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Abstract

The continuation of solutions for the two-component Camassa-Holm system after
wave breaking is studied in this paper. The global conservative solution is derived
first, from which a semigroup and a multipeakon conservative solution are
established. In developing the solution, a system transformation based on a skillfully
defined characteristic and a set of newly introduced variables is used. It is the
transformation, together with the associated properties, that allows for the
establishment of the results for continuity of the solution beyond collision time.
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1 Introduction
Because of its capabilities of describing the dynamic behavior of water wave, the following

Camassa-Holm (CH) equation
Uy — Upyy + 3UUy = 2Uy Uy + Ullyyy, (1.1)

modeling the unidirectional propagation of shallow water waves in irrotational flow over
a flat bottom, with u(z, x) representing the fluid velocity at time ¢ in the horizontal direc-
tion, has attracted considerable attention [1-10]. The CH equation is a quadratic order
water wave equation in an asymptotic expansion for unidirectional shallow water waves
described by the incompressible Euler equations, which was found earlier by Fuchssteiner
and Fokas [1] as a bi-Hamiltonian generalization of the KdV equation. It is completely in-
tegrable [2, 3] and possesses an infinite number of conservation laws. A remarkable prop-
erty of the CH equation is the existence of the non-smooth solitary wave solutions called
peakons [2, 11]. The peakon u(t,x) = ce™*!l, ¢ # 0, is smooth except at its crest and the
tallest among all waves of fixed energy. Another remarkable fact for the CH equation is
that it can model wave breaking [2, 12], which means that the solution remains bounded
while its slope becomes unbounded in finite time [12, 13], setting it apart from the classi-
cal soliton equations such as KdV. After wave breaking, the solutions of the CH equation
can be continued uniquely as either global conservative [4—6] or global dissipative solu-
tions [7].
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Considered herein is the two-component Camassa-Holm (CH2) shallow water system
[14-16]

my +umy +2um+0opp, =0, t>0,x€R,

+(up), =0, t>0,x €R,
pr + (up) 12)
M(O’x) = Mo(x), x €R,
0(0,x) = po(x), X ER,

with ¢ =1 and m = o1u — U, 01 = 1 (or in the ‘short wave’ limit, o7 = 0), which is an ex-
tension of the CH equation by combining its integrability property with compressibility
or free-surface elevation dynamics in its shallow water interpretation [11, 17]. This system
appeared originally in [14] as could be identified with the first negative flow of AKNS hi-
erarchy, and then it was derived by Constantin and Ivanov [16] in the context of shallow
water theory, with u(x, t) representing the horizontal velocity of the fluid and p(x, ) in
connection with the free-surface elevation from equilibrium with the boundary assump-
tions # — 0 and p — 1 as |x| — oo. It is formally integrable [14—16] in the sense that it
can be written as a compatibility condition of two linear systems (Lax pair) with a spectral
parameter ¢:

1

v, =|-0c? 2+§m+ﬁ W V= —-u \I»’+lull1
xx 1Y 4 ’ t 2 xt U

It also has a bi-Hamiltonian structure corresponding to the Hamiltonian

1
H; = E/(um+(p—1)2)dx
and the Hamiltonian

H, = % /(u(p -1)% +2u(p - 1) + u® + unl) dx.

The Cauchy problem for the two-component Camassa-Holm system has been studied
extensively [18—24]. It was shown that the CH2 system is locally well posed with initial data
(1, po) € H® x H 1,5 > % [18]. The system also has global strong solutions which blow-up
in finite time [19, 21, 22] and a global weak solution [23]. However, the problem about
continuation of the solutions beyond wave breaking, although interesting and important,
has not been explicitly addressed yet. In our recent work [20], we studied the continua-
tion beyond wave breaking by applying an approach that reformulated system (1.2) as a
semilinear system of O.D.E. taking values in a Banach space. Such treatment makes it pos-
sible to investigate the continuity of the solution beyond collision time, leading to a global
conservative solution where the energy is conserved for almost all times.

It should be stressed that both global conservation and multipeakon conservation are
two important aspects worthy of investigation. To our best knowledge, however, little ef-
fort has been made in studying the multipeakon conservation associated with the CH2
system in the literature. As a compliment and extension to the previous work [20], we de-
velop a novel approach in this work to construct the multipeakon conservative solution
for the CH2 system. Different from the work [20], we reformulate the problem by utilizing
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a skillfully defined characteristic and a new set of variables, of which the associated energy
serves as an additional variable to be introduced such that a well-posed initial-value prob-
lem can be obtained, making it convenient to study the dynamic behavior of wave break-
ing. Because of the introduction of the new variables, we are able to establish the multi-
peakon conservative solution from the global conservative solution for the CH2 system.

Some related earlier works [4, 5] studied the global existence of solutions to the CH
equation. However, the system considered in this work is a heavily coupled one, in which
the mutual effect between the two components makes the analysis quite complicated and
involved as compared with the system with a single component as studied in [4, 5]. The
key and novel effort made in this work to circumvent the difficulty is the utilization of the
skillfully defined characteristic and the new set of variables, as well as careful estimates for
each iterative approximate component of the solutions, which allows us to establish the
global conservative solutions of system (1.2). It is shown that the multipeakon structure is
preserved by the semigroup of a global conservative solution and the multipeakon solu-
tion is obtained by carefully computing the convolution equations P; and Py; (i =1,...,n),
where, in contrast to the existing works, the inherent mutual effect between the two com-
ponents is well reflected.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the transforma-
tion from the original system to a Lagrangian semilinear system. The global solutions of
the equivalent semilinear system are obtained in Section 3, which are transformed into
the global conservative solutions of the original system in Section 4. Finally, we establish

the multipeakon conservative solutions for the original system in Section 5.

2 The original system and the equivalent Lagrangian system

We first present the original system. For simplicity, we consider here the associated evo-
lution for positive times (of course, one would get similar results for negative times just
by changing the initial condition # into —#). Let us introduce an operator A = (1-92)7,
which can be expressed by its associated Green’s function G = %e"’” such as Af(x) =
Gxfx) =73 [p e " If(x')dx' for all f € L2(R). Thus, we can rewrite Eq. (1.2) as a form
of a quasi-linear evolution equation:

ut+uux+8xG*(u2+%uﬁ+%v2+v)=0, t>0,x€R,
Ve + (V) + 1y =0, t>0,x€R,
u(0,x) = uo (%), x€R,
v(0,%) = vo(x), XER,

where v = p — 1. If we define P as

1 1 1 / 1 1
Pt,x)=Gx |+ -2+ =V +v =—fe_|“_x‘ W+t + v v ) (6x) dx,
27Ty 2 /e 27Ty

then Eq. (1.2) can be rewritten as

U +uu, + P, =0, t>0,x €R,
Ve+tUuvy+ vy +u, =0, t>0,x€R,
u(0,%) = uo(x), X €R,

v(0,%) = vo(x), x €R.
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Moreover, for regular solutions, we have that the total energy
E(t) = / u® + ui + v dx (2.2)
R

is constant in time. Thus, Eq. (2.1) possesses the H'-norm conservation law defined as

