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GLOBAL SOLUTIONS AND STABILITY PROPERTIES OF THE 5TH ORDER GARDNER
EQUATION

MIGUEL A. ALEJO AND CHULKWANG KWAK

ABSTRACT. In this work, we deal with the initial value problem of the 5th-order Gardner equation in R, presenting
the local well-posedness result in H2(R). As a consequence of the local result, in addition to H2-energy conservation
law, we are able to prove the global well-posedness result in H? (R). Finally, we present a stability result for 5th order
Gardner breather solution in the Sobolev space H?(R).

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we are concerned with the focusing 5th order Gardner equation

U + Usy + 10u2U3w + 20puus, + 1OU2U3w + 120u3uu1 + 180u2u2uw

3 3 4 (11)
+ 120pu”uy + 10uy, + 40putyy + 40unug, + 30u™u, =0, p € RT.
This higher order Gardner equation can be obtained from the corresponding 5th order focusing modified Korteweg-de
Vries equation (shortly, 5th mKdV)

v+ (Vag + 101)11325 + 10020, + 60°), = 0, (1.2)
when one considers mKdV solutions of the form v(t, z) = p+u(t, z), with 4 € RT and a suitable spatial translation].

The 5th order Gardner equation (L), as well as the 5th mKdV equation, is a well-known completely integrable
model [I8] [, [45], with infinitely many conservation laws and well-known (long-time) asymptotic behavior of its
solutions obtained with the help of the inverse scattering transform [24]. As a physical model, the 5th Gardner ([I.TI)
and the 5th mKdV (2] equations describe large-amplitude internal solitary waves, showing a dynamics which can
look rather different from the KAV form. On the other hand, solutions of (I are invariant under space and time
translations. Indeed, for any to,xg € R, u(t —tg,x — xo) is also a solution of both equations. Beside that, the scaling
invariance is not respected by (LIJ).

As seen in ([[TT)), the 5th order Gardner equation (IIJ) contains mixed nonlinearities of 5th KdV equation
v + (V4g 4 502 + 1000, + 100%), = 0, (1.3)

and 5th mKdV (I2), and hence the well-posedness theory of (L)) is highly relevant to the well-posedness of both
equations. Ponce [53], first, showed the local well-posedness of 5th KdV in H*(R), s > 4 via the energy method in
addition to the dispersive smoothing effect and a parabolic approximation method. Later, this local result has been
improved by Kwon [43], precisely, the local well-posedness in H*(R), s > g Thereafter, Guo, Kwon and the second
author [22] and Kenig and Pilod [30], independently, proved the local well-posedness in H*(R), s > 2. Both works
were based on the short time Fourier restriction norm method [28], while an additional weight and the (frequency
localized) modified energy were used to prove the crucial energy estimates, respectively. Thanks to the H2-level
energy conservation law, the local result extended to the global one.

On the other hand, the 5th mKdV (I2)) has been studied by Linares [46]. Linares proved the local well-posedness
in H?(R) via the contraction mapping principle in addition to the dispersive smoothing effect [33] [34]. Later, Kwon
[44] improved the local result in H*(R), s > 2, by using the standard Fourier restriction norm method [7] in addition
to Tao’s [k, Z]-multiplier norm method [54].

We also refer to [32, 35l 521 25, 29] for the local well-posedness of for higher order KdV and mKdV equations.
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ISuch a spatial translation is performed in order to provide a simpler expression of the N-soliton solution in Section Bl On the other
hand, it is known that not only the first order linear term but also the third order term of the linear part in (IT]) are negligible in the
study of the well-posedness theory compared to the fifth order term.
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2 IVP for the 5th order Gardner equation

It is known that the Initial value problem (IVP) of 5th KdV ([3]) is a quasilinear problem in the sense that the
solution map is (not uniformly) continuous, while the Cauchy problem of 5th mKdV is a semilinear problem in the
sense that the flow map is Lipschitz continuous (via the Picard iteration method, and hence, is analytic). Thus, one
may expect that the IVP of the 5th Gardner equation (1)) is also a quasilinear problem due to the strong (high-low)
quadratic nonlinearity. Moreover, one expects to obtain the local well-posedness in H?(R) (and hence the global
well-posedness in H%(R)) from [22 30]. However, to prove the local well-posedness of the 5th Gardner equation is
definitely non-trivial, thus one of aims in this work is to indeed prove the local well-posedness.

As related problems, we also refer to [8, [42] [41] BT, 55] for the well-posedness of 5th KdV, 5th mKdV and higher
order equations in KdV hierarchy under the periodic boundary condition.

Concerning explicit solutions of higher order mKdV and Gardner models, Matsuno [47] proved the existence and
built explicitly the N-soliton solution of the focusing mKdV hierarchy of equations by using inverse scattering technics
and the bilinear Hirota decomposition. Recently, Gomes et al [19] dealt with the defocusing mKdV with NVBC and
the associated defocusing Gardner hierarchy, showing multisolitonic structures. Unfortunately, many of the solutions
they obtained are singular solutions (up to the kink which is in L*°).

The 5th order Gardner equation (L)), as a completely integrable system, has an infinite set of conserved quantities.
Indeed some of the (first) standard conservation laws of the (I1]) are the mass

Mlu)(t) = % /Ru2(t,3:)d3: = M|[u](0), (1.4)
the energy
Eulu)(t) = /R (%UQ o — %u4> (t,2)dz = E[u(0), (1.5)

and the higher order energy, defined respectively in H?(R)
1
Es,[ul(t) == / <§u92m — 10puu? + 10p%u* — 5uu? + 6pu® + u6> (t,x)dx = E5[u](0). (1.6)
R

1.1. Main results. We are interested in the regularity properties of the 5th order Gardner equation (.I)) and long
time behavior of H? global solutions to (L.

1.1.1. Well-posedness theory. In comparison with the 5th mKdV (LZ), the nonlinearity of () consists of more
terms which break the balance with the 5th order linear dispersive part of (ILIJ). Precisely, additional quadratic
terms with three derivatives, pose technical problems, for instance, the failure of bilinear X*? estimates, see Remark
[T below (also see Remark 2.3 in [22]). However, an analogous argument used in [22] 0] enables us to attack the
initial value problem of (1)) in H?.

The notion of the well-posedness, which is taken into account in this paper, is as follows:

Definition 1.1 (Well-posedness). We say that the 5th Gardner equation (1)) is local-in-time (or locally) well-posed
in H*(R), if for any R > 0 and any ug € {f € H*(R) : || f||y. < R}, there exist a local time T = T(R) > 0 and
a unique solution u to (L) in C([0,T]; H*(R)) N X7, for some auxiliary space Xr. Moreover, the solution map
ug — u(t) is continuous from {f € H*(R) : ||fll 5. < R} to C([0,T]; H*(R)). The local result is extended to the
global one, if T > 0 is independent of R.

We are, first, going to show that the 5th order Gardner equation (L)) is locally well-posed in H? via the classical
energy method in addition to the short time Fourier restriction norm method. We state the local well-posedness
result as follows:

Theorem 1.2. The 5th order Gardner equation (L)) is locally well-posed in H*(R), s > 2.

For the proof of Theorem [[L2] we use the short-time Fourier restriction norm method in a frequency dependent
time interval. This is introduced by Ionescu, Kenig and Tataru [28] in the context of KP-I equation in the Besov-type
space setting, see also [38 [16] for similar ideas in the different settings. The short-time Fourier restriction norm

method has been further developed in, for instance, [20, 26|, 211 22| [30 42 [41] 23].

The main difficulty arising in (ICT)) is the strong high-low bilinear interaction component of the following typeﬁ
(P<ou) - (Prightaaa) (1.7)

2Here P is a appropriate truncation operator in the Fourier space, thus Ppigpu means the high frequency (||§] > 1) localized portion
of u, while the frequency support of P<qu is in [—1,1].
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newly generated from the map v(¢, ) = p+u(t,z). The standard bilinear X#b-estimated] ([[utaza|l xoo-1 S full3e0)
fails in usual X*? spaces for any s € R (see Remark [T below), where the X** norm is defined in (Z71)), since the
dispersive smoothing effect in a coherent case occurring in (7)) is not enough to control the three derivative in the
high frequency mode. The following remark provides a counter-example to show the failure of the standard bilinear
estimate:

Remark 1.1 (Remark 2.3 in [22]). Similarly as the 5th KdV case, also as mentioned before, the standard X *? bilinear
estimate fails to hold:

[u020]] yon < Cllullyen 0l xen (1.8)

due to the following high-low interactions causing the coherence, for instance,
u(t,z) = F Ylg(r,6)](t,z) and o(t,z) = F '1g(r,£)],
where space-time frequency sets {2 and ¥ are given byE
Q={(1,§) eR*: [T~ €| <L N<[(|<N+1} and T={(1,§) eR*:|r-&|<1,[¢f <1},
for fixed large frequency N > 1. Indeed, a direct calculation gives LHS of (L) = NN*, while RHS of (LJ) = N°*.
However, using X*? structure in a short time interval (= (frequency)”?), one reduces the contribution of high

frequency with low modulation, so that one handles high-low interaction component (7)) (see Remark [[2] below and
Proposition [271).

Remark 1.2 (Remark 2.3 in [22]). The short time X*° spaces (F* and N*® to be introduced in Section 22)) in the
interval of the length (=~ (frequency)_2) resolves the low-high interaction counter-example presented in Remark [[1]
The corresponding sets in this setting are given by

Q={(rO eR?: [T - <N N<| SN+N P} and E={(r.0 eR:|r— &< L[| <1},
and define u and v similarly as in Remark [[LT but with respect to Q and i respectively. Then, one immediately
obtains for any s € R that

|ud? ~N°N3N"!N72N ~ N°N and |ul

UHNS Fs U”FS ~ N*®N.

A price to pay for the profit of the short-time argument is an energy-type estimate. However, the strong high-
low interactions, where the low frequency component has the largest modulation, cause a trouble in the energy
estimates when following Ionescu-Kenig-Tataru’s method. A way to treat this interaction is to use a weight, which
was suggested in [27] to handle the same interaction for the Benjamin-Ono equation (see also [26]). Note that the
modified energy, initially introduced in [43] and further developed in [30] [42] 4T, 48] [49], plays a similar role as an
additional weight. See [22] and [30] for a comparison.

Note moreover that a scaling equivalence enables us to focus on small solutions to (ZI)) instead of (1) (see
Section 2]). To close the energy method argument for (2IJ), we gather linear, nonlinear and energy estimates,

el ey S Nl oy + [N2() + N () + SA @)oo
[N (1) + Ay () + S (@) ey < s lllery (1.9)

2 2 6
lalZe iy S Mol + S0 el oy -

The continuity argument ensures a priori bound of solutions to ([ZII). Moreover, a similar estimate as in (L3) for
the difference of two solutions completes the limiting argument (compactness argument). We note that the energy
estimate for the difference of two solutions does not hold true in F'* spaces due to the lack of the symmetry, but hold
in the intersection of the weaker (F°) and the stronger (F?¢) spaces, thus the Bona-Smith argument is essential to
close the compactness method.

The global well-posedness follows immediately from the above local result and the conservation of the second order

energy (ILG).
Theorem 1.3. The 5th order Gardner equation () is globally well-posed in the energy space H? (RE

3The X spaces are equipped with the norm

1 llxew = [[©¢r = €]

2 b
LT,&

. 1
where f is the space time Fourier coefficient (also denoted by F(f)) and (-) = (1 + |- |?)2. For more details, see Section
41t suffices to regard only 02 as a linear part of (ILI)), since 2 is negligible in a sense of the dispersion effect.
5The persistence of regularities ensures the global well-posedness in H*(R), s > 2.
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Remark 1.3. Tt is well-known that local results can be extended to the global one in the energy space without the
smallness assumption for defocusing equations (for simple models), while the smallness condition is necessary for the
proof of the global well-posedness in the energy space for focusing equations (the large data global well-posedness for
focusing equations has a different story). However, (ILT)) admits the scaling equivalence, which is slightly different
from the standard scaling symmetry (or invariance), but still plays an almost same role in the local (or perturbation)
theory. Thus, one has Theorem from Theorem in addition to the (rescaled) conservation law (L6). See
Section [2 in particular Section [2.6] for more details.

On the other hand, an observation explained in Remark [[LTlabove naturally poses an interesting question: Does the
flow map from data to solutions fail to be (locally) uniformly continuous for all regularities? As an immediate answer
to the question, we state the following (weak) ill-posedness result, which extends Cardoso and the first author’s
recent result [4] to all regularities:

Theorem 1.4. The 5th order Gardner equation (L)) is weakly ill-posed in H*(R), for s > 0 in the following sense:
there exist ¢,C >0, 0 < T <1, and two sequences wu,, and v, of solutions to ([(LT)) such that

sup [[un () g +sup loa ()] g <C, ¢ €[0,T]

and initially

lim_{[un(0) = 0n(0)]| - =0,

n—oo
but for every t € [0,T]

linIr_1)i£f [lun(t) — v (t)|| g > | sint| ~ clt|.

