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A SEMI-DISCRETE LARGE-TIME BEHAVIOR PRESERVING SCHEME
FOR THE AUGMENTED BURGERS EQUATION

L. I. IGNAT, A. POZO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we analyze the large-time behavior of the augmented Burgers equation. We
first study the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem and obtain L!-LP decay rates. The asymptotic
behavior of the solution is obtained by showing that the convolution term K * ug, behaves as ugq for
large times. Then, we propose a semi-discrete numerical scheme that preserves this asymptotic behavior,
by introducing two corrector factors in the discretization of the non-local term. Numerical experiments
illustrating the accuracy of the results of the paper are also presented.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Together with linear theory, Burgers-type equations have been one of the main tools to model the
propagation of finite-amplitude plane waves. The classical viscous Burgers equation was first considered
for wave propagation in a lossy medium. Successive generalizations included other effects such as geo-
metrical spreading and inhomogeneous mediums (generalized Burgers equation [2] [7], [14]) or relaxation
processes (augmented Burgers equation [I5]). Moreover, the extended Burgers equation [4] (sometimes
also called augmented Burgers equation, as in [I6]) has been recently used to model the propagation of
the sonic-boom produced by supersonic aircrafts from their near-field down to the ground level, taking
into account all those phenomena mentioned above.

In this paper we consider the augmented Burgers equation with constant parameters and a unique
relaxation process. We focus on the following equation:

(1.1)

Ut = Wy + VUgy + ¢ Kp % Ugy, (,2) € (0,00) X R,
(0, z) = up(z), z € R,

where * denotes the convolution in the x variable, the parameters v, ¢, § are positive and

1. —=z/0

e z>0
1.2 K =J9 ’ ’
(12) (2) {O, elsewhere.

Industrial applications of this kind of models, such as the aforementioned sonic-boom phenomena,
need to approximate solutions for large time. Therefore, they need a good understanding of the behavior
of the solutions in these extended regimes in order to be able to simulate them accurately. This issue
needs to be treated carefully, as it was already shown in [9]. In that work, the authors proved that a
numerical scheme with an acceptable accuracy in short-time intervals could completely disturb the large-
time behavior of solutions due to the numerical viscosity introduced by the numerical approximation. In
our case, () is not a hyperbolic equation and, hence, the asymptotic profile is not an N-wave, but a
diffusive wave. Nevertheless, in our simulations we show that small values for v and ¢ require a similar
treatment from the numerical point of view, as if the equation was a hyperbolic conservation law. In
fact, in those situations, the solution may develop very steep regions (in what follows we refer to these
as quasi-shocks), which numerically behave almost like shocks.

For the shake of simplicity, the asymptotical analysis done in the first sections is focused only on
the case v = ¢ = 0 = 1, but the extension to any positive value of the parameters is immediate. We will
omit the subindex 6 whenever its value is one. In this case, we have that

Kxug, = K*xu—u+ ug.
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Thus, (L)) can be rewritten in a more suitable manner as follows:

(1.3) {ut:uuz—i-um—i—K*u—u—i—uz, (t,x) € (0,00) x R,

u(t=0,z) = up(x), z eR.

The main goals of the present paper are to analyze the asymptotic behavior of the solutions to
([@3) as t — oo and to build a semi-discrete numerical scheme that preserves this behavior. In what
concerns the large-time behavior of solutions of system ([3]), the main result is stated in the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let ug € L*(R). For any p € [1,00], the solution u to (L3)) satisfies
2075 Ju(t) — unr(t)[l, — 0, as t — oo,
where upr(t,x) is the solution of the following equation:
{ut = Uly + 2Uze, x* €R,t >0,
u(0) = Mdp.
Here 6y denotes the Dirac delta at the origin and M is the mass of the initial data, M = fR uo(z)dz.

Remark 1. We emphasize that function up in Theorem [l is given by (see [6])

x /2t _g2 -1
Cum +/ exp (T) ds ,

where Cpy € R is a constant such that fR up(t, x)dx = M, for all t > 0. This shows that ups is of the

form t’%fM (%) for some function fyr and, hence, self-similar.

” wlt) = 2214 s (1)

In the cases when v, ¢ and 6 are no longer equal to one, the asymptotic profile does not depend on
0. Moreover, the coefficient in front of the viscosity term in the equation satisfied by the profile is v + c:

U = uly + (V4 gy, « €RE>0,

This will be particularly important at the numerical level. On the one hand, when choosing the numerical
flux to discretize the nonlinearity, we need to handle thoroughly the numerical viscosity that is introduced.
In [9], it is shown that in the hyperbolic case, the N-wave asymptotic profile could be destroyed if the
numerical flux is not chosen carefully. In our case, if v and ¢ are much smaller than Az?/(2At) (Az
being the mesh-size and At, the time-step), the Lax-Friedrichs scheme would make the diffusion start
dominating much earlier due to the numerical viscosity. On the other hand, we need to treat the truncation
of the integral term in such a manner that we do not introduce undesired pathologies in the large-time
behavior of the numerical solutions. We do this by means of two corrector factors for the terms u and u,

in (L3).
Let us denote by ua an approximation to the solution u of ([IL3]). We define this piecewise constant
in space function as follows:

(15) UA(t,(E) == U](t), x € ($j71/2)$j+1/2)’t Z 0,

where ;4110 = (j + %)A:I:, for all j € Z, and Ax > 0 is a given mesh-size. We will also denote by
x; = jAx the intermediate points of the spatial cells. For each j € Z we need to compute a function
u;(t) that approximates the value of the solution in the cell. Taking into account the issues enumerated
above, we choose the following discretization of (L3)): the Engquist-Osher scheme for the flux, centered
finite differences for the laplacian and the composite rectangle rule for the integral:

s Gir2(t) —gi—12() | wgoa(t) = 2u(t) + i (t)
Y (1) = Az + Ax?
- s (t) — uy(t)
(16) + Zwmujfm(t)fFOAu](t)‘i’FlA]HA—xja jEZ,t>0,
m=1
1 Tj+1/2 .
u;(0) = N ug(z)dz, j €L,
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where
(1.7) wm:e_mAz(eAm—l), m=1,...,N,

and

Gy11p2(t) = u;(t) (Uj(ti* lu;(t)]) N uj41(t) (%‘H(i) + |Uj+1(t)|)’ iez.t>0.

The parameter N = N(Az) € N denotes the number of nodes considered in the quadrature formula of
the integral. The corrector factors F§* and F in front of the approximations of u and u,, given by

N N
(1.8) FOA = Z wy,  and FlA = Ax Z MW,
m=1 m=1

handle, from the asymptotic behavior point of view, the correct truncation of the nonlocal term .

Finally, for Ax fixed we study the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — oo of these semi-discrete solutions
UA .

Theorem 1.2. Letuy € L*(R), Az > 0 and ua be the corresponding solution of the semi-discrete scheme
(L8) for the augmented Burgers equation ([L3)). For any p € [1,00], the following holds

(1.9) 2070 lua(t) — ups(8)|l, — 0, as t — oo,
where ups(t,x) is the unique solution of the following viscous Burgers equation:

v = v0p + (1 4+ F)vge, x€R,E>0,
v(x,0) = Mdy.

Here, M = [, uo(x)dx is the mass of the initial data and

9 / N
FA = ATx <Z m(m — l)wm> .

m=1

Let us observe that if N is taken such that N — oo and NAz — oo when Az — 0, then F& — 1,
which is, precisely, the value that we should expect from the continuous model. Besides, let us remark
that in the case where v, ¢ and 6 are not necessarily equal to one, the asymptotic profile is the unique
solution of:

vy =, + (V4 CFQA’B)UM, reR,t>0,
v(x,0) = Mdy.
In this case, we take
an — o—mAT/0 (em/e _ 1)

and

al Az & Ar? [
FOA’B = g Wl FR0 = - E mwl,  and F&? = EYE < E m(m — 1)wfn> .
m=1 m=1

m=1

In the same conditions as above, for a fixed 6 we still have that F2A 0 converges to one.

Moreover, as we can see in the numerical experiments, the numerical flux needs to be chosen care-
fully, to avoid adding an extra viscosity term to the equation of the asymptotic profile. This has already
been observed in [J] in the context of the numerical approximation of the inviscid Burgers equation.
That extra viscosity term, of the order of Az?/(2At), would affect critically the numerical solution if
both parameters v and ¢ were much smaller. Note also that taking F® = Ff = 1 would add undesired
phenomena, such as a transport, to the equation too.

Let us conclude this section by adding a final comment on the time discretization, which we do
not address in this paper. At the continuous/semi-discrete level, we obtain estimates on the solution
that allow us to prove the compactness of a family of rescaled solutions. Then, the asymptotic behavior
is obtained as in ([9). The analogous step for the fully time-explicit discrete scheme requires further
development.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we deal with the well-posedness of equation (3]
and the asymptotical behavior of its solutions, showing that K * u,, behaves like u,, as t — oco. In
Section Bl we focus on the semi-discrete numerical scheme (L), showing its convergence and analyzing
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for a fixed Az the large-time behavior of the numerical solutions. To illustrate the main results of this
work, we conclude with some numerical simulations in Section Ml

2. ANALYSIS OF THE AUGMENTED BURGERS EQUATION

In this section we study the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for (3] with initial data in
L'(R). We also obtain estimates in the LP-norms of its solution, which we subsequently denote || - ||,.
We mainly proceed as in [6] and [12]. .

