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On global solutions to a nonlinear Alfvén wave equation

by XS. FENG and F. WEI (Beijing)

Abstract. We establish the global existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions to
a nonlinear Alfvén wave equation arising in a finite-beta plasma. In addition, the spatial
asymptotic behavior of the solution is discussed.

1. Introduction. The aim of this paper is to consider the Cauchy prob-
lem

(1.1) Opt + gy = a(ulu)®)e + BuH|u|?)s, t>0, z€R,
(1.2) u(z,0) = ¢(z),
where « and 3 are real constants, § > 0, i = +/—1 and

(Hf)(z) =P.V. [ W(J;(f)m)dy

denotes the Hilbert transform.

In [11], considering the effects of finite-temperature, Mjglhus and Wyller
derived equation (1.1) from a set of equations describing weakly nonlinear,
weakly dispersive, weakly diffractive and unidirectional MHD waves prop-
agating nearly parallel to the ambient magnetic field in a finite-beta colli-
sionless plasma. The nonlinear nonlocal term in (1.1) represents the effect
of a resonant particle.

When = 0, equation (1.1) reduces to the well-known derivative nonlin-
ear Schrodinger (DNLS) equation. Kaup and Newell [7] obtained an exact
solution for the DNLS equation by using an appropriate version of the in-
verse scattering method. Hayashi [5] discussed the Cauchy problem for the
DNLS equation by means of nonlinear transforms. Tsutsumi and Fukuda
[14, 15] studied the DNLS equation

. k
g + gy = (ulul")z,
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where k is a natural number. In particular, Kenig et al. [8] established a local
well-posedness result for the initial value problem for a general nonlinear
Schrodinger equation of the form

uy = iAu+ P(u,Vyu,w,Vyu), teR, xeR",

where u = u(x,t) is a complex-valued function, P : C*"*? — C is a polyno-
mial having no constant or linear terms and V,u = (0y,u, ..., 0z, u).

For a detailed introduction to the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear
Schrodinger equations, one can refer to [8] and references therein. It should
be pointed out that the method developed in [8] is not applicable to equa-
tion (1.1). One cannot expect to obtain similar estimates (such as (4.8) of
[8]) as done in [8] because of the appearance of the nonlocal term in (1.1).
Thus, in the present paper, we shall employ the well-known parabolic reg-
ularization method in order to establish the global existence of solutions to
problem (1.1), (1.2).

This paper is divided into four parts including the introduction. Section 2
gives some preliminaries and announces the results of this paper. Sections 3
and 4 contain the proofs of the results.

2. Preliminaries and results. Here we give the notation that will be
used throughout this paper and announce the results of this paper.

As usual, LP(R), 1 < p < oo, and H*(R), s € R, are the usual Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces with norms |- |, and |||, respectively. If I is an interval
and X a Banach space with norm || - || x, then LP(I; X) = {u : [ — X :
|ullx € LP(I)}. W (0,T; H*(R)) denotes the space of functions f(z,t) that
have derivatives 950" f(t,x) € LP(0,T; L*>(R)) with 0 < s <7, 0 < h < k.
We denote by C, C(-,-,-) generic constants, not necessarily the same at each
occurrence, which depend in an increasing way on the indicated quantities.

Let Z={0,1,2,...}, w(z) = (1+22)"/? and S(R) be the Schwartz space
of all rapidly decreasing infinitely differentiable functions on R. Then for any
s,r € R, H? is the completion of S(R) under the norm |ul/,s = |w"(1 —
02)%/%uly. Let J$ = H? N H§ with the norm Wwlllr,s = (||u||%0 + ]\u||(2)73)1/2.
For H? and J: we have [3, 13]

LEMMA 2.1. (a )HS/CHS JSICJ;”Sgs’,rS'r’,
(b) [He, H2]g = HG_D9 92 0 < 9 <1, 55,7 € R, j = 1,2, where

