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Abstract

We provide a simple method for obtaining new Liouville theorems for scaling invari-
ant superlinear parabolic problems with gradient structure. To illustrate the method
we prove Liouville theorems (guaranteeing nonexistence of positive classical solutions)
for the following model problems: the scalar nonlinear heat equation

ur — Au = uP in R" x R,

its vector-valued generalization with a p-homogeneous nonlinearity and the linear heat
equation in R} x R complemented by nonlinear boundary conditions of the form
Ou/0v = ul. Here v denotes the outer unit normal on the boundary of the halfspace
R and the exponents p,q > 1 satisfy p < n/(n —2) and ¢ < (n —1)/(n — 2) if
n>2(orp<(n+2)/(n—2)and g <n/(n—2)if n > 2 and some symmetry of the
solutions is assumed). As a typical application of our nonexistence results we provide
optimal universal estimates for positive solutions of related problems in bounded and
unbounded domains.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider several model scaling invariant parabolic problems with gradient
structure and prove that these problems — in a certain range of given parameters — do
not possess positive entire solutions, i.e. solutions defined for all times ¢ € (—o0, +00).
Such a result will be called (parabolic) Liouville theorem.

Nonlinear heat equation. Let us first consider the scalar nonlinear heat equation

ug — Au = uP, ze€R" teR, (1)
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where p > 1, n > 1 and u = u(z,t) > 0. Since problem ([Il) possesses positive stationary
solutions if n > 2 and p > (n + 2)/(n — 2), the necessary condition for the Liouville
theorem for (1) is p < (n+ 2)/(n — 2)+. This condition is also sufficient if we restrict
ourselves to radially symmetric solutions, see [22], 24]. In the general non-radial case, the
Liouville theorem for (Il) was proved in [2] only under the assumption n =1 or n > 1 and
p < n(n+2)/(n —1)2. In particular, if n = 2 then one has to assume p < 8. Our main
result for problem (1) guarantees that for n = 2 this assumption on p is superfluous. More
precisely, we prove the following Liouville theorem.

Theorem 1. Let p > 1, (n — 2)p < n. Then the equation [Il) does not possess positive
classical solutions.

If n > 2 then n/(n —2) < n(n + 2)/(n — 1)? so that the assertion in Theorem [II
follows from [2] whenever n # 2. We formulate and prove our result for general n since
our method is very different from that in [2] and it can also be used for problems where
the arguments of [2] cannot be used or have not been used so far. In particular, in this
paper we also consider a vector-valued generalization of ({l) and the linear heat equation
complemented by nonlinear boundary conditions and in these cases we obtain new results
for all n > 1. It should be emphasized that we do not exploit the semilinear structure
of our problems: we consider these model problems just for simplicity. Our method is
based on scaling and energy estimates for the rescaled problems. This approach enables
us to show that any positive bounded entire solution of the parabolic problem has to
be time-independent so that the nonexistence result for bounded solutions follows from
the corresponding elliptic Liouville theorem (and then the nonexistence of unbounded
solutions is often an easy consequence of doubling and scaling arguments). Let us note
that if n > 2 and p > (n+ 2)/(n — 2) then, in addition to positive bounded stationary
solutions, there also exist positive bounded entire solutions of () which do depend on
time; in particular there exist homoclinic solutions, see [9].

Liouville theorems have important consequences concerning universal a priori estimates
for positive solutions of related problems. To be more specific, let us formulate a typical
result of this type based on Theorem[Il Since our result in Theorem [lis new only if n = 2,
we restrict ourselves to this case. Consider nonnegative solutions of the equation

up — Au = f(u) in Qx(Th,T3), (2)

where f : [0,00) — R is a continuous function satisfying

; -p _
and
Q) is an arbitrary domain in R?, —oo < T} < T < oo. (4)

The following theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem [I] and (the proof of) [24, The-
orems 3.1 and 4.1]; cf. also [24, Remark 3.4(e)].



Theorem 2. Assume p > 1, @), @) and let v be a nonnegative classical solution of (2I).
Then

u(:z:,t) < C(Cl + (t — Tl)_ﬁ + (T2 — t)_ﬁ + CQdiSt_2B($,aQ)) m QX (Tl,TQ), (5)

where B := 1/(p — 1), C = C(f) > 0 is independent of Q, T1, To and u, C; = 0 if
f(u) = uP, C1 = 1 otherwise, Co = 1, (t —=T)) P := 0 if T1 = —o0, (T —t)™ P := 0 if
Ty = 0o and dist™2(z,0Q) := 0 if Q = R2.

If, in addition, Q is (uniformly C?) smooth and u satisfies the boundary condition

u=20 on 0Q x (11, T») (6)
then (@) is true with C = C(f,2), C1 =1 and Cy = 0.

In particular, if @ C R? is smooth and u is any positive solution of the problem (2),(G)
which blows up at t = T5 then Theorem [2] guarantees that the blow-up rate is of type I
and the corresponding estimate is universal (i.e. the constant C' in (Bl does not depend
on u).

Another application of Theorem 2 deals with so called ancient solutions. Assume T' €
R, 1 <pand (n—2)p < n+ 2. Then [I9, Corollary 1.6] gives a complete characterization
of all (positive classical) solutions of the problem

up — Au = uP, xR te (-0, T), (7)

under the assumption
u(z,t) < C(T — t)_ﬁ. (8)

Theorem [2 guarantees that (8) is always true if n = 2. In fact, the assertions in Theorem
(hence also (®])) are true for any n and p > 1 such that (II) does not possess positive classical
solutions.

