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Abstract

In this paper, we deal with the Cauchy problem of the quasilinear Schrédinger
equation

iug = Au+ 2ub/([uH)Ah(|u)?) + F(lu/)u  forx e RN, t >0
u(z,0) = ug(z), =€RN.

Here h(s) and F(s) are some real-valued functions, with various choices for models
from mathematical physics. We examine the interplay between the quasilinear
effect of h and nonlinear effect of F for the global existence and blowup phenomena.
We provide sufficient conditions on the blowup in finite time and global existence
of the solution. In some cases, we can deduce the watershed from these conditions.
In the focusing case, we construct the sharp threshold for the blowup in finite time
and global existence of the solution and lower bound for blowup rate of the blowup
solution. Moreover, we establish the pseudo-conformal conservation law and some
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following Cauchy problem:

{ iug = Au+ 2ub!([u|?)Ah(|ul?) + F(jul)u forz € RN, t>0 (1.1)

u(z,0) = ug(z), =€RN.

Here h(s) and F'(s) are some real functions, h(s) > 0 for s > 0. (LI]) often appears
in plasma physics and fluid mechanics, in the theory of Heisenberg ferromagnet and
magnons, and in condensed matter theory, see [2, 21], 29, 33]. It has been used in many
models of physical phenomena. For example, if it models the self-channelling of a high-
power ultra short laser in matter with h(s) = /1 + s, the superfluid film equation in
plasma physics with h(s) = s ([26} 27]) (so-called modified nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tion), and while with h(s) = /s, it illustrates the physical phenomenon in dissipative
quantum mechanics, see [4], 5 23], 36].

The local well-posedness of the problem has been established by many authors,
see [11, 12] 25 [34] and the references therein. Let

X = {w e H'(RY), / Vh(jw]?)2de < +oo}. (1.2)
RN

By the known results, we have the following result.
Theorem A (Local well-posedness) Assume that ug € H'T2(RN) N X and h(s),
F(s) € CET2(RY) for some L > N+2. Then there exist a Ty, > 0 and a unique solution

to (1)) satisfying
u(z,0) = ug(x), u e L=([0,Tr]; HEP2RYN) N X) nC([0,Tr]; HE(RY) n X).

In order to review other results on (III), we state the precise definition of global
existence and finite time blowup of solutions.

Definition 1. Assume that u(z,t) is the solution of (1.1). If the mazimum
existence interval of u(x,t) for t is [0,400), we say that u(x,t) is of global existence.
On the other hand, we say that u(x,t) blows up in finite time if there exists a time
0 <T < +o00o such that

lim u(z, t) ] + [Vu(z, t)|? + |VA(ju(z, t)})[})]dz = +oc. (1.3)

t—=T~ JRN

One of main goals of this paper is to establish the global existence and blowup
phenomena for the general problem (LIJ). About the topic on the global existence and
blowup phenomena of the classical nonlinear Schrodinger equation, in his seminal paper
[20] of 1977, Glassey considered the following Cauchy problem

(1.4)

iug = Au+ F(|ul?)u  for z € RN, t >0
u(z,0) = ug(z), xRN



By his result, the key condition on the blowup of the solution to (I4)) is that there exists
a constant cy > 1+ such that sF(s) > exG(s) for all s > 0, where G(s) = [, F(n)dn.
In 1981, Berestycki and Cazenave, Cazenave and Lions established a sharp condition
on the blowup of the solution and the result on the instability of standing wave solution
to (4] in [3, R]. We also can refer to [I3 38] and the references therein. In [22], Guo,
Chen and Su, studied the following problem:

(1.5)

ior+ Ao+ 2(AlpP)p + @720 =0 forz e RN, t>0
p(x,0) = dg(z), =eRN.

q—2

Letting ¢ = u, we find that (LT is a special case of (ILT]) with h(s) = sand F(s) = s 2 .
They obtained that the solution of (L5]) will blow up in finite time if 4 + % <qg<2-2F
under some assumptions. Here 2* = 1\2,—1172

About the existence of standing wave solution to (ILI]), we can refer to [9) 12|
141, 15 241 [30], BT, B2, 35l 37] and the references therein. Recently, the stability and
instability of the standing wave solution of (ILI)) with A(s) = s* and F(s) = s'T was
respectively studied by Colin, Jeanjean and Squassina in [12](where o = 1), Chen, Li
and Wang in [9](where o > 3). Letting ¢ = @, the models in [I2] and [9] can be written

as

(1.6)

ior + Ap + 2a(Alp|?Y) 0|2 20 + |20 =0 forz e RN, t>0
o(r,0) = tp(x), =RV

By their results, the standing wave solution of (I.0]) is stable if 2 < ¢ < 4a + % and
unstable if 4o + + < ¢ < 2o+ 2*. Chen and Rocha in [10] studied the equation with a
harmonic potential

(1.7)

i + Ap + 2(Alp2) g — 220 + 0|7 2p =0 forz e RY, t >0
o(z,0) = dg(z), zeRN.

They proved the standing wave solution of (7)) is stable if 2 < ¢ < 4+ % and unstable
if4+ 4 <g<2-2%

Motivated by these studies, we will establish the conditions on the blowup in finite
time and global existence of the solution to the more general equation (L.IJ).

Before we state our results, we define the mass and energy of (1)) as follows.

(i) Mass:

o=

miw = ([ |u<-,t>|2dw)% = M)}

(ii) Energy :

B(w =5 [ [Vl + [Vh(uP)? - G(luP)de.

We will prove the conservations of mass and energy in Section 2.



In the sequels, we will use C, C’, ¢j, c;-, and so on, to denote the constants which
are independent of x and t, the values of them may vary line to line.
We use Cs to denote the best constant in the Sobolev’s inequality

*

2%
/ w? dx < C </ \Vw\2da;> * for any w e HYRY), (1.8)
RN RN

Our first result establishes sufficient conditions on the global existence of the so-

lution to (LIJ).
Theorem 1. Let u(z,t) be the solution to (I1) with up € X. Assume F(s) =

Fi(s) — Fx(s), and denote

Gi(s) = | “Rin)dn, Gals) = / " Fy(n)dn.

Then [en[lul* + [Vul* + [VA(Ju|?)[*]dz is uniformly bounded for all t > O(i.e., u
is of global existence) in one of the following three cases:

Case (1) F1(s) =0, F(s) = —F5(s) <0 for s > 0;

Case (2) Fy(s) =0, F(s) = Fi(s). Suppose that Fi(s) > 0 for s > 0 or Fi(s)
changes sign for s > 0, and there exist 0 < 61 <1,0< 60y <1, g1 > 1 and go > 1 such
that

(2" —2)01 +2¢1 > 2%, (2" —2)05 + 2¢2 > 27, (1.9)

(1G1(s))% < ers,  [|Gi(s)] < s+ el[s% +h(s)* for 0<s<I1, (1.10)
(1G1(5))%2 < ea5, [|G1(s)[]% < chs + 62[3% +h(s)* for s>1 (1.11)

for some positive constants c1,¢}, ca, ¢y, €1. Moreover, the initial value ug satisfies
(1)
2f-1 1 2 2
2 7 e (e1Cs) ™ fJuollst <1
if
(2" —2)01 +2¢1 = 2%, (2" —2)05 + 2¢2 > 27, (1.12)
(ii)
27 -1 1 1 2
2 72 cy” (€205) 72 [|uolly® <1

[N)
*
|
-
-

(25 —2)0; +2q1 > 2%, (2" —2)0y + 2¢p = 27, (1.13)

(i)
2*71 1 N 2 L,fl 1 1 2
27 cf (e1Cs) M luollg" +2 72 ¢5? (€2C5) ™2 Jluollg* <1




(2* — 2)91 + 2q1 = 2*, (2* — 2)92 + 2q9 = 2%, (114)
Here L ) ) 1_¢
SR Ry — =T ji=12
T 4 T 40

Case (3) Fi(s) > 0,%# 0 or Fi(s) changes sign for s > 0, F5(s) > 0,% 0 for s > 0.
Suppose that

(iv) F1(s) satisfies the assumptions of Case (2) or

(v) there exists ¢ such that

|G1(s)| < ecs+ Ga(s) for s >0 (1.15)

or
(vi) there exist 0 < a; < 1, 0 < ag < 1, By >1 and By > 1 such that

[G1(s)]% < &, [|G1(s)]P < EGa(s) for 0< s <1, (1.16)
[[G1(s)]%2 < &s, [|G1(s)]?? < &Ga(s) for s > 1, (1.17)

for some constants ¢; > 0, & >0, ¢, > 0 and & > 0.
Remark 1.1. If h(s) = 0, F(s) = bsi(b > 0), we can take 6 = 0y = =1

q+1°
qQ = %, g = 2(62—-:)’ and the solution is global existence when ¢ < % Our
result meets with the classic ones on semilinear Schrédinger equation in [I8,[19]. O

Our second result will establish the sufficient conditions on the blowup in finite
time for the solutions to (L.IJ).

Theorem 2. Let u(z,t) be the solution to (I1) with ug € X. Assume that there
exist constants k, cy and cp; such that

(i) sh”(s) < kh/(s) if W' (s) > 0 or sh”(s) > kh'(s) if h'(s) < 0;

(i) ey > 0, ey > max{l + %,2(k + 1) + £} and cyG(s) < sF(s) + cus.

Suppose that S [pn tUo(z - Vug)dz > 0, |z|ug € L*(RY),

1
2(61\/ — 1)E(’LL0) + CMM(U()) <0 if k< —5

or

1
2[(2k + 1)N + 2]E(ug) + carM (ug) <0 if k> —3

Then there exists a finite time T such that

lim [|u(:17,t)|2 + |Vu(x,t)|2 + |Vh(|u|2)(:17,t)|2]d:17 = +o0.
t=T- JrRN

As direct consequences of Theorem 2, we give two corollaries, which answer the
question of how to determine the constants k, ¢y and cps in relation to h(s) and F(s).



