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Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to investigate the relation
between the moments and the asymptotic behavior of solutions to the
Burgers equation. The Burgers equation is a special nonlinear prob-
lem that turns into a linear one after the Cole-Hopf transformation.
Our asymptotic analysis depends on this transformation. In this pa-
per an asymptotic approximate solution is constructed, which is given
by the inverse Cole-Hopf transformation of a summation of n heat
kernels. The k-th order moments of the exact and the approximate
solution are contracting with order O((\/f)k_Q”_Hl/ P) in LP-norm
as t — oo. This asymptotics indicates that the convergence order is
increased by a similarity scale whenever the order of controlled mo-
ments is increased by one. The theoretical asymptotic convergence
orders are tested numerically.
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1. Introduction

The main motivation of this paper is to investigate the relation be-
tween the agreement of moments and the asymptotic contraction or-
ders of solutions to convection-diffusion equations. Let u and v be
integrable real-valued solutions to

ug + Vg - (F(u, Vu)) =0, (1)

where € R? and F : R — R?. Then one may ask what decides
the asymptotic contraction order v > 0, i.e.,

lu(z,t) —(z, )], =O@™7) as t— oo, (2)

where || - ||, is the L™-norm, r > 1, over the space domain z € R%.

It is well-known that two solutions to the linear heat equation
share the same moments all the time if they do initially. Using this
property it has been shown that, if

/mk(u(:p,()) — (x,0))dz =0, 0<k<m,

the asymptotic contraction order in (2) is v = "2 — & (see [6, 10,
13]). This one dimensional asymptotics is easily extended to multidi-
mensional ones. However, nonlinear problems do not have such a nice
property. For the porous medium equation (PME for brevity) case,
only the total mass and the center of mass have such a property (i.e.,
for k = 0,1). For the p-Laplacian equation case, even the center of
mass do not have this property.

In this paper we consider bounded solutions to the (viscous) Burg-
ers equation in one space dimension,

Up + ULy = WUz, t>0, € R, (3)
u(z,0) = up(z), z € R,

where p > 0 is the viscosity coefficient and the initial value wug is
bounded and has finite moments up to order 2n, i.e., x?"ug(x) €
L'(R). In this case the total mass (k = 0) is the only one that
the initial agreement gives a permanent one. The reason why the
Burgers equation is picked as an exemplary case is the Cole-Hopf
transformation (see [9]), which makes an rigorous analysis possible.
It is given by

Bz, t) = e 2w o WOW g (), (4)

For notational convenience, we denote its space derivative as

o(x,t) == 0,P(x,t) = —;uu(a:,t)e;ufxw Dy (5)
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Then @ and ¢ are solutions to the heat equation (11) and ¢(z,t) has
finite moments up to order 2n, i.e., ¥?"¢(z,0) € L*(R). Its inverse
transformation is given by

u(z,t) = QM% = H (). (6)

If @ is a Cole-Hope transformation of a function u(x), then

P(x,t) +1= bl ML 0,

and hence H~!(®) is well-defined. However, for a general case, one
should show that the denominator 1+ ®(z,t) is strictly positive. The
main theorem of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1. Let u(z,t) be the solution to the Burgers equation (3)
with a bounded initial value ug(x) such that x> ug(x) € L*(R). Then,
for any tg > 0, there exist p;,c; € C and T > 0 such that w, =
H*I(Wn) is well-defined fort > T, and, for 1 <r < oo and k >0,

|2 (u(z, t) — wn(z, 1)), = O((ﬁ)l/r_Qn_1+k) as t— oo, (7)

where
xr
Vo t)i= [ty 00 ®)
—00
n Di 7(176')2

Y (z,t) = Re( L —Cy ) ) 9)

" ; VApr(t + to)
It is clear that ¢, (x,t) is a solution to the heat equation. The p;’s

and ¢;’s are chosen to satisfy 2n equations of

/xk¢(m,t)dx - /wkwn(az,t)dw =0, 0<k<2n. (10)

The construction of 1, (z,t) has been made in [13] for the positive
solutions with ¢ty = 0 using the classical truncated moment problem.
For the general case in the theorem, the classical theory is not enough.
However, we could construct v, (z,t) using a generalized moment
problem in [10]. Using these techniques higher order convergence have
been obtained [10,13]. One may also control the moments using the
derivatives of the Gaussian as in (18). This technique has been used
in [6] and obtained higher order asymptotics.

The inverse transformation w,, is a solution to the Burgers equa-
tion and valid for ¢ > T'. For the case with tg = 0 and ug > 0, it is
proved that T' = 0. For the general case in the theorem, we only have
a numerical evidence for 7" = 0 which left conjectured. Note that,
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even if ¢ and 1,, have same moments up to order 2n — 1, their inverse
transformations do not, i.e., [ zF (u(x, t) —wp(z, t))d:z: # 0. However,
the asymptotic convergence order in (7) shows that they approach
to each other asymptotically. In other words the moment setting af-
ter the Cole-Hopf transformation actually gives asymptotic moments
agreement for the solutions to the Burgers equation and provides fine
asymptotics. The higher order contraction indicates that the solution
wy, is an excellent asymptotic approximation of the solution u (the
case for k = 0).

