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Abstract

We study the large-time behavior of solutions to a generalized Burgers
Equation, with initial zero mass data. Our main purpose is to present a
modified version of the Renormalization Group map, which is able to provide
the higher order asymptotic properties of the solution to the Cauchy problem
of a class of nonlinear time-evolution problems.
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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 [1, 2, 3, 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, 8, 9]. 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
∫
R
f(x)dx = 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 + uux = uxx + λF (u, ux), x ∈ R, t > 1,

u(x, 1) = f(x).
(1)

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

(H-1)
∫
R
f(x)dx = 0 and F (u, ux) =

∑

n≥2

cnu
nux,
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(H-2) f is odd and F (u, ux) =
∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

cm,nu
2m+1un

x,

we will show that the solution u(x, t) to IVP (1) behaves, for t ≫ 1, as

u(x, t) ≈ A

t
f∗
1

(
x√
t

)
, (2)

where A is a prefactor and

f∗
1 (x) = −x

2

e−
x2

4

√
4π

. (3)

The long time behavior (2) will come out from the iterates of a nonlinear operator

(the RG operator) whose linearization will have f∗
1 (x), given by (3), as a fixed

point. Furthermore, the time decay exponent α = 1 and the time spread exponent

β = 1/2, on the right hand side of (2), are intimately related to the definition of the

RG operator. The nonlinearity F (u, ux) in (H-1) or (H-2) is such that it preserves

the symmetry of the initial data along the time evolution. Also, F (u, ux) is chosen

to be “irrelevant” under the RG flow so that the long time behavior (2) 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 [10] regarding the Burgers Equation under the

zero mass condition. This is exactly IVP (1), under (H-1) and λ = 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 (3) as well as the time exponents α = 1 and β = 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 [11], where an explicit

formula for the solution to (1) with λ = 0 is obtained. A t → ∞ analysis of this

formula validates the behavior predicted numerically in [10]. On the other hand,

a straightforward application of the multiscale analysis of [5] to this problem can

only lead to the conclusion that u(x, t) ≈ 0 if
∫
R
f(x)dx = 0 and t ≫ 1. Therefore,
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if one wants to preserve the ideias behind the multiscale method of [5] to get the

long time behavior (2), it is necessary to modify the definition of the RG operator

to incorporate the correct time exponents α and β 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 t ≫ 1, the behavior (2) can be rephrased as tu(
√
tx, t) ≈ Af∗

1 (x) and taking

t = L2, L > 1 , we are lead to the scaling L2u(Lx,L2) (instead of the canonical

rescaling Lu(Lx,L2), see [5]). This being the case, terms of the form uaub
x, in

ut = uxx + uaub
x, would be contracted by a factor of L2a+3b−4 if 2a + 3b − 4 < 0.

In particular, this would be the case for the Burgers uux term as well as for

the nonlinearity F (u, ux) 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

[5], the nonlinearity uux is marginal, i.e., the equation ut = uxx + λuux 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

u(x, t) ≈ f̂(0)√
t
φ

(
x√
t

)
, t ≫ 1, (4)

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

data, then (4) reduces to u(x, t) ≈ 0, giving us no quantitative information about
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how u(x, t) approaches zero. In this case, the above approach becomes

u(x, t) ≈ −if̂ ′(0)

2πt

∫

R

iωe−ω2

e
iω

(

x√
t

)

dω + e−tO
(
t−1
)
, t ≫ 1,

≈ A

t
f∗
1

(
x√
t

)
, t ≫ 1, (5)

where A = −if̂ ′(0) = −
∫
R
xf(x)dx and f∗

1 is given by (3). Notice that the behavior

(5) is similar to (2).

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 q > 1, define

‖f‖q = sup
ω∈R

(1 + |ω|q)
(
|f̂(ω)|+ |f̂ ′(ω)|+ |f̂ ′′(ω)|

)
(6)

and

Bq =
{
f ∈ L1(R) : f̂(ω) ∈ C2(R) e ‖f‖q < +∞

}
. (7)

In Section 2 we validate the results obtained numerically in [10] by proving the

following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. For fixed q > 3/2, let f ∈ Bq satisfying the zero mass condition

and consider IVP (1) with λ = 0. There are ǫ > 0 and A = A(f, uux) such that, if

‖f‖q < ǫ, then the solution u to IVP (1) satisfies

lim
t−→+∞

‖tu(t 1
2 ·, t)−Af∗

1 ‖q = 0, (8)

where f∗
1 is given by (3).

Remark: Although we have assumed λ = 0, the above theorem also holds for

λ 6= 0 and F (u, ux) given in (H-1)) and its proof goes along the lines of Section 2

together with the additional care to guarantee that iterates will all end up inside

the power series’ interval of convergence (see also Section 3).

