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Abstract: In this work, we study the large-x asymptotic of classical solutions to the non-linear
Benjamin equation modeling propagation of small amplitude internal waves in a two fluid system. In
our analysis, we extend known Hs-well-posedness results to the case of the variable-weight Sobolev
spaces. The spaces provide a direct control over the asymptotics of classical solutions and their weak
derivatives, and permit us to compute the bulk large-x asymptotic of classical solutions explicitly
in terms of input data. The asymptotic formula provides a precise description of the qualitative
behaviour of classical solutions in weighted spaces and yields a number of weighted persistence and
continuation results automatically.

Keywords: non-linear Benjamin equation; fractional Sobolev spaces; large-x asymptotic; fourier
analysis; well-posedness

1. Introduction

Studies of the uniqueness, existence, and qualitative properties of solutions to disper-
sive partial differential equations constitute a substantial body of modern research. In this
paper, we concentrate on analysing a specific problem: the nonlinear Benjamin equation

ut + αux − βH[uxx]− γuxxx + δ(u2)x = 0, u(0) = u0, x ∈ R = (−∞, ∞), (1)

where α, β, γ, δ are real parameters and

H[u](x) = p.v.
π

∫
R

u(y) dy
y−x ,

is the standard Hilbert transform. The quasilinear PDE (1) was originally introduced by
T.B. Benjamin in his studies of the propagation of internal waves in a two-fluid system [1,2].
We note that setting β = 0 in (1) provides the classical Korteweg–de Vries equation (KdV),
while letting γ = 0 recovers the well-known Benjamin–Ono (BO) equation as a special case.

The analysis of (1), particularly the study of its low-regularity solutions, has garnered
significant attention in the specialized literature. A variety of methods have been employed,
ranging from bilinear estimates to the I-method (see for example, [3–6]). Historically, the
first low-regularity results were obtained in [6], within the L2(R) settings. These results
were subsequently extended to the Hs(R), − 3

4 < s ≤ 0 settings in [4]. Our work extends
these findings by exploring well-posedness in the newly introduced Hs

r (R) spaces, offering
enhanced control over asymptotic behavior. The well-posedness analysis in [4,6] is local
in time.

The first global well-posedness results in Hs(R), for − 3
4 < s < 0, were obtained in [5].

The local analysis follows a similar approach to that in [4,6], but employs a refined bilinear
estimate for a frequency cut-off operator I applied to the quadratic nonlinearity (uv). In
addition to demonstrating local solvability, this technique provides explicit estimates for
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the growth rate of mild solutions and their intervals of existence. When combined with a
continuation method, this approach establishes global well-posedness.

Furthermore, studies on variable dispersion, such as those examining special cases
of the KdV and BO equations (see, for example, [7–11] and references therein), have
shown how dispersion affects wave propagation and stability. Our research endeavours
to consider the existing understanding of the impact of variable dispersion on the well-
posedness and asymptotic properties of solutions to the nonlinear Benjamin equation
within the framework of weighted Sobolev spaces. The study of low dispersion properties
of a fractional variant of the Benjamin–Bona–Mahony (BBM) equation within Zs,r-spaces for
Zs,r(R) := Hs(R) ∩ L2(|x|2rdx) has been carried out in [12], highlighting the importance
of these spaces in controlling the asymptotic behaviour of solutions.

The local and global analyses in [4–6] do not extend to the critical case of H− 3
4 (R). The

main obstacle is that the bilinear estimate used in [4,6], as well as its I analogue from [5],
fails for s ≤ − 3

4 . The critical case was recently addressed in [3], where the main tool used
was the Besov–Bourgain spaces.

A distinctive feature of Equation (1) is its non-locality, primarily due to the presence of
the global in space Hilbert transform H. This non-locality presents significant challenges in
predicting the long-term behaviour of internal waves in fluid dynamics. Furthermore, the
Fourier symbol of the group generated by the linear part of (1) has finite regularity at the
origin, complicating the analysis of wave propagation. By addressing these challenges, our
study contributes to the accurate modeling of wave propagation, which is critical in both
natural and engineered systems. As a consequence of the non-locality, one cannot expect
super-algebraic spatial decay of solutions, even for the rapidly decreasing initial data u0
from the Schwartz class S . In context of the closely related Benjamin–Ono equation, this
situation and its implications were thoroughly investigated in [13–17].

A systematic study of the interplay between asymptotic behavior, regularity, and the
existence of global solutions to the Benjamin equation (1) was initiated in [18]. In particular,
building on the ideas from [13–17], it is demonstrated in [18] that for initial data u0 ∈ Zs,r :=
Hs(R) ∩ L2(R, |x|2rdx), with s > 3

2 , r ∈
(
0, s

2
)

and r < 5
2 , the Equation (1) is globally well-

posed in Zs,r. The result indicates that, due to the jump discontinuity in the Fourier symbol
of the operator H, one cannot expect solutions to decay algebraically at infinity faster than
x−3. The situation improves slightly in the scale of weighted homogeneous Sobolev spaces
Z̊s,r :=

{
u ∈ Zs,r | û(0) = 0

}
, where the propagation of the discontinuity in the Fourier

image of the solution can be properly controlled for s ≥ 2r, r ∈
[ 5

2 , 7
2
)
.

In this paper, we continue the investigation of the nonlinear and non-local dispersive
model (1) in weighted Sobolev-like spaces, building on the work initiated in [18]. In
contrast with the previously cited works, our analysis relies on variable-weight Sobolev
spaces Hs

r (R) (For the definition of the scale Hs
r (R), see [19] and Section 2 below), which

were introduced recently in [19]. This approach enables a more precise description of how
solutions behave at large distances, which is crucial for understanding wave propagation
in non-local dispersive systems, thereby revealing the intricate mechanisms underlying
their behaviour. In the context of the Benjamin equation (and in similar dispersive models,
such as the Benjamin–Ono equation), these spaces arise naturally. Unlike the weighted
spaces Zs,r and Z̊s,r from [13–18], they provide direct control over the large-x asymptotic
behavior of classical solutions and their weak derivatives up to and including order s. This
idea allows for a more refined analysis of the large-x asymptotic behavior of solutions.

Thanks to this property, we can demonstrate that for sufficiently regular input data,
the jump discontinuities in the frequency space—caused by the finite regularity of the
Fourier symbol associated with the linear part of (1)—cannot propagate beyond the ori-
gin. As a direct consequence, it follows that the large-x asymptotic behavior of classical
solutions u(t) is determined entirely by the behaviour of their Fourier images û(t) near
the origin. Consequently, this asymptotic behavior can be computed explicitly in terms of
quantities associated with the input data. Once the asymptotic identity is established, a
range of qualitative results, similar to those in [18] for the Benjamin equation and [13–17]
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for the Benjamin–Ono equation, automatically follows. Although our analysis focuses
solely on the Benjamin equation (1), the approach is sufficiently general to be adapted for
analyzing classical solutions to non-local quasi-linear dispersive models of Benjamin-type,
where linear wave propagation operators exhibit finitely many jump discontinuities in the
frequency domain.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides a brief review of the basic
properties of the scale Hs

r (R). In Section 3, we derive several technical estimates related to
both the linear and nonlinear parts of (1). Section 4 discusses the model’s well-posedness
in weighted settings and its large-x asymptotic behavior. Section 6 concludes the paper.

