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Abstract
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the higher order asymptotic properties of the solution to the Cauchy problem
of a class of nonlinear time-evolution problems.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.03335v2

1 Introduction

The Renormalization Group (RG) Methods have been applied to numerous
problems since the early 1950s. Their application to the asymptotic analysis of
differential equations was initiated in the 1990s [II, 2, Bl 4] and the mathematical
aspects of the method were rigorously developed by Bricmont, Kupiainen and
collaborators [5]. The later has shown to be very efficient in providing the leading
order long time asymptotics of solutions to a wide class of initial value problems,
both analytically and numerically [6 [7, 8l ©]. This is so as long as we consider
nonzero mass initial data. Under the zero mass condition, the scaling used in [5] to
define the RG operator fails to provide a method good enough to describe refined
asymptotic information such as profile function and decay or spreading exponents.
Despite this, the zero mass condition is crucial if one wants to look for higher order
asymptotics. Also, in many interesting problems, as for instance the extension to
the whole line of the mixed initial value problem (IVP) on a half line with Dirichlet

zero boundary condition at the origin, the zero mass condition naturally appears.

In this paper we extend the RG method as developed in [5] to IVPs under the
zero mass condition on the initial data. We show that, even if [, f(z)dz = 0, a
suitable scaling can be conveniently defined, which generates an RG operator whose
iterates converge to a fixed point that correctly describes the profile function and
the decaying exponents associated with the next-to-leading order asymptotics of

solutions to the IVP.

More specifically, we deal with the following class of problems:

{ Ut + WUy = Ugy + AF(u,uy), 2 € RE> 1, (1)
u(z,1) = f(x).

For small enough initial data and if one of the two hypothesis is satisfied:

(H-1) [, f(z)dz =0 and F(u,u,) = Z Cnt Uy,

n>2
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(H-2) fis odd and F(u,u,) = Z Con a2

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

we will show that the solution u(z,t) to IVP () behaves, for ¢t > 1, as

(s t) ~ ?fl* (%) , (2)

where A is a prefactor and
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The long time behavior ([2)) will come out from the iterates of a nonlinear operator

fi(x) = 3)

(the RG operator) whose linearization will have f; (z), given by @), as a fixed
point. Furthermore, the time decay exponent o = 1 and the time spread exponent
B =1/2, on the right hand side of (2]), are intimately related to the definition of the
RG operator. The nonlinearity F'(u,u,) in (H-1) or (H-2) is such that it preserves
the symmetry of the initial data along the time evolution. Also, F'(u,u,) is chosen
to be “irrelevant” under the RG flow so that the long time behavior (@) will be,

essentially, the one given by the linearized problem.

The motivation for this paper arose from our attempt to understand, within the
context of the RG framework as developed by Bricmont et al. in [5], those numerical
results presented by Braga et al. in [I0] regarding the Burgers Equation under the
zero mass condition. This is exactly IVP (), under (H-1) and A = 0, and the
Numerical Renormalization Group (NRG) scheme developed in [10] was able to
predict, within the allowed numerical error, the long time behavior (2]), the profile
function being the expected one (B]) as well as the time exponents « = 1 and 8 = 1/2,
being this a strong evidence that it would be possible to analytically establish a
multiscale argument to provide the asymptotic behavior by first principles. The
correctness of the nRG results is validated by Whitham in [IT], where an explicit
formula for the solution to () with A = 0 is obtained. A t — oo analysis of this
formula validates the behavior predicted numerically in [I0]. On the other hand,
a straightforward application of the multiscale analysis of [5] to this problem can

only lead to the conclusion that u(z,t) ~ 0 if [, f(x)dz =0 and ¢ > 1. Therefore,



if one wants to preserve the ideias behind the multiscale method of [5] to get the
long time behavior (@), it is necessary to modify the definition of the RG operator
to incorporate the correct time exponents v and 5 and that is what we have done

in this paper.

We point out that Bona et al., in [7], have used the RG approach to prove that,
at lowest order, the asymptotic state of solutions to a generalized Kortweg-de Vries
equation do not depend upon the nonlinearity, the dispersion, nor on the initial
data (except for its mass). In order to visualize the effects of nonlinearity and
dispersion, the authors performed in [12] a higher order asymptotic analysis, but
without changing the usual definition of the RG operator, which demanded a greater

refinement in the performed calculations.

For ¢ > 1, the behavior (@) can be rephrased as tu(v/tr,t) ~ Af; (r) and taking

t = L% L > 1, we are lead to the scaling L?u(Lx, L?) (instead of the canonical

b

rescaling Lu(Lx, L?), see [5]). This being the case, terms of the form u?ul, in

U = Ugy + u“ug, would be contracted by a factor of L2*T30=4if 2¢ +3b—4 < 0.
In particular, this would be the case for the Burgers wu, term as well as for
the nonlinearity F(u,u,) assumed in (H-1) and (H-2), that is, they will all be
“irrelevant” in the limit L > 1. Notice that, with the canonical rescaling as in

[B], the nonlinearity wu, is marginal, i.e., the equation u; = gz, + Auu, is scale

invariant.

