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Abstract. We consider the damped hyperbolic equation
EUt + Ut = Uge + F(u), z€R, t>0, (1)

where ¢ is a positive, not necessarily small parameter. We assume that F'(0) = F'(1) =0
and that F'is concave on the interval [0, 1]. Under these hypotheses, Eq.(1) has a family
of monotone travelling wave solutions (or propagating fronts) connecting the equilibria
u = 0 and u = 1. This family is indexed by a parameter ¢ > ¢, related to the speed of
the front. In the critical case ¢ = c,, we prove that the travelling wave is asymptotically
stable with respect to perturbations in a weighted Sobolev space. In addition, we show
that the perturbations decay to zero like t~3/2 as t — 400 and approach a universal
self-similar profile, which is independent of ¢, F' and of the initial data. In particular,
our solutions behave for large times like those of the parabolic equation obtained by
setting ¢ = 0 in Eq.(1). The proof of our results relies on careful energy estimates for

the equation (1) rewritten in self-similar variables x/v/t, log .
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the asymptotic stability of travelling wave solutions to nonlinear
damped hyperbolic equations on the real line. Besides describing the propagation of
voltage along nonlinear transmission lines, these equations have been proposed as math-
ematical models for spreading and interacting particles [DO], [Ha2], [Ha3]. In the latter
context, they provide an alternative to the reaction-diffusion systems which are very
common in chemistry and biology, especially in genetics and population dynamics [Mul].
The two classes of models differ by the choice of the stochastic process describing the
spatial spread of the individuals: instead of Brownian motion, the damped hyperbolic
equations are based on a more realistic velocity jump process which takes into account
the inertia of the particles [Go|, [Kac|, [Za]. Since this process is asymptotically dif-
fusive, the long-time behavior of the solutions is expected to be essentially parabolic
[GR2].

We study here the simple case of a scalar equation with a nonlinearity of “monos-

table” type. To be specific, we consider the equation
5Utt+Ut = Uxx+f(U) 5 (11)

where x € R, t > 0, and ¢ is a positive, not necessarily small parameter. We assume
that the nonlinearity F € C?(R) satisfies

FO)=F1)=0, FO) >0, FA)<0, F'(U)<0 for Ue[0,1]. (1.2)

In particular, U = 1 is a stable equilibrium of Eq.(1.1), and U = 0 is unstable. A typical
nonlinearity satisfying (1.2) is F(U) = U — U™, with m > 2.

Under the assumptions (1.2), Eq.(1.1) has monotone travelling wave solutions (or
propagating fronts) connecting the equilibrium states U = 1 and U = 0 [Hal], [GR1].
Indeed, choosing ¢ > 0 and setting U(x,t) = h(v/1+ ec?x — ct), we obtain for h the

ordinary differential equation
W'(&) +ch'(§) + F(h(E) =0, (€R. (1.3)

Eq.(1.3) is known to have a strictly decreasing solution satisfying h(—oc) = 1 and
h(400) = 0 if and only if ¢ > ¢, = 2,/F’(0) [KPP], [AW]. This solution is unique up to

translations in the variable £. Thus, Eq.(1.1) has a family of monotone travelling waves
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indexed by the speed parameter ¢ > c,. Note that the actual speed of the wave is not
¢, but ¢/v/1+ec?, a quantity which is bounded by 1/4/¢ for all ¢ > ¢,.

In an earlier paper [GR1], we investigated the stability of the travelling waves of
(1.1) in the case where F(U) = U — U?. In particular, we showed that, for all € > 0 and
all ¢ > ¢4, the front h is asymptotically stable with respect to small perturbations in a
weighted Sobolev space (with exponential weight). This local stability result holds in
fact for all nonlinearities satisfying (1.2), see [GR3]. In addition, if € > 0 is sufficiently
small, we proved in [GR1] that the front A is stable with respect to large perturba-
tions, provided some positivity conditions are fulfilled. This global stability property
relies on the hyperbolic Maximum Principle, and can also be extended to more general
nonlinearities [GR3]. Finally, we showed in all cases that the perturbations converge

uniformly to zero faster than t—/* as t — +o0.

When ¢ — 0, Eq.(1.1) reduces to the semilinear parabolic equation Uy = Uy +
F(U) which has been intensively studied since the pioneering works of Fisher [Fi] and
Kolmogorov, Petrovskii and Piskunov [KPP]. Using the parabolic Maximum Principle
and probabilistic techniques, the convergence of a large class of solutions to travelling
waves has been established [AW], [Br|. In the more general context of parabolic systems,
a local stability analysis of the waves has been initiated by Sattinger [Sa] and extended
by many authors [Ki], [EW], [Kap], [BK1], [RK], using resolvent estimates, energy
functionals and renormalization techniques. In the critical case ¢ = ¢, it has been
proved by one of us [Ga] that the perturbations of the front decay to zero like t~3/2 as
t — 400 and approach a universal self-similar profile. The aim of the present paper
is precisely to extend this detailed convergence result to the hyperbolic case € > 0.
Together with earlier results from [GR1], [GR3|, this will provide a fairly complete
picture of the stability properties of the travelling waves of Eq.(1.1).

To study the stability of the critical front h with ¢ = ¢, it is convenient to go
to a moving frame using the change of variables U(x,t) = V (/1 + ec?x — c,t,t). The

equation for V is
eVie + Vi —2ec,Vey = Vee + e Ve + F(V) (1.4)
where £ = /1 + ec2x — c,t. By construction, h is a stationary solution of (1.4). Fol-

lowing [Ki], [Ga], we consider perturbed solutions of the form

V(Et) = h(E) +w(E,t) = h(E) + W)W (5, ‘ ) . (1.5)

1+ ec?
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The reason for this Ansatz is that the function W (¢, 7) defined by (1.5) becomes asymp-
totically self-similar as t — +o00, while the actual perturbation w(&,t) does not, see
Corollary 1.3 below. Remark that W is well-defined, since h'(§) < 0 for all £ € R. For
notational convenience, we rescale the time variable t by setting 7 = t/(1+ec?). The

equation for W then reads

NWer + (1= vy(E)Wr = 20Wer = Wee +7(EWe + B (E)WN (h(€), W (W) , (1.6)

where B (6)
€ ECx
n:ma VZ@: 7(§)=C*+2h,<£), (1.7)
and
! 1
N(a,b) = / (1-8)F"(a + sb)ds = b—z(}"(a—l—b) — F(a) = bF'(a)) . (1.8)
0
0 | ‘ ‘ ~ 2/¢

Fig. 1: The function v(¢) in the case where F(U) = U — U? (hence cs = 2, 7— = 2v/2).

Before analyzing the solutions of (1.6), we briefly comment on the definitions (1.7).
We first remark that there is no loss of generality in assuming ¢ = 1 in Eq.(1.1), since
(e, F) can be transformed into (1,eF) by rescaling x and t. However, we find more
convenient to fix the nonlinearity F and to consider € as a free parameter. Then ¢, > 0
is fixed, and 7, v are functions of € only. These expressions are not independent, since
v2+n =v/c,. Observe also that 1, v are uniformly bounded for all £ > 0, and converge
to zero as € — 0. We now list the properties of the “drift” (&) which will be crucial
for our analysis. From [Sa], [AW], we know that the front h (with ¢ = ¢,) satisfies

1 — aze”™® + O(e?x¢) as £ &> —o0

(a1§+a2)e_c*§/2+O(§2€—c*§> as £ — 400, (19)

e = {
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where a1,a3 > 0, a2 € R, and k = 1(—c, + /c2 — 4F'(1)) > 0. Using (1.9) and similar
asymptotic expansions for the derivatives h’, h”, we obtain

v_ + O(er?) as & & —oo ,

1= {2/(§+§o) +O0(Ee¢?) as € = +oo,

where v_ = ¢, + 2k = 2/ F'(0) — F'(1) and & = (az/a1 — 2/c4). It also follows from
(1.3), (1.7) that

(1.10)

F(©) = 57O +2(F(0) - F(h(E) , E€R. (111)

Together with (1.2), this equation implies that —%7(5)2 < (&) <0 for all £ € R.
Indeed, the lower bound on /(&) is obvious, and the upper bound follows from the
inequality 7v”(£) + v(£)7/'(§) < 0 obtained by differentiating (1.11). In fact, we even
have 7/(§) < 0 whenever v(§) < v—. Replacing thus h(§) by a translate, we may (and
will always) assume that v(0) = c,, i.e. h”(0) =0, see Fig. 1. This amounts to fixing

the origin in the moving frame.