Theorem [[4] can be expected from the observation in the linear local smoothing effect [33) [34]

compared to the three derivatives in the quadratic nonlinearity. In other words, the local smoothing effect, which
recovers only two derivatives, is not enough to handle the nonlinear term ud3u, as already seen in Remark [T} Such
a strong high-low interaction phenomenon can be seen in other dispersive equations, for instance, the Benjamin-Ono
equation (BO) and the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili I equation (KP-I). Early, constructing examples reflecting (L), the
flow map has been shown to be not C? continuous [50} [51], and uniformly continuous [39, [40].

2 —td3
O o[, S olls

To prove Theorem [[4] we take an argument introduced in [39] (but essentially follows from [43]) in order to
construct the approximate solutions, which indeed reveals the ill-posedness phenomenon. Using the local well-
posedness theory, one shows the approximate solutions are indeed ”good” approximate solutions in H?® sense, s > 2.
Moreover, since the equation ([I]) is completely integrable (thus it admits infinitely many conservation laws), we are
able to show the same conclusion in the regularity range not only s > 2, but also 0 < s < 2 by using L? and H?
conservation laws.

The strategy employed in [4] was to use Gardner breather solutions as a way to measure the regularity of the
associated Cauchy problem in H?®. This allowed to find the sharp Sobolev index under which the local well-posedness
of the problem is lost, meaning that the dependence of 5th order Gardner solutions upon initial data fails to be
continuous. We refer to, for instant, [37, [I5] [44] for analogous arguments.

Finally, together with the result in [4], we get the following

Corollary 1.5. The 5th order Gardner equation (L)) is (weakly) ill-posed in H*(R), for s € R, in the sense of the
statement given in Theorem [1.7)

As already seen above, the 5th Gardner equation (II]) contains the mixed nonlinearities of 5th order KdV and
mKdV equations (3)-([LZ), so that one can see both ill-posedness nature of semilinear and quasilinear equations.
In the proof of Theorem [[.4] approximate solutions are constructed in the following manner: the separation of the
phase shift (Ft) and the dispersion effect (®x(¢)) in (AJ) inspired by the observation on the Burgers equation.
However, in low regularity Sobolev space (L? or below), it is not clear to see such a phenomenon, see [39} 40, [43].
Nonetheless, the cubic nonlinearity (5th mKdV nonlinearity) reveals another ill-posedness phenomenon, breaking the
uniform continuity of the flow map by the self-interaction of a single high frequency wave in low regularity spaces [4].
This nature can be seen in some semilinear equations, for instance [37, [0, [10] 15 [44] 2]. The mixed nonlinearities in
(L), thus, ensure to claim the lack of the uniform continuity of the flow map of the 5th Gardner equation (L] in
all regularity Sobolev spaces.
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1.1.2. Global stability theory. Moreover, once we have characterized the IVP for (ILI)) and with respect to stability
properties of specific solutions of the (II]), we present the following stability result for the 5th order breather solutions

B.2).
Theorem 1.6. Let o, € R\{0} be given. Breather solutions B.2l) of the 5th order Gardner equation (L)) are
0.5,

For more detailed statements and background about this stability property of breather solutions, see Section Bl

orbitally stable for H? perturbations, whenever the parameter p € (

2. WELL-POSEDNESS RESULTS

2.1. Setting. It is well-known that the integrability of equations (fixed coefficients of the nonlinearities) is no longer
important for mathematical analysis in the local well-posedness theory.

Remark 2.1. As mentioned in Section [[I (1) does not allow the scaling invariance. However, defining uy :=
Au(M°t, Az), A > 0, ensures an equivalence between (L) and

Wy + Wy + 10#2/\211)31 + Mo (w) + N3(w) + SN (w) =0, (2.1)
where Ny (w) is the nonlinearity from the fifth order KdV given by
Na(w) = 20pMwwep + 40pMWW,se + 1802 N2 w2 w,, (2.2)

N3(w) is the nonlinearity from the fifth order mKdV given by
N3 (w) = 10w?ws, + 10w + 40ww, ey + 30w w,

and SN (w) is the rest terms generated from the transformation u — p + u, which is weaker compared to M (w) and
N3(w) in some sense, given by

SN (w) = 1203 N3ww, + 120p wiw,. (2.3)
That is, ux, A > 0 is a solution to (1)), if and only if u is a solution to (II)). See Section [2.6] for the details.

We use the notation f or F (f) for the space-time Fourier transform of f defined by
f(r,6) = / e e 1T £ (1 t) dadt
R2

for any f € S'(R x R). Similarly, we use F,, (or ") and F; to denote the Fourier transform with respect to space and
time variable respectively.
Let Z. denote the set of nonnegative integers. For k € Z, let define dyadic intervals I, k € Z4 as

Ip={¢:lgl <2} Io={¢:lgfe 212"} k=1

Let 19 : R — [0, 1] denote a smooth bump function supported in [—2, 2] and equal to 1 in [—1, 1] with the following
property of regularities:

Ohm(§) = 0(m(§)/(€)), 7 =0,1,2, (2.4)
as & approaches end points of the support of . For k € Z, let
Xo(€) =m(€) and xk(§) = m0(£/2%) —no(€/2°71), k=1, (2.5)

and

ko
X[k ks] = Z xr forany k1 < ko € Z,.
k=k1
For the time-frequency decomposition, we use the cut-off function 7;, but the same as n; = x;, j € Z4. For k € Z let

Py denote the (smooth) truncation operators on L?(R) defined by ]Sk\u(g) = xk(&)u(§). We also define the operators
Py on L*(R x R) by formulas F(Pyu)(&,7) = xx(&)F (u)(7,€). For | € Z let

Po=> P, Poi=)Y P
k<l k>l
For £ € R, w(€) = —&5 is the dispersion relation associated to the equation (m])ﬁ For k € Z and j € Z, let
Dij={(r,6) eERxR:¢e 2" 2" 7 —w(é) € I;}, Di<j=Up<jDpy
For f € L*(R), let W(t)f € C(R : L?) be the linear solution given by
Ful W) £1(6,1) = e @ F (). (2.6)

6Originally, we have w(€) = —€° 4+ 10u2€3 corresponding to the linear part of ([I)). However, for fixed p and for large frequency
|€] > 1, the third order term are negligible compared to the fifth order term.
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2.2. Function spaces. We introduce the X* spaces associated to (2.I)), which is the completion of &’(R?) under
the norm

1 llxen = || = w(€)4€)°]

where () = (1+ |- |2)%. This Fourier restriction norm method was first implemented by in its current form by
Bourgain [7] and further developed by Kenig, Ponce and Vega [36] and Tao [564]. The Fourier restriction norm
method turns out to be very useful in the study of low regularity theory for the dispersive equations. We denote the
localized space by Xp defined by standard localization to the interval [T, T].

2.7
L2(r2)’ (27)

As already mentioned in Section [Il the 5th Gardner equation (ITI)) is a quasilinear equation where the flow map
is not uniformly continuous. This fact can be seen from [43], which proves that the 5th order KdV equation (L3])
is weakly ill-posed, since this phenomenon occurs precisely in a strong interaction between low and high frequencies
localized data of the form

(u<o) - (B3us1)
which is also included in the nonlinearity of 5th order Gardner (II). For this reason, we must focus specifically
on quadratic nonlinearity to prove the local well-posedness of the 5th Gardner equation (II). In what follows, we
briefly introduce the functions spaces used in mﬁ)

One of the purposes in this paper, as mentioned in Section [ is to obtain H? global solutions to (I.I)). Moreover,
this regularity threshold is determined by the estimates of quadratic terms with three derivatives, which is already
known from [22] [30]. In what follows, we only focus on obtaining the estimates of cubic terms with three derivatives
in H?, since the cubic terms are another nontrivial and strong nonlinearities in (I.I)). On the other hand, we expect
that all estimates of this cubic terms can be obtained below H? compared to the quadratic nonlinearities, since the
degree 3 of nonlinearities allows more smoothing effects in high-low interactions. However, we do not here explore
such estimates below H? for our purpose.

We fix k € Z,, and define the weighted Besov-type (X 0’%’1) space X, for frequency localized functions in I, ks
X, = {f€L2(R2):supprR><Ik, ||f||Xk < 00 },
equipped with the norm

o0

1£llx, =D 29" Br lImj (7 — w@)fE e
j=0
where
21/2, k=0,
/Bk7j = { 14 2(j—5k)/8, k > 1. (28)

Remark 2.2. The use of the weight S ; is essential to control the localized energy for the quadratic terms in N5(u),
in particular, the high-low interaction components, where the low frequency component has the largest modulation.
See Lemma[ZI0l Moreover, it enables us to avoid the logarithmic divergence in H? appearing in the energy estimates
for the cubic nonlinearities in N5(u), see Remark and Propositions and

Remark 2.3. An opposite effect of the use of the weight is to worsen the high X high — low interactions in the
nonlinear estimates for the quadratic terms in N2 (u)
PSO (Phighu . Phighvmmm)-

However, thanks to the representation of the quadratic nonlinearities as the compact, conservative form, i.e.,
c10,u0?u + coudiu = |0, (0yudru) + ch0r(ud?u), one derivative is removed, and hence we are able to balance
both purposes.

Remark 2.4. Finally, the choice of a parameter % in the weight for high frequency can be replaced by any parameter
in [1/8,3/16]. However, another choice of parameter is not able to improve the result, since the essential effect of the
weight occurs in the high-low interactions, where the low frequency part has the largest modulation, as mentioned
before.

At each frequency 2*, we define functions spaces based on X}, uniformly on the 272* time scale.
I, = {fe L*(R?) :supp f C R x I, ||f||Fk < oo}7

equipped with the norm
115, = sup | F1 - mo@ (¢ — )] .,
trER

"The basic method is similar to that used in [30], but it is chosen to avoid complicated calculations in the energy estimate.
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and
Ny, = {f € L*(R?) :supp f C R x I, ||f||Nk < oo},
equipped with the norm

11y, = sup 7 =w() + 227 FIF - m(@ ¢ = )l , -
k
The standard way to construct localized spaces gives, for T' € (0, 1], that

Fe(T) ={f € C([=T.T) - L*) : |fll s, ) = i inf 1£11 5}

n [-T,T]xR

Ne(T) ={f € C(I=T,T): L) : | fl () = i inf IIfIINk}-

n [-7,7]x

We collect all pieces of spaces introduced above at dyadic frequency 2 in the Littlewood-Paley way. For s > 0
and T € (0, 1], we define function spaces for solutions and nonlinear terms:

F(T) = {u: el Feiry = D 2F N Pe(w) | ) < 00}

k=0
s 2 s 2
N*(T) = {U f ol (ry = 222 NP ()l (1) < OO} :
k=0
In order to take the short time structure for IVP of (L), it is required to define the energy space as follows: for
s>0and u e C(-1,T]: H®)

2 s 2
[ull % oy = [1P<o(@O)[72 + Y sup 22 || Pe(u(te))]) 7 -
k>1 te€=TT]

Remark 2.5. The short time Fourier restriction norm method used in this work was introduced by Ionescu, Kenig and
Tataru [28], where the local well-posedness of KP-I equation in the energy space was proved, and further developed

in [20] 26] 2] 221 30, 2] 4T], 23] and references therein. We also refer to [38, [16] for different formulas of short time
analysis.

For the extension argument of functions in the spaces introduced above, we follow from [28] to define the set Sk
of k-acceptable time multiplication factors for any k € Z:

Sp={mp : R =R ||lmylg = 22 2J]€Hajmk||mo

Direct estimates using the definitions and (ZI0) show that for any s > 0 and T € (0, 1]

() Pew)]|, % (b, lmells,)
mi(t) - B HNS(T)

() Pilo)|, % (e, malls,) - el

|5

| = < (supgez, Imills,) - lullycr -
keZ 4

}’k€Z+
We end this subsection with the following important lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (Properties of Xy). Let k,l € Zy with I < 5k and fr, € Xi. Then

> 9280, ny(r - w /|fk (14 27— )t
Jj=l+1 L (2'9)
L2 |lney(r — w / ORI+ 27— )| S el -
L2

In particular, if to € R and v € S(R), then
[F @ —t0)) - F (i)l x, S Ifellx, - (2.10)
Proof. See [22] for the proof. O
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2.3. L%-block estimates. For x,y € R,, * < y means that there exists C' > 0 such that x < Cy, and = ~ y
means x < y and y < x. We also use <; and ~g as similarly, where the implicit constants depend on s. Let

~S
ai,as,a3,a € R. The quantities amar > Gsub > Gthd > Amin can be conveniently defined to be the maximum,
sub-maximum, third-maximum and minimum values of a1, as, as, a respectively.

For &1,& € R, let denote the (quadratic) resonance function by

H = H(£1,62) = w(é) +w(éa) —w(é + &) = 25152(51 +&6)(E+ & + (G + &)%)
Similarly, for &1, &2,&3 € R, let
G(&1,82,83) = w(&r) + w(§2) +w(€z) —w(ér + &2 +&3)

2.11
= g(fl +6) (L +&E)(E+Ha)(E+E+E+H (G +L+8)Y) @11)

be the (cubic) resonance function. Such resonance functions play an important role in the nonlinear X *°-type
estimates.

Let f,g,h € L*(R?) be compactly supported functions. We define a quantity by

Jo(f, 9.h) = /11@4 J(C1561)9(C2, E2)M(G + G2 + H (&1, €2), &1 + &2) d&1dE2dCiCa.