1/2
Il = Nl + 1vlz2 = ( [ i+ vz]dx> ,
R

where z = (4,v). Since z = (4,v) € H' x [L? N L™], Young’s inequality ensures P € H".
We reformulate system (2.1) into a Lagrangian equivalent semilinear system as follows.
Let z(t,x) = (u,v)(£,x) denote the solution of system (2.1). For given initial data y(0, §),
we define the corresponding characteristic y(¢, &) as the solution of

yt(t)g) = M(ffy(f,f)): (23)

and define the Lagrangian cumulative energy distribution H as

y(tE)
H(t, &) = / (u2 + ui + vz)(t,x) dx. (2.4)

o0

It is not hard to check that

(@ +ul +?), + (u(® + u +v%)) = (u® - 2uP) . (2.5)
Then it follows from (2.3) and (2.5) that

dH

— =@ —2uP)(s 76, 9)] .. (2.6)

Throughout the following, we use the notation

Ut,&) =u(t,yt),  VELE=v(t,ytE),  N&E)=u.(tyE)).

After the change of variables x = y(¢,&) and x’ = y(¢,&’), we obtain the following expressions

for P, and P, namely
| Y N 1 1
P(§) :P(y(g)) == / e VE-yE )I[(uz + —U§ V24 V>y§i|(é/) de’,
2 Jr 2 2
P& = Pu(y(&) = / sgn(g - &) OE, 27)
R
[(uz e by, v) ](g’) dg’
PR e '

where we have dropped the variable ¢ for simplicity and taken that y is an increas-
ing function for any fixed time ¢ for granted (the validity will be proved later). Using
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He = (u® + u2 +v*) o yy¢, we can rewrite P, and P in (2.7) as
Px(f) = _i / Sgn(g _ f/)e_ly(g)_y@/)l[HE + (u2 + 2V)yg](r§/) dg/,
R
PE)=; / DO H, 1 (L2 4 2V)ye] (€7) d
R

From the definition of the characteristic, it follows that

ut(tﬂi:) = Mt(f,y) + Mx(t!y)yt(tié) = _Px Oy(t,f;'),
‘/}(t! E) = Vt(try) + Vx(t!y)yt(tis) = _[(V + 1)Mx] Oy(tr E)r

1., 1
Ni(t,€) = uwe(£,9) + a6, )y, (8, €) = <u2 Ui+ v+ V—P) o y(t,€).

2% 2

(2.8)

(2.9)

Let us introduce another variable ¢(¢,&) such that ¢(£,&) = y(¢,&) — & (it will turn out
that ¢ € L*(R)). With these new variables, we now derive an equivalent system of equa-

tions (2.1),
s =U,
U =-Py,
V,=—(V +1)N,
N, =U?>-IN*+iV*+V-P,
H; = U?-2UP,

where P and P, are given by (2.8). Differentiating (2.10) w.r.t. § yields

Ger = U,

Ug = 1He + QU + V - Py,
Vie==VeN —(V + )N,

N = 2UU; + (V +1) Vi — NN; — Py,
Hg, = (3U? = 2P)U; — 2UP,ye,

which is semilinear w.r.t. the variables y;, Ug, Vi, N¢ and He.

System (2.10) can be regarded as an O.D.E. in the Banach space E given by

E=W xH' x [[*)NL®] x [L*NL™®] x W,

endowed with the norm

IXIe=lslw + 1Ullgn + 1V Iz + [ VIIzee + (1INl 2 + 1Nz + [ Hlw

forany X = (¢,U, V,N,H) € E. Here W is a Banach space defined as
W ={f e CRNL®R)|f € L*(R)},

with the norm ||flw = ||fllzeo) + Ilfe |l 12(x)- Note that H'(R) C W.

(2.10)

(2.11)

Page 5 of 23
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3 Global solutions of the equivalent system
In this section, we prove that the equivalent system admits a unique global solution. We
first obtain the Lipschitz bounds we need on P and P,.

Lemma 3.1 (See [5]) Let %y : E — W and Ry : E — H', or Ny : E — W be two locally
Lipschitz maps. Then the product X — R1(X)R2(X) is also a locally Lipschitz map from E
to H, or from E to W.

Lemma 3.2 For any given X = (¢c,U,V,N,H) € E, P and P, defined by (2.8) are locally
Lipschitz continuous from E to H'(R). Moreover, we have

1 1
Px§=—§H§+(P—EUZ—V)(1+§E), Pg = Po(1+ gz). 3.1)
Proof We write

P.(£) = PLX)(&) + P2(X)(8)

-5(&) , ,
_ _e i /X{Ské}e_ls_é \es‘(f )[HE + (U2 + 2v)(1+ S,E)](%./) dg/
R
es® , ,
+ T X{§’>§}€_‘S_é \e—s‘(é )[HE + (UZ +2v)(1+ S‘E)](%J) d%./’ (32)
R

where xq denotes the indicator function of a given set 2, and P!, P? are the operators
which correspond to the two terms of the last identity in (3.2). We rewrite P. as

e~s@)

PLX)(E) = - A o RX)(&), (3.3)

where R is the operator from E to L?(R) given by
RX)(E) = x(er<e1e® [He + (U +2V) (1 + c¢)].

Since the operator A (defined as in Section 2) is linear and continuous from H'(R) to
HY(R), and L*(R) is continuously embedded in H~}(R), we have A o R(X) € H'. It is not
hard to know that R is locally Lipschitz from E into L?(R) and therefore from E into H1(R).
Thus, A o R is locally Lipschitz from E to H'(R). Since the mapping X — e~¢ is locally
Lipschitz from E to W, it then follows from Lemma 3.1 that P! is locally Lipschitz from E
to H'(R). Similarly, P? is also locally Lipschitz and therefore P, is locally Lipschitz from E
to H'(R). We can obtain that P defined by (2.8) is locally Lipschitz continuous from E to
H'(R) in the same way. By using the chain rule, the formulas in (3.1) are obtained by direct
computation, see [25, p.129]. g

Theorem 3.1 Letany X = (&, U, V,N, H) € E be given. System (2.10) admits a unique local
solution defined on some time interval [0, T, where T depends only on || X ||g.