10 (1=0)r14+6rs >
[, ]o denotes the complex interpolation.
(c) JS C [H? Ho]e—H(l oy 0 <O <1, s,reR.
(d) ﬂr SEZ = ﬂr ,S€EZL T S(R)
(e) (J2) =H2,+Hy".
(f) Letr, s>0 [quJ’"S then ueH:_, and ||u|l,—1,s<C(r, )|||w|l|rrs-
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(g) Let r € R and s > 0. Then for h € Z we have
oz ulll,s < O, s)ll[ullls

where ' = (s + h)r/s and s’ = s+ h.
(h) If s > 1/2, then for all u,v € J: we have

[[wolllr,s < C(r, s)|l[ul

roslllollrs-

Remark. By the lemma above and Sobolev embedding theorem we see

that if u € J:(SH) with s,7 € Z and r # 0, then

Sup |(w(@) ™ o3u(@)| < Cr, s)|[ullr-1,s41 < C(ry s)lllullly, s41)rs

that is, |03u(x)| = O(|z|~ V) as |z| — oo.
The following statement follows from a straightforward calculation and
its proof is omitted here.

LEMMA 2.2. Let p(x) € C§°(R) be such that 0 < p <1, p=1if |[x| <1
and p =0 if |z| > 2. Let p.(x) = p(ex) for 0 <e < 1. Then as e — 0,

pe(z) — 1 uniformly on any bounded set of R,
P ue(x) — 0 uniformly on R for j # 0.
Moreover, for any j € Z we have
|00 ()] < C(j)e"(w(a)) UM, 0 <h <y,
where C(j) > 0 is independent of .

LEMMA 2.3. Let q and r be any real numbers satisfying 1 < q, r < o
and j,m € Z be such that j < m. Then for u € L? with 0'u € L" we have

|Dul, < C(G,m, q,7, )05 uldlul} =,

where 1/p = j+a(l/r —m)+ (1 —a)l/q for all a in the interval j/m < a
< 1. In particular,

[uloo < Jul3 ]
foru e H'.

The first result in this lemma is well known. For the second conclusion
we know that

u? =2 fuuxdx, u?=-2 jouumda;

— o0

From the above two equations we have

x oo
lu|? < 2 f luug|de  and  |u* <2 f |uu,| da.
x

— 00
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Adding the above two inequalities yields

|u\2§<j+ j?)\uuﬂdx: f|uuz|dx,

which implies the result by Holder’s inequality.
LEMMA 2.4 (Gronwall’s inequality). Suppose that g(t) and h(t) satisfy
the inequality
t
g(t) < My + My f g(s)h(s)ds  for any 0 <t <T,
0

where My and M, are nonnegative constants. Moreover, suppose that

fOT h(t) dt < co. Then

g(t) < My exp (M2 [ h(t)dt), t €0, 7).
0

LEMMA 2.5 (Properties of Hilbert transform). (a) If f,g € L?(R), then
fngdac:—f gH f dzx, foHgd:L‘:f fgdx.
(b) For real functions g € H?, we have
1) (Hg)e = H(g,) and [ g,H(g)dzx > 0,
) lgsls < ([ getio)da) " ([ gectilor)dr)”, and

vl < oIy ([ gueHi(g)dr)”

Part (a) and 1) of part (b) are well known. The conclusion 2) of (b) can
be proved directly by using Fourier transform and the Plancherel formula [2].
Our results are as follows:

THEOREM 2.6. Let T be any given positive constant. For any initial data
pe H? se€Z and s> 2, if

4
3(/(lal +8)2 + $a2 + o] + 9)
then problem (1.1), (1.2) has a solution u such that

93 <

we () WLO,T;H*®R)),
k+2h<s

where k,h € Z.
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THEOREM 2.7. Let T be any given positive constant. For any initial
data ¢ € J:(R) satisfying the condition of Theorem 2.6 with s,r € Z and
s > max(r,2), problem (1.1), (1.2) has a solution u such that

ue N Wk (0,T;J%),

s'+2h<s,r’s+2hr<rs
where s’ h € Z and r' > 0 real.

