EXPONENTIAL CONVERGENCE TO EQUILIBRIUM FOR SUBCRITICAL SOLUTIONS OF THE
BECKER-DORING EQUATIONS

JOSE A. CANIZO AND BERTRAND LODS

ABSTRACT. We prove that any subcritical solution to the Becker-Doring equations converges exponen-
tially fast to the unique steady state with same mass. Our convergence result is quantitative and we
show that the rate of exponential decay is governed by the spectral gap for the linearized equation,
for which several bounds are provided. This improves the known convergence result by Jabin & Ni-
ethammer [17]. Our approach is based on a careful spectral analysis of the linearized Becker-Doring
equation (which is new to our knowledge) in both a Hilbert setting and in certain weighted ¢! spaces.
This spectral analysis is then combined with uniform exponential moment bounds of solutions in order
to obtain a convergence result for the nonlinear equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The Becker-Doring equations. The Becker-Doring equations are a model for the kinetics of
first-order phase transitions, applicable to a wide variety of phenomena such as crystallization, va-
por condensation, aggregation of lipids or phase separation in alloys. They give the time evolution
of the size distribution of clusters of a certain substance through the following infinite system of
ordinary differential equations:

%Cl(t) = Wifl(t) — Wl(t), ) = 2, (1121)
d oo
—a(t) =-Wi() - ; Wi(t), (1.1b)
where
Wl(t) = a;C (t)CZ(t) - bi+1 Ci+1(t) 7 2 1. (12)

Here the unknowns are the real functions ¢; = ¢;(t) for i > 1 an integer, and represent the density
of clusters of size i at time ¢ > 0 (this is, clusters composed of 7 individual particles). They give the
size distribution of clusters of the phase which is assumed to have a small total concentration inside
a large ambient phase — be it clusters of crystals, lipids, or droplets of water forming in vapor. The
numbers a;, b; (for i > 1) are the coagulation and fragmentation coefficients, respectively, and we
always assume them to be strictly positive, i.e.,

a; >0 forintegeri > 1, b; >0 forintegeri > 2. (1.3)

We set b; = 0 for convenience in writing some of the equations. If we represent symbolically by
{i} the species of clusters of size i, then (1.1) is based on the assumption that the only (relevant)
chemical reactions that take place are

{i}+{1} ={i+ 1}

for integer i > 1. These reactions all take place both ways; the rate at which {i} + {1} — {i 4+ 1}
occurs is a;cic;, while the rate at which {i + 1} — {i} + {1} occurs is b;1¢;+1. These rates are
proportional to the concentrations of the species appearing in the left hand side, in agreement with
the law of mass action from chemistry. Note that b; appears in the system (1.1) only for i > 2,
since single particles cannot break any further. The quantity W;(¢) defined in (1.2) thus represents
the net rate of the reaction {i} + {1} = {¢ + 1}. The sum

0= ic;(0) = ici(t) forallt>0. (1.4)
=1 i=1

is usually called the density or mass of the solution, and is a conserved quantity of the evolution.
The system (1.1) was originally proposed in [6], though with a variation: the monomer density
c1 was assumed constant and hence equation (1.1b) did not appear. The present version, where
the total density is conserved, was first discussed in [7] and [29], and is a widely used model in
classical nucleation theory. We refer to these works, as well as the more recent reviews [30, 26]
for a background on the physics and applications of the Becker-Doring equations.
We define the detailed balance coefficients @Q; recursively by

Qi=1, Q1=

a;

Q; fori>1. (1.5
bH—l
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An equilibrium of equation (1.1) is a constant-in-time solution (with finite mass). For a given
z > 0, the sequence ¢; := Q;z" for i > 1 is formally an equilibrium of (1.1), since all of the W;
vanish. However, some of these sequences do not have finite mass (and hence are not equilibria).
The largest possible number z; > 0 (possibly +occ) for which )", iQ;2' < +ooforall 0 < z < z
is called the critical monomer density (i.e., zs is the radius of convergence of the power series with
coefficients i();). The quantity z; is also called monomer saturation density, hence the subscript.
The critical mass (or, again, saturation mass) is then defined by

oo

0s =Y _iQizi € [0, +00). (1.6)

=1

We emphasize that both g5 and z, are completely determined by the coefficients a;, b;. It is clear
from this that the sequences {Q;z"} are equilibria for z < 2, and {Q;2¢} is also an equilibrium if
0s < +oo. These are in fact the only finite-mass equilibria [3]. Since z — Zf; iQ;2" is continuous
and strictly increasing for z < zs (and up to z = z; if o5 < +00), one sees that for any finite mass
0 < os there is a unique equilibrium with mass p. We call a solution subcritical when it has mass
0 < ps, critical when its mass is exactly gs, and supercritical when it has mass ¢ > g5 (the two latter
cases only make sense provided g5 < +00).

From the above discussion one sees that for a subcritical or critical solution there exists an
equilibrium with the same mass as the solution; this is, there exists z < zs (which must be unique)
for which

iz@lzz = iici(t) <— iiq(O) = g) fort > 0. 1.7

i=1 =1 i=1

When talking about a subcritical or critical solution we will often denote by 2 the unique num-
ber satisfying (1.7), and refer to it as the equilibrium monomer density. On the other hand, for
supercritical solutions there is no equilibrium with the same mass as the solution.

The critical density os marks a difference in the behavior of solutions: above the critical density
a phase transition phenomenon takes place, reflected in the fact that the excess density o — o
is concentrated in larger and larger clusters as time passes. On the other hand, below or at the
critical density a stationary state of the same mass as the solution is eventually reached. Since we
are concerned with the study of subcritical solutions we will always assume that

zs >0 (equivalently, g5 > 0). (1.8)

A fundamental quantity related to (1.1) is the free energy H(c), defined (at least formally) for
any sequence ¢ = (¢;);>1 by

H(c) := Zci (log % - 1) , 1.9
i=1 '

which decreases along solutions of (1.1) (see [3]): for a (strictly positive, suitably decaying for
large ) solution ¢ = ¢(t) = (¢;(t));>1 of (1.1) we have

d - o - . [ &%  Cit1 ac Cit+1
S H () = =D(c(t)) = ;aZQZ<Qi Qi+1> <log o log Qi+1> <0 (1.10)
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for ¢t > 0. Since mass is conserved, if one fixes z < z, then the same identity is true of the functional
F, = F.(c) given by

o e oo . %) . o .
F.(c) := Zci <1og 70, — 1) + Zz Q;=H(c)— IOgZZZCi + Zz Qi, (1.11)
i=1 i=1 i=1

i=1

this is,
%Fz(c(t)) — _D(c(t))  fort 0. (1.12)
It is readily checked that F,(2'Q;) = 0, i.e., F, vanishes at the equilibrium (2°Q;);>1.

1.2. Typical coefficients. Remarkable model coefficients appearing in the theory of density-conserving
phase transitions (see [27, 25]) are given by

a; =i b =a (wr%u) foralli> 1, (1.13)

forsome 0 < « < 1,24 > 0,¢ > 0and 0 < p < 1. These coefficients may be derived from simple
assumptions on the mechanism of the reactions taking place; we take particular values from [25]:

a=1/3, u=2/3 (diffusion-limited kinetics in 3-D),
a=0, pu=1/2 (diffusion-limited kinetics in 2-D),

1.14
a=2/3, u=2/3 (interface-reaction-limited kinetics in 3-D), ( )

a=1/2, pu=1/2 (interface-reaction-limited kinetics in 2-D).

One obtains from (1.13) and (1.5) that in this case

K2

—1
. a1ag ...a;—1 . q .
a-tgit ol (segk) e

j=2
where the product is understood to be equal to 1 for i = 1 (so @; = 1). One can deduce from this
that the critical monomer density is indeed the quantity z; appearing in (1.13), and that g is a
finite positive quantity.

Another kind of reasoning that leads to a similar set of coefficients is the following: while one
may determine the coagulation coefficients through an understanding of the aggregation mecha-
nism and estimate that

a; = 1% (1.15)
for some 0 < « < 1 as above, the equilibrium state of a system may be obtained from statistical
mechanics considerations: it should be

ci =ciexp(—¢),
where ¢; is the binding energy of a cluster of size i (the energy required to assemble a cluster of

size ¢ from ¢ monomers, in units of Boltzmann’s constant times the temperature). Depending on
the kind of aggregates considered, this binding energy can be estimated (at least for large ) as

e =—pG—1)+0(i—1)",

where (3 is the energy released when adding one particle to a cluster, and o is related to the surface
tension of the aggregates. The values of i and « for various situations are still those in (1.14).
From this we may deduce that

Qi=exp(B(i—1)—o(i—1)") =z " exp (—o(i — 1)"), (1.16)



EXPONENTIAL CONVERGENCE TO EQUILIBRIUM 5

where we define z, := exp (—/3). By (1.5) and (1.15) we finally have

a; =i, bi = z(i — 1) exp (0i" —o(i — 1)*) foralli > 1, 1.17)
forsome 0 < a < 1, 2z, > 0and 0 < p < 1. In this case z; is still consistent with our definition
of the critical monomer density. Observe that for large i we have i* — (i — 1)* ~ pi*~1, so the
fragmentation coefficients become roughly

b; ~ zg a; exp (am’“fl) ~ a; (zs + %TUM) , (1.18)
TR

which is like (1.13) with ¢ = z,op.
Both example coefficients (1.17) and (1.13) are often used in the literature, so we always state
explicitly the consequences of our results for them.

1.3. Main results. The mathematical theory of the Becker-Déring equations (1.1) has been de-
veloped in a number of papers since the first rigorous works on the topic [3, 2]. Existence and
uniqueness of a solution for all times is ensured [3, Theorems 2.2 and 3.6] provided that

a;=0(), b=0(), Y i*e(0) < +oc. (1.19)
i=1
As expected, the unique solution conserves mass (this is, (1.4) holds rigorously). Weaker, or

different, conditions may be imposed for this to hold, but (1.19) will be enough for our purposes
in the present paper. Since we use some results from [17], we often also require the following:

inf ap, =:a > 0, (1.20a)
k>1
0 < zg < 00, (1.20Db)
lim @irt _ i, (1.20¢)
1——+o00 i Zs
lim &L — . (1.20d)

i—+oo
Regarding (1.20c), we recall that z is the radius of convergence of the power series with coeffi-
cients 1Q;; hence, if the limit of Q;/Q;1 exists, it can only be z;. We notice that the conditions in
[17] are slightly different from the ones above. However, the differences are not essential and all
arguments can be carried out with the ones here, which are more convenient and are satisfied by
the example coefficients (1.13) and (1.17). Our study of the spectral properties of the linearized
operator, and in particular the proof that it is self-adjoint in Proposition 2.10, seems to require the
above limiting behavior of the ratios Q;11/Q; and a;11/a; (compare to the conditions in [17]). It
may be possible to modify our proofs to accommodate slightly more general conditions, but we
avoid this in order to simplify the main argument.

The relationship between the long-time behavior of supercritical solutions and late-stage coars-
ening theories is especially interesting, and has been studied in [28, 31, 9, 25]; in particular, in
[25] it was rigorously shown that a suitable rescaling of supercritical solutions approximates a
solution of the Lifshitz-Slyozov equations [19]. Asymptotic approximations of solutions have been
developed in [24, 23, 12, 13].

