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Abstract

We consider the one-dimensional Fisher-KPP equation with step-like initial data. Nolen,
Roquejoffre, and Ryzhik showed in [I2] that the solution u converges at long time to a traveling
wave ¢ at a position (t) = 2t — (3/2)logt + g — 3/7/v/t, with error O(¢7~1) for any v > 0.
With their methods, we find a refined shift o(¢) = &(t) + p.(logt) /t+ 1 /t such that in the frame
moving with o, the solution u satisfies u(t, z) = ¢(x) +v(z)/t+O(t7~3/2) for a certain profile 1
independent of initial data. The coefficient c; depends on initial data, but u, = 9(5 —6log2)/8
is universal, and agrees with a finding of Berestycki, Brunet, and Derrida [I] in a closely-related

problem. Furthermore, we predict the asymptotic forms of ¢ and w to arbitrarily high order.

1 Introduction

We study solutions to the Fisher-KPP equation
Up = Uge +u(l —u) with (¢,2) € Ry x R. (1.1)

For initial data we take u(0,x) = ug(z) for x € R, where ug is a compact perturbation of a step
function. That is, there exists L > 0 such that up(z) = 1 when < —L and up(z) = 0 when x > L.
We further assume that 0 < up < 1 on R, so that 0 < v < 1 on Ry x R. Our results will hold
under weaker hypotheses on ug, but we do not explore this issue in the present work. We study
the long-time asymptotics of .

This question has a rich history, beginning with Fisher’s introduction of equation (III) in [5].
Fisher studied traveling front solutions to (I.I)), which have the form u(t,z) = ¢.(x — ct), where
¢c: R — (0, 1) satisfies

—c, = ¢l + P — 07, Pe(—00) =1, ¢(+00) = 0.

Such solutions model steady-speed invasions of the unstable state 0 by the stable state 1. Fisher
used heuristic and numerical arguments to identify the minimal speed ¢, = 2 of traveling fronts.

At the minimal speed there exists a front ¢., unique up to translation. We use the translation ¢
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satisfying
B(s) = (s + ke +O0(e1H9)%)  as s — 400 (1.2)

for universal constants £ € R and w > 0.

In the same year as [5], Kolmogorov, Piskunov, and Petrovsky published their groundbreaking
work [8]. The authors show that if ug is a step function, the solution u converges to the minimal-
speed front ¢, in the sense that

lim u(t,z + o(t)) = ¢(x) (1.3)

t—o00

uniformly on compact sets in x, for some function o satisfying
o(t)=2t+o(t) ast— +oo.

The precise nature of this convergence has since been well-studied, and is the subject of this work.
In a striking series of papers [2 3], Bramson proved that o is not asymptotically constant.
Rather:

Theorem 1 (Bramson). There exists ag € R such that
3
o(t) =2t —Slogt+ag+o(l) ast— +oo, (1.4)

In fact, Bramson established the same result for a precisely-determined class of initial data that
decay rapidly as x — +oo. Significantly, the constant shift «y depends on the initial data, but
the coefficient of the logarithmic delay does not. In this sense the logarithmic term is “universal.”
Bramson used elaborate probabilistic methods to prove Theorem[] drawing on intimate connections
between the FKPP equation (ILI]) and the stochastic process of branching Brownian motion. Soon
after, Lau [9] provided a different proof of the results of [2] 3] for more general nonlinearities, using
the intersection properties of solutions to parabolic Cauchy problems.

Recent years have seen substantial progress through purely PDE methods. In [6], Hamel, Nolen,
Roquejoffre, and Ryzhik related the Cauchy problem for (II]) to a moving linear Dirichlet boundary
problem, and established

o(t) = 2t — glogt + o).

In a subsequent work [11], Nolen, Roquejoffre, and Ryzhik used the same approach to recover (L.4])
for initial data of the form studied here: compact perturbations of a step function.

To further analyze o, we must consider a slightly different question. After all, any o(1) change
to o will still satisfy the limit (L3]) found by KPP. We are therefore interested in the rate of

convergence in (L.3)). That is, we wish to find further terms in o such that u(t,z + o(t)) converges



rapidly to ¢(z). In [4], Ebert and van Saarloos performed formal calculations suggesting:

ot — B lomt 4o — VT L
o(t) =2t — S logt +ag N +o<\/%>.

That is, [4] predicts that for such o,

u(t,z + o(t)) = p(x) + ot~ /?) as t — 00 (1.5)

uniformly on compacts in . Notably, the coefficient of the t72 correction is again universal, in
that it is independent of the initial data. This is particularly striking given that a larger term, ayg,
does depend on ug.

1/2 refinement derived by Ebert and van

In [I2], Nolen, Roquejoffre, and Ryzhik proved the ¢~
Saarloos. Precisely, the authors construct an approzimate solution .y, incorporating both the
traveling wave ¢ and the linear behavior of the“pulled front” at x > 2t. Let

3 3
a(t) =2t — §logt+a0 _3vm

Vi

denote their front-shift. Then

Theorem 2 (Nolen, Roquejoffre, Ryzhik). There exists oy € R depending on the initial data ug
such that for any v > 0 there ewists C., > 0 also depending on ug such that

Cy(1 + |z))e®

lu(t,z 4+ 6 (t)) — Uapp(t, z + (t))| < = for all (t,x) € [1,00) x R.

The approximate solution satisfies @app(t,z + 7(t)) = ¢(z) + OF'71) as t — +oo locally
uniformly in z. Hence Theorem B proves (L3). In [7], Henderson established the same ¢~1/2
correction for a related moving-boundary problem.

In a recent work [I], Berestycki, Brunet, and Derrida discovered a remarkable formula relating
initial data and front-position in a free-boundary problem closely related to (ILI]). Their formula

predicts a universal lngt correction of the form:

()—2t——10gt+ao—¥+8(5 61lo g2)lo—gt+(’)< > (1.6.a)

For concision, we let u, = %(5 — 6log 2) denote this universal coefficient. In the present work, we
prove (L6.a)). Furthermore, we characterize u to order t~!, and find that it cannot be represented
as a simple shift of the traveling front ¢.

ogtl

Our main theorem makes these observations precise. For our front-shift, we include the 1Tg



correction predicted in [I] and an undetermined order % term:

3 3 logt
o(t) = 2t+a0—§logt—%+u*%+%. (1.6.b)

The constants ag and aq will depend on the initial data ug. There is a second correction at order

%, however. For any v > 0, we construct an approximate solution u,p;, satisfying
1 _3
Uapp(t, x + 0 (1)) = ¢(x) + Z?/)(:E) +0 (t“* 2) as t — oo
locally uniformly in z. The profile 9 solves
" / T 3 /
W 20+ (- 270 = 3,

and is independent of ug. This % term is an effect of the %logt delay in the front position.
We will show:

Theorem 3. There exist ag and a1 in R depending on the initial data uy such that the following
holds. For any v > 0, there exists C,, > 0 also depending on ug such that for all (t,x) € [3,00) X R,

e+ 010) ~ a1+ 7 ()] < (16)

with o defined in (L6.D).
Remark 1. Because a; depends on ug, we find that the asymptotic behavior of u at order % is not
universal.

Remark 2. The % correction 1 varies in space, so from this order the asymptotics of u cannot be
described as simple shifts of the traveling front ¢.

Our main theorem implies:
Corollary 4. For each s € (0,1), let o4(t) = max{x € R; u(t,z) = s} denote the leading edge of
u at value s. Then

B 3 1 3T logt 1
os(t) =2t 2logt—|—a0+¢ (s) i + fx ; —|—(9<t>. (1.7)

The proofs of these results closely follow the methods of Nolen, Roquejoffre, and Ryzhik in
[11], [12).
Theorem [3] raises the question of the general behavior of ¢ and u. We informally argue the

existence of a shift

3
G(t) ~ 2t — S logt + > D et log’t, (1.8)
(IE%Z, b€Z7
CLZO OSbS[I
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such that

ult,w+61) ~ o)+ > Yt log"t ugp(x). (1.9)
aelZ7 b€Z7
a>1 0<b<a—1

Furthermore, for any fixed value of a, the corresponding terms in v and o with maximal degree in
logt are independent of ug. In this sense, “leading logarithmic” terms are universal.

Our paper is structured as follows. We outline the proof of Theorem [l in Section 2, and
intuitively motivate the result and methods. In Section [3] we perform the matched asymptotic
expansion for u,py,, and derive an implicit equation for the coefficient pi,. In Section ] we explicitly
compute fi, to show agreement with [I]. We extend our asymptotic analysis to all orders in
Section [, and thereby describe the KPP front shift to arbitrarily high order. In Section [6] we use
the approach of [12] to prove Theorem Bl We close with an appendix detailing an ODE lemma

required in the construction of uapp.
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2 Proof outline

Recall our main equation, which we begin from ¢t = 1 for convenience.