Proof To establish the local existence of solutions, one proceeds as in Lemma 3.2, then
obtains that F(X), which is defined by

1 1
F(X) = (u, -P,,—(V +1)N,U? - EN2 + E\/2 +V-pP U3 - 2up)
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with X = (¢, U, V,N, H), is Lipschitz continuous on any bounded set of E. We rewrite the
solutions of system (2.10) as

X(@) =X+ / tF(X(r)) dr. (3.4)
0

Then the theorem follows from the standard contraction argument on Banach spaces. [J

Theorem 3.1 gives us the existence of local solutions to (2.10) for initial data in E. It
remains to prove that the local solutions can be extended to global solutions. Note that
the global solutions of (2.10) may not exist for all initial data in E. However, they exist when
the initial data X = (¢, U, V, N, H) belongs to the set I', which is defined as follows.

Definition 3.1 The set I'" is composed of all (¢, U, V,N, H) € E such that

@) (.U, V,N,H)e[W>®)], (3.52)

(i) y¢>0,H: >0,y: + H: >0 almost everywhere,and lim H(§)=0, (3.5b)

E—>—-00

(iii) yeHe = yé u?+ I,[g2 + yé V2 almost everywhere, (3.5¢)
with ¢(&) = y(£) — &, where W(R) = {f € C(R) N L (R)|f; € L*(R)}.

The global existence of the solution for initial data in I" relies essentially on the fact that
the set I is preserved by the flow as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 3.3 Given initial data X = (¢,U,V,N,H) € T, for some T > 0, we consider the
local solution X(t) = (¢, U, V,N,H)(t) € C([0, T, E) of system (2.10) given by Theorem 3.1.
We have
(i) X(@)eT forallte[0,T],
(ii) y:(t,£)>0forae te[0,T) andae. & €R,
(iif) limg_ 100 H(t, &) = H(0,£00) = 0 forall t € [0, T].

Proof (i) For given initial data X = (&, U, V,N,H) € E N [W"®(R)]%, to ensure that the
solution X = (¢, U, V,N, H) of (2.10) also belongs to E N [WV*(R)]*, we have to specify
the initial conditions for (2.11). Let 2 be the following set:

Q= {€ € R||G(&)] < 1Gs oo, |Us (8)| < 1 Ue 1o,
|NE(§)] < INg ll 02, | (8)| < [ Hellzoo }-

Ve(®)] < 11 Ve e,

Note that meas(Q°) = 0. For £ € Q, we take (g¢, Us, Vi, Ne, He)(0,&) = (e, Us, Ve, N,
Hg)(é). For & € Q°, we define (g, Uz, Vi, Ng, H:)(0,£) = (0,0,0,0,0). We consider U, P
and P, as given functions in C([0, T], H!(R)), which is guaranteed by Lemma 3.2 and V,
N in C([0, T, [L*(R) N L°°(R)]). Thus system (2.11) is affine (it consists of a sum of a linear
transformation and a constant) and, therefore, by using a contraction argument, it admits
a unique local solution defined on some time interval [0, T]. Thus, for the given initial
condition X € E N [W*(R)]®, the solution of (2.10) given by Theorem 3.1 also belongs
to EN [W(R)]%, which implies that X(£) satisfies (3.5a) for all ¢ € [0, T]. We claim that


http://www.boundaryvalueproblems.com/content/2013/1/165

Wang and Song Boundary Value Problems 2013, 2013:165 Page 8 of 23
http://www.boundaryvalueproblems.com/content/2013/1/165

(3.5¢) holds for any & € @ and therefore almost everywhere. Consider a fixed § € 2 and
drop it in the notation. On the one hand, it follows from (2.11) that

(e He): = yeeHe + yeHe
= UgH; + e[ (3U* — 2P — 2AU) Uy — 2UP,ye |

= U:H + 3U° Ugy: - 2PU;y: — 2AUUy: — 2UP,y7,
and on the other hand,

271712 2 2172
(yéL[ +U; +y;V )t
=2y U + 2 Ul + 296y V2 + 22 VVy + 2U Uy,

=3U Ugy; — 2UPyy; + U:He — 2AUUy; — 2PUy .

Thus, (y:H); = (zU* + U7 + y;V?);. Notice that y: He (0) = (yzU? + UZ + yz V*)(0), which
implies that y: H (£) = (yg w*+ Uz +y§ V2)(¢) for all t € [0, T]. Thus, (3.5¢) holds. It remains
to prove that the inequalities in (3.5b) hold. Set t* = sup{t € [0, T']|ys(¢) > O forall ¢’ €
[0,£]}. Assume that t* < T. Since y¢(¢) is continuous w.r.t. £, we have y:(¢*) = 0. It fol-
lows from (3.5¢) that U;(t*) = 0. Furthermore, (2.11) implies yg.(t*) = Ug(¢*) = 0 and
Yeu(t*) = Ug,(t*) = THe(¢*). If Hg(t*) = 0, then (yg, Ug, He)(¢*) = (0,0,0), which implies
(ye, Uz, He)(t) = 0 for all £ € [0, T by the uniqueness of the solution of system (2.11). This
contradicts the fact that y:(0) + H:(0) > 0 for all £ € Q. If He(¢*) < 0, then yg(t*) < 0.
Since yg(t*) = yz(t*) = 0, there exists a neighborhood @ of t* such that yg(¢) < 0 for
all ¢ € w/{t*}. This contradicts the definition of ¢*. Hence, He(t*) > 0. We now have
Ve (£*) > 0, which conversely implies y: (£) > 0 for all ¢ € @ /{t*}, which contradicts the fact
that t* < T. Thus, we have proved y(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0, T]. We now prove that H; > 0
for all ¢ € [0, T]. This follows from (3.5c) when y¢(£) > 0. If y: (£) = 0, then U (¢) = 0 from
(3.5¢). As we have seen, H < 0 would imply that y:(¢') < 0 for some ¢’ in a punctured
neighborhood of ¢, which is impossible. Hence, Hy > 0 for all ¢ € [0, T]. Now we have
Ye(t) + He(¢) = 0 for all £ € [0, T]. If y:(t') + He(t') = O for some ¢, it then follows that
(ye, Uz, He )(t') = 0, which implies (yg, Uy, He)(t) = 0 for all £ € [0, T, which contradicts the
fact that y:(0) + Hg(0) > O for all £ € Q2. Hence, y(£) + He(£) > 0.

(ii) Define the set N = {(£,£) € [0, T'] x R|y:(t, &) = 0}. It follows from Fubini’s theorem
that

meas(N)=/meas(Ng)d$ = meas(N;) dt, (3.6)

R [0,71]

where N = {t € [0, T]|y:(t,£) = 0} and N, = {£ € R|y:(t,€) = 0}. From the above proof, we
know that for all £ € ©, N; consists of isolated points that are countable. This means that
meas(Ng) = 0. It follows from (3.6), and since meas(Q2°) = 0, that

meas(N;) =0 for almost every ¢ € [0, T'].