To study the behavior of the solutions W of (1.6), we use the scaling variables or

self-similar variables defined by

x = 3 t = log(7+70) , (1.12)

VT

where 79 > 0 will be fixed later. These variables have been widely used to investigate the

long time behavior of solutions to parabolic equations, in particular to prove convergence
to self-similar solutions [Kav], [EZ], [GV], [EKM], [BK2], [Wa], [GM]. Although the
scaling (1.12) is parabolic in essence, we have shown in [GR2] that self-similar variables
are also a powerful tool in the realm of damped hyperbolic equations. The reason is
that the long-time behavior of such systems is often determined by simpler parabolic
equations, see [HL|, [Ni], [GR2] for specific examples of this phenomenon. In our case,
the result of [Ga] in the parabolic limit € = 0 suggests that W (&, 7) should behave like
T73/20%(€/\/T) as T — 400, where * is given by (1.20) below. Thus, following the
method developped in [GR2], we define rescaled functions v and v by

w(z,t) = S2W(xe'’?, et — 1), vz, t) = S PW,(zet/? et — 1) | (1.13)

or equivalently

B 1 §
W(, ) = (r+70)3/2 “( 10 log(TMO)) ’ (1.14)

Wo67) = sy (s o8(r470))



-6-

Then the functions u(z,t), v(z,t) satisfy the system

x 3
Up — —Uy — —U = U,
2 2
5)
ne " (v, — gvx - 51}) + (1 — vy(zet’?))w — 2we 2y, = (1.15)

Ugy + €72 (e ug + e 72N (xet/H)u(x, t)2N (2,t) |

where = € R, t > tg = log g, and N (z,t) = N (h(ze'/2),e ™3t/ 21/ (zet/?)u(x, t)).

We next introduce the function spaces in which we shall study the solutions of
(1.15). For t > 0, k € N, we denote by L2, H¥ the weighted Lebesgue and Sobolev

spaces defined by the norms

0 00
iz = [ e ua s [T P

—00 0

. (1.16)
lully = S 105l .
=0

where x appears in (1.9). Our basic space will be the product Z; = H} x L? equipped
with the standard norm ||(u,v)||z, = (||ul|Z: +[|v]|?2)*/%. In order to state results which
t t

are uniform in € as € — 0, it is convenient to introduce also the quadratic form
@, (t,u,0) = Jullh + e lolZs - (117)

From (1.13), (1.14), we see that (u,v) € Z; if and only if (W, W,) € Zo = H{ x LZ.
Moreover, since h'/,h" = O(e"€) as ¢ — —oo and W' b = O(Ee™¢/?) as € — 400,
it is easy to verify that (W, W,) € Z; if and only if the actual perturbation w = h'W

satisfies

— 0o

0 00
/ (w? + wi 4+ wy) d€ + /0 (1+ &% (w? + wi +wy)dé < oo . (1.18)

The comparison of (1.9), (1.18) reveals that the perturbations we consider decay to
zero slightly faster than the front h itself as & — +oo. This is a necessary condition
for stability, because the equilibrium state U = 0 of (1.1) is linearly unstable [Sa]. In

particular, small translations of the front A are not allowed as perturbations.

Since our function space Z; depends on time, we have to specify what we mean by

a “solution of (1.15) in Z;”. As the system (1.15) has been obtained from the simpler



_7-

equation (1.6) through the change of variables (1.13), the following definition is very

natural:

Definition 1.1. Let t5 > t; > to, and let 7; = el — 79 for i = 1,2. We say that
“(u,v) € C([t1,1t2],Z;) is a solution of the system (1.15)” if there exists a (mild) solution
(W, W;) € C([r1, 72|, Zo) of (1.6) such that the relations (1.13), (1.14) hold.

In particular, if (u,v) € C([t1, t2], Z¢) is a solution of (1.15), then (u(t),v(t)) € Z; for
all t € [t1,t2]. However, the continuity of (u,v) with respect to ¢ has to be understood
as the continuity in Zg of the functions (W, W;) defined by (1.14). In Proposition 2.2
below, we shall show that the Cauchy problem for (1.15) in Z; is locally well-posed.

Before stating our main result, we explain its content in a heuristic way. Taking
formally the limit ¢ — 400 in (1.15) and using (1.10), we see that u satisfies the linear

parabolic equation

m::aﬁﬂgum+(g+§y%+gu ifz>0, u, =0 ifz<0. (1.19)
Therefore, it is reasonable to expect that the long-time behavior of the solutions of
(1.15) is determined by the spectral properties of the operator L, on R, with Neu-
mann boundary condition at = 0. Now, as is easily verified, this limiting operator is
just the image under the scaling (1.14) of the radially symmetric Laplace operator in
three dimensions. Indeed, if u and W are related through (1.14), the equation u; = Loou
is equivalent to W, = Wee+(2/€)We, € > 0. This crucial observation explains the factor
(7+79)73/% in (1.14), and allows to compute exactly the spectrum of £, in various func-
tion spaces, see [GR2, Appendix A]. For instance, in the space H (R, (1+x)%dx), the
spectrum of L, consists of a simple, isolated eigenvalue at A = 0, and of “continuous”
spectrum filling the half-plane {\ € C|Re A < —1/4}. The eigenfunction corresponding
to A = 0 is the Gaussian e~ /4. Therefore, we expect that the solution u(z,t) of (1.15)

converges as t — 400 to ap*(z) for some a € R, where

1 (1 ifz <0,

* E— 2 1.20
7 () \/E{e_gﬁ/4 ifz>0. ( )

This function is normalized so that fooo 22¢*(x)dz = 1. Since v = uy — SUy — %u, we

also expect that v(z,t) converges to ay*(z), where ¢* = —Lp* — 3%, It is crucial to
note that Eq.(1.19) is independent of e: this explains why the solutions of (1.6), hence

of (1.1), behave for large times like those of the corresponding parabolic equations.
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Our main result shows that these heuristic considerations are indeed correct:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that the nonlinearity F satisfies (1.2), and let ¢ > 0. There
exist tg > 0, §o > 0 and C' > 0 such that, for all initial data (ug,vo) € Z;, with
@, (to, up,v0) < 63, the system (1.15) has a unique solution (u,v) € C([to, +00),Z¢)
satistying (u(to),v(to)) = (uo,vo). In addition, there exists a* € R such that, for all
t > to,
¢
lu(t) = o™ @*[|F +ne ™ [lo(t) — a™¢*||72 +/ o792 lu(s) — a*9*|fz ds
: S : (1.21)
< O(1+t)%e7 Y2, (to, uo, vo) -

Remarks.

1. In the proof of Theorem 1.2, we shall take for convenience the parameter ¢, = log(o)
large enough, but this choice is irrelevant since, as reflected in Corollary 1.3 below, the
results for the original equation (1.1) are not affected.

2. The estimate (1.21) shows in particular that the solution u(t) converges to a** like

t/4 corresponds to the

te t/* as t — +00. As was already mentioned, the decay rate e~
spectral gap of the linear operator Lo, in H* (R4, (1+)%dz), and is thus optimal in
our function space. The same argument suggests that this rate could be improved up

to e */2 at the expense of assuming a faster decay of u,v as & — +00, as in [Gal.

8. Theorem 1.2 does not give a satisfactory estimate of the term |[v(t) — a*¢p*||?,. If
t
¢ is sufficiently small, using three additional pairs of functionals as in Section 3, one
can show that fgoo(x+a:2)|v(aj,t) — a*¢*(x)|? dz decays at least like (1 + t)2e~*/2 and
t o0 .
that ono o2nae’/ lv(z,t) — a**(z)|*da + [, |v(z,t) — a*¢*(x)|* dz is bounded by a
polynomial in ¢. Since these estimates are probably not optimal and were obtained for

small € only, the corresponding calculations will not be given here.

4. Given ¢ > 0 and a nonlinearity F satisfying (1.2), it is straightforward to verify that
all the statements in the sequel (and their proofs) hold uniformly in e for € € (0, ).
In particular, the constants tg, dg, C appearing in Theorem 1.2 are independent of ¢ for
e € (0,e0]. As a consequence, taking the limit ¢ — 0 in (1.21), we obtain a local stability
result for the travelling waves of the parabolic equation (1.1) with ¢ = 0. Except for the

use of slightly different function spaces, this result coincides with Theorem 1.1 of [Ga].

Combining Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 2.4 below, we obtain in particular the following

convergence result for the perturbation in the original variables:
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Corollary 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, the following estimate holds:

sup(1+e &)1
(ER

vwaﬂ—ﬁgwiég‘zow”MMnm

as T — +o0o, where W (&, 1) is given by (1.14). Equivalently,

(- 57%)
sup +
¢ER 1+ [¢]

as t — 400, where o = a* (1 + ec2)3/? and w(€,t) is given by (1.5).

wle t) = o O (SEE) | = 0T og)

t3/2

The rest of this paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2, which is organized
as follows. First of all, we prove that the Cauchy problem for Eq.(1.15) is locally
well-posed in the space Z;, in the sense of Definition 1.1. Then, in Section 2.1, we
decompose the solutions (u,v) of (1.15) using an approximate spectral projection of the
time-dependent operator £; defined in (2.3) below. The first term in this decomposition
is one-dimensional and converges to a*(¢*,9*) as t — +oo. The remainder (f,g)
satisfies an evolution system similar to (1.15), with additional terms which are estimated
in Section 2.2. The core of the proof is Section 3, where the evolution of (f,g) in
Z; is controlled using a hierarchy of energy functionals. As in [GR2], some of these
quantities are constructed in terms of the primitives (F,G) rather than the functions

(f,g) themselves. Finally, the results are summarized in the short Section 4.

