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Abstract

In this paper, we study the classical thermoelastic system with Fourier’s law of heat conduction in the whole
space R™ when n = 1, 2, 3, particularly, asymptotic profiles for its elastic displacement as large-time. We discover
optimal growth estimates of the elastic displacement when n = 1,2, whose growth rates coincide with those for the
free wave model, whereas when n = 3 the optimal decay rate is related to the Gaussian kernel. Furthermore, under
a new condition for weighted datum, the large-time optimal leading term is firstly introduced by the combination
of diffusion-waves, the heat kernel and singular components. We also illustrate a second-order profile of solution
by diffusion-waves with weighted L' datum as a by-product. These results imply that wave-structure large-time
behaviors hold only for the one- and two-dimensional thermoelastic systems.
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1 Introduction

It is well-known that the reciprocal actions between elastic stresses and thermal behaviors includ-
ing temperature difference of an elastic heat conductive media are effectively described by the
thermoelastic systems mathematically (see [1, 4, 11] and references therein). The classical model
of thermoelasticity (see an extensive review [1]) is constructed by an elasticity, e.g. the isotropic
elastic waves, coupled with Fourier’s law of heat conduction

q=—rVo

with the heat flux ¢ = ¢(¢,z) € R™ and the temperature (relative to some reference temperature)
0 = 0(t,x) € R, where the positive constant x denotes the thermal conductivity. In other words, the
classical thermoelastic model is a hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system. Let us consider the Cauchy
problem for the classical thermoelastic system in the physical dimensions n = 1,2, 3, namely,

uy — a*Au — (b* — a®>)Vdivu + v V0 =0,
9t — kA + Y2 div U = O, (1)
U(O,ZL’) = UO(ZL'), ut(07$) = ul(x)> 9(O>$) = 90(1')7
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with (¢,2) € Ry x R", where two unknowns v = u(t,z) € R" and 6 = 60(¢t,z) € R stand for

the elastic displacement and the temperature difference to the equilibrium state, respectively. The

speeds for propagation of the longitudinal P-wave and of the transverse S-wave are denoted by b and

a, individually, fulfilling b > a > 0, whose combinations a? and b? — 2a? are the well-known Lamé

constants. Some physical properties of the underlying isotropic medium for (1) are described by the

thermal conductivity & > 0 and the thermoelastic coupling coefficients 71, v2 such that v,y > 0.
We recall now some historical background to the classical thermoelasticity

{utt —a’Au — (b* — a®)Vdivu + v, Vo = 0, @)

0, — kAO + v divu; = 0.

Actually, the theory of thermoelasticity is very classical and was first founded by J.M.C. Duhamel,
K.E. Neumann and W. Thomson, etc. in 18th century. Therewith, the pioneering paper [13]
applied the classical thermodynamics methods to deduce the coupled system of thermoelasticity. In
the homogeneous and isotropic medium with vanishing external body forces as well as heats, the
classical thermoelastic system (2) can be derived in general. In recent thirty years, the classical
thermoelastic systems (2) in bounded or unbounded domains have caught a lot of attentions (see
(3, 18, 19, 20, 23, 15, 16, 24, 25, 11, 28, 9, 10] and references therein). According to the theme of
this work, we just briefly introduce the progressive progress in the corresponding Cauchy problem
(1). By employing the Helmholtz decomposition, the solution may be split into

u=uP’ + u®,

where the solenoidal part u* solves the well-studied wave equation (see (7) soon afterwards) and
the potential part o fulfills

W — BEAGP 41 V0 = 0,
0, — kAO + o divut® =0, (3)
u? (0, 2) = ug’ (), w”(0,2) = uf’(z), 0(0,z) = (),

carrying rotu?® = 0 with (¢,2) € Ry x R" for n = 1,2,3. The authors of [11] constructed the
standard energy (bdivuf?, uf®,0) € R"? and employed energy methods for the first-order coupled
system associated with anti-symmetric properties of coefficient matrix to derive

(b divure, uf®, 0)(t, )| z2ymre S (1+1) 77| (bdivull, ul, 60)||r2npiynse. (4)

Later, the paper [9] applied the so-called diagonalization procedure (it may decouple the system
and search for the dominant parts of vector unknown in local zones) for a suitable micro-energy
(uf® £ib| D|uP?, 0) in which the operator | D| owns the symbol [¢]. Applying WKB analysis and multi-
steps diagonalization method, the authors derived L? well-posedness, propagation of singularities,
LP — L% decay estimates and parabolic-type diffusion phenomenon. Particularly, the (L?> N L') — L?
estimate conforms to the same decay rate as the one in (4). For these reasons, in the framework
of energy unknowns, the thermoelastic system (3) has parabolic-type decay properties whose decay
rate comes from the Gaussian kernel %'fjx(e‘dﬁ'zt).

As we mentioned in the above, there are a lot of related works begun from the past century
in terms of the classical thermoelasticity (1). Some suitable energy terms, e.g. the standard



energy (bdivuP, u}°,0) in [11, Equation (4.65)], decay polynomially with parabolic-type in the L?
framework, and some asymptotic profiles of these energy terms fulfill parabolic-structure reference
systems, e.g. diffusion phenomena stated in [9]. Consequently, some natural questions are:

o Whether or not one can describe more detailed information of the elastic displacement u or
uP® for large-time?

« How does the elastic waves part influence on the large-time behaviors?

It will play a crucial role when a model equips some nonlinear terms containing u itself, for instance,
[24, 25, 12, 17| considered the nonlinear source term N (u) appearing on the first equation of (1).
However, to the best of knowledge of authors, the optimal estimates and optimal leading terms of
the elastic displacement in thermoelasticity are still open even for the irrotational situation. Here,
the optimality is guaranteed by the same behaviors of upper bound and lower bound estimates for
large-time (see, for example, [6, 8, 14] for the viscoelastic damped waves). We will partially give
answers to the above questions by deep understanding of the effect of thermal damping generated
by Fourier’s law.

The main purpose of this work is to study asymptotic behaviors of the potential part u?° to the
Cauchy problem (3) because of the well-established properties for the solenoidal part u*. Note that

uPo = (ulPo ... y"Po) € R with 2 € R™, and u*? is a element among them. By reducing the
hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system to the third-order (in time) evolution equation with respect to
uFP we employ WKB analysis and Fourier analysis to characterize the optimal large-time estimates

t if n=1,

lubro(t, )72 = dInt if n=2,

t73 if n= 3,

with L' N L? datum if
[P0 | + [Foo| 7 0

carrying the mean Py = [p. f(z)dz, where the solution grows polynomially when n = 1 and
logarithmically when n = 2, but decay polynomially in higher-dimensions. Particularly, due to
the identical growth rates for the thermoelastic system and the wave equation when n = 1,2, we
claim the decisive part of the one- and two-dimensional thermoelastic system (1) is the waves part
as t > 1, whereas Fourier’s law of heat conduction exerts crucial influence when n = 3 (see the
detail explanation in Remark 2.4). This wave-type large-time behavior is the new discovery, and
different from the parabolic-type decay properties in the previous literature of thermoelasticity. One
of the main difficulties is to understand interplay among dissipative part, oscillating part and the
singularity (as |£] — 0) for the next multiplier:
1

At 1€1) = 17 (I — cos( By €[ty 1)

in the L? norm, where the positive constants are

Kb? K172
= , Br=0* + d fo=5———-
Bo N b Y172 and B 200 + 1173)



Furthermore, introducing the leading term ¢* = ©*(¢, ) such that

S Bl wteB €

with the Riesz transform SRy, we derive the optimal decay estimates of the error term

. ; 1
o im it (D i) py, gyt [ (st ige 6 - )]

||uk7p0(t7 ) - (pk(tv )H%ﬂ = t_%
fort>1andn=1,2,3if
[P 1P| + | Pay |+ 1M | 4 My, | £ 0

carrying the weighted mean My = [, zf(z)dz. That is to say that the function ¢*(¢, z), which is the
combination of diffusion-waves and heat kernel with the singular component (for small frequencies),
is the optimal leading term for the thermoelastic system. As a by-product, we also investigate a
second-order asymptotic profile of solution via higher-order diffusive-waves and heat model in the L?
framework. To sum up, novel first- and second-order asymptotic profiles for large-time characterized
by diffusion-waves (instead of parabolic structure reference systems in the previous researches) for
the thermoelastic system are discovered.

To end this paper, we state some concluding remarks related to other models of thermoelasticity
in Section 5, and a new proof of optimal growth estimates for the free wave equation in Appendix
A, which improves the assumption of initial datum in [7, Theorems 1.1, and 1.2].

Notations: Let us introduce some notations that will be used in this paper. We take the following
zones localizing in the Fourier space:

Fint(g0) ={£€R": €] <
Fpaa(co, No) :={£ € R" 1 g9 < [€] < Nob,
Ezext(NO) = {6 eR": |§| >

Moreover, the cut-off functions yint(§), Xbad (&), Xext(§) € B> having their supports in their corre-
sponding zones Fiy(0), Fvaa(€0/2, 2No) and Fexi (Ny), respectively, such that

Xbdd(§) = 1 — Xint(§) — Xexs(§) for all £ € R™.

The symbol of pseudo-differential operator |D| is denoted by [£].