Vector valued case. Our next model problem is a vector-valued generalization of (IJ):

we consider positive classical solutions U = (uq,us, ..., uy) of the system
U — AU =F(U), zeR" teR, 9)
where
F =VG, with G € CE*R™R) for some «a >0, (10)
G(0) =0, GWU) >0 for U#0, (11)
F\U)=XF{U) for UeR™, XA>0, (12)
there exists & € (0,00)™ such that ¢-F(U) >0 for U #0. (13)

Using the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1 we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Assume ([I0), (), (@2)), (I3) and p > 1, (n—2)p < n. Then the system (@)
does not possess nontrivial nonnegative classical solutions.



Notice that Theorem [Ilis a special case of Theorem Bl We will first prove Theorem [II
(in order to explain the idea of our method by using the simplest possible model problem);
the proof of Theorem [B] will then follow the proof of Theorem [II

Theorem Bl for n = 1 and the approach in [I, Proposition 2.4] (see also [26] and [21])
enable us to prove also the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Assume ([I0), (), (I2), @3) andp > 1, (n—2)p < n+2. Then the system
@) does not possess nontrivial nonnegative classical radially symmetric solutions.

Theorem [ is a generalization of the scalar parabolic Liouville theorem for radially
symmetric solutions of () proved in [22] 24] by completely different arguments. Similarly
as in the scalar case, Theorems [3] and ] can be used in order to prove universal a priori
estimates of positive solutions of many related problems.

As far as we know, if n,m > 1 then the only known nonexistence results for (@) in
the non-radial case are of Fujita-type and require the strong condition p < (n + 2)/n. If
n=1m=2and

Fluy,ug) = (uf — Mujub™ ub — M ub), p=2r+1>1, (14)

then by using the approach in [2], a Liouville theorem for (@) has very recently been
established in [2I] under the assumption A < r/(3r + 2). Notice that in this particular
case, Theorem [3] guarantees the nonexistence for any A < 1 and this condition on A is
optimal.

In the radial setting, assuming m = 2, (I4]) and either p=3>n, A <1l or p(n —2) <
n+2, A < r/(3r + 2), nonexistence results for (@) have also been obtained in [26] or [21],
respectively.

Nonlinear boundary conditions. Next consider positive classical solutions of the
problem

ug —Au=0 in R? x R,

t . } (15)

uy = ul on ORY x R,

where R? := {(z = (21,%2,...,2,) € R" : 21 > 0}, v = (—1,0,0,...,0) is the outer unit
normal on the boundary OR"} = {z € R" : 1 = 0} and ¢ > 1. In this case our method
yields the following result.

Theorem 5. Let ¢ > 1, (n—2)qg < n—1. Then the problem ([IT)) does not possess positive
classical bounded solutions.

The result in Theorem [l is new for any n > 1. If n = 1 then this nonexistence
result was proved in [26] by other arguments, but only for solutions with bounded spatial
derivatives. For general n > 1 the only known nonexistence results for (I5]) are of Fujita-
type and require ¢ < (n + 1)/n, see [10] [5].

Liouville theorem for stationary solutions of (I5]) is true for ¢ < n/(n — 2)4 (see [15])
and this condition on ¢ is optimal: if n > 2 and ¢ = n/(n — 2) then there exists a
stationary solution of (I5) of the form u(z) = c|z — 20|?>~", where the first component of



xo is negative (see [13] and the references therein for the analysis of stationary solutions
for ¢ > n/(n —2)). Under the optimal assumption ¢ < n/(n — 2); we can also prove
nonexistence of solutions of (IH]) exhibiting the following axial symmetry:

u(zy, Z,t) = v(z1,|Z|,t), where T = (x2,x3,...,Zy). (16)

Theorem 6. Let ¢ > 1, (n —2)qg < n. Then the problem (I3 does not possess positive
classical bounded solutions exhibiting the symmetry property (10]).

Theorem [0 is an analogue to Theorem [4] and is proved by similar but technically more
advanced arguments.

Let us also mention that the boundedness assumptions in Theorems [B] and [6] still allow
applications based on doubling and scaling arguments and yielding a priori estimates for
positive solutions of related problems. In particular, Theorem [B] can be used to obtain
blow-up rate estimates for positive solutions of the problem

—Au=0 e, te (0,7,
wy u x (0,7) } (17)

u, = ul x €N, te(0,T),

where v denotes the outer unit normal on the boundary 02. More precisely, we will prove
the following theorem.

Theorem 7. Assume that Q C R"™ is bounded and smooth, ¢ > 1, (n —2)qg < n — 1.
Assume also that u is a positive classical solution of (I7l) which blows up att =T. Then
there exists C' = C(u) > 0 such that u satisfies the blow-up rate estimate

w(z, t)(T — t)20=Y 4 |u(z, t)|(T — ¢)?4-D < ¢ (18)
forallz € Q and t € (T/2,T).