2.1. Existence and uniqueness of solutions. The following theorem concerns the global existence
of solutions and specifies their regularity. Let us remark that the result coincides with the one for the
classical convection-diffusion equation [6].

Theorem 2.1. For any uy € LY(R), there ewists a unique solution u € C([0,00), L}(R)) of ([L3).
Moreover, it also satisfies

u € C((0,00), W»P(R)) N C1((0,00), LP(R)), Vp € (1,00).

Additionally, equation (L3)) generates a contractive semigroup in L'(R).

Proof. Ezistence in L'(R) N L°(R). The local existence of the solution follows by a classical Banach
fixed point argument as in [6] or [10]. To extend the solution globally, we deduce a priori estimates on
the L*(R) and L*°(R) norms of the solution. Let us first focus on the L'-norm. Multiplying (L3]) by
sign(u) and integrating in R, it follows that

d
(2.1) —/|u|dx§/(K*u—u)sign(u)d:E§/Kd:z:/|u|d$—/|u|d$§0
dt Jg R R R R

and, consequently, ||u(t)]]1 < ||uo|l1-

To estimate the L>°-norm similar arguments apply. We define u = ||ug|| 0, multiply equation (3]
by sign[(u — pu)T], where z* := max{0, z}, and integrate it in R. We obtain

(2.2)
% R(u —p)tder < /R(K * U —u + ug) sign(u — p) T dr = /R(K # (u— ) — (u—p))sign(u — p)*de
< [Kew=w= [w=-m* =<0

We conclude that (v — p)™ < (ug — )™ = 0 and, consequently, u(t) < p almost everywhere. The same
argument for (u+pu)~, where 2~ := — max{0, —z}, shows that u > —pu. Therefore, if ug € L*(R)NL>(R),
then ||u(t)|loo < ||to]loo for all £ > 0. Lastly, since both L!'-norm and L>°-norm remain bounded in time,
the solution u exists globally.

Regularity. Tt follows from classical regularity arguments (e.g., [11]) that

u € C((0,T), W*P(R)) N C*((0,T), LP(R))

for every p € (1,00). This also holds for T' = co. Let us remark that this regularity makes the integrals
in the previous steps be well defined.

Uniqueness. To prove the uniqueness of solution it is enough to check that ([3]) generates a contractive
semigroup in L'(R); that is, for any initial datum ug,vo € L'(R) N L*°(R)

(2.3) [u(t) = v(@)llr < lluo —wollx, VE>0,

where u and v are the corresponding solutions. An analogous argument as in (2.1]), applied to the equation

verified by u — v, shows
d
—/|u—v|dm§0,
dt Jo

hence the contraction property in L!(R).

Existence and uniqueness in L*(R). The extension of the result to a general ug € L'(R) can be done
following the same arguments as in [6]. O
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2.2. Decay estimates and large-time behavior. Now we obtain LP-decay rates for the solution to
(C3). These are the same as the ones for the viscous Burgers equation [6].
Theorem 2.2. For all p € [1,00], there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that
(24) lu(@®llp < Clluollit=*#), vt >0,
for all solutions of equation (L3) with initial data ug € L*(R).

Proof. The case p =1 is an immediate consequence of Theorem [ZIl In the case p € [2, 00), we multiply
equation (L3) by |u|P~2u and integrate it in R. We obtain:

1 d
(2.5) ||u|| /|u|p 2uutd$—/|u|puzdx+/|u|p 2uumdx+/|u|p 2u(K xu —u + ug)dx

4 —
:_72"014,9/2) H —HUH5+/ [l u(K « u)da.
p x 12 R

Let us focus on the last term, so that we can compare it with the LP-norm of u. Young’s inequality gives
us that

[u(t, 2) P~ u(t, 2)u(t,y)| = |u(t, )"~ u(t,y)| <

p—1 1
|u(t, z)[” + Z;IU(t,y)lp-

Thus, using that K has mass one, it follows:

] [zt swas| < [ / Ko — y)lu(t, )P~ fu(t,p)ldyde < ]2,

Plugging this last estimate in (ZX)) we have

(2.6 < o) + 2 (o).

Finally, with the same arguments as in [6] we obtaln the desired estimate ([Z4]) for any p € [2,00), as
well as for p = co. The case p € (1,2) follows by applying Hélder’s inequality and (Z4) with p = 1 and
p=2. O

2
<0.
2

Similar estimates can be found for the derivative of the solution of (L3]). Let us define the re-scaled
function uy, which will also be used in the following section to obtain the asymptotic profile. For A > 0
we define

(2.7) ur(t, z) = Mu(N\t, \x).
The scales are the same as for the Burgers or heat equations. Clearly, u) is the solution of the following

equation:

2.8) {u;wt = Uy Ung + Unze + N2 (K) *uy —uy) + Murg, ((x) € (0,00) xR,

ux(0,z) = ux0(x) = Aug(Az), x € R,
where K (z) = AK(\z), z € R.

Theorem 2.3. For each p € [1,00], there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0, such that the solution of
equation (3] satisfies

(2.9) ue(®)]lp < Clluol it 207575, vt > 0.

Proof. First, let us denote by D} the semigroup associated to the linear problem

v = N2 (K)*v—v) + g, (t,z) € (0,00) x R,
v(0,x) = vo(x), x € R.

It is immediate that DY is stable in L'(R):

d
—/ |v|de = AQ/(K,\ * v — v) sign(v)dx < 0.

On the other hand, for all 7 > 0, function uy solution of ([2.8)) verifies the following integral equation:

ux(t +7) = G(t) * Diux(7) / Gt—s)*Ds((W)m)d&
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where G(t) is the heat kernel, given by

G(t,z) = (4nt) "V 2e %

If we differentiate it with respect to x, we obtain:

(2.10) unz(t+7) = Gu(t) * Diux(r) + /Ot G.(t—s)* D} <<@)I> ds.

Now, let us first estimate the L' norm of uy (¢ + 7). Note that there exists a constant C' = C(p)
such that

1

1G.)|, < Ct™2078)73 vt > 0.
Moreover, by Theorem 2.2l we have

ux(m)ll = [[u(A>7)lly < [luollx
and
1
[ur(s + 7)lloo = Alu(A?(s + 7))llco < CT72||ug]f1-

((259))

t
<Gt 2 lua(r)lh + C/ (t = )72 [[(ul(s + 7))all1ds
0

Thus, it follows:

ds

[use(t + )l < G (@)1] Diua(r |1+/ 1G=(t = )]
1

< Ot~ % |Jug|y + 07_1/2||U0||1/ (t = )72 lura(s + 7)1 ds.
0

Applying Gronwall’s Lemma, we deduce for t = 7 that
(2.11) lurz(27T)|h < Cry YA >0,

for some constant C; > 0 that only depends on 7 and ||ug||1. This is equivalent to (Z3) for p = 1.

((259))

< Ct 20075y (7 ||1+C/f—s*%1*”*%||<u§<s+r>>z||1ds

The case p € (1,00) is an immediate consequence of (ZIT)):

ds
1

luse(t+7)llp < G @®)llp | Dyur(r)x +/ 1G(t = 5)llp

]

< cri0-h- 2||uo||1+cT/<tfs> H0=D fuy o (s + 7)llads
0

t
<t uoll +Cr [ (- 50D s
0

Taking ¢t = 7, we conclude that
lurz2T)|lp < Cry YA >0,
which is equivalent to (Z9) for p € (1, 00).

Finally, we repeat a similar argument for the case p = oco:

t
[ura(t +7)lloo < [1Ga()lloc [ Diux(T)]1 +/0 1G(t = 9)llg ds

((259))

t
< CtHua(m)lls + C/ (t = )72 07D 72 (R (s + 7))l ds
0

q/

t
< Ot Hluoll1 + Cr/ (t =) 7207072 ur (s + 1)l ds
0

t
SCt‘1||UO||1+CT/ (t—s) 2073755
0

where ¢ € (1,00) and 1/g+ 1/¢’ = 1. Tt is now enough to take ¢t = 7 to conclude the proof. O
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2.3. Large-time behavior. The decay rates of the previous section will allow us to obtain the asymp-
totic profile of solutions for (IL3). The aim is to compute the limit A — oo in ([Z8), which is equivalent
to taking the limit ¢ — oo in ([L3)).

Let us first observe that the estimates in Theorem [2.2] and Theorem 2.3 are also valid for u, defined
in (7). The mass is conserved too. We state this in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For each p € [1,00], there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that, for all A > 0, the
solution of (Z8)) satisfies

11 _1l—1y_1
lua(®llp < Clluolit™ @7 and  usa(®)llp < Clluolit™21 7272, vt >o.

Moreover, the mass of uy is conserved in time.

Proof. We just have to use the definition of uy in (Z71) and apply Theorem For allt >0 and A > 0
we have

ur(®)llp = A5 [u(A2t), < CE207%),

Same procedure applies to uy , concerning Theorem 23] Regarding the last result, it is easy to see that:

/RUA(t,HU)dHU:/RU()\%,HU)dHU:/RUO(ZC)dZC,

which proves the mass conservation. (I

In particular, this lemma implies that, for any finite time interval [7,T] with 0 < 7 < T < oo, the
set {ux}a>o is uniformly bounded in L*>°([r, T], LP(R)).

