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Abstract

This manuscript considers the viscous/inviscid Moore-Gibson-Thompson (MGT) equations with memory of
type I in the whole space R"™. For one thing, associating with a new condition on initial data, we derive the
optimal L? estimates and the optimal leading term of the acoustic velocity potential for large time, in which we
analyze different contributions from viscous, thermally relaxing, as well as hereditary fluids on large time asymp-
totic behavior for the acoustic waves models. For another, via the multi-scale analysis and energy methods in
the Fourier space, we demonstrate the L inviscid limits in the sense of the diffusivity of sound tending to zero,
which match our WKB expansion of the solution. Finally, we give a further application of our results on large
time behavior for the nonlinear Jordan-MGT equation in viscous hereditary fluids.
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1 Introduction

In the present paper, we study the Cauchy problem for the viscous/inviscid Moore-Gibson-
Thompson (MGT) equations with memory of type I, arising from the linearized models for acoustic
waves propagation in viscous/inviscid thermally relaxing hereditary fluids, namely,

T + Uy — A — (§+7)AY +g"« Ap =0, x€R" t>0,
(wa¢t7wtt)(0ax) = (¢07w17w2)(x)7 S Rn’
with the thermal relaxation 7 > 0 and the diffusivity of sound ¢ > 0, where the unknown function

1 = Y(t,x) € R is referred to the acoustic velocity potential in a given flow with memory effect.
The memory term of type I is expressed by

(1.1)
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with the memory kernel ¢” = ¢7(¢). In the thermally relaxing media of our consideration, e.g.
the high-frequency waves in liquids and gases, the memory kernel is typically represented by the
exponential decay form (cf. [37, Chapter 1] and [16, Section 1]) as follows:

g7(t) ;== me 7 with mr <1, (1.2)

carrying the small relaxation parameter m > 0. According to the physical nature of this small
parameter m, which is related to the sound velocity in high-frequency limit, the last condition
m7 < 1 always holds. Our main purpose is to deeply understand asymptotic behavior for the
Cauchy problem (1.1) with the memory kernel (1.2) in the viscous case § > 0 and the inviscid case
0 = 0. Particularly, via investigating large time behavior and inviscid limits (in the sense of the
diffusivity of sound § tending to zero), we are interested in different contributions from viscous,
thermally relaxing, as well as hereditary fluids on the acoustic waves models.

Since the beginning of this century, theoretical studies of acoustic waves are widely applied in med-
ical and industrial uses of high-intensity ultra sound, e.g. medical imaging and therapy, ultrasound
cleaning and welding (cf. [1, 17, 23] and references given therein). In order to describe propagation
of sound in viscous thermally relaxing fluids, the classical researches of nonlinear acoustic waves with
second sound phenomenon (cf. the pioneering works [3, 18, 22]) deduced some approximated models
of the fully compressible Navier-Stokes-Cattaneo system with the pressure-density state equation
under irrotational flows, in which the Maxwell-Cattaneo law of heat conduction is to amend the
unphysical phenomenon of an infinite signal speed. Among them, via the Lighthill scheme of approx-
imations to retain the first order and second order terms in the sense of small perturbations around
the constant equilibrium state, the following well-known viscous/inviscid Jordan-MGT equations
(see [25, 26, 43, 4, 27, 11] and references therein) arise:

B
mpus + o = Mg = 8+ 1) = 0, (gl + [Vel?) (13)

with 7 > 0 and § > 0, carrying the coefficients of nonlinearity satisfying B/A > 0. Remark that
0 > 0 is always referred to the viscous case due to its viscous dissipation originating from the
Navier-Stokes equations, analogously, 6 = 0 may stand for the inviscid case. The corresponding
linearizations of the Jordan-MGT equation (1.3), i.e. the MGT equations (named after F.K. Moore,
W.E. Gibson [36] in 1960 and P.A. Thompson [45] in 1972), are addressed by

T + Yy — A — (6 + 7) Ay, = 0.

Actually, this model equation firstly appeared in a very old paper of G.G. Stokes [44] in 1851. Some
qualitative properties for the MGT equation in bounded or unbounded domains are deeply investi-
gated by [24, 35, 12, 42, 9, 11, 8] and references therein, including well-posedness, chaotic dynamics,
propagation of singularities, large time behavior (optimal estimates and asymptotic profiles), invis-
cid limits and singular limits associated with initial layers.

As relaxation processes appear in high-frequency waves, the acoustic pressure may depend on
the medium density at all prior time. Particularly, these relaxation processes can occur when there
are inhomogeneities in the propagation region, for instance, through excitation of molecular degrees



of freedom or impurity effect in the fluids (cf. [37, Chapter 1]). In such cases, the pressure-density
state equation is not satisfied exactly but up to a term that involves the history of the process,
namely, with a memory term. By using the Lighthill scheme of approximations again, the next
Jordan-MGT equations with memory of type I occurs:

B
Tow +ou — Ap — (6 + T)Apy + g7 x Ap = 0, <ﬂls0tl2 + |V90|2) (1.4)

with 7 > 0 and ¢ > 0, whose well-posedness and decay properties have been studied by [7, 29, 34,
39, 40, 41, 5]. Concerning its linearized models, namely,

Ty + Yy — A — (6 +7) Ay + g7 % Arp = 0, (1.5)

the authors of [31, 30] studied decay estimates of an energy term in the viscous case § > 0 by
assuming some decay properties for the memory kernel g7, moreover, the authors of [14] derived
polynomial stabilities in the inviscid case 6 = 0. Later, [2] proved the uniform stability of the viscous
model (1.5) by the linear semigroup theory. For the Cauchy problem (1.1) with some assumptions
on the memory kernel, the authors of [6] derived decay estimates for the energy term as follows:

| (W + T, Vb + TV, Vi) || 12
_ {(1 )75 || (1 4 T, Vo + TV, Vi) || 2y 2e when ¢ >0,

(1.6)

~la+ t)‘min{%’%}ﬂ(@bl + Ty, Vibo + 7VY1, Vi) || (meapiyeen - when 6 =0,
with ¢ > 0. In other words, the regularity-loss type decay property (i.e. to get decay estimates, we
need to lose ¢ regularity for initial data) occurs only in the inviscid case = 0. Their approaches
are based on energy methods in Fourier space associated with Lyapunov functionals. Concerning
different decay hypotheses on the memory kernel, we refer the interested reader to [32, 33, 15, 28,
38, 46, 13] and references given therein. To the best of author’s knowledge, asymptotic behavior for
the solution itself ¢ to the Cauchy problem (1.1) is completely unknown. We will partly answer this
question via large time behavior and small diffusivity of sound behavior for the acoustic velocity
potential ¢ in this work.

Our main contributions in the present paper are stated in Section 2. To be specific, in Section 3,
under the non-trivial condition Py, 1,4, 7# 0, by assuming suitable Sobolev regularities for initial data
in the Cauchy problem (1.1) with ¢ > 0, motivated by the reduction procedure to the fourth order
(in time) evolution equation, we obtain the optimal growth (n = 1,2) and decay (n > 3) estimates
of the solution v for large time ¢ > 1. Especially, we find the new regularity-loss threshold of
large time optimal estimates for the inviscid model (1.1) with § = 0 which is the dimension n = 6.
Furthermore, with the new condition Q.4 4, # 0 defined in (2.8), via the WKB analysis and the
refined Fourier analysis, we derive the optimal leading term in the form of diffusion-waves. These
results show different influence of viscous, thermally relaxing, as well as hereditary fluids on large
time behavior for the acoustic wave models (1.1), which will be shown at length in Remarks 2.2 and
2.5. For another, in Section 4, by using the multi-scale analysis and energy methods in the Fourier
space, we rigorously justify the L inviscid limits, which should be understood in this context as the



vanishing sound diffusivity limit (cf. [27, Section 1)), of the suitable energy term globally in-time
and of the acoustic velocity potential ¥ locally in-time. The convergence rate v/d of the L* inviscid
limits exactly matches our WKB expansion of the solution. Finally in Section 5, we give a further
application of our derived results on large time behavior for the viscous Jordan-MGT equation (1.4)
in hereditary fluids.

2 Main results

2.1 Result and discussion on the optimal estimates

Our first result contributes to the optimal growth (n = 1,2) and decay (n > 3) estimates of the
solution ¥ to the MGT equations (1.1) with 6 > 0 in hereditary fluids with initial data localizing
in the function space d;, as follows:

Ao (LN LY x (L*NLY) x (LN LY) when ¢ > 0,
YOV (HE N LY x (H™ 100 A L) i (Fmax{t=20) 4 L1 when 6 = 0,

under suitable regularities ¢ > 0. That is to say, we need higher Sobolev regularities of initial data
in the inviscid case 6 = 0.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that initial data (Yo, ¢1,¢) € dsp with £ > max{§ — 1,0} and § > 0.
Then, the solution to the MGT equations (1.1) with the memory (1.2) satisfies the following optimal
growth/decay estimates:

D () Py trin| S N ()22 S Do (8) (o, 01, 402) s (2.1)

for large time t > 1, provided that Py, yry, # 0, in which the time-dependent function D,(t) is
defined via

Vi when n =1,
D,(t) == VInt when n =2, (2.2)

t3%  when n > 3.
Here, we denote Py := [pn f(x)dx to be the mean of the function f = f(x).