In Section 3 we consider a more general problem and prove our main result:
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Theorem 1.2. Given q > 2, consider IVP (1) satisfying hypothesis (H-2), f ∈ Bq

and |λ| ≤ 1. There are ǫ > 0 and Ā = Ā(f, F ) such that, if ‖f‖q < ǫ, then the

solution u to IVP (1) satisfies

lim
t−→+∞

‖tu(t 1
2 ·, t)− Āf∗

1 ‖q = 0, (9)

where f∗
1 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

{
ut + uux = uxx + λF (u, ux), x > 0, t > 1,

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

Corollary 1.1. Under the hypothesis (H-2), there are ǫ > 0 and Ā = Ā(f, F ) such

that, if ‖f̃‖q < ǫ where f̃ is the odd extension of f , then the solution u of (10)

satisfies

lim
t−→+∞

‖tu(t 1
2 ·, t)− Āf∗

1 ‖q = 0,

where f∗
1 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 (1) with λ = 0 and zero mass initial data is the same as the one

corresponding to the linear IVP, that is, the term uux does not contribute to the

asymptotic behavior, except for the prefactor.

To proceed, we first need to prove that, given L > 1, q > 3
2 and λ ∈ [−1, 1], if the
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initial data f is sufficiently “small” in Bq, then, the IVP

{
ut = uxx + λuux, x ∈ R, t ∈ (1, L2],

u(x, 1) = f(x), f ∈ Bq.
(11)

with λ ∈ [−1, 1], has a unique local solution with t ∈ [1, L2]. Consider

B(L) =
{
u : R× [1, L2] −→ R; u(·, t) ∈ Bq, ∀t ∈ [1, L2]

}
, (12)

‖u‖ = sup
t∈[1,L2]

‖u(·, t)‖q. (13)

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

equation. Then, defining the ball

Bf = {u ∈ B/‖u− uf‖ ≤ ‖f‖q} (14)

we have the following

Theorem 2.1. Given L > 1, q > 3
2 and λ ∈ [−1, 1], there exists ǫ = ǫ(L, q) > 0

such that, if f ∈ Bq and ‖f‖q < ǫ, then, IVP (11) has a unique solution in Bf .

Defining the operator T : B(L) −→ B(L), u 7→ uf + λN(u), where

N(u)(x, t) =

∫ t−1

0

∫

R

e
−(x−y)2

4s

√
4πs

· (u
2)x
2

(y, t− s− 1)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 (Bf) ⊂ Bf and it is

a contraction in Bf . In Section 3 we give a more detailed proof of Theorem 3.1,

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 (x, t) ∈ R × R+. For a fixed L > 1, define, inductively, a sequence of

rescaled functions {un}∞n=0, by u0 = u and, for n ≥ 1,

un(x, t) = L2un−1(Lx,L
2t).
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If the original function u is a global solution to IVP (11), then a direct calculation

reveals that un satisfies the renormalized IVP:

{
ut = uxx + λnuux, x ∈ R, t ∈ (1, L2],

u(x, 1) = fn(x), fn ∈ Bq, q > 3
2 ,

(16)

where λn = λ0L
−n, with λ0 = λ and f0 = f . From Theorem 2.1, if ‖fn‖ < ǫ,

there is a unique solution to IVP (16) in Bfn , which can be written as un(x, t) =

ufn(x, t)+ νn(x, t), where ufn is the solution to the linear problem with initial data

fn and νn = λnN(un), with N given by (15). We can then define the RG operator

for IVP (16) with n ≥ 0:

(RL,nfn) (x) ≡ L2un(Lx,L
2), ∀x ∈ R (17)

and

fn+1 ≡ RL,nfn. (18)

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

iterative process behind the RG method. Define

Bǫ = {f ∈ Bq : ‖f‖q < ǫ}, (19)

where ǫ > 0 is given by Theorem 2.1. We will call the following procedure the

Renormalization Group generator Algorithm, or simply RGA. Start with the initial

condition of the IVP (11), f0 = f ∈ Bǫ, under the zero mass condition. For

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

1. fn is decomposed in two components, one of them in the direction of the fixed

point f∗
1 . The other, given by fn − Anf

∗
1 = gn, depends on the choice of the

prefactor An. The later is then chosen in such a way that ĝn(0) = ĝn
′
(0) = 0,

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

2. if fn ∈ Bǫ, then the IVP (16) has a unique solution un in Bf and, therefore,

L2un(Lx,L
2) is well defined and it is in Bq;
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3. L2un(Lx,L
2) defines a new initial data fn+1 for a new, renormalized PDE,

which differs from the previous one by the parameter λn+1 = λnL
−1. From

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

4. estimate ‖fn+1‖q to guarantee that fn+1 ∈ Bǫ if f ∈ Bǫ is well chosen, in

order to iterate the process.

5. estimate the distance between An+1 and An and how big is gn+1 when

compared to gn and fn.

