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Abstract

In this paper, we establish several Liouville type theorems for entire so-
lutions to fractional parabolic equations. We first obtain the key ingredients
needed in the proof of Liouville theorems, such as narrow region principles
and maximum principles for antisymmetric functions in unbounded domains,
in which we remarkably weaken the usual decay condition v — 0 at infinity
with respect to the spacial variables to a polynomial growth on u by con-
structing auxiliary functions. Then we derive monotonicity for the solutions
in a half space R’} x R and obtain some new connections between the nonex-
istence of solutions in a half space R” x R and in the whole space R"™! x R
and therefore prove the corresponding Liouville type theorems.

To overcome the difficulty caused by the non-locality of the fractional
Laplacian, we introduce several new ideas which will become useful tools
in investigating qualitative properties of solutions for a variety of non-local
parabolic problems.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we establish Liouville theorems for the solutions to the
following fractional parabolic equations in both the whole space

%(m,t) + (=A)u(z,t) = f(u(x,t)), (z,t) € R" x R, (1.1)

and the half space

%(m,t) + (=A)u(z,t) = f(u(z,t)), (z,t) € RT xR, (12)
u(z,t) =0, (x,t) ¢ RT xR, '

where 0 < s < 1, f is a C! function, the ranges for time variable ¢ are
(—00,00), and in this case, the solutions are referred to as entire solutions.
For each fixed t € R, the fractional Laplacian on x is defined by

|z =y

t) — t
B S
e—0t R7\ B (2) |l’ — y|" s

(—A)’u(z,t) = Cn,sP.V./

Y

where P.V. stands for the Cauchy principal value. It is easy to see that for
uwe Col N Loy, (—A)%u is well defined, where

loc

Ju(z, 1)]

Log = t)e Ll (R™ _
2 {U( ) loc( ) | - 1 + |Zl§'|n+25

dr < +oo} .
It is well-known that the fractional Laplacian is a nonlocal operator, and as
s — 1, it approaches to the regular Laplacian —A.

In this paper, we exhibit some new monotonicity and Liouville type results
for entire solutions of (1.1) and (1.2). It is well known that Liouville type
theorems play crucial roles in the theory of PDEs, while monotonicity usually
is a key tool to derive Liouville theorems. To this end, a number of systematic
approaches have been established, such as the extension method ([7]), the
method of moving planes ([2, 4, 9, 10, 23]), the method of moving spheres
([11, 29]), and the sliding methods ([3, 39]). From the heuristic point of
view, Liouville-type theorems turn out to be equivalent to universal (initial
or final) blow-up or decay estimates (see [24], [34], [10] and the references
therein).



For the elliptic equations involving either local or nonlocal operators,
there have been numerous articles that dedicated to the study of Liouville
type theorems, such as [5, 15, 16, 18, 19, 25, 30, 33, 30] and so on.

Entire solutions to semi-linear parabolic equations involving the regular
Laplacian

X 0,1) — (e, 1) = flule 1), (1) € BY < R
play an important role in the dynamics of solutions to the Cauchy problem
G, 0) = Au(e,t) = flu(@1), (@) ER" X (0,400), o
u(z,0) = up(x), x € R". '

For example, the w-limits sets of bounded solutions to (1.3) and global at-
tractors are comprised of entire solutions. For these reasons, entire solutions
to reaction diffusion equations have been widely studied (see [21, 31, 37] ).

For nonlinear parabolic equations involving local operators, such as —A,
there have also been a series results in this respect.

Bidaut-Véron [0], Merle and Zaag [31], and Poldcik, Quittner and Sou-
plet [341] proved that the only nonnegative bounded classical solution of the
parabolic problem

ou "
a(aj,t) — Au(z,t) = uP(z,t), (z,t) e R" xR (1.4)
is the trivial solution u = 0 for 1 < p < ?("+)2 Then Quittner generalized
this result to 1 < p < "J_rz in [35]. This is also true if u? is replaced by f(u),
where f is a decreasing continuous function and satisfies f(c) = 0 iff ¢ = 0.
For the case of a half space, Kavian [20], and Levine and Meier [27]

showed that the only nonnegative bounded classical solution of the parabolic
problem

{ %u(p,t) — Au(w,t) = uP(x,t), (2,t) € RY xR, (1.5)

u(x,t) =0, (z,t) € {o; =0} x R ! xR

is the trivial solution u = 0 for 1 < p < "*3 . Then Polacik, Quittner and
Souplet | ] and Xing [10] extended the range of the exponent p from p < "*3

top < =22 n?— ) Similar to the whole space case, the same conclusion holds 1f uf”



is replaced by f(u), where f is a decreasing continuous function and satisfies
f(e) =0iff ¢ = 0.

So far as we aware, not much is known concerning the entire solutions
to fractional parabolic equations. Due to the non-locality of the fractional
Laplacian, many traditional approaches for local elliptic operators do not
work anymore in the nonlocal setting. However these qualitative properties of
solutions, in particular, the Liouville type theorems are definitely important
tools in the blow-up rate, a priori bounds, and optimal universal estimates
of solutions to related initial and initial-boundary value nonlocal parabolic
problems and so on. This is a motivation for the present paper.

In this paper, we prove Liouville type theorems for fractional parabolic
problems (1.1) and (1.2) and establish some new connections between the
solutions of (1.1) and (1.2). To this end, we first introduce some new ideas
to develop a fractional parabolic version of the method of moving planes, in
which the key ingredients are narrow region principles and mazimum prin-
ciples for anti-symmetric functions as we will state in the following two the-
orems.

For x € R", denote

= (x1,2")

where 2/ € R*~!, and
Z)\Z:{ZL'E]RH|I’1<)\}.

