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PERIODIC FPU SYSTEM: CONTINUUM LIMIT TO KDV VIA
REGULARIZATION AND FOURIER ANALYSIS

CHULKWANG KWAK AND CHANGHUN YANG

ABSTRACT. The Fermi-Pasta-Ulam (FPU) system, initially introduced by Fermi for numerical
simulations, models vibrating chains with fixed endpoints, where particles interact weakly, nonlin-
early with their nearest neighbors. Contrary to the anticipated ergodic behavior, the simulation
revealed nearly periodic (quasi-periodic) motion of the solutions, a phenomenon later referred to
as the FPU paradoz. A partial but remarkable explanation was provided by Zabusky and Kruskal
[36], who formally derived the continuum limit of the FPU system, connecting it to the Korte-
weg—de Vries (KdV) equation. This formal derivation was later rigorously justified by Bambusi
and Ponno [4].

In this paper, we revisit the problem studied in [4], specifically focusing on the continuum limit
of the periodic FPU system for a broader class of initial data, as the number of particles N tends
to infinity within a fixed domain. Unlike the non-periodic case discussed in [15], periodic FPU
solutions lack a (local) smoothing effect, posing a significant challenge in controlling one derivative
in the nonlinearity. This control is crucial not only for proving the (uniform in N) well-posedness
for rough data but also for deriving the continuum limit. The main strategies to resolve this issue
involve deriving L*-Strichartz estimates for FPU solutions, analogous to those previously derived

for KdV solutions in [7], and regularizing the system via the normal form method introduced in

.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. A short history of FPU system. The Fermi-Pasta-Ulam (FPU) system has a rich history
that spans from its origin in the 1950s to its lasting impact on nonlinear dynamics and statistical
mechanics. The FPU system was introduced by physicists Enrico Fermi, John Pasta, and Stanislaw
Ulam, with contributions from Mary Tsingou [12]. The system was a chain of particles connected
by springs, but with nonlinear force laws between the particles, differing from the typical linear
harmonic oscillator models. Fermi and his collaborators expected that the system would eventually
reach thermal equilibrium, with energy evenly distributed across all particles, which would resemble
the ergodic behavior predicted by classical statistical mechanics.

However, the simulation did not show the expected behavior. Instead of reaching thermal equi-
librium, the system exhibited a quasi-periodic motion, with energy remaining largely localized in
certain modes, and the system failed to reach a uniform distribution of energy. This unexpected
behavior became known as the FPU paradoz. This paradox was a catalyst for deeper studies into
nonlinear dynamics, chaos theory, and soliton solutions. It revealed that nonlinear systems could
exhibit complex behavior, and that equilibrium might not always be reached in the way traditional
statistical mechanics suggested.

A partial explanation for the FPU paradox was provided by Zabusky and Kruskal [36]. They
discovered that, for a specific class of nonlinear systems, the continuum limit of the FPU system
could be described by the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation, which describes the evolution of waves

in a shallow water surface or other physical systems with similar dynamics. The KdV equation is
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known to admit soliton solutionsEL which are stable, localized wave packets that interact elastically

without changing their shape or speed.

While Zabusky and Kruskal provided a formal derivation of KAV from FPU, it was not until the

work of Bambusi and Ponno [4] that a rigorous mathematical justification for the continuum limit

of the periodic FPU system was established. They demonstrated that, under certain conditions,

the periodic FPU system indeed converged to the KdV equation as the number of particles tends

to infinity. This rigorous result confirmed the connection between the discrete FPU system and the

continuum KdV system.

The study of the FPU system has received extensive attention and has progressed in several

directions over the years, see also [5, [[4] and references therein:

Nonlinear dynamics and Chaos: The FPU paradox contributed significantly to the develop-
ment of chaos theory and nonlinear dynamics, particularly by exploring how energy can be
trapped in nonlinear systems and how small perturbations can lead to large-scale changes
in behavior, see, for instance, [29] 28| 2] and references therein.

Solitons and KdV equation: The connection between the FPU system and the KdV equation
sparked interest in the study of solitons, which are stable, localized wave solutions that
propagate without changing shape. Solitons have since become a central theme in the study
of nonlinear wave equations, see, for instance, [I3| 22| 26] and references therein.
Extensions and Variants: Over the years, the FPU system has been generalized in various
ways, including the study of higher-dimensional systems, different forms of nonlinearity, and
the effects of varying boundary conditions, see, for instance, [31] 3} [ [15] and references
therein.

Quantum Analogues: More recently, the FPU system has inspired investigations into quan-
tum versions, where quantum effects are incorporated, and new questions about quantum
thermalization and solitonic behavior have arisen, see, for instance, [25] 35| and references

therein.

1.2. Notations and definitions. We introduce the following notations and definitions before dis-

cussing our problem.

The discrete Laplacian A1 on Z
(Au)(j) =u(@+1) +u(f —1) = 2u(j), jeZ

hZ represents the infinite lattice with a mesh size of h for h > 0.
The periodic lattice domain T},

Ty, =hZ/(27Z) ={x =hn|n=—-N,---,-1,0,1,--- N — 1},

that is, additive group of (2N) points for a given N € N. The parameter h denotes the

distance between adjacent points in Tj,. Note that h = £.

The discrete Laplacian Ay on Tj,

(Apu)(z) = % (u(x 4+ h) +ulx —h) —2u(x)), z€Ty.

1Such traveling waves were first discovered by Russell [30].
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e For 1 < p < oo, the Lebesgue space LP(T}) (resp. LP(T)) is defined by the collection of
real-valued functions on T}, (resp. on T) equipped with the LP-norm

(h ) |fh<x>|P> L if1<p< oo,

I fullecr,) =

x€Ty,
sup | fa(z)l, if p = oo.
x€Ty
1
</|fh(3:)|p da:) , if1<p< oo,
resp. || fllLery := T
sup [ f ()], if p = oo.
zeT

e With a particular 2 = %, (T4)* denotes the Pontryagin dual space of Tj, defined by
( ) _Z/( ) Z2N:{_N7"'7_170717"'7N_1}7
that is, additive group of (2IV) points.
e For f € LY(T) and f;, € L'(T}), we define the Fourier coefficients of f and f; by

1 .
F(f) (k) = T / fx)e ™k dx, VEk € Z,
(1.1)
Fn(fn)(k Z fu(@)e™™*, Wk e (Ty)".
me']l'
We simply use = for both F and Fj, if no confusion. We note that ﬁ is periodic with
period 2N satisfying ﬁ(k +2N) = };(k:) for all -N <k < N.
e For 1 < g < oo, the Lebesgue space £4((Ty)*) (resp. ¢9(Z)) is defined by the collection of
real-valued functions on (Tj)* (resp. on Z) equipped with the ¢?-norm

1

P

S lgBP| L if1<p<oo,
lgnller((rp)=y = ke(Th)*
sup  |gn(k)l, if p = oo.
ke(Th)*
1
(z|g<k>|p) Cisp<m
resp. ||g|ler(z) = keZ
sup [g(), if p = oo,

TEZ

e For f e (Z) and }; € (*((Ty)*), the Fourier series (or Fourier inversion formula) is given

by
) = f(x) = Flk)ei™*, Ve,
(1.2) \/_k%
Fi (fn) = fala Z Tr(k)e™, vz €Ty,
ke(’ﬂ‘h)*

There are several ways to define differentials on Tj. Throughout the paper, we use the following
three different types of differentials, all of which are consistent with differentiation on T in the sense

that, as the Fourier multiplier, the symbol of discrete differentials formally converges to ik, as h — 0.
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Definition 1.1 (Differentials on T}).
(1) Vy (resp., V], <Vh>) denotes the discrete Fourlier multiplier of the symbol 2t sin(4) (resp.,
|7 sin(%)], (Fsin(%))), where () = (1+]-|*)z
(2) On (resp., |Onl, <8h>) denotes the discrete Fourier multiplier of the symbol ik (resp., k|, (k)).
(3) (’“);lL denotes the discrete right derivative naturally defined by

(1.3) @) fu)(z) == fh(“hfz_fh(:”), Vz € Th.

Remark 1.2. Formally, we have the following convergences as h — 0:
T, —T, (Tn)*—2Z, Fn—F, F,'—=F"L

1.3. Main result. The FPU system consists of 2N particles arranged in a one-dimensional chain,
where neighboring particles interact weakly through nonlinear springs. This system was originally
proposed to study the distribution of energy and the dynamical behavior of nonlinear classical
particle chains. It can be described using Hamiltonian mechanics, where the motion of particles is
governed by a specific Hamiltonian. The total energy of the FPU system is the sum of the kinetic
and potential energies, and the Hamiltonian H is given by

N—1

-\)2
(14 e = ¥ (P viei+0-a0).
j=—N

where (¢,p) : Zoy — R x R. Here, (¢(j),p(j)) denotes the position-momentum pair of the j-th
particle, and V(q(j +1)— q(j)) represents the potential energy between adjacent particles 7 and

7+ 1. The potential function V typically includes nonlinear terms and can be expressed as:

1
Viz) = 217 + 3:17 + ﬂx4

where « and 3 are coeflicients representing the nonlinear interactions. When 8 = 0, the system
(T4 is called the a-FPU system, which is related to the KdV equation. Conversely, when a = 0,
the system is referred to as the S-FPU system, which is connected to the modified KdV equation.

1
In this paper, we fix a = 3 and g = da Accordingly, our Hamiltonian system is given by

= 3 (P4 vi+0-a0).

j=—N

_ .2 3
V(z) = 5% + 6%

a(j +2N) =4q(j), p(j+2N)=p(j),
and this yields the following FPU system:
oH
8qt7 :—-:ptv.v
iq(t, 5) 0) (t,4)
oH
9q(j)

2Theso definitions are consistent with the discrete Laplacian Ay, because (—Ayp) is the Fourier multiplier of the

symbol 4z sin ( k) thus, |Vy| = V=2 and (V},) = VT = Ay,

Some results established in this paper cannot immediately be obtained for the S-FPU system. This is due to

(1.6)

Op(t,j) = — =V'(q(t.j +1) = q(t,5)) = V'(q(t.§) — q(t,j — 1)).

the presence of stronger resonances compared to those of the the a-FPU system.
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We define the relative displacement between two adjacent points as
(1.7) r(t,g) = q(t, 5 +1) — q(t, 5).
This allows us to rewrite the system (0] in the form

ofr = A1 (V/(r)),

where V' denotes the usual derivative of the function V. Suppose that N is a (sufficiently large)
number of particles, and let

h:=—
N

denote the distance between adjacent points. We rescale the variable by defining

1 t
rp(t,x) = ﬁr <ﬁ’%)’ i Rx Ty, — R,

which leads to the rescaled equation
(1.8) h66t27°h = Ah (Vl(h27‘h)) N

where Ay, is the discrete Laplacian on Ty, (see Section[L.2for the definitions of Ay and Tp). Note that
(L) is now posed on the box Ty, with 2N particles. For the potential function V(z) = $2? + $2®
one obtains the following initial value problem for the discrete nonlinear wave equation, referred to
hereafter as the FPU system:

1 1

2 _ 2
(1.9) O = ga i = gz (i),
rh(0) = rho,  Oirn(0) = rp1.
Remark 1.3. The FPU system ([L9]) remains a Hamiltonian equation with the Hamiltoniarﬂ

!
(1.10) =h Z ( < 8trh> + ﬁV(}ﬂrh)) .
zeTy,

Remark 1.4. From (7)) and (LG), together with the periodicity of ¢(j) and p(j), a direct computa-

tion gives
t x
thh(t7.’L' hzh,2( (h37 +1> (F,E)):O
zE€TH x€Ty
and
h Z(atrh)(tvx) =h Z ﬁ <p (ﬁ’ﬁ_'—l) _p(ﬁvﬁ>) =0
2€Th z€Ty,

for all ¢. These observations are crucial for the formal derivation of the coupled system, particularly

when imposing the mean-zero condition on solutions in our analysis.

The main purpose of this paper is to study the continuum limit of the FPU system (9] as h — 0,
that is, as the number of particles N tends to infinity. According to Zabusky and Kruskal [36], one

can expect that solutions to (IL9) are approximated by counter-propagating KdV waves

t t
ru(t,r) ~wt (t x—ﬁ> +w” (t x4+ h2>

41t can be derived from (5).
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in an appropriate sense as h — 0. Here, w* = w*(¢,2) : R x T — R are solutions to

(1.11) dw® + 2—1453wi T iam((wi)Q) =0.

The precise statement of the theorem is as follows:

Theorem 1.5 (KdV limit for periodic FPU). Let 0 < s <1 and R > 0 be given. Suppose that the

initial data (rp0,7rn,1) satisfies

R,

sup || (rn.0. h*V, 7))
he(0,1]

where H(T},)-norm is defined as in (2.2) (see Section[21 for details). Then, there exist 0 < hg =
ho(R) <1 and T(R) > 0 sufficiently small such that the following holds:

He (Th) =

Let 0 < h < hg be fized. Let ry(t) € C([-T,T) : H*(Ty)) be the solution to FPU (L9) with
initial data (rp,(0),0,;rn(0)) and let wt(t) € Cy([-T,T) : H*(T)) be the solution to KAV (LII)) with
the initial data

+ + + 1 20—1
wy = Ehrhﬁ, where Tho = 3 (rh70 F LV, rhyl) .

Here Ly, denotes the interpolation operator on L*(T}), defined as in [2.3) (see Section[2.3). Then,
there exists C(R) > 0 independent on h such that the following estimate holds:

(1.12) sup |[(Larn)(t, @) —wt(t, o — &) —w™ (tx + < C(R)h3".

te[—T,T] )HLz(T)

Remark 1.6. Theorem states that the interpolated solutions of the FPU system ([3) can be
approximated by counter-propagating waves that satisfy the KdV equation (IIl), provided the
number of particles N is sufficiently large (as h — 0). This result underscores the connection between
the discrete FPU system and the continuous KdV equation, demonstrating that the dynamics of the
FPU system can be effectively described by the KdV approximation in the continuum limit.

Remark 1.7. Theorem ensures that the FPU system can be approximated by the KdV equation
only when h > 0 is sufficiently small, corresponding to a sufficiently large N. In contrast, [15]
assumes an infinite number of particles, making it unnecessary to impose further restrictions on

h > 0, as the continuum limit is inherently satisfied.

Remark 1.8. The assumption on the initial data is simplified compared to the previous work [4].
Specifically, we only assume a uniform bound on the size of the initial data in a natural Sobolev
norm (without any additional weight). Furthermore, the regularity requirement for the continuum
limit is reduced to s > 0, representing a better regularity result (closer to s = 0) compared to [15],

where the same problem was considered under the setting of infinite chains.

N3
Remark 1.9. Let Ty = R/(2NZ) denote a periodic domain of period 2N, and define Ty = (—) T,
™

where T is found in Theorem By rescaling, the continuum limit (TI2]) in Theorem can be

interpreted as the small amplitude limit

(113) 1<ty |t - () (vt ()6 (F) @) +o (7)) @+0))|

L3 (TN)

2

< C(R)N™275°,
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This result is consistent with the findings in [I5], which demonstrate that, under the assumption
of an infinite number of particles, the FPU system is described by the KdV equation in the small
amplitude limit. It further emphasizes the relationship between the continuum limit of the FPU

system and the dynamics governed by the KdV equation.

Moreover, (LI3) confirms that the KdV approximation remains valid over a specific timescale

N3, which is consistent with the observations in [4].

Remark 1.10. In the periodic domain, the dynamics of the FPU system are accurately captured by
the decoupled KdV equation. The solutions to the decoupled KdV system represent traveling waves
that propagate without significant changes in shape or amplitude. These solutions are closely related
to the energy distribution among low-frequency modes in the FPU system. Despite the presence of
nonlinear interactions, the KdV equation effectively describes the observed behaviors of the FPU
system. Moreover, the specific structure of nonlinearity in the FPU system suppresses constructive
interference between waves. This contrasts with the typical behaviors observed in short-wavelength
systems and provides a precise explanation for the metastability of the FPU system, as introduced
in [].

Remark 1.11. The FPU system does not admit higher regularity conservation laws, while the con-
servation of the Hamiltonian (II0) ensures that L? FPU solutions remain well-defined globally in
time. This observation suggests the possibility of establishing the continuum limit for L2-data.
Consequently, both (12 and (II3)) would hold for arbitrary times, provided such low regularity
convergence can be achieved. However, our approach does not attain this result, leaving it as an

intriguing open question.

Remark 1.12. The main novelty of this article lies in presenting an analytic framework that captures
the KdV nature under periodic boundary conditions, enabling the establishment of the continuum
limit of the FPU system in the low-regularity regime. This achievement, previously observed for the
KdV equation in [7], allows us to overcome the lack of local smoothing effects highlighted in [I5].

1.4. vs. non-periodic problem. Local smoothing is a fundamental property of solutions to dis-
persive equations, arising from the dispersive nature of their governing equations. This property
refers to the phenomenon, typically observed in dispersive equations on unbounded domains, where
solutions become smoother (in terms of Sobolev regularity) over time within localized spatial re-
gions. Remark that this effect is not uniform across the entire domain but depends on dispersive
characteristics of the equations and the specific spatial region under consideration.

The local smoothing effect results from the interplay between dispersion and time integration.
Specifically, dispersion causes waves of different frequencies to spread apart, reducing constructive
interference and oscillatory behavior in localized areas. Simultaneously, the spreading wavefront
smooths out oscillatory irregularities, producing a locally smoother profile over time. This effect
is a crucial tool for studying dispersive equations, particularly those with nonlinearities involving
derivatives.

In contrast, in the periodic domain, waves are confined to the bounded region and mapped onto
the periodic boundary. This confinement prevents frequencies from separating indefinitely, as they

do in unbounded domains, significantly weakening the dispersion effect. Furthermore, the bounded
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nature of the periodic domain often results in persistent constructive interference, thereby inhibiting
the smoothing effect and sustaining oscillatory behavior.

Dispersive estimates, on the other hand, describe how solutions to dispersive equations spread
out over time. In unbounded domains R?, dispersion arises from waves with different frequencies
traveling at different speeds, leading to a decay in the amplitude of the solution over time. In other
words, waves can spread indefinitely in unbounded domains, causing the solution’s amplitude to
decay. For instance, for the linear Schrodinger equation ius + Au = 0, the dispersive estimate for

the solution is given by
_d
(1.14) ()l oo ey S 1877 |u(0)]| L1 ray,

which shows that the L°°-norm of the solutions decays as time increases, with the rate determined
by the spatial dimension d. Based on this property, Strichartz estimates, mixed-norm estimates that
describe how solutions behave in terms of integrability and regularity over time and space, can be
established. These estimates play an important role in the study of well-posedness, scattering, and
stability theory for dispersive equations.