Although the proof we present here is certainly not simple, we believe that our
approach is systematic and very well adapted to study the long-time asymptotics in
a large class of dissipative systems. As a matter of fact, the present proof follows
exactly the same lines as in [GR2|, although the problems considered are significantly
different. When compared with other accurate techniques, such as the Renormalization
Group used in [BK1] and [Ga], our method shows at least two advantages. First, we
do not need precise estimates of the resolvent of the linearized operator around the
travelling wave (although some spectral information is used to construct our energy
functionals). This substantial simplification is especially interesting in the perspective
of possible applications to higher-dimensional problems, where standard tools like the
Evans function are not available. Next, while most of our effort is devoted to controlling
the linear terms in (1.15), the nonlinearities are naturally incorporated into the scheme
and do not require any extra argument. In the present case, the factor e~*/2 in front
of the last term in (1.15) clearly shows that the nonlinearity is irrelevant for the long-

time behavior, provided the solution u(t) stays globally bounded. On the other hand,
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a minor drawback of our approach is the introduction of non-autonomous systems and
time-dependent function spaces through the change of variables (1.13). We shall avoid
this difficulty by returning to the original variables to show that the Cauchy problem for
(1.15) is locally well-posed and to prove that our energy functionals are differentiable

in time.

Notation. In the sequel, we denote by C a generic positive constant which may differ
from place to place, while numbered constants C;, K;, ... keep the same value through-

out the paper.

2. Preliminaries

We begin with a local existence result for the solutions W of (1.6) in the function space
Zo = H} x L3. We recall that H}, L3 are defined by the norms (1.16) with ¢t = 0.

Lemma 2.1. Let n > 0 and 6 > 0. There exists 7 > 0 such that, for all initial
data (Wo, Wy) € Zo with ||(Wo, Wo)llz, < 0, Eq.(1.6) has a unique (mild) solution
W e C([0,7],HY) N CY([0,7],L3) satisfying (W (0), W,(0)) = (Wo, Wy). The solution
(W, W.) depends continuously on the initial data in Zg, uniformly in 7 € [0,7]. In
addition, if (Wy, Wy) € H2 x H}, then W € C([0,7], H2) nC ([0, 7], H}) N C2([0, 7], L) is

a classical solution of Eq.(1.6) in L2.

Proof. Let ¢ € C*(R) be a positive function satisfying ¢(¢) = e™%¢ for ¢ < 0 and
q(€) = €73 for € > 1. Setting W(&,7) = ¢(é)w(&,7) in (1.6), we obtain for w the
equation

Nwrr — 20wer = wee + M(w, we, wr) (2.1)

where

q/ 2q/ q/ q//
M(w,we,w;) = —(1—1/’7—2V—)w7——|— <7+—)w + (7——1—— w
(g, wr) q qg) " 7 q (2.2)
+ W quN (h, ' qw) .
Since the functions v, ¢'/q, ¢"/q and h’q are all bounded, and since the nonlinearity
F in (1.1) is C?, it is straightforward to verify that the map M : H'(R) x L2(R) —

L?(R) defined by (w,w,) — M(w,we,w;) is locally Lipschitz, uniformly on bounded
subsets. Therefore, by a classical result [CH], the Cauchy problem for (2.1) is locally
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well-posed in H! x L2. More precisely, for any » > 0, there exists ¥ > 0 such that,
for all initial data (wg,wo) € H' x L? with ||(wo,@o)|mxrz < 7, (2.1) has a unique
(mild) solution w € C([0, 7], H') N C1([0, 7], L?) satisfying (w(0),w,(0)) = (wo,wo). This
solution depends continuously on the initial data in H! x L2, uniformly in 7 € [0,7].
Moreover, if (wg,wp) € H? x H!, then w € C([0, 7], H?) N C1([0, 7], H') N C?([0, 7], L?) is
a classical solution of Eq.(2.1). Thus, returning to the original function W = qw and

using the fact that
CHl(w, wo)llmxrz < (W, Wo)llzg < Cll(w,wr)llmixez

for some C' > 1, we obtain the desired result, if » = C§. This concludes the proof of
Lemma 2.1. O

As a consequence of Definition 1.1 and Lemma 2.1, we obtain the following existence
result for the solution (u,v) of (1.15):

Proposition 2.2. Let n > 0, 61 > 0, to > tg. There exists T > 0 such that, for all
t1 € [to,t2] and all (uy,v1) € Zy, satisfying @, (t1,u1,v1) < 67, the system (1.15) has a
unique solution (u,v) € C([t1,t1 + T, Z¢) with initial data (u(t1),v(t1)) = (u1,v1).

Remark. In particular, Proposition 2.2 implies that, if (u,v) € C([to,tx),Z¢) is a max-
imal solution of (1.15) and if @, (¢, u(t),v(t)) < 67 for all t € [to,ts), then actually
t, = 400, i.e. the solution (u,v) is globally defined.

Proof. Given t; € [to, t2] and (u1,v1) € Zy, satisfying @, (t1,u1,v1) < 67, we define
Wi(€) = 721 2uy(€e™/?) | WA(€) = e u (¢e™/?), EEeR.

Then (W1, W1) € Zo, and there exists a constant C' > 0 (depending on 7 and t,) such
that ||(Wy, W1)|z, < Cd1. Since Eq.(1.6) is autonomous, it follows from Lemma 2.1
that there exists a time 7 > 0, depending on 7, C'§; but not on (W7, Wl), such that
(1.6) has a unique (mild) solution W € C([e'*, e'*+7], H{) NC! ([e", e' +7], LE) satisfying
W(E, et) = Wi(€), Wr(€,et) = Wy(€). Now, we set T = log(1 4 7e~*?), and for all
t € [t1,t1 +T] C [t1,log(e’* + 7)] we define

w(z,t) = S2W(xel’?,et) |, vz, t) = VPW o (wet/? et |

By Definition 1.1, (u,v) € C([t1,t1 + T],Z1) is a solution of (1.15) with (u(t1),v(t1)) =
(u1,v71), and the uniqueness of this solution follows from the uniqueness of W as a mild

solution of (1.6). This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.2. O
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2.1. Spectral Decomposition of the Solution

From now on, we assume that (u,v) € C([to,?1],Z¢) is a solution of (1.15) in the sense
of Proposition 2.2. Inspired by [Ga] and [GR2], we shall decompose this solution using

an approximate spectral projection of the (time-dependent) linear operator

3
L, = 0%+ (g + et/zv(xet/2)> Or + 2 (2.3)

which appears in (1.15). As is easily verified, the function ¢* defined in (1.20) is an
approximate eigenfunction of £, in the sense that [|L¢¢*[[r2 = O(e™t4) as t — +oo.

The corresponding approximate spectral projection in L? is given by the formula

u (/ e Ip(zet’?)u(x) dx) o~ (2.4)
R
where p : R — R is the (unique) solution of the differential problem
'(6) = m P _
PO = 9Op© . ¢eRr. dm T =1, (2.5

It follows from (1.10), (2.5) that p(¢) > 0 for all € € R, and p(&) = O(e?-%) as £ — —o0.

Motivated by (2.4), we introduce the functions

Plat) = E0 L wlat) = plet) - Gede ) = pelat) . (20)
where
¢(t) = /Re_tp(aset/z)gp*(x) de —1. (2.7)

We shall show in the proof of Lemma 2.5 below that ((t) and ¢’(t) converge to zero as
t — 400, so that p(x,t) — ¢*(z) and ¢ (x,t) — ¥*(z). By construction, we also have

/ e“ip(zet’Hp(x,t)de = 1, / e“ip(zet’H)p(x,t)de =0, t>0. (2.8)
R R

Using these notations, we decompose the solution (u,v) of (1.15) as

u(z,t) = a(t)p(,t) + f(z,t) . v(z,t) = Bt)p(x,t) + a()y(z,t) +g(z,t) , (2.9)

where
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In view of (2.8), (2.10), the functions f, g satisfy the “orthogonality relations”

/ e tp(zet/?) f(z,t)dz = 0, / e p(xe'/?)g(x,t)dz = 0 . (2.11)
R R

We now determine the evolution equations satisfied by «, 3, f, g. Our first result is:

Lemma 2.3. If (u,v) € C([to, t1],Z:) is a solution of (1.15), then o € C*([to,t1]) and

Colt) = B(1) . S (ne~B(D) +a(t)) = m(t) (2.12)

m(t) = /Re_tp(a:et/Q) (—uv(met/Q)v(aj,t) —|—e_t/zh’(xet/Q)u(a:,t)QN(a:,t)> dz .

Proof. Let ; = et — 79, and let W(&,7) be given by (1.14) for 7 € [0,71]. By
Definition 1.1, W € C([0, 7], H}) N C1(]0, 1], L3) is a (mild) solution of (1.6). Since
at) = [gp(Q)W(E, e" — 7o) d&, it follows that a € C'([to, t1]) and

—aft) = et/Rp(f)WT(f,et —70)d§ = Ae‘tp(wet/2)v(w,t) dz = (1) .

