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Abstract

In this paper we employ the Renormalization Group (RG) method to study
higher order corrections to the long-time asymptotics of a class of nonlinear
integral equations with a generalized heat kernel and with time-dependent
coefficients. This is a follow up of the papers [1, 2, 3].
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1 Introduction

This paper is a follow up of [1, 2], where the long-time asymptotics of solutions to

the following class of nonlinear integral equations

u(x, t) =

∫
G(x − y, s(t))f(y)dy+

λ

∫ t

1

∫
G(x − y, s(t)− s(τ))F (u, ux)(y, τ) dydτ (1)

was investigated using the Renormalization Group (RG) method developed by

Bricmont et al. in [4]. In the above equation, G(x, t) is required to satisfy some

properties (see conditions (G) listed below), s(t) is given by

s(t) =

∫ t

1

c(τ)dτ, (2)

where c(t) = tp +o(tp), with p > 0 and o(tp) is a little order of tp as t → ∞, with f

in an appropriate Banach space. In [1, 2], the nonlinear term F (u, ux) depends only

on u and is given by F (u) = −µuαc +
∑

j>αc
aju

j, where αc = (p+ 1+ d)/(p+ 1),

with p and d being positive exponents related to s(t) and G(x, t), respectively. The

asymptotic results in [1], for µ = 0 in the above definition of F (u), and in [2] for

µ > 0, are described by

u(x, t) ∼
A

[t r(t)](p+1)/d
G

(
x

t(p+1)/d
,

1

p+ 1

)
when t → ∞. (3)

where r(t) = 1 if µ = 0 and r(t) = ln t if µ > 0. The behavior (3) is an outcome of

the RG operator flow analysis around its linearization’s fixed point G (x, 1/(p+ 1)).

The aim of this paper is to keep exploiting the RG method to study the asymptotic

behavior of solutions to (1), with the nonlinearity

F (u, ux) =
∑

j>α

aju
jux, α > αc, (4)

where

αc =
d− (p+ 1)

2(p+ 1)
(5)
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and F being analytic at the origin (0, 0), but considering the initial data f under

the zero mass condition
∫
R
f(x)dx = 0.

Under the zero mass condition, A = 0 in (3) and, in order to get the right asymptotic

behavior, it is necessary to find the next leading order contribution to the long time

behavior and this will be done by using the RG multiscale analysis. Following [3]

we show that, also in this case, there is a well defined RG operator so that the long

time behavior of u(x, t) is dictated by a fixed point of its linearization and is given

by

u(x, t) ∼
A

t2(p+1)/d
G′

(
x

t(p+1)/d
,

1

p+ 1

)
when t → ∞, (6)

where G′(x, t) ≡ ∂xG(x, t) and G′(x, 1/(p + 1)) is a fixed point of the linear RG

operator.

The RG method is a multiscale method that has shown to be quite appropriate for

getting fine information on the asymptotics of solutions to time evolution problems

Concerning the asymptotics, via the RG method, under the zero mass condition, we

point out the work [5] of Bona et al. Using the standard RG operator, see [4], Bona

et al. analyzed the asymptotic behavior of solutions to a generalized Kortweg-de

Vries equation but the long time profile function is not a fixed point of their RG

operator. Subsequently, based on the numerical results presented in [6], Braga et al.

[3] redefined the RG operator to study a generalized Burgers equation considering

the zero mass.

The kernel G = G(x, t) satisfies the following conditions which we denote by (G):

(G1) There are integers q > 1 and M > 0 such that G(·, 1) ∈ Cq+2(R) and

sup
x∈R

{(1 + |x|+ x2)(1 + |x|)M+1|G(j)(x, 1)|} < ∞, j = 0, 1, ..., q + 2,

where G(j)(x, 1) denotes the j-th derivative (∂j
xG)(x, 1).
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(G2) There is a positive constant d such that

G(x, t) = t−
1
dG
(
t−

1
d x, 1

)
, x ∈ R, t > 0;

(G3) G(x, t) =
∫
R
G(x− y, t− τ)G(y, τ)dy for x ∈ R and t > τ > 0.

From these properties, we can now present the heuristics for obtaining the

asymptotics in the linear case. Consider the solution to (1) with λ = 0 and

s(t) ≈ tp+1

p+1 for large t. Using condition (G2) in Fourier space Ĝ
(
ω, tp+1

p+1

)
=

Ĝ
(
t
(p+1)

d ω, 1
p+1

)
, we can write

u(x, t) =
1

2π

∫

|ω|<ǫ

Ĝ

(
t
(p+1)

d ω,
1

p+ 1

)
eiωxf̂(ω)dω

+
1

2π

∫

|ω|>ǫ

Ĝ

(
t
(p+1)

d ω,
1

p+ 1

)
eiωxf̂(ω)dω.

The smoothness of G(x, t) implies a certain polynomial decay rate of Ĝ(ω, 1) so

that, after expanding f̂ around ω = 0, we get

u(x, t) ≈
1

2π

∫

|ω|<ǫ

Ĝ

(
t
(p+1)

d ω,
1

p+ 1

)
eiωx

[
f̂(0) + ωf̂ ′(0) +O

(
ω2
)]

dω.

