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PARABOLIC PROBLEMS WHOSE FUJITA CRITICAL EXPONENT IS
NOT GIVEN BY SCALING

AHMAD Z. FINO AND BERIKBOL T. TOREBEK

ABSTRACT. This paper investigates the (fractional) heat equation with a nonlocal non-
linearity involving a Riesz potential:

8
w + (=A)Zu = Lo (Jul?), x€R", t>0,

where a € (0,n), 8 € (0,2], n > 1, p > 1. We introduce the Fujita-type critical exponent
pruj(n, B8,a) =14 (8 + a)/(n — «), which characterizes the global behavior of solutions:
global existence for small initial data when p > pryj(n, 3, @), and finite-time blow-up when
p < pruj(n, B, @).

It is remarkable that the critical Fujita exponent is not determined by the usual scaling
argument that yields psc = 1+ (8+ «)/n, but instead arises in an unconventional manner,
similar to the results of Cazenave et al. [Nonlinear Analysis, 68 (2008), 862-874| for the
heat equation with a nonlocal nonlinearity of the form fot (t — 5) " "|u(s) [P u(s)ds, 0 <
v <1

The result on global existence for p > pryj(n, 2, ), provides a positive answer to the
hypothesis proposed by Mitidieri and Pohozaev in [Proc. Steklov Inst. Math., 248 (2005)
164-185]. We further establish global nonexistence results for the above heat equation,
where the Riesz potential term I, (Ju|?) is replaced by a more general convolution operator
(K * |ulP), K € L},., thereby extending the Mitidieri-Pohozaev’s results established in the
aforementioned work.

Proofs of the blow-up results are obtained using a nonlinear capacity method specifically
adapted to the structure of the problem, while global existence is established via a fixed-
point argument combined with the Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The present paper is devoted to the study of the Fujita critical exponent for an evolution
equation involving a Riesz potential term coupled with a power-law nonlinearity

w + (=A) 3w = L(|ulP), z€R", >0,
(1.1)

u(z,0) = up(z), z € R",

where a € (0,n), € (0,2], n > 1, p > 1, and the initial data vy € L*°(R™). Here, for
g€ (0,2), (fA)B/2 denotes the fractional Laplacian, and I, is the Riesz potential of order
a, given for f € L (R™) by

loc
_ - _ Iy
Iaf($) T Aa("x‘ n—e) *f) _Aa /]Rn ‘x_y‘”—a ’
with normalization constant A, = F(F(S)le . Moreover, the identity
g)m22

AL =4,

holds, where § denotes the Dirac delta distribution. This implies that I serves as the
Green’s function of the Laplacian —A on R™. More generally, the Riesz potential I, can be
interpreted as the inverse of the fractional Laplacian operator, in the sense that

(—A)2f(z2) = Lo f(x).

For further details on these fundamental properties of Riesz potentials, we refer the reader
to [19, Section I.1], |28, Section V.1.1].

In addition, as a — 0, the Riesz potential I, converges to the Dirac delta § in the vague
sense [19] p. 46]. On the other hand, as & — n, one has

I.f — A, log <1> x f,

]

for every f € C2°(R"™) satisfying f =0, where the constant A, is given by
Rn

1
Ay, =lim(n —a)As =

o T (Z) wn/22n1 19, p. 50].

The definition of Riesz potentials can be extended from « € (0,n) to arbitrary complex «
with Re(a)) > 0 and (o —n)/2 ¢ NU{0}. In this more general setting, the convolution I, f
must be interpreted in the sense of distributions, see for instance [I9] or |26, Chapter 2|.
Throughout this paper, we restrict to the case o € (0,n), where the convolution I, f is
understood in the classical Lebesgue integral sense.

1.1. Historical background. In this subsection, we will provide historical background
related to the problem (|1.1)).

1.1.1. Classical semilinear heat equations. In 1966 (see [13]) Fujita considered the semilinear
parabolic Cauchy problem

u— Au=4’, xeR" t>0,
(1.2)
u(z,0) = up(z), = eR",

to discuss the conditions for the existence of the global positive solutions and proved that:
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(i) for any nonnegative ug the Cauchy problem (|1.2)) possesses no global positive solu-
tions if
2
1 <p<prj(n) =1+
(ii) there exists a positive global solution of if p > pryj(n) and ug > 0 is smaller
than a Gaussian.
Moreover, the critical case p = ppyj(n) was considered by Hayakawa [16] for n = 1,2,
Sugitani [29] for n > 3. They have been established that the p = pryj(n) also belongs to
case (i). The number ppyj(n) = 14 2/n is called the critical exponent in the sense of Fujita.
Later, in [30] Weissler proved that there exists a global solution of the problem , if
p > pruj(n) and |lug||zee(rn) is sufficiently small with p. = n(p — 1)/2 > 1. Mitidieri and
Pohozaev in [22] extended the results of Fujita, by replacing w? with |u|P and uy > 0 with

lim inf uo(z)dz > 0,
R—oo |z|<R

and proved that the problem (|1.2]) possesses no global sign-changing solutions if p < ppyj(n).
Almost simultaneously, Zhang [32| established the same results for [;, uo(xz)dz > 0 and
P < pruj(n).

1.1.2. Fractional extensions. If, instead of the classical Laplacian operator —A in (1.2)), one
considers its fractional power (—A)g with 5 € (0,2), that is,

(1.3) ut—i—(—A)%u:up, xeR™ t>0,

then the corresponding Fujita critical exponent for problem (1.3]) is given by

proj(n, B) =1+ g

The result was first established by Nagasawa et al. [24]; the critical case was later proved
by Sugitani [29], and further extensions were developed in [9} 14 [15].