Theorem 1.1. (Narrow region principle) Let Q be a bounded or unbounded
narrow region in Ly, such that it is contained in {x | X — 2l < 1 < A} with
small 1. Suppose that wy(z,t) € (CLH Q)N Lag) x C(R) is uniformly bounded
with respect to t and lower semi-continuous in x on S, and it satisfies

wy(x,t) < o(1)|x|”, for any 0 <y < 2s as |x| — +o0, (1.6)
and
% (2, ) + (=AY wa(z, 1) = ex(z, hua(a,t), (2,) € Q xR,
wy(x,t) >0, (x,t) € (Zx\Q) x R, (1.7)
wA(x)‘,t) = —w,\(:c,t), (LL’,T,) e Xy xR

If cx(x,t) is bounded from above, then for sufficiently small l, we have
wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € ¥y x R. (1.8)
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Furthermore, the following strong maximum principle holds:
Either
wy(z,t) >0, (z,t) € Q@ x R,

or

wy(z,t) =0, (z,t) € Q2 x R.

In previous literature, for instance in [13], to establish a narrow region
principle in an unbounded domain, one usually assumed that

lim wy(z,t) =0.
|z| =400
Here in Theorem 1.1, we remarkably weaken this condition and even allow
wy(x,t) to go to infinity and only assume its growth rate does not exceed
|z|7 (0 < v < 2s). To this end, we consider

mt t
Dy t) = © wx(z,1)

with a suitable auxiliary function h(x) satisfying

lim h(z) = +o0
|z| =400

and

(=A)h(z)
h(z)

The main difficulty lies in how to seek such an h(z).

For the Laplace operator, it is much easier to find such a function since
we can choose h(z) = sin(ax,)V (|2’|), where V is a radial function satisfying
an ordinary differential equation. However for the fractional Laplacian, due
to the nonlocality, it seems impossible to use an ODE method to find such a
function V. After careful calculations, we finally choose

h(z) = Kl e (A_l))z)s +1} (1+ | 2’ *)3.

2 N

>C > 0.

This implies

lim w,(z,t) =0.
|x| =400



Consequently, when we use a contradiction argument to prove (1.8), w, would
be able to attain its negative minimum in the interior of X,.
For the regular Laplacian, the convenience is:

Awy(z,t) = e ™ (Awy(z,t) - h(z) + 2V (z,t) - V() + wx (2, t) - Ah(z))(1.9)

At a minimum of w,(z,t), the middle term on the right hand side vanishes
since Vwy(x,t) = 0. This makes the analysis much easier. However, the
fractional counter part of (1.9) is

(—A)*wy(2,t) = e ™ ((—=A)*wy(z,t) - h(x)
(0 (w,t) — wx(y, 1)) (h(x) — h(y))

R |$ - y‘"”s

—-2C

dy + wy(z,t) - (—A)sh(x))

At a minimum of w,(x,t), the middle term on the right hand side (the
integral) neither vanishes nor has a definite sign. This is the main difficulty.
To circumvent it, we combine the first two terms together to derive a good
estimation.

Remark 1.2. In [8], the authors derive a narrow region principle for fractional
elliptic equations in unbounded domains under the conditions that wj(x) is
bounded. Here by using our auxiliary function h(x), we will be able to
weaken this boundedness condition to a polynomial growth. More precisely,
as a byproduct, we can prove the following:

Proposition 1.3. Let ) be a bounded or unbounded narrow region in 3y, such
that it is contained in {x | A — 21 < 17 < A} with small l. Suppose that

wy(z) € CHH Q) N Log(R™)

loc

s lower semi-continuous on ), where

|ux)|

Lys(R") = {u € L;, (R —
2( ) {u loc( )| Rn1+|l'|n+28

dr < +00}.

Assume
wy(x) < o(1)|x]”, forany 0 <~y <2sas|x|— +o0. (1.10)
and
(=A)'wa(@) + ex(@)wa(z) =0, =€,
’UJ)\(SL’) >0, RS EA\Q, (111)
wy(z) = —wy (), xr € Xy.



If e\ (z) is bounded from above, then we have
wy(z) >0, z € Xy.

Furthermore, the following strong maximum principle holds:
Either
wy(z) >0, z € Q,

or
wy(z) =0, z € Q.

Theorem 1.4. (Mazimum principle for antisymmetric functions) Let ) be
a bounded or unbounded region in X, assume that the width of Q0 in
direction is bounded. Suppose that wy(x,t) € (CLH(Q) N La) x CHR) is
uniformly bounded with respect to t and lower semi-continuous in x on €2,

and it satisfies
wi(z,t) < o(1)|z]?, for any 0 <y < 2s as |z| = +o0,
and

205 (1, 1) + (—=A)*wa(x, 1) = ex(w, wr(,8), (2,1) € QX R,

wy(x,t) >0, (z,t) € (Bx\Q) x R, (1.12)
wy (2, 1) = —wy(z, 1), (x,t) € ¥y x R.
If
ex(z,t) <0 or ex(z,t) >0 is small, (z,t) € Q xR, (1.13)
then

wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € Ly x R.

Furthermore, the following strong maximum principle holds:
Either
wy(z,t) >0, (z,t) € Q xR,

or
wy(z,t) =0, (z,t) € Q x R.

Remark 1.5. In Theorem 1.4, if we replace the first equation in (1.12) by

Owy
ot

then the same conclusions as Theorem 1.4 still holds.

(z,t) + (—A)’wy(x,t) >0, (z,t) € QA xR,



Based on Theorem 1.1 and 1.4, we derive the strict monotonicity of solu-
tions to the problem

{ o (@) + (=A)Pule,t) = fu(z,1), (1) ERY xR,

W, t) = 0, (r.t) ¢ RT xR, (L14)

We also find some new connections between the existence of solutions of
(1.14) and of the problem

%(w,t) + (=A)u(z,t) = f(u(xz, b)), (z,t) € R" T xR, (1.15)

Theorem 1.6. (Monotonicity in a half space) Assume f :[0,00) — R is a
C! function with f(0) =0, f(0) <0, and suppose

u € (CLHR™) N CRE) N Lyg) x CHR).

loc

Then
(i) If u is a positive solution of (1.14) satisfying
u(z,t) < o(l)|z|", for any 0 <y < 2s as |z| — 400,

then it is increasing in xy and
ou "
a—xl(flf,t) > O, (,’,U,t) S R+ x R.
(ii) If there is a positive bounded solution of (1.14), then there exists a
positive bounded solution of (1.15).

