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Abstract

We study the long-time behavior of localized solutions to linear or semilinear parabolic
equations in the whole space R™, where n > 2, assuming that the diffusion matrix depends on
the space variable z and has a finite limit along any ray as |x| — oo. Under suitable smallness
conditions in the nonlinear case, we prove convergence to a self-similar solution whose profile
is entirely determined by the asymptotic diffusion matrix. Examples are given which show
that the profile can be a rather general Gaussian-like function, and that the approach to
the self-similar solution can be arbitrarily slow depending on the continuity and coercivity
properties of the asymptotic matrix. The proof of our results relies on appropriate energy
estimates for the diffusion equation in self-similar variables. The new ingredient consists in
estimating not only the difference w between the solution and the self-similar profile, but
also an antiderivative W obtained by solving a linear elliptic problem which involves w as
a source term. Hence, a good part of our analysis is devoted to the study of linear elliptic
equations whose coefficients are homogeneous of degree zero.

1 Introduction

We consider semilinear parabolic equations of the form
du(z,t) = div(A(z)Vu(z,t)) + N(u(z,t)), reR™, t>0, (1.1)

which describe the evolution of a scalar quantity u(x,t) € R under the action of inhomogeneous
diffusion and nonlinear self-interaction. We assume that the diffusion matrix A(z) in (LI)) is
symmetric, Lipschitz continuous as a function of x € R”, and satisfies the following uniform
ellipticity condition : there exist positive constants A1, Ao such that

MEP < (A@)E,€) < Aol¢)?,  forall w € R and all £ € R”, (1.2)

where (-, -) denotes the Euclidean scalar product in R™. As for the nonlinearity, we suppose that
N is globally Lipschitz, that N(0) = 0, and that N(u) = O(|u|?) as u — 0 for some o > 1+2/n.
Our goal is to investigate the long-time behavior of all solutions of (ILI]) starting from sufficiently
small and localized initial data.

Even in the linear case where N = 0, it is necessary to make further assumptions on the
diffusion matrix A(z) to obtain accurate results on the long-time behavior of solutions of (L]).
In fact, two classical situations are well understood : the asymptotically flat case, and the periodic
case. More precisely, if A(x) converges to the identity matrix as |x| — oo, it is possible to show
that all solutions of the diffusion equation dyu = div(A(z)Vu) in L*(R") behave asymptotically
like the solutions of the heat equation dyu = Awu with the same initial data, see e.g. [II]. On
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the other hand, if A(z) is a periodic function of x with respect to a lattice of R", the relevant
asymptotic equation is dyu = div(A Vu), where A € M, (R) is a homogenized matriz which
is determined by solving an elliptic problem in a cell of the lattice [12]. These results can be
extended to a class of semilinear equations as well [10] 111 [12].

In this paper, we consider a different situation which is apparently less studied in the liter-
ature: we assume that the diffusion matrix A(z) has radial limits at infinity in all directions.
This means that, for all x € R™, the following limit exists :

Aso(z) = rggloo A(rzx). (1.3)
It is clear that the limiting matrix A (x) is symmetric, homogeneous of degree zero with respect
to x € R™, and uniformly elliptic in the sense of (.2]). We also suppose that the restriction of
Ay to the unit sphere S*~! C R” is Lipschitz continuous, and that the limit in ([C3)) is reached
uniformly on S"~! at some rate v > 0:

suﬂg |z|” ||A(x) — Ao (z)]| < o0. (1.4)
TrER™

Following [31], [14], to investigate the long-time behavior of solutions to (I.I]), we introduce
forward self-similar variables defined by y = x/y/1+t and 7 = log(1 + t). More precisely, we
look for solutions of (L)) in the form

1 v( T
(1+t)/2 \yT+t

Note that the change of variables (I3]) reduces to identity at initial time, so that u(x,0) = v(z,0).
The new function v(y, 7) satisfies the rescaled equation

u(z,t) =

,log(l—i—t)), reR", t>0. (1.5)

1
Orv = div(A(yeT/z)Vv)+§y-Vv+gv+N(T,v), yeR", 7>0, (1.6)
where
N(r,v) = e(1+%)TN(e_”T/2fu) . (1.7)

Equation (LL6]) is non-autonomous, but has (at least formally) a well-defined limit as 7 — +o0.
Indeed, using (L3]) and the assumption that N(u) = O(|u|?) as u — 0 for some o > 1+ 2/n,
we arrive at the limiting equation

1
&rv:diV(Aoo(y)Vv)+§y-Vv+gv, yeR", 7>0. (1.8)

In what follows we denote by L the differential operator in the right-hand side of (L.8]).

Our main results show that, under appropriate assumptions, the solutions of (LG) indeed
converge to solutions of (L)) as 7 — 0o, so that the long-time asymptotics are determined by
the linear equation ([L.8]). We first observe that the limiting equation has a unique steady state :

Proposition 1.1. There exists a unique solution o € H'(R™) N L' (R™) of the elliptic equation

Lo(y) = div(Ax(y)Ve(y)) + %y “Voly) + gw(y) =0, y €R", (1.9)

satisfying the normalization condition fR" o(y)dy = 1. Moreover ¢ is Hélder continuous, and
there exists a constant C' > 1 such that

C e Ol < oly) < Ce WP/C for ally € R™. (1.10)



Remark 1.2. If we suppose that A (y) = 1 (the identity matrix), or more generally that
As(y)y = y for all y € R™, the “principal eigenfunction” ¢ defined in Proposition [[1]is given
by the explicit formula o(y) = (47)"/2e~1v*/4 In contrast, we show in Remark BIT below
that, if B(y) is a symmetric matrix that is homogeneous of degree zero and uniformly elliptic, the
Gaussian-like function ¢(y) = exp(—2(B(y)y,y)) satisfies (L9) for some appropriate choice of
the limiting matrix A, provided the oscillations of B(y) are not too rapid. This indicates that
the profile ¢ given by Proposition [T can be a pretty general function satisfying the Gaussian

bounds (LI0).

We next consider solutions of (IZ6)) in the weighted L? space

12(m) = {v € LL®™) | [ollz2my < 00}, [lel20my = /R (A Py )Py, (L)

which was used in a similar context in [I5]. The parameter m € R specifies the behavior of
the solutions at infinity. In particular, we observe that L?(m) < L'(R™) when m > n/2, as a
consequence of Holder’s inequality.

We are now ready to state our main result in the linear case where N/ = 0.

Theorem 1.3. (Asymptotics in the linear case)

Assume that n > 2 and that the diffusion matriz A(x) satisfies hypotheses (L2)—(L4]). For all
m > n/2 and all initial data vy € L*(m), the rescaled equation (L6) with N'= 0 has a unique
global solution v € C°([0, +00), L?(m)) such that v(0) = vy. Moreover, for any u satisfying

1
0<u<§min<m—g,u,5), (1.12)

where v > 0 is as in (L4) and B € (0,1] is the exponent in (LI6) below, there exists a positive
constant C' (independent of vy) such that

[v(,7) = a@llrzgny < Cllvollzzemye™™,  forallT >0, (1.13)
where o = [, vo(y) dy and ¢ is given by Proposition [T

Remark 1.4. In terms of the original variables, the convergence result (IL.I3)) implies in par-
ticular that, in the linear case N = 0, the solution u(z,t) of (II]) with initial data ug € L?(m)
satisfies

a x
_ — —p
- u(z,t) TR (p<\/1—+t) ‘ de = O@t™"), as t— 400, (1.14)

where o = fR" ug(z) dz. Using parabolic regularity, it is possible to prove convergence in higher
LP norms too, as in [11].

Remark 1.5. Theorem holds true in all space dimensions n > 1, but the proof we propose
only works for n > 2 and depends on n in a nontrivial way. In fact, as we shall see in Section @
below, the number of energy functionals we need increases with n, so that our method becomes
cumbersome in high dimensions. For simplicity we concentrate on the most relevant cases n = 2
and n = 3, for which we provide a complete proof, but we also give a pretty detailed sketch of
the argument when 4 < n < 7, see Section On the other hand, the one-dimensional case,
which is substantially simpler for several reasons, is completely solved in our previous work [14],
where damped hyperbolic equations are also considered. In many respects, the present paper
can be viewed as a (rather nontrivial) extension of the method of [14] to higher dimensions.



Before considering semilinear equations, we comment on the formula ([I2]) for the conver-
gence rate p, which is quite instructive. We first recall that, for any measurable matrix A(x)
satisfying the ellipticity conditions (L2]), the solutions of the linear equation Jyu = div(AVu)
with localized initial data satisfy ||u(-,t)||z~ = O(t~"/?) as t — 400, see for instance [I3]. The
purpose of Theorem is to exhibit the leading-order term in the asymptotic expansion of
u(x,t), and to estimate the rate p at which the leading term is approached by the solutions.
As can be seen from the simple example of the heat equation, where A = 1, the convergence
rate pu depends on how fast the initial data decay as |x| — oo. More precisely, it is known in
that example that Theorem holds for any p < 1/2 such that 2 < m — § [I5]. This result
is sharp and the constraints on p are determined by the spectral properties of the differential
operator L in (L8)), considered as acting on the weighted space L?(m). If m > n/2, so that
L?*(m) < L'(R™), the origin A\ = 0 is a simple isolated eigenvalue, with Gaussian eigenfunction
@ as in Remark[[.2] The convergence rate u is determined by the spectral gap between the origin
and the rest of the spectrum of L, see Figure [l in Section [Bl

In more general situations, the convergence rate p obviously depends on how fast the limits
in (L3) are reached. This effect can be studied using the techniques of [II] if we assume that
A(xz) = 1 + B(z), where ||B(x)|| = O(Jz|™) as |x|] — oo. In that case, the solutions of the
linear equation dyu = div(AVu) in L*(m) behave asymptotically like the solutions of the heat
equation dyu = Awu with the same initial data, but the convergence rate in ([I3]) or (LI4) is
further constrained by the relation p < v/2, which appears to be sharp. As can be expected,
we thus have y — 0 as v — 0.

Finally, it is important to realize that the convergence rate u also depends on the properties of
the limiting matrix A (z) itself, and cannot be arbitrarily large even if A = A, and m > n/2.
We have already seen that p < 1/2 when A, = 1, due to the presence of an isolated eigenvalue
A = —1/2 in the spectrum of L if m > 1+ n/2, see Figure[ll For a more general matrix A, (x),
the principal eigenvalue of the corresponding operator L is fixed at the origin, as asserted by
Proposition [I.1], but the next eigenvalue can be pretty arbitrary, and this determines the width
of the spectral gap. In Section B.2] we study an instructive example for which

TR
where b > 0 is a free parameter. In that case, we can compute explicitly all eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of the linear operator L in (L8], and we observe that the spectral gap shrinks to

zero as b — 0, see Figure 2

The example ([LI7)) is already considered in classical papers by Meyers [25] and Serrin [29],
where uniqueness and regularity properties are studied for the solutions of the linear elliptic
equation — div (Aoo(:E)Vu) = f in R™. It turns out that this equation plays a crucial role in our
analysis because, as we shall see in Section ] the convergence result (ILI3]) is obtained using
energy estimates not only for the difference w = v — ap, but also for the “antiderivative” W
defined by —div(Aoo(x)VW) = w. It is important to keep in mind that the matrix A (x),
being homogeneous of degree zero, is not smooth at the origin unless it is constant. So we do
not expect that the solutions of the elliptic equation above are smooth, even if f is, but the
celebrated De Giorgi-Nash theory asserts that all weak solutions in H _(R™) are at least Holder
continuous with exponent 3, for some 8 € (0,1). This exponent is the third quantity that
appears in the formula (12 for the convergence rate. Consequently, Theorem draws an
original connection between the regularity properties of the elliptic problem and the long-time
behavior of the solutions of the evolution equation.

To study the elliptic problem, we consider the associated Green function G(x,y), which is
uniquely defined at least if n > 3. For the reasons mentioned above, that function is Holder



continuous with exponent 3, but not more regular unless A, is constant. However, using the
assumption that A, is homogeneous of degree zero and Lipschitz outside the origin, it is possible
to establish the following gradient estimate

1 1
+ B —y\”—2+5> , £y, x#0, (1.16)

S =
where the second term in the right-hand side describes the precise nature of the singularity at
the origin. As is well known, the Green function of the Laplace operator satisfies (I.I6]) with
B =1, but for nonconstant homogeneous matrices A (x) we have f < 1 in general. Estimate
(LI6) is apparently new and plays an important role in our analysis of the elliptic problem,
hence in the proof of Theorem

Although we only considered linear equations so far, the techniques we use in the proof
of Theorem are genuinely nonlinear, and were originally developed to handle semilinear
problems, see [31], 14]. To illustrate the scope of our method, we also treat the full equation
(CI) with a nonlinearity N that is “irrelevant” for the long-time asymptotics of small and
localized solutions, according to the terminology introduced in [5]. For simplicity, we make here
rather strong assumptions on N, which could be relaxed at expense of using additional energy
functionals in the proof. We suppose that there exist two constants C' > 0 and o > 14 2/n such
that

IN(w)| < Clu|” and |N(u) — N(a)|] < Clu—1l, for all u,u e R. (1.17)

Our second main result is the following :

Theorem 1.6. (Asymptotics in the semilinear case)

Assume that n > 2 and the diffusion matriz A(x) satisfies hypotheses ([[L2)-(4l), and that
conditions ([LIT) are fulfilled by the nonlinearity N. Given any m > n/2, there exist a positive
constant ey such that, for all initial data vy € L%(m) with ||vo| 12(m) < €0, the rescaled equation
(T8 has a unique global solution v € C°([0, +00), L?(m)) such that v(0) = vo. Moreover, there
exists some o, € R and, for all p satisfying

1
0<u<§min<m—ﬁ,u,5,2n), where n:g(a—l)—l, (1.18)

2

there exists a positive constant C (independent of vy) such that
[v(-,7) = awllL2my < Cllvollzemy e, forallT >0, (1.19)
where @ is given by Proposition [I1.

Remark 1.7. The integral of u is not preserved under the nonlinear evolution defined by (I.1]),
and this explains why there is no formula for the asymptotic mass «, in Theorem However,
the proof shows that a, = [p, vody + O(HUOHEQ(m)), where o is as in (LI7)). It is important to
observe that the convergence rate p in (ILI8)) is also affected by the nonlinearity, through the
value of the parameter o. In particular p converges to zero as ¢ approaches from above the
critical value 1+ 2/n, and no convergence at all is expected if o <1+ 2/n.