This implies that y¢(¢,&) > 0 for almost all £ and therefore y(¢, §) is strictly increasing and
invertible w.r.t. &.
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(iii) For any given ¢ € [0, T, since Hg(t) > 0 and H(t, &) € L*°(R), we know that H (¢, 00)
exist. We have

H(t,&) = H(0,£) + /Ot(u3 -2PU)(7,£)dr. (3.7)

Let £ — £o00. Since U, P are bounded in L*([0,T] x R) and lim;_, 1o, U(£,€) = 0 as
U(t,-) € H'(R), it then follows from (3.7) that H(¢, +00) = H(0, +00) for all ¢ € [0, T]. Since
X €T, it follows that H(0,+00) = 0 for all £ € [0, T']. O

Theorem 3.2 For any initial data X = , u, \_/,N,I:I) e T, there exists a unique global
solution X(t) = (y,U, V,N,H)(t) € CX(R*, E) for system (2.10). Moreover, for all t > 0, if we
equip I with the topology endowed with the E-norm, then themap S, : ' — T" X R* defined
as

5:(X) = X(2)
is a continuous semigroup.

Proof Let (¢,U,V,N,H) € C([0,T],E) be a local solution of (2.10) with initial data
(¢,U,V,N,H). To obtain the global existence of solutions, it suffices to show that

S[léf; ) |s(-), U, -), Ve, -), N, ), H(z-) |, < oc. (3.8)

Since H(t, &) is an increasing function w.r.t. £ forall tand limg_, oo H(Z, &) = limg_, oo H(0, &),
we have sup,c(o 1) [H(t, )12 ®) = | H || oo (z) < 00. We consider a fixed ¢ € [0, T) and drop it
for simplification. Since U (€) = 0 when y¢(€) = 0, and y¢(£) > O for a.e. &, it follows from
(3.5¢) that

3
W) =2 f U(E ) U (E) dE’ =2 / U Us (¢) ds’
—00 {§/<&ye (£7)>0}

< f (yeU? + Uz 1ye) (&) dE’ < / Hg (¢') d&' = H(§),
{£/<&yg (£7)>0} R
which implies

sup [Pt )| oo = sup [HE )| joo gy = 1H 2o < 00,
te[0,T) te[0,T)

and therefore

sup H L[(t,-)”LOQ < 00.
te[0,T)

We can obtain from the governing equation (2.10) that

|5(6,6)| <[5(0,8)| + sup U], T-
te[0,T)
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Thus, sup,cjo,7) ()L < co. The governing equation (2.10) also implies that
SUpeio,7 |l V(t, )|l < 00 and SUP¢e[0,T) IN(t, )|z < 00.
From the identity H; = (U? + U? + V?)yg, we can deduce that
|(U? +2V)ye| < (WP + V? +1)ys < He + s,

which implies that

1
1Pyl < 5
2

/e—\y@)—y(s/)\[Hs + (U +2V)y:](8) dg/}
R

1
< =

/e—\y@)—y(s/)\[ZHS 4 ye)()) de’
R

< C( sup HH(t,-)”LOO(R) + sup ”g(t,~)HLDQ> < 00.
te[0,T) te[0,T)

Therefore, || Pz < co. Similarly, we obtain || Ps||;2 < 0o and the bounds hold for P. Let
Z@) = U, )| o+ |Uet, ) o+ [VE 2+ NG 2+ [ 66 @) 2+ [He @] -

After taking the L2-norms on both sides of (2.10) and (2.11), we obtain
t
Z(t) < Z(0) + C/ Z(t)dt.
0

It follows from Gronwall’s lemma that sup,(o 1) Z(£) < 00, which implies that S, is a con-
tinuous semigroup by the standard O.D.E. theory. g

4 Global solutions for the original system
We transform the global solution of the equivalent system (2.10) into the global conserva-
tive solution of the original system (2.1) in this section. It suffices to establish the corre-
spondence between the Lagrangian equivalent system and the original system.

We first introduce a set G as the set of relabeling functions defined by

G= {f is invertible|f — Id and f~* — Id both belong to W1’°°(R)},
where Id denotes the identity function. For any « > 1, we define the subsets G, of G as

Go = {f € GIIf = 1d llwaooe) + [ =1d] oy < @},

with a useful property: If f € G, (¢ > 0), then 1/(1 + @) < fi <1+ « almost everywhere.
Conversely, if f is absolutely continuous, f — Id € L*(R) and there exists ¢ > 1 such that
1/c < f: < c almost everywhere, then f € G, for some o depending only on ¢ and ||f -
Id || zo(r). We now define the subsets F and F, of I' such that

F={X=(UV,H) el|y+HeG},

F,={X=0,UV,H) eT|y+HeG,}.

Page 10 of 23
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With the above useful property of G, it is not hard to prove that the space F is preserved
by the governing equation (2.10).

Notice that the map ® : G x F — F given by ®(f, X) = X o f defines a group action of G
on F, we then consider the quotient space F/G of F w.r.t. the group action. The equivalence
relation on F is defined as: for any X, X’ € F, if there exists f € G such that X' = X o f, we
claim that X and X’ are equivalent. We denote the projection I1: F — F/G by I1(X) = [X].
For any X = (y,U,V,N,H) € F, we introduce the map K : F — F, given by K(X) =X o
(y + H)™L. Tt is not hard to prove that K(X) = X when X € Fy, and K(X o f) = K(X) for any
X € F and f € G. Hence, we can define the map K :F/G — F, as K([X]) = K(X) for any
representative [X] € F/G of X € F. For any X € Fy, we have K o TI(X) = K(X) = X. Hence,
Ko Ijg, = Idjg,. Note that any topology defined on F is naturally transported into F/G
by this isomorphism, that is, if we equip Fy with the metric induced by the E-norm, i.e.,
dry(X,X') = | X = X'|| for all X, X" € Fy, which is complete, then for any [X], [X'] € F/G,
the topology on F/G is defined by a complete metric given by dr,([X], [X']) = | K(X) -
KXe.

For any initial data X € F, we denote the continuous semigroup with the solution X ()
of system (2.10) by S: F x R* — F. As we indicated earlier, Eq. (2.1) is invariant w.r.t.
relabeling. That is, £ > 0, S;(X o f) = S;(X) o f for any X € F and f € G. Thus, the map S, :
F/G — F/G defined by S:([X]) = [S:X] is valid, which generates a continuous semigroup.

To derive the correspondence between the Lagrangian equivalent system and the orig-
inal system, we have to consider the space D, which characterizes the solutions in the

original system:
D ={(z,w)lz € H'(R) x [L*(R) x L®(R)] and pac = (4 + 1} +v*) dx},

where z = (i, v) and p is a positive finite Radon measure with . as its absolute continuous
part.

