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Abstract

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

iug = Au+ 2ub’(Ju|>) Ah([ul?) + (W () * [u|?)u, 2 € RN, t >0
u(z,0) = ug(z), =€RN.

Here h(s) and W (x) are some real valued functions. Our focus is to investigate
how the interplay between the potential W (x) and the quasilinear presence h(s)
affects the blowup in finite time and global existence of the solution. In a special,
we can obtain the watershed condition on W (z) in the following sense: If W(x) €
LYRY) N {LYRY) + L>°(RY)}, then exist g. and g5 such that the solution is
global existence for any initial data in the energy space when ¢ > ¢. and the
solution maybe blow up in finite time for some initial data when ¢s < q¢ < ¢., and
for ¢ = q. whether the solution is global existence or not depend on the initial
data.
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conformal conservation law; Asymptotic behavior.

2000 MSC: 35Q55.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following Cauchy problem:

(1.1)

iy = A+ 208 (W) AR(Jul?) + (W(2) * [uP)u, = € RV, £>0
u(z,0) = up(z), =€RN.
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Here N > 3, h(s) and W(z) are some real functions, h(s) > 0 for s > 0, and
W(z) is even. We always assume h is a smooth function. Quasilinear equation
(CI) with various choices of h can be used to model a lot of physical phenomena,
such as the self-channelling of a high-power ultra short laser in matter. It often ap-
pears in plasma physics and dissipative quantum mechanics, and in condensed mat-
ter theory, see [1 B, [l 13| 17, 18, 20]. By the classic results in Section 3.2 of [6],
if the even function W(z) € LY(RY) N {L4(RY) + L>®(RN)} for some ¢ > 1, then
(W [ul?)u € C(H'RN), HHRY)), (W * [u*)u € C(L"(RY), L”(RY)) and (W (z) *
[u|?)u € Cy(RY, Bys(0)), where r = % and By(0) = {u € C: |u| < M}. Conse-
quently, the local well-posedness result on (I.I]) can be contained in these frame work
of [9] 16} 19].

In this paper, we focus on the effect of the potential W(x) and we investigate
quantitatively how the interplay between the potential and the quasilinear term influent
the blowup in finite time and global existence of the solution of (ILT]). The definition of
the global existence and blowup in finite time for the solution of (I.1) is given below.

Definition 1. Let u(x,t) be the solution of (I1l). We say that u(x,t) exists
globally if the mazimal existence interval for t is [0,+00), and we say u(z,t) blows up
in finite time if there exists a finite time T' > 0 such that

lir%li [[Vu(z, t)|? + |VA(|u(z, t)*)*)]dz = +oo. (1.2)
t— RN

The motivations of our study in this paper are as follows.

First of all, the Cauchy problem of semilinaer Schrodinger equations with Hartree
type nonlinearity has been studied extensively in the literature, which dealt with the
global existence and other behaviors of the solutions. We can refer to [5] [7, 8] [15], 22]
and the references therein. The study for quasilinear equations like would be natural
extentions of these work, and here we study the properties for the solution of quasilinear
equation (II)) which also contains Hartree type nonlinearity in the equation. This is
an area that has not been studied in the past.

Secondly, there are many works in the literature about the global existence and
blowup phenomena of semilinear Schrodinger equation. The following Cauchy problem

{z’ut:Au—i—F(\ulz)u forz € RNV, ¢t >0 (1.3)

u(z,0) = ug(z), = €RN

was considered by Glassey in the celebrated work [12]. The key condition on the
blowup of the solution to (L3) is that sF(s) > cyG(s) for some constant ey > 1+ 2
and all s > 0, here G(s) = [; F(t)dt. In [2], Berestycki and Cazenave established a
sharp threshold on the blowup of the solution. Other related results can be found in
[6, 23] and the references therein. In [14], the Cauchy problem of quasilinear Schédinger



equation

(1.4)

—iug + Au+ 2(Alu)?)u + [ulf2u =0 forz € RN, t >0
u(z,0) = ug(z), =€RN

was studied by Guo, Chen and Su. They showed that the solution of (L.4]) blows up in
finite time if 4 + % < q < 2-2* for some initial data. Letting

Fa,[ul?) = [W(2) * [ul?], (1.5)

(LI) can be written in the following form

{ iy = Au+ 2ul! (Ju2) Ah(|[ul?) + Fz, |u2)u for z € RN, ¢ >0 16)

u(z,0) = up(z), =€RN.

In [21], the authors of this paper gave qualitative analysis for (I6]) with F'(z,s) = F(s)
and obtained the key conditions on the global existence and blowup in finite time for
the solution, which are the explicit relationships between sF'(s) and G(s)(for exam-
ple, cyG(s) < sF(s)), the explicit relationships between G(s)(or sF(s)) and h(s)(for
example [G(s)]qi < c[h(s)]*"), where G(s) = [; F(n)dn, 2* = 255, However, letting

fo (z,m)dn, one cannot find the expllclt relatlonshlp between sF'(x,s) and
G(a:, s). We need to develop a new approach for establishing the key condition on the
global existence and blowup in finite time for the solution.

The last motivation is inspired by the results on the following problem:

iug = Au + 20%alu22ul ([ul>*) + (p(z) * [ul?)u for x € RV \ {0}, t >0
u(z,0) = ug(z), =€RN.
(1.7)

Here
O0<r<i1

1
rpP
fr), 1<r<2 (1.8)
% r>2, r=|x|
C > max(N,p), and f(r) > 0 satisfies pf(r)+rf'(r) <O Cf(r)+rf'(r)if 1 <r <2.
Very recently, we found that: The solution of (I.7)) is global existence for any ug which
belongs some energy space if p < p. while the solution will blow up in ﬁnite time under
Mmax@;’l)a 2 if 0 < @ < ¥=1 These results
are also parts of this paper. Naturally, we wish to generalize the results on (L7 to more
general cases. In fact, it is the first time that we let the potential W (z) be the criterion
of the conditions on the blowup in finite time and global existence of the solution to a

certain conditions if p > p.. Here p. =

quasilinear Schédinger equation.
We use Cs to denote the best constant in the Sobolev’s inequality

*

/ lw|? dz < C, </ |Vw|2d:17> ’ for any w e H'(RY), (1.9)
RN RN



Our first result will establish some sufficient conditions on the global existence of
the solution to (LI).
Theorem 1. Let u(x,t) be the solution of (1) with ug € X,

X = {we H'®Y), /RN IV h(jw]2)2dz < +o0o}. (1.10)

Assume that there exist a > 0 in the sense of infimum and o > 0 in the sense of
1 1

supremum such that max(sz,s%) < a[h(s) + s2] for s > 1.

