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On the heat kernel of a class of fourth order operators in two
dimensions: sharp Gaussian estimates and short time
asymptotics

G. Barbatis* P. Branikas*

Abstract

We consider a class of fourth order uniformly elliptic operators in planar Euclidean do-
mains and study the associated heat kernel. For operators with L°° coefficients we obtain
Gaussian estimates with best constants, while for operators with constant coefficients we
obtain short time asymptotic estimates. The novelty of this work is that we do not assume
that the associated symbol is strongly convex. The short time asymptotics reveal a behavior
which is qualitatively different from that of the strongly convex case.
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1 Introduction

Let Q be a planar domain and let
Hu =02 (a(z)02, u) + 205,05, (B(2)04, 0p,u) + 02, (v(2)02,u)

be a self-adjoint, fourth-order uniformly elliptic operator in divergence form on 2 with L
coefficients satisfying Dirichlet boundary conditions on 9€2. It has been proved by Davies [4] that
H has a heat kernel G(z,2’,t) which satisfies the Gaussian-type estimate,

) _ 14/3
|G(z,2',t)| < e1t™ 2 exp ( - 62|xt+3| + Cgt), (1)

for some positive constants ci, co, c3 and all t > 0 and z,y € Q.

The problem of finding the sharp value of the exponential constant ¢, is related to replacing
the Euclidean distance |z — y| by an appropriate distance d(z,y) that is suitably adapted to the
operator H and, more preciesly, to its symbol

A(x,€) = (@) +28(2)G &5 + ()&, z€Q, R,
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In the article [5], and for constant coefficient operators in R™ which satisfy suitable assumptions,
the asymptotic formula

_3\7§p*($*:17’)4/3>cos<_3\/§\?/§p*(x7:1:’)4/3 7r)’

. _N—2/3,—1/3 _r
G(z,2',t) ~ h(x — 2') t exp ( T 173 T 173 3

was established as ¢ — 0+; here h is a positively homogeneous function of degree one and p, is
the Finsler metric defined by
n-§
p«(§) = T

= . 3
W<BE) A Y

An analogous asymptotic formula has been obtained in [7] in the more general case of operators
with variable smooth coefficients; in this case the relevant distance is the (geodesic) Finsler
distance dy,, (x,z’) induced by the Finsler metric with length element p.(z,¢), the latter being
defined similarly to , with the additional dependence on .

A sharp version of the Gaussian estimate was established in [2] where it was proved that

, 1 32 dpg(z, 2')4/3

|G($,Ji7t)|§06t ZQXP{_(T(S_D_E)T+CE,Mt}7 (4)
for arbitrary € and M positive. Here D > 0 is a constant that is related to the regularity of the
coefficients and dps(x,z’), M > 0, is a family of Finsler-type distances on Q which is monotone
increasing and converges as M — 400 to a limit Finsler-type distance d(z,z") closely related to
dy, (z,2") but not equal to it; see also Subsection

A fundamental assumption for both and is the strong convezity of the symbol A(z,§)
of the operator H. The notion of strong convexity was introduced in [5] where short time
asymptotics were obtained not only for the operator described above but more generally for
a constant coefficient operator of order 2m acting on functions on R™. In the context of the
present article and for an operator with constant coefficients, strong convexity of the symbol
A(€) amounts to

0<p<3/ay. (5)

We note however that in [2] (where the coefficients «, 8, are functions) the term strong convexity
was also used for the slightly more general situation where

0 < B(z) < 3va(z)y(z), x € . (6)

In other words, while for short time asymptotics the strict inequality was necessary, for Gaussian
estimates equality is allowed.

Our aim in this work is to extend both and to the case of non-strongly convex symbols.
Hence in Theorem 1, which extends the Gaussian estimate (4]), condition @ is not valid, while
in Theorem 2, which extends the short time asymptotics , condition is not valid.

In Theorem we obtain a Gaussian estimate involving the Finsler-type distances dus(-,-) and an
0. that depends on the range of the function

So the strongly convex case corresponds to @ taking values in [0, 3] but here we allow Q to
take any value in (—1,4+00). It is worth noting that while in the strongly convex case we have
. =32 /16, in the general case o, can take a continuous range of values. Our approach follows
the main ideas of [2] and in particular makes use of Davies’ exponential perturbation method.



However technical difficulties arise due to the existence of three different regimes for the function
Q(x), namely (—1,0], [0,3] and [3,+0c0). Each regime must be handled differently, and it must
be shown that the matching at @ = 0 and @ = 3 does not cause any problems.

In the second part of the paper we extend the short time asymptotic estimates of [5] to operators
with non-strongly convex symbol. As in [5], we consider constant coefficient operators acting on
R?, so the heat kernel (also referred to as the Green’s function) is given by

G(z,t) = ﬁ /R el & A ge reR? t>0.
The asymptotic estimates are contained in Theorem [2] and the proof uses the steepest descent
method. For technical reasons we only consider specific choices of the point 2 € R?; we comment
further upon this before the statement of Theorem [2] but note that the asymptotic formulae
obtained are enough to demonstrate the sharpness of the exponential constant of Theorem
Anyway, these asymptotic estimates are of independent interest, in particular because they reveal
a behavior that is qualitatively different from that of the strongly convex case. In the case
0 < @ < 3 studied in [5] the Green function oscillates around the horizontal axis. As it turns
out, when @ < 0 or Q > 3 the Green function remains positive for small times. The borderline
cases @ = 0 and ) = 3 are particularly interesting. In these two cases the asymptotic expression
involves oscillations that touch the horizontal axis at their lowest points (see the diagrams at
the end of the article). This is due to a bifurcation phenomenon that takes place at @ = 0 and
@ = 3. At these values of @ there is a change in the branches of saddle points that contribute
to the asymptotic behavior of the integral. While for each Q # 0,3 there are two contributing
points, for each of the values Q = 0 and @ = 3 there are four such points.

