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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR FOURTH ORDER
BENJAMIN-ONO TYPE EQUATIONS

TOMOYUKI TANAKA

ABSTRACT. We continue to study the local well-posedness for higher order Benjamin-
Ono type equations, especially fourth order equations. The proof is based on the
energy methods with correction terms. Although one of correction terms can elim-
inate the highest order derivative loss in the energy inequality, it may yield a lower
order derivative loss than the worst term. In order to cancel this derivative loss,

we define correction terms inductively.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauthy problem of the following fourth order Benjamin-Ono type

equations:
Ou = 0, K (u), (1.1)
u(0,x) = ¢(x), (1.2)
where t € R, z € R or T(=: R/27Z), u = u(t, x), p = p(x) € R,
K(u) := HOu 4 crud?u + co(0,u)? + c3(HOpu)? + caH(uH )
+ csH(u?0pu) + couH (udu) + cru?Hou — ut
and ¢; € Rfor j =1,...,7. H is the Hilbert transform defined by

Hf(0)=0 and Hf(E) = —isgn(€)f(€)

for ¢ € R\{0} or Z\{0} where f is the Fourier transform of f: f(&) = Ff(£) =
(2m)~! [ f(z)e~™¢dz. The well-known Benjamin-Ono equation

Opu + HOu + 2ud,u = 0 (1.4)

describes the behavior of long internal waves in deep stratified fluids. The equation
(L4) also has infinitely many conservation laws, which generates a hierarchy of
Hamiltonian equations of order j. The equation (ILI) with ¢; =3, —cs = ¢5 = ¢ =
c¢; = —2 and ¢3 = ¢4 = —1 is integrable and the third equation in the Benjamin-Ono
hierarchy [4].
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There are a lot of literature on the Cauchy problem on (IL4). On the real line
case, lonescu-Kenig [9] showed the local well-posedness in H*(R) for s > 0 (see also
[8] for another proof and [25] for the local well-posedness with small complex valued
data). On the periodic case, Molinet [10, 11] showed the local well-posedness in
H*(T) for s > 0 and that this result was sharp. See [17,, [19, 20|, 21, 22} 23] 24] for
former results.

In [18], we studied the local well-posedness for the equation
Opu = 0,(0*u + dyuHOu + doH(ud,u) —u®), = €T, (1.5)

where di,dy € R. The equation (LI) with d; = dy = 3/2 is integrable and the
second equation in the Benjamin-Ono hierarchy. The local well-posedness for (L5
is based on the energy method with a correction term. Namely, we employ the

energy method to
E.(u) == |Jull72 + | D*ull72 + aslul| ;37 + bs/u(HDsu)Ds_zaxud:z

(see Definition 2 in [18]) in order to eliminate the first order derivative loss. In
fact, we have the second order derivative loss resulting from nonlinear terms in the
energy inequality, but it can be reduced to the first order derivative loss because
of the symmetry (see Lemma 2.6 in [18]). For related results such as the local
well-posedness on the real line, see [12] [13] 14}, [15].

On the other hand, as far as we know, there are no well-posedness results for
(L)) either on the real line or on the torus. In particular, some of nonlinear terms
in (I.I)) have three derivatives, which implies that the local well-posedness for (1)

is far from trivial. The main result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. We write M = R or T. Let s > sy > 7/2. For any ¢ € H*(M),
there exist T = T(||¢||ms0) > 0 and the unique solution v € C([-T,T); H*(M)) to
the IVP (LI)-([L2) on [-T,T]. Moreover, for any R > 0, the solution map ¢ — u(t)
is continuous from the ball {¢p € H*(M);||¢llgs < R} to C([-T,T]; H*(M)).

Now we mention the idea of the proof of Theorem [LI We may have the third
order derivative loss since nonlinear terms in ([LT]) have three derivatives at most.
By the symmetry, it can be reduced to the second order derivative loss (see Lemma
B.13). Our proof is based on the energy method, and the standard energy estimate

gives only the following:

m00) ()7 + [La ()] + [ La(u)| + [ Ls(w)],  (1.6)

d s
D u@llze < O+ Jul
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where sy > 7/2, D = F1£|F and

/8 u(D*0,u)’dr,  Lo(u) := Ay(s) /(H@iu)(%Dsﬁxu)Dsudx,

Ls(u) := As(s )/u@ uw(HD?*0pu)Dudx

(see Definition 2] for definitions of A;(s)). Here, we note that L;(u) is the second
order derivative loss, and Lo(u) and Lz(u) are the first order derivative losses. We
need to to handle L;(u) for j = 1,2,3 by |lu||g= if we use the standard argument.
However, it is impossible to do that. In order to overcome this difficulty, we modify
the energy by adding correction terms, following the idea from Kwon [5] who studied
the local well-posedness for the fifth order KAV equation (see also Segata [6], Kenig-
Pilod [16] and Tsugawa [1]). Namely, we consider

3
1 R |
Bu(u) = gllullo(+ Cullulls + Cullull35) + 51 D%l + 3 MO(w)

with
MW (u) = Alis) /u(’HDsu)HDS_lud:c
M (u) = )\i /(?—[8 u)(D* tu)?dw,
)\1(8))\4(

MB) (u) =

s

s) +4X3(s) 2/ mys—1, \2
32 /u (D*"u)*dx

(see Definition [2). The first two terms correspond to ||u| gs, and Ms(l)(u), M (u)
and M) (u) are correction terms. As defined in Definition 2 we note that Aj(s) for
j=1,2,3,4is alinear polynomial in s. The coefficient of Ms(j ) (u) can be determined
so that the time derivative of MY (u) cancels out L;(u) for j =1,2. On the other
hand, the time derivative of Ms(l)(u) also yields L3(u), that is,

MO () ~ L) + L)
since Lj(u) is the second order derivative loss. Therefore, we need to collect co-
efficients of Lj(u) resulting from both || D*u|| and Ms(l)(u) when we determine the
coefficient of M (u). For this reason, the coefficient of M (u) is a quadratic
polynomial in s.

Subsequently, using the conservation law corresponding to the H*-norm of the
solution, we can obtain an a priori estimate of solutions in H*. Therefore, we can
easily extend the solution obtained in Theorem [L.T] globally. Namely, we obtain the

following result:
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Corollary 1.2. We write M = R or T. The Cauchy problem (LI)-(L2) with
1 =3, —ca =¢5 =g =y = —2 and c3 = ¢4 = —1 is globally well-posed in H*(M)
for s > 4.

In what follows, we consider our problem only on M = T, and the proof on R is

alomst same as that on T. There are two differences, and one is the following:
—f(.flf), HS Rv
H(H)(x) = .
—f(z)+ f(0), zeT.

However, such a difference does not yield difficulties in our argument since we have
1F0)] < 1 Flis@ < IIfllrery S Ifllz2cry. The other one is the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality (Lemma 2.T)), that is, we do not need to add || f||.2(r) on R when [ = 0.
This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove the main result, admit-
ting two Propositions and 2.7l In Section 3, we show the main estimate which
is Proposition 2.0, that is, the energy inequality between two solutions in H*. In

Section 4, we give a proof of the energy estimate in L? which is Proposition 2.7l

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

In this section we prove Theorem [[LT] admitting two propositions. We denote the
norm in LP(T) by || - ||,- In particular, we simply write || - || := || - |2. We denote
£ |l == 27Y2(||£]|? + || D2 f]|?)"/? for a function f and s > 0, where D = F~'|¢|F.
Let (-,-) := (-,-);5. We also use the same symbol for {-) := (1 + |- |*)¥/2. Let
A, B] = AB — BA.

Definition 1. For a function u, we define
Fi(u) == HPu, Fy(u) = crud’u+ co(0pu)? + c3(HOpu)? + cxH(uHO u),
Fy(u) := csH(u?0pu) + couH (udpu) + cruHou,  Fy(u) := —u’,

Recall that K(u) = Fy(u) + Fa(u) + F3(u) + Fy(u).

Lemma 2.1. Assume thatl € NU{0} and s > 1 satisfy | < s—1 and a real number
p satisfies 2 <p<oo. Puta= (I+1/2—1/p)/s. Then, we have

LFIF=elDofll* (when 1<1<s-—1),

L P
LIl fI + 15 (when 1=0),

for any f € H*(T).

Proof. See Section 2 in [7] and Lemma 2.1 in [1§]. O
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We employ the parabolic regularization:
O = 0, K (u) — £0tu, (2.1)
u(0,z) = ¢(x), (2.2)

where t > 0 and € > 0. In what follows, we consider only t > 0. In the case t < 0,
we only need to replace —ediu with €d?u in ([2.I). By the standard argument, we
can establish the local well-posedness for [2I)—(22) as follows.

Proposition 2.2. Let s > 3 and ¢ € (0,1). For any ¢ € H*(T), there exist T. €
(0, 0] and the unique solutionw € C([0,T:), H*(T)) to the IVP (ZI)—~22) on [0,T;)
such that (i) liminf, 7 ||u(t)||gs = oo or (ii) T. = oo holds. Moreover, we assume
) o) ¢ H3(T) satisfies || — @) ||gs — 0 as j — oo. Let u?) (resp. ul>))
€ O([0,T.); H*(T)) be the solution to @I)-(Z2) with initial data ¢ = @) (resp.
o = o). Then, for any T € (0,T.), we have SUDye(0.7) D) () — u) ()]s — 0

as j — 00.

Proof. See Proposition 2.8 in [I] or Proposition 2.13 in [18§]. O

We construct a solution to (LI)-(L2) by a limiting procedure for solutions ob-
tained by Proposition In this argument, it is important to establish the time T’
independent of ¢, which is proved in Proposition 2.8 For that purpose, we define
the energy with correction terms in H*(T). As stated in Section 1, we note that the

coefficient of MY is a quadratic polynomial in s.

Definition 2. Let s > 1. We define

c c
A(s) == (c1 —cq)s — 51 + 2¢y + 54, Ao(8) := —2c38 — ¢y,

A3(8) := —2(c5 + 6+ cr)s — 2c5 — g, Aa(S) = 2(c1 — ¢4)s — Bey + dey + Hey.

For functions f, g € H*(T), we also define

1 1 3 .
Ey(f,9) = §||f — 9P+ Co|| FI1? + Csll £I1*) + §||D5(f —9)|I*+ ZMS(])(f, 9)
j=1

where

)\1(8)
4

M9 = 222 [ o007 - 9)a,

L )\1(8))\4(8) + 4)\3
o 32

MI(f, g) = /T J(HD*(f — g))HD*"(f — g)d.

o R



6 T. TANAKA

and Cj is sufficiently large constant such that Lemma 2.4 holds. For simplicity, we
write Ey(f) := E,(f,0) and MY (u) := MY (u,0) for j = 1,2, 3.

We define the energy with correction terms in L?(T) since there is a problem to
define D~ at very low frequency in Fy(f,g). For that purpose, we introduce the

following.
Definition 3. Let ¢ € C*°(R) be a function satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1 on R and
1 ¢ =2,
§) =
0, lg<1

We also define the operator

for a function f.

Lemma 2.3. It holds that
[T < 2] fllg-
for any f € H-Y(T).

Proof. This follows from the fact that (§) < 2|¢| for || > 1. O

Definition 4. For functions f,g € H*(T), we define

3
B(f,9) = 5llf = ol + 51 = gl (1+ CIUFI + CIAI) + 30 MO (1),

where
MO (1.g) = 20 [ 50us - s - gy
M®(1.g) =220 [, - g)
MO (5. g) = 2OMEEIO [ 57— g)pa

and C' is sufficiently large constant such that Lemma holds.

