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Abstract

We study in this article a variation of the Whitham equation which was introduced as an alternative
to the KdV equation. We first prove the global existence of weak solutions, then we establish a regularity
criterion from which we deduce the uniqueness of weak solutions. Local in time criterions for regularity
and uniqueness are also given.
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1 Introduction

In this article our goal is to study the following modified Whitham equation:

Opu = —(=A)E M(u) + 0, (%) (1.1)

u(0,z) = uo(x), z€R,

where ug : R — R is an initial data such that ug € L?(R) and the operator M is defined in the
Fourier-level by the following expression

ME@)(E) = m(©)a(©), and m(e) = <1+§2>%. (1.2)

Note that the symbol of the operator M, given by the positive function m, satisfies m(0) = 1
and m(€) ~ |¢|2 if |¢] > 1. Recall that the action of the fractional power of the Laplacian

—

(—A)2 is given in the Fourier variable by (—A)2f = |§|f(§) Note also that the operators
(=A)z and M commute (as it can be easily checked in the Fourier variable) and we have
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(—2)2M(u) = M((~=A) 7).

Let us point out now that the equation (LIJ) is a variation of the capillary-gravity Whitham
equation, given by

dpu = —0, <./\/l(u) - —2) :

U(Oaw) = UO(x)a r € R,

(1.3)

This problem was first introduced by Whitham [19] as a shallow water model that, unlike KdV,
would allow phenomena like wave breaking and peaking. The Whitham equation without surface
tension, proposed by Whitham in [I9], reads as follows

dyu + 0, <1Ch0u + ZZ—%?) =0, Kpou(é) = /%(hoé), (1.4)
0

where ¢g = +/gho is the limiting long-wave speed, hg is the undisturbed fluid depth and g is
gravitational acceleration. When considering the KdV model

1 3
O + Oy (cou + gcohgaiu + ZZ_ZUQ) =0,

one finds that the phase velocity of the KdV equation, given by ckav(€) = co — $coh3é?, is a
second-order approximation to the phase velocity of the Whitham equation (T4):

ew(§) = \/%(hog),

in the low-frequency (or long-wave) limit, where |£hg| < 1. However, for high frequencies, the
quantity ckqy fails to approximate the “full dispersion relation” cw effectively. This discrepancy
is tied to the existence of solitary and periodic waves in the KdV model, a phenomenon absent in
traditional shallow water theory. As Whitham explained in [20], in his effort to create a model
that admits wave peaking and breaking, he proposed the full dispersion equation, or Whitham
equation with no surface tension (L[4). This model successfully combines the full dispersion
relation cw, which is more moderate than KdV, with the long-wave nonlinearity of classical
shallow water theory.

As subsequent studies showed, Whitham’s intuition about wave breaking (where solutions
remain bounded but their derivatives become unbounded in finite time) and peaking was at least
partially correct. It was later shown that the Whitham equation without surface tension (L4
exhibits wave breaking (see [IT] and [13] for numerical analysis), although this phenomenon may
not necessarily reflect the behavior of actual water waves (see [12]). Equation (L4) also admits
the existence of periodic waves with sharp crests (as shown in [§]), periodic traveling waves [7]
and solitary waves [5] [I8]. Of course, the dynamics change when surface tension is considered:
indeed, for (I3)), the high-frequency behavior of the dispersion becomes stronger, resembling that
of the KdV equation and this results in different dynamics and more “well-behaved” solutions.
Finally, we refer to [I], where the authors study numerically the viability of the equation proposed
by Whitham (L4 as a water waves model.

Regarding the well-posedness of the Whitham equation, it has been established that it is
locally well-posed in the space H*(R) for s > 3/2 (see [6] [12]). Local (and global) existence for a
class of dispersive perturbations to the Burgers equation was studied in [I4]. However, to date,
there are no known global well-posedness results for (I3]), particularly in the natural energy space,
which corresponds to H i, as we will see below.



In this article, we will first address the problem of global existence and we shall study a modified
Whitham equation, where the derivation 9, is replaced by the square root of the Laplacian as in

equation (LI]) above. Let us remark that this modification will introduce an interesting (weak)
2

U
diffusion effect whose action will be compensated by the nonlinear term 9, <? . Indeed, since

m(§) =~ 1if || < 1, then the action of the operator (—A)%M in the Fourier level is essentially
given by the Fourier multiplier |£| whose regularizing effect in this regime of small frequencies is
in competition with the derivative present in the nonlinearity: thus the regularizing effect of the
term (fA)%M is not necessarily strong enough to produce in this system a clear and sharp gain
of regularity.

In our first result we construct global weak solutions for the equation (IIJ).

Theorem 1 (Global Solutions). For all initial data ug € L*(R) the equation ([I1) admits a
global weak solution u € L°(L2) that satisfies the following energy inequality

—+o0
lu(t, )z +/ [u(s, ds < lluollZ2,
0

where the functional || - |» is defined in the expression (1) below.