Combining Theorem 1.6 (ii) with the nonexistence result in the whole
space obtained in [20], we derive the following nonexistence result in the half
space.

Theorem 1.7. (Nonexistence) Assume n > 3, 1 < p < % Then the
problem

ot

G (@) + (—A)u(et) =w(at), (ot €RIxR,
{ u(z,t) =0, (z,t) ¢ RY X R. (118)

possesses no nontrivial nonnegative bounded solution that is in

(CLYR™) N C(RE) N Ly) x CHR).

loc
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Our approach can also be applied to derive Liouville type theorems for
other fractional parabolic problems such as

Theorem 1.8. Assume f : [0,00) — R is a C' function satisfying f' < 0,
u € (Chl N Lyg) x CHR) is a nonnegative bounded solution of

%(m,t) + (=A)Yu(z,t) = f(u(z,t), (x,t) € R*" xR, (1.17)

Then
(i) u is independent of spatial variables x; (1 <1i < n), i.e.

u = f(u(t)), vVt € R.

(ii) Assume f(c) = 0 iff c = 0, then the only nonnegative bounded solution
of (1.17) is the trivial solution u = 0.

(i11) Assume f(c) <0 as c > 0, then the nonnegative bounded solution of
(1.17) does not exist.

Such examples of f(u) are 1 —e*, —uP, —e"....

These kinds of results are also indispensable tools in the study of blow-up
rate for indefinite problems (see [10]).

For other results concerning nonlocal parabolic equations, please see [22],
[20], [32], and [14].

In Section 2, we derive narrow region principles and mazximum principles
for anti-symmetric functions. In Section 3, we establish the monotonicity
and nonexistence in half spaces. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.8.

2. Maximum principles

Before giving the proof of narrow region principle, we first compute
(=A)*h(x)
h(z)

Lemma 2.1. Let © = (x1,2'), and

h(z) = f(z1)g,(a"), 0 <~y < 2s,

where



and

gy(2") =

If I > 0 is sufficiently small, then

(14 [2')%)2, 0 <7 < 2s.
—A)h(x Ch
% = l2 5 |Zl§'1| <. (21)

Proof. Firstly, if |z1| < [, we have

(—A)f(z1) = (—A)SK _?_2%) +1}

, (2.2)

and (—A)*g,(2) is bounded. Indeed, if || = 0, then

(—A)°gy(2)

(1
OMPV/ +|yl+)25d d
R” |y|2+y :
(1
C, SPV/ Sl ?%,I '\dy'dt
re ([Y/|2 + [y'[2t2) 2
1-(1 3
Cn,sP.v/ Wt PE
R |y |n 1+28(1+t2)
1—(14y)Y)2
CPV /]R;nl |y/|n—1+2s

(1+172)

oo 1 2\2

10



If |2'| = +o00, then

(=A)°g,(a") =

— 0.
Therefore,
[(=A)g,(a")| < C.
Similarly, we have
A /
C PV, f(y1)(g,(z") — g, (y ))dy <c .
7 Rn |z — y[nt2s

AN /
Cn,sP.v./ gy(7') gw(y)dy

|z —y|r+

C\uPV / W) ) g,
n,s V. n+2s
m (2 =y P (e —)?)

AN /
Cn75P.V / g’*{(x ) g’Y(y ) — |xl _ y/|d8dy/

(Jz" = y'[P+ |2/ — y'[?s?) 2
/ !/
. 1
C,,P.V. / g”f”” : g’g(fz)- —dsdy’
w | =y (14 s2)

Rn—1

|LU/ _ y/‘n—1+2s

x
2

L+[aP)2 =+ )2,
CPV. /Rnl |2 — g/ 142 dy

Secondly, combining (2.2) and (2.3), we derive

(—A)*h(z)
Cn PV

R

CnsPV.

R

CnsP.V. /

g+(2")(=A)* f(x1) + Cn s P.V.

C

Fa)o @) — Fe ),

|z —y|+
f(21)92(2") = f(y1)9:,(2) + f(y1)9r (@) = fy1)g,(¥)
|z —y["*+?
(f(z1) = f(y1))gy(2") + f(y1)(gy(2') = g,(¥/')) dy
|z =y
f(y1)(g,(2") — g,(y)) "
Rn |z — y[nt2s

lg_sgv(x/) - C.

11
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Therefore,

(CAYME) . 1 (C c
@) ) (ﬁg”(“")‘o)z_‘

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.1.

Let
Z)\Z:{ZL'E]RH|I’1<)\},

and
wy(x,t) = upr(z,t) — u(z,t).

Next we present the proof of narrow region principle (Theorem 1.1).

Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let
h(z) = [(1 _ (zé - W) + 1] (14 |2'%)2, 0 < v < 2s,
and
~ e™wy(z,t)
w,\(:c,t) = h(QL’) s

where m > 0 is a constant.
By (1.7) and a direct calculation, wy(x,t) satisfies

B0 (2,) + 7y O s PV [ 0O b (1)) dy

- ( @, t) +m— %) (1, 1), (z,1) € Q x R, (2.4)
’LD)\(ZL',t) >0, (l’,t) € (Z)\\Q) X ]R>
wy(z,t) — 0, (xz,t) € By x R, |2/| = +00.

Next we prove that
@(z,t) > min {o,igf@(x,z)} () € QX [ET],VET] CR. (2.5)
If (2.5) is false, then there exists (zg,t) € © x (¢, T] such that

wy(xo, to) = EA1Xn(1;T] wy(x,t) < min {O 1nfw,\(:c f)}

hence
ow A

8t (1’0, to) 0

12



u‘u(mo,to) — w,\(y,to)
P.V./ h(y)d
R" |z — y|nt2s (w)dy

— p.v./ wk(mo’“)_wk(y’t(])h(y)dwp.vf Da(o:fo) = Ay, fo) g

|zo — y|" T2 55 |zg — y|" T2

/ Wy (0, t0) — WA(y, to)
PN

|Zl§'0 _ y|n+28

Wy (o, to) + WA(y, to)
|£L’0 _ y)\|n+2s

—- P

=

hiy)dy + P.V. /

PN

< P.V./ U_]’\(xo’to)_wA(y’tO)h(yA)dy+P.V/ wA($07t0)+wA(yat0)h
Za

|LL’0 _ y)\‘n+2s SR |LL’0 _ y)\‘n+2s

21@)\(1’0,150) A
= P.V./ — 0 Zh d
v, 70 — [ (y")dy

< 0,
where we have used the fact that
|z — y| < |xo — y)‘\ and h(y) > h’(y)\)v Y € .

