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the stochastic wave equation
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Abstract: We consider the stochastic wave equation on the real line driven by
space-time white noise and with irregular initial data. We give bounds on higher
moments and, for the hyperbolic Anderson model, explicit formulas for second mo-
ments. These bounds imply weak intermittency and allow us to obtain sharp bounds
on growth indices for certain classes of initial conditions with unbounded support.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we will study the following stochastic wave equation:

(3—; - “238—;2> u(t,z) = p(u(t,x)) W(t,z), z€eR, teRy,
U(O, O) = g(o), %_1;(07 O) = ,u(o),

(1.1)

where R% = ]0,00[ , W is space-time white noise, p(u) is globally Lipschitz, x > 0 is the
speed of wave propagation, g and u are the (deterministic) initial position and velocity,
respectively, and o denotes the spatial dummy variable. The linear case, p(u) = Au, A # 0,
is called the hyperbolic Anderson model [19]. If p(u) = AV/¢? +u?, then we call (1.1) the

near-linear Anderson model.
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This equation has been extensively studied during last two decades by many authors:
see e.g., [4, 6, 7, 32, 37] for some early work, [15, 16, 37] for an introduction, [19, 20] for
asymptotic properties of moments, [12, 17, 18, 21, 26, 27, 28, 33, 34, 35] for the stochastic
wave equation in the spatial domain RY, d > 1, [22, 36] for regularity of the solution, [2, 3]
for the stochastic wave equation with values in Riemannian manifolds, and [11, 30, 31] for
wave equations with polynomial nonlinearities.

In this paper, we consider initial data with very little regularity. In particular, we assume
that the initial position g belongs to L?  (R), the set of locally square integrable Borel
functions, and the initial velocity 1 belongs to M (R), the set of locally finite Borel measures.
Denote the solution to the homogeneous equation by

1
Jo(t,x) = 5 (g(x 4+ Kt) + g(x — Kt)) + (L * G (t,0)) () , (1.2)
where ]
Gﬁ(t, .T) = §H(t)1[_ﬁt’ﬁt] (.1')
is the wave kernel function. Here, H(t) is the Heaviside function (i.e., H(t) = 1if ¢ > 0 and
0 otherwise), and “x¢” denotes convolution in the space variable. Regarding the stochastic

pde (spde) (1.1), we interpret it in the integral (mild) form:
U(t, JZ) = JO(ta :L‘) + ](ta l’),

where

I(t,2) = / / LGt m =) p (o p) W (s, dy).

We call I(t,x) the stochastic integral part of the random field solution. This stochastic
integral is interpreted in the sense of Walsh [37].

The first contribution of this paper concerns estimates and exact formulas for moments
of the random field solution to (1.1) (for the stochastic heat equation, this type of result has
recently been obtained in [9]). Consider for instance the case where p(u)? = A\?(¢? +u?) for
some A and ¢ € R, and let ,,(-) be the modified Bessel function of the first kind of order n,
or simply the hyperbolic Bessel function ([29, 10.25.2, p. 249]):

In ( ) “ k! (n J/r4k +1)° (13)

(see [25, 38] for its relation with the wave equation). Define two kernel functions K(¢, x) :=
K(t,z;k,\) and H(t) := H(t; K, \) as follows:

A2 \/)\2 (k)2 —22)\ .
M f—krt<x <kt
K(t,z; k, A):=q 4 0( 2K R (1.4)

0 otherwise ,




and
H(t; k,A) = (1xK)(t,z) = cosh <])\]\//£_/2t> -1, (1.5)

where “x” denotes the convolution in both space and time variables (note that the second
equality in (1.5) is proved in Lemma 3.7 below). For ¢ > ¢t > 0 and z,2’ € R, define two
functions

t+t |z
T, (t, 1, x) == K 5 " 9. ) M| Haleery (1.6)

(x4 2")/2—kt/2) Ve, ifz<a,

Xy (z, 2 t) = {[ (1.7)

(x+2")/2+kt/2) ANw, ifx>2,

where x V y := max(z,y) and Ay := min(z,y). Clearly, T,(¢,¢,0) =t and X,(z,x,0) = x.
Our Theorem 2.3 yields in particular the exact formulas in the next two corollaries.

Corollary 1.1 (Constant initial data). Suppose that p*(x) = N*(¢* +2?) with X\ # 0. Let
H(t) be defined as above. If g(x) = w and p(dz) = w dz with w,w € R, then for all
' >t>0and z, 2 € R, setting T =T, (t,t',x — 2'),

4 ~2
E [U(t7 ZL’)U(t/, ZL‘/)] == §2 - I;QQU

4Kkw? VE|A| 2V 2kww VEIA|
+ [ w? + 2+ )cosh( T>+ snh(—T :
( x2 NG DI RYC
(1.8)

+ (w + kwt)(w + kwt') — (w + kwT)?

Corollary 1.2 (Dirac delta initial velocity). Suppose that p?(x) = N2(¢? +2?) with A # 0.
Let H(t) and K(t,x) be defined as above. If g =0 and p = dy, then for allt’ >t >0 and x,
¥ €R, setting T =T, (t,t',x —2') and X = X (z, 2", t' — 1),

E[u(t, z)u(t',2)] = X2 K (T, X)+ 3 H(T).

In particular, ||u(t,z)||5 = A2 K(t, ) + > H(t).

These two corollaries are proved in Section 3.4. With our moment formulas, it becomes
possible to study very precisely two asymptotic properties of the stochastic wave equation.
The first one is the mathematical intermittency property, which is defined, as in [5], via the
moment Lyapunov exponents. Recall that the upper and lower moment Lyapunov exponents
for constant initial data are defined as follows:

_ log E [Ju(t, z)["]

log E {|u(t, z)|P

If the initial conditions are constants, then m,(z) =: m, and m,(z) =: m, do not depend
on z. Mathematical intermittency is the property that m, = m, =: m, and m; < my/2 <
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- <myp/p < ---. It is implied by the property that m, > 0 and m; = 0 (see [5, Definition
II1.1.1, p. 55]), which is called full intermittency, while weak intermittency, defined in [24]
and [13, Theorem 2.3] is the property ms > 0 and m, < 400, for all p > 2.

Dalang and Mueller showed in [19] that for the wave equation in spatial domain R? with
spatially homogeneous colored noise, with p(u) = u and constant initial position and velocity,
my, and m,, are both bounded, from above and below respectively, by some constant times
p*/3. For the stochastic wave equation in spatial dimension 1 with space-time white noise,
Conus et al [13] show that if the initial position and velocity are bounded and measurable
functions, then the moment Lyapunov exponents satisfy m, < Cp*? for p > 2, and Ty >
c(k/2)1/? for positive initial data. The difference in the exponents—3/2 versus 4/3 in the
three dimensional wave equation—reflects the distinct nature of the driving noises. Recently
Conus and Balan [1] studied this problem when the noise is Gaussian, spatially homogeneous
and behaves in time like a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index H > 1/2.