2.3.1. Compactness of the family {ux}rso. As we said at the beginning, we would like to pass to the
limit A — co. We need the following theorem due to J. Simon ([I7]), as an extension of the Aubin-Lions
Lemma, to assure the compactness of the set {uy}r>o-

Theorem 2.4 ([17, Theorem 5]). Let X, Z and Y be Banach spaces satisfying X C Z C'Y with compact
embedding X C Z. Assume, forp € [1,00] and T > 0, that F' is bounded in L?(0,T; X) and {0;f : f € F'}
is bounded in LP(0,T;Y). Then, F is relatively compact in LP(0,T;Z) and, in the case of p = oo, also
in C(0,T; Z).

Applying this result we can prove the following theorem regarding the relative compactness of the
set {ux}xr>0. In the sequel, for any functions f and g, we denote f < g if there exists a constant C' > 0,
not depending on the scaling parameter nor the time, such that f < Cg.

Theorem 2.5. For every 0 < 7 < T < oo, the set {uy}rso C C([7,T], L*(R)) is relatively compact.

Proof. Step 1. First, for any r > 0 we will show the relative compactness in C([r,T], L*(I)), with
I = [—r,r]. Let us consider the spaces X = H'(I), Z = L?(I) and Y = H~!(I). We would like to apply
Theorem [Z4] to the set F' = {uy}rso-

From Lemma 2] we know that {ux}xso and {uy.}r>o are bounded in L*([r,T],L*(I)). In
particular, the first condition on F' is fulfilled. Therefore, it suffices to check that u): is bounded in
Lo°([r,T], H~1(I)). Using Z3), for every ¢ € C>(I), we have:

/U,\,ttpdﬂﬁ /U,\ U,z pdT /U,\,M(PdﬂC
R R R

S lleallzlunllz + ez llzllursllz + ‘/ (NP (B * ux — un) + My ) pda
R
Obviously, the first and second terms on the right hand side of (ZI2)) are uniformly bounded in [7, T], so
let us focus on the third one:

I\ = ‘/ ()\Q(K,\ kuy — uy) + )\uAﬁz)gad:c
R

(2.12) < - +

/ ()\Q(KA k Uy — uy) + )\u,\@)(pdx
R

= ‘ /R (2 (RN -1)+ MS)@(S)@(EM&‘ :

Let us denote

ma(€) = A2 (f{(%) - 1) A,
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We claim that

(2.13) Ima()] < €2, VEER, VA > 0.
Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have:
(2.14) b:AmMWMW@%SWMWWme-

Hence, going back to (2I2) and replacing (214]), we obtain

/ uy,pde
R

By Lemma [ZT] all the quantities in the right-hand side are uniformly bounded in [r,T]. Consequently,
the set {ux}aso is relatively compact in C([r,T], L*(I)).

Sl gy (Iall3 + el ) -

It remains to prove claim (ZI3). Observe that

o 1—idg
(2.15) RO =1m €<k
and, therefore,
_ e (A el 28 o

Step 2. The next step consists in proving the compactness in C([r,T], L(I)). Since L?(I) is con-
tinuously embedded in L!(I), the compactness in C([r, T], L?(I)) is clearly transferred to C([r, T], L*(I)).

Step 3. Now we need to extend the result to C([r,T],L*(R)). We do that by proving uniform,
with respect to A, estimates on the tails of uy.

For every r > 0, let us define function ¢, (z) = 9(z/r), where ¢ is a nonnegative C*°(R) function
such that

0, |z]<1,
2.16 z) =
(2.16) e L,M>2
Since {uy}aso is relatively compact in C([r,T], L*(I)), it suffices to show that
(2.17) sup ||ux(t)¢r][i — 0 as r — oo, uniformly for A > 0.
te(r,T)

We first observe that it is enough to consider nonnegative initial data. Indeed, the same argument
as in Theorem 1] shows that for any wug, vy € L'(R) the corresponding solutions u*,v* to ([Z8) satisfy
lux — valli < |luo — voll1- As a consequence, due to Lemma 2] and Crandall-Tartar Lemma (see, for
instance, [8, Chapter II]), we know that u < v if ug < vy. Thus, choosing vy = |ug| and wy = —|uo|
as initial data implies that |ux(¢,z)| < |va(t,x)| + |wa(t, )|, where uy, vy and wy are the solutions
corresponding to wug, vg and wp respectively. In conclusion, it is sufficient to show (217 for nonnegative
initial data and solutions.

Let us assume that u) is a nonnegative solution. We multiply (2.8]) by ¢, and integrate it over
(0,t) x R. We obtain:

t 1t t
/ /u;wsz/)rd:cds: 75/ /uiw;dxder/ /u,\w;'dzds
o Jr o Jr o Jr

t
+/ /()\Q(K)\*U)\—U)\)+)\u>\7l)wrd$d8.
o Jr

and, therefore,

1 t " t
219 [wontrs o+ 1 L egas I P as

r

. /Ot/]R (/\Q(KA *ux(s) —ur(s)) + /\uAym(s))djrdzds.

We have to obtain an estimate on the last term in the integral, uniformly on A. Let us denote

I= /]R (/\2(KA *ux(s) — ux(s)) + /\u,\ym(s))i/),«dz.
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A change of variables and integration by parts give us that

(2.19) I = /\Q/R/RK(xfy)u()\Qs,y)wM(x)dydz—/\Q/RU()\QS,x)i/),\T(:c)d:cf)\Q/u()\Qs,z)w&T(z)dz

R
= A2 /Ru(vs,y)(/RK(x — ) (oxr () — Prrly) — (z — y)w&T(y))dz)dy

[[uoll1 [l
< N luollallgiillee < =5

Remark 2. Note that the first moment of K plays an important role here. The fact that

/RK(z)dz - /RzK(z)dz —1

is critical to be able to find a bound for I and, hence, to show that Ky * Uux gy — Uge as T — 00. This is
also much related with the decomposition of K in Dirac delta functions as in [5]. Moreover, taking into
account this identity at the numerical level will be essential to preserve the large-time behavior correctly.
As a matter of fact, the corrector factors F§ and F{ are related to this observation.

So, plugging (Z19) into (ZI]) and using Theorem [Z2] we get:

/]R|u>\(t)|"/)rd$ < /]R |U0|1/),\Td:c+ C <$ + 7%)

where C' > 0 depends only on |ug|l1 and [|1)|[yy2.r), which are both bounded. For A > 1, since
Ur(z) > Par(x), we get

[0 < [l +o (Le L),

which tends to zero uniformly on A when r — oco. Therefore, we proved (ZIT) and, consequently, we can
assure that {uy}>o is relatively compact in C([r,T], L'(R)). O

Modifying slightly the previous proof, we can also conclude the following lemma, regarding the
initial condition uy g.

Lemma 2.2. For every test function ¢ € C°(R), there exists a constant C = C(p,ug) > 0, such that

< Ct+Vt), Vt>0,

/R ur(t, 2)p(x)dz — / uro(@)p(@)de

R

holds uniformly on X > 0.

Proof. We multiply (Z8) by ¢ € C°(R) and integrate it over (0,t) x R. We get:

t ¢ t t
/ /U)\ﬁtgp:/ /u,\uAﬁzgaqL/ /u,\ymgajL/ /(AQ(KA*UA7U)\)+>\U)\11)SQ.
o Jr o Jr 0o JR 0 JR

Integrating by parts and making use of Lemma 2], we have

! t t
[urtde = [ unopdnl < L2 [ lias + 161 [ lusts)las
R R 0 0

+

/Ot/R ()\2 (K,\ xuy(s) — u,\(s)) + )\U/\,Z(S))godxds

To conclude the proof, it is enough to apply a similar argument as for (2I]) to get:

/u,\(t)tpdx—/u)\,ogodx
R R

X

[ utet e = [ un(rpFide] < Cllplva ey ol ) (Vi + ).

O
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2.3.2. Passing to the limit. Now we have all the ingredients that we need to prove our main result on the
large-time behavior of solutions to problem (L3]), stated in Theorem [Tl

Proof of Theorem Il By Theorem 25 we know that for every 0 < 7 < T < oo, the family {uy}a>o is
relatively compact in C([r, T], L}(R)). Consequently, there exists a subsequence of it (which we will not
relabel) and a function @ € C((0,00), L (R)) such that

(2.20) uy — u € C([r,T), L}(R)), as X\ — oo.
We can also assume that wy (¢, ) — @(t, z) almost everywhere in (0,00) X R as A — oo.

Our claim is that, passing to the limit A — oo, we obtain that u is a weak solution of the equation:

{t = Uly + 2all) (t’ (E) € (0’ OO) x R’

(2.21) w(0) = Méy.

Let us multiply equation (28] by a test function ¢ € C°((0,00) x R) and integrate it over (0,00) x R.
We have:

/OOO/RuA,tQﬁZ/OOO/Rw umqﬂ-/OOO/RUA,MGH-/OOO/R(AQ(K,\*uA_UA)+)\UA7I)¢.

Using the properties of {uy}x>o shown in the previous section, it is sufficient to check that
lim / / (AQ (Kx = u(t) — ux(t)) + Aum(t))qs(t)dzdt - / / (1) b (1) dadt.
A= Jo  JR o Jr

Let us focus on the integral over the spatial domain. Taking into account the definition of K and that
Jg 2™ K (2)dz = m! for m e NU{0}:

(2.22) Li(t) = /R ()\2 (K *ux(t) —ua(t)) + )\u,\,z(t))qﬁ(t)dx
= )\2/R/R (¢(t,x + %) - ¢(t,$))K(y)U,\(t,$)dydx — )\/R/R(bﬂﬂ(tax)yK(y)UA(t,$)dyd$,

Now, because of Taylor’s Theorem, we know that there exists a point ¢ € (z,x 4+ y/A) such that

1y2 1y3

(b(tax + g) - ¢(ta$) = %Qﬁz(tax) + §ﬁ¢zz(ta$) + gﬁqﬁmm(ﬁ()

A
We introduce this in (2.22):

Li(t) = %/Rd)m(t,z)uA(t,z)dz/RyQK(y)derO(H(bmz(t)noo)é/RuA(t,:c)d:c/Rng(y)dy

1
:/R(bm(t,x)u,\(t,x)dx+O(||¢Im(t)|\oo)x/Ru,\(t,z)dz
= [ fustt.ayus(ta)de + A7 O6ar (1))

Since uy(t) — a(t) in C([r,T], L*(R)), we obtain that

lim OOOE,\(t)dt/OOO/R(bm(t,:c)ﬁ(t,z)dzdt.