In addition, since ¢, is bounded from above, we apply (2.1) and choose

m= =k,
—A)*h
(cA(:)so,to) +m — %) Wy (o, to) > 0, if [ is sufficiently small.
0

Therefore, we derive a contradiction from (2.4) and conclude (2.5). That is,

wy(x,t) > min {O, igf wy(x, ﬂ}

= min {0, ¢ inf w;z((f: ’){) }

> (O™,

Therefore,
wy(z,t) > —Ce™ ™ Dp(z).

Since the above inequality holds for any ¢ (< T) € R, let ¢ — —o0, we have

wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € 2 xR.

13



It follows from wy(x,t) > 0 in (X,\2) x R that
wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € Ly x R.
Moreover, if there exists a point (2°,t%) €  x R such that

wA(xO,tO) =0,

then
0 40y _ - _
wy(x”, 1) = ElPXwaA(x,t) =0,
and 9
%(1«0, 19 = 0, (—A)*wy(2°,1°) < 0.

Therefore, by (1.7), we have

ow A
ot
this is a contradiction and thus the strong maximum principle holds.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

0> (:L’O,to) + (—A)Sw)\(:co, to) = cA(xO, to)w)\(xo, to) =0,

Next we present the proof of maximum principle for anti-symmetric func-
tions.
Proof of Theorem 1.4.
Denote
a = sup{|xi|, = € Q}.

_ AN
Let = (21,2), a = 727 and

i
2

hz) = [(1 — %)’ + 1} (1+ | b’ )3, 0 < < 2s.

It can be seen from the proof of Lemma 2.1 that we can choose a constant b
associated with a in the above equality such that

(=A)*h(z) 2
Denote .
(1) = Tl

h(z)

where m > 0 is a constant which is determined to be later.

14



By (1.12) and a direct calculation, wy(z,t) satisfies

% (@,1) + h(;p 1Cns PV Jen %Wh(y)dy

(2.7)

_ ( @) +m— & %})‘(”) (), (z,t) € A xR,
’LD)\(ZL',t) > 0, (l’,t) € (Z)\\Q) X ]R>
wy(z,t) — 0, (xz,t) € By x R, |2/| = +o00.

Next we prove that

@y (z,t) > min {O,igfzﬁk(x,f)} L (w,t) € QX [ET], V[ET] C R.

If (2.8) is not valid, there exists (xg,%y) € 2 x (¢, T] such that

wx (o, to) = min_ wy(x,t) < min {O 1nfw,\(x f)}

EAX(t T]
then 9
w
6t/\ (1’0, to) 0.
By (1.13), we may assume that
C a2s
ex(wo, to) < 12 ;

and choose m = 01528, we derive from (2.6) and wy(zg, tg) < 0 that

(=A)*h(zo) \ _
<c,\(:)30,t0) +m — W) Wy (o, o) > 0.

In addition, by a similar calculation as Theorem 1.1, we derive

P.V./ W) (o, to) _wk(y’to)h(y)dy< 0.

|$0 _ y|n+2s

(2.8)

Therefore, we derive a contradiction from (2.7) and conclude (2.8). That is,

wy(x,t) > min {O, inf w, (x, t_)}

ety (z, t‘)}

= min {0, inf h()

_Cemf

v

15



It follows that
wy(z,t) > —Ce™ ™ Dp(z).

Since the above inequality holds for any ¢ (< T') € R, let t — —oo, we have
wy(z,t) >0, (z,t) € 2 xR,
and thus conclude that
wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € Ly x R.
Moreover, if there exists a point (z%,¢°) € 2 x R such that

w,\(:vo,to) =0,

then
0 40y _ _
wy(x”, 1) = ElFXwaA(x,t) =0,
and 5
%(1«0, 19 = 0, (—A)*wy(2°,1°) < 0.
Therefore, by (1.12), we have
% 0 40 AN 0 40\ _ 0 40 0 40\ _
0> T (2°, ) + (=A)wy (2", 1) = ex(z”, ) wy (2", t°) = 0,

this is a contradiction and thus the strong maximum principle holds.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4.

3. Liouville type theorem in a half space

In this section, we first prove the monotonicity of solutions to the problem

{ G (@) + (=A)u(e,t) = f(u(z,1), (z.t) €RY xR,
u(z,t) =0, (x,t) ¢ RY xR

by the method of moving planes, where f is a C* function satisfying f(0) =
0, f/(0) < 0. We also establish the connection between the existence result
of the above problem and the following problem

%(l',t) + (=A)u(z,t) = f(u(z,t)), (z,t) e R" T x R.

16



Next we give the proof of Theorem 1.6.
Proof of Theorem 1.6.

(i) Let A
Ya={reR}|0<z <A}

and
’LU)\(ZL', t) = U)\(ZL', t) - U(ZL’, t),

then

8%('Zl"vt) + (_A)Sw)\(xvt) = C)\(LU,t)w)\(l’,t), (Iut) € i)\ X Ru

wx(w,t) 20, (z,t) € (BA\E) x R, (3.1)
wy (2, t) = —wy(z, 1), (x,t) € Xy x R.
where

ex(z, t) = /0 f'(su(x, t) + (1 — s)up(x,t))ds

is bounded.