If © is bounded and ¢ > 1 then any positive solution of (I7)) blows up in finite time.
Theorem [7l guarantees that for 1 < ¢ < (n —1)/(n — 2)4, the blow-up of such solution is
of type I, i.e. u satisfies the estimate

(-, 8)]|lso < C(T =)~V for te(T/2,T). (19)

This result for bounded domains was known only under the stronger assumption 1 < ¢ <
14+ 1/n (see [16]). On the other hand, type I blow-up for both positive and sign-changing
solutions of (7)) has been established in the full subcritical range 1 < ¢ < n/(n — 2)4 if
2 is a half-space (see [3] and [27]) and it has also been proved for bounded domains and
1 < ¢ <n/(n—2)4 in the class of positive, time increasing solutions (see [16]). Let us
also mention that the blow-up rate estimate (I9) is optimal (see the lower estimates in
[17, [18]) and that the blow-up need not be of type I for (some) supercritical ¢ (see [14]).

2 Proof of Theorems [, B and 4

In the proofs we will often need the following lemma.



Doubling Lemma. (see [24, Lemma 5.1]). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and
0 D cC X. Let M : D — (0,00) be bounded on compact subsets of D and fix a real
k> 0. Ify € D is such that

M(y)dist(y, X \ D) > 2k, (20)
then there exists x € D such that
M (z) dist(z, X \ D) > 2k, M(z) > M(y), (21)

and
k

< 1 < .
M(z) < 2M(x) whenever dist(z,z) < M)

(22)
Notice that the inequalities in (2I]) and (22]) guarantee
dist(z,z) < K < ldist(az X\ D)
T M(x) 2 ’ ’

so that z € D and the value M(z) is well defined. Notice also that if D = X then
dist(y, X \ D) = dist(y,0) = oo so that the assumption (20)) is satisfied for any y € D.
In most cases, we will use the Doubling Lemma with X being a closed subset of R™ x R
equipped with the parabolic distance

distp((z,t), (%,1)) := |z — &| + /|t — 1.

Proof of Theorem[D. Assume on the contrary that there exists a positive solution u of
(). Doubling and scaling arguments in [24] guarantee that we may assume that

u(z,t) <1 for all z € R", t € R. (23)

In fact, assume that u(zg,tg) > 1 for some (zg,tp) € R™ x R. For any k = 1,2,..., the
Doubling Lemma (with D = X = R™ x R, dist = distp, M = /2 and y = (x0,19))
guarantees the existence of (zy,t;) such that

My, = u(p_l)/z(l’k’tk) > u(p—l)/2(x07t0) and

k
u(p_l)/Z(x,t) < 2M;.  whenever |z — x|+ /|t —tg| < M
k

The rescaled functions

_ 1
v (y, s) == )\z/(p 1)u(azk + ANy, tr + )\is), where M\, = ——,

2Mj,
are positive solutions of (Il) and satisfy v (0,0) = 272/®=1 4, (y, s) < 1 for |y|+/]s] < 2k.
The parabolic regularity guarantees that the sequence {vy} is relatively compact (in Cj,.,
for example), so that a suitable subsequence of {v;} converges to a nonnegative solution



v of () satisfying v < 1. Since v(0,0) > 0, we have v > 0 by the maximum principle and
uniqueness. Consequently, replacing « by v we may assume that (23)) is true.
Denote ¢y := u(0,0) and 8 :=1/(p—1). Fory e R", sc Rand k =1,2,... set

wi(y, s) = (k —t)Pu(yvk — t,1), where s = —log(k —t), t<k.

Set also s := —log k and notice that w = wy solve the problem

1
wS:Aw—iy'Vw—ﬂw—pr

1 (24)
:;V-(pr)—ﬁw—l—wp in R” x R,
where p(y) := e~1v*/1 In addition,
wi (0, 1) = kPeq
and
lwi (-, 8)||oe < 2Pk for s € [s —2,00). (25)
Set
1 2 2 1 p+1
Ep(s) =5 | (Vwily, s)I” + Buwily, s))p(y) dy — b1 ) (y,5)p(y) dy.

Then in the same way as in [12] (2.25) and Proposition 2.1] we obtain Ej(s) > 0 and,
given o < Sg,

5[ wbtsotv)dy — [ wtiwolotw) dy)

:—2/:kEk(s)ds+ // v, )p(y) dy ds,
[ L%

Multiplying equation (24]) by p, integrating over y € R™ and using Jensen’s inequality
yields

(26)

00k )| ply) dy ds = Ei(o) — Ex(s) < Erl(o). (27)

d

o /Rn wi(y, s)p(y) dy + B - wi(y, s)p(y) dy

- /n wi(y, 5)p(y) dy > Crp (/Rn wk(y, s)p(y) dy)p,

where C,, ,, := (47)"P~1/2 which (as in the proof of [§, Theorem 1], for example) implies
the estimates

[ v dy < G, (28)

and

/Sk /n wi(y, s)p(y) dy ds < én,p(l + B(sk — o)), (29)

7



where C,, , = (3/Ch.p)?. The monotonicity of Ej, @8), 5), 28) and @9) guarantee

Sk—l Sk
2Ek(sp — 1) < 2/ Ei(s)ds <2 Ex(s)ds

Sk—2 Sk— 2

1 -1
< 5/ wi(y, sk — 2)p(y) / / wh ™ (y, $)p(y) dy ds
R™ Sk— 2 n
< PP (/ wi(y, sk — 2)p(y) dy +/ / wi(y, s)p(y) dy ds)

< 2C(n,p)k”,

where C(n,p) := €2#C,, ,(1 + ), hence Ei(s, — 1) < C(n,p)k®. This estimate and (27
guarantee

[ ]G s dvs < e (30)
Sk — n
Denote A, := k~/2 and set

vp(z,7) = )\i/(p_l)wk()\kz, AT+ s), zeR", —k<7<0.