1.1.3. Parabolic problems with convolution nonlinearities. In [4] Cazenave et al. studied the
semilinear heat equation with time-nonlocal convolution nonlinearity

t
(1.4) up — Au = / (t — ) |u(s)|P u(s) ds, xeR™ t>0.
0

In particular, they proved that the critical exponent ensuring global existence of solutions
to equation (1.4)) is given by

1 2(2 —
Pruj(n,y) = max {;,pv} € (0, 4o0], with p, =1+ (2=)

(n—2+42y)4’

that is, it has been proven that: if p < ppyj(n, ), and ug is nonnegative, then u blows up
in finite time, while there exists a global positive solution for sufficiently small ug > 0, if
P > pruj(n,y). Further developments and generalizations of the above result were examined
in many papers (see, for example, [9] 17, 21]).

Problem in the case = 2 was first studied by Mitidieri and Pohozaev in [23]. They
proved that if

2
liminf R~ up(x)der >0 and p <1+ + a,
R—oo Br n—o

(1.5)

then problem (|1.1)) has no nontrivial weak solutions. Here, Br stands for the closed ball
centered at O with radius R. However, the case p > 1+ (2 + «)/(n — «) was not explored
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in that paper, and the authors conjectured that (see [23, Remark 7|) when p > 1+ (2 +
a)/(n — ), there exists a global solution corresponding to initial data ug, which satisfies

up(z) <c(1+1z)77, ¢>0, x € R",

fory>2+a)/(p—1).

Several years ago, in [7, [8] Filippucci and Ghergu investigated the heat equation with the
nonlocal nonlinearity I, (|u|P)|u|? and proved that the considered problem admits no global
weak solutions whenever the initial data satisfy

ug € LI(R"),/ up(x)dz >0

n

and 49
2<prg<it 2

, p,q > 0.
2n — « p:q

This result was recently extended in [11] by the authors of this paper to the fractional
Laplacian (—A)g, B € (0,2], and the nonexistence of global solutions was established for
2<p+q<l+(a+pB)/n,p,q>0, thereby improving the previous result obtained in the
case = 2.

1.2. Motivation. Motivated by the above results, this paper poses the following natural
questions:

Question 1: Is the Mitidieri—-Pohozaev conjecture true? This conjecture asserts that
for p > 14 (24+«)/(n— «), there exists a global solution for sufficiently small initial
data. If this statement holds, then 1+ (24 «)/(n — «) represents the critical Fujita
exponent for problem for g = 2, that is,

2+«

: =1 .
pF‘uJ(nvaaB) +’I’L—Oé

Similar questions arise for all 5 € (0,2).

Question 2: Is it possible to interpret the nonexistence of nontrivial solutions as a
finite-time blow-up phenomenon in the case p < 1+ (a+f)/(n—«)? In other words,
can one assert the existence of a local continuous solution on (0, Tihax) that blows
up as t = Tax, that is,

i (- 1) x> 00?

max

Here X is a Banach space. It should be noted that in [23], the nonexistence of non-
trivial solutions was demonstrated, which, in the general case, does not necessarily
imply blow-up of the solution in finite time.

Question 3: It is natural to ask whether the results of Mitidieri and Pohozaev can be
extended to more general kernel K (x,y). In fact, in [23], Mitidieri and Pohozaev
considered problem with a more general kernel satisfying K1 € Llloc. However,
the nonexistence results were established only in the case of the Riesz potential I,,.

The main purpose of the paper is to answer the above questions.

1.3. Main results. This subsection presents the main results of the paper: local existence,
blow-up behavior, and global existence of solutions to problem ([1.1}).
Let us start with the definition of the mild solution of (1.1J).

Definition 1.1. A function v € L>((0,7"), X) is called a mild solution of (1.1} if w has
the initial data ug and satisfies the integral equation

(L6) ult) = Sp(t)uo + /0 Sp(t — ) La(ul?)(7) dr,
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where S3(t) is defined by below.

Below, we formulate a statement about local existence.

Theorem 1.2 (Local existence). Let € (0,2], « € (0,n), p > n/(n —«a), and uy €
L¥(R™)NL>®(R™) withn/(n—a) < s < n(p—1)/a. Then there exists a time T = T'(ug) > 0
such that problem possesses a unique mild solution

u e C([0,T], L(R™)) N L>=((0,T), L= (R™)).
Moreover, the following properties hold:

(i) Problem possesses a mazimal mild solution
u € C([0, Tinax), L*(R™)) N L>=((0, Trmax), L™ (R™))

with u(0) = ug, where Tyax = Tmax(uwo) < oo. Furthermore, either Tyax = 00, or
else Tax < 00 and

(1.7) lm - ((lu(@)]| oo @r) + [u(®)l Lo @m)) = +oo.

t—Tmax

(ii) If up > 0, then the mild solution u > 0 remains nonnegative for all t € [0,T].

Remark 1.3. As shown in Theorem the local existence of a solution to problem (1.1)
requires that p > n/(n—a). This restriction arises from the nonlocal nature of the nonlinear
source term. Consequently, in the case 1 < p < n/(n — «), whether the local solution exists
or not remains an open question.