We now establish a bijection between F/G and D to transport the continuous semigroup
obtained in the Lagrangian equivalent system (functions in F/G) into the original system
(functions in D).

We first introduce the mapping M, which corresponds to the transformation from the
Lagrangian equivalent system into the original system. In the other direction, we obtain
the energy density p in the original system, by pushing forward by y the energy density
H; dE in the Lagrangian equivalent system, where the push-forward f4v of a measure v by

a measurable function f is defined by
fev(B) = v(f1(B))
for all Borel set B. Let (z, 1) be defined as

z(x) = Z(£) for any & such that x = y(§), (4.1a)

= yy(H d§), (4.1b)

where z(x) = (4, v)(x), Z(§) = (U, V)(§). We have that (z, u) € D, which does not depend on
the representative X = (y, U, V,N,H) € F of [X] we choose. We denote by M : F/G — D
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the mapping to any [X] € F/G and (z, 1) € D given by (4.1a) and (4.1b), which transforms
the Lagrangian equivalent system into the original system.

We are led to the mapping L : D — F/G, which conversely transforms the original system
into the Lagrangian equivalent system defined as follows.

Definition 4.1 For any (z, 1) € D, let

y(€) = sup{ylu(-00,y) + y < £}, (4.22)
U)=uoyé), V() =voy(§), N(&) = u, 0 y(&), (4.2b)
H()=§ (), (4.2¢)

where z = (u,v). We define L(z, 1) € F/G as the equivalence class of (y, U, V,N, H).

Remark 4.1 Note that X = (y, U, V,N, H) € E, which satisfies (3.5a)-(3.5c) from the def-
inition of y, U, V, N, H in (4.2a)-(4.2c). Moreover, by the definition (4.2c), we have that
y+H=1d. Thus, X = (y,U,V,N,H) € F,.

We claim that the transformation from the original system into the Lagrangian equiva-
lent system is a bijection.

Theorem 4.1 The maps M and L are invertible, that is,
LoM =1dgq, MoL=1Idp.

Proof Let [X] € F/G be given. We consider X = (y,U, V,N,H) = K([X]) for a represen-
tative of [X] and (z, ) given by (4.1a) and (4.1b) for this particular X. From the defini-
tion of K, we have X € Fy. Let X = (, U, V,N,H) be the representative of L(z, ;1) in Fy
given by (4.2a)-(4.2c). To derive L o M = Idg/q, it suffices to show that (3, U, V,N,H) =
(y,U,V,N,H). Let

g(x) = sup{& € R|y(€) <x}. (4.3)

Using the fact that y is increasing and continuous, it follows that

y(g)) =« (4.4)

and y((-00,x)) = (=00, g(x)). From (4.1b) and since H(—00) = 0, for any x € R, we get

g(x)
wloom) - [ o Heds = [ Heds = H(g)
yH((—o0x —00
Since X € Fy and y + H = 1d, we have
w((=00,%)) +x = g(x). (4.5)

From the definition of ¥, it follows that

5(§) = sup{x € Rigx) <& }. (4.6)
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For any given & € R, using the fact that y is increasing and (4.4), it follows that y(§) < y(§).
If (&) < y(&), there then exists x such that (§) < x < y(§) and (4.6) implies that g(x) > &.
Conversely, since y is increasing, we have x = y(g(x)) < y(§), which implies that g(x) < &.
This is a contradiction. Hence, we have that y = y. Since y + H = 1d, it follows directly from
the definitions that H = H, i/ = U, V = V and N = N. Hence, L o M = Idg/g.

Let (z, ) € D be given and (y, U, V,N, H) be the representative of L(z, u) in Fy given by
(4.2a)-(4.2¢). Then, let (z, t) = M o L(z, ). Let g be defined as before by (4.3). The same
computation that leads to (4.5) now gives

a((=00,x)) +x = g(x). (4.7)

Given £ € R, we consider an increasing sequence x; converging to (&), which is guaranteed
by (4.2a), and such that p((-00,%;)) + x; < §. Let i tend to infinity. Since F(x) = p((—00,x))
is lower semi-continuous, we have u((—00,y(£))) + y(§) < &. Take & = g(x) and then we get

p((=00,%)) +x < g(x). (4.8)

By the definition of g, there exists an increasing sequence §; converging to g(x) such that
y(&;) < x. It follows from the definition of y in (4.2a) that u((—00,x)) + x > &;. Passing to the
limit, we obtain p((-00,x)) + x > g(x) which, together with (4.8), yields

n((=00,%)) +x = g(x). (4.9)

We obtain that ft = u by comparing (4.9) and (4.7). It is clear from the definitions that
z=z.Hence, (z, 1) = (z, ) and M o L = 1dp. O

Our next task is to transport the topology defined in F/G into D, which is guaranteed
by the fact that we have established a bijection between the two equivalent systems and
then obtained a continuous semigroup of solutions for the original system.

Let us define the distance dp on D as

dD((Z’ :U«), (E, /1)) = dF/G (L(Zr ,IL), L(E’ ﬂ)),

which makes the bijection L between D and F/G into an isometry. Since F/G equipped
with dF,g is a complete metric space, it is not hard to know that D equipped with the metric
dp is also a complete metric space. For each ¢ € R, we define the mapping T;: D — D as

T, = MS,L.

Theorem 4.2 Given (z, 1) € D, if we denote t — (z, u)(£) = T(z, i) the corresponding tra-
jectory, then z = (u,v) is a weak solution of the two-component Camassa-Holm equations
(2.1), which constructs a continuous semigroup. Moreover, | is a weak solution of the fol-
lowing transport equation:

te + (up)y = (4 — 2Pu) . (4.10)
Furthermore, we have

wOR) = w(O)R) forallt (4.11)
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and

HOR) = e O® = [ 20)[%,

= Hu(t)”f_[1 + ”v(t) ||i2 = u(0)(R) foralmost all t. (4.12)
Thus, the unique solution described here is a conservative weak solution of system (2.1).

