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Higher-order Asymptotic Profiles for Solutions to the Cauchy Problem for
a Dispersive-dissipative Equation with a Cubic Nonlinearity
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Abstract

We consider the asymptotic behavior of solutions to the Cauchy problem for
a dispersive-dissipative equation with a cubic nonlinearity. It is known that the
leading term of the asymptotic profile for the solution to this problem is the Gaus-
sian. Moreover, by analyzing the corresponding integral equation, the higher-order
asymptotic expansion for the solution to the linear part and the first asymptotic pro-
file for the Duhamel term have already been obtained. In this paper, we construct
the second asymptotic profile for the Duhamel term and give the more detailed
higher-order asymptotic expansion of the solutions, which generalizes the previous
works. Furthermore, we emphasize that the new obtained higher-order asymptotic
profiles have a good structure in the sense of satisfying the parabolic self-similarity.
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1 Introduction
We consider the following Cauchy problem for a dispersive-dissipative equation:

Up — Ugy — Dg&xu+6u2uz =0, reR, t>0,
u(@,0) = up(z), = €R,

(1.1)

where u = u(x, t) is a real-valued unknown function, ug(z) is a given initial data, 1 < a < 3
and # € R. The subscripts ¢ and = denote the partial derivatives with respect to t and =z,
respectively. On the other hand, D¢ stands for the fractional derivative defined via the
Fourier transform by the formula

D3 () = F 7 |Iel*F()] (@)

The purpose of our study is to analyze the large time asymptotic behavior of the solutions
to (LI)). Especially, we would like to investigate the higher-order asymptotic profiles of
the solutions.

First of all, we would like to introduce some previous results related to this problem.
To doing that, let us consider the following more generalized problem for (I.TI):

Up — Ugy — DYOyu+ 0, (u?) =0, z€R, t >0,

u(r,0) = up(z), = €R, (1.2)

where 1 < a < 3 and ¢ > 2. Here, the nonlinear term u? should be interpreted either as

[ul” or |ul*"tu,
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for negative u and for non-integer q. We note that (I.2)) becomes (1)) for § = 3 in the
case of ¢ = 3. In what follows, let us recall some known results on the Cauchy problem
([C2) for 1 < a < 3 and g > 2. First, we shall introduce the basic results related to the
global existence and the decay estimates for the solutions to (L2). Now, let us define the
following Green function:

Sulw, t) == \/%_ﬁ}"l [e*tﬁgﬂ't‘é‘“ﬂ (2). (1.3)

From the Duhamel principle, we obtain the following integral equation associated with
the Cauchy problem (L.2)):

u(t) = Salt) * ug — /0 0pSa(t — 1) x ul(T)dT. (1.4)

Applying the contraction mapping principle to the above integral equation (4], Karch
[14] proved the global existence and the decay estimates for the solutions to (L2]). Actu-
ally, summarizing up Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 and Lemma 5.1 in [14], the following result
has been established:

Proposition 1.1 ([14]). Let 1 < a < 3, ¢ > 2 and uy € H'(R). Then, there exist
T > 0 and a unique local mild solution v € C([0,T); HY(R)) to (L2). Moreover, if
ug € HY(R) N LYR) and ||ug|| g + ||uol|zr is sufficiently small, then, there exists a unique
global mild solution to (L2) satisfying

u € L®([0,00); L®(R)), tiue L®((0,00); LA(R)). (1.5)
Furthermore, the solution u(x,t) satisfies the following estimates:
lu®),, <Ca+072072) t>0, Ju@),.<C (1 + t‘aT_l) L t>0,  (L6)
for any 2 < p < oo. In addition, the following estimate holds:
10,u(t)||,. < Ct5, > 0. (1.7)

The above result tells us that the solution wu(z,t) to (1) decays at the same rate as
the solutions to the parabolic equations such as the linear heat equation:

U — Uz =0, z€R, t>0.

Moreover, it is known that not only the decay rate but also the asymptotic behavior of
the solution has some similar properties to those of the parabolic equations if @ > 1.
Next, we would like to explain about the detailed asymptotic behavior of the solution to
([L2) for @ > 1. The asymptotic profile of the solution strongly depends on the nonlinear
exponent ¢. In particular, ¢ = 2 and ¢ = 3 are the special cases in some sense. In what
follows, we start with introducing the known results of (L2]) for ¢ = 2. In this situation,
the case of & = 2 has been significantly studied. When ¢ = 2 and « = 2, (L.2]) becomes
the well-known KdV-Burgers equation:

Uy — Ugy + Ugze + 0 (u?) =0, zE€ER, t >0,

u(z,0) =up(x), =€k (1.8)



For the large time behavior of the solution to (L), it was first studied by Amick-Bona—
Schonbek [I]. They derived the time decay estimates of the solution to (L8]). In particular,
they showed that if ug € H?*(R) N L'(R), then the solution satisfies the first LP-decay
estimate in (LO) for any 2 < p < oco. Moreover, Karch [16] studied (L8) in more details
and extended the results given in [1]. Actually, if ug € H'(R) N L'(R), then the following
asymptotic formula holds:

lim ¢205) Ju(t) = x(8)]],» = 0, (1.9)

t—o00

for any 1 < p < 0o, where x(z,t) is the self-similar solution to the Burgers equation:
Xt_X:m:_'_am(X2) :0, X ER, t > 0.

