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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

ut = uux +Huxx.

Here, H stands for the Hilbert transform, which is defined by

Hu(x) =
1

π
p.v.

∫ ∞

−∞

u(y)

x− y
dy

on the real line and

Hu(x) =
1

2π
p.v.

∫ π

−π
u(y) cot

(x− y

2

)
dy

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 [18, 14] and
references therein. However, the case of quasiperiodic initial data, such as

u0(x) = cos(x) + cos(
√
2x),

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 KdV and the NLS equations. Namely, quasiperiodic KdV equation
is addressed in [27, 7, 4] and quasiperiodic NLS equations are considered in [25, 8, 9, 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, 30, 31, 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
Schrödinger 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 [15, 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 L2-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 α =
(α1, . . . , αN ) satisfy α · k 6= 0 for k ∈ ŻN = ZN \ {0, . . . , 0}. For j = 1, . . . , N let fj ∈
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Hs(R \ 2πα−1
j Z) and consider functions of the form

(1) f(x) =
N∑

j=1

fj(x) =
N∑

j=1

∑

k∈Z

f̂j(k) exp(iαjkx),

where f̂j(k) are the Fourier coefficients. The condition α · k 6= 0 ensures that f(x) is not a
periodic function. Instead, it is quasiperiodic. Note that the space of functions of the form (1)
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 Hs
qp of functions

of the form

u(x) =
∑

k∈ZN

û(k) exp(iα · kx)

with the following norm:

‖u‖2Hs
qp

:=
∑

k∈ZN

(1 + k21 + . . .+ k2N )s |û|2 (k) =
∑

k∈ZN

(1 + |k|2)s |û|2 (k) =
∑

k∈ZN

〈|k|〉2s |û|2 (k).

Functions of the form (1) clearly belong to Hs
qp for large enough s. The subscript qp in Hs

qp

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 u0 ∈ Hs
qp. There exists T := T (s, ‖u0‖Hs

qp
) > 0 such that

the Benjamin-Ono equation has a unique solution u ∈ C([0, T ];Hs
qp). 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 [1, 16]. The method of the proof is by regularizing the original Benjamin-Ono equation
by truncation in the Fourier space:

(2) (u)t = χn[(χnu)(χnux)] + χn[Huxx],

where operators χn and H are defined via Fourier transform:

Fχn[u](k) = I|α·k|<nFu(k)
FH[u](k) = −i sgn(α · k)Fu(k),

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

Outline of the paper: In Section 2, we explain some properties of standard Sobolev spaces to
Hs

qp spaces. We also elaborate on convergence and divergence conditions for the quasiperiodic
Fourier series in Hs

qp 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:

• For a given k ∈ ZN , write |k| to denote the Euclidean norm of k and let 〈k〉 =
√

1 + |k|2.
• Inequality A . B means that A 6 CB for some constant C > 0. To indicate dependence
of constant parameters, say on ε, we write A .ε B.

• Asymptotic notation f(x) = o(g(x)) for x close to x0 means that f(x)/g(x) → 0 as
x→ x0.
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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 S ′). Let s > (N − 1)/2. Let

ψ ∈ S ′, f ∈ Hs
qp. Then, 〈f, ψ〉 <∞.

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

〈f, ψ〉 =
∫ ∞

−∞
f(x)ψ(x) dx

=
∑

k∈ŻN

f̂(k)

∫ ∞

−∞
ψ(x) exp(iα · kx) dx

=
∑

k∈ŻN

f̂(k)ψ̂(α · k).

Adding the product 〈k〉s 〈k〉−s and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields

|〈f, ψ〉| 6 ‖f‖Hs
qp


 ∑

k∈ŻN

〈k〉−2s |ψ̂|2(α · k)



1/2

.

Using the inequality

〈k〉−2s 6

N∏

i=2

〈ki〉−2s/(N−1)

yields

∑

k∈ŻN

〈k〉−2s |ψ̂|2(α · k) 6
∑

k∈ŻN

N∏

i=2

〈ki〉−2s/(N−1) |ψ̂|2(α · k).

Rearrange the summation to obtain

∑

k∈ŻN

N∏

i=2

〈ki〉−2s/(N−1) |ψ̂|2(α · k) 6
N−1∑

i=2

∑

ki∈Z

N∏

i=2

〈ki〉−2s/(N−1)
∑

k1∈Z

|ψ̂|2(α · k).

and note that the sum in k1 converges by integral test, for we have
∫

k1∈Z
|ψ̂|2(α · k) ∼α ‖φ‖L2

x

and φ ∈ L2
x. Furthermore, this bound is independent of k2, . . . , kN , so that we are left with

estimating
N−1∑

i=2

∑

ki∈Z

N∏

i=2

〈ki〉−2s/(N−1) .

Since 2s/(N − 1) > 1, each of these sums converges and we obtain 〈f, ψ〉 <∞. �

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

Proposition 4 (Divergence of quasiperiodic Fourier series in S ′). Let s 6 (N − 1)/2. Then,

there exists a sequence {fn} ⊂ Hs
qp which satisfies the following:

• supn ‖fn‖Hs
qp
<∞,

• for some φ ∈ D, 〈fn,F−1
χ φ〉 = 〈Fxfn, φ〉 → ∞ as n→ ∞.

Proof. We follow the lines of proof of [27, Lemma 5.2], but adapted to the Hs
qp spaces, and

supplying further details. Without loss of generality, assume that the entries of α are all positive,
i.e. αi > 0 for i = 1, . . . , N . Let k̄ denote a vector of the first N − 1 entries of k, i.e. k̄ =
(k1, . . . , kN−1).
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Let

An = {x ∈ RN : 〈x〉 6 n, 2|αN | 6 |α · x| 6 4|αN |},
A = {x ∈ RN : 2|αN | 6 |α · x| 6 4|αN |},

f̂n(k) =

{
〈k〉1−N (log 〈k〉)−1, if k ∈ ŻN ∩An,

0 else .

Let φ(ξ) ∈ D such that φ(ξ) = 1 for 2|αN | 6 |ξ| 6 4|αN | and φ(ξ) = 0 for k 6 |αN | or k > 5|αN |.
Since φ is in D, it is also Schwartz. Since Fourier transform is an isometry on the Schwartz space,
we have that F−1

χ φ is also Schwartz.
Now, use the Fourier series and Fubini theorem to write

〈fn,F−1
χ φ〉 =

∫ ∞

−∞
fn(x)F−1

χ φ(x) dx

=
∑

k∈·ZN

f̂n(k)

∫ ∞

−∞
F−1
χ φ(x) exp(iα · kx) dx

=
∑

k∈·ZN

f̂n(k)φ(α · k)

=
∑

k∈ZN∩An,|k|>1

〈k〉1−N (log 〈k〉)−1.

As n→ ∞, we need to show that the limit of the above sums diverges, i.e. that
∑

k∈ZN ,|k|>1,k∈A

〈k〉1−N (log 〈k〉)−1 = ∞.

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

x∈RN ,|x|>1,x∈A
〈x〉1−N (log 〈x〉)−1 dx.

Write A as a disjoint union of A+ and A−, where

A± = {x ∈ RN : 2|αN | 6 ±α · x 6 4|αN |}.

Then, it follows that
∫

x∈RN ,|x|>1,x∈A
〈x〉1−N (log 〈x〉)−1 dx

=

∫

x∈RN ,|x|>1,x∈A+

〈x〉1−N (log 〈x〉)−1 dx+

∫

x∈RN ,|x|>1,x∈A−

〈x〉1−N (log 〈x〉)−1 dx.

We show that the integral over A+ diverges; the argument for A− is almost the same. Note that
for x ∈ A+, we have 2αN 6 ᾱ · x̄+ αNxN 6 4αN . Subtracting ᾱ · x̄ and dividing both sides by
αN yields

2− ᾱ · x̄
αN

6 xN 6 4− ᾱ · x̄
αN

.

We then obtain that 〈x〉2 = 1 + |x̄|2 + x2N 6 C2 〈x̄〉2 , where C is some positive constant with
C > 2. Now, the integral over A+ becomes

∫

x∈RN ,|x|>1,x∈A+

〈x〉1−N (log 〈x〉)−1 dx

=

∫

x1

. . .

∫

xN−1

∫ 4− ᾱ·x̄
αN

2− ᾱ·x̄
αN

〈x〉1−N (log 〈x〉)−1 dxN dxN−1 . . . dx1.
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Since 〈x〉 6 C 〈x̄〉, we bound the integrand from below by

∫

x1

. . .

∫

xN−1

∫ 4− ᾱ·x̄
αN

2− ᾱ·x̄
αN

〈x〉1−N (log 〈x〉)−1 dxN dxN−1 . . . dx1

>

∫

x1

. . .

∫

xN−1

∫ 4− ᾱ·x̄
αN

2− ᾱ·x̄
αN

1

C 〈x̄〉N−1 (logC + log 〈x̄〉)
dxN dxN−1 . . . dx1

=
2

C

∫

x1

. . .

∫

xN−1

1

〈x̄〉N−1 (logC + log 〈x̄〉)
dxN−1 . . . dx1,

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

∫

x∈RN−1

1

〈x〉N−1 (logC + log 〈x〉)
dx

diverges. This is straightforward. First, restrict the integration region to {x ∈ RN−1 : |x| > C}:
∫

x∈RN−1

1

〈x〉N−1 (logC + log 〈x〉)
dx >

∫

x∈RN−1:|x|>C

1

〈x〉N−1 (logC + log 〈x〉)
dx.

We can then bound logC + log 〈x〉 6 2 log 〈x〉, so that
∫

x∈RN−1

1

〈x〉N−1 (logC + log 〈x〉)
dx >

1

2

∫

x∈RN−1:|x|>C

1

〈x〉N−1 log 〈x〉
dx.

Since C > 2, we have

〈x〉N−1 log 〈x〉 < 2|x|N−1(log 2|x|) < 4|x|N−1 log |x|.
Therefore, we need to estimate

∫

x∈RN−1:|x|>C

1

|x|N−1 log |x| dx.

Using polar coordinates yields that
∫

x∈RN−1:|x|>C

1

|x|N−1 log |x| dx ∼N−1

∫ ∞

C

rN−2

rN−1 log r
dr =

∫ ∞

C

1

r log r
dr.

The latter integral diverges, as can be shown by substitution y = log r.
To show supn ‖fn‖Hs

qp
<∞, note that

sup
n

‖fn‖2Hs
qp

= sup
n

∑

k∈ZN ,|k|>1

〈k〉2s
∣∣∣f̂n(k)

∣∣∣
2

= sup
n

∑

k∈An

〈k〉2s 〈k〉2(1−N) (log 〈k〉)−2

6
∑

k∈ŻN

2|αN |6|α·k|64|αN |

〈k〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈k〉)−2.

