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ON THE FUJITA EXPONENT FOR A HARDY-HENON EQUATION
WITH A SPATIAL-TEMPORAL FORCING TERM

MOHAMED MAJDOUB

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this work is to analyze the wellposedness and the blow-up
of solutions of the higher-order parabolic semilinear equation

us + (—A)du = |z|%u|’ + (t)w(z) for (z,t) € RY x (0, 0),

where d € (0,1) UN, p > 1, —a € (0,min(2d,N)) or a > 0 and ¢ as well as
N—2do+a N(p—1)

w are suitable given functions. Given p > F=7755 and setting p. = %
¢ = N

= Wm, we prove that for any data up € LP>>(RY) and w € L% (RY)
with small norms there exists a unique global-in-time solution under the hypotheses
C(t) =t7, 0 € (—1,0) and N > 2d in the space Cy([0,00); LP***(RY)). As a by-
product, small Lebesgue data global existence follows and in particular, unconditional

uniqueness holds in Cy([0,00); LP(RY)) provided p € (£%%,00). If either m €

(—00,0] and p € (1, F=2¢mta) or m > 0 and p > 1 where ((t) = O(t™), t — o0

(m € R), then all solutions blow up under the additional condition [y w(z)dz > 0.

As a consequence, we deduce that the corresponding Fujita critical exponent is a

N—2do+a

function of o and reads pr(0) = F=52"5g

if —1 < 0 < 0 and infinity otherwise.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this paper we are interested in the study of the critical behaviour of global in time
solutions of the initial value problem

up + (=A% = |z|%ulP + ((t)w(x)  for (x,t) € RN x (0, 00),
u(z,0) = ug(z), xRN,

(1.1)

where N > 1, « € R, p > 1 and ¢, w are given functions. The operator (—A)? for d > 1
integer is the d-fold composition of the Laplacian with itself while for d € (0,1), (—A)4
should be interpreted as the fractional Laplacian defined by (—A)%u := F~1 (|¢[2F (u))
where F and F~! are the Fourier transform and inverse Fourier transform, respectively
[13]. We will consider the situation o > 0 in which case » € RY and 0 < —a <
min(2d, N) with z € RV \ {0}.

Reaction-diffusion equations with forcing term arises in many physical phenomena
and biological species theories, such as the concentration of diffusion of some fluid, the
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density of some biological species, and heat conduction phenomena, see [8, 6, 21, 17, 18]
and references therein.

Our main goal in this paper is to find the critical exponent which separates the
existence and nonexistence of global solutions of (1.1). It goes back to the work of
Fujita [4] that there is an exponent pp (critical Fujita exponent) for which the behavior
of globally defined solutions of the reaction-diffusion model

ug — Au = |uP in RN x (0, 00)

are classified according to whether one is in the subcritical case (1 < p < pp), critical
(p = pr) or supercritical (pp < p < 00). A very well-known argument allowing one
to predict the correct value of pp, whenever it is finite, for several semilinear parabolic
equations consists of the study of the (linear) stability of the zero solution, see for
instance [12]. A more direct and simple approach pertaining to problems posed in
the whole space and intrinsically connected to the scaling of the underlying equation
has been proposed by the authors in [3]. More specifically, a scaling analysis on (1.1)
without the forcing term, that is,

ug 4 (—A)%u = |z]*uP in RY x (0,00), u(0) = ug (1.2)

shows that the only Lebesgue space which leaves invariant the norm of the appropriately
rescaled initial data is LP<(RY), p. = ]\;g:;).
Fujita exponent for (1.2) to be given by 1 + 26[% which corresponds to the value of p
for which p. = 1. The recent work [28] asserts in turn that this observation is actually
correct. Indeed, the global well-posedness theory for (1.2) among other questions has
been investigated in the latter reference — in particular, small data (in weak-Lebesgue
space LPe®(RYN) global existence was obtained in Cy([0, 00); LP=>*(RY)), p. = Np-1)

2d+«
provided we require ]]\\fj’;‘i <p<ooand 0 < —a < 2d < N while under the conditions

Thus one may anticipate the critical

ug € LY(RY) with / up(z)dr > 0 and 1 < p < 1+ 2H2 non-existence of weak
N

solutions was established, see [28]. Note that the previous well-posedness statement
does not cover the range (1 + 2d]<,r°‘, ]J\sz"fi), a restriction which essentially emanates
from the choice of the functional setting together with the hypotheses needed for the

applicability of certain key estimates heavily utilized in the analysis. This gap, however,

could be closed by using the two-norms technique as illustrated in [28]. Moving on, it is
easy to see that the previous procedure fails to predict the critical exponent p* for (1.1)
due to the presence of a forcing term. Nevertheless, as we shall see, granted the above
knowledge on (1.2), the behavior of the inhomogeneous term plays a crucial role in
determining p*. Throughout this manuscript, unless otherwise specified we will assume
that ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) is a continuous function satisfying either
ag m
C(t) t:;O t”, C(t) NG t, (0’ > —1, m e R), (1.3)

or
C(t)y=1t, o> —1. (1.4)
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The study of the reaction-diffusion equation involving a source term has been considered
by a number of authors. When the forcing term is purely space-dependent (i.e. ( = 1)
with d =1 and a = 0, it is known that the Fujita critical exponent reads

