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CONSTRUCTION OF A GIBBS MEASURE ASSOCIATED TO
THE PERIODIC BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION

N. TZVETKOV

ABSTRACT. We define a finite Borel measure of Gibbs type, supported by the
Sobolev spaces of negative indexes on the circle. The measure can be seen as
a limit of finite dimensional measures. These finite dimensional measures are
invariant by the ODE’s which correspond to the projection of the Benjamin-Ono
equation, posed on the circle, on the first N, N > 1 modes in the trigonometric
bases.

1. INTRODUCTION, PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

Let us denote by S! the circle identified with R/(27Z). For u € D'(S') a distribu-
tion on S', we define its Fourier coefficients as @(n) = (27) u(exp(—inz)), n € Z.
Then, we have the Fourier expansion of u (cf. [12]),

u:Z&(n)eim in D'(SY).
nez

We say that u is real valued, if u = u, where @ is defined as

u(p) = u(p), Ve e C=(S40).
We also have that u is real valued iff its Fourier coefficients satisfy,
a(n) =u(—n), VneZ.

For s € R, we denote by H*(S') the complex Hilbert space of distributions on S*
equipped with the scalar product (-,-)s, defined by

(1.1) (u,v)s =21 Y (n)*ii(n)d(n),

nez
where (n) = (14 n?)/2. For s = 0, H*(S') = L?*(S") and for s > 0, the space
H*(SY) contains integrable functions on the circle, while for s < 0 the elements
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of H*(S') are not induced by integrable functions via the canonical identification.
Denote by H§(S') the subset of H*(S!) defined as

H§(SY) = {ue H*(SY) : 4(0) =0, a(n)=1a(-n), VYnecZ}.

Notice that the elements of H§(S') are real valued distributions. We have that
HE(SY) endowed with the scalar product (L)) is a real Hilbert space. For s > 0,
the space Hg(S1) contains the real valued functions of H*(S') with zero mean value.

Consider the Cauchy problem for the Benjamin-Ono equation, posed on S*,
(1.2) (8t + Haﬁ)u + 895(11,2) = 0, u’tzo =Ug € HS(SI)

for some s € R. In ([L2), H : H{(S') — H§(S') denotes the Hilbert transform
defined for w € HZ(S!) as
w— —1 Z sign(n)w(n)e™®
nez*
ie
ﬁ?u(n) = —isign(n)w(n), n €z, I/{?U(O) =0.

Considering solutions of (L2) in the space H§(S') seems reasonable since by a for-
mal integration of the equation the mean value of u is preserved. If s < 0 the
expression u? is a priori not defined and the interpretation of the nonlinear term in
(L2) requires to be done carefully. For s > 0, it follows from the work of Molinet
[11] that (I2) has a well-defined global in time dynamics in the phase space H§(S').

Recall that the Benjamin-Ono equation is an asymptotic model derived from the
Euler equation for the propagation of internal long waves (see [2]).

The goal of this paper is to construct a weighted Wiener measure, of Gibbs type
associated to (L2). This construction is in the spirit of the work by Lebowitz-Rose-
Speer [§] for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation. As we will see, in the context of
(L2]) the construction requires more involved probabilistic arguments compared to

[8].

We fix for the remaining part of this paper a positive number o. The Gibbs type
measure we construct will be a finite Borel measure on Hy?(S!). For an integer
N > 1, we consider the finite dimensional sub-space of H; ?(S1) defined as follows

Ey = (u € Hy7(SY) : a(n) =0, |n| > N).
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Notice that the elements of E are real valued C*°(S*') functions and we may identify
Ey with R?V by specifying a bases of Ey. A canonical bases of Ey is formed by
cos(nx), sin(nz), 1 < n < N. One can also equip En with a canonical measure
induced by the mapping from R?Y to Ey defined as follows

N
(1.3) (a1, ,an,by, -+ ,by) —> Z (an cos(nz) + by, sin(na:)).

n=1

Let us denote by Sy the Dirichlet projector defined for u € D'(S!) as

Sn(u)= Y d(n)e™™.

In|<N

Notice that if u € H;?(S!) then Sy(u) € En. Let us consider the following ordinary
differential equation with phase space En

(1.4) (8t + H(‘)ﬁ)uN + SN(E?x(u?V)) = O, U,N’tzo = U € EN.

Let us decompose uy(t,x) in the canonical bases as

N
un(t,x) = Z <an(t) cos(nx) + by (t) sin(na:)), an(t), by(t) € R.
n=1

Then, if we set

cn(t) = =(an(t) — iby(t))

N —

we can write

un(t,z) = Z cn()eM, () = c_n(t).
0<|n|<N
Thus (L4) is an ODE for the coefficients ¢, (t), 0 < |n| < N. More precisely for
0<|n| <N,

(1.5) ¢én(t) = —isign(n)n®e,(t) — in g Cny ()eny (t) s €n(0) = up(n).
O<ingISNO<ingl <N
n=ni+no

Observe that the equation for n is the complex conjugate of the equation for —n
and thus (L5]) is a system of N ordinary differential equation for

c(t) = (c1(t),--- ,en(t) e CN

which can be written in the form ¢ = P(c) with P a polynomial of ¢, ¢ of degree
2 (equivalently one may write an ODE of similar type for (ay,by)). Thus we can
apply the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem for ODE’s to (LH]) and deduce that for every
real valued ug € Ey there exists a unique local in time solutions of (LH]) on a small
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time interval. Moreover, either the solution is global in time or there exists T # 0
such that

1.6 li t)| = 0.
(1.6) Jing,  ax len(B)] = oo

Since integrations by parts give

‘/ UH§WNDWVZ—:/(HQAWﬂXaAww)ZO
Sl Sl

and )
[ sw@utud)un = [ ouuduy =3 [ outudy =0,
St St St
by multiplying ([.4]) by uy, we obtain that
8t(/ u?v(t,:n)da:) =0.
S1
Thus the local solutions of (4] satisfy
1 1
(1.7) S leal® = e lluw () ey = 5 luollZagss

0<[n|<N

Therefore (LO) is excluded and thus we obtain that for every ug € En the ODE
(L4) has a unique global in time solution.

The problem (L4) is a Hamiltonian ODE resulting from the Hamiltonian F' de-
fined by

Fluw) == [ (Dbn))” = [

where for u € H*(S') the operator \DI\% is defined as Fourier multiplier by

—

1
[ De[2u(n) = |n|

[N

u(n), ne€Z.
Notice that H§(S*) is invariant under the action of |Dm|% In addition, we have that
D4|> o |Dy|7 = HO,
and for real valued u,v € C>(S1),
/Sl (\DI\%U) (x) v(z)dx = /S1 u(z) (]Dx]%v) (x)dx .
We can write (I.4) as

d
OruN = %VF(uN)
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where V is the L? gradient on Ey. Therefore the Hamiltonian F is also conserved
by the flow of (L4]). Let us give a direct proof of this fact. We can write (I.4]) as

(1.8) yun + Op(Hoyuy + Sy (ui)) = 0.
Multiplying the last equation by HO,uy + S N(u?\,) and integrating over S, we get

/Sl(atuN)(HamuN + SN(u?V)) =0

and thus
%at</51 (‘Dx‘%(UN))z) +/Sl(atuN)SN(u?v) =0.

