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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION WITH
SPATIALLY QUASIPERIODIC DATA

SULTAN AITZHAN AND DAVID M. AMBROSE

ABSTRACT. We consider the Benjamin-Ono equation in the spatially quasiperiodic setting. We
establish local well-posedness of the initial value problem with initial data in quasiperiodic
Sobolev spaces. This requires developing some of the fundamental properties of Sobolev spaces
and the energy method for quasiperiodic functions. We discuss prospects for global existence.
We demonstrate that while conservation laws still hold, these quantities no longer control the
associated Sobolev norms, thereby preventing the establishment of global results by usual ar-
guments.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Benjamin-Ono equation is a dispersive equation used in modeling water waves, given by
U = Uy + Hugy.
Here, H stands for the Hilbert transform, which is defined by
1 o0
Hu(x) = —p.v./ uly) dy
T e T — Y
on the real line and
Hulz) = ypav. [ al)eot (T57) d
u(z) = —p.v. u(y) cot [ ——=
o P L Y 5 Y
on the circle. Amongst its features, the Benjamin-Ono equation constitutes an integrable system
and possesses multi-soliton solutions (see [6]). The well-posedness theory for periodic and real-
line decaying data is rich, and for brevity we refer the reader to the results of [I8] [14] and
references therein. However, the case of quasiperiodic initial data, such as

uo(x) = cos(x) + cos(vV2z),

is yet to be fully addressed, and in this paper we undertake the case of sufficiently regular
quasiperiodic initial data.
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Amongst other dispersive equations, some significant progress for the quasiperiodic problem
is made in the case of the KAV and the NLS equations. Namely, quasiperiodic KdV equation
is addressed in [27, [7, 4] and quasiperiodic NLS equations are considered in [25, 8, [0, [32]. The
case of quasiperiodic data for other dispersive equations, including more general ones, is also
considered in [34] 22| 10, 11]. Beyond dispersive PDE, we very briefly mention that there
are quasiperiodic well-posedness results for Euler equations [26], and computational results for
quasiperiodic water waves in [28] 29] 30l 311 [12].

In what follows, we describe some of the above results in relation to our work. Some of these
results [22] [34] 25, 27] are local. The methods used are traditional, which include the Picard
iteration style argument (as in the case of [27, 22| 25]), and energy estimates (as in [34]). Our
work also involves proving energy estimates; as a result, our paper is closer in spirit to [34]. The
key difference between our work and [34] is the following. Quasiperiodic functions are a subset
of almost periodic functions, and [34] provides local well-posedness for almost periodic data.
However, the energy method as employed in [34], which uses a localized Sobolev norm, cannot
tell if the standard Sobolev regularity is preserved.

While the papers mentioned in the previous paragraph (including the present work) do provide
solutions, these solutions are local in time. In the standard case of the periodic and decaying
data, these solutions become global by means of conservation laws. This happens due to the
fact that these conservation laws control the associated Sobolev norms. In the quasiperiodic
case, however, it does not seem obvious if there are any quantities that control the norms used
in [22 [34), 25] 27]. The lack of such quantities makes it extremely difficult to extend solutions
to arbitary time of existence.

In the case of results in [7],[4} 10} 8, 9} 11], these papers provide global existence and uniqueness
to KdV and NLS-type equations. These works rely on studying spectral properties of related
Schrodinger operators, and thus are somewhat different from traditional approaches. Further-
more, these works generally assume a Diophantine condition and consider Fourier series with
exponential decay as the initial data. Since exponential decay in the Fourier space implies that
the data is analytic, these papers focus on a very specific class of data. We remark that the result
of [22] is a local existence result, while also considering an analytic class of initial data, although
this work does not include any Diophantine assumptions. Furthermore, we note here that in a
recent work [11], a family of generalized Benjamin-Bona-Mahony (BBM) equations are studied.
In the case of BBM, they produce local well-posedness for initial data with a polynomial rate of
decay; the authors there again use the combinatorial analysis method of their previous works.
As the present work uses a quasiperiodic Sobolev space, there is no assumption of exponential
decay of the Fourier series, and we likewise use no Diophantine conditions.

Unlike in the works listed in the above paragraph, we do not attempt to minimize the rate of
decay or attempt to prove global existence. Instead, we would like to tred somewhere in-between
and provide a framework that can be adapted to other dispersive equations, similarly to the
results of [22] [34] 25]. In particular, we use a regularized system which, when combined with
the method of initial data regularization Bona and Smith [5], permits to reproduce the classical
results of [24] 1] in the quasiperiodic setting. While the proof is tailored for the Benjamin-Ono
equation, the method is general enough to encompass more equations, including KdV equation.

We choose the Benjamin-Ono equation specifically because the contraction mapping approach,
as applied directly to the Benjamin-Ono equation, is known to fail at any regularity. In fact,
the flow map from the initial data to solutions fails to be uniformly continuous [17, [19] and the
bilinear estimates cannot hold at all, as indicated in [I5, Theorem 4.3.1]. This suggests that
to have any theory of well-posedness, one at least needs to develop the energy method for the
quasiperiodic Benjamin-Ono equation with sufficiently differentiable data. In fact, in proving
well-posedness for L?-based data on torus [19, 20, 21], it was first shown that the estimates were
satisfied on smooth functions. Of course, this presupposes existence of smooth solutions, and
the goal of this paper is to prove existence of their quasiperiodic counterparts.

We now describe quasiperiodic functions. For a fixed natural number N > 1, let a =
(a1,...,ay) satisfy a -k # 0 for k € ZV = zZN \ {0,...,0}. For j = 1,...,N let fij €
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H* R\ 27704;1Z) and consider functions of the form

N N
(1) fa) = file) =" fi(k) expliajka),
j=1

j=1keZ

where fj(k) are the Fourier coefficients. The condition « -k # 0 ensures that f(z) is not a
periodic function. Instead, it is quasiperiodic. Note that the space of functions of the form ()
does not form an algebra, so this space does not suit the analysis due to the presence of the
quadratic term in Benjamin-Ono equation. As such, we introduce the following space:

Definition 1 (Quasiperiodic Sobolev spaces). Let s € R, and define a space Hg, of functions
of the form

u(z) = Z (k) exp(ia - kx)

keZN

with the following norm:

lalifry, = D> A+ A+ k) [ (k)= Y L+ k) [al® (k) = Y (kD> [af* (k).

kezN kezN keZN

Functions of the form (Il clearly belong to H, for large enough s. The subscript gp in Hg,
stands for quasiperiodic, and it is clear how these spaces generalize the usual Sobolev spaces
for periodic functions. We note that this space is already mentioned in [25] for NLS and KdV
equations and [26] for Euler equations.

We state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2. Let s > N/2+1 and let ug € Hg,. There exists T := T (s, |luo ug,) > 0 such that
the Benjamin-Ono equation has a unique solution u € C([0,T]; Hg,). Furthermore, the solution
u depends continuously on the initial data.

Even though in our analysis we routinely use that N > 2, when N = 1 we recover the classical
results of [I} [16]. The method of the proof is by regularizing the original Benjamin-Ono equation
by truncation in the Fourier space:

(2) (u)t = Xn[(Xnu)(Xnum)] + Xn [Hu:m:]a

where operators x, and H are defined via Fourier transform:

Fxnlul(k) = Lakj<nFu(k)
FHu|(k) = —isgn(a - k)Fu(k),

where Ig(x) is the usual indicator function on a set 2. The definition of the quasiperiodic Hilbert
transform is not new and has already appeared in a number of works, see [28, [29].

Qutline of the paper: In Section 2, we explain some properties of standard Sobolev spaces to
Hy, spaces. We also elaborate on convergence and divergence conditions for the quasiperiodic
Fourier series in Hg, spaces. In Section 3, we prove existence of solutions to the regularized
system, obtain uniform estimates on the approximate solutions, as well as a Cauchy property of
these solutions. We also prove the properties of data regularization in the method of Bona and
Smith. Finally, in Section 4, we prove local well-posedness of the original problem. In Section
5, we demonstrate that the standard conservation laws still hold in the quasiperiodic case, and
yet that these conservation laws do not control the norms.

Notation:

e For a given k € ZV, write |k| to denote the Euclidean norm of k and let (k) = /1 + |k|2.

e Inequality A < B means that A < C'B for some constant C' > 0. To indicate dependence
of constant parameters, say on ¢, we write A <. B.

e Asymptotic notation f(z) = o(g(x)) for x close to xy means that f(z)/g(x) — 0 as
T — Xg.
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2. PRELIMINARY TOOLS
The following two lemmas allow us to make sense of quasiperiodic Fourier series.

Proposition 3 (Convergence of quasiperiodic Fourier series in 8). Let s > (N — 1)/2. Let
Yes', feH,,. Then, (f ) < oc.

Proof. Using the definition of Fourier series and applying Fubini theorem to intechange the
integral and the sum, we obtain

(o) = / f@)(e) da

Adding the product (k)° (k) * and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

1/2
(Lo < I fllag, | D k)11 (e k)
keZN
Using the inequality
N
<k>—25 < H (k >—23/(N—1)
i=2
yields
N
S WP k) < Y T k) YV P k).
kezN keZN i=2
Rearrange the summation to obtain
N N-1 N
PON | K (I CHORSD B BN | Kt S RO
kezN i=2 i=2 k;€Zi=2 k1€Z

and note that the sum in ky converges by integral test, for we have

| 19P@- ) ~a Il
ki1€Z

and ¢ € L2. Furthermore, this bound is independent of ks,...,ky, so that we are left with
estimating

> ¥ [Tk

1=2 k; €7 i=2
Since 2s/(N — 1) > 1, each of these sums converges and we obtain (f, 1) < co. O

The lemma belows shows that the restriction s > (N — 1)/2 is necessary.

Proposition 4 (Divergence of quasiperiodic Fourier series in 8’). Let s < (N — 1)/2. Then,
there exists a sequence {fn} C Hg, which satisfies the following:

® sup, || fullmg, < oo,
e for some ¢ € D, (fn, Fy T1O) = (Fufn,®) = 00 as n — oc.

Proof. We follow the lines of proof of [27, Lemma 5.2], but adapted to the Hj, spaces, and
supplying further details. Without loss of generality, assume that the entries of « are all positive,
ie. o >0fori=1,...,N. Let k denote a vector of the first N — 1 entries of k, i.e. k =

(kl, e ,kN_l).
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Let
A, = {z e RY : () < n,2lay| < |a - z| < 4an|},
A={zeRY :2lay| < |a-z| < 4an|},

: ) {(k>1_N (log (k))~Y, if k€ ZN N A,,

<
<

fn

0 else .