It is straightforward to verify that if w(¢,x) is a solution of equation (|1.1)) with initial
data ug, then for all A > 0, the rescaled function

Bt+a
ux(t,z) = /\ﬁu()\ﬂt, Az)

Bta
is also a solution, with initial value u)(0,x) = Ar=Tug(Az). Moreover, the L%-norm of the
rescaled initial data satisfies

Bta_n
[ux(0)]l Lo = A#= 4 [|uol|za
This observation shows that the scaling-invariant Lebesgue exponent for equation (|1.1)) is
n(p—1)
Bt+a

One might therefore expect that if gsc > 1, that is, p > psc, where the critical exponent is
given by

(18) Gsc =

(1-9) psc:1+,8;|;067

and if ||ugl| e is sufficiently small, then the corresponding solution should exist globally in
time. However, the next result shows that this expectation does not hold.

Theorem 1.4. Letn>1, a € (0,n), 0 < <2, and p > 1.

(i) If up € LY(R™) N L>®(R™), ug > 0 such that / uo(z)dx > 0, and

n

b+«
<p§pFuJ(n7B)a) =1+ )
n—uo n—uo

then the mild solution of problem blows-up in finite time.

(1.10)
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(i) If
(1.11) p > pruj(n, B, @),
and ug € L% (R™) N L>®(R™) (where gy is given by (1.§)), then the mild solution

u € L>®((0,00), L (R™)) exists globally in time, provided that ||ug||fase is sufficiently
small.

Remark 1.5.

(a) Based on (|1.10) and , we identify pryj(n, 5, @) as the critical exponent for
problem . However, since ppyj(n, B, &) > psc, where py is the scaling exponent
defined in (1.9), it follows that the critical exponent pryj(n, 5, ) is not governed
by scaling arguments. Cazenave et al. [4] reported a similar phenomenon while
examining the Fujita-type critical exponent for the semilinear heat equation involv-
ing nonlocal nonlinearity of the form .

(b) Part (ii) of Theoremprovides a positive answer to the conjecture of Mitidieri
and Pohozaev posed in [23], which states that if p > 1+ (24 «)/(n — «) and uy is
sufficiently small, then problem (when 8 = 2) admits a global solution. In the
case of the fractional Laplacian with 5 € (0,2), Theorem yields significant new
results, identifying a new critical Fujita exponent given by

B+«

pFuj(mﬁ,a) = 1+ Tl—O[.

From this expression, it is evident that as o — 0 and 8 = 2, the quantity pp,j(n, 2, 0)
reduces to the classical Fujita critical exponent ppyj(n) = 1+ 2/n. Moreover, as
a — n, the critical exponent tends to oc.

(¢) Observe that one may assume the decay condition |ug(z)| < C(1 + |z|)~" with v >
(B+a)/(p—1) instead of the integrability condition ug € L%<(R™). This assumption
is consistent with that made by Mitidieri and Pohozaev [23], who hypothesized that
for such wg, the solution exists globally. Moreover, it highlights its relevance to
Theorem (ii) below.

(d) When 8 = 2, the condition ug > 0 is not required; see, for example, [9]. For
B € (0,2), the test function recently used in [5] is also recommended; however, due
to , we refrain from using it.

In the following, we consider a more general version of problem (|1.1)), in which the Riesz
potential is replaced by a general convolution with kernel .

Let

B
2

ur + (—A)zu = (K x |[ulP), zeR" t>0,

(1.12)
u(z,0) = ug(x), r eR",

where 3 € (0,2], n > 1, p > 1, ugp € LL.(R"). The function K : (0,00) — (0,00) is
continuous, it satisfies K(|-|) € LL.(R™), and there exists Ry > 1 such that

inf K(r) = K(R), for all R > Ry.
rel(%,R) (r) (R) or a 0

The nonlinear convolution term K x |ulP is the Fourier convolution between K and |u|P

defined by
(o)) = [ Klle =y lutu)l” dy

— [ K(ubluta )7 dy.
.
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First, we give the definition of a weak solution to problem (|1.12]).

Definition 1.6. (Weak solution of (1.12))
Let up € L (R™) and T > 0. We say that u € L] _((0,T) x R") is a weak solution of (1.12))

on [0,T) x R™ if
(K * [ul’) € Liy((0,T) x R"),

loc

and
[ [ wstarotnasas [ womponie= [" [ w2

—/OT/nuz/Jt(t,m)d:cdt,

holds for all compactly supported test function 1) € Ctl’ f([O, T)xR"),and 0 <7 < T.
If T'= o0, u is called a global in time weak solution to (|1.12)).

Theorem 1.7. Letn >1, f € (0,2], and p > 1.
(i) If ug € L'(R™),

n+
/ up(x) dz >0 and lim sup (IC(R) R%) > 0,
n R—o0
then problem has no global weak nonnegative solutions.
(ii) If up € L}, (R™),

loc

n+8
lim inf R_"(IC(R))_I/ up(x)dzr >0 and lim sup (IC(R) R%) > 0,
R—o00 Br R—o0
then problem has no global weak nontrivial nonnegative solutions.
(iil) If ug € L (R™),

loc

up(z) > e(1+|2[>)™? and liminf (IC(R)*lRV(pfl)fnf/ﬁ) —0,

R—o00

for some positive constant ¢ > 0 and any exponent ~v > 0, then problem has
no global weak nonnegative solutions.

Remark 1.8. For 3 = 2, nonnegativity of the solutions in Theorem is not necessary;
see, e.g., [10].