Notation

(i) x is the physical variable
(ii) ξ is the frequency variable
(iii) ∗ denotes Fourier convolution
(iv) F [u](ξ) is the Fourier transform
(v) F−1[û](x) is the inverse Fourier transform
(vi) Lp

w(Ω) represent the weighted Lebesgue spaces.
(vii) ReS ′ denotes the space of real valued tempered distributions
(viii) c is a generic constant.

2. Function-Theoretic Framework

To begin, we define the normalized Fourier transform and its inverse

F [u](ξ) = û(ξ) = 1√
2π

∫
R

e−iξxu(x)dx,

F−1[û](x) = u(x) = 1√
2π

∫
R

eiξxû(ξ)dξ,

respectively.
In the forthcoming analysis, we employ the scale of the variable-weighted Sobolev

spaces, introduced recently in [19]. For real valued functions, these spaces are defined as

Hs
r (R) = {u ∈ ReS ′ | ∥u∥Hs

r (R) < ∞}, s > − 1
2 , r ≥ 0, (2)

⟨u, v⟩Hs
r (R) =

1
2 ⟨u, v⟩L2(R) + Re⟨P±[κ

±
r,ku],P±[κ

±
r,kv]⟩H̊s(R), (3)

∥u∥2
Hs

r (R) = ⟨u, u⟩Hs
r (R), (4)

where ReS ′ is the space of real valued tempered distributions, P± = 1
2 (I ± iH) are

Fourier multipliers (projectors) associated with the Heaviside functions ĥ±(ξ) = 1±sgn(ξ)
2 ,

κ±r,ℓ(x) = 1√
2π

(iℓ∓ x)r, and H̊s(R) is the standard homogeneous Sobolev space of order
s (see e.g., [20]). Note that the Fourier images of real valued distributions are Hermitian
and, hence, the concrete choice of the sign (+ or −) in (3) is irrelevant and the symmetric,
positive definite bilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩Hs

r (R) defines a real Hilbert structure in Hs
r (R). An

interpolation argument, employed in Section 3, requires a complex version of Hs
r (R). In a

usual way, Hs
r (R) is complexified by letting

⟨u, v⟩Hs
r (R) = ⟨Re u, Re v⟩Hs

r (R) + ⟨Im u, Im v⟩Hs
r (R)

+ i⟨Im u, Re v⟩Hs
r (R) − i⟨Re u, Im v⟩Hs

r (R). (5)

Directly from (2)–(5), it follows that for s ≥ 0, Hs
0(R), and Hs(R) are equal as Banach spaces.

However, when s, r > 0, the former class carries information about the large x asymptotic
of all weak derivatives up to and including order s, and, hence, is more suitable for the
analysis of the fine interplay between regularity and the large x behaviour of solutions
of (1).
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Basic properties of Hs
r (R) are established in [19]. In particular, we have

Hs0
r0 (R) ↪→ Hs1

r1 (R), −1
2
< s1 ≤ s0 ≤ s1 + r0 − r1, 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r0, (6)

[Hs0
r0 (R), Hs1

r1 (R)]θ = Hs0(1−θ)+s1θ
r0(1−θ)+r1θ

(R), s0, s1 > − 1
2 , r0, r1 ≥ 0, θ ∈ (0, 1), (7)

∥ f g∥Hs
r (R) ≤ c∥ f ∥Hs

r (R)∥g∥Hs
r (R), s > 1

2 , r ≥ 0, (8)

where [·, ·]θ is the standard complex interpolation functor (see [20]). We note that the
embeddings (6) are dense, as the Schwartz class S of smooth rapidly decreasing test
functions is dense in each of Hs

r (R), s > − 1
2 , and r ≥ 0.

In addition to (6)–(8), we need the following technical

Lemma 1. The embedding

Hs0
r0 (R) ↪→ Hs1(R), 0 ≤ s1 < s0 < r0, (9)

is dense and compact.

Proof. As ∥ · ∥2
Hs

r (R)
= ∥Re ·∥2

Hs
r (R)

+ ∥ Im ·∥2
Hs

r (R)
, it is sufficient to verify the real valued

version of (9) only (for details see [21]).
(a) The denseness and continuity of (9) follows from (6). To show compactness,

consider u ∈ Hs0
r0 (R), with ∥u∥H

s0
r0 (R)

≤ 1. In view of the assumption s1 < s0, we have

∫
|ζ|>|ξ|

(
1 + |ζ|2

)s1 |û|2(ζ)dζ ≤ sup
|ζ|>|ξ|

(
1 + |ζ|2

)s1−s0∥u∥2
Hs0 (R)

≤ c
(
1 + |ξ|2

)s1−s0 , ξ ∈ R,

uniformly for ∥u∥H
s0
r0 (R)

≤ 1.

(b) As u is assumed to be real valued, its Fourier image û is Hermitian (i.e., û(−ξ) =

û(ξ), ξ ∈ R). Therefore, for 0 ≤ h ≤ 1, we have∫
R

(
1 + |ξ|2)s1

∣∣û(ξ + h)− û(ξ)
∣∣2dξ ≤ 2c

∫ h

0
(1 + |ξ|2)s1

∣∣û(ξ)∣∣2dξ

+ c
∫
R+

(
1 + |ξ|2)s1

∣∣û(ξ + h)− û(ξ)
∣∣2dξ

=: c(2I0 + I1),

with c =
(
1 + supξ∈R+

(1+|ξ+1|2)s1

(1+|ξ|2)s1

)
< ∞. To bound I0, as in [19], we let

J −r
∓ [·](ξ) :=

√
2π

(
κ̂±−r,ℓ ∗ ·

)
(ξ), ξ ∈ R±.

By the definition of ∥ · ∥H
s0
r0 (R)

, for ξ ∈ R+, we have û = J −r0
− [v̂r0 ], with v̂r0 ∈ L2

s0
(R+).