Let ¢(&) € D such that ¢(&) = 1 for 2|an| < €| < 4|an| and ¢(§) = 0 for k < |an| or k > 5|lan|.
Since ¢ is in D, it is also Schwartz. Since Fourier transform is an isometry on the Schwartz space,
we have that F - L¢ is also Schwartz.

Now, use the Fourier series and Fubini theorem to write

(fo F10) = / " @) P () de

= Z fu(k) /_OO ]—"X_1<;5(3:) exp(ia - kx) dx

ke-zZN
= > fuk)p(a- k)
ke-ZN
= > ()N (log (k)

KEZN N Ap, k| >1
As n — oo, we need to show that the limit of the above sums diverges, i.e. that
1-N -1
> (k)" (log (k))™" = oo.
keZN |k|>1,ke A

We prove divergence by integral test. Indeed, consider the integral

Lo ey ' o @)
e x| =21l,xe

Write A as a disjoint union of Ay and A_, where
Ar = {z € RN : 2lay| < +a -z < 4|ay]}.

Then, it follows that

Lo @' 0B )
S ,z|=zl,xe

(@) (g (2)) Hdo+ [ (2)'Y (log () da.

/mGRN,|m|>1,:v€A+ z€RN |z|>1,z€A_

We show that the integral over A diverges; the argument for A_ is almost the same. Note that
for z € Ay, we have 2ay < @ - T + ayzy < 4ay. Subtracting & - Z and dividing both sides by
ay yields

a-x a-x

9V Lan <4 — 2,

an an
We then obtain that (z)? = 1 4 |z[2 4+ 23, < C? (Z)?, where C is some positive constant with
C > 2. Now, the integral over A, becomes

(2)" (log ()" da

4T
:/ / / __N <x>1_N (log (x>)*1dede_1... dz;.
1 TN_1 27%

/xeRN,|m|>1,xeA+
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Since (z) < C(Z), we bound the mtegrand from below by

/ / / N (log (z)) " day day 1 .. day

42 1
deydery_;1...dx
/ / / ~! (log C + log (7)) N '

d:l?l,

~C / o / ()N <1ogc Flog () N

where we have used the fact that the integrand no longer depends on x. For simplicity, relabel
T := T, so that we are left with showing that

/ ! dx
zerV-1 ()Y (log C + log ()

diverges. This is straightforward. First, restrict the integration region to {z € RV=!: |z| > C}:

1 1
/ ~ 1 dx > / ~ 1 dx.
zerN-1 (z)" " (log C' + log () zeRN-Lijz[>C (2)" " (log €'+ log (z))
We can then bound log C' + log (x) < 2log (z), so that

1 1 1
N—_1 dﬂ? > - ? de
zerN-1 (2)" " (log C + log (z)) 2 JeerN-tpz>c (z)" " log (z)
Since C > 2, we have
(2)N og (x) < 2|2V (log 2|z]) < 4|z|V " log |z|.

Therefore, we need to estimate

[
7 ax.
zeRN-1:|z|>C ‘x’N_l log ‘.%"

Using polar coordinates yields that

1 oo ,,,.N 2 (e} 1
——————dx ~n_1 / —dr = / dr.
/xeRN—1:|m|>C |z|N =1 log |z| c rN-llogr c rlogr

The latter integral diverges, as can be shown by substitution y = logr.
To show sup,, || fn|| 3, < 0o, note that

swp [y, =sup > (0 1fn<k>12

" kezn, |k\>1

—sup 3 (8% (k)20 (1og (k)2

" k€A,

< ) (k)*HN) (log (k)2
ezN
2|an|<|ak|<4]an|

We split the summation as follows:

>

) DD

N kezN kezN
2an|<|ockl<dlan|  2lan|<|lak|<dan|  2lan|<|ok|<4]an]
|k|>1 |k|<1

Note that the second sum over |k| < 1 has only 6 summands. Since k € ZN | we have |k| > 1. But
|k| < 1implies k1 = ... = kn_1 = 0, so that |kx| > 1. Now, the condition 2|ay| < |a-k| < 4|ay]|
over this subset 1mphes that 2 < |kn| < 4, and there are only 6 elements that satisfy this
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condition. Hence, the sum over k’s such that |k| < 1 is bounded, and we only need to show that
the first sum converges. For this, by integral test it is enough to show that the integral

2(s+1-N -2
Jret oo (02671 (t0g (2)) 2 o
€A
z[>1
converges. Since we can write the region A as disjoint union of A, and A_, we only consider
the integral of A, . As before, over A, we know that

[ Q- T
2— — <ay<4—-—,
QN QN
so that
2(s+1-N -2
ervna,, (02T (log () 2 da
[ol>1, |71

4_QT
= / . / / ,',N (2)26H1N) (og (2)) 2 day dzy_1 . . . dz.
1 TN_1 2—‘;—;

Since (z) < (z), we can bound the integrand (z)2¢*1=N) (log (2))72 by (2)2CT1N) (log (z)) 2.
Therefore,

Jrew g @257 (g )2 o

:B€A+
|Z|>1

gz/ / (2)26T1N) (log (2)) 2 dan_y ... day
1 ITN-—-1

s / (2)2641N) (log (2)) 2 da,
z€RN-1|z|>1

where we have relabeled z := T for convenience. The last integral can be handled by polar
coordinates: we have

/ S <x>2(5+1_N) (log (z)) 2 dax ~ /1 pV =2 (r>2(5+1_N) (log (r)) 2 dr.
e I F i >
Since r < (r), the latter is bounded above by

/ rN=2 (7">2(8+1_N) (log <7“>)_2 dr < / pN—2+2(s+1-N) (log r)_2 dr = / TQS_N(log r)_2 dr.
1 1 1

Since s < (N —1)/2, we have 2s < N — 1, so that

/ TQS_N(log 7")_2 dr g/ r_l(log 7")_2 dr.
1 1

The last integral is bounded; this can be shown by substitution y = logr. O
With more regularity, a quasiperiodic Fourier series makes sense pointwise.
Proposition 5 (Sobolev inequality, L> bound). Assume s > N/2. Let u € Hg,. Then,
> lal(k) < lullag,
kezZN
Furthermore, u is bounded and continuous on R.

Proof. The Sobolev inequality is proved by following the arguments of [I3, Lemma 6.5]. U
Proposition 6 (Algebra property). Assume s > N/2. Let u,v € Hj,. Then
luvlmg, Ss lullmg, [0, -

Proof. The algebra property is obtained by following the arguments of [13] Chapter 6, Exercise
4]. O
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Proposition 7 (Fractional Leibniz rule). Define an operator D3 by FD3iu(k) = |k|*a(k).
Let s > 1 and so > N/2. Let u € Hi, NH ™ and v e H N HE . Then,

1Dg(uv) —uDgollrz, S llullmg, 1oll g + lull oo +1llol] g
Proof. To begin, use the convolution theorem to write:
F(D;(uwv) —uDjv)(k) = |k]° Fuv(k) — FuD;v(k)
= |k[* Y a()otk =) = Y ali)lk = jI*o(k - )

jezN JjEZN
= >[Ik = Ik = jI*]aG)o(k — 5).
jezN
Thus,
2
I1D; (uv) —uDjol7s = k" = [k = g ]a(5)o(k — j)
qp
kezZN |jezZN
2

< D020 R = k= PaG) ok = )

kezN |jezN

Using the following inequality, from [24],
KIS =1k = 511 Ss 1317+ Ik = 3171,
as well as triangle inequality yields the following bound
D3 () Dol
2 2
S YD lla@lek =Dl + Y | > k=4 e dlla)etk - )]
kezZN |jezZN kezZN |jezZN
It remains to bound the two sums.

One can bound the first sum by Young’s convolution inequality:
2 2

DD PlaGlek =Nl < [ D2 PGP || 2 o)
kezZN |jezN kezN kezZN

For any sy > N/2, Sobolev inequality (Proposition [B]) yields
2

S| S loll:
kezZN
so that the first sum is bounded by
D3l NollZeg S lulis [0l

For the second sum, we similarly apply Young’s convolution inequality to obtain
2 2

DI k=il e dllailotk - DI S| D2 la-kllak)] >RV (k)
kezZN |jezN kezN kezN
One then applies the Sobolev inequality (Proposition [l leading to

> Jo k)] S llul g
kezZN

This lets us bound the second sum by

)2 s 1257015, S Nl g 01
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Therefore, we obtain
2 2 2 2 2
105 (uv) — uDgollza, < lullkg, 1z + el 10l
as desired. O
Another tool to be used in the analysis is the interpolation inequality.
Lemma 8. Let N € N. Let | > N/2 and let uw € H,, . Then, for any p with p <1, we have
l 1-p/l
lullag, < Nl HuH o

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in the case of usual Sobolev spaces, so we omit it. [

Finally, since the quasiperiodic integrals are averaged integrals, we need to justify taking their
time derivatives. The following two propositions provide this justification.

Proposition 9. Suppose f,, — [ uniformly on R, and that the averaged integrals

1 R
lim — d lim — d
Rivoo 2 / fde, o Jm 5g [ dnde
exist, forn=0,1,2,.... Then,

1 R
lim — =1 lim —
g [ 0= g g [ e

Proof. We adapt the proof given in [23] Theorem 7.16]. Let
Ep = SUp ’fn(x) - f(.%')‘
zeR

Thus, f, —en < f < fn + €, and integrating from —R to R yields

1 (B 1 (B 1 (B
QR/Rf x—e 2R/Rfﬂv QR/Rf T +e€
1 (B 1 (B
—€n<—/ fdx——/ fondz < ep
2R J_p 2R J_p

Taking the limit in R yields

Hence

—&, < lim —/ fdxr — lim —/ frndx < en,

R—o0 2
so that

< &p.