A—00

_/OOO/Ru@:_%/OOO/RUQ¢Z+2/OOO/RWM.

It remains to identify the behavior of @ as ¢ — 0. From Lemma [22] for any ¢ € C2°(R) we have

It follows that u satisfies

[ ustpplalds - [ usa(@)p@rts| < Cle+ V)
R R
and, due to (Z20), we deduce

/Ra(t, z)p(z)dr — Mp(0)| < C(t + V1)

by letting A — oo. Passing to the limit ¢ — 0 and using classical approximation arguments, we conclude
that @(0) = Mdo in the sense of bounded measures.
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Therefore, we can finally conclude that @ is the unique solution wys of (Z21]), and that, indeed,
the whole family {ux}x>o converges to ups in C((0,00), L}(R)). In particular, we have:

lm |Jux(1) —up (1)1 = 0.

A—o00

Setting A = v/t and using the self-similar form of uys (see e.g. [6]), we obtain that
(2.23) J {lu(t) = uar(t)]r = 0.

Finally, the convergence in the LP-norms for p € (1,00) follows from ([223]), the decay estimate
given in Lemma 2.1] for p = co and the Holder inequality. In fact, we have:
1—-1 z _1(1-1
(2.24) () = unt (@)llp < ([ult)lloo + llune(®)lloe)' ™7 ut) = unr ()7 < o(t™2175).

In the case of the L>°-norm, we use the decay of u,(t) given by Theorem2-3and the estimate ||uas,;(t)|2 S
=%, resulting from the explicit formula ([Z). Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality and

224), we obtain:
1 1 _1
(2.25) u(t) = usnr()lloo < (Juz(®)ll2 + lusra(®)ll2)? lu(t) —unm(@)]3 < o(t™2).
The proof is now finished. (I

3. SEMIDISCRETE SCHEME

In this section, we focus on the semi-discrete numerical scheme for equation (I3), defined in (6.
In order to prove Theorem [[L2] we need some preliminary results on the decay of ua similar to those
obtained in Section [2 for the solution of equation (3. For simplicity, for every h > 0, we define the
operators d; and d,, as follows:

flz+h) - fz)

d;f(x)::f and d;f(x):zw.

h
As in the continuous case, for g > 0 we also introduce the family of rescaled solutions
(3.1) ub(t,x) = pua(p®t, px), t>0,z€R,

and analyze the behavior of u# when u — oo. Note that function u* is piecewise constant on space
intervals of length Ax/p. Moreover, it satisfies the following system:
(3.2)

ul'(t,x) = %(dzm/# (u"(t,z)?) + NS (u(t, z)2))

+Ax dzz/#R(u“(t, T — %), ut(t, x)) + d;z/# (dzm/#u“(t, z))

N
+u? Zwmu“(t, T — m%) — A FRub(t, o) + uFlAdZI/Mu“(t, x), t>0, ae xR,
m=1
uh (0, ) = pul (p), a.e. ¢ €R,
where
1
(33) R(u,v) = 12— (vlo] —ulul).

Of course, the approximated solution ua defined in (3] satisfies (B2) for p = 1.

3.1. L'-LP estimates. We are interested in the large-time behavior of ua. The following two propo-
sitions are the discrete versions of Theorems and 23] The way of proceeding will be, indeed, very
similar.

Proposition 3.1. For all p € [1,00] there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that:
(3.4) [ @l < Cllullit=207%), vi>o.
for all solutions of B2) with initial data u) € L'(R).
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Proof. Let us consider first the case g = 1 and p € [2,00). We multiply @.2) by |ua|P~2ua and integrate
it over the whole space domain. We have:

(35) L@l < 1+ [ da, (d50a () leal@)P-us(o)ds + 1o,
where
L= i /R (dJArI (ua(t,z)®) + da, (UA(t,.T)Q))|UA($)|p_2uA($)d$
+ A:I:/ d R(ua(t,z — Az), ua(t, z))|ua ()P~ *ua(z)ds
R
and
N
I = /]R <Z Wt (t,x — mAz) — FRua(t, =) + FlAdeuA(t,:c)> lua (z) [P~ 2ua (z)d
N
= Z (/ ua(x — mAz)ua (z) [P 2ua(z )d:cf/m )|pd:c)
FIA

+

= ( /R ua(z + Az)|ua (z)|P~*ua (z)dz — /R |UA(z>|sz> :

On the one hand, for any k € Z, we know that
-1 1
/uA(:I: + kAz)|ua ()P 2ua(z)de < b= / |lua(z + kAz)|Pdx + —/ |ua(z)|Pde = / |lua(z)Pdx.
R P Jr P Jr R

Therefore, I, < 0.

On the other hand, for i € {~1,0,1} let us denote U = {z € R : +ua(z + iAz) > 0} and
UY ={z € R:ua(z +iAz) = 0}. From the definition of R in ([B.3]), reordering I; we get:

1
I = —4Ax/ (UQA(QU + Az) + ua(x + Az)|ua(z + A:I:)|) |uA(:I:)|p72uA Ydx — —/ lua(z |p+1dx
R

b [ (s = Aalfuate = An) i (r — An) [ua (@) s (e

1 1

<— 2(z+ A Pldy — — pHlg

< 5az ., VAL ADua (@) e — 5 / Jua (@) da
1

— 2(x—A =1y,
357 g Al = Aua@l s

Using

[Pt < —2—[aptt 4 L gy

Va,b € R,
“p+1 p+1

)

we obtain that

1 2 -1 1
I < — | —/—/—— A p+1d p+1d _ p+1d
L=9Azr <p+ 1 /Ujmﬁ |lua(xz + Az)] x + PR - lua(x)] T a7 /. lua(z)] T

1 2 / 1
4+ — — ua(r — Az p+1dz+— ua(z) P dx
e <p+1 [ sl A B UfnU(;' @)
< p+1 p+1 p+1
< 5A; " lua ()P de — / lua(x)|P™ de + —— 2A |uA( )P dx
and, hence, I; < 0.
Thus, from BX) we deduce:
(3.6)
1d . oo
Zluea®ly < dm (A ua(@)) lua(@) P ?ua(z)de
1
=-xn /R (ua(z + Az) —ua(x)) (|UA($ + Ax)|P2un(x + Az) — |uA(:C)|p72uA(x)) dx.
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Moreover, the inequality

2
< P

2

22 = 2| < (o —y) (22— P 2y) Ve R,
4(p—1) ( )

guarantees that

2
jus (o + AP ~ jus@P? 1)
v = g, (a2 3 < 0.

30 Flatly< -2 [

This estimate and Lemma [A.] allow us to write

(= 1) Jlua(@)p* "
A NG e

Following the same arguments as in [6], we conclude that for any p € [2, 00)

(38) L ual +

(3.9) lua(®)llp < C)|uX [t~ vi>o0.
In the same way, the cases p = oo and p € (1,2) are proved too.

Finally, the general case o > 0 is immediate from 3] and the definition of u# (31), since for any
p € [1, 00] we have

_1 IRV
I (®) = 1~ ua(628) < C @) 3073,
The proof is now complete. -

Now that we have estimates on the LP-norms of the solution, we need to obtain a similar result
for the discrete gradient. We proceed as in Theorem

Proposition 3.2. For all p € [1,0] there exists a constant C = C(p, |[uX|l1) > 0 such that:
(3.10) ldE u ()], < Ct=20=%)=2 vt >0,
for all solutions of [B2) with initial data u € L' (R).

Proof. Let us denote by th the semigroup associated to

N
A
v (t, ) = p? Z W v(t, z — m—x) — WPFfo(t, x) + uFlAdzw/Hv(t, x), t>0, ae. z €R,
(3.11) =1 #

v(0,2) = vo(x), a.e. ¢ € R.
Multiplying (3I1]) by sign(v(t,x)), integrating on R and using that
/U(:I: — h)sign(v(z))dx < / |v(z)|dz, VheR,
R R
one shows that DY, is stable in L'(R).

Now, for every 7 > 0 and p > 0, we know that the solution of ([B.2]) satisfies:
t
(3.12) Wh(t+7) = G (t) x DLut(7) +/ G (t —s) = D} (H(u“(s n T)))ds,
0

where
Az

H(ut(s,x)) = % (dzz/# (u"(s,2)?) + N (u“(s,:c)Q)) + Az dXI/#R(u“(S,:c - 7), ut(s,z))

and G!y is the fundamental solution of the one-dimensional semi-discrete heat equation, defined by

1 T/ Az 2 Ao e A
(GA®), = %/ e AT BE I g, jeu,
—mp/Azx

It is well known (e.g. [I]) that
IGAMI < Co2072, 1 >0,

and

=

%,/ GADp < Cl)X 207972, ¢ >0.
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Now let us apply the discrete operator df /u tO (I2). Then

(3.13) dA, ) u' (t+7) =dx, ,, GA(t) * Djuk(r) + / X, GA(t = s) * D}, (H(u“(s + T)))ds.