Let us remark that the presence of the operator (—A)2M in the equation (LI)) will naturally
lead us (when studying energy inequalities, see Proposition [l below) to the functional space N'(R)
defined as the set of functions f : R — R such that

17l = </R]<A>%M%<f>fdx)% < +oo, (1.5)

where the symbol in the Fourier level of the operator (—A)3 M? is given by |£|2mz (¢). Note that,
by the Plancherel theorem, we have f € N (R) if

</R €] ((1 +§2)@)% |f(§)|2d§>; < to0,

and as we shall see in the pages below this functional space N (R) conveys some regularity
information that can be stated in terms of the usual Sobolev spaces (see Lemma [2]).

However, in spite of the presence of the operator (—A)%M and of the Sobolev-like information
given by the space A/(R) which will be induced by this operator, the nonlinear term 9, (u?) must
be treated carefully when considering existence results and to establish the previous theorem we
will proceed in several steps. Indeed, first we will introduce a hyperviscosity perturbation, that will
provide us with some extra regularity and then we will perform a fixed point argument in the space
L°(L2). Next we will prove that the solutions of this perturbed system are regular and with this
information we will establish an energy inequality that will allow us to deduce uniform estimates.
This energy inequality will be helpful to extend the time of existence of the solutions and to get rid
of the hyperviscosity perturbation in order to recover the original system. Let us remark here that,
although we obtain global weak solutions to the system (L.I), in our proof we need to consider
a limit process (up to subsequences) and therefore we cannot grant the uniqueness of such solutions.

Let us remark that most of the previous steps can be applied to the equation ([[3]), such as the
hyperviscosity perturbation and the global existence results for the mollified problem. However,
without a suitable a priori estimate, we can not recover a global weak solution for the original

system (L3).

Another problem related to this type of solutions is their regularity. This problem is of
course interesting by itself, but as we shall see later on, it can help to solve the uniqueness issue



mentioned above. As pointed out previously, the regularity properties of the operator (fA)%./\/l
(which behave in the Fourier level as [€|2 if |¢] > 1 but only as [¢] if [¢] < 1) seem too weak to
compensate the effect of the nonlinear drift term 9, (u?) and thus some additional hypotheses will
be needed to obtain some regularity results.

In our next result we give a regularity criterion:

Theorem 2 (Regularity Criterion). Consider a initial data ug € L*(R) such that ug € H?(R)
for some p > 0 large enough and consider an associated weak solution v € L$°(L2) N L?(N) to
the equation (I1]). Assume moreover that u € L{°(LS°), then the solution u belongs to the space
L (HY).

Of course, once we have enough regularity, we can study the uniqueness for the weak solutions
obtained in Theorem [Ml and in this sense we have our last result:

Theorem 3 (Uniqueness). Consider a initial data ug € L*(R) such that ug € HP(R) for some
p > 0 large enough and consider an associated weak solution u € L$°(L2) N L2(N;) to the equation
(IL1). Assume moreover that w € LY (L), then the solution u is unique.

To finish this introduction, let us make some remarks. From the point of view of the com-
petition between the regularizing effects of the operator (fA)%/\/l and the nonlinearity 9, (u?),
the equation (1)) is almost critical in the sense that the operator M has very mild regularizing
properties. This scenario can be compared to the study of the quasi-geostrophic equation, which
has some additional structure but is very difficult to study and still contains open problems,
see e.g. [4] and the references therein for more details. Let us observe also that the regularity
criterion given above can be obtained due to the properties of the semi-group associated to the
operator (fA)%/\/l. If we consider the operator 9,.M, as in the system (3], then the study of the
regularity of global solutions would probably require a completely different treatment. Finally, let
us note that the regularity criterion given in Theorem [2] can be relaxed when considering a local
in time framework.

The plan of the article is the following. In Section 2] we introduce some of the notation as well
as some properties that will be useful here. In Section [3] we will prove Theorem [I] and in Section
M4 we study the Theorem[2l In Section B we apply the previous results to the uniqueness problem
and we establish Theorem Bl Finally, in Section [0 we relax (in a bounded in time setting) the
boundedness hypothesis used in Theorem [2] and [Bl

2 Notations and useful estimates

We will denote by L°(L2) the Lebesgue space in time and space given by the condition

1

2

[ullge(rz) = sup </ |“(t,:c)|2d$> = sup [u(t,")|r2 < +oo,
o<t<T R o<t<T

where u : [0, +00[xR — R.

For ¢ > 0 the homogeneous Sobolev spaces will be denoted by H 7(R) and for a regular function
f R — R we have
11 e = N(=2)% fll 2
Recall that we have the Sobolev inequalities
. 1 1 1
Iflle <Clfllge, with0<o< 3 and 5 =3

Moreover, we also have the Sobolev embedding L*(R) N H°(R) ¢ L>(R) if ¢ > 1. See [9,
Theorem 6.2.4] for a proof of these inequalities.

— 0.