Lemma 2.4. Let s > 1 and let Cy > 0 be sufficiently large. Then for any f,qg €
H*(T), it follows that

Ey(f,9) < If = glP A+ Cllf 1P + CllF1™) + 1D (f = 9)|I” < 4B (£ 9)-
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Proof. Lemma 2.7] shows that

M) = P2 [y - )00 - gy

< CIAND(f = DIHDH(f = 9)lloc
< CIFINLS =gl ID°(f = IV + CIFILS = gl D*(f = 9)

1
< Ol = glPALI” + IAI) + FID*(F = 9™

Similarly, we can estimate Ms(l)( f,g) and MS(?’)( f,g) as follows:
S 1 S
(M (f,9)l, IMP (f,9)l < CIF = glPALIZ + ILFI) + S0 =9l
which completes the proof. O

A similar argument of the previous lemma together with Lemma yields the

following.

Lemma 2.5. Let C > 0 be sufficiently large. Then for any f,g € H*(T), it follows
that

E(f,9) < I = glli— (L + CIFI* + CUSIY) + I = gll* < 4E(f, 9)-

Definition 5. Let s > 0. For f, g, we define
Is(f,9) =1+ ||

The main estimate in this paper is the following.

s+ ||l s

Proposition 2.6. Let s > so > 7/2, 1 < s’ < s, ¢; € (0,1), p; € H*T) and
u; € C([0,T,); H**(T)) be the solution to [2I)-22) obtained by Proposition 2.2
with e = ¢ and ¢ = @, for j =1,2. Then there exists C = C(s',s9) > 0 such that
d
@ B (1), ua(0)

< Clyy (uy, ug)*+2 {||w] (2.3)

1003 12|

?’—[s" + ||w| ?’—[s"+3

+ [wlEpso (lun 7o + luzll )} + max{et, e2}uallFa

on [0, min{7T;,,T.,}), where w = u; — us.

Proposition 2.7. Let so > 7/2, T > 0 andej € (0,1). Let u; € C([0,T]; H*(T))N
C((0,7); HoTY(T)) satisfy @I) withe =¢e; on [0,T)] for j = 1,2. Then there esists
C = C(sg) > 0 such that

d

B (wi(t), ua(t)) < Clyg(wr, ua) E(un (1), us(1)) + max{eq, 3} |Jus|

on [0, T], where w = uy — uy.

(2.4)

2
Hso+1
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If we admit Propositions and 2.7, we can show the main result. We prove
Proposition 2.6] (resp. Proposition 7)) in Section 3 (resp. Section 4).

Proposition 2.8. Let s > so > 7/2, ¢ € (0,1), ¢ € H*(T). Let T. > 0 and let
u € C([0,T.), H(T)) N C((0,T.); HT(T)) be the solution to ZI)—-Z2), both of
which are obtained by Proposition[2.2. Then, there exist T = T (s, ||| g=0) > 0 and

C = C(s,s0, ||¢]|ms0) > 0 such that
T.>T, sup Es(u(t)) < CE(p), iES(u(t)) < CEg(u(t)) (2.5)
te[0,T) dt

on [0,T], where T (resp. C') is monotone decreasing (resp. increasing) with ||| o .

Proof. Assume that the set F' = {t > 0; E5 (u(t)) > 2E,(p)} is not empty. Set
T = inf F. Note that 0 < T < T, and Ey,(u(t)) < 2E, () on [0,T7]. Assume
that there exists t' € [0,7] such that Fg (u(t)) > 2Es,(¢). This implies that
t' > T by the definition of 7. Then we have ¢’ = T. Thus, sup;cjo 7+ Es, (u(t)) <
C(|lellzso) by (ii) of Lemma 24 By Proposition with ¢ = 0, there exists
Cl = C(s, so, ||¢||ms0) such that

d

dt
on [0,77]. The Gronwall inequality gives that

Es(u(t)) < CB(u(t))

Ey(u(t)) < Es(p) exp(Cyt) (2.6)
on [0,T7]. Here, we put T = min{(2C? )", T7}. Then (2.6) with s = sy shows that
Ey(u(t)) < Eg () exp(27") < 2By (¢),

on [0, 7]. By the definition of 7> and the continuity of Ej,(u(t)), we obtain 0 < T =
(2C%)~" < Tr < T.. If F is empty, then we have T = T, = oo. In particular, we
can take T' = (2C7 )~! < 0o, which concludes the proof. O

For the proof of the following uniqueness result, see Thorem 6.22 in [2].

Lemma 2.9 (Uniqueness). Let so > 7/2, 6 > 0 and u,v € L*([0,0]; H**(T)) satisfy
(@I on [0,6] with u(0) = v(0) and satisfy

u,v € C([0,6]; H*(T)) N C*([0,6]; HH(T)).
Then uw = v on [0, 0].

It is important to employ the Bona-Smith type argument in the energy inequality

for two solutions in H®. For that purpose, we introduce the following.
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Definition 6. Let s > 0, f € H*(T) and n € (0,1). And let p € C(R) be
p(x) :=1—=1(z) for x € R. We put

—

Ly f (k) := p(nk) f (k).
For the proof of the following lemma, see Remark 3.5 in [3].
Lemma 2.10. Let s > 0, a > 0, n € (0,1) and f € H*(T). Then, L,f € H>*(T)
satisfies
I Lof = fllas =0 (0= 0), Ly f = Fllas—o S A% f e,
[ Lo f s < A fllmrs=es Lo fllmre S 7]

Proof of Theorem[L.1. We only need to prove Theorem [Tl for ¢ > 0 thanks to the

transform t — —t. In what follows, without loss of generality, we may assume

HS.

that sg is strictly smaller than s since the assumption ||¢||gso < K is weaker than
lll s
v € H*(T), we put ¢, := L, € H>*(T) for n € (0,1). By Proposition 2.2 there
exists the unique solution u., € C([0,7%); H*(T)) to (2.I]) with the initial data ¢,
on [0,7;). We see from Lemma that

< K when sy < s;. First we prove the existence of the solution. For

lenllzs < llplles Nenllaso < llpllaso-

Then, Proposition 2.8 with Lemmal[2.4lshows that there exists 1" = T'(s, so, ||©||ms0) >
0 such that

sup ||u€ﬁ7(t>’ e S sup ES(ue,n(t))1/2 < ES(ue,n(O))1/2 < ||9017||H57
te[0,7T] te[0,T

which implies that

mess S0l (2.7)

sup_|[ue,(t)]
te[0,T

Let0<51§52<1and77j:5;/25

that there exists C' = C(s, so, T, |||

for j = 1,2. Proposition 2.7 with s’ = s shows
o) > 0 such that

sup Hu61,n1 (t) — Ues,n2 )] < CE(“€1,171 (O)vumm (0))
te[0,7T

2—2/s 1/2
< Ol — nall® + 83 )2 < e
By interpolation, it holds that for o € [0, s,

oo S 97 (2.8)

sup ||u€1,771 (t) — Ues,no (t)]
te[0,T
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Therefore, Proposition 2.6] together with (2.7) and (2.8)) shows that

He + £5 o/ (2.9)

sup ||u€1,771 (t> - u€27772(t)||H5 5 HQOm - 90772’
te[0,7T

since 0 < (1 —s0/5)/2 <1—s0/5s <1—=2/s. Then, {ucy}e—y2s is a Cauchy sequence
in C([0,7]; H*(T)) as ¢ — 0 and there exists the limit v € C([0,T]; H*(T)). It is
clear that u satisfy (LI)-(L2) on [0,7]. We also note that letting £, — 0 in (2.9)),

s + e(l7%0/9)/2 (2.10)

sup [u(t) — ue(t) || S llp — perres

te[0,7

for e € (0,1), where ue 1= u__1/2s

Finally, we show the continuous dependence. We claim that if ||g0(j) —¢llgs =0

s — 0 as j — oo, where u¥) (resp. u) is

as j — 00, then sup,c 1 |9 (t) — u(t)|
the solution to (ILT)) with the initial data ©U) (resp. ¢) for j € N. First note that
the triangle inequality with Lemma 2.10] gives that

()

||(,0(j) ©) s + || @e1/2s — P1y2s

- 9061/28

s < leP = ollas + o — e

Hs

< W — ollgs + ||l@ — @orsas || ae-

This together with (2.I0) implies that

sup [[u?(t) — u(t)]|n-
te[0,7

< sup [[u(t) = u (#)]|gs + sup [[u(t) — u(t)| s + sup [Juc(t) — u(t)|
te[0,7 te[0,T te[0,7

<C <||(p(j) — o s + 8(1—80/8)/2> _

HS

e+ sup ul(t) - u.(t)|
te[0,T

He + || — Per/es

Let § > 0. Then, there exists 5 € (0, 1) such that for any e € (0, &)

5
e+ £00I0) < 2

C(lle = @erszs

For each € € (0, ¢¢), we see from Proposition 2.2 that there exists Ny € N such that
if 7 > Ny, then
o

us + C sup ||u§j)(t) —u(t)||gs < =,
te[0,T 2

Clle") — |

which completes the proof of Theorem [I.1] O
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3. THE ENERGY ESTIMATE IN H*®

In this Section, we prove Proposition 2.6l which is the main estimate in this paper.
Before proving Proposition 2.6, we introduce some commutator estimates which are

useful in evaluating nonlinear terms.
Definition 7. For s > 0 and functions f, g, h we define

PO(f,g) == D*0,(f0%9) — D*0, f02g — fD*0g — (s + 1)0, f D*02g

- 8(8; 1>5§fD50xg,
PP(f,9) = HD*0,(fdg) — (HD*0,[)d2g — fHD*dg
— (s + 1)0, fHD g — 8(32* 1)8§f’HD58mg,

PO(f,9) = D*0,(0, fOrg) — D*02 fOrg — (s + 1) D*0, fO2g
— 0. fD°02g — (s + 1) f D*Dag,
PA(f,g) == HD*0,(0,f0pg) — (HD*3: f)Dpg — (s + 1)(HD*0, f)D3g
— 0 f(HD*02g) — (s + 102 f(HD*O,g),
PO(f,9,h) = D*0,(fg0sh) — D*0y fg0sh — fD*0,g0:h — fgD*0%h
— (s + 1)0,fgD*d,h — (s + 1) fO,9 D0, h,
PO(f,g,h) = HD*0,(fg0:h) — (HD*0, f)g0:h — f(HD*0,9)0:h — fgHD*O2h
— (s+ 10, fgHD?0ph — (s + 1) fO,gH D0, h,
PO(f,9,h) == D*0.(fH(g0:h)) — D*0u fH(90:h) — f(HD*0,9)0:h — fgHD 2
— (s+ D)0, fgHD?0rh — (s + 1) fO,gH D0, h,
P®)(f,9) = D*0y(f029) — D*0uf0ug — fD*0%g — (s + 1)0,f D*0,g,
PONf,g) = HD*0,(f0rg) — (HD*0,f)0ng — FHD*02g — (s + 1)0, fHD*Drg.
Lemma 3.1. Let sy > 1/2 and s > 0. Then

1F 9l S 1 f 1 llgllerso 4 [[f 1l zso llgl] e
for any f,g € H™>{s0:s}(T).
Proof. This follows from the fact that (£)° < (£ —n)" + (n)” for any ,n e Z. O
For the proofs of the following three lemmas, see [1§].