The change of variables in the integration yields
JQ(faga h) = ‘]2(9*7 h’a f) = JQ(hv f*ag)a

where f*((,€) = f(—¢,—¢). From the identities

G+&=¢& and (1 —w(&)) + (2 —w(&)) = (13 —w(&s)) + H(&, &2)
on the support of Jo(f*, g%, h¥), where f*(7,&) = f(r — w(§),€) with the property ||f||;. = HfﬁHL27 we see that
J(f%, g%, h*) vanishes unless

2kmas  QFmed > 1 and  29mer ~ max(27med | |H).

For compactly supported functions f; € L?(R x R), i = 1,2, 3,4, we define

J3(f1, f2, f3, f1) = /fl(Cl,51)f2(C2,52)f3(C37§3)f4(C1 + G+ G+ G(61,82,83), 8 + & + &),

where the [ = [o - d§1d€2dE3d¢dCod(s. From the identities
G+&+&G=4 and (11 —w(&)) + (12 —w(é2)) + (13 — w(z)) = (14 — w(éa)) + G(&1, &2, €3)
on the support of Jg,(ff7 fg, fg, ff), we see that Jg,(ff7 fg, fg, fﬁ) vanishes unless

2k7naz ~ 2ksub

Qimaz A, maX(stub7 |G|), (2.12)

where [&;| ~ 2% and |¢;| ~ 277, i = 1,2,3,4. A direct calculation shows

|J3(f1, fau f3: fa)| = |Ja(fa, f1, f3, fa)| = | T5(f3, fo, f1, fa)| = |J3(f1s f5, fa, f3)]-

We give L2-block estimates for the quadratic and cubic nonlinearities. The bi- and tri-linear L?-block estimates
for the 5th order equations have already been introduced and used in several works, we refer to [14] 13} 22, [30] 42|

ZSIIBINIViR

Lemma 2.2. Let k; € Z,j; € Zy,i = 1,2,3. Let fr,;; € L*(R x R) be nonnegative functions supported in
[2ki=1 okit1l] I,
(a) For any ki, ka, ks € Z with |kmaz — kmin| < 5 and j1, jo, j3 € Zy, then we have

3
S ; _3
J2(fk1,j17fk27j2a fksqjs) /S 2Jm”l/22jmed/42 ahmas H ||fki>ji

i=1

L2

(b) If 2kmin < 2kmed ~ Qkmaz then for all i = 1,2,3 we have

3
Jo(Frr gvs Frongas Fhisis) S 9(j1+i2+is)/29—3kmas /29— (ki+ji)/2 H s ol e

=1
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(c) For any ki, ko, ks € Z and j1, jo, js € Z, then we have

3
Jz(fk?hjl ) fk2>j27f7€37j3) < gimin/2gkmin/2 H ||sz7]1 ||L2'
i=1

Proof. We refer to [14, 13, [30] for the proof. O
Corollary 2.3. Assume k; € Z and j; € Zy, i = 1,2,3 and fi, ;, € L*(R x R) be functions supported in Dy, j,,
i=1,2.

(a) For any ki, ko, ks € Z with |kmaz — kmin| <5 and j1, jo, js € Zy, then we have

2
- ; _3p
||1Dk3v13 (Ta 5)(fk1,j1 * fk2,j2)||L2 /S 2J7n1n/22]m6d/42 1hmas H ||fk1)]7.
i=1

L2-

(b) If 2Fmin < 2Fmed ~ 2Fmaz then for all i = 1,2,3 we have
2

||1Dk3,j3 (7', 5)(fk1,j1 * sz,jz)HL2 S 2(j1+j2+j3)/22_3kmw/22_(ki+ji)/2 H ||fk‘i>ji
i=1

L2

(¢) For any ki, ka, ks € Z and j1, jo, js € Z, then we have

2
||1Dk3,j3 (7-7 g)(fqujl * sz,j2)||L2 S 2Jmm/22kmm/2 H ||fk‘i1ji
i=1

L2-

Lemma 2.4. Let k; € Z and j; € Z, i = 1,2,3,4. Let fx, j, € L*(R x R) be nonnegative functions supported in
I, x [2ki=1 okitl],
(a) For any k; € Z and j; € Z4, i = 1,2, 3,4, we have

4
J3 (fk11j15 fk2,j27 fks,jsa fk4,j4) S 2(Jmin+Jthd)/22(kmm+ktbrd)/2 H ||fki1ji L2.

i=1
(b) Let kipg < kmaz — 10.
(b-1) If (ki, ji) = (kthd, Jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4, we have

4
JB(fkl,jl ) sz,jw fksqjs ) fk4,j4) S 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/2272kmaz 2kthd/227jmaz/2 H ||fk1)J1

L2-
i=1
(b-2) If (i, 3i) # (Kthds Jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4, we have
4
J3 (fqujl ’ sz,jw fksqjs ’ fk4,j4) S 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22_2kmw 2kmm/22—jmam/2 H ||fki1ji L2
i=1
Proof. We refer to [30, 41] for the proof. In [41], the second author established (cubic) L2-block estimates for
functions fx, ;, € L?*(R x Z), but the proof, here, is almost identical and easier, see [30]. O

Corollary 2.5. Let k; € Z and j; € Z4, i =1,2,3,4. Let fy, j, € L?(R x R) be nonnegative functions supported in
Dy, 5, -
(a) For any k; € Z and j; € Z4, i = 1,2,3,4, we have
4

||1Dk4,j4 (7-7 5) (fqujl * fk2,j2 * fks,js)HLz S 2(jmm+jthd)/22(kmm+kthd)/2 H ||fk11.71
=1

L2-

(b) Let king < kmaz — 10.
(b-1) If (ki, ji) = (kthd, jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4, we have
4
||1Dk4,j4 (T7 5)(fk17j1 * kaij * fksyjs)”Lz 5 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22_2kmaz2kthd/22_jmaz/2 H ||fk7i7ji ||L2'
=1
(b-2) If (ki, ji) # (kthd, jmaz) for i =1,2,3,4, we have
4

||1Dk4,j4 (T7 5) (fklyjl * fk27j2 * fk37j3)||L2 S 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22_2kmaz 2kmin/22_jmam/2 H ||fk7iyji ||L2'
=1

We end this subsection introducing the Strichartz estimates for the family of the fifth-order operators {etai 12 o
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Lemma 2.6 (Strichartz estimates for ¢/ operator [I7]). Assume that —1 < o < 3 and 0 < 0 < 1. Then there
exists C' > 0 depending on o and 0 such that

<Clellz:

0 td>
L}LY

for ¢ € L?, where p = 1T2e and q = e(gl?u)' In particular, we have

Lo S22l k21

5
etax Pk 90‘

2.4. Nonlinear estimates. We first recall from [22] the bilinear estimates as follows:
Proposition 2.7 (Nonlinear estimates for Ny (u), [22]). (a) If s> 1, T € (0,1], and u,v € F*(T) then
IN2 ()l very S el sy + N1l

3
Fs(T)"

and

INo () = No(@)llwve(zy S (lullscay + 0l say) lu = vl mery + (Ialidery + 013y ) lu = vl ry-
(b) If T € (0,1], u,v € FO(T) N F*(T), then

INo () = No@)lwogry S (lull 2y + [0l m2ay) lu = vl poiry + (lulidaery + [01Fe) ) Ilu = vllo):

Proof. The proof for the quadratic term, we refer to [22]. On the other hand, one can easily control the cubic term
in NV(u) rather than not only the quadratic term in N5(u), but also the cubic term in N3(u), since the cubic term
in N3 (u) contains only one (total) derivative. Hence we omit the details, but one can capture the estimates in the

proof of Proposition 2.8 |
Proposition 2.8 (Nonlinear estimates for Ns(u)). (a) If s > 2, T € (0,1], and u,v € F*(T) then

||N3(U)||N5(T) S ||U||?fws(T) + HUHEI)?S(T)' (2.13)
and

IV () = No(@)lwvezy S (llEecry + o]
(b) If T € (0,1], u,v € FO(T) N F?(T), then
INs(w) = Na(@)llwoery S (Iulldacry + Nl ) e = vllpogry + (llulldecry + lolleery ) llu = vlloc.

Proof. We first consider the cubic term in N3(u). From the support property (2I2) in addition to ([2I1]), we know
that

bemy) e = vllsay + (Ielibery + 0l ) lla = vl per)-

max(|7; — w(&)]:j = 1,2,3,4) 2 |(& + &)(& + &) (&2 + &) + 6 + & + &) (2.14)
From the definition of Nj norm, the left-hand side of (cubic terms in) (ZI3)) is bounded by
sup |[(71 = w(€a) + 224) 125411, (§)F o (225472(t — i) Py

tra €R (2.15)

* F [170 (22k4_2(t - t/m)) szu] * F [170 (22k4_2(t — tk4)) Pk?’u] ‘

kg

We set ug, = F [no (22%472(t — tr,)) Pr,u) , i = 1,2,3. We decompose each uy, into ug, j, (7, &) = ug, (7, &)n;, (T—w(§))
with usual modification like f<;(7) = f(7)n<;(7 — p(n)). Then, (ZI5)) is bounded by

23k 2j4/2ﬁ7€4 Ja
Z maX(2j4, 22k4) ‘ Z Hle4,j4 ’ (uk17j1 * Uky,jo * uk37j3)HL2 .
ja=>0 J1,32,93>2ka

We, instead of Corollary 2.5 use the following observation to control
H]'Dk4,j4 ’ (ukhjl * Uky,jp * uks,js)HL2

for particular case: Lemma yields

H]:_l[uk?iyji]

Lo = H / eltreitet Oyl (7€) dédr

S / / et Oyl (7,€) dg

< 27 ki/293/2 |y

L6

ir (2.16)

LS

i7ji||L2,
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where uiul (1,€) = ug, j, (7 + w(§),€) with ||u§cu1||L2 = ||ug,,j; ||2. With this, Plancherel’s theorem and the Hélder
inequality give
3
—(ki+ha+k i1 42+
Hle4,j4 . (uk17j1 * Uky gy * uk3>j3)HL2 <2 (k1+ka+ks) /29 (51 +i2+78)/2 H ||uki>ji||L2 - (2'17)
i=1

Case I. (high-high-high = high). Let ks > 20 and |k1 — kal, |k2 — k4|, |ks — k4] < 5. Applying ZI7) to
H]'Dk4,j4 ’ (ukhjl * Uky,jp * uks,js)HL27 one has

3ki9ja/23, 3
Zms > 272 B SO oka2gttita) 2 T fug,
~ Lo max(21,22k) L : poEE

ja>0 J1,J2,33>2ka i=1

Note that Sy, j, ~ 1 when 0 < j;, < 5k. Let denote the summand by My, i.e.,
93kagia/23, o
M, = 2= FRaJ4 9=3ka/29(f1t+j2+1s)/2 218
max (274, 22ka) (2.18)
Then, we know
M; < 2]’4/22—164/22(j1+j2+j3)/27 when 0 < jy < 2k,
M < 2794/293ka/29(n+52453) /2 when  2ky < j4 < Bky

and
M; < 2”—4/22(j4’5k4)/823k4/22(j1“2”3)/2, when 5ky < jg.

Performing summations over j;, i = 1,2, 3,4, we have
3
@10 < 2" [ I1Peu
i=1
Indeed, we have from the definition of Xj-norm and (2.4) in [21I] that
Z 2j1/2 ||uk1,j1||L2 S Z 2j1/2ﬂk11j1

Jj12>2ka j1>2k4

5, -

1, (T = w(§)) /R law, (&, )| - 272F4 (1 + 27 2R — 7))

L2

+ 9(2k4)/2

<ok, (T — w(§)) /R |, (€, 77)|272M (1 + 27 2R | — 7))~ 1dr’

< Ny, < 1Pyl -

L2

where g, = ]:[Pklu : 770(22k1 (t - tkl))]'

Remark 2.6. As seen in the proof of Case I (also for other cases except for the case when the resulting frequency
(€4) is not the maximum frequency), the weight S, ;, does not play any role in the estimates, hence is negligible.
See Case I and Case III (below) for comparison.

Case II. (high-high-low = high). Let k4 > 20, |ko — k4|, |ks — k4| < 5 and k1 < ky — 1. Tn this case, we have
Jmaz > Bky due to 2I4). The exactly same argument used in Case I (but use Corollary 2.5 (a) instead of (2.I1) to
control Hlp,%j4 (U gy * Uk gy * uk37j3)HL2) gives better result as follows:

3
k
Xk, /S 2 /2 H ||Pk1u
=1

|Fki :

3
@15 < 292 [T s,
i=1

The last inequality holds true, thanks to (ZI0), more precisely,
sy, = I o (22572 = 14,)) - Py mo (22 (¢~ t4)] |, < Pl
We omit the details.
Case III. (high-high-high = low). Let k3 > 20, |k1 — ks3], |k2 — k3| <5 and k4 < k3 — 10.