On the other hand, using that dyuny € En, we get

[ @unsntud) = [ @)y = 3o [ ak)

Sl

Therefore 0y(F (un(t,)) = 0 which implies the Hamiltonian conservation for the
solutions of (I.4).

Let us now observe that (L5]) can be written in the coordinates a’¥ = (

bN = (by,--- ,by) as

ai,--- ,CLN),

or
obN’
where Jy = —1diag(1,2,--- ,N) and

™

oF

N _
o = Inz .

N
F=F@", o) = F< Z (an cos(nz) + by, sin(nm))).

n=1

Indeed, the projection of (I.8)) on the mode cos(nx) is

Ty + 7020, + | 0:(Sn(u%)) cos(nz)dz =0
S1

and we may write

02 (S (un(x)?)) cos(nz)d = n [ Sy(un(z)?)sin(nz)dz
St S1

= n/51 uy (2)? sin(nz)dz

= g (3 )
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On the other hand

N
1
/51 (\DxIZuN (7)d Z:: a2 +b2)
and thus 5 1
2 _ Yt 1 2
™ by, —nabn<2 /Sl (|1Dz|2un(z)) d:z:).

Therefore the projection of (I8 on the mode cos(nx) can be written as

N
wdn_;(?b ( <§:: an cos(nz) + by, Sln(nx))>>

Similarly

. n 0 al
b, = ———— (F( Z (an cos(nx) + by, Sin(nx))>>

T Oay,

and thus, the equation (L8) may indeed be written in the form (L3]). Since

0 oF 0 OF
5 v 5w ) + g (I ) =0
the Liouville theorem for divergence free vector fields (cf. e.g. [14]) applies to (L9,
and thus to (L)) too. More precisely, if we denote by ®n(t) : Exy — En, t € R the
flow of (I4)) then it follows from the Liouville theorem that the Lebesgue measure
Ay on Ey is invariant by the flow of (IL4]). Namely, for every measurable set A C En
and every t € R one has Ay(A) = An(Pn(A)). Since F is a conserved quantity for
(L4), we also have that for every 8 € R the Gibbs measure exp(SF (un))dAn(un)
is also invariant by the flow of (IL4]). Moreover since the L? norm of uy is also a
conserved quantity, we have that for every real constant cy and every measurable
function xn : R — R the measure

(1.11) en XN ([un | z2(s1y) exp(BF (un))dAN (un)

is also conserved by the flow of (I.4]). We are going to show that for a suitable choice
of ¢y and xn the measures (LII)), extended to H; ?(S'), tend to a limit measure
which is a finite Borel measure on H; ? (S 1), absolutely continuous with respect to
a Wiener measure on H, ?(S1) induced by a Gaussian process.

(1.10)

Recall that we identify the Lebesgue measure on Ey as the image measure under
the map (3] from R?N to Ey. Let us next consider the measure dfy defined as

N
diy = e~ Tn= @A) TT dandb, .

n=1
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Notice that x(R*Y) = (N!)~!. We then consider the probability measure
dfn = N!dby.
We still denote by 6 the measure on Ey induced from 6y by the mapping (L3)).

Let us fix a family hy,,l, € N(0,1), n = 1,2, -+ of independent identically dis-
tributed standard real valued Gaussian variables on a probability space (€2,.A4,p).
Let us observe that the measure 6y is the distribution of the Ey valued random
variable defined as

N
on(w,z) = Z (ﬁn(w) cos(nz) + Iy (w) sin(nx)),
n=1

where hy, I, € N (0,1/+/27n) are independent identically distributed real Gaussian
random variables on (Q,.4,p). Thus we may assume that h,(w) = (271'77,)_%}1”(0.))

and I, (w) = (271'77,)_%[”((4)), where hy,, l, € N(0,1) are the fixed standard real valued
Gaussians. Therefore, if we set

then (g, (w))_; is a sequence of standard independent identically distributed com-
plex Gaussians and

n(w) ;
on(w, 1) = I e g (w) = gn(@).
N 0<%:<N 2 /mn|

Let us denote by L?(Q; Hy?(S')) the Banach space of Hy?(S')) valued functions
on  (the integration of such functions being understood in the sense of Bochner

integrals). Clearly (pn) is a Cauchy sequence in L?(€; H, 7(S')) and hence we can
define

(1.12) p(w,x) =

2% e gn(w) = g_p(W).
n#0

as an element of L2(€; H; ?(S1)). In particular p(w,-) € H;?(S1) almost surely and
the map w + p(w, -) is measurable from (€2, A) to (H; ?(S'), B), where B denotes the
Borel sigma algebra of H; ?(S!). Thus ¢(w,z) defines a measure § on (H, ?(S1), B)
as follows : if A € B then 0(A) = p(w : p(w,-) € A). Let xg : R — [0,1] be a
continuous function with compact support such that xr(z) = 1 for |z| < R. Define
the measure duy on Ey as

dun(un) = XR<”UNH%2(SI) - 04N>e_%fs1 uN(w)3dxd9N(uN)7
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where

N
an =3~ =Bl ias)

n=1
Notice that ay diverges as log(IN) for N > 1. Observe that in the coordinates a,, by,
given by (L3) the measure puy reads

N
N! XR(”UNH%Z(Sq) - aN>e2F<“N> 11 dandbn,

n=1
with
N
uyN = Z (an cos(nx) + by, Sin(nx)).
n=1

From the above discussion (see (I.I0)) the measure ngl daydb,, is invariant and
since F and the L? norm are conserved under the flow of (I4)), we obtain that duy
is invariant under the flow of (I.4]).

Observe that if A € B is a Borel set of H, ?(S1) then AN Ey is a Borel set of
En (indeed, this is clear for cylindrical sets A and then can be extends to all A € B
using that B is the minimal sigma algebra containing all cylindrical sets). We then
define the measure py which is the natural extension of uy to (H, ?(S1), B). More
precisely for every A € B which is a Borel set of HJ(S), we set

pN(A) = /LN(A N EN) .

We now can state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1. The sequence
2
(1.13) XR<||5N(u)\|§2(Sl) - aN>e_§ Jor (Sxu)(a)Pda

converges in measure, as N — oo, with respect to the measure 6. Denote by G(u)
the limit of (I13) as N — oo. Then for every p € [1,00[, G(u) € LP(df(u)) and if
we set dp(u) = G(u)df(u) then the sequence dpy converges weakly to dp as N tends
to infinity. More precisely for every continuous bounded function h : HO_U(Sl) - R
one has
/ h(u)dp(u) = lim h(u)dpn (u) .
Ha”(Sl) N—o00 H(;U(Sl)

Our approach to establish Theorem [Ilis inspired by the considerations in [4]. The
main point in the proof of Theorem [is that thanks to the mean value conservation
for (I4]) the resonant part of f g1 U?v disappears and thus we can get the needed
integrability by using some known estimates of the second and third order Wiener
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chaos. Observe that in a similar analysis in the context of the 2D NLS [4], the
resonant part of the Hamiltonian should be subtracted which leads to a change of
the power nonlinearity to a nonlocal one (the Wick ordering).

