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CUTOFF ESTIMATES FOR THE BECKER-DORING EQUATIONS

RYAN W. MURRAYT AND ROBERT L. PEGO?

Abstract. This paper continues the authors’ previous study (SIAM J. Math. Anal., 2016) of
the trend toward equilibrium of the Becker-Doring equations with subcritical mass, by characterizing
certain fine properties of solutions to the linearized equation. In particular, we partially characterize the
spectrum of the linearized operator, showing that it contains the entire imaginary axis in polynomially
weighted spaces. Moreover, we prove detailed cutoff estimates that establish upper and lower bounds
on the lifetime of a class of perturbations to equilibrium.

Key words. Coagulation-fragmentation equations, spectrum, cutoff estimates.

AMS subject classifications. 34D05. 47D06, 82CO05.

1. Introduction. This work considers the Becker-Doring equations, which are
given by the infinite sequence of differential equations
d

Eci(t):(]ifl(t)—‘]i(t), i:2,3,...,

d oo
Ze)=—n(t)- ;Ji(t),

where the J; can be written as
Ji(t) =aic1(t)ci(t) —bip1cip1(t), (1.2)

and where (a;),(b;) are fixed, positive sequences, known as the coagulation and frag-
mentation coefficients respectively. These equations are a well-known model for certain
physical phenomena occuring in phase transitions, such as condensation in alloys and
polymers. In this context, ¢;(t) typically represents the density of particles of size ¢
(“i-particles”) in some units. The Becker-Doring equations (IL1]) describe the evolution
of the discrete size distribution (¢;) under mean-field assumptions which state that i-
particles aggregate with 1-particles (monomers) to form i+ 1-particles at rate a;c(t)
per particle, and ¢+ 1-particles break in two pieces, monomers and i-particles, at rate
bi+1 per particle. The first moment p=>">",ic;(t) corresponds to the total mass in
the system and is formally conserved in time, due to the evolution equation for ¢ (t) in
liwi}

The quantity J;(¢) is the net reaction rate for i-particles to become i+ 1-particles,
and this vanishes in equilibrium. Under typical assumptions on the rate coefficients
(described below), it is known [I] that there is a critical mass picrit < oo such that for
positive initial data (¢Y) with subcritical mass, meaning

Zic?::u<,ucm, (1.3)

i=1
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2 Cutoff for Becker-Doring equations

the solution (¢;(t)) converges strongly to an equilibrium solution (Q;) determined by
the condition that J; =0 for all i, i.e.,

Q=2 binQin=0,QiQ1, > Qii=p. (1.4)
i=1
Here by strong convergence we mean that
tgrgo;z|ci(t)—Qi|:O. (1.5)

Various authors have sought to establish uniform convergence rates in (LH). The
previous works [ [7] focused on convergence rates in the setting where the initial data
decays exponentially fast. More recent works [3] [I0] have focused on convergence rates
when the initial data decays only algebraically fast. In particular, in [I0] the present
authors proved the following result.

THEOREM 1.1 ([I0]). Assume the model coefficients in (L2) satisfy conditions
CI9)-[CI8) below. Let (c;(t)) be a solution of the Becker-Déring equations ([LII) with
suberitical mass, and let its deviation from equilibrium be represented by (h;(t)), defined
so that

Let m and k be real numbers satisfying m >0 and k>m~+2. Then there exists positive
constants Og,m,Cr,m so that if [|h(0)||x,,, <Okm then

IR X100 < Croan (L)~ VR0 | x4, for all t20. (1.7)

Here we are writing

Xk::{(hi):HhHel(Qiik)::ZQiik|hi|<Ooa ZQﬂhl:O}’ kZl, (18)
i=1 =1

with norm [|- || x, = [l 2(q,i)-
Theorem [[.T] was derived from analysis conducted on the linearized equation
d
—h=Lh 1.9
Lh=1h, (19)

where the operator L is defined in weak form on suitable spaces by the requirement that
for all suitable test sequences (¢;),

D Qi(Lh)idi =) QiQiai(hiyr—hi—h1)(d1+di— dit1). (1.10)
i=1

i=1

In particular, it was first shown that e’ is uniformly bounded in X7, after which bounds
of the type (7)) were obtained for the linearized equation via interpolation theory. The
linearized estimates were then extended, after some technicalities, to the non-linear
setting.

