By the same

identification as that for (2.3), the equation (3.1) can be identified with the example of

(1.1) where n = k0m0. Meanwhile, it does not seem that the initial value problem for

(3.1) has been investigated in [26].

Second, it seems that time-local existence results have been expected by the authors

in [8] concerning (2.3). Indeed, it is commented in [8, p.190] as follows:

When α = 1 and β = γ = 0, one sees that Eqs. (62), (63) and (64)

return to the standard matrix NLS and matrix NLH respectively. We

believe that for the matrix nonlinear Schrödinger-like equation (62) on

u(n), a similar property to the standard matrix NLS that one may ob-

tained by using the geometric energy method (refer to [29, 43]) is the

short time existence of solutions.

The equation (62) in the above quotation corresponds to (2.3). The part of the time-

local existence of a solution in Theorem 3.1 is not inconsistent with their belief. Fur-

ther, Theorem 3.1 also presents the uniqueness and the continuous dependence with

respect to the initial data.

Remark 3.2. The previous study in [4] investigated another but similar fourth-order

geometric dispersive PDE for curve flows on a compact Kähler manifold N , showing

that the initial value problem possesses a time-local solution u : [0, T ] × R → N for

initial data u0 ∈ C(R;N) with ∂xu0 ∈ Hm(R;TN) and m > 4, where Hm(R;TN)
is a kind of geometric Sobolev space on R with the norm ‖ · ‖Hm(R;TN) and T > 0
depends on ‖∂xu0‖H4(R;TN). The proof in [4] was based on the geometric energy

method, and the method seemed to be valid also for (2.5). In view of the claim and the

relation ‖∂xu(t)‖Hm(R;TN) = ‖Q(t)‖Hm via the generalized Hasimoto transformation,

the author expected that a solvable structure of (2.5) is inherited in some sense to

the systems (2.3) and (2.6) with initial data Q0 ∈ Hm(R;Cn). Theorem 3.1 is not

inconsistent with the expectation.

Remark 3.3. We should comment that Theorem 3.1 still does not immediately con-

tribute to solve the initial value problem for (2.5). To be exact, the generalized Hasi-

moto transformation does not ensure the equivalence of the initial value problem for

(2.5) and that for the system derived after transformation in general, since constructing
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the inverse of the transformation seems to be a nontrivial task and since the transforma-

tions to derive (2.3), (2.4), (2.6) impose the existence of a fixed edge point u(t,∞) ∈ N
or u(t,−∞) ∈ N . However, the author expects that future work as a continuation of

this paper on (1.1) will present an important insight on some unsolved problems for

(2.5), such as finding conditions for time-global existence of a solution.

Third, well-posedness for single fourth-order dispersive PDEs for complex-valued

functions with nonlinearity involving derivatives up to second order but without nonlo-

cal terms has already been extensively studied by several authors ([15, 16, 20, 21, 22,

36, 37, 38, 39]). In this direction, the contribution of Theorem 3.1 seems to be rather

limited. To see it, we review some known results related to Theorem 3.1: A series of

studies by Segata ([37, 38]) and Huo and Jia ([20, 21]) established local well-posedness

for (2.1) in Hs(R) with s > 1/2 (and in H1/2(R) under an additional condition on co-

efficients of the equation), which was proved by applying the smoothing effect via the

Fourier restriction norm method. Theorem 3.1 presents local well-posedness for (1.1)

with more general nonlinearities than (2.1), but imposes higher regularity on the solu-

tion. Segata in [39] also showed local well-posedness of (2.1) in Hs(T) with s > 4 by

analyzing the structure of the nonlinearity in more detail via the so-called modified en-

ergy method, where T is the one-dimensional flat torus and thus the above smoothing

effect on R is absent. Hirayama et al. in [19, Theorem 1.3] established local well-

posedness in Hs(R) with s > 1/2 for a one-dimensional fourth-order dispersive PDE

with first- and second-derivative nonlinearities, by developing the method to apply the

local smoothing effect, which improved the class of the solution and generalizes the

nonlinearities handled in [37, 38, 20, 21] (see [19, Remark 1.5.]). We note that their

generalization of the nonlinearities is partly different from that given by (F1)-(F3) in

our paper. For example, restricting to the case n = 1 where (1.1) is a single equation,

the nonzero nonlinear term of O(|∂2xQ|3) satisfies the assumption in [19, Theorem 1.1]

but does not satisfy (F1) in our paper. On the other hand, the quadratic type nonlinear

term of O(|Q||∂xQ|) is not considered in [19] but satisfies (F1)-(F3) where n = j = 1,

F 2
j (u, v) = O(|u||v|) and F 1

j ≡ F 3
j ≡ 0.

Apart from the contribution of Theorem 3.1, it might be better to state the following

related results:

(i) Some multi-component systems of fourth-order nonlinear dispersive PDEs for

complex-valued functions have been considered in [13, 42], and local and

global existence of a unique solution, and scattering properties have been in-

vestigated, where neither nonlinear terms involving derivatives nor nonlocal

terms are included in their systems.

(ii) Similar nonlocal nonlinearities have already appeared in the study of well-

posedness for one- or two-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equations with

physical background (e.g., [5, 17, 29, 33]) and the Davey-Stewartson system

(e.g., [3, 14, 18, 25]). Moreover, similar nonlinearities also appear in the

study of geometric dispersive PDEs for the so-called Schrödinger flow and for
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the third-order analogues via the generalized Hasimoto transformation (e.g.,

[2, 30, 35, 40]).

(iii) Some single fourth-order dispersive PDEs for complex-valued functions with

nonlinearities involving derivatives up to third order have been investigated

by [19, 22, 36], and local well-posedness in Sobolev spaces ([19, 22]) and

global well-posedness in Sobolev spaces and in modulation spaces ([36]) were

established. Moreover, multi-dimensional case has been also investigated in

[16, 22, 36]. Meanwhile, all of these results impose the smallness of the initial

data, if a third-order derivative is involved in their nonlinearities.

4. IDEA OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1

Our proof of Theorem 3.1 is based on the parabolic regularization and the energy

method combined with a gauge transformation. The assumption m > 4 on the reg-

ularity of the solution comes from the requirement for the above method to work.

More concretely, a loss of derivative of order one occurs from the nonlinear terms

F 1
j (Q, ∂

2
xQ) and F 2

j (Q, ∂xQ) (not from F 3
j (Q, ∂xQ)) in general, which prevents the

classical L2-based energy method from working. We overcome the difficulty by intro-

ducing a gauge transformation of the form (5.7)-(5.8) (and analogically (6.7)-(6.8) and

(7.2)-(7.3)), which is a method to bring out the local smoothing effect for dispersive

PDEs on R. Roughly speaking, the gauge transformation behaves as a summation of

the identity and a pseudodifferential operator of order −1, and the commutator with the

fourth-order principal part of (1.1) generates a second-order elliptic operator which ab-

sorbs the loss of derivative. Additionally, in the actual proof of Theorem 3.1, the gauge

transformation we call here acts on images of the partial differentiation ∂x, and thus

explicit pseudodifferential calculus is not required. We choose the strategy by follow-

ing the idea in [4] to solve a fourth-order geometric dispersive PDE for curve flows on

a compact Kähler manifold. Indeed, the form of (5.7)-(5.8) looks extremely similar to

that in [4, Eqn.(40)].

Notably, using the above energy method finds another difficulty to show Theo-

rem 3.1, which is due to the presence of nonlocal terms in F 3
j (Q, ∂xQ). More con-

cretely, the energy method with our gauge transformation actually leads to an estimate

for the solution to the initial value problem for the parabolic regularized equation uni-

formly with respect to the coefficient of the added parabolic fourth-order term. This

ensures that the family of the parabolic regularized solutions subconverges to a limit

weak-star in L∞Hm and (strongly) in CHm−1
loc . However, the convergence seems to

be insufficient to show that the nonlocal terms for the regularized solution converges

to those for the limit in the sense of distribution. Hence, an additional argument is

required to conclude that the limit is actually a solution to the original problem. (See

Remark 5.2 also.) To avoid the delicate argument, following mainly [1, 10, 23, 27, 39],

we adopt the Bona-Smith type approximation of the original equation to construct par-

abolic regularized solutions, which then ensures a strong convergence to a solution
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in CHm. The use of it also leads to the continuous dependence of the solution with

respect to the initial data.

Additionally, we point out that the well-posedness theory for single linear dispersive

PDEs for complex-valued functions is helpful in understanding the idea of our proof

and the conditions (F1)-(F3). To state it, consider the initial value problem of the form

(∂t − ia∂4x − b∂3x)u = i∂x{β1(t, x)∂xu}+ i∂x{β2(t, x)∂xu}
+ γ1(t, x)∂xu+ γ2(t, x)∂xu in R× R, (4.1)

u(0, x) = u0(x) in R, (4.2)

where u(t, x) is a complex-valued unknown function of (t, x) ∈ R × R, a 6= 0 and b
are real constants, β1(t, x), β2(t, x), γ1(t, x), γ2(t, x) ∈ C

(
R;B∞(R)

)
are complex-

valued, B∞(R) is the set of all bounded smooth functions on R whose derivatives of

any order are all bounded, and u0(x) is an initial data in L2. Under the setting where

β2(t, x) ≡ γ2(t, x) ≡ 0 and both β1(t, x) and γ1(t, x) are independent of t, the nec-

essary and sufficient condition for L2-well-posedness of (4.1)-(4.2) was established

by Mizuhara ([28]) and Tarama ([41]), where more general higher-order linear disper-

sive PDEs were also investigated. Restricting our concern to the application to our

problem, we recall the fact that (4.1)-(4.2) is L2-well-posed if β1(t, x) is real-valued,

β2(t, x) ≡ γ2(t, x) ≡ 0, and there exists a function φ(x) ∈ B∞(R) such that

|Im γ1(t, x)| 6 φ(x) for any (t, x) ∈ R
2,

∫

R

φ(x)dx <∞. (4.3)

The proof was presented in [4, Section 2] for the purpose of illustrating the idea of the

gauge transformation in [4, Eqn.(40)] to solve the fourth-order geometric dispersive

PDE for curve flows on a compact Kähler manifold. We note that the idea also works

for (4.1)-(4.2) with β2(t, x) 6≡ 0 or γ2(t, x) 6≡ 0 under the following assumption:

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that there exist functions φA(x), φB(x) ∈ B
∞(R) such that

|Im β1(t, x)|+ |β2(t, x)| 6 φA(x) for any (t, x) ∈ R
2,

∫

R

φA(x) dx <∞, (4.4)

|Im γ1(t, x)| 6 φB(x) for any (t, x) ∈ R
2,

∫

R

|φB(x)|2dx <∞. (4.5)

Then (4.1)-(4.2) is L2-well-posed, that is, for any u0 ∈ L2(R;C), (4.1)-(4.2) has a

unique solution u ∈ C(R;L2(R;C)).