Lemma 3.2. Let sy > 3/2 and s > 1. Then

I1D?, F10xgll S I flzzsllgll oo + W[ Nl oo Ml gl ezs
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for any f,g € HmaX{SO’S}(’JI‘).

Lemma 3.3. Let so > 1/2, k € N and sy, s2 > 0. Suppose that s; + sy = k. Then,
there exists C'= C(sg) > 0 such that for any f € H*™'(T) and g € H**(T)

117, £1059]l < Cll fll oot g s
Lemma 3.4. Let so > 5/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C' = C(s, sg) > 0 such that

1P (u, o), 1P (w, 0) | < Ol

ms + ||ul

%o [|v] s ||v|[ 120

for any u,v € H™&{ss50}(T).
Lemma 3.5. Let sg > 7/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C' = C(s, sg) > 0 such that
HS

Hso

1P (, 0) [, 1P (u, 0) || < C(uf

Ollzzso + l[ullzzso 0]l 1+)

for any u,v € H™&{s:s0}(T).

Proof. We show only the inequality for P The other one follows from a similar
argument. It suffices to show that
s(s+1)

E1°6n* — € = nl*(E —n)n® — "0 — (s + 1)(E = n)nl*n* — (- n)?[nl*n

< [PlE = nl* + Inl*lg = nl®,

(3.1)
for any &, € Z. We split the summation region into three regions: Ry = {3|n| <
[§=nl}, Ry = {[€=nl/4 < In| < 4|¢—nl} and Rs = {|n| = 3|¢—n[}. On Ry, the mean
value theorem shows that (4.1]) holds. On Ry, it is obvious. On Rj, it immediately
follows that |& — n*Ttn2 < |€ — n)*|n?. Set o(x) = z|z|* for z € R. Note that
o € C3(R) when s > 2. The Taylor theorem shows that there exist 77 € (£,7) or
N € (n,€) such that

(€)= (o) + ) € ) + T 6 2+ T g

This together with the fact that || ~ || ~ |n| implies that (ZI)) holds. When
1 < s <2, @T) holds since [ —n|?|n|*** = [£=n[*~*[{—n[*[n|**" < |E=n[*|n]* on Rs.
Similarly, when 0 < s < 1, ([&J]) holds by the above inequality with | — n||n|**2 <
|€ — n]*|n|® on Rz, which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.6. Let so > 7/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C = C(s, sg) > 0 such that

1P, w) [ 1S (s )| < C(]luf

ws ||Vl o + [ull o]0l ),

for any u,v € H™@{s:s0}(T).
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Proof. This follows from a similar argument of the previous lemma. U
Lemma 3.7. Let sy > 3/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C = C(s, sg) > 0 such that

[Asir(wo) = Aspruv — ubspol] < C(ul

s ||Vl o + ||| oo [|V]| 25 )

for any u,v € H™>{550}(T), where Ayyy = D0, or DL,
Proof. Tt suffices to show that for any &, 7 € Z

1€ =€ =" = Inl"T L 11E1PE = 1€ = nl* (€ —n) — [nl*nl S Inll€—nl® + 1€ —nlln]®.

If s = 0, then it is obvious by the triangle inequality. In the case s > 0, this follows
from a similar argument of the proof of Lemma 0J

Lemma 3.8. Let s > 5/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C = C(s, sg) > 0 such that
1P (u, wz, us) [ | PO (s s, us)|

< C(Jfua

s || el mso [|us || zrso + |[wr || oo || wal ms | wsl| mso + || || oo ||wel| o [|ws || <)

for any u; € H™>550}(T) for j =1,2,3.
Proof. We show only the inequality for P® . The other one follows from a similar
argument. Aplying Lemma [B.1] B.4] and 3.7, we have

1P (uy, ug, ug)||

S ||P8(8)(U1U2, U3)H -+ HDsax(’LhUg) — Dsamu1u2 — uleﬁme H&;ﬂtg“oo,

S lual

ms |[wa | mso [[us| oo + [Jwa || mso [|wal| ars || wsl| zrs0 + ||| oo ||w2 | z7s0 [|us]| s,

which completes the proof. O
Lemma 3.9. Let so > 5/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C' = C(s, sg) > 0 such that
127 (ur, s, us) |

< O(fJual

HS

|| oo [|us|| =0 + ||wr || mso || wall s || wsl| zrs0 + [|wa]] oo ||wal| oo [|us|| a5 )

for any u; € H™>{550}(T) for j =1,2,3.
Proof. We see from the proof of Lemma [3.4] and B.7 that for any &,&1,& € Z
[€°€62 — € — &1 — &I (§ — &1 — §2)& — [§1]°61e
—1&1°6 — (s + 1) (€ — & — &)[& 6 — (s + 1)&G|&E|
<€ — 1€ — &P (€ — &) — |&1°65 — (s + 1) (€ — &)|&)°E|
+ 116 = &I (§ — &2) — &7 — € — &1 — &I (€ — & — &)[|6] S 26, &1, &2),
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where

2(661,62) = [€ = &6l + 1€ — S| + (1€ — & — &PIa] + [€ — & — &ll&]*) &l
We see from Lemma [3.3] that
1P (i, g, us) |
< D0, (1 H (D)) — DOyt H(uatts) — 1y H(D* Dyindotiy)
— wnH(usD*0us) — (5 + 1)OyurH(usD*Dyuis) — (5 + VurH (Dyris D*Oyis) |
+ | lloo ([|[H, Buuig] D*Opus || + || [H, ug] D*Pus]|)
+ (5 + 1) (10w || oo I[H, 2] D* Opus|| + [[wr || oo I[H, Ortia] D*Opus)|)

S DD EE &, &) lia(€ — & — &)|lia(&)[ds(&2)]
£1,62 12
g
+ {21 || oo ||wal| oo [|ws || mrs + || wa ]| mso || || s || ws || rso
S || s e || mrso || us| oo + [ || oo ||we|| s Jws|| g0 + ||wal| mso [|w2 | mso ||us|| &,
which completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.10. Let so > 5/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C = C(s,s9) > 0 such
that

||A5(u8§v) - uAsaiv — 80, ul\ 00 || < C(||ul

as + ||ul

vl

Hso Hs U| Hso)

for any u,v € H™>55}(T), where A, = D or HD>.
Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma O

Lemma 3.11. Let sg > 3/2 and s > 0. Then there exists C = C(s,s9) > 0 such
that

||AS(U1H(UQ8wU3)) — U1UQHA38xU3 H

< C([Jur s [[uzllmoo [|usl oo + [l || oo [[uall s [[us| oo + [lwr || o [|ual| a0 Jus | )
for any u; € H™>550}(T) for j =1,2,3, where Ay = D* or HD?.
Proof. Tt suffices to show that
| As(u1H (ua0pus3)) — urH (ugAOpus)||
S wllmsllwzl[ oo l[usl[ oo + [[wll oo [[wel|ms[lwsl| oo + [Jwa || oo [|ual| mroo [|ws | -

Indeed, Lemma shows that

[ua [H, ual AsOpus|| S [lua

moo— || w2l meo [|us]| s -



L.W.P. FOR 4THBO 15

The standard argument implies that

1€1°€2 — [&2]°&l, [ sgn(€)[€]°& — sgn (&) &Gl S 1€ — &f°[&] + € — &[I&]7
which completes the proof by the triangle inequality. 0
Lemma 3.12. Let s > 0 and so > 5/2. Let u € H*(T) and w € H*"*(T). Then

[(uD* 03w, D*w) + (u, (D*Fpw)*)| < |lul s

Hs0 w|
Proof. Note that
1
(uD*d;w, D*w) = 5 (d5u, (D*w)*) — (u, (D*O,w)?),

which shows the claim. O

As stated in Section 1, by the integration by parts, the third order derivative loss

can be reduced to the second order one.

Lemma 3.13. Let s > 0 and sy > 7/2. Let u € H*(T) and w € H*"3(T). Then

2
Hs

Hs0 w|

(uD*&w, D*w) — g@u, (D*0,w)*)| < lul
Proof. Note that
(uD*0*w, D*w) = —(0,uD*d?w, D*w) + %(qu, (D*0,w)?),
which together with Lemma shows the claim. 0

Lemma 3.14. Let sg > 1/2 and u,v be sufficiently smooth function defined on T.
Then there ezists C' = C(sg) > 0 such that

(02 (vHOpu), w)| < Cllvl| rsova]lul|*.
Proof. See Lemma 2.6 in [18]. O
Lemma 3.15. Let s > 0 and so > 5/2. Let u € H*(T) and w € H***(T). Then

[, (HD*0pw)*) — (u, (D*0w)*)| < llufl o 0]

2
Hs

Proof. We have
(u, (HD*0,w)?) = (H(O,uHD*O,w), D*w) + (H(uHD*0*w), D*w) =: A+ B.
For A, note that

Al < [{[H, QuulHD*Opw, D*w)| + [(OpuD*Opw, D*w)| < |ull meo[w]

2
Hs
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For B, we have
B = {[H,uJHD*0?*w, D*w) — (uD*0*w, D*w)
= ([H, ulHD* 0w, Dw) — (0, (D)) + G, (D°0)?),
which concludes the proof. O

We are ready to evaluate nonlinear terms. First, we estimate terms in F(u).

Lemma 3.16. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™>{s+350}(T). Then
(D?0, (ud?u — v9?v), D*w) + (s — 1/2)(0,u, (D*0,w)?)|

S Lo (uw, v){[lwl[Fs + ] irsvs + (lullz + Il ) lwlZeo }

503 1V] wl

where w = u — v.

Proof. Set

(D0, (ud?u — vO?v), D*w) = (D*0, (ud*w), D*w) + (D0, (wdv), D*w) =: R + Ry.

Lemma [3.5] and 313 show that

Ry + (s = 1/2) (0w, (D*0w)?)|

< (PO (u,w), D*w)| + (D*0y(w + v)Pw, D*w)| + [(uD*Fw, D*w) — (3/2)(0yu, (D*0,w)?)|
+ (s + D(0uD*Gw, D*w) + (Dpu, (D*0pw)?)| + s(s + 1)|(Fu, (D*w)?)| /4

S Nwllas(wll ool mser + llllmso lwl[ s + wllmso lullms + [Jwl aeol[wllae)-
We see from a similar argument that

| Ra| S Lo (u, ) {[[wlls + 1wl Fso-a vl Fpers + (lullzzs + 10l F) w0}
which completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.17. Let s > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™&{s+250}(T). Then
(D0, ((0su)* = (0sv)*), D*w) + 2(0yu, (D*0zw)?)]

S Lo (u, v){[w] frev2 + (lullz + Il lwllZe 3

wl

e Wl Feo 2]

where w = u — v.