In periodic domains T¢, however, dispersive behavior differs significantly due to the compactness
of the domain. In other words, waves are confined to the bounded domain, and their amplitudes
do not decay as strongly over time. Instead of decay in L°°, estimates often focus on bounds for

mixed-norm spaces or averaging effects over time:

(1.15) HUHL‘I([O,T]X'JN) S |‘u(0)|‘HS(Td)7

for some regularity s > 0, reflecting a loss of regularity. See, for instance, [37, [34] [6] [8] for the linear
Schrodinger equation. In particular, L*-Strichartz estimates ensure the L? global well-posedness of

the one-dimensional (cubic) nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) ([6]).

In discrete settings, even for infinite lattices (hZ), the standard conservative scheme fails to
reproduce dispersive estimates (LI4) uniformly with respect to the mesh parameter h, or to recover
Strichartz estimates (see |20} 21]). Nevertheless, uniform (in h) Strichartz estimates with a loss of
regularity address these issues and enable the continuum limit of discrete NLS [17, [I§].

On lattice domains with periodic boundary conditions, the situation becomes more complex.
Inspired by Bourgain [6} [7], it is expected that the lack of local smoothing effect can be compensated
by the dispersive smoothing effect. The dispersive smoothing effect means an additional gain in
regularity, which arises from the observation that the space-time Fourier coefficients of interactions
among distinct frequency-localized solutions are concentrated in regions far from the hypersurface
{(m,k) : 7 = p(k)}, where p(k) is the Fourier symbol of the linear operator of the governing equation.

Focusing on the FPU system, the phase functions of its linear propagators (see also Definition

4] below)
1 2 hk

and their derivatives (group velocities) are comparable to those of Airy propagators. Indeed,

1 2 (hk , o hk )
ﬁ(k—ﬁsm(7>)~k and sh(k)—h<1 cos(2>) k

on the frequency domain (T}p)*. These observations allow us to recover the Strichartz, local smooth-

ing and maximal function estimates on hZ, as well as the dispersive smoothing effect in the form of
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the bilinear estimates (see Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 6.1 in [I5]). On T}, the dispersive smoothing
effect is captured via L*-Strichartz estimates and the bilinear estimates (see Proposition and
Corollary 10 respectively), which represent significant contributions of this work as mentioned in
Remark Such results highlight the non-trivial properties of solutions to discrete equations. For

instance, solutions to the discrete Schrodinger equation
10wy, + Apup =0

on hZ fail to exhibit local smoothing due to the mismatch between two group velocities corresponding

2
to the discrete Laplacian, -5 sin(hk), and the continuous Laplacian, k, particularly, near the high-

frequency edges (k = :I:%) (see [21]). For the same reason, solutions on T} fail to satisfy L*-

Strichartz estimates (LT3]), due to the near-overlap of twisted annuli, given by

2
{kl € (Tp)" : M < |m+ 72 (1 —cos (hk1))| < 2M}
and
2
{kz € (Tp)" : N< |2+ 72 (1 —cos (hk2))| < 2N},

under the constraints k = k1 + ks and 7 = 7y +72. This overlap reflects a loss of regularity, consistent
with the standard Sobolev estimate. Further details and discussions on this failure, see [19] [16].

In [I5], the authors, in collaboration with Hong, proved the continuum limit of the FPU system
as the mesh size h tends to 0. A critical component of this work was deriving local smoothing and
maximal function estimates on hZ. These estimates played a key role in controlling one derivative
in the nonlinearity, enabling the continuum limit to hold in a broader function space than in the
earlier work [3T]. This advancement highlights the broader applicability of the continuum limit in
settings where stricter topological constraints are not feasible.

However, as previously discussed, local smoothing and maximal function estimates are no longer
valid on T},. This issue can be resolved by employing dispersive smoothing effects, particularly when
deriving uniform bounds for low-regularity solutions. Nonetheless, proving the continuum limit
remains challenging because interpolated solutions cannot be included in the X *® spaces associated
with the KdV equation. To resolve this final issue, we employ the normal form reduction method for
regularizing the system. Remarkably, not only do the original FPU system and the KdV equation
correspond, but their regularized systems also exhibit the same correspondence.

One notable aspect of the FPU system under periodic boundary conditions is the presence of
non-trivial resonances. Resonance occurs when energy is transferred or concentrated in specific
frequencies or modes under certain conditions. On a periodic domain, resonance primarily arises in at
least two scenarios. First, nonlinear terms facilitate interactions between different frequency modes,
generating new modes or transferring energy between existing ones. This phenomenon particularly
arises when Fourier modes satisfy specific conditions. Second, resonance can emerge when certain
combinations of frequencies result in matching phase or group velocities, causing energy to focus in
particular directions. As a consequence of resonances, energy transfer occurs between low-frequency
and high-frequency modes, significantly influencing the long-term dynamics of nonlinear waves. In

some cases, resonance can disrupt solitary waves (solitons) or give rise to complex dynamics such



PERIODIC FPU 11

as turbulence. Mathematically, the interaction of different frequencies generates new frequency
components, further complicating the analysis and interpretation of the system.

The standard resonance for the KdV equation (and similarly for the FPU system) occurs when at
least one Fourier mode in the nonlinear interactions becomes zero. This resonance can be eliminated
via renormalization, ensuring that solutions satisfy the mean-zero condition. For the FPU system,
the structure of the Hamiltonian system allows the mean-zero condition to be directly imposed,
effectively ignoring the first resonance case. However, when the normal form reduction method is
applied to the FPU system (or the KdV equation), the nonlinear terms are redistributed, leading to
the emergence of new resonances. These include a strong cubic resonance, expressed for the FPU

system as

(1.16) T2i

M — 2 —~
S
k( i) ’V,jt(t,k)‘ VEE k)
and for the KdV equation as
2% | — 2
(1.17) = WEL R WELR),

under the specific condition of frequencies k1 = —ko = k3 = k. In addition to these strong reso-
nances, a weaker resonance arises, which is characterized by its dependence on the total mass (square
integral) of the solutions. In the case of the KdV equation, this weaker resonance does not appear
because the oddness of the multiplier causes cancellation. In contrast, the regularized FPU system
lacks this cancellation property, resulting in the presence of a weaker resonance (see Section [l for
further details). This weaker term can be effectively controlled by the additional continuum param-

eter h present in the resonant term. It is also worth noting that the strong resonances described in

(CI6) and [IIT) are comparable.

1.5. Idea of the proof. The proof of Theorem is as follows: First, inspired by Zabusky and
Kruskal [36], we reformulate the FPU Hamiltonian system (L9) by separating its Duhamel formula
into two coupled equations (3.3]). In the coupled system, a more intuitive approach for understanding
the limit procedure can be achieved by analyzing the symbols of the linear propagators and their
asymptotics (see Remark B4). Moreover, the coupled terms can be treated as small perturbations
that become negligible in the continuum limit, leading to a convergence scheme for the KdV equation
via the decoupled FPU ([B3]). This reformulation makes the problem well-suited for the dispersive
PDE techniques presented below.

Introducing the Fourier restriction norm method, initially developed by Bourgain [6, [7], this
approach is applied to both coupled and decoupled FPU systems, facilitating the decoupling of the
coupled system. Specifically, we first establish L*-Strichartz estimates, which demonstrate that the
FPU solutions exhibit dispersive properties under the periodic boundary condition (see Section [£.2]).
Based on these estimates, bilinear estimates are derived (see Section .3]). It is worth noting that,
by utilizing the gap in regularities, the mixed term and the oppositely moving wave can be rendered
negligible, enabling the extraction of the decoupled system (see Remark and Lemmas [£.8] and
[49). As a by-product, uniform-in-A bounds can also be obtained for both systems as well as for the
KdV equation.

To establish the continuum limit of the decoupled FPU system to the KdV equation, an addi-

tional technical method is required, distinct from the approach based on hZ [I5]. As previously
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mentioned, the local smoothing and maximal function estimates are not applicable to the periodic
setting. Instead, we apply the regularization mechanism, which was developed in its current form by
Babin, Ilyin, and Titi [I] (known as the normal form method), to both the decoupled FPU system
and the KdV equation. Surprisingly, not only do the original decoupled FPU system and the KdV
equation align well in the continuum limit (as A — 0), but their higher-degree regularized counter-
parts also exhibit a strong match under the same limit (see Section Bl). The standard multilinear
estimates (Lemma [6.5]), combined with L*-Strichartz estimates and certain properties of the linear

interpolation operator (Section [23)), enable us to complete the proof.

Organization. The paper is organized as follows: Section[presents preliminary analyses of discrete
Fourier analysis and explores properties of the linear interpolation operator. In Section 3] we derive
the coupled and decoupled FPU systems and establish their well-posedness in L?(Tj). We also
provide a brief proof of Theorem assuming bridge Propositions B and Section Ml introduces
the X*? spaces tailored to our systems, along with L*-Strichartz estimates and bilinear estimates to
demonstrate the uniform-in-i well-posedness of these systems. Collecting these results, we establish
Proposition B.17 a key component of the paper. Section [ develops regularized FPU and KdV
systems as part of the continuum limit proof. Finally, Section [0l provides the proof of Proposition

3.9 another key result in this paper.
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2. PRELIMINARY : DISCRETE FOURIER ANALYSIS ON T},

2.1. Notations and basic definitions. Throughout this paper, we deal with two different types
of functions, i.e., functions defined on T and T;. To avoid possible confusion, we use the subscript
h for functions on T} with no exception. For instance, the functions uy, vy, and wy, are defined on
T}, while u, v, and w are defined on T.

On the other hand, we assign small letters z,y, z, ... to spatial variables regardless of whether
they are on T or Ty, if there is no confusion. Note that the subscript A determines the space of the
spatial variable.

Let a,b € Ry. We use a < b when a < Cb for some C > 0. Conventionally, a ~ b means a < b
and b < a. Moreover, a <g b means that the implicit constant C' > 0 depends on s.

For notational convenience, we may abbreviate the domain and codomain of a function in the
norm. For example, for f, = fr(x): Tp, = R (resp., f = f(z) : T = R),

IfnllLe = 1 fnllzocr,)  (vespe, [1fllLe = 1fllzecr)
and for Fy, = Fy(t,z) : R x Tp, = R (resp., F' = F(t,z) : R x T — R),

[Fullarr = 1FnllLs@errcrnyy  (vespe, [Fllparr = |1 FllLar-(ry)) -
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For s € R, we define the Sobolev space H*(T},) as the Hilbert space equipped with the norm
| frllzscryy == IKVR)® fallL2cry)-

Remark 2.1. In view of Definition [T} H® norm is equivalent to ||(1 — Ah)%fh||L2(']rh) or

1/2
(21) S [Fuw)|

ke(Tr)*

by Plancherel’s theorem. In what follows, we use 2.1)) for || fu| = (t,)

For a vector-valued function (fn,gn) : T, = R x R (resp. (f,g) : T — Rx R) and s > 0,
let H*(Tp) (resp. H?(T)) denote the Sobolev space consisting of vector-valued functions whose
components belong to H*(Ty) (resp. H*(T)), i.e.,

H*(Tn) = {(fn> gn) : (P gn) 1oy = IS0l ey + NlgnllFrer,) < 00}
(vesp. H*(T) = {(f,9) : |(f; )lfe(ry = If ez cry + gl oy < o0})

2.2. Basic inequalities and Fourier transform on a lattice. In this section, we summarize

(2.2)

some useful inequalities for functions on Tj,.

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.1 in [16]).
(1) (Duality) For 1 < p,q < oo satisfying % + % =1, we have

I fulloeny = sup h| Y ful@)gn()].
lgnllacr,)=1 |zeT,
(2) (Hélder’s inequality) For 1 < p,q,r < 0o satisfying % + % = %, we have

Il frngrllrcryy < llfallzecrllgnllzacr,)-
Lemma 2.3 (Properties of the Fourier transform on a periodic lattice, Lemma 2.3 in [16]).
(1) (Inversion)
FyloFn =Idon LA(Ty,), FnoF, ' =1d on L*((Ts)").
(2) (Plancherel’s theorem)
WY @@ = > Fuk)gn k).

T€Th ke(Ty)*
(3) (Fourier transform of a product)
1 TN A~ /

(2.3) Fn(frgn)(k) = Nor k,e(zm)* Sn(K)gn(k — k).
Remark 2.4. On T, one also has the same properties as Lemma 2.3}

(1) (Inversion)

FloF=Idon L*(T), ForF !'=1Idon {*(Z).
(2) (Plancherel’s theorem)
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(3) (Fourier transform of a product)
(24) Flfo)k) = —= — > gt - )
T en
Lemma 2.5 (Sobolev embedding, Lemma 2.7 in [16]). Suppose that0 < s < 3, q > 2, and
Then, for any € > 0, we have

Q=

[ fullLacrn) S [ fallmsse.
2.3. Linear interpolation. The linear interpolation operator £y, is defined by
(Lnfn)(@) : = fu(hk) + (Oy fn)(hk) - (x — hk)

2.5 _
(25) :fh(thfh(thrh}z fu(hk)

for all © € [hk, hk + h), where k € (Tj)*. Note that the linear interpolation converts a function on

T}, into a continuous function on T.

(x — hk)

Lemma 2.6 (Boundedness of linear interpolation, Lemma 5.1 in [16]). Let 0 < s < 1. Then, for
any fr, € H*(Ty), we have

ILnfull s cry S W fullmscrn)
Lemma 2.7 (Symbol of the linear interpolation, Lemma 5.4 in [I6]). The interpolation operator Ly,

is a Fourier multiplier in the sense that

— hk\ — 2m 21 T
.2
. = —_— —_ — - — < —
(2.6) Ly fn(k) Hag2 Sl ( 5 ) In (k A n) , for n€Z such that ‘k S
Lemma 2.8. Let 0 < s < 2. Then for f, € H*(T}), we have
3
STAFELrtn) = Falf)l* | S ol fullme (o)
|kI<%
Proof. By Taylor’s remainder theorem, we know for 0 < o < 2 that
2 hk
27) Foin (75 ) = 4| < eimin (1. 111)2) 5 01D,
which yields
4 2 hk
il S T N P e < o
(2.8) ‘thQ sin? ( ) ‘ s1n( ) 1‘ hksm<2>+1""(h|k|) ,
for 0 < a < 2. Taking a = s, we complete the proof. O

Lemma 2.9 (Invariance of mean under the linear interpolation). We have

By e / (Lo fo)(w)dy

x€eTy
Proof. Tt follows from (Z8]) and (3] that

T z+h
JREISOTEDS (hfhu) c@@ [ - x)dy)
—T €Ty, x
h2 h
=3 (W@ + 5@ @) =5 3 Unle+h) + fule).
z€Ty x€E€Th
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3. FORMAL DERIVATION AND PROOF OF THEOREM

This section is devoted to providing a short formal derivation of KdV system from the FPU

system. For more details, see Section 2.1 in [I5], but here we provide it for the self-containment.

3.1. FPU to KdV. The Duhamel principle allows us to rewrite (L.9) as an integral equation for

the wave equation, and using the Euler formula, one has the following coupled system:

1 1 )
(3.1) 8tr,jf(t,3:) + ﬁvhrf(t, x) + th (ra(t,z))” =0,

(rif.ry) :RxT, > RxR,
rp(t,x) = T;{(t, x)+ 1, (t,x),

with initial data
1 _
T;fo =5 (rho Fh2V, 'ra),
where V), is defined as in Definition [ 1]

Remark 3.1. By Remark[[ 4] (in particular, the mean-zero condition on dyr},), V;lr;hl is well-defined.

From Duhamel’s principle, (3I)) is equivalent to the following integral equation:

1 t
r,f(t) =eTh? V"r ho F Z/ e

0
Remark 3.2. Note that for any function f, on Ty, it is known that
h Z Vhfh(ilf) = ]'—h (Vhfh) (0) =0.

x€Ty

Vi (’I”h( ) ) dt’.

Using this observation, we obtain
Vi, 2
+
at(thh(t,:c)> HFhZ ( E(t,x) —l—T(rh(t x)) ):0,
€Ty €Ty
which guarantees the conservation of the mean for r,jf, that is,

h
(3.2) h Z rif(t, ) = 3 Z (rho F hQV,:lth) (x) for all ¢.
zeTy, z€Ty

On the other hand, by Remark [[.4] we know
hy rn(0,2)=0 and h Yy (9ra)(0,2) =0,

xz€Ty, xz€Ty,

which, in addition to (8:2), guarantees

h>  rif(t,x) =0 forall t.
z€Ty,

Next, we introduce the phase translation operator by
up (8) = e Mt (),

where 0, is the discrete Fourier multiplier of the symbol ik (see Definition [[LT]). Then, uf solves the

following coupled integral equation:

1 [t 26/ 2
B3 w0 =Si0utr [ SOV () s ERE @) ar,
0
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where uio = Tio and the linear FPU propagator Si-(t) is defined by
(3.4) SE@) f = eTaz(Vn=0n) g,

for any function fj, on Tj,. By construction, the FPU system (L)) can be recovered from the equation

B3) via

_t = B,

rp(t, ) =e 2 8hu;(t,x) +en? M, (t,x).

Remark 3.3. From Remark 3.2 a direct computation gives

h Y uif(ta) = V2rFu(up)(t,0) = V2rFu(rif)(t,0) = h > rf(tz) =0, forallt,

xz€Ty, z€Ty,

which asserts that uf satisfies the mean zero condition.

Remark 3.4. The linear propagator Sf(t) defined as in (3.4) formally approximates to the Airy flow
S*(t) given in ([B3.1) below as h — 0 in the Fourier space. Indeed, for each k € (T,)*, the Taylor

expansion of the phase function reveals the following formal convergence

1 /2 hk 1
:Fﬁ <Esin (7) —k) —)iﬂkg as h — 0.

Remark 3.5. Expanding the nonlinear terms in ([8.3]), one identifies the mixed term and the oppositely

moving wave, expressed as
’ ’
uE(t)e iz Mf (¢) and (¥ ()2,

respectively. These terms can be regarded as error terms as h — 0 due to their asymptotic behavior.
To illustrate, suppose the nonlinear solution uf(t) behaves similarly to linear solutions over a short

time interval. In this case, the mixed term in (8:3) can be approximated by
S (=)W (uis (1) = P (1))
2t
~ SE (=) Vi (SE(E )i o(@)e 0 ST () o))

L% hk it — —
= Z EkaE sin (7 Z ei h? $n(kok1) uio(kl)uio(k — kl)a
ke(Tr)* k1€(Tn)"
k1#0

on(k, k) = % cos (%) sin (%) COS <M) _

By integrating this term over time, the Duhamel term produces a factor

where

1 h?