Assume W (x) is even and satisfies

max(c, )2
max(2a,1)2* — 2

(C1) W (z) = Wi(z)+Wa(z) € LYRVN{LYRM)+L®RM)}, ¢ > 1, ¢ >

Then we have the following assertions.
(1). If W(z) <0 for all z € RN, then u is global existence for any ug € X.
(2). Assume W (z) > 0 for all x € RN or changes sign. We have three subcases.

Case (i) If 0 < « <ML ifg > W, then the solution is global existence
for any initial ug € X;
Case (11) If 0 < « <Nl ifq= Wﬁ)z*z’ then the solution is global existence
for the initial ug € X satzsfymg
( )N+
a29 a= a min(4 )4a ,2) <1
Case (iii) If a > Y=L if g > 1, then the solution is global existence for any initial

ug € X.

Remark 1.1. 1. If h(|u|?) = 0, (LI becomes the classic semilinear Schrodinger
equation with Hartree type nonlinearity. Then we can take ¢ = 1 and a = %, the
solution of (1)) is global existence if ¢ > &

2. If h(|u|?) = blu|?>*(b > 0), 0 < « < L and W (x) = p(z), where p(x) is defined
N[max(2a,1)-2*—2]
2 :

as ([.8]), then the solution is global ex1stence when p <

3. We suspect that the assumption W(z) € L*(RN) n {LI(RY) 4+ L*(RN)} in
this paper can be weaken as W (x) € {LI(RY) + L>*(R")}. However, by the local well-
posedness result on (L)) in [19], we need W (x) € L*(RY) to ensure that (W (z)*|u|?)u €
Cyp(RY, Bps(0)).

Our second result is about sufficient conditions on the blowup in finite time for
the solution of (LT).

Theorem 2. Let u(x,t) be the solution of (I1) with ug € X, zuy € L2(RY),
E(ug) <0 and S [pn Go(x - Vug)dx > 0. Assume that there exists constant k such that
for s >0, sh”(s) < kh'/(s) if h'(s) > 0 or sh”(s) > kh'(s) if h'(s) < 0. Assume further
W(z) >0, W(z)e L'RY)n{LIRY) + L2(RN)} for some ¢ > 1. Suppose the
following holds.

(C2) max((2k +1)N,0) +2]W + (- VW) <0



Then there exists a finite time T such that

Jm V@ ) + [VA(Jul)(z, )] dz = +o0.

Remark 1.2. It is easy to check that for s > 0, sh”(s) < kh/(s) if h'(s) > 0 (or
sh”(s) > kh'(s) if W' (s) < 0) implies that —h/(s)h”(s)s > —k(h/(s))?. We would like to
discuss conditions (C2) and E(up) < Oin details.

1. Obviously, W(z) = ¢ > 0 means that [max((2k +1)N,0) +2|]W + (z- VW) > 0
which is the opposite of the condition (C2). W (z) = ¢ < 0 implies that E(ug) > 0 for
ug(z) # 0.

2. It is well known that L% (RY) N L2(RN) # () for 0 < q1 < qo. If W(z) is a
nontrivial radially symmetric function, by the condition

W(r) >0, [max((2k+ 1)N,0) + 2]W(r) +rW'(r) <0,

N
then for any q Z m,

if 0<r<l1, W(r)> W)

= Tmax(@k+1)N.0)+2] ¢ L'(RY) N {LI(RY) + L=(RY)}.

§ ~ N
HOWGV@T, m € Lq(RN) + LOO(RN) for q< max[(2k+1)N,0[+2
To illustrates how the potential W (x) affects the blowup in finite time and global
existence of the solution, we give a corollary below. Consider

iug = Au+ 20fu?*2ulA(Ju?*) + (W * |ul?)u  for z € RN, ¢ >0 (1.11)
u(z,0) = ug(z), = €RN. ’
Here we assume 0 < o < Y=L Define
2*
Gc =

max(2c,1)2% — 2°

Corollary 1.1. Assume W(z) € L*RY) N {LIRN) + L®°RN)} and let u be the
solution of (I11l). We have the following assertions.

(1) If ¢ > qc, then the solution is global existence for any initial data ug € X.

(2) If W(x) € LYRYN)N{L%(RN) + L>=(RN)}, then the solution is global existence for

ug satisfying

9 ﬂ min(4—4a,2)

oz Wl e ey lluoll 2y ™ = 1.

(3) If W(z) > 0, W(x) € L'(RN) n {LI(RYN) + L>®RM)} for some q. > q > 1 and
(2 — )N + 2]lW + (z - VW) < 0, then the solution will blow up in finite time for
ug € X, zug € LA(RY), E(ug) <0 and S [pn to(z - Vug)dz > 0.

Remark 1.3. By Remark 1.2, the conditions W (x) > 0 and [(2ae — 1)N + 2]W +
(z- VW) < 0 imply that W (z) &€ L*(RY) N {LI(RYN) + L>®(RN)} for any q > q., yet



W(z) € LYRY) N {LIRYN) + L>=(RN)} may hold for some 1 < ¢ < g.. In another
word, the function W(z) € LY(RN) N {LI(RN) + L>®(RM)} can be classified and be
taken as criterion of the blowup and global existence of the solution of (1) in the
following sense: The solution of (ILII)) is always global existence if W(z) € L*(RY) N
{L4(RN) + L= (RN)} for ¢ > g., but the solution may blow up in finite time if W (z) €
LYRY) N {LYRY) + L®(RY)} for some 1 < ¢ < g..

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we will prove the mass
and energy conservation laws and some equalities. In Section 3, we will prove Theorem
1. In Section 4, we will prove Theorem 2. In Section 5, we will construct a sharp
threshold for the global existence and blowup in finite time for the solution of (LII).
In Section 6, we will establish the pseudoconformal conservation law and consider the
asymptotic behaviour for the solution.

2 Preliminaries

In convenience, we will use C, C’, and so on, to denote some constants in the
sequels, the values of it may vary line to line. We define the mass and energy of (I.Tl)

as follows.
(i) Mass:

o=

miw = ([ | ru<-,t>\2dx)% = (M)}

(ii) Energy :

Bl =5 [ V6P +Vhu)Plde = [ 07 « jP)lufde.