At the end of the article we present numerical computations that illustrate the asymptotic esti-
mates. For the sake of completeness we have also included an appendix with the proof of Evgrafov
and Postnikov in the strongly convex case 0 < Q < 3.

We close this introduction with one remark. As pointed out in [5], for a fourth order operator
in two dimensions strong convexity is equivalent to convexity. Nevertheless we have chosen not
to replace the term ‘strongly convex’ by ‘convex’ in order to emphasize the importance of strong
convexity in the general case of an operator of order 2m acting in R™ (considered in both [5] and

21).

2 Heat kernel estimates

2.1 Setting and statement of Theorem

Let © C R? be open and connected. We consider a differential operator H on L?(f2) (complex-
valued functions) given formally by

Hu(z) = 07, ((2)07, ) + 207, (B(2)0%, ,,u) + 02, (v(2)07, ),

where o, B and ~ are functions in L>(£). In case Q # R? we impose Dirichlet boundary
conditions on 0. The operator H is defined by means of the quadratic form

Q(U) = /Q {a(z)|u$111 ‘2 + 25(x)|uz112|2 + 7($)|u12z2‘2} dx,



defined on HZ(Q2). We assume that H is uniformly elliptic, that is the functions « and v are
positive and bounded away from zero and also

inf 7ﬁ(m)
w0 /oo (2)

The form @ is then closed and we define the operator H to be the self-adjoint operator associated
to it. As mentioned in the introduction, the operator H has a heat kernel G(x, ', t) which satisfies
the Gaussian estimate (|1)).

> —1.

To state the main result of this section we need to introduce some more definitions. We define
the class of real-valued functions

E={peC*(Q): D%l < +00, 0<|a] <2},
and the subclass
Eam={pel: Aly,Vo(y) <1,y €, and [[D%lo <M, |of = 2}.
We then define a distance dp;(+,-) on Q by
dpy(x,2") = sup {go(x’) —pr): pe SA,M}.
It is not difficult to see that as M — +oo this converges to the Finsler-type distance
d(w,2') = sup{p(a’) — () : ¢ € Lip(Q), A(y,Ve(y) <1, yeQ}. (7)

As it turns out, there holds d(x,2’) < d,.(x,2’) and the two distances in general are not equal.
Still, there are cases where equality is valid and this shows in particular that the best constant
for Gaussian estimates is the same for both distances. This is further discussed in Subsection

B1

We next define the functions

Q=LY eq
a(z)y(z)
8rods, if —1<Q(z) <0,
k(z) =4 8, if 0 < Q(z) <3,
Q(r)? -1, ifQ(z) >3,
and . 2
s TS TS s if —1<Q(z) <0,
@ =7 (@) =1 if 0 < Qr) <3, (8)
7 (Q(2)? = )73, if Q(x) > 3,
We set

. , 3 /1 \1/3
¥ = spke),end o= infot) = 3 (5)

Finally, we denote by D the distance in L% () of the functions a(z), 8(x),~y(x) from the space
of all Lipschitz functions,

D = max {dp~(a,Lip()) , dre(8,Lip(2)), dr=(7,Lip(Q))}. (9)

The main result of this section is the following



Theorem 1 For all e € (0,1) and all M large there exists ce, ce p < 00 such that

dM(x7 xl)4/3

|Gz, 2" t)] < ct™1/? exp{ — (0w —cD —¢) 1173

+ cQMt}, (10)

for all z,x' € Q and t > 0.

It will follow from the results of Section [3| that the constant o, is sharp.

2.2 Proof of Theorem (1

We first establish some auxiliary inequalities related to the symbol A(z, &) of the operator H.
Since these are pointwise inequalities with respect to z € ), we assume for simplicity that the
coefficients are constant and therefore the symbol is

A(€) = o) + 206765 +1&,  EER?,

where «, 3,7 € R. By ellipticity we have a,y > 0 and Q := §/ /a7 > —1. We shall need to
consider the symbol also as a function of two complex variables, that is we set

A(2) = azi + 282223 + y23, 2= (21,2) € C%.

Lemma 1 There holds
Re A({+in) > —kA(n), & neR? (11)

where the constant k is given by
sﬁ, if —1<Q<0,
k=4 8, if 0<Q <3,
Q% -1, if Q> 3.

Proof. We first compute

Re A(€+in) = a(el - 66t +nt) +28(6¢5 — €3 — €802 — 4&a€omme + nin3 )
+(& — 6635 + 112). (12)

We now distinguish the three cases.