Proof. Set z = u+ v. Note that
(D*0?20,w, D*w) + (0,2D*0*w, D*w)
= (0,wD*0*w, D*w) + 2(0,wD*0*v, D*w) + (0,2D*0?w, D*w)
= 2(0,uD*0*w, D*w) + 2(0,wD*0*v, D*w).
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Lemma [3.6] and show that
(D*0,(0,20,w), D*w) + 2(0,u, (D*0,w)?)|
< (PO (z,w), D*w)| + (5 + 1)[{u, (D*w)?)| + 2(s + 1)[(dywD*0,v, D*w)|
+ 20, uD*0*w, D*w) + (O, (D*0,w)?)| 4 2[{0,wD*0?v, D*w)|

S Lo (u, )] o) 1wl }

which completes the proof. O

fov + ([ullzrs + 0]

s+ 1wl 3ao-2]lv] wl

Lemma 3.18. Let s > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™&{s+250}(T). Then
(D*0, ((HO,u)? — (HO,v)?), D3w) — 25((HO*u)HD* 0w, D*w)|

S Lso(w, 0){[[w] freve + (s + [0l ) lwl o}

s+ [[wllGgao-2l]

where w = u — v.
Proof. Set z = u +v. As in the proof of Lemma 317, we have
(HO,w)YHD*0% 2, D*w) + ((HO2)HD*0?w, D*w)
= 2((HO,u)HD* 02w, D*w) + 2((HO,w)HD*d2v, D*w)
and
(HO?w)H D0y z, D*w) + ((HO22)HD*d,w, D*w)
= 2((HO?u)HD* 0w, D*w) + 2((HO?w)HD*0,v, D*w).
Then Lemma [3.6] and .14 show that
(D0, ((HOs2)HOzw), D*w) — 25((HOpu)H D 0pw, D*w)]
< (PP (Hz, Hw), D*w)| + 2/(8: (HOu)HD*d,w), D*w)]
+ 2{(HO,w)HD*O?v, D*w)| + 2(s + 1) |{((HO,w)HD*d,v, D*w)|

%JS) %{30}7

which completes the proof. O

)
isv2 + (lullfs + [lv]

S Lo (u, 0){lwllFs + [1w][Fso-2lv| wl

Lemma 3.19. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™>{s+3501(T). Then
(H D0, (uHO2u — vHOZv), D*w) — (HOu)HD *O,w, D3w) — (s — 1/2){0pu, (D*0,w)?)|

S Lo (w, 0){llwllFs + [lw] irsvs + (lullz + Il ) lwllZe }

1503 1V] wl

where w = u — v.
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Proof. Set z = u + v. Note that
(HD*0,u)HO?w, D3w) + ((HD*0,w)HOv, D*w)
= ((HD?0,w)H*w, D*w) + ((HD*0,w)HO?v, D*w) + ((HD?0,v)Hd*w, D*w)
= ((HO*u)YHD*0,w, D*w) + ((HO?w)HD*0,v, D*w).
Lemma [3.5] and [3.13] show that
(H D0, (uHO?u — vHO*v), D*w) — (HOPu)YHD 0w, D*w) — (s — 1/2)(0pu, (D*0pw)?)]
< (P& (u, Hw) + PP (w, Hv), D*w)| + [(uD*&}w, D*w) — (3/2)(Byu, (D*dpw)?)]
+ (5 + D{0:uD*Pw, D*w) + (Bpu, (D*8w)*)| + [{wD*djv, D*w)|
+ (s + DDu, (D*w)*)| /4 + (s + D[(QewD* v, D*w)| + s(s + 1)|(d5wD*dpv, D*w)| /2
+ [{((HO*w)HD*O,v, Dw)|
S Lo (w, v){ w3 + [Jw|

%JS) %{So}a

which completes the proof. O

irsvs + (lullz + [l Fe) ]

2031V

Next, we estimate nonlinear terms in F3(u) and Fy(u).

Lemma 3.20. Let s > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™&{s+250}(T). Then
{(HD*0, (u*0,u — v*0,v), D*w) — 2(s + 1) {(ud,uHD*0,w, D*w)|

S Lo (u, 0)*{ ] #s + [0l Il }

142+ (||ul wl

i1 Wl Feo-2lv]

where w = u — v.

Proof. Set z = u+ v. Note that
2(u0,wHD?*0pu, D°w) + (w0, vHD?*0,z, D*w) + (20, vHD*0,w, D*w)
= 2(u0,uH D*0,w, D*w) + 2(ud,wHD*0,v, D*w) + 2{(wd,vHD*0,v, D*w)
and that ©20,u — v20,v = w?0,w + 2wd,v. Lemma B.8] and B.14] show that
{(HD*0, (v*0,w + zwd,v), D3w) — 2(s + 1) (udyuH D*0,w, D*w)|
< (PO (u, u,w) + PO (z,w,v), Dw)| + 2|(ud,wH D*dpv, D*w)|
+ 2 (WO, wHD*O,v, D*w)| + (0, (W*HD*Opw), D*w)]|
+ [{zwHD?*0?v, D*w)| + (s + 1)[{0p(zw)H D*0,v, D*w)|

S Lo (u,0)*{[[w] iro) 1wlls0 }

which completes the proof. O

irs+2 + (lullf + (vl 7o) ]

i+ [wlFo2lv]




L.W.P. FOR 4THBO 19

Lemma 3.21. Let so > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™>{s¥2501(T). Then

(D0, (uH(ud,u) — vH(v0,v)), D'w) — (25 + 1) {(ud,uHD*0,w, D*w)|

wlEeo}

#e)

he + vz

frs + w2Vl zesz + (llul

(
< Lo (u, 0)*{fJw]
where w = u — v.

Proof. Note that
(U0, wHD?*Opu, D*w) + (u0,vHD*0yw, D*w)
= (W0, uHD* 0w, D*w) + (u0,wHD*0,v, D*w).

Then Lemma and [3.14] show that

— (25 + 1){(u0,uHD*0,w, D*w)|
w)| + [(HO:(udpu), (D*w)?)| /2
U D% Lw), Dw)|

|(D?0, (uH (udyw) + uH(w0,v) + wH(v0,v)), Diw)
(ud
2 (u
L (2w)HD?0,v, D*w)| /2

< (PO (u, u, w) + PO (u, w,0) + PO (w, 0,v), D
(D*0,vH(ud,w), D*w)| + |{D*0vH(wd,v), D*w)| + |(0
(uwHD*0v, D*w)| + [(vwH D*0?v, D*w)| + (25 + 3)|(0
(u,

) {|w| )

which completes the proof.

Hso

HS

_I_
_l’_
I 2 s + (Jull?

#0210

ie + wllf

<
~ 780

Lemma 3.22. Let s > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™&{s+250}(T). Then

(D*0, (W*HO,u — v*HOv), D*w) — 25(udyuH D*w, D*w)|

?’—ISO}v

wl

)

s+ [[oll7

ie+2 + (||ul

#s0-2|]

s+ lwll

S Ly (u, v)*{Jw]

where w = u — v.

Proof. Set z = u + v. Lemma [3.14] and show that

(D?0, (u*HOyw + 2wHOv), D3w) — 25(ud,uHD*w, D*w)|

< (PO (u, u, Hw) + PO (2,0, Ho), D*w) + |[(0: (uMdu), (D*w)?)]

+ 2[{u(HO,w) D*0yv, D*w)| + (0, (W*HD*0,w), D*w)|
+ (0, (wHOv), (D*w)?)|/2 + 2|{w(HIv) D*0,v, D3w)]
+ [{zwHD*0?v, D*w)| + (s + 1) {0, (z2w)H D*0,v, D*w)|

isv2 + (lullfs + [lv]

w’?P‘O}v

)

502101

s+ ]

S Ly (u, 0)*{Jw]

which completes the proof.
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Lemma 3.23. Let so > 7/2 and s > 0. Let u,v € H™>{sFLs0}(T). Then

(D0, (u* — %), D*w)|

< Lo (s 0)* {lwl e + wllFreo—r [0 e + (lullzzs + ol F)llwlizso}
where w = u — v.
Proof. Lemma [B.1] and B2 show that
(D* (v 0w + w(u® + uv + v*)0,v), D*w)|
< {[D*, v?)0pw, D3w)| + [{[D*, w(u? 4+ uv + v*)]0,v, D*w)|
+ (0. (u?), (D*w)?)| /2 + [{w(u? + uv + v*) D*0,v, D3w)|
S Lo (u, 0)* {lwl e + lwllFreo- [0l e + (lullzzs + [ollzr) 1w}
which completes the proof. O

Remark 3.1. In Lemma [3.16] B.17 B.18, .19, [3.20, 3.21], [3.22] and [3.23 with s = 0, we
?;Is+j fOI'j = 17 27 3 and (HuH?{S_'_HU’ %{5)

in the right hand side. This can be verified by a simple caluculation. Indeed, for

do not have terms such as ||w]|2.,_, ||v| W) %50

example, on Lemma [3.16 with s = 0, we have

(0, (ud?u — vO2v), w) = —(ud*w, yw) — (WOv, Dpw)

= %(&Cu, (Opw)?) + %(Q?gv, w?).

g0 ||w||*. For this

The second term in the right hand side can be estimated by < ||v]

reason, we obtain the following.

Lemma 3.24. Let so > 7/2 and u,v € H*°(T). Then

-

[|
N

(0 (Fj (1) = Fj(v)), w) + A1 (0) (Do, (0ow)”) + Aa(0)(HOzu)HOpw, w)

+ A3(0) (w0, uHOyw, w)]

< sy (u,v) w2,

~ S0
where w = u — v.
Now, we estimate the time derivatives of Ms(l), MP® and M. The following

lemma helps us to calculate correction terms. Note that Lemma [3.25] is more com-

plicated than Lemma 2.8 in [I8] because of the presence of H.
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Lemma 3.25. Let f, g, h be sufficiently smooth real-valued functions defined on T.
Then,

(HO3f. gh) + (fHOzg, h) + (fg, HOh)
Proof. Observe that

(fg9,HOzh)
= —([H, f103h, g) — (04 fHg + 403 fHD,g + 607 fHO2g + 40, fHOLg + fHOg, h)
= —([H, f103h, g) — (0pfHg, h) — 4(0x fHOrg, O3h) + 2(02 fHOZg, h) — (fHOg, h)
= —([H, [10,h, g) + (0, fHg, h) + 4(0] fHg, O.h) — 405 [HOug, O2h)

+2(03 fHg, Do) — (fHI,g, h).

Note that

(HOLf, gh) + (0 fHg, h) = —([H, 0, f. 9),
which completes the proof. O
Lemma 3.26. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,w € H™>{s+450}(T). Then

|((HOMu)HD*w, HD* 'w) — (uD*0%w, HD* 'w) 4+ (uHD*w, HD*0>w) — 4(0,u, (D*0,w)?)|

S lullzzsolwllZ..

