arXiv:2007.00122v3 [math.AP] 23 Apr 2023

Anisotropic Fast Diffusion Equations

Filomena Feo*,  Juan Luis Vazquez T,

and Bruno Volzone *

April 25, 2023

Abstract

We prove the existence of self-similar fundamental solutions (SSF) of the anisotropic
porous medium equation in the suitable fast diffusion range. Each of such SSF solu-
tions is uniquely determined by its mass. We also obtain the asymptotic behaviour of
all finite mass solutions in terms of the family of self-similar fundamental solutions.
Time decay rates are derived as well as other properties of the solutions, like quanti-
tative boundedness, positivity and regularity. The combination of self-similarity and
anisotropy is essential in our analysis and creates serious mathematical difficulties
that are addressed by means of novel methods.
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1 Introduction

This paper focusses on the study of the existence and uniqueness of self-similar funda-
mental solutions to the following anisotropic porous medium equation (APME)

N

(1.1) wp =Y (W) i Qi=RY x(0,+00)

=1

with N > 2 and m; > 0 for ¢ = 1,..., N. In case all exponents are the same we recover
the well-known equation
u = Au™, m>0,

which for m = 1 is just the classical heat equation. For m # 1 it is a well-studied model for
nonlinear diffusion and heat propagation. For m > 1 the equation is degenerate parabolic
and is called the Porous Medium Equation, PME, see [40]. On the other hand, for m < 1
the equation is singular parabolic and is called the Fast Diffusion Equation, FDE, see
[16, [41]. The solutions are assumed to be nonnegative; this restriction makes sense in
view of applications where u is an evolving mass density.

According to standard terminology, a fundamental solution is a finite mass solution of the

Cauchy problem having the Dirac mass as its initial trace, more precisely u(x,t) — M 6(x)
as t — 0 in the sense of distributions. The typical fundamental solution is the one
with constant M = 1. The concept plays a central role in the theory of linear PDEs.
Fundamental solutions are also important in nonlinear parabolic problems of diffusion
type, where they are also called source-type solutions, a main reference being Barenblatt’s
[3], see also [23, B9, 42]. Once constructed, the self-similar fundamental solutions are
shown to be the asymptotic attractors of all nonnegative solutions with finite mass for a
number of relevant PDEs. It is our purpose to show that this phenomenon occurs in the
anisotropic equation APME.

Equation and similar ones appear for instance in hydrology as simplified models for
the motion of water in anisotropic media, see [4, 2] 33], 34 [35, B36]. If the conductivities
of the media may be different in different directions, the constants m; in may be
different from each other. Note that the spatial operator in (|1.1]) is the sum of indepen-
dent 1-dimensional Laplacians along the different coordinate directions, each applied to a
possibly different power of u. We will consider solutions to the Cauchy problem for (|1.1)
with nonnegative initial data

(1.2) u(z,0) = up(w), &R

We will assume that uo € L' (R"Y), ug > 0, and we put M := [,y uo(x) dz, so-called total
mass. We look for solutions « > 0.



Experience with the isotropic PME shows that the existence and behaviour of special
solutions strongly depends on the range of exponents [41], and so happens with their role
in the theory. In this paper we will focus on the fast diffusion range

(H1) 0<m; <1 foralli=1,...,N.

Note that this is a condition of “fast diffusion in all directions” that is made here for
convenience of exposition since it allows for a unified theory with clear-cut results. We
will refer to the equation in that range as AFDE. As a natural extension, we also consider
at the end of the paper cases where some exponents are 1, i.e., linear diffusion in some
directions, but this is not our main interest. Note that when all m; = m < 1 are equal,
we recover the classical (isotropic) Fast Diffusion Equation, and when m = 1 the classical
Heat Equation.

We need a further assumption on the exponents. We recall that in the isotropic fast
diffusion equation (i.e., equation (1.1)) with m; = ... = my = m < 1), there is a well-
known critical exponent,

2
(1.3) Mme 1= 1—N,
such that m > m, is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of fundamental
solutions, see for instance [41]. In the same spirit, in this work we will always assume the

average condition
| X
(H2) m = N; m; > me.

This can be written as Zfil m; > N — 2. This condition is crucial in our paper. Indeed,
we will show that (H2) alone ensures the existence of the self-similar fundamental solu-
tion (SSFS) in the anisotropic FDE case. The fact that the fundamental solution has a
self-similar form will be a consequence of the analysis we perform, based on the scaling
invariance satisfied by the equation. See details in Subsection [I.1] Let us point out that
condition (H2) may allow for some m; to be less than m, in dimensions 3 or more. In any
case we take m; > 0. In dimension N = 2 condition (H2) implies no restriction.

The problem we discuss came to our attention years ago during a visit of Prof. B. H.
Song to Madrid. He then published a number of works on the issue, mentioned above. Of
interest here are [36] where solutions with finite mass are constructed, and [35] where a
fundamental solution is constructed for general initial data, i.e., a solution with a Dirac
delta as initial data. It was supposed to be the basis of asymptotic long-time analysis.

We contribute the missing analysis of self-similarity, which produces a critical amount of
extra information and paves the way to the asymptotic behaviour. We note the presence
of the anisotropy produces several difficulties that cannot be approached by classical tools



as in the isotropic case, hence the problem had remained open for all these years. Indeed,
the combination of self-similarity and anisotropy is an uncommon topic in the literature,
see an example in [30], far from our field. However, it is rich in details and consequences.

Here, we construct a supporting theory and prove two main results. Firstly, we establish
the existence of a unique fundamental solution of self-similar type (SSFS), one for every
mass M > 0. We do it by using a new fixed-point argument and the mass difference
analysis, which are flexible techniques that could be useful in a broad variety of situations.
This allows to identify in a very precise way not only the decay and propagation exponents
in every direction, but also the whole asymptotic profile F' (see details in Section ,
which is shown to be a solution to an anisotropic nonlinear elliptic problem of Fokker-
Planck type:

(1.4) > [F™ ) + a0 ), | =0

=1

Explicit solutions of this nonlinear elliptic equation are not known so far, but we prove
that F' is a positive and C'*° smooth function. The proof of the result relies on tools like
a comparison principle and the construction of an explicit anisotropic upper barrier, an
important tool used to have an upper control of general solutions. A specific feature for
the fixed point argument is the use of a suitable quantitative positivity lemma for solutions
of the rescaled equation which lie below the anisotropic upper barrier at the initial time.
Furthermore, numerical studies highlighted in Section [J] confirm the nonstandard shape
of the self-similar profiles F' for different choices of the initial data.

The second main result shows the role of the self-similar solutions we have just con-
structed as attractors. Thus, we are able to establish the sharp asymptotic convergence
of any nonnegative solution with finite mass towards the self-similar solution with the
same mass, this being the other main result of the paper (see Section 8). In this way we
complete for our equation the program outlined by G. Barenblatt in [3] about scaling,
self-similarity, and intermediate asymptotics.

The case of partial linear diffusion, where some m; = 1, has some special features that
we will briefly discuss at the end of the paper. The case where slow diffusion exponents
m; > 1 appear deserves separate analysis and is not treated in this work.

1.1 Self-similar solutions

We present next in an informal way the main functions to be constructed and studied. The
formal justification will be done in this paper in the framework of weak energy solutions.
That concept is well known in the theories of nonlinear diffusion, but we will review the
needed theory for the reader’s benefit in Section [2], which contains existence, uniqueness

4



and useful properties of such solutions for the Cauchy problem. Later results on regularity
and positivity, proved in the paper, simplify the issue.

Let us examine our main construction. The common type of self-similar solution of
equation (|1.1)) has the form
(1.5) Uz, t) =t “F{t "z, ..,t”Yy)

with constants a > 0, and aq,..,a, > 0 to be chosen below. We look for this type as
model solutions for our equation ([1.1)). As announced before, we will restrict the study to
nonnegative solutions. Note that, after writing y = (y1,- - ,yn) and y; = x; ™%, we have

N
Ut = —t_a_l aF(y) —|— Z a;Yy; Fyi
i=1

and
N N

Z(Uml)xzxz = Zt_(ami—i_Qai)(Fmi)yiyi‘

i=1 i=1
Therefore, equation (|1.1)) becomes

N
(1.6) — ol = Z t_(ami+2ai)(Fmi)yiyi'

=1

N
alF(y) + Z aiy; Fy,
=1

We see that time is eliminated as a factor in the resulting equation on the condition that:
(1.7) a(m; —1)+2a; =1 foralli=1,2,...,N.

We also want integrable solutions that will enjoy the mass conservation property, which
implies a = ) .", a;. Imposing both conditions, and putting a; = o;«, we determine in
a unique way the values for the exponents « and o; (a lucky fact):

(18) - N
' “TNm-_1+2
and

1 m—m;

Definition 1.1 A mass-preserving self-similar solution to (1.1|) is just a solution U to
(1.1) of the form (1.5)), where a; = ooy for alli =1,--- /N, and o and o; satisfy (|1.8))
and (1.9).



In what follows we will usually skip writing mass-preserving, because all solutions con-
sidered in this paper enjoy the property (unless mention to the contrary). Observe that
by Condition (H2) imposed in the Introduction we have a > 0, so that the self-similar
solution will decay in time in maximum value like a power of time. This is a typical
feature of many diffusion processes.

As for the o; exponents, that control the expansion of the solution in the different coor-

dinate directions with time , we easily see that sz\il o; = 1, and in particular o; = 1/N
in the isotropic case. Conditions (H1) and (H2) on the m; ensure that o; > 0. This means
that the self-similar solution expands as time passes, or at least does not contract, along
any of the space coordinate variables.

With these choices, and working again at the formal level for brevity, the profile function
F(y) must satisfy the nonlinear anisotropic stationary equation (1.4]) in RY.

Proposition 1.1 U(x,t) is a self-similar solution to (1.1) of the form (1.5) where a; =
ao; for alli = 1,--- N and « and o; satisfy (1.8)) and (1.9) if and only if its profile
F satisfies the stationary equation (1.4). Moreover, [U(z,t)dx = [ F(y)dy = M for
t>0.

Proof. Under our choices of exponents o and o; given by (|1.8) and ((1.9), equation ({1.6)
becomes ((1.4). Besides, the conservation of mass follows by a change of variables. [J

The profile F' is an interesting mathematical object in itself, as a solution of a nonlinear
anisotropic Fokker-Planck equation. It is our purpose to prove that there exists a suitable
solution of this elliptic equation, which is the anisotropic version of the equation of the
Barenblatt profiles in the standard PME/FDE, cf. [3, 39, 40]. Again, the general theory
deals with weak energy solutions, but we will prove later that the self-similar profiles are
even C* smooth functions (see Subsection [6.5). The solution is indeed explicit in the

isotropic case:
a(l —m) —1/A-m)
Fly;m) = C+ ———=|y|?
(y;m) ( + = \y!) ,

with a free constant C' > 0 that fixes the total mass M of the solution, C' = C(M). An
explicitly expression of C'(M) is given in [12] and in [40]. Moreover, we refer the reader
to Subsection 2.3 for more details on the mass changing rule. It is clear that this formula
breaks down for m < m, (called very fast diffusion range), where many new developments
occur, see the monograph [41] and papers [8, [10]. We will not enter into that range and
its features. This explains our insistence on restriction (H2).

Here is the main result of the present paper, dealing with the theory of self-similar
solutions.



Theorem 1.1 Under the restrictions (H1) and (H2), for any mass M > 0 there is a
unique self-similar fundamental solution Up(x,t) > 0 of equation with mass M.
The profile Fyr of such a solution is an SSNI (separately symmetric and nonincreasing)
positive function. Moreover, 0 < Fy(y) < Gg(y), for a suitable choice of the barrier

function Gy, given in formula (3.6]).

Remarks. 1) We recall that by solution we understand a weak energy solution, see the
theory in Section [2] In the end, the solution of this class is proved to be smooth, so the
weak energy solution is indeed a classical solution of the equation.

2) For the concept of separately symmetric and nonincreasing function (SSNI for short)
see Section [4 The proof of the main theorem will be done in Section [6]

3) We will not get any explicit formula for F}; in the anisotropic case, but we have suitable
estimates, in particular regularity and decay in space. Thus, we get a clean upper bound
for the behaviour of Fyy at infinity: Fy(y) < O(|y;|7% ™). Anisotropy will be evident
in the graphics of the level lines, see also the Numerical Section [9]

4) The existence of a fundamental solution, not necessary self-similar, was proved in [35]
with a different approach. There is to our knowledge no proof of uniqueness for such a
general concept of solution. Uniqueness is a crucial aspect in the study of asymptotic
behaviour to be done later.

5) As in the isotropic case, there is an algebraic way to pass from any mass M; > 0 to
another mass M, > 0, see Subsection [2.4. Thus, all the F); functions are rescalings of
F = Fy, of the form Fy(y) = kF(k"y;) with suitable constants k = k(M) and v; > 0.

The following result shows that self-similar solutions of the type (1.5 are actually fun-
damental solutions to (|1.1)).

Lemma 1.1 If U(x,t) =t *F(t""xy,..,t " *Vay) is the self-similar function defined in
(1.5), where a; = awo; for alli=1,--- | N, and also o and o; satisfy (1.8)) and (1.9), then
it is a fundamental solution of the Cauchy Problem (1.1)-(1.2) if F >0, F € L'(R")

and it satisfies equation (|1.4]).

Proof. We recall that a self-similar fundamental solution with mass M to the Cauchy
Problem ([1.1)-(1.2)) is just a self-similar solution to (|1.1) that tends to the Dirac delta
with mass M as time goes to ¢t = 0 in a suitable weak sense. Thus, we only have to check
the convergence of U(z,t) to d(x) in the sense of measures, i.e.

lim - Uz, t)p(x) de = Mp(0)
for all ¢ continuous, nonnegative and bounded in R . This follows from the self-similarity
formula and the integrability of F'. [



1.2 Self-similar variables

In several instances in the sequel it will be convenient to pass equation (l.1)) to self-
similar variables, by zooming the original solution according to the self-similar exponents
(1.8)-(1.9). More precisely, the change is done by the set of anisotropic formulas

(1.10)  w(y,7) = (t +to)u(z,t), T=log(t+1ty), yi=uwmi(t+1t) 7" i=1,.,N,

with a and o; as calculated before. We recall that all of these exponents are positive.
There is a free time parameter t, > 0 (a time shift) that can be used at convenience,
normally top = 0 or ty = 1. See in this regard the discussion in [41].