Here, we note that this self-similar solution y(z,t) can be obtained explicitly (cf. [3, 10]).
Moreover, Hayashi-Naumkin [9] improved the asymptotic rate given in (L) for p =
oo. After that, Kaikina—Ruiz-Paredes [12] succeeded to construct the second asymptotic
profile for the solution, under the additional condition zuy € L'(R). In view of the second
asymptotic profile, they proved that the optimal asymptotic rate to x(x,t) is t~*logt in
L>*(R). For more related results to this problem (L.§) in the similar situations, we can
also refer to [, [§].

Now, we remark that this case ¢ = 2 in ([[L2)), is a special case in the sense that the
shape of the asymptotic profile changes compared with the case of ¢ > 2 in ([L2]) (we will
explain about the case of ¢ > 2 in the next paragraph). Even if the case of o = 1, the
situation is similar to & = 2. When a = 1, the fractional dispersion term in (L)) can be
rewritten by

Dy0yu = Fil¢]€a(€)](x) = F~ [—isgn(§)tes (§))(7) = Hutas.
Therefore, (LT) transforms into the generalized Benjamin-Ono—Burgers equation:

Up — Uge — HUge + 0 (u?) =0, z€R, t >0,

u(x,0) =uo(z), z€R. (1.10)

Here, the above operator H is called the Hilbert transform. In Dix [4], he studied (ILI0)
for ¢ = 2 and prove that the solution u(x,t) tends to the self-similar solution to

Wy — Wey — HWey + Op(w?) =0, zE€R, t >0,

under some suitable assumptions (see, also [§]). However, compared with the case of
q = 2, for ¢ > 2, it is known that the asymptotic profile of the solution is different
from the self-similar solution. Actually, Bona—Luo [2] showed that if ¢ > 3 with p € N,
the asymptotic profile of the solution u(zx,t) to (LI0) is exactly the same as that of the
solution to the corresponding linearized equation. From the above perspective, one can
see that the case ¢ = 2 is interesting not only in the case of & = 1 or @ = 2 but also in
the case of « is fractional. However, we note that for the case of @ # 1 and o # 2 in
(L2), the asymptotic profile of the solution has not yet been obtained for ¢ = 2, because
the fractional dispersion term D0, u is difficult to treat. Although, this problem is very
important issue, we do not deal with it in this paper. In our study, we would like to treat
the other distinguished case ¢ = 3 in (L2)), which will be explained in the next paragraph.
In addition, note that the case of @ = 1 is not treated too, because we focus on the case
of @ > 1, where the solution u(x,t) behaves like the solution to the parabolic equations.

3



In what follows, we shall introduce some known results for (I.2)) in the case of ¢ > 2
and the more general @ > 1. When ¢ > 2 in ([L2)), we can say that the nonlinearity is
weak compared with the case of ¢ = 2, because if the solution u(x,t) decays, then the
nonlinear term 9, (u?) decays faster than —u,,. Because of this, the asymptotic profile of
the solution changes essentially. Actually, Karch [14] proved that the leading term of the
solution u(z,t) is governed by the solution to the linear heat equation. Moreover, in [14],
for the linear part of the solution to (I2)), i.e. (Sa(f) * ug) (z) in (L)), the higher-order
asymptotic expansion has been obtained when a > 1. Especially, it is known that its
asymptotic expansion strongly depends on the effect of the dispersion, i.e. the exponent
a. In order to explain such results, let us define the Gaussian G(z,t) called the heat
kernel and the constants M and m as follows:

G(z,t) = \/i%e_fj, M::/Ruo(x)dx, m::/quo(x)dx. (1.11)

Then, we first introduce the following asymptotic formulas for (S, (t) * u) (z):

Theorem 1.2 ([14]). Assume ug € L'(R) and zuy € L*'(R). Then, the following asymp-
totics holds:

(i) Suppose 2 < a < 3. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have

lim 2 (7545 S0 (8) % ug — MG(t) + m,G(t)]),, = 0. (1.12)

t—o00

+1

(ii) Suppose a = , where N € N. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have

S

lim t%<1_%)+

t—o00

So(t) % g — Z Z' (D28, )F {MG(t) — md,G (1)}
= (1.13)

tD2O,)NG()|| =0.
- §D50)60)|
N+1
(iii) Suppose N j: 1 <a< ; , where N € N. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have
N
1 1 1 tk;

Tim #2070 42 15, (1) % wo — (DR MG() —md, GO} =0 (114)
— 00

k=0 Lp

Here, S, (x,t) is defined by (L3), while G(x,t), M and m are defined by (LII)).
We note that for any of (LI2)), (LI3) and (LI4), the first term of their asymptotic

expansions is given by G(x,t). In addition, we can say that the effect of the dispersion
term appears after the second terms of the expansions in (LI3]) and (LI4). On the other
hand, dispersion term does not affect on (LI2).