COROLLARY 2.8. For any T > 0 fized, if ¢ € S(R) satisfies the condi-
tion of Theorem 2.6, then the solution u to problem (1.1), (1.2) belongs to
([0, T}; S(R)).

COROLLARY 2.9. Let uq,p be the solution obtained in Theorems 2.6
and 2.7. Then as  — 0 (resp. o — 0), uq,g converges in

N whio,rsm5)  (resp. N WL©,T:J5))
k4+2h<s s'"+2h<s,r's+2hr<rs

to the unique solution to the equations
Ut + gy = oo [uf?u),
and
U + ity = B(uH[ul?),

respectively.

3. Proof of Theorem 2.6. In the study of global existence for dis-
persive equations, global a priori estimates play an important role. It is a
common technique to use the conservation laws to establish global a priori
estimates. But in our case we do not know explicit forms of the conservation
laws associated with equation (1.1). In this section we derive global a priori
estimates of the solution to (1.1), (1.2) by constructing substitutes for the
conservation laws corresponding to (1.1). In order to prove Theorem 2.6 we
first consider the initial value problem for the following parabolic regular-
ization:

(3.1) g + ity = gy + a(ulu?)y + BuH|u?),, t>0, >0, z€R,
(3.2) u(z,0) = ¢°(z), >0,

where ¢¢(z) € H®(R) = (5o H*(R) with ¢°(z) — ¢(x) strongly in H*(R)
as € | 04. Then the solution to problem (1.1), (1.2) is obtained by the

standard limiting process € | 0+.
For problem (3.1), (3.2) we have

LEMMA 3.1. For any given T > 0, there exists a unique solution u® to
problem (3.1), (3.2) such that u® € C*°([0,T]; H*(R)).
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Proof. The proof is simple. By using the argument of [9] one can estab-
lish the existence in L>(0,T; L?) N L?(0,T; H'). Then differentiating the
equation with respect to  one obtains the L>(0,T; H') N L?(0, T; H?) reg-
ularity. Continuing in this way and applying the standard results for linear
parabolic problems [1, 10] one can finish the proof.

In order to guarantee the convergence of the limiting process we need
uniform estimates of the solution to problem (3.1), (3.2). The uniform esti-
mates are established in the subsequent several lemmas.

LEMMA 3.2. For the solution u = u® obtained in Lemma 3.1 we have the
following identities:

d 9 ) ) )
) o [ Pt 5 [ (uf)eHlul do+2¢ [ fugf*de =0,
4
dt
— Bléatm [ walulH(JuP) do +SaTm [ T, (), Hluf? de

2) o [ [lual® + S Tm(@ug)uf® + 3 8Tm(wu,) Hul? + 502 |ul] do

+38Im [ wu Hlul*H(ju?)s dv — SaTm [ (@H|u).(ulul?), dx
+ 3alm fﬂumH(\u|2(]u\2)m)daL’+3ﬁIm fﬂurHﬂuPH(]u\Z)m)d:ﬁ
+36Tm [ wu,H((|Jul2), Hlu]?)de — Sa? [ yu\GH(\uP)mdx]

+e [ [Ba”[ul* Re(tttrs) + 6l m (upliss) ul*] do

+ %Ba Im f [(Uplpe ) H|u|* — (WH |u|?)ptze + 2(0u, ) H (Re(Tu,,))] do.

Proof. The proof of 1) can be given by multiplying (3.1) by @®, inte-
grating the resulting expression in x and performing several integrations by
parts. The proof of 2) can be established directly by integration by parts.
In fact, using equation (3.1) and integration by parts we have

d
33) o [ lual?dz+2e [ |uge|* du

dt

:3ﬂf |uﬂc‘2H(’U|2)mdl’_ﬁf (|u|2)mH(|u|2)wd$+3O‘f (lul?) |z de,
d

(34) - [ () |uf? do

= =2 [ ([uP)e|usl? dz + 42 [ Im(ugllpe)|ul® do
+da [ Tm(Tu)ul?(Jul), do + 46 [ Tm(tu,)|ul*H(Jul?), dz,

d - 2
(3.5) pn f Im(Tu, ) H|u|* dz
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= =2 [ H(luP)slus* dz + 5 [ (Jul®)eoH (Ju]*)zz do