We split the summation as follows:
∑

k∈ŻN

2|αN |6|α·k|64|αN |

=
∑

k∈ŻN

2|αN |6|α·k|64|αN |
|k̄|>1

+
∑

k∈ŻN

2|αN |6|α·k|64|αN |
|k̄|<1

.

Note that the second sum over |k̄| < 1 has only 6 summands. Since k ∈ ŻN , we have |k| > 1. But
|k̄| < 1 implies k1 = . . . = kN−1 = 0, so that |kN | > 1. Now, the condition 2|αN | 6 |α·k| 6 4|αN |
over this subset implies that 2 6 |kN | 6 4, and there are only 6 elements that satisfy this
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condition. Hence, the sum over k’s such that |k̄| < 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∫

x∈RN ,|x|>1
x∈A
|x̄|>1

〈x〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x〉)−2 dx

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

2− ᾱ · x̄
αN

6 xN 6 4− ᾱ · x̄
αN

,

so that ∫
x∈RN∩A+,
|x|>1,|x̄|>1

〈x〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x〉)−2 dx

=

∫

x1

. . .

∫

xN−1

∫ 4− ᾱ·x̄
αN

2− ᾱ·x̄
αN

〈x〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x〉)−2 dxN dxN−1 . . . dx1.

Since 〈x̄〉 6 〈x〉, we can bound the integrand 〈x〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x〉)−2 by 〈x̄〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x̄〉)−2.
Therefore, ∫

x∈RN ,|x|>1
x∈A+

|x̄|>1

〈x〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x〉)−2 dx

6 2

∫

x1

. . .

∫

xN−1

〈x̄〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x̄〉)−2 dxN−1 . . . dx1

= 2

∫

x∈RN−1,|x|>1
〈x〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x〉)−2 dx,

where we have relabeled x := x̄ for convenience. The last integral can be handled by polar
coordinates: we have∫

x∈RN−1,|x|>1
〈x〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈x〉)−2 dx ∼

∫ ∞

1
rN−2 〈r〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈r〉)−2 dr.

Since r < 〈r〉, the latter is bounded above by
∫ ∞

1
rN−2 〈r〉2(s+1−N) (log 〈r〉)−2 dr 6

∫ ∞

1
rN−2+2(s+1−N)(log r)−2 dr =

∫ ∞

1
r2s−N (log r)−2 dr.

Since s 6 (N − 1)/2, we have 2s 6 N − 1, so that
∫ ∞

1
r2s−N(log r)−2 dr 6

∫ ∞

1
r−1(log r)−2 dr.

The last integral is bounded; this can be shown by substitution y = log r. �

With more regularity, a quasiperiodic Fourier series makes sense pointwise.

Proposition 5 (Sobolev inequality, L∞ bound). Assume s > N/2. Let u ∈ Hs
qp. Then,

∑

k∈ZN

|û|(k) . ‖u‖Hs
qp
.

Furthermore, u is bounded and continuous on R.

Proof. The Sobolev inequality is proved by following the arguments of [13, Lemma 6.5]. �

Proposition 6 (Algebra property). Assume s > N/2. Let u, v ∈ Hs
qp. Then

‖uv‖Hs
qp

.s ‖u‖Hs
qp
‖v‖Hs

qp
.

Proof. The algebra property is obtained by following the arguments of [13, Chapter 6, Exercise
4]. �
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Proposition 7 (Fractional Leibniz rule). Define an operator Ds
x by FDs

xu(k) = |k|sû(k).
Let s > 1 and s0 > N/2. Let u ∈ Hs

qp ∩Hs0+1
qp and v ∈ Hs0

qp ∩Hs−1
qp . Then,

‖Ds
x(uv) − uDs

xv‖L2
qp

. ‖u‖Hs
qp
‖v‖Hs0

qp
+ ‖u‖

H
s0+1
qp

‖v‖Hs−1
qp

.

Proof. To begin, use the convolution theorem to write:

F(Ds
x(uv)− uDs

xv)(k) = |k|sFuv(k)−FuDs
xv(k)

= |k|s
∑

j∈ZN

û(j)v̂(k − j) −
∑

j∈ZN

û(j)|k − j|sv̂(k − j)

=
∑

j∈ZN

[
|k|s − |k − j|s

]
û(j)v̂(k − j).

Thus,

‖Ds
x(uv) − uDs

xv‖2L2
qp

=
∑

k∈ZN

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈ZN

[
|k|s − |k − j|s

]
û(j)v̂(k − j)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

6
∑

k∈ZN

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈ZN

||k|s − |k − j|s| |û(j)||v̂(k − j)|

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

.

Using the following inequality, from [24],

||k|s − |k − j|s| .s |j|s + |k − j|s−1|j|,
as well as triangle inequality yields the following bound

‖Ds
x(uv)− uDs

xv‖2L2
qp

.
∑

k∈ZN

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈ZN

|j|s|û(j)||v̂(k − j)|

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

+
∑

k∈ZN

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈ZN

||k − j|s−1|α · j||û(j)||v̂(k − j)|

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

.

It remains to bound the two sums.
One can bound the first sum by Young’s convolution inequality:

∑

k∈ZN

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈ZN

|j|s|û(j)||v̂(k − j)|

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

.


 ∑

k∈ZN

|j|2s|û(j)|2




 ∑

k∈ZN

|v̂(k)|




2

.

For any s0 > N/2, Sobolev inequality (Proposition 5) yields

 ∑

k∈ZN

|v̂(k)|




2

. ‖v‖2
H

s0
qp
,

so that the first sum is bounded by

‖Ds
xu‖2L2

qp
‖v‖2

H
s0
qp

. ‖u‖2Hs
qp
‖v‖2

H
s0
qp
.

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

∑

k∈ZN

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈ZN

|k − j|s−1|α · j||û(j)||v̂(k − j)|

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

.


 ∑

k∈ZN

|α · k||û(k)|




2 
 ∑

k∈ZN

|k|2(s−1) |v̂(k)|2

 .

One then applies the Sobolev inequality (Proposition 5, leading to
∑

k∈ZN

|α · k||û(k)| . ‖u‖
H

s0+1
qp

.

This lets us bound the second sum by

‖u‖2
H

s0+1
qp

‖Ds−1
x v‖2L2

qp
. ‖u‖2

H
s0+1
qp

‖v‖2
Hs−1

qp
.
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Therefore, we obtain

‖Ds
x(uv) − uDs

xv‖2L2
qp

. ‖u‖2Hs
qp
‖v‖2

H
s0
qp

+ ‖u‖2
H

s0+1
qp

‖v‖2
Hs−1

qp
,

as desired. �

Another tool to be used in the analysis is the interpolation inequality.

Lemma 8. Let N ∈ N. Let l > N/2 and let u ∈ H l
qp. Then, for any p with p 6 l, we have

‖u‖Hp
qp

6 ‖u‖p/l
Hl

qp
‖u‖1−p/l

H0
qp

.

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 fn → f uniformly on R, and that the averaged integrals

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
f dx, lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
fn dx,

exist, for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . Then,

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
f dx = lim

n→∞
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
fn dx.

Proof. We adapt the proof given in [23, Theorem 7.16]. Let

εn = sup
x∈R

|fn(x)− f(x)|.

Thus, fn − εn 6 f 6 fn + εn, and integrating from −R to R yields

1

2R

∫ R

−R
fn dx− εn 6

1

2R

∫ R

−R
f dx =

1

2R

∫ R

−R
fn dx+ εn.

Hence

−εn 6
1

2R

∫ R

−R
f dx− 1

2R

∫ R

−R
fn dx 6 εn.

Taking the limit in R yields

−εn 6 lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
f dx− lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
fn dx 6 εn,

so that ∣∣∣∣ limR→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
f dx− lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
fn dx

∣∣∣∣ 6 εn.

Since fn → f uniformly, we must have εn → 0 as n→ ∞. As the difference of averaged integrals
is bounded by εn, we see that taking n→ ∞ yields the desired result. �

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

Proposition 10. Assume that the following averaged integrals exist for any t ∈ (0, T )

d

dt
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
φ(x, t) dx, lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

∂

∂t
φ(x, t) dx,

and that
∂

∂t
φ(x, t) = φt(x, t) is continuous in t. Then,

d

dt
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
φ(x, t) dx = lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

∂

∂t
φ(x, t) dx,

i.e. we can interchange time derivatives and averaged integrals.
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Proof. We follow [23, Theorem 9.42]. Fix t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ R and consider difference quotients

ψ(x, s) =
φ(x, s) − φ(x, t)

s− t

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

ψ(x, s) =
∂

∂t
φ(x, r).

Therefore, by continuity of φt, for any ε > 0, there exists a δ > 0 such that∣∣∣∣ψ(x, s)−
∂

∂t
φ(x, s)

∣∣∣∣ < ε, (x ∈ R, 0 < |s− t| < δ)

In other words, ψ(x, s) → ∂
∂tφ(x, t) uniformly, as s→ t. Applying Proposition 9 yields that

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

∂

∂t
φ(x, t) dx = lim

s→t
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
ψ(x, s) dx.

Now, let

f(y) = lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
φ(x, y) dx,

and note that

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
ψ(x, s) dx =

f(s)− f(t)

s− t

by definition of ψ(x, s). With this, we obtain that

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

∂

∂t
φ(x, t) dx = lim

s→t
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
ψ(x, s) dx = lim

s→t

f(s)− f(t)

s− t
.

Since

lim
s→t

f(s)− f(t)

s− t
=

d

dt
f(t) =

d

dt
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
φ(x, t) dx,

we clearly have

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

∂

∂t
φ(x, t) dx =

d

dt
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
φ(x, t) dx,

as desired. �

To conclude, this proposition says that so long as the integrand is C1 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 ∈ Hs
qp,

∑

k∈ZN

FH∂2xDs
xu(k)FDs

xu(−k) = 0.

The statement is still true if ∂sxu is replaced by Ds
xu.

Proof. First, use the definition of Hilbert transform:
∑

k∈ZN

FH∂2xDs
xu(k)FDs

xu(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

(−i) sgn(α · k)(iα · k)2FDs
xu(k)FDs

xu(−k).

Then, split the sum into two sums, depending on the sign of α · k :
∑

k:α·k>0

(−i) sgn(α · k)(iα · k)2FDs
xu(k)FDs

xu(−k)

+
∑

k:α·k<0

(−i) sgn(α · k)(iα · k)2FDs
xu(k)FDs

xu(−k).
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Evaluating the sign leads to
∑

k:α·k>0

(−i)(iα · k)2FDs
xu(k)FDs

xu(−k)−
∑

k:α·k<0

(−i)(iα · k)2FDs
xu(k)FDs

xu(−k).