The Cole-Hopf transformation has been a main tool to study the
large-time behavior of the Burgers equation. It allows one to study
the Burgers equation from the behavior of solutions to the heat equa-
tion ([12,14,16,20]). For general nonlinear problems there is no such
transformation. We only hope to glimpse the large-time behavior of
a general nonlinear problem from the study of the Burgers case.

The solution to the Burgers equation has been played a proto-
type role in many problems such as traffic or fluid flows (see [19]).
It has been shown that the asymptotic behavior of general systems
of hyperbolic conservations laws are given as a solution to the Burg-
ers equation ([4,5,15]). On the other hand asymptotic convergence
to similarity solutions has been done for general convection-diffusion
equations that may include the Burgers equation ([2,7,8,21]). Special
attention has been given to the study of asymptotics of the porous
medium equation (shortly PME), w; = (u™)ze, m > 0, last two
decades (see[l]). One may find optimal convergence to the Baren-

blatt solution of similarity order O(t=1/(m+1) (see [3,18]). The con-
vergence orders in (7) indicate that the contraction order in (2) will
be increased by the similarity scale if the order of asymptotically con-
verging moments increases. A brief discussion about this relation is
given in Section 4. There is a different kind of optimal convergence
order O(1/t) which was obtained for radially symmetric solutions or
for a very fast diffusion case (see [11,18]).

This paper is organized as the following. In Section 2, we construct
an approximate solution v, (z,t) to the heat equation so that it share
the same 2n moments with ¢(z,¢) in (5). In this construction the
generalized moment problem for given backward moments is used.
The decay order of ||z¥ (1, (z,t) — ¢(x,t)||, as t — oo is also derived.
In Section 3, we show that this decay rate is transferred to the Burgers
equation after the Cole-Hopf transformation and complete the proof
of Theorem 1. In Section 4, we briefly discuss the relation between
the asymptotic convergence order and the control of moments at ¢ =
oo for a general nonlinear problem. Finally, in Section 5 we provide
several numerical examples to numerically test the convergence orders
obtained in Section 3 and the role of the backward moments.
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2. Large-time asymptotics in the heat equation

Consider the heat equation with a bounded and integrable initial

value:
U = Mg, rER, t>0, (11)
v(z,0) =wvo(x), =€ R.

One usually sets the diffusion constant p = 1 after the time rescaling
t — ut. However, we leave u in the equation to observe the depen-
dency on the viscosity.

2.1. Approximate solutions to the heat equation

In this section, we decide the p;’s and ¢;’s in Theorem 1 using a gen-
eralized truncated moment problem developed in [10]. A similar con-
struction for v, (z,t) is given in [13] for positive solutions. We briefly
review this asymptotic approximation method based on a generalized
moment problem.

Note that the Cole-Hopf transformation @(x, t) and its space deriva-
tive ¢(x, t) are solutions to the heat equation (11) and v, (x,t) is con-
structed as an asymptotic approximation of ¢(z,t). Set the moments
of the solution ¢(z,t) as

ag(t) = /xkqﬁ(x,t)dx, k> 0. (12)

One may easily check that the moments of a solution to the heat
equation (11) satisfy the following algebraic relations:

gk (t) = Zl 07 Qk)' ),tkfloém(())
gy () = S 07 (2k+2%)+1) "Ly 11(0).

These relations are valid for all £ € R as long as its backward solution
exists. The first two moments, cg and «q, are constant for all t € R,
which are called the conservation of mass and its center. However,
for k > 2, the moment «y(t) are not constant anymore.

It is shown that, for any given real sequence ay, there exists a real
sequence [i’s such that the following 2n equations

n
Y picf =ar+if,  0<k<2n (13)

have a solution set p;,¢; € C, ¢ = 1,--- ,n, which is unique up to
reordering. If one takes ay(—tp) in the place of ay’s for a given tg > 0,

then
Re(sz ) = ag(—to), (14)
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where Re(-) takes the real part of a complex number. Note that p;’s
and ¢;’s that satisfy (14) is not unique since they may depends on
the choice of G;’s. In the numerical tests in Section 5, we simply took
Br = 0 as long as (13) is numerically solvable.

Finally, we take the approximate solution v, (z,t) as

—(z—cy)?
Un(, t ¢ TlEF1g) ) (15)

n
— Pi
=53 i
which is a solution to the heat equation (11). Then,
lime—_y, [ 2¥9 (2, t)dx = Re(Z?:l pi [2*5(z — ci)daz>
= Re( X0 pich) = axl(—to).
Therefore, ¢, (x,t) and ¢(x,t) have the same moments up to order

2n — 1 at the time ¢ = —ty and hence at all time t € R. Hence,
Yn(x,t) in Theorem 1 satisfies for all ¢ € R that

(16)

/mk(qb(x,t) — Yp(x,t)dr =0, 0<k<2n—1 (17)

Remark 1. Note that p;’s and ¢;’s depend on the backward time to >
0. We do not have a criterion to choose tg and left it as a free variable.
If one may find ¢y that solves one more moment equation, i.e.,

Z pz = a2n tO) + iﬁZna

then one may obtain an extra asymptotic convergence order. Further-
more, more importantly, it will give a better initial approximation.
However, its solvability seems beyond the scope of this paper. For
the simplest case, n = 1, Miller and Bernoff [16] gave such an ap-
proximation for positive solutions. Using the complex heat kernel in
this paper and the generalized moment problem one may extend the
result for sign-changing solutions easily.