2
We will give a lemma about conservations of these quantities 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:

miw = ([ W,t)\zdxf -([, \uo@)r?dxf — m(uo):

(ii) Energy conversation:

B =5 [ IVl + [Fh(uP) Pz = 5 [ 0V ) ufPde = Bluo):

(iii)
i/ |z|?|u|?dx = —4%/ a(z - Vu)dz;
dt RN RN



(iv)
is/ a(z - Vu)dr = —2/ \Vu|?dx — (N+2)/ IVh(Jul?)|?dx
dt RN RN RN
—8N/ h"(\uy2)h'(\uy2)\uyﬂvuy?dx—1/ (- VW) « [ul]jul2de.  (2.1)
]RN 2 ]RN

Proof: (i) Multiplying (I by 2u, taking the imaginary part of the result, we get
%|u|2 = $(2aAu) = V- (28uVu). (2.2)

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

/ \u!zdx:/ luo|?dzz.
RN RN

Consequently, m(u) = m(uo).
(ii) Multiplying (LI by 2@, taking the real part of the result, then integrating it
over RY x [0,1], we obtain
1
/ [Vul? + [Vh(|uf*)[*)dz — —/ (W [ul*)ul*de
RN 2 RN
1

= [ 19wl + [Vh(uoP)Pldz = 5 [ O ool
RN RN

Therefore, E(u) = E(up).
(iii) Multiplying (Z2) by |=|> and integrating it over RY, we get

LA T L :/ 22V - (23 (aVu))dx = —43/ a(z - Vu)dz.
dt RN RN RN
(iv) Let a(x,t) = Ru(x,t) and b(x,t) = Su(z,t). Then

N N
d . _
/RN E%u(az -Vu)dz = /RN Z[azk(bt)xka — z(at)q, blde + /RN Z(azkbxkat — Tpag, by)dx

/ Z g (bt) g, a — xx(at)z, blde +/ Z (xRag, Aa + by, Ab)dx
RN ¢ R

N
k=1

+;/R Z:ck )z, 20 () AR(|uf?) + (W * |ul?)]do

k=1

=N (atb — aby)dx —|—/ Z (xkby,ar — Tpag, by)dx

RN ]RNk 1
N2
—I——/ |Vu|2dx—|——/ \Vh(|ul|?)|?dx
2 RN 2 RN
1 .
— 5 | Jovw + 0 s,
2 RN



and

% Su(e-Vuyde = N [ (Jala + A + 2K (jul*) Ah(jul®) + [u2(W * [u]?)) da
RN RN

(N —2) /RN Vuldz + (N — 2) /RN IV h(juf?) 2z

- [ o+ S0 s

_ —2/ \Vu]2dx—(N+2)/ Vh(juf?)dz
RN RN
TW
8N / W (a2 ()l |Vl — / (@ VW)
RN RN 2
Remark 2.1. If u is the solution of (L.IJ), similar to [21], we have

s |u|?]|ul?d.

P1*P22 ngg
p1— pP1—
/ |ulP?2dx < </ ]u\2daz> ' </ \u]plda:> '
RN RN RN

p1—Dp2 p2—2

= </ |u0|2dx> n </ |u|P1dx> n
RN RN

for p; > po > 2 by mass conservation law.

3 The proof 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).

Proof of Theorem 1: Under the assumptions of Theorem 1, we know that
Jan (W] [uo|?)Juo|*dz and E(ug) are well defined in X.

Case (1). W(x) < 0 for z € RN. The global existence of the solution is a direct
result of the energy conversation law of Lemma 2.1(ii) because

1
/ \Vu]2dx + / \Vh(\u]Q)]2dx + 5/ (W] * \u!2)]u\2daz = 2F(ug),
RN RN RN

which implies that [ [Vul?dz+ [pn [VA(Ju|?)Pdz+ [pn (W ]*|u|?)|ul?dz is uniformly
bounded for all ¢ > 0.
Case (2). W(z) > 0 for all z € RY or changes sign.

Lyox
Obviously, ¢ > % is equivalent to 4—‘11 < max(2a, 1)2*.

2q—
Denoting
(2¢ — 1)[max(2a,1)2* — 2] (2¢ — 1)[max(2a,1)2* — 2]
T = , T = , (3.1)
(2¢ — 1)[max(2a,1)2* — 2] — 2 2
then
2¢—1 (2¢ —1)lmax(2,1)2" = 2] -2  2¢—1 2 (3.2)
qn g[max(2a, 1)2* — 2] T gqr gmax(2a,1)2* — 2] '



Suppose that W (z) = Wi(z) + Wa(z) € LYRY) N {LI(RN) + L=(RN)}, where
Wi(z) € LY(RN) and Wa(z) € L=(RY). Denote

1 7
Cow = & (/ |W1|qu> .
2 \JgrN

Using the mass and energy conversation laws of Lemma 2.1(ii), using Hoder’s
inequality, Young’s inequality, then Sobolev’s inequality, we have

1
/ |Vu|?dz + / \Vh(Jul?)|?dz = 2E(ug) + 3 / (W s |ul?)|u|?dz
RN RN RN

1 1
= 2E(up) + —/ (W7 # |ul?)|u?dz 4+ = / (Wa  |ul?)|ul>dz
2 ]RN 2 ]RN

1 a 4g 1 2 ?
<C+ - |W1|qd:17 |u|2q*1d:17 + —||W2HL°° |u| dx
2 RN RN 2 RN

2q—1

L =l da_ 4
< O+ 5[ Wallee (m(uo)* + 277 Cw / | 20T dz
? {lul<1)

a—1 4q
+2 9 Cwy / |u|2a=Tdz
{lul>1}

2q—1

2q—1
q

2q—1
1 = 2 !
< O+ 5 [Wallz (m(uo))” +2 7 Cw / [ul"dz
{lul<1}
2g—1 2q—1
=1 2 . (2a,1)2* .
+277 Cy / lul“dx / K Sl
{lul>1} {lul>1}
2q—1
1 4 q-1 9 q
< O Sl (o)) + 2% Cov ([ )
RN
2g—1 2;1‘:21
qg—1 qT *
+ ZTOW (/ |u|2d$> 1 </ |u|max(2a,1)2 dZE)
RN {Ju>1}
2g—1 2;1‘:1
—1 qT: * *
<C'+ ZqTC’W (/ |u0|2dx> ' (/ max(|u]?*?", |ul? )d:z:)
RN {lul>1}
2g—1 2g—1

- qT * * a2
<42 Oy (/ \uo!Qd:c> 1 (/ a® [h(|ul*) + Jul]? dw)
RN {lul>1}
2q—1

, 2%(29-1) (2*-1)(2¢—1) g1 2(2;;1) 9\12* o aty
<Cluat 2w T Ol T ([ (P s
R

! 2%(2¢—1) (2¢—1) (2¢—1)N+2q Q(iq;l) 212 2 2*513;1)
<Cra e (C) R 2 N oy ol ([ 9B + 9 uflde
R
(3.3)



We give the estimate for (3.3]) in three subcases.