The proof is stated in Appendix. Although the assumptions (4.4)-(4.5) are still

loose from the viewpoint of the theory for linear dispersive PDEs, they are informative

enough to find the way to solve the initial value problem for (1.1) including (2.1), (2.2),

(2.3), (3.1). In fact, we arrived at the conditions (F1) and (F2) by observing the above

fact and the equation in [4]((Eqn.(41) with ε = 0) satisfied by higher-order covariant

derivatives of the curve flow, and our choice of the gauge transformation to prove The-

orem 3.1 is also motivated from that of Proposition 4.1 where |Q|2 and |Q| play roles

as φA and φB respectively.
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5. UNIFORM ESTIMATE FOR BONA-SMITH REGULARIZED SOLUTIONS IN L∞Hm.

This section aims to obtain uniform estimates for solutions to an initial value prob-

lem regularized by the Bona-Smith approximation. Throughout this section, m is sup-

posed be an integer satisfying m > 4.

To begin with, following mainly [1, 10, 23, 27, 39], we recall the setting of the Bona-

smith approximation: Let φ : R → R be a Schwartz function satisfying 0 6 φ(x) 6 1
on R and φ(x) = 1 on a neighborhood of the origin x = 0 so that ∂kxφ(0) = 0 for

all positive integers k. For any Q0 = t(Q01, . . . , Q0n) ∈ Hm(R;Cn) and ε ∈ (0, 1),
define Qε

0 : R → C
n by

Q̂ε
0(ξ) = φ(εξ)Q̂0(ξ) (ξ ∈ R),

where Q̂ε
0 and Q̂0 denote the Fourier transform of Qε

0 and Q0 respectively. It follows

that Qε
0 ∈ H∞(R;Cn) and Qε

0 → Q0 in Hm(R;Cn) as ε ↓ 0. Moreover,

‖Qε
0‖Hm 6 ‖Q0‖Hm , (5.1)

‖Qε
0‖Hm+ℓ 6 Cε−ℓ‖Q0‖Hm (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . .), (5.2)

‖Qε
0 −Q0‖Hm−ℓ 6 Cεℓ‖Q0‖Hm (ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . .), (5.3)

where C is a positive constant which depends on m, k, φ, but not on ε. The set

{Qε
0}ε∈(0,1) is called a Bona-Smith approximation of Q0.

For ε ∈ (0, 1) and Q0 ∈ Hm(R;Cn), we consider the initial value problem for the

fourth-order parabolic regularized system:
(
∂t + ε5∂4x − iMa∂

4
x −Mb∂

3
x − iMλ∂

2
x

)
Q = F (Q, ∂xQ, ∂

2
xQ), (5.4)

Q(0, x) = Qε
0(x) (5.5)

for Q = t(Q1, . . . , Qn) : [0,∞) × R → Cn, where Qε
0 ∈ H∞(R;Cn) is given

by the Bona-Smith approximation of Q0. It is not difficult to show that there ex-

ists a time Tε = T (ε, ‖Qε
0‖Hm) > 0 and a unique solution Qε = t(Qε

1, . . . , Q
ε
n) ∈

C([0, Tε];H
∞(R;Cn)) to (5.4)-(5.5) by the standard contraction mapping argument.

We omit the detail.

The goal of this section is to show the following:

Proposition 5.1. Let m be an integer with m > 4. For any Q0 ∈ Hm(R;Cn), let

{Qε}ε∈(0,1) be the family of solutions to (5.4)-(5.5). Then, there exists a time T =

T (‖Q0‖H4) > 0 which is independent of ε ∈ (0, 1) such that {Qε}ε∈(0,1) is bounded in

L∞(0, T ;Hm(R;Cn)).

Proof of Proposition 5.1. For the integer m > 4 and fixed ε ∈ (0, 1), we consider the

estimate for Em(Qε) = Em(Qε(t)) : [0, Tε] → [0,∞), the square of which is defined

by

Em(Qε(t))2 := ‖V ε(t)‖2L2 + ‖Qε(t)‖2Hm−1 . (5.6)
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Here, V ε = t(V ε
1 , . . . , V

ε
n ) is a Cn-valued function defined by

V ε
j = V ε

j (t, x) := ∂mx Q
ε
j(t, x) +

L

4aj
Φε(t, x)i∂m−1

x Qε
j(t, x) (j ∈ {1, . . . , n}),

(5.7)

Φε = Φε(t, x) :=

∫ x

−∞

g(Qε(t, y)) dy

(
=

∫ x

−∞

|Qε(t, y))|2 dy
)
, (5.8)

where L > 1 is a sufficiently large constant which will be decided later independently

of j and ε. Moreover, we set Em(Qε
0) = Em(Qε(0)).

Equivalence of Em(Qε(t)) and ‖Qε(t)‖Hm on a restricted time-interval:

By definition (5.6) with (5.7)-(5.8) and

|Φε(t, x)| 6
∫

R

|Qε(t, y))|2 dy = ‖Qε(t)‖2L2 ,

there exist constants C1,L, C2,L > 0 which depend on L and not on ε and m such that

‖Qε(t)‖2Hm

C1,L

(
1 + ‖Qε(t)‖4L2

) 6 Em(Qε(t))2 6 C2,L

(
1 + ‖Qε(t)‖4L2

)
‖Qε(t)‖2Hm (5.9)

for all t ∈ [0, Tε]. We set

T ⋆
ε = sup {T > 0 | E4(Qε(t)) 6 2E4(Qε

0) for all t ∈ [0, T ]} . (5.10)

By (5.6) and (5.9) for m = 4 and (5.10),

‖Qε(t)‖2H4 6 C1,L(1 + ‖Qε(t)‖4L2)E4(Qε(t))2 (∵ (5.9))

6 C1,L

{
1 + E4(Qε(t))4

}
E4(Qε(t))2 (∵ (5.6))

6 4C1,L

{
1 + 16 E4(Qε

0)
4
}
E4(Qε

0)
2 (∵ (5.10) (5.11)

for t ∈ [0, T ⋆
ε ]. In addition, (5.9) for t = 0 and (5.1) for m = 4 imply

E4(Qε
0)

2 6 C2,L

(
1 + ‖Qε

0‖4H4

)
‖Qε

0‖2H4 6 C2,L

{
1 + ‖Q0‖4H4

}
‖Q0‖2H4. (5.12)

Combining (5.11) and (5.12), we have

sup
t∈[0,T ⋆

ε ]

‖Qε(t)‖2H4 6 P 0
L(‖Q0‖H4) (5.13)

and

‖Qε(t)‖2Hm

P 1
L(‖Q0‖H4)

6 Em(Qε(t))2 6 P 2
L(‖Q0‖H4)‖Qε(t)‖2Hm (5.14)

for any t ∈ [0, T ⋆
ε ]. Here, each of P k

L(·) : [0,∞) → (0,∞) for k = 0, 1, 2 denotes a

positive-valued increasing function on [0,∞) depending on L but not on m and ε.

The equation satisfied by V ε
j and uniform estimate for {Qε}ε∈(0,1):

We set Uε = ∂mx Q
ε, i.e., Uε = t(Uε

1 , . . . , U
ε
n) and Uε

j (t, x) = ∂mx Q
ε
j(t, x) for j ∈

{1, . . . , n}. In this part, we investigate the equation satisfied by V ε
j and then derive

estimates for {Qε(t)}ε∈(0,1) in Hm(R) on a restricted time-interval. Hereafter in this
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part, we useAk
m(·) : [0,∞) → (0,∞) andAk

L,m(·) : [0,∞) → (0,∞) for some integer

k to denote a positive-valued increasing function which depends onm but not on ε. We

use the latter only if the increasing function depends also on L.

Applying ∂mx to the j-th component of (5.4), we have
{
∂t + (ε5 − i aj)∂

4
x − bj∂

3
x − iλj∂

2
x

}
Uε
j

= ∂mx (F 1
j (Q

ε, ∂2xQ
ε)) + ∂mx (F 2

j (Q
ε, ∂xQ

ε)) + ∂mx (F 3
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε)). (5.15)

We compute the three terms of the right hand side of (5.15) separately.

First, recalling F 1
j (u, w) = O (g(u)|w|) follows from (1.3) in (F1) and (1.7), we use

the Leibniz rule, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and the Sobolev embedding to

deduce

∂mx (F 1
j (Q

ε, ∂2xQ
ε))

= O(g(Qε)|∂2xUε|) +O(|∂x {g(Qε)} ||∂xUε|) + r16m

= O(g(Qε)|∂2xUε|) +O (|∂xQε||Qε||∂xUε|) + r16m

= O(g(Qε)|∂2xUε|) +O (‖Qε(t)‖H2 |Qε||∂xUε|) + r16m, (5.16)

where

‖r16m(t)‖L2 6 A1
m(‖Qε(t)‖H3)‖Qε(t)‖Hm. (5.17)

More precisely, the first term of the right hand side of (5.16) satisfies

|O(g(Qε)|∂2xUε|)| 6
n∑

j=1

c1j g(Q
ε)|∂2xUε|, (5.18)

where the constants c1j for j ∈ {1, . . . , n} come from (F1) and are independent of L.

Second, since

F 2
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε) = O

(
d1∑

p1=0

d2∑

p2=0

|Qε|1+p1|∂xQε|p2
)

follows from (1.4) in (F2), a similar computation using the Leibniz rule, the Sobolev

embedding, and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality shows the following: If d2 = 0,

then

‖∂mx
(
F 2
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε)
)
(t)‖L2 6 A2

m(‖Qε(t)‖H1)‖Qε(t)‖Hm . (5.19)

If d2 > 1, then

∂mx
(
F 2
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε)
)

= O

(
d1∑

p1=0

d2∑

p2=1

|Qε|1+p1|∂xQε|p2−1|∂m+1
x Qε|

)
+ r26m

= O

(
d1∑

p1=0

d2∑

p2=1

‖Qε(t)‖p1+p2−1
H2 |Qε||∂m+1

x Qε|
)

+ r26m (5.20)
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where

‖r26m(t)‖L2 6 A3
m(‖Qε(t)‖H3)‖Qε(t)‖Hm. (5.21)

Third, it follows that

‖∂mx
(
F 3
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε)
)
(t)‖L2 6 A4

m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)‖Qε(t)‖Hm . (5.22)

Although it may not be difficult to see the fact, we confirm it here to share how to

handle nonlocal terms. For this purpose, we begin with using the Leibniz rule to see

∂mx (F 3
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε))

=
n∑

r=1

(∫ x

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t, y)dy

)
∂mx (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))

+
n∑

r=1

m∑

k=1

m!

k!(m− k)!

(
∂kx

∫ x

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t, y)dy

)
∂m−k
x (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))

=
n∑

r=1

(∫ x

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t, y)dy

)
∂mx (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))

+
n∑

r=1

m∑

k=1

m!

k!(m− k)!
∂k−1
x (F 3,A

j,r (Qε, ∂xQ
ε)) ∂m−k

x (F 3,B
j,r (Qε)).