[ it N=1,2
PE= & if N> 2

in the sense that for p below pr and / w(z)dz > 0, Problem (1.1) does not admit
RN

any global solution — a conclusion which persists in the critical case p = pr under the
additional assumptions on w whilst for p > pr global-in-time solutions exist provided
w and ug have strong decay property at infinity. These statements can be found in [2]
where various extensions and results related to other geometries were obtained, see also
[30] for the geometrical setting given by a manifold. When the source term contains a
polynomial in time just as considered in (1.4) and for d = 1, & = 0 it was proved in
[10] that the critical exponent is a function of o which for N > 3 has a discontinuity at

zero,
N—2 -
pr(0) :{ N if —1<0<0

oo if o> 0.

The situation d = 1 and —2 < a < 0 has been investigated in [15]|. It was proved that
N—-2m+«
N—-2m—2"

fRN wdx > 0 and p > 1. Furthermore, these results do not depend on the behavior of ¢

for N > 3, solutions blow up in each of the following cases: m < 0, p <

at small times. However, the study of global-in-time solutions has not been taken into
account and we wish to cover that in this work.

Our results generalize earlier existing works and reveal new aspects of the solution.
Prescribing initial data ug and w small in Marcinkiewicz space gives rise to a global
solution which lives in a small ball in the solution space and may as well be singular.
As a byproduct, global existence holds in Lebesgue analogues of the previous functional
setting whenever ug and w are chosen small in the corresponding topologies. In particu-
lar, there are solutions which are initially singular and if additionally data are assumed
to be radially symmetric (resp. radially monotone), then the solution enjoys the same
properties. Moreover, when the principal operator in (1.1) is the nonlocal fractional
Laplacian (d € (0,1)) or the Laplace operator A, (d = 1) then the solution is positive
along with ug and w. In the process, we use an approach which in nature differs from
those which have been employed in the aforementioned papers — for instance, the use
of Kato’s two-norms technique which disallow unconditional uniqueness criterion and
excludes a priori the existence of solutions which at time ¢t = 0 are singular — our global
wellposedness statement claims the converse. We essentially rely on smoothing effect
type bounds in weak-Lebesgue spaces [28] for the singular polyharmonic heat semigroup
and its integral kernel combined with Yamazaki’s type estimates [27] which have a wide
range of application — they allow us among others to derive unconditional uniqueness
of globally defined solutions for prescribed data in LP¢(RY). Remarkably, we allow ug
and w to be singular functions on RY. Concerning blow-up results, our Theorem 1.10
reinforces the fact that blow up whenever it occurs does not depend on the behavior of
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the forcing term at small times. To prove this theorem, we proceed via the test function
method introduced by the authors in [19].
We adopt the following notion of solution.

Definition 1.1. We say that u is a global weak solution of (1.1) if it satisfies the
conditions

o € Lige(RY),  [2[*[ul? € Lip(RY x (0,00))
and

/ u(—0p) 4 (—A)p)dedt = / uo(z)(x,0)dx + / |z|*|u[Pypdadt+
RN x(0,00) RN

RN x(0,00)
/ C(H)wnp dadt
RN x(0,00)
for all ¥ € C(RY x [0,0)).

As is a standard practice, (1.1) is equivalent in an appropriate framework to the
Duhamel formulation

t t
w(z,t) = e 8y 4 / e~ =R (1@ (s)|P) ds + / C(s)e D) % ds,
0

0
(1.5)

#=2)" is the linear semi-group generated by (—A)?. A solution to the integral

where e~
equation (1.5) is often called mild solution of (1.1). In our setting, one can see that a
mild solution is a weak solution. See [24, 25, 22, 14] for a discussion on the equivalence
between the differential and integral formulation for the nonlinear heat equation.

In parallel to the questions discussed above, we also study local existence of solutions.
Our first result in this direction deals with the case of initial data in the space of bounded
continuous functions in RV,

Theorem 1.2. Suppose we have (1.3), w € BC(RY), 0 < —a < min(2d, N) and
N > 2. Given ug € BC(RY), there exists a time T = T'(ug) > 0 and a unique mild
solution v € C([0,T]; BC(RY)) of Eq. (1.1) such that u(0) = uy.

Our next goal is to investigate the local well-posedness in Lebesgue spaces. The first
result of this flavor was obtained in [1] for (1.1) with d = 1 and without a forcing term.

Theorem 1.3. Let p. = ]\;g:;). Assume 0 < —a < min(2d, N) and ¢ > max {pc, NN—ﬁJ}
with ¢ > 1. Suppose that (1.3) holds, ug,w € LI(RN) and N > 2.Then, there erists
T :=T(up) > 0 and a unique function u € C([0,T]; L4(RYN)) mild solution of Eq. (1.1).