The asymptotic behavior (2)) can also be heuristically evidenced: if we consider the
explicit solution of the linear problem given by an inverse Fourier transform, it is

clear that

T

~fO (=
u(x,t) ~ \/E¢<\/E>7 t>1, (4)

where ¢ is the Gaussian distribution. However, if one considers a zero mass initial

data, then (@) reduces to u(x,t) =~ 0, giving us no quantitative information about



how u(x,t) approaches zero. In this case, the above approach becomes

_'A/ . @
u(z,t) =~ %ﬁo)/ﬂgwe”zew(ﬁ)dw—ketO (til), t>1,

2 () e 5)

where A = —if'(0) = — Jg xf(x)dx and f{ is given by (B). Notice that the behavior

@) is similar to ().

Q

We now state our results. Since we are now considering f under the zero mass
condition, it is necessary to incorporate the second derivative term in the definition

of the space for the initial data. More precisely, given ¢ > 1, define

1£llg = sup(1 + wl) (1F(@)] + 17 @) + 17" @)1) (6)
weR

and

By ={f e L'®): flw) € C*®) e |f]ly < +0} . (7)

In Section 2] we validate the results obtained numerically in [I0] by proving the

following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. For fized ¢ > 3/2, let f € B, satisfying the zero mass condition
and consider IVP () with A = 0. There are ¢ >0 and A = A(f,uuy) such that, if

Ifllg <€, then the solution u to IVP () satisfies

lim [tu(t>,t) — Aff ]y =0, (8)

t—+o00o

where [} is given by (3).

Remark: Although we have assumed A = 0, the above theorem also holds for
A # 0 and F(u,u,) given in (H-1)) and its proof goes along the lines of Section
together with the additional care to guarantee that iterates will all end up inside

the power series’ interval of convergence (see also Section [)).

In Section Bl we consider a more general problem and prove our main result:



Theorem 1.2. Given ¢ > 2, consider IVP (1)) satisfying hypothesis (H-2), f € B,
and |[\| < 1. There are e > 0 and A = A(f, F) such that, if ||f||; < €, then the

solution u to IVP () satisfies

t—r+oo

where fi is given by (3).

As a corollary to the above theorem, we obtain the asymptotics of the solution for

a mixed Dirichlet problem on the half-line. Consider the IVP

{ Up + Uy = Ugy + A (u,uy), > 0,8 > 1,

u(z,1) = f(x), w(0,1)=0. (10)

Corollary 1.1. Under the hypothesis (H-2), there are € > 0 and A = A(f, F) such
that, if |fll, < € where f is the odd extension of f, then the solution u of (I0)

satisfies

lim [[tu(tz-,t) — Aff]ly =0,

t—+oo

where fy is given by (3).
2 The Algorithm and the Burgers Equation

The numerical results and the nRG generator algorithm in [10] are strong indications
that the Renormalization Group method could be implemented analytically to study
the initial value problem associated with the Burgers Equation. In this section we
will show that the numerical result corresponds to the dynamics of the RG operator,
in the vicinity of its critical point. We will see that the long time behavior of the
solution to IVP () with A = 0 and zero mass initial data is the same as the one
corresponding to the linear IVP, that is, the term wu, does not contribute to the

asymptotic behavior, except for the prefactor.

To proceed, we first need to prove that, given L > 1, g > % and X\ € [—1,1], if the



initial data f is sufficiently “small” in B, then, the IVP

{ Uy = Upy + Mg, v €R, te(1,L?, (11)
u(z,1) = f(z), fe€B,
with A € [~1,1], has a unique local solution with ¢ € [1, L?]. Consider
BW = {u: R x [1,L%] — R; u(-t) € By, Vt € [1,L7]}, (12)
[ull = sup fJu(-t)l4- (13)
te(1,L2?]

and let uy be the solution to the linear equation associated with the Burgers

equation. Then, defining the ball

By ={ue B/llu—us|| <|[[fllq} (14)

we have the following

Theorem 2.1. Given L > 1, ¢ > % and X € [—1,1], there exists ¢ = ¢(L,q) > 0

such that, if f € By and ||f|lq < €, then, IVP ([I1) has a unique solution in By.

