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Abstract. We investigate the lifespan of solutions to the higher-order semilinear
parabolic equation

ut + (−∆)mu = |u|p, x ∈ Rn, t > 0

with initial data. We focus on the precise asymptotic behavior of the lifespan
of nontrivial solutions. By combining the test function method and semigroup
estimates, we derive both upper and lower bounds for the lifespan of solutions

Tε ≃

{
ε−(

1
p−1−

n
2m )

−1

, 1 < p < pFuj ,

exp
(
ε−(p−1)

)
, p = pFuj ,

where pFuj = 1 + 2m
n is the critical exponent of Fujita. These estimates refine and

extend the earlier results of Caristi–Mitidieri [J. Math. Anal. Appl., 279:2 (2003),
710–722] and Sun [Electron. J. Differential Equations, 17 (2010), ], who obtained
only upper bounds under slowly decaying initial data assumptions. In our setting,
the above condition on the initial data is replaced by the assumption L1 ∩ L∞,
which sharpens the results of the aforementioned works.

1. Introduction and main result

In this paper, we study the higher-order semilinear parabolic equation
ut + (−∆)mu = |u|p, x ∈ Rn, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = εu0(x), x ∈ Rn,

(1.1)

where m ⩾ 1 , ε > 0 is a small parameter, and p > 1.
This model naturally arises in various physical and engineering contexts as a higher-

order diffusion equation. For instance, it describes thin film dynamics under surface
tension, see Bernis and Friedman [1] and the monograph [2].

The study of semilinear parabolic equations of the form

ut −∆u = |u|p (1.2)

has attracted much attention in recent decades. For the classical semilinear heat
equation, Fujita [3] identified the critical exponent pF = 1 + 2

n
which separates the

global existence and blow-up regimes for nontrivial, nonnegative solutions (see also
[4, 5, 6]). Subsequently, Lee and Ni [7] obtained precise estimates for the lifespan of
solutions, where the lifespan denotes the maximal time interval of the solution. In
particular, they proved that if the initial data decay sufficiently fast, then the lifespan
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of the local solution satisfies the sharp asymptotic estimate

Tε ≃


ε−(

1
p−1

−n
2 )

−1

, 1 < p < pF ,

exp
(
ε−(p−1)

)
, p = pF .

The full analysis of the lifespan for problem (1.2), under various initial data, is pre-
sented in [8] and the references therein.

Compared with the classical heat equation, the higher-order case presents analyti-
cal difficulties due to the lack of the maximum principle and the sign-changing nature
of its fundamental solution. However, Egorov et al. [9] showed that if

1 < p ⩽ pFuj := 1 +
2m

n

and the initial data satisfy
∫
Rn u0(x)dx ⩾ 0, then any nontrivial solution to problem

(1.1) blows up in finite time. Moreover, it was proved by Galaktionov and Pohozaev
[10] that for p > pFuj , the corresponding problem admits global solutions provided
the initial data are sufficiently small. In [11], the authors show that the equation
admits type-I blow-up solutions and a characterization of the corresponding asymp-
totic behavior. Several studies have addressed blow-up solutions in the setting of
polyharmonic operators (see, for example [12, 13, 14]).

It is worth mentioning that Caristi and Mitidieri [15], and later Sun [16], inves-
tigated the higher-order semilinear parabolic equation (1.1) under slowly decaying
initial data. They proved that any nontrivial solution blows up in finite time and
established an upper bound for the lifespan

Tε ⩽ Cε−(
1

p−1
− κ

2m)
−1

.

The analysis was carried out for initial data satisfying

u0(x) ⩾

 δ, |x| ⩽ ε0,

C0|x|−κ, |x| > ε0,
(1.3)

where δ > 0, ε0 > 0, and the decay rate parameter κ lies in the range

κ =


n < κ < 2m/(p− 1), 1 < p < pFuj ,

0 < κ < n, p = pFuj .

These results reveal that the spatial decay of the initial data affects the blow-up time,
indicating that slower decay leads to faster blow-up.