+2 [ Im(au,) H (Im (Uit )) dz
+etm [ (ugliae Hul? — (WH|u|*)ztis + 2(tt) H (Re(Tts,))) dz
+a [ Im(au)(jul*)eHlul? de+ 8 [ Tm(au.) Hlul*H(|ul?), do
—alm [ @H|u).(ulu): de+3a [ Im(@u.) H(Jul*(ju]*).) do
+8 [ Tm(au,)2H(Jul*H(Jul*).) + H((Jul*)o H|u|?)) dz

(3.6) %f ul® = =4 [ Jul?(jul*)s Im(Tu,) dz — 58 [ [ul®H(|ul?), do

+ 2¢ f |u|* Re(Tugy) de.
Considering (3.3)—(3.6) we can complete the proof.

From this lemma we get the following conclusion:

LEMMA 3.3. Under the conditions of Lemma 3.1, if

6% < e ,
3(/(lal + 8)2 + 302 + |a] + B)

then
()12 + 2 f Ju(, Mg dr < C
and

t t
*Zoff (|u]2)mH(|u]2)xd:vdT+366[[ Im(Wuy ) H Im(wuy ) da dr < C

hold for all t > 0, where C is a positive constant depending only on the size
of ||l
Proof. From 1) of Lemma 3.2 it follows that

t t
37 G 0B+8 [ [ (uP).Hulde+2e [ Jua(,7)3dr < C
0 0

for all ¢ > 0. Denoting the right hand side of 2) in Lemma 3.2 by A(t) and
using Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5 we have the following delicate estimate:
(3.8) A < CB(lulZ]uzl2l(Jul?)a]2

+ a2 (Jul*)a |2 uloc | H ul?|oo + [uldo 1wl 2] (Jul*)s]2)

+ CE(|“’§0’“‘2‘U3£$’2 + ‘ux’oo,u‘i‘umb + ‘u’iomxb‘umb)
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< OBl a2 (Ju]?)al2
|2 ([ ot oo H | oo + [l 22| (2] ]2)
3/2 3/2
+ Ce(|uldlu 3 |uzels + [uly 2.

In order to estimate the first term on the right hand side of (3.8) we use
the following inequalities (see Lemma 2.3):

|ur|2|u:m:

(3.9) o < Cl(lul)ol3" ull
and

(3.10) luf*la < Cl(Jul®)aly lul*3°.
From (3.9), (3.10) we have

(3.11) [ul?, = [ul?132? < C|(Jul?)al2lul2
and

2 1/2
(312)  Julool Hul?|oo < ulool (Jul?)aly*[[uf]3/
= Jlul?| 22|l ”2\<| )2l < Clula|(juf?)al2,
(3.13) [l ul?l2 = [ul uloolul? < Clul3fusl2|([uf?)a2.
Inserting (3.11)—(3.13) into (3.8) we obtain
(3.14)  |A(t)| < OB (Jul2lualz + [ul3usl2) [(Jul?)s 13
+ Ce(|uf3ug Bluralz + [uly? |z |2 uaely?)
3/2
< CBlugla|([ul?)s 3 + Ce(uaBlusale + [uslaluas3?)
2 2 2 2 2 1/2
< CBlucla( [ (uoHlude) " ([ (uf)eeH(lul?), do)
+ alum@ + C’E\um|§
<18 [ (ulP)aeH () do+ CH( [ (luf?)oH uf? do ) ju
—I—E!um|2+05\uz|2,

where we have used Lemma 2.5 and Young’s inequality. Consequently, we get

(3.15) %f [Juz|? + 2 8Im(@u, ) H|ul? + Sa Im(tu,) [ul? + 3a?|ul®] do
+18 [ (uP)ae H(Jul?)o do+38 [ (Im(wu,)), H(Im(@u,))+e [ |ue.]? de
<C(B [ (ul)eHlul? do + elus ) s 3.
To bound (3.5), first note that
(3.16) 136 [ I Hlul? da| < 3610/31u 3,

(3.17) ‘%af Im(ﬂuI)H|u‘2dg:‘g%]a||¢|%|ur|§,
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(3.18) 32 [ Jult de < 2a2fuaf3luls < 2a2|fu.

