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DECAY ESTIMATES FOR A VISCOUS HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATION
WITH HOMOGENEOUS DIRICHLET BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

SAID BENACHOUR, SIMONA DABULEANU-HAPCA, AND PHILIPPE LAURENCOT

ABSTRACT. Global classical solutions to the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation us — Au = a [Vu|?
in (0,00) x ©Q with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are shown to converge to zero in
W1’°°(Q) at the same speed as the linear heat semigroup when p > 1. For p = 1, an exponential
decay to zero is also obtained in one space dimension but the rate depends on a and differs from
that of the linear heat equation. Finally, if p € (0,1) and a < 0, finite time extinction occurs for
non-negative solutions.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

We investigate the large time behaviour of solutions to the following initial-boundary value problem

up — Au=a|lVul’ in (0,00) x €,

u=0 on (0,00) x 09, (1.1)

u(0,) = up in Q,
where a € R, a # 0, p > 0 and Q is a bounded open subset of RY with C3-smooth boundary
09). We first recall that several papers have already been devoted to the well-posedness of the
Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (L) [T}, T2, 17, 20]. In particular, when the initial datum is a bounded
Radon measure, p € [1,(N +2)/(N + 1)) and a > 0, Alaa proved the existence and uniqueness
of weak solutions to (LII) [I]. When a > 0 and p > 2, the non-existence of global solutions is
also studied in [I, B7], the latter work providing further information on the way the solution blows
up. Using a different approach, Benachour and Dabuleanu have obtained in [T2] several results on
the existence, uniqueness and regularity of global solutions for non-smooth initial data (typically,
ug is a bounded Radon measure or belongs to L(Q2) for some ¢ > 1). These results depend on
the sign of a, the value of the exponent p > 0 and the integrability and sign of the initial datum
ug. Singular initial data had been considered previously by Crandall, Lions and Souganidis in [20]
when a < 0 and p > 1: using some properties of order-preserving semigroups, a universal bound
for non-negative solutions to (ILTl) is established in [20] which proves useful to show the existence
and uniqueness of solutions to ([CIl) when the initial datum wg satisfies: uy = oo on a bounded
open subset D C D C Q and ug = 0 in Q\ D.
The main purpose of this paper is to supplement the above mentioned results by analysing the
long time behaviour of global solutions to ([LIl). While several results are available for the Cauchy
problem [T3], T4] 24! B8] and for the Cauchy-Neumann problem [IT], 2], this question has only been
considered recently in [38] for the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem ([CII): it is shown there that, for p > 2,
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global solutions converge to zero in L>°(2) as time goes to infinity and this property remains true
for global solutions which are bounded in C1(Q) when p € (1,2] (see also [3] for the one-dimensional
case). Besides giving alternative proofs of these results, we shall identify the rate at which this
convergence to zero takes place. More precisely, we show that, for p > 1, global classical solutions
to () decay to zero in W1H*°(Q) at the same (exponential) rate as the solutions to the linear
heat equation with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. It is only when p € (0, 1] that the

gradient term a|VulP influences the large time dynamics (see Theorems [Tl and [l below).

Before stating our results, we introduce some notations: for 7' € (0, 00| we set Qr = (0,7") x Q
and I'r = (0,T) x 9Q . We denote by Cy(2) the space of continuous functions on 2 vanishing
on the boundary 9Q and by Cg () the positive cone of Cy(Q2) . Next, C12(Qr) is the space
of functions u € C(Qr) which are differentiable with respect to ¢ € (0,7") and twice differentiable
with respect to z € 2 with derivatives uy, (uz,);<;<y and (ugcigcj)1<Z belonging to C'(Qr). For
g€ 1,00, || [lq and || ||an,q denote the norms in L4(£2) and L2(052), respectlvely, and W14(Q) the
Sobolev space of functions in L4(€2) for which the distributional derivatives (us,); -, also belong
to L1(2). Finally, v denotes the outward normal unit vector field to Q and we use the notation
uy(t,x) = Vu(t,z) - v(z) for (t,x) € (0,00) x I for the normal trace of the gradient of u (when
it is well-defined).

Throughout this paper, we only consider classical solutions to () in the following sense:

Definition 1.1. Given ug € Co(Q) , p € (0,00), a € R\ {0} and T € (0,00], a classical solution
u to Q) in Qr is a function u € C([0,T) x Q)N CY3(Qr) with u(0) = ug and satisfying (L)
pointwisely in Qr. Such a solution also satisfies

t
u(t) = € u0+a/et DA\ Vu(s)|P ds, t € 0,T), (1.2)
0

where (e');>o denotes the semigroup associated to the linear heat equation with homogeneous

Dirichlet boundary conditions.

The results concerning the existence of global classical solutions to (LT]) may then be summarized

as follows:

Proposition 1.1. There exists a unique classical solution u to [I1) in Qo in the following cases:
(i) p€(0,2], a € R\ {0} and ug € Co(Q?) ,
(ii) p>2,a <0 and ug € CF (Q) ,
(iil) p > 2, a >0 and up € CF (Q)NCLQ) with [uollcr @) < €0 where €g is the constant defined
in |31, Proposition 3.1].