Remark 2.1. The new regularity-loss threshold of large time optimal estimates for the inviscid
model (1.1) with 6 = 0 is the dimension n = 6. Namely, when 1 < n < 5 the solution satisfies the
optimal estimates (2.1) with L*> N L' data; however, when n > 6 it requires Hz 30 N L' reqularity
with a sufficiently small parameter eg > 0 for initial data to estimate the solution v optimally in
the L? norm.

Remark 2.2. We state some influence from the memory term of type I on the MGT equations. Let
us firstly recall the Cauchy problem for the viscous/inviscid MGT equations
{thtt+wtt —AY—(0+7)AY, =0, zeR™ t>0,

(U, U, V) (0, 2) = (o, Y1, e) (), r e R™ (2.3)



For one thing, comparing with the corresponding result for the viscous MGT equation (2.3) carrying
d > 0, the recent papers [9, 11] derived the same optimal estimates as those in Theorem 2.1. In
other words, the additional memory term of type I, i.e. g” x A, with the exponential decay kernel
(1.2) does not change the estimates for the acoustic velocity potential. It may be caused by the
stronger influence from the viscous term. For another, concerning the inviscid MGT equation (2.3)
with § = 0, later, Theorem A.1 obtains the optimal growth estimates for the solution in the L*
norm when n = 1,2. With the aid of additional memory effect, we may realize the optimal decay
estimates for higher dimensions, but we require higher Sobolev reqularity for initial data. In order
to understand this influence of the memory term, we next state the comparison table for the inviscid
models.

Table 1: Influence on the inviscid models with § = 0 from thermally relaxing hereditary fluids

Reference n=1 n=2 n>3 Regularity of data
Free wave equation B 9 9 1
(m=0,7=0) [20, 11] Vit Vint L* x (L*NLY)
Inviscid MGT equation B 9 9 12
(m=0,7>0) Theorem A.1 Vit Vint L* x (L*NLY)
Inviscid MGT equation (H'NLY) x (H™x{t=1.0b o 11y
with the memory Theorem 2.1 vt  Int t2—% x (Fax{t=2.0t o L1y
(m>0,7>0) with £ > max{% — 1,0}

* All time-dependent coefficients of the L? estimate in the table are optimal for large time.

Remark 2.3. Even the energy term (1;+7y, Vib+1Vb, Vby) decays polynomially in the L? norm
found by [6], i.e. the decay estimate (1.6), the acoustic velocity potential 1 may grow polynomially
when n =1 or logarithmically when n = 2.

Remark 2.4. Concerning the inviscid model (1.1) with § = 0, in Theorem 2.1 our reqularity
condition { > max{§ — 1,0} is to guarantee the optimal estimates (2.1). Actually, the general
estimate (3.21) holds for any ¢ > 0. The question of large time optimal estimates for lower regular
data with 0 < £ < max{g — 1,0} is still open.
2.2 Result and discussion on the optimal leading term
Next, let us introduce the first large time profile 1):?) = ¢p(P)(¢, x) such that

¢(1’p)(t7 x) = Jo(tv ‘7;>P1/11+T¢2

and the second large time profile ?) = ¢)2P)(¢, 1) such that

1/1(2’17) (t, $) = —VJ()(t, $) o} Mwﬁ_ﬂpz + Jl (t, x)PwO_Tzwz + Jg(t, [L’)Pwl_i_ﬂh,



where the auxiliary diffusion-waves functions J, = Ji.(t, x) with &k = 0, 1, 2 are defined via the partial
Fourier transform as follows:

1 —mr|¢|
Ji = %'fjx (cos(\/l - m7‘|§|t)e_%(5+2m72)|§|2t) ,

Yot —1 2 —L(6+2mr2)|e|2t
Ty 1= ——=F}, (€] cos(v/T = mr|¢[t)e 2 ).
VI—mr &F

In the above settings, we denote M; := [pn xf(z)dz to be the weighted mean of the function
f = f(x). Moreover, the symbol o stands for the inner product in the Euclidean space. For the
sake of simplicity, we take the parameter vo = o(7,d, m) via

(47— 60)0 — 4m7*(26 + 4mT* — 3)
v 81 —mr '

Remark 2.5. For the viscous memoryless case m = 0 with 6 > 0, i.e. the viscous MGT equation
(2.3), our first and second large time profiles exactly coincide with those in [11, Subsection 2.5],
in which we also correct the misprint of the sign for V.Jy(t,x) in the expression of VP with an
additional minus. One of the influence from the memory term of type I on large time profiles for
the viscous MGT equation (2.3) with 6 > 0, actually, is reflected on the quantitative properties.
Precisely, there are some additional factors as well as coefficients related to the parameter m. The
qualitative properties of large time profiles, however, in the viscous model do not be changed. More
details in the comparison are stated in the next table for the viscous models.

(2.4)

Table 2: Influence on the viscous models with § > 0 from thermally relaxing hereditary fluids

Reference Optimal leading term

Strongly damped wave equation —1 (sin([€]t) .~ L[¢|>¢
(m=0,7=0) 119, 21] Feoa (Te o )

Viscous MGT equation ~1 (sin(l€]t) .~ Lo|e|2t
(m=0,7>0) [9, 1] Fea (—|s| ez )

Viscous MGT equation

with the memory Theorem 2.2 975111 (b‘“(ﬁ we_%(6+2m72)‘5‘2t)
(m>0,7>0)

x All leading terms in the table fulfill the optimal error estimates with the same decay rate.

Remark 2.6. We propose a significant influence from the memory term of type I on the invis-
cid MGT equation (2.3) with § = 0, whose solution pm=%9=0 = m=00=0(¢ ) can be explicitly



represented in the Fourier space (see [10, Proof of Proposition 2] in detail) via

cos((l)  rlelsim(el) | rAER o)~ sin(iEld) -
(1%5\2* L+ 2EE g ) T>¢°+ g "

+< 7 sin(|€[t) _Tzcos(\£\t>+ 72 )e_$>% (2.5)

,lZmZO,(S:O

€I +72E2) T+ 2e? 201+ 72E)?

That is to say, we may understand large time behavior for the inviscid MGT equation by the free
waves structure because of the crucial factors (cf. Appendiz A)

sin(|€]t)
IS

With the aid of additional memory effect, its large time behavior is dominated by the diffusion-waves
structure, that 1is,

cos([&|t) as well as (2.6)

_ sin(\/l - m7‘|§|t) —mr2|€12t
cos(VT — mr|€|t)e ™™ ¥ a5 well as e IR (2.7)

V1—mr|¢]
Comparing (2.6) with (2.7) straightforwardly, the propagation speed has been changed from 1 into
V1 —m7, and the new diffusion part e~mT 1% appears due to m > 0. This new discovery is the

root for the phenomenon of the optimal decay estimates found in Remark 2.2.

Our second task is to describe more detailed information of the acoustic velocity potential 1),
namely, the optimal error estimates (by subtracting the optimal leading term) for large time under
the new condition Qg 4, 4, 7 0, which is

2
%Yo

Quins 1:|Mw1+rwz|2+|(5+2m72)Pwo—T2wz+2\/ﬁpwl+w2 Pl (28)

with initial data localizing in the function space
%575 = d&g N (Ll x LY x Ll’l).

We recall the weighted L! space via

LM {f e L' ||fllp = /Rna +l2)If ()] de < +oo}.

It means that we require an additional L' regularity for the second and third data.

Remark 2.7. In the viscous memoryless case m = 0 with & > 0, our condition Qg .y, .y, 7 0
improves the one in [11, Proposition 2.8 and Theorem 2.1] because we do not need to consider the
possibility for Py, _ 2y, # 0 in (2.8). Instead, we should check the chance of the sum

(41 — 6)on
P¢0—72¢2 _I_ 16 Pwl"l‘T'(Z}Z ?é 0

for the viscous MGT equation (2.3) with 6 > 0.



Theorem 2.2. Suppose that initial data (Yo, 1,12) € Bsy with £ > 5 and § = 0. Then, the

solution to the MGT equations (1.1) with the memory (1.2) satisfies the following optimal error
estimates:

5 Quosinval S II0(E ) — 0P (8, ) 2 S EE (%o, 91, ¥2) s (2.9)
for large time t > 1, provided that Qy, 4, v, 7 0. Furthermore, the further error estimate holds

lp(t, ) =2 (t, ) = BP(E, )12 = ot

n

1) (2.10)
for large time t > 1.