Then 0 < v, < €2?, v(0,0) = co,
— — Avp — ok = )\2( Z- Vvk—i-ﬂvk)
-

and, denoting o := —n + 2+ 4/(p — 1) and using ([B0) we also have

/ / (%k (2,7) dsz—X’/ / 8wk ,S) ‘ dyds
2| <Vk sp—1Jyl<1 58

< C(n,p)e k=P 50 as k — oo.

Now the same arguments as in [I12] show that (up to a subsequence) the sequence {vy}
converges to a positive solution v = v(z) of the problem Av 4+ v?» = 0 in R", which
contradicts the elliptic Liouville theorem in [I1].

Notice that the explicit formula

vp(z,7) = e P Fu(e™ k2 k(1 — e T/F))

guarantees vy — u. Notice also that if p = n/(n — 2) and if we rescaled the functions
wy, on the intervals [sy — 1, s + 1] instead of [s; — 1, sx] then the above arguments would
guarantee f;o Jgn u? dx dt < C(n,p)et/t. O

Proof of Theorem[3. Assume on the contrary that there exists a nontrivial nonnegative
solution U of ([@). As in the proof of Theorem [I, doubling and scaling arguments in [24]
guarantee that we may assume

|U(z,t)| <1 for all x € R", t € R.



Denote Cy :=U(0,0) and f:=1/(p —1). Fory e R", s€ Rand k =1,2,... set
Wi(y,s) == (k — t)°UyvVk — t, 1), where s = —log(k —t), t<k.

Set also s := —log k and notice that W = W}, solve the problem

1
We= AW = 2y - YW — BW + F(W)

- %v C(pVW) — BW + F(W)  inR" xR,

where p(y) = e 1v*/4In addition,

Wi(0,s:) = k°Cy  and  [|[Wi(-,8)||eo < kP for s € [sp —2,00).

Set

Bus) = 5 [ (VW) + 802w s)p)dy — [ GOV 9)p(o)dy.
Since assumptions (I0), (II), (I2) and (I3) guarantee

CallWIPH = GOW) = S FOV)W 2 oW, € FOW) 2 er[ WP

one can use the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem[Ilto show that Ej(sp—1) < Ck”
for some C' depending only on n,p, Cq,cr and £. In fact, to prove the analogoues of (28]
and (29), for example, it is sufficient to multiply the i-th component in (3I)) by &p,
integrate and sum over 7. Consequently, as in the proof of Theorem [l the functions

Vie(z,7) = )\i/(p_l)Wk()\kz, AT+ sp), zeR", —k<7<0

converge (up to a subsequence) to a positive solution V' = V(z) of the problem AV +
F(W) =0 in R", which contradicts the elliptic Liouville theorem [28, Theorem 6(i)]. O

Proof of Theorem [§} The proof is based on the same arguments as the proof of [I,
Proposition 2.4] (cf. also [26] Theorem 4.1]). For the reader’s convenience (and since we
will also need a nontrivial modification of these arguments in the proof of Theorem [6]) we
provide a detailed proof.

Let U be a nontrivial nonnegative radial solution of ([d)). Since U is radial, there exists
U:[0,00) x R = R™: (r,t) — U(r,t) such that U(z,t) = U(|z|,t).

First we show that we can assume that U is bounded. In fact, assume that there
exist 7, € [0,00) and t;, € R such that |U(ry,t;)] — oo. The Doubling Lemma (with
D =X =[0,00) x R, dist = distp and M = |U|®~1/2) guarantees that we may assume

k
M(r,t) <2Mj  whenever |r—ri| + /|t — tx| < A
k



where M}, := ]ﬁ(rk,tk)\(p_l)/z. Set py := 1 My, and Ay := 1/Mj,. Passing to a subsequence
we may assume pg — pPoo € [0,00]. If poo = 0o then the functions

Vi, s) i= AP 0T (rg + Mpyte + Als),  p > —pp, s ER,

solve the equations
n—1
OV — 0,, Vi =
o Pk +p

and a subsequence of {Vj} converges to nontrivial nonnegative solution of (3) with n =1,
which contradicts Theorem [Bl Hence po, < co. The functions

0, Vi + F(Vy)

Vilp,s) = AP V0 p,ty + A2s),  p =0, seR,

solve the equations
n—1
O Vie — 0pp Vi =

0 Vi + F(WVy)

and satisfy [Vi(pr,0)| = 1, |[Vi(p,s)| < 22D for |p — px| + /|s] < k. Passing to a
subsequence we may assume Vi — V| where V is a nontrivial nonnegative bounded radial
solution of of ([@)). Replacing U by V' we may assume that U is bounded.

Since U is bounded, the parabolic regularity implies that VU is bounded as well, hence

Ul + |VU| < C. (32)

Now we use similar doubling and scaling arguments as above to show the uniform decay
estimate

U (r, )| P~V 4 |V T (r, 1) [P/ =D < © (33)

(where the constant C' is different from that in ([82))). Assume on the contrary that there
exist . > 0 and t; € R such that

\U(rk,tk)]rz/(p_l) + ]VUT(Tk,tk)\T,gp+l)/(p_l) — 0.

Set
M (r,t) := |U(r, t)| P52 4 |V, (r, t)| P~ D/ e+ r>0,teR

and My := M (rg,tg). Then Myry — oo and passing to a subsequence we may assume
My, > 2k/ri. The Doubling Lemma (with X = [0,00) x R, D = (0,00) x R and dist =
distp) guarantees that we may assume

k
M(r,t) < 2Mj whenever |r — rg| + /|t — tg] Sﬁ'
k
Set A\, := 1/M}, and

Vi(p, s) :== )\z/(p_l)(j(rk + Ak, te + AZS).