~
~

on(k k1)~ ki

which vanishes as h — 0. Alternatively, this behavior can be explained by the fact that the expo-

5z o ko) rapidly oscillates as h — 0, causing the phase cancellation. This result

nential term e
confirms that the mixed term asymptotically vanishes, justifying its classification as an error term.
Analogously, the oppositely moving wave can be analyzed and shown to behave in the same manner.

Such observations are indeed demonstrated in Lemmas [£.8 and
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Inspired by Remark 3.5 one further reduces the coupled system ([B.3) as the following decoupled
FPU system:

(3.5) vE(t) = SiE(buf, F % /0 SEt—1)V), (v,ﬂ; (t'))2 dt',

where vit = vif(t,2) : R x T, — R satisfying the mean zero condition

h Z vif(t,x) =0, forall t.
z€Ty
Remark 3.6. Both the coupled (B.3]) and the decoupled (B.5)) systems are well-posed in L?(T}) (see
Proposition BI1] below), but the existence time depends on the number of lattice points N. This
dependency poses a non-trivial challenge in demonstrating the continuum limit of the FPU system
to the KAV system. Nevertheless, one can capture the dispersive properties (see Sections and
[3) for the FPU solutions, and this observation enables us to establish the well-posedness of both
B3) and (B3) independently of the number of lattice points N (see Proposition [Z.11]).

As a consequence, we have

Proposition 3.7. Let h € (0,1], 0 < s <1, and R > 0 be given. Suppose that

Zuio(a@)zo and  sup H(uho, ho)‘

ocT, he(0,1]
Then, there exist C(R) > 0 and T(R) > 0 independent on h such that the following holds: Let
(uf (t),uy, (t) € Co([=T,T) : H*(Ty)) (resp., (v) (t),v, (t)) € Co([-T,T] : H*(T}))) be the solution
to the coupled FPU [B3) (resp., decoupled FPU ([B.H)) with an initial data (u;,ovu;,o)' Then,

||uf(t) - U}f(t)Hct([_nT];Lz(Th)) < C(R)h’.

< R.
Hs (Tr)

Moreover, due to Remark B4 the decoupled system (B.5]) can be expected to converge to the
following counter-propagating KdV system

2
(3.6) wE(t) = SE()(Laik) / 5% (0~ )0, (wt () ar’
where wt = w*(t,z) : R x T — R, L}, is the linear interpolation operator defined as in (23], and
(3.7) SE(t) = T2t

denotes the Airy flow.

Remark 3.8. Note that, from the conservation of the mean for the KdV equation and Lemma [2.9]
the solution w¥ satisfies the mean-zero condition

/wi(t,x) dx =0 for allt.
T
Precisely, one has
Proposition 3.9. Let h € (0,1], 0 < s <1, and R > 0 be given. Suppose that

Z “io(l’) =0 and sup ||(u;0,u,;0)|
z€T), he(0,1]

Then, there exist 0 < hg = ho(R) < 1 and T(R) > 0 sufficiently small such that the following holds:

B (1) < -
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Let (v (),v, (t)) € C([-T,T) : H*(Ty)) (resp., (wh(t),w(t)) € Co([-T,T) : H*(T))) be the
solution to the decoupled FPU ([BA) (resp., KdV @B8)) with an initial data (u;,ovui:,o) (resp.,
(Ehu;’o, Lyuy, o). Then, there exists C(R) > 0 independent on h such that

sup Hﬁhvh() wE(t) < C(R)h%,

sl I L2(T)

whenever 0 < h < hy.

Remark 3.10. The convergence rate k% in Proposition is worse than that in Proposition B.7
However, it seems to be optimal in the sense that the Airy flows can be approximated by the linear
FPU flows with this convergence rate (see (6.I5) below).

3.2. Well-posedness of FPU.

Proposition 3.11 (Local well-posedness of coupled and decouopled FPUs). Let h € (0,1] be fized.
For each

Ui s U0 € LP(Th),
there exists a time T = T(h, ||uZO||L2 (s lug, ollL2cr,)) for which a unique solution (uff,uy) €
C([-T,T) : H(T})) to the coupled FPU B3) (resp., (vj,v, ) € C([-T,T]: H°(T})) to the decou-
pled FPU @B1)) exists.

Proof. We only deal with the coupled FPU, since the decoupled FPU follows similarly. Define a
nonlinear map ® = (1, ®™) by

1 t " 2
Ot (uf, vy ) = S,jf(t)uio F Z/o SEE -V, (uf(t’) + ei%ahui(t’)) dt'.

Then, for T' > 0 (to be chosen later),

2
||(b(u;.t,u;)”ct([,T’T]:HO('[h’)) S Huf,OHLZ(Th) +T HVh (uh + 6 h2 8hu:‘:) .
Ce([=T,T]:L3(Tr))

Note by the continuous embedding /P C ¢9 that
(3.8) lunllacr,) Sh™ & )HuhHLP('JTh) for all g > p.
Note also that the differential operator is bounded on a lattice

(3.9) IVhunllLzer,) S B~ Hlunllpzer,)-
Using (39) and (3], we estimate the nonlinear term by

(uf + ei%a”'uf)z

2
2t
th (uf + ei?ahui) <h7!

L2(Ty) L2(Ty)

<9ohp~! (HuhHL4 )—i-He ﬂahuﬂ

h L4(Th)>
L2(Th)>

where the C' > 0 appears in the estimate [B.8) for (p,q) = (2,4). Thus, we obtain

<2007% ([}, + 250

< 2Ch™3 H uh,uh HHO (Tw) ?

_ _ _3 2
19 (i}, wy om0 rayy < (00 iy o) lo ey + 2CR 2T || (e, w6, (_rrsso oy -
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Similarly, one can verify that

”(I)(u-li:hu uih) - (I)(u;hu u;h)"Ct([*T,T]:HO(T,L))

+ + T F
H(“l,h —Ug py Uy p — uz,h)H .
) Cy

([=T,T):HO(Tr))

2
_3 + +
<4ACh™ 2T Zl H(“j,h’uﬂ'vh)’ Ce([-T,T):HO(Ts,
i=

Taking T' = h2 , we prove that ® is contractive on the ball in Cy([-T,T] : H(T}))

16C| (“iov“io)n}ﬂo(rh)

centered at zero. O

of radius 2 H(uiovuio) HO(T4))
h

3.3. Proof of Theorem We end this section with a brief proof of Theorem [[L5] assuming
Propositions B.7 and A direct computation shows

H(‘Chrh)(ta ) - er(tv T #) —w (ta iy #)H[)(T)
< NLn(e P uf) (¢, ) — e 7O wt (8, )| Loy + LA (€7 Oy ) (1, ) — eR2 22w (8, )| 2 -
Now we deal only with the "+ part, as the rest follows analogously.
By Lemma [2.G] it follows that
[Ln(e” 7P ui)(t) — e 7 Pt (t)]| p2my
< NLn(e R uf) (1) — Lu(e” #2200 ()| zery + 10 (e 22 %0 ) (1) — e 322w () L2y

< it (8) = of (Ol z2cmy + I1La (07 ) (@) = w (Ollzeny + 1£nle™ 7 o) (8) = 7722 Lo () (O 22y

Assuming Propositions B7 and B, the first two terms can be bounded by A% . For the remaining

term, we split the L2-norm into high- and low-frequency components as follows:
[Ln(e” 2220l ) (t) — e 32 % Lo (0] ) (Ol 2(ry < 1P>7 (ﬁh(e‘%zahv;{) - e‘h%amﬁh(vf{)) ®llz2m)
+11P<g (Lale 7% ) — €719 La()) (B)] 22y

By Proposition [6.I0 and Corollary ELT2] below, the first term is bounded by h®. Note by (Z.0]) that

the second term vanishes. Collecting all, we complete the proof.

4. COUPLED AND DECOUPLED FPU SYSTEMS

4.1. Function spaces for solutions. In this subsection, we define resolution spaces for the FPU
system. We introduce the X*? spaces, introduced by Bourgain [6] and further developed by Kenig,
Ponce, and Vega [24] and Tao [32], adapted to our lattice setting.

First, we define the function space in a general setting. In subsequent applications, the spatial
domain = will be either the torus T or the periodic lattice domain T}, and the associated symbol
P is chosen according to the model considered. Since the following are stated in a general setting,

they can be applied in a unified way. We refer to [33] for the details and proofs.

Definition 4.1 (X*? spaces). Let Z be either T or Ty. Let p be a real-valued continuous function.
For s,b € R, we define the Xf_ﬁp(k) (R x E) spaces (Xffp(k) in short) as the completion of S(R x R)
or S(R x hZ) with respect to the norm

fal. = % / (K> (7 — p(k)®lia(r, k)P dr,
=P eE)- R
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where u denotes the space-time Fourier transform of u defined ng

~ 1 ; ;

u(r, k) = —/ e~ ey (t, ) dtdx
21 Jrx=

and (E)* is the Pontryagin dual space of 2, i.e, (T)* =Z and (Ty)* =Z\ (2NZ). We particularly

use Frp and Fyp for @ and up, respectively, to avoid confusion.

Lemma 4.2 ([33, [11]). Let s,b € R and inp(k) spaces be defined as in Definition [{.1l Letn €

C§°(R) be a cut-off function. Then, the following properties hold true:

(1) (Nesting) le:’l:(k) C Xffp(k) whenever s < s', b<b.
2) (Duality) X =" is the dual space of X*° ..
T=p(—k) T=p(k)
(3) (Well-defined for linear solutions) For any f € H*(Z), we havt@
[nwe2p| L Sao e
T=p(k)

(4) (Transference principle) Let X be a Banach space for which the inequality

[e e ™D pl| - SNl
holds for all f € H*(Z) and 79 € R. If, additionally, b > %, then we have the embedding

lullx <o llull oo -

In particular, we have

(41) lullcur @ S lullxeo

(5) (Stability with respect to time localization) Let 0 <T < 1,b> 1 and f € H*(Z). We have
[  n  Sno TH 1 i)
If =3 <b' < b < 3, then we have
(42) InEunllesr  Snowr T unllee -

6) (Inhomogeneous estimate) Let —+ < b <0<b<b +1 and T < 1. Then, we have
g 2

~

t
HT](%)/O ei(t—t/)p(—ia)F(t/)dtl

/
Sppp TP 1] o
T=p

s,b (k)
X ok

From Lemma[Z] it is known that X for some b > % seems be an appropriate auxiliary function
space for both FPU and KdV. However, the nonlinearity of KdV cannot be controlled in X ** except

5In particular, when E = T}, @ (as in Definition A1) is defined by

h . .
~ ,k - - —itT —ixk t, dt.
(k) = 5= 30 [ty ta)

€Ty,

6When = = T, O = 0z, otherwise 9 = 0.
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for b = % (see Theorem 1.2 in [2 )ﬁ In order to overcome this issue, we use an additional auxiliary

function space Y°_ ) =Y, (R x E) equipped with the norm (see, for instance, [7])

lullye_,gy =l oy + IR T Bz

L ke(@)* “rer’
We list well-known properties of Y::p(k). For the proofs, we refer to [11]

Lemma 4.3. We have
(1) (Embedding) For u € CYHS(R x =),

(4.3) lulloums S llullv:_

r=p(k)’

(2) (Well-defined for linear solutions) For any f € H*(Z), we have

Hn L)ettp(=i9) fH S llas -

Yo p(k)

(3) (Inhomogeneous estimate) For 23y morm defined by

lullze_ gy o=l ooy IR = ) TR s
r=p(k) €=
we have
t
HT/(%)/ ez(tft )P(*ZB)F(t/)dt/ S ||F||Zﬁ:p(k)'
0 Yocot)

For the particular FPU solutions uf, its corresponding X *? space is defined by

Definition 4.4 (be’z[ spaces). Fors,b € R, we define the discrete X** spaces X,Sl’i = X,SL’ZE(]RX’IF;I)

as

where

sn(k) = % (k - %sin (%)) .

Analogously, Yy’ . and Z; 4 can be defined by replacing XT Zok) and XT p(k) by X ht 2 and Xhi ,

respectively. Moreover, in a standard manner, we localize these spaces in time for T € (0,1] as

sT .
Vi = {fh =TT T ”thY:fI " an=f inlll[f;T T)xTh ”gh”Y"s’i}’
zh = T,T) x T = inf St
T T T Ul =z, )

7An analogous argument to that in Theorem 1.2 of [24] may yield the same result for the FPU system, but proving

it here is unnecessary.
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4.2. Linear estimates.

Proposition 4.5 (L*-Strichartz estimates). Let 0 < h < 1. For b > 1, we have

I frll Lar:Lacrny) S Hfh”X;?’,bi(RXTh)
for any function fj, in X,?:li(R x Tp).

Lemma 4.6. Let o € R and x € [-F, 5]. Then, the following statements are valid:

(1) |1—cosx—a|2m4—2, if a <0.
(2) 1 —cosz—al > iz —Bllz+ B, if 0 < a < 1, where B =cos (1 —a) € (0,5)
(3) l—cosz—a|>21|z—%||z+3] ifa>1.

Proof. When o < 0, |1 —cosz — | > 1 —cosz > 0in [-3,Z]. Let g(z) = 1 — cosz — 122, Note

that g(0) = 0. Since ¢'(z) = sinz — 1z > 0 for x € [0, Z], we know g is increasing, thus g(z) > 0 for
x € [0, 5]. Therefore, we have Item (1) due to the evenness of g.

When o > 1, |1 — cosz — o = cosz + (o — 1) > cosz > 0. Now we set g(z) = cosz — & (%2 - $2).
Note that g(0) =1 — ’{—Z >0 and g(%) = 0. Since ¢'(z) = —sinz + 1z < 0 for z € [0, Z], we know g

is decreasing, thus g(x) > 0 for z € [0, §]. Therefore, we have Item (3) due to the evenness of g.

When 0 < a < 1, let 8 =cos™' (1 —a) € (0,%). Let
1
g(x) =1|1—cosz —a| — Z|:E—ﬁ||:1c—|—ﬁ|

—1+cosz+a+ i(z—B)(z+p), if 0<ax<p,
1—cosz—a—L(z—B)(z+p), if <o <73,

We have already shown that ¢g(0) = a — [34—2 =1—-cosf— %2 >0and g(5)=1-a-— % (%2 - BQ) =
cosf— 1 (%2 - [32) >0 for g € (0,%). We also note that g(3) = 0. Since
—sinx+%:z:<0, if 0<z<p,

g'(x) =1 ) . i
sinx — 5z > 0, if g<z<3,

we conclude that g(x) > 0 for « € [0, §]. Therefore, we have Item (2) due to the evenness of g. [
Proof of Proposition [{-5. We only prove ”"+” part, and the other part follows analogously. Let
fn = fn1+ fr2, where

Faa(k) =0, if |k[>1.
Note that |{k € (T4)* : k € supp(f1)}| = 3. Since (f1)? < 2(fn1)? + 2(fn.2)?, it suffices to treat
||(fh,1)2||L§(R:L2(Th)) and ||(fh,2)2||L§(R:L2(Th)) separately. Moreover, let f 2 = fr.2,1 + fr,2,2, where

ﬁz,2,1(k) =0 if k>1.

Then, similarly as before, ||(fn,2)?(172 < 2/|(fn,2.1)?17 242/ (fr,2.2)27 2 and || (fa,2,1)%[ 2 = [[(fa21)? |02 =

~

||(fn.2.2)%| L2 which enables us to assume that supp(fn2) = {2,3,---, N — 1}.
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(fn1)? case. A computation gives
2

(4.4) ||(fh,1)2||%§(R:L2('ﬂ*h Z/R Z /|fh1 k)| faa (T — 11,k — k)| dr | dr

ki1€(Th)*

From the support property, the right-hand side of ([@4) vanishes unless |k| < 2. Let
Fi(1, k) = (1 — su(k)?| i (7, k).

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Minkowski inequality, we see that for b > %,

o lk'ZQ/ <|k I<1 (/R<T — 71— su(k — k1)) "2 (m1 — s (k)% dﬂ)
X (/R Fu(r k)P B = m k= k)l dn) % )2 dr

- N 2
2 ( 2. (/Rz | Fa (o, k) P Fna (7 = 71,k = ) P2 dTldT> )

k<2 \ |k |<1

[SE

S 1, 1||X0b < ||fh||X0b :

(fn2)? case. Analogous to (@), we have
2

12 ogry < 3 / 3 / Fra(rs k)| Falr — 71k — k)l dra| dr

k1€(Th)*
2

‘/]R Z /lfh2 T1,]€1)||fh2(7'—7'1,]€ k1)| dTl dT— I

kE(Th)* k1 E(Th
k>1 ek k> 1

Similarly as (£4), we have

1< % /<< 3 /T—ﬁ—shk k)2 <Tl_sh(k1)>2bdﬁ>

ke 1r )* k1 €(Tp)*
k—kq k1 >1

[N

=

2
)dT

X Z |ﬁh72(7'1,]€1)|2|ﬁh72(7'—Tl,k—k1)|2 dT1
R

k1e(Th)*
k—ki,k1>1

5 L”fh,?”ﬁ(gviv

where

L= sup E /<T—T1 —Sh(k—k1)>_2b<7'1 —Sh(k1)>_2b dry.
TER,kE(T))™ k1€(Th)" R
k>1 e k> 1

Thus, it is enough to show that L < 1 whenever b > %

By a direct computation

/ (@)~ {b— a)~* da < (512,
R

23
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for % < a < 1, we estimate

L< sup Z (r—sn(k1) — sn(k — k1)) =
TER,kE(TH)" k1€(Th)"
R>1 e k—ky >1

Fix 7 € R and k € (Tp)* with £ > 1. We compute

sp(k1) +sp(k — k1) — 7

() (580

() (e (BB ) (e L (L ()
- %sin (%) (1 — cos (W) — C(r, k))

_. %sin (%) g(ky),

where

Note also that
(4.5) |sinz| > %

for all |z| < 5. Then, by Lemma 6]

1 |h(2ky — k) h(2k, — k)
> _
o)) > | M= | |2 )
where
0, it Cr,k) <0,
v = qcos (1 — Cu(r, k)), if 0<C(r,k) <0,
z it C(r,k) > 1.