The notation f < g means that there exists a positive constant C fulfilling f < Cg, which may
be changed in different places, analogously, for f = g. Furthermore, the asymptotic relation f ~ g
holds if and only if f < g and f 2 g concurrently. We take the notation o as the inner product in
Euclidean space, i.e. fog:=(f,g) for f,g € R™.

Let us recall the weighted L' space as follows:

= { g e L Il = [ (1 +laDlf@)lde < oo f

The (weighted) means of a summable function f are denoted by

R> Py = /Rnf(x)d:c and R" > M, = /R zf(z)dz.



To complete the introduction, we take the following time-dependent function:

Vit if n=1,
d,(t) :=¢VInt if n=2, (5)

1 if n=3,

to be the growth (n = 1,2) or decay (n = 3) rates later.

2 Main results

2.1 Pretreatments by the Helmholtz decomposition

Before stating the main results of this work, let us simplify the model (1) and turn to our essential
target hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3), in which the one-dimensional case can be trivially
got without using this approach. According to the Helmholtz decomposition

L*=VH'® P, for n=23,
with the function spaces
VH' :={V¢ |y e H'},
Do = {u e L* | (Vo,u)2 = 0 with Vo € 65},

and thus by such technique the solution v = u(¢, z) to (1) can be decomposed into a potential part
and a solenoidal part such that

u = uP® + u®. (6)

Here, the vector u?° = u?o(t, z) is rotation-free and u* = u® (¢, ) is divergence-free in a weak sense.
We clarify the nomenclature: the potential solution by the unknown uP° for the sake of briefness.
Applying the identity

Vdivu =V x (V xu) + Au

in two- and three-dimensions, we are able to decompose (1) into the wave model
S0 2 S0 —
uy — a*Au® =0,
{ (7)

w0, z) = uy’(x), u*(0,2) = ui’(x),

and the hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3) with (t,z) € R, x R" under the conditions
divu® = 0 as well as rot u?* = 0. Although the last treatment were considered when n = 2, 3, one
may notice that the one-dimensional coupled system (1) is exactly the same as the coupled system
(3) when n = 1. Therefore, in the one-dimensional case, we may understand u = u*°.

The studies for linear wave equation (7) are well-known, for example, the author of [7, Theorems
1.1 and 1.2] stated the optimal estimates for the weighted L' data, or the improved result in
Corollary A.1 requiring L! regularity only for the second data. Again, our main task in this paper,
consequently, will be immediately turned into:



Asymptotic behaviors for the hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3) when n = 1,2, 3.

Particularly, large-time asymptotic profiles including some optimal estimates, optimal leading terms
as well as second-order approximations for the potential solution u?° with some weighted L! datum
are of interest.

Remark 2.1. After obtaining some qualitative properties of solutions to (3) and referring those for
the wave equation (7), we may claim the desired properties for the original thermoealstic system (1)
in two- and three-dimensions according to the relation (6). Straightforwardly, due to rotu = 0 when
x € R, our results for the coupled system (3) exactly coincide with those for the original system (1)
when n = 1.

Remark 2.2. If one considers the irrotational thermoelastic system (for instance, [22, Sections 3
and 4]) that is (1) carrying rotuw = 0, then the irrotational system will turn into (3), and all results
in this paper immediately work for u = (u', - u™) withn =1,2,3.

2.2 Main result on optimal estimates of the potential solution

Let us state the first result in this paper concerning L? optimal estimates of each element of the
potential solution u?°, particularly, it implies infinite time L?-blowup of solution when n = 1,2.
However, the solution will decay polynomially when n = 3.

Theorem 2.1. Let us consider the hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3) for n = 1,2,3 carrying
initial datum ub™ u¥? 0, € L*NLY withk =1,...,n. Then, the elastic displacement u*"° satisfies
the following optimal estimates:

ot (1) A S [1a57(t, )12 S sha(t) | (5™, 057, 80) | o ()

fort > 1, where the time-dependent coefficient 1,,(t) was defined in (5), and the positive constant
on the left-hand side is defined by

= [Pl + [Py (9
Namely, provided that |A| # 0, then the optimal estimates ||uFPo(t,-)||p2 ~ d,(t) hold forn =1,2,3
and any t > 1.
Remark 2.3. According to the relation
1 1
O(t,x) = —F L, arpo (¢, &) + BEEPabro(t, ] ,
() =~ | (A0, + PePitn.6)

one may obtain optimal estimates for the temperature variable without any additional difficulty.
Precisely, if ub™ € H'N L' and ub™,0, € L* N L' equipping |A| # 0 defined in (9), then the
optimal decay estimates ||0(t,-)| 2 ~t~% hold forn =1,2,3 any any t > 1.

Remark 2.4. Let us recall the large-time behavior of the free wave model

{wtt — Aw = 0,

w(0,z) = wo(z), w(0,2) =w(z), (10)



with (t,r) € Ry xR forn =1,2. Under (L*NLY) x (L*NLYY) regularity with |P,,| # 0 assumption
on initial datum, the recent work [7] got the optimal growth estimates

Vi e

fort > 1. Note that the weighted L' reqularity for the second data will be relaxed by L' only in
Corollary A.1 with the aid of a different idea. In Theorem 2.1, we indeed obtained the optimal
estimates of the thermoelasticity (3) (or the wave equation (10) coupled with Fourier’s law of heat
conduction) by the following one:

Viooif n=1,
|uPPo(t, V|2 =~ { VInt  if n=2,
t=i if n=3,

fort > 1. We may notice that the growth rates for the free waves and the thermoelastic system are
exactly the same if n = 1,2, but the solution decays polynomially with the aid of thermal dissipation
generated by Fourier’s law. One may see Table 1 in detail.

Table 1: Influence from the wave model and Fourier’s law of heat conduction

Dimensions n=1 n=2 n=3
Free waves property Vit Vlogt -
Heats property (Fourier’s law) t1 t=% 1
Thermoelastic system property Vit Vlogt T =3¢ 7
Crucial influence Waves Waves Waves + Fourier’s law

* The terminology “property” specializes the time-dependent coefficient in the L?

estimates of the solution.

It is worth noting that all large-time properties in Table 1 are optimal in the sense of same behaviors
for upper bound and lower bound of the elastic displacement in the L* norm. In particular, con-
cerning n = 1,2, we may observe that the large-time properties of the thermoelastic system (3) are
not influenced by the heat conduction. Analogously, this phenomenon is also valid for the classical
thermoelastic system (1) due to the decomposition (6) and the fact that the wave solution u* fulfills
the estimates (11).

Remark 2.5. One may find the growth/decay phenomena between the strong damping (or the so-
called viscoelastic damping) and thermal dissipation from Fourier’s law on the wave model (10) are
the same. Indeed, the authors of [6, 8] showed that the solution of strongly damped waves (i.e.
the Cauchy problem for wy — Aw — Aw; = 0) in the L* norm satisfies the estimates with sd,(t)
to be optimal growth or decay rates. Importantly, Theorem 2.1 implies the same estimates of the
thermoelastic system as those in the strongly damped waves.



2.3 Main result on asymptotic profiles of the potential solution

Let us introduce two crucial components for the leading terms as follows:

) 5 i
Cgo(ta :L') = gf_—lm (Sln( il 7172|£|t) e_ 2(b211’71272) 52t> ,
02 + y172/¢]

Guu(t,2) == RFL, l( Al el (cos <\/b +7172|€|t) TR P _ i )] - (13)

b + 7172

(12)

The first function comes from

the diffusion-waves: OJg_lm <

sin(31/¢]t) _525%)
Bl '

Moreover, the second one may be regarded as a linear combination of
the diffusion-waves: GJ{_lm (cos(ﬁl|§|t)e_62|§|2t) and the Gaussian kernel: GJ{_lm (e_ﬁo‘g‘%)

associated with the Riesz transform R, and the singularity |¢|~! near || = 0, where the multiplier
is defined by

—&A(f) for k=1,...,n

Rif () = €]

By taking the leading term
" (t, @) = Go(t, 2) P o + G(t, x) Py, for k=1,... n
1

we state the optimal estimates for the solution subtracting it in the L? norm.

Theorem 2.2. Let us consider the hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3) for n = 1,2,3 carrying

initial datum up™ € L*NLY and uf"°, 0y € L2NLY withk = 1,...,n. Then, the elastic displacement

uFPo satisfies the following optimal refined estimates:

_n k, k _n k, k,
B S P70t ) = @ lae S [ (u6™ ™, 00) | o sy (14)
fort > 1, where the positive constant on the left-hand side is defined by
= |Pnol* + | Pyenol* + [ Po|* + [ Mo [* + | M, |* (15)

Namely, provided that |B| # 0, then the optimal estimates |[u®Po(t,-) — ©*(t,-)||L2 ~ t~% hold for
n=12,3 and any t > 1.
Remark 2.6. With the same reason as Remark 2.3, by constructing

11
Ul Q{k|D|

@(TH ‘T) = (82 - bzA) (t7 x)?

it is not difficult to get the optimal decay estimates ||0(t,-) — @(t,)||z2 ~ t727% forn =1,2,3 and
any t > 1, where we assumed ug™ € H' N L' and u™, 0, € L> N L' with [B| # 0.