Lemma 1.2 If u(x,t) is a solution (resp. supersolution, subsolution) of (1.1)), then
v(y,T) is a solution (resp. supersolution, subsolution) of

(1.11) vy = i [(Umi)yiyi + ao; (yl-v)yi] in RN x (19, 400).

=1

This equation will be a key tool in our study. Note that the rescaled equation does not
change with the time-shift ¢, but the initial value of the new time does, 7o = log(ty). If
to = 0 then 79 = —oo and the v equation is defined for all 7 € R.

We stress that this change of variables preserves the L! norm: the mass of the v solution
at new time 7 := log(t + to) > 79 := log ty equals that of the u at the corresponding time
t Z toi

/ v(y, ) dy =/ uw(z,t)dr if 7 =log(t + to).
RN RN

We recall that so far the approach is similar to the one used in the works that deal with
the isotropic PME and FDE, as explained in great detail in [40] 41].

1.3 Outline of later sections

After the introduction of the problem, conditions, and concept of self-similarity done in
this section, we devote Section [2 to establish the basic theory of weak energy solutions to
be used and its main properties. The theory follows ideas used in the isotropic case but
there are some special features and derivations that we explain in some detail and they

lead to Theorem .11

Section [3] contains the construction of the Anisotropic Upper Barrier, a key tool in the
proof of existence of a self-similar fundamental solution. This is followed by two technical
sections on Aleksandrov’s Principle and local positivity.



After this preparation, we are ready for the statement and proof of existence and unique-
ness of a self-similar fundamental solution, contained in the important Section [6 This
proof faces several difficulties that are not found in previous works on degenerate parabolic
equations of porous medium or fast diffusion type. A number of novel ideas are introduced;
some similar ideas were recently used in [42]. We also prove monotonicity, positivity and
regularity of the profile.

Section [7] deals with the strict positivity of nonnegative solutions, a typical fast diffusion
feature. Regularity follows.

In Section |8| we establish the asymptotic behaviour of finite mass solutions, another goal
of this paper. Solution is understood in the sense of Theorem [2.1], Section [2|

Theorem 1.2 Let u(x,t) be the unique solution of the Cauchy problem for equation (|1.1)
with nonnegative initial data ug € L*(RY) under the restrictions (H1) and (H2). Let Uy,
be the unique self-similar fundamental solution with the same mass as ug. Then,

(1.12) lim [lu(t) — U ()]}, = 0.

The convergence holds in the LP norms, 1 < p < oo, in the proper scale

(1.13) lim 5" [[u(t) — Uni(0)ll, = 0,

t—o00

where o = N/(N(m — 1) + 2) is the constant in (1.8). Finally, under certain conditions
of the initial data, convergence (1.13)) holds also for p = 0o, see Theorem .

At the time the present article was written, a number of similar ideas were used in the
study of nonlocal nonlinear diffusion in [43] and then they appeared in the simpler study
of anisotropic p-Laplacian local diffusion in [20].

As a complement to this information, numerical studies are produced in Section [9] to
make clear the effect of anisotropy on the shape of the solutions. We briefly discuss the
case of partial linear diffusion in Section [I0] The paper ends with a section on comments
and open problems.

2 Preliminaries. Basic theory

Even in the case of the isotropic FDE the existence of classical solutions is not granted a
priori, so the basic existence and uniqueness theory deals with solutions in some general-
ized sense using the techniques of Nonlinear Analysis. This approach is followed here. The
simplest concept of solution of the APME is in principle the distributional solution where



we consider a function v > 0 defined in @ = RY x (0, +00), such that u,u™ € L} (Q)
for all e = 1, ..., N, and equation ([1.1)) is solved the distributional sense, i.e.,

T N T
(2.1) / / ugptdxdt—i-Z/ / u"™ Qg dr dt
0o JrNY — Jo Jrv
— [ Dot T)ds — [ unla)ola. 00
RN

RN

for all the compactly supported test functions ¢ € C*(Q) and every T > 0.

The need to prove uniqueness and a number of extra properties for the class of solu-
tions we actually use leads in this section to the introduction of more restrictive concept
of solution. Thus, for the isotropic PME/FDE the class of mild solutions described by
Crandall-Liggett in [14] with L' initial data provides a general concept that enjoys the
properties of uniqueness, comparison, smoothing effect, energy estimates and conserva-
tion of mass, among others. See also Bénilan’s approach with his integral solutions in [5].
For the application to the theory of the PME we refer to [40]. Like in the PME/FDE the
absence of a right-hand side in the equation allows to conclude that a more suitable sub-
class of distributional solutions enjoys existence and uniqueness as well as good estimates.
This is the class of weak energy solutions contained in Theorem [2.1]

We recall here that the existence and uniqueness of suitable solutions of our Cauchy
problem with integrable nonnegative data was solved by Song and Jian in [36] after a
fundamental solution was constructed in [35]. Thus, their Theorem 1.2 proves that, under
some assumptions on the problem, for any nonnegative uy € L'(R”) there is a unique
function w such that u,u™ € Li .(Q) for all i = 1,..., N, solving equation in the

loc
distributional sense on @Q = R x (0, 4+00), with the following properties:

-u € C([0,00) : LYRY)), ue C(Q)N L*RYN x [r,00)) for each T > 0,
- u takes the initial data in the sense that u(x,t) — ug(z) in L*(RY) as t — 0.
- The solution preserves the total mass, M = [py uo(z) dz = [on u(,t) dz.

They call this type of solution the L!-regular solution.

This is the complete statement of the results we use in the paper.

Theorem 2.1 Let the exponents m; satisfy assumptions (H1) and (H2). Then, for any
nonnegative ug € L*(RYN) there is a unique function u € C([0,00) : LY(RY)) such that
w,u™ € L (Q) for alli =1,...,N, and equation (1.1)) holds in the distributional sense
in Q =RY x (0,+00), with the following additional properties:

1) u(z,t) is a uniformly bounded function for each T > 0 with an estimate of the form
lu(-, t)]|oo < Ct=. The precise estimate is given in ([2.14)).
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2) Let Q. = RN x (1,00). We have d;u™ € L*(Q,) for every i and the energy estimates

(2.4) are satisfied. Equation (1.1)) holds in the weak sense of (2.2) applied in Q. for every
7> 0.

3) Consequently, the maps S; : ug — u(-,t) generate a semigroup of L' ordered con-
tractions in LY (RY). The L'-contraction estimates (2.12)) are satisfied. The mazimum
principle applies.

4) Conservation of mass holds: for allt > 0 we have [u(x,t)dx = [ug(x)dx. Assump-
tion (H2) is crucial.

5) If we start with initial data ug € LY(RY)NL®(RY) we may also conclude item 2) with
7 =0 and u(x,t) is uniformly bounded and continuous in space and time.

Below, we will follow an approach to existence that is self-contained. Indeed, we want to
establish the existence of a non-negative solution u(x,t) with nonnegative initial datum ug
by a method of smooth positive approximations for better-behaved approximate problems
with bounded positive data. Though this theory is not the main scope of the paper, in
view of the previous results by Song et al. and the current state of the theory of nonlinear
diffusion equations, we hope it will be enlightening for the reader and useful in justifying
the above items and different results and proofs in what follows.

2.1 Construction of solutions by approximation

We start with initial data ug € L'(RY) N L>®°(RY) and construct an (L?) weak energy
solution u, in the sense that u € L*(Q), a?c u™ € L*Q) foralli=1,---,N and it
satisfies

(2.2) /OT/RN ugotdxdt—i/OT/RN(umi)migozidxdt
_ /R (e, T, T - /R ()l 0)d,

for all the test functions ¢ € C'(Q) with p(x,t) — 0 as |z| — oo for all {. Moreover,
these solutions will enjoy the energy estimates

mim;
s [
(m; +m;)? RN
j=
1 1 _
< up™ | dr — —— ™ (2, T) | da
~Jry LTy A+ 1 RN | ™My + 1

11

m+m

: )' de dt

(2.3) 893]




forall i =1,...,N and T" > 0. Since all the terms in the left-hand side are nonnegative
we get in particular

T 2
1 1
(2.4) / / drx dt < / up™ ! da:—/ —— ™ (2, T)| do
0 RN RN [T +1 RN [T, +1

forall  =1,..., N and T > 0. This estimate is called the energy estimate.

mg

u

0
al’i

(i) Sequence of approzimate Cauchy-Dirichlet problems in a ball. 'We now consider the
following sequence of approximate Cauchy-Dirichlet problems

N
(un)t = Z(unml)ﬂﬁzmz n Qn = Bn(o) X (O, +OO);

(P,) i=1
un(z,0) = ug, () for |z| <n,
Up(z,t) =0 for |z| =n,t >0,

where B, (0) := {z : || < n}, and wugp, > 0 is a suitable approximation of ug in B,(0).
This is a rather standard method. However, solving the problem in this formulation
encounters the difficulty that the equation is not uniformly parabolic at the level u =
0 because of the lack of regularity of the powers u™ at such level, i.e., the diffusion
coefficients m;u™~! blow up when v — 0. This is well-known in the isotropic PME case,
see Theorem 5.5 in [40]. To avoid this degenerate parabolic character we will use a rather
standard regularization approach. Instead of solving (P,) we begin by constructing a
sequence of approximate initial data ug,. which do not take the value u = 0. We will
avoid the singularity of the equation by moving up the initial and boundary data. Thus,

we replace problem (P,]) by

N
(une)e = Y (i (une)(tne)ar), in Q,,

(Pac) =1
un75($7 O) = uO,n,a(w) fOI' ‘.’L” S n,

Upe(z,t) =€ for x| =n, t >0,

where, for definiteness, we put wug,. = up, + €. We recall that we are assuming w
bounded. The new diffusion coefficients a(u,.) are chosen to be bounded and uni-
formly bounded from below and the nonlinearities are such that a’(z) = m;z™ ! for
z € [e,supug + €.

Since problem is uniformly parabolic, we can apply the standard quasilinear theory,
see [27] , to find a unique solution u,.(x,t), which is bounded from below by ¢ > 0 in
view of the Maximum Principle. Moreover, the solutions u, . in this step are C*°(Q,,) by
bootstrap arguments based on repeated differentiation and interior regularity results for

12



parabolic equations. Using again the Maximum Principle we conclude that ¢ < u, . <
sup ug + €. It follows by the definition of a’ that we can then replace a’(u, ) Oy, (tune) by
Oy, (u™) in the equation of (P,.J), as planned from the beginning.

Moreover, we get monotonicity in time for different norms of these solutions. Indeed, we
easily obtain for u = u, .

N
d
(2.5) %/ (u—e)P(x,t)de = —p(p—1) E mi/ (u— )P 2u™ 1 u,,|* dr <0,
B (0) i=1 7 (0)

from which we conclude that the L” norms |lu(-,t) — €|, are nonincreasing in time for
every p > 1, and in the limit also for p = 1 and p = co. This will be recalled and extended
in Proposition and other places.

In order to get energy estimates that are uniform in € and n, we proceed as follows. We
multiply the equation in (£, ) by 1. = uf . — €? with ¢ = m; for some i. Integrating by
parts in B,(0) x (0,7") and recalling the non-negativity of the solutions, we get

Un
— (m; + m;)? 8:16] <
Jj=1 n(

1
(26) S/ |: U07n75mi+1 — Smiu07n,a:| dx

1
_/B 0) [m + 1u”mé+1(x T) - Lu"’a(fg’ﬂ} t
n (0 ?

for each ¢ with 7" > 0. We can sum in ¢ = 1, ..., N to get a joint inequality.

2

dx dt

(ii) Passage to the limit as n — oo . We let the ball B,(0) expand into the whole
space for fixed € > 0. The family {u,. : n > 1} is uniformly bounded in @,, and also
uniformly away from 0. We recall that each w, . is a non-negative solution of problem
. Since up(2,t) < Upt1.(x,t) on the boundary of the cylinder @), applying the
classical comparison principle we get wu,.(2,t) < Upq1.(z,t) in Q,. Thus, we obtain
the monotonicity of w, . in n and we are able to pass to the limit as n — oco. Moreover,
estimate guarantees a uniform estimate of d,,(u:) in L*(B,(0) x (0,00)) for all 4.
Using the interior regularity for uniformly parabolic equations (already quoted), we may
pass to the limit and get

us(z,t) = nh_}m Un (T, 1),
which is a classical solution of (|1.1)) in the whole space. Since

€ <tpe(z,t) <supug+e inQ,
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the same inequalities apply to u.(z,t) in Q = RN x (0, 00).

It is easy to see that the monotonicity in time of the norms ||u — ¢||, is kept in the limit.
In order to pass to the limit in the energy inequalities we have to find an expression in
the right-hand side of that is uniformly bounded in n and allows for passage to the
limit n — oo. We proceed as follows with v = u, : the mentioned right-hand term in
(2.6) can be written as

(2.7)

1
< ome =€) Ugped
“m;+1 /Bn(O) (e Jtone &2

m; X
M (Upe(x, T) — Upe(x,0)) dr —
g [, D) (0

= Il +IQ+[3

+ / Up'e(z, T) — ™ upe(x, T) dx
ST, (T = )

We may neglect the last term since the integrand is non-negative. We can pass to the
limit as n — oo in the remaining expression, because both integrals I1, I can be bounded
by a constant not depending on n. Indeed, by the mean value theorem (recall that
Up ne = Ugn + €) We have

/ (uOn + é‘)minn dx S 01(6, N)
B, (0)

Moreover, the LP monotonicity of the norm ({2.5)) gives I, < 0.