10



Then
1V2:(0,0)|P=1/2 1 19,V;,(0,0)| P~ D/ @+ = 1,
Vi (p, 3)‘@_1)/2 + 0o Vi p, S)!(p_l)/(pﬂ) <2 whenever |p|+ +/|s| <k,

and V}, solves the equation

n—1
OV — 0ppVie = paka + F(Vy).

Tk / )\k +
Since 7 /A = rpM) — o0, it is easy to pass to the limit to get a nontrivial nonnegative
bounded solution V' of ([@) with n = 1. However, this contradicts Theorem Bl Conse-

quently, (B3] is true.
Next we use the energy functional

BEU(-1) = /n<%\VU(az,t)\2 ~G(U(e,1))) de.

The arguments in [25] Example 51.28, the case A = 0]) guarantee that the system (@) is
well posed in the space

£ :={W e LP*YR",R™) : VW € L*R" R™)}, }

(34)
Wile := [IWllper + [[VIW] 2

and the corresponding solution satisfies the energy identity

BUw) - Bt =~ [ [ s (35)

Estimates ([33]) and ([B2]) guarantee ||U(-,t)|l¢ < C and |E(u(-,t))| < C with C' independent

of ¢, hence
/ / |U|? d dt < oo
R n
and
/ / |Ui?dxdt -0 as k— oc. (36)
[t|>k JR™

Next we claim

sup  (|JU(z,t)|+ |VU(z,t)]) =0 as k— oo. (37)

z€R™, |t|>2k

Assume on the contrary that there exist z; € R™ and ¢, € R, |tx| > 2k, such that
|U(zg, tr)| + VU (g, tg)| > co > 0.

Estimate (33]) shows that the sequence {z} is bounded so that we may assume xj — Zso.
Set Vi(z,t) := U(x,t — t;). Then a subsequence of {Vj} converges (locally uniformly in
C') to a nonnegative radial solution V of [@). Estimate |V (20, 0)| + |[VV (o0, 0)| > co
shows that V' is nontrivial and estimate (36]) guarantees that V' does not depend on ¢.
However, this contradicts the elliptic Liouville theorem [28], Proposition 5(i)].

Estimates (33]) and (87) guarantee E(U(-,t)) — 0 as |[t| — oo, so that E(U(-,t)) =0
by the monotonicity of ¢ — E(U(-,t)). Consequently, U; = 0 which contradicts [28|
Proposition 5(i)]. O

11



3 Proofs of Theorems [5, [6 and [7]

Proof of Theorem [3. The proof will follow that of Theorem [l but we will also need some
additional arguments.

Assume on the contrary that there exists a positive bounded solution u of (IZ). By
using doubling and scaling arguments we first show that we may assume

u(z,t) + |[Vu(z,t)| < C for all z € RT, t € R. (38)

Assume that (38)) fails. Since u < C,, for some C, > 0, we can find (xg,t;) such that
|Vu(zg, t)| — co. Set

M(z,t) = u? (@, ) + [Vu(z, )| 9D/,

My, := M (z,tr) and A\ := 1/My. The Doubling Lemma (with X = D = m x R and
dist = distp) guarantees that we may assume

k

M(z,t) <2M) whenever |z — x|+ /|t —tg Sﬁ’
k

Passing to a subsequence we may assume cj, := 3,1 M}, — coo € [0,00], where 1 denotes
the first component of x. If ¢, = 0o then setting

vE(y, s) := Allg/(q_l)u($k + Meys tk + ALs), yER™ y1 > —c, sER,

a suitable subsequence of {vy} converges to a nonnegative bounded solution v of the linear
heat equation in R™ x R satisfying |Vv(0,0)| = 1, which contradicts the Liouville theorem
for the linear heat equation (see [7, Theorem 1] or [6, Theorem 4] and cf. also [20]).
Therefore we have coo < 00. Set 29 := (0,22, -, Tkn), Y = (¢, 0,0,...,0) and

vy, s) == A,lg/(q_l)u(xg + My, tre + A23s), yeR™, scR.

Then vg_l(yk, 0) + | Vg (g, 0)]@1/9 = 1 and a suitable subsequence of {v;,} converges to
a nonnegative nontrivial (hence positive) bounded solution v of (I&]) with bounded spatial
derivatives. Replacing u by v we obtain (38]).

If (38)) is true then the function

v(y,s) = Al/(q_l)U(Ay, M\s)  where A1) — 1/C

is a positive solution of (IH]) satisfying ([B8]) with C' = 1. Hence, replacing u by v we may
assume o
u(z,t) + |Vu(z,t)] <1 for all z € R", t € R. (39)

Next we prove that
Uz, (z,1) <0 for all z € R, t € R. (40)
The function z := u,, is bounded and satisfies

zz—Az=0 in R} xR, z<0 ondRY} xR.
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In order to prove (40) it is sufficient to show z(x,t) < ex; for any € > 0. Fix € > 0 and set
v(x,t) := z(x,t) —exq. Since z is bounded, there exists A = A(g) > 0 such that v(z,t) < 0
for 1 > X. To show v(z,t) < 0 for 1 < A we will proceed similarly as in the proof of [24],
Theorem 2.4].

