arXiv:2406.14342v2 [math.AP] 6 Dec 2024

Dispersive blow-up for the fifth order Korteweg-de Vries equation on the line

Eddye Bustamante Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Sede Medellín

eabusta0@unal.edu.co

José Jiménez Urrea Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Sede Medellín

jmjimene@unal.edu.co

Jorge Mejía Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Sede Medellín

jemejia@unal.edu.co

Abstract

In this work we establish a dispersive blow-up result for the initial value problem (IVP) for the fifth order Korteweg-de Vries equation u_t + ∂^5_xu + u∂_xu = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x), }

To achieve this, we prove a local well-posedness result in Bourgain spaces of the type X^{s,b} for appropriate values of s and b, along with a regularity property for the nonlinear part of that solution. This property enables the construction of initial data that leads to the dispersive blow-up phenomenon.

1 Introduction

In this article we consider the initial value problem (IVP) corresponding to the fifth order Kortewegde Vries (KdV) equation u_t + ∂^5_xu + u∂_xu = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x). } (1.1)

The well-posedness of the Cauchy problem associated with fifth-order KdV-type equations in the functional context of Sobolev spaces has been addressed by various authors in recent years (see, for example, [1], [5], [9], [13], [15], [16], [17], and references therein).

The IVP (1.1) is a particular case of the IVP, studied by Kato in [10] and [11], for Kawahara equation

u_t + α∂^5_xu + β∂^3_xu + γ∂_x(u^2) = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x), } (1.2)

12020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35Q53

where α, β, and γ are real constants with α ≠ 0, γ ≠ 0.

The equation in (1.2) models the capillary waves on a shallow layer and the magneto-sound waves in plasma physics (see [12]).

In [10] Kato proves, in the context of Bourgain spaces, that the IVP (1.2) is locally well-posed (LWP) with initial data in the Sobolev space H^s(R) with s ≥ −2. Moreover, he proves ill-posedness for s < −2. In [11], using a modified Bourgain space and applying the I-method, Kato manages to show that the IVP (1.2) is globally well-posed in H^s(R) with s ≥ −^{38}_{21} .

Since in our work we intend to prove a regularity property of the nonlinear part of the solution of the IVP (1.1), using an extra gain of regularity of the bilinear form ∂_x(uv), measured in an appropriate Bourgain space X^{s,b}, then our first result is to establish again the local well-posedness of the IVP (1.1) in X^{s,b}, when the initial datum u_0 belongs to H^s(R) with s ≥ 0.

Let us remember that, formally, u is a solution of the IVP (1.1) if and only if

u(t) = W (t)u_0 + ∫_t 0 W (t − t^′)(− 1 2 ∂_x(u(t^′))^2)dt^′, (1.3)

where {W (t)}_{t∈R} is the group of unitary operators in the Sobolev spaces H^s ≡ H^s(R) associated to the linear part of the equation in (1.1); i.e.,

[W (t)u_0]^∧(ξ) = e^{−itξ5} ^u_0(ξ). (1.4)

(Here, u(t) ≡ u(·_x, t) and ^u_0 is the Fourier transform of the space function u_0).

We are going to work in the context of the Bourgain spaces X^{s,b} ≡ X^{s,b}(R^2 ) of tempered distributions u in R^2_{xt} such that ‖⟨ξ⟩^s⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^b ^u(ξ, τ)‖_L2_{ξτ} < ∞, (1.5) where s ∈ R, and b =^1_2^−; i.e., there exists ϵ > 0 such that^1_2 −ϵ < b <^1_2 . Here ⟨·⟩ is an abbreviation for 1 + | · |, ^u denotes the Fourier transform of the distribution u, and ξ and τ are the variables in the frequency space corresponding to x and t, respectively.

We prove that, for suitable values of s and b, and for u_0 ∈ H^s(R), there exists u ∈ X^{s,b}(R^2 ), continuous from R_t with values in H^s(R_x ), i.e., u ∈ X^{s,b}(R^2 ) ∩ C(R_t ; H^s(R_x )), such that, for some T > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ], equation (1.3) holds. In order to achieve this, we introduce a bump function η of the time variable t such that η(·_t) ∈ C^∞_0 (R_t ), supp η ⊂ [−1, 1], and η ≡ 1 in [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ], and we consider the integral equation

u(t) = η(t)W (t)u_0 + η(t) ∫_t 0 W (t − t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′, (1.6)

where F_T (u(t^′)) = η(^{t′}_{2T} )(−^1_2 ∂_x(u(t^′))^2). In a precise manner, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. (Local well posedness of the IVP (1.1)). Let s ≥ 0, and u_0 ∈ H^s(R). For 2 5 < b <^1_2 , there exist T ∈ (0,^1_2 ], and a unique u ∈ X^{s,b} ∩ C(R_t ; H^s(R_x )) solution of (1.6). (The restriction of u to R × [0, T ] is a local solution in time of the IVP (1.1)).

It can be seen that the result of Theorem 1.1 is also global in time.

Our second result is related to the extra regularity of the nonlinear part of the solution of the IVP (1.1). This type of result was studied in the case of the IVP associated to the generalized Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation u_t + ∂^3_xu + u^k∂_xu = 0, k ∈ Z^+, k ≥ 2, x ∈ R, t > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x), } (1.7)

by Linares and Scialom in [20]. Specifically, if we write the solution u(x, t) of the IVP (1.7) in the form

u(x, t) = [V (t)u_0](x) + [∫_t 0 V (t − t^′)[−u^k(t^′)∂_xu(t^′)]dt^′ ] (x) ≡ u_1(x, t) + u_2(x, t),

where {V (t)}_{t∈R} is the group associated to the linear part of the equation in (1.7), Linares and Scialom prove that the integral part u_2 of the solution u, is smoother than u, when the initial data u_0 is taken in H^s(R) with s ≥ 1. Precisely they demonstrate that if u_0 ∈ H^s(R) with s ≥ 1, then u_2 ∈ C(R_t ; H^{s+1}(R_x )) and for all T > 0 sup_x ‖∂^{s+2}_x u_2‖_L2_T < +∞. This result was obtained, using local smoothing effects of Kato type.

Later, in [19], Linares, Ponce and Smith construct an initial data u_0 ∈ H^32^− (R) such that |x|^β u_0 ∈ L^2(R) for β ∈ (0,^3_4 ) in such a way that for the IVP associated to the Korteweg-de Vries equation (k = 1 in the equation in (1.7)) the nonlinear part of the solution of the IVP, given by

u_2(x, t) := [∫_t 0 V (t − t^′)(−u(t^′)∂_xu(t^′)dt^′) ] (x)

is such that u_2 ∈ C([0, T ]; H^32^{−+ 1}6 (R)). In other words, u_2(t) is smoother than u_0 for every t ∈ [0, T ]. In addition to using regularizing effects, in [19] the authors make use of the local well-posedness of the IVP in weighted Sobolev spaces H^32^{−ϵ}(R) ∩ L^2(|x|^34^{−2ϵ}dx).

In the case of systems of differential equations, recently, Linares and Palacios in [18] prove that for a Schrödinger-Korteweg-de Vries system the nonlinear part of the solution of the IVP associated to this system is smoother than the solution. As in [19], they use smoothing properties, and persistence properties for the solutions of the IVP in weighted Sobolev spaces.