Using the decay properties of G4, Proposition BTl and the L'-stability of D},, we obtain

(3.14)  [dE, 0+ 7k < ||aK,, GA 0| [Pl @ll,
t
+/0 AI/HG“ (t —s) HDZ(H(U“(SwLT)))Hlds
< |[dx, A O, ()l + /WMMWL =) 1 (s + ), s

< Olunly 174+ [ (6= 97 (s + 7).

We now prove that for any p € [1,00), we have

(3.15) 1 (' (5 + 7))l < Cllud |72 K, 1 (s + 7)lp
Observe that, in view of Proposition 3.1 we have
|4k, (s +7) H <2t (s + 7)o [ Ak, (s + T)Hp < Clludlr? [[dF, ,u(s + T)Hp.

A similar result holds for d;x/# since ||d}_Lpr = ||deHp for all f € LP(R) and h > 0. Moreover, from
the definition of R in (8.3) we have:

Aszzl/ R(ut(s + 7,2 — %) u(s+7,x) H Hd (ut(s+71)|u*(s+7)|)

A
z/p »

< JJlut(s+ 7)| ooHdAz/# (s+’r)H §C’||u%||1'r*%
p

de/#u#(s + T)Hp )

where we have used Proposition [3.1] and that

|:c|:c| — y|y|| < 2|z — y|max{|z|, |y|}, Vz,yeR.
Therefore, introducing in ([3.14) the case p =1 of [B.IT), we get

t

_1 _1 _1

A%, (k4 )l < C lluolly ¢4+l ], 7 2/(tfs) .
0

dzz/#u“(s +7) H ) ds
Applying Gronwall’s Lemma and taking t = 7, we conclude that
(3.16) IS, (@ 2Ol < Cry Vi >0,

for some C; > 0 depending only on 7 and |Jug||1. It is enough now to use the definition of u* in (3II),
taking 7 = 1/2 and p = v/t to obtain

ldX, (ua(®)|1 < Ct™%, V>0,

that is, (BI0) for p =1 and p = 1.
The case p =1 and p € (1,00) is immediate from BI13), BI5) and FI4). Indeed, we have

45+ 7l < L, GA 0] nl(/H%w# = 9)|| J1E (s 7)) ds
< G307y +CT/ (t—s)" 207973 4s,
0

with Cr = C(p, 7, ||uo|l1). Taking ¢t = 7 implies that
(3.17) ||dAz/#UH(27)||p <Cr VYu>0,

This is equivalent to (BI0) for =1 and p € (1, 00).
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Furthermore, repeating similar arguments, the case p = 1 and p = oo follows from FI3) and

estimates ([B.13) and BI7):

8, + Dlloe < 48, GAD)| @l + /Hdm/u s)HqHH(uM(s—i-T)) ;s

<Gttt o, /(tfs) 3(0-3)-34s.
0

where ¢ € (1,00), 1/q¢+1/¢' =1 and C; = C(q,q’, 7, ||uol|1). It is now enough to take ¢ = 7 to conclude
that

AR, 0" (27)loo < Cry Y >0,
which is equivalent to (BI0) for 4 =1 and p = cc.

Finally, the general case p > 0 is immediate from the case p = 1 and the definition of «* (BJ),
since for any p € [1, 00] we have

ldX, b (0)]lp = 1% |k ua ()], < 30—

This concludes the proof. (I

To end this part, let us remark that the solution u# of system (B.2)) conserves the mass of the initial
data uQ. In fact, note that it is the same as the mass of ug, when uQ is defined as in ([6]). Moreover,
we show that ([B.2]) defines a contractive semigroup. This will be useful to obtain the estimates for the
compactness of {u"},>o. For the shake of clarity, we prove this lemma in the Appendix.

Lemma 3.1. For any initial data u} € L'(R), the solution u* to [B2) satisfies

/Ru“(t,z):/RuOA(x), vt > 0.

Moreover, [3.2)) defines a contractive semigroup in L' (R).

3.2. Compactness of the set {u"},>o. In this section, we prove the compactness of the trajectories of
the family {u#(t)},>0 introduced in the previous section, in order to pass to the limit 4 — oco. Unlike the
continuous case, we do not have estimates of u* in H'(R), since it is piecewise constant. Nevertheless,
the following lemma makes possible the use of the compact embedding of Hj (R) into L? (R), with
0 < s < 1/2. The proof will be given in the Appendix.

loc

Lemma 3.2. For any 0 < s < %, there exists a positive constant C = C(s) such that, for any mesh-size
0 < Az < 1, the following holds for all piecewise constant functions w as in (L3):

lwllm@ < C (lwlz + ld5,wll2) -

Let us remark that, as a consequence of this lemma and Proposition Bl and Proposition B.2] we
obtain a time-decay estimate for u* in H*(R):

(3.18) () lsremy < C (1 (1) 2 + K, Oll2) <€ (5 +¢7F), ve> 0,9 >0,
with 0 < s < 1/2. Thus, we can use Theorem 2.4 to prove the compactness of the family {u*}, 0.

Theorem 3.1. For every 0 < 7 < T < oo, the family {u"},~o C C([r,T], L*(R)) is relatively compact.

Proof. We will proceed in two steps, analogously to Theorem

Step 1. First we will show the result locally in C([r,T], L*(I)), with I = [-r, r] for an arbitrary
7> 0. Let us consider the spaces X = H*(I) with s € (0,3), Z = L*(I) and Y = H~'(I).

From (BI8) we know that the set {u"},s¢ is bounded in L*([7,T], H; .(R)). In particular, first
condition of Theorem 24 is fulfilled. Thus, it suffices to check that u}' is bounded in L ([r,T], H!(I)).

Let us multiply (3:2) by a function ¢ € C°(R) and integrate it over R. Using the definition of R in (33)),
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we have:

ut Vodo| <

1 (e ar) + i, “<x>2)) (o)

Az
+ Ax /Rdzz/#R(u“(z . — ), ut(z))p(x)dx| +

| [ 55 ) sty

N
Ax
+ /]R <M2 Z wmu“(z - m?) - M2F0Au#( ) /LFlAdAm/,u (:C)) Sﬁ(z)dz
m=1

1 1
< sldkeellallu?ll + SR ellallu” 13+ IdX, el a8, u -

N

9 Az
+ /]R </L Z Wi (u#(z — mT) — ut(x)) + pFy dAz/#u“(z)> p(z)dz| .

m=1

Obviously, the first three terms on the right hand side of the inequality are uniformly bounded for u > 0,
so let us focus on the last one. Using the Fourier transform and the definition of F&* in (LX), we have

2 \ " Az u At .
I, = / H Zwm(u (z—m—)—u (x)) wky dAm/uu (z) | o(x)dz
R m=1 2
2 - —imBze Ae e 1], ~ R
< 2 wm (73— 1) + B | [ (©)] [2(6) de.

Az

If we take p = a=2% and b = ¢ ¢ on Lemma and use the definitions of w,, in (7)) and FA

(LX), we have:

N imAz g Aei%f -1
imAz
319) | wn (e e 1) + P —
m=1
= |e®" —1] Z e mAT (eﬂm e 1) + Z me AT (e WS — 1)
m=1 m=1
—Azx
A _igg 2 e
< ‘e 171‘ e "n 71’ 7(1_6—Az)3
_ itz 4 1
= Jetie 1] e
Therefore, combining this with the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain
A 2
I, < <

re mlldm/#u”ﬂ alldX, /-

Thus, using that ||dAz/#90||2 < ¢ |l2, we get
L Ax?
< 145l O1F + 105, e O+ s, O

‘/ut Yodx
< Cllellm s (I M1 + a5, w Ol )

for any ¢ € C°(I) and with C' > 0 independent of y. In view of Propositions[3Iland 3.2l both norms of u#
in the right-hand side are uniformly bounded in [r, T}, so u}' is uniformly bounded in L>([r,T], H=1(I)).
We conclude that the family {u"},~¢ is relatively compact in C([r,T],L? .(R)). Finally, compactness in

loc
L? (R) implies compactness in L}, .(R), so {u"},¢ is also relatively compact in C([r,T7], L},.(R)).

Step 2. Now we need to extend the result globally. Let us consider again the same function ¥,
defined in the third step of the proof of Theorem 2] such that ,.(z) = ¥(z/r) with ¥ given by (Z.I8)
and r > 0. Since we know that {u”},~¢ is relatively compact in C([r,T], L}, .(R)), it suffices to show
that

(3.20) sup ||[u” ()|t — 0 as r — oo, uniformly on pu > 1.
[T

Note that, because of Lemma [BI] and Crandall-Tartar Lemma [8, Chapter II], a similar argument as in
Theorem [Z3] shows that it is enough to prove ([B.20) for nonnegative initial data and solutions.
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Thus, we focus on nonnegative solutions. Let us multiply [8:2]) by v, and integrate it over (0,t) x R.
We obtain:

(3.21) /u#(t )Yy (z)dz 7/ M (), (z)d
/ / Aoy (W (5,2)7) +dgz/u(u“(s,x)2)) by () dads
+ Az/ / A/ (B0 (s, = %%U“(S,CE)))wr(z)dzds
/ / A/ Az/u( (Saw)))wr(w)dxds
+/0 /]R (MQWZ_lwm(u“(S,:E — m%) — u“(s,z)) + pFy dX Ju uH(S,x)) 1/)r(x)d:cds.