A natural question is whether the bounds in this theorem are optimal. More gen-
erally, one would hope for a more detailed understanding of the dynamics as solutions



Ryan Murray, Robert Pego 3

converge to equilibrium. The first theorem in the present work seeks to address these

questions by giving detailed information about the spectrum of the linearized operator.
THEOREM 1.2. Suppose, in addition to (LIH)-(LIY), that

a;—ai—1=o0(1), bi—bi_1=0(1) and a;— 0.

Then the operator L has an approzimate eigenvalue at A\ in Xy for all \eR and all
k>1, wherei=+/—1.

Here we write i=+/—1 so that we may use i freely as an index throughout the
work. We remark that the assumptions of this theorem are satisfied by a wide class of
coefficients used in applications, see e.g. (LI9).

Theorem [[2 highlights significant differences between the operator in exponentially
weighted spaces as opposed to polynomially weighted ones. In exponentially weighted
spaces one finds that the operator L generates an analytic semigroup with uniform
decay, and can even be self-adjoint [4]. On the other hand, in polynomially weighted
spaces, the operator L only generates a bounded Cjy semigroup. The hypotheses of
Theorem cover most physically relevant cases, for which a; ~i® with «€(0,1). In
these cases, Theorem [[.2]shows the operator L actually has approximate point spectrum
at every point on the imaginary axis, thus it cannot generate an analytic semigroup.

It is our viewpoint that this spectral phenomenon may give insight into some of the
difficulties encountered in the study of coagulation-fragmentation equations in a more
general setting. Here, in the most natural space ¢1(i), the operator L has spectrum on
the imaginary axis, suggesting that systems of this type should be treated like hyperbolic
equations. Indeed, many of the techniques used in studying coagulation-fragmentation
equations (such as entropy methods and limits of regularizations [I]) originate in the
study of hyperbolic equations. We believe that some of the obstacles for analyzing
coagulation-fragmentation dynamics may directly relate to “hyperbolic” aspects of the
equations.

The next theorem seeks to give more detailed information on the dynamics of the
linearized system with ‘pulse-like’ initial data supported far from the origin, with 0 <«
N; <i< Na. Below, the support of h¥ is the set {i:h?£0}.

THEOREM 1.3. Suppose, in addition to (LIH)-(IIA), that a;/i* —1 with a € (0,1). Let
h° = (h?) be a non-negative sequence satisfying > Q;ihY =1 and let

h(t)=elh?

be the solution of (LA) in £*(Qi) with initial data h°. For any >0, there exist N*,
K* and § >0 such that whenever h® is supported in { N1 <i< Na} with N* < N; < Na,
then for all times t <T=30N; ™ we have that

iQiihi(t)X(i,t) >1—¢,
i=1

where x has the form

x(m):{l if A(Ny,2t)— K* <z < A(Na,t/2)+ K*,

0 otherwise,

where A(z,t) is the solution of

%A:—(ZS—Z)AQ, A(z,0)=x. (1.11)
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Furthermore N* can be chosen independent of ,d, and K*.
In ([II), zs is the critical monomer density, defined in (II7) below. The explicit

solution of (LTI is
Az, t) = (7% = (2 — 2) (1 — ) t) /17, (1.12)

The intuition behind the result in Theorem [[.3] can be explained as follows. After
writing u; = Q;ih;, we can formally approximate e/*u by solving an advection diffusion
equation of the form

Ut :p(I)um + q(x)uzzv

where p(z) grows like (zs —2)z® and ¢(z) grows like zz®. If we neglect the diffusion
term, we find that the solution is constant along the characteristic curves precisely given
by A, and x then describes how “mass” travels through the system. Thus the result of
Theorem essentially tells one that this advection is sufficient to describe the spread
of the mass, at least when pulses are well-separated from ¢ =1.