8Thanks to the symmetry of frequencies, our assumption that £; is the minimum frequency does not lose of the generality.
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Remark 2.7. The trade-off of the use of the short time advantage (also, the use of the weight as in (2.8])) is to worsen
some interactions for which the resulting frequency is lower than (at least) one of others, in particular, high-high-high
= low and high-high-low = low interaction components. More precisely, in the case of the high-high-high = low, the
time interval of length 272%4, on which the Ny,-norm is taken, is longer than the interval of length 272%: on which
Fy,-norm is taken, i = 1,2,3. In order to cover whole intervals of length 272*4 in the estimates, one needs to divide
the time interval of length 272%4 into 22k3~2k+ intervals of length 272" Let choose v : R — [0,1] (a kind of the
partition of unity), which is a smooth function supported in [—1,1] with >, v*(z —m) = 1. Then, the left-hand
side of (cubic terms in) (ZI3) is bounded by (instead of (Z13]))

(ra — w(€a) +i2°) M1y, - > Flno(@(t = ti))y (275 (t — ti) — m) Py, u
|m|<C22ks—2ka (2.19)

i Flno(22 (¢ = 1)) 722 (¢ = 1) — m) Peyu] = Flio (22 (£ = 6072 (¢ = tr) — m) Prgul

sup 23ks
trER

kg

The analogous procedure will be applied to the estimate of high-high-low = low interaction component below.

When k4 = 0, (Z19) is bounded by
Z 25k3 Z H]-Do,j4 : (ukhh * Uky,jp * uks)js)HLz

jaz>0 J1,92,J3>2k3

due to ([Z.8).

When 0 < j; < 5k3 — 5 or < 5k3 + 5 < j4, we apply Corollary 2 (a) to Hlp,%j4 (Uky jy * Uky, o * ukgnjg)HL2 to
obtain

Ems| > o+ > | ) 2<M+J‘thd>/22’“3/2f[||uki,ji

0<ja<5k3—5  bkz+5<ja J1,J2,932>2k3 i=1

L2z

We know js # jmae in the former case, while j4 = jmas and 29maz ~ 2Jmed > |H| in the latter case.
On the other hand, when 5k3 — 5 < jj < 5kg + 5 (274 = 2Jmae ~ |H| > 2Jmed) we use ([ZI7). Then, similarly as
the previous cases, we have (when ky =0

3
@19 < 255 [] 1Pl -
i=1
When k4 # 0, similarly as above, (2.I9)) is bounded by

ks —2ks9ja/2 >
2°%3 42J4/ Bka.ja o(ks+ka)/2 Z 9(mintiena)/2 H ||Uk i || 2
maX(?J“, 22k4) iJi I L2

Jjaz0
thanks to Corollary 23] (a), except for the case when 5k3 — 5 < j4 < 5ks + 5. Let denote the summand by My,
similarly as in (217) i.e.,

J1,J2,93>2ks i=1

25k3—2k4 2J4/2/Bk74 j4

! 2(1€3+k4)/22(jmin+jthd)/2'
max (24, 22ka)

Mipr =
If 2k3 < 5ky4, we know
My < 29492ks9=Tha/290n+52433)/2  when 0 < jy < 2k,
My < 22ks9=3ka/29(n+52438)/2  when 2ky < jy < 2ks,
My < 2798/293ks9=3ka/29(n+02438)/2  when 2ks < ju < 5k,
My < 2794/290a=5ka)[893ka9=3ka/29(1+72473)/2  when 5ky < jy < Bkg — 4

and
M < 2—j4/22(j4—57€4)/8237€32—3k4/22(j1+j2+j3)/2, when 5k +4 < jj.

Otherwise (when 5k4 < 2k3), the estimates of My ; on 2ky < jy, < 5k3 — 4 are replaced by
My < 22Re73ka/29Un+02433)/2 - when 2k < jy < 5k,
My < 2Ua=5k)/892ksg=3ka/29(1+52433)/2  when Bky < jy < 2ks
and

Mipp < 2774/290a=5ka)[893ks 9 =3ka/29(1+72473)/2  when 2ks < js < k3 — 4.

90ne can see that the worst bound comes from the low frequency with high modulation case (j4 = Jmaz > Jmed + )-
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On the other hand, when 5k3 — 5 < j; < 5ks + 5, we use ([ZI7) to obtain

3
220) < 25k3—2k42—5k3/22§(k3—k4)2—3k3/2 Z H2ji Huk Ji HL2 )

J1,J2,J3>2k3 i=1

Summing over j;, ¢ = 1,2, 3,4, one has

3
@D < Culks,ka) [T I1Peull, (2.20)
i=1
where
25ks, 2ks < 5k,
2ks9= ki Bl < ks
Remark 2.8. A direct computation in the cubic term in N3(u), one has

40Uty + 10U Ue + 10U = 10(uUgy) e + 10(uu?),.

Ci(ks, ka) = {

Then, one can reduce 233 in (ZI9) by 22#3%+ and hence obtain a better result. However, our regularity threshold
is s = 2, and hence we, here, do not explore the trilinear estimates in lower regularity.

Case IV. (high-low-low = high). Let kg4 > 20, |ks — ks4| < 5 and kq, k2 < k4 — 10. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that k1 < ko, thanks to the symmetry. Similarly as the Case I, it is enough to consider

23k42j4/26k j
Z W‘L,Qﬁ“; ) Z H]'Dk4,j4 ’ (ukhﬁ * Uky,jp * uks,js)HLz : (2'21)
ja>0 J1,J2,332>2ka

Let denote the summand in Z2T]) by My, i.e.,

MIV = %

" max(274,22ks)

We further split this case into three cases: Case IV-a ky = 0, Case IV-b k1 = 0 and k; # 0, and Case IV-c
k1 # 0.

Case IV-a. ky = 0. We do not distinguish Corollary () (b.1) and (b.2), since 2Fmin < 2ktha < 1. Then, from
Corollary 23] (b), we havd']

||1Dk4,j4 ’ (ukhh * Uky,jo * uk&ja)HLz :

3
Myy <2272 H 2972 |, 5,

i=1

12> when 0< g4 <2k

and

3
Mirv 5 27j4/2ﬁ7€4,j4 H 2ji/2 Huki;ji ||L2 ,  when 2k; < J4-
i=1
Summing over j;, ¢ = 1,2, 3,4, one has

3
@I < [ el -
i=1
Case IV-b. k1 = 0 and ko # 0. Note that we have jya. > 4k + ko due to (2I4). We use Corollary 23] (b.1)
(the worst case occurring in jo = Jmar) when 0 < jy < 4kg + ko — 5, and (b.2) (j2 = jmasz never happens) when
4ky 4+ ko — 5 < j4 to control Hlp,%j4 (U gy * Uk gy * ukmg)HL2 in My, then we have

3

Myy <2027 T 277 Jug, g, |l 120 when 0 < jy < 2k,
i=1

3
My 275 [ 272 luk, jill s when 2k < jy < dka+ ko —5

i=1
and

3
My S 27026y, 5,28 T] 297 |luk, g,

i=1

L2 when 4]{34 + k2 -5 S j4.

10we use, here, 29maz > 22k4 to deal with a maximum modulation, since our purpose is to obtain the local well-posedness only in
H#(R), s > 2. However, one may obtain the better result by performing a delicate calculation in addition to 2Jmaz > |H|, instead of
2Jmaz > 22k4  For the same reason, so the high-high-low = low case below as well.



14 IVP for the 5th order Gardner equation
Summing over j;, ¢ = 1,2, 3,4, one has

3
@I < ka2 [ s, -
=1

Case IV-c. ki # 0. Similarly as Case IV-a (if |k1 — k2| < 5 with Corollary 23 (b.2)) or Case IV-b (if
k1 < ko — 5), we have at most

3
@I3) < 2572 [ ] M,
=1

Fki °

Case V. (high-high-low = low). Let k3 > 20, |ko — k3| < 5 and ki1, ks < k3 — 10. We first divide this case into
two cases: Case V-a ks = 0 and Case V-b ks # 0.

Case V-a. k4 = 0. From Remark 2.7 it suffices to consider

Z 2% Z H]‘D01j4 ’ (ukhﬁ * Uy, jp * uks,js)H[p (222)

Ja>0 J1,32,93>2k3

due to ([Z8). If k; = 0, by using Corollary 2.5 (a), we have

(2.23)

Fki :

3
222) < 2% I llux
i=1

More precisely, when [&2 + &| < €52 (equivalently |H| < 22%3) we know
QUmintiena)/2 < 2(j1+j2+j3+j4)/22*2k3, when 0 < j4 < 2ksg

and
9(mintitna)/2 < 2(j1+j2+j3)/22*j4/2, when 2ks < ja.

When |& + &3] > €52 (equivalently |H| > 22%3), we know
9(mintitna)/2 < 2(j1-‘rjz-‘rja-‘rjz;)/22—2%37 when 1< 9Jja < 92k3
2(jmm+jthd)/2 < 2(j1-l‘jz-i-j?,)/22—J‘4/27 when 227€3 < 9Ja < |H|/2
9(mintitna)/2 < 2(]’1+J’2+J’3)/22*1637 when |H|/2 < 2J4 < 3|H|/2

and
9(Fmintitna)/2 < 2(j1+j2+j3)/22—j4/27 when 3|H|/2 < 9da

Note that the number of j, is finite (< 10) when |H|/2 < 274 < 3|H|/2. Thus, the summation over j;, i = 1,2, 3,4,

yields (223).

Otherwise (k1 # 0), similarly as Case IV-b, we have
3
@22) < 2% 2" 2 I ] luw | -
i=1

Case V-b. k4 # 0. Similarly, it is enough to consider

25]@372]@4 2j4/2/8k4 j4
Z max (27 22194)7 Z 11015, (ks gy * U g * uk3’j3)HL2 : (2.24)
ja=0 ’ J1,32,93>2ks

Let denote the summand in (Z24]) by My, i.e.,

My = 2oka—2hs 2j4/2ﬁ7€47j4
' max(274, 22ka)

||1Dk4,j4 : (uklyjl * Uky,jp * uk37j3)||L2 .

If k1 = 0, we use Corollary [Z3] (b) to control Hle,u Uk gy * Ukg o * ukwa)HLz. Then, we know
My < 2910ksg=9%a/29(+72473)/2  when 0 < jy < 2ky,
My < 2keg=0ka/29(+72433)/2  when 2ky < jy < By,

MV 5 23](53/2273]642(j1+j2+j3)/27 when 5Hky < j4 < 4I€3 +ks—5

and
My < 2—j4/22(j4—5k4)/823k32—3k4/22(j1+j2+j3)/27 when 4ks + kq4 — 5 < j4.
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Summing over j;, ¢ = 1,2, 3,4, one has

3
) < max (k323k3/22—3k4723k3/22—2k4) T el 5, -
i=1

Otherwise (k1 # 0), analogous arguments as Case V-b (for |k; — k4| > 5 case) and Case V-a, in particular
k1 = 0 case, (for |k1 — k4| < 5 case) can be applied, and hence we have (but, omit the details)

3
@22) S Co(kn, ks, k) [ ] s,

Fy, »
=1
where
28(ka=ka)/2 max (k32754 1) ki < k4 —5,
Co(ky, ks, k) = § 23(ka=ka)/Zmax (g2~ ke/22k0/8 g=kagki=ka)/8) = ) <y — 5,
94ks gk |ky — k4| <5

The estimate of low-low-low = low interaction component can be easily obtained, and hence we omit the details.
On the other hand, the estimate of quintic term in A3(u) will be taken into account in the estimate of SA/(u) below.
Thus, by collecting all, we complete the proof. O

Proposition 2.9 (Nonlinear estimates for SN (u)). (a) If s > 2, T € (0,1], and u,v € F*(T) then
ISN (W)l ns(r) S ||U||%s(T) + HUH%S(T)'
and
[SN () = SN ()| v (1) S (||U||FS(T) + [[vllp= (1) + ||U||3Fs(T) + |\U||3Fs(T)) |u—vllFs(r)-
(b) If T € (0,1], u,v € FO(T) N F*(T), then

[SN (u) = SN ()| no(r) < (HUHFz(T) + ol e2(T) + lullge(ry + ||UH3F2(T)) [w = vl Fo(r).

Proof. The quadratic term in SNV (u) can be easily treated compared to one in Na(u), due to a less number of
derivatives, similarly as the cubic term in N3(u) compared to one in N3(u). The rest of the proof (also for the
quadratic and cubic terms in SN (u) and N5(u), respectively) is based on the following direct computation

—1
) . —(kmaztkmed)/29—(Jmaz+Imed)/29ke/29ke/2 Ji/29ki/2 .
Hlel,j[ ’ (ukl,h ek uk£717je71) 12 S 2 e 2 e 2 2 2 2 Huki;]i||L2 )
=1

which can be obtained by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Due to a less number of derivatives (indeed, one (total)
derivative) in SN (u), the analogous (but much simpler) argument used in the proof of Proposition [Z8 immediately
yields Proposition In particular, the total derivative form enables us to drop one derivative taken in a high
frequency mode, see Remark We omit the details. |

2.5. Energy estimates. Assume that u,G € C([-T,T]; L?) satisfy

{ut fuse =G, (2,t) ERx (-T,T)
u(0,2) = ug(x)

A direct calculation gives

sup [lu(ts)|[72 < [luoll72 + sup : (2.25)

/ w-G dxdt
[tr|<T lte| <T [ JRX[0,t]

To control the second term (for Na(u), N3(u) and SN (u)) of the right-hand side of ([2:25)), we need following lemmas.