Keeping (3.16)—(3.18) in mind and integrating (3.15) over the time interval
[0,t] we obtain

(3.19)  |u.l3+ 18 ff ([u)?) e H(Ju[?) da dt
+3p ff (Im (T )) o H (Im () dz dt + & [ [ [uge|? da dt
0 0

t
<C+C [ (B [ (ulP)oHluf o+ lusf3 ) Jus 3 dr
0

if |¢|3 is less than the positive root of the algebraic equation

Sa%y? + 2(|a| + By — 1 =0,

that is,
4

3(/(lal + 8)2 + 302 + |a] + 5)
Now apply Gronwall’s inequality to (3.19) and use (3.7) to finish the proof.

613 <

LEMMA 3.4. Under the conditions of Lemma 3.3, we have

t
|3 + € f [trzal3 dr < C,

t
+ 03 ff Im(Tuy) zo H Im(tuy, ), dedr < C
0

for all t € [0,T), where C' depends only on T and ||| g=.

Proof. Using equation (3.1) and integration by parts we can obtain the
following somewhat tedious identities:

d
21) — wa|?
(321) - [ [ugal’ dz
=5a [ ([ul)slusel* dz+5a [ (Ju*)es(us]®)s do
+ 6 f (5|uza|*H(|u|*)e + 5H ([u*)e (Juel*)z — ([ul*)zze H([u]?)2z) da,
d — 2
(3.22) 7 f Im(ugtyy ) Hu|* do

=2 f ‘u| ’umw|2d$+% f H(|U’2)wz(‘uw|2)wdm
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+2 [ Im(uptiy,) H (Im(tu,),) dz
+ eIm f [Tpotizee H|u? — (upH|ul?) s Upze
+ 2uy Uy H(Re(Utiy, )] dx
+alm [ Tpe(ulul®)es Hul® dz
+ BIm fﬂm(quu\z)mHWPdaﬁ
—alm [ (ulul)s(@H u?)se dz — BT [ (up H|u|?)o (GH [u]?),, do
+3aTm [ ugliae H(([u*)olul®) dz + 28Tm [ wpliee H(Ju H(|u|*)s) dz
+ BIm fumﬂmH((\u|2)xH|u]2)d:1;
(3.23) %f Im (Ul ) H |u) da
= =2 [ H(uP)zluzal* dv — 5 [ H(ju|?)zz(|tz]?)e do
+ 3 [ () aae H([u?)ze dz =2 [ (Im(ully))e H (Im(uity ) ) dov
+2 [ Tm(upty,) H(Tm(uily)) dz
+eIm f (oo Taza H[ul* + (WH [u]?) g0 Tags + 2ullgze H (Re(Utyy,))] do
—dadm [ ulige H(Jul*([ul*)2)s do — 4aTm [ upllze(uf®)oH |uf* du
—alm [ (JuPHu?)ousTay de — 381m [ H(|u*) H(|u]?) o Tay d
—BIm [ (H(Jul*) H(|ul*).)outtsy d
—28Im [ upllpe H(|u*H(|ul?),) dz
—28Im [ gy (H ([ul*)H (|ul?)s), dz
—BIm [ e H((|uf?)oH|u|?) dx
—ﬁIm f Ul g H \u] )z H]u\Q)zd:r
(3.24) % [ I (uaTieg)ul® dz