In order to prove that the measure p, constructed in Theorem [ is indeed an
invariant measure for the Benjamin-Ono equation a significant PDE problem should
be resolved. It would be necessary to establish a well-defined dynamics of (L2]) for a
typical element on the statistical ensemble. More precisely, one needs to solve almost
surely in w the Cauchy problem of (L2]) with data (II2]). Unfortunately, one can
prove that the L?(S') of (LI2) is a.s. infinity and thus the L? well-posedness result
of Molinet does not apply for this data. However, the expression (I.I2]) merely misses
to belong to L? (it belongs a.s. to all H*(S'), s < 0). Recall that a somehow similar
situation occurred in [4] and therefore it is not excluded to construct the flow of
(C2) with data (II2) a.s. in w. Observe that local existence would suffice since one
may exploit the measure invariance of puy under the flow of (4] to get a.s. global
solutions (see [3]). In the final section of this paper we give several estimates con-
firming that one may expect to construct the flow of (L2) a.s. for data of type (L.12]).

Let us observe that one can use the ideas of this paper to perform similar con-
structions with the higher order conservation lows of the Benjamin-Ono equation in
combination with Molinet’s well-posedness analysis. We believe that this provides
invariant measures for the Benjamin-Ono equation living on regular spaces. One
however still needs to use the Tao’s gauge transform for the truncated ODE in order
to get uniform continuity properties of the flow map. We plan to pursue these issues
elsewhere.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we
prove several elementary inequalities. In Section 3, we recall the hypercontractivity
properties of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semi-group. In Section 4 we prove Theorem [I1
In the last section we prove several PDE estimates related to the random series
¢(w, z) which indicate that one may conjecture that the flow of the Benjamin-Ono
equation may be defined for a typical element of the statistical ensemble.

2. ELEMENTARY CALCULUS INEQUALITIES

In this section, we collect several calculus inequalities, useful for the sequel. Sim-
ilar inequalities were used systematically by many authors in the context of well-
posedness for dispersive equations starting from the work of Kenig-Ponce-Vega [7].
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Lemma 2.1. For every € > 0 there exists C. € R such that for every n € Z,

1 C-
Z < 1 1—e
L2 Tl = ()
Proof. From the triangle inequality, |n| < |n1|+|n—n;|. Therefore, either |n| < 2|n|
or |n| < 2|n —n1|. Thus it suffices to show that for every e there exists C; € R such
that uniformly in n,

1 1
1 <c, 1 cc.
Z nfEln —nq| = °° Z Ini|ln —nq :

n1€Z\{0,n} n1€Z\{0,n}

By a change of the summation n — n; — m we observe that the two inequalities
we have to establish are equivalent. Let us prove the second one. We consider two
cases.

Case 1. Consider the summation over ny such that |n —ny| > £|n1|. Denote by I
the contribution of this region to the summation. Then

25
#0 11

Case 2. Consider the summation over ny such that [n —nq| < $|n;|. Denote by IT

the contribution of this region to the sum. The restriction [n —nq| < %|n1| implies

that Z|n| < |n1| < 2|n|. Thus

1
11<C — < Clog3.
= > iy =8
Zin|<Iny|<2in]
n170

This completes the proof of Lemma 211 O

Lemma 2.2. Let us fix € €]0,1/4[. Then there exists C. > 0 such that for every

a €,
Z 1 < Ce

3_ 1_ 1_.°
neZ\{0,a} ’n’2 E’n_a’2 ‘ (1—|—‘O¢’)2 ‘

Proof. We can suppose that a # 0. If [n — o > ‘%" then the contribution of these
values of n is bounded by

(%)é_az {—6 = C}—e ’

3 1
n0 [1[2 a2




INVARIANT MEASURES FOR BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION 11

Let us next bound the contribution of those n satisfying |n — a| < L;' In this case
% <|n| < % and the contribution of those n to the sum is bounded by

=Y s Y s
a2~ | [l —af27 " Jaf2 ™ Pl Jafz

5l <in|<*! 5l <in|<*!

exactly as in the proof of Lemma 2.l This completes the proof of Lemma O

3. HYPERCONTRACTIVITY PROPERTIES OF THE ORNSTEIN-UHLENBECK
SEMI-GROUP

In this section, we review some LP — L9 estimates for the heat flow associated to
the Hartree-Fock operator A — z - V (see Proposition B3] below). We then obtain
corollaries, known as bounds on the Wiener chaos, useful for the proof of Theorem[Il
For details and background concerning the discussion of this section (in particular
for the proof of Proposition B.1]), we refer to [I], 9] and the references therein.

For d > 1 an integer, we consider the Hilbert space H = L?(R?, exp(—|z|?/2)dz)
of functions on the euclidean space, square integrable with respect to the Gaussian
measure. Then the operator

0 )
(3.1) LEA—x-V:Z<W—$ja7j>
=1 97

can be defined as the self adjoint realisation on L?(R?, exp(—|z|?/2)dx) of A —2-V
with domain

D= (u su(z) = e‘x‘z/‘lv(x), v e D1>,
where

D, = <v € L2(RY) : 299%v(z) € L2(RY), V(o B) € N |a| 48| < 2)'

Indeed, one can directly check that
2
~af2/4 [, plol2/4 _ j=° _d
(3.2) e Le A — ( 1 2).

Of course, ¥2/4 should be seen as 1/2 [* ydy. It is well known that A — |z|? with
domain C§°(R?) is essentially self adjoint on L?(R?). Moreover D; defined above is
the domain of the self adjoint extension. In addition

spec(A — |z[2) {szﬂ ki €4{0,1,2-+ }, j:l,---,d}.
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We now observe that if u solve (A — |z|?)u = Au then v(x) = u(x/v/2) solves

(8- (-9 =25"

Thus, we deduce that A — (|z|?/4 — d/2), with domain D, is self-adjoint on L?(R%)
and its spectrum is formed by the integers < 0. Therefore, using ([B.2]), we obtain
that L has a self adjoint realisation on L?(R?, exp(—|x|?/2)dx) with domain D. The
operator L is negative with respect to the L?(R%, exp(—|z|?/2)dz) scalar product.
Then the solutions of the linear PDE

(3.3) du=Lu, ul—o=up(x)c H, zecR? tecRt

are given by the functional calculus of self adjoint operators by the semi-group
S(t) = exp(tL), i.e. the solution of [B3) is given by u(t) = S(t)up. Of course one
may also define S(¢) via the Hille-Yosida theorem. It turns out that S(t) satisfies
an amazing “smoothing” property in the scale of LP(R?, dug), p > 2, where

dpa(x) = (2m) "2 exp(—|a|*/2)dz

(a probability measure on R?). More precisely, a solution starting from L?(R%, djug)
initial data belongs to any LP(R?, djug), p > 2 (a space smaller than H) for sufficiently
long times. Here is the precise statement.