This, in addition to (&), implies

1 - -
|7 — sn(k1) — sn(k — k1) > 1—6k|/€1 — A+l [k = -1,

where

[NR
N

7.
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Let Qu := {k1 € (Th)* : |[k1 —F+| < 1}. Then |24] < 3, and we have
Ls Y (klk =gl b =577

k1€(Tr)* \Qx
k—ky,k1>1

(M
]

<D PO S k= A PO S k- AP0

[k1|>1 [k1—7+]|>1 [k1—7-|>1
<1

~ )

if b > %, which completes the proof.

ol

25

O

4.3. Bilinear estimates. By Remark[3.3] throughout this section, we may assume that uf and v,jf

satisfy the mean zero condition. Define Hyper-surfaces by
0 :={(11,72,73) €R3: 7y + 7o + 73 =0}
and
A= {(k1, ko, k3) € (Th)*) s k1 + ko + k3 =0, kikoks # 0}.
Lemma 4.7 (Bilinear estimate I). Let s > 0. Then, we have

(4.6) [Va(uy i)l 5 | < IIUfH o1 th (s

)

H»m\»—A

h,

for all uh,vh € XS’Z.

Proof. We prove (0] only for uz,v,f and drop the ”+” sign for the simplicity. We consider the

first part of the Z-norm. By duality, we have

IVi(un-vp)ll .-y = sup /thvh (up, - vp) dt
R

e leall =1 /R

s

X+

= sup / - SiIl ( ) ﬁ(Tl,kl){)\];(TQ,kg)ﬂ)\}:(Tg,kg) .
(S)

Let
(4.7) Vi(r, k) = (k)®

Then, it suffices to control
(4.8) /ZMh(7'177'277'3ak17k27k3)Uh(7'1akl)Vh(T%kQ)Wh(TBakB)v
© A

where

ks| 2 hks
My (11,72, 73, k1, k2, k) = s |7 sin (%5°)|

ey |# ko] (11 — s1,(F1)) % (2 — Sh(kz)ﬁ(Ts — sn(k3))
For kq, ko, k3 € (Th)*, let

G(k1, ko, k3) = sp(k1) + sn(k2) + sn(ks)

=
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be the resonance function, which plays an important role in the bilinear X *-type estimates. Note
that
8 hk hk hk

ki+kys+ks=0 and 7 — Sh(kl) + 7o — Sh(kg) + 73 — Sh(k3) = —G(kl,kz,kg),

From the identities

we know thatﬁ
(4.9)

Vil ~ e 6] and 7y (k)] ~ e ey = on (5 Gk s ) )

With mean-zero condition(k1k2ks # 0), we further know

(4.10) max (1; — sp(k; )>2 > |k1| |k2| |k3|2
j=1,2,3

Without loss of generality, we may assume that (71 —sp, (k1)) is the largest one in My, (71, 72, 73, k1, k2, k3).
By (#9) and (#I0), the multiplier My, (71, 72, 73, k1, k2, k3) is bounded by
ks |1+ _ 1
[t |22 ko | 242 ki |2 (7o — s (ko)) 2 (13 — sn(ks)) = ™ (72 — sn(k2)) 2 (T3 — sn(ks))?
Then, by Parseval’s identity, Proposition [£.5] and Lemma [£.2] we obtain

1
@y < /@ A (T2 — Sh(k2)>%<7—3 _ Sh(k3)>% Up (1, k1) Vi (72, ko) Wi (73, k3)

5A%ft>5(Uh)Ftv’i<<T—:h(k)>%>]r <<T—Z(k)> )dt
f{i(T_Sh ;> (W—SL:>
st i (=)o 75 ()

S llunll oy llonll .
+

(4.11)

M\"‘

S H]:{;}(Uh)’

N\)—l

L2L?

L}LA L}LA

ol

For the second part of the Zj | -norm, we have from duality that

(k)* Ft (vh(uhvh )) (1,k)
(1 —sn(k))

2
Zke(’ﬂ' )* Ll

/ ZMh(Tla 72,73, klv k?a k3)Uh(T17 kl)Vh(TQ’ k2)|ﬂ)71(7-37 k3)|5
©

whp, <1
1hllez o )0 2oe<
where Up, and V}, are defined as in ([@.7)) and

fal? |3 sin(5)

h
[y |5 k| (r1 — s (k1)) 2 (2 — s (k2)) 2 (5 — sp(ks))

My (71, 7o, T3, k1, ko, kg) =

80nce applying (spacetime) Littlewood-Paley decomposition to the summand in (£38), one knows (£3J)) vanishes
unless the conditions (£3]) hold.
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Case 1. Hla2X3<7'i — sp(ki)) = (11 — sn(k1)). Note from Proposition [4.5] that

1=

_ wp(T, k wp (1, k _
iy [ (200 L | I o r
ke(m,)* 7
Similarly as (£I1]), the multiplier is bounded by
|k3|§+s - 1
[kt |25 ko | 242 (75 — s (ko)) 2 (15 — sn(ks)) ~ (72 — sn(k2))2 (r5 — sn(ks))

Then, by Proposition @5 and (#I2]), we have

/ ZMh T1, T2, T3, k1, ko, k3)Un (71, k1) Vi (T2, k2) |wh (73, k3) |
e

_ - Vi 1 _|wn(T, k)|
o ol (7] N 1( ) F 1( :

o O e [P \ ity 7 =00 )
<
S ||uh||x;jé””’1”x;;+|| Whllez ;o122

Note by symmetry that the case ‘n11a2x3<7'1- — sp(ki)) = (12 — sp(k2)) follows analogously.

Case 2. »Hlla§(3<7i —sn(ki)) = (13 - sp(k3)). By ([I0), we have

(75 = sn(ks)) Z ki ¥ kol ¥ K| ¥ (71 = sn (k1)) ® (72 — s (k) ¥
Without loss of generality, we further assume that |ki| < |k2|. Then, the multiplier is bounded by
|fes |15 _ 1
[ [ 3 [R5 [k 5 (r1 = sn (k1)) (2 = su(k2)) T ™ [kl (m1 = su (k1)) 3 (r2 — s (ka)) 5

Since both (7 — s, (k))~3 and |k|~3 are square integrable in 7 and k, respectively, we have

/ Z My (71, T2, =71 — Ta, k1, kg, —k1 — k2) U (11, k1) Vi (72, k) | (=71 — T2, —k1 — ko)

1,72 k1,ko

klkg;éo
< Z 2||Uh(k1)||1:2||Vh(k2)||L2||wh( — k)l e
k1,k2 |k1|
Jox k70
< h”gke(T L2 2| h“zke(T Lrzlw h||zke(T o L
<
lunll - %thHX %H Whllez_, .13

Lemma 4.8 (Bilinear estimate II). Let 0 < s < s’ < s+ 1. Then,

[t -e*#o) ST g T

h,t
+ 517% ¥ S,y%

for alluy € X} 2, v € X, 7

Proof. We only prove

’
N e Y e 774 Y e
h

Zh + + X2
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Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 7 we write by duality that

Ly
th(“ cens h)‘Xhé
(4.13)

@

2 . hkg I 2ko g
= sup / —s1n( )u T1, k1)v;, (1o — 22, ko)wn (73, k3
lwnll _, 1 <1 @;h 3 ) k) a i 2 (7, o)
X5 4 2
Define
Un(r, k) = (1) (7 = s (k) ¥ [uf (7, )
(4.14)

* +sp(k))2

Vi(r, k) = (k) (7 — vp (7 = 3, 5)
Wi, k) = (k) (7 = sn(k))* [ (7 k)]
Then, the right-hand side of (ZI3) is bounded by
(4.15) /ZMh(7'177'277'3;k17k27k3)Uh(7'1;kl)Vh(7'27k2)Wh(7'3;k3)
© A

where

My (11,72, 73, k1, k2, k) =

|k3| ’h sin (hlzﬂ)’
(| [ |* (11 — sn (k1)) (T2 — 252 + sp(k2)) % (13 — sp(k3))?
For ki, ks, ks € (Th)*, define the resonant function as
2k2
G(kl, ko, kg) = Sh(kl) - Sh(kz) + Sh(kg,) h
Note that
8 hki\ . [ hks hks
G(k1, ko, k3) = e cos( 1 )sm( 1 )cos( : ) )
From the identities
2k-
ki+ko+k3=0 and T1—Sh(k1)+7'2 h2 —I—Sh(kg)—FTg—Sh(kg) G(kl,kQ,kg),
we know that
e, [ks| ~  med k|
and
2ko
M := max |T1 — Sh(k1)|, To — T + Sh(kg) ,|T3 — Sh(k3)|
(4.16)
2

Lo Bk (ks | (ks
h3 S 2 S 1 Sin 1 .

hk
Note that cos ( ) 7 for all k € (Ty,)*. From (£I6]), we immediately know

k
(1+M)2 > <1 + M) > b ko2

Without loss of generality, we may assume that M

|T1 — Sh(kl)l in Mh(Tl,Tg,Tg, kl, kz, kg) Note
from (£I6) that dispersive smoothing effect is efficient when |ks| is the maximum frequency, thus
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it suffices to consider the worst case when |ka| < |k1]

~ |k3|. Since h|k| < 1 for all k € (Tp)* and
14+ s—¢" >0, for non-zero frequencies, the multiplier My, (71, 72, 73, k1, k2, k3) is bounded by

s o] 4 < he
— 2 4 sn (ko)) 2 (73— sn(ka))® ™ (T2 — 32 + sn(k2)) 3 (13 — sn(ks))?
Then, by Parseval’s identity, Proposition and Lemma [£2] we obtain

hs’fs
@1m) 5/ Un(11, k1) Vi (72, k2)Wh (73, k3)
05 (T2 — 282 4 5),(ks)) % (13 — sn(ks))?

S b / Fon(Un)Fy r)F (7> "
L T O\ Tt ) T )
< B s -7:;}11 o X
T\ = 2+ su(k)2

1 Vi
Fun <<r — 2k 1 s (k)) )

[Fa[* | Ra | (

]:tThl(Uh)}

L2L?

/_
SE

h,+

[N

_ W,
it (7mi)]
(r—sn(0)F N0t

XS:%
SE T gl g llvy I o g lhonll o g
X2 " X2 Xt
For the second part of Z}, 4+ by duality, we have
(k) Froo (Vnluf - i) (7, k)
(T —sn(k))
Zie('ﬂ'h)*L}'
< sup / > M(r1, 72,73, ki, ki, ks)Un (11, k) Vi (72, ko) | (73, ks )
”whH[2 *Loogl (] A
ey
where Uy, and V}, are defined as in ([@I4]), and
- ks sin (hks
Mo (11,72, 73, k1, k2, k) = ol [ 5in (%5°)|

et |# e |*' (71 — sn (k1)) 2 (2 — 22 + sp(k2)) 2 (3 — sn(ks))
Case 1. M

= |11 — sp(k1)]. Similarly as above in addition to (£I6) under the worst case
|ka| < |k1| ~ |ks|, My (71, 72,73, k1, k2, ks) is bounded by

ks ko |2
|ka|*' (75 — sn(ks)) (2 — 22 + sp(ks))2
Therefore, by Proposition 5 and ([@I2]), we have

S/_S
< h
L7158

(t3 — sn(ks))(r2 — 22 4 5, (ko)) 2
/Z/\;lh(ﬁ,T2,T3,/€1,k2,/€3)Uh(T1,kl)Vh(Tz7/€2)|UAfﬁ(T3,k3)|
© A

Fl (L) F- ( |wh(T k)| )
PR\ (= s (k) B\ (T = s (k)
SN g Nl g N,

< hS/—S

‘thhl(Uh)’

L2L?

Nj=

LALA LiLA

LOO
Note by symmetry that the case M

= |72 — 22 + 53, (k2)| follows analogously.
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Case 2. M = |3 — sp(ks3)|. By (@I4), we have
(s — sn(ks)) 2 3 ka3 71 = sn (1) ¥ (m2 = 58 + sn(k2))F.
Since the worst case occurs when |kz| is the smallest one, we further assume that |ka| < |k1| ~ |k3].
Then, the multiplier is bounded by
|k3|1+sh% - h§+s/—s
[l kol %5 (71— sn (k1)) 5 (72 — 32 + s (ka))3 ™ [ka|5(m1 — sn(k1))3 (r2 — 32 + sn(k2)) 5

Since both (7 — s, (k))~% and k™3 are square integrable in 7 and k, respectively, we have

/ Z My (71, T2, =71 — To, k1, kg, —k1 — k2) U (11, k1) Vi (72, k) | W (=11 — T2, —k1 — ko)

1,72 ki1,ko
klkg;éo

h3
s > T||Uh(kl)||L2||Vh(k2)||L2Hwh( ki — k2)llLe

k71,]€2 | 2|
k1k2760

< h3+s 7S||Uh||fke(1r )*L ||Vh||fke(1r )*L ” h”ZkE(T < L7
1 ' wh

S hste SHUZHX 1y, ||X %H hHEkE(T b

i

Lemma 4.9 (Bilinear estimate III). Let 0 < s < s’ < s+ 1. Then,

3

th(eii—éahu ROy )H S F L oF ]
o X, 2 X, 2
71
F . F 5553
for all uy v, € X, 7
Proof. In view of the proof of Lemma .8 it suffices to prove

[Fntem o o] SRl oyl o

1.
’2

Zy X2
We start with the first part of Z) | norm
2t 95 — 2t 5 —
A
(4.17) (feks 2k 1.y, — 2k 1\
Z — sin(~5* uh( T — 73, k1)vy, (o — 73, k2 )wp (73, k3)
Hwhll o0 1—1 o
Xp 3
Define
Un(ryk) = (7= 2 + sn(0) |uy (7 — 2, 8)|
(4.18) Vi(rok) = {7 = 3 + su (k) [og (m = 35, 0)|

Wi (1, k) = (T — s,(k)) % | (7, k)] -
Then, the right-hand side of ([@IT) is bounded by

(4.19) / ZMh(7'177'277'3; k1, k2, k3)Un (71, k1) Vi (72, ka)Wh (73, k3),
B
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where
(ks
Sln
M (71,72, 73, k1, kg, big) = gl 3
<7’1 — 55+ Sh(k1)>§<7'2 — ? + Sh(k2)>§<7'3 _ Sh(k3)>§

For ki, ka, ks € (Th)*, define the resonant functlon as

2k 2%k

G (K1, k2, k3) = sn(k1) — h21 + sn(k2) — h_2 — sn(ks).

Note that

hk hk hk
G(ki, ko, k3) = —% cos (Tl) cos <TQ> sin <TS> ]

From the identities

2k 2k
ki +ks+ks=0 and 7 — Tz +sp(ky) + 70 — "’ + sp(k2) + 13 — sp(ks) = —G(k1, ko, k3),
we know that
bl e, Il
and
2k 2ko
M = max(ﬁ h2 —I—Sh(kl) Q—W—l-sh(kz) ,|7’3—Sh(l€3)|>
(4.20)
z icos, hky cos hies sin hks
~ h3 4 4 4 ’
hk 1 . .
Note that cos e > 7 for all k € (T,)*. From (£20), we immediately know

(1+M)2 > (1+M)2 > <1+ |h |> > hks|2,

which says that dispersive smoothing effect is efficient when |k3| is the maximum frequency, thus
it suffices to consider the worst case when |ks| < |k1| ~ |k2|. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that M = |11 — 2% + s, (k)| in My (71, 72,73, k1, k2, k3). Since hlk| < 1 for all k € (Ty)",
for non-zero frequencies, the multiplier My, (71, T2, 73, k1, k2, k3) is bounded by
hlks|2 - h
(ro = 3 + sn(k2)) (13 — sn(ka)® ™ (r2 = 3 + sn(k2))> (73 — sn(ka))®
Then, by Parseval’s identity, Proposition 4.5 and Lemma [£2] we obtain

hE
B < /OXA:< 2 s (ha)) (73 — snlko)) 2

1 -1 —1 Vi
h /R%;ft,h(Uh)]:th << 2+ sn(k)) é) ]:t ( T—Sh(k)>

N|=

Un (1, k1) Vi (72, k2) Wi (73, k3)

)i

mb—t

1 _ _ Wi,
S h? H]:t,hl(Uh)‘ . ]:t,hl T _ 1)
LtL < + Sh 2 L4L4 <T Sh(k)> 2 L;‘“L‘L
1. _ Vi, _
o,
~ H h”XZ,é t,h <<T—i—l§+8h(k)>é> XO’}* t,h <T—Sh %
h,

S hluy | 0_||UhH olehHX =3
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Next, we consider the second part of the Z; | norm. By duality, we have

Fow (Valet®®uy - e Ou)) (. B)

(1 —sn(k))
Zie('ﬂ'h)* Ly
S sup ZMh(7'177'277'3,klka,kB)Uh(Tlvkl)Vh(TZ;k2)|1z)71(737k3)|a
@le  e<iJo’f
ke(Tp)* T
where Uy, and Vj, are defined as in ([@I8§]), and
12 sin b |

MT,T,T7k7k7k = :
w71, 2,7, b b, ) (13 — sn(k3))(T 2k1+5h(k1)>< — 52 +sn(k2))

Case 1. M = |1 — 22 + 5;,(ky)|. Since hlk| <1 for all k € (Ty,)*, from (&20), the multiplier
My (71, 72,73, k1, k2, k3) is bounded by
hlks|2 - hz
(T2 — 2% + sn(ka))2 (13 — sn(ks)) ™ (r2 — 3% + sn(ka))2 (13 — sn(ks))
Therefore, by Proposition [4.5] and ([£.12), we have

/ Z/\;lh(Tl,Tz,Ts,/ﬁ, ko, k3)Un (71, k1) Vi (72, k2) |wi (73, k3)|
© A

T _ Vi —1 ( |wn(r, k)|
gh%flU’ f1<7) f1<
tvh( n) Lz || bh <T—Sh(k)>% LiLA BT = sn(k)) LiL*
1
h2||uh|| o, 1 ||'Uh || 0%| hHZie(T )*L
hf h*

Note by symmetry that the case M = |1, — 252 + s, (k2)| follows analogously.
Case 2. M = |13 — sp(k3)|. By ([@20), we have
(75— sn(ka)) 2 0™ 2 ka| T (r1 = 38 4 sn(k1)) 5 (72 = 32 + s (k2))) 5.
Since h|k| <1 for all (Tp)*, the multiplier is bounded by
h ks 3 - h
(T = sn (k1)) S (r2 = 32+ sn(ka))S ™ [ke|5 (0 — sn (k1)) 5 (2 — 32 + sn(k2)) 8

Since both (7 — s, (k))~% and k=3 are square integrable in 7 and k, respectively, we have

N|=

/ Z My (1,72, =71 — Ta, k1, kg, —k1 — k2) U (11, k1) Vi (72, k) | W (=71 — T2, —k1 — ko)
T1,

T2 ky,ka
ko1 ka0

1

h2 —
S > ﬁHUh(kl)lle||Vh(k2)||Lz||wh(—/€1—k2)||Ls°

k1,k2 | 2|4

k1 ka0
SO, Vil 2Tk~ ko)l o
S Wl o Wl 4 1

— h,

As an immediate corollary, we have
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Corollary 4.10. Let 0 < s < s’ < s+ 1. Suppose ui(t), v (t) € Y,f:f are supported in [0,T] and

satisfy mean zero assumption. Then, we have

HwﬂmhstT%wﬂww%mﬂ,

th(uf : eii%ahvff)‘

S BT uy; ol

zt "~ vig
i2r8 iQta 1 ’r_ _
th T e h :F)‘ZSI < ptsosTd lluf ||YS/T||vh ||YS

h,%+

where all implicit constants are independent of h > 0.