We pass now the discrete derivatives to 1, and estimate the right-hand side using time-decay estimates
from Proposition 3.1t

32 [wten @i s [ e el e

t N A
+ /0 /R (M2 mZ:1 wm(u“(S,x — m7) — ut(s, :E)) + pFy dzz/uu“(s,x)> br(z)dxds,

Let us focus on the last term, for which we have
al Ax
2
/]R (,u E Wi (U (s, 7 — m—) — ut(s,x)) + pFdf A/ ut(s ,x))wT(:E)d:E

=u2iwm/u~< 2) (9o +m =) =) = M= 3, (00@) ) da

N A:I:
S D0 wm (et m=5) = el = m=E dy, We@) )| (5)
Wy, N

Thus, plugging this into (B:ZZI) and using the non-negativity of the solution, we get

(3.23) [ i@ < [ @@ + 1S+ [

which tends to 0 uniformly on x> 0 when r — oco. Therefore, we proved [B.20) and, consequently, we
can assure that {u/},~0 is relatively compact in C([r,T], L'(R)). O

A slight modification of the proof of the previous theorem gives as the necessary estimate to identify
the initial data, stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. For every test function ¢ € C°(R), there exists C > 0, independent of u, such that

/Ru”(t,x)np(x)dx—/Rug(x)go(x)dx

Proof. Tt is enough to multiply 2] by ¢ € C°(R) and integrate it over (0,¢) x R. Then, integrating
by parts and repeating arguments similar to the ones in the second step of the proof for Theorem Bl we

deduce ([3:24). O

(3.24) < C(t+ V).

3.3. Passing to the limit. Finally, we have everything that we need to prove our main result, stated in
Theorem [[L2 regarding the large-time behavior of the approximations to the solution of problem (L3)).
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Proof of Theorem [I.Z. By Theorem Bl we know that for every 0 < 7 < T < oo, the family {u"},s¢ is
relatively compact in C([r,T], L}(R)). Consequently, there exists a subsequence of it (which we will not
relabel) and a function @ € C((0,00), L (R)) such that

(3.25) ut — a € C([r,T], L*(R)), as p— oc.
We can also assume that u#(t,z) — 4(t, ) almost everywhere in (0,00) x R as p — co.

Now, we multiply equation (B2) by a test function ¢ € C°((0,00) x R) and integrate it over
(0,00) x R. We have:

(3.26)

/ /ut (t,z)p(t, v)dwdt = / / Ay (U () )+dgz/#(u”(t,x)2))¢(t,z)dzdt
+Az/ / Aoy R (82— %) ut(t, z)) o (t, x)dxdt

/ / Nogp (AR08 2)) (8, 2)dadt

A
+/ / (,u2 Z wm Ut (t, x — m—x) — WPFRuM(t, x) 4+ pFf dl‘l/“u“(t, :I:)) o(t, x)dxdt
0o JR me1 K
Our claim is that, passing to the limit y — oo, we obtain that @ is a weak solution of the equation:
{at = un (1 + Ff)iias, (t,7) € (0,00) x R,
(0) =

All the limits in [3.20) are known (see [QJ) except the last term. It is sufficient to check that we can take
the limit © — oo in

(3.27)

Ql

N
LE(t) = /}R <M2 Z wmut (t,x — m%) — WPFLul(t, ) + pFf dzz/#u“(t,x)> o(t, z)dzx.
m=1

First, we reorder L,;:
N

A A
(3.28) LH(t) = p? / uh(t, ) Y wm <¢(t, T + mf) — ¢t ) — mjxdzz/#(qﬁ(t, z))) dz.
R m=1
Now, due to Taylor’s Theorem, for each m € {1,..., N}
A A 1 ,Az? 1
Otz +m=) — o(t,a) = m = (1,2) + 5m* S (1) + 506" (1) ).

In the same way, A
1 1
Qaesu(0(6:2)) = &/ (6:2) = 5220 (12) + 5 O(16" (1) o)

We combine this into [B.28)) and get
1
(3.20) () =B [ 0t (0o + 016" Oll), [ w2l
R R

Therefore, as u* — @ in C([r, T, Ll(]R)) taking the limit p — oo in ([3.29), we obtain:

lim U‘ F2 / / (t,z)¢" (t,x)dx.
p—oo Jq
It follows that u satisfies

_/O‘X’/th:_%/OOO/RU2¢I+(1+FQA)/OOO/RU¢M,

so it is a weak solution of the equation in B.27). It remains to identify the behavior of @ as t — 0. Due
to Proposition B3] for any ¢ € C°(R) we have

/Ru“(t,x)cp(:c)d:c—/ug(z)cp(:c)d:c

R

<C(t+v1)

and from [B.25) we deduce

/Ra(t, z)p(r)dr — M(p(O)‘ <Ct+ V)
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by letting p — oco. Passing to the limit ¢ — 0 and using classical approximation arguments, we deduce
that @(0) = Mdp in the sense of bounded measures. Thus, we conclude that @ is the unique solution w s
of equation ([3.27), and that, in fact, the whole family {u*},~0 converges to ups in C((0,00), L'(R)).

Therefore, by ([B.25]), we have:

H — frng
T ([0 (1) = upr (1) =0

and setting = v/t and making use of the self-similar form of uy; (see e.g. [6]) we obtain
(3.0 i [lea(6) = use ()] = .

Finally, the convergence in the LP-norms for p € (1,00) follows from (F30), the decay estimate of
Proposition Bl for p = co and the Holder inequality. In fact, we have:

lua(t) = une@lly < (ua®llso + luar®)lloe) ™ llua () — un DIl < ot=2079).

Using the piecewise constant interpolation of u s, which we denote S(uys), and (A2) from the Appendix,
the case p = oo follows:

lua(t) = uanr (@)oo < lua(t) = S(un(t))lloo + S (wrr(t)) — unr(t)lloo
< ua(t) = SCuar()3 145, (ua(t) = SCun @I + Allurre(t)]

S (lua(t) = uar(@)ll2 + llunr(t) = Sunr(E)ll2) (X, ua ()2 + A5, S (uar (1)) ]2)%
+ Azfunre ()] oo
t

ot™F 47T 4471,
Now the proof is complete. (I
3.4. Convergence of the scheme. To conclude this section, let us prove that ua converges to the
solution u of (L3)) as Az — 0.
Theorem 3.2. Let ug € L*(R). The set of approzimated solutions {ua}az>o given by ([LE) converges
in C((0,00), L1(R)) to the solution u of (L3) as Az — 0.

Proof. Following the same arguments as in Theorem B.I], one shows that for every 0 < 7 < T < oo, the
family {ua}azso C C([r,T], LY(R)) is relatively compact. Thus, there exists a subsequence of it (which
we will not relabel) and a function @ € C((0,00), L'(R)) such that

(3.31) un — @ € O([r,T], L*(R)), as Az — 0.
We can also assume that ua(¢,2) — @(t, ) almost everywhere in (0,00) x R as Az — 0.

Now, we take ;1 = 1 in equation (B2), multiply it by a test function ¢ € C°((0,00) x R) and
integrate it over (0, 00) x R. We have:

(3.32) / /um (t, 2) (¢, x)ddt = / / dgz (ua(t,z)?) + dx, (ualt, z) ))¢(t,z)dzdt
+ Am/o /RdZmR(uA(t,x — Az),ua(t, z))p(t, x)dzdt
+/OOO/Rd;Z (di, ual(t,z)) ¢(t, z)dxdt
o N
+ /0 /R (n; wmua (t,z — mAz) — FRua(t, z) + FlAdeuA(t,:c)> o(t, z)dadt

Our claim is that, passing to the limit Az — 0, we obtain that @ is a weak solution of the equation (L3]).
Thanks to ([B3I) and to Propositions B.1] and 2] we know that we can take all the limits in (332,
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except for the last term. Thus, it is sufficient to check that we can pass to the limit Az — 0 in

N
La(t) = /}R (Z Wimua(t,x —mAz) — Fua(t,z) + FRdL ual(t, z)) o(t, z)dz

m=1

N
= /RuA(t, x) (Z wmd(t, x + mAz) — FR(t, x) — FlAdZI(b(t,:c)) dx.

m=1

First, let us first observe that

FOA: 7mAm( Amil)zliefNAm%1

€ €

i0-

and

Axe NAZ(((NFDAT _ oAT(N 1 1) 4 N) 1

N
Ff = Az(e®® —1) Z me”MAT = e ,
m=1

as long as N = N(Axz) is taken such that NAx — oo as Az — 0. Moreover, using (Z10) and that

1— efNAx(lfif) 1 _ 14+ ’L&

-1) e(1—i)Az _ | %1_2"5714'527 as Az — 0

(eAm

we obtain
N

Z wmeimAzE B [?(75)

=1

N
Z W@ (t, x +mAz) — K x ¢(t, x) d§

> < [1at.e)
- [ 1.0
R
where K(z) = K(—z). Therefore

hmzaayzéa@m(R*Mumf¢@Jyf%@J0d$

Az—0

1— efNAx(lfif) 14+ ’L&

Az _
(e 1> e(1—i§)Ax _ 1 1+ 52

¢ — 0,

It follows that u satisfies

/OOO/Rmt%/OOO/RTL%I+/OOO/R1Z¢M+/OOO/RTL([(*¢fbsbx)-

so it is a weak solution of the equation in (L3]).