Remark 2.7. The new condition |B| # 0 from (15) guarantees non-vanishing lower bounds in
optimal estimates. This condition still holds even |A| = 0 defined in (9).

Remark 2.8. One of our new observations is the optimal leading term ¢*(t,x) having diffusion-
waves structure rather than parabolic structures for energy terms. It tells us the importance of wave
properties in the large-time behaviors of the classical thermoelastic system. The differences between
the leading terms of each element in (ubP0,--- uF¥0) are reflected by two parts: the corresponding
initial data u'f’po and the Riesz transform Ry, in the function G x(t, x).

Remark 2.9. In the proof of Theorem 2.2, we will demonstrate

It e = (@) (1P, 0] + 1Pl

fort>1andn = 1,2,3. In the view of the optimal estimates in Theorem 2.1, by subtracting the
leading term ©*(t,-) in the L? norm, we arrive at the faster and optimal decay estimate (14), which
hints large-time behaviors since

lim |[ufPo(t,-) — oF(t, )| 2 = 0.

t—o0

The decay rate has been improved by t=1 when n = 1; (tInt) > whenn =2;t"% whenn = 3.

As a by-product of Theorem 2.2, we may get second-order asymptotic profile for large-time. Let
us introduce a function

W (t,x) == VGo(t, x) o M rpe + VEii(t, 7) 0 My, + Ga(t, ) P g
1 0
+ (Ho(t,2) + G (t 7)) P + (0t 2) + Ga(t, 7)) Py,

In the above, the auxiliary functions are defined by

2t b2 o RY17Y2 2
G (t $> ﬂgg oS <e b2+’v1'vz €l ) + m?{_lm {COS (\/52 + ”)/1”)/2|§|t) e 2(b2+~/1“/2)|§| t] ,

b + 7172

Ry - &%t G [L L L
ng(t7x> = m?}%—l& ( b2+’Y1'YZ‘ %t — COS ( b2 + 7172|£|t) e 2(b2+’Y172)‘ | ) ’

K —262 . KY172
uslt) = -0 B, [ (i) 7]

and

2 4b2 __ kMY 2
(1, 7) =~ 22T D)y r [ief2cos (B rimlele) e ),

8(b% + 1172)

Z.'%27272(7172 + 4b2) _ . _Mm%
%1,k(t> l') = 8(1b2 T 7172)7/2 tgf_lm {§k|§| Sin <\/b2 + 7172|€|t) e 202+y172) ] X

We underline that all these functions are combined by the diffusion-waves, the heat kernel and the
Riesz transform. Then, we may state a faster decay estimate by subtracting the new profile 1/* (¢, z).
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Corollary 2.1. Let us consider the hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3) for n =1,2,3 carrying

initial datum uf™ € L2NL* and uf?, 0, € LPNLY withk = 1,...,n. Then, the elastic displacement

uFPo satisfies the following further refined estimates:

[ubPo(t, ) = (8, ) = Pt )2 = o(t™7) (16)
for t > 1, where the right-hand side depends on the norm of initial datum.

Remark 2.10. Comparing with the optimal estimates (14), by subtracting the additional function
¥ (t,-) in the L? norm, we may obtain faster decay estimates with respect to large-time. In other
words, V*(t,x) is the second-order profile of the elastic displacement u*?°(t, z).

3 Asymptotic behaviors of solutions in the Fourier space

3.1 Pretreatment by the reduction procedure

To investigate some large-time behaviors for (3) finely, inspired by the recent paper [2], we may
employ the so-called reduction procedure. Namely, from our motivation of investigating the potential
solution u”, acting the diffusion operator d; — kA on (3); and combining the resultant with (3),,
we deduce

0= (0, — KA) (U} — B2AuP®) + 4,V (0, — kAH)
= ull — kAU — (b% 4 y172) Aul® + kb* A%ur,
where we employed V divuP? = AuP° since V x uP° = 0 for n = 2,3, and it is trivial for n = 1. In

other words, the coupled system (3) can be reduced to the following third-order (in time) PDEs
with n-scalar equations:

ugyy — kAU — (0% 4+ 172) Auf® + kb2 A*ufo = 0, (17)
ur(0,2) = ug’ (), uf*(0,7) = ui"(x), up(0,z) = b*Aug’ (z) — 1 Vo(x),
with (t,7) € R, x R™, where the vector (or scalar in one-dimension) is u?® = (ub?o, ... ’po) eR”

with n = 1,2,3. The model (17) is still a vector equation since the gradient operator in ufy (0, ).
Let us apply the partial Fourier transform with respect to spatial variables to the higher-order
evolution model (17). It yields

-+ WlE[PTD + 7+ )2 + w160 = 0,
ar(0,€) = ag’(§), a”(0,&) = at*(€), ui(0,€) = —*|&[*agp’ (§) — i1&00(8),
with (¢,£) € Ry x R™, and

(18)

~ 1
0= ———(a™ + VP|)ab™) with k=1,...,n,
1718k

originated from the Fourier transform for (3);. The corresponding characteristic equation to (18)
is given by the |£|-dependent cubic equation

N RIEPA 4 (0 +mi72) [€°A + w7[E]* = 0. (19)

Later, without using explicit root’s formula to the cubic equation, to facilitate the asymptotic
analysis, we will separate the discussion into three parts according to the size of frequencies.
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3.2 Asymptotic expansions for the kernels

At the beginning of this subsection, basing on WKB analysis we claim the next expansions, whose
proof is straightforward. To be specific, higher-order Taylor-like expansions with respect to |¢| will
be used as & € Fiy(e0) U Eext(No) with €9 < 1 as well as Ny > 1, and a contradiction argument
associated with continuity of characteristic roots (see, for example, [9]) is valid for £ € Fypqaa(co, No)
since RA; < 0 when £ € Fipi(g0) U Eext (No)-

Proposition 3.1. The characteristic roots \; = X\;(|€|) with j = 1,2,3 to the |£|-dependent cubic
equation (19) can be expanded by the next way.

o Concerning £ € %mt(ao), three roots behave as

3b4
- 2 KB o
K B + 4b?
s i el 7 11127 et i T e

o Concerning £ € Fex(No), three roots behave as

M = —rlg[? +0(1¢]),
Mg = ible] = T2+ 0(J¢ ™).

o Concerning & € Evad(€o, No), the roots fulfill RX; < 0 for any j =1,2,3.

Remark 3.1. Different from the usual asymptotic expansions for characteristic roots (no matter
Taylor-like expansion method [5] or diagonalization procedure [9] in the coupled systems), we not
only derived pairwise distinct value with negative real parts when & € Fiy(2o), but also found further
expansions of characteristic roots containing |£|3- and |£|*-terms in Proposition 3.1, which will be
applied when we study higher-order profiles and optimal leading terms.

Due to the fact that the discriminant of the cubic (19) is strictly negative for & € Fiy(go), two
complex (non-real) roots Ay 3 are conjugate, namely, Ao 3 = Ag & ¢A; for small frequencies carrying
the asymptotic expansions

K172 2, f15 K2 7172 Y1y + 4b?) 3

From the above setting, the solution @%?° = G*?o(t, &) for ¢ € Fyy (o) owns the representation

—(OF +AR)a™ + 20 ™ — a5 (24 — A)ag? — 0@ + dy™
2Ap A — A — A% — A3 2Xr M — A — A% — )\%
L MOeds +AF — MB)ag™ + (AE = A = ADE — (Ar — M) as™
M(2ARAL — AF — AR — A7)

akvp() —

cos(Art)er!

sin(At)e ®r?,
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where the last data is fixed by a57° = —b2|§|2@§’p° — imi&rfo with k =1,...,n. Let us reformulate
the representation with the aid of the last data so that
Gkpo _ (D22 — A2 — AB)ag™ + 20Ray"° + im1&1.0, it
2)\R)\1 A=, =\
L (2 - A2 — D€V TEP — 2ARTUTT — im1&xbo
2ARAL — A2 — N\ — A%
L DiOwA + AP = XR) + PIEP (AR — M)lig™
AL (2)\R)\1 A — 2% =)D
(A% — A = ATy 4+ imi & (Mg — M)bo
AM(2ARA — AF — A% — \))
We should underline that the formula (20) still holds for |£| > Ny > 1, however, these components
will be modified by

cos(At)e !

sin( At )e !

sin(Art)e . (20)

M= =20l ™), A= bl +0(lel ™),

since the strictly negative discriminant for £ € Fox (Ny).