Corollary 1.1. Let u(x,t) be the solution to (I1]) with uy € X, and F(s) >0 for
s >0 and
k=inf{R'(s) >0, sh"(s) <kh'(s) fors>0}.
k

Suppose that

(i) B(up) < 0;

(it) S [ Uo(x - Vug)dz > 0, |z|ug € L2(RY);

(iii) There exists cy > max{l + %,2(k + 1) + %} such that cyG(s) < sF(s) for
s> 0.

Then there exists a finite time T such that

lim u(z, t)|* + [Vu(z, t))? + [VA(u*)(z,t)}]de = +oo.
t—T- JRN

Corollary 1.2. Let u(x,t) be the solution to (I1]) with ug € X, and F(s) >0 for
s>0 and
k =inf{h' (s) >0, sh"(s)<kh'(s) fors>0}.
k

Assume that there exist cy and 0 < epp < ép such that
ey = sup{en : enG(s) < sF(s) + cpys for s >0} > C(k, N)}.

Here

2 2
N) = 14—, 2 1 —
Ol N) = max{1 + —, 2(k+1) + ~}

and
¢y = inf{ép : max{2*, 2k + 1+ 2"}G(s) < sF(s) + s}

Suppose that S [pn Uo(x - Vug)dz > 0, [z|ug € L*(RY), 2(cny —1)E(ug) + cpr M (ug) < 0
if k <=3 or2[(2k + 1)N + 2] E(ug) + earM (ug) <0 if k > —3.
Then there exists a finite time T such that

lim Ju(z, t)]* + |Vu(z, t)* + [VA(u*)(z,t)|*]dz = +oo.
t—=T- JRN
Remark 1.2. If h(s) = 0, we can take k = —% and ¢y = 0 in Theorem 2, our

result recovers the classic results on semilinear Schrédinger equation in [20].

If ey > max{1+%,2(k+1)+ %}, then the solution of (II) blows up in finite time
under E(ug) < 0 and other conditions. Naturally, if cy > max{1 + £,2(k + 1) + £}
and E(ugp) > 0, it is interesting to know whether the solution is of global existence or
of blowing up in finite time. The third result answers this question and establishes a
sharp threshold on the blowup and global existence of the solution to (LIJ).

Theorem 3. (Sharp Threshold ) Let u(z,t) be the solution of (I1.1) with ug € X
and F(s) >0 for s > 0.



Assume that (i) there exist constants k, ¢n, 2 < L < N(ey —1) and 0 < [ < 2
such that

sh”(s) < kh'(s) if W(s)>0 or sh”(s) > kh'(s) if h'(s) <0,
(L —2) +4[L — (N + 2)][F/ (5)]*s — 8NK(s)H (s)s*> > 0,
(2—1) +4(N +2—=D[H(s)]%s + 8NL"(s)h/(s)s*> > 0

and cnG(s) < sF(s) for s > 0;
(ii) There exist 0 < 63 <1,0< 60y, <1, g3 >1 and g4 > 1 such that

(2F —2)05 +2g3 < 2%, (2F —2)04 + 2q4 < 2° (1.18)

and
[sF(s)]% < css, [sF(s)]® < chls2 +h(s)2 for 0<s<1, (1.19)
[sF(s)] < cus, [sF(s)]% < cy[s2 + h(s)]2" for s>1 (1.20)

with some positive constants c3,ch,cq and cj.
Moreover, suppose that there exists w > 0 such that
w

dr = inf <2

= L F >0, 1.21
{weH (RN )\ {0},Q (w)=0} lrellz + (w)> (1.21)

where
Q(w) :2/ vayde+(N+2)/ Vh(jw]?)[2da
RN RN

8N [ Wl (o)l Volde =N [ P P(of?) - Gl

(1.22)
1

Bw) = 5 [ 90l + [Vh(u)? - Glluf?)ds (1.23)

and ug satisfies
w
§||U0||§ + E(uo) < dy.

Then we have:

(1). If Q(ug) > 0, the solution of (1.1]) exists globally;

(2). If Q(ug) < 0 and S [ Uo(x - Vug)dz > 0, |z|ug € L*(RY), the solution of
(L) blows up in finite time.

Remark 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, by the results of [11], 14} [37],
the minimizer of (LZI]) can be achieved at w(x) which is a weak solution of

—Aw — 2wh’ (W) Ah(w?) + ww — F(w*)w = 0

for any w > 0. Hence
Q(w) =0, wlwl}+ E(w) =dr.



Having dealt with the conditions on blowup in finite time and the global existence
of the solutions to (ILT]), we will consider asymptotic behavior for the solutions. Inspired
by [16], [I7], we have the pseudo-conformal conservation law below, which is essential
for the study of the asymptotic behavior of the global solutions and the lower bound
for the blowup rate the blowup solution. Let u be a solution of (I.I]). We set

0(t) = /RN —AN2R" (Ju* )1 (Jul*) uf® + (1 (jul*))*]Jul?| Vu|*dz
+ /RN INF(Ju®)[ul® = (N + 2)G(|uf?)|d. (1.24)

Theorem 4.( Pseudo-conformal Conservation Law)
1. Assume that u is the global solution of (I.1)), ug € X and zug € L*(RY). Let
G(s) = [y F(n)dn. Then

P(t) :/ \(a:—2z’tV)u!2da:+4t2/ \Vh(\uy2)y2dx—4t2/ G(|uf?)de
RN RN RN

t
:/ \xu0\2da;+4/ T0(T)dr. (1.25)
RN 0

2. Assume that u is the blowup solution of (I1l) with blowup time T, up € X and
zug € L2(RY). Then

B(t) := /RN (z + 20(T — £)V)uldz + A(T — t)? /RN IVh(|ju|?)[Pda — 4(T — )2 . G(|uf?)dz

:/ \(a:+2iTV)u0]2da:+4T2/ (VA (|Juo|?)|? — G(|uo|?))dx
RN RN

+ 32E(up) /Ot(T —T7)dr —4 /Ot(T —7)0(T)dr. (1.26)

As the applications of Theorem 4, in Section 6 we will give some asymptotic
behavior results on the global solution of (I.I]) and the lower bound for the blowup rate
the blowup solution of (LI]) (see Theorem 5).

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we will prove some
equalities which will be applied to prove other conclusions later. In Section 3, we will
prove Theorem 1, which will establish the sufficient conditions on the global existence
of the solution to (LI)). In Section 4, we will prove Theorem 2, which will establish
the sufficient conditions on blowup in finite time for the solution to (LI]). In Section
5, we will prove Theorem 3, which will establish a sharp threshold on the blowup in
finite time and global existence of the solution to (LI]). In Section 6, we will prove

Theorem 4 and Theorem 5, which will give some asymptotic behavior results on the
global solution of (LI]).



2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will prove a lemma as follows.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that u is the solution to {I1)). Then in the time interval
[0,t] when it exists, u satisfies

(i) Mass conversation:

M () = [lu(-,t)l|3 = M (uo) = [luo|l3;

(ii) Energy conversation:

B =5 [ [Vul? + [Vh(u) = Glluf)do = Blun):
(iii) ]
& Jox |z ul?dr = —43 /]RN a(z - Vu)dz;
(i)
d

E\S
8N / WY () (ful?) | Va2 + N / a2 (juf?) — G(Juf?)]dz,
RN RN

@/ (e - Va)da = —2/ Vul2dz — (N+2)/ Vh(ul)2de
RN RN RN

where G(s) = [ F(n)dn.
Proof: (i) Multiplying (II)) by 2, taking the imaginary part of the result, we
have

0

§|u|2 = S(2aAu) = V- (28uVu). (2.1)

Integrating it over RV x [0,¢], we have

/ \u!2dx:/ luo|2da.
RN RN

(ii) Multiplying (LI by 2@, taking the real part of the result, then integrating it
over RY x [0,1], we have

/ [Vl + [Vh(|ul)? — G(Jul?))dz = / ([Vao? + [Vh(uof2) 2 — G(Juo|?)]de
RN RN

(iii) Multiplying (Z1)) by |z|> and integrating it over R", we have

4
dt RN

N

|z % |u|?dx = / 22V - (23 (aVu))dr = —4%/ (z - Vu)dz.
RN R



(iv) Denote u(z,t) = a(z,t)+ib(x,t), i.e., a(z,t) = Ru(x,t) and b(z,t) = Su(z,1).
Then

d N N
E%ﬂ x - Vu) E 2(bt)g,a — x(ar) g, b) + E (xkbyar — Tpagz, be).
k=1 k=1

N N
L il - — - i A A
dt\j/RN a(z - Vu)dz /RNkZ:l[xk(bt) 0 — Tr(ar) kb]d:ﬂ%—/{@ ;(:Eka Aa + zpby, Ab)dx
1 N
2 /RN > ww(lul)a, 20 (JuP) AR(ul?) + F(jul*)] dz
k=1

N
= N/ (atb — aby)dx + / Z(mkbxkat — Tpag, by)dx
RN RN ¥

N -2 N -2 N
==/ |V|dm+T/ Vh(uP e~ [ Gluf)da

=N - ([aAa + bA] + 2|ul*k' (|u*) Ah(|ul?) + [u*F(|u]?)) dz

+ — Vul?dx + (N — Vh(|ul?)Pdz — G(|u|?)dx
(N 2)/1\!’ ‘d ( 2)/N‘ h(‘ ’)’d N/N (‘ ’)d
= — Vul?dz — + Vh(|lul?)|?dz

2/ \ ]d (N 2)/N] h(] \)\d

/ 2 " 2 4 2 2 2 9
_SN/RN]I(M VR (|u|*)|u|* | Vu| dx—{—N/RN[|u| F(ju?) — G(|u*))dx
(2.2)

Lemma 2.1 is proved. U

Remark 2.1. Although there doesn’t exist the embrace relationship between the
spaces LP*(RY) and LP2(RY) for p; > py > 2, we can obtain the relationship between
|lul|Lpr and |Jul|Lp2 if uw is the solution of (I.IJ). In fact, using Holder’s inequality and
the conservation law of mass, we have

P1—P2 pa—2
/ |ulP?dx < </ ]u\2da:> n </ \u]plda:> e
RN RV RN

P1—P2 Py —2

—2 -2
= </ ]uO\de> " </ ]u\pldm> "
RN RN

3 The proofs of Theorem 1

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1 and establish the sufficient conditions on
the global existence of the solution to (LIJ).