When dealing with Sobolev spaces and a product of two functions, we have at our disposal two
useful results. Indeed if f,g : R — R are two functions such that f,g € H?(R) with o0 > 0 and
f,g€ HYR) with 0 < < %, then we have the following law product

1591l joss-g < C U Sl o 9l grs + gl o 1F 11 izs) (2.1)

see [I5, Theorem 4.1] for a general proof of this fact. Note that we also have the following Kato-
Ponce inequality (also know as the fractional Leibniz rule):

1(=2)% fgllzz < C(I(=2)% fllzallglze= + (=2) 2 gll 2l fll =) , (2.2)

see [I0] for a proof of this result in a more general framework.

3 Global weak solutions

In this section we will obtain global in time solutions for the system (II). We will first introduce
a hyperviscosity modification of the equation and then we will obtain weak solutions by a suitable
limiting process.

First, let us fix a parameter € > 0 and consider the operator £ = (—A)(Id — A) whose action
in the Fourier level reads as follows

L(u)(§) = |€]* (1 +1€[) a (). (3.1)
Next, we consider a mollifying function ¢.(z) = L¢(£), where ¢ > 0 is a test function such that

/ p(x)dz = 1. We thus obtain
R

Bou = —eL(u) — (—A)E M(u) + 0, (%) , 2
U(Oa T) = e * UO(w)a T €R,

Note that, at least formally, if we set ¢ — 0 we recover from the previous equation the original

system ([LT)).

Remark now that for all € > 0, the operator —eL generates a convolution semi-group given by
e~*£ with t > 0 (i.e. we have e~ =(!+9)£ = ¢==tLe=esL) 1 particular, for a function ¢ € S(R) we
have

e—tLp(€) = e~tUEPAFIER) 5(g), (3.3)
which allows to write e *“¢(z) = Gu * ¢(x), where the kernel Gy is such that G(¢) =
et (1+1E”) | Note that we have |Get|lzr < C and since we have

— _ 2 2\ o _ 2 _ 4 _
e—HL(¢) = eHIEPAHIER) 5(g) = oHel gmetlel* 5(¢),

we can write

678“190 = Gt * © = Qet * het * @,
where g.; is the usual heat kernel and b.; is the kernel associated to the semi-group e—st(=2)* Of
course we have ||he||r < C and by a straightforward computation in the Fourier level we also

have ||0,b]|12 < C(et)~%.

With these preliminaries, using the Duhamel formula we can consider the following integral
representation formula of ([3.2)):

,u2

¢
M(u)ds+/ Ge(t—s) * Ox (?) ds, (3.4)
0

(2 (3)

N[

t

u(t, ) = Ger * (192 % up) () — / Goosy * (—A)
0

(1)




and we will apply a fixed point argument to the previous equation (F4) in the space
L*([0,T], L?(R)) for some time T' > 0 to be fixed later.

Proposition 1. Consider a initial data such that ug € L*(R). For a fived parameter ¢ > 0, the
equation ([34) admits a mild solution u. € L>([0,T], L*(R)) where the time T depends on the
matial data ug and on the parameter e.

Proof. As announced, we will perform a fixed point argument to obtain a solution of the equation
B4). Indeed, we have the following result:

Lemma 1. Let (E,| - ||g) be a Banach space. Consider eqg € E such that ||eo||lp < § and consider
L:E— F and B: E X E — FE two bounded linear and bilinear applications, i.e.:

[L(e)lle < CLllellz and  [[Ble, fllz < Colelsllfle
for all e, f € E. If we have the following relationship between the constants 6, C, and Cp
0<3CL <1, 0<9CBI <1 and CL+6Cgd <1, (3.5)

then the equation
e=eo+ L(e) — B(e,e),

admits a unique solution e € E such that |le||g < 30.

See a proof of this lemma in [3]. Thus, in order to apply this result, we need to estimate the terms
(1), (2) and (3) given in ([@3.4) above in the functional space L°(L2).

e For the initial data, by the Minkowski inequalities for the convolution, we easily obtain
[[Get * (e * wo)llL2 < 1Getllr el rlluoll 2 < Clluol L2 (3.6)

e For the linear term (2), by duality and by the properties of the operators (—A)% and M we

write
/(/ Getrosy * (— )%M(u)ds) Wda
[ fies

from which we deduce, by the properties of the convolution and by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in time and space

H/ Getos) * (— ) M(u)ds

L2 ||w||L2<1

m|>—t

M(Gei—s)) * ulpdads|

IIwIIL2<1

t
H/ Getr—s) * (—A)2 M(u)ds
0

[1(=2)M(Gee )]+

< sup |Jullpe(z2y

L? Il L2 <1 L3 (L3)

At this point, we remark that

=22 M(Ge—i))] ¥

C
< — 2. 3.7
sy < 2l (37)

Indeed, by the Plancherel formula and by the Fubini theorem we write

2a) _/ /|§|2( tan?(‘f))e—%(t—sw (1+1¢P )| (€)|?déds.

Thus by a suitable change of variables in time, we can write

i < 16 (0 ) R e 016 i .