1 [RB 1 (B
1i — dr — 1 — d
Amog ) A RgzogR/an T

Since f, — f uniformly, we must have £, — 0 as n — co. As the difference of averaged integrals
is bounded by ¢,, we see that taking n — oo yields the desired result. O

With the preceding proposition in mind, we can prove the following result:

Proposition 10. Assume that the following averaged z'ntegmls exist for any t € (0,T)

d 1 [
= lim — li =
fdm g [ o0t o [ G
and that %gb(x,t) = ¢¢(x,t) is continuous in t. Then,
R 9

Hde = lim — | 2z, i)d
dtR%OQR/ ol t)de = lim o5 Ot (2,?) dz,

i.e. we can interchange time derivatives and averaged integrals.
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Proof. We follow [23 Theorem 9.42]. Fix t € (0,7), 2z € R and consider difference quotients
¢ z,s)— (b xz, t
o(a,s) = 220D

s—1t
for s sufficiently close to t. By the mean value theorem applied on ¢ in s, there exists an r
between s and t such that

0w, 5) = 2o, )

Therefore, by continuity of ¢;, for any € > 0, there exists a § > 0 such that

P(z,s) — gt (z,8)| <e, (x eR,0< |s—t| <)

In other words, ¥ (z,s) — g ¢(x,t) uniformly, as s — ¢. Applying Proposition [ yields that

lim — — =lim lim —
1m2 / 5t(bactdac Smrllf im / P(z,s)d
Now, let

fly) = lim — / o(z,y)d

and note that

IS -
lim — (z,s)dz = fs) = /()
R—oo 2R _R s—t
by definition of 1 (z, s). With this, we obtain that
1 ("o f(s) = f(t)
lim — =lim lim — =li .
R0 2R 8t¢(m t)do = lim lim_ 2R/ ¥(@,5)dz = lim —"——=
Since
_f(s) () /
me Ty T f() dtR—>oo2R ¢z, 1)d
we clearly have
d
R%oo 2R / at Rk d.%' dt R~>oo 2R / ¢ “ t
as desired. O

To conclude, this proposition says that so long as the integrand is C! in time, we can safely
exchange time derivatives.
Finally, we prove a proposition about Hilbert transform that we use repeatedly.

Proposition 11. Let s € R. Then, for any u € Hg,,
> FHO:Dju(k)FDju(—k) = 0.
kezN
The statement is still true if OSu is replaced by Diu.
Proof. First, use the definition of Hilbert transform:
> FHOIDju(k)FDju(—k)
kezN
= Y (—i)sgn(a - k)(ia - k)>FDju(k)F Dyu(—k).
kezZN
Then, split the sum into two sums, depending on the sign of o - k :
> (—i)sgn(a-k)(ia - k)> FD3u(k) FDju(—k)
k:a-k>0
+ Y (=i)sgn(a - k)(io - k)2 FDju(k)F Diu(—k).
k:a-k<0
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Evaluating the sign leads to

> (=i)ia - k)’ FDiu(k)FDju(—k) — > (=i)(ie - k)>FDju(k) FDju(—k).
k:a-k>0 k:a-k<0
Performing a change of variables k — —k in the second sum shows that the two sums are the
same, thus the difference is 0, as desired. U

3. REGULARIZED SOLUTIONS AND THEIR PROPERTIES

In this section, we prove several properties of the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation (2]) with
quasiperiodic initial data. In particular, we show existence of approximate solutions, that these
solutions are bounded uniformly in n, and a Cauchy estimate for these solutions.

3.1. Properties of regularized data. In applying the Bona-Smith method [5], regularization
of initial data plays a crucial role. As we seek to emulate their argument especially as to
demonstrating full continuity of solutions with respect to the initial data, we also regularize the
quasiperiodic data: for a given u € Hy,, define us through the equation

(3) F(us)(k) = <o (k) Fu(k),

where |k| stands for the Euclidean norm of k € Z.
The following proposition outlines the advantages of regularizing data as we do. It is analagous

to [2, Lemma 5], and is essential for demonstrating the full result of continuity with respect to
the initial data.

Proposition 12. Let K C Hg, be a compact set. Then, for any 6 > 1 and any u € K, (u)s
satisfies:

(4) sl oo <5 8 Nwsllmg, Vi 0.
(5) (s — ullzz, = o(6~*),
(6) I (u)s — ullzz, = o(1).

In particular, the rate of convergence in ([B) and (6) depends only on K and not on u. Here,
recall that the notation f(x) = o(g(xz)) means that f(z)/g(x) — 0 as x — oco.

Proof. First, we prove (). Note that

1@0)s1Fpaes = D (L [K)® [l (B)(L+ [K*) Ty<s(k)

kezZN
<@+ D A+ 1EP) |l (-)Tgy<s(k)
kezZN
<2827 3 (1 k) [af (),
keZN

so that
@l s S sl
As for (@), we have
2.
s —ulls = 3 (Tpesth) — 17 fal? (k)

keZN

= > Pk

keZN:|k|>6
1 L2
< 5% Z K[> |af* (k).
kEZN:|k|>5

Clearly 3 pczn.jk>s k|2 |a)* (k) — 0 as & — co. Thus, we obtain ().
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Finally, by the same means one obtains

s —ullfy, = > (kD> (@l (k).
kEZN :|k|>6
which is the same as (d).

We tackle the last statement about the rate of convergence. For simplicity, we first consider
the case of K := {u,}7°; Uug, where u, — up in Hj,. Let € > 0. Now, for any fixed uy, there
exists M (n) such that for any 6 > M(n), [[(un)s — unllus, < €/3. Of all such M(n), write M,
for the minimal such value.

Furthermore, there exists N such that for all n > N, [ju — up|us, < &/3. Thus, for a fixed
n > N,

lus — ullmg, < llus — (un)sllag, + [ (un)s — unllag, + llun — uollmg,
<e,

so that |Jus — ul| H;, < €. In particular, since Mo is the minimal value such that § > My implies
|lus — ullmg, < e, we must have that M, > M.
Similarly, for the same n > N that we fixed above we have

[(wn)s — unllas, < l(un)s — (uo)sllas, + [[(wo)s — wollas, + lluo — unllms,
<k,

so that [|(un)s — un| ms, <e. Since M, is the minimal value for which 6 > M, implies [|(uy)s —
unHng < g, we must have My > M,,. We thus obtain that M, = My for n > N, and therefore
the value

M= sup M;= max M,

i=0,1,2,... i=0,1,..n
must be finite. Therefore, for any € > 0, we can pick M such that for any v € K and § > M, we
have
lus — ullms, <e.
Now, we consider any compact set K. Let € > 0, and for a given u define M, to be the minimal
value such that § > M, implies |lus — u|ms, <e. Define
M = sup M,,.
uelkl
To show uniformity, we need that M < oo.

Suppose not, i.e. M = co. Then, there exists a sequence {u, } C K such that M,, := M,,, >n
for each n. By compactness of I, there is a convergent subsequence {u,, j} C {u,}. Furthermore,
we know that there is a limit of this sequence u,, € K. Let

D= sup M,,.
n;:j=0,1,...
Since M,,; > nj, we must have that D = oo.

However, the proof of the simple case indicates that D < oo, hence a contradiction. Therefore,
M is bounded, and we obtain the desired uniformity on . U

3.2. Existence of approximate solutions. We mirror the approach of [3, Section 8.5] and
use the following Picard theorem to obtain solutions to the regularized equation (2J).

Theorem 13 (Picard Theorem). Let B be a Banach space and let O C B be an open set. Let
F : O — B be such that F is locally Lipschitz: for any X € O, there exists A > 0 and an open
set U C O such that for all Y, Z € U,

1Y) = F(Z)|8 < AlIY = Z]|5

Then, for all Xy, there exists T > 0 and a unique X € C*([~T,T];O) such that X solves the
initial value problem

dx
— = F(X),X(0) = Xo.
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Theorem 14. Let s > N/2+ 1. Let ug € Hy,. For any integer n = 1, there exists a T, > 0
and u, € C([0,T,]; Hy,) such that u, satisfies the reqularized Benjamin-Ono equation, as well
as un (0) = up.

Sketch. Take O = B = H,, and define F': Hy, — Hg, by F(u) = Xn[(Xnt) (Xntz)] + Xn[Htze].
The presence of mollifiers x,, ensures that F(u) € H, ap for any u € Hg, and that F' is locally
Lipschitz. By the Picard theorem, for each n, there is a T}, such that there is a unique u,, that
solves the regularized equation and u, € C'([0,T},]; H, ) O

Remark 15. In a typical periodic energy method proof, the approximate solutions may be finite
dimensional, such as by having performed a Galerkin projection. In the present setting, our sum
is still an infinite sum, as y, cuts off Fourier modes with « - k large, rather than k large. It is
well known that « - k can accumulate near zero for large k. However, even with this being an
infinite sum, the point is that « - k is now bounded, and thus norms of derivatives of a function
xnf are bounded by norms of f.

3.3. Uniform bound. In this section, we seek to prove a bound on solutions u, derived in

the previous section that is uniform in n. Having this bound would give us an existence of a

common time T on which the approximate solutions exist. Crucially, T" will not depend on n.
Clearly, we know that

unllrz, + 1Dzunllzz,,

[unlle, < |

so it is enough to prove that ||u,]| rz, and | D3y || rz, are bounded uniformly. Therefore, we

separate our proof into two parts, to tackle each norm.

Proposition 16 (The Lgp bound). Let u, be the solution of the regularized Benjamin-Ono
equation with initial data ug. Then we have the following conserved quantity:

||Un\|Lgp = ||u0\|Lgp-
Proof. For simplicity, write © = u,. The local existence result, Theorem [I4], indicates that
u € C! in time. Therefore, by Proposition [[0, we can put the time derivative inside the norm:
d 9 1
— = lim — 2uiudr = 2
allvlzz, = Jim 2M/ wudz =2 3 (0 k).
kezZN

Using the equation we obtain:
Z (at@(k))ﬂ(_k) = Z an((Xnu)(Xnum))(k)ﬂ(_k) + Z ]:(XnHu:v:v)(k)ﬂ(_k)
kezZN kezZN kezZN
For the nonlinear term, note that
Z Fxn((Xnu) (Xnuz)) (K Z FXn(u)Xntiz (k) FXxnu(—k),
kezZN kezZN
where we transfer the x,, to 4(—k). Applying Lemma [B4] with n = 2 we obtain that
Z ]:Xn Xnu:v(k)]:Xnu(_k) = Z ]:Xnum]:(Xnu)Q(_k)a
kezZN keZN

vanishes.
As for the linear term, since x, = (x»)?, we can write

Y FlnHuge)(R)i(—k) = Y F(xn Huige) (k) F xnu(—Fk)
kezN kezN

and apply Lemma [II] to conclude that the linear term vanishes.
Thus, we see that

d
— 7z =0,

which implies that HuH%Q = constant = HUOH%Q . .
qp qp
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Proposition 17. For s > N/2+1, the solutions of each regularized problem satisfy the following
bound:
ID3unllz2, < ((I1D3uollzz, + lluollzz,) ™" — CO™*
independently of n, for a fired C = C(s). This bound holds if C_1(||D§uo||Lgp + ||uoHLgp)_1 > t.
Proof. As before, Proposition [I0] allows to estimate the time derivative of the Sobolev norm:
dl| Dl
— g o =2 > FDju,(k)FDju(—k)
kezN
=2 Y F(D[xnl(xnt) (Xntte)] + Xn[Huza]) (k) F Dyu(—F)
kezZN
=2 ) FDixal(xntt) (xntte)] (k) F Dju(—k)
kezZN
+2 > FDSxn[Huas) (k) FDju(—k),
kezZN
where we have used the regularized evolution equation, and we have split the sum into linear

and nonlinear parts. Since operators D and x, H9? commute, we can rewrite the linear term
as