By virtue of Theorem [[.2], if we can get the asymptotic profile for the Duhamel term
in (L4)), then we are able to obtain the asymptotic expansion for the solution wu(z,t) to
([C2). Indeed, Karch [14] succeeded to construct the asymptotic profile for the Duhamel
term in (L), if ¢ > 2, up € H'(R) N L}(R) and zug € L*'(R). According to his results,
its asymptotic profile can be divided into three cases: 2 < ¢ < 3; ¢ = 3; ¢ > 3. In this
paper, we only focus on the case of ¢ = 3, which is a distinguished situation in which
the asymptotic profile for the Duhamel term is linear but is multiplied by a logarithmic
function log¢. More precisely, the following asymptotic formula has been proven in [14]:
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Theorem 1.3 ([I4]). Let 1 < a < 3 and q¢ = 3. Assume that ug € H'(R) N L'(R),
zug € LY(R) and ||ug|| g + ||uol|zr is sufficiently small. Suppose that u(x,t) be the global
mild solution to (L2) mentioned in Proposition 1. Then, u(x,t) satisfies the following
asymptotics:

$3(1=3)+3

lim
t—o0 lOg t

M3
4\/§7r
for any 1 < p < oo, where S, (x,t) is defined by (L3), while G(x,t) and M are defined by
(L1

We remark that in the same paper [14], the similar result to (LIH) has also been
obtained for the generalized Benjamin—Bona—Mahony-Burgers (BBM-Burgers) equation:

u(t) — Salt) * ug + (logt)2,G(t)|| =0, (1.15)

Lp

Up — Uz — Uggt + Uggr + Ox(u?) =0, x € R, t>0.

In addition, that result was extended to the two-dimensional case by Prado—Zuazua [19].
Moreover, some results were also observed for other nonlinear parabolic equations where
the solutions tend to the heat kernel and the logarithmic term appears in the asymptotic
behavior. For example, in Zuazua [21], the corresponding result to (II5]) also can be
established for the following convection-diffusion equation in arbitrary space dimension:

u—Au=a-V(ul), xeR" t>0, (1.16)

where ¢ > 1 and a € R™. We note that the same situation of (L.IH]) (i.e. logarithmic term
appears) occurs at only the case of ¢ = 1+ % Furthermore, it is known that the solutions
(u, v) to the following parabolic system of chemotaxis also goes to the heat kernel G(z,?):

u=Au—V - (uVv), z€R" t>0,

1.17
vw=Av—v+u, zeR" t>0. ( )

Especially, in Nagai—Yamada [I8], the related result to (IIH) has been derived, in the
case of n = 1. For details about the asymptotic analysis for the above equations, see e.g.
[8, 11, (14, (17, 18, 19, 20, 21] and also references therein.

Combining the above Theorems and [[L3] we can get the higher-order asymptotic
expansion for the solution w(z,t) to (L2) when ¢ = 3. However, the asymptotic rate
o(t_%(l_%)_%logt) given in (LI is slower than ([12), (LI3) and (LI4) by o(logt).
Therefore, the asymptotic rates related to the higher-order asymptotic expansions for
the solution u(x,t) also become slower than ([L12), (ILI3) and (LI4]). This gives us the
natural question whether it is possible to improve the asymptotic rate given in (LI5]). For
improving this asymptotic rate, it might be effective to investigate the second asymptotic
profile for the Duhamel term in (I4). In this paper, we analyze (I.]), which is (L2)
for ¢ = 3 with a parameter § € R. As our main results, we succeeded to derive the
second asymptotic profile for the Duhamel term of the integral equation (Z.I) below and
improved the results given by Karch [I4]. For the nonlinear parabolic equations such
as ([LI6) and (II7) mentioned above, the higher-order asymptotic expansions of the
solutions have been obtained in [11] and [I7, 20], respectively. Therefore, the method
used in these papers may be applied to our target problem (LT]). However, in the present
paper, instead of using that technique, we apply a different approach to derive a kind of
new type of asymptotic profile (see Remark below).
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state our main results Theorem 2]
and Corollaries and below, which generalize the results given in [I4]. In order to
prove them, we prepare a couple of lemmas and propositions in Section 3. Finally, we give
the proof of our main results in Section 4. The main novelty of this paper is the derivation
of the second asymptotic profile for the Duhamel term in (2.I]) below. The key of this
derivation is Proposition below, and the main techniques of its proof is based on the
idea used in [6] for the asymptotic analysis of the other dispersive-dissipative equation.

Notations. For 1 < p < oo, LP(R) denotes the usual Lebesgue spaces. Then, for
f,9 € L'(R) N L*(R), we denote the Fourier transform of f and the inverse Fourier
transform of g as follows:

F6) = FUNE) = <= [ e ada, F o) = = [ gt

For k € NU {0}, we define the Sobolev spaces by

=

k
@)= 1 2@ W= (1) <o
=0

Let I C [0,00) be an interval and X be a Banach space. Then, L*>°(I; X)) denotes the
space of all measurable functions u : I — X such that ||u(t)||x belongs to L*>(I). Also,
C(I; X) denotes the subspace of L>(I; X) of all continuous functions u : I — X.

Throughout this paper, C' denotes various positive constants, which may vary from
line to line during computations. Also, it may depend on the norm of the initial data
uo(z) and other parameters such as a and . However, we note that it does not depend
on the space variable  and the time variable .