(-2 MG # ]

H[( A)EM(Geiis))] 1&‘




Now, with the change of variables T = 2en|¢|? (1 + [£[?), we have that

el (Mree) e
oo =L B Pards < Z[lv]3

A)? . ’
H[( )2 M(Gepi—)] ¥ ¥ 2e[€2 (1 + €2)
where we used the fact that the symbol is uniformly bounded, that is,
tanh(€)
€ (+e=) o
6P (1+€) T e

Then, we can deduce the control (B7), from which we find that

t
H [ G+ (20 Mpas
0

2,5 ||UI|L2 2)l[¥l Lz,
\fnw (

and we finally obtain

H/ Getis) * ()T M(u)ds

C 1
S — E”U”Loo L2)- (38)
ez VE "

t u2
ga —s *az <_)
/0 (t—s) 2 )1,

t
C / 100 Gee—sy |l 2 12| 1 s,
0

e For the nonlinear term (3) of (B.4) we can write

t ’U,Q
| g o () o

ds

IN

N

IN

At this point we recall that G.;_) = gc(1—s) * De(t—s), and we can write

[ (e,

so we have (recalling that ||0;bot—s)|l2 < Cle(t — s))"¥ and that 9ci—s)llLr < O):

<c / 10t * Oubiageoy 12 a2l odls,

t 2 t
u
[ o () as| < Gl [ ool lods
LZ
t
_3
< Clulsras luliraz | (el =) Has
< Cem 3% |Ju pgorey ull oo r2),

and taking the L°° norm in the time variable we have

t U2
’ / Ge(t—s) * O (?) ds
0

Now with the estimates (3.6]), (3.8]) and (30) we can easily obtain the existence of a solution u. of
the problem (34). Indeed, if we have

C 1 & 5
%Ta <1, (Ce 8T%)|lugl2 <1 and

3,5
< Ce™5 T ||ullpge () llull e r2)- (3.9)
Lo (L3)

3

C . 1 5
—=T2 + (Ce™5T5)||ugl| 2 < 1,

Ve
which is possible for a small time T (recall that ¢ > 0 is fixed), then by the Lemma [I] we obtain

the existence of a mild solution u. of the problem (B3.4) such that u. € L>([0,T], L?(R)) for some
small time T > 0. The Proposition [Il is now proven. |

As we can observe, the introduction of the hyperviscosity term —e/£ allows us to consider
the simpler system (34 and the solutions constructed in the above lines satisfy some important
properties:



Proposition 2. The solution u. obtained in the Proposition [ is reqular.

Proof. We will first prove here that u. € L>([0,T], H2(R)). Indeed, we have by the integral
representation formula (3.4):

1
< 2 1
ol < IGen oesull,_ s+ [ G = (o) MGuaras o, 10
(1) )
¢ 2
+ H/ ge(t—s) * az <%> ds )
0 2 Ly (Hy)
(3)
and we will study each of these terms separately.
e For the initial data (1) in (3I0) we have
Gee + (0 % w0l = [|Gee (=202 o] < Getllia (=) el ol

from which we easily obtain the estimate
_1
[1Get * (e = UO)HLgO(Hg) < Cem 2 Juol|r2 < +o0.

e For the linear term (2) in (3I0), just as before, by duality we write

H/ Ge—a) * (=4) / / wel(— A M(Goo)] * Videds

(=) M(Gue)] ¥

=

M(ug)ds

1
H?2 IIwIIL2<1

IN

sup ||Ua||L2(L2)
Il L2 <

LQ(LQ ’

and we have o
[ MG ¥, ) < 022,

since by the Plancherel formula and by the Fubini theorem we write

2 K tanh(€)\ _oor
3 2\22\ST 2e(t—s)[€]? (1+]¢)?
L3(L3) S/o /]R|§| <(1+§ i >e (A (6 Pdeds.

In other words, after a change of variables in time,

s 2\ fanh(€)\  oopie?(111e2) 7y 2
e < [l (1 ) M) e 6 e e

As we did before, with the change of variables 7 = 2en|¢|? (1 + [¢[?), we get

+oo |§|3 1+§2)tanh(£)) P o
L3(12) // 2e[¢|? (1 +€2) WO drd < iz

l=2) M (G- ) 0|

20 MG v

J1-2) MG =]

Thus, we have

H/ Ge(r—s) * (—A)2 M(uc)ds

c
< —= sup |luelpzez2)l9¥llLes
VE gl a1

and we finally obtain

»M»—‘

H/ Gelros) * (—O)E M(uc)ds

/ggﬁ o % (“A)F M(uz)ds

: l - H
L (HE) Ly (L3)

1
2HUEHL°°(L2) < +00. (3.11)

Cr
RV



e Now, for the nonlinear term (3) in (BI0) we write

e(t— S)*a ( )dS

At this point we recall that G.(;_s) = gc(1—s) * De(¢—s), and we can write

H/ gg(t S)*a ( )dS

so we have

[0 ()

but since we have the control ||(7A)%81f)6(t_5)|\L2 < C(e(t — 5))"2 (by a Fourier-based
argument), we can write:

t 2
oo (3)s
0 2

and taking the L norm in the time variable we have

t U2
H/O Ge(t—s) * am (?E) ds

.1
With all these estimates for the terms in ([B.I0), we have now proven that u. € L{°(HZ).