Remark 1.8. As in the linear case, our strategy to prove Theorem becomes complicated in
large space dimensions. For simplicity we provide a complete proof only if n = 2, or if n = 3 and
i < 1/4. The other cases can be treated using the hierarchy of energy functionals introduced in
Section



The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we study in some detail the elliptic
equation — diV(AooVu) = f under the assumption that the matrix A (x) is homogeneous of
degree zero and uniformly elliptic. In particular, we derive estimates for the associated Green
function, and we apply them to bound the solution u in terms of the data f in weighted L2
spaces. In this process we use a general result on integral operators with homogeneous kernels,
which is essentially due to Karapetiants and Samko [19]. In Section [B] we investigate the spectral
properties of the linear operator defined by the right-hand side of (L8]); in particular, we prove
Proposition [[LT] and we establish a few additional properties of the principal eigenfunction .
We also study in detail the particular case where the matrix Ay, is given by (LI3]). Section @l
is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[.3] using weighted energy estimates for the perturbation
w = v—a. As was already mentioned, the main original idea is to introduce the “antiderivative”
W, which is defined as the solution of the elliptic equation — div(AOOVW) = w. It turns out
that weighted L? estimates for both W and w are sufficient to establish the convergence result
([CI3) if n =2, or if n = 3 and p < 1/4, whereas additional energy functionals are needed in the
other cases. The same strategy works in the nonlinear case too, under suitable assumptions on
the function NV, and the details are worked out in Section Bl The final Section [fl is an appendix
where a few auxiliary results are collected for easy reference.
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2 The diffusion operator with homogeneous coefficients
In this section, we study the elliptic operator H on L?(R") formally defined by

Hu = —div(Ax(z)Vu),  ue L*(R"), (2.1)
where the matrix-valued coefficient A (x) satisfies the following assumptions:

1) The n x n matrix Ay () is symmetric for all x € R™, and the operator H is uniformly elliptic
in the sense of (L2);

2) The map A : R" — M,,(R) is homogeneous of degree zero: Ax(Ax) = Ax(x) for all x € R™
and all A > 0;

3) The restriction of A, to the unit sphere S*~! C R” is a Lipschitz continuous function.

Elliptic operators of the form (ZI]) are of course well known, and were extensively studied
in the literature, see for instance [7, [I6]. For the reader’s convenience we recall here a few
basic properties, paying special attention to the homogeneity assumption 2), which will play an
important role in our analysis. As a consequence of homogeneity, the function x — A (x) is
necessarily discontinuous at = = 0, unless it is identically constant. Moreover, in view of 2) and
3), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that ||Ax(2)] < C for all x € R" and

|VAx(2)|| < % , for all z € R™\ {0}. (2.2)



2.1 Definition and domain

To give a rigorous definition of the operator H, the easiest way is to consider the corresponding
quadratic form and to use the classical representation theorem, see e.g. [20, Section VI.2]. Let
B be the bilinear form on L?(R") defined by D(B) = H!(R") and

B(ui,ug) = /n (Ao (2)Vuy (2), Vug(z)) da, uy,ug € D(B).

Under our assumptions on the matrix A (x), it is easily verified that the form B is symmetric,
closed, and nonnegative. Applying the representation theorem, we thus obtain :

Proposition 2.1. There erists a (unique) nonnegative selfadjoint operator H : D(H) — L*(R™)
such that D(H) C D(B) and B(ui,u2) = (Huy,ug) for all uy € D(H) and all ug € D(B). In
addition D(H) = {u € H*(R")| div(AsVu) € L%(R™)} where the divergence is understood in
the sense of distributions.

If H has constant coefficients, namely if the matrix A, does not depend on x, it is clear
that D(H) = H?(R"). However, this is not true in the general case, as can be seen from the
example of the Meyers-Serrin matrix (LI5) where D(H) contains functions u that are not H?
in a neighborhood of the origin, see Section As a matter of fact, it does not seem obvious
to determine exactly the domain D(H ) under our assumptions on the diffusion matrix A, but
the following (elementary) observations can nevertheless be made.

Remarks 2.2. (On the domain of H)

1. Since A is Lipschitz outside the origin, the elliptic regularity theory [10, Section 8.4] asserts
that D(H) C HY(R™) N H?(R" \ B,) for any r > 0, where B, = {x € R"||z| < r}.
2. If n > 3, then D(H) D H?*(R"). Indeed, if u € H*(R"), we have by Leibniz’s rule

Hu = = 37 (Ao(@)ij02, o 1+ Or, (Aoc (2)i5)0,u)

J
ij=1

The first term in the right-hand side obviously belongs to L?(R™), and so does the second one
due to estimate (2.2)) and Hardy’s inequality

I
|z
see e.g. [28, Section 2.1]. Thus Hu € L*(R™), hence u € D(H).

3. If n > 3 and Ay (z) = 1 + eB(x), where B is homogeneous of degree zero and Lipschitz
continuous on the sphere S*~1, then D(H) = H?(R") for all sufficiently small € € R. Indeed, in
that case, the argument above shows that H is a small perturbation of —A in £(H?(R"), L?(R")),
the space of bounded linear maps from H2(R") into L?(R™). Since 1 — A € L(H*(R"), L*(R"))
is invertible, the same property remains true for 1 + H if € is sufficiently small, and this implies
that D(H) = H?(R").

—2 1/mn
L2(Rn) < n—2 HVUHLZ(R”) ) ve H (R"), n>3, (2.3)

2.2 Semigroup and fundamental solution

We next consider the evolution equation dyu + Hu = 0, namely the linear diffusion equation

du(z,t) = div(As(2)Vu(z, 1)), reR", t>0, (2.4)



which is the analogue of ([L8]) in the original variables. Since the operator H is selfadjoint and
nonnegative, it is well known that —H generates an analytic semigroup e~ in L2(R") which
satisfies the contraction property | ul[; > < |jul|z2 for all t > 0, see e.g. [27, Chapter 1]. In
particular, the Cauchy problem for equation (2.4)) is well posed for all initial data ug € L?(R™),
the solution being u(t) = e"*uq for all t > 0.

On the other hand, using the fact that the matrix A, satisfies the uniform ellipticity condi-
tion (I2Z), one can show that the semigroup generated by —H is hypercontractive [7, Section 2],
which means that e~ is a bounded operator from L?(R") to L>(R") for any ¢ > 0, and also
from L'(R") to L?(R") by duality. By the semigroup property, it follows that e=#* is also a
bounded operator from L'(R") to L>(R"), and this implies that there exists a unique integral
kernel I'(z,y,t) such that, for any u € L*(R") or L?(R"),

(e Hu)(z) = /n I(z,y,t)u(y)dy, zeR", t>0, (2.5)

see Remark 23] below. The kernel T'(z,y,t) is usually called the fundamental solution of the
parabolic equation (2.4)).

From the pioneering work of De Giorgi [8] and Nash [26], we know that I' is a Holder
continuous function of its three arguments, and the strong maximum principle [16, Section 8.7]
implies that I" is strictly positive. The following additional properties will be used later on:

a) Since H is selfadjoint, we have I'(x,y,t) = I'(y,x,t) for all z,y € R™ and all ¢t > 0.
b) For all z,y € R™ and all ¢t > 0, the following identities hold

/HF(:E,y,t) dr = /n [(z,y,t)dy = 1. (2.6)

c¢) There exists a constant C' > 1 such that, for all z,y € R™ and all ¢ > 0,

1
Ctn/2

Such Gaussian bounds were first established by Aronson [2, [3], see also [7, Chap. 3].

eCla=sl?/t < D, y.1) < ﬁ%e—u—yw(cn, (2.7)

d) Since A, is homogeneous of degree zero, we have
N'T(Az, Ay, \*t) = T(z,y,1), (2.8)

for all z,y € R™ and all ¢t > 0.

Remark 2.3. That an integral kernel can be associated to any bounded linear operator from
LP(2) to L9(2) with ¢ > p is a “classical” result, which is however rather difficult to locate
precisely in the literature. According to [32], this result is due to Dunford in the particular case
where 2 = [0,1], and to Buhvalov [6] in more general situations.

2.3 The Green function in dimension n > 3

We next consider the elliptic equation Hu = f, namely
— div(Aoo(z)Vu(z)) = f(=), x e R", (2.9)

where f : R — R is given and u : R® — R is the unknown function. If n > 3 and f is, for
instance, a continuous function with compact support, it is well known that equation ([Z9]) has a



unique solution u that vanishes at infinity. In fact, uniqueness is a consequence of the maximum
principle for the uniformly elliptic operator H, see [16, Chapter 3], and existence follows from
the integral representation

u(x) = - G(z,y)f(y)dy, rzeR"™, (2.10)

where G(x,y) is the Green function defined by
G(z,y) = / I(z,y,t)dt > 0, for all z,y,e R", x#y. (2.11)
0

The following elementary properties are direct consequences of the corresponding assertions for
the fundamental solution I':

a) The Green function G is symmetric: G(x,y) = G(y, z) for all x # y.
b) There exists a constant C' > 1 such that
c-! C

W < G(z,y) < W ) for all x #y. (2.12)

c¢) The Green function is homogeneous of degree 2 —n: A"~ 2 G(\z, \y) = G(xz,y) for all z # y
and all A > 0.

d) For any y € R" and any test function v € C°(R"™), we have
/ (Ao (2)VoG(z,y), Vu(z)) dz = v(y). (2.13)

The last property implies that — div, (Aoo(:E)VxG(x,y)) = §(x — y) in the sense of distri-
butions, so that G(z,y) can be considered as the fundamental solution of the elliptic equation
[@39). The main statement in this section is the following proposition, which gives accurate
Holder and gradient estimates for G under our assumptions on the diffusion matrix A.

Proposition 2.4. Assume thatn > 3, and let G be the Green function associated with the elliptic
problem (29), where the diffusion matriz is symmetric, uniformly elliptic, and homogeneous of
degree zero. There exist constants C' > 0 and B € (0,1) such that

1 1
G -G < Clzy — 2o 2.14
Gla1,y) ~ Glaz,y)| < Cloy m|<m1_m%%ﬂ+km_ym4w>’ (2:14)

for all x1, 9,y € R™ with x1 # y and xo # y. Moreover

1 1
V26 = €y + ) 219
for all x,y € R™ with x # y and © # 0.

Proof. The Holder estimate (Z.I4]) is explicitly stated in [I7, Theorem 1.9], but in that classical
reference the elliptic equation (2.9) is considered in a bounded domain € C R™ with homogeneous
Dirichlet conditions at the boundary 0€2. The more recent work [I8] studies a class of strongly
elliptic systems that includes the scalar equation (2.9]). In the whole space R", the following
estimate is stated in [I8, Section 3.6]: there exist C' > 0 and 0 < 8 < 1 such that

|G(a1,y) = Glaz,y)| < Cloy —aol’lor —yP"77, if o1 — 22| <l —yl/2.  (2.16)



Exchanging the roles of x1 and x5, we deduce
|G(21,y) — G(za,y)| < Clay —wollwg —y "7, if |z — 2o < w2 —yl/2.  (217)
In the intermediate region where x; # y and |zq — 22| > |z; —y|/2 for j = 1,2, we have by ([2.12)
G(xj,y)] < Clay =y < Clay —wofay —y 77, j=1,2,
hence

|z — x2|5 |z — ZE2|B
— G < G < . .
‘G(xlvy) (‘T2ay)’ = G(ml,y) + (‘r?ay) = C<|$1 _ y|n—2+5 T |gj2 _ y|n—2+ﬁ (2 18)

Combining (2.16)-(2I8]), we obtain (2.I4]) in all cases.
We now prove the gradient estimate (2I5]), which takes into account the fact that the
diffusion matrix in (29]) is homogeneous of degree zero. We use the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 2.5. [17] Assume that u is a bounded solution of the elliptic equation Hu = 0 in the
domain Q = {x € R" ||z — xo| < r}, where xg € R™, 9 #0, and 0 < r < |xg|/2. Then

[Vu(zo)| < g sup |u(x)|, (2.19)

T zeQ
where C' > 0 depends only on n, on A\, A2 in (L2), and on the constant in (22]).

Estimate ([2.19) follows immediately from Lemma 3.1 in [I7] and its proof, if we use the fact
that the matrix A (x) in (2.9)) satisfies the Lipschitz estimate

C

We now come back to the proof of estimate (2.I5]). Fix zp € R™, z¢ # 0, and take y € R",
y # xo. If |zo] < |zo—y|/2, we apply Lemma 20l with r = |z¢|/2 and u(x) = G(z,y) — G(zo, y).
We know from (ZI4) that |u(x)| < Cla —xz0|?|ze —y|>" P for 2 € Q = B(xo,r), and we deduce

from ([ZI9) that
C

< )
= ao Pz — y|n 2t

[Vu(zo)| = [VG(20,y)] (2.20)

In the converse case where |xg| > |xo — y|/2, we apply Lemma with r = |zg — y|/4 and
u(z) = G(z,y). As |u(z)| < Clz —y|> ", we deduce from ([2I9) that

C

Vu(zo)| = |VG(zo,y)|] € ———— .
Vu(wo) = VG0, )] € oy

(2.21)

Combining (220, (Z21]), we obtain estimate (ZI3]) in all cases. The proof of Proposition [24]is
now complete. [l

2.4 The Green functions in dimension n = 2

In the two-dimensional case, the integral in (2Z.11]) does not converge anymore, and it is no longer
possible to solve the elliptic problem (2.9]) using a positive Green function that decays to zero
at infinity. However, as is shown in the Appendix of [2I], see also [9] 0], it is still possible to
define a Green function G(x,y) with the following properties :

i) G is symmetric: G(z,y) = G(y,z) for all z,y € R? with = # .
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ii) G is Holder continuous for x # y, and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
Gyl < C(1+]loglz—yll).  =#y. (2.22)

iii) For any f € C9(R?) such that fR2 y)dy = 0, the unique solution of the elliptic equation
(239) such that u(x) — 0 as |z| — oo is given by

u(x) = - G(z,y)f(y)dy, reR?. (2.23)

iv) Equality (ZI3]) with n = 2 holds for all y € R? and all test functions v € C2°(R?).

The Green function with these properties is unique up to an additive constant. In the
particular case where A,, = 1, we have the explicit expression G(x,y) = —(27) ! log |z —y|. As
is clear from that example, the Green function is not homogeneous. However, using the fact that
A () is homogeneous of degree zero, it is easy to verify that, if G(x,y) is a Green function, so
is G(Az, \y) for any A > 0. Thus G(Az, \y) — G(z,y) must be equal to a constant ¢(\), which
depends continuously only on A. As ¢(A1A2) = ¢(A1) + ¢(A2) for all A;, Ay > 0 by construction,
we conclude that there exists a (positive) real number ¢ such that

1
G(Ax7)\y) = G($7y) + ¢o IOg_v

S (2.24)

for all z # y and all A > 0.

The analogue of Proposition 4] in the present case is:

Proposition 2.6. Assume that n = 2, and let G be a Green function associated with the elliptic
problem [29)), where the diffusion matriz is symmetric, uniformly elliptic, and homogeneous of
degree zero. There exist constants C > 0 and B € (0,1) such that estimates (2.14), 2I5) hold
with n = 2.

Proof. For a class of elliptic systems that include the scalar equation (Z9), a Green function in
the whole plane R? is constructed in [30, Section 6], and is shown to satisfy the Holder estimate

|21 — 29|’
|G($1ay) (5172, )| < OW?

which is the exact analogue of (2.16]) when n = 2. Exchanging the roles x; and x5, we also have

if |z — 22| < |21 —¥l/2,

|1 — @)’
‘G(.Z'l,y) (‘T27 )‘ < CWa

In the intermediate region where x; # y and |21 — z2| > |z; — y|/2 for j = 1,2, we use the
fact that the function (z1,z2,y) — G(z1,y) — G(x2,y) is homogeneous of degree zero, as a
consequence of ([2:24]). We can thus assume that |x1 — 22| = 1, and using ([2:22]) we easily find

w1 — o) |y — fcz\ﬁ>
lzy =yl |2 —yl?

if |ry — 29| < |2 —yl/2.

|G(z1,y) — G(z2, )| < C( (2.25)
which completes the proof of ([2I4]) when n = 2.