Defining the operator T': B — By s uy + AN (u), where

4s

=1 o =t o
N(u)(:v,t):/o /Rﬁ-%(y,t—s—l)dyds, (15)

the proof of the above theorem is straightforward from the Banach Fixed Point
Theorem once it is shown that the operator T is such that T'(By) C By and it is
a contraction in By. In Section [B] we give a more detailed proof of Theorem B.1]

which generalizes the above local existence and uniqueness theorem.

The RG approach that we employ in this paper is basically the integration of the
equation followed by a rescaling. To explain this idea, we let u be a real-valued
function of (z,t) € R x R*. For a fixed L > 1, define, inductively, a sequence of

rescaled functions {u,}52, by up = w and, for n > 1,

Un(z,t) = L*u, 1 (La, L*t).



If the original function w is a global solution to IVP ([, then a direct calculation

reveals that u,, satisfies the renormalized IVP:

{ W= Uge T Auug, T €R, te(1,L7, (16)

u(z, 1) = fo(@), fn € By q> 3,
where A, = AL~ ", with \g = A and fy = f. From Theorem B if || fn| < e,
there is a unique solution to IVP () in By, , which can be written as w,(z,t) =
ug, (z,t) 4+ vy (z,t), where uy, is the solution to the linear problem with initial data
fn and v, = Ay N(uy,), with N given by ([Z)). We can then define the RG operator

for IVP ([I6]) with n > 0:
(Rpnfn) (z) = L*u,(La, L?), V2 € R (17)

and

Jot1 = R fo. (18)

With the above definitions in mind, we now introduce the steps to construct the

iterative process behind the RG method. Define

Be={fe€By:|lfllq <e}, (19)

where € > 0 is given by Theorem 2J1 We will call the following procedure the
Renormalization Group generator Algorithm, or simply RGA. Start with the initial
condition of the IVP (), fo = f € B, under the zero mass condition. For

n=0,1,2,..., we have the following:

1. f, is decomposed in two components, one of them in the direction of the fixed
point f;. The other, given by f,, — A, f{ = gn, depends on the choice of the
prefactor A,,. The later is then chosen in such a way that g,(0) = g, (0) = 0,

that is, g, will be contracted by the RG operator (see Lemma 2.1]);

2. if f, € B, then the IVP (I€) has a unique solution u, in By and, therefore,

L?up, (L, L?) is well defined and it is in By;



3. L?u,(Lx, L?) defines a new initial data f, 1 for a new, renormalized PDE,
which differs from the previous one by the parameter \,;1 = A, L~!. From

the symmetry of the equation, f,,+1 has zero mass if f, does.

4. estimate || fn+1]lq to guarantee that f,4+1 € B if f € B, is well chosen, in

order to iterate the process.

5. estimate the distance between A,;; and A, and how big is ¢,1+1 when

compared to g, and f,.

Assuming that the ARG can be iterated, we will have a sequence of initial value
problems, with zero mass f, and parameter A\, = AL™". In addition, f, will
admit the desired decomposition A, f; + g, and will be in the B, ball. Step
above will allow us to prove that, when n goes to oo, g, converges to zero and A,
converges to some value A so that f, — Aff. In order for us to state and prove the
renormalization lemma, which will enable the iteration of the algorithm described
above, we need to define the linear operator and state some of its important

properties.

Let u be the solution to IVP () with A = 0 and define the linear RG operator

Rp : By — By, by (RLf)(z) = L*u(Lz, L?). 1t is not hard to see that
1£71lg < sup(1 + w|9) (1 + 7Tlw| + 20 + 4|w?]) e =k, < o0, (20)
weR

which implies that f{ € B,. It then follows that f; is a fixed point of Ry, i.e.,
Rrff = f{. Furthermore, the semigroup property Ry o ---o Ry = Ry, for
n — 1 compositions of Ry, holds. Finally, one important property of the linear RG
operator, essential for determining the asymptotic behavior, not only in the linear
but also in the nonlinear cases, is the fact that the operator contracts functions

with both zero mass and zero first moment:

Lemma 2.1 (Contraction Lemma). Given L > 1 and q > 1, for g € B, satisfying



9(0) =9’ (0) =0, there are C = C(q) > 0 and Lo > 1 such that

C
IBLglle < Fllglla,

for all L > Ly.

The proof of the above theorem uses basically the Fundamental Theorem of
Calculus, the definition of the B, space and the properties of the Fourier Transform.

We are finally able to state the

Lemma 2.2. [Renormalization Lemma] Given L > Lg, consider IVP (I8) with

initial data f, € Be with zero mass and such that

fr = Anf{ + gn, (21)

where A,, is a constant, [} is a fized point of the linear RG operator, see (3), and

9n € By, 9.(0) = 7n (0) = 0. Then:

(a) fni+1 given by ([I8) admits the decomposition fni1 = Apnt1fi + gni1, where
Api1 = An —i,(0) and gni1 = Rpgn + L?vn(L-) + i, (0) f5. Furthermore,
gnt1 € By is such that §o11(0) = gnr1 (0) = 0. In particular, f,i1 has zero

mass;

(b) There are constants Gr., and Er 4, depending on L and g such that,
[Ant1 — Ap| < |/\n|GL,q||fn||3 and [|gn41llq < %Hgnnq"' |/\n|EL,q||fn||g: where

C' is the constant in the Contraction Lemma [21].