(i) =1 < @ < 0. Using we see by a direct computation that

. 1-Q
Re A(&+1in) + 8WA(77)
3 — 2 3 - 2
= @+v{a(¢-Tom) +2(8-Trom) } - e - g’ (13)
—2Q(a 2&m + 4 26m)? — 2QaM 2y 2 (6 + Eamy)? — Q(%)Q(a”gvﬁ —2p2)?,

and follows.



(i1) 0 < @ < 3. Similarly it may be verified that

Re A(6+im) +840) = 2{a(€ —3m) +4(& ~3m)} + SLaly 2616 — 3pum)?
3
222 a(g a0 448 -3, (14)
and again follows.
(iii) @ > 3. In this case we have
Re A(§ +in) +(Q* — 1) A(n)
2
= 2Q-3)(a?em — 7' 6me)” + {0V - Qnd) +7/2(& - Qnd) | (15)
_ 2
+2(Q — a2 (616 - g J_r:l))mm)z +2ll 3)(%t11)(Q £3) a2,

and follows once again. O

Given ¢ € € the (multiplication) operator e¥ leaves the Sobolev space H2(Q) invariant so one
can define a quadratic form Q. on HZ(2) by

Qu(u) = Q(eu e Yu),
where

Q(u,v) = /Q {O‘(x)u:rlmﬂxlm + 2B(2) Uz 25 Va1 2y + 'V(x)umzmzﬂwzxz} dx

is the sesquilinear form associated to Q(-). Expanding the various terms of Q. (u) (cf. below)
we find that the highest order terms coincide with those of Q(u) and standard interpolation
inequalities (cf. [4, Lemma 2]) then give

Q(w) = Qu(w)| < eQ(u) + ce{llW w2 + [Yll52.00 Hull3, (16)
for all € € (0,1) and u € H3(1Q).

The proof of Theorem [1| makes essential use of the following result which is Proposition 2 of [3]:
Lemma 2 Let ¢ € € be given and let k > 0 be such that

Re Qu (1) > — [|ul3,
foru e CX(2). Then for any ¢ € (0,1) there exists a constant cs such that

|Gz, y,1)| < est™? exp{p(x) — p(y) + (1 + O)kt},
for all x,y € Q and all t > 0.

Given ¢ € £ and A > 0 we have
QNF(U) - / [a(z)(eAwu)xlxl (ei)ﬂpﬁ)xlﬂcl + Zﬂ(gj)(e)“/’u)xlxz (67)\906):61£2
Q

(@)U gy (670, ] (17)

Using Leibniz’s rule to expand the second partial derivatives the exponentials e*? and e~*%?
cancel and we conclude that @), (u) is a linear combination of terms of the form

A / bsys(2)D7u DT da, (18)
Q



(multi-index notation) where each function bs,s(x) is a product of one of the functions a(z),
B(x), v(x) and first or second order derivatives of ¢. For any such term we have s + |y + | < 4.

Definition. We denote by £ the space of (finite) linear combinations of terms of the form
with s+ |y 4 0] < 4.

We shall see later the terms in £ are in a certain sense negligible. We next define the quadratic
form

Qi) = [ (Mot + 20002 e, + ()] lup
02 a2, (U, + Uy, T — Aty )

+26('T) [‘Pﬂh P (U'Hﬂﬂlwz + uIlizﬂ - uﬂhﬂﬂlz - uizﬂwl) - (9032 |u11 ‘2 + 509201 ‘u$2 |2)}
+y(z )‘Pa,g (UThyzy + Uyn T — Aty | )}

(@)t 2+ 2B(0) 1,05 + (@) 10030, }

It can be easily seen that Qi x,(-) contains precisely those terms of the form from the
expansion of @, (-) for which we have s+ |y + 6| = 4. Hence we have

Lemma 3 The difference Qxy(-) — Q1,20 (+) belongs to L.

The symbol of the operator H is
Az, 2) = a(z)z] +28(2)2123 +(x)z,  z€Q, zeC?,
and the polar symbol is defined as
Az, 2,2") = ax) 2122 + 2B(x) 212021 25 + v(2) 25 22, req, =z 2 eC?
For x € Q and &,¢',n € R? we set
S(x, &€ ,n) =Re Az, &+ in, & +in) + k(x)A(z,n).

Given ¢ € € and A € R we define the quadratic form Sy, on HZ(Q2) by

W(E—E")mae\ETEr /
5300 = (oayz [[[ . S EEATRAT Q@ de

Lemma 4 There holds
Qi (u / k(@) A, AV)[uf*de = Sy (u),
forallp € £, X >0 and u € H3(Q).

Proof. For the proof one simply uses the relation Du(x) = (2m)~" [, (i)™ 0(€)dE for the
various terms that appear in Q1,),. Since a very similar proof has been given in [2] we omit further
details (the fact that k(x) is not constant in our case is not a problem and strong convexity is
not relevant here). O



We now define for each z € Q a quadratic form I'(z,-) in C® by

L(xz,p) =
(Q+ 1)1 + (Q+ Dp2l?® — Qlps|* — 2Q|pal*~
— 2 .
—2Q|ps|* - %(ﬂ@%g ps|?, if —1<Q(z)<0,
] BRI+ 5 e + S+ pe? + 2 sl if0<Q(z) <3,

2(Q = 3)lp1|* + p2l* +2(Q — Dlps* + 2877 (Q + (@ +3)lpal’,  if Q) > 3.

for any p = (p1,...,ps) € C8. Clearly I'(z,-) is positive semidefinite for each = € Q. We denote
by I'(z,-,-) the corresponding sesquilinear form in C°, that is I'(x,p,q) is given by a formula
similar to the one above with each |px|? being replaced by piqs.