Performing a change of variables k 7→ −k in the second sum shows that the two sums are the
same, thus the difference is 0, as desired. �

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 ∈ Hs

qp, define uδ through the equation

(3) F(uδ)(k) = I|k|6δ(k)Fu(k),

where |k| stands for the Euclidean norm of k ∈ ZN .
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 ⊂ Hs
qp be a compact set. Then, for any δ > 1 and any u ∈ K, (u)δ

satisfies:

‖(u)δ‖Hs+j
qp

.j δ
j‖(u)δ‖Hs

qp
∀j > 0,(4)

‖(u)δ − u‖L2
qp

= o(δ−s),(5)

‖(u)δ − u‖Hs
qp

= o(1).(6)

In particular, the rate of convergence in (5) and (6) depends only on K and not on u. Here,

recall that the notation f(x) = o(g(x)) means that f(x)/g(x) → 0 as x→ ∞.

Proof. First, we prove (4). Note that

‖(u)δ‖2Hs+j
qp

=
∑

k∈ZN

(1 + |k|2)s |û|2 (k)(1 + |k|2)jI|k|6δ(k)

6 (1 + δ2)j
∑

k∈ZN

(1 + |k|2)s |û|2 (k)I|k|6δ(k)

6 (2δ2)j
∑

k∈ZN

(1 + |k|2)s |û|2 (k),

so that

‖(u)δ‖Hs+j
qp

. δj‖(u)δ‖Hs
qp
.

As for (5), we have

‖(u)δ − u‖2L2
qp

=
∑

k∈ZN

(
I|k|6δ(k)− 1

)2 |û|2 (k)

=
∑

k∈ZN :|k|>δ

|û|2 (k)

6
1

δ2s

∑

k∈ZN :|k|>δ

|k|2s |û|2 (k).

Clearly
∑

k∈ZN :|k|>δ |k|2s |û|2 (k) → 0 as δ → ∞. Thus, we obtain (5).
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Finally, by the same means one obtains

‖(u)δ − u‖2Hs
qp

=
∑

k∈ZN :|k|>δ

〈|k|〉2s |û|2 (k),

which is the same as (6).
We tackle the last statement about the rate of convergence. For simplicity, we first consider

the case of K := {un}∞n=1 ∪ u0, where un → u0 in Hs
qp. Let ε > 0. Now, for any fixed un, there

exists M(n) such that for any δ > M(n), ‖(un)δ − un‖Hs
qp
< ε/3. Of all such M(n), write Mn

for the minimal such value.
Furthermore, there exists N such that for all n > N , ‖u − un‖Hs

qp
< ε/3. Thus, for a fixed

n > N,

‖uδ − u‖Hs
qp

6 ‖uδ − (un)δ‖Hs
qp

+ ‖(un)δ − un‖Hs
qp

+ ‖un − u0‖Hs
qp

< ε,

so that ‖uδ − u‖Hs
qp
< ε. In particular, since M0 is the minimal value such that δ > M0 implies

‖uδ − u‖Hs
qp
< ε, we must have that Mn >M0.

Similarly, for the same n > N that we fixed above we have

‖(un)δ − un‖Hs
qp

6 ‖(un)δ − (u0)δ‖Hs
qp

+ ‖(u0)δ − u0‖Hs
qp

+ ‖u0 − un‖Hs
qp

< ε,

so that ‖(un)δ − un‖Hs
qp
< ε. Since Mn is the minimal value for which δ > Mn implies ‖(un)δ −

un‖Hs
qp
< ε, we must have M0 > Mn. We thus obtain that Mn = M0 for n > N , and therefore

the value

M = sup
i=0,1,2,...

Mi = max
i=0,1,...n

Mi

must be finite. Therefore, for any ε > 0, we can pick M such that for any u ∈ K and δ > M, we
have

‖uδ − u‖Hs
qp
< ε.

Now, we consider any compact set K. Let ε > 0, and for a given u defineMu to be the minimal
value such that δ > Mu implies ‖uδ − u‖Hs

qp
< ε. Define

M = sup
u∈K

Mu.

To show uniformity, we need that M <∞.
Suppose not, i.e. M = ∞. Then, there exists a sequence {un} ⊂ K such that Mn := Mun > n

for each n. By compactness of K, there is a convergent subsequence {unj} ⊂ {un}. Furthermore,
we know that there is a limit of this sequence un0 ∈ K. Let

D = sup
nj :j=0,1,...

Mnj .

Since Mnj > nj, we must have that D = ∞.
However, the proof of the simple case indicates that D <∞, hence a contradiction. Therefore,

M is bounded, and we obtain the desired uniformity on K. �

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 (2).

Theorem 13 (Picard Theorem). Let B be a Banach space and let O ⊆ B be an open set. Let

F : O → B be such that F is locally Lipschitz: for any X ∈ O, there exists λ > 0 and an open

set U ⊆ O such that for all Y,Z ∈ U,

‖F (Y )− F (Z)‖B 6 λ‖Y − Z‖B .
Then, for all X0, there exists T > 0 and a unique X ∈ C1([−T, T ];O) such that X solves the

initial value problem
dX

dt
= F (X),X(0) = X0.
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Theorem 14. Let s > N/2 + 1. Let u0 ∈ Hs
qp. For any integer n > 1, there exists a Tn > 0

and un ∈ C([0, Tn];H
s
qp) such that un satisfies the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation, as well

as un(0) = u0.

Sketch. Take O = B = Hs
qp and define F : Hs

qp → Hs
qp by F (u) = χn[(χnu)(χnux)] + χn[Huxx].

The presence of mollifiers χn ensures that F (u) ∈ Hs
qp for any u ∈ Hs

qp and that F is locally
Lipschitz. By the Picard theorem, for each n, there is a Tn such that there is a unique un that
solves the regularized equation and un ∈ C1([0, Tn];H

s
qp). �

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 χn cuts off Fourier modes with α · k large, rather than k large. It is
well known that α · k can accumulate near zero for large k. However, even with this being an
infinite sum, the point is that α · k is now bounded, and thus norms of derivatives of a function
χnf are bounded by norms of f.

3.3. Uniform bound. In this section, we seek to prove a bound on solutions un 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

‖un‖Hs
qp

. ‖un‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xun‖L2

qp
,

so it is enough to prove that ‖un‖L2
qp

and ‖Ds
xun‖L2

qp
are bounded uniformly. Therefore, we

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

Proposition 16 (The L2
qp bound). Let un be the solution of the regularized Benjamin-Ono

equation with initial data u0. Then we have the following conserved quantity:

‖un‖L2
qp

= ‖u0‖L2
qp
.

Proof. For simplicity, write u = un. The local existence result, Theorem 14, indicates that
u ∈ C1 in time. Therefore, by Proposition 10, we can put the time derivative inside the norm:

d

dt
‖u‖2L2

qp
= lim

M→∞

1

2M

∫ M

−M
2utudx = 2

∑

k∈ZN

(∂tû)(k)û(−k).

Using the equation we obtain:
∑

k∈ZN

(∂tû(k))û(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

Fχn((χnu)(χnux))(k)û(−k) +
∑

k∈ZN

F(χnHuxx)(k)û(−k)

For the nonlinear term, note that
∑

k∈ZN

Fχn((χnu)(χnux))(k)û(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

Fχn(u)χnux(k)Fχnu(−k),

where we transfer the χn to û(−k). Applying Lemma 34 with n = 2 we obtain that
∑

k∈ZN

Fχn(u)χnux(k)Fχnu(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

FχnuxF(χnu)
2(−k),

vanishes.
As for the linear term, since χn = (χn)

2, we can write
∑

k∈ZN

F(χnHuxx)(k)û(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

F(χnHuxx)(k)Fχnu(−k)

and apply Lemma 11 to conclude that the linear term vanishes.
Thus, we see that

d

dt
‖u‖2L2

qp
= 0,

which implies that ‖u‖2L2
qp

= constant = ‖u0‖2L2
qp
. �
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Proposition 17. For s > N/2+1, the solutions of each regularized problem satisfy the following

bound:

‖Ds
xun‖L2

qp
6 ((‖Ds

xu0‖L2
qp

+ ‖u0‖L2
qp
)−1 − Ct)−1,

independently of n, for a fixed C = C(s). This bound holds if C−1(‖Ds
xu0‖L2

qp
+ ‖u0‖L2

qp
)−1 > t.

Proof. As before, Proposition 10 allows to estimate the time derivative of the Sobolev norm:

d‖Ds
xu‖2L2

qp

dt
= 2

∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xut(k)FDs

xu(−k)

= 2
∑

k∈ZN

F(Ds
x[χn[(χnu)(χnux)] + χn[Huxx])(k)FDs

xu(−k)

= 2
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχn[(χnu)(χnux)](k)FDs

xu(−k)

+ 2
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχn[Huxx](k)FDs

xu(−k),

where we have used the regularized evolution equation, and we have split the sum into linear
and nonlinear parts. Since operators Ds

x and χnH∂
2
x commute, we can rewrite the linear term

as ∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχn[Huxx](k)FDs

xu(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

Fχn[H∂
2
xD

s
xu](k)FDs

xu(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

Fχn[H∂
2
xD

s
xu](k)Fχn(D

s
xu)(−k),

so by Lemma 11, this term is 0.
We now deal with the nonlinear term. To simplify the notation, let v = χnu and write

∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχn[(χnu)(χnux)](k)FDs

xu(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χnu)(χnux)](k)FDs

xχnu(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x(vvx)(k)FDs

xv(−k).

Add and subtract vDs
xv to obtain:

∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x(vvx)− vDs

xvx(k)FDs
xv(−k) +

∑

k∈ZN

FvDs
xvx(k)FDs

xv(−k) := I + II.

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

I 6 ‖Ds
x(vvx)− vDs

xv‖L2
qp
‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

.
(
‖v‖Hs

qp
‖vx‖Hs0

qp
+ ‖v‖

H
s0+1
qp

‖vx‖Hs−1
qp

)
‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp
,

for some s0 > N/2. In particular, letting s0 = s− 1 > N/2 yields

I .
(
‖v‖Hs

qp
‖vx‖Hs−1

qp
+ ‖v‖Hs−1+1

qp
‖vx‖Hs−1

qp

)
‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

6 ‖v‖2Hs
qp
‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp
.

As for II, we first apply integration by parts from Lemma 35, yielding

II =
∑

k∈ZN

FvDs
xvx(k)FDs

xv(−k) = −1

2

∑

k∈ZN

FvxDs
xv(k)FDs

xv(−k).

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

II .
∑

k∈ZN

|FvxDs
xv(k)FDs

xv(−k)| . ‖FvxDs
xv‖ℓ2k‖FD

s
xv‖ℓ2k

. ‖Fvx‖ℓ1k‖FD
s
xv‖2ℓ2k

. ‖v‖Hs
qp
‖Ds

xv‖2L2
qp
.
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All in all, we see that the nonlinear term is bounded by

I + II . ‖v‖Hs
qp
‖Ds

xv‖2L2
qp

+ ‖v‖2Hs
qp
‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp
.