As a direct consequence of our moment bounds, we recover the result m, < Cp3/? for
p > 2 of [13] (see Theorem 2.7). We extend their lower bound on the upper Lyapunov
exponent 7, to the lower Lyapunov exponent, by showing that m., > c(x/2)/2. In the case
of the Anderson model p(u) = Au, we show that iy = m, = || (k/2)"/2.

The second application of our moment formulas in Theorem 2.3 is to the study of growth
indices, defined by Conus and Khoshnevisan in [14] as follows

1
A(p) :==sup {a > 0 : limsup— sup logE (Ju(t, z)|?) > O} , (1.9)
t—o00 |x‘2at
— 1
A(p) :=inf {a > 0 : limsup— sup logE (Ju(t, x)|?) < 0} . (1.10)
t—o00 lz|>at

As discussed in [14], these growth indices give information about the location of exponentially
large values of u(t,x), and, in particular, how quickly they propagate away from the origin.
In [14, Theorem 5.1], it was shown that if p(0) = 0, then for initial data with exponential
decay at 00, 0 < A(p) < Ap) < +oo, for all p > 2. Since G,(¢,z) has support in
the space-time cone |z| < kt, it is clear that if the initial data have compact support and
p(0) = 0, then any high peaks related to intermittency, must remain in a space-time cone.
Hence A(p) < A(p) < k. In [14, Theorem 5.1], it is shown that if the initial data consists of
functions with compact support, then A(p) = A(p) = & for all p > 2. On the other hand,
if the initial data is not compactly supported and does not decay at +oo, for instance, if
g(o) = 1, then A(p) = A(p) = +o00. We shall show that the rate of decay at 400 needed to
have values of A(p) and A(p) in ]x, +oo[ is exponential. In fact, our moment estimates allow
us to show in particular (see the more precise statement in Theorem 2.9) that if the initial
position and velocity are bounded below by ce?1*l and above by Ce=?1*l with g > B, then

l2 % _ L2 %
K(1+8ﬁ62> SA(p)SA(p)Sm(lJrgKBz) :

4



for certain explicit constants [ and L. In the case of the Anderson model p(u) = Au and for
p =2 and B = 3, we obtain

A2 =)2) =k (1 + 82;) 1/2.

Since the growth indices of order two depend on the asymptotic behavior of E(u(t,z)?)
as t — oo, this equality highlights, in a somewhat surprising way, how the initial data
significantly affects (through the decay rate ) the behavior of the solution for all time,
despite the presence of the driving noise.

This paper is organized as follows. We state our main results in Section 2. The proofs of
the existence, uniqueness and moment bounds are given in Section 3, along with the proof
of weak intermittency. Finally, we prove the results on the growth indices in Section 4.

Note. This paper corresponds mostly to Section 3 of the unpublished notes [10]. This
material will not be published elsewhere.

2 Main results

Let {Wi(A) : A€ B, (R), t > 0} be a space-time white noise defined on a complete probabil-
ity space (2, F, P), where B, (R) is the collection of Borel sets with finite Lebesgue measure.
Let (F;, t > 0) be the standard filtration generated by this space-time white noise, i.e.,
Fi=0(WsA):0<s<t,Ae B, (R)) VN, where N is the o-field generated by all P-null
sets in F. We use ||-||, to denote the LP(Q2)-norm. A random field Y'(¢,z), (t,z) € R} xR,
is said to be adapted if for all (t,z) € R% x R, Y (¢, z) is Fi-measurable, and it is said to be
jointly measurable if it is measurable with respect to B(R%. x R) x F.

Definition 2.1. A random field (u(t,z), (t,z) € Ry x R), is called a solution to (1.1) if
(1) u(t,z) is adapted and jointly measurable;

(2) for all (¢,z) € Ry xR, (GA(-,0) * ||p(u(-, O))||§) (t,z) < 400, where x denotes the simul-
taneous convolution in both space and time variables (and - denotes the time dummy
variable);

(3) for all (t,z) € Ry x R, u(t,z) = Jo(t,z) + I(t, x) a.s., where
It = [ Gult=so—uplulsn) W ds.dy): 2.1)

(4) the function (t,z) — I(t,z) from R, x R into L?*(f2) is continuous;



Remark 2.2. In the case of the stochastic heat equation, one often requires that (t,z) —
u(t, z) is L*-continuous. However, this condition is not appropriate for the stochastic wave
equation with irregular initial data. Indeed, consider the stochastic wave equation (1.1) with
g € L. (R) and p = 0. In this case, Jo(t,z) = 1/2 (g(kt + x) + g(kt — z)). Since the initial
position g may not be defined for every z, the function (¢,z) — Jy(t,z) may not even be
defined for certain (¢,x). Therefore, for these (¢,z), u(t,z) may not be well-defined (see
Example 2.5). Nevertheless, as we will show later, I(¢,x) is always well defined for each
(t,z) € Ry x R, and it has a continuous version under our assumptions. For the stochastic
heat equation with deterministic initial conditions, this problem does not arise because in
that equation, (¢,x) — Jy(t, x) is continuous over R x R thanks to the smoothing effect of
the heat kernel.

2.1 Existence, uniqueness and moment bounds

Assume that p : R = R is globally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Lip, > 0.
In particular, there will be constants L, > 0 and < > 0 such that

p(x)? < Lf, (5% +2%), forallz e R. (2.2)

Note that L, < V2 Lipp and the inequality may be strict. In cases where we want to bound
the second moment from below, we will sometimes assume that for some constants [, > 0
and ¢ > 0,

p(x)?* > li (¢*+27), forallz e R. (2.3)

We shall also give particular attention to the Anderson model, which is a special case of the
following near-linear growth condition: for some constants ¢ > 0 and A\ # 0,

p(z)* =N (¢*+2%), forallzeR. (2.4)

Recall the definition of KC(t,z;k,\) and H(t;k, A) in (1.4) and (1.5), respectively. In
certain cases, we will replace A by another value, and we use the following conventions:
( ( ):]C(t,l', "iaLP)u

K )= K (t,z; K, A), t,x
K( (t,z) =Ktz k,apz2p L), p>2,

c
) =Kt k,1,), K

t, T
t, T
where the constant a, (< 2) is defined by

2=D/P T L0, p>2,
Upg = \/5 S = 07 p> 27 (25)
1 p=2,

and z, is the optimal universal constant in the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (see [14,
Theorem 1.4]) and so 2z, = 1 and 2z, < 2,/p for all p > 2. Note that the kernel function
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IC (t,z) depends on the parameters p and <, which is usually clear from the context. The
same conventions will apply to H (¢), H (¢), 2 (t) and H (¢).