Remark 2. One can easily check that

2n—1

N _1)kq
bty = Y- 0
k=0

\_/

ok (e7ant 4%” ) (18)

~

(k) /At *

is a solution to the heat equation (11) and satisfies the relation (17)
(see Duoandikoetxea and Zuazua [6]). Yanagisawa [20] applied this
kind of approximation to obtain the higher order asymptotics in the
Burgers equation. In the proof of Theorem 2, the choice of v,, does not
matter as far as (17) is satisfied. However, the constants and hence
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the proof of Theorem 1 may depend on its choice. Furthermore, even
if we obtain the same convergence order as t — oo, the convergence
for n — oo may show a different behavior. In fact, one may easily
construct an example that ¥, (z,t) diverges as n — oo (see [13]). One
may improve this approach using the backward moments as we did
in this paper, i.e.,

U (z t)EQil (—D)*o(~t) k(e 4u(t+2to)) (19)
e = (k) /Aum(t + to)

In this way one may obtain some initial regularity.

2.2. Contraction rates of moments

The agreement of the moments in (17) does not hold after the inverse
Cole-Hopf transformation. However, the key observation is that the
contraction order (21) in L"-norm is transferred after the inverse

transformation. Since ¢(z,t) and ¢, (x, t) satisfies (17), they contract
to each other having order O(t%_%;l) in L"-norm as t — oo (see

[6,10,13]). This contraction property is extended to a contraction of
moments in this section.

Lemma 1. Let g € LY(R) satisfy [ g(x) dz = 1 and ge(x) := e 1g(x/e).
Suppose that ||hf]], < oo with 1 < p < oo and ||h(f — fy)llp — 0 as
n — 0, where fy(x) := f(x —n) is a space shift. Then,

\h(f *ge) — hfllp =0 as e—0.
That is, |[h(f * ge)llp — ||1f]lp as e — 0.

Proof. The definition of the convolution and the Minkowski’s inequal-
ity in an integral form give
p 1/p
10t 50 = 15l = ([ | [ 1)1t = ety s~ o) so)|” o)
p 1/p
= ([ ma1r =) - Dot o] o)
1/p
< [ (s = - snatpas)  a

N / 1P =) = FO)Iplge(y)] dy
- / IR — ey) = FO)lplg(w)] dy.

The lemma follows from the dominated convergence theorem. 0O
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Theorem 2. Let ¢(x,t) and (x,t) be solutions to the heat equation
(11). Suppose that ¢(x,0) is bounded, xi¢(x,0) € L'(R) and

/mk(¢($,t) —(z,t))dr =0, k=0,---,¢q—1.

Then, there exists e, € WPL(R) that satisfies Otey(x) = ¢(z,0) —
Y(x,0). Furthermore, for 1 <r < oo and 0 < k,

q+1—k

lim ¢
t—oo

1 kaq 4[L
*Eka(d)(:L‘,t)—w(xat))”r - Iz 4€,u7r ‘/

In other words,

+1

Jo* (6(a,t) = (@)l = O(# =57 ) as t—oo.  (21)

Proof. The existence of such e; € W%(R) is given in [6,13] and it
depends on the relation (17). Let e,4(x,t) be the solution to the heat
equation with this initial value e,(z). Then, deq(z,t) is a solution
to the heat equation with initial value ¢(x,0) — ¥ (z,0) and hence
Oieq(x,t) = ¢(z,t) — (z,t). The solution e,(z,t) can be explicitly
written as

_@—y)?

4
\/W / " ealy)dy.

An integrable solution to the heat equation has the similarity scale
ﬁ, and \/fu(\/fac,t) converges to a nontrivial bounded function as
t — oo. Using the similarity variables

ézx/\/iv C:y/\/%’

the solution in similarity variable é,(¢,t) = \/E eq(Vt€, ) can be writ-

ten as
eq(Vt()d¢

eq(z,t) =

éq(é'a \/ﬂ

and its ¢-th order derivative is given by
9¢eq(&,1) = ey (x,4)(Dex)? = deq(w, 1) (V).
Let Ay :=| [ e4(2) dz| and suppose Ay # 0. Then
(VOT 2k oley(,1)] = (VI)[EF0FE,(E, 1))

_ A | B
- ALl / (g€ <>d<‘7 (22)

where f(&) = 82(6*52/4“) is smooth and g¢:(&) = Vtey(VtE)/ A,
is a delta-sequence as t — oo. Since f(§) decays exponentially as
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|€| — oo, the assumptions in Lemma 1 are satisfied with k(&) = &*
for any k > 0. Taking t — oo limit to (22) gives

. _ A
Jim (VI e (o )] =

For r = o0,

€5 F ).

. _ A
Jim (VB oo ()0 = 2

For 1 <r < oo,

1€° £(€) -

(VO | 2o, t)]l,

_ </’(\/i)q_“lxkageq(x,t)y"d(\2))1/7

-(/ rm’“ageq(f,wrdg)l/r

e

= ﬁllfk(f *90) ()l

Hence Lemma 1 gives

T 1/r
d§>

ék/f gl — ¢y d¢

lim (VE)THH [ Dl (8) | ||5’“a§<e‘37>ur.