We refer to [12] for the assertion (i), to [20, Theorem 2.1] for (ii) and to [37] for (iii). The size
restriction in (iii) is needed to have a global solution since finite gradient blow-up occurs for
sufficiently large initial data [37]. We also mention that the previous well-posedness statement is
far from being optimal with respect to the regularity of the initial data. Indeed, on the one hand,

existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to ([II]) (which are classical solutions for positive times)



are established in [T2] under much weaker regularity assumptions on wug, depending on the sign of
a and the value of p. On the other hand, it has been shown in [§ that, for any a € R\ {0}, p >0
and ug € Cp(f2), the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem ([ZI]) has a unique continuous viscosity solution,
this result being valid for nonhomogeneous continuous Dirichlet boundary conditions as well. Such
a solution satisfies the boundary conditions in the viscosity sense and need not satisfy them in
the classical sense for p > 2 [8, p. 62], the latter phenomenon being in principle related to the
possible blow-up of ||[Vu(t)||s. The restriction on the size of the initial data in Proposition [l

thus excludes this behaviour.

We have the following results:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that a <0, p € (0,1) and uy € C () . Denoting by u the corresponding
classical solution to (L), there exists T* > 0 such that

u(t,z) =0 for each (t,x)e (T, 00) x Q. (1.3)
This property is called extinction in finite time of the solution to (I1l).

The proof relies on the results of [I3, 4, 24] on the long time behaviour of the solution to the
Cauchy problem in the whole space RY. Indeed, when a < 0, after an extension by 0 on RY of
the initial datum, the solution to the Cauchy problem becomes a super-solution to the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem. Thus, from the extinction in finite time of the solutions to the Cauchy problem

we deduce the extinction in finite time of the solutions to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem.

Remark 1.1. Extinction in finite time cannot take place for solutions to (L) when a > 0,
p € (0,1) and ug € C;f(Q) , ug # 0. Indeed, in this case, u is greater than the solution to the
linear heat equation with initial datum ug, and thus never vanishes in ). Moreover, when a > 0
and p € (0,1), there are non-zero stationary solutions to (L) (see Remark [31).

In the next result, we establish the convergence to zero of global solutions to (LII) for p € (1,2]

and show that it takes place at the same exponential rate as that of the linear heat equation.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that p € (1,2], a € R\ {0} and up € Co(Q) . Denoting by u the corre-

sponding classical solution to {ILl), there is a constant K > 0 depending only on the initial datum
ug, the domain 2 and the parameters a and p such that, fort >0,

u(t)]|oo < Ke™™, (1.4)

[Vu(t)lloo < K(14112)e ™, (1.5)

where A1 > 0 denotes the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator with homogeneous Dirichlet

boundary conditions in €.
Recall that, by [36, Lemma 3, p. 25] and [39, p. 35], the solution e’“ug to the linear heat equation
with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions satisfies:

le"ugloe < Coe™ [[ug|oo, (1.6)

IVeulloo < Co(1+¢12)e™ flug|oo, (L.7)



for t > 0 and ug € L*°(Q2), the constant C' depending only on the domain 2. Basically, the previous
result asserts that, for p € (1, 2], the additional nonlinear term, which depends on the gradient, has
no contribution to the large time behaviour of the solution whatever the sign of ug is. Moreover,
under the additional assumptions a > 0 and ug > 0, the temporal decay rate (L) is optimal.
Indeed, in that case, the comparison principle ensures that u(t) > e®uy and t — [|e®ug||oo
behaves as C' e~* for large times. More surprisingly, the temporal decay rate (IC4) is also optimal
for a large class of non-negative initial data when a < 0, so that the gradient term does not speed
up the convergence towards zero in that case, see Proposition below. As we shall see, a similar
remark is valid when p > 2 for global solutions to ([LI) which are bounded in C'*(Q). To prove
Theorem [[2 we will combine the previous decay estimates for the heat semigroup and a fixed

point procedure in an appropriate weighted Banach space of Kato-Fujita type.

Remark 1.2. Let us point out here that the proof of Theorem LA for p = 2 is obvious thanks to
the Cole-Hopf transformation which reduces {I1) to the linear heat equation (see ({f.11)) below).

We next show that, if p > 2, non-negative global solutions to (I1]) are such that ¢ — e ||lu(t)]|s
is bounded from below and above by positive constants for large times. More precisely, we have

the following result:

Theorem 1.3. Let ug be a non-negative function in Cy () N CL(Q) and consider p > 2. Assume
further that either a < 0 or a > 0 and ||u0\|01(§) < g9 where g is the constant defined in |37,
Proposition 3.1]. Denoting by u the unique classical solution to (L)), there exist non-negative
functions wy € Cy (Q) N CHQ) and Wy € CF (Q) N CLQ) (wy # 0 and Wy # 0 if ug # 0) such
that

ePuwy <u(t) <e™Wy  for t  large enough. (1.8)

Moreover, wyg = ug if a >0, Wy =g if a <0 and [|Vu(t)|| satisfies (I3) .

It turns out that, under the assumptions of either Theorem (i) or Theorem [[3] the estimates
([CA) and (CH) allow us to be identify more precisely the large time behaviour of the solution u to
(CI). Indeed, in these cases, it follows from ([CH) by classical arguments that

: At _ —
o 0] 0,

where ey denotes the first eigenfunction of the Laplace operator with homogeneous Dirichlet bound-

ary conditions (associated to the eigenvalue A\; and chosen to be non-negative with |le;||2 = 1) and

Qg = / up(z) e1(x) de +a / Mt / |Vu(t,z)|P e1(x) dadt.
Q 0 Q
Observe that a is finite by (LX) since p > 1 (but we might have as = 0).

We finally turn to the case p = 1 which appears to be a limit case. Indeed, the proof of the decay
rates (L)) and (ICH) obtained in Theorem [C2Afor p € (1,2] does not extend to p = 1. In fact, as we
shall see below in the one-dimensional case, the L*-norm of u(t) still decays exponentially but the
decay rate depends on a. The case of several dimensions (/N > 2) seems to be an open problem.
Nevertheless, it has been shown recently in [27] that there are 8 € (0,A1) and U € Cy (Q) NC%(Q)



such that —AU = a |[VU|+ 8 U in Q, so that (t,z) — e 5*U(x) is a solution to ([CI]). We also
recall that the case p = 1 is rather peculiar for the Cauchy problem in RY [I0), 5, 6, 25, B1].