10



Proof of Theorem 1: Case (1). F(s) = —F(s) < 0 for s > 0. In this case
G(s) = —Ga(s) <0 for s > 0. The global existence of the solution is a direct result of

the energy conversation law of Lemma 2.1(ii) because
[ Vo [ VR Pdn+ [ GGl = 2E(w).
RN RN RN

which implies that [px |Vul?dz+ [pn [VA(|u|?)[Pda+ [y |G(Jul?)|dz is uniformly bounded
for all t > 0.
Case (2). F(s) = Fi(s) > 0 or F(s) = Fi(s) changes sign for s > 0. G(s) = G1(s).

Denote
1 q; — 1 i 1-— 9]'

o= 0 T g =0

J=12,

Using the energy conversation law of Lemma 2.1(ii), using Hoder’s inequality, Young’s

inequality, then Sobolev’s inequality, we have
/ Vul2da +/ Vh(|uf?)dz
RN RN
= 2E(u) +/ G(|u|*)dx = 2E(ug) +/
RN

Gl(\u]2)da:+/ G (|Ju|?)dz
{lul<1} {lu[>1}

§c+/ G ([ >rdx+/ G (Juf?) e
{lu|<1} [>1

C G1(|lu K [|G1(|u
< +</{U|§}n (Juf?) ) ( e )
! </{u|>1}“G1 ) </{|u>1} SR )

< o+_§i: (/R sl d:p> </sz (ul? + e5{Jul + h(ul®)? )dm)
< o+z (/ eiluf? d:z: { |u|2 7, (/RN &5[lul +h(|u|2)]2*d:n>%5}
< o+j§ijl ( ¢ ol + 2T e ol (], |u|2*dx>%< + ([ Py a )

2 L L, 2*71 1 L{ 2 %
<o (G g +2 T el ( [ | 1VuPar)

m\‘\‘ =
EYe

‘l‘,_.
<. \"—‘

<. \l’—‘

)

j=1

2 2*71 L 1 2 227
£Y2  gC) Haly ([ 9na)pa) (31)
=1

Now we discuss (3.1]) in four subcases.

11



Subcase (a) (2* —2)0; + 2¢1 > 2%, (2* — 2)02 + 2g2 > 2*. Using (3.1]), we have

/RN Vuldz + /RN Vh(juf?)Rdz
< Cler, 2,60, ¢y €1, €0, Cs, q1, G2, 01, 02, u0) + % /RNHVUPdUC + |[Vh(juf?)|P)de, (3.2)
which implies that
[ IFuPdn [ VAR P < 20(er,ca,chchers o, ey g 1,2, 0),
where C(c1,ca, ¢y, €1,€2,Cs, q1,q2, 01,02, up) is a positive constant depends on ¢y, c2,

C/l,C/2, €1, €2, CSa q1,4q2, 917 92 and up-
Subcase (b) (2* —2)0; + 2q; = 2%, (2" — 2)03 + 2¢2 > 2*. Using (B.1]), we obtain
2%

/ |Vu|2dx—|—/ |Vh(Jul?)|*dx
]RN

ol +2 7 ¢ (€07 uolls? Vul?dz )
j RN

Q\L‘ =

2 1
<2B(ug) + Y | ¢ ¢,

21 1 0 2 2z
#3270l ([ 9h(a) )
j=1 RN
2 1 1
<CH+ > e 7 uoll3

2%

1 1 2
+2 71 ¢ (e1C5) T ||ugl|5" (/ |Vu|2dx+/ |Vh(|u|2)|2d$>
RN RN

1. 5t E
e CTAR Y T [ BTy I TR P CE
RN RN

Consequently,

3. Ea Lo a2
-2 Py Tl ([ vuPde [ 9 Pa)
RN RN

2 1
Z] ol +C". (34)

S \|>-'

12



Subcase (c). (2* —2)0; + 2q; > 2%, (2" — 2)f, + 2¢2 = 2*. Similar to Subcase (b),
we can get

/ \vuy2dx+/ Vh(|uf?)Rdz
1

1 2
<Y P 42 e (0 ol (/ vupds+ [ wh(\ur?)r?dx)
RN RN

7=1
1 2% -1 1 2
o tn s ey éuuongz](/ |Vu|2d:17+/ |Vh(|u|2)|2dx>. (3.5)
4 ]RN ]RN

Consequently,

3. EA Lo a2
-2 P eyl ([ wuPde [ 9hu) )
RN RN

S \|>-'

2 1
Z; uol|2 + C”. (3.6)

Subcase (d) (2* —2)0; + 2¢1 = 2%, (2* — 2)f + 2g2 = 2*. Similar to Subcase (b)
and Subcase (c), we can get

/ vl dm—l—/ Vh(|ul?) 2z
2_3

1 2
)7 Juolly (/ vl + [ |Vh<|u|2>|2dx>
RN RN

L
+ Z ¢ ¢ luol3 + C. (3.7)
j=1
Consequently,
o1 L L >
1302 7 o (0l ( [ | I9uPdet [ 19h(uP)Pas )
= R R
2 1 L
<> e uol3+ C (3.8)
j=1

So we can know that [y |ul*dz+ [pn [Vul|?*dz+ [ [VR(|ul?)|*dz is uniformly bounded
for all ¢t > 0 in Case (2).

Case (3). F(s) = Fi(s) — Fa(s).

Subcase (iv) Fi(s) satisfies the assumptions of that in Case 2. Recalling

/ \Vu]2dx+/ ]Vh(]u\z)de—i—/ Go(uf?)dz
RN RN RN

— 2B (ug) +/RN G (|uf?)da:
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repeat the courses in Case (2), we can prove that [y |u*dz+ [pn [Vul?*de+ [pn [VA([ul?)[*ds
is uniformly bounded for ¢ > 0.
Subcase (v) |G1(s)| < es + Ga(s) for s > 0. Recalling

/ \vuy2dx+/ \Vh(\u]z)\2da:+/ Go(|uf?)dz
RN RN RN

:2E(u0)+/ Gl(\uy2)dxg2E(uo)+/ G ([uf?)|dz
RN RN
§2E(u0)—|—c/ |u|2d:17—|—/ Gg(|u|2)dx,

RN RN

which implies that [pn |[u?dz + [pn [Vul?dz + [pn [VA(Ju|?)[>dz is uniformly bounded
for t > 0.

Subcase (vi) Fi(s) and Fy(s) satisfy (II6]) and (L.I7)). Using Young inequality, we
have

/ |Vu|2dx—|—/ |Vh(|u|2)|2d:n—|—/ Go(|u|?)dz
RN RN RN
:2E(u0)+/ Gl(|u|2)dx

RN

< 2E(UO) —l—/ \Gl(lu\z)\da:—i-/

{lul<1} {|u|>1

< 2F(ug) +/

{lul<1}

: (G (Jul*)]da

(@ enalica ()™ + 161 () ) da

3 3 1 )
i /{|u>1} <C(&2’B2’6/175/2)”G1(‘u’2)”a2 + @[’Gl(‘up)‘]&) dr

< 2B(uy) + C/ o |2dz + 1/ Go((uf?)dz, (3.9)
RN 2 RN

which implies that [pn |[u?dz + [pn [Vul*dz + [px [VA(Jul?)[2dz is uniformly bounded

for all ¢ > 0. 0
Remark 3.1. The assumptions ([L9)—(II]) are weaker than the following as-

sumption: There exist 0 < § < 1 and g > 1 such that (2* — 2)0 + 27 > 2* and

1GNP < ers, (|G < cys+efs? +h(s)2 for s>0.

Remark 3.2. Excluding (v) in Case (3), we can obtain [,y Ga(|ul*)dx is uniformly
bounded for all ¢ > 0 by the proof of Theorem 1.

Remark 3.3. We would like to give some examples to illustrate the results of
Theorem 1.

1. h(s) = asP(a > 0), F(s) = bsi(b > 0). We can take 0; = 0y = q%, Q=

%. Qo = Zf; if p > % and gy = 2@2—;1) if p < % Meanwhile, the conditions

g2 > 1 and (2* — 2)0s + 2¢2 > 2* imply that 0 < ¢ < max{%ﬂp -1+ %}

14



2. h(s) = a1sP* + agsP? + ... + apsPm, F(s) = bysT + bos® + ... + b, 50", % <p1 <
P2< . <Pm,ap >0,1=1,2,..,m, 0<q1 <@<..<@qn bj>0,7=12,...,n we
can take 01 = ﬁ, q1 = %, 9 = qn—1+17 g2 = pmH,
existence if 0 < G, < 2py, — 1+ %

3. h(s) = exp(s) or h(s) = exp[M(s)](M(s) > ¢(s + ¢)? for some ¢, ,6 > 0),
F(s) = bls‘j1 +bos? 4+ . 4 b,sin, 0 < G < Go < ... < §n, we always can take §; = ﬁ,
0y = +1, arbitrary ¢q; > % and ¢o > %{# such that (L9), (LI0) and
(EI]II) hold, which implies that the solution is always global existence.

4.F|(s) = a1eM®, Fy(s) = agef?*, a; > 0, ag > 0, and ko > ky > 0 satisfy ¢ “1 < Z‘;
Gi(s) = # eF1s. Go(s) = = k25 while h(s) > 0 can be taken different functlons we
can Verlfy the assumptions of Subcase (v) in Case (3).