To show the strict monotonicity of u(z,t) in z;-direction, we only need
to prove that for any A > 0, we have

w,\(:c,t) > 0, (LL’,T,) e Xy xR (32)

We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. We show that for the sufficiently small A\, we have

w,\(:c,t) >0, (Sl?,t) e Xy xR (33)
By Theorem 1.1 and taking €2 = ) A, We derive
w,\(:c,t) >0, (Sl?,t) S i)\ X R,

then (3.3) follows from the above inequality and wy(z,t) > 0 in (R)¢ x R.
Step 2

Denote
Ao =sup{A | w,(z,t) >0, (z,t) € £, xR, p <A}

In this step, we prove that \g = +oc.
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If not, then 0 < Ay < 400 and there exists a sequence A\, > \g such that
A — Ao and
= {(:L’,t) c 2)% x R ‘ w)\k(l’,t) < O}

is nonempty. Set

my = sup{u(y,z’,t) | y1 € (0, \), 2" € R*L ¢t € R,
and there exists x1 € (0, \;) such that (zy,2',t) € Z;}.

We consider the following two possibilities.

(a) my — 0,

(b) passing to a subsequence we have my > ¢( for some gy > 0.
First, assume that Case (a) holds.

It can be seen from (1.14) that

agz\k (I’ t) + (_A)Sub‘k (SL’, t) = C)\k (LU, t>w>\k (LU, t)v (LU, t) S ib\k X A]Rv
w,\k(:c,t) >0, (I,t) € (EM\EM> X R, (34)
w)\k(‘%)\k?t) = Wy, (l’,t), (l’, t) S Z)\k X ]R,
where )
er (2,1) — / F(sule, ) + (1— s)ux, (x,£))ds.
0
Denote
qe = sup ¢y, (z,1)
(z,t)EZ)

By the definition of ¢y, ¢x and my, and f’(0) < 0, we have

lim ¢ <0.
k—+o00
By the maximum principle for antisymmetric functions (Theorem 1.4), we
have
wy, (z,t) >0 on Zj.
This of course contradicts the definition of Zx, and therefore Case (a) cannot

occur.
Secondly, assume that Case (b) holds, then there exist subsequences

ok yk e (0, \), 2F € R"1 tF € R such that

wy, (2%, 27 %) < 0 and u(y?, 25, tF) > &,. (3.5)
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We assume that
(3.6)

¥ = a, y¥ — b, for some a, b € [0, \]

Consider the functions
Fla,t) = u(wy, o’ + 25t + 1), 2 = (z1,2)) € R™, t € R,
and define
w’jk (x,t) := u];k(x,t) - uk(:L’,t).
By (3.5), we have
. (3.7)

wh (#7,0,0) <0 and u*(yf,0,0) > &

Since u*(z,t) is uniformly bounded, by the regularity estimates for the
fractional parabolic equations ([17]), up to a subsequence (still denoted by

u¥), as k — 400, we have
WPz, 1) = az, 1), (=A)uf(z,t) = (=A)%a(z, ),

and
w'f\k(:z,t) — Wy, (x,t) = Uy, (2, 1) —a(z,t) >0, (x,t) € Xy, X R.
It follows that @(z,t) satisfies
9 (z,t) + (=A)*u(z, t) = f(a(z,1), (z,t) €RLXR,
u(x,t) =0, (x,t) ¢ R} xR, (3.8)
a(x,t) >0, (r,t) € R" x R.
By (3.6) and (3.7), we derive that
a(b,0,0) > £ > 0. (3.9)
Combining (3.8) and (3.9), we have
a(x,t) >0, (x,t) e RT xR. (3.10)

In fact, if (3.10) is false, then there exists a point (zo,ty) € R} x R such that

(zo, tg) =0 = Rlnnfou(x, t),
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then .
u ~
BN (SL’(], t(]) + (—A)Su(l’o,to) < O,

which contradicts the fact that

f(u(zo,t0)) = f(0) = 0.

Therefore, (3.10) holds.

To proceed with the proof, we need the following Hopf’s lemma for anti-
symmetric functions, whose proof is similar to that for Theorem 3.1 in [35].
However, for readers’ convenience, we attach it in the Appendix.

Denote

EA:{I’GRn|ZL’1>)\},

and
T)\:{ZL'E]RH|I’1:)\}.
Lemma 3.1. (Hopf’s lemma for antisymmetric functions) Assume that wy(z,t) €
(CEHQ) N Lgs) x CY(R) is bounded and satisfies
s (1,1) + (—A)*wa(z, t) = ex(z, wa(2,t), (2,t) € gb\ x R,
wy(z,1) > 0, (,t) € By x R,
wy (2}, 1) = —wy(z,1), (x,t) € ¥y xR,

where cy(z,t) is bounded from below. If there exists a point x € ¥\ such that
w)\(l’,t) > 0, (LL’,T,) S i)\ x R.

Then
811})\

axl(l’ t0)<0 V(SL’ tQ)ET)\XR

Now we continue our proof in Step 2.
First, since 4(x,t) = 0 for (r,t) € R® x R, it follows from (3.10) that
there exists a point € X, such that

Wy, (z,) > 0, (z,t) € 8y, X R.

Secondly, W), (z,t) satisfies

o s . - -

2 (2, 1) + (=A)5 Dy (2, 1) = Cro (@, 0)0r (2, 1), (2,1) € Xy X R,
Wy, (z,t) >0, (x,t) € Xy, X R,
Wy, (220, 1) = —y, (2, 1), (x,t) € Xy, X R,
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where .
Cxo(m, 1) = / f(stu(z,t) + (1 — s)uy, (x,t))ds.
0
Therefore, we derive from Hopf’s lemma (Lemma 3.1) that

iy,

83:1

(x,t) <0, ¥(x,t) € Ty, x R.

It follows that

dii 10y,
8—:):1()\0’0’0) = T30

(X0, 0,0) > 0. (3.11)

Therefore, g—i(zl,0,0) is bounded from below by a positive constant in a
duk

neighborhood of Ay and it remains valid for 8—@(%, 0,0), i.e., there exists a

positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for all sufficiently large k,

ou ou
a—xl(l'l,zk, k) = 8—1’1(2:1’0’0) > 0, T - [)\() — (5, )\0 +5]

This contradicts the fact that
Wy, (xlfa zk’ tk) <0

in (3.5). Indeed, if k is sufficiently large, then we have 2)\; — 2} > 2%, and
both belong to [A\g — J, Ao + J].
Therefore, we conclude that A\g = +00..