To establish the gradient estimate (ZI5]) for n = 2, we use again Lemma [2.5] which is
valid in all space dimensions. Proceeding as in the proof of Proposition B4}, we fix zq € R?,
zo # 0, and take y € R?, y # 2. If |zg| < |z0 — y|/2, we apply Lemma ZH with r = |zg|/2
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and u(z) = G(z,y) — G(wo,y). From ZZH) we know that |u(z)| < Clx — 2¢|?|ze — y| =7 for
x € Q = B(xg,r), and we deduce from (2.19]) that

C

Vu@o)l = IVG@o.9)l < Togr—

In the converse case where |xg| > |zo — y|/2, we apply Lemma 25 with r = |z¢ — y|/4 and again
u(x) = G(z,y) — G(xg,y). As |u(x)| < C by [228), we deduce from ([ZI9) that

C

Vu(xg)| = |[VG(xo, < .

This completes the proof of estimate (2.15)) in the two-dimensional case. O

2.5 Weighted estimates for the elliptic equation

The aim of this section is to derive estimates on the integral operator K formally defined by

K[f](z) = - Gx,y)fly)dy, xeR", (2.26)

where G is the Green function introduced in Section or 241 In the two-dimensional case,
the Green function is only defined up to an additive constant, but we always assume that f is
integrable and fRZ f(y)dy = 0, so that there is no ambiguity in definition ([2:26]).

If n > 3, we know from [2I2) that G(x,y) < C|z — y|>~" for all x # y. Using the classical
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality [23], we deduce the useful estimate

. n 1
HK[f]HLq(Rn) < C’||f||Lp(Rn), if 1<p< 5 and 5 = 5— g (2.27)

However, the bound (2.27)) is not sufficient for our purposes, first because the case n = 2 is
excluded, and also because we need estimates in the weighted spaces. These improved bounds
will be obtained using the following general result, which concerns integral operators of the form

Kl = | kewf)dy,  aer, (2.28)
where the integral kernel k(z,y) satisfies the following assumptions :
1) The measurable function &k : R™ x R™ — R is homogeneous of degree —d, where d € (0,n]:
kAz, \y) = X %k(z,y), xyeR™, A>0. (2.29)
2) The function k is invariant under simultaneous rotations of both arguments :
k(Sxz,Sy) = k(z,y), z,y e R", Se€S0(n). (2.30)

3) There exists p € [1,+oc] with (n—d)p < n such that, for z € S*~! C R",
— n/d |, 1—n?/(dq) I 1 d
K1 = |k(z,y) ™% |y| dy < o0, where 14+ - = —+—. (2.31)
R” g p n

As a consequence of (Z30), the quantity x; does not depend on the choice of z € S"~1.
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Proposition 2.7. Assume that the integral kernel k(x,y) satisfies assumptions (2.29) (231
above. Then the operator K defined by ([228)) is bounded from LP(R™) to LY(R™) and

HIC[f]HLq(Rn) < K’[li/n ||f||LP(]R”) ) fOT all f S Lp(Rn) . (232)

Remark 2.8. Proposition [2.7] can be seen as a clever, but relatively straightforward general-
ization of the classical Young inequality for convolution operators. In the particular case where
d = n, so that ¢ = p, the result is apparently due to L. G. Mikhailov, N. K. Karapetiants, and
S. G. Samko, see [19, Section 6] and [24]. For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof of the
general case in Section 6.1l As is explained in [24], many classical inequalities, including Hilbert’s
inequality and various forms of Hardy’s inequality, can be deduced from Proposition 2.7 by an
appropriate choice of the integral kernel k. We add to this list the Stein-Weiss inequality [22],
which corresponds to the kernel

1 1 1

Fay) = — ——— —
=9) =GR e —gP P

TFY,

where 0 < A< n,d:=a+b+ A€ [\n|,and a <n/q, b <n(l—1/p) with p,q as in (231)). As
is easily verified, we can apply Proposition 2.7l to that example under the additional assumption
that a+b > 0. In particular the limiting case a = b = 0, which corresponds to the classical HLS
inequality, cannot be obtained in this way.

As a first application of Proposition 7], we establish the following estimate for the linear
operator (Z.20) in the weighted spaces L?(m) defined in (III).

Proposition 2.9. If n > 3 and if m > 0 satisfies 2 —n/2 < m < n/2, the operator K defined
by @28)) is bounded from L*(m) to L*(m—2). Specifically, if f € L*(m) and u = K|[f], we have
the homogeneous estimate

/ 2P u(z) 2 de < c/ 2™ |f (@) dz < oo, (2.33)
R R
for some constant C > 0 independent of f.

Proof. If f € L?(m) and u = K[f] we have, in view of (Z.26]) and (212,

B |$|m—2
" Ju(x)] < C/ k(z,y) [y™|f(y)ldy, where k(z,y) = ——r—F—0.  (234)
- lz—y[" 2|y
The integral kernel k(z,y) in (2.34) is homogeneous of degree —n and invariant under rotations,
in the sense of (Z30). Moreover, for any z € S*~! C R”, we have

MZAk@WWW®<%- (2.35)

Indeed, the integral in (235 converges near the origin because m + n/2 < n, and near infinity
because n — 2 + m + n/2 > n. Moreover, the singularity at y = x is always integrable. So,
applying Proposition 2.7 with d = n and p = ¢ = 2, we obtain the estimate ([2Z33]). If m < 2,
this immediately implies that K is bounded from L?(m) to L?(m—2). If m > 2, which is only
possible when n > 5, it remains to bound the L? norm of u on the unit ball B = B(0,1) C R",
which is not controlled by (2.33]) since 2m — 4 > 0. This is easily done using the HLS inequality
Z27), which shows that [[ul[z2(5) < Cllull p2n/- @ny < CllfllL2@n)- O

13



Remark 2.10. By a similar argument, using estimate (2I5]), one can show that the func-
tion u = K[f] in Proposition satisfies Vu € L*(m—1) and Vu(z) = [ V,G(z,y)f(y)dy.
Thus, if multiply equality [ZI3) by f(y) and integrate over y € R™, we obtain the relation
[ (Aso(z)Vu(z), Vu(z)) dz = [v(z)f(z) dz, which is valid for all v € C2°(R™). This implies
that —div(AxVu) = f in the sense of distributions on R", namely HK|[f] = f where H is
defined in (2.]).

The assumption that m < n/2 is essential in Proposition 29, even in the particular case
where Ao, = 1. As we now show, it is possible to establish estimate ([233]) for larger values
of m, if we assume that the function f € L?(m) has zero mean. At this point, we recall that
L?*(m) — L'(R") precisely when m > n/2. For technical reasons that will become clear in the
proof of Theorem [[L6], we formulate our next result in the more general framework of weighted
LP spaces, with p € [1,2]. Those spaces are defined in close analogy with ((LIT]):

loc

1(m) = {f € L}, (R")

I llzogmy <00}, 171y = An<1+1y\>mprv<y>rpdy. (2.36)

If m>n(l-— %), we have LP(m) < L'(R™) by Hélder’s inequality, and in that case we denote
by Lf(m) the closed subspace of LP(m) defined by

LE(m) = {f € Lp(m)‘ - (x)dz = 0}, m > n(l— %) (2.37)

Proposition 2.11. Let n > 2 and let § € (0,1) be as in ZI4). For any m € (n/2,n/2 + j3)
and any p € [1,2] such that p > 2n/(n+4), the operator K defined by [220) is bounded from
Lh(m—s) to L*(m—2), where s = n/p — n/2. Specifically, if f € Li(m—s) and u = K|[f], we
have the homogeneous estimate

2/p
/ 2> u(2) P de < C </ P | f ()P dfv> < 00, (2.38)
Rn Rn

for some constant C' > 0 independent of f.

Remark 2.12. If p = 2, so that s = 0, estimate (238 reduces to (2.33]), and Proposition 2.11I
thus shows that K is bounded from L(m) to L?(m—2) if n/2 < m < n/2 + 3. We believe
that the upper bound on m is sharp. In the particular case were Ao, = 1, so that 8 = 1,
estimate (Z38)) is not valid for m > n/2 4+ 1 unless one assumes that not only the integral but
also the first order moments of f vanish. In the proof of Theorem [LL6l below, where n = 2 or 3,
Proposition 21T will also be used with p =1 and s = n/2.

Remark 2.13. If n = 2, or if n = 3 and 8 < 1/2, we necessarily have m < 2 in Proposition [Z11]
so that 2m — 4 < 0. In that case, if [ satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 2.11], the solution
u of the elliptic equation (Z9) may not belong to L*(R"), because u(x) decays too slowly as
|x| — 4o00. Explicit examples of this phenomenon can be constructed using the Meyers-Serrin
matrix (LI3]), see Section

Proof. Our assumptions on the parameters m and p obviously imply that s € [0,n/2], s < 2,
and m —s > n(l — %), so that LP(m—s) < LY(R™). If f € LH(m—s) and u = K[f], we thus
have the representation formula

u@) = [ (Gaw) - G@0) iy, weR,
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which is equivalent to (Z26) since [, f(z)dz = 0. We recall that the above integral uniquely
defines u even if n = 2 because G is unique up to a constant in that case. We also note that,
in any dimension n > 2, the difference G(z,y) — G(z,0) is homogeneous of degree 2 — n, see
Sections 23] and 241 The general idea is to bound that difference using estimate (214]) when |y|
is small compared to |z|, and estimate (2ZI2]) or ([2:22)) when |y| > |z|/2. We thus introduce a
smooth cut-off function y : Ry — [0, 1] satisfying x(r) = 1 when r € [0,1/2] and x(r) = 0 when
r > 3/4. We observe that |u(x)| < uy(z) 4+ uz(x) where

ug(x) = /n

We shall prove that, for j = 1,2, the following estimate holds:

G(a,y) = Gla,0)| x (1) 1£ () dy

G(a,y) — G, 0)] (1= () )17 @)l dy.

a2y (x) < C / by () 1™ £ () dy (2.39)
R?’L

where k;(x,y) is an integral kernel which fulfills the assumptions of Proposition 27 with d = n—s
and p = 2n/(n+2s). This will imply that both u; and wug satisfy estimate ([2Z38]) with ¢ = 2,
which gives the desired conclusion.

We start with u;. Using (ZI4]) to bound the difference G(z,y) — G(z,0) = G(y,x) — G(0, ),
we obtain estimate ([2:39]) for j = 1 where

|| ly|? ly|? ly|
ki(.y) = ( + ()
ly|m=s \|z —y[n=2+8 * |g|n=2+5 |z|

The kernel ki (z,y) is obviously homogeneous of degree —d = s—n and invariant under rotations.
Moreover, if |x| = 1, we have x(|y|/|z|]) = x(|ly|) = 0 when |y| > 3/4, so that condition (2:31))
becomes

/ ko () [y 772D gy = /

ly|<3/4

n n/d
</<:1(a:,y) |yl /2> dy < oo, when |z|=1.

The only singularity of the integrand is at the origin where ki (z,y) |y|~/% ~ |y|?+5~™~"/2, and

the assumption that m < n/2 + 8 ensures that (n/d)(m +n/2 — 3 —s) < n. So we can apply
Proposition 27 and conclude that the function u; satisfies estimate ([2.38]) with ¢ = 2.

To estimate ug if n > 3, we use (212 and we obtain estimate ([239]) for j = 2, where

|m—2

) = i (e + ) (L x(B)). - nzs

If n = 2, the difference G(z,y) — G(z,0) is homogeneous of degree zero, and it follows that
G(z,y) — G(z,0) = G(z/|x|,y/|z|) — G(x/|z],0). Using ([2.22)), we thus obtain estimate (2.39])
for j = 2, where

(o) = 2L (1o g U)) (1 (1)) mez

In any case, the kernel ko(z,y) is homogeneous of degree —d = s — n, invariant under rotations,
and if |z| = 1 we have

(i, )™y D dy = /
ly|>1/2

. n/d
(ka9 1y1™/2) " dy < oo.
Rn
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Indeed, the singularity at y = z is integrable provided (n/d)(n — 2) < n, which is the case
because we assumed that s < 2, and the convergence of the integral at infinity is guaranteed
since m > n/2. Applying Proposition 27 again, we conclude that uy also satisfies estimate
[238) with ¢ = 2. This completes the proof of ([2Z38]).

It is now easy to conclude the proof of Proposition 21l If m < 2, estimate (2.38]) implies
of course that u € L?(m—2) and lullz2(m—-2) < Cllfllzp(m—s)- If m > 2, which is possible only
when n > 3, it remains to bound the L? norm of u on the unit ball B = B(0,1) C R™. If p > 1,
which is automatic when n > 4, this follows from the HLS inequality (2:27]), which implies that
ull La@ny < Cllfllpmny for ¢ = np/(n—2p) > 2. In the particular case where p = 1 and n = 3,
we can obtain the bound ||ul[zqpy < C|f|L1(wn) for all ¢ < 3 using definition ([2.26), estimate
[212), and Holder’s inequality. O

We also need to estimate the function v = K[f] in the particular case where f = divg for
some vector field g : R™ — R™. In that situation, if we integrate by parts formally in ([2:26]), we
obtain the relation u = (K o div)[g], where the new operator K o div is defined by

(Kodw)iglw) = - [ 9,Gw) g)dy,  zcR. (2.40)
We first prove that this operator is well defined on L?(m—1) if m > 2 —n/2 and m > 1, and we

next give conditions on g that ensure that (K o div)[g] = K|[div g].

Proposition 2.14. Let n > 2 and let 5 € (0,1) be as in (ZI4). For anym € (2—n/2,n/2+ ()
such that m > 1, the operator K odiv defined by (Z40) is bounded from L?(m—1)" to L?(m—2).
Specifically, if g € L*(m—1)" and u = (K odiv)[g], we have the homogeneous estimate

/ |z|*™ 4 |u(z))? dz < C/ |z|*™=2 |g(z)|* dz < oo, (2.41)
R™ Rn
for some constant C > 0 independent of g.

Proof. Let g € L?(m—1)" and u = (K o div)[g]. We estimate the integral kernel V,G(z,y) in
(2:40)) using the bound ([2.15]) and keeping in mind that V,G(z,y) = V.G(z, x) ‘Z:y by symmetry.
This gives

22 fu(a)| < C / k(2 y) [y1™ g (v)| dy (2.42)
.

where

k(. ) |z|™—2 < 1 n 1 )
x,y) = .
T T e =y Pl —
The kernel k is homogeneous of degree —n and invariant under rotations. To apply Proposi-
tion 7 with p = ¢ = 2, we need to verify that, for any € S*~! C R”,

|—n/2

k(z,y) ly dy < oo.

RP
The integral converges for small |y| if and only if m — 8+ n/2 < n, namely m < n/2+ 8. At
infinity, the integrability condition is m+n—2+n/2 > n, namely m > 2—n/2. Thus, applying
Proposition 27, we deduce (2Z41]) from (242]).