Subcase (i) 0 < o < 2 = 242 and ¢ >

2 :
max(20,1)2%¥—2" In this Subcase,

2%(2¢ — 1)

< 1.
2q7o

For any initial data wug, using Young’s inequality, we have
1
[Vl s [ Vh(uP)Pd < 0+ C'Cun) + 5 [ IVA(P)P + [VuPld,
RN RN 2 RN
which implies that
/ wﬁm+/ IV h(luf?)Rdz < C.
RN RN

Subcase (ii) 0 < o < ¥ = 242 and ¢ = WM In this subcase,
29 —1 2%(2qg — 1
202D 5 ax(2a,1) = min(2 — 20,1), 4=
qm 2q7>
For the initial ug satisfying
2*(2¢-1) (2¢-1) g1 2(24-1)
a 92 (22 _ICS) ar2 27 q CwHuQHLQqu <1,
i.e.,
(g=DHN+2q 2 B _
a2 CF W aluol3™ T < 1,
we have

9 (a=1)N+2q 2
1—a“2 v (2

min(4—4a,2
Wil bl ) [ VAP + 90l < c.

Subcase (iil) o > Nl — 2242 1y this subcase
N 22 )

2* 1 max(a, )2*
max(2c,1)2* —2 = 7 [max(2aq,1)2* — 2]

<1

Then for any ¢ > 1, we have

4q 2*(2¢ — 1)

< 1.
2q7o

Similar the proof of Subcase (i), applying Young’s inequality to (3.3]), we get

/ wﬁm+/ Vh(ju2)dz < C
RN RN

for all ¢ > 0. O

10



Remark 3.1. 1. In Subcase (i) and Subcase (ii) above, if 0 < a < 2, N > 4,

2%
then .
2% ,5)2"
. max(a, 5) S 1
max(2a,1)2* — 2 ~ [max(2a, 1)2* — 2]
while if 21 <a< 2;;2 = %, N >4, then
2 ,1)2r
. max(a, 5) '
max(2a,1)2* — 2 [max(2a, 1)2* — 2]
IfO<a<%,N:3,then
2* max(e, )2

>1> .
max(2a, 1)2% — 2 max(2a, 1)2* — 2

2. The conclusion of (2)(iii) shows the interaction between the term 2uh/(|u|?)Ah(|u|?)
and Hartree type nonlinearity. Roughly, if h(s) increases fast enough when s > 1, then
the solution is global existence for any W (x) € LY(RY) N {LI(RN) + L®RN)}(g > 1)
and initial data ug € X.

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 a(z - Vu)dz.

We discuss it in two cases:
Case 1. h(s) =0 or h(s) # 0 and k < —3. We have

J(t) = 2 / Vulde — (N +2) / IVh(ul?)Pdz — 8N / B ()1 ([uf2) [u] | ufdx
RN RN RN

- [T
RN

(x- VW)

s Jul*][ul®dz
2

— U2IIZ’— u2 2(13—

> =2 [ (VuPde = (N +24268) [ VA(uP)Pde - [ |
= — uy) — U2 21'—1 xX - *u2 U2.Z'
= —4B(w) — @k + DN [ VB Pdz =5 [ (@0 @ VWL« )l
> 0, (4.1)

which means that y(¢) > y(0) > 0 for ¢t > 0.

11



Case 2. h(s) # 0 and k > —1. We have

YW
i(t) > —2/RN Vuldz — (N + 2+ 2kN) /RN Vh(juf?)|2dz — /RN[% i [ul?][ul2dz

(2 + 1)N/ Vul?dz — 2[(2k + )N + 2)E(uo)
]RN

—%/ ([(2k + DN + 2)W + (z - YW)]  [u]?) ul*dz
RN

>0, (4.2)

which also means that y(¢) > y(0) > 0 for ¢ > 0.
Setting

J(t) = / 2 uf2dz,
]RN

we have J'(t) = —4y(t) < —4y(0) < 0. Then

0<J(t) = J(0) + / t J'(r)dr < J(0) — 4y(0)t,
0

which implies that the maximum existence interval of time for wu is finite, and u will
blow up before %. O
Now we give the proof of Corollary 1.1.
The proof of Corollary 1.1: The results on the global existence of the solution

are the direct results of Theorem 1. Since k = o — 1 and
max((2k + 1)N,0) + 2 = max((2a — 1)N,0) + 2,

the assumptions of Theorem 2 are satisfied, the solution will blow up in finite time for
initial data ug satisfying E(ug) < 0 and S [px @(z - Vug)da > 0.

We give another Corollary below, which establishes the conditions on blowup in
finite time and global existence of the solution to (7).

Corollary 4.1. Assume that u be the solution of (I.7). We have

Case 1. b = 0. The solution is global existence for any initial data ug € H'(RN)
if 0 < p < 2, while the solution will blow up in finite time for initial data ug satisfying
E(ug) <0 and S [pn @z - Vug)dz >0 if p > 2.

Case 2. b # 0. The solution is global existence for any ug € X in one of the
following subcases: Subcase (i) 0 < a < % and p < w, Subcase (ii)
a > % and p < N. While the solution will blow up in finite time for ug satisfying
E(up) <0 and S [pn @(x - Vug)dz >0 if o« > 0 and p > w

Proof: By the definition of W (x), the condition

max((2k +1)N,0) +2]W + (- VW) <0

implies that p > max((2k + 1)N,0) + 2.
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Case 1. If b = 0, we take k = —% and get p > 2. The solution will blow up in
finite time for initial data ug satisfying E(ug) < 0 and S [pn @(z - Vug)dz > 0 if p > 2.
While p < 2, then W (z) € LY(RY) N {LY(RY)+ L>*(RY)} for some ¢ > &, the solution
is global existence for any initial data ug € H'(R™V).

Case 2. If b #£ 0, we can take k = a — 1 and get

N[max(2a,1)2* — 2]
2% ’

p > max((2k + 1)N,0) + 2 = max((2a« — 1)N,0) + 2 =

The solution will blow up in finite time for initial data ug satisfying E(ug) < 0 and
S Jgn @z - Vug)de > 0if o > 0 and p > N[ma’(@;‘ 1)2" 2] by the results of Theorem 2.
Subcase (i) 0 < a < XL andp<w then W (x) € LY(RY) N {LI(RN) +
L>®(RN)} for some ¢ > [max(2a2m Subcase (i) o > N L and p < N, then W (z) €
LYRM) N {LY(RN) 4+ L= (RN)} for some ¢ > 1. In any subcase, the solution is global
existence for any initial data ug € X by the results of Theorem 1. Moreover, if 0 <

N 20,1)2* —2 *
st > 22 and qe = [max(zaz,l)z*—z}' 0

Remark 4.1. We would like to say something about the conditions on the initial
ug if W € {L}RY)N LIRN)} in the critical case ¢ = ¢.. By the results of Theorem 1,

if a[h(s) + S%] > max(s®, 1) 0<a< 2L and

a < N L then p, =

a22 (q71;g+2q ”UO Hmln(4 %Y 2)

<1,

then the solution is global existence when ¢. = m On the other hand, in

the case of q. = W, E(up) < 0 implies that

1
[ Vuolds e [ 19h(u)Pde < 5 [0 < uP)juPda
RN RN RN

2q—1

1
(¢— 1)N+2q q p=
< a*2 02* (/ |W|qu> ! </ |u0|2d:17> "
RN RN

2%(2q—1)

2qT
(/ uw<ruo\2>\2+momdx) e
]RN

which means that

(a—

CL22 C2* WHL‘Z” OHmln(4 4a,2) > 1.