— Aq
t—o00 L o ZNs

Now suppose A, = 0. If ey is nontrivial, then there exists [ > ¢ such
that [*° e/(z) = limy—oo e141(2) # 0 for some I > ¢ (see [13]). Let

ei(,t) be the solution with initial value e;(x). Then, since de;(x) =
eo(x), we obtain for 1 <r < oo

I—k+1 I—k+1

lim ¢
t—o0

_ 1 . _ L
2 |la*Ofeq (1), = lim ¢ 2 |l e (t)]

\ﬁllﬁ Oe(e 4“)||r<<>O

Therefore, the convergence order in (20) still holds. In fact the con-
vergence order is actually higher in this case. O
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3. Large-time asymptotics in the Burgers equation

Let u(z,t) be the solution of the Burgers equation, i.e.,

Up + ULy = PUge, T E€ R, >0,
u(z,0) = up(z), r € R.

Then, the Cole-Hopf transformation and its partial derivative,

&(x,t) =€ 2 ey g d(x,t) = Pp(x,t),
are solutions to the heat equation

V¢ = gy, reER, t>0,
v(z,0) =wvo(z), =z € R.

The approximation %, (x,t) in Theorem 1(9) has been given in
Section 2.1. Now consider an asymptotic approximate solution to the
Burgers equation given by

U (x,t)

AT H™ (W), (23)

wy(2,1) == —2p

where

w(z,t) = /j U (y,t) dy. (24)

It is needed to show that w, (z, t) is well defined since the denominator
1 + ¥, (z,t) can be zero. In the following lemma we will show that
there is a time 7' > 0 such that this approximate solution wy,(z,t) is
well defined for ¢t > T.

Lemma 2. Let M := [wug(z)dz and a := min{l,e Qu} > 0. Then
for any € > 0, there exists T > 0 such that

14+, (z,t) >a—€c forzeR, t>T. (25)

Proof. One can easily compare the boundary values at z = +oo.
First,
lim (14 %,(z,t)) = lim (14 ®y(z,t)) =1
Tr——00 Tr——00
From the definition of the Cole-Hopf transformation (4) and the
agreement of zeroth moments between ¢ and ,,, we have

e % = lim (1+&(z,1)) —1+/ o(z,t)dx

r—00

T— 00

—l—l-/ Un(z, t)de = lim (1 + ¥, (x,t)).
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Therefore, for any fixed time T > 0, there exists L > 0 such that

(1+%,)(z,Ty) > a—¢€/2 for |x| > L

2
1 0 _ Yy L .
and W f_QLe 4uTo dy > 1/4 Let m := |£I|1%I}/<1 + Epn)($7T0) and

define

4 z+L 2
G(z,t) ::%—;:)/ . et dy.

Then, G(z,t) satisfies the heat equation,

0 2
4(‘m|+a)/ e T dy > |m| + a,

G(_LaTO) = G(LvTO) = m ol

and, hence,
1+%,+G)(x,Ty) >m+ |m|+a>a for|z| < L.
Therefore, the maximum principle (see [17]) gives
(149, +G)(x,t) >a—¢€/2 forxeR,t>1T.

On the other hand, since G(z,t) is a bounded L' solution to the heat
equation, there exists a large time T' > Tj such that

Gz, t) <e/2 forzeR, t>T.
Finally we obtain the conclusion
(1+%,)(z,t) >a—¢/2—-G(z,t) >a—e forzeR, t>T. 0

Remark 3. Suppose that the initial value ug is negative, ug(x) < 0.
Then, ¢(x,0), which is given by (5), is positive. The truncated mo-
ment problem for a positive measure, without using backward mo-
ments (tp = 0), implies that p; > 0 for all 7. Therefore, the denomi-
nator

1+ Y,(z,0) = 1—|—/ Zpié(m—ci)cm
T =1

is monotone and hence 1 + ¥(x,0) > 0 for all € R. Therefore, one
may take T'= 0 in Lemma 2. One may obtain the same conclusion if
ug is positive. If the backward time is positive or if the initial value
is not signed, then 1+ ¥, (x,0) is not monotone in general. However,
our numerical examples always give 1 + ¥, (z,0) > 0, i.e., T = 0.
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Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.
Proof of Theorem 1. The moment differences between u(x,t) and
wp(z,t) are estimated using (6) and (23) that is

|2 (u(z,t) — wn(z,t))| =2p

2oz, t) aF o (z, 1) ‘ (26)

1+ ®(z,t)  1+,(z,t)
2Ep(xz,t) + 2P (x, ), (2, 1) — 2P, (x, t)(l + &(x, t))
(1 4+ &(x,t)(1 + ¥y (x,t))
¢z, )] |2F (D(2,t) — W (x,1))|
T T T A ER)
11+ &(x,t)| |2 (p(x,t) — Yn(z,1))]
|1+ @(z,t)| |1 + ¥ (z,t)] '

+2u

" up(y)dy. Then, A = —inf, Uy(x) and B = sup, Up(x)
are non-negative. Since 1+ @(x,t) is a solution to the heat equation,
the maximum principle gives uniform bounds

Let Up(z) = [*

A
O<e_%§1+¢(:x,t)§eﬁ<oo, t>0. (27)

Let T' > 0 be the one in Lemma 2 and take e = a/2, then we obtain
a uniform lower bound

1
3 min{1,e M/} <14 W, (x,t), t>T. (28)

Therefore, the denominators are uniformly bounded below away from
zero. Now we show the convergence order of nominators to obtain (7).
First, since ¢ is an L' solution to the heat equation, we have

6llsc = Ot 2) as t— . (29)

The L™-norm estimates of 2" (vn(z,t) — ¢(z,t)) and z* (&, (z,t) —
®(x,t)) are obtained similarly using Theorem 2. Recall that

€T xX
e t)= [ ol )dy and o= [ w0y
—c0 —o0
The approximation 1, was constructed to satisfy

/00 2*(p(x,0) — p(x,0))dz =0, for 0 <k <2n—1.