Up = Uge +u —u?, (t,x) € (1,00) x R,

u(l1,-) = uo, z €R.

As in the introduction, we assume that the initial data 0 < ug < 1 is a compact perturbation of a

step function. We then expect u to converge to a traveling front at position ¢ of the form

3 3y logt o
t) =2t — —logt - — — 4+ —.
o(t) 5 log + ag Vi +u ; + ;

It is therefore natural to change coordinates to the moving frame given by
Tnew = Lold — J(t)-

Now, u is a “pulled-front,” meaning its dynamics are determined by its behavior along the
leading tail x > 1. In this regime, u is very close to ¢, which decays exponentially as x — oo.

To detect detailed behavior in the tail, it is helpful to remove this exponential decay. With this



motivation, we study

u(t,z) = e"u(t, z).

Incorporating the shift and the exponential multiplier, (I.T) becomes

logt —
Vp — Vg — 3—3\/5—##0% +a12,u (v—vy)+e " =0 on (1,00) x R. (2.1)
2% ol t t

In particular, when ¢t and z are large, (2.1]) resembles the heat equation for v. We thus expect the
dynamics of () to be driven at the diffusive scale z ~ v/%.

With this scale in mind, we introduce the self-similar variables

T :=logt, n:=

o

In these variables, (2.I]) becomes

3 3 r
Uy — Upyy — gvn + <§ - geqp +pre” T + (a1 — ,u)e_T> (e‘T/zw7 - v) FeTe % = 0. (2.2)
Crucially, at any fixed n > 0, the prefactor e"e="""% of the nonlinear term decays rapidly. Thus
the nonlinear nature of the problem only manifests in a boundary layer near n = 0. Furthermore,

ne™? Thus when n < 0, v approaches 0 rapidly. We therefore expect v

since u < 1, we have v < e
to approximately solve a linear Dirichlet boundary value problem on R.

To make these heuristics precise, we construct an approximate solution V,,, through a matched
pair of asymptotic expansions. When x ~ 1, we solve the nonlinear equation (2] by expanding in
successively smaller orders of t. For 2 ~ v/t, we solve the linear part of ([2.2) on R, with Dirichlet
boundary data, again expanding in orders of ¢ = €”. To link the inner expansion at x ~ 1 with
the outer expansion at x ~ t%, we match them at an intermediate scale x = t*. In this matching,
the inner expansion V~ sets additional boundary conditions on the outer expansion VT, through
the Neumann data 8,V *|,=9. To solve the resulting over-determined boundary problem, we use
degrees of freedom in the shift . The universal coefficients of o are uniquely chosen to admit a

solution V' satisfying the boundary conditions prescribed by V.
NG
Vit
which depend on the initial data vg. In general, the spectral

This method determines the universal terms —% logt, — , and ,u*lngt. However, it does not

(¢35
t
properties of the Dirichlet problem make the matched expansion insensitive to shift terms of order

determine the terms oy and

t~% with a € Z>o. Rather, these terms are chosen to eliminate components of the difference v— V.

For instance, the principal eigenfunction of the Dirichlet problem on R, is ne_"Q/ 1 As a
consequence, the leading term of V1 will be e7/2 776_"2/ 4 on R;. On the other hand, [I1] shows
the existence of gy € R such that v(7,n) ~ qoe™’? ne‘"2/4 when 7 > 1. By adjusting ag, we can

force gg = 1, so that v and VT agree to leading order. In other words, we choose ag to eliminate



the principal component of v — V,p,,. Similarly, a; will be chosen to kill the component of v — Vpp
corresponding to the second eigenfunction of the Dirichlet problem.

In summary, we wish to construct an approximate solution V,p, to (2.1) which closely models
the exact solution v. To do so, we perform a matched asymptotic expansion at the scales x ~ 1 and

2 ~ v/t. The universal terms of o are uniquely chosen to ensure the existence of such an expansion.

a1
t

in the eigenbasis of the linear Dirichlet problem. In all these steps, we closely follow [12], which
developed this method to the first order.

The remaining terms g and are then chosen so that V,,, and v agree up to a certain order

3 Matched asymptotics for the approximate solution

As described above, we transform (ILI]) by translating to a moving frame and removing the expo-
nential decay of w:

3 3 logt
xn—)x—2t+§logt—ao+ﬁ— L v(t,z) = e"u(t, ).

N =

Here we use an undetermined coefficient 1 € R for the ngt term in the shift. We will show that

only the special value p = u, will allow us to approximate u with o <1°g !

T) accuracy.

We now construct asymptotic solutions to (ZI)) at the scales  ~ 1 and = ~ v/t. We denote
these expansions by V'~ and VT respectively, and match them at the intermediate position z = t°
to construct V,pp. Our choice of 0 < ¢ < 1 will depend on the parameter v in Theorem [3

3.1 The inner approximation

We first take & ~ 1, and expand (ZI)) in orders of . Since we expect O(t7~%/2) error in Theorem
B, we may discard terms of this order and smaller. Two terms in (Z.I)) remain, of order 1 and ¢!,
We thus use the ansatz

V= (t,z) = Vy (2) + 1V ().

Considering only order 1 terms, we find the equation for Vj :
—(Vg)"+ e_QC(VO_)2 =0.
The traveling front ¢ provides a natural solution:

Vy (@) = e"(a).



By (2)) and the standard theory of traveling fronts, Vj;~ satisfies
Vi (@)=z+k+0™) and (V;)(z)=1+0(*") asz— +o0

for some k € R, w € (0,1). For convenience, we now shift the a-coordinate so that £ = 0. In the

other direction,
Vi (z) = e + 07y and (V) (z) = e + O(H9)7)  as z — —o0.

We now collect the terms of order ¢t~ in (21):

3

(V) 2V V= SV = (G ), (3.1)
From the asymptotics of V;~, (1)) is an exponentially-small perturbation of —(V;7)” = 3(z — 1)

on R;. We therefore expect

— 1 3 3 2 — — —wz/2
Vi (:E):—Zl‘ +° +Crz+Cy +0(e ) as x — oo, (3.2)
for some C,Cy € R.

To uniquely specify V|, we must impose boundary conditions. One condition is straightforward:
Vi~ must be a perturbation of V", so it must decay as x — —oo. Furthermore, we shall find that

an accurate matching between the inner and outer approximations requires C;” = 0 in (3.2]). In the

appendix, we prove:

Lemma 5. There exist C{ € R and a solution Vi~ to B1) satisfying

Vi (z) = L3y Cra+ O(e™w2/?),

4 4
(Vi) (@) = —3a% + S 4+ OF + O(e™*?)

as © — 400 and Vi, (V;) = O(e*) as v — —o0.

For the remainder of the paper, V|~ denotes this solution.
Finally, we note that V'~ will be spatially shifted by a time-dependent quantity ((t) to ensure
the continuity of V,,, at the matching point = t*. We defer this technicality to Section [6l



3.2 The outer approximation

The outer layer V* requires a more elaborate analysis, and involves several more terms. To em-

phasize the diffusive nature of the problem, we change to the self-similar variables

T :=logt, n:= iy
Vit
Recall that in these variables, v satisfies ([2.2)). As noted in Section 2] we will neglect the nonlinear
term e"e~""*v2 on Ry . Furthermore, v decays rapidly on R_, so we approximate (2.2]) with the
linear Dirichlet problem
3 3ﬁe—7/2
2

Ui
VT_Vnn_gvn_<__

5 +pre” T + (o — ,u)e_T> <V - e_T/ZVn> =0 (3.3)

with V(0,7) =0 for all 7 > 0.

Consider V' near n = 0, where V' (r,1) ~ 9,V (7,0)n. We will match this behavior with
V= (x) ~ x = 7/21. We therefore anticipate 9,V *(7,0) ~ /2,

This motivates our asymptotics for VT : we expand in orders of 7, and assume the leading order
is e7/2. At fixed x, we are only interested in behavior of order ¢t~ or larger. Since V7 satisfies
the Dirichlet condition, this corresponds to terms of order e~7/2 in V. We therefore neglect all

smaller terms in (3.3]). Performing this expansion, we find:
VE(rn) = e PVeE () + Vi () + me T2V () + TRV (). (3.4)

We impose the boundary conditions independently on each term, so V;*(0) = V;*(c0) = 0 for all
i =0,...,3. By considering ([B.3]) at each successive order in 7, we will obtain equations for each
VZ-JF. Most free constants appearing in the solutions to these equations will be determined by the
matching with V'~ at x = ¢°.