Theorem 1.4. Let Q = (—1,1), ug € C’ar(ﬁ), a € R, a # 0 and denote by u the unique classical
solution to (L) with p = 1. Then there is a positive constant y(a) depending only on a and

such that u satisfies
lu()lloo < (@) Juolloo e” (/BT g > 1, (1.9)
where oy is the first eigenvalue of the unbounded linear operator L of L*(0,1) with domain
D(L) = {p € W*%(0,1) such that ap(0) + 2¢,(0) = ¢(1) =0}
and defined by

L(‘P) =~z for g€ D(L)

The restriction to the one-dimensional setting comes from the observation that, if ug is an even

function in (—1, 1) which is non-increasing in (0, 1), then w also solves

Up — Ugy = —QlUy in (0,00) x (0,1),
Uz (t,0) = u(t,1) =0 in (0,00),
u(0,2) = up(x) in (0,1),

which is a linear convection-diffusion equation. After a suitable change of unknown function, the
study of the large time behaviour of u reduces to the spectral decomposition in L?(0,1) of L whose
eigenfunctions form an orthonormal basis in L?(0,1). The case of general initial data will then

follow by a comparison argument.

Remark 1.3. It follows from the previous analysis that the gradient term |VulP alters the large
time dynamics only for p = 1 which contrasts markedly with the Cauchy problem in RN where the
effects of the gradient term become preponderant for p < (N 4 2)/(N + 1), see [13, 4, 24, B1] and
the references therein.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [

Let 1y be the extension by 0 of uy outside the domain 2, that is, @g(x) = ug(x) if x € Q and
g = 0 if x € RV \ ©, and denote by @ € C12((0,00) x RY) N C([0,00) x RY) the unique solution
to the Cauchy problem [25]

iy — Al = a|ValP in (0,00) x RY,

@(0,.) =iy in RV @1

Since a < 0, p € (0,1) and g is a non-negative continuous and bounded function with compact
support in RY, we infer from [I3, 24] that @ enjoys the property of extinction in finite time, that
is, there exists 7% > 0 such that (¢,z) = 0 for (t,x) € (T*,00) x RY. On the other hand, @ is



non-negative by the comparison principle and thus satisfies:
u — Au = a|lVall in Q,
a(t,x) >0 on T, (2.2)
(0,.) =ug in Q.

Therefore, @ is a super-solution to ((LJ)) and the comparison principle [22, Theorem 16, p. 52]
ensures that 0 < u < @ in Q. Consequently, there is T* > 0 such that u satisfies ([C3). O

3. CONVERGENCE TO ZERO FOR p € (1,2]

As a preliminary step to the proof of Theorem we first establish the convergence to zero in
L>(Q) of any global classical solution to (L)) when p € (1,2].

Proposition 3.1. Assume that p € (1,2], a € R\ {0} and ug € Co(). Denoting by u the

corresponding classical solution to (L) we have
li t =0.
Jim )0 = 0

A possible proof of Proposition Bl relies on the LaSalle Invariance Principle since it can be shown
that the L>-norm is a strict Liapunov functional for the dynamical system associated to (ILl) in
Co(Q). However, the following shorter proof relying on the method of relaxed semi-limits in the
spirit of [Al, Section 8, Exemple 5] has been suggested to us by G. Barles [6].

Proof:

We first introduce some notations: for e € [0,1), & € R, § = (§)1<i<n} € RY and any symmetric

N x N matrix S € My(R), we put
ey —tr(S)—a P if (t,x) €O,
G (t,z,1,60,6,8) =< r if  (t,z) € (0,00) x 99,
r — up(x) if (t,z) € {0} x Q,
and
—tr(S)—a [£P if x€Q,
T if ze€d,
where tr(S) denotes the trace of the matrix S and O = (0,00) x €.

H(.’I’,T,g,S) =

Next, we assume that a < 0 and put u(¢,z) = u(t/e,x) for ¢ € (0,1) and (t,z) € O. It readily

follows from (ILTl) and Proposition [Tl that u® € C(O) and solves
Ge(t,x,uf,ul, Vus, D*u) =0 in O (3.1)
in the viscosity sense (D?u® denoting the Hessian matrix of «¢). In addition, the following bound
is a straightforward consequence of the maximum principle
[0 ()lloo < lluolloo,  (£€) € [0,00) x (0,1). (3.2)
Introducing the semi-limits u and @ defined by

u(t,z) = liminf «°(s,y), @(t,z) = limsup u°(s,y),
(e,5,9)—(0;t,z) (g,8,y)—(0,t,z)



for (t,x) € O, we clearly have

u(t,z) <u(t,xz), (t,z)e€O, (3.3)

and infer from (BIl), (BZ) and [, Théoreme 4.1] that @ is an upper semicontinuous viscosity
subsolution to G° = 0 in O while u is a lower semicontinuous viscosity supersolution to G° = 0
in O. Since u® is obtained from u by a time dilatation, we realize that u and @ actually do not

depend on the time variable, that is,
u(t,z) =u(l,x) =v(xr) and u(t,z) =u(l,x) =v(z) for (t,x) € (0,00) x Q. (3.4)