In this work, we refine and extend the above results by considering initial data
u0 ∈ L1 (Rn)∩L∞ (Rn) without any decay assumption. We establish both upper and
lower estimates for the lifespan of solutions to problem (1.1), including the critical
Fujita case p = pFuj . Our analysis is based on the test function method and the
semigroup theory. These findings offer a more detailed understanding of the blow-up
mechanism and extend several known results for the higher-order semilinear parabolic
equations.

To proceed, we first recall the definition of a solution to problem (1.1).



HIGHER ORDER PARABOLIC EQUATION 3

Definition 1.1. Given u0 ∈ L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn), a function

u ∈ C
(
[0, Tε) ;L

1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn)
)

is said to be a mild solution of (1.1) if it satisfies the integral form

u(x, t) = εe−t(−∆)mu0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m |u(s)|pds. (1.4)

Moreover, the lifespan of a mild solution is given by
Tε := sup{T > 0 | ∃ a unique solution

u ∈ C
(
[0, T );L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn)

)
to (1.1)

}
.

Theorem 1.2. If u0 ∈ L1 (Rn) ∩ L∞ (Rn) and
∫
Rn u0(x)dx > 0, then problem (1.1)

admits a unique mild solution

u ∈ C
(
[0, Tε) ;L

1 (Rn)
)
∩ L∞ ((0, Tε) ;L

∞ (Rn))

for some Tε > 0. Moreover, the lifespan satisfies

Tε ≃


ε−(

1
p−1

− n
2m)

−1

, 1 < p < pFuj ,

exp
(
ε−(p−1)

)
, p = pFuj .

(1.5)

Remark 1.3. The results of Theorem 1.2 strengthen and extend those of Caristi et
al. [15] and Sun [16] in the following ways:

(i) The result of Caristi and Mitidieri [15] and Sun [16] provided only an upper
lifespan of solutions to problem (1.1) under slowly decaying nonnegative initial
data u0(x) satisfying (1.3). In our setting, the above condition on the initial
data is replaced by the assumption u0 ∈ L1(Rn) ∩ L∞(Rn), which sharpens
the results of the aforementioned works.

(ii) Caristi and Mitidieri [15], and Sun [16] established the upper bound for the
lifespan

Tε ⩽ Cε−(
1

p−1
− κ

2m)
−1

, κ =


n < κ < 2m/(p− 1), 1 < p < pFuj,

0 < κ < n, p = pFuj.

In our setting, the above estimate becomes sharper in the subcritical regime
p < pFuj, and in the critical case p = pFuj, it further improves to the bound
Tε ≃ exp

(
−ε−(p−1)

)
.

Remark 1.4. When m = 1, estimate (1.5) coincides with the lifespan estimates for
the classical semilinear heat equation established by Lee and Ni in [7]. Consequently,
our results include the Lee–Ni estimates as a particular instance. We also note that
the authors of this paper have recently obtained in [17] an upper bound for the
lifespan estimate

Tε ≲


ε−(

1
p−1

−n
4 )

−1

, 1 < p < 1 + 4
n
,

exp
(
ε−(p−1)

)
, p = 1 + 4

n
,
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for the semilinear biharmonic heat equation in an exterior domain Ωc, which is a
particular case of (1.5) when Ωc ≡ Rn. To the best of the authors’ knowledge,
estimate (1.5) is new even for m = 2, i.e., for the semilinear biharmonic heat equation
ut +∆2u = |u|p.

The proof of the upper bound for the lifespan relies on the test-function method
developed by Ikeda and Sobajima [18], together with an application of Faà di Bruno’s
formula. In contrast, the lower-bound proof is obtained via a fixed-point argument
that makes essential use of the properties of the heat kernel associated with the
polyharmonic heat equation.

2. Preliminaries

We first define the cut-off functions

ψR(x, t) :=

[
ϕ

(
|x|2m + t

R

)]l
, ψ∗

R(x, t) :=

[
ϕ∗

(
|x|2m + t

R

)]l
, (2.1)

for all (x, t) ∈ Q, where l ⩾ 2mp′ and ϕ ∈ C∞([0,∞) satisfies

ϕ(s) =

 1 if s ∈ [0, 1/2],
↘ if s ∈ (1/2, 1),
0 if s ∈ [1,∞),

ϕ∗(s) =

{
0 if s ∈ [0, 1/2),

ϕ(s) if s ∈ [1/2,∞).