. <c/ |(=2)40,Ge ol 22 a2 |1 ds.

H?2

<c / 10ete—sy * (— )20y L2 e 22 e 2dls,
H?2

t
< CHusHLtw(Lg)||Us|\L§°(L§)/O 9et—s) I [(=A)%Dube(i—s)llL2ds,

H?2

IN

HZ

t
_ 1
Olluel oy el e (22 / (e(t — )~ *ds

IN

1.1
Ce 2t2HusHLgc(Lg)||Us||Lt°°(L§),

11
< Cem2T2 el poor2) el Loe(r2) < +o0.

1
Ly (HZ)

Let us prove now that we have u. € L{°(H}). We write again

t
ol < 19 5 o sz + | | Guemsy (-2 EMCu s
(1)

t ’LL2
+ / gs(tfs) * Oy <_E> ds
0 2

(3

L (H})

(2)

)

Lg°(HY)

e Note that the initial data is mollified with the function ¢, so following the same computations
it is easy to prove that

1Get * (02 % o) | e 41y < Ce™Hluol| 22 < +o0.

e For the linear term we write, using the commutation properties of the fractional powers of
the Laplacian as well as the properties of the operator M:

. H( %/ Ge(t—s) * (—4A)
Ly (HY)

) /gw N

=

|/ Gt (D) M(u)ds Muc)ds

Lee(L3)

u:.w
ol

M((—A)7u.)ds

Lee(L3)

Now, we apply the estimate (BI1]) obtained above to write
[ G+ 80 MG < Crbj-a)tu Cru oy <+
_a *(— U )ds < — - Ue||poo(r2)y = —= 1 00
o e(t—s) € Lee (1) \/E ellLge(L2) — \/— Ue Loo(H2)




e For the nonlinear term, we start writing

t ug
| greorve (5 )

and we have
t 2
[,
i 2

[osen ()
o [ |aro

We now write, by the properties of the kernels:

t 2
H/ ge(t—s) * Oy (%) ds . = / Hga(t é)||L1
0 H?Y

t
_5
cnmefugmugufu@>1:@mt—s» Bds

)

L2

H1!

t ) U2
_A)3 Ye
/O ( ) gs(tfs) * O ( 5 ) ds

ds
LZ

IN

-

IN

2
2l s

A

—A)39, Bo(t—s)

2
gl e ds

IN

IN

_5 3
Ce StgHUeHLgo(Lg)||Ua||L;>°(Lg),

thus taking the L°° norm in the space variable we can write

t 2
H/ ge(t—s) *8I <&> ds
O 2

We thus have obtained that u. € L{°(HL).

Now, by repeating the same computations and using the information u. € Lg® (H 1) just obtained
it is possible to prove that the solution wu. is regular, i.e. we have u. € L°(HF) for some k > 0 as
big as necessary. |

5,3
< Ce 8T ||uel| poo(r2)l[uellLoe(z2) < +00.
L§o(H})

Proposition 3 (Energy inequality). The solutions u. obtained in the previous theorem satisfy
the following energy inequality

t
lue (t, )72 +/O lue (s, )l3rds < lldolZ2,

where the functional space N'(R) is defined by

1 1

113 = [ |=a0tmr (] e < 4o,

,4>

Proof. Since the solution u. is regular, we can write

/R(atuaus dx = *E/Rﬁ(ug)us dzf/R(fA)%M(ug)us der/R@z <“;) Ue da.

We remark now that, by an integration by parts,

u2)
O | = Jusdx =0
Lo (5

dz+/’ )4 %(us) dr =0,

We can thus write

gt e+ [ o3

10



which implies that

1 1
Gluete s +2 [ -8yt )

Integrating with respect to the time variable, we have

et 2 [ [ - et )

from which we obtain by definition of the norm || - ||»

d:CdS < ”508 >"’UJO”QL? < HUJOH%%

t
luellZoe 22) +2/0 lue (s, lFrds < JluollZ2,
which is the wished inequality. ]

From this inequality we see that the quantities L{°(L2) and L?(N,) remain uniformly bounded
(i.e. for any € > 0). Then, using the Duhamel formulation (34) as well as the semi-group
properties and the usual arguments for nonlinear PDEs (see [3], [I6]), we can construct global
solutions u. such that u. € L (L2) N LI (N,).