Proof: The proof follows closely the one in [I3]. Notice that, in this case,
since || fnllq < € it follows from (I7), (I8) and from decomposition (ZII), that
for1(z) = Apfi(x) + Rpgn(x) + L?v,(Lx), where v, (L) = vy, (L-, L?), from which
we get item (a). In particular, since g,(0) = f}(O) =1,(0) = 0, we get that f,11

has zero mass. Item (b) follows from the fact that
[unll < Cllfallg, and [N (un)|| < Grgllfall3, (22)

10



Qi

L=C(L)=6L*+4\/L2—1—4. (23)

and
L2 (291 + 3)
127

GrL.g (4L° 4+ 6L* — 6L2 + 137) /

——dx.
r 1+ |zl

Hence, [An 1 — An| < |70 (0)] < |An|GL.gllfnl|2 and also, from the decomposition
of gnt1, the Contraction Lemma and @2)), ||gn+1]] < CL™|gnllq + |/\n|EL1q||fn||g,

where B, , = G (L9 + k), with k, given by 20). |
For § € (0,1), define
Ls = L(6,q) = max{Lo, [2C(1 + k,)]* }, (24)

where Ly and C' are given in the Contraction Lemma 2] and k, is given by (20).

From now on, assume that L > Ls. Define

Dy = 25 + kg (1+ GLgl folly) (25)
and, for k € {1,2,---},
1 ~ Dj
Dy = T + kg | 14+ Gr gl follq "’GL,q”fOHquL_; : (26)
=
Let D be
+oo 1
DEl—quZOm, (27)
=

where G, 4 is the constant in item (b) of Lemma Notice that, if || foll, <
(2L'7°Ey, ,D?)~ !, we can show that Dy, < D, for all k € Z*, with D and D, given,
respectively by @7) and (26). If ¢ > 0 is the one given in Theorem 2] and the
initial data f = fo is such that || fo||q < €, then we can iterate the ARG algorithm
as long as we can guarantee that || f,||; < €. This condition is fullfilled if || fol|, is

suficiently small as the next result shows.

Theorem 2.2. Given 6 € (0,1) and L > Lg, there exists € > 0 such that, if
I follg < € and if fo has zero mass, then, for alln =1,2,---, f, given by (I8) is well

defined, has zero mass and admits representation (21)), where §,(0) = ¢,,(0) = 0

11



and
1
lgnlle < =5y [ folla- (28)

Furthermore,

[fnllg < Dallfollg, (29)

with D,, gwen by (20) and, in particular, ||fn|q < €.

Proof: Define

. 1 €
EZmIH{muﬁ}u (30)

where € > 0 is given by Theorem 2], Er 4 given in Lemma and D given by
@7). Then, the proof follows from induction on n together with the application of

ARG algorithm. |

It follows from Lemma 22 and Theorem [Z2 that (A,,) is a convergent sequence. In

fact, we have the following:

Corollary 2.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem [2.3, there exists a constant A

such that

—n

L
Ap— Al e — 2
| <= ao

[l follg, ¥n € Z*.

Therefore, taking | fo|lq < € with € given by Theorem 2.2] the previous results

togheter with Ryn ofo = Rpn—10---0Rp 10 Rp ofo, allow us to prove that

n n n * CL, 0
|21, 1)~ Afi g < B ol (31)

where Cp 46 = 1+ 5 From estimate (BI)), we get that [tu(v/t-,t) —

kq
LTFA-L )
Afilly < COrgst= =972 foll, is valid for ¢, = L?", n € ZT, if L > Ls and fo
is sufficiently small. Furthermore, We can extend this bound to ¢ = 7L", with

7 €[1,L] and L > Ls by replacing everywhere L by 7'/ L, which finishes the proof

of Theorem [T 1]

12



3 Generalization

Consider the IVP

Ut = Ugy + AF(uyuy), z€R, t>1, e [-1,1], (32)
u(z,1) = f(z), z € R, f(x) € By,
where f(z) is now an odd function and F(u,v) is analytical at v = v = 0 and
F(u,v) = Z Con > ™, (33)
m>a, n>b
4a+3b—2>0

with convergence radius » = min{r,,r,} > 0, where r, and r, are the radii of
convergence of the sums over u and v, respectively. Notice that, when ¢ = 0 and
b=11in B3), if ¢, = 0 for all (m,n) # (0,1) and if ¢o,; = 1 then we recover the

Burgers equation ().