Finally, note that by Proposition 16, ‖v‖L2
qp

is bounded; thus, we have

‖v‖Hs
qp

. ‖v‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xv‖L2

qp
. ‖v0‖L2

qp
+ ‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp
.

As a result,

I + II . ‖v‖Hs
qp
‖Ds

xv‖2L2
qp

+ ‖v‖2Hs
qp
‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

6 (‖u0‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xv‖L2

qp
)‖Ds

xv‖2L2
qp

+ (‖u0‖2L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xv‖2L2

qp
)‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

. ‖Ds
xv‖3L2

qp
+ ‖u0‖L2

qp
‖Ds

xv‖2L2
qp

+ ‖u0‖2L2
qp
‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

. ‖Ds
xv‖L2

qp
(‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

+ ‖v0‖L2
qp
)2,

so that

d‖Ds
xun‖2L2

qp

dt
= I + II . ‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp
(‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

+ ‖v0‖L2
qp
)2.

Thus,

d‖Ds
xun‖L2

qp

dt
6 C(‖Ds

xv‖L2
qp

+ ‖v0‖L2
qp
)2,

where C depends on s. A Gronwall-type argument then reveals that ‖Ds
xun‖L2

qp
is bounded,

independently of n:

‖Ds
xun‖L2

qp
6 ((‖Ds

xu0‖L2
qp

+ ‖v0‖L2
qp
)−1 − Ct)−1.

This bound holds whenever C−1(‖Ds
xu0‖L2

qp
+ ‖v0‖L2

qp
)−1 > t. �

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 u0 ∈ Hs
qp.

Then, solutions un to the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation (2) with initial data u0 satisfy the

following bound independent of parameters n :

(7) ‖un‖Hs
qp

6 ‖un‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xun‖L2

qp
. ‖u0‖Hs

qp
+ ((‖u0‖Hs

qp
)−1 − Ct)−1,

Furthermore, these solutions exist on a common time interval T that only depends on s and the

norm ‖u0‖Hs
qp
. In particular, if the initial data is chosen from a compact set K ⊆ Hs

qp, 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 δ > 1. Suppose un,δ solves

the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation with parameter n and regularized initial data (u0)δ , as
defined in (3). Further, let T > 0 be such that these solutions exist on the same interval [0, T ].
Then, un,δ satisfy the following estimate:

‖un,δ‖Hs+l
qp

. δl‖u0‖Hs
qp
,

for any l > 0, for any t ∈ [0, T ].
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Proof. For simplicity, write u = χnun,δ and take the time derivative of ‖Ds+l
x un,δ‖2L2

qp
. Following

the proof of the uniform bound yields

d‖Ds+l
x un,δ‖2L2

qp

dt
= 2

∑

k∈ZN

FDs+l
x χn[(χnun,δ)(χn(un,δ)x)](k)FDs+l

x un,δ(−k)

+ 2
∑

k∈ZN

FDs+l
x χn[H(un,δ)xx](k)FDs+l

x un,δ(−k)

= 2
∑

k∈ZN

FDs+l
x [uux](k)FDs+l

x u(−k).

The linear term vanishes as before, while for the nonlinear term we add and subtract uDs+l
x ux

to get :

∑

k∈ZN

FDs+l
x [uux]− uDs+l

x ux(k)FDs+l
x u(−k) +

∑

k∈ZN

FuDs+l
x ux(k)FDs+l

x u(−k) =: I + II.

For the sum I, apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and use Proposition 7 with s0 = s − 1 to
get

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k∈ZN

FDs+l
x [uux]− uDs+l

x ux(k)FDs+l
x u(−k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
6 ‖Ds+l

x [uux]− uDs+l
x ux‖L2

qp
‖Ds+l

x u‖L2
qp

6
(
‖u‖Hs+l

qp
‖ux‖Hs−1

qp
+ ‖u‖Hs

qp
‖ux‖Hs+l−1

qp

)
‖Ds+l

x u‖L2
qp
.

Note that ‖ux‖Hs−1
qp

and ‖u‖Hs
qp

are bounded on [0, T ], so that

|I| .T ‖u‖Hs+l
qp

‖Ds+l
x u‖L2

qp
. ‖(u0)δ‖L2

qp
‖Ds+l

x u‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds+l
x u‖2L2

qp
.

As for II, we again apply integration by parts, finding

II =
∑

k∈ZN

FuDs+l
x ux(k)FDs+l

x u(−k) = −1

2

∑

k∈ZN

FuxDs+l
x u(k)FDs+l

x u(−k),

so that

II . ‖uxDs+l
x u‖L2

qp
‖Ds+l

x u‖L2
qp

. ‖Fux‖ℓ1k‖D
s+l
x u‖2L2

qp
.

Applying the Sobolev inequality (Proposition 5) and the uniform bound on ‖u‖Hs
qp

yields

‖Fux‖ℓ1k . ‖ux‖Hs−1
qp

. ‖u‖Hs
qp

.T 1.

Combining the bounds on I and II, we obtain

d‖Ds+l
x un,δ‖2L2

qp

dt
. ‖Ds+l

x un,δ‖2L2
qp
.

Finally, applying Gronwall’s inequality and properties of data regularization (4) yields

‖Ds+l
x un,δ‖2L2

qp
. ‖Ds+l

x (u0)δ‖2L2
qp

. δ2l‖Ds
x(u0)δ‖2L2

qp
.

We clearly have

‖un,δ‖L2
qp

= ‖(u0)δ‖L2
qp

6 δl‖(u0)δ‖L2
qp
,

so that we obtain the desired inequality. �
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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 u0 ∈ Hs

qp and let (u0)δ be a regularized version of u0 as defined in (3), with
parameter δ > 0. Let n,m ∈ N. Let un,δ1 solve

ut = χn[(χnun)(χnunx)] + χn[Hunxx],

u(0, ·) = (u0)δ1 ,

whereas um,δ2 denotes the solution of

ut = χm[(χmum)(χmumx)] + χm[Humxx],

u(0, ·) = (u0)δ2 .

For ease of notation, write u = un,δ1 , v = um,δ2 , w = u− v. Note that the set U := {(u0)δ : δ >
0}∪u0 is both a complete subset of Hs

qp and totally bounded Hs
qp by the uniform bound. Hence

U is compact, and so by Corollary 18, u and v exist on the same time interval.
Write the difference of equations:

ut − vt = χn[(χnun)(χnunx)] + χn[Hunxx]− (χm[(χmum)(χmumx)] + χm[Humxx])

= χn[(χnun)(χnunx)]− χm[(χmum)(χmumx)] + χn[Hunxx]− χm[Humxx].

The linear term can be written as follows:

(8)
χn[Huxx]− χm[Hvxx] = χn[Huxx]− χm[Huxx] + χm[Huxx]− χm[Hvxx]

= χm[Hwxx] + [χn − χm]Huxx.

For the nonlinear term, observe the following equality:

χm[(χmw)(χmwx)] = χm[(χmu)(χmux)]− χm[(χmu)(χmvx)]

− χm[(χmv)(χmux)] + χm[(χmv)(χmvx)],

so that

χm[(χmv)(χmvx)] = χm[(χmw)(χmwx)] + χm[(χmu)(χmvx)]

+ χm[(χmv)(χmux)]− χm[(χmu)(χmux)]

= χm[(χmw)(χmwx)] + χm[(χmu)(χmvx)]− χm[(χmw)(χmux)].

As such it is straightforward to verify the following identity:

(9)

χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]

= χm[(χmv)(χmwx)] + χm[(χmw)(χmu)x] + χm[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x]

+ χm[((χn − χm)u)(χnu)x] + [χn − χm][χnuχnux].

As is seen in both (8) and (9), there are terms with factors χn−χm. The lemma below explains
how to handle these terms.

Lemma 20. Let n,m ∈ N and l > 0. For any v ∈ H l
qp, we have

‖(χn − χm)v‖L2
qp

6 max{1/n, 1/m}l‖Dl
xv‖L2

qp
.

Proof. Note that

‖(χn − χm)v‖2L2
qp

=
∑

k

|v̂|2(k)Imin{n,m}6|α·k|6max{n,m}.
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Since min{n,m} 6 |α · k| 6 |k|, we know that |k|−1 6 max{1/n, 1/m}. Thus,

‖(χn − χm)v‖2L2
qp

=
∑

k

|v̂|2(k)Imin{n,m}(k)6|α·k|6max{n,m}

=
∑

k

Imin{n,m}6|α·k|6max{n,m}(k)|v̂|2(k)|k|−2l|k|2l

6
(
max{1/n, 1/m}

)2l ∑

k

Imin{n,m}6|α·k|6max{n,m}(k)|F∂lxv|2(k)

6
(
max{1/n, 1/m}

)2l‖Dl
xv‖2L2

qp
,

from which the lemma follows. �

We are now ready to prove Cauchy estimates. We begin with the L2
qp case.

Proposition 21. Let m,n ∈ N. Then, solutions u = un,δ1 , v = um,δ2 be defined as above. Then,

d

dt
‖u− v‖2L2

qp
. ‖u− v‖2L2 +max{1/n, 1/m}s−2‖u− v‖L2 ,

where implicit constants do not depend on n,m, but may depend on the uniform bound derived

before. In particular, we have

(10) ‖u− v‖L2
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}s−2 + ‖(u0)δ1 − (u0)δ2‖L2
qp
.

Proof. As before, we take the time derivative of the L2
qp norm:

d‖w‖2L2
qp

dt
= 2

∑

k

F(u− v)t(k)ŵ(−k)

= 2
∑

k

Fχn[(χnun)(χnunx)]− χm[(χmum)(χmumx)](k)ŵ(−k)

+ 2
∑

k

Fχn[Hunxx]− χm[Humxx](k)ŵ(−k).

Following the analysis above, the linear part can be estimated following (8). Thus,

∑

k∈ZN

F(χn[Huxx]− χm[Hvxx])(k)Fw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

F(χm[Hwxx])(k)Fw(−k)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

= 0 by Lemma 11

+
∑

k∈ZN

F([χn − χm]Huxx)(k)Fw(−k).

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is enough to estimate

‖FD2
x([χn − χm]u)‖ℓ2k .

By Lemma 20, we can bound

‖FD2
x([χn − χm]v)‖ℓ2k . max{1/n, 1/m}l0‖u‖2+l0

H .

