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GLOBAL CONTROLLABILITY OF THE KAWAHARA EQUATION AT ANY TIME

SAKIL AHAMED AND DEBANJIT MONDAL

ABSTRACT. In this article, we prove that the nonlinear Kawahara equation on the periodic domain T (the
unit circle in the plane) is globally approximately controllable in H*(T) for s € N, at any time 7' > 0, using a
two-dimensional control force. The proof is based on the Agrachev-Sarychev approach in geometric control
theory.

1. INTRODUCTION
The Kawahara equation [19, 22],

where a, 5,7 € R and a,v # 0, generalizes the KdV equation by incorporating the fifth-order dispersive
term. Kawahara [22] originally studied this equation to describe solitary waves in scenarios where third-
order dispersion is insufficient. Like the KdV equation, the Kawahara equation supports compressive or
rarefactive solitary waves, determined by the sign of the dispersive terms. The equation has applications in
modeling surface tension effects in shallow water and in describing critical magnetic-acoustic wave behavior
in plasmas. It is also commonly referred to as the fifth-order KdV equation in the literature.

Since the late 1980s, the control theory of nonlinear dispersive wave equations has attracted considerable
attention, fueled by rapid advances in their mathematical theory. The development of new analytical tools
has enabled researchers to address previously intractable problems. Notably, the control theory of the KdV
equation has been extensively studied, building on its mathematical progress, with significant contributions
from various researchers (see [12, 9, 23, 28, 30, 29, 39]). The authors recommend the survey article [8] and the
references therein for a thorough review of the well-posedness and controllability results of the KdV equation.

In contrast, the control theory of the Kawahara equation has received relatively limited attention, with
only a few studies exploring this area (cf. [40, 42, 7, 41]).

In this paper, we address the control problem for the Kawahara equation (1.1) on the circle T := R/27Z.
Without loss of generality, we assume the parameters o = —1, v = %, and § € {—1,0,1}. By introducing
the transformation w = u — a, where

0= [uole)) = 5 / uo(x) d,

™

we observe that if u solves (1.1), then [u(¢,-)] = a for all t > 0, and w satisfies the following equation:

(1.2)

Wi — Wazezs + BWaas + oWy +ww, =0, fort >0,z €T,
w(0,z) = wo(x),

where [w(t,-)] = 0 for all ¢ > 0. This motivates the study of the equation in the mean-zero Sobolev space,
defined as

H(T) = {u € H*(T) : [u] = %/Tu(:t)d:t = O},

where H*(T) denotes the Sobolev space of order s equipped with the standard norm || - ||s. For simplicity,
the L?(T) norm (H°(T)) is denoted by || - ||.

The Cauchy problem for (1.2) has been extensively studied for its well-posedness in H§(T), following the
foundational work on the KdV equation (see [15, 14, 10] and references therein). The best known result to
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date [21] establishes that the problem is locally well-posed in H§(T) for any s > —% and globally well-posed
in H§(T) for s > —1.
To simplify the calculations, we set § = 1 and examine the following control problem:

{ut — Usaaza + Usss + wtp = n(t, @), in (0,7) x T, 13)

U(O,.I) = UJO(I)a in Ta

where T' > 0, ug is the initial condition, and 7 represents the control input. We aim to analyze the
approximate controllability of (1.3).

In [3], the authors recently investigated the stabilization problem and proposed a critical set phenomenon
for the Kawahara equations, similar to that observed in the KAV equation [27] and the Boussinesq KdV-KdV
system [6], among others. Furthermore, to the best of our knowledge, the control problem (1.3) was first
addressed in [40, 42], where the authors studied the Kawahara equation on a periodic domain T with a
distributed control. In [40], the authors successfully established local controllability results for this equation,
specifically proving the following theorem:

Theorem A ([40]). Let s > 0 and T > 0 be given. There exists a § > 0 such that, for any ug,u1 € H*(T)
satisfying [uo) = [u1] and
[uolls <0, flualls <6,

there exists a control input n € L*(0,T; H*(T)) with support in an open setw C T, such that the system (1.3)
has a solution uw € C([0,T]; H*(T)) satisfying

w(T,-) = ur ().

This result was further extended to semi-global controllability for sufficiently large T' > 0 in [42], as stated
below:

Theorem B ([42]). Let R > 0 be given. There exists a T > 0 such that, for any ug,u; € H*(T) (s > 0)
satisfying [uo) = [u1] and

[uol| < R, [lwll < R,
there exists a control input n € L*(0,T; H*(T)) with support in an open setw C T, such that the system (1.3)
admits a solution w € C([0,T); H*(T)) satisfying

u(T,) = un ()

Despite these advances, the question of global controllability (without constraints on the initial data,
terminal data, and the time of controllability) for (1.3) remains unsolved. This study aims to establish
global controllability at any time 7" > 0 using finite-dimensional control. However, this approach sacrifices
exact controllability, achieving only approximate controllability. Moreover, the applied control is localized in
Fourier modes, unlike in the previously mentioned theorem, where the control is localized in space.

We begin with initial data in H§(T) and a control that comes from a finite-dimensional space defined as

H(I) := spang{sin(kz), cos(kz) : k € I}, (1.4)

where I C Z is a finite set. These types of controls are not only of theoretical interest but also find broad
applications in physics and engineering.

Definition 1.1 (Approximate controllability). The equation (1.3) is said to be approximately controllable in
HE(T) by values in H(I) if, for any T > 0,e > 0 and any ug,u1 € HE(T), there exists a piecewise constant
control n with values in H(I) and a solution u of (1.3) such that

[u(T) = ualls <e.

Before presenting our main result, we first introduce the following definitions: Let I C Z. We say that I
is a generator if every element of Z can be expressed as a linear combination of elements in I with integer
coeflicients. Additionally, I is called symmetric if [ = —1.

Now, we state our main result in the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let T >0, s € N, and I C Z* be a finite symmetric set. The equation (1.3) is approzimately
controllable in HS(T) by a piecewise constant control taking values in H(I) if and only if I is a generator of

Z.
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Remark 1.1. The smallest symmetric generating subset of Z* is {£1}. Consequently, global approzimate
controllability at any time can be achieved using control values in a two-dimensional space. The control is
expressed as

n(t,x) = aq(t) sin(x) + az(t) cos(z),
where the functions a; € L*(RT,R) for i = 1,2 act as controls.

