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Abstract

Refining previous work in [A1], B4 37, [16] [T5], we derive sharp pointwise bounds on behavior of
perturbed viscous shock profiles for large-amplitude Lax or overcompressive type shocks and physical
viscosity. These extend well-known results of Liu [27] obtained by somewhat different techniques for
small-amplitude Lax type shocks and artificial viscosity, completing a program set out in [E2]. As
pointed out in [26] 27, the key to obtaining sharp bounds is to take account of cancellation associated
with the property that the solution decays faster along characteristic than in other directions. Thus, we
must here estimate characteristic derivatives for the entire nonlinear perturbation, rather than judicially
chosen parts as in [37, [15]. a requirement that greatly complicates the analysis.

1 Introduction

In the landmark paper [27], Liu established sharp pointwise bounds on the asymptotic behavior of a perturbed
viscous shock profile, for small-amplitude, Lax type shocks and artificial viscosity. A long-standing program
of the authors, set out in [H2], has been to extend to large-amplitudes, general type profiles, and physical
(partially parabolic) viscosities results obtained by Liu and others for small amplitude Lax type profiles
and artificial viscosity. For various results in this direction, see, e.g., A1l B4, B7, 16, [[5]. In this paper, we
achieve a definitive result recovering the full bounds of [Z7] for general Lax or overcompressive type shocks
and physical or artificial viscosity, thus completing the program of [42]. The analysis involves an interesting
blend of the spectral techniques introduced by the authors to deal with large amplitudes, described in
Sections Pl and Bl a delicate type of cancellation estimate introduced by Liu in the small-amplitude context,
described in Section Hl and sharp convolution estimates of the type developed in [12, [[3] [[4}, [T6] [T5], taking
account of transversality but not cancellation of two interacting signals.
Consider a (possibly) large-amplitude viscous shock profile, or traveling-wave solution
a(z —st);  lim a(z) = uy, (1.1)

z—+o0

of systems of partially or fully parabolic conservation laws

ur + Fu), = (B(u)uy)q, (1.2)

u = (;‘II,) . B= (fl li) (1.3)

ul € R*= u!l € R", r some positive integer, possibly n (full regularization), and

z€R, u, FeR" BeR"™™ where

Re U(bg) >6>0.
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Here and elsewhere, o denotes spectrum of a matrix or other linear operator. Working in a coordinate system
moving along with the shock, we may without loss of generality consider a standing profile 4(x), s = 0.

Following [40)], we assume that, by some invertible change of coordinates u — w(u), followed if necessary
by multiplication on the left by a nonsingular matrix function S(w), equations (L) may be written in the
quasilinear, partially symmetric hyperbolic-parabolic form

_ _ _ I
A, + Aw, = (Bwg), + G, w = (wH) , (1.4)

w
w! € R, wHNE R", x € R, t € Ry, where, defining wy := w(u4):
(A1) A(wg), Aj1, A% are symmetric, A° > 0.

(A2) Dissipativity: no eigenvector of dF(u4) lies in the kernel of B(uy). (Equivalently, no eigenvector of
A(A%) =Y (w4) lies in the kernel of B(A%)~!(w4).)

(A3) B = <8 g), G = (2)’ with Reb(w) > 0 for some 6 > 0, for all W, and §(w,,w,) = O(|w.]?).

Here, the coefficients of ([L4]) may be expressed in terms of the original equation ((C2), the coordinate change

u — w(u), and the approximate symmetrizer S(w), as

A% .= S(w)(du/ow), A := S(w)dF (u(w))(du/dw),

- 1.5
B := S(w)B(u(w))(0u/0w), G = —(dSw,)B(u(w))(0u/0w)w,. (15)

Alternatively, we assume, simply,

(B1) Strict parabolicity: n = r, or, equivalently, Ro(B) > 0.

Along with the above structural assumptions, we make the technical hypotheses:
(HO) F, B,w, S e C'¥.

(H1) The eigenvalues of A, := A;;(AY,)~" are (i) distinct from 0; (ii) of common sign; and (iii) of constant

multiplicity with respect to u.
(H2) The eigenvalues of dF'(uy) are real, distinct, and nonzero.

(H3) Nearby @, the set of all solutions of ([II)-(2) connecting the same values u4 forms a smooth manifold
{@%}, 6 eU C R, u° = .

Remark 1. Structural assumptions (A1)—(A3) [alt. (B1)] and technical hypotheses (HO)—(H2) admit such
physical systems as the compressible Navier—Stokes equations, the equations of magnetohydrodymics, and
Slemrod’s model for van der Waal gas dynamics [39]. Moreover, existence of waves @ satisfying (H3) has
been established in each of these cases.

Definition 1. An ideal shock
_ t
(@, t) = {“ rsh (1.6)

U4y T > st

is classified as undercompressive, Lax, or overcompressive type according as i — n is less than, equal to, or
greater than 1, where i, denoting the sum of the dimensions i_ and i+ of the center—unstable subspace of
df (u_) and the center—stable subspace of df (uy), represents the total number of characteristics incoming to
the shock.

A wiscous profile ([LTl) is classified as pure undercompressive type if the associated ideal shock is un-
dercompressive and £ = 1, pure Lax type if the corresponding ideal shock is Lax type and £ = i — n, and
pure overcompressive type if the corresponding ideal shock is overcompressive and { = i —n, £ as in (H3).
Otherwise it is classified as mized under—overcompressive type; see [19].
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Pure Lax type profiles are the most common type, and the only type arising in standard gas dynamics,
while pure over- and undercompressive type profiles arise in magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) and phase-
transitional models. In this paper, we restrict to the case of pure Lax or overcompressive type shocks.

Finally, we assume that the profile satisfies a linearized stability criterion based on the Fvans function.
As described, e.g., in [11 6, [0, 20, 21, 34, @T], 42], the Evans function D()\), a Wronskian constructed from
solutions of the associated eigenvalue equation, serves as a characteristic function for the linear operator L
that arises upon linearization of ([L2) about @(x). More precisely, away from essential spectrum, zeros of
the Evans function correspond in location and multiplicity with eigenvalues of L [Il [0, @2]. It was shown
in [A2] and [34], respectively for the strictly parabolic and real viscosity cases, that L' N LP — LP linearized
orbital stability of the profile, p > 1, is equivalent to the Evans function condition

(D) There exist precisely ¢ zeroes of D(+) in the nonstable half-plane Re A > 0, necessarily at A = 0,
where £ as in (H3) is the dimension of the manifold connecting u_ and ..

Under assumptions (A0)—(A3) [alt. (B1)] and (HO)-(H3), condition (D) is equivalent to (i) strong spectral
stability, o(L) C {Re A < 0}U{0}, (ii) hyperbolic stability of the associated ideal shock, and (iii) transversality
of u as a solution of the connection problem in the associated traveling-wave ODE, where hyperbolic stability
is defined for Lax and undercompressive shocks by the Lopatinski condition of [28, 29, B0, [[] and for Lax
and overcompressive shocks by the analogous long-wave stability condition (Dii), below; see [E2, B3], €3, B0
for further explanation.

Remark 2. Stability criterion (D) has been shown to hold for general small amplitude Lax shocks [}, [TT}, I8
23, 24, B9, [36], and for large-amplitude shocks in such cases as Lax type waves arising in isentropic Navier—
Stokes equations for the gamma-law gas as v — 1 [35], and undercompressive shocks arising in Slemrod’s
model for van der Waal gas dynamics [39] (see B8] for Slemrod’s model). On the other hand, it has been
shown to fail for certain large-amplitude and or nonclassical type shocks [I0, @, B9, 43]. More generally,
condition (D) can be readily checked by numerical calculation [2 B, 4 B [I7, [T9].

Setting Ay = df (ux), '+ := d*f(u+), and By := B(ux), denote by

a; <ay <---<a, andaf <af <---<a (1.7)
£
: ) 7
so that (I7rx)+ = 03, where &, is the Kronecker delta function, returning 1 for j = k and 0 for j # k. Define
scalar diffusion coefficients

the eigenvalues of A_ and A, and lji, rji left and right eigenvectors associated with each a7, normalized

BF == (1] Brj)+ (1.8)

and scalar coupling coefficients
Wji = (l;‘-rl"(rj,rj))i. (1.9)

Under this notation, hyperbolic stability (a consequence of the assumed (D)) of a Lax or overcompressive
shock profile @ is the condition:

(Dii) The set {r]i ta; 2 03U {fj;o %—?dz;i =1,---,¢} forms a basis for R", with fj;o ‘g—%éd:r com-
puted at § = 0.

Remark 3. For Lax profiles, (Dii) reduces to the Liu-Majda condition

det ({rji : aji 20} (ug —u_)) #0.

Following [25l, 27], define for a given mass m; the scalar diffusion waves ¢ (z,t;m; ) as (self-similar)
solutions of the Burgers equations

0+ ;05— By Piae = =7 (07))a (1.10)

with point-source initial data
¢; (@, =1) = m; do(x), (1.11)
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and similarly for ¢/ x, t; m; *). Given a collection of masses m prescribed on outgoing characteristic modes

a; < 0 and a;' > 0, define

t) = Z @ (z, tsm;)ry + Z gpj x, t; m +. (1.12)
a; <0 af>0
In the setting described above, we will determine estimates on perturbed viscous shock profiles in terms
of ¢ and a refined collection of template functions (terminology following [42]; notation following [Liu97]).
Definition 2 (Template functions.). Let
Yr(a,t) = > (L+ |z —aft| + /)73
afzo
1) = (L4 [2) V2 4 fa] )72 (1 2l +21/2) 712y (1.13)
va(w,t) = (1+ |z + )7 (1 + [2])~'x
Ya(,t) = (1+ [a] + )7,
where x denotes an indicator function on x € [a] t,a}t], and also
WP (@, t) = (1+ |o — aFt| +£1/2) 7%/
G (1) = (e, t) — i~
The goal of our analysis is to establish the following sharp pointwise description of asymptotic behavior,
generalizing bounds obtained by Liu [27] for small-amplitude Lax type profiles with artificial viscosity B = I.

Theorem 1. Assume (A1)-(A3) [alt. (B1)], (HO)-(H3) and (D) hold, and 4 is a pure Lax or overcom-
pressive shock profile. Assume also that @ solves [LA) with initial data Gy and that, for initial perturbation
Uy = Tip — @, we have |uo| s < Eo and |ug(z)|, |0pu0(z)|, and |0%uo(z)| < Eo(1+ |z|)~ 2, for Eq sufficiently
small. Then, the solution @ continues globally in time, with @ — @ € L' N H®. Moreover, there exist a
choice of |mi| |0.] < CEy and a function 6(t) (determined, respectively, by (1 and (Z14)), such that, for

- s

vi=1a—a’ —<p——(5*)5,
[ola, )] < CEo b1 + s (¢

|0z (2 |<C%[U%M+%HWHWM$ﬂ
(1+
(1+

(1.14)
6(t)] < CEo(1+1)"2
6(t)] < CEo(1+1)7"
and, for all aj[ z 0,
(0 + aF 0x)v(w,t)| < CEy [fl(l + OV AT V2T o) + s + w] (1), (1.15)
for some constant C' (independent of x,t and Ey).
Remark 4. By Taylor’s Theorem,
kosats) 5. 0T 2 —klz|
O (S0 — a0+ — T 5(1)) = O(5(1)?e 7). (1.16)
for k = 0 [resp. k = 1], since 86—7? and its derivatives decay at exponential rate (see Lemma [ll). Since the

righthand side of (LIA) for £ = 0 [resp. k = 1] is smaller than the right hand side of (LI (i) [resp. (ii)], we
may conclude that

Ui=u— *5*"1‘5(15) _ ¢
decays at the same rate as v, i.e., u is well approximated by @’*t%®) + ¢: a dynamically changing nearby
profile with the same endstates u+, superposed with outgoing diffusion waves. This is a slight refinement of
the asymptotic description u ~ @+ + ¢ introduced by Liu [25, 27].
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Remark 5. In contrast to the modulus bounds given here, the estimates of [27] are stated in each separate
characteristic field, giving the further information that along characteristic rays the perturbation v lies mainly
in the associated characteristic direction. The difference is rather subtle, however, and so we have opted for
simplicity of exposition to omit this level of detail. The additional information can easily be recovered at
the expense of additional bookkeeping; see Remark [[2 for further discussion.

Liu’s analysis involved essentially two main ingredients, which were strongly coupled. The first was to
obtain approximate Green function bounds taking advantage of the weakly coupled nature of the equations
in the small-amplitude case to approximate by a superposition of solutions of scalar conservation laws;
the second, by delicate pointwise interaction estimates between the approximate Green kernel and various
algebraically decaying source terms, to close a nonlinear iteration and obtain the result. The “coupling” we
mention refers to the fact that the Green function estimates blow up as amplitude goes to zero and the shock
becomes more and more characteristic, whereas the source terms decay with amplitude; thus, the two effects
must be delicately balanced to close the iteration and achieve a correct result. In the large-amplitude case,
bounded away from the characteristic limit, the issues are somewhat different; namely, we do not have this
“characteristic coupling” problem, but on the other hand we cannot as in [Z7] obtain approximate Green
function bounds by asymptotic development in the amplitude. Likewise, for physical, partially parabolic
viscosity, there are new difficulties associated with regularity and the need to gain derivatives.

These new difficulties have largely been surmounted in the authors’ previous work. In particular, (i)
sharp Green function bounds have been obtained by Mascia—Zumbrun [33] in great generality using Laplace
transform/stationary phase estimates, and (ii) global existence and sharp H*N L? estimates on the nonlinear
residual v have been obtained by Raoofi [37] using the linearized estimates of [34], a key cancellation estimate
of Liu, and a nonstandard energy estimate to control higher derivatives. These results are described in more
detail in SectionsPland Bl and we shall use them freely in our analysis. A major advantage of this “bootstrap”
approach is that we need not close a nonlinear iteration, but only carry out a linear fixed-point argument
to obtain our result. This was used in the previous work [IH] to establish “nearly optimal” pointwise bounds
in a relatively uncomplicated manner. As pointed out in [42, [[5], however, to obtain the full bounds of Liu
requires estimates not only on v and v, as in [I5], but also characteristic derivatives (0; + ajiaz)v as in [27].
To carry out these bounds requires an immense ammount of additional work, with consideration of numerous
different cases, and accounts for most of the work of this paper.

Remark 6. In the strictly parabolic case, the regularity requirement on the initial perturbation u = o — u
may be significantly relaxed in Theorem[Il from u € H® to u € C°T*, a > 0, and the bound E+0(1+|z|)~3/?
imposed on |ug| alone, and not derivatives |9,uo| and |92ug|, by using parametrix bounds as described in
2, @0, 16l [T5] to establish short-time pointwise smoothing estimates. (That these bounds are necessary
in the real viscosity case, on the other hand, may be clearly seen in the proof of Proposition B1) In the
artificial viscosity case B = constant, which includes the case B = I treated by Liu [27], the short-time
existence/regularity theory becomes trivial @2, [[6], and we require no additional regularity beyond the
single pointwise hypothesis |up| < E + 0(1 + |z])~3/2.

Remark 7. Alternatively, we may subsume the strictly parabolic case (B1) under the same analysis used
to treat the partially symmetric case (A1)—(A3), substituting for parametrix estimates the more elementary
Sobolev estimates of [B3, B7]. For, in this case, we may drop the requirement of symmetry of Ay, which
was used only to obtain a skew-symmetric K such that R(K A+ B)y > 0, whereas K = 0 suffices when B
is full rank. Since the A;; component is empty, the remaining structural conditions are trivially satisfied
upon multiplying by a smooth symmetric positive definite A°(u) such that RA°B > 0 (guaranteed by
Lyapunov’s Theorem). By a more careful accounting, taking advantage of associated simplifications, the
results of [0, B7], with the exception of derivative bounds, may be obtained in the strictly parabolic case
under regularity H', matching the assumption of Goodman in the classic paper [I1] stability with respect to
zero-mass perturbations, and the results of [IH] (for which are required L* bounds on d,u) under regularity
H?. In the present case, for which pointwise derivative bounds are crucial to the argument, we require H*.

Plan of the paper. In Section Bl we recall the results of [83, [[5] for our use. In Section Bl we give the
brief argument establishing Theorem [l subject to certain integral estimates. In Section Bl we motivate the
analysis to follow by reviewing a key cancellation estimate of Liu [25] upon which our analysis, and that of
27, depends. In Sections B B and [ we carry out the main work of the paper, establishing the deferred
integral estimates.



Howard, Raoofi, and Zumbrun, Liu Estimates

2 Preliminaries

We start by recalling some needed, known results.

2.1 Profile estimates

We first recall the profile analysis carried out in [33], generalizing results of [31] in the strictly parabolic case.
Profile @(x) satisfies the standing-wave ordinary differential equation (ODE)

B(w)u' = F(u) — F(u_). (2.1)
Considering the block structure of B, this can be written as:
Flu' u'h) = FT(ul  u'Th) (2.2)
and
by(ul) + bo(ull) = FH(u! ull) — FI(ul  ofT). (2.3)

Proposition 1. [[33]] Given (H1)-(H3), (Z3) determines a smooth r-dimensional manifold on which (Z3)
determines a mondegenerate ODE. Moreover, endstates u+ are hyperbolic restpoints of this ODE, i.e., the
coefficients of the linearized equations about uy, written in local coordinates, have no center subspace. In
particular, under reqularity (HO),

DIDy(@d(z) —ux) = O(e Iy as 2 — 400, a>0,0<;7<10,i=0,1. (2.4)

2.2 Linearized equations and Green distribution bounds

We next recall some linear theory from [33, B2, [[6]. Linearizing ([[CZ) about @°(-), &, to be determined later,
gives
vy = Lv := —(Av), + (Bvg )z, (2.5)
with
B(x) := B(@® (z)), A(x)v:=df(@(z))v — dB(@’ (z))val-. (2.6)
Denoting A* := A(fo0), BT := B(4o0), and considering Lemma [Il it follows that

[ A(z) = A7 = O(e™)),  |B(x) — B~ = O(e~"I*) (2.7)

as ¥ — —oo, for some positive 7. Similarly for AT and B, as x — +oc. Also |A(x) — A*| and |B(x) — BT
are bounded for all x.

Define the (scalar) characteristic speeds a¥ < --- < a (as above) to be the eigenvalues of A*, and the left
and right (scalar) characteristic modes lji, rji to be corresponding left and right eigenvectors, respectively

(i.e., Airj[ = aj[rj[, etc.), normalized so that l;‘ b= 6i and [ -1 = 6{;. Following Kawashima [22],

define associated effective scalar diffusion rates ﬁj-[ :j=1,---,n by relation
C
; = diag L* B* R, (2.8)
0 B
where L* := (IF,...,15), R* .= (r,...,r¥) diagonalize A*.