Of course there are error terms in approximating the evolution of (u;) by this
advection-diffusion equation, but these error terms go to zero for large-enough cluster
size i. We also remark that we do not in fact solve the advection-diffusion equation
in proving Theorem [[.3} instead we opt to construct a supersolution and then work
exclusively with the discrete equations.

One natural application of the previous theorem is the following corollary.
COROLLARY 1.4. Suppose, in addition to (LIH)-[LIY), that a;/i*—1 with a € (0,1).
Let N* be given as in the statement of Theorem [L.3 Then for any >0 there exists
§>0 such that for any N > N* there exists an (hY) € Xy with support in {i< N} and
with |h°||x, =1 satisfying

lleXthl||x, >1—¢ (1.13)

for all t <SN'=*. In particular, ||| z(x,) =1 for all t>0.
On the other hand, for any € >0, there exists a >0 so that for any (hY) € X1 with
support in {i< N} satisfying ||h°||x, =1 we have that

||eLth0||X1 <e (1.14)

for all t>6N.

This corollary implies that the estimates in [I0] are optimal in the sense that we
cannot expect any uniform decay estimates for data in the natural space X;. We
remark that the upper bound (LI4]) on perturbation lifetimes is a direct consequence
of the decay estimates in exponentially weighted spaces derived in [4], and may not be
sharp. The novel contribution here is the lower bound (LI3]).

The result of Corollary [[L4] is analogous to the cutoff phenomenon in the theory
of Markov chains. In short, a Markov chain is said to exhibit a cutoff phenomenon
if typical states remain far from equilibrium up to well-quantified time after which
a rapid transition to equilibrium occurs. See [5] for a detailed introduction to the
subject. Examples of Markov chains exhibiting such behavior include card shufﬁingE[Q]
and random walks on a hypercube [6]. If we view the linearized Becker-Doring equations
as a continuous time Markov chain, then the inequalities in Corollary [[L4] precisely

IThis is easily remembered by the rule of thumb given in [2] that a deck of cards is not random
until shuffled 7 times.
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describe a type of cutoff phenomenon, where the cutoff time depends on the support of
the initial data.

We remark that in studying cutoff phenomena, the norm that is used is often
critically important. For example, in the case of random walks on a hypercube, if
deviations from equilibrium are measured in ¢? then there is no cutoff (in fact the
transition matrix is symmetric), but if measured in ¢! a cutoff phenomenon occurs
[8, 12]. The analogy continues to hold for the linearized Becker-Déring equations: e’
is exponentially decaying (and L is self-adjoint) in exponentially-weighted ¢? spaces but
displays a persistence phenomenon in polynomially-weighted ¢! spaces.

The analogies actually go even deeper. In [8], Jonsson and Trefethen suggest that
for the random walk on a hypercube the 1-pseudospectra help explain the cutoff phe-
nomenon. In the Becker-Déring case, Theorem establishes the existence of approx-
imate point spectrum (in the 1-norm) on the imaginary axis. Jonsson and Trefethen
also explain the cutoff phenomenon for the random walk on a hypercube case in terms
of the overlap of two sliding Gaussians, or in other words in terms of an advection
phenomenon. Our results above show that the cutoff times in the Becker-Doring case
are similarly explained by advection. In short, the linearized Becker-Doring equations
exhibit many of the same features seen in Markov chains that exhibit cutoff.

At this point, we are careful to remark that our cutoff result is not sharp, in the
sense that the upper and lower bounds do not match. More delicate analysis would be
required to obtain sharp results in this direction.

We also note that our results in this work do not address the cutoff phenomenon in
the context of nonlinear Becker-Déring dynamics. Our reason for focusing on the linear
case is that it highlights some fundamental obstacles to uniform rates of convergence
and the differences between the dynamics in different function spaces, without getting
too bogged down in technicalities.