Remark 2.8. By subtracting the optimal leading term P in the L? framework, the optimal
estimates in Theorem 2.1 can be improved by t3D,(t) for large time. Particularly, this improvement
is optimal provided that the new condition Qy, v, v, 7 0 holds. Due to an improvement on the decay
rate by subtracting the additional function ¥'*?) in (2.10), we may explain it as a second profile of
the solution for large time.

2.3 Result and discussion on the inviscid limits

We now turn to the inviscid limits for the Cauchy problem (1.1) with respect to small diffusivity
of sound 0 < 6 < 1. Let us introduce the L*> energy term for a function u = u(t, z) as follows:

Notice that i < 25;3_2:7) < % for any d,7 > 0. We recall the Bessel potential space H; = (D)~ *L?

and the Riesz potential space of negative order Hy® = |D|*L' with s > 0, where |D|* and (D)~
stand for the pseudo-differential operators with the symbols ||* and (£)~*, respectively.

Theorem 2.3. Let 0 < § < 1. We denote ¢°°° = ¢°°%(t,x) and ¢°=° = ¢°=0(t,x) to be the
solutions for the viscous model (1.1) with 6 > 0 and the inviscid model (1.1) with 6 = 0, respectively,
owing the matching initial data, namely,

0427
futt M = | (1Dl + 52 s

Dlu) .

2

L Loe

OFY°>0(0,2) = OF(0, ) = OF°=0(0,2) with k=0,1,2.

e By assuming (g, U1, s) € (HOT™)2 x H® with s > n + 2, the energy term satisfies the
following global (in time) convergence:

sup  [[v70(t, ) — 70t ). < C\/SH(%,¢1>¢2)||(Hfo+1)szfo-

te[0,+00)

e By assuming (1o, Y1, 10s) € (HI ™ N H D2 x (H N HY) with s1 > n+1, the acoustic velocity
potential satisfies the following local (in time) convergence:

sup [|770(t, ) — *=0(t, )| e < CT\/SH(%Whwz)||(H;1+1mg;1>2x(HflmH;ly

te[0,7



Hereinbefore, the constant C' is independent of 9.

Remark 2.9. The last uniform estimates suggest that ¥°>°(t,-) converges to ¥°=°(t,-) in Es glob-
ally and in L™ locally with the rate /S of convergence, which exactly coincide with the formal WKB
expansion derived in Proposition 4.1.

Remark 2.10. The restriction of local (in time) convergence for the acoustic velocity potential
comes from the memory kernel. To be specific, we actually may get the global (in time) memory-
weighted convergence as follows:

sup : <@ /97'(t)||7vb5>0(t7 ) _ wé:o(t, )HLOO) < Cﬁ“(iﬂo, ¢1, wz)H(Hf1+1ﬂHf1)2X(HflnH;1)7

te|0,+o00

where the constant C' is independent of 6 and t. Therefore, the constant Cp in Theorem 2.3 can be
explicitly written by Cp = ezr. The question of global (in time) convergence for the acoustic velocity
potential in the L> framework seems challenging due to the result in Theorem 2.1 that the solutions
V>0 and =0 fulfill different kinds of decay estimates (no-loss type versus reqularity-loss type).

3 Large time asymptotic behavior of the solution

This section devotes to some large time qualitative properties, including the optimal growth /decay
estimates and the optimal leading term in the L? framework, of the solution to the Cauchy problem
(1.1) by using the WKB analysis and the Fourier analysis.

Before carrying out our deduction, motivated by [16, Section 1], the first insight is transferring
the integro-differential equation (1.1) into the following fourth order (in time) evolution equation:

{Sfﬁat%_m, D)y =0, cERY, £ 0, o)

(0, Ve, Y, Ve ) (0, ) = (2o, 1, 02, 903) (), x € R™,

with the differential operator
Lhiar (@, D)) =720} + 270} + (I +7(5 + 7)|DP") &} + (5 + 27)| D0, + (1 — m7)| DJ?,

where we acted the operator I +70; equipped the identity operator I to the equation in the Cauchy
problem (1.1) because of

(I +70)(g" * A) = mTAv (3.2)

thanks to the formula (1.2). Here, the last initial data is given by

s (x) = %(quo(x) + (54 7) A () — s (). (3.3)

Benefit from the determined initial condition (3.3), the solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) is
uniquely given by

Y(t, ) = Ko(t, |D|)tbo(x) + Ki(t, [D])1(z) + Kat, [ D])a(z).



We later will analyze asymptotic behavior of these kernels K (¢,|D|) with j = 0, 1,2 according to
the fundamental solutions to the fourth order PDEs (3.1).

By applying the partial Fourier transform in regard to spatial variables to the Cauchy problem
(3.1), one immediately obtains

Lrrcr (0 [€)9 CERM, >0, -
(wa ¢t> wtta wttt)(oa 5) = (¢07 ’le, wQa w?))(g)a 5 € ]Rn’
whose corresponding characteristic equation is
P 2003 4 (T4 70+ 7)EP)A + (0 + 20)[EPA + (1 = m7)[* = 0. (3.5)

As preparations, we take the next zones in the Fourier space:

Zint(20) = {I§] <0 < 1}, ZEpaaleo, No) == {e0 < [€] < Mo}, Zext(No) == {[{] = No > 1}.

The cut-off functions Xint(€), Xbaa(§), Xext(§) € B> having supports in their corresponding zones

Fint(20), Fpaa(€o/2,2Ny) and Fey(No), respectively, fulfilling xpaa(€) = 1 — xint(§) — Xext(§). We
next will study asymptotic behaviors in these zones.

3.1 Asymptotic analysis for small frequencies

Before stating some pointwise estimates of the solution @Z to the fourth order differential equation
(3.4) for small frequencies {& € F;y(co), let us prepare the partial Fourier transform for J;, with
k=0,1,2 as follows:

- V1 — t
Jo = sin( — mT€||§| )e_% sramr2)Et 409 J1 — COS(\/?KV) L (5+2mr? )\5\%

as well as

Jy = cos(v1— mT|§|t)%‘g‘%e_%(awm#)\g\% _ €|
V1—mr V1—mr
with the constant 7y defined in (2.4). Remark that the last functions are well-defined because of

the condition m7 < 1 in (1.2). Indeed, the dissipative effect from the previous functions is mainly
generated by two factors of the exponential function

2674,

1 2 [¢]2 1 2 2)¢(2
o+2mTe) €]t 33 mT~|&]°t
€ 2( Il =e 2 €] X e €] s

in which the first exponential factor e~2%¢*" comes from the viscous term (0 > 0) of the model,
and the second exponential factor e~ €* comes from the memory term (m > 0) of the model. In
other words, even for inviscid fluids with ¢ = 0, the exponential factor in the sense of the Gaussian
kernel still works due to the memory term from hereditary fluids.

10



Proposition 3.1. The solution QZ to the Cauchy problem (3.4) satisfies the following sharp pointwise
estimates in the Fourier space:

(V1 —m7[¢[t)|
€l

Xint (€)1 S X (€) (1 L ) e~ (1G] + ] + idal) |

and
Xint(€) [ = Jo(@h1 + Td2)| S xame (€)™ (|| + ] + [¥2]) ,
Xint(€) [ = (Jo + To) (@1 + 74b2) = Ti(Po = 722)| S Xian (§)1€1eT (Jbo] + [t1] + 2l

Proof. First of all, due to the condition 1 — m7 > 0, the discriminant Ay of the quartic equation
(3.5) satisfies

Adis - _16m75(1 - mT)|€|4 + O(|§|6) <0 When 5 € Ezint(g())a

which leads to two distinct real roots ;o and two complex conjugate non-real roots Ag,. Pre-
cisely, thanks to Taylor’s expansions with respect to ||, the characteristic roots have the following
asymptotic expansions with suitable orders:

1 1 .
Ao = - + vm7|€| + 5(2mT2 —OIEP + O(IEP), A3 = Ar £ A

carrying the real and imaginary parts, respectively,

A = — (64 2mr )€ + O(€l") and & = VI=mirle] + lel* + O(1€[).

where the constant 7 is defined in (2.4). Note that the suitable order asymptotic expansions of
these roots contribute to the correct constructions of J, with £ = 0, 1,2, particularly,

Ao = A = =2¢/m7l€] + O([g]*) and A — V1 —m7|¢| = l¢]* + O(&]).