Next, for any = € Q and &, € R? we define a vector p, ¢, € R® by

Pz =
(al/z[f% — S8R, vM2(EE — 803, o2} — 41263, o2 + 41 oms,

al Ayl A (e + Eam), o2 — 71/277§>7 if —1<Q(z)<0,
(al/2163 — 3n2), v1/2[¢8 — 303, @Y/ 47461 — 3mme], 0,0,0), i 0 < Q(x) <3,
(a1/2€1n1 — M 2Ema, 1265 — QR) + 4126 — Qn3),

at /Ay g & — EEmim], oty Ay, 0, 0)7 if Q(z) > 3.

A crucial property of the form I'(z, -) and the vectors p, ¢, is that

S(x;£7£777) :F(xapx,f,napm,f,n)a (19)

for all x € Q and &,n € R?; this is an immediate consequence of relations , and (15)), for
each of the three cases respectively.

We next define a quadratic form I'y,(+) on HZ(£2) by

1 (E—€) o~ N TTET
Daplu) = */// T2, poeavp Dog ave) e €€ 2a(€)AE) de de' de.
(27T) O xR2 xR2

‘We then have

Lemma 5 Assume that the functions a(x), 8(x),vy(x) are Lipschitz continuous. Then the differ-
ence Sxy () —Tap () belongs to L.

Proof. We consider the difference

S(l‘, ga 5/7 7]) - F(x7p$,§,7]7p£,f’,?7)7

and we group together terms that have the property that if we set £’ = £ then they are similar as
monomials of the variables £ and 7. Due to one can use integration by parts to conclude that
the total contribution of each such group belongs to £. We shall illustrate this for one particular
group, the one consisting of terms which for £ = ¢’ involve the term 273,

The terms of this group from S(z,&,£,n) add up to

—a(a)ni (& + &7 +46.6).



The corresponding terms of I'(x, pg ¢ 1y, Dz e’ ,n) are
a(@)nt [(Q(z) — 3)(6F +&77) — 2Q(2)61&1], if Q(z) <0,
—3a(x)n? (6 + 1), if0 < Q(x) <3,
a(@)ni[ - Q(@)(&F +€7) +2(Q(z) — 3)&1&1],  ifQ(x) > 3.
Hence the difference of these terms in S(z,&,&', 1) — I'(2, pa.g.ns Do) 18
a(@)n?[(2 - Q(2))(EF +&77) + (2Q(z) — 4)&igl],  if Q) <0,
ot [2(67 + £7) - 461, if 0 < Qx) <3,
a(z)ng [(Qx) — 1)(EF + &) + (2 - 2Q(x))6 ], if Q(z) > 3.
This can also be written as a(x)n?R(z) (&2 + €2 — 2£,£}) where
2-Q(z), ifQ) <0,
R(z) =< 2, if0<Q(z) <3,
Q(z) -1, ifQx)>3.

Inserting this in the triple integral and recalling that n = AV we obtain that the contribution
of the above terms in the difference Sy, (u) — I'xp(u) is

em [[[ a@R@E + 6 - 20060, O aTE) de e do
= )\2/ a(:r:)R(x)goil(—uxﬂlﬂ— Ul oy — 2|, |?)d
Q

) / (@) R(2)p%, (U, T + Uy, )y
Q

Since the function o) R(z)p2 is Lipschitz continuous we can integrate by parts and conclude
that the last integral belongs to £. Similar considerations are valid for the other groups; we omit
further details. a

Lemma 6 Assume that the functions a(zx), (x),y(x) are Lipschitz continuous. Let M > 0 be
given. Then for any ¢ € £4,p and X > 0 we have

Re Qxg(u) = —k"A* ||u]l3 + T'(u),
for a form T € L and all u € HZ().

Proof. The fact that ¢ € €4 p implies that A(z, V(z)) < 1 for all z € Q. Hence using Lemmas
Bl [] and [5] we obtain

Re Qxp(u) = - /Q k(z)A(z, \V) |u)® dz + g (u) + T (u)

Y

—k* A / [u? dz + T, (v) + T'(u),
Q
for some form T € £ and all u € H3(£). Moreover

1 e
Da(w) = 3 /// L(2, Poe Ve, Pograve)e E 820 (€)a(€)) dE d¢' dx
(27T) QxR2 xR2
1

a7 | T [ e i@pecrvsds. [ il gav i) do

R2
0,

Y



by the positive definiteness of I'; the result follows. a

We can now prove Theorem [I] We first consider the case where the coefficients of H are Lipschitz
continuous. For the general case we shall then use the fact that Lemma [2| is stable under L*°
perturbation of the coefficients.