This identity, combined with the explicit formula

κ̂±−r,ℓ(ξ) =
e−iπr/2

√
2π

Γ(r) (∓ξ)r−1e±ℓξ χR∓(ξ), ξ ∈ R,

the assumption s0 < r0 and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, indicates that

|û(ξ)| ≤
(

2πΓ(2(r0−s0))

ℓ2(r0−s0)Γ(r0)

) 1
2 ∥v̂r0∥L2

s0 (R+)
≤ c∥u∥H

s0
r0 (R)

,

when ξ ∈ R \ {0}. Hence, I0 ≤ ch, uniformly for ∥u∥H
s0
r0 (R)

≤ 1.
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To estimate I1, we let v̂r′ = J r′−r0
− [v̂r0 ], 0 ≤ r′ ≤ r0, ξ ∈ R+. The analysis presented

in [22] indicates that

û = J −r′
− [v̂r′ ] ∈ L2

s′(R+)
, − 1

2 < s′ ≤ s0 ≤ s′ + r0 − r′, 0 ≤ r′ ≤ r0, (10)

∥v̂r′∥L2
s′ (R+)

≤ c∥v̂r0∥L2
s0 (R+)

, − 1
2 < s′ ≤ s0 ≤ s′ + r0 − r′, 0 ≤ r′ ≤ r0. (11)

Using these facts, the inclusion supp κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ ∈ R−, and the standard Minkowski inequality,
we obtain initially

I1 = 2π
∫
R+

(
1 + |ξ|2)s1

∣∣(κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ ∗ v̂r′)(ξ + h)− (κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ ∗ v̂r′)(ξ)
∣∣2dξ

≤ 2π

∫
R

∣∣κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ(ζ + h)− κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ(ζ)
∣∣dζ

( ∫
R+

|v̂r′ |2(ξ)
(
1 + |ξ − ζ|2

)s1 dξ

) 1
2

2

then, using the elementary inequality
(
1+ |ξ − ζ|2)s1 ≤ c[(1+ |ζ|2)s1 + |ξ|2s1 ] (which holds

uniformly for ξ, ζ ∈ R, with some constant c > 0) and Formulas (3), (10) and (11),

I1 ≤ c
[∫

R−

(
1 + |ζ|2

) s1
2
∣∣κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ(ζ − h)− κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ(ζ)

∣∣dξ

]2

(
∥v̂r′∥2

L2(R+) + ∥v̂r′∥2
L2

s1 (R+)

)
≤ c

[∫
R−

(
1 + |ζ|2

) s1
2
∣∣κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ(ζ − h)− κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ(ζ)

∣∣dξ

]2
∥u∥2

H
s0
r0 (R)

, (12)

provided 0 ≤ s0 ≤ r0 − r′ and − 1
2 < s1 ≤ s0 ≤ s1 + r0 − r′. We note that the right hand

side of (12) tends to zero, as h → 0, as κ̂+−r′ ,ℓ ∈ L1(R+, |ξ|sdξ), for all s ≥ 0, provided r′ > 0.
(c) From parts (a) and (b) of the proof, it follows that the the unit ball of Hs0

r0 (R) is
equibounded, equitight, and equicontinuous in Hs1(R), provided s1 < s0 and 0 ≤ s0 ≤
r0 − r′, − 1

2 < s1 ≤ s0 ≤ s1 + r0 − r′, for some 0 < r′ ≤ r. Hence, on account of the
Kolmogorov–Riesz theorem, the embedding (9) is indeed compact if 0 ≤ s1 < s0 < r0. The
proof is complete.

3. Technical Estimates

The analysis of (1) relies on two technical estimates that allow us to control the linear
and nonlinear quantities appearing in the Benjamin equation. We begin with the linear part
of (1).

Let
A = −α∂x + βH∂xx + γ∂xxx

and let H be a Hilbert space over C, obtained as the completion of the Schwartz class S with
respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩H . To the couple A and H, we associate the bilinear form

QH(u, v) = ⟨Au, v⟩H , u, v ∈ S .

Passing to the Fourier images and using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, it is not difficult
to verify that

QHs0 (R)(u, v) = −QHs0 (R)(v, u), (13)∣∣QHs0 (R)(u, v)
∣∣ ≤ ∥u∥Hs1 (R)∥v∥H2s0+3−s1 (R), s0, s1 ∈ R. (14)

Furthermore, we have
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Lemma 2. For s > − 1
2 , r > 0, the bilinear form QHs

r (R)(·, ·) satisfies∣∣QHs
r (R)(u, u)

∣∣ ≤ r(1 + r2)cs
(
∥u∥2

Hs
r (R) + ∥u∥2

Hs+2r(R)
)
, (15)

with cs > 0 controlled by s > − 1
2 and the coefficients of A only.

Proof. As in Lemma 1, we prove (15) for u ∈ ReS only. The real version of (15) then
follows by a standard density argument, and the complex version follows from (5).

Assume u ∈ ReS , then (3) and (13) yield∣∣QHs
r (R)(u, u)

∣∣ = ∣∣∣⟨P+
[
[κ+r,ℓ,A]u

]
,P+[κ

+
r,ℓu]⟩H̊s(R)

∣∣∣,
where [κ+r,ℓ,A] = κ+r,ℓA−Aκ+r,ℓ is the commutator of A and κ+r,ℓ. On account of the identity
P±H = ∓iP± and the inclusion supp κ̂±−r,ℓ ⊂ R∓, we have

P+
[
[κ+r,ℓ,A]u

]
= P+

[
u · (A0κ+r,ℓ) + ∂x

[
u · (A1κ+r,ℓ)

]
+ ∂xx

[
u · (A2κ+r,ℓ)

]]
,

with
A0 = α∂x − i∂xx − γ∂xxx, A1 = 2iβ∂x + 3γ∂xx, A2 = −3γ∂x.

The last formula, combined with (11) and the interpolation inequality. (The inequality
follows directly from (7), as the complex interpolation functor [·, ·]θ is exact of exponent
θ ∈ (0, 1), see, e.g., [20] (Chapter 4).

∥u∥
H

s0(1−θ)+s1θ

r0(1−θ)+r1θ
(R)

≤ ∥u∥1−θ

H
s0
r0 (R)

∥u∥θ
H

s1
r1 (R)

, s0, s1 > − 1
2 , r0, r1 ≥ 0, θ ∈ (0, 1),

yields

∥∥∥P+
[
[κ+r,ℓ,A]u

]∥∥∥
H̊s(R)

≤ r(1 + r2)c′s
2

∑
j=0

∥∥P+
[
κ+r−1,ℓu

]∥∥
H̊s+j(R)

≤ r(1 + r2)cs

(∥∥P+
[
κ+r,ℓu

]∥∥
H̊s(R)+

∥∥P+
[
κ+r−1,ℓu

]∥∥
H̊s+2(R)

)
≤ r(1 + r2)cs

(
∥u∥Hs

r (R) + ∥u∥Hs+2r(R)
)
,

where the generic constants cs, c′s > 0 depend on s > − 1
2 and the coefficients α, β and

γ of the operator A only. The last bound, together with the standard Cauchy–Schwarz
inequality, completes the proof.

Let H be a Hilbert space employed in the definition of QH(·, ·). To control the quadratic
nonlinearity (u2)x, we define

TH(u, v, w) = 1
2 ⟨u, wvx⟩H + 1

2 ⟨v, wux⟩H , u, v, w ∈ S .

Partial integration, combined with the standard Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality, indi-
cates that ∣∣TL2(R)(u, v, w)

∣∣ ≤ ∥u∥L2(R)∥v∥L2(R)∥w∥Hs(R), s > 3
2 . (16)

In addition to (16), we have

Lemma 3. For s > 1
2 , r ≥ 0, THs

r (R)(·, ·, ·) extends to a bounded trilinear form in Hs
r (R)2 ×

Hs+1(R). In particular, we have∣∣THs
r (R)(u, v, w)

∣∣ ≤ cs,r∥u∥Hs
r (R)∥v∥Hs

r (R)∥w∥Hs+1(R), (17)
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with cs,r > 0 depending on s and r only.