To prove that o € C?([to,t1]), we first assume that (Wo, Wy) = (W(-,0), W.(-,0)) €
H2 x H}. Then, by Lemma 2.1, W € C([0, 7], H3) N C([0, 1], H}) N C%([0, 7], L2) is a
classical solution of (1.6), hence « € C?([to,t1]) and

def

080 +a) = ¢ [ pEWer + W (e = ) dg L m(r)

Since p(nWrr + W.) = (pWe)e + 2v(pWr )¢ — vpyW, +ph/ W2N (h, VW) by (1.6), (2.5),
we find

m(t) = ¢ [ pl&) (<vaWy + KWAN(hHIW)) (66" = m) de
= / e p(zet/?) (—V'y(aset/z)v(x,t) + e_t/zh'(:vet/z)u(a:,t)zN(a:,t)> dz .
R

For all ¢ € [to, t1], we thus have

ne ' B(t) + alt) = ne" (ko) + alto) + / m(s)ds (2.13)
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By Lemma 2.1, both sides of (2.13) are continuous functions of the initial data (W, W)
in Zg. Since (2.13) is satisfied for all (W, W) in the dense subspace H2 x H, the equality
must hold for all (Wy, W) € Zo. This shows that ne~*f+a € C'([to, t1]) and that (2.12)
holds. The proof of Lemma 2.3 is complete. O

It follows from (1.15), (2.9) and Lemma 2.3 that (f, g) € C([to, t1], Z¢) is a solution
(in the sense of Definition 1.1) of the system

ft_gfx_gf:g7

ne™" (g: — ggx - gg) + (1= vy(we'’?))g — 2ve™ g, = (2.14)
fow + Py (we'?) fo 4 (2, 1)
where
r(@,) = a(Pas + o2y (we'?)pr — ) — ne (289 + a(vr — Fu — 5¢))
+vy(ze'?) (B + a) + 2ve”? (B, + athy) (2.15)

2R (wel 2u(a, 12N (2, 1) — m(t)p

Using (2.5), (2.6), (2.8) and the definition of m(t) in Lemma 2.3, it is not difficult to
verify that

/Re_tp(xet/z)(r(x,t) — V'y(aset/Q)g(a:,t)) de =0. (2.16)

Finally, as in [GR2], it will be useful to consider also the primitives

T

Fat) = [ e ploe)f0dy, Gt = [ e ple g dy. (27)
Using (2.11) and standard inequalities (see Lemma 2.7 below and the remark at the
end of this section), it is straightforward to verify that (F,G) € C!([to,t1], H x L?) is a

classical solution of the system

F,-iF =@,
2
—t z —t/2 t/2 t/2 (2.18)
ne (Gt—iGm—G)-i-G—Ql/e 2@, = Fm—e/'y(a:e/ VF,. + R(x,t) ,

where

R(z,t) = /I e 'p(ye'’?) (r(y, t) — vy(ye'’*)g(y,t)) dy . (2.19)

— 00
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2.2. Bounds on the Nonlinear Terms

In this subsection, we assume that (u,v) € C([to, 1], Z¢) is a solution of (1.15) satisfying
the bound

lu@)ll <1, t€[to,ta] . (2.20)

Then wu(t) is uniformly bounded in a weighted L space, as a consequence of the fol-

lowing result:

Lemma 2.4. There exists a constant K > 0 such that, for allt > 0 and all w € H},

Supemet/2|w(a;)\ + sup(1+z)?|w(z)| < Kol|wl[m - (2.21)
<0 x>0

Remark. Note the crucial fact that the constant Ky in (2.21) is independent of .

Proof. Let t > 0 and w € H}. By a classical inequality, there exists C' > 0 such that

sup(1+x)%|w(z)|? < C/oo(l+a:)6(w(x)2 +w'(x)?) dz . (2.22)
2>0 0

In particular, w(0)? < Cllw||Z,. On the other hand, we have for all z < 0:

w(z)? = w(0)* - / 2 () (y) + 2me!Pw(y)?) dy
- (2.23)

IN

0
w(0)? + / 2" (w(y)? + w'(y)?) dy .

— 00

Combining (2.22), (2.23), we obtain (2.21). This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.4. [

In the sequel, it will be natural to control the solution (u,v) of (1.15) in terms of
the functions «, (3, f, g defined in (2.9), (2.10). The equivalence of the corresponding

norms is the content of our next result:
Lemma 2.5. There exists a constant K1 > 1 such that, for allt > 0 and all (u,v) € Z,

Kl < lal+ 1 fllm < Kl

(2.24)
ol + 8]+ llgllez < Ki(llulla + [lvllee) ,

2
=
N
[\
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where a, 8 are defined in (2.10) and f, g in (2.9).

Proof. From (1.10), we know that v(§) — v_ as £ = —oo and y(§) ~ 2/({+&y) as
€ — 400. Setting & = —&y + 2/~v—, we decompose (&) as vo(€) + Y(§), where

= 1f§<§17

70(8) = {2/<s+50> o> 6

By (1.10), the remainder 4(§) decays exponentially as |£| — oco. Thus the solution of
(2.5) can be represented as

_ I @) if e < gy,
() = nl©) e /E 6ds) i) = o ISIDRINCED
In particular, there exists Cy > 1 such that
e¥-¢ if¢€<0, (et if¢€ <0,
WO < & e wtezo, PO {<1+§)2 rezo. 2%

Using (2.25) and remembering that fooo 22p*(z) dr = 1, we decompose the function
¢(t) defined in (2.7) as

¢(t) :/ e 'p(x t/2 dx—i—/ooo t/2 po(acet/Q))go*(aj) dx

— 00

+/0°°(e tpo(wel’?) — 22) o () do = Co(t) + Calt) + Cs(t) -

Using (1.20), we remark that
o—3t/2

Var

where p(§) —po(&) decays exponentially to zero as £ — +o0o due to (2.25). On the other

Gt =  p(OdE, Gt) = e /O " (0~ mol©) " (o) e

hand, setting £ = max(0, &;), we have

3 o0
(3(t) = 8_3”2/ (Po(&) — (§+§0)2)g0*(§e_t/2)d§+/0 (260ze™"? + &fe ") o () dx .

0

It follows immediately from these expressions that

COI+ICOI+ "M < Cre™?, (1+¢®)™ < Gy 120, (2.27)
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for some C; > 0. As a consequence, the functions ¢(z,t), 9 (x,t) defined by (2.6) satisfy
the bounds
le@)llar + Y@z < C2, 20, (2.28)
and
lo(t) — " llmr + 1 (8) — ™ [lez < Coe™?, >0, (2:29)
for some Cy > 0.

Now, let t > 0, (u,v) € Z¢, and let a, 8 be defined as in (2.10). In view of (2.26),

we have
0

la] < Co/ (1+x)2|u(x)|dx—i—Coe_t/ v’
0

— 00

" |u(z)| de

s (2:30)

oo 1/2 —5t/4 0
Coe t/2
< C 1+2)°|ul”d —— / 2rereul?d ,
< Cy </0 (142)°|ul .CC) + )i/ ( _ooe lul® dx

hence |a| < Csllull z for some C3 > 0. Similarly, we have || < Csllv[|Lz. Using
these bounds together with (2.9), (2.28), we obtain (2.24). This concludes the proof of
Lemma 2.5. O

We now estimate the remainder terms m(t) and r(x,t) in (2.12), (2.14).

Lemma 2.6. There exists a constant Ky > 0 such that, if (u,v) € C([to,t1],Z:) Is a
solution of (1.15) satisfying (2.20), then

1/2
F(Olls + O] < Koo/ (alt? + B0 + 17O + ls@IE) . (231
for all t € [to,t1], where r(z,t) is defined in (2.15) and m(t) in Lemma 2.3.

Proof. We first consider the function ry(z,t) = @ue + e/2y(zet/?)p, — 1. Tt follows
from (1.20), (2.6) that ri(z,t) = (1 + ¢(¢)) "1 (F(z,t) + ¢'(t)¢(z,t)), where
Fot) = { (et 2~ (zet/?) — 2/2) " %f x>0,
3p* /2 ifx<0.
By (2.27), (2.28), we have [[("(t)p(t)[|Lz < C1Cye /2. To bound #(x,t), we observe
that the function & — (2 — £7y(€)) belongs to L2(R.) by (1.10). Since ¢ = —(z/2)¢*
for x > 0, we thus find

o] e—t/2 i} 00
[ i < S (s @2) [ eorac,

x>0

/0 2rxet/? A( t)2d _ 9 —t/2
e 7(x, T = orn e .

— 00
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Summarizing, we obtain [ry(¢)[l 2 < Cyet/* for some Cy > 0. Similarly, since v €
L2(R4)NL>(R-), we find [[y(ze"/?)p(t)||Lz < Cae™"/* and [|y(ze/?)(t)||Lz < Cae™"/*.

We next bound the non-linear term ry(xz,t) = e~*/2h’ (zet/?)u(x, t)2N(z,t), where
N(z,t) = N(h(zet/?),e 320/ (zet/?)u(z,t)). In view of (1.9), (2.20), (2.21), there
exists Cs > 0 such that sup,cg |h'(ze?/?)u(z,t)| < Cs for all t € [ty,t;]. In particular,
since N : R? — R is continuous, we have | N(-,t)|L~ < Np for some Ny > 0 and all
t € [to, 1] It follows that [|ra|[p2 < e_t/QCg,NOHu(t)HL% for t € [to, t1].