Consistent with other works on the Becker-Doring equations [7], [I0], we will make
the following standard assumptions on the model coefficients (a;), (b;):

a; >C1>0 for all i>1, (1.15)
lim 2L 1, (1.16)
1—00 A4

i 1
lim 2 = — €(0,00) (1.17)
1—00 0; Zs
CLi,biSOQZ. for all 221 (118)

These assumptions are satisfied by many of the coefficients proposed for physical
phenomenon. For example, these assumptions are satisfied by the coefficients proposed
in [11]

q

;= i®, bi:ai(zs—i—ﬁ), ae(0,1, Bel0,1], ¢>0. (1.19)
1

Using (L4), (TI6), and (TI7), it is straightforward to show that

lim @il 2 (1.20)

17— 00 i Zs
In fact, if we write Q; = Q;2", then z, and ls are given by

o0 o0
zs—sup{z:ZiQizi<oo}, us—sup{ZiQizi:z<zs}.

=1 =1
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Hence the restriction to subcritical data, that is (L3), implies that = <1, which in turn
implies that the @); are exponentially decaying. \

2. Approximate Spectrum. The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [L[.2
The main idea is to construct approximate eigenvectors using wide pulses of constant
modulus with support far away from ¢=1. A simple version of the theorem, in the case
A=0, can be found in the first author’s thesis, see Theorem 8.2.10 in [9].

Proof of Theorem [I.2. Define h; so that

0 if i< N
iQihs = exp (/\i(zs—z)”Z;:Nl aj—l) if Ny <i<Ns
0 if No<i

where N1 < Ny are constants to be determined. Clearly

ZQﬂ |hi| = Z ik (2.1)

1= N1
Furthermore, for Ny <i< Na, letting w; :=exp (/\i(zs z)” 12; N, 45 ),

Qii* (LR — Nihy) =i Qz( i(hiey — »)+aiQ1(ﬁi+1—ﬁi)—Aiﬁi)

i _ Ad
Qi—1(i—1)

Q;iexp (7(25 7’Z\§ai+l

Qi+1(i+1) S

) 1| +a;Q1

=1 wy bz

1exp (7(25 7’;;(1#1 )
(i+1)

iexp(—ﬁ)
(i—1)

=1 w; | —bi+a;—1Q

—a;Q1+bi1

i,

where we have used . By using the Taylor expansion of exp(w) near w=1, and
recalling that — =1+0(i'), we may use (ILI7) to find that

Qui*((Lh); — \ihy)

=iF L, <CL1'1Q1 —bi+bit1—aiQ1+ A (

+0(az)+o( ))

Since a; —a;—1 =0(1), we remark that

—a;_ b;
a 1Q1+ +1 )_1>

ai(zs—2) aip1(zs—2

i—1
. a1+ a1 —ay
a4 _ N ZJ,1F %) (2.2)

(3 (3

Hence, using the assumptions that a; —a;—1 =0(1), b; —b;—1 =0(1) and a; = oo we find
that

Qui*((LR); — Xihy) =i, (/\i<;ai_1Ql+ it )—1)—1-0(1))

(zs—2)  aip1(zs—2



Ryan Murray, Robert Pego 7

Recalling (LI6), (LI7), and that Q1 =2, we find that for any 6 >0 we may choose Ny
large enough that

Qii*|(Lh); — Aih;| < §iF1 (2.3)

for all N1 <i< No.
On the other hand, for any ¢> 1 we have, by ([LI7) and (L20), that
bi(ilifl - ﬁz) +a;Q1 (iLiJrl — ﬁz) - /\iiLi
<t (‘ biQi ‘+ Q ain.Qi ain
Qi-1(i—1) i Qi+1(i+1) i

where C' is independent of i, N1, and N3. Equation (2:2)) then implies that for any § >0
we may choose a N7 large enough that for all ¢ >1 we have

Qui*|(LR); — A\ih;| = QyiF

A

7

+ ) <Ci*ta;,

+

Qii"|(Lh); — Aih;| < 6i*. (2.4)

Similarly, for i =1 by (LI6) and (L20) we find that

Q1(Lh)1 =il | =Y a;Q;Q1(hj1—hy)

Jj=1

No s
<c> 2,
Jj=N1 J
with C independent of Ny, Na. Hence, by (22]), for any 6 >0 we may again choose Ny
large enough that

Q1 (Lh)1 — Aihy| < 8(Ny—Ny). (2.5)

