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Abstract

The stability of traveling wave solutions of scalar, viscous conservation laws is inves-
tigated by decomposing perturbations into three components: two far-field components
and one near-field component. The linear operators associated to the far-field compo-
nents are the constant coefficient operators determined by the asymptotic spatial limits
of the original operator. Scaling variables can be applied to study the evolution of these
components, allowing for the construction of invariant manifolds and the determination
of their temporal decay rate. The large time evolution of the near-field component is
shown to be governed by that of the far-field components, thus giving it the same tem-
poral decay rate. We also give a discussion of the relationship between this geometric
approach and previous results, which demonstrate that the decay rate of perturbations
can be increased by requiring that initial data lie in appropriate algebraically weighted
spaces.
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1 Introduction

The stability of traveling wave solutions to viscous conservation laws has been extensively
studied, due to an interest in both their applications and the mathematical phenomena
they exhibit [1], [2], [3], [4]. One important aspect of the stability analysis is that the
associated linear operator has continuous spectrum that is contained in the left half of the
complex plane but touches the imaginary axis at the origin. Thus, there is no spectral gap
between the stable (negative real part) and center (zero real part) parts of the spectrum.
This property prevents the direct application of standard tools in stability analysis, such as
invariant manifold theory.

Several different techniques have been developed in order to overcome this difficulty. For
example, in the context of parabolic, scalar equations, Sattinger analyzed the evolution of
perturbations in exponentially weighted spaces [5]. In these spaces, the essential spectrum of
the linear operator is shifted into the left half of the complex plane, thus creating a spectral
gap and resulting in exponential temporal decay of perturbations. More recently, Jones,
Gardner, and Kapitula developed a method for analyzing the stability of traveling waves of
scalar, viscous conservation laws in algebraically weighted spaces [1]. They directly analyze
the associated semigroup using detailed estimates on the resolvent operator, which they
obtain by extending the Evans function into the essential spectrum at the origin. By working
in appropriate algebraically weighted spaces, they obtain an algebraic temporal decay rate
of perturbations. Zumbrun and Howard obtained stability results for traveling waves of,
not necessarily scalar, viscous conservation laws [4]. They utilize the scattering structure
of the associated semigroup, decomposing it into “scattering” and “excited” modes that
are similar to our far-field and near-field components, respectively. This allows for sharp,
pointwise estimates, even inside regions of the essential spectrum, and leads to stability
with respect to certain algebraically weighed spaces.

In this paper, the stability of traveling wave solutions of scalar, viscous conservation
laws is investigated by decomposing perturbations into three components: two far-field
components and one near-field component. We find that we can apply geometric tools like
the invariant manifold theorems to obtain algebraic decay results similar to those of [1] and
[4]. The main advantage to using the decomposition described below, is that it provides
detailed information on the underlying structure that governs the decay of perturbations of
these traveling waves. For example, the far-field analysis illustrates the importance of the
speed and direction of the perturbation and its initial asymptotic spatial decay, and how
these two properties interact to determine the overall temporal decay rate of solutions to
the traveling wave. In addition, the method illustrates that it is possible to analyze different
pieces of the perturbation in different function spaces that are appropriate for the structure
of the linear operator in the corresponding regions of the spatial domain. This technique is
potentially relevant for other classes of equations, as well.



The focus of this work is on equations of the form
Opu = 0*u — O, f (u), (1)

where u = u(z,t) : RxRY — R, and f : R — R is C2. A traveling wave solution,
#(&) = ¢(x — ct), of the above equation satisfies

0=¢"+cd' — f'(§)d. (2)

In order to study the stability of the traveling wave, we will consider the evolution of
perturbations in the moving coordinate frame and investigate solutions of the form u(¢,t) =
#(&) + v(&,t). The evolution of the perturbation © is given by

00 = 0¢0 + [c — f'(9(€))]10ct — f"(6(€))(€)T — 0eN (3, ),

where
N(0,8) = f(¢p+9) — f(¢) — f(d)0. (3)

It this context, it is natural to study the evolution of the integrated form of perturbations
[1]. Define

3
o(Et) = / 3y, t)dy. (4)

In order to work in reasonable function spaces, it will be required that [ (¢, t)d¢ = 0 for all
t > 0. This need not place any additional restrictions on the allowable perturbations. To
see this, notice that for any solution to equation (1), 9; [u(&,t)dé = 0. Hence, [u(&,t)dé =
[ u(&,0)d€. Suppose that [9(€,0)dE = [(u(&,0) — ¢(€))dE = M # 0. If we were to instead
study the stability of the translated wave ¢(¢ + §), where [ (¢(§+8) — ¢(§))dé = M,
then the new initial data would have zero mass. Thus, this transformation serves to fix
a particular translate of the wave, and we may assume without loss of generality that
Jo(g t)de = 0.

We remark that this transformation removes the zero eigenvalue from the spectrum
of the linear operator. It also makes the operator more amenable to the decomposition
we employ below. For example, in the near-field analysis, section 4, it allows us to push
the entire spectrum into the left half plane to obtain exponential decay of the associated
semigroup.

The evolution of v is given by

O = 0fv + [c — ['(¢(€))]0ev — N(dev, €). (5)

The associated linear operator is
Lv = 0Zv+ [c— f'(6(€)))0¢v, (6)
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with asymptotic limits
L* =8 +a"9; = lim L. (7)
3 3
£—+o0

Here we have defined o™ = limg_ 400 (c— f/(¢(€)). It can be shown that, due to the dynamics
of the traveling wave (assuming it approaches its asymptotic limits at an exponential rate),
a” < 0 < a'. This also follows from the Lax entropy condition [1]. As a result, data will
be advected to the left near +0o0 and to the right near —oo. Because of this fact, we will
use the terminology in [4] and refer to this operator as “inflowing”.

Inflowing operators typically have the property that the decay rate of solutions can
be increased by working in weighted function spaces. A nice intuitive explanation of this
property is given in [4]. Consider an equation for which data flows in toward zero at
a rate a in a weighted space: ||u|lw = |[|[Wul|, where W = W (£) is a weight function
that increases as || increases. Any mass that the solution has near infinity will initially
experience a large weight, because W (&) is large when |{| is large. As information gets
transported in toward zero, the weight function decreases, thus causing the norm of the
solution to decay in the weighted space. This generally leads to a decay rate given roughly
by supe W(I¢])/W (|| + at). Hence, exponential weights lead to exponential decay, while
algebraic weights lead to algebraic decay. These ideas are connected to the exponential
decay results of [5] and the algebraic decay results of [1].

In this paper, invariant manifolds are used to provide a geometric proof that the in-
flowing operator in equation (6) does in fact produce algebraic decay of perturbations to
the traveling wave in algebraically weighted L? spaces. In addition, it gives very detailed
information about the way in which perturbations of the wave decay. The main ideas used
in the proof are as follows. We wish to exploit the fact that the asymptotic operators L+
not only determine that the operator is inflowing, but are also relatively easy to understand.
We will define the functions v™(&,t), v=(&,t), and v"(&,t) so that v™ represents the far-
field behavior of solutions near 400, v~ represents the far-field behavior of solutions near
—o00, and v" represents the near-field behavior of solutions. The evolution of v+ and v~
will essentially be governed by equation (5), but with the operator L replaced by LT and
L™, respectively. The evolution of v" will be governed by the remaining parts of the linear
operator. Furthermore, in order to ensure that the asymptotic aspects of the equation are
isolated in the evolution of the far-field components, the near-field equation will include all
coupling between the three pieces of the perturbation.