Lemma 2.10 ([22]). Let T € (0,1] and k1, ko, ks € Z ..
(a) Assume k1 < ko < k3 and |ks — k1| <5, u; € Fy,(T),i =1,2,3. Then

3
/ uusus drdt
Rx[0,T

_z
<2 4k3H||ui||Fki<T)'
ssume k1 < ko < k3 and ks > 10, 2™ <K 272 ~ 2% and u; € Fy, ,1=1,2,3.
b) A k k k dk 10, 2% 2k 2k d F, (T 1,2,3

i=1
If kv > 1, then
/ uusug dxdt
Rx[0,T]

3

o 1
S 2 2kz—5k1 H ||u’LHFkl (1)
=1
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If k1 =0, then
3
urugus drdt| < 27k [|e]| ,
/]RX[O,T] 11;[1 Fii (T)
3
(Dpur Yuogug dadt] < 272F TT |jus| .
/Rx (0,7 E Fii (1)

(c) Assume k1 < k —10. Then

1 2
< 92k ||Pk1v||Fkl(T) Z ||Pk’u||Fk/(T)-
|k’ —k| <10

/ Py (u) Py (02u - Py,v) dadt
Rx[0,T]

(d) Under the same condition as in (c), we have

/ Pe(u)Py(0%u - Pp, 0,pv) dadt| < 2251 1Pl g, > Peully, -
Rx[0,7]

|k’ —k|<10
Lemma 2.11. Let T € (0,1], k1, ko, ks, ks € Zy, and u; € Fi,(T), i = 1,2,3,4. We further assume k1 < ko < kg <
k4 with kg > 10. Then

(a) For |k1 — k4| <5, we have

4
/ urugusuy drdt| < 27F/2 H lwill gy, (7 - (2.26)
[0, T]xR i=1 '
(b) For |ke — k4| <5 and k1 < k4 — 10, we have
4
urugusug dedt| S 27F2R 2 TT Juill . (2.27)
/[O,T] xR E B (1)
(c) Let |ks — ka| <5 and ko < k4 — 10.
In general, we have
4
/ Uruguzuy drdt| < 27 Fagk/2 H lwill g () - (2.28)
[0,T]xR i=1 !
In particular, if k1 =0 and ko > 1, we have
4
uruguzuy dadt] < 272 1T wi| . (2.29)
/[O,T]XR 11;[1 Fii (T)
If 0 < k' < k4 — 10, we have
4
/ Py (ugug)uguy dedt| < 272kagk/2 H il g, (- (2.30)
[0, T]xR i=1 '
If k' =0, we have
4
/ Po(am(U1UQ))U3U4 dxdt 5 2_2k42k1/2 H ||ul||Fk (1) * (231)
[0,T]xR i=1 '

Remark 2.9. In [30], a weaker estimate ([Z.28) is enough to control the cubic term with one derivative, while, in this
paper, [Z29)-(231) are necessary to control the cubic terms with three derivatives. On the other hand, under the
periodic boundary condition, ([Z28)) is optimal, due to the lack of smoothing effect. We refer to [30] and [41] for a
part of proof and the periodic case (also for the comparison), respectively.

Proof of Lemmal211l We only prove (a) and (¢). The proof of (b) is analogous to the proof of (¢), thus we omit it.
For part (b), see [30] [41].

(a) We apply a similar argument as in Remark 277 to the interval [0,T]. Let choose p : R — [0,1] to make a
partition of unity, that is, >, p*(z —m) =1, for all x € R. Tt follows that

U uguzuy drdt| <
/[O,T]xR Z

|| S22ka

4
/]R2 H (p(22k4t - m)l[o,T] (t)ui) dxdt| .
i=1
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Set
Ai={m: p(2%kat — m)1,7)(t) non-zero and # p(2%kat — m)}.

Note that |A] < 4. We split
> oeyey

|m|<22k4 mEA  meA¢°

It suffices to show (@) on the second summation, since otherwise, the same argument in addition to

sup 2072 || (7 = w(€)) - FlLo,(8)p(2% — m)u]|| . < [|o(2%¢ — m)al|
JELy

gives better result, thanks to the absence of 22%+ (see [211 [30] for the details).

On the second summation (3, . 4.), We can ignore 1j 7|(t). Similarly as in Section 4] let uy, = F[p(22*4¢ —
m)u;(&)] and ug, j, = n;, (7 — w(&))ug,, i = 1,2,3,4. Parseval’s identity and (Z3)) yield

Z < sup 2%k Z

Ac . T
meAe me J1,J2,73,J42>2ka

Holder inequality and (ZZI6]) ensure

4
/ [17 "un )¢, 2) dadt
R? =1

4
/]R2 H]:il[ukiyji](ta r) dxdt|. (2.32)

4
/]Rz H (p(22M4t — m) Lo 7y (t)u;) dadt
=1

4

S ||Uk1,j1 ||L2 H H]:_l[uk?i;ji]
=2
4
< 9—3ka/29—7j1/2 H 93i/2 [
i=1

together with (Z32), one concludes ([Z26]) and we complete the proof.

(¢) The proof of (22]) can be found in [30]. The proof of (Z29) follows the proof of (Z28) with a modification

Jmaz = 4kyg + ko — 10 instead of jiqz > 2k4. Thus we omit the detail.
Note that

L6

iJi ll L2 s

k" 9k2 if ky <ko—4
{ co b e me (2.33)

oK < 2k if |k — ko < 4,
since 28 ~ [¢) + & < 2+,

We first show (Z30). Similarly as above, it suffices to estimate on Y~ _,.. Using 2/mes > 24k49K" i addition to
[233), one immediately obtains from Lemma [Z4] (b) that

4 4
LHS of @30) S 27224/ 3" T2 funll e S 27282 T ] luillp,, o1y -

J1,J2,93,Ja>2ks i=1 i=1
The proof of 23] is analogous to the proof of Lemma 4.1 (b) (in particular (4.6)) in [22]. The left-hand side of
([231)) can be replaced by

>

<0
If ko = 0, similarly as the proof of (Z30), we have

/ Po(urug)usuy dxdt|.
[0,T] xR

4
LHS of @3T) < 27 [T luills, () -
=1

Otherwise (ky > 1, the same argument in the proof of ([230)) yields

4
LHS of (Z31) < 27 2ka2k1/2 H luill g, (1) -

=1
Thus, we complete the proof. O
HThe case |€1 + €2| ~ 2F2, when |k; — ka| < 4, exists, if both £ and £ have same sign. However, under this condition, one has the

same conclusion as (2:29)).
12The case |€1 + &2| < 1 cannot happen when k1 = 0 and ko > 1.
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Remark 2.10. Using the weight, one can have at least 2¥4/4 more derivative gain, while 28k derivative loss occurs.
Indeed, a direct computation gives

2ky —5kq
8 ||u1||Fk1(T) :

Z 2j1/2 ||uk17j1HL2 /S 2-

J12>2kg

Such derivative gain may be helpful to avoid the occurrence of the logarithmic divergence in H?-energy estimates
(see [41]). Moreover, the derivative loss in low frequencies is not big in H?, so be handled in H2. This approach may
be applied to LWP of the fifth-order mKdV H?(T) (improvement of [41], in authors’ forthcoming project).

Proposition 2.12. Let s > 2 and T € (0,1]. Then, for the solution v € C([-T,T]; H>*(T)) to 1), we have

6
2 2 j
el ey S ol zze + D Nelleo oy - (2.34)

j=3
Proof of Proposition [Z12 The definition of the E*(T) norm says

2 2 s 2
ullfe ) = 1 P<o(uo)ll7: =D sup 2% || P(u(ty))]|7- -
k21tk€[7T,T]

Then, we immediately have

22K || Pe(u(tr) |72 — 22% || Pe(uo) |72 < 2%F

~

/ Py (u)Pr.(Na(u)) dedt
RX[0,tx]

+ 225k

/ Po(u) Po(Ns(w) dadt
RX[0,tx]

+ 22sk

/ P(u) Po(SN () davdt
Rx [O,tk]

= Il(k) + IQ(k) + Ig(k),
thanks to ([2:25). Proposition 4.2 (in addition to Remark 4.3) in [22] yields

> n(k) S lullbe gy + llul
k>1

4
Fe(T) >

for s > %.
We now focus on Iz (k). Note that a direct calculation gives
40Ut Uy + 100U + 10U = 10(u?) ptipe + 10(U gy ), + 10uS.
We split Ir(k) (in particular cubic part in N3(u)) into I21 + Io2 + I2,3, where

_[2 1 = 22Sk

)
s

/ Py (u) Pp((u?) ptigy) dadt
RX[0,tx]

1212 = 22Sk

/ Pr.(w) Pe (v s ) dadt
RX[0,t]

and

1213 = 22Sk

/ Py (u) Py (u?) dadt
RX[0,t]

We first estimate Iz 1. We further decompose I ; as follows:

I2 1 <22sk

~

/ Py (u) Py ( Py (u?) ptigy) dadt
Rx [O,tk]

k' <k—10

+ 225k Z

k' >k—10,ks >0
=:Ix11+ 1212

/ P,?(U)Pk/((u2)z)Pk3 (Ugy) dxdt
RX[0,t]
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Note that & < ko + 10 in I 1 ;. Lemma [211] yields

s 2
12’111 5 22 k Z 2k1/22k2 ||Pk1u||Fk1 (T) ”})lmuHF,C2 (T) Z ||Pk0u||Fk0(T)

k1 <ko<k—10 |ko—k|<10
5
5 22sk Z 22k0 ||Pk0u||éfl;~k0(T)
|[ko—k|<10
< g%k 2551 || Pyl Peyull?
~ Z | klu”Fkl(T) Z [ kouHFkO(T)
k1>k+10 |ko—k|<10

s 2 2
S 22 | Peullp, oy llulg o

We divide the summation over k3 in Ia12 by >, cp 10+ Z‘ks_k‘<10 + Zk32k+10' Then, by the support property,
we know that the integral vanishes unless |k’ — k| < 10 on the first and second summations and &’ > k 4 10 on the
last summation. Note on the last summation that |k' — k3| < 10.

On the first summation, the following cases of k1 and k2 (assuming k; < ko by the symmetry) are possible:

(1) klgk—loand |k2—k|§10
(3) |k1 — k2| S 10 and |I€2 — k| S 10

It suffices to assume in the first case that ky < ks, since two derivatives are taken in the k3-frequency mode. We
use (2:29) and ([2.28) with the use of the weight (see Remark 2.10) when k; = 0 and k1 > 1, respectively, to estimate
15 1,2, precisely, I5 1,2 is bounded by

s 2
2% Poull gy D 2% N Prullp, ey Do IPwullh, o
k3<k—10 |ko—k|<10

s 3 1 2
+ 225k Z 22k192k39 Sk”Pklu”Fkl(T) ||Pksu||Fk3(T) Z ||Pk2u||Fk2(T)

1<k;<k3<k—10 |ko—k|<10

s 2 2
< 2%k ”Pku”Fk(T) ||u||F2(T)

Under the second case, by ([230), I21,2 is bounded by

3
22sk Z 2%76% 2]@2*2762 H ||iju||ij (T) ”PkuHFk(T)
j=1

k3 <k—10
|k1—k2|<10
ka>k+10

S max(23k7 2(571)]@) ||Pku||Fk(T) ||U|

3
Fs(T) >

for s > 0.
Under the last case, by (2.217), I2,1,2 is bounded by

3
92sk Z 93ks H "ijU"ij(T) HP]‘CuHFk(T)

ks<k—10 =1
|k1—k2|<10
ks —k| <10

s 2 2
S 22 | Peullp, o el g g -
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On the second summation, the possible cases of k; and ko are same as before. Using (227), (230) and ([226]), one
concludes that I 1 2 is bounded by

3
2k N 9ok 2 T] HijuHij o |1 Prttll gy o)

k1 <k—10 =1
|ko —ks|<10
|ka—k|<10

3
L 92sk Z 95 ks H HP’%‘”HF;C.(T) 1Pl g, ()
=1 ’

ks —k|<10
k1 —k2]<10
ko>k+10

3
| g2k Z 93k H HijuHij ) ||Pku||Fk(T)

|ky—k2|<10 j=1
|ks—k|<10
|ko—k|<10

s 2 2
< 2% || Prull g, oy 1l oz oy -

On the last summation, the following cases of k; and ks (assuming k1 < ko by the symmetry) are possible:

(1) kl S kz — 10 and |]€2 — k3| S 10
(2) |k1 — k2| S 10 and kz Z k310
(3) |k1 — k2| S 10 and |]€2 — k3| S 10

Since k-frequency is the lowest frequency, hence one similarly or easily has

3
92sk Z 22’“32%“2%3/81_["ij“"Fk.(T) I Prvll 7y (1)

k71S]€2—10 ]:1
|k2—k3]<10
k3>k+10

3
4 o2k Z oksok/2 H HijuHij ) 1 Prull g, )

ko >k3+10 j=1
|k1—k2|<10
k3>k+10

3
_|_225k Z 22k32k/2H HijuHij(T) ||Pku||Fk(T)

|ky —k2|<10 j=1
|ko —k3|<10
ks>k+10

2

< max (2%, 289 | Pl g o)l )
for s > 2, thanks to Lemma ZZIT] (c) and (b).