To achieve the desired result, we adopt the Agrachev-Sarychev approach, initially introduced by Agrachev
and Sarychev [1, 2] to study the approximate controllability of the Navier-Stokes and 2D Euler systems under
finite-dimensional forcing. This approach has been successfully extended to various equations. It has been
applied to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations [32, 33], as well as to both the compressible and incompressible Eu-
ler equations [25, 26]. Tts application has also been explored for the viscous Burgers equation [34, 35] and the
Schrodinger equation [31]. Additionally, it has been employed to demonstrate small-time approximate con-
trollability for the quantum density and momentum of the 1D semiclassical cubic Schrédinger equation [13].
More recent applications on nonlinear parabolic PDEs [24], which builds on the contributions of [17]. This
technique has also been utilized to establish global approximate controllability using finite-dimensional con-
trol for various equations, including the Camassa-Holm Equation [11], the Benjamin-Bona-Mahony equation
[20], and the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation [16]. To the best of our knowledge, the Agrachev-Sarychev ap-
proach has not been previously applied to the Kawahara equation. Unlike parabolic equations, the Kawahara
equation presents challenges in establishing smoothing properties in classical Sobolev spaces H*(T). Con-
sequently, many of the crucial estimates required for the Agrachev-Sarychev approach cannot be obtained
using techniques developed for parabolic equations. To address this difficulty, we introduce a functional
space constructed by Bourgain [5], now known as the Bourgain space associated with the Kawahara equa-
tion. By leveraging the favorable properties of the Bourgain space and the conserved integral quantities of
the Kawahara equation, we are able to adapt the Agrachev-Sarychev approach to this setting.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is divided into two parts: the sufficient part and the necessary part. The sufficient
part begins by considering a symmetric subset I of Z* which generates Z. We then define a sequence of subsets
{I,} such that I, C I,,+1, and the union U,enI, = Z. Consequently, the union of the corresponding spaces
H(I,) contains all Fourier modes. This implies that Un,enH(Iy,) is dense in H§(T). To establish approximate
controllability in H§(T), it suffices to consider a target state in an affine finite-dimensional space shifted by
the initial data ug, namely ug + H(I,,) for some n € N. A crucial observation is that the nonlinear term u0,u
behaves linearly with respect to the frequency of Fourier modes. Exploiting this fact, along with certain
asymptotic properties, we can apply a large H(Ip)-valued control over a short time interval to steer the
trajectory of (1.3) arbitrarily close to any target in ug + H(lp). By iterating this process, we can extend the
reach to any target in ug+H(I,) for larger n, because the structure of the nonlinearity ensures that each step
allows us to access a larger affine space. Ultimately, this process establishes approximate controllability in
small time. By applying the continuity and stability of the solution, we ensure that the trajectory stays close
to the target over a longer time period, leading to approximate controllability within the specified time. For
the necessary part, we assume that I C Z* is a symmetric subset that does not generate Z. In this case, the
trajectory of (1.3) under H(I)-valued control cannot reach a dense subset of Hg(T). Hence, for approximate
controllability, I must generate Z.

The article is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the well-posedness result for the nonlinear problem,
along with propositions regarding the continuity of the solution with respect to the initial data and the
asymptotic behavior, which are crucial for proving the main result. In Section 3, we establish certain algebraic
properties of I,,, H(I,), and the solution map. Section 4 is devoted to proving the main result, Theorem 1.1.
Finally, in Section 5, we review properties of Bourgain spaces associated with the Kawahara equation and
use these to establish the results stated in Section 2.

2. WELL-POSEDNESS AND ASYMPTOTIC PROPERTY

In this section, we discussed results about the existence of solutions and the stability of the equation.
These results are essential for establishing our main result, Theorem 1.1. Detailed proofs of these results will
be provided in Section 5. For now, let’s look at the following generalization of the system (1.3):

{ut — (U + Camaze + (W+ Oaw + W+ O(u+ ) =, in (0,T)xT,

u(0,-) = uo(+), inT, (21)

where ¢ = {(z) and ¢ = ¢(t, ) are given functions.
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Proposition 2.1 (Well-posedness). Let s € N and T > 0. For ug € H*(T), ¢ € HyT(T), and ¢ €
L2(0,T; HS(T)), system (2.1) admits a unique solution in C([0,T]; H*(T)).

Define R as the mapping that takes the triple (ug,(,®) to the solution of (2.1). The restriction of
R(ug, ¢, ) at time t is denoted by R:(ug, ¢, ¢).

Remark 2.1. From the uniqueness of the solution to (2.1), we obtain the following equality for all t € [0,T):
Ri(uo, ¢, ) = Ri(uo +¢,0,0) — . (2.2)

Proposition 2.2 (Stability). Let s € N, T > 0, and ¢ € L*(0,T; H§(T)). For any uo,vo € H*(T) such that
[uo] = [vo], there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup [|R¢(uo,0, ) — Ri(v0,0,¢)|[s < Cllug — volls. (2.3)
te[0,T]

To investigate approximate controllability, we study the following perturbed system. For § > 0 and two
smooth functions {(x) and n(z), we consider the equation:

up — (u+ 57%0“1“ + (u+ 5’%01“ + (u+ 5’%C)(u + 57%096 =0"1p, fort>0, 2 €T,
u(0,x) = uo(z).

Proposition 2.3 (Asymptotic property). Let s € N. For anyug € H*T7(T), ¢ € H3*3(T), andn € HST'(T),
there exists dg € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € (0,0d0), the solution of (2.4) satisfies the following limit:

Rs(uo,672¢,07'n) = ug +1 — CCa, in H¥(T), as & — 07

(2.4)

The asymptotic property described above demonstrates that the controlled trajectory starting from wug
can approach the affine set up + V in a short time, where the set V is determined by the nonlinearity of the
equation. This insight motivates us to introduce the following subset:

Recalling the definition of H(I) from (1.4), we now define the set

d
c(I) = {n =) Gi0aCi

i=1

.G € H(I), Vd > 1}. (2.5)

It is straightforward to observe that
H(I) cC(I), forall I CZ.

Moreover, there exists a beautiful and crucial relationship between the finite-dimensional subspace H (I, +1)
and the set C(I,,), which will be rigorously studied in the next section.

3. SOME ALGEBRAIC RESULTS.

We begin this section by presenting a fundamental result from algebra. Let I be a finite subset of Z.

Define:
ﬁz([) = {Z)\lal N €EZ, a; €1, m> 1} .
i=1
The set I is called a generator of Z if L7(I) = Z. A subset I is a generator of Z if and only if gcd(a1, ag, ..., a,) =
1, where a1, as,...,a, € I are nonzero. To avoid ambiguity, we allow divisors to include negative integers as
well.

