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Abstract

For the problem











∂
k
t u −

∑

|α|=m

∂
α
aα(x, t, u) ≥ f(|u|) in R

n+1

+ = R
n × (0,∞),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ∂tu(x, 0) = u1(x), . . . , ∂
k−1
t u(x, 0) = uk−1(x) ≥ 0,

where ui ∈ L1,loc(R
n) and aα are Caratheodory functions such that

|aα(x, t, ζ)| ≤ A|ζ|p, A, p = const > 0,

for almost all (x, t) ∈ R
n+1

+ and for all ζ ∈ R, we obtain exact conditions on

the function f guaranteeing that any global weak solution is identically zero.
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1 Introduction

We study solutions of the inequality

∂k
t u− Lu ≥ f(|u|) in R

n+1
+ = R

n × (0,∞) (1)

satisfying the initial conditions

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ∂tu(x, 0) = u1(x), . . . , ∂
k−1
t u(x, 0) = uk−1(x) ≥ 0, (2)

where k ≥ 1 and n ≥ 1 are integers and

Lu =
∑

|α|=m

∂αaα(x, t, u)

is a differential operator of order m ≥ 1 whose coefficients are Caratheodory functions
such that

|aα(x, t, ζ)| ≤ A|ζ|p, |α| = m,

with some constants A > 0 and p > 0 for almost all (x, t) ∈ R
n+1
+ and for all ζ ∈ R.

As is customary, by α we mean a multi-index α = (α1, . . . , αn). In so doing, |α| =
α1 + . . .+ αn and ∂α = ∂|α|/(∂α1

x1
. . . ∂αn

xn
).

Let us denote by Br the open ball in R
n of radius r > 0 and center at zero. Also let

Qκ

r = Br× (0, rκ), κ > 0. We say that a function u belongs to Lλ,loc(R
n), 0 < λ ≤ ∞,

if u ∈ Lλ(Br) for all real numbers r > 0. In its turn, u ∈ Lλ,loc(R
n+1
+ ) if u ∈ Lλ(Q

1
r)

for all real numbers r > 0.
We assume that ui ∈ L1,loc(R

n), i = 0, . . . , k − 1. Also let f(ζ) and f(ζ1/p) are
non-decreasing convex functions on the interval [0,∞) such that f(ζ) > 0 for all
ζ ∈ (0,∞).

A function u ∈ L1,loc(R
n+1
+ ) ∩ Lp,loc(R

n+1
+ ) is called a global weak solution of

problem (1), (2) if f(|u|) ∈ L1,loc(R
n+1
+ ) and

∫

R
n+1

+

(−1)ku∂k
t ϕdxdt −

∫

R
n+1

+

∑

|α|=m

(−1)maα(x, t, u)∂
αϕdxdt

≥

∫

Rn

k−1
∑

i=0

(−1)iuk−1−i(x)∂
i
tϕ(x, 0)dx+

∫

R
n+1

+

f(|u|)ϕdxdt (3)

for any non-negative function ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn+1). Analogously, a function u ∈

L1,loc(R
n+1
+ ) ∩ Lp,loc(R

n+1
+ ) is a global weak solution of the equation

∂k
t u− Lu = f(|u|) in R

n+1
+ (4)
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satisfying conditions (2) if f(|u|) ∈ L1,loc(R
n+1
+ ) and

∫

R
n+1

+

(−1)ku∂k
t ϕdxdt−

∫

R
n+1

+

∑

|α|=m

(−1)maα(x, t, u)∂
αϕdxdt

=

∫

Rn

k−1
∑

i=0

(−1)iuk−1−i(x)∂
i
tϕ(x, 0)dx +

∫

R
n+1

+

f(|u|)ϕdxdt

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn+1). It is obvious that every global weak solution of (4), (2) is also

a global weak solution of (1), (2).
As an example of (4), we can take the nonlinear diffusion equation

ut = ∆up + f(u) in R
n+1
+

which can be represented in the form

ut = div (D∇u) + f(u) in R
n+1
+ , (5)

where D = pup−1 is a diffusion coefficient depending on the density u > 0 in a power-
law manner and f(u) is a source-density function. In the case of p ≥ 1, it is customary
to say that (5) is the slow diffusion equation. In its turn, if 0 < p < 1, then one says
that (5) is the fast diffusion equation.