To show that u € L?(m~—2), it remains to control the L? norm of u when m > 2. In that case,
we simply observe that 2 € (2 —n/2,n/2 + [3), and applying the argument above (with m = 2)
we obtain the bound |[u||z2®n) < Cllgllz2(1) < Cllgllz2(m-1)- This concludes the proof. O

16



Corollary 2.15. Ifg € L*(m—1)" for some m > n/2 and if f = divg € L*(m), then f € L§(m)
and K[f] = (K odiv)[g].

Proof. Asm > n/2, we have L?(m—1) < LP(R™) for some p < n/(n—1), by Hélder’s inequality.
Thus, applying Lemma below, we see that fRn fdx =0if f is as in the statement. To show
that K[f] = (K odiv)[g], we have to justify the integration by parts leading to (240). As in
Section 6.2, we denote xi(z) = x(x/k), where x : R™ — [0,1] is a smooth cut-off function
satisfying x(z) =1 for |x| < 1 and x(z) = 0 for |z| > 2. We start from the identity

/n xk(y)(G(fc,y) divg(y) + V,G(z,y) -g(y)> dy = - o G(z,y)g(y) - Vxi(y) dy
which holds for all £ € N* and almost all x € R"™. If m € (n/2,n/2+ ), the left hand-side has a
limit in L?(m—2) as k — 400, in view of Propositions ZITland .14l To prove the desired result,
it is thus sufficient to show that the right-hand side converges to zero in the sense of distributions.
Integrating against a test function ¢ € C°(R") and denoting ¥(y) = [, G(x,y)i(z) dz, we
have to show that

1

lim U(y)g(y) - Vxi(y)dy = lim — / U(y)g(y) - Vx(y/k)dy = 0.
k—+00 Jgn k—+oo k Ji<|y|<ak

This in turn is an easy consequence of Hélder’s inequality, if we use the facts that g € L?(m—1)
for some m > 2 —n/2, and |¥(y)| < C(1+|y))> ™ if n > 3 or [¥(y)| < Clog(2+|y|) if n =2. O

Remark 2.16. As a final comment, we mention that, if f € L3(m) for some m € (n/2,n/2+1),
there exists ¢ € L?(m—1)" such that divg = f, see Lemma 631 Thus K[f] = (K o div)[g] by
Corollary 215 and estimate (2.33)) can be deduced from estimate 241]) if m < n/2 + S.

3 The diffusion operator in self-similar variables

In this section we study the generator L of the evolution equation (L)), considered as an operator
in the weighted space L?(m) C L?(R") for some m > 0. This operator is defined by

Lu = div(Ax(z)Vu) + %az -Vu + gu, ue D(L), (3.1)

where D(L) C L?(m) is the maximal domain

D(L) = {ue L*(m) N H'(R™) | div(Aco () Vu) + sv-Vu e L2(m)} .

3.1 The constant coefficient case

In the particular case where A, = 1, the operator L is studied in detail in [I5] Appendix A]. It
is shown there that the spectrum of L in L?(m) consists of two different parts :

a) a countable sequence of discrete eigenvalues: ogisc = {—k/2|k =0,1,2,... };

n m

b) a half-plane of essential spectrum: oo = {z € C| Re(z) < § — F}.

The spectrum o = ogjsc U 0egs i represented in Figure [I] for a typical choice of the parameters
n,m. It is worth noting that the discrete spectrum ogis. does not depend on m. In fact,
conjugating the operator L with the Gaussian weight elel?/ 8 we obtain the useful relation

z*  n

/8 [ o—l=I?/8 — A r 2
e e 16 + 1 (3.2)
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where the right-hand side is the harmonic operator in R™, normalized so that its spectrum in
L?(R™) is precisely the sequence ogis.. This shows that the eigenfunctions of L associated with
the discrete spectrum og. have Gaussian decay at infinity, hence belong to L?(m) for any
m > 0. Moreover we have Ly = 0, where

o(x) = o e~ lel*/4 zeR" (3.3)

(471')77//2 ) b

and differentiating k times the principal eigenfunction ¢ we obtain the k-th order Hermite
functions that span the kernel of L + k/2 if m is sufficiently large, namely m > k + n/2.

L Tm(2)

Figure 1 - When A,, = 1 the spectrum of the operator L in the space L?(m) consists of a sequence of
n m

eigenvalues 0, —1/2, —1,... and of essential spectrum filling the half-space {z € C| Re(z) < § — & }.
For any k € N, the eigenvalue —k/2 is isolated if m > k +n/2.

On the other hand, the essential spectrum oes has a completely different origin, which is
revealed by applying the Fourier transform so that L becomes a first-order differential operator
acting on the Sobolev space H™(R"), see [I5] Appendix A]. Using this observation, on can show
that each complex point z ¢ ogisc is an eigenvalue of L of infinite multiplicity (if n > 2), with
eigenfunctions that decay slowly, like |z|?Re(*)=" "as |z| — co. In particular, these eigenvalues
belong to L?(m) if and only if Re(z) < % — %, which explains why the essential spectrum o,
unlike ogisc, is sensitive to the value of m.

To summarize, in the case where A, = 1 the operator L has k+ 1 isolated eigenvalues if the
parameter m is large enough so that m > k + n/2, see Figure 1. In particular, if m > n/2, the
zero eigenvalue is simple and isolated, and the rest of the spectrum is contained in the half-plane
{z € C| Re(z) < —u}, where = min(1/2,m/2 —n/4). Note that the assumption m > n/2
ensures that L2(m) < LY(R").

3.2 A nontrivial example: the Meyers-Serrin operator

We next study in detail the instructive example where the limiting matrix Ao, is given by ([LI3]).
It turns out that, in that case too, the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the linear operator ([B.1])
can be computed explicitly, and exhibit a nontrivial behavior when the parameter b > 0 is varied.
In what follows we denote

Ay(z) = b]l+(1—b)%, z € R"\ {0}, (3.4)

where 1 is the identity matrix and (z ® x);; = ;2;. Elliptic equations with a diffusion matrix
of the form (B.4)) were considered by Meyers and Serrin nearly sixty years ago. If the parameter
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b > 0 is small enough, they turn out to be useful to illustrate the optimality of general results
concerning the interior regularity of solutions [25, Section 5] or the local uniqueness [29] [4].

As is clear from definition ([B4]), we have Ay(z)r = = and Ay(z)y = by for any y € R"
that is orthogonal to z. If b # 1, the eigenvalues of A,(x) are thus 1 (multiplicity 1) and b
(multiplicity n — 1). For the evolution equation dyu = div(Ap(x)Vu), this means that diffusion
in the radial direction is unaffected by the value of b, whereas the diffusion rate is increased
(b > 1) or decreased (b < 1) in the transverse directions.

We now consider the rescaled diffusion operator L; defined by

1
Lyu = div(ApVu) + 3% Vu + gu, zeR". (3.5)
Since 1
T
d T u) = di Vu) = —((z-V)? —2)x-V
1v< PE u> IV(| |2x u> |$|2((az )u+ (n—2)z u),
we obtain the alternative form
1 1
Lyu = bAu+ |$|§ ((m “V)?u+ (n—2)z - Vu) + 3% Vu+ gu (3.6)

As is clear from (B.0), the operator L, is invariant under rotations around the origin, and
this makes it possible to compute its eigenvalues and eigenvectors by the classical method of
“separation of variables”.

Indeed, let p : R® — R be a harmonic polynomial that is homogeneous of degree £ € N. We
look for eigenfunctions of L; of the form

u(z) = plx)e(z[),  =eR", (3.7)

where p : Ry — R. As Ap =0 and z - Vp = Ip, we easily find

M) = p(@) (') + "I G(0), wherer = o]
Similarly
x-Vu=p(re +lp), (z-V)?u=p(r?¢" + (20 + V)ry’ + (%),
hence

div<’x‘2:p Vu) = p(gﬁ"+%—i_%w'+ww).

It follows that (Lyu)(z) = p(x)(Lpe )(|z|), where

72

n—1+20 , ln—2+1Y) r , n+/l
oo 1—p)— 2" -
¢ Al et e+

Loy = ¢" + (3.8)

In a second step, we look for eigenfunctions of the radial operator Ly of the following form
p(r) = e Y/, >0, (3.9)

where v € R is a parameter that will be determined below. A direct computation shows that
) = e (T (2) + (2
r)=r'e Nl - — =
4 2"\
2

= e (e o ;—;w +<’Y )]
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and it follows that (Lyp)(r) = T'Ye_r2/4(Lb7M¢)(r2/4), where the differential operator Ly g -
acts on the variable y = r2/4 € R, and is defined in the following way. Setting

a = g—l—i—’y—kﬁ, 5= +9(n—2+20+(1—b)(n—2+10), (3.10)

we have the explicit expression

o y+/L

(Loea ¥)w) = 09" () + (@ L)) + (= 5= Jolw), >0, @11

To find eigenfunctions, it is necessary to choose the parameter v in such a way that the quantity
9 defined in ([B.I0) vanishes. This leads to

Y= %(—(n—Z—l—%)—l—\/(n—2)2—|—4b€(n—2—|—€)> (3.12)

Note that v = 0 if either b = 1 (trivial case) or £ = 0 (radially symmetric solutions). In the
general case, we always have v + ¢ > 0, which means that p(z)|z|” is bounded near the origin.

Remark 3.1. Taking the other sign in front of the square root in ([B:I2]) would give more singular
solutions of the eigenvalue equation, for which the gradient is not square integrable near the
origin; these are examples of the “pathological solutions” considered by Serrin [29].

The eigenfunctions of the operator Ly, . are easy to determine when 7 is chosen so that
6 = 0, because for any k € N the differential equation

y"(y) + (a+ 1=y (y) + kp(y) =0,  y>0,

has a solution of the form 1 (y) = L,(f) (y), where L](f) is the k' (generalized) Laguerre polynomial
with parameter «, see [I, Section 22]. In particular, for k = 0,1, 2, we have

. @ a § o+ 1) (a+2
LW =1, L@ = ytatl, L) =L (2 OO

Summarizing, the calculations above lead to the following statement.

Proposition 3.2. Fixb >0, /€ N, k € N, and let

1
azg\/(n—2)2+4b€(n—2+€)>, ’y:—g+1—€+a. (3.13)
If p: R™ — R is a harmonic polynomial that is homogeneous of degree £ and if
u(@) = p@)|ele AL (2P 1), e e R, (3.14)

where L,(f) is the k™ Laguerre polynomial with parameter «, then u is an eigenfunctions of the
differential operator Ly, defined in ([B.8) in the sense that

Lyu = Au, where X\ = —%M —k. (3.15)

20



- \ \ \ .
%0 1 2 3 4 5 % 1 2

Figure 2 — The eigenvalues A = A(b, £, k) of the linear operator (3.3]) are represented as a function of
be[0,5], for £,k =0,1,2,3,4 and n = 2 (left) or n = 3 (right). The horizontal lines are eigenvalues
corresponding to radially symmetric eigenfunctions (¢ = 0). The vertical dashed line highlights the
constant coefficient case b = 1, where A = —¢/2 — k.

Remark 3.3. For all values of the parameter b > 0, the operator L; is selfadjoint in the weighted
L? space ,
X = {ue L*R")| el By e L2R™)}.

Indeed, if v = e‘xwgu, it a direct calculation shows that Lyv = e‘x‘Q/SLbu where

2

Lyv = div(4,Vv) — %v + gv, x € R"™. (3.16)
The operator L, is obviously symmetric in L?(R"), and becomes selfadjoint when defined on
its maximal domain; moreover £, has compact resolvent, hence purely discrete spectrum. By
conjugation, the same properties hold for the operator L; in the weighted space X. In view of
(BI4), all eigenfunctions given by Proposition belong to X, and the method of separation of
variables ensures that the corresponding eigenfunctions can be chosen so as to form an orthogonal
basis of X. We conclude that all eigenvalues of L; in X are given by expressions (B.13), (B15).
The first few of them are represented in Figure 2 for n = 2 and n = 3.

Remark 3.4. The eigenfunction of L; given by ([BI4) satisfies u(z) ~ |z|/**7 as 2 — 0. In
view of ([B.I3)), the exponent ¢ + « vanishes if £ = 0 and is an increasing function of ¢ € N. On
the other hand, using estimate ([2.I4]) and the fact that u solves the elliptic equation (2.9) with
As = Ay and f(z) = 2z - Vu+ (% — Nu, it is not difficult to verify that |u(z) — u(0)| < C|z|
as |x| — 0. This shows that g < ¢+« for any ¢ > 1, and taking ¢ = 1 we obtain

n

< —
0<p < 5

+1+%\/(n—2)2+4b(n—1)). (3.17)

The right-hand side of ([BI7) is an increasing function of b which converges to 0 as b — 0 and
to 1 as b — 1. We conjecture that the upper bound (BI7]) is optimal for b € (0, 1).
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3.3 Properties of the principal eigenfunction: the general case

After considering two particular examples, we now return to the general case where the matrix
Ao () satisfies the assumptions listed at the beginning of Section 2l Much less is known on the
operator L in that situation, but it is still possible to prove that the kernel of L in the space
L?(m) is one-dimensional if m > n/2, so that L?(m) < L'(R™). We claim that the kernel of L
is spanned by the function ¢ : R — R defined by

o(x) = I'(x,0,1), x € R", (3.18)

where T'(x,y,t) is the fundamental solution of (2Z4]). We already know that ¢ is Holder con-
tinuous, and the estimates (Z7)) imply that ¢ satisfies the Gaussian bounds (LI0). Moreover
the normalization condition [, ¢(x)dz = 1 follows from (20). Finally, we observe that the
definition ([BI8]) reduces to (B3] in the particular case where Ay, = 1.

Lemma 3.5. If ¢ defined by (BI8]), then ¢ € D(L) and Ly = 0.

Proof. In view of (LI0), we have ¢ € L?(m) for any m > 0. Moreover, the definition (Z.I5)
implies that ¢ = e~ #/2¢) where ¥(z) = T'(z,0,1/2). As ¢ € L*(R™), we thus have ¢ € D(H) C
H'(R™). To prove that Ly = 0, we start from identity (Z38) with (y,t) = (0,1), and we set
A =/t where t > 0 is a new parameter. This gives the useful relation

p(x) = t"?T(aVt,0,t), weR", >0, (3.19)

The idea is now to differentiate both sides of ([B.I9) with respect to t, at point ¢t = 1. Using the
fact that, by definition, the fundamental solution (z,t) — I'(z,y,t) is a solution of the evolution
equation (24)) for any fixed y € R™, we obtain after straightforward calculations :

1
0= ggo(x) g V() + div(As (2)Ve(z)) = (L) (z), reR". (3.20)
This shows that ¢ € D(L) and Ly = 0. O

To complete the proof of Proposition [LLT], it remains to verify that the kernel of L in the
space of integrable functions is one-dimensional.

Lemma 3.6. If ) € H(R™) N L'(R") satisfies L) = 0 and [p, ¢ dz =1, then ¢ = .