—00
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Then, for 0 < k < 2n — 2,

| 0w -t 0)is

h / / — Yu(y,0)) dy da
/ / — uly,0)) do dy

- k:+1 3 T (0(9,0) — n(y.0)) dy = 0.

Therefore, by Theorem 2, we obtain

2n+1—k

|2* (@, 1) — vn(x, £)) | = O(t2 "2 ) as t— o0, (30)
|2F(D(x,t) — T, )|, = O(t%_ n_k) as t —oo. (31)

Then, for 1 <r < oo and t > T, taking the L"-norm on (26) gives

lz* (@, t) — wa (@, ))llr < Cillé(x, t)llolla® (Fn(x,t) — S(a, )|
+ Calla™(@(x, 1) — Yu(@, 1)) s,
where constants C1,Cy > 0 are from the uniform estimates (27) and

(28). Combining the asymptotic convergence orders in (29),(30) and
(31) gives

2n+1 k)

|2 () = wn ()]l = O(t2~

which completes the proof of Theorem 1. O

as t — oo,

4. Fine asymptotics and the similarity scale

There are many studies on the asymptotic analysis for various prob-
lems. The porous medium equation is one of the examples that such a
study has been done intensively. We start our discussion with a brief
review of it. Let m > 0 and u be a L' solution one space dimension

up = (u"™) g, u(x,0) = ug(z), (32)

where the initial value ug is bounded and integrable. Let u(x,t) =
av(ax,a™t). Then v satisfies the equation and preserves the L!-
norm of u. The invariance property under this specific dilation is
called the L'-similarity structure of the problem. Variables and so-
lutions that are also invariant under the dilation is called similarity
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variables and solutions, respectively. The Barenblatt solution, say
p(x,t), and variable £ are the ones, where a« = 1/(m + 1),

plz,t)y =t¢ <A __m-l ] (xt_a)2)rll and £ =uat™ ™.

2m(m +1
Note that the constant A is a free parameter that decides the total
mass and that the similarity variable & = xt~“ show how the sup-
port of the solution expands asymptotically. We say that t* is the
asymptotic scale for space distribution of the solution.

If an equation contains more terms, say

w4+ (u)y = (U™) gz + (\um|p_2um)z,

then the problems has no similarity structure anymore. However,
in general, there may exist an asymptotic scale t“ that gives the
propagating speed of the solution distribution. In the last case the
asymptotic scale is given by « := max{1/q,1/p,1/(m + 1)}. Then,
t%u(t“x,t) converges to a L' function as ¢t — oo. It seems that the
asymptotic scale exists for more general kind of problems.

In the literature, two kinds of optimal asymptotic convergence
rates appear. They actually correspond to the time and space shifts.
In L'-norm they can be written as, for ¢t > 0 large,

lp(z,t) = p(z — ¢, t)[[1 = OF), (33)
lp(z,t) = plz,t + 1)1 = O(™). (34)

The mechanism of these two asymptotics are different. The first one
in (33) is actually related to the convergence orders in Theorem 1.
This convergence order corresponds to the one with zeroth moment
agreement. The other one (34) is not actually related. In the following
we formally investigate the relation between the asymptotic conver-
gence orders and the control of moments at ¢ = co. Even though we
do not have a rigorous proof, it seems reasonable to put this formal
arguments in this paper since the convergence order of moments in
Theorem 1 motivates them.
Let v be another solution with initial value vg. Set

e(z,t) :=u(x,t) —v(x,t).

Suppose that
Il Ve(, £) = / 2 Vle(a, t)ldz = O(1) as t—o0. (35)

We want to derive the decay rate of |le(x,t)||; as t — oco. Change the
space variable using

z = t7y, dz = tPdy.
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Then,
/mWM@mmzﬂijwwM%mW@.

If one obtains two positive constants ¢ and C' that are independent
of the time ¢ > 0 and satisfy

C/!e(tﬂy,t)ltﬁdy < /Iy!N\e(tﬁy,t)ltﬂdy< C/Ie(tﬁy,t)ltﬁdy,

(36)
then the correct convergence order for ||e(x,t)||; is obtained. Suppose
that t* is the similarity scale or the asymptotic scale that gives the
propagating speed of the support of the solution. Then, if 3 > «, then
tPe(tPy, t)| behaves like a delta sequence and hence lower bound in
(36) should fail. Similarly, if 8 < «, then the support of t3|e(t%y,t)|
expands as t — oo and hence the upper bound of (36) is not expected.
Hence, 6 = « is the only case that one may obtain the correct con-
vergence order for |le(z,t)|/1. Then, there exists ¢* = ¢*(¢) > 0 such
that ¢ < ¢* < C and