The absence of non-trivial solutions of differential equations and inequalities or, in
other words, the blow-up phenomenon was studied by many authors [1–23]. In most
cases, these studies were limited to power-law nonlinearities in the right-hand side
of inequality (1) or dealt with second-order differential operators. In our paper, we
deal with a much wider class of differential inequalities. Our aim is to obtain exact
conditions guaranteeing that any global weak solution of (1), (2) is trivial, i.e. is equal
to zero almost everywhere in R

n+1
+ .

In paper [15], in the partial case where k = 1 and L = ∆, it was obtained a
blow-up condition of a Dini-type structure that strengthens the well-known result of
Fujita–Hayakawa. Moreover, it was shown in [15] that the validity of this condition
is necessary for the non-existence of non-trivial global solutions. Our general condi-
tion (12) coincides with that in [15] in the mentioned partial case. Let us note that,
in contrast to [15], we impose no ellipticity conditions on the differential operator L
and no growth conditions on the initial data of the Cauchy problem and on a solu-
tion of this problem itself. In so doing, we have reason to believe that (12) is exact
in much more general case. For example, in the case of the Cauchy problem for the
wave equation, i.e. in the case where k = 2 and L = ∆, condition (12) is more general
than the well-known Kato blow-up condition [8]. In accordance with [20, Theorem 2]
the Kato blow-up condition is exact in the scale of power-law nonlinearities for weak
solutions of the Cauchy problem for the wave equation.

For f(t) = tλ, i.e. in the case of power-law nonlinearities, Theorem 2 proved in
our paper implies the result obtained in [3, Theorem 1] (see Example 1). In this case,
conditions (10) and (11) take the simple form λ > 1 and λ > p, respectively.
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We also note that (11) coincides with the analogous condition in [14, Theorem 2.1],
where the blow-up phenomenon was studied for the stationary inequality

−Lu ≥ f(|u|) in R
n. (6)

This seems natural because the existence of a non-trivial solution of the last inequal-
ity implies the existence of a non-trivial solution of problem (1), (2) that does not
depend on t. However, condition (12) is stronger than the similar blow-up condi-
tion for solutions of inequality (6). This effect can be detected even in the case of
power-law nonlinearities. For instance, if f(t) = tλ and, at the same time, p ≥ 1 and
n > m, then in accordance with [16, Theorems 4.1 and 29.1] the blow-up of solutions
of inequality (6) is guaranteed by the condition

p < λ ≤
n

n−m
p, (7)

whereas the blow-up of solutions of the problem

ut − Lu ≥ |u|λ in R
n+1
+ , u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, (8)

occurs if
p < λ ≤ p+

m

n
. (9)

In so doing, both conditions (7) and (9) are exact. Moreover, if p = 1 and m = 2,
then (9) coincides with the well-known Fujita–Hayakawa condition. As mentioned
above, the first inequality in (9) follows from (11), while the second inequality is a
consequence of (12).

Now, let us say a few words about the structure of this paper. Our main results
are Theorems 1–4 formulated in Section 2. This section also contains some examples
and remarks demonstrating the exactness of these results.

Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to the proof of Theorems 1–4. The main idea of the
proof is to estimate the function E defined by formula (60). The final aim is to show
that the integrand in the right-hand sides of (60) is equal to zero. This is obviously
equivalent to the triviality of a solution of (1), (2).

The key statements of Section 3 are Lemmas 4–7. They imply Lemmas 8 and 9
that contain estimates of the function E. Lemmas 1–3 are of a technical nature. We
need them to prove Lemmas 4–7.