The relation between the three components and the original perturbation v will be given
by

o(6,1) = WHEWT (6,1) + W (v (€, 8) + W(€)0"(&,1), (8)



where
WH(E) = €2 €|/ (6|3

W= (&) = e74¢/(¢)|
W™ (€) = sech(e€),

N

(9)

for an appropriate choice of €. The weight function W+ approaches a constant at +oo and
decays to zero exponentially fast as & — —oo. Similarly, W~ approaches a constant at
—oo and decays to zero exponentially fast as & — +oo. The function W™ decays to zero
exponentially fast as & — +oo. Thus, the weights are chosen to isolate the appropriate
component of the perturbation in various regions of the spatial variable &.

Effectively, we analyze each component in an appropriate exponentially weighted space.
For example, suppose we were instead to define v(&,t) = WH(£)vt(&,t). Then we would
be analyzing the evolution of v in the exponentially weighted space defined by 1/WT,
which requires a minimum amount of exponential decay as £ — —oo. By using all three
components simultaneously, as in equation (8), the full perturbation v need only have
polynomial decay at infinity.

The equations of evolution of the three components will be of the form

Ot = 08"+ 00" — N (LW o), )

Ov~ = 8621)_ + 04_851)_ — %N(ag(w_v_)’f) (10)

and
d" = Av™ — N (v, 07, 0", &) + F(ut,07,€), (11)

where the linear operator A and the functions N and F will be discussed below. To
determine the asymptotic temporal behavior of the three components, we first analyze that
of v*. The spectrum of the linear operators in the equations for v+, L*, have spectrum
that lie on parabolas in the left half of the complex plane and touch the imaginary axis at
the origin (see figure 1a). As a result, we can not directly use invariant manifolds to study
their evolution. To overcome this, we will use a technique developed in [6] and [7] and apply
scaling variables to these two equations. If we define

1 jE(§+oﬁt(zt+1)

+
,t) = JJog(t+1
e = e Oy st D)
+
+ f‘f‘Ol (t+1)
=" =log(t+ 1), 12
D gt 1) (12)
then the evolution of w® is given by
drw® = LwF — N*(w®,nF, 7). (13)



The linear operator in the above equation is given by

1 1

2
‘C:8n+§17877+§’ (14)
where = n*. We remark that these new spatial variables are natural in the sense that
they move with the perturbation, rather than with the wave, thus capturing the inflowing
nature of the linear operator. Furthermore, these scaling variable are useful because the

spectrum of £ in the weighted L? spaces

m
2

L*m)={u: (1+n*)2uec L?} (15)

is given by (see figure 1b) [8], [7]

a(ﬁ):{)\e(C:Re()\)g 1_42m}U{—§:k:0,1,2,...}. (16)

Thus, for m > 1/2, there is a spectral gap between the stable and center parts of the
spectrum. If m is increased, the essential spectrum is pushed further into the left half
plane, revealing more isolated eigenvalues. As a result, we may use invariant manifolds to
determine the asymptotic decay rates of w®.
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Figure 1: a) The spectrum of the operators L™, given by Re(\) = RN CEIERE b) The

spectrum of the operator £, for m = 3.

The eigenfunctions associated to the eigenvalues —g are given by [8], [7]
1 i
wo(n) = e” 1, orn) = 0,(po(n))- (17)

Var



If we take m > 2, for example, then we may construct a two-dimensional center-stable
manifold tangent at the origin to the subspace spanned by the eigenfunctions ¢y and 7.
Any solution not on this manifold will decay with a rate given by O(e”17) as 7 — oo.
Hence, an asymptotic expansion for w* is given by

wE(n,7) = bEgo(n) + bEe 371 (n) + h(bE, bEe 27) + O(e~17), (18)

where h is the function that defines the center manifold. Recall from equation (8) that
in order to see how the evolution of w¥ effects the evolution of v, we must determine the
evolution of the combined quantities W*v®. We focus on that of Wtv™, as the other is
similar, and compute only the leading order term in the above expansion. We obtain

ot
TP E+at(t+1)
Jitl N hrd
/i 2
—pt |p'|2 e—ﬁef#(ﬁrl).

0 Var(t+ 1)

Notice that the weight function has combined with the Gaussian ¢ to produce exponential
temporal decay. However, this is really a consequence of changing our point of view back
to the frame of reference of the traveling wave, ie by evaluating ¢y at the point (€ + ™ (t +
1))/vt+ 1. If we work in the frame of reference traveling with the perturbation, the (1, 7)
variables, then we get the detailed asymptotic expression for the form of the decay toward
the (stable) traveling wave given by (18). This emphasizes the importance of the choice of
function space in these stability studies.

Because each eigenfunction ¢ contains a Gaussian of this form, each term in the asymp-
totic expansion in (18) will also decay exponentially in time when evaluated in the frame
of reference moving with the wave. Hence, the evolution of the far-field components of the
perturbation will be governed by the higher order terms, which decay at a rate given by
O((t+ 1)_%) in the original, unscaled variables. We remark that one must also check that
the component on the center manifold that results from the function & in equation (18) also
decays at this rate. We will address this issue in section 3 below.

Given the fact that the explicit terms in (18) decay much faster than is apparent at first

WH(€)ot (&) ~ by

)

glance, one might also wonder if the decay rate of those grouped together in the (’)(6737)
remainder is optimal. In fact, at least at the linear level, one can compute the eigenfunctions
associated with the elements of the essential spectrum of £ (the shaded region in figure
1b) to verify that, even after combining them with the weight function W, they decay
only algebraically in time, whether evaluated in the frame of reference moving with the
perturbation or the frame of reference moving with the wave.

More generally, one can increase the decay rate of perturbations by increasing the alge-
braic weight, ie increasing m. Rather than working in L?(m), however, below we will work



in

H*(m) = {u : u, Opu, Ggu € L*(m)}. (19)
The reason for this is that we will need a bit more smoothness in order to deal with the
nonlinearity. Because of the transformation in equation (4), it is natural to require one
derivative of the initial data. The second is used in our analysis so that, via the embedding
theorems, the derivatives of the functions are defined pointwise. This property will be
used in the near-field analysis in section 4. Thus, we obtain the following theorem on the
asymptotic behavior of the far field components.

Theorem 1.1 Fiz any m > 1/2. Given any sufficiently small initial data v*(€,0) = fu(jf €
H?(m), the corresponding solution satisfies

+
W (1)l < —C )

A 20
= e .

for any e > 0, where C(vE) — 0 as HUSEHHz(m) — 0.