Choosing Ny =2Nj7 it is straightforward to show that

CiNf <) i* 1 <CyNY. (2.6)
i=1

On the other hand, by equations [23)),(24)), (25) and (26), we have that

> Qui*|(Lh); — Xihi| < |Q1(Lh)1 — Niha|+|Qn, 1 (Lh) N, -1 — Aihy, 1]
i=1
+|QN1(LiL)N1_AiiLN1|+|QN2(LiL)N2_/\iiLN2|
~ ~ N2_1 ~ ~
QN1 (LB Ny 1 = M, i1+ D Qid*|(Lh)i — M|
i=N1+1
<ON,+45NF +5CoNT,

where 6 -0 as N7 — 0o. On the other hand, by (1) and (Z6]) we have that

oo

> Qii*|hi| > C1NY.

i=1
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Hence we find that

> Qii*|(Lh); — Mih;
hm Zz:lQOz |( ,k)~ 1 |:0
Ni—roo > i QiiF Ryl

By summing two of these pulses with non-overlapping support, scaled so that the mass
constraint is satisfied, we obtain the desired result. This completes the proof. O

3. Cutoff Phenomenon. The aim of this section is to prove Theorem L3
Before we begin the proof, we will give some definitions and recall key facts.

We recall that L generates a semigroup of contractions on £?(Q;) (see Section 2
in [4]). We also recall that L generates a bounded semigroup on X7, namely the zero
mass subspace of £1(Q;i) (see Theorem 2.11 in [10]). In the proof, it will be necessary
to consider semigroups on the space ¢1(Q;i), not X;. To this end, note that & =
i/> 0, Qqi? is an eigenvector (with eigenvalue 0) of the operator L, normalized in
01(Qi). Furthermore, the linear mapping

hsp(h) = Qiih;
1=1

is continuous on the space ¢!(Q;i). Hence for h € £1(Q;i) we can write

e h=eM(h—Eu(h))+Eu(h).

Because h—&u(h) € X1, it is then straightforward to estimate

le"hller @iy < le™ (h—Ep(h) lex @iy + ()l e (i)
< MI[(h=&u(h)ller Q.0 +CllRle Qi) S ClIAl e (i)

We also remark that e’! preserves mass, in the sense that for any h € £(Q;i)
ZQii(eLth)i = ZQz‘ihz‘- (3.1)
i=1 i=1

The strategy in proving Theorem [L3]is to approximate the operator L by a tridiag-
onal operator L which is in “divergence” form in mass-weighted variables. From ([L10),
we note that for i > 1,

iQi(Lh);i =iQiQrai(hix1 —hi—h1) —iQi—1Q1ai—1(hi — hi—1 — h1),

while for i=1,

Q1(Lh)1 =Q3a1(hy —2h1)+ ZQinai(hiJrl —hi—hq).
i=1
We define the operator L by requiring that for i >1,
iQi(Lh); =iQiQ1ai(hit1 —hi) — (i— 1)Qi—1Q1ai—1(hi —hi_1),

and for i =1,

Q1(Lh)1 =Q3a1(ha—h1).
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We remark that L — L is a bounded operator in £2(Q;), since

0o 1/2
. bi b\
L—L)h N < il (b — i)h —hi—1——h;
I( Mllez @iy < (ZQ (( Q1ai)h1+ ; 1= ) )

1/2 ZQzaz 1+1 _h hl)

i=1
<Ohl2q,)

+Q1 2(Quai(ha —2h1))?

where we have used the assumption that b;/i — 0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and
the fact that > .- Q;a? < oco.

It will be more convenient throughout the proof to work with the mass-weighted
variables defined by v; = Q;ih;, so that

> Qilhil = Juil.
i=1 i=1

We can write v=Zh in terms of the diagonal operator Z with entries @;i. Then we
can express the operator L in these new coordinates via similarity transformation as
Lv:=TLI 'v. Explicitly, the operator L is given by

. 7
(Lv); =i(ai—1Qi—1 —a;Qi)v1 + (—a; Q1 — b;) vi +a;— 1Q1 Vi—1 +big1- PERGRE (3.2)

1

for > 2, and for i=1 via

o0

bi @i
(LU)I—Z _:ivz-i-l_ ?1 —aiQivr.