Using Bourgain spaces, in [7], Erdoğan and Tzirakis prove that the nonlinear part of the solution of an initial boundary value problem for the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation is smoother than the initial data. This result is a consequence of some gain of regularity of the nonlinear term |u|^2u, measured in the norm of certain Bourgain space. With the help of this approach, in the case of the fifth KdV equation, we manage to prove that the nonlinear part of the solution of the IVP (1.1) is smoother than the initial data u_0. More precisely, we obtain the following result

Theorem 1.2. (Regularity gain of the nonlinear part of the Solution). Let s ≥ 0, u_0 ∈ H^s(R), 2 5 < b <^1_2 , and 0 ≤ a ≤ 10b − 4. On the other hand, let T ∈ (0,^1_2 ] and u ∈ X^{s,b} ∩ C(R_t ; H^s(R_x )) be as in Theorem 1.1. Then ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)(− 1 2 ∂_x(u(t^′))^2)dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{C([0,T ];Hs+a(R))} ≤ C‖u‖^2X^{s,b} . (1.8) Our main objective in this paper is to establish dispersive blow-up for the solutions of the IVP (1.1). The pioneering work in this direction for dispersive equations is due to Benjamin, Bona, and Mahony in [1]. In that paper, the authors show that there exist smooth initial data u_0, for which the solution of the linearized KdV equation associated with these initial data can develop point singularities in finite time. Other results related to dispersive blow-up for different nonlinear dispersive models can be found in [2], [4], [21], and the references therein.

In [3], Bona and Saut prove the existence of dispersive blow-up for the generalized KdV equation. The idea behind the Bona and Saut proof is to observe that the nonlinear part of the solution is smoother than the solution, which allows to focus attention on the construction of initial data that gives rise to the formation of point singularities for the solution of the linearized IVP. Following this idea, in [19] and [18] it is possible to establish the dispersive blow-up in the case of the generalized KdV equation and in the case of a Schrödinger-KdV system, respectively.

Finally, using the regularity gain in the Theorem 1.2 and by imitating the procedure followed in [19] (see proof of Theorem 1.4 in [19]) we prove a result on dispersive blow-up, which is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.3. (Dispersive blow-up). There exists u_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ C^∞(R) with ‖u_0‖_H1 ≪ 1 so that the solution u(·, t) of the IVP (1.1) satisfies the following properties:

(i) u(·, t) ∈ C^1(R) for t ∈ (0, +∞) \ Z^+;

(ii) u(·, t) ∈ C^1(R \ {0}) \ C^1(R) for t ∈ Z^+.

2 Linear and non linear estimates

In this section we establish some estimates for the norms in the spaces X^{s,b} of the terms on the right hand side of the integral equation (1.6). Throughout this section the function η(·_t) is as before.

Lemma 2.1. Let s ∈ R, b ∈ R. Then there exists C > 0 such that, for every function u_0 ∈ H^s(R_x ),

‖η(·_t)[W (·_t)u_0](·_x)‖_Xs,b_{(R}2_) ≤ C‖u_0‖_Hs_{(Rx)}. (2.1)

Proof. Let us observe that

(η(·_t)[W (·_t)u_0](·_x))^∧ (ξ, τ) = C ∫ R_t e^{−i(τ +ξ5)t}η(t)^u_0(ξ)dt = C^u_0(ξ)^η(τ + ξ^5). Therefore, taking into account that ^η ∈ S(R),

‖η(·_t)[W (·_t)u_0](·_x)‖_Xs,b_{(R}2_) = C (∫∫ R^2 ⟨ξ⟩^{2s}⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}|^u_0(ξ)|^2|^η(τ + ξ^5)|^2dτdξ ) 1_2

= C (∫ R_τ ⟨τ⟩^{2b}|^η(τ)|^2 ) 1_2 ‖u_0‖_Hs_{(Rx)} = C‖u_0‖_Hs_{(Rx)}.

Remark 1. For s, b ∈ R, let us denote by H^{s,b} the anisotropic Sobolev space, defined by H^{s,b} := {f(·_x, ·_t) ∈ S^′(R^2 ) : ‖f‖_Hs,b := ‖⟨ξ⟩^s⟨τ⟩^b ^f(ξ, τ)‖_L2_{ξτ} < ∞}. It can be seen that ‖f(·_x, ·_t)‖_Xs,b = ‖W (−·_t)f(·_x, ·_t)‖_Hs,b . (2.2) Remark 2. In [8], Ginibre, Tsutsumi, and Velo proved that if L is the operator defined by (Lf)(t) := η (_t T ) ∫^t 0 f(t^′)dt^′, for fixed T ∈ (0, 1], then, for −^1_2 < b^′ ≤ 0 ≤ b ≤ b^′ + 1, it is true that ‖Lf‖_Hb_{(Rt)} ≤ CT^{1−b+b′} ‖f‖_Hb′_{(Rt )}, (2.3) where C > 0 is independent of f.

Lemma 2.2. For s ∈ R, −^1_2 < b^′ ≤ 0 ≤ b ≤ b^′ + 1, 0 < T ≤ 1, there exists C > 0, such that for every f ∈ X^{s,b′} , ‖ ‖ ‖η (_{·t} T ) ∫^{·t} 0 [W (·_t−t^′)f(t^′)](·_x)dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xs,b} ≤ CT^{1−b+b} ′ ‖f‖_{Xs,b}′ (2.4) Proof. Using (2.2) and (2.3) we obtain ‖ ‖ ‖η (_{·t} T ) ∫^{·t} 0 [W (·_t−t^′)f(t^′)](·_x)dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xs,b} = ‖ ‖W (_−·_t) { η (_{·t} T ) ∫^{·t} 0 [W (·_t−t^′)f(t^′)](·_x)dt^′ }‖ ‖ H^{s,b} = ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫ R_τ ⟨τ⟩^{2b} | | | { η (_{·t} T ) (∫_{·t} 0 [W (−t^′)f(t^′)](·_x)dt^′ )_{∧x} }_{∧t} (ξ, τ) | | | 2 dτdξ 1 2

= (∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ‖ L ( ([W (−·_t)f(·_t)](·_x))^{∧x} (ξ) )‖_2 H^b(R_t ) dξ ) 1_2

≤ CT^{1−b+b′} (∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ‖ ‖([W (_−·_t)f(·_t)](·_x))^{∧x} (ξ) ‖ ‖^2_{Hb′ (Rt)} dξ ) 1_2

. (2.5)

Taking into account that ‖ ([W (−·_t)f(·_t)](·_x))^{∧x} (ξ) ‖_2 H^{b′} (R_t) = ∫ R_τ ⟨τ⟩^{2b′} | | | ( e^{itξ5} [f(·_x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) )_{∧t} (τ) | | | 2 dτ, and since ( e^{itξ5} [f(·_x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) )_{∧t} (τ) = C ∫ R_t e^{−it(τ −ξ5 )} ∫ R_x e^{−iξx}f(x, t)dxdt, we conclude that ‖ ‖([W (_−·_t)f(·_t)](·_x))^{∧x} (ξ) ‖ ‖^2_{Hb′ (Rt )} = C ∫ R_τ ⟨τ⟩^{2b′} | ^f(ξ, τ − ξ^5)|^2dτ = C ∫ R_τ ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b′} | ^f(ξ, τ)|^2dτ. From (2.5), we obtain ‖ ‖ ‖η (_{·t} T ) ∫^{·t} 0 [W (·_t−t^′)f(t^′)](·_x)dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xs,b} ≤ CT^{1−b+b} ′ ‖f‖_Xs,b′ .