Since problem (|1.12) reduces to problem (1.1) when K(r) = Anr~(™=®) Theorem
immediately yields the following result, using the fact that

lim inf (’C(R)_lm(p_l)_”_ﬁ) =0 < p<p.:=1+ P Jf; @

R—o0

Theorem 1.9. Letn>1, a € (0,n), 0 < <2, and p > 1.
(i) If ug € L, .(R") such that

lim inf R_O‘/ up(z)dr >0, and 1<p < pryj(n, 5, a),
Br

R—o0

then the has no global nontrivial nonnegative weak solutions.
(11) Ifuo € Lloc( n)?
B+ a

wo(e) 2 21+ [of*) 2 and p<p. =145,
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for some positive constant € > 0 and any exponent v > 0, then problem has no
global weak solutions.

Remark 1.10. Theorems and give us reason to present the following arguments:

a) Theorem complements the work [23] for more general convolution operators
instead of the Riesz potential where in [23] was studied.

b) It is worth noting that choosing v < n — « allows Theorem [1.9}(ii) to extend the
blow-up result from Theorem [1.9}(i).

c¢) Under the weaker assumption ug € Li (R™) in Theorem [1.9}(i)—as opposed to the
stronger condition ug € L'(R™) N L*(R™) in Theorem [1.4}(i)—the conclusion is
correspondingly weakened: the solution fails to exist globally in the weak sense,
rather than blowing up in finite time. However, the restriction on p of the form

p > n/(n — «) is no longer required.

In summary, Theorems [T.2] [T.4] and [I.9] offer comprehensive answers to Questions
1-3. The subsequent sections are devoted to detailed proofs of these results. Proofs of
blow-up and nonexistence of solutions are based on the test function method, originally
proposed by various authors (see, for example, [1l 2, 22, BI]). In our case, we construct
test functions within the corresponding classes that are specifically adapted to the nonlocal
nature of the problems under consideration. Global existence is obtained through the fixed-
point method (see [4, 25]), using the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality, the fractional
heat kernel properties, and various functional and algebraic inequalities.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some preliminary knowledge needed in our proofs hereafter.
First, we recall that the fundamental solution Sg = Sg(x,t) of the linear equation

(2.1) u + (—A)2u =0, Be(0,2], zeR" t>0,
can be written via the Fourier transform as follows

1 4|18
2.2 Sg(x,t) = ——— i g e

It is well-known that for each 8 € (0, 2], this function satisfies
(2.3) Sg(1) € L®°(R™) N LY(R"™), Sg(z,t) >0, Sg(x,t)dx =1,
R™

for all z € R™ and ¢t > 0. Hence, using Young’s inequality for the convolution and the
following self-similar form

Sp(x,t) =t /BSs(xt~1/B 1),
we have

Lemma 2.1 (LP — L7 estimate). Let 8 € (0,2], and 1 <r < q < oo. Then there exists a
positive constant C such that for every v € L"(R™), the following inequalities hold

1

(2.4) I1Ss(t) xvlly < CEFCTD o, >0,
(2.5) 1Ss(8) vl < ol t>0.

The following Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev is a particular case of [20, Theorem 4.3].
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Lemma 2.2 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev).
Let 1 <p<r<ooand0<a<n withl/p+a/n=1+1/r. Then there exists a positive
constant C = C(n,a,p) > 0 such that for every f € LP(R™), the following inequality holds

(2.6) 2]~ fllr < Cll.f[lp-

Definition 2.3 ([I8] 27]). Let s € (0,1). Let X be a suitable set of functions defined on
R™. Then, the fractional Laplacian (—A)® in R™ is a non-local operator given by

: . v(x) —v(y)
(—A)S rveX — (—A)S’U(ZL‘) = Cn75 p.v. /Rn Wdy,
as long as the right-hand exists, where p.v. stands for Cauchy’s principal value and
_ 4°T(5 +s)
T rET(—s)
is a normalization constant.

Lemma 2.4. [6, Lemma 2.4] Let s € (0,1], and ¢ be a smooth function satisfying 02¢ €
L>*(R™). For any R > 0, let pr be a function defined by

vr(z) :==¢(x/R) for all zx € R"™.
Then, (—A)*pgr satisfies the following scaling properties:
(=A)’pRr(x) = R™2((=A)*p)(z/R)  for all z € R™.

3. LOCAL EXISTENCE.

Proof of Theorem[I.3. The proof is divided into several steps.
Step 1. Fized-point argument. Let T > 0 be fixed. We define the Banach space

Ep = L>®((0,7), L*(R™) N L*°(R")).
The norm on E7p is defined by

lullgr = sup [Ju(t)||lzsnree = sup ([lu(t)][zs + [lu(t)|[Le) -
te(0,7) te(0,7)

We choose R > ||ug||rsnre<. In order to use the Banach fixed-point theorem, we introduce
the following nonempty complete metric space

(3.1) Br(R) ={u € Er: |u|lg, <2R},
equipped with the distance d(u,v) = |ju — v||g. For u € Bp(R), we define A(u) by
t
(3.2) A(u)(t) :== Sp(t)uo +/ St — 7)1 (|ul?) () dr.
0

Let us prove that A : By(R) — Br(R). Using (2.5]), we obtain for any u € Bp(R),

1Al < 155(¢)uollze + H [ 85t =l o)

LS
t
< uollze + / Va(lul?) (7| d,

for all t € (0,T). Applying Lemma with the identity 1/¢ = a/n + 1/s, and noting that
the condition n/(n — o) < s guarantees ¢ > 1, we get

t
[A(u) ()]s < [luol|Ls +C/O I[Pl e dr-
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Since s < n(p —1)/a implies 1/q < p/s, then p > s/q and therefore
t s
pP— Ed
A () (@) Ls < [luol|Ls +C/ [[u(T)[poc lu(T)] ]| La dT

= lwolls +C/ [Ju(r HLoo lu(r)]| s dr
< wollzs + Cllullg, T
< R+ C2PRPT
(3.3) < 2R,
for all t € (0,T), for a sufficiently small T > 0 (depending on R). Moreover, by (2.4)-(2.5)),

we have

mwwmmgu%@wmm+WA&ﬁ—ﬂmwmme

LOO
t
guwmm+c/u—7>wwaumwmyma
0

for all t € (0,T). Using Lemma 2.2 with 1/§ = a/n + 1/r, we get

[A(u) ()] Lo < [luol|zee +C/O (t=7)" " ||u(r) P o .