3.3 Pointwise estimates and auxiliary functions in the Fourier space

The solution formula (20) still seems too complex to analyze its asymptotic behaviors. For this
reason, we have to build several bridges by auxiliary functions. Indeed, as £ € F;(ep), we extract
the dominant terms J§ = J¥(¢,€) such that

=~ AL SlIl()\It) arpo wlgkéo
Jk) - _ ARt At )\ t ARt
0 2 R\ — )‘I )\12)L — )\%e + 2AR A — )\12 — )\%{ —_ )\% (e COS( ) )
as well as the further one J¥ = J¥(t, £) according to
~ b2|€|2_ ) At bz|€|2COS()\1t) ARt N IRl Akpo
Jro.— ( ~k,po Mt Ao Rt
1 20pA1 — Af = AR — AT B W) W VD VDY (" = eos(Aut)e™™)

i71&k(AR — A1)
A(2ARAL = AF = AR — A7)
Let us next propose some estimates for the above functions and the refined estimates of solutions
by subtracting these functions.

sin(Agt)e ®r?,

Proposition 3.2. Concerning § € Fi(eo), the following estimates for the auziliary functions as
well as the error terms hold:

mMQMﬂsmM®€“%Q@+E%g@5Oﬂ“HW%% 21)
mamwmsmﬂ&ﬁwb%w+Q+J*b%§ﬂ>WV%H%”’
Xin(€) (1T + 18570 — J§|) < xama ()™ (Ja6 ™| + 1257 ] + |60l (22)

~ 7 2 —clg|?t (1K, ~k,
Xint(f)|uk’po - Jé“ - Jﬂ < Xins(§)[€ e 1% (|u0 Pl p0|) )
foranyk=1,....n
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Proof. By using the next trick:
Mt — cos()qt)eARt ( Mt )‘Rt) (1 — cos(Art) ) Art

1
= (A1 — AR te’\Rt/ e AR g 4 95in (;)\It) et (23)
0

and Proposition 3.1 for £ € F;(gp), we claim

E%FmﬁwﬂﬁM+mﬂaQw+hﬁ%@ﬁyﬁ“%m

Because of |¢]v/Ze Pt < 1 under ¢, € (0, ¢) and boundedness of |sin(|€[t)], the desired estimate
(21) can be obtained. Similarly, we may get

Xint ()| TE] S i (€) (1 + [ cos([€]6)]) e (Jag™ | + [@17]) + xine (€)] sin(€[2)|e™ 16 8o],
which leads to the first part of our estimate (22). Additionally, a direct subtraction implies
Xint (€ )|Akp0_ jﬂ
—AZeMt 4 (2Xp A — A2) cos(At)errt
< () | R E RN = A ORI g
20RAM — A — A\ — AT
M ArM + A2 — A2) + BE2(Ar — AM)]Ag™ + (ML — A2)ahre
A(2ARA = AF = A% — AY)
S X&) (117 + [  cos(I&]6)] + €] | sin([&])]) e a7 | + i (€] | sin([€]e)] eI ay™|
S Xint () [&]e ™ (Jag ™| + |ay™]) .
To end the proof, we apply the triangle inequality resulting
X €)1 = TE) S x5 — T — TE| + xam (€)1
< X ()€ (Jag™| + @y ™| + |6ol)

Xint () T5] < Xine(€)

sin (At )e !

+ Xint(g)

as well as

Xint ()T < Xant (O[T — T5| + xme ()] 5
elE2t ~ sin(|&|t —elEl2t {1~ ~
5mﬁmﬁwWHm&(thlﬁ%%emwwm+w)
Hence, we complete the proof of this proposition. O

By ignoring the higher-order terms in the auxiliary function J7§ , we may introduce two Fourier
multipliers €y = Gy (¢, [€]) and €, = Gk (¢, ) as follows:

g . SI(VO + ymf€ft) - pasie

2(b2+7172)

0-— ,
V0 +y172(€|
> Z’Vlgk %mz ‘5‘2
% k = <COS ( b + 5 t) 2(b2+’71"/2) —e b2+f71f72 ) ,
b (b2 4 y192) €2 V N72¢]

which are the Fourier transforms of (12) and (13), respectively. Therefore, we can derive some
approximations in the sense of additional factors |£|® by subtracting some Fourier multipliers in the
estimate comparing with the one in (21).
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Proposition 3.3. Concerning £ € Eiy (o), the following estimates for some approrimations hold:

Xint (€) ‘J fg Akpo _% ‘ < it (€)e —cl¢f?t (|ukp0| + |9 |) (24)
Xt () | T = (%o + Ho)a™ — (G115 + 961.1)00| S xiun (€[] (|E™| + B0 ),

Jorany k=1,... n, where #y = Ho(t,|€]) and Hyy, = H1(t,€) are defined by
—~ 4b K1Y 2,
= — O D) o (e TR,

S5 4b Y172 2
g = kaKJ 87(1;25_7172 +7/2 |€]t sin (\/b2 + 7172|§|t) EECrEEnLL
Y172)

Proof. According to the representations of these functions, we split our first target into two parts

JE —Got™ — 64 400
_ ( —Arsin(Agt)etr! sin(v/b? + 7172|€|t) — L2 £2t> hpo
- 1

— 2(b2+~172)

2DArA — A7 — AR — AT Vb2 + y172/€]

_ KY172 2 2
eMt — cos(Ait)err! cos(vVb? + nyl€lt)e 2072 e _ o — e
2ARA — A2 — AL — A2 (0% +7v2) €]

+ &0

=: Io@y™ + Liv1&.0,.
Let us begin with estimates by the decomposition
— A1 1 . ARt

- sin(Art)e ®* +

<2>\R/\1 A - AR AT VBT 7172\5\) i)

sin(vb” £ 71721¢11) (e)‘Rt —e 2(1;11;12%) 52t>
VB + 1172[¢]
=:Io1 + lo2 + lo3.

~

. _ sin(Art) — sin(v/0? + 7172/t ARt
) =

V0?2 4+ 7172[€]

The direct computations find A\; — v/02 + 7172/¢| = O(|¢|®) benefited from higher-order expansions
of characteristic roots, and one deduces

o (E ] < xe(6) [AYFE TN = 2w + X+ X + 2
int 0,1 int (2)\[{)\1 - )\12 — )\%{ _ )\%)m|€|

< Xins(€)[€|eCIEP,

Next, one may employ Taylor’s expansion as £ € Fi(go) to arrive at

K + 4b%)
sin(\f) — sin («/b2+7w2|§|t) 71;2(:177272)5/2 1€ cos (\/b2+7172|§|t)+®(|§|G)t2, (25)

whose first-order term yields that

Xint(€)|f072| N Xint(€)|€|2te_0|§|2t S Xint(f)e_c|§|2t.

ARt
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Again thanks to the higher-order expansion so that Ar + 572~ [¢ > = 6(|¢]?), the last difference
can be controlled by viewing an integral form

RY172 |§|2t

7 1 -
Xint(g)‘fo,:a\ 5 Xint(g)me 202 +7172)

2(624+7172)

1
t / OUEINEs 4
0

ARt 502 e3¢
(§]

_1’

3 M‘gp
S Xine (§)[€] e 207 Hn02)

g2
< Xine (€) €]V

Summarizing the obtained estimates, we have
Xt ()1 To@1 ™| S xam (€)™ a7,

Among them, the worst term is IA072 since the lack of the factor |£]. If we subtract the additional
profile 7, it leads to

Xint(€)|f0,2 - 7/f\o|
o [P0 = s TRl + SRR Prcon( VT alelY)|
A b* + 1172[¢]

9 2
K 7172(7172 +4b ) Ccos (\/mwQ

_'_ in
Xint(6) 8(b% + 1172)3
< Xint (6)[€]P12e el
< Xt (€)[€] eI

where we employed the expansion (25) by moving the first term from the right side to the left one.
Then, we repeat the analogous idea as the previous one to have

Xint (11| S Xint (€) (1 + €t + |§|2t) e Pt < 3 (6) (1 + ViE)e kI

where the worst term |£|t comes from the mean value theorem

cos(hit) = cos (B2 + 91l )| S X (1€

Again by noticing Taylor’s formula

K2 + 4p?
cos(Art) — cos (\/62 + 7172|§|t> = sin (y/b2 + 7172|€|t) %;2:;72 BE )|§|3t +0(1¢)%)¢

we may obtain immediately

rt

KY172 |§|2t

eARt — e_ 202 +7172)

€17

Xint (6)

Xint(f) rfli%fk - %k’ S Xint(§)|§|e_c|§|2t'
In conclusion, it yields
Xint (€) | T = Gotit™ — G100| < xian(€) (1To] [@7°] + |11k |60l
S Xine (e (Jay ™| + 6o )
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and
Xint (§) (j(lf Cgo + %o) e (%M + %k)éo‘
S Xine(€) (‘[0 - %o‘ @y + ’fli%fk - %k‘ |§0|)
< Xint (§)[€]e ™€ ([ar™| + |6ol)
The proof is complete now. O

Secondly, we employ the analogous ideas as the treatment of J¥ and denote €, = %s(t, |€]),
G5 = G3(t, [€]) and Gy = C§4,k(t>5) by

%2 = ﬂe b2+v 72 |§|2 + —— Ccos ( /b2 _|_,ylfy2|£|t) #ﬂfﬂm §|2t7

b2 + 7172 b2 + 7172

G 1= (621771%)6 b2+””2 % _ cos (\/62 + 7172‘5\15) e_#fmwt,
1172

-~ 271/{(7172 — 20%) ( Y ey
C54 k- == sin \/ b2 -+ Y172 5 t)e 20%2+1172) .
(0% 4+ 7172)%/ |§| d
Following the proof of the first estimate in Proposition 3.3, we can obtain the next result. Since
the method of the demonstration is the same with slight changes of procedure, we omit the proof.

Proposition 3.4. Concerning £ € Eiy (o), the following estimate for an approximation holds:
Xint (€ (J — Goig™ — Gy %4,1450‘ < Xint (€) [€]e (|@§’p0| +|ay| + ‘50‘)
foranyk=1,....n

Eventually, to finish this subsection, we propose pointwise estimates localizing in bounded and
large frequencies zones. They will not influence on large-time behaviors since exponential decays.