Let Thax be the mazximal time of existence of this solution. If Thax < 00, then one has
i u(t)] gy = oo

Remark 1.4. Observe that although the solution obtained in Theorem 1.2 has the reg-
ularity of the initial data, it is not true in general that this solution enjoys a better
reqularity, see [31] for this evidence in some special situation. A similar result can be
stated for data in Co(RN), the set of continuous function vanishing at infinity in which
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case, the solution natumlly belongs to Co(RY). In theorem 1.3, the fact that one can

compare p. and leads to the question whether or not local solutions can be con-

+
structed if the condztzon imposed on q fails to hold true. This involves three different
cases namely pe > N+a, Pe = NN—M and pe < §5, which are worth investigating. We
do not pursue in this direction here. We point out however, that local wellposedness in

the critical case p. > ]\J,V—p appears as a byproduct of Theorem 1.6 below.

+a

Next, motivated by the study of local-in-time solutions which are smooth C'*° in-
stantly, we consider o > 0 and introduce the space Cx(R™) which collects continuous
functions defined on RY satisfying the condition |Aul| [e®y) < 00 where A(z) =

(1+ |x|)ﬁ and p > 1. We endow this space with the norm given by
[ulla = [[Aul] poo vy
The following result establishes local existence for initial data in Cx(RY).

Theorem 1.5. Let a > 0 and ¢ satisfying (1.4). Then, Eq. (1.5) is locally wellposed.
More precisely, given ug,w € Cp(RY), there exist T € (0,00) and a unique solution
u of (1.5) in C([0,T); Cpo(RN)). This solution in turn is classical and can be extended
to a mazimal interval [0, Tinax) where Tyax < 00 and t—1>111“n llu(t)||a = oo whenever

Tinax < 0.
Switching to the analysis of the global theory, our main results in this direction are
the followings.

Theorem 1.6 (Global existence). Let0 < —a < 2d < N. Granted (1.4) with —1 < o <
0, assume that p > % and set £ = %. Then for any ug € LP>®(RN)
and w € L5 (RN) with the property that ||ug|| Lre.co + ||W|| e is sufficiently small, Eq.
(1.5) admits a global-in-time solution u which converges to ug as t — 0% in S'(RY).

Moreover, this solution obeys the following properties.

(a1) (Radial symmetry). If ug and w are radial functions, then the solution w is
radial in the variable x.
(a2) (Radial monotonicity). Assume uy and w are radially nonincreasing. Then
u(t) is radially nonincreasing in x for all t € [0, 00).
(a3) (Positiveness). Assume d € (0,1] and let uy and w be positive functions. Then
the solution u is also positive.
Remark 1.7. The above theorem in particular shows that the functions up(x) =

_ 2dt+a _ 2d4a
|z|” »=1 and w(z) = |x|_ ¢ as well as their translated analogues |v — xo|” »~1 and

|z — x0|_% for each xo € RN are admissible choices as they belong to LP<>*(RYN) and
L2 (RN), respectively. A direct consequence of Theorem 1.6 is that for w € LY(RN),
there emist solutions which initially belong to the critical Lebesgue space LP<(RN) C
LPe> (RN,

Theorem 1.8 (Unconditional uniqueness). Assume that —a € (0,2d) and let 2d < N.
Further assume that p > H+%. Ifu and v are two solutions of (1.5) in C([0, 00); LPe(RY))

obtained under smallness of ||u0Hch + Wil e, then u = v a.e. in RY x (0, 00).
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Remark 1.9. The result of Theorem 1.8 is true for the inhomogeneous nonlinearity
|z| |u|P~u. Note that the same result was obtained in [23] for d =1 and (w = 0 and
in [28] for d € (0,1) UN and (w = 0. See [23, Theorem 1.1 (ii), p. 4] for d = 1. The
idea of the proof in [28] is the same as in [23]. Here, we adapt the arguments used in
[23] in our setting. See also |23, Proposition 3.7, p. 14| and [23, Lemma 4.2, p. 16].

Theorem 1.10 (Blow-up). Suppose that d > 1 is an integer, 0 < —a < 2d < N, and
that w belongs to Co(RN) N LY(RYN), obeys / w(z)dr > 0. Let ¢ defined as in (1.3).
RN

(i) Ifm<0andl <p< %, then for any initial data ug € Co(RY), then
Pb. (1.1) has no global solution in the sense of definition 1.1.
(ii) In case m > 0, the same conclusion holds whenever p > 1, i.e. Pb. (1.1) has no

global weak solution.

Remark 1.11. The statements of Theorem 1.10 and Theorem 1.6 both reveals that

N—2do+ao if —1<0<0

_ )] N—=20d-2d
pr(0) { 00 ifo >0

separates the nonexistence/existence regime of global-in-time solutions of (1.1) if ¢ sat-
isfies (1.4).

Remark 1.12. The blow-up result does not cover the fractional case d € (0,1). The
ideas of the proof when d € N do not directly apply to the latter case because of the
nature of the fractional Laplacian. See (3.9) below. New ideas are therefore required.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we recall some
basic facts and useful tools. Section 3 is devoted to the proofs of our main results.

2. BACKGROUND MATERIALS

In this section we collect auxiliary results which will later find their usefulness and
applicability in the proofs of our main results. Recall the space BC (]RN ) which collects
bounded and continuous functions in R and Cy(RY) denoting the space of continuous
functions in RY vanishing at infinity.