By choosing 1/¢ < min{p/s, (8 + «)/n}, we infer that n/(fr) < 1 and p > s/q. So,
t .
[A(w) ()| < [luollze +C/O (t =) B ) [ ) dr

t S S
_n p—% H
= [uollz + C/o (t =) Prflu(m) ]| o ulr)ll s d7

1_
< uoll g + Cllulfp, T~
< R+ C2PRPT " 3r

(3.4) < 2R,

for all t € (0,7, for a sufficiently small 7" > 0 (depending on R). By combining (3.3)-(3.4]),
we conclude that |A(u)| g, < 2R, that is A(u) € Bp(R).

Similarly, one can see that A is a contraction. For u,v € Br(R), we have

[A(u)(t) = A(w)(®)]|zs < /0 Ha([lul” = [o[P[)(7)[|lLs d,  for all ¢ € (0,T).

Using Lemma [2.2) with 1/¢ = a/n + 1/s, we get

[A(u) () = A(v)(D)]|zs < 0/ [[|u(r (T)Pllze dr.
As
()P = Jo(r)P| < C(lu(n)P~" + [o(r)P~H)|u(r) = v(7)|
and
1 a1
¢ nlE

by applying Holder’s inequality, we obtain
()P = () Plre < CUa(m)P 2 + [P 2) ) =o)L
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Since s < n(p — 1)/« implies p — 1 > sa/n, we conclude that

NP s < llu@) o™ fu(r) . < @R,
and 1 S S

o P, e < Jo@lhe ™ o)l < RP
Therefore,

()P = [o()Plle < C2° RPYfu(r) — v(7)|| 1o

It follows that
1
(3.5) [A(u)(t) = A()(t)||Ls < C2PRP™'T|Ju — v g, < 5 d(u,v),

for all t € (0,7), for a sufficiently small 7' > 0 (depending on R). Moreover,

[A(u)(#) = A(w)(#)]| e = ’/0 St = ) La(lul” = |v[P)(7) dT

LOO
t
< 0/0 (t —7) | La(l[uf” = o) (7) - d7,

for all t € (0,T). Using Lemma 2.2 with 1/§ = a/n + 1/r, we get

[A(u)(#) = A(w)(#)]| L~ < C/O (t =) [u(r)P = [o(7)IP|| a dr.

As
()P = [o(T)[P < C(lu(r) [P~ + [o(r) P~ |u(r) = v(7)]
and 1 a 1
—=— 4+ -,
qg n T

by applying Holder’s inequality, we obtain
Hu(@)P~ = o) P e < CUlu(@) Pz + o) P 2)llulr) =o)L

Since s < n(p — 1)/« implies p — 1 > sa/n, we conclude that

_ pflf% % _
Nu( Pz < lul@lpe ™ lu(@lz < QRP,

and 1 S S
o Hlpa < ol ol < QRP

Furthermore, by choosing 1/¢ < min{pa/n(p — 1), (8 + «)/n}, we infer that n/(fr) < 1
and r >n(p—1)/a > s, so

1—s s
[u(r) = v(P)llLr < lu(r) = o(T)][ " [Ju(r) = oD fs < llu—=vll5,-
Noting that 1/¢§ < min{pa/n(p — 1), (8 + «)/n} < min{p/s, (8 + a)/n}, due to s <
n(p — 1)/a. Therefore,
()P = o(r)Pll s < C2F RPH|u = ] .-
It follows that
(3.6) 1A () () = A@) @)l < C2PRPTT [l = vl| gy < %d(ua?)%

for all t € (0,T), for a sufficiently small 7" > 0 (depending on R). By combining (3.5)-(3.6)),

we conclude that )
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Consequently, by the contraction principle, A has a unique fixed point u in Bp(R).

Step 2. Uniqueness in Ep. We are going to extend this uniqueness to Er. Let u,v € Ep.
Then, for sufficiently large R > 0 and small T > 0, we have u,v € B (R) As a result,
u(t) = v(t) for small ¢ > 0, which, by a standard continuation argument extends to the
entire interval (0,7). See, e.g., [12] for further details.

Step 3. Regularity. One can easily check that f € L'((0,T), L¥(R")), with
f(@t) == L(JulP)(¢), for all t € (0,T).

Applying [3, Lemma 4.1.5], using the continuity of the semigroup Sz(t), we conclude that
ue C(0,T], L*(R")).

Step 4. Mazximal solution and blow-up alternative. Using the uniqueness of the mild solution,
we conclude the existence of a solution on a maximal interval [0, Tax) Where

Tmax == sup {T > 0; 3 mild solution u € C([0,T], L*(R™)) N L*((0,T), L>(R™)) to (L.I)}.