Finally, the function m(t) defined in Lemma 2.3 can be written as my(t) + ma(t),

where
mq(t) = —V/ e tp(zet )y (xe! P u(z, t) dz , ma(t) = / e ip(zet’?)ro(x, t) de
R R

Proceeding as in (2.30), we find [m2(t)| < Cs|r2(t)([r2 < e_t/203C’5N0||u(t)||L%. More-
over, since e~ ty(zet/?)p(xel/?) < Ce™t/2(1 4 z) for x > 0, we obtain

o) 0 t/2
Imq(t)] < C’ue_t/Q/ (1+x)\v(m,t)\dm+0ue_t/ e’ u(x, t)|dx
0

— 00

hence |m(t)] < C’Gue_t/QHv(t)HLf for some Cg > 0. Therefore, there exists C; > 0 such
that
m(t)] < Cre™2([lu@®)llpz + [o®)llLz) » ¢ € [to,ta] - (2.32)

Summarizing our results and observing that the functions ¢, ., ¥, V., Vs, Y,
are uniformly bounded in L? by (2.6), (2.27), we see that the remainder r(x,t) defined
by (2.15) satisfies

Ir@)lle < Cse™/* (Ia(t)|+ 1B+ lu®)llm; + IIU(t)HLg) , telto, ], (2.33)

for some Cg > 0. Combining (2.24), (2.32), (2.33), we obtain (2.31). This concludes the
proof of Lemma 2.6. ]

Finally, we bound the primitives F, G, R defined in (2.17), (2.19).

Lemma 2.7. There exists a constant K3 > 0 such that, for all t > 0 and all f € Lf
satisfying [, p(we'/?) f(z) dz = 0, the following estimate holds

t 0 t/2 o0
/ 1+ ) F?da < Kj e‘zt/ e2ree’/ f2dx+/ (142)°f2da ), (2.34)
R p(zet/?) —00 0
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where F(x) = [* e 'p(ye'’?) f(y) dy.

Proof. Let t > 0 and f € L?. We start from the identity

0 . t/2 2—t/2 .
o / e+ Fla)? da + S F(0)? = 2 / e p(2e/) F () f (z) d
— oo Y- Y- — 0o

which is a simple integration by parts. Applying Holder’s inequality to the right-hand

side, we obtain

0 . t/2 4o 2t 0 .
et/ e 1-T¢ /ZF(:L')de-i- e—F(O)2 < 62 / e 1-%¢ /Zp(xet/z)zf(a:)Q dz .

—c0 Y- 7= J-
Using (2.26) and remembering that v_ = ¢+ 2k > 2k, we conclude that
0 et 0 t/2
/ 14+ ——— | F(z)?>dz + ¢!/?F(0)% < C’e_zt/ e2ree” f(x)?dx ,  (2.35)
oo p(we'/?) oo
for some C > 0.

Since [ p(ze'/?)f(z)dz = 0, we have F(z) = — [ e 'p(ye/?)f(y)dy. Using
(2.26) and a classical inequality of Hardy [HLP, Theorem 328], we find

/OO F(z)*dz < 4/00 e 2t e?p(xet/?)2 f(x)? dz < 4C2 /oo(l+x)6f(33)2 dr . (2.36)
0 0 0

On the other hand, since F(z) = F(0) + [; e *p(ye’/?) f(y) dy, we have for z > 0

2IF(@)| _ eRIFO) | Co [T
< — 1 . 2.
il MUSRTOILY (2.3

Using another form of Hardy’s inequality [HLP, Theorem 327], we thus obtain

ol F(z)? ) o
/0 mdw < 2e /QIF(O)IQHSCS/0 (14z)*f(z)? dx . (2.38)

Combining (2.35), (2.36), (2.38) and using (2.26), we arrive at (2.34). This concludes
the proof of Lemma 2.7. O

Lemma 2.8. There exists a constant K4 > 0 such that, if (u,v) € C([to,t1],Z:) Is a
solution of (1.15) satisfying (2.20), then

(1 s ) B e < Kae 2 (a0 + 507 + 1Ol + a0l (239
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for all t € [to,t1], where R(x,t) is defined in (2.19).

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 2.7, we obtain as in (2.35)

0

0 t .
/ 1+ —— ) R(z,t)2dz + ¢'/2R(0,1)2 < Ce™2 / 2 (12 1 1202 g% dar
e p(xet/?) oo

Next, remarking that e ~p(zet/?)y(zet/?) < Ce™/?(14x) for £ > 0, we find instead of
(2.36), (2.38)

/000 R(z,t)*dr < C/OOO ((1+$)6T(:13,t)2 + VQe_t(1+a:)4g(aj,t)2) dx ,

*  R(w,t)? : > _
Y dr < 2eY2R(0,1)2 C/ 1+2)42 + v2e t(1+42)2%¢?) dx .
/0 (1+xzet/2)2 v < 20TR(0,0)°+ 0 ()" + e (1+a)g") da

Combining these estimates, we obtain

e _
(14 o ) B tds < € (RO + 70 o)1)
and (2.39) follows using Lemma 2.6. This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.8. O

Remark. For t > 0, k € N, let X¥ be the weighted Sobolev space defined by the norm

0 o k
ity = [ e e s [k, g = S ol
—o0 =0
If (u,v) € C([to,t1],Z:) is a solution of (1.15), it follows from Lemma 2.7 and from
the definition (2.17) of F,G that (F,G) € X? x X} for all t € [to,t;]. Moreover,
using a density argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.3, one verifies that (F,G) €
C([to, t1], X} x X9) is a classical solution of (2.18). As in Definition 1.1, this means

that, if
F(&t) = F(ge™%) . G(&t) = G(ge % t)

then (F,G) € C([to, t1], Xd x X9) N C([to, t1], X2 x X}). For later use, we also note that

Fy(&t) = (Fy — gpm)(ge—t/%t) G t) = (G- gGm)(fe_t/Q,t) . (2.40)
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3. Energy Estimates

As in the previous section, we assume that (u,v) € C([to,t1],Z:) is a solution of (1.15)
satisfying the bound (2.20). To control the time behavior of the functions f, g defined

in (2.9), we shall use five pairs of energy functionals.

We first introduce unweighted functionals for the primitives F, G defined in (2.18):

Eo(t) = / (%F2 —|—ne_tFG) dz, &(t) = %/ (F2 +ne 'G?) dz . (3.1)
R R

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (u,v) € C([to,t1],7Z:) is a solution of (1.15). Then Ey and
&y belong to C*([to, t1]) and

i E t
By =~ + / (—Fi + %v’(a:et/ NF? + e 'G? — 2ve V2 F,G + FR) dz
R
. &
& = =0 + / <—G2 - et/27($et/2)FwG + GR) )
2 R

for all t € [to,t1], where R is defined in (2.19).

Remark. Here and in the sequel, we use the notation £ = (dE/dt), £ = (d€/dt).

Proof. Since (F,G) € C!([to,t1],H! x L?), the functions Ey, & belong to Ct([to,t1]),

and a direct calculation yields:
Eo(t) = / (FF, +ne "' (FG), — FG)) dz ,
R
So(t) = / (—FmFt + et (GGt — %Gz)) dz .
R

Using the identities

FF, +ne " (FG), — £(FG), — FG - G?)

_ x /2 t/2 —t/2 (3'2)
= FFpp + (5 —e/"y(xe”?))FF, +2ve”"“FG, + FR ,

—F, Fy +ne™t (GGt - 5GG, — G2) (33
=_-G? - SFeFrpy — et/QV(:cet/z)GFx +20e 2GG, + GR , .

which follow from (2.18), and integrating by parts, we obtain the desired expressions.

This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O



-929

We next introduce weighted functionals for the primitives F, G:

t

1
Eq(t) = / eit/z (—Fz-l-ne_tFG) dx
Rr p(ze'/?) \ 2
| y (3.4)
)y == [ —— (F? —tG?) d
81( ) 2 /]_:{p(xet/2) ( T +77€ G ) i )
where the weight p is defined in (2.5).

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (u,v) € C([to,t1],7Z:) is a solution of (1.15). Then E; and
&1 belong to C*([to, t1]) and

N e! 2 —t 2 —t/2
By = +[Rp(xet/2> (—Fx +etG? + 2ve FGm-l-FR) da |
g =3 +/ _ (-G + 20e7"2GG, + GR) da
2 r P(zel/2) ) 7

for all t € [tg,t1].

Proof. We remark that

et/2 (1 B o 1 eSt/2 N B
Et:/——F2+e_tFG)d,8t:—/ F? +ne™G?) d¢
1) rp@\2° ¢ &l 2Rp(£)<é 7 ) :
where F(&,t) = F(ée Y2 t), G(€,t) = G(¢et/2 t). Since (F,G) € C'([to, t1], X} x X9)
(see the remark at the end of the previous section), it follows that Ey,&; € C([to, t1]).