Proposition 3.1. Let us fix p > 2. Then for every ug € H, every t satisfying
t > 3log(p— 1),

(3.4) 1S@)uoll Lo re gy < luoll 2 me gy, -

Remark 3.2. The exponent 2 in the right hand-side of (3.4) may be substituted by
other values ¢ < p and then the restriction on t is t > (1/2)log((p — 1)/(q — 1)).
There is a close correspondence between (3.4) and logarithmic Sobolev inequalities
for the Gaussian measure. In addition, hypercontractivity estimates of the spirit of
(3-4) are known for many other heat flows.

Thanks to ([3.2) the spectrum of L is formed by the integers < 0 and the eigen-
functions of L may be described in terms of the Hermite polynomials. The Hermite
polynomial hg(x), k =0,1,2,--- can be defined via a generating function as

A2 = AR
exp (— Az — 7) = Zﬁhk(:n)
k=0 V"

Notice that ho(x) =1, hi(z) = —x, hao(z) = %(:172—1). In what follows, we will only

need these three facts about the Hermite polynomials. A bases of eigenfunctions of
L on H is given by

hi(z) = Ry, (21) Py (22) - - - higy (Ta),
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where k = (ky, ko, ,kg) € N® and & = (21,22, ,24) € R?. The eigenfunction
hy corresponds to the eigenvalue

A =—(k1 4+ -+ kq).
The following statement will be used in the proof of Theorem 11
Proposition 3.3. Set
Yaq= ((n17n2,n3) e{l, - ,d}3 DNy #£ No,ny £ ng,Ng # n3)_
Then
1 @) 0 e gy < (0 = DEH @) 12 (2,4
where

H(z) = Z c(n1,n2,M3)Tn, TnyTny, c(n1,n2,n3) €R.
(n1,n2,n3)€5

Proof. The function H is an eigenfunction of L corresponding to an eigenvalue —3.
Therefore S(t)H = e 3! H. Thus Proposition B.1] yields the bound

”H”LP(Rd,dud) < eXp(?’t)”H”LQ(Rd,dud) .

provided t > % log(p—1). By taking t = % log(p—1) in the above bound, we complete
the proof of Proposition [3.3] O

Let us state another bound related to third order Wiener chaos.

Proposition 3.4. Set

Sa = ((n1,n2) € {1, ,d}? : ny #ny).
Then
I H @) oty < (0 = D2 H (@) 12 )
where
H(z) = Z (n1,m2)an, (22, — 1),  c(n1,n2) €R.

(n1,m2)€Xy

Proof. Again the function H is an eigenfunction of L corresponding to an eigenvalue
—3. Therefore we can complete the proof as we did in the proof of Proposition 3.3l
O

We will also make use of the following inequality.
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Proposition 3.5. We have the bound

IH (@)l Lo v gy < (P = DIH (@) ]| 22 (83 dpug)

where
d
H(z) =) c(n)(a —1), cn)€R.
n=1

Proof. The function H is an eigenfunction of L corresponding to an eigenvalue —2.
Therefore S(t)H = e 2'H. Thus Proposition B.1] yields the bound

| H || £ (re,dpig) < exP(20)[1H || 12 (e dpy) -

provided ¢ > % log(p—1). Asin the proof of Proposition B3l by taking t = % log(p—1)
in the above bound, we complete the proof. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [

In order to deal with the low frequencies we will need the following distributional
inequality.

Proposition 4.1. For every C1 > 0 and Cy > 0, € > 0, a > 0 there exist C > 0,
c > 0 such that for every integer N > 1, every A > 2 satisfying N < \“ one has

5 C
H(U S HO (Sl) . HSNU”Loo(Sl) Z Cl)\, HSNUH%Q(Sl) S CQ log)\> S W .

Proof. We will need the following Khinchin type inequality.

Lemma 4.2. Let (I,(w))nen be a sequence of independent identically distributed
standard real Gaussian random variables. Then for every A > 0, every sequence
(cn) € I2(N) of real numbers,

(4.1) p(w : !icnln(wﬂ > )\> < 26_%% .
n=0

Proof. The assertion of this lemma follows from the estimates on first order Wiener
chaos considered in the previous section. It is also a consequence of the observation
that 3 c,l,, is a Gaussian in N(0,0?) with 0 = 3", 2. We include however here
a proof of ([@I]) which has the advantage to work for more general systems of inde-
pendent zero mean value random variables instead of (I,,(w))nen (such as Bernouli
variables).
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For ¢t > 0 to be determined later, using the independence, we obtain that

/ et ZnZO Cnl”(w)dp(w) — H / tcnln dp
Q

n>0

_ H/ plent —x2/2\;l$_
n>0

| FEORCEE LY
0

Using the above calculation, we infer that
eP/DTnch > e p(w chln(w) > \)
n>1

or equivalently,
chn >)\ <e(t/2)2n n et)"

n>1
Using that for a > 0 the minimum of f(t) = at? — bt is —b?/4a, we obtain that

A2

w: chln(w) >\ <e 2Tnch .

n>1
In the same way (replacing ¢, by —¢,), we can show that

A2

w chln(w) <N <e 2XnR
n>1
which completes the proof of Lemma
Let us now give the proof of Proposition £.1l Set

Ay = (ue Hyo(SY) [Snullpoo(s1)y = C1A, ||5Nu\|%2(51) < Cylog ).

Observe that for a < 2 the Sobolev embedding applied to Sywu suffices to conclude
that for A > 1 the set A, is empty. Hence the result is not trivial for o > 2
(which will be the case in our application of Proposition [£1)). For o > 2 the
Sobolev embedding applied to Syu does not give a lower bound for ||Syu| ;2 which
is the main source of difficulty. Let us fix f > 2a. Define the points z; € St
j = 0,---,[AN°], where A > 1 is to be fixed later by z; = (275)/(AN?). The
number A may depend on Ci, Cs, €, a but should be independent of A and N.

15
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Notice that dist(z;,z;11) < 27/(AN?), where Tipxs41 = Zo and dist denotes the
distance on S' (i.e. mod2r). Next, we define the sets Ay ; by

1
Ay, = (uwe Hyo(SY) : |Snu(z;)| > SO\ ISnulZ2g1y < CalogA).

We claim that for A > 1,

[AN]
(4.2) Avc | A
j=0

Let us prove (@2). Fix u € Ay. Let 2* € S! be such that

|Snyu(z®)| = max | Syu(z)).
zeSt

Thus |Syu(z*)| > C1A. Then there exists jo € {0,--- , [AN]} such that

. 2w
2" =l < 35
Then we can write
Swua®) - Syu(ei)| = | [ (Syufea® + (1= b))

. 1

< 2t = 2l 2l (Svu) [l z2gst)
V2T
VAN

V2r
A/ Colog \.
NG 2 10g

Let us choose A > 1 such that for every A > 2,

<

N|[Snull2(s1)

V2 1
A/ Calog A < -Ch .
Ve VTret=aT

Then by the triangle inequality

1 1
|Svu(zj,)| > [Snvu(x™)| — [Svu(z™) — Syu(zj,)| > CiA — 501)\ = 501)\.
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Hence u € Ay j, which proves ([£2]). Let us next evaluate 8(A) ;). For that purpose
we will make appeal to Lemma Observe that

1

0(Ax;) = < ‘Z (2mn)~ 2 (cos(nzj)hn (w )+sin(na;j)ln(w))‘ > %Cl)\,

Zn w) + 2w ))SQCglog)\>.