Obviously, Timax < 0o. To prove that [|u(t)||s@wn)nree®n)y — 00 as t — Tiax, Whenever
Tax < 00, we proceed by contradiction. If

linn inf [|u(8)|| s (g oo (i) =2 L
tim inf () oy ) < %

then there exists a time sequence {t,, }m>0 tending to Tiax as m — oo and such that

sup ||w(tm)||lLsnpe < L+ 1.

meN

Using again a fixed-point argument with w(¢,,) as initial condition, one can deduce that
there exists T'(L+1) > 0, depends on L+ 1, such that the solution u(t) can be extended on
the interval [ty,,t, + T (L + 1)] for any m > 0. Thus, by the definition of the maximality
time, Tax > tm + T(L + 1), for any m > 0. We get the desired contradiction by letting
m — oo.

Step 5. Positivity of solutions. Assume ug > 0. In this case, we can construct a nonnegative
solution on some interval [0,7] by applying the fixed point argument within the positive
cone Ef = {u € Er; u > 0}, and using the nonnegativity of Ss(t) (see ) By the
uniqueness of the solutions, it then follows that w(t) > 0 for all ¢t € (0, Tinax)-

O

4. BLOwW-UP

Proof of Theorem (z) The proof is by contradiction. Assume that u is a global mild
solution of ([1.1)). Then u satisfies the following weak formulation

/T/n I (uP)(t, x) dx dt + /Rn w(0,2)¥(0, z) d
//n W(t,z) de dt //nuwttfcdlﬂdt

for all T > 0 and all compactly supported 1 € C%1([0,T] x R™) such that ¥(T,-) = 0. Let
R and T be large parameters in (0,00). Let us choose

U(t,x) = ph(z)eh(t),
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where
PR(t) =2 lz] or(t) =@ L reR" t>0
R ’ T ’ ) )
with £ = (2p — 1)/(p — 1), and ® € C>*(R) is a smooth non-increasing function satisfying
]l( ’2]<<I><]1( ,1)- Then,

/ / ([uf?)eb(t, 2 dxdt+/u0( )b (z / /usoT AV () drdt
- [ [usi@ace o) dar

(41) = L+ I,

where B = {z € R™; |z| < R}. Let us first derive an estimate for ;. Using Holder’s
inequality together with Ju’s inequality (—A)%/2 (¢h) < &p%_l(—A)'B/Qch (see e.g. |9
Appendix|), we have

T
L - /0 [ ueht(-2)

< o [ abh el @] - fon)| et

(/ /u%t:cdxdt) (/ /soT on(e) |(~2)F or(a)| "

Similarly, by 9% (t) = EQOZT_I(t)OtgoT(t), we obtain

T % T » ijl
(4.3) Igse(/T /B u%(t,x)d:cdt) (/ /B 1 (D) oh(@) \atmt)wd:cdt) .

Inserting (4.2 into , we arrive at
T
/ /Ia(up)w(t,x) dmdt+/u0(x)¢g(x) dz
0 B B
T - T >
(4.4) < Ji (/ /upw(t, x) dacdt) + Jo </ /upw(t, x) d:cdt)
0 JB z JB

where
=o([ [ tront) -2 ket

T » P
Jzzze</T /B (1) () \atsoT(t)lf“dwdt> -

(4.2)

IN

and
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Let us estimate Jy. We have

p—1 p_ P
B < g(/ "()d)p /Tq><t) 8¢(t>p_1dt ’
2 > PRr\T)ax T t T
s " 0 T T
p—1
np=1) 1 L . S
< CR » T » /(I)(t) |®'(£)| 7T dt
0
(4.5) < C’R T .
where we have used the change of variables
=T gt
T= 4 =7

Similarly, by using Lemma [2.4] we have

—1

(4.6) Ji=1¢ (/OT r(t) dt)pp (/BQPR(x) (—2)5n(2)

p—1 "(P 1) ,8

< CT%" R v
By —., we get from . that
p—1 n(p=1) g 1
/ / P(t, x) d:z:dt+/ o(x )@%(x)deCTpp s
(4.7) B
- _1_1
Y CR™ 7 T #Jw,

where

T T
L= [ [wvtodea ad 3= [ [ wveo)doa,
0o JB 5 /B

To estimate the first term in the left-hand side of m, we have

I (uP) = ||~ ") P _/ (u(t, &) it > Mdf.

& — ¢ B v —¢"e
Note that |x| < R/2 on B and [£] < R on B, where B = {x € R"; |z| < R/2}, then
(4.8) |z — &P < 2" R forallz € B, £ € B.
So,

R-(n—a) _
Lo(uP)(t, z) > /(u(t,g))p d¢, forallte (0,T), z €B.
2n o B

/OT/Bja(uP)zb(t,a:)dxdt > R;(n__a)/T//(u(t,g))pw(t,x)dfdxdt

(n—a)
> measiRQna / / (t,€))P(t, &) d dt
(4.9) = CR"I,

where we have used the fact that or = 1 on B, and 1 > wr on B. Combining 1’ and
(4.9), we infer that
p—1

n(p—1)
(4.10) CRC“I—f—/uo(x)cp%(x) de<CT% R™ 7 Sh +CR T v Jv
B

Then
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We consider two separate cases. For p < ppyj(n, 3, a), choosing R = T8 it follows from
(4.10) and using J <T and ug > 0, that
n(p—D-B 1

T%ISCT pr Ir,

that is,

n—a)p—n—_3

(
(4.11) I<CT 5D
Consequently, by letting 7" — oo in (4.11]), and using the fact that
p <pFuj(n767a) <~ (n—oz)p—n—,b’ < 07

and the monotone convergence theorem, we arrive at

|| wasie<o,
0 n

that is u = 0 a.e., which, using (4.10]), implies that

0 </ uo(z) dz < 0;

contradiction. In order to get a contradiction in the critical case p = ppyj(n, 3, ) too, we
apply the same change of variables as before, using ug > 0, we obtain from (4.10)),

p=1 n(p—1) n(p—1)

I<CcT% R % P °In+ CR™ % T »J».