= [ (uP)eluael? oz + [ (ul?)aa(fta]?)e da
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+elm [ [[ultarlirs + 2uaTas Re(Tiae) — (|tf*ta)slisra] dr
+ alm f || 2T (1 t1]?) o dz + B Tm f |2 T (WH 1)) g dx
—adm [ (Julup)s(@uf?)er dz — BIm [ (Jul?us)e(@H |u]?) s da
+ 3aIm fuxﬂm|u]2(|u|2)zd:x+2ﬁlm fuzﬂm|u|2H(|u|2)xdx
+BIm [ tglias (Jul*)- Hlul? da.
Considering (3.21)-(3.24) we get
(325) 0 [ utael? + 20 I (u) Hu?
— %ﬂlm(umﬂm)HluP —5a Im(uxﬂm)\uﬂ dx
+2 [ |uzaol?dz+ 58 [ (|u*)zacH (ul?)er dz
+ 18 [ (Im(uity))ae H (Im(uily)), da

< OBlug|oo [Uze|2] Tm(uily ) |2 + (1 + |um‘|g) + €|U1;;m|g,

where we have used Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5 and Young’s inequality.
Using Lemma 2.5 we have

(326)  [(m(uz)).f3 < ([ (o) H (tm(um,)) do)

<(f (Im(uﬂx))mH(Im(uﬂw))xda:)l/ i

Combining (3.25) and (3.26) yields that the right hand side of (3.25) is less
than

(327)  CBfus¥?( [ (Im(uﬁx))xH(Im(uﬂx))da:)l/ !
<( [ (Im(uﬂm))mH(Im(uﬂm))wd:v)l/ !

<C+C(1+8 [ (m(um,)), HIm(u,)) de) | + el 3

+ B [ (Im(uliy))e H (Im(uil, ) do

By integration by parts and Lemma 2.3 we have
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(3.28) ‘ GIm f W H |u|? dov
—gﬂlm f U Ty H |u|? dz — 5o Im f U T | 11| dm)

From (3.25), (3.27) and (3.28) we get

(329)  Jussl3 + 758 f I () H () e it + € f [ it da
+ 4 f [ (m(ut,)) e H (Im(ui, ). dx dt
0

<c+c [ (1+5 [ (Im(uﬂx))xH(Im(uﬂx))da:)|um\%dr.
0

The application of Gronwall’s inequality to (3.29) completes the proof.

LEMMA 3.5. Under the conditions of Lemma 3.3, for k < s we have
¢ t
g3 + € f f (k1) |* da dt + 3 f (1ul?) (er1y2 H ([u]*) ez da dt < C
0 0

for allt € [0,T), where C depends only on T and |||k, and uk,denotes the
kth derivative of u in x.

Proof. A simple calculation gives
(3.30) %f kel dz+2e [ Jugernyel® de+8 [ () @s1ye H([uf?) ke do
= 8 [ JuraPH () dz — o [ [uge[*(juf?), d
+ 25 Re f U [(WH 1)) (ot 1)2 — U1y H 0> = wH ([u]?) (51)2) d
+8 [ (e — 2Re(@ou))o H(|ul*)r da
+2aRe [ e (uful®) s1ye — vgernyelul® = u((ul®) 1)) do
+a [ [(lul)ke — 2Re(@ew)]o (|ul)re dz

< C(H([uP)aloo + |([ul*)aloo) [unal3

+ Clugg o (wH [uf*) (g 1)z — (ep1)e H|ul* = wH ([ul*) (54 1)e |2
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+ Cltga 2| (wul?) (k1)e — Wz ul® = w(ul?) e1)a]2
+ Cl([ul)kal2|[(Ju]*) ke — 2 Re(Tratt)]z |2
< C>IH([ul)aloo + [([u*)aloo) [ural3 + Cl([u*) k]2 te oo [ tural2

+ Clugal2(Julso | ([ul*)kal2 + [H (Jul*)z oo [urs|2) < Clural

Now the application of Gronwall’s inequality implies the conclusion of the
lemma.
From equation (3.1) and Lemmas 3.2-3.5 we know that

gl o2 < C, sup |[uf[ls < C,
0<t<T

where C' is independent of . By weak compactness, we can find a subse-
quence of {uf}.~o (also denoted by {u°}) and u € L#(0,T; H*) N L?(0,T;
H*7?) such that
u® —u  weak-star in L>(0,7; H?),
uS — vy weakly in L2(0,T; H*™2).
Evidently,
a(uf|uf|?), 4+ Buf H|uf|?), — alulu|®)e + BluH|ul?),.