> FDxnlHuas) (k) FDju(—k) = Y Fxn[HOZDu(k)FDju(—k)
kezN kezZN
= > FxnlHO D3u) (k) Fxn (Dju)(—F),
kezZN

so by Lemma [T1] this term is 0.
We now deal with the nonlinear term. To simplify the notation, let v = y,u and write

> FDxal(xntt) ()| (k) FDZu(=k) = > FD3[(xntt) (Xnttz)] (k) F D xnu(—k)
kezZN kezN
= Y FDi(vvg)(k)FDjv(—k).
kezN
Add and subtract vD3;v to obtain:
> FDi(vos) — vDive (k) FDjv(=k) + > FvDive(k)FDjv(—k) := I +II.
kezZN kezZN

The term [ is easily dealt with by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fractional
Leibniz rule (Proposition [7)):

I < 1D (vvs) — vDollzs | D3vllzs,
S (Iollg, lvell zg + 10l o+ llvell oz 1Dzl
for some sgp > N/2. In particular, letting so = s — 1 > N/2 yields
15 (Iollg ool gz + [oll g1 ol ) D305z, < ol D30l
As for 11, we first apply integration by parts from Lemma B3, yielding
IT= )" FuDjuv,(k)FDjv(—k) = —5 Z FupDiv(k)FDSv(—k).

kezZN keZN
We can then apply the Cauchy-Schwarz, Young’s, and Sobolev inequalities to obtain

115 ) [FoDiv(k)FDjo(=k)| < | FveDyolle | FDsvll e
kezZN
S HfUmHz}c”]:D;U”?ﬁ

< llollg, D303
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All in all, we see that the nonlinear term is bounded by
I+ 115 ollag, ID301s + ol D50 l5s,
Finally, note that by Proposition @ |[v]|zz is bounded; thus, we have

lollizg, < lellza, + 10300z, < lvollzz, + D30l -

As a result,
1415 S ol D303+ ol D3]z,
< (lluollzz, + 1D3llc3 ID5vlZs + (lwoll3s + ID3el3s YIDsvlzs,
S IDlEs + uollzg, [ D3vlZs + ol D502z,
< 1D3vlz (D3l + lleollzs )2

so that

d||D3un |12,
% = I+ I S ||D3oll, (1D3vllsz, + vollz, )™

Thus,
d||D3unl| 2
— e < (Do, + oo, )

where C depends on s. A Gronwall-type argument then reveals that || DZu,]| 2, is bounded,
independently of n:

|D3unlliz, < ((ID3uollze + lollsz,) ™ — Ct) .

This bound holds whenever C*1(|]D§UOHLSP + HvoHLgp)*l > t. 0

We have now established the uniform bound and the existence of a common time interval,
independent of n.

Corollary 18 (Uniform bound for the regularized problem). Let s > N/2+ 1. Let ug € H,.
Then, solutions u, to the reqularized Benjamin-Ono equation (2)) with initial data ug satisfy the
following bound independent of parameters n :

(7) lunllizg, < lunllzz, + 1D3unlrz, < lluoll, + ((luollsy,) ™" — €7,

Furthermore, these solutions exist on a common time interval T that only depends on s and the
norm |luo gz, . In particular, if the initial data is chosen from a compact set K C Hgp,, then T
only depends on K and not a particular choice of the initial data.

At last, the result below allows us to estimate solutions in higher order Sobolev spaces.

Proposition 19 (Refined boundedness). Let s > N/2+ 1. Let § > 1. Suppose u, s solves
the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation with parameter n and regularized initial data (ug)s, as
defined in [B). Further, let T > 0 be such that these solutions exist on the same interval [0,T].
Then, uy, s satisfy the following estimate:

[unsll st S 8 |uoll s,

for any 1 >0, for any t € [0,T].
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Proof. For simplicity, write u = Xnu, ¢ and take the time derivative of || D$u,, s/|2, . Following
qp
the proof of the uniform bound yields
d}| D5 un 5172
qap
dt

=2 Z fD:f:Jran[(Xnun,(s)(Xn(un,5)m)](k)./—"D;Hun’(;(—k)

kezN
+2) " FD5 [ H (un,5)es] (k) FD5 iy, 5(—k)
keZN
=2 Y FDiMuuy] (k) F D5 u(—k).
keZN

The linear term vanishes as before, while for the nonlinear term we add and subtract wD$
to get :

Z ngJrl[uux] —’LLD;+I (k)./_"DSH Z J—_-uDsH )J—_-DSH ( k) — T+ II
kezZN kezZN

For the sum I, apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and use Proposition [7 with sg = s — 1 to
get

> FD3 M uug) — uD3 g (k) FD3u(—k)
kezZN
< |1D5 fuwg] — uDy g || 2 |1 D5l 2

l
< (Il it gz + el lutall e ) 1105l g
Note that ||uy||;s—1 and |Ju||gs are bounded on [0,77, so that
qp apr
l l l
11 S Nl g 195l 23, S NCuodslg, D5l s, + 1Dl
As for 11, we again apply integration by parts, ﬁnding

IT="Y" FuDi u, (k) FD5 M u(—k) = —= Z Fug D3 u(k) FDS u(—k),
kezZN kEZN

so that
l l l
I1 S Jue Dy ull e 1D5 ullr2, S |1 Fuall |1 D ull7s .
Applying the Sobolev inequality (Proposition [) and the uniform bound on |[u| gy, yields

[Fuallg < Nuell gz S llullmg, S 1.

Combining the bounds on I and I, we obtain

APz o
’ +l 2
T S ID sl

Finally, applying Gronwall’s inequality and properties of data regularization () yields
! 2 ! 2 21 2
1D sl < D3 (uo)slZa < 021 D3 (ool
We clearly have

ot sz, =l uo)sllzz, < 8l Cuo)sllz,

so that we obtain the desired inequality. O
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3.4. Cauchy estimate. In this section, we provide a Cauchy estimate for solutions of the
regularized problem. We first outline our approach and provide a few results to be used later
in the proof. Let ug € H,, and let (ug)s be a regularized version of ug as defined in (3]), with
parameter 6 > 0. Let n,m € N. Let u, s, solve

Ut = Xn[(Xnun)(Xnuna:)] + Xn[Huna:a:]7
u(0,) = (uo)sy

whereas u,, s, denotes the solution of

Ut = Xm[(Xmum)(Xmum:v)] + Xm[Hummm]a
u(o’ ) = (u0)52'

For ease of notation, write u = uy,5,,v = Up,s5,, w = u — v. Note that the set U := {(ug)s : 6 >
0} Uwyg is both a complete subset of H, 2p and totally bounded H, by the uniform bound. Hence
U is compact, and so by Corollary I8, u and v exist on the same time interval.

Write the difference of equations:

Ut — V¢ = Xn[(Xnun)(Xnun:v)] + Xn [Hunmm] - (Xm[(Xmum)(Xmum:v)] + Xm [Hum:m:])
= Xn[(Xnun)(Xnun:v)] - Xm[(Xmum)(Xmum:v)] + Xn [Hunmm] - Xm[Hummm]

The linear term can be written as follows:

For the nonlinear term, observe the following equality:

X [(Xm W) (XmWz)] = Xm[(XmW) (Xmz)] — Xm [(XmW) (XmVz)]
— Xm|[(Xm?) (XmUz)] + Xm[(Xm V) (XmVz)],

so that

—

X[ (Xm ) (XmVz)] = Xm[(Xmw0) (XmWz)] + Xm[(Xm®) (Xmvz)
+ Xm[(va)(Xmua:)
= Xm|(Xm W) (XmWa)] + Xm[(Xmt) (Xmvz)

O
= X
23
(SN
TS
gE &
o=
e

As such it is straightforward to verify the following identity:

Xn[(Xn) (Xntz)] = Xm [(Xm ) (Xmvz)]
9) = Xm[(Xm V) Xmwz)] + Xm [(Xmw) (Xmt)z] + Xim[(xmw) (Xn — Xm) 1))
+ Xm[((Xn = xm)w) (Xnwa] + [Xn — Xm]Xntxnue].

As is seen in both (8) and (@), there are terms with factors x,, — xm. The lemma below explains
how to handle these terms.

Lemma 20. Letn,m € N andl > 0. For any v € H,lm7 we have

10xn = xm)vllz, < max{1/n,1/m}'||Dyolrz, .

Proof. Note that

l(xn — Xm)UH%gp = Z |@|2(k)Hmin{n,m}g\a-k\gmax{n,m}-
k
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Since min{n, m} < |a - k| < |k|, we know that |k|~! < max{1/n,1/m}. Thus,
(¢ — Xm)UH%gp = 162 (5)Lonin o, () < -] <max{in,m}
k
= Tin{nm}<la-b|<max{nm} (8) 81 (k) k]~ [k
k
< (max{1/n, 1/m})* > Dingnmylocbl<maxtnm (8) FOLv* (k)
k

21
< (max{1/n,1/m})* [ Dbl
from which the lemma follows. O

We are now ready to prove Cauchy estimates. We begin with the Lgp case.

Proposition 21. Let m,n € N. Then, solutions u = uy_s,,v = Uy, 5, be defined as above. Then,

d _
llu—vl3, S u— vl + max{1/n, 1/m} 2 = vlle,

where implicit constants do not depend on n,m, but may depend on the uniform bound derived
before. In particular, we have

(10) lu—vllzz, S max{1/n,1/m}*"* + || (uo)s, — (u0)s |12, -

Proof. As before, we take the time derivative of the Lgp norm:

Z]:u—v Yw(—k)

k

k

dHWH

Following the analysis above, the linear part can be estimated following (&]). Thus,
Z F(Xn[Huaz| — Xm [Hvza]) (k) Fw(—k)
kezZN

= > Fxm[Hwza)) (k) F + > F([xn — Xm] Hutar) (k) Fu(—k).

kezN kezN

=0 by Lemma [IT]

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is enough to estimate
IFD2(Bn — xend)lz-
By Lemma 20, we can bound
2+1
IFDZ([xn — Xmlv) 2 S max{1/n, 1/m}®||ul 7™

Since s > N/2+1 and N > 1, we can write s = 2+ ¢ and let [y = e. With this choice, the linear
term is bounded by

max{1/n,1/m}*|ullyllwlrz, < max{1/n,1/m}"[lwl|Lz ,

up to constants that depend on s and the uniform bound derived earlier.
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We now deal with the nonlinear term. By decomposition (), we need to estimate

Zme[(va)(mel‘)](k)fw ) + Zme (Xmw) (Xmu)z) (k) Fw(—k)
k k

+ fom (mt) (Ot = X)) () Fwo(=k) + Y Fxnl((xn = xm) ) (xntw)] (k) Fro(—k)
k

+ Z]: Xm Xnanum](k)]:w(—k‘)

—I+II+III+IV+V.