We remark on the presence of the small constant e¢ in the above theorem. Due to the
location of the spectrum of the operator £ (see equation (16)), one might expect decay at
exactly the rate (t + 1)_#. However, the estimates on the decay of the semigroup, when
projected onto the stable subspace, are not quite this strong (see [7]). Furthermore, the
invariant manifold theorem of Chen, Hale, and Tan [9] that we use to obtain this result
guarantees decay to the center manifold at a rate arbitrarily close, but not equal, to the
linear decay rates. Hence, even if the semigroup bounds held for € = 0, the presence of the
nonlinearity could slightly weaken the result. We note that this rate is essentially the same
as that found in [1] (if one equates our m with their k), if one adjusts for the fact that we
work in weighted L? spaces, rather than weighted L spaces. However, in [1] it is required
that £ > 2, whereas here we need only m > 1/2, which allows for more slowly decaying
initial data.

In order to analyze the evolution of the near-field component, we will work in an expo-
nentially weighted space defined by the weight function 1/W™. In this space, the spectrum
of the linear operator associated to the near-field component, A, is shifted off the imaginary
axis into the left half plane. The resulting linear semigroup decays exponentially in time.
Hence, the term in equation (11) that limits the asymptotic temporal decay of v™ is the
inhomogeneity, F(vt,v™,£). This term is governed by the far-field components, and so it
decays algebraically in time. This results in algebraic decay of the near-field component,
and we see that it is effectively slaved to the far-field pieces of the perturbation. We obtain



Theorem 1.2 Fiz any m > 1/2. Given any sufficiently small initial data v"(§,0) = vy €
H?, the corresponding solution satisfies

C(vg, vy, vg)

H'l} ( )HH2 = (t—|— 1)(2717.%1_6)7

(21)

for any € > 0, where C(v},vg,vy) — 0 as ||UO+HH2(m), lvg a2 (m)» and ||vg ]| g2 — 0.

By combining these results, we see that the far-field components, and hence the asymp-
totic limits of the linear operator, really do govern the behavior, in the spaces H?(m), of
perturbations of the traveling wave.

Theorem 1.3 Fiz any m > 1/2. Given any sufficiently small initial data v(€,0) = vy €
H?(m), the corresponding solution of equation (5) satisfies

C(vo)

t <
H'U( )||H2 = (t+ 1)(2714176);

(22)

for any e > 0, where C(vg) — 0 as ||vo||gr2(m) — 0.

An outline for the remainder of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we present the details
of the decomposition of perturbations into far-field and near-field components. Section 3
contains the analysis of the far-field components, including a proof of theorem 1.1. In the
fourth section, the evolution of the near-field component is investigated, and theorem 1.2 is
proven. Finally, in section 5, we explicitly carry out the decomposition for the example of
Burgers equation.

2 Decomposition of perturbations

We now state the details of the decomposition of perturbations. An expository explanation
follows. Define the far-field components v+ (€, t) and v~ (&,t) to be solutions of

1
8tv+ = 8£2U+ + O(+6§’U+ — WN(ag(W—FUJF)’ 5) (23)
1
O™ = Ogv™ +a” 0™ — = N(B(W™v7),9), (24)
with initial data

(€, 0)(1 = W"(€))
WHE +W=(6)

In the above, W* and W" are as defined in equation (9), N is as defined in equation (3), and
v(&,0) is the initial data for the full perturbation v. We remark that, due to the dynamics of

v (§,0) =v"(£,0) =

(25)



the wave, W + W™ 0 for all £, and the far-field weights satisfy the differential equations

Wi = slat — (e~ SO
W = 5lam — (e~ )W (26)

Define the near-field component v™(&,t) to be a solution of

a n _32 n 2W§n a W an / n
o = o +[W+(c—f(¢))] O L)
—N(’U U 7£)+F( ) _?é)v
where
N, v, v, ) = 1 N@e(WHot + W v + W), §)—%N(8§(W+v+),§)
1 (28)
- WN@(W—U-),&),
and
Pt 07,€) = o (W + W (e = fOD0 + W + W (= (o)™ (29)

Note that N may, along with F, contribute some inhomogeneous terms to the near-field
equation. We will denote the linear operator in equation (27) by

2 n W” anf Wgn / n
Av™ = 0" + [2 W”+( = f@0" + [357 + g (¢ = [(@)]v

= gv + [—2etanh(ef) + (¢ — f'(¢))]0ev" (30)
+ [€*(tanh?(e€) — sech?(e€)) — etanh(ef)(c — f'(¢))]v".

The initial data for the near-field component is

v"(&,0) = v(£,0). (31)

One can directly check that, if v+, v, are v™ defined in the above manner, then v as given
in equation (8) is a solution to equation (5) with the appropriate initial data.

This decomposition can be understood as follows. We want to define v* and v~ so
that the linear part of their evolution will be governed by the linear operators L™ and
L™, given in equation (7). In the far-field equations there should be no coupling with the
other components. If we simply substitute W*ov® for v in equation (5), then the choice
of the weight functions W=, given in equation (9), is such that the advection coefficient

10



in the resulting linear operator is exactly a*. There is an additional linear term of the
form [ng + Wgﬁ (c — f'(#))JvT/W™. We do not want this term to remain in the far-field
equations, because then the scaling variables in equation (12) will not transform the linear
operator in the desired manner. As a result, these terms are included in the inhomogeneity
F in the near-field equation. Furthermore, we retain in the corresponding far-field equation
only that component of the nonlinearity that depends upon v* or v~. This is to avoid
coupling in the far-field equations, so that the nonlinearity is relatively easy to understand
in terms of the scaling variables.

The linear part of the near-field equation is just the linear operator L in equation (6)
when expressed in the exponentially weighted space defined by the function 1/W™. The
inhomogeneity F' results from the linear parts of the far-field equations that differ from the
asymptotic operators L*, as explained above. The remaining term in equation (27), N,
comes from the original nonlinearity N(0d¢v,&), after subtracting those parts which were
included in the far-field equations.

We now turn to the choice of € in the weight function W"™. The idea is to pick € so that
the linear operator A in equation (30) has spectrum contained entirely in the left half of the
complex plane with a nonzero distance to the imaginary axis. This will lead to exponential
temporal decay of the associated semigroup, which can be used to control the remaining
terms in the equation that involve v”. The inhomogeneity F' is controlled by the far-field
components. Therefore, if v* decay only algebraically, the inhomogeneity will limit the
decay of v", thus determining its asymptotic behavior. Additional care must be taken in
the choice of ¢, due to the factor 1/W™ in the functions N and F. We will return to this
issue in section 4, below.

3 Analysis of the far-field components

We now determine the behavior of the far-field components. The details will be carried out
for v only, as those of v~ are similar. The equation of evolution of v™, as given in equation
(23), is

Ot = 5§QU+ +at vt — %N(aé(WJerr)a £). (32)

We will use a slightly modified version of the scaling variables given in equation (12). This
is to elucidate the effect of the nonlinearity on the dynamics within the center manifold,
which we construct below.

11



Define the scaling variables (n,7) and w(n, 7) to be
1 E+at(t+1)
w

(€ t) = slog(t + 1))
(t+ 1)z Vit 1
+at(t+1)
= , 7 =log(t+1). 33
U T T=log(t +1) (33)
The equation of evolution of w is
e(%ig)‘r

N(e= =979, (WHw), G%TT] —ate), (34)

W*(e%TU —atem)

where the linear operator is £ = 83] + 410, + 3. As mentioned in section 1, the spectrum
of this operator in the space L?(m) is known.