Proof. For given 0 < T < 1, take n € C§° as a non-negative cut-off function supported on [—2, 2]
and equals to 1 in [—1, 1] such that

Iz ()i v . < 2l e
where 7 (t) = n(%). Then, by Lemmalﬂ and (42, we have

19 i)

77 < th WTUh) : (WTUZ:))HZS

ST il g ||77Tuh e,
h,

}-Ho\»—A

T~
STs ||uh||YST||uh||Y T

The rest follow analogously. O
4.4. Uniform bounds for coupled and decoupled FPU.

Proposition 4.11 (Uniform bounds for coupled and decoupled FPU). Let s > 0. For given initial
data
(u;’o,u;)o) € H*(Ty) with h Z uio =0,
x€Ty,
there exist T = T(||(uzo,u,:0)||H «(1y)) independent of h € (0,1] and a unique solution (u},u; ) to
the coupled FPU B3) ( resp., (vji,v, ) to the decoupled FPU [B.3) ) with

H“h (t) ’y}j’T N ”(uh 0 Up, O)HHS (Th)»

(resp, [0 @y x S 1030wl

Proof. For sufficiently small 0 < T' < 1 to be chosen later, consider the nonlinear map ® = (&+,d™)
by
OF (uf, uy) = S (tuj,

:Fi/otS,f(t—t’)Vh(uh( )+ T W)

Let Y$ (analogously define YZ’T as a time localized version) denote the solution space for (u;,u; )
equipped with the norm

iy, wp s
By Lemma and Corollary LT0, we have

= et I+ oy 1

— — 1_ —
@ 0 s o < Ol 0) g o + T G 07 2

9n view of the proof, one can find at least 1/6 more dispersive smoothing effect.
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We, here, emphasize that the constants C' and C’ are independent of h > 0. By taking 0 < T < 1
such that

. ) 1
(4.21) CCT o || (w9, ) ez my < 7

one verifies that ® maps from the set

_ T . _ _
Y = {wiu) € Vi i ) lgr < 200, )

Hp (Th) }

to itself. The difference of two solutions can be treated similarly. Let N (u), u; )(t) denote
ot - +on)? £200, 700> iyt 20, F
N (ugy,uy ) () = Vi, (uh (t)) + (e nuy, (t)) + 2uy, (H)e™n2 u(t) o
+ - + = :

For (uy ,uy, ), (w, ,w, ) € Y, we write

NE= gy ) = N (wyf s wy )

_ + v, + + +20, . T T +2L0, T e

= Va{ (i () + wH) i (1) —wid) | + Va{ (5% @F ) + wF 0)) (575 (1) — i (1)) }

+ Vo d (s 0) = wif () R T ()} + Vo (0 () - w (1)},

which guarantees

1 _ _ _ _
< T (|| (uy s wy vy, + 1wy s wi) )l gy ) = (wy s wy)llyge

1 _ _
< 5”(“;7“}1) - (wl—r’wh)h{;j?

by taking the same 7" > 0 as in (2I). Thus, we conclude that ® is contractive on Y. (u;,u;)
is a solution to ([B.3]) which, by uniqueness, coincides in C¢([-T,T] : H*(T;)) with the solution
constructed in Proposition [3.111 O

As a direct consequence of ([@3)) and proposition 8] we have
Corollary 4.12 (Uniform bounds for FPU solutions). Let s > 0. For given initial data

(uio,u,;o) € H*(Ty) with h Z uio =0,

x€Ty,

Let (uf(t),u, (t)) (resp., (v;f(t),v; (t))) be the solutions to the coupled FPU @B3) (resp., to the
decoupled FPU B.3)) given in Proposition[{.11] Then,

+ + + +

Huh (t)HC([nyT]:Hs('ﬂ‘h’)) 5 Huh,O”Hs(Th)’ ||uh ||L4([01T]><Th,) 5 Huh,O”HS(Th)’
+ + + +

th (t)HC({fT,T]:HS(Th)) 5 ||uh70||H3(']1‘h)a ||vh, ||L4([0,T]XTh) 5 ||uh70||H3('JI‘h)'

4.5. Decoupling the FPU system: Proof of Proposition [3.7]
Proof of Proposition[37 Let T = T(||(ui0,u,;o)HHs(qth > 0 be the common lifespan of solu-
tions (u) (t),u;, (t)) to the coupled FPU and (v, (t), v, (t)) to the decoupled FPU with initial data

(u;f o, uy, o) constructed in Proposition 1Tl Moreover, the solutions are uniformly (in 2) bounded
by the size of initial data

(4.22) gy )l 1o, v e < 2C1(uf g, g )]

He (Tp) -
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By subtracting (83) from (B.3]), we obtain

wE() —vE () = / SE(t— )V { () + v (1) (i (1) — vE(E') }

t

t % 2 ’
F / SEt - t')Vh{ (ei%ahvzF (t’)) + 2v?f(t’)ei%28hv,f (t’)}dt’.
0
By taking Y,g iT norm and then applying Corollary [L.10 to the quadratic terms, we estimate
1_ - +
it = v lyo.r < CTF (it lyor + Nz lysr )it = v lyor

+ TS B |uf |

2 i +
ypr T OTT R vy rllog

L,

||Yh5:§ )
for some C’ > 0 uniform in h € (0, 1]. By shrinking the time interval, if necessary, such that
1

1_ _
COTH | (uf s )| 5

He (Tp) <
we obtain from the uniform bounds of solutions (£22) that
+ + —
||uh U ”Y’?’I S hs||(uiovUh,o)H]%{s(m)-

Then, the embedding Y,g iT — Cy([-T,T) : L*(T}y)) gives the desired results.

5. REFORMULATIONS : NORMAL FORM REDUCTION METHOD

Due to the lack of smoothing effect, it cannot be shown directly that the decoupled system (B.3])
converges to the KdV system (B.6]) similarly as in [I5]. Thus, we reformulate the decoupled FPU
B3) using the argument in [I] as well as the corresponding KdV system (3.6)).

1
By definitions of the Fourier transforms (I.1]) and their inversion formula (L.2]), the constant Nor
T

appears when taking the Fourier transform to (ViF)? and (W¥)?, see (3) and (@4). Throughout
1
from 23) and [24) for the sake of convenience.
ous

5.1. Regularizing the FPU system via the Normal form approach. Let us recall the decou-
pled FPU (33) on T), with initial data uj, as

this section, we drop the constant

1 t
vj () = Siy (H)ui o F 1/0 SEE— 1)V (viE(t)? dt

where SiF(t) = eTaz(Vn=0) The corresponding KdV system (B.6) on T with initial data ﬁhufo is
given by

w(t) = si(t)(.chuio) ¥ % /Ot SE(t — )0, (w* (t’))2 dt’,
where S*(t) = e¥31% . Note from Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 0 that

ICntt ooy S ol and [ Lutfa) do =0,
Let us define a profile VhjE by

(5.1) l;%(t, k)= eiith%(% Sin(%)_k)ﬁ,f (t,k), equivalently, fo(t) = S,jf(—t)v,jf(t).
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Note that

ljh}(t,O) zg(t,O) =h Z viE(t,x) =0 for all .

xz€Ty,

Then, VhjE (indeed, Vhi) solves the differential equation

2 12 (hk
OV (t,) = ﬁfsm( ) > R RIVE RV (L ko) = FuBE(VE V().
k=Fk1+k2
k1 ko #£0
or the integral equation
o = 124 hk L 3 o
Vit k) = ujo(k) F 77 < > / F bk 4 e YWE(E k) dt,
(5.3) ; 0 b
k1 k27£0

where

- &7 (k, k1, ko) = {(— sm( ) —k) — (% sin (%) —kl) — (%sin
. o
(e

() (52 ().

Note that ®7 is symmetric over the variables. Let us define a bilinear form

£yt pE Z th sin (%)
=y +ko h s 1y V2
k1 k270

Then, by symmetry, a direct computation gives

—

1 1
ViE(E k) = i o(k) = B3 VE V) (8, F) + 1B (VE, Vi) (0, )

1 t
+§/ FuBy (ViE, 0,Vi5)(t k) dt'.
0

hko

(_

2

)-))

e:tit@i(k,kl,kz)];;i(t, kl)l%(t, k).
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Using (5.2) and (54)), one has

t
/ FuBE(VE, 0,VE) (¢ k) dt!

' gin L — —
_ / h ( 2 ) it {)i(k’kl’b)l}f(t’,kl)atV,jf(t’,kg) dat’
0 2k, k1, k2)
k=ky+ks
klkg;éO
hk e
_ h 7 sin (%) iit’@i(k,kl,kg)vi(t/ k1)
- 02 (k, k1, k) nAto
0 k=k, +k 1,72
o1 ka0
27’ s th iit/‘bi(kg,kgl,kgg)ﬁ:\t / k 1;:7: / k dl
XESIH T Z e h(ta 21)h(t7 22) t
ko=ka1+ka2
k21 k22#0
¢ +2i cos (24%) cos (W) - — —~ —~
= / > T eEH PR R ROV R )V (ko) Vi (¢ k) dt
0 h—ky+kotks n Sm( )
k1koks#0
ko+ks#0

t
= / FrNis (Vi Vi Vi ) k) at’
0

where
O3 (ky k1, ko, k) == @2 (k, ki, ko + k3) + ®2 (ko + k3, ko, k3)
(5.5) 8 . (h(ky+ka)\ . [h(ks+ks)\ . [ hks+ki)

Note that @3 is symmetric over the variables. We further decompose the summation in F, N, ,f3 (V,:It, V,jf, V,jf)
into two parts:

> = 2 + 2 ,

k=ki+ko+k3 k=k1+ko+ks, k1kakz#0 k=k1+ka+ks, k1koksz#0
1211253;:8 ko+ks#0, (k1+k2)(k1+k3)=0 (k1+k2)(k2+k3)(k1+k3)#0
2+k3

and their corresponding parts of FpN, ,%(Vf , fo, V,f) are respectively denoted by (FpN ,f 3)r and
(]—'h./\/,fg)j\/n, thus, we write
(5.6)

FalNis (Vi Vi Vi () = (FaNiZ ) (V5 Vis Vi) () + (FnNG s wvm (Vi Vi Vi (E ).

Here, by the subscript R and N'R, we mean the resonant and nonresonant terms, respectively.
First, consider the resonant term (F5N;5)r. The set of frequencies under

ko 4+ ks # 0, (k1 + ko) (k1 + k3) =0

can be divided into the following three sets

Rpi={k1+ka=0}N{k1 + ks =0} N {ko + k3 # 0},
Rh72:{k1+k2:O}Q{k1+k3¢0}m{k2+k3¢0},
Rhygz{kl—FkQ#0}ﬁ{k1+k3:0}ﬁ{k2+k37&0}.
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Over Rp,1, we know ky = —ko = —ks and k = —k;, which assure
hk hEY 2~
cos cos
FNEIRVE VEVEE Ry, = 322 E) (@§ 2 5] Vi b,
h

due to ViE(t, —k) = ViE(t, k), where Z, 2z € C, is the complex conjugate of z. Here f|4 denotes the
restriction of f on the set A.

Under the symmetry over frequencies, we know
(FrNis) R (Vi Vi VO R)R, o = (FuNiS)m Vi Ve Vi) (8 B) R, -
Over Ry, 2, we know ki = —kg # +ks and k = ks, which assure

cos (—h(kzkl))

T i (BkL
weay: 7o ()
k1 #+k

. hk\ 3 o
(FaNis) Vil Vi Vi) (8 B, , = £2i cos (Z) Vir (L, k) [Vie (& k) 2.

From the angle difference identity for the cosine function, and symmetry and anti-symmetry for

cosine and sine functions, respectively, we have

|Vi(t7 k1)|2
kle('ﬂ‘h)* %SID (%) "
ki+k
_ Z cos (%) cos (%) +:}in (th) sin (%) |V}it(t, k1)|2
4 1
k1€(Ty) h Sln( 4 )
1Atk
h hk
= sin (Z) Z [VE(t, k)2,
k1€(Th)™
ki#+k

which concludes

ih . hk\ — -~
(-Fthfs)R(VfaV}Tvvf)(takﬂnmum,aZi—SIH(—>Vf(tak) S VE k)P

2 2
k1€(Th)*
ki #+k

Collecting all, we obtain

hk hk\ 2~

cos 0s

Pz v VE V) = i L VR
h 1

Now, we consider the nonresonant term (}'h./\/,fs) ~vwr in (BG). Let us define the (cubic) non-
resonant set
(5.7)
A(k) = {(k1, ka2, ks) € (Tn)*)® + k= ki + ko + ks, kikoks # 0, (ki + ka2) (ko + k3) (k1 + k3) #0 }
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and a trilinear form

21 cos(%) cos (M)
ey

FuBE(VE VE VE)(t, k) := > -

3
+it®3 (k,k1,ka,k3) i

e h I I h (t, k

(k1 k2 ks)€A(R) T sin(“3 )@, (k, k, b, k) =1

Then, a direct computation under the symmetry on ko and ks variables in the multiplier gives
[ BN Vi VE VO B = FBF 0, VE VOO + PO VE V0B
— /Ot FuB3 (0Vi5, ViE Vi)t k) at!
— 2/; FiBy (ViE,ViE, 0VE)(t k) dt.

Using (52) and (X)), one has

; cos (%) cos (h(k1:k2)> cos (h(’%:k“))
)
FuB3 0V, Vi, Vid ) (8, k) = F5
o 2 (kl,kz,gk:g)ezs(k) (ks Ry - K, k)

FHPRO b2k KOVE (4, o Y (8, k) V8, k) VE (2, ),

where the set B(k) of frequencies is given by

(5.8) B(k) {(kkkk) e ((myryt: BTt het et b Bikalohy 20, }

(k1 4 k2)(k1 + ko + k3) (k1 + ko + ka) (ks + ka) #0

and the quartic resonant function is given by
Dy (k, k1, ko, ks, ka) = ©F (k, k1 + ko, k3, ka) + @, (k1 + ko, k1, k2).
Similarly, we also have (by changing the variables)

cos () cos (h(k1+i€2+k4)> sin (h(m;m))

sin (282) @3 (k, ky + ko, ks, ka)

)
(k1,k2,ks,k3)€B(k)

eFiTL kLR ks FOVE (4 R YWIE (8 ) Vit ) Vi (1 Ra).
Thus,
FiuBE (0 VE, VE VEV(t, k) + 2F,B5 (ViE, ViE, 0.V (¢, k)

M (k, k1, ka2, ks, k4)e:|:it<bﬁ,(k,kl,kz,ks,lm)])i[(t, k1 )ViE(t, ko) ViE(t, k3)ViE (L, ka)
(k1,k2,k3,k3)€B(k)

= FLBf(VE VE VE VE) (¢, k),

= F

N .

where

cos (%) cos (h(klzb)) cos (h(k?’:k“)) cos (%) cos (h(kﬁiﬁk“)) sin (h(kl;k2)>

Mk, k1, kz, ks, ka) = +
(k, k1, ko, ks, ka) O3 (k, ky + ka, ks, ka) sm(%)@%(k,h—i—kz,ks,kﬂ

Collecting all, we conclude that
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—

1 1
ViE(t k) = ui (k) — 3 FBE (Ve VE) (6. ) + B3 (ViE, Vi) (0, )
t
+ / (FaNiss) e Vi, Vie Vi k) dt!
0
L 1
+ 5B (Vi Vie Vi) (0. k) + 5 BB (Vi Vi, Vi) (8 )

1 t
- 5/ FaBE(VE VEVEVE R db.
0
5.2. Regularizing the KdV equation. We repeat the argument as in the previous subsection
for KdV equation, already done by [I], but we briefly arrange the computation for the sake of

self-containedness and reader’s convenience.
Let us define a profile W* by

— . 3
(5.10) WE(t, k) = eFt5 (¢, k),  equivalently, W=E(t) = SE(—t)w*(t).
Note that
WE(t,0) = wE(¢,0) = /wi(t,x) dz =0 for all t.
T
Then, W* (indeed, I//VI) solves the differential equation

— 1 g — —
(5.11) 8tWi(t,k):1FZ(ik) D eERRRDYWE (L ke )WE(t, ky) =: FDY (WE, WH)(¢, k),
k=ki+k2

k1 ka#0

or the integral equation
(5.12) WE(L, k) = Lhuh o zk / eEW Y (ki k) yE (1 kYWEY, k) dt,

' O k=ki +ke

k1ko7£0
where
1

(5.13) U2 (k, ki, ko) = —ﬂ(k3 — k3 —k3) = —g ks,

Note that U2 is symmetric over the variables. Let us define a bilinear form

ik ; — =
]_-D2i (Wi, Wi)(t, k) = Z Weizt\y?(k,kl,kz)wi (t, kl)Wi (t, ka).
k=ki+k2 ’

Then, by symmetry, a direct computation gives

WHE(t, k) = Lyuj, (k) — Z;ED;(W# WE(t, k) + ZJTDzi(WﬂE, WE)(0, k)

1 t
+§/ FDEWE, oWt k) dt’.
0
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Using (E10) and (5I3), one has

t
/ FDI W, 0 W) (' k)dt'

eF R RDVE (1 )OWNE(E, ) dt
/0 & kz-i-k 2\112 k kl,kg)
k1k27é0

_ +it! U2 (k,k1,k2) YA+ vk
jF Z vk kl,kQ)e WE(E k)

% (Zkg) Z e:l:it’\Ilz(kmkzl,kzz)y/\—;I(t/’kﬂ)y/\—};(t/’ kzg) dt’

ko=k21+ko2
k21k22#0

/ i2leiit'\p3(k,k1,kz,ks)y/\;?:(ﬂ EOWE(, ks)WE k) dt’
0

k

k= k1+k2+k3 !
k1 koks 0
ko+ks#0

t
. / FNZEOVE, WE W) () dt’,
0
where
1
(5.14) W3(k, k1, ko, k3) := O2(k, k1, ko + k3) + U2 (ko + k3, ko, k3) = —g(kl + ko) (ko + k3) (k1 + k3).