In the next theorem, the existence and uniqueness results extend, in the spirit of [9], the
classical existence results [6, 7, 37] as well as the more recent results of [13]. In fact, our
assumptions on g and p are essentially minimal. However, the main contribution concerns
the bounds on moments of the solution, and, in particular, the explicit formulas (2.10) and
(2.11). Recall that M (R) is the set of locally finite (signed) Borel measures over R.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that g € L2, (R), u € M (R) and p is Lipschitz continuous with
linear growth (2.2). Define K, H as above, and Ty, X, as in (1.6), (1.7). Then the stochastic
wave equation (1.1) has a random field solution in the sense of Definition 2.1: u(t,z) =
Jo(t,x) + I(t,z) fort >0 and x € R. Moreover,

(1) u(t,x) is unique (in the sense of versions);

(2) (t,x) — I(t,x) is LP(Q)-continuous for all integers p > 2.

Furthermore, for allt' > t > 0, z, ' € R, by denoting T := T, (t,t',x —2') and X :=
Xy(x, 2’ t' —t), the following moment estimates hold:

(8) For all even integers p > 2,

,  [J3(tx)+ (B +K) (t,x) +H() ifp=2,
|u(t, 2)[|, < {2J§(t,x) N <2J§*I€p> (o) + 2T ifp>2, (2.6)
and
E [u(t,z)u(t’,2)] < Jo(t, ) Jo(t',2") + (J§ x K) (T, X) + S H(T); (2.7)
(4) If p satisfies (2.3), then
[lu(t, 2)l[; = J3(t @) + (J§ %K) (t.2) +6* H(b), (2.8)
and
E [u(t,z)u(t’,2")] > Jo(t, ) Jo(t', 2") + (J§ » K) (T, X) + < H(T); (2.9)
(5) In particular, if p(u)? = A\* (¢* +u?), then
lut, 2)|[5 = J3(t,2) + (J§ *K) (t,2) +<* H(t), (2.10)
and
E [u(t,z)u(t’,2)] = Jo(t,z) Jo(t',2") + (Jg %K) (T, X) + < H(T). (2.11)

Remark 2.4. We note that the structure of the formula (2.10) and of the bounds in (2.6)
and (2.8) are similar to those in [9, Theorem 2.4]. In fact, this structure is generic and applies
in principle to a wide class of spde’s of the form Lu(t,z) = p(u(t,z))W (t,z), where L is a
pde operator such as L = % — a‘d_; (heat), L = g—; - aa—; (wave) and so on. Of course, L must
satisfy suitable conditions. The kernel functions K and ‘H here have very different behaviors
than those in [9], and this will lead to the different behavior of Lyapunov exponents and of
growth indices in the stochastic heat and wave equations. Related formulas and bounds will

be given for the space-fractional heat equation in a forthcoming paper.
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The proofs of Theorem 2.3 and its two corollaries 1.1 and 1.2 are given at the end of
Section 3. Notice that formula (2.10) shows that ||u(t, z)||, depends in a monotone way on
the function JZ(-, 0).

Example 2.5. Let g(z) = |z|~/4 and u = 0. Clearly, g € L? . (R) and

loc

1 1 1 2
J2(t,x) =~ .
o(t,) 4 <|x+/<t\1/4 * |:1:—/<t\1/4)

The function JZ(t, ) equals +00 on the characteristic lines z = 4t that originate at (0,0),
where the singularity of g occurs. Nevertheless, the stochastic integral part (¢, x) is well-
defined for all (t,x) € R xR and the random field solution u(t, x) in the sense of Definition
2.1 does exist according to Theorem 2.3.

te = (2k)7!

\ T 1 ‘ 1 1 ‘ T
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
Figure 1: When g(z) = 3,27 (Jz — |72 + |z + n|~"/?) and p = 0, the random field
solution u(t,z) is only defined in the unshaded regions and in particular not for t > ¢, =
(2k)7L

Example 2.6. Let g(z) = |z|7%/? and p = 0. Clearly, g ¢ L2, (R). So Theorem 2.3 does

loc

not apply. In this case, the solution u(t, z) is well-defined outside of the triangle xt > |x|.

But because )
1 1 1
Jot,x) ==
0(t:7) 4 <|:c+/<at\1/2 * \x—fit\l/Z) ’

and this function is not locally integrable over domains that intersect the characteristic lines
r = *£kt, the random field solution exists only in the two “triangles” st < |z|. Another
example is shown in Figure 1.

2.2 Weak intermittency

Recall that u(t, x) is said to be fully intermittent if the Lyapunov exponent of order 1 vanishes
and the lower Lyapunov exponent of order 2 is strictly positive: m; = 0 and m, > 0. The
solution is called weakly intermittent if my > 0 and m, < 400 for all p > 2.

Theorem 2.7. Assuming (2.2), suppose that g(x) = w and p(dr) = wdz with w,w € R.
Then we have the following two properties:



(1) For all even integers p > 2,

L,V26p%? ifS#0 and p > 2,
m, << L,/&p’? ifc=0 andp > 2, (2.12)

L,\/k/2 if p=2.

(2) If (2.3) holds for some l, # 0, and if || + |w| + |w| # 0 with ww > 0, then m, >
| 1,|\/K/2 and so u(t, x) is weakly intermittent.

(3) If p(u)? = N2(s? +u?), with X\ # 0, and if |s |+ |w| + || # 0, then my, = My = |A\[\/K/2.

Remark 2.8. We do not know if a lower bound of the form m,, > Cp*? holds. For this kind
of bound in the stochastic wave and heat equations in R, x R? in the case where p(u) = \u
and the driving noise is spatially colored, see [19].

2.3 Growth indices
Recall the definition of A(p) and A(p) in (1.9) and (1.10). Define

My®) = {ne M®): [ Hlian) < o0 . 520

We use subscript “+” to denote the subset of non-negative measures. For example, M (R)
is the set of non-negative Borel measures over R and Mg L (R) = ME (R) N M, (R).

The next theorem improves the result of [14, Theorem 5.1] by giving sharp bounds on
A(p) and A(p) in the case where p(0) = 0 and the initial data have exponential decay at 4-oc.

Theorem 2.9. We have the following:

(1) Suppose that |p(u)| < L,|u| with L, # 0 and the initial data satisfy the following two
conditions:

(a) The initial position g(x) is a Borel function such that |g(x)| is bounded from above
by some function ce P with ¢ > 0 and By > 0 for almost all x € R;

(b) The initial velocity p € M% (R) for some By > 0.