Lemma 2.3. Let s ∈ R, b_1, b_2 such that −^1_2 < b_1 < b_2 <^1_2 , and T ∈ (0, 1]. Then there exists

C > 0 such that, for every F ∈ X^{s,b2} , ‖ η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ X^{s,b}1 ≤ CT b_2−b_1 ‖F ‖ X^{s,b}2 . (2.6)

Proof. Let us prove (2.6) for b_1 = 0; i.e., ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖_{Xs,0} ≤ CT^b2 ‖F ‖_{Xs,b2} . (2.7) The general case follows from (2.7), using an interpolation argument. Estimative (2.7) is conse-

quence of the following statements: (i) ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖_{Xs,0} ≤ CT^b2 ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖_{Xs,b2} , (ii) ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖_{Xs,b2} ≤ C‖F ‖_{Xs,b2} ; where C > 0 is independent of T .

Let us prove (i): ‖ η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖_2 X^{s,0} = ∫ R ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} | [η (_{·t} T ) F ]^∧(ξ, τ) |_2 dτdξ = ∫ R ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ | η (_t T ) [F (·, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) |_2 dtdξ = ∫ R_t | |η (^t_T ) | |^2 ∫ R_ξ | |e^{itξ5} ⟨ξ⟩^s[F (·, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) | |^2 dξdt = C ∫_T −T | |η (^t_T ) | |^2 ∫ R_x |[W (−t)J^s(F (·, t))](x)|^2 dxdt where [J^s(F (·, t))]^{∧x} (ξ) := ⟨ξ⟩^s[F (·, t)]^{∧x} (ξ). Hence ‖ η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖_2 X^{s,0} = C ∫_T −T ∫ R_x | [W (−t)J^s(η (_t T ) F (·, t))](x) |_2 dxdt.

Since 0 < 2b_2 < 1,^1_{2b2} > 1. Defining p :=^1_{2b2} , and q as the conjugate exponent of p; i.e., q :=^1_{1−2b2} ,

by Hölder’s inequality in the t variable, we obtain ‖ η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖_2 X^{s,0} ≤ CT^{2b2} {∫_{+∞} −∞ (∫ R | [W (−t)J^s(η (_t T ) F (·, t))](x) |_2 dx ) 1_{1−2b2} dt }_{1−2b2}

≤ CT^{2b2} ∫ R (∫_{+∞} −∞ | [W (−t)J^s(η (_t T ) F (·, t))](x) | 2_{1−2b2} dt )_{1−2b2} dx = CT^{2b2} ∫ R ‖ ‖[W (_−·_t)J^s(η (^·t_T ) F (·, ·_t))](x) ‖ ‖^2_{L 21−2b2 (R} t ) dt. Taking into account that H^{b2} (R) → L^{21−2b}2 (R) for 0 ≤ b_2 <^1_2 , it follows that ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖^2_{Xs,0} ≤ CT^{2b2} ∫ R ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ⟩^{2b2} | | ( [W (−·_t)J^s(η (_{·t} T ) F (·, ·_t))](x) )_{∧t} (τ) | |^2 dτdx = CT^{2b2} ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ⟩^{2b2} ∫ R_ξ | | | {( [W (−·_t)J^s(η (_{·t} T ) F (·, ·_t))](·_x) )_{∧t} (τ) }_{∧x} (ξ) | | | 2 dξdτ = CT^{2b2} ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ⟩^{2b2} ∫ R_ξ | | ( e^{itξ5} ⟨ξ⟩^s[η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t)]^{∧x} (ξ) )_{∧t} (τ) | |^2 dξdτ

= CT^{2b2} ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ⟩^{2b2} ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} | [η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t)]^{∧xt} (ξ, τ − ξ^5) |_2 dξdτ = CT^{2b2} ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b2} | |[η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t)]^∧xt (ξ, τ) | |^2 dτdξ = CT^{2b2} ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖^2_{Xs,b2} , and estimative (i) is proved.

Now we prove (ii): ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖^2_{Xs,b2} = ∫ R ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b2} | |[η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t)]^∧(ξ, τ) | |^2 dτdξ. Let us observe that [η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t)]^∧(ξ, τ) = C [ η (_{·t} T ) (F (·_x, t))^{∧x} (ξ) ]_{∧t} (τ) = C {[ η (_{·t} T )]_{∧t} ∗_τ ^F (ξ, ·_τ ) } (τ). But, [ η (_{·t} T )]_{∧t} (τ) = T ^η(T τ). Hence ‖ η (_{·t} T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖_2 X^{s,b}2 = C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b2} | | [ (T ^η(T ·) ∗_τ ^F (ξ, ·) ] (τ) | |^2 dτdξ. (2.8)

Let us estimate the previous integral in the τ variable: ∫_{+∞} −∞ ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b2} | | [ (T ^η(T ·) ∗_τ ^F (ξ, ·) ] (τ) | |^2 dτ ≤ C ‖ ‖T ^η(T ·) ∗τ ^F (ξ, ·) ‖ ‖^2_{L2τ} + C ∫_{+∞} −∞ |τ|^{2b2} | | [ (T ^η(T ·)) ∗_τ ^F (ξ, ·) ] (τ − ξ^5) | |^2 dτ ≡ I(ξ) + II(ξ). (2.9)

On the one hand

I(ξ) ≤ C‖T ^η(T ·_τ )‖^2_L1_τ ‖ ^F (ξ, ·_τ )‖^2_L2_τ ≤ C‖ ^F (ξ, ·_τ )‖^2_L2_τ , (2.10)

with C independent of T .

On the other hand, to estimate II(ξ), we use Leibniz formula for fractional derivatives (see [14], Theorem A.12): ‖D^α(fg) − fD^αg‖_Lp_{(R)} ≤ C‖g‖_L∞_{(R)}‖D^αf‖_Lp_{(R)} α ∈ (0, 1), 1 < p < ∞. (2.11) Let us observe that II(ξ) = C ‖ ‖Db_{2t} (F_{−1t} ([T ^η(T ·) ∗_τ ^F (ξ, ·)](τ − ξ_5))) ‖ ‖^2 L^2_t

. (2.12) But F^{−1}_t [(T ^η(T ·) ∗_τ ^F (ξ, ·))(τ − ξ^5)](t) = C ∫_{+∞} −∞ e^{itτ} e^{itξ5} [T ^η(T ·) ∗_τ ^F (ξ, ·)](τ)dτ = Ce^{itξ5} F^{−1}_t [T ^η(T ·)](t)[F (·_x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) = Ce^{itξ5} η (_t T ) [F (·_x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ). Then, from (2.12), using (2.11), we have that II(ξ) =C ‖ ‖D^{b2}_t ( e^{i·tξ5} [F (·_x, ·_t)]^{∧x} (ξ)η (_{·t} T ))‖ ‖^2_{L2t} ≤C ‖ ‖D^{b2}_t ( e^{i·tξ5} [F (·_x, ·_t)]^{∧x} (ξ)η (_{·t} T )) − e^{i·tξ5} [F (·_x, ·_t)]^{∧x} (ξ)D^{b2}_t ( η (_{·t} T ))‖ ‖^2_{L2t} + C ‖ ‖e_{i·tξ}^5 [F (·_x, ·_t)]_{∧x} (ξ)Db_{2t} (η (_{·tT} )) ‖ ‖^2 L^2_t ≤C ‖ η (_{·t} T )‖_2 L^∞_t ‖ ‖Db_{2t} (e_{i·tξ}^5 [F (·_x, ·_t)]_{∧x} (ξ)) ‖ ‖^2 L^2_t + C ‖ ‖e^{i·tξ5} [F (·x, ·t)]^{∧x} (ξ)D^{b2}_t ( η (_{·t} T ))‖ ‖^2_{L2t} ≤C ‖ ‖D^{b2}_t ( e^{i·tξ5} [F (·_x, ·_t)]^{∧x} (ξ) )‖ ‖^2_{L2t} + C ‖ ‖e^{i·tξ5} [F (·x, ·t)]^{∧x} (ξ)D^{b2}_t ( η (_{·t} T ))‖ ‖^2_{L2t} . (2.13)