Proof. If ¢ is as in the statement, we define

1 x n

We claim that, after modifying 1 on a negligible set if needed, we have the relation

Y(x) = / D(z,y, 1 —t)u(y,t)dy = / I(z,yvt, 1 —t)¢(y)dy, (3.21)
for all x € R" and all t € (0,1). Indeed, if we differentiate with respect to time the last member
of (B2I)), considered as a distribution on R™, we obtain as in Lemma [3.1]

4 L(z,yVt, 1 —t)Y(y)dy = —%/ D(z,yVt,1—t)(L)(y)dy = 0.

Thus the first integral in (32I)) is independent of time, and converges to ¢ (z) in L'(R") as
t — 1, in view of the properties (Z8]), (Z7) of the fundamental solution I'. This proves (B2I]).
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We next take the limit £ — 0 in the second member of ([B.21]), for a fixed x € R". As I is
Holder continuous and satisfies (2.7)), it is clear that

| (r@a =0 -Tep.))uw.ndy > 0.

Moreover u(-,t) — dp (the Dirac measure at the origin) as t — 0, so that

n —
We conclude that ¢ (z) = ¢(x) for (almost) all z € R™. O

The following properties of the derivatives of ¢ will be useful.

Proposition 3.7. If  is defined by BIR), then |Vp| € L*(m) for all m € N. In addition we
have Vi € LYR") for 2 < q<n/(1— ), where B is as in Proposition [24] or [2.8.

Proof. Let x : R” — [0, 1] be a smooth and compactly supported function such that x(z) =1
if x| < 1. We also assume that y is radially symmetric and satisfies z- Vx(x) < 0 for all z € R™.
Given any m € N, we introduce for each & € N* the truncated weight function

() = |z*"x(z/k), xR,

We now multiply both sides of ([B.20) by pr¢ and integrate the resulting equality over z € R™.
After integrating by parts, we obtain the relation

n 1
/ pi(Ve, AV ) d:z:+/ ©(Vpr, A V) dz = Z/ pre® dz — Z/ (z- Vpr)p® dz,

and using the ellipticity assumption ([.2]) we deduce that

n 1
M pivetds <0 [ elndVelds+ [ mitde- g [ @ pdtde. (322)

As ¢ satisfies the Gaussian bound (LI0), we have [prp®de — [|z[*"p?dx as k — oo. To
control the other terms in the right-hand side of ([3:22]), we observe that

. 1 om
Vpi(z) = 2malz|*™ ?x(x/k) +o [PV x (2/k)

from which we infer

|2m—1

| eIVlivelds —— 2m [ ool do,

RTL

/ (z - Vpp)@® da - 2m |z|*™p? dx .
n — 00 Rn

Thus taking the limit & — oo in (322) and using the monotone convergence theorem, we
conclude that

)\1/ |z|?™| V2 dz < 2m)\2/ 2|2 Lp| V| dz + (2 - m)/ 2™ dz < co.

This shows that |2|™|V¢| € L?(R") for all m € N, hence |Vy| € L?(m) for all m € N.
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We next prove the second assertion in Proposition B771 We know from (B:20) that ¢ satisfies
the elliptic equation () with f(z) = 32 - Ve(z) + Z¢(z) = 2 div(zp). We thus have the
representation (2I0), which is valid even in the two-dimensional case because [ f(z)dz = 0.
Differentiating both sides of ([Z.I0]) we obtain

Vo(r) = . V.G(z,y) f(y)dy = . VaG(z,y) (3y - Veoly) + Ze(y)) dy (3.23)

for (almost) all z € R™. This relation allows us to estimate V¢ in LP(R™) for some p > 2 using
the following lemma, which is proved below.

Lemma 3.8. Let p € (1, ﬁ) where 8 € (0,1) is as in 2I8). If f € LP(R™), the function g

defined by g(x) = [p. VoG(z,y) f(y) dy belongs to LY(R™) with q such that % + % = %.

Let p. =n/(2—p) and ¢, = n/(1—pF). We first assume that p, < 2, which means that either
n=2orn=23and 3 <1/2. We know from ([LI0) and from the previous step that f € L?(m)
for all m € N, hence f € LP(R") for all p € [1,2]. We can thus apply Lemma B.8 to (3:23) for
any p € (1,ps), and we obtain that V¢ belongs to L4(R™) for any ¢ € (2, ¢s), which gives the
desired conclusion.

We next consider the case where p, > 2, which requires a bootstrap argument. For any j € N
with j < n/2, we denote p; = 2n/(n—2j), and we observe that 1/p; =1/n+1/pj;1. As before,
we start with the knowledge that f € LP(R™) for all p € [1,2] = [1,po], and a first application
of Lemma 3.8 to [B.23]) shows that V¢ belongs to LI(R") for all ¢ € (2,p1). Since we also know
that |z|"Ve € L2(R") for any m € N, we obtain by interpolation that 3 - Vo € L"(R") for any
r € (2,q); in particular, we have shown that f € LP(R"™) for all p € [1,p;). Repeating the same
argument if needed, we prove inductively that f € LP(R") for all p € [1,p;) (j =1,2,...), until
we reach the smallest j € N* such that p; > p,. At this point we know that f € LP(R"™) for all
p € [1,ps), and Lemma B8 implies that Vo € LI(R™) for all g € (2, g.). O

Proof of Lemma B.8. In view of ZI5), we have [g(z)| < C(¢1(z) + 12(x)) where

1 1 1
0@ = [ o POy, ) = g [ 0.

The Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality directly yields i1 € L4(R™), see e.g. [23]. To control
12, we apply Proposition 27 with k(z,y) = |z|°~!|z — y|> ", which is a homogeneous kernel
of degree —d=—(n—1). As1+1/¢g=1/p+d/nand p<n/(2—-p5)<n=n/(n—d), we only
need to check the condition (Z31]), namely

1 n/(n—1) )
dy < oo, for some vz € S .
/R" (va —y|n= Iyl"/q>

Our assumptions on p are equivalent to -5 < ¢ < ﬁ, and these inequalities ensure that the
integral above converges for small |y| and for large |y|, respectively. Moreover, the singularity

at y = x is integrable because 8 < 1, so that 1y € LI(R™) by Proposition 2.7 O

Remark 3.9. Since the coefficient A, of the operator L is Lipschitz outside the origin, the
classical regularity theory for second order elliptic equations [I6] implies that any eigenfunction
of L, in particular the principal eigenfunction ¢, is necessarily of class C1® on R™\ {0} for some
a > 0. However, the example studied in Section shows that Vi may have a singularity at
the origin, as it is the case for the function 15 in the above proof. This indicates that estimate
([ZT13) for the Green function cannot be substantially improved in general.
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Remark 3.10. In the constant coefficient case, the relation ([B:2) shows that the operator L is
formally conjugated to a selfadjoint operator. Such a property is not known to hold in general,
but the following observation can be made. If ® : R™ — R has bounded second-order derivatives,
a direct calculation shows that

e‘DL(e_q)u) = div(AyVu) + gu + Vo - Vu+ Wau, (3.24)
for all u € C%(R"), where the functions Vg and Wg are given by

Ve = §—2Aoov<1>, Wo = (Ao VP, VD) — div(As, VD) — g-Vcb.
The conjugated operator ([3.24]) is symmetric in L?(R") if Vg = 0, namely if Ao, V® = /4. For
a general matrix Ao (z) satisfying the assumptions listed in Section 2] there is no function ®
with that property. However, if we assume that A (z)x = x for all x € R™, which is the case
for the Meyers-Serrin matrix (LI5]), we can take ®(x) = |2|?/8 and we obtain, in close analogy
with ([32]),

2> n

e'xlz/gL(e_‘x‘z/gu) = div(AxVu) — T + i

Note that, in that situation, we also have Ly = 0 where ¢ is given by (B33)).

Remark 3.11. It is interesting to note that, in general, the principal eigenfunction of the
operator L is not given by the explicit expression (33]). In fact, let B : R™ — M, (R) be a matrix
valued function that is homogeneous of degree zero, smooth outside the origin, symmetric and
uniformly elliptic in the sense of (I2]). We want to determine under which additional conditions
the function ¢ : R” — R defined by

o(r) = exp(—%(B(:n)x,x)) , x eR", (3.25)

is (up to normalization) the principal eigenfunction of the operator L for some appropriate choice
of the diffusion matrix A... This is certainly the case if we can construct A in such a way that
Aso(2)V(z) + 59(x) = 0 for all € R™, because the desired property Ly = 0 then follows by
taking the divergence with respect to the variable z. In view of ([B2H]), the condition on A
becomes

Aso(x)B(x)x + %Aoo(:n)(VB(:E)x,x) =z, x eR", (3.26)

where (VB(:E)x,x) € R™ denotes the vector with components (ajB(:n)x,x) for j =1,...,n.
Consider the matrix M (z) and the vectors ((z),{(x) defined as follows :

1
M(2) = B@)PAu@B@)?, () = B@)"%, &) = LB(a)(VB(a),2).
Then our condition ([B:26]) can be written in the equivalent form

M(x)((x) + M (x)¢(z) = ((x), zeR™. (3.27)

Moreover, we observe that

2(¢(x).£(x)) = iw((ajmx,w) = ((Xw0B)e.a) =0,
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because B(z) is homogeneous of degree zero; we deduce that ((x)L{(x) for all z € R™. Now, if
M (x) is the symmetric matrix with components M;;(x) defined by

@R, 1
Mile) = 1@ “D9) = e

it is straightforward to verify that (3.27)) hold for all z € R", and that the map = — M (z) is
homogeneous of degree zero. Moreover, the matrix M (x) is positive definite if we assume that
|€(x)] < k|¢(x)| for some k < 1, which is the case if VB is sufficiently small compared to B on
the unit sphere S"~!. Under that assumption, if we set Ao (x) = B(x)~Y2M (z)B(x)~ /2, we
conclude that A, satisfies the assumptions listed in Section 2] and that the operator L defined
by (B has the property that Ly = 0, where ¢ is defined by (B25)).

(Gi(0)&i () + &) (x)) + 635, € R\ {0},

4 Long-time asymptotics in the linear case

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem We start from the rescaled equation (L6
with N = 0, namely

orv = div(A(yeT/z)Vv> +%y'Vv+gv, yeR", 7>0, (4.1)

and we consider it as an evolution equation in the weighted space L?(m) defined in (L.II]).

Lemma 4.1. For any m > 0, the Cauchy problem for Eq. (&1l) is globally well-posed in L*(m).

Proof. That statement, as well as all subsequent claims regarding existence and regularity of
solutions to (I, can be justified by the following standard arguments. If we undo the change
of variables (L.T)), we obtain the linear diffusion equation (L) with N = 0, namely

dyu(z,t) = div(A(z)Vu(z, 1)), zreR", t>0, (4.2)

which is known to define an analytic evolution semigroup in the Hilbert space L?(R™), see
Section B for a similar analysis. We set u(x,t) = p(x)i(z,t), where p(z) = (1+|z|?)~™/2. The
new function @ then satisfies the modified evolution equation

i = div(A(z)Va) + % (Vp, A(z)Va) + % div(A(z)Vp)a, (4.3)

which differs from ([{2) by a relatively compact perturbation, in the sense of operator theory.
It follows [27, Section 3.2] that (@3] defines an analytic semigroup in L?(R™), which amounts
to saying that (£2) defines an analytic semigroup in L?(m). In particular, given initial data
up € L?(m), Eq. @2) has a unique solution u € C°([0,400), L?(m)) N C'((0,4+00), L?(m))
such that u(0) = ug. Moreover Vu € CY((0,+00), L2(m)™) N L2((0,T), L*(m)") for any T > 0.
Applying now the change of variables (IL5]), which leaves the space L?(m) invariant, we conclude
in particular that, given initial data vy € L?(m), equation (&I} has a unique global solution
v € CY([0, +00), L?(m)) such that v(0) = vp. O

4.1 Spectral decomposition of the solution

We assume from now on that m > n/2, so that L?(m) — L'(R"). If v € C°([0, +00), L?(m)) is
a solution of (A1) with initial data vg € L?(m), we observe that

/ v(y,7)dy = / vo(y)dy, for all 7 > 0. (4.4)
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Indeed, if u € C°([0, +00), L?(m)) N C((0,+00), L?(m)) is the corresponding solution of ({@Z),
we have

T u(z,t)de = / div(A(z)Vu(z,t)) dz = 0, for allt >0,
R n

where the last equality follows from Lemma B.2 since div(AVu) € L?*(m) and AVu € L*(m)"

for any ¢ > 0. It follows that the integral of u(-,¢) does not depend on time, and the same
property holds for the rescaled function v(-,7) in view of (LIl). This gives (44]).

We also recall that, in view of (L3]) and (I.4]), the diffusion matrix A can be decomposed as
A(x) = As(z) + B(x), xeR", (4.5)
where A, is homogeneous of degree zero and the remainder B satisfies

sup (1 + |z|)" | B(x)| < oo, for some v > 0. (4.6)
TER™

Let L be the limiting operator (B.I)), and ¢ € L?(m) be the principal eigenfunction of L given
by Proposition [[LT1 We decompose the solution of (41]) in the following way :

v(y,7) = ap(y) +w(y,7), where o = /nv(y,T) dy . (4.7)

Since ¢ is normalized so that [, ¢ dy = 1, it follows from T that [, w(y,7)dy = 0 for all
7 > 0. Moreover, in view of (£I]) and (L9), the evolution equation satisfied by w is

orw = div(A(yeT/2)Vw>+%y'Vw+gw—|—r1, yeR", 7>0, (4.8)
where
ri(y,7) = adiv(B(ye*)Ve(y)) (4.9)

Remark 4.2. As simple as it may seem, the decomposition (4.7]) is an essential step in the proof
of Theorem To understand its meaning, let us assume for the moment that the solutions
of (A1) are well approximated, for large times, by those of the limiting equation (LS]); this is
certainly expected in view of (41l), ([AG). So our task is to understand the long-time behavior
of the semigroup e™” generated by the limiting operator (). In the weighted space L%(m)
with m > n/2, we claim that 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L, and that the rest of the spectrum
is contained in the half-plane {z € C| Re(z) < —pu} for some p > 0. This is in fact what
Theorem asserts in the particular case where A = A.. As is easily verified, the spectral
projection P onto the kernel of L is the map v — Pv defined by

P = o) [ vy, yer.