Proposition 3.5. Concerning & € Epaa(eo, No) U Fext(No), the following pointwise estimate holds:

~ et 1~ ~ I =
wm@+m@mmms@m@+m@We(Mm+@¢“%q§m0
foranyk=1,....n
Proof. Taking consideration of Proposition 3.1 as £ € Fe(Ng) in the representation (20), we are
able to estimate

R 1 g2 et~ 1 lel?
%ﬂamwwshaa<—f P ﬂm?%+%ﬂa(—f e )|vm
H e e
1 2 1 ~
—cl&|*t ct
+ ex +—e 9
X“>(m3 RE )'“

et [~ 1 1
§MM®etQ%MFHQIWW+KM00

For another, the last conclusion in Proposition 3.1 tells us that the solution in the Fourier space
decays exponentially such that

Xbaa ()T ™] S Xpaa(€)e™ ([a§™] + |a4™] + 1ol -

The combination of previous two estimates and |£| ~ (&) for any || > €9 completes the proof. [
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4 Large-time asymptotic profiles for the potential solution

The schedule of this section is arranged by: in Subsection 4.1, we will derive upper bound estimates
and optimal lower bound estimates (8) for any physical dimensions n = 1,2, 3; in Subsection 4.2,
some estimates for the second-order profiles will be deduced; and finally in Subsection 4.3, the
optimal leading terms will be investigated.

4.1 Optimal estimates and first-order profiles for the potential solution

This part contributes to the proof of Theorem 2.1. The second estimate in Proposition 3.2 shows
N —cl€)2¢) ~k, —ele2t (| ~k, ~
e (T (£, 12 S |[xame (e g™ (©)]] Xint ()¢~ (PP ()] + [6(€)] )

Yot ()] Smé‘f Dl oelei (g (e[ + 1o(€)))

for n = 1,2,3. According to the inspiring works [6, 8], we know the sharp estimates in the sense of
same behaviors for upper bounds and lower bounds as follows:
[ in(IE[E)] —clefee

‘ €]

for n = 1,2,3 and any ¢ > 1, where the time-dependent function o,(¢) was introduced in (5).
Then, with the aid of Holder’s inequality and the Hausdorff-Young inequality, for large-time ¢ > 1
we arrive at

+(1+1)2

L2

_|_

L2

—cle|?t

_n
~ {4

L2

, (26)

e

~ ol (t), (27)

L2

Ixane (€)@ ()12 S ¢ g™ || 2 + st ()] (1™, 60) [ 10)2-

Moreover, exponential decay estimates in Proposition 3.5 imply
[ (xbaa(€) + xexs (©)) (2, €) (5™ ™ 00) | a1

Finally, we apply the Plancherel theorem and ¢~% < o, (¢) for n = 1,2, 3 to complete the derivation
of upper bound estimates in (8).
By the same way as preceding parts of the text and the uses of (22) and (24), one finds

Xint (D) (uFP0(t, ) = Go(t, [Dur™ () — Gua(t, D)6 ()|,
Xint (§) (@570t €) = T (1,9) | o + |xame (€) (TE(2,) = o8, [€DTT™(€) — Gu(t, )80 (€))
th —clflzt (‘Akp()( )|_'_‘Akpo( )‘+|§0(§ )H(L2)3

(UISJDO 29,0p) Hw 28)

—ct
L2 N

L2

\ ’

<]

Std
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for t > 1. Further applications of the triangle inequality and (26) indicate

(D) (uk’po(t,-)—cgo(t,-)Pk,po G, 41, )P90>

L2

S b )+ [ D (#8770 = P )|+ [0 (09 = P,
gf%(mmm@] ,+ [1€1%ot 1D, It + [ 1€1%0a )|, 10011
<t (ulg7po’ulf7po’90) I (29)

where we have employed the next estimate (see, for instance, [6, Lemma 2.2]) in the second line of
the last chain:

7€) = Pyl S IELIf o

Concerning the other frequencies, we still can get exponential decay estimates

| (xuaa(D) + e (D)) (W50, ) = Golt, )P o — Gult, ) Py

—ct
<e

L2

(ug™, ut™, 90)H(L2 +e <‘Pu’f"’°| * |P90|> o

for any ¢ > 1 due to |{| > €. Observing the trivial fact |Pf| < ||f||11, we combine the obtained
estimates in the above to complete the proof of (14).

Let us turn to lower bound estimates for the potential solution w?°. The crucial step is to
estimate the Fourier multipliers €o(t, |€|) and €y x(¢,€) from the below when n = 1,2,3. A direct
consequence of (27) is

Xint (©)Go(t, [€])] 22 2 ou(t) (31)

for n = 1,2,3 and any t > 1. Due to the situation that @Lk(t,@ is not radial symmetric with
respect to &, we will frequently use the following chain for treating the multipliers J((|£|) containing
Riesz transform:

IR 5 = [ (<) |2|£|2d£ [ [ o,

n—1
‘S ‘ |2 n— 1d7“ (32)

where we used polar coordinates with the (n — 1)-dimensiona1 measure of the unit sphere S"~1. As
a consequence, we know from (32) that

i <e "Zﬂm Pt — CoS (\/b2 + 7172|§|t> ~ g )

since the multiplier %@Lk(t, €) is a real function. Indeed, due to the singularity |£|7! for [£] — 0,
the lower bound estimates for it are quite delicate depending on dimensions.

1~
Buto)| 2 SNCS
(3 L2

L2
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Proposition 4.1. Let us take any B; > 0 for j =0,1,2. Concerning the Fourier multiplier

At [€]) 1= = (I — cos(B, e t)eP21T)

él

the following optimal estimates hold:

[ (8, [E])]] 22 = st () (34)
foranyn=1,2,3 andt > 1.

Proof. Thanks to exponential decay estimates when |£| > ¢, the upper bound estimates (34) have
been finished actually at the beginning of this subsection due to the trick (23), boundedness of
since functions and (27). For these reasons, we just need to concentrate on (34) from the below
side, which is the most challenging part in the optimal estimates. To do so, we will separate our
discussion into three parts in terms of dimensions.

Lower-dimensional case: n = 1. With the same philosophy as those in (23), in general we may
rewrite the multiplier by

2 1
(t |§| sin (%|§|t)’ 8_52|§|2t + (62 - 50)|€|te_62‘£‘2t/ 6(62_60)|§|2t8d8.
0

|§|’

Note that the last term in the above will vanish when 8y = 3». Hence, we apply 2|f—g|* > |f|*—2|g/|?
to deduce

10 (E, 1EDIIZ2 > [lxine (€ ) n(t, 1EDIIZ

= sin (221¢]t)| e 22 tag — o / 2o-cléPt e
e i ()| e eag o [ e iag

Let us choose a constant ag such that 0 < ag < 7w/5;. That is to say
}sin (%\g\t)‘ > C >0 forany || € [apt™, 200t "]

We take large-time ¢ > 1 so that 209t ™! < gy always holds. Thus, we shrank the domain of the
first integral only and derive

4t €D I > [ 2, in (31el) e eag — 00 [ ereieag

ot~ 1<|¢|<2a0t1 [€]? I€|<e0
> t2/ e~20216Pt g _ '3
~ aot—1<|€]<2a0t 1
> tz—ne—Sagmt*l o tl—g
> t2—n
for n = 1,2 and t > 1, where we used (26). Nevertheless, considering n = 2, the last lower bound

is just a constant which seems to be not sharp. For this reason, we will employ another idea in such
critical-dimension.
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Critical-dimensional case: n = 2. By considering polar coordinates and shrinking the resultant do-
main into [t‘%, 1] for t > 1, one may see

Sy 2
ot Jg 3 2 [ (77— cos(Brrt)e™ ™) 1 ar

1
> |, (6_250”2 — 2cos(B1Vio)e PotP)7" | cos(BVio) Pe 252"2) o 'do

t 2

1 1
Z | [<e_260"2 + §e_262"2> 2 cos(fyVto)e™ Poth)o 5008(261\/¥0’)e_2’8202] o~ 'do, (35)
t 2

where we used 2 cos? z = 1 + cos(2z) and o = v/tr to be a new ansatz. Indeed, we notice

1 1
/ 1 (e_2f8002 + 56_2’8202> o~ 'do > / “ldo == lnt
t 2

for t > 1. For another, the application of integration by parts hints

= o BVt o

T BL\/E [y sinln iy (o7 (<200 + ) = o) dr

2 2 —1
= sin \/7 —(Bo+pB2) + sin(3 e~ (Bot+B2)t
»31\/_ (Brvte B (8)

B ﬂ / " sn(uVo)e (o (2080 + B2) + 077) do.
1 t 2

It means

‘_2 /11 7008(51\/E0)e_(50+52)02d0
2

1
StE4 1442 da+t2/1a_2da§1
g t t2

for t > 1. Similarly, concerning ¢ > 1, we also arrive at
‘1

ol <1,
2

/1 cos(2B1V/to) 02520
3

g

Summarizing the last estimates, we say
[ es(t, |EDNZ: Z Int — C 2 Int

~Y

for large-time ¢ > 1.