Now, suppose a symmetric generator I C Z* is given. Define a sequence of subsets by induction for all

n e N:
Ip:=1, and

Inpvi=A{i+jlij € In}.
The following lemma will play a crucial role in demonstrating that we can reach all the Fourier modes to
achieve the approximate controllability.
Lemma 3.1. If Iy C Z* be a symmetric generator of Z then, the followings are satisfied :
(i) For every a € Z, there exists n € N such that o € I, i.e. ,
Un=z (3.1)
neN
(ii) For all I,, we define H(I,) and C(I,) as (1.4) and (2.5) respectively then
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(a) for all n > 1, we have the inclusion property

H(Int1) C C(I), (3.2)
(b) for n =0, we only have
spanR{ sin(kx), cos(kx); k is nonzero and belongs to Il} C C(Ip). (3.3)
An immediate conclusion of the Lemma 3.1 is that if I is a generator of Z, the space
HL = H(T)
neN

is dense in H§(T), then for all ug,u; € H§(T), we can find large enough N(g) € N and an element

un(e) € HIne)+1) C CUn(e))
such that ||(u1 — uo) — un(e)lls < €, then by Proposition 2.3, for the particular choice of (¢,7) = (0, un/(e))
we obtain
Rs(uo, 0,67 n) = ug + uy(e) in H®, asd— 0",

Furthermore, by Proposition 2.2, we can steer the initial data uo close to u; in a small time by a H(Iy)41)-
valued control. This motivates us to investigate approximate controllability using controls that take values in
a finite-dimensional subspace. In the next section, we demonstrate approximate controllability with controls
confined to a finite-dimensional subspace, and moreover, we establish that the dimension of this subspace is
optimal. Before move to that in details let us prove the Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. (i). For n € N* define:
! !
T, = ZZjTj ZjEZ, TjEIo, Z|zj|§n, [>1
j=1 j=1

Since I is a generator of Z, it is evident that:

We now prove by induction that for alln € N*, I, C I,,_1.
For n =1, since Iy is symmetric, we have I'y = {47 | 7 € Iy} = Iy. Thus, 'y C Iy.

1 l
Assume that Ty, C I,,—q for some n > 1 with n € N*. Let p = > z;7; € 1. If > |25 < n, then
j=1 j=1
pel, CI,_1. Since 0 € I,,_; for n > 2, it follows that p € I,,.
l
Now consider the case where ) |z;| = n+ 1. Without loss of generality, assume z; 0 forall j =1,...,1.

7j=1

Define:

!
pl = (21 + 1)7‘1 + ZZjTj,
j=2
where |21 + 1| = |21| — 1. Then:

l
s £+ Izl =n,

=2
which implies p’ € T',,. By the induction hypothesis, p’ € I,,_1. Since ; € Iy =T'; Cc T',, C I,,_1, it follows
from the definition of I,, that:
l
nF | (1) +sz7'j =nFp =pecl,.
=2
Hence I',11 C I,,. By induction, I',, C I,,—; holds for all n € N*. Consequently:
z:c | I
neN
This establishes the desired equality.
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(i1). Let us first establish part (a). Take, n € N* as Iy C Z* be symmetric, then 0 € I,,. Now, using
trigonometric identities, we obtain that for «, 8 € Z,

2B@m@@+@mw@):agmmmyﬂ%m@m»+m+ﬁmm«a+ﬁmy4a_ﬁmmua_ﬂm% (3.4)
QB(cos(owc) + cos(ﬁx)) = —asin(2az) — Bsin(28z) — (a+ B) sin((a + B)z) — (o — B) sin((a — B)z), (3.5)
QB(sin(a:v) + cos(ﬁx)) = asin(2ax) — Bsin(28z) + (a + B) cos((a + B)x) £+ (o — B) cos((a — B)z), (3.6)

where B(u) = u0,u, the nonlinearity of the equation (1.3).
Our aim to prove for

d
spanR{ sin(kx), cos(kx) ; k € In+l} - {77 — Z Ci0.C im, ¢ € H(In)} .

i=1
If k = 24, for some j € I,,, then
(1) choosing («, 8) = (4,0) in (3.4) and («, 8) = (0,7) in (3.6), we obtain
spang {sin(kx)} C C(I,),
(2) taking («, 8) = (4,7) in (3.6), we have
spang{cos(kx)} C C(I,,).
If k= (j £p), for some j,p € I,, and (j &+ p) # 0. Choosing (a, 8) = (j, £p) in (3.4), (3.5) we see
spang {sin((j + p)z)} C C(In),
where we have used the symmetricty of I,,. By similar argument
spang {cos((j = p)2)} € C(I,),

If k = (j £p), for some j,p € I, and (j £ p) = 0. Then the vector space, spang{1} C H(I4+1). As 0 € I,
then spang{1} C H(I,) C C(I,,), where we have essentially used the fact that n > 1. Hence the inclusion is
true for any n € N*.

To prove part (b), perform a similar analysis on Iy and I; as in part (a), with the exception of the case
(j £p) = 0. In this scenario, inclusion is not possible because when (5 +p) =0, 0 & I (as I is a symmetric

subset of Z*), whereas 0 € I;. More over, for any d > 1 and s;, ¢;, 53'7 C; € R one can see,

1+# Z (sj sin(jz) + ¢; cos(jaz)) + iB Z (s; sin(jz) + cj— cos(j:z:))
i=1

Jj€lyp, je€lp,
i>0 i>0
Consequently, spang{1} C H(I1), but spang{1} ¢ C(Ip). O

We finish this section by giving an algebraic property of the flow map R
Lemma 3.2. Let R:(ug,0,7n) be the solution of (2.1), Where n is given by

n(8) = Lio,e)M(8) + Lit, 11 442)72(8) + L[ty tn b1 +t0+45)13(S)
For all t1,ta,t3 > 0, we have the equality

Rt1+t2+t3 (UO, 07 77) = Rt3 (Rt2 (Rtl (U‘Oa 07 771('))7 Oa 772(' - tl))v Oa 773(' —t2— tl))'

Proof. Let 0 < s < t and R(t,s,v,n) be the solution of (2.1) at the instant ¢, when ¢ = 0 and with initial

data 7%(5, s,v,m) = v. That means R;(ug,0,n) = ﬁ(t, 0,u0,n). From the uniqueness of the solutions, we see
that for all o € [s, 1],

~ ~

7%(15, o, R(o,s,u0,m),n) = R(t, s,u0,n). (3.7)
Using (3.7) we can write
R(t1 + t2 +t3,0,u0, 1)
= R(t1 + ta + b3, t1 + ta, R(t1 + ta, t1, R(t1,0,u0, 1)), 12 (- — t1)), m3(- — t2 — 11))

= ﬁ(t?n Oaﬁ(tl + t27 tluﬁ(tla 07 u07771('))7772(' - tl))u 773( - t? - tl))
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~ ~

= Ry (R(t1 + t2,t1, R(t1,0,u0,m1(+)), m2(- — t1)), 0,m3(- — t2 — 1))
= Rts (th (Rt1 (u07 07771('))7 0, 772(' - tl))v 0, 773(' —t2 — tl))'

This completes the proof. O

4. APPROXIMATE CONTROLLABILITY

We begin this section by introducing the concept of small-time approximate controllability for the control
system (1.3). The formal definition is presented below.