Then for all even integers p > 2,

Alp) < (2.13)




(2) Suppose that |p(u)| > 1, |u| with 1, # 0 and the initial data satisfy the following two
conditions:

(a’) The initial position g(x) is a non-negative Borel function bounded from below by
some function cie” P11 with ¢, > 0 and B > 0 for almost all x € R;

(b’) The initial velocity p(dx) has a density p(x) that is a non-negative Borel function
bounded from below by some function coe™ %11 with ¢y > 0 and By > 0 for almost
all x € R.

Then

) 1/2
Ap) > K (1 + 2 )2> . for all even integers p > 2. (2.14)
K

P
(81 A By
In particular, we have the following two special cases:

(8) For the hyperbolic Anderson model p(u) = \u with X # 0, if the initial velocity p
satisfies all Conditions (a), (b), (a’) and (b’) with B := 1 A Py = B A\ BY, then

2 1/2
A2) =A(2) =k (1 + 8:ﬁ2> . (2.15)

(4) If 1, |u| < |p(u)| < L, |u| with 1, # 0 and L, # 0, and both g(z) and p(x) are non-

negative Borel functions with compact support, then

Xp) = Ap) =k, for all even integers p > 2.

Note that for Conclusion (3), clearly, 8; > f5;, i = 1,2. Hence, the condition §; A B =
B1 A 55 has only two possible cases: 5] = 1 < 02 < 5 and 5 = B2 < 1 < .

Remark 2.10. As mentioned in the introduction, Theorem 2.9 shows that the initial data
significantly affects the behavior of the solution for all time. This theorem also shows that
in addition to depending on the rate of decay at +o0 of the initial data, the behaviour of the
growth indices also depends on the rate of growth of the nonlinearity of p. However, when
the initial data are compactly supported, the rate of growth of the non-linearity p plays no
role.

3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

In this section, we first give some key technical results, then we prove Theorem 2.3.
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3.1 Computing the kernel function (¢, z)
Define the backward space-time cone:
Alt,z) ={(s,y) e R xR: 0<s<t, ly—z|<k(t—29)}, (3.1)

so the wave kernel function can be written G, (t — s,z — y) = %1{/\(1‘/@)} (s,y). The change
of variables u = ks — y, w = ks + y will play an important role: see Figure 2.

/N}' s
& Z
2 N
N 5.
R -
I X&
&
% |
2 |
t I
27 2w T/ N N 2>
| X
: :@ < .
I xT
w ! T o 2t
| |
b
ONE
T
¢ : : : 4 Yy w=-u
_ z _ & T T,k
T mt\\ 53— 5t st 5t /;zt+nt
. %
N s w\ (s 1 s
'é-\ u K —1 Yy
T
dwdu = 2kdsdy

Figure 2: Change variables for the case where |z| < kt.

For all n € N* and (t,z) € R% x R, define
Lo(t,w) == NG%(t,r) and L,(t,z) = (Lox---*xLo)(t, x),
where there are n + 1 convolutions of Ly(-, o) in the second equation.

Proposition 3.1. For alln € N, and (t,z) € R} xR,

A2 42 (jot)2 — 2 n )
Lot x) = St iRt < <, (3.2)
0 otherwise,
K(t,x) = Zﬁn(t,x), and (3.3)
n=0
(K% Lo) (t,z) = K(t,x) — Lo(t, x) . (3.4)

Moreover, there are non-negative functions B, (t) such that for alln € N, the function B,(t)
is nondecreasing in t, and L,(t,x) < Lo(t,x)By(t) for all (t,z) € R% xR, and
(Bo(t)™ < 400,  for all m € N*.

n=1
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Proof. Formula (3.2) clearly holds for n = 0. By induction, suppose that it is true for n.
Then we evaluate £,,41(t, ) from the definition and a change of variables (see Figure 2):

)\2n+4 1 T—kKt T+t
£n+1(t, .I') = (‘CO *,Cn) (t, .I') = m %/O du u /O dw w
\2(n+1)+2 (</€t>2 _ x2)n+1
~ 20D I2(( £ 1)1)2gnt]
for —xt < x < kt, and L, 41(t,z) = 0 otherwise. This proves (3.2). The series in (3.3)
converges to K(t,z;k,A) by (1.3) and (1.4). As a direct consequence, we have (3.4). Take
B,(t) = %, which is non-negative and nondecreasing in t. Then clearly, £, (t,z) <
Lo(t,x)B,(t). To show the convergence, by the ratio test, for all m € N*, we have that

- () ()

as n — oo. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1. m

3.2 A proposition used for L?({))—continuity
We need some notation: for 5 € ]0,1[, 7 >0, @ > 0 and (¢,z) € R% x R, define
Biogra={{t,2)eR, xR: pt<t' <t+7, [v—2|<a}. (3.5)

Lemma 3.2. Let 7 = 1/2 and o = k/2. Fiz f € ]0,1] and (t,z) € Ry x R. Then for all
(t',2") € Bizpra and all (s,y) € [0,t'| xR, G,(t' —s,2" —y) <Gt +1—s,2 —y).

Proof. See Figure 3. The gray box is the set B, 3,o. Clearly, we need a/k + 7 = 1.
Therefore, we can choose 7 =1/2 and o = /2. O
t+11 T
a/x Gut+1—s,2—y)

t+71 T /

Bt |

Tr— T T+

Figure 3: Illustration of the proof of Lemma 3.2.

For p > 2 and X € L* (R, x R, L?(Q)), set
X1, = [ asayllX (sl < oo
R xR
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The next proposition is useful in particular for checking LP(€2)—continuity of the random
field I(¢,z) in (2.1). We need some notation: For X € L? (R, x R, L?(Q))) with p > 2, define

X1, = [ X Galdsdy < +oc. (36)
R’ xR
Let P, denote the closure in L? (Ry x R, LP(Q)) of simple processes (see [37]). According to

It0’s isometry, [[ XdW is a well-defined Walsh integral for all elements of Ps.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that for some even integer p € [2,+00[, a random field Y =
(Y(t,z): (t,x) € R} x R) has the following properties:

(i) Y is adapted and jointly measurable;
(ii) for all (t,z) € RE X R, [|Y(-,0)G(t — -,z = o)|[3,, < +o0.
Then for each (t,z) € R xR, Y(-,0)G.(t — -, x — o) € Pa, the following Walsh integral

w(t,r) = //]O,t[xR Gy(t—s,2—y)Y (s,y) W(ds,dy)

is well-defined and the resulting random field w is adapted. Moreover, w is LP(Q2)-continuous
over R x R.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is similar, but simpler, than that of [9, Proposition 3.4].
The main difference is the proof of the LP(Q)-continuity statement. In particular, for two
points (¢, z), (', 2') € R, x R, denote

t if t/ <t N t if t <t.
(th*)::{( o) if <t and (tf)=={(’x) if t/ <

(t,z) ift >t ', 2') ift >t

Choose § €10,1[, 7 =1/2 and a = /2. Fix (t,z) € Rf x R. Let B := B, 3, be the set
defined in (3.5). Assume that (¢',2') € B. By [9, Lemma 3.3|, we have that

||U}(t, (L’) —w (tla lj)“i

p/2

t*
<ol (/ ds/ dy 1Y (s, 9| (Gu(t — 5,2 — y) = Ga(t' — 5,27 — y))2>
0 R

i P/2
+%*4(/?w/dyMWamei@—&f—w>
ty R

< 2p_1z£ (Ly(t, 1, x, m/))p/2 + 2p_1z£ (Lo(t, ¥, x, ac/))p/2
We first consider L;. By Lemma 3.2,

(Gult— 5,0 —y) — Gu (t' — 5,2 —))* AGZ(t+1— 8,5 — 1),
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and the left-hand side converges pointwise to 0 for almost all (¢,z) as (t',2') — (¢, ).
Further,

//H dsdy G2 (t+1— 5,2 — ) |[Y (5, 9)][2 < [V ()Gt +1 = -,z — 0|3,
0,t+] xR

which is finite by (ii). Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem,

lim  Ly(t,t',z,2") = 0.

" 2" —(t,z)
Similarly, for Ly, by Lemma 3.2,
Gi(t—s,i—y) <G (t+1—s0—y).

By the monotone convergence theorem, lims o1y 1.2) La(t, t', 2, 2") = 0, because
[ g oG 1= sz =D IVl < IV GG+ 1 ==l
ts,t| XR

is finite by (ii). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.3. O

3.3 One lemma on the initial data

In a Picard iteration scheme, the initial data enters already into the very first step, and
the next lemma will be needed. For g € L} (R) and p € M (R), define two nondecreasing
functions:

U (x) = /z dy ¢*(y), and V() = (|pl ([—z,z]))> , forall z > 0. (3.7)

—T

Lemma 3.4. If g € L} (R) and p € M (R), then for allv € R and (t,z) € Ry X R,

loc

2

([0 + ] % G2) (1,2) < "0 (o7 + 395 (o] + ) + 1% £, (o] + Kt) < 400,

Moreover, for all v € R and all compact sets K C R, x R,

sup ([v*+ J¢] *G2) (t,2) < +oc.
(t,x)eK

Proof. Suppose t > 0. Notice that |(u* G.(s,))(y)| < |u|([y — &s,y + ks]), and so, recalling
(12),

([v*+ J5] *G2) (t,z) = E <1)2 // dsdy + // dsdy J§ (s,y))
4 Alt,z) At,z)

14



1 2 m+nts )
Z vkt /ds/ G*(y + Ks) + ¢*(y — ks)

+dlpl* (ly — ws,y + rs)) )) :

Clearly, for all (s,y) € A(t,x), by (3.7),
ul* ([y = ws,y + ws]) < [l ([o — wt, 2 + st]) < T, (|2] + st).

The integral for g> can be easily evaluated by the change of variables in Figure 2:

$+Ht s 1

/ ds/ G (y+ks)+ ¢°(y — ks)) dy = —// (¢*(u) + g*(w)) dudw
x—k(t—s) IUITUIIT
x+rKt 7$+Iit

<L / (u) + %(w))

T2k r—kKt T—kt
<tV (|lz| + Kt),

where I, 1] and 111 denote the three regions in Figure 2 and ¥, is defined in (3.7). Therefore,
2., 12 2 1 2 * 2, 3
([ + 5] *G2) (t,2) < 1 (v* + 3 (|| + Kt)) Kt* + 1 t W, (Jz| + Kt) | < +o00.
Finally, let a = sup {|z|+ &t : (t,z) € K}, which is finite because K is a compact set. Then,

sup ([v*+ J§] *G2) (¢, )S%(v + 3V}, (a ))+ia\IJg(a)<+oo,

(t,x)eK 16

which completes the proof of Lemma 3.4. [

3.4 Proof of Theorems 2.3 and 2.7

Lemma 3.5. Recall the definitions of T,(t,t',x) and X.(z,2',t) in (1.6) and (1.7), re-
spectively. For all t* > t > 0, and x,2’ € R, by denoting T := T, (t,t',2' —x) and
X = X(x, o', t' — t), we have that

Gu(t—s,2—2)G, (' —s,2' — 2) = %GK (T—s,X—2), (3.8)
/ dz G (t,x — 2)G(t', 2/ — 2) = g T, (3.9)
R
// dsdz G, (t — s,x — 2)G, (t’—s,x'—z):ET2. (3.10)
R, xR 4
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Proof. Recall that A(t,x) is the space-time cone defined in (3.1). Since G.(t — s,z — y) =
1At} (s,y), by multiplying a factor 4 on both sides of (3.8), this equality reduces to a
geometric property of the intersection of the two space-time cones; see Figure 4. We leave
the elementary proof to the reader. The other two equalities (3.9) and (3.10) are direct
consequences of (3.8). ]

-
(a) the case where |x — /| > k(t +t'):
no intersection between two cones.

HAmmmmmmm oo HAmmmmmmm e e oo
| |

I
I I
s ‘ z e #

|
i
T X 2 X=2

z

(b) the case where |z —2'| < k(t+1') and (c) the case where |z —2'| < k(t+1t') and
two cones have partial intersection. small cone is a subset of the big one.

Figure 4: The two lightly shaded regions denote the support of the functions (s,z) —
Gu(t —s,x —z) and (s, 2) — G, (t' — s,y — 2), respectively.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. The proof follows the same six steps as those in the proof of [9,
Theorem 2.4] with some minor changes:

(1) Both proofs rely on the computation of the kernel function K(¢, z) . Here, Proposition
3.1 plays the role of [9, Proposition 2.2].

(2) In the Picard iteration scheme (i.e., Steps 1-4 in the proof of [9, Theorem 2.4]), one
needs to check the LP(€2)-continuity of the stochastic integral, which then guarantees that at
the next step, the integrand is again in Py, via [9, Proposition 3.1]. Because of the different
natures of the heat and wave kernels, we use here Proposition 3.3 for this instead of [9,
Proposition 3.4].