Before writing the equations for VZ-JF, we introduce
Lo=—82 - gan 1,

a differential operator closely connected with the left-hand side of (B.3). We are interested in
the Dirichlet problem for £ on the half-line [0,00). The discrete spectrum of £ is Z>¢ without
multiplicity. The functions defined by

do(n) = ne 1 Gy = @l for k € Zg



are eigenfunctions of £ satisfying L¢ = k¢, for all k € Z>o. The adjoint operator is given by

* 2 Ui 1
L ——8,7+§8,7—§.
Its eigenfunctions vy, are polynomials; we choose their normalization so that (¢;,;) [2R,) = ij-
We defer a more detailed study of these eigenfunctions to Section @]
Now consider the asymptotic expansion of ([B.3)). We substitute the ansatz (3.4]) in place of v,

and group terms by order in 7. The first two terms proceed as in [12]. At order e™?, we find
LV;" =o.

It follows that V0+ = go¢o for some gy € R.

To find qp, we introduce the matching between V'~ and V. We need these two functions to
agree to order t~! at & = t°. For the sake of concision, we use the self-similar variables for the
matching at 7 = m(r) == e~Y27. From the form of V= =V, + 7'V,

1 ET
Vo (r,m(r)) =€ + <—Ze3” + 26267— + Cfe”) e T +0(e™ ). (3.5)

With its double-exponential decay, the error term is negligible. To compare ([3.5) with V' (7, m(7)),
we Taylor expand V' in 7, evaluate at n = m(7), and group the resulting terms by order in 7. To
simplify the resulting expression, we compute its terms sequentially. Using the explicit form of V0+,

the first terms are
VE(r,m(r)) = qoe” + (Vi) (0)e /2T 4 0(el*=D),
Comparing this with (3.5, we see that necessarily ¢o = 1 and (V;")’(0) = 0.
Having determined V0+, we turn to V1+. The expansion of ([B.3]) implies:

1 3 3
<.c — 5) Vit + §(VO+)’ + gvy =0. (3.6)

1
2
shown that V;" satisfies (V;7)(0) = 0. Indeed, this condition determines the universal coefficient
3/m for ¢~% in the time-shift o.

To compute further terms in V* (7, m(7)), we require the values

This equation has a unique solution, since 3 is not in the spectrum of £. Furthermore, in [12] it is

(Vo-l-)///(o) — _27 (Vl—i-)//(o) _ g

10



The latter follows from (3.8) and V;"(0) = (V;7)'(0) = 0. Then:

1
V+(T,m(7')) — T 4+ <_Ze3ar + §e2ar> e T+ (‘/2—1—)/(0)7_6(5—1)7- + 0(6(8_1)7—).
Again comparing with (3.5]), we find (V;")’(0) = 0.

At order 7e~7/2 in ([B3), we have

Expanding V2Jr in the eigenbasis of £, we explicitly find V2+ = —udg + gap1 for some g2 € R. Using

the condition derived above,

0= (V5 Y(0) = 3o

So g3 = —%,u and

Vot =—p <¢0 + %@51) .

—7/2

Finally, at order e we have

3 3T 3T
(£ -0V + V5 + 2040 + 20w - BTy 4 (- a)vt =0

Using the explicit forms for VOJr and V2+, we write this as

3(V1+)/ - —3ﬁvl+ + 3y

2 /
(L-1)V;" = g/@l 3 9 T% + a1¢o. (3.7)

Now, by the definition of the adjoint eigenfunctions, ; is L?(R. )-orthogonal to the range of
L — 1. In fact, (3.9) has a solution if and only if 1 is orthogonal to the right hand side. That is,
if and only if
<§u<f>1 - g(vj)' _ ?VF + ¥¢g,¢l> =0 (3.8)
L?(Ry)
Here we have used (¢g, 1) = 0, so the aj-term drops out. This equation determines the unique
value i, that permits us to match V~ and V* with sufficiently high accuracy. We explicitly

compute p in Section M, where we show:

Lemma 6. Equation B.8) implies 1, = 3 (5 — 6log?2).

This is the value found by Berestycki, Brunet, and Derrida in [I] for a closely related problem.
Having determined pu., at least implicitly, we return to the equation for V3+. Although we have
guaranteed the existence of a solution to (8.9), we do not have uniqueness. Indeed, £ — 1 has
nullspace spanned by ¢1, so we have only determined V3Jr up to a multiple of ¢1. More precisely,
let V; denote a particular solution to (3.9) when a7 = 0. Then a general solution to (3.9) has the

11



form
Vit = V3 — ando + asn. (3.9)

for some g3 € R. For the moment, we leave g3 undetermined. In the proof of Theorem B we will
use this free constant to push the accuracy of (L6) below O(t~'). We will see that g3 depends on
the initial data wug.

For the moment, fix g3 € R, and consider V*(7,m(7)). We have now defined all terms in V',

SO

VH(r,m(r)) = e + <—ie3” + 26267— + (V}f)’(O)e”) e 4+ O3/, (3.10)

Comparing this expansion with (B), we require (V3")'(0) = C;. We therefore choose a; so that

Cr = VY (0) = (V3)(0) ~an — a5, (3.11)

Thus «; depends on ug through ¢s. Note also that the absence of a pure e™” term in ([B.I0]) forces
Cy =01in B.2). This condition motivates the form of V;~ given by Lemma [5l

4 Computation of pu,

We now offer an explicit computation of the coefficient p, determined by (B.8]). We ultimately
recover the value found by Berestycki, Brunet, and Derrida in [IJ.
Recalling that {¢1,11) = 1, we rewrite ([B.8) as

§ <g(vl+)/ 3\/_ 3\/_

N*:z

¢07 1/}1 > (4 1)
From the explicit form of ¢g, we can compute (¢, ¥1) = —ﬁ. Also, from (3.6]) we have

3V

3
(L—l)V1++§¢’0+ ¢0_——v1 )

Since 1 is orthogonal to the range of L — 1,

3

i

Now let 6 denote the unique Dirichlet solution to (L— %) 0 = ¢). Then (B.6) implies V1+ =
—36 + 3/m¢. Hence

Vit ) = — (3 + 3v/mo, Y1) = —3 (¢, 1) =

(Vi) ) = =5 (6", 00) + BV {6 n) = =5 (0", n) -

12



Combining these calculations, (Z1]) yields

27

9 ,
=7 =2 (0 01). (4.2)

Before examining 0, we first relate ¢ and v to the well-known Hermite polynomials. For
n e ZZO, let
Hy(n) = (n —20,)"1.

Then H, is a scaled variant of the n*® Hermite polynomial. From the definition of ¢; and well-

known properties of the Hermite polynomials, it is straightforward to check that

dr(n) = 45 Hoppr (n)e /%, yp(n) = mfbk+l(n)'

We now express 6 in the {¢} basis:

0= Z Ck¢k-

k>0

for ¢, € R. By the defining equation for 6,
1 1 )
<L‘5>9:Zk (k- g)on=ob

Taking the inner product with the dual basis, orthogonality implies

1
Ck—1/2

(00, V) -

Ck

Integrating by parts, we have

(0/77;Z)1> - - <9771Z)£> == ch <¢ka¢/1> :

;
But
(Gvt) = | + 4 () 0 =) dn
(k4 1)1 /]R+ <1 - ";) e—"2/4m112k+1(n) dip = —(2k + 1)1 47 (@), be) .
Hence ok 1 1)
(0, 41) = — ;ck (B, ¥]) = ;;o ﬁ (G, ) (4.3)

13



Next, we claim that
(="
Vi (2k —1) k!

Proof of Claim. First note that ¢} = —%Hg, SO

(D0, Vi) = for all k > 0.

/ _ 1 / _772/4
($0, ¥r) = TN CT ] o HyHop 1€ dn.

Using the definition of H,, and integrating by parts, we find

HyHopyre "/ dn = =2 | HyHydy(e™" /") dn—2 | HyHye "/ dn
Ry Ry Ry

=2 HéHgke_”z/‘l + 2H5(0)H2(0).
R4

Repeating this procedure, we further find

2 [ HyHye "/*dyp=4 | HYHy_1e""/* dy = 8HY(0)Hap_2(0).
Ry Ry

Using the explicit form for Hy, this work yields

HyHopre™ /% diy = —4Hop,(0) + 16 Hoj_5(0).
R4

From standard formulee for the Hermite polynomials,
Hop(0) = (=1)%2F(2k — 1)1, Hop_9(0) = (—1)* 12k 12k — 3)I1.

So

(4.5)

HyHoppre /" dy = —(—1)F2F[4(2k — 1) + 8](2k — 3)1! = —4(—1)F2¥(2k + 1)(2k — 3)!1.

R4
By (435l), we obtain (4.4):

, C(=Dk2k(2k -3 (—1)k2k o (=DF
(@0, ¥) = V7 (2k)! T /m@ENRE—1) 72k — 1)k

Combining (43]) and (4.4]), we obtain the series representation

, 2 2k +1)!
(0 ) == 4k(/£!)2(2/<; )— 1)3°

Vs
k>0
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Lemma 7. We have

2k + 1! T
2 4k(/£!)2(J2r/<; )— Ip = g2loe2 = 1. (4.7)
k>0

Before proving Lemma [7] we use it to conclude the computation of j..