Denoting Ty := {z € R" : 0 < 1 < A} the function v satisfies

vn—Av=0 inT) xR, v(xz,t) <0 on ITy x R.

Choosing ¢ € (0,72/A?), [4] guarantees the existence of a smooth positive function h on
T such that

Ah+gh=0 inT) and h(z) — +oo  as |z| — oo, x € Ty.
In particular h(x) > hg > 0. Set w := e?v/h. Then w satisfies

2V h
wt—Aw—%'szo in T\ x R, w <0 ondly xR.

Fix tg < t; and consider (z,t) € Ty X [to,t1]. Then w(z,t) — 0 as |z| — oo and the
maximum principle guarantees

sup w™ (z,t1) < sup w (z, o),
z€Ty x€Ty

where w™ (z,t) := — min(w(z,t),0). For v the above inequality means

sup v (z, 1) < emalti=to) gup v (2,t0)
(EGT)\ h($) ZBET/\ h‘ x)

In view of boundedness of v on Ty x R, letting ¢ty — —oo we obtain that v(x,t;) < 0. This
concludes the proof of ({0).
Denote ¢y := u(0,0) and §:=1/2(¢—1). Fory e R?, s€ Rand k =1,2,... set

w(y, s) = (k— t)Bu(y\/k: —t,1), where s = —log(k —t), t<k.
Set also s := —log k and notice that w = wy solve the problem

1 ~ 1 ~
ws =Aw — =y - Vw — fw = =V - (pVw) — fw in R? x R,
5Y B p (pVw) = B ¥ (41)

n
w, = w? on ORY xR,

where p(y) = e ¥*/4. In addition,

wi(0, s) = k‘BCo, lwi (-, 8)]|co < 6251@'3 for s € [s —2,00).
Set
1 ~ 1
Bi(s) =5 [ (Vun(w o) + Bud(. )o@y - — [ ol (€ 9)p() dse.
R q+ 1 Jorn
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see [3]) and, given o < si, we also have

/[R" wi(y, sk)p(y) dy — /n w (y, o) p(y) dy)

+

:_2/8’“ ds+D/ /{)Rn Wi (€, 5)p(€) dSe ds,
[ L%

Since ({#Q) guarantees dwy/dy; < 0, we have

awk (y) dyds = Ej(0) — Ep(si) < E(0).

V2 | wi(& s)p(€) dSe =/R we((0,92,Y3, - -, Yn), 8)p(y) dy

oR} 3
> / wn(y, 5)p(y) dy.
+

Consequently, multiplying the equation in (4Il) by p and integrating over y € R} yields

d -
& [ wntorwidy+5 [ wtonwidy= [ ullesds,
R? R? OR™
> Cn—l,q </8R" ZUk(é', S)P(f) dS£>q > én—l,q </R" wk(y7 S),O(y) dy>q7

which again implies the estimates of the type

[ s)o0)dy < G,
[ bt )o@ dseds < Cay1 4 o= o),

In the same way as in the proof of Theorem [T the estimates above guarantee Ej (s —1) <
C(n —1,q)k? for suitable C(n — 1,¢) and, consequently,

o ~ _
/[ / 9% ()| ply) dy ds < Gn — 1, )%, (42)
sp—1 n
Denote A\ := k=12 and set
vg(z,7) = Ai/(q_l)wk(Akz, )\%T + si), zeRY, -k <7<0.

Then 0 < vy, < 625, v(0,0) = co,

S~ Av = )\k< P v +ka> in R x (—k,0),
v, = v on ORY x (—k,0),
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and, denoting & := —n + 2 +2/(q — 1) and using ([@2]) we also have

/ / %ZT dsz—Xl/ / 6wk s‘dyds
|2|<Vk spe—1J]yl<1 s

< C(q)e' k™ 8248 50 as k— oo.

As in the proof of Theorem [l (cf. also [3]), a subsequence of {vj} converges to a positive
solution v = v(z) of the problem Av =0 in R?, v, = v? on JRY}, which contradicts the
elliptic Liouville theorem in [15]. O

Proof of Theorem[fl. Due to Theorem [Blwe may assumen > 2 and n—1 < g(n—2) < n.
Assume that u is a positive classical bounded solution of (I5) satisfying (I6]). Similarly as
in the proof of Theorem [Bl we will first show that we may assume

u+|Vu| < C (43)

and then (similarly as in the proof of Theorem []) we will prove that u satisfies suitable
decay estimates which allow us to use the energy functional

1 - N
E(p) := —/ |Vo(x )|2 doe — —— @(O,x)‘”l dz (44)
2 Ri + 1 Rnfl

to show that u is time independent.
Assume that ({3)) fails. Since u < C,, for some C,, > 0, we can find (zy, tx) such that
|Vu(xg,ty)| — oco. Set

M (z,t) = ui™ (z, 1) + |Vu(z, )| @D/

My, := M(zy,tr) and A\; := 1/Mj. In the same way as in the proof of Theorem [, the
Doubling Lemma guarantees that we may assume

k
M(x,t) <2Mjy whenever |z — x|+ /|t —tg] < A (45)
k

and then the Liouville theorem for the linear heat equation [7, Theorem 1] implies that
we may assume ¢y, = o1 Mp — coo € [0,00).

Assumption (6] guarantees u(z1,Z,t) = v(x1,7,t), where r = |Z|. Passing to a
subsequence we may assume pi = T/ A — poo € [0,00], where 1, = |Tg|. If poo = 00
then we set

wk(y7p7 S) = )‘llg/(q_l)v()\ky77qk + )‘kp7 l + )‘2:3)7 Yy > 07 P > —Pk, SE€ R.