Higher-dimensional case: n = 3. With analogous manner to (35), one can get

o 1
R A A G I
p 1
+t_§/ < 2COS(61\/_0') (Bo+B2)0 §COS(251\/1_€0’)6_2’8202> do.
0

On the other hand, the Riemann-Lebesgue theorem states that

o) 1 o)
—2/ cos(B1Vio)e Foti)7* 4 g 5/ cos(261Vto)e 227" do = o(1)
0 0
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as t > 1, which yields

(NI

[ at, (€D 2 072 + o(t72) 2
for t > 1. The proof is totally complete. O

Remark 4.1. By the similar procedure as the one for n = 3, the optimal estimates also hold for
large-time such that | M, (t,]¢])|| 2 ~ t2~% for any n > 4. But our goal is to study the thermoelas-
ticity in physical dimensions n = 1,2,3 only.

With the aid of the recombination
PP, @) = Go(t, @) Py — Gualt, ) Py = (ubPo (¢, 2) = Go(t, | D))ut™ — G1(t, D)bo)
+ <°§o(t, Db — 6ot x)Puz;,p(J)
+ (G1.4(t, D)o — Gui(t. 2) Py, ).

observing that

(1= X (D)) (2201, ) = ot DY)~ Gualt, DY) o S e | (™ 7,0
and (28), we have
SJ t_% (ulg,po kpo 90) H(LzﬂLl ’CgO(tv ‘D‘)ullg7p0(> - Cg(](tu ')Pulf’po L2
+ |11 (t, D)0o(-) — 61k (2, ) Pooll 12 » (36)

by some minor modifications of the derivation of (29). On the other hand, just applying the same
argument for €,(t, x) below, particularly (42), to the decomposition

Golt, |D)ur™ () — Got, 1) Py = [, (Go(t;x —y) — Go(t, ) )ui™(y)dy
1 ‘y|<t1
+ [ Glta =gty - [ Gt el )y,
ly|>t2 ly|>t1

we easily obtain

as t — 0o. By the same way we also have

1G14(t, D)o () = Gue(ts ) Pag l 2 = o(sha(?)) (38)

Go(t, | DUy (-) = Go(t, )P,

= o(sn(1)) (37)

L2

as t — oo. Thus, we arrive at the estimate

}

uFP(t, ) — Gt )pk,,o_fglk( ) Py, :o(sﬂn(t)) (39)

L2
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for ¢ > 1 and ub ™, 7 0y € L2 N L' by (36)-(38).
By directly applymg Propos1t10n 4.1 and (33) associated with corresponding constants

ke
= /0% + , 40
N2, P2 = b2 ) (40)

Po = b2 + 172’

we claim for large-time that
1~
5%u(t9)| | 2.0, (a1)
i L2

Due to the real value of %@Lk(t, €), by using (31), (41), one claims

1 2
Cg(]( )P k:p() +’L Cgl k( )Pgo

i (e, = = |
2
= ||6o(t, ')H%2|Puk,p0 %+ H—.?Lk(t, )
1 7 L2
2
2 (a)” (1P + 1P )
1
for t > 1. Recalling (39) and Minkowski’s inequality, for ¢t > 1 we can get
lu"#o(t, ez = " (¢, )22 —

2 &qn(t)\/|Pukvpo|2 + [ Pyl? — 171
1

L2

|F)90|2

uk,po (t7 ) - CgO(tu ')Pulf’po Cgl k( >P€0

(u/g,po pr HO)H(LQle)S — o(sﬂn(t))

2 61a(0), /1P oo 2+ | Po [
It immediately completes our proof of (8) from the below side.

4.2 Second-order asymptotic profiles for the potential solution

Firstly, let us explain shortly the idea of construction for the second-order profile ¥* = *(t, z)
since the first-order profile (leading term) ¢* = ©*(¢, r) has been built by extracting the dominant
terms. To get the second-order profile, we not only derive the second-order expansions of solution,
but also need to find the worst term with the help of Taylor’s expansions. Recalling the profiles
©*(t, z) and ¥*(t, x), we apply a suitable decomposition as follows:

uF P (t ) — oMt ) — YF(t,x) = Z €;(t, x),

.....

where these error functions are defined by
B (t,z) == uFP (¢, 2) — Go(t, | D))ui™ — €1 4(t, D)o — Golt, |D])ug™
— (#o(t, D)) + Gs(t, | D)) )ul™ — (F1.4(t, D) + Gax(t, D))o,
and
Gyt ) = Go(t, | Duf? — €t 2) P ro = VGo(t, ) © M,
Es(t, x) =61 1(t, D)0y — G 1(t, x)Ppy — VE i (t, ) 0 Mp,,
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as well as
Bult, :)3) = G (t, | D|)up? — Ga(t, 2) P o
s(t, x) == (Ho(t, |D]) + Gs(t, | D)) Juy ki (%o(t,x)+°§3(t,x))Puflc,po,
= (Hu(t, D) + Gux(t, D))o — (Hri(t, 7) + Gaklt,x)) P,

Let us review the final estimate in Proposition 3.2. The application of the triangle inequality
immediately shows

Xint (€ ‘Uk P Gotig" — (@0 + o + C33) apre — (@1,1@ + 7?11@ + @4,]6) 50’
g2t [~k ki, ~
S Xine (§)[€le ™€ ([ag™| + [ar™] + |6ol) ,
where Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 were used. Thus, we split the goal into two frequencies parts to get
|X1nt( ) ( ’ ||L2 + ‘ (]- - Xint(D))%l(ta )
—clef2t (|~k, ~k,
Xime ()€l ([ag ™|+ (@] + 100 )|,

i k.po , Epo g
(Uo ) Uy

L2

[€1(t, )2 <
< +e

k k
(s k)]

(L2)?

_1l_n
t 271

AN

’ 0) H(L2OL1)3

for t > 1. To deal with the second error term, we may decompose it into three functions as follows:
&ltr) = [ (Solt e —y) = olt,2) —y o Vot )l (y)dy
Y|I< 1

t [ (Saltr — )~ Solt )i )y + [ (~y) 0 TEo(t, )t (y)dy
ly|>t>1 ly[>t1
= %271(15, ZL’) + %272(t, ZL") + %273(15, [L’)
carrying a small positive constant ar; < 1. The application of Taylor’s expansions implies

6otz —y) = %o(t, 2)| Syl IVE(t, 2 — o0y)], (42)
otz —y) = G(t, ) —y o VG(t,2)| S [y[*IV*G(t,z — ory)],

with some constants g, 01 € (0,1). So, it implies

11 (t, )1z S [ 1EPBoE, (€D Ll ™[ on S 207275 |ug ™| 1,
€2t ez + 1Ea(t ez S NHEIG(E, €D 12 Nyl ™ (y)ldy = o(t™ %),
|

y| >t

for t > 1, where we considered uk Po e L1 50 that

lim ly] [ui™ (y)|dy = 0.

t—o0 |y\2ta1

Thus, we claim

n

1Bt )2 < D 1162t )2 = 0(t™7)

§j=1,2,3
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fort>1landn=1,2,3.
By the same way, with the aid of 8, € LY, we may obtain

185(t, )l 22 = o(t™7)
for t > 1. Applying the same method as (29), we assert that

_1l_n
1Ba(t, 2o+ 185, Mze + 186, Moz S 727 | (ug™, up?

’ 90) H(LQHLl)x(L%WLU)?

for large-time. Summarizing all estimates in the above, that leads to (16) for ¢ > 1 to complete
our proof of Corollary 2.1.

4.3 Optimal estimates for the leading term

Concerning upper bound estimates for large-time, we have proved them already in (29) and (30)
totally. Thus, we are just required to concentrate on the lower one, whose key is lower bound
estimates for ¢*(¢,-) in the L? norm. The Fourier imagine of 1)*(¢, -) is represented by

A1) = 1 ( (€ 0 Myt ) Golt. €D + (€ 0 Mag)B(t,6) ) + Balts D Py
+ (Ho(t, 1€1) + Bt 1€D) P oo + (Hi(t,€) + Gan(t,€)) Pao,
therefore, we may re-organize it to separate the imaginary part and the real part
o~ , . 1, ~ .
A6 = (€ 0 Mysoo) Golt [€) + 5 (Fan(t,) + Ban(t.)) Py
+ (Bt 6P g0+ (Folt, 1)+ Bo(ts €D P, + (€ © Ma) Bt 6))
= Z%7(157 5) + %S(ta g)a

where %;(t, &) and Es(t, €) are the real functions with parameters (40) such that

~ i t
& (t,6) = Me—ﬁz\ﬂ% l(i o Muwo> + Alg_’f|§|2tp90 +A2gp001 ,

A q i N q
Su(t.€) = ool [ﬂp e o +Lé<ioM )]

o(:8) ot " T @ e T e \Je
VP rw A KY1Y2 P k.po & [ €
+ cos the PPt o Te%py,, — T T <_OM ) ’
(Bilelt) +mre m d u (0 +m72)? B+ 7 €]\ €] %
equipping
A, = f€27%72(7112 +40) A, = 71'-6(71%;— 26%)
801 B

Because %7(15, ¢) and %g(t, €) are the imaginary part and the real part, namely,

1958, )17z = 182, O3 + 1Es(t. )72,

we will estimate them in the L? norm separately.
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Let us apply polar coordinates again and separate them with respect to the power of 7 in the
integration to see

& 1 o . —2821%t . .n— 2
I (t, )72 = @/0 /Snil | sin(Byrt) |Pe 202" tn1 ((w o Muk,po) + Ayt Py, + Agkag()) do,,dr
1 1

B ©© B %)
- _g/ |sin(Byrt) e 22 dr + —;t/ | sin(Byrt) |Pe202 "ty
Bi Jo B Jo
B,
2t [ sin(Brt e,
1

where the integrals over the domains S~ ! are
By := / ((w oM k,p0)2 + 2A5wy Py, (w oM k,po) + \A2|2w,§\Pgo\2> do,,
§n—1 Uy Uuq
]Bl = 2A1P90/ ((w oM k,po) -+ A2kago) wkdaw,
Snfl ul

B, = |A1|2|P90|2/Sn71 wido,.