By setting R = (KT)%, where K > 1 and K < T, so that T and K cannot simultaneously
tend to infinity, and considering the fact that p = ppyj(n, 3, @), we conclude that
1< CK 5l + CK5on v,
B+a
Therefore, by using e-Young’s inequality C' K ~F+a I < el + C.K~! with € < 1, it follows
that
(4.12) (1-e)I<CK™'+CK5aJr.

On the other hand, from (4.11)) as " — oo, and taking into account that p = pryj(n, 8, @),
it follows that

(4.13) u € LP((0, 00), LP(R™)).

Taking the limit as " — oo in (4.12]), and applying (4.13)) along with the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem, we conclude that

/ / uP(t,z) dedt S KL
0 n

Therefore, taking a sufficiently large K we obtain the desired contradiction. O

5. NONEXISTENCE

Proof of Theorem[1.7]. (i) Repeating a similar computation as in Section [4] we obtain

n(p—1) -8 1

T p—1
/ /(IC* [uP)(t, x) dacdt—l—/uo(x)go%(w) de <CT » R » »
0 B

(5.1) B

n(p—1) 1.1

+CR » T »Jr.
To estimate the first term in the left-hand side of (5.1f), we have

(K ulP) () = | Kz = y))u)]’ dy > / K(lz = yDlu(y)|” dy.
R™ B
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Note that |z| < R/2 on B and [¢] < R on B, where B = {z € R"; |z| < R/2}, then
|z — "> < 2R forallx € B, £ € B,

which implies that
K(lz —y|) > K(2R), forallz € B, ¢ € B,

and for all R > 1, namely 2R > Ry. So,
(K * |ulP)(t,z) > /C(QR)/ lu(y)|P dy, forallte (0,T), z € B.
B
Then

/OT/B(IC* lulP)(t,z)dedt > K(2R) /OT/B/B(u(t’{))pwt’”r) dé da dt

T
> messBKER) [ [ (utopi.e ds i
(5.2) — CR'K(2R)T,

where we have used the fact that ¢r = 1 on B, and 1 > ¢ on B. Combining l} and
(5.2)), we infer that

n(p—1)

(5.3) CR”IC(ZR)IJr/uo(a:)ap%(x) dr<CT" R Il + CR
B

np=1) 1 _1
p T »pJp.
By choosing R = T%, it follows from 1' and using J < T and ug > 0, that

n 1 np-1)-f 1
TEKQTEI<CT 7 1Ibr,

that is,
p=1 C
(5.4) I» < IR
K((2T#8)T Br
As

n+8
lim sup (/C(R) RT) >0,
R—o0
there exists a sequence {R;}; such that
n+B
(5.5) Rj — 400 and K(Rj)R;”? —€>0, asj— oc.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that R; > R;_; for all j > 1.
If ¢ = oo, replacing T by (R;/2)”, we have
p=1 C

I < ——15
K(R;)R; "

Consequently, passing to the limit when j — oo, using (5.5]), and the monotone convergence

theorem, we arrive at
oo
/ / uP dx dt <0,
0 n

that is u = 0 a.e., which, using (5.3)), up € L'(R"), and the dominated convergence theorem,
implies that

0 </ up(x) dz < 0;
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contradiction.
If ¢ < oo, by setting

2 2

where K > 1 and K < Rj, so that R; and K cannot simultaneously tend to infinity, using
up > 0, we conclude from (5.3)) that

, A\ B
R= ] and T = <RJ> K,

1 K» 1
I<C glr +C 77
IC(RJ)RJ- P IC(R])RJ. i
By Young’s inequality, we conclude that
1
K1 Kr 1
1<C ro—=0 g,

n+pB8

<1<(Rj)Rj P ) T kR

Since ¢ < oo, then (5.4) shows that u € LP((0,00), LP(R™)). This implies that J — 0,
when j — 0o. Again, passing to the limit when j — oo, using (5.5) and ¢ € (0, 00), along
with the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that

/ / uP(t,z)dedt < KL
0 n

Therefore, taking a sufficiently large K we obtain the desired contradiction.
(ii) Repeating exactly the same steps as in case (i), we obtain

CK@2R)I + R—"/ wo(2) () de < CT" 7 R™5 P15 + CR 5T 7 J5.
B

Since K(2R) > K(R/2) whenever 2R > Ry, it follows that
C K(R/2)I + R_”/UO(az) dr < CT" 7 R 5 PIv + CR™ 5T 23,
B
Therefore,

. _ TR P 1 RPTh
(5.6) CI+R(K(R/2)" /Buo@)dﬂfﬁcmz/z)“’*c/cu%/m‘”'

1
By choosing R = T8, it follows from 1D together with the condition J < I and the
assumption on the initial data ug, that

p—1 C
K(T5/2)T 8
We conclude the desired result by proceeding in the same manner as in case (i).
(iii) In this case, as R > 1, we have the following estimate

/Buo(:n)cpfg(m) d:vZ/uo(m) dx

B
22 [ (1 o) o
B
> aC’/(R2 + R da
B

=gCR"™".
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Therefore, by repeating the same calculation as in case (i) (see (5.3)), choosing R = T"/5,
and using J <1, we get

n(p—1)—p 1

TEKETP)I+2CT 7 <CT™ % I»,

that is,
eC C 1
I+ Y 1 < n+B8 1 I»
TEK(2T5) T B K(27'5)
C 1
S n+pa8 1 £ * 517
(TWIC@TE)) =

where we have used the following Young’s inequality
1 p_
ab < Ja” + Cbr1.
This implies that

1

=5 (Ker R

and so,
1
=T
0<z=< <lim inf (K(R)—le(p—l)—n—ﬂ)> T 0
R—o0
contradiction. The proof is complete. O

6. GLOBAL EXISTENCE

Proof of Theorem (z'z'). Since p > pryj(n, B, @), it is possible to choose a positive constant
q > 0 such that

Bta 1 _n _ fta .
6.1) Blp—1) p Bqg  Blpr—1) with 4> p.