Similarly, in these coordinates, letting Lv:=ZLZI v, we find that
. i i—1 .
(Lv)i = ai—1Q1vi—1 — a;Q1v; +bz+1 Viy1 —bij——uv;, for i>1,

(Lv)1 =—a1Q1v1 +b2§U2-

These expressions show that Lv takes the form of a discrete “divergence,” a fact that
will be useful below.

Given initial data u® with fixed support, we will show how mass is advected through
the system using a type of minimum principle. In particular, we prove a minimum
principle on the “integrated” operator, that is the partial sums of eZu". After obtaining

good controls on the support of eLty®
Lt _ ei,t) uo.

, we then use Duhamel’s formula to establish
suitable estimates on (e

Proof of Theorem Given initial data (h°) as in the statement of the theorem,
we set

h=el'h0,  W’=Ih"=(Qiih)),  u(t)=Th(t)=e""u".

Clearly

D lwil = Quilhil
=1 =1
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Given initial data u® as in the assumptions, we let
v(t) = el =TT P,

and set

i
‘/; = E V;.
j=1

We find that the following identity holds, for all ¢ >1:
i
1+1 . (3.4)

1
=—a;Q1(Vi = Viz1) +big1(Vigar — Vl)H_—l =:(LV);,

d
avi =—a;Q1vi(t) +bit1vi11()

where we let V=0, and we have used the fact that V; —V;_{ = ;.
Next, we claim that if «° has compact support then ligni_,ooVi(t) =1 for all t. As
L generates a semigroup of contractions on ?%(Q;), and as L is a bounded perturbation

of L in £*(Q;), we then have that el also generates a semigroup on £2(Q;) with bound
CeCt. Thus for any t >0, el*h° is an element of £2(Q;). In other words, we have that

02 (1) 2 ct
i=1 ©* i=1

As the @; decay exponentially, see (L20), for any 7> 0, and any ¢ € [0,7] we have that

i<
LV < —

i .
—aiQ1v;(t) +bit1vi41 (f)i—} <CiPtQ;,
which goes to zero as i — oco. This implies that, uniformly for ¢ €[0,7],

lim V(1) - Vi(0)] < lim / LV (s))sds =0.

i—00
As lim;_,o V;(0) =1 (since Y o, QiihY =1), we then have that uniformly for ¢ € [0,77],

lim V;(t)=1. (3.5)
1— 00
Step 1: Minimum principle for L. We claim that L satisfies a minimum
principle in the sense that if

OW; —(LW); >0, forallieN, te|0,7T], (3.6)

then for any N

1€l

min  W;(t) > min (

' Wi 0 ’ in W (t ’ in Wiy(t .
i€1...N,te[0,T) in W;(0), min ~(t), min 1())

N te[0,T) te[0,T]

To prove this, suppose that there exists some j €2...N —1 and # € (0,7 so that W;(t) <
Wi(t) for all i€1...N and t€[0,T]. Then 9;W;(f)<0, which in turn implies that
(LW (£)); <0. However, the form of the differences in LW (see equation ([3.4))), and
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the fact that W;(f) is a minimizer, in turn implies that W;_ () = W41 (f) = W;(f). By
repeating this argument, we find that W (£) =Wy (f) = W;(), which implies that the
bound holds.

Exactly the same proof gives a maximum principle as well, in the sense that if

oW, —(LW); <0, forallieN, te[0,T]

then for any IV

max  W;(t) §max< max W;(0), max Wy (t), max W (t)>
i€1...N,t€[0,T] i€l...N te[0,T) te[0,T

Step 2: Supersolutions. Define the function

exp (ZHFHEL) - for o < AN 20),

(3.7)
1 otherwise,

Wh(x,t) ::{

where D >0 is a constant that will be determined later.

We then claim that there exists some N* (independent of Ni) so that Wl(t):=
W(i,t) is a supersolution (i.e., (3.6)) is satisfied) for all ¢ >0 satisfying A(Ny,2t) > N*.
Clearly for i > A(Ny,2t)+1, (LW1');=0 and 9,(W})=0, and hence (B.8) is satisfied
trivially. In the region ¢ < A(N1,2t) —1 we compute:

2(zs— 2)A(N,2t)* W} - bit1t
(Z Z) (Dl7 ) i +ainWi1(1_e_D 1)—W»1 +17?