Proof To prove that z = (4, v) is a weak solution of the original system (2.1), it suffices to
show that, for all ¢ € C*°(R* x R) with compact support,

/ (—uep; + uuyd)(t,x) dx dt = —/ (Pxd)(t,x) dx dt,
R* xR R* xR (413)

/ (=veps + uv,@)(t,x) dx dt = —/ [(v + l)uxq)](t, x)dx dt,
R*xR

R*xR

where P, is given by (2.1). We denote by the solution (y, U, V,N, H)(¢) of (2.10) a represen-
tative of L(z(t), u(£)). On the one hand, since y(¢, €) is Lipschitz and invertible w.r.t. £ for
almost all £, we can use the change of variables x = y(¢,§), then we get

/ (—ud; + uuyd)(t,x) dx dt
Rt xR
= fR . R[—(Uys)(t, £)pe(t,(8,8)) + (UUE) (1, E)p(t, ¥(t,€)) ] dE dt. (4.14)

Since y; = U and yg, = U, it then follows from (2.10) that

/R § R[-Uyscm(t,y) + UU:p(t,y)] dE dt

1

-3 Tsenle =) O+ (12 20 €)

o (6, y(&))ye (€) dE' dE dt. (4.15)

On the other hand, using the change of variables x = y(¢,&) and »’ = y(¢,£'), and since y is
an increasing function, we have

—/ (Pxp)(t,x) dx dt
Rt xR

1

) /R+ o |:sgn(‘§ —£)e VO (u2 + %uﬁ + %vz + v)](t,y(i;‘/))
<@ (6(6))ye (8)7: (§) d dt dit.

It follows from the identity (3.5c) that

- / (Pxd)(t,x) dx dt
Rt xR

1

= 1 /R+ RZ{Sgn(E _s’)e—ly(S)—y(S’)l[HE n (Uz s ZV)yg]}(g’)

- (t,9(8))ys (§) dE' dé dt. (4.16)

Page 14 of 23
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By comparing (4.15) and (4.16), we know that

[ e+t dsdi=- [ @a)endua

R*XR R* R

Thus, the first identity in (4.13) follows directly from (4.14) and the second identity in
(4.13) follows in the same way. It is not hard to check that () is the solution of (4.10).
From the definition u in (4.1b), we can get that

MR = fR H, d = H(t,00),

which is constant in time from Lemma 3.3(iii). Thus, we have proved (4.11).
Since y: (¢, &) > 0 a.e. for almost every & € R, it then follows from (3.5¢) that

w(t)(B) = / H; d& = / (U + Uz ly; + V?)ye dE (4.17)
yL(B) y1(B)

for any Borel set B. Since y is one-to-one and u, o yy¢ = U almost everywhere, then (4.17)
implies that

u(t)(B) = /(u2 + ui + Vz)(t,x) dx.
B
Thus, (4.12) holds and the proof is completed. d

5 Multipeakon solutions of the original system
We derive a new system of ordinary differential equations for the multipeakon solu-
tions which is well posed even when collisions occur in this section, and the variables
(y,U,V,N,H) are used to characterize multipeakons in a way that avoids the problems
related to blowing up.

Solutions of the two-component Camassa-Holm system may experience wave breaking
in the sense that the solution develops singularities in finite time, while keeping the H*
norm finite. Extending the solution beyond wave breaking imposes significant challenge

as can be illustrated in the case of multipeakons given by

ut,x) =y pi()e ), (5.1)

i=1

where (p;(t), q:(t)) satisfy the explicit system of ordinary differential equations

pi= Y pipsen(q; — gp)e 7, (5.2)
gi = Z}ilp,»e‘|qi‘q/|. ’
Peakons interact in a way similar to that of solitons of the CH equation, and wave breaking
may appear when at least two of the g; coincide. Clearly, if the g; remain distinct, system
(5.2) allows for a global smooth solution. In the case where p;(0) has the same sign for all
i=1,2,...,n, the ¢;(t) remain distinct, and (5.2) admits a unique global solution. In this
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case, the peakons are traveling in the same direction. However, when two peakons have
opposite signs, collisions may occur, and if so, system (5.2) blows up.
We consider initial data z = (i, V) given by

w(x) = 3o, pie” 7, (5.3)
v(x) =Y 1 el .
Without loss of generality, we assume that the p; and r; are all nonzero, and that the &; are
all distinct. From Theorem 4.2 we know that there exists a unique and global weak solution
with initial data (5.3), and the aim is to characterize this solution explicitly. We consider
the following characterization of multipeakons. The multipeakons are given as continuous
solutions # defined on intervals [x;,x;,1] as the solutions of the Dirichlet problem

U— Uy =0, u(x;) = u;, u(Xie1) = Uir1,

where the variables x; denote the position of the peaks, and the variables u; denote the
values of u at the peaks. In the following, we will show that this property persists for con-
servative solutions.

Let us define X = , U,V,N,H) as

y() =&, (5.4a)

U) = u(), (5.4b)

V(€)= (&), (5.4¢)

N(§) = i(8), (5.4d)
&

H(E) = / (u* + 2 +v*) dx, (5.4€)

which is a representative of z = (&, v) in the Lagrangian equivalent system, that is, X] =
L(z, (#® + % + V*) dx). Let A = R\{&,,...,&,}. We claim that the functions I/, V, N and H
belong to C2(A) and even belong to C*(A), as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 5.1 For given initial data X = (y, U, V,N,H) € F such that X € [C*(A))°, the asso-
ciated solution X = (y, U, V, W, H) of (2.10) belongs to C(R*,[C?(A)]%).

Proof To prove this lemma, one proceeds as in Theorem 3.1 by using the contraction ar-

gument. The Banach space E is replaced by
E-En[C@],
endowed with the norm
X1 E = 1XI1E + ly = Id [ w20 (a) + [ U I w2ee () + 1V Il w2ooa) + 1N lTw2ee ) + 1H w200 )

It suffices to show that P and P; are Lipschitz from bounded sets of E into H'(R) N C2(A).
Given a bounded set B = {X € E|[|X||z < C}, where Cj is a positive constant, it follows
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from Lemma 3.2 that
| Px(X) = Px(X) |y = CIX = Xl < CIX = X[

for a constant C depending only on Cg. From the derivative of P, given by (3.1) and
Lemma 3.1, we have that P, is locally Lipschitz from E into C'(A). Similarly, we obtain

the same result for P. We compute the derivative of P; and P,z on A as follows:

Pyuse = —Hge/2 + (Pyye — UUs — Ve)ye + (P = U?/2 = V) yse, 65
Pee = —Heye/2+ (P—U*/2 = V)y; + Pyyee.

Since Pg; and Pyz¢ are locally Lipschitz maps from E into C(A), we have that P and P; are
locally Lipschitz from E into C%(A). The local solution of (2.10) in E then can be obtained
by the standard contraction argument. As we know, as far as global existence is concerned,
| X1l 1.0 (z) does not blow up with initial data in WL(R) (see Lemma 3.3(i)). Forany £ € A,
we have that

Yeer = Uge,

1 1.5
Uggs = EHgs — (Pyys —UUz — Vi)ys — | P~ iu =V )yee
Viegr = =VeeN = 2VeNg — VNge — N,

1
Neg = 2U7 +2UU; —NZ =NNge + Vi + VVig + Vi + EHE%E (5.6)

P-iw2_v)ip
- - 2 - .y%’ + xY&E>
Hegy = (3U* — 2P) Uy — 2UP,yg + 6LILIE — 4UL Dy

+ UHgye — 2UPY; + Uy} + 2U VY.