Proposition 3.1 [8], [7] Fiz m > 0 and let L be the linear operator in L?(m), defined on
its mazximal domain. Then the spectrum of L is

a(ﬁ):{)\e(C:Re()\)g 1_42m}U{—];:k:0,1,2,...}.

Moreover, if m > % and if k=0,1,2,... satisfies k + % < m, then \p = —g is an isolated
eigenvalue with multiplicity 1. (See figure 1b.) Furthermore, suppose m > % 1s fized. Then
fork=0,1,2,..., k+ % < m, the eigenfunctions  associated to the eigenvalues A are
1 2 i
wo(n) = Vir ik or(n) = 0, (do(n))- (35)

We wish to construct, for any fixed m > %, a center-stable manifold with dimension given
by the greatest integer less than or equal to m + % To do so, we will apply the invariant
manifold theorem of Chen, Hale, and Tan [9]. As mentioned above, we will work in H?(m)
and use the additional smoothness to deal with the nonlinearity in section 4. As a result,
we will need to satisfy the assumptions of [9] in H?(m). We remark that, in this space, the
spectrum of £ remains as in proposition 3.1.

In order to show that the hypotheses of this theorem are satisfied, we will need some
properties of the linear operator £ and the semigroup it generates.

Proposition 3.2 [7] The linear operator L is the generator of a strongly continuous semi-
group on the space H?(m) for any fivred m > 0. In addition, let 1 < p < q¢ < 0o, m > 0,
and T > 0. Then for any o € N and 0 < 7 < T there exists a constant C' such that

C

11_1yya
alT 2(4 P)+2

1670 (e F)l 1 < 167 [ s, (36)
where b(n) = (1 + 172)% and a(t) =1—e7".

12



Note that, due to the form of the scaling variables in equation (33), £ = &£(n, 7), and
hence the nonlinearity in equation (34) is dependent on the temporal variable 7. The
invariant manifold theorem in [9] is directly applicable to autonomous equations, and so we
define a new dependent variable y € [0, 1] via

= log (2?) . (37)

Equation (34) can then be written

Orw = (L — o)w — N*(9,(Wtw),n,y)

&yz—y+%f, (38)
where

((2-0)r(w)

WH(ez™®n — ater®)

(y) = log (T’) | (39)

NT(O0,(Wtw),n,y) = N(ef(lfa)T(y)an(Wer)’ e%ﬂ-(y)77 _ a+€‘r(y))

In order to apply the invariant manifold theorem of [9], we will need the following assumption
on the nonlinearity NT.

Assumption 1 Fiz T > 0 and m > 1/2. For any w € C°([0,T], H?>(m)) define
R(r) = / FTINT (w(s))ds. (40)
0

Then R(t) € C°([0,T),H?(m)), and there exists a C(m,ro,T) such that, if wy, we €
C°([0,T), H*(m)) with supg<, <7 [wi(T)||72(m) < 70 , then the corresponding integral terms
satisfy

sup || R1(7) — Ra(7)||u2(my < C(m, T, r0) sup |[lwi(7) — wa(7)|[g2(m)-
0<7<T 0<7<T

Furthermore, the constant C(m,T,r9) — 0 as T — 0 and as ro — 0.

We remark that this assumption is less strict than, for example, requiring that the non-
linearity be Lipschitz in H?(m), as the action of the semigroup has a smoothing effect.
However, in verifying this assumption for a particular nonlinearity, the semigroup cannot
absorb both of the derivatives, as there would then be too many factors of the function a(r)
in the denominator of the bound in equation (36). Typically, the semigroup can absorb

13



one derivative, and the other derivative must be absorbed by the nonlinearity itself. For
example, the action of the semigroup is explicitly known [7]:

e% _(n—y)?

m Re 1) f(ye?)dy, (41)

(€7 f)(n) =

where a(7) = 1 — e 7. Thus, using integration by parts in the above expression, one can
write

167 /0 ETINT (w(s))dsl| 2my = |l /O (0e572) (N (w(s)) dsllp2gmys (42)

and obtain the bound in assumption 1 using this expression and properties of NT. (See the
example in section 5, in particular lemma 5.1.)

Consider now a slightly modified version of equation (38), in which the nonlinearity is
cut off outside of a small neighborhood of zero in H2(m). This is necessary so that the size of
the Lipschitz constant of the nonlinearity can be made small by choosing this neighborhood
to be small. Let x,,(w) : H>(m) — RT be a smooth function satisfying y,,(w) = 1 if
[w][g2(m)y < ro and X, (w) = 0 if [|w[|g2(m) > 270. We remark that such a function exists
because H?(m) is a Hilbert space [10]. The equation for which a center-stable manifold will
be constructed is

0,W = LTW + NT(W,n), (43)

where

W= CD ot = (Eaa _01) NFWo) = (—xro(w)g\;(w,n,y)) (44)

Proposition 3.3 Given any sufficiently small ro and sufficiently small w(¢,0) € H?(m),
there exists a solution to equation (43) satisfying w(7) € C°([0, 00), H?(m)).

Proof Consider the integral form of solutions to equation (43),

-
W(r) = e TW(0) + / £ TINE (W (s)) ds. (45)
0
Using the fact that the linear operator £ is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup
and assumption 1, local existence can be proven via a contraction mapping argument.
Global existence will then follow due to the presence of the cutoff function x,,. More
specifically, a solution can fail to exist globally only if it becomes unbounded in norm in
finite time. But, if the solution were to leave a ball of radius 2rg in H?(m), then the
nonlinearity would become zero. The evolution would then be governed only by the linear
operator, and hence the solution cannot blow up in finite time. O

In order to apply the invariant manifold theorem of [9], we will need the following
proposition.
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Proposition 3.4 Let ®|° be the semiflow associated to equation (43) at time T = 1. Then,
if o > 0 is sufficiently small, the semiflow can be decomposed as

P =A+R,

where A is a bounded linear map, and R is a globally Lipschitz map such that Lip(R) <
C(ro), where C(rg) — 0 as rg — 0. Furthermore, R is C' with R(0) = DR(0) = 0.

Proof Consider equation (45) for fixed 7 = 1, and define
1
A=ef0 R = / e£+(1_5)./\/'+(-)ds.
0

By proposition 3.2, A is a bounded linear map on H?(m), and by assumption 1, R is a
globally Lipschitz map with Lip(R) < C(rg), where C(r9) — 0 as 79 — 0. To see that
R(0) = DR(0) = 0, note that

supg<s<1 |[RW ()52 (m) 0 as sup [W(S)llgen — 0.
supo<s<1 [|W ()|l m2(m) 0<s<1 (m)

O

As a result of proposition 3.4, the hypotheses of the invariant manifold theorem in [9] are
satisfied. Roughly speaking, the spectral structure and semigroup bound in propositions 3.1
and 3.2 provide the necessary linear structure, while proposition 3.4, which relies on assump-
tion 1, provides control over the interaction between the semigroup and the nonlinearity.
We refer to [9] for the details.