Assuming the zero mass hypothesis and dropping off O
(
ω2
)
terms from the above

integral, after a change of variables,

u(x, t) ≈
1

2π

[
1

t(p+1)/d

]2 ∫
∣

∣

∣

ω

t(p+1)/d

∣

∣

∣
<ǫ

ω Ĝ

(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)
e
i
(

ω

t(p+1)/d

)

x
f̂ ′(0) dω,

which gives us the right asymptotic behavior of u

u(x, t) ≈
A

t2(p+1)/d
G′
( x

t(p+1)/d

)
, t ≫ 1, (7)

where A = −if̂ ′(0) and G′ (x) stands for the x-derivative of G
(
x, 1

p+1

)
. The

conclusion, from (7), is that as t → ∞, the solution to the linear problem ((1) with

λ = 0) decays with rate t2(p+1)/d, diffuses with rate t(p+1)/d and, up to a constant

A = −i
∫
R xf(x)dx, it has G′(x) as profile function.

Motivated by equation (7), we define the Renormalization Group operator as an

operator acting in the space of initial conditions as follows

(RLf) (x) = L2(p+1)/du
(
L(p+1)/dx, L

)
, (8)
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where L > 1 and u is the solution to (1). Accordingly to the above definition,

nonlinearities of the form ujux, j ≥ 1, are irrelevant in the RG sense. In particular,

the nonlinearity (4), which will be treated in this paper, is irrelevant, implying that

the asymptotics of solutions to (1) is, basically, the one given by (7) and that is

what we will prove in this paper. Also, as it will be shown in Lemma 2.6 the profile

function G′(x) in (7) is a RG fixed point.

In order to state our results, we now introduce the space for the initial data. Since

we are considering f with zero mass, it is necessary to incorporate the second

derivative term in the definition below. Therefore, given q > 1, we consider

Bq =
{
f ∈ L1(R) : f̂(ω) ∈ C2(R) and ‖f‖q < +∞

}
, (9)

where ‖f‖ = supω∈R
(1 + |ω|q)

(
|f̂(ω)|+ |f̂ ′(ω)|+ |f̂ ′′(ω)|

)
.

Theorem 1.1. Let u(x, t) be the solution to (1) with λ ∈ [−1, 1], where f ∈ Bq

satisfies the zero mass hypothesis, G(x, t) satisfies the conditions (G) with q > 2

and F is given by (4). There exists positive constants A and ǫ such that, if ‖f‖ < ǫ,

then

lim
n→∞

‖t2n(p+1)/du(tn(p+1)/d., tn)−AGp‖ = 0, (10)

where A = A(d, f0, F, p, q) and

Gp = G′

(
·,

1

p+ 1

)
. (11)

Remark: The above prefactor A, which we will show to be the limit of a sequence

of prefactors An, can be found explicitly.

2 The Linear Case

In order to be able to fully discuss equation (1), we must present some properties of

the kernel G and consider first the employment of the RG method to u(x, t) given

by the linear component of (1), that is, u satisfies (1) with λ = 0, for t > 1, x ∈ R,
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G = G(x, t) and s(t) satisfying, respectively, hypotheses (G) and equation (2) and

with f ∈ Bq.

Our goal in this section is to prove the following:

Theorem 2.1. Let G be a kernel satisfying conditions (G), f ∈ Bq satisfying the

zero mass condition, A = −if̂ ′(0) and u solution to (1) with λ = 0. Then,

lim
t→∞

‖t
2(p+1)

d u(t
p+1
d ., t)−AGp(·)‖ = 0, (12)

where Gp is given by (11).

To prove Theorem 2.1 we will establish some properties of the kernel G which follow

from conditions (G). We denote Ĝ′(ω, t) ≡ ∂Ĝ/∂ω(ω, t).

Lemma 2.1. If G(x, t) : R×(0,∞) → R satisfies property (G1), then, for j = 0, 1, 2,

Ĝ(j)(ω, 1) ∈ L∞(R) and

sup
ω∈R

(1 + |ω|q)|ω|2|Ĝ(j)(ω, 1)| < ∞.

Proof: It follows from property (G1) of (G) and from Fourier Transform results.

We then denote throughout the paper:

Kj ≡ sup
ω∈R

|Ĝ(j)(ω, 1)|, for j = 0, 1, 2. (13)

It follows from Lemma 2.1 and from property (G2) of (G), that Ĝ(ω, t) is well

defined for t > 0 and

Ĝ(j)(ω, t) = tj/d∂j
ωĜ(t1/dω, 1), for j = 0, 1, 2, ∀t > 0, ω ∈ R. (14)

Also, condition (G3) of (G) in the Fourier space is

Ĝ(ω, t) = Ĝ(ω, t− s)Ĝ(ω, s) t > s > 0 and ω ∈ R. (15)

These results together lead to the following lemmas:
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Lemma 2.2. Suppose G(x, t) : R× (0,∞) → R satisfies properties (G1), (G2) and

(G3). Given t1, t2 ∈ (0,∞), with t1 < t2, then, for all ω ∈ R,

|Ĝ(ω, t2)| ≤ K0|Ĝ(ω, t1)|,

|Ĝ′(ω, t2)| ≤ K1(t2 − t1)
1
d |Ĝ(ω, t1)|+K0|Ĝ

′(ω, t1)|

and

|Ĝ′′(ω, t2)| ≤ K2(t2 − t1)
2
d |Ĝ(ω, t1)|+ 2K1(t2 − t1)

1
d |Ĝ′(ω, t1)|+K0|Ĝ

′′(ω, t1)|

with Kj, for j = 0, 1, 2, is given by (13).

Lemma 2.3. If G(x, t) : R× (0,∞) → R satisfies conditions (G1), (G2) and (G3),

then, for all t > 0,
∫

R

G(x, t)dx = 1.

2.1 The RG Operator for the Integral Linear Equation

In Braga et al. [1], we have established the RG method to integral equations.