We will need some basic properties of Lorentz spaces. For f: RY — R a measurable
function on RY, denote by f*(\) = inf{r > 0 : [{|f| > 7}| < A} its decreasing
function and let f**(7) = %fOT f*(s)ds. The Lorentz space LP4(RY), (weak-Lebesgue or
Marcinkiewicz space in case ¢ = 00) collects all measurable functions f such that|| f||r.a
is finite,

0 1/q
1 lna = <%/o “l/pf**“”q% L if pe (1), g€l o0)

Suptl/pf**(t)7 if pe (1700]7 q = 00.
t>0
These spaces increase with the second exponent and contain Lebesgue spaces as sub-

space. In fact, LP'(RV) ¢ LP@(RN) ¢ LP(RN) ¢ LP2(RN), 1 <p<o0,1<q <p <
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g2 < oo with continuous injection. Moreover, LP4(RY) may alternatively be realized as
the real interpolation space between the Lebesgue L'(RY) and L>®(RY),

LPARY) = [LYRY), LY (RY)1_1/pq, P € (1,00),4 € [L, 00]
1 1-6 ¢

and more generally, for 1 < p; < ps < 00, — = +—,0€(0,1)and 1 < q,q1,q2 <
p b1 b2

oo we have the interpolation identity
[LP1a (RN),L”MZ (RN)]G,q — Lp,q(RN).

Consider the linear polyharmonic heat equation

du+ (=A)u =0 in RY x (0,00). (2.1)

It is well known that the operator (—A)?, d > 1 is a generator of a semigroup e~t=A)1
whose kernel Ej; is smooth, radial and satisfies the scaling property

Eg(x,t) =t 20 Ey(t 2az,1). (2.2)

Hence, a solution of (2.1) subject to initial data u(0) = uy may be formally realized via
convolution by
u(z,t) = e_t(_A)duo(m) = (Eq(-,t) *up) (x)

whenever this representation makes sense (e.g. when ug € BC(RY) or ug € .#/(RV)
is a Schwartz distribution). Note that when d € (0, 1), the operator (—A)? defined via
Fourier transform by (—/Avgp(f) = |£]293(¢) (¢ € S(RYN)) also generates a semigroup
whose kernel as an algebraic decay at infinity, see [9]. We recall the following L™ —
L7 estimate proved in [16] by using the majorizing kernel established in [5]. See [16,
Proposition 6.1, p. 521].

Proposition 2.1. There exists a positive constant Hq such that for all 1 < p < ¢ < 00,
we have

N
e 2 ol 10 < Hat™ 206D |||| o (2.3)
for allt >0 and ¢ € LP(RY).

Interpolating estimate (2.3) yields the following smoothing effect in Lorentz spaces

1

—t(=A)e _N1_1
e A ol par < Hat 225~ 2| or (2.4)

<
for all t > 0, ¢ € LP"(RY) and for 1 <

a € (0,N), define the operator

Sd,a(t) _ e—t(—A)d| ] |—a‘

r<oo,1<p<qg<oo For N2>2and

Proposition 2.2 ([28]). Let N > 2, a € (0,N), 1 < p1,p2 < 00 and q € [1,00] such

that
N Npl

>
N — 057 D2 N n ap
Then Sq.(t) has the following mapping properties:

(A1) Sq.q(t) maps continuously LP*(R™) into Co(R™) for all t > 0.

p1 > (2.5)
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(A2) For any v € NI, Sga(t) maps continuously LP1>°(RY) into LP>4(RY) for all
t > 0. Moreover, there exits a positive constant C := C(N,p1,p2,d,a,7y) such
that

N1 _1y_a_l
107Sq.a(t)p||Lraa < Ct 2a(p; " p3) " 34 2a lol| P10 (2.6)
for allt >0 and ¢ € LPV>°(RN).

Remark 2.3. Proposition 2.2 is known for d = 1,7 = 0 in [1] for Lebesgque spaces and
in |23, Proposition 3.3, p. 13| for Lorentz spaces. The original ideas of the proofs are
like that of [1, 23|. See also [28].

Lemma 2.4 (|28]). Given n > 0, there exits a positive constant C' := C(n, N) such that
for B€10,2] and y € RY,

[ 6@+ 1y = B da < €1+ ) (2.7

where g(x) = E4(x,1) and Eq is as in (2.2).

Let ¢ : RY x (0,00) — R. We introduce the nonlinear operator

6) = [ Sua(s)lota, o) ds
0
for a suitable ¢ such that the integral on the right hand side is meaningful.