We shall prove that there exists a positive € such that, if f € By N B, then
the solution to IVP @B2) for ¢t € [1,L?%], with L > 1, is given by u(z,t) =
ug(z,t) + AN (u)(z,t), where us(x,t) is the solution to the linear IVP with initial

data f and N(u) is given by

-1 —<z4—sy>2
N(u)(x,t)_/o </R eﬁF(u,uz)(y,t—s—l)dy> ds, (34)

where F(u,uy) is the sum in (B3)). Also notice that, if F(u,u,) is of the form
[h(u)]z, h(u) being an analytic function at u = 0, then F {[h(u)];} (0,¢) = 0 and so

the solution u(z,t) of IVP ([B2)) in this case will also satisfy the zero mass condition.

However, we are now considering that the power of the second variable of the
representation ([B3]) can assume a value greater than 1 and this does not allow us
to extract adequate (and necessary) information about the mass of the solution
u(z,t) as in the case above for disturbances of the type [h(u)];. In this sense, it is
necessary that we restrict the set of initial data to odd functions in B, N B, and,
to ensure that the IVP ([B2) has the same parity as the initial data f(x), we have

included conditions on the powers of the sum (B3]). Notice that if a is odd and

13



b € ZT then any solution to u; = ., + Au®ul, satisfies u(z,t) = —u(—=z,t) and this
justifies the fact that the powers in the representation of F'(u,u,) are chosen of the

form u?m*t 1y, with m,n € Z*.

If we also consider that the initial data f(z) of IVP ([82) is odd, then the solution
u(x,t) to this problem will also be odd in the x variable, for all ¢t € [1,L?%. In
particular, F{F(u,u,)}(0,t) = 0 for all t € [1, L?]. This property is essential and it
allows us to complete step 4 of the RGA and, therefore, to close the first iteration

loop (and hence the n-th loop).

Assuming that the IVP ([B2) has a well defined solution w(z,t) for all t > 1,
considering the non-canonical scaling L?u(Lz, L*t) and following the nomenclature
introduced by Bricmont et al. in [5], it is clear that the restriction imposed to the
sum (33), that is, m > a and n > b, with a,b € ZT satisfying 4a+3b—2 > 0, makes

the nonlinearity F'(u,u;) irrelevant in the RG sense.

In order to prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to IVP ([B2]) and
therefore obtain Theorem [[.2] we need an upper bound for the Fourier Transform
of the nonlinearity. The following proposition follows from the definition of the

space B given by ([2) and from the properties of the Fourier Transform.

Proposition 3.1. Given g > 3/2 and u € BW@);

2|uf

|8wu(w7t)|7 |u1(w5 t)| < ma

1=0,1,2,
forallweR andt > 1.
It is also important that, in this case, we make sure that the values assumed by the

solution u(x,t) and its derivative u,(z,t) are within the analytic region of F'(u, u,).

To ensure this and other important results we will need the following:
Proposition 3.2. Given u € By, there exists K > 0 such that
lu(z, t)], Jug (z,1)] < Klull, Yz eR and vt e [1,L7].

14



Proof: To prove the proposition we use the representation of the inverse Fourier
transform for u and u, and the definition of the B, space. Furthermore, for |w| > 1,

since ¢ > 2, we use that (Jw| + |w|?)/(1 + |w|?) < 2. Therefore, defining

1 1 1 1
K = max< — / 7dw, — / ——dw (35)
27T R 1+|(U|q s R1+|W|q_l

and using the Fourier representation of w(z,t) and wu,(x,t), we get that

(@, )], [ue(z, )] < K[ul. I

Remark: Notice that, if f € By, ¢ > 2 and u € By, it follows from the above

proposition that
u(z, )], [ua (@, 8)| < KCL|| 4, (36)
where C7, is given in (22).

The proof of the next estimates, which we will use to prove Theorem [31] are

straightforward:

Proposition 3.3. If¢>1 and t > 1, then

1 =1 2t — 1
7_1/ e s < — (37)
L+ Jwla=t Jy 1+ fwle
1 = t2 -2t 44
771/ wlisesds < — 22 g, (38)
L+ fwle=t Jo 1+ fwl
and
1 =1 2t —1)3/3+2
7_1/ Ww2s2e s ds < Mv (39)
L+ fwle=t Jo 1+ fwle
for allw e R.