2 Main Results

In this section, we would like to state our main results. First of all, we shall rewrite the
Cauchy problem ([ILT]) to the integral form. It follows from the Duhamel principle that

u(z,t) = (Sa(t) *ug) (z) + Lo plul(x, t), (2.1)
where S, (z,t) is defined by (L3), while I, g[u](z,t) is defined by
I, glu)(z,t) == _b 0pSu(t — 7) % u(T)dr. (2.2)

0

For the global existence and the decay estimates of the solutions to (I.T]), we can easily
get the same results of Proposition [Tl Now, let us introduce the new function W(z,t) by

U(z,t) = 10, (%) UL (2) = % (/01 (G(1 - s) % F(s)) (x)ds) , (2.3)

_3 Y I a2 I 2
Fly,s):=s2F, | —= |, F.(y)= e 1 — e 1. 2.4
(.9 (%) ro= s - 24

Moreover, we shall define the constant M by

M = /OlfRu?’(y,T)dydT—i-/lOO/R(u?’—(MG’)3) (y, 7)dydr. (2.5)

Then, we are able to obtain the second asymptotic profile for the Duhamel term 1, g[u](z, t)
in (2.1)) defined by (2.2)), which generalizes Theorem [[.3] mentioned in Section 1:

6



Theorem 2.1. Let 1 < a < 3 and § € R. Assume that ug € HY(R)NLY(R), zug € L}(R)
and ||upl| g1 + ||wol|zr is sufficiently small. Then, (L)) has a unique global mild solution
u(x,t) satisfying the all properties mentioned in Proposition[I1. Moreover, u(x,t) satis-
fies the following asymptotics:

3
lim 2 (02 (| 1, gl (8) + (log )9, G (t)
o ;?A\/l/gﬂ- 6M3 (26)
+ 200,60 + E—w@)|| =o,
3 3 o

forany 1 < p < oo, where I, glu](z,t) is defined by [22)). Also, G(x,t) and M are defined
by (LII), while ¥(x,t) and M are defined by (23) and ([23), respectively.

Remark 2.2. Compared with the previous works such as [I1], 17, 20], related to the higher-
order asymptotic expansion of the solutions to the nonlinear parabolic equations, our for-
mula is a different from them with respect to a structure of the asymptotic profile. For-
mally, one can derive the asymptotic profile of the Duhamel term, by substituting the heat
kernel into Sy(x,t — 1) and v?(z,7) in Z2):

pM?
3

I, glul(z,t) ~ — /0 0,G(t — 7) * G*(1)dT + etc...

The above integral has a singularity of G*(x,7) as T — 0. Therefore, in order to control
this singularity, G*(xz,7) is usually replaced by G3(x, 1+ 7) as follows:

pM?
3

¢
/ 0,G(t —7)* G*(1 + 1)dr.
0

For details, see [11], 17, 20]. However, due to this change, the above asymptotic profile
lost good structure with respect to the scaling. On the other hand, we emphasize that our
new obtained asymptotic profile V(z,t) has the parabolic self-similarity. More precisely,
it satisfies

U(x,t) = N2 (\x, \*t), for X > 0.

Remark 2.3. Under the assumptions in Theorem[21), the solution u(z,t) to (L)) satisfies

3

124/37

ast — oo, for any 1 < p < oo, where the constant C, is defined by

BM BM3
' =5 0.0(1) + 5

N

= (C. +o(1))t7(75)"

Lp

Lo glul(t) + - (log 1)0,G(1) (2.7)

C, =

(B

Lp

This means that the asymptotic rate given in (LID) can be improved, i.e. our result (2.1)
generalizes the result (LID) given in [14].

Remark 2.4. The assumption o« > 1 guarantees that S,(x,t) is well approximated by
G(z,t) ast — oo. For details, see Lemma[3.2 below. On the other hand, the condition
a < 3 is a technical assumption. It will be used to prove Propositions and[41) below.

Combining (21]), Theorems 2.1 and [[L.2] we can get the following higher-order asymp-
totic expansion for the nonlinear solution w(z,t) to (ILI)):
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Corollary 2.5. Under the same assumptions in Theorem[21), the solution u(z,t) to (1))
satisfies the following asymptotics:

(i) Suppose 2 < a < 3. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have

pM?
12\/§7r(1og; )0, G(t)

%) 0,G(t)+ 2 ]:\j W(t)

lim ¢2(175)+3
t—00

u(t) — MG(t) +

=0.

Lp

+(m+

N +1

(ii) Suppose o = , where N € N. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have

Zt, Dg0,)" {MG(t) — md,G(t) —%(waa WG(t)
o (2.9)

BM M pM? _
2\/5 (logt)0,G(t) + 3 —0,G(t) + 3 U(t) e 0.
N+

[un

NJ

lim t2(

t—o00

+

1
<a<

1
(iii) Suppose , where N € N. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have

N +1

lim ¢2(=5) ¥z ||y Z (D20, {MG(t) — md,G(t)}
e k=0 3 (2.10)
5\M(1 08 )0, G(t) + 5Ma LGt) + 5]?‘)4 v =0

Here, G(x,t), M and m are defined by (LII)), while V(x,t) and M are defined by (23))
and (2.8), respectively.

Moreover, by virtue of the above result, we can also obtain the following asymptotic
formulas with the optimal decay order:

Corollary 2.6. Under the same assumptions in Theorem [21], the following estimates
hold true:

(i) Suppose 2 < aw < 3. Then, we have

- M _ ~3(-3)-4
u(t) — MG(t) + 12\/gﬁ(logt)ﬁggG(t) = (Cy+o0(1))t (2.11)
ast — oo, for any 1 < p < 0.

N+1
(i) Suppose o = T+, where N € N. Then, we have

* f+ A

m (G + o120
s Ve (€4 + o(1))

Lp

(logt)0,.G(t)

ast — oo, for any 1 < p < 0.