/WW%WW@:f/WWkW%mW@-

Using these relations, one obtains
N ez, )] = £V / le(t%y, 1)t dy
= / [V le(t%y, O)[t7dy = O(|[|z[Ve(,t)]1) = O(1)

as t — oo. Hence, the decay of the N-th order moment at t = oo in
(35) gives

lle(z,t)||1 = / le(z,t)|dr = O(t™N?) as t— oo. (37)

In summary, if one may show (36), then the following claim is
obtained.
Fine asymptotics and the similarity scale: Let u(x,t) and v(z,t)
be integrable solutions to a nonlinear problem given in (1) in one space
dimension. Suppose that e := u — v satisfies (35) and t*, o > 0, is
the asymptotic scale of the problem. Then, for 0 <k < N,

z*e(z, t)||, = OEF N1y g5 ¢ — oo, (38)
This convergence order is the one corresponding to (7). One may

say that the convergence order (34) is not of this kind. However, the
one in (33) is this kind with N = 1.
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Remark 4. For the fast diffusion case, 0 < m < 1, the similarity scale
t*iswith « = 1/(m+1) > 1/2. Hence, if |||z |*(p(z, t) —p(z, t+T))||1 =
O(1) as t — oo, then above discussion implies that lp(t)—p(t+T) |1 =
O(t=2%), However the order (34) is an optimal one and hence one
should expect that lx?(p(x,t) — p(z,t +T))|1 — oo as t — oo. In
fact, this is true and one may check that using the explicit formula
of the Barenblatt solution.

5. Numerical Examples

In this section, we test the asymptotic convergence orders obtained in
Theorem 1 numerically. The effect of the backward moments is also
tested. Note that the convergence order in (7) is for ¢ > 0 large and
hence one should wait certain amount of time to observe such a con-
vergence order. However, at that stage, the error ||u(t) —wy(t)||, can
be very small. Hence it is important to compute the exact solution,

u(m,t):H_l(/ \/H/(b —z,0)e 22/4tdz)dy),

with an error smaller than this asymptotic approximation error. How-
ever, it is unrealistic to do the required integrations with such a small
tolerance. Hence one should test the convergence order with a case
that an explicit solution exists. One easy way to do that is to set

o(x,t) first (not u(x,t)). Let

_ (z+1.8)2 _ (z+0.5)2
qb(x,t) = #e 4p(t+2) Le Ap(t+1)
Amp(t+2) 4rep(t+1)
(2—0.5)2 (2—1.2)2 (39)
— 16 cTauGros — — 9 o7 Gty
47 (t40.5) A (t+2) ’

and u(z,t) be the inverse Cole-Hopf transformation of

#(e.t) = [ " o, t)dy

Remember that from the definition of the Cole-Hopf transformation,
/ Gy, 0)dy = D(x,0) = ¢ 2/ 0@ 1 5 1 (40)

Hence one should choose ¢(z,0) that satisfies (40) for all z € R. The
one given in (39) satisfies it.

The numerical test in this section has two purposes. The first one is
to observe approximation properties of the method suggested in this
paper. In Figures 1 and 2 we have compared the approximations to
the exact one varying the backward time and the number of kernels.
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055 o 5 05 0 5 0% 0 5
n=4,t=0, to =0.3 n=8,t=0, to =0.3 n=16, t=0, to = 0.3

0.5 - 05 05

=3 0 5 0% 0 5 0% 0 5

n=8t=0,t =03 n=8 t=0,1t=07 n=8, t=0,t =1.1

Fig. 1. The initial data ug (solid line) and its approximation (dashed line) are
figured. The three figures in the first row show the convergence as m increases.
The backward time is fixed with to = 0.3. The three figures in the second row
show the role of the backward time to. One may see that a better backward time
gives better results for a given n. In the example with the given initial value and
n = 8, the backward time tp = 1.1 seems a limit. After this limit of backward
time the error of the approximation increases suddenly (see Table 1).

055 0 5 05 0 05 0 5
n=2t=1,t =0 n=4,t=1,1t =0 n=8 t=1,1t =0
05 05 05

05 0 5 05 0 5 05 0 5

n:2,t:1,t0:0.3 n:4’t:17t0:03 n:87t:17t020.3

Fig. 2. The solution to the Burgers equation at time t = 1 are given in solid lines.
Approximate solutions are given in dashed lines. The three figures in the first row
are without using backward moments {9 = 0. The others are with top = 0.3. In
both cases one may observe convergence as n increases.
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The graph of the initial value u(x,0), which is the inverse Cole-Hopf
transformation of @(z,0), is given in Figure 1 in solid lines. For a given
backward time ¢y > 0, the approximate solution v, (x,t) to the heat
equation is given by (9). The approximation wy(z, t) in Theorem 1 is
the inverse Cole-Hopf transformation of ¥, (z,t) := f U (y,t)dy.
The initial approximation wy,(z,0) are given in Flgure 1 in dashed
lines. The three figures in the first row show the convergence as n
increases with a fixed backward time tg = 0.3. If the backward mo-
ments are not used, i.e., tg = 0, then the approximation is just a
collection of delta distributions. Hence, initial convergence as n — oo
is not expected without using backward moments.