Unlike the case where we look for the long-time behavior of solutions to PDEs, for

integral equations, the definition of the RG operator is slightly more refined. In

fact, for equation equation (1), with λ = 0, not even the kernel is scale invariant.

In order to define our RG transformation, let us consider u given by equation (1),

with λ = 0, and define, for t ∈ (1, L], f0 ≡ f , u0(x, t) =
∫
G(x − y, s(t))f0(y)dy

and, for n = 1, 2, · · ·,

un(x, t) ≡

∫
G(x − y, s(t)− s(Ln))un−1(y, L

n)dy, t ∈ (Ln, Ln+1],

and, for n = 0, 1, · · ·,

ufn(x, t) ≡

∫
G (x− y, sn(t)) fn(y)dy, t ∈ (1, L],

where

sn(t) =
s(Lnt)− s(Ln)

Ln(p+1)
(16)
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and

fn+1 ≡ R0
L,nfn ≡ L2(p+1)/dufn(L

(p+1)/d·, L). (17)

With the above definitions, it is not hard to see that the RG operator satisfies the

semigroup property, that is:

R0
Ln,0f0 = (R0

L,n−1 ◦ ... ◦R
0
L,1 ◦R

0
L,0)f0 (18)

and so, the limit in (12) will be obtained by studying the dynamics of operators

R0
L,nfn, n = 0, 1, 2, · · · in the initial data space Bq.

It follows from definition (2) that we can write the function s(t) as

s(t) =
tp+1 − 1

p+ 1
+ r(t), (19)

where r(t) = o(tp+1). Therefore, there is L0 > 1 such that, for L > L0,

|r(L)|/Lp+1 < 1/[4(p+ 1)]. Furthermore, from (16), we can write

sn(t) ≡
tp+1 − 1

p+ 1
+ rn(t), where rn(t) =

r(Lnt)− r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)
.

Then, for L > L0 > 1, |rn(L)| < 1/[2(p+ 1)]. Defining

L1 ≡ max{L0, 3
1/(p+1)} (20)

we get, for L > L1,

1

6(p+ 1)
<

sn(L)

Lp+1
<

3

2(p+ 1)
, (21)

for all n ≥ 0. Furthermore, from the properties of G and the Fourier transform,

R0
L,ng ∈ Bq, for all g ∈ Bq and n = 0, 1, · · ·. In the next lemma, we will show that

the derivative with respect to the variable x of the function G(x, t) at t = 1/(p+1)

is also in Bq for q > 1 given by (G1).

Lemma 2.4. For q > 1 given by (G1), the function Gp in (11) is in Bq and

‖Gp‖ < Cd,p,q, (22)

where

Cd,p,q = (p+ 1)
q
d sup

k∈R


(1 + |k|q)

2∑

j=0

|Ĝ(j)(k, 1)|


 , (23)
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Proof: It follows from (14), with t = 1
p+1 and j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, that

‖Gp‖ = sup
ω∈R

(1 + |ω|q)




2∑

j=0

(
1

p+ 1

)j/d
∣∣∣∣∣Ĝp

(j)

((
1

p+ 1

) 1
d

ω, 1

)∣∣∣∣∣


 .

Taking k = [1/(p+ 1)]
1
dω and the supreme in k, we obtain (22).

From now on, L1 will always denotes the constant given by (20). In the next lemma

we prove that R0
LnGp ∈ Bq:

Lemma 2.5. There is a constant K̃ such that ‖R0
LnGp‖ ≤ K̃ for all L > L1.

Proof: It follows from (11), (15) and the properties of the Fourier transform that

F [R0
LnGp](ω) = iωĜ

(
ω

Ln(p+1)/d
,

1

p+ 1
+ s0(L

n)

)
. (24)

Taking the derivatives of the above equation and using (14) for j = 0, 1 and 2 and

(21), it follows from Lemma 2.2 that

‖R0
LnGp‖ ≤ sup

ω∈R

(1 + |ω|q)(|ω|+ 1)

(
2K0 + 2K1

(
7

3(p+ 1)

) 1
d

+K2

(
7

3(p+ 1)

) 2
d

)

[∣∣∣∣∣Ĝ
(
ω,

1

6(p+ 1)

) ∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣Ĝ

′

(
ω,

1

6(p+ 1)

) ∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣Ĝ

′′

(
ω,

1

6(p+ 1)

) ∣∣∣∣∣

]
.

Applying the change of variable k = 1/[6(p+ 1)]
1
dω, we get, as an upper bound for

‖R0
LnGp‖:

sup
k∈R

[6(p+ 1)]
q+1
d (1 + |k|q)(1 + |k|)

[
2K0 + 2K1

(
7

3(p+ 1)

) 1
d

+K2

(
7

3(p+ 1)

) 2
d

]

{
|Ĝ (k, 1) |+ |Ĝ′ (k, 1) |+ |Ĝ′′ (k, 1) |

}
.

From Lemma 2.1, the right hand side of the above inequality is finite, which finishes

the proof.

In the next lemma we show that Gp is an asymptotic fixed point for the RG operator

R0
LnGp, that is, R

0
LnGp → Gp when n → ∞.

Lemma 2.6. There are positive constants M = M(p, q, d) and N = N(p, q, d) such

that

‖R0
LnGp −Gp‖ ≤ M

∣∣∣∣
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
1
d

+N

∣∣∣∣
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
2
d

, (25)
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where Gp(x) = G′(x, 1/(p+ 1)).