For subcritical solutions (the regime which we study in the present paper) it was proved in
[3, 2] that a stationary state with the same mass as the solution is approached as time passes. The
rate of this convergence was studied in [17] and was found to be at least like exp(—Ct'/?) for some
constant C. Our purpose here is to improve this by showing that in fact the speed of convergence
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is exponential (this is, like exp(—At) for some A > 0). We give upper and lower bounds of the
constant )\, and study its behavior as the density o of the solution approaches (from below) the
critical density ps. An important quantity which appears in our analysis is

k

B:=sup | Y @z | > L € (0, +oc]. (1.21)

a;iQ;izl
k>1 j=kt1 j=1 JQJ

Observe that B depends only on the coefficients a; ( > 1) and b; (i > 2). We are able to show that
subcritical solutions of (1.1) converge exponentially to equilibrium and 1/B is a good measure of
the speed of convergence whenever B is finite:

Theorem 1.1. Assume (1.19) and (1.20). Let ¢ = (¢;); be a nongzero subcritical solution to equation
(1.1) with initial condition ¢(0) such that, for some v > 0,

M = Zexp (vi) ¢;(0) < 400, (1.22)
i=1
and define the equilibrium monomer density z > 0 by (1.7). Then there exist explicit 7 € (0,v) and
A« > 0 such that, for any n € (0,7), there is a number C > 0 which depends only on o, n, M and
Yoo, ez Q; such that

> exp (i) |es(t) — 2'Qi| < Cexp(=Ait)  forallt >0, (1.23)
=1

Under these conditions B is finite, and if lim;_, - a; = +00 we may take A\, = 1/B.

For the particular case of the example coefficients (1.13) or (1.17), if & < 2(1 — u) we show
that B can be bounded by

2t A
Ch (log ﬁ) ' <B <0y (1ng_) '
z z

for z < z;, where C; and C3 depend only on the coefficients (a;);, (b;); (and in particular are
independent of z). In the case « > 2(1 — 1) we have

Ci <B<Cy

for z < z; and some (other) constants C;, Co that again depend only on the coefficients. We
observe that if z = z, then B is finite if and only if o > 2(1 — p).

1.4. Method of proof. Our proof is based on a study of the linearization of the Becker-Doring
equations around the equilibrium, for which we show the existence of a spectral gap whose size
is well estimated by 1/B (see Theorem 2.15 for details). This implies exponential convergence to
equilibrium for the linearized system, which can be extended to the nonlinear equations by means
of techniques developed in the literature on kinetic equations, and particularly on the Boltzmann
equation [21, 16].

We observe that the improvement with respect to [17] comes from the use of a different method.
The main tool in [17] is an inequality between the free energy (or entropy) H defined by (1.9) and
its production rate D (see (1.10)) in the spirit of the ones available for the Boltzmann equation
[10]. As pointed out in [17], an inequality like H < CD for some constant C' > 0, which would
directly imply an exponential convergence to equilibrium, is roughly analogous to a functional
log-Sobolev inequality, which is known not to hold for a measure with an exponential tail. Since
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this is the case for the stationary solutions of the Becker-Doring equation, it is believed (though, to
our knowledge, not proved) that this inequality does not hold in general for this equation; hence,
the following weaker inequality (this is, weaker for small H) is proved in [17]:

H
——3 <UD,
[Tog HP?

implying a convergence like exp(—Ct'/3). This obstacle has a parallel in the Boltzmann equation,
for which the corresponding inequality (known as Cercignani’s conjecture) has been proved not
to hold in general, and can be substituted by inequalities like H'*¢ < CD for € > 0 (we refer to
the recent review [10] for the history of the conjecture and a detailed bibliography). However,
just as for the space homogeneous [21] and the full Boltzmann equation [16] this can be comple-
mented by the study of the linearized equation in order to show full exponential convergence. By
following a parallel reasoning for the Becker-Déring system we can upgrade the convergence rate
to exponential.

Hence, our analysis is built around a study of the linearized Becker-Déring equation, which
is new to our knowledge. We prove here the existence of a positive spectral gap of the operator
L, defined in Section 2 as a suitable linearization of Eq. (1.1) around the equilibrium (Q;);>1 =
(2°Q;)i>1, in different spaces:

(1) We provide first a spectral description of L in a Hilbert space setting. Namely, we shall
investigate the spectral properties of the operator L in the weighted space # = ¢?(Q). This
analysis is carried out with two (complementary) techniques: on the one hand, under
reasonable conditions on the coefficients, one can show that L is self-adjoint in # and,
resorting to a compactness argument, the existence of a non constructive spectral gap can
be shown. On the other hand, using a discrete version of the weighted Hardy’s inequality,
the positivity of the spectral gap is completely characterized in terms of necessary and
sufficient conditions on the coefficients. Moreover, and more importantly, quantitative
estimates of this spectral gap are given.

(2) Unfortunately, as it occurs classically for kinetic models, the Hilbert space setting which
provides good estimates for the linearized equation is usually not suitable for the nonlinear
equation. Thus, inspired by previous results on Navier-Stokes and Boltzmann equation
[15, 21], we derive the spectral properties of the linearized operator in a larger weighted
¢! space. We use for this an abstract result (see Theorem 3.1) allowing to enlarge the
functional space in which the exponential decay of a semigroup holds. This follows recent
techniques developed in [16], though we give a self-contained proof simplified in our
setting. The application of this theoretical result requires some important technical efforts,
see Theorem 3.5.

It is worth pointing out that our techniques parallel the historical development of the study of
the exponential decay of the homogeneous Boltzmann equation. We first show by non-constructive
methods based on Weyl’s theorem that the linearized operator L has a positive spectral gap. An
exposition of similar techniques for the linearized homogeneous Boltzmann equation can be found
in [8]. Explicit estimates for this spectral gap were given in [5], and similar techniques for the
extension of the spectral gap were devised in [21] and developed in [16], and used to study the
rate of convergence to equilibrium of the homogeneous Boltzmann equation.
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In Section 2 we carry out the plan in point (1) above, and in Section 3 we carry out point (2).
The application to the nonlinear equation and the proofs of our main results are then given in
Section 4.

2. THE LINEARIZED BECKER-DORING EQUATIONS
2.1. The linearized operator. For the whole of Section 2 we assume the following:

Hypothesis 2.1. We take (a;);>1 and (b;);>1 satisfying (1.3), define (Q;);>1 by (1.5), and assume
(1.8). We also take 0 < z < z; and set

Q,=Q;z", i>1 2.1
We also assume that
A= 222 1+a;+b;) 20, < +o0. (2.2)
=1

We remark that, when z < z,, the sum in (2.2) is indeed finite under “reasonable” conditions
on the coefficients (such as (1.19)). Hence condition (2.2) is important mainly for the case z = z..
Also, when z = zg, condition (2.2) ensures that g, < +o0.

The choice of 0 < z < zs corresponds to the choice of a mass 0 < ¢ < g5 given by (1.7). The
unique equilibrium with mass o is precisely (Q;):>1, given by (2.1). Notice that (1.5) implies that
a; Q19; = biy1Qiy1, i>1. (2.3)

Consider a solution (¢;);>1 of (1.1) with mass ¢ (this is, a subcritical or critical solution). In order
to linearize equation (1.1) around the steady state (Q;); we define the fluctuation h = (h;);>1 by

i =9, (1+hy) 2.4)

where the components of 7 may have any sign. Let us carry out some formal computations, and
leave the precise definition of the linearized operator for Section 2.2. Notice that, in order for (1.7)
to be satisfied, it is necessary that

> iQihi(t)=0  forallt> 0. (2.5)
i=1
The weak form of (1.1) reads as follows:
oo d oo
; ¢iaci = ; (aici(t)er(t) = bigrcipa(t) (div1 — di — 1) (2.6)

for any sequence (¢;);>1. Plugging into this the ansatz (2.4) yields, for any sequence (¢; );

Zl dt ’L Ql(bl

Z (aiQiQ1(1 +hi(t) (L +hi(t) — big1Qit1(1 + hi+1(t))) <¢i+1 — ¢ — ¢1>- 2.7)

Using (2.3) one sees that, for any 7,5 > 1,
a;QiQ1(1 + hi(t)) (1 + h1(t)) = bit1Qit1(1 + hit1(t))
=0a;9;Q; (hi(t) + hi(t) — hiy1(t)) + a; Qi Q1 hi(t) ha ().
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This means that the fluctuation h(t) = (h;(t)); satisfies
d
dt

where the linear operator L is given, in weak form, by

hi(t) = Li(h(t)) + Ty (h(t), h(t)) (2.8)

S Li(h)Qidi => W} (dip1— di — 1)
i=1 i>1

oo (2.9)
= Zain‘Ql (hi + h1 = his1) (ix1 — ¢ — 1)
i1

for any sequences h = (h;);, (¢;);, Where
Wk = a;Q;Q1(hi + h1) — big1Qisrhizr = a;Qi Q1 (hi + ha — hiy1). (2.10)
Alternatively, we may write L in strong form as

Ly(h) = —Qil (WlL + ZW,5> . Lih) = Qi Wty -wk)  (i=2). (2.11)
k=1 v

The bilinear operator I'(f, g) is defined in weak form by

Zri(ﬂ 9)Qidi = %ZaiQin (figr + f195) (bix1 — bi — ¢1)

i=1 i>1

for any sequences f = (f;)i, g = (¢:); and (¢;);. Alternatively, the strong form of I';(f, ¢g) can be
written as

Pl(fag):_alglflgl_%iaigi (figr + fi91) (2.12)
and -
Ti(f,g9) = 21Qi (ailgilgl(fil g+ f1gio1) —aiQiQi(figi + fi gz)) P22 (2.13)
Neglecting in (2.8) the quadratic term I'(h, h), one is faced with the linearized problem:
%h(t) = L(h(t)), h(0) = h°, (2.14)

which should be understood as the linear approximation of equation (1.1) close to the equilibrium
(Qi)i>1. Our purpose in the rest of this section is to study the operator L and its spectral properties,
thus obtaining the asymptotic behavior of equation (2.14).

2.2. Study of the linearized operator and proof of existence of a spectral gap. The first thing
we need to do in order to define rigorously the operator L is to give its domain. We take expression
(2.9) as a starting point, and we denote by ¢y the set of compactly supported sequences h = (h;);
(this is, the sequences for which there exists N > 0 such that h; = 0 for all 7 > N).

Definition 2.2 (The operator L). Assume Hypothesis 2.1. For a compactly supported sequence
h = (h;); € £oo we define L(h) by the expression (2.11) (or, equivalently, (2.9) for h, ¢ € £oo).
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Notice that the only infinite sum in (2.11) converges by (2.2). (Actually, the slightly weaker
condition ), a;Q; < +oco would be enough for the definition, but we keep (2.2) for simplicity).

One can give a more compact expression of L by direct inspection, using (2.3) repeatedly:

Lemma 2.3. Assume Hypothesis 2.1. For any compactly supported sequence h,

Li(h) = —oihi + & jh;  fori>1 (2.15)
i=1

where o; are defined by

o1 :3GIQI+ZGiQi7 ogi=0a;Q1+0b; fori>2, (2.16)
i=1
&;,; are defined by

Q1&12=09281 =2b2Q2 — 29192, (2.17)
Qi&i1=916,,=09; —a;19; fori>2, (2.18)
Qiiic1=Qi—1&i-1,, =09, fori>2, (2.19)

and & ; =0forj ¢ {1,i—1,i+1}.