(3) In the first step of the Picard iteration scheme, the following property is useful: For
all compact sets K C R, X R,

sup ([1+4 J§] * G2) (t,2) < +oo.
(t,x)eK

For the heat equation, this property is discussed in [9, Lemma 3.9]. Here, Lemma 3.4 gives
the desired result with minimal requirements on the initial data. This property, together
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with the calculation of the function /C in Proposition 3.1, ensures that all the LP(€2)-moments
of u(t, z) are finite. This property is also used to establish uniform convergence of the Picard
iteration scheme, hence LP(Q)—continuity of (¢, z) — I(t, ).

(4) As for the two-point correlation function, for ¢ > ¢ > 0 and z, 2’ € R,

E [u(t, z)u(t',z")] =Jo(t, ) Jo(t', x")

/ds/dz||p s, Gelt — 8,0 — 2)G (' — 5,2" — 2).

Unless (2.4) holds, since we are going to bound p above or below via (2.2) or (2.3), we may as
well replace ||p(u(s, 2))||3 by A2(s®+ ||u(s, 2)||3) and then apply the moment formula (2.10).
To calculate the double integral, replace the product of two G, functions by A\72Ly(T —
s, X — z) using Lemma 3.5 and use the definitions of #H(¢) in (1.5) to see that it is equal to

(22 + (J2 % K) +*(1 %K) % Lo] (T, X).

Apply property (3.4) to see that this is equal to (JZ*K) (T, X) +¢*>H(T). This gives (2.11),
together with (2.7) and (2.9). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3. O

The next two lemmas are needed already for formula (1.5).

Lemma 3.6. Fora # 0 andt > 0, fot ds cosh(as)(t—s) = a2 (cosh(at) — fo dssinh(as)(t—
s) = a2 (sinh(at) — at), and f; ds sinh(as)(t — s)? = a3 (2 cosh(at) — a*t* — 2).

Lemma 3.7. Fort > 0 and x € R, we have that [, dzK(t,z) = |A|(k/2)"/?sinh (|)| (k/2)'/%t)
and (1x K) (t,z) = cosh (|A| (r/2)"/%t) — 1.

Proof. By a change of variable,

dy —

0 4 A \/rt2N2/2 — y

Then the first statement follows from [23, (6) on p. 365] with v = 0, 0 = 1/2 and a =
|| (k/2)Y/?t. The second statement is a simple application of the first. O

/Rdx K(t,z) = 2/A|Mt X V26 Y

Proof of Corollary 1.1. In this case, Jy(t,z) = w + rwt. Formula for (1.8) follows from the
moment formula (2.11) and the integrals in Lemmas 3.7 and 3.6. O

Proof of Corollary 1.2. In this case, Jyo(t,z) = G.(t,x) and so N2JZ(t,xr) = Lo(t,x). By
(3.8), we know that Jo(t,z)Jo(t',2") = JE(T, X). Hence, By (2.11) and Proposition 3.1,

E [u(t, x)u(t',2")] = J(T, X) + (JE*K) (T, X) + S H(T) = \ 2K (T, X) + > H(T),

which completes the proof of Corollary 1.2. O]
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Proof of Theorem 2.7. Clearly, Jy(t,z) = w + kwt.
(1) If | S|+ |w| + |w| = 0, then Jo(t,z) = 0 and p(0) = 0, so u(t,z) = 0 and the bound
(2.12) is trivially true. If || + |w| + |w| # 0, then by (2.6), for all even integers p > 2,

~

lut, 2)|2 < 2 (w+ k@t)* + [2 (w + wit)” + 3] Hy(t).

Hence, by (1.5), m, < ap<z, L,+/K/2 p/2. Then by (2.5) and the fact that z, = 1 and
2, < 24/p for p > 2, we obtain (2.12).

(2) Note that the term 2 (w + s@t)” 4+ 52 on the r.h.s. of the above inequality does not
vanish since |$| + |w| + |w| # 0. By (2.8) and Corollary 1.1,

~2

4'7;} ) cosh <| l, ]\//1_/215) :

p

lu(t, o)y > = ¢ ——5— + <w2+52+

Clearly, ||+ |w| + |w| # 0 implies that m, > |1, |\/k/2.
Part (3) is a consequence of (1) and (2). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.7. [

4 Proof of Theorem 2.9 (growth indices)

It will follow from Theorem 2.3 that we will be able to study separately the contributions
of the initial position and the initial velocity. We consider the case ¢ # 0 and g = 0 in
Proposition 4.3, the case ¢ = 0 and p # 0 in Proposition 4.6, then we combine the two to
prove Theorem 2.9. We begin with some technical lemmas. Recall that H(t) is the Heaviside
function.

Lemma 4.1. Let f(t,z) = 1 (e7Pl*=r!l 4 e=Pletstl) H(¢). Then we have the following bounds:

(1) Seta::,/ﬂ2+§. For 5>0,t>0 and |z| > kt,

A2t
2(c —B)

(2) For (t,z) e Ry xR, 8 >0 and a,b €]0,1],

676|:c|+m7t )

(f*K)(t,z) <

e Pt cosh(x|) (Io ( %) - 1) if |2| < Kt
—2(?2_6,;2?;‘2&[0 (\/ —AQ(;;‘ZQ) b nt) g(t;a,b,B,k) if |z| > kt,

where the function g (t ;a,b, B, k) is equal to

(f +K) (t, ) =

a cosh (abBkt) cosh ((1 — b)BrKt) — acosh (afkt) 4 sinh ((1 — b)Bkt) sinh (abSkt) .
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Proof. (1) Because f(t,0) and IC(t,0) are even functions it suffices to consider the case
x < —kt. In this case, y < —ks implies that f(s,y) = (eﬁ(y w3) + ePWtss)) H(s). Because

Io(z) < cosh(z) < eVl for all z € R, (4.1)
which can be seen from the formula Io(z) = £ [7df cosh(z cos(0)) (see [29, (10.32.1)]),

(f*xK)(t,2) < _/ ds/ﬁm K (P659) 4 P9 oxp <\/)\2[/€2(t—s)22%— (x—y)2]>

A2[r2s% — y2]> |

RS

)\2
dS ( (ac—f-e(t—s))_’_eﬁ(x—i-n(t—s)))/

d _
) b eXp< By + or
The function ¢(y) := —By+[N*(k2s> — y?)/(2r)]"/* achieves its maximum at y = —o~!Bks €

[—ks, ks|, and maxy|<.s 1 (y) = oKs, SO

Nt [1 B(z—kt)+r(o+8)s B(z+rt)+r(c—B)s
(f %K) (t,2) < ds (c e )
0
2 2
< L (eﬁ(x—ﬂt)+ﬁ(0+ﬂ)t + 65($+Ht)+fi(a—ﬁ)t) _ At otrat
- He=h) 20— 7)

(2) We consider two cases. Case I: |z| < kt. As shown in Figure 2, we decompose the
space-time convolution into three parts S; corresponding to the three integration regions D,

i=1,2,3:
3 3 4
Clearly, (f xK) (t,z) > S3. Because

1
5 (7778 70 - for all (s, y) € Ds,

f(s,y)z2

we see that 5
S > ﬁe’ﬁ’“ cosh (Bzx) (Lo * K) (t, ).
Then apply (3.4).
Case II: |x| > kt. Similar to the proof of part (1), one can assume that x < —xt. Then

(f L) (t / ds/ dy I (\/M(/{ ;2 —Y )) (e Bla—y—r(t=s)) | eﬁ(mnyrn(tfs))) .