From (2.10) it is clear that ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s}I(ξ)dξ ≤ C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s}‖ ^F (ξ, ·_τ )‖^2_L2_τ dξ = C‖F ‖^2_Xs,0 . (2.14)

Besides, from (2.13), using Plancherel’s identity, we have that ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s}II(ξ)dξ ≤C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ |τ|^{2b2} | | ( e^{itξ5} [F (·_x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) )_{∧t} (τ) | |^2 dτdξ

+ C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ | | |e^{itξ5} [F (·x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ)D^{b2}_t ( η (_t T ))| |^2 dtdξ ≤C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ |τ + ξ^5|^{2b2} | ^F (ξ, τ)|^2dτdξ + C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ∫_{+∞} −∞ | |e^{itξ5} [F (·x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ)D^{b2}_t ( η (_t T ))| |^2 dtdξ. Using Hölder’s inequality in the integral in the t variable with conjugate exponents p and p^′, we have that ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s}II(ξ)dξ ≤ C‖F ‖^2_{Xs,b2} + C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} {∫_{+∞} −∞ | |e^{itξ5} [F (·x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) | |^{2p} dt } 1_p

{∫_{+∞} −∞ |D^{b2}_t ( η (_t T )) |^{2p′} dt } 1_{p′} dξ. Let us choose p such that^1_2 −^1_{2p} = b_2; i.e.,^1_{2p} =^{1−2b2}_2 , which is equivalent to 2p =^2_{1−2b2} , which implies H^{b2} (R_t ) → L^{2p}(R_t ). Then ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s}II(ξ)dξ ≤C‖F ‖^2_{Xs,b2} + C ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s} ‖ ‖e^{itξ5} [F (·x, t)]^{∧x} (ξ) ‖ ‖^2_{Hb2 (Rt)} dξ {∫_{+∞} −∞ |D^{b2}_t ( η (_t T )) |^{2p′} dt }^1_{p′}

≤C‖F ‖^2_{Xs,b2} + C‖F ‖^2_{Xs,b2} {∫_{+∞} −∞ |D^{b2}_t ( η (_t T )) |^{2p′} dt }^1_{p′} .

Taking into account that the inverse Fourier transform is a bounded operator from L^{2p} ′ 2p′−1 to L2p ′ , it follows that ∫ R_ξ ⟨ξ⟩^{2s}II(ξ)dξ ≤C‖F ‖^2_{Xs,b2} + C‖F ‖^2_{Xs,b2} {∫_{+∞} −∞ | | ||τ|^{b2} T ^η(T τ) | | | 2p′ 2p′−1 dτ } 2p^′−1_{p′}

≤C‖F ‖^2_{Xs,b2} . (2.15) From (2.8), (2.9), (2.14), and (2.15) we conclude that ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖_{Xs,b2} ≤ C‖F ‖_{Xs,b2} T ∈ (0, 1], with C independent of T .

In consequence of (i), and (ii), we conclude that ‖ ‖η (^·t_T ) F (·_x, ·_t) ‖ ‖_{Xs,0} ≤ CT^b2 ‖F ‖_{Xs,b2} .

The following calculus inequalities will be used the proof of the estimative of the bilinear form (Lemma 2.5):

Lemma 2.4. (i) For β ≥ γ ≥ 0, and β + γ > 1 it follows that ∫ R 1 ⟨x − a_1⟩^β⟨x − a_2⟩^γ dx ≤ C ϕ_β(a_1 − a_2) ⟨a_1 − a_2⟩^γ

, (2.16)

where ϕ_β (a) ∼ 1 for β > 1, log(1 + ⟨a⟩) for β = 1, ⟨a⟩^{1−β} for β < 1. (For a proof of (2.16), see [6]).

(ii) For ρ ∈ (^1_2 , 1), ∫ R 1 ⟨x⟩^ρ √ |x − a| ≤ C 1 ⟨a⟩^{ρ− 1}2 . (2.17)

(For a proof of (2.17) see [7]).

Lemma 2.5. (Estimative of the bilinear form). Let s ≥ 0,^2_5 ≤ b <^1_2 , and 0 ≤ a ≤ 10b − 4. There exists C > 0 such that ‖∂_x(vw)‖_Xs+a,−b ≤ C‖v‖_Xs,b ‖w‖_Xs,b , . (2.18) Proof. We observe that [∂_x(vw)]^∧(ξ, τ) = Ciξ ∫ R_2

^v(ξ_1, τ_1) ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)dξ_1dτ_1.

Hence ‖∂_x(vw)‖^2_{Xs+a,−b} = C ∫ R^2_{ξτ} ⟨ξ⟩^{2(s+a)}⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{−2b}ξ^2 | | | ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1}

^v(ξ_1, τ_1) ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)dξ_1dτ_1 | | | 2 dξdτ

= C ∫ R^2_{ξτ} | | | ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{(s+a)}⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{−b}|ξ|^v(ξ_1, τ_1) ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)dξ_1dτ_1 | | | 2 dξdτ. (2.19) Let h ∈ L^2(R^2_{ξτ} ) an arbitrary function. If we manage to prove that | | | ∫ R^2_{ξτ} [∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{(s+a)}⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{−b}|ξ|^v(ξ_1, τ_1) ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)dξ_1dτ_1 ] h(ξ, τ)dξdτ | | | ≤ C‖v‖_Xs,b ‖w‖_Xs,b ‖h‖_L2_{(R}2_), (2.20) then we would have, by a duality argument, that ‖∂_x(vw)‖_Xs+a,−b ≤ C‖v‖_Xs,b ‖w‖_Xs,b . (2.21)

Taking into account that, there exists C > 0, such that for s ≥ 0 ⟨ξ⟩^s ⟨ξ_1⟩^s⟨ξ − ξ_1⟩^s ≤ C, then, to establish (2.20), it is enough to prove that | | | ∫ R^2_{ξτ} [ ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^a⟨ξ_1⟩^s⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{−b}|ξ|⟨ξ − ξ_1⟩^s|^v(ξ_1, τ_1)|| ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)|dξ_1dτ_1 ]

h(ξ, τ)dξdτ | | | ≤ C‖v‖_Xs,b ‖w‖_Xs,b ‖h‖_L2_{(R}2_). (2.22) Since | | | ∫ R^2_{ξτ} [ ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^a⟨ξ_1⟩^s⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{−b}|ξ|⟨ξ − ξ_1⟩^s|^v(ξ_1, τ_1)|| ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)|dξ_1dτ_1 ]

h(ξ, τ)dξdτ | | | ≤ ∫ R^2_{ξτ} ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^a|ξ||h(ξ, τ)|⟨ξ_1⟩^s⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^b|^v(ξ_1, τ_1)|⟨ξ − ξ_1⟩^s⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^b ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^b⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^b⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^b | ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)|dξ_1dτ_1dξdτ ≤ ∫ R^2_{ξτ} [ ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2|h(ξ, τ)|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dξ_1dτ_1 ] 1_2

[ ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1}

⟨ξ_1⟩^{2s}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}|^v(ξ_1, τ_1)|^2⟨ξ − ξ_1⟩^{2s}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b}

| ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)|^2dξ_1dτ_1

] 1_2 dξdτ

≤ [ ∫ R^2_{ξτ} ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2|h(ξ, τ)|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dξ_1dτ_1dξdτ ] 1_2

[ ∫ R^2_{ξτ} ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1}

⟨ξ_1⟩^{2s}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}|^v(ξ_1, τ_1)|^2⟨ξ − ξ_1⟩^{2s}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b}

| ^w(ξ − ξ_1, τ − τ_1)|^2dξ_1dτ_1dξdτ ] 1_2

= [ ∫ R^2_{ξτ} |h(ξ, τ)|^2 (∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dξ_1dτ_1 ) dξdτ ] 1_2

‖v‖_Xs,b ‖w‖_Xs,b , then, to prove (2.22), it is enough to prove that sup (ξ,τ )∈R^2 ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dξ_1dτ_1 ≤ C. (2.23)

Let us observe that ∫ R_{τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dτ_1 = ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b} ∫ R_{τ1} 1 ⟨τ_1 − (−ξ^5_1 )⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 − (τ + (ξ − ξ_1)^5)⟩^{2b} dτ_1. Using inequality (2.16), with β = γ = 2b < 1, and β + γ = 4b > 1 (b >^1_4 ), we conclude that ∫ R_{ξ1} ∫ R_{τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dτ_1dξ_1 ≤ C ∫ R_{ξ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨ξ^5_1 + τ + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{4b−1} dξ_1. (2.24)

Let us make the following change of variables in the integral of the right hand side of (2.24):

μ := ξ^5_1 + τ + (ξ − ξ_1)^5 = τ + ξ^5 − 5 2 ξξ_1(ξ − ξ_1)[ξ^2 + ξ^2_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^2]

= τ + 1 16 ξ^5 + 5 2 ξ^3(ξ_1 −^ξ_2 )^2 + 5ξ(ξ_1 −^ξ_2 )^4, (2.25)

dμ = − 5 2 ξ(ξ − 2ξ_1)[ξ^2 + (ξ − 2ξ_1)^2]dξ_1. (2.26)

Therefore ∫ R_{ξ1} ∫ R_{τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dτ_1dξ_1 ≤ C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b} ∫ A⊂R_μ 1 (1 + |μ|)^{4b−1}|ξ||ξ − 2ξ_1|[ξ^2 + (ξ − 2ξ_1)^2] dμ, (2.27)

where A = [τ +^1_{16} ξ^5, +∞) when ξ > 0.

Using the last equality of (2.25), it can be seen that ( ξ_1 −^ξ_2

)_2 = − ξ^2 4 + √ ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ 20ξ , then

(ξ − 2ξ_1)^2 = −ξ^2 + √ 4 5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ),

ξ_1 = ξ 2 ± √ 1 2 √ 1 5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ) − 1 4 ξ^2,

2ξ_1 − ξ = ± √ −ξ^2 + √ 4 5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ).

Therefore, from (2.27), we have that ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dτ_1dξ_1

≤ C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ| ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b} ∫ A⊂R_μ 1 (1 + |μ|)^{4b−1} √ −ξ^2 +

√_4

5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ)

√_4 5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ) dμ

≤ C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ| ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b} ∫ A⊂R_μ

√ ξ^2 +

√_4

5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ) (1 + |μ|)^{4b−1} √_{−16τ +16μ−ξ5} 5ξ √_4

5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ) dμ. (2.28)

Let us assume, without loss of generality, that ξ > 0, and let us observe that the function

μ := φ(ξ_1) = τ + ξ^5_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5

has its absolute minimum in ξ_1 =^ξ_2 . Then, the integration interval A in (2.28) is

A = [φ(^ξ_2 ), +∞) = [τ +^1_{16} ξ^5, +∞).

This way μ ≥ τ + 1 16 ξ^5, ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ ≥ ξ^5 − 4τ + 4τ + 1 4 ξ^5 = 5 4 ξ^5, 4 5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ) ≥ 4 5ξ 5 4 ξ^5 = ξ^4, (2.29) √ 4 5ξ (ξ^5 − 4τ + 4μ) ≥ ξ^2. (2.30)

Hence, taking into account (2.30), (2.29), from (2.28), we conclude that ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dτ_1dξ_1

≤ C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ| ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b} ∫ R_μ 1 ⟨μ⟩^{4b−1} √_{−16τ +16μ−ξ5} 5ξ |ξ| dμ

≤ C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^12 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b} ∫ R_μ 1 ⟨μ⟩^{4b−1} √ |μ − τ −^1_{16} ξ^5| dμ. (2.31)

Using the calculus inequality (2.17) (Lemma 2.4) with ρ := 4b − 1 (4b − 1 ∈ (^1_2 , 1) ⇐⇒^3_8 < b <^1_2 ) in (2.31), it follows that ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dτ_1dξ_1 ≤ C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^12 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ +^1_{16} ξ^5⟩^{4b− 3}2

. (2.32)

It is clear, from (2.32), for |ξ| ≤ 1, and^3_8 < b <^1_2 , that ∫ R^2_{ξ1 τ1} ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ_1 + ξ^5_1 ⟩^{2b}⟨τ − τ_1 + (ξ − ξ_1)^5⟩^{2b} dτ_1dξ_1 ≤ C. (2.33)

Let us assume then that |ξ| > 1. We observe that |ξ^5| ≤ 16 15 |τ + ξ^5| + 16 15 |τ +^1_{16} ξ^5|,

then 1 2 |ξ^5| ≤ 16 15 |τ + ξ^5| or 1 2 |ξ^5| ≤ 16 15 |τ +^1_{16} ξ^5|.

For^1_2 |ξ^5| ≤^{16}_{15} |τ + ξ^5|, we have that C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^12 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ +^1_{16} ξ^5⟩^{4b− 3}2 ≤ C |ξ|^{2a+ 1}2 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b} ≤ C |ξ|^{2a+ 1}2 ⟨^{15}_{32} |ξ^5|⟩^{2b} ≤ C|ξ|^{2a+ 12 −10b} ≤ C, (2.34) since 2a +^1_2 − 10b ≤ 20b − 8 +^1_2 − 10b = 10b −^{15}_2 < 0.

For^1_2 |ξ^5| ≤^{16}_{15} |τ +^1_{16} ξ^5|, we have that C ⟨ξ⟩^{2a}|ξ|^12 ⟨τ + ξ^5⟩^{2b}⟨τ +^1_{16} ξ^5⟩^{4b− 3}2 ≤ C |ξ|^{2a+ 1}2 ⟨τ +^1_{16} ξ^5⟩^{4b− 3}2 ≤ C |ξ|^{2a+ 1}2 ⟨^{15}_{32} |ξ^5|⟩^{4b− 3}2 ≤ C|ξ|^{2a+ 12 −20b+ 152} ≤ C, (2.35) since 2a +^1_2 − 20b +^{15}_2 ≤ 20b − 8 +^1_2 − 20b +^{15}_2 = 0.