Here, by the Hölder inequality and the Sobolev embedding,∥∥∥∥
(∫ ·

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t, y)dy

)
∂mx (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))(t)

∥∥∥∥
L2

6

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t, y)dy

∥∥∥∥
L∞

∥∥∥∂mx (F 3,B
j,r (Qε))(t)

∥∥∥
L2

6

∥∥∥F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t)
∥∥∥
L1

∥∥∥∂mx (F 3,B
j,r (Qε))(t)

∥∥∥
L2

for j, r ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and∥∥∥
(
∂k−1
x (F 3,A

j,r (Qε, ∂xQ
ε)) ∂m−k

x (F 3,B
j,r (Qε))

)
(t)
∥∥∥
L2

6

∥∥∥∂k−1
x (F 3,A

j,r (Qε, ∂xQ
ε))(t)

∥∥∥
L2

∥∥∥∂m−k
x (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))(t)
∥∥∥
L∞

6

∥∥∥∂k−1
x (F 3,A

j,r (Qε, ∂xQ
ε))(t)

∥∥∥
L2

∥∥∥∂m−k
x (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))(t)
∥∥∥
H1

for j, r ∈ {1, . . . , n} and k ∈ {1, . . . , m}. Furthermore, recalling

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε) = O

(
d3∑

p3=0

|Qε|2+p3 +

d4∑

p4=0

|∂xQε|2+p4

)
,

F 3,B
j,r (Qε) = O

(
d5∑

p5=0

|Qε|1+p5

)
,
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which follow from (1.5) and (1.6) in (F3), we estimate in the same way as above to

deduce∥∥∥F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t)
∥∥∥
L1

6 C

(
d3∑

p3=0

‖Qε(t)‖p3L∞ +

d4∑

p4=0

‖∂xQε(t)‖p4L∞

)
(
‖Qε(t)‖2L2 + ‖∂xQε(t)‖2L2

)

6 C

d3+d4+2∑

ℓ=2

‖Qε(t)‖ℓH2 , (5.23)

∥∥∥∂mx (F 3,B
j,r (Qε))(t)

∥∥∥
L2

6 A5
m(‖Qε(t)‖H1)‖Qε(t)‖Hm , (5.24)

∥∥∥∂k−1
x (F 3,A

j,r (Qε, ∂xQ
ε))(t)

∥∥∥
L2

6 A6
m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)‖Qε(t)‖Hk , (5.25)

∥∥∥∂m−k
x (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))(t)
∥∥∥
H1

6 A7
m(‖Qε(t)‖H1)‖Qε(t)‖Hm−k+1 . (5.26)

It follows from (5.23) and (5.24)
∥∥∥∥
(∫ ·

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t, y)dy

)
∂mx (F 3,B

j,r (Qε))(t)

∥∥∥∥
L2

6 A8
m(‖Qε(t)‖H2) ‖Qε(t)‖Hm . (5.27)

It follows from (5.25) and (5.26)
∥∥∥
(
∂k−1
x (F 3,A

j,r (Qε, ∂xQ
ε)) ∂m−k

x (F 3,B
j,r (Qε))

)
(t)
∥∥∥
L2

6 A9
m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)‖Qε(t)‖Hk‖Qε(t)‖Hm−k+1 .

Here, for each k ∈ {1, . . . , m}, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality implies

‖Qε(t)‖Hk‖Qε(t)‖Hm−k+1

6 C‖Qε(t)‖
m−k
m−1

H1 ‖Qε(t)‖
k−1

m−1

Hm ‖Qε(t)‖
k−1

m−1

H1 ‖Qε(t)‖
m−k
m−1

Hm

= C‖Qε(t)‖H1‖Qε(t)‖Hm .

Hence, we obtain∥∥∥
(
∂k−1
x (F 3,A

j,r (Qε, ∂xQ
ε)) ∂m−k

x (F 3,B
j,r (Qε))

)
(t)
∥∥∥
L2

6 A10
m (‖Qε(t)‖H2)‖Qε(t)‖Hm. (5.28)

The desired estimate (5.22) immediately follows from (5.27) and (5.28).

Combining (5.15), (5.16)(with (5.17)), (5.19) or (5.20) (with (5.21)) , and (5.22), we

have
{
∂t + (ε5 − i aj)∂

4
x − bj∂

3
x − iλj∂

2
x

}
Uε
j

= O(g(Qε)|∂2xUε|) +O(A11
m (‖Qε(t)‖H2)|Qε||∂xUε|) + r36m, (5.29)
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where

‖r36m(t)‖L2 6 A12
m (‖Qε(t)‖H3)‖Qε(t)‖Hm. (5.30)

We next compute

∂t

(
L

4aj
Φεi∂m−1

x Qε
j

)
=

L

4aj
Φεi∂t∂

m−1
x Qε

j +
L

4aj
(∂tΦ

ε)i∂m−1
x Qε

j . (5.31)

By the almost same computation to obtain (5.15) with (5.16)-(5.22), we have

∂t∂
m−1
x Qε

j =
{
(−ε5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
∂m−1
x Qε

j

+O(g(Qε)|∂xUε|) + r46m

=
{
(−ε5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
∂m−1
x Qε

j

+O(‖Qε(t)‖H1 |Qε||∂xUε|) + r46m, (5.32)

where

‖r46m(t)‖L2 6 A13
m (‖Qε(t)‖H2)‖Qε(t)‖Hm.

Recalling |Φε(t, x)| 6 ‖Qε(t)‖2L2 , and substituting (5.32) into the first term of the right

hand side of (5.31), we see

L

4aj
Φεi∂t∂

m−1
x Qε

j

=
{
(−ε5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}( L

4aj
Φεi∂m−1

x Qε
j

)

− (−ε5 + iaj)

4∑

k=1

4!

k!(4− k)!
(∂kxΦ

ε)
L

4aj
i∂4−k+m−1

x Qε
j

− bj

3∑

k=1

3!

k!(3− k)!
(∂kxΦ

ε)
L

4aj
i∂3−k+m−1

x Qε
j

− iλj

2∑

k=1

2!

k!(2− k)!
(∂kxΦ

ε)
L

4aj
i∂2−k+m−1

x Qε
j

+
L

4aj
O
(
A14

m (‖Qε(t)‖H1)|Qε||∂xUε|
)
+ r56m,

where

‖r56m(t)‖L2 6 A1
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)‖Qε(t)‖Hm .

Moreover, since ∂xΦ
ε = g(Qε) = |Qε|2, it follows that

4∑

k=1

4!

k!(4− k)!
(∂kxΦ

ε)
L

4aj
i∂4−k+m−1

x Qε
j



18 E. ONODERA

=
Li

aj
g(Qε)∂m+2

x Qε
j +

4!

2!2!

Li

4aj
∂x {g(Qε)} ∂m+1

x Qε
j + · · ·

=
Li

aj
∂x
{
g(Qε)∂xU

ε
j

}
+

Li

2aj
∂x {g(Qε)} ∂xUε

j + r66m

=
Li

aj
∂x
{
g(Qε)∂xU

ε
j

}
+
Li

aj
O
(
A15

m (‖Qε(t)‖H2)|Qε||∂xUε|
)
+ r66m,

where

‖r66m(t)‖L2 6 A2
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H3)‖Qε(t)‖Hm .

In the same way as above,

3∑

k=1

3!

k!(3− k)!
(∂kxΦ

ε)
L

4aj
i∂3−k+m−1

x Qε
j

=
Li

aj
O (‖Qε(t)‖H1|Qε||∂xUε|) + r76m,

where

‖r76m(t)‖L2 6 A3
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H3)‖Qε(t)‖Hm .

Noting them, we have

L

4aj
Φεi∂t∂

m−1
x Qε

j

=
{
(−ε5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}( L

4aj
Φεi∂m−1

x Qε
j

)

+

(
ε5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qε)∂xU

ε
j

}
+O(A4

L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)|Qε||∂xUε|)

+ r86m, (5.33)

where

‖r86m(t)‖L2 6 A5
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H3)‖Qε(t)‖Hm .

On the other hand, noting Qε ∈ C([0, Tε];H
∞(R;Cn)) and ε ∈ (0, 1), we use (5.4) to

deduce ∣∣∣∣
L

4aj
(∂tΦ

ε)i∂m−1
x Qε

j

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
L

2aj
Re

[∫ x

−∞

∂tQ
ε ·Qε dy

]
i∂m−1

x Qε
j

∣∣∣∣

6
L

2|aj|
‖∂tQε(t)‖L2‖Qε(t)‖L2 |∂m−1

x Qε
j |

6 A6
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H4)|∂m−1

x Qε
j |.
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This shows∥∥∥∥
(
L

4aj
(∂tΦ

ε)i∂m−1
x Qε

j

)
(t)

∥∥∥∥
L2

6 A6
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H4)‖Qε(t)‖Hm . (5.34)

Combining (5.33) and (5.34), we obtain

∂t

(
L

4aj
Φεi∂m−1

x Qε
j

)

=
{
(−ε5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}( L

4aj
Φεi∂m−1

x Qε
j

)

+

(
ε5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qε)∂xU

ε
j

}
+O(A4

L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)|Qε||∂xUε|)

+ r96m, (5.35)

where

‖r96m(t)‖L2 6 A7
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H4)‖Qε(t)‖Hm . (5.36)

Consequently, combining (5.29) (with (5.30)) and (5.35) (with (5.36)), and then

using (5.7), we deduce

∂tV
ε
j =

{
(−ε5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
V ε
j

+

(
ε5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qε)∂xU

ε
j

}
+O(g(Qε)|∂2xUε|)

+O(A8
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)|Qε||∂xUε|) + r36m + r96m

=
{
(−ε5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
V ε
j

+

(
ε5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qε)∂xV

ε
j

}
+O(g(Qε)|∂2xV ε|)

+O(A9
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)|Qε||∂xV ε|) + r106m, (5.37)

where

‖r106m(t)‖L2 6 A10
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H4)‖Qε(t)‖Hm . (5.38)

In what follows, we estimate Em(Qε(t))2 for t ∈ [0, T ⋆
ε ] where T ⋆

ε is introduced by

(5.10). Using (5.37) and the integration by parts, we deduce

1

2

d

dt
‖V ε(t)‖2L2 =

n∑

j=1

Re

∫

R

∂tV
ε
j V

ε
j dx

6 −ε5
∫

R

|∂2xV ε|2 dx− L

∫

R

g(Qε)|∂xV ε|2 dx

+
n∑

j=1

Re

∫

R

O(g(Qε)|∂2xV ε|)V ε
j dx
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+ C A9
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)

∫

R

|Qε||∂xV ε||V ε| dx

+ ‖r106m(t)‖L2‖V ε(t)‖L2. (5.39)

The second term of the right hand side of (5.39) comes from the first term of the right

hand side of (5.16) with (5.18). Therefore, by integration by parts, we see that there

exists positive constants C⋆
1 and C⋆

2 which are independent of L such that

n∑

j=1

Re

∫

R

O(g(Qε)|∂2xV ε|)V ε
j dx

=
n∑

j,ℓ=1

Re

∫

R

O(g(Qε))
(
∂2xV

ε
ℓ + ∂2xV

ε
ℓ

)
V ε
j dx

= −
n∑

j,ℓ=1

Re

∫

R

O(g(Qε))
(
∂xV

ε
ℓ + ∂xV ε

ℓ

)
∂xV ε

j dx

−
n∑

j,ℓ=1

Re

∫

R

∂x (O(g(Q
ε)))

(
∂xV

ε
ℓ + ∂xV

ε
ℓ

)
V ε
j dx

6 C⋆
1

∫

R

g(Qε)|∂xV ε|2 dx+ C⋆
2‖Qε(t)‖H2

∫

R

|Qε||∂xV ε||V ε| dx.