We seek to bound each term:

(1) the term I is handled by energy cancellation:

> Fxml (xmv) (xmwa)) (k) Fuo (—k Zf (Xm0) (Xmwa) (k) Fxmw(—Fk)
k

= —5 Zf(va)mew(k)fxmw(_k)’
k

Then, apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s convolution inequality, and Sobolev
embedding as follows:

I S IF Omw) (Xm )zl 2 [IxXmwl| 2,
< IFCemv)aller [lwllzs,
S ol ol
so that I is bounded by ||w||%gp
(2) the term IT is handled similarly to I:

> Fximl (xmw) (xmw)e] (k) Fuo(—k Zf (Xmw) (Xm )] (k) F xmw(—F)
k

< 1 G s el

< IF om0l ol
S Ml g, llwllZ2 |

so that I is bounded by HwH%gp.

(3) the terms I11 and I'V are handled similarly to I and I except that Lemma[20]is invoked
to gain decay. For example, let us consider 117 :

> Fxml0m) ((en = xm)w)a] (k) Fo(—k) < | F Oonu)((n = xm)we e lwll 2,
k

< IFCn = )tz g P xmadly el 2
< maxc{1/n, 1/m}* ul g, o1 ool 2.
< max{1/m, 1/m} w3 -
In the same way, we obtain
IV S max{1/n,1/m}*|wl|rz .
(4) for the term V', apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma

ZF Xm Xnanua:](k)fw(_k) < H[Xn - Xm] [Xnanua:]”Lgp”w”Lgp

< max{1/n, 1/m}871 | XnuXnUs ”H;;;l HwHLgp

< max{1/n, 1/m}* xwtl g1 [t g1 ol
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where we apply the algebra property in the last line. Thus, V' < max{1/n,1/m}*~! HwHng.
Combining these estimates with the linear part yields the following inequality:

dlfwl|7,

T‘”’ < max{1/n, l/m}EHme + HwHL2

+ max{1/n, 1/m}*|wll 2, +max{1/n, 1/m}* fwlls

Note that since s = 2 4+ ¢, we have € = s — 2. In particular, this will be the slowest decaying
factor, so that

dflwlf?,
— % S max{1/n, 1/m}* "2 [wllz, + [|wl|Z;
which becomes
dfjwl[2
qu <max{1/n,1/m}*"% + ”w”Lgp'

A standard application of the Gronwall’s inequality now yields
lollz S ef(mas{1/n, 1/m}=2 + Juwolls,),
which completes the baseline estimate. O

An easy consequence of the Lgp Cauchy estimate and the interpolation inequality (Lemma )

is that we obtain Cauchy property of solutions for H, ép where 0 < [ < s. In the particular case
of | =s,p=s5—1, we have

[ p—

[ D ol 7 = el ol

s5— 1)/5

Due to triangle inequality and the uniform bound on w and v, we can ignore Hw” . Now,

invoking (I0)) we have

e < (max{1/m,1/my= + | w)s, — uo)slzs,)
< max{1/n, 1/m}C/ 4 | (uo)s, — (uo)s, |} -
By (B)), we have
I (wo)sy = (o)sy 2, < ll(wo)sy = wollzz, + I (uo)s, — wollzz, < o((81) ™) + o((32) ™),
so that
el g2 S max{1/n, 1/m}27% 4 (0((81) %) + o((82) )"

Thus, we obtain
(11) el g1 S max{1/n, 1/m}=27 4 0((81) ™) + 0((82) 7).

We now would like to prove the highest order estimate. It is here that we will use good properties
of regularized data (3)).

Proposition 22. Let m,n € Ry and 61,52 € Ry. Assume §; < 6o and m > n. Furthermore,
assume 61 < n=2/57¢ for some € > 0. Let Up, 51 Um,s, De solutions for the respective reqularized
Benjamin-Ono problem which exist on the same time interval [0, T]. Then, we have the following
estimate

s = sl 15, = 01

for large enough 61. In addition, the implicit constants depend only on the norm of the initial
data and as such can be taken uniform as long as the initial data comes from a compact set.
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Proof of Proposition [24. As before, we consider the time derivative of || D5 (upn.s, — tms,)|32 -
qp

For ease of notation, write u = 5,V = U, 5,, W = u — v, so that we wish to estimate
d
SIDgwl3, =2 3 FDyw(k)FDjw(-k)
kezN
=2 Z FD3 (xn(xXnw) (Xntiz)] = Xm[(Xmv) (Xmv2)]) F Dyw(—k)
kezN
+ 2 FDi(xn[Htaa] — Xom[Hvae]) FDjw(—k).
kezN

First, we pick the € > 0. Note that since
s>N/2+1>2/2+1=2,

we know that there is some € > 0 such that

s—2 2s8—2
>Ee> = .
s 3 s

Note that with this choice €, we necessarily have

(s—=2)/s—e>0 and 2(s —2)/s -3 <0.
For convenience, we write
(12) 6, <nD/57E (s—2)/s—e>0, 2(s—2)/s—3e<0,
so that we can refer to these conditions easily. Furthermore, note that
(13) Sint < nlsDfs—ep 1 L (mste2)/s—e _ —2/se

Now, we consider the linear part. Due to (8]), we have

Z F D3 (Xn[Hugz] = Xm[Hvaa]) FDyw(—k)
kezN

= Z F D3 (Xm[Hwgs]) FDyw(—k) + Z FD3([xn — Xm|Huaz) FDiw(—k).
kezZN kezZN

=0 by Lemma (1))

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is enough to estimate
IFD3 (Ixn = Xl 2

Due to the presence of x;, — Xm, we first apply Lemma (20) and then use Lemma (I9]):
IFD3 (X — xmlw)llz S max{1/n,1/m}" ull yovir-+2
< max{1/n, 1/m}" (61)" 2|l m;,
=n " (60)" 2l g,
Thus, the linear term is bounded by
n=1(80)1 2 Dwl| 3,

where the constants depend on s and the uniform bound on v. Letting [y = 1 lets us bound the
linear term by

S| D3w 1z
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We proceed with the nonlinear term. Using the decomposition in (@), we have

> FD5 (xnl (xntt) ()] = Xon [(xom) (Xim02)]) (k) F D w(—F)
kezZN

= > FD5 X [(xom®) (Xmw)| (k) FD3w(=k) + > F D5 Xon[(Xmw) (xmw)a] (k) FDjw(—k)
keZN keZN

+ Y FD5xm (xmw) (X — Xom) )] (k) F Dw(—F)
kezZN

+ Z FDxml(( Xm)w) (Xnw)z] (k) F Dgw( Z FD3xn — Xm] Xnuxnuz| (k) F Dyw(—k)
kezN kezN

=I+IT+1IT+1IV+V.

We seek to bound each term. The common strategy in all calculations is to add and subtract
certain terms to use the fractional Leibniz rule (Proposition [7]). Note:

(1) the term I has the same structure as the nonlinearity in the regularized Benjamin-Ono
equation, so first write

> FDixm [ (xm) (xmws)] (k) F D3 w(—k)

kezN
= Z F Dz [(xm0) (Xmwa)] (k) F Dy xmw(—Fk)
kezN
= Z FDz[(xm0) (Xmwa)] — (Xmv) Dy (Xmwa) (k) F Dy xmw(—k)
kezZN
+ Z F(xmv)Dj (xmwz) (k) F D3 xmw(—k).
kezZN

Application of the fractional Leibniz rule and energy cancellation argument yield that
both terms are bounded by [[xnv| a1z, [ Xmw!| 1z, | Dz Xmwl| L2, - By uniform bound, we see
that I is bounded by

lllms, D3l < (IDSwolza + ID3wlza IDSwllz
< D3z, [ Dywlzs, + D3l
Since || D3wo|zz, = o(1) for 6 large enough, we have
2
IS o()ID3wlzg, + 1D5wl; .
(2) the term IT is dealt with similarly to I :

> FDi x| (xmw) (xXmt)e) (k) F Dw(—F)
kezN

= Z FD;[(xmw)(Xmu)z| (k) FDixmw(—k)

kezN
= 3 FD3100mt0) (tmt)e] = Xt D5 (m0)a (K) F Do)
kezN
+ ) Flxmw) D3 (Xmw)o (k) FDixmw(—k).
kezZN

The first sum is bounded by

Ixmwl g, [(Xm©)all gt < Nlwllag, 10l ag, S llwllag, < [1Dzwllzz, + 1 Dzwoll Lz, -
qp qp qp
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For the second sum, we bound by
1 ) D otz D3m0l 2, S Itz 105 Cmt)e gz, D3m0l

S dullwll ga-r | Dzull g, [ Dzwl| 2,

S Siflwl gz 1Dzl ez,
where we used Lemma[8l We then use ([I]) to gain decay from 51HwHH551:

Sillwll s S 1 max{1/n, 1/m}E=27 1+ 610((61)7") + 810((32) ™)
= 610/ 1 610((32) ™) + o(1),
for 41 large enough. By assumption, §; < do, so that
Sulw] yo-r S 51075 4 0(1).
Therefore, I1 is bounded by
(6102 4 o(1)) | Dz,
Using (I2]) we have
§yn(@=9)/s < pls=2)/s=ep@=s)/s _ <
so that 11 indeed decays:
(™ + (1) D3]l .
(3) for the term I11 as before we write
> FD5 X [(xtm) (X — Xm)w)e] (k) F D3w(—k)

kezZN
= Y FD5[(xmw) (Xn — Xm) )] (k) F D xmw(—k)
keZN
= Y FD3[(emw) (xn — X)) = (xmw) D3[((xn — Xam)10)) (k) F D3 xtmw(—k)
keZN
+ Z meUD;(Xn - Xm)u:v(k)]:D;me(_k)-
kezN

The first sum is bounded by
It 3,1 0n = XYYzt 1 D3m0z, S 2002 | D
where we invoked Lemma 20l and Lemma [[9 For the second sum, we bound similarly:
1 XD (n = Xtz 1 D30l 53, S 1P Xl |1 D3 0 — otz 2| Dl 12
< max{1/n,1/m}" (6:)"*1,
for I3 > 0. Letting lo = I3 = 1, we find the term IV is bounded above by
(n*hsl n n*l(s%) |D3wll gz,
(4) the term IV is very similar to I1I. Decomposing IV as
Z JED;Xm[((Xn - Xm)u)(Xnu)x](k)]:Dascw(_k)
kezZN