Theorems 1–4 are proved in Section 4. According to Lemmas 4 and 5, in the case of
n ≤ m(1−1/k), conditions (10) and (11) guarantee that E(r) tends to zero as r → ∞.
This is obviously enough to prove Theorem 1. To prove Theorems 2 and 3, we assume
by contradiction that (1), (2) has a non-trivial solution. This, in turn, allows one to
assert that E(r) > 0 for all sufficiently large r > 0. Applying Lemmas 4, 5, 8, and 9,
we obtain estimates of E(r) divided by a suitable power of r in a neighborhood of
zero. These estimates lead us to a contradiction with conditions of Theorems 2 and 3.
Finally, we note that Theorem 4 is a consequence of Theorems 1–3.
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2 Main results

Theorem 1. Let n ≤ m(1− 1/k) and, moreover,

∫ ∞

1

ζ1/k−1dζ

f1/k(ζ)
< ∞ (10)

and
∫ ∞

1

ζp/m−1dζ

f1/m(ζ)
< ∞. (11)

Then any global weak solution of (1), (2) is trivial.
Theorem 2. Let n > m(1 − 1/k) and p ∈ (0,∞) ∩ (1 −m/n,∞). If (10) and (11)
are valid and

∫ 1

0

f(r)dr

r1+γ
= ∞, (12)

where

γ =
np+m/k

n− (1− 1/k)m
, (13)

then any global weak solution of (1), (2) is trivial.
Theorem 3. Let n > m(1−1/k) and p ∈ (0, 1−m/n]. If (10) and (11) are valid and

lim
r→+0

f(r)

rµ
= ∞ (14)

for some real number µ < p/(1 −m/n), then any global weak solution of (1), (2) is
trivial.
Theorem 4. Let (10) and (11) be valid and f(0) > 0. Then (1), (2) has no global
weak solutions.

Proof of Theorems 1–4 is given in Section 4.
Remark 1. Inequality (10) coincides with the Kiguradze–Kvinikadze blow-up condi-
tion for solutions of the Cauchy problem

w(k)(r) = f(w), w(0) > 0, w(i)(0) = 0, i = 1, . . . , k − 1, (15)

for the ordinary differential equation [10, Theorem 1.2]. In the case where (10) is not
fulfilled, it can be shown that (15) has a solution defined on the whole interval [0,∞).
Therefore, taking u(x, t) = w(t), we obtain a non-trivial global weak solution of (1),
(2) which does not depend on spatial variables.

Analogously, (11) coincides with the Kiguradze–Kvinikadze blow-up condition for
the Cauchy problem

w(m)(r) = f(w1/p), w(0) > 0, w(i)(0) = 0, i = 1, . . . ,m− 1. (16)

If (11) is not valid, then (16) has a solution defined on the whole interval [0,∞).
Since w(r) > w(0) for all r ∈ (0,∞), setting v = w − w(0), we obtain a solution of
the inequality

v(m)(r) ≥ f(v1/p)
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for all r ∈ [0,∞) satisfying the conditions v(i)(0) = 0, i = 0, . . . ,m − 1. Thus, the
function u(x, t) = v1/p(|x1|) is a non-trivial global weak solution of (1), (2) with

Lu = −
∂m|u|p(signx1)

m

∂xm
1

.

In the case where k = p = 1 and m = 2, we obviously have γ = 1 + 2/n. In this
case, (12) coincides with the blow-up condition for solutions of the Cauchy problem
for the heat equation obtained in [15]. Note that, in paper [15], it is assumed that the
initial values of the Cauchy problem belongs to L∞(Rn) and the solutions belong to
L∞(Rn × (0, T )) for all real number T > 0. We do not need such assumptions.