Proof. We use Lemma B.25 with f = u, ¢ = HD%w and h = HD* 'w. Then Lemma
shows that

{[#, koL f, ) + ([, f10:h, g)] + {02 Ha, 0:h)] < llull o] (3.2)

Note that —4(0,fHO.g,0?h) = 4(d,u, (D*0,w)?). And finally, we see from the
integration by parts that

2[(0; fHg, 0z h)| = [(D3u, (D*w)*)| < [lull oo [lwl|7-
which concludes the proof. O
Lemma 3.27. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,w € H™>{s+450}(T). Then

[(O5u, (D*'w)?) — 2((HO,u) D*Pw, D*tw) + 4((HO?u)HD* 0w, Dw)|

S lllmso lwll-
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Proof. The integration by parts shows that
(P, (D w)?) — 2((HOpu) D*0Pw, D~ w) + 4((HO*u)HD* 0w, D*w)]|
= (92uD*"1'0,w, D¥'w) — ((Hu) D*0tw, D* 'w) + ((Hu)D*d>w, D5~ 10,w)
— 2{(HO*u)HD?*0,w, D*w)|,

which allows us to use Lemma B.25 with f = Hu, ¢ = D*"'0,w and h = D lw. It
is cleat that (B.2)) holds in this case. Lemma B.I4] implies that

(02 fHOzg, 0zh)| = [(0u(HOzu)HD*Opw), D*w)| S [l ool

2
Hs

On the other hand, we have 2(0?fHg, 0*h) = —2((HO*u)HD*d,w, D*w), which
completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.28. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,w € H™>{s+350}(T). Then

|(u?—[8§u, (Ds_lw)2) + (uzDs_lw, D58£w> — A ud,uHD?*0,w, D*w)| < ||u||quO |wl

2
Hs-

Proof. Adding and subtraction a term, we have

2[(uH O u, (D w)?) + (u>D*w, D*0>w) — 4{(ud,uHD* 0w, Dw)|
< |((HO(u?), (D~ 'w)?) + 2(u*D*~'w, D*0Pw) — 8{ud,uH D*0,w, Diw)|
+ [(2uHtu — HOL(u?), (D w)?)|.
Lemma [3.3] shows that the second term in the right hand side can be estimated by
< lwllso lJw||?s. We use Lemma B25 with f = u? g = h = D* 'w. It is clear
that (3.2) holds in this case. Note that —4(9, fHd,g, 0*h) = 8(ud,uH D*d,w, D*w).

Finally, we have

(02 fHg, Ozh)| = (0. (07 (u*) HD* " w), HD*w)| < ||ul

2
Hs»

%150 w|

which completes the proof. O
We observe the first order derivative loss resulting from MO,
Lemma 3.29. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+350}(T). Then

|(WHD*0,(ud?u — vO*v), HD*'w) + (s — 3){(ud,uH D*0,w, D*w)|

S Lo (u, 0)*{Jw] irsv2 + (lullf + Il ) lwllZeo }

wl

i+ [wllzo2lv]

where w = u — v.
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Proof. Lemma and [B.14] show that

[(uHD*0, (ud?w + wdiv), HD*'w) + (s — 3)(ud,uH D*O,w, D3w)|
< [(u(PP (u, w) + PP (w,0)), HD* " w)| + [(0,(udiwH D> w), HDu)|
+ [0 (u*)H D w, HD* " w) | + (05 (v*)HD*w, D*w)| + {0 (w*H D*d,w), D*w)|
+ (s + D|{(0,(O*(W?YHD*'w), HD*w)| /2 + s(s + 1) |{0p (uO*uHD*'w), HD*w)|/2
+ [(0p (u@PoH D w), HD*w)| + |{Op (uwHD* " w), HD*0v)]
+ (s + D {0, (u0pwHD*  w), HD*0,0) | + s(s + 1)|(0x (ud?wHD* " w), HD*v)| /2
S Lo (1, v)*{ ]

i+ [wllEo2v]

irsv2 + (lullf + ol ) lwlZe }

which completes the proof. O
Lemma 3.30. Let sg > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then

[(uHD*w, D*(ud?u — v9?v)) + (s — 2){(ud,uH D* 0w, D*w)|

S Lo (u, 0)* {llwllF + 1wl Fso-2lv]

ie+2 + (||ul

is + [1vll7e)

w’.%{SO}v

where w = u — v.
Proof. Lemma B.10 together with Lemma [3.14] shows that

|(uH D*w, D*(ud2w + wd2v)) + (s — 2){(ud,uHD*0,w, D*w)|
< [(uHD*w, D* (ud*w) — uD*0*w — s0,uD*0,w)|
+ [(WHD*w, D*(wd*v) — wD*0*v — s0,wD*,v)| + |(0?(u?)YHD*w, D*w)|
+ [(0: (*HD*0pw), D*w)| + s|(; (udyu)HD*w, D*w)
+ [(uHD*w, wD*0?v)| + s|(uHD*w, OywD*0,v)|
(, 0)*{[Jw||

s+ [0llZ) 1wl }

fre+2 + (||l 7o)

frs + [[wlFgso-2lv]

so

which completes the proof. O
Lemma 3.31. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then

|(uHD*0,((0pu)? — (0,0)?), HD* w) + 2(ud,uHD* 0w, D*w)|
S Lo (u, 0)*{[Jw]

Frert + ([ullFze + ol llwl o}

e+ lwl[7s0-1 [[0]

where w = u — v.
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Proof. Set z = u + v. Lemma B.10 shows that
|(WHD*, (8, 20,w), HD* \w) + 2(uduHD*dyw, Dw)|
< [P (z,w), HD* 'w)| + 2/ (0, (udywH D*'w), HD*d,v)]
+ (5 + D0 (udPwHD* 'w), HD*2)| + (5 + 1)|{0n(ud22H D> w), HD*w)|

S Lo (u,0)*{[[w] iro) 1wl o}

which completes the proof. O

ws + [l

w01 101 Ezssn + (lullfzs + [0]lZ)[lw]

Lemma 3.32. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+L50}(T). Then
[(uHD*w, D*((0,u)* — (93v)*)) + 2(udyuH D*Opw, D*w)|
< Loo (u, v)*{|w]| )

ieer + (lullfs + [lvl oo}

wl

e+ lwl[70-1 [[0]

where w = u — v.

Proof. Lemma [3.7] shows that
[(uHD*w, D*(0,20,w)) + 2{ud,uHD 0w, D*w)|
< [(uHD*w, D*(0,20,w) — D*0,20,w — 0y 2D 0yw)| + 2|(0y (u0,u) H D w, D*w)|
+ 2|(u0,wHD*w, D*0,v)|

%{30}7

which completes the proof. O

s+ (lullZrs + [[v]l7e) ]

S Lo (u, 0 {lwlFs + w0 [lv]

Lemma 3.33. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then

|(WH D0, (HOpu)? — (HOwv)?), HD* 'w)|

< Lo (u, 0)*{ ] freen + (lullze + ol ) lwllZe }

wl

e+ lwl[7s0-1 [[0]

where w = u — v.

Proof. Set z = u+v. Lemma shows that
[(uH D0, (HO,2)(HO,w)), HD* ™ w)]
< [(uP® (Hz, Hw), HD*"'w) + 3/(0,(uMd,u), (D*w)?)|
+ 202 (uH ) D¥w, HD* w)| + 2|0 (u(HOpw)HD* tw), D*0,v)|
+ (s + D0 (w(HPEw)YHD* " w), D*2))| + (s + 1) (0x(u(HI; 2) HD* w), D*w))]

< Loy (u, 0){]|w] )

which completes the proof. O

froe (s + [0l ) lwl o}

e+ w02 lv]
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Lemma 3.34. Let so > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™@{s+Lso}(T), Then
[(uHD*w, D*((HOyu)? — (HOyv)*))|
< Ly (u, 0)*{Jw]

~

irs + |l i+ (lullz + Pl lwllze }

1701 [1V] wl

where w = u — v.

Proof. Set z = u + v. Lemma 3.7 shows that
[(uHD*w, D*((HOy2)HO,w))]

< (uHD*w, D*((HO2)HOyw) — (HO,w)HD?*0pz — (HOz2)HD*0,w)|
+ [0y (uHOu), (HD*w)?)| + 2[{u(HOyw)H D w, HD*0,v)]

< Ly (w, 0)* {lwl3gs + [l Fso-1 [0l 7 + (Il

%{SO}>

which completes the proof. O

s+ [Vl 7o) o]

Lemma 3.35. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+3:501(T). Then
|(uD*0, (WHO?u — vHO™), HD* " w) + (s — 3){(ud,uH D*0,w, D*w)|

S Lo (u, 0)* {JlwllZ + [lw] o0}

irs+2 + (lullf + ol 7))

502101

where w = u — v.

Proof. We see from Lemma [3.5 and B.14] that
|(uD*0, (WHO?w + wHOv), HD* 'w) + (5 — 3)(ud,uHD* 0w, D*w)|
< [(u(PO (u, Hw) + PO (w, Ho)), HD*w)| + [(0x(w(HOw)HD*'w), D*u)|
+ [(0: (02 (u*)HD* ™ w), HD*w)| + [(0:(w*H D0, w), D*w)]
+ (5 + D{0,(0, (ubpu) HD* " w), HD*w)| + (s + 1) {0, (ud>uHD*'w), HD w)| /2
+ [(0p (W(HOP0)YHD* " w), D*w)| + |(Op(uwH D w), HD*02v)|
+ (s + D {0, (upwHD*  w), HD*0,v) | + s(s + 1)|(0x (ud?wHD* " w), HD*v)| /2

S oo (u, v){]|w] o0 b

which completes the proof. O

is+2 + (lullf + (ol 7))

i+ [wllEo2lv]

Lemma 3.36. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then
|(WHD*w, D*~ 10, (uH*u — vHOI?v)) + (s — 2){(udyuH D* 0w, D*w)|
S Ly (u, v)*{Jw] o0}

where w = u — v.

s+ ]

ieer + (lullze + ol 7)) ]

501 [1Y]
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Proof. Lemma [B.10] and B.14] shows that
[(uHD*w, D*7'0, (uHO?*w + wHO*v)) + (s — 2) (ud,uH D*Oyw, D*w)|
< (WHD*w, D*7'0, (uH*w) — uHD* ' 0Pw — s0,uHD* ' 0?w)|
4 |(WHD*w, D10, (wH™) — wHD* ' — sd,wHD*18%0)|
+ [([H, w’] D* 02w, D*w)| + [(9:(w*HD*0,w), D*w)]
+ s|{[H, u0,u) D*O,w, D3w)| + [{uHD*w, wD* )| + s|(uHD*w, O,wD*0,v)|
S Loo (u, v)*{|w] )

irs [V llE) lwlls0 }

y7e o (L 3 e {1

which completes the proof.

Lemma 3.37. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then
[((HO,u)D¥ 1w, D¥710, (ud?u — v?v))|

< Ly (u, 0)*{Jw]

N e+ (lullzs + ol lwllzeo

wl

i w1 ]

where w = u — v.
Proof. Note that
(HOpu) D*~tw, uD*~*0Pw)
= — (0, (uHO,u) D*'w, D1 02w) — (u(HO,u) D~ 0pw, D¥ 1 02w)

= (0,(0, (uHOu) D 'w), D10, w) + = (0, (uHOu), (D¥ 1 0,w)?).

1
2
Lemma [3.T0I shows that
[{(HOpu) D> w, D*10, (udiw + wdiv))|
< [{((HOpu)D* tw, D¥710, (ud?w) — uD* 0w — s0,uD*~'0?w)|
+ [{((HB,u) D w, D* 10, (wdv) — wD* ' 0Pv — s8,wD* 10%v)|
+ [(HOpu) D*~w, uD* ™' w)| + (0, (0pu(HIu) D* ™ w), D*~'0pw)]
+ (0, (w(HO,u) D* w), D' 520)] + 5|(0,(B,w(HO,u) D*~ w), D' 0,0)
< Lo (u, 0){JwllFs + [|w] 1+ 1l E) w0}

-1 10l e + (Jlul

which completes the proof.