Furthermore, the Young inequality for products and (5.13) shows

‖Qε(t)‖H2

∫

R

|Qε||∂xV ε||V ε| dx

6
1

2

∫

R

|Qε|2|∂xV ε|2 dx+ 1

2
‖Qε(t)‖2H2

∫

R

|V ε|2 dx

6
1

2

∫

R

g(Qε)|∂xV ε|2 dx+ 1

2
P 0
L(‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε(t))2.

Thus, we have

n∑

j=1

Re

∫

R

O(g(Qε)|∂2xV ε|)V ε
j dx

6

(
C⋆

1 +
C⋆

2

2

)∫

R

g(Qε)|∂xV ε|2 dx+ C⋆
2

2
P 0
L(‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε(t))2. (5.40)

In the same way, we use the Young inequality and (5.13) to deduce

A9
L,m(‖Qε(t)‖H2)

∫

R

|Qε||∂xV ε||V ε| dx

6
1

2

∫

R

g(Qε)|∂xV ε|2 dx+ A11
L,m(‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε(t))2. (5.41)
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In addition, in view of (5.38), (5.13), and (5.14), we obtain

‖r106m(t)‖L2‖V ε(t)‖L2 6 A12
L,m(‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε(t))2. (5.42)

Therefore, combining (5.39)-(5.42), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖V ε(t)‖2L2 + ε5

∫

R

|∂2xV ε|2 dx

6

(
−L+ C⋆

1 +
C⋆

2

2
+

1

2

)∫

R

g(Qε)|∂xV ε|2 dx

+ A13
L,m(‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε(t))2. (5.43)

On the other hand, permitting loss of one derivative, we can easily obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖Qε(t)‖2Hm−1 + ε5

m−1∑

k=0

∫

R

|∂k+2
x Qε|2 dx

6 A14
L,m(‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε(t))2. (5.44)

Noting again that C⋆
1 and C⋆

1 are independent of L, we can take L = L0 to satisfy

−L0 +C⋆
1 + (C⋆

2/2) + (1/2) < 0. By fixing L = L0 and combining (5.43) and (5.44),

we obtain

d

dt
Em(Qε(t))2 + 2ε5

(
‖∂2xV ε(t)‖2L2 + ‖∂2xQε(t)‖2Hm−1

)

6 A15
L0,m(‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε(t))2. (5.45)

Therefore, the Gronwall inequality shows

Em(Qε(t))2 6 Em(Qε
0)

2 exp(A15
L0,m

(‖Q0‖H4)t) for t ∈ [0, T ⋆
ε ]. (5.46)

This inequality (5.46) for m = 4 and the definition of T ⋆
ε implies

4 6 exp(A15
L0,4(‖Q0‖H4)T ⋆

ε ).

From this, we obtain

T ⋆
ε >

log 4

A15
L0,4

(‖Q0‖H4)
=: T > 0, (5.47)

and it follows that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

Em(Qε(t))2 6 Em(Qε
0)

2 exp(A15
L0,m

(‖Q0‖H4)T ).

Furthermore, by combining this, (5.14), (5.9) for t = 0, and (5.1), we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Qε(t)‖2Hm 6 C(T, L0, ‖Q0‖H4)Em(Qε
0)

2

6 C(T, L0, ‖Q0‖H4)‖Qε
0‖2Hm (5.48)

6 C(T, L0, ‖Q0‖H4)‖Q0‖2Hm. (5.49)

Since the right hand side of (5.49) is independent of t and ε, we conclude {Qε}ε∈(0,1) is

bounded in L∞(0, T ;Hm(R;Cn)), which completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. �
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Remark 5.2. Once Proposition 5.1 is proved, the standard compactness argument shows

there exists a subsequence of {Qε}ε∈(0,1) which converges to a limit Q⋆ weak⋆ in

L∞(0, T ;Hm(R;Cn)) and (strongly) in C([0, T ];Hm−1
loc (R;Cn)). However, it is still

not straightforward to verify that Q⋆ is actually a solution to (1.1)-(1.2), in that the

subconvergence of {Qε}ε∈(0,1) in C([0, T ];Hm−1
loc (R;Cn)) seems to be insufficient to

ensure the subconvergence of the nonlocal term F3(Q
ε, ∂xQ

ε) to F3(Q
⋆, ∂xQ

⋆) even

in the sense of distribution. To avoid the argument to justify the above, we choose to

take an advantage of the Bona-Smith approximation {Qε
0}ε∈(0,1) satisfying (5.1)-(5.3),

which will be demonstrated in Sections 6 and 7.

6. ESTIMATE FOR THE DIFFERENCE OF BONA-SMITH APPROXIMATED

SOLUTIONS

Let m be an integer with m > 4. For Q0 = t(Q01, . . . , Q0n) ∈ Hm(R;Cn), let

{Qε
0}ε∈(0,1) be the Bona-Smith approximation of Q0. We denote Qµ and Qν by corre-

sponding solutions to (5.4)-(5.5) for ε = µ and ε = ν respectively, that is,(
∂t + µ5∂4x − iMa∂

4
x −Mb∂

3
x − iMλ∂

2
x

)
Qµ = F (Qµ, ∂xQ

µ, ∂2xQ
µ), (6.1)

Qµ(0, x) = Qµ
0 (x), (6.2)

(
∂t + ν5∂4x − iMa∂

4
x −Mb∂

3
x − iMλ∂

2
x

)
Qν = F (Qν , ∂xQ

ν , ∂2xQ
ν), (6.3)

Qν(0, x) = Qν
0(x). (6.4)

Proposition 5.1 which is proved in Section 5 ensures both {Qµ}µ∈(0,1) and {Qν}ν∈(0,1)
are uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;Hm(R;Cn)), where T = T (‖Q0‖H4) > 0 is de-

cided by (5.47) independently of µ and ν.

The goal of this section is to get the following:

Proposition 6.1. There exists a constant C = C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm) > 1 such that for all µ
and ν satisfying 0 < µ 6 ν < 1,

‖Qµ −Qν‖C([0,T ];H1) 6 C(νm−1 + ν4), (6.5)

‖Qµ −Qν‖C([0,T ];Hm) 6 C
(
νm−3 + ν + ‖Qµ

0 −Qν
0‖Hm

)
. (6.6)

Proof of Proposition 6.1. For µ, ν satisfying 0 < µ 6 ν < 1, we set W := Qµ − Qν ,

that is, W = t(W1, . . . ,Wn) and Wj = Qµ
j − Qν

j for j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. For k ∈
{1, . . . , m}, we introduce a Cn-valued function Zk = t(Zk

1 , . . . , Z
k
n), where

Zk
j = Zk

j (t, x) := ∂kxWj(t, x) +
L

4aj
Φµ(t, x)i∂k−1

x Wj(t, x) (j ∈ {1, . . . , n}), (6.7)

Φµ = Φµ(t, x) :=

∫ x

−∞

g(Qµ(t, y)) dy

(
=

∫ x

−∞

|Qµ(t, y)|2 dy
)
, (6.8)

and L > 1 is a sufficiently large constant which will be taken later independently of j,
µ, and ν. Furthermore we define Eµ,ν

k (W ) = Eµ,ν
k (W (t)) : [0, T ] → [0,∞) to satisfy

Eµ,ν
k (W (t))2 = ‖Zk(t)‖2L2 + ‖W (t)‖2Hk−1. (6.9)
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We shall estimate Eµ,ν
1 (W (t)) and Eµ,ν

m (W (t)) for t ∈ [0, T ] to get (6.5) and (6.6).

Roughly speaking, these estimates can be derived in the same way as we estimate

(5.6) in the previous section. The main point we need to care is that the estimate for

the time-derivative of ‖Zm(t)‖2L2 involves some terms including ‖∂m+j
x Qν(t)‖L2 for

j ∈ {1, . . . , 4} which grow as ν ↓ 0 in relation with (5.2). To compensate the growth,

we apply the decay properties of (6.5) and the factor ν5 in (6.3).

Before going to the detail, we here collect some estimates on [0, T ] and notation

used later. First, since the estimates for the solution Qε to (5.4)-(5.5) in the previous

section also hold for Qµ (and Qν) on [0, T ], it follows from (5.48) and (5.49) for Qµ

and Qµ
0 ,

‖Qµ‖C([0,T ]:Hm) 6 C1(T, ‖Q0‖H4)‖Qµ
0‖Hm (6.10)

6 C2(T, ‖Q0‖Hm), (6.11)

where C1(T, ‖Q0‖H4) and C2(T, ‖Q0‖Hm) are positive constants depending also on

L0 (in the previous Section) but not on µ. Second, by a similar argument to obtain

(5.9) and by (6.11), there exists a positive constant C3(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm) depending also

on L0 but not on µ such that

‖W (t)‖2Hk

C3(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)
6 Eµ,ν

k (W (t))2 6 C3(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)‖W (t)‖2Hk (6.12)

for any t ∈ [0, T ]. (Although constants Ck(·, . . . , ·) appearing here and hereafter in

this part may also depend on L0, we omit to write it for simplicity. By noting L0 is a

fixed constant to ensure Proposition 5.1, any confusion will not occur.) Moreover, in

what follows in this part, we useBk(·) andBL,k(·) for an integer k to denote a positive-

valued increasing function on [0,∞). We use the latter only if the increasing function

depends also on L.

Proof of (6.5):

We estimate Eµ,ν
1 (W (t)) for t ∈ [0, T ]. Since Qµ and Qν satisfy (6.1) and (6.3) respec-

tively,
{
∂t + (µ5 − iaj)∂

4
x − bj∂

3
x − iλj∂

2
x

}
∂xWj

= (ν5 − µ5)∂4x(∂xQ
ν
j ) + I(1) + I(2) + I(3),

where

I(1) := ∂x
(
F 1
j (Q

µ, ∂2xQ
µ)
)
− ∂x

(
F 1
j (Q

ν , ∂2xQ
ν)
)
,

I(2) := ∂x
(
F 2
j (Q

µ, ∂xQ
µ)
)
− ∂x

(
F 2
j (Q

ν , ∂xQ
ν)
)
,

I(3) := ∂x
(
F 3
j (Q

µ, ∂xQ
µ)
)
− ∂x

(
F 3
j (Q

ν , ∂xQ
ν)
)
.

Since F 1
j satisfies the condition (F1),

∂x
(
F 1
j (Q

µ, ∂2xQ
µ)
)
= O

(
g(Qµ)|∂3xQµ|

)
+O

(
|∂x {g(Qµ)} ||∂2xQµ|

)
,

∂x
(
F 1
j (Q

ν , ∂2xQ
ν)
)
= O

(
g(Qν)|∂3xQν |

)
+O

(
|∂x {g(Qν)} ||∂2xQν |

)
.
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By taking the difference between both sides, we deduce

I(1) = O
(
g(Qµ)|∂3xW |

)
+O

(
|∂x {g(Qµ)} ||∂2xW |

)
+ r1 + r2

= O
(
g(Qµ)|∂3xW |

)
+O

(
‖Qµ(t)‖H2 |Qµ||∂2xW |

)
+ r1 + r2,

where

r1 = O
(
(|Qµ|+ |Qν |)|Qµ −Qν ||∂3xQν |

)
,

r2 = O
(
(|Qµ|+ |Qν |)|∂xQµ − ∂xQ

ν ||∂2xQν |
)

+O
(
(|∂xQµ|+ |∂xQν |)|Qµ −Qν ||∂2xQν |

)
.