Proof: It follows from (24), (15) and (14) with j = 0, that

F [R0
LnGp −Gp](ω) = iωĜ

(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)[
Ĝ

((
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

) 1
d

ω, 1

)
− 1

]
. (26)

From Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3 and from the Mean Value Theorem, we conclude that

∣∣∣∣∣Ĝ
(
ω

(
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

) 1
d

, 1

)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ K1

∣∣∣∣
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
1
d

|ω|. (27)

Using the above results, we bound |F [R0
LnGp−Gp]

(j)(ω)|, for j = 0, 1, 2, respectively

by

K1ω
2

∣∣∣∣
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
1
d
∣∣∣∣Ĝ
(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)∣∣∣∣ ,

∣∣∣∣
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
1
d
[
2K1 |ω|

∣∣∣∣Ĝ
(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)∣∣∣∣+K1ω
2

∣∣∣∣Ĝ′

(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)∣∣∣∣
]

and

K1

∣∣∣∣
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
1
d
[
4|ω|

∣∣∣∣Ĝ′

(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)∣∣∣∣+ ω2

∣∣∣∣Ĝ′′

(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)∣∣∣∣+ 2

∣∣∣∣Ĝ
(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)∣∣∣∣
]

+K2|ω|

∣∣∣∣
r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
2
d
∣∣∣∣Ĝ
(
ω,

1

p+ 1

)∣∣∣∣ .

Finally, the result follows from the change of variable y = 1/(p + 1)
1
dω

and from the definitions: M = K1(M1 + M2 + M3), where M1 =

(p + 1)
q+2
d supy∈R

(1 + |y|q)y2
(
|Ĝ(y, 1)|+ |Ĝ′(y, 1)|+ |Ĝ′′(y, 1)|

)
, M2 = 2(p +

1)
q+1
d supy∈R

(1 + |y|q)|y|
(
|Ĝ(y, 1)|+ 2|Ĝ′(y, 1)|

)
, M3 = 2(p + 1)

q
d supy∈R

(1 +

|y|q)|Ĝ(y, 1)| and N = K2(p+ 1)
q+1
d supy∈R

(1 + |y|q)|y||Ĝ(y, 1)|.

The next lemma states that, for L sufficiently large, R0
L,n is a contraction when

acting on the space of functions g ∈ Bq with zero mass and null first momentum

(ĝ(0) = ĝ′(0) = 0).

Lemma 2.7. (Contraction Lemma) Given q > 1, if g ∈ Bq is such that ĝ(0) =

ĝ′(0) = 0, then, there is a constant C = C(d, p, q) > 0 such that

‖R0
L,ng‖ ≤

C

L(p+1)/d
‖g‖, ∀ L > L1. (28)
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The proof of the above theorem follows basically from the Fundamental Theorem of

Calculus, the definition of the Bq space and the properties of the Fourier Transform.

The method in order to obtain Theorem 2.1 consists in decomposing the initial data

f into two components, the first a multiple of RL,nGp. We will use the next lemma

to conclude that, as the second component of this decomposition has zero mass and

null first momentum, its norm goes to zero when n → ∞. It will follow from this

fact and from Lemma 2.6 that the function u(x, t), defined by (1), with λ = 0, and

properly rescaled, will behave, when t → ∞, as a multiple of Gp.

Lemma 2.8. Let f ∈ Bq, f0 ≡ f , A ≡ −if̂ ′
0(0) and fn = R0

L,n−1fn−1,

n = 1, 2, · · ·. Given L > L1, there are functions gn ∈ Bq, n = 0, 1, 2, ..., such

that ĝn(0) = ĝ′n(0) = 0, ∀ n, and

f0 = AGp + g0, fn = AR0
LnGp + gn. (29)

Furthermore,

‖gn‖ ≤

(
C

L(p+1)/d

)n

‖g0‖, n = 0, 1, 2, · · · (30)

where C is the constant from Lemma 2.7.

The proof of Lemma 2.8 follows directly from induction on n and we are finally

ready to prove Theorem 2.1 and then analyze the nonlinear case.

Proof of Theorem 2.1: Let C be the constant from Lemma 2.7 and define

L2 ≡ max{L1, C
d/(p+1)}. If L > L2, it follows from (25), (29) and (30) that

‖L2n(p+1)/du(Ln(p+1)/d·, Ln)−AGp‖ ≤

(
C

L(p+1)/d

)n

‖g0‖+M |A|
∣∣∣ r(Ln)

Ln(p+1)

∣∣∣
1
d

.

Given δ ∈ (0, 1), we take L3 > L2 such that L
δ(p+1)/d
3 > C. Then, for L > L3,

(CL−(p+1)/d)n ≤ L−n(p+1)(1−δ)/d and, for t = Ln with L > L3,

‖t2(p+1)/du(t(p+1)/d., t)−AGp‖ ≤
‖g0‖

t(p+1)(1−δ)/d
+M |A|

∣∣∣∣
r(t)

tp+1

∣∣∣∣
1/d

. (31)

To extend this result, we just replace L with τ
1
nL in the estimates, where τ ∈ [1, L]

11



and L > L3. Since the constants are independent from L, the above inequality

holds for t = τLn.

3 The Nonlinear Case

Our goal here is to consider equation (1), with F given by (4) and therefore to prove

Theorem 1.1. First we prove that there is a unique local solution to the integral

equation (1).