Therefore, by ignoring the L? restriction and using Lemma £2] we obtain that

0(Ay ) <2 5,

where

f: (cosz(nznj) n sin?(na;) > Z

R = — —

= 2mn 2mn o

Thus using that N < \¢, we infer that k < Clog A, Where C’ is independent of N
and A. Therefore there exists ¢ > 0, depending only on C4, Cs, «, €, such that

(4.3) 0(Ay;) < 9p—cA /2
Combining ([A.2]) and ([A3)) implies that
[ANA]
H(A)\) < Z H(A)\7j) < Q(A)\ﬁ + 1)6—0)\275/2 < Ce_c)\zfgj
j=0

where C, ¢ > 0 are independent of A and N. This completes the proof of Proposi-
tion A1 O

Let us define the functions fx : Hy7(S') — R by

fn(u) = /Sl((SN’LL)($))3d$.

Then we have the following statement.

Lemma 4.3. The sequence (fx)n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in L*(Hy % (S1), B, df).
More precisely, for every a < 1/2 there exists C' > 0 such that for every M > N > 1,

J— < - .
(4.4) HfM(U) fn(u) L2(Hy % (S1),B,d0) — oN

Moreover, for every M > N > 1, every p > 2,

(4.5) | £ar(w) = ()

Cp2 N™*,
LP(Hy°(SV),B,d0)
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Denote by f(u) € L2(H;7(S1), B,df) the limit of (fy)n>1. Let us notice that
the result of Lemma [4.3]is displaying some important cancellations since using (for
instance) the Fernique integrability theorem one may show that [, lul> = 00, 0 a.s.

Proof of Lemma [{.3 Write
| (Swu@)Ps| do(w)
Sl

f 2 —o Q1 - /
N 22 g 51) .00 Hy?(S1)
2
o,
Q'Jst

where p(w, z) is defined by (LI2]). For N > 2, we set
ny+ng+ng=0,0< |nl,|nz2l,|ns| < N).

((nl, ng, ’I’L3) S Zg
gni (W) Gny (W) Gng (W)

Y(N) =
1

(n1,n2,m3)€X(N)

Then
/ (Swplw,z))*dz
S1 8

3
2

ni # tng,ny # £n3,ny # ng).

Next we define 3 (N) as follows
Y1(N) = ((n1,n2,n3) € B(N) :
n,0) can not belong to X(N) and therefore,

Observe that triples of the form (n,
we may write
| (Swelw. ) = Fi(V.w) + Fa(Now),

S
(@) g2n(w)

3

Fl(N,OJ) = 3
872 (c|n|<N/2

is the contribution of the terms (n,n,—2n), (n, —2n,n) and (—2n,n,n) and
1 Z Iny (w) Ina (w) Ins (w) )
Vinil Vinal v/Ins|

FQ(N,(,U) = —3
82 (n1,n2,n3)€X1(N)

is the contribution of the remaining terms. Since

HfM - fNHiZ(H(;"(Sl),B,dG)
— [] [ (Suetw.nis = [ (Switw.))da] dple)
Q St St
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it suffices to show that (F;(N,-))n>1, j = 1,2 are Cauchy sequences in L?({) satis-
fying bounds of type ([44]), (435). Using the Holder inequality in the €2 integration,
we may write

2
In 9on|| 1.3
|Fi(M,w) — Fi(N,w)|l[2@q) < C E: 19nl173 0 19201l 22 ()

3
N/2<|n|<M/2 n|2
1
< > =3
N/2<|n|<M/2 n|2

< % (recall that o < 1/2).

Thus (Fy(N,-))n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in L?(€) with the needed quantitative
bound. Let us next analyse F5(IV,w). For that purpose, in contrast with F (V,w),
an orthogonality argument will be needed. For M > N > 1, we set

A(N,M) = ((nl,ng,ng) VAR ni +no +ng =0, ny # tng,ny # tng, ne # tng
0< |’I’L1|, |’I’L2|, |7’L3| < M7 max(|n1|, |7’L2|, |7”L3|) > N)

Therefore, we can write

FQ(M,(,U) — FQ(N,W) =

1 Z Iy (W) Gny (W) Gny (W) ‘
8m (n1,n2,n3)EA(N,M) Ina| /[nel \/\ns\

(NI

Observe that if (nq, ne, n3) and (mq, mg, ms) are two triples from A(N, M) such that
{n1,n2,n3} # {m1, mz,m3} then

(4.6) /Q Iy (W) Gno (W) G (W) Gy (W) Gy (W) Gims (W) dp(w) = 0.

Indeed, using the independence, if nj, = —mj, for some ji,jo € {1,2,3} then the
integral ({.G)) is zero since [, g,%jl (w)dp(w) = 0 and £n;, can not belong to the re-
maining indexes. In all other cases there is one of the indexes (n1, ne, n3, my, ma, ms)
which is repeated only once and its opposite does not belong to {n1, na, ng, my, ma, ms}.
Therefore, we can write

IN

1 1 1
Pn ) - BNl < € Y LL
(n1,n2,n3)EA(N,M) LEite2l 173
1

€O D T T DO D

n1€%Z |na|>N

IN
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Using Lemma 211 we infer that

IN

3 1 C. L2 G2
Lo (L )+ [ +n2l) = (4 [n2))'=2 0 (T4 In2l) — (14 [n2f)!==

Therefore

Ca
‘|F2(M7w) FQ(NW ||L2(Q <C Z; 1+|7’L2| < N2o

provided 1 — 2a > & > 0. Therefore (Fy(w, N))n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in L?(Q)
with the needed quantitative bound. This completes the proof of ([£.4]). Let us now
turn to the proof of (4.3]). Write via the triangle inequality,

1 Far = fNHiP(Hg"(Sl),B,de)
— [] [ (Suelwonyian = [ ((Sxiptio,))da] dpte)
Q'Jst St
p
< (IFOL,0) ~ BVl + IF(0M,0) = BO, o))

Write

3 3 Re (g2 (w)gan(w)) ‘

Fl(M7w) _Fl(N7w) =
m N/2<n<M/2 n|

N)\W
(NI

Recall that g, (w) = %(hn (w) —ily(w)) and thus one may directly check that

1
2v2

Hence we are in the scope of applicability of PropositionsB3land B4l Consider
parametrized by (x1,---, 2z, 41, ,yam), where (x1,--- ,257) correspond to the
hp(w), n=1,--- , M and where (yj,--- ,yar) correspond to the l,,(w), n =1,--- , M.
Then we will apply Proposition B4l (with d = 2M) to the function

Re(92()920(@)) = 5= ((h2(w) 1) han (6) = (2 (@)= 1)hon () + 20 (@)l (@)l2n () )