The estimate of I3 5 is very similar as before. In view of the estimate of I5 1, one knows that the worst case appears
when the frequency support of u,, is I,. However, a direct calculation (integration by parts) gives

/ Py (u) (P (u?) Py (tgz) ) dadt / (P(u)) 2 (P (u?) Py (tgy)) dxdt
RX[0,tx] RX[0,tx]

1

2

)

/ ((Pi(u))z)? (P (u?)) dadt
Rx[0,t]

which is exactly same as I (in particular, Io ;1 and I ;2 under |ks — k| < 10). The rigorous justification of this
observation can be seen in the commutator estimates, see the proof of Lemma 4.1 (c) in [22] for the details or see the
proof of Proposition 213 below. Moreover, one can see that the derivatives are fairly distributed in I 3, and hence
it can be easily or similarly controlled as the estimate of I5 ;. We omit the details.

On the other hand, the rest part,

22Sk

)

/ Pr.(u) Py (F(u)) dadt
RX[0,t]
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where F'(u) = (uP),, p = 2,4, 5, can be immediately handled by using

p+1 ptl
/ H wj dodt| < 2kt the—1)/2 H ||uj||Fk_(T) )
Rx[0,t4] j—1 j=1 !

where uj = Py,u € Fy,(T), j =1,--- ,p+1 and assuming that k; <--- < k41, for p =2,4,5.
Collecting all, we have
2 4 5 6
S (k) + I (K)) S Nl + el + il + lllSe i
k>1
for s > 2, thus we complete the proof of (2.34). O

Let u; and ug be solutions to ([21). Define v = u; — uz, then v solves
Ve + Vs + No(ug, ug) + Nz(uy,uz) + SN (ur,uz) =0, v(0,2) = u1(0,2) — u2(0, 1), (2.35)
where
No(ug,ug) = Na(uy) — Na(ug),  Na(up,uz) = N3(ur) — N3(uz) and SN (ui,us) = SN (uy) — SN (usg).

Proposition 2.13. Let s > 2 and T € (0,1]. Then, for solutions v € C([=T,T]; H*(T)) to @38) and ui,us €
C([-T,T); H>(T)) to 1)), we have

2 2 2 3 4 2
lollocry S Tvola + | 3 (Hasllpery + gy + It n iy + 1y ) | Iellory

Jj=1
and

2 2 2 3 4 2
Vol iy S Mool + | D2 (Il gy + Ny + sl ey + sy ) | Nl
j=1

+ (el aecry + 2l ey ) Well oy 0l

Remark 2.11. One can see that the cubic terms with three derivatives are not harmful even in F'®, while the same
terms are the main enemy under the periodic boundary condition. The principal reason is due to the lack of the
smoothing effect under the periodic condition. Compare Lemma 2111 (¢) and Lemma 6.4 (c¢) and (d) in [41].

Proof. We first concentrate on the estimate on ||U||2EO(T)' From the definition of ||v||%ES(T) and ([225), it suffices to
control

2% || Pu(v(ti)l 72 — 2°F | Pelwo) |7 S 2%

/ Py (v) Pp(No (w1, uz)) dzdt
RX[O,tk]

4 228k

/ Pr.(v) P (N3 (ur, ug)) dzdt
Rx[0,tx]

4 228k

/ Py (v) P (SN (u1, uz)) dxdt
Rx[0,tx]

—. 22skf1(k) + 223kf2(k) + QQSkE,(k)
Proposition 4.4 in [22] yields

2
IR S DUl ey + sl ey | 01 oer -
E>1 j=1
and
2
2RIk S Y sl e oy + [l

k>1 j=1

2 2
b)) 0lery + (lunllee ey + izl oe ry ) 19l 9] gy

for s > 2. Moreover, since the quintic term in Nj(uq, us) and SN (u1, uz) contains only one derivative, one can easily
handle them compared to the cubic term in N3(u1,us). Thus, in what follows, we only focus on I3(k) (in particular,
the cubic terms), similarly as the proof of Proposition [Z12]
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We write IQ(k) = 12’1 - 12’2 + 12’3, where

~ 1
Iy = / Pk(U)Pk((ui + u%)zvzz + (v(u1 + u2))z(ur + u2)ee) dadt],
RX[0,t]

_ 1 _ _
Iy o =~ (=1 1221+ I22,2)

/ Pk(vw)Pk((u% + u%)vm +v(ug 4+ u2)(ug + ug)zy) dadt
RX[O tk]
and

1213 =

/ Py (v) Py (vm(uf o+ ULgU2 5+ u% .)) dzdt|.
RxX[0,t] ' '

We, here, only consider Iz 2 in order to prov1de a rigorous proof of the estimate of I 5 in the proof of Proposition
2121 Moreover, it is easier to handle 12 12 than IQ 1.1 (or similar), since less derivatives are taken in v, hence it is
enough to estimate only Ig 1,1- We reduce Iz 2,1 s

/ Py (vy) Py (uvy) daxdt| .
Rx [O tk]

A direct calculation gives

/ Py (v2) Py (u?v,s) dadt| < / Py (vy) P (P (u?)vgy) dadt
RX[O tk] RX[O tk]

k' <k—10

_|_
k' >k—9,k3>0

[ RGP P e et
RX[0,tx]

Sin
“ Pk(’Um)Pk (Pk/ (u2)vm) :Pk (Uz)Pk('Umc)Pk' (Uz) + Pk(vm)[Pk, Pk/ (’11,2)]1)zz

1
:_((Pk(vw))z)wpk’ (u2) + Py (vz)[ Py, P (uz)]vm,
2
where [A, B] = AB — BA, the integration by parts yields

3

/ (P(v2)))a P (u2) dcdt] = / (Pu(v2))?) P (u2)) drdt
Rx[0,tr] Rx[0,tx]

k’'<k—10 k’'<k—10

which is already dealt with in the proof of Proposition 212 (in particular, I3 1 1). Thus, we have

D

2 2
N HUHFS(T) ||U||F0(T)

/ (Pr(v2))?) P (u?)2) dadt
Rx[0,tg]

k>1 k' <k—10

and
3ok / (Pr(a))?) P (u2)2) dadt] S [lul2 iy 0] 2 i
E>1 k' <k—10 |/ EX[0:tk]

for s > 2.

On the other hand, a direct computation, in addition to the mean value theorem, (Z3]) and (Z4)), gives

F (1P P () (w2)) (7€) = C | F(B(@)e)) (7, €) - Floa)(r =€ =€) -mi.€) de'dr,
where,

Im(€, &) =

. DI S|

|k—k|<4
for 0 < 6 < 1. Thus, an analogous argument yields

DY

k>1k'<k—10

2 2
S ||u||Fs(T) ||U||F0(T)

/ Py.(vs)[Pr, Py (u?)]vg dadt
Rx[0,tr]

and

St S PP P dodt] S [l ol
E>1 k' <k—10 |/ RX[0,2x]
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for s > 2.

The rest of the proof, which is the estimate of

/ sz(vz)Pk/ (U2)Pk3 (V) dxdt]| (2.36)
k' >k—9,ks>0 |/ RX[0tk]

is almost identical to the proof of the estimate of I 12 in the proof of Proposition 2.121 Thus, we have

2 2
> @30 < Ml I0lo )

E>1
and
> 22R@3B) S Nullfe iy 10l Fe oy »
E>1
for s > 2. Thus, we complete the proof. O

2.6. Local and Global well-posedness. The local-well-posedness argument (the classical energy method) is now
standard. We refer the readers to |28 26l 22, 30, [41] and references therein, for more details, and we, here, give a
sketch of proof.

We first state fundamental properties of X *°-type norms.
Proposition 2.14. Let s > 0, T € (0,1], and v € F*(T), then

S lu@lae < Nullps )

Proposition 2.15. Let T € (0,1], u,v € C([-T,T] : H*) and
Ou+ 2u=v on R x (=T,T)
Then we have
lullpscry < llullgscry + [0llnv=(r),
for any s > 0.
See Appendix in [22] for the proofs. We also refer to [28] [30] 26].

One can observe that (L)) admits the scaling equivalence with ([Z1): For A > 0, if w is a solution to (L), then
uy, defined by
u(t, z) = (Nt \x),

is a solution to ([ZII). Moreover, a direct calculation yields ||uo,xll 7. = AST3 ||ug]| 7+, which says the scaling exponent
sc = —3. Thus, a small data local well-posedness of (2.I)) ensures the local-in-time well-posedness of (L] for an
arbitrary data.

From Duhamel’s principle, we know that the solution to (21 is of the following integral form:
t
u(t) = W(t)uo + / Wt —s) (Na(u)(s) + Nz(u)(s) + SN (u)(s)) ds,
0

where W (t) is defined as in ([2.6]). We assume
luol| e < e 1. (2.37)

Remark that for any fixed 4 € R*, we can choose 0 < A\g < 1 sufficiently small such that the initial data satisfy
@31 and pA < 1 for all A < A\g. The second condition ensures that our local well-posedness argument does not
depend on p.

We fix s > 2. Proposition 2.15], Propositions 2.7 2.8 and 2.9] and Proposition 2.12] ensures
lullps 7y S Null gs vy + IIN2(u) "‘NS(;L) + SN (W)l je (7 3
[N2(u) + Na(u) + SN (W)l ye 7y S 252 llul
2 2 6 j
”u”ES(T’) S lluollzs + Zj:B HMH’S(T) ’

for any T” € [0, T, which, in addition to the smallness condition (2.37) and continuity argument (see Lemma 6.3 in
[30] for the details), implies a priori bound:

sup |[u(@)|| = S @)l psry < lluoll g - (2.38)
te[—T,T)

J .
Fs(T)

To complete the proof, we need
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Proposition 2.16. Assume s > 2. Let uy,ug € F*(T) be solutions to 1)) with small initial data uq,0,v2,0 € H™.
Let v =uy —uz and vo = u1,0 — u2,0. Then we have

HU”FO(T) S llvoll 2
and
[0l sy S voll g 4 lluaoll gras [lvoll 2 -

It immediately follows from Proposition 215 Propositions 2.7, 2.8 and 2.9, and Proposition 213 under (2.38]).

For fixed up € H®, a density argument enables us to choose a sequence {ugn}52; C H* such that ug, — uo
in H® as n — oo. Let u,(t) € H* is a solution to (2I]) with initial data wug,. Using a similar argument as above
and Proposition 2.16, one shows {u,} is a Cauchy sequence. Indeed, for K € Z, let uéfn = P<k(ugn). Then,
uf = P<ruy satisfies the frequency localized equation (P<g (2) with the initial data u{,. We have from the
triangle inequality that

sup  |[um — unlly. S sup Hum — ungHs + sup Hufg - uffHH +  sup ||uff — unHHS )
te[—T,T) te[—T,T) te[—T,T] te[~T,T]
The first and last terms are bounded by €, thanks to a priori bound, and the second term is bounded by €, thanks
to Proposition Z13] precisely,
K K K K K K
sup ||vm ~Un ||Hs(11‘) S HvO,m o vO,nHHs + K HvO,m o vO,nHL2
te[—T,T)
<e.

Hence the 3e-argument completes the proof and we obtain a solution as the limit. The uniqueness and the continuity
of dependence follow from an analogous argument.

Remark 2.12. In view of all analyses above, we do not use the integrability of the Gardner equation (Z1I) to prove the
local well-posedness, and thus we can apply our argument to prove the local result of (2.1 with arbitrary coefficients.

Small solutions u to (2]) satisfies the (rescaled) conservation laws ([L4])-(LH)-(L6), namely

Mlul(t) := 3 /RUQ(t,x)dx = Mu](0),

E,ul(t) = / (%ui — 2uu® — %u‘l) (t,x)dx = E,[u](0),
R
and )
Es,uul(t) = / (51@1 — 10pAuu? + 10p* N2u* — 5uu? + 6pdu’® + u6> (t,z)dx = Es5,[u](0). (2.39)
R

Using above conserved quantities and the Sobolev embedding in addition to the smallness condition, one proves
Theorem [[L3]

3. STABILITY OF BREATHERS OF THE 5TH ORDER (GARDNER EQUATION

Once we have shown the existence of global solutions of the Cauchy problem for the 5th order Gardner equation
(1)), we study now the stability properties of a special solution of ([LT]). Before dealing with this stability result,
we present basic facts on solutions of (ILT]). The simplest solution of the 5th order focusing Gardner equation is a
traveling wave like solution, usually called as soliton solution, and explicitly defined as follows

Definition 3.1. The 1-soliton solution Q, = Q.. of the 5th order focusing Gardner equation (1)) is given by

c>0, u, r1 € R,

c
Qu(t7x) T QIMC(‘T - ’quct + x1)7 QH;C(Z) T 2,[1 + \/mcosh(\/gz)7 (31)

with vy = 2+ 10p%c,

which indeed has a completely similar profile to the well known Gardner soliton profile [3]. The 1-soliton solution
Qu.c BI) of the 5th order Gardner equation (L)) satisfies the nonlinear second order ODE:

Qi —cQu+6uQ%+2Q% =0, Q,>0, Q,cH'(R).
Note that, as a solution of (L], @, also satisfies naturally the fourth order ODE

111

Qu — VueQu+ f5(Qu) =0, with
F5(Qu) = 10(1 + Q)*Q), + 10(1 + Q) (Q,,)? + 601°Q2 + 604°Q3 + 30uQ%, + 6Q5.
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Moreover, it is possible to build a solution made of the composition of N of such solitons, which is usually called
as the N-soliton solution for the 5th order Gardner equation

uy(t, x) =10, 1log(gu/fu), where

Z exp {de Ok + pr) + Z UkomAkm:| and gt ,x) = f;(t,l‘),
o=0,1 k<m
1 2 ek — /Cm \ 2
Vet M, eXp[Akm]:(im) , kkm=1,2,... N,
Ve Vek +\/Cm
Op = Ver(x —uvs it — o) and  wvsp = ci + 1042y,
where ¢* means the complex conjugate of ¢, here ¢ is the scaling and gy an arbitrary constant phase, y=0,1 neans

with
explpx] :=

here the summation over all possible combinations of o, = 0,1, £ =1,2,... N and ZkN<m the summation over all
possible combinations of the N elements under the constraint k < m.