Assume for A and B the block structures:
<A21 A22 ’ B21 B22
Also, let a}(z), j =1,...,(n —r) denote the eigenvalues of

A* = A11 - A12B;21B21;
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with I3 (z), r(x) € R"" associated left and right eigenvectors, normalized so that I}'r; = 5{;. More generally,
for an m7-fold eigenvalue, we choose (n —r) x mj blocks L} and R} of eigenvectors satisfying the dynamical
normalization

L;thR;f =0,

along with the usual static normalization L;‘tRj = 5ilm;; as shown in Lemma 4.9, [32], this may always be
achieved with bounded L}, R}. Associated with L}, R}, define extended, n x mj blocks

L R
= J * J
c: (0) R: (_BﬂleR;).

*

Eigenvalues a} and eigenmodes L7, R} correspond, respectively, to short-time hyperbolic characteristic
speeds and modes of propagation for the reduced, hyperbolic part of degenerate system ([LCZ).
Define local, m; x m; dissipation coefficients

n(z) == —Li'D.R;(z), j=1,....,J<n—r,

where
D.(z) := A12B2_21 Aoy — A2232_21321 + A*B2_21B21 + B228x(Bg_QlB21)

is an effective dissipation analogous to the effective diffusion predicted by formal, Chapman-Enskog expan-
sion in the (dual) relaxation case.
The Green distribution (fundamental solution) associated with ([ZH) is defined by

G(x,t;y) == "5, (z). (2.9)

Recalling the standard notation errfn(z) := % ffoo ¢ d€, we have the following pointwise description.

Proposition 2. [33] Under assumptions (A1)-(A8) [alt. (B1)], (HO)-(H3), and (D), the Green distribution
G(z,t;y) associated with the linearized evolution equations may be decomposed as

Glz,tiy)=H+E+S+R, (2.10)
where, for y < 0:
Hrti) o= 03 (0)a} ()R ()G (0, )50 az0 (~0) £51(0)
: (2.11)
= S RO ()L ),

where the averaged convection rates @ = aj(z,t) in (ZI) denote the time-averages over [0,t] of a}(x) along
backward characteristic paths 25 = z(z,t) defined by
dzj [dt = aj(z}), 2;(t) ==,
and the dissipation matriz (f = (f(v,t) € R %™ s defined by the dissipative flow
dcs /dt = —nj(25)¢5, GG (0) = Iy

and 5m—a;t denotes Dirac distribution centered at x — d;t.

‘ 0w (z)
E(z,tyy) = Z 5. ej(y,1), (2.12)
i 9% o=
ej(y,t) == Z errfn ytat — errfn Yot L, (2.13)
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e
S(z,ty) = X1y Z el 47rﬂk t)~ 1/2 = (z—y—ay t)° /46, t

a, <0
r—y—a—t)2 /48~ e "
T X{>1} Z rp by (AmBt) Y 2em eyt MBkt(m)
a, >0
: e e (2.14)
Xy D [Tl (r ) e (m)
a;>0,a;<0
. ¢ _ B (o2t )2 /43T e*
SR CC S SO (<10 U P CE e ) et e (ﬁ)
a, >0,af>0
with ]
Y
2y, t) = (t — m) (2.15)
and
. ot yl (o
ﬂﬁ(x,t;y) = Ttﬂji — ﬂk ; (2.16)
a‘] | k; |

The remainder R and its derivatives have the following bounds.
R(z,t;y) = Oe™"177v1¥0)

£300 (14 1) e i) a0

k=1
- — —(z—aT (t—|y/a|))? —nzt
+ Z X{\a;t\z\y\}o((t—Fl) 1/24=1/2)e=(@=aj (t=ly/ay D)"/Mt o —na™ (2.17)
a;>0,a;<0
T Z X{\a;t\z\y\}o((t—F 1)_1/215_1/2)@’(””"lj'+(t*|y/a§|))2/Mte—nf7
a;>0,aj+>0

(x,t;y) ZO € n Oz a;t(—y)—f—O(e—ﬂ(\w—y\H))

+ Z (0] ((t + 1)_1/26_77””+ + ezl 4 e—ﬁ\y\) t—le—(w—y—a;tf/Mt

- . o X (2.18)
+ Z X{\a;t\z\y\}o((f + 1)1 (@may (= ly/a D)7/ ME =z

a, >0, a; <0
D X gy O+ 1) T2 e (el e DM e

a;, >0,af>0

J
Ry(z,tyy) = Z O(e™™)dy—aze(—y) + O (e l==vl+)y

j=1

M=

+2.0 ((t +1) e e”"””‘) £t 4 1)1/ 2 (a0 /M

ol
Il

1
— — —(z—aT (t—|y/a]))? _nzt
D X{ar ey O+ 1) T2 e ey /e TR

ay >0,a; <0

- — —(z—at(t— a” )2 —ne—
D X{apelalyy O+ 1) TR e e (/e DM mne
a, >0,af >0

(2.19)
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Moreover, for |z — y|/t sufficiently large, |G| < Cente~|v=vl*/Mb) o5 in the strictly parabolic case.
Setting G := S+ R, so that G = H + E + G, we have the following useful alternative bounds for G.
Proposition 3 ([42], [83, 06]). Under the assumptions of Proposition @, G has the following bounds.

J max{0,|a|—1}

07, Glatiy) <D Y O ™)) 8uari(—y) + O IV
B=0

j=1

+ C(t—\alﬂ + |Oém|€_n|m|) ( Z +~1/2—(z—y—a; )% /Mt ,—nz*

k=1
+ Z X{\a’t\>‘u‘}t_l/2€_(m_a;(t_ly/a;|))2/Mte—nm+7
K HI21
a, >0, a;<0
+ Z X{|a*t|>|y|}t_1/2€7(m7‘l]‘+(t*‘y/‘l;|))2/Mte—nm*>,
k -
a, >0, a;.r>0

J
(01 + a; 02)G(x, t;y)] <Y O(e™")0p—az1(—y) + O(e"I7¥IH0)
j=1

+ O3/2 (ef(mfyfa;twmefnz* + Z ef(mfaf(tf\y/a;I))Q/Mtefnﬁ)

a, >0
_F(jt—1/2(e—(w—y—aftf/A4te—nhﬂ]{m20}_% 3 e—(w—af(#ﬂy/az|»2ﬂer—nkd1€zzo})
a, >0
rout+ efn\z\)(Zt*1/2ef(mfy—a;t)2/Mtefnm+

k£l
—1/2 = (@—a; (t— “M2/Mt —nzt
+ Z X{|a;t\2‘y‘}t /2= (@—aj (t=|y/a; )"/ Mt ,—nz ,
ay, >0,a; <0,j#l
—1/2 —(z—aT (t— M2 /Mt —r—
T Z X{|a;t|2|y|}t /6 (z—aj (t=[y/a; )"/ e ),
a;>0,a;r>0

+

0 < |a| <2, fory <0, and symmetrically for y > 0, for some n, C, M > 0, where a;

(2.20)

are as in Proposition

2] ﬁ,:ct >0, xF denotes the positive/negative part of x, and indicator function X{la=t|> ]} is 1 for |a, t| > |y
w11

and 0 otherwise. Moreover, all estimates are uniform in the supressed parameter J..

Remark 8. In the strictly parabolic case r = n, the hyperbolic part H is absent in the decomposition of

G given in (ZT0).

Remark 9. From ([ZTI3)), we obtain by straightforward calculation (see [33]) the bounds

ot —a.t
y+ay — errfn Y~ %

lej(y,t)| < C errfn ,
J akz;o Vs Vst

|Ove;(y,t)| < cr~1/2 Z e—\y+a;t\2/Mt,

a; >0 (2.21)
0,¢;(y,1)] < O—1/2 Z e*\y+a;t|2/Mt

ap, >0
[Oyee;(y, 1) < 1 D erlurart/an

a; >0

for y < 0, and symmetrically for y > 0.
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2.3 LP? decay

Finally, we recall the H* N L? result of [37] established using the linearized bounds of [33] and Hausdorff-
Young’s inequality together with an H® energy estimate and the cancellation estimate described in Section
A below.

Proposition 4 ([37, 05]). Under the conditions of Theorem [, there exists a unique, global solution G of
I3A), i € L' N H°. Moreover, for v =i — u% — ¢ — 88—71;(5*)6, with |mj[|, |0«| < CEy and §(t) defined as
in (1 and ZI3),

Bl

()| < CE(1+1)" 707971 1<p< oo, (2.22)

and

0(-6)|gs < CEo(1+1)7%, (2.23)

for some constant C > 0,

3 Nonlinear analysis: Proof of Theorem [I]

We now carry out the proof of Theorem [ assuming certain integral estimates to be established in Sections
B B and[@ Let @ be the solution of (L2 guaranteed by Proposition Bl Following [25, 27, B7], let |my],
|0.] < CEy be the unique solutions guaranteed by (Dii) and the Implicit Function Theorem of

—+oo
/ (ii(x,0) — a’)(x) do = Y myry + Y myr), (3.1)
o a; <0 af>0
or, equivalently, fj;o u(x,0) = fj;o (% + ¢)(x) dz. This determines the asymptotic state, by conservation
of mass.

Remark 10 ([Z5, 42]). In the case of Lax—type shock waves, @’ (z) = @(z+6), hence [ 88—71; de = (ug —u_)
and d, can be explicitly computed as the solution of a linear equation.

Setting u(x,t) := @(x,t) — u% (x), use Taylor’s expansion around @’ (z) to find
ur + (A2)u)e — (B(@)ue)e = —(L'(@)(u, 1)z + Q(u, Uz)a, (3-2)
where T'(z)(u,u) = d? f (@) (u,u) — d?> B(a® ) (u, w)ud* and
Qu, uz) = O(JulJuz| + [ul?),
with I'y = I'(£00). Define constant coeflicients blij and Ffjk to satisfy

n n

I‘i(rji,r,f) = Z iijkrii, Bi'f‘;—t = be;rjt (3.3)
i=1 i=1

Then, of course, i = b and v := T'%,.

Continuing, set v :=u — ¢ — 88—71;5(0, with §(t) to be defined later, and assuming §(0) = 0. Notice that,
by our choice of d, and diffusion waves gozi’s, we have zero initial mass of v, i.e.,

+oo
/ v(x,0)dx = 0. (3.4)

— 00

Replacing u with v 4+ ¢ + 88—71;5@) in B32) ( %—g computed at § = J,), and using the fact that %—%i satisfies

the linear time independent equation Lv = 0, we obtain
ou’ ou®

25 00z +0(2), (3.5)

ve — Lv = O(z,t) + F(p, v,

10
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where

ou’

55 0) = (|v|2+|90||v|+|v|| 5|+|<P|| 5|+| 5|2

F(p,v,
5 (3.6)

oud o a
+|(<P+U+—6)(g0+v+ 8l + o +v+ 56|3).

o) o)
Furthermore,

ou’ ou’
F(v, 0, W(S(t))m = O(F(v, ¢, W(S)

+|(v+<P+ Ea +o+ 2. (3.7

+|v—|—<p+ 5||( Tyo+ (?f;js 8)zzl)s
and ®(z,t) := —pr — (A(2)@)s + (B(x)ps). — (T(x)(p, gp))m For ® we write
(I)(;E, t) = (Spt + Apy — Bpga + (g, 90)1)
== Y by + (A@e'r e — (B@)ghry )o + T@)(@'r;,¢'17))a
a; <0
= 2 el (A = (B@erda + C@)(@'r e'r))e (3:8)
a; >0

_Z (pip; I rioHTy ))w

i#£]

Let us write a typical term of the first summation (a; < 0) in the following form:

giry + (A@)e'ry )o = (B@)gpr; )o + (D(@) (@17, ¢'r7))e
= [(A(2) = AT)p'r; = (B(z) = B )pyry + (D(x) =T7)(¢'r 0], (3.9)
iy + (9L AT = (9 BTr) + (020 (r 1)

Now we use the definition of ¢ in (CI) and the definition of coefficients b;; and I';;; in @3)) to write the
last part of (BH) in the following form:

piri + (o AT )= (e BTr) + ((gpi)il"_(r;,r;))
= _%I wa Ty — ZPJMT; (3.10)
J#i i
Similar statements hold for a;L > (0 with minus signs replaced with plus signs.
Applying Duhamel’s principle, we obtain from (B3]

—+oo
o(z.t) = / G t:y)v0(y)dy

toptee ou’

[ ] Gt — s o, e sayds, o1
boptoee ou’

+ / / G(z,t — s;y)P(y, s)dy ds + %5(15),
0 —00

11
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where we have used the identity fj:oo Gz, t;y) %%j (y)dy = 122 = 27° 4nd §(0) = 0. Assuming
it) =~ [ ey unlo)dy
toptee o’
_ / / ei(y,t — 8)F(p,v, W(S)y(y, s)dyds (3.12)
0 —00
t “+o0
—/ / ei(z,t — s;y)®(y, s)dy ds,
0 —00
and using (F10)), BI2) and G = H + E 4+ G we obtain:
+o0o ~
oat) = [+ Gty
boptee ~ ou®
+ / / (H 4+ G)(x,t — s;9)F (o, v, %5)1}(3/, s)dy ds (3.13)
0 — o0
t 400 ~
s [ [ de - sy sayas
0 — o0

which we can clearly augment with derivative estimates through differentiation on both sides. In addition
to v(x,t) and §(t), we will keep track in our argument of vy (x,t), (v¢ + aj[vz), and d(t), the latter of which
satisfies

i) = — / " dreily, tyo(y)dy

t oo ou’
N / / Duei(y,t — ) Flip,v, 50), (y5)dyds (3.14)
0 —00

t —+o0
- / / Breily,t — $)B(y, s)dy ds,
0 —00

where we have taken advantage of the observation, apparent from (ZII), that e(y,0) = 0.
Define

_ [v(y, )l
0= yygglspgt 1y, s) + P2(y, s)
|vy(y75)|
+ vosoct 5 12(0 (g, 5) + D2y, 9)) + U3 (. 5) + Ua(y, 5)
+ Z sup (9 + ajiay)v(y,s” (3.15)
a: <0,a+>0 y0ssst 571(1 + 8)1/41/}{1:‘:(247 S) + 571/2(1/;{1:‘:(?% S) + 1/}2 (yv S)) + 1/)3(?4, S) + 1/14(217 S)
R G| O]

vooet (1+8) 172 ' oo, (148) 1

The desired estimates follow easily using the following integral estimates, to be established in Sections Bl Bl
and [

12
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Lemma 1 (Linear estimates I.). If fj;: vo(y)dy = 0 and |vo(y)| < Eo(1 + |y|)=3/2, Ey > 0, then
+oo
[ G tiputoas] < CEin .t
+o0 ~
[ .G tnuntwdy| < CEafe 2 4 e a.)
e 9\ j,+ T,
‘ / (O + aj 0,)G (2, t;y)vo(y)dy| < CEy (t_lz/J{’ (z,t) 4+ t~Y20* (2, t) + el (x, t)) (3.16)

— 00

+oo
[ et omwi| < cBs1 4072

—+oo
} / Oei(y, t)vo(y)dy| < CEp(1 + t)_3/2.

Lemma 2 (Linear estimates IL). If [vo(z)], |0xv0(2)|, |02v0(2)] < Eo(1+|z|)~%, Eo > 0, then, for some
0 >0,

—+oo
H(z,t;y)vo(y)dy < CEoe” (1 + |z]) "> < CEoy(x,t),
+oo .
Ha(z,t;y)vo(y)dy < CEge "' (1 + |2])72 < CEo(1 + t) /%4 (2, t), (3.17)

— 00

—+o0
/ (O + ajiaz)Hx(x,t; y)vo(y)dy < CEye (1 + |z|)72 < CEo(1 + )3/ Y4y (x, 1)

— 00

Lemma 3 (Nonlinear estimates I.). If ||[u(y, s)||z~ < CEo(1 + s)~3/%, ||lv(y, s)|lgs < CEo(1 4 s)~ /2,

13
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8t—|—a Oz) // s y) F (o, v ,8—125)ydyds

Lemma 4 (Nonlinear estimates IL.). If ||v(y,
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and ((t) < +oo (see[IA), then

+oo aaé

o)
/ /+00é sy (Y, 5) dyds‘ < CEoir(z,t)

+oo aaé
// Gm(:v,t—s;y)f(%v,%é)ydydﬂ
0 —00

< CEoC(t) [flﬂwl (z,1) + o (x, 1)) + (2, ) + (. 1)]
/t /+0° éz(x, t—s;4)P(y, s)dyds < C’Eotfl/%/)l (z,t)

< CE(1) [t— (14 0905 ) + 725 ) + e, ) + s (@,8) + a0

}(8,5 + aj—tﬁm) /Ot /_:)O Gz, t — s;9)0(y, s)dyds}

< CB |71 (14 )™ @, ) + 72 (] (@,1) + (2, 1)

oo oud
/ / Oyei(y,t — s)F (o, ,W(S)ydyds
+o0 ou’
/ / 8ytei(ya t— S)‘F(@v v, a—lga)ydyds
0 —0o0

t —+oo
/ / ei(y,t — s)®(y, s)dyds
0 —00

+oo
/ / Oeei(y,t — s)P(y, s)dyds‘ <CEo(1+1t)7!
0 J—oo

< CEo((t)(1 + )73/

< CEC()(1+1)7"

< CEo(1+1t)71/2

14
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and ((t) < +o0, then

+oo aaé
| [ aet = s P G duds] < CECOin (.6 + )

/ /+OOH )2y, 5) dyds‘ < CEpr(z,1)

+oo aaé
/ / Hy(x,t — s;9)F(p, v, %5)ydyd8‘
0 — 00

< CEoC(t) [flﬂwl (z,1) + ta(x, 1)) + (2, ) + (. 1)]

+oo
/ / Hola,t — 5;9)®(y, s)dyds < CEot™ (s + ) (. 1)

8t + aj £0,) / / H(x ;) F(p,v ,W(S)ydyds
< CE(t) [t- (14 0% () + 2 0 8) 4+, 0) + V(o 1) + ()
t “+ o0
}(8,5 + aj—tam)/ / H(z,t— s;9)0(y, s)dyds}
0 J—o0

< CR [t (1 + Y4 (1) + £ 2 (0,1) + wa(, 1) .

(3.19)

Proof of Theorem [M. We prove Theorem [l directly from the integral representations (BI2) and BI3),
augmented with similar representations for d;(t), v (z,t), and (9; + aj[[?z)v(x,t), obtained through direct
differentiation of (BIZ) and BI3). Recalling the definition of our iteration variable {(¢) in [BIH), our goal
will be to employ the estimates of Lemmas [[HA to establish the inequality

((t) < CEo(1+(1)), (3.20)

where Fj is precisely as in Theorem [ Choosing, then, Fy < 207 and noting that the possibility of {(t)
jumping discontinuously from a finite value to an infinite value is precluded by short-time theory (see Remark
3.6 in [I5])!, we will be able to conclude

CE
C(t) < ﬁ <1 (3.21)

The estimates of Theorem [ follow immediately from BZI) and BI5).