Note that \IJ% is symmetric over the variables. We further decompose the summation in FN: 3i (Wi, W, Wi)
into two parts:

> = by + 2 ,

k=ki+ko+ks k=ki+ko+ks, k1kak37#0 k=ki+ko+ks, k1kaks#0
kklli?ﬁ:?,;:oo ko+ks#0, (k?1+k12)(k?1+k3):0 (k1+k2)(k2+k3)(kl+k3)#0
2+ks

and their corresponding parts of ng,jE (Wi, W, Wi) are respectively denoted by (F. j\/?)i)R and
(FN3)aw, thus, we write
(5.15)

FNFWEWEWE) (Y k) = (FNF ) rOWVEWE W), k) + (FN5 ) wr(WEWE W) k).

Here, by the subscript R and N'R, we mean the resonant and nonresonant terms, respectively.
First, consider the resonant term (ngi)R. The set of frequencies under

ko + k3 #0, (k1 + k2)(ky + k3) =0
can be divided into the following three sets
Ri={ki +kas=0}N{k1 + ks =0} N {ks + k3 # 0},
Ro={k1+ka=0}N{k1 + ks #0} N {ks + k3 # 0},
Rs={ki+ka#0}N{ks + ks =0} N {ka+ ks #0}.

Over Rq, we know k1 = —ko = —k3 and k = —ky, which assure

2 | —— 2 _—
(FNG )R OVE WE W) (L Ry =+ [WE(EK)| W2 (1),
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Over Ra, we know k1 = —ko # +ks and k = ks, which assure

— 1 —
(FNF)RWEWE WE) ()|, = £20VE(LE) ) — W, k1)? =0,
k1€EZ 1
k1 #+k
due to the symmetric in k1. Similarly, we have
— 1 —
(FNF)RWEWE WE) (k) |, = £20VE(LE) ) — W, k)2 =0,
kiez
k1 £tk

Collecting all, we obtain
2 | — 2
(FNF)ROVE WE W) (k) = F 2 |WELE)| WEELK).
Now, we consider the nonresonant term (FA;5)yw in (EI5). Let us define the (cubic) non-
resonant set

A(k) = {(k1, ko, ks) € Z° : k =ky + ko + ks, kikaks #0, (ki + ko) (ko + k) (k1 + k3) # 0 }

and a trilinear form

, 3
2Z 3 —
DEOWE WE WE (. k) = Fit U (kK1 ko, ka) (¢t k).
FDEWE WE WH)(t, k) > T T [ (k)
(kl,kz,kg)e/\(k})

Jj=1

Then, a direct computation under the symmetric on ks and ks variables in the multiplier gives
t
/ (FNHONRWEWEWE (Y k)dt' = FD3 (WE, WE, WH)(0,k) + FD3 WE WE W) (t, k)
0
t
—/ FD5 (0, WE, WE WY k) dt’
0
t
- 2/ FDT (WE W aWH)(t' k) dt’.
0

Using (5I0) and (5I4), one has

' 1
FDE(O,WE, WE WH)(1, k) = T~
3( tW ;W ;W )(5 ) :':2 Z qj3(k7k1+k27k37k4)
(k1,k2,k3,k3) €D (k)

x eEIV bk ks KOV (1l YWE (L ko )WE (L, ks)WE (L, k
y V1 5 V2 s V3 s v4 ),

where the set I'(k) of frequencies is given by

T(k) = {(k:l iy kg, ) € 742 R ke ks ka, Kikakska 70, }

(kl + kz)(kl + ko + k3)(k1 + ko + k4)(/€3 + k4) #0

and the quartic resonant function is given by
Uk, ki, ko, ks, ka) = U3 (k, k1 + ko, ks, ka) + U2 (ky + ko, k1, k2).

Similarly, we also have (by changing the variables)

' kl + kg
FDEWE, WE OWE)(t k) = F= > 3
2 (k1 k2, ks ks) €T (k) ksW3(k, k1 + ke, k3, ka)

x eFV ki ke ke KOVE (4 B YWE(E, ko )WE(E, ks )WE(E, ka).
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Thus,
FDE(O,WE, WE WE) (L, k) + 2FDEWE, WE, 9, WF)(t, k)

. 4
{ 2(k1 + k2) + ks it (B ot ko s ) H V/\/\i(t, k)

= :F — 3
by easbs Fyer () 37 (ks Fo o+ h, kg, k)

= FDE W, WE WE WH) (L, k).

j=1

Collecting all, we conclude that

o —

— 1 1
WE(t, k) = Liyuif o (k) — ZJngt(wi, WE (k) + ZJngt(wﬂE, WE)(0, k)
t
+/ (FNH)rWEWE WY k) dt!
(5.16) 10 )
+ 5Jngt(wﬂE, WEWE)(0,k) + 5Jngt(wﬂE, WEWE)(t, k)
t
- %/ FDF WEWEWE W)t k) dt'.
0
Remark 5.1. Comparing (G.16) with (5.9), the resonant term

2i/t
¥ ;

— 2 _—
Wi(t’,k)‘ WE k) dt’

corresponds to

hk Bk et
ﬂf"sgz,)cﬁim/ VEW 0| VEW R
Esm(T) 0
while the rest
hk\ [t o
L. (7) / Vit k) S Vit k)P dt
0 kle(Th)*
ki#+k

itself is negligible in L? due to an additional h.

6. CONTINUUM LIMIT OF THE DECOUPLED FPU SYSTEM TO THE KDV SYSTEM

6.1. KdV equation. In this section, we are going to introduce some interesting results concerned
with KdV equation.

1
Lemma 6.1 (L*-Strichartz estimates [7]). For f € ng:e,k37 we have

1fllzs, sy S (1]

1
0,3
-

X 34

Proof. The proof is analogous in the proof of Proposition 4.5, and it can be found in [7] as well as
132 33 27]. O

Proposition 6.2 (L? well-posedness [7]). The KdV system

1 1
dwy £ —08°3 —9y(w2) =0
(6.1) t W+ Y1 LW+ 1 (wi) s

w+ (0) = ’wi70.

is well-posed in L*(T).
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Remark 6.3. Low regularity results for KdV equation have been extensively studied. We, for in-
stance, refer to [24] 10} 23].

As an immediate corollary, we have

Corollary 6.4 (Uniform bounds for KdV solutions). Let s > 0. For given initial data wy o € H*(T),
let wy(t) be the solutions to the KdV system (&) given in Proposition [6Z2 Then,

”w:t(t)HC([—T,T]:H;('JI‘)) S lwa ol sty lwtllzaqo,7yxm) S llwsollme(m)
Proof. 1t follows from Proposition and Lemma O

6.2. Some preliminaries. For M € N, let P<)s denote the projection operator on L?(T) defined
by

Py f( Z f(k

|k|<M
With this, we define P>p; and Pr<.<a by

PZM:I_P<M and PLS-SM:PSM_P<L7

where I is the identity operator on L?(T).

We first address some preliminaries.

Lemma 6.5. Let M > 0. Then,

(6.2) 1P<aDF (f1s )l S M%nflnm @l f2llz),

(6.3) P> 1D3 (f1, f2)ll L2y S ||f1||L2('J1‘ Il f2ll 2 ()

(6.4) |P> Dy (f1, f2s f3)ll2m) S e ||fl||L2 @l f2llzzmll f3ll L2 (m)

(6.5) |1 P> mDF (f1. f2. 3, f1) |l 2emy S ||f1||L2(1r)||f2||L2(1r)||f3||L2(1r)||L2(1r)||f4||L2(1r)a

for fj € L*(T), 1 < j < 4.

Proof. ([62]) just follows from the duality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
For (6.3), we know

IFDF(f, )R S D |1,€||f1 k)| | F2(k2)].

k=Fk1+k2

k1ka£0
Since k = k1 + ko with k1ko #£ 0, we have M < |k| < max(|k1], |k2|). Without loss of generality, we
assume that |k1| > |ka|, Using |k| < |k1(k — k1)]|, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the summation
of |k|=2 over |k| > M, one has

P> D5 (f1, )2y S | D [ D) m|f1(kl)f2(k k)]

|k|>M |k170

_”fl”L?('Jl‘)”leL?('ﬂ‘)-
For [64), let Fy (k) = [ki|~|f1(k1)| and F;(k;) = |kj| =% |f;(k;)], j = 2,3. From
|(ky + k2) (k1 + ks) (ka + k3)| 2 max((ku, kal, |K3l, [k]) 2 ko] ¥ ks] T |k|2,
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on A(k), we have

. 3
29 w3 n
P Di _ +it W (k},k}1,k}2,k3) . k

|P>mFD3 (f1, f2, f3) |l L2 > > T (ke B oo F) Hfg( i)

k| >M | (kn k2 ks)EA(K) =1

1 ~ o~ o~
S — > By (k1) Fa(k2) F3(ks)
2 (k1,k2,k3)eA(k) o

A

1
Ve | F1F2 F3|| 2ty

N

1
e I F1 N oo (my L F2 | oy | F3 || oy

N

]\;% I f1llzzemyll fellL2emy 1 f3l 22y

For (6.3]), observe that

2(ky + k2) + ks
ks(k1 + ko + k3) (k1 + ko + ka) (ks + ka)
- 2 1
ks(ki + ko + ka)(ks + ka) (k1 + ko + k3) (k1 + k2 + ka) (ks + ka)’

which yields
|‘FDf(f17 an f3a f4)(k)‘

'»':1*’*
)

< Z ks(k k 1k k k
(k1,k2,ks,ks)€l (k) (k1 + k2 + ka) (ks + 4)

.:1%

1
DY

By duality, it suffices to show

N7 ~ 4
6o 5 D0REIAG =k ke 2 IR Tl
= Ralh — ks)(F— kr — ko) 11
and
4
(6.7) Z ko) Folko) o (ks Tolh — k1 — b = k)G Hlfjl\mml\gllwm

s (k) (k1 + ko + k3)(k — k3)(k k1 +/€

where IT; (k) and TI5(k) are the sets of frequencies given by
Hl(k}) = {(kl, ko, k37k4) S (Z)4 cky+ ko + ks + kg =k, kg(kl + ko + k4)(k}3 + k4) 75 0}
and

o (k) = {(k1, ko, k3, ks) € (Z)* : ky 4 ko + ks 4+ kg = k, (k1 + ko + k3) (k1 + ko + k) (ks + k4) # 0},

Nl=
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respectively. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

=

|f1 k1) fs(k3)|2 |f2 k2) f4 k— ki — ko — k3)g(—k)|?
<
LHS of @.8) S Z 0= ko) (k= k1 — k)2 > e
11, (k)
< ||f1||L2(1r)||f2||L2(1r)||f3||L2(1r)||f4||L2(1r)||9||L2(1r)
and
! :

| 1) 3 (k) |? | falko) Falk — k1 — ks — k3)G (k)2

LHS of <
Sof@D 3 Z (k1 + o + k3) (k — k3) 2 Z Ik — k1 — ko2

I (k)

S ||f1||L2(']1‘)||f2||L2('J1‘)||f3||L2('J1‘)||f4||L2('J1‘)||g||L2('J1‘)-

Lemma 6.6. Let 0 <h<1and0<a<1. Let

2,+ _ g it (k ke K 8 .3 (hk +it®? (k,k1,k
Mo (kK ke) = ke (ki ska) 52 Sl (7> et (k:k1k2)
Then, for |k|, k1|, |k2| < T, we have

M3y (8 kR ko) | SRR (L [H)® (Jkks| max([K], [k, k)

Proof. By the mean-value theorem, the Taylor remainder theorem, and (7)) (for a = 1), we have

eiit@i(k,kl,kg) . eiit\l/2(k,k1,kg)

St | @7 (K, ke, ko) — O (e, Ky, ko)
hk 2 (hki\ . [ hks
< — — -
|t|' s1n<4) k‘ h2s1n< 1 )s1n< 1 )‘
hk k
+ | ‘—sin (—41) — Ky

hk
+|t|‘—sm( 42) — ko

S [HA(E] + [k ] + [ka|) [k kel
Interpolating with the following trivial bound

+it®2 (k,k1,k +it W2 (k,ky Kk
Tty (kkika) _ o (kkyka) | <

one has

(6.8) izt<I>2(k k1,k2) eizt\l/ (k,k1,k2)

S (hltl|kky ke | max(|kl, [Ea], [k2])*
for 0 < a < 1. For any 0 < a < 1, collecting 7)), (Z8) and (68, we conclude that

2 hk 2 hk +it®2 (k,k1,k
Esm ( ) ‘ ’thQ sin (7> etit®n (kkn ko)

hk
2 J— —
—|—|l<:|‘h2k2 sin < ) > 1

+ k| ‘e:tztcbh(k,kl,kg) _ ottt T (kR ka)

(Mg (t K ke k)| S

eiit@i(k,kl,b)

S kIR + (K| (hlt||kkyko| max(|K], [k1], k2]))®
which completes the proof. 0
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Lemma 6.7. Let 0 <h<1land0<a<1. Let

k 02 8 sin® (—hk)
27:|: -— Fitw (k,kl,kg) _ 2
tk ki, ko) = ————
Mh’l( b 2) \IJQ(k,kl,kQ)e h?’kQ(I)}%(k,kl,kg)e

+it®7 (k,k1,k2)

Then, for |k, k1|, |k2| < T with kiky # 0, we have

h (1 + [6*)

kkik kl. |k k a'
o]~ (FRaka| max((k] [kal, [ka]))

|Mi1(t7 k, k1, k2)| S

Proof. By [2.8)), we know

- (hk - (hk hk
( 24 5 sin2 (%) _ 1) %Sln (7) < (h|k])™ %Sln2(7) cos (T)
h2k 2 D3 (k, k1, ko) Q% (k, k1, k2)
h2
S (RlED™ = ,
s (25 s (72)
< (hlkl)“,
k1 ka|
for any 0 < a < 2. Thus, it suffices to deal with
s (hk
(6.9) k it (kiker ko) _ 2sin (7) it (k ko ko) |
W2(k, k1, k) ho3 (k, k1, k2)

4 hk;
Let K; = 7 sin (TJ , j =1,2. Then, it is known that |K;| ~ |k;|, 7 = 1,2. Note that similarly as

@), we have

(6.10) cm(%)—qsmmw,

for any 0 < a < 2. By (Z7), we obtain

cos (&) 1 cos (28 (k1 — K1)ks N (cos (ZE) —1) K1 ks N K1 (ka2 — K2)
K1Ko2 kika| K1Kak1ko K1Kzkiko KKk ko
< | BlkaD* | [RlED™| | | (RlE2])*
~ /C1’C2 /Czlﬁ ICle
hOt
~ k|® 4+ [k + |ka|®
|k1k2|(| | +| 1| +| 2| )7

for any 0 < o < 2. Thus, by (G.8), we obtain for 0 < a < 1 that

k L0 (kokika) it ®2 (kki Lk ))
< ) sR1,R2) 1Py (R,k1,k2
G < }\DQ(k,kl,kz) (e ‘
2sin (4F) B k it ®3 (K, k2)
ho? (k, ki, ko) U2(k, ki, ko)

1 N
(h[t|[kk1kz| max(|k, |k, [k2]))™ +
K12

+

<
K1 ko

(IF* 4[] + [Ra|?)

which completes the proof. 0
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Lemma 6.8. Let 0 <h<1land0<a<1. Let

2 : 3
3,+ . +it U3 (k,ky ka2, ks)
t,k, k1, ko, k3) =
Mh ( P ML B2 3) kl\I/3(]€,k1,]€2,]€3)e

2 sin? (%) cos (%) cos (7“]”:]“3)) 5
Tt @ (ko1 ko k)

hk?sin (251) ©F (k, k1, ko, k3)

over A(k) defined as in (&1). Then, we have

R (1 + [t)* (max(|&], [k1], [k2|, |k3|))2“_
|k1| max(|k1], k2], |k3])

|MEE(t, K, Ky, kg, Kig)| <

Proof. Let

1 o ]
3,4+ — +it WP (kok1 ka,ks) _ Eit®]) (kika k2 ks)
t ok, ki, ko, k3) := ( — h )
Mh,l( 1, k2 3) k1@3(k7k17k2,k3) c ‘

and

MOk b ko k) 1= 1 sin? (4) cos (1) cos (Alhzthe)
n2 T W (koo ks) bk sin (BEL) @3 (k, ky, ko ky)

Then, M;g{i(ta k ki, ko, ks) =2 (Miff(t, ky ki, ko, ks) + M;g{,fzc(tvk, k1, k2,k3)€iit¢i(k’kl’k2’k3)), and

4 h(k; + k
thus it suffices to control |Mij1[(t, k, k1, ko, k3)| and |./\/l,31j2[(t7 k k1, ko, k3)|. Let Kjo = - sin (%)

and kjo = kj + ke, 7,4 = 1,2,3. Then, it is known that |ICje| ~ |kjel, j,¢ = 1,2, 3. Similarly as the
proof of (6.8), we have for 0 < a < 1 that

. 3 . 3 «
(6.11) |eEHV (Rkuhaks) _ pdit®h (ko ks) | < o] 4 [¢))* (|ka|| k|| k2s| max(|kia, [kis, [kas]))® -

Note that max(|k12|, |I€13|, |I€23|) S max(|k1|, |]<32|7 |k3|) and |k12k13k23| 2 max(|k1|, |]<32|7 |k3|) Then,
(6101) guarantees

W (1 + Jt)* (max |k, [kz, [ks]))* B (1+ [£)* (max([Fa, [Kal, [ks]))**

MOE(t, K, Ky ko, ks)| S <
Micx (8 b b o, )| o [(erhrshzs) T x| ([ Tk [ )

On the other hand, note by (6I0) that

hk hk
(6.12) ’1 — cos (Z) cos (%) ’ < (h)k| + hlk2s))® < b (max(|k|, k2], |k3])<,
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for any 0 < « < 2. Moreover, by ([2.7), we have

1 B 1 < ‘K1K12’C13’C23 — kik12k13ka3
kU3 (k, ki, ko ks)  KCi®@3 (K, k1, ko, k3) | ™ | kiki2kiskosK1K12K13K23
< (K1 — k1)K12K13K03
~ | k1k12k13kes K1 K12K13K03

k1(Ki2 — k12)K13K2s3
k1k12k13k23K1K12K13K23
k1k12(KCis — ki3)KCos
k1k12k13k23K1K12K13K23
k1k12K13(Kas — ko3)
k1ki2k13ko3K1K12K13K23
< W (k1™ 4 [F12|® + [Fas|™ + [Kas|”)
~ |k1[| k12| k3| |k
h (max(|ki |, k2|, [ks]))®
|1 | max (||, k2], [k3])
for any 0 < a < 2, and where K; is defined in the proof of Lemma [6.71 Together with (2.8 and
[612), we obtain

+

_|_

+

A

M?lli(t ku klu k?a k3) 5

h2k? K193 (k, k1, ko, ks3)

+ ([ 1—cos @ cos k2 1
4 4 llel)?L(k:, k1, ko, ks3)
1 1

k13 (k, by, ko, k3) K1 ®3 (K, ko, ko, ks)
o b (max([k|, [k, [k2], |ks])
|k1|max(|/€1|, |k2|7 |k3|) ’

for any 0 < a < 1. Since (max(|kl, |k1|,|k2l, [k3])® < (max(|k|, k1], |kz|,|k3]))?* for a > 0, we

~

(1 ~4sin® (@)) cos (1) cos (2h2s)

+

complete the proof. O

Lemma 6.9. Let 0 < h<1and0<a<1. Let

2(ky + ks) et
4+ o 1 2 +it U (k,k1,k2,ks,ka)
tk, k1, ko, ks, ky) :=

Mh,l( s vy V1, 2,y R3, 4) k3\113(]€,k1 -+ k271€3,k54)e

4 sin2 (%) sin (7}“]“;]“2)) cos (%) cos (7“]“"’{:”’“4))

h2k? sin (282) @3 (k, k1 + ko, ks, ka)

eiit@i(k,kl,kz,ks,m)

and

1 -~

At L +it 0 (k,k1,k2,ks,ka)
tk, ki,ko, ks, ky) :=

M5tk ks ko, ks, k) \113(k,k1+k27/€37/€4)6

4 sin2 (%) cos (%) cos (h(kfh)) cos (h(ksjk“))
h2k? O3 (k, k1 + ko, k3, ka)
over B(k) defined as in (&8). Let

eiit@‘,ﬁ(i@,kl Jk2,ks,ka)

Myt kb ko, ks ka) = My (6 kb ko, s, ka) + MO (8, b, by Ko, ks, ).
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Then, we have

\MEE(t b, ey, ko, kg, K|

< h* (@ +[t)* k12|

S (max(|k|, |k1], |kal, |ks|, |k12], |ksal, |k123], [k124]))™ (Jk123k124K34|™ + [k12k1k2]®) .
|k3k123k124k34|

Proof. Let K;, K¢, and kje be defined as in the proofs of Lemma and for 7,4/ = 1,2,3,4.