It is easy to deduce

‖r1(t)‖L2 6 C(‖Qµ(t)‖L∞ + ‖Qν(t)‖L∞)‖(Qµ −Qν)(t)‖L∞‖∂3xQν(t)‖L2

6 B1(‖Qµ(t)‖H1 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1,

‖r2(t)‖L2 6 C(‖Qµ(t)‖L∞ + ‖Qν(t)‖L∞)‖(∂xQµ − ∂xQ
ν)(t)‖L2‖∂2xQν(t)‖L∞

+ C(‖∂xQµ(t)‖L2 + ‖∂xQν(t)‖L2)‖(Qµ −Qν)(t)‖L∞‖∂2xQν(t)‖L∞

6 B2(‖Qµ(t)‖H1 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1.

Since F 2
j satisfies (F2), the following holds for both ε = µ and ε = ν:

If d2 = 0, then

∂x
(
F 2
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε)
)
= O

(
d1∑

p1=0

|Qε|p1|∂xQε|
)
.

If d2 > 1, then

∂x
(
F 2
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε)
)
= O

(
d1∑

p1=0

d2∑

p2=1

|Qε|1+p1|∂xQε|p2−1|∂2xQε|
)

+O

(
d1∑

p1=0

d2∑

p2=0

|Qε|p1|∂xQε|p2+1

)

+O

(
d1∑

p1=0

|Qε|p1|∂xQε|
)
.

In both cases, it follows that

I(2) = O
(
B3(‖Qµ(t)‖L∞ + ‖∂xQµ(t)‖L∞)|Qµ||∂2xW |

)
+ r3

= O
(
B3(‖Qµ(t)‖H2)|Qµ||∂2xW |

)
+ r3,

where

‖r3(t)‖L2 6 B4(‖Qµ(t)‖H2 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1.
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Since F 3,A
j,r and F 3,B

j,r satisfy (F3), the following holds for both ε = µ and ε = ν:

∂x
(
F 3
j (Q

ε, ∂xQ
ε)
)

=

n∑

r=1

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)F 3,B
j,r (Qε)

+

n∑

r=1

(∫ x

−∞

F 3,A
j,r (Qε, ∂xQ

ε)(t, y)dy

)
∂x

(
F 3,B
j,r (Qε)

)

= O

(
d3∑

p3=0

d5∑

p5=0

|Qε|3+p3+p5 +

d4∑

p4=0

d5∑

p5=0

|Qε|1+p5|∂xQε|2+p4

)

+

(∫ x

−∞

O

(
d3∑

p3=0

|Qε|2+p3 +

d4∑

p4=0

|∂xQε|2+p4

)
(t, y)dy

)

× O

(
d5∑

p5=0

|Qε|p5|∂xQε|
)
.

Therefore, it is now easy to obtain

‖I(3)(t)‖L2 6 B5(‖Qµ(t)‖H2 + ‖Qν(t)‖H2)‖W (t)‖H1.

Gathering them, we obtain
{
∂t + (µ5 − iaj)∂

4
x − bj∂

3
x − iλj∂

2
x

}
∂xWj

= O
(
g(Qµ)|∂3xW |

)
+ O

(
B6(‖Qµ(t)‖H2)|Qµ||∂2xW |

)

+ (ν5 − µ5)∂4x(∂xQ
ν
j ) + r4, (6.13)

where

‖r4(t)‖L2 6 B7(‖Qµ(t)‖H2 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1.

We next compute the right hand side of

∂t

(
L

4aj
ΦµiWj

)
=

L

4aj
Φµi∂tWj +

L

4aj
(∂tΦ

µ)iWj . (6.14)

The argument is almost the same as that to obtain (5.33)-(5.34) and (5.35)-(5.36). First,

it is not difficult to show

∂tWj =
{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
Wj

+O
(
g(Qµ)|∂2xW |

)
+ (ν5 − µ5)∂4xQ

ν
j + r5,

where

‖r5(t)‖L2 6 B8(‖Qµ(t)‖H2 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1.
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Substituting this and using ‖Φµ(t)‖L∞ 6 ‖Qµ(t)‖2L2 , we deduce

L

4aj
Φµi∂tWj =

{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}( L

4aj
ΦµiWj

)

+

(
µ5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qµ)∂2xWj

}

+O(BL,1(‖Qµ(t)‖H2)|Qµ||∂2xW |)

+ (ν5 − µ5)
L

4aj
O
(
‖Qµ(t)‖2L2

)
∂4xQ

ν
j + r6, (6.15)

where

‖r6(t)‖L2 6 BL,2(‖Qµ(t)‖H3 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1.

Second, the same computation to obtain (5.34) shows
∥∥∥∥
(
L

4aj
(∂tΦ

µ)iWj

)
(t)

∥∥∥∥
L2

6 BL,3(‖Qµ(t)‖H4)‖W (t)‖H1. (6.16)

Applying (6.15) and (6.16) to (6.14), and combining this with (6.13), we obtain

∂tZ
1
j =

{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
Z1

j

+O
(
g(Qµ)|∂3xW |

)
+

(
µ5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qµ)∂2xWj

}

+O
(
BL,4(‖Qµ(t)‖H2)|Qµ||∂2xW |

)

+ (ν5 − µ5)

{
∂4x(∂xQ

ν
j ) +

L

4aj
O
(
‖Qµ(t)‖2L2

)
∂4xQ

ν
j

}
+ r7,

where

‖r7(t)‖L2 6 BL,5(‖Qµ(t)‖H4 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1.

Furthermore, using ∂xWj = Z1
j − LO(‖Qµ(t)‖2L2 |Wj|) which follows from (6.7) for

k = 1, we obtain

∂tZ
1
j =

{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
Z1

j

+O
(
g(Qµ)|∂2xZ1|

)
+

(
µ5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qµ)∂xZ

1
j

}

+O
(
BL,6(‖Qµ(t)‖H2)|Qµ||∂xZ1|

)

+ (ν5 − µ5)

{
∂4x(∂xQ

ν
j ) +

L

4aj
O
(
‖Qµ(t)‖2L2

)
∂4xQ

ν
j

}
+ r8, (6.17)

where

‖r8(t)‖L2 6 BL,7(‖Qµ(t)‖H4 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1. (6.18)
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By the almost same way to obtain (5.43), we use (6.17) with (6.18) to derive

1

2

d

dt
‖Z1(t)‖2L2 + µ5‖∂2xZ1(t)‖2L2

6 (−L+ C⋆)

∫

R

g(Qµ)|∂xZ1|2 dx+ J1 + J2, (6.19)

where

J1 := (ν5 − µ5)
n∑

j=1

Re

∫

R

{
∂4x(∂xQ

ν
j ) +

L

4aj
O
(
‖Qµ(t)‖2L2

)
∂4xQ

ν
j

}
Z1

j dx,

J2 := BL,7(‖Qµ(t)‖H4 + ‖Qν(t)‖H3)‖W (t)‖H1‖Z1(t)‖L2 ,

and C⋆ > 0 is a positive constant which is independent of L. Recall here that (6.11) en-

sures ‖Qµ‖C([0,T ];H4) and ‖Qν‖C([0,T ];H4) are bounded by a positive constant depending

on T and ‖Q0‖Hm but not on µ and ν. From this and (6.12), it is easy to have

J2 6 C4(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)Eµ,ν
1 (W (t))2. (6.20)

In addition, it follows that

J1 6 C5(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(ν5 − µ5)‖Qν(t)‖H5‖Z1(t)‖L2 .

Here, applying (6.10) for m = 5, we have

‖Qν‖C([0,T ];H5) 6 C6(T, ‖Q0‖H4)‖Qν
0‖H5.

Moreover, applying (5.2) for ε = ν, m = 4 and ℓ = 1, we have

‖Qν
0‖H5 6 Cν−1‖Q0‖H4 .

Combining them, we obtain

J1 6 C7(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(ν5 − µ5)ν−1‖Z1(t)‖L2

6 C7(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)ν4Eµ,ν
1 (W (t)).

Consequently, going back to (6.19) and taking L = L1 > 1 so that −L1 + C⋆ < 0, we

have

1

2

d

dt
‖Z1(t)‖2L2 6 C8(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)

(
Eµ,ν
1 (W (t))2 + ν4Eµ,ν

1 (W (t))
)
.

On the other hand, it is now not difficult to show

1

2

d

dt
‖W (t)‖2L2 6 C9(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)

(
Eµ,ν
1 (W (t))2 + ν5Eµ,ν

1 (W (t))
)
.

Combining them, we have

d

dt
Eµ,ν
1 (W (t))2 6 C10(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)

(
Eµ,ν
1 (W (t))2 + ν4Eµ,ν

1 (W (t))
)
. (6.21)

The Gronwall inequality for (6.21) shows

Eµ,ν
1 (W (t)) 6 C11(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(Eµ,ν

1 (W (0)) + ν4),
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and hence the equivalence (6.12) shows

‖W (t)‖H1 6 C12(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(‖W (0)‖H1 + ν4)

= C12(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(‖Qµ
0 −Qν

0‖H1 + ν4) (6.22)

for any t ∈ [0, T ]. This combined with the triangle inequality ‖Qµ
0 −Qν

0‖H1 6 ‖Qµ
0 −

Q0‖H1 + ‖Q0 −Qν
0‖H1 and (5.3) (where ℓ = m− 1) for 0 < µ 6 ν < 1 implies

‖W‖C([0,T ];H1) 6 C13(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(µm−1 + νm−1 + ν4)

6 2C13(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(νm−1 + ν4), (6.23)

which is the desired (6.5).

Proof of (6.6):

We estimate Eµ,ν
m (W (t)) for t ∈ [0, T ]. Recall again that (6.11) shows the existence of

a positive constant D1 = D1(T, ‖Q0‖Hm) which is independent of µ and ν such that

‖Qµ‖C([0,T ];Hm) + ‖Qν‖C([0,T ];Hm) 6 D1(T, ‖Q0‖Hm). (6.24)

The fact will be used hereafter to show (6.6) sometimes without any comments. Other

constants which are independent of µ and ν will be denoted by Dk = Dk(·, . . . , ·) for

some integer k = 2, 3, . . .. In addition, we use sm,k for an integer k to denote a function

of (t, x) satisfying

‖sm,k(t)‖L2 6 Dk(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)‖W (t)‖Hm for any t ∈ [0, T ]. (6.25)

We use sm,L,k instead of sm,k only when the above Dk depends also on L.