Lemma 2.5 ([28]). Letp > 1 and 0 < a < 2d < N. Given k,q > 1, assume that

Np J

an l_g 2d — «
N —« qg k N

k>

There exists a constant C > 0 such that

[ A | Larce < 031;13 I6()|] ks ¢ € L2([0, 00); LE(RY)). (2.8)

In particular we can take k = N(f__(j) in (2.8) and if ¢ € L°°([0, 00); LP>° N L™>°(RY))
=1

2
; / N 1 1
withr >1and1 <r <sros gyt

- , then we have

| @l|zree < Csup [[¢(t)]| Lroe sup [S(8) [ oo (2.9)
t>0 t>0

3. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Starting with the proofs of theorems pertaining to the local theory, recall that Sy (%)
is a Cp semigroup on Lebesgue spaces and on BC(RY) so that we can systematically
appeal to the abstract result in [26]. For this end, we define for 0 < —a < N the map

Ju = Sa,—a(t)ul’ +Sao(t)C()w, t>0.
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3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Given a,b € R, we can find a constant 1 := n(p) > 0
such that

[lalP — 6P| < mla —bl(JalP~" + [P, p> 1. (3.1)
By invoking Proposition 2.2 with ps = p; = o0, it is easy to verify that % is bounded
on the space BC(RY) and the following bound holds, namely ||Syouol/z= < ¢||uo]| Lo~
Next, call B, (0) € BC(RY) the ball with center at zero and radius L > 0, we prove
that #; is Lipschitz continuous on B[(0) for each t > 0. Take u,v € B(0), by (3.1)
and making use of Proposition 2.2 once again we arrive at

[ Hu — Aol Lee < crn()llu — vl Lo

with the Lipschitz constant given by cr,(t) = CLP~'t2a € L'(0,¢) for some ¢ > 0 and
for each L > 0 since —«a < 2d. Moreover, the kernel E4 has the property

Ed(l', t) = N Ed(x - Y, t— S)Ed(y7 S)dy
R
for all x € RY and s,t > 0; which obviously implies Sy0(t)¢ = Sa0(t — 5)[Sa0(s)9],
0 < s < t. Hence,
Sa0(s)Kiu = 8q,0(5)Sa,0(t)] - [“ul” + Sa,0(s)Sa0(t)¢()W
=Sao(t + ) - [“[ul’ + Sao(t + s)C()w
= Sa,—a(t + s)[uf’ +Sao(t + s)((-)w
= ’CH_S’LL.

On the other hand, we have K;(0) = S40(t)((-)w, so that for some € > 0 and by using
(1.3), there holds

AN 1100y = [18a0EOW Iz 10
< COllwl[zel[Cllzi0,) < C-
At this point, a simple application of Theorem 1 in [26] yields the desired conclusion.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Here, the reasoning goes in the same spirit as in the
Np

above proof. Let ug, w € LY(RY). Then granted (1.3), under the condition ¢ > har
we can apply Proposition 2.2 with (p1,p2) = (¢/p,q) to obtain that .%#; is bounded on
LI(RN) for each t > 0 and there holds ||Sqouol/ze < C|lug||ze by Proposition 2.1. We
eventually want to verify that the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) ; : LYRN) — L9(RY) is a locally Lipschitz map with constant cr,(t) € L'(0,¢)

for each L > 0 and for some ¢ > 0.

(2) The map t +— ||#(0)|| 1« belongs to L(0,¢) for some € > 0.

(3) Sao(s)H = Hiqs for s,t > 0.
The third property has already been established in the previous lines. As regards the
second, for an arbitrary € > 0, we have that

120 20 10, = 1800 CIWlIza| .
< Olwllzall¢llzi o) < C.
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Let us now show that the first condition is equally satisfied. Fix L > 0 and denote by
B1(0) the closed ball in LI(RY) centered at the origin and with radius L. We compute

[Atu — Aol L = [|Sa,—a(t)([ul” — |v[?)[ La

< en(®)llu — vl La

_NE-1) , o
with ¢p(t) = CLP~'t" 2@ '2d_ Note that in order to get this bound, we use the
pointwise estimate (3.1) and invoked Proposition 2.2 with (p1,p2) = (%, q). Since q >

]\;g:;) = P, it follows that ¢y, (t) € L'(0,¢) for all L > 0 and for all € > 0. We are now

in position to apply Theorem 1 in [26] which yields the statement of Theorem 1.3.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.5. We turn to the proof of the local well-posedness result
subject to data in CA(R™). Recall A(z) = (1 + |:17|)ﬁ In this case, we proceed in
a slightly different fashion with the aim of reaching the hypotheses that will allow an
application of a Banach fixed point theorem.

Let 0 < T < 1 be a time to be chosen later and § > 0. Consider the space

Xy {u € C([0.T]: Ca (BRM)) : [ Au(t)]| o) < 6.1 € (M)}

on which we put the metric d(u,v) = sup [[A(u(t) — v(t))| Lo @) We will prove in
te[0,7
the sequel that the operator Q defined as

Qu=Suoltun + [ Su-alt = suls)Pds + [ Saolt—s)c(epwds  (32)

possesses a fixed point in C([0,T]; CA(RY)). We first show that Q is a self-mapping
from X7 A onto itself. Using Lemma 2.4, we have

Saoltyial = e wal =| [ Eate = ot

< / |Ea(z — y,)|luo(y)|dy

]RN

=N _ 1

< / £ |g(t 34 (z — y)luo (y)dy

]RN

—N 1

< luolleyny [ #3F1at (0 = u)IA " ) dy

< luolley @) /RN l9(y)] (1+ \x—tl/zdy‘) Ty

< C(a,p, N)|uolloy mwy (1 + |z[) #-T.
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t
Similarly, setting Bu(t) = / e_(t_s)(_A)d] ¥ u(s)Pds, u € X7 A, an application of
0