Assuming that the ARG can be iterated, we will have a sequence of initial value

problems, with zero mass fn and parameter λn = λL−n. In addition, fn will

admit the desired decomposition Anf
∗
1 + gn and will be in the Bǫ ball. Step 5

above will allow us to prove that, when n goes to ∞, gn converges to zero and An

converges to some value A so that fn → Af∗
1 . 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 (11) with λ = 0 and define the linear RG operator

RL : Bq → Bq, by (RLf)(x) ≡ L2u(Lx,L2). It is not hard to see that

‖f∗
1 ‖q ≤ sup

ω∈R

(1 + |ω|q)
(
1 + 7|ω|+ 2ω2 + 4|ω3|

)
e−ω2 ≡ kq < ∞, (20)

which implies that f∗
1 ∈ Bq. It then follows that f∗

1 is a fixed point of RL, i.e.,

RLf
∗
1 = f∗

1 . Furthermore, the semigroup property RL ◦ · · · ◦ RL = RLn , for

n− 1 compositions of RL, 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 ∈ Bq satisfying

9



ĝ(0) = ĝ′(0) = 0, there are C = C(q) > 0 and L0 > 1 such that

‖RLg‖q ≤
C

L
‖g‖q,

for all L > L0.

The proof of the above theorem uses basically the Fundamental Theorem of

Calculus, the definition of the Bq space and the properties of the Fourier Transform.

We are finally able to state the

Lemma 2.2. [Renormalization Lemma] Given L > L0, consider IVP (16) with

initial data fn ∈ Bǫ with zero mass and such that

fn = Anf
∗
1 + gn, (21)

where An is a constant, f∗
1 is a fixed point of the linear RG operator, see (3), and

gn ∈ Bq, ĝn(0) = ĝn
′(0) = 0. Then:

(a) fn+1 given by (18) admits the decomposition fn+1 = An+1f
∗
1 + gn+1, where

An+1 = An − iν̂n
′(0) and gn+1 = RLgn +L2νn(L·)+ iν̂n

′(0)f∗
1 . Furthermore,

gn+1 ∈ Bq is such that ĝn+1(0) = ĝn+1
′
(0) = 0. In particular, fn+1 has zero

mass;

(b) There are constants GL,q and EL,q, depending on L and q such that,

|An+1 −An| ≤ |λn|GL,q‖fn‖2q and ‖gn+1‖q ≤ C
L ‖gn‖q + |λn|EL,q‖fn‖2q, where

C is the constant in the Contraction Lemma 2.1.

Proof: The proof follows closely the one in [13]. Notice that, in this case,

since ‖fn‖q < ǫ, it follows from (17), (18) and from decomposition (21), that

fn+1(x) = Anf
∗
1 (x) +RLgn(x) +L2νn(Lx), where νn(L·) = νn(L·, L2), from which

we get item (a). In particular, since ĝn(0) = f̂∗
1 (0) = ν̂n(0) = 0, we get that fn+1

has zero mass. Item (b) follows from the fact that

‖un‖ ≤ C̄L‖fn‖q, and ‖N(un)‖ ≤ GL,q‖fn‖2q, (22)
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C̄L = C̄(L) ≡ 6L2 + 4
√
L2 − 1− 4. (23)

and

GL,q ≡ C̄L
2
(2q+1 + 3)

12π
(4L6 + 6L4 − 6L2 + 137)

∫

R

1

1 + |x|q dx.

Hence, |An+1 − An| ≤ |ν̂n′
(0)| ≤ |λn|GL,q‖fn‖2q and also, from the decomposition

of gn+1, the Contraction Lemma and (22), ‖gn+1‖ ≤ CL−1‖gn‖q + |λn|EL,q‖fn‖2q,

where EL,q = GL,q(L
q+1 + kq), with kq given by (20).

For δ ∈ (0, 1), define

Lδ = L(δ, q) ≡ max{L0, [2C(1 + kq)]
1
δ }, (24)

where L0 and C are given in the Contraction Lemma 2.1 and kq is given by (20).

From now on, assume that L > Lδ. Define

D1 =
1

L1−δ
+ kq (1 +GL,q‖f0‖q) (25)

and, for k ∈ {1, 2, · · ·},

Dk+1 =
1

L(k+1)(1−δ)
+ kq


1 +GL,q‖f0‖q +GL,q‖f0‖q

k∑

j=1

D2
j

Lj


 . (26)

Let D be

D ≡ 1 + kq

+∞∑

j=0

1

Lj(1−δ)
, (27)

where GL,q is the constant in item (b) of Lemma 2.2. Notice that, if ‖f0‖q <

(2L1−δEL,qD
2)−1, we can show that Dk < D, for all k ∈ Z+, with D and Dk given,

respectively by (27) and (26). If ǫ > 0 is the one given in Theorem 2.1 and the

initial data f = f0 is such that ‖f0‖q < ǫ, then we can iterate the ARG algorithm

as long as we can guarantee that ‖fn‖q < ǫ. This condition is fullfilled if ‖f0‖q is

suficiently small as the next result shows.