By taking the difference between (5.15) for Qµ and that for Qν ,

∂t∂
m
x Wj = ∂t∂

m
x Q

µ
j − ∂t∂

m
x Q

ν
j

=
{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
∂mx Wj

+ (ν5 − µ5)∂4x(∂
m
x Q

ν
j ) + I(1)m + I(2)m + I(3)m ,

where

I(1)m := ∂mx
(
F 1
j (Q

µ, ∂2xQ
µ)
)
− ∂mx

(
F 1
j (Q

ν , ∂2xQ
ν)
)
,

I(2)m := ∂mx
(
F 2
j (Q

µ, ∂xQ
µ)
)
− ∂mx

(
F 2
j (Q

ν , ∂xQ
ν)
)
,

I(3)m := ∂mx
(
F 3
j (Q

µ, ∂xQ
µ)
)
− ∂mx

(
F 3
j (Q

ν , ∂xQ
ν)
)
.

Noting (5.16) with (5.17), and using (6.24), we deduce

I(1)m = O
(
g(Qµ)|∂2x(∂mx W )|

)
+O (|Qµ||∂x(∂mx W )|)

+O
(
|W ||∂2x(∂mx Qν)|

)
+O ((|∂xW |+ |W |)|∂x(∂mx Qν)|) + sm,1.

In the same way as above, it is not difficult to deduce

I(2)m = O (|Qµ||∂x(∂mx W )|) +O (|W |∂x(∂mx Qν)|) + sm,2,

I(3)m = sm,3.
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Combining them, we have

∂t∂
m
x Wj =

{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
∂mx Wj

+ (ν5 − µ5)∂m+4
x Qν

j +O
(
g(Qµ)|∂m+2

x W |
)

+O
(
|Qµ||∂m+1

x W |
)
+O

(
|W ||∂m+2

x Qν |
)

+O
(
(|∂xW |+ |W |)|∂m+1

x Qν |
)
+ sm,1 + sm,2 + sm,3. (6.26)

In the same way as above, we obtain

∂t∂
m−1
x Wj =

{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
∂m−1
x Wj

+ (ν5 − µ5)∂m+3
x Qν

j +O
(
|Qµ||∂m+1

x W |
)

+O
(
|W ||∂m+1

x Qν |
)
+ sm,4.

Hence, by the almost same computation to obtain (5.33) and (6.15), we derive

L

4aj
Φµi∂t∂

m−1
x Wj

=
{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}( L

4aj
Φµi∂m−1

x Wj

)

+

(
µ5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qµ)∂m+1

x Wj

}

+ LO(|Qµ||∂m+1
x W |) + LO(|W ||∂m+1

x Qν |)

+ (ν5 − µ5)
L

4aj
O
(
‖Qµ(t)‖2L2

)
∂m+3
x Qν

j + sm,L,5. (6.27)

The same computation to obtain (5.34) and (6.16) shows∥∥∥∥
(
L

4aj
(∂tΦ

µ)i∂m−1
x Wj

)
(t)

∥∥∥∥
L2

6 C L‖W (t)‖Hm. (6.28)

Combining (6.26), (6.27), and (6.28), and using (6.7) for k = m, we deduce

∂tZ
m
j =

{
(−µ5 + iaj)∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

}
Zm

j +O
(
g(Qµ)|∂2xZm|

)

+

(
µ5i

aj
+ 1

)
L∂x

{
g(Qµ)∂xZ

m
j

}

+ (1 + L)O (|Qµ||∂xZm|) +O
(
|W ||∂m+2

x Qν |
)

+ (1 + L)O
(
(|∂xW |+ |W |)|∂m+1

x Qν |
)

+ (ν5 − µ5)

{
∂m+4
x Qν

j +
L

4aj
O
(
‖Qµ(t)‖2L2

)
∂m+3
x Qν

j

}
+ sm,L,6.

Therefore, in the same way as we obtain (5.43), we use the integration by part, the

Young inequality and (6.12) for k = m to deduce

1

2

d

dt
‖Zm(t)‖2L2
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6 (C∗ − L)

∫

R

g(Qµ)|∂xZm|2 dx+D2(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)Eµ,ν
m (W (t))2

+D3(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)‖W (t)‖L∞‖∂m+2
x Qν(t)‖L2‖Zm(t)‖L2

+D4(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)‖∂xW (t)‖L2‖∂m+1
x Qν(t)‖L∞‖Zm(t)‖L2

+D5(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)‖W (t)‖L∞‖∂m+1
x Qν(t)‖L2‖Zm(t)‖L2

+ (ν5 − µ5)

n∑

j=1

Re

∫

R

{
∂m+4
x Qν

j +
L

4aj
O
(
‖Qµ(t)‖2L2

)
∂m+3
x Qν

j

}
Zm

j dx

6 (C∗ − L)

∫

R

g(Qµ)|∂xZm|2 dx+D2(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)Eµ,ν
m (W (t))2

+D6(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)‖W (t)‖H1‖Qν(t)‖Hm+2‖Zm(t)‖L2

+D7(L, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(ν5 − µ5)‖Qν(t)‖Hm+4‖Zm(t)‖L2 . (6.29)

By the same reason as that we choose L0 and L1, we can take the constant C∗ > 0
independently of L and hence can take a positive constant L = L2 so thatC∗−L2 < 0.

Furthermore, as the estimate (6.10) holds even when m is replaced with m + j for

j = 1, 2, . . .,

‖Qν‖C([0,T ];Hm+j) 6 D8(T, ‖Q0‖H4)‖Qν
0‖Hm+j (j = 1, 2, . . .).

Noting (5.2), we see the left hand side of the above grows up as ν ↓ 0, that is,

‖Qν‖C([0,T ];Hm+j) 6 D9(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)ν−j (j = 1, 2, . . .). (6.30)

Combining (6.30) for j = 2 and (6.23), we deduce

‖W (t)‖H1‖Qν(t)‖Hm+2 6 D10(L1, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(ν(m−1)−2 + ν4−2). (6.31)

In the same way, we apply (6.30) for j = 4 to obtain

(ν5 − µ5)‖Qν(t)‖Hm+4 6 D11(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(ν5 − µ5)ν−4

6 D11(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)ν. (6.32)

Combining (6.29) with the above choice of L = L2, (6.31)-(6.32), (6.12) for k = m,

and noting 0 < ν < 1, we get

d

dt
‖Zm(t)‖2L2 6 D12

{
Eµ,ν
m (W (t))2 + (νm−3 + ν)Eµ,ν

m (W (t))
}

where D2 = D12(L1, L2, T, ‖Q0‖Hm). On the other hand, it is now easy to obtain

d

dt
‖W (t)‖2Hm−1 6 D13

{
Eµ,ν
m (W (t))2 + (νm−2 + ν2)Eµ,ν

m (W (t))
}

where D13 = D13(L1, L2, T, ‖Q0‖Hm). The above two inequalities and 0 < ν < 1
shows

d

dt
Eµ,ν
m (W (t))2 6 D14

{
Eµ,ν
m (W (t))2 + (νm−3 + ν)Eµ,ν

m (W (t))
}
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where D14 = D14(L1, L2, T, ‖Q0‖Hm). The Gronwall inequality and (6.12) shows

‖W‖C([0,T ];Hm) 6 D15(L1, L2, T, ‖Q0‖Hm)
(
νm−3 + ν + ‖W (0)‖Hm

)
,

which is the desired (6.6). �

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1

This section completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Letm be an integer satisfyingm > 4, and letQ0 ∈ Hm(R;Cn).
From the time-reversibility of (1.1), it suffices to solve (1.1)-(1.2) in positive time-

direction.

Local existence of a solution in CHm:

Let {Qα
0}α∈(0,1) be the Bona-Smith approximation of Q0 introduced in Section 5. For

µ and ν with 0 < µ 6 ν < 1, let Qµ and Qν satisfy (6.1)-(6.2) and (6.3)-(6.4)

respectively. Let T = T (‖Q0‖H4) > 0 be given by (5.47) independently of µ and

ν. Combining (6.6) in Proposition 6.1 with the triangle inequality, the convergence

Qα
0 → Q0 in Hm as α ↓ 0, and m > 4, we deduce

‖Qµ −Qν‖C([0,T ];Hm)

6 C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)
(
νm−3 + ν + ‖Qµ

0 −Q0‖Hm + ‖Q0 −Qν
0‖Hm

)

→ 0 (µ, ν ↓ 0).

This shows that {Qµ}µ∈(0,1) is Cauchy in C([0, T ];Hm(R;Cn)), and thus there exists

its limit Q := lim
µ↓0

Qµ in C([0, T ];Hm(R;Cn)). By the strong convergence, it is not

difficult to prove that Q is actually a solution to (1.1)-(1.2). If we may add something,

the proof of it is reduced to the justification of

Fj(Q
µ, ∂xQ

µ, ∂2xQ
µ) → Fj(Q, ∂xQ, ∂

2
xQ) as µ ↓ 0

for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n} in the sense of distribution on (0, T )× R. We omit the detail

but demonstrate only the proof of

F 3
j (Q

µ, ∂xQ
µ) → F 3

j (Q, ∂xQ) as µ ↓ 0 (7.1)

for readers who are interested in how to handle the nonlocal terms. In fact, we can

prove it in the sense of uniformly convergence on [0, T ] × R as follows: By a simple

calculation and the triangle inequality,
∣∣F 3

j (Q
µ, ∂xQ

µ)− F 3
j (Q, ∂xQ)

∣∣ (t, x)

6

n∑

r=1

(∫

R

∣∣∣F 3,A
j,r (Qµ, ∂xQ

µ)− F 3,A
j,r (Q, ∂xQ)

∣∣∣ (t, y)dy
)∣∣∣F 3,B

j,r (Qµ)(t, x)
∣∣∣

+

n∑

r=1

(∫

R

∣∣∣F 3,A
j,r (Q, ∂xQ)

∣∣∣ (t, y)dy
)∣∣∣
(
F 3,B
j,r (Qµ)− F 3,B

j,r (Q)
)
(t, x)

∣∣∣ .
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Since F 3,A
j,r and F 3,B

j,r satisfy (F3) with (1.5) and (1.6), it follows from the Schwarz

inequality and the Sobolev embedding
∫

R

∣∣∣F 3,A
j,r (Q, ∂xQ)

∣∣∣ (t, y)dy

6 C

(
d3∑

p3=0

‖Q(t)‖p3L∞ +

d4∑

p4=0

‖∂xQ(t)‖p4L∞

)∫

R

(
|Q|2 + |∂xQ|2

)
(t, y) dy

6 C

d3+d4+2∑

ℓ=2

‖Q‖ℓC([0,T ];H2),

∫

R

∣∣∣F 3,A
j,r (Qµ, ∂xQ

µ)− F 3,A
j,r (Q, ∂xQ)

∣∣∣ (t, y)dy

6 C

d3∑

p3=0

∫

R

(
(|Qµ|1+p3 + |Q|1+p3)|Qµ −Q|

)
(t, y) dy

+ C

d4∑

p4=0

∫

R

(
(|∂xQµ|1+p4 + |∂xQ|1+p4)|∂xQµ − ∂xQ|

)
(t, y) dy

6 C

d3∑

p3=0

(‖Qµ(t)‖p3L∞ + ‖Q(t)‖p3L∞) (‖Qµ(t)‖L2 + ‖Q(t)‖L2) ‖(Qµ −Q)(t)‖L2

+ C

d4∑

p4=0

(‖∂xQµ(t)‖p4L∞ + ‖∂xQ(t)‖p4L∞)