3.1 Local existence and uniqueness of the solution

Our goal in this section is to prove that there is a unique local solution to the

integral equation (1). In order to do that, let uf be the solution to the linear

integral equation (1), with λ = 0, and, given L, q > 1, define

B(L) = {u : R −→ R× [1, L]; u(·, t) ∈ Bq, ∀t ∈ [1, L]} (32)

equipped with the norm ‖u‖L = supt∈[1,L] ‖u(·, t)‖, and

Bf ≡ {u ∈ B(L) : ‖u− uf‖L ≤ ‖f‖}. (33)

Furthermore, consider the operator T (u) ≡ uf +N(u), where

N(u)(x, t) = λ

∫ t

1

∫
G(x − y, s(t)− s(τ))F (u, ux)(y, τ)dydτ . (34)

We will prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. Suppose F (u, ux) is given by (4), with positive convergence radius

r. Given L > 1, d > 1, q > 2 and λ ∈ [−1, 1], there exists ǫ = ǫ(L, q, r, F, d) > 0

such that, if f ∈ Bq and ‖f‖ < ǫ, then there is a unique solution to the integral

equation (1), for t ∈ [1, L] in Bf .

Theorem 3.1 follows immediately from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, since the former

establishes that T maps Bf into itself and the latter that T is a contraction. Before

proving both lemmas, we need the following result:
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Lemma 3.1. Let G(x, t) be a generalized integral kernel G = G(x, t) satisfying

conditions (G) and φ(τ) = s(t)− s(τ), where s(t) is given by (2). Then,

∣∣∣∣
∫ t−1

0

ωĜ(ω, φ(τ))dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Bt,

for all ω ∈ R and t > 0, where

Bt ≡ B(t, d, p, δ) = K0(t− 1) + C

[
d

(d− 1)t
p
d

+
t− 1

φ(δ)
1
d

]
, (35)

with K0 given by (13), δ and C positive constants and d > 1 is the constant given

in condition (G2).

Proof: From equation (14), with j = 0, we get
∣∣∣
∫ t−1

0 ωĜ(ω, φ(τ))dτ
∣∣∣ ≤

K0(t − 1), when |ω| ≤ 1. For |ω| > 1, notice that, from Lemma 2.1, there is

C > 0 such that Ĝ(ω, t) ≤ C/(1 + |ω|q)|ω|. Also, taking 0 < δ ≪ 1, we have

∣∣∣∣
∫ t−1

0

ωĜ(ω, φ(τ))dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
(∫ δ

0

+

∫ t−1

δ

)
C

[φ(τ)]
1
d

dτ = I1 + I2, t > 1.

Then, for τ ≈ 0, there is k > 0 such that φ(τ) ≥ ktpτ , which leads to

I1 ≤ Ct−p/dd/(d − 1). Since φ(τ) is an increasing function and d > 1, I2 ≤

C(t− 1)[φ(δ)]−1/d, concluding the proof.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose F (u, ux) is given by (4), with positive convergence radius r.

Given L, d > 1, q > 2 and λ ∈ [−1, 1], there exists ǫ1 > 0 such that, if f ∈ Bq and

‖f‖ < ǫ1, then, ‖N(u)‖ < ‖f‖, for all u ∈ Bf .

Proof: Given q > 2, f ∈ Bq, u ∈ Bf and α > 1, we define

Hα(u)(x, t) = cα

∫ t

1

∫
G(x − y, φ(τ)) (uα)x (y, τ)dydτ , x ∈ R, t ∈ [1, L], (36)

where φ(τ) = s(t)− s(t− τ). Since N(u) =
∑

α>1 Hα(u), from Lemma 3.1, we get

∣∣∣N̂(u)(ω, t)
∣∣∣ < Bt

1 + |ω|q

∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−1

‖u‖αL, (37)

where Bt is given by (35) and

Gq =
(
2q+1 + 3

) ∫

R

1

1 + |x|q
dx. (38)
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We notice that, given q > 2, if f ∈ Bq and u ∈ Bf , then ‖u‖L ≤ C̄L‖f‖, where

C̄L = 1 +K0 + 2K1 (s(L))
1
d +K2 (s(L))

2
d , (39)

with Ki, for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, given by (13). Also, there is K > 0 such that

|u(x, t)| , |ux(x, t)| ≤ KC̄L‖f‖ (see remark after Proposition 3.2 in [3]). Similarly,

defining

Bt ≡ (t− 1)
[
K0 +K1 (φ(t− 1))

1/d
+ C

]
(40)

and

Bt ≡ 2K0(t− 1)K1

[
(t− 1) + 2 (φ(t− 1))

1/d
(t− 1) + 2(1 + C)

]
, (41)

+K2 (φ(t− 1))
1/d

(t− 1)
[
(φ(t− 1))

1/d
+ C

]
+ 2C

[
d

(d− 1)t
p
d

+
t− 1

φ(δ)
1
d

]
.

we get
∣∣∣∂ωN̂(u)(ω, t)

∣∣∣ < (2Bt +Bt)

(1 + |ω|q)

∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−1

‖u‖αL (42)

and
∣∣∣∂2

ωN̂(u)(ω, t)
∣∣∣ < (3Bt +Bt +Bt)

(1 + |ω|q)

∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−1

‖u‖αL (43)

Now define

r0 = min

{
r

K
,
2πr

Gq

}
,

where r is the convergence radius of the sum (4). Since Bt, Bt and Bt are increasing

functions for t ∈ [1, L] and α ≥ 2, taking ‖f‖ < C̄L
−1

r0, it follows that ‖u‖L < r0

and, from (37), (42) and (43), we get

‖N(u)‖ < KL,q,dC̄
2
L‖f‖

2, (44)

where

KL,q,d =
(
BL + 2BL + 6BL

)∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−1

rα−2
0 . (45)

The result follows by defining ǫ1 ≡ min
{
(KL,q,dC̄

2
L)

−1, C̄−1
L r0

}
.