Step 3
Combining Step 1 with Step 2, we derive that for any 0 < A\ < 400,

wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € ¥y x R.
It follows that if there exists a point (2°,t%) € ¥, x R such that
w)\(xov to) =0= Rinanw)\(xu t)v
then

gy

o (@ 1)+ (=A) wa (2", 1) <0,

this contradicts

flun(a®,t%)) = f(u(a®,1")) = 0.
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Therefore, for any 0 < A\ < 400,
wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € Ly x R.

It follows that

u n
a—xl(llf,t) >O, (l’,t) €R+ x R.

(ii) Let u be a positive bounded solution of (1.14), for k = 1,2, ..., consider
the functions

uk(xl’x/’t) = U(I‘l + ]{?,LE‘/, t)v (xlu xlvt) S (_]{7, "‘OO) X Rn_l x R.
Each of them solves the equation

Ouk

ot

Since the sequence u(x,t) is uniformly bounded, using parabolic estimates
one shows that there exists a subsequence of uy(x,t) converges uniformly on
arbitrary compact set to a bounded nonnegative solution u(x,t) of

du s~ ~ n—1
5 @8+ (=A)%(, ) = f(u(z, 1), (z,t) €R™ xR.

From the monotonicity result proved in (i), we derive that uy(z,t) is strict
monotone increasing along x;-direction in (—k, +00), and thus @(x, t) is also
monotone increasing along x;-direction, by the boundedness of a(x,t), we
know that the limit

(z,1) + (=A)’up(z,t) = flup(z, b)), (z,t) € (—k,+00) x R x R.

a(z',t) = lim 4(x,2,t), (2/,t) e R" 1 xR

r1—+00

exists and satisfies

%(%t) + (=Au(x,t) = f(u(x,t)), (z,t) € R”" T xR,

which makes use of the fact that
(—A)gnti(z") = (—A)gnru(z). (3.12)

This can be proved by a direct calculations as shown in the Appendix. This
proves (ii).
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This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Now based on Theorem 1.6, we are able to derive the Liouville type
theorem of the problem

{ %(:ﬂ, t) + (=A)u(z,t) = uP(z,t), (x,t) € R} xR,
u(x,t) =0, (z,t) ¢ R} xR,

by applying the following nonexistence result.

Lemma 3.2. ([20]) Let 0 < §* < 14 0, assume u € (CHh N Ly,) x CY(R)
satisfies

{ %(:c,t) + (=A)u(z, t) = h(t)u*T(z,t), (z,t) € R" x (0,T),
>0,

u(x,0) = uo(x) r € R", (3.13)

where ug(x) is a nontrivial nonnegative and continuous function on R™, and
h(t) satisfies

(h1) h € C[0,400),h >0,

(he) cot” < h(t) < e1t? for sufficiently large t, where co,c1 > 0 and o >
—1 are constants.

Then the nonnegative solution u(x,t) of (3.13) blows up for some Ty > 0;
and u(x,t) = +oo for every t > Ty and x € R".

Proof of Theorem 1.7. As a consequence of Lemma 3.2, we derive that
if 1 <p <22 then the following equation
du s » "
E(%t) + (=AY u(z, t) = uP(x,t), (z,t) € R" xR, (3.14)
has no nontrivial nonnegative bounded solution.

Combining (3.14) with the conclusion (ii) in Theorem 1.6, we arrive at
Theorem 1.7.

4. More relevant Liouville type theorems

In this section, we employ the methods developed in the previous sections
to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8.

(i) For any given A € R, set

Z)\Z:{ZL'E]RH|I’1<)\},
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wy(x,t) = u(2, t) — u(x, t),

then
%2 (0,1) + (“A)wn (@) = ex(, (@ 1), (@0 €Sy xR,y
w,\(:c’\,t) = —U))\(LL’,T,), (LL’,T,) € X\ X R, ’
where

1
aet) = [ F(sute.0) + (1= Sur(e0)ds
0
is bounded. Since f’ < 0, we have
ex(z,t) <0, (x,t) € By x R.

We choose the auxiliary function as

g(x) = | = (A+ Dea|”, wr(,1) =

where e; = (1,0, ...,0), and o is a small positive number to be chosen as in
the proof of Theorem 1 in [12].
Obviously, wy(z,t) and wy(z,t) have the same sign and

lim wy(z,t) =0.
|x| =400

For any fixed t € R, denote

wn(z(t),t) = inf @y(z,1).

TEX )

First, we conclude that for any fixed t € R, if

wy(z(t),t) <0,

then
0w, -C
—(x(t),t) > ———5-W t),t). 4.2
ot (SL’( )7 ) = ‘S(Zl(t) _ A‘st)\(x( )7 ) ( )
In fact, by a similar calculation as (22) in [12], we derive

(—A)own(2(t),t) < mm(m(m).
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Combining this with (4.1), we derive

8wA -C

B (x(t),t) > mw,\(x(t), t).

(4.2) follows from the above inequality and the definition of wy(x,t).

For any fixed t € R, denote

m(t) == wx(x(t),t) = inf @y (z,1).

TEX )\

To proceed with the proof, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For any fizred t € R, if m(t) < —my, then

C

— 5 >y >0 4.3
TGRSR )
where x(t) = (x1(t), ...,z (1)) is a minimum point of wy(x,t) in Xj.

Proof. If (4.3) is not valid, then there exists a sequence of {t;}, k =
1,2, ... such that

m(ty) < —mo, (4.4)

and

—— =0, k—
() — A e

therefore,
|z1(t)| — +o0, k — 400,

and it follows that
m(tk) = U_})\(l’(tk),tk) — 0, k— +00,

this contradicts (4.4) and hence completes the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Now we continue our proof.
We want to show that

w,\(:c,t) > 0, (LL’,T,) eXy xR, VAeR (45)
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If (4.5) is false, then there exits t; € R such that
—my = m(to) = 'U_J)\(x(to), to) < 0. (46)

To derive a contradiction with (4.6), for any ¢ < ¢, we construct a sub-
solution
2(t) = — Me— =),

where ¢y is as defined in (4.3) and
-M = EiFXfR w(z,t).
Next we prove that
wy(z,t) > 2(t), (z,t) € Ty X [t, to]. (4.7)
Consider the function
v(z,t) = wy(z,t) — 2(¢), (z,t) € By x [£,t0].