Lemma 2.1. Let ψR and ψ∗
R be the cutoff functions defined in (2.1). For all suffi-

ciently large R > 0, one can find a constant C > 0 such that

|∂tψR(t, x)|+ |∆mψR(t, x)| ⩽ CR−1 [ψ∗
R(t, x)]

1/p , (t, x) ∈ Q := (0,∞)× Rn.

Proof. Let us introduce scaled space–time variables

y =
x

R1/(2m)
, τ =

t

R
, s(y, τ) := |y|2m + τ, sR(x, t) =

|x|2m + t

R
.

The differential operators scale as

∂tψR(sR) = R−1∂τψ(s), ∂xi
ψR(sR) = R−1/(2m)∂yψ(s),

and therefore
∆m

x ψR(sR) = R−1∆m
y ψ(s). (2.2)

Let us briefly compute the time derivative

|∂tψR(t, x)| = R−1∂τψ(s) = 2mp′R−1 [ϕ (sR)]
2mp′−1 ϕ′ (sR)

⩽ CR−1 [ϕ∗ (sR)]
2mp′

p [ϕ (sR)]
2m−1 |ϕ′ (sR)|

⩽ CR−1 [ψ∗
R(t, x)]

1
p .

The estimate of the test function with the polyharmonic operator begins by viewing

ψ(s) = (h ◦ g)(s), g(s) = ϕ(s), h(z) = z2mp′ ,
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as a composition. By Faà–di Bruno formula [19], for any multiindex α with |α| ≥ 1
one has

∣∣∂αy (ψ(s))∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|α|∑
k=1

h(k)(g(s))
∑

γ1+···+γk≤α
|γ1|+···+|γk|=|α|

Cα,γ

k∏
i=1

∂γiy (g(s))

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (2.3)

where the Cα,γ are combinatorial constants. Next expand each factor by the chain
rule:

∂γiy (g(s)) =

|γi|∑
r=1

g(r)(s)
∑

β1+···+βr≤γi
|β1|+···+|βr|=|γi|

Cγi,β

r∏
j=1

∂βj
y s,

where s = s(y, τ) = |y|2m + τ . Since ϕ ∈ C∞
c , all derivatives g(r)(s) = ϕ(r)(s) are

bounded, and each derivative ∂βy s is a fixed polynomial in y, τ . Thus, every term in
the Faà–di Bruno expansion is bounded by a constant times a power of ϕ(s). Taking
|α| = 2m in (2.3) and using (2.2), we obtain∣∣∆m

x ψR(sR)
∣∣ = R−1

∣∣∆m
y ψ(s)

∣∣
≤ C R−1 ϕ(s)2mp′−2m

≤ C R−1 [ψ∗
R(sR)]

1/p,

where the last inequality follows from the definitions ψR = ϕ2mp′(sR) and from aux-
iliary cutoff function ψ∗

R(sR) defined in (2.1). This completes the proof.
□

Proposition 2.2. Assume f ∈ Lp (Rn), there exists a constant C > 0 such that∥∥e−t(−∆)mf
∥∥
Lq ⩽ Ct−

n
2m(

1
p
− 1

q )∥f∥Lp

for all 1 ⩽ p ⩽ q ⩽ ∞, and t > 0.

Since the Lq−Lp estimate is already well established (see [20, Prop. 6.1]), we omit
its proof here.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

• Lower estimate. To establish a lower bound of the lifespan, we employ the
standard contraction mapping principle. We first introduce the auxiliary function

M(t) := sup
τ∈[0,t)

{
(1 + τ)

n
2m ∥u(τ)∥L∞ + ∥u(τ)∥L1

}
.

Starting from the mild solution representation (1.4), we derive

∥u(t)∥L1 ⩽ Cε ∥u0∥L1 + C

∫ t

0

∥u(τ)∥pLp dτ.

By using Hölder’s inequality

∥u(τ)∥pLp ⩽ ∥u(τ)∥L1∥u(τ)∥p−1
L∞ ,



6 N.N. TOBAKHANOV AND B.T. TOREBEK

and definition of M(t), we get

∥u(t)∥L1 ⩽ Cε+ CM(t)p
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)−
n(p−1)

2m dτ.