The numbers ¢; ; represent the nondiagonal entries of the infinite-dimensional matrix that de-
fines L. One can see that the only nonzero entries of this matrix are in the diagonal and in the
first line and column. In addition, the numbers &; ; have the important property that (Q;&; ;)i j>1
is a symmetric matrix, which suggests considering the inner product with weight Q;. There is
another reason why this inner product appears naturally: since the nonlinear equation (1.1) has a
Lyapunov functional (see (1.9)-(1.12)), one may look at the second-order approximation of this
functional close to the equilibrium (Q;);>1, which happens to be

1 oo
Il = 5 Y Qihi. (2.20)
=1

It becomes then natural to study the linearized operator L in the Hilbert space H := ¢2(Q) defined
as

H={h=(hi)iz1 | |hllx < oo}
with inner product denoted by (-,-). As remarked above, I becomes a symmetric operator in H.
Another crucial property of L in this Hilbert space is that it is dissipative; this is,

(Lh,h) <0 forall h € £y,

as can be readily seen from (2.9). Though L is in general not continuous on #, it is easy to give a
dense subspace of # in which it is bounded:

Lemma 2.4. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and (1.20c). Then, there exists C > 0 (depending only on z and
the coefficients (a;);>1, (b;)i>1) such that

IL(R)l3 < Cllhlla (2.21)
for any compactly supported sequence h, where

Ho = 2(O(1 + 02)) = {h eI hl3, =3 Qi1 +o)h? < +oo} (2.22)

i=1
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and (o;); was defined in (2.16).

Remark 2.5. In fact, instead of condition (1.20c) it is enough to have that Q;11/Q; is uniformly
bounded in 4, as can be seen from the proof. Notice that the assumptions (H1)-(H4) of [17] imply
the boundedness of (Q;+1/Q:):.

Proof. Instead of (2.21) we will show, equivalently, that
(Lh,¢) < Clhlla, Nl forall g € H. (2.23)

In this proof C' denotes any positive quantity depending only on z and the coefficients (a;);>1,
(bi)i>1, possibly changing from line to line. From (2.9) we have, using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequal-

ity,

(Lh,¢) = Z ai Qi Q1 (hi + h1 — hiy1) (ix1 — s — 1)

i=1

S 1/2 o 1/2
o <Z Q?Qi(hi +hy — hi+1)2> <Z Qi (¢iv1 — &i — ¢>1)2> . (2.24)

=1 =1

The term inside the first parentheses is bounded by

> a2Q;(hi + hy — higa)” 3Za Qi(hi +hi+hiyy)

i=1 =1

<3 0?Qih? +3A4hT +3 a?Qih}y,

i=1 i=1
Qz 1
C||h||H2 +Z . b$+1Qz+1hz+1 C”h”%'[z’

where we used (2.3) and the fact that Q,,1/Q; is bounded umformly in 4 thanks to (1.20c). A
similar reasoning shows that the second parenthesis in (2.24) is bounded by

3" Qi1 — i — é1)” < Cllol3,,

=1

which shows (2.23). O

The operator L is defined only on compactly supported sequences k. We will now extend it to a
larger domain, so that it becomes a closed operator, and study its spectrum. We will consider two
ways to do this, later shown to lead to the same result: one of them is to look at the closure L of
L, and the other one is to look at an associated quadratic form, which will lead to an extension
denoted by L. Let us first describe the latter.

Expression (2.9) suggests the introduction of a symmetric form & in A by setting

&(h,g) = —(h, Lg) = ZazQzQI it1—hi —h1)(giv1 —gi —g1)  for h,g € Lo,
i1

which can be naturally extended to the domain

(&) ={heH; Ehh) < oo}
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by setting
g(h,g) = ZaiQin (hiJrl — hl — hl) (gi+1 — i — 91) for h,g (S .@(éo) (225)

i1
Then, one has the following

Proposition 2.6. Assume Hypothesis 2.1. Define the space H1 by

Hi = {h €M |hlz, = Z(l +0:)Qih? < 00 },
i=1
where we recall that o; was defined in (2.16).

The form & with domain 2(&) defined by (2.25) is a closed symmetric form on H. Its domain
P(&) contains H, and there exists C' > 0 (depending only on the coefficients (a;);>1 and (b;);>2) such
that

16 (hyg)] < Cllhllss gl for all hyg € H. (2.26)

Proof. The fact that & is symmetric and bilinear is clear. Moreover, one proves as in [14, Example
1.2.4] that (&, 2(&)) is closed thanks to Fatou’s Lemma. Let us prove (2.26), which in turn shows
that H, C 2(&). By a usual depolarization argument it is enough to show (2.26) for g = h. We
have

&(h,h) = ZaiQiQI(hi +hy — hi+1)2 < 3ZGiQiQ1(hf + hi+hi,)
i=1 =1

=3ART +3 " a;Q1Qih} +3 b;Qih} < C|hlf3,,
i=1 i=2
where A is the quantity in (2.2). This proves the desired bound. O

Due to the previous Proposition, according to [14, Theorem 1.3.1 & Corollary 1.3.1], there
exists a unique non-positive definite self-adjoint operator £ on H such that Z(£) C 2(&) and

&(h,g) = —(Lh,g) forallh e 2(L), g€ 2(&). (2.27)

More precisely, Z(&) = 9(v/—L). It is clear that the linear operator (£, Z(L)) extends the above
linear operator L, defined on ¢y, and that ¢y, is a core for £. It is also easy to see, under the
conditions of Lemma 2.4, that the domain of £ must include the space Hs (since £ is a closed
operator that extends L), and that the expression of £ in #, is still given by (2.11) (since each
of the sums converges absolutely in this space, as deduced from the proof of Lemma 2.4) or
alternatively by (2.9) (for any ¢ € fyo). It is also easy to see that 0 is an eigenvalue of £ with
explicit eigen-space:

Lemma 2.7. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and (1.20c). Then 0 is an eigenvalue of L, with a one-dimensional
associated eigenspace spanned by the sequence defined by h; =i for i > 1.

Proof. Under the condition (2.2) one sees that b = (i);>1 € Ha C Z(L) (notice that the latter
inclusion holds due to the previous discussion and Lemma 2.4). It is clear then from (2.27) and
(2.25) that (Lh,g) = 0 for all g € 2(&), so Lh = 0. On the other hand, if there is any h =
(hi)i=1 € 2(L) such that £(R) = 0, then &(h, h) = 0 and consequently h; 1 = h; + hy for all i > 1.
This implies that h; =ihy fori > 1,s0 his a multiple of A. O
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Remark 2.8. Again, Lemma 2.7 holds with the milder condition that Q;11/@Q; is uniformly bounded
instead of (1.20c¢).

It is well-known [18, 14] that the Dirichlet form (&, 2(&)) (or, equivalently, the operator
(L,2(L))), generates a strongly continuous semigroup of contractions {S;, t > 0} in H = ¢2(Q).
In particular, for any h° = (h});>1 € H the linearized problem

d
dt
admits a unique mild solution h(t) = (h;(t));>1 given by h(t) = S;h° satisfying
|h@)| < ||h°]| forallt >0
Moreover, S;(H) C 2(&) for any t > 0 and, if h° = (h?)i>1 € (L) then, for any ¢t > 0,
suDse(o.1) 17(s)]|2(6) < oo (we refer to [14, Chapter 1] for details). In fact, for h° € (L) we

have that h is C* in time, h(t) € 2(L£) for all t > 0 and (2.28) is satisfied pointwise in time. Hence,
for h® € 2(L) we have

hi(t) = Li(h(t)),  hi(0) = (2.28)

%Hh()”z (h,Lh) = =&(h,h) = = > a;Q;Q1 (hip1 — hi—hy)® forallt>0

izl

The advantage of the approach involving the quadratic form is that we obtain, in a simple way,
a self-adjoint extension of L on which we have a lot of information. However, it is not easy to give
explicitly the domain Z(L) of the operator £. We consider also a different approach based on the
closure of L. Since L is symmetric, it is closable and we define L as its closure:

Definition 2.9 (The operator L). Assume Hypothesis 2.1. We define the linear operator L, with
domain 2(L), as the closure in H of the linear operator L (with domain £y).

The following proposition gives a certain structure to L that will allow us to identify its domain,
prove it has a spectral gap (in a non-constructive way, using Weyl’s theorem) and show that in fact
L=2_CL:

Proposition 2.10. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and conditions (1.20a), (1.20c) and (1.20d). Assume also
that z < zs. Then the linear operator L is self-adjoint with domain 2 (L) = H (as defined in (2.22))
and, given ¢ > 0, it can be written as

L(h) =LYh)+LM(h)  forallh € 2(L) (2.29)
such that

(1) LCisa compact operator on H.
(2) LM is a self-adjoint operator with domain Hs,, and with spectrum

S(LM) C (o0, =]

AN = <1—2ﬂ> -0, 0= 2z/z

1474

where

and

o := inf oy,
k21

which is strictly positive due to (1.20a).
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Proof. Take an integer N > 1, to be fixed later. We define, foralli > 1,

L?(h) = Z X{min{i,j} <N} fi_’jhj for h € H, (2.30)
=1
L} (h) == —oih; + Z X{min{i,j}>N} &ijhy  for h € Hy, (2.31)
=1

We recall that the notation o; and ; ; was defined in (2.16)-(2.19). The notation xy... represents
a function which is equal to 1 when the condition in the brackets is satisfied, 0 otherwise. In a
more explicit way,

{L?(h) =2 520615 hy, LS (h) = &1 hy + a2Q1 hg (2.32)
LE(h) = &aht + bihic1 Xisnt1y + @i Q1 hiv1 Xxu<ny  fori > 2; .
while

LY(h) = =0 hi + b; hi—1 XisN+1) + @i Q1 hig1 X{isn} (i>1). (2.33)

With calculations similar to those in the proof of Lemma 2.4 one sees that the sums in (2.30)-(2.31)
converge, that L : # — H is bounded and that there exists C' > 0 such that |LM a3, < C||h| .
for any h € H,. Moreover, both LE and LM are easily seen to be symmetric operators. One sees
that L : H — H is a finite-rank operator, since except for its first component L it only depends
on a finite number of components of h. In particular, it is a compact operator. Since it is also
symmetric, LC is thus self-adjoint.

Let us investigate now the remaining part LM. We will prove that, for N > 1 large enough, LM
is self-adjoint thanks to Kato-Rellich’s theorem [18, Theorem 4.3, p. 287]. To do so, define the
multiplication operator T with domain #, by

Tl(h,) = —0o; h; fOI'hGHQ, 1> 1.