Once he had obtained global solutions u. € L{°(L2) N L?(N;) of the problem (B3.2), we will
pass now to the limit ¢ — 0. First note that since the sequence (uc)c>o is uniformly bounded in
the space L$°(L?2), we can apply the Banach-Aloaglu-Bourbaki theorem to consider a subsequence
that converges weakly-* to u € L$°(L2). Note that we also have the weak limit in D’(R)

(—A)EM(ue) — (—A)EM(u).

e—0

2
However, the convergence of the bilinear term 0, (1;—5) requires more details. For this, the following

“interpolation” lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2. If f € L{°(L2) N L}(N;) then we have f € L} (HZ) with 0 < s < 2 and
£ z2rrey < CUANE ) 1 1o -

Proof. For some parameter A > 0, to be fixed later, we have

5. = /I£|25|ft§|d§ / RERCOl d£+/ €2 F (¢, €)2de

{l¢l>A}

A

< / Fit.o)de + / e P
{l¢]<A} {1¢1>A

N[

Noting that |¢] %] ((1 + 52)%) > 1 we obtain

tanh(&)

Iy 2
it ©)[2de + / -

{1g1>A3

LI < A% /{ P H1e] (<1 L) ) Tt ©)[2de.

|§1<A}

Now we write, since 2s — % < 0, we write

12, < A / Fit,0)2de + A% / ||(<1+s %)Wﬂt,s)w&
{1€1<A} (161> A} €
25— 3 tanh(«f)) 2
< /IftE 2de + A /|s| ((1+£> I OGIRE
< A% F( 2 + AR ()3

11



2
We set now the parameter A such that A = N}{((tt 7~V))||\‘2 and from the previous inequality we can
A2,

easily deduce the estimate
(e < CIUFE AT 1IN
thus, taking the L? norm in the time variable we obtain
1 lLaie) < CUFIER2S0 1F 1250 < o0,
which is the wished estimate. |

With this control at hand, we have that the solutions wu.(¢,-) belong to the Sobolev space H®

for some 0 < 5 < %. In particular, we can now invoque the Rellich-Aubins-Lions theorem that
provides us with the compact (local) inclusion Hs cc Liforalll <gq< 1325 if0<s < %

With this strong (local) inclusion, we can pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in the nonlinear term as for the
Navier-Stokes equation (see [3], [I5] or [16] for the details) and we obtain global weak solutions
such that u € L°(L2) N L?(N;). The Theorem [ is now proven. [ |

Remark 1. Since we have u € Ly°(L2) N L} (N,), by the Lemma[2 we have u € L}(HS) for any
0<s<3.

4 Regularity

In this section, we study the regularity of the weak solutions obtained previously and we will prove
Theorem 2l We will assume here that the initial data ug satisfies ug € L?(R) and ug € H?(R) for
some p > 0 big enough and we will assume moreover that u € L°(LS°). We thus start with the
system

Bru = —(—A)EM(u) + 8, (%)
(4.1)
u(0,2) = up(x), =z €R,

which we rewrite as follows
t u2
’U,(t,SC) =Hy = ’LLO(SC) +/ H(t—s) * O <7> dSv
0

1
where the kernel ; is associated to the convolution semi-group e~ *(=2)ZM,

We will prove now that we have a first gain of regularity, i.e. we will show that v € L{® (H )
with0<o=5— % < % For this we write

t 2
(1 He * wol| o + H/ Hp—s) * On (%) ds
0

o el ¢ U2
< 103 (e unllae + -7 [ <0 () as

IN

[l 7o

Ho'

L2
The first term above is easy to handle as we have

I(=2)%F (Mo * uo) |2 < [[Hell 2 l(=2) Fuollz2 < Clluoll o < +o0. (4.2)

For the bilinear term we write

. [* u?
_A)% il
H( ) /0 Hi—s) * Op ( 5 ) ds

)

/0 (_A)U_gsazH(tfs) * (_A)%(UQ)CZS

<o

L2 L2

12



and by duality we have

oo [ (£)] 50, [ ([0

By extending the kernel H;_,) by 0 if s > ¢, we can write

H %/ = =0 ( >d5 /R( /Om(myaﬁu—sw(A)i(zﬁ)ds) bda|

Then, by the properties of the convolution, we obtain

20t [ () [ e

Finally, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

oo [ ()]

We will study these two terms separately. For the first one we have, by the Kato-Ponce inequalities

22):

<C sup
L2 ol 2 <1

(—A)2 (u2)ds) Ydz|.

<C sup
L2 lvll g2 <1

m\z.

<C sup
L2 lvll g2 <1

7A)%58IIH(15_8) x )dxds|

Clll sy sup (=) 0oy |

Il L2<1

. (4.3)

LZ(L2

e

2t ) e < Cllult, Mg lult, )| oo

Now, taking the L? norm in the time variable, we obtain (recall that we assumed u € L{° (L))
19| 2 ey < Cllull z2 s lull oo z0)- (4.4)

For the second term of (L3, we write

-2y

jof

/ / (6o~ 2i=el e B e

L2(L2)

Since 0 =5 — % > (0, we obtain

-2

NEed

2 +oo ) tanh(£) -~

i) / / gl e 2V e g,
L(L2) 0 R
Setting n = 2(t — s)|€]4/ (1 + 52)%, by a change of variables we have

2 e [3k R NT
dedy.
L3(12) S/o /]RQ|£| (1+§2)tan2(g>e WO dedn

|3
20¢]y/(1+€2) enpls)

i(=2)"7 0 H o)) )

We remark again that the symbol is uniformly bounded, so we can write

s

12y g |

+oo
= C/R/O e~ "dn [Y(&)|7dE < C||Y|l72 < +oo, (4.5)

LZ(LZ
since we assumed ||¢|2 < 1.