Lemma 2.4 once again permits us to write

(t—s)"2ag((t — )72 (x — ) |y|*|u(s)|” dyds

RN

S 0/0 /RN (t—s)"2a]g((t — s) 72 (x — y))[ly|*[Ay)uly, ) PAP(y) dyds
S Cép/ (t=s)7 /RN l9((t — )73 (& — ) [yl (1 + [y) 5 dyds
<C’5p/ /RN +|3§‘—(t—s)2dz|) pldzds

g()ép/ (1+ |2)" 7 ds
0

< C&(1+ |z|) 7 1T.

t
Finally, setting Du(t) = / e_(t_s)(_A)dwC(s) ds, we invoke Lemma 2.4 to arrive at
0

(t — ) 2ag((t — s) "2 (x — y)) lw(y)|¢(s) dyds

]RN

< Wl ey / / (t— )3 |g((t — 5) 3z — 4))||A(y) " C(s) dyds

”W”CA(RN / / 1 + ‘x — (t — S)de‘ p— 1 dzds
Tcr—i-l )
< Cllwlloy @y 77747 @)

o+1
+1

T
so that [|[ADu(t)||z~ < C”WHCA(RN)O_
find that

Gluing together all the above estimates, we

TU+1
[AQu(t)[| L < C(Jluollc, @y + 07T + o

[wllc,@yy), 0<t<T, (3.3)

where C'is a constant depending on N,a and p. Let d > 0 such that Clug|¢, mry < 9.

Pick T < 1 with the property that C (||luo||c, @~y + 67T + %HWHCA(RN)) < 4 to draw

the conclusion that Q maps X7 A into itself. Next, let u,v € X7 A and let’s additionally
impose the condition C'0P~'T < 1 where C' is that constant appearing in (3.3). Then
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Q is a contraction. To see this write

t
|Qu(t) — Qu(t)] = ‘/0 /RN Eq(x —y,t — 8)[y|*[|u(s)P — [v(s) | dyds
t
< [ [ IEate =yt = s)lgi*lu = ol(uP~ + ol dyds
0 JRN
t
o( [ [, 1Bate =t = il = olA@AuP AP )dyass
t
[ VBt = gt = )l = oA AP A7) dys)
< Cd(u,v <HAu / / e — (¢ — 5)% 2| dads+

[[Av(t) // 2)||x — t—s)?dz| 1dzd8>.

This yields, utilizing Lemma 2.4 the bound
d (Qu, Qv) < CoP~1Td(u,v).

Existence of a solution as claimed in Theorem 1.5 is now a simple consequence of
the Banach fixed point theorem. The blow up alternative is verified using standard
arguments. Since Cp(RY) C Cy(RY), we have that u € L°°([0,7]; Cy(RY)) and by
parabolic regularity theory, u satisfies (1.1) in the classical sense. The proof of Theorem
1.5 is now complete.

Our next focus is on the proofs of global existence and non-existence results. Recall
the definition of the beta function

! a
B(a,b) = /0 71 — )b tds = %, a,b> 0.

where I is the standard gamma function.

3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.6. We will distinguish between two cases assuming first
that p > fvvj';él with —a < 2d < N. The second case p € [pp, ijvjﬁl] will be handle
subsequently. Let ug € LP>(RN), w € L5°(RY) such that ||ugl|zre.cc + ||W]|pe00 < €0

for some g9 > 0. We wish to show that the equation

u=w+F(u) in RY x (0,00); w=Sg0(t)up+ /Ot Sa0(t —s)C(s)wds (3.4)

has a unique fixed point in a closed ball Ba.(0) of Cy((0,00); LP=>°), ¢ = £(eg) where
for t > 0,

Flu)(t) = /0 Su_alt — 8)[u(s)Pds.
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lu(t — s)|P if s € (0,t)

Apply Lemma 2.5 with k = p. (i.e ¢ = p.) in (2.8) and |¢(s)|P =
0if s>t

to obtain the estimate
[ Full Loo ((0,00); Lre 20y < C'sup [u(E)|Zpe. oo (3.5)
Arguing in a similar fashion, we have that for u and v in L*((0, 00); LP=>),

1 (1) =F )| oo s e < Clli=0ll o ey (1l ey I e o)

(3.6)
Observe that £ = % > 1 in view of the condition imposed on p and that
t
|w|| re.ce < C|lugl|Lpe.ce + H / Sa0(t —s)C(s)wds
0 [pc,00
where the second term is further estimated via duality as follows
t t
| [sunte-sictmwas| = s o[ suale - sigtewas.
0 Lpc,© weLp/c,l 0
191, pr. 1 =1
t
< sup / Sa0(t — s)C(s)wip(x)dxds
weLp/c,l 0 RN
191, pr 1 =1
t
< sy ([ IBante- S)T/)HLeal||C(S)W||Lf»ood8>
PpeLPel 0
191l 2 =1
t N1
<o s [m 9 Bl wlds)
YELPel 0
81l pr 1 =1

t N

<C s 9l Wlse / (t— s)
’llJELp/c’l 0
el 1 =1

1
<C s 9l [Wlpe / (1 — 1)~ gy
PpeLPerl 0
8l 1 =1

< Ol wllpeseBlo + 1, —0)

where we have systematically used Fubini’s Theorem, smoothing effect in Lorentz space
(2.4), the generalized Holder’s inequality and in the estimate before the last we per-
formed the change of variables 7 = s/t together with the fact that —c — % = w,
—1 < 0 <0 and ¢ being the conjugate exponent of £. Hence, we have that