Therefore, benefit from the conjugate roots, the unique solution to the Cauchy problem (3.4) is
given by

Xint ()% = Xint (€) {dre™ + dae™ + e[(ds + di) cos(et) + i(ds — da) sin(Ait)]},

where the coefficients d; of the exponential functions e’ are determined according to
11 1 1\ [d Yo
>\1 )\2 )\3 >\4 d2 %
— - 3.6
x| |y B (36)
ATAY AT AL \da —2|€P4h0 — EETIE P — Laby
=V =:D

11



The determinant of this Vandermonde matrix V is expanded as follows:

det(V) =TT (= X)=—2i0(AF = (O + A2+ Ada) (A = (A + Aa)ds + M)
1<j<k<4
x (= 2ymrl¢] + O(l¢))

4 I—m
ZWW O(J¢]") when & € Fin(eo).

With the aid of the well-known Cramer rule in the system of linear equations (3.6), the coefficients
d; are expressed via

o det(VJ)

77 det(V)

in which V; denotes the matrix formed by replacing the corresponding j-th column of V by the

column vector I defined in (3.6). Then, carrying out lengthy but straightforward calculations,

the determinants of V; can be shown explicitly, which are quite important to derive the refined
representation of the solution, as follows:

det(Vy) = =20 M(A% + A7) (A — A2)® + AF) dho
+ (2008 + 2D+ 222 (A — Ao) — A2 (A5 — M) &
+ (—41’)\1%)\1()\%1 +AD) = A (AT =A%) + Aads (] — )‘3)) s
+ 20 (O = A2)® + A7) (=10 — 22 [6dn — 140n)

for j=1,...,4, (3.7)

det(Vs) = 2iM MR + AD) ((Ar = M)? + A ) o
— (2003 + A+ A — M) = M 05 — M) 6
— (=R AN + A7) — MA(OF = AD) + Mds (A3 = A3))
— 200 (Ar = M) + A7) (21200 — 2221 — L4bs)
det(Vs) = MM — A)(Aa — M) (A2 — A1)
— (A3A200 = A2) = A — A1) + XA — M)
+ (AN = 23) = AN = A1) + Mda (A3 = AD) )
— (A= A2)(Aa = A1) (A2 — A1) ( L¢P — S|P — %@2) ,
det(Vy) = =X Aads(As — Aa) (A3 — A1) (Aa — A )to
+ (A32(Ns = A2) = MA(As — A1) + AN e — M)
= (A2As(A3 = A3) = MAs(A3 = A1) + Mha(A3 = AD)) s
+ (A3 = A2)(As = M) (A = M) (= 21€Po — 7|60y — 24 .
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Summing up the last determinants of V; and the coefficients d; defined in (3.7), we claim the refined
representation of the solution

~ det(Vy) 5, det(Vy) det(V3) +det(Vy)
€10 = v (©) { SEC o M) o 2T 0L )
tisin() 3 (Vz)et_(&; tVa) eARt} . (3.8)

Note that the last formula may describe the interplay between oscillations from sin(A;¢) and non-
summable singularities from iy (€)[det(V)] ™!, which allows us to derive the optimal L? estimates
in lower dimensions.

According to the asymptotic expansions of characteristic roots at the beginning of this section
and the key cancellations in the coefficients of initial data ¥ localizing in det(V;) as well as det(Vs),
namely,

2 2 .
A2 Mg — A3) — z;)\l)\i = $Z§\/m7(1 —m7)[E2+ O(|¢]*) with k=1,2,
we derive the following estimate:

Xint (€) (| det (V1) | + [ det(V2)]) < xime (6) (1€ ol + IEPIG1] + €[22 .
which implies an exponential decay upper bound

dev(V) Tor(w) © | S (& (1ol + |11 + |41 (3.9)

Xint(g)

For this reason, the leading term and the higher order profiles of iy (& )@Z localize in the remaining
parts of (3.8). Concerning the cosine part, a direct calculation shows

Xint (€)] det (V) + det (Va)| S xine (€) (I€12100] + €111 + €710 ),

whose dominant factor, i.e. the lowest order term with respect to the frequency |¢|, is taken by

det(Vy) i= —2i( Ay — A)ANIAZD + 2i( g — A)M(AZ = M Ag + A2)ehy

diy/mr(1 —m7) ) - diy/mr(1 —m7) R
= €17+ O(I€]%) | tho — . €17+ OE) | 2

4
when € € Fiy(g0). In other words, the refined estimate with an additional factor |£|* holds

Yoot (€)] det(V) + det (V) — det(V)] S xim () EF (1] + 1] + [a1) . (3.10)
It shows that

det(V3) + det(Vy) St

cos(At) et (V)

Xint (5)

S Xint(g)e_dg'% (|1Z0‘ + Wl‘ + Wﬂ) . (3.11)

13



Finally, concerning the sine part, by the same method as the above, we find

Xint (€)] det(Vs) — det (V)| S xine (6) (1€1% o] + I€] 19| + [€] |41

whose dominant factor is extracted as follows:
—~ 1 —~
det(V_) = —2)222(\ — A\)dhr 4+ 20 e (hs — Ay) (; R Ag) B
4 ~ 4v/mT
-( oo (2

")+ 0(leP) 161+ 0(e))

when & € ZFiy(g9). Then, the refined estimate with an additional factor |£]* holds

i (€)] det(Vs) = det(Va) = det (V) S xm(@IEP (ol +1n] 1) (312
It implies that
d _d
it (€) et(V?et (V)et(sz)eARt
SthaefW%<1+\ﬁnhﬂﬁgﬁquﬂ

isin(Art)

) (G0l + 1311+ 1221, (3.13)
where we used

Xint ()] sin(xat) = sin(vT=m7[£]6)] = xine (€) [101E 1% + O(1&]*)e] | cos(mot)]
< xint () [€]% (3.14)

from the mean value theorem with a |£|-dependent function 7y = 1y(|£]) valued between /1 — m7|¢]
and A, moreover,

i (€) SO e i (€Tt + 3 (€) sin(V T €[
S Xint (§) (|€| + | sin(meD o—clé?t

Combining with the derived estimates (3.9), (3.11) and (3.13), we arrive at our first estimate.
With the aid of (3.12) and (3.10), respectively, we may obtain

XM@ﬁ@—wmum%g%gﬁﬂ5XM@wﬂW%wd+wu+wm (3.15)
and
P det(V_) ur det(V4) e
Xint (€) ‘¢ — i sin(At) et (V) "Rt — cos()qt)we R
S Xint ()1]e™ € ([o] + || + [¢ha]) - (3.16)
To achieve our desire refined estimates, let us focus on suitable approximations for the next terms:
Go = isin()\lt)%e)‘” and G := cos(AIt)%X;))e)‘Rt

14



for small frequencies. According to the facts that

o) [ VYT mrle] — etV 78)| o
" det(V)y/T — mrl¢] A
and
1 2 2 1 2 9 1 4
Xint(f) (e)\Rt _ ez (0+2mT?)[E*t 5 Xint(§)|§|4te_5(5+2mT )IEPt /0 Rel(d )mdn‘

—clel?
< Xint (€)[€] e

as well as the error estimate (3.14), we may get

€)= o+ )] S wn (@) sin(h) [V 1t
in(\ s )
+ mt(f)%‘g‘ ’ ARt _ o —5(0+2m7?)|¢ 2t (|¢1| + |,¢2|)
i (€ )\ Sln()\lt)\;% le|g_| TIEI] L 5v2mr2pe (|$1| i |@2|)
< Xine (€)™ (o] + 18] (3.17)

whose worst part is generated from the error estimate for the sine functions. To explore a further
refined estimate, especially for the worst error part, Taylor’s expansion implies

sin(Ait) — sin(V1 — m7[¢]t) — cos(V1 = mr[€[t)y0l¢*t = O(|¢|*)¢*

It leads to the next estimate with an additional factor |]:

Xint(€) | Go = (Jo + J2) (¥ + 7002)| S ximt (&) [l (|81 ] + [ahs] ) - (3.18)
Analogously, it holds
Xint (€) |G = Ti (o = 720)| S Xamt ()1€]e™ ([0 + [¢52]) (3.19)

where we employed

Xint (§)] cos(Art) — cos(vVI —mr&[t)] S xine (§)IE[E,

det (V) — det(V)(d — 7¢) | _ )
Xlnt(g) det(V) N 1nt( )‘5‘
Finally, summarizing (3.15) with (3.17), (3.16) with (3.18) and (3.19), via the triangle inequality,
we immediately conclude the our result. O

Remark 3.1. For the viscous memoryless case m = 0 with 6 > 0, i.e. the viscous MGT equation
(2.3), our estimates derived in Proposition 3.1 exactly coincide with those in [9, Proposition 2.1]
and [11, Proposition 2.4], where we also correct the misprint of J/\%(t, |€|) with an additional minus,
i.e. the correct function Jo, in [11, Proposition 2.4].

15



3.2 Asymptotic analysis for large frequencies

Let us now turn to large frequencies £ € Foi(Ny), particularly, some pointwise estimates of the
solution ¢ to the fourth order differential equation (3.4).