For the problem

utt −∆u ≥ f(|u|) in R
n+1
+ , u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x) ≥ 0. (17)

Theorems 1 and 2 imply the following statements.
Corollary 1. Let n = 1 and

∫ ∞

1

(f(ζ)ζ)−1/2dζ < ∞. (18)

Then any global weak solution of (17) is trivial.
Corollary 2. Let n ≥ 2, condition (18) be valid, and

∫ 1

0

f(r)dr

r2+2/(n−1)
= ∞. (19)

Then any global weak solution of (17) is trivial.
To prove Corollaries 1 and 2, we note that, for p = 1 and k = m = 2, condition (18)

is equivalent to (10) and (11). At the same time, (19) is equivalent to (12). Thus,
Corollary 1 follows from Theorem 1, while Corollary 2 is a consequence of Theorem 2.
Remark 2. As mentioned above, condition (18) is essential. If (18) is not valid,
then problem (17) has a positive global weak solution which depends only on t. For
power-law nonlinearities f(t) = tλ, Corollary 2 leads to the Kato blow-up condition

1 < λ ≤ 1 +
2

n− 1
(20)

obtained in paper [8]. Indeed, the first inequality in (20) is equivalent to (18), whereas
the second inequality is equivalent to (19). It is well-known that both inequalities in (20)
are exact. To verify the exactness of the first inequality, it is sufficient to check that,
in the case of λ ≤ 1, the function u(x, t) = et is a positive global weak solution of the
problem

utt −∆u ≥ uλ in R
n+1
+ , u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x) ≥ 0.

In accordance with [20, Theorem 2] the second inequality in (20) is also exact.
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Example 1. Let us consider problem (8). It is easy to see that condition (10) is
equivalent to λ > 1, while (11) is equivalent to λ > p. In so doing, (12) is fulfilled if

λ ≤ p+
m

n
.

Thus, in accordance with Theorem 2 if

max{1, p} < λ ≤ p+
m

n
, (21)

then any global weak solution of (8) is trivial.
Note that condition (21) was earlier obtained in [3, Theorem 1].

Example 2. We examine the critical exponent λ = p + m/n > 1 in (21). Namely,
consider the problem

ut − Lu ≥ up+m/n logµ
(

e+
1

u

)

in R
n+1
+ , u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, (22)

where µ is a real number. For u = 0, we assume by continuity that the right-hand side
of inequality (22) is equal to zero. By Theorem 2, if

µ ≥ −1,

then any global weak solution of (22) is trivial.

3 Preliminary and auxiliary statements

In this section, it is assumed that u is a global weak solution of (1), (2) and, moreover,
conditions (10) and (11) are valid. Let us recall that we have agreed to denote by Qκ

r

the cylinder Qκ

r = Br × (0, rκ), where κ > 0 is a real number and Br is the open
ball of radius r > 0 centered at zero. Below, by C and σ we mean various positive
constants that can depend only on A, k, m, n, p, and κ. Put

Fκ(s) =

(∫ ∞

s

ζ1/k−1dζ

f1/k(ζ)

)1/κ

+

∫ ∞

s

ζp/m−1dζ

f1/m(ζ)
.

Lemma 1. Let R > 0 and κ > 0 be real numbers. Then

1

(rκ2 − rκ1 )
k

∫ rκ2

rκ
1

∫

Br2

|u|dxdt+
1

(r2 − r1)m

∫ rκ2

0

∫

Br2\Br1

|u|pdxdt

≥ C

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt (23)

for all real numbers R ≤ r1 < r2 ≤ 2R.
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Proof. Take a non-decreasing function ϕ0 ∈ C∞(R) such that

ϕ0|(−∞,0] = 0 and ϕ0|[1,∞) = 1.

We put

ϕ(x, t) = ϕ0

(

r2 − |x|

r2 − r1

)

ϕ0

(

rκ2 − t

rκ2 − rκ1

)

. (24)

It is easy to see that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R
n+1

+

u∂k
t ϕdxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
C

(rκ2 − rκ1 )
k

∫ rκ2

rκ
1

∫

Br2

|u|dxdt,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R
n+1

+

∑

|α|=m

(−1)maα(x, t, u)∂
αϕdxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
C

(r2 − r1)m

∫ rκ2

0

∫

Br2\Br1

|u|pdxdt,

and
∫

R
n+1

+

f(|u|)ϕdxdt ≥

∫ rκ1

0

∫

Br1

f(|u|)dxdt =

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt.