Definition 4.1. Let H be a Hilbert space and G be a vector space. We say that the equation (1.3) is small
time approzimately controllable in H by the control values in G if for any € > 0, 0 > 0 and any ug,u; € H,
there exists a § € (0,0) and a control n € L?(0,68;G) such that the solution u of (1.3) satisfies

HRJ(UOvOaW) - ’LL1||H S g.

The main theorem follows from the proposition stated below, which is motivated by [20]. The proof of the
proposition is provided at the end of this section.

Proposition 4.1. Let s € N and I be the finite subset of Z* satisfying the following conditions :
(i) I is symmetric,
(i) I is a generator of Z,

then equation (1.3) is small time approzimate controllable in HE(T) by a control values in H(I).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We continue the proof in following parts:

Sufficient condition for controllability : Here, we prove that if the given symmetric subset I C Z*
generates Z, then equation (1.3) is approximate controllable by #(I) valued control in the sence of Definition
1.1. Specifically, we aim to show that for given €,7 > 0 and ug,u1 € HE(T), there exists a control n €
L?(0,T;H(I)) such that solution of equation (1.3) satisfy

HRT(u0707n) - ul”s S €. (41)

By the Proposition 4.1 we have small-time approximate controllability for equation (1.3) using #H(I)-valued
control. Then the key idea here is to design a H(I)-valued control such that the corresponding trajectory
remains arbitrarily close to u; for a given time duration.

First utilizing the time continuity of the solution and the continuous dependence on the initial data
(Proposition 2.2), we deduce that, there exist r € (0,¢) and 7 > 0 such that

[Rt(v,0,0) —uils <€, foralltel0,7], and v € By (t)(u1,7), (4.2)

this says, the control free trajectory starting from w; remains close to u; for a certain time interval.
Now applying the Proposition 4.1, we get a small enough &; € (0,7) and a control 7, € L2(0,81;H(I))
such that,

|Rs, (w0, 0,71) —uafls < 7. (4.3)

—~—  Controlled Trajectory

-~--  Free Trajectory

Uo



8 SAKIL AHAMED AND DEBANJIT MONDAL

Combining (4.3) and (4.2) by stability property Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 3.2 we obtain,
||R51+t(u05 0777) - ulHS <e for all t € [077-]5 (44)
where the H(I)- valued control 7 is defined as

n:s = Lios, M (s) + Ls,,6,4+10-

If 61 +7 > T, then the proof is done. Otherwise we continue the trajectory, first by small time controllability
Proposition 4.1 to reach in the ball By (r)(u1,7) and then apply (4.2). So using Lemma 3.2, we deduce that

R, +t455+¢ (w0, 0,7) — uslls < e forall t € [0,7], (4.5)

for some d2 > 0 and 7 be H(I)- valued control.

If 61 + 7+ 62 + 7 > T then the proof is complete. Otherwise we continue this process and after a finite
number of steps the control trajectory reach near to u; at time 7.
Necessity condition for controllability : Now assume, I C Z* be a finite symmetric set, which is not a
generator of Z, then

ng(ia o 7.]) = d7
where 4,--- ,j € I and d is some integer strictly bigger than 1. This implies,
U 1. = dz.
neN
Thus, it is clear that,

{ cos((d+ 1)x),sin((d + 1):6)} is orthogonal to HZ_. (4.6)
The reachable set from ug at time 7' defined by,
Auy 1 1= { R (o, 0,m) : m € L0, T (1)) }. (4.7)

Now, let initial data ug in HL . As the space HL  is invariant under both linear dynamics and nonlinear term
udgpu. So Ay, 1 is orthogonal to the functions cos((d+1)z) and sin((d+ 1)), This implies A, 7 is not dense
in H*(T). Hence we can’t have approximate controllability in H*(T). O

It remains to provide the proof of Proposition 4.1. Let us now present the formal proof.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let us for the moment ug € Hyt"(T), uy € H§(T) and Iy C Z*, which is symmetric
and generator of Z, then by the Lemma 3.1, H is dense in H§(T), so for all € > 0, there exits n € N and
U1 € uo + H(L41) such that
Jur — i [|s < e
Moreover, in rest of the proof, we will call w the element which belongs to H(I,+1) C C(I,), existence of
such w clear from second part of Lemma 3.1.
To establish small-time global approximate controllability in H§(T), we proceed as follows:

STEP 1: For any n € N, we demonstrate that it is possible to reach arbitrarily close to ug + w from ug in a
small time, for any ug € H3t"(T) and any w € H(I,11) C C(I,).

STEP 2: By leveraging the density of Hg""(T) in Hg(T) and the stability properties provided by Proposition
2.2, we extend the result to establish small-time global approximate controllability for ug € Hg(T).

Thus, to complete the proof, it suffices to establish Step 1.
For I C Z we first define the sets :

Ce(I) = {n — Sk G0.G s i € H(I)} when k € N*,

It is clear that for any k € N,
Ci(I) CC(I), forany I CZ.

Now we prove the following property by double induction on both index k£ and n,
P.x @ Yup € HT(T),Ve > 0,Vo > 0,Yw € Cx(I,),3 t € (0,0), and I 1 € L*(0,t;H(Iy))
such that ||R¢(uo,0,m) — (ug + w)l|s < e.
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Base case: In this we will prove the property Pg . Let ug € H*™7, &,0 > 0 and w € Co(Ip) are given. Then
w=mn, for some n e H(l).
Now by the Proposition 2.3, for the couple (0,5~ 17), we have
Rs(u0,0,67'n) = ug+n, in H¥(T) asd — 0.