We begin with a careful consideration of the integral represention for v(t, z), BI3)), which we will separate
for clarity into terms that arise in the case of strict parabolicity—involving G—and the additional terms
arising from the relaxation of strict parabolicity—involving H. For the terms involving G, we estimate

+oo t too 8’[16
‘ G(:v,t;y)vo(y)dy’ + ‘ / G(x,t —s;9)F(p,v, %5)11(3/, s)dyds
—00 0 —00

t “+ o0 ~
| [ et = sl s)vas
0 J—oo

< CEO'@[JI (CL‘, t) + CEOC(t) ['@[11 (CL‘, t) + ¢2 (CL‘, t)] + CEO"/JI (CL‘, t)v

where the estimates follow respectively from the first estimate of Lemma [l the first estimate of Lemma Bl
and the second estimate of Lemma Bl (though the the first and last estimates are the same, we write both

INote also that the pointwise bounds of [I5] directly imply that ¢ is finite for each given t.

15
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for clarity). For the terms in (BI3) involving H, we have similarly

+oo “+oo 8115
’ H(z,t;y)vo(y dy’ﬂ// H(x sy)F(p,v 755)y(y75)dyd8

+oo
+‘// H(x,t —s;y)®(y, s)dyds
0 —00

< CEga(x,t) + CEo((t) 1 (0, 1) + ha(z,t)] + CEotpr (2, 1),

for which the estimates follow respectively from the first estimate of Lemma Bl the first estimate of Lemma
H and the second estimate of Lemma Ml Combining these estimates, we conclude

[v(z,t)] < CEo[r(w,t) + vh2(x,t)] + CEoC(E) 1 (w, 1) + h2(z, 1)),
which can be rearranged as
|v(t, )|
V1(2,t) + Yo, t)

Keeping in mind that ((¢) is a nondecreasing function of ¢, we have at last

sup [v(y, 5)] < CEy(1+C(t). (3.22)

y,0<s<t wl (y7 ) + 1/12(3/7 8) -

= CEy(1+((1)).

Proceeding similarly for each of the expressions d;(t), 6;(t), ve(z,t), and (9, + a;-tam)v(x, t), we can bound
each summand in the definition of {(¢) in precisely the same way by CEy(1 + ((t)). We conclude the sought
estimate

((t) < CEo(1+(1)).
As discussed in (B20) and ZT), we conclude ((t) < 1, and from this the estimates of Theorem [ O

4 Liu’s cancellation estimate

Before carrying out the deferred integral estimates, we revisit a key estimate of Liu [25] that at once deter-
mines the ultimate rate of decay and motivates the analysis to follow. Consider the illustrative convolution

u(z,t) :/t/+oog(:v—y,t—s)(K(y_&Sy)ydde
/ /+OO (€ —y,t —s)K(y —s,5)° dy ds,

g(z,t) = K(x,t) = (4nt)~Ze 3t , similar to quadratic interaction integrals arising through the integration
of scattering terms against diffusion waves (see Remark [[l). If we replace the integrands in (@) by their
absolute value, we obtain (see [I6]) the sharp estimate

(4.1)

Nl=

). (4.2)

By taking account of cancellation, however, we may obtain the following stronger bound (also sharp)
pointed out by Liu [25]. We follow the notation of Raoofi [37], and also the proof, based on integration by
parts in the characteristic direction, which abstracts from the more concrete calculation of Liu the central
ideas that will be of use here.

lu(z, )| < C(g(z,4t) + g(z — t,41)) + OX{yi<pci—vip(@ 2 (t—2)~

Proposition 5 ([25, B7]). For u(xz,t) defined in {1) and t > 1,

fu(, ] < CE4 (9(w,86) + g = £,80) + OXpyreaervyy (T HE—2) T +a7), (4.3)

where x stands for the indicator function, and C' is a constant independent of t and x.
The same result holds if K? in ([{1)) is replaced with K.

16
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This was first pointed out in

Proof of Proposition[d As K? ~ K, the proof will be stated only for K2. It is straightforward to verify
that the same argument works for K, at every step. We first state a simple lemma.

—(z+s)2 —a2
Lemma 5. If 0<s< Vi, thene o < Ce7 st with C independent of t,s and x.
Proof. The statement of the lemma is equivalent to

—(z £ 5)? < —x?

D
4t - 8t +
for some D, which  (after  some  calculation) in its turn is  equivalent  to
(z £ 2s)? — 25? > —8Dt, which holds for D > 1, since s? < t. O

The argument relies on the following simple properties of the heat kernel g.

+oo
| ote =000 )dy = gla.t+ ) (4.4)
|92 (2, 1)) < Ct™ 2 g(x, 2t) (4.5)
|ge(z,t)] < Ct™'g(x, 2t)
lg(a,t)] < Ct73. (4.7)

Rewriting @), we have
t “+ o0
/0 / —y,t—5)(g(y — 5,5)%)y dy ds

NG “+oo
- / oz —y,t— $)(g(y — 5,))y dy ds

— 00

w-

o0

+/ﬁ t/+oo (@ —y,t = s)(g(y — 5,5)*)y dy ds
+/tt t/+oo (@ —y,t=s)(g(y — s,5))y dy ds

o0

=1+ II+1III

(I) and (III) are easy to estimate:

NG +oo
IIIZ’/O /_ gz —y,t —5)(g(y — 5,5)%)y dyds

+oo

gy(x —y,t —s)gly — s,5)* dy ds| .

By [H) and ), the above is less than or equal to
Vit oo . L
C/ / (t—5)"2s 2g(x —y,2(t = 5)) g(y — 5,25) dy ds
0 —00

which, by {4, is less than or equal to Cfo (t —s)"2s 2g(x — s,2t) ds. Now, using Lemma B, the above
is

\/Z 1 1 1 \/Z 1
< Cg(;v,4t)/ (t—s)"2s72ds < Ct_ig(;v,élt)/ sT2ds
0 0 (4.9)

< Ct™ig(, 4t).

17
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Part (III) in ([F)) can be handled similarly.
The more difficult part is part (IT) of [E3):

t—Vt ptoo
IT = / / glz —y,t = s)(g(y — 5,5)%), dy ds. (4.10)
NG —00
In order to estimate (I7), let us write g = g(x, 7). Then we have

9@ =yt —s)(g(y — 5,9)*)y = (9(x —y,t — s)g(y — 5,8)%)s
— gr(z—y,t—s)gly —s,5)° (4.11)
+ g(z —y,t—5)(g*)-(y — s,9).

We will do the estimates piece by piece. The first part of Il can be decomposed as

t—/t p+oo
[ [ et =ty - 5.5 dyds (4.12)
N
+oo
= / glx —y,Vt)gly —t + Vt,t —Vt)* dy (4.13)
—/+Oo g(z —y,t —vVt) gly — VE, V) dy. (4.14)

Using ) and ), it follows that

/+Oog($—y,\/z)g(y—t—|—\/Z7t—\/g)2dy§0t%g(x—t+\/z7t),

— 0o

and

/+OO glz —y,t — Vi) gy — VI, V) dy < Ct 1 g(x — Vi, 1),

but, by Lemma B, g(z —v/%,t) < g(,2t) and g(z —t+v/t,t) < g(x —t,2t). These terms fit in the right hand

side of (E3).
For the other parts in [TT), we use (EH) to obtain

t—\/f 400

/ / gT(gc—y,t—s)g(y—s,s)2 dy ds
Vit —o0
t—Vt

§/ s_%(t—s)_lg(x—s,%)ds
Vi

= /5 3—%(1% —8) tg(x — s,2t)ds 19
NG

M

t—Vt
+ / s72(t —s) tg(x — s,2t)ds
=A+ B.

If z < +/t, then

A<Ct gz — Vi, 2t)/2 s % ds
v (4.16)
<Ct73 g(x — Vi, 2t) '

< Ct™2g(x, 4t).

Similarly when z > t — v/t, we obtain A < C’t_%g(:zs —t,4t).

18
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Now for vt < z < t — v/t we have
A= /sfét—s Y tg(x — s,2t)ds

< Ct~ 1/ sT2g(z — s,2t)ds
vt

:Ct71/2s 2g(a:—s 2t)ds +t~ 1/ sf%ga:—s 2t)ds (4.17)
NG

< Ot_lg(g,%)/z
Vit

<C (tiég(:z, 4t) + tileﬁ)

sTrds +t o 2/ g(x — s,2t)d

also acceptable, as t1a=2 < 273 for VI <z <t — /1.
Part B in @IH) can be estimated similarly. We carry it out briefly only for £ < x < t — v/t. Let

2
£:=t—+/t—x. Then
B<Ct 3 </ / ) (t —s) tg(x —s,2t)ds

(4.18)
t— it —
<Ct(t—az)"'+ Ct*%g(#, 2t),
to which we apply Lemma B
There remains the last part of T, i.e
t—Vt ptoo
[ [ et sdyas). (419)
Vit —o0
which can easily be shown to be less than or equal to
t—Vt 5
C'/ sT2g(x — s,2t)ds. (4.20)
Vit
If x < V/t, then @Z0) is of the order
t—Vt .
Cg(r— Vi, 2t)/ sT2ds
Vit
<Ct i ga—Vi,2t)
<Cti g(x,4t).
For x > t — +/t we use a similar method.
For vt < z < t— \/f, we use a similar method to those used for the previous cases to get
E2n) < C (f%g(x,élt) —0—3:7%) .
This completes the proof. O
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Remark 11. Replacing K (y —at, t) by «(y,t) in @Il), and g(z —y,t) by G(x, t;y) we obtain bounds similar
to [E3) (with appropriate modifications due to different speeds) provided x and G satisfy
G(z, t;y)| < Cy(x —y — at, Bt), (
Gy (@, t;y)| < Ct™ 3 g(x —y — at, 281), (
|Ge(w, t; )| < Ct'g(w — y — at, 21), (4.23
|k(z,t)] < Cg(x —bt, Bt) (
|y (2, 1) < Ct=2g(x — bt, 28¢), (
k(2 ty)| < Ct'g(a — bt, 261), (

3

for some a # b, and some constants C, 8 > 0, as hold in particular for x a single diffusion wave and G a single
component of the scattering term S in the decomposition G = E + H + S + R. Comparing with (CTd)), we
see that these are the rate-determing terms.

More generally [d2], we may expect analogous cancellation whenever x and G have the property that
they decay faster along characteristic directions 9, + ajtay [resp. O + ajtam] than 9y or Js [resp. O, or Jy].
This is the underlying principle guiding our analysis, and that of [21].

Remark 12. Reviewing 3) more carefully, we see that the signal u is slightly more concentrated near
the characteristic direction dz/dt = 0 of the propagator g than in the direction dz/dt = 1 of the source
K7, decaying as (z + t2)~% rather than t~2 (|t — 2| 4+ t3)~1. Systematic, characteristic-by-characteristic
bookkeeping taking account of this difference leads to the slightly refined bounds of [27]; these sum, of
course, to the simpler modulus bounds presented here.

5 Linear integral Estimates

It remains to establish the deferred integral estimates used in Section Bl We begin, in this section, with the
linear integral estimates of Lemmas [l and

Proof of Lemma [Ml The first, fourth, and fifth estimates of Lemma [l have been established in [I5]. The
second and third follow in a similar fashion from the estimates of Proposition O
Proof of Lemma [Il Looking at {I1l), we notice that in order to estimate fjof H(x,t;y)vo(y)dy it suffices
to estimate

+oo
R (2)O(e™™)du—are(~y) L} (y)vo(y)dy < CEge™ ™ vo(ajt — )

< CEge™™(1 + |alt —z|) "% (5.1)
< CEoe ™ (1 + |2) "2 (1 + |ajt))?
< CEoe ™5 (14 |a]) 7.

Here we used the crude inequality
1 1+ 0]

T+]ato ~ 1+]d

(5.2)

and the fact that @} R and £3* are bounded. Observing that e~ 3~ < C(N)(1 +t)~" for any N, and
(1+ |z —at]) < CA+t)(1+ |z|), we can bound the righthand side of (&Il in turn by CEOe*n%tz/Jl(x,t),

giving (BID)(i). Estimates BI1)(ii) and (BI)(iii) are obtained similarly. O
O

6 Nonlinear integral Estimates I

In this section, we carry out the main work of the paper, establishing the nonlinear integral estimates of
Proposition
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Proof of Lemma Bl Under the assumption that {(¢) is bounded, we have the estimates

[o(a, D] < C(0) [ + w2 (.8,
B0, )] < GO [#71/2 (01 + 2) + 5 + ] (1)
@+ aFa)o(w, )] < CO) 711+ M40 F + V2@ + )+ + ] (,0).

In the analysis that follows, we will omit ((¢) from our estimates in most cases and focus only on the terms
with a given form, the template.
We observe at the outset that in proving estimates of form 1 (x,t), we will frequently make use of the
inequality
(x—aT1)?

1+t T <O+ |z —art|+t71/2) 72 (6.1)

In the case |z — aft| < K+/t, for some constant K, this inequality is immediate. On the other hand, for
|z — aift| > K/, we observe

(e—aFt)? . |z — ajtt|3/2 B (@—afn?

(14t) e 0 = (1+1t) )z - ajit|_3/2t3/ Topa © Lt

_aE 2

(z—a3t)
S C(L+t) M3 g — ot 3 Pem 0 < C(L+ |o — ajt] + /%) 732,

where the seeming blow-up as |z — ajit| — 0 is controlled by the size of v/#, which must be smaller than
|z — ajtt|.

Proof of ([BIR|(i)). For the first estimate in Lemma Bl we begin by considering the nonlinearities
(v(y, s)?)y and (v(y, s)vy(y, s)),. Here and in the remaining cases, the analyses of the convection, reflection,
and transmission contributions to the Green’s kernel Byé (x,t;y) are similar, and we provide full details only
for the case of convection. We observe that the contribution

J max{0,|a|—1}

S 0O asi(—y)
B=0

j=1

is similar to, though less singular than, terms arising in 9,H (z,t;y) (see 1)), and can be analyzed as in
the proof of Lemmall Finally, we remark that the contribution

O (e z=yl+0)y

has no effect on the iteration.
(i)), term one. We first consider integration of our convecting Green’s kernel against the nonlinearity
s7Y2(1 4 s)"Y/ %)y (y,s). In this case, we have integrals of the form

t 0 (x—y—a; (t—s))2
/ / (t—s)"te” Mo (14 |y —ap s| +s1/2) 73 2s7V2(1 + 5) Y 4dyds, (6.2)
0 J—oo

with a similar integral for y > 0. Proceeding as in [I5], we write
r—y—a;(t—s)=(r—a;(t—s)—a.s)—(y—a;s), (6.3)

from which we have the estimate

(z—y—aj (t—=))? 1/2
T M(t=s) —_qa- -y
e MO (14 |y —ag s +577)
(x—y—a;(t—s))2 _(zfa;(tfs)fa;sﬁ

< C[e_ﬁ M(t—%) e M (t—s) (1 + |y _ alzs| 4 81/2)*’7 (6_4)

(@—y—aj (t—))>

FeT T (L ly — g | o — oy (- ) - a5 4527,

21



Howard, Raoofi, and Zumbrun, Liu Estimates

where v = 3/2. (Here and in future cases, we will state estimates in terms of a parameter v for general
applicability.) For the first estimate in (@4]), we have integrals

3)2

t 0 (a:—y,/—t7,7(t—.s))2 (zfa.i(tfs)fa;
/ / (t—s)"te € W e N (t=2) (1+ |y — ag s| +sY2)73/2s71/2(1 4 5) "4 dyds.  (6.5)
0 J—oo

We have three cases to consider: a;; <0 < a;, a; < a; <0, and a; < aq; < 0. We will proceed by
analyzing the second of these in detail and observing that no qualitatively new calculations arise in the

remaining two. For this second case and for |z| > |a, |t, we write
r—a;(t—s)—a,s=(v—a;t)—(a; —ay)(t—s), (6.6)

for which we observe that there is no cancellation between summands. We immediately obtain an estimate

on (E3) by
(;L-fa; t)2

t)2
Citte~—Tt / (1+ 51/2)71/2571/2(1 + 5)71/4ds
0

—a— )2 t
+ Co(1 4 t1/2)=3/%71/2(1 4 t)_1/4e_( o / (t—s)"'/2ds (6.7)
t/2
(@—ay B)?

<COA+t) in(edt)e” T,
which is sufficient by (&]). For |z| < |a; [t, we write

r—aj;(t—s)—a,s=(r—aj;t)—(a —a;)s, (6.8)

for which we observe that there is no cancellation between summands, and proceeding as in (), we obtain
an estimate by

(;L-faji t)2

C(l+t)  In(e+t)e” 6 |
which again is sufficient. We remark that this concludes the analysis in the case a; = a;, so from here on
we may take a; < a; and the case |a; [t < |z[ < [a; [t. In this case, and for s € [0,/2], we observe through

EX) the inequality

(;L-faji (t—s)—a; 3)2

T (Ll — agsl 4807 )T
(mfa].it)2
< C[e_ L (14 |y — ap s| +s/2) 7321 +5)77 (6.9)

(mfa; (t—s)—a; s)2

+e M (14 |y—ags|+ |z — a;t|1/2)_3/2(1 + |z —a;t)7,

with v = 3/4. For the first estimate in ([G3), we proceed similarly as in (), while for the second, we have,
upon integration of the e-kernel in y, an estimate by

(z—a} (tfs)fa;s)z

t/2
Cit 721+ |z —aj t|/2) 72 (1 + |2 — aj—t|)*3/4/ sTV2(1 4 5) /2" W ds
0

<O+ |z —ajt)~2,

where we have used in this last inequality that a; # a; . We observe that this is clearly sufficient in the case
|z —ajt| > V1, whereas in the case |z — ajt] < V1, decay of kernel type exp((z — a; t)?/(Lt)) is immediate,
for L sufficiently large, and so we only require decay at rate t—3/4, which is straightforward. For s € [t/2,1],
we observe through (B0 the inequality

(mfa; (tfs)fa; 5)2
(t— ) Ve mO
(6.10)

_Gemeg tmomay oF 2oy 0
<Cllr—agt| e R (== +(t—s) e T |,
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where v = 1. For the second estimate in [EI0), we proceed similarly as in (@), while for the first we have,
upon integration in y of the nonlinearity, an estimate by

t (;L-fa] (tfs)falzs)2

Co(14tY/2)7V/2=12(1 4 )~V |z — a,;t|—1/ e” T mum ds
t/2
<C(A+t)"V2|z —at|7

Recalling that we are currently working in the case t > |z|/|a, |, we see that this final estimate is sufficient
for the case |z — ay t| > v/t. For the second term in (B2), we have integrals of the form

t 0 (z—y—aj (t=5))2
/ / (t—s)"te” M9 (1+|y—a,§s|+|:c—aj_(t—s)—a;s|+sl/2)_3/2s_1/2(1+s)_1/4ds. (6.11)
0 J—o0

We continue to focus on the case a;; < aj . For the cases |z > |a, |t and |z] < |a} [t, respectively, we have
no cancellation between the summands in ({8) and (EX) and consequently we obtain estimates

CA+6)" Y4 +]z—agt) 2+ 1+ — a;t|)’3/2}. (6.12)

For the case |a; [t < |z| < |a, |t, we divide the analysis into sub-intervals s € [0,¢/2] and s € [t/2,t]. For
s € [0,t/2], we observe through (EX) the inequality

—3/2
(14 1y = ax sl + 2 — ay (¢ — ) —ags| +51/2) " (14+5)7
< C[(l + o —a;t] + 5232 (1 4 ) (6.13)
+ (L +ly—ags|+ |z —aj (t—s) —ags|+ |z —aj t|"/*) 21+ |z —ajt]) 77|,

for v = 3/4. For the first estimate in ([EI3), we proceed as in (GEI2), while for the second we have, upon
integration of the kernel, an estimate on (Il by

Cit 7 2(1+ |z — ajt])~%/* /Ot/2 sTH2(L+ )21+ v —aj (t—s) — ap s| + o — a; t|'/?) 73/ 2ds
SCL+t) 21+ |z —ajt]) "
For s € [t/2,t], we observe through (G8]) the inequality
(t—s)"'(1+ |z — a; (t—s) —a; s|+ si/2)=3/2
< C’[|x —apt| M1+ — aj (t—s)—ays|+ s1/2)=3/2 (6.14)
+(t—8) "1+ |z - aj (t—s) —aps|+ |z —a;t|+ 31/2)_3/2}.