Proof. (a) As in the proof of Lemma 1, we consider real valued functions only. Assume
initially that r = 0 and u, v, w ∈ ReS . Direct calculations give∣∣THs(R)(u, v, w)

∣∣ ≤ 1
2

∣∣⟨uv, wx⟩L2(R)
∣∣

+ 1
4

∫
R
|ŵ(ξ)|dξ

∫
R

∣∣|ζ|2s − |ζ − ξ|2s∣∣ · |ζ|
·
[
|û(ζ)v̂(ξ − ζ)|+ |v̂(ζ)û(ξ − ζ)|

]
dζ

+ 1
4

∫
R
|ξŵ(ξ)|dξ

∫
R

(
|ζ|2s + |ζ − ξ|2s)

·
[
|û(ζ)v̂(ξ − ζ)|+ |v̂(ζ)û(ξ − ζ)|

]
dζ.

Using the elementary estimate |ξ2s
1 − ξ2s

2 | ≤ 2s|ξ1 − ξ2|(ξ2s−1
1 + ξ2s−1

2 ) (which holds uni-
formly for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R+ and s > 1

2 ), followed by Young’s inequality (with exponents
2s > 1, 2s

2s−1 > 1) and changing the order of integration, we infer∣∣THs(R)(u, v, w)
∣∣ ≤ 1

2

∣∣⟨uv, wx⟩L2(R)
∣∣

+ 8s+1
4

∫
R
|û(ξ)||ξ|2sdξ

∫
R
|ζŵ(ζ)| · |v̂(ξ − ζ)|dζ

+ 8s+1
4

∫
R
|v̂(ξ)||ξ|2sdξ

∫
R
|ζŵ(ζ)| · |û(ξ − ζ)|dζ.

This bound, together with the elementary inequality (|ξ1| + |ξ2|)s ≤ 2s(|ξ1|s + |ξ2|s),
s ≥ 0, yields∣∣THs(R)(u, v, w)

∣∣ ≤ 1
2

∣∣⟨uv, wx⟩L2(R)
∣∣

+ (8s + 1)2s−1
∫
R
|ξŵ(ξ)|dξ

∫
R
|ζ|s|û(ζ)| · |ξ − ζ|s|v̂(ξ − ζ)|dζ

+ (8s + 1)2s−2
∫
R
|û(ξ)|dξ

∫
R
|ζ|s+1|ŵ(ζ)| · |ξ − ζ|s|v̂(ξ − ζ)|dζ

+ (8s + 1)2s−2
∫
R
|v̂(ξ)|dξ

∫
R
|ζ|s+1|ŵ(ζ)| · |ξ − ζ|s|û(ξ − ζ)|dζ.

On account of the embedding Hs(R) ↪→ L2(R), the last estimate implies∣∣THs(R)(u, v, w)
∣∣ ≤ cs,0∥u∥Hs(R)∥v∥Hs(R)∥w∥Hs+1(R), s > 1

2 , (18)

where the generic constant cs,0 > 0 depends on s > 1
2 only. By virtue of (18), the trilinear

form THs(R)(u, v, w) extends continuously to Hs(R)2 × Hs+1(R) and the case of r = 0
is settled.

(b) Next, we let s = 1 and r ∈ N and for the sake of brevity, denote u± = P±[u].
The identities

(uv)+ = u+v+ +
(
u+v− + u−v+

)+,

⟨u±, v∓⟩H̊s(R) = 0, u, v ∈ H̊s(R), s ∈ R,
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and the commutativity of Fourier multipliers P± and ∂x, combined together, give

TH1
r (R)(u, v, w) = − 1

2 ⟨wx, uv⟩L2(R)

+ Re
[
⟨(κ+r,ℓu)

+, w(κ+r,ℓv)
+
x ⟩H̊1(R) + ⟨(κ+r,ℓv)

+, w(κ+r,ℓu)
+
x ⟩H̊1(R)

]
− r Re

[
⟨(κ+r,ℓu)

+, w(κ+r−1,ℓv)
+⟩H̊1(R) + ⟨(κ+r,ℓv)

+, w(κ+r−1,ℓu)
+⟩H̊1(R)

]
+ Re

[
⟨(κ+r,ℓu)

+, w+(κ+r,ℓv)
−
x ⟩H̊1(R) + ⟨(κ+r,ℓv), w+(κ+r,ℓu)

−
x ⟩H̊1(R)

]
− r Re

[
⟨(κ+r,ℓu)

+, w+(κ+r−1,ℓv)
−⟩H̊1(R) + ⟨(κ+r,ℓv)

+, w+(κ+r−1,ℓu)
−⟩H̊1(R)

]
:= I1 + I2 − rI3 + I4 − rI5.

We estimate each term separately.
For s > 1

2 , r > 0, the embedding Hs
r (R) ↪→ Hs(R) provides

|I1| ≤ c∥u∥H1
r (R)∥v∥H1

r (R)∥w∥H2(R),

with c > 0 depending on r > 0 only. Partial integration yields the bound

|I2| ≤ c∥u∥H1
r (R)∥v∥H1

r (R)∥w∥H2(R),

with an absolute constant c > 0. To estimate I3, we pass to the frequency space and
change the order of summation. On account of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and
Formulas (2)–(6), we obtain

|I3| ≤ c∥u∥H1
r (R)

(
∥(κ+r−1,ℓv)

+∥H̊1(R)∥w∥H1(R) + ∥(κ+r−1,ℓv)
+∥L2(R)∥w∥H2(R)

)
+ c∥v∥H1

r (R)
(
∥(κ+r−1,ℓu)

+∥H̊1(R)∥w∥H1(R) + ∥(κ+r−1,ℓu)
+∥L2(R)∥w∥H2(R)

)
≤ cr∥u∥H1

r (R)∥v∥H1
r (R)∥w∥H2(R),

with a constant cr > 0 that depends on r ∈ N only.
In order to estimate I4 and I5, we note that supp û± ⊂ R± and, therefore,

∣∣⟨u+, w+v−⟩H̊1(R)
∣∣ ≤ ∫

R+

|ξŵ+(ξ)|dξ
∫ ξ

0
|(ξ − ζ)v̂−(ξ − ζ)| · |ζû+(ζ)|dζ

≤ c∥u∥H̊1(R)∥v∥H̊1(R)∥w∥H2(R),

with an absolute constant c > 0, for any u, v, w ∈ ReS . Using this fact, the elementary
identity κ+r = (−1)r ∑r

k=0 (
k
r)(−2iℓ)r−kκ−k and the embedding (6), we infer

|I4|+ r|I5| ≤ c′r∥u∥H1
r (R)∥v∥H1

r (R)∥w∥H2(R),

with a constant c′r > 0 that depends on r ∈ N only. Hence, our estimates, combined with
the standard density argument, give∣∣TH1

r (R)(u, v, w)
∣∣ ≤ c1,r∥u∥H1

r (R)∥v∥H1
r (R)∥w∥H2(R), r ≥ 0, (19)

for all u, v ∈ H1
r (R), r ∈ N, and w ∈ H2(R), with some c1,r > 0.