Theorem 2.2. Given δ ∈ (0, 1) and L > Lδ, there exists ǭ > 0 such that, if

‖f0‖q < ǭ and if f0 has zero mass, then, for all n = 1, 2, · · ·, fn given by (18) is well

defined, has zero mass and admits representation (21), where ĝn(0) = ĝ′n(0) = 0
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and

‖gn‖q ≤ 1

Ln(1−δ)
‖f0‖q. (28)

Furthermore,

‖fn‖q ≤ Dn‖f0‖q, (29)

with Dn given by (26) and, in particular, ‖fn‖q < ǫ.

Proof: Define

ǭ ≡ min

{
1

2L(1−δ)EL,qD2
,
ǫ

D

}
, (30)

where ǫ > 0 is given by Theorem 2.1, EL,q given in Lemma 2.2 and D given by

(27). Then, the proof follows from induction on n together with the application of

ARG algorithm.

It follows from Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 2.2 that (An) is a convergent sequence. In

fact, we have the following:

Corollary 2.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.2, there exists a constant A

such that

|An −A| < L−n

2L1−δ(1− L−1)
‖f0‖q, ∀n ∈ Z+.

Therefore, taking ‖f0‖q < ǭ, with ǭ given by Theorem 2.2, the previous results

togheter with RLn,0f0 = RL,n−1 ◦ · · · ◦RL,1 ◦RL,0f0, allow us to prove that

‖L2nu(Ln·, L2n)−Af∗
1 ‖q ≤ CL,q,δ

Ln(1−δ)
‖f0‖q, (31)

where CL,q,δ = 1 +
kq

2L1−δ(1−L−1) . From estimate (31), we get that ‖tu(
√
t·, t) −

Af∗
1 ‖q ≤ CL,q,δt

−(1−δ)/2‖f0‖q is valid for tn = L2n, n ∈ Z+, if L > Lδ and f0

is sufficiently small. Furthermore, We can extend this bound to t = τLn, with

τ ∈ [1, L] and L > Lδ by replacing everywhere L by τ1/nL, which finishes the proof

of Theorem 1.1.
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3 Generalization

Consider the IVP

{
ut = uxx + λF (u, ux), x ∈ R, t > 1, λ ∈ [−1, 1],

u(x, 1) = f(x), x ∈ R, f(x) ∈ Bq,
(32)

where f(x) is now an odd function and F (u, v) is analytical at u = v = 0 and

F (u, v) =
∑

m≥a, n≥b

4a+3b−2>0

cm,nu
2m+1vn. (33)

with convergence radius r = min{ru, rv} > 0, where ru and rv are the radii of

convergence of the sums over u and v, respectively. Notice that, when a = 0 and

b = 1 in (33), if cm,n = 0 for all (m,n) 6= (0, 1) and if c0,1 = 1 then we recover the

Burgers equation (11).

We shall prove that there exists a positive ǫ such that, if f ∈ Bq ∩ Bǫ, then

the solution to IVP (32) for t ∈ [1, L2], with L > 1, is given by u(x, t) =

uf (x, t) + λN(u)(x, t), where uf (x, t) is the solution to the linear IVP with initial

data f and N(u) is given by

N(u)(x, t) =

∫ t−1

0

(∫

R

e
−(x−y)2

4s

√
4πs

F (u, ux)(y, t− s− 1)dy

)
ds, (34)

where F (u, ux) is the sum in (33). Also notice that, if F (u, ux) is of the form

[h(u)]x, h(u) being an analytic function at u = 0, then F {[h(u)]x} (0, t) = 0 and so

the solution u(x, t) of IVP (32) 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 (33) 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(x, t) as in the case above for disturbances of the type [h(u)]x. In this sense, it is

necessary that we restrict the set of initial data to odd functions in Bq ∩ Bǫ and,

to ensure that the IVP (32) has the same parity as the initial data f(x), we have

included conditions on the powers of the sum (33). Notice that if a is odd and
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b ∈ Z+ then any solution to ut = uxx+λuaub
x satisfies u(x, t) = −u(−x, t) and this

justifies the fact that the powers in the representation of F (u, ux) are chosen of the

form u2m+1un
x , with m,n ∈ Z+.

If we also consider that the initial data f(x) of IVP (32) is odd, then the solution

u(x, t) to this problem will also be odd in the x variable, for all t ∈ [1, L2]. In

particular, F{F (u, ux)}(0, t) = 0 for all t ∈ [1, L2]. 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 (32) has a well defined solution u(x, t) for all t > 1,

considering the non-canonical scaling L2u(Lx,L2t) 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 ∈ Z+ satisfying 4a+3b−2 > 0, makes

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

In order to prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to IVP (32) and

therefore obtain Theorem 1.2, we need an upper bound for the Fourier Transform

of the nonlinearity. The following proposition follows from the definition of the

space B(L) given by (12) and from the properties of the Fourier Transform.