R2M

3 _3
H1($17"' y UMy Y1y 7yM)E 3 Z |7’L| 2((x%_1)$2n_(y3_1)$2”)
8v/2m> N/2<n<M/2

and Proposition [3.3] to the function

3 _3
H2(x17"' y TM 5 Y1y " 7yM) = 3 Z |’I’L| 2ZnYnY2n -
423 N/2<n<M/2
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Indeed,
Fl(M,w)—Fl(N,OJ) = Hl(hl(w)v'” ( ) (w)v (w))
+Hy(hy(w), -+ har(w ),11(W) sl (W)
Using the independence, we may write that for j = 1, 2,

HHj(hl(w)v"' ’hM(w)’ll(w)v"' 7lM(w))HLP(Q) =

|| J( 1, ) » Y1, Y )||LP<R2M7(27T)MeXp(—%Zﬁ/f_l(ﬂc%-i-y%))dxl---dy]\/[)

Therefore, using Proposition B.4land Proposition B3] by splitting Fy (M, w)—F; (N, w)
into two parts, we obtain that

| Fi(M,w) = Fi(N,w)ll o0y < CP2IFU(M, w) = Fi(N,w)] 120 < Cap™*N ™2,
where C,, is independent of p, M and N. Similarly, by developing the product

Iy (W) Gy (W) Gns (W)

for (n1,n2,n3) € A(N,M) we observe that the difference Fy(M,w) — F5(N,w) fits
in the scope of applicability of Proposition 3.3l We obtain that

|Fa(M,w) — Fa(N,w)l| 1o () < Cp*/2||Fa(M,w) — Fa(N,w)]|p2(0) < Cap®*N ™.
Thus (4.5) is established. This completes the proof of Lemma .31 O
We have the following standard corollary of Lemma E3]

Corollary 4.4. Under the assumption of Lemma [{.3, the sequence (fn)n>1 con-
verges in measure to f. More precisely, for every e > 0,

Jim f(u € Hyo(SY) : |f(u) — fn(u)| > ) = 0.

—00

Proof. This is a consequence of the Tchebishev inequality. O
The next lemma is a general feature.

Lemma 4.5. Let F be a real valued measurable function on H?(SY). Suppose that
there exist « > 0, N >0, k € N* and C > 0 such that for every p > 2 one has

(4.7) IF]| Lo (agy < CN~p/2.

Then there exists d > 0 and C7 > 0 depending on C and k but independent of N
and o such that

2a 2
(4.8) / SN FIF@IFgg(u) < ).
7(sY)
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As a consequence for A > 0,

o

(&3

(4.9) O(u e HO_"(SI) C|Fu)| > N < C1e 9N F A

Proof. If one is only interested to get (£9]) then it suffices to use the Tchebishev
inequality in the context of (A7) with a suitable p (depending of \). Let us now
give the proof of the claimed statement (4.8]). Write

. Z §N R | F ()|

n!

ESIN]

2an 27L
|F ()| ®

|
n:
n=0 n==k

If k > 2, using the Holder inequality and (7)), we get forn =1,---  k —1,

SN E P F _ Z L 0PN

Zan

2n 2n NAE e
/HJ(SI) [F(u)| % db(u) < (|F| fon gg) < [CN (2n)2 ] — CENH (2n)".
0

The Stirling formula provides the existence of a positive constant C' such that for

every integer n > 1,
n n

n
< (0=,
n!_C\/ﬁ

Therefore, by using (IIH) we obtain that for n > k,

n mn 2an 2n
/ SN | F ()| F ww < TN [CN_Q(Zn)g] :
(sh)

n! n!
_ (gc%5>" <
n! -

Summarizing the preceding gives that for k > 2,

2 2n n
/1{00(51)66Nk|p( ”"d@ <1+Z R L) +CZ< C’k65> <,

provided that § > 0 is such that

k
0 < —5—.
2C*®e
For k£ = 1, the same bound holds by replacing the term
S oF (2n)n
>
n=0 ’
in the above inequality by zero. This completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma, implies the following distributional inequality for (fnx)n>1.
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Lemma 4.6. For every a < 1/2 there exists C > 0 and 6 > 0 such that for every
M>N2>1, every A >0

O(u e Hyo(SY) « |far(u) — fn(u)] > A) < Ce 8NN
Proof. Tt suffices to combine Lemma [£.3] and Lemma O
We next study the limit of HSN(U)H%Z(Sl) —ay as N — oo. Let us define the
functions gy : Hy?(S') — R by
(4.10) gv () = 18w () |22(61) — o
We have the following statement.

Lemma 4.7. The sequence (gn)n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in L*(Hy 7 (S1), B, df).
More precisely, there exists C > 0 such that for every M > N > 1,

(4.11) HgM(u) - gN(u)‘ <CN"z.

L2(H;°(S1),B,d6) —
Moreover, if we denote by g(u) the limit of gn(u) in L?(Hy (S1), B, df) then gy (u)
converges to g(u) in measure :

Ve >0, A}im O(u € Hy7(SY) : |g(u) — gn(u)] > €) = 0.
—00

Proof. Write
2
HgM - gNHL2(H(;0(Sl),B,d9)
2
= [ 1Saret sy = = IS asny + an| dofe)

1 |gn (w)[* — 112
= Z/Q‘ Z In| dp(w) .

N<|n|<M

Thanks to the independence and the normalization of (g, (w)) we obtain that for
ni # ng one has

/Q (1 @)1 = D)(Igna (@) — 1)dp(w) = 0.

Therefore

zlQ

) B c
llgar — gN”Lz(H(;"(Sl),B,d@) a Z W B
N<|n|<M

This proves (4I1]). The convergence of (gn(u)) in measure follows from the Chebi-
shev inequality. This completes the proof of Lemma (4.7 O

We now prove a distributional inequality for (gn)n>1-
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Lemma 4.8. There exist C > 0 and § > 0 such that for every M > N > 1, every
A>0
1
O(u € Hy(SY) : |gar(u) — gn(u)| > \) < Ce?N2A,
Proof. We have
1\» |gn (W)]2 — 1P
_ p —(Z AL e I
e e N AR SR e
N<|n|<M

Recall that g, (w) = %(hn(w) —ily(w)) and thus

1 1
()~ 1= S(2(w) — 1) + 5 (2() - 1),
Therefore, using Proposition and (@II), we obtain that

_1
||9M —QNHLp(H(;U(sl),B,dg) < CPHQM —QNHLZ(H(;U(qu),B,dg) <CpN~ 2.

A use of Lemma completes the proof of Lemma [£.8l O

Combining Lemma [£.3] and Lemma [£7] we may define the function
G: Hy°(SY) —R
by

2
G(u) = xr(g(u))e 37
We then have that G(u) is the limit in measure, as N — oo, of

(4.12) XR (HSN(U) 1225y — aN) o2 Js1(Syu)(@)Pda

Indeed since xr(z) and e~ 5% are continuous real functions, we have that xr(gn(u))

and e~ 3/v (@ converge in the § measure to xr(g(u)) and e 5/ respectively. Then
we use that the convergence in measure is stable with respect to the product op-
eration to conclude that indeed ([4.I2]) converges to G(u) in measure. Thus the
function G is measurable from (H;7(S'),B) to R. We are going to show that in
fact G € LP(H;7(S'),B,df) for all finite p > 1. The main point is the following
statement.