We therefore deduce from the properties of v and w that ¥ is an upper semicontinuous viscosity
subsolution to H = 0 in Q while v is a lower semicontinuous viscosity supersolution to H = 0 in Q.
In addition, since the boundary of €2 is smooth, we may proceed as in the proof of [, Corollary 2.1]
or apply [26, Theorem 2.1] to deduce that

() <0<w(x) for zed. (3.5)

Indeed, H clearly fulfils [7, (F5)] and [26, Theorem 2.1 (iv)]. We are now in a position to apply

the strong comparison principle stated in Proposition below to conclude that
v(x) <wv(z) for z€Q. (3.6)
Combining &3), (&4) and (BH), we conclude that 7 = v = v in Q and, thanks to [, Lemma 4.1],

we obtain that v € C(2) is a viscosity solution to H = 0 and (u®) converges towards v in
C((0,00) x Q). In particular, (u®(1,.)) converges towards v in C(Q) from which we deduce that

Jim [u(t) — vl = 0.

On the other hand, x — 0 is also a continuous viscosity solution to H = 0 and it readily follows
from (BH) and Proposition that v = 0, which completes the proof of Proposition Bl when
a < 0.

Finally, if @ > 0, it is straightforward to check that —u solves ([[LIl) with —a instead of a and —uyg
instead of ug. We then apply the previous analysis to —u to complete the proof of Proposition Bl
O

We now turn to the cornerstone of the previous proof, namely the strong comparison principle [T,
Theorem 3.3]. We cannot however apply directly [I9, Theorem 3.3] because H lacks some coercivity
with respect to r and thus does not fulfil [T9], (3.13)]. Still, the fact that [I9, Theorem 3.3] holds
true without this assumption in some cases is already well-known and a strategy to bypass this
assumption is sketched in [I9 Section 5.C] (see also [B, Section 4.4.1]). We will thus only give the
required modification of the proof of [T9, Theorem 3.3]. Actually, Proposition is a particular
case of [7, Theorem 1] which applies to a wider class of functions H with no dependence on u but

is more complicated to prove.

Proposition 3.2. Let U be an upper semicontinuous viscosity subsolution to H =0 in Q and V
be a lower semicontinuous viscosity supersolution to H = 0 in Q such that U <V on 0Q. Ifa <0,
then U <V in Q.



Proof:

According to [T9, Section 5.C] and [5, Section 4.4.1], it suffices to construct a sequence (Us)se(o,1)
such that (i) Us < V on 09, (ii) Us is an upper semicontinuous viscosity subsolution to H+n(J) = 0
for some n(0) > 0, (iii) n(d) — 0 and [|[Us — Ul|cc — 0 as 6 — 0.

We now construct such a sequence: since € is bounded, there exists A > 0 such that e®~D(#1-2) <
1/(2|a]). We then put

M =maxe™ ™, m =mine”

z€Q S
and

Us(z)=(1—-0) U(x)+ 06 <ex1_’\ —M+I;1€i£V(y)> , xe.

Owing to the convexity of H with respect to & and S (recall that a < 0), Us satisfies the require-
ments (i), (ii) and (iii) listed above with 7(d) = (m 0)/2. At this point, one then proceeds as in
the proof of [I9, Section 5.C] to conclude that Us < V in  for each 6§ € (0,1) and then pass to
the limit as § — 0 to complete the proof. O

Remark 3.1. It follows from Proposition [Z1l that zero is the only bounded stationary solution to
(C7) when p € (1,2]. This property no longer holds true for p € (0,1). Indeed, in the particular

case where ) is the unit ball B1(0) of RY and a = 1, there are at least two stationary solutions to

D) as the function
(1 — p)@—»)/(=p)
(2= p)(N — (N —1)p)t/1-P)

is a non-zero stationary solution to (L) in Q = B1(0) (for p > 1, similar solutions exist but are

w(z) = (1= faf®2/0=9) 2 By (0),

singular [2,83] ). Furthermore, if N = 1, there is a continuum of non-negative stationary solutions
and the convergence towards these stationary solutions is investigated in [30]. For general domains
Q in several space dimensions, the large time behaviour seems to be an open problem.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM - DECAY ESTIMATES

We denote by X the Banach space of functions u € C([0,00), Co(22)) NC((0,0), C*(Q)) such that

/2
lullx = max{ sup et)‘lﬂu(t)Hoo, sup et’\1HVu(t)Hoo} < 00,

t€(0,00) te(0,00) 1 + 1172
where Aq is the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions in 2. Similar weighted spaces related to the heat semigroup have been previously used
by, e.g., Kato [28], Kato and Fujita [29], Brezis and Cazenave [I8] and Ben-Artzi, Souplet and
Weissler [9].

For u € X, up € Co(Q) and t > 0, we introduce the maps
t
Gu(t) = / =8 1Ty(5) [P ds (4.1)
0
and
Fu(t) = e"®uy + aGu(t). (4.2)



Clearly, a solution to ([L1]) is a fixed point of F and we will use a fixed point procedure to show
that some solutions to ([LIJ) belong to some suitable bounded subsets of X. More precisely, we

have the following result:

Proposition 4.1. Ifp € (1,2), there is a positive constant K1 > 0 depending only on p, a, \ and
Q such that, if ugp € Co(Q) satisfies ||ugllo < K/(2Cy) for some K € (0, K], the corresponding

classical solution u to (L) belongs to X = {u € X;|jul|lx < K} (recall that Cy is the constant

occurring in (LA) and ({I7)).