Proof of Theorem (1| Part 1. We assume that the functions a(z),S(x),v(x) are Lipschitz
continuous. We claim that for any € and M positive there exists cc ps such that

Re Qu, (1) > —{ (K" + N + conr(1+ A7) full3. (20)

for all A > 0 and ¢ € €4, p. To prove this we first note (cf. [2, Lemma 7]) that any form T' € £
satisfies
T ()] < eQ(u) + ce(1+A%) [Jul3,

for all e € (0,1), A > 0 and u € H3(£2). Hence Lemma@implies

Re Qao(w) 2 —{k"X* 4 cenr (14X b ul}3 - eQ(w). (21)
Now, from we have that for any ¢ € £ there holds

1
5Q) + c{llellwz + [ [izee Hull3.

Q) = Qu(u)] <
Taking ¢ = Ap where A > 0 and ¢ € £4, )y we thus obtain

|Q(u) — Qap(u)] < Q)+ ear (3 + A Jull, (22)

[\V]

Now, the coefficients of A* in the expansion of Qxe only involve first derivatives of ¢. Since
|Vip| < cforall p € Ean, can be improved to

u) + {ear(A+X%) + e Hul3,

DN | =

|Q(u) - Q/\ga(u)| <
which in turn implies
Q(u) < 2Re Qxrp(u) + {cr (A + A3 4 c)\4}||u||§. (23)

Let u € HZ () be given. If Re Qx,(u) > 0 then is obviously true. If not we then have from

and (| .
Re QM,(U)

\%

f{k*)\4+ce(l+)\3)}||u||2f2eRe Qxo (1) — efear (A + A3) + et Jul2
> {0 e 1+ 0% + e{en 0+ A7) + X ull,

and again follows; hence the claim has been proved.

We complete the standard argument; Lemma [2f and imply
G, @/, D] < ct™ 2 exp {Aip(@) = pa)] + (1 + {(k* + N + cnr(1+ X%} t},
for all € € (0,1). Optimizing over ¢ € £4 s yields

|Gz, 2" t)] < et /% exp { — M (z,2) + (1 +){(k* + )M +cenr(1+ )\3)}t}.

10



Finally choosing A = [dys(z, ')/ (4k*t)]'/3, we have

. d {177.%'/ 4/3
—Adn (2, 2) + KA = —U*%y
and follows.

Part 2. We now consider the general case where the functions a(x), (x),y(x) are not Lipschitz
continuous. Then there exist Lipschitz functions &(z), 5(z), ¥(x) such that (cf. (9))

max{[|a = &lloos 18 = Blloos 17 = Alloc} < 2D

We assume that D is small enough so that the corresponding operator H is elliptic; we shall use
a tilde to denote the various entities associated to H. Given ¢ € £; ;, and A > 0 it follows from
the first part of the proof that

Re Qap(w) 2 —{" A+ cc(14+ X Hlul} - Q(uw). (24)
Moreover it is easily seen that
|k* —k*| < cD, |Qxp(u) = Qag(u)] < eD{Q(u) + X*|Jull3}. (25)
From and we obtain
Re Qag(u) = —{ (k" + eD)A + co(1+ X%) f[ul} - eQ(w).

1§s in Part 1, this lead§ to a Gaussian estimate involving the constant o, — ¢D and the distance
dy(x,2"). Toreplace das(z,2") by dar(z, 2") we note that there exists ¢ > 0 such that if p € £5 ,,

then (1+ ¢D) ' € 4. This implies that dus(z,2") > (1 + ¢D)~'das(z, 2’), which completes
the proof of the theorem. |

3 Short time asymptotics

In this section we study the short time asymptotic behavior of the Green function G(z,t) of the
constant coefficient equation

up=—(03, +2807,02, + 05, )u,  zTER®, t>0. (26)

xr1 "xT2
(The slightly more general case where we have a@il + 2ﬁ8§18£2 —1-73;12 is easily reduced to )
The symbol of the elliptic operator is
A =& +2068 +&, R’
and it is strongly convex if and only if 0 < 8 < 3.

Theorem [2] below implies the sharpness of the constant o, of Theorem [I} but it is interesting
on its own. As already mentioned, the behavior when § < 0 or § > 3 is qualitatively different
from that of the case 0 < 8 < 3 studied in [B]. The borderline cases 3 = 0,3 are particularly
interesting.

The Green’s function for equation is given by

1 6o
G(x,t):W/Wef tAO e, reR?,t>0. (27)

11



As already noted in the Introduction, we only consider specific points z: points lying on any
coordinate axis when 5 > 3 and points lying on any main bisector when 5 < 0; due to symmetries
this amounts to points of the form (s,0) and (s, s) respectively. This choice is related to Lemma
in each of the two cases the respective point 7 (i.e. n = (s,0) or n = (s, s)) is a point for which
there exists & € R? so that becomes an equality. Moreover, for these points the explicit
computation of the distance to the origin is possible; see also Subsection [3.1] below.