(c) The proof of the general case s > 1
2 , r ≥ 0, relies on the following straightforward

modification of the complex interpolation argument:
Given a regular compatible interpolation pair (H0, H1) of complex Hilbert spaces

with H := H0 ∩ H1 being dense in Hi, i = 0, 1; a regular compatible interpolation pair of
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complex Banach spaces (B0, B1), with H being dense in B := B0 ∩ B1; and the family of
trilinear forms

Tθ(u, v, w) = ⟨u, T(v, w)⟩[H0,H1]θ
+ ⟨v, T(u, w)⟩[H0,H1]θ

, θ ∈ (0, 1),

T ∈ L(Hi × Bi, Hi), i = 0, 1,

defined initially in H3 and satisfying

|Ti(u, v, w)| ≤ ci∥u∥Hi∥v∥Hi∥w∥Bi , i = 0, 1.

We claim that Tθ extends to a bounded trilinear form in [H0, H1]
2
θ × [B0, B1]θ and

|Tθ(u, v, w)| ≤ c1−θ
0 cθ

1∥u∥[H0,H1]θ
∥v∥[H0,H1]θ

∥w∥[B0,B1]θ
, θ ∈ (0, 1). (20)

To see that (20) holds, it is sufficient to note that Hi, i = 0, 1, can be realized as
completions of H with respect to the inner products ⟨·, ·⟩H0 = ⟨M·, ·⟩H and ⟨·, ·⟩H1 =
⟨I −M·, ·⟩H , where M, I −M are positive definite bounded symmetric linear maps
in H. As the complex interpolation functor [·, ·]θ is the exact of exponent θ ∈ (0, 1), the
theory of exact interpolation of Hilbert spaces (see the classical paper [23]) implies that
⟨·, ·⟩[H0,H1]θ

= ⟨M1−θ(I −M)θ ·, ·⟩H , θ ∈ (0, 1).
Further, the map

z 7→ M1−z(I −M)zu,

u ∈ H, is analytic in the strip S := {0 < Re z < 1} and is continuous and bounded in its
closure S (see, e.g., [24] for the standard results on spectral resolution of bounded normal
operators and the associated functional calculus). Hence, for fu(z), fv(z) ∈ F (H0, H1) and
fw(z) ∈ F (B0, B1) (The notation F (H0, H1) and F (B0, B1) for the spaces of vector valued
analytic functions in S, with boundary values in Hi and Bi, i = 0, 1, respectively, is standard,
see, e.g., [20]), with fu(θ) = u, fv(θ) = v and fw(θ) = w, the function

g(z) = cz−1
0 c−z

1 ⟨M1−z(I −M)z fu(z), T( fv(z), fw(z))⟩H

+ cz−1
0 c−z

1 ⟨M1−z(I −M)z fv(z), T( fu(z), fw(z))⟩H

is well defined, analytic in S and continuous and bounded in S. The last assertion allows
us to repeat verbatim the standard interpolation and density arguments (see e.g., [20])
(Theorem 4.1.2, p. 88, or 4.4.2, p. 97) and thus (20) is settled.

(d) To complete the proof of (17), we note that the scale of Hilbert spaces Hs
r (R) and the

family THs
r (R)(·, ·, ·), s > 1

2 , r ≥ 0, of the trilinear forms fall in the scope of the interpolation
argument discussed above.

Indeed, every pair (1, r) of parameters is a convex combination of points (1, 0) and
(1, n), r ≤ n ∈ N. Further, on account of (6), the endpoint spaces H1(R) and H1

n(R) satisfy
all of the density constraints imposed in item (c) above. Hence, direct application of the
interpolation identities (3) and (20) to the bounds (18) and (19) settles the claim for s = 1 and
r ≥ 0. In general, every pair (s, r) ∈ ( 1

2 , ∞)×R+ can be realized as a convex combination
of two points laying in the lines ℓ0 = ( 1

2 , ∞)× {0} and ℓ1 = {1} ×R+, respectively. Hence,
using (3) and (20) one more time, we obtain (17) for all s > 1

2 and r ≥ 0.

4. Large-x Asymptotic of Classical Solutions

Technical estimates of Sections 2 and 3 allow us to deduce the global weighted solv-
ability of (1) directly from the well-known unweighted well-posedness results, see, e.g., the
discussion in [4–6,18], the classical papers [25,26], and note that (1) is the low order pertur-
bation of the Korteweg–de Vries equation.
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Theorem 1. Assume that u0 ∈ Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R), with 1

2 < s < r and s + 2r ≥ 3. Then, for
any finite value of 0 < T < ∞, the unique global classical solution u to (1) satisfies,

u ∈ L∞([0, T]; Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R)). (21)

Proof. (a) It is well known, that for the initial data u0 ∈ Hs(R), s ≥ 3, the Benjamin equation
is classically globally well-posed (see the remark preceding Theorem 1). In particular, for
such input data and any finite value of 0 < T < ∞, we have u ∈ L∞([0, T], Hs(R)).
Furthermore, for any v ∈ L2(R)

⟨ut, v⟩L2 = QL2(R)(u, v)− 2δ⟨uux, v⟩L2(R), t ∈ (0, T], (22)

u(0) = u0, n ≥ 0. (23)

Hence, to complete the proof of Theorem 1, we need show that under the assumption
u0 ∈ Hs

r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R), the inclusion (21) holds.
(b) For the sake of brevity, for s > − 1

2 , r ≥ 0, we let

Ws
r (R) = Hs

r (R) ∩ Hs+2r(R), ⟨·, ·⟩Ws
r (R) := ⟨·, ·⟩Hs

r (R) + ⟨·, ·⟩Hs+2r(R).

On account of Lemma 1, the embedding

Ws
r (R) ↪→ L2(R), 0 < s < r, (24)

is dense and compact. Hence, for 0 < s < r, L2(R) can be realized as a completion of Ws
r (R)

with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩L2(R) = ⟨M·, ·⟩Ws
r (R), with some positive definite

bounded symmetric map M ∈ L(Ws
r (R)). It is not difficult to verify that M extends

uniquely to a symmetric positive definite bounded linear map Ms
r ∈ L(L2(R)) and that

Ms
rL2(R) ⊂ Ws

r (R). By virtue of (24), the last inclusion indicates that Ms
r, with 0 < s < r,

is compact.
(c) From part (a) of the proof, the spectrum of Ms

r is discrete, while the collection of
associated eigenfunctions {φk}k≥0 is a complete orthogonal basis in L2(R) and in Ws

r (R),
0 < s < r.