System (5.6) is affine w.r.t. yeg, Uzg, Vi, Nee, Hee. Hence, on any interval [0, T'), we have

t
“Xff(t' ')”LOO(A) = ||X€$(O' ')”LOC(A) +C+ C«/o HXéE(T’ ')”LOO(A) dr,

where C is a constant depending only on sup, (o 7y | Xl w1.0c(z), which is bounded. Thus
IX 1l w2.00(4) does not blow up from Gronwall’s lemma, and therefore the solution is globally
defined in E. O

Theorem 5.1 Let the initial data be given in (5.3). The solution given by Theorem 4.2

satisfies u — uy, = 0 between the peaks.
Proof Assuming that y;(t,£) # 0, we have

ﬂ) 1 Ugeye —yesUs

U,
Mxoy:_é’ uxx0y=< B 3
Je Ye JeVe Ve
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Hence,

(U = thy) 0y = (U} — Useye +yee Ue ) 13- (5.7)
Let

M = Uy} — Ugeye + yee Us. (5.8)

For a given £ € A, differentiating (5.8) w.r.t. £, we obtain, by using (2.10), (2.11) and (5.6),
that

dM/dt = BUyzye + Uy} — Userye — Useyer + YeedUs + yee Uy
= =Py} + 3y; Ul — Heeye /2 + (Qy; — UU; + AU — Ve)y;
+ (P = U2 = V)yeeys — Use Us + Uge Uy + yee[He /2 + (U*/2 + V - P) ye |

= 2UUgy§—H§gyg/2+H§ygg/2— Vg_)/é. (5.9)
We differentiate (3.5c) w.r.t. & and get
YeeHs +yeHee = 296y U° + 2 Ul + 2Ug U + 296yee V> +29; VVe. (5.10)

After inserting the value of y: Hg¢ given by (5.10) into (5.9) and multiplying the equation
by y¢, we obtain that

ye - dM/dt = Uley; + Uyge — Us Ugeye.
It follows from (3.5¢c) and since y;; = U that
Ye - dM/dt = Yer - M. (511)

We claim that M/y; is C' in time. Indeed, we have

U, YeeUs  yeeNHe (X, Xe, Xee)
—=Uy§—LI§§+—=Uy§—LI5§+ + =
Ve Ve e+ He  ye + H Ye + H;

for some polynomial /. Since X € CY(R,E), we have X, X¢ and X are C! in time. Since
X(¢) remains in T for all £, from (3.5b), we have y; + H; > 0 and therefore 1/(ys + H) is C*
in time, which implies that M/y; is C! in time. For any time ¢ such that y¢(¢) # 0, we have

d (A_/[) _ Miye — yeeM -0

dt \ ys Vi

Hence,

M(t,§) = K(§)y:(t,§)
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for some constant K (&) independent of time. This leads to

J’?(u - uxx) oy= 1((5),

which corresponds to the conservation of spatial angular momentum. For the multi-
peakons at time ¢ = 0, we have ¥(0,&) = § and (u — u,,)(0,&) = 0 for all § € A. Hence,

Mlye(t,€) =0 (5.12)
for all time ¢ and all £ € A. Thus, (1 — uy,)(¢,€) = 0. O

For solutions with multipeakon initial data, we have the following result: If y:(¢,£)
vanishes at some point £ in the interval (£;,&;;), then ¥e(t, &) vanishes everywhere
in (§;,&;41). Furthermore, for the given initial multipeakon solution z(x) = (&,v)(x) =
L, pie 5L e, Tet (3, U, V, N, H) be the solution of system (2.10) with ini-
tial data (3, U, V, N, H) given by (5.4a)-(5.4e), then between adjacent peaks, if x; = y(¢,£;) #
%111 = ¥(t,&i41), the solution z(f,x) = (u,v)(¢, %) is twice differentiable with respect to the
space variable, and for x € (x;,x;,1), we have that (u — u,,) = 0.

We now start the derivation of a system of ordinary differential equations for multi-
peakons.

Foreachi=1,2,...,n, we have, from (2.10), that

dy;/dt = u;,
dul/dt = —le’,
davildt = —(v; + Duy;, (5.13)

duldt = u? —u2/2 + v} /2 +v; = P;,

dH;/dt = u? — 2u;P;,

where (Yir Uiy Vi, Mxi’Hi) = ()/, u, V»N:H)(t, gi)r P; = P(t¢ Ei)) P, = Px(tr gi)’ feSPECtiVelY' BY us-
ing the change of variables x = y(¢, &), P; and P,; can be rewritten as

P;=1/2- /e“y"”“ (u? +u2/2 +V*/2 +v) dx,
K (5.14)
P,=-1/2- / sgn(y; — x)e i~ (u2 + ui/Z +12/2 + v) dx.
R

Forx € [y, y11],i=1,2,...,n—1, we write z = (u,v) as

A;e* + Bie™

= (W) - Toe ), (5.15)
v(x) Cie* + Die™

The constants A;, B;, C; and D; depend on u;, u;,1, Vi, viy1, ¥; and y;,; and read

A e it Su; 3 i it Su;
i = + — ) i = A - . )
2 | cosh(8y;)  sinh(8y;) 2 [ cosh(8y;) sinh(dy;)

(5.16)

c e ;i Sv; o & Vi 8v;
i = + ) i = T~ - )
) cosh(8y;)  sinh(8y;) ) cosh(8y;)  sinh(8y;)
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where

1 1
Vi = =i + Yir1) 8yi = =i — Yis1)s
Yi =5 0i+yin) Y z(y Yis1)

_ 1 1
U= E(ui + Uis1), Su; = E(ui — Uis1), (5.17)

_ 1 1
Vi= E(Vi + Vi), dv; = 5(1&' —Vis1)-

The constants A;, B;, C; and D; uniquely determine z = (1, v) on the interval [y;, y;,1]. Thus,

we can compute

Ji+l
(SHZ‘ :Hi+1_Hi:/ (I/l2 +M§+V2) dx
Vi

= 21’4? tanh(8y;) + 2814? coth(8y;) + 17? tanh(8y;)

+ 51/? coth(8y;) + 4C;D;8y;. (5.18)

At this point, we can get some more understanding of what is happening at the time of
collision. Let t* be the time when the two peaks located at y; and y;,; collide, i.e., such that
lim;_, ;« 8y;(t) = 0. The function z = (&, v) remains continuous because the solution z = (1, v)
remains in H' x [L2 N L] for all time, thus we have lim,_, s+ §1;(¢) = lim,_, = 8v;(¢) = 0. Still,
A, Bi, C; and D; may have a finite limit when ¢ tends to £*. However, the first derivative
blows up, which implies lim;_, ;+ B; = —lim,_, + A; = 00 and lim,_, ;+ D; = —lim;_, ;+ C; = 00.
Thus §u; and 8v; tend to zero but slower than §y;. In fact, if we let ¢ tend to t* in (5.18), to
first order in 8y;, we obtain