Thus, taking (24) as a test function in (3), we readily obtain (23).

Lemma 2. Let p ≥ 1, then for all real numbers R > 0, κ > 0, and R ≤ r1 < r2 ≤ 2R
at least one of the following two inequalities is valid:

I(r2)− I(r1) ≥ C(r2 − r1)
kpRkp(κ−1)fp(I1/p(r1)), (25)

I(r2)− I(r1) ≥ C(r2 − r1)
mf(I1/p(r1)), (26)

where

I(r) =
1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r

|u|pdxdt, R < r < 2R. (27)

Proof. At first, assume that

1

(rκ2 − rκ1 )
k

∫ rκ2

rκ
1

∫

Br2

|u|dxdt ≥
1

(r2 − r1)m

∫ rκ2

0

∫

Br2\Br1

|u|pdxdt. (28)

Then Lemma 1 implies the estimate

1

(rκ2 − rκ1 )
k

∫ rκ2

rκ
1

∫

Br2

|u|dxdt ≥ C

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt.

Since
∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt ≥

∫ rκ2

rκ
1

∫

Br2

|u|dxdt,

8



this yields
∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt ≥ C(rκ2 − rκ1 )
k

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt. (29)

Evaluating the left-hand side of the last expression by Hölder’s inequality

(mesQκ

r2 \Q
κ

r1)
(p−1)/p

(

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

≥

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt,

we obtain

(

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

≥
C(rκ2 − rκ1 )

k

(mesQκ
r2 \Q

κ
r1)

(p−1)/p

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt,

whence it follows that

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt ≥ C(rκ2 − rκ1 )
kp

(

mesQκ

2R

mesQκ
r2 \Q

κ
r1

)p−1

×

(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt

)p

. (30)

Since f(ζ1/p) is a non-decreasing convex function, we have

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt ≥
1

2n+κ mesQκ
r1

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt

≥
1

2n+κ
f





(

1

mesQκ
r1

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt

)1/p




≥
1

2n+κ
f





(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt

)1/p


 . (31)

In view of (30), this implies the estimate

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt ≥ C(rκ2 − rκ1 )
kp

(

mesQκ

2R

mesQκ
r2 \Q

κ
r1

)p−1

× fp





(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt

)1/p


 ,

9



combining which with the evident inequalities

(

mesQκ

2R

mesQκ
r2 \Q

κ
r1

)p−1

≥ 1

and
rκ2 − rκ1 ≥ C(r2 − r1)R

κ−1, (32)

we arrive at (25).
Now, let (28) not hold. In this case, Lemma 1 implies that

1

(r2 − r1)m

∫ rκ2

0

∫

Br2\Br1

|u|pdxdt ≥ C

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt, (33)

whence in accordance with (31) and the inequality

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt ≥

∫ rκ2

0

∫

Br2\Br1

|u|pdxdt (34)

we obtain

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt ≥ C(r2 − r1)
mf





(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt

)1/p


 .

To complete the proof, it remains to note that the last expression is equivalent to (26).

Lemma 3. Let 0 < p < 1, then for all real numbers R > 0, κ > 0, and R ≤ r1 <
r2 ≤ 2R at least one of the following two inequalities is valid:

J(r2)− J(r1) ≥ C(r2 − r1)
kRk(κ−1)f(J(r1)), (35)

J(r2)− J(r1) ≥ C(r2 − r1)
m/pf1/p(J(r1)), (36)

where

J(r) =
1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r

|u|dxdt, R < r < 2R. (37)

Proof. At first, assume that (28) is valid. As in the proof of Lemma 2, we can obviously
assert that (29) holds. At the same time, since f is a non-decreasing convex function,
we have

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt ≥
1

2n+κ mesQκ
r1

∫

Qκ

r1

f(|u|)dxdt

≥
1

2n+κ
f

(

1

mesQκ
r1

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt

)

10



≥
1

2n+κ
f

(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt

)

. (38)