Now, since 7 is arbitrary, it follows that {;2-u™:} is uniformly bounded in L*(Q) for all

1. Therefore, a subsequence of it converges to some limit 1. ; weakly in L*(Q). Since

2]

Upe —> U for n — oo everywhere, we can identify 1. ; = 3" in the sense of distribu-

tions. Therefore we can pass to the limit in the energy estimate ([2.6)) and obtain
N
oy s [
- mZ —+ mJ RN

m; «i»'rnJ
2
=t 3%

(2-8) </ 1 mi+1 _ my
< /. mi—i—l(uo—i_g) e™i(ug+¢)| du

1 m. m
_/RN [m e @) - Mule, )} e

(iv) Passage to the limit as € — 0 . We notice that the family {u.} is monotone in ¢ by
the construction of the initial data. We may then define the limit function

(2.9) u(z,t) = lgr(l)ug(x,t)

2
dx dt
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as a monotone limit in @ of bounded non-negative (smooth) functions. We see that wu.
converges to u in a.e. in @ and also in L>°(0,7 : LP(K)) for every 1 < p < oo, every finite
T and compact set K C RY. We want to show that the limit u is a weak energy solution
of Problem with initial datum ug. Passing to the limit in as € — 0, we get the
following anisotropic energy inequalities:

dx dt +

1
S / u0m¢+l dz
my; + ]. RN

for all 2 and 7" > 0. Finally, since u,. is a classical solution, it clearly is a weak solution
with initial datum wg.. Letting ¢ — 0 in the weak formulation we get that u is a weak
solution ([P,)) with initial datum wug, in the sense that u satisfies the equality

/T/ N T
wpy dx dt — / / (U™) P, dx dt =
0 JBn(0) ; o JB.0)

u(zx, T)p(x, T)dx — ug(x)p(x,0)dx,
[ e e v [ ot 0

/ u™ (2, T) dx
RN

(2.10) j=

for all the compactly supported test functions ¢ € C1(RY x [0, o0]).

We remark that all the solutions u. are bonded in LP(Qr), Qr = Q x (0,T) for all
1 < p < oo, while Vu € L*(Qr) since for all ¢
Dot — mi A, € L2(0,T : LX(Q).

As for regularity in the time derivative we get weaker information. We have u; = ), 0;w;
with w; = (u™),,, hence we have u; € L*(0,T : X) with X = W~52(Q), for any open
bounded set  of RY. Then the famous Aubin-Lions-Simon lemma [T}, 32] that, in an
adapted form, says that if a sequence wu. is bounded in L?*(0,7 : H'(Q)) and du, is
bounded in LP(0,T : X), p > 1 with any X some Banach space containing L?((2), then
it is precompact in L2([0,T] : L3(2)). If p = oo it is precompact in C([0,T] : L*(2)). We
conclude that v = lim u. € L3([0,T] : L*(2)) with a.e. limit.

Conclusion. We may call this limit the constructed solution, which is a weak energy
solution obtained as a monotone limit of positive classical solutions. In the literature
we find the name SOLA (i.e., solution obtained as limit of approximations) for a similar
situation, see for instance [15], 26]. Note that this object has been defined in a unique way
by the above construction. Besides, such a type of limit solution is sometimes called in the
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technical literature a maximal solution, a property derived from our way of approximation.
We are going to prove next a more general uniqueness result so that these labels will not
be needed. Note that up to this point we are dealing with bounded solutions.

2.1.1 Comparison of constructed solution with the L' regular solution

Let us go back to the results of [36]. The existence of an L' regular solution is solved
there by a approximation method from below that starts by treating the case of initial
data that are bounded and also compactly supported. For such data the two still missing
properties: u € C([0,00) : L'(RY)) and conservation of mass are proved. The proofs
depend on the existence of an integrable barrier, see [36, Theorem 1.2]. The uniqueness
of the L' regular solution follows.

Now we want to compare the L' regular solution for an initial datum ug > 0 with is
bounded and compactly supported in Bg(0), let us call it u, with the e approximation u.
of our constructed solution, called here u.. The idea is to use the fact that u, is classical
and a strict supersolution for our data so it must be easy to put it on top of other solutions.
Here is an argument: we recall ([33],34] 36]) that the L' regular solution u can be obtained
as the limit of a sequence uy, of classical approximations to the equation with initial data
ug(z,0) = min{u(x),1/k} in some ball Bg, (0), Ry > R, and boundary data u, = 1/k on
|z| = Ry. We choose R, — oo. By a standard comparison theorem, using the fact that
us(z,t) > e everywhere, we conclude that for all large k& we have u, < u. everywhere in
Qr = Bg, x (0,00). In the limit k¥ — oo we get u < u, for every € > 0, and the inequality
holds in ). Letting now € — 0,

u(x,t) < u(x,t).

But conservation of mass for the first solution implies that mass must also be conserved
for the second since mass cannot increase. Therefore, [(uc(z,t) —u(z,t))dx =0 for all ¢.
But then u = u..

This equivalence is extended by approximation and passage to the limit to all non-
negative bounded data ug. We conclude that the constructed weak energy solutions are
the same as the L' regular solutions. We have uniqueness of such solutions. In what
follows we may simply refer to them as the solutions.

Finally, let us recall that by [2Il Theorem 1] we have plain continuity, u € C'(Q). Let us
also add that at all points where wug is continuous, the constructed solution also is by a
simple barrier argument based on comparison that we leave to the reader.
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2.2 T-contraction in L' norm

Let us first recall the property the LP boundedness, that follows from formula (2.5 in the
limit, plus conservation of mass for p = 1.

Proposition 2.1 Let u be the constructed solution with ug € L*(RY) N LP(RY) for p €
[1,4+00]. Then, u(t) € LP(RY) and

(2.11) [u(@)llp < [luollp

Under conditions (H1) and (H2) we have equality for p = 1.

The next result shows that the set of constructed solutions enjoys the property of L!
contraction in time in the strong form proposed by Bénilan [5] as T-contraction, a property
that implies comparison.

Theorem 2.2 For every two constructed solutions uy and us to (1.1) with respective
initial data ugy and ugs in L*(RY) N L®(RY) we have

(2.12) / (ur(t) — ua(t))+ do < / (uo,1 — uo2)+ dx.

RN RN
In particular, if ups < ugo for a.e. x, then for every t > 0 we have uy(t) < uy(t) for all
r€RY andt > 0.

Proof. (i) The proof follows a rather typical idea for estimating evolution in L*(RY).
See the arguments from [40, Prop. 9.1] in the isotropic case. Formally, we may proceed
as follows. This will work for classical solutions.

Lemma 2.1 Suppose that uy and us are classical nonnegative solutions to defined
in a bounded or unbounded spatial domain ), with smooth boundary, living for a time
interval 0 < t < T and suppose that uy < us on 02. Then the contraction result holds. If
we have [, (uo1 — to2)4 dox = oo there is no assertion.

Proof of the lemma. Let p = p(s) be a smooth approximation of the positive part of the
sign function sign(s), with p(s) =0 for s <0, 0 < p(s) <1 for all s € R and p'(s) > 0 for

all s > 0. Let us multiply (1.1)) by ¢(z,t) = p(u; — ug) and integrate over €2, for each
solution wy, us. After subtracting the resulting equations, we then have

N
/(Ul — ) p(ur — up) do = Z/(u’f“ — Uy )ag, p(Ur — uz) )da.
Q — Jo
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Letting now p tend to sign™ and observing that

0
8t(u1 —uy)y = sign™ (u; — UQ)a(Ul — Us),
we get after performing the time integration
d N
pr (ur(t) —us(t))s de = Z — Uy ) gy, SigNT (ug — ug) dx.
Q

Now, the well-known Kato’s inequality implies that for allt =1,..., N
axz'l“z’ (u;nz - ug%)Jr > [Sign+ (ugm - u;nl)Kugnl - ug%)%xz ’

and we recall that sign™(u; — uy) = sign™ (u]" — u3"). Thus,

d
7 Q(ul( ) —us(t))s do < Z/ Opy; (U 51)y dx

m; m;
= E / Op, (U™ — uy") 4 v dux,
i=1 /09

where v; is the i.th component of the external normal to 9€2. The last integrand is negative
for all ¢ since (u]" —u3")4+ > 0 in Q and it vanishes on the boundary. We observe that

O (W — ) vy = |30, (" — ug") . < 0.

Therefore,

d
7 Q(ul(t) —uy(t))y dr <0.

This ends the proof for classical solutions. In fact, we get for all 0 < s <t

(2.13) /Q(ul(t) —uy(t)) 4 dr < /(ul(s) — uy(8))y dx.

Q
[

(ii) Using this lemma the result will be justified for the constructed weak solutions.
Recalling the approximation procedure of Section we will first prove the result for
the solutions of the approximated problems (P, ) posed in the ball 2 = B, (0) with data
Up () = upa(x) + € and Tpa(x) = up2(x) + €. Recall that they are smooth solutions of
equation with the same boundary data. Hence, by the previous result we have for
all0<s <t

ﬂl —ﬂQ dl’_ ﬂlS _EQS +d.T.
/Bn@( (t) — mo(t)) 1 di < /n(0)< (s) — als))

It is easy to justify that we can pass to the limit first in n — oo and then in € — 0 to get
the same result (2.12) for the constructed solutions in R¥. O
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Remark 2.1 To obtain this result we do not need the solutions to be the limit of classical
solutions. In order to justify the first formal step (i) the solutions only have to be weak

solutions with energy estimates and all involved derivatives in L}, (2 x (0,7)) with the

equation satisfied a.e. in @ = Q x (0,7T) so that Kato’s result can be used. This is usually
called a strong solution.

Remark 2.2 In the next section we shall need Lemma applied also to equation ((1.11))
in the self-similar variables, which is true. Moreover, the proof of Lemma holds to
compare a supersolution and a subsolution as well.

2.3 Theory in L'. The L! to L™ estimate

The main step into a theory with unbounded data uy € L'(R") is a result which is usually
known as the L! to L™ smoothing effect.

Theorem 2.3 If uy € LY(RY) N L*(RY), then the constructed solution u to (1.1)-(1.2)
under assumptions (H1) and (H2) satisfies

(2.14) [u(t)]|oo < CL|uo|[2*™ Wt >0,

where the exponent « is defined in (1.8]) and C' = C(N,my,...,my).

This important result can be found in [36]. For our proof see the Appendix.

Definition of solution with L' data. Once we know bound with a right-hand
side that does not involve the L*> norm, we may construct the solution of equation in
Q = R"Y x (0, 00) with initial data ug € L'(R") as the monotone limit of the approximate
solutions uy with initial data ugg, & > 1 such that wgj = min{ug(x), k}. Then,

(2.15) u(z,t) = lim ug(x,t).

k—o00

Theorem 2.4 The solution defined in (2.15) satisfies the conditions of Theorem .

Proof. The limit is obtained as a non-decreasing limit of bounded functions in C(]0, o] :
LY(RY)), hence it belongs to the same class. We leave the rest of the details to the reader
or see [36]. O
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Remark 2.3 From Proposition and Theorem we have that for ug € L* N L%, the
rescaled evolution solution v of (1.10) is uniformly bounded in time: indeed, for a fixed
71 > 0, Theorem implies, for T > T,

[o(y, )| < C(m)lluo ;"™
while Proposition [2.1] yields, for 7 < 7,
l(y, 7)| < Cr(m1) ||| -

We will take into account the dependence of the constants on 1 in what follows.

2.4 Scaling
Equation (|1.1)) is invariant under the scaling transformation
(2.16) u(z,t) = k*u(kxq, -+ k"Vay, kt), k>0,

assuming that ((1.7)) holds. This is of course related to self-similarity. But we can have
other choices different from (1.8) and (1.9)). Suppose we put a; = aw; and
c m—m;

wi(c) = ~1t 3

for some ¢ > 0. Then ), w;(c) = ¢ and we can get

1
) = =TT oM

For ¢ = 1 we retrieve the old scaling exponents that conserve mass (see (1.8)) and (1.9)).
Indeed, conservation of mass does not hold unless ¢ = 1 since

M(@) = /R (1) dr = RO /R u(kt) de,

N
hence, M (1) = k1= M (u).

e Scaling for the stationary equation. The following transformation changes (super)
solutions into new (super) solutions of the stationary equation (1.4)) and it also changes
the mass. We put

(2.17) Tl (y) = Fi(y) = kF(K"y;) .
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The equation is invariant under this transformation if m; + 2v; = 1 for all i, hence
v; = (1 —m;)/2. Note that this changes the mass (or the L' norm)

(2.18) /RN Fi.(y)dy = k;/RN F(y k") dy = kP / F(z)dz

RN

where
(2.19) le—ZVizl—N(l—m)ﬂ:g(m—mc)6(0,1).

Changing F; = F into the rescaled version Ty F; we can make Tpr (where r is the radius
of the anisotropic domain) as small as we want, and both the mass and the maximum
of T, Fy will grow according to the rates k” and k respectively. This transformation will
be used in the sequel to reduce the calculations with self-similar solutions to the case of
mass M = 1.

3 Anisotropic upper barrier construction

We first observe that our hypotheses (H1), (H2) and formula (1.9)) guarantee that

(3.1) 1.2

g; 1—TI’Lz

The construction of an upper barrier in an outer domain will play a key role in the proof
of existence of the self-similar fundamental solution in Section [6l

Proposition 3.1 Let us assume m; < 1 for all ©. The function

(3.2) F(y) = (Zm%\l—%)

with

(3.3) 0<7 < [3 (miin{ai 2 4 1) M} =

is a weak supersolution to (L4) in RY \ Bg(0) and a classical supersolution in R \ {0},
with Br(0) being a any ball of radius R > 0. Moreover, F' € LP(RN \ Bg(0)) for every
p=1L

21



We say that F is a weak (energy) supersolution to (T.4)) in RN \ B(0) if FF € L*(RN \

Bg(0)), (F™),, € L*(RN \ Bg(0)) for all i = 1, ..., N and the following inequality holds

Z /N\ yzspyz + ao_’lylF prz} dy > 0
RN\BRr(0

for all the nonnegative functions ¢ € C.(RY \ Br(0)). A classical supersolution occurs
when

N
Z [(le)yzyl +ao; (yiF)yii| <0
i=1

everywhere in the chosen domain. The opposite sings apply to subsolutions. Similar

definitions hold for the parabolic problem.

We need the following technical lemma (see [35, Lemma 2.2] for the proof):

Lemma 3.1 Let o > 0 and ¥; > 0 for alli =1,--- | N such that 3 (;a)”" < 1. Then

the function
N —
= (Z YilYi ﬂi)
i=1

belongs to L*(RN \ Bg(0)) for every R > 0.
Proof of Proposition . We observe that Lemma guarantees the summability of F
outside any ball centered at the origin.