Fix a,b € ]0,1[. Then

(f*K)(t,x) > )\;/t ds /%8 dy Io (\/)\2(#;—1_@) P cosh(Br(t — s))

bt —akKs
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2 Bx 2 1 2 t aKs
> e Iy <\/ M1 —d) b /d) / ds/ dy cosh(Br(t — s))e ™™ .
4 2K bt —akKs

t

/t ds /am dy cosh(Br(t — s))e™ = 2 ds cosh(Bk(t — s)) sinh(aBks),
bt —akKs B bt

part (2) is proved by an application of the following integral: For a # ¢, t > 0 and b € [0, 1],

Since

/b ds cosh (a(t — s)) sinh (cs)

¢
= (a® — 02)_1 <c cosh(bct) cosh (a(1 — b)t) — ccosh(ct) + asinh(bet) sinh (a(1 — b)) >,

which can be proved by using the formula cosh(z) sinh(y) = 3 (sinh(z + y) + sinh(—z + y)).

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. ]

Lemma 4.2. The kernel function KC(t, z) defined in (1.4) is strictly increasing in t for x € R
fized and decreasing in |x| for t > 0 fized. Moreover, for all (s,y) € [0,t] x R, we have that

2 Culs.w) <K (s.9) < 0y (AVRTZ1) G (5.0)

Proof. The first statement is true by (1.3). As for the inequalities, the upper bound follows
from the first part. The lower bound is clear since I5(0) = 1 by (1.3). O

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that p =0. Fix 8 > 0. Then:

(1) Suppose |p(u)| < L, |u| with L, # 0 and let g(z) be a measurable function such that for
some constant C > 0, |g(x)| < Ce P! for almost all x € R. Then (2.13) holds with
B1 N Bo there replaced by 3.

(2) Suppose |p(u)| > 1, |u| with I, # 0 and let g(x) be a measurable function such that for
some constant ¢ > 0, |g(z)| > ce ol for almost all x € R. Then (2.14) holds with
B1 A % there replaced by 3.

In particular, if g(x) satisfies both Conditions (1) and (2), and p(u) = Au with X\ # 0, then
(2.15) holds.

Proof. (1) Let Jo(t,z) = & (9(x — kt) + g(x + kt)) H(t). By the assumptions on g(z),
02
| Jo(t, z)]* < - (e 2Plentl 4 e =28l twtl) F (1), for almost all (¢,2) € Ry x R.
We first consider the case p > 2. By the moment bound (2.6) and Lemma 4.1 (1), for
|| > &t

||u(t, x)Hf) < 2J3(t, ) + C'texp (=28|x| + kot),
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for some constant C’ > 0, where o := [45% + (2x)'a2; 22 L2 | "2 Consider a > k. Because

the supremum over |z| > at of the right-hand side is attained at |z| = at,

1
lim — sup log |[u(t, 2)||) < —2aB + ko, for a > k.

t—o0 |CE|ZO¢t

Notice that —2af + kKo <0 < a > kg3. Since Kag > K, We conclude that A(p) < Kag; which
is the formula in (2.13) (with f; A By there replaced by () for p > 2. For the case p = 2, we
simply replace z, and a,z by 1 (see (2.5)).

(2) Note that A(p) > A(2) and |[|u[, > [|ul, for p > 2, so we only need to consider p = 2.
Assume first that p(u) = \u. Since |g(z)| > ce Pl ae.,

2
it 2 & (e st

If |z| < kt, by (2.8), Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.1,

(. 2)I3 > (43 %K) (1.2) > S cosh(25a) (10 ( %) _ 1> |

Then use the following asymptotic formula for Iy(z) (see, [29, (10.30.4)]):

e.l’

\V2Tx ’

In(x) ~ as r — 00, (4.2)

to see that for 0 < a < k,

lim 1 sup log fu(t, 2)|; = ~28x + 280 + Al |
m - Su 0] u X — K o
t—+o0 ¢ |w\zlo)¢t & ’ 2= 2K
Then
_ B 8k (% — \?
h(Oé).:—Qﬁlf+26&+ﬁ\//€2—a220 = ngagﬁ.

As « tends to k from the left side, h(a) remains positive. Therefore, A\(2) > k.
If x < —kt, again, by Lemma 4.1,

A \2e 2Bl A2(1 — a2
||u(t,a:)||§ > - a2)(25)2/£10 %bmt g(t;a,b,26, k), foralla,belo, 1]

For large t, replace both cosh(Ct) and sinh(Ct) by exp(Ct)/2, with C' > 0, to see that
g9(t;a,b,28,k) > C'exp (2(1 + (a — 1)D)tBk)
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for some constant C’ > 0. Hence, for a > &, by (4.2),

1 A2(1 — a?
lim = sup log |[u(t,z)||3 > X -a?)

bk —2B8a+2(1 — (1 —a)b)fk .

Solve the inequality

h(a) := EgiﬁﬁM—Q&%+%1—ﬂ—aMWK>0
to get
A2(1—a?) b
a<( T%—i—l—(l—a)b)/@.

Since a € )0, 1[ is arbitrary, we can choose

A2(1—a?) b ( A2 )‘1/2
a 1= arg max — 4+ 1—-(1—-ab| =1+ .
e o ( 2 25 )) $1?

In this case, the critical growth rate is o = b [1 + )\2/(8/£52)]1/2 + (1 — b)k. Finally, since b
can be arbitrarily close to 1, we have that A(2) > k[l + )\2/(8/%2)]1/2, and for the general
case |p(u)| > 1,|ul, we have that A(p) > A(2) > k [1+ li/(SmﬁZ)]ln. This completes the
proof of Proposition 4.3. [

Now, let us consider the case where g(x) = 0. We shall first study the case where
p(dz) = e P*ldx with 8 > 0. In this case, Jy(t,z) is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that u(dz) = e P1#ldz with 3 > 0. For all (t,x) € Ry xR and z > 0,

|28 e Pllsinh(8z) |z| > z,
(PJ * 1{|-|§z}) () = {25_1 (1 _ B COSh(ﬁx)) | < .