We denote Pn = span{φk}n
k=0 and let Pn : L2(R) → Pn be the associated orthogonal

projector. From the definition of Ws
r (R), for s + 2r ≥ 3

2 , we have {φk}k≥0 ⊂ H
3
2 (R).

Hence, in view of Lemma 2 and part (a) of the proof, the sequence of linear Galerkin
approximations

⟨unt, v⟩L2(R) = QL2(R)(un, v)− 2δ⟨uunx , v⟩L2(R), v ∈ Pn, (25)

un(0) = Pn[u0], n ≥ 0, (26)

is well defined.
The special choice of the orthogonal basis indicates that

⟨unt, v⟩Ws
r (R) = QWs

r (R)(un, v)− 2δ⟨uunx, v⟩Ws
r (R), v ∈ Pn. (27)

Letting v = un in (27) and using Lemmas 2 and 3, for 1
2 < s < r, we obtain

d
dt∥un∥2

Ws
r (R) ≤ 2

[
r(1 + r2)cs + 2δcs,r∥u∥Hs+2r+1(R)

]
∥un∥2

Ws
r (R). (28)

Bound (27), combined with the standard Gronwall’s inequality, indicates that

{un}n≥0 ∈ L∞([0, T]; Ws
r (R)), 1

2 < s < r, s + 2r ≥ 3
2 , (29)
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uniformly in n ≥ 0, for every finite fixed value of 0 < T < ∞. In turn, for s+2r ≥ 3, using (14),
(16), (24) and (29), integrating over the interval [0, T] and using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequal-
ity, we obtain

∥unt∥L2([0,T]×R) ≤ cT
1
2
[
1 + ∥u∥L∞([0,T];Hs+2r+1(R))

]
∥un∥L∞([0,T];Hs+2r(R)),

where the generic constant c > 0 depends on the coefficients α, β, γ, and δ of (1) only. From
the last bound, it follows that

{unt}n≥0 ∈ L2([0, T]×R), (30)

uniformly in n ≥ 0.
(d) The rest of the proof is standard. Using the uniform inclusions (29) and (30) and

passing to subsequences, we conclude that: (i) {un}n≥0 and {unt}n≥0 converge weak-∗ to
some w and wt in L∞([0, T]; Ws

r (R)) and L2([0, T]×R), respectively; (ii) un(0) converges
weakly to w(0) (and by construction, strongly to u0) in L2(R); and (iii) in view of (24),
{wn}n≥0, converges strongly in L2([0, T]×R). Passing to the weak limit in (25) and (26),
we see that for s + 2r ≥ 3,

⟨wt, v⟩L2(R) = QL2(R)(w, v)− 2δ⟨uwx, v⟩L2(R), v ∈ L2(R), (31)

w(0) = u0, (32)

Subtracting (22), (23), (31) and (32) and letting v = w − u, in view of (13) and (16), we
obtain

d
dt∥u − w∥2

L2(R) ≤ 2δ∥u∥Hs+2r+1(R)∥u − w∥2
L2(R).

As ∥u(0)− w(0)∥L2(R) = 0, Gronwall’s inequality gives ∥u − w∥L∞([0,T];L2(R)) = 0, and as
w ∈ L∞([0, T]; Ws

r (R)), (21) follows. The proof is complete.

By virtue of Theorem 1, Fourier images of classical solutions with input data u0 from
Hs

r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R), 1
2 < s < r, s + 2r ≥ 3 are regular away from the origin. Hence, the

large-x asymptotic of u(t) is controlled solely by the small ξ behavior of its Fourier image
û(t). Passing to the frequency domain in (1), we have

û(t) = etσ̂û0 − iξδ√
2π

∫ t

0
e(t−s)σ̂û∗2(s)ds, t ∈ R, (33)

σ̂(ξ) = −iαξ + iβξ|ξ| − iγξ3, (34)

where σ̂ is the Fourier symbol of operator A and ∗2 denotes the Fourier convolution square.
The large-x asymptotic of eAtu0 = F−1[e ˆtσû0] is described by

Lemma 4. Assume u0 ∈ Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R), s + 2r ≥ 3. If 1

2 < s < r − p − 1
2 , for some

positive integer p, then

eAtu0(x) = 1√
2π

p−1

∑
k=0

1
(x−αt)k+1

[〈
P+[u0], c+k (t)⟩L2(R) +

〈
P−[u0], c−k (t)⟩L2(R)

]
+ o(|x|−p), |x| → ∞, (35)

c±k (x, t) = (∓i)k+1 dk

dξk [e
±iξ(x+tξ(γξ−β))]ξ=0, 0 ≤ k ≤ p, (36)

uniformly in bounded time intervals.
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Proof. (a) We begin with some basic estimates. As u0 ∈ Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R), we have

P±[u0] = 2πP±[κ
±
−r,ℓv

±
r ], with v±r ∈ H̊s(R). Consequently,

û0(ξ) =
√

2π
[
κ̂±−r,ℓ ∗ v̂±r

]
(ξ), ξ ∈ R±, (37)

κ̂±−r,ℓ =
e−iπr/2

Γ(r) e±ℓξ(∓ξ)r−1χR∓ , ξ ∈ R, (38)

where v̂±r ∈ L2
s (R∓). The Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, (37) and (38) and assumption

1
2 < s < r − p − 1

2 , combined together, indicate that∣∣[κ̂±−r′ ,ℓ ∗ v̂±r
]
(0)

∣∣ ≤ c∥u0∥Hs
r (R), r − p ≤ r′, (39)

with c > 0, depending on s, r and r′ only. Further, on the account of (6), we have

∥u0∥H0
p(R) + ∥u0∥Hs

p(R) ≤ c∥u0∥Hs
r (R),

∥u0∥H2p(R) + ∥u0∥Hs+2p(R) ≤ ∥u0∥Hs+2r+1(R),

∥u0∥L2(R) + ∥u0∥Hs(R) ≤ ∥u0∥Hs+2r+1(R).

Consequently, for any 0 ≤ θ1, θ2, θ3 ≤ 1, with θ1 + θ2 + θ3 = 1, from the interpolation
identity (7), it follows that

∥u0∥Hθ2 ·2p
θ1 ·p

(R)
+ ∥u0∥Hs+θ2 ·2p

θ1 ·p
(R)

≤ c∥u0∥θ1
Hs

r (R)
∥u0∥θ2+θ3

Hs+2r+1(R),

for some c > 0. This estimate, combined with the definition (2)–(5) of Hs
r (R)-norm,

implies that

(±ξ)s′[κ̂±r′−r,ℓ ∗ v̂±r
]
(ξ) ∈ L2(R±) ∩ L2

s (R±), 0 ≤ r′ ≤ p, 0 ≤ s′ ≤ 2(p − r′).

From our assumption, 1
2 < s. Hence,

(±ξ)s′[κ̂±r′−r,ℓ ∗ v̂±r
]
(ξ) ∈ L1(R±), 0 ≤ r′ ≤ p, 0 ≤ s′ ≤ 2(p − r′). (40)

(b) We write

σ̂(ξ) = −iξα − iσ̂+(ξ)− iσ̂−(ξ), σ̂±(ξ) = ξ2(γξ ∓ β)χR± , ξ ∈ R.