Denoting X = z il P Am) for y € RV \UY {y € RY 1 y; = 0} and stressing that
2/(1 —m;) > 2 we have

- i [(le)yzyz T Qo (ylf)yj

i=1

N 2
= Z‘lmz‘(mﬁl)( L ) X~ D)y PR 0 X L — 90X Z T || T
i— —my

1—mz- z

N 2
= X! Z4mi(mi—|—1)(1_%m> X0mt Dy P o — 20X Z i |12ml]
— ;

[N 2
; ' 14m; 2
<Xt Z4mi(mi +1) ( ik ) X —(mi P 4 (1 - miin{ail — m})]
Li=1

1—mi 4
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Since for every ¢ we have

N
ilya T <N "y ) = X
j=1

it follows that

7 )

then

N 2
- Z i —(mi+1) | O . 2
I1<X ! 4”11' m; 1 ; — |1—m i s
a i=1 [ ( i )<]‘_m) k _'_N( iln{al_m})]

i 7

where 1 — mini{ail%mi} < 0 by (3.1). In order to conclude that I < 0 it is enough to

show that
2
<0

for every i = 1,..,N, i.e. (3.3). It is easy to check that computations works for y €
RV \ {0}. Finally, we stress that (F),, € L*(RY \ Bg(0)) with R > 0 and then we can
easily conclude that F' is a weak supersolution as well. ]

2

e Scaling for F. The change of mass ([2.17)) gives

(3.4) / Fi(y)dy = k:/ F(y k") dy = k° / F(z)dz
RN\T%Br(0) RN\ T Br(0) RN\ B (0)

for any r > 0, where 3 is given by (2.19)) and
TeBr(0) = {y : (K"y1, -+, K" yn) € B.(0)}.

We will replace F' with the rescaled version T F with some large k, and both the mass and
the maximum of 7, F will grow according to the rates k” and k respectively. Moreover, it
is easy to check that the following property holds:

Lemma 3.2 If 0 < ky < ko, then T, F(y) < T, F(y) in the common domain, where F is
given by (3.2)).

Remark 3.1 We stress that we can replace the ball B, (0) with an “anisotropic ball” B,(0) =
2 — ~
{y: N ~ilyi| ™7 < r}, obtaining that F is a weak supersolution to (T4) in RN\ B,(0).
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3.1 Upper comparison

We are ready to prove a comparison theorem that is needed in the proof of existence of

the self-similar fundamental solution. We rely on the construction of a suitable upper

barrier. We take as first candidate a suitable rescaled version of the function F(y) given

in according to formula (2.17)), i.e., T,F(y). For fixed r > 0 and k > 0 we denote
2

the rescaled set of B,(0) = {y : Ziil Yilyi|*=mi < r} by

(3.5) 7B, (0) = {y RN (Ky, - K™Vyy) € ér(o>} .

In order to have a bounded global barrier G, we define Gy, in ﬁET(O) as a constant equal

to the value T, F takes at the boundary of EET(O). Thus, for fixed r > 0 and k& > 0 we
define

(3.6) Gr(y) =min{T;F(y), max T,F(y)}.
RN\T; B,.(0)

Recall that 7y, is defined in (2.17) and F is given in (3.2).

The following comparison result is stated in terms of the solutions v of rescaled equation
. We recall that the relation between v and v is given by and the equation
is invariant under time shift t,. We also recall that 75 = logty (for every to € R) is the
initial time for the Cauchy problem for (L.11), i.e. v(y, 79) = vo(y).

Theorem 3.1 (Barrier comparison) Let v be a solution of (1.11) with a nonnegative
initial datum v(y, 70) = vo(y) € L*(RY) N L®°(RYN) such that

(i) vo(y) < Ly a.e. in RY
(1) [voly)dy < M,
where M > 0 and Ly > 0. Then there exists k large enough such that
w(y) <Gily)  aeinRY\ TiB,(0)
implies
(3.7) v(y,7) < Gply)  for ye RN 7> 1,

Proof. (a) Without loss of generality we fix ty = 1 and then 79 = 0. Let us pick some
71 > 0 to consider first the time 7 > 7 and later the interval [0,71). We denote by
F, = max{T;F(y) : y € RN\ T, B,(0)} and we choose k > 1 such that

(3.8) max {L1e®™, CM**N(1 —e ™)™} < F,= max TiF(y).
RN\Tx By (0)
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Figure 1: The barrier for y; = 0,Vj # ¢ and k =1

Using the smoothing effect (2.14]) and the scaling transformation (1.10]), we get that
(3.9) vy, 7) = (t+ 1)%u(z,t) < OM*N((t +1)/t)* = OM* N (1 —e77) 7,

where C' is the constant that appears in (2.14). By (3.8) we have ||v(7)[|s < Fi for all
T > T1.

(b) For 0 < 7 < 7 we argue as follows: from vy(y) < Ly we get ug(x) < Ly, so by
Proposition [2.1) we have u(x,t) < Ly, therefore by ({3.8))

[0(T)|lso < Li(t+ 1) = Lye®” < F,.

(¢) Under this choice we get ||v(7)||eo < Fi for every 7 > 0, which gives a comparison
between v(y,7) with Gi(y) in the interior cylinder Qjn: := ﬁET(O) x (0,00). In the
outer cylinder Qe := (RN \ 75.B,(0)) x (0,00) we use the comparison principle for the v
variable as in Lemma [2.1] which applies for solutions and supersolutions defined in (..
and ordered on the parabolic boundary, which consists of the initial time border and the
lateral border. We conclude that

w(y,7) < TeF(y) for y € RV \ TpB,(0), 7 >0,

using Lemma . The comparison for y € ﬁér(()) has been already proved, hence the
result (3.7). O

Remark 3.2 Note that when vy € C°(RY) there exists an integral bounded barrier de-
pending only on Ly and M. The existence of some integrable barrier is essential to prove
that the solution constructed in Section is in C([0,00) : LY(RY)), see an instance in
the proof of [36, Theorem 1.2]. See also subsequent sections here, where the accurateness
of the asymptotic behavior as |x| — oo plays an important role.

4 Aleksandrov’s reflection principle

This is an auxiliary section used in the proof of Aleksandrov’s symmetry principle so we
will skip unneeded generality. Let H” = {z € RY : z; > 0} be the positive half-space
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with respect to the x; coordinate for any fixed j € {1,---,N}. Its boundary is the
hyperplane H; = {z; = 0} that divides R" into the half spaces H;” = {z; > 0} and
H; = {z; < 0}. We denote by 7y, the specular symmetry that maps a point x~€ H;r
into & = g, (z) € H;, its symmetric image with respect to Hj, where z; = —x;, ; = x;
for ¢ # j. We have the following important result:

Proposition 4.1 Let u be a nonnegative solution of the Cauchy problem for (1.1)) with
nonnegative initial data ug € L*(RY). If for a given hyperplane H; with j =1,--- | N we
have

uo(my, (x)) < ug(x) for all x € H;*

then
u(mp,(z),t) <u(x,t)  for all (z,t) € Hf x (0,00).

Proof.  We first observe that if u(x,t) is a solution to Cauchy problem with initial datum
ug(z), then u(z,t) = u(my,(x),t) is a solution to Cauchy problem with initial datum
uo(7g,(2)). By approximation we may assume that the solutions are continuous and even
smooth, and continuous at ¢+ = 0 as explained in Subsection 2.1, We consider in Q+ =
HJ x (0, +00) the solution u (x,t) = u(x,t) and a second solution uy(z,t) = u(rm,(x),t).
Our aim is to show that

uy(z,t) < wy(z,t)  forall (z,t) € H x (0,00).
By assumption the initial values satisfy us(z,0) < uy(z,0) and the boundary values on

GH;“ x [0, +00) are the same. Then Lemma yields the assertion. 0J

We now introduce the concept of separately symmetric and nonincreasing function, SSNI.
Precisely, a function g : RN — R is SSNI if it is a symmetric function in each variable z;
and a nonincreasing function in |z;| for all 4, i.e.

(4.1) g(x, - an) = g(|z1], -+, lon]) Vo € RY,
and forall j=1,--- N
(4.2) gl lmgl-o s lan)) < gl 1750 lan]) 3 |25] < ).

We say that the evolution function u(z,t) is SNNI if it is an SSNI function with respect
to the space variable for all £ > 0. The next result states the conservation in time of the
SSNI property under the AFDE flow.

Proposition 4.2 Let u be a nonnegative solution of the Cauchy problem for (1.1)) with
nonnegative initial data ug € L*(RN). If ug is a symmetric function in each variable x;,
and also a nonincreasing function in |x;| for all i, then u(x,t) is also symmetric and a
nonincreasing function in |x;| for all i for all t.
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Proof. By Proposition the solution u(x,t) is a function in |z;|. Finally, Lemma
applied in H;", to u(z,t) and to u(z,t) = u(xy, -,z + h,--+ ,xx,t) yields that u is a
nonincreasing function in |z;|. O

5 A quantitative positivity lemma

As a consequence of mass conservation and the existence of the upper barrier we obtain a
positivity lemma for certain solutions of the equation. This is the uniform positivity that
is needed in the proof of existence of self-similar solutions, it avoids the fixed point from
being trivial. A similar but simpler barrier construction was done in [42] where radial
symmetry was available. It is convenient to use the rescaled variable v of instead
of u.

Lemma 5.1 Let v be the solution of the rescaled equation with a nonnegative
SSNI initial datum vy € L= (RN) N LY(RYN) with mass M > 0, such that vg < Gy a.e. in
RN\ 7 B,(0), where Gy, is a suitable barrier defined as in and T, B,(0) is defined in
(3.5). Then, there is a continuous nonnegative function ((y), positive in a ball of radius
ro > 0, such that
v(y,7) > C(y)  forall yeRY, 7>0.
>

In particular, we may take ((y) > ¢ > 0 in B, (0) for suitable rq and c¢; > 0, to be

computed below.

Proof. We know that for every 7 > 0 the solution v(-,¢) will be nonnegative, and also by
the previous section it is SSNI. By Theorem there is an upper barrier G(y) = Gi(y)
for v(y, ) for every 7. We stress that we need vy to be below a suitable barrier to use
Theorem [3.1] Since G is integrable, there is a large box @ = {y : |y;| < R} such that in
the outer set O = R™ \ () we have a small mass:

/ oly,7) dy < / Gly) dy < M/5,
O O

for all 7 > 0. On the other hand, we consider the set A;(r9) = {y € @ : |y;| < 1o} Since
for small 7 this set has a volume of the order of 1o RN~! and the function G is bounded
by a constant C; we have

/ v(y,7)dy < / G(y)dy < C1RY " 'rg
Ai(ro) Ai(ro)

for all 7 > 0. By choosing ry > 0 small we can get this quantity to be less than M/4N.
This calculation is the same for all 2.
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Y2

S+

Yy

Figure 2: the set D made by the union of the four white cubes and its subset D"

Now we look at the integral in the complement of the above sets, i.e., the remaining set
D ={y:ry < |y < R for all i}. Note that this set is composed of 2" symmetrical
copies (see Figure 2| for the two dimensional case). Using the mass conservation we get

/v(y,T)dyZ M —M/5—M/4> M)/2.

Since v is an SSNI function, we get in each of the 2 copies the same result, so if D* =
{y € D:y;>0forall i} (see Figure (2))) we get

/ v(y, 7)dy > M/2N T
D+
Now we use the monotonicity in all variables to show that at the bottom-left corner point
of D™ we obtain a maximum, hence
V(1,705 ...y 70, T) (R — 19)N > M/2VHE,
Using again the separate monotonicity and symmetry of v(-, 7), we conclude that
v(y,7) =1 forall |y <o, 7>0,

with ¢; = M 2= WV*+D(R — r;)™™. The function ¢ can be constructed as cut-off function,
whose value is ¢; in the ball B, /»(0) and vanishing outside B,,(0). This concludes the
proof. [

6 Self-similar fundamental solution. Existence, unique-
ness and properties

Here we prove one of the main results of the present paper, Theorem concerning
the existence of a unique fundamental solution Uy (x,t) of the self-similar type with
mass M, M > 0. We start by the uniqueness part, Subsection[6.1} The existence part will
be discussed in Subsection 6.2} Precise monotonicity, positivity and regularity properties
occupy the final subsections.
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6.1 Proof of uniqueness of the self-similar fundamental solution

We settle the issue regarding the uniqueness of the self-similar fundamental solution stated
in Theorem [I.1] We recall that the profile F; of a self-similar fundamental solution Uy,
is nonnegative, bounded and goes to zero as |y| — oo with a certain multi-power rate.

The proof combines a number of different arguments.

e Step 1.a. Aleksandrov’s principle. We first recall the following anisotropic version of
the monotonicity result [40, Proposition 14.27]. It uses another version of Aleksandrov’s
principle.

Lemma 6.1 Let u > 0 be a solution of the Cauchy problem for equation with initial
data supported in a box Qr = [-R, R, R > 0. Then for every x,7 € RN, 2,7 & Qar
such that for some fized i, the i-th coordinates satisfy |Z;| > |x;| + 2R, while the other
components, labeled j, are equal, i.e. ; = x; for all j # i. Then we have

(6.1) u(z,t) > u(z,t).

Proof. We consider the hyperplane H which is the mediatrix between the points x and
7 and let H and H~ be the two half-spaces such that x € H™ and 7 € H~. We denote
by 7y the specular symmetry that maps a point € HT into a point 7y (x) € H™ as in
Proposition .1l Let uq(x,t) = u(z,t) in HT x (0, +00) and us(z,t) = uy(7p(z),t). By
our choice of ¥ and z the initial value of us at t = 0 is zero because the support of u(-,0)
is inside (Qr while the initial value of u; is nonnegative in H*. Moreover the values on
H x (0,400) and on 0Q2g X (0, 4+00) are the same by construction. Then by Lemma

with Q = HT\ Qar we get (6.2). O

o Step 1.b. SSNI property of the self-similar solutions. Now we can prove the following
property of the self-similar solutions.

Lemma 6.2 Any non-negative self-similar solution Uy (x,t) with finite mass M is SSNI.