From that multi-soliton solution, the 2-soliton solution is apparent. Now, if we take this 2-soliton solution of (I.Tl),
and transforming its corresponding scalings c1, co to complex ones ¢; = ¢j = (8 + ia)?, o, B € R\{0}, it allows us
to build a new solution of (LI]) named as the breather solution. This is a localized in space and periodic in time
(modulo symmetries of the equation) solution, and it is defined as follows:

Definition 3.2 (5th order Gardner breather). Let o, 8 € R\{0}, u € RT\{0} such that A = o? + 3% —4pu? > 0, and
x1,22 € R. The 5th order breather solution B, = B,, 5 of the 5th order Gardner equation (L), is given explicitly by
the formula

_ . L Gu(t,z)
BH = Ba;67M75(t7 x; (El,(Eg) = 26;3 larctan (m) , (32)
where

2p3cosh(By2) + sinh(By2)]
A b
2uBlacos(ayr) — Bsin(ayi )]

av/o? + VA

Y1 =+ 05t + 1, Y2 =T+ Y5t + T2,

Gu(t,z) = ﬂ' on ﬂQ

sin(ayr) —

F,(t,x) := cosh(By2) —

with y1 and ya

and with velocities
05 := —at + 10026% — 561 + 10(a® — 332>

3.3
75 = —B1 4+ 100252 — 50 + 10(3a® — 52)1:%. &)

First of all, we remember the following identity for solutions of the of 5th order Gardner equation (1) (see [G]
Appendix A] for a detailed proof of a similar identity for the classical Gardner equation)

Lemma 3.3. Let u(t,z) = 0y log(F :G“) be any solution of the 5th order Gardner equation ([LIl). Then

u? =02 log(Gi + FE) — 2uu.
Now, we can compute explicitly the mass of such breather solution:

Lemma 3.4. Let B, = B,, 5 be the breather solution B.2)) of the 5th order Gardner equation (LI)). Then the mass

of B, is
4up
M|[B,] := 28 + 2parctan [ A }
Proof. The proof follows directly from Lemma [B.3] by using the breather solution (3.2]). O

Moreover, the breather solution ([.2) of the 5th order Gardner equation (L)) satisfies the following nonlinear
identities:
Lemma 3.5. Let B, = B,, 5 be the breather solution (B2) of the 5th order Gardner equation (LIl). Then
(1) B, = B, with B, = Ba ., given by the smooth L>®-function

B,(t,r) := 2arctan (%)
1
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(2) For any fized t € R, we have (B,,); well-defined in the Schwartz class, satisfiying

Byuaa + Bt +10( + Bu)? By oo + 10(u + B,) B, + 6(104° By, + 104° B3 + 5uB;, + B;,) = 0. (3.4)
Proof. The first item above is a direct consequence of the definition of B, in (82]). On the other hand, (B4) is a
consequence of (LI)) and integration in space (from —oo to x) of (LI)). O

Finally, we show that breather solutions (2] of the 5th order Gardner equation (II]) satisfy the following identity:

Lemma 3.6. Let B, = B, 5 be the breather solution B.2)) of the 5th order Gardner equation (ILI)). Then, for all
t eR,

By = (o + B%)?B, +2(a? — 8% — 544) (Buaw + 2B} + 6uB2). (3.5)
Proof. See appendix [Bl for a detailed proof of this nonlinear identity. g

Now, we prove that breather solutions ([B.:2]) of the 5th order Gardner equation (III) satisfy a fourth order ODE,
which indeed is the same as the one satisfied by classical Gardner breather solutions (see [6], Theorem 3.5] for further
details)

Theorem 3.7. Let B, = B,, 5 be the breather solution B.2) of the 5th order Gardner equation (LI). Then, for any
fized t € R, B, satisfies the nonlinear stationary equation

W(B,,) =Bz — 2(8% — &®)(Byaa + 6uB; + 2B5)) + (o + $°)?B, + 10B, B, , + 10B.B,, 4.

5 2 23 4 (36)
+ 6B, + 10uB. , + 20uBy By zx + 40p° B), + 30uB;, = 0.
Proof. We use the identity ([3:4]) to substitute the B, 4, term in the left-hand side of ([B.6), simplifying it as:
W(B,) = — (Bu,t +10( + By)* By + 10(i1 + B,) B2, + 6(10° B2 + 104° B + 5B + Bi))
—2(8% — &®)(Buax + 6uB;, + 2B3) + (o® + 5°)?B, + 10B, B, , + 10B}. B, 2z
+ 685+ 10uB? , + 20uB,, By, a0 + 40> B3 + 30uB;,
=— B+ (0> +B%)2B, + 2(a2 . 5u2) (Bus +2B3 +6uB2) =0,

where in the last line we have used the identity (B3]). 0

Note that being the shift parameters x1, 25 in ([B.2]) selected as independents of time, a simple argument guarantees
that the previous Theorem B still holds under time dependent, translation parameters x;(t) and ().

Corollary 3.8. Let B}, = Bg,ﬁw(t"r; 0,0) be any Gardner breather as in B.2), and x1(t), z2(t) € R two continuous

Sfunctions, defined for all t in a given interval. Consider the modified breather
B#(t,I) = Bg,ﬁ,y(tax;xl(t)aIQ(t))a (Cf m)
Then B, satisfies [B.0), for all t in the given interval.

Proof. From the invariance of the equation (3.6 under spatial translations, we conclude. 0

Even more, we can characterize variationally these breather solutions of the 5th order Gardner equation. Explicitly,
considering the H?(R) conserved quantity (IZ8])

1
Es,[ul(t) := / (51@1 — 10pun? + 10p%u* — 5uu? + 6pu® + uﬁ) dx, (3.7)
R
we can introduce a H? functional, associated to the breather solution. Namely, we define this functional as a linear
combination of the energy (LH]), the mass (L4) and (B7) in the following way
Hulul(t) := Bsu[u](t) +2(5° — o) By [u](t) + (® + 5%)2 M [u](2). (3.8)
Therefore, H,,[u] is a conserved quantity, well-defined for H?-solutions of (LI)). Additionally, we have that

Lemma 3.9. Breather solutions B,, B.2)) of the 5th order Gardner equation (LIl are critical points of the Lyapunov
functional H,, BR). In fact, for any z € H*(R) with sufficiently small H*-norm, and B, = By s, any 5th Gardner
breather solution, one has, for all t € R, that

Hu[By + 2] — Hu[Bu] = %Qu[z] + Nyulzl,

with Q,, being the quadratic form defined in B3) below, and N, [z] satisfying |N,[z]| < KHZ”?{z(R)-
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Proof. A direct computation with the integration by parts yields
Esu [Bu +2] = Es, [Bu + 2]

+ / (Buaz + 10uB. , +20uBy, By ve + 10B, B}, + 1087 By, + 404> Bj, + 30uB;; + 6B;) =

1
+5 / (aﬁ +(20uB,, +10B2)9? — 20(1uBy.x + BuBys)0s

2 22 3 4
+ (1082, + 1204 B2 + 120uB] + 30B}) ) 2 - =

+ / (—10uzz§ —10B, 2z, — 1OB,szz2 + 40/LQBH23 + 60;13523 + 203323) ,

E.[B, + 2] = E,[B,] - /(Bu,m +6uB) 4 2B})z — % /(agj‘ +12uB,, 4+ 6B)z - z — / <2,uz3 +2B,2° + %z4>
and
M[B, + 2] :M[BH]—i—/Buz—i—%/z-z.
Collecting all, one obtain
Hu[Bu + 2] = Hu[Bu] + /RW(B#)Z + %Q#[z] + Nul2],
where the quadratic form
Qulz] == /Cuz -z, (3.9)

associated to the linearized operator £, given by

L, = 0; + (20uB,, + 10B} — 2(8> — a*))07 — 20(uBy1, + BuByu.o)0s

3.10
+ (—10B2 , + 1204 B}, + 120uB3 + 30B; — 2(8% — o®)(12uB,, + 6B2) + (o + 57)?) (3.10)

and the collection of higher order terms (with respect to z) N,[z] is given by

Nouz] = / (—10p2z; — 10B22, — 10By, 22,2 + 40p” B, 2° + 60uB).2" + 20B; 2°)
1
—2(B* - a2)/ (2uz3 +2B,2% + 524) .

Theorem B ensures [ W(B,)z = 0, and hence one has H,'[B,] = 0. Moreover, from direct estimates, one has
Nulz] = O(ll211 32 gy ), as desired. a

3.1. Spectral analysis. As a direct consequence of the already studied spectral properties of the linearized operator
L,,, associated to the classical Gardner breather solution B,,, in [6], we obtain the same spectral results for breather
solutions of the 5th order Gardner equation (II)). In fact, all statements on spectral properties and the main Theorem
in [6] are valid for the 5th order Gardner equation (L)), even if explicit coefficients are different. Therefore in the
following lines and for the sake of completeness, we only summarize and list the main features of £,, (3.10). Let B,
as introduced in ([3:2). Consider now the two directions associated to spatial translations. We define

Bl(t;l'l,xg) = amlBM(t;Jil,JJg), and Bg(t;l‘l,xg) = BmQBH(t;:vl,xg). (311)
Moreover, we compute and denote as scaling directions, the derivatives
0B 0B

AoB, = —%, AgB, = —F£. 3.12

I 80& ’ BPu 8[3 ( )

We get the following (see [6] for more details)

Lemma 3.10. For any breather solution B, B.2)) of the 5th order Gardner equation (L)), we get that

(1) (Continuous spectrum) £, is a linear, unbounded operator in L*(R), with dense domain H*(R). Moreover,
L, 1s self-adjoint, and is a compact perturbation of the constant coefficients operator

L0 =03 —2(8 — a?)0; + (o® + §°)°.

In particular, the continuous spectrum of L, is the closed interval [(a® + B?)2,4+00) in the case B > a, and
[402 32, +00) in the case B < a, with no embedded eigenvalues are contained in this region.
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(2) (Kernel) For each t € R, one has
ker £,, = span {Bl (t; 21, 22), Ba(t; :101,:62)}.

(3) Consider the scaling directions Ao B and AgB introduced in [BI12). Then, given o, > 0 and Yu €
(0, Y

2

), we have

42 A

A,B A,B,] =168 |1+ ———
/]R #‘C#[ #] 6aﬁ|: +A2+16M2ﬁ2:| >07

and

Ao 0]

/R ApBy L,[ApB] = —1653 [a +2p (” A2 + 16422

(4) Let

algB, + fA.B,
8aB(a? + 3?)

Then By, is in the Schwartz class, satisfying L£,[Bo,,] = —B,, and

2 2 2 2
1 (A +4MA>>O. vﬂg(()i\/a—f—ﬁ)

By ,B, =
/R G T 4B + 52) \A? + 16232 2

Boﬂu =

(5) Let By and By be the kernel elements defined in BI), D, = F2 + G, and W be the Wronskian matriz of
the functions B1 and Bs, precisely given by

W(By, Ba|(t, ) = [ ( Jfll)m ( 1133;2)1 } (t,2).
Then
e ) 25 P Byt
: 8% u” cosh(28yz) BA((® + B%)* — 4p*(a® = B?)) sin(2ay1)
)Y G R SR ) ala? T PN+ PP B — )
832 u% A cos(2ayy)
(a? + B2)((a? + B2)? = 8u2(a? — 2u?)) |

(6) For every p € (0, az+ﬂ2), the operator L,, defined in BI0) has a unique negative eigenvalue —\§ < 0, of
multiplicity one, where Ny depends on «, B, i, x1, 2 and t.

(7) (Coercivity) Let o, > 0 and p € (0, a22+62). For the quadratic from Qu[z] as in BX), associated to
L, BI0), there exists a well-defined and positive continuous function vy = vo(a, B, 1) such that, for all

20 € H2(R) satisfying
/Z()B_l = / Z()Bl = / ZQBQ = O,
R R R

the following Coercivity condition holds true:
Qulz0] = vollz0| B2 ) - (3.13)

For the proof of this Lemma, we refer the interested reader to [6] Lemma 5.10]. Finally, we present the stability
result for breather solutions (B:2) of the 5th order Gardner equation (I)):

Theorem 3.11 (H?-stability of 5th order Gardner breathers). Let a, 3 € R\{0} and p € (0, 7“12;52) Let B, = B, 5
the breather solution B.2) of the 5th order Gardner equation ([LI). Then, there exist positive parameters 1o, Ao,
depending on «, B and p, such that the following holds: Consider ug € H?(R), and assume that there exists n € (0,10)
such that

l[uo = Byu(t = 0;0,0)[| g2y < 1.
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Then there exist x1(t), z2(t) € R such that the solution u(t) of the Cauchy problem for the 5th order Gardner equation
(CI) with initial data ug, satisfies
sup Hu(t) - B#(t; Il(t)a I2(t))||H2(R) < A0777
teR
with

sup |2 ()| + |#5(1)] < K Aon,
teR

for a constant K > 0.