The inclusion u0 ∈ Hs+2r+1(R) indicates that û0 ∈ L1(R). Therefore, (35) and (36), com-
bined with the Fubini–Tonelli theorem, provides

P±[eAtu0](x) = 1√
2π

∫
R±

ei(x−αt)ξ e−itσ̂±(ξ)û0(ξ)dξ

= e−iπr/2

Γ(r)

∫
R+

e−ℓξ v̂±r (±ξ)dξ
∫ ξ

0
e±i(x−αt)ζ eℓζ−itσ̂±(±ζ)(ξ − ζ)r−1dζ

= e−iπr/2

Γ(r)

∫
R+

e−ℓξ v̂±r (±ξ)K±(x, t, ξ)dξ.

Partial integration gives

K±(x, t, ξ) =
p−1

∑
k=0

(±i)k+1

(x−αt)k+1
dk

dζk

[
(ξ − ζ)r−1eℓζ−itσ̂±(±ζ)

]
ζ=0

+ (±i)p

(x−αt)p

∫ ξ

0
e±i(x−αt)ζ dp

dζ p

[
(ξ − ζ)r−1eℓζ−itσ̂±(±ζ)

]
dζ.
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Hence, from the last two formulas, we infer

P±[eAtu0](x) =
p−1

∑
k=0

(±i)k+1

(x−αt)k+1 ⟨v̂±r , ĉ±k,r⟩L2(R±) + R±
p (x, t), (41)

R±
p (x, t) = e−iπr/2

Γ(r)
(±i)p

(x−αt)p

∫
R+

e±i(x−αt)ξ dξ∫ ∞

ξ
e−ℓζ dp

dξ p

[
(ζ − ξ)r−1eℓξ−itσ̂±(±ξ)

]
v̂±r (±ζ)dζ, (42)

ĉ±k,r(ξ, t) = e−iπr/2

Γ(r) e∓ℓξ dk

dζk

[
(±ξ − ζ)r−1eℓζ−itσ̂±(±ζ)

]
ζ=0

, 0 ≤ k ≤ p. (43)

It is not difficult to verify that ĉ±k,r(ξ, t) is a linear combination of the powers (±ξ)r−1−j,
0 ≤ j ≤ k. In view of (39), this observation allows us to conclude that each inner product
appearing in (41) is finite. Differentiating and using the Faa di Bruno formula, we have

dk

dξk

[
eℓξ−itσ̂±(±ξ)

]
= eℓξ−itσ̂±(±ξ)p±2k(t, ξ),

where p±2k are polynomials of degree 2k in ξ. Hence, the inner integral in (42) can be written
as the sum of terms appearing in (40) and, consequently, is absolutely integrable in R+. On
the account of classical Lebesgue–Riemann lemma, we conclude that

R±
p (x, t) = o

(
|x|−p), |x| → ∞,

uniformly in bounded time intervals. Finally, using (41)–(43) and the elementary identities

e−iπr/2〈v̂±r , e−iπ(r−k)/2κ̂∓k−r,ℓ

〉
L2(R±)

= ik√
2π

〈
P±[u0], κ∓k,ℓ⟩L2(R), 0 ≤ k ≤ p,

after some simplifications, we arrive at (35) and (36).

As Hs
r (R) and H2s+r+1(R), with s > 1

2 , r ≥ 0 are Banach algebras (see [19]), it
follows that u(t)2 ∈ Hs

r (R)∩ H2s+r+1(R). Further, on the account of (2)–(5) and (6)–(8), we
have (u(t)2)x ∈ Hs−1

r (R) ∩ Hs+2r(R). Hence, for 3
2 < s < r − p + 1

2 , repeating verbatim
arguments of Lemma 4, we obtain

eAs(u(t − s)2)x = 1√
2π

p−1

∑
k=0

1
(x−αs)k+1

[〈
P+[(u(t − s)2)x], c+k (s)⟩L2(R)

+
〈
P−[(u(t − s)2)x], c−k (s)⟩L2(R)

]
+ o(|x|−p), |x| → ∞, (44)

uniformly in bounded time intervals.
For the sake of brevity, we let

[u]k = i
〈
P+[u]−P−[u], xk⟩L2(R) = −

∫
R
H[u](x)xkdx, k ≥ 0,

{u}k =
〈
P+[u] + P−[u], xk⟩L2(R) =

∫
R

u(x)xkdx, k ≥ 0.

The bulk asymptotic of the classical solutions to (1) is given by the following
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Theorem 2. Assume u0 ∈ Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R), with 3

2 < s < r − 9
2 . Then,

u(x, t) = [u0]0
2π(x−αt) +

[u0]1
2π(x−αt)2 +

π[u0]2+t(2πβ{u0}0+δ[u0]
2
0)

2π2(x−αt)3

+
π[u0]3−3t(2πγ[u0]0−2πβ{u0}1+δ[u0]0[u0]1)+3t2(πδβ∥u0∥2

L2(R)
−δα[u0]

2
0)

2π2(x−αt)4

+ o(|x|−4), |x| → ∞, (45)

uniformly in bounded time intervals.

Proof. (a) Directly from (35), (36) and (44), it follows that

eAtu0(x) = [u0]0
2π(x−αt) +

[u0]1
2π(x−αt)2 +

[u0]2+2tβ{u0}0
2π(x−αt)3

+ [u0]3−6tγ[u0]0+6tβ{u0}1
2π(x−αt)4 + o(|x|−4),

eAs(u(x, t − s)2)x = [(u(t−s)2)x ]0
2π(x−αs) + [(u(t−s)2)x ]1

2π(x−αs)2 + [(u(t−s)2)x ]2+2sβ{(u(t−s)2)x}0
2π(x−αs)3

+ [(u(t−s)2)x ]3−6sγ[(u(t−s)2)x ]0+6sβ{(u(t−s)2)x}1
2π(x−αs)4 + o(|x|−4),

for large values of x and uniformly in bounded time intervals. We still need to compute
moments, associated with (u(t)2)x, and the Hilbert transform.

(b) Elementary calculations and conservation of L2(R)-norm along classical trajectories
of (1) indicate that

{(u2)x}0(t) = 0, {(u2)x}1(t) = −∥u(t)∥2
L2(R) = −∥u0∥2

L2(R).

From the remark preceding formula (44), u(t) ∈ Hs−1
r (R)∩ Hs+2r(R) while by our assump-

tion r > 6. Hence, the restrictions iξ[û(t)∗2](ξ)
∣∣
R±

as well as their derivatives of orders

0 ≤ s < 11
2 extend continuously to R±. Using this fact, it is not difficult to verify that

ik−1[(u(t)2)x]k = lim
ξ→0+

dk

dξk

[
ξ[û(t)∗2](ξ)

]
− lim

ξ→0−
dk

dξk

[
ξ[û(t)∗2](ξ)

]
, k ≥ 0.