Proof. We use two general ideas:
i) SSNI is an asymptotic property of many solutions,
ii) self-similar solutions necessarily verify asymptotic properties for all times.

Let us consider a non-negative self-similar solution, Ups(x,t), of the self-similar form
Um(z,t) = t“Fy(t "2y, ...t *Nxy), see (L.5). We must prove that it fulfills the SSNI
property. This is done by approximation, rescaling, and passing to the limit. We start
by approximating U,; at time ¢t = 1 with a sequence of bounded, compactly supported
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functions wu,(z,1) with increasing supports and converging to Up(z,1) in L'(RY). We
consider the corresponding solutions u,(x,t) to (1.1)), for times ¢ > 1.

(1) Because of their compact support at ¢ = 1, the Aleksandrov principle implies that
these functions w,(+,t) satisfy for all £ > 1 an approximate version of the SSNI properties
as follows. If the initial support at ¢t = 1 is contained in the box Qgr, = [-R,, R,]",
R, > 0, then by Lemma , we have that for all + > 1 and for every x,7 € RV,
x, T & Qap,, it holds

(6.2) un(z,t) > un(T,1)

on the condition that for every fixed i |7¢| > |2?| + 2R,, and 27 = z7 for all j # i. The
length 2R, plays here the role of error in the SSNI property in what regards monotonicity
in every coordinate direction.

(2) Since the self-similar solution has typical penetration length x; ~ t* in each direction
and a; > 0, the previously detected error length 2R,, becomes comparatively negligible.
It is now convenient to pass to rescaled variables as in ([1.10)) (with to = 0, so that ¢t =1
means 7 = 0, and y; = x; t~%). Then, the monotonicity properties, as just derived for u,
by Aleksandrov, keep being valid in terms of (yi,--- ,yy) with the reformulation:

(6.3) Un (Y, T) > v (Y, 7)

for y, 7 & [, [~ Rat~*, Rut~%] on the condition that for every fixed i || > |y;|+2Rnt ™%
and y; = y; for all j # i , 7 = log(¢). Similarly, symmetry comparisons are true up to
a displacement R, t~%. We also note that by the contraction principle, for 7 > 0 and
n > n(e) we have after an easy computation

lon (-, 7) = Fallreny < Hlun(1) = Une(Dl ey < e.

(3) Now we pass to the limit in n,7 and ¢ to translate the asymptotic approximate
properties into exact properties. We first let 7 — oo with € and n > n(e) fixed. We
observe that v,(y,T) converges to some V,(y) along some subsequence 7, — 00, using
the smoothing effect (2.14). The necessary compactness of the orbit v, (-, 7) follows from
the energy estimates for equation (|1.1)) after translating them to the v-equation, an
operation that keeps the estimates uniformly bounded. Compactness in time follows from
the Aubin-Lions-Simon lemma, used as in Subsection 2.

We stress that R,t,“ = R,e” ™% — 0 as 7, — oco. From ([6.3)) we get

(6.4) Valy) > Va()

on the condition that for every fixed i |g;| > |y;| and y; = y; for all j # i. We also have
by Fatou’s lemma that ||V,, — Fi|[z1rs) < €. This implies after letting € — 0 (hence,
n(e) — oo) that

Fy(y) = Fu(y)
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for almost every y, y such that for every fixed i, |y;| > |y;| and y; = y; for all j # i.
Therefore, the continuity of Fj; implies that such monotonicity is preserved for all the
points y, y with the previous property.

By a similar argument, F; is symmetric with respect to each y; and the full SSNI applies
to F', hence to the original Uy;. [

In the proof of the uniqueness, we need the following lemma on the set of positivity of
profile F}.

Lemma 6.3 The set )y = {y eRY: Fy(y) > O} is star-shaped from the origin, i.e., for
all y° € Qq the line segment from 0 to y° lies in €.

Proof. We stress that Fj;(0) > 0, then 0 € Q. Let us take y° € Qg and consider the
0
segment y; = z—gs fori=1,---,N and s € [0, s¢]. Recalling that Fj; is SSNI (see Lemma
0 0 0 0
, then Fy(y) = FM(%S, s 7%8) > FM(E_;'SOa e ,%50) =F(y’) > 0. O
e Step 2. Mass Difference Analysis. We enter the main steps in the proof of uniqueness.
The first one is the mass difference analysis.

(i) Let us suppose that U; and U, are two self-similar fundamental solutions with the
same mass M, = M, = M > 0 and profiles F;, F5. We introduce the functional

(6.5) J[UL, Us)(t) = /R (Ui(a,t) = Ua(, ) d.

By the accretivity of the operator this is a Lyapunov functional, i.e., it is nonnegative and
nonincreasing in time. Observe that we have the formula,

(6.6) T U (8) = / (Fi(@) ~ Bw)), dr,

i.e. J[Uy, Us] must be constant in time for self-similar solutions, that is
(67) J[Ul,UQ](t) =

for a suitable constant ¢y > 0.

(ii) The main point is that such different solutions with the same mass must intersect.
We argue as follows: we define at the time ¢t = 1, the maximum of the two profiles
G* = max{Fy, F»}, and the minimum G, = min{Fy, F»}. Let U* and U, the corresponding
solutions of for t > 1. By Theorem we have for every such ¢t > 1

(6.8) Ud(z,t) < Up(z,t), Us(x,t) < U*(x,t).
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We claim that U*(x,t), t > 1, is a self-similar solution that equals the maximum of the
two solutions Uy and Us, and similarly, U.(x,t;), t > 1, is a self-similar solution that
equals the minimum of the two solutions. First, note that

(6.9) U* > max{U,, Uy} for all (z,t) € RY x [1,400)

by Theorem Next, by the mass preservation, we get

(6.10) /RN U (2, 1) da = /RN U (2, 1) da = / G(x) da

RN

for all ¢ > 1. Since
max{Uy, Us}(x,t) =t max{Fy, Fo}(t" '@y, - ,t " Nay)

we have

max{U;, Us}(z,t) dx = /RN max{Fy, F5}(z) dx = /R G*(z)dx

RN N

for all £ > 0. Consequently,
/ U*(x,t)dx = max{Uy, Us}(x,t) dx
RN RN

for all ¢ > 1. Combining last inequality and we conclude that
U*(x,t) = max{U;, Uy }(x,t) for all (z,t) € RY x [1,+00).

Similarly,
U.(z,t) = min{U;, Uy }(x,t) for all (z,t) € RY x [1, +00).
Note that both are self-similar solutions.

e Step 3. Strong Maximum Principle. Finally, we use the strong maximum principle
(SMP for short) to show that the last conclusion is impossible in our setting.

(iii) Since U*(x,1) = G*(x), we have that
- U*(z,1) > Uy(z,1) and U*(z,1) > Uy(z,1) for all x € RV,
- U*(0,1) equals Uy(0,1) or Us(0,1)

Now we make the observation that for self-similar solutions touching at z = 0 for ¢t = 1
implies touching at x = 0 for every ¢ > 1.
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We observe that for every ¢ > 1 both U (z,t), Us(z,t) > 0 are strictly positive at x = 0
because they are SSNI (see Lemma and they have positive mass. By continuity
Uy(z,t),Us(z,t) > ¢ > 0 in a neighbourhood 1(0) of 0 for all t > 1, ¢ close to 1.

We stress that in the open set I(0) the solutions U;, U and U* are positive, so that
we can prove locally smoothness for them since the equation is not degenerate (see [27,
Theorem 6.1, Chapter V]). As a consequence, we can apply the evolution strong maximum
principle (see [29 B1]) in 1(0) x [1,#] for t; > 1, t; — 1 small, applying it to the ordered
solutions U* and U;, or to U* and Us,.

Suppose that U* and U; touch for t = 1 at x = 0, i.e., U*(0,1) = U;(0,1). The SMP
implies that they cannot touch again for ¢t > 1 at x = 0 unless they are locally the same.
However, both are self-similar so that the touching point is preserved. Indeed, since they
are self-similar, if U*(0,1) = U;(0,1) then U*(0,¢) = Uy(0,t) for all ¢ > 1. We conclude
that U* = U; in the whole open set 0y = {x : Uy(x,t;) > 0} and the SMP can be applied
(and it holds also on its closure by continuity). By the definition of maximum of two
solutions, it means that Uy (z,t;) > Us(x,t1) in £).

If ©; is the whole of RY, we arrive at the conclusion that U, (x, ;) > Us(x,t;) everywhere.
This implies by equality of mass that U; = Uy at t = ¢;. In that case we must have that
co = 0, where ¢g is the constant appearing in , therefore U; < U, for all z all times. By
mass conservation we finally have U; = U, (for all z and all t). The proof on uniqueness
concludes in this case.

iv) We still have to consider the case where the positivity set of Uy, €2, is not known to
be RY. Lemma guarantees that the set where U; is positive is star-shaped from the
origin. If U* and U, touch for t = 1 at x = 0 and 2, is the not whole RY then for every
unit vector € € R there is a point x = s50€ with sy > 0 that belongs to the boundary of
2y and is such that Uj(x,t;) > 0 if x = s€ with s < sg and Uy(x,t;) = 0 if x = s€ with
s > sp. We conclude as in the previous analysis that U (z,t1) > Us(x,t1) on 0§, which
means by the property SSNI applied to U; that Us = 0 is zero outside of §2;. Hence,
U, > U, everywhere. By equality of mass U; = Us.

v ) A similar argument applies when U*(0,1) = U(0,1). At the end in every case U; = Us
and we conclude the proof of uniqueness. []
6.2 Proof of existence of a self-similar solution

o A remark. We start the existence proof with the following remark. Let ¢ > 0 bounded,
symmetrically decreasing with respect to x; with total mass M. We consider the solution
uy (uniqueness is given by Theorem [2.2]) with such initial datum, i.e. wu;(z,0) = ¢, and
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denote
(6.11) uk(z,t) = Reuy(x,t) = kuy (7 2y, ..., KON 2 N, kt)

for every k > 1, which solves the main equation ([1.1)). We want to let £ — oco. In terms
of rescaled variables (1.10)) (with to = 1) we have

Uk;(y, ,7_) — eOéTuk<y1€OéO'1T’ - yNGOCO'N’T’ 67’)

— €aTkaU1(kolay1€Tgla, e kanayNeToNa7 keT),

where t = €™, 7 > 0. Put k = e" so that k7“7 = (Tt Then

(t+h)o1 (T-‘rh)O’NOé, e(T-l—h)) .

vy, T) = €(T+h)au1 (yle y ooy YNE

Putting vy (y/, 7') = t*uy(x,t) with ¢, = z;t7*%, 7/ = logt, then

oy, 7) = TNy (g e(rHh=Tma k=T ona 1y Ry
Setting 7" = 7 + h, we get
(6.12) vy, 7) = vi(y, T + h).

This means that the transformation R; becomes a forward time shift in the rescaled
variables that we call S, with h = log k.

oStep 1. Fixed point argument. The next steps prepare the setting to obtain a fixed point
of Sh.

(i) We let X = LY(RY). We consider an important subset of X defined as follows.
Let us fix a large constant L; > 0 and consider the barrier Gz, as in Theorem (with
k related to Ly and M = 1). We define K = K(L;) as the set of all ¢ € LL (RY)NL>*(RY)
such that:

(a) [ o(y)dy =1,

(b) ¢ is SSNI (separately symmetric and nonincreasing w.r. to all coordinates),

(c1) ¢ is uniformly bounded above by Lj.

(c2) ¢ is bounded above by the fixed barrier function Gy(z,), i.e. ¢(x) < Gy, (x) for all
r € RV,
We stress that we can reduce ourselves to the case of unit mass, because we can pass from

any mass M > 0 to mass M =1 (see Subsection 2.4 and (3.4))).

It is easy to see that K(L;) is a non-empty, convex, closed and bounded subset of the
Banach space X.
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(ii) Next, we prove the existence of periodic orbits. For all ¢ € K(L;) we consider the
solution v(y, h) to equation (1.11)) starting at 7 = 0 with data v(y,0) = ¢(y). We now
consider for A > 0 the semigroup map Sy : X — X defined by S,(¢) = v(y,h). The
following lemma collects the facts we need.

Lemma 6.4 Given h > 0 there exists a value of Li(h) = Ly such that Sp(K(Ly)) C
K(Ly). Under such situation, for every ¢ € K(L)

(6.13) Sud(y) = Culy)  for y € RY, h>0.

where (p, is a fized function as in Lemma[5.1], which depends only on h.

Proof. Fix a small h > 0, and let Ly = L;(h) such that
(6.14) Ly >C(1—e ™)™,

where C' is the constant in the smoothing effect (2.14). We take 7y = h in the proof of
Theorem [3.1] and choose the rescaled 7 F" such that F, = F.(h), the maximum of 7" on
the complement of T B,.(0), fulfills

Lie™ < F,.

Then using we have

C(l—e ™™™ <F,
whence is satisfied. This ensures the existence of a barrier Gy (y) (defined in (3.6)),
such that for ¢ € IC(Ly(h)) and any 7 > 0 we have S-(¢) < Gyn)(y) a.e.. Then S,(¢)
obviously verifies (¢2), while (a) is a consequence of mass conservation and (b) follows by
Proposition [£.2] Moreover, ensures that from we immediately find Sy (¢) < Ly
a.e., that is property (cl). The last estimate comes from Lemma , which holds

once a fixed barrier is determined. [J

Lemma 6.5 The image set Y = Sy (KC(L1)) is relatively compact in X.

Proof. The image set S;(K) is bounded in L'(RY) and L>°(RY) by already established
estimates using the definition of v in terms of u. The Fréchet-Kolmogorov theorem says
that a subset Y is relatively compact in L'(RY) if and only if the following two conditions
hold

(A) (Equi-continuity in L' norm)

lim |f(y) = fly+2)[dy=0

|2]—=0 JrN
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and the limit is uniform on f € Y.
(B) (Equi-tightness)

lim [f(y)| dy =0

and the limit is uniform on f € Y.

In our case the second property comes from the uniform upper bound by a common
function Gy). So for every € > 0 we can find R(g) > 0 such that f|x ) |f| dy < ¢ for
all f=S5;¢ and all t > 0.