N +1
<a< T+’ where N € N. Then, we have

(iii) Suppose NI N

BM?
124/37

= (C; +o(1))¢2073)3

Lp

(logt)0,G(t)

ult) = MY (D0 G +
k=0




ast — oo, for any 1 < p < oo. Here, the constant C; is defined by

o H( )a G(1) + 6243‘1’* . for (1) or (i), "

Remark 2.7. We note that the above formulas 2.11)), 212)) and [ZI3) include not only
the upper bound but also the lower bound of the LP-norm. Therefore, (Z11)), (2.12) and
@I3) give us the second, (N + 1)th and (N + 2)th order complete asymptotic expansion
of u(x,t) with the optimal asymptotic rate t~ 2 (- 5)7%, respectively. Here, we note that
(tD20,)*0,G(x,t) fork =1,2,--- ,N—114n Z9) and for k =1,2,--- N in (ZI0) have
been disappeared because these terms decay faster than f%(l*%)*%. In other words, they

essentially do not affect asymptotic behavior up to the decay order t_%(l_%)_%

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we prepare a couple of lemmas and propositions to prove the main results.
First of all, let us introduce some decay properties for the Green function S, (z,t) defined
by (L3). This function has the similar decay estimates as the heat kernel G(z,t) defined
by (LII) (see (34) below). In addition, S,(z,t) is well approximated by G(z,t) ast — oo
when « > 1. More precisely, the following estimate (3.3]) holds true. For these proofs,
see Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 in [I4]. The following two lemmas will be used in the proofs of
Propositions and (.4 below:

Lemma 3.1. Let a > 1 and l € NU{0}. Then, for any 2 < p < 0o, we have

LS., <2032 ¢, (3.1)
Lp
lohsa®)], <t s (14475) 1 >0. (3.2)

Lemma 3.2. Let a > 1 and l € NU{0}. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have

10 (Sa — G) (1)]|,, < Ct2079)=F 72 ¢ >0 (3.3)

s

Next, we shall introduce the LP-decay estimate for G(z,t) defined by (LIIl). The
following estimate (34 with & = 0 is well known (see e.g. [7]). In what follows, we
would like to introduce a slightly generalized estimate including the fractional derivatives
(D29, )*. Since G(x,t) has the parabolic self-similarity, some may think that the following
lemma is clear. However, let us give its proof for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 3.3. Let « > 1 and k,l € NU{0}. Then, for any 1 < p < oo, we have
(D20, LG (1), < 237575 ¢ 5. (3.4)

Proof. First, it follows from the Fourier transform that

(D006 (a.t) = 5= [ (GO} (ife vk



Therefore, we immediately obtain (34]) for p = co as follows:

1 k(at1l) 1

[(D30,)f .G (1)]] . < / g qe < e e £ 0. (3.5)
R

Next, let us prove (3.4) for p = 1. Here, in order to handle the L'-norm, we shall use
the following inequality (cf. [13| [15]):

1 1
|7 gl < Cliglz: 0oz . g € HY(R).
Now, applying this inequality for g(¢,t) := \/%7 {1€]2(i€)YF (i€)le ", we get
[(D30:)* 0, G (1) 0 < Cllg@®)I7 19 ()17

1
<C (/ €2k(a+1)+2l6—2t§2d€) * (/ {ng(a—i—l)—Z—l—Zl + t2€2k(a+1)+2+2l} 6—2t§2d§)
R R

1 1 1
<C (t—%—k(aH)—l)Z {(t—%—/~c(a+1>+1—l)Z 12 (t—%—k(a+1)—1—l> Z}

k(a+1)
o —

<Otz "z, t>0. (3.6)

1
4

Thus, we obtain ([3.4) from (B.5]) and (3.6) through the interpolation inequality:

1—-1 1
lgllzs < Mgl lgllfe 1 <p < oo (3.7)

This completes the proof. O

Moreover, we would like to introduce the following asymptotic formula for the solution
(G(t) * ug)(x) to the linear heat equation (for the proof, see e.g. [T, [14]):

Lemma 3.4. Let | € NU {0}. Suppose uy € L*(R) and zug € L*(R). Then, for any
1 <p < oo, we have

18 (G(#)  uo — MG(E)||,, < Ct2(73)=575 5, (3.8)

where G(x,t) and M are defined by (ILII)).

Finally, in the rest of this section, let us derive an important result which related to
the approximation for the nonlinear term u3(z,t). Actually, the proof of Theorem 2]
needs the following proposition:

Proposition 3.5. Let 1 < a < 3 and € R. Assume that vy € H'(R) N L}(R),
zug € L*(R) and ||ug|| g1 + |Juol|zr is sufficiently small. Then, the solution u(x,t) to (1)
satisfies

_ min{a-1,

yW@—wmﬂMMSQﬁWﬂ*&—7J+fhmmﬂ}tZL (3.9)

for any 1 < p < oo, where G(x,t) and M are defined by (LIII).
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Proof. First, we shall prove that the solution u(z,t) to (L)) satisfies

min{a—1,1}
2

lu(t) — MG(t)||,, < Ct2(73) {t_ 4 7% log(2 +t)}, > 1, (3.10)

for any 1 < p < oco. From (2.1]), we can see that the following relation holds:
w(z,t) — MG(z,t) = (Sa(t) * uo) (x) — MG(z,t) + I, glul(x,1). (3.11)
By virtue of Lemmas and 3.4, from the Young inequality, we obtain