In this way, from (2.32) to (2.35), it follows that, for^2_5 < b <^1_2 and 0 ≤ a ≤ 10b − 4, inequality (2.23) holds, which proves (2.21).

3 Existence of a local solution in time of IVP (1.1). Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let us demonstrate that there exists T ∈ (0,^1_2 ] such that the operator Γ_T , defined for u ∈ X^{s,b} by

(Γ_T u)(t) := η(t)W (t)u_0 + η(t) ∫_T 0 W (t − t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′, (3.1)

has a fixed point in X^{s,b}.

Recall that by inequality (2.1) in Lemma 2.1, we have that ‖η(·_t)[W (·_t)u_0](·_x)‖_Xs,b_{(R}2_) ≤ C‖u_0‖_Hs_{(Rx)}, (3.2)

and by using Lemma 2.2 with T = 1, b^′ := −b^∗, where b^∗ is such that b < b^∗ <^1_2 , ‖ ‖ ‖η(·^t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xs,b} ≤ C‖F^T (u)‖X^{s,−b∗} . (3.3) Since −^1_2 < −b^∗ < −b <^1_2 , by Lemma 2.3, with 2T ≤ 1, and Lemma 2.5, we have that ‖F_T (u)‖_Xs,−b∗ ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖ − 1 2 ∂_x(u^2)‖_Xs,−b ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖u‖^2_{Xs,b} . (3.4)

Therefore, combining (3.3) and (3.4), we can affirm that ‖ ‖η(·_t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′ ‖ ‖ X^{s,b} ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖u‖^2_{Xs,b} . (3.5) From (3.2) and (3.5) we obtain ‖Γ_T u‖_Xs,b ≤ C(‖u_0‖_Hs_{(Rx )} + T^{−b+b∗} ‖u‖^2_{Xs,b} ). (3.6) Let us define the closed ball B_Xs,b (0, R) ⊂ X^{s,b} centered at 0, with radius R := 2C‖u_0‖_Hs_{(Rx)} > 0. Hence, from (3.6), it follows that if u ∈ B_Xs,b (0, R), ‖Γ_T u‖_Xs,b ≤ R 2 + CT^{−b+b∗} R^2. Choosing T > 0 such that CT^{−b+b∗} R^2 ≤ R 2 , (3.7)

we have that Γ_T maps B_Xs,b (0, R) into itself.

It remains to prove that Γ_T : B_Xs,b (0, R) → B_Xs,b (0, R) is a contraction. Let us consider v, w ∈ B_Xs,b (0, R). Then, by using Lemmas 2.2, 2.3, and 2.5, we have that ‖Γ_T v − Γ_T w‖_Xs,b = ‖ ‖ ‖η(·^t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)[F_T (v(t^′)) − F_T (w(t^′))]dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xs,b} ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖∂_x(v^2 − w^2)‖_Xs,−b ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖v + w‖_Xs,b ‖v − w‖_Xs,b ≤ 2CRT^{−b+b∗} ‖v − w‖_Xs,b . (3.8) If we choose T > 0 such that 2CRT^{−b+b∗} < 1, it is clear that T also satisfies (3.7). In consequence, from (3.8) we conclude that Γ_T : B_Xs,b (0, R) → B_Xs,b (0, R) is a contraction.

Let us observe that we can also assume that T ∈ (0,^1_2 ]. Therefore, there exist T ∈ (0,^1_2 ] and a unique u ∈ B_Xs,b (0, R) such that Γ_T u = u.

Now we prove that u ∈ C(R_t ; H^s(R_x )). Let us note that the first term on the right hand side of (3.1) is continuous from R_t , with values in H^s(R_x ). To demonstrate that the second term on the right hand side of (3.1) is continuous form R_t , with values in H^s(R_x ), it is enough to see that this term belongs to X^{s,~b} for some ~b >^1_2 .

Let us take ~b >^1_2 such that b^∗ + ~b ≤ 1. Then − 1 2 < −b^∗ < 0 ≤ ~b ≤ (−b^∗) + 1. By applying Lemma 2.2 with T = 1, and Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5, we conclude that ‖ ‖ ‖η(·^t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xs,~b} ≤ C‖η (_{·t} 2T ) ∂_xu^2‖_Xs,−b∗ ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖∂_xu^2‖_Xs,−b ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖u‖^2_{Xs,b} < ∞. In this way, we have proved that u = Γ_T u ∈ C(R_t ; H^s(R_x )). Theorem 1.1 is proved.

4 Regularity gain of the nonlinear part of the solution of IVP (1.1). Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let b^∗ and ~b be such that b < b^∗ <^1_2 < ~b, and b^∗ + ~b ≤ 1. By using the immersion X^{s+a,~b} → C_b(R_t ; H^{s+a}(R_x )) and taking into account that for 0 ≤ t^′ ≤ t ≤ T ≤^1_2 , η(t) = 1 and −^1_2 ∂_x(u(t^′))^2 = F_T (u(t^′)), we have that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)(− 1 2 ∂_x(u(t^′))^2)dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{C([0,T ];Hs+a(Rx))} = ‖ ‖ ‖η(·_t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖ C([0,T ];H^{s+a}(R_x )) ≤ ‖ ‖η(·_t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′ ‖ ‖ C_b(R_t;H^{s+a}(R_x)) ≤ C ‖ ‖η(·_t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′ ‖ ‖ X^{s+a,b̃} . (4.1)

Applying Lemma 2.2 with −^1_2 < −b^∗ ≤ 0 ≤ b̃ ≤ −b^∗ + 1, it follows that ‖ ‖η(·_t) ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)F_T (u(t^′))dt^′ ‖ ‖ X^{s+a,b̃} ≤ C‖F_T (u(·))‖_Xs+a,−b∗ . (4.2) From Lemma 2.3 with b_1 := −b^∗, b_2 := −b, and Lemma 2.5, we can conclude that ‖F_T (u(·))‖_Xs+a,−b∗ ≤ CT^{−b+b∗} ‖∂_xu^2‖_Xs+a,−b ≤ C‖u‖^2_{Xs,b} . (4.3) Finally, from (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we have that ‖ ‖ ∫_{·t} 0 W (·_t−t^′)(− 1 2 ∂_x(u(t^′))^2)dt^′ ‖ ‖ C([0,T ];H^{s+a}(R)) ≤ C‖u‖^2_{Xs,b} < +∞, and Theorem 1.2 is proved.

5 Dispersive blow-up. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let us define ϕ(x) := e^{−2|x|}, x ∈ R. It is clear that ϕ ∈ C^1(R \ {0}) \ C^1(R), e^xϕ ∈ L^2(R), and e^{−x}ϕ ∈ L^2(R). Let {α_j }^∞_{j=1} be a sequence of positive real numbers such that ∑_∞ j=1 α_j e^{4j} < +∞, and let us define

u_0(x) := ∞∑ j=1 α_j[W (−j)ϕ](x). (5.1)

Then we have that u_0 ∈ H^1(R) (in fact, u_0 ∈ H^32^−(R)). Actually,

‖W (−j)ϕ‖_H 3_{2 −} = (∫_{+∞} −∞ (1 + ξ^2)^{32 −}|[W (−j)ϕ]^∧(ξ)|^2dξ

) 1_2

= (∫_{+∞} −∞ (1 + ξ^2)^{32 −}|e^{ijξ5} ^ϕ(ξ)|^2dξ

) 1_2

= (∫_{+∞} −∞ (1 + ξ^2)^{32 −}|^ϕ(ξ)|^2dξ

) 1_2 .