V 28u? + 8} = \/SH; - /8y; + o(8yy),

which implies that du; and 8v; tend to zero at the same rate as 4/8y;. We now turn to the
computation of P; given by (5.14). Let us write z = (&, v) as

z(t,x) = (u(t,x),v(t,x))

n n
= (Z(Ajex + B,-e_x) X(ijyjﬂ)(x)’ Z(Cjex + Dje_x)X(W/+1)(x))'

Jj=0 Jj=0

We have set yg = —00, Y41 = 00, Ug = Ups1 =0, Vo = V1 =0, Ag = e, By =0, A4, =0,
B, =u,e" and Cy =vie,Dy =0, C, =0, D, =v,e". We have

1 1 “\/3 3
2 2 2 22 2 -2
W Ut SV V= ].E_O (iAje ¥+ A;B; + gBje *
1 2 2x 1 2 —2x X —X
+§Cje +C,'Dj+§DI.e +Gie* + Die™ | X(.950)- (5.19)
Let
1 ifi>j,

-1 ifi<j.
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Inserting (5.19) into (5.14), we obtain

I (2% 3 3
L —kij(yi—x) [ 2 A2 ,2x R.. 2R2,-2x
P; = ngy, e <2A/e +A,B,+sze

1 1
+ EC}.Zezx +CD; + ED}ge-zx +Cie* + Dje”‘) dx.

From (5.16) and (5.18), we get

2 e S ) - : 2 2
Af = S1r1h27(28)}])[% sinh*(8y;) + 2u;8u; sinh(8y;) cosh(8y;) + Su; cosh ((Syj)]
e

= m [ﬁf tanh(8y;) + 2;8u; + 5uf coth(8y))],

2 e =2 = 2
B} = m[% tanh(8y;) — 2u:8u; + Su; coth(8y))],

AB; = [24] tanh(8y;) — 28u; coth(8y))],

4-sinh(25y;)

—2y;
2 e

2= m [1712 tanh(8y;) + 2v;8v; + 81/]2 coth(8y))],

2,
2 e

- 72 ) — 29:8v: 2 )
D; = M[V}- tanh(8y;) — 2v;8v; + 8v; coth(8y))],

-_— _2 . p— 2 .
C}Dl = m[Q,V] tanh(Syl) 251/] COth((Sy])].

It then follows from (5.21)-(5.26) that

e ki . okijd

Yj+1
kUi p 22X e = 7
fy. ¢ i€ X (2 + k) sinh(23y)

sinh((2 + k,»,»)(Sy,»)

. [5{]2 tanh(5y/) +2u8u; + Suf coth(Sy;)],

e ki . ki

Jj+1
—kij0i=%) B2 p=2% [
/ ¢ 7€ T (k; — 2) sinh(28))

Yj

smh((k,] - 2)6_)//)

. [L't}2 tanh(8y;) — 2u;6u; + 8u}-2 coth((Syj)],

e ki . gkijdj

— &inh((2 +k;)8y;
(2 + ky) sinh(25y,) " (@ + ko)

Jj+1 X 2 9
/ e ’l(”‘x)Cj e“dx =

Yj
. [17]2 tanh(8y;) + 2v;8v; + 81/12 coth(Sy/)],

e~ ki . okijdj

(kg —2) sinh(2ayy (K = 2)8%)

Jj+1
/ e_k"f(”‘x)Dfe_zx dx =
Yj

. [1712 tanh(8y;) — 2;0v; + (Svf coth((Sy,»)],

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)

(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)

(5.30)
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Y+l —kijyi . okijyj
/ e’k’i(”i_x)Aij dx = e'—e sinh(8y)
y/. 2sinh(248y;)
- [24] tanh(8y)) — 28u; coth(8y))], (5.31)

Vil e ki . ki
k0 CD. dx = ——— sinh(8y;
/ ¢ i 2sinh(28y;) sinh(3y,)

. [217]2 tanh(8y;) — 281/142 coth(Sy/)]. (5.32)

Therefore, the above formulas (5.27)-(5.32) imply that

b i e ki . ki
i = = 4-COSh(8yj)

{ [L'tlz tanh(8y;) + (Suf coth(éy,»)] -2 coshz(Syj)
+ 4k;itdu; sinh®(8y;) + 2u% tanh(8y;) + gsinh2(8 ) - [172 tanh(8y;) + 8v* coth(s 4)]
ijUjOU; Vi i Jj 3 Jj i Jj i Jj
+ é/(4-_-8 ;sinh?(8y;) + 2v? tanh(8y,)
3 ijVjovj Vi f Vi

+ 2[17,» — k;jdv; coth(Sy,')] -8y + [17,' sinh(8y)) + k;j6v; cosh(Syj)] . ZCosh(Sy,»)},

which can also be written in the following form
P = Z Py (5.33)
j=0

with

TuleN Vi Syl Vi 4 Ly Vi, forj=0,
i i) ) h 2 h h2 k11 . h2
m{[ui tanh(8y;) + Su; cot (8y)] - 2 cosh™(8y)) + 4k;it;8u; sinh(8y;)
+ 212}2 tanh(8y;) +  sinh*(8y;) - [17142 tanh(8y;) + 81/12 coth(8y;)]
+ %k,»,»f/j(Sv/ . sinh2(8y,-) + 217/2 tanh(8y;) + 2[v; — k;év; coth(8y;)] - 8y;

+ [V;sinh(8y;) + kydv; cosh(8y;)] - 2cosh(8y;)}, forj=1,...,n—1,

1,2 yi— 12 yimym o 1y oyi- ;
U, @7+ V@i 4 2y, @, forj=n.

We compute P;, in the same way and obtain
n
Py==Y kyPy. (5.34)
j=0

Now we can summarize the result as follows.

Theorem 5.2 Let ; = &;, (ity, Vi, ihy;) = (it, v, iky)(€;) and H; = f_io(itz + U2 + V*)dx for i =
1,...,n with a multipeakon initial data z = (4, v) given by (5.3). Then with initial data
(i» ihis Vi iy H;) there exists a global solution (y;, u;, vi, uxi, H;) of (5.13), (5.33), (5.34). For
each time t, u(t, x) is defined as the solution of the Dirichlet problem u— u, = 0 with bound-
ary conditions u(t,y;(t)) = u;(t), u(t,y1(£)) = uin(¢) on each interval [y;(t), yi1(£)]. Thus,
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z = (u,v) is a conservative solution of the two-component Camassa-Holm system, which is
the multipeakon conservative solution.
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