W — (LW, = o
7
St (2(28 “DANL20)° | Q- c)

(P 1)

=" D D D2

2(zs —2)A(N1,28)*  i%(z—2z5) o(i%) Ci*
=Wl ) _ -
o ( D T b ")

where on the last line we have used the assumption that a;/i®—1, as well as ([LIT).
We note that as long as A(N1,2t) > N*, with N* independent of N1,N; (and D), the
0(i*) term will be dominated by (zs —2)A(N1,2t)*/2D for all i < A(Ny,2t). Hence for
D chosen large enough that % < 25% and for i < A(Ny,2t) —1 we will have that

oW — (LWh); >0.
It only remains to prove the boundary cases. If A(Ny,2t) <i< A(Ny,2t)+1 then
W} — (LW =—(LW");=a;Q1 (W' =W, ;) >0.
In the case A(Ny,2t) —1<i< A(Ny,2t) then
oW — (LW,
2(ZS—Z)A(N1,2t)aWi1 _p-1 bi+1i
= D +aQ W (1—e P ) - i1 (Wi —Wi)
2(ZS—Z)A(N1,2t,N1)aWi1 1 _p-! 1bi+1i
> ; H(1— —W:
= D +azQ1Wz (1 e ) Wz i+1

2(zs —2)A(N1,2t)*  i%(z—zs)  o(i%) Ci*
=w} ’ > 0.
w; ( ) t—p tp fop >0

(P 1)
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Hence (W?1) is a supersolution in the sense that it satisfies (3.6)).
Similarly, if we define

W2 , 1 lf$<A(N27t/2)7
(,t):= exp(%) otherwise.

we can use exactly the same type of estimates to show that that W2(t):=W?2(i,t) is
also a supersolution in the sense that (8.6) is satisfied, as long as A(Ny,2t) > N*.

Step 3: Support bounds for v. We claim that W1(¢) >V;(¢) for all i €N and
t >0 such that A(Ny,2t) > N*. To prove this, we first note that because A(N7,0)= Ny,
we have that W1(0) >V(0). Furthermore, by ([B.5) and (3.7) we have that

lim W} (t) = Vi(t) =0,
12— 00

for all ¢ >0 such that A(Ny,2t)>N*. Since W!—V is a supersolution, the minimum
principle then implies that

in W) =Vi(¢)>min |0, min Wit)=V1(t) ).
210 V)2 (0 i 310140

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that

min Wi () —Vi(t)=Wi(#)—Vi(t) <0

te[0,T]
for some £ € (0,T]. Clearly 0;(W} —V;)(f) <0, and as W' —V is a supersolution then
(L(W'—V)); <0. The definition of L, along with the fact that W' —V is minimized
at j=1, t=t, then gives that

0> (LW =V))1=—a;:Qu(W} = Vi) +biy1 (Wg — Vo) — (W —Vl))iJrl
> —a;Q1 (Wi —V1)>0,

which is a contradiction. This then implies that

in W)= Vi(t)>0,
ey (Vi) 2
which is the desired conclusion.
This readily implies that for any ¢ there exists a K* (which depends only upon D
and €) so that for all ¢ small enough that A(Ny,2t) > N* we have that
[A(N1,2t)—K"] .
vl(t) = V]'A(Nl,2t)—K*—| S W’;A(N1,2t)—K*] < 5
i=1
On the other hand, W?2(0) >1—V(0). Hence by the minimum principle, W?2(t) >
1—V(¢) for all t>0 such that A(Ny,2t) > N*, which thus implies, for all such ¢, that

o0

3 vi(t)<%.

i=[A(Na,t/2)+K*]

Next, we observe that the coefficient of v; in (Lv); is negative, whereas all of the other
coefficients are positive, see ([3.3). This readily implies that if v >0 then v;(¢) >0 for
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all i eN,t>0. In turn, we may use the previous inequality to deduce that for all ¢ >0
such that A(Ny,2t) > N*,