From the above limit we can found small enough &; € (0,0) and a control 7 = §; 'n € L?(0,d1; H(Ip))such
that
||R51 (U’Ou 0777]) - (UO + w)”s <e.

Inductive case: Assume that P, ; holds for some (n,k) € N x N*. Similarly like base case, first fix ug €
H**7, ¢,0 >0 and w € Ci(I,,), then

vi=w — (0,¢ € Cy1(In),
where ¢ € H(I,,).
Now, using Asymptotic property 2.3 and flow property 2.2, we have
Ris(uo +072¢,0,0) — 6 2¢ — (ug — (9,¢) in H®, asd— 0t

Consequently, there exists 0; € (0, ), such that
_1 _1
IRe, (wo +w + 601 2¢,0,0) — (ug +w — (¢ + 6, 2C)||s <e. (4.8)

Now, 9;% is a fixed positve constant and ¢ € H(I,) so w + GI%C € Ci(Ip), then by induction hypothesis
there esists 71 € (0, %), and a control 71 € L*(0,71;H(lo)) we have
1
R, (10, 0,m) = (uo +w+ 6, *()[|s <e. (4.9)

_1
Thus, by the Lemma 3.2, starting from uy we can reach close ug +w — (9;¢ + 6, 2, at time 7 + 6; by the
control

n:s = Lo rmi(s) + Liry, 1040,

since we have

_1
Rel (RTl (’LLQ, 07771)7 07 0) - Rel (UO +w + 91 QC, O, 0)

R71+91(u070777) - (UO+1U—C31<+91_§C) S

S S

+ | Ro, (uo +w + 61 2¢,0,0) — (up + w — C0.C + 60, 2¢)|| <e, (4.10)

S

where for estimate of the first term we have used (4.9), Proposition 2.2 of the resolvent map Ry, and (4.8)
for the second term.
As, w and ¢, are smooth enough and, by induction hypothesis P,, j. is true for any ug € H*77(T) so, we can

1
choose initial data o = 1o +w — (0,¢ + 60, >¢. Then by induction hypothesis there exists a time 7 € (0, §)
and a control 2 € L?(0, 72; H(Io)) such that
1
[ Ry (@0, 0,72) — (o — 0, *Q)[ls < e. (4.11)
Now by the control n defined as,

n.s— ]]'[0,7'1]771 (8) + 1(T1,71+91]0 + ]1(7-1+(~)1,7-1+(~)1+72]772(5 —T1— 91)7

using Lemma 3.2, (4.10) , (4.11) and the stability Proposition 2.2 we have the following estimate
||R7'2+7'1+91 (U‘Oa 0777) - (UO + v)”s <e. (412)

Let ¢ := 71 + 61 + 72 € (0,0) then we conclude the result holds for Py, j1.

Thus, assuming the property for P, i, we are able to deduce for P, j11, where (n,k) € N x N*, althoughit is
not enough, so for concluding the property for (n, k) € N x N, our next aims are the following :

(a) P, is holds for any n € N.

(b) For n € N, if P, ¢ is holds that implies the property is true for Py, .



10 SAKIL AHAMED AND DEBANJIT MONDAL

To complete the argument of (a), we again use indution on n. The base case Py is already done. Now
assume the property holds for P, o. So for any ¢ € H([,) we can reach to ug + ¢ from wg in small time by
H(Ip) valued control.

Let w € H(Ip4+1) then by Lemma 3.1, w € C(1,,), so

w € C(I), for some k.

Now we can repete the analysis, like (4.8) - (4.12) to conclude the property P, 11 9. Hence P, ¢ is holds for
allmn e N.
For the argument (ii), choose M € N, and using (i), the property Pas o holds. Let ¢ € C1(Ipr) then

(= — (20.(2,

for some (1,2 € H(Inr). As Ppr is true then again by saimilar resoning, like (4.8) - (4.12) to obtain the
desire result. Hence P, 1, is true for all (n,k) € N x N.
O

Remark 4.1. In the statement of Theorem 1.1, the symmetry condition on I is necessary. This is because
there exist generating sets of the form

I={a1,as € Z" : gcd(a1,as) = 1},
which generate Z, but for which

Un#z"

neN

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1 - 2.3.

In this section, unless specified otherwise, C' denotes a generic positive constant whose value may vary
from line to line. When necessary, the dependence of C' on certain parameters, denoted by “ -7, will be
explicitly written as C(-).

5.1. The Bourgain Space and Its Properties. Here, we present some tools and results that are essential
for proving Propositions 2.1-2.3. Recall that a = [ug(z)] = &= [ uo(x) dz. Next, we define the unbounded
operator (A, D(A; L*(T))) in L*(T) as follows:

D(A; L*(T)) = H°(T),
dd a3 d
— - —a—.
dzb  da® dx
The adjoint A* of A, with the domain D(A*; L*(T)) = D(A; L*(T)), is given by:
d° d3 d
ﬁ + @ + CL% =—-A.
Thus, A is a skew-adjoint operator. By the Stone Theorem ([38, Theorem 3.8.6]), A generates a strongly
continuous unitary group {W(t)} on L?(T).
The eigenfunctions of (A, D(A; L?(T))) are the orthonormal Fourier basis functions in L?(T):

AF =

op(r) = —e** ke Z

The corresponding eigenvalue of ¢ is:
e = (K°+K° —ak)i, kel

We now introduce the Bourgain space, which will be instrumental in proving Proposition 2.1. For given
s,b € R and a function v : R x T — R, we define the norms

1
oo 2
llullx,., = ( § /<k>28<T — k5 — K3 4+ ak)®)a(r, k)|? dT> ,
k=—o0 R

and
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1
00 2\ 2
fully,. = ( S ([ -1 i anat ) ) ,
k=—oc0 R

where () = /14 |-|?, and 4(7, k) denotes the Fourier transform of u with respect to the time variable ¢
and the spatial variable x.

The Bourgain space X, s (resp. Y3 ) associated with the Kawahara equation on T is defined as the
completion of the Schwartz space S(R x T) under the norm |[Jul|x, , (resp. ||uly, ). We also define the space

Zb,s = Xb,s N }/;)

1
—35,87

equipped with the norm

lull z,.. = lullx,., +llully,_, .-

For a given time interval I, we define the restriction spaces Xp s(I) (resp. Zp s(I)) as

lullx, .(ry = inf {||l|x,, | @ =wuonIxT},
(resp. [lullz, (1) = inf {lallz,., |11 =wuonlxT}).
For simplicity, we denote Xp s(I) (resp. Zp s(I)) by les (resp. ng) when I = (0,7).
We now gather some properties of the Bourgain spaces le s and Zg ¢» which will play a crucial role in
establishing the controllability of the nonlinear Kawahara equation.