3.1 Local Existence and Uniqueness

Let the operator T', acting on functions v € By, be defined by T'(u) = us + AN (u),
where u(z,t) denotes the solution to the linear IVP with initial data f(z) and

N(u) be given by ([B4). Notice that, if we take f such that |[f||q < r (KC’L)A,

15



where r = min{r,, 7}, then, using @), F(u,u,) is well defined and so are the

operators T'(u) and N(u). We shall prove the following;:

Theorem 3.1. Suppose F(u,v) is given by (33), with 4a+3b—2 > 0, and positive
convergence radii 1, and r, and let r = min{ry,r,}. Given ¢ > 2, L > 1 and
X\ € [—1,1], there exists e = e(L,q,r, F) > 0 such that if f € By and ||f|lq < €, then

there is a unique solution to IVP (32), for t € 1, L?], in By.

The proof of the above theorem is straightforward from the following two lemmas.
The first one will guarantee that, if the initial data is sufficiently small, then
T(By) C By and the second that T is a contraction in By. The unique fixed

point of T is then the unique solution to IVP (32) in By.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose F(u,v) is given by [33), with 4a + 3b— 2 > 0, and positive
convergence radii v, and r, and let r = min{r,,r,}. Given ¢ > 2, L > 1 and
A € [-1,1], there exists €1 = e1(L,q,7,F) > 0 such that, if f € By and || f]lq < €1,

then, for all u € By,

IN(@I <[ flla;

where the operator N is gien by (5) .

Proof: Given ¢ > 2, f € By, u € By and m,n € Z* such that m > a, n > b and

4a+3b—2 > 0, define, for x € R and t € [1, L?],

—(z—y?

Hppon(u)(z,t) = Cm,n/O ) ( 5 %[ﬁm“u;‘](y,t —8— 1)dy> ds (40)

and notice that

N t)= > Hpnlu)(,t), (41)

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

if[fllg <7 (KC’L)A. Using the properties of the Fourier Transform, we can write
Hyon (1) (w, 1) as

t—1
Cmn 7“}25 ~ o~ o~ o~
[ A, — m — :vnf_n:vndddy
g [ [ A =) e = ) By — )T dpdrds
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where integrand is evaluate at time ¢t —s— 1, with 2m convolutions of ¥ with @, one

convolution of & with @, and n — 1 convolutions of u, with %,. From Proposition

BI

1 1
Lt fw—=pila=t 1+ |ps

[ 1= pol ) dpn < 2u? |
R R

|q71dp1.

Since ¢ > 2, the integral in the right hand side of the inequality above is convergent

and therefore,

— (41 =2) (G \*"" ot
Honn )@ )| S lemanl = (51) el

where
1
G:2q+13/7d. 42

Using this estimate in ({I]) we get

. (4t — 2) (Gq)2m+” ) .

N(u)(w,t ’ < g Cm.nl | — uf|Frtnt, 43

‘ ( )( ) —_ 1 |w|q L= | ) | T H H ( )
4a-13b—-250

We now define ro = min{r/K, nr/Gq} and take || f|lq < C. 'ro to guarantee that
the above sum is convergent.

—

In order to obtain an upper bound to |0, N (u)(w,t)|, we first notice that in the
definition of F(u,u.) (see ([B3)), there are terms of the form u?>™*+1u?, with m > a
and n > b such that 4a + 3b — 2 > 0. Then, we use Propositions B.1] B3] and the

fact that given ¢ > 1,

1 1 G,
: dx S ’
R 1|zt 14]r—wl 1+ |wl

for all w € R, where G, is given by [{2), to obtain:

_ A2~ 2t 4 14 Go " ot
‘&JN(u)(w,t)} < W Z |Cm,n| (?q> ||u||2 * +1'

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0
and

— 163 — 12¢2 — 12¢ + 170) G\
2 " ’ ( (= 2m+n+1
2N @) (w, )| < T ST demal (Z2) ful

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

17



if || fllq < CL.~'ro. Using the above bounds we obtain, defining Cp, = 1616 — 8L4 —
10L2 + 182,

G 2m—+n
INwW<CL > |cm,n|<7q> 2+

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

Notice that, since m > a, n > b and 4a + 3b — 2 > 0, then 2m +n +1 > 2 and, if
1fllq < CL 'ro, then |Ju|| < ro < r and

G 2m—+n
> ¥ el (S2) Pt < o

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

It follows that ||[N(u)|| < K1 C7||f]|2, with

G 2m-+n
Kro=Cr > lemnl (f) ramtn=l, (44)

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

Then, if ||f|lq < €1, defining e; = e1(L,q,r, F) = min {(K1 ,C3)"1,C ' ro}, we

obtain || N(u)|| < [|f|l4, for u € By. 1

Lemma 3.2. Under the hypothesis of Lemmal31l, there exists o = ea(L,q, 7, F') > 0

such that, if f € By and ||f|lq < €2, then

1
IN(u) = N@)ll < 5llu—vll, Vu,v e By.

Proof: Given ¢ > 2 and f € By, let u,v € By and Hy, »(u) given by ([@0), where
m,n € ZT are such that m > a, n > b with 4a + 3b — 2 > 0. Then, we can write