Being a multiplication operator, T is self-adjoint in 7. Define the operator S, also with domain
‘Ho, as the remaining part in (2.33):

Si(h) = bi hi—iX{i>N+1} + @i Q1 hiyixsny  forh e Ha, i > 1,

so that LM = T + S. Clearly, S is symmetric. Let us now prove that S is T-bounded with relative
bound smaller than one. To do so, we compute

. 1/2
IT(h)[% = <Z 0?9#&) ,
i=1

while
-~ 1/2 1/2 1/2
IS(h)l[2 = <Z|Si(h)|2Qi> < < > bgh?—lQi) + (Z(%‘Ql)thﬂ Qi)
i=1 i>N+1 >N
1/2 1/2
_ (zbalgmf) . ( > af_lgfgi_mf)
>N i>N+1

1/2 1/2
= <Z ,UziQih?> + < Z ViQih12> (2.34)

i>N i>N+1
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where
2 2 Qifl 2 2 Qz 2 QiJrl
vit=a;_19 , Vi1 =a;9Q =b; .
=g, ! Qi g,
Observe that, since o; = a;Q1 + b; = Q1 (a; + a;—1 QTQ‘T ), and calling ¢ := z,/z,
2
v aj_q Qi1 14 .
— = 5 : — 5 as v — 400,
i (ai +a;—1 Qé.;l ) < (1 " é)
due to (1.5), (1.20c) (which implies Q;/Q; 1 — £ as i — +o0) and (1.20d). Similarly,
Yol ¢ ast— +oo
o? (1+20)? '

Hence, from (2.34) we see that for any ¢ > 0 we can find N > 0 such that

1+4 = 1+7¢

2V i 2V/0
ISl < (1+¢) (Z afgz-/ﬁ) <1+ 9L TR e = OIT(W) . (2.35)
Since we are assuming z < z;, we have ¢ > 1 and it is possible to choose ¢ > 0 such that § =
2(1 4 €)vV¢/(1 +¢) < 1. In other words, S is T-bounded with relative bound @ strictly smaller
than 1. According to Kato-Rellich’s Theorem LM = S + T with domain 2(LM) = 2(T) = H, is
self-adjoint.

Let us now show that the spectrum of LM is to the left of A\y;. Since ¢ = inf;>10; > 0, one
has (T(h), h) < —c| h||? for any h € 2(T). With the terminology of [18], this exactly means that
the multiplication operator T is bounded from above with upper bound yr = —¢. Combining
inequality (2.35) with [18, Theorem 4.11, p. 291], LM is bounded from above with upper bound
~ypm such that ypm > yr — 0|yt = —(1 — 0)g, i.e.

LMh, h) < —(1—0)a||h||> forall h € 2(T).

This proves in particular point (2) of the Proposition with A\y; = 1 — 6 > 0. Notice that we can take
¢ > 0 arbitrarily small, so Ay, can be arbitrarily close to 2v///(1 + £).

Now the identity L(h) = LE(h) + LM(h) is obviously true for h € £o0. Then, it is clear from
the bounds above that the closure of L has domain H, and is equal to L® + LM, which shows
(2.29). Since L is a compact self-adjoint perturbation of LM, Weyl’s Theorem ensures that L is
self-adjoint. O

Corollary 2.11. Assume the conditions of Proposition 2.10. There exists Ao > 0 (defined in a non-
constructive way) such that

(Lh,h) < =Xo|lh|? for all h € Hy such that » ih;Q; = 0. (2.36)
i=1

In addition, the operators L and L are equal. Finally, L is the generator of a Cy-semigroup (S;);>o in
‘H such that

ISihlla < e !Bl Vh € Hsuchthat » ihiQ; =0,  t=>0.
i=1
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Proof. Since L is a compact perturbation of LM, Weyl’s Theorem ensures that the operator L is
self-adjoint and its essential spectrum &, (L) coincides with that of LM, in particular Gs(L) C
(—o00, —AM]. Consequently, the part of G(L) contained in (—Ay;, +00) is a set of isolated eigenval-
ues of finite multiplicity. As we also know that L is non-positive, we have G(L) C (—o0, 0], having
only a finite number of eigenvalues in (—Ay, 0]. From Lemma 2.7 we know that 0 is an eigenvalue
of L with eigenspace spanned by (i);>1. Since Ay > 0, L must have a strictly positive spectral gap
Ao, which gives (2.36).

Since L, the closure of L, is self-adjoint, the operator L is by definition essentially self-adjoint.
As such, it only has one possible self-adjoint extension. Since £ is another such extension, we have
L = L. The final part of the result is a classical consequence of (2.36). O

Proposition 2.10 does not apply in the case z = z,. In order to include that case we need to
obtain more delicate estimates:

Lemma 2.12. Assume the hypotheses of Proposition 2.10, but take z = zs. Define then

by ap—1 Qr—1

01 = —1= —1 fork>1.
k akgl ag Qk f
and assume that
likm inf 0 \/ax > 0. (2.37)
— 00

Then the conclusions of Proposition 2.10 still hold true for L, for some \y; > 0. As a consequence, the
conclusions of Corollary 2.11 are true (i.e., L has a positive spectral gap and L, = L).

Proof. The proof follows the same steps as that of Proposition 2.10 and is based upon the splitting
of Las L = L€ + LM with L® and LM defined by (2.32) and (2.33) respectively. It will consist
in proving that, under the supplementary assumption (2.37), one can choose N > 1 large enough
such that

(LM(R),h)y < —Aullh|j3, forall h € Hs, (2.38)
holds true for some positive Ay; > 0. Once we have this, the rest of the proofs of Proposition 2.10
and Corollary 2.11 are still valid. Indeed, arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.10, this implies
the existence of a positive spectral gap (defined in a non-constructive way) for L thanks to Weyl’s
theorem. One computes, for some N > 1 to be fixed later,

<LM(h)7 h> = - ZUin‘ h? + Z bi Qihi hi—1 + Z a; Q19Qih; hit

=1 iSN+1 iSN
=— Z 0;Qih? +2 Z a; Q19:h; hiy1  (2.39)
i1 iSN

where we used (1.5). For each ¢ > 1 we take r; > 1 (also to be fixed later), and use Young’s
inequality to deduce that

1
2 i ihi hig1 < 1a; Q1 h? —a; i h?
Y0 QQihihia < Y maiQihi+ Y —aiQiQihiy

i>N i>N+1 i>N+1 "

= Y ra; QIO+ Y %bihzzgja

i>N+1 i>N+2 ' *
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again by (1.5). Since b; = (¢;Q1)(1 4+ ¢;) and 0; = b; + a;Q1 = (a;Q1)(2 + §;) for any ¢ > 1, one
gets

(LMh, h) Zalth% Yo oa (n H&)h?Qi

i>N+1 T

N+1 L4+
<= > amQihi+ > aQ (Ti-i- 1—2—51') Qi h3.

i=1 i>N+1 Ti
Take N large enough so that for §; > 0 for all i > N + 1. We make the choice
r;=14+06;/2 fori>N+1,

to obtain
N+1
LMh, h) < — Qi h? — i h3.
(LM, h) < = 0 0iQihi = Qu 4+%Q
=1 1>N+1
According to (2.37),
C = Oy timinf -4 5
= 1M 11
P a2y T
so choosing N large enough,
N+1 c N+1 c
M 2 2 2 2
(LMh, h) <=3 0iQihi =5 3, Qihi<-c) Qhi-3 > Q.
1=1 1>N+1 =1 1>N+1
which yields (2.38) with A\y; = min{g, %} > 0. O
Remark 2.13. For the typical coefficients given by (1.13), with z = z,, one sees that
_ q
O = Py k> 1.

Since aj, = k* with a > 0, one sees that (2.37) holds true if and only if &« > 2(1—p). In other words,
L has a positive spectral gap whenever o > 2(1 — i). We will prove this later on in a different way,
by a constructive argument related to Hardy’s inequality which gives explicit estimates of the size
of the gap. We will also show that, for o < 2(1 — 1), £ does not have a positive spectral gap (see
Lemma 2.23).

2.3. Explicit spectral gap estimates in /2(Q). Let us now study conditions ensuring that £ admits
a positive spectral gap in the space H = ¢?(Q). Since L is a self-adjoint operator in this space, it
having a spectral gap of size )\, is equivalent to the functional dissipativity inequality

(h, Lh) < —Xo|[h||3, forall h € Lo such that Y i Q;h; =0 (2.40)
i=1
this is,
Ao Z Q:hi < Z aiQ; Q1 (hit1 — hi — hl)2 (2.41)
=1 i=1

for all h € oo such that >° iQ;h; = 0. Notice that it is enough to have the inequality for
compactly supported sequences h, since £y is a core for £. On the other hand, if (2.41) holds for
all h € lyo then it must actually hold for all sequences h, with the understanding that either or
both sides of the inequality may be infinite.
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We already saw in Proposition 2.10 (see also Lemma 2.12) sufficient conditions ensuring the
existence of a positive spectral gap. However, this existence result was based on a compactness
argument and, consequently, does not provide any quantitative information about the size spectral
gap. In this section we adopt a different viewpoint by studying the inequality (2.40) directly. This
will result in useful estimates on the spectral gap, explicit in terms of the coefficients (ay)x>1 and

(bk)k>1-

Definition 2.14. Assume Hypothesis 2.1. We call )\, the size of the spectral gap in H of the
operator £; equivalently, )\, is the largest nonnegative constant such that (2.40) (or equivalently,
(2.41)) holds. Notice that Ao = 0 whenever £ has no spectral gap.

Our main estimate of )\ is the following:

Theorem 2.15 (Bound of the spectral gap for the linearized Becker-Doring operator). Assume
Hypothesis 2.1. Recall the definition of B given in (1.21):

k

B = sup Z Q; Z ajIQj

k21 \ i e j=1

It holds that

1
15 S Aos (2.42)
which should be understood as saying that B = +oo if Ao = 0. If we additionally assume that

2
o'}

My = ; alg > 39| <+ (2.43)

v\ j=it1

and call
My =) i*Q; (2.44)
i=1

(which is finite due to (2.2)), then we also have an upper bound of \y:
M; 1

B—-—<—<4B
My = Xo

which should be understood as saying that B = +oo if and only if Ao = 0.

3

Using this it is easy to give quite general conditions on the coefficients a;, b; such that the
spectral gap Ao is strictly positive whenever z < z,. In particular, the following lemma applies
to the “typical” coefficients (1.13) and (1.17). Notice that the following result has already been
obtained in Prop. 2.10 by a completely different argument; however, the following Corollary is
constructive, relying on the above Theorem:

Corollary 2.16. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and conditions (1.20a), (1.20c) and (1.20d). Then for any
0 < z < z,, the spectral gap Ao of L in H is strictly positive.

Proof. Due to (2.42) it is enough to show that B < +oc. Let us call Qj, := 2*Q;. as usual, and

oo k
1
my = Z Qj, mny = Z forall £k > 1.
j=1

0.0,
j=k+1 i<
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We will show that

-1
my, EE° (z— - 1) 0, (2.45)
z
k—+oo [ Rs -1 1
i (z 1) —m (2.46)
which then implies that
1 my 1 my,
== <—— <C forallk>1
MR = e (nrarQk) o (nrarQr)

for some C' > 0, due to the lower bound on (1.20a) and the limits (2.45) and (2.46). This implies
that B = supk>1(mknk) < C, so we just have to prove (2.45) and (2.46).
We prove them by using the Stolz-Cesaro theorem. Notice that

M1 =Mk Qk _< 2 _1>1_>(ﬁ_1)_1
Opy1 — Ok Q1 — Qi Okt1 z ’

due to (1.20c). Since my, is strictly decreasing and tends to 0 as & — +oo, this implies (2.45).
In a similar way, due to (1.20c) and (1.20d),

-1 —1 -1
Ngr1 — Nk _ (@41 9Qr41) _ (1 _ Ok41 Qk+1> N (1 _ ﬁ)
(ar1Qrs1) ™ = (@ Q)™ (arg1Qry1) ™t — (arQr) ! arQx 25 ’
which, since ny, is strictly increasing and unbounded, implies (2.46). O

Let us begin the proof of Theorem 2.15. We will prove it through an inequality which is stronger
than (2.40), and equivalent in some cases, as we will show immediately afterwards:

Lemma 2.17. Assume Hypothesis 2.1. Define A1 as the largest nonnegative constant such that

/\1 Z Qi (hl —1 h1)2 < Z aiQigl (hi-i-l — hl — h1)2 fOT’ all h = (hi)i2l- (247)
=1 i=1
Then
1 <\ < 1 (2.48)
AB X N X Ba .

which again should be understood as saying that Ay = 0 if and only if B = +oc.