Proposition 3.2. The solution QZ to the Cauchy problem (3.4) satisfies the following pointwise
estimates in the Fourier space:

e ¢ when § > 0,

Xext (E) V] S Xext(§) (|¢0| + 1617 ] + |€|_2|¢2|) : {e—c|f|2t when § = 0.

Proof. Thanks to m > 0, the discriminant of the quartic equation (3.5) fulfills
Ngis = —47°(6 + 7‘)3(52 +4m7*(0 + 7‘)) €1 + O(|€®) < 0 when € € Feye(Np).

In other words, there exist two distinct real roots A2 and two complex conjugate non-real roots
As.4 as follows:

Az =7 +O0(7?), Asa= A £iN

with a pair of negative constants

—(0 +27) £ \/52 +4m72(0 + 1)

+ .
o= 27(0 4+ 1) ’
carrying the real and imaginary parts, respectively,
5 o+T7
AR = —=——— +O(|¢]?) and X\ = €]+ O0(¢]7")  when 6 >0,
27(6+ 1) T (3.20)

m., . _ _ m _ _
A = 516172 + O™ and A = [€]+ 217+ O(IE[ ) when § =0,

Remark 3.2. As we have explained in the introduction, the condition mt < 1 in (1.2) always holds
physically due to the typically small relaxation parameters m and 7. If one considers the counterfact
m7T > 1 mathematically, we may find v > 0 since 6 +4m73(§+7) > (6 +27)%. As a consequence,
we immediately conclude an exponential instability for the MGT equation in hereditary fluids (1.1)
when mt > 1.

In order to estimate each term in the same representation (3.8) with the localized function
Xext(€), we may follow the same ways as those in (3.6), where we will omit their details for the sake
of similarity and briefness. We prepare

(0 2 2
det(v) = 201D JT@H) +4m7 € +O(€]") when € € T (No)

Concerning any o > 0, by performing lengthy but straightforward calculations similarly to those in
Subsection 3.1, we may arrive at

Xext (€) (| det(Vy)| + | det(Va)]) < Xex(€) (I€°10] + [€1%]a] + 1€ ]
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due to the cancellation in the coefficient of ¢, that

5
2N — T

T9iN3[¢[? = 2i\3 (A% |§|2> = O([¢]),

and

Xext (§)] det(Vs) + det(Va)| S Xex(€) (1€1°]bo] + €12 10n] + 1€ P18l
Xext (§)] det(Vs) — det (V)| < xext() (I€1*10] + €] + I€[2[¢]) -

Although the real part Ag has different behavior between the viscous case § > 0 and the inviscid
case 0 = 0, this term does not influence on the dominant parts of det(V,) with j = 1,...,4. The
combination of the last estimates in the representation (3.8) with the localized function xext(§)
completes the proof of our proposition. O

Remark 3.3. The threshold condition for decay properties as & € Eexi(No) is addressed by § = 0.
To be specific, an exponential decay property holds when 6 > 0; a polynomial decay property in the
2-reqularity-loss type holds when 6 = 0; an exponential instability holds when 6 < 0, according to
the real parts expanded in (3.20).

3.3 Exponential stability for bounded frequencies

Finally, we investigate the situation { € Fpqq(co, No). To demonstrate negativities for the
real parts of characteristic roots, by fixing an index j € {1,...,4}, let us assume a contrario that
Aj =iA; with A; € R\{0}. From the quartic equation (3.5), it fulfills the next system:

X} = (L4 70+ 7)IEP) X + (1= mr)[¢* = 0,
=273 + (0 + 27)[€]?A; = 0.

Because of S\j # 0, the second equation shows 5\3 =
equation implies

0427 1¢12, Plugging this value into the first

0(6 +27) —i— 27) 2m7’ +9

0=~ [€* = ——5—l¢* <

which yields a contradiction. Moreover, let us recall Re A\, < 0 with k = 1,...,4 for £ € F;y(g0) U
Fext(No) in the last two subsections. So, the continuity of characteristic roots with respect to [¢|
implies that the real parts of all characteristic roots are negative. The next exponential decay
estimate holds.

Proposition 3.3. The solution ¥ to the Cauchy problem (3.4) satisfies the following pointwise
estimate in the Fourier space:

Xoad ()19 < Xbaa(§)e™ (|¢0| + || + |¢2|)
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3.4 Optimal growth/decay estimates: Proof of Theorem 2.1

Before deriving the optimal L? estimates of the solution 1 to the main problem (1.1), let us
recall the next useful lemma obtained by [19, 21].

Lemma 3.1. Let cg,c; > 0. The Fourier multipliers fulfill the following optimal estimates:

Sin(¢o|§|t)e_cl\5\2t
€]

for large time t > 1, where the time-dependent function D, (t) is defined in (2.2).

_n
~t 1

~ 9P, (t)

|cos(col¢[tyeeP|
L2

Firstly, by applying the last lemma and Proposition 3.1, we have

e sin(col€lt) e
&)=

+ X

Mm@W@NWﬁ(Mm®€M%H )M%ﬂwﬁmmp
< Du(1+ 0o, Y1, ¥) g

with ¢g = v/1 —m7 > 0, where the Hausdorff-Young inequality and the Plancherel theorem were
used. Due to the sharp estimate

e (e 5 (¢)

L2

0 —clel-2
LQS Xext (§)[€] feelel™

_£
S (872 lgllae

1K€)G(E)l 2

LOO

for a given function g = g(x) € H® with £ > 0, from Proposition 3.2, one derives

ex L t 2 ~ ¢ WlleIl {;
(]- t) 2||(w“’¢] ¢2)||F[[XHZ ]XHY ‘”rhE], 6 O

Additionally from the exponential decay estimate stated in Proposition 3.3, the following upper
bound estimate holds:

[0t Mz S Xt (D) (E, )l 22 + [[Xbaa (D) (E, )l 2 + [[Xext (D) (L, -) || 2

< 9)71(1 + t)”(%,wl,%)ﬂwu when & > 0,
max {%"(1 +1), (1 + t)_é} [ (¥o, Y1, ¥2) |, when & =0,

with any ¢ > 0. Letting ¢ > max{g — 1,0} to fix the dominant part in the above maximum when
d =0, we get the desire upper bound estimate in (2.1).

To guarantee the sharpness of the above estimate, we now turn to its lower bound for large time.
By the same way as preceding parts of the text associated with Proposition 3.1, one finds

62, ) = (e, 1D (1) + ()

(3.21)

L2
S [xame (e N0, v, )z + | (1 = xime ()02, )|, + €N (W1, 1) 222
< (L4 )7 1| (o, Y1, ¥2) a5, when ¢ > 0,
~ max {(1+H7F, (1+6) 7%} [ (o, 1, 9) [y, when §=0

18



with any ¢ > 0. Then, with the aid of the mean value theorem
[Jo(t, x —y) = Jo(t,2)| S [yl [V Jo(t, 2 — my)
with n; € (0,1), we may separate the integral into two parts such that
[ To(t1DD) (1) + 7002()) = Jolt, ) Py 7

<

Sy (ol =) = Jo(t.) (910) + 70a() )y

L2

L2

o (0= L))+ sl
<195 el ot 16D 210 ) oy + 1T €Y ol + 7l i
S92 |1, 9) | )2 + o(Dn(®) (3.22)
for large time ¢ > 1, thanks to our assumption on the L! integrabilities of 1/, as well as 15, namely,

lim y |Ui(y) + e (y)|dy = 0.

t——+o0 ‘y|>tﬁ

Hence, the triangle inequality shows
() = Jo(t, ) Py el 22 = 0(n(8))

by choosing ¢ > max{%j — 1,0} leading to 75 < D, (t) for large time t > 1. Eventually, let us
employ the Minkowski inequality and combine the last estimate with Lemma 3.1 to arrive at

1, Mz 2 1ot Mz Poysral = 10(E ) = Jolt, ) Py oyl 2
2 Du(8)| Py sz | — 0(Dn(t))

for large time ¢ > 1. It gives immediately our desire result.

3.5 Optimal leading term: Proof of Theorem 2.2
According to the hypothesis ¢, + 75 € L' and [19, Lemma 2.2], we may deduce

|91+ T2 = Puyrun| S €1, 2) [ 21y2,

so that the estimate (3.22) can be improved by

[ Jot 1DD (1) + 702()) = Jolts ) Py e

1o S ETo(t, 1D 122l (1, w2) [ 212
S @675 (1, o) [l prage.