Now, it remains to identify the behavior of 4 as t — 0. In the same way as in Proposition B3] we
can prove that for every test function ¢ € C°(R) and Az < 1, there exists C' > 0, independent of Ax,
such that

[ uattaote)ds - [ i @)torts < Cle+ V).
R R
and from (B.31) and the definition of uQ in (LH), we deduce
[ att.0)p@its - [ unle)p@)is| < e+ V)
R R

by letting Az — 0. Passing to the limit £ — 0 and using classical approximation arguments, we deduce
that @(0) = up in the sense of bounded measures. Thus, we conclude that @ is the unique solution u of
equation ([3), and that, in fact, the whole family {ua}az>0 converges to u in C((0,00), L'(R)). Now
the proof is complete. (I

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

The aim of this last section is to support the necessity of using large-time behavior preserving
schemes for the augmented Burgers equation. On the one hand, we show the importance of a numerical
flux that does not destroy the N-wave shape at the early stages. On the other, we emphasize the role of
the corrector factors F* and F{ in the truncation of the convolution.

Regarding the time discretization, we opt for the explicit Euler for its simplicity. Even if there is no
guarantee that the asymptotic behavior is preserved, numerical simulations exhibit a correct performance.
Thus, we consider it enough to illustrate the key points enumerated above. We need to take into account
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that there is a stability condition that must be satisfied to ensure the convergence. It is easy to see (e.g.
[3,[8]) that a sufficient condition is that

At o At al
(4.1) Emjax{uj}+2um+c tmz::l(m—l—l)wmg 1

Let us choose the following compactly supported initial data.

fisin (E) , x € [—m,0],

110 2
(4.2) uo(x) = ~30 sin(2z), x €0, g],
0, elsewhere

We take a mesh size Az = 0.1. In order to avoid boundary issues, we choose a large enough spatial
domain.

In Figure [ we show the solution for ¥ = 1072, ¢ = 2 x 1072 and § = 1 at time ¢ = 10%, as well
as the corresponding asymptotic profile uyps, defined in (4]). As we can observe, the solution given by
(C9) is already quite close to up;. However, a non-suitable viscous numerical flux like, for instance, the
modified Lax-Friedrichs (e.g. [8, Chapter 3]) can definitely modify the large-time behavior of the solution.
In fact, in this case a viscosity proportional to Az?/At is being added to the equation of the asymptotic
profile (see [9]), producing a more diffused wave. Nevertheless, the discretization of the non-linear term
is not the only one with the ability to perturb the dynamics of the model. Let us emphasize that an
inappropriate discretization of the non-local term also leads to an incorrect asymptotic profile. Note
that in Figure [[l we have the same scheme (L) but taking F©* = F = 1, which produces a translated
solution.

The convergence rates, given in (L)), are shown in Figure[2l The graphic highlights the different
performances mentioned above. In fact, the solution given by (C6)) is the only one for which the norm is
converging to zero with the corresponding rates.

Solution for ABE (T=10000)

0.006 — T
UsngEQO ——
Using MLF
L Using FO=F1=1 |
0.005 Self-sim
0.004 1
0.003 R
0.002 R
0.001 b
» e
0 T T T o —
-200 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

FIGURE 1. Solution of ABE with v = 1072, ¢ =2 x 1072 and § = 1 at ¢t = 10%, using
scheme (L) discretized explicitly. We use Engquist-Osher (solid) and modified Lax-
Friedrichs (dashed) numerical fluxes for the nonlinearity, as well as no correcting factors
(dotted), comparing the solutions to the asymptotic profile (gray).

To conclude, let us remark again the importance of taking a well-behaving numerical flux. In this
paper we have proved that the asymptotic profile of (IL3)) is a diffusive wave. Therefore, any sign-changing
initial data will lose its positive or negative part, depending on the sign of its mass. As in the case of
the viscous Burgers equation [I3], simulations show that N-waves are intermediate states. Therefore,
if the numerical viscosity is sufficiently large, the diffusion will become dominant much earlier than in
the continuous model and destroy these profiles. For instance, let us consider the case ¥ = 10™* and
¢ = 2 x 107*. In Figure Bl we can observe that at ¢ = 100 the N-wave shape is not preserved if the
modified Lax-Friedrichs flux is used, while Engquist-Osher is able to keep the continuous dynamics.
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Evolution of L1-norm Evolution of L2-norm Evolution of Linf-norm

01 01

Engquist-Osher ——
Modified Lax-Friedrichs -
EO with FO=F1=1

Engquist-Osher ——
Modified Lax-Friedrichs -
EO with FO=F1=1

Engquist-Osher ——
Modified Lax-Friedrichs -
EO with FO=F1=1

FI1GURE 2. Evolution of the norms of the difference between the asymptotic profile and

the solutions, multiplied by their corresponding rate t20-%) . From left to right, L',
L? and L* norms. We compare (L) (solid), MLF numerical flux (dashed) and F* =
FP =1 (dotted).

Solution for ABE (T=100)

UsngEO ——
Ui =V f—

0.06 -
0.04 -

0.02 |

0 oo’ N
002 | \f

-0.04

-10 -5 0 5

FIGURE 3. Solution of ABE with v = 1074, ¢ = 2 x 107% and §# = 1 at t = 100,
using scheme (6] discretized explicitly. We use Engquist-Osher (solid) and modified
Lax-Friedrichs (dashed) numerical fluxes for the nonlinearity.

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY RESULTS

Here we prove some of the auxiliary results that we have used along the paper.
Lemma A.1. For any piecewise constant function w defined as in (LA) and Az > 0, the following holds:
ol ® /1 < dffwll 77 w23
for allp € (1,00).
Proof. First, let us define a piecewise linear function v as follows:

SC*ZL']'

Az’

v(z) = ij +wy

AL T € [z), j41].

On the one hand, we know that

(A.1) [0[l5 < 2[[oll2]lval2-

On the other hand, we have that:

1
1
2
o1 = 80 3 [ (1= 2) + wppaal do < 580 3 (s + g ) = ol
JEZ JEZ

Moreover, it is easy to see that ||vg||2 = ||df, wl||2. Therefore, we can obtain a similar inequality as (A.J)
for w:

(A.2) lwlZe = llvll3 < 2[vll2llvsllz < 2[wll2lldX, wl2.
Applying this inequality to |w|P/?, we deduce:

1wl = w215 < 4wl (B1dA w213 = 4]lwlip|dX, w23
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Thus, combining this with

2 1
][22/ @=1) < w22 aw] 37/ P~

)

we conclude

] [BE+D/ =1 < 4|37/ PV af w22,

Proof of Lemmal[Zdl. For the first assertion, we simply integrate (2] over the whole space domain. We
observe that all terms on the right hand side vanish, so

d

H — >
7 u (t,x)de =0, Vt>0,

for all u > 0 and, hence, the mass is conserved. Using the definition of u#, we conclude

Aw@@mzéwm@mzéwmmmzéﬁmm.

For the contractivity we prove that for any ug,vg € L'(R), their corresponding solutions u# and
v# satisfy

(A-3) [[u# = vl < flug — vgll1-

For the sake of clarity, let us define w* = u* — v*. Clearly, w* verifies

wi(t, ) = (dzz/#(u”(t,xf) + d;x/#(u“(t,x)Q) dt, Ju (v"(t,2)%) — N (v“(t,x)2))

Az
+ Adiz/#R(u“(t, x — 7), ut(t,z)) — Ax dAI/#

" _ Az oh(t.
R(v (t,x . ), v (¢, ))

+dp, (dzw/uw“(t, x))

N
A
+ 1 E wmw“(t,x—m—x)— PP ESwr (¢, x) + pFRdf /w”(t,x).
W

m=1

We multiply it by sign(w*) and integrate it on all R. Using the definition of R in (83) and reordering
the terms we get

(A,
/ (2 dz

Az Az Az
=1 [ @ e = P @l )] o = S — ) sign(w (o) da

=1 A (0@ 0= SR ol )] — oo = ) o - S sl )

[ 5, 0 (2 sign(ut (0)da

+ 2 Zwm/ (wh( x—m%) w” (x)) sign(wh (z))dx + pFf /d+ In wh (¢, x) sign(w* (z))dx

m=1

=L+ DL+ I3+ I+ Is.

For i = 0,1, let us denote W = {z € R : +w”(z — iAz) > 0} and W = {z € R : wh(z — iAzx) = 0}.
Now we can split the domains of the integrals into several parts, according to the sign of w*. On the one
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hand, we have:

Il —+ IQ = 7% /]R (u“(x)Q + u“(x)|u“(x)|)d£z/#(81gn(u}“(;L')))dl'
1 B ngfu“:c—gu“ 7& N sign(w* (x)))dx
1 [ = 2P - e - 2Dk = 2 g, ignu (2
41 [ 02+ @I @) ds, el () da
+ i /R (v*(z — %)Q — vt (x — %)h}”(m — %)Ddgz/#(sign(w“(a))))dm
— H ()2 Iz Iz oM ()2 e iz ion(wh (2))dx
= [y (P @I @ ) @) senr ()
_H Uu$_§2_vux_ﬁvux_ﬂ
A7 s (0= S0 e = S S
ig— BTy u“;c—ﬁ u”x—& sinw”x—ﬁ x
—u(z u)+ ( u)l( M)|)g( ( u))d
S u(2)? + v (@) |ut ()] — v*(2)? — v*(z)|v* (z)|) sign(w” (z))dx
i [ e e @l @) - o @) o @)l (@) sign () d
_ vuzfg2fvuzfgvux7£
e (@ S v = e = )
—ut(x — 7)2 +ut(x — —)|Jut(x — A—)|) sign(w* (xz — %))dz
H ()2 Iz Iz k()2 gk iz ion(w (2))dx
3z, (@) v - @ @) s @)
K u$_§2_vux_ﬁvux_ﬁ
g f, @ G e S = 20|
ig— BTy u“;c—ﬁ u”x—& sinw”x—ﬁ x
—u(z u)+ ( u)l( M)|)g( ( u))d-
Using that
(b(b+ [b]) — a(a + |a)) sign(b — a) >0, Va,b€e R,
and that
(ala —|a]) — b(b— |b])) sign(b —a) > 0, Va,be R,
we conclude that Iy + I < 0. On the other hand, since
® fmgsinw“z T w (x)|dx m
[ v —m =D signut @)de < [ o @)ds, vm ez
it is immediate that
w2 n Az, . n “_2 n Az, n f2_“2 I
I3 = N Rw (x—7)81g‘n(w (x))dz + AL? Rw (x + . ) sign(w” (z))dx Ax2/R|w (x)|dz < 0.