Using (2.40), we thus find

. et T - x
Eq 2 +/RW(FFt—§FFm+ne t((FG)t_i(FG>m_FG)) dz ,

. 3& ot i
8 =5+ [ e (Pl = §FuFen = §E2 40 (GG~ 566, — &%)

Applying the identities (3.2), (3.3) and the relation F; = G+ %I, we obtain the desired

result after some integrations by parts. This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

We now define positive constants Ay, By by

a0 =2 (AN 1) Bo = <supp(€)7(£)2> NCE)

£ER
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Due to (1.10), (1.11), (2.26), these quantities are well-defined. Moreover, the inequality
17/(&)| < 37(€)? implies that Ay > 4By > 0. With these notations, we introduce the

functional

Sl(t) = A()E()(t) + Bogo(t) + 2E1(t) + El(t) , te [to,tl] .

Proposition 3.3. Assume that ne™ ' is sufficiently small, and that (u,v) € C([to, 1], Z¢)
is a solution of (1.15) satisfying the bound (2.20). Then S; € C'([to,t1]), S1(t) > 0, and
there exist positive constants K5, K¢ such that, for all t € [to, t1],

$10)+ 5510 < K [ @) dot Koo (1 g + ol M@ . (30
where M(1)? = a(t)® + 5(1)” + |7 (0)l, + 9]

Proof. Assuming ne~* < min(1/2, By/Ao), one verifies that AgFEy(t) + Bo&o(t) > 0
and 2F,(t) + & (t) > 0 for t € [tg,t1]. Next, we remark that F, = e~*p(xe’/?)f, hence
[ FellLe < Cllf|lez by (1.16), (2.26). Thus, using Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8, we deduce

from Lemma 3.1 that

: Ey(t e _
Baft) + 50 < [ (SR Gt ) dos o s + ol M)

Similarly, using the bound [et/2v(zet/2)F,G| < 2(G? + elvy(ze!/2)2EF2), we obtain

Eolt 1
00 < 5 [ (67 B (e 2P E2) dot Co gl M ().

Eo(t) + 5 5

Finally, applying Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 again, we deduce from Lemma 3.2 that
: : 1 B
2E,(t) + &) + Br(t) + 56(1) < Ce YA lle + llglle) M ()

t
¢ (22 2 —t/2
+/Rp(a:et/2)< F2— G2+ F? 4 2ve (2F+G)Gx> da .

The last term in the right-hand side is bounded with the help of (2.17), (2.26) and

Lemma 2.7:

ot/2 el (F2+G?) 1/2 o . 1/2
- < D Sl ) - /2Y ;2
[ tamtersacda < o ([ SEEar) ([ e i)

< Ce™2(| Iz + llgllz)llgllez -
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Combining these estimates and using (2.35), (3.5) together with the inequality 7' (£) < 0

for £ <0, we obtain

Si(?) By 2 2 / ¢! L. 2

< —— F dx — — | = F d

5 <5 R(7m—l—G) x = e \2 -+ G x
+Ce (| Fllez + llgllea) M (2)

Sl (t) +

for all t € [to, 1], and (3.6) follows using (2.17), (2.26). This concludes the proof of
Proposition 3.3. ]

In the rest of this section, we introduce three pairs of weighted functionals F;, &;
(i = 2,3,4) to control the solutions (f, g) of (2.14) in the space Z;. To each pair will
correspond a different weight function p; : R — R. To define the weight ps, we choose
a smooth function y2 : R — (0, 1] satisfying x2(¢) = 2x/7- < 1 for &€ < —1 and
x2(§) =1 for £ > 0. We set 72 = x27. The weight po : R — R is then the (unique)
solution of the differential problem

P(E) = va(E)pa(6), €cR, fim 22 _ (3.7)

E—+o0 62

Clearly, p2 (&) = p(€) for ¢ > 0, and there exists C > 1 such that C~1e?"¢ < py(€) <
Ce?"¢ for ¢ < 0. In particular, we have for all u € L?

0 fe’s)
/ pa(ze?)u(z)? dz + / e 'y (zet?)u(z)* de < Cllul?s . (3.8)
—00 0 t

We now define the functionals

together with So(t) = 2Es(t) + Ex(t).

Proposition 3.4. Assume that ne~' < 1/8, and that (u,v) € C([to,t1],Z:) is a
solution of (1.15) satisfying the bound (2.20). Then Sy € C!([to,t1]) and there exist
positive constants K7, Kg such that, for all t € [to,t1],

1

Sa(t) > 1/ e "pa(we’?)(f2 + f2 +meg?) du (3.10)
R
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and

0

) 1 o0
SQ+§SQ§—K7</ xz(ff-l-gz)dx-i-/
0

— 00

t/2
e2f¢me f2 dl’)

N (3.11)
| Ky ( [ e e + ||g||Lg>M<t>) |

Proof. Since 2ne~!|fg| < 4ne™' f? + L1ne~'g? and ne~' < 1/8, the lower bound (3.10)

is obvious. To compute the time derivative of Ey, we note that
B 1 - —t 5~
Balt) = [ e m(e) (57 + et 7) e
R

where f(&,t) = f(&eV2t), G(&,t) = g(€e /2, t). If we assume that (u(to),v(ty)) €
H? x Hj , then (as in Lemma 2.1) (f, ) € C([to, t1], H x H}) NC ([to, t1], Hy x L) and
Fe(&t) = (fe— S f0)(€e2t), Gu(€,) = (9¢ — 294)(€e7*/2,1). A direct calculation then
yields

Balt) = [ (oo’ (£ = 35 57 et (o) - 5000)s — 310) ) o
Applying the identity
Fle+ne™ ((Ff9): — 5(f9)e — 4fg — 9°)

(3.12)
= ffea+ (5 + 2y (zet! ) f fo + 317+ vy(ze’?) fg+ 2we 2 fg, + fr |
which follows from (2.14), and integrating by parts, we obtain
. 3E
B, = 72 +/ e_tpg(a:et/z) (—ff + %etlﬂg(aset/z)f2 +netg?
R (3.13)

T vy = 232)(we’?) fg — 2we ™ g + fr) da

where T'y = 75 — " — 72(y — 72). As is easily verified, the right-hand side of (3.13) is
a continuous function of the initial data (u(to), v(to)) in the topology of Z;,, uniformly
in t € [to,t1]. Therefore, using a density argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.3,
we conclude that Eo € Cl([tg,#1]) and that (3.13) holds in the general case where

(u(to),v(tg)) € Zy, only.

In a similar way, we obtain for regular data

5 o

2 99. — =g ))d

. . z 3 .
Ey = /Re tp2<flfet/2)<fxfxt_Efxfxx_z.fa?—’—ne t(ggt 2 4



- 926 -

Using the relation f; = g + £ f, + 3 f as well as the identity
2 2

—faafr 17 (99: — 5990 — 597) = —(1 — vy(we'/?))g? + 2we™"2gg, (5.14)
— Z fufow — 3 f fou + €2y (2e?) fug + gr
which follows from (2.14), we obtain after integrating by parts
Ey = % + /Re_tpg(xet/z) (—92 + (vg® + et/zfmg)('y — y9) (zet/?) + gr) dz . (3.15)

By the same density argument, & € C!([to,t1]) and (3.15) holds for all solutions (u,v)
of (1.15) in Z;.

We now estimate the right-hand side of (3.13). Since |(7—27v2)(§)| < v(§) for £ € R
and e~tpy(zet/?)y(zet/?) < Ce~/2(14x) for x > 0, we obtain with the help of (3.8)

/ o' pa(we'?)|(y = 279) (we'/?) fgl dw < Ce™?| fllzllgllvz - (3.16)
R

Remarking that I';(£) = 0 for £ > 0, we deduce from (3.8), (3.13), (3.16) and Lemma 2.6
that

) 1 oo 1 [0
Z < —t t/2\( £2 _ £2 - t/2\p t/2\ £2
Ey + 2E2 < /0 e 'pa(xe’ ) (f fx)dx+2/_oop2(xe o (xe® ) f<da (3.17)

+Ce™ (|| fllz + lgllua )M (1) -

Since I'y(€) — —2k(7_ —2kK) = —2ke, as & — —oo, we can write ['y(€) < —reo+1o(€) for
all £ < 0, where the support of I's is contained in a compact interval [—A,0]. Applying

Lemma 2.4, we thus obtain

0 0
| palae a2 do e, [ palae’?)p s
o IR (3.18)
< sw (P [ @O < Co P
x>—Ae—t/2 —A ¢
Similarly, remarking that v2(£) = ~(§) for & > 0, we deduce from (3.8), (3.15) and

Lemma 2.6 that
. 1 oo _ .
L2+ 58 < /O e tpa(xe'?) (312 — g°) da 4+ Ce (| fllez + llgll2) M () . (3.19)

Combining (3.17), (3.18), (3.19) and using (2.26), (3.7), we obtain (3.11). This concludes
the proof of Proposition 3.4. O
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The construction of our next functionals Fs, &3 is one of the main difficulties in

the proof of Theorem 1.2. The aim is to control the quantity

0 o
/ o2nae!/? (f2+ f2+netg?) dz + / (f2+ f2+netg?) do |

Lo 0

which is part of the norm of (f, g) in Z;. A natural idea is to define F3, &5 by the formulas
(3.9) with e *py(xet/?) replaced by ps(ze'/?), where p3(€) = O(e*"€) as £ — —oo and
p3(§) — 1as & — +00. However, we are not able to estimate properly the time derivative

of these functionals without including in &3 an additional term of the form
[ paae e 2 (w!2) w2 e frg)
R

see (3.25) below. With this modification, the derivative of £ contains a quadratic form
Q(z,t) depending on the functions A and ps, see (3.30). As we shall show, the evolution
of E3, &5 can then be controlled provided Q(x,t) is positive definite.