With the estimates [@4]) and (@3] at hand, we come back to (3], to obtain

o0t [ ()

L < Cllull gz sy lull Lge (g < 400 (4.6)

13




Now, with the controls ([.2]) and (6) we have proven that the weak solution u of the system
(@) belongs to the space L{°(HZ) with 0 < o < 3.

With the previous step, where we obtained under the hypothesis u € L{°(L2°) a first gain of
regularity u € L{°(HJ) with 0 < o < 3, we will now prove a second gain of regularity: indeed we
will obtain that u € L(HS) with 0 < a < I

Note that the initial data is regular by hypothesis, so the same computations performed in (2]
apply here. We will focus now in the nonlinear term and we have

t a—(sto—3) 5+a'7% 2
8 [ ()] <ol [ amey - ca an|
recall that s < % and o < %, so we have s + 0 < %
Following the same ideas displayed to obtain (£3]), we can write
o [rgwon (B )as| < el ey,
oa— (5+<17§)
sup |[(—A) OcHt—g) * 1) (4.7)
llebll L2 <1 L3(L2)

Now, for the first term above we use the usual product laws in Sobolev spaces, see the estimate

@) above, to write
[[6?]] ooy < Cllull o llull o

and taking the L? norm in the time variable one gets

[|u 2H Rt < C||U||L2(H )||u||L°°(HU)'
For the second term of ([{1), we proceed as before as long as o« — (s + o — l) = i which lead us to
a—(sto-1) 2 oo 5 _o(i—s 2y tanh(€) ~
H(—A>72 Ot t| < [ [ e VIR g agas
LE(L?) 0

and following the same ideas that lead us to (4.1 we obtain

oa— (5+<17§) 2

L3(L2)

Note now that we imposed the condition o = s+ 0 — i, but since s < % and o < % we have a < 1,
we obtain now that u € L®°(HS) with o < 1.

By iteration, we deduce that u € L°(H?) where the maximal value of the parameter p is fixed
by the information available over the initial data ug. Theorem [2lis now proven. |

Remark 2. Note that it is possible to go one step further in the reqularity study, as from the in-
formation u € L (HE) for p big enough, we can deduce by the Sobolev embeddings the information
Ogpu € L (LSR).

5 Uniqueness

One interesting consequence of regularity of weak solutions is the uniqueness and we will prove
now Theorem Bl Recall that by hypothesis we have u € L°(LS°) thus by Theorem [2 we also have

14



u € L°(H?) where p > 0 is given by the information over the initial data.

Assume now that v is also a weak solution of the equation (L)) arising from the same initial
data ug and such that v € L{°(LS°) (we also have v € L (HE)).

We consider the variable w = v — v, since u and v have the same initial data uy we have
w(0,z) = u(0,z) — v(0,z) = up(x) — up(x) = 0.

If we study the dynamics of w we can write

yw = dyu — Oy = <(A)%M(u) + am(“;)) - ((A)éM(v) +8z(”—22>> :

and by the linearity of the operators we obtain

oo = (AP M)+ 0, ()
= ) M) o, (W)

Since we have enough regularity for the variables u, v, w, we have the expression

u? +v?)

J iz =~ [ (i + [ 0.

which can we rewritten as follows

e+ 1M = [ was
gl < [0 s
<

1 2, .2 1 u? + v2)w?
—/R[(@zw)(u + v)|wdx + 2/[31( + v9)|w® dis.1)

2 R
In particular, by an integration by parts we get

/]R[(aggw)(u2 +v?)wdr = —/[(G,Iw)(u2 + v?)]w de,

R
from which we deduce that

/]R (Do) (12 + v)]w dz = 0,

and thus we can rewrite (1)) as

1
_—Hw(t7')||%2 < §/ﬂ{[az(u2+v2>]w2 de.

Since u,v € L (L) and O,u, O,v € L (L) (recall Remark [2)) we obtain
1d
2 dt
now, integrating in the time variable we obtain

lw(t, Mz < (lull ez 10eull Lo (zgey + 10l e (peo 1050l 5o (50)) ot )22,

t
lw(t, MNz> < C (lullge o) |Owull Loy + HU||L;>°(L;°>||5zv|\L:°(L:°>)/O lw(s, )[72ds+[w(0, )|,
but since w(0, -) = 0, we have the estimate
t
lw(t, Mz> < C (lull g l0null e + ||UHL§°(L§°)HaﬂchL?"(L;"))/O [w(s, ) 1Zds,

from which we deduce, by the Gronwall lemma, that w(¢,-) = 0. We have thus obtained the wished
uniqueness result and the Theorem [B] is now proven. |
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6 Local in time results

Note that the previous results are global in time, however if we work in a bounded time interval,
say [0,7] for some fixed 0 < T < 400, then the hypotheses u € LLS® (used for regularity
and uniqueness) can be relaxed. Indeed, we first remark that the Lemma [2] admits the following
modification:

Lemma 3. If f € L°(L2) N L2(N,) then we have f € L2([0,T], Hi(R)).