5. F(s) = [a1s? + aas®?] — [a3s® + ass?] = Fi(s) — Fa(s), a1 > 0, aa > 0,

and the solution is global

_ 1 1 _ 1 1
> q3>qo > q >0, Gl(S) _ qailsqrf‘ + ;lilsqz'i‘ G2( ) :ils%'f‘ + fj’l_lsqzi-i-
while h(s) > 0 can be taken different functions, we can take &; = q1+1, B = gfﬁ or
3. _ qatl PN | 3. _ g3+l _ gatl :

81 = T while g = prang By = i1 Or By = I and we can verify the assumptions
of Subcase (vi) in Case (3).
Noticing that ||u(-,t)||z2 = |lwo||z2, using the results of Theorem 1, we can get

some related results below.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that, excluding (v) in Case (3), the other conditions
of Theorem 1 hold and w is the global solution of (I1l). Suppose that the functions
f(s) and g(s) satisfying the following conditions: There exist 0 < oy <1, 0 < ag < 1,
81> 1 and B > 1 such that

(EC) [If )™ <es, [IF6)N < Ciln(s)])F, [lg(s))2 < eas, [g(s)[] < Ca|G(5))]
for s > 0, where c1,co,Cy and Co are positive constants. Let

(b1 —a1) (B2 —ag)

S dTa P i (3.10)

Then

/ () lde < C, / o(ul)|dz < C. (3.11)

Proof: Noticing that
1

/RN |f (Juf?)]da < </RN[\f(]u\2)Ha1da;> (AN[‘f(,u‘2)‘]gldx>a
colf ) ([ mtra)’

e 27
< Cluali? ([ 198(u)Pa) (3.12)

e
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and

|~

1

/RN l9(Juf*)|dz < </RNHg(\u]2)H°‘2da;>T (/RNHQ(WW;%)a
<C (/RN |u|2dx>% </RN |G(|u|2)|dx>%

2

1
< Cllull] ( / |G<|u|2>|dx) . (3.13)
]RN

SN

we can obtain the conclusions. O
We would like to give an example to illustrate the conclusions of Proposition 3.1.
1. h(s) = asP(a > 0,p > &) and F(s) = bs?(b < 0,G > 0), that is, h(|u[?) =
alul?’(a > 0,p > &) and |G(|ul?)| = qu—b1|u|2q+2(b < 0,4 > 0). Then for any 1 < r <
p-2*and 1 <ry < ¢+ 1, we have

L 1
Jul, = / e < ( !u\zdaz>T1 (/ yu\zwdx)“
RN RN RN
27

<c(f, )
=G (3.14)
= 1
iz, = [ e < ([ pae) ([ pieae)
1

< C. (3.15)

Remark 3.4. Since there does not exist the embrace relationship between the
spaces LP*(R™) and LP?(RY) for p; > py > 1, the estimates such as [312)-(BI5) are
meaningful.

Similarly, recalling that ||Vu(-,t)||z2 < C uniformly for all ¢ > 0, we have the
following propositions.

Proposition 3.2. Assume that, excluding (v) in Case (3), the conditions of The-
orem 1 hold and u is the global solution of (I.1). Suppose that f(s) satisfying

(IF'(9)Ps)” < CW(s)s
for s > 0, where the constant T > 1, and g(s) satisfying

[9'(5)?s < CIGi(s)] or [g(s)]*s < CGals).
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Then

IV £ (Jul®)|I72 =/ IVF(lul?)Pde < C, [[Vg(|ul?)[| =/ IVy(lul?)|dz < C.
“ “ (3.16)

Proof: Noticing that

L 19l < < L. ’W%) ’ (/RN (U ()P luf?)” \vuyzdxf

1
<C (/ |Vh(|u|2)|2d:n> <c.
RN

We only prove the case of [¢'(s)]%s < G1(s), the proof of the other case is similar.
Noticing that

/R” Vol < </RN 'wzdx)% </RN [49/(|U|2)]2|u|2d;n>%
¢ (/RN |G1(|”|2>|dw>% <,

we can get the conclusions. O

4 The Proof of Theorem 2

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem 2 and deal with the sufficient
conditions on blowup in finite time for the solution by using the results of Lemma 2.1.
Proof of Theorem 2: Wherever u exists, let

y(t) = %/]RN u(x - Vu)dx.

We discuss it in three cases: Case 1. h(s) = 0; Case 2. h(s) # 0 and k < —%; Case
3. h(s) #0and k > —3.

First, we deal with it in Case 2. By the result (iv) of Lemma 2.1 and the assumption
of

1
2(CN — 1)E(’LLO) + CMM(U()) <0 if k< —5,

17



we have
i) = =2 [ (VuPde = (N +2) [ [9R(uP)Pde =8N [ KGR ol el Ve
N [ PE(P) - GluP)lds
RN
> —2/ \Vul|?dz — (N +2 + 2kN)/ |Vh(Jul?)|*dx
RN RN
2 2
+ N(eny — 1) /]RN G(|u|*)dz — NCM/RN |ul“dz
~ [N(ey —1) — 2] /R Vuldz — 2N (e — 1)B(u) ~ NewrM(u)
+[N(en — 1) — ((2k + )N +2)] /RN IV h([uf2)|2dz
> [N(ey — 1) — 2] /R Vuldz — 2N (e 1)) — Nexy M(uo)

2[N<cN—1>—21/

\Vu|?dz. (4.1)
RN

Case 1. Similar to the computations above, ([4.1)) is still hold in this case.
Case 3. By the result (iv) of Lemma 2.1 and the assumption of

1
2[(2k + 1)N + 2|E(ug) + ey M (ug) <0 if k> —5

we have

J(t) = 2 / Vulde — (N +2) / Vh(ul?)Pdz — 8N / B () ([uf2) [ |l da
RN RN RN
N / u2F (ful?) — G(juf?)de
RN
2—2/ ]Vu\2da;—(N+2+2kN)/ |Vh(Jul?)|*dx
RN RN

+N(CN—1)/

G(luf?)dx —NCM/ (uf2da
RN RN

_ 2k +1)N / Vul2dz — 2[(2k + )N + 20 E(w) — Near M (u)
RN
4+ [Ney —1) = ((2k + DN + 2)]/ G(luf?)da
RN
> (2k + 1)N/ \Vul2dx — 2[(2k + 1)N + 2] E(ug) — NearM (ug)
RN
> (2k + 1)N/ \Vu|?dz. (4.2)
RN
In a word, y(t) > 0 in the three cases above.

18



Under the conditions of y(0) = S [pn to(x - up)dz > 0, we know that y(t) is
increasing, which implies that y(¢) > 0 wherever u exists.
On the other hand, by the result (iii) of Lemma 2.1,

d

pn |z |ul?de = —4%/ a(z - Vu)dr = —4y(t) <0,
RN

RN

which means that
/ || |ul?dx < / 2|2 |uo|2dx := d% < 4oc0.
RN RN

Using Schwarz inequality, we get

y(t) < </RN |x|2|u|2d:1:>% </RN |Vu|2d:1:>% < do </RN |Vu|2d:1:>%. (4.3)

(#1I) and (43) imply that
. N(ey — 1) —2
y(t) > [ ( ng ) ]y2(t),
0
while (£2)) and (43]) imply that
_ 2k + 1)N
y(t) = %yz(’f)
0

Then we have

) max([N(exy —1) — 2], (2k + 1)N) c(k,N)
y(t) > - vt ==y’ () (4.4)
0 0
with y(0) > 0. Integrating (4.4]), we obtain
y(0)dg dg
t) > L 0<t<—0
Y0 2 By 0)elk, N JO)c(k, N)
Consequently,
y(0)do
\Y >
IVull 2 2 — y(0)c(k, N)t’
and there exist T' < Ty = W(gkl\f) such that
lim ||Vu|2 = +oo.
t—=T—
Theorem 2 is proved. U

Remark 4.1. We also give some examples of h(s) and F'(s) to illustrate the results
of Theorem 2 below.

1. h(s) = asP(a > 0), F(s) = bsi(b > 0). If 0 < p, then we can take k = (p — 1),
ey = ¢+ 1, epr = 0 and under the assumptions (i) and (ii), the solution will blow up in
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finite time when § = ¢y — 1 > max{%, 2p—1+ %} by Theorem 2. Especially, if p = 1,
then we can take k£ = 0, and the solution will blow up in finite time when ¢ > 1 + %,
our result meets with that of [22]. On the other hand, the solution is global existence
for any initial data when § =cy — 1 < max{%, 2p— 1+ %} by Theorem 1.

2. h(s) = a1sP* + agsP? + ... + aysP™, F(s) = bysdt + bys® + ...+ b,sin 1 < p; <
P2 < o <Py >0,1=1,2..m 0<q <go<..<qnb;>0,7=12..,n
We can take k = pp, — 1 and ey = Go + 1 — €, cpr = C(G1, s Gy b1, ooy by, €) for
0 <€<dn— (2pm —1+ %), and under the assumptions (i) and (ii), the solution will
blow up in finite time if G, > 2p,,, — 1+ % by Theorem 2. On the other hand, and the
solution is global existence if 0 < ¢, < 2p, — 1 + % by Theorem 1.

3. h(s) = asP(a > 0), F(s) = b1s® —bys®, by > 0, by > 0, §1 > Go > 0,
G(s) = ﬁsfil“ — q;ﬁs‘hﬂ, (1 + 1)G(s) < sF(s), then we can take k = (p — 1),
ey = G+1, epr = 0 and under the assumptions (i) and (ii), the solution will blow up in
finite time when ¢ = ey —1 > max{%, 2p—1+ %} by Theorem 2. On the other hand,
if max{%, 2p—1+ %} >q1 > g2 > 0or 0 < @ < g2, the solution is global existence by
Theorem 1.

Remark 4.2. The condition (i) of Theorem 2 implies that the blowup results
not only are true for the functions h(s) satisfying h’(s) > 0, but also are true for the
functions h(s) satisfying h/(s) < 0 if there exists k such that —sh”(s)h/(s) > —k[l(s)]?

for s > 0. A typical example of the function is h(s) = I fsl for s > 0, where A > 0,
. sl= Al(l—=1)s!—1 24201
0 <1< 3. Obviously, h'(s) = —% and sh”(s) = — l((i:ﬁ)z + 2‘(41l+sl)3 for any

s > 0 and we can take k = (I—1). Then under the assumptions (i) and (ii), the solution
will blow up in finite time if 0 < I < 3, F(s) = bs?(b > 0) and § = cy — 1 > £ by
Theorem 2. On the other hand, the solution is global existence for any uyg € X when
G=cy—1< % by Theorem 1.