For the second estimate in ([EI4]), we proceed similarly as in ([@I2), while for the first we have, upon
integration of the kernel, an estimate by

t
02|x_a,;trlfl/?(ut)*l/‘*/ (t—s)2(L+ |z —aj (t — s) — a;, 5|+ t1/2) 73/ 2ds
t/2

< Clo —agt| "1 +8) 741 +¢1/2)71/2)

which is sufficient for ¢ > |z[/|a; |.

(Z13(i)), term two. We next consider integration against the nonlinearity s=—'/2(1 4+ s)~/%4y(y, t), for
which we have integrals of the form

) 2

t 0 (;L-fyfaji (t—s))
// (t—s)te ma (L4 y)) 2|yl +s) T2+ [yl 4 s) AL+ |yl + s1/2) 7 2dyds, (6.15)
0 J—lay|s
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wherein we have observed that for y € [—|a]|s,0], s decay yields also decay in y. We first observe an
immediate time decay estimate by

t/2 t
Clt—l/ (14 8)7341 + /27245 + Cot~ V2 (1 + 1) 73/ (1 +t1/2)_1/2/ (t —s)"%ds
0 t/9 (6.16)

<CO+t) n(e+t).
In order to determine estimates in space as well, we observe the inequality

(z—y—aj (t—=))°

e =T (L [yl) T2yl ) Tyl ) Tyl + 8T T2

(@—y—aj t=s)N?  (z—a; (1=9)>

< Clem T e T (L [y) 2 (] + )+ gl )ALy 52) Y

(6.17)
(z—y—aj (t—))?

b T (L o= 0 (= 9)) T — 0 (- )] + )72

x (1+]z—aj(t—s) +5) 7341+ |z —a; (t - s)] + s1/2)"1/2|

For the first estimate in (EI1), we have integrals

t 0 (:Efyfa.;(tfs))Q (zfa;(tfs))z
—1 —e€ — _.
// (t—s) e M(t—s) e M (t—s)
0 J—layls (6.18)

X (L4 y) "2yl + 8) 72+ [y + )T+ |y| + M) 7 2dyds.

We have two cases to consider here, a; <0 and a; > 0, of which we focus on the former. In this case, for

|z| > |aj |t, there is no cancellation between x — a; ¢ and a; s, and so proceeding as in (EI0), we obtain an
estimate by

(.'L-faji t)2

C(l+t)'In(e+t)e” e

For |z| < [a} |t, we divide the analysis into two cases, s € [0,¢/2] and s € [t/2,1]. For s € [0,/2], we observe
the inequality
_(@—ay (t=9))?
e e (yl )Tyl 8) Ayl + 81272
(z—a t)?

< 0[6_ e I S ) I € B e I (6.19)
_(@—aj (#=9))?
te  MEo (s+lz—ajt)) P+ s+ |r—ayt) A+ 4 o — a;t|1/2)—1/2]
For the first estimate in (EI9), we proceed similarly as in (EIG), while for the second we have, upon

integration of the € kernel, an estimate by

(z—aj (t=5))7

t/2
Clt_1/2(|:b—a;t|)_l/2(1+|x—a;t|)_1/ e Mt s
0
<C(lz—ajt)) 21+ |z —ajt)) ",

where the seeming blow-up as [z — a;t| — 0 can be eliminated by proceeding alternatively for |z — a;t|
bounded. For s € [t/2,t], we have

- 2 - 2
(z=aj (t—9)) (z=aj (t=9))

(t—s) Ve T mMES < Clz|TVe T MG | (6.20)
~v = 1/2, for which we have an estimate by

t (z—a (t—s))2
Cyla|~Y2¢71/2(1 +t)_3/4(1+t1/2)_1/2/ e~ mii ds < Cla| V214171,
t/2
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where the seeming blow-up as |x| — 0 can be eliminated by an alternative calculation in the case of |z
bounded. In the current case of [x| < [a; [t, this final estimate is bounded by t2(z,t). For the second
estimate in (BI7), we have integrals

(z—y—aj (t—2))?
// (t—s) e W (1t o —a; (t— 5)]) /2
|a1 ‘S

(lx —a; (t—s)|+s) 721+ |z —a; (t— )|+ )" 1+ |z —a; (t — s)| + s7/2) 7 2dyds.

(6.21)

Focusing again on the case a; < 0, we observe that for [x| > |a; [t, there is no cancellation between z —a;'t
and aj s, and consequently that we have an estimate, upon integration of the kernel, by

t/2
Clt_1/2(1+|x—aj_t|)_7/4/ (2 — a5 (t — 5)| +5)"V/2ds
0

t
+ 02(1 4 |ZE _ CLj—t|)—7/4t—1/2/ (t _ S)—1/2dS (6.22)

t/2
SC(L+ |z —ajt)~4,

which, for [z —ajt| > V/t decays faster than the claimed estimates. For the case |z — ajt| < V/t, we require
only ¢34 decay, which is clear from (EIG). For |z| < |a |t, we divide the analysis into cases, s € [0,/2]
and s € [t/2,t]. For s € [0,t/2], we observe the inequality

I+ z—ay(t =) (je—aj (t—s)|+) 7/
x  (Itlz—a;(t—s)|+s) A+ ]z —aj (t—s)| +s/%)7/?
<ClA+lz—ajt) 2z —ajt|+ )P+ o —ajt] +5) A+ |z — ajt] +s1/2) 712

Atz —a; t—s)) " (x—a;t|+s) 20+ |z —ajt| +5) A+ o —ajt]2+ s
(6.23)
For the first estimate in ([E23]), we obtain an estimate, upon integration of the kernel, by

/2
Cit ™21 + |2 — aj_t|)71 /0 (|z —ajt| + $)7V2(1 4 |z — a;t| + $) "3 ds < CtV2(1 4 |z — aj_t|)_5/4,
while for the second we obtain an estimate by
/2
Cit™2(1 + |z — aj_t|)_3/2 /0 (|v —a; (t - $))"Y2%ds < C(1 + |x — aj_t|)_3/2.

For s € [t/2,t], we write
(t—s)"V2(1 + |z — aj; (t— s))~1/?

<C |ZC|_1/2(1 + |$ - aj_(t - 3)|)—1/2 + (t . S)_1/2(1 + |x _ aj_(t . S)| " |x|)_1/2] (6.24)

For the first estimate in ([@24]), we obtain an estimate by

Cola| Y2712 (1 + ) 73/4(1 + tl/Q)—l/Q/ 1+ |z —a; (t—s)))"2ds < CQ+1)" | 7V/2,
t/2

which for |z| bounded away from 0 is bounded by 3 (z, t), while for the second estimate in ([GEI4l), we obtain

an estimate by

t
Co(1 4 |2) V27121 ) 73/4(1 + ¢1/2)~1/2 /t/2(t — )V 2ds <O+ |2) "2 +t) 7
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[@I3(i)), term three. We next consider integration against the nonlinearity (14 s)~'e~"¥! (which arises,

for example, from the term (88—1?5)2), for which, in the case of our convection Green’s kernel estimate, we
have integrals of the form

t 0 (z—y—aj (t=5))°
/ / (t—s) te” T m= (14 5) e MW dyds. (6.25)
0 J—oco

First, we observe a straightforward time decay estimate by

t—1 t

(t—s)tds+ C3(1+1t)~* / (t —s)"%ds

t/2
Ct_l/ 145) 'ds+ C 1+t—1/
it () 2(1+67 | - (6.26)

/2
<CO+t) tn(e+t).
In order to determine estimates in space as well, we observe the inequality

(z—y—aj (t—%))°

e~ T mu= eVl
(zfa;(tfs))z (e—y—aj (t—s))2 B (627)
< {gimtﬁ) el | om i mlz—a; (t*S)\efnzlyI]

For the first estimate in (E21), we have integrals

t 0 (z—aj (t=5))2
/ / (t—s)"te”  Wa=— (14 s)"te Mldyds. (6.28)
0 J—oo

We have two cases to consider, a; < 0 and a; > 0, of which we focus on the former. For [z| > |a; |t,
there is no cancellation between z — a; 't and a; s, and proceeding almost precisely as in (E2H), we obtain

J
an estimate by
(z—a t)2

C(14+t)" n(e+t)e” 0

For |z| < |aj [t, we divide the analysis into cases, s € [0,¢/2] and s € [t/2,t]. For s € [0,¢/2], we observe the

estimate
(z—aj (t=5))°

C T (6.20)

(z—aj )2 (z—aj (t=))?

- -1 %= _ =41
SC{e o (I4s) e MEo (14 |z —ajt]) |
For the first estimate in [@29), we proceed similarly as in (G26), while for the second we have an estimate
by

(e—aj (t—2))?

t/2
Crt (1 + | — at]) ! / e e ds < C(L+ 1) V(1 o —art]) Y,
0
which is sufficient for ¢ > |z[/[a; |. For s € [t/2,1], we have

(w—aj (t—2))? (w—aj (t—2))?
(t—s)fl/ze_ M(E=s) §C|x|71/26_ IM(—s)

from which we obtain an estimate on [E2Z8) by
t B (zfa;(tfs))z
Colz| Y21 +)7! / (t —s)"Y2e T EG= ds < Clz| Y (141)71,
t/2
for which we have oberved the bound

t (z—aj (t—s))2
/ (t —s)"V/2e” 2 ds < C.
t/2
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The second estimate in [EZ17) can be analyzed similarly.

Z13(7)), nonlinearity v(y, s)e(y,s). We next consider integration against the critical nonlinearity
v(y, s)p(y, s), which constituted the limiting estimate of the analysis in [I5]. Here, we refine the analy-
sis of [IH] both through refined estimates on v(y, s) and through the application of the approach of Liu
[25, 27 described in Section Hl which takes advantage of improved decay for derivatives along the charac-
teristic direction. It is precisely for this analysis that we must keep track of estimates on the characteristic
derivatives (9; + a; 0;)v. We proceed by dividing the integration over s as,

/t /+°° Gt = 5iy) (U(va)@(yvs))ydyds
/ /mé )( (v, )w(y,s)) dyds

/t e Gt = s; y)( (y,8)e(y, )) dyds

/N/m~ = 5:9) (0l (0 9)) dyds

For the first integral on the right-hand side of (GE30), we integrate by parts in y and use the supremum
estimate ||v(y, s)||z~ < C(1 + s)~3/4 (valid for either of our estimates on v(y, s)) to obtain integrals of the

form,
vVt 0 (z—y—aT (t—s))2 (y—aT )2
/ / (t—s)"te” (=) (1+ )% %™ dyds,
0 —o0

for which we observe the equality

(6.30)

my—ay G=s)? (yars)? _(—aj (t=s)—ay ) wo—(aT +ay)s(t—s) ,

t
e M (t—5) e ats —e Mt e sty (U t ) (6.31)

(see Lemma 6 of [I6]). Integrating over y, we immediately obtain an estimate by
(z—a; (t—s)— ay s)

Vit
Ct_1/2/ (t _ 3)_1/2(1 4 S)_3/46_#d&
0

For |z —ajt| < K+/t, any fixed K, we have kernel decay exp(—(z — a; t)?/(Lt)) by boundedness, while for
|z —ajt] > K+/t, with K sufficiently large, we have

_ _ _ _ _ i Q. _
|z —a; (t—s)—ays|=|(x—ajt)+(a; —ay)s| > (1— JT)M —ajtl, (6.32)
and we again have kernel decay exp(—(z — ajt)?/(Lt)). In either case, we obtain a final estimate by

(zfa;t)z

C(1 +t) 3¢~

which is sufficient by ([EII). Similarly, for the third integral in (E30), we obtain, upon integration in y
precisely as above, an estimate by

e ff 1/2 PR i b
ot Y / (t—s) 7121+ 5)73/ e YE ds.
t—Vt
Proceeding similarly as above, we obtain an estimate in this case of the form

(;L-fa; t)2

(148) 3/t
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For the second integral in ([G30), we first consider the case j = k, for which, proceedingly similarly as above,
we have integrals of the form

(z—a t)2

=Vt
Ctil/z/ (t—s)" Y21 +s)"3 e ds,
Vit

which has been shown sufficient above. In the case j # k, the claimed estimate does not follow from such a
direct method, and we employ a Liu-type cancellation estimate, as described in SectionH], based on integration
by parts in the characteristic direction. In order to clarify our analysis, we define the non-convecting variables

g(@, tiy) = G/ (x,t,y —a;t)
o(y,s) = @), (y + ay s, 5) (6.33)
V(y.s) =v(y +ags,s),

where
(z—y—aj (t—=))°

G (x,t;y) = ct™12% 45t c=r; (I;)"/\/478; (6.34)

and ¢, is as in ([CI0). (We will consider corrections to G7 at the end of the analysis.) In this notation, the
second integral in (E30) becomes

t—vt ptoo - B )
/\/E /_OO g(z,t — sy +aj(t—s)) (V(y —ags,s)p(y —ay s, s))ydyds. (6.35)

Setting { =y + a; (t — s), ([E35) becomes

t—vt ptoo - B
/\/E [m gz, t — s;€) (V(§ —a; (t—s)—a;s,8)p(€ —a;(t—s)—ays s))gdgds. (6.36)

Denoting by 9, differentiation with respect to the second dependent variable of each function (effectively, a
characteristic derivative d; 4+ a, 0, on our original variables), we observe the differential relationship

(g(x,t -89V - aj (t— s)—ags,s)p(€ — a;(t —5) —ays, s))s

=—gr(z,t = s; 5) (€ - J_(t—S)—ak575)¢(§—a}(t—5)—a;ZS’S)

+(a; —a;)g (V G (t=s)—ays,s)o(€ —a; (t—s)—ouktsts))5
a; (

+9(w, 85)( (€ —aj(t— >—akss>¢<5—a<t—s>—akss>)7.

(6.37)

Recalling that the case j = k has already been considered, we can rearrange [E3) so that the integrand of
E30) can be written as

g(x,t—s;{)(V(f—a (t—s) —ays,s)p(€ —aj (t—s) —ays, S))g

= (a; - a,)"? (g(x,t =5 V(E—a; (t—s)—a;s,8)p(§—a; (t—s)—a;s s))s
+ (a; - a,;)_lgT(:E,t -89V (€ - aj (t— s)—ags,s)p(€ — a; T(t—s)—ags,s)
— (ay —a;)*lg(x,t—5;5)(V(§—aj_(t—s)—a;s,s)qﬁ({—a (t—s)—ays, ))T

(6.38)

For the integration over the first expression on the right-hand side of [E38), we change the order of integra-
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tion, and evaluate integration over s to obtain

t—Vt ptoo
/ﬁ /_OO (9(e.t =5V (€ a7 (t =) — a; 5, 9)8(¢ — a7 (t = 5) —ajs,5)) deds

= /+oo 9@, VEOV(E = a; VE—ap (t = Vi), t = VE(E — a; VE—ay (t — Vi), t — VE)dE (6.39)

— 00

= /+OO 9@, t = VEOV(E = a; (t — V) — a VEVDO(E — a; (t — Vi) — ap VI, VE)dE

In each integral on the right hand side of ([E3d), we employ the estimate
V() < C(L+1)73/4, (6.40)

and proceed similarly as in ([E31). For the first, we obtain an estimate by

+oo 7{ (6—aj Vi—ap (t—=vD)?

/ (VA2 S (1 (1= V) e g

(@—a) Vi-a (t—vD)?

<Ct VP4t e
which gives an estimate by

(z—ap t)?

Ct=Y2(1 4 )3/ e v
(see (B32)). For the second integral on the right hand side of (E39), we obtain an estimate by

+oo _ (@—8)? (6—aj ¢—VH—ag vH?
/ (t _ \/5)71/26 M (=) (1 + \/Z)*5/4e* ML de¢
—00
(m—a; (t,\/{),a; Vo
<Ct V2 4 Vi) T3 e MVE

3

which gives an estimate by
(z—a; t)?