150 (t) % uo — MG(#)]| 1,
< [15a(t) = GOl o lluollr + G () * uo = MG(B)]| o
<

)7 min{a—1,1}

ot (5" s (3.12)

a—1

< Ct*%(k%)* 3 +Ct7%(17%)7%
for any 1 < p < oo. Therefore, in order to prove (B.I0), we only need to evaluate the
Duhamel term 1, g[u|(z,t) in (BII). To doing that, let us prepare an auxiliary estimates
for the nonlinear term u?(x, ). For any 1 < p < oo, it follows from (L6) that
2 _1l(1=-1)_
[ ®)], < Na®)ll (@) < O+ 67207207 >0, (3.13)

Now, let us evaluate the Duhamel term I, gu](x,t). From the Young inequality, (3.,

B2) and (BI3]), we have

[Hoslul (Ol » < C/: 10Sa(t = 7l [ (7)|[ 1 d7

t
O [ 1050t = Dl [ ()] 0

<c[T-rr

<o i0-3)-3 (1 n t*“T”) log(2 + t) + Ct~2(1=) 1 (t% n t%*“%>

NI
~—~
]
~—

I
N[
~
—_
+
—~
~

I

\]
N~—
|

'S

—
—~
—_
+
\]
N~—
—
QL
\]

M

N

<ot 2002 log(24 1), t>1, 1<a<3, (3.14)

for any 1 < p < co. Thus, combining (8.12)) and (B.14)), we arrive at (3.10).
Finally, we would like to prove (8.9]). By using ([B.10), (L6) and LemmaB.3], we obtain

[u(t) = (MG ()| .

= |{(u = MG) (v* + u(MG) + (MG)*) } (t)||,.

< Clu(t) = MGl 1o (lu()ll70e + )] oo |GE)] oo + 1G(E)][700)
< o 2(1=5)-! {fw 4173 log(2 +t)} L t>1,

for any 1 < p < co. Thus, we can say that the desired result (3.9) is true. O
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4 Proof of the Main Results

In this section, we shall prove our main results Theorem 2.1] and Corollaries and 2.6
In order to doing that, for simplicity, we define the following functions:

1
4\/§7r

Wiz, t) = /0 0,G(t — 7) % u*(T)dT + /1 &Gt — 1) * (u* — (MG)?) (1)dr. (4.2)

v(x,t) = /j 0,G(t —7)* G*(1)dr, V(x,t) = (logt)0.G(x, 1), (4.1)

Then, from (22)), (2.0), (A1) and ([£2)), we can see that the following relation holds:

M (logt)0,G(x,t) + M 6]:\;[3

I, glul(x,t) + b 0,G(z,t) + U(z,t)

12¢/37 3
_ _g {/O Du(S — G)(t — 7) * u?’(f)df} - g (W (1) — M8,G(x, 1)}
— B]g {v(x’t) — V(:L‘,t) — \I/(l‘,t)}. (43)

In what follows, to complete the proof of Theorem 2.1, we shall evaluate the all terms in
the right hand side of (4.3). First, let us prove the following decay estimate for the first
term of the above:

Proposition 4.1. Let 1 < a < 3 and B € R. Assume that uy € H'(R) N L'(R),
zug € LY(R) and ||uol| g1 + ||uol|zr 4s sufficiently small. Then, the solution u(z,t) to (1)
satisfies

<ot 25 S log(2 4 1), t>2, (4.4)
Lp

/0 0:(Se — G)(t — 7) x u(7)dr

forany 1 <p < oo, where S,(x,t) and G(z,t) are defined by (L3)) and (LII), respectively.

Proof. Before proving (&4)), we need to prepare some auxiliary decay estimates for 9, (u>(z, t)).
First, it follows from (L6), (I7) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that

00 (W2 @)],2 < 3 a2 lualt)2 < CEE, 20, (45)
102 ()1 < Bl a2 a0l 2 < CE2, £ 0. (4.6)

Next, let us derive the L>®-norm of 9,(u®(z,t)). In order to doing that, we shall evaluate

the L>*-norm of u,(z,t). From (2.1), (Z.2)), the Young inequality, (B.1]), (3.13]) and (£5),

we obtain
e ()| e < 1102 Sa(t)]] oo 0]l 11+ C / 182Sa(t = )| a0 dr

+c[ 10250t — )12 00 ()], dr

% 3 t 3 7
< C’t_1+C/ (t—T)_5(1+T)_1dT+C/ (t —71) a7 4dr
0 3

SOt 4+ Ct 5 log2+t)+Ct 2 <Ot t> 1. (4.7)

12



Therefore, from (L6]) and (A7), we can easily derive that
00 (@ O], < 3 (O Nuat) e < CE2, 121, (48)
Moreover, by virtue of (87), (£.8) and (A8), for any 1 < p < oo, we get
|0 ()|, < ct73072)73 1> (4.9)

Now, we would like to prove ([£4). By using the Young inequality, (3.3), (313) and
(#9), we obtain

/O Du(Sa — C)(t — 7) P (7)dr

P
< / 102(S0 — G)(t = )10 ()] 1
t
* / 1(Sa = G) (t = 7)1 |02 (u?(7)) ]|, dr
2% 1 1 1 t a— 1 1 3
< C'/ (t — 7')_5(1_5)_7_5(1 + 7)Y + C/ (t — T)_TT_5(1_5)_5dT
0
<ot 2028 10g(2 4 1) + Ct 2 (175)%
<ot 203) 5 10g244), t>2, 1<a<3, (4.10)

for any 1 < p < oo. Therefore, we can conclude that ([£4) is true. O

Next, we shall prove that the function W (z,t) defined by (42 is well approximated
by M0, G(x,t). Indeed, the following asymptotic relation holds true:

Proposition 4.2. Let 1 < a < 3 and € R. Assume that vy € H'(R) N L}(R),
zug € LY(R) and ||uo|| gt + ||uol|zr 4s sufficiently small. Then, the solution u(z,t) to (1)
satisfies

lim 2 ()5 W (t) — MO,G ()], =0, (4.11)

t—o00

for any 1 < p < oo, where W(z,t), G(z,t) and M are defined by (£2), (LII) and (2.5),
respectively.

Proof. Throughout this proof, for simplicity, we define the function p(x,t) by
ol 1) = w(, 1) — (MG (s, ) (4.12)

and the constants M, and M by
1 00
M, = / /u3(y,7')dyd7, M = / /p(y,T)dydT. (4.13)
0o Jr 1 Jr
Then, it follows from the definitions of W (z,t) by (£2) and M by (Z3]) that
t
W(x,t) — M0,G(z,t) = / 0.G(t — 1) % p(1)dT — M10,G(z,1)
1
1
+ / 0,G(t — 1) * u*(1)dT — My0,G(,1). (4.14)
0

13



In order to complete the proof of (A1), we shall prove that the following asymptotic

formulas are true:

thmt%(* 2 /8Gt—7)*p( ydr — M0, G(t)|| =0,
—00 I
thmt%( 2 /8Gt—7)*u()dT—M08G() =0,
—00 Ip

(4.15)

(4.16)

for any 1 < p < oo. In what follows, let us show only (4.I5) because we can prove (4.10)

in the same way. First, from the definition of M; by ([EI3), we have

/t 0.G(t — 1) % p(T)dT — M10,G(x,1)

= [ [0.66 -yt~ oty i - 0.660.0) [ [ oty i

_ / [ 01 (Ga =t = 7) = Gl t) ply. ydr = 0.6(.t) [ [ ol e

=: X(z,t) +Y(z,t).

In addition, we take small € > 0 and then split the integral of X (z,t) as follows:

X(x,t) = /f / O, (G(x —y,t — 1) — G(x,t)) p(y, T)dydr

/ (/y|>a\/ /|y<e\/> Gz =yt =7) = G(z, 1)) p(y, 7

= Xi(z,t) + Xo(x,t) + Xs3(x, ).

(4.17)

YdydT

We shall evaluate Xi(z,t), Xo(z,t) and Xs(z,t). In the following, let 1 < p < oc.

From Proposition and (412, we note that the following estimate holds:

mln{a 1,1}

()l < Crm3070) 7 e +rHo0g2+ 7)), T2 1

(4.18)

Now, let us evaluate X;(x,t). It follows from the Young inequality and (4.I8)) that

t t
X @)l < / 10:G(E = T) | 1 (D] Lo d7 + [|0:G ()| o / () v dr

=

¢
< C/ (t—71)" 3(1-3)-1 {7’ . + 77 210g(2+7')}d7'

£t
2

t
+C’t2(1p)2/ 1 {7’ MJrT 210%(2+ )}d

et
2

1

min4{ o 2
< C(e)t2(15)3 {t S R 2log(2+r)} t> 2.
£

Next, we deal with Xs(z,t). From Lemma B3] we can easily see that

et

[ X2(0)] L < /2 N0:G(t =7l 1o + HazG(t)HLp)/ oy, 7)|dydr

1 ly|>ev/t

14
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where we have defined

-~ / / p(y, 7)|dydr.
1 Jlylzevt

In addition, we note that [~ [5 |p(y, 7)|dydr < oo by virtue of (£I8). Therefore, applying
the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim Z(t / lim / ply, 7)|dydT = 0. 4.21

Finally, we shall treat X3(z,t). If 1 <7 < £ and |y| < eV/, by using the mean value
theorem, the fact 9,G(z,t) = 0>°G(z,t) and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

10: (G(- =y, t =7) = G(-, 1))l v
<0 (GG =y, t =7) = Gt = 7)) + 1102 (Gt = 7) = G 0)| o

1 3

<C(t—n) 07y ot — 1) H075) 3,

<o 303 s 2
19

Thus, combining the fact [~ [¢ |p(y, 7)|dydr < oo and the above estimate, we have

< [ / 0. (G~ y.t = 7) = GO 0) o oy, )l dydr
Iy\<e\f
<cer 3033 45 2 (4.22)
5
For Y (z,t) in (4I7), using Lemma B3 and (£I8)), we obtain
Y (@)l < HaﬁvG(t)”LP/ lo(T)]] 1y dr
t
< Ct*%(k%)*% / {T——min{az_l’l}_l + 3 log(2 + 7‘)} dr
t
_1/_1\_1 2 min{a—1,1} °
—opip)-s |2 -l
¢ { min{a — 1, 1} L
+Ct 3(1-3)- 5{[ 27~ 210g(2+ )ro+2/ T2(247) 1d7’}
t t
< cpali-3) {t S R 210g(2+t)} > 1. (4.23)

Eventually, summing up (£I7) and (£I9) through (£23)), we arrive at

MIH

lim supt2< < Ce.

t—o0

/8Gt—7')*p( YdT — M0, G(t)

Lp

Therefore, we finally obtain (£I5) because € > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small. As a

conclusion, combining (4.14), (£I3) and (4.16]), we can see that (LIT]) is true. O
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Finally, in order to complete the proof of Theorem 2.1l we shall prove that the leading
term of v(x,t) — V(x,t) is given by ¥(z,t) defined in (23]). Actually, we can show the
following asymptotic formula:

Proposition 4.3. Let | € NU{0}. Then, for any 1 < p < 0o, we have

108 (0 =V = W) (@), < CllyFl, 2079772 1, (4.24)

Iz

where v(z,t) and V(z,t) are defined by (A1), while V(x,t) and F.(y) are defined by (2.3)
and (2.4), respectively.