Thus, if we fix some m > %, then we are guaranteed the existence of a center-stable
manifold. The dynamics on this manifold may be determined as follows. The main idea
is to show that the nonlinearity does not significantly alter the dynamics that result from
the linear operator. Heuristically, this is due to the fact that N* depends on Wtov™ in a
nonlinear fashion. In particular,

e(%*J)T

W+

N* (e =978, (WHw)) ~ eGFITWH(e37y — atem)|[w][? < C||wl|?

for all 0 < 7 < co. This is true because, for all values of n except n* = atez, we have that
(e%TU —ate™) - —oco as T — oo, and WT(£) — 0 as £ — —oco. The point n* — oo as
7 — o0o. This “bad” point should be taken care of by the fact that w € H?(m), and hence
decays rapidly as & — 400. As as a result, for large 7 the nonlinearity N1 will be small in
some sense (for small w) and will not affect the leading order dynamics on the center-stable
manifold.
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To see this rigorously, we determine the dynamics on the center-stable manifold. We
will use the projection operators associated to the operator £, which have an explicit form.
They are defined in terms of the Hermite polynomials [7]

Hj(n) = e td(e” 1), (46)
which are the eigenfunctions of the adjoint operator £L* = 8,% — %n&, and satisfy

/ Hi() o3 (n)edn = 635

In general, for any & < m — %, the projection onto the k-dimensional center-stable subspace
is given by

(Puf)(n) = Z: ( / Hj(C)f(C)dC) o)

On this manifold, w(n, 7) may be written

k

1=0

where h(z) = O(z?) is some function that defines the manifold, 8 = (f31,..., ), and each
0B; is a solution to

1

8T/6i = _(2

k
vt | [ BN 3 ey + b | @
j=0
Note that the assumption f € C? in equation (1) implies that N*(z) < O(2?) as z — 0.
As a result, for sufficiently small initial data,
—(o+1i)r
Bilr) ~ Bi(0)e~ 7z, (49)

(See Chapter 13, section 4, theorem 4.5 of [11].) Using equation (47), we see that the
evolution of w has the form

2”2;1 —O’—€)T)
)

(50)

w(n, ™) = bo(0)e " Tpo(n) + -+ + br(0)e " T () + Ao, - . ., b) + Ol
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for any € > 0. Transforming back to the original, unscaled variables, we have

cx+ 1
T2 _erater)? o
Wt (E1) = 2L i e ET T e Gy, by)
(t+1)
Ot+ m
+e TR0+ 1))
2
/ 1 —ﬁ =+ at)2 (51)
:‘(Z)|26 pf—i—a (t+1)’10g(t+1))6_( 4) (t+1)
(t+1) Vi+1
TE || +
O (b, be) + e TS O((t+ 1)),
(t+1)z7)

where p(n, 7) is a polynomial in 7 that is bounded in 7.

Thus, the weight function W combines with the Gaussian in the original (&,t) vari-
ables, resulting in exponential, temporal decay of terms corresponding to the center-stable
subspace. We claim that the remaining two terms in the above expression both decay at
least at the rate (1 + t)_(%?l_e)

. To show this, we will prove the following lemma.
Lemma 3.5 The function h in equation (50) satisfies

W+h(b(],...,bk)| L < C
>~ QTTLl’

H @+ T (1t

where the norm in the above estimate is taken in terms of the spatial variable &.

Proof Because h corresponds to the center manifold that was constructed in H?(m), we
know that h(n) € H?(m) and is bounded there. Furthermore, we may write

C

Wt < .
’ (5)‘ 1+6_%(a+_a7)§
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We compute

VV+ 20¢ < ez VV+ 62 —ateh 24
| £ < n n)|dn
T |WJr 6277—04Jr )’2 2 2
< e2 1+2°)"h d
< A+ (1+n7)"h(n)|"dn
ated —c 2\m 2
gCeE/ (147 Ih(Tn)I
oo (1+ e~3l@t—ar)(eZn—aten)ys
= [ (A+9?)™|h(n)]?
C d
e /oDLeg—s (1+772)m "
< CeFeelat—aT)el p 2 C c h[2
< Ceze AT 2(my + (1+(a+e§_6)2)m!! 172 (m)
C
(t+1)2'm 1 °

Now take the square root and multiply by (¢ + 1)_(%_") to obtain the desired decay rate.
We note that the factor of (¢ + 1) is taken care of by the fact that h is nonlinear (since
h(0) = 0). Thus, every term contains a factor like b;b;, which decays at least as fast as
(t+1)729. One can bound [ |8§(W+(§)h(§))\2d§, for j = 1,2, in a similar manner. O

As a result, the seemingly higher order terms are the limiting factor in the decay of the
far-field components of the perturbation, which proves theorem 1.1. Similar analysis can
be carried out for the far-field component v~. Note that the estimate in the theorem is in
terms of the H? norm because ||[W*v=(t)||2 < C|[W*Fw®(7)||y2(m), and the asymptotic
expansions for w* were carried out in the space H?(m).

4 Analysis of the near-field component

We turn now to the analysis of the near-field component. For convenience, we restate its
equation of evolution:

atvn:AUn_N(U U 7£)+F( ) _75)7 (52)

where A, N, and F are defined in equations (30), (28) and (29), respectively.

In order to obtain the result stated in theorem 1.2, we will need to work in the Sobolev
space X = WP, rather than LP. The reason for this is that we will use the theory of
fractional Banach spaces, presented, for example, in [12]. If we work in LP, the embedding
theorems for these spaces only guarantee decay results in W*? for k < 2. Since we ultimately
want a result in H?, this is not sufficient. Thus, we will work in the slightly smaller space
X =wtr,
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We must show that e, in the definition of W™, can be chosen so that the spectrum of
A is contained entirely within the left half plane without touching the imaginary axis. In
addition, € must be chosen so that the presence of the factor ﬁ in the functions ' and N
does not cause equation (52) to be ill-posed. The first issue is addressed in the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.1 For any 0 < € < min(a™,|a™|), the operator A in equation (30) is sectorial
on WIP(R), 1 < p < co. Furthermore, for a fized €, there exists some 0 < § < 7/2 and
0 < w < min (e(a™ —€),—€e(e + a™)) for which the sector

Ssw=1AeC:largA —w)| <7 =05, A # —w} (53)
is contained in the resolvent set of A.

Proof The operator A will be sectorial, regardless of the choice of ¢, for the following reason.
The operator 852, with domain D(Gg) = W3P(R), is sectorial in W1P(R) for 1 < p < co. This
can be shown directly, using the explicit formula for the action of the associated resolvent
operator, which is given, for example, in [12]. In addition, using the results of [13], one
can show that J¢, with domain W?2P_ is 8§—b0unded with 852—bound zero. Furthermore, the
coefficients in the operator A are smooth and uniformly bounded in . Thus, if we consider
A as a perturbation of 92, we see that it is sectorial and the generator of an analytic
semigroup [13].

Since analytic semigroups satisfy a spectral mapping theorem, the lemma will be proven
if we show that the sector Ss, is contained in the resolvent set of A [13], ie we need not
directly prove a bound on (A — A1)~!. We first show that the resolvent set of A on the
space LP contains the sector Ss ., and then show how this result can be extended to the
space WP

Notice that lime_, o A(§) = 852 — (2¢ + aM)d¢ + e(e — a™), and limg_,_ oo A(§) = 852 +
(2e—a )0 +e(e+a). Hence, if 0 < e < min(a™,|a~|), the essential spectrum of A will be
contained in the left half of the complex plane and separated from the imaginary axis [12].
We must show that there are no eigenvalues that lie inside the sector Ss .. This follows
using ideas in [12] and [3].