Proof:

Recalling that the Laplace operator with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions in € gen-
erates an analytic semigroup in Co(Q) and Cy(Q2) N CH(Q) (see, e.g., |34, Definition 2.0.2, Corol-
lary 3.1.21 & Theorem 3.1.25]), both Gu and Fu belong to C([0, 00),Co(Q)) N C((0,00), C1(2))
for u € X. We next check that Gu and Fu map X into itself. Let v € X. On the one hand, taking

into account (CH) we have

t

t
1Gu(t)]loo < / 1092 V()P || oo ds < Co / e~ =N | u(s)|12, ds
0

n 0
< ol [ (1 5 e
0

t
< Collull§ e~ /(1 4 s 2pems-DA g
0

which implies
e Gu(t)]|e < Co Li(p)ul’s with IL(p / (145 2Pes0-DN gs < 0o, (4.3)
0

the integral I1(p) being finite since p € (1,2). On the other hand, we infer from () that

1/2 1/2
t tA1
1+ tl/ze [VGu(t)||oo < COHUH 1142

[ = sy s per N g
0



Since p € (1,2), we have

£1/2 )
- _ &) 1/2 —1/2\p ,—s(p—1)\1
1—|—t1/2/(1+(t s) V(A + s )Pe ds
0
2 1/2 !
t “1/2 | —p/2 “1/2 —p/2) —s(p—1)A
< _ P _ P p—1)A\1
< 1+t1/2/(1+(t s) +5 + (t—s) s >e ds
0
¢ (/2
< 2/ 14 (t—s) V24 s7P2 4 m(t — 5) T2 g2 ) s DM g
0
0o 1
< 2 / (1 + s_p/2> e=sP=DM g5 1 2sup {7«1/2 e—r(p—ml} / (1= 5)~1/25=1/2 g
0 r=0 0
(2-p)/4 /
e 2-p)/4 _—r(p—1)A ~1/2 —(p+2)/4
+ 2@ 312113 {7‘( /4 gmrp 1} (1—ys) s~ ds,
0

and the right-hand side of the above inequality is bounded since p € (1,2) and t2=p)/4 < 1 4 41/2
for t > 0. Consequently,

t1/2 s oy st
Lﬁp)::igg If;;ﬂ@ﬁ/k1'+(t“3) )1+ s7H2pe =DM gs | < 0o (4.4)
0
and e
¢ tA »
1+ a72° HIVGu(t) oo < Cola(p)l|ull’y- (4.5)

Combining ([3)) and ([E3H]) we conclude that
1G(u)llx < Collull’,
where C9 is a constant depending only on p, A\; and Q. Applying once more the estimates (L6
and () and using the above inequality we obtain
IF(w)llx < Co [luollec + la|Cal|ull- (4.6)

We have thus established that Fu € X for u € X.
Next, for K > 0, we consider two functions v and us in X g, where X is defined in Proposition BTl

By (CH) we have

t
1Fur(t) = Fuz(t)l|oe < |al / e3P (s) = [Vusl?(s)) |oo ds
0
t
< alpCo / (|| Vus ()[BT + [ Vua () [B IV (ur — ua) (s)|oo ds
0
< |alpColy () (|5 + lluall5 ™) llur — uzllxe™,
whence
M (| Fua (t) — Fua(t)|loo < C3KP™ |y — usl|x, (4.7)

10



where Cj5 is a constant depending only on p, A\; and €. Likewise we deduce from (7)) and (@4
that
£1/2
14 t1/2
for a possibly larger constant C3. Combining (7)) and () the functional F satisfies

et)‘l HV}"ul(t) — V.F?Q(t)”oo S Cng_1|]u1 — 'LLQHX (48)

||]:u1 — ]:’UQHX § C’ng_1||u1 — u2||X (4.9)

for u1 € X and us € Xg. Introducing Ky > 0 given by

1 1
Kp—l — mi N 4.10
1 mln{2|a|02’203}’ ( )

we infer from [EH) and 3 that, if K € (0, K] and |Jugllec < K/(2Cp), then F(u) € Xg for
u € X and [|[Fuy—Fus||x < ||lup—usl|x /2 for u; € Xk and us € Xg. Consequently, under these
assumptions on K and ug, JF is a strict contraction from X into Xg. By the Banach fixed point
theorem, F has a unique fixed point u € Xg. Then u satisfies (L2) and [T2, Theorems 3.2 & 3.3]

warrant that u is the unique classical solution to (ILl), which completes the proof of Proposition Bl
O

Proof of Theorem [LA (decay estimates):
Assume first that p € (1,2). We consider uy € Cp(£2) and denote by u the corresponding classical

solution to (ICTJ). We have already established in the previous section that ||u(t)||cc — 0ast — occ.
Therefore, there exists ty > 0 such that ||u(tg)|lcc < K71/(2Cy) and we infer from Proposition BT
with K = K, that u(. + t) belongs to Xk, , i.e.,

[u(t)lloo < Kie™ M and  [|Vu(t) oo < K1 (1 + (t — tg) ~H/2e (710N

for any t > tg. On the other hand, it follows from the analysis in [I2] that ||u(?)|lco < ||uo|lco and
|Vu(t)||oo < C(to,ug)t /2 for t € (0,to]. Combining these two facts yields (L) and (CH) for u.

It remains to study the case p = 2. Introducing U = e® — 1, it follows from ([LTJ) that Uy = AU in
(0,00) x Q with U = 0 on (0,00) x 9Q and U(0) = Uy = e® —1 in Q. Consequently, U(t) = e!2U
and

1 LA 1 VetAUy
Since ||e!AUplloc — 0 as t — oo, the temporal decay estimates () and (CH) follow from (LH)
and (L7) and the previous formulae for u(t) and Vu(t). O

As already mentioned, when a > 0, p € (1,2] and ug € Cy (Q2), the temporal decay rate (4 is
optimal since u(t) > e®ug by the comparison principle and ¢ — ||/ ug||o behaves as C' e~ for
large times. It turns out that the temporal decay rate (4] is still optimal when a < 0, p € (1,2)
and ug € CF ().