Proposition 3.1. Given q > 3/2 and u ∈ B(L):

|∂i
ω û(ω, t)|, |ûx(ω, t)| ≤

2‖u‖
1 + |ω|q−1

, i = 0, 1, 2,

for all ω ∈ R and t > 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 ux(x, t) are within the analytic region of F (u, ux).

To ensure this and other important results we will need the following:

Proposition 3.2. Given u ∈ BL, there exists K > 0 such that

|u(x, t)|, |ux(x, t)| < K‖u‖, ∀x ∈ R and ∀t ∈ [1, L2].
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Proof: To prove the proposition we use the representation of the inverse Fourier

transform for u and ux and the definition of the Bq space. Furthermore, for |ω| ≥ 1,

since q > 2, we use that (|ω|+ |ω|q)/(1 + |ω|q) < 2. Therefore, defining

K = max

{
1

2π

∫

R

1

1 + |ω|q dω,
1

π

∫

R

1

1 + |ω|q−1
dω

}
(35)

and using the Fourier representation of u(x, t) and ux(x, t), we get that

|u(x, t)| , |ux(x, t)| ≤ K‖u‖.

Remark: Notice that, if f ∈ Bq, q > 2 and u ∈ Bf , it follows from the above

proposition that

|u(x, t)| , |ux(x, t)| ≤ KC̄L‖f‖q, (36)

where C̄L is given in (22).

The proof of the next estimates, which we will use to prove Theorem 3.1, are

straightforward:

Proposition 3.3. If q > 1 and t ≥ 1, then

1

1 + |ω|q−1

∫ t−1

0

e−ω2sds <
2t− 1

1 + |ω|q , (37)

1

1 + |ω|q−1

∫ t−1

0

|ω|ise−ω2sds <
t2 − 2t+ 4

1 + |ω|q , i = 0, 1, (38)

and

1

1 + |ω|q−1

∫ t−1

0

ω2s2e−ω2sds <
2(t− 1)3/3 + 2

1 + |ω|q , (39)

for all ω ∈ R.

3.1 Local Existence and Uniqueness

Let the operator T , acting on functions u ∈ BL, be defined by T (u) = uf + λN(u),

where uf (x, t) denotes the solution to the linear IVP with initial data f(x) and

N(u) be given by (34). Notice that, if we take f such that ‖f‖q < r
(
KC̄L

)−1
,

15



where r = min{ru, rv}, then, using (36), F (u, ux) 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 ru and rv and let r = min{ru, rv}. Given q > 2, L > 1 and

λ ∈ [−1, 1], there exists ǫ = ǫ(L, q, r, F ) > 0 such that if f ∈ Bq and ‖f‖q < ǫ, then

there is a unique solution to IVP (32), for t ∈ [1, L2], in Bf .

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 (Bf ) ⊂ Bf and the second that T is a contraction in Bf . The unique fixed

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

Lemma 3.1. Suppose F (u, v) is given by (33), with 4a+ 3b − 2 > 0, and positive

convergence radii ru and rv and let r = min{ru, rv}. Given q > 2, L > 1 and

λ ∈ [−1, 1], there exists ǫ1 = ǫ1(L, q, r, F ) > 0 such that, if f ∈ Bq and ‖f‖q < ǫ1,

then, for all u ∈ Bf ,

‖N(u)‖ < ‖f‖q,

where the operator N is given by (34) .

Proof: Given q > 2, f ∈ Bq, u ∈ Bf and m,n ∈ Z+ such that m ≥ a, n ≥ b and

4a+ 3b− 2 > 0, define, for x ∈ R and t ∈ [1, L2],

Hm,n(u)(x, t) = cm,n

∫ t−1

0

(∫

R

e
−(x−y)2

4s

√
4πs

[u2m+1un
x ](y, t− s− 1)dy

)
ds (40)

and notice that

N(u)(x, t) =
∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

Hm,n(u)(x, t), (41)

if ‖f‖q < r
(
KC̄L

)−1
. Using the properties of the Fourier Transform, we can write

Ĥm,n(u)(ω, t) as

cm,n

(2π)2m+n

∫ t−1

0

e
−ω2s

∫

R2m+n

û(ω − p1) · · · û(p2m − r1) · · · ûx(rn−1 − rn)ûx(rn)dpdrds,
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where integrand is evaluate at time t−s−1, with 2m convolutions of û with û, one

convolution of û with ûx and n − 1 convolutions of ûx with ûx. From Proposition

3.1,

∫

R

|û(ω − p1)| |û(p1)| dp1 ≤ 22‖u‖2
∫

R

1

1 + |ω − p1|q−1
· 1

1 + |p1|q−1
dp1.