For readers’ convenience, we show the definition domain of v(x,t) in the
following Figure 1.

E)\ X [t_, to] t

T

Fig.1. The definition domain of v(x,1).

First, notice that on the bottom of the cylinder X, X [t,to], we have
v(x,t) = wy(z,t) — 2(t) = wr(x,t) — (=M) >0, (z,t) € Ty x {t};
and on the side of the domain X, X [t, o], we have

v(z,t) = wp(x,t) — 2(t) = —2(t) >0, (x,t) € T) X [t,1o].
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Secondly, if (4.7) does hold, then there exists a point (z(t),t) € Xy x (t, to]
such that

v(x(t),t) = inf w(z,t) <O, (4.8)
EAX(t_,to}
and
o, ~ -~
i < )
% (D). 1) < 0 (1.9

On one hand, from the definition of v(z,t), we have

wy(z(t),1) = iélfﬂ&(l’,t) < z(t) <0.

Therefore, by (4.2), we have

0w, ~ 7 -C - N
W(l’(t),t) > wa(x(t),t)- (4.10)

‘Z(Zl t

On the other hand, we obtain from (4.8) that

v(z(t), 1) < v(x(ty), to),

ie.,

wy(x(t), 1) — wa(z(te), to) < 2(t) — 2(tg) <0
due to the monotonicity of z(¢). Therefore,

m(t) = wy(x(),t) < wr(x(to), to) = m(ty) = —mo. (4.11)
Using Lemma 4.1, we derive from (4.11) that

C

—_— > > 0.
BOENTEN
Combining this with (4.10), we obtain

%(m(f), t) > —cowy(x(t),1). (4.12)

Then by (4.9), we derive

—coz(f) = %(f) > %(z(f), t) > —cown(x(1),1),



then
which contradicts

Therefore, we conclude that
U_J)\(xvt) > Z(t) > Z(av (l’,t) S 2_)\ X [t_u tO]

i.e., we derive (4.7).
Let t — —oo, since z(t) — 0, we have

wy(z,t) >0, (x,t) € Xy x (—00, tg].
This is a contradiction with the assumption (4.6)
’LD)\(ZL'(t()),tQ) < 0.

As a consequence of the above results, we obtain (4.5).
Therefore, we derive that u(z,t) is increasing in x;-direction due to the
arbitrariness of A, i.e.,

ou

—(x,t) > 0.

Sl 2 0
Replacing x; by —z1, we have

ou

—(z,t) <0

So(a,t) <
It follows that 5

U
(.t =
ore(z,t) =0

and v is a constant for x;. By a same argument for x;, one shows that u is a
constant for all z; (1 <14 < n). Thus u is a solution of

up = f(u(t)), vVt € R.
This proves (i).

(ii) and (iii) follows from the conclusion (i) and an elementary analysis,
see Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.11 in [10].
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Corollary 4.2. Assume f : [0,00) — R is a decreasing C* function, u €
(Chon(R2) N CO(RE) N Lag) x CHR) satisfies

Qu(z,t) + (—A)u(z,t) = f(u(z,t), (z,t) €RT xR,
{ (1) =0, (v,) ¢ R xR, (413

Then
(i) Each positive bounded solution u of (4.13) is increasing in x1-direction:

U n
a—xl(llf,t) >O, (l’,t) €R+ x R.

(ii) If f(c) <0 as ¢ > 0, then the nonnegative bounded solution of (4.13)
does not eist.

Proof. For any given 0 < A < +00, let
2)\:{LL’ER”‘O<SL’1<)\}.
By (4.13), we have

aa%(xvt) + (_A)sw)\(xvt) = C)\(LU,t)w)\(.fC,t), (Iut) € 2)\ X Ru

w(w, 1) >0, (z,) € (Ba\2)) x R,
w,\(:c’\,t) = —U))\(x,t), (LL’,t) € X\ X R,
where

(@, 1) = / Psulet) + (1— s)us(z, £)ds
is bounded. Since [’ <0, Woe have
ex(z,t) <0, (x,t) € 8y x R.
Using Theorem 1.4, we derive
wy(z,t) >0, (z,t) € X\ x R.

Since 0 < A < +o0 is arbitrary, we derive (i).
Since u(x, t) is bounded in R” x R, by a similar argument as Theorem 1.6
(i), the limit

a(z',t) = lim w(x,2,t), (2/,t) e R" I xR

r1—+00
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exists and satisfies
) + (), 1) = f(ile,1), (1) € R xR

It follows from (iii) in Theorem 1.8 that the nonnegative bounded solution
of (4.13) does not exist.

This completes the proof of Corollary 4.2.
5. Appendix

Lemma 5.1. (Hopf’s lemma for antisymmetric functions) Denote
i)\:{l’eRn|£L’1>)\}.

Assume that wy(z,t) € (CLHR™) N Lyg) x CY(R) is bounded and satisfies

loc

ai( t) + ( A)Ywy(z,t) = ea(z, hwa(a,t), (z,t) € 2A X R,
wy(z,t) >0, (z,t) €Sy xR, (5.1)
(IAat) = —wx(,1), (x,t) € Xy xR,

where cx(z,t) is bounded from below, if there exists a point € Xy such that

wy(z,t) >0, (z,t) € Xy x R. (5.2)
Then 5
TUX (20, t0) < 0, ¥ (2° ) € Ty X R.
81’1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that A = 0 and z° = 0.
Let
w(z,t) = e™wy(x,t), m > 0.

Since cy(x,t) is bounded from below, we can choose m such that
m + cx(z,t) > 0. (5.3)

For fixed to, w(z,t) satisfies

ow

S @ OH(A) 0(@ ) = (metex(z, )b (@, 1) > 0, (2,1) € Tyxfto=1, to+1].