× (‖∂xQµ(t)‖L2 + ‖∂xQ(t)‖L2) ‖(∂xQµ − ∂xQ)(t)‖L2

6 C

d3∑

p3=0

(
‖Qµ(t)‖1+p3

H1 + ‖Q(t)‖1+p3
H1

)
‖(Qµ −Q)(t)‖L2

+ C

d4∑

p4=0

(
‖∂xQµ(t)‖1+p4

H1 + ‖∂xQ(t)‖1+p4
H1

)
‖(∂xQµ − ∂xQ)(t)‖L2

6 C

d3+d4+1∑

ℓ=1

(
sup

µ∈(0,1)

‖Qµ‖ℓC([0,T ];H2) + ‖Q‖ℓC([0,T ];H2)

)
‖Qµ −Q‖C([0,T ];H1),

∣∣∣F 3,B
j,r (Qµ)(t, x)

∣∣∣ 6 C
d5∑

p5=0

‖Qµ(t)‖1+p5
L∞ 6 C

d5∑

p5=0

sup
µ∈(0,1)

‖Qµ‖1+p5
C([0,T ];H1),

∣∣∣
(
F 3,B
j,r (Qµ)− F 3,B

j,r (Q)
)
(t, x)

∣∣∣
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6 C

d5∑

p5=0

(‖Qµ(t)‖p5L∞ + ‖Q(t)‖p5L∞) ‖(Qµ −Q)(t)‖L∞

6 C
d5∑

p5=0

(
sup

µ∈(0,1)

‖Qµ‖p5C([0,T ];H1) + ‖Q‖p5C([0,T ];H1)

)
‖Qµ −Q‖C([0,T ];H1).

Combining them, we obtain

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×R

∣∣F 3
j (Q

µ, ∂xQ
µ)− F 3

j (Q, ∂xQ)
∣∣ (t, x)

6 C
d3+d4+1∑

ℓ=1

d5∑

p5=0

M1+p5
T

(
M ℓ

T + ‖Q‖ℓC([0,T ];H2)

)
‖Qµ −Q‖C([0,T ];H1)

+ C

d3+d4+2∑

ℓ=2

d5∑

p5=0

‖Q‖ℓC([0,T ];H2)

(
Mp5

T + ‖Q‖p5C([0,T ];H1)

)
‖Qµ −Q‖C([0,T ];H1),

where MT := sup
µ∈(0,1)

‖Qµ‖C([0,T ];H2). Since {Qµ}µ∈(0,1) converges to Q and is bounded

in C([0, T ];Hm(R;Cn)), it follows that ‖Qµ − Q‖C([0,T ];H1) → 0 as µ ↓ 0 and MT <
∞. This implies the desired convergence

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×R

∣∣F 3
j (Q

µ, ∂xQ
µ)− F 3

j (Q, ∂xQ)
∣∣ (t, x) → 0 as µ ↓ 0.

Uniqueness of the solution:

Let Q1, Q2 ∈ C([0, T ];H4(R;Cn)) be solutions to (1.1) with Q1(0, x) = Q2(0, x).

Then Q1, Q2 ∈ C1([0, T ];L2(R;Cn)). Set W̃ = t(W̃1, . . . , W̃n) := Q1 − Q2. It

suffices to show W̃ = 0. For this purpose, we introduce Z̃1 = t(Z̃1
1 , . . . , Z̃

1
n) and

E(W̃ (t)), where

Z̃1
j = Z̃1

j (t, x) := ∂xW̃j(t, x) +
L

4aj
Φ1(t, x)iW̃j(t, x) (j ∈ {1, . . . , n}), (7.2)

Φ1 = Φ1(t, x) :=

∫ x

−∞

g(Q1(t, y)) dy

(
=

∫ x

−∞

|Q1(t, y)|2 dy
)
, (7.3)

E(W̃ (t))2 := ‖Z̃1(t)‖2L2 + ‖W̃ (t)‖2L2,

and L > 1 is again a constant which will be taken later. The argument below is

formally the same as that we obtain (6.17) and (6.21) under the setting µ = ν = 0 and

the modification of (Qµ, Qν) with (Q1, Q2). We can make it rigorous by taking the

regularity of Q1 and Q2 into account: Since

Z̃1 ∈ C([0, T ];H3(R;Cn)) ∩ C1([0, T ];H−1(R;Cn)), (7.4)
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the following holds in the sense of distribution on (0, T ):

d

dt
‖Z̃1(t)‖2L2 = 2Re

n∑

j=1

〈
∂tZ̃

1
j (t), Z̃

1
j (t)
〉
H−1,H1

, (7.5)

where 〈·, ·〉H−1,H1 denotes the duality paring forH−1(R;C) andH1(R;C). SinceQ1 ∈
C([0, T ];H4(R;Cn)) ∩ C1([0, T ];L2(R;Cn)),

∂tΦ
1(t, x) = 2Re

∫ x

−∞

∂Q1

∂t
(t, y) ·Q1(t, y) dy

holds for any (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R. Moreover, it follows that

∂t

(
L

4aj
Φ1iW̃j

)
=

L

4aj
Φ1i∂tW̃j +

L

4aj
(∂tΦ

1)iW̃j in C([0, T ];L2(R;C))

for j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Noting them and (7.4), we deduce

∂tZ̃1
j =

(
iaj∂

4
x + bj∂

3
x + iλj∂

2
x

)
Z̃1

j +Rj in C([0, T ];H−1(R;C)) (7.6)

for j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, where

Rj = O
(
g(Q1)|∂2xZ̃1|

)
+ L∂x

{
g(Q1)∂xZ̃1

j

}
+O

(
|Q1||∂xZ̃1|

)
+ rj ,

‖rj(t)‖L2 6 C(‖Q1‖C([0,T ];H4) + ‖Q2‖C([0,T ];H3))‖W̃ (t)‖H1 .

In fact, (7.4) shows Rj ∈ C([0, T ];L2(R;C)), and thus 〈Rj(t), Z̃1
j (t)〉H−1,H1 is just

their L2-product. Noting them and using (7.5)-(7.6), we can take a sufficiently large L
so that

d

dt
‖Z̃1(t)‖2L2 6 AL(‖Q1(t)‖H4 + ‖Q2(t)‖H3)E(W̃ (t))2,

where AL(·) is a positive-valued increasing function on [0,∞) which depends on L.

This estimate combined with that for the time-derivative of ‖W̃ (t)‖2L2 implies

d

dt
E(W̃ (t))2 6 C(L, ‖Q1‖C([0,T ];H4) + ‖Q2‖C([0,T ];H3))E(W̃ (t))2.

Hence, the Gronwall inequality and Q1(0, x) = Q2(0, x) shows E(W̃ (t)) = 0 for any

t ∈ [0, T ]. This implies W̃ = 0 on [0, T ]× R, which is the desired result.

Continuous dependence:

LetQ ∈ C([0, T (‖Q0‖H4)];Hm(R;Cn)) be the unique solution to (1.1) withQ(0, ·) =
Q0 ∈ Hm(R;Cn) constructed above. Fix T ′ ∈ (0, T (‖Q0‖H4). Let η > 0 be any

given. We take δ > 0 (which will be retaken sufficiently small later) and Q̃0 ∈
Hm(R;Cn) to satisfy ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm < δ. We denote the solution to (1.1) with

Q̃(0, ·) = Q̃0 by Q̃ ∈ C([0, T (‖Q̃0‖H4)];Hm(R;Cn)). Moreover, let Qα
0 and Q̃α

0

for each α ∈ (0, 1) be defined to form Bona-Smith approximations of Q0 and Q̃0

respectively, and let Qα and Q̃α be regularized solutions to (5.4) (for ε = α) with
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Qα(0, ·) = Qα
0 and Q̃α(0, ·) = Q̃α

0 respectively. In view of the lower-semicontinuity

for T = T (‖Q0‖H4) given by (5.47) with respect to Q0, there exists a sufficiently

small 0 < δ1 < 1 such that Q, Q̃,Qα, Q̃α exist commonly at least on [0, T ′] if δ satis-

fies 0 < δ < δ1. In what follows, we fix such δ1 and assume 0 < δ < δ1 < 1.

We estimate ‖Q− Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm). By the triangle inequality,

‖Q− Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm) 6 ‖Q−Qα‖C([0,T ′];Hm) + ‖Qα − Q̃α‖C([0,T ′];Hm)

+ ‖Q̃α − Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm).

Proposition 7.1. Let α ∈ (0, 1). There exists a constant C = C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm) > 1
which depends on T and ‖Q0‖Hm but is independent of α such that

‖Q−Qα‖C([0,T ′];Hm) 6 C(αm−3 + α + ‖Q0 −Qα
0‖Hm), (7.7)

‖Q̃α − Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm) 6 C(αm−3 + α + ‖Q̃α
0 − Q̃0‖Hm), (7.8)

‖Qα − Q̃α‖C([0,T ′];Hm) 6 C(αm−3 + α−2‖Q0 − Q̃0‖H1 + ‖Qα
0 − Q̃α

0‖Hm). (7.9)

Proof of Proposition 7.1. Let µ, ν be positive parameters satisfying 0 < µ 6 ν < 1.

By (6.6), the following holds:

‖Qµ −Qν‖C([0,T ′];Hm) 6 C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)
(
νm−3 + ν + ‖Qµ

0 −Qν
0‖Hm

)
. (7.10)

The estimate (7.7) is obtained by fixing ν = α and by passing the limit as µ ↓ 0 in

(7.10), where we use Qµ
0 → Q0 in Hm(R;Cn) and Qµ → Q in C([0, T ′];Hm(R;Cn))

as µ ↓ 0.

The estimate (7.8) is obtained in the same manner: If we show (7.7) for Q̃, Q̃α, Q̃0,

Q̃α
0 in place for Q,Qα, Q0, Q

α
0 respectively, then it reads

‖Q̃α − Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm) 6 C(αm−3 + α + ‖Q̃α
0 − Q̃0‖Hm),

where C = C(T, ‖Q̃0‖Hm) > 1. Recalling ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm < δ 6 1, we can retake a

larger constant C which depends on T and ‖Q0‖Hm .

The estimate (7.9) follows from a similar argument to obtain (6.6) and (7.7) with

slight modification. The difference of (7.7) and (7.9) in their right hand side comes

from the estimate for Qα − Q̃α in CH1: To be more precise, a similar argument to

obtain (6.22) (but without handling the terms with coefficient ν5 − µ5) yields

‖Qα − Q̃α‖C([0,T ′];H1) 6 C1(T, ‖Q0‖Hm , ‖Q̃0‖Hm)‖Qα
0 − Q̃α

0‖H1.