Remark 4.3. By Remarks 4.1 and 4.2, the watershed condition on the blowup in
finite time and global existence of the solution is ¢y = max{1 + %, 2(k+1) + %} for
some types of h(s) and F(s).

As a direct result of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we will give a corollary below and
compare our results with those of others.

Corollary 4.1. Assume that u(z,t) is the solution to

{ iug = Au+ 20(Alu?) [ul?*2u + [u|f2u=0 forz € RN, t >0 (4.5)

u(z,0) = up(z), = €RN.

Here o > 0, ¢ > 2, ug € H'(RN). Then u(x,t) is global eristence if 2 < q <
4max{a, $}++ for anyug € HY(RYN), while it will blow up in finite time if 4 max{c, 1 }+
% < ¢ < 2max{«, %} - 2% for ug satisfying (i) E(ug) < 0; (i) S [pn Go(x - up)dz > 0,
|z|up € L2(RN).

Proof: Letting h(s) = s, F(s) = s%, taking 07 = 6y = %, N = q2*7+27 qo =
%max(Zoz, 1) in Theorem 1 and cpy = 0 and ¢y = £ in Theorem 2, we can get the
conclusions. O
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Remark 4.4. Letting ¢ = @, (4.5) becomes (L.6]), the watershed of the exponent
for the blowup in finite time and global existence is also ¢ = 4 max{«, %} + %.
Especially, if a = 1, (£5) becomes

{ iug = Au+ 2uA(|ul?) + |u[?2u=0 forz e RN, t>0 (4.6)

u(z,0) = ug(z), xRV,

then the watershed of the exponent for the blowup in finite time and global existence
is ¢ =4+ % Our result meets with that of [22].

5 The proof of Theorem 3

In this section, we will prove Theorem 3 and establish a sharp threshold for the
blowup and global existence of the solution to (ILT) under certain conditions.

The proof of Theorem 3. We proceed in four Steps.

Step 1. We will prove dj > 0.

Since Q(w) = 0, w # 0, we have

L(/RN [Vw[*dz + /RN IVh(|w|*)[*dx)

_ ’LU2.Z' w22a: //w2/w2w4 w2x

=2 [ [Vulde+ (V42 [ V(0 Rda 8N [ 1 QP o)l Tl
= [ 12D+ 40 2 = D ()Pl + SNB P (ol '] Ve

2 2 2 2
<N [ PP(uP) = GluP)de < N [ o F(ul)ds

1

w|* F(|w B w|?F(|wl|?]%
<{|w<1}| 2 F(Jwl*)’” > </{|w§1}[| " F(lw|] >

=

IA
=
N
T

27_|
g
=
g
~
|
N
%\
E
:ﬂ
E
o
Wi

o*

/RN cj\w‘zda;yj 22(,Cy) </RN(HW)‘2 N !Vh(!wIQ)IQ]dwYT;, (5.1
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where ) 1 ) 1_9
_:%_ s —/:7_], ]:3,4
T 4 —0; T 4 =0,

If 2% =1,1ie., (2" —2)0; +2¢; = 2*(j =
If 2% > 1, ie., (25 —2)0; +2¢; = 2*(j =

4 i_ 1
[ < e J, w|?dzx
LNy gen ()"
Using Young’s inequality to (5.2]), we have

4 1 1 (Z -1
LN ey [ ebde ([ 19l wagu ) S
= RN RN

,4), we get [on [w|?dz > C.
,4), then (&) implies that

</RN(HVw\2 + ]Vh(ywp)‘z]dx) 57

3
3

=

(5.3)
which implies that
/ lw[2da +/ Vw|2dz +/ Vh(jw)|2dz > C > 0 (5.4)
RN RN RN
if Q(w) =
If one of z T and " equals 1, while another is larger than 1, we can using Young’s

inequality and 81m11arly deal with (5.2)) to get (5.4).
On the other hand, using Q(w) = 0 again, we get

L(/ way2dx+/ Vh(jw])|2dz)

RN RN

:2/ |Vw|2dx+(N+2)/ |Vh(|w|2)|2d:n+8N/ B (lw2) (w2 [w]* |V 2da
RN RN RN

+ /RN (L =2) +4(L = N = 2)(W (jw]*))*|w]* = 8NL" (Jw[*)W (Jw]*)|w|*] [Vw|*dz

=N [ [0l F(0P) ~ GluP)de = Nex = 1) [ G(ul)s (55
Therefore
B = ([ Wuldes [ wnuP)Pas - [ 6lloPas)
> % (1 _ m> </RN Vw[2da +/RN \Vh(\w\2)]2dx> . (56)
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(E5) and (5.6) mean that

f/ lw|?dx + E(w)
2 RN

L. L 2 2 22
> - - -

2mln (w,l Now 1)> (/ |w|“dx - / |Vwdz - / |Vh(|w|?)|*dx
>C > 0. (5.7)

Therefore dy > 0.
Step 2. Denote

Ky ={ue H'(RY)\ {0}, Q) >0, %)IIUIlg + E(u) <dr}

and
K ={ue H'RY)\ {0}, Q(u) <0, gIIUIlg + E(u) <dr}.

We will prove that K and K_ are invariant sets of ((IL).
Assume that ug € Ky, ie., Q(up) > 0 and $||uoll3 + E(uo) < dy. It is easy to
verify that

u(-,t) € H'(RY)\ {0}, %lIU('J)H% +E(u( 1) <di (5.8)

because |lu||3 and E(u) are conservation quantities for (I.)).

We need to show that Q(u(-,t)) > 0 for t € (0,7). Contradictorily, if there
exists t; € (0,7) such that Q(u(-,¢1)) < 0, then there exists a ta € [0,t1] such that
Q(u(-,t2)) = 0 by the continuity. And

e )] + Blut2)) < dy

by (58], which is a contradiction to the definition of d;. Hence Q(u(-,t)) > 0. This
inequality and (B.8]) imply that u(-,t) € K, which means that K is a invariant set of
(1.

Similarly, we can prove that K_ is also a invariant set of (IT]). We omit the details
here.

Step 3. Assume that Q(ug) > 0 and ¥||ug||3 + E(ug) < d;. Since K is invariant set
of (L), we have Q(u(-,t)) > 0 and ¥||u(-,t)||3 + E(u(-,t)) < d;. Using Q(u(-,t)) > 0,
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we get
. 2 T ul- 2y12 T
o[ IVt Pde+ [ VR(ul0F) Pdz)
_ U2$ U22$ //u2/u2u4 'LL2.Z'
=2 [ [VuPdo+ (V+2) [ [9R(uP)Pde+8N [ B ()l Vuld
[T =2)+4(0 = N = 208 ul?) Pl = SNB" (P 1 ()l 9
>2 [ Vil + (V+2) [ VR(uP)Pde+ 8N [ Rl )l T
>N [ PP(uC0F) - Glut0)de = Ney = 1) [ GlluC.0P o, (59
RN RN

Using (£.9), we obtain

Blut0) =5 [ [VuC0Pda+ [ VBQuC PP~ [ Glut. 0
16 L u(-,t)|dx u(-, )2 [Pdx
25 (1 =) (L vatoras s [ i9ntut)pa).

(5.10)

By mass conversation law ||u(-,t)||3 = ||uol|3, using (5.9) and (5.10), we get

dr > Sl )13 + Blu(-, )
<1 _ m> </RN V(- ) 2dz + /RN |Vh(|u(-,t)|2)|2d:1:>

/ V(- )2de + / Vh(u(-8)2) 2z < C < oo,
RN RN

i.e., the solution u(x,t) of (IL.I]) exists globally.
Step 4. Suppose that |z|ug € L*(RY), Q(ug) < 0 and ¥||uo||3 + E(ug) < d;. Since
K_ is a invariant set of (L), we have Q(u(:,t)) < 0 and %|ju(-,t)|3 + E(u(-,t)) < dr.
Let J(t) = [gn |z[*|u|?*dz. Then

and

J7(t) = 40(u(z, 1)), J(t) = —4S /R il Vu)ds.

Since J'(0) = =4S [pn tio(x - Vuydz < 0, we have

J'(t) = J(0) —I—/O J"(t)dr = J'(0) + 4/0 Qu(-,7))dr < J'(0) <0

and
J(t) = J(0) +/ J(t)dr < J(0) + J'(0)t,
0
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which implies that the maximum existence interval for ¢ is finite, by the proof of The-

orem 2, we know that the solution blows up in finite time. O
Remark 5.1. The assumptions (LI8)—(L20) are weaker than the following as-

sumption: There exist 0 < § < 1 and g > 1 such that (2* — 2)f + 27 < 2* and

F(s) >0, [SF(S)]g <cgs, [sF(s)]1< cg[sé +h(s)]* for s>0.

Remark 5.2. We also some examples to illustrate the result of Theorem 3.
1. h(s) = asP(a > 0), F(s) = bs?(b > 0). If p > 1 we can take 0 < € <
g—(2p—1+%)and
L=Nqg—e¢ [=1, k:(p_l)a ey =q+1,
1 g% +1 _p-2F

0 :9 :—, = _— .
3 4 g+1 a3 g+ 1 44 g+ 1

)

Meanwhile, the conditions ¢4 > 1 and (2* — 2)04 + 2¢q4 < 2* imply that 2p — 1 + % <
q <p-2* —1. We establish the sharp threshold when 2p — 1 + % <g<p-2*—1.

2. h(s) = a1sP* + agsP? + ... + apsP™, F(s) = bys? + bos® 4+ ... + b8, 1 < p1 <
P2 <. <Pmyap>0,1=1,2,..m 0< @1 <@<..<qnb;>0,j=12,...,n We
can take 0 < € < §1 — (2p,m, — 1+ %) and

L:Nq~1_67 L:17 k:pm_la CN:(jl‘f‘l
1 1 @ -5 +1 P2

= -, HZN—, v — = .
q1+1 4 gn + 1 % g1+ 1 U qn + 1

03

Then the condition ¢y > max{l + %,2(k + 1) + %} implies that g > 2p,,, — 1 + %.
Meanwhile, the conditions g4 > 1 and (2* — 2)0, 4 2q4 < 2* imply that 2p,, — 1 + % <
Gn < Pm - 2" — 1. We establish the sharp threshold when 2p,, — 1 + % <<@p<..<
Gn < DPm - 2F — 1.