The operator A is simply the operator L, defined in equation (6), when considered on
the weighted space defined by 1/W™. We will analyze the point spectrum of L and relate
it to that of A. The essential spectrum of L lies to the left of the parabolas Re(\) =
—Im()\)?/(a*)?, which touch the imaginary axis at the origin. We will show that there are
no eigenvalues that lie to the right of these parabolas.

Consider the eigenvalue equation for L,

uge + (¢ — f'(¢(€)))ug — Au = 0. (54)
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Suppose that some A lying to the right of the essential spectrum is an eigenvalue with
eigenfunction uy. By analyzing the associated asymptotic equations, one can show that the
function

ux(§)
U(g) = 1
|¢']2
decays exponentially to zero as £ — +oo. In addition, v satisfies
¢/// 3 ((Z)”)Q
— — = —A)v=0.
ge + <2¢/ 4 (¢/)2 v=0 (55)

The linear operator in this equation is self-adjoint, and hence all eigenvalues are real. There-
fore, we need only consider real eigenvalues for equation (54).

If A > 0, then the maximum principle shows that « = 0. This is because u cannot have
a positive maximum, for which uge < 0, u¢ = 0, and v > 0, and similarly u cannot have a
negative minimum. Hence,

U(L) = Uess(L) CcQ= {A : Re()\) < —

m 2 m 2
Ia(f))Q HUA tRe(Y) < _Im(d) b (56)

( (a7)?

As mentioned above, the operator A is the operator L when considered on the exponen-
tially weighted function space. In addition, the essential spectrum has been pushed off the
imaginary axis into the left half plane. The remaining part of the spectrum consists of iso-
lated eigenvalues of finite multiplicity. Suppose V), is an eigenfunction associated to such an
eigenvalue. Then uy = sech(e€)V) is a solution to equation (54). Since o (L) is given in equa-
tion (56), we know that any eigenvalue of A must also lie in Q. Note that, for A = 0, the two
solutions of equation AV = AV are cosh(ef) = 1/W™(§) and cosh(ef)p(&) = ¢(&)/W™(E),
neither of which are in LP. Furthermore, any eigenvalue is isolated. Hence, there must exist
some w and J such that Ss ,, is contained in the resolvent set of A.

To see that Ss . is also contained in the resolvent set of A when considered as an
operator on WP notice that if there were any spectral elements in Ss,w, then they must
be exponentially localized. This can be seen by analyzing the asymptotic limits of the
associated eigenvalue equation. Hence, they would also be in the spectrum of A on the
space LP, contradicting the above result. ]

We turn now to the well-posedness of equation (52). Because the operator A is the
generator of an analytic semigroup, we may use the tools associated to fractional Banach
spaces, given, for example, in [12]. We now state those results which will be used below.
The domain of A can be taken to be D(A) = W3P(R) C X, where X = W1P(R). For
any 0 < v < 1, X7 is the fractional Banach space associated to X and A. Using a slight
generalization of the embedding theorem 1.6.1 in [12], X7 C W4 for k < 3y — % + %, and
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X7 CC¥ forv< 3y — %. As a result, for v € (0, 1) sufficiently large and p = 1,

C
le'ully < e [ul|1

lullg2 < Cyllully

luller < Cyllully,

where || - || represents the norm associated to the fractional Banach space X7.
Consider the integral form of solutions,

t t
V" (t) = el — / eE=DAN (™, 0T, v7)(s)ds + / eU=AR (0T (), 07 (s))ds.
0 0

(60)

We study the properties of the two integral terms in this equation, which will subsequently

be used in a standard contraction mapping argument for the existence of solutions.

Proposition 4.2 Let vt (s) and v~ (s) be the solutions to the far-field equations, constructed

in section 3. If 0 < e < min(a™/2,|a~|/2), then

2
t C e~ w(t—s) o= 4> (s+1)
(t—s)AF + d / d
| [ € p .0 sl < [ B AT

C o )e=elt=9) ¢ >2<s+1>d

/ t—s Virl

+\ —w(t—s)

+/ C(vy)e 12m+1 ds,

o (=5 (s4 1)

where C(v(:)t) — 0 as H”(;_LHHQ(W) — 0.

Proof Using equation (29), this integral term may be written
t
/0 e=DAR (vt (s), v (s))ds = /O elt= s>AW (Wt + W (e— f/(¢)]vTds

t
+ /0 e(t’s)AV;n[W W (e— f(¢)vds

(62)

We need to determine the rate at which the terms in brackets decay to zero at either +oo

or —oo. Notice that equation (26) implies

« 2 c— / 2

(Wee + W (e = f(¢)] =W™ {( 1) —( ];(¢)) T ;f”(d))qﬁ'] = W) BT (¢)
o 2 c— f! 2

[WE_E+W§_(C_fI(¢))] =W- {( 4) - ( '};(¢)) +;f"(¢)¢/] EI/V*({)B*(S).
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In order to determine the asymptotic behavior of B*(¢), we need some details about the
dynamics if ¢. The two-dimensional system of ODEs associated to equation (2) is

¢ =
U =—(c— f(¢)v.

As £ — +o00, this system is given, to leading order, by

¢ =
V' =—ap+ f(0)ey.

The integral curve containing the point (0,0) is ¥(¢) = —a™¢ + @(ﬁ? Substituting this
expression into the equation for ¢’ and solving for ¢, we obtain
Ke "¢
~ " O _
1+ K—’;Ofﬁ e—at¢

1'0) aave
2ot

¢(&)

~ Ke ¢ — K2
as £ — +o0o, where K is some constant. A similar analysis leads to

1" —
¢(§) ~ (b— + Ke—oc7§ o K2f ((b )6—20175
20~
as £ — —oo. Using this information, we find that
—20¢+§ 5
e as & — +oo
B*(&) ~ {

—(az)z - 7(0‘;)2 as § — —o0

and

o [ e
&)~ e 2 8 as ¢ — —c0

Consider now the term on the right hand side of equation (62) involving v™. That involving
v~ may be treated similarly. Using equation (51), we have

t +p+ t SRPVIE g
/ e(t_s)AL/ B v+ds:/ e(t_s)ABii‘(Mge - 9( 78)6_(a:)2(5+1)ds
0 0 W /(s +1)

t +p+ -
+/ e(HV‘Wwif(’)((Hl)*(2 =) ds.
0
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If 0 < e <min(a™/2,|a"|/2), then

w+Bt

4] 2
W S C, and wn e L s
and the result in equation (61) follows using the estimate in equation (57). O

We now obtain a similar bound on the integral term involving the function N.

Proposition 4.3 If0 <e < i(at —a™), then

+

t t
| [ e ot o) sl < [ ““{gﬁ”i)w
0 0 -
. / Oy )ye™ =) oa(s)lly
0

-7 (qegrac (6

+/t C(Uoi)’ye—w(t—s) 1 ds’
o (t=s) (14

—w(t—s)

[on(s)]15ds

where C(vi) — 0 as ||Uéc||H2(m) — 0.