From the triangle inequality and (5.3) with ℓ = m− 1, it follows that

‖Qα
0 − Q̃α

0‖H1 6 ‖Qα
0 −Q0‖H1 + ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖H1 + ‖Q̃0 − Q̃α

0‖H1

6 C2α
m−1(‖Q0‖Hm + ‖Q̃0‖Hm) + ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖H1 ,

where the constant C2 > 0 is also independent of α. Combining them and ‖Q̃0‖Hm 6

‖Q0‖Hm + 1, we see that there exists a positive constant C3 = C3(T, ‖Q0‖Hm) which
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is independent of α such that

‖Qα − Q̃α‖C([0,T ′];H1) 6 C3(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(αm−1 + ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖H1). (7.11)

It is then straightforward to derive (7.9) by using (7.11) in the same way as we ob-

tain (6.6) by using (6.5) (or (6.23)), where the key procedure involves the following

estimate

‖(Qα − Q̃α)(t)‖H1‖Q̃α(t)‖Hm+2

6 C4(T, ‖Q0‖Hm, ‖Q̃0‖Hm)(αm−1 + ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖H1)α−2

6 C5(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(αm−3 + α−2‖Q0 − Q̃0‖H1),

which corresponds to the part (6.31) to obtain (6.6). The difference between the above

and (6.31) affects the right hand side of (7.9). We omit the detail for the other parts. �

Furthermore, by the triangle inequality and (5.1),

‖Qα
0 − Q̃α

0‖Hm = ‖(Q0 − Q̃0)
α‖Hm 6 ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm , (7.12)

‖Q̃α
0 − Q̃0‖Hm 6 ‖Q̃α

0 −Qα
0‖Hm + ‖Qα

0 −Q0‖Hm + ‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm

6 ‖Qα
0 −Q0‖Hm + 2‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm. (7.13)

Gathering (7.7)-(7.9) and (7.12)-(7.13), we deduce

‖Q− Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm)

6 C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)

×
{
3αm−3 + 2α+ (3 + α−2)‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm + 2‖Q0 −Qα

0‖Hm

}
.

Since m > 4 and Qα
0 → Q0 in Hm(R;Cn) as α ↓ 0, we can take a sufficiently small

0 < α0 < 1 such that

C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(3αm−3 + 2α) < η, 2C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)‖Q0 −Qα
0‖Hm < η

for any α ∈ (0, α0]. By fixing α = α0, we have

‖Q− Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm) < 2η + C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(3 + (α0)
−2)‖Q0 − Q̃0‖Hm .

Then we take a δ2 ∈ (0, δ1) so that

C(T, ‖Q0‖Hm)(3 + (α0)
−2)δ2 < η.

This shows ‖Q− Q̃‖C([0,T ′];Hm) < 3η for any δ ∈ (0, δ2). Note that δ2 > 0 is decided

to depend on η and Q0 but not on Q̃0, since so is α0. This completes the proof of the

continuous dependence. �
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.1

We state the proof of Proposition 4.1. Our proof follows that of Proposition 2.1 in

[4], and mostly use the same notation in [4, Section 2] for readability to see points to

change.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We give only the outline of the energy estimates.

We introduce a pseudodifferential operator Λ = I + Λ̃ of order zero. Here, I is the

identity operator and the symbol of Λ̃ is given by

λ̃(x, ξ) = Φ(x)
ϕ(ξ)

4aξ
,

where

Φ(x) = L

∫ x

0

φ(y)dy, φ = φA + |φB|2,

L > 3 is a constant, ϕ(ξ) ∈ C∞(R) is taken to be a real-valued even function which

satisfies

ϕ(ξ) = 1 (|ξ| > r + 1), ϕ(ξ) = 0 (|ξ| 6 r),

and r > 0 is a sufficiently large constant so that Λ is an automorphism on L2(R;C).
Compared with the setting of Λ used in [4, Section 2], the definition of Φ(x) is slightly

changed by considering (4.4) and (4.5), and ϕ(ξ) is explicitly mentioned to be a real-

valued even function, which implies λ̃(x,−ξ) = −λ̃(x, ξ) and hence Λ̃v = −Λ̃v.

Let u be a solution to (4.1), and set v = Λu. Moreover, set Dx = −i∂x. Here

we denote by L the set of all L2-bounded operators on R. In what follows, different

positive constants are denoted by the same C, and different operators in C(R;L ) are

denoted by the same P (t). Then, we deduce

Λ∂tu = ∂tv,

Λia∂4xu = ia∂4xv + ia
[
Λ̃, D4

x

]
v − ia

[
Λ̃, D4

x

]
Λ̃v + P (t)v, (A.1)

Λb∂3xu = b∂3xv − ib
[
Λ̃, D3

x

]
v + P (t)v, (A.2)

Λi∂x {β1(t, x)∂xu} = i∂x {β1(t, x)∂xv}+ P (t)v,

Λi∂x
{
β2(t, x)∂xu

}
= i∂x

{
β2(t, x)∂xv

}
− 2iβ2(t, x)D

2
xΛ̃v + P (t)v, (A.3)

Λγ1(t, x)∂xu = γ1(t, x)∂xv + P (t)v,

Λγ2(t, x)∂xu = γ2(t, x)∂xv + P (t)v,

We here check only (A.2) and (A.3), because they are not handled in [4, Section 2]

and because the effect of Λ̃v 6= Λ̃v appears in (A.3). The equality (A.1) is shown in

[4, Section 2] and other relations are not difficult to be checked by the same argument.

For (A.2), we deduce

Λb∂3xu = −ib(I + Λ̃)D3
x(I − Λ̃ + Λ̃2 − Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= −ibD3
x(I − Λ̃ + Λ̃2 − Λ̃3 + · · · )v
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− ibΛ̃D3
x(I − Λ̃ + Λ̃2 − Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= −ibD3
xv + ibD3

xΛ̃(I − Λ̃ + Λ̃2 − Λ̃3 + · · · )v
− ibΛ̃D3

x(I − Λ̃ + Λ̃2 − Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= b∂3xv − ib
[
Λ̃, D3

x

]
(I − Λ̃ + Λ̃2 − Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= b∂3xv − ib
[
Λ̃, D3

x

]
v + P (t)v.

For (A.3), noting Λ̃v = −Λ̃v, we deduce

Λiβ2(t, x)∂
2
xu = −i(I + Λ̃)β2(t, x)D

2
x(I − Λ̃ + Λ̃2 − Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= −i(I + Λ̃)β2(t, x)D
2
x(I + Λ̃ + Λ̃2 + Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= −iβ2(t, x)D2
x(I + Λ̃ + Λ̃2 + Λ̃3 + · · · )v

− iΛ̃β2(t, x)D
2
x(I + Λ̃ + Λ̃2 + Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= −iβ2(t, x)D2
xv − iβ2(t, x)D

2
xΛ̃(I + Λ̃ + Λ̃2 + Λ̃3 + · · · )v

− iΛ̃β2(t, x)D
2
x(I + Λ̃ + Λ̃2 + Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= iβ2(t, x)∂
2
xv − i

[
Λ̃, β2(t, x)D

2
x

]
(I + Λ̃ + Λ̃2 + Λ̃3 + · · · )v

− 2iβ2(t, x)D
2
xΛ̃(I + Λ̃ + Λ̃2 + Λ̃3 + · · · )v

= iβ2(t, x)∂
2
xv − 2iβ2(t, x)D

2
xΛ̃v + P (t)v

and

Λi(∂xβ2)(t, x)∂xu = i(∂xβ2)(t, x)∂xv + P (t)v.

Combining them, we have (A.3).

Furthermore, by elementary pseudodifferential calculus, we have

ia
[
Λ̃, D4

x

]
= −Φ′(x)D2

x +
3

2
iΦ′′(x)Dx + P (t)

= Lφ(x)∂2x +
3L

2
φ′(x)∂x + P (t),

ia
[
Λ̃, D4

x

]
Λ̃ = −Φ′(x)

4a
Φ(x)Dx + P (t) = iL

φ(x)

4a
Φ(x)∂x + P (t),

ib
[
Λ̃, D3

x

]
= ib

3i

4a
Φ′(x)Dx + P (t) = i

3b

4a
Lφ(x)∂x + P (t),

2iβ2(t, x)D
2
xΛ̃ = 2i

1

4a
β2(t, x)Φ(x)Dx + P (t) =

1

2a
β2(t, x)Φ(x)∂x + P (t).

Combining them, we obtain

∂tv = ia∂4xv + b∂3xv + L∂x{φ(x)∂xv}+ i∂x{β1(t, x)∂xv}
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+ i∂x{β2(t, x)∂xv}+
{
Re γ1(t, x) +

L

2
φ′(x)

}
∂xv

+ i

{
Im γ1(t, x)− L

φ(x)Φ(x)

4a
− 3b

4a
Lφ(x)

}
∂xv

+

{
γ2(t, x)−

1

2a
β2(t, x)Φ(x)

}
∂xv + P (t)v + P (t)v.

Using this and the integration by parts leads to

d

dt

∫

R

|v|2dx = −2L

∫

R

φ(x)|∂xv|2dx− 2Re

∫

R

iβ1(t, x)|∂xv|2dx

− 2Re

∫

R

iβ2(t, x)∂xv
2
dx

+ 2Re

∫

R

{
Re γ1(t, x) +

L

2
φ′(x)

}
∂xv vdx

+ 2Re

∫

R

i

{
Im γ1(t, x)− L

φ(x)Φ(x)

4a
− 3b

4a
Lφ(x)

}
∂xv vdx

+ 2Re

∫

R

{
γ2(t, x)−

1

2a
β2(t, x)Φ(x)

}
∂xv vdx

+ 2Re

∫

R

{P (t)v}vdx+ 2Re

∫

R

{P (t)v}vdx. (A.4)

By assumption (4.4), we have

−2Re

∫

R

iβ1(t, x)|∂xv|2dx = 2 Im

∫

R

β1(t, x)|∂xv|2dx 6 2

∫

R

φA(x)|∂xv|2dx,

−2Re

∫

R

iβ2(t, x)∂xv
2
dx 6 2

∫

R

|β2(t, x)||∂xv|2dx 6 2

∫

R

φA(x)|∂xv|2dx.

By assumptions (4.4)-(4.5) and the definition of φ and Φ,

Im γ1(t, x)− L
φ(x)Φ(x)

4a
− 3b

4a
Lφ(x) = O(φB(x)) +O(φ(x)).

This combined with the Young inequality yields
∣∣∣∣2Re

∫

R

i

{
Im γ1(t, x)− L

φ(x)Φ(x)

4a
− 3b

4a
Lφ(x)

}
∂xv vdx

∣∣∣∣

6

∫

R

|φB(x)|2|∂xv|2dx+ C

∫

R

|v|2dx

+

∫

R

φ(x)|∂xv|2 dx+ C

∫

R

φ(x)|v|2dx

6 2

∫

R

φ(x)|∂xv|2dx+ C

∫

R

|v|2dx.
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In addition, by using the integration by parts, the fourth and sixth terms of the right

hand side of (A.4) are bounded by C
∫
R
|v|2dx. Hence, for any T > 0 there exists a

constant CT such that

d

dt

∫

R

|v|2dx 6 −(2L− 6)

∫

R

φ(x)|∂xv|2dx+ CT

∫

R

|v|2dx 6 CT

∫

R

|v|2dx

for t ∈ [0, T ]. This implies that
∫

R

|v(t, x)|2 dx 6

(∫

R

|v(0, x)|2 dx
)
exp(CT t)

for t ∈ [0, T ]. The same inequality holds for the negative direction of t. Using these

energy estimates, we can prove Proposition 4.1. We omit the other parts. �
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