Proof. First, from the definition of V(z,t) by (4I]), we can see that this function is the
solution to the following Cauchy problem:

V, — Vi = t710,G(x,t), TR, t>1,

1
437
V(z,1) =0, =z €R.

Therefore, we can rewrite V(z,t) as follows:
1

4\/§7T/1 Gt — 1) (17'0,G(1)) dr

Thus, it follows from (£1]) and (2Z4]) that

V(z,t) =

o(,t) — Vi, t) = /1 "Gt — 1) (G%) _ 4\/1%710(7)) dr
= /1t/R@mG(:c —y,t—7) (8\};736?72 — 8\/13?7—36£) dydr
_ 9, ( /1 t /R Gla -yt — 7)F(y, T)dydr) 0K (1), (4.95)

Next, let us transform K(x,t) in the above ([L2H), by using the scaling argument.
Actually, from (LI1]) and (2.4)), we note that the following self-similar structures of G(x, t)
and F(y,7) hold true:

G(z,t) = \G(\x, \*t), F(y,7) = NF(\y, \°7), for A >0. (4.26)

By virtue of the above properties, we can easily obtain

cte=nt=n = o (=) run ot (7).

Therefore, using the above equations and the change of variables, we get

//(;(ﬂ )F<\f ;) i
A fo(Bmeres) s

t_%[ (G(1 - ) % F(s)) (\i[) (4.27)

t

l\.’)l»—‘
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Hence, combining (£.25) and ([@.27), we have

v(z,t) = Via,t) = t20, (/1 (G(1 — s) % F(s)) (%) ds) . (4.28)

t

On the other hand, from the definition of ¥ (z,t) by (23], we can rewrite it as

1
U(z,t) = 729, (/ (G(1 —s)* F(s)) (i) ds) : (4.29)
0 Vi
Thus, for any 1 < p < o0, it follows from (A.28) and (4.29) that

1

AR (/0 (G(1 - 5) = F(s)) (%) ds)
oLt (/01 G(1 —s) * F(s)ds)

In what follows, we shall evaluate the right hand side of (£30). Now, we note that
fR y)dy = 0. Therefore, using the mean value theorem, (4.20), the Young inequality
and Lemma 3.3 we obtain

o (/ G(1 —s)* F(s )d)
- al“/ /G —y,1—s)s 3 F, (%)dyds .
= /t/(/lﬁi”G(-—ny,l—S)dn) yng*(
oo ) ()],

SC/ o1 (/ =Dt ! +(l+2)dn) (1_3)7%(17%) "5t ||y FL |1 ds
0 0

1

|0L (v =V =) (@), =t

I

Lr

1 l
t71+%7§

(4.30)

Lp

Sl=
N———
S
>

< C|lyFl, / s3(1—s) 20 ) " as < OllyF . tE, > 1, (4.31)
0

for any 1 < p < oo. Finally, combining (4.30) and (4.31]), we can conclude that the desired
estimate (£.24)) is true. O

Proof of Theorem [2.7]1 Applying all the Propositions [4.1], and to (43)), we can
immediately see that the desired formula (2.6]) holds. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary Combining (2.]) and the Theorems [[.2] and [2.1], we are able to
conclude that the formulas (2.8), (29) and (2.I0) are true. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary We shall give the proof only for the case (ii), because the cases
(i) and (iii) are similar to (ii) (actually, these cases are easier than them the case (ii)).
First, from the definition of the constant C; by (2.14]), we note that

(m 5;\4) 9.G(#) + 5]:\;[3\11@) _ %(waa e

[V

p3(1-5)+

= .

Lp
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Now, noticing o > 1 and using Lemma [B.3], we obtain

l

t%(l_%)+lzk' (D2, ) a,G (t HLP<CZ 0

as t — oo, for any 1 < p < oo and [ € N. Therefore, it follows from (2.9)) that

2(1-3)+s (t)—MNz:lﬁ(Do‘ﬁ G + 2 i (log )0, G(t) —c'
Y L e 12¢/3r 0 8% !
1 1), 1 N-1 tk
< 12 (173 ) 3 |y (1) — (D20,) {MG(t) = md.G (1)}
k=0
M, . BM? @ BM?
- m(tDmagc) G(t) + 12\/gw(logt)aggG( )+ 9.G(t) + 3 U(t) .
1 1 1N_1 tk
|20 YT (D2 0G0, — 0
k=1 "

as t — oo, for any 1 < p < oo and N € N. We note that the last term in the right hand
side of the above inequality does not appear when N = 1. From the above result, we can
conclude that the desired formula (2.12)) is true. This completes the proof. O
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