Lemma 5.1. Let s >0, T >0, and I be a given time interval. The following properties hold:

(1) If by < by and s1 < sg, then Xp, 5,18 continuously embedded in Xy, s, i.€., Xpy s, Its, Xy sy -

(2) Zy (I) < C(T; H*(T)) for any s € R.
(3) There exists a constant C' = C(s,T) > 0 such that:
(i) For any ¢ € H*(T),
IWEelixr < Clidlls,  [IWE)Sllzr < Clidls:
< Clflizz, -

(ii) for any f € Z7, o
3

(4) Let 6 € (0,1) and u,v € XY N L*0,0; L§(T)). Then there exist constants a« > 0 and C > 0,
5
independent of 0, u, and v, such that

/O.W(- — ) f(r)dr

Z

ST

.S

[(wv)allze | < COullxg llollxg < COullzg |vllzg -
—320° 207 207 209

[N

(5) For any u € L*(0,T; H*(T)), there exists a constant C = C(s,T) > 0 such that
lullzz, < Cllull2o,1:m5 (T))-
1
(6) For any u € HT3(T), there exists a constant C = C(s,T) > 0 such that

Jullxr < Clluflsts.
Lo

Proof. The proofs of properties (1)-(4) can be found in [5, 18, 36]. Property (5) follows directly from the
definition of Z7, . Therefore, it remains to establish property (6).

S

Let 8 € Cg° (}f% be a smooth function such that

1 for0<t<T,
B(t) =
0 fort<—lort>T+1.

Then, for any u € X1 _, we have Su € X1 _ (see Lemma 2.11 in [36] for details).
2> ok
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Using property (1) and the definition of X7 4, we obtain
||U||§<;S < ”BUH%,S
< C||Bull%, .
= C(”B“H%%R;Hﬁ('ﬂ‘)) + [[(Bu)e — (Bu)zzzze + (BU)zex + a(ﬁ“)m”%?(R;HS(T)))
< C 1Bl aqgotrery) + 1B cryy + 1B e 3o, are

o+ 1B I e e 1y + Na(B)all 3o s )

< Cllull3ys-
g
Now, we are in a position to prove Proposition 2.1.
5.2. Proof of Proposition 2.1.
Proof. Let @ = u — a, where a = [ug]. If u satisfies (2.1), then @ satisfies the following equation:
@(0) = 1g := up — a, in T. '

We can see that [a] = 0. Let 6 € (0,min{1,T}) and v € Z§ N L*(0,0; L§(T)). Define
5

®(v)(t) = W(t)io + /0 W(t — s)( — vy — (VQ)z + @ + Cevvee — Coaa — alz — CCI) (s) ds,

where {W(t)} is the strongly continuous unitary group on L?(T) generated by the linear operator A. Then
using Lemma 5.1, we get

9y < IWOllzg + | [ W =000 = 00 - )0

Z

+

| WE= (04 Conar = G = ) (1 .

2

2” 2”

< C<||ﬂ0||s+ 1Wallze , +1wOallze, +1(C)allze, +llellzr,
- s — 35,8 — 358 — g8
+ ||C$$m$$||ZT1 + ||<mmw||ZT1 + HCE”ZT1 )
—58 — 38 — 38
< C<||ﬂ0||s + ||<%7||ZT1 + ||<mmcmc||ZT1 + ”C:r::r::r:HZT1 + ”CIHZT1 >
— 358 —358 — 38 — 38

+09a<||v||2291 +llvllze lIClxg  +1<%e )
209 27 207 58

s

§C<||ﬂ0||s+ll<ﬂllle +Graanllzr, +1Gmallzr, +1Clzr, +ICI%r >+09“||v||2291
—3.s -3 T8 T2 20 2’

< €1 (1 + llwolls + Il 0 zoare oy + 1€1245) + Cab% ol
358

where C1, Cy are constants independent of §. For any vy, vy € Z9 oM L?(0,0; LE(T)), we can similarly derive
o
the following:

[0(e) = @)z < Cll((n + )01 = 02)), 0, +Cll((02 = 02)C) 10

1
2°° 2 29
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Applying properties 4 and 6 of Lemma 5.1,

J@(or) = @(v2)ll 2 <CO(vallzg +lleallzg +IClxr )lon = vall g -

2
<Co0° (Iorllzg +lvallzg +IChors ) llor = vall g
38 28 29

where C5 is independent of 6.
Define

R =2C1 (1+ [luolls + lellzao rsmsoy + 1245 )

For v,v1,v2 € Bzo (R):= {u €z N L*0,0; L§(T)); fullze < R}, we have
5,8 20 58

38

R
[®()llg < 5 +Cat" 2,

|@(or) = @(v2)ll 29 < Ca0” (2R + IICllos ) llor = vall zg -
308 358
Choose 6 small enough such that
1
0 maX{CQR, 03(2R + ||<||s+5)} S 5
Then,
1
12(llzg <R, (1) = (v2)llzg < Sllor —vellzg .
78 78 78

13

By the fixed-point theorem, ® has a unique fixed point @ € B 70 (R). Consequently, by property (2) from

s

Lemma 5.1, the system (5.1) has a unique solution @ € C([0, 6]; Hzg(’IF)) for sufficiently small . Equivalently,

the system (2.1) has a unique solution u € C([0, 8]; H*(T)) for small 6.
To extend this local solution globally, we have to establish the following a priori estimate:

sup |lu(®)|ls <C, VseN,
t€[0,T]

where C' > 0 depends on T, s, |lugls, [|¢||s+7, and ||| L2(0,7; = (1))
Case s = 0: Multiplying (2.1) by 2u and integrating over T, we obtain

d
el < C(||C||5llull +lI¢llslleell + Sl llull® + NCHE Il + IIsOIIIIUII)-

(5.2)

Using the fact that ¢ € H5(T) and ¢ € L?(0,T; L3(T)), and applying the inequality ab < % + %, we have

d
Zlull? < C1 (14 s ) 1l + Co-
Applying Gronwall’s inequality gives

sup |[lu(t)]|* < C,
te[0,T]

where €' > 0 depends on T', [[Cls, || L2(0,7.22(T))» and [[uol|-
Case s = 2: Multiplying (2.1) with Z := u? + 2uzs — 2Uzzss, We obtain