The main result of this section is the following

Theorem 2 For any s > 0 the following asymptotic formulae are valid as t — 0+:

(i) If-1<B<0andx=(s,s) then

1 (1—p)/° §—2/34-1/3 oy (_i(lJFﬂ 1/3ﬁ>
3172 41/3 1 (3 — B)V/2(1 + B)L/6 P 443\1 -3 11/3

(i) IfB=0andx=(s,s) then

1 —2/3,-1/3 3 543 3v3s3
Glast) ~ grms e (= ) (Ve [Tm s~ 5))

(iii) If =3 and x = (s,0) then

1 —2/3,—1/3 3 s 3vV3 3 g
Glest) ~ 5rms e (— o) (1 eos [T s — 5))

(iv) IfB>3 andz = (s,0) then

1 —1/2/ 42 1/6 ,—2/3,—1/3 3 —1/334/3
27/6,31/27{-ﬂ (ﬁ _1) s t exp(—44/3(ﬁ _1) m)

G(z,t) ~

G(z,t) ~

Remark. Clearly that the notation F'(A) ~ G(\) cannot have here the usual meaning F'(\) =
G(M)(1 + o(X)), as the function G takes also the value zero. By looking at the proof below it
becomes clear that the actual meaning of

F()\) ~ eM\P [1+cos(BA+C)], as\— +oo,

is that
F(\) = eA/\)\D([l +cos(BXA+ O] + 0(1)) , as A — +oo.

3.1 Some comments on the distance d(z,z’)

Before proceeding with the proof of Theorem [2] we make some comments on the distance d(z, z')
defined by . First, we recall that a Finsler metric on a domain 2 C R® ismap p: Q@ xR" — R
whose regularity with respect to z € 2 may vary and which has the following properties

(i) p(z,§)=0ifand only if £ =0

(i) p(z,X) = [Alp(z,§) , AeR

(iii) p(z,&) is convex with respect to £

Given a Finsler metric on €2 the dual metric p, is defined by

p«(x,m) = max 08 reQ, neR?, (28)

&40 p(x,§)
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This is also a Finsler metric and there holds p,, = p. Having a Finsler metric one can define
lengths of paths and hence the (geodesic) distance between points.

We now return to our specific case. The map
p(z,8) = A, OV, zeQ, (R,

satisfies properties (i) and (ii) above but not (iii). Nevertheless the dual metric p, can still be
defined by . Since it is convex (being the supremum of linear functions) it is a Finsler metric.
Clearly p..(x,€&) does not coincide with p(z,£) in this case. Actually, there holds p..(z,&) <
p(z,€); indeed it may be seen that the set {€ : p..(2,£) < 1} is precisely the convex hull of the

set {€: p(x,§) <1} .
Now, the (geodesic) Finsler distance d,, (z,z’) induced by p, satisfies [I, Lemma 1.3]
dp. (z,2') = sup{p(2') — (z) : ¢ €Lip(Q), puu(y,Veo(y)) <1, ae yeQ}

Since p.. < p this implies d(z,z") < dp, (z,2"). We shall now see that this does not spoil the
sharpness of the constant o, of Theorem

Let us restrict from now on our attention to the constant coefficient case. By translation invari-
ance we have d(z,z") = do(z — ") where

do(x) = sup{p(z) : ¢ € Lip(R?), 9(0)=0, A(y,Ve(y)) <1, ae yeR’}.  (29)

We then have
do(x) = p«(z) r € R?. (30)

Indeed, given a function ¢ as in we have

o(z) = /0 %ap(m)dt = /0 Vo(tz) - zdt < /o A(V(p(tx))l/4p*(x) dt < p.(z),

hence do(x) < p.(z). For the converse, let £ € R?\ {0} be given. The function

§-y

W(y):W ; y € R?,

then satisfies A(V(y)) = 1 and therefore can be used as a test function in (29). Hence

Afg')‘fﬂ — p(z) < dola),

and maximizing over & yields p.(z) < do(x).
Now, it is immediate from that

|=[?
p(x)

We shall need to identify the points z € R? for which becomes an equality. By homogeneity
it is enough to consider points of unit Euclidean length. Let us write e, = (cos ¢,sin ¢). We are
then seeking directions ¢ for which

pi(z) > r € R?\ {0}. (31)

1 ma €y * €g
- =max ———.
A(e¢)1/4 9eR A(eg)t/4

13



So let ¢ € [0, 27] be fixed and set

€y - €o cos(¢ — 0)
9(0) = 1/4 1/4°
Ales) (1 + 2L gin? 29)

Then )

g'(0) = Aleg) Y4 sin(0 — ¢) — B%A(eg)_‘r’/‘l cos(f — ¢) sin4d.
It follows that ¢'(¢) = 0 if and only if sin4¢ = 0, i.e. if and only if ¢ is an integer multiple of
7 /4. This corresponds exactly to the points considered in Theorem [2| and hence for these points
inequality holds as an equality. In particular, recalling we have

do(s,0) = s

and
252

do(s,s) = 4(234 +2Bs1)1/4

— 23/4(1 +ﬂ)_1/48.

Suppose now that 5 > 3. We then have (cf. ) o =3-4"43(8%—1)"1/3 (recall that Q = 3 for
equation ) This proves the sharpness of the constant o, in Theorem in the regime @ > 3.

Similarly, if —1 < 8 < 0 then (cf. )

3 (14+p)*s
S 2443 (1 - )3

g

and therefore
3 1+B 1383 do(s,s)4/3
e (- ali—g) ") = e (-0 )

Hence the constant o, is sharp also in the regime —1 < @ < 0.