= > FD3[((Xn — Xm)u) (Xnt)e] (k) F D Xomw (—F)
kezZN

= Y FD3((xn = Xm) ) (Xntt)z] = (xXn = Xm) 1) D (Ximw) (k) F Dy xtmw (k)
kezZN

+ > F(xn = Xm)w) D5 (xnt) o (k) F D3 xmw(—k),
kezN
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we find that it is bounded by
(61 maxc{1/n, 1/m} + max{1/n, 1/m}*(51)" ) | Dw 1z,
with I4 < 1. Again, let Iy =I5 = 1 so that V' has the bound
W5 Dl
(5) for the term V| first apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 20 to obtain
max{L/n, 1/m}’ D™ (xuexnue) 2, [ Dl 1z .
This is bounded by
max{1/n, 1/m}l6 ”XnanuxHHSHe ”Diw|’L3p-
qp
Note that by applying the algebra property, Lemma [I9] and the uniform bound, we get
HXnanu:vHH;;le < HXnu”H;;rls HXnu:vHH;;leH S 5%16+1
Finally, let lg = 1, so that the bound is
I Sn7'6} | Dyl s, s
as needed.
Combining the estimates for nonlinear and linear terms, we obtain the following bound:
(w181 + 07182 + 0768 [ D3wl s, + (0 4 ()| D3l 3, + D32
Note that since d1 is big enough, it is enough to estimate n=163.
Using (I2)) and (I3]), we obtain
n~t63 < n_z/s_‘fé%
< n72/37€n2((572)/375).
Combining the exponents yields the power
—2/s—e+2((s—2)/s—e)=—-2/s+2(s—2)/s — 3¢
=(—2+2s—4)/s — 3¢
=2(s—3)/s — 3e.
2(s—3) 2(s—2)

Here, note that =—* < =—= so that

S S

2(s—3)/s —3e < —3e<0

2(s—2)

by choice of €. Thus, we have

_ 2(5—2)_
163 Dswllys < n* 5 D3l

Therefore, we obtain
d

2(s=2) _
SIDswlts < (0T 407 4 o(1) ) IDswllsz, + |1D5wls .

~

so that
d s < 2s=2) _3¢ —€ s
—ID3wle S (07 ¥ 407+ o(1)) + [ Dswllrg,.
Finally, a Gronwall type argument reveals that

2(s—2)

ID3wlie S e'(n™ 5% + 0% + o(1)) + | Djwoll 2,

2(s—2)

<n” s _35—}—71_5—{—0(1),

since || Diwol[z2 = o(1) for &, large enough. Furthermore, since 0z < n(5=2)/5=¢ e know that

2(s=2) _ _
n-s 38+n8<51l
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for some [ > 0. Thus, we obtain |[Djwl|zz = o(1). The same analysis applied to [wl|zz, yields
[wllzz, = o(1), so that we obtain the desired result. O

Note that now that we have the Cauchy bound, we can also perform Cauchy-like estimates
on the linear and nonlinear terms. This will be useful in the next section.

Corollary 23. Suppose the same assumptions hold as in Proposition [22. First, the following
bound holds on the difference of nonlinearities:

(14) [[Xn [(Xnw) (Xnua)] — Xm[(XmU)(XmUJJ)]”H;P*FVI S o(1) + max{1/n,1/m}™,

where y1 > 0 is small enough so that s —1 —~; > N/2. Second, the following bound on holds on
the difference of linear terms:

(15) IXnHtze — XmHvzz | 5, 527 < o(1) + max{1/n,1/m}?2,

where 3 > 0 is small enough. Furthermore, both (Idl) and ([I3) hold uniformly on [0,T].

Proof. We only sketch the proof. For the difference of nonlinear terms, use the decomposition
@) to obtain the following:

[ [ () (Xntia)] = Xom [ O ) (Xm 0)] 513
“Xm[<><mv><><mwm>]llﬂs o+ e () ()l g1
+ Dom[(6m ) (Otn = X )wa]ll o1+ [Dom [ (6 = X ) 1) Ont)a] | o1
+ 1 xn — Xml [xnuxnugg] =171

As s —1—v; > N/2, we can apply the algebra property on the first four terms. For the fifth
term, first apply Lemma 20l and then the algebra property. These operations altogether let us
bound the above by

Xn[(xn ) (Xnua)] — Xm[(XmU)(vaa:)]”ng—l—”/l
< ol Tl s+ ] s

+ HUHH;pflfﬁ [ (xn — Xm)uac”Hggl”ﬂ + 11 (xn — Xm)uHH;pflfﬁ ”ux”Hggl”fl

+ max{1/n,1/m}" HuHH;kwl HuJCHH;;lﬂl )
Simplifying and applying Lemma 20l on the third and fourth term yields the bound

[Xn [ t) (Xnua)] = Xm[(Xmv) (Xmvz)] ||H;p*1*“fl

< Nollg, llwllmg, + 1wl lullm, +max{1/n, 1/m}7 [ullF, .
Applying the uniform bound and the Cauchy estimate yields the bound
[ [On ) Ot )] = Xom [(Xm ©) Xmve )] o1 S 0(1) + max{1/n, 1/m}™.

For the difference of linear terms, similarly use the decomposition (8). As such, applying Lemma
20, we obtain:

HXnHUxx - XmHUxx”HS*Q*“/Q < H(Xn - Xm)uxxHHS*QWQ + ”XmemJ:”HS*Q*“fQ
ap qp ap
S max{l/n, 1/m}?|[ugs | gz -2 + [wl] o
S max{1/n, 1/m}" |[ull gy, + [Jw|l g,
Clearly the latter can be bounded by
[[xn [(Xnw) (Xnua)] — Xm[(XmU)(XmUJJ)]”H;;FVI < max{1/n,1/m}" + o(1),

so that we obtain the result. O
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Finally, we perform the following continuity in the initial data for the regularized Benjamin-

Ono equation. Namely, let ug,v9 € K C Hg,, where K is compact in Hj,. Let (up)s be a

regularized version of ug as defined in (3)), with parameter 6 > 0. Let n,m € N. Let u,, solve

Ut = Xn[(Xnun)(Xnunm)] + Xn[Hunmm],
u(O, ) = (u(])(;,
whereas u,,, denotes the solution of

ut = Xm[(XmUm ) (XmUma)] + Xom [HUmzz),
u(0,+) = (vo)s.
For ease of notation, write u = y, v = Um, w = u — v. Since K is compact, and so by Corollary

I8, v and v exist on the same time interval.
We have the following result:

Proposition 24. Let m,n € Ry and § € Ry. Assume m > n. Let up,vo € K C Hg,, where K
is compact in Hg,. Furthermore, assume 6 < nls=2)/s—e for some € > 0. Let uy,, u,, be solutions
for the respective reqularized Benjamin-Ono problem which exist on the same time interval [0,T],
defined as above.

Givenn > 0, we can pick 6 > 0 sufficiently large so that there is 7 > 0 such that ||ug —vo| < 7
implies

[[un — umHL%’ng <.

In addition, the implicit constants depend only on the norm of the initial data and as such can
be taken uniform as long as the initial data comes from a compact set.

Proof. The argument is almost identical to the proof of Proposition The Lgp estimate
becomes

lwllzs, < max{1/n, 1/m}*=* + |lug — voll 1z, -
The (1) becomes

1/s
lwllfzs;1 < ( max{1/n,1/m}*=* +[|(uo)s — (vo)s]|
qp qp
< max{1/n, 1/m}= 4 (uo)s — (vo)sll 5,
< mase{1/n, 1/m} =2/ 4 [lug — wol|

As for the D} estimate, the only place where the argument changes is in the estimate of I1.
Here, we have

> FD5 X (xtmw) (Xomt) ) (k) FDjw(— k)
keZN
= Z FD3[(xXmw) (Xmw)z] (k) F Dy Xmw(—Fk)

kezZN
= Z FD[(Xmw) (Xmt) 2] — XmwWDE (Xmw)z (k) F DExmw(—Fk)
kezZN
+ Y Fxmw) D (Ximt) s (k) F D xmw(—k).
kezZN

The first sum is bounded by
Ixmw|l g, [(Xm0)e | o1 < wllmg, [0l mg, S llwllery, < Diwllrz, + [1Dzwollzz, -
For the second sum, we bound by
1m0 D 2 D3m0, S Itz 105 Cmt)elg2, 1 D3mewllg
< Ol o1 Dull 2, [ D3]l

< Ol g1 1 D3l 1z,
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where we used Lemma [8l. We then use (II]) to gain decay from d|jw|| Hip
< (s—2)/s - 1/s
S0 < Smasc{1/m, 1/me2V% 4 Sy — vl
= 60>~ 4 §ljug — vl
ap
for §; large enough. Therefore, 11 is bounded by
(60~ 4 8llug — vol| 5" )| D3]z,
qp ap
Combining all the estimates as in the proof of Proposition 22] we have

1DSw]| e <05
T ap ~

— — 1
7 4 8D o — o)

Since @ — 3e < 0, there is some ¢ > 0 such that

2A(s=2) _ _
n-s 3€+n€<55.

Combining this with the Lgp estimate we have

o 2(s—2) _ 1
lollmg, < g, + [1D3wllzz, < 02 0% 40 4 51D (w0 — w0) 5] + o — woll,-

Since all the exponents of n are negative, there is some ¢ > 0 such that

so that
_ 1
el 67+ 81D3 (o = vo) 33" + lluo = wollzz,

where this inequality holds up to some constant A.

Given 1 > 0, pick § > 0 big enough so that 6 ¢+ 61 4+ 6725 < A~'y. Now, pick 7 = 6.
Therefore,

lwllm, < A" +6(57)* +672) = A +67 +57) <,

which completes the proof. O

4. LoCcAL WELLPOSEDNESS OF BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION

In this section, we combine the results obtained earlier to prove local-wellposedness of the
Benjamin-Ono equation. There are several items to show:
the existence of a solution u to the Benjamin-Ono equation ([2)) in Hg,,
uniqueness of the solution wu,
the continuity in time of the norm |[ul|m;, ,
the continuity in the initial data.

We begin with the first item.

Proposition 25. Let s > N/2+ 1. Let ug € Hgy,. Then, there exists T = T'(s, [luo[lmz,) such
that there exists a unique solution u € L*°([0,T; H,,) of the Benjamin-Ono equation with the
initial data ug. In particular,

o if s> N/2+42, then u solves (2)) pointwise,
o if N/2+2> s> N/2+ 1, then u solves ([2)) in the sense of distributions.