Obviously, Sg;(uo) N Ski(ug) = @, where

((g=1)N+2q

Sgl(uo) ={uw e X, a 2702* HWHLqHuOH;nm (4—4a,2) <1}
and

Spi(uo) = {uo € X, E(uo) < 0}

(
Clupe X, a2 CF W || pa [l |54 > 1}

13



That is, if a[h(s) + s%] > max(s®, %) and W(x) € {L*(RY N LYI(RN)} in the critical
case of ¢ = ¢,

(qfl)N

a22 ofors W | L o |42 = 1 (4.3)

can be regarded as the watershed for the initial data ug which determines whether the
solution is global existence or not.

The similar conclusion for the initial data ug is also true for the following system,
which is a special case of that in [21].

{ iug = Au+ 2ub!([u|?) Ah(|ul?) + F(jul)u forz € RN, t>0 (4.4)

u(z,0) = ug(z), =€RN.

Assume that there exist positive constants c1, ¢, 0 < 8 < 1, ¢ > 1 satisfying the critical
condition (2 — 2*)0 + 2¢ = 2* such that [G(s)]? < ¢15 and [G(s)]7 < 62[8% + h(s)]*" for
s > 0. Here ¢q and co are taken the values in the sense of the supremum. Then the
solution is global existence if

2*-1 L 2
71

2% ¢! (2047 [luoll3* < 1,

while the solution will blow up in finite time if E(ug) < 0, S [pn Go(2 - Vug)dz > 0,
|z|ug € L2(RY) with other assumptions on h(s) and G(s). Here

But E(up) < 0 implies that

/ |Vu0|2dx+/ |Vh(|u0|2)|2dx§/ C(Juo|?)dar
RN RN RN
1 1
T1 * T2
g(/ cl|uo|2da:> (/ calluol + h(fuo )12 dw)
RN RN

ok 1 1 2

<27 ¢ (e2Ca) s ol /NHVUo\2 + [Vh(|uo[*)[*)dx
R

which means that ) )
21 L =
2% ] (c2C) % luoly” = 1.
Obviously, Sy (ug) N Ski(ug) = @, where
* 1 2

27 -1
Sg(uo) ={uo € X, 2 72 ¢]' (205 )T2 Huo”z <1}

and

* 1 2

ro1 L 1
Sp(uo) = {up € X, E(ug) <0} C{ug € X, 2 72 ¢/ (c2Cs) 7 ||uglls* > 1}
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That is, in the critical case of (2 — 2*)6 + 2¢ = 2%,

21 1
2 72 e (c2Cs) 2 |Juglly" =1 (4.5)

can be regarded as the watershed for the initial data ug which determines whether the
solution is global existence or not.

Remark 4.2. If h(|u|?) = b|u|?>*, we would like to compare the results of [21] with
these of this paper when W (z) € L*(R™) N {L4(RYN) + L>®(RM)} for some ¢ > 1, and
discuss the similar roles of the exponents. Consider

{ iug = Au+ 20%alu**2uA ([u?*) + (Ju|?*~2)u  for z € RN, ¢t >0 (4.6)

u(z,0) = ug(z), = cRN.

1. (i) If b= 0, h(s) = 0, the watershed exponent of p for [8) in [21] is . = 1+
in the means that the solution is global existence for any ug € X if p < p. and
the solution will blow up in finite time under certain conditions if p > p., while the
watershed exponent of g(or p) for (7)) in this paper is ¢. = %(or pe = 2) in the means
that the solution is global existence for any ug € X if ¢ > g.(or p < 2) and the solution
will blow up in finite time under certain conditions if ¢ < g.(or p > 2).

(i) If b > 0, 0 < a < &=L and h(s) # 0, the watershed exponent of p in (G)
is po = max{%,%z -1+ %} in the means that the solution is global existence for
any ug € X if p < p. and the solution will blow up in finite time under certain

conditions if p > p., while the watershed exponent of ¢ for (L) is ¢. =

Pe = N [max(zgi’l)g*_ﬂ) in the means that the solution is global existence for any ug € X

2*
max(2a,1)2* —2 (or

if ¢ > g.(or p < p.) and the solution will blow up in finite time under certain conditions

if ¢ < ge(or p > pe).

The watershed role of g.(or p.) for (7)) in this paper is similar to that of p. for
(#£86) in [21].

2. (i) If b = 0, h(s) = 0, the Sobolev critical exponent of p for (4.0) is ps = %,
while g5 = %(or ps = 4) plays the similar role of Sobolev critical exponent for (L.7)

when N > 4. We can establish the blowup results on ([4.6) if p. < p < ps and those on
{(rd) if%:q8<q<qc:%(0r2:pc<p<p8:4) for some initial ug.
(i) If b > 0, 0 < v < &=L and h(s) # 0, the Sobolev critical exponent of § for (&G
Lyox *
is ps = max(a, %)2*, while g5 = max(%, 1)(or ps = Nmin(%, 1))
likes Sobolev critical exponent for (LT]). We can establish the blowup results on

max(a, % )2*

Q) if p. < p < ps and those on (L) ifmax(m,l) =q < q< q.=

* N[max(2a,1)-2* —2 . 20,1)-2*—2
[max(2o?,1)v2*—2] (or [max( o ) L = po<p<ps = N(mm(—[mi}ix?aé)z* },1)) for some
initial ug.

(iii) We also point out that p. < ps, p. < ps, while g5 < ¢.. The Sobolev critical
exponent role of gs(or ps) for (I7) in this paper is similar to that of ps for (&6]) in [21].
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5 Sharp threshold for the global existence and blowup in
finite time for the solution of (I.1))

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

Theorem 3. (Sharp Threshold ) Let u(x,t) be the solution of (I1]) with ug € X.
Assume that:

(i) There exists constant k € R such that sh”(s) < kh'(s) if h'(s) > 0 or sh”(s) >
kR (s) if h'(s) <0, there exist a > 0 in the sense of infimum and 0 < o < % in the

sense of supremum such that max(s®, s%) < a[h(s) + s%] for s >0, and
(2—10) +4(N +2—=D[H(s)]%s + 8NE"(s)h/(s)s*> > 0

for 0 <1 <2,
(i) W(z) > 0 for x € RN, W(z) € {L'(RYN n LI(RN)}, max(l,%) <q< % if

max(a,%)?‘

h(S)EO, maX(l,m) <q<m th(8)7_é0and0<0é<%:

and there exist constant L > 1 + w and C' such that

LW (z) < _z- VW

< CW (x).