We now derive an estimate for ∥u(t)∥L∞ . When 0 < t ⩽ 1, the L∞ − L∞ estimate
applied to the mild formulation leads to

(1 + t)
n
2m ∥u(t)∥L∞ ⩽ Cε ∥u0∥L∞ + C

∫ t

0

∥u(τ)∥pL∞ dτ

⩽ Cε+ C

∫ 1

0

(1 + τ)−
np
2mM(τ)pdτ

⩽ Cε+ CM(t)p,

where we used the definition of M(t). When t ⩾ 1, the L1 − L∞ estimate gives

(1 + t)
n
2m ∥u(t)∥L∞ ⩽ Cε ∥u0∥L1 + C(1 + t)

n
2m

∫ t/2

0

(t− τ)−
n
2m ∥|u(τ)|p∥L1 dτ

+ C(1 + t)
n
2m

∫ t

t/2

∥u(τ)∥pL∞ dτ

⩽ C ∥u0∥L1 + C

∫ t/2

0

(1 + τ)−
n(p−1)

2m M(τ)pdτ

+ C(1 + t)
n
2m

∫ t

t/2

(1 + τ)−
np
2mM(τ)pdτ

⩽ C ∥u0∥L1 + CM(t)p
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)−
n(p−1)

2m dτ.

Collecting both the L1 and L∞ estimates, we arrive at the following inequality:

M(t) ⩽ C0ε+ C1M(t)p
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)−
n(p−1)

2m dτ

with some constants C0, C1 > 0. Let T1 denote the smallest time such that M(t) =
2C0ε. Then, substituting t = T1 in the above inequality, we have

ε ⩽


Cεp(1 + T1)

( 1
p−1

− n
2m

)(p−1) if 1 < p < pFuj ,

Cεp log(T1 + 1) if p = pFuj ,

which, together with the smallness of ε, implies

Tε > T1 ⩾


Cε(−

1
p−1

− n
2m)

−1

if 1 < p < pFuj ,

exp
(
Cε−(p−1)

)
if p = pFuj .

This provides the lower bound of the lifespan.
• Upper estimate. The upper bound estimate is derived by employing the approach

proposed by Ikeda and Sobajima [21], suitably adapted to the problem (1.1). We now
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focus on the representation of the mild solution. Recalling equation (1.4), we multiply
both sides by the test function ψR and integrate over Rn. This gives∫

Rn

uψRdx = ε

∫
Rn

e−t(−∆)mu0(x)ψR(x, 0)dx

+

∫
Rn

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m |u(s)|pdsψR(x, t)dx.

Differentiating both sides of the previous identity with respect to t, we obtain

d

dt

∫
Rn

uψRdx = ε

∫
Rn

d

dt

(
e−t(−∆)mu0ψR

)
dx

+

∫
Rn

d

dt

(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m|u|pdsψR

)
dx.

We now compute each term separately. For the first one, we get

ε

∫
Rn

d

dt

(
e−t(−∆)mu0ψR

)
dx

= −ε
∫
Rn

(−∆)me−t(−∆)mu0ψRdx+ ε

∫
Rn

e−t(−∆)mu0∂tψRdx

= −ε
∫
Rn

e−t(−∆)mu0(−∆)mψRdx+ ε

∫
Rn

e−t(−∆)mu0∂tψRdx,

(3.1)

where integration by parts has been applied in the first term. Similarly, for the second
term, we have∫

Rn

d

dt

(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m|u|pdsψR

)
dx

=

∫
Rn

|u(t)|pψRdx−
∫
Rn

(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m (|u(s)|p) ds
)
(−∆)mψRdx

+

∫
Rn

(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m (|u(s)|p) ds
)
∂tψRdx.

(3.2)

Combining (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

d

dt

∫
Rn

uψRdx−
∫
Rn

|u(t)|pψRdx

=

∫
Rn

(
e−t(−∆)mu0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m (|u(s)|p) ds
)
∂tψRdx

−
∫
Rn

(
e−t(−∆)mu0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m (|u(s)|p) ds
)
(−∆)mψRdx.