Proof of Lemma [6l. From (£6) and (&1), (¢’,v¢1) = 2log2 — 1. Therefore ([@2]) implies

27 9
s = —;(210g2—1)=§(5—610g2). O

=] ©

=) =

] ©

We have thus reduced the problem to computing a sum in closed form.

Proof of Lemma [1. Let S denote the sum in (4.7]). We first note that the sum converges by Stirling’s
formula. Using (2k + 1)! = (2k + 1) - (2k)! and (2k!)(k!)~2 = (2:), we have

2k 2k +1 2k\ ok 1 2
= e 2 .
o Z<k>4k<2k—1>3 Z(kz) [(%—1)2*(%—1)3}
k>0 k
We view this sum as a power series evaluated at z = % As noted in [I0], the binomial theorem

Z 2k xzk—L for x € —11
iso \F V142 2'2)

To obtain negative powers of 2k — 1, we repeatedly divide by powers of x and integrate, so that
2k—2

implies

we always integrate terms of the form x We move the constant term in the sum to the

right-hand-side, to ensure integrability. So:

3 <2k> g2l /m (1—4y?)~12—1 gy AV 42?1
k)2k—1 " Jy y? Y, e R

k>1

Repeatedly dividing by x and integrating, we find:

2k
Z <2k> o V1—4zx?2 — 14 2x arcsin(2z),

k) (2k—1)2
k>1
2k 2k ¥ arcsin(2y)
— — 42 — i B S
Z ( I > e 1 1 — 42?2 — 2z arcsin(2z) + Qx/o ; dy.

k>1

The integrations induce convergence at the right endpoint z = % Evaluating there and restoring

the constant terms, we obtain

1o L
52[1_1+f+2<_y+y_[+/'mwmy@0}2_5+2/’mwmydy
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Now, the integrand % has no elementary antiderivative, so we use contour integration to

compute the definite integral. We first change variables and integrate by parts:

1 . us g us us
/ aremy dy = /2 ucotu du = ulog(sinu)| — /2 log(sinw) du = — /2 log(sinu) du.
0 Y 0 0 0 0
By trigonometric symmetries,
/2 w/2 1 /2
/ log(sinu) du = / log(cosu) du = —/ log(cosu) du.
0 0 2) 7

Now consider the open half-strip D C C in the upper half-plane bounded by the lines Re z = +7.
Within D, the function f(z) := log(e?#+1) is analytic (using the standard branch of the logarithm).
Furthermore, since the complex arguments of e** and (e* — e~%) stay within (—%, g) in D, we
have

f(2) =log [e”(e”* + e7"*)] = log(e”*) + log(e'” + e™%) = iz + log 2 + log(cos 2).

By a standard limiting argument,

f(z)dz=0.
oD

On the other hand, f (—% + z't) =f (% + z't) for t > 0, so the contributions from the vertical rays
in 0D cancel in faD f. Thus

w/2 /2 /2
0= / f(z) dz = / [iz + log 2 + log(cos z)] dz = mlog 2 + / log(cosu) du.

—7/2 —7/2 —7/2

Hence f:/r% log(cosu) du = —mlog2, and
/1 arcsiny dy = ™ log 2.
0 (0 2
Finally, this implies
1 .
i arcsin y T
S 5 + /0 ” dy 5 (2log )

as claimed. O

5 Complete front asymptotics

We now generalize the asymptotic methods in Section [ to describe the behavior of u to all orders
in t. We make (L8) and (L) precise, and present the method for their derivation. However, we
do not rigorously prove the full expansion. Nonetheless, we expect that the proof in Section [6] can

be generalized to verify our proposed asymptotic form.
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o, V7~ e (o —2), VT

b b
2 2
1 1
0 0
a a
0 3 1 5 2 3 0 3 1 5 2 3

Figure 1: Asymptotic terms in oy and VE, of order t~*log®t. Nonzero terms are
shaded. Terms above the bold path are universal, i.e. independent of the initial
data ug.

As in Section [3] we describe the inner expansion V ~, outer expansion VT, and front-shift o in
successively smaller orders of ¢. All orders will have the form t~*log®¢ with a a half-integer and
b an integer. To facilitate our discussion, we introduce notation adapted to this structure. We let
the subscript (a,b) denote the coefficient of order ¢~¢ log?t in an asymptotic expansion in ¢. Of
course, not all terms of the form ¢t~*log®t appear: only finitely many factors of logt accompany
any fixed t7%. As we shall see, V—, V', and ¢ have closely related but distinct expansions in t. To

be precise, define:

1
{(0, 0)}U{(a,b)€§ZxZ;a21,0gbga—l},

{ G;ZXZ aZ0,0gbga},
={(-1,0),(1,1)} UQ*.

We will argue that

Z t~%log"t Voo(@),

(a,b)eQ—

V+(7_a 77) = Z Tbe(1/2_“)71/;b(77), (5.1)
(a,b)ert

Z Tapl™ alog t.

(a,b)e2e

We have graphically organized this structure in Figure [l We have emphasized o; rather than o,
since the shift always enters into equations through its time derivative.

In (50), equality denotes an asymptotic expansion in powers of ¢t. That is, for any A > 0 we
may truncate the series by omitting terms with a > A. Then each series will equal its left-hand-side

up to an error o (t_A) in the variables (t,r). We let o(4) denote such a truncation, and likewise
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V(f;). That is,

o) = Z Oapt log’t. (5.2)
(a,b)€Q”
a<A

We propose the following generalization of Theorem [t

Proposition 8. There exists an asymptotic series of the form (5.1l depending on ug such that the
following holds. For any A > 0, let o4y and V(j) be as in (5.2). Then for any v > 0, there exist
e > 0 and C, > 0 depending also on ug such that

Co(1+ |az|)e®

ult, @+ o) () — e " [V@) (t,2) Lors + V3 (2, x)lmzts] S on[3.00) xR

Furthermore, for each fixed power of t, the terms in o and VE of highest order in logt are inde-

pendent of ug.

Remark 3. This proposition justifies (I.8)) and (L3)) in the introduction.

Note that we have already found the terms in (5.I]) with a < 1. Using our earlier notation:
- _ - - _ - + _ oyt + _yt + _ oyt + _ oyt
Vo=V Vio=Vi, Voo=Vo'» Vig=WVi Vin=V, Vip=Vs,

3

o_10=2, 0p1=-—5, 0O00=Qy O

5 0= —3VT, O11 =l O10=0.

1
2 b

In the remainder of this section, we outline the derivation of the expansion (E.1). We proceed
inductively on orders in ¢. Suppose we have determined V+ and o to order t/2=4 for some half-
integer A > 1, and they have the form in (5.I). We wish to show that (5.I)) continues to hold to
order ¢~4.

5.1 The inner expansion

First consider the inner expansion V~. Recall that V'~ is an approximate solution to
Vi — Uge — (07 — 2)(v — vg) + e %% = 0. (5.3)

We choose V(;) to cancel all terms of order O(t~4) or larger in (5.3). Note that the time derivative
on ¢ lowers the order of its terms by a factor of ¢~1. Since V= has leading order O(1), terms of
the form o, with a > A — 1/2 make o(t~4) contributions to (5.3). They thus have no influence
on the equations for Vi Rather, these equation depend only on V(;_l) and o(4_1).

To find the largest power of logt paired with ¢t=4 in V(Z), we substitute V(Z_l /2) into (5.3).
Since V(Z_l J2) Was chosen to eliminate all term of order t~(4=1/2) or larger, we are left with terms
of the form ¢t~log?¢ with a > A. By the inductive hypothesis, V~ and ¢ obey (EI) up to order
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t=(A=1/2) " Using Figure [T, we can visually track the contributions from (oy —2)(v — v;) and e~%v?

by combining appropriate columns of o, and V.

For instance, suppose we wish to compute the logt factors paired with ¢t=2. To do so, we
substitute o(3/9) and V(g/z) for o and v in (5.3). Hence Figure [I] holds for oy up to a = g, and for
V- uptoa= % We examine (5.3]) term-by-term, to find the factors of logt at order a = 2.

The time derivative 0,V ~ will generate no logarithmic factors, since V'~ has none at order ¢~
The spatial derivative 9,V ~ can be ignored, as it does not generate any term of order t~2 when
we plug in Visja)- To handle the product (o; — 2)[V~ — (V~)'], we combine known columns whose

a-values sum to 2. Of these, only the pairing
(o1t log )[Voo — (Vgo)']

generates a factor of logt. Applying an identical approach to e=*(V~)2, we see that it contributes

no logarithmic factors, since (g /2) has no such factors. Therefore
Vigy(t,2) = Vi (t,2) + 72 logt Vo (2) + V().