C(1+1t) /e

For integration over the second integrand on the right hand side of B38 we have integrals

t—Vt p+too
[ ] et = sV (=) = as (€~ (1= 5) —a s o)
Vit

t—/t oo (@—6)? (—aj (t—s)—ay )2
<Cl/ / (t—s)"3/%e” M=o (14 s)7%/%e™ A—dgds (6.41)
(zfa;(tfs)fa;s)z
< Cot™ 1/2/ (t—s) Y14 s) e~ ds,
Vit

where for the first inequality in [EZ1]), we have employed the estimate (@ZM), while for the second we have
used a calculation similar to (E3I). In this last integral, we have three cases to consider, a; < 0 < aj,
ap < a; <0, and a; <a; <0, for which we focus on the second. (We recall that the case a;, = a; has
already been considered above.) For |z| > |a, [t, there is no cancellation between summands in (E8), and
we obtain kernel decay,

‘L-fa r)

Ct='2(1+ ) *In(e+t)e ¢,

while for |z| < |a; |t, there is no cancellation between summands in (£3), and we obtain kernel decay

(;L-faji )2

Ct= Y21 +t)*/*In(e + t)e” 7
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In either case, the seeming blow-up as t — 0 can be eliminated by an alternative analysis in the case of ¢
bounded. For |a; [t < |z] < |a;[t, we divide the analysis into cases, s € [Vt,t/2] and s € [t/2,t — /t]. For
s € [V/t,t/2], we observe through ([EX) the inequality

(.'L-faji (t—s)—a): 3)2

(1+s)Ye”
(mia;t)z (w*a;(tfb‘)fa;s)? (642)
<C (1 + 5)7767T + (1 + |:E _ a;ﬂ)i'ye*T ,

where v = 3/4. For the first estimate in ([.42), we proceed as in the case |z| < |a; [¢, while for the second
we obtain an estimate by

/2 (@—aj (t-s)—aj )2
Cit™32(1 + |z — a;t|)73/4/ e~ X ds
Vit
SCYRL+6) TR+ | —aj t]) 7,
which is sufficient. For s € [t/2,t — v/t], we observe through (E8) the inequality ([EI0) with v = 1. For the
second estimate in (EI0), we proceed as in the case |z| > |a, |t, while for the first we have an estimate by
t—V't (xfa;(tfs)fa;s)z
Cot 2 (1 +1) 3z — a,;trl/ e T ds
t)2
<CA+t) 342 —agt| ™,
which is sufficient for |z — a, t| bounded away from 0. In the case of |z — a, t| bounded, we proceed
alternatively.
The third term in {38) can be regarded as the crucial piece, since it is here that we must keep track not

only of estimates on v(y, s), but also on estimates of characteristic derivatives on v. We begin by expanding
the characteristic derivative,

t—/t ptoo
/ﬁ | aet-s (V- —s) - ars)ole — ay (¢ - 5) ~ as,)) deds
t—/t p4oo
- /ﬁ | omt s Ve -yt -s) - 0 )on€ —a; (1 9) - apss)deds (643)

t—vt ptoo
+ / / g(w,t = s;6)Vo(§ —a; (t —s) —ay s,8)0(§ —a; (t —s) — ay s, s)dds.
NG —00
For the first integral on the right-hand side of ([EZ3), we employ the estimate (EZ0) to obtain an estimate
by

t—Vt  ptoo  w—g)? (§—aj (t=s)—ay 9)?
/ / (t — )Y 2e M9 (14 5) 341 +5) 3/ 2e 5 déds
Vi —o0

t—/t (z—a] (t=s)—ap )2

gcrlﬂ/ (1+8) e~ ds,
Vit

which can be analyzed similarly as was ([EZ1]). For the second integral on the right-hand side of [EZ43), we
note the following relation, also useful in calculations below,

[Vr(§ —aj (t = s) —ay 5, 8)| = [(Or + @), 0 )v|(§ — aj (t — 5),5)
<CsT'sYA 116 —ay (t—s) —ay s+
+COsH2 YT (€ —aj(t—s) —ay 5|+ 51272
aF20,1#k (6.44)
+CsTV2A 4 [E —ay (t—s)) T2+ |€ —af (¢ — )] + )7/

X (1 + |€ - aj_ (t - S)' + 81/2)71/2I{a;s§(£—a; (t—s))<aik s}
+(1+E—a;t—9))) A+ + A +[E—aj(t—s)|+ s)~T/4,

30



Howard, Raoofi, and Zumbrun, Liu Estimates

For the first estimate in (EZ4)), we use a supremum norm to obtain integrals
t—Vt ptoo _(E-aj (t=s)—ay 9)?
/ / (t —s) 1/26 Z\/I(t s) s~ (1 + 5) s déds

t—Vt (z—aj (t—s)—ay s)2
< Ctil/Q/ sTH2(1+5)"te” s ds,
Vit

which can be analyzed similarly as was (@Z1]). For the remaining estimates in ([G44l), the critical observation
is that when integrated against the convecting diffusion kernel,

(6—aj (t—s)—ay 5)°

- M
e s s

they give increased decay in s, from which the claimed estimates can readily be observed. This completes
the proof of BIF)(i).

Proof of [BI8(ii)). Integration against the nonlinearity ®(y,s) has been considered in [I5], and we
need only refine one estimate from that calculation in order to conclude our claim. The critical calculation
regards integrals

1/ t—Vt L 1/ (e—aj (t=s)—aj T s)?
Y / (t—s) 1 (1+5)"2e Y ds,
t/2
which was estimated in [T5] by the expression,

(L+8)734 (1 + |z — a t]) "2
Here, we observe that alternatively, we may proceed by observing through (@) the inequality (EI0) with
~ = 1. For the first estimate in ([EI0), we have an estimate by

t—Vt (z—aj (t—s)—ay )2
Cgt_1/2(1+t)_1/2|:1c—a,:t|_l/ e Y ds
t/2
< CO+H)™ 20— apt Y,

while for the second we have an estimate by

(z—ap 2 [t Vi
Cot 21+ t) te o / (t —s)"'ds
t/2
—a;t)z

(z
<CA4+1)73 (e 4 t)e™ T,
either of which is sufficient. This completes the proof of BIR(ii)).

Proof of [BI8|(iii)—(iv)), x-derivatives. As will be clear from our analysis of characteristic derivatives
just below, analysis of z-derivatives is almost precisely the same as the case of characteristic derivatives for
which the direction of differentiation matches neither the convection rate of the kernel or the convection rate
of the nonlinearity. Since we consider the case of characteristic derivatives in great detail, we will omit the
case of z-derivatives.

Proof of BI8(v)—(vi)), characteristic derivatives. We next develop estimates on characteristic
derivatives (9; + aliam), ali 2 0, on the nonlinear interaction integrals. These estimates are the primary new
contribution of the current analysis.

Observing that G(z,0;y) = d,(z)I by construction, we have, for a;* = 0,

t +oo 8—6
@ -+aton) [ Gt = s [005) + Pl G009 duds
70

ou
— D(x,t A
(2.) + Fli,v, 2

t —+o0 ~ 8—5
+ / / (O + aliaw)G(:E,t —5;Y) [@(y, s)+ F(p,v, 8—135)11(3/7 s)|dyds.
0 —00

8)(z,t) (6.45)
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For ¢(t) > 0 so that

[z, t)] < (1) (Y1 (1) + a(z, 1))
(6.46)
)] <¢

O0(a, D] < G172 (wn (1) + vala, 1) + sl 1) + vala, 1),
the first two terms on the right-hand side of ([EZH) can be seen to be bounded by
CEo(1+1t)~3/4 Z (1+ |z — aft| +1/2)73/2
ajiz()

+¢(t) [fla + O (1) + PG+ ol 1) + s, ) + Y, ) |

Proof of BI8(vi)), nonlinearity ®(y,s). The basic elements of our proof are more easily seen in
the case of estimate ([BI8(vi))—involving the diffusion wave nonlinearity ®(y, s)—and so our approach will
be to establish [BI8(vi)) first and return to BIR(v)). Proceeding from the right-hand side of (G4H), with
nonlinearity ®(y, s), we have integrals of the form

t “+ o0 5
/ / (0 + aliaz)G(x, t— s;9)0(y, s)dyds. (6.47)
0 J—oo

In particuar, we focus on the nonlinearity (<p,§2)y, with ¢, (y,s) as defined in (CIM), and the leading order

Green’s kernel,

v—aT )2
(mya]t)

éj (Ia t7 y) = Ct_l/Qe_Tjt )

with ¢ = r; (1) /4 /473; (we will discuss corrections to G (z,t;y) at the end of the analysis). We divide
the analysis into three parts,

t +o0 .
/ / (0 + a; 02)G (z,t — s3y) ey (v, 8)2)ydyds
0 —00

Vi +oo . 9
- / / (O + 0 00) G 2, t — s:) (o1 (1, 5)°)dyds

VT e B ) (6.48)
s @ a00@ - s 9 s
t —0o0
t +oo . 9
w00 2@ it = s (9.
tf\/f —0o0
According to the estimates of Proposition Bl the case j = k does not occur (the diffusion waves have

been chosen to eliminate precisely this case), leaving three cases to consider, I = j # k, | = k # j, and
l# 7,1 # k,j # k. We remark that it is in this third case that the characteristic derivative acts similarly as
a derivative with respect to x only.

Case 1: | = j # k. For the case | = j # k, the characteristic derivative of G/ behaves like a time
derivative of the heat kernel, and we have

(z—y—a] (t—s))>

(0 + a; 02)GI (w,t — s;y)| < C(t — s) 32 =

For the first estimate in ([E48), upon integration by parts in y, we have integrals of the form
VvVt ptoo _(@—y—aj (t=s)? (y—ay, 5)2
/ / (t—s)"2e Me= (14 s)"te” M5 dyds,
0 —00

for which we observe the equality [E31). Integration over y leads immediately to an estimate by

(mfa].i (tfs)fa; 5)2

Vi
Ct=1/2 / (t—s) 321 +s) V2w — ds.
0

32



Howard, Raoofi, and Zumbrun, Liu Estimates

In the event that [z —a;t| < K+/t, we immediately have decay with scaling exp((z — aj t)?/(Lt)), while for
|z —ajt] > K+/t we have

a.
—— )|z —ajt, (6.49)

|z —a; (t—s)—ays|=|(x —a;t) = (a —aj)s| > (1— ;

for which, with K taken sufficiently large, we again have decay with scaling exp((z —a; t)?/(Lt)). We have,
then, an estimate on this term of the form

2 1/2y—1/2 Vi (eooj (t=o)—aj ) 3/2 Loy _1j2, _ETuO?

Crt =2 (1 + /%)Y / e g ds < Ct=32(1 +¢¥/2) "V 2e~— (6.50)
0

where in obtaining this last inequality we have reserved a small part of the kernel exp(—(z — a; (t — s) —

a;, s)?/(Mt)) for integration. Finally, the blow-up as ¢ — 0 can be reduced by putting derivatives on the
nonlinearity for small time. For the third integral in ([E4F]), we integrate the charactericstic derivative by
parts to avoid blow-up near s = ¢t. Observing the relation

(O + a;@w)éj (x,t —s;y) = —(0s + a;(’?y)éj(x,t - $;9),

we have

t +oo o
/t\/f/oo (O + a; 0,)G7 (x,t — s39) (¢, (v, 5)2)ydyds
t +oo o ,
= / / (_65 - afay)GJ (,T,t — 5 y)(@]; (y7 S) )ydyds
t—vtJ—oo
+o00
= G (2, VE ) (0 (.t = VD) )ydy (6.51)

— 00

+oo .
- G (2, 059) (5 (3, 1))y dy

t 400
~ . _ _ 2
+/ S G (x,t — 5;9)(0s + a; Oy) ¢y (¥, 5)")ydyds.
t
For the first integral in (@&R1), we have

/+oo (@—y—aj VD) (y—ay (t=VE)>

(VD2 wE (L (= V)2 e dy

(x—a; Vi—a, (t—v)?
<CVA1 4 (= VE) e :

— 00

which gives an estimate by
T—a, 2
V21 ) e
sufficient by an argument similar to EZ9). For the second integral in (&), G’ (z, 0;%) is a delta function,
over which integration yields an estimate by

(;L-fa; t)2

C(1+t)3/ 2wt -

For the third integral in (EXIl), we have, upon noting that the characteristic derivative is not along the
direction of propagation of ¢, , integrals of the form

+oo (@—y—aj (t—)> (y—aj )2
/ / (t—s) V2~ = (145)"32e s dyds
(z— aj T(t—s)— a 5)2

< Ct—1/2/ (14 5)7 32— —mr—ds.
t—V1t
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Proceeding similarly as in (EZ9) and the surrounding estimates, we obtain an estimate by

(zfa;t)z

C(l+t)™3/2e T

which has been shown sufficient in (GII). For the second integral in (E48), we must proceed by taking
advantage of increased decay for derivatives along characteristic directions. Recalling our definitions (E33),
we can write this integral in the form

t—V/t ptoo
/f / gr(,t — 5y + aj (t = 5))(d(y — ag s,5))ydyds,
t — 00
which upon the substitution { =y + a; (t — s) becomes
t—Vt oo )
[ ot w0006 a7 ) — o s 5

Proceeding similarly as in ([@31), we write

(QT(:E,t =580 —aj (t —s) —ays, 8)2)5

- 2
= _.?TT( - 7§>¢(€ j (t - S) - ak S, S) B , (652)
+(a5 —ap)gr (2t = 5;:6)(P(€ — aj (t —5) —ap s,5)")e
+gr(a,t = 5:6) (06— a7 (t = 5) — a7 5,9)%) |
which can be rearranged as
gr(@,t = 5:6)($(€ — aj (t = 5) — ay5,5)°)e
= (a; —ay -1 (gT(:E,t =566 —a; (t—s) —ays, 3)2)
° (6.53)

)
+(a; —ap) ger(@,t — 5:0)B(E — aj (¢ — 5) — a's,5)°
—(a; —a;) g, (ot = 5:6) (06 — oy (t =) =0 5,9)%)

where we recall again that the case j = k does not occur here. For integration over the first summand on
the right-hand side of ([E53), we exchange order of integration to obtain

t—V/t p+oo
/ﬁ L (gf(x,t =586 —a; (t—s)— a,;s,s)Q)sdgds
= /+OO gr (2, VEES(E — a; Vi — ap (t — V1), t — V)>d¢ (6.54)
- / - gr (@t = VEI(E — aj (t = V) — a Vi, VE)*d

For the first integral in (@54, proceeding similarly as in ([GE31I), we estimate

(VB2 (L (= V) e e de

— 00

/+oo e—)? (—aj Vi—ap (1-VE)?

(z—aj Vi-aj, (t—vD)2

SCVAVH TN LA (= VE) T e T :

for which we conclude in a manner similar to [E32) an estimate by

(zfa;t)z

Ct 1 +t)"Y2e =i
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Proceeding similarly for the second integral in (E24l), we estimate

+o0 _ (e—g)? (Emai (t=vD—ay VD2
/ (b= VO™ 2T HEVI (14 V) e EEGS
— 00

(w—aj (t=vD—a, VD?

SOt V2t — V)T A+ V)T 2e e :

for which we conclude an estimate by

— 2
—a. t
aj )

(x
Ct=3/2(1 + t)~Vie~—

For integration over the second summand on the right-hand side of ([Eh3]), we estimate
t—/t p+oo (§—aj (t—s)—ay 9)?
/ / (t—s)"%%e” fies (1+s)"te” s déds

t—/t (r—as (t=s)—ap, )

< Ct_l/z/ (t—s)"2(1+5) V2" Mt ds.
NG

For this last integral we have three cases to consider, a7 <0 < a;, a;; <a; <0, and a; < a; <0, of

which we focus on the second. In the case |z| > |a, |t, there is no cancellation between summands in (G6),
and we have an estimate by

r—a t)? /2 (m—ay (t—s)—ay )2
Clt*5/2(1+\/f)*1/26*( ) / oty ds
Vi

@-apn? VI el s—ap )2
b Ot 2 (VD)2 (1 4 )26 / g (6.55)
t/2

(war)

< Ct 3¢~

while similarly in the case || < [a; [¢, there is no cancellation between summands in (f8), and we obtain

an estimate by
(;L-fa; )2

Ct=3/2e=— i

For the case |a; [t < |z| < |a, [t, we divide the analysis into cases s € [Vt,t/2] and s € [t/2,t — /1] (we take
t large enough so that v/t < t/2, proceeding alternatively for ¢ bounded, in which we need not establish ¢
decay). For s € [\/t,t/2], we observe through (68 the inequality (E42) with v = 1/2. For the first estimate
in (BZ2), we proceed as in ([G5H), while for the second we have an estimate by

t/2 (z—aj (t—s)—ay )
Cit™52(1 + |x—aj_t|)_1/2/ e ds < Ct2(1 4+ )72 (1 4 |z —ajt) "2
Vi

For s € [t/2,t — \/t], we observe through (EH) the inequality (EI0) with v = 3/2. For the second estimate
in (BI0), we proceed as in ([@5H), while for the first we obtain an estimate by
1/2 1/ ) t—V1t 1/2 (:Ea..(ts)as)
Cot™2(1 + 1)~ Y2 |z — ap t| 7%/ / (t —s)"1/2%e 2 ds
/2
< Ct YA+ )V e — at| 732,

which is better than the required estimate along the a, directions (since j # k). For integration over the
third summand on the right-hand side of (GA3]), we estimate

t—/t +oo (ga(t—)as)
/ / ) =326 fies (1+s)"%e” s déds

t—Vt (zfaj*(tfs)fa*sﬁ
< Ct_l/z/ (t—s) (1 +5)"% 2 e ds,
Vi
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for which we can proceed almost exactly as in our analysis of the second summand on the right-hand side of
ER3) (the full analysis is omitted).

Case 2: | = k # j. For the case | = k # j, the characteristic derivative of ¢,  behaves like a time
derivative of the heat kernel, and we have

(y—ay )2

(O + ag Da)py, (4, 8) = O((1+ 5)~¥/2)e™—is

In general, our strategy for this case will be to integrate by parts, shifting the characteristic derivative onto
. For the first integral in ([E28), after integration by parts in y, we estimate

+o0 s _(emy- aj (t— 5))2 . (y—a;s)2
/ / t _ s /2¢ — (1 + S)_ e~ Ms dyds

(mfa; (t—s)—ay ~8)2

\/{
< cfl/Q/ (t—s) 11 +5) V2~ ds,
0

which is bounded by

(a:fa.;t)z

Ct= Y21+ )3 e—Tr —
sufficient for j # I by the argument of ([@1]). For the third integral in ([E4F), we have

+o0o
[ @ a6 e s
t—1t
+oo .
[0 06 w0 s
t—vtJ—o0

+oo
= - G (x,059)0y (¢}, (y, 1)) *dy (6.56)

—o0
—+oo

+/ G (x, V)0 (), (y,t — V1)) dy

t +oo .
- / \// 0y G’ (x,t — s;9)(0s + a,;(?y)((w,;f)dyds.
t—VtJ—o0

For the first integral in (GhHA), we have an estimate by

(z—ap t)?

95 (2, )0ap, ()] < C(1+1)"2e= 1#

while for the second we estimate

+o0 (z—y—al VD)? _ (y—a, (¢=VD)
[T W - V) e
—o0 (6.57)
=y Vi-ap (t=vi)?
<Ot V(14 (t— Vi) e M=) ,

which gives an estimate by
z—a, t)?