Lemma 3.3. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 3.2, there exists ǫ2 > 0 such that, if

f ∈ Bq and ‖f‖ < ǫ2, then ‖N(u)−N(v)‖ < 1
2‖u− v‖, for all u, v ∈ Bf .

14



Proof: Given q > 2 and f ∈ Bq, let u, v ∈ Bf and consider Hα(u)(x, t) given by

(36), for all x ∈ R and t ∈ [1, L]. Then, [Ĥα(u)− Ĥα(v)](ω, t) is given by

cα · i

(2π)α−1

∫ t

1

ωĜ(x− y, φ(τ)) (û ∗ · · · ∗ û ∗ û− v̂ ∗ · · · ∗ v̂ ∗ v̂) (y, τ)dτ, (46)

where in the integrand there are α− 1 convolutions of û and α− 1 convolutions of

v̂. We obtain the following upper bound for [Ĥα(u)− Ĥα(v)](ω, t):

(
Gt

2π

)α−1
|cα|Bt‖u− v‖L

1 + |ω|q
{
‖u‖α−1

L + ‖u‖α−2
L ‖v‖L + · · ·+ ‖u‖L‖v‖

α−2
L + ‖v‖α−1

L

}
,

where Gq and Bt are given, respectively, by (38) and (35). Therefore, we get, for

‖f‖q < C̄L
−1

r0,

∣∣∣
[
N̂(u)− N̂(v)

]
(ω, t)

∣∣∣ < Bt

1 + |ω|q
‖u− v‖L‖u‖L

∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−2

rα−2
0 .

and, similarly,

∣∣∣∂ω
[
N̂(u)− N̂(v)

]
(ω, t)

∣∣∣ < (2Bt +Bt)

(1 + |ω|q)
‖u− v‖L‖u‖L

∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−2

rα−2
0

and

∣∣∣∂2
ω

[
N̂(u)− N̂(v)

]
(ω, t)

∣∣∣ < (3Bt +Bt +Bt)

(1 + |ω|q)
‖u−v‖L‖u‖L

∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−2

rα−2
0 ,

which leads to

‖N(u)−N(v)‖L < KL,q,d‖f‖q‖u− v‖L.

Defining

KL,q,d =
(
BL + 2BL + 6BL

)
C̄L

∑

α>1

|cα|

(
Gq

2π

)α−1

rα−2
0 (47)

and ǫ2 ≡ min{
(
2KL,q,d

)−1
, C̄L

−1
r0}, we get the desired result.

3.2 Renormalization

In order to obtain the asymptotic behavior of solutions using the renormalization

group approach, one must analyze the existence and stability of fixed points of

an appropriate RG operator. Once such operator has been found for a particular
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problem, the method is iterative and the application of the RG transformation

progressively evolves the solution in time and at the same time renormalizes the

terms of the equation.

For each defined RG operator, we classify the nonlinearities of the problem according

to their importance in the asymptotic behavior of the solution. This classification

in the case of initial value problems is quite straightforward, with just a substitution

of the renormalized solution to the equation. However, in the case of the integral

equation, it is necessary to explore the properties of the kernel of the equation to

obtain the classification, as we will show below. Let us consider equation (1) with

F (u) = uaub
x and, given L > 1, define

un(x, t) ≡ L2n(p+1)/du(Ln(p+1)/dx, Lnt), t ∈ [1, L], n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . (48)

We will prove that un(x, t) satisfies the renormalized equation

un(x, t) =

∫
G(x − y, sn(t))fn(y)dy +

λn

∫ t

1

∫
G(x− y, sn(t)− sn(q))F (un(y, q))dydq,

where λn is the generalized coupling constant

λn = Ln((−2a−3b+2)(p+1)+d)/dλ, (49)

F (un)(y, q) = Ln(2a+3b)(p+1)/dua(Ln/dy, Lnq)ub
x(L

n/dy, Lnq) (50)

and fn is the renormalized initial data

fn(x) ≡ L2n(p+1)/du(Ln(p+1)/dx, Ln). (51)

In fact, if we write un(x, t) = a(x, t) + b(x, t) where

a(x, t) ≡ L2n(p+1)/d

∫
G(Ln(p+1)/dx− y, s(Lnt))f(y)dy +

λL2n(p+1)/d

∫ Ln

1

∫
G(Ln(p+1)/dx− y, s(Lnt)− s(τ))ua(y, τ)ub

x(y, τ)dydτ
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and

b(x, t) ≡ λL2n(p+1)/d

∫ Lnt

Ln

∫
G(Ln(p+1)/dx− y, s(Lnt)− s(τ))ua(y, τ)ub

x(y, τ)dydτ ,

it follows from conditions (G2) and (G3) that

a(x, t) = L
2n(p+1)/d

[
∫ ∫

G(x− ω, sn(t))G(Ln(p+1)/d
ω − y, s(Ln))dωf(y)dy +

λ

∫ Ln

1

∫ ∫

G(x− ω, sn(t))G(Ln(p+1)/d
ω − y, s(Ln)− s(τ ))dωua(y, τ )ub

x(y, τ )dydτ

]

.

Using Fubini’s theorem and definition (51) we get that a(x, t) =

∫
G(x− ω, sn(t))fn(ω)dω. Now if we consider the change of variables y =

Ln(p+1)/dω, τ = Lnq and we divide and multiply the definition of b(x, t) by

Lnα(p+1)/d, where α = 2a+ 3b, then, it follows from condition (G2) that

Ln(p+1)/dG(Ln(p+1)/d(x − ω), s(Lnt)− s(Lnq)) = G(x − ω, sn(t)− sn(q)).