<(]+—€+)) and kjfm = kj + ko + ki, ]7€7m = 1,2,3,4.

4
Additionally, let Kjpm = Esm 1

Similarly as the proof of (G.8]), we have

+it U (k k1, ko, k3, ka) _ e:tit@i(k,kl,kz,ksykd

‘e
’eiitqﬁ(k,k12,k3,k4) _ ot} (k ki, ks ka)

(6.13) < 4 ’eiitqﬂ(km,kl,k2) _ o Eit®] (kio,k1 ko)
S

R (14 [t])* ((|k123k124k34| max(|k123], K124, [k34])) + ([k12k1ke| max(|kial, [k1], [k2]))®),

for 0 < a < 1. Note by (6I0) that

hk hk hk
‘1 — cos ( 12> cos (—) oS < 124)‘ < (hlkiz| + hlk| + hlki2a|)”
(6.14) 4 4 4

S b (max(|k1z], k], [k124]))7,

for any 0 < o < 2. Moreover, by ([2.7)), we have

k12 B K12
kskiaskioakas  KsKi23K124K34

k123K 123K 12434 — K12kskiask124k34
k3ki23k124k34K3K 123K 124 K34
(k12 — K12)K3K123K124K34
k3k123k124k34KC3K123K124K34
Ki2(Kz — k3)K123K124K34
k3k123k124k34K3K123K124 K34
Ki2k3(Ki23 — k123)K124K34
k3k123k124k34K3K123K124 K34
Kioksk123(Ki24 — k124) K34
k3k123k124k34K3K123K124 K34
Ki2kski23k124(K3a — k34)
k3k123k124k34K3K123K124 K34
< k1ol h®([k1a|® + [K3|™ + |K123|* + [K124|” + |Ks34|*)
~ |ks||k123 k124 |34

+

+

+

+
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for any 0 < o < 2. Together with (6.13)), (2.8) and (6.14]), we obtain
’M t k k17k27k3;k4)

k12 (e:tit‘ll4(k,k1,k2,k3,k4) B eiité;ﬁ(k,kl,kz,k3,k4))
k3\113(k k127 k37 k4)

L (1 4 sin? (Z’“)) sm( Qhk) (hT cos(hkl“)

os (%)
h2k? SlIl( 1 ) ?L(k} k 2,k3,]€4)

hkia
+ (1 — COS <hk12> < > k124 >) hk i ( )
4 SlIl 3) o3 (k k12, ks, k4)

k12 B K12
kskioskioakza  K3Ki23K124K34

he (1 + [t)° |k . . .
S w(maX(|k|7|k1|7|k2|,|k3|,|k12|,|k34|7|k123|7|k124|)) (|k123k124K34|" + [k12k1k2|*)
|kski23k124K34]

for any 0 < a < 1. Analogously, we also have

}M?{,jzt(ta k, k1, ko, ks, k4)}

+

‘ 1 ( +it T (kky ko ks, ka) eiit@i(k,kl,kz,k3,k4))‘
U3(k, k12, k3, k4)

(1_ 4 sin? (hzk)> cos (%) coS (hkm)cos(hk&l)

+

h2k? 3 (k, k12, ks, ka)

e () (5] () sz

1
k123k124k34 IC123’C124IC34

he (1 + |t)° |k . . .
S w(max(|k|,|k1|,|k2|,|k3|,|k12|,|k34|,|k123|,|k124|)) (|k123k124k34] + |k12k1k2])
|kskiaskioaksal

for any 0 < o < 1. Collecting all, we complete the proof. O

+

6.3. Continuum limit to KdV: Proof of Proposition We finally prove the convergence
of decoupled FPU (B3] to KAV B6). Let T = T(HUioHHS (T,)) > 0 be the common existence time
for the solution v (t) (resp. w*(t)) to the decoupled FPU with initial data uio constructed in

Proposition [TT] (resp. the KdV equation with initial data Lhufo constructed in Proposition [6.2]).

Proposition 6.10. Let 0 < s < 1. Let f, and g be any H*(Tp) and H*(T) functions, respectively.
Then,
P>z Lnfullezry S PP fullascr,y  and  [[P>zglleery S P2 N9l ms (),

where Ly, is the linear interpolation defined as in (2.5]).

Proof. Tt immediately follows from Bernstein’s inequality and the boundedness of the linear inter-

polation operator. O

Proposition 6.11 (Comparison between linear FPU and Airy flows). Let 0 < s <5 and [t| <1 be
fized. Let fr be any H*(T}y) function. Then,

|P<z (ST(#)Lnfu(t) — LaSy (£)fn(t) )HLz S| fullpre (-
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Proof. Note that for 0 < s < 5, by the mean-value theorem and the Taylor remainder theorem, we

B, 2 (hk
24 2 R\

min (1, [t|h?|k|%)

have

k3 it L (_2 gin(hk .
etithy _ oFitss (k=% sin(%y ))‘ < min <1, [t]

S
S

[t|5h* |k|®.

Thus, we conclude for [¢| < 1 that

[P<g (S*OLnIn() = LnSy (O Fn(D) || Loy

(6.15) =

A

2s
RS fn ()| s () -

Proposition 6.12. Let0<s<1and0<h<1. Forl<M < %, we have

|P<ar (L1 Vi = WH)()]L2(y

s

t
s 34 s e
(6.16) S I [0 DB VEO e, o
t
3
+M2/0 1(LRV;E = WEYE ) z2ery IV E) e oy + IVEE )= m)) ',

for any ViE € H*(T},) and W+ € H*(T). The implicit constant does not depend on h € (0,1].

Proof. From (5.3) and (.12), we write for |k| < M that
t
(- Wk = [ ELBEVE VEWK) — DEOVE W k)
0
t
= [ (B0 V) - DE@VE V) (00 df
0

t
+/ DY (LaVE — W LV + W)t k) dt.
0

By (62)) and the Minkowski inequality, we first have
|P<as DY (LRVy = WE, LV + WH) ()] L2y
< M2 ([(LaVie = WEY )2y (1£0ViE )l 20my + IIWVEE) L2y -
On the other hand, by ([2:6) and the symmetry over k; and ko, a direct computation for |k| < M
gives
F(LaBF (Vi , VE)E' k) — DY (LaViE, LaViy))) (k) = Lt k) + (¢ k) + Is(t, k),

where

. - _ _
Lt k) =Fi > MGt ki k) LaViE( k) LaViE (k)
k=ki+k2
[kl k2| <F
k1ka#0
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here ./\/li’foc(t’, k, k1, ko) is introduced in Lemma [G.0]

ik , — —
12(t/, k) _ :FZZ Z etit U2 (k,k1,k2) (ﬁhvét _ Vhi) (t/, kl) (thhi + V;t) (t/, kz),
k=k1+k2
[kl |k2| < T
k1 ka0
and
" ,, o .
Lt k) = #Z > eF VA kkk) £ VE (Y ) LR VE(H k).
k=ki+k2
[k1|>F or |k2|>F
k1 ka0

By Lemma and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
1P I (@)l 2ery S R+ DM VEE) 2 o [ViE @) | e )

for any 0 < @ < 1. On the other hand, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma [Z8 we have

1 1
2 3
—_— — —_— — 2
1Peara @iz S nMt 32 (e =i || X [eavi 49
[k|<% |k|<T

="h

an
S hEME |V () e cr,) (12aVe () L2 (ry + 1Ve (@)l z2cra)) »

‘ 2

(6.17)

for any 0 < a < 2. Moreover, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
I1PedTa(®)zacry  MENIPs £ LaVis ()l |1 £n Vi () 22y

(6.18) anrs B ES
< WMLV e |£nVE )l 2o,

for any a > 0. Collecting all in addition to Lemma 2.6, we obtain
| P<as(LaViE = WE) ()| p2(m)
t
SB[ WD IV o o IVl
t
b2 VO e IVl o

t
+ M3 /0 1LV = WH Oz (Vi )l + IVEE ) 2ry) '
Taking 2a = s, we complete the proof. O

Proposition 6.13. Let0<s<1and0<h<1. Forl<M < %, we have

|Py<.<z (LaVie = WE) (t)HL2(T)

S>>y

1 2
< —5 swp (V= WHE) o) (1 + IVE oy + IVHEirecr)?)

Mz pejo,

AR s (1 IV aro) IV e, )
/e s

(6.19)

t
3
+/0 I(LaViE = WE) W)l L2ey (L4 1VEE) I me ) + IVEE) e (m))” dt!

for any Vi¥ € H*(T},) and W* € H*(T). The implicit constant does not depend on h € (0,1).
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Proof. From (£.9) and (5.16) in addition to (2.6), we write for M < |k| < 7 that

F(LAVE = WH)(t, k) = (1 + o + Js + Ja) (t, k),

where
~ 1
Nt k) =~ > F (LB (ViEVE) = D (W WH)) (¢, k),
t/=0,t
N 1
To(t, k) = 5 > F(LaBs (ViE,ViE Vi) — Dy WE WE W) (¢ k),
t'=0,t
t
Tat.b) = [ (FuLaNiEDR(VEVEVE) = FNEROVE W W) (¢ .
0
and

~ 1 [t
J4(t,k):—§/0 F(LpBT (VE, VE VE VE) - DY WE WE WE WE)) (¢, k) dt.

J1 estimate. We write

(LrBy (Vi Vi) =Dy WS W5) (¢) = (LaBy (Vi Vi) — Dy (LnVi, LuVyy) (F)
+ D3 (LuViE —WE LVE +WE)().

By (6.3]), we immediately know

|Parecs (DEEAVE = WE LLVE+WEED) [

1
< M”(ﬁhvf —WE) )2y (1£2V5 @)l L2 (o) + IVl 2 (ry) -
For the rest, by the symmetry over k1 and ko, we write
F (LB (Vi Vi) = D3 (LuVis LaVyy) (2 F)

== Y Myt k kL k) VEE k)VER k)
k=ki+k2
k1 k270
[kl k2| <F
k Lit' U2 (ki ,k2) (7 E ) (4 TE L DE) oy

+ i ’1’2(5V—V)t,k (LV +V)t,k:
k:;rlw \IIQ(k,kl,kz) h¥p h ( 1) (£Ln h h ( 2)
k1ka 70
[k1l,|k2|<F

k
LD DT sy

k=Fk1+k2
ko1 2 £0
[k1|>Fork2|> %

=: (7114—(?124—(?13,

eF VA kkLR) £, R B L, VE(E o)

where Mi’jf(t', k,k1,k2) is introduced in Lemma 6.7 For Ji1, by the symmetry on k; and ko, we
may assume that |ki| > |ka|. Since k = k1 + ko, we have |k| < |k1|, and thus, by Lemma [67 we
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have for 0 < a < % that

[ Prr<.<z i1 ()| 22y

S A+ If'l)a< >

=

— — 2
5 |k1|a|v$<t/,k1>||k—k1|a|vhi<t’,k—k1>|‘)2

N . [kr[' 2|k — k|
<[kISE T 0<|k|<F

k1 £k

%
o o 1 o P o —
5 h (1 + |tl|) < E < E |k —k |2> ( E |k1|2 |Vhi(tlvkl)|2|k - k1|2 |Vhi(tluk - k1)|2>>
M<[kI<E \o<|k|<E ! 0<|ki|<F
k1#k k1#k

S R 1DV WOl IViE @) b r)-

For Jy and Ji3, similarly as (617) and (6I8]), respectively, but using (6.3]), we obtain

1 1
2

2
1 — — 2 — — 2
|Pus <z ol S 52 | 3 \,chv,ﬁf —pi 3 ],chv,f +v,ﬂ
<% I

hOt
< 7 Vi Ol (1685 @)z + Ve @)llzar,)) »

for any 0 < a <2, and
1
I1Pv< <z Jis( )2y S M||P>gﬁth(t’)|lL2(1r)||£th(t')||L2<1r)

hOt
N M||£hV;f(t/)||Ha(1r)||£hV;f(t/)||L2(1r),

for any a > 0. Collecting all and taking 2a¢ = s in addition to Lemma [2.6] we obtain for ¢ = 0, ¢
that

1
1Prr< <z A (E)llzamy S S7IIERVE = WO z2qy (Vi ()l zy + IVEE) 112(m)
(6.20)

2
He=(Ty)"

s s hé
+ 3L+ 2V O ey + ﬁllVf(t’)l

Jy estimate. We write
LB (Vi Vi, Vie) = Dy WE WEWH(E) = (LaB5 (Vir, Vi Vi) = D (L Vi, LaVig . L1 Vi) ()
+ D5 (LhViE = WE L ViE, LVE)) ()
+DiF (W, Ly ViE - WE LViE) (1)
+DF (WEWE L,V — W) (¢).

By (64]), we immediately know

1 Pr<-<z

1
Di (LaViy = W5 LuVi, LaVir)) () zar) S mll(ﬁhﬁ = WH W)z ILn Vi ()12 r).

Analogously, we have

|Pars<2DF (WF, LaViE = WE, LaVE) () ey
1

Mz

us
h

S

[(LrVie = WE )2 lLn Vi ) |2 IVEE) | L2cry
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and

|Pr<<g Dy (WS W LV = W) ()| 2(m) S

=

I(LrVie =W W) L2 IV )12y -
For the rest, we write for M < [k| < T that

F(LhBE(ViE,ViEVE) = DE(LWViE, LaViE, LVE)) (k) = Jo1 + Jag + Jos,

where

Jo=— Y MY kR ke, ks)ViE (8, k)ViE (8 k) ViE (8 ks),
(k17k27k3)€./4(k)

here M,?’I’i(t’, k, k1, ko, ks) and A(k) are introduced in Lemma [6.8 and (5.7)), respectively,

N 9 tit U3 (k,k1,ka.k3) L/—\i 1 -~ =~
Joy = — ( VRV k)VE ko) VE(E K
2 Z k1 W3 (k, k1, ka2, k3) (EnVi = Vi) kA o ViE(E )
(k1 ka2 k) €A(R)

+ LAVE (U k) (LnVE = Vi) B)ViE(E )
4 LaVEW k) LRVE( k) (LhVE — V(Y k).

and

. 9 tit U3 (k.k1 ko ks) ——
Jog = — E

LoVt L VE(E k) Lr VE(E - a).
kllpg(k,kl,kg,kg) hvh( ’ 1) hvh( ’ 2) th( N 3)
(k1,k2,k3)€A(K)
max(|k1],|k2l,|ks|)> T

For Jo1, note that |k3| < max(|k1|, |ka|, |k3]). If max(|k|, |k1]|, |kz2], |ks|) = |k2|7 by Lemma [6.8 we
have

I1Py<-<5 J21 ()| L2cr

< ha<1+|t'|>a( )

M<|k|<F

[SE

)t o 3 2
Z Vi ()[R |* Vi (& ) [|[Vis (k= Ry — Ro)| | >
0<[kr | [ka|< [k1l[k — ky — ko

k1+ko#k

=

1
!
< RO+ |E))® > PRE P
0<|ka|,|k2|< %
k1+ko#k
2
<[> ST WEW k)Pl VEW k) PIVEE E — ky — ko)
MSIICIS%O<UC1‘,V€2‘S%
k1+ka#k

S B+ D Ve @ za i Vi ()1 222,

10The estimate of J21 does not depend on the choice max(|k|, |k1l, k2|, |ks|) = |k2|.
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for any 0 < a < 1. For the other cases, we also have the same result. For Jos and Ja3, similarly as
(617) and (611, respectively, but using ([6.4]), we obtain

2

1 — 2
1Pars<gn@llee S 5pp | 32 600 -V
[k|< 7

="h

< (ILVEE) ey + ILaVE ) oy IVEE)Lage,) + IVEE)Eacr,))

Nl=

h* 2
S EHVf(f')lchx(m) (ILaVis (@) l2ery + IV L2crn)
for any 0 < a < 2, and

1
[1Pr<.<z Jas(t ) 2(m) S m||P>%£hv}:1t(t/)”L2('ﬂ‘)”thfjf(t/)H%?('ﬂ‘)

ha
S E||£hV;jf(fl)||Ha(1r)||£th(t/)||%2(1r)a

for any a > 0. Collecting all and taking 2a = s in addition to Lemma 2.6, we obtain for ¢ = 0,¢
that
1

2
Ve IR Vie = WH ) zzery (Vi @z + IV @)L= r)

[Prv< <z J2(t)]l2(r) S

(6.21) 13
s s 3

+ R+ )2V e, + m”vhi(t/)H?{S(Th)'

J3 estimate. We write

((EhNhi,B)R(va ViE, ViE) = (NFH)rWE, W, Wi)) (t') = Js1 + Ja2 + J33 + Jsa,

where
~ 4sin(ﬁ) cos (—k) cos (M) 1\ —~ —
J31 = F2i 2 2 1) _ - £ RVEY R
31 = F Z( 12 k2 %Sin(%’“) A |Vh( , )| Vh( , )7
~ % sy oy ——
Jaz = Fo- (IV;'EIQV,f - |.chv,?|2.chv§) t' k),
Too = ¥ 5 (EAVEPLAVE = WHEWE ) (¢, ),
and
~ 2ihsin® (14) —~ —~ ,
o = £ VI k) D k)P
k1€(Tp)*
ki1#Ek

One can easily see that
1
1 — ~ 2\ 2
[ Pr<-<x J32(t)||L2(r) S fYi > "ChV;f(k) - V;jf(k)} (ILRVEE) 2 ery + IViEE ) I 12¢r))
[kI<%
he 2
S M||V}:Lt(tl)||Ha(Th) (||EhVic(t/)||L2(1r) + ||Vf(tl)||L2(1rh)) ,

for any 0 < a < 2 due to Lemma[2.8] and

2
(LaVir = WH ) 2y (1€2VE @)lzzery + IWEE) z2m) "

1
| Prr<< Jss ()| z2ny < 75l
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Moreover, since

2
h2k?