[Hm) - HZn\(v)} (w,t) = I; + I, where, for i = 1,2,

t—1
Cm,n —w?2s
I; = W/ e Fj(w,s)ds,

Fi(w,s)=(U—0)*Us- - xUxUyp*- Uy and Fo(w,s) =0k U+ * Uk Uy * -+ %

Uy — V%%V % Uy % -+ % Uy. Proceeding as in Lemma BI] we get

(4t —2) (G, > .
|| < Icm,n|1+|w|q 7‘1 [l — v fJul*™*",

where G, is the contant given by (@2). In order to estimate |I| we sum and subtract

U Uk Wk -+ * Uk Uy * - - % Uy in the integrand of I3, and obtain to other integrals.

18



) (at-2) (G, 2™ 2m4n—1
The first one which can be bound by [¢y,, | {22 (7) e — ]| | o]l
and the second can be similarly decomposed in two other integrals by summing
and subtracting 0 % U % U % U * - -+ % U * Uy * - -+ * Uy in its integrand. Using that
Up(w, 1) — Oy (w, )| < 2||T—D||(1 + |w|? )™, see Proposition and repeting this
[tg (w, 1) — Oz (w, 1)] : p peting
[N(w) = N@)] (w,1)],

2m+n [/2m+n

(4t — 2) Gq 2m+n—1i %
m”u — Z |cm,nl T ; [l [[v]] :

m>a,n>b
4a43b—2>0

procedure 2m+n—3 times, we obtain, as an upper bound for

Notice that, since ||f|, < Cr. 'ro and u,v € By, the sum in the right hand

side of the inequality above is convergent. Similarly, we get the bounds for

—

‘Bw []V(\u) - N(v)] (w,t)‘ and ‘83, [W - W] (w, )

(462 — 2t 4 14) G\ iy i
S ol X lemal (Z2) X pule e
=0

, respectively:

1 + |w|q m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0
and
2m+n 2m+4n
(16t3 — 12t2 — 12t + 170) G i
TS e lu=vll > lemal (5 PN i T
SERTE =0

It follows that ||N(u) — N(v)|| < Kp 4| fll¢llw — v]|, where

— _ G 2m+n
KL,q = CLCL Z (2m +n+ 1)|Cm,n| <?q> ,r,ngrn—l

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

and, defining es = €z(L, ¢, 7, F) = min { (2K, 4)~*,C; 'ro} and taking | f[|, < e,

we prove the lemma. |
3.2 Renormalization and the proof of Theorem

The algorithm described in Section [2] also applies in more general cases, such as
IVP (B2) with odd initial data f (in particular, zero mean initial data). From
now on we consider L > Ly, where Lg is given by the Contraction Lemma 2]
Furthermore, whenever we refer to the ball B, given by ([dl), we are considering e

given in Theorem [B.11
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Given ¢ > 2 and A € [—1,1], for k € {0,1,2,---}, let us consider IVP (PV Iy, fi),
the k-th iteration of the RGA,

{ Ut = Uyy + M FL g (u,uy), 2 € R, t € (1,L%), (45)

u(x, 1) = fk(x)v fr € Bqu

where \, = AL~ k(4a+3b=2)

Fr . (u7 um) _ Z Cm nLk[4(a7m)+3(b7n)]u2m+1u;17

m>a,n>b
4a+3b—2>0

and fr € B. is odd and will be defined next. Taking ¢ = min{e;, €2}, where
€1 and €2 were obtained, respectively, from lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we have that
I fillq < € < Cplrg and LFAe=m)+30=n)] < 1 Therefore, from Theorem Bl
it follows that FJ j(u,us) is well defined and that there is a unique local solution

to the IVP (X)) in By, given by
up(x,t) = up, (x,t) + vz, t) (46)

where ug, is the solution to the linear IVP associated, with initial data fj and

v = AN (ug), with N (uy) given by 34). For each k € {0,1,2,---}, we define
R fr(7) = L*up(La, L?), Vo € R. (47)

and
fo(z) = f(z) e fr+1(x) = Re i fx(x), Vo €R. (48)

In the sequel, we state a version of the nonlinear Renormalization Lemma (see
Lemma [22)) which is suitable for implementing the induction step that allows

iterating the RGA.

Lemma 3.3. Consider IVP {f3]), with t € [1,L?] and initial data fy, € B such

that fix admits the decomposition

T = Apf{ + gk, (49)

where Ay, is a constant, f; is given by (3), and gi, € B, such that g.(0) = gi'(0) = 0.