In particular, we have that
ot x) = B~ te Plzl sinh(Bkt) x| > Kt,
B (1 — e Prtcosh(B)) |z| < k.
The proof is straightforward, and is left to the reader (see also [8, Lemma 4.4.5]).

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that u € MY (R) with 8 > 0. Set h(t,z) = (u* G,(t,-)) (z) and
o=[8*+ (2/{)*1)\2]1/2. Then for allt > 0 and x € R,

hlt,2)| < Cexp (At = flal) . with C =172 [ |ul(da) e,
R

and
A%t
2(0 = B)

(|h]| % K) (t,z) < o Blelont
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Proof. Considering the first inequality, observe that

1 T+Kt 1 T+Kt
(e Gult ) ()] < 5 [ Iy e < 3 / nl(dy) e

—~Kt

1 T+kKt
< 5&“/ [ul(dy) ™ < /\u\ dy) V.

—Kt

For the second inequality, set f(¢,z) = e®*=##l. Then by (4.1),

2 t KS 2 262 _ 2
TR ) = [ase o [y e (—mx—y\M—A L “)
0 —KS

)\2 t KS )\2 262 _ 9,2
<[ ds eﬁ““s)/ dy exp (—ﬁm + Blyl + \/M>
0 —

rs 2K

)\2 KS )\2 202 __ 4,2
<L [ agemed [ gy exp <5y . %M) |
2 0 0 2K

The function ¥(y) := By + [\ (k%s* — y )/(2/{)]1/2 achieves its maximum at y = 071 fks €
[0, k5], and maxyecjo .5 ¥ (y) = oKS, 50

(f+K) <

2 t 2
Hte—mx/ ds eﬁn(t—s)—i-mfs < A%t e—ﬁ\xH—mﬂt )
0 2(0 = p)

This completes the proof. O
Proposition 4.6. Suppose that g =0. Fix 3 > 0.

(1) If |p(u)| < L,|u| with L, # 0 and p € MY, (R), then X(p) satisfies (2.13) with By A B
there replaced by 3.

(2) Suppose that |p(u)| > 1, |u| with 1, # 0 and p(dz) = f(x)dz. If for some constant ¢ > 0,
f(z) > ce @l for all almost all x € R, then (2.14) holds with B} A B} there replaced by

3.

In particular, if p satisfies both Conditions (1) and (2), and p(u) = Au with X # 0, then
(2.15) holds.

Proof. (1) Let p > 2 be an even integer. Let h(t,z) be the function defined in Lemma 4.5.
Notice that the first bound in Lemma 4.5 is satisfied by h?(t,x) provided § is replaced by
2. By (2.6) and Lemma 4.5, we see that for some constant C" > 0,

lu(t, =)|[; < 2p%(t,x) + C'texp (=26z| + rat)
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where 0 = [4% +a2_ 22 L7 /(2 )}1/2. Then it is clear that

ps Tp

1
lim 7 sup log [[u(t, »)||} < —2Ba + ko.

t—oo |z|>at

Solve the inequality —23a + ko > 0 to get A(p) < 5 Por the case p = 2, simply replace
zp and a,z by 1

(2) Suppose that f(x) > e~#l#l for almost all z € R (i.e., set ¢ = 1). By (2.8) and (2.10),
we may only consider the case where p(u) = Au. Denote Jo(t,z) = (eI x G (t,-))(x). We
first consider the case where || < kt. As shown in Figure 2, split the integral that defines
(J2 %K) (t,z) over the three regions I, II, and III, so that

m|

lu(t, 2)[5 > (J§ %K) (t,2) = S1 + Sa + 53 > Sy,

For arbitrary a,b € ]0, 1[, we see that

w4 Lo s ()

A AQ 1_ 2 aKs
ZZ dsI()( Mlﬁs)/ dy J3 (t —s,x —y)

2,{/ arKs

/\2 )\2 1 — 2 abkt
> —Ih |\ ——— T bt / ds/ dy J3 (t —s,0— 7).
4 bt abkt

Clearly, for (s,y) in Region III of Figure 2, |z — y| < k(t — s) and so by Lemma 4.4,

Jo(t —s,0—y) = (1 — e P cosh (B(zx — y))) /8.

Using the inequalities (a + b)? > % — b? and cosh®(z) = % (cosh(2z) + 1) > £ cosh(2z),

1 1
2 (t — —y) > — e 205(t=5) cogh (2 - - —.
JO ( $,T y) = 4,62 € cos ( B(I’ y)) 52
Hence,
/ N /abnt Qg2 55— g) > (1 — e720708%1) cosh(28x) sinh(2abBkt)  2a(l — b)brit? '
bt —abkt 8ﬁ4/€ 62

Therefore, by (4.2),

1
lim ~ sup log||u(t,z)||3 > 28 + 2abBk + bIA|\/k/2 V1 — a2 >0, (4.3)

t—otoo t |lz|>at
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for « < k and all a,b € 0, 1], which implies that A\(2) > . As for the case where |z| > kt,
for all a,b €]0,1[, by Lemma 4.4,

[lu(t, 2)[; > (J§ * K) (t,2)

A2 t ) ks 25 \/)\Q(RQSQ —92)
— ; _ —2BJz—y| 7
1672 /0 dssinh*(Bk(t — s)) /_HS dy e Iy o

y \2e—2B8le|+2axbts (Smh(g(l — b)fkt) B %(1 _ b)t) Iy ( M[yﬁ) .

- 3233 48k 2K

Therefore, for o > k, we obtain the same inequality as (4.3). The rest argument is exactly
the same as the proof of part (2) of Proposition 4.3. This completes the proof of Proposition
4.6. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Let Jy1(t,x) (resp. Jo2(t, x)) be the homogeneous solutions obtained
with the initial data g and 0 (resp. 0 and p). Clearly, Jo(t,x) = Jo1(t,x) + Jo2(t,x). For
(1), we use the fact that Jg(t,z) < 2.J§,(t,z) + 2J5,(t, z). By (2.6), we simply choose the
larger of the upper bounds between Proposition 4.3 (1) and Proposition 4.6 (1). As for (2),
because both g and y are assumed nonnegative, J§(t,z) > J3,(t, ) + J§,(t, z). Hence, by
(2.8), we only need to take the larger of the lower bounds between Proposition 4.3 (2) and
Proposition 4.6 (2). Part (3) is a direct consequence of (1) and (2). When the initial data
have compact support, both (1) and (2) hold for all 5; > 0 with ¢ = 1,2. Then letting these
Bi’s tend to +oo proves (4). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.9. ]
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