Thus, (29) implies the estimate

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt ≥ C(rκ2 − rκ1 )
kf

(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt

)

,

whence in accordance with (32) inequality (35) follows at once.
In its turn, if (28) is not valid, then Lemma 1 implies (33), whence in accordance

with (34) and (38) we obtain

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt ≥ C(r2 − r1)
mf

(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt

)

. (39)

By Hölder’s inequality,

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|pdxdt ≤ (mesQκ

r2 \Q
κ

r1)
1−p

(

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt

)p

;

therefore, (39) yields

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r2
\Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt ≥ C(r2 − r1)
m/p

(

mesQκ

2R

mesQκ
r2 \Q

κ
r1

)1/p−1

× f1/p

(

1

mesQκ

2R

∫

Qκ

r1

|u|dxdt

)

.

Since
(

mesQκ

2R

mesQκ
r2 \Q

κ
r1

)1/p−1

≥ 1,

this readily implies (36).

Lemma 4. Suppose that p ≥ 1, then

Fκ





(

σ

Rn+κ

∫

Qκ

R

|u|pdxdt

)1/p


 ≥ CR, (40)

for any real number R > 0 and κ > 0 such that mes{(x, t) ∈ Qκ

R : u(x, t) 6= 0} > 0.

Proof. Take the minimal positive integer l such that 2lI(R) ≥ I(2R), where the func-
tion I is defined by (27). We construct a finite sequence of real numbers ri, i = 0, . . . , l,

11



by putting r0 = R,

ri = sup{r ∈ (ri−1, 2R) : I(r) ≤ 2I(ri−1)}, 0 < i ≤ l − 1,

and rl = 2R. It can easily be seen that

I(ri) = 2I(ri−1) for all 0 < i ≤ l − 1 and I(rl) ≤ 2I(rl−1). (41)

According to Lemma 2, for any integer 0 < i ≤ l at least one of the following two
inequalities is valid:

I(ri)− I(ri−1) ≥ C(ri − ri−1)
kpRkp(κ−1)fp(I1/p(ri−1)), (42)

I(ri)− I(ri−1) ≥ C(ri − ri−1)
mf(I1/p(ri−1)). (43)

We denote by Ξ1 the set of all integers 0 < i ≤ l for which (42) holds. Also let Ξ2

be the set of all other integers 0 < i ≤ l. If i ∈ Ξ1, then (41) and (42) imply that

I1/(kp)(ri−1)

f1/k(I1/p(ri−1))
≥ C(ri − ri−1)R

κ−1,

whence in accordance with the evident inequality

∫ 2I(ri−1)

I(ri−1)

ζ1/(kp)−1dζ

f1/k(2−1/pζ1/p)
≥

21/(kp)−1I1/(kp)(ri−1)

f1/k(I1/p(ri−1))

we obtain
∫ 2I(ri−1)

I(ri−1)

ζ1/(kp)−1dζ

f1/k(2−1/pζ1/p)
≥ C(ri − ri−1)R

κ−1, (44)

In its turn, if i ∈ Ξ2, then (41) and (43) allow us to assert that

I1/m(ri−1)

f1/m(I1/p(ri−1))
≥ C(ri − ri−1).

Since
∫ 2I(ri−1)

I(ri−1)

ζ1/m−1dζ

f1/m(2−1/pζ1/p)
≥

21/m−1I1/m(ri−1)

f1/m(I1/p(ri−1))
,

this readily implies the estimate

∫ 2I(ri−1)

I(ri−1)

ζ1/m−1dζ

f1/m(2−1/pζ1/p)
≥ C(ri − ri−1). (45)

At first, we assume that
∑

i∈Ξ1

(ri − ri−1) ≥
R

2
. (46)

12



Summing (44) over all i ∈ Ξ1, we obtain

∫ ∞

I(R)

ζ1/(kp)−1dζ

f1/k(2−1/pζ1/p)
≥ CRκ .