Proof. We call
i = Qiy1, Vi = a;Q; fori > 1.
Hardy’s inequality from Appendix A says that B is finite if and only if the following inequality holds

for some \; > 0:
2

MY i (Do <D wf? forall f = (fi)iz1. (2.49)
i=1 J=1 i=1

In addition, if any of these conditions hold, we have (2.48). Hence it is enough to show that (2.47)
is equivalent to (2.49).
For one implication, assume that (2.49) holds. If we take any sequence h = (h;);>1 and call

fi=hix1—hi— M fori>1
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then (2.49) is just (2.47): notice that the term on the right hand side of (2.49) is

Z v fE = Zai Qi (hiy1 — hi — hy)? (2.50)
i=1 i=1
and the term to the left of (2.49) is
. 2 ) 2
MY i | Y] =D (hj+1 —h;j —h1)
i=1 Jj=1 i=1 j=1

= Al Z i (h/l'Jrl — (Z =+ 1) h1)2 = )\1 Z QZ (hz —1 h1)2 5 (251)
=1 =1
since the first term in this sum is equal to 0.
For the reverse implication, assume (2.47). Then for any sequence f = (f;)i>1, define recur-
sively
hl = O, hl = fi + hi—l + hl for ¢ > 2.
Since (2.50) and (2.51) still hold, (2.47) implies (2.49), and we have finished the proof. O

Lemma 2.18. Assume Hypothesis 2.1. There is the following relationship between inequality (2.47)
and the spectral gap inequality (2.40):
1 1 1 Ms
N < N g — + a0
AN Ao My
where for the right inequality we need to assume additionally that both M3 is finite. (We recall that
My and M; were defined in (2.43)—-(2.44)).

(2.52)

Proof. Denote the right-hand side of (2.47) by D(h) for convenience (it is equal to &(h,h) =
— (Lh,h) for any h € Z(L), but we rename it to include any sequence /). Let us show the first
inequality. For any sequence h = (h;);>1 € loo with ), iQ;h; = 0 we have

> Qi(hi—ih1)* =" QihI+hi> i*Qi—2h1 Y iQih; > > Qihi = ||h[l3,

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
since the mixed term obtained when expanding the square vanishes due to the orthogonality con-
dition on h. We have, using (2.47),

MBI < MY Qi (hi —iha)? < D(h).
i=1
This shows the first inequality.

For the second inequality we assume that \g > 0 (since otherwise it is a trivial statement). Take
any sequence h = (h;);>1 € {oo. Calling

oo _ 1 oo
o 2. — oy
M, = ;z Q;, h:= T ;lehz
we have

S Qilhi—im)’ =30 Qi(hi—ih) > Qi(ih—ih)”, (2.53)
i=1 i=1 i=1
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since the mixed term obtained from the square is zero due to the definition of h. If we call
gi :=h; —ih we see that ) .°, iQ,g; = 0 and we may use (2.40) to obtain

3" Qi (hi —ih)* < A;'D(g) = Ay D(h). (2.54)

This deals with the first term in (2.53). For the second term, use that

=) 00 i—1
My [h—hy| = > iQi(hi —iha)| = > iQs Y (hjt1 —hj — ha)
i=1 i=1 j=1
oo i—1
<D D Qi —hy— | = Z |hj+1 = hj = ha| Z iQi
i=1j=1 i=j+1
oo 1/2 oo [eS) 2\ 1/
> aiQi(hjyr — hy — h)? > ! > g = M;"? D(h)"/?
j=1 %\ 50
to obtain .
SOQ (1B —ihi)? = (A hi)> My %ED(h) (2.55)

Using (2.54) and (2.55) in (2.53) we finally obtain

1 Ms
ZQz 7 Zhl \ (AO‘FE) D(h)

for every h € {y. It is easy to see that this implies the inequality for all sequences /, hence proving
the second inequality in (2.52). O

2.4. Estimates of the spectral gap size near the critical density. In many cases of interest one
can estimate the quantity B as z approaches z;. This implies an estimate on the size of the spectral
gap for the linearized Becker-Doring equations, as stated in Theorem 2.15. We remark that our
main estimate for B, Lemma 2.23 below, applies to the coefficients (1.13) as well as (1.17).

Let us set the notation. We call

gr = —logQr — klogzs fork >1, w = logﬁ
z
so that
Qr = Qpz* =exp (—gr — kw) fork>1
Lemma 2.19. Assume that there exists ko > 0 such that:
(1) The sequence (gy)y is increasing for k > k.
(2) The sequence (gi/ k) is decreasing for k > ko.
Assume also that:
(3) There are constants C > 0 and 0 < u < 1 such that
Gr1 — g ~ Ck* (2.56)
(4) There are constants C, o > 0 such that
ap ~ Ck* ask — +oo. (2.57)
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Then for some numbers C; < Cy depending only on the coefficients (ay ). and (by)g, we have that for
all z,/2 < z < z,

Cle CQQk
— 7 S < > 1. )
w + kr—1 = J:Zk QJ =W  fu—1 fOT’k >1 (2 58)
and
k
= <Y L < ¢ fork>1. (2.59)

ko Qp(w +kr—1) T £ a;Q; T kQy (w+ kHT)

j=1

Remark 2.20. We give the above estimates only for z > z/2 for simplicity, and since we are
interested in the behavior for z close to z;. They can easily be derived for z > §, for any § > 0
(with constants C4, Co depending on ), but are very poor estimates for small .

Remark 2.21. Both example coefficients (1.13) and (1.17) satisfy all hypotheses of Lemma 2.19.
Notice that for (1.17) the sequence g is

gr = —logzs+o(k—1)" fork>1
while for (1.13) we have

q/zs
o

k
gkzalogk—logzs—i-Zlog(l—i— > fork > 1.

j=2
From this it is easy to check that all the requirements of Lemma 2.19 are met.

Remark 2.22. Notice that, for any sequence (g )i satisfying the assumptions of Lemma 2.19, the
following hold:

(i) There is a constant C' > 0 such that
gr/k < CkF' fork > 1. (2.60)

This is a simple consequence of (2.56). In particular, gx/k tends to 0 as k — +oc.
(ii) There exists C' > 0 such that

ge ~ (C/p)k"  ask — +oo. (2.61)

This is easily deduced from (2.56) by using the Stolz-Cesaro Theorem. In particular, gx
diverges to +ooc.

(iii) Points (1), (2) together with (2.60) and (2.61), show that there exists k; > 0 such that,
forall k > kq,

gr > g; forallj <k, (2.62)
gk < & forall j < k. (2.63)
k= J

All this properties will be used repeatedly in the proof of Lemma 2.19.

Proof of Lemma 2.19. We will use in this proof a simple bound for the following geometric sum:
forany £ > 0

exp(g—kﬁ) < iexp(—kﬁ) < M for k > 0. (2.64)
=k
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Also, we will denote by C' any constant that only depends on the coefficients (ay); and (by)r, and
which may change from one line to the next. We will show (2.58) and (2.59) for k > k;. Note that
this is enough, since for & bounded there are always constants C, Cs which satisfy (2.58)-(2.59).

Step 1: Proof of the upper bound in (2.58). We use two different estimates to prove this upper
bound. The first one is

=) B 00 ' 00 exp(w) Qk
D Qi = exp(—g; — jw) < exp(—gr) Y exp(—kw) < Qu— = <O, (2.65)
J= j=k i=k
using that g, is increasing, and also Eq. (2.64). The second one is
D9 =) exp(—g; — jw) < exp(—kw) Y exp(—g;) < CQpk' ¥, (2.66)

Jj=k

due to Lemma B. 3 (see also the Remark B. 1 immediately afterwards). We deduce from (2.65)
and (2.66) that Z;’i » Q; is bounded by the harmonic mean of both right hand sides, this is,

= CQ
jz::k Q< (2.67)

Step 2: Proof of the lower bound in (2.58).
Using that (gx/k), is decreasing we have

> exp(—g; — jw) = ZeXp 4957 +w))
j=k

- 0 o (2.68)
> . i > LN L

Here we have also used (2.60).

Step 3: Proof of the upper bound in (2.59).
We use two different bounds, in a similar way as in Step 1. The first one is

k k

Z Qi la;t = exp(g; + jw)j ™ <explgr) Y exp(jw)i

j=1 j=1

where we have used (2.62). Now, since exp(jw) < exp((y + 1)w) and y=* > j~“ for any y €
(j — 1,4), one has

k i k
ZeXP (jw)j ;/lexp((yﬂ) w)y~ dy—/o exp((y + w)y ™" dy.

Using then Lemma B. 2 in Appendix B (with p = 1), we get Zle exp(jw)j~* < Cexp(kw)k™*
from which we deduce that
k
C
> 1.
Z(Q7a.7) kaka k/l

Jj=1




24 JOSE A. CANIZO AND BERTRAND LODS

The second bound is
k k

Zexp(gj—l-jw)j < exp(kw) Zexp 9;)i* < CQ; kT,
Jj=1 Jj=1

where we used Lemma B. 3 again. Taking the harmonic mean of these two bounds gives the
desired one as before.
Step 4: Proof of the lower bound in (2.59).
Similarly to (2.68) we have
k

ZQ = exp(g; +jw)j* >k~ QZeXP (gr/k + w))
=1
1 C
> @ L
/k Qk w+ k/k Qk U)—|—I€‘u717
using again (2.60) and (2.63). O

As a consequence of the previous lemma we have an estimate of the size of the quantity B in
(1.21), useful mainly because it gives its blow-up rate as z approaches z5, making more precise the
above Lemma 2.12:

Lemma 2.23. Assume the conditions in Lemma 2.19. If « > 2(1 — ) there are numbers Cy,Cs > 0

such that
—24 g -2+
4 (logﬁ) r <B <0y (1ogﬁ) 1”
z z

for z < z,. In the case o > 2(1 — p) the quantity B is bounded uniformly up to z = z4: there exist
numbers Cy, Cy > 0 such that

Ch1 <B<Cy
for z < zg
Proof. Recall the definition of B given in (1.21):

k

= 1
B = sup Z Qj Zl a; Qj
j=

k21 \ j=k+1

Using the bounds in Lemma 2.19 and the fact that Qj1/Q) is bounded from below and above
uniformly with respect to w, we have that, for some numbers Cy, Cs,

1 1

Cisup ———— 5 < B < Cysup ———M. (2.69)
1k>1 ke (w + kr=1)? 2k>1 ke (w + kn—1)?
In the case @ < 2(1 — ), the minimum of the function z ~ z%(w + z#~1)? occurs at x =

Co. w31 for C,, , some quantity depending only on « and y.. Hence we obtain
waﬂﬁ < B < Cg’ll)iQJrﬁ,

which gives the result when o < 2(1 — ) (recall that w = log(zs/%2)).
On the other hand, if & > 2(1 — u), then the supremum in (2.69) is bounded for any value of
w > 0, which shows the second part of the result. O
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3. SPECTRAL GAP IN WEIGHTED /' SPACES

We now extend the above spectral gap result to the larger functional space X = ¢!(e"Q;) given
by
X o= {h = ()i | bl = exp (ni) Qilfa] < +o0 ), (3.1)

for some 0 < i < £ log 2. The choice of 7 ensures that this space is actually larger than the Hilbert
space H = (?(Q) used in the previous section, since
1/2

o 1/2 o 1/2 o
[hllx < <Z hf%) (Z Q; exp (2ni)> =2 <Z Q; exp (2ni)> [Allyy s (3.2)
=1 =1 =1

and the latter parenthesis is finite for < 1 5 log 2. In order to see this notice that, since Q; = 2'Q;,

Z Q,exp (2ni) = Z Q;r"  where 7r:=exp (277 + log z)

i=1

Since the radius of convergence of the power series with coefficients i Q; is, by definition, z, the
above sum is finite whenever r < z, this is, when n < § log 2.