Hence, for any ¢ > 0, we have

(]‘ + t)_%||(w0a¢la¢2)”%6,e when 0 > Oa

D) — . 2 < ‘
(¢, ) = Jo(ts ) Ppytrallze S {max{(lth)_%,(l"‘t)_E} | (%o, ¥1,92)||5,, when § =0,
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where the relation %5, C o5, was used. Choosing ¢ > 7 to fix the dominant part in the above
maximum when ¢ = 0, one may claim the desire upper bound estimate in (2.9).
Let us focus on the further error estimate by the next suitable decomposition:

i — ) — P = By + 8y + B3 + &y,
whose components €, = (¢, ) with £ = 1,...,4 are chosen by
€ =1 — (Jo(t, | D) + Ja(t, [DD)) (b1 + 7052) = Ji(t, | D]) (2o — 722bs),
€y := Jo(t, [D]) (U1 + T¥2) = Jo(t, 2) Pyytrys + VIo(t,2) © My ry,,

)
€3 1= J2(t |D|)(¢1 + 7¢2) - J2(tax)P¢1+T¢2>
€y = Ji(t, | D)) (sho — T72) = Ji(t, 2) Pyy—r2,-

Recalling the third pointwise estimate in Proposition 3.1, we know

it (1t €)1z S [ xane(€) €l 110, hr, w2) s
< (1+ t)_%_% | (%0, P01, ¥2) || (£1)3.-

Concerning bounded and large frequencies, it holds

™| (o, 1, o)l (z2) when § > 0,
Lz N (1 + t)_%||(¢0>wla ¢2)||H‘XHZ*1><H572 when § = 0,

[ (xeaa(©) + xext(6)) Bult,€)

so that

161(¢, )| 22 < (1+t)_%_%“(¢07%ﬂ%)“mw when 6 > 0,
S max {14+ 0745, (L4075} I (o, ¥, ) [y, when 5= 0,

with any ¢ > 0. For the third and fourth error terms, analogously to (3.22), we are able to deduce
1Bs(t, )22 + [[alt, )|z = o(t™7)

for large time ¢t > 1, because of the assumptions ; + 71y € L' and 1y — 721 € L'. In order to
treat the final error term s, we make use of Taylor’s expansion of second order

[o(t,z —y) = Jo(t,x) +y 0 Vdo(t, )| S [y*IV2Jo(t, x — 12y))]

with 7, € (0,1). Moreover, the separation €y = €, 1 + €25 holds with €, = €54 (t, ) such that

Gaa(t0)i= [ (Joltiw =) = olt,@) +y o Volt,2)) (a(y) + Tea(v) )y,

lyl<tTe
Boolt, 7) = /|y>ﬂ_16 (Jolt, =) — Jo(t, 2)) (1 (y) + T2(y) ) dy
st ¥ © Vol 2) (V1 (y) + T¢2(y))dy
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Therefore, one arrives at

8 T _3_n
1Ba1(t, 2 < 51 €T 1ED ol (1, ) ry2 S 67573 | (r, )|l )2,
(B2t e < IHEN(E DNzl (2leon, 2102l 1y oy = 005

for large time ¢ > 1, thanks to the additional weighted L' assumption 1,45 € L%'. From the
relation B, C ds, again, the sum of last derived estimates gives

o(t™ 1)1 (Yo, ¥1, ¥2) ||y, when ¢ > 0,
Er(t, )| 12 5 " ;
kzg.,él 1#:tt: Ml {max {o(t_z), (1+ t)_i} | (vo, 1, ¥2) s, When & =0,

with any £ > 0. So, taking ¢ > %, the further error estimate (2.10) is obtained.

In order to derive the optimal lower bound estimate for the error term

ih(t,-) — PP (t, )| 2 for large time t>> 1,

namely, to determine the optimal leading term, the crucial part is to estimate the second profile
¢@P)(t,.) in the L? norm from the below side. To begin with our deduction, the partial Fourier
transform of it is addressed by

~ . - Yot
¢(2,p) = —i§Jo o My, 4rpy + N1 <Pwo—T2¢z + ﬁ|§|2p¢1+7wz> :

Thus, our aim is separated into

1629t )5 = [ (i@ (&) + Red® (¢, €)) dE = A1) + Ax(0),

n

in which we defined

Art) = [ 1ot JEDIPIE © My srnlde,

2
7 Yot 2
A = / 2\P, . —————|&° Py, 170, | dE.
Q(t) - |J1(ta |§|)| Yo—T24)2 + m|€| P1+T7P2 5
For one thing, the use of polar coordinates shows
+oo ~ n
At = [T R [ e My o, 2 M (323)
0 w|=1

for large time ¢ > 1. For another, setting n = rt%, we may separate As(t) into three parts as
follows:

+o0o
As(t) = Cn/ ! ot
0

r?] Y1472
v1—mt
2t2

oo n— 2’}/0t 2 70

= CN/O et <|P¢0—T2¢2|2 + \/ﬁr Pwo—rzdizpdiﬁ-ﬂh + 1—mr
x | cos(v/1 = mrrt)|? e~ (OF2mm* )t g

2

_n 0 279 1 i 2
= Cut (\Pwo_%mé '(8) + —E==Pur-rrin PorrinAs” () + 7| P 457 (1)

| cos(v/I = mrrt)|? e H2mm)r*t gy

P¢0—72¢2 +

T4|P¢1+T¢2|2>
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with a positive constant C,,, where we took the time-dependent function with k£ = 0, 1,2 such that

+00 2
AP (t) := /0 N2k cos (\/(1 — mT)tn) o= (OF2mTP g

From the well-known fact cos?y = % + % cos(2y) and the Riemann-Lebesgue theorem, we derive

n" 142k — (64-2m72?) n" 1+2k B —(6+2m72)n?
2/ 7 dn + 2/ cos (2\/(1 mT)tn)e T dn

- 5(5 4 2mr?) 3k /0 71 ke~ 4 1 o(1)

1 n
= _(§+2m7?)"27kT (g + k) +o(1)
for large time t > 1, where we considered the Gamma function

+00 +oo
I'(z) = /0 n*te™dn = 2/0 ¥ e T dg.

AP (¢

It indicates
Cni=3(5 1 ame?)-324, (1),

Ag(t) - Zt__

where we use the property of the Gamma function, i.e. I'(z + 1) = zI'(2), and get
2 n
0 ((5 + 2m7‘2)F <§ + 1> P¢O—T2¢2P¢1+T¢2

T _ e (T . |2
A1) = (04 2m7)° T (5 ) 1Pyl + 2

2
Y n
L1 (2 42) IPuirial? + 01)

+ 1—m
n ny ? ny2
0
=T (5) |(5 +2m7?) P2y, + ﬁf’mm + 2(1_707M)|Pw1+w2|2 +o(1)
for large time t > 1, namely,
+ |Pw1+rw2|2] - (3.24)

_n n7o
As(t) Z 172 |(5 +2m7?) P2y, + mpwﬁ-ﬂbz

Recalling the quantity Q.4 4, defined according to (2.8), applying the Minkowski inequality as
well as (2.10) associated with (3.23) and (3.24), we are able to claim

Wiz 2 Ar(t) + As(t) = [[o(t,-) = 0P,

2t Quo | — 0t )

lo(t, ) — (2, ) = P, 12

for large time ¢ > 1. It completes the lower bound estimate in (2.9)

22



4 Inviscid limits of the solution in the L*° framework

4.1 Formal expansion with the small diffusivity of sound

Our main purpose of this section is to analyze some influence of the diffusivity of sound 0 < § < 1
on asymptotic behavior of the solution to the MGT equation (1.1) in hereditary fluids. That is to
say, the viscous solution 1/°>? converges to the inviscid solution 1/°=° for the Cauchy problem (1.1)
with the memory term (1.2) in the L> framework.

Strongly motivated by the Prandtl boundary layer theory and the multi-scale analysis, we look
for an approximate viscous solution by a formal power series expansion in ¢ for the Cauchy problem
(1.1) with 6 > 0 via the WKB analysis, namely,

V0t x) = 252( Yhi(t,x) + (e, z)) with z::%eR", (4.1)
j=0

where all of the above terms in the representation are assumed to be smooth. Here, ¢/ = 13 (t, x)
stands for the dominant profile for the j-th order expansion and ¢%7 = 1% (¢, 2) denotes the other
profile decaying to zero as |z| — 4+00. We will determine these profiles formally soon afterwards.