Proposition 4.9. Let 1 < p < co. Then there exists C > 0 such that for every
N >1,

)e—gfsl(SNu)(m)%lm <O

Lr(do(w))

HXR(HSNU”%z(Sl) —an
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Proof. Our goal is to evaluate the function §(A)), where
Ay = (u € Hy°(Sh) : XR(HSNUH%Z(Sl) - OzN)e_gfsl(SN“)(m)Sdm > )\)

for A > 200. More precisely, we need to show the convergence and the uniform with
respect to N boundedness of the integral [* AP710(A,)d\. Set

(4.13) No = (log M)?.
Suppose first that Ny > N. Using the Holder inequality, we get for u € Ay,

| /S (Svw@Pda| < ClSxulliasn ISyullzees) < CanllSwull s
< Clog(N)|[Snullzeo(s1) < C(loglog A)|[Snul[ oo (s1y -

Hence for every > 0 there exist C' and ¢, independent of N, such that
0(A,) < 9<u € Hy(SY) : [|Snull sty > elog ), [[Svul22g1, < Cloglog A).

Thus, using Proposition Bl (with (log A)'~9 instead of \), we infer that for every
€ > 0 there exist C' > 0, ¢ > 0 such that 0(A4y) < Cexp(—c(log))?~¢) < O~
which yields the needed uniform integrability property.

We can therefore suppose in the sequel of the proof that N > Ny, where Ny is
defined by (4I3]). Consider the set

By, = (u € Hy?(SY) : |gn(u) — gng (u)| > /i),
where gy is defined by ([4.10) and « is a large constant. Lemma [1.§] yields
H(B)\,n) < Ce_‘;’f(bg)‘) — C)\—&n.

Therefore if £ > 1 then u(By ;) < CA7P~10. Hence it suffices to evaluate 0( A\ By ).
Let us observe that for v € Ay\B) , one has

HSNOUH%Z(Sl) = (HSNU”2L2(51) —an) = (gn(u) = g (1)) + an,
< C+ K+ Clog(Ng) < Cloglog \.
Therefore Ay\\B) , C Cy where

A

Cyh= <u € Hyo(SY) - ‘/ (SNU)(gj)gd:E‘ > glog A, ||SN0U||%2(S1) < C’loglog)\),
S1
We next observe that Cy C Dy U E), where

1
Dy = <u € Hyo(SY) : (LI(SNOU)(x)3dx‘ > S log A, [[Sngullfa(sn) < C’loglog)\)
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and
E), = (u € Hy?(Sh) : ‘/Sl(SNu)(:E)?’dx - /Sl(SNOu)(:E)?’d:E‘ > %logA).

Using Lemma we obtain that for every a < 1/2 there exists C' > 0 and 6 > 0
such that §(E)) < Ce (NG log NP < op AL by taking « close enough to 1/2 (recall
that Ng = (log A\)?). Hence it only remains to evaluate 6(D,). Using the Holder
inequality, we obtain that for © € D) one has

| /S (Snow)(@)*da| < [|Sngull s 1 Snaulle sty < Cloglog AllSagulzoe (s -
Therefore for every § > 0 there exists C' and ¢ such that
0(Dy) < 9<u € Hy?(8") + 1Snulloe(sn) = clog V'™, [ISngull3asry < Cloglog A).
Using once again Proposition A1l we infer that for every ¢ > 0 there exist C > 0,
¢ > 0 such that 8(D)) < Cexp(—c(log\)?>~¢) < C,A~%. Hence we conclude that
H(A)\\B)“H) < H(C)\) < H(D)\) + Q(E)\) < CL)\_L.
This completes the proof of Proposition [4.91 O

Let us now consider the sequence of measurable functions from (H; ?(S1), B) to
R defined as

Gix ) = X (ISl — e Hfon S,

Since G converges to G in measure, we obtain that there exists a subsequence Ny
such that
G(u) = lim G, (u), 6 as.
k—o00

Proposition 9] implies that there exists a constant C such that
|G N, (W)l Lo (gouyy < €5 Vk € N.
Hence Fatou’s lemma implies that G(u) € LP(df(u)) and moreover
/ IG(w)|PdB(u) < lim inf G, (w)|Pd6(w)
H(;O-(Sl) k—oo H(;O'(Sl)

Let now h be a bounded continuous function from H;?(S') to R. Our goal is to
show that

(4.14) lim G () h(w)dO () = / G(w)h(w)do(w) .
N—oo JH;o(s1) Hy7(Sh)
Let us fix ¢ > 0. Consider the set
Ane = (u S HO_"(SI) D Gn(u) — G(u)| < 5).
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Denote by A% . the complementary set in Hy 7(S1) of Ay.. Then, using that h is
bounded, Proposition .9 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer that

[ (G(w) = Guph)ds(w)] < ClGx — Gluz(an (A5 ) < ClOLA)

[NIES

where C is independent of NV and €. On the other hand
| / (G (1) — G(w))h(u)db(u)| < Ce
AN,E

and thus we have (4.14]) since the convergence in measure of Gy to G implies that
for a fixed ¢,

lim A(A%y.) =0.
N—oo ’
This completes the proof of Theorem [Il O

Let us observe that for R > 1 the measure dp(u) is not trivial. Indeed, by the
estimates on second order Wiener chaos (see Lemma [A4.8]) we infer that

9<u € Hy°(Sh) : H|5Nu||%2(51) — ozN‘ > R) < Ce R,
where C' > 0 and § > 0 are independent of R. Since for R > 3,

(u € Hy?(SY) : |g(u)] > R) C (u € Hy?(SY) : |gn(u)| > R—Q)

U (u € Hy7(SY)  |g(u) — gn(u)| > 1)

using the convergence in measure of gy(u) to g(u), we obtain that for R > 1
the set (u € Hy7(SY) : |g(u)] < R) is of positive § measure and thus dp(u) is
a nontrivial measure since its (non-negative) density is not vanishing on a set of
positive # measure. The result of Theorem [ implies some additional properties of
the convergence of py to p. For instance we have the following statement.

Proposition 4.10. Let U be an open set of H=°(S'). Then

(4.15) liminf pn(U) > p(U).
N—o00
Let V be a closed set of H=7(S'). Then
(4.16) p(V) > limsup py (V).
N—oo

Proof. Applying Theorem [Ilto h = 1, we obtain that
(4.17) / G(u)df(u) = Jim G (u)dB(u)

Hy o (St) N—o0 Hy 7 (S1)
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We set
ov= [ g G, 3= / gy GO0

If B = 0 the assertion is trivial. We can therefore suppose that 8 # 0 and that there
exists Ny such that Sy # 0, VN > Ny. Next, we define the probability measures on
(Hy?(SY),B) as

dpn = ﬁ;,ld,oN,N > Ny, dp=p"tdp.