By the change of variable ξ = 2−1/pζ1/p, the last expression is reduced to the form

∫ ∞

(I(R)/2)1/p

ξ1/k−1dξ

f1/k(ξ)
≥ CRκ .

This, in its turn, implies (40).
Now let (46) not hold. Then

∑

i∈Ξ2

(ri − ri−1) ≥
R

2
; (47)

therefore, summing (45) over all i ∈ Ξ2, we have

∫ ∞

I(R)

ζ1/m−1dζ

f1/m(2−1/pζ1/p)
≥ CR.

By the change of variable ξ = 2−1/pζ1/p, this can be transformed to the inequality

∫ ∞

(I(R)/2)1/p

ξp/m−1dξ

f1/m(ξ)
≥ CR,

whence (40) follows again. The proof is completed.

Lemma 5. Suppose that 0 < p < 1, then

Fκ

(

σ

Rn+κ

∫

Qκ

R

|u|dxdt

)

≥ CR (48)

for any real number R > 0 and κ > 0 such that mes{(x, t) ∈ Qκ

R : u(x, t) 6= 0} > 0.

Proof. We take the minimal positive integer l such that 2lJ(R) ≥ J(2R), where the
function J is defined by (37). Consider the sequence of real numbers ri, i = 0, . . . , l,
constructed in the proof of Lemma 4 with I replaced by J . We obviously have

J(ri) = 2J(ri−1) for all 0 < i ≤ l− 1 and J(rl) ≤ 2J(rl−1). (49)

In view of Lemma 3, for any integer 0 < i ≤ l at least one of the following two
inequalities is valid:

J(ri)− J(ri−1) ≥ C(ri − ri−1)
kRk(κ−1)f(J(ri−1)), (50)

13



J(ri)− J(ri−1) ≥ C(ri − ri−1)
m/pf1/p(J(ri−1)). (51)

We denote by Ξ1 the set of integers 0 < i ≤ l such that (50) holds and let Ξ2 be
the set of all other positive integers 0 < i ≤ l. For any i ∈ Ξ1, it follows from (49)
and (50) that

J1/k(ri−1)

f1/k(J(ri−1))
≥ C(ri − ri−1)R

κ−1.

Combining this with the evident inequality

∫ 2J(ri−1)

J(ri−1)

ζ1/k−1dζ

f1/k(ζ/2)
≥

21/k−1J1/k(ri−1)

f1/k(J(ri−1))
,

we obtain
∫ 2J(ri−1)

J(ri−1)

ζ1/k−1dζ

f1/k(ζ/2)
≥ C(ri − ri−1)R

κ−1. (52)

In its turn, for any i ∈ Ξ2 in accordance with (49) and (51) we have

Jp/m(ri−1)

f1/m(J(ri−1))
≥ C(ri − ri−1).

In view of the estimate

∫ 2J(ri−1)

J(ri−1)

ζp/m−1dζ

f1/m(ζ/2)
≥

2p/m−1Jp/m(ri−1)

f1/m(J(ri−1))
,

this implies that
∫ 2J(ri−1)

J(ri−1)

ζp/m−1dζ

f1/m(ζ/2)
≥ C(ri − ri−1). (53)

At first, let (46) be fulfilled. Summing (52) over all i ∈ Ξ1, we obtain

∫ ∞

J(R)

ζ1/k−1dζ

f1/k(ζ/2)
≥ CRκ .

After the change of variable ξ = ζ/2, the last expression takes the form

∫ ∞

J(R)/2

ξ1/k−1dξ

f1/k(ξ)
≥ CRκ ,

whence (48) immediately follows.
Now, assume that (46) is not valid. In this case, (47) holds and, summing (53) over

all i ∈ Ξ2, we arrive at the inequality

∫ ∞

J(R)

ζp/m−1dζ

f1/m(ζ/2)
≥ CR

14



which, by the change of variable ξ = ζ/2, can be transformed to

∫ ∞

J(R)/2

ξp/m−1dξ

f1/m(ξ)
≥ CR.

This again leads us to (48).