Direct calculations yield

[(u(t)2)x]0 = [(u(t)2)x]1 = 0, [(u(t)2)x]2 = − 1
π [u(t)]

2
0,

[(u(t)2)x]3 = 3
π [u(t)]0[u(t)]1.

In connection with the last formula, we note that the quantity [u(t)]0 is preserved along the
classical trajectories of (1) and, hence, [u(t)]0 = [u0] = 0. Applying the functional [·]1 to
the both sides of (1), using partial integration and the identity [(u2)x]1 = 0, we arrive at

d
dt [u]1 = α[u]0,

so that [u(t)]1 = [u0]1 + αt[u0]0. Combining all the formulas together and integrating
eAsu(x, t − s) with respect to s over [0, t], after some simplifications, (45) follows.

The proof of Theorem 2 relies on Lemma 4 with p = 4. The cases of p = 1, 2, 3 can be
treated using analogy, and the resulting asymptotic formulas are obtained by truncating (45)
at the p-th power of (x − αt)−1.

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 2, we have the following analogue of
qualitative results obtained in [18] for the Benjamin equation (see also [13–17] for the
closely related Benjamin–Ono equation).
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Corollary 1. Assume u0 ∈ Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R), with s + 2r ≥ 3.

(i) If 3
2 < s < r − 1

2 , then u ∈ C([0, T], L2
s′′(R)), for each 0 ≤ s′′ < 1

2 .
(ii) If 3

2 < s < r − 3
2 , u0 ∈ L2

s′(R) and 1
2 < s′ ≤ 3

2 , then u ∈ C([0, T], L2
s′′(R)), for each

0 ≤ s′′ < 3
2 .

(iii) If 3
2 < s < r − 5

2 , u0 ∈ L2
s′(R) and 3

2 < s′ ≤ 5
2 , then u ∈ C([0, T], L2

s′′(R)), for each
0 ≤ s′′ < 5

2 .
(iv) If 3

2 < s < r − 7
2 , {u0}0 = 0, u0 ∈ L2

s′(R) and 5
2 < s′ ≤ 7

2 , then u ∈ C([0, T], L2
s′′(R)), for

each 0 ≤ s′′ < 7
2 .

(v) If 3
2 < s < r − 9

2 , u(ti) ∈ L2
s′(R), at three distinct time points ti, i = 0, 1, 2 and s′ ≥ 7

2 , then
u(t) = 0, for all t ∈ R.

(vi) If 3
2 < s < r − 9

2 , {u0}0 = 0 and the associated nontrivial classical solution u(t) satisfies

u(t0) ∈ L2
s′(R), s′ ≥ 7

2 , at time t0 ∈ R, then u(t1) ∈ L2
s′(R), at t1 = t0 − 2{u(t0)}1

δ∥u0∥2
L2(R)

. In

particular, there exists a classical solution to (1) with t0 ̸= t1.
(vii) There exists two distinct and nontrivial classical solutions u1 and u2 of (1), satisfying u1, u2 ∈

L∞([0, T]; Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R)) and u1 − u2 ∈ L∞([0, T]; L2

s′′(R)), for each 0 ≤ s′′ < 9
2

and any finite value of 0 < T < ∞.

Proof. (a) Items (i)–(iv) follow from a direct evaluation of the coefficients appearing in (45).
In particular, in (i) [u0]0 ̸= 0, from assumptions (ii), (iii), and (iv), we have [u0]0 = 0,
[u0]0 = [u0]1 = 0 and [u0]0 = [u0]1 = [u0]2 = {u0}0 = 0, respectively.

(b) If (v) holds, then the quadratic polynomial q(t) = [u0]3 + 6t(β{u0}1 − γ[u0]0) +
6t2δβ∥u0∥2

L2(R) has three distinct real roots and, hence, vanishes identically. In particular,

this implies that ∥u0∥2
L2(R) = 0, and as the last quantity is invariant under the Benjamin

flow, ∥u(t)∥2
L2(R) = 0 for all t ∈ R.

(c) Under the assumptions of (vi), at time t0, the principal asymptotic terms in (45)
vanish identically. This implies, in particular, that

[u(t0)]0 = [u(t0)]1 = [u(t0)]2 = [u(t0)]3 = {u(t0)}0 = 0,

2(t − t0)
{u(t0)}1

δ∥u0∥2
L2(R)

+ (t − t0)
2 = 0.

Hence, u(t1) ∈ L2
s′(R), at t1 = t0 − 2{u(t0)}1

δ∥u0∥2
L2(R)

. Further, for u0 ∈ S , with d
dξ û0(0) ̸= 0, we

have t0 = 0 and {u0}1 ̸= 0. As a consequence, the associated classical solution satisfies (vi)
with t0 ̸= t1.

(d) Finally, choosing the initial data u0,i ∈ S , i = 1, 2, so that dk

dkξ
û0,i(0) = 0, k = 0, 1, 2, 3,

i = 0, 1, and ∥u0,1∥L2(R) = ∥u0,2∥L2(R), it is not difficult to verify that

[u0,i]0 = [u0,i]1 = [u0,i]2 = [u0,i]3 = {u0,i}0 = {u0,i}1 = 0, i = 1, 2.

Further, for the data from the Schwartz class S , the inclusion u0,i ∈ Hs
r (R) ∩ Hs+2r+1(R)

holds for any s, r ≥ 0. Hence, repeating the calculations of Lemma 4 and Theorem 2
verbatim, but with p = 5, we obtain

ui(x, t) =
3t2δβ∥u0,i∥2

L2(R)
2π(x−αt)4 +O(|x|−5), |x| → ∞, i = 1, 2.

The last identity yields (vii).

5. Numerical Illustration

We illustrate the main results contained in Theorem 1 and the asymptotic formula (45)
given in Theorem 2. In the Figure 1, in the left panel, we notice the asymptotic behaviour
of the solution using (45). In the right panel, we illustrate the numerical solution obtained
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via the standard Fourier pseudospectral method. Although the initial condition has an
exponential decay rate at infinity, the full solution does not sustain this feature and validates
the result presented in Theorem 1. The figures in the bottom panel represent the 3D plot
and contour plot of the solution in the complex plane obtained using formula (45). The
asymptotic behaviour of the solution (dark green) is clearly noticed away from the poles.
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0.1

1.

10.

100.

-π

-π /2
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Figure 1. (Top): Solution using asymptotic formula (45) (left); Numerical Solution (right).
(Bottom): 3D Complex Plot (left); Contour Plot in the complex plane (right).

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we have shown that, for suitably chosen initial data, the Fourier trans-
forms of classical solutions to (1) remain regular away from the origin As a result, for such
data, the large-x asymptotic of u(t) is controlled solely by the behavior of its Fourier image
û(t) near the origin, and its bulk asymptotic can be computed explicitly in terms of the
input data. The analysis of the paper and, in particular, the explicit large-x asymptotic
formula (45) yields a number of qualitative results, similar to those established earlier
in [15–18], automatically. Finally, theoretical analysis of the paper lays the foundation for
building robust numerical schemes for the Benjamin equation posed in the real line.
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