Moreover, suppose that there exists w > 0 such that

d] = inf i)

= 2+ E >0 5.1
{weHl(RN)\{O};mw):t)}<2”w”2+ (w)> ’ (5.1)

where
Q(w) :2/ vayde+(N+2)/ Vh(|w])2de
RN RN

L8N / WY (o) (feo]?) ]Vl — / (- VW) * [w2)lwdz, (5.2)
]RN 2 ]RN

1 1

B(w) = » / (Vwl? + [Vh(lwl?) lde — © / (W Ju]?)|wf*de, (5.3)
2 RN 4 RN

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 S [ Uo(x - Vug)dz > 0, zug € LA(RY), the solution of
(I1)) blows up in finite time.

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

Step 1. We will prove dj > 0.
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Since Q(w) =0, w # 0, we have
;(/ \Vw\zda:—l—/ Vh(|w])2dz)
RN RN
_ 2/ |Vw|2dx+(N+2)/ |Vh(|w|2)|2d:v+8N/ B (1w 2) (w2 [w]* |V 2da
RN RN RN

- /RN (2 =D+ 40 +2 = D (Jwl*))?|w]* + 8NE" (Jw) (Jw]*)|wl*] [Vw|*dz
1

2
2q—1

1
q 4 q
(o) ()
RN RN
1 1
( / |w|2dx> 1 < / |w|maX<2avl>2*d$> ]
RN RN

2q—1 2q—1

gc(/ \w\2da:) (/ az"[rwrz"+rh<rw12>12"]dx)
RN RN

q— 2% (2¢—1)

2 1
= e
gc/(/ |w|2dx>“ </ |Vw|2d:1:—|—/ |Vh(|w|2)|2d:1:> " (5.4)
RN RN RN

which implies that

IN

/ (- VW) * [w]]ul2ds < c/ (W |wl?)|w|2dz
RN RN

IN

2q—1

2g—1 2*&2(171)_1
qT qT:
</ \dex) ! (/ Vuwl?dz +/ yVh(wa)\?da;) o scoso
RN RN RN
Since ¢ < W equals to 2*(2%;1;1) —1 >0, we have
/ (o 2da +/ Vu|2dz +/ Vh(jw)2dz > C > 0. (5.5)
RN RN RN

Here

1 (2¢—1)[max(2c,1)2* — 2] — 2 I 2

7 (2¢— 1)[max(2a,1)2* — 2] ’ 7 (2¢ — 1)[max(2a, 1)2* — 2]

On the other hand, using Q(w) = 0 again, we get
(max[(2k+1)N,0]—|—2)/ (Vw2 + [Vh(jw]?)Pld
RN
> 2/ [way2+((2k+1)N+2)/ Vh(jw]2) P dz
RN RN
> 2/ ywy2dx+(zv+2)/ ]Vh(]w[2)\2da:+8N/ B (w2 (jw]2)]ew]* |V w|2da
RN RN RN

=5 [ YW s Yo > L [ s ), (5.6)
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Therefore

1
/ [|Vw]| dx+/ |Vh(|w|2)|2]d:17—1/ (W*|w|2)|w|2dx
RN RN

<1 ({2 + N o1+2>> /RN[|VwI2+|Vh(|ZUI2)|2]d$- (5.7)

(5I0) and (BI1) mean that

1
2
1
=3

w

— 'UJ2 X w
5 [ wds+ ()
! o (w,l _ (max|(2k Z?N’ 0) +2)> /RN[|w|2 + [Vl? + [Vh(jw]2)2lde

> -
2
C > (5.8)

v

Therefore dy > 0.
Step 2. Denote

Ky = {ue H'®)\ {0}, Q(u) >0, Z|ul}}+ B(w) < dr}

and
K- ={ue H'(®Y)\{0}, Qu) <0, Tul3 + E(u) < di}.

We will prove that K and K_ are invariant sets of ((L).
Assume that ug € K, ie., Q(up) > 0 and ¥|uol3 + E(ug) < dy. It is easy to
verify that

u(- ) € @Y\ {0}, Sl l3 + Bl 1) < dr. (5.9)

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

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

Sl t2)[3 4+ E(u(-t2)) < di

by (59)), which is a contradiction to the definition of d;. Hence Q(u(-,t)) > 0. This
inequality and (5.9]) imply that u(-,t) € K, which means that K is a invariant set of
(@TI1).

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

Step 3. Assume that Q(ug) > 0 and %||uo||3 + E(uo) < d;. Since K is invariant set
of (II)), we have Q(u(-,t)) > 0 and ¥|u(-,?)||3 + E(u(-,t)) < d;. Using Q(u(-,t)) > 0,
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we get
(max[(2k + 1)N, 0] + 2) /RN[]Vu(-,t)\2 + |VR(|Ju(-, t)|?)|*]dz
> /}R IV 0P + (k4 DN +2) /}R V(0P
) Pdx wl-. D)2 2dx
22 [ V0P (V+2) [ 9P
8N [ WP Gl Pl 0T 0P do
RN

=5 [ YW 0Pt OPde = L[ (W a0l 0Pz (510

Therefore
Blut0) =5 [ (Va0 de+[Vh(aC PR = 7 [0V« fuC Pl de
< 2L — (max[(2k + 1)N,0] + 2)

> & [ IVt + VAl ) Plds.

(5.11)

By the mass and energy conservation laws, (5.10) and (5.11]) mean that

a2 [ luoPde s Bao) =5 [0 de+ EGu(0)
RN RN

> gmin (1,1 - EEEDRIEDY [ () 4 [FuC, 0 + VAt 0 Pl
>C>0.
and

/ V(- £)[2dz +/ Vh(ju(-t)2)2dz < C < oo,
RN RN

i.e., the solution u(x,t) of (I.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 (LI, we have Q(u(-,t)) < 0 and %|ju(-,t)|3 + E(u(-,t)) < dr.
Let J(t) = [pn |z[*|ul*dz. Then

J'(t) = 4Q(u(z,t)), J'(t)= —4%/ a(z - Vu)dz.
RN
Since J'(0) = =4S [pn to(x - Vug)dx < 0, we have

J'(t)=J(0) + /Ot J"(r)dr = J'(0) + 4/0t Qu(-,7))dr < J'(0) <0

and
0<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, and the solution blows
up in finite time. O

Remark 5.1. We give an example below. If h(s) = s, % < «a and closes to %
enough, then k = a — 1. Let

oo, 0<r<1
W(x):W(T): f(""), 1§7"§2

1
Clea—1)N+2+e» T > 2.

Here € is a positive constant small enough, f(r) is an arbitrary function satisfying
f() =1, f(Q)ZWw and

2LF(r) +rf'(r) <0< 20f(r)+rf'(r), 1<r<2.