— d 1 3 2 2
(z-u) = 5 (5 [ ar+ 1P + 17,

T

Z, (u+ C)mm> = -2 / U g gy AT + / (u2 4+ Uy — 2umm><mm dz,
T T

N

,Cu+ C)w> = /T (u2 + 2y — umm)Cum dz + /T (u2 + 2y — ummmm) (¢ da,

{

(

<I, w(u + c)m> -9 /T Wiyt d — 2 /T WitgUgpas AT + /T (u2 + 2y, — Qummm)u@ da,
(

<I, —<p> = /T (umm —u’ - 2um)<pd:c-
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Combining all the terms above, we deduce:

d 1 3 2 2
% (-3 Lo ar+ 1@ + st

T T
+ / (u2 + 2Ugy — 2ummmm)u<z dx + / (u2 + 2ugg — umm)éuz dx
T T

+ / (u2 + 2y — ummmm) (o da + / (ummwm —u? - 2um)90dw

::j11j2+\73+\74+\75+t76' )

Using Sobolev, Cauchy—Schwarz, and Poincaré inequalities, we estimate |7;| as follows:
711 S Cewzwalloolull® + 1¢I5l uwe | + (1€l |,
| T2l S 1w lloo lull® + <3 uzall + [1€]ls llwasll,
T3] S Mullool1€alloo (el + et 1) + [1Goa ool waall + lICalllluee 1%,
|4 S Nllool1a llual? + 1€ lloo 1wz ” + (1 lloo + 1oz loo) luzzl?,
|T5] S ulloo €I el + 16a oo 1T [tz | + | Gawalloo (e ll + €I el
Ts| S llullsollullliel + Il lueell + [z [ uaell-

Combining these estimates, we have:

d 1
& (=3 [ a0 1 + 1usa 1) < (14 Jual? + P + DolB).
T

Integrating over the interval [0, ¢] and using (5.3) along with the Sobolev inequality, we obtain:

a2 + s (91 < c(nazuonQ #l0rwol + [ Juo do + [ ) do
+ / (14 lua ()12 + Juan ()11 + le(s)13) ds>
< Cllu(t)llo lu(®)1? + c<1 + / (s ()12 + [z ()12 ds>
< Cllua (@) Ju(®)|* + c<1 [ (el + o)1?) ds>

< ||ux<t>||2+0||u<t>||4+c<1+ / (Il ()12 + llaa(s)]2) ds>.

Simplifying further, we deduce:

lota (1 + (1) < c<1 + [ (1l + ewsts)l?) ds>-

By applying Gronwall’s inequality, it follows that:
lus @I + uza(®)l* < C, Yt e [0,T).
Finally, combining this result with (5.3), we conclude:

sup Ju(t)[|3 < C. (5-4)
te[0,T]
Case s = 1: This case follows from (5.3), (5.4) and nonlinear interpolation (see [37, 4]).
Case s > 3: We will establish (5.2) using mathematical induction. Assume that (5.2) holds for s — 1 > 2.
Multiplying (2.1) by 02%u, we get

1d s s 1 s s s s s s
5 7 102ull® < IcllsrsllOzull + 5 (957 (%), Ozu)| + (027 (Cw), Ozu)| + CUCIZsalOzull + Nl 97wl
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It is straightforward to show that

s+1

(03 (W), Oau)| < C(s) Y
m=0

/Bgnu OEH=my 98 da| .
T

For m = 0 or m = s + 1, using Sobolev inequalities,

1 s s
3 < Cllosullc[103ull* < Cllullz[|0ul*.

/u 05y O%u da
T

/(%Cu (03u)? dx
T

For m =1 or m = s, again, using Sobolev inequalities,

< 0sullocllOFull® < Cllull2||Oul®

/(%Cu Osu Oyu dx
T

For 2 < m < s — 1, using Sobolev, Cauchy—Schwarz, and Poincaré inequalities

/Bglu oEHI=my 9% da
T

< ||8;"u||oo/|8§+1_mu||8;u|dx
T

< Cllullmsa |05 ™ ul |5 ul|

< C(IUI + It?EUII) [[wlls—1[05ul-

From the above, we deduce:

x

(03 (2, O] < C(Ilull2lozull® + feullulls—allO3ull + lullo—)|95ull?)-
Similarly, we can show:

(957 (¢u), 0zu)] < C (¢ ss2lullD3ull + ICss2105u?).
Using the induction hypothesis that (5.2) holds for s — 1, we conclude:
Lozl < 1+ gl + ll930).
Applying Gronwall’s inequality as in the earlier steps, we obtain:
|oiu(t)||?> < C, Vte[0,T).
From (5.3), (5.4), and the above bound, we conclude:

sup [u(t)|2<C,  s>3. (5.5)
te[0,T
Thus, (5.2) follows from (5.3)—(5.5), and we establish the existence of a solution on [0, 7] for (2.1), i.e., the
system (2.1) has a solution u € C([0,T]; H*(T)).
To establish uniqueness, let ui,us € C([0,T]; H®) be two solutions of (2.1). Define v = uy — ug; then v
satisfies the following equation:

UVt — Uzgzax + (o + U1Vg + (UQ)mU + (CU)LE = 07 in (07 T) X Ta
v(0) =0, in T.

Multiplying this equation by 2v and integrating over T, we use the Sobolev and Cauchy—Schwarz inequal-
ities to estimate the terms. This leads to:
d
allvll2 <O+ I¢ll2 + Nluslla + lluall2) 0]

By Gronwall’s inequality, this implies v = 0. Therefore, uy = wug, establishing the uniqueness of the
solution. g
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5.3. Proof of Proposition 2.2.

Proof. Let u = R(ug,0,¢) and v = R(vp, 0, ¢), with [ug] = [vg] = a. Define & = v —a and ¥ = v — a. Using

(5.2), we have

sup [la(t)|ls <C,  sup [[o(t)]|s < C,
te[0,T te[0,T

where C' > 0 depends on T, s, |lugs, [|vol|s, and [|@|| 20,785 (1)) -

(5.6)

For any n € N*, divide the interval [0, T] into subintervals I, = (E M) for k=0,1,...,n—1. Now,

n’ n

we introduce the following mapping:

D(2)(t) = W(t)a (g> + t Wt —s)(—zzx + ) (s)ds, tely, k=0,1,...,n—1,

n

kT
n

where {W(t)} is the strongly continuous unitary group on L?(T) generated by the linear operator A.