Then:
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(a) frut1, given by (48), can be decomposed as fry1 = A1 fy + gry1, where
A1 = A =i (0), grr1 = Roge+ L2k (L) + 03 (0) f1 and vy = AN (ug).
Furthermore, gi11 € By is such that gr+1(0) = gri1 (0) = 0. In particular,

fr+1 is odd.

(b) |Ag+1— Ax| < |)\k|KL)qCVL2||fk||§, where Cp, e K1, , are given, respectively, by
(23) and {Z3).

(c) llgetllg < %Hngq + |>\k|EL,q||fk||g, where C' is the constant given in the

Contraction Lemma 21 and
Epg= (kg + LKL ,CL°, (50)

with kg given by (20).

Proof: Given k € Z*, suppose that the initial data fj of the IVP (&) is an odd
function of By N B, ¢ > 2. It follows from Theorem [B] that there is a unique
solution ug(x,t) in By, to IVP ({@H) with initial data f and also ug(x,t) is an odd
funtion in the z variable. Therefore, if fi11 is given by ([@8]), using definition (47

we get that fry1 is also odd. The rest of the proof follows as in [13]. ]

From now on we assume that L > Ls and define D, as in (25) with G, 4 replaced
by KL,qC'% and, for k =1,2,---, we define Dy as
1 - H
TGrna=e Tk 1+KL,qC%||fo||q+KL,qC%||fo||qZLj(TJ3b,2) . (51)
j=1
where k,, Cp and K, are given, respectively, by @0), @3) and @), and

4a 4+ 3b — 2 > 0. Notice that, if ||follq < where Ey , is given by

1
2L1*5EL’qD2 )

ED), we can show that Dy, < D, for all k € ZT, with D and Dy, given, respectively

by 1) and (EII).

If € > 0 is the one given in Theorem Bl and the initial data f = fp is such that
[Ifoll; < €, then we can iterate the procedure and, at each step of the algorithm

we must guarantee that the initial data is suficiently small. In this case, since
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[FAat36=2)(1=0) » [k(1=9) in the k-th iteration of the RGA, if || fol, < €, then

fr € Be, where

1
SLF=9 [y D2’

€0 = € and €x4 :min{ €L, }, VkeZT,

€
Dy i1

Defining

_ . 1 €
e_mln{m,ﬁ}a (52)

we can prove the following

Theorem 3.2. Given § € (0,1), a,b € ZT such that 4a+3b—2 > 0 and L > L,
with Ls given by (24)), there exists € > 0 such that, if || follq < € and fo is odd, then,
for all k =0,1,2,---, fry1 given by [{8) and (Z7) is well defined, odd and can be

written as [{9), where g, (0) = g'(0) =0,

1
llgrllq < mﬂfoﬂq- (53)

Furthermore,

1Fxlla < Dill follas (54)

with Dy, given by (Z) and, in particular, || fx|q < €.

With Lemma and Theorem B.2] the k-th iteration of the RGA is complete for

all k€ {0, 1, 2,---} and we are able to finally prove Theorem [[2]

Proof of Theorem First, we observe that the nonlinear RG operator Ry, j
defined in (@8) satisfies the semigroup property, that is, Ryx g = Ry x—10---0Rp 10
Ry o, for every k € {1,2,---}. Now, since || fol|lq < € and fy is odd, it follows from
Theorem B2l that fi, = Arfi + g for all k = 1,2, -, where Aj is constant, that
gr € By, ¢ > 2, has both zero mass and zero first moment, and that the inequality

[B3) is valid. From (@8] and the semigroup property,

[ fol
[k(1-9)

L2 u(LF, L) — Apfillq = llgkllq <
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and the Ay’s satisfy

[,—F(da+3b-2)
|Ax —

A| S 2L1,§(1 o L,(4a+3b,2)) ||f0||¢I7

where A is a constant depending on the initial data f and on the nonlinearity F.
Since § € (0,1), L > 1 and 4a + 3b — 2 > 0, it follows that L'~0L—(4a+30-2) < ]
and, since || il < kg, with &, given by (20), using the triangle inequality and the

two previous inequalities, we get:
2k, (Tk. 12k A p* c
”L U(L L )_Afl ”qgmeO”qv VkE{O,l,---},

To conclude this

where C' = C(L7q=a7b=6) =1+ kQ2L(176)(1_11/7(4a+3b72))'

demonstration, it is enough to notice that the above inequality is valid for all
t, = L*, with k € {0,1,2,---} and L > Ls, and we can extend it to all ¢t > 1

by taking t = 7L?*0 7 € (1,L?), and ko € ZT. Therefore,

- ¢
[tu(VE - t) = Affllq < WHfOHq

and, taking the limit ¢ — oo on both sides of the above inequality, we conclude the

proof. |
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