So, the limit u of {u®} satisfies equation (1.1). By a classical result of Strauss
[12] we know that u is weakly continuous from [0, 7] into H*® after a mod-
ification on a set with zero measure. Thus u®(z,0) = ¢° — ¢(x) = u(z,0).
Continuing in this way and using equation (1.1) we conclude that

we () WL(0,T:H").
k+2r<s

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 2.6 it remains to show the
uniqueness. To this end, let u and v be two solutions to problem (1.1), (1.2)
with initial data ¢ and v, respectively. Then w = u — v is a solution to the
problem

(3.31) wi + 1wy = a(ulu? —v|v|*), + BuHul* —vH|v[*),,
(3.32) w(x,0) = ¢ — 1.
Using equation (3.31) and integration by parts we get

d
£|w\% =2Re f wwy dx

2 2
= —2aRe fwgg[w‘u| ;M +u;URe(w(u+v))} dx

— 23Re f Wy [wH<|u|2 ; ‘U|2> + 2 ; vHRe(@(u + v))} dx
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:af \w[2<w> d:r—l—ozf Re(w(u + v)z) Re(w(u +v)) dx

2 2
_|_
+8 [ waH(’“' . il ) da

— B [ Re(@(u+v)).H Re(w(u + v)) du
+8 [ Re(®(u+ v).)H Re(w(u + v)) du

< Clwl3 - B [ Re(®(u+v)).H Re(®@(u+ v))dx < Cluwl3.
By Gronwall’s inequality it follows that
w(-1)[3 < |¢ — ¢[3exp(CT), te[0,T],

which implies the uniqueness.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.7. It is of interest to know that equation (1.1)
has solutions decreasing faster than H*®(R) convergence as z tends to infinity,
in particular, solutions in the Schwartz space S(R) for each ¢, provided that
its initial data is in S(R). This can be realized by considering the initial
value problem (1.1), (1.2) in the weighted Sobolev space J$(R). For the
JZ(R) convergence of solutions to problem (1.1), (1.2) we have Theorem 2.7
and Corollary 2.8. In the proof of our result we employ the same method as
in Tsutsumi [13]. In fact, the proof can be reproduced from [13]. In order
to make the paper self-contained we present the proof as follows.

Since S(R) is dense in J$(R), there exists a sequence {¢*} C S(R) such
that

(4.1) {#F} — ¢  strongly in J3(R) as k — oo.
We first consider the parabolic regularization of equation (1.1): for k € Z\0,

(4.2) Up + Ugy = %um + af|ul?u), + BluH |ul?),
with
(43) u(,0) = ¢*(2).

For problem (4.2), (4.3) we have

LEMMA 4.1. For every fized k € Z \ 0, problem (4.2), (4.3) has a unique
global solution u* € C>([0,T]; S(R)), T > 0.

Proof. By the results of Section 3 we know that problem (4.2), (4.3)
has a unique global solution u* € C*°([0,T]; H**) and

1
(4.4) sup [l (t)|2 +

T
[k @®))124,dt < C,
0<t<T 5

|
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where C' is independent of k& but depends on the size of ¢ and T. In order
to prove the assertion of the lemma, it suffices to show that

(4.5) uf € 1°°(0,T; J°(R))
for every r € Z. The proof of (4.5) together with
(4.6) dpu” € L2(0,T; JO(R))

is done by induction on r. When r = 0, this is obvious. Assume that the
result is known for all values less than or equal to r — 1 (r > 1). We prove
it for r. Let pu(z) and pe(z) be as given in Lemma 1.2. For simplicity we

sometimes suppress k in u”. Differentiating ||u*(t)||2, with respect to t,

using equation (4.2) and integrating by parts we have

@7) S peu®lZe = — SlewelZo + 1 [ (2P lul?
+2Re f (pew?") i, da
30 [ g2 () da
+20 [ W2 P H(Juf?)s do
+8 [ p2w? (Jul?)oH |uf* do