Then, we may plug the formal expansion (4.1) into the equation of the Cauchy problem (1.1) to
arrive at

0= 7252 ( i+ ) "‘252 ( 5]) — 25% (A¢I’j +5_1AZ¢L’j)

0 §>0 Jj=0
= A (AU 5 A ) - 36t (AU 4+ A
750 720
g7 * Y08 (MY 5T,
j>0

in which the Laplacian in terms of z is denoted by A, := 77, 0 . Matching the terms with the

size 62, we claim
O=r7 (@Dttt + wm ) ( tIt’j + ¢£]) - (Awl’j + Az@DL’jH) (Aw“ 24 tL])
=7 (A A ) g (AT AR

Naturally, we always impose ¥/ = 0 = 1%/ when j < 0. Letting § | 0, i.e. |z| — 400, the profiles
PPI . p1I+2 and their derivatives tend to zero so that

il + P — AT — TAHT 4 gk AT = Ay, (4.2)
as well as
A (T 4t gT ) = 0y (r? — At ) (4.3)

whose initial conditions will be determined later. The quantities to be known functions on the
right-hand sides of the equations (4.2) and (4.3) can be fixed by the last orders matches.
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Moreover, one notices
OF?>0(0,2) = 37 6% (9F¢19(0,2) + OF™(0,2)) with k=0,1,2.
j=0
Due to the initial conditions of the Cauchy problem (1.1) being independent of §, we then may
naturally consider 9fy!7(0,2) = 0 = 9F19(0,2) when j > 1 with k = 0,1,2. As a result, we are
able to deduce

OFY0(0, 2) + OF=0(0, 2) = 970 (2) with k=0,1,2. (4.4)
Let us take j = 0 in (4.2) to find
T+ 0" — AP0 — T AYY g+ AgT0 =0, x €R™, t>0,
Y100, 2) = (@), ¥°0,2) = 1% (x), ¥i°(0,2) = v3°(x), = €R™

Moreover, letting j = —2 in (4.3) and recalling *~2 = 0, we next apply the operator I + 79; on
the resultant. With the help of (3.2), it results

A (P20 + 2t + (1= mr)pho) =0, zERY, >0,
WE0(0,2) =g (2), ¥i°(0,2) = ¥r°(2), vi(0,2) =95 °(2), 2 E€R™

Note that the initial conditions in the last two problems need to be determined by themselves
carefully rather than artificial choices. For this reason, let us introduce the auxiliary function

PO = pPO(t, x) such that

POt @) = POt 2) + g () + 1y () + %t%”(m) with 2 = % (4.6)

(4.5)

According to (4.5) and (4.4), it solves the following Cauchy problem:
{A (r%{}o + 2rp0 4 (1— mT)¢P’0) = AF, reR™ t>0,
PP0,2) = 9§0(x), i (0, 2) = Y9>0(x), (0, 2) =957 (x), = € R,
whose source term F' = F'(t,z) is given by
F(t,2) = (7205 °(2) + 20 *(2) + (1 — m7)3 ()
+ (2rs (@) + (1 — mr)el (@) + ! _2m7t2¢5’0(x).

A direct computation from the classical ODE theory shows that the solution to the last over-
determined Cauchy problem with three initial conditions is uniquely solved by

VPOt ) = Y5(w) + tO() + PU(),

in which we applied some comparisons for the coefficients of time-dependent functions. Hence, in
the view of (4.6), we conclude *° = 0 and ’° = ¢°=" with initial data ¢{=°(z) = ¢2>°(z) for
k=0,1,2.

Summarizing the last statements, we claim the formal WKB expansion of the solution.
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Proposition 4.1. The solution 1¥°>° to the viscous MGT equation (1.1) with the small diffusivity
of sound 0 < 0 < 1 formally has the next asymptotic expansions:

W0t x) = (1) + 387 (W () + oM (L &)
j=0
where ¥9=0 is the solution to the inviscid MGT equation (1.1) with the vanishing diffusivity of
sound § = 0, Y191 and ™It solve the inhomogeneous integro-differential equations (4.2) and
(4.3), respectively, for any j = 0.

4.2 Rigorous justification of the inviscid limits: Proof of Theorem 2.3

According to Proposition 4.1, let us introduce the difference u = wu(t,z) between the viscous
solution and the inviscid solution, i.e. u = 1°>% — =0  fulfilling the next inhomogeneous MGT
equation with vanishing initial data:

Ty + Uy — Au— (6 +7)Auy + g7 % Au = —6AY=" z € R" t >0, (47)
w(0,2) =0, u(0,2) =0, uy(0,2) =0, x e R™, '
where we employed the matching conditions 0>%(z) = {=°(z) with k = 0,1, 2.
We are motivated by [31] to construct the first energy in the Fourier space
_ 2 ot
By [a] = it + (5 4+ 7)IEPlaf? + 2lePRe(ai) + 5 [ g7 (e, ) — atn. € Pan
t _
+ g (@IElal? = 20e [ g7(t = mRe(aln, iu(t. ) )an
Thanks to the properties ¢7(0) = m and g7 (t) = —7 g7 (t), its time-derivative is given by
L[] = 2Re [(mm O+ TIEPa + 1€20)a] - S5 [ gt = it ) — aln, Py
dt 72 Jo ’
§ T(t .
s ogelinf + 28 [ g - Re [(4(0.9) - 0.9 (e, 9] a — L Depjap

" 2|s|2(gf<t> - m)Re(ﬁaa + 2EE 1 e myme(an. . )

t _
—20¢? [ g7 (¢ = )Re(a(n, )i (. ) )
By using the equation in the inhomogeneous Cauchy problem (4.7), one notices
2Re | (7l + (8 + 7)|E* 0 + €]°0) | = 2Re((—tu + [£[°97 * @)t ) + 20]¢"Re(dh) ).

Then, associating with the fact

21¢J /Ot g"(t = n)dn = 2|62 (m — g7(1)),

T
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and observing some cancellations, we may derive

d

2
&Emﬂ——%wf+2mlﬁ2 [ ot~ mlate,€) — at. )P
70

€L lal + 261 Re(vf =) (4.8)

For another, we introduce the second energy in the Fourier space

_ t
Bafi] = 610 + |acf? + 27Re(id) + €7 [ 470 = m)lalt, &) — a(n, )
(g7t —m)lePlal,
which shows via the analogous ways as those in the above that

d
(] = 2Re( (€170 + fyy + Tl )iy) + 2711 |* — |5|

i g — m)la(t, €) — aln, )Py
+QMPAg%rwmmumu@—aW@»mw@Lm—g%ma%m
+27(g7(t) — m)|¢|*Re(ii)

= —2(0 + 7)€ Pl ul® + 27| |* — g7 (£)[€ @l + 201 *Re (¥ t)

R g - mtace,€) — atn.o)Fan (4.9

T

Then, we define a total energy E[d] := E;[0] + koEq[@] with a positive parameter kg to be chosen
later. This total energy can be re-organized as follows:

E[d] = ;0 [1+7(g7(t) = m) | |6t + ko]® + <(5 +7) - k%) €12 ] + 7]t + Koty
s ka1~ korli? + L [ 7t m)fite,€) — an, ©an + g0l
1 (m = g O) 6Pl + Rol€P [ g7 (¢ = m)a(e, ) — . €) P
206 [ gt = mRe [(a(6,€) — a(,))u(t,€)] do
In the above, we used an important observation in the treatment of three terms in E[d], precisely,

2/¢*Re(iy) + ko [1+ 7(g7(t) = m) | |¢ 2| af?
2ieRefua,)

from Eq[a] from Eo[q]
1

kp+¢(<w—mHKMm+mmP—%wﬂmP+%On g7(®) I lal®

206 [ g7(e = m)Re(ar, 7u(t,))
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Clearly, Cauchy’s inequality implies
¢ / 7t —m)Re [(au &) — (. €))iu(t,€)] d
~kolél? [ g7 — (e, €) — i, )y - i (m =7 0)lePlaf”

which leads to

Eld) > - [+ 7(g7(0) — m)] 1610+ ol + (64 ) = 1) 1EPIaf + rlaw + ol
2
ho( = kol + B [ g7 lac) — O Pan + 0l (@0)

From (4.8) as well as (4.9), we may estimate

iE[ | < 2(Tk0—1)\utt\2+2(1—(6+7)k0)\£\ ] + 261" Re ()= (e + kotir) )
< TR jep) gi-op
~\2 206+ 7)ko —

< C5|€I2< ) W °P
where the positive constant C' is independent of 9, by fixing

]{30:

0+ 21 E( 1 l)
27(6+ 1) S+1'1/)

When £ € Fin(g0) U Fexs(No), because of the pairwise distinct characteristic roots, according to
Section 3, the time-derivative of the inviscid solution is represented by

~s_ det(Vl) det(Vg)
6=0 _ A1t
T G ) 1 T e W)

+ z’(cos()\lt))q + sin()\lt))\R)

det(V3) + det(Vy) ot
det(V)

Age?t 4 (cos()qt))\R — sin()\lt))q)

det(Vs3) — det(Vy) , ,
det(V) '

From asymptotic behavior derived in Section 3, we obtain
Xint (171 S Xama ()€™ ([ + 1] + [ida] )
(1= xme ()17 S (1= xame(€) ) e (160 + eha] + (€)' [eba ) -
As a consequence,
Ela] < Colel(e)? [ 133", €)Pdn
< O [xm (&) (190 + 912 + [02%) + (1= xime(€))€)° (|20 + [1]* + () 2[al?) ]
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which is our desire uniform estimate in the diffusivity of sound 6 and time ¢, simultaneously. From
(4.10), it is easy to see

€12 + Kot + |t + Kot |* < CE[4].