In general, the above argument show that the leading logt term at order t~4 is due to

d

- E(JA—l,LAJ—lt_(A_l) logt™ =1 6)[Vip — (Voo)']

~ (A - 1)0'A—1,LAJ—1t_A10gLAJ_1 t Voo — Voo)'l-

We must therefore include a term of the form V- LA]—1 in V(Z). Naturally, all lower powers of logt
appear as well, so
[Al-1
— — _A b _
V(A) (t,x) = V(A—1/2) (t,z) + bz_g t™log’t VA7b(m),

as predicted by (5.1). If we substitute Via) in (5.3), only o(t~4) terms remain. That is, NL[V(;)] =
o(t~4), where NL is the nonlinear operator in (5.3)).

Recall, however, that further constraints on V'~ are necessary. In particular, V'~ must decay
as © — —o0, and must match well with V. Now, (5.3)) implies that VA_7 » solves an inhomogeneous
linear ODE of the form

V" + 27V V = F, (5.4)

where F' is some combination of the functions e™*, V", and V- — (Vajb)’ with a < A. We can
easily verify that F' = O(e®) as x — —oo and that F' grows polynomially as © — +00. We now
desire a solution to (B.4]) decaying at —oo and lacking a constant term in its polynomial expansion
at +oo (in order to match V). The proof of Lemma [l can be adapted to show the existence of a

unique solution to (5.4 satisfying these boundary conditions. We have thus uniquely determined
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the inner expansion V7, and it conforms to &T0).

5.2 The outer expansion and shift

We now determine the next terms of V(Z) and o(4). Recall that by the Dirichlet condition, order
t=4 terms in V* variables correspond to order e(//2=4)7 terms in the self-similar variables (r,7).
We therefore assume V' obeys (5.1)) up to order e(1=A)7 "and wish to continue the pattern to order
e(t/2=A)7  Likewise, we assume o obeys (1) to order t1/2=4 and seek to continue its pattern to
order t 4.

In self-similar variables, VT is an approximate Dirichlet solution to

Uy — Upy — gvn + e (o —2) (e_T/2v,7 - v) + exp (T - 7’}67—/2) v? =0. (5.5)

Furthermore, V™ must agree with V'~ at the matching point = t¢ to high order. Because we have
determined V(Z), the matching criteria for V(Z) are fixed. Let N'L denote the nonlinear operator
in (B.3]). We choose o(4) and V(;) to ensure the existence of an approximate solution to (B.5]) such
that NL[V] = 0(e1/2=A7) and [Vt — V| = o(t=4) at z = t°.

Given V(;_l /2) let us consider the equations for szb' As in Section B, we may neglect the
nonlinear term in (5.5]), as it decays super-exponentially as 7 — oco. The e” prefactor before oy
means o4 affects szb' In particular, V,Ib must solve an inhomogeneous linear equation of the
form

(L~ AW — AoapVgly = G,

where G depends on the “larger” terms: Vafb, and o, with a < Aora = A and b’ > b. We
therefore iteratively determine V/;"’b and o4, beginning with the largest value of b. We divide our
analysis into two cases, determined by the Dirichlet invertibility of £ — A.

First suppose A € Z, so L — A is Dirichlet invertible. We substitute V(;_l /2) and o(4_1/9) into
(E5), and use Figure () as before to find “leftover” terms. In general, we observe terms of size
74=1/26=A7 and smaller. We therefore require terms of the form Vj"b with0<b<A—-1/2=[A],

which agrees with (B.I]). Recalling that VOJfo = ¢y, the equation for VXL Al has the form
(L—A)V — Aoy 400 = G, (5.6)

where G depends only on already-determined terms. This equation has a unique solution for any
o4, A, and changing o4 4| changes VXL A by a multiple of ¢g. As in Section [3] an accurate
matching of V* with V'~ requires a prescribed value of aWVIIL Al (0). In fact, since V™~ has no term
of order t~4logl4) t, we need 877V2:\_AJ (0) = 0. We therefore choose 04 | 4] so that anVLAJ (0) =0.

Now suppose we have uniquely determined o4 and Vzb, for ¥ > b. Then V/;"’b satisfies an
equation of the form (£ — A)V — Aoy ppo = G for some already-determined G. As above, we
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uniquely choose 04 so that (%VX’I)(O) has the value required by matching (which is not generally
0). Iterating in b, we thus uniquely determine o(4) and V(;) when A & Z. At each stage, we use
the degree of freedom afforded by o to impose a second boundary condition on VT, which permits
an accurate matching with V.

Next suppose A € Z. Now L — A is not invertible, but rather has one-dimensional kernel and
cokernel. Thus at each stage we have an additional constraint: the inhomogeneity G in (5.6]) must
be orthogonal to ¥4, the A-eigenfunction of the adjoint operator £*. However, if this constraint is
satisfied we obtain a new degree of freedom: £ — A has nontrivial kernel, so (5.0]) only determines
V up to a multiple of the eigenfunction ¢4. We therefore typically have two constraints and two
degrees of freedom, which result in a unique solution.

To be more precise, consider the leading order term VX 4~ For this term,

A—-1
G=-— (a— 1)UG,GV2_—a,A—a‘

a=1

Also, we can inductively show that Vafa lies in the span of {¢g,...,¢d.} for all 0 < a < A. But
(¢a,4) = 0 when a < A, so automatically (G,1,) = 0. In fact, in this case we have an explicit

solution
A-1

VX,A = —04,A00 + qA,APA + Z Gota,

a=1
where G, € R are already determined and g4.4 € R is a free parameter corresponding to the
nontrivial nullspace of £ — A. Matching with V= forces 8,V ,(0) = 0, as V™~ has no term of order
=4 logA t. We therefore have one constraint on the free parameters o4 4 and g a.

Now consider the equation for VX, 4—1- It will have the form
(L—A)V —Aopa1¢0 =G —oaago — AV), = G, (5.7)

for already-determined G. Indeed, the term o A,A is due to 0, acting on the logarithmic prefactor in
oA, At~ 1og?t. Likewise, AVA|r 4 arises when 0, acts the polynomial prefactor in rAel/ Q_A)TVX A
For (7)) to have a solution, we must have (G, 4) = 0. Recalling that (¢4, 14) = dqa, we have

(G, ¥a) = (G,1a) — Aqa.a.

We may therefore choose ga 4 to ensure (G,14) = 0. In turn, ga 4 determines o4 4, through the
requirement that 8,7V/I 4(0) = 0.

We may repeat this procedure for successively smaller values of b. At each stage, the free
coefficient g4 5 of ¢4 in Vftb is chosen to ensure existence for Vib_l. The matching condition then

determines o4 p. This procedure continues until b = 0. Then there are no lower-order equations, so
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qa,0 seems undetermined. This parameter mimics g3 in Section Bl It is undetermined by matching,
and effectively controls the component of ¢ 4 in the difference between the approximate solution Vj,,
and the true solution v. As in the proof of Theorem [ presented below, we can uniquely choose g4 o
to kill this component. Through this choice, g4, depends on the initial data ug. Having fixed g4 o,
the shift 04, is determined, and likewise depends on ug. With these choices, we have completely

determined V(Z) and 0’(4:4), which have the claimed forms.

5.3 Universality

We now consider the universality of terms in (&.1]).

We claim that shift coefficients of the form o4 |4 with A > % are independent of the initial
data ug, as are 0_1 9 = 2 and 09,1 = —%. As a direct result, the outer expansion terms of the form
V;L 4] are universal for all A > 0. We again argue inductively, so suppose this universality holds
up to order t1/2=4 for some A > 1.

All terms in the equation for VX’ 4] are linear combinations of universal shift terms and universal
V+ terms (or their derivatives). Furthermore, since V'~ has no matching term, the boundary data
for VX,LAJ is VX,LAJ (0) = 877VX,LAJ (0) = 0. When A ¢ Z, the shift 04| 4| is determined solely by the
equation for VzIL A and its boundary data. Hence in this case 0’2 4] and VzIL 4] are universal.

When A € Z, 04,4 also depends on the equation for VX, A_1, through the parameter g4 4. The
only non-universal term in the equation for V; A_q s —Aoa a—1¢9. However, (¢g,14) = 0, so this
term has no effect on the solvability of the equation. Since g 4 is chosen to ensure this solvability,
it is independent of ug. Thus so are 04 4 and V; 4- 1t follows that the claimed terms in o and vt
are independent of ug.

We next argue that inner expansion terms of the form VA_& Al are universal. Indeed, the

equation for such a term is
V" 427 Vi)V = —(A = Doa_y,1a)-1Voo — (Voo)'l-

Comparing with ([B.I)), we see that V- A]-1 is a multiple of Vi ;. The scaling factor is proportional
to 0 4_1,4)—1- Since this shift term is universal, so is V LA]-1"
Finally, we note that the shift terms o 4 | 4| are universal in a broader sense. Suppose we change

the form of the nonlinearity in (I.Il), so the equation becomes
Ut = Ugy + f(’LL)

with a more general KPP reaction f. Assume that f/(0) = 1 and f’(1) < 0. Then the form of
the traveling front ¢ will change, but its speed will not, since f’(0) = 1. Our preceding arguments
hold for the nonlinearity f, and the associated linear operator L is unchanged. It follows that the

equations for Va+b are likewise unchanged. The inner expansion will change with the front ¢, and
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will affect V* through the boundary data for Vafb. However, terms of the form V;L Al have no
matching V'~ term, and are thus independent of the changes to the inner expansion. It follows
that these terms, and their shifts 04 | 4|, are independent of the precise form of the nonlinearity.
In effect, they only “see” the linear behavior of (II). This strong universality suggests that the

special coefficients o4 | 4| may arise in more general pulled front settings.