Since s > N/2+1 and N > 1, we can write s = 2+ ε and let l0 = ε. With this choice, the linear
term is bounded by

max{1/n, 1/m}ε‖u‖sH‖w‖L2
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}ε‖w‖L2
qp
,

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 (9), we need to estimate
∑

k

Fχm[(χmv)(χmwx)](k)Fw(−k) +
∑

k

Fχm[(χmw)(χmu)x](k)Fw(−k)

+
∑

k

Fχm[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x](k)Fw(−k) +
∑

k

Fχm[((χn − χm)u)(χnu)x](k)Fw(−k)

+
∑

k

F [χn − χm][χnuχnux](k)Fw(−k)

= I + II + III + IV + V.

We seek to bound each term:

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

k

Fχm[(χmv)(χmwx)](k)Fw(−k) =
∑

k

F(χmv)(χmwx)(k)Fχmw(−k)

= −1

2

∑

k

F(χmv)xχmw(k)Fχmw(−k),

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

I . ‖F(χmw)(χmv)x‖ℓ2k‖χmw‖L2
qp

6 ‖F(χmv)x‖ℓ1k‖w‖
2
L2
qp

. ‖v‖Hs
qp
‖w‖2L2

qp
,

so that I is bounded by ‖w‖2L2
qp
.

(2) the term II is handled similarly to I:
∑

k

Fχm[(χmw)(χmu)x](k)Fw(−k) =
∑

k

F [(χmw)(χmu)x](k)Fχmw(−k)

6 ‖F(χmw)(χmu)x‖ℓ2k‖χmw‖L2
qp

6 ‖F(χmu)x‖ℓ1k‖w‖
2
L2
qp

. ‖u‖Hs
qp
‖w‖2L2

qp
,

so that II is bounded by ‖w‖2L2
qp
.

(3) the terms III and IV are handled similarly to I and II except that Lemma 20 is invoked
to gain decay. For example, let us consider III :

∑

k

Fχm[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x](k)Fw(−k) 6 ‖F(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x‖ℓ2k‖w‖L2
qp

6 ‖F(χn − χm)ux‖ℓ2k‖Fχmu‖ℓ1k‖w‖L2
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}s−1‖u‖Hs
qp
‖u‖Hs−1

qp
‖w‖L2

qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}s−1‖w‖L2
qp
.

In the same way, we obtain

IV . max{1/n, 1/m}s‖w‖L2
qp
.

(4) for the term V , apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 20:
∑

k

F [χn − χm][χnuχnux](k)Fw(−k) 6 ‖[χn − χm][χnuχnux]‖L2
qp
‖w‖L2

qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}s−1‖χnuχnux‖Hs−1
qp

‖w‖L2
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}s−1‖χnu‖Hs−1
qp

‖χnux‖Hs−1
qp

‖w‖L2
qp
,
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where we apply the algebra property in the last line. Thus, V 6 max{1/n, 1/m}s−1‖w‖L2
qp
.

Combining these estimates with the linear part yields the following inequality:

d‖w‖2L2
qp

dt
6 max{1/n, 1/m}ε‖w‖L2

qp
+ ‖w‖2L2

qp

+max{1/n, 1/m}s‖w‖L2
qp

+max{1/n, 1/m}s−1‖w‖L2
qp
.

Note that since s = 2 + ε, we have ε = s − 2. In particular, this will be the slowest decaying
factor, so that

d‖w‖2L2
qp

dt
. max{1/n, 1/m}s−2‖w‖L2

qp
+ ‖w‖2L2

qp
,

which becomes
d‖w‖L2

qp

dt
. max{1/n, 1/m}s−2 + ‖w‖L2

qp
.

A standard application of the Gronwall’s inequality now yields

‖w‖L2
qp

. et(max{1/n, 1/m}s−2 + ‖w0‖L2
qp
),

which completes the baseline estimate. �

An easy consequence of the L2
qp Cauchy estimate and the interpolation inequality (Lemma 8)

is that we obtain Cauchy property of solutions for H l
qp where 0 6 l < s. In the particular case

of l = s, p = s− 1, we have

‖w‖Hs−1
qp

6 ‖w‖(s−1)/s

Hl
qp

‖w‖1−(s−1)/s
L2
qp

= ‖w‖(s−1)/s

Hl
qp

‖w‖1/s
L2
qp

Due to triangle inequality and the uniform bound on u and v, we can ignore ‖w‖(s−1)/s

Hl
qp

. Now,

invoking (10) we have

‖w‖Hs−1
qp

6
(
max{1/n, 1/m}s−2 + ‖(u0)δ1 − (u0)δ2‖L2

qp

)1/s

6 max{1/n, 1/m}(s−2)/s + ‖(u0)δ1 − (u0)δ2‖
1/s
L2
qp
.

By (5), we have

‖(u0)δ1 − (u0)δ2‖L2
qp

6 ‖(u0)δ1 − u0‖L2
qp

+ ‖(u0)δ2 − u0‖L2
qp

. o((δ1)
−s) + o((δ2)

−s),

so that

‖w‖Hs−1
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}(s−2)/s + (o((δ1)
−s) + o((δ2)

−s))1/s.

Thus, we obtain

(11) ‖w‖Hs−1
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}(s−2)/s + o((δ1)
−1) + o((δ2)

−1).

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 ∈ R+ and δ1, δ2 ∈ R+. Assume δ1 < δ2 and m > n. Furthermore,

assume δ1 6 n(s−2)/s−ε, for some ε > 0. Let un,δ1 , um,δ2 be solutions for the respective regularized

Benjamin-Ono problem which exist on the same time interval [0, T ]. Then, we have the following

estimate

‖un,δ1 − um,δ2‖L∞

T Hs
qp

= o(1)

for large enough δ1. 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 22. As before, we consider the time derivative of ‖Ds
x(un,δ1 − um,δ2)‖2L2

qp
.

For ease of notation, write u = un,δ1 , v = um,δ2 , w = u− v, so that we wish to estimate

d

dt
‖Ds

xw‖2L2
qp

= 2
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xw(k)FDs

xw(−k)

= 2
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x(χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)])FDs

xw(−k)

+ 2
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x(χn[Huxx]− χm[Hvxx])FDs

xw(−k).

First, we pick the ε > 0. Note that since

s > N/2 + 1 > 2/2 + 1 = 2,

we know that there is some ε > 0 such that

s− 2

s
> ε >

2

3

s− 2

s
.

Note that with this choice ε, we necessarily have

(s− 2)/s − ε > 0 and 2(s − 2)/s − 3ε < 0.

For convenience, we write

(12) δ1 6 n(s−2)/s−ε, (s− 2)/s − ε > 0, 2(s − 2)/s − 3ε < 0,

so that we can refer to these conditions easily. Furthermore, note that

(13) δ1n
−1 6 n(s−2)/s−εn−1 = n(−s+s−2)/s−ε = n−2/s−ε.

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

∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x(χn[Huxx]− χm[Hvxx])FDs

xw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x(χm[Hwxx])FDs

xw(−k)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

= 0 by Lemma (11)

+
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x([χn − χm]Huxx)FDs

xw(−k).

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is enough to estimate

‖FDs+2
x ([χn − χm]u)‖ℓ2k .

Due to the presence of χn − χm, we first apply Lemma (20) and then use Lemma (19):

‖FDs+2
x ([χn − χm]u)‖ℓ2k . max{1/n, 1/m}l1‖u‖

H
s+l1+2
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}l1 (δ1)l1+2‖u‖Hs
qp

= n−l1(δ1)
l1+2‖u‖Hs

qp
.

Thus, the linear term is bounded by

n−l1(δ1)
l1+2‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp
,

where the constants depend on s and the uniform bound on v. Letting l1 = 1 lets us bound the
linear term by

n−1δ31‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
.
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We proceed with the nonlinear term. Using the decomposition in (9), we have

∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x(χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)])(k)FDs

xw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[(χmv)(χmwx)](k)FDs

xw(−k) +
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[(χmw)(χmu)x](k)FDs

xw(−k)

+
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x](k)FDs

xw(−k)

+
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[((χn − χm)u)(χnu)x](k)FDs

xw(−k) +
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[χn − χm][χnuχnux](k)FDs

xw(−k)

= I + II + III + IV + 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

∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[(χmv)(χmwx)](k)FDs

xw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmv)(χmwx)](k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmv)(χmwx)]− (χmv)D

s
x(χmwx)(k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

+
∑

k∈ZN

F(χmv)D
s
x(χmwx)(k)FDs

xχmw(−k).

Application of the fractional Leibniz rule and energy cancellation argument yield that
both terms are bounded by ‖χmv‖Hs

qp
‖χmw‖Hs

qp
‖Ds

xχmw‖L2
qp
. By uniform bound, we see

that I is bounded by

‖w‖Hs
qp
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

. (‖Ds
xw0‖L2

qp
+ ‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp
)‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

6 ‖Ds
xw0‖L2

qp
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xw‖2L2

qp
.

Since ‖Ds
xw0‖L2

qp
= o(1) for δ1 large enough, we have

I . o(1)‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
+ ‖Ds

xw‖2L2
qp
.

(2) the term II is dealt with similarly to I :

∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[(χmw)(χmu)x](k)FDs

xw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmw)(χmu)x](k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmw)(χmu)x]− χmwD

s
x(χmu)x(k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

+
∑

k∈ZN

F(χmw)D
s
x(χmu)x(k)FDs

xχmw(−k).

The first sum is bounded by

‖χmw‖Hs
qp
‖(χmv)x‖Hs−1

qp
6 ‖w‖Hs

qp
‖v‖Hs

qp
. ‖w‖Hs

qp
6 ‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xw0‖L2

qp
.
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For the second sum, we bound by

‖F(χmw)D
s
x(χmu)x‖ℓ2k‖D

s
xχmw‖L2

qp
. ‖χmw‖Hs−1

qp
‖Ds

x(χmu)x‖L2
qp
‖Ds

xχmw‖L2
qp

. δ1‖w‖Hs−1
qp

‖Ds
xu‖L2

qp
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

. δ1‖w‖Hs−1
qp

‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp

where we used Lemma 3. We then use (11) to gain decay from δ1‖w‖Hs−1
qp

:

δ1‖w‖Hs−1
qp

. δ1 max{1/n, 1/m}(s−2)/s + δ1o((δ1)
−1) + δ1o((δ2)

−1)

= δ1n
(2−s)/s + δ1o((δ2)

−1) + o(1),

for δ1 large enough. By assumption, δ1 < δ2, so that

δ1‖w‖Hs−1
qp

. δ1n
(2−s)/s + o(1).

Therefore, II is bounded by

(δ1n
(2−s)/s + o(1))‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

Using (12) we have

δ1n
(2−s)/s 6 n(s−2)/s−εn(2−s)/s = n−ε,

so that II indeed decays:

(n−ε + o(1))‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
.

(3) for the term III as before we write
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x](k)FDs

xw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x](k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x]− (χmu)D

s
x[((χn − χm)u)x](k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

+
∑

k∈ZN

FχmuD
s
x(χn − χm)ux(k)FDs

xχmw(−k).