Since limy_,00 By = B (see ([@IT)), Theorem [ implies that for every continuous
bounded function h from H; ?(S') to R, we have

/ h(u)dp(u) = lim h(u)dpn (u).
H(;U(Sl) N—o00 Ha”(Sl)

But it is known (see e.g. [10, @]) that the above convergence is in fact equivalent
with the fact that for every open set of H=7(S!) one has

(4.18) lim inf jn(U) < 5(U).
N—oo

Using (417, we infer that (£I5]) holds. Finally, one obtains (4.I6]) by passing to
complementary sets in ([4I8]). This completes the proof of Proposition EI0l O

5. THE RANDOM DISTRIBUTION ¢(w,x) AND THE BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION

5.1. Behavior of the map u — u? on the statistical ensemble. If one is

interested to construct solutions of the Benjamin-Ono equation with almost all data
o(w, x) given by ([LI2)), in view of the structure of the nonlinearity, it is natural to
ask about regularity properties of ¢?(w,z). Since |¢(w, )|z = co a.s. it is natural
to project ©?(w,x) on the non zero modes. If we denote by II the projector on the
non zero modes, we have the following statement.

Lemma 5.1. For every s < 0 there exists a constant C' such that for every N,

B¢ (@, 2) e s1)) < C.
Remark 5.2. The nontrivial point is that C is independent of N.
Proof. Write

Oy (w,z) = > 912 (@) 913(®) itm-4nae

o<iniimaien 2V 1] 24/ 7 [n2]

ni+na#0
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Therefore

b =5 | 3 Sl

n1+n2 n

Denote by G(w) the right hand-side of the above equality. Then using the indepen-
dence of g, (w) one verifies that

LI EL M ML

n;é(] 0<|ny|,|ng| <N TL;&O TL1€Z\{0 n}
ni1+ns=n

Therefore, using Lemma 2.1] we get

E(G) < C > [nf*(1+In))" "¢ < o0
n#0
provided 2s + ¢ < 0, i.e. 0 < e < —2s. This completes the proof of Lemma 5.1l O

5.2. Tao’s gauge transform on the statistical ensemble. In [13], Tao intro-
duces a gauge transform which turns out to be a crucial tool in the low regularity
well-posedness of the Benjamin-Ono equation (see [I1 [5, [6]). We now study the
action of this transform on the functions on the statistical ensemble (L.I2]). Recall
that Tao’s gauge transform is defined by

ur— Py (e_m;l“ u> = O(u),

where P, denotes the projector on the positive frequencies. For v € L?(S') with
zero mean value the gauge transform ®(u) is easily seen to belong to L?(S1). For
u € HE(SY), —1/2 < s < 0 one may give sense of the product e~ uy in LY(SY),
since 9; 'u € H'73(S') a.s. and 1 — s > 1/2 implies that e~ 'u ¢ H'=5(SY) as.
It is however not a priori clear that for u € H§(S'), —1/2 < s < 0, the transform
®(u) is also in HF(S'). This turns out to be the case for u = p(w, ) a.s. in w as
shows the next lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let us fiz s < 0. Then ®(¢(w,-)) € H3(S') a.s
Proof. Write
—iogtu _ — (—i0; 'u)*
‘ N kz Kl
=1

Recall (see e.g. [10]) that there exists an a.s. finite real valued random variable
H(w) such that for every n =1,2,---,

(5.1) |9 (w)] < (log(1 +n))2 H(w).



30 N. TZVETKOV
It suffices therefore to show that
(5.2) 1P (0 (. ) (w0 |

The proof of (5.2]) is based on a repetitive use of Lemma The square of the left
hand-side of (5.2)) can be bounded by

C Z n2s Z I (w) I, (W) o9 (w)

1 3 3
n>0 n#0,5=1, k+1 n12  |ngl2 [ngg1]2
n=ni+-+npi1

k+1
Hast) = ClHE)™

2

Next using k + 1 times (5.I]) we bound the last expression as follows

1 1 1 2

CAH@PMDY | Y — |

n>0 nj#0,4=1, k+1 In1|27° |nol2 Inkt1]2
n=ni+--+ng41
where ¢ €]0, %[ Using Lemma 2.2, we bound the above expression by
C.(H (w))?*+1)
1 1 1 2
2
xzns( S S —
n>0 nj£0,§=2, k |n2|2 |nk|2 |n—n2 — _nk|2

n#Eng ey,

Finally using & — 1 more times Lemma 2.2] we eliminate consequently ny, ni_1 etc.
up to ng and thus we bound the last expression by

C«E(H(w))2(k+l) Z n2s —

1
n>0 ‘n‘Q

2
< CL(H(w))*™ ),

provided 0 < & < min(%, —s). This proves (5.2) and Lemma 5.3 is therefore estab-
lished. 0

5.3. Bounds on the second Picard iteration associated to the Benjamin-
Ono equation with data ¢(w,z). If we set o(n) = —n|n|, we then have that for
w € HF(S'), s € R the solution of the linearized around the zero solution Benjamin-
Ono equation

(8t + H@g)u = O, u’tzo =w
is given by
u(t, z) = exp(—tHI?)(w) = Z et (M) T iy (n)
n#0
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If we are interested to solve the Benjamin-Ono equation with initial data ¢(w,z)
then it is useful to study the problem

(5.3) (0 -+ HR)u + 0, (exp(~tH) (9w, ) . ulmo = 0.

If we replace in (5.3) ¢(w,x) by an HZ(S') , s > 0 function then it follows from the
work by Molinet [I1] that the solution of (5.3) is in H§(S'). We are now going to
show that in the context of (5.3) the solution is a.s. in all H§(S'), s < 0.

Proposition 5.4. For every s < 0, the solution u of (5.3) is a.s. in H5(S%).
Proof. We have that

2
0, ((exp(—tH) (p(w, "))
= i Qm() Ina(@) __it(o(na)+o(na) gitm+na)e

7
1n170,1270 2\/71"711 2\/7'("77,2

On the other hand by the Duhamel principle the solution of (5.3]) is given by

t 2
u(t,z,w) = — / exp(—(t — T)H@i) <8x(exp(—TH8§)(g0(w, ))> >d7'.
0
Therefore there exists a numerical constant ¢ such that
it(o(n1)+o(n—n1)—

' e o(n)) _q n1 (w) In—ny (W) J
u(t,z,w) = c E ne'to() E - “
(t, z,w) < o(ni) +o(n—mni)—om) /] |”_”1|>

n#0 n1#£0,n
Using a direct case by case analysis implies that for ny # 0,n, n # 0,

|o(n1) + o(n —n1) —o(n)| > Inl.

Therefore using the independence of g, (w) and Lemma 2.1} we obtain for s < 0

O| |28
Ju(t, 7')”L2(QHO(S1 <CZ Z | ny(n —nq)| Z In|t=* >

n#0n1#£0,n
provided € > 0 being such that 2s + ¢ < 0. This completes the proof of Proposi-
tion (.41 O
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