By using the property of the basic as follows:

/s . wjwpdo,, =

we are able to explicitly calculate the constants

1
—|IS*™Y if j =k,
n

0 if j#k,

Sn—l
By = 1L (1M onl? 4+ 240P0 M+ |AsPIPP)
_ S™ ] k
Bl — 2A1P00 n Muk,po _I_ AQPOO 9
1
5]
= AP
with M¥,,  denoting the k-th element of the vector M ks, = (MY ,,, -, M",,). Indeed, for any
uy Uy uy Uy

ay > 0, taking s = rv/t and 1 = 51/25,, we know from the Riemann-Lebesgue theorem that
/ |sin(ﬁlrt)|2e_262’"2t7’"_1+azdr
0
= sin(B1 sVt 202P2s gn—ltaz
| sin
0
1 n+o oo o8]
51& 2 (/ e_252325"_1+a2ds—/ cos(2ﬁls\/1_5)6_252323”_1+°‘2d3)
0 0
1 _nta n+ao o8]
— 5t (@87 [T ety + o)
1 n+a +a n _|_ o
Lo (e (152) )

for ¢t > 1, where we employed 2sin? z = 1 — cos(2z) and

['(2) ::/ e My ldn = 2/ e_"anz_ldn.
0 0




Due to the relation I'(z 4+ 1) = 2I'(z) so that
4 2 2 2
F(n+ >:n+ F(n+ ):(n+ )nr(ﬁ)7

2 2 2 4 2
it shows
1t 6) 20 = 202 4s Bor (3) + (262) Bl ("2 + (262) Bar (”+4)+o<1)}
S 432 2 2
n—1| _
2 2 <Bo + 4L52B1 + _(nl—g;z)n_B2> =: _%—|Sn ‘B2.
2

It is worth noting that the non-negative quantity B2 can be rewritten by

= | M, + 245 Pog My + | Ao P |* + —Alpgo (Mj,;,,,o + A2 Py,)

25,
(n+2)n
+T53|A1|2|P90|2
= (M orpo P+ 2 [ Ap+ Ay | Py My + | [ As + A 2+LA2 | Py, |2
ulypo 2 462 1 0o ul,po 2 462 1 8622 1 Ool >
and then
2
_ Ay + -2 A
B2=11— ( 4,82 ) ‘Mk P0|2+Z‘M]kpo|2 165 Az‘P90|2
(A + A1) + 2 42 T 2

Ay + A
+ J <A2 + %’Lh) 166 =z A Py, + e M
2 P (A gt

1
> A2min |1 (|Mk,,, \2+|P90|2).
1652 ( (A2_|_ Al) +on A2) uy 0

1652

Next, we turn to some estimates for ||€s(t,£)||2.. For the simplicity, we may denote

IRRET p Y172 kv A "
ST Y12 . (52 + 7172) TRy Y172’
b P k,po A
A — B Yo A? = __1P k,pg 4
b* + 172 oM

in other words, the goal can be reset by

%8(15’5) — o—Polélt [Ag + Ay + A5% <|§| Meoﬂ

+ cos( ¢ty 1 l‘% ¥ AP - Ay Ast €] <|§| M@oﬂ |

26
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Then, we divide it into three portions
185 (t, €)1172 = Bs + Bs + 2Bs,
where
L > —2B07%t, .n—1 2
Bs := e r [Ag + Ay + Aswy, (w o Mgo)} do,dr,
0 Snfl
00 2
B, = / |cos(ﬁlrt)|2e_262’"2tr"_l/ 1 {AG + Atr? — Ay — Aswp (w o Mgo)} do,dr,
0 sn—
and
B = / cos(Byrt)e”Pothalrttyn=1
0
X / [Ag + Ay + Aswy (w o Meo)} [Aﬁ + Aqtr? — Ay — Aswy, (w o Mgo)} do,dr,
Snfl
by the same argument for B; when j = 0,1,2. Now, let us recall the equality that
3m

7

2 2, ,
/Snil wk(woMgO) do, = 2F("+4 Z| 90| 2F("+4)|M9°|
S 2 k(2
S (VAN AL 43
n(n + 2) (| ol +2[ Mg ) (43)

Concerning the proof of (43), one may see [27, Lemma 2.6]. Combining the method of the derivations
of By, By, as well as (43), we see that

o , 2
By =[5 [ ettt [(Ag + A1) + = (Ag + An) AsMj, + A3 (Mo, + 2|Mé2\2)] dr.

n(n+ 2)

Then, noting that % < 5 for n > 2 and the trivial case My, = Mé“o when n = 1, we conclude that
Bs 2 7% (A3 + A1) + [ My, )

Vv

2
t% (((b2 +7172) B e + Hpufvpo) + |M90\2>

by applying the same argument for B2.
For the term By, we can use 2cos® z = 1 + cos(2z) to arrive at

By =By + By,

where we wrote

1 o 2
By == e~ 2Per’tpn—1 Ag + Aztr? — Ay — Aswy (w o My dodr,
’ 2 Jo =1 0

1 [e'e)
Byo:= = cos(2p:rt e~ 2P2rtyn—1 Ag + Aqtr? — Ay — Aswi(w o My ? do,dr.
0
’ 2 Jo Sn—1

As in the estimate of B3, we re-formula

S" ! 2
By = | / A l(A(g — Ay + A77‘2)2 - 5(146 — Ay + A7T2)A5Mgo

A

2 k12
+m(‘M€O‘ +2‘M90| )]d’/‘
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and estimate

Bua 2 t7F [T et (s — Ag+ A + My, ) dr

— 75T <2> (28,)7% <(A6 — A1)’ + 2_52A7(A6 A+ <g " 1) (2;13)2)

_n 0 98yr? n—
FE My, [ [ et ta
0

n

75 ((As — Ar)” + A2 + | My, |*)
t5(|1Ppno|” + | P + [ Moy ),

2
2

where we used the fact that (r —y)? +y? = 0 for 2,y € R implies x = y = 0. On the other hand,
the remainder term B, o 4 2B; is easily estimated by the Riemann-Lebesgue formula as follows:

t=3 oo
Byo + 2B5 = 72 /0 cos 261r\/f)e_252r2r”_1/g ) {A6 + At — Ay — Aswy, (w o Meoﬂ2 do,dr
+2t_%/ COS(ﬁlT’\/_) —(Bo+B2)r -1
0

X /nil [Ag + A4 + A5wk (w @) Mgo)}
X {AG + Ar? — Ay — Aswy, (w o Mgo)} do,dr
= o(t™2)

ast>1forn=1,2,3.
Thus, the summary of last estimates concludes

165t N 2 75 (1M 0 + | Paol*) + 872 (1P + [P + 1Mo, )
t 2B
We combine with Minkowski’s inequality and the derived error estimates (16) so that
lutPo(t, ) — @O (t, )z 2t 1Bl —o(t™1) 2 t7|B|

for t > 1. Then, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.2.

5 Final remarks

Throughout this work, we have investigated large-time asymptotic profiles for a typical hyperbolic-
parabolic coupled system, i.e. the classical thermoelastic system for n = 1,2,3. Our methods
are based on the treatments for third-order (in time) evolution equations and fine analyses for
the Fourier multipliers carrying singularities, dissipations and oscillations. We conjecture that our
methodology can be generalized to other thermoelastic models even hyperbolic-hyperbolic coupled
systems, including thermoelasticity system with second sound [21, 22] (i.e. elastic body with Catta-
neo’s law of heat conduction), thermoelasticity of type II or type III [26, 29] (i.e. elastic body with
Jeffreys type of heat conduction). Nevertheless, one needs a suitable way to deal with fourth-order
evolution equations.
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A Lower bound estimates for the free wave equation

This appendix contributes to lower bound estimates of the solution to the linear wave model (10)
under w; € L' regularity, which improves the estimates in [7, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2]. To be specific,
we only require L' regularity rather than L% regularity in [7] for the second data. Moreover, we
do not rely on the trick of shrinking domain in [7, Equation (2.17)].

The crucial tool is estimating the oscillating Fourier multiplier in the next proposition.

Proposition A.1. Let g € L' for n = 1,2. The following lower bound estimates hold:

g{ixcmufu)g@) 5 {ﬂngl if m=1,
L2

I,(t;n) = ‘

€| VInt|P,| if n=2,
for any t>1.