Proof. Following the same ideas as in the proof of Lemma [2] we write

2 = &2 1f (5, &) Pde + &2 1f(t, €)% dg
ISy = f et oras [ jelifwel

AN

< [ Ifwopd [ jeifeorae
{lel<1} {lgl>1}

1
and since |¢|~%|¢| ((1 +§2>%) * S 1if |¢| > 1 we obtain

£)2 s < f(t, €)|2d¢ + (1+ M)EA@ 24¢.
1, 5 /{mw &)Pde /{O}m (1+ €)= it o)

Now we write

USIE

IN

tanh(é) ) 2 )
/Ift€|d€+/|§|((1+€) - ) it )2de
LFE s+ () R

Taking the L? norm in the time variable we obtain

IN

171, 1 (i ><T2||f||L°°(L2 ) 12z

which is a bounded quantity since T < +o00. |

This result is interesting as it is an improvement to the endpoint % of the Lemma [2 but it is
not enough to our purposes. We will now see that under a mild hypothesis, any weak solution
u € L°(L2) N L#(N,) obtained in the Theorem [is bounded in an interval [0, T7:

Proposition 4. Let ug € L*(R) N L>®(R) be an initial data and consider the associated weak
solution u € L°(L2) N L?(N,) to the equation (I1) obtained via the Theorem[. For a bounded
time interval [0,T] with 0 < T < +oo, if we assume that u € L*([0,T]), Hit<(R)) for some
0 < e <1, then we have u € L*([0,T], L°(R)).

Remark 3. If we work in a bounded in time interval, then we have u € L? (Li) and with the

.3 3
information v € L3 (Hf) given by the Lemma [3 we obtain that u € LZ(H4). Note also that

3 3
we do have u € L? (Hf) thus the hypothesis u € L} H;‘ﬂ for some 0 < € < 1 requires an

additional integrability condition in the time variable and some extra reqularity information in the
space variable, and these conditions are slightly weaker than the condition uw € L{°(LS°) asked in
the Theorem [Q and Theorem [3.

Proof. We consider the integral formula of the equation (L))

u(t, ) = He * uo(x /H(t s) * O ( )
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and we write

ds,
LOC

t ug
e M < 3 s vl + [ 200 (%)

thus, by the Young inequalities for the convolution we obtain

[(—A)3FE (u?)| p2ds

L2

[l 1 1wl 2

[[u(t, )l o

IN

= -9

(7A)§7§/H(t_s) ds

IN

)

t
[ Hell o2 ol o + C /
0

G

and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the time variable we have
lult, e < NHelluollee + 1(=A)5 ™3 gl L2 (2 4] L
t x

, (6.1)

Nl

A

< Clluolle + [1(=2)3 " Hi—g Lz 12l

2(d T
since || My 1 < C (vecall that Hy (&) = e~ tEm©),

We remark now that ||(*A)§_%/H(t—s)||L§(Lg) < +00 since we have

t
H(_A)g_E/H(t*S)H%f(Li):/O /R|£|5—266—2(t—s)\§\m(§)d£ds’

by the Fubini theorem it follows

“+o0
I(=A 5 [2a 0 < / / €[22 20-9)l€Im(©) gy
e R Jo

and setting 7 = 2(t — s)|{|m(§), by a change of variables we obtain

o[ g M

1_ e
[(=A)s ZH(tfs)H%f(Li)

< ¢ 6 e s e e72 2 e
fel<y () flel>1y - m(E)
recalling that m(¢) ~ C'if |€] < 1 and m(€) ~ |€]7 if |¢] > 1, we can write
A 5 glausy < Cf lerEdero [ jgr g < 4oc,
{lgl<1} {lgI>1}
as long as 0 < € < 1 is small enough.
Thus, coming back to (6II), we obtain
[u(t, )z < Clluoll = + C||U2|\L?(H§+e)a
but since by the Kato-Ponce inequalities (Z2]) we have
2 2
U 3, = U < C|||lw
ey = [0, <€,
< o|iulz. SO, . <o,
t e

where in the last line we used the Sobolev embedding H%¢(R) ¢ L>(R) and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in the time variable.
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Thus, we have finally obtained that

%+E < +00,

(Hs )
for all 0 < ¢t < T and we deduce that u € L*>°(]0,T], L°°(R)). [

Ju(t, )z < Clluoll= + CIIUIIZ
t

From this information, we can apply Theorems 2] and [ to obtain a gain of regularity and to
deduce uniqueness results.
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