Our approach to show that L can be extended to an unbounded operator on X that has a posi-
tive spectral gap uses recent techniques [16] based upon a suitable decomposition of the linearized
operator into a dissipative part and a “regularizing” part. We use the following result, which is a
slight improvement over some of the consequences of [16]:

Theorem 3.1. Let ), Z be two Banach spaces with norms || - ||y, || - ||z such that Y C Z and
Ihllz < Cyllplly, — hel

for some Cy > 0. Let Ly : Z(Ly) — Y and Lz : 9(Lz) — Z be unbounded operators in Y and
Z, respectively, and such that Lz is an extension of Ly (i.e., Z(Ly) C Z(Lz) and Lz|y(r,) = Ly).
Assume that:

(1) Ly generates a Cy-semigroup (S¢)i>0 on V.
(2) It holds that

|Stholly < Chexp (=Ait)[lholly, hoed, t=0 (3.3)

for some C1 >0, \; € R.
(3) Lz = A+ B, where A, B are two linear operators on Z such that:
(a) A:Z — Yisbounded, i.e.,

|Ahlly < Calhllz, heZ, (3.4)

for some C'a > 0.
(b) B generates a Cy-semigroup (SB):>¢ on Z which satisfies

HSBhoHZ OQ exp( Agt) Hho”z, h,o S Z, t> 0 (35)

for some Cy > 0, and some Aoy > Aj.
Then Lz generates a Cy-semigroup (V;)i>o on Z (an extension of (S;):>0) which satisfies

||V;gh0Hz < Cexp (—)qt) ||h0HZ, ho € Z, t>0 (3.6)
for C = Cy + CyC1CoCA (A2 — /\1)_1
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This theorem is directly inspired from the results in [16]. However, while the proofs in [16] are
based on estimates of the resolvents of Ly and Lz, we present a completely different one based
on the study of the dynamics generated by Ly and Lz. In addition to being remarkably simple,
this proof allows us to state the result in general for any two Banach spaces (not necessarily one of
them Hilbert) and to reach an exponential decay like A\; in (3.6). The resolvent methods in [16]
are able to give more precise estimates on the behavior of the semigroup on Z, but here (3.6) will
suffice.

Proof. We notice first that A : Z — Z is a bounded operator. Since B is the generator of a
Co-semigroup (SB);>¢ in Z, by the bounded perturbation theorem, the operator Lz = A + B
generates a Cy-semigroup (V;):>o in Z which, additionally, is given by the Duhamel’s formula [4,
Theorem 4.91]:

t
Viho = SP ho +/ Vies (AS2ho) ds  Vho€ Z,t>0.
0

Thus, for fixed hy € Z and ¢ > 0, we have
t
[Viollz < [1SPhallz + | Vi (A SBho) 12 ds
0

t
< Oyexp (—Aat) ||h0|\z+/ [Vies (ASBho) [zds, (3.7)
0

where we used (3.5) in the last inequality. Now, for any s € (0,t), (A SPh) € Y since A maps Z
to ). Then, since Lz is an extension of Ly, it is clear that (V;);>¢ is an extension of (.S;); and

Vies (ASPho) = Si—s (ASPho) €Y Vs e (0,1).

In particular, thanks to (3.3),
t t
| Wie (ASBho) zds < Cy [ 18- (ASBh)lyds
0 0
t
< CyCl / exp (—/\1(t — S)) ||A5?h0||y dS
0

t
< CyCiCa / exp (=i (t — 5)) [|SBho| = ds.
0

Using again (3.5) we deduce from (3.7)

t
||‘/th0||Z < Oy eXp(—/\Qt)Hh()”Z + C’yC&C’gOA et ||h0Hz/ exp (—()\2 — /\1)8) ds
0

CyC1C>Ca

< —Xot)||h
Ca exp(—Azt)||hol| z + N —

exp (=A1t) [[hol 2

which, since Ao > \; reads

CyC1CyCa

Vihollz <
IWinolz < (2

+ CQ) exp (—)\115) ||h0||z, t 2 0

and yields the desired result. O
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Our motivation for studying the spectral properties of the linearized operator in the larger
space X is that in this larger space we have useful bounds of the nonlinear remainder term I'(h, h)
defined in (2.13):

Proposition 3.2. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and take 0 < 1 < }log 2. There is a constant C' > 0
depending only on (a;);>1, (b;)i>1 and z such that

IT(h, W)llx < Cllhllxlhllx,  VheXi
where X1 = 01 ((1 + 0;) exp(ni)Q;), Le.

X1 = {h = ()i | Ibllx, = D(1+ o) exp(ni) Qulhl < +o0} (3.8)

K2

and we recall that (0;);>1 was defined in (2.16).

Proof. Recall that the bilinear operator I'(f, g) is defined in weak form by
= 1
ZD‘(ﬁ 9)Qipi = 3 Z%Qi% (figr + fr9i) (Pix1 — bi — ¢1)
i=1 i1

while its strong form is given in (2.12)-(2.13). Let us first treat the term I'y (h, k) (the first compo-
nent of I'(h, h)). From (2.12) we have

Q1| (h,h)| = Ql‘fllth% + ZaiQihlhi <a1Q2h3 + || ZaiQIQi|hi|
i=1 i=1

> 2
< 01Q1hf + |ha| Y 03 Qilhil < Q—IHhHXHhHXN
1=1

which bounds T’y (h, k). For the terms with i > 2, T';(h, h) is given by (2.13):
Ti(h,h) =T (h,h) =T (h,h), with
a;i—1 Qi—1 Q1
—F——h
Qi
We bound these terms separately. For I'* (h, h) = (I'; (h, h));>2 we have, using (1.5),

F:r(h, h) = i—1 hl = bi hi—l hl and 1—‘; (h, h) = ainhi (Z > 2)

ITF (B, bl x = exp (i) biQulha | [hica| = [Ba] > exp (n(i + 1)) bip1 Qi [hal

i=2 i=1
. = . = . exp (1)
=exp () |ha| Y a;Quexp (ni) Qslh| < exp(n) || D> i Qi exp (i) [hi] < o, Al x (7] x, -
i=1 i=1

The proof is even simpler for I'~(h, h) = (T'; (h,h));>2 since

T~ (B, ) x = [hal Y aiQuexp (ni) Qilhi| < [ha| Y osexp (ni) Qilhil
=2 i=2

1
= Illhllx < Golklx IRl x
1

which finishes the result. O
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The following result shows that we may extend the linearized operator L from Definition 2.2
to an operator on X with domain X;. It can be proved by direct estimates on the expression of
L given in (2.11) which are similar to those in the proof of the previous lemma, and we omit its
proof:

Lemma 3.3. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and (1.20c). There is a constant C' > 0 depending only on
(ai)@l, (bi)i>1 and z SUCh th(lt

IL(W)lx < Cllhllx, forall h € Loo.

Similarly, there is another constant C' > 0 depending only on (a;)i>1, (b;)i>1, z and n such that

3 QieXp(_”’) ILi(h)| < C||hllx  forall h € Lo (3.9)

g
i=1
The above lemma allows us to extend L to X;:
Definition 3.4. We denote by A the extension of the linearized operator L to the domain X;.

Recall that the operator L is given in strong form by

Li(h) = —Qil <W1L + ZW,5> . Li(h) = Qi Wk, —wl) (i > 2).
k=1 *

where WF := a;Q;0Q1(h; + h1 — hi11). Then, one has

Theorem 3.5 (Extension of the spectral gap). Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and conditions (1.20a),
(1.20c) and (1.20d), and assume also that z < zs. Take 0 < n < %1og =, Then, the operator A
generates a strongly continuous semigroup (exp(tA)):>o on X and there exists 0 < A, < A such that,
for some C' > 0,

llexp(tA)g| x < Cexp(=Ait)|gllx forallt > 0andany g € X such that ZiQigi =0.
=1
(We recall that ) is the size of the spectral gap of L in H, as given by Definition 2.14). In addition, if
we assume
lim a; = 400 (3.10)

1—+00

then we may take \, = \o.

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.1 to the Banach spaces

HJ' = {h eH | ZZQJLZ = 0},

i=1

a subspace of H = {h = (ha)i | Ml < oo} (where we recall that ||h|3, := 1 372, Q;h?) and

X*ti={heX|) iQihi =0},
=1
a subspace of X = {h = (hi)i | [Ihllx =3, exp (ni) Qi|hi| < —|—oo}. Note that under our condi-
tions the map

M : h—s M(h) =Y iQih

=1
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is continuous both in A (as a consequence of (2.2)) and in X; hence, #* and X are well-defined
closed subspaces of # and X, respectively. We define

Hy =H'NHy, Xi=X'nX,

where H, is defined in (2.22) and X, is given by (3.8). Let us briefly explain how one can project
any sequence g € X to X*. To do so, for any sequence g = (g;);, let us introduce the sequence

Mi(g) = éM(g) Vi>1 where o:= Zka. (3.1D
k=1

Since ), exp(ni)Q; < oo, one checks that M : X — X is a bounded operator and for any g € X
one easily checks that

g—Mge X+,
In the same way, the operator M : H — H is bounded and h — Mh € H* for any h € H.

To play the role of the linear operators Ly and Lz in Theorem 3.1 we take L+ := L|;. with
domain 2(L*) = Hy and A+ := A|y. with domain 2(A+) = Xi-. From (2.9) it is clear that the
image of L is contained in #*, and that of A is contained in X', so L+ and A are unbounded
operators on H+ and X, respectively.

Let us check the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1. As remarked in (3.2), H* is contained in X .
Moreover, H' is dense in X+, since the set of compactly supported sequences with > -, iQ;h; = 0
is contained in both of them. Points (1) and (2) in Theorem 3.1 are established in Corollary 2.11
where it is shown that one may take C; = 1 and \; = )\g in Theorem 3.1, where ) is the spectral
gap estimated in Section 2.3.

It remains to show point (3) of Theorem 3.1.