Since ^ϕ(ξ) = 1√ 2π ∫_{+∞} −∞ e^{−iξx}e^{−2|x|}dx = 1 √ 2π [ 1 2 + iξ + 1 2 − iξ ] = 4 √ 2π(ξ^2 + 4) , then

‖W (−j)ϕ‖_H 3_{2 −} = (∫_{+∞} −∞ (1 + ξ^2)^{32 −} 16 2π(ξ^2 + 4)^2 dξ ) 1_2

< +∞, (5.2)

From (5.1) and (5.2) it can be seen that u_0 ∈ H^32^−, given that ∞∑ j=1 α_j ‖W (−j)ϕ‖_H 3_{2 −} = (∫_{+∞} −∞ (1 + ξ^2)^{32 −} 16 2π(ξ^2 + 4)^2 dξ )_∞∑ j=1 α_j

≤ (∫_{+∞} −∞ (1 + ξ^2)^{32 −} 16 2π(ξ^2 + 4)^2 dξ )_∞∑ j=1 α_j e^{4j} < +∞.

It can be seen that the solution u of the IVP (1.1) is global in time and is such that

u(t) = W (t)u_0 + ∫_t 0 W (t − t^′)(− 1 2 ∂_x(u(t^′))^2)dt^′ ≡ W (t)u_0 + z(t). (5.3)

By Theorem 1.2, z(t) ∈ C^1(R) for every t ≥ 0. (In fact, there exists β > 0 such that z(t) ∈ H^{( 3}2^{−)+β} . Therefore, by taking^3_2 − close enough to^3_2 from the left, it follows that (^3_2 −) + β >^3_2 , and as a result z(t) ∈ C^1(R)).

Consequently, the proof of Theorem 1.3 reduces to establish statements (i) and (ii) for W (t)u_0 instead of u(·, t). Let us define

w(x, t) := e^x[W (t)ϕ](x). (5.4)

Then

∂_t(e^{−x}w) + ∂^5_x(e^{−x}w) = 0, w(x, 0) = e^xϕ(x), } (5.5)

which means that w satisfies the following differential equation:

∂_tw + ∂^5_xw − 5∂^4_xw + 10∂^3_xw − 10∂^2_xw + 5∂_xw − w = 0,

which indicates that w satisfies the IVP

∂_tw + (∂_x − 1)^5w = 0, w(x, 0) = e^xϕ(x). } (5.6)

Taking the Fourier transform with respect to the variable x in the differential equation in (5.6), we obtain the IVP d dt ^ w(·, t) + (iξ − 1)^5 ^w(·, t) = 0, ^ w(·, 0) = [e^xϕ]^∧(ξ), } (5.7) whose solution is ^ w(·, t)(ξ) = e^{−iξ5t}e^{5tξ4} e^{10itξ3} e^{−10tξ2} e^{−5itξ} e^t(e^xϕ)^∧(ξ). (5.8) Let us consider ~w(x, t) := e^{−x}[W (t)ϕ](x). (5.9) In a similar way as we obtained (5.8), it can be seen that ^ ~w(·, t)(ξ) = e^{−iξ5t}e^{−5tξ4} e^{10itξ3} e^{10tξ2} e^{−5itξ} e^{−t}(e^{−x}ϕ)^∧(ξ). (5.10) Next, we prove that u_0 ∈ C^∞(R). For that, it is sufficient to prove that ∞∑ j=1 α_j e^xW (−j)ϕ ∈ C^∞(R), which will be true if for every m ∈ N ∪ {0}, we have ∞∑ j=1 α_j‖e^xW (−j)ϕ‖_Hm_{(R)} < +∞. For m = 0, using Plancherel’s Theorem and (5.8), it results that ∞∑ j=1 α_j ‖e^xW (−j)ϕ‖_L2_{(R)} = ∞∑ j=1 α_j ‖w(·_x, −j)‖_L2_x = ∞∑ j=1 ‖ ^ w(·_x, −j)(·_ξ )‖_L2_ξ

= ∞∑ j=1 α_j ‖e^{−5j(ξ4−2ξ2)}e^{−j} (e^xϕ)^∧(ξ)‖_L2_ξ

= ∞∑ j=1 α_j ‖e^{−5j(ξ4−2ξ2+1)}e^{4j} (e^xϕ)^∧(ξ)‖_L2_ξ

≤ ∞∑ j=1 α_je^{4j} ‖e^xϕ‖_{L2x} < ∞. (5.11) Now, we prove that, for every m ∈ N, ∞∑ j=1 α_j ‖∂^m_x (e^xW (−j)ϕ)‖_L2_x < +∞. (5.12)

In fact, ∞∑ j=1 α_j‖∂^m_x (e^xW (−j)ϕ)‖_L2_x = ∞∑ j=1 α_j‖ξ^me^{−5j(ξ2−1)2} e^{4j} (e^xϕ)^∧(ξ)‖_L2_ξ

≤ ∞∑ j=1 α_je^{4j} ‖ξ^me^{−5j(ξ2−1)2} ‖_L∞_ξ ‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x

≤ ∞∑ j=1 α_je^{4j} ( 1 + √ 1 +^m_{5j} )_{m/2} 2^{m/2} ‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x

≤ ( 1 + √ 1 +^m_5 )_{m/2} 2^{m/2} ‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x ∞∑ j=1 α_j e^{4j} < +∞.

From (5.11) and (5.12) we conclude that ∞∑ j=1 α_j‖e^xW (−j)ϕ‖_Hm_{(R)} < +∞.

Now let us prove that, for every t ∈ (0, +∞) \ Z^+, W (t)u_0 ∈ C^1(R). Initially, assume that t > 1. Then there exists j_0 ∈ Z^+ such that j_0 < t < j_0 + 1, and

W (t)u_0 =

j_0∑

j=1 α_j W (t − j)ϕ + ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j W (t − j)ϕ.

For j ≤ j_0, W (t − j)ϕ = e^x ~w(x, t − j), and thus, to see that W (t − j)ϕ ∈ C^1(R), it is enough to prove that ~w(x, t − j) ∈ C^1(R_x ). This last statement is true if we prove that ~w(·_x, t − j) ∈ H^2(R_x ). Indeed, for j ≤ j_0 < t, using (5.11), we have that ‖ ~w(·_x, t − j)‖_H2 ≤C(‖ ~w(·_x, t − j)‖_L2 + ‖∂^2_x ~w(·_x, t − j)‖_L2 ) ≤C(‖[ ~w(·_x, t − j)]^∧(·_ξ )‖_L2 + ‖ξ^2[ ~w(·_x, t − j)]^∧(·_ξ )‖_L2 ) ≤C ( ‖e^{i(t−j)(−ξ5 +10ξ3−5ξ)}e^{−5(t−j)(ξ2 −1)2} e^{4(t−j)}(e^{−x}ϕ)^∧(ξ)‖_L2_ξ +‖ξ^2e^{i(t−j)(−ξ5+10ξ3−5ξ)}e^{−5(t−j)(ξ2 −1)2} e^{4(t−j)}(e^{−x}ϕ)^∧(ξ)‖_L2_ξ )

≤C ( e^{4(t−j)}‖e^{−x}ϕ‖_L2_x + e^{4(t−j)}‖ξ^2e^{−5(t−j)(ξ2 −1)2} ‖_L∞_ξ ‖e^{−x}ϕ‖_L2_x ) < ∞. (5.13)

From (5.13), we conclude that ∑_{j0} j=1 α_j W (t − j)ϕ ∈ C^1(R). To show that ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_jW (t − j)ϕ ∈ C^1(R),

it suffices to demonstrate that ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_je^xW (t − j)ϕ ∈ C^1(R).