Remark 5.3. (i) By the results of Theorem 1, Theorem 2 and Theorem 3, we
find that if there exist ¢y > 0,0 < 6 < 1 and g > 1 such that sF(s) > eyG(s) > 0 and

[SF(S)]é <cs, [sF(s)]?< c/[s% +h(s)]? for s>0,

then the watershed condition on the blowup in finite time and global existence of the
solution is (2* — 2)8 + 2¢ = 2*. Roughly, if (2* — 2)8 + 27 > 2*, then the solution with
any initial data is global existence, while if (2* —2)0+2g < 2*, then dichotomy appears,
the solutions with initial data which has small mass will exist globally and others will
blow up in finite time.

(i) We find that sometimes the equality (2* — 2)0 + 2§ = 2* meets with the
equality cy = max{l + %,2(k + 1) + %}. For example, if h(s) = asP(a > 0,p > 0),
F(s) =bsi(b > 0,4 > 0), the watershed is § = cy — 1 = max{%,2p — 1 + %}. It is an
interesting open problem that how we can find the relationship between the equality
(2* —2)0 4 2¢ = 2* and cy = max{1l + %,2(k + 1) + £} for general h(s) and F(s).
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Remark 5.4. An interesting problem is that: Which one, among the two terms Au
and 2uh/(|u|*) Ah(|u|?), plays a major role versus the term of F(|u|?)u? We cannot give
the answer for general h(s) and F(s). Yet in the case of h(s) = as? and F(s) = bs?, we
find that p = % can be looked as a borderline in the following sense: If 0 < p < %, then
Au takes the leading role over that of 2uh/(|u|?)Ah(|ul?), so the watershed exponent
of the term F(|u|?)u = blu[*uis § = £. If p > 3, then 2ul/(Ju|?>)Ah(|u|?) takes the
leading role over that of Au, so the watershed exponent of the term F(|u|?)u = bju|?u
isg=2p—1+ % And they agree with when p = % U

Remark 5.5. The assumptions

[G(s)] < c’ls+61[8% +h(s)¥ for0<s<1, [G(s)® < 6,28—1—62[8%4-]1(8)]2* for s > 1,

[sF(s)]" < cg[s% +h(s)]? for 0<s<1, [sF(s)]% < cﬁl[s% +h(s)]? for s>1,

gt > 1,q > 1, g3 >1and ¢ > 1 imply that the term F(|Ju|?)u is “sub-Sobolev-
critical”. Naturally, we will consider the following problem in another paper: What’s
about conditions on the blowup and global existence of the solution in the critical case
G F
T P S T 4L B
T (b)) ST (b))

We also give a corollary of Theorem 3 as follows.

Corollary 5.1. Assume that u(z,t) is the solution to ({{-3), o > 1 and da+ - <
q < 2a - 2*. Moreover suppose that there exists w > 0 such that

w
dr == inf w3+ E > 0, 5.11
1T fwent @)\ {0}:0(w)=0) < g vl (w)> (5:11)

where

—2)N
Qw) = 2 /RN Vwldz + [(20 — )N + 9] /RN Vi 2dg — % |9 da,

RN
(5.12)
1 1
E(w) = _/ [\Vw\2+\Vw2a\2]da:——/ lo|9da (5.13)
2 [N q JrN
and ug satisfies

w
2 ol + B(uo) < dy.

Then we have:

(1). If Q(up) > 0, the solution of (I1) exists globally;

(2). If Q(ug) < 0 and |z|ug € L*RYN), S [on Go(z - Vug)dz > 0, the solution of
(1) blows up in finite time.

Proof: Letting h(s) = s®, a > %, and F(s) = s%, q > 2, we can verify the
conditions of Theorem 3, which implies the conclusions of this corollary are true. [
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6 The Pseudo-conformal Conservation Law and Asymp-
totic Behavior for the Global Solution

In this section, we will prove the pseudo-conformal conservation law and consider
asymptotic behavior for the global solution of (L.TJ).

Proof of Theorem 4: 1. Assume that u is the global solution of (L)), ug € X
and zug € L2(RY). Since

B =5 [ [Vu? + [Vh(uP) = Glluf)do = B(u).

we have
P(t) = / |lzu|dx + 4t%/ a(z - Vu)dx + 4t2/ \Vu|?da
RN RN RN
+ 4752/ Vh(uf?)2dz - 4752/ G(Juf?)dz
RN RN
= / |\zu|?dx + 475%/ a(z - Vu)dz + 8t E(ug). (6.1)
RN RN

Recalling that
d

—/ |z|?|u|?dx = —4%/ (z - Vu)dz,
dt RN RN

we get
/ d 2 _ d _
P'(t) = — |zu|*dr + 4 u(z - Vu)dr + 44— u(z - Vu)dx + 16t E(up)
dt ]RN ]RN dt ]RN
_ulg / (x - Vu)dz + 16¢E (ug)
dt ]RN
:475{—2/ |Vu|2d:n—(N—|—2)/ Vh(uf)|2dz
RN RN
—BN/ h//(\ulz)h/(\ulz)\u!4\vu!2d9€+N/ [lul>F(|ul?) —G(!U\2)]dx}
RN RN
w8t [ V0P +[Th(uP)? - GlJuP)do
]RN
= 475/ —AN2R" ([u)H (Jul®)|ul® + (B (Jul*))?]jul?|Vu|*dz
RN
+4t/ (NJul2F(Jul2) — (N + 2)G(|ul)]dz. (6.2)
RN

Integrating (6.2) from 0 to ¢, we have

P(t) = P(0) + 4/t 70(7)dr = /N |zuo|2dx + 4/t 70(7)dr.

0 R 0
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That is,
/ |(x—2itV)u|2dx—|—4t2/ |Vh(|u|2)|2dx—4t2/ G(|uf?)da
RN RN RN
t
:/ |xuo|2d:17+4/ TO(T)dT, (6.3)
RN 0
where 0(7) is defined by (L24]).
2. Assume that v is the blowup solution of (LI)), ug € X and zuy € L?(RY).
Using E(u) = E(up), we have
B(t) = / (2 + 20(T — £)V)uldz + 4(T — t)2/ Vh(|ul?)2de — A(T — t)2 / G(luf2)dz
RN RN RN
:/ loul2dz — A(T — t)%/ iz - Vu)dz + A(T —t)2/ Vul2dz
RN RN RN
AT — t)2/ IV h(uf2)|2dz — 4(T — t)2/ G(|uf?)de
RN RN
_ / wuldz — AT — H)S / (e - Va)de + 8(T — )2 E(uo) (6.4)
RN RN
and

B'(t) = %/RN lzu|?de + 43 /]RN a(z - Vu)dx
— 4T — t)%% /]RN a(x - Vu)dr +16(T — t) E(uo)
=—4(T — t)%% /]RN (z - Vu)dr + 16(T — t)E(up)
=4(T - 1) {/ AN[20" (Jul ) (Ju?) [l + (' (Jul*))?] ul*|Vul*dz
RN
+/ (N +2)G(ju*) - NF(|u|2)|u|2]d:1:} +32(T —t)E(up).  (6.5)
RN
Integrating (6.5]) from 0 to ¢, we have
B(t) = B(0) + 32E(uo) /O (T — 7)dr — 4 /0 (T — 1)0(7)dr
- / (z + 20TV )uo|*dzx + 4T2/ [VA(uol?)|> = G(|uo|?)]dz
RN RN
+ 325 (u) /0 (T — 7)dr — 4 /0 (T — 1)0(7)dr,
where 0(7) is defined by (L24]). O

Using Theorem 4 we derive the following result on asymptotic behaviors of the
solution to (LII).
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Theorem 5. 1. Assume that u is the global solution of (I1), up € X and
zug € L2(RN). Suppose that F(s) = Fi(s) — Fa(s), Fi(s) > 0 or Fi(s) changes sign
for s >0, Fy(s) > 0 for s > 0, and there exist ¢1,¢),co,cy >0, 0 < 1,91 < 1 and
Y2,%2 > 1 such that

2"(1 —m)

M)
=1, ~ — =1, 6.6
2(72 —m) 2(%2 — ) (6.6)
1Gi(s)]" < ers,  [[Gi(s)]™ < i[h(s)]F for 0 < s <1, (6.7)
[G1(s)]™ < eas,  [|Gi(s)]™ < h[h(s)] for s > 1.
Moreover, assume that
2 4 S
D (ejlluollF2) 7 (¢5Cs) 7T < 1. (6.9)
j=1
Here
1 (-1 1 (1-m)
- = 6.10
7oe=m) A (e—m) (610

1 (-1 1 (1-%)
o (2-n) T (Ge—) (6.11)

Then the following properties hold:
(1) If 2h" (s)h'(s)s + (h'(s))? > 0, NFy(s)s — (N +2)G1(s) < 0 and NFy(s)s —
(N 4+ 2)G2(s) > 0, then there exists C such that

/RNHVh(|u|2)|2 G (ul?)] + Go(|u?)]dz < Ct2 for t > 1. (6.12)

(2) If 2" (s)h(s)s + (K'(s5))2 > 0, NFi(s)s — (N +2)G1(s) < 0 and —k1Ga(s) <
NF5(s)s — (N +2)Ga(s) <0 for some 0 < k1 < 2, then there exists C such that

c
L IHGE 4G ()] + Gallaf? o < o fort>1. (613

(3) If 20" (s)W (s)s + (W(5))? > 0, 0 < NFi(s)s — (N + 2)G1(s) < k1|G1(s)| for

‘lll)_,

1
- 211 — 32 (cilluol|?,) 77 (¢.Cs) T N
e < ATl TGO 611
S (cslluol25) 7 (5Cl)

and NFy(s)s — (N + 2)Ga(s) > 0, then there exists C' such that

C
/RN[IVh(IUIQ)I2 +1G1([u*)] + Ga(luf*)]dz < 2 fort=1 (6.15)
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where

1
3

Q“Ll =
<

S lli) TG
o = ’
[ =5 (elluoll2) ™ (&Cs) 7]
(4) If 20" (s)! (s)s+(R'(s))2 > 0,0 < NFy(s)s—(N+2)G1(s) < k1|G1(s)| for some
0 < k; < K, where K is defined by [6-14), and —k1Go(s) < NFy(s)s—(N+2)Ga(s) <0
<

~L
for some 0 < ky < 2[1 — Z?:l(chuOH%Q)U (cjCs) 7], then there exists C' such that

c
/RN[\Vh(\uy?)\? +1G1 ([u)] + Go|u)]dr < = for t > 1, (6.16)

where

) L
max[k1, k1 35—y (cjlluol22) 7 (¢5Cs) 7]
Iy = i < 2.