3.2 Proof of Theorem [2]

Changing variables in by &€ = (4t)~'/31 we obtain

1 1
(2m)2(4)2/3 E ( (4t)1/3 ) (32)

G(z,t) =

where

F(\) = /R Aiwe-34©) ge

To find the asymptotic behavior of F(A) as A — 400 we shall use the method of steepest descent.
So we shall consider the complex analytic function of two variables, z = (21, 22),

d(z)=ix-z— iA(z) = i(z121 + x222) — i(z‘f +2B2222 + 25),
and shall use Cauchy’s theorem for functions of two variables to suitably deform R? c C? to
some other surface in C? that will contain the saddle points of ¢ that actually contribute to the
asymptotic behavior of F'(\). For our purposes it is enough to consider deformations that are
parallel transports by a point in R?. Indeed, it easily follows by Cauchy’s theorem that for any
no € R? we have

F(\) = / (3 gz,
R2+ing

14



The main issue is to identify the relevant saddle points and (hence) the vector 79. What is of
importance here is the real part of Re ¢(z) — also called the height of ¢(z). The relevant saddle
points are not necessarily those of the largest height, but rather, they are those for which there
exists a deformation such that the largest height on it is attained at those points.

Concerning the notation, we shall write each z € C? as z = (21, 22) but also as z = £ + in with
€= (£,&) € R and n = (n1,72) € R2. Finally we note that it is enough to prove the asymptotic
formulae in case s = 1, since the general case then follows from the relation

t

1
G(vat) = ? G(.’IJ, 874) ’

t,s >0, x € R2.

3.2.1 The case -1 < 3<0

In this case we have z = (1,1). Two saddle points that are relevant are the points
2y = £& +ino

where

1 3=-p 1/1+B\1/3
- 2(1+4 B)V/6(1 — 5)1/3(17_1) ) o = i(m) (1,1).

We deform R? by ing and have
F(\) = / @)y
R2+ing

Case 1. —1 < 8 < 0. In this case the saddle points that contribute are precisely the points zoi.
We claim that

€o

Re ¢(z) < Re ¢(2) , z € R% +inp, (33)
with equality exactly at the points zgt. To prove we note that it is equivalently written as
1+ 1/3
Re A(2) > Re A(z]) = —(m) ,
so it is enough to establish that
. 1+ 6 1/3 )
ReA(S—&—mo)—k(liﬂ) >0, €€R
This is indeed true, as a direct computation shows that
, L+ B\3 2 (2y2 2 3-8 2
3-8 2 1+ By\2/3
2 Y 2
+(é 4(1+5)1/3(1_,3)2/3> } /3(1—5) (& + &)
> 0, (34)

[This is a scaled version of for n = (1,1).] Clearly equality holds only for the points & = +&,
and these correspond to the points zg[. Hence the claim has been proved.

This implies (see [5], Criterion 1, page 15]) that the points ZOi are precisely those that contribute
to the asymptotic behavior of F(\) as A — 4o00. Now, it is easy to see that the for any § > 0

the integrals
/ e (2) 1
D(z5 ,8)+imo
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are complex conjugate of each other, hence the total contribution of the these two points is equal
to twice the real part of the contribution of za' . Since these saddle points are non-degenerate,
the contribution of z7 is given by the formula (see [5, equation (3.6)] or [6 equation (1.61)])

2m -1/2 ot
COl’ltI‘(Zg_) = T(det(d)Ziz]-)‘ZZZg—) / €A¢( 0 )

We have ) ( ) /s
3714 B\1/3 33-p0)(1+p
+ _— - =
¢(ZO ) - 4 (1 . 5) 9 det(¢212]‘)|z=z§ (1 . 5)1/3 9
hence combining the above we conclude that
4 (1—pB)/6 3,1+ B\1/3

Recalling concludes the proof in this case.

Case 2. [ = 0. In this case G(x,t) is the square of an one-dimensional integral; we prefer
however to use the two-dimensional approach because the setting is already prepared, but also
because we believe that this conveys better the essential issues involved.

Relation is also valid for 8 = 0 in which case it is written

3 3
Re A( +im) +1= (& = )"+ (& - 7)" 20

The points zOi considered above are saddle points also for 8 = 0. The same computations as
above are valid hence their contribution is (cf. (35))

4
contr(zd) + contr(zy ) = % exp ( _ %)\)

However in this case there are two more saddle points of ¢ that lie on R? + 41y and that must be
considered, namely the points
V3

2E =+22(1,1) +ing,

2
For these points we find
3 3V3 )

o2 =3V g, )l = 9627,

and thus obtain the contribution
4 3 3V3, o«
+ -\ = _ = VUYL

contr(z;") + contr(z, ) = 3y <P ( 4)\) cos ( ) A 3).

Adding the contributions we arrive at

4rr 3 W3, o«
FO) ~ 5 exp (= 1) (1+cos (T)\ - 5)) (36)
which concludes the proof by means of . |
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3.2.2 The case 3 >3

In this case we have = (1,0). Two saddle points that are relevant in this case are the points

25 = (82— 1)713(0,£4/B) +i(1,0)] = £& + ino -

As before, we have
F(\) z/ M) gy
R2+imo

Case 1. > 3. In this case the relevant saddle points are precisely the points zoi. This will
follow if we prove that
Re ¢(2) < Re ¢(z) , z € R? 4 inp, (37)

with equality exactly at the points zgt. To prove (37) we note that it is equivalently written as

Re A(z) > Re A(zf) = —(B% = 1)71/3,
so it is enough to establish that
Re A(E+im) + (B2 -1 >0, ¢eR2
This is indeed true, as a direct computation shows that
Re A(¢ +ino) + (8% —1)~/?
= (g+g-86* -1 3)2 +2(8 - DEE +2(8 -3)(87 - 1) = 0. (38)
[This is a scaled version of for n = (1,0).] Equality holds only for the points

& = +(0,/B(B* —1)71/%)

which correspond to the points zoi.