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

and therefore,

∣∣∣Ĥm,n(u)(ω, t)
∣∣∣ ≤ |cm,n|

(4t− 2)

1 + |ω|q
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u‖2m+n+1,

where

Gq =
(
2q+1 + 3

) ∫

R

1

1 + |x|q dx. (42)

Using this estimate in (41) we get

∣∣∣N̂(u)(ω, t)
∣∣∣ ≤ (4t− 2)

1 + |ω|q
∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u‖2m+n+1. (43)

We now define r0 = min{r/K, πr/Gq} and take ‖f‖q < C̄L
−1

r0 to guarantee that

the above sum is convergent.

In order to obtain an upper bound to
∣∣∣∂ωN̂(u)(ω, t)

∣∣∣, we first notice that in the

definition of F (u, ux) (see (33)), there are terms of the form u2m+1un
x , with m ≥ a

and n ≥ b such that 4a + 3b − 2 > 0. Then, we use Propositions 3.1, 3.3 and the

fact that given q > 1,

∫

R

1

1 + |x|q · 1

1 + |x− ω|q dx ≤ Gq

1 + |ω|q ,

for all ω ∈ R, where Gq is given by (42), to obtain:

∣∣∣∂ωN̂(u)(ω, t)
∣∣∣ <

(
4t2 − 2t+ 14

)

1 + |ω|q
∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u‖2m+n+1.

and

∣∣∣∂2
ωN̂(u)(ω, t)

∣∣∣ < (16t3 − 12t2 − 12t+ 170)

1 + |ω|q
∑

m≥a, n≥b

4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u‖2m+n+1,

17



if ‖f‖q < C̄L
−1

r0. Using the above bounds we obtain, defining CL = 16L6 − 8L4 −

10L2 + 182,

‖N(u)‖ < CL

∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u‖2m+n+1.

Notice that, since m ≥ a, n ≥ b and 4a+ 3b− 2 > 0, then 2m+ n + 1 ≥ 2 and, if

‖f‖q < C̄L
−1

r0, then ‖u‖ < r0 < r and

‖u‖2
∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u‖2m+n−1 < +∞.

It follows that ‖N(u)‖ < KL,qC̄
2
L‖f‖2q, with

KL,q = CL

∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

r2m+n−1
0 . (44)

Then, if ‖f‖q < ǫ1, defining ǫ1 = ǫ1(L, q, r, F ) ≡ min
{
(KL,qC̄

2
L)

−1, C̄−1
L r0

}
, we

obtain ‖N(u)‖ < ‖f‖q, for u ∈ Bf .

Lemma 3.2. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 3.1, there exists ǫ2 = ǫ2(L, q, r, F ) > 0

such that, if f ∈ Bq and ‖f‖q < ǫ2, then

‖N(u)−N(v)‖ <
1

2
‖u− v‖, ∀u, v ∈ Bf .

Proof: Given q > 2 and f ∈ Bq, let u, v ∈ Bf and Hm,n(u) given by (40), where

m,n ∈ Z+ are such that m ≥ a, n ≥ b with 4a+ 3b − 2 > 0. Then, we can write
[
Ĥm,n(u)− Ĥm,n(v)

]
(ω, t) = I1 + I2, where, for i = 1, 2,

Ij =
cm,n

(2π)2m+n

∫ t−1

0

e−ω2sFj(ω, s)ds,

F1(ω, s) = (û− v̂) ∗ û ∗ · · · ∗ û ∗ ûx ∗ · · · ∗ ûx and F2(ω, s) = v̂ ∗ û ∗ · · · ∗ û ∗ ûx ∗ · · · ∗

ûx − v̂ ∗ · · · ∗ v̂ ∗ v̂x ∗ · · · ∗ v̂x. Proceeding as in Lemma 3.1, we get

|I1| < |cm,n|
(4t− 2)

1 + |ω|q
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u− v‖‖u‖2m+n,

where Gq is the contant given by (42). In order to estimate |I2| we sum and subtract

v̂ ∗ v̂ ∗ û ∗ · · · ∗ û ∗ ûx ∗ · · · ∗ ûx in the integrand of I2, and obtain to other integrals.
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The first one which can be bound by |cm,n| (4t−2)
1+|ω|q

(
Gq

π

)2m+n

‖u− v‖‖u‖2m+n−1‖v‖

and the second can be similarly decomposed in two other integrals by summing

and subtracting v̂ ∗ v̂ ∗ v̂ ∗ û ∗ · · · ∗ û ∗ ûx ∗ · · · ∗ ûx in its integrand. Using that

|ûx(ω, t)− v̂x(ω, t)| ≤ 2‖û− v̂‖(1+ |ω|q−1)−1, see Proposition 3.1, and repeting this

procedure 2m+n−3 times, we obtain, as an upper bound for
∣∣∣
[
N̂(u)− N̂(v)

]
(ω, t)

∣∣∣,

(4t− 2)

1 + |ω|q ‖u− v‖
∑

m≥a, n≥b

4a+3b−2>0

[
|cm,n|

(
Gq

π

)2m+n
(

2m+n∑

i=0

‖u‖2m+n−i‖v‖i
)]

.