Lemma 3.38. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+L50}(T). Then
[{(HOxu) D* ™ w, D*0,((05u)* — (9:v)7))]

< Loy (u, 0)*{|w]

S s+ (lullfrs + vl lwlle0 )

where w = u — v.
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Proof. Lemma [3.7] shows that

|((HO,u)D¥ 1w, D¥710,(0,20,w))|
< [{((HOpu)D*~w, D¥710,(0,20,w) — D*~'0?20,w — 0,2D° ' 0%w)|
(0, (0w (HO,u) D*w), D7 10,2)| + [(04(0p2(HOu) D¥1w), D¥ 1 0,w)]|

_l’_
< oo (u,0)!{]|w] )

frs + (lullzs + vl ) lwll 0}

which completes the proof.
Lemma 3.39. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then

|((HO,u) D* w, D (uHO*u — vHOv))|
S Loy (1, 0)*{]w]

N i+ (lullz + [Pl lwllZe )

s+ [[wll 302 ]lv] wl

where w = u — v.
Proof. Note that

((HOpu) D*tw, uH D*0?w)

= (0 (WHOLu) D*tw, HD*Opw) + (u(HOpu)HD*w, HD*0,w)

(0, (0, (wHO,u) D™ ), HD*w) — %(&C(u?{&cu), (HD*w)?).

We have

|((HOpu) D* ™ w, D* (uHO*w + wHOv))|

< [{((HOpu)D* 'w, D*(uHO*w) — uHD*0*w — s0,uHD*0,w)|
+ [{{(HOpu) D¥ w, D*(wHO?v) — wHD*0?v — s0,wHD*0,v)|
+ [{(HOpu) D* w, uH D*0%w)| + s|((HOpu) D*'w, dyuHD*0,w)|
+ [{(HOpu) D* 'w, wHD*02v)| + s|{(HOyu) D* 'w, OywH D*0,v)|

which completes the proof by Lemma B.I0.
Lemma 3.40. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then

|(uD*0, (u*Opu — v?0,v), HD* 'w)|

S Lo (u, 0)*{ ] i+ (lullze + Il ) lwllZe }

wl

e+ lwl[7s0-1 [[0]

where w = u — v.
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Proof. Set z = u + v. Lemma shows that
|(uD*0, (u?Opw + 2wyv), HD*w)|
< (0,uD* (u?Opw + 2wdyv), HD* tw)| + |(uD* (u?0,w + 2wdyv), D*w)|
< {(D(OyuH D w), D (u?0,w + 2wdyw))| + [(u[D?, u?]0,w, D*w)|
+ 2|0, (D*w)] + | (D (zwdv), D),
which completes the proof.

Lemma 3.41. Let so > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s¥250}(T). Then
|<UHD5890(UH(U8$U) — UH(UamU)), HDs_le
< L (u,0){ ]

N e+ (lullzs + lolz)lwllzeo

wl

i w1 ]

where w = u — v.

Proof. Note that
|(WH D0, (uH (ud,w) + uH(wdpv) + wH(vO,v)), HD* tw)|
< [ D(8,uHD* " w), HD* " (uH (ud,w)))| + [(wHD* (uH (udyw)), D*w)]
+ (0, (WHD* w), HD* (uH (wO,v) + wH (v0,v)))|.
The second term in the right hand side can be estimated as follows:
[(uHD*(uH (udyw)), D*w)]
< (D (uH(wd,w) + vD*,uDw) | + 2] (u20,. (D))
Then Lemma B.11] completes the proof.

Lemma 3.42. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then
|(WH D0, (u*HOpu — v*HOv), HD* 'w)|
S Lo (u, v)*{|w]

S fser + (lullzs + ol ) lwlZe }

wl

7 [ 7ot

where w = u — v.
Proof. Set z = u + v. Note that
[(uHD*0, (W HOpw + 2wHOv), HD*  w)|
< (D(0,uHD* 'w), HD* ' (W’ HO,w))| + [{(u[HD*, u*]HO,w, D*w)]
+ g|(u28xu, (D*w)?)| + {0, (WHD* w), HD*(zwH0O,v))).

Then Lemma completes the proof.
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Lemma 3.43. Let so > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™{s+250}(T), Then

|(uHD*w, D*7'0, (u*0yu — v*0,v))|

< Ly, 0 3 A [0 0t + ll + ol o
where w = u — v.
Proof. Note that
|(uHD*w, D510, (u*0pw + zwd,v))|
< [(uHD*w,[D*10,, u?|0,w)| + g|<u28xu, (HD*w)?)|
+ [(WHD*w, D*710,(zw0,v))|.
Then, Lemma completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.44. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+L50}(T). Then
[(uH D*w, D*(uH(ud,u) — vH(v0,v)))|

S Lo (u,0)*{Jw] foer + (lullz + ol ) lwllzeo }

i+ w01 ] wl

where w = u — v.

Proof. Note that
[(uHD*w, D*(uH (u0,w) + uH(wo,v) + wH(v0v)))|
< [(uHD*w, D*(uH (udpw)) — w*HD*O,w)| + g|<u28xu, (HD*w)?)|
+ [(uHD*w, D*(uH(wd,v) + wH(v0v)))|.
We see that Lemma B.11] completes the proof. O]
Lemma 3.45. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+L50}(T). Then
|(uHD*w, D*(u*HOu — v*HO,v))|
< Ly (u, 0)*{Jw]

S iser + (lullzs + ol ) lwlZe }

i+ w01 ] wl

where w = u — v.
Proof. Set z = u+ v. Note that
|(WHD*w, D*(u*HO,w + 2wHOv))|
< [(wHD"w, (D, D) + 2|20, (D" w))| + |[(wHD"w, D*(zuo,0)|.

We see that Lemma completes the proof. O
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By the presence of HD*™!, the following lemma is clear:
Lemma 3.46. Let so > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™@{s+Lsok(T), Then
|(WH D0, (u* — v*), HD* 'w)| + [(uH D*w, D*(u* — v*))|

S oo (u,0)*{Jw] i)l wllzrso }

s+ (lullzs + [[v]lZs) |l

where w = u — v.
Lemma 3.47. Let sg > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{stL50}(T). Then
|((HO,u) D 1w, D¥710,(F3(u) — F3(v)))| + |{((HO,u) D¥ w, D¥710, (u* — v*))|

S Lo (uw, 0) {lwllFys + (lullfrs + l[vllZ) 1wl }

w|
where w = u — v.
Proof. This follows from Lemma 3] because of the presence of D™

Lemma 3.48. Let 5o > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then
|(u? D w, D710, (ud?u — vO2v))|
S Lo (u, v)*{|w]

N e+ (lullzs + lolz)lwllzeo

wl

i w1 ]

where w = u — v.

Proof. Note that
|(u?D*~w, D10, (ud?w + wdv))|
< (D 1w, D0, (udPw) — uD* 32w — s0,uD* T OPw)|
+ (0, (v D¥ w), D*~Hwd?v))| + 3|{0,(u*OpuD*tw), D¥ O, w)|
4 2100, (HD*w))] + s1{0s (0,uD* ), D),
which completes the proof.
Lemma 3.49. Let 59 > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™>{s+2501(T). Then
|(u? D w, HD* 0, (uHO*u — vHOI?v))|
S Ly (u, v)*{Jw]

where w = u — v.

fser + (lullze + [l ) lwlzeo }

i+ w1 ] wl

Proof. This follows from a similar argument to Lemma 3.48

Cobmining Lemma [3.48 and [3.49] we obtain the following:
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Lemma 3.50. Let so > 7/2 and s > 1. Let u,v € H™{s+250}(T), Then

[(u? D w, D10, (Fj(u) — Fj(v)))]

<.
|| ~
N

AN

Ly (u, v)*{|w] ieer + (lullzs + [l ) lwllZe }

i+ w01 ] wl

where w = u — v.

Definition 8. Let s > 0 and k € N satisfy 2(s + 2) > k. We define

p(k) = % k) = 2252

Note that p(k) > 1 and 1/p(k) + 1/q(k) = 1.

The following five lemmas are estimates for viscous terms —e;0%u + ;0% in
Mgl)(u,v).

Lemma 3.51. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and £, € [0,1]. Then there exists C' = C(sg,s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™&{s+2s0}(T),

£1 / Oru(HD w)H D wda
T

511?(4)

< DS+2 2
< S| D 2wl + Clul

1o lwl|? + Clu|

H*s0 wH%{Sv
where w = u — v.

Proof. We set

/0§u(HD8w)’HDS—1wdx: —/0i’uD5+1wHDS_1wdx—/agu(’HDSw)Dswd:B
T T T

= A+ B.
It is clear that |B| < ||ulgso||w||%s Interpolation and the Young inequality show
that
et Al < e1Cllull e | D** ||| D
4/(s+2 2. 112—4/(s+2 511](4) 2, 112 CORTITP:
< 1 Clull s w2 D2 P42 < o | D 2w o+ Cfu o,
as desired. 0J

By a similar argument to the proof of Lemma [B.5I] we can show the rest of

: . : 1
estimates for viscous terms in M} )(u, v).
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Lemma 3.52. Let s > 1, s > 7/2 and g1 € [0,1]. Then there exists C = C(sq, s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+4s0}(T),

3 .
. Zj:l 51{(])

3
e / w(HD* 0w/ HD*  wdz| < = [DwllP + O lluli vl

j=1

where w = u — v.

Lemma 3.53. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and e, € [0,1]. Then there exists C' = C(sg,s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+3:50}(T),

22 gzii(j) 2

s s j=1 s ]

‘) / w(HD*w) D*Rwdzr| < ZHere [ Dl +C Y Jlulli ],
T

J=1

where w = u — v.

Lemma 3.54. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and 1,69 € [0,1]. Then there exists C' =
C(s0,8) > 0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+4s0}(T),

< CmaX{eE%, Eg}H'UH%(erAl + CHUH%ISO [w] %{“

(e1 — 52)/u(HD88§v)HDS_1wd:):
T

where w = u — v.

Lemma 3.55. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and €1,e5 € [0,1]. Then there exists C' =
C(s0,8) > 0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+4s0k(T),

< C'max{e}, 3 }||v]

#rs+s + Cllull o W s,

(e1 — &) / W(HD*w) D' vda
T

where w = u — v.

The following three lemmas are estimates for viscous terms —e10%u + e204v in
M (u,v). We omit the proofs of these lemmas since they are similar to that of

Lemma [3.51]

Lemma 3.56. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and g1 € [0,1]. Then there exists C = C(sq, s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+4s0}(T),

~ Ep(4)
1 [ (050) (0 wda| < T 2wl + Ol ] + Ol
T

where w = u — v.

Lemma 3.57. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and £, € [0,1]. Then there exists C' = C(sg,s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+3:50}(T),

23'—2 5€(j) 3 .
€1 A(H@xu)Ds_les_lﬁiwdx < ’ITHDSHU,H? + CZ l[ul %g())

Jj=2

w|?,
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where w = u — v.

Lemma 3.58. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and 1,69 € [0,1]. Then there exists C' =
C(s0,5) > 0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+3s0}(T),

2
Hs»

(61 — &9) /(H@xu)DS_les_lﬁfgvda: < Cmax{e%, 5§}||v||§{s+s + C||u||quO ||w]
T
where w = u — v.

The following three lemmas are estimates for viscous terms —e dtu + €29%v in
M (u,v).

Lemma 3.59. Let s > 1, s > 7/2 and g1 € [0,1]. Then there exists C = C(sq, s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+3:50}(T),

wl,

2
Hso

- / wdu( D "w)2dz| < Cllul
T

where w = u — v.

Proof. This is obvious thanks to the integration by parts. 0

Lemma 3.60. Let s > 1, s > 7/2 and g, € [0,1]. Then there exists C = C(sq, s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™>{s+3s50}(T),

23’?22 EIIJ(J')
100

2q(35)
H%0

3
1D 2w|* +C ) lul

j=2

wl?,

51/u2D8_1wDS_10§wd:E <
T

where w = u — v.