We now construct positive functions A, ps so that the quadratic form Q(zx,t) in
(3.30) is positive definite. First of all, since y_ = ¢, 4+ 2k > ¢, and ve, < 1 by (1.7), we

can introduce

2 -
Ao = (c—é — V")/_) > 0. (3.20)
For later use, we remark that
MA(1—ve,) < (e/7-)* <1, and A_v_ < v/n. (3.21)

Next, in view of (1.10), (1.11), we can choose &3 > 0 sufficiently large so that

1 1

W) <ed s @) £ 5, VO < - forall €26, (322)

Remark that the first condition in (3.22) is automatically satisfied if A_ > 1, since
~v(0) = ¢, and ~ is non-increasing. Now, let A : R — Ry be a smooth, monotone
function satisfying A(§) = A_ if £ <0, A(§) = 1if £ > &, (My)'(§) <0 for all £ € R,
and

MO =vy(©)* +m(€)?) <1, €€[0,&] . (3.23)

Constructing such a function A is easy. Indeed, if A_ < 1, the first condition in (3.22)
ensures that A can be chosen so that (Ay)'(§) < 0 for £ € [0,&3]. On the other hand, we

observe that the function

I/’72

Q) = 1—-vy)’+m* =1-2vy+ -
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is non-increasing for v < ¢,, with Q(0) = 1 and Q(c.) = 1 —ve, > 0. Since (&) < ¢, for
€ > 0, the condition (3.23) is obviously satisfied if A_ < 1. If A_ > 1, we remark that
A_Q(7(0)) < (ex/v-)? < 1 by (3.21), hence it is sufficient to assume that \(£) decays
rapidly enough to 1 (as £ varies from 0 to &3) so that (3.23) is satisfied.

We next define the weight function ps. Let x5 : R — (0, 1] be a smooth function

satisfying x3(§) = 2k/7- < 1 for £ < —1, x3(§) = 1 for § € [0,&3], and x3(§) = 0 for
€ > &+ 1. We also assume that £x5(€) < 0 for all £ € R. We set 3 = x37, and define
the weight function ps : R — R as the (unique) solution of the differential problem

p5(&) = 13(ps(§), (€R, £Ligﬂoopz),(f) =1. (3.24)

Clearly, there exists C' > 1 such that C~! < p3(¢) < C for € > 0 and C~1e?7¢ < p3(€) <
Ce?"¢ for € < 0.

With these definitions, we now introduce the functionals

Balt) = [ palaet®) (3524 17t fg) do.

1

at) = 5 [ palac’) (£24 070" + 200) e )02 =1~ 1)) da

together with S3(t) = KE3(t) + E3(t), where K = 3 + 4v||\y||L.

(3.25)

Proposition 3.5. Assume that ne~*° is sufficiently small, and that (u,v) € C([to,t1], Z¢)
is a solution of (1.15) satisfying the bound (2.20). Then Ss € C*([to,t1]), and there exist
positive constants Ky, K1¢ such that, for all t € [ty t1],

1

Ss(t) > —/ p3(xe?) (2 + f2+ne'g?) da , (3.26)
8 Jr

and

$2(0) + 554(0) < — Ko [ palae’) (g + 72 4 'y (a2 1) da
R

0 0o
+ Ko (/ e2”“”et/2f2 dx + / z? f2 dx) (3.27)

—00 0

+ Ko (€7 (U lay + Ngllez)M(E) + e/ M(1)2) .
Proof. Since |K fg| < 92 + 2K?f? and |e~"/? Ay fog| < te7'g® + (Ay)? f2, we have

K 1 1
Ss > / ps(wet/?) ((5 —2K2ne_t)f2+§ne_tgz—|—§f§ (1+21/)\7—277>\272)(:cet/2)) dz .
R
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Assuming that e~ < (8K)~! and noting that v — Ay > v —nA_~v_ > 0 by (3.21),
we obtain (3.26).

Next, proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 3.4, we show that E3 € C1([to,1])
and that
p. - obs t)on( p2 L )2 t)2 ¢ 2
5 = + | (e’ ") —fz + e (v —y3) (@) ffo +meTyg
R

2 (3.28)

vl = 2)(wel/?) fg = 2we™ 2 fug + fr) e

for ¢t € [to,t1]. The analysis of & is more complicated due to the additional term
2\y(vf2 — ne_t/2f$g). First, assuming that the initial data are regular, we obtain by a

direct calculation
éa = [ palac) (14 2000 @) (Fufot = §futoa = §12)
+ne"" (99 — $99: — 59%) —ne” 2 (M) (2 ) ((fo9): — §(fo9)e — fxg)> de .
Using the relation f; = g+ 5 fz + %f together with the identities (3.14) and

2fofxt - Ue_t/2 ((fﬂcg)t - %(fxg)x - %fxg - ggx) = et/2<1 - V’Y(xet/Z))fxg

(3.29)
— & [y fuw — 'y (we'?) [2 4 v fo fuu + W fT =P for
which follow from (2.14), we obtain after integrating by parts
: 7E
é = T2+ [ malae’®)((g = 200 @) e = Qe Ol 2 (0 ?) fo ) o
R
(3.30)

where Q(x,t) is the quadratic form defined by
Q(z,t)[21,22) =27 (A — 3Ay 7 (73 + 1)) (we™?) — 2122 (1 — X3 + A(1 — 7)) (we"/?)
+ 25 (14 v(ys — ) — 30M(s + ) (ze'/?) | (21,22) € R?
and g = (Ay)'/(Ay) < 0. By density, (3.30) holds for all solutions (u,v) of (1.15) in Z;.

Applying Lemma 2.6 and recalling that K = 3+4v||Ay||Le, we deduce from (3.28),
(3.30) that

Sa(t) + 55:(0) <

| palee) (=124 FK 7 = QU e Py (/) o]

= 20 (we!’?) for + vK (7 = 2y) (we!/2) fg + Ke'2(y=13) (ae'/?) £ £, ) da

+Ce (1 £l + llgllez) M () -
(3.31)
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We shall prove below that there exists Q9 > 0 such that, for all (z,t) € R x Ry,
Q(z,t)[z1,22] > Qo(27 +23), (21,22) € R*. (3.32)

Assuming for a while that (3.32) holds, and using Lemma 2.6 together with the inequal-

ities Iz )
ety (1= xa)f o = X fur < Det? 24 52 2ox?
Qo Qo
V2 K2
vK~(1 —2x3)fg < Qog2 +——9°f,
2 2Qo

we deduce from (3.31) that

Sa(0) + 5Ss(1) < /R palae) (=12 = L(g? 4 ety aet?)2f2))

(3.33)
+C</ pg(wet/z)ﬂdx+e‘”2M(t)2+e‘t/4(||f||H%+||g||Lg>M(t>) :
R

The estimate (3.27) is then a straightforward consequence of (3.33) and of the Hardy-
type inequality

0 00
/pg,(:z:et/Q)f2 de < C (/ o2nwe’/ f2 dx—i—/ x2f3da:) .
R —00 0

It remains to prove the property (3.32), namely

(1— x5+ A1 —v7)* < 4(A— 2 ys + W) (1 + vl — ) — 2ndv(rs + 1)

for all £ € [—o0, +o0]. Expanding the products in both sides, we rewrite this condition

in the equivalent form
(1-— X3)2(1 + 22Uy — 77)\272) — 2\ + )\2((1 —vy)? + 7772)

222 9)2 —e) — 22y (1 — vy — (3:34)
<A p nu(y —73) (I = vy —3)) -

To prove (3.34), we first remark that the right-hand side is positive, since p < 0,
y—73>0and 1 —v(y—73) >1—wve, >0. We also recall that 1+ 2v\y —nA2y2 > 1,
since v —nAy > 0 by (3.21). We now distinguish three cases according to whether £ < 0,

§€[0,&], or £ > &3,
1. If £ <0, then A = A_ and 1 —x3 < ¢,/7v—, hence it is sufficient to verify the stronger

condition

2

s—; (L4 20A_y —=nA2%) =22 + A2 (1 —wvy)* +1m7°) < 0, (3.35)
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for all v € [y, v—]. Let ¥(y) denote the left-hand side of (3.35), considered as a function
of 7. Using (3.21) and the relation v2 + 1 = v/c, it is not difficult to verify that ¥ is
convex and that

y2 B 2¢2\_

U(y_) = =A% (1 —ve,) <—; —1) <0, Vi) = -z (v—meA) > 0.