[[w]| Lre.ce < Cr([uollLrece + [[Wl[Les) < Crgo.
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Put ¢ = Cigp and R = (2P C’)_P%. Assuming that ¢ < R, we deduce from (3.5)
and (3.6) that Equation (3.4) has a unique fixed point in Bs.(0) which indeed is the

solution of (1.5) we were looking for. Now assume that pr < p < J]\,szoél We shall argue

differently in this case since the strategy employed before will clearly fail to work well
here. This being said, pick a number r > 1 such that the inequality below is satisfied,

max{iap—kzd i4—2d—0}<1<min{i N—i—a} r>p (3.7)
Np(p—1)"p. N r p.. Np J’ ' '

This choice is possible. In fact, in view of the condition p > pg, one can easily check

1 2d N

that all inequalities in (3.7) are satisfied expect possibly for — + TO < ]\j— ® Wwhich
Pe p

we verify as follows. The function f(a) = 2dop? + p(2d — 2do — a) + a + o defined for

2dp + «

a >z p=2do+

is decreasing so that in particular, f(N) < f(p) < 0 because

p = pr = %@'ﬁ‘). Moving on, observe that from (3.7) follows the restrictions
1<

{ < pe < r and if we put

1
then 0 < p < —. Moreover, we have
p

Np-1) « N/1 1
- J_ 1=
= "omg T g TPH 2d< )

Introduce the function space X defined by
X = {u € Cp((0,00); LP22(RN)) : thu € C’b((O,oo);LT’OO(RN)}

which carries out the structure of a complete metric space when equipped with the
distance d(u,v) = sup t!||u(t) — v(t)||pree := |Ju —v|[x. We want to show that Eq. (3.4)
t>0

has a fixed point in X which is unique in B (0) C X a closed ball centered at the origin
and with radius K > 0 sufficiently small. We estimate separately each of the terms of
the right hand side of (3.4). Making use of the smoothing estimate (2.4) we obtain

_N(L1_ 1 _
1Sa0(tuollzne < 13 Ge=%) gl e < O [lup e



HARDY-HENON EQUATION 15

Since r > W’ it follows from Proposition 2.2 that

t
N
< [ (- sy 3 EDAE | ds
[ry00 0

H /ot Sa.—a(t = s)u(s)|"ds

t N (ro1)pg
<C | (t—s) 2l\r 2d 7P (M ||u|| prooo )Pds
0

N(p—1)

t
< Csup t*Jull g )P / (t — 5) T+ g 5P
t>0 0

1 - [
< Ot BT Sty B / (1—5)~ S +857Phs
0

M+g>

—p p _ _
crmulges(1-pet - X221 s 2

< Ot ully.

To estimate the last term, we utilize (2.4) and proceed as follows

H/ Sao(t —s)w((s)

< Ol w| et .
Summarizing, if Qu = w + F(u), w = Sgo(t)uo + fo Sa,0(t — s)C(s)w, then

sup t*||Qu(t)||Lre < C (JJugl|Lrece + KP + ||[W||.00) < Cep.
>0

Upon taking g and K > 0 sufficiently small, one can achieve C'(||ug||rre +||W||f00) < K
and thus sup t*||Q(t)|| L~ < K so that Q maps B (0) into itself. Arguing as above, we
t>0

can show without ambiguity that Q is a contraction map on B (0) for appropriately
chosen K (small). Applying the Banach fixed point theorem, we thus obtain the exis-
tence of a solution u to (1.5) in X which is unique in B (0). Also, u(t) — ug, t — 0T
in 8’'(RY). To see this let (-, -) denotes the duality bracket between S’(RY) and S(RY).
It suffices to show that tl_i)rr01+ |(u(t) — ug, )| = 0 for all ¢ € S(RY). The justification

of this fact seemingly follows the lines of the proof in [28]. The details are therefore
omitted.

For the remaining bit of the proof, Part (a;) is proved as follows. The solution con-
structed above via a fixed point argument can be realized as the limit of the following
sequence of approximations

uy = Sd,0u07 Uj+1 = UL + Al(t)uj + W(t,ﬂj‘), ] = 17 2737
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where

ALt = /0 Su_alt — )o(s)|P ds, W (a,t) = /O Suo(t — s)wC(s)ds.