For the proof of (A) we proceed as follows. Let v(-,t) = S;¢. As a consequence of the
energy estimates (2.4), all the derivatives 9;v™ are bounded in L?(0,7T : L*(R")). Since

v = (1/m;)v'~™i9;v™ and v is bounded in this time interval we conclude that |Vuv| is
bounded in L?(0,h : L*(RY)). This means that for some 75 € (h/2, h) the integral

|>R(e

2 h
[ vewmpdy <y [ ] wuw.np s < .
RN h/2 JRN

where C5 depends only on L;. By an easy functional immersion this implies that for every
small displacement z with |z| < § we have and for every R > 0

/ 0(y, 70) — vy + 5,70)| dy < 5C,
BRr(0)

and Cj is a constant that depends only R, h and on Cs. This equi-continuity bound in
the interior is independent of the particular initial data in ¢ € K. Putting R = R(e) and
using the uniform bound Sy < G,y we get full equi-continuity at 7 = 7o:

/ [0(y,70) — v(y + 2, 70)| dy < 2¢
RN

uniformly on ¢ € K if § is small enough. Since both v(y,7) and v(y + z,7) are solutions
of the renormalized equation, we conclude from the L' contraction property (2.2) that

[ 1ot m) = oty -+ 2 m)ldy < 22
R

uniformly on ¢ € K for all 7 > 7y, in particular for 7 = h. This makes the set Sj,(K)
precompact in L'(RY). O

We resume the proof of existence. It now follows from the Schauder Fixed Point Theorem,
see [19], Section 9, that there exists at least a fixed point ¢, € K, i. e., Sp(én) = ¢p. The
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fixed point is in IC, so it is not trivial because its mass is 1. Iterating the equality we get
periodicity for the orbit V;(y, 7) starting at 7 = 0 from Vj,(y,0) = ¢n(y):

Vily, 7+ kh) = Vi(y,7) V7 >0,
This is valid for all integers k£ > 1. It is not a trivial orbit, V}, Z 0.

oStep 2. Periodicity of solutions. The next result examines the role of periodic solutions.

Lemma 6.6 Any periodic solution of our renormalized problem, like V},, must be station-
ary in time. We will write Vi, (y,7) = F(y).

Proof. The proof follows the lines of the uniqueness proof of previous subsection. Thus, if
V1 is periodic solution that is not stationary, then Va(y,7) = Vi(y, 7+ ¢) must be different
from Vj for some ¢ > 0, and both have the same mass. With notations as above we
consider the functional defined in evaluated at V7, V5:

AV = [ (iler) = Vel 7). de
As recalled before, by the accretivity of the operator this is a Lyapunov functional, i.e., it
is nonnegative and nonincreasing in time. By the periodicity of V; and V5, this functional
must be periodic in time. Combining those properties we conclude that it is constant, say
C > 0, and we have to decide whether C' is a positive constant or zero. In case C' = 0 we
conclude that V; = V5, and we are done.

To eliminate the other option, C' > 0, we may argue as in the uniqueness result. We
will prove that for two different solutions with the same mass this functional must be
strictly decreasing in time. The main point is that such different solutions with the same
mass must intersect. We argue as in Subsection [6.1] where the difference is due to the
fact that our solutions are not in the self-similar form : we define at a certain time, say
7 = 0, the maximum of the two profiles V*(0) = max{V;(0),V2(0)}, and the minimum
Vi(0) = min{V;(0), V5(0)}. Let V* and Vi the corresponding solutions for 7 > 0. We have
for every such 7 > 0

(6.15) Vily, 7) < Valy,7), Va(y, 7) < V*(y,7).

On the other hand, it easy to see by the definitions of V*(0), V.(0) that

Vi(00)dy = M+ TRV, [ Vil 0)dy = M = TV VEI(O),

RN
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Since V*(y,0) and V. (y,0) are ordered, this difference of mass is conserved in time: for
T>0

(6.16) [V 0) = Vel dy = 27, I 0)

Now, since Vi, V5 have the same mass, (6.15]) and (6.16)) imply that for 7 > 0

[Vl ) =iy = [ (A7) = Valo ) dy < TV Vi O)

RN

but the constancy of J[Vi, V3] forces to have an equality, occurring only if the solution
V*(y,7) equals the maximum of the two solutions V; and V3, and the solution V. (x, )
equals the minimum of the two solutions.

We argue then as in Subsection 6.1, in order to show that the constant defining J is
actually zero, therefore Vi = V5. We need only to recall that V; and V5 are SSNI. OJ

eStep 3. Conclusion. Thus, we take as profile the just defined F(y) = Vi(y,0)), where
V}, is the fixed point found above. Going back to the original variables, it means that the
corresponding function

(6.17) Uz, t) =t “F(xt™ .. oyt 7N

is a self-similar solution of equation by construction. Indeed, it is defined as a
self-similar function in (6.17)) and the profile F' verifies the stationary equation (1.4)), see
Lemma [I.1} Actually U has mass 1, but we can get a self-similar solution of any fixed
mass by using the scaling .

From this moment on we will denote the fundamental solution with mass M by the label
Un(z,t) and its profile, given by (L.5)), by Fa(y). The subscript M will be omitted at

times when explicit mention is not needed.

6.3 Property of monotonicity with respect to the mass

We conclude this section with some properties of the self-similar fundamental solution U,
of mass M and on its profile F);, both built in the previous subsection. First we prove
the monotonicity property with respect to the total mass. This property will be needed
below.

Proposition 6.1 The profile Fy; depends monotonically on the mass M.
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Proof. Let us suppose My > M; > 0. We will prove that Fyg,(y) > Fay, (y) for all y.
i) By uniqueness of the profile of every mass (see Section and ([2.17), we have

FM2 <y> = kFMl (k(l_ml)/2yl7 s ,k(l_mN)/QyN)

where k > 1 is such that My = M;k2™ ™) Then Fy,(0) > Fy,(0). Moreover

Fr,(0), Fiay, (0) > 0 and by continuity Fyy,, Fiy, are positive in a neighbourhood of zero
1(0).

ii) We are as in the conclusion of the proof of uniqueness (Subsection[6.1)). Let us consider
F*(y) = max{Fy,, Fa,}. It is a solution of the equation and F*(y) = Fy,(y) in y = 0.
We stress that in the open set 1(0) the solutions F*, F);, are positive, so that we can
prove locally smoothness for them since the equation is not degenerate (see [27, Theorem
6.1, Chapter V]). As a consequence, we can apply the strong maximum principle in the
whole open set €y, where Fyy, > 0. We conclude that F*(y) = Fy,(y) in Q. If Qs is the
whole of RY | we have arrived at the conclusion that Fiy,(y) > Fay (y) for all y.

iii) We still have to consider the case where € is a proper subset of RY. We observe
that by Lemma [6.3] the set €y is star-shaped sets from the origin. Then for every unit
direction € there is a point x = s¢€, so > 0, that belongs to the boundary of 2, and is
such that Fy, (s€) > 0if s < sp and Fyy,(s€) = 0if s > so. We conclude from the previous
analysis that Fy, (y) < Fy,(y) = 0 on 98, which means by the property SSNI applied
to Fyy, that Fy;, = 0 is zero outside of 5. The conclusion is that Fy,(y) > Fu, ()
everywhere. []

6.4 Positivity of the self-similar fundamental solutions

Now we prove the strict positivity of the self-similar fundamental solution.

Theorem 6.1 The self-similar fundamental solution Uy (x,t) is strictly positive for every
r € RN, t > 0. Its profile function Fy(y) is a C* and positive function everywhere in
RY. Moreover, there are sharp lower estimates of the asymptotic behaviour when |y| — oo
in the form

(6.18) Fi(y) > ¢ min{|y;|" %0~}

Proof. (i) We first recall that the mass changing transformation with v; = (1—-m;)/2
maps solutions of the stationary equation of mass M into solutions of the same
equation of mass k°M with 8 = Z(m — m,) for every k > 0. In particular, if Fi(y) > 0
is the profile of the self-similar solution with unit mass, then Fy;(y) = (TxF1)(y) is the
profile of the self-similar solution with mass M = k”.
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(ii) Now, by Proposition we know that the family F);(y) is monotone nondecreasing
in M, hence with respect to k. It follows that for every choice of initial point yo =
(v2,...,9%) the function

f(k) = kFl(y?kylv T 7y?\7kyN)

is increasing as k increases. By the quantitative positivity lemma, Lemma [5.1] we also
know that the function F(y) is positive in a small box Q,, = [~70, ro]":

Fi(y) >e>0 forall yeRY, |y|<ro Vi.

(iii) Pick now any point Y = (Y3,---,Yn) outside of @Q),, and find the parameter k such
that |k="Y;| < rg, for all 4, i.e.,

k = max ({|V;|/ro}*/0—m)) .

We stress that k > 1, because Y & Q,,. Let us take (Yy, -+, V) = (k71V1, -+, k™"¥Yy).
Since we have Y € @Q),,, we get

kF(Y) =k Fy(E"Yy, - BN YY) > Fi(Y) > e

Therefore, F1(Y') is also positive for every Y & Q.. Moreover, the quantitative estimate
Fi(Y) > ¢/k can be written in the form:

(6.19) F(Y) > ¢ min{|y;|~¥(-mdy,

with ¢ = e min,; 7o/ ™) = (N, my).

(iii) Using transformation with v; = (1 —m;)/2 we generalize this lower estimate
to Fy(y) for all M > 0. Note that the lower bound is not affected by the change of
mass, a curious propagation property that was already known in isotropic fast diffusion
(where the self-similar solutions are explicit). What we find here is the correct form that
is compatible with anisotropy.

(iv) The global positivity of Uy (x,t) is immediate. We have

Upr(z,t) > et min{|a,| =%/ (-mig2a/0-ma))

with o and a; as in ((1.8) and (1.9). O
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6.5 Regularity of the self-similar solution

The profile Fi; solves the quasilinear elliptic equation of the form (|1.4)) which is singular
in principle due to the nonlinearities F};* with 0 < m; < 1. However, the regularity
theory developed in great detail for nonsingular and non-degenerate elliptic equations,
[17, 28], applies to this case since it has a local form and we known that F); is positive
with quantitative positive upper and lower bounds in any neighbourhood of any point
y € RY. Using well-known bootstrap arguments we may conclude

Theorem 6.2 The self-similar profile Fy(y) is a C™ function of y in the whole space.

7 Positivity for general nonnegative solutions

We have just proved the strict positivity of self-similar solutions and given a positive
lower bound for the rescaled function v(y, 7) introduced in (1.10]) taking to = 1 and then
T0 = log to = 0.

Theorem 7.1 (Infinite propagation of positivity) Any solution with nonnegative data
and positive mass is continuous and positive everywhere in RV x (0,00). More pre-
cisely, in terms of the v variable, for every R > 0 and 179 > 0 there exists a constant
Cy = Cy (v, R, 10) > 0 such that v(y,7) > Cy for y € Bg(0) and any T > 7.

Proof. By solution we understand the solutions constructed in Theorem We split it
the proof into two cases.

I. Special data. The positivity result is true if the initial function ug is continuous,
SSNI and compactly supported in a neighbourhood of the origin.

(1) We take those special data and get a lower estimate in small balls. For SSNI see defi-
nition in Section[d] Arguing in terms of the rescaled variables, the assumptions guarantee
that the rescaled solution v(y,7) = (t + 1)%u(x,t) has initial data uy = vy < T F, where
T+ F is a suitable barrier (supersolution) to (T.4) in a certain outer domain RN \ 7553, (0)
obtained by cutting and rescaling F defined by (see Section (3| and formula )
Then, we can apply the qualitative lower estimate, Lemma , and conclude that v(y, 7) >
((y) > ¢1 > 0 in a neighbourhood of y = 0 for any time. We stress that ¢; depends on
the L' norm of 4y and on the radii R and ry that are defined and used in Lemma .

(2) In the sequel we must also work with u, since it satisfies a translation invariant
equation, and this property is useful. From the lower bound for v a corresponding lower
bound formula holds for u(z,t) in any time interval 0 < ¢ < ¢;, but this bound cannot be
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uniform in time. Indeed, the lower bound for u, let us call it ¢;(u), depends on the final
time ¢;. We stress that we can make t; as large as we want by taking c¢;(u) small enough.
As a compensation, the decaying lower estimate applies to u(z,t) in z-balls that expand
coordinate-wise like powers of time. This is a consequence of the rescaling in space.
Moreover, note that the argument works if we displace the origin and assume that ug is
SSNI around some xy # 0. In order to get a convenient definition of the rescaled variables
v(y,T) we must use the shifted space transformation y; = (x; — x¢;)t~*?. The previous
argument shows that this v will be uniformly positive in a given small neighbourhood of
0 for all times. We conclude from this step that under the present assumptions u(z,t)
will be positive forever in time in a suitable z-ball centered at xy that expands power-like
with time, though the upper bound for u decays like a power of time.

(3) We now get an outer estimate under the previous assumptions (ug is continuous,
compactly supported and SSNI). By using the positivity of the self-similar fundamental
solution (see Theorem [6.1] ) we will prove that u(z,t) is also positive in an outer cylinder
Qo = D x (0,t3), where D is the complement of the ball of small radius R;. The idea is
to find a small self-similar solution U4 (x,t) and prove that

(7.1) u(z,t) > Uy(z,t) >0

for (z,t) € Q,. Since both are solutions of the equation in @), we will check the comparison
at the initial time and at the lateral boundary , and then we may apply the comparison
principle Lemma [2.1] to conclude that u(z,t) > Ua(x,t) > 0 in the whole outer cylinder

Qo-

The initial comparison is trivial since the fundamental solution vanishes for t = 0 if z #£ 0
and up > 0 in D. Comparison at the lateral boundary is more delicate. We use the fact
that

v(y,7) > ¢ >0

in the ball y € Byg, (0). Therefore,
u(z,t) > (t+1)7°

for x € Bag,(0), t > 0.

We now use the scaling transformation (2.17)) of the profile £} of the self-similar funda-
mental solution U of mass M = 1 and write, for every parameter A > 0,

Faly) = AFy (A%y))
and let us consider the corresponding self-similar fundamental solution U,. Since

limUx(z,t) =0 for x #0,
t—0
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we can choose t < ¢, where t < to, such that for any x with |z| = R; one has

C1 _
Ualx,t) < ———, t<t.
a@:?) (ty + 1)

On the other hand, if ¢ € [t, t5] we have

1 A
Ua(z,t) < t—aFA(O) < f_aFl (0).

At this point we can take A so small (depending on t5) such that

C1

UA(CL’,t) S m.