Using a method similar to the proof of Proposition 2.1, for z,21,22 € Zy ,(Ix) N L?(Iy, LE(T)), we can

deduce from (5.6) that
_ (kT T\
L) <C ( U (7> + |<P|L2(0,T;Hs(1r))> +C (E) HZ||2Zl L)
L,

T (o7
<Ci+ G <—) ||ZHQZl L(I)
5

[(2)ll2

N=

S

n

T o
I9(:2) — @alzy iy < Ca (2 (Iailzy o+ laalzy o) 1 = 2l

where, C1,Cs, and C5 are constants independent of n and k.
Define
R =2C,.

(5.9)

For z,21,20 € Bz, (1,)(R) := {u € Zy (1) N L1 3(T)) | llullz, (1) < R} , we select N; € N* such
308 ’ 2%

that for n > Ny,

T\“ 1
— 2 < —.
<n) Rmax{C’z, Cg} =3

Using (5.7), (5.8), and (5.9), this ensures that
||(I)(Z)HZ%’S(11C) < Ra

1
1®(21) = (22)llzy 1) < 5llo1 = 22l 2, 1)
Thus, ¢ has a unique fixed point in By, (Ik)(R), which coincides to @ on I x T. Furthermore,
1s

H’&,”Z (]k)SC, Vk:O,l,...,n—l, nZNl,

8

[SEN

where C' > 0 depends on T, s, |lu||s, and |||l 20,7+ (T)), but is independent of n and k.
Similarly, we can find Ny € N* such that

H’E”Zl (]k)SC, Vk:O,l,...,n—l, nZNg,
58

where C' > 0 depends on T, s, ||vol|s, and |||l 20, 7; 5+ (1)), but is independent of n and k.
Let w =u — v = @ — 0, then w satisfies the following equation:

Wy — Wegpre + Weze + QW + % (a+0)w), =0, in (0,7) x T,
w(0) = up — vy, inT.
Additionally, [w] = 0. Rewriting this equation in its integral form gives:
KT\ 1 [* .
wit)=WHtw|— | — = W(t—s)((t+0)w), (s)ds, tely, k=0,1,...,n—1.

n 2 Jer

n

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

Using estimates (5.10) and (5.11), along with properties (3) and (4) from Lemma 5.1, we obtain the following

bound for £k =0,1,...,n — 1 with n > max { Ny, Na}:
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kT T\ / . -
lulzy 0 <0 (55)| +€ () (il + 1002y o) Vol
2’ n s n 2’ 2’

kT T\“
w(E)] + e (5) Moy o

where C5 depends on T, s, |luo||s, [[vol|s, and ||| £20,7;m+(T)), but is independent of n and k. We can find
N3 € N* such that for n > Ng,

T\“ 1

—) Cs <=

kT
fuilzy i < 263 Ju (£5)

Let N = max{Ni, N2, N3}. By applying Lemma 5.1, for Kk =0,1,..., N — 1, we obtain:
sup w(t)[[s < Cllwllz

kT
= 1 w
teTy, 2°° < n >

where Cs > 1 is a constant depending on T, IV, s but independent of k. Repeating this process iteratively,

we have:
() «(e52m)

sup [[w(®)]ls < Cg ™ w(0)]ls,
tely
for k=0,1,..., N — 1. Consequently, we find:

1 (Ik)
5.

<Cy

This implies:

)
S

n

kT
Ii) <2004 ||lw <—> =Cs

S

sup [[w(t)||s < Cs
tely,
and so on. This leads to:

< Cs sup [w(t)|s < C§
s tel, 1

)
S

sup_[lu(t) = v(t)]ls < Cg' [luo — volls-
t€[0,T]

Thus, the Lipschitz property (2.3) follows. a
5.4. Proof of Proposition 2.3.
Proof. Let § > 0. Recall the equation (2.4):

{ut —(u+ 57%szm + (u+ 57%01” + (u+ 6’%C)(u + (5’%C)w =6"1n, in(0,T)xT,

u(0,) = uo(+), in T. (5.13)

For ug € H*+7(T), ¢ € Hy3(T), and n € H"(T), Proposition 2.1 ensures that for each ¢ > 0, equation
(5.13) has a unique solution u € C([0, T]; H®).
Next, we define the functions:

w(t) :=wug +t(n — (), 2(t) == u(dt) — w(t),

where ¢ € [0, min{1,T/d}].
Substituting into the governing equation, z satisfies the following equation:

{zt —5 ((z F w62 rwne + (24 W+ T one + 2(2+w + 5 7C)0 + w(z +w+5*%<)z) +63¢(z+w), =0,
z(0) = 0.

(5.14)

We aim to show that
sup llz(t)]|? < C63, forseN.
t€[0,min{1,7/8}]
Case s = 0: Following the approach used in (5.3), we take the scalar product of equation (5.14) in L?(T)
with 2z. Using standard estimates, we obtain
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sup I2(t)||? < Co3. (5.15)
te[0,min{1,7/6}]
Case s = 2: Taking the scalar product of equation (5.14) in L*(T) with Z := 22 + 22,, — 22424, and using
the analysis from Proposition 2.1, along with (5.15), we derive

d 1 3 2 2 1 2 2
i < —+ =+ .
di ( 3 /TZ dz + || 2z (E)[|* + || 222 () | ) < Coz (1 [l 2l l| 2zl )

Using § < §2 for § € (0,1), integrating over [0, ¢], and applying (5.15), we obtain

|%@WH%mWs0ﬁG+A(M@W+ummﬂ%)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality yields
Je @I + 20 (@) < €63, Vit € [0, min{1,7/6}].
Combining this with (5.15), we establish

sup I2(t)||3 < Co3. (5.16)
te[0,min{1,7/6}]
Case s = 1: Similar arguments involving the integration by parts and Sobolev embeddings lead to an
intermediate estimate. Using interpolation between s = 0 and s = 2, it can be shown that
sup llz(t)]? < Cse. (5.17)
t€[0,min{1,7°/6}]
Case s > 3: Using induction and the estimates from (5.15)—(5.17), we proceed as in Proposition 2.1 to
deduce that
1
sup 202 < Cé2, Vs >3.
te[0,min{1,7/5}]
Choose dg € (0,1) such that T'/dp > 1. For any ¢ € (0, ), we then have for all ¢t € [0,1] and s € N:
=% < Co%.
In particular,
(D3 < O,
which implies
R(;(uo,(S_%C,é_ln) —up+n—C in H*(T)asd— 0.
This completes the proof. 0
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