The three figures in the second row of Figure 1 show the role of the
backward time ty. One may see that a better backward time gives bet-
ter results for a fixed n. In this example, the backward time ¢t = 1.1
seems the best. One should not be mislead that the approximation
converges as tg — 00. In fact, the approximation error increases sud-
denly for ¢y > 1.1. This behavior is related to the initial value u(zx, 0)
given by (39) and the number of heat kernels n = 8. To verify this
property an error comparison is given in Table 1 for n = 2,4, 8 and 16
as increasing tg. One may observe that the backward time improves
the approximation only up to certain limit and, after that, the per-
formance becomes poor suddenly. For a bigger n, the best backward
time becomes smaller. This property seems related to the age of the
initial heat distribution ¢(z,0) in (39). In this example, the age is
t = 0.5, and the best backward time ¢y seems to approach to this
age as n — oo. However, we only have numerical experiments for this
argument.

In Figure 2, the solution to the Burgers equation at time ¢t = 1
is given in solid lines. Approximate solutions are given in dashed
lines. The three figures in the first row are without using backward
moments, i.e., tg = 0. The others are with tg = 0.3. In both cases one
may observe convergence as n increases. One may also see that the
effects of the backward time ty > 0 becomes smaller as ¢ increases
(compare Tables 2 and 3).

The second purpose of this section is to test the asymptotic conver-
gence order in (7). In the followings we only test the zeroth moment
in the uniform norm, i.e., the L*-contraction order between u and
wy,. The convergence rate v, (t) is computed using the formula

-— In ||u(a:,t)—wn(:z;,t)||oo n 1
Ya(t) =1 <|u(x’t/2)_wn($’t/2)”oo) /1 (2> (41)

In Table 2 the error and the convergence rates are given in the uniform
norm. The approximate solutions w, are constructed for n = 2,4,8
and zero backward time ty = 0. One may roughly observe that the
convergence order increases to n + 0.5 which is given by Theorem
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Table 1. Approximation errors e, (t) := ||u(t) —wn(t)||oo at time ¢ = 0.1 are given
increasing the backward time tg > 0. The error decreases as to increases up to
certain limit and then it blows up suddenly. Errors in small font are invalid ones.

l to H 62(0.1) H 64(0.1) H 68(0.1) H 616(0.1) l
0 1.26e-00 8.72e-01 4.69e-01 2.73e-01
0.1 8.41e-01 5.41e-01 2.49e-01 1.08e-01
0.2 6.55e-01 3.95e-01 1.56e-01 4.61e-02
0.3 5.45e-01 3.07e-01 1.10e-01 1.98e-02
0.4 4.70e-01 2.47e-01 7.75e-02 7.97e-03
0.5 4.15e-01 2.03e-01 5.37e-02 2.97e-03
0.6 3.72e-01 1.69e-01 3.68e-02 1.40e-03
0.7 3.38e-01 1.42e-01 2.85e-02 7.13e-04
0.8 3.11e-01 1.20e-01 2.37e-02 9.44¢-02
0.9 2.87e-01 1.02¢-01 2.04e-02 4.74e-02
1.0 2.68e-01 8.73e-02 1.75e-02 6.82¢-02
1.1 2.51e-01 7.52e-02 1.47e-02 6.56e-02
1.2 2.37e-01 6.52e-02 6.57c+02 7.10e-01
1.3 2.24e-01 5.69¢-02 1.11e+03 7.82¢-02
1.4 2.13e-01 5.00e-02 4.51e-01 5.62¢+15
1.5 2.03e-01 4.42e-02 4.01e-02 3.32¢402
1.6 1.94¢-01 2.35¢402 1.88e-01 2.20e+02

Table 2. Approximation error without backward moments, i.e., to = 0. The

numerical order v, (t) computed by (41) converges to the theoretical one as t — 0.

[t [ e [7@®] e® [yl el [E)]
0.125 || 1.11e-00 7.51e-01 3.89e-01

0.25 7.23e-01 | 0.62 || 4.47e-01 | 0.75 || 2.00e-01 | 0.96
0.5 4.48e-01 | 0.69 || 2.36e-01 | 0.92 | 8.95e-02 | 1.16
1 2.53e-01 | 0.82 1.05e-01 | 1.17 || 2.19e-02 | 2.03
2 1.23e-01 | 1.04 || 3.14e-02 | 1.74 || 2.12e-03 | 3.37
4 4.77e-02 | 1.37 || 5.71e-03 | 2.46 | 7.36e-05 | 4.85
8 1.41e-02 | 1.76 || 6.35e-04 | 3.17 1.04e-06 | 6.15
16 3.33e-03 | 2.08 || 4.78e-05 | 3.73 || 7.97e-09 | 7.03
32 6.81e-04 | 2.29 || 3.03e-06 | 3.98 || 4.07e-11 | 7.61
64 1.31e-04 | 2.38 1.72e-07 | 4.14 1.66e-13 | 7.94
128 2.46e-05 | 2.41 9.34e-09 | 4.20 || 6.18e-16 | 8.07

Table 3. Approximation error and contraction order with backward time to = 0.3.
The error in this case is smaller than the case with to = 0.