(
V(1) e
For the third integral on the right hand side of (GA0]), we estimate

n +oo (z—y—a] (t—5))? (y—a,
/ / (t = 5) Lo~ T (L4 5) 2 dyds
t—/t

(z—aj (t—s)—ap s)?

t
< Otfl/z/ (t— s)*l/z(l + s)*3/Qe*Tds,
t—Vt
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which gives an estimate by
(z—ay t)
VA 4 )73 % gkt
For the second integral in (4%, we first integrate by parts, moving the characteristic derivative onto ",
and then proceed by a Liu-type characteristic derivative estimate as described in Section Bl We have

t—\/f 400 .
/\/_ / (0 + ay, 0)G? (x,t;9)0y (cpk(y, 5)2)dyds
t —00

t—\/f “+o0 .

—— [ @+ er0) o, (s
Vit )
+oo

= - éj(xv \/E; y)au(spk(yvt - \/Z))2dy (658)
Y GI(x,t — V)" (y, V) dy

t—vt ptoo o
+ / / G (.t — 5:9)(D + a B,)(¢" (5, %)y dyds.
Vi —0

For the first integral on the right hand side of [0, we proceed exactly as in (ER1) to obtain an estimate
by

while for the second we estimate

(t—Vt)yle” T me—vD  (14+Vt) e MV dy

— 00

/+oo _ (@my—ar =VD)? (y—aj V)2

(z—aj (t=vH—ay VD2
Mt

< OV = VAL VT (VD e ,

which gives an estimate by

— 2
—a. t
z—a; )

(
t73 A b)Y e

An argument similar to that of (BI) shows that this last estimate is sufficient for j # [, which is the current
setting. For the third integral on the right hand side of ([E5Y), we proceed in terms of the non-convecting
variables (E33), for which the integral can be re-written as

t—\/f 400
/ / 9t — sy + a5 (t — )0 (6(y — ag 5, 5)2))ydyds,
Vi —00

where we recall that 0, represents differentiation with respect to the second argument of ¢. Setting £ =
Y+ a; (t — s), this last integral becomes

t—/t p+oo
[ [ et s0(ontes - o - 0) - o) s,
for which we write
(9@t = 5:0:(6(6 — a5 (t = ) — 0 5.5)%))
= —gr(2,t = 5:6)0,($(€ — aj (t = 5) — a5 5,5)°)
+ (a7 —ap)g(@,t = 5:6)(0- (9 — aj (t — 5) — ay’s,5)%))e
+g(@,t — 5§)0--(6(§ —aj (t —5) —ay s, 5)?).

(6.59)
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For integration over the left hand side of ([@hd), we exchange the order of integration to obtain

+oo
/ 9@, VEO(B(E — a; VE—ap (t— Vi), t — V1)*)dE

— 00

[ gt = VEOOAE ~ a5 (6~ VD) - g VE VI
—0o0
For the first expression in ([G60), we estimate
+oo (w—8)2 _(ﬁfa;\/f—a;(t—\/?)ﬁ
[ e S A - vy e e g
—0o0
(w—aj Vi—ay (t—=vE)?2
<CtV2A44) 32 e ,
which gives an estimate by
z—a; t)2
CHrV2(1 4 1) 32 T
For the second integral in (EE0), we estimate
+o0 | @—g)? (§—aj (t—=vD—ap vD?
/ (t — V)"V 2e M= (1 +V1t) 2™ ME de
— 00
(x—a; (t—vB—ap VD)2
<CE V21 4 Vi) e
which gives an estimate by
(z—a; t)?
Ot71/2(1+t)73/4e, L]tt
sufficient for [ # j. For integration over the first term on the right-hand side of [{E2d), we estimate
t—Vt ptoo (w—€)2 (—a (t—s)—a) s)2
/ / (t—s) 32 M@ (14 5) 2" s : déds
Vi e (6.61)

t—Vt (zfa;(t73)7a73)2
< Ct_l/z/ (t—s) " (14 5)7% 2% e ds.
Vit

We have three cases to consider here, a,;, < 0 < a;,a, <a; <0, and a; <a <0, of which we focus on

the second. In the case |z| > |a, |t, we observe that there is no cancellation between summands in (E8), and
consequently we obtain an estimate by

(z—ay )2 t/2
Cyt™3/2e™ i / (14 s)7%%ds
Vi

(earn? [t=VE
GOtV g ) e / (t— 5)~1ds (6.62)
/2

(a:fa.;t)z

<OtYV2A4t) e

Similarly, for |z| < [a} [t, there is no cancellation between summands in (E8), and the same calculation gives
an estimate by

(zfaj*t)?

Ct= Y21 +t) te 0
For |aj [t < |z] < |a; [t, we divide the analysis into cases s € [Vt,t/2] and s € [t/2,t — /. For s € [V/t,t/2],
we observe through (E8) the inequality (EZ2) with v = 3/2. For the first estimate in ([E22), we proceed as
in (B62), while for the second we obtain an estimate by

t/2 (z—aj (t—s)—ap 5)2
Cit=3/2(1 + |z — a;t|)—3/2/ em T m ds < OYAL 4 )TV o — ayt]) 2,
Vi
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which is sufficient. For s € [t/2,t — V], we observe through (B0) the estimate (EI0) with v = 1. For the
second estimate in (@I0), we proceed as in ([@62), while for the first we have an estimate by

t—Vt (e—aj (t—s)—aj 82
Czt_1/2|:1c—a,:t|_1(1+t)_3/2/ e Y ds < C(1+)732|x —agt| ™,
/2

which is sufficient since we are in the case t > |z|/|a, |. For integration over the third term on the right-hand
side of (EX2T), we estimate

t—=vt oo (6—aj (t=s)—a; 5)?
/ / (t—s)"2e” MG sJ(l—i—s) 3¢~ s déds

t—V't (z—a; (t—s)—aj s)2
SC’t_l/2/ (1+45)"% 2 " ds,
Vit

(6.63)

which can be analyzed similarly as in the immediately preceeding case.

Case 3: 1 # j, 1l # k, k # j. For the case | # j, | # k, k # j, we proceed directly in the first and
third integrals of (E48) and through the method of Liu described in Section Hl and elsewhere for the second
integral in (E48). In each case, we obtain precisely the reduced decay estimate for characteristic directions
other than a; . This concludes the proof of Estimate [BEI3(vi)).

Proof of (BI8(v)), nonlinearity F. The analysis of characteristic derivatives in the case of nonlin-
earity F constitutes the single most involved section of the paper.

Z13(v)), Nonlinearity ¢(y, s)v(y, s). The critical nonlinearity of F is ¢(y, s)v(y, s), for which we consider
integrals

t —+o0
/0 / (O + aF0,)C9 (2, — 519) (0=, 5)o(y, )y dyds. (6.64)

Case 1: 1 = j. For the case [ = j, and for s € [0,t/2], we integrate by parts in y and employ a supremum
norm on |v| to arrive at integrals

t/2 ptoo (z—y—a> (t—s)2 (y—as )2
/ / (t—s)"%e” ) (1+5) /e~ dyds
0 —0o0

(mfa; (t—s)—ay ~8)2

t/2
< OfW/ (t— 8)"3/2(1 + 5) "3/ 4e~ I ——ds.
0

(6.65)

We have three cases to consider, a, < 0 < a;, ap <a; <0, and a; <a <0, of which we focus on
the second. (We observe that for the nonlinearity ¢(y,s)v(y, s), the case a;
a, < a; <0, we first observe that in the case || > |a, |t, there is no cancellation between summands in
E5), and proceeding similarly as in [62) we determine an estimate by

= a, arises.) For the case

f)

Ct2(1 4+ t)/4e™
In the case |z| < |a; [t, there is no cancellation between summands in (G8) and we obtain an estimate by

(z—aj t)2

Ct2(1 +t)/4e™ 1=

We note in particular that the case a; = a; has been accomodated in this analysis. For the critical case
laj |t < |z| < |a |t (now j # k), we observe through (€8) the inequality @Z2) with v = 3/4. For the first
estimate in ([@42), we proceed similarly as in ([E62), while for the second, we have an estimate by

(mfa; (tfs)fa; 5)2

t/2
Cut™2(1 + |z — a}tl)—3/4/0 e ds < Ct 1+ VP(L+ |z —ajt]) TP,
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which is (precisely) sufficient for ¢ > |z|/|a; |. For s € [t/2,t — \/t], we do not integrate by parts in y, and
consequently obtain integrals

+00 —y—aj (t=))? (—ag 9)?
/ / (t — s) =3/2 w5 —1/2(1 +5)” 5/4——ats— dyds
(6.66)

t—/t (z—a; j (t—s)—ay 8)?
< Ct—l/z/ (t—s5)""(1+s) e wr—ds,
t/2

the last of which can be analyzed similarly as was ([G63). We note that the form of the nonlinearity in
EE0) arises from a supremum norm on v (in the case that ¢ is differentiated) and from the observation
that the estimates on v, that do not decay at rate s~5/4 have spatial decay different from that of ¢ so that
when multiplied by ¢ the combination decays at rate s—%/* or better. In the final case, s € [t — v/%, 1], the
expression (t — s)~%/2 is not integrable up to s = t, and we must proceed by integrating the characteristic
derivative by parts. We have

t “+ o0 .
L[ 0 008 = s oty )iy

t —+o0 .

=[] o)t = s () s
—+o0

- / G (2, 0:9) (05 (0, uly, 1))y dy (6.67)
—+o0

- / G (2, VE ) (01 (0t — VIl t — VE))ydy
t —+o0

- / L Gt s a0 ()0t )i

For the first integral on the right hand side of &), we have the immediate estimates

(wat)

ok (@, )o(a, 1)) < CEC(t)(1 + )T/ 4e

(;L-fa; t)2

" (@, t)vs (@, 8)] < CEC(t)E 2 (14 1)~ e 70

where the second of these follows from the observation above that the combination ¥ (z,t)v,(x,t) decays
at a rate faster than a product of the supremum norms. For the second integral on the right hand side of

(ELD), we estimate

+o0 (z—y—al VD)? _ (y—ag ¢=v)?
[ AT = VD - V) e ey
— 00
z—aT Vi-al (t—vE)?
< CEV2(1 4 )/

which gives an estimate by
(mfa; )2

Ct=Y2(1 + )%/~

For the third integral on the right hand side of ([G&1), we have two nonlinearities to consider. We begin with
integrals

t +oo
/t > G (x,t — s;9)v(y, 5)(0s + aj_(?y)cpk (y, 8)dyds, (6.68)
for which we estimate

t +o0 (z—y—aj (t—s))> (y—aj, 5)2
/ / (t—s)te o= (14s) /%e dyds

(;L-faji (tfs)fa; 3)2

t
<ot / (t— 3)_1/2(1 + S)_7/481/2€_Td87
t—V/t
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which gives an estimate by
(z—a) t)?
C(l+1t) 31

For the second nonlinearity, we have integrals
t “+o0 .
/ \/_ G (z,t — s y)cpk(y, $)(0s + aj_(?y)v(y, s)dyds. (6.69)
t —

Observing again that the combination ¢*(y, s)(9, + a; Oy)v(y, s) decays at rate 5711 + 5)73/%, we see that
we can proceed as in the previous case.
Case 2: | = k # j. For the case | = k, we divide the analysis as in (48 into integrals

t 400 .
/0 / (O + af 0,)C9 (.t — s19) (07 (0, 8)0(y, )y dyds

\/E “+o0 .
- / / (O + ay 0)G9 (.t — s39) (o7 (5 D)oy, 5)), dyds
0 e (6.70)

t—\/f —+o00 .
+ /f / (81 + a7 0,)C% (2.t — 5 (05 (0, D) (y, 5))ydyds
t — 00

t +o0o .
s @ ar00@ - s 90 9)ydyds.
t—vt J—oco

For the first integral in (E20), upon integration by parts in y, we estimate

+oo (z—y—a; T(t—s)? (y—ay T2
/ / (t—s) 32w (14 5) 4w dyds

(w—a (t—s)—ap )2

Vit
< Ctil/z/ (t—s)" 11+ 8)75/481/267]Td57
0

which gives an estimate by
7(1].7 t)2

(x
Ct=Y2(1 4 t) 3 4e— i |

sufficient for [ # j. For the third integral in (EX0), we do not integrate by parts in y, and consequently we

can estimate
t +o0 (z—y—aj (t=5))° ~9% 5)
/ / (t— )" Le W 5721 4 5) P e dyds

(z—aj (t=s)—ay ~s)2

t
< Otfl/z/ (t— s)*l/z(l + s)*5/4e Tds,
t—V/t

which gives an estimate by
(;L-fa; t)2

Ct Y21 +t) te~ i,

which is sufficient. For the second estimate in (E70), we integrate by parts as in (1), moving the charac-
teristic derivative onto the nonlinearity, and, when appropriate, moving the y derivative onto G7. We have
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t—\/f “+ o0 .
/f / (O + a; 0)C9 (.t — 519) (97 (1, 5)o(ys ))ydyds
t —00

t—Vt ptoo o
= [t )@ s )l ) s
[T @@ e = Vo, D)y (6.71)

— 00

“+o00
—/ GJ (.t — VEy)ey, (y, VE)o(y, Vi) dy

— 00

t—/t o
- /f Gy (@, t = s:9)(0s + ay, 9y) (¢, (y, 5)v(y, 5))dyds.
t —00

For the first integral on the right hand side of ([@Z1l), we proceed precisely as with the second term in (GG4).
For the second integral on the right hand side of ([G&XZ1l), we estimate

+oo (z—y—aj (t=vD)? (y—a2 VD)2
[ Ve 1 VA e Sy
—0o0
(x—a (t—vVD)—a, VD)?
<Ct Y1+ Vi) e
which gives an estimate by
(;L-fa.it)2

Ct=r(1 +1t)~3/%e” rr
suffificient for [ # j. For the third integral on the right hand side of [EZ1]), we have two integrals to consider,

t—Vt ptoo
/ / GY(z,t — s;y)v(y, 5)(0s + ay, 9y)py, (y, s)dyds

U e (6.72)
o] Gt s e )0+ a0y )oty. )y
For the first integral in (E22), we employ the supremum norm on |v(y, s)| and estimate
t—Vt p+too (z—y—aj (t=5))° (y—ay s)
[ [ e T sy e R dyds
6.73
t—Vt (@—a] (t=3)—a} )2 (6.73)
< Ot*l/z/ (t—s)"V2(1 4 s) e ds.
Vit

We have three cases to consider for this last integral, a, <0 < a;,a, <a; <0, and a; <a <0, of which

we focus on the second (we have already considered the case j = k). For |z| > |a, [, there is no cancellation
between summands in (), and we obtain an estimate by

(zfa;t)z

C(1+t)=3/2e 1

while for |z| < |a;t|, there is no cancellation between summands in ([E3) and we similarly obtain an estimate
by

(:Efa.;t)z

C(1+t) 18—
sufficient for I # j. For the critical case |a; [t < |z| < |a |t, we divide the analysis into cases, s € [Vt,t/2]

and s € [t/2,t — \/t]. For s € [/t,t/2] we observe through (EX) the inequality (E42) with v = 3/2. For the
first estimate in ([E42), we proceed as above to obtain an estimate by

(mfa].i )2

O+ 1) 1/8e 2k
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while for the second we estimate

t/2 (z—aj (t—s)—ap 5)2
Ct—1(1+|x_a;t|)—3/2/ (145) Ve ds
Vit

<CL+t)31 + |z —ajt)) 732,

sufficient for [ # j. For s € [t/2,t — /t], we observe through ([EH) the inequality (EI0) with v = 1/2. For
the second estimate in ([GI0), we immediately obtain an estimate by

(:L-fa; t)2

C(1+t)=3/2e i

precisely as required, while for the first we estimate

1/2 7/4 A e i
CEV2(1 46 e — a ]V / e g
t/2

<COA+t) 4 —agt|~V2,

which is sufficient since ¢ > |x|/|a, |. For the second integral in ([E7), we have five estimates on |(0s+a, 0y )v|
to consider (see (CZ4)), beginning with integrals

(y—ay )2

t—Vt ptoo (zfyfaj*(tfs)ﬁ
/ / (t—s)te e sTH148) A1+ |y —ap 8| +sY2) 73 e W dyds. (6.74)
Vit —o0

Writing
r—y—a; (t—s)=(@—a;({t—s)—a;s)—(y—ays),
we observe the estimate

7(Ify7av7(tfs))2 (yfa;s)2

e M= (1+4|y—ags|+ 51/2)*3/26*T

(z—y—aj (t—s)?  (z—a; (t-s)—aj )2 (y—aj )2
<Cle M mma (14 |y —ags| + s1/2) 32 (6.75)
(z—y—aj (t—s))?2 (z—aj (t-s)—aj )2
—i—e_W(l—Hx—aj_(t—s)—a;s|+sl/2)*3/267 e }

For the first estimate in ([EZH), we have integrals

t—vt oo (z—y—aj (t—s)2 7(zfa;(tfs)7alzs)2 (w—ay 9)?
/ / (t—s) te = s (14s) " Ve F(i=) (14|y—ay, s|+s/2)73/2e= 55 dyds.
Vit —00

(6.76)
ap, < a; <0, and a; < a <0, of which we focus

g
on the second. For |z| > |a, |t, we observe that there is no cancellation between summands in (@8), and
consequently that we obtain an estimate by

We have three cases to consider, a;, < 0 < a

e t/2 ((a; —ap )(t—s)?

— _(I P t)z _ _ _ J k

Cit~le o / sTV2(145)7le T M ds
Vi

oapo? [V _femej Goaep ot
+Czt71(1—|—t)7167 Tt / (t_s)71/2e =)
t/2

(zfa;t)2

<C(1+8)73 2%

For |z| < |a; |t, we observe that there is no cancellation between summands in (E0), and consequently we
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obtain an estimate by

(z—aj )2 t/2 (2—a} (t—s)—aj )2
-1 — —e— == _ —
Cit™'e Lt / e M(t=s) s 1/2(1+5) Lds
N

(@—a7 n)? t—Vt (z=aj (t=s)=a, 5)2

— — — — —e—
+ Ot M1 4+t) e Tt / (t —s)" 2% M(t=s) ds

t/2

(mfa; t)2

<OtV 4 t) e

which is sufficient for j # I. For |a; [t < |z| < |a; |t, we observe the inequality

(zfa;(tfs)fa;s)z
E*WSAO + S)—1/2
(mfa].it)2 7€(I*a;(t75)7a;5)2
< C[e‘Te e s (14 s) 2 (6.77)
7(170.{@75)7(1;5)2
te T mET o —a ] (14 o - a;t|)—1/2].