Proposition 4.2. Consider a <0, p € (1,2) and ug € Cy (Q) such that ug > aey for some o > 0,
where e denotes the eigenfunction of the Laplace operator with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary

conditions in 0 associated to the eigenvalue A1 and normalized such that ey > 0 and ||e1]oc = 1.

11



Then, there exist two positive constants Cy(ug) > 0 and Cs(ug) > 0 depending on uy such that the
classical solution u to (L)) satisfies:

Ca(ug)e ™ < |Ju(t)||oe < Cs(ug)e™™  for t>0. (4.12)

Proof:
The second inequality in ([@I2) readily follows from the comparison principle and the properties
of the linear heat equation since u is a subsolution to the linear heat equation. As for the first

inequality, we proceed as follows: consider n > 1 large enough such that
n>K;' and nP7 > 4]a|CE1(p), (4.13)

the parameters Cy, I1(p) and K; being defined in (CH), [@3)) and Proposition Bl respectively.

By T3), we have
1 2alCohi(p)

2Cyn np

Bne<2‘a’0011(p) ! ) (4.14)

and we fix

np "2C0n
We next take the initial datum in (CIJ) to be up, = fpe; and denote by u, the corresponding
solution to (LIl). Owing to (L2) and (LCH) we have

t
un(t) = Buc®er —al / 108 [Ty ()] o ds
0

t
> e e Gy [NV (9] ds.
0
Since [[uonlloc = Bn < 1/(2Con) and 1/n < Ky, we deduce from Proposition BTl that u € Xy,
Consequently,

t

—tA _ —p =1 (t—s) —1/2\p_—A1ps —tA _ ’a‘coll(p)
un(t) > Bre ey — |a|Con /e ! (14 s /%)Pe™MPids > ¢ M <ﬂnel — )
0

whence, since ||e1]|ooc = 1 and 3, fulfils ([{TI4),

I n nifoo
il e (3, — BT 5 oo o feoale (4.15)
n

Consider now ug as in Proposition and denote by u the corresponding classical solution to
([CT). Since B, — 0 as n — oo, there is ng fulfilling @IJ) such that vy > ae; > B,,e1. By

the comparison principle, we have u(t) > wup,(t) and Proposition is then a straightforward
consequence of (EIH). O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

We first consider the case a < 0. On the one hand, u is a subsolution of the linear heat equation

with the same initial datum and the comparison principle entails that

0<u<v in Qs with v(t)=ePug, t>0. (5.1)

12



On the other hand, by the maximum principle (see [22, B2] and also [37, Remark 3.3]) we have

[Vu(t)]loo = [Vu(®)]log,c0 = l[uw(t)llon,co, (5.2)
and
luoller @y 2 IVU(E)lloo = [[VO(t)[l00,00 = llvw(t) 602,00, (5.3)

the last equality in (22) and (B3]) being a consequence of the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions. Owing to the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, we deduce from (&) that
v, (t) < uy(t) <0 for t > 0, which, together with (B2)) and ([&3), yields

[Vu(t)lloo = lluv(t) 60,00 < [lov (@) log,c = [VV(E)lloo < [luollcrgy for ¢>0.  (5.4)
Consequently, since p > 2,
us — A= —|al Va2 Vul > lalluolf2, [Vl i Qe

-2

Denote by Cs = |a|||u0\|‘g1 @ and let w be the solution to the following initial boundary value

problem:
wy — Aw = —C(;]Vw]2 in Qo
w(t,z) =0 on T, (5.5)
w(0,.) =up in Q.

Then z = 1 — e~ 6% satisfies the linear heat equation in Q. with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary

conditions and initial datum z(0) = 1 — e~ 5o that w(t) = —Cy ' log (1 —€22(0)) for ¢t > 0,

while the comparison principle ensures that
1
o log (1 — etAz(O)) <u(t) < ePug, for t>0.
6
Since —log(1 —r) > r for r € (0,1) and e**2(0) € (0,1) for t > 0, we conclude that

1
FetAz(O) <u(t) < ePug, for t>0,
6

and (LX) holds true with wy = (1 —e~%6%0)/Cq which is a positive function in C}(Q) and Wy = ug.
Furthermore, the large time behaviour of Vu(t) is a consequence of (L) and (B4):
IVa(t)]loo < IV upllo < Co(1+172)e™fug o,

and the proof of Theorem is complete for a < 0.
We now turn to the case a > 0. By [37, Proposition 3.1], the condition [uo[/¢1 g < € not only
warrants that the corresponding classical solution u to () is global but also that it is bounded

in C1(Q). Consequently, there is a positive constant C7 > 0 such that
IVu(t)]|oo < C7 for t>0.