Proof. We take u = u(t) € H?(R) as the corresponding local in time solution of the Cauchy problem associated to
(), with initial condition u(0) = up € H*(R). Therefore, once we guaranteed for the case of the breather solution
of the 5th order Gardner equation, that it satisfies the same 4th order ODE (B.6) as the classical Gardner breather,
that a suitable coercivity property holds for the bilinear form Q,, associated to the breather solution of (L)) (see
(BI3)), and the existence of a unique negative eigenvalue (Lemma (6)) of the linearized operator £, given in
(3.10), the stability proof follows the same steps as the H2-stability of classical Gardner breathers [6, Theorem 6.1]
(see also [B, Theorem 6.1]). Namely, we proceed assuming that the maximal time of stability 7" is finite and we arrive
to a contradiction. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM [[4]

The aim of this section is to prove the ill-posedness of (L)) for s > 0, which, in addition to the first author’s
recent work [4], completely justifies that the 5th Gardner equation () is the quasilinear equation in the sense that
the flow map from data to solutions is not (locally) uniformly continuous for all regularities, see Corollary [[LEl Since
the weak-illposedness phenomenon occurs due to the strong high-low interaction in the quadratic nonlinearity with
three derivatives, Theorem 1.2 in [43] seems to guarantee the lack of uniform continuity of the flow map associated
to (L) for s > 0. This section contributes to prove that the equation (1)) is indeed weakly ill-posed for s > 0.

The proof basically follow the argument used in [43], initially introduced by Koch-Tzvetkov [39]. Since the (weak)
ill-posedness phenomenon arises from the strong high-low quadratic nonlinearity (high frequency waves with low
frequency perturbations), the main part of the proof is identical to the argument in [43]. Thus, we, here, provide an
additional estimate to be needed for the other nonlinearities.

In view of the argument presented in Section 26 it suffices to show the ill-posedness of (ZI]) with small initial
data.
A.1. Setting. We first define the approximate solution, which is an ansatz to cause the (weak) ill-posedness phe-
nomenon. Let ¢, ¢ € C§°(R) be smooth bump functions satisfying
p=1, |z|<1, and ¢=0, |z]>2

and

¢=1, wzesupp(d) and ¢¢ =9,
respectively. For N > 1 and 0 < § < 1, set
x

~ ~( x
on(z) = ¢ (W) , On(x) =0 (W) :
Let € > 0 be a sufficiently small for the initial data to satisfy (Z37). Let
ugfl(x) = +eN 3 (z)
and uF (t,z) be the solution to (ZI) with the initial data uafl(:zr). Let ®n(t) := (N° — 10u* 2 N3)t and
wE(tx) =N~ "*¢n(z)cos (No — D (t) F t) (A1)

be a high frequency part of the approximate solution, and thus define the approximate solution as
uaip(t, x) = uli(t, )+ uf (t,z).
Then the main task is to prove the following proposition:

Proposition A.1 (Proposition 6.2 in [43]). Let max(0,2 —2s) < & < 1. Let u3; be the unique solution to &) with
initial data
ui (0,2) = +eN 3oy (z) + N74T+675¢N(x) cos (Nx).
Then, we have
Huﬁ - uaipHHS =o(1), (A.2)

for s >0 and |t| <1, as N — cc.
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Once ([A2) holds true, one conclude that
B _ats
|ugy —unllye = N777 7 llon(z) (cos (Nz — Dy (t) + t) — cos (Nz — Dy (t) — 1)) . + 0(1)
= AN"F 5 by (z) sin (Nz — D ()| . | sint] + o(1),
which, in addition to Lemma [A.2] below, implies
. Jr — .
J\}E)noo l|luk — UNHHS > c|sint| ~ clt|,

for |t| < 1. This completes the proof of Theorem [[.4]
We recall from [39] [43] the following useful lemmas to prove Proposition [A]]

Lemma A.2 (Lemma 2.3 in [39]). Let s >0, 6 >0 and v € R. Then,
: _axs .
Jim N5 o (@) sin (Ne -+ ). = o 6]
for some ¢y > 0.

Lemma A.3 (Lemma 6.3 in [43]). Let K be a positive integer and K —2 — s > k > 0. Then, we have

[0k wE (L, )| o Sie N™77 R0 (A.3)
[0k (£, )| oo S NT3HETD) (A4)
e, = i ()], Sae 15 (4.5)

Proof. The proof of ([(A3]) and (A4) follows from a direct computation and Theorem[.2] in particular, a priori bound
([Z38)). Moreover, the proof of ([AH]) follows from a direct calculation in (21 and (A3)-(A). The proof is almost
identical to the proof of Lemma 6.3 in [43], thus we omit the details. O

Lemma A.4. Let
P, @) o= ugy + Uy 5, + 10N ugy, 5, + No(ugy,) + N3 (ug,) + SN (ug,), (A.6)
where Na(+), N3(-) and SN(-) are defined as in (2Z2)—(23)), respectively. Let s >0, 0 < < 2 and |t| < 1. Then, we

have

Hpi(t")Hm < NS L N2 N10-8s 120 ds | A1 -2(448) <5 (A7)
Moreover, if o > 0, we have
Hpi(t")HHo < N—s—0+0 +N¥—2s+a 4+ N-1-0-3st0 +N1—3<4;‘”—4s+a + N1-2(4+6)=5s+o (A.8)

Proof. It suffices to consider PT, since an identical argument holds true for P~. We drop the super-index +. We
decompose P into Py + Pa, where Py = N3(uqp) — N3(u;) + SN (tap) — SN (w;) and Py = P — Po. Lemma 6.4 in
[43] exactly shows (A7) and (AR) for Pl Our setting of ¢, ¢ and 1, is essential to deal with

A= €N7#75¢N($)(6t + 05 102 N202 4 ¢ tuyd2) cos (N — O (t) — 1)
contained in P; (compared to Fy in the proof of Lemma 6.4 in [43]). Indeed, a direct calculation in addition to
ug(z) := eN 3¢y (z) and ¢pd = ¢ gives

A=N"2"%y() (wN* =€) sin (Nz — D (t) — 1)
= N N3¢y (2) (w — o) sin (Nz — B (t) —t)
which is handled by using (AH). Thus, it suffices to show (A7) and (A.8) for P. Putting first u,, = u; + up into
1Ou§puap73$ - 10u12ul7w in P9, one has
1Oul2u;mm + 20w up g grg + 200U U, pos + 10u,21ul)$m + 1Ou%uh7wm. (A.9)
Note that
Up,p = N-' s (0z0n (x) cos (Nx — D (t) — t) + dn(2)Dy cos (Nz — Py (t) — 1))

446

= N (N*<4+5>¢N,z(x) cos (N — By (t) — t) — Non(z)sin (Nz — Sy (t) — t)) .

13A small difference between P; and F in Lemma 6.4 in [43] does not make any trouble. Indeed, our setting of uj, corresponds to
@), so that one can immediately apply the argument in the proof of Lemma 6.4 in [43] to our case. Moreover, the cubic term with one
derivative in N2 (uap) can be dealt with similarly as SN (uap)-
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Thus, one can see that the worst term arises from the case when the derivative acts on cos (Nz — @y (t) — t). Using
Lemmas and [A3] one estimates

”(M)HL2 S N73fs +N74—J2r‘§723 —|—N7175735.

An analogous argument yield

3 5—2(44+8)— —1-3UED oy —1-6-3s
Huap,:c ul:cHLQ NN +N 2 +N )
8—5— ) 1-5-3
||Uapuap,muap,mm - ulul,mul,zzHL2 S N~ s + N s + N~ S
4 4 —11— R 44-6)—3 —g_ 30t 4 1-2(446)—5
[uapiape = wiwrell,. SN+ N e e L
—2— 1-40 9
| Uaptiap, e — “lul7w||L2 SN "+ N *
and
3 —8— —5- 48 o 2—(446)—3 13049 _y
Huapuap@ ululIHszN "+ N § 4 NT2-(440)=3s L 2 s,

Collecting all, we completes the proof of (A7). Moreover, the fractional Leibniz rule ensure at least [Pl 7. So
N€ ||P| 2, which in addition to (A7) implies (A8, since uy ¢ + ur 5, + 10p2A2uy 35 4+ 30 Ny 5 + No(wy) + N (w) +
SN (u;) = 0 and the others contains at least one uj,. We complete the proof. |

A.2. Proof of Proposition A1l Let w* := ui — uz,. We only show [lw'||,. = o(1) as N — oo and drop the

super-index +. For s > 2, the local well-posedness theory is available. A direct calculation gives
T'w + No(un) — Na(tap) + N3(un) = N3(tap) + SN (un) — SN (uap) + P =0,
where I' := 0; + 95 + 10p2A\202 and P is as in ([(AL6). For 2 < o, the local well-posedness, in particular (Z38]), ensures
lunlgprze + 1wl pogry S luw Ol e S N2 (A.10)
Moreover, a direct calculation and the local theory (for ;) gives
lapll oy pre + Itapll oy S N2+ N2 (A11)

Using Propositions 2-T5, Propositions 27 228 and T3] and (A7) under (AI0) and (A1), one concludes
lwllpory S 1PNy L2 = O(N—*79),

for = min(0, —2—55 + s) > 0, which, in addition to Proposition 214} implies
il 2 = ON=*2). (4.12)
Furthermore, an analogous argument (but using (A-8) instead of (A7) in addition to
tapll gy 0l oy = ON*N=*P) = O(N ),
ensures |[w| p. () = O(N—#), which concludes [(A2) as N — oo for s > 2.

To fill the regularity range 0 < s < 2, we use the conservation law and the interpolation theorem. H? conservation
law (Z39) and a direct calculation yield

lunllpz S N?70 and  Jugpll e S N*7%,
respectively, which concludes
[wll 2 S N*72 (A.13)
The interpolation between ([(AT2) and (ATI3) ensures

2 _B(2=s)
wll e S el ? flwlfs S N=557,

which proves (A2]) as N — oo for 0 < s < 2.
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APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA
We are going to prove the identity (B3]
By = (o® + %)?B, +2(a” — 8% = 54%) (Byuea + 2B5 + 6uB2).
Firstly and for the sake of simplicity, we will use the following notation:
Ay = (% + B%)2, Ay :=2(a® — B2 —5u?),
A =a?+pB*—4p* e* = cosh(z) + sinh(z),

D := f? 4+ g% where f,g and its derivatives are given by:

f = cosh(Byz) — Wafi%m cos(ay) — Bsin(agn)),
fi = fu = Bsinh(By2) + %(B cos(ags) + arsin(ayr)),
fo 1= o = s sinh(Byn) + %(ﬂ cos(ags) + asin(ayr)),
fo 1= fon = B cosh(By) + %@am(ayl) + Bsin(ay)),
fi = Fone = 5 sinh(Bun) — %(ﬁ cos(ays) + asin(ayn)
and s \/m ity ﬂFZBy27

o1 1= g = ﬁ\/m cos(ayy) - 21

g2 1= gt = MW cos(ay1) — w,

93 = Gux = —aﬁ\/msm (oy1) — Zﬂgiﬂ,

04 = Grum = — W\j‘j cos(ayn) - L1

where velocities (s, d5) are given in (8:3]). From the explicit expression of the breather solution ([B:2]) but now written

in terms of the above derivatives (BJ)—(B.2), we obtain that:

g1f — fig 5 92f — f29
B, = 2T and B, =2 Fa)
Moreover we get
2
o (9f—hy 3 af = fig)’

B, =4 <T) and B, =8 ( D
Now, we compute B, ;.. First we get

2

B, = 2 (fPg3 — f2(2fr91 + f39) + fa (2f7 + 995 — 297) + 9*(2f191 — f39))
and then v
1
B,u,zz - 2?7

where

M,y 2=(f594 — [*(3f193 + 3fsg1 + fa9) + 212 (3fF91 + 3f1f39 + 994 — 399195 — G})
=212 (317 — 9197 + f29°) + 97 (—18fTg1 + 6 f1 f3g + g>gs — 699193 + 6g?)
g° (2/7 + f1 (3993 — 697) + g(3f391 — f19)) )

(B.5)
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and therefore from (B.3)), (B4), (B:5) and (BE), we get
M,

A1By + A2(Bywa + 2B, + 6uB.) = o5 (B.7)

where

My = 2(A1D2(f91 — f19) + As(8(fg1 — f19)° +12uD(f19 — fon)* + M1)>, (B-8)

Now, we verify by using the symbolic software Mathematica that, after expanding f’s and ¢’s terms (B)—(B2) and
lengthy rearrangements, the above term (B.8)) simplifies as follows:

My =2D*(g2f — gfa)-
Finally, remembering (B.7), we have that

My 2D2(gsf — _
AuBy+ Aa(Bys + 283+ 6uB2) = 12 = w — By,

and we conclude.
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