The two contributions are again complex conjugate of each other. We use again the relation

_277

A

contr(zg) (det(qﬁzizj)|Z:ZO+)—1/2€/\¢(ZO+)7

and since 3
o) = =3B =70 det(ds))] .y = 68(5° )7
combining the above we obtain

F()) ~ 4%(66)*1/2(62 ~1)Yoexp (- %(52 —DT) L asAor oo, (39)

The proof is concluded by using .
Case 2. g = 3. Inequality is also true for $ = 3, in which case it takes the form.

Re A(€ + o) + % = (G+&- Z)Z +486 > 0

In this case equality holds not only at the points foi but also at the points



The corresponding points in C2? are the points
Z =& +ino.

As before, the combined contribution of the points zZF is twice the real part of the contribution
of zf. We find
N 3 3V3

¢(z* ) = _§ + TZ y det(¢2i2j)|z:zj' = 9627ri/37
hence using the same formula as above we obtain
4 3v/3 T

contr(z;) + contr(z; ) = —~exp (— g)\) cos (?3)\ + §)

The contribution of the first two points zOi is given by (for 8 = 3); adding the two contribu-
tions we conclude that

4 3 3V3
F(\) ~ %exp(—g)\) <1+cos [%)\—g]) , as A — +oo. (40)
The proof is concluded by recalling . O

The estimates , , and obtained in the proof above all have the form F(\) ~
G(A) for some explicitly given function G(\). In each of the diagrams below we have plotted
the numerically computed graph of F(\)e (blue, dashed) against the function G(\)e”* (red,
continuous), where o is the positive constant in the exponential term of G(\). We note that in
the case 8 = 4 the convergence is slower, but more detailed computations are in line with the
difference being of order O(1/\?).

T T T T T T T T T T . T T T
= = = numerical = = = numerical
o5 D —— analytic | | 0.8 —— analyiic | |

0.45 -
0.4
0.35
03[

0.25 1

0.2 L L L L L L L L L L
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
A A

Figure 1: f=-0.5, z = (1,1) Figure 2: =0,z =(1,1)
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0.8 T T T T T T 0.28

= = = numerical = = = numerical
0.7 — analytic B 0.26 [ —analytic

L L L h L
5 10 15 20 25 30 35
A

Figure 3: =3,z = (1,0) Figure 4: =4, z = (1,0)

Appendix

In this appendix we present the proof of Evgrafov and Postnikov [B] for the asymptotic behavior
of G(x,t) in the strongly convex case 0 < 8 < 3 and for any x € R?, x # 0. We note that the
article [5] deals with the general equation of an an operator of order 2m acting in R9.

To find the contributing saddle points we first note that by the strict convexity of the symbol
there exists a unique ¢ = q(x) € R? such that

1
—-VA(q) = z.
VAl =2
Then a point z = ag € C? is a critical point for ¢ if and only if o® = i. We shall use two of these
points, the points
3 1. .
Z;t = (ig—i—iz)q:: +& + i -

As in the proof of Theorem we change domain of integration from R? to R?4-iny and the crucial
property is that
Re ¢(z) < Re ¢(29) , for all z € R? 4 ino.

with equality only at the points z. To prove this we note that it is equivalent to
Re A(€ +ino) > Re A( +imo), £ €R?,
with equality only for ¢ = +&,. With a as above, i.e. @ = £v/3/2 +i/2, we compute
Re A(Go + ino) = Re A(aq) = Re (') Alg) = ~3 Alg) = ~8A(n),
so we need to prove that
Re A(€ +ing) + 8A(no) > 0, ¢ eR?,

with equality at & = ££p. This is indeed true since for any 1 = (11, 72) we have

ReA(E +in) +840) = S{(&-3m)+ (& 31} + 2 (@& — 3mm)?
22 sy @ - mi)
> 0.
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Hence the asymptotic behavior will indeed result precisely from the points zF. To compute it we
first note that

We also have

27

det(¢s,z;)|,_+ = h(z)ie’s

where the function h is positively homogeneous of degree one. Hence

2 2 i
contr(z) = Twh(zz)fgefT exp ( — gA(q))\) exp (%\/EA

(a)1):
The contribution of z is the complex conjugate of that of z;" and adding the two contributions
we obtain that

N,éih, §li§f1 W)

- 3
(2) " exp (= SA@)A) cos (5 Alg) — 5
We claim that A(q) = do(x)*/3. Indeed by we have

v&  wq _VAWQ)-q
AYVE T A(QVt Ag)V/*

The reverse inequality follows by noting that the supremum is attained at £ = q.

F) (41)

= A(q)*

do(x) = p.() = sup
13

Substituting A(q) = do(2)*/? in and using we finally conclude that as t — 0+.

2!/3 —-2/3,-1/3 3 d(z:)% 3v3 dO(I)% T
G(x,t)NTh(x) /3¢ /eXp(_8-41/3 1 )COS<8-41/3 1 —g)
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