6 Proof of main theorem

We now proceed with the proof of Theorem Bl Following Section B we work in the shifted frame
x+— x — o(t). We know from [IT], 2] that there exists ap € R depending on ug such that u(t,z) —
¢(x) as t — oo. Without loss of generality, we shift the initial data ug so that ag = 0.

As in Section [3, we primarily study v = e®u. We will construct V,p,, and prove:

Theorem 9. There exists a choice of q3 in [B9) depending on the initial data ug such that the
following holds. For all v > 0, there ewists C, > 0 also depending on ug such that for allt > 3 and

x> 2—1tf,
Cy(1 + [=])

’U(tvx) - Vapp(tvx)’ < 3
277

Our main results follow from Theorem

Proof of Theorem Bl. Undo the spatial k-shift performed in Section 3] and take uapp, = €™ V,pp and
Y = e "V . To extend our bound from x > 2 —t* to all x € R, note that u and uapp are uniformly
bounded, say by C. Now =3e > ¢y > 0 when 2 < 2—1¢° and ¢ > 1, recalling that ¢ will depend
only on ~. Hence (@) is trivial when z < 2 — %, provided we take C, > 6@ L U

Proof of Corollary d. We wish to track the rightmost edge of the level set {z; u(t,xz) = s}. The-
orem [3] shows that u is close to uapp, uniformly on rays > C. Recall that u,pp(t,z + o(t)) =
#(x) +O(t~1) uniformly on the same rays. Hence if we apply Theorem Blon the ray > ¢~!(s) —1,
we find o4(t) — o(t) = O(t ). Equation (LT) follows. O

Before proving Theorem [ we must first construct the approximate solution V,p,. Roughly, we
use Vopp = V'~ when x < t°, and Vupp = V' when o > t°. However, we must join V¥ near t° so

that V,pp is C' in space. Our work in Section [ shows:
[VE(tt5) — V7 (t,65)] = Ot 3/2). (6.1)

To make V,,, continuous, we change the spatial argument of V'~ by a time-dependent shift ¢ so
that
Vo (85 +C(1) + V(8 + (1) = VI (1),
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Since (V™) — 1 near x = t° as t — oo, (6.1]) and the construction of V* imply
) =0 <t4€—3/2> . (H)=0 <t4€—5/2> '
For the remainder of the paper,
VT (ta) = Vg (2 +¢(0)) +7V (@ +¢(2)),

so that V= (t,¢°) = VT (¢,°).
We further require 0;(Vapp) to be continuous. To enforce this, we add a term to V,pp, whose

derivative has a discontinuity precisely canceling that between 0,V ~ and 9,V '. Let
K(t) = 0, VT (t,t°) — 0,V (t,t°),

SO

K(t) =0 <t35_%> , Kt) =0 <t35—3> .
Now define ¢ > 0 satisfying
—@ur + =0 —1t%), ©(0)=p(x)=0.
Explicitly,
et sinhz  for 0 <z < t°,

o(t,z) =
sinh(t€)e™* for x > t°.

A term K¢ would fix the discontinuity. However, it will be convenient for this perturbation to be

compactly supported in space. Therefore let 9 € C2°(R) satisfy (1) = 1 and (g 2)c = 0. Then let
Vapp (6, 2) = Lycts V7 (,2) + Ly VT (t, ) + K (£ (tC2)0(t, ).

By the construction of K, ¢, and 9, V,pp, is C Lin space.
We are interested in controlling the size of N L[V,,p], which measures how badly Vi, fails to
be a true solution of (2.I)). We consider the contributions from V=,V and Kdp separately.
Recall that V= (¢t,z) = Vy (z + ¢) +t7 1V (x + ¢). Before the shift by ¢, we constructed V-
and V]~ to eliminate terms up to order t~! in N LV, + t~1V7]. By the decay of V., onR_,

NL[Vy +t7 V] = O(~3/%e%).
Spatially shifting by ¢ introduces new terms in NL[V ~]. Of these, the most significant is

(e =) (% 2@+ ),
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which is due to the mismatch in argument between e~*(V; )2 and (Vg )"(z + ¢) = e *=¢(Vy )2

Nonetheless, the decay of ¢ and Vj;~ implies
(7 =) (2@ + Q)| = O(¢e™) = O(r*=27),

Therefore
NL[V™] = O(t*73/2¢%)  on (—00,0].

An identical analysis shows that NL[V =] = O(t*~3/2) on [0, t°].
Now consider V. If N'L denotes the nonlinear operator in (3.3]), we have constructed V' so
that
NL(VH) <O (Te_Te_"2/5> for n e R,.

However, when we derived ([B3]) from (2.1]), we cleared a common factor of e~

NL = e "NL. Changing to (t,z), this observation implies

. Thus informally:

2
NL[VT]=0 (logt ~t72exp [—%}) on [t°, 00).

Finally, the bounds on V* and K show that the correction K¢ perturbs N L[Vapp] by order
O(t%73/2) solely on [0, 2t5]. Therefore there exists C. > 0 depending also on ug (through ;) such
that

3, 3 _ 72
N LVagel < Co [ 1271 &) + 65 @) 4 21 so@ e (<57 )| 02

With the estimate (6.2 in hand, we are ready to prove Theorem [0l We will transform our

equation into a Dirichlet problem on the half-line, switch to the self-similar variables

T =logt,

o
n \/%7
and show that our problem is still dominated by linear theory related to the operator £ introduced

in Section Bl

Proof of Theorem [Q. Let W = v — V,p,. Then W satisfies an equation of the form

3 3/ logt a1 — s =z
Wi — Wap — <§—2;3//_2 ST + 2 >(W—Wx)+e (v + Vapp)W = F,
where by (6.2)),
3, 3 _ z?
|F(t,z)| < C. [t4€ 271 (—oo0)(2) + 7211 0451 (%) + 71 ppe o) (@) €xp <—§>} . (6.3)
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Recall that the constant C. depends on ¢ and the initial data ug. For the remainder of the proof
we suppress such constants with the notation <, which denotes inequality up to a multiplicative

constant depending on ¢ and wug. Similarly, we frequently use larger-than-necessary multiples of ¢

in exponents, to simplify presentation. Under these conventions, (6.3]) may be written:
4e—2 4e—2 4e—2 a?
|F(t,x)] <t €_§€m1(_0070} (x)+t*72 1[07%5} (x) +t*~ l[tg,oo)(x) exp 5 )

We now enforce a Dirichlet condition at x = —t° by subtracting the boundary value from W.
To simplify notation, we then shift x by ¢°, so the Dirichlet condition occurs at z = 0. Therefore
define

o

Wt 2) = W(t,a — ) — W(t,—t)9(z + 1),

recalling that ¢ € C2°(R) satisfies ¥(1) = 1 and 99 = 0. To control W (t,—1%), we use the
exponential decay of v and V. Indeed, v, V", V]~ < Ce® on R_. Thus

W(t,—t)| S e St

It follows that W satisfies

. . e 3 3w logt a1 — ps s s ettt e T s
1 +t _
Wi—Wyp+et™™ Wy — <E ~ 5 + Ls 2 + 2 (W=Wo)+e "™ (04 Vapp)W = G1+Ga,

o

where 0(t, z) == v(t,x — t%), Vipp is analogous, and

)

3
Gt @)| S 721 g 300y (2) + 7?1 e o) (2) €xp [—

|Ga(t,z)] S t_21[0,2] (z).

Changing to the self-similar variables, we find:

° 1 ° o ° ° °
W, + <£ - 5) W + exp (7’ —[n- m(T)]eT/2) (04 Vapp)W = G1 + G2 + g(1)Wy, + h(T)W

on the half-line n € Ry with W(r,0) = 0 for all 7 > 0. We have used the notation

m(T) — 6(6—1/2)7'7
g(1) = e/ §€_T/2 + Me_T

6_3T/2,
2 2

— pame 2 4 (e — )

h(r) =~ Yoo

+ e 4 (g — pa)e 32
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Finally, we symmetrize the operator £ by multiplying through by e"’/8. This transforms £ to

2
(2
M= a"+<16 4)“’

Then
w(r,n) = " 3W (r,n)

satisfies
3

w; — Muw + exp (7' —[n- m(T)]eT/Q) (v+ ‘;’app)w = Z E;, (6.4)

i=1

where the errors E; satisfy

1E1| < e YD1 5000 (0) + 6(46_1)76_772/101[2m(7‘),oo) (n) = En + Ehg,

|E2| S € "1 ge-r/2)(m), (6.5)
_ n
Es = g(7) <w,7 - Zw) + h(T)w.