From this, it follows that

n(p—1)
6.2 > ———= =g > 1.
(6.2) 1 B+« e
We then define
n n
Brim = o
Base By
63 _ fta
Blp—1) Bqa
Therefore, based on relations (6.1))-(6.3)), the following relations hold
-1
(6.4) g0, 1-M2=D @ 0 g0 and ps <.
Bq g
Since ug € L% (R™), applying Lemma with ¢ > gsc, and using (6.3), we get
(6.5) iulo)tﬁ*HS,B(t)UOHLq < Cluo||pase =: p < 00.
>
Set

(6.6) X = {u € L%((0,00) LUR): sup” u(t)] 1 < a} |
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where § > 0 is chosen to be sufficiently small. For u,v € X, we define the metric

(6.7) dx (u,v) = iggtﬁ* lu(t) — v(t)| La-

It is straightforward to verify that (X, d) is a nonempty complete metric space. For u € X,
we define the mapping ®(u) by

(6.8) P (u)(t) := Sa(t)uo —i—/o Sg(t — 1)1a(JulP)(r)dr, for all t > 0.

Let us now verify that the operator ® : X — X. By employing inequalities (6.5)) and ,
along with Lemma [2.1] we derive the following estimate for any u € X,

1

oGO <o+ 8 [ - A G () (1) o di,

for any 1 < r; < q. By employing the assumption ¢ > p, and using Lemma [2.2] with
p/q=ca/n+1/r, we get

Cle Ol < o+ o [ (t -7y BT ju(r) |, dr

t

p+ CoPt? / (t— 7')75( a ">T_ﬂ*pd7'.
0

Now, using the parameter constraints in (6.1]) and (6.4)), together with the condition pg* < 1,

the integral becomes

(6.9)

IN

t (23 * *
(6.10) / (t — T)ff(T*H)T—ﬂ Pdr = Ot P 7
0

valid for all ¢ > 0. It then follows from estimates and ((6.10]) that
(6.11) | )(O)l0 < p+ COV.

Hence, if p and § are chosen sufficiently small such that p+Cé? < ¢, it follows that ®(u) € X,
that is, ® : X — X. A similar argument shows that, under the same smallness assumptions
on p and ¢, the operator ® is a strict contraction. Therefore, it has a unique fixed point
u € X which corresponds to a mild solution of problem (|1.1)).

We now aim to prove that u € L>((0,00), L°(R™)). We begin by showing that u €
L>((0,T),L>°(R™)) for some sufficiently small 7" > 0. Indeed, the previous argument
ensures uniqueness in the space Xp, where for any T' > 0,

s i= fu € L(O0.0). L) sup 17 Jul0)r < 5}

o<t<T

Let @ denote the local solution of (|1.1)) established in Theorem From inequality (6.2]),
we know that g < ¢ < oo, which implies

upg € L>(R™) N L= (R™) C L*(R™) N LY(R").
Moreover, using p > pruj(n, 3, ), we have
n/(n—a) <ge<qg<n(p-1)/a
Thus, Theorem guarantees that @ € L*((0, Tax), L (R™) N LY(R™)). Consequently,
for sufficiently small 7" > 0, we have
sup 7 ||a(t)]| e < 6.
te(0,T)

Due to the uniqueness of solutions in Xp, it follows that u = @ on [0,T], leading to the
conclusion that u € L>((0,T), L>(R™) N LY(R™)).
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To extend the regularity to [T, 00), we employ a bootstrap argument. For t > T, we
express u(t) as

T t
u(t) — Ss(tyuy = /0 Ss(t — ) In(lul?)(r) dr + /T Ss(t — )L (jul?)(r) dr
= Il(t)—l-fg(t).

Since u € L*((0,T), L>*(R™) N LY(R™)), and n/(n — o) < ¢ < n(p — 1)/, we immediately
have I) € L*™°((T,00), L*°(R™)). Furthermore, by similar estimates used in the fixed-point
argument and noting that

77 < TP < o,

we also get I € L*®((T, ), L1(R™)). Next, from (6.2), we observe that ¢ > ¢s, which
guarantees the existence of some r € (g, o] such that

)
(
(6.12) % <p 2 1) <1

For T' < t, since u € L*((0,00), LI(R™)), we obtain
uP € L°((Tt), L» (R™)).

Thus, applying Lemma condition (6.12]), and Lemma with p/q = a/n + 1/ry, we
deduce that Iy € L*((T,00), L"(R™)). Since the terms Sg(t)ug and I; belong to

L2((T, 00), L*(R")) N L>((T', 00), LY(R™)) € L=((T) 00), L"(R™)),

we conclude that u € L>((T, 00), L"(R™)). Iterating this procedure a finite number of times,
eventually leads to u € L*>((T, 00), L>°(R™)). This completes the proof. O
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