Proof: Note that we assumed that the function f in equation (1) is in C?(R). This implies
that the function ' € C2%(R), as well. In addition, since v* € H%(m) and X7 C C! for
v € (3/4,1), the functions v*, v, and their derivatives are defined pointwise. The main
idea is to write the function N as

N@™ vt 7)) =M™ v,07) + No(v™, 07 ) (W™™)e + N3(vF,07), (65)

N0, 07) = —— N(@(WHot + W o™ + W) — —— N(@e (W o™ + W—v)

e W
— WDN@(W*N + W v7))9e(W"o™)
No(vT ™) (W™™)e = DN (Og(W ot + W‘v‘))W (66)
Na(vT,07) = %N(ag(wﬂﬁ FWr)) — %N(af(wﬂﬁ))
— N @V 07)),

and bound each of the three terms separately. To deal with the first term, note that

[0 (W) |2

V(0" 07, 07)| < C(10 (W™ + W o7))) T
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and hence
IV (™ 0 07| < CUIW 0| gz, [[W 0™ [ g2) [0 2 (67)

In the above we have used equation (58). To bound the third term, notice that for f € C?(R)
with f(0) = 0, we may write f(z) = f'(0)x + f(z), where f € C%(R) and f(0) = f/(0) = 0.
Let a,b € R such that |a|, |b|] < M, and assume without loss of generality that |a| < |b|. We
may write

|[f(a+0) = f(a) = fO)] = | f(a+Db) = fla) — F(b)]

where z, y, and z € (0, M). As a result,

|0 (WHo)[|0g (W~ o) .

N3, 07)| < C(|0e(WHo%)]) Wl

We can then bound

Oe(WHuh)||0:(W—
N e B

o [ (B jaewoiag o [ (1N

< ot (W v azmy + Cllv e [[W 0 2y
Clvy)
T+ )T’

(68)
if0<e<i(at—an). O
Using proposition 4.2, proposition 4.3, and a contraction mapping argument, one can

prove the following.

Proposition 4.4 Given any sufficiently small initial data in X7, there exists a T > 0 and
a solution to equation (52) satisfying v"(t) € C°([0,T), X7).
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The bound in propositions 4.2 and 4.3 will now be used to prove the main result of this
section, theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 Using the integral form of solutions, given in equation (60), and
propositions 4.2 and 4.3, we have

. C Y . t C(’Ui) e—w(t—s)
0" @)y < e gl + 9 [|vn(s)[13ds
t 0

(t—s)Y
t + —w(t—s) t * —w(t=s)
N / C(vi),e an(i)n\h it / C(vy)ye 1%1 ds
(= (1+s>< S S CEDCIINES

(a

C e~ w(t=s) ¢ s+1 C —s) f<a;)2(s+1)
/ ds +/ ds.
t—s7 vs+1 t—s vs+1
Define [[[v"]|| = sup;,<ir(t + 1)(27'Z+1_6)Hv"(t)H7, for some ¢y > 0. Multiply the above

equation by (¢t + 1)(2m4+1 =) to obtain

[l < Cllvgls + sup (t+1)¢
to<t<T

m t —w(t—s)
s sup (14150 [ CORRe™ S ol
to<t<T 0 (t— )'Y(]__{_S)( 2 —e€)
e

s
m t +y —w(t—s)
+ sup (t+1)(2 4“—6)/ C(U(E )y 1
0

L, Cl(v e—w(t—s) .
>/ el
(t—s)(1+s) 2 ~€

— ds
to<t<T t—s)7 1+ 3)(2 e
t ) —w(t—s) — % (541
+ sup (t+ 1)(2 4+1_6)/ Olog )e c ds
to<t<T 0

+ sup (t+ 1)
to<t<T

2mt1 t C(fu_)e*“’(t*‘s) e_<a4 (s+1)
=€) / 0
0 (t—s)Y Vs+1

Therefore, we see that
10" ][ (1 = Clvg) = Mil[[o"|[|) < Mo|vg][ 1 + C(vy)-

If vF are chosen sufficiently small in H'(m) so that C(v) < (1/4)/(4M; + 1), and T is
chosen to be the maximal time such that |||v"||| < [1/4 — C(v{)]/Mi, then we have that

110" [II < 2M2[[v" (0)|| 1 + 20 (vg)-

Therefore, if [[v™(0)|[z1 < (1/4 — C5))/(4M; M), then the bound must hold for all ¢ > tg.
Finally, using the embedding L' C L?(m) and that of equation (58), we obtain the
desired result. O
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5 Example: Burgers Equation

We carry out the decomposition in detail for Burgers equation,
Opu = %u — 9, (u?),

where f(u) = u?. One can directly check that

¢(¢)

The equation of evolution for the full perturbation is

o
Tl 4et

Opv = 8521) + ctanh(gf)agv — (O¢v)?,

with a® = +¢, and the far-field weight functions are

1
WO = Ty

_ 1
WO = e

(72)

There is some freedom in the choice of the near-field weight function. For Burgers equation,

W"(€) = sech(5¢)

is particularly convenient, due to the ease of the resulting calculations.
The equations of evolution for the three components of the perturbation are

(14 e™%)0evT + ce™ %)

Ot = 8§2v+ + cOevt — At )

[(1+eT)Jev™ — cet o2

PNy _

O™ = Jgv™ — cOgv™ — 15 o)
2

8tv":8§2 "—CZU"—N(U+,U_,U”,§),

with initial data
vH(6,0) = (1 = sech(56))0(&,0)
v"(£,0) = v(&,0).

In equation (76),

N(™,v7, 0", €) = 2(a(€, 1) + (&, 1)) 0ev™ + Ctanh(gi)(a(& t) +b(&, 1))v"

+ sech(%ﬁ) (—E tanh(%ﬁ)fu" + (3511")2 +2 cosh(%ﬁ)a(f, t)b(&,t),

2
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where

olet) = 0 (160 )

(1+e )

b(E.t) = O (ﬁiﬁl)) | (79)

Note that for this example, F' as in equation (29) is actually given by F' = 0. In order to
apply the preceding analysis, we must show that assumption 1 is satisfied. We carry out
the details only for the far field component v, as those of v~ are similar.