Thanks to this property, we may proceed as in the previous case and deduce from the comparison
principle that

ePug < u(t) < w(t) = Ci log(1 4 e22(0)) for t >0, (5.6)
8
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where Cg = aC’$_2, 2(0) = e“s%0 — 1 and w is the solution to the following initial boundary value
problem:

wy — Aw = Cg|[Vw|? in Qu,

w(t,z) =0 on T, (5.7)

w(0,.) =ug in Q.
Since log(1 4 ) < r for r > 0 and e**2(0) > 0 for t > 0, we infer from (56) that (CF) is satisfied
with wg = ug and Wy = (340 — 1)/Cs. In addition, owing to (&H) and [37, Remark 3.3] we have
that:

IVu®)lloo = [IVu(t)[lo,c0 = lluv (t)l|o0,00
<l @l = 900l = V0 = & | ool

from which the estimate ([C3)) follows. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [

We first prove Theorem [ for non-negative initial data uy € Cy([—1, 1]) which are profiled, that
is, ug is a non-decreasing function on (—1,0) and a non-increasing function on (0,1). From [25,
Corollary 4.4] we know that this property is preserved throughout time evolution, so that w(t)
is a non-decreasing function on (—1,0) and a non-increasing function on (0,1) for any ¢ > 0.
Since u(t) € CY([-1,1]) for t > 0, an alternative formulation of this property is |u.(t,z)| =
—sign(x)u,(t,x) for (t,z) € (0,00) x (—1,1). Therefore, u also solves

Up — Ugy = —QlUy in (0,00) x (0,1),
Uy (t,0) = u(t,1) =0 in (0,00), (6.1)
u(0,z) = up(z) in (0,1),

and a similar equation on (—1,0). Conversely, as a consequence of the uniqueness of the solution
to (), solving (GJ)) on (0,1) and (—1,0) gives back the solution to (LIl). We shall therefore
study the solution to (&J). Using the transformation
v(t,x) = e“zt/4e_“x/2u(t,a;), (t,x) € (0,00) x (0,1), (6.2)

then v satisfies the following problem

Vp — Vg =0 in (0,00) x (0,1),

20, (t,0) + av(t,0) = v(t,1) =0 in (0,00), (6.3)

U(07$) = ’U(](l‘) = e_ax/2u0(x) in (07 1)7
which also reads v; = Lv with v(0) = vp, the unbounded linear operator L being defined in
Theorem [[4l The initial boundary value problem (E3) being linear, the large time behaviour of
its solutions is determined by the spectrum of L. First, classical results ensure that the spectrum is
an increasing sequence (o, ),>1 of eigenvalues converging to co and the corresponding normalized

eigenfunctions (p,),>1 form an orthonormal basis of L2(0,1) (see, e.g., [35, Théoréeme 6.2-1 and

Remarque 6.2-2]). The next step is to identify the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of L.
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Proposition 6.1. For a # 0, the equation tan(z) = 2z/a has a countably infinite number of
positive solutions and we denote by Z, the set of these solutions.
(1) If a € (—00,2) \ {0}, we have {\/an;n > 1} = Z, with /o, € (((2n — 1)7)/2,n7) if a <0
and \/ay, € ((n —1)m, ((2n — 1)7)/2) if a € (0,2) forn > 1.
(i) If a € [2,00), we have {/an;n > 2} = Z, and \Ja,, € ((n—1)m, ((2n — 1)7)/2) for
n > 2. In addition, if a = 2 then oy = 0 and the corresponding eigenfunction is given by
p1(z) = V3(1 - x).
If a > 2 then (—ay) is the unique positive real number satisfying
= 2
at2voo =2V with ay € _a_’_ia(a—Z) )
a— 2vy/—oq 4 4
and the corresponding eigenfunction is given by ¢1(x) = Aj(a)sinh (/—a1(1 — x)), the
parameter Ay(a) being a positive constant such that ||p1]l2 =1 and p1 >0 in (0,1).
Moreover, for n > 1 such that \/on, € Z,, the corresponding eigenfunction @, is given by o (x) =
Ap(a)sin(y/an (1 —z)) where A, (a) is chosen such that ||@nlle = 1. If n =1, we also choose Aq(a)
such that 1 > 0 in (0,1).

Remark 6.1. By Proposition [6l, all the eigenvalues of L are positive if a < 2, a # 0. A direct
proof of this fact can be performed as follows: let v be an eigenvalue of L with corresponding
eigenfunction @, so that Ly = ap. Multiplying this identity by ¢ and integrating over (0,1) we

have:
1 1
a
[ lex@)Pdz - 5000 = [ ota)? do.
0 0

Since p(1) =0, an elementary computation shows that

1

2 1

o0 = | [alate ] < [lo@Pas
0 0

so that the left-hand side of the above identity is positive if a < 2.

Proof of Proposition [G1):
Let a be an eigenvalue of L with corresponding eigenfunction . Then

—pze =ap in (0,1) and 2¢.(0)+ ap(0) =p(1) =0. (6.4)

In order to solve (G4]) we distinguish among the cases a« < 0, « = 0 and o > 0.
1) If @ < 0, solving the first equation in (&) gives

o(z) = Ae"™V= 4 Be™™V=% 2 ¢€(0,1),

for some yet unspecified real numbers A and B. To comply with the boundary conditions in (G4,

we deduce that « has to verify the following equation:

a+2yV—« 2v/—a
AL A . 6.5
a—2v—a ‘ (6.5)
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Now, it is easy to check that the equation e* = (a + z)/(a — z) has a unique positive solution g,
if and only if ¢ > 2, and p, € < ala — 2),a>. Consequently, if a > 2, we have a1 = —p2/4 €
(—a?/4,—a(a — 2)/4) and 1 (x) = Ai(a)sinh (y/—a1(1 — z)) for z € (0,1) with

=2 (TR ) 69
Ve
so that ||¢1]]2 = 1 and ¢ is positive in (0, 1).
2) For (64 to have a non-zero solution with a = 0, it is necessary that a = 2. Hence, if a = 2, we
have a1 = 0 with ¢ (z) = v3(1 — ), z € (0,1).
3) If a > 0, solving the first equation in (54]) leads to

o(r) = Asin(v/az) + Bceos(vazx), € (0,1),
for some yet unspecified real numbers A and B. Requiring that ¢ fulfils the boundary conditions
in (@) implies that @ € Z,. Then either a > 2 and, since a; has already been determined,
we have {\/a,;n > 2} = Z,. Ora < 2 (a # 0) and {\/a,;n > 1} = Z,. In both cases,
on(z) = Ay(a) sin(y/on (1 — x)) for € (0,1) with
. —-1/2
Ap(a) =2 <2 - M) , (6.7)
NGTS

chosen such that [|¢,|l2 = 1 and ¢; is positive in (0, 1). O

As a direct consequence of formulae (6.6) and (6), we next derive some properties of (A (a))n>1

according to the values of a.