For integration over the first estimate in ([EZ7), we have an estimate by

(zfa;t)z t/2 (zfa;(tfs)fa;s)z

1 — _ 1 —e—3 k7

Citte Lt / sTV2(1 4 5)7te M=) ds
N

NP el DTN i S
+ Cot (1 + t) e Lt (t — 3) e M(E=5) ds
t/2

(mfa].i )2

< O(1+t) e~z —

which is sufficient for [ # j. For integration over the second estimate in ([EZ7), we have an estimate by

t/2 (zfa;(tfs)fa;s)z
Cit Mo —ajt| ' (1+ |z — aj—t|)*1/2/ e Mi-=o  ds
NG
t—/t B (zfa;(tfs)fa;s)z
+ Co(1+ )"V 2z — aj_t|71(1 + |z — aj_t|)71/2/ (t—s) 2 WG ds
t/2

<CtVPlr—at] T A+ |z —aj )72,

which, along with an alternative estimate in the case |z — aj_t| < /1, is sufficient for I # j. We remark that
the critical observation in this calculation was that since we require less decay along the j-characteristic, we
use the same estimate (E77) for both cases s € [v/£,t/2] and s € [t/2,t — v/t]. For the second estimate in
EE), we have integrals

t—I oo . _(@—y—aj (t=9))? L 1/4 1/2\—3/2
/ / (t—s) e M= s (14 ) (I+]r—a;(t—s)—a,s|+s/7)

i) (6.78)
(xfa;(tfs)fa;s)2 E(y—a;s)z

X e s e Ms dyds.

jap <a; <0, and a; < aq; <0, of which we focus
on the second. For |z| > |a, |t, we observe that there is no cancellation between summands in (E8), and
consequently we obtain an estimate by

We have three cases to consider, a;, < 0 < a

t/2 (e=a] (t=9)—ap )7
Cit~ 11+ |x_a,;t|)—3/2/ s 14 s) Ve = ds
Vit
=Vt 6.79
+ Cot™ 1+ 1)V (1 + |x_a;t|)*3/2/ (t —s)"/%ds (6.79)
t/2

<CA+8)34 A+ |z —apt]) 73,
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which is the required estimate since | = k. For the case |z| < |a; |[t, we have no cancellation between
summands in @) and proceeding as in @79 we immediately obtain an estimate by

CL+t)"¥4 (1 + |z —ajt]) =2

For |a} |t < |z| < |ag |t, we divide the analysis into cases s € [Vt,¢/2] and s € [t/2,t —+/1]. For s € [V/1,1/2],
we observe the estimate ([@Z74). For integration over the first estimate in ([E71), we have an estimate by

) (—aj )2 t/2 L L (e—a} (1=s)—af )2
Cit~tem ot sV s) e ds
Vi
(I—a;t)z

<O +t) e

while for integration over the second estimate in ([E74), we have an estimate by
t—Vt (z—aj (t=s)—ay )2
Cit™ o — aj_t|_1(1 + |z — aj_t|)_1/2/ e YE ds
t/2
<CO+t) e —ajt[ A+ |z —ajt]) 72,
which, along with an alternative estimate in the case [z —a; t| < V1, is sufficient for [ # j. For s € [t/2,t—/1],
we compute an estimate directly from (G78)
t—Vt (z—aj (t=s)—ay s)2
Cot ™t (1 41)7! / (t —s)" 2% s ds
t/2
<C(L+t)7,

which for ¢ > |z|/|a, | gives an estimate by
C(1+ |z| +1)~7/4.

For the remaining estimates in |(0s +a; 9y)v|, we have decay with with a different scaling than in the diffusion
wave. For example, we have terms of the form

t—V/t 400 (@—y—a] (t=5))? (v—ap S)
/ / (t—s) e = s V2(1 4 5) V2 (14 |y —aps| + s1/2) 73 2 dyds,

where m # k. In such cases, we observe that for y near a,,s we have exponential decay in s (which gives
exponential decay in v/t), while for y away from a,, s, we have integrals of the form

t—Vt p4oo (mfyfa;(tfs))Q —ay s)
/ / (t—s) te” w5721 4 5)7 V2 (1 + s)*?’/?e dyds,
Vit

which are better than previous cases (see ([EZ3))).
Case 8: 1 #k, 1 # j. For the case | # k, | # j, we divide the analysis into precisely the same three terms
as in (@70). For the first integral in (G70), upon integration by parts in y, we estimate

“+o00 (x—y— a; T (t—s))? —
/ / (t—s) 32" mia= (14 5) %4 dyds

(z—aj (t=s)—ay ~5)2 (zfaj*t)?

i
< Cltfl/z/ (t—s)" 1+ )3 e” 2 ds < Ct7 Y21+ ) /8¢ 8
0
which is sufficient for [ # j. For the third integral in ([EZ0), we estimate

t +o00 . _(zfyfaj*(nfs)ﬂ 1 </ (y—aj 92
/ / (t—s)""e L e e

(z—aj (t—s)—a 9)? (@—ap )2

t
< Ct_1/2/ (t—s)"V2(1 +5)7% e Y ds < C(1+1t)32e T
t—v1t
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which is sufficient. For the second integral in ([BZ0), we begin with the case j = k, for which we write
t—\/f —+o00 .
/ / (O + a; 02)G7 (z, — 5;y) (wk (y; 8)v(y, S)) dyds
\/E —00 Y
t/2 ptoo o
- /f [ O ar0.0G ot = si)t 0. s)ol s (6.80)
t —o00

t—\/f 400 .
w0 e et - s (ool ) duds.
t/2 —00 Y

For the first integral on the right hand side of (ER0), we estimate

t/2 (z—y—aj (t—5))2 (y—a7 9)?
/ (t— )3 2T m= (14 5) e ds
Vi
t/2 (z— aj t)2
< Ct—l/z/ (t —s)" (1 + 5) /st 2e” w5 ds
Vit
(z—a t)?
<Ci(1+ t)75/4€7 ds,

which is sufficient for [ # j. Similarly, for the second integral on the right hand side of [E30), we estimate

t—V't (z—y—aj (t—s))2 (v 7(1; )2
/ (t—s)"te M= s H2(1 4 5) 7% 46 ds
t/2

(z—aj t)2

t—Vt
gcfl“/ (t —s)"Y2(1 + )"/ te” 7 ds
/2

(z—a; t)?

< CL(14t)™5 et ds,
which again is sufficient for [ # j. In the case j # k, we employ the non-convecting variables (E33), along
with
gz, tiy +a; (t—s)) = (0 + aj 0:)G (2,1 — s3y), (6.81)
for which we can write the second integral in (GZ0) as

t—/t p+oo
/ / gzt — sy +a; (t— s))(qﬁ(y—a;s,s)V(y— a,;s,s)) dyds.
Vit —o00 Yy

Setting £ =y + a; (t — s), this becomes

t—Vt ptoo
/ / gi(x,t —s;) (¢(§ —a;(t—s)—ays,s)V(§—a;(t—s)—ays, s)) dyds. (6.82)
Vi —oo v
Proceeding similarly as in [@31), we write

(.t = 5:)0(6 — a5 (¢ = 5) — ag s, )V (€ —aj (¢ — ) —aps,s))
= —gir(,t = 5:€)0(6 — a} (t =) — ap 5, 9)V(E —a (= 5) — ag's,s)

+ (a5 = ap)gilant - @Eaﬁ ) —aps sV E—a -9 )
ot =56 (96 0 (t—5) — a5, )V (E—aj (t—5) —a;5.9)) .
For integration over the left hand side of [B83), we exchange the order of integration to obtain
/j (@, VEOSE — a;y VE—a; (t— Vi), t = VOV (E —a; VE—a; (t — Vi), t — VE)dE
- / +: gz, t = VEEHE —af (t = V) — ag VEVOV (€ —aj (t = V) — a; Vi, VE)dE o
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For the first integral in (G384, using the supremum norm of V, we estimate

too (z—8)? -~ (5*a;\/?7a;(t—\/?))2
/ (V) le” mvE (14 (t — V1) e M=V de

— 00

(z—aj Vi-ag (t=vD)?
Mt

< CtVP(WVHTIP A+ (= V) T = V) 2em

(.'L-fa; t)2

<CO(L+1t) 32—

For the second integral in ([E&4)), again using the supremum norm of V, we estimate

oo _ e _(gmaj 0oVDoap VD
/ (t—VE) e Mo (1+ V)T eV dg
(z=as (= VD —ap V)

< C’t’l/Q(t _ \/5)71/2(1 + \/Z)*5/4(\/Z)1/26*]Ttk

(z—aj 1)

<O 4t) W8

which is slightly better than required for [ # j (we require t~1°/8). For integration over the first term on the
right hand side of [EX3), we estimate

t—/t p+oo (z—)2 (E—aT (t—s)—a s)2
/ / (t— 8) "2 M5 (1 4 8) /e~ ———deds
vt Joeo (6.85)
t—/t (z—aj (t—s)—aj o)
< Ct‘1/2/ (t— 8)3/2(1 4 )~ 3/451/ 2 e g
NG

We have three cases to consider, a;, <0 < a

X ; <0, and a;
second. For |z| > |a, |t, there is no cancellation between summands in (8], and we can estimate

a, <a < a, < 0, of which we focus on the

L _megn? (42 —5/4 1/2 _sja_Game0? [TV ~3/2
Cit™%e” It / (14 5)7%/*sY2ds + Co(1 + )2/ 4e™ 1 / (t —s)~3/?ds
Vi t/2 (6.86)
(z—ap t)?

<O 41)32e 1

In the case |z| < |a; [t, we have no cancellation between summands in (8) and similarly obtain an estimate
by
379 (zfa;t)z
C(1+t)™3/2e 1
For the critical case |a; [t < [2| < |a; [t, we divide the analysis into subcases s € [Vt,t/2] and s € [t/2,t—/1].
For s € [/t,t/2], we observe through (E8) the inequality ([E4J) with v = 3/4. For the first estimate in (E22),
we proceed similarly as in (@80l), while for the second we estimate

t—/t (z—aj (t—s)—ap 5)2

Cit (1 + |z —ajt)~%* /ﬁ (14s) 212w ds < Ct (1 + |z —a; t]) =¥/,

which is sufficient for ¢ > |z|/|a;, |. For s € [t/2,t — /1], we observe through (B8) the inequality (EI0) with
~v = 3/2. For the second estimate in (EI0), we proceed similarly as in (G86), while for the first we estimate
t—t (@=a] (t=s)=ap 9)?
Co(1+ )74z — a,;t|*3/2/ e” e ds < C(1+1)" a —agt| 72
t/2

For the third expression on the right hand side of ([EX3), we estimate
t—Vt p+too 2 (6—a (t—s)—a} s)2
_(a=t)
/ / (t—s) te MEn s (14+s) e ws : déds
Vit —o0

Vi (m*a;(’f*b‘)fa*s)2
< Ct_1/2/ (t— 5)_1/28_1/2(1 + S)_le_deS7
Vit

(6.87)
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where we have once again observe the increased rate of time decay for the combination
((;5(5 —a; (t—s)—a;s,s)V(E—a;(t—s)—as, s))T

We have three cases to consider, a;; <0 < a;, a; <a; <0,and a; <a; <0, of which we focus on the
second. For |z| > |a, |t, there is no cancellamon between summands in (E8), and we can estimate

w—apn? [t/2 (@—app? [t Vit
Citle i / sTV2(1 4 5) " tds + Cot (1 +t) " te” T / (t —s)~%ds
Vi t/2 (6.88)
(mfa;t)2

< C+t) e

which is sufficient for k # k. For [z| < |aj |t, there is no cancellation between summands in (E8) and we
obtain an estimate by

(z—a t)2
C(14t)~2/ ez
For |a} [t < |z| < |a, |t, we divide the analysis into cases, s € [Vt,t/2] and s € [t/2,V/1]. For s € [\/t,t/2],
we observe the inequality 242) with v = 3/2. For the first estimate in ([E22), we proceed as in ([EBJ), while
for the second we estimate

(z—aj (t=s)—aj ~s)2

t)2
C’lt_l(1+|a:—aj_t|)_3/2/ 5_1/2(14—5)1/26_#%<C(1+t) V2(1 4 |z — a;t))” 3/2,
Vit

which is precisely enough for [ # j. For s € [t/2,t — /], we observe through (B8) the inequality (GI0) with
~v =1/2. For the second estimate in ([EI0), we proceed similarly as in (88, while for the first we estimate

t—V1t (z—aj (t=s)—aj 82
Cot= (1 + )"z — a,;t|—1/2/ e gy < O(L )2 — at] V2,
t/2

which is sufficient for [ # k. This ends the proof of [EI8(vi)) for the leading order convection kernels
G7(z,ty).
M(U) ), Nonlinearity (v(y,s)?),. We next consider integrals

“+o00
/ / &g—f—al JE)G (;v, s;y)(v(y,s)z)ydyds
t/2 +o00 .

= / / (8 + ait0,)G7 (z,t — 5;9) (v(y, 8)?), dyds (6.89)

0 —o0

t “+o00 .
+ / / (O + ali(?w)GJ (z,t — 5;9)(v(y, 5)%),dyds,

t/2 J—o0

for which we have two cases to consider, [ # j and [ = j.
Case 1: 1 # j. For the case | # j, we integrate the first integral on the right hand side of ({E83) by parts

in y to obtain integrals
t/2 +o00 o
/ / 0y (0 + ali(?w)GJ (z,t — s;9)v(y, s) dyds.
0 —o0

Taking supremum norm on one v(y, s), we have two cases two consider, one for each estimate on v. For the
first, we have

t/2 +oo (z—y—a; (t—s))2
/ / 327 mla= (148) 41+ |y — ap s| + 5'/%) 73 2dyds, (6.90)

where a;; < 0. We observe through ([@3) the inequality (Gd)) with v = 3/2. For the first estimate in (&4)
we have integrals

a2

t/2 +oo femv—ay (t—s)2  (@—aj (t—s)—ay )
/ / —3/2¢7 M=) e N (t=s) (1+5) 341 + |y — ag s| + s¥/?) 73 2dyds. (6.91)
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We have three cases to consider a;; <0 <ajs, ap <a; <0, and a; < a; <0, of which we focus on the
second. In the case s € [0, /%], we have

_(@aj (t=s)=ay 9)? (@—a7 )?

e M(t=s) <Ce Lt

from which we obtain an estimate by

(z—a; t)2 (zfa;t)z

Vit
Cyt=3/2e—1r / (14s)"tds <CA+t)3?In(1 +t)e” 7
0

sufficient for [ # j. For s € [V/1,t/2], we begin with the case |z| > |aj |t, for which there is no cancellation
between summands in (), and we obtain an estimate by

s (zfa;t)z t/2 - (xfa;(tfs)fa;s)z
Cit™>/%e” Tt (1+s) e N (i==) ds. (6.92)
Vit

In the event that j = k, we obtain an estimate by

(a:fa.;t)z

CA+1)732mA +t)e”

which is sufficient for k = j # [, whereas in the event that j # k, we obtain an estimate by

(zfa;t)z

C(1+t)™3/2e T

Proceeding similarly in the case || < |a; [t, we obtain an estimate by

(mfa].i t)2

CA+1)732 (1 +t)e”

which is sufficient for I # j. For |a; [t < |z] < |a, [t, we observe through (E8) the inequality (E3) with
~v = 3/4. For the first estimate in [E3), we proceed as in [E32), while for the second we estimate

t/2 7(17%?(#5)7(1;5)2
Cit 3P+ |z —ajt]) " / e M%) ds < Ct7'(1+ |z —ajt))~",
Vi

which is sufficient for ¢ > |z|/|a, | and | # j. For the second estimate in (G2 we have integrals
t/2 oo (@—y—a] (t—s))?
/ / (t—s) 32" w5 (1+8) 341+ |y —ap s + |z —a; (t—s) —a; s| + s/ 732 dyds,
Vvt J—oco

for which we observe through ) the inequality (EI3) with v = 3/4. Integrating the exponential kernel,
for the first estimate in (EI3) we obtain an estimate by

t/2
Cit7 Y1 + |z — a;t|)—3/2/ (1+s)"¥ds < Ct#/* (1 + |z — a; t]) 7/,
NG

while for the second estimate in (EI3]), we obtain an estimate by
t/2
Cit~'(1 + |z — a;t|)*3/4/ (14 2 — a7t + s42)73/2ds < Ct (1 + | — at]) L
NG
For the second estimate on v(y, s), [E30) is replaced by

t/2 0 (e—y—aj (t—s))2
/ / (t— )32 w14 [y)) T2+ [yl + )AL+ [yl + 5V/2) 7 2dyds,  (6.93)
0 —lay |s
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for which we observe through (B8] the inequality ([EID). For the first estimate in (GI7), we have integrals

t/2 (2—y—a (¢ s))2 _(@—aj 5))2
/‘ /) (b= )2 I w T (L fy) T (U fyl )T+ (] 4 57 T 2 dyds,
lai [s

for which we have two cases to consider, a; < 0 and a; > 0. For the case a; > 0, there is no cancellation
between z and a; = (t — s) and the claimed estimate can be deduced in straightforward fashion. For the case

a; <0, we first con51der the subcase |z| > |aj |t, for which there is no cancellation between summands on
the right hand side of
z—a;(t—s)=(z—a;t)+a;s,

and we immediately obtain an estimate by

(z—a t)? (xfa]ft)Q

t)2
Crt~3/% 7/ (1+5) s SCL+1) 2 In(e +t)e” 7, (6.:94)
0

which is sufficient for [ # j. For |z| < |a; |t, we observe the inequality ([EIH). For the first estimate in (E19),
we proceed similarly as in ([E34]), while for the second we estimate

(w—aj (t—2))?

t/2
afwu+u—@m*“/ (L+s) /%" M0 <O+ (1 + |z —ajt]) /2,
0

which is sufficient for [ # j. For the second estimate in ([GI1), we have integrals

t/2 (z—y—a; (t—s)?2
/ / 2T (1 gl o a5 (- )Yyl e ag (6 5)] 4 )7
lay |S
(L+Jyl + |z —a; (t—s)| + sV T2 gy ds,

for which we have two cases to consider, a; < 0 and a; > 0, and as before we need focus only on the former.
For a; > 0 and |z| > [a; [t, there is no cancellation between x — a; 't and a; s, and we immediately obtain
an estimate by

02
Clt_1(1+|x—aj_t|)_3/2/ (1+ |z —a; (t —s)))~3/*ds < C(1+t)_3/4(1+|x—aj_t|)_3/2. (6.95)
0

For |z| < |aj [t, we observe the inequality (B2ZJ). For the first estimate in [E23)), we proceed similarly as in
E3TH), while for the second we obtain an estimate by

t/2
Cit~H 1+ |x_aj—t|)*3/2/ (1+ |x—aj—(t—s)|)*1/2ds <CA+6)"Y2(1+ |x—aj—t|)*3/2,
0

which is sufficient for [ # j. For the case s € [t/2,t], we need to shift the characteristic derivative onto the
nonlinearity. We accomplish this precisely as in ([@&R]l), computing

t  ptoo
/t/z/ (at—’—al_am)G (2,1 — 59)(v(y, ))dyds
t +o00
://2/ (=05 = a; 0,)C7 (2,1 = 5;9)(v(y, 5)*)ydyds

400
= —/7 éfl(:zz, t/2:9)v(y, t/2)%dy (6.96)
“+oo
- G (2, 0;9) (v(y, 1))y dy

— 00

t —+o0 .
- /t/2 G (2.t — s3y)(0s + a; 9y)v(y, s)*dyds,
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where in the first and last integrals on the right hand side we have additionally integrated by parts in y. For
the first integral on the right hand side of ([E38), and for the first estimate on v(y, s), we have integrals

+oo (z—y—a, (t/2))2
/ e (14 |y — ag, (£/2)] + (£/2)2)73/2(1 + (£/2)) " *dy (6.97)

< Ot71/2(1 + t)73/2,

which is sufficient for ¢ > ¢|z|, for any constant ¢ > 0. In the case |x| > t/c, we observe the decomposition
1 _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _
T—y— §ajt: (x — §ajt— §akt)—(y—§akt),
through which we observe the inequality

(@—y—a (t/2))?

vy WA 1
e” T I (L |y — Sagt] + (8/2)1?) 72

(z—y—aj (¢/2))? _(@—aj (t/2)=aj (t/2))?