Step 1: the splitting A~ = A + B. Take an integer N > 1, to be fixed later. We first split A as
A+ B in a similar way to Proposition 2.10, and we then write A+ = A+ + B+ by projecting to X *.
We define LC and LM similarly to (2.30)—(2.31), but this time in X: we choose N > 2 and set, for
all: > 1,

AJ(h) = ZX{min{i,j}gN} §ijhj —oihixpicny  forh € X, (3.12)
j=1
A?A(h) = —oihiX{i>Ny t ZX{min{i,j}>N} & jh;  forhe Xi. (3.13)
j=1
We recall that the notation o; and ¢; ; was defined in (2.16)—(2.19). Remember in particular that
o; =a;Q1+b; fori>2. (3.14)

We will see below that the sums converge absolutely for % in the corresponding domain, so the
definition is correct. We also define the truncated identity operator IV = (IV);>; as

IN(h) = hi X {i<ny
and then set, for R > 0 to be fixed later,
A=A+ RIV, heX
B=AM-RIN  heX,
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so that A = A + B. We finally project this splitting to X thanks to the operator M introduced in
(3.11). Namely, let

At h = Ah — M(Ah), heXxt
B+ h=Bh—-M(Bh), heXi,
Step 2: A is “regularizing”. We show now that .Ah € H for all h € X (which, since M : H — H

is bounded will imply then that A+ (h) € H* for all h € X1). Notice that one may write, more
explicitly,
AT(h) = 3725615 hs — o1 AS(h) = &2,1 h1 + a2Q1 hs — o2k (3.15)
AP (h) = &b+ bi hic1 Xpicn+1y + @i Q1 hiv1 XNy — Oihix(icny  fori > 2.

The only infinite sum in the definition of A (the one in A?) converges since, from (2.17)-(2.18),
1D Guihi] < 5D 09Il + > a;Q; 1kl < S-hllx
j=2 %= i=2 o

In order to see that A(h) € H it is enough to show that 7\, Q;A;i(h)* < C|/h|% for some
C > 0 (we omit the first V + 1 terms, for which a similar bound is obviously true). But this is true
since for i > N + 2 the only term in A;(h) is the first one in the expression of A®(h) in (3.15) and

Y QAN =1 Y Q=i > Qi) < AR < Sl
i=N+2 i=N+2 i=N+2 1
where A is defined in (2.2). Thus, A : X — # is bounded, and hence A+ : X — #* also is.
Step 3: B is strictly dissipative. We prove that
<sign(h),Bh>X/7X < —As3l|lh||lx  forallh € Xy, (3.16)
where (-, ) x/,x denotes the duality pairing between X and its dual X’, and A3 will be any number

larger than \g when (3.10) holds, and some positive number otherwise. One sees that (3.13) may
be rewritten as

AM(h) = =0 hixgisny + bi hic1 X(isnt1) + @i Q1 hi X{isNy (i>1). (3.17)
For any h € X one has

00 0o N
(sign(h), Bh) x, x = Y exp (i) Q;sign(hs)Bi(h) = — D exp (i) 03 Qilhs| =R D _ exp (ni) Qilhi]
i=1 i=N+1 i=1
+ Z exp (ni) Q; sign(h;) bih;—1 + Z exp (ni) Q; Q1 sign(h;) a;hiy1.
i=N+1 i=N
The last two sums can be bounded by
> exp (i) Qibilhioa| + > exp (ni) QiQuaslhis|
i=N+1 i=N
< i exp (1) Qi+1b'+l +exp (—n) QlQHa;l exp (1) 0 Qil hi| = i i exp (ni) o Qi |hi
~X O',L QZ K3 O',LQ,L 1 K3 3 1 (3 3 1 1

i=N i=N
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where o )
a; i
i := exp (n) 1‘ +exp(—n) = (3.18)
Now, due to (1.20c¢), (1.20d) and (3.14), u; has a limit as i — +oc:
Qiai  Qia; a; 1

= = —
op Qia; +bi  a;+a;y Qé’l 1+¢

3

where ¢ := z;/z > 1, while

bi 1 a; Ql ! l
Ui_l‘f'%_(l—*—ailgil) STYA
Hence,
exp (1) + exp (=) £
1+¢
One easily checks that this limit is strictly less than 1 if and only if exp () < ¢. Since we are
assuming exp () < V¢ < £, for N large enough we can find y < 1 such that

i — as i — +oo.

o) N
(sign(h), Bh)x, x < —(1—p) > exp(ni)o;Qilhil — R exp (i) Qilhil.
i=N+1 i=1

Choosing A3 = (1 — p)o and R = \3 we obtain

(sign(h), Bh) . x < =3 Y exp(ni)Qilhil.
i=1
This is nothing but (3.16).
If we assume additionally that (3.10) holds (i.e., lim; .~ a; = +00) then take any Az > Ao.
One can choose N > 1 large enough so that o; > 1’\7—3# for any « > N and then, by picking R > A3
we get

(sign(h), Bh) i x < =3 >_ €"Qilhil,
=1

which proves (3.16) with any A5 > .

Step 4: B is strictly dissipative. We now show that if we take any A\, < A3 (with the A3 from
Step 3) then one can additionally choose N in (3.12)-(3.13) such that

(sign(h),Bh) ., < —Xo|lh|lx forallh € X" (3.19)

This is not obvious, since the property (3.16) of B is not necessarily shared by its projection B+.
However, in this case and for N large enough, B+ happens to be a small perturbation of B3 on Xi-.
We need to estimate, for h € Xi-, the quantity

o) N
M(Bh) = Y iQAM(h) = R iQ;hi.
i=N-+1 i=1
We have, with very similar calculations as those needed to obtain (3.9), that

oo

S ml <a) S oI ) < co ()1h)x (3.20)
i=N-+1 i=N+1 i
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with
Z'O'i
sup ————,
i>N-+1 exp(ni)
which tends to 0 as N — +oo (as implied by (1.20c) and (1.20d) by considering the ratio of two
consecutive terms in the sequence). On the other hand, since > -, iQ;h; = 0,

€1(N) :=

N

R|Y iQh;

i=1

o0

Z 1Q;h;

i=N+1
where we recall that ¢ = inf;>; 0;. From (3.20), (3.21), (3.11) and (3.16) we have

. ZOS Qi ex 7 R
(), B41) ., < =Dl + == (o) ey

R
< gﬁl(N)HhHX (3:21)

for all h € Xi-. Choosing N large enough proves (3.19), since ¢; (N) — 0 as N — +oo (notice that
the choice of R from Step 3 is not affected).

Step 5: B generates a semigroup on X. To prove that B is the generator of a Cy-semigroup on
X we shall invoke Miyadera perturbation Theorem [4]. Notice that B may be written as

B=T+C
where 7 is the multiplication operator (with domain 2(7) = 2(B) = X;) given by
Ti(h) = — (i + R) x{i=nyhi Vi>1, he2(B)
while C is defined by
Ci(h) = bihi—ix{i>n+1y + @i Qi hitixsny, @21
It is clear that 7 is the generator of a Cyp-semigroup (U');>o on X given by
Ul(h) =exp (—t(oi + R) xisny) hi =1, t20, he X.

Moreover, C : X; — X is bounded. Indeed, it is not difficult to check, as we did in the proof of
(3.16) that

[C(R)[x < Z pioiexp (ni) Qilhi| < ||hllx, sup wi  Vh=(hi)iz1 € Xi (3.22)
Nt i>N+1

where p; is defined by (3.18). Since the sequence (y;); is bounded, this shows in particular, that C
is 7-bounded. One deduces then from (3.22) that

ICUR||x < Y pioiexp(—t(oi + R))exp (ni) Qilhs| ~ h€ X1, t>0
i=N+1

which readily yields

/HCU%Hth S T = exp (1) Qulhil.

1=N+1 i

In particular, we see that

1
[ levtnlar < ulnly vhe X
0
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where 1 := sup;s v, ;- We already saw in Step 3 that N can be chosen large enough so that
u < 1. Then, the above inequality exactly means that C is a Miyadera perturbation of 7 (see [4,
Section 4.4, p. 127-128]) and that B = T + C is the generator of a Cp-semigroup (S5);>o on X.
Notice then that (3.16) exactly means that (A3 + B) is the generator of a contraction semigroups
in X.

Step 6: (), + B') generates a Cy-semigroup of contractions in X' Notice that the approach
used in the previous step seems difficult to apply directly to B+, the reason being essentially that,
in the above splitting B = T + C, the operators 7 and C does not map their respective domains to
X 1. To prove that (\, + B*) generates a Cy-semigroup of contractions in X, we adopt another
more indirect way. Since A : X — H is bounded, it is clear that A : X — X is a bounded
operator. Therefore, by the bounded perturbation theorem, A = A + B is the generator of a C
semigroup (7});>0 in X. Moreover, since A(X;) C X+, the closed subspace X+ C X is invariant
under (T;)¢>o. There, as well-known [11, Chapter 11.2.3, p. 60-61], the restriction A+ = Al
with domain 2(At) = 2(A) N X+ = Xi- is the generator of a Cy-semigroup in X*. We already
saw that A+ = A+ + B+ where B~ is a bounded operator with domain Xi- and A+ : X+ — Ht
is bounded. In particular, A* : X — X is also a bounded operator and then,

Bt = —A"+ A"
is the bounded perturbation of the generator A*. Thus, B+ is the generator of a Cy-semigroup
(StBL)t in X*. Moreover, according to Step 4, inequality (3.19) implies that Ay + B+ is a dissi-
pative operator in X (in the sense of [11, Chapter I1.3.b, p. 82]). Since \, + B+ generates a
Co-semigroup in X+, according to the Lumer-Phillips Theorem, this semigroup is a contraction
semigroup, or equivalently
IS hollx < exp(=Xet)lhollx  Vho€ X*, >0
i.e. (3.5) holds with C5 = 1 and )\, provided by (3.19).

Step 7: Conclusion. To obtain the desired conclusion, we only have to apply Theorem 3.1 with
A1 = Ao being the spectral gap of L while 0 < A\, = X2 is any positive number strictly smaller than
min(Ag, A\3) where )3 is constructed in Step 3. We just recall here that, if lim; ., a; = 400, the
number )3 is any arbitrary real number strictly larger than )\, and thus in this case any A, € (0, \o)
would yield the conclusion. O

4. EXPONENTIAL CONVERGENCE FOR THE BECKER-DORING EQUATIONS
4.1. Local exponential convergence. In this section we prove a local version of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.1 (Local exponential convergence for the Becker-Doring equations). Assume (1.19)
and (1.20). Let ¢ = (¢;); be a nongero subcritical solution to equation (1.1) (i.e., with density o < os)
with initial condition ¢(0) such that (1.22) holds for some v > 0. Take z > 0 satisfying (1.7).

Then there exist some 0 < n < v, some C, e > 0 and some A, > 0 (all explicit) such that if

S exp (511) es(0) — Qi < e
=1

then
> exp(ni)fei(t) — Qil < Cexp(—At) forallt > 0. (4.1)
=1
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In addition, )\, can be taken equal to Ao (the size of the spectral gap of the linear operator L) if
lim;, 4 0o a; = +00.

We remark that all the constants in the above result can be explicitly estimated. The proof of
the above local convergence results relies on two crucial estimates. The first one was proved in
Prop. 3.2, a bound of the nonlinear term I'(h, h); the second one is a uniform—in—time bound of
exponential moments for the Becker-Doéring equations, which we take from [17]:

Proposition 4.2. Assume (1.19) and the conditions (1.20). Let ¢ = (¢;); be a nongero subcritical
solution to equation (1.1) with initial condition ¢(0) such that (1.22) holds for some v > 0. Then
there exists 0 < 7 < v and K1 > 0 such that

> exp (7)) ¢;(t) < K, (4.2)
j=1

where ¢ = (¢;(t)); is the unique solution to (1.1) with initial datum ¢(0) = (¢;(0))i>1.