Lt [ ee® [r@Ol e [r@®] e [ )]
0.125 5.22e-01 2.88e-01 1.02¢-01

0.25 4.31e-01 0.28 2.15e-01 0.42 6.94e-02 0.56
0.5 3.19¢-01 0.43 1.38¢e-01 0.64 3.26e-02 1.09
1 2.03e-01 0.65 6.69¢-02 1.04 8.16e-03 2.00
2 1.06e-01 0.94 2.09e-02 1.68 8.42¢-04 3.28
4 4.24e-02 1.32 4.00e-03 2.39 3.19e-05 4.72
8 1.25e-02 1.76 4.66e-04 3.10 4.95e-07 6.01
16 3.07e-03 2.03 3.58e-05 3.70 4.01e-09 6.95
32 6.39¢-04 | 2.26 2.30e-06 3.96 2.14e-11 7.55
64 1.24e-04 2.37 1.33e-07 4.11 8.95e-14 7.90
128 2.38e-05 2.38 7.32e-09 4.18 3.54e-16 7.98
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1. In Table 3 the same comparisons are given for the approximate
solutions using backward moment ¢y = 0.3. For a small time ¢ > 0,
the result is considerably better if a backward time is used. However,
as t — 00, both of them become similar. The asymptotic convergence
order in (7) is for ¢ > 0 large. In conclusion, the approximate solution
wy, constructed in this paper well behaves for a small time, too. This
is partly due to the use of backward time. The approach using the
derivatives of Gaussian as in (18) can be also improved by using the
backward time as in (19).

References

1. A. BLANCHET, M. BONFORTE, J. DOLBEAULT, G. GRILLO J.L. VAZQUEZ,
Asymptotics of the fast diffusion equation via entropy estimates Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal. 191 (2009), no. 2, 347-385

2. J.A. CARRILLO, K. FELLNER, Long-time Asymptotics via Entropy Methods
for Diffusion Dominated Equations, Asymptot. Anal. 42 (2005), no. 1-2, 29—
54.

3. J.A. CARRILLO, A. JUNGEL, P.A. MARKOWICH, G. T0SCANI, A. UNTER-
REITER, Entropy dissipation methods for degenerate parabolic problems and
generalized Sobolev inequalities, Monatsh. Math. 133 (2001) 1-82.

4. I-L. CHERN, Multiple-mode diffusion waves for viscous non-strictly hyperbolic
conservation laws, Comm. Math. Phys. 138 (1991), 51-61.

5. I-L. CHERN, T.-P. Liu, Convergence to diffusion waves of solutions for vis-
cous conservation laws, Comm. Math. Phys. 110 (1987), 503-517.

6. J. DUOANDIKOETXEA, E. ZUAZUA, Moments, masses de Dirac et decomposi-
tion de fonctions, C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris Ser. I Math. 315 (1992), 693-698.

7. M. EscoBEDO, E. ZuAzuA, Long-time behavior for a convection-diffusion
equation in higher dimensions, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 28 (1997), 570-594.

8. R.E. GRUNDY, Asymptotic solution of a model nonlinear convective diffusion
equation, IMA J. Appl. Math. 31 (1983), 121-137.

9. E. Hopr, The partial differential equation u: + uu, = puge, Comm. Pure
Appl. Math. 3 (1950) 201-230.

10. Y.-J. KiM, A generalization of the moment problem to a complex measure
space and an approximation technique using backward moments, preprint
(http://amath kaist.ac.kr /papers/Kim/19.pdf).

11. Y.-J. KM, R.J. McCANN, Potential theory and optimal convergence rates
in fast nonlinear diffusion, J. Math. Pures Appl. 86 (2006), no.1, 42-67.

12. Y.-J. Kim, W.M. N1, On the rate of convergence and asymptotic profile of
solutions to the viscous Burgers equation, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 51 (2002)
727-752.

13. Y.-J. Kim, W.M. N1, Higher order approximations in the heat equation and
the truncated moment problem, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 40 (2009) 2241-2261.

14. Y.-J. KM, A.E. TzAvARAS, Diffusive N waves and metastability in the Burg-
ers Equation, STAM J. Math. Anal. 33 (2001) 607-644.

15. T.-P. Liu, Decay to N waves of solutions of general systems of nonlinear
hyperbolic conservation laws, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 30 (1977) 586—611.

16. J.C. MILLER, A.J. BERNOFF, Rates on convergence to self-similar solutions
of Burgers’ equation, Stud. Appl. Math. 111 (2003), 29-40.

17. M. H. PROTTER, H.F. WEINBERGER, Maximum Principles in Differential
Equations, Prentice-Hall, Inc. (1967).

18. J.L. VAzZQUEZ, Asymptotic beahviour for the porous medium equation posed
in the whole space, J. Evol. Equ. 3 (2003) 67-118.



Asymptotic agreement of moments in the Burgers equation 21

19. G.B. WHITHAM, Linear and nonlinear waves. Pure and Applied Mathemat-
ics. Wiley-Interscience [John Wiley & Sons], New York-London-Sydney, 1974.
xvi+636 pp.

20. T. YANAGISAWA, Asymptotic behavior of solutions to the viscous Burgers
equation, Osaka J. Math. 44 (2007) 99-119.

21. E. Zuazua, A dynamical system approach to the self-similar large time be-
havior in scalar convection-diffusion equations, J. Differential Equations 108
(1994), 1-35.