_ 1
<Cle ¢ mim e It (14 |y — Ea;tl + (t/2)1/?)=3/2 (6.98)

(z—y—a7 (¢/2))?

_ 1 _ _ _ -
te MO (L4 y — et + o - ay (8/2) — a (t/2)] + (t/2)1/%) 72,

In the event that |z| > t/c, for ¢ sufficiently small, we have exponential decay in both |z| and ¢ for the first
estimate in (E0Y), while for the second we have an estimate by

Cit™ V2 + )34 (1 + || + 1) 7%/2,
which again is sufficient. For the second estimate on v(y, s) we have integrals

0 (z—y—ay (t/2))°
/ eI (L )T Jyl o (8/2) T ]+ (/22 TR (1/2) 7 My

—lay13
<CtYV2(1 41)73/2
(6.99)
which is sufficient for ¢t > c|z|, for any constant ¢ > 0. The case |z| > ¢/c can be analyzed similarly as in
the immediately preceding case. For the second integral on the right hand side of (E3H), we observe that
G (z,0;y) is a delta function with mass at = y, and consequently, we have an estimate by

O|U($,t>’0m($,t>| < C(l + t)73/4 t71/2(7/11(337t) + 7/12(337t)) + 7/13(3370 + ¢4($7t) )
which is sufficient. For the third integral on the right hand side of @3], and for the first estimate on
(0s 4+ a; 0y)v(y, s), we have integrals
t +o00 (mfyfa;(tfs))z
/ / (t—s)tem oo s 1 48) V214 |y — as)| + sM2) 73 2dyds
t/2 J —o0

(w—y—aj (t—5))°

t “+o00
<Cct 21+ t)71/4/ / (t—s)"tem w5721 4 8) VA + |y — ap 8)| 4 sM?) 73 2dyds.
t/2J—o0

(6.100)
This last integral has already been considered in the analysis of ([E2), and we obtain an estimate by

Ct=Y2(1 4 )~V 4% (, t).

We proceed in precisely the same manner for the second and third estimates on (0, 4 a; 9y)v(y, s), obtaining
an estimate by

C[E 2@ (@) + v, ) + Yol ) + (. 1)].
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For the fourth estimate on (s 4 a; 9,)v(y, s), we have integrals

t +o0 (e—y—aj (t—s))?
/ / (t—s)"te” IO (14 8) "Y1+ Jyl +5) 71+ |yl) P dyds. (6.101)
t/2 J—oco

In this case, we observe the inequality
_(@—y—aj (¢=s))?
e M(t—s) *(1 + |y|)—1

(z—y—ay =2  (w-aj (1=s))° (z—y—a; (t—s))2

gc[e‘e o e WMo (L4 fy) T e T e (L Jy| + |z —aj (E—s)) 7.

(6.102)

For the first estimate in (EI02), we have integrals

t 0 (mfyfa;(tfs))z 7(zfa;(tfs))2
/ / (t—s) e T e mE (14 s) YAyl +5) T (14 [y)Ndyds,  (6.103)
t/2J—|ay |s

for which we have two cases to consider, a; <0 and a; >0, and we focus on the former. For a; <0 and

additionally || > |a; |t, we have no cancellation between x —a;t and a; s, and we obtain an estimate by

(e—a;t)? pt=1 (e—a;t)? pt
Co(141)"*In(e + t)e ¢ / (t —s) 'ds + Co(1+1)"7*In(e+t)e T / (t —s)"Y%ds
t t—1

/2
(;L-fajit)2
<C14t) "4 In(e 4 t)]2e” 17,
(6.104)
which is sufficient. For |z| < [a} |t, we observe the inequality E20) with v = 1/2, for which we estimate
t (z—aj (t—5))2
C(L+t)"*In(e+t)(1+ |x|)*1/2/ (t—s) V2 HEw  ds < C(1+t)" 7 In(e+ t)(1 + |z]) "2,
t/2
(6.105)
which is sufficient for ¢ > |z[/|a; |. For the second estimate in (EI0J), we have integrals
t 0 (z—y—a; (t—s))?
/ / (t—s)te”— mO— (1+ |y + |33—aj_(t—s)|)71(1+s)77/4dyds
t/2J—lay|s
¢
<C(1+ t)_7/4/ (t—s) 2L+ |z —a;(t—s)) 'ds < C(L+1t) ",
t/2
which is sufficient for |z| < Kt, some constant K. For |z| > Kt, we estimate
t 0 (@—y—aj (t—s))2
/ / (t—s)te” M (14 |y|+ |w—a;(t—s)|)_1(1+s)_7/4dyds
t/2 J—lay|s
t
<CA4t)74 A + |z + t)*l/ (t—s)"Y2ds <C(+1)"*(1 +|z| + )7L
t/2
For the final estimate on (9s + a; 0y)v(y, s), we have integrals
t 0 (z—y—a} (t—s))2
/ / (t—s)te” mEa (14s) 341+ |y| +5) T dyds
t/2jay |s (6.106)

t
<C(1+ t)’5/2/ (t—s)"2ds < C(1+1)72,
t/2

which is sufficient for |z| < Kt. Since |y| is bounded by |a; |s, for |z| > Kt and K sufficiently large, we have
exponential decay in both |z| and t.
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Case 2: | = j. For the case | = j, we have additional decay at rate (t—s)~/2, from which we immediately
recover the claimed estimates.
[ZI3(v)), Nonlinearity | % i) |2. We next consider integrals

+o0 .
/ / (O + ali(?m)G;(x, t—s;9)(1+ s)"te M dyds,
0 J—oo

where in this case additional y-derivatives on the nonlinearity give no additional decay.
Case 1: 1 # j. For the case [ # j, we have integrals

t—1 p+oo (@—y—aj (t—5))°
/ / (t—s)"3/2%e” B (14 s)"te ¥ dyds

+o0 (z—y—a} (t—s))2
+ / / (t—s)"te” o= (1+s) te dyds.
t—1

In either case, we observe the inequality {EZ7). For the first estimate in [E2Z1), we have, upon integration
of e="Y! | integrals

(6.107)

t—1 (z—aj (t—5))2
/ (t— )32 W@ (1+5) lds
0
) oo o? (6.108)
—|—/ (t—s)"2e T mE (14 5) 'ds.
t—1

Focusing as in previous cases on the subcase a; < 0, we first observe that for || > [a; |t, there is no
cancellation between « — a; ¢ and a; s, and we consequently have an estimate by

(mfa; )2

t/2 (;L-fajit)2 t (a; 5)2
Ct=312e=— 11 / (1+8)"tds + Co(1+t)te™ 1t / (t —s)"1/2e" M= ds
0 /2 (6.109)
(zfa;t)z

< Ot (e +t))e” T,
where in this last inequality we have observed that for s € [t/2,t], we have

(a} 5)?
e~ M5 < e mt

for m > 0. For |z[ < [a} [t, we divide the analysis into cases, s € [0,¢/2], s € [t/2,t — 1], and s € [t — 1,1].
For s € [0,t/2], we observe the inequality [E2d). For the second estimate in (E2ZJ), we obtain an estimate
by

(z—aj (t=5))°

t/2
Cit™3/2(1 + |z — aj_t|)1/0 e M ds <Ot (14w —ajt])

which is sufficient for ¢ > |z[/[a; | and [ # j. For the first estimate in {E29), we proceed as in (EI0J). For
s € [t/2,t], we observe the inequality (E20) with v = 1, for which we have an estimate by

t—1 (z—a; (t—s))2 t
02(1—|—t)71|:1:|71/ (t—s)" %" ) ds+03(1+t)71|:1:|71/ ds
t/2 t—1
<CA+t) Mt
Case 2: | = j. For the case | = j, we have additional decay at rate (t—s)~1/2
recover the claimed estimates. o
This ends the proof of estimate BIF(v)) for the leading order convection kernel G’ (z, t;y).
(ZI3(v)-(vi)), remainder estimates. In our proofs of BI8(v)—(vi)), we have considered only the leading
order convection kernel

, from which we immediately

—w—aT )2
(mya]t)

Gz, ty) = et V2 it
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We must also consider the remaining three scattering estimates (terms in S(z,t;y)) and additionally the
remainder estimates R(x,t;y). Beginning with the remainder estimate, we focus our attention on the non-
linearity (" (y,s)?), (analysis of the remaining nonlinearities is similar). We have the decomposition

t “+ o0
/ / (O + a; 0:)R(x,t — 5;9)(¢" (v, 8)%)ydyds
0 —00

Vit +oo
= / / (0 + a; 9:)R(z,t — s;9) (0" (y, 5)?)ydyds
0 e (6.110)

t—\/f 400
w7 @ o Rt s (0,9 duds
Vi —0o
t —+o0
s ] @ aro0RE. - sy
t—t J —o0

where for y <0 and a; <0,

(Or + a; 0z)R(x, t;y) =

J

i) ((t T 1)—3/2e—m+ " e_nm) £+ 1)1/26—(1—11_,1;,5)2/1\415

J
O(e™ )b, —a:4(—y) + O(e =1+
=1

+ Z (0] ((t + 1)716777IJr + efmm') til(t 4 1)1/26*(m*y*a;t)2/Mt

kil . . . (6.111)
+ X a3y Ot + 1) 724 e (mar (lu/ac DY/t —ne

_ — —(z—a (t— a_ )2 /Mt _—nxt
D X{apuz O+ 1) e s Ul e DM
a;; >0, a5 <0, j#l

—1/2;-1\ —(z—al (t—|y/a; [))?/Mt ,—na~
LD DR TR o I(C S D O A T e
a, >0, u,j+ >0
In each estimate with decay t=3/2 or t—2, we have time decay better than that of characteristic derivatives of
G’ (z,t;y), and we can proceed as in the above analyses. For terms Z;-le O(e_"t)éw_a;t(—y), we proceed as
in the proof of (@), in which the interactions arising from our relaxation of strict parabolicity are considered.
The only genuinely new term is the exponentially decaying contribution, which has reduced decay in ¢t.
Focusing on this term, we integrate by parts in y, observing that in the Lax and overcompressive cases
differentiation with respect to y improves t decay by a factor ¢~ /2 (this is a fundamental point of difference
between the Lax and overcompressive cases considered here, and the undercompressive case). We have

integrals
vVt ptoo (e—y—a} (1—5))? (y—ay 9)2
e‘"m/ / (t—s)te” M= (14s)te” M5 dyds
0 —o0

(z—aj (t=s)=a; s)2

|| v [2g—— g
< CeMelg=t / (1+s)"tst/2e 2 ds
0

(6.112)

(z—a; t)? Vi
< Qe Melg—lem—t / (14 )" s/2ds
0

(zfaj*t)?

< C(1 +t) 3 e olgm—=tr—

for which we observe that
(z-fa; )2
e Melem =t < Cemmlzlemmet,
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For the third integral in (EI10), we estimate

+o0 (@—y—aj (t—5))> )
_77|I|/ / t—S 1/2 M(t D) (1+S) 3/2 Ms dde

(z—aj (t=s)—a s)2
< C’e*"‘z‘tfl/Q/ (1 +S)73/251/267+d8
t—V't

(mfait)2 t (z—a; (t—s)—ay ~s)2
< Ce M 12(1 4 ) lem T / it ds
t—/1

(zfa;t)z

<C(l1+ t)_le_"lmle_ Mt

which is sufficient, precisely as above. For the second integral in (GII), and for ¢ large enough so that
V't < t/2, we estimate (integrating by parts in y for s € [v/%,t/2])

t/2  ptoo L (e—y—aj (t=a)? ” (y—ap )2
e*n\z\/ / (t—S)f e~ T M(t—s) (1 +S) T ms dyds

+o0 —y—aj (t— )2
_|_e—77|w|/ / t—s -1/2,~ — = — (1—|—S) 3/2,— dyds

(6.113)

(;L-faji (t—s)—a; 3)2

Vi
Scze—n\w\t—lﬂ/ (t—s) V21 +5) 22— ds
t/2
t—/t (a7 (t=s)—ar o)?
+C’2e*ﬁ|m|t71/2/ (1+S)73/251/2671Td5.
t/2

For s € [/t,t/2], we first observe that for the case j = k, we have an estimate by

(.'L-fa; )2

C(1+t)~ 1 2e el e=—=tr— (6.114)

which is sufficient, as observed above. For the case j # k, we recall the inequality (E42) with v = 1/2. For
the first estimate in ([E22), we proceed as in ([EIId), while for the second we estimate

(x—a; (tfs)fa;s)z

%
Cre == (1 + |z — aj_t|)71/2/ T ds
Vi
<C(L+t) e (1 + |z — ajt]) V2,

Observing the estimate
e (1L + [z — ajt)) 72 < Cemmlel(1 4 )71/,

we observe that this estimate is sufficient. For s € [t/2,t — v/?], we first observe that in the event that j = k,
this last integral in [EIT3) provides an estimate by

(z— a,t)
Cp=1/2 =7l gt

while in the event that j # k, we have an estimate by
c(1+ t)_le_"m,

either of which is sufficient.
(ZI8(v)~(vi)), full scattering estimates. In the scattering estimates S(x,;y) of Proposition 2l we have
three corrections to G7(z,t;y), respectively from convection, reflection, and transmission. For convection,

the term is
o r _(e—y—aj ) =%
j co — gt
Gl tiy) = et™ 20 (o),
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a; > 0, which satisfies

— )2
—y—a_ t
(2-y—a]t)

[(0¢ + aj_am)ég(x, tiy)| < C[t73/2 + t71/267"|x|} e Wt

The estimate with ¢t=3/2 decay is precisely as in the case of G7, and can be analyzed similarly. For the
estimate with exponential decay in |z|, we can proceed precisely as with the exponentially decaying term
arising in the analysis of R(x,t;y). The remaining corrections, from the reflection and transmission terms
in S(z,t;y) can be analyzed similarly.

In our analysis of G7(z,t;%), we employed the relation

0. G (z,t;y) = —0,G7 (2, t;y)

(see the argument of (EXRIl), in which the characteristic derivative (9; + a;am)éj (z,t — s;y) is converted
into a characteristic derivative in the variables of integration —(0;s + a; 9y)G? (z,t — 5;y)). Designating the
scattering term arising from reflection as

_(e—(aj e )y—a7 »)? w

G{%k(x, tyy) = cpt~ /% it (7@11 e )a
we observe that the analogous estimate is
_ _—(a /oy yy—a7 »)?
0.C (@, tiy) = —2E0,GH (w try) + O eyt
J
from which we see that the conversion from a characteristic derivative in variables x and ¢ to a characteristic
derivative in variables y and s takes the form

(0 + a;@m)éﬁk(a@,t —s;y)=—(0s + a,zay)égék(x,t )
(z—(aj /aj Jy—aj (t=))°

+O((t - 5)71/2677”96')67 Bk (t=)

In this way, we again have precisely the improved decay required by the analysis, namely

_ (@=(aj /ey )y=aj (1=9)°

(05 + ay, 0y) G (.t — s1y) = O((t — 5)~*/?)e Pk

The argument involving transmission terms is entirely similar.
Finally, in each case in which a characteristic derivative in = and ¢ is shifted to one in y and s an
exponentially decaying error term arises, such as (from reflection)

_ (@=(aj /a;)y—a;t)?

Ot~ /2e=le 4t

In all cases, these terms can be analyzed as were the the exponentially decaying corrections in (9; +

a; 0,)R(z, y) (see [EIT2)).

This completes the proof of Lemma O

7 Nonlinear integral Estimates 11

Finally, we complete the paper by establishing the nonlinear integral estimates of Proposition @l
Proof of Lemma H. To show BI9)(i) we need to estimate

t “+o00
[ ] RI@OE 8,5 )Y 51| <

t
¢ [Nt st - ), 5)lds
0
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for the various sources Y(y, s) arising in the bounds for F, ®.
For example, the typical term

[0l[vyy|(y,8) < C(L+ )72 (W1 + 42 (y, )

arising in the bounds for F leads to sources

Ti(y,s) = (1+) " 20i(y, s)

7.2
= (1+8) 72U+ [y —ait]) 2 2
and
Ta(y,s) = (1+ )" *0a(y, s) (7:3)
< (L) 2 )Ryl )R ] 27 , '
Substituting Yy in ([ZT), we obtain
t
/ e M=) (1 4 5)7%(1 +lr—aj(t—s)— alis|)7%ds =
0 (7.4)

] [

t
/ e U1+ 8) 2 (14 |z — gy t — (@] — af)(t— 5)|) "2 ds,

0

which , by (B2, is smaller than

3

t
/ e (1 4 55414 |z — ay t) (|1 + (@ — a7 )(t — 5))) ¥,
0

c . . . —no(t—s) | .
which in turn (absorbing ¢ — s powers in e oy ) is smaller than

t
(1+|z—ajt)~2 / e T (14 5) 2ds <C(1+ |z —aj t]) "2 (1 41¢)" /2 35)
0 .
=C(1+t) "2 (2,1).
Similarly, substituting Y9 in ([Z1]), observing that
(L4 Jyl + 67272 v min{(1+ |y)) 72, (14 5)7H4,
and following the same procedure, we obtain an estimate of
C+6)"Y2(1 4 |2) 72 + |z + )72 min{(1 + |2) V2, (1 +)"/*} ~
CO+ 02+ [2) T2 (14 fa + )72+ Ja] 41/~
< CL )21 + 1) (x, 1),

(7.6)
where, in the final step, we have used the fact that, for x(z,t) = 0,
(L4 2720+ o] + 0721+ 2] +£72) 72~ (14 o] + )72 < O (a,8).
Bounds for other cases follow similarly. g
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