The first sum is bounded by

‖χmu‖Hs
qp
‖(χn − χm)u)x‖Hs−1

qp
‖Ds

xχmw‖L2
qp

. n−l2(δ1)
l2‖Ds

xχmw‖L2
qp
,

where we invoked Lemma 20 and Lemma 19. For the second sum, we bound similarly:

‖FχmuD
s
x(χn − χm)ux‖ℓ2k‖D

s
xw‖L2

qp
. ‖Fχmu‖ℓ1k‖FD

s
x(χn − χm)ux‖ℓ2k‖D

s
xw‖L2

qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}l3(δ1)l3+1,

for l3 > 0. Letting l2 = l3 = 1, we find the term IV is bounded above by(
n−1δ1 + n−1δ21

)
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp
.

(4) the term IV is very similar to III. Decomposing IV as
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[((χn − χm)u)(χnu)x](k)FDs

xw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[((χn − χm)u)(χnu)x](k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[((χn − χm)u)(χnu)x]− ((χn − χm)u)Ds

x(χmw)x(k)FDs
xχmw(−k)

+
∑

k∈ZN

F((χn − χm)u)Ds
x(χnu)x(k)FDs

xχmw(−k),
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we find that it is bounded by
(
δ1 max{1/n, 1/m}l4 +max{1/n, 1/m}l5(δ1)l5

)
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp
,

with l4 6 1. Again, let l4 = l5 = 1 so that V has the bound

n−1δ2‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
.

(5) for the term V , first apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 20 to obtain

max{1/n, 1/m}l6‖Ds+l6(χnuχnux)‖L2
qp
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp
.

This is bounded by

max{1/n, 1/m}l6‖χnuχnux‖Hs+l6
qp

‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
.

Note that by applying the algebra property, Lemma 19, and the uniform bound, we get

‖χnuχnux‖Hs+l6
qp

6 ‖χnu‖Hs+l6
qp

‖χnux‖Hs+l6+1
qp

. δ2l6+1
1

Finally, let l6 = 1, so that the bound is

I . n−1δ31‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
,

as needed.

Combining the estimates for nonlinear and linear terms, we obtain the following bound:
(
n−1δ1 + n−1δ21 + n−1δ31

)
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

+ (n−ε + o(1))‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
+ ‖Ds

xw‖2L2
qp
.

Note that since δ1 is big enough, it is enough to estimate n−1δ31 .
Using (12) and (13), we obtain

n−1δ31 6 n−2/s−εδ21

6 n−2/s−εn2((s−2)/s−ε).

Combining the exponents yields the power

−2/s− ε+ 2((s − 2)/s − ε) = −2/s + 2(s− 2)/s − 3ε

= (−2 + 2s− 4)/s − 3ε

= 2(s − 3)/s − 3ε.

Here, note that 2(s−3)
s < 2(s−2)

s , so that

2(s − 3)/s − 3ε <
2(s− 2)

s
− 3ε < 0

by choice of ε. Thus, we have

n−1δ31‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
6 n

2(s−2)
s

−3ε‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
.

Therefore, we obtain

d

dt
‖Ds

xw‖2L2
qp

.
(
n

2(s−2)
s

−3ε + n−ε + o(1)
)
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xw‖2L2

qp
,

so that
d

dt
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

.
(
n

2(s−2)
s

−3ε + n−ε + o(1)
)
+ ‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp
.

Finally, a Gronwall type argument reveals that

‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
. et(n

2(s−2)
s

−3ε + n−ε + o(1)) + ‖Ds
xw0‖L2

qp

. n
2(s−2)

s
−3ε + n−ε + o(1),

since ‖Ds
xw0‖L2

qp
= o(1) for δ1 large enough. Furthermore, since δ2 < n(s−2)/s−ε, we know that

n
2(s−2)

s
−3ε + n−ε 6 δ−l

1
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for some l > 0. Thus, we obtain ‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
= o(1). The same analysis applied to ‖w‖L2

qp
yields

‖w‖L2
qp

= o(1), so that we obtain the desired result. �

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) ‖χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

. o(1) + max{1/n, 1/m}γ1 ,

where γ1 > 0 is small enough so that s− 1− γ1 > N/2. Second, the following bound on holds on

the difference of linear terms:

(15) ‖χnHuxx − χmHvxx‖Hs−2γ2
qp

. o(1) + max{1/n, 1/m}γ2 ,

where γ2 > 0 is small enough. Furthermore, both (14) and (15) hold uniformly on [0, T ].

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

‖χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

6 ‖χm[(χmv)(χmwx)]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+ ‖χm[(χmw)(χmu)x]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+ ‖χm[(χmu)((χn − χm)u)x]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+ ‖χm[((χn − χm)u)(χnu)x]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+ ‖[χn − χm][χnuχnux]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

.

As s − 1 − γ1 > N/2, we can apply the algebra property on the first four terms. For the fifth
term, first apply Lemma 20 and then the algebra property. These operations altogether let us
bound the above by

‖χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

6 ‖v‖
H

s−1−γ1
qp

‖wx‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+ ‖w‖
H

s−1−γ1
qp

‖ux‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+ ‖u‖
H

s−1−γ1
qp

‖(χn − χm)ux‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+ ‖(χn − χm)u‖
H

s−1−γ1
qp

‖ux‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

+max{1/n, 1/m}γ1‖u‖
H

s−1−γ1
qp

‖ux‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

.

Simplifying and applying Lemma 20 on the third and fourth term yields the bound

‖χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

6 ‖v‖Hs
qp
‖w‖Hs

qp
+ ‖w‖Hs

qp
‖u‖Hs

qp
+max{1/n, 1/m}γ1‖u‖2Hs

qp
.

Applying the uniform bound and the Cauchy estimate yields the bound

‖χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

. o(1) + max{1/n, 1/m}γ1 .

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

‖χnHuxx − χmHvxx‖Hs−2−γ2
qp

6 ‖(χn − χm)uxx‖Hs−2γ2
qp

+ ‖χmHwxx‖Hs−2−γ2
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}γ2‖uxx‖Hs−2
qp

+ ‖w‖
H

s−γ2
qp

. max{1/n, 1/m}γ2‖u‖Hs
qp

+ ‖w‖Hs
qp
.

Clearly the latter can be bounded by

‖χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]‖Hs−1−γ1
qp

6 max{1/n, 1/m}γ2 + o(1),

so that we obtain the result. �
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Finally, we perform the following continuity in the initial data for the regularized Benjamin-
Ono equation. Namely, let u0, v0 ∈ K ⊂ Hs

qp, where K is compact in Hs
qp. Let (u0)δ be a

regularized version of u0 as defined in (3), with parameter δ > 0. Let n,m ∈ N. Let un solve

ut = χn[(χnun)(χnunx)] + χn[Hunxx],

u(0, ·) = (u0)δ,

whereas um denotes the solution of

ut = χm[(χmum)(χmumx)] + χm[Humxx],

u(0, ·) = (v0)δ .

For ease of notation, write u = un, v = um, w = u− v. Since K is compact, and so by Corollary
18, u and v exist on the same time interval.

We have the following result:

Proposition 24. Let m,n ∈ R+ and δ ∈ R+. Assume m > n. Let u0, v0 ∈ K ⊂ Hs
qp, where K

is compact in Hs
qp. Furthermore, assume δ 6 n(s−2)/s−ε, for some ε > 0. Let un, um be solutions

for the respective regularized Benjamin-Ono problem which exist on the same time interval [0, T ],
defined as above.

Given η > 0, we can pick δ > 0 sufficiently large so that there is η̃ > 0 such that ‖u0−v0‖ < η̃
implies

‖un − um‖L∞

T Hs
qp
< η.

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 22. The L2
qp estimate

becomes
‖w‖L2

qp
. max{1/n, 1/m}s−2 + ‖u0 − v0‖L2

qp
.

The (11) becomes

‖w‖Hs−1
qp

.
(
max{1/n, 1/m}s−2 + ‖(u0)δ − (v0)δ‖L2

qp

)1/s

6 max{1/n, 1/m}(s−2)/s + ‖(u0)δ − (v0)δ‖1/sL2
qp

6 max{1/n, 1/m}(s−2)/s + ‖u0 − v0‖1/sL2
qp
.

As for the Ds
x estimate, the only place where the argument changes is in the estimate of II.

Here, we have
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
xχm[(χmw)(χmu)x](k)FDs

xw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmw)(χmu)x](k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

FDs
x[(χmw)(χmu)x]− χmwD

s
x(χmu)x(k)FDs

xχmw(−k)

+
∑

k∈ZN

F(χmw)D
s
x(χmu)x(k)FDs

xχmw(−k).

The first sum is bounded by

‖χmw‖Hs
qp
‖(χmv)x‖Hs−1

qp
6 ‖w‖Hs

qp
‖v‖Hs

qp
. ‖w‖Hs

qp
6 ‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xw0‖L2

qp
.

For the second sum, we bound by

‖F(χmw)D
s
x(χmu)x‖ℓ2k‖D

s
xχmw‖L2

qp
. ‖χmw‖Hs−1

qp
‖Ds

x(χmu)x‖L2
qp
‖Ds

xχmw‖L2
qp

. δ‖w‖Hs−1
qp

‖Ds
xu‖L2

qp
‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp

. δ‖w‖Hs−1
qp

‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
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where we used Lemma 3. We then use (11) to gain decay from δ‖w‖Hs−1
qp

:

δ‖w‖Hs−1
qp

. δmax{1/n, 1/m}(s−2)/s + δ‖u0 − v0‖1/sL2
qp

= δn(2−s)/s + δ‖u0 − v0‖1/sL2
qp
,

for δ1 large enough. Therefore, II is bounded by

(δn(2−s)/s + δ‖u0 − v0‖1/sL2
qp
)‖Ds

xw‖L2
qp
.

Combining all the estimates as in the proof of Proposition 22 we have

‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
. n

2(s−2)
s

−3ε + n−ε + δ‖Ds
x(u0 − v0)‖1/sL2

qp
.

Since 2(s−2)
s − 3ε < 0, there is some ℓ > 0 such that

n
2(s−2)

s
−3ε + n−ε 6 δ−ℓ.

Combining this with the L2
qp estimate we have

‖w‖Hs
qp

6 ‖w‖L2
qp

+ ‖Ds
xw‖L2

qp
. n2−s + n

2(s−2)
s

−3ε + n−ε + δ‖Ds
x(u0 − v0)‖1/sL2

qp
+ ‖u0 − v0‖L2

qp
.

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

n2−s + n
2(s−2)

s
−3ε + n−ε 6 δ−ℓ,

so that

‖w‖Hs
qp

. δ−ℓ + δ‖Ds
x(u0 − v0)‖1/sL2

qp
+ ‖u0 − v0‖L2

qp
,

where this inequality holds up to some constant A.
Given η > 0, pick δ > 0 big enough so that δ−ℓ + δ−1 + δ−2s < A−1η. Now, pick η̃ = δ−2s.