Therefore, b(x, t) can be written as the second term of the equation (49), where

F (un) is given by (50), which concludes the proof.

We are then able to classify the nonlinearity F (u, ux) into its universality class,

according to its asymptotic behavior: subcritical (or relevant) and critical (or

marginal) nonlinearities are obtained when 2a + 3b < 2(p+1)+d
p+1 and 2a + 3b =

2(p+1)+d
p+1 , respectively. We are interested in considering irrelevant perturbations,

namely, those where F (u) ∼ uaub
x, with 2a+ 3b > 2(p+1)+d

p+1 .

After classifying the perturbations, we are able to obtain the renormalization step,

which will guarantee the possibility of iterating the procedure. Given L > 1,

consider B(L) and fn given, respectively, by (32) and (51), and define Bfn ≡ {un ∈

B(L) : ‖un − ufn‖ ≤ ‖fn‖} and Tn(un) ≡ ufn +Nn(un), where ufn is the solution

to the linear integral equation, that is, (49) with λn = 0, and

Nn(un)(x, t) = λn

∫ t

1

∫
G(x − y, sn(t)− sn(τ))FL,n(un(y, τ))dydτ (52)

where sn(t), λn and FL,n(un) are respectively given by (16), (49) and (50). To

simplify the notation, we define νn(x) ≡ Nn(un)(x, L). Note that, taking ‖fn‖ < ǫ,
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Theorem 3.1 guarantees that the renormalized integral equation (49) has a unique

solution that can be written in time t = L as un(x, L) = ufn(x, L) + νn(x). It

follows that, for every positive integer n, the renormalization group operator for

the integral equation (49) is well defined:

(RL,nfn)(x) ≡ L2(p+1)/dun(L
(p+1)/dx, L), (53)

which leads to the definition

f0 = f and fn+1 = RL,nfn, for n = 0, 1, 2, · · · (54)

Using definitions (53) and (54) we get that

fn+1(x) = R0
L,nfn(x) + L(p+1)/dνn(L

(p+1)/dx), (55)

where R0
L,n is the linear operator RG given by (17).

From now on, we will consider the space Bq with q given by property (G1). We will

also consider ǫ > 0 given by Theorem 3.1, L1 such that (21) holds and αc given by

(5).

Lemma 3.4. (Renormalization Lemma) Let q > 2, d > 1, α > αc and L > L1 be

given and consider the integral renormalized equation (49), where the initial data

fn, given by (54) has zero mass. If fn satisfies

f0 = A0Gp + g0 and fn = AnR
0
LnGp + gn, for all n = 1, 2, · · · , (56)

where An is a constant, Gp is given by (12) and gn ∈ Bq, with ĝn(0) = ĝn
′
(0) = 0,

and ‖fn‖ < ǫ, then

(a) fn+1 given by (54), can be decomposed as fn+1 = An+1R
0
Ln+1Gp+gn+1, where

An+1 is a constant and

gn+1 = R0
L,ngn + L2(p+1)/dνn(L

(p+1)/d·) + iν̂′n(0)R
0
LnGp.

Therefore, gn+1 ∈ Bq and ĝn+1(0) = ĝn+1
′(0) = 0, In particular, fn+1 has

zero mass.
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(b) |An+1 −An| ≤ L−n((2α+1)(p+1)−d)/dKL,q,dC̄
2
L‖fn‖

2.

(c) ‖gn+1‖ ≤ C
L(p+1)/d ‖gn‖+ EL−n((2α+1)(p+1)−d)/d‖fn‖

2, where

E = EL,d,q,p,α ≡ (L(q+1)(p+1)/d + CL,q,p)KL,q,dC̄
2
L. (57)

Proof: Consider the initial data fn of (49) given by (54). By adding and

subtracting the term iν̂n
′
(0)R0

LnGp(x) on the right hand side of (55), we obtain

the decomposition (56), where An+1 = An − iν̂n
′(0) and gn+1(x) = R0

L,ngn(x) +

L2(p+1)/dνn(L
(p+1)/dx) + iν̂n

′
(0)R0

LnGp(x). Notice that gn+1 ∈ Bq and ĝn+1(0) =

ĝn+1
′
(0) = 0, since ĝn(0) = ĝn

′
(0) = Ĝp(0) = 0 and Ĝp

′
(0) = i. In particular, fn+1

has zero mass. Item (b) is straightforward from (44) and (49). Item (c) follows

from the decomposition of gn+1, the Contraction Lemma and (44).

Given α > αc, consider δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(1− δ)(p+ 1) < (2α+ 1)(p+ 1)− d, (58)

and define

Lδ = max
{
L1, 2C (1 + Cd,q,p)

d
δ(p+1)

}
, (59)

where C is the constant given in the Contraction Lemma 2.7 and Cd,q,p is given by

(23). Throughout the rest of this paper, Lδ will be referring to the constant above.