Lemma 6.1. Ifa # 0 and n > 2, we have
An(a) < V7, (6.9)
and
lim A;(a) = V2, lim Aj(a) =00, lim A;(a) =0.
a—0 a—2
Moreover, if a < 0, Aj(a) < /7.

Proof of Theorem [14):

Since the normalised eigenfunctions (¢,,),>1 of L form an orthonormal basis in L?(0, 1), the solution
to (B3)) is given by

v(t,x) = Ze‘o‘"t <00, ¢n >12(0,1) Pn(r) in (0,00) x (0,1),
n>1

where < .,. >72( 1) denotes the usual scalar product in L?(0,1). From (62) we deduce that
u(t,z) = Z e~ ((@®/)Fan)t gaz/2 V0, ¥n >12(0,1) Pu(®) in (0,00) x (0,1). (6.9)
n>1
Changing x to —z we obtain a similar identity on the interval (—1,0)
u(t,z) = Z:e_((“z/4)+O‘”)te_”/2 < @0, n >12(0,1) Pu(—x) in (0,00) x (=1,0), (6.10)
n>1

where 7o (y) = e~/ ?ug(—y) for y € (0, 1).
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Thanks to the properties of the eigenvalues (o, ),>1 and to relations (68]), (6X) and E3), a simple
computation shows that, if a > 0,

a —((a? an
lu@llos < ePluollos Y e @ /DT g 3,
n>1

< ea/2||uO||OOe—((a2/4)+a1)t ||(101||go + Z e—(an—a1)tAn(a)2
n>2
< ea/2”uOHooe—((az/él)-I—aﬂt H%Hio + ﬂ_z e—(2n—3)(2n—1)7r2t/4
n>2
< e ugflooe™ A (g |2, 4 7Y e

n>1
s (a2
< 2 <”¢1|ng + m) g || soe— (@ /DFar)t

for t > 0, whence (LC3) for ¢ > 1.
If @ < 0 we notice that ([E8) holds for all n > 1. Therefore, we have

—((a? an
[u®lloo < ool Y e~ (/DT A, (a)

n>1
< U2 g oo (/D (1 4 (e
n>2
w2t/2
< elal2 T° / —((@> /) +en)t

mlluollme
whence (C9) for a < 0. We have thus established (L) for a profiled function ug.
In the general case, if ug € Cj([—1,1]), we define g by:

to(x) = sup{ wo(y); |yl = |=| }.

Thus, uy € Cy([—1,1]) is a profiled function such that uy < 7y. Denoting by u the solution to (ILTI)

corresponding to the initial datum ug, we infer from the comparison principle and the estimate

([C3) for w that

[u() oo < 8]I00 < V(@) [[ofloo ™ /HF0 ¢ > 1,
Since ||uplloo = ||T0||0o, We deduce that (LI is fulfilled in the general case too. O

The following corollary is a direct consequence of formulae (E3) and (EI0).

Corollary 6.1. Let ug € Cy (Q) be a profiled function. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [I4, the
solution u to [L)) also satisfies

(@It 2yt 2)— < v, 1 >12(0,1) P1(2)| < (@) uofloo e (@27 (6.11)

fort>1 and x € (0,1) and a similar inequality on (—1,0) with vy instead of vy.
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As a final comment, we emphasize that the large time behaviour of solutions to (LTI is rather
peculiar in the case p = 1 and N = 1, since it is the only situation where we observe a real
difference between the solution to the linear heat equation and the solution to (II). The nonlinear
term actually plays an important role whatever the sign of a is. Indeed, recalling that the first
eigenvalue A\ of the Laplace operator with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions is given by
A1 = 72/4 in the particular case Q = (—1,1), we denote by r1(a) = (a?/4) +a; the exponent which
gives the decay rate in ([L3), oy being the first eigenvalue of the operator L defined in Theorem [
and thus depending on a. We then aim at comparing 7 (a) and A;.
(i) if a < 0 we have r1(a) > A; and the absorption term —|a||u,| drives the solutions to (II]) to
zero at a faster rate than the solutions to the linear heat equation. Moreover, we have r1(a) \ A\
as a /0 and ri(a) /0o as a N\, —0o0.
(3) if a > 0, we have r1(a) € (0, A1) and the source term a|ug| slows down the convergence to zero
of solutions to (LI). Furthermore, r1(a) A/ A\ as a N\, 0 and r1(a) \( 0 as a  co. Indeed, if
a € (0,2), we have \/a;y € (0,7/2) and tan(y/oq) = 2/ai/a by Proposition (i), whence

ri(a) = <.ﬂ>2 < ~ At

sin(y/o) 4
while, for a > 2, it follows from Proposition B (ii) and (X)) that oy € (—a?/4, —a(a — 2)/4) and
4a162\/_—°‘1

ri(a) = —m

Finally, by (63), r1(a) also satisfies

r1(a) = i(a +2v—a1)(a —2v/—a1) = %(QJF 2/ —ay)?e 2/

from which we deduce that r1(a) N\ 0 as a * cc.

<1<\
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