By using the Hausdorff-Young inequality, we derive the global (in time) inviscid limit for the energy
terms as follows:

1D (ue + kou)(E, ) Lo + | (uee + Koue) (2, -) | o
< O [El(a + ko) (£, &)l r + Cl| (e + kot ) (2, €)1

< CV6 [ xine () (18] + 1] + [9a])|| |, + CVE || (1 = xime (£)) (€)° [0l + (€)* ] + (€)2145a1) ],
< CVE| (90 1) oy +CVE H(l —xme(€)) (€7 | (€€ o, () b, (€)uln) |,
< C\/_H(¢07¢17w2>H(Hf0+l)2><H1807
where we restricted n + 1 — sg < —1 to get the integrability

(=) €],

Eventually, by the same method as the above one, from (4.10) again to get
€171 VE[4),
g7(t)

we obtain the local (in time) inviscid limit for the acoustic velocity potential

_t
lut, e < Vo [[(Yo, Y1, o)l gt rye s a1y

Ll

< +00.

|| <

with the restriction n — s; < —1, in which the additional H; ' regularity of initial data comes from

the factor |¢|! for small frequencies, and the growth rate 2 comes from the fact \/g7(t). Thus,
our proof is complete.

5 Final remarks: An application on the nonlinear Jordan-MGT equa-
tion in viscous hereditary fluids

To end this manuscript, we will state an application of our optimal growth/decay estimates
derived in Section 3 on the corresponding nonlinear acoustic waves model in viscous hereditary
fluids. As we mentioned shortly in the introduction, the Cauchy problem for the viscous Jordan-
MGT equation with memory has been investigated by [39, 40] recently, where the memory kernel
was assumed to be a generally exponential decay function. Precisely, the global (in time) well-
posedness for the Kuznetsov type model, i.e. (1.4) with the nonlinearity 9,(Z|¢:|? + |Veo|?), was
proved in [39] for n > 3 by the history framework of Dafermos transform combined with some energy
bounds. Simultaneously, the authors of [40] not only demonstrated the global (in time) solvability
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for the Westervelt type model, i.e. (1.4) with the nonlinearity (1+ ) (|¢|?), for n = 3 via energy
methods, but also provided some decay estimates for energies via Fourier methods.

Nevertheless, to the best of author’s knowledge, the refined global (in time) behavior for the
viscous Jordan-MGT equation with memory of type I in the whole space R" seems open, especially,
the global (in time) well-posedness in lower dimensions n = 1,2 (the difficulties come from non-
summable singularities in the linearized problem and Sobolev embeddings), the optimal large time
estimates (cf. the sharpness question proposed in [40, Remark 2]), asymptotic profiles for large
time. Later, we will state some results and enlightenment for these questions under the assumption
(1.2) on the memory kernel ¢7(¢). Remark that without such hypothesis (1.2), the above questions
are still challenging, which is beyond the scope of our paper.

Before doing these, let us employ the representation (3.8) associated with asymptotic behavior
derived in Section 3 to obtain

0] S Xaut (€)™ (o] + (] + |7
+ (1= xme(€)) €1 e (|0l + [a] + 1617 [¢2] )
with & = 1,2 for the Cauchy problem (1.1) with § > 0. Therefore, the viscous solution also fulfills
the following (L* N L') — L? type estimates:
L O [

with £ = 1,2 and s > 0. Note that the decay rates and the regularity for the last data of these
estimates coincide with those in [11]. All steps in deriving global (in time) behavior of solutions,
including global (in time) existence, optimal estimates and optimal leading term of small data
solutions in [11, Sections 3 and 4], because their proofs only depend on

(Y0, U1, o)l (rrs+r-100)2 0 (Bs 2211

o the optimal decay rates of (L?> N L') — L? type estimates to construct suitable time-weighted
Sobolev spaces;

« the regularity of the third data to estimate nonlinear terms in the L', L? as well as H® norms
via some fractional tools in the harmonic analysis;

 the representation of nonlinearity to reformulate a decomposition for the term p;py;.

Fortunately, these three factors are the same as ours, which leads to the next results. Due to the
similarity, we omit the detail of the proof.

We may demonstrate global (in time) existence of small data solution to the following viscous
Jordan-MGT equation with memory:

B
T + o — A" — (0 + T)Apf + g7 x Apf = 9, (ﬂ‘wﬁ‘? + WSOK|>= zeR", >0,

(QpKa (pzlt{a ng)(oax) - (QP%)(,S0¥,S0£<)(1'), r e R,

with 7 > 0 and § > 0, where the memory kernel ¢7(¢) fulfills the condition (1.2). Precisely, there is
a constant € > 0 such that for all

(o6, X o8y el == (2N LY) x (H' N LY) x (H*N L)

(5.1)
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with [|(of, o, ©X)|| 4. < €, there is a uniquely determined Sobolev solution

O™ € 6([0,4+00), H*?) N6 ([0, +00), H*T) N6*([0, +00), H?)

for s > max{§ — 1,0} with n > 1, to the viscous Jordan-MGT equation of Kuznetsov type (5.1).
Furthermore, the following estimates hold:

16" (t, e S Dl + )] (05, o5 05)]
1_£_n
107" ()2 S (L+8)27 275 ||(05, 1, 05 )|
10F™ (¢, )| 271 | (o8, o, )]

Fps+2—0 < (1 + t)_%_i_z
Its proof is based on the fixed point theory associated with the operator
. t B
NI R o NG = o [t =, | DD (ol (o) + VNG, 2)]) d

with the kernel Ky(t,|D]|) for the third data, where @™ = >0 is the viscous solution to the
linearized Cauchy problem (1.1) with ¢ > 0. Furthermore, one may derive the optimality for the
last mentioned estimates. We conjugate that under the condition

B
Potargs =7 [, (5K @F +196@)F) do # 0

the last estimates for ™ are optimal for large time ¢ > 1. Moreover, the optimal leading term for
the nonlinear problem (5.1) also can be obtained by the same manner as the one in [11]. Remark
that this strategy also can be applied in the viscous Jordan-MGT equation of Westervelt type with
memory of type I as follows:

-/”Ls7

u, when (=12

a, when ¢=0,1,2.

B
Tgogf + <p§tv — ApW — (0 + T)Aapfv +g" * A@N = (1 + ﬂ) at(mw\?), reR" t>0,

(¢W> Q@W? prtv)((h I) = (ngva (p\lNa ngv)(x)a xr € R",

with 7 > 0 and § > 0, where the memory kernel ¢7(¢) is given by (1.2). The proof is easier due to
the lack of quadratic gradient nonlinearity 9;(|Vp|?).

(5.2)

A Optimal growth estimates for the inviscid MGT equation

This appendix contributes to the optimal upper bound and lower bound estimates of the solution
Ppm=00=0 — ym=00=0(¢ 7 to the inviscid MGT equation (2.3) with § = 0 for large time in lower
dimensions n = 1,2. This result is a supplement to the previous literature [10, 27] for the acoustic
waves in inviscid fluids. It also may be regarded as the generalized results on the free wave equation
(m =0 =7 =0) in the recent work [20].

Theorem A.1. Suppose that initial data (1o, v1,1) € L? x (L2NLY)%. Then, the solution ¢™=%°=0
to the inviscid MGT equation (2.3) with 6 = 0 in lower dimensions satisfies the following optimal
growth estimates:

D ()| Ppsarial S N0 )22 S DBl (%0, Y1, ¥2) 2 (202
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forn=1,2 and large time t > 1, provided that Py, 1y, 7 0.

Proof. Our demonstration is fundamental and strongly motivated by the recent work [20]. The trick
is to re-organize the representation (2.5) as follows:

oo _ (coslel) | rlelsinel) | <l i)
o (g e e )

€[ sin(|€]t) 72 cos(|€]t) 72 i) -
+ <_ 1+ 2|¢J2 o 1+ 72|€)2 2(1+72|§|2)e T) (0
+ 22 (7, 1 5).

On the right-hand side of the above formula, the first and second terms are the remainders producing
bounded estimates only. Hence, separating it into several parts, we arrive at

=000t llax S [xane () (14 6P ) o, 4+ (1 = X (©)) (117 + 077 o,
o (= €)) (617 1€l 7%e77) ],

+ X (€) (1477 ) s
SIS, )l o
L

< 1 W0, 92)llzare + DB, ) vy

for large time ¢ > 1, where we used the derived estimates in [20, Equations (3.5) and (3.18)].
Similarly, by applying [11, Proposition A.1] and the triangle inequality 2| f + h|* > |f|? — 2|h|?, one
may deduce

[ =200, )2 2 (tho, o) 12y

i, (0 (5,470

=
L2

- §
2 Do) Py tria| — | (%0, ¥2) [l (12)2
for large time ¢ > 1. Then, recalling the growth property of &, (t), our proof is complete. O
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