%HusuxHr,o + CE)(lull?.o + l[ull?-1 0 + lluallF-1,0).
where we have used [09w?"|<C(d)(w(z))?"~¢ and |03 p.(x)|<C(5)(w(z)) 7.
And C' is a positive constant independent of e. We can rewrite (4.7) as
d 1
(4.9) Zlpeullyo+ llpews )70 < CE) (vl o+ lulli-ro+ w7 -1.0)-
Now Gronwall’s inequality gives

(4.10) sup. [ ()2 < C.
0<t<

(4.11) f ey ()70 dt < C,

where C is independent of . Therefore, {z.u*} remains in a bounded subset
of L=(0,T;JY(R)). So, taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we see that p.uf — u*
weak-star in L°>°(0,T; J?(R)) and the assertions (4.5), (4.6) hold for r since
L*(0,7T;J0) = (L'(0,T; H°, + L?))". This ends the proof of the lemma.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. With Lemma 4.1 we consider the conver-
gence of u* as k — co. From Lemma 4.1 we know that for any 7" > 0,

(4.12) sup [|[u®(t)]jos < C
0<t<T
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holds for all integers s. From this it follows that {u*} forms a bounded subset
of L>=(0,T; J§(R)). We next show that for 7 > 0, {u*} remains bounded in
L*(0,T; JO(R)). In fact, we have

d
£Huk(t)||$0 =2Re f w* g dx

2 2
= - §||Um”72no - %Re f 27“u12(’”_1):cﬂugC dx

+ 4r Re f (4rw2(r_1)xiﬂuz
+ 20w w(ulul?); + 28w w(uH |ul?),) dx

IN

1

= ZlwallZo + Cllullzo + Clluall7—1,0
1

< = pluallzo + Cllullzo + Clllll?,

< lus|l7.0 + C(lullfo + 1),

1
k
where we have used the uniform boundedness of |lul|o,s and s > max(r,2).
Thus
d

1
(4.13) Zlullzo + £luallzo < Cllulzo + 1),

where C' is independent of the natural number k. Integrating (4.13) with
respect to ¢t and using Gronwall’s inequality give

(4.14) sup Huk(t)Hr,o <C
0<t<T

with the constant C' independent of k. From (4.12) and (4.14) it follows that
{u*} forms a bounded sequence in L°°(0,T;J3(R)). Hence, there exists a
subsequence of {u*} (also denoted by {u*}) and u € L>°(0,T; J(R)) such
that

uf — u  weak-star in L>(0,T; J5(R)).
Then it can be easily seen by the standard argument that u is the desired
solution of (1.1), (1.2) (see [9]). From Lemma 1.1(g) it is shown that
uz, € L0, T; J% (R)),

where s’ = s —2 and r’ = r(s —2)/s. Here, in view of equation (1.1) we can
conclude that

ug € L=(0,T; J% (R))

with s’ and 7’ as above. Continuing in this way and using equation (1.1) we
obtain the conclusion of Theorem 2.7.
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Corollary 2.8 is just a consequence of Theorem 2.7 and Lemma 1.1(d)
combined.

Corollary 2.9 can be seen from the process of proof of Theorems 2.6
and 2.7.

Remark. From Corollary 2.8 one knows that equation (1.1) has rapidly
decreasing solutions if its initial data is in S(R). This shows that the non-
local nonlinear term in (1.1) does not affect the decay rate of its solutions.
Thus the effect of the nonlocal nonlinear term in equation (1.1) is quite
different from that of similar nonlocal terms in the Benjamin—-Ono equation
and the higher order Benjamin—-Ono equation, in which the decay rate of
the solutions is limited because of the presence of the nonlocal terms Hu,.,
and H (u?).. ([6, 4]).
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