Lemma 3.5. Given δ ∈ (0, 1), α satisfying (58) and L > Lδ, if f0 satisfies

‖f0‖ <
1

2L(1−δ)(p+1)/dED2
, (60)

with E given by (57) and

D ≡ 1 + K̃

+∞∑

j=0

1

Lj(p+1)(1−δ)/d
, (61)

then

ED2‖f0‖

Ln[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/d
<

1

2L(n+1)(1−δ)(p+1)/d
,

for all n ∈ Z+.
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Proof: Since δ and α satisfy (58) and f0 satisfies (60):

ED2‖f0‖

Ln[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/d
<

1

2L(n+1)(1−δ)(p+1)/d
.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose (60) holds and define

D1 ≡
1

L(1−δ)(p+1)/d
+ K̃

(
1 +KL,q,dC̄L

2
‖f0‖

)

and

Dn+1 =
1

L(1−δ)(p+1)(n+1)/d
+K̃

(

1 +KL,q,dC̄L
2
‖f0‖+KL,q,dC̄L

2
‖f0‖

n
∑

j=1

D2
j

Lj[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/d

)

.

where constants C̄L, KL,q,d and K̃ are defined in (39), (45) and Lemma 2.5. Then,

Dn+1 < D, ∀n ∈ Z+.

Proof: Since E > KL,q,dC̄L
2
and f0 satisfies inequality (60), then

D1 <
1

L(1−δ)(p+1)/d
+ K̃ (1 + E‖f0‖) < 1 + K̃

(
1 +

1

2L(1−δ)(p+1)/dD2

)
< D.

Now suppose that, for some n0 ∈ Z+
∗ , Dn < D for n ∈ {1, · · · , n0 − 1}. Then, using

the induction hypothesis and the previous lemma, we can bound Dn0 by

1

L(1−δ)(p+1)(n+1)/d
+ K̃


1 +

1

2L(1−δ)(p+1)/d
+

n0−1∑

j=1

1

2Lj(n+1)(1−δ)(p+1)/d


 ,

which finishes the proof

The results of the next theorem will guarantee that all renormalized equations will

have a unique solution so that the algorithm iterations will be well defined.

Theorem 3.2. Given δ ∈ (0, 1) satisfying inequality (58) and L > Lδ, if f0 is a zero

mass function, there exists ǭ > 0 such that, if ‖f0‖ < ǭ, then, for all n ∈ {1, 2, · · ·},

fn given by (54), is well defined, has zero mass and admits the representation (56),

where gn has zero mass, zero first moment and satisfies

‖gn‖ ≤
‖f0‖

Ln(p+1)(1−δ)/d
. (62)
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Furthermore, fn satisfies

‖fn‖ ≤ D‖f0‖, (63)

where D is the constant given by (61). In particular, ‖fn‖ < ǫ, with ǫ > 0 given by

Theorem 3.1.

Proof: Define

ǭ ≡ min

{
1

2L(p+1)(1−δ)/dED2
,
ǫ

D

}
(64)

where ǫ > 0 is given by Theorem 3.1 and the constants E and D are given by

(57) and (61), respectively. Suppose that, given n0 ∈ Z+
∗ , the hypotheses are valid

for all n ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n0}. Then, since ‖f0‖ < ǭ, it follows that ‖fn‖ < ǫ, for

all n ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n0}. From Lemma 3.4, for all n ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n0}, fn+1 can be

decomposed as fn+1 = An+1R
0
Ln+1Gp + gn+1, where

gn+1 = R0
L,ngn + L2(p+1)/dνn(L

(p+1)/d·) + iν̂′n(0)R
0
LnGp.

Moreover, gn+1 ∈ Bq and ĝn+1(0) = ĝn+1
′
(0) = 0. We also have

|An+1 −An| ≤
KL,q,dC̄

2
L

Ln((2α+1)(p+1)−d)/d
‖fn‖

2 and ‖gn+1‖ ≤
‖f0‖

L(n+1)(p+1)(1−δ)/d
,

since L > Lδ and ‖f0‖ < ǭ. Therefore, since

‖fn+1‖ ≤ ‖gn‖+ K̃

[
n∑

i=0

(|Ai+1 −Ai|) + |A0|

]
,

it follows inequality (63).

Proof of Theorem 1.1: In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we first prove that,

under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2, there exists A = A(d, f0, F, p, q) such that, if

‖f0‖ < ǭ, then,

lim
n→∞

‖L2n(p+1)/du(Ln(p+1)/d., Ln)−AGp‖ = 0.

In fact, as ‖f0‖ < ǭ, it follows from the Renormalization Lemma,

from the semigroup property of the RG operator and from (63) that

fn = AnR
0
LnGp + gn = L2n(p+1)/du(Ln(p+1)/d., Ln) and |An+1 − An| ≤

21



L−n[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/dKL,q,dC̄
2
LD

2‖f0‖
2. Since n((2α+ 1)(p+ 1)− d)/d > 0, there is

A such that An → A and, using that ‖f0‖ < ǭ, E > KL,q,dC̄
2
L and L > Lδ, we get

|An −A| <
1

2L(p+1)(1−δ)
·

L−n[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/d

1− L−[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/d
‖f0‖. (65)

Using the triangle inequality, we bound ‖L2n(p+1)/du(Ln(p+1)/d., Ln)−AGp‖ by

|A|‖R0
LnGp−Gp‖+‖L2n(p+1)/du(Ln(p+1)/d., Ln)−AnR

0
LnGp‖+ |An−A|‖R0

LnGp‖.

Inequality (10) will follow by taking the limit n −→ +∞. Now, using Lemmas 2.5,

2.6 and inequalities (62), (65), we get

‖t2(p+1)/du(t(p+1)/d., t)−AGp(.)‖ ≤ |A|

(
M

∣∣∣∣
r(t)

t(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
1
d

+N

∣∣∣∣
r(t)

t(p+1)

∣∣∣∣
2
d

)
+

‖f0‖

t(p+1)(1−δ)/d
+

1

2L
(p+1)(1−δ)
δ

·
t−[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/d

1− L
−[(2α+1)(p+1)−d]/d
δ

K̃‖f0‖.
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