1y .
Then W (x) € {L*(RN¥NNLI(RN)} for some max (1, %) <q< [max(zo%m

The assumptions on h(s) and W (x) can be satisfied for suitable L and C, and the con-
clusions of Theorem 3 are true under certain conditions on initial data.

6 The pseudo-conformal conservation laws and asymp-
totic behavior for the solution

In this section, we give some extensions of the work in [I0, [I1] to the quasilinear
case, establishing two pseudo-conformal conservation laws, which in turn yield asymp-
totic behavior for the solution of (L.]).

Theorem 4.( Pseudo-conformal Conservation Laws) 1. Assume that u is
the global solution of (1), ugp € X and xug € L2(RY). Then

P(t) = / (2 — 2itV)ul?de + 4t2/ Vh(juf?)2dz — 2t2/ (W * [uf?)]ulde
t
_ / o2z + 4 / 0(r)dr. (6.1)
RN 0

2. Assume that u is the blowup solution of (I.1]) with blowup time T, ug € X and
zug € L2(RYN). Then

B(t) ;:/ \(x+2z‘(T—t)V)u\2dx+4(T—t)2/ \Vh(|ul?)|?dx
RN RN
—2(T—t)2/ (W*]u\z)\ude
]RN
:/ |(x—|—2iTV)u0|2dx—|—4T2/ |Vh(|u0|2)|2dx—2T2/ (W = [u|2) o2z
RN RN RN

4 /0 (T — 1)0(r)dr. (6.2)
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Here

0(t) = /RN —AN2R" ([u )R (Jul?)Jul® + (B (|u*))?][ul?| Vu|*dz
—/ ([W+ (“””'%W)] \ \u!2> lu[2da. (6.3)
RN

Proof of Theorem 4: 1. Assume that u is the global solution of (LIJ), ug € X
and zug € L2(RY). Using the conservation of energy, we have

P(t) = / |lzul*dx + 4t%/ a(z - Vu)dx + 4t2/ \Vu|?dx
RN RN RN
+ 4t2/ Vh(|ul?)2de — 2t2/ (W + |uf2)|ul2de
RN RN
= / |\zu|?dx + 475%/ a(z - Vu)dz + 8t E(ug). (6.4)
RN RN

Noticing that
d

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

we obtain
/ 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 / (e - Va)dz + 16tE (o)
dt — Jrn
:4t{—2/ ]Vu\2da:—(N+2)/ IV h(|uf)|2dz
RN RN
1
8N / WY () ()l V2 — & / (& W) » rum\ur?dx}
]RN 2 ]RN
+8t/ [|Vu|2+|Vh(|u|2)|2]dm—4t/ (W  [uf?) [udz
RN RN
= 475/ —AN2R" (Ju ) (Jul®)|ul® + (B (Jul*))?]jul?|Vu|*dz
RN

Y /RN([W + (”“”TVW)] « u?)ul2da

= 4t0(t). (6.5)

Integrating (6.0 from 0 to ¢, we have
P(t) = / (= 2itV)ul2dx + 4t2/ Vh(uf2)|2dz — 2t2/ (W  [uf?)ufdz
RN RN RN
t
= / |zug|?dx + 4/ TO(T)dT, (6.6)
RN 0
where 0(7) is defined by (6.3).
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2. Assume that u is the blowup solution of (ILTI), up € X and zug € L?(RY). By
the conservation of energy, we have

B(t) = /RN (& +2i(T — 1)V)ul’da + 4(T —t)2/RN Vh(ul)Pda
— —_ 2 ES u2 'LL2 X
27— 0F [ OV fuf)ufd

= zul?dr — -1 u(x - Vu)dr — )2 ul?dx
_/RNy Rz — A(T — 1) /RN( Vu)da + 4(T t)/RN]V\d
_1)2 ul®)2dr — —t)? x [u|?)|ul?da
AT =02 [ P27 02 [ 0 )
_ /R fouldz — 4T~ 1)3 / (e - Va)dz + 8(T — 12 (uo) (6.7)

RN

and
B'(t) = %/RN |lzul?de + 43 /RN a(z - Vu)dx
AT - t)%% /RN iz - Vu)dz — 16(T — #)E(uo)
= —4(T — t)dig a(x - Vu)dx — 16(T — t)E(ug)
t  JrN
= 4T —1) {/RN AN2R" ([ul) (jul)|ul* + (B (ul*))?)ul?| Vul*dz
< e LALOH \u!2)]u\2dx} . (6.8)
Integrating (6.8) from 0 to ¢, we have
B(t) = B(0) — 4/ (T = 1)0(r)dr
0
_ / (2 + 20TV Yug|2dz + 4T2/ (1Vh(juo ) [2da
RN RN

t
—2T2/ (W*\uo\z)\u()]de—él/ (T — 7)0(r)dr,
RN 0

where 0(7) is defined by (6.3)). O

As the applications of Theorem 4, we give some asymptotic behavior results on the
global solution of (IT]) and the lower bound for the blowup rate the blowup solution
of (LI).

Theorem 5. 1. Assume that u is the global solution of (1), up € X, zugy €
L2(RN), and W (z) <0 for x € RN. Then the following properties hold:

(1) If 20" (s)h'(s)s + (W' (s))? > 0 for s > 0, and 2W + (x - VW) > 0 for x € RV,
then there exists C such that

/ Vh(juf)2dz +/ (W] * |u2)|uf2dz < Ct=2 for ¢ > 1. (6.9)
RN RN
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(2) If 2h" (s)h! (s)s + (W (8))? > 0 for s > 0, and —c|W| < 2W + (z- VW) <0 for
x € RN for some 0 < ¢ < 2, then there exists C' such that

/ |Vh(Jul?)|*dx —1—/ (W | * |u|?)|u|?dz < 2% for t > 1. (6.10)
RN RN t ¢

(3) If —ki(W(s))? < 2h"(s)W(s)s + (W' (s))? < 0O for some 0 < ki < %, and
2W + (x - VW) > 0 for x € RN, then there exists C such that

C

(4) If —k1(K(s))? < 2K (s)h(s)s + (W' (s))? < 0 for some 0 < ky < %, and
—c|W| <2W + (2 - VW) <0 for z € RN for some 0 < ¢ < 2, then there exists C such
that

C
22 24,12
/]RN |Vh(|u|*)|*dx + /RN(|VV| * |u)”)|u|*de < e (V10 for ¢t > 1. (6.12)