Therefore,

‖w‖Hs
qp

6 A(n−ℓ + δ(δ−2s)1/s + δ−2s) = A(δ−ℓ + δ−1 + δ−2s) < η,

which completes the proof. �

4. Local 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 Hs
qp,

• uniqueness of the solution u,
• the continuity in time of the norm ‖u‖Hs

qp
,

• the continuity in the initial data.

We begin with the first item.

Proposition 25. Let s > N/2 + 1. Let u0 ∈ Hs
qp. Then, there exists T = T (s, ‖u0‖Hs

qp
) such

that there exists a unique solution u ∈ L∞([0, T ];Hs
qp) of the Benjamin-Ono equation with the

initial data u0. In particular,

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

Proof. Consider the sequence {(u0)δ} of regularized initial data (3). Given δ > 0, pick nδ =
exp( s

s−2−εs log δ), where ε > 0 is chosen as in Proposition 22. With this choice, we satisfy

δ = n(s−2)/s−ε.
Consider the sequence uδ := unδ,δ. From the previous section, we know that this sequence is

Cauchy in L∞([0, T ];Hs
qp), so it has a limit u. Furthermore, from Corollary 18, it is known that

the time of existence T satisfies the bound

T <
1

C‖u0‖Hs
qp

.
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The independence of the bound on T from δ and nδ ensures that when the limit is taken, the
time of existence is not affected. Thus, u ∈ L∞([0, T ];Hs

qp).
We check that u solves the Benjamin-Ono equation.
Let γ > 0 be such that s− 2− γ > 0 and s− 1− γ > N/2. By Corollary 23, we know that

‖χn[(χnu)(χnux)]− χm[(χmv)(χmvx)]‖Hs−1−γ
qp

. o(1) + max{1/n, 1/m}γ ,
and

‖χnHuxx − χmHvxx‖Hs−2−γ
qp

. o(1) + max{1/n, 1/m}γ .
Letting n = nδ and m, δ2 → ∞ yields the following bound:

(16) ‖χn[(χnu
δ)(χnu

δ
x)]− uux‖Hs−1−γ

qp
. o(1) + n−γ ,

and

(17) ‖χnHu
δ
xx −Huxx‖Hs−2γ

qp
. o(1) + n−γ ,

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

(18) uδ(t, x) = (u0)δ(x) +

∫ t

0
χn[(χnu

δ)(χnu
δ
x)] + χn[Hu

δ
xx] ds,

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, x) = u0(x) +

∫ t

0
uux(s, x) +Huxx(s, x) ds

holds pointwise or in the sense of distributions.
Consider the difference of the right-hand sides of (18) and (19):

(20)

∫ t

0
χn[(χnu

δ)(χnu
δ
x)]− uux(s, x) + χn[Hu

δ
xx]−Huxx(s, x) ds

Taking the Hs−2−γ
qp norm of the integrand and applying the bounds (16) and (17), we are able

to obtain that this is of the form o(1) + n−γ . Letting δ → ∞ implies n → ∞ as well. Since
the bounds are uniform in t, we also obtain that the expression (20) vanishes as δ → ∞. Since
uδ → u and (u0)δ → u0 in Hs

qp, they also converge in Hs−2
qp . Therefore, (19) holds in Hs−2

qp .
Finally, if s > N/2 + 2, then s− 2 > N/2. By the Sobolev inequality, the equation (19) holds

pointwise. If N/2 + 2 > s > N/2 + 1, then N/2 > s > N/2 − 1, and so the equation (19) holds
in the sense of distributions. �

Proposition 26 (Weak continuity in time). The limit u is weakly continuous in time in Hs
qp.

Proof. Let φ ∈ H−s
qp . Note

〈φ, u(s)− u(t)〉 = 〈φ, u(s) − uδ(s)〉+ 〈φ, uδ(s)− uδ(t)〉+ 〈φ, uδ(t)− u(t)〉.
By Theorem 14, 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 ε > 0. For any m satisfying 1 6 m < s, let φ̃ ∈ H−m be given such that

‖φ− φ̃‖H−s
qp

6
ε

3
.

Now, write and bound

〈φ, u(s)− uδ(s)〉 = 〈φ− φ̃, u(s)〉+ 〈φ̃, u(s)− uδ(s)〉+ 〈φ̃− φ, uδ(s)〉
6 ‖φ− φ̃‖H−s

qp
‖u‖Hs

qp
+ ‖φ̃‖H−m

qp
‖u− uδ‖Hm

qp
+ ‖φ− φ̃‖H−s

qp
‖uδ‖Hs

qp
.

Note that ‖u‖Hs
qp

and ‖uδ‖Hs
qp

are bounded due to uniform bounds. Thus, we obtain that

〈φ, u(s)− uδ(s)〉 . ε

3
+
ε

3
+
ε

3
= ε.
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Therefore, we have that u ∈ CW ([0, T ];Hs
qp). �

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 u0 ∈ Hs
qp. Suppose u, v are two solutions of the Benjamin-Ono

equation with initial data u0. Write w = u− v. Then, w satisfies

wt = wux + vwx +Hwxx

and w(0) = 0. Now, as in the proof of the Cauchy estimate one finds that

d‖w‖2L2
qp

dt
. (‖u‖Hs

qp
+ ‖v‖Hs

qp
)‖w‖2Hs

qp
6 C‖w‖2L2

qp
,

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

‖w(t)‖2L2
qp

6 ‖w(0)‖2L2
qp
exp(Ct) = 0,

since clearly ‖w(0)‖2L2
qp

= 0. Thus, we have u = v almost everywhere. Now, since s > N/2+1 and

u, v ∈ Hs
qp, 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 ];Hs
qp). Since Hs

qp 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)‖Hs
qp

is a continuous function of time.

Proof. As in the proof of the uniform estimate, we have

‖uδ‖Hs
qp

. ‖u0‖Hs
qp

+ ((‖u0‖Hs
qp
)−1 − Ct)−1.

Letting δ → ∞ we have

‖u‖Hs
qp

. ‖u0‖Hs
qp

+ ((‖u0‖Hs
qp
)−1 − Ct)−1.

Now, let tn → 0+. The apriori estimate gives

‖u(tn)‖Hs
qp

. ‖u0‖Hs
qp

+ ((‖u0‖Hs
qp
)−1 − Ctn)

−1.

Taking the limit supremum n→ ∞, we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

‖u(tn)‖Hs
qp

. ‖u0‖Hs
qp

+ lim sup
n→∞

((‖u0‖Hs
qp
)−1 − Ctn)

−1 = ‖u0‖Hs
qp

+ ‖u0‖Hs
qp
.

Now, weak continuity of u in Hs implies that u(tn) ⇀ u(0). By lower semi-continuity of the
norm we have

‖u0‖Hs
qp

6 lim inf
n→∞

‖u(tn)‖Hs
qp
.

Thus, we obtain

‖u0‖Hs
qp

= lim
n→∞

‖u(tn)‖Hs
qp

This shows right-continuity at t = 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 = 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 t = 0 must be right continuous on (0, T ).

For left continuity, note that the Benjamin-Ono equation is invariant under the change of
variables (t, x) 7→ (−t,−x). From this one obtains left continuity on (0, T ). We conclude that
the norm ‖u(t)‖Hs

qp
is continuous in time. �
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Remark 29. Let η > 0 be given. By the Cauchy estimate in Proposition (22), there exists N > 0
such that for all δ > N, uniformly in u0 ∈ K, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uδ − u‖Hs
qp
< η,

where uδ and u solve the regularized and the original Benjamin-Ono equation. The uniformity
in u0 comes from the fact the rate of decay is uniform for K compact.

Proposition 30 (Continuity in initial data in Hs
qp). Let s > N/2+1. Let u0 ∈ Hs

qp and suppose

{un}∞n=1 is a sequence such that un → u0 in Hs
qp. Let T be the common time of existence for

solutions of Benjamin-Ono equation with initial data {un}∞n=0, which can be taken independent

of n. Let Un ∈ C([0, T ];Hs
qp) be the solution of the Benjamin-Ono equation with initial data un

for n = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Then,

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Un − U0‖Hs
qp

= 0.

Proof. Let η > 0. Given any δ > 1, write

Un − U0 = (Un − (Un)
δ) + ((Un)

δ − (U0)
δ) + ((Un)

δ − U0),

where (Un)
δ is the solution of the regularized Benjamin-Ono equation with initial data un and

the regularizing parameter δ.
It is clear that the set {un}∞n=1 ∪ u0 is a compact subset of Hs

qp. Therefore, per Remark 29,
we can pick δ > 0 such that for all n = 0, 1, 2, . . ., we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(Un)
δ − Un‖Hs

qp
<
η

3
.

It remains to deal with the difference (Un)
δ − (U0)

δ . This follows from Proposition 24: we can
pick δ sufficiently big so that

‖(Un)
δ − (U0)

δ‖Hs
qp

6
η

3
.

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

• mass:

(21)

∫
udx.

• momentum:

(22)

∫
u2 dx,

• energy:

(23)

∫
u3

3
+ uHux dx,

• the conservation law for the H1 norm:

(24)

∫
u4

4
+

3

2
u2Hux −

3

2
u2x dx.
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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 α, that only depends on ‖u0‖H1/2 and

not t. Now, note that the nonhomogenous part of the H1/2 norm for the decaying data can be

written as ‖u‖2
Ḣ1/2 =

∫
uHux dx. Thus, ‖u‖2Ḣ1/2 = α−

∫
u3

3 dx. Therefore we have

‖u‖2
Ḣ1/2 . |α|+ 1

3
‖u‖3L3 .

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we know that ‖u‖3L3 is bounded by ‖u‖2L2‖∂1/2x u‖L2 , i.e.

‖u‖L3 6 C‖u‖2L2‖∂1/2x u‖L2 for a fixed C > 0. Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality then yields
that

‖u‖3L3 6 2C4‖u‖4L2 +
1

2
‖∂1/2x u‖2L2 .

We then have that
1

2
‖u‖2

Ḣ1/2 6 |α|+ 2C4‖u‖4L2 = |α| + 2C4‖u0‖4L2 ,

where we used the conservation of L2 norm. From here it follows that ‖u‖H1/2 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:

• mass:

(25) lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
udx or û(0),

• momentum:

(26) lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
u2 dx or

∑

k∈ZN

û(k)û(−k),

• energy:

(27) lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

u3

3
+ uHux dx or

∑

k∈ZN

1

3
Fu2(k)û(−k) + FHux(k)û(−k),

• conservation law for the H1 norm:

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

u4

4
+

3

2
u2Hux −

3

2
u2x dx

or
∑

k∈ZN

1

4
Fu3(k)û(−k) + 3

2
Fu2(k)FHux(−k)−

3

2
ûx(k)ûx(−k).