[lv—xv|ln <e.
Step 4 Duhamel estimates: By Duhamel’s formula, one has that

t
U(t)—eLtuo—eLtuo—i—/ L(t=5)(L— L)v(s)ds. (3.8)
0

We seek to derive some simple bounds on the last term, which will provide the
estimates we need. To that end, we estimate

t
’/ eL(tfs)(E—L)v(s)ds
0
bit1 ai@1
M| |- Vi1 — —— U — @i Q; d
+ /0 G1Q1U1+;(i+1v+l ;U aQUl) §
Lt

where we have used that el has uniformly bounded operator norm in ¢! (since e’! is
uniformly bounded in £1(Q;i)). We remark that by our assumption that a;/i®— 1, and
the fact that the @; decay exponentially, we have that

b; a;_
—ai—1Qi—1+a;Q;)+ n Vi — li_l?lvifl

<M [ BByl ds

ailel
1—1

ds

Ull —0i-1Qi—1+a; Qi)+ i — Vi—1

o0

> |

=2

o0
<C> i Muil.

=1

Then using the facts that V <W?, v;(t) >0, and that 0 <a <1, we can estimate

t[A N1,2s)/2] o0

/Z o 1|vz|</ Mo+ Y i vilds

[A(N1,25)/2]

g/o eXp< A(Z;’QS))JF(A(N;’QS))QICIS.

By the change of variables s+ A(Ny,2s), using (LIZ) to write 2(z4—2)ds=
—A~*dA, and assuming ¢ <T where Np:= A(N1,2T) > 1, we find that

1 M A
o <
/ Zz lv;| <C (A exp(2D>+A )dA

~Nz\ (N N
gc(N;—aexp( o) (3 -1) 1o (5))

ale

Similarly, we note that

o0
S CZia_1|Ui|,

=1

o) ()

H—l
—a1Q1v1 + E Vit1 —

i —a; Q1

and hence we find that

‘ /teL(t_S)(i —L)v(s)ds

0
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where C is independent of v. Hence, recalling (LI2), we find that for any >0 there
exists a & so that for < JN{~® we have that

<E.
gl

/t eL=3) (L — L)v(s)ds
0

In turn, by Duhamel’s formula ([3.8), this immediately implies that for all ¢ <SN; ~?,
[lu—wvl|lpn <e.

Step 5: Cutoff estimates for u. Using the triangle inequality, and the support
estimates on v from Step 3, we find that

lu=xuller < flu=vller+[lv=xvller + [Ix(v —w) ] <3¢

for any ¢ <SN;{~*. This, in light of BI)), finishes the proof of Theorem [3l O
Finally, we prove Corollary [[L4] as a natural consequence of Theorem [[.3]
Proof of Corollary[I4)} Let

L JYN foric[N/4,N/2,

! 0 otherwise.

P =

2 J2/N foriec[3N/4,N],
0 otherwise.

Let x! and x? be the functions associated with u! and u? from Theorem [[3 By the
form of A, we know that for some § >0 independent of N we know that x'x? =0 for all
t<ON'-,

Let u® =u' —u?. By the form of A, that is (ILI2), along with Theorem [[3] we know
that

||6Ltu0||el>ZX (e (ut —u® |+ZX (e (ut —u®))il
=1
[e'S)

Y

Xt )il =xt (e )i+ x| (e )il = x| (e u )i
=1
1—

Y

This proves the first part of the corollary.
For the second part, we recall (see section 3 in [4]) that eX! generates a semigroup
on the space

Y= {h: [hlly <00, Al ::ZQienihia ZQiihiZO}
i=1 =1

as long as 7 sufficiently small, and that e’? satisfies the bound
le" h0ly < Ce™ |[n°],

for some A>0, and for all heY),.
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We then note that any element of X; with support in {i < N} will also be an element
of Y, and will satisfy

N 0o
12°]1, ZZQiei”Ih?l §eN”ZQii|h?| =N,
= -

1= 1=

Hence we find that
[e“*h% |l < Clle" 0|, < Ce ™ ||h0|,, < Ce N,

The result then follows. O
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