Notice that, since ‖f‖q < C̄L
−1

r0 and u, v ∈ Bf , the sum in the right hand

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

[
N̂(u)− N̂(v)

]
(ω, t)

∣∣∣ and
∣∣∣∂2

ω

[
N̂(u)− N̂(v)

]
(ω, t)

∣∣∣, respectively:

(
4t2 − 2t+ 14

)

1 + |ω|q ‖u− v‖
∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n 2m+n∑

i=0

‖u‖2m+n−i‖v‖i,

and

(16t3 − 12t2 − 12t+ 170)

1 + |ω|q ‖u− v‖
∑

m≥a, n≥b

4a+3b−2>0

|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n 2m+n∑

i=0

‖u‖2m+n−i‖v‖i,

It follows that ‖N(u)−N(v)‖ < K̄L,q‖f‖q‖u− v‖, where

K̄L,q = CLC̄L

∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

(2m+ n+ 1)|cm,n|
(
Gq

π

)2m+n

r2m+n−1
0

and, defining ǫ2 = ǫ2(L, q, r, F ) ≡ min
{
(2K̄L,q)

−1, C̄−1
L r0

}
and taking ‖f‖q < ǫ2,

we prove the lemma.

3.2 Renormalization and the proof of Theorem 1.2

The algorithm described in Section 2 also applies in more general cases, such as

IVP (32) with odd initial data f (in particular, zero mean initial data). From

now on we consider L > L0, where L0 is given by the Contraction Lemma 2.1.

Furthermore, whenever we refer to the ball Bǫ, given by (14), we are considering ǫ

given in Theorem 3.1.
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Given q > 2 and λ ∈ [−1, 1], for k ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · ·}, let us consider IVP (PV Ik, fk),

the k-th iteration of the RGA,

{
ut = uxx + λkFL,k(u, ux), x ∈ R, t ∈ (1, L2],

u(x, 1) = fk(x), fk ∈ Bq,
(45)

where λk = λL−k(4a+3b−2),

FL,k(u, ux) =
∑

m≥a, n≥b
4a+3b−2>0

cm,nL
k[4(a−m)+3(b−n)]u2m+1un

x,

and fk ∈ Bǫ is odd and will be defined next. Taking ǫ = min{ǫ1, ǫ2}, where

ǫ1 and ǫ2 were obtained, respectively, from lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we have that

‖fk‖q < ǫ ≤ C̄−1
L r0 and Lk[4(a−m)+3(b−n)] ≤ 1. Therefore, from Theorem 3.1,

it follows that FL,k(u, ux) is well defined and that there is a unique local solution

to the IVP (45) in Bfk given by

uk(x, t) = ufk(x, t) + νk(x, t) (46)

where ufk is the solution to the linear IVP associated, with initial data fk and

νk = λkN(uk), with N(uk) given by (34). For each k ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · ·}, we define

RL,kfk(x) ≡ L2uk(Lx,L
2), ∀x ∈ R. (47)

and

f0(x) = f(x) e fk+1(x) = RL,kfk(x), ∀x ∈ R. (48)

In the sequel, we state a version of the nonlinear Renormalization Lemma (see

Lemma 2.2) which is suitable for implementing the induction step that allows

iterating the RGA.

Lemma 3.3. Consider IVP (45), with t ∈ [1, L2] and initial data fk ∈ Bǫ such

that fk admits the decomposition

fk = Akf
∗
1 + gk, (49)

where Ak is a constant, f∗
1 is given by (3), and gk ∈ Bq such that ĝk(0) = ĝk

′(0) = 0.

Then:
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(a) fk+1, given by (48), can be decomposed as fk+1 = Ak+1f
∗
1 + gk+1, where

Ak+1 = Ak − iν̂k
′(0), gk+1 = RLgk+L2νk(L·)+ iν̂k

′(0)f∗
1 and νk = λkN(uk).

Furthermore, gk+1 ∈ Bq is such that ĝk+1(0) = ĝk+1
′
(0) = 0. In particular,

fk+1 is odd.

(b) |Ak+1 −Ak| ≤ |λk|KL,qC̄L
2‖fk‖2q, where C̄L e KL,q are given, respectively, by

(23) and (44).

(c) ‖gk+1‖q ≤ C
L ‖gk‖q + |λk|ĒL,q‖fk‖2q, where C is the constant given in the

Contraction Lemma 2.1 and

ĒL,q = (kq + Lq+1)KL,qC̄L
2
, (50)

with kq given by (20).