With this notation, the decomposition (A7) simply reads v = Pv + w where w = (1 — P)v. To
prove Theorem [[.3] our strategy is to show that the solutions of (L8]) in the invariant subspace
L%(m) = (1— P)L?(m) decay exponentially to zero as 7 — -+00, even though the equation for w
involves the time-dependent matrix A(ye™/?) instead of the limiting matrix A (y). As we shall
see in the rest of this section, the exponential decay of w can be established using appropriate
energy estimates.
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4.2 Weighted estimates for the perturbation

Given any solution w of ([&8) in L?(m), we consider the energy functional

1
mol) = 5 [ @+ 0y, 720, (410)

where 0 > 0 is a parameter that will be fixed later on. This quantity is differentiable for 7 > 0,
and using (@8] we find

Orems(T) = /((5 + \ylz)mw[div(A(yeT/2)Vw) + %(y -V)w + gw + rl} dy
= = [V (6 + oPy0) ATy dy+ § [6+ Py V) dy (@)
45 [ WPl dy o [(V(6 + b)), Be ) ) dy,

where the second equality is obtained after integrating by parts and using the definition (£9]) of
the quantity r. Here and in what follows, it is understood that all integrals are taken over the
whole space R"™. In view of the elementary identities

V(6 +y»)™) = 2my 5+ |y[*)" "
div(y(6 + [y[*)™) = (n+2m)(S + |y[>)™ — 2md(s + |y|*)™

we can write (ZI]]) in the equivalent form

Orems(r) = — / (6 + [yP)™ (T, A(ye™?)Vuw) dy — 2m / 6+ [y wly, Aye™'?) V) dy

n—2m

0
J@ Pyl ay+ T [ 6+ Pyl ay (412)
- a/(5 + [y (Vw, Blye™*) V) dy — 2am/(5 + y)" w(y, Blye™*) V) dy.

The last term in the first line of the right-hand side has no obvious sign, but applying Hélder’s
inequality we can estimate it as follows:

2m‘/ (6 + [yH)™ w<y, yeT/2)Vw dy‘
< 4/(5+!y\ )" (Vw, A(ye™*)Vw) dy + 4m” /5+\y! )" 2wl (y, A(ye™?)y) dy

1
< 1 @+ PV A )T dy+ Co? [ 6+ 2wl dy,
where in the last line we used the obvious fact that (5 + |y|?)™ 2|y|? < (§ + |y|?)™ L. Here and
below, we denote by C any positive constant depending only on the properties of the matrix A.
We proceed in a similar way to bound both terms in the last line of (£I2]), and this leads to the
inequality

1 -2
Orems(T) < __/(5+\yy )™ (Vw, A(ye™?)Vw) dy + " e o(7)

(4.13)
1 (mb -+ Cym?) emi5(r) + Caor? / (6 + g™ 1By )21Vl dy,

for some positive constants C7, Cs.
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Remark 4.3. If we forget for the moment the last term in ([4.I3]), assuming thus that B = 0,
we have shown that

n—2m
2

Orems(T) < em,s(T) + (m5 + C’lm2) em—1,6(7), 7>0. (4.14)
If m = 0, so that egs(r) = 3||w(-,7)||2,, the last term in [@Id) disappears, and we are left
with the differential inequality d;eqs < (n/2)eps which allows for an exponential growth in
time. This is compatible with the spectral picture in Figure [l where the essential spectrum of
the operator L fills the half-plane {Re(z) < n/4} if m = 0. Now, if we assume that m > n/2,
the coefficient in front of e, s in the right-hand side of ([£I4]) becomes negative, but then we
also have the “lower order term” proportional to e,,_1s which makes it impossible to prove
exponential decay using only (£I4]). The obstacle we hit here is in the nature of things: we
cannot prove exponential decay in time of the solution of (48] if we do not use the crucial fact
that fR" wdy = 0.

4.3 Evolution equation for the antiderivative

If we want to study evolutionary PDEs using just L? energy estimates, it is not straightforward
to exploit the information, if applicable, that the solutions under consideration have zero mean.
In the one-dimensional case, the following elementary observation was made in [I4] and applied
to the analysis of parabolic or damped hyperbolic equations: if u : R — R belongs to L?(m) for
some m > 1 and has zero mean, the primitive function U(z) = [*__ u(y) dy is square integrable
and satisfies [|U||z2 < 2||zu|p2 (this is a variant of Hardy’s inequality). The idea is then to
control the evolution of the primitive U using L? energy estimates, and it turns out that this
procedure takes into account the information that the original function u has zero mean.

In the same spirit, we propose here an approach that works in dimensions two and three,
and can be extended to cover the higher-dimensional cases as well (see Section below). If
m > n/2 and w € L§(m), so that [;, w(y)dy = 0, the idea is to define the “antiderivative” W
of w as the solution of the elliptic equation

— div(Ax(y) VW (y)) = w(y), yeR". (4.15)

More precisely we set W = K[w], where K denotes the integral operator (Z26]) whose kernel is
the Green function G(z,y) of the differential operator in ([£I5H]), see Section We recall that,
if m € (n/2,n/2 + ) where 5 € (0,1) is defined in Proposition 4] then K is a bounded linear
operator from LZ(m) to L?(m—2). Moreover, as is shown in Proposition 214, the operator K can
be extended so as to act on first order distributions of the form w = div g, where g € L?*(m—1)".

The definition (£I5]) has the property that the antiderivative W satisfies a nice equation if
w evolves according to (AJ]).

Lemma 4.4. Assume that m € (n/2,n/2 + B3), and that w € C°([0,4+o0), L3(m)) is a solution
of Eq. @R). If we define W(-,7) = K[w(-,7)] for 7 >0, then W € C°([0, +00), L?(m—2)) is a
solution of the evolution equation

1 —2
W = div(As(y) VW) + 5y - VW + "TW+R1, (4.16)
where the remainder term R(y,T) is given by

Ri(7) = K [div(B(.eTﬂ)(avcﬁw))} . r>0. (4.17)
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Proof. We rewrite the evolution equation (LS]) in the equivalent form
1
Orw = div(Aoo(y)Vw) +3 div(yw) + 71, (4.18)

where 71 (y, 7) = div [B(yeT/z) (aVe(y)+Vuw(y,7))], and we apply the linear operator K to both
sides of ([@I]]). Since W = K[w] and R; = K[r;] by definition, it remains to treat the first two
terms in the right-hand side, which are in divergence form so that we can apply Corollary
We assume here that Vw(-,7) € L?(m)", which is the case as soon as 7 > 0. We make the
following observations :

1. Let F = —(K odiv)[AxVw], where w € LE(m) and Vw € L*(m)". By ([240), we have

F@) = [ (660) - (Ae)Tu)) dy = [ (4wl)V,Glo0)., Tuly)) dy,
for (almost) all z € R". If w € C2°(R"), the right-hand side is equal to w(x) by (2I3]), and
using a density argument we deduce that F' = w in the general case. As w = — diV(AOOVW)
by Remark 2.I0] this gives the elegant relation (K o div) [AOOVw] = div (AOOVW).
2. As the matrix A, is homogeneous of degree zero, the Green function G has the following
property : there exists a constant ¢y € R such that, for all z,y € R™ with x # v,

(n=2)G(x,y) + - V,G(z,y) +y-VyG(2,y) = —co. (4.19)

Indeed, if n > 3, we have \"~2G(\z, \y) = G(z,y) for any A > 0, and this implies the Euler
relation (LI9) with ¢y = 0; when n = 2, we deduce [@I9) directly from @24). If w € L3(m)
and g(y) = yw(y), then g € L?(m—1)" and, in view of (Z40) and Proposition 214, we have

[K o divg](z) = - /(y VyGlz,y))wly) dy = /(:E VaG(2,) + (n = 2)G(z,y) + co)w(y) dy
= /(divx (zG(z,y)) — 2G(a:,y))w(y) dy = <div(xK[w]) - 2K[w]> (x),

where we used (Z139) and the fact that [wdy = 0. After changing z into y, the relation above
becomes (K o div)[yw] = div(yW) —2W =y - VW + (n—2)W.

Summarizing, if apply the operator K to all terms in (£I8]) and use the steps 1 and 2 above,
we arrive at ([AI6). O

Notice that Equation ([AI0]) is very similar to (48], with the important difference that the
“amplification factor” n/2 in the right-hand side of (8] is reduced to (n—2)/2 in ([@I6]). This
makes it possible to control the evolution of the antiderivative W using energy estimates if n < 3.
To this end, we introduce the following additional energy functional :

1 _
Bnssr) = 5 [ G+ WP W@ 0Py, 720, (1.20)

Repeating the same calculations as in Section [.2, we obtain in analogy with (£13)) :

n—2m

2 Em_275(7—)

1
0.Bn2s(r) < —5 [+ P (VW ALTW) dy +
(4.21)

+ ((m—2)5 + ol(m—2)2)Em_3,5(T) + / (6 + ly|> )™ 2 WR;dy.
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Remark 4.5. In the derivation of ([@2I]), the coefficient in front of E,,_o 5(7) in the right-hand
side is obtained through the elementary calculation

n—2m n—2 n+2(m-—2)

4 2 4

where we observe that the smaller “amplification factor” (n—2)/2 in ([@I0]) is exactly compen-
sated by the fact that we estimate the antiderivative W in L?(m—2) instead of L?(m). As a
result, we obtain exactly the same coefficient (n—2m)/2 in both estimates (£I3]) and [@21)).

4.4 Exponential decay of the perturbation in low dimensions

In this section, we assume that n = 2 or n = 3, and we combine estimates (LI3]), [@2I) to
prove that the solutions of (ZS8]) in L3(m) converge exponentially to zero as 7 — +o0. For the
moment, we assume that m € (n/2,n/2 + f3), so that we can apply Proposition 2.I1] to control
the antiderivative W, and for convenience we also suppose that m < 2 (note, however, that
all upper bounds on m will be relaxed later). The crucial observation is that the coefficient of
E,,—3s in (£2]]) vanishes if m = 2, and becomes negative if m < 2 provided that the parameter
0 > 0 is chosen large enough. Therefore, we assume that

m=g“v where 0< X< f, )\§2—g, and § > 2C1(2—m).  (4.22)

Under these hypotheses, inequalities (4.21]), (AI3]) become
OrEm—25(7) < —% / (04 [yP)" VW dy = AEm,5(7) + / (04 [yl W R dy,
Oemalr) <~ [(6+1P"IVu dy — Aems(r) + Caens(r) (123
+ Caa? [+l B DIVl dy.

where C3 = md + Cym? and \; > 0 is as in (L2).

The next step is a simple interpolation argument which allows us to control the undesirable
quantity Cs e,,—1 ¢ in ([£23]) using the negative terms involving Vw and VW. In view of (I5),
we have

ents = [+l dy = - [0+ twdiv(4VW) dy
= /(5 + [y N Vw, A VW) dy + 2(m—1) /(5 + [y 2wy, A VIV ) dy
<o [+ WPVl dy+ Com [+ 102 TWEdy s
where the parameter ¢y > 0 can be taken arbitrarily small. In the last line, we used again the
obvious inequality (§+ |y[?)™ 2|y|* < (§+|y|?>)™ . Assuming that C3ep < A1/4, we thus obtain
Caenrs < 5 [@+ Py IVoldy+Co [@+ WP I VWEy, @20
for some positive constant Cy.

We now choose a constant « > 0 large enough so that kA1 > 2Cy, and we consider the
combined energy functional

Ems(T) = ems(T) + KEm_2s(1), 7 2>0. (4.25)
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By Proposition ZI1], we have e, 5(7) < Eps(7) < Cseps(T) for some Cs > 0. Moreover, it
follows from (23] and from our choice of x that &, 5(7) satisfies the differential inequality

A
0.85(r) < =3 [+ WIV0l dy = M) +1FA() + CoFalr) . (420
where

Fi(r) = /(5+ YT WRIdy,  Falr) = 042/(5+ [y )" [Bye™ ) I? Vol dy .

Our final task is to estimate the remainder terms Fi, F2 in ([€26]), which involve the matrix
B(z) = A(z) — Axo(x), either explicitly or through the definition (ZIT) of R;. We recall that
B satisfies the bound (.0]) for some v > 0. We start with the term J;, which can be bounded
using Young’s inequality and Proposition .14l For € > 0 arbitrarily small, we thus obtain

Fi(r) < eBoas(r) + C. / (6 + ly2)™ 2| Ry (y,7) 2 dy
< Ep_as(7) +C. / W22 Blye™2) |2 (a2 Vl? + [Vul?) dy,

where in the second line we used the fact that (§ + |y|?)™ 2 < |y|>*™~* because m < 2, and we
applied estimate Z4I) with u = Ry and g = B(-e™/?)(aVy 4+ Vw). To bound the last integral,
we take v = min(rv,m — 1) > 0 and we observe that

P2 Blye )P < ClylP IBlye™ )P + yI>)™ < Ce (6 + [yl

because sup,cgn |2|7||B(x)|| < oo. Using in addition Proposition B.7), we arrive at
Fir) < eBuoag(r) + Cee (a2 + / (6 + [y2)"[Vwl? dy) (4.27)

To control Fu, we use the bound (§ + |y|?)™ < 2m~1(6™ + |y|>™), and we treat the term
involving |y|?™ exactly as before. When no power of |y| is available, this argument does not
work, but taking 0 < € < v we can apply Hélder’s inequality with conjugate exponents

i i that 1 < p < —
¢=——, p=—>—, sotha p< .
2(y—e) n —2(y—e) 2(1-p)

We know that Vi € L?P(R™) by Proposition B, and that z — B(x) € L*(R") in view of (8]
because 2¢ = n/(y—e€) > n/v. It follows that

1/p
[ 1B rwr?dy<</ uByeT/?)quy) (/ rwr?pdy) < Coe OV Py

hence
Falr) < Cea? e (V)2 + 111+ 9"Vl (4.28)

To summarize, it follows from (4.20), ([A27), (£.28]]) that
0rEms(T) < —(A — )Ems(r) + (CE e )\1>Dm75(r) YO a?e0TOT 50, (4.29)
where

Dyps(T) = i/(é—i— [y Vw(y, 7)]* dy . (4.30)
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Here the parameter € > 0 can be taken arbitrarily small, and the constants C,, C! > 0 depend
only on € and on the properties of the matrix A. If 7 > 0 is large enough, the coefficient of
Dy, 5(7) in the right-hand side of ([@29) becomes negative, and we obtain a differential inequality
for the combined energy which implies that &, 5(7) decays exponentially as 7 — 4o00. More
precisely, using inequalities (4.13]) and ([4.29]), we obtain :

Proposition 4.6. Assume that n = 2 or 3, m € (n/2,n/2 + (), and m < 2. For any real
number w satisfying (LI2)), there exists a positive constant C' such that, for any o € R and any
initial data wy € L3(m), the solution w € C°([0,+00), L2(m)) of @R satisfies

lw()lL2eny < Clwollzzgmy +lal) e, 720, (4.31)

Proof. Given p satisfying (LI12]), we choose € > 0 small enough so that 21 < min(\,y)—e, where
(as above) A = m —n/2 and 7 = min(v,m—1). If 7, > 0 is large enough so that \; e’ > C,,
we can omit the term involving D,, s(7) in the right-hand side of (23], and integrating the
resulting differential inequality we obtain £, 5(7) < C(Ep,,5(7) +a2)e_2“(7_7*) for 7 > 7,. Since
the combined energy &, 5(7) is equivalent to [lw(7)|%. (m)? this gives the large time estimate

lw()3emy < Cw(m) [2ag +02) 20 7>z, (4.32)

To control the solution for intermediate times, we use the differential inequality (£I3]) with
6 = 1, which is in fact valid regardless of the value of the parameter m. If we bound the last
term in the right-hand side using ([4.28]), we obtain the useful inequality

n—2m’ iy
Orllw(PZ2my < = W2y + (M6 + Crm®) (7|2 gy -1y + Ca® €77, (4.33)

which holds for any m’ > 0 and any 4/ € [0, m/] with 4/ < v. In particular, if m’ = 0 and ' = 0,
we have O ||w(7)|2, < (n/2)[lw(7)|2, + Caa?, so that |w(7)|[2, < (Jw(0)]|2, + Ca?)e™/? for
all 7 > 0. Then, taking successively m’ = 1, m’ = 2, ...we obtain in a finite number of steps
the rough estimate

|’w(7')”2L2(m) < C(”w0”2L2(m) + 042) /2, T20. (4.34)