We have chosen so far a positive self-similar solution U, such that for all ¢ € (0,¢3) we
find

u(z,t) > Uy(x,t)

for |x| = Ry. Given the initial and boundary comparisons between u and Uy, we may
apply the comparison principle on exterior domains to conclude that u(z,t) > Ua(z,t) in
the whole outer cylinder D x (0,t3), hence the positivity of v in that set. The length of
to depends of the boundary conditions of the functions we compare. But using a solution
with larger constant A we can take ty as large as we like, with a worse lower estimate
valid up to t = t5. This concludes the proof of positivity in the case of solutions with
special data.

(4) As for the quantitative aspect, we can combine the bounds in a small domain and
the corresponding outer domain into an estimate of the form

valid for some t > t;, x € RY and M > 0 small enough. Translating into the v variable
the quantitative estimate follows. []

II. General data. Let us consider a general integrable initial datum uy > 0 with
positive mass.

(1) According of regularity of weak solutions (see Subsection 2.1) the nonnegative so-
lutions are continuous in space and time for all positive times. Since the mass of the
solution is preserved in time and the solution is continuous, then given any ¢, > 0 we may
pick some zy € RY such that u(x,t) > ¢; for some constant ¢; > 0 in a neighborhood
of (xg,ty). We can choose a small function w(z) that is SSNI around z,, compactly sup-
ported and such that w(z) < u(z,t) for ¢ close to ty. By the proof of the special case we
have that for e > 0 small enough the solution u;(x,t) starting at ¢ = to — £ with initial
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value uy(x,ty) — €) = w(x) is positive, and by comparison u(z,t) > ui(x,t) > 0 for all =
and for tg — e <t <ty +ty —e. After checking that t5 does not depend on € we conclude
that u(x,ty) > 0 for all z. We have obtained the infinite propagation of positivity of u
because ty is any positive time.

(2) A careful analysis of the argument shows that given any finite radius R and 7y small
enough, we can find a uniform lower bound for v(y, 7) valid for y € Bg(0) and any 7 > .

Remark 7.1 We cannot obtain a uniform lower bound from below in the whole space
since the solutions are supposed to decay as |y| — oo, like in the fundamental solution,
see Theorem [L1.

Remark 7.2 As a consequence of Theorem and we have that v(y, T) has a lower
and upper bound in a every space ball or in every space cube Q(R) of side R > 0 for every T
big enough (T > 71). This means that in this interior parabolic cylinder Q(R)x (11, 00), the
solution is bounded above and below away from zero, so it is the solution of a quasilinear
non-degenerate equation, so that according to the standard reqularity theory for uniform
elliptic and parabolic equations, see [27], the solutions are smooth inside the cylinder with
uniformly local estimates on the derivatives.

8 Asymptotic behaviour

Once the unique self-similar fundamental solution Uy, of the form is determined for
any mass M > 0 , the experience in Nonlinear Diffusion dictates that it is natural to
expect it to be the candidate to be attractor for a large class of solutions to the Cauchy
problem for equation . We have the stated the result in Theorem and we will
prove it here. We recall that U, is a self-similar fundamental solution stated in Theorem

int

Proof of Theorem [I.24.  The proof follows a method that is similar to the so-called
“four-step method”, a general plan to prove asymptotic convergence devised by Kamin-
Vézquez [24] and applied to the isotropic case, see also [40, Theorem 18.1]. Here, a number
of variations are needed to take care of the peculiarities of the anisotropy. For example,
here we have uniqueness only for self-similar fundamental solutions with fixed mass M,
while in the isotropic case we know the uniqueness of the fundamental solution.

The main effort will be concentrated on proving the asymptotic convergence for p = 1:

(8.1) Tim [u(t) = Une(8)| 2 vy = 0.
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(1) We introduce the family of rescaled solutions given by the u;’s in (6.11)), namely
ux(z,t) = Ra(x,t) = X u( A2y, ..., X7V N, AL).

We observe that the mass conservation and the L'-L> smoothing effect (2.14) allow to
find by interpolation the uniform boundedness of the norms |juy(-,%)||, for all p € [1, o0
and ¢t > 0. Moreover, using 1} and the algebraic identity (1.7 we find, for all t > ¢y > 0,

/ / OuS" ¥ i = polomit2sit)- / / 0 e dr
RN axz At JRY axl
<\ 2mi+20i_1)_1/ |u(x, )\to) mitl dox < MA*™ ( )\to) L°°’
RN

and using the smoothing effect (2.14)) we get

(8.2) / /R )

an estimate that is independent of A\. Thus, for all ¢ the derivatives 0,,(uy") are equi-
bounded in Lit locally in time. Moreover, the L'-L> smoothing effect (2.14)) implies that
{uy} is equi-bounded in L™ for t > ¢.

>\

Cdodr < C Mg em:,
ox; - 0

(2) We continue with an equi-continuity argument. We may use Remark to derive
the uniform local equi-continuity of the function v(y, ) defined by (1.10). Then, along
subsequences 7, — oo, we get (let us use tg = 1)

v(y, T,) — F\(y) as 1, — +00,

uniformly on compact sets on RY. We can easily check that uy(z,t) is related to the
v(y, T) by the formula

ur(z,t) = AN+ 1) "0 (A Y(AE 4+ 1) 7 2y, .., log( M+ 1))

We now let A be large enough and consider a fixed finite range t; < t < to. The relation
then simplifies into

up(z,t) =t 0t wy, ..., Ny, logt + log \)

as A — +00, which immediately shows that A only appears significantly as a time shift in
7, the rest of the expression is almost the same.

We also need to consider the dependence in time to conclude that the family {wu,} is
relatively compact in L}, (RY x (0,00)). We may use the argument of Lemma [6.5[to that
purpose. We conclude that along a subsequence \, — 400
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there is a continuous function U(z,t) such that
(8.3) u, (z,t) = Ulz,t)  as A, — 400

uniformly in each compact subset of RY x (0,4o00). The positivity theorem implies
that U is continuous.

(3) We prove that U is a solution to (L.1). In order to pass to the weak limit in the
weak formulation for the wu,’s, we use the locally uniform convergence and uniform-in-
time energy estimates of the spatial derivatives 0,,u\" for all ¢ = 1,--- , N, obtained in
(8.2). Hence, adapting the proof of [40, Lemma 18.3] yields that U solves for all

t > 0. It must have a certain mass M; at each time ¢ > O.

(3b) Now we show that the mass of U is just M. Arguing as in [40, Theorem 18.1], first
we further assume that ug is bounded and compactly supported in a ball Bg(0) with mass
M. Let us take L; > supug and a larger mass M’ > M such that the upper barrier Gy(y)
defined in is such that ug(y) < Gr(y). We recall that G (y) € L*(RY). By Theorem
and change of variables (with ¢ty = 1) it follows that

u(z,t) < (t+ 1) Gz (t +1)7% -+ Jan(t+ 1))
for all t > 0 and for all z € RY. Then
(8.4) upn(x,t) <A M+ 1) G A ey (M + 1) 797 oo AN (A + 1) 799W)

for all t > 0 and for all x € RY. We observe that

( ) )\hr_i{l )\a()‘t + 1)70‘Gk()\a01x1()\t + 1)70401’ . ,)\aUNl’N()\t + 1)7010'N)
8.5 e
- t_aGk(t_aalxla e 7t_ao—NxN)

and the mass is preserved. The previous facts, the convergence u, — U ae. in RY and
(8.4) allow to apply Lebesgue dominated convergence Theorem, obtaining

ur(t) = U(t) in LY(RY),

which means in particular that the mass of U is equal to M at any positive time t. Thus,
we have obtained that U is a fundamental solution with initial mass M. If we knew

this fundamental solution to be self-similar, then the uniqueness theorem would imply
Uz, t) = Up(z,t).

(4) We need another step to make sure that U(z,t) = Uy (z,¢). In order to use ideas
that are already in the paper we may use the Lyapunov functional

Ju, Upf](t) = / lu(z,t) — Up(z,t)| d.

RN
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This is known to be nonnegative and non-increasing in time along solutions u(x,t). Using
the rescaling we get for all A > 1

s, Undlt) = [

RN

lur(x,t) = Up(x,t)]| dox = / lu(y, Adt) — Un(y, At)| dy = J[u, Upr] (ML)

RN

(we use the scaling invariance (Up)x = Uys), which proves that Juy, Up|(t) is non-
increasing in A for fixed ¢ > 0. Therefore, we have the common limit

A—00

Lemma 8.1 We necessarily have Cy = 0.

Proof.  We exclude the case U, > 0 as follows. Let A; the sequence mentioned above
that produces the limit U as in (8.3)). Passing to the limit A\, — oo we get for every ¢ > 0

JIU, Up(t) = lim Jux,, Un](t) = Co > 0.

This is a peculiar situation where two solutions with the same mass have constant L!
difference in time. We exclude the situation by considering U* the maximum of the two
solutions and checking, as in point (iii) of the existence proof in Subsection (see also
the uniqueness proof in Subsection , that U* must also be a solution of the equation.
The argument follows by observing that Uy, is positive everywhere, hence also U* is
positive, and both are bounded for ¢ > 1 by the smoothing effect. Moreover, U and U*
are not the same for any ¢ > 1 since they differ in L' norm. Hence, they must intersect
and there must be a point g € RY such U*(xg, 1) = Ups(z0, 1) = U(x, 1). By continuity
we know that U*(z,t) and Uy (x,t) are bounded above and below away from zero in
some neighbourhood D of (xg, 1), so they solve a quasilinear non-degenerate parabolic
equation in divergence form in D. Since U*(x,t) > Up(x,t), we can apply the strong
maximum principle [27, 3] to conclude that U*(xq, 1) = Ups(zo, 1) is only possible if they
also agree on a maximal connected domain, in particular for all z € R and ¢ = 1. This
is a contradiction, hence Cy, = 0.

O
(4b) Once we have C, = 0 we may join this and (8.3]) to get the conclusion that for any
limit of a subsequence U = Uy, and this is the L' convergence formula (1.12]) that we were
aiming at. We recall that this was proved under the assumption that ug is bounded and

has compact support. The general case ug € L'(RY),ug > 0 follows as in [40, Theorem
18.1] by approximation of the initial data, using the L'-contractivity of the flow and
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the continuity of Uy, with respect to M. Recall that given two self-similar fundamental
solutions Uyy,, Uy, with two different masses M; and M, we get

HUMl - UM2||1 = HFMl - FM2||17

where Fyy,, Fyy, are their profiles respectively. Proposition guarantees that for M; >
M, we have Fy, > Fyy, so that

[ Fvy — Finli = /N(FMl(-T) — Fy (7)) de = My — M.
R

LP-convergence for p > 1. This is an easy consequence of the convergence in L' and
uniform boundedness in L> by observing that

(-, A) = Unr (5 NI < Hlul A) = Une (5 M lllul, A) = Ua (5 A5

The first factor is estimated by the L' convergence (1.12)) as o(1) when ¢ — oo, while the
terms ||u(-, A)||oo and ||Ups(+, A)||co are estimated as a constant times ¢~ by the smoothing
effect of Theorem . In this way we get ((1.13). Note that in rescaled variables it reads

lo(-,A) = Fu()ll, = 0 as A — oo,

recalling that Uy, is given by ((1.5]) in terms of the self-similar profile Fy,. O

Remark 8.1 i) We stress that no Bénilan-Crandall estimate for the time derivative
Owu [6] is available (contrary to the isotropic case), therefore in the proof we need a

novel argument to obtain relative compactness in L} (RN x (0,00)).

i) Since U, 50K (Ly) is dense in LY(RY), we could start to prove Theorem 1.2 for initial
data in KC(Ly), where K(Ly) is defined in Step 1 of Proof of existence of a self-similar
solution (Section 6.2). Then, we could conclude by density and by L'-contraction.

Actually, we have a stronger asymptotic convergence result under extra conditions.

Theorem 8.1 If the initial datum uq is nonnegative, bounded and compactly supported,
then we also have

(8.6) Tim #*Ju(t) — U (1)l = 0,

where « is given by (|1.8)).

48



Proof. From the proof of Theoremwe already know that the solution v(y, 7) converges
uniformly on the compact sets of R to Fy/(y) as 7 — 400, thus the only thing to check
is the control of the tails. We can use the explicit upper barriers of Section |3| or a large
rescaling thereof to bound above our solution for all times and thus control the decay of
our solution at spatial infinity for all times (see Theorem [3.1)). If Q(R) is the space cube
of side R > 0, we deduce that Ve > 0 there exist R = R(e) such that

|v(-, T) || Lo @\ (m)) < € for all 7> 0.

Then we conclude that
|v(-;7) = Far(Y)| oo vy — 0,
which translates into (8.6)). 0

9 Numerical studies

In this section we show the results of numerical computations with the evolution process
that show the appearance of an elongated self-similar profile. We compute in 2 dimensions
for simplicity and plot the level lines to show the anisotropy.

T=0 . T=2

5 4 a4 2 1 0 1 2 3 & 5§ 5 4 8 2 1 0 1 2 3 4 5

5 4 3 =2 1 0 1 2 3 4 8 5 4 8 2 1 0 1 2 3 4 &

Figure 3: Evolution from radial data to an anisotropic self-similarity
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T=0 . T=2

5 4 a4 2 1 0 1 2 3 & 5§ 5 4 8 2 1 0 1 2 3 4 5

T=4 . T=8
-\ﬂy\ ‘/‘-—_m\
Lo e s |
)j3 Oéé : ‘Qe »
\ 3!3// NS =

Figure 4: Evolution from a square configuration

10 Fast diffusion combined with partial linear diffu-
sion

This section contains a number of remarks when some of the m; equals one. If we revise
the general theory: existence, uniqueness, continuity, smoothing effects and Aleksandrov
principle, we see they work fine when one (or several exponents) are 1. Indeed it is possible
to build an upper barrier (see Proposition ((10.1))) and the self-similarity works in the same
way as before. Only the lower bound cannot be the same.