We notice that (1.19) and (1.20), together with the definition of @; through (1.5), imply condi-
tions (H1)-(H4) of [17]. In particular, since z; is defined as the radius of convergence of the series
> 2%Q;, it is clear that

: i 1
z—lgﬁ-noo QZ B Zs ’
which is (H3) of [17].
We are ready then to prove Theorem 4.1:

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let c be a solution of (1.1) and let 2 = (h;) be the fluctuation around the
equilibrium, defined as in (2.4). Since Proposition 4.2 holds under our conditions, we can find
0 < ¥ < v such that (4.2) holds. We take any n < min{7, log %}, and consider X the vector

space defined in (3.1). Note that Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 3.5 are applicable under these
conditions, and consider the quantity A\, appearing in Theorem 3.5.

The fluctuation h satisfies equation (2.8) in X:

d
1= AL+ T(hh),

so, if (S;)+>0 denotes the evolution semigroup generated by A, then

h(t) = Suh(0) + / Si_oT(h(s), h(s)) ds.

Recall that ), ihi(t)Q; = 0= )", il';(h(t), h(t))Q; for any ¢ > 0 so that, according to Proposi-
tion 3.2 and Theorem 3.5, we have (for some constant C' > 0),

1)l x < [1S:h(0)]x +/O [1Ss—sT'(h(s), h(s))||x ds
S Oh(0)]x exp(=Ast) + Oexp(—/\*t)/o exp(Ass)[|IT'(A(s), h(s)) | x ds

t
< ClR(O0)]|x exp(=Ant) + Cexp(=A.t) / expO )| A(s) [ xII(s)]x, ds  (4.3)
0
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where we recall that X is defined by (3.8). For any ¢ € (0,7 —n), we have from Cauchy-Schwarz’s
inequality that

Ih(t)]|x, = Z i (t)]iQ; exp (1)
1/2 1/2
<Z|h )|1Q; exp (nz—éz)) <Z|h |zQzexp(nz+6z)>
Now, using that
iexp (—di) < C, iexp(ni+9di) < Cexp(wi) foralli>1

we deduce that
1/2
|WMIMh”%ZM|wwm)<wW%w¥ﬂmmw
Using this in eq. (4.3) we have

1(0) ] x < Cl[R(0)]|x exp(=Ast) +Cexp(—/\*t)/0 exp(Aes)||(s)[[3 ds

Then, the quantity u(t) := exp(At)||h(t)]| x satisfies

) <CO)lx + 0 [ utsas
We deduce then the conclusion from Gronwall’s inequality. O

4.2. Global exponential convergence. In order to prove Theorem 1.1 we complement the local
result given in Theorem 4.1 with the following global result from [17]:

Proposition 4.3. Assume (1.19) and the conditions (1.20). Let ¢ = (¢;); be a nongero subcritical
solution to equation (1.1) with initial condition ¢(0) such that (1.22) holds for some v > 0, and take
z > 0 satisfying (1.7) as usual.

Then, there exist two explicit constants Cy > 0 and 1 > 0 such that

Z] e (t) < Cy exp(— mt%) vt > 0. 4.4
j=1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let h = (h;) be defined as in (2.4). Let us fix the same n € (0,7) as in
Theorem 4.1 and denote by X the ¢! space with weight ¢"* that was defined in (3.1). The idea is
to use Proposition 4.3 to show that at a certain time ¢, we are close enough to the equilibrium to
use Theorem 4.1. To do this we use a simple interpolation argument to estimate the norm

> leit) = Qilexp (ni) = [|A(t)]|x

i>1
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intermsof ), i[c;(t) — Q;| and a slightly stronger norm. Namely, for any § € (0,7 —1), a simple
interpolation argument yields

) n
T R
IR (E)lx =Y 1ha(t)|Qiexp (i) < [ D ilha(t D i ha(8)] Qs exp ((n + 6)i)
i>1 i>1 i>1
5 n_
5+n n+é
> ilhi(1)]Q: > |hi(t)| Qi exp (71)
i>1 i>1
Therefore, according to (4.2) and (4.4), one obtains
- iz :‘<616 1
nmwwx<cﬁ“vq*%mp(—5+nm) vt > 0. (4.5)
Consider the number ¢ > 0 given by Theorem 4.1. Then, there exists an explicit ¢y > 0 such that
[A(to)llx <&

and one deduces from (4.1) starting from ¢ = ¢, that
[h()]lx < Cullh(to)llx exp(—=Ast) Vi > to.
Together with (4.5) for ¢ < tg, this concludes the proof. O
APPENDIX A. DISCRETE HARDY’S INEQUALITIES
The following discrete version of Hardy’s inequality is used in the proof of Theorem 2.15:

Theorem A. 1. Consider two sequences of positive numbers (1;); and (v;);. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(1) There exists a finite constant A > 0 such that
2

Zm ij <A2Vz‘fi2 AD
i—1 j=1 i=1

for any sequence f = (f;)i-
(2) The following holds
1
— | <oo.
1 Vi )
4B.

hE

B =sup Z 1y <
j=k

k>1

i
S

If these equivalent propositions hold true, then B < A

N

Remark A. 2. The above discrete version of Hardy’s inequality is not new [20] and we give a proof
for the sake of completeness. It is a simple adaptation of the proof of the continuous version of Hardy’s
inequality, originally due to Muckenhoupt [22], that can be found in [1, Chapitre 6].

Proof. Assume that there exists some finite A > 0 such that (A.1) hold true for any f = (f;); and
let us prove that A > B. For any fixed k > 1, set
i fori <k
f i =\ Vi
0 fori > k.
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Then, one recognizes easily that >~ v; fZ = Zle L while

2
00 i 0o k
S (L) = (2w (L2
i=1 j=1 i=k

j=1

<

According to (A.1) one gets then

S () (5

i=k j=1"J

or equivalently A > (3.2, ;) (Zk ! ) for any k£ > 1. This proves that B < A.

j=1 v;

Conversely, let us assume that B < oo and let us prove that A < 4B. Set
Ti=) —, I = i i = V1 d i =V T
; ” jz:: Hj Vi =V an Bi =+

Let f = (f;); be a given sequence. Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

2 .
i

D <\ Do Fvibi Z%ﬁ.
j=1 j=1 I

i=1
Now, since ;- = T; — T;_1, one gets

1 1 Tj —Tj_l

- - Vi > 1.
viBi v/ VT
Using the general inequality
X-Y
< — > .
= <2(VX-VY)  ¥X>Y>0 (A2)

we get that
[

ORI IS Y (Vs vy IRENG e

=1 YiPi

Therefore, the left-hand-side of (A.1) can be estimated as follows:
2

00 7 00 i 0o 00

S (Do <2 wB | D _fFviBi | =2> v B | DB

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1 j=1 i=j
Then, one sees that to prove our claim, it suffices to prove that

Bi (DmiBi| <2B  V¥ji>1 (A3)
i=j

One notices that, by definition of B, 8;v; < VB for any i > 1. Therefore,

oo < Boo&: Boo /'ll’i.
s T
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Now, since I'; — I';; 1 = pu; one has, from (A.2):

i r,-T;
\;LITZ_:TH<2(\/P—1'—\/P1'+1)

and the above inequality reads
S wiBi<2VBY (\/r_i— \/rm) =2VB T, =2VBy; Vj>1.
i=j i=j

Finally, by definition of B, we get that

Bi | D omisi | <2VBBjy; <2B Viz1
=i

which gives (A.3) and achieves the proof. O

APPENDIX B. SOME ESTIMATES OF SPECIAL FUNCTIONS

We collect here some technical estimates for special functions which turn useful for estimating
the spectral gap size near the critical density (see Section 2.4).

Lemma B. 1. Take 0 < p < 1. For some quantity C,, depending only on f,
/ exp(—y")dy < Cy exp(—a*)z' ™"  forallz > 1. (B.1)
Proof. Through the change of variables u = y* — x** we obtain

00 1 00 1-p
/ exp(—y")dy = 0 eXP(—I“)Ilf“/ exp(—u) (:Ci + 1) " du
x 0

m
oo 1-n
so the result holds with C), = &+ [(™ exp(—u) (u+1) 7 du. O
Lemma B. 2. Take 0 < ¢ < 1 and 0 < a < 1. For some quantity C,, ., depending only on p and ¢,
/ exp(y*)y~*dy < Cp.a exp(zM)z!™F=*  forallz > 1. (B.2)
0
Proof. We first break the integral in the intervals (0, z/2] and (z/2, x): for the first part,
3 2 1 l1—a
ety dy < expl(e/2)) [Ty dy = o exp(@/2) (5) € v explatyat ne
0 0 —a
(B.3)
with
22 Ty
Ao = 7 max {exp((z/2)" — a")a"}
For the second part, through the change of variables v = z* — y* we obtain
z 1 5 u o\ A=
/ exp(y")y~*dy = — exp(—x“)xl_“_o‘/ exp(—u) (1 - —) du
z M 0 zh

ok
2

< Ba exp(—a:“)a:l_“_o‘/ exp(—u)du < Bya exp(—x“):z:l_“_o‘ (B.4)
0
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with )
B, o = —max {1, 2w }
I
since % < 1— % < 1 on the region of integration. From (B.3) and (B.4) we conclude with
Cha =max{A, o, Bua} 0
We end this Appendix with an asymptotic result for special expansion series:
Lemma B. 3. Take p > 0 and a sequence (g ), such that, for some Cy > 0,
Get1 — g ~ Cok" ™! as k — +oc. (B.5)
Then
i 1
> exp(g;)i” ~ oA exp(gr)k” T H as k — +oo (B.6)
; 0
=1
and
= 1
> exp(—g;)i” ~ ol exp(—gr)k" " as k — +oo. (B.7)
0

j=k
Remark B. 4. One easily deduces that, in the conditions of the above lemma, there is a constant C

which depends only on the sequence (g), and v such that

k o)
>_exp(gy)i” < Cexplgn)k” 7" and Y exp(—g;)i” < Cexp(—g)k" ' *
7j=1 j=k

forallk > 1.
Proof. We prove (B.6) by using the Stolz-Cesaro theorem (which is a discrete analogue of 'Hopital’s

rule). Namely, setting
k
Up = exp(gg )k 1+ and Vi = Zexp(gj)j” (k=1),
j=1

in order to show that -
. ko
klggo Vi Co,
we instead prove that
. Uppr = U,
One has
Uktr = Uk _ (k+1)"717% — exp(ge — grpa) k" H17H
Vi1 — Vi (k+1)~
_ ((k + 1)1/+1—u _ ku-l—l—u) + kV+l—;,L (1 _ exp(gk _ gk+1))
(k+ 1)~ ’
Since
v+l—p _ v+l—p _ : V=L L.V—
[(k+1) k ’<|V+1 pmin{(k +1)""" k }~|V—i—1— [ =0
(k + 1) K

(k+ 1)
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as k — +oo while

lim k(1 — exp(gr — k1)) lim K (g — gr) 1 — explgr — grt1)
k— o0 (k + 1)” k— o0 (k =+ 1)” 9k+1 — Jk

= COa

using (1 —exp(gx — gr+1)) /(9k+1 — gr) — 1 together with (B.5), we obtain (B.8). We apply the
Stolz-Cesaro theorem and obtain (B.6) (notice that, since (B.5) implies that g, ~ (Co/u)k*, the
sum 2521 exp(g,)j¥ diverges and hence the hypotheses of the theorem are satisfied). Equation
(B.7) can be proved by a very similar calculation. O
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