Assume ug, w are radial functions. Since the kernel Ej is radial in the z-variable, we
deduce that u; is radial in z € RY as the convolution of two radial functions. For the
same reason, W (x,t) is radial in « for all 0 < t < co. Likewise, note that A;(¢)v is radial
in the spatial variable provided v is so. Hence, an induction argument shows that each
element of the sequence (u;);>1 is radial in € RY. On the other hand, u; converges
to u in a weak-x sense in Cy([0,00); LP=>*(RY)) and up to a subsequence which we
still denote by (u;);; u; — u almost everywhere as j — oo for all ¢ € (0,00). The
conclusion follows from the fact that almost everywhere convergence preserves radial
symmetry. The second (as) and last part (as) are established by essentially mimicking
the previous argument bearing in mind that radial monotonicity and positivity (under
the condition d € (0,1], E4 has a positive kernel) are properties which are preserved
under convolution. This achieves the proof of Theorem 1.6.

3.5. Proof of Theorem 1.8. The strategy to prove Theorem 1.8 is exactly the same
as that employed in [23, Theorem 1.1, (ii)] and [28, Theorem 2.4]. Therefore we omit
the details and simply refer the interested reader to [1, 23, 28].

3.6. Proof of Theorem 1.10. Set pp = pp(m) = %”m, m € R and let p €

(1,pr). Assume w € Co(RM)NLY(RY) such that / w(x) dz > 0 and suppose that the
N

function ¢ is given according to (1.3). By way of contradiction, assume that Problem
(1.1) has a global weak solution in the sense of Definition 1.1. Consider the cut-off
functions i, € C5°(]0,00)), k = 1,2 with 0 < ¢, < 1 and

C[rif1/2<s<3/4 (titse[o,1]
%(s)_{Oifse[0,1/4]U[4/5,oo) ! %(S)_{Oifs)z

Next, pick T' > 0 large enough and let us introduce the function

1 24\ 3%
e -3 ()

Since u is a global weak solution of (1.1), we have that

—/RN /OTuaMT—/RN TZ)T(x,O)uodx:/RN /oTu(_A)%TJF/RN /0T|x|a|u|p¢T

v [ .
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Remark that T/JT(»T 0)up(z)dx = 0 so that the above expression implies

[ et [ wecou< [ [ wears

/ ulOrr. (3.8)
RN x[0,7]

T
At this point, set Iy = / / lu(=A)%pp| and Iy = / |u||Oppr|. We wish
RN Jo RN x[0,T)

to find suitable bounds for both I; and I5. Start by observing that via an induction
argument, one has

(&) < €T 1¢('$'2d) w(%) 3.9)

Hence, by utilizing the e-Young inequality, we arrive at

<3 /[ / ol fulPbrdodt+C [ / At 753 27T gy dads

and by invoking (3.9), the second expression (call it I11) in the right hand side of the
above estimate can further be estimated as follows

2
T rESe A o o
I < T p- ) </ ¢1<3>(p vToemy dt)(/ T‘2d(;a1)+$|y|_ﬁdy>
o \T {lyl<22a}

< 7Pt s ' ) =
ScT? » i(r)7=Tdr Lyl Tdy
0 {lyl<22d}
N

-

where we have made in the first and second lines the change of variable z = T/24y and
Tt =t, respectively. This bound implies in particular that

1 -1 ___a N
I < _/ [ulP|z|*rdedt + T =1 21724, (3.10)
2 Jrrx(o,T]

Similarly, one has

1 £\ 71| pT p  2dp .
Pl T 12,1 2d — 51
heg [, fllfvrro o (1) \ /T TR g (o2 T a5
2 JrRN 0,1 RN x[0,T] T
1 r s p _ % e 292
<—/ lulP|z|*ypr + C / T =Ty (t/T) |1 dt / |z| " P T o (|2|*/T)»=Tdx
2 JrRN 0,1 0
1 _—a 4N _ 1 _ o 2dp
<3 [ Wl ormE R / ds) [ () dy
2 RN x[0,T] ly|<22d
so that

—« N 1
I < / |ulP || *“tppdadt + CT -1 "2a " p1, (3.11)
2 JrRN x[0,1]
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On the other hand, since T is chosen large we bound the second term in the left-hand
side of (3.8) from below as follows

/RNX[OT w(2)((t)yr(x, t)dedt > /m /RN ()7 (x,t)dadt
- </T/2tm¢1< )ﬁdﬁ(/ﬂw w(z wz("””'Qd) d:p)
> Tm+1< 1/12 / <le2d> i

From (3.8) and by combining the above bound with (3.10) and (3.11), we obtain that

2d
]RN

We deduce from the latter that
/ w(z)dr <0
RN

which yields a contradiction in view of the assumption imposed on w along with the
2d,
Z“2d PTpl

condition p < pp. In fact, the function 1/)2< T

converges in a pointwise sense to

1 as T approaches infinity so that by applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem,
there holds

2dp
. p—1
Tlg{l)o o w(z)1y <T> dx = /RN w(x)dx > 0.

24\ 248
As a consequence, for sufficiently large T, / w(z )¢2<‘x’ > dr >~ / w(z)dx
N

for some v < 1. This achieves the proof of the first part of Theorem 1.10. When
m > 0, one can easily adapt the preceding approach with a slightly modified test
function. More precisely, for R > 0, by replacing ¢ by the function ¢r g(z,t) =
U1 (%) %1/)2 (Jz|*¢R~24) %, we reach the same conclusion / w(z)dx < 0 which leads

RN
to a contradiction. Theorem 1.10 is now completely proved.
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