Since u(t) is mild solution (1.4), the right-hand side can be expressed more compactly
as

d

dt

∫
Rn

uψRdx−
∫
Rn

|u(t)|pψRdx = −
∫
Rn

u(−∆)mψRdx+

∫
Rn

u∂tψRdx.
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Integrating this equality over the interval [0, T ] and noting that ψR(·, T ) = 0, we
obtain the weak identity

ε

∫
Rn

u0ψR(x, 0)dx+

∫
Q

|u|pψRdxdt =

∫
Q

u(−∆)mψRdxdt−
∫
Q

u∂tψRdxdt. (3.3)

From Lemma 2.1, we deduce∫
Q

|u|pψRdxdt+ ε

∫
Rn

u0(x)ψR(0, x)dx ⩽
∫
Q

|u| (|∂tψR|+ |(−∆)mψR|) dxdt

⩽ R−1

∫
Q

|u| (ψ∗
R)

1
p dxdt.

(3.4)

Applying Hölder’s inequality to the right-hand side, we obtain

R−1

∫
Q

|u| (ψ∗
R)

1
p dxdt ⩽ R−1

(∫
Q

|u|pψ∗
Rdxdt

) 1
p
(∫ T

0

∫
1/2R<|x|2m<R

dxdt

) 1
p′

⩽ CR− p−1
p ( 1

p−1
− n

2m)
(∫

Q

|u|pψ∗
Rdxdt

) 1
p

which holds for any R ∈ (2R0, T ). Consequently, we arrive at∫
Q

|u|pψRdxdt+ε

∫
Rn

u0(x)ψR(0, x)dx

⩽ CR− p−1
p ( 1

p−1
− n

2m)
(∫

Q

|u|pψ∗
Rdxdt

) 1
p

.

(3.5)

We now introduce the auxiliary quantities

X(r) :=

∫
Q

|u(t, x)|pψr(t, x)dxdt,

and

Y (r) :=

∫
Q

|u(t, x)|pψ∗
r(t, x)dxdt

and define

W (R) :=

∫ R

0

Y (r)r−1dr.

By direct differentiation, it follows that W ′(R) = 1
R
Y (R). Using inequality (3.4), we

can express it in terms of these new quantities as

X(R) + Cε ≲ R− p−1
p ( 1

p−1
− n

2m)Y (R)
1
p , (3.6)

where C > 0 is constant comes from the fact that
∫
Rn u0(x) > 0. Furthermore, from

the properties of the cut-off functions (see Georgiev and Palmieri [22, Lemma 1, p.
1011]), we have the relation

2

log 2

∫ R

0

Y (r)
dr

r
⩽ X(R). (3.7)
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Combining (3.6)–(3.7) yields

2W (R)

log 2
+ Cε ≲ R− p−1

p ( 1
p−1

− n
2m)+

1
p (W ′(R))

1
p .

This leads to the differential inequality

R(
1

p−1
− n

2m)(p−1)−1 ⩽ CW ′(R)

(
Cε+

2W (R)

log 2

)−p

.

Finally, note that the right-hand side can be rewritten in differential form as

R(
1

p−1
− n

2m)(p−1)−1 ⩽
C log 2

2(1− p)

d

dR

(
Cε+

2W (R)

log 2

)1−p

. (3.8)

To proceed, we integrate inequality (3.8) over the interval [2R0, T ]. We obtain the
following estimates for the left-hand side:

∫ T

2R0

R(
1

p−1
− n

2m)(p−1)−1dR =


T (

1
p−1

− n
2m)(p−1) − (2R0)

( 1
p−1

− n
2m)(p−1) if 1 < p < pFuj,

log
(

T
2R0

)
if p = pFuj.

For the right-hand side, integrating by parts yields

C log 2

2(1− p)

∫ T

2R0

d

dR

(
Cε+

2W (R)

log 2

)1−p

dR ⩽ Cε1−p.

After integrating (3.8) and taking ε > 0 sufficiently small for the subcritical case ,
we obtain

T (
1

p−1
− n

2m)(p−1) ⩽ Cε−(p−1),

which implies

T ≲ ε−(
1

p−1
− n

2m)
−1

.

When p = pFuj, we instead have

log

(
T

2R0

)
⩽

log 2

2(p− 1)
C1−pε−(p−1),

hence
T ≲ exp

(
ε−(p−1)

)
.

Therefore, the statement of the theorem follows.
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