In terms of the scaling variables (7, 7), the equation for w is given by

Orw = (L —o)w — N*(n,7,w), (80)
where
—(l—a)r 2¢e°T —ch(n,T)
n ez 9 ce’Te
N (77’7—’ w) - (1 + e—ch(n,q—))(anw) + (1 + e—ch(n,ﬂ-))2w877w .
626(%+0)‘r€—20h(n,7') ( )
(1+e—ch(n,7'))3 ('LU) ’
and h(n,T) = nez — ce”.
Lemma 5.1 Assumption 1, with
R(1) = /0 FU=IN (w(s))ds, (82)

is satisfied.
Proof Using equation (81), we have

e—(%—a)’r

(11 e ehtnm)

T QCeaTe—ch(n,T)
L(T—s
Jr/o ||e“(T=2) ((1 ~ eCh("LT))2> (w10qw1 — walywa) || g2 (m)ds

T 026(%+0)T6—2ch(n,7)
+/0 £t ( ((w1)? = (w2)?) [l 2 (myds-

[1R1(7) = Ra(7) [ r2(m) < /OT [Eti ( ) ((Oyw1)? = (Ogw2)?) [l 2y ds

(1 + e—ch(n,T) )3
(83)
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We first present the details of the bound in L?(m) for the last term on the right hand side

only, to indicate how one can deal with the factor e(2+9)7 The rest of the terms are similar.
Using proposition 3.2, we have

T . 626(%+0)T€_20h(n7T)
/0 e ( (1 + ¢ )3 ((w1)? = (w2)?) |2 (myds <

T C 626(%+0)7’e—2ch(77,7')
/0 =t ( A eadmnyp ) (ot walwn = vl ds

T C 626(%4-0) e—20h(n,7’) p
< - .
B /o a(r — )1 I (14 e—ch(n))3 (w1 + w)l[paf[wr — wallp2gm)ds

Notice that

2e(3+0)T g=2¢h(n,7) 2T sech(Sh(n, 7
||( (w1 + ws)l |12 = | GROLTI N (1) 4 )2

(1 + e—ch(n,f))S (1 + e‘f‘Ch(’]aT))

< CHe(%J“’)Tsech(gh(n,T))(U)l + wa)||2-

We may bound this term using the following estimate. Define B = {ce% —§<n<cer+ 9}
Then, for example, considering the first term in (w; + we)? = w} + 2wiws + w3,

/e(HQU)TseChQ(;h(n, T))(w1)2d77 =

/e(Hz")TsechZ(Ch(n,T))(fwl)zdn+/ euHU)TseChQ(Eh(n,T))(w1)2d77
B 2 R\B 2

< / @(1+U2)m(w1)2dﬁ+c 6(1—‘1-20')7'6—66% (w1)2d77
B (L+n?)m R\B
(1420)7
<c—
(1+ (cez —6)?)

< Cllwi 72y

—[[wr|[72(n) + Cllwnll72

ifm>1and 0<o < (m—1)/2. A similar calculation can be made to bound

T . 026(%+0)76—2ch(n,7—)
/0 H&,eﬁ( ) ( (1 4 e—ch(n7))3 ((w1)2 - (w2>2) [|z2(m) ds,

by taking o = 1 in proposition 3.2.
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To bound the second derivative, we present the details for the first term on the right hand
side of equation (83), since that term has the most derivatives and is therefore potentially
problematic. Using equation (42), we have

T —(2-0)r
2 _L(T—s e 2 2 2
/0 ||Oye S ((1+e—0h(n77))> ((Ogw1)” = (Byw2) )HLQ(m)d‘S

T C
</ 110,
0 a(r —s)1

T C c
< / ( . ”eafsecm(ih(n,f))(anwl + Oyws) (Ogw1 — yw2)|| 11 ()
0 alT

e—(%—U)T

(14 e—ehtn)

((877“’1)2 - (577“’2)2) L1 (m)

— g)4

4 C —(5—0)T
+/ 7( lle (5-0) sechQ(gh(n,T))(anwl + 877w2)(8,2)w1 — a$w2)\|L1(m)
0 a

T—S)%

T C c
—I—/ —_— He_(%_U)TsechQ(fh(n,T))((?nwl — 87,11)2)((9%11)1 + 8$w2)\|L1(m)
0 a(r —s)4 2

We may now complete the bound in a manner similar to that above, by splitting the region
of integration in the L'(m) norm into B and its complement. In addition, we must use the
fact that w2 € C°([0,T], H%(m)) in order to deal with the second derivatives that appear
in the above expression.

Therefore, we have shown that

sup ||R1(7) — Ra(7) |2 (m) < C (081113 [|ws (7 )Hm(m) ( sup_[[wa(r )Hm(m)

0<r<T
T
L s s, )~ wa e
0 (l 0<r<T

< C(m, ToaT)ogup w1 (1) — wa(T)| 52 (m).

which proves the proposition. O

In order to illustrate the details of the center manifold calculation, we present them in
the context of this example. First, we show that the nonlinearity in equation (48) does
not affect the leading order dynamics on the manifold. In particular, we show that the
nonlinearity N satisfies

k
/ Hi(mN* (0,3 B5(7)e;(n) + h(B(r))dn | | = O(182) (84)
j=0
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uniformly in 7 > 0 for small |3|. We prove the estimate in equation (84) for only the last
term in the definition of N*. The rest are similar. We have
2

2 (%-FQO’)’T —2ch(n,T) k
[ B | Sy | A+ aee) | | il =

=1

2 g2 a2 Pela ) sech? (§h(n, 7)) 4
|m;<k/ [i!e T OpleT) 4(1 + echn)) Crnn B Brom(n)en(n) | dn| + O(|B[7)
<C Y b [ | [ttt s Shtn 1)mmenn)] dn + 0131,

m,n<k

where p;(n) is a polynomial of degree i and we have used the fact that h(3) = O(|3[?).
The integral in the last line may be bound independently of 7 by splitting the region of
integration into two parts, B and R\ B, as in the proof of lemma 5.1.

Next, we compute the dynamics on the center manifold and the resulting leading order
expansion, for m > 1/2. Equation (48), for ¢ = 0, is given by

0:0 = —a By — G(7) 55 + O(|8]*),

where

(o—3)7 20e0T e—ch(n,7)
B e\972 , 9 ce’Te ,
6r) = [ TP+ [ S metar

626(%+0)‘re—20h(n,7')
v

2
(1 + e—ch(n7))3 ©o(n)dn.

Using techniques similar to those above, one can show that |G(7)] < M for all 7 > 0.
Therefore, for m > 1 we find that

50(7_) _ 50(0)6707 + O(ef(UJre)T)’

for some € > 0, and so the asymptotic expansion of the far-field component at +oo is given

by

Bo(0) _ (Ete(t41)?

wt + ,t) = e 4Aatrh 4+ O((t+1 (Zmtl_e)
(60 = — (4 1))
= 5(0) e_‘*(fiiﬂefé(tﬂ) + O((t + 1)(2772“76))-

VATt + 1)(1 + e+ee)

We remark that, for the nonlinearity in Burgers equation, it is not necessary to work in
H?(m) when analyzing the far-field components. One can check that the estimates in the
proofs of propositions 4.2 and 4.3 can be made even if only v* € H!. Therefore, for some
nonlinearities, one can get by with slightly less smoothness in the initial data.
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6 Summary

We have investigated the stability of traveling waves to scalar, viscous conservation laws
by decomposing perturbations into three parts: two far-field components and one near-field
component. The linear operators associated to the far-field components were determined by
the asymptotic spatial limits of the original operator. By applying scaling variables to these
operators, a spectral gap was created, thus allowing for the use of invariant manifold theory
to determine the temporal decay rate of the far-field components. The linear operator
associated to the near-field component had spectrum contained entirely within the left half
plane, and so the associated semigroup decayed exponentially in time. The inhomogeneity
in the equation was shown to be governed by the far-field components and determine the
decay rate of the near-field component. As a result, the full perturbation was shown to
decay at the same rate as the far-field components. This algebraic decay could be increased
by requiring that the initial data lie in appropriate algebraically weighted spaces.
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