Since ¥ > 0, it follows that ¥/ () > ¥'(c,) > 0 for all v > ¢, hence ¥(y) < ¥(y_-) <0
for all v € [c.,v—], which is the desired inequality.

2. If £ € [0,&3], then x3 = 1, hence the left-hand side of (3.34) is negative by (3.23).

3. If £ > &3, then A = 1, 1 — x3 < 1, hence the left-hand side of (3.34) is bounded
from above by v242. Neglecting the first two terms in the right-hand side (which are

positive) and noting that u =’/ <0, we arrive at the stronger condition

(67 < 228 12 n0) . g6
- ()2 A
which is satisfied by assumption on &3, see (3.22). This concludes the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.5. O

Finally, we introduce our last functionals

E (t) =

T

1
e—3tp4(xet/2) (§f2 +77€_tfg) dx ,
(3.36)

N =

E4(t) / e_3tp4(a:et/2) (fi + ne_th) dzx ,
R

where p4(€) = p(€)3. We set Sy = 2E,; + &4.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that ne~* < 1/8 and that (u,v) € C([to, t1], Z¢) is a solution
of (1.15) satisfying the bound (2.20). Then Sy € C([to,t1]) and there exist positive
constants Ki1, K12 such that, for t € [to, t1],

1

S0 2 7 [ e Upalaet ) (52 124 e o) da (3.37)
1 g

and

S4(t> + %Sz}(t) S _Kll /Oo 336(]03? + 92) dz
- 0 (3.38)
K ( |t 2 s ey + ||g||Lg>M<t>) .
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Proof. The lower bound (3.37) is proved as in (3.10). Arguing like in the preceding
propositions, we show that Ey, &4 € CY([to, t1]) and that

E,4

Bo= =5t [ e e (=12 = 20/ (w2 £, 4 e tg?
R

— 5uy(we!/?) fg — 2ve™ 2 fog + fr) da,

: &
&y = ?4 + / e_3tp4(:vet/2) (—g2 — 27(xet/2)(yg2 + et/QfIg) + gr) dz .
R

Proceeding as in (3.16) and applying Lemma 2.6, we deduce that, for ¢t € [to, t1],

Sa(t) + 354(?5) < Ce (|1 fllr + llgllz) M (t)

N (3.39)

+ / e py(we!/?) (—%fﬁ — g% — 2Py (2e'?)(fag + fox)) dz .
0

Since p4(€) = p(€)? < CE(1 + £)° for £ > 0, we have for z > 0

e (ypa) (we'/?)[2e2 fog + 4e' 2 f £
< e ¥py(ae'?) (397 + f7 + 2%y (xe! ) 7 4 ety (e %) 1)
< e Ppy(vet?) (292 + f2) + C (e_t(1+xet/2)2f§ - e_zt(1+xet/2)4f2) :
for + > 0, and the estimate (3.38) follows from (3.39). This concludes the proof of
Proposition 3.6. O

We now summarize the decay properties of the four auxiliary functionals Sy, .Ss, S3
and S4. To this end, we define

S5(t) = B1Si(t) + BaSa(t) + S3(t) + Sa(t) + %ne_tﬁ(t)z ,

where By = 1 + K;I(Klo + Kiy2) and B; = 1+ Ks_l(Kng + Ki2). In the proof of
Theorem 1.2, we shall use the following properties of S5(¢):

Proposition 3.7. There exist constants A1, A3, Ay > 0 and As > 1 such that, if
ne~ < Ay and if (u,v) € C([to,t1],Z¢) is a solution of (1.15) satisfying the bound
(2.20), then, for all t € [to, t1],

A3'85(0) < 7@y + e (B0 + g0 < As85(),  (3.40)
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and

$5(0) + 55(0) < — A3 (B2 + 92 + 1£(0)1Z,)

(3.41)
+ Age™ (1 £(0) gy + llg(8) oz + ™40 (1)) M)

where M (t)* = a(t)* + B(t)* + [ fF(®)IF + lg®)IIZ.-

Proof. Since S;1(t) > 0 by Proposition 3.3, the lower bound on S5 in (3.40) follows
immediately from (3.10), (3.26), (3.37) and the properties of the weights po, p3, p4. The
upper bound is proved in a similar way, using in addition Lemma 2.7 applied to F' and
G. On the other hand, we have by Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.6

1 @ne_t Mz) e B0 = () + e B0 + m(1)B(0) 42)

< —B(t)2 + Ce 2M ()% .

Combining the estimates (3.6), (3.11), (3.27), (3.38) and (3.42), we thus obtain

e’} 0
Ss(t) + %Sg,(t) < —K; / (22 + 2 f2 dz — K / o2rre/? 2 4,
0

- [ K72 ) o= Ko [ palae )+ 2) e 507
0 R
+ Ce™ (I F@l + 9@z + ™M () M(2)

from which (3.41) follows using the properties of the weight p3. This concludes the
proof of Proposition 3.7. ]

A useful consequence of Proposition 3.7 is:

Corollary 3.8. There exist constants As > 0 and Ag > 1 such that, if tg > As and if
(u,v) € C([to, t1],Z¢) is a solution of (1.15) satisfying the bound (2.20), then

@, (t,u(t), v(t) = u®)llFn +ne™ lv()[F2 < Ag®y(to, ulto), v(to)) , (3.43)
for all t € [to,t1].

Proof. We introduce our last functional

Sa(t) = 5alt)? + e a(®)B() +S5(1) , € lto, 1]
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In view of (3.40), if ne~* < min(A;, A;"'), there exists a constant C; > 1 such that ,
for t € [to,tl],

Cr'S6(t) < a(t)® + 1F Oy +me™ (5(02 + ||9(t)||ig> < C156(t) - (3.44)
By Lemma 2.5, il follows that
Cy1S6(t) < @, (t,u(t),v(t)) < CaSs(t), tE€ [to,t1], (3.45)

for some Cy > 1. Now, since Sg(t) = a(t)m(t) + ne~tB(t)% + S5(t) by (2.12), we deduce
from (2.31) and (3.41) that

Se(t) < —A3(B(t)* + ||9(t)||i§) + Cae M ()2, teto,ta]

for some C3 > 0. Assuming that Cse~*/* < A3 and using (3.44), we thus find Sg(t) <
C1Cset/4S4(t) for t € [to,t1], hence Sg(t) < CuSs(to) for t € [to,t1], where Cy =
exp(4C,C3). Combining this estimate with (3.45), we obtain (3.43). This concludes the
proof of Corollary 3.8. O

4. End of the Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let to > As and 8y < (246) /2, where As, Ag are as in Corollary 3.8. If (ug,vg) € Zt,
satisfies @, (to, ug, vo) < 83, then the system (1.15) has a unique global solution (u,v) €
C([to, +00), Z¢) with (u(to), v(to)) = (ug,vo). Indeed, the local existence and uniqueness
follow from Proposition 2.2, and Corollary 3.8 shows that @, (¢, u(t),v(t)) < 1/2 as long
as the solution (u(t),v(t)) exists. Then Proposition 2.2, with §; = 1/4/2, implies that
the solution (u(t),v(t)) is globally defined.

It remains to prove the decay estimate (1.21). Since

A
A4e_t/4]|g“L$M < I?’||g||i% L Ce 202

A
Age™ | fllm M < =2

< B+ ollEy) + Aae™ | flluy (o] + 11 llms) + Ce™"/ 2>

it follows from (3.41) that

: 1 A _ 5
S5+ 59 < —73(52+H9Hig)+144e Yl (el + 11l ) + Cse™ 2 M2
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for some C5 > 0. Setting pg = C1CaAs®,,(to, uo, vo), we have a(t)? + 1FOZ < P8
by (3.43), (3.44), (3.45), and || f(¢)||5: < A2S5(t) by (3.40). Therefore, assuming that
Cseto/* < A3/4, we find

I55:

. 1 A ~ _ ~ _
S5+ 585 < = T2 (8 + lgllE) + Copoe /4537 + Copfe™ | 12ty

for some Cs > 0. Integrating this differential inequality and using the bound Ss (tg) <

Asp3, we obtain after a short computation

S5(t) +/t eI 2(B(s)* + Nlg(s)lIF2) ds < Crpp(L+ (t—to)®)e” 7102 (4.1)

to

for t > t, where C7 > 0 is independent of ¢, and po- In view of (3.40), this implies in

particular
LF @I +ne " (B + 9@)lIF2) < AsCrpf(1+ (t—to)*)e " ")/2 1>t . (4.2)

Since &(t) = B(t), we also deduce from (4.1), by a simple argument, that «(t) converges

to some real number o* as t — 400, and that

t
|a(t)—a*|2—|—/ e~ =92 |0(s)—a*|?ds < Cspa(1+(t—tg)?)e Et0)/2 ¢ >, (4.3)

to

for some Cg > 0. Finally, it follows from (2.9) that

[u(t) = a"¢*luy < [IF@O)llny + @) = " [lle@lla + " le) = "l
lo(t) = o™z < llg@®)llez + 1B@OIlellLz +lat) = a*[ll¥llLz + la™|v(E) =™z

hence the estimate (1.21) is a direct consequence of (2.28), (2.29), (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3).
This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O
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