Then
wi ™ (ex, 0,0) + [Vwg(cx, 0,0)[0H/7 = 1,

wZ + |Vwg| <2, whenever (y—ck)?+p2+/I|s| <k
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and wy, satisfy the equation

n—2
ws—wyy—wpp:mwp, y>0, p>—p, sER,
and the boundary condition w, = —w? for y = 0. Consequently, a subsequence of {wy,}

converges to a nonnegative nontrivial solution of (IHl) with n = 2 which contradicts The-
orem [Bl Hence ps < 00. Set

or(y,8) = ATV uy b + ABs), y €RL, s ER,

fix 7 € R*~! with |§| = 1 and set y, = (c, px7). Then vy are solutions of (I5]) satisfying
(19, v,gq_l)(yk,O) + |Vur(yg, 0)]4=D/4 = 1 and the bound (@F]) guarantees that a suitable
subsequence of {v} converges to a positive bounded solution v of (I3 satistying (I6]) and
having bounded spatial derivatives. Replacing u by v we obtain (43]).

Next we use doubling and scaling arguments together with Theorem [5lin order to show

w(0,,t) < C|lZ[~Y@ ) for all e R"L (46)
Notice that the monotonicity property ([#0) will then guarantee
u(z,t) < Clz[~Y@ 1) forall ie R (47)
Assume on the contrary that (40]) fails. Then there exist T, tx such that
w(0, Zg, ty) |75 — 0.
Due to (@3] we have |Zx| — oo. Denote r = |Z|, v(z1,r,t) = u(r1,Z,t), 1 = |Tk| and
M(r,t) = v(0,r, )97 for (r,t) € (0,00) x R. Then M(ry,t;)r, — oo so that we may

assume My = M(rg,tx) > 2k/rp. Now the Doubling Lemma (with X = [0,00) X R,
D = (0,00) x R and dist = distp) guarantees that we may also assume

k
M(r,t) < 2Mj whenever |r — 7|+ /|t — ] < W (48)
k
Set A\ = 1/Mj, and
wk(?Jan S) = Allg/(q_l)v()‘kyark + )\kp7 e + )\%:8)7 Yy > 07 p > _Tk/)\ku seR.

Then w(0,0,0) = 1 and @8), [@0) guarantee wy < 2'/(4~1) whenever |p| + v/]s| < k. In
addition w = wy, is a positive solution of the equation

n—2
Ws = Wyy — Wpp = mwp
complemented by the boundary condition w, = —w? for y = 0. Since 71 /A, — o0, it is

easy to pass to the limit (in the weak formulation of the problem) to obtain a positive
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bounded solution of the problem w; — Aw = 0 in ]Ri x R, w, = w? on E?]Ri x R, which
contradicts Theorem [l Consequently, (46]) and (A7) are true.
To prove the decay of u with respect to 1 we use the representation formula

u(wt) = . Gz, y,t — T)u(y, T) dy
; (19)
+ /T /Rnl aylG($7 (07 ﬂ),t — S)U((O, g), S) dg ds =: Al + A27

for 1 > 0 and t > T', where

G(z,y,t) =

G N )

(47rt)n/2

Notice that 2
0< Glz,y,t) < Ct 2 lv—yl?/at

0 < 9, G, (0,7),t) < Cayt /> Lemla=vl/at,
Introducing the new variable z = (x — y)/2v/t — T in A; we have
A <C e_‘z‘zu(x—sz/t—T,T)dz—)O as T — —oo,
{z:z21<z1/2V/t-T}

due to the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and the pointwise convergence u(x —
22yt —T,T) — 0 for Z # 0 (which follows from (7). Using estimate (7)) we also have

A < C’/Tt x1(t — s)_?’/Qe_x%/‘l(t_S)I(i,t — s)ds,
where
[(3.1) = /R (a0 2B g ) g
Introducing the variable Z = (Z — §)/2+v/t we obtain
I(%,t) = /RM e 1PPE — 2v/ez VD) gz

<

e~ 1712 =1/2(a-1) g3 4 / |7 — 2v/tz| V(D) gz
|2—2v/t2| <Vt

1/2
< o120 4 o, / (r/B) V@D =2 g
0

< Ogt~1/20a-1),

/56—2x/¥2>\/i

Consequently,

t
A < C/ x1(t — s)_3/2(t — 3)—1/2(q—1)e—x§/4(t—s) ds

— 00
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and introducing the new variable 7 satisfying t — 7 = (¢t — s)/z? we obtain

t
Ay < C.Z'l_l/(q_l)/ (t . 7_)—3/2—1/2((]—1)6—1/4(t—7—) dr — C(q)xl_l/(q_l).

—00

Since the last estimate of Ay does not depend on 7" and A1 — 0 as T' — —oo, ([@9) and

E7) imply
w(z,t) < Cle| Y@V forall (z,t) e R? x R. (50)

Next we use doubling and scaling arguments again to prove the estimate
\Vu(z,t)] < Cle|~ @V for all (x,t) e R? x R. (51)
Assume on the contrary that there exist xy, ¢, such that
\Vu(ag, t)| - o747 = oo
Due to [A3]) we have |z| — oco. Set
M (z,t) = u(z, )" + |Vu(z, )@/,

Then without loss of generality we may assume My, := M (z, tx) > 2k/|zk|. The Doubling
Lemma (with X = R? x R, D = (R} \ {0}) x R and dist = distp) shows that we may

assulne

M(z,t) <2M;, whenever |z — xg|+ /|t —tx| < Mi
k

Finally, we may also assume that ¢ = x1 M), — cx € [0,00], where x); denotes the
first component of x. Set A\, = 1/M} and

Uk(y7 S) = A]{;/(q_l)u(‘rk + Akyatk + )\iS), Yy S Rn7 Y1 2 —Cf, S S R.