For this, it is sufficient to prove that ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j e^xW (t − j)ϕ ∈ H^2(R).

This last statement will be true if we prove that ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j ‖e^xW (t − j)ϕ‖_H2 < ∞. (5.14)

In fact, ∑ j=j_0+1 α_j ‖e^xW (t − j)ϕ‖_H2 = ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j‖w(·_x, t − j)‖_H2

≤ C ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j (‖w(·_x, t − j)‖_L2 + ‖∂^2_xw(·_x, t − j)‖_L2 )

≤ C ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j ( ‖[w(·, t − j)]^∧(·_ξ)‖_L2 + ‖ξ^2[w(·, t − j)]^∧(·_ξ)‖_L2_ξ )

≤ C ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j ( e^{−4(t−j)}‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x + ‖ξ^2e^{5(t−j)(ξ2 −1)2} e^{−4(t−j)}(e^xϕ)^∧(ξ)‖_L2_ξ )

≤ Ce^{−4t} ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j ( e^{4j} ‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x + e^{4j} ‖ξ^2e^{5(t−(j0 +1))(ξ2−1)2} (e^xϕ)^∧(ξ)‖_L2_ξ )

≤ Ce^{−4t} ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j ( e^{4j} ‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x + e^{4j} ‖ξ^2e^{5(t−(j0 +1))(ξ2−1)2} ‖_L∞_ξ ‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x )

≤ Ce^{−4t}‖e^xϕ‖_L2_x ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j e^{4j} < +∞,

which is precisely (5.14).

Let us observe that, if 0 < t < 1, the analysis is the same as that carried out for the proof of the series ∑_∞ j=j_0+1 αjW (t − j)ϕ. Thus we conclude that if t ∈ (0, +∞) \ Z^+, it follows that

W (t)u_0 =

j_0∑

j=1 α_jW (t − j)ϕ + ∞∑ j=j_0+1 α_j W (t − j)ϕ ∈ C^1(R).

Finally, let us see that, if t = n, for some n ∈ Z^+, then W (t)u_0 belongs to C^1(R \ {0}) \ C^1(R). That is, let us see that

W (n)u_0 = α_nϕ + ∑ j∈Z^+\{n} α_jW (n − j)ϕ ≡ α_nϕ + Φ_n ∈ C^1(R \ {0}) \ C^1(R).

Proceeding as in the case t /∈ Z^+, it can be shown that

Φ_n ≡ ∑ j∈Z^+\{n} α_nW (n − j)ϕ ∈ C^1(R),

and since α_nϕ ∈ C^1(R \ {0}) \ C^1(R), then W (n)u_0 /∈ C^1(R). Otherwise, since α_n > 0, we would have that ϕ ∈ C^1(R). Moreover, since α_nϕ ∈ C^1(R \ {0}), and Φ_n ∈ C^1(R \ {0}), it follows that W (n)u_0 ∈ C^1(R \ {0}).

Theorem 1.3 is proved.

Acknowledgments

This work was partially supported by Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Sede-Medellín– Facultad de Ciencias – Departamento de Matemáticas – Grupo de investigación en Matemáticas de la Universidad Nacional de Colombia Sede Medellín, carrera 65 No. 59A -110, post 50034, Medellín Colombia. Proyecto: Análisis no lineal aplicado a problemas mixtos en ecuaciones diferenciales parciales, código Hermes 60827. Fondo de Investigación de la Facultad de Ciencias empresa 3062.

References

[1] Benjamin, T, Bona, J., Mahony, J., Model equations for long waves in nonlinear dispersive systems, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences 272 (1972), 47-78.

[2] Bona, J., Ponce, G., Saut, J.C., Sparber, C., Dispersive blow-up for nonlinear Schrödinger equations revisited, Journal de Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées 102.4 (2014): 782-811.

[3] Bona, J.L., Saut, J.C., Dispersive blow-up of solutions of generalized Korteweg-de Vries equations, J. Differential equations 103 (1993), 3-57.

[4] Bona, J.L., Saut, J.C., Dispersive blow-up II. Schrödinger-type equations, optical and oceanic rogue waves, Chinese Annals of Mathematics, Series B 31 (6) (2010), 793-818.

[5] Bustamante, E., Jiménez, J., Mejía, J., Cauchy problems for fifth-order KdV equations in weighted Sobolev spaces, Electronic Journal of Differential Equations (141) (2015), 1–24.

[6] Erdoğan, M., Tzirakis, N. Smoothing and global attractors for the Zakharov system on the torus, Analysis & PDE 6 (3) (2013), 723-750.

[7] Erdoğan, M., Tzirakis, N. Regularity properties of the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation on the half line, Journal of Functional Analysis 271 (9) (2016), 2539-2568.

[8] Ginibre, J., Tsutsumi, Y., Velo, G., On the Cauchy problem for the Zakharov system, J. Funct.

Anal. 151 (1997), 384-436.

[9] Guo, Z., Kwak, C., Kwon, S. Rough solutions of the fifth-order KdV equations, Journal of Functional Analysis 265 (11) (2013), 2791-2829.

[10] Kato, T., Local well-posedness for Kawahara equation, Adv. Differential Equations 16 (2011), No. 3-4, 257-287.

[11] Kato, T., Global well-posedness for the Kawahara equation with low regularity data, Communications on Pure and Applied Analysis, 12, 3 (2013), 1321-1339.

[12] Kawahara, T., Oscillatory solitary waves in dispersive media, J. Phys. Soc. Japan, 33 (1972), 260-264.

[13] Kenig, C., Pilod, D., Well-posedness for the fifth-order KdV equation in the energy space, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 367 (4) (2015), 2551-2612.

[14] Kenig, C., Ponce, G., Vega, L., Well posedness and scattering results for the generalized Korteweg-de Vries equation via the contraction principle, Communications on pure and applied mathematic 46 (4) (1993), 527-620.

[15] Kwon, S., On the fifth-order KdV equation: local well-posedness and lack of uniform continuity of the solution map, Journal of Differential Equations 245 (9) (2008), 2627-2659.

[16] Kwon, S., Well-posedness and ill-posedness of the fifth-order modified KdV equation, Electronic Journal of Differential Equations 2008 (2008) No. 01, 1-15.

[17] Linares, F., A higher order modified Korteweg-de Vries equation, Comp. Appl. Math 14 No. 3 (1995), 253-267.

[18] Linares, F., Palacios, J.M., Dispersive blow-up and persistence properties for the Schrödinger- Korteweg-de Vries system, Nonlinearity 32 (2019), 4996-5016.

[19] Linares, F., Ponce, G., Smith, D., On the regularity of solutions to a class of nonlinear dispersive equations, Math. Ann. 369 (2017), 797–837.

[20] Linares, F., Scialom, M., On the smoothing properties of solutions to the modified Korteweg-de Vries equation, Journal of Differential Equations, 106 (1993), 141-154.

[21] Muñoz, A., Pastor, A., Local well-posedness in weighted Sobolev spaces for nonlinear dispersive equations with applications to dispersive blow up, Math. Ann. 386 No. 1 (2023) 207–246.