(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

‖u‖pLp = lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
|u|p dx.

These norms are invariant under rescaling uλ(x) = u(x/λ), i.e. ‖u‖Lp = ‖uλ‖Lp for any λ > 0.

Furthermore, it is straightforward to check that D̂s
xuλ(k) = λ−sD̂s

xu(λk) and that Ds
xuλ(x) =
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λ−sDs
xu(x/λ) for any λ > 0. It then follows that ‖Ds

xuλ‖Lp = λ−s‖Ds
xu‖Lp . As a result, if any

inequality of the form

‖u‖Lq . ‖u‖1−θ
Lr ‖Ds

xu‖θLp , s > 0,
1

q
= θ

(
1

p
− 1

2

)
+ (1− θ)

1

r

is true, rescaling would imply

‖uλ‖Lq . λ−sθ‖uλ‖1−θ
Lr ‖Ds

xu‖θLp , s > 0

Taking λ→ ∞ in the last inequality would imply ‖uλ‖Lq → 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 ut is continuous and
thus we are allowed to exchange time derivatives when dealing with u(t, x) and û(t, k). In what
follows, we will consistently use Lemma 32:

Lemma 32. For quasiperiodic f, g, h,
∑

k∈ZN

Ffg(k)Fh(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

Ff(k)Fgh(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

Fg(k)Ffh(−k).

For a proof see the appendix.

Proof of (25). This is conservation of mean. Write

∂

∂t
û(k) = Fuux(k) + FHuxx(k).

Consider the nonlinear term:

Fuux(k) =
1

2
F∂x(u2)(k) =

1

2
F∂x(u2)(k) =

1

2
α · kFu2(k),

so that at k = 0 we obtain

Fuux(0) =
1

2
α · 0Fu2(0) = 0.

As for the linear term, note

FHuxx(k) = i2(α · k)2(−i sgn(α · k))û(k).
Clearly, this term vanishes at k = 0. Thus, we obtain

∂

∂t
û(0) = 0,

so that û(0) = û0(0). �

Proof of (26). Take the time derivative and use the equation:

∂

∂t

∑

k∈ZN

û(k)û(−k) = 2
∑

k∈ZN

ût(k)û(−k)

= 2
∑

k∈ZN

ˆuux(k)û(−k) + 2
∑

k∈ZN

ˆHuxx(k)û(−k).

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

∂

∂t

∑

k∈ZN

û(k)û(−k) = 0,

so that ∑

k∈ZN

û(k)û(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

û0(k)û0(−k) = ‖u0‖2L2
qp
.
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�

Proof of (27). Take the time derivative and use chain rule:

∂

∂t

∑

k∈ZN

1

3
û2(k)û(−k) + FHux(k)û(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

1

3
[F(u2)t(k)û(−k) + û2(k)ût(−k)] + FH(ut)x(k)û(−k) + FHux(k)ût(−k)

=
∑

k∈ZN

1

3
[2Fuut(k)û(−k) + û2(k)ût(−k)] + Fut(k) ˆHux(−k) +FHux(k)ût(−k)

Since ∑

k∈ZN

Fuut(k)û(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

ût(k)û2(−k),

we obtain that the time derivative equals
∑

k∈ZN

ût(k)û2(−k) + 2Fut(k)FHux(−k).

Now, use the equation:
∑

k∈ZN

(FHuxx(k) + Fuux(k))û2(−k) + 2(FHuxx(k) + Fuux(k))FHux(−k).

Clearly, the term ∑

k∈ZN

FHuxx(k)FHux(−k) = 0,

and as shown in the Appendix (Lemma 34, n = 3),
∑

k∈ZN

Fuux(k)û2(−k) = 0.

Thus, we are left with
∑

k∈ZN

FHuxx(k)û2(−k) + 2Fuux(k)FHux(−k).

Going back to chain rule and integration by parts yields
∑

k∈ZN

FHuxx(k)û2(−k) = −
∑

k∈ZN

FHux(k)F(u2)x(−k) = −2
∑

k∈ZN

FHux(k)Fuux(−k),

so that ∑

k∈ZN

FHuxx(k)û2(−k) + 2Fuux(k)FHux(−k) = 0.

Thus, the term in question is conserved. �

Proof of (28). We will use the following identity, called Cotlar’s identity:

f2 = (Hf)2 − 2H(fHf),

where f ∈ Hs
qp. Take the time derivative:

∂

∂t
lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R

u4

4
+

3

2
u2Hux + 2u2x dx =(29)

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
u3ut +

3

2
(2uutHux + u2H∂xut) + 4uxutx dx.(30)

Using that H∂x is self-adjoint and integration by parts yields

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
u3ut +

3

2
(2uutHux +H∂x(u

2)ut)− 4uxxut dx.
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This simplifies to

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
u3ut + 3(uutHux +H(uux)ut)− 4uxxut dx.

Now, use the equation:

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
u3(uux +Huxx) + 3(uHux +H(uux))(uux +Huxx)− 4uxx(uux +Huxx) dx.

For now we will assume that the three terms

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
u4ux dx, lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
H(uux)(uux) dx, lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
H(uxx)uxx dx,

vanish. As a result, we obtain

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
u3Huxx + 3u2uxHux + 3uHuxHuxx + 3HuxxH(uux)− 4uxxuux dx.

Applying integration by parts on u3Huxx cancels out 3u2uxHux, so that we are left with

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
3uHuxHuxx + 3H(uux)Huxx − 4uxxuux dx.

Using that the Hilbert transform is unitary, we obtain

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
3uHuxHuxx + 3uuxuxx − 4uxxuux dx = lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
3uHuxHuxx − uxxuux dx.

Integration by parts yields that

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
−3

2
ux(Hux)

2 +
1

2
ux(ux)

2 dx = lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
(−3

2
(Hux)

2 +
1

2
(ux)

2)ux dx

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

−3

2
(Hux)

2 +
1

2
(Hux)

2 −H(uxHux) = −(Hux)
2 −H(uxHux),

to obtain

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
(−(Hux)

2 −H(uxHux))ux dx.

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

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
H(uxHux))ux dx = − lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
uxHuxHux dx = − lim

R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
ux(Hux)

2 dx.

Combining, we obtain

lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
(−(Hux)

2 −H(uxHux))ux dx = lim
R→∞

1

2R

∫ R

−R
(−(Hux)

2 + (Hux)
2)ux dx = 0,

as desired. �

Appendix A. Various results

Lemma 33. For quasiperiodic f, g, h,
∑

k∈ZN

Ffg(k)Fh(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

Ff(k)Fgh(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

Fg(k)Ffh(−k).
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Proof. Writing a product as a convolution, we obtain
∑

k∈ZN

Ffg(k)Fh(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

∑

j∈ZN

Ff(j)Fg(k − j)Fh(−k)

=
∑

j∈ZN

Ff(j)
∑

k∈ZN

Fg(k − j)Fh(−k)

=
∑

j∈ZN

Ff(j)Fgh(−j)

=
∑

k∈ZN

Ff(k)Fgh(−k).

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

Ffg(k) =
∑

j∈ZN

Ff(k − j)Fg(j).

Thus we obtain the identities in question. �

Lemma 34. For any natural n > 0, we have:
∑

k∈ZN

ûn(k)ûx(−k) = 0.

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

k∈ZN

ûn(k)ûx(−k) = F(unux)(0) =
1

n+ 1
F(un+1)x(0) =

1

n+ 1

(
iα · kFun+1(k)

)∣∣∣
k=0

= 0,

so that we have the result. �

Lemma 35. We have:
∑

k∈ZN

v̂∂xu(k)û(−k) = −1

2

∑

k∈ZN

v̂xu(k)û(−k).

Proof. We use Lemma 32 to move ∂xu into the û(−k) term:
∑

k∈ZN

v̂∂xu(k)û(−k) =
∑

k∈ZN

v̂(k)û∂xu(−k).

Recognizing the derivative term u∂xu = 1
2∂x(u

2), we then write
∑

k∈ZN

v̂(k)û∂xu(−k) =
1

2

∑

k∈ZN

v̂(k)∂̂x(u2)(−k)

=
1

2

∑

k∈ZN

(α · (−k))v̂(k)û2(−k)

= −1

2

∑

k∈ZN

(α · k)v̂(k)û2(−k),

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

−1

2

∑

k∈ZN

v̂x(k)û2(−k),

and using Lemma 32, we can shift one of u inside the û2 term into the v̂ term. We then obtain
the desired identity. �

Lemma 36 (Cotlar’s identity). Let f ∈ Hs
qp. Then,

(Hf)2 − f2 = 2H(fHf).
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Proof. This proof is a straightforward extension of a standard argument to the quasiperiodic
setting.

Since f ∈ Hs
qp, we know that the terms (Hf)2 and H(fHf) 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(Hf)2(k)−Ff2(k) = 2FH(fHf)

= 2(−i) sgn(α · k)F(fHf)(k)

= (−i) sgn(α · k)F(fHf)(k) + (−i) sgn(α · k)F(fHf)(k).

Using convolution theorem we obtain
∑

j∈ZN

FHf(j)FHf (k − j)− f̂(j)f̂ (k − j)

= (−i) sgn(α · k)
∑

j∈ZN

f̂(j)FHf (k − j) + (−i) sgn(α · k)
∑

j∈ZN

FHf(j)f̂ (k − j)

Using the definition of Hilbert transform results in
∑

j∈ZN

((−i)2 sgn(α · j) sgn(α · k − j)− 1)f̂(j)f̂ (k − j)

= (−i) sgn(α · k)
∑

j∈ZN

(−i) sgn(α · k − j)f̂(j)f̂ (k − j) + (−i) sgn(α · k)
∑

j∈ZN

(−i) sgn(α · j)f̂(j)f̂ (k − j)

=
∑

j∈ZN

(−i)2(sgn(α · k) sgn(α · k − j) + sgn(α · k) sgn(α · j))f̂ (j)f̂(k − j),

so we just need prove that

(−i)2 sgn(α · j) sgn(α · k − j)− 1 = (−i)2(sgn(α · k) sgn(α · k − j) + sgn(α · k) sgn(α · j)),
in other words,

− sgn(α · j) sgn(α · k − j)− 1 = −(sgn(α · k) sgn(α · k − j) + sgn(α · k) sgn(α · j)),
which is the same as

(31) sgn(α · k − j)[(sgn(α · k))− sgn(α · j)] = 1− sgn(α · j) sgn(α · k).
When both α · k and α · j are of the same sign, both sides of (31) evaluate to 0. When α · k and
α · j are of opposite signs, both sides of (31) evaluate to 2. Thus, (31) holds. �
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