1= 32 (eilluol2) 7 (¢,C) ]
(5) If —ka(R'(s))? < 2h"(s)R'(s)s + (h'(s))? < O for some

< \"-‘

21 - z§:1<cju?3u%2>*' (GG _ (6.17)

0< ke <

NFi(s)s — (N +2)G1(s) < 0 and NFy(s)s — (N + 2)Ga(s) > 0, then there exists C
such that

C

t2_l5

L IHGaPE + 161 (uP)| + GalluPlde < o fore=1. (619

where
Nko

Z L
(1= 3251 (eglluoli3a) 7 (¢,Cs) 7]
(6) If —ka(H (s))? < 2h"(s)R'(s)s + (B'(s))? < O for some 0 < kg < K, where K
is defined by (0-17), NFi(s)s — (N +2)Gi(s) < 0 and —k1Ga(s) < NFy(s)s — (N +
= L
2)Ga(s) < 0 for some 0 < ky < 2[1 — Z§:1(Cj”UOH%2)Tj (ciCs)77], then there exists C
such that

< 2.

ls =

<. \‘H

C
t2—16

/RN[\Vh(\uP)P + |G (Ju?)] + Ga(|u*))dz < for t > 1, (6.19)

where
e = max(Nka, k1) <
(1= 2251 (elluoli3a) 7 (¢,Cs) 7]
(7) If —ka(W (5))? < 21" ()W (s)s + (W (s))? < 0 for some 0 < ko < K, where K is
defined by (6.17), 0 < NFi(s)s — (N + 2)G1(s) < k1|G1(s)| for some 0 < k1 < 2 and

<. \‘H
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NF5(s)s — (N +2)Ga(s) > 0, moreover,

- 2 L
[Nka + k1 327 (ejlluollZ2) 7 (5Cs) 7]

= L
1= Y5 i(elluol3a) 7 (¢,Cs) 7]

7=

then there exists C such that

for t > 1. (6.20)

/ [VA(u)* + [Gr([ul®)] + Ga(ul))de < 5=
RN

(8) If —ka(K (s))? < 2h"(s)R'(s)s + (B'(s))? < O for some 0 < ky < K, where K

is defined by (6.17), 0 < NFi(s)s — (N + 2)G1(s) < k1|G1(s)| for some 0 < ky < K,

where K is defined by (6-17), and —k1G2(s) < NFy(s)s — (N +2)Ga(s) < 0 for some
1

= L
0 <k <2[1-— Z?zl(cjﬂuoH%z)Tj (c;Cs)77], moreover,

w‘“\l =

8 — I
(1= 3231 (glluoll22) 7 (¢C5) ]

)

~ L
max[ky, Nkz + k1 374 (¢jlluollZ2) 7 (¢Co) 7]
=+

then there exists C such that

C
/ (VAP + Gy (jul)| + Gollu?)de < = fort>1.  (6.21)
RN t 8
In all cases above, we have
tliglo . |Vu(-, t)[*de = 2E(ug), tliglo (-, )32 = M(ug) + 2E(up). (6.22)

2. Assume that u is the blowup solution of (I1), up € X and xug € L2(RN). If
[(W'(s))2+2h" (s)W'(s)s] < 0], NF(s)s—(N+2)G(s) > 0 and —4T?E(ug)— [gn |zuo|*dz—
AT [pn To(z - Vug)dz > 0, then

G(\u!z)daz >

» T (6.23)

Consequently,

/RN V(- 1) 2dz + /RN Vh(u(-, 6)]2) Rz > as t close T, (6.24)

C
(T —1)?
Remark 6.1. 1. If h(s) = 0, our results meet with those for semilinear Schrédinger

equation.
2. Note that maybe Fj(s) =0 or Fy(s) =0.

Before we prove Theorem 5, we would like to recall the following Gronwall’s in-
equality in differential form:

31



Gronwall’s inequality Let £(t) be a nonnegative, absolutely continuous function
on [a,+00), which satisfies

&'(t) < p(t)E(t) + ¥(1), (6.25)

where ¢(t) and ¥(t) are nonnegative, summable functions on [a,+0o0). Then

awSeﬁﬂm@wa+/ﬁmm64%MWWm (6.26)

for all t € [a,+00).
We also point out a fact below

/|@wmw=/ |ammm+/ G (ul?)|de
RN {Ju|<1} {Ju|>1}

1 1
7! 1
g(/ \Gumewm>l</ rGMm%W¢Q
{ul<1} {|ul<1}
—L/ ~ )
/ G (juf?)[ 2 da
{lu|>1}

+</ |Gmm%ﬁwﬁv

{lul>1} 1 1
< ([, ieatpirman) ([ i)
([ eatuman)® ([ i)

<3 [ ) (4 [ upyar)”

e L 27
< Slluli e ([ 9napa)

1

WY

2 4 E
= Yl llE) 7 G0 [ 1VA(ul)Pds, (6.27)
which means that

2 _L/ 1
<4¥RN&WWMx24M§]qMﬂéW@%®WANWMMW%x (6.28)

j=1
Proof of Theorem 5: 1. Assume that u is the global solution of (1), up € X
and zug € L2(RY).
(1) 2R (s)h'(s)s + (R'(s))? > 0, NFi(s)s — (N +2)G1(s) <0 and NFy(s)s — (N +
2)G(s) > 0.
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(C27), ©.27) and [6.28) imply that
2

L1
A1=S (e lluo22) 7 (¢,C4) 82 / V()2 462 / Golful?)de < / (wuode,
RN RN RN

j=1
ie.,
| I9R(uP)P + Ga(juflde < Ot 2,
RN

Consequently,

[ e <c [ vaupPas < o

RN RN

(612) holds.

(2) 2n"(s)h'(s)s + (K'(s))? > 0, NFi(s)s — (N + 2)G1(s) < 0 and —k1Ga(s) <
NF5(s)s — (N +2)Ga(s) <0 for some 0 < k; < 2.
By (L23), [627) and (628]), we have

[\

Lo
1= 3 (e luol22) % (¢,C5) )2 / Vh(uf?)|2dz + 4F / Go(ful?)da
RN RN

Jj=1

< / (o2 + 4k / il / Go(|ul?)da]dn. (6.29)
RN 0 RN

A) =4 [l Galluf?)aalan

Let

(629) implies

Using Gronwell’s inequality, we have

Aq(t) < tF1[A5(1) + C — t%] < C'th,
Using ([6.27)) and ([6.28)) again, we have

41 = (e lul3)? (@) [ IVhu)Pde + 48 [ Galuas

< Oy + C'th < oth

and

C C
L htupye+ [ Galue < oo [ 16 (uPde < 55
©I3) holds.
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(3) 21" (s)h/(s)s + (B'(5))2 > 0,0 < NFi(s)s — (N +2)G1(s) < k1|G1(s)| for some
0< k1 < K and NFy(s)s — (N + 2)Ga(s) > 0. Similar to (629), we have

[\

= 1
1= 3 (e lul22) 7 (¢G5 )2 / IVh(ul?)2dz + 48 / Go(ful?)da
]RN RN

Jj=1

t
< / o 2da + 4y / n[/ Gy (Jul?)|dz)dn
RN 0 N

2 3 Lt
<C+a (el T € C)E [l [ 19l Pdldn (6.30)

j=1
Let

As(t) =4 [l |19 Py

(630) implies that

2 (¢i]lu 713/ c; P
A1) < Co 5 —+ > =gl oll2) (1,0) k; As(t).
(1= 71 (eilluol2) 7 (C) W1 [1 =323 (ejlluoll2) 7 (¢5Cs) 7 )t

Using Gronwell’s inequality, we get

l, 1
(21 1(ejllugl2 ) 7 (¢Cs) T Ry )
_l 1
As(t) < [A(1) + C'Je U= Ilwollze) 7 (5 91) . oyl

and c o -
t3
2\2
Ly I Pae < 5 + G <

Using (6.27)) and (6.30) again, we have

C Cthb C’ C’
[, Gallaae < G+ G < [ Gl <

and (6.15) holds.

(4) 20" (s)I'(s)s + (h'(s N2 >0,0< NFi(s)s — (N +2)Gi(s) < k1|G1(s)| for some
0 < ki < K, where K is defined by (IB]ZI) and —k1Ga(s) < NFy(s)s—(N+2)Ga(s) <0
for some 0 < k1 < 2[1 — (c1/|uo||32)7 (c2Cs) 7 ]
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Similar to Case (2) and (3), and using (L.25]), we have

2 1
~/

1
= Ylehuol) S GC BN [ THGu) P42 [ Gauft)as
RN RN

J=1

g/R \xuoy2da;+4/%1/otn[/ \Gl(!u\2)\dx]dn+4k1/tn[/ Ga(|ul?)dz)dn

7 _A
<CO+4ZCJHU0HL23 ) / o [ 1Al Pdads

+4k1/ / G2 ]u\ da:

< Co + tmanlin, by 3ol (GG ot IhuPR + Gaudelany

j=1
(6.31)
Let .
Ault) = / n[/ [V h(uf)[2 + Ga(|ul?)da]dn
0 RN
(63T)) implies that
1 1
ki, k (O
o < Co et B L i) S G0t

L
7

; e 7 =
1= ii(glluoll2a) 7 (07T 1= 5 i (jlluoll?a) ™ (¢Cs) 7]t

Using Gronwell’s inequality, we get

1
7 1

L 1
/ -
(max[kl F1 T3 (e llual2) T (e CS)TJ])
At) < [A(1) + O\ BT D e ) g

which implies that

C Cth c’
IR + GalfuPlds < 5 + S < g
Using (6.27)) again, we have
!