In all cases above, by the conservation of energy, we have

: 2 _ : A2 — 2
tligloo o |Vu(z,t)|*dr = 2E(uyp), t_lggloo lu(-, )5 = m”(uo) + 2E(ug).  (6.13)

2. Assume that u is the blowup solution of (11), [(W(s))? + 2h"(s)N (s)s] <0 for
§>0, W(z) >0 and 2W + (x - VW) <0 for x € R, ug € X and zug € L2(RN). If
E(ug) <0 and —4T*E(uo) — [pn |wuo|*dz — ATS [gn Uo(x - Vug)dx > 0, then

C
T -0

C
2 2y|12 * U2 ’LL2 X —_—. .
[ IV + 1VA(uf?) e > L0 s e > . (614

Proof of Theorem 5: 1. Assume that u is the global solution of (IIJ), ug € X
and zug € L2(RY), W(x) <0.
(1) 2n"(s)h'(s)s + (W' (s))? > 0 and 2W + (z - VW) > 0. (6.1)) implies that
4t2/ IV h(ul?) Pz + 2752/ (W] * uf?)ulPde < / o |2da,
RN RN RN

i.e.,

/ ]Vh(]u\2)\2da:+/ (W] * [uf?)|Jul2dz < Ct2.
RN RN

(2) 21" (s)H (s)s+(h'(s5))? > 0 and —c|W| < 2W +(z-VW) < 0 for some 0 < ¢ < 2.
(6I) implies that

4752/ |Vh(|u|2)|2dx—|—2t2/ (W] [ul?)ul2da
RN RN

t
< / |\zuo|*dx + 26/ T </ (|W| * |u|2)|u|2dx> dr. (6.15)
RN 0 RN
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Let

A(t) = /OtT (/RN(|W| * |u|2)|u|2d:17> dr.

Ai(t) <

(615]) implies

c
— + -A1(1).
; + y 1(t)
Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have

Ai(t) <tlA1 (1) +C — tgc] < C'te

Consequently,

C
[ wh(uPyEds+ [ QW s < o
RN RN

(3) —k1(I'(s))* < 21" (s)I'(s)s + (W (s))? < O for some 0 < k; < % and 2W + (z -
VW) > 0. (61 implies that

4t2/ \Vh(\uy2)\2dx+2t2/ (W * [uf?)ul2dz
RN RN

t
g/ ]azuo\zdaz+4Nk1/ T</ yVh(yuP)y?dx) dr. (6.16)
RN 0 RN
Let .
Ag(t) = 4/ . (/ yVh(yuP)\?dx) dr.
0 RN
(6.16]) implies
Co Nk

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have

Ag(t) < tVF1e[Ax(1) + C — tN%] < Otk

Consequently, we have

C
L 0hul) P+ [ W Pl < 5

(4) —k1(h'(s))? < 2h"(s)W (s)s + (K (s))? < O for some 0 < ky < % and —c|W| <
2W + (x - VW) <0 for some 0 < ¢ < 2. (6.1]) implies that

4t2/ ]Vh(]u\2)]2dx+2t2/ (W] # |uf?)|uf2dz
RN RN

t t
g/ ymoy2dx+4Nkl/ T</ \Vh(\uy2)\2da;> d¢+2c/ T</ (\W\*yuP)\ude) dr
RN 0 RN 0 RN

t
§C+4max(Nk1,c)/ T[/ yVh(yuP)PdHl/ (\W\*\uy2)yu\2dx] dr. (6.17)
0 RN 2 RN
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Let
t 1
As(t) ;:4/ T[/ |Vh(|u|2)|2d:1:+—/ (W + [ul2)jul2dz | dr.
0 RN 2 RN

(617) implies
max(Nkiq,c
Ay(ry < 0y TR0 )

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

C

A3 (t) é tmax(Nlﬂ ,C) [A3(1) + C’ _ tmaX(Nkl ’C) ] é C/tmax(Nkl,c) .

Consequently, we have

C
2412 201,12 I S
L heP e+ [ (Wl < s

In all cases above, we have

lim |Vh(|u|?)>dz +/ (W] * |u|?)|u|?dz = 0.
RN RN

t—-+o0
By the conservation of energy, we get

1 1 1
lim —/ ]Vu\2da:+—/ ]Vh(]u\2)]2dx+—/ (W * |u)®)|u*dz ) = E(up),
2 RN 2 RN 4 RN

t——+o0

which means that
lim \Vul|?dz = 2B (ug).

t—+o0 RN

By the conservation of mass, we obtain

lim [fu( 0l = lim </ yu\2da;+/ ]Vu\zda:> — M(uo) + 2E(uo).
RN RN

t—+00 t—+00

(613)) is proved.
2. Assume that u is the blowup solution of (L), up € X and zug € L*(RY),
W(x) >0 and 2W + (z - VW) <0, 21" (s)W (s)s + (k'(s))? < 0. Using (6.2)), we have
2(T—t)2/ (W uf?) [uf*da
RN
_ / (& + 20(T — )V )uldz + A(T — 1) / Vh(Jul?)2de
RN RN

t
4 / (T — 1)0(7)dr — ST2E(ug) — / (o ?dz
0 RN

TS / dio (- Vg )da (6.18)
RN
If
—8T?E(ug) — / |\zuo|*dx — 4T%/ ao(x - Vug)dx > 0,
RN RN
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then (G.I8)) implies that

C
w DNulPde > ————.
L0 s e > o=
Using energy conservation law E(u) = E(ug), we get

p— —_ = — > .
5 /RN |Vul dm+2 /RN IVh(|ul?)|*dx 1 RN(W slu| )| ul*de+E(ug) > (T—t)2+E(u0)

As t close to T enough, we have

C c’
o = T

for some constant 0 < C’ < C. Hence

2C"
2 22
d h dr > ———
[ ubde s [ 9hu) e > 7
(614) holds. O
Remark 6.1. 1. Let h(s) = s* and
—ﬁ, 0<r<i1
W(z)=m(r)=1 g(r), 1<r<2 (6.19)
L r>2

M > max(N,m), and g(r) < 0 satisfies mg(r) + rg'(r) > 0 > Mg(r) + rg'(r) if
1 < r < 2. Then 20"(s)h/(s)s + (W'(s))* > 0 if o > %, while —(1 — 2a)(h/(s))? <
20" (s)W (s)s + (W'(s))2 < 0if 0 < o < 1. And 2W + 2 - VW > 0 if m > 2, while
—2-m)|W|<2W 42 - VW <0if m < 2.

2. Let h(s) = s® and W(z) be the function defined in (.8). Then 2h"(s)h/(s)s +
(W(s))?<0if0<a<i 2W+a - VW <0ifp>2.

Therefore, we can obtain the corresponding conclusions of Theorem 5.
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