Proof: Given k ∈ Z+, suppose that the initial data fk of the IVP (45) is an odd

function of Bq ∩ Bǫ, q > 2. It follows from Theorem 3.1 that there is a unique

solution uk(x, t) in Bfk to IVP (45) with initial data fk and also uk(x, t) is an odd

funtion in the x variable. Therefore, if fk+1 is given by (48), using definition (47)

we get that fk+1 is also odd. The rest of the proof follows as in [13].

From now on we assume that L > Lδ and define D1 as in (25) with GL,q replaced

by KL,qC̄
2
L and, for k = 1, 2, · · ·, we define Dk+1 as

1

L(k+1)(1−δ)
+ kq


1 +KL,qC̄

2
L‖f0‖q +KL,qC̄

2
L‖f0‖q

k∑

j=1

D2
j

Lj(4a+3b−2)


 , (51)

where kq, C̄L and KL,q are given, respectively, by (20), (23) and (44), and

4a + 3b − 2 > 0. Notice that, if ‖f0‖q < 1
2L1−δĒL,qD2 , where ĒL,q is given by

(50), we can show that Dk < D, for all k ∈ Z+, with D and Dk given, respectively

by (27) and (51).

If ǫ > 0 is the one given in Theorem 3.1 and the initial data f = f0 is such that

‖f0‖q < ǫ, 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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Lk(4a+3b−2)(1−δ) > Lk(1−δ), in the k-th iteration of the RGA, if ‖f0‖q < ǭk, then

fk ∈ Bǫ, where

ǭ0 ≡ ǫ and ǭk+1 = min

{
1

2Lk(1−δ)ĒL,qD2
k

, ǭk,
ǫ

Dk+1

}
, ∀k ∈ Z+,

Defining

ǭ = min

{
1

2L1−δĒL,qD2
,
ǫ

D

}
, (52)

we can prove the following

Theorem 3.2. Given δ ∈ (0, 1), a, b ∈ Z+ such that 4a+ 3b− 2 > 0 and L > Lδ,

with Lδ given by (24), there exists ǭ > 0 such that, if ‖f0‖q < ǭ and f0 is odd, then,

for all k = 0, 1, 2, · · ·, fk+1 given by (48) and (47) is well defined, odd and can be

written as (49), where ĝk(0) = ĝk
′(0) = 0,

‖gk‖q ≤ 1

Lk(1−δ)
‖f0‖q. (53)

Furthermore,

‖fk‖q ≤ Dk‖f0‖q, (54)

with Dk given by (51) and, in particular, ‖fk‖q < ǫ.

With Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 3.2, the k-th iteration of the RGA is complete for

all k ∈ { 0, 1, 2, · · ·} and we are able to finally prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2: First, we observe that the nonlinear RG operator RL,k

defined in (48) satisfies the semigroup property, that is, RLk,0 = RL,k−1◦· · ·◦RL,1◦

RL,0, for every k ∈ {1, 2, · · ·}. Now, since ‖f0‖q < ǭ and f0 is odd, it follows from

Theorem 3.2 that fk = Akf
∗
1 + gk for all k = 1, 2, · · ·, where Ak is constant, that

gk ∈ Bq, q > 2, has both zero mass and zero first moment, and that the inequality

(53) is valid. From (48) and the semigroup property,

‖L2ku(Lk·, L2k)−Akf
∗
1 ‖q = ‖gk‖q ≤

‖f0‖
Lk(1−δ)
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and the Ak’s satisfy

|Ak − Ā| ≤ L−k(4a+3b−2)

2L1−δ(1− L−(4a+3b−2))
‖f0‖q,

where Ā is a constant depending on the initial data f and on the nonlinearity F .

Since δ ∈ (0, 1), L > 1 and 4a + 3b − 2 > 0, it follows that L1−δL−(4a+3b−2) < 1

and, since ‖f∗
1 ‖q < kq, with kq given by (20), using the triangle inequality and the

two previous inequalities, we get:

‖L2ku(Lk·, L2k)− Āf∗
1 ‖q ≤

C̄

Lk(1−δ)
‖f0‖q, ∀k ∈ {0, 1, · · ·},

where C̄ = C̄(L, q, a, b, δ) ≡ 1 + kq
1

2L(1−δ)(1−L−(4a+3b−2))
. To conclude this

demonstration, it is enough to notice that the above inequality is valid for all

tk = L2k, with k ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · ·} and L > Lδ, and we can extend it to all t ≥ 1

by taking t = τL2k0 , τ ∈ (1, L2), and k0 ∈ Z+. Therefore,

‖tu(
√
t ·, t)− Āf∗

1 ‖q ≤
C̄

t(1−δ)/2
‖f0‖q

and, taking the limit t → ∞ on both sides of the above inequality, we conclude the

proof.
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