Proof. Consider the sequence {(ug)s} of regularized initial data (3)). Given § > 0, pick ns =
exp(3—5—2; logd), where ¢ > 0 is chosen as in Proposition With this choice, we satisfy
§ = nls—2)/s—¢

Consider the sequence u? := Ups,5- From the previous section, we know that this sequence is
Cauchy in L*°([0,T7]; Hg,), so it has a limit u. Furthermore, from Corollary [I8, it is known that

the time of existence T satisfies the bound

1

T< ——7.
Clluollm,
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The independence of the bound on T from § and ngs ensures that when the limit is taken, the
time of existence is not affected. Thus, u € L>([0, T]; Hy,,).

We check that u solves the Benjamin-Ono equation.

Let v > 0 be such that s —2 —~ > 0 and s — 1 — v > N/2. By Corollary 23] we know that

[xn[(xn 1) Oxn )] = Xom[(Xim©) Xm02)ll s -1+ S 0(1) + max{1/n, 1/m}7,

and
IXnHtze — XmHVzz || ys—2-+ S 0(1) + max{1/n,1/m}".

qp
Letting n = ng and m, d3 — oo yields the following bound:

(16) It [Cent) )] = wttall o1+ S 0(1) 4077,
and
a7 It — Bt s S 0(1) + 17,

where for the ease of writing we write n := ng.
By integrating, we have

(18) wmm:wmm+éxwmeWM+mw@wm

where n is defined as above.
To show that u solves the original Benjamin-Ono problem, we would like to obtain that

(19) u(t,z) = up(zx) —i—/o wug (s, ) + Hugy (s, x) ds

holds pointwise or in the sense of distributions.
Consider the difference of the right-hand sides of (I8)) and (I9)):

(20) AwaMWWM—wmwnwmmM—mM@@®

Taking the Hy, 277 porm of the integrand and applying the bounds (I8) and ([IT), we are able
to obtain that this is of the form o(1) + n~7. Letting 6 — oo implies n — oo as well. Since
the bounds are uniform in ¢, we also obtain that the expression (20]) vanishes as § — co. Since
u® — w and (ug)s — ug in H, ap» they also converge in H - 2. Therefore, (I9) holds in H, o 2,
Finally, if s > N/2+2, then s —2 > N/2. By the Sobolev inequality, the equation (I9) holds
pointwise. If N/2+2 > s> N/2+ 1, then N/2 > s > N/2 — 1, and so the equation (I9) holds

in the sense of distributions. O
Proposition 26 (Weak continuity in time). The limit u is weakly continuous in time in Hg,.

Proof. Let ¢ € H,,’. Note
(&, u(s) —u(t)) = (b, uls) — u’(s)) + (¢,u’ (s) = u () + (&, u’(t) — u(t)).

By Theorem [I4] the regularized solutions are continuous in time. As such, the middle term can
be made as small as we would like. As for the first and the third, it is enough to prove that one
of them decays.

Let € > 0. For any m satisfying 1 <m < s, let ¢ € H™™ be given such that

16 = Bllys < 5-
Now, write and bound
(6, u(s) —u’(s)) = (¢ — b uls)) + (b, uls) —u’(s)) + (& — d,u’(s))

y 7 5 7 5
<l = Allgs lullmg, + 10l gom llu = v g + 1o = Sl gs [0 g, -

Note that |lul|gs, and || g, are bounded due to uniform bounds. Thus, we obtain that

(@ouls) —u'(s) S5+ 5 +5 =<
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Therefore, we have that u € Cy ([0,T]; Hg,). O
We move on to showing uniqueness.

Proposition 27 (Uniqueness). Let s > N/2+1. Then, solutions of the Benjamin-Ono equation
are unique.

Proof. Let s > N/2+ 1 and let ug € Hg,. Suppose u,v are two solutions of the Benjamin-Ono
equation with initial data wg. Write w = u — v. Then, w satisfies

Wi = Wy + VWy + Hwyy
and w(0) = 0. Now, as in the proof of the Cauchy estimate one finds that
2
]

dt

where C' does not depend on w but may depend on the uniform bound of v and v. An application
of Gronwall’s inequality yields

2 2 _
lo(®)]2; < lw(O)]2; exp(Ct) =0,

=S (lullmg, + ol mg,)lwliz;, < Cllwliz, |

since clearly |w(0)[|7. = 0. Thus, we have u = v almost everywhere. Now, since s > N/2+1 and
q.

u,v € Hg,, u and v are both continuous. Thus, u = v everywhere and we have uniqueness. [

We now are able to prove that u € C([0,T]; Hg,). Since H,, is a Hilbert space and we have
already demonstrated weak continuity, all that remains to show is continuity of the norm.

Proposition 28. For s > N/2+ 1, we have |[u(t)|ms, is a continuous function of time.

Proof. As in the proof of the uniform estimate, we have
) -1 ~1
[l g, < llwollrg, + ((luollrmg, )™ — Ct)~.

Letting § — oo we have

—1 —1
lullas, < llwollms, + ((lwollag,)™ —Ct)~.

qp ™~

Now, let t,, — 0F. The apriori estimate gives
lu(ta)llz, < luollmg, + ((luolls,) ™" — Cty) ™.

qp ™

Taking the limit supremum n — oo, we obtain
limsup [[u(ta)llm, < lluollmg, +limsup((|luollmg,) ™ — Ctn) ™ = lluollmy, + lluolls;,
n—oo n—oo

Now, weak continuity of w in H® implies that u(t,) — u(0). By lower semi-continuity of the
norm we have

ooz, < i in u(t) .
Thus, we obtain
luolzg, = T [fu(ta) |,

This shows right-continuity at ¢ = 0.

For any T* € (0,T'), we interpret T* as a new initial time. We can repeat our arguments for
existence and uniqueness of solutions to the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation starting at a new
time T™. We find solutions of the original Benjamin-Ono equation on some time interval around
T*. By the above argument, these solutions are right-continuous at ¢ = T*. By uniqueness,
solutions starting at t = T™ and solutions starting at ¢t = 0 must be the same. This is true for
any T € (0,T) so the solutions starting at ¢ = 0 must be right continuous on (0, 7).

For left continuity, note that the Benjamin-Ono equation is invariant under the change of
variables (t,z) + (—t,—z). From this one obtains left continuity on (0,7"). We conclude that
the norm |u(t)||gg, is continuous in time. O
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Remark 29. Let n > 0 be given. By the Cauchy estimate in Proposition (22]), there exists N > 0
such that for all § > N, uniformly in ug € K, we have

sup u’ —ullm;, <,
t€[0,T]

where v’ and u solve the regularized and the original Benjamin-Ono equation. The uniformity
in ug comes from the fact the rate of decay is uniform for ' compact.

Proposition 30 (Continuity in initial data in H,)). Let s > N/2+1. Let ug € Hg, and suppose
{un}o | is a sequence such that u, — ugy in Hg,. Let T be the common time of existence for
solutions of Benjamin-Ono equation with initial data {uy}32 ., which can be taken independent
of n. Let U, € C([0,T]; Hy,) be the solution of the Benjamin-Ono equation with initial data uy,
form=20,1,2,.... Then,

lim sup ||U, — Upllas, = 0.
n—oo tE[O,T} a»p
Proof. Let n > 0. Given any d > 1, write
Un = Up = (Un = (Un)") + (Un)* = (Un)°) + ((Un)° = Th),

where (U,,)° is the solution of the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation with initial data u, and
the regularizing parameter ¢.
It is clear that the set {u,}52; Uwug is a compact subset of H, ap- Therefore, per Remark 29
we can pick § > 0 such that for all n =0,1,2,..., we have
sup [[(Un)’ — Ul < g
t€[0,T]

It remains to deal with the difference (U,)° — (Up)?. This follows from Proposition we can
pick ¢ sufficiently big so that
§ s n
@) = (@), < 2.

This completes the proof. ]

5. CONSERVATION LAWS

In this section, we explain the challenges of extending local time of existence. In the case
of periodic or decaying data, this is usually solved by means of conserved quantities. These
quantities, also known as conservation laws, allow to control the Sobolev norms when data is
periodic or decaying. Once local solutions are obtained, these quantities allow one to conclude
that the Sobolev norms are bounded on any time interval. In return, this allows to conclude
that the local solutions exist on any time interval. The first four conservation laws are

® Inass:

(21) / udz.

e momentum:

(22) / W2 dz,

e ecnergy:
u3
(23) / 3 +uHu, dz,
e the conservation law for the H! norm:

4
3 3
(24) /uz + §u2Hux - gui dz.
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When adapted to the case of quasiperiodic data, the conserved quantities still hold. However,
we show below that conservation laws no longer seem to control the quasiperiodic Sobolev norms.
For the reader’s convenience, we illustrate how the conservation laws are used by considering
the energy (23) of Benjamin-Ono equation, with decaying initial data.

Since (23)) is conserved, it is equal to some number, say «, that only depends on |Jug||;1/2 and
not t. Now, note that the nonhomogenous part of the H'/2 norm for the decaying data can be

written as Hu||fq1/2 = [uHuydz. Thus, ||u\|im2 =a— | %—de. Therefore we have

1
[ull/2 S laf + S lullzs.

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we know that [u|}, is bounded by HuH%QH@};/ ul e, ie.

llullrs < CHuH%QH@iﬂuHLz for a fixed C' > 0. Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality then yields
that

lulls < 2C*ullls + 510X 2ul3a.
We then have that
%HUH%I/Q <lal +2CYullz2 = laf + 20 luo |72,
where we used the conservation of L? norm. From here it follows that || ;12 is bounded only
by the norm of the initial data, and we obtain the desired control.

Now, we consider the conserved quantities in the case of quasiperiodic data. These conserva-
tion laws are listed below:
e mass:
1 R
(25) lim —/ udx or u(0),
R J_g

R—oo 2

e momentum:

R
(26) lim QL / Ru2 dzor »  a(k)i(—k),

R—o0 2R heZN
e cnergy:
(27) lim L/B u_3 + uHu, dx or Z l.7-"212(14)22(—@ + FHug(k)u(—k)
R0 2R J_p 3 i 3 ’ ’

keZN

e conservation law for the H! norm:
(28)

Before we prove the conservation laws, let us show why the laws do not seem to control the
quasiperiodic Sobolev norm. A crucial step in the example above is the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality. It is thus natural to ask if a quasiperiodic version of this inequality holds. In contrast
to decaying and periodic spaces, it appears to false, by a simple scaling argument [33].