Furthermore, the convergence of v to e”¢(x) and the definition of V,p, imply

T/2

‘(13 + Vapp) (7, 77)( < e 4 ey () + (14 72€¥72) L) ) (1)- (6.6)

To control the behavior of w, we bootstrap from the bounds obtained in [I2]. The main result
in [12] does not directly apply, as it uses a different shift and approximate solution. However, the
proof in [I2] works in our situation with trivial modifications. Thus, as in (4.70) and (4.71) in [12],

we have
ol 2, + 0l ey S €Y7, Ju(rm)] S neE=27 for all (r,n) € [0,00) x [0,00). (6.7)

Here we have replaced the exponent 1007 in [I12] with our small parameter e.
We use the method of [I2] to improve this bound to

lwll oy + w0l oo sy S €707, w(rm)| S ne®17, (6.8)

provided g3 in V3Jr is chosen appropriately. As we shall see, this control implies Theorem [ For
the initial stage in the proof, take g3 = 0.
In the following, let {ek}kezzo denote orthonormal eigenfunctions of M. Since M has the same

spectrum as £ — %, we have

1
Mey, = (k’ — 5) e, for k€ ZZO‘
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There exist ¢ € R (unique up to sign) such that e = Ck¢ke”2/8 and ”ek”L2(R+) 1. In particular,
c
60(77) = 60776_772/8, and e = Zl(q',g — 67])6_772/8,

We begin by proving:

Lemma 10. There exists v € R such that

<UD e 1 o 0. (6.9)
L2(Ry)

() = rer()

We will use this lemma to choose the final value of g3 in V3+.

Proof. We first consider the ep-component of w. By (6.4)),

% {eg,w) — % {eg, w) + <eo,exp <7' —[n- m(T)]eT/z) (v+ f/app)w> = Z (e, ;) .

The bound ([6.5]) implies
|{e0, E1)| S eV, |{eq, Ba)| S e

By (6.7), integration by parts, and Cauchy-Schwarz,
{0, B3)| < eEYDT ([(eg, w)] + [(neo, w)]) < eV,
Now consider the term <€0, exp (7' —[n— m(T)]eT/2) (v+ ‘Q/app)w>. On the interval [0, m(7)], (6.4)

and (6.7)) imply

m(T) ) m(r)
/0 €p exp <T —[n— m(T)]eT/2> ‘('loj T+ Vapp)w‘ < 6(6—1/2)7/0 o dy < el

Similarly,

/ ( )exp (T —ln- m(T)]eT/2) €0 ‘(U + ‘Q/app)w‘ S e(2€+1/2)T/0 (14 13e%/?) exp(—ne™?) dn

~

< 6(25—1)7'/ x2(1 +x3)e—m dx SJ 6(26_1)7.
0

Therefore
‘<eo,exp <T — [77 _ m(T)]eT/2> (?ﬁ} + Vapp)w>‘ SJ 6(45—1)77
and
L e, w) — % (e, w) = wo(7) (6.10)
dr €o, W 5 \€0, W) = VolT .

with |vg(7)] < elte=17,
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Now lim;_,~ (eg,w) = 0 by Cauchy-Schwarz (and ultimately by our choice of ag). Hence we

may integrate (6.10) back from 7 = 400 (with the integrating factor e~7/?) to obtain
o0 !
|{eg, w)| < 67/2/ e T2 | (7)) dr’ < M7 (6.11)
T

Thus the eg-component of w is as small as desired.

We next consider the ej-component, which satisfies

3
d 1 . o
e (e1,w) + 3 (e1,w) + <€1,eXp <T —[n- m(T)]eT/z) (v+ Vapp)w> = (e1, E;) .
i=1
An identical argument shows
d 1
o (e1,w) + 5 (e1,w) = v1(1) (6.12)

with |11 (7)] < e®=D7. We rewrite ([6.12) as

d
dr <6T/2 <€0,w>> = (7).

Integrating from 7 = 0, we obtain

(er,w(T,")) = e /2 [(eo,w(O, )+ /Oo e (1) dT’] —e7T/? /OO e oy () dr.
0 T
We therefore choose -
r = {eg, w(0, ")) +/ eT//21/1(7") dr'.
0

It follows that
(e, w(T,-)) = re”™? + O(Hs=17), (6.13)

We must now control the remaining terms in w, namely

wh = w — (eg, w) eg — (e1,w) ey.

From ([6.4]),

3

——7_||wl||2 + (Muwt, wh) —I—BT/R exp ([m(T) - n]eT/2> (v+ To/app)wwl dn = Z (E;,wb). (6.14)
+ =1
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Note that (GI1) and (G.I3) imply the bounds in (6.7) hold for w as well. So

eT/R exp <[m(T) - 77]67/2) (& + Vapp)ww™ dn‘ S 63”/R (1 +ne*?) exp <—neT/2) dn
+

+
< 6(38—3/2)7'

Next,
2m(T
0

Similarly |<E2, wH‘ < eE=5/2)7 For the Ej5 term, we use a Peter-Paul inequality and keep track
of constants:
[(Brz, )| < ellrt | + C | Ball” < ellurt |2 + Coe®27,

The F5 term requires a more elaborate analysis. First, we easily have
2
‘(h(T)u),luﬂ‘ < e /2 HwLH < (2673/2)

Now turn to g(7)(w, —nw/4). Integrating by parts,

/R+ wywt = /R+ B@n(wz) + (e, w) Oy(eo)w + (e, w) Oy(er)w| .

Now w satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions and (eg)y, (1), € L?(R4), so by Cauchy-Schwarz

/ wnwL\ < ({eo, wh] + [{er, w)]) ]| S e D7

Next, consider

/ nww* :/ n(wL)2+(eo,w>/ neowL+(el,w>/ nejw=.
R4 R4 R, R4

Since neg, ne; € L2(Ry), the last two terms are O(e®=17). For the first term, fol (w)? < eZe=17

so we have

/ n(wi)2 S/ 772(’[UJ')2 —1—0(6(28_1)7—).
Ry Ry

Finally,

/ n(wh)? =16 (Mw, wh) 4+ 20[w||* = 16]| (wh),|* < 16 (Mw', w) 4+ Cee®D7
R4
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(e—=1/2)7

The prefactor g(7) in Ej3 is eventually positive and of order e . So for large T,

<E3,U)J‘> < 06(5—1/2)7— <MwJ_7wJ_> + 056(36_3/2)7—'

Combining these bounds and using (Mw*, wt) > 2 ||wl|?, we obtain for large 7:

1d 3 e .
§E|’wl”2 + <§ — & — Ce(e 1/2) ) ”wl”2 < CE€(4€ 3/2) 7
where C depends on v and ug. We can absorb Cele=1/2)7/ 2le|]2 into the right-hand-side and

integrate to obtain
lwh||? S a3/, (6.15)
Together with (6.11) and (G.I3]), this bound implies (6.9). O
We are now able to set the final value of g3, and thus to fully specify V,p,. We let ¢ := cl_lr,
and set q3 = ¢. We claim that with this choice,

lim e™/? (e, w)| = 0. (6.16)

T—00

Thus g3 is chosen to kill the ej-component of w, much as agp was chosen in [12] to kill the ep-
component.

To see ([6.16]), we consider how w has changed through the change in g3. We use the superscripts
o and n to denote the old and new definitions, respectively. So w has changed from w® to w™. By
the calculations in the proof of Lemma[l0, the changes to w on the interval [0,2m(7)] are negligible
in L?(R). We therefore focus on the change to w on [2m(7), c0).

When we increase g3 from 0 to ¢, we must decrease oy by %q to satisfy ([BI1]). So

3q
") = 0°(t) — =
0" (1) = (1) — 51
Evaluating v in the unshifted frame, we have:

v(t,x) = e"u(t,z + o(t)).

Thus

3 - 3
v (t,x) = e*u(t,z + 0" (t)) = e"u <t,x +0°(t) — §qt_1> S L <t,x - eq_1> .

We shift = by t¢, and change to the self-similar variables. By the decay of w and the form of VT,
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we know that v(7,-) = e/ 2¢o(-) + O(1) in L. Using e3q ™ =1+ 3gt=1 +O(t?), we have:

o ° 0 3 _ T 3 -7 -7
i(rn) = ° (ron = a2 ) + Sae on(n — mi) + ()

=0%(1,m) + gqe_T/Qqﬁo(n —m(7))+O0(e™ ")

in L2(R,).
The approximate solution V,p;, is changed through V;r by e /2 (%Q(bo + Q¢1)- So

o

° 3 —T -7
Vapp(7:1) = Vit (mom) + Sae™ 260 (n — m(7)) + ge ™21 (n — m(7)).
Recall that on [2m(7), 00), w = 7/8( — To/app). Thus the above observations imply
w"(7,m) = w’(r,n) = —qe" e 2hy (n — m(7)) + O(e7T) = —re ey (1) + OV,

Hence by Lemma [I0]

Tim_e™/? [(ey, w")| = 0.