Then vy, solves the linear heat equation and satisfies the boundary condition v, = v9. Since
B0) implies u(x,t)9~" < C/|z|, we have |Vu(zy, )| /9 > M, /2 for k large enough,
hence |Vuy(0,0)| > 2791, On the other hand,

ur(0,0) < O(Mylay|)~V@D — 0

and
VI 4 (V| <2 for [yl + /s <k, oy > —ak /e

If coo = o0 then a suitable subsequence of vy converges to the nonnegative solution v of
the linear heat equation in R" x R, v(0,0) = 0 and Vv(0,0) # 0 which contradicts [7,
Theorem 1]. If ¢, < 00 then a subsequence of v converges to the nonnegative solution v
of the linear heat equation in {y € R™ : y; > —co} X R satisfying the boundary condition
v, = v? and v(0,0) = 0, Vv(0,0) # 0, which yields a contradiction again. Consequently,
(BI) is true.

Estimates (B0) and (Il guarantee that the energy E(u(-,t)) is well defined and that
we can use the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem @ to show E(u(-,t)) = 0.
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Consequently, u is time-independent which contradicts the elliptic Liouville theorem in
[15]. O

Proof of Theorem[7. Set

M@t):= max (u(z,7) + |Vau(z, 7)) te[T/4,T).
z€Q, TE[T/4,t]

We will prove M (t)\/(T —t) < C = C(u) for t € (T/2,T).
Assume on the contrary that there exist t, € (7/2,T) such that

M(tk)\/T — tp — o0.

We may assume M (t)/T — t, > 2k and M(t) > 2M(T/2). Using the Doubling Lemma
(with X = [T/4,T), D = [T/4,T) and dist(t,t) = /|t —t]) we find #;, € [T/4,T) such
that

My == M(fy) > M(ty),  My\JT —#, > 2k (52)
and i
M(t) < 2My, forall te [T/4,T), \/|t — | < M (53)

In fact, the monotonicity of M and (B3]) guarantee
2

M(t) < 2M; forall te [T/4,fk + i

W) (54)

Inequalities My, > M(t) > 2M(T/2) guarantee t, > T/2. Fix z; € Q and 74, € [T /4, tx]
such that
My, = u(wy, 75,) "+ [Vu(ay, 7)| @/

and notice that M (1) = Mj. Next we distinguish two cases:

Case (i): Since u(wg, 7)1t > My/2 > M(T/2), we have u(wg, 7,) > max{u(z,t) : z €
Q, t € [T/4,T/2]} and the maximum principle guarantees that there exist 2 € 9Q and
# € (T/2, 7] C [T/4,1;] such that
u(fg, 71) = max{u(z,t) : x € Q, t € [T/4, 7]} > u(zp, 1)
Consequently, u?=1 (g, 71) > Mj/2. Set

)‘k = 1/Mk7 Qk = {yGRni‘k"i’)\kRkyGQ}v
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where Ry, is a rotation operator such that (—1,0,0,...,0) is the exterior normal vector of
O, at 0. Given y € Qy and s € I == {s : 7 + A\is € [T/4,T)}, set also

ve(y, s) 1= ATV 0@ + MRy, 7 + A2s). (55)

Then vy, solve the equation and the boundary condition in (7)) in Q x I and on 9y, x I,
respectively, vg_l(0,0) > 1/2, v (y, s) + |[Vo(y, s)|@ /7 < 2 for all (y,s) € Qp x I
satisfying |s| < k2. The arguments in [16] guarantee that a subsequence of {v;} converges
in C} _ to a positive entire solution of (I5) which contradicts Theorem [Fl

Case (ii): Denote dj, := dist(zg, 92) and choose Zj, € 9 such that |Z — x| = di. Set
also 7 := 7 and ¢, := di M. We may assume ¢, — ¢ € [0, 00].

If coo < oo then we set Ty = Tk, yr = (¢k,0,0,...,0) and define A\, Q, Rk, I,V
as in Case (i). Notice that Ryyr = T — Z. Similarly as in Case (i), vg solve the
equation and the boundary condition in (I7) in Qf x I and on 9Q x I, respectively,
08 (Y1, 0) 4 [V (yr, 0)| @ D/4 = 1, 0971 (y, 5) + [Vu(y,s)|@D/7 < 2 for all (y,s) €
Qp, x I, satisfying |s| < k? and the arguments in [I6] guarantee that a subsequence of {v;}
converges in C}. _ to a positive entire solution of (If) which contradicts Theorem [l

If coo = oo then we set T := xp, define Ry as the identity and Ag, Qp, I, vi as in Case
(i). Now a subsequence of {vj} converges in C}_ to a nonnegative bounded solution of
the linear heat equation in R™ x R. Since

\Vul(ig, 7)1 = |Vulag, 7)€/ > My, /2

we have |[Vvg(0,0)| > 1/2, hence v is nonconstant which contradicts the Liouville theorem
for the linear heat equation [7, Theorem 1]. O
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