Proof. First we set
/uzDS_leS_lﬁiwda:
T
= -2 / uO,uD* twD* PP wdr — /Tu2Ds_10was_10;Z’wd:B = A+ B.
T
The same argument as before implies that

Al < Clul
|B| < Cllul

w213 || D320 ||2/PG)

2
Hso

w||2/q(2) ||Ds+2w||2/p(2),

2
Hso

which completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.61. Let s > 1, so > 7/2 and £, € [0,1]. Then there exists C = C(sg, s) >
0 such that for any u,v € H™@{s+350}(T),

2
Hs$»

wl

trs+s + Cllull e,

(61— €2) /Tu2Ds_1st_13§UdI < Cmax{e}, e3}||v]
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where w = u — v.

Proof. This follows from the Holder inequality. ([l
Finally, we are ready to show the main inequality in this paper.
Proof of Proposition[2.4. Let s' € [1,s]. Put w := u; — us. Note that w satisfies
Ow = 0y (K (u1) — K (ug)) — £10%w + (g1 — £2)0us (3.3)

on [0, min{7;,,7.,}). By Lemma B.16, B17 B.I8, B.19, B:20, B2T], and B:23] we

have

]. d !/ ! ! !/
§%||D8 wl|? + A (8)(Opur, (D¥ 0pw)?) + Ao () ((HO*u1 )HD* O,w, D¥ w)

+ As3(8") (u10pus HD® yw, D¥w) + 2e1|| D% F2w||?|
= (D¥{0,(K (u1) — K (u3)) — £10%w + (61 — €2)8 us}, D¥'w)
+ M ()0, (D w)?) + N (") (HOPur YHD? 0w, D¥ w) + 2, || D F2w|)?|

< Clg (ur, u2) {wll e + Nwllpeo-s ezl fposs + Nl (lualle + lluzll)}

+ max{af, 6§}||u2| ?L]S’+4'

(3.4)
By Lemma 326, B.29, 330, B3], 332 3:33] 3:34] B35, B.306], 340, B.4T], 342 B.43]
(3.441 [3.45], [3.46] [3.51], [3.52], [3.53], 3.54] and [3.53] we also have

i >\1 (Sl))\4(5’/)
dt 4

Ms(,l)(ul,ug) — M\ () (0pur, (D% 0,w)?) + ((H&u1)HD® 8w, Ds'w>‘

A (s')

; (OuH D w, HD* ~*w) + (WHD* dpw, HD* ~*w) + (WHD* w, HD* 1 d,w))

A (s)Aa(s')

— 1 (8")(0,uq, (Dslﬁmw)2> + 1

(HO*u YHD* 0w, D¥ w) ’

< Clgy(ug, ug) ™ 2 w20 + [[wlFeo—s u2ll2oss + lwllFe (Jua 30 + lusl3)}
+ SHID 2w+ mac{e?, e} us o
(3.5)
Similarly, by Lemma 3.27], .37 B.38] B.39] B.47, B.56], B.57, and [3.59] we have
%M§?> (1, ) — Ao(s') ((HOPur YHD* Dy, D w)
< Clyy (ug, u2) "2 Jw20 + 1w Freo-s [0z 30 (3.6)
+ wl[Fo (a5 + lJual5) } + ZL|ID 2 w))? 4 max{e?, 3} |usl e

10
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Moreover, by Lemma [3.28] .50, [3.60] and B.61] we obtain

%Ms(,g) (uy,ug) — )\1(8/))\4(8/4) + 4ha() (udyuH D dyw, D% w)
< Cly (ur, uz)* 2 w3 + ([ Fpao-slluz | s (3.7)
+ JwllFreo (a3 + lluzll )} + i—(l)lle'”?»UII2 +max{e, e} [uz o -
It is easy to see that
%{le|2(1 + Cllul® + Cllual|*)} < ClLy (ur, uz) ™ 2wl |3, (3.8)

Therefore, collecting (3.4), (3.0), (3.4), (B.1) and (B.8]), we obtain ([2.3]). O

4. THE ENERGY ESTIMATE IN L2

In this section, we prove Proposition 2.7 which is the only thing left to prove.

We introduce some estimates for the operator J.

Lemma 4.1. Let k € NU{0}. There exists C = C(k) > 0 such that
[HJ0;7 f = Oy fl < ClIf

for any f € L*(T).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that there exists C'= C(k) > 0 such that

i sgn(&)lﬁé? (€)1 — (ie)| < C

for any ¢ € Z. But this is clear since the left hand side is equal to [£]*[1(¢) — 1| and
supp(l — ) C {[¢] < 2}. -

Lemma 4.2. Let so > 5/2. Let u € H*(T) and v € L*(T). Then

170z (udzv) + uHdZoll < [lullmeo 0]

He%0
Proof. Note that

JO, (ud?v) + uH v

= (JO2 + HO?)(uv) — 2(JO? + HO,) (0puv) + JO, (0*uv) — [H, u]0?v + H(?uv).
Lemma [£.T] shows the desired inequality. 0

As a corollary, we have the following.
Corollary 4.3. Let so > 5/2. Let u € H*(T) and v € L*(T). Then

|HTO, (uHO*v) — uHO?v|| < ||ul .

Hso
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Lemma 4.4. Let so > 5/2. Let u € H*(T) and v € L*(T). Then

|| JOp (0 u0,v) + OpuHO V|| < || vl

He0
Proof. This follows from the follwing equality

J 0, (0;u0,v) + Oy uHO v

= (JO2 + HO,)(Opuv) — JO,(2uv) — H(O2uv) — [H, Opu)d,v
and Lemma [.T] O

As a corollary, we have the following.
Corollary 4.5. Let so > 5/2. Let u € H*(T) and v € L*(T). Then

Hso

|70, (HOpu)HOv) — (HOpu)HO || < lul

vl|.

Lemma 4.6. Let s > 1/2 and A = D? or DO,. There exists C(sg) > 0 such that
for any f € H**T(T) and g € L*(T),

I(D)'A, flgll < CI /]

Proof. See (ii) of Lemma 2.4 in [18]. O

w0+t |l

We estimate the time derivative of M) (u,v) for j = 1,2, 3.
Lemma 4.7. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,w € H*TY(T). Then

(RO Hw, HJw) — (uditw, HJw) — (uHw, JOtw) — 4{0,u, (,w)?)| < ||ul

w||2.

Hso

Proof. We use Lemma with f = u, g = Hw and h = HJw. It is clear that
(B2) with s = 0 holds. Set

—4(0, fHO,g, 0>h) + 2(02 fHg, 02h) = 6(0> fHg, O>h) + 4(0, fHg, O°h) = A+ B.
For A, Lemma [£.T] shows that
|A] < 6[(wd2u, (HJO? — 9, )w)| + 3[{33u, w?)| + 6[w(0)(Du, HID,w)]
S lull o]
Similarly, Lemma and 1] show that
|B — 4(0u, (9,w)?)]|

< 4|(wdyu, (IO, — 37)w)| + 4 (Dpuw, Oyw) + (Opu, (Opw)*)| < [lull oo [[w]]?,

Hso

which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 4.8. Let so > 7/2. Let u,w € H*TY(T). Then

(OPu, (Jw)?) — 2((HOpu) Jw, HIOw) + 4{(HO*u)HO,w, w)| < ||ul

w||2.

H*o
Proof. The integration by parts shows that

(DPu, (Jw)?) — 2((HOpu)Jw, HIOw) + 4((HO*u)HO,w, w)|
= {OtuJw, JO,w) — ((Hu)JOpw, HIOw) — ((Hu)Jw, HJO w)

which allows us to use Lemma with f = Hu, g = JO,w and h = Jw. Then
(32) with s = 0 holds. Lemma [B14] shows that

(02 fHOg, Oh)| = [(0(HOpu)HJOZw), JOyw)| < ||ul

w||2.

H*o
Finally, we have

2(02 fHg, 2h)
= 2{(HO*u)HJOyw, JO*w)
= 2((HOPu)HIOpw, (JO? + HO,)w) + 2((HPu)(HIO, — 1w, Hw)
+ 2{(HPu)(HJO? — 0, )w, Hw) — 2((HO?*u)HO,w, w),
which completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.9. Let sg > 7/2. Let u,w € H®T(T). Then

|(uH u, (Jw)?) + (u® Jw, HIDpw) — Hud,uHdyw, w)| < ||ul

w||2.

2
Hso

Proof. Adding and subtraction a term, we have

2[(uHIu, (Jw)?) + (v Jw, HIOw) — 4{ud,uHO,w, w)|
< {(HOH(u?), (Jw)?) 4 2(u?Jw, HIOw) — 8{udyuHd,w, w))
+ | QuHu — HOL(u?), (Jw)?)].
Lemma 2.3 and B.3]show that the second term in the right hand side can be estimated

by < ||ull%s|Jw]]?. We use Lemma B.25 with f = u? and g = h = Jw. Note that
(32) with s = 0 holds. It is easy to see that

(02 fHg, Ozh)| = [(0u (02 (u*) HIw), JOw)| < |lu|

w||2.

2
Hso
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Finally, Lemma [£.1] shows that

= —8(udyuH JOpw, (JO? + HO,)w) — 8(0, (udyu)(HJID, — 1w, Hw)
— 8{ud,u(HJO? — 0,)w, Hw) + 8(ud,uHI,w, w),

which completes the proof.
Lemma 4.10. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

|(uHO, (ud?u — vI2v), HJw) — 3{ud,uHI,w, w)| < Ly, (u,v)?||w]?,
where w = u — .
Proof. First we set

A= (uHO,(ud*w), HJw), B := (uHO(wd*v), HJw).
It is clear that |B| < ||| g0 ||v|| =0 ||w]]?. Note that
0p(ubzw) = O3 (uw) — 207 (0puw) + O (guw).
Then we set
A = (UH (uw), HJw) — 2(uH?(Opuw), HJw) + (uH0, (0 uw), HJw)

=: A1 + Ay + As.

It is clear that |As| < [Jul|%s||w]]?. For A;, we have
Ay = (uw, HO (uH Jw))
= (uw, H(PuHJw)) + 3(uw, H(O*uHJO,w)) + 3{uw, H(O,uHJO*w))
+ (uw, HuHJIPw)) =: Ajp + -+ + Ay

It is clear that [Ay1| + |A1a] S [Jul|%s ||w||*. For A3, we have
Az = 3(uw, [H, O, u)HJ2w) — 3(uduw, JO2w)
= 3(uw, [H, Opu]HJO*w) — 3{(ud,uw, JO?w + Ho,w) + 3{ud,uHI,w, w).
Similarly, we have
Ay = (uw, [H,u)HJw) — (v*w, JO2 + HO?w)
+ (0, (WP HOw), w) — 2(ud,uHOw, w).
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Finally, we have
Ay = 2(0,uw, H(PuHIw)) + 4{0,uw, H(OpuHIOpw)) + 2(0puw, H(uH JO?w))
=: Agy + Ago + Ass.

Obviously, |Agi| + [Ag| < ||ul

2« ]Jw||?. Observe that
Aoz = 2(0puw, [H, u|HJ?w) — 2(udyu(JOPw + HOpw), w) + 2{udyuHo,w, w).