C
/ |G1(Jul )]dx<C/ \Vh(|u?)2de < o

(616]) holds.
(5) —ka(K (5))? < 2h"(s)H (s)s + (K'(s))? < 0 for some 0 < ky < K, NFy(s)s —
(N +2)G1(s) <0 and NFy(s)s — (N +2)Ga(s) > 0.
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Using (L.25)), (6.27) and (6.28)), we have

2

=% 1
A1 = 3 (e llul22) 7 (¢,Co) 2 / IVh(ul?)2dz + 48 / Go(ful?)da
= RN RN
t
< / (o Pz + ANk / 0 / Vh(|ul?)2dadn. (6.32)
RN 0 RN
Let .
A5(t) = 4 / nl / Vh(|uf?) 2da]dn,
0 RN
(6:32) implies that
C Nk
AL(t) < 0 + 2 — As(t).

1
7_- .

1= 22 i (lluol2) T (4C) T (1= 325 (ejlluol|22) 7 (¢C) it

Using Gronwell’s inequality, we get

Q“L‘ =

1
1
7

( Nko )
As(t) < [As(1) 1 ] BTtz T oo™ ) s

and c o -
t5
2\12
[ kP Pde < &+ S <

Using ([6.27)) and ([6.32) again, we have

C
2 2
[ jerttePlde < o2 [ Galulyas < 5

and (6.18)) holds.
(6) —ka(R'(s))? < 2n"(s)h'(s)s + (B'(s))? < O for some 0 < ky < K, where K

is defined by (EI7), NFi(s)s — (N + 2)G1(s) < 0 and —k1Ga(s) < NFy(s)s — (N +
= L
2)G2(s) < 0 for some 0 < ky < 2[1 — Z?Zl(chUOH%Q)TJ‘ (ciCs)77].

Using (L.25)), (627) and (6.28]), we have

2 = 1
1= Yol luolli) T (GO TR [ (Vh(uP e+ [ Golful)da

7j=1
t t
g/ |xu0|2d:v+4Nk2/ n/ |Vh(|u|2)|2d:nd77+4k1/ 77/ Go(luf?)dwdn
RN 0 RN 0 RN
t
g/ |xu0|2d:n+4max(Nk:2,k1)/ n/ (VAU + Gal|uf?)]dz. (6.33)
RN 0 RN

Let
Aot) =4 [ ol [ [19h(u + Gafufldsidn
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(633) implies that

A%(t) < C() ! + max(ng,ki) 1 Aﬁ(t).
1= 32 elluol2) 5 (C0 5N - T2 (e luoll2a) (¢C0) 5t

Using Gronwell’s inequality, we get

‘lll,_.

( max(Nko, kl) )
Asft) < [Ag(1) + CJe U Zimeatvoltn Y o0 ™) ooy

which implies that

C Ot C’
2\|2

[ VAP E + Gallu o < &+ S <
Using (6.27)) again, we have

!

C
| 161 uPlde < 57

(619) holds.

(7) —ko(KW(5))? < 2n"(s)h'(s)s + (h'(s))? < O for some 0 < kg < K, where K is
defined by BIT7), 0 < NFi(s)s — (N + 2)G1(s) < ki|G1(s)]| for some 0 < ki < 2 and
NFQ(S)S - (N + 2)G2(S) >0

Using (L25), (6.27) and (6.28), we have

2

L
1= Y (el (GCI TR [ Vh(uP e+t [ Gallufs
j:1 N ]RN
t gt
g/ ymoy2dx+4zvk2/ n/ ]Vh(]u\2)]2dxdn+4k1/ n/ (G (|uf?)deedy
RN 0
~ 2 L
<O+ AN+ S (e luol22) 7 (¢,C) / / Vh(uf?)2dz. (6.34)
=1
Let .
Art) =4 [l [ | Vh(ul?) Py
0 RN
(6:34) implies that
1
Nko + k1 32 (¢;]luol|22) 77 (cCl
A1) < Co +[ 2+ k135 (elluollz2) 7 (c] )]A7(75)-

1= 52 elol2) 5 (G0 TN 1= 2 (e uol2) (€GB

Using Gronwell’s inequality, we get

‘ll

2)3(.308)]]

L 1
([Nk2+k1 2 (ejlluoll? )
£ 1
Aelt) < [Ar(1) + O\ DSl Y GeaT ) oy
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and . )
c ot C

AP
/RN|Vh(|u|)|d:E§t—2+t—2§t2j-

Using (6.27)) and ([6.34)) again, we have
C

C
2
[ jntPle < o [ Galluliae < o7

(620) holds.

(8) —ka(K(s))? < 2n"(s)h'(s)s + (h'(s))? < 0 for some 0 < ky < K, where K is
defined by @I7), 0 < NFi(s)s — (N + 2)G1(s) < k1]|G1(s)| for some 0 < k; < K,
where K is defined by (6.14), and k:ng( ) < NFy(s)s — (N 4+ 2)Ga(s) < 0 for some

0 < b < 20— T2 (eslluol) T (00T
Using (L.25)), (6.27) and (6.28]), we have

[\

% L
= (ejlluollF=) 7 (¢ Cs)”’]t2/ !Vh(IU\2)!2dx+4t2/ Ga(|uf?)dx
RN RN

J=1

t t
g/ |:13u0|2dx—|—4Nk‘2/ n/ |Vh(|u|2)|2dmdn+4k1/ 77/ 1G1 (Jul?) | dawdln
RN 0 RN 0 RN

t
s / . / Go([ul?)dxdy
0 RN

2 1
< Co+ dmaxlkr, Nks + 1 S (eslluoll22) 7 (¢,C) / / (VAU + Gauf2)]dz
j=1
(6.35)
Let

As(t) =4 [ ol [ I9R(uP)P + Ga(luf)ldsidn
(635) implies that

Co max[k1, Nka + k1 Z§=1(CjHU0”%2)r

T +
[ > i(eslluoll) ™

c)7)

Ag(t) < Ag(t).

1
2

()Tt 152 (o uoll2) 7 (40

Using Gronwell’s inequality, we get

Jt

max(ky, Nhy+hy S2_; (ejllugl25) 7 (fCs) 7T ]

1
7 1

( % 1 )
Ag(t) < [Ag(l) + C/]t [1*25:1(01'““0”%2) 7 (C;Cs)Tj] = Ctls,

which implies that

C Ctls c’
[ IHPE + GalfuPlds < 5+ S <
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Using (6.27)) again, we have

C
2
| 161 uPlde <

(621)) holds.

In all cases above, we have

t—o00

im [ |Vh(u?)2dz =0, lim / G ([uf?)|dz = 0,  Tim / Go(luf2)dz = 0.
Using energy conservation law E(u) = E(ug) and letting t — oo, we get
1. 2 .
§tll>nc[>10 x |Vu|“dz = t]i>lgo E(u) = E(uyp).
Hence
. 2 _ 2 2 _
lim [l = lim ( [ pubdz [ v d:c> — M(ug) + 2E(un),
which prove ([6.22]).

2. Assume that u is the blowup solution of (L)), up € X and zug € L*(RY).
Using (L.26]), we have

— 2 u 2 X
wr =7 [ Glupy
_ / (2 + 20(T — )V)ul2da + A(T — 1)2 / Vh(uf?)2dz
RN RN

4 /0 (T — 1)0(7)dr — 32 (ug) /O (T - 7)dr

— AT?E(ug) — /RN |zug)?de — AT /RN tig(z - Vug)dz. (6.36)
If [(R'(s))% + 21" (s)R/(s)s] < 0], NF(s)s — (N + 2)G(s) > 0 and

E(up) <0, —4T?*E(ug) — /RN |\zup|?de — 4TS /RN uo(x - Vug)dz > 0,

then (€.306]) implies that

o G(|Jul?)dz > T

(623)) holds.

Using energy conservation law E(u) = E(ugp), we have

1 1 1
—/ \vuy2dx+—/ Vh(|ul?) 2dz = —/ G(luf2)dz + E(ug) >
2 RN 2 RN 2 RN
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As t close to T enough, then there exists a constant 0 < C’ < C such that

C c’

T TP = T

Consequently,
/ \vuy2dx+/ \Vh(|u?)Pdz > S
RN RN (-
which proves (6.24]). O
Remark 6.1. We would like to give some examples.
1. h(s) = asP(a > 0,p > 0), Fi(s) =0, Fy(s) = bsi(b > 0,4 > 0).
2. h(s) = asP(a > 0,p > 0), Fi(s) = bs?(b > 0,G1 > 0, Fa(s) = cs2(c > 0,42 >
0), where 2p = ¢; + 2% We can verify the assumptions of Theorem 5 and obtain the
corresponding conclusions, we omit the details here.
Remark 6.2. We would like to point a special case of Theorem 5 below.
Assume that there exist ¢; > 0, co > 0, 0 <y, <1 and 2 > 1 such that

2" (1 —m)

30y = b (GO < s G < calh(a))” for 5 >0

Let
l: (1_71) i: (72_1) (637)
T (e-m) T (r-m)

Moreover, assume that

(exlluoll32) 7 (2Cs)* < 1. (6.38)
Under the assumptions in each case of Theorem 5, we can obtain the corresponding
asymptotic behavior for the solution of (II]).

Remark 6.3. Parallel to the results Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2, in each
case of Theorem 5, we can obtain the corresponding asymptotic estimates for the func-
tions f(s) and g(s) which satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, |V f(s)|?> and
|[Vg(s)| which satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 3.2. For example, suppose that
f(s) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and u is the global solution of (L)

under the conditions of Theorem 5, by (8.12]), we have

o*

2 o 2412 2
/ |f(lu[")|dz < Clluolly* </ [Vh(|ul7)| dw) :
RN RN

Then we can obtain the corresponding asymptotic behavior for [y |f(|u/?)|dz in each
case of Theorem 5. We omit the details here.
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