Combining ([@34]) for 7 < 7. and [@32)) for 7 > 7, , we easily obtain ([{3T]). O

4.5 Higher-order antiderivatives

Proposition is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem [[3] in low space dimensions.
It is obtained, however, under the (unfortunate) assumption that m < 2, which implies first
that n < 3, and also that the convergence rate p cannot exceed the value 1/4 if n = 3, even
if the parameters 3, v are larger than 1/2. To remove these artificial restrictions, we need to
introduce higher-order antiderivatives, as we now explain. The reader who is satisfied with the
assumptions of Proposition can skip what follows and jump directly to Section

We first recall that most of our analysis so far, including the weighted estimates in Section [Z.5]
is valid in arbitrary space dimension n > 2. In Section [] the differential inequality (£I3]) for
the energy functional e,, 5(7) holds for all n > 2 and any m > 0, but is not sufficient by itself
to prove exponential decay of the solutions. This was precisely the reason for introducing the
additional functional E,,_5 s(7), which involves the antiderivative W = K[w|. The assumption
that m < 2 is needed to eliminate the undesirable term involving E,,_3 5(7) in the right-hand
side of (A2I]), so as to obtain exponential decay by combining (LI3]) and ([@ZT).
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We now consider the situation where m € (n/2,n/2 + ) and 2 < m < 4, which is possible
ifn=3and 8 > 1/2, orif 4 < n < 7. In that case, keeping in mind the conclusions of
Propositions .11l and 214l which show that each application of the linear operator K decreases
by two units the power m in the weight (§ + |y|>)™, we introduce the “second antiderivative”
W® = K[W] = K?[w]. We know from Remark that W € L?(m—2), and our current
assumptions on m imply that 0 < m — 2 < n/2. Thus we can apply Proposition which
asserts that W® € L?(m—4) with |]W(2)|]L2(m_4) < CW|lL2(m—2) < Cllwlp2(m). Moreover,
proceeding as in Section @3] it is straightforward to verify that W) (y, ) satisfies the evolution
equation

0, W@ = div(Ase(y) VW) 41 Su vw® 4 e + K[Ry], (4.35)
where R; is as in ([{I7). Note that the factor (n—2)/2 in (m) becomes (n—4)/2 in ([£.30).

The natural energy functional for the new variable W® is

1

B r) = 5 [ G+ WPy, 2o, (4.36)

In analogy with (21 we find

1 _2
0r By 4 5(7) < —5/(6+ [y (IWE, AW D) dy + T B ()

(4.37)
+ ((m=2)8 + C1(m—42) EQ ; 5(7) + / 6+ ly)" WO KRy dy.

As in Section 4] since m < 4, the coefficient of E( ) 55 i ([37) can be made non-positive by

an appropriate choice of §. Moreover the negative term involving VIW () can be used to control
the undesirable quantity ((m—2)8 + C1(m—2)?)Ep,_35(7) in (@ZI), in view of the interpolation
inequality

EwwS6/®+WW”ﬂVWWM+Q/@+wW”ﬂVWmF®,

which is established exactly as in ([@24]). Finally, the remainder term in (M) can be estimated
just as the quantity F; in ([4.26). Indeed, since m — 4 < 0, Proposition 2.9] yields

JGr P KRy < WP KRy < € [P Ry,
The arguments above allow us to control the solution of (A.8]) using the new functional

Er(T) = ens() + K1 Bag(r) + meBL (7). 720

where k1, kg are positive constants satisfying ko > k1 > 1. Combining the differential inequal-
ities (413, (@2I), (@3T) and proceeding as in Section [£4] it is straightforward to prove the
exponential decay of the energy 5153’)5(7') as 7 — +00.

In yet higher space dimensions, namely when m € (n/2,n/2 + ) and m > 4, the strategy
is similar but it becomes necessary to use the iterated antiderivatives W = K*[w] for larger
values of £ € N. To give a flavor, let £ be the smallest integer such that m — 2¢ < 0. The
energy functional E( ) oy 5(7) is defined in close analogy with (£.30)), and satisfies a differential
inequality similar to (&37) where the coefficient (m—2¢)6 + C1(m—2¢)? in front of E( ) o 1,618
either zero or can be made negative by an appropriate choice of §. Moreover, the negatlve term
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involving [VW®)|? can be used to control an undesirable quantity in the evolution equation

D

m—2(0—1),6" Exponential decay can thus be

for the next functional in the hierarchy, which is
established using a combined functional of the form

EDNT) = ems(T) + w1 Emoas(7) + K2EL 4 5(7) 4 -+ KgBL) 5y 5(7),

m,

for some suitable constants k1, ..., xy. The details are left to the reader.
Taking the above arguments for granted, we thus obtain :

Corollary 4.7. The conclusion of Proposition [7.6 holds for alln > 2 if m € (n/2,n/2 + B).

4.6 End of the proof of Theorem 1.3

We conclude here the proof of Theorem assuming the validity of Corollary [£.7] which was
carefully established at least in low dimensions, see Proposition What remains to be done
is essentially to remove the upper bound n/2+ (8 on the parameter m. This will not increase the
convergence rate y, as can be seen from ([L12)), but estimate (LI3]) will nevertheless be obtained
in a stronger norm. To do that, our strategy is to introduce an auxiliary parameter m < m such
that m € (n/2,n/2 + ). Estimate (£3I)) allows us to control the solution in the larger space
L?(m), and a simple interpolation gives convergence in L?(m) too.

We now provide the details. Assume that n > 2 and take initial data vy € L?(m) for some
m > n/2. We decompose vg = ap + wy, where o = [vg(y)dy, and we consider the unique
solution w € C9([0,+00), L3(m)) of equation (AJ) such that w(0) = wp. Given pu satisfying
([L12), we choose m < m such that m € (n/2+2u,n/2+ ). We start from estimate (£33]) with
m’ = m and 7 = 2, which gives

n—2m
2

Or [ w(r)|22my < Jeo(T) 2y + (md -+ Crm®) w3y + Coa® 7.

We next use the elementary bound

Hw(T)H%Z(m_U < 6Hw(T)H%?(m) + CEHw(T)H%Z(m) )

which is obtained by interpolation if m < m—1 < m, and is completely obvious if m—1 < m < m.
Taking any A such that 2u < A < (n—2m)/2 and choosing € > 0 small enough, we thus obtain

O (M F2my < —MwE2imy + Cllw(m) |y + C20® e

The second term in the right-hand side is controlled using estimate (@31 in the space L?(m),
and taking into account the fact that m € (n/2 4 2u,n/2 + [3). This gives

Orllw (B2 < ~A () 3y + CL (3 + 027 4+ Coa? e,

As [Jwollz2(m) < llwoll£2(m) and A > 24, a final application of Gronwall’s lemma gives the desired
estimate
lw(T)lz2my < Clwollzgmy +lal) e, 720,

where the constant C' depends on n, m, u, and on the properties of the matrix A. ]
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5 Long-time asymptotics in the semilinear case

In this section we study the long-time behavior of small solutions to the full equation (L)),
where the nonlinearity N (7,v) is given by (L1). As before, we concentrate on the low space
dimensions n = 2 and n = 3, but using the ideas introduced in Section it is possible to treat
the higher-dimensional case as well. We recall that the function N in (7)) satisfies (I.I7)), and
we suppose without loss of generality that the exponent o in (ILI7) lies in the range

2 3
1+ <o <142, (5.1)
n n

This means that the quantity 7 defined in (II8]) satisfies 0 < n < 1/2. Clearly, a larger value of
o, hence of 7, would not increase the convergence exponent y in ([LIS]), since 8 < 1.

In view of (L), (ILI7), the nonlinearity A in (IZ6]) satisfies
N (,v)| < Coe o], and N (v) = N(@)| < Coelv—1], (5.2)

for all v, € R and all 7 > 0, where Cj is some positive constant. In particular, since N (7, v)
is a globally Lipschitz function of v, uniformly in 7 on compact intervals, it is straightforward
to verify, as in Lemma (], that the Cauchy problem for Eq. (I.6]) is globally well-posed in the
space L?(m) for any m > 0. In other words, given any initial data vy € L?(m), there exists a
unique global solution v € C°([0, +-00), L?(m)) of (LH) such that v(0) = vg. Our goal here is to
compute the long-time behavior of that solution when the initial data are sufficiently small.

We assume henceforth that m > n/2, so that L?(m) < L'(R™). We decompose the solution
as in (A7), with the important difference that the integral of v is no longer a conserved quantity.
Instead we have

a(t) = /n v(y,7)dy, and (1) = /7L./\/(T,U(y,T)) dy . (5.3)

The equation satisfied by the perturbation w(y,7) = v(y,7) — a(7)¢(y) is of the form (@F),
except that the remainder term 7y given by (£9]) is replaced by r1 + 79, where

ro(y,7) = N(ra(m)e(y) + w(y, 7)) — ' (1)e(y) . (5.4)

Similarly, the antiderivative W (y, 7) defined by (£I5]) satisfies equation (£I6]), except that the
remainder term R defined by ([4I7) is replaced by R; + Rs, where Ry = K[rs].

As in the previous section, our strategy is to control the solution of (@8] or (AIG) using
weighted energy estimates, where the weight is a power of p(y) := (6 + |y|>)'/2. To treat the
nonlinear terms, the following auxiliary results will be useful.

Lemma 5.1. If w € L?(m) and Vw € L*(m)", we have, for all 7 > 0,
/Rnp””\w‘ Wi, aptw)|dy < C e (ol wllzom + 1oll7E gy + V0l (w1720, ).

(5.5)
where n > 0 is as in (LIS).

Proof. In view of (5.2), we have |N (7, ap+w)| < Ce " (|a|7¢ + |w|7), hence

/R 2] [N (ry aptw) | dy < Ce_”T<|Oé|J||w||L2(m)+ /R p2m|w|"+1dy>,
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where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that ¢ € L?(m), see (LI0). To
bound the last integral, we observe that p?™|w|°*! < |w|°T! where w = p™w, and we use the
interpolation inequality

o o+1—%5(o—1
Lty < 19l EG) Il (56)

(n/2)(c —1) =1+ n, we obtain (G.0)). O

which is valid because (04 1)(n —2) < 2n. Since ||Vw| p2gn) < C (VW] 12(m) + lwll £2(m)) and

Remark 5.2. We can simplify somehow estimate (5.5 by applying Young’s inequality to the
various terms in the right-hand side. The appropriate pairs of conjugate exponents are p = p’ = 2
for the first two terms, and ¢ = 2/(1+7), ¢ = 2/(1—n) for the last one. We observe that ¢’ > 2
and ¢'(0 —n) > 20, hence assuming that |[w| 2(,,) < 1 we obtain, for any e > 0,

L Al W ag o] dy < el + 19uls) + e (ol + [ul3,)-
Lemma 5.3. If w € L?(m) and Vw € L*(m)", we have, for all 7 > 0,
[ e N raptu)|ay < € (ol + e + Gl Vulga, olag) . 6:7)

where ¢, =0 ifn >3 and (, =1 if n = 2.

Proof. In view of (5.2)) and (II0), we have as before

/ pm_"/z‘N(T,ago—kwﬂdy < Ce_"7<\al"+/ 2 ) dy>
n Rn

If n > 3, then o € (1,2] by (5], and a simple application of Holder’s inequality yields
/ PP |7 dy < ||P_m(a_1)_n/2||L2/(2fo)(Rn)Hw||(i2(m) < Cllwl[72(m) -

We thus obtain (5.7) with ¢, = 0, for any w € L?(m). If n = 2, then ¢ > 2 by (5.1]), and we can
control the term involving |w|? as in the proof of Lemma Bl Setting w = p™w and using the
interpolation inequality (5.6]) with o replaced by o — 1, we arrive at (5.7) with ¢, = 1. O

Our main goal is to prove that the quantities [a/(7)| and [Jw(-, T)|[ 12 () decay exponentially
to zero as 7 — +o0, if we assume a priori that [a(7)| + |w(:, 7)[|L2 () < 1 for all 7 > 0. As we
shall see, that condition will be fulfilled if we take sufficiently small initial data. Proceeding as
in Section [4], our strategy is to use the differential inequalities satisfied by the energy functionals
em,s(7) and &,,_2 5(7) defined by ([@I0), [A.25]), respectively. In what follows, we fix some J > 1
and we denote p(y) = (5 + |y[>)"/2.

We first control the evolution of the scalar quantity «. The derivative o/(7) given by (B3]
can be estimated using Lemma [5.3} if we disregard the factor p™ /2 > 1 in the left-hand side
of (B.7). We thus find

/@) < Ce (jol” + [0l Faguy + GalV0Ta2 T01F2ny ) - (5.8
Next, since the function w satisfies (8] with remainder term r1 + 7o, we obtain as in (£23)) :

87-6m75(7') < —2)\1'Dm,5(7') — )\em75(7') + Cy 6m_175(7') + CyF5 (T) + ./."3(7') , (5.9)
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where A = m —n/2, C3 = md + Cym?, Dy, (1) is defined in (@30), and F3(r fpzmw ro dy.
In view of [EZ8)), we have Fy(7) < Cca? e~ (0797 for any small € > 0, where 7 min(v,m — 1).
Moreover, the definition (54) of ro implies that

Folr) < / P (] [N (7, 0 + w)] dy + | (7)] / A [l dy.

The first term in the right-hand side is estimated using Lemma 5.J] and Remark [5.2], whereas
for the second term we use (B.8]), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Young’s inequality. We
thus find

Fo(r) < e(Jwldagmy + IV0lBagm ) + Cee (Jaf2 + |0l ), (5:10)

where € > 0 is arbitrarily small. Replacing these estimates into (5.9)), we arrive at

Orems(T) < — (2AM—€)Dpy5(7) — (A—€)ems(T) + C3 €—1,6(T)

5.11
+Cea? e 079 4 Cee™ (|af* + e (7)), 1

for some sufficiently small € > 0.

The second important quantity we want to control is the combined energy functional ([A25]),
which involves both w and the antiderivative W. At this point, we have to assume as in
Proposition .6l that m € (n/2,n/2+ ) and m < 2. We also suppose that § satisfies ([£.22)). Due
to the additional nonlinear terms in the evolution equations for w and W, we obtain instead of

)
aTgm,(S(T) < _)\lpm,é(T) - )‘gm,é(T) + ’{(]:1 (7—) + ]:4(7_)) + 02]:2(7—) + ]:3(7—) ) (512)

where F(7) satisfies (E27) and Fy(1) = [ p*" WRydy = [ p*" "W K]|ro]dy. To estimate
the new term, we first apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and then Proposition 2.11] with
p=1and s = n/2. We thus obtain

B < CIWliaesy [ " a0+ w) =) .

where the integral in the right-hand side can be controlled using Lemma[5.3] and estimate (5.8]).
Using in addition Young’s inequality when n = 2 (in which case ¢, = 1), we obtain

Fur) < (IWagmogy + Gl V0l ) + Cee™ (10l + 102 ) - (5.13)

If we bound Fi(7) by @Z1), F4(7) by 13), and Fa(7), F3(7) as in (G11]), we can write (5.12)

in the form
OrEns(T) < = (A= )Ems(r) + (CLET = X1 ) Dyus(7)

(5.14)
+C ot em (I L Ol e (‘O"% + em";(T)U> ’

where € > 0 is small enough. Both inequalities (5.11]), (5.14]) are valid as long as [|w(7)|| 2 () < 1,
and the constants C¢, C’, C” therein depend only on € and on the properties of the matrix A.