Therefore, we have

|A+ B — 3{ud,uHO,w, w)]
< |A; — (w0 uHOw, w)| + | Ay — 2(udyuH O w, w)| + | As| + |B| < Iy, (u, v)?||w||?,

which completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.11. Let so > 7/2. Let u,v € H*Y(T). Then

|(uHw, HIO, (ud*u — v0?v)) — 2(ud,uHI,w, w)| < Iy, (u,v)?||w]?,
where w = u — v.

Proof. First we set A := (uHw, HJO,(ud*w)) and B := (uHw, HJO,(wd*v)). Tt
is easy to see that |B| < I(u,v)?||w|*>. We have

A = (uHw, H{J 0, (ud*w) + uHI*w}) — (uHw, [H, u]0?w)
+ (B2 (u*)Hw, w) + (0, (WP*HO,w), w) + 2{(ud,uHIw, w).
Lemma [3.3] B.14] and show that
|A — 2(ud,uHIw, w)| < Iy, (u, v)?||w]|?,

which completes the proof. ([l

We modify Lemma B.3T in L*(T).
Lemma 4.12. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

[(uH:((95u)* — (0:v)%), HJw) + 2(udsuHOzw, w)| < Ly (u, v)*[w]]?,

where w = u — v.
Proof. Set z = u+ v. First we set

(uH O, (0,20,w), HJw) = (WHO(0pzw), HJw) — (uHO (0 2w), HJw)
= A+ B.
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It is clear that |B| < I'(u,v)?||w|[*. Moreover, we set

A = (02w, HO? (uH Jw))
= —(Op 2w, H(OPuHJw)) — 2(0p 2w, H(OpuH I Opw)) — (Opzw, H(uHIO?w))

=: A + Ay + As.
It is also clear that |A;| + |As| < I(u,v)?||w||?. For Az, we have
As = —(0p2w, [H, ulHJP?w) + (Opzw, uJO?w + HO,w) — 2(udpuHo,w, w)
- %@(u?—[&xw%ﬁ%

from which follows that

|A+ B + 2(u0,uHOo,w, w)|
< A + [ A2] + A5 + 2(udpuHOpw, w)| + | B| < L, (u, v)*|Jw]]?,

which completes the proof.
Lemma 4.13. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then
[(uHw, HI0:((05u)* — (0,v)*)) + 2(udeuHOzw, w)| Ly (u,v)*|Jw]]?,
where w = u — .
Proof. Set z = u+ v. Note that

(uHw, HJ 0 (0pz0pw))
= (uHw, H{J 0, (0,20, w) + OpzHO,w}) — (WHw, [H, Opz| HO,w)
— (0 (w0, 2)Hw, w) — (O (uHI,w), w?) /2 — 2(udyuHO,w, w).

Then, Lemma [3.3] together with Lemma [£4] completes the proof.

Lemma 4.14. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then
[(uH,(HO,u)? — (HO,v)*), HIw)| S Ly (u, v)?[|w]]?,

where w = u — v.

Proof. Set z = u + v and set

(UHO ((HOp2)HO,w), HJw)
= (UHO((HOp2) Hw), HJw) — (uHO,(HO?2)Hw), HJw) =: A+ B.
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It is clear that |B| < I, (u,v)?||w]||?. Observe that

A= —{((HO,2)Hw, HO? (uH Jw))
= —((HO 2)Hw, H(OPuH Jw)) — 2((HOp2)Hw, H(O,uHJOyw))
— (HO,2) Hw, H(uHIPw)) = Ay + Ay + As.

Again, |A;| + |As| S I, (u,v)?|Jw]|?>. And we note that

Az = —((HOp2) Hw, [H, ulHJP?w) + ((HOp2)Hw, uJO?w)
= —((HO2)Hw, [H, u)HJO?w) + (u(HO2)Hw, JO*w + HOpw)

%(&C(u?{axz), (Hw)?),

+
which completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.15. Let sg > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

[(wHw, HIO(HOzu)* — (HOw0)*))| < Loy (u, v)?[|w]?,
where w = u — v.
Proof. Set z = u+ v. Note that

(uHw, HJ O (HOp2)HOpw))

— (wHw, HID, (M2 HO,w) — (HO, =) HOuw) — %(&(u?—l@mz), (Huw)?).
Corollary completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.16. Let sg > 7/2. Let u,v € H**(T). Then

|(uO, (uHO?u — vHO?v), HJw) — 3{uduHi,w, w)| < I, (u,v)?||wl|?,
where w = u — .
Proof. First we set
A= (u0,(uHO*w), HJw), B := (ud,(wH*v), HJw).

It is clear that |B| < I, (u,v)?||w||?. We also set

A = (ud? (uHw), HJw) — 2(ud?(OpuHw), HJw) + (ud, (0*uHw), HJw)
= Al + A2 + Ag.
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Again, it is clear that |A3| < I, (u,v)?||wl||?>. Note that

Ay = —(uHw, O2(uHJw))
= —(uHw, PuHJw) — 3(uHw, O2uHJOyw) — 3{uHw, OyuH JO w)
- <u27-lw, HJ@ifw) = All + A12 + Alg + A14.

It is easy to see that [Ay] + | A2 < s (u, v)?||w|>. We have
A = =3(udyuHw, (HJO? — 0,)w) + 3(0, (udpu) Hw, w) + 3(ud,uHI,w, w)
and
Ay = —(uPHw, (HJD? — 82)w) — (02 (u®)Hw, w) — (B, (u*Hw), w)
— 2(u0, uHO, w, w).
Similarly, we have

Ay = —2(0,uHw, PuHJw + 20,uH IO, w) — 2{(uduHw, HJO*w)
= —2{0uHw, PuHJw + 20,uHJOyw) — 2{udyuHw, (HJO? — O, )w)
+ 2(0; (ud,u) Hw, w) + 2(ud,uHo,w, w).

Therefore, we see that

|A+ B — 3{ud,uHo,w, w)|
< A+ |A| + |A1z — 3{(ud,uHO w, w)| + | A1y + 2(ud,uHIw, w)|
+ | A — 2(uduHO,w, w)| + |As| + |B| < Ly, (u, v)?|w]?,

which completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.17. Let sg > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

|(uHw, JO,(uHO*u — vHO*v)) — 2{(ud,uHI,w, w)| < I, (u, v)?||wl|?,
where w = u — v.

Proof. First we set A = (vHw, JO,(uHO*w)) and B := (uHw, JO,(wd?v)). Tt is
clear that |B| < I(u,v)?||w||*>. On the other hand, we have

A = (uHw, JO,(uH*w) — ud?w) + (9*(u?)Hw, w) + (0, (W*HO,w), w)
+ 2(ud,uHO,w, w).

Then, Lemma completes the proof. O
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Lemma 4.18. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then
|((HOwu) Jw, JO, (udPu — v0?v))| < I, (u, v)?||w]|?,
where w = u — v.

Proof. First we set A = ((HO,u)Jw, JO,(ud?*w)) and B = ((Hoyu)Jw, JO(wd?v)).
It is easy to see that |B| < I, (u,v)?||w||?. We also set A’ = ((HO,u)Jw, uHI*w).
Lemma A2 shows that |A + A'| < I, (u,v)?||w|>. So we consider A’. Note that

A = (02 (uHOu) Jw, Hw) + 2(0, (uHOyu) J 0w, Hw) + (u(HOpu)JO*w, Hw)
=: A] + A5 + A;.
It is clear that |A}| + |AY] < I, (u, v)?||w|*>. Lemma H1 shows that
Al = (uw(HOpu)(JO? + HO,)w, Hw) + %(0x(u7{0xu), (Hu)?),

which completes the proof. O
Lemma 4.19. Let sg > 7/2. Let u,v € H**(T). Then

[{(HOpu) Jw, JO,((Oxu)* — (8:0)*))| S sy (1, v)* 1w,
where w = u — .
Proof. Set z = u + v. Note that

(HOpu)Jw, JO:((0zu)* — (0)*)) = —(0:(0w2 0 (HOpu) Jw)), w),
which shows the desired inequality. O
Lemma 4.20. Let sq > 7/2. Let u,v € H*"*(T). Then
[{(HOwu) Jw, JO,(HOzu)* — (HO:0)*))| S Ly (u, v)* wlf?,

where w = u — v.
Proof. The proof is identical with that of the previous lemma. O

A similar argument to the proof of Lemma I8 with using Corollary 3], we can

show the following:
Lemma 4.21. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

[{(HOzu) Jw, HJOp(uHOzu — vHOZv))| S Ly (u,v)* |wl]]?,
where w = u — .

By the integration by parts with Lemma and 4.1l we obtain the following:
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Lemma 4.22. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

(KuHO:(Fj(u) = Fj(v), HJw)| + [(uHw, HJ O, (Fj(u) — F;(v)))])

<.
Il ~
w

N

Lo (u, v)*w]?,
where w = u — v.
By the presence of J, we can easily obtain the following two lemmas:

Lemma 4.23. Let sy > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

Y H(HOpu) Jw, JO(Fj(u) = Fj ()| S Lo (u, 0)* ]|,

J=3

where w = u — v.

Lemma 4.24. Let sg > 7/2. Let u,v € H*(T). Then

> P Jw, JO,(Fy(u) = Fy(0))] S Lo (u, )],

J=2

where w = u — v.

Proof of Proposition[2.7]. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 2.8 Put w :=
uy — ug. Then w satisfies (B.3)) on [0,7]. By Lemma B.24] we have

1d
‘5% |wl|* + A1(0)(Dprr, (Opw)?) 4 Ao (0)((HOPuy ) HOpw, w) + A3(0){u10yu; HOpw, w>‘
< Clgg (ur, uz)* w7« + max{ed, e3}|ual Feo1-
(4.1)
By Lemma [4.7] [4.10, 4.11] 4.12] 4.13] 4.14], 4.15] [4.16], £.17] [4.22, we also have
d A (0)A
’%M(l)(ul, ug) — A (0)(0pur, (9pw)?) + M((H@gul)?{@w, w>'
(4.2)
< Clyg(ur, ua)”[[wl[3y: + max{ef, e3}Hua[[7-+:
Similarly, by Lemma [4.8] [4.18] 4.79 4.20, 4.21] 4.23, we have
‘iM(z)(ul, ug) — A(0) ((HO*uy ) HO,w, w>'
dt (4.3)

< Cly(ur, u2)’[[wl3s + max{et, e3}|ual Foon-
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Moreover, by Lemma and [4.24] we obtain

ij\/[(?’)(ul, Ug) — A1(0)A4(0) + 45 (0) (U0 uH O w, w)
4 (4.4)

dt
< Clyg(ur, un)? wllfys + max{et, e} |[ual[Fa -

It is easy to see that

d
Al (1 + Cllual* + Cllun|[)} < ClLig (wr, w)" ]|, (4.5)
Indeed, we have

(D)0 (w1 P2y — u02u2), (D)™ w)
= (D) 2w, (D) D) — 3 (s, (D) D))
+2((D) " 0,(dyuw), (D)~ yw) — (D)~ (BFuaw), (D)~ d,w)
+ (D)0, (wuz), (D)~ w),
which together with Lemma [4.6] implies that
(D)™ 0 (w1 O — usd2uz), (D)™ w)| S Ly (1, wa) ]|,

Other terms can be estimated in a simiar way, and then we obtain (Z.1]). Therefore,

collecting (1)), (42), (£3)), (£4) and (4.5), we obtain (2.4]). O
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