Proof. When n = 1, the application of change of variable n = £t shows

(@@JD2:tRHE@2b04@f&L (44)

By the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and g(0) = P,, we know

|Smn| Py = [l Ismnl2

namely,

| sing|? [sinnl? |
) an=inP [ S = o)

for t > 1. So, one can get

|Sln17|2

RHS of (44) — ﬂP\/ dn + oft) 2 t| Py [?

for t > 1, due to the fact that [ |n|72| sinn|>dn is a positive constant.
For the case in the two-dimension n = 2, we apply polar coordinates and 1 = v/tr to find

(Ig(t; 2))2 = /OO M/ |§(wr)|*do,dr

0
[e'e] t 2
> e~ Qtw/m (wr)|*do,dr
0
2
2/ 2|Sln \/777| /‘g t 2w7] dO’wd’f], (45)
0

where we considered et < 1 for any ¢ > 0. Again, employing the well-known Lebesgue dominated

convergence theorem and §(0) = P,, it holds

tim [ [7 (¢ 4un)[ dow = [ 15(0) o, = [P ISI

t—oo J§
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in other words, concerning t > 1,
1 2 1
g(t = do, > =|P,)|S].
g (¢ em)["dow > SRS

Consequently, the shrinking of domain into [t_%, 1] implies

1 2
RHS of (45) > 3|P,| |S|/ [sin(vin)[ \/’7”

1 1 21 20082\/
|P|\S|(/1e by - [ e )

For one thing, a direct consequence indicates
1 1 11 1
/ . e_"Q—dn > e_l/ , —dn=—Int
t32 n 7 2e
for t > 1, and an integration by parts leads to
/1 o cos(2\/1_fn)dn _ (o sin(2v/tn)
t " 2/t

1
2

=1 +/1 s1n(2\/n) - 2+i dn
n:tf% 2 2\/7 7]2 .

It immediately gives

1 2
/t e—ﬁQ COS( n\/l_f/r/) dT}

1 1 1 1 1
<—+H—jd+—J‘4d$
NG Jido Mo s

as large-time ¢t > 1. Finally, we conclude that

1
2

RHS of (45) > Int|P,|* — ¢ > Int|P,|?
for t > 1, which demonstrates the desired estimate for n = 2. O

Corollary A.1. Let us consider the free wave equation (10) for n = 1,2 carrying initial datum
wo € L? and wy € L*. Then, the solution w satisfies the following lower bound estimates:

lo(t, |y > A VE Pl =1
\/E|Pw1| Zf n = 2’

for anyt > 1.

Remark A.1. This result implies that the solution of free wave equation grows to infinite ast — oo
providing that |P,,| # 0. Due to the upper bound estimates in [7], we may state the optimal growth
estimates ||w(t, )| 12 =~ d,(t) fort > 1 andn = 1,2 by taking initial datum in L*NL' and |P,,| # 0.

Proof. 1t is well-known that the solution of (10) in the Fourier space is expressed by

sin(|€]t)

= cos(|&|t)wo + €] Wy .
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Hence, according to 2|f + g|> > | f|* — 2|g|* and Proposition A.1, we get
~ 1 (sin(|€]t)
loc. )13 > o (2

L2

o JHPu, P = llwollz. i n=1,
T\ Int|Py, > = woll7. if n=2,

2

~ |7t (costigitym) |

|

for t > 1. Because of wy € L? as well as w; € L', our proof is completed. O

Acknowledgments

The second author (Hiroshi Takeda) is supported in part by the Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
(C) (No. 19K03596) from Japan Society for the Promotion of Science. The authors thank Xiufang
Cui (Shanghai Jiao Tong University) for some discussions on elasticity in 2D and 3D.

References

[1] D.S. Chandrasekharaiah, Hyperbolic thermoelasticity: a review of recent literature. Appl.
Mech. Rev. 51 (1998), 705-729.

[2] W. Chen, R. Ikehata, Optimal large-time estimates and singular limits for the thermoelastic
plate equations with Fourier’s law. Preprint, (2022).

[3] C.M. Dafermos, On the existence and the asymptotic stability of solutions to the equations of
linear thermoelasticity. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 29 (1968), 241-271.

[4] A.E. Green, P.M. Naghdi, A re-examination of the basic postulates of thermomechanics. Proc.
Roy. Soc. London Ser. A 432 (1991), no. 1885, 171-194.

[5] K. Ide, K. Haramoto, S. Kawashima, Decay property of regularity-loss type for dissipative
Timoshenko system. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci. 18 (2008), no. 5, 647-667.

[6] R. Ikehata, Asymptotic profiles for wave equations with strong damping. J. Differential
Fquations 257 (2014), no. 6, 2159-2177.

[7] R. Ikehata, L2-blowup estimates of the wave equation and its application to local energy decay.
Preprint, (2021).

8] R. Ikehata, M. Onodera, Remarks on large time behavior of the L?*-norm of solutions to
strongly damped wave equations. Differential Integral Equations 30 (2017), no. 7-8, 505-520.

9] K. Jachmann, M. Reissig, Cauchy problem for linear thermoelastic systems. I. A unified
approach. Int. J. Dyn. Syst. Differ. Equ. 2 (2009), no. 3-4, 170-201.

[10] K. Jachmann, J. Wirth, Diagonalisation schemes and applications. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4)
189 (2010), no. 4, 571-590.



32

[11] S. Jiang, R. Racke, Evolution equations in thermoelasticity. Chapman & Hall/CRC Monographs
and Surveys in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 112. Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL,
2000. x+308 pp.

[12] M. Kirane, N. Tatar, A nonexistence result to a Cauchy problem in nonlinear one dimensional
thermoelasticity. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 254 (2001), no. 1, 71-86.

[13] L.D. Landau, E.M. Lifsic, The mechanics of continuous media. 2d ed. Gosudarstv. Izdat.
Tehn.-Teor. Lit., Moscow, 1953. 788 pp.

[14] H. Michihisa, Optimal leading term of solutions to wave equations with strong damping terms.
Hokkaido Math. J. 50 (2021), no. 2, 165-186.

[15] J.E. Munoz Rivera, Energy decay rates in linear thermoelasticity. Funkcial. Ekvac. 35 (1992),
no. 1, 19-30.

[16] J.E. Munoz Rivera, R. Racke, Large solutions and smoothing properties for nonlinear ther-
moelastic systems. J. Differential Equations 127 (1996), no. 2, 454-483.

[17] Y. Qin, J.E. Munoz Rivera, Blow-up of solutions to the Cauchy problem in nonlinear one-
dimensional thermoelasticity. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 292 (2004), no. 1, 160-193.

[18] R. Racke, On the time-asymptotic behaviour of solutions in thermoelasticity. Proc. Roy. Soc.
Edinburgh Sect. A 107 (1987), no. 3-4, 289-298.

[19] R. Racke, Blow-up in nonlinear three-dimensional thermoelasticity. Math. Methods Appl. Sci.
12 (1990), no. 3, 267-273.

[20] R. Racke, On the Cauchy problem in nonlinear 3-d thermoelasticity. Math. Z. 203 (1990), no.
4, 649-682.

[21] R. Racke, Thermoelasticity with second sound—exponential stability in linear and non-linear
1-d. Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 25 (2002), no. 5, 409-441.

[22] R. Racke, Asymptotic behavior of solutions in linear 2- or 3-D thermoelasticity with second
sound. Quart. Appl. Math. 61 (2003), no. 2, 315-328.

[23] R. Racke, Y. Shibata, Global smooth solutions and asymptotic stability in one-dimensional
nonlinear thermoelasticity. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 116 (1991), no. 1, 1-34.

[24] R. Racke, Y.G. Wang, Propagation of singularities in one-dimensional thermoelasticity. J.
Math. Anal. Appl. 223 (1998), no. 1, 216-247.

[25] M. Reissig, Y.G. Wang, Propagation of mild singularities in higher-dimensional thermoelastic-
ity. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 240 (1999), no. 2, 398-415.

[26] M. Reissig, Y.G. Wang, Cauchy problems for linear thermoelastic systems of type III in one
space variable. Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 28 (2005), no. 11, 1359-1381.

[27] H. Takeda, Large time behavior of solutions to elastic wave with structural damping. J.
Differential Equations 326 (2022), 227-253.



33

[28] Y.G. Wang, Microlocal analysis in nonlinear thermoelasticity. Nonlinear Anal. 54 (2003), no.
4, 683-705.

[29] L. Yang, Y.G. Wang, Well-posedness and decay estimates for Cauchy problems of linear
thermoelastic systems of type I in 3-D. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 55 (2006), no. 4, 1333-1361.



	1 Introduction
	2 Main results
	2.1 Pretreatments by the Helmholtz decomposition
	2.2 Main result on optimal estimates of the potential solution
	2.3 Main result on asymptotic profiles of the potential solution

	3 Asymptotic behaviors of solutions in the Fourier space
	3.1 Pretreatment by the reduction procedure
	3.2 Asymptotic expansions for the kernels
	3.3 Pointwise estimates and auxiliary functions in the Fourier space

	4 Large-time asymptotic profiles for the potential solution
	4.1 Optimal estimates and first-order profiles for the potential solution
	4.2 Second-order asymptotic profiles for the potential solution
	4.3 Optimal estimates for the leading term

	5 Final remarks
	A Lower bound estimates for the free wave equation