End of the proof of Theorem[1.6l We now show how to deduce the conclusion of Theorem [L.6]
from estimates (0.8)), (511]), and (5.14]), assuming for simplicity that either n = 2 or n = 3
and p < 1/4. The arguments here are pretty standard, and we only indicate the main steps.
Throughout the proof, we assume that v is the solution of (L) with initial data vy € L%*(m)
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satisfying [|vo|z2(m) < €0, for some sufficiently small eg > 0. We decompose this solution as
v(y,7) = a(7)p(y) + w(y, 7) where a(7) is defined by (5.3]).

Step 1. (Short-time estimate) We claim that there exist constants C9 > 1 and 6§ > n/2 such
that
a(7)? + ema(r) < Coe’ (a0 +ems(0)), 720, (5.15)

as long as the right-hand side is smaller than or equal to 1. To prove (5I5]), we start from
the differential inequality (B.I1I), which is valid for any m > n/2. Using the rough estimate
em—15(T) < ems(T) and assuming that a(7)? + ens(7) < 1, we deduce from (EII)) that

aTem,5(7—) < _CDm,(S(T) + Hem,é(T) + Oe—2;rr <OZ(T)2 + em,é(T)) 5 (516)

where ¢ = 2\; — € and § = C5 — XA + €. Under the same assumptions, it follows from (B.8]) and
Young’s inequality that

20(7)a (1) < e(a(r)? + GuDins(1)) + Cee ™ (a(r)? + ems(r)) (5.17)

where € > 0 is arbitrarily small. Combining (5.10)), (5.I7]) we obtain a differential inequality for
the quadratic quantity a(7)? 4 e, 5(7), which can be integrated to give (5.I5).

Step 2. (Ezponential decay for large times) We assume for the time being that m < 2 and
m € (n/2 4+ 2u,n/2 + ), so that estimate (5.14]) is valid. We take 71 > 0 large enough so that
Cle ™ < \;/2, where C! is as in (5.I4)), and we assume that €} := a(71)? + ems(m1) < 1. In
view of (B.I3]), this condition is fulfilled if the initial data are sufficiently small. For 7 > 7, as
long as the solution satisfies a(7)% + e,5(7) < M?€e} < 1, for some fixed constant M > 1, we
can integrate the differential inequality (5.14]) to obtain

Em,s(T) + %/ e_)‘,(T_s)Dmﬁ(s) ds < eV Ems(T) + OM?ef e 2+ (5.18)
T1

where ' = X\ — e. Under the same assumptions, integrating (0.8]), we obtain for 7 < 7 < 7:
la(1) — a(m2)| < / |o/(s)|ds < CMTeT e (5.19)
T2

Estimate (519 is straightforward to obtain when n > 3, but in the two-dimensional case we
must use the integral term in the right-hand side of (B8] to control the quantity involving
[Vw| 12y in the expression (B8] of /(7). In any case, it follows from ([BIF), (EI9) that

a(7’)2 +ems(7) < Cho (6% + M2e% 6_2‘”1> , T>T, (5.20)

as long as a(7)? +em, 5(7) < M2e2. Here the constant Cjo does not depend on M nor on 1. Thus
we can choose M large enough so that M? > 2C}, and then 7; large enough so that e?#™ > M?2.
Under these assumptions, we deduce from (5.20) that a(7)? + e 5(7) < M2€2 <1 for all 7 > 7y,
and this in turn implies that estimates (5.18]), (5.19]) hold for all 7 > 0. In particular, we have
ems(T) < Ems(T) < Cefe 27, and there exists a, € R such that |a(7) — au| < Cepe™ for
all 7 > 71. Together with the short time estimate (5.I5), this proves (ILI9) in the case where
m € (n/2+2u,n/2+ ) and m < 2.

The final step consists in proving the exponential decay for large times in the general case
where m > n/2. This can be done using the previous result and a simple interpolation argument
as in the proof of Theorem [[L31 We omit the details. O
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Remark 5.4. It is possible to relax considerably our assumptions (ILI7) on the nonlinearity
N and to strengthen our convergence result (LI9]) by using additional functionals that control
derivatives of the solution v(y, 7). In view of [@I3), it is natural to consider the functional

Dinslr) = 5 [ 6+ 1P (Vuly. 7). Alye" ) Vu(y 7)) dy. (5.21)

which is equivalent to Dy, s(7) in ([£30). However, controlling the time evolution of D, 5(7)
requires the additional hypothesis that the matrix A(z) in (L) satisfies - VA € L>(R™). Such
an assumption is quite natural in our problem, but is not required in Theorems [I.3] and

6 Appendix

6.1 A generalized Young inequality
In this section, following [24], we give a short proof of Proposition 27

Lemma 6.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition [2.7], we define, for any y € sr—1 c R7,

1 1
Ko = / k()™ || /@) gy where — 4+ — = 1. (6.1)
R p

/
Then ko = K1, where k1 is given by (2.31]).

Proof. Proceeding as in [24] Lemma 1], we write = ro and y = pf, where r = |z|, p = |y|,
and 0,0 € S"~!. By rotation invariance, the definition (Z31I]) does not depend on the choice of
x =0 € S" 1. Thus, averaging over ¢, we obtain

/ / / k(o p0)["/ pn=1=7%/0) 4y 46 dor
Sn— 1 Sn— 1

where s,, = 20™/2T(n/2)~! is the measure of S*~'. We perform the change of variable p = 1/r
in the inner integral, and use the fact that |k(z,y)|"/? is homogeneous of degree —n. This gives

-~ / / / [k(ro, )"/ 7/ dpdo s, (62)
Sn Sn—1 J§n—1 J(

because n?/(dg) = n —n?/(dp’) in view of [Z3I)). The right-hand side of ([6.2)) is the average
over § € S"~! of the quantity (G.I)), which does not depend on the choice of y = # € S*~!. This
yields the desired equality k1 = ko. O

Proof of Proposition 2.7. We assume for definiteness that 1 < p < ¢ < oo, which is the most
interesting situation. The other cases, where some of the inequalities above are not strict, can
be established by similar (or simpler) arguments. If f € LP(R™) and g = K[f], we have

o) < | (i) (K WP P) [l 1dy, @R,

where a = n/(dp') and b = n?/(dgp’). We apply to the right-hand side the trilinear Holder
inequality with exponents p’, ¢, and r := pq/(q — p), which satisfy 1/p' + 1/q + 1/r = 1. This
gives

ot < 160) ([ 1P o ) 11 (63)
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where

I(@)'/s = /R k(a, )| [y~ dy = /R e, )|/ | /(9

Applying the change of variables y = |z|z in the last integral and using the assumption that the
expression |k(z,y)|™/® is homogeneous of degree —n, we obtain

It = (a1 [ (e, fol2) | 000 dz = o] 00
R

We now replace this expression into ([G.3]) and integrate over = € R™, using Fubini’s theorem to
exchange the integrals. Since (1 — a)q = n/d and bg = n?/(dp’), this gives

n2 /
19180y < B2 1A hen, /Rn Ty f )P dy (6.4)
where

) = / k()" 4]2| @) 4

As for the computation of I, we use the homogeneity of k£ and the change of variable z = z/|y|
to obtain

n/d —n ’ —n ’ —n /
J(y) = /Rn%(Z’y/‘y’)‘ / 2] 2/(dp)‘y’ 2/(dp)dz = ks yl 2/(dp)'

Using Lemma 6.1} we conclude that ||g||pegn) < / ﬁz/quHLp(Rn = /11 "N f 1 Lo () O

6.2 On the divergence of localized vector fields

Let x : R™ — [0, 1] be any smooth, compactly supported function such that x(z) =1 for |z| < 1
and x(x) = 0 for |z| > 2. Given any k € N*, we denote xx(z) = x(z/k).

Lemma 6.2. Assume that g € LP(R™)" for some p € [1,00) such that (n — 1)p < n. Then we
have (div g, x) — 0 as k — +oo. In particular, if divg € L'(R"), then Jgn divgdz = 0.

Proof. For any k£ > 1, we have

(divg, i) = ~(g. Ve = — [ gla) - Vx(a/k)do. (63

The integral in the right-hand side is easily estimated using Hélder’s inequality :

‘/n -Vx(z/k) dx‘ <C lg(x)|dx < C'HgHLp(k:")l‘%

|k <|z|<2|k]|

Our assumption on p ensures that n(1 — 1/p) < 1, hence the last member of (G.5]) converges to
zero as k — co. Finally, if divg € LY(R"), the first member of (6.5) converges to Jgn divgda
by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. O

Lemma 6.3. Letn > 2, m € (n/2,n/2+ 1), and assume that f € L?(m) satisfies Jgn fdz=0.
Then there exists g € L?(m—1)" such that divg = f and 190l 2 (m-1) < ClIflL2(m)-
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Proof. Under our assumptions on f, it is known that the elliptic equation Au = f has a unique
solution u : R™ — R that decays to zero at infinity [I6]. We take ¢ = Vu. Using the explicit
form of the fundamental solution of the Laplace equation in R"™, we obtain the representations

ow) = — [ T )y - i/(u : )f(y)dy, (6.6)

Sn Jgn [T —y[" Sn lz—y|n |z

where s, is again the measure of the unit sphere S*~!. Since f € L?(R"), we can apply the
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to the first expression of ¢ in (6.06]), and we deduce that
g € LP(R™) for p = 2n/(n — 2) when n > 3. If n > 2, using the fact that L?(m) < L(R?) for
q € (1,2), we obtain that g € LP(R?) for p € (2,00). In particular, we have in all cases

/| _ o) dr < IS (6.7)

We next exploit the second expression of g in (G.6]). We claim that

Cly ( L, 2 ) (6.8)

= el =yl \|z —y[*2  fa]?

x—y x

o —yl" Jafr

for all z,y € R" with x # 0 and x # y. Equivalently,

e~ 9) — 2l —ol"| < Clallyl ke — ol (j2 — o2 + Jal"2) (6.9)

for all 2,y € R™. To establish (63]), we decompose

2" (@—y) = 2 la—y|" = [2I"" (lel(z—y) — 2 lo—y]) + @ |o—y|(j2o]"" ~ lo—y""") . (6.10)

and we use the following two elementary observations :

1. For any x,z € R we have ||z|z — z|z|| < 2|z||z — 2|. This can be proved by taking the square
of both sides and considering two cases according to whether |z| < 4|z| or |z| > 4]z].

2. For any z,z € R", we have

n—1
[la=t = 27| < 25 [l = Ja| (2" + =172

Indeed the map t + h(t) = (n—1)t""2 is convex on R, so that for all b > a > 0 we have
ff h(t)dt < (b —a)(h(a) 4+ h(b))/2, which gives the result if a = min(|z|, |z|), b = max(|z|,|z|).

Applying these elementary estimates with z = x —y, we can bound both terms in the right-hand

side of ([6.I0)), and we arrive at ([6.9).
Now, in view of (68), [G8), we have |z~ |g(z)| < C [ga k(z,y)ly["|f ()| dy, where

k(z,y) = L ( L, 2 )

ez =yllym Tt e =yt e

The kernel k(z,y) is homogeneous of degree —n and invariant under rotations in R™. Moreover,
if |z| = 1, the assumption that m € (n/2,n/2 + 1) ensures that [, k(z,y)|y|™?dy < oo.
Applying Proposition 2.7 with d = n and p = ¢ = 2, we deduce that

/R 22 g(x) dx < C /R 2™ ()2 dy

and combining this estimate with (G.1)) we conclude that ||| 72(m—1) < C[lfl£2(m)- O
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6.3 On the optimality of Proposition 2.17]

We show here using an explicit example that the assumption m < n/2 + (3 in Proposition 211
cannot be relaxed. Given a,b > 0, we consider the functions u, f : R™ — R defined by

u(z) =

I

At ame’ f(x) = —div(A4y(x)Vu(z)), (6.11)

where Ay is the Meyers-Serrin matrix ([3.4]). We have

el 2axrix
_ _ wh = (1,0,...
Vu(z) = AT ePe At ere e (1,0,...,0),

and since Ap(z)z = x we find

Ap@)Vule) = o (bey + (1)

:Ell‘) 2ax1x
(L4 |z[?) (

[«]2/ (14 |z[2)art”
Taking the divergence with respect to x, we arrive at

(1-b)(n=1) z1  2a(n+2)z _4a(a+1)x1|:17|2
L+ [z)* |z Q4 [zP)ett (L )

flz) = — x eR"™.

For simplicity, we assume henceforth that n > 3, so that f € LZ _(R™). As |z| — oo, we have
c 1
f(z) = xl(!x\%“ + O(!x\2“+4>) ) as |z| = 400, (6.12)
where ¢ = —(1 — b)(n — 1) + 2an — 4a®. The idea is now to choose the parameters a, b so that

¢ =0, in order to maximize the decay of f. For instance, we can take

@ = i(n +/n? = 4(1—b)(n—1)) - i(n + /(-2 + 4b(n—1)) . (6.13)

With this choice, given m > n/2, it follows from (G.11]), (G.I12]) that

lz|™f € L*(R") if and only if 2a > n/24+m — 3,

m—2 2(/mn : . (614)
|z|" “u € L*(R™) if and only if 2a >n/24+m —1.

Under the first condition in {I4)), we also have [p, f(2)dx = 0since f is odd, hence f € L§(m).
According to (G.I4)), the pair (u, f) violates inequality (238]) with p = 2, s = 0 provided

m > n/2 and
n/24+m—-3 < 2a <n/24+m-—1. (6.15)

For instance, if n = 3 and m = 2, we have 1/2 < 2a < 5/2 by (6.13) if b > 0 is sufficiently small,
and it follows that f € L?(m), [gs f(2)dz =0, and yet u ¢ L?(R?). The explanation is that the
Holder exponent 8 in Proposition 2.4 tends to zero as b — 0 in the case of the Meyers-Serrin
operator, see Remark [3.4] and that the value m = 2 is not allowed in Proposition 2I1]if n = 3
and 5 < 1/2. More generally, if n > 3 and n/2 < m < n/2+1, we can choose b > 0 small enough
so that inequalities (6.I5]) hold, which implies the failure of estimate ([2Z38]) with p = 2, s = 0;
but it follows from (613]) and (BI7) that 2a > n — 1 + 3, hence the second inequality in (6.15])
implies that m > n/2 + B. This shows that the assumption m < n/2 + § in Proposition ZTT] is
sharp in the case of the Meyers-Serrin matrix ([3.4)), at least if the quantity § is understood as
given by the right-hand side of BIT).
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