(5.4)
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By (5.2) and the continuity of wy, there exists a set D CC X, and a
positive constant ¢ such that

wy(z,t) > ¢, (z,t) € 8y X [tg — 1t + 1]. (5.5)

Let Dy be the reflection of D about the plane T) for any time t. Denote
9(x) = z:1((x), where

1, |z|<e,

cw=cleh={ o 1155

and
0 < ((z) <1, ¢(x) € C5°(B2:(0)).

Obviously, g(x) is an antisymmetric function with respect to plane Tg, i.e.
g(—x1, 29, 1) = —g(T1, 9, - - - Tp).
Now we construct a subsolution
w(z,t) = Xpup, ()W (x,t) + on(t)g(x),
where

1, xr € DUD,,
@) =1 o ;¢ puD,

and n(t) € C°([to — 1,t0 + 1]) satisfies

(t) = 1, t€fto—3,to+1],
MU=90, tefto— 1t +1].

Since g(z) is a C§°(Ba:(0)) function, we have (—A)°g(z) € C*>(Bs(0)).

Then we apply the mean value theorem on (—A)g(z) at T = (0,2") € T\
and x = (z1,2") € By.(0) to obtain

[(=A)°g(z)] = [(=4)°9(z) + V((=A)°9)(§) - (z — 7)| < Coz1,  (5.6)

where ¢ lies between T and z, and (—A)*g(Z) = 0 due to the antisymmetry
of g(z).
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By the definition of fractional Laplacian and (5.5), we derive that for each
fixed t € [to — 1,to + 1] and for any x € By.(0) N Xy, we have

(—=A)*(xpup,w(w,t))
PV / Xpup, (2)W(x,t) — Xpup, (¥)W(y,?) a

|z =y

|LE _ ‘n+2s

=C,PV.
/|LL’ |n+2s /‘SL’ )\|n+2s

_C“SPV/ (|x_y>\|n+2s B |x_y|n+25) (yat) dy

2(n+2s)y; -
= —Cmsflfl /D WU}(y,t) dy

< —Chay, (5.7)

where ((y) is some number between |z — y| and |z — y*|, C} is a positive
constant, and the second inequality from the bottom holds due to A = 0 and
the application of the mean value theorem to h(z) = 2~ "2 over [z1, 23] with
= |z —y|? and 25 = |z — y*|*
For (z,t) € (Ba(0) N X)) X [to — 1, + 1], by (5.6) and (5.7), we obtain

% + (=) w(,t) =00 (1)g(w) + (=2)* (xpup, @ (@, 1)) + on(t)(=A)*g(x)

<61 (t)g(z) — Crzy + dn(t)Coxy.
Hence, taking ¢ sufficiently small, we derive

%_% + (=A) w(,t) <0, (2,1) € (Bae(0)NZy) x [to — Lo +1]. (5.8)

Set
v(z,t) = w(x,t) — w(zx,t).
Obviously, v(x,t) = —v(z*,t). From (5.4) and (5.8), we derive that v(x,t)
satisfies
%(:ﬂ, t) + (=A)*v(z,t) > 0, (x,1) € (Bae(0) N EY) X [to — 1,10 + 1].
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Also, by the definition of w(x,t), we have
v(@,t) >0, (2,t) € (Sx\ (Ba(0) N Ey)) X [to — 1, to + 1]

and )
v(z,tg—1) >0, x € X,.
Now, we apply the following lemma to v(x,t).
Lemma 5.2. (Mazimum principle for antisymmetric functions [15]) Let Q) be

a bounded domain in ¥y. Assume that wy(z,t) € (CEHQ)N L) x C([0, 00))

loc
is lower semi-continuous in x on §2 and satisfies

%x (z,1) + (—A)*wa(z, t) > ex(z, hwa(z,t), (z,t) € Qx (0,00),
w}\(x)\7t) = _w)\(l”t% (l’,t) € Xy X [0 OO)
wy(x,t) >0, z,t) € (2,\Q) x [0, 00),
wy(z,0) >0, x €.

If ex(x,t) is bounded from above, then
wy(z,t) >0, (z,t) € 2x [0, 7], VT >0.
As an immediate consequence of this lemma with ¢y (z,t) = 0, we obtain
v(z,t) >0, (,t) € (Bae(0) NEy) X [to — 1,10 + 1].
It implies that
e™wy(z,t) — dg(x)n(t) >0, (z,t) € (By(0) NEy) X [to — 1,10+ 1].

It follows that
~ 1 1
w,\(:c,t) > €_mt5$(71, (S(Z,t) c (Bg(O) N 2)\) X |:t0 — —,to + —:| .

Since wy(0,tg) = 0, we have

WAz to) = r(0st0) o so-mio - 4 e BL(0) RS,
1 — 0 N ] |

Therefore,
ow A

O0xq
This completes the proof of Lemma 5.1.

(0 t(]) > 0.
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Lemma 5.3.
(—=A)gnu(@) = (—A)ga-ru(z).

Proof. By the definition of the fractional Laplacian, we have
(=A)gnu(z)
u(z') —u(y
= Gy, [ M=),

|z —y|"+?
= C,.PV. / ur) — ) gy
rr (|27 =P+ |z = ?) 2
- O Pvf U(ZL'/) _u(y,)
— MmsteVe nt2s
(2 =y P+ (2 = y[E)?)
+00 AN /
= / (;n%dt.cn’spv‘/ Md@/, (5‘9)
0

1+ ¢2)%5" e T e

' — vy |dtdy’

where

1 — cos(2nC !
Chy = (/ %dg) : (5.10)

and ¢ = (¢1, ("), please refer to [10].

Since
1 — cos(2m(y)
——7d
/n |C‘n+2s C
Foo 1 / 1 — cos(2n(y)
- ——__ar | /Uy 5.11
| = fo, Tl B

Combining (5.9)-(5.11), we derive

+o00 1
/ 7n+zsdt : Cn,s = Un—1,s-
o (1+t3)=

Therefore,

s / u(z') —u y/ / s /
(~8ule) = CoaaPV. [ D (Bl

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.3.
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