2ihsin® (1F o
Zihsin’ (%) Shoand > VEE RS IVEE) 22,
ki1€(Tr)™
k1#+k

we have
| Par<.<z Jaa ()l L2cry S BIVE ()32 (1,
For the rest Js1, by (2.8)), (6.12) and ([2Z.7), we have
[Pyv< <z Ja1(t)|| L2

5(2

M<IR|I<H

4 sin (%) Ccos

(
h2k? % in (&%

A

> (M5 wEemre

M<|k|<F

A

B VEE e IVEE)

for any 0 < a < 2. Collecting all and taking o = s in addition to Lemma 2.6, we obtain
[Prv< <z J3(t)] L2

2

t
1
< —lVE = WHYE) |12 LiVEE | g5 my + IWVEE) || 175
(6.22) N/O (MII( X Y22y (1£n Vi @) sy + IV () | o))

Yooy + IV ()]

h* + 3
+ anh (t/)| HS(Th,)> dt/.

J4 estimate. We write
(LiBT (Vi Vi Vi, Vi) = D VS W W W) ()
= (LaBT Vi, Vi Vir Vi) = DT (LY, LaVin, LV LaVy) ()
+ DT (LpViE —WE L VE L, VE, L VE) ()
+DEOWE, Ly ViE - WE Ly ViE, L VE) ()
+ DFOWEWE, L VE - WE L V()
+DFWEWE WE L, VE - wE) ().
By (6.5]), we immediately know
1Py<<3 DY (LaViy = W5 LiVi LoVis LoVio) () z2n)
S ILnVy = WHYE) 2 1£a Vi () 12y -
Analogously, we have
| Prr<.<z Dy OWE, LoVii = W, LoV, LaVid) ()|l 2r
SRV = WHE) L2 IWE @) 2 11V ) F2m)
| Par<.<2 DF OWE WE Ly ViE = W LViE) ()|l z2(r)
S LRV = W)Lz IVEE) 72 1£0 Vi ()| 2y
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and

59

1Par<.< g DFWEWEWE L4V = WH(E)llzery S I(LaVid = WHE) 2y IWFE) G2

For the rest, we write for M < [k| < T that
F(LhBE(ViE VEVEVE) = DE(LAVE, LaViE LLViE L1ViD)) (k) = Tt + Jaz + Jus,
where
Jun = :t% Z ,/\/l;l;i(t’, k, ki, ko, ks, k@);%(t’, kl)];,:i(t’, kz)&%(t’, kg)];,:i(t’, ko),
(k1 kg, ks, ka)€B(k)

here Mi’i(t’, k, k1, ko, k3, k) and B(k) are introduced in Lemma [6.9 and (5.8]), respectively,

Tio = g 2(k1 + k2) + k3 G b )

(k1,k2,ks,k4)es(k) U3(k, k1 + ko, ks, ks)

x ((c/hﬁt VEY (k) VE (ko) VE(E ks)VE (k)
+£/hﬁ(t’,k1)(chvi vi)(t k2)vi(t k3)vi(t k1)

+ LA VE( k) CVEW ko) (CaVE — VE) (U ks)VE (Y k)

b LRVE( k) LAVE(H k) LR VE( k) (LhVE — Eﬁ)(t’,@)),
and

= i 2(k1 + ko) + k3 +it' U4 (k kK ks
Ji3 = +— % (k,k1,k2,k3,ka)
4 2 ks U3(k, iy + ko, ki, ia)

(k1,k2,k3,ka)EB(K)
max(|k;[:j=1,2,3,4)> %

X LoViE(t k) LRViE(t ko) L ViE (' k3) LaViE(H ka).

For Jy1, let kpmae = max(|ki|, |ka|, |ks|, |k12], |k3al, |k123], |[k124]). By Lemma 69 and k12 = k123 —
J41 is divided by the following four terms:

|k123k124K34|* 73 o o o
6.23 Fina t' k t'. k t' k t'. k
029 (k1 ko kszlm)ezs() |k123k124Ks34] Vi (8 RV RV (8 ks Vi (E Ra),
6.94 Koz lk123k12ak34|” 53 © 'k 'k i
(6.24) > b Vi (E k)i (# sV (¢ k),

(k1,k2,k3,ka)EB(K)

|krokiko|* o, g T g
6.25 W— tk tk tk t.k
(02 (k1 o kazlm)GB(k) |k123k124K34] Vi (E RV, k) Vi (ke ) Vi (E, B,
and

ke ulkioki kel — —~ —~

(6.26) S SR ) EC k) VE RV ),

(k1,kz k3, ka) €B(K)
whenever 0 < o < % Let kiys = k — ki23.
1
or ([6.23), we first fix a < 5. Note that

o[V (8, Ba) P 2
Z |(k — kg)(k ki —k )|2 20 ~ ”Vh (t/>||H2°‘(T;L)

0< k1], lk2]|,|ka| <F
(k—k3)(k—k1—k2)7#0

k37
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60
and

T T [ka [V (k) [PLks [ Vi (F ks) [P [RTos [ ** Vi (2, Kios) |2

2—2«
M<[K|<T 0< kx|, [ka].|ks|<E [ + k2 + k|
k1237#0
+
S Vi) za myy-

Consequently,
(6.27)

Y 2P

M<|k|<F

<< 5 ( > el V(¢ k) 2 )
~ _ _ _ 2—2«
< \ oclilfianfii<p |F T R8)E =R — k)|
(k—k3)(k—k1—k2)#0

=

—~ —~ ) ~ )
) ( [ [V (8, k) P s " V3 (2, R 1 R | V3 (2 k123)|2>>
22«
<k [ka |, |ks| < F k1 + ko + ks|
k1237#0

S Vi @) 1 5ze (-

Now we consider the case o = % It is not difficult to see that

k
Z max <1
kios(k — k3)(k — k1 — ko)|[k1kakskios? ~
<k, [kal, ks | < F [Fras( 3)( 1= ko)||k1koks ko]
kissk123(k—k3)(k—k1—k2)#0

which yields

N

> 6P

M<|k|<F

k123 (k — k3)(k — k1 — ka2)||k1kakskiqz|?

M<|kI< T 0<|k1ls|k2l k3l <%
klosk123(k—ks)(k—k1—k2)#0

1
3
x ( > [k [P (Vi (¢, k) Pl Vi (k) [P Rs PV (F k3)|2|kT23|2|Vf(t'7kfz3)|2>>
0<|ka|,|ka|,|ks|<E
S Vi @)k,
For ([G.24), we first fix o < 3. Note that
[ [ [V (8, ) P [Kfas|* Vi (¢, ko)

< + t/ 4 N
|I€3| ~ th( )”B’2 (Ty)

0< k1|, |k2], k3| <

and e L
3 3 [ Vi (¢, k2) Pl es | [V (¢ Ks) [ IVEE) e,
_ _ _ 2—20 ~ IIYh H2>(Tp)"
MER<E 0<|ks | |kal,lkal < (k= ks)(k = k1 — E2)l
(k—ks)(k—k1—k2)7#0
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Consequently,

[N

> 16z

M<|k|<F

[t | VE(t, 1) P2 ks |2 [VE (¢ kr23>|2>

(2 (.2 o

M<IRISH NO<|kal,lkals k3| <7

I — 1
« 3 ko |2 ViE(H, ko) 2 s [ 2 ViE ( Ks) 2\

o<lia ksl |8 ka)(k — Ky — kp) e
(k—ks)(k—k1—k2)#0

N ||V;T(t/)||%12a(1rh)-
On the other hand, it is not difficult to see that
k2

max 1

ks |?|(k — ks)(k — k1 — ko)|[kxkokskios| ™

0<|k1llk2l ksl <%
kias(k—ks)(k—k1—k2)#0

which yields

Y E2P

M<[k|<T,

: ( <
M<IKI<E N 0<|ka],kal, ksl < E
Ko (k—ks) (k—k1 — k)50

k?na/"ﬂ
ksl (k — ks)(k — k1 — k2)||k1k2k3ki‘23|2>

1

3

X < > |k1I2IV?f(t',k1)|2|k2|2lVf(t’,k2)|2|k3|2lVf(t’,k3)|2|kT23I2IV§(t'7szg)F))
0<| k|, k2|, |ks|< T

N ”Vhi(tl)nj’l{l(?l‘h)'

This proves the case o = %

For ([628), we first fix a < % Using k12 = = (k123 + k124 — k34), one sees that

N =

kialo 1
|k123k124ksa| ™ |k123k124K34

|1—a'

An analogous argument to ([6.27) guarantees

Yo B2 | S IV,

M<Ik|I<F

Now we consider the case & = . Note that |ki2| < min (max(|k1|, [k2|), max(|ki2s], |k124], [ksal)).

Considering all cases of K4z, it follows that

Bhaclbiohikol? 1 11
|k123k12akaa||k1kokska] ™ |kioski2aka|  |k123ksaka|  |k12aksaks|
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Then, ([6.25]) with each multiplier on the right-hand side is estimated as follows:

[SE

A

ey [ VE (¢, )2
(> [z b

M<L|k|S T \N0<|kil],|k2],|ks|<F
klo3(k—k3)#0
D s — 1
I T § - .
’ ( S Pl ) P PV (¢ o) i PV (tf,kr23>|2>>
2
0< ki | kal, | ks < k1 + k2 + ks|
k1+ka+k3#0

A

Vi )l r,)»

> IEZ)P

M<|k|<F

( 5 ( 5 |k2|2|v?f<t/,k2>|2>

* _ _ 2

M<IKI<E \0<[ki, kol |ks|<E [Kizak = k1 = k)|
klos(k—k1—k2)#0

A

D ot — 1

’ ( SR <t’=k1>l2lks|2|v,?<tck3>|2|krzg|2|v$<txkr23>|2>)2
2
0<[kal.[kal.lks| < k1 + ko + ks

(k1+4k2+4k3)#0

S IVEW I3z,
and
1
2
> Ezm)P
M<|k|<F
Fa[2[VE () ey ) 2 es I VE (), Ks) 2
< Z ( Z | h ) h 5
~ — _ 2
6.28 <M<k<% 0<|k1l,lka|, k3| <E [k — k1 — k2
(6.28) k—k1—k2#0
1 - 1
X ( Z |k2|2|v§(t/’k2)|2|k>1k23|2|vfjf(tlakik23)|2>>2
_ 2
<k, [zl |ks| < T |(k — ks)ks|

k—k3#£0
SV 3 r,)-
For ([626]), we first fix a < % It follows from k19 = k124 — k34 + k3 that

|k12]® < 1
|kskioaksa| ™ |kskioaksa|t="

Similarly as (6.28)), we obtain

1
2

Yo @) S IV )z,

M<Ik|I<H
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On the other hand, note that |k12| < min (max(|k1], |kz2|), max(|ki24], |k34], |k3])). By considering all

possible cases of k42, we find

kiaz|k12klk2|% < 1 + 1 + 1
|kski2akzal||k1kaksks| ™ |k124k2|%|k3k4| |kski2aksa| — |kskizaka|

1
Note that the bound ————————— appears only when max(|k1|, |k2|) ~ |k| > min(|k1], |k2|), | k3|, |kal-
|k124K2| 2 |K3kal

Let us define a set by
B(k) = B(k) N {(k1, b, kg, ka) € (Tn)™)" : max([ka |, [ka]) ~ [k > min([kal, |ka), [ks], [kal},

and a function gp, by Gn.o (', k) = |k|~7|k|[VE(#, k)| for ¢ € R. Note that |ki| ~ |ki24] on B(k).
Then, by Lemma [2.5] we have

3 1 2\ %
> > Mﬂ%(t’, K )VEW k) VE(E, ks)VE(H ky)
MEIRISE | (ky ko ks, ka)€B(K) s krzaksal
S 9n,290,29n190 10 22 (1))
S ||gh,%||L4(Th)||gh,%||L4(Th)||gh71||Lm(Th)||gh71||Lm(Th)
< ”gh’%”H%(Th,)”ghv%”H%(m)”thHHl(Th)||9h,1||H1(1rh)

< ||V;f(f/)||§l{1(1rh)-

With the second bound, (626 is dealt with analogously to (628). Lastly, (€26) with the third
bound is estimated as follows:
1
1 1 2\ 2
k,,?nam k k k 5 — — —
E : E : | — 2|2 Vlit(tlvkl)vfzzt(tlv kQ)Vlit(tlvk3)V}:zt(tlv k4)
x - |kski124k3a]
MEIKISE [ (ka,kz2 ks ka) €B(R)\B(k)

< Z Z |k2|2|1if(t’,2kg)|2
|k123k3|

M<|k|<E \0<|ki|,lka|,|ks|<E
kl237#0
)+ o — 1
+ I I
’ ( S PR Pk PV k)P PV %S)'Q)) |
— 2
0<k1l,|kal,|ks| < E |k — ks

k—ks#0

< ||V;f(f/)||§l{1(1rh)-

All these prove the case o = %

By collecting all, we conclude that

IPar<.<z T (8l L2ery S AL+ 1D IVi () 3120 (20
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for any 0 < a < 1. For Jy» and Jy3, similarly as (6.17) and (6.I8), respectively, but using (6.5, we
obtain
1
2\
|Pr<<z Jaa)llz2m S | D ‘ﬁhV;f —V;ﬂ

|k|<%

X (H":hV;f(tl)”?b(qr) + ||£hvf(t/)||%2(1r)||V;jf(tl)||L2(1rh)

+1LaViE @) Ve ) F2r,) + IIVf(t’)Ilimrh))

S VEE mrecmy (IEVEE 2y + IVEE )’
for any 0 < a < 2, and
|1 Par<.<z Jas ()l L2 (ry S NP> LaVie () L2l LnVie )32
S RLRYV () ey 1£a Vi (@) 17201y
for any a > 0. Collecting all and taking 2ac = s in addition to Lemma 2.6l we obtain
| Prr<.<x Ja(t)|| 2Ty

t
3
om 5 <||<chvf—wi><t’>||m<m (IVEE o)+ IWEE o)

+ R+ D2V ()5, + 12 ||V’?(t/)”%ls(m> "

Collecting ([@20), (621), ([€22), and ([@29), one concludes ([G.19). O
Proof of Proposition[39 For given R > 0, let uf o € H*(T}) denote the initial data satisfying

Hs (T) <R,

Sup H (“;07 “;,0)|
he(0,1]

and let 7' > 0 be a common lifespan of solutions to (B.5) and . Then, by Corollaries and
in addition to Lemma[20] the solutions to (B) and ([B.6]) are uniformly (in h) bounded in terms

of the initial data on their lifespan, i.e.,

sup vy (Ollarscr,ys  sup  NwE (8l ger) S R,
te[—T,T) te[—T,T)
as well as
(6.30) sup Vi (Dlla=(r,),  sup W ()|l a=(m) S R,
te[—=T,T] te[—T,T]

where Vif(t) and W*(t) are defined as in (5I) and (5I0), respectively. Note that
Lpvif (t) — w* () = (LhSEE)VER) — SEE)LLVE®)) + (ST LRVE(R) — SERWE()).
By Proposition [6.11] and ([6.30), we know
I (LhSiE@ViE = SEWLAVE) (B)l|z2(r) Sr b T

HOne can take the minimum T appearing in Corollaries [4.12] and
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Thus, it suffices to show that there exists 0 < hg = ho(R) < 1 sufficiently small such that
(6.31) ILRVIE(t) = WE)lle, (-r.my:220m)) Sr BT

for all 0 < h < hg. Here, time T > 0 could be smaller than the one appearing in (E30). Fix M > 0,
sufficiently large and depending only on R, such that

C 9 1
1+ R)" < -
S R? sy,
where C' > 0 is a universal constant appeared in Propositions [6.10 612} and [6.13] and (G30), which
is independent not only on h, but also on R. For this M, take hg satisfying hoM < 7. For h < hy,

by Propositions [6.10, 612 and in addition to (G.30)), we obtain

1£0 V5 (8) = WE ()] 2y
< |1Pear(LaVii = WHOlpeery + 1Par<< g (LaVy = W) (@)l 2m) + |1 P25 (LaVii = WH) (O] 22 n)
< Ch3(14T)""5M>%5 (14 R) R?

C
+ EH(ﬁthf ~WH e, (-rmy220my 1+ R)?

+ CT|(LrVE = WE)E)low-rmnaey (MER+(1+ R)°),

forany 0 <t <T.
For fixed M > 0, we can take T > 0 sufficiently small such that

3 3 1
< -
or (M2R+(1+R) ) <3
Consequently, we obtain
LR VE(t) = WE()||12(ry < 2Ch3 (1 +T)*3M2%5 (1 + R) R,
which guarantees (G.31). O
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