For the remainder of the proof we use the new forms of all functions defined with g3 = ¢, and
drop the superscript n. The calculations in the proof of Lemma [I0] continue to hold for w, but now
(6.16]) implies

(e1,w) = —eT/? /Oo eT,/zul(T/) dr’
T

with |v1(7)] < =17, 50

[(er,w)| S e,

By @.15),

lwll 2@,y S el2e=3/47,

We now wish to obtain uniform bounds on w as well.
Fix A > 0 large enough that ’17—2 — % — 1001 —100 > 0 for n > A. On the interval [0, A], parabolic
regularity implies

]| oo, ) < CeP397

for 7 > 1. Now consider a maximum of |w| on [A,c0). There w, vanishes, so our previous bounds

imply .
wr + | M+ 19(7)77 —h(r)|w=FE

with [|Ef| e,y S e==D7 and |g|,|h| < 100. By (64), the form of M, and the definition of A,

(4e—1)7 —37/4

any maximum of |w| on [A, co) larger than Ce will decrease in magnitude as e Since
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w is initially bounded, this implies [|wl|jeo(4 o) < Ce?=3/47  Combining this with the bound on
[0, A], we obtain
ol g, + 0l g,y S €797 for 7> 1. (6.17)

Next, we wish the use the Dirichlet condition on w to show that in fact
lw(T,n)| < ne(2€_3/4)T for 7 > 1.
By the Kato inequality, on a sufficiently small interval n € (0,a) with a > 0,
Or [w] = By o] = 10 [w] = g(7)0y ] < € 47D 50y () + €407

By (6.I7), we have boundary conditions |w| (7,0) = 0 and |w| (1,a) < CeP==3/4)7 Let g solve
—Oppo = Ce(4€_1/2)71[0,3m(7)} on (0,a) with ¢o(0) = ¢g(a) = 0. Then ¢y is explicitly given by:

%6(45_1/2)Tn (6’[71,(7’) — W - 17> for n € [0,3m(7)]
06(45—1/2)797”2L)2(a _ 77) for n e [3’171,(7’), a].

a

wo(n) =

From this form, we see that ¢o(0) < Ce®*~D7p. We may then write |w| < @o + Ce*~3/97 ¢, with
1 satisfying

2e—1/4)r
)

Drp1 — Opipr — 111 — g(7)dyep1 = €l ©1(7,0) =0, ¢i(1,a) = 1.

By choosing a small, we may ensure the eigenvalue )\, of the Dirichlet Laplacian on (0, a) satisfies
Aq > 100. This forces @1 < Cn. Therefore |w| (1,1) < ne?~3/Y7 when 7 > 1, as desired.
In summary, we have bootstrapped (6.7 to

lwll oy + 1wl pooyy S €707, Jw(r,n)] S ne® =07 for 7 > 1. (6.18)

However, this bound is still weaker than (G.8]). We improve it further by performing the computa-
tions in the proof of Lemma [I0l again, now using (6.18]) and

[(eo, w)| + [(er,w)| S eI,

~

The term of concern is thus [Jw||.

Consider ([B.14). We wish to control ||w| with error O(e(®*=2)7). Hence our earlier bounds on
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Ey and Ej suffice. Now note that (6I8) holds with w replaced by wt. So

eT/R exp <[m(7') - U]GT/2) (0+ ‘C)/'app)wwl dn‘ < 6(35_1/2)T/R (1 +1%e>/?) exp (—neT/2) dn
+

+
< 6(35—2)7'

Following the earlier analysis of the Fs3 term, we find
/R wywt < ([{eo, w)] + [{er, w))) [lwl] € 7747
+

and
/ nuwt < 16 <Mwl,wl> + 2||wt|]? 4 Coete3/27,
R4

Thus
(B3, wb) < Ce™ ™2 (Mwh, wh) + Ce®727,

Arguing as before, these bounds and (6.14]) imply

HwJ_H2 S 6(108_2)7—.

Therefore
< 6(55— 7 )

lwll 2@,y
Repeating the L> arguments with this new control, we obtain (6.8]). In particular,
lw(T,n)| < ne®s=D7  for > 1.

Finally, choose € = %. In the original variables, we find

x + ¢ 1 Cy(1+ |z])
t,2) — Vapo(t, )| < O [ —— | ¢t < 2~ 1
o(t.0) ~Vignlt.2)] < €, (25 ) 01 < SUE

when ¢ > 3 and x > 2 — ¢¢. This concludes the proof of Theorem [0 O

7 Appendix

In this appendix, we use standard ODE theory to establish Lemma [l

Proof of Lemma [B. We first show that there exists a solution to (1) decaying as z — —oo. Con-

sider the traveling front ¢, which satisfies
¢" +2¢ +¢— ¢ =0, (7.1)
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Expanding this equation around ¢ = 1, we find that

o(z)=1- AeV2-D (’)(ez(ﬁ_l)m) as xr — —o0
for some A > 0. Recalling that V; (z) = e"¢(x), we have:

S~ (V)] = SANVE - D) 4 OV,

So ([B1) has the form
—V"+2V =FV + gA(ﬁ —1)eV* 4 G, (7.2)

where F = O(e(V27D7) and G = 0(e2Y2-17) We construct a series solution to (Z2). We first

seek a decaying solution to
3
V2V = SA(V2 - eV + G. (7.3)

The homogeneous solutions to —V” +2V = 0 are etV2e Thus by the theory of constant-coefficient
ODEs, there exists a solution to (Z.3]) of the form

Vo= (V2 - 1)me\/§x +0 <e(2‘/§_1)x) .

3
———=A
42

Thus for fixed small § > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that
Vo(z)| < CeVZ0r  for 4 <0
Choose C' large enough that |F(x)| < C e(V2=1)z_ Then define a sequence of functions (Vi) by

—Viy + 2V = FVi,  lim eV Vi () =0, for k € Zao.

We will show by induction that

Ck+1

(V2 —1—0)kE!

Vi(z)| < F(V2=1)+v2-dlz. (7.4)

This already holds for Vg, so suppose it holds for V. We can bound Vj,1 by writing the second-

order equation for Vj41 as a first-order system, which we solve with matrix exponentials. Taking
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norms, we obtain:

Vis| (@) < / V2@ |FV ()| dy < / V% | FVi(x — 2)| dz
—00 0

_ Ch+2 D) (V2-1)+v/3—d]z /OO e[+ (V2-1)=d]z 4,
~ (V2 -1 8)kk! 0

Bounding the final integral, by [(k+1)(v/2—1—6)]~!, we have (74)). Similar bounds can be shown
for V//,, and V}', ;. Thus
V= Z Vi

k>0

converges in C?(R), and solves

—V" 42V = -V + 2V + Z(—Vk’ﬁrl +2Viy1) = FV + gA(ﬁ —1)eV¥ 4+ G.
k>0

Finally, V = O(e(‘/?_‘;)x) on R_, so V is a decaying solution to (.2]), as desired.
Now let
V() = e (z).

Equation (1) implies
—V" +2V;V =0. (7.5)

With the bounds noted previously, we have

V(a;) =0(e 2“":) as r — —0o,

V(z)=1—z40(e“%) asz — +oo.

So V is a solution of the homogeneous equation (.5]) which decays at —oo and has known asymp-
totics at +o0.

Now consider the behavior of V as x — oco. We claim that V satisfies
1 3 3 2 —wz/2
V(x) =% —I—Z:E +Ciz+Co+ O(e )

for some C1,Cy € R. Let

Then since V; () =2 — 1+ O(e™“*) as © — oo, we have

7' =HZ+K (7.6)
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with H, K = O(e*). We will argue that Z = Cyz + Cy + O(e~“*/?). Fix B > 0 such that
|H(x)| < “72 when z > B. We solve (6] using the matriXNeXp0n2en~tial again. Taking norms, we
can show that |Z] is dominated on [B, co) by solutions to Z” = %-Z, namely linear combinations
of e*?/2_ So |Z(x)| < Ce¥*/? on [B,o0). With this a priori bound, we see that Z” = O(e~“%/?)

on [B,0). Integrating twice, we obtain
Z(x) = Crz 4 Co + O(e™“/?)

for some C1,Cy € R, as desired.
Finally, let

V=V -GV,
Then Vi~ € C(R) solves ([B.1)), and satisfies the bounds in Lemma [5l with C] = C; 4+ Cj. Although
we have not explicitly discussed (V;~)’, its bounds follow just as those for V;™. O
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