Remark 31 (Failure of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality). Define a mean value type norm LP
by

1 R
p _ .
iz, = Jim 5 [ fup e
These norms are invariant under rescaling uy(z) = u(z/)\), i.e. |Jullzcr = |Jurl/ce for any A > 0.
Furthermore, it is straightforward to check that D3uy(k) = A™*Dsu(Ak) and that D3uy(z) =
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A7*D3u(x/N) for any A > 0. It then follows that ||Diuy||ce = AN *||Diul[ce. As a result, if any
inequality of the form

1 1 1 1
-0 0
luller S Il D2l s >0 =0 (5 =5 ) + -0
is true, rescaling would imply

lurllea S A llunllZ 1 D3l o, >0

Taking A — oo in the last inequality would imply ||uy ||z« — 0, which of course need not be true.
Therefore, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality fails to hold for quasiperiodic integrals.

Finally, we would like to prove conservation laws. We emphasize that the quantities can be
shown to be conserved via two ways: by directly taking time derivatives of averaged integrals,
or by switching to Fourier series. To illustrate our point, we prove conservation of the first three
laws in Fourier space, whereas the fourth one we do directly.

Since the solutions here are taken to be smooth, so that by the equation w; is continuous and
thus we are allowed to exchange time derivatives when dealing with u(t,z) and (¢, k). In what
follows, we will consistently use Lemma

Lemma 32. For quasiperiodic f g,h
> Frglk)Fh(—k) = > Ff(k)Fgh(—k) = > Fg(k)Ffh(-k).
kezN kezN kezZN
For a proof see the appendix.
Proof of (25]). This is conservation of mean. Write

.
57 1(k) = Fuug () + F Hga(k).

Consider the nonlinear term:

Fuug (k) = %fagg(uz)(k) = %fagg(uQ)(k) = %a kFu?(k),

so that at k£ = 0 we obtain 1
Fug(0) = g 0Fu?(0) = 0.
As for the linear term, note
FHug, (k) = i*(a - k)*(—isgn(a - k))a(k).

Clearly, this term vanishes at & = 0. Thus, we obtain

so that 4(0) = up(0). O
Proof of (26]). Take the time derivative and use the equation:

% D akya(—k) =2 dy(k)i(-

keZN kezZN
=2 Z uliy (k k) +2 Z Hum (—k).
kezZN keZN

The linear term vanishes following the argument in the case of uniform estimate. As for the
nonlinear term, see Appendix (Lemma [34] n = 2) for a detailed proof that this term vanishes.
Thus, we conclude that

so that
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Proof of ([21). Take the time derivative and use chain rule:
0 1~
g 22V — H (—
o7 O uA(R)a(—k) + FHug(k)i(—k)
kezZN
1 .
= D SF@(k)a(=k) + w2 (R)ir(=k)] + FH (u)e (k) ~k) + F Hug (k) iie (=)
kezZN
1 N ~
=y S [2Fuun (k)a(—k) + w2 (k)iy (— k)] + Fue(k)Hug (—k) + F Hug (k)i (—k)
kezZN
Since X
> Fuw(kya(—k) = Y ddy(k)u?(—k),
kezN kezZN
we obtain that the time derivative equals
> iy (k)u(—k) + 2Fuy (k) F Hug (—F).
kezZN
Now, use the equation:
> (FHugy (k) + Fuutg (k))u2(—k) + 2(F Huge (k) + Fuug (k) F Hug (k).
kezN
Clearly, the term
> FHuge(k)FHu(—k) =0,
kezZN
and as shown in the Appendix (Lemma 34, n = 3),
> Fuug(k)u?(—k) =0
kezZN
Thus, we are left with
> FHug,(k)u2(—k) + 2Fuug (k) F Hug (—k).
kezZN
Going back to chain rule and integration by parts yields
" FHuge(k)u2(—k) = = > FHua(k)F(u?)o(—k) = —2 Y FHug(k)Fuus(—k),
kezZN kezN kezZN
so that X
> FHuge(k)u?(—k) + 2Fuug (k) F Hug (—k) = 0.
kezZN
Thus, the term in question is conserved.

Proof of [28). We will use the following identity, called Cotlar’s identity:
fP=(H[)?-2H(fHf),

where f € Hj,. Take the time derivative:

0 1 (Bt 3
29 — lim — — + —u’H 2u2 dz =
(29) atRLHéOQR/_RzLJrz“ e+ 2ty A
. Loy 3 2
(30) Rh—{%oﬁ uluy + 5(2uutHu$ + u*HOyuy) + 4uzuy, da.
-R

Using that HO, is self-adjoint and integration by parts yields

1
lim —

R
3
R—oo 2R /—R u?’ut T 5(2uutHu$ + Haa:(uz)ut) — dugzup de.

33
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This simplifies to
1 R
lim — / uduy + 3(uurHuy + H(uug)up) — dugzuy de.
R—oo 2R R

Now, use the equation:

1 R
lim — ug(uux + Hugy) + 3(uHuy + H(uug))(uty + Hugy) — 4ty (v, + Hug,) de.
R— 2R R

For now we will assume that the three terms

1 R
Rh_r)]réoﬁ/ u4u$ dz, hm —/ H(uug)(uug)de,  lim —/ H(ugy)ug, dz,
-R

vanish. As a result, we obtain

lim / u Hum + 3u? ugHug + 3uHuy Hugy + 3H Uz H (uty) — 4ugpuu, do.
R—o0 2R

Applying integration by parts on u®Hu,, cancels out 3u?u, Hu,, so that we are left with
1 R
lim IR / 3uHu, Hugy + 3H (wug ) Hugy — 4tz uu, de.
-R
Using that the Hilbert transform is unitary, we obtain
1 R
F}gnoo ¥ / SuHuge Hugy + 3utiyty, — 4ugautty, doe = Igl_r)noo R / SuHuz Hugy — Ugppuu, dz.
-R

Integration by parts yields that

i == [ =B (Hun)? + S )P da — 1 i/R< 2 (Hua) + L))z d
im 3 Uy (Hug 2umux x_R1—r>noo2R 3 Uy 2u:r U, do

Now, use Cotlar’s identity with f = u, to rewrite the integrand as

1
S (Hu) (o) — H (s Hug) = —(Hu,)® — Hu o),

to obtain

Rlljgo 2R/ Hum )" — H(ugHuy))u, do.

Finally, using the anti-self-adjointness of Hilbert transform,

1 R
lim —/ H(uyHuy))u, dz = — lim —/ uzHuzHuy de = — lim —/ Uy Huw

R—o00 R R—oo 2

Combining, we obtain

1 R
lim — / (—(Hug)? — H(uzHuy))u, do = hm / —(Hug)* + (Hug)?)ug dz = 0,
_R R>o0 2R

as desired. O

APPENDIX A. VARIOUS RESULTS

Lemma 33. For quasiperiodic f,g,h

> Frg(k)Fh(=k) = > Ff(k)Fgh(—k) = > Fg(k)Ffh(-k).

kezN kezN kezZN
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Proof. Writing a product as a convolution, we obtain

> Fro)Fh(=k) = > > Ff(i)Fglk — ) Fh(—Fk)

kezZN kezZN jezN
= > Ffi) > Fglk— j)Fh(—k)
jezN kezZN
= Y Ff()Fgh(—))
jezN
= Y Ff(k)Fgh(—Fk).
kezZN

On the third line, we interchange the summation and recognize a convolution in k. Note that at
the end, we have relabeled the index of summation. The second identity follows similarly from
using

Frok)= "> Fflk—5)Fg().
jEZN
Thus we obtain the identities in question. O

Lemma 34. For any natural n > 0, we have:
S @k)T(—k) =0,
kezZN

Proof. Rewriting the sum as a convolution and using chain rule yields

— 1
n —~ _ n _ n+1 — s n+1 —
> k)R (k) = Fuu) (0) = — F),(0) = — (i kP (m)| =0,
kezZN
so that we have the result. O

Lemma 35. We have:
—_— N 1 o R
Z vozu(k)u(—k) = —3 Z vpu(k)a(—
kezN kezN
Proof. We use Lemma [B2] to move J,u into the 4(—k) term:
- vdsu(kyi(—k) = Y B(k)udsu(~k).
kezN kezZN

Recognizing the derivative term ud,u = %8 (u?), we then write

Z v(k )u@u

keZN

ﬁ

er—l [\')lr—l

Z
5 @ CORF
kezZN
_ _% S (- k)a(k)a(—k),

keZN

where we rewrote the derivative in Fourier variables and pulled the minus sign out of the sum.
The final term can be written as

and using Lemma [32] we can shift one of u inside the 2 term into the ¥ term. We then obtain
the desired identity. O

Lemma 36 (Cotlar’s identity). Let f € H,,. Then,
(Hf)? = f>=2H(fHY).
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Proof. This proof is a straightforward extension of a standard argument to the quasiperiodic
setting.

Since f € Hg,, we know that the terms (H f )2 and H(fH f) exist due to the algebra property.
In particular, all the terms involved have their Fourier series expressions, so it is enough to prove
the identity in Fourier space.

In Fourier space, the identity is given by

F(H[)?(k) = Ff2(k) = 2FH(fHS)
— 2(—i)sgn(a - K)F(FHF)(K)
= (—i)sgu(a - k) F(fHf)(k) + (—i) sgn(a - k) F(fHf)(k).
Using convolution theorem we obtain
> FHFG)FHf(k~j) — F(G)f (k- )
jezN
= (~i)sgn(a- k) > FO)FHS(k—j)+ (=i)sgn(a-k) Y FHI()F(k )
jezN jezN
Using the definition of Hilbert transform results in
> (=) sen(a-j)sgn(a -k = j) = ) F(G) (k)
jezN
= (—i)sgn(a-k) Y (=i)sgn(a-k—5)f()f(k - j) + (—i)sgn(a- k) > (=i)sgn(a-5)f(5)f(k - j)
jezN jezN
= Y (—i)’(sen(a - k)sgn(a -k — j) +sgn(a - k) sgn(a- 1) f(5) (k= j),
jezN
so we just need prove that
(—i)?sgn(a-j)sgn(a -k —j) — 1 = (—i)*(sgn(a - k) sgn(a - k — j) +sgn(a - k) sgn(a - 7)),
in other words,
—sgn(a-j)sgn(a -k —j) —1 = —(sgn(a - k)sgn(a -k —j) +sgn(a - k)sgn(a - j)),

which is the same as

(31) sgn(a -k — j)[(sgn(a - k) —sgn(a - j)] =1 —sgn(a- j) sgn(a - k).

When both - k and a - j are of the same sign, both sides of (BI]) evaluate to 0. When « - k and

« - j are of opposite signs, both sides of (BI]) evaluate to 2. Thus, ([BI]) holds. O
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