Let us make some computations. In particular, m; = 1 implies that

1 m-1 1

N 2 2

which is the heat equation scaling. On the other hand, if we write x = (x,2’), integrate
in the rest of the variables 2’ = (x9, -+ ,zy), and put

w(zy,t) = / w(zy, ' t)dy. .. dry,
RN—-1

it is easy to see that w satisfies a 1D Heat Equation: w; = w,,,,. When we apply the
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previous argument to a fundamental solution we will find the 1D fundamental solution
Wz, t) = (4mt) " V2e21/2,

If we write this formula in terms of the fundamental solution profile we get

/ F(ylu y,) dyQ e dyN = (47()_1/26_?!%/4,
RN-1

This means that in this direction the fundamental solution decreases in average like a
negative quadratic exponential and not like a power.

As announced before, when some m; = 1 we need to build a different barrier.

Proposition 10.1 Let «,a;,0; be defined in (L.8))-(1.9). Take § > 0 and 6; > 2 such
that
1 2

o; 1—m;

Let Q, = {y € RY . 21]11 i)

given by

> r} be an anisotropic outer domain, where r > 0 is

Nomy(5m; + 1)62 \ 7o=st=mp
10.2 :: : |

Then the function

N -0
(10.3) Fly) = (Z |yi|9i)

=1

is a supersolution to equation (1.4) in the domain Q, and F € L'(1,).

Remarks. 1) We observe that under the assumptions 0 < m; < 1 for all 4, (H2) and
recalling (1.9), condition (3.1]) fulfills, where 1/(1 — m;) := +o0 if m; = 1.

2) In the choice of exponents for the supersolution we can take 6;J as close as we want
to the dimensional exponent 2/(1 — m;).

3) Completing F inside the inner domain D, = RY \ Q, by the constant max,cq, F(y)
we obtain the global function

G = min {F(y), max F(y)} € L'(RY)

yeQy,
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This is the type of function we will use, after a suitable rescaling, as a barrier in our
comparison theorem (see Theorem [3.1)).

4) For another upper barrier construction see [35, Lemma 2.3]. [

Proof of Proposition (10.1] If we put X = Zjvzl |ly;1%, then since 0; > 1 we get

N
I := Z [(Fmi)yiyi + a; (yiF)yi]
=1
N
<Y omi(om; + 1)g7X O TEXEHY 4 g [1 - 5min{ai9i}] X
=1

where 1 — d min;{o;6;} < 0 by (10.1)). In order to conclude that I < 0 it is enough to
show that o
[5mi(5m,~ + 1)§2 X 0-0mi=2/0i 4. N (1 - 5min{ai0i}>} <0

for every i = 1,.., N, where § — dm; —2/6; < 0 by (10.1]). Then we have to require X > r
with r given by (10.2)). This together with Lemma completes the proof. ]

In this range we set as barrier a suitable rescaled (according to formula (2.17)) 7,F (y) of
F(y), the function given in defined in the exterior domain €2,., defined in Proposition
10.1] (see Fig. (1))). We stress that in (2.17) v; = (1 —m;)/2 v; = 0 if m; = 1. In this way
the inner hole D = R™ \ ,. changes into

TeD ={y=(p, - yn) €RY : Y (k)" < r}

i
that we can make as small as we want if £k is large. Note that this changes the mass (or
the L' norm)

(10.4) | Rwi=k [ Fura=1 [ e
Tir T Qr

where =1—->) .1, =1—N(1—-m)/2 € (0,1) and we denote the rescaled set of €2, by

N
(105)  Tu = {y e RN : (B"yy, - Kyn) € Q) = {y e RV : D k7

=1

0 > r}.

Yi

In order to have a global barrier, we will extend T, F (y) outside T,(2, by max{T.F(y) :
y € Ted.}, i.e., the value it takes at the boundary of 7;{2,.. Then in Theorem the
barrier (3.6) has to be replaced by

(10.6) Gr(y) = min{ T F(y), max TeF(y)}

k Q'r)
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for every k > 0, where 7}, is defined in (2.17) and F is given in (10.3)).
Finally we observe that Theorem holds if some m; = 1 as well but we will do some
modifications to its proof.

Proof of Theorem if some m; = 1. We need a variant of the argument of point (ii)
presented in Subsection [2.2] We may assume that m; = 1 for i = 1,..., jo, jo < N, and
m; < 1 for all @ > jo.

The idea is to fix the scaling of (; as a factor n~1=m) for the directions with m; < 1 (as
before), and insert a factor 1/n° for all m; = 1: to be more precise, we set

-5 =5 (1= —(1—
Gu(z) = G (n %2, .cn a0 (1 mw“)a:joﬂ,...,n A=ma) g ).

Here, 6 > 0 is small, as needed below. Repeating the above calculation, the terms with
m,; = 1 contribute to the formula. Then we have

(10.7)

(=) PGl + Y [ =) 1m0

i=jo+1

First we estimate the first term in the right-hand side of ((10.7)) obtaining

Jo 1
3 / (tr — ) |osmu(@)dr < C— [ (ur — ).,
RN n RN

that goes to zero as n — oo. Moreover, the second term in the right-hand side of ((10.7)),
takes into account contribution of the terms with m; < 1. Then, arguing similarly as for

the estimate we find

dX, 1
o < Cﬁ RN(ul — ug) pdx + ce X, (t) + max Cle,m;) K],
where
= 1/(1=my)
K,= Y (1-m) / (¢ |0z Gl ) Y dz.
i=jo+1 RN

As in (iv) it is easy to see that K/ = K!n™"" with

N

i=jo+1

This quantity is still larger than zero if ¢ is small enough. We conclude as in Subsection

22 0O
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There is no novelty in the Aleksandrov principle or the quantitative positivity lemma of
Section [b| so that the proof of existence and uniqueness of a solution as in Theorem
can be done as in Section [6] However, the quantitative study of positivity and the ensuing
regularity need new work that we will address here because the paper is already long and
the issue bears on different type of estimates.

11 Comments, extensions and open problems

e We can get explicit solutions with infinite mass and decay estimates in terms of one-
dimensional traveling waves. These solutions are explicit and decay in a chosen coordinate
direction like

u(x,t) ~ C(x; — ct) =/ 17mi), x; > ct.

Note that the decay of the self-similar solution in N variables along the x; axis is u(x,t) ~
|z;|72/(1=™)  while here the decay exponent is half as much. In any case the decay rate
depends on the coordinate exponent. Note also that this fast diffusion wave is only
defined in a moving domain {z; > ¢t} with a strong singularity on the lateral border of
that domain. The solution is classical inside its domain.

We can also compare solutions for different dimensions.

e We have the project of studying the existence of self-similar fundamental solutions for
the slow case, also called Porous Medium case, where at least some of the m; are greater
than 1. The main difference is the existence of compact support in some directions.

e A very detailed analysis of the so-called anisotropic p-Laplacian evolution of fast diffusion
type was done subsequently by the authors in [20] following the main ideas of this paper.
Variants, improvements and further details of the technique were described, as well as a
comparison between results for both types of equation. For more information on quite
general anisotropic p-Laplacian equations see for instance [2].

e We have not studied what happens in the anisotropic FDE when m < m,.. The isotropic
case is well-known by now and it is full of new phenomena and difficulties. See [41] and
[16].

e Can we accept negative powers m; < 07 See as references in the isotropic case [§, 38].

e Question: do we have explicit solutions in some cases? This happened in the isotropic
case, where ODE methods could be used, see [7, [41].

e An interesting problem consists of posing our anisotropic equation in a bounded domain
with suitable boundary conditions. We did not find an interesting relationship to our

problem —.

e Another open question: which anisotropic Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities
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would be natural ones associated to this anisotropic fast diffusion equation flow?

e The isotropic analogue of asymptotic behaviour proposed in Theorem 1.2 is optimal (no
rates in general are possible). Indeed, sending the center of mass at infinity destroys any
rate. Does the same phenomenon happen here ?

Moreover, in the isotropic case the convergence in relative error or any Global Harnack
principle holds true, as conjectured by Carrillo-Vazquez [13] and proven in [12]. Finally
in literature appropriate tail conditions allow to have sharp rates of convergence to equi-
librium in rescaled variables (for example via a nonlinear entropy method). These two
questions could be investigated in the anisotropic case.

12 Appendix: proof of the smoothing effect

The proof of Theorem is given in Theorem 1.2 of Song-Jima [36], but for reader’s
convenience we give more details. In order to do this we recall some anisotropic Sobolev
inequalities.

NI

Let us denote 7 the harmonic mean of ry,--- ,ry > 1, i.e.

N
=D i ri

Proposition 12.1 (see [18]) Let \; > 0 and 1 < p < N. Then for every nonnegative
function u € C*(RY) we have
>1/N

LT

i

(12.1) Hu

N
. < Uy (H ‘leukz
=1

]\],Vf?,x = % Efil A and Cgs is a positive constant depending on N and 7.

where ™ =

We stress that in [I8] inequality is proved for Lorentz norms. A proof using directly
Sobolev norm can be obtained adapting Trois’s proof [37]. Now we use the following lemma,
to obtain the usual form of anisotropic inequalities that involves the product of the norms
of the partial derivatives in L" with ry,--- ,ry > 1 (see [31]).

Lemma 12.1 (see [25, page 43]) Let X be a rearrangement invariant space and let 0 <
0; <1 fori=1,..,M, such that Zi‘il 0, =1, then

M M
[T <TI0
i=1 X i=1

0: % VfeX.
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Indeed taking = Zf\il L X =L"(Q), 0; = =, Lemma [12.1] and (I2.I) yield that

1/N

(12.2) |u?| [ Vue CFE(RY).

N
e < Cs ] [0
=1

Finally using the well-known inequality between geometric and arithmetic means we get

< OS5 g, 1Y
N i=1 "

Lmi

(12.3) | Vu € C3°(RM).

In the case ¥ = N the following result holds.

Proposition 12.2 Let \; > 0 (but not both identically zero) and r1,--- ,rn > 1 be such
that 7= N. Then for every nonnegative functions u € C§°(RY) we have

K N
S .
(124 el < 57 (bl + D2 100
i=1
for all g > N and Kg is a positive constant depending on N and ry,--- ,TnN.

Proof. We can argue as in [9, Corollary IX.11] starting from ((12.1)) with 7 = 1. At the end
we apply Lemma [12.1]| and the well-known inequality between geometric and arithmetic
means to conclude. [

As a first step we obtain a bound of the L® norm in terms of the LP norm of the initial
datum for every p > 1.

Theorem 12.1 Let assume my, - -+ ,m, > 0 such that (H1) and (H2) is in force and take
p > max{l,(1—m)N/2)}. Then for everyuy € L}(RY)NLP(RYN), the solution to problem
(1.1)) satisfies

(12.5) lu(t)lloe < CE7||uollyy

with v, = (m — 1+ 2p/N)~, 6, = 2p~,/N, the constant C depends on m,p and N.
Proof. We use a classical parabolic Moser iterative technique. Without lost of generality
we can assume that u is smooth. Indeed such assumption can be removed by approxima-

tion as in Subsection 2.1
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Case 1: N > 2.

Let ¢t > 0 be fixed, and consider the sequence of times ¢, = (1 — 27%))t. As in the proof

of Proposition we multiply the equation by |u[P*~2u, pr, > py > 1, we integrate in
RN X [tg,tp1]. Using Sobolev inequality (12.3) with 7; = 2 and \; = %p’“_l and the
decay of the LP norms given in Proposition [2.1] we get

S

SPL

. ml _ Pk+1
(12:6)  Ju(trs1)llpey, < [4Cspr(px — 1) min (ot = 1)22 (0 (i) llpe ™
where pr +1 = s(py +m — 1) and s = %

First of all we observe that taking as starting exponent py = p > max{1, %(1 —m)}l it
is easy to obtain the value of the sequence of exponents,

N
e = A(s" — 1)+ p, WithA:p+(m—1)5>O.

In particular we get pri1 > pg, with limg_, o pr = +00. Observe that

1 o (mj +pk_1)2 < (mj +pk—1>2

pr(pr — 1) min; [y  pelpk — Dm; = (pr—1)*my

for some j. Moreover,

1 (mj+pk—1)2< 1 (mj+p—1)*

=C
2Cs (p—1)?m; ~ 2Cs (p—1)°my
Now, if we denote Uy = ||u(tx)||p,, we have
ks s s SPEk
Ugy1 < 27641 cPht1 t_ﬁUlj’kﬂ ‘
This implies
Up < 20 cPrey=Pr ok
with the exponents
N-1
L . N(N-2)
Pk Zl( ) 1A
N
1 A 1 k1 )
== § —p ————
B pk; A(skF —1)+ps—1 A(s—1)
k
=L P
Pk A



We conclude that o
|u(t)|loo = lim U, < Ct 24U
k—+o00

i.e. (12.9).
Case 2: N = 2. Starting from Sobolev inequality (12.4]) instead of (12.3) with p; = 2

and \; = %’H we get

I
u(t)]l; < Ct—m””o!’p [m—TFp(1=2/4)]
for every ¢ > 2. We conclude passing to the limit on ¢ as ¢ — +00. [

The constant in the previous calculations blows up both as p — 1*. Nevertheless, an
interpolation argument allows to obtain the desired L' — L smoothing effect.

Proof of Theorem (2.3). Putting 7, = 27%¢, estimate (12.5) with (for instance) p = 2
applied in the interval [r, 79| gives

(oo < e(t/2) 72 lu(m) 1™ < e(t/2) 7 ulr) [T Julm) |22
We now apply the same estimate in the interval [y, 7], thus getting
2v2/N
Ju®lloe < e(t/2)7 fu(r)l=™ < eft/2)7 2 fulr)lF™ (et/9) 7 fu(m)lY)
[terating this calculation in [7y, 7,_1], using Proposition 2.1, we obtain
lu(®)lloo < 2% () [lu(O) | flul) 1"

Recalling that m > m, (i.e. 299/N < 1), we see that the exponents satisfy, in the limit

k — 400,
k—1 i
295\’ 2c
7=0
) _’“i G (2 I (m-1)N+4
7=0
dp = Yar — «,
2c0
ek—ak—l—>ﬁ,
92 k
(i) o
O
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