Moreover, for the same reason, we deduce that Iy < and I5 < 0. Therefore, from (A4]) we get that

(A.5) %/Rm“(xﬂdx <0,

This guarantees the contractive property (A.3]). O

Proof of Lemmal32 Let us consider the Fourier transform of w as
w() = / e w(x)dr, ¢€R
R
and the discrete Fourier transform of the sequence {w; };ez as

w(E) = Aszjeﬂ'jAIf, el

JET

s s

Ae Ar
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It is also clear that for a piecewise constant function w defined as in (L5

2 Az — AT
a0 = 2w and aLuie = o).
Now, we know that
) g~ ) w/A ) A (2j+1)7‘r/Az ol ~ )
(A6)  |Dw|= / €22 |@(6) P = REGREDY / €22 |0 (6) Pde.
R —m/Ax §#0 (2j—-1)mw/Ax

For each j # 0, we have

2
2sin(55% faz )

(2j+1)w/ Az ) ) (2j+1)w/Az o
/ gra@fa= [ R | g | d
(2j—1)7/Az )r/Az I3
™/Av 2sin($5% 4 jr ’
:/ £+ 25— } |2 M d¢
7/Ax Az (§+2.]A )ASC
T/AT 9 Az |* 5| 2 [N T
— = . >= — = . S>= 2._
L 50| 1@ | g5 e 25,

T/Azx - ) |€|2—25
< €O — =¥
—m/Ax ‘§+2]E‘

T/Ax
! / €| B(e) e

P —
120 = 177 Jor/na

Therefore, replacing this in (A.G) and using that 0 < s < 1, we get

™/ Az m/Az
il < [ e e + Z|2| e | e

—7/Ax —r/Az
w/Az

= [
—7/Ax

T/Ax
< / €2 (e e

—7/Ax

28111(fA )
EAx

@ras Y o [ e
A

J#0 -

On the other hand, using analogous arguments, we also have

%, w2 = / ()2de = /
R

T/Ax 7/ Az
> — 2 > 21 2
= BOPdez [l ITOPas

—7/Az
(1+ |€[2*)|@(e)Pde = /|w |d£+/|s|25|A (©)[2de

ezfAz

28111(5%1)

e MIGIR

ngz _ ’

eifAz -1 2

Az

Finally, we conclude

||7~U|\12Hs(R)

%\

™/ Az n/Ax T/Ax

< M 2 251 M 9 < %

s imeras [ ermoras [ aveimera
T/Ax

S [ QHIERBOP: 5 (lwl} + a5, wi)
—7/Az

Lemma A.2. Giwen any a € (0,1) and b € C with |b] = 1, the following inequality holds:

nz]j:la"(b” <Z na ) (— — 1)

a

B T O
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Proof. Using that |b| = 1, we have:

N N N
n;a"(b" Zna (51) = ;anb(b” g (b—1)

N n—1 N n—1 k
SRS ST S 9 o
k=0 k=0 j=0

n=1 n=1
1 200 2 a
<-|b-1 Da" =1b—-1|" ——
<gb=1F Y nt+ e = 1P o
O
AKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors would like to thank E. Zuazua (Ikerbasque & BCAM) for stimulating discussions that

led to the questions addressed in this paper. This work was partially supported by the Advanced Grants
NUMERIWAVES /FP7-246775 of the European Research Council Executive Agency, P12010-04 program
of the Basque Government, the MTM2011-29306-C02-00 Grant of the MINECO (Spain) and also by the
Basque Government through the BERC 2014-2017 program and by Spanish Ministry of Economy and
Competitiveness MINECO: BCAM Severo Ochoa excellence accreditation SEV-2013- 0323. L. L. Ignat
was also partially supported by Grant PN-II-ID-PCE-2011-3-0075 of the Romanian National Authority
for Scientific Research, CNCS-UEFISCDI. A. Pozo was granted by the Basque Government, reference
PRE_2013-2_150.

10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

17.

REFERENCES

. Philip Brenner, Vidar Thomée, and Lars B. Wahlbin, Besov spaces and applications to difference methods for initial

value problems, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 434, Springer-Verlag, 1975.

. T. W. Carlton and David T. Blackstock, Propagation of plane waves of finite amplitude in inhomogeneous media with

applications to vertical propagation in the ocean, Tech. Report ARL-TR-74-31, Applied Research laboratories, The
University of Texas at Austin, 1974.

. Carlos Castro, Francisco Palacios, and Enrique Zuazua, Optimal control and vanishing viscosity for the burgers equation,

Integral Methods in Science and Engineering (C. Costanda and M. E. Pérez, eds.), vol. 2, Birkhduser Verlag, 2010,
pp- 65-90.

. Robin Olev Cleveland, Propagation of sonic booms through a real, stratified atmosphere, Ph.D. thesis, University of

Texas at Austin, 1995.

. Javier Duoandikoetxea and Enrique Zuazua, Moments, masses de dirac et décomposition de fonctions, Comptes rendus

de ’Académie des sciences 315 (1992), no. I, 693-698.

. Miguel Escobedo and Enrique Zuazua, Large time behavior for convection-diffusion equations in R™, Journal of Func-

tional Analysis 100 (1991), no. 1, 119-161.

. V. E. Fridman, Propagation of a strong sound wave in a plane layered medium, Soviet Physics - Acoustics 22 (1976),

349-350.

. Edwige Godlewski and Pierre-Arnaud Raviart, Hyperbolic systems of conservation laws, Mathematiques & Applications,

no. 3, Ellipses, 1991.

. Liviu I. Ignat, Alejandro Pozo, and Enrique Zuazua, Large-time asymptotics, vanishing viscosity and numerics for 1-d

scalar conservation laws, Mathematics of computation (2013), to appear.

Liviu I. Ignat and Julio D. Rossi, A nonlocal convection-diffusion equation, Journal of Functional Analysis 251 (2007),
399-437.

B. Frank Jones, A class of singular integrals, American Journal of Mathematics 86 (1964), no. 2, 441-462.

Grzegorz Karch and Kanako Suzuki, Spikes and diffusion waves in one-dimensional model of chemotaxis, Nonlinearity
(2010), no. 23, 3119-3137.

Yong Jung Kim and Athanasios E. Tzavaras, Diffusive n-waves and metastability in the burgers equation, STAM Journal
on Mathematical Analysis 33 (2001), no. 3, 607-633.

Michael James Lighthill, Viscosity effects in sound waves of finite amplitude, Surveys in Mechanics (George Keith
Batchelor and R. M. Davies, eds.), Cambridge University Press, 1956, pp. 250-351.

Allan D. Pierce, Acoustics: An introduction to its physical principles and applications, McGraw-Hill, 1981.

Sriram K. Rallabhandi, Advanced sonic boom prediction using augmented burger’s equation, Journal of Aircraft 48
(2011), no. 4, 1245-1253.

Jacques Simon, Compact sets in the space L£P(0,T;B), Annali di Matematica pura ed applicata 146 (1987), no. 4,
65-96.



A SEMI-DISCRETE SCHEME FOR THE AUGMENTED BURGERS EQUATION

Liviu I. IGNAT

INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS “SIMION STOILOW” OF THE ROMANIAN ACADEMY,

21 CALEA GRIVITEI STREET, 010702 BUCHAREST, ROMANIA.

AND

FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF BUCHAREST,
14 ACADEMIEI STREET, 010014 BUCHAREST, ROMANIA.

E-mail address: liviu.ignat@gmail.com
Web page: http://www.imar.ro/” |lignat

ALEJANDRO PozoO
BCAM - BASQUE CENTER FOR APPLIED MATHEMATICS,
ALAMEDA DE MAZARREDO 14, E-48009 BiLBAO, BASQUE COUNTRY - SPAIN.

E-mail address: pozo@bcamath.org
Web page: http://www.bcamath.org/pozo

27


http://www.imar.ro/~
http://www.bcamath.org/pozo

	1. Introduction and main results
	2. Analysis of the augmented Burgers equation
	2.1. Existence and uniqueness of solutions
	2.2. Decay estimates and large-time behavior
	2.3. Large-time behavior

	3. Semidiscrete scheme
	3.1. L1-Lp estimates
	3.2. Compactness of the set {u}>0
	3.3. Passing to the limit
	3.4. Convergence of the scheme

	4. Numerical experiments
	Appendix A. Auxiliary results
	Aknowledgements
	References