Lemma 6. Suppose that p ≥ 1, then

1

Rkκ−m

(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

+
1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

≥
C

Rn+κ−m

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt (54)

for all real numbers R > 0 and κ > 0.

Proof. Lemma 1 with r1 = R/2 and r2 = R yields

1

Rkκ

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|dxdt+
1

Rm

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt ≥ C

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt (55)

for all real numbers R > 0 and κ > 0, whence in accordance with Hölder’s inequality

(mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2)
(p−1)/p

(

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

≥

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|dxdt

and the fact that
σRn+κ ≤ mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2 ≤ CRn+κ (56)

estimate (54) follows at once.

Lemma 7. Assume that 0 < p < 1, then

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|dxdt+
1

Rm−kκ

(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|dxdt

)p

≥
C

Rn−(k−1)κ

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt (57)

for all real numbers R > 0 and κ > 0.

Proof. In view of Lemma 1, relation (55) holds for all real numbers R > 0 and κ > 0.
Evaluating the second summand on the left in (55) by Hölder’s inequality

(mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2)
1−p

(

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|dxdt

)p

≥

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt
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and using estimate (56), we readily obtain (57).

Lemma 8. Let p ≥ 1, then for all real numbers R > 0 and κ > 0 at least one of the
following two systems of inequalities is valid:























(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

≥
σ

Rn−(k−1)κ

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(R)− E(R/2) ≥ CRn+κf

(

σE(R/2)

Rn−(k−1)κ

)

,

(58)























1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt ≥
σ

Rn+κ−m

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(R)− E(R/2) ≥ CRn+κf

(

(

σE(R/2)

Rn+κ−m

)1/p
)

,

(59)

where

E(r) =

∫

Qκ

r

f(|u|)dxdt, r > 0. (60)

Proof. Let

1

Rkκ−m

(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

≥
1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt. (61)

Applying Lemma 6, we have the first inequality in (58), whence it follows that

f





(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p


 ≥ f

(

σ

Rn−(k−1)κ

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt

)

since f is a non-decreasing function. Combining this with the estimate

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt

≥ f





(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p


 (62)

which is valid as f(ζ1/p) is a convex function, we obtain

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt ≥ f

(

σ

Rn−(k−1)κ

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt

)

.
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In view of (56), the last expression is equivalent to the second inequality in (58).
Now, assume that (61) is not satisfied. In this case, Lemma 6 implies the fist

inequality in (59) which, in turn, allows us to assert that

f





(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p




≥ f





(

σ

Rn+κ−m

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt

)1/p


 .

Combining this with (62), we have

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt ≥ f





(

σ

Rn+κ−m

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt

)1/p


 ,

whence in accordance with (56) the second inequality in (59) follows at once.

Lemma 9. Let 0 < p < 1, then for all real numbers R > 0 and κ > 0 at least one of
the following two systems of inequalities is valid:



















1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|dxdt ≥
σ

Rn−(k−1)κ

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(R)− E(R/2) ≥ CRn+κf

(

σE(R/2)

Rn−(k−1)κ

)

,



























(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|dxdt

)p

≥
σ

Rn+κ−m

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(R)− E(R/2) ≥ CRn+κf

(

(

σE(R/2)

Rn+κ−m

)1/p
)

,

where the function E is defined by (60).

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 8. The only difference
is that Lemma 6 should be replaced by Lemma 7.

4 Proof of Theorems 1–4

In this section, as in the previous one, by C and σ we denote various positive constants
that can depend only on A, k, m, n, and p, unless otherwise stated.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let us take κ = m/k. At first, we consider the case where p ≥ 1.
For any non-trivial global weak solution of (1), (2) in accordance with the evident
estimate

σRn+κ ≤ mesQκ

R ≤ CRn+κ
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Lemma 4 implies that

lim
R→∞

1

mesQκ

R

∫

Qκ

R

|u|pdxdt = 0.

In do doing, Lemma 6 yields

(

1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

+
1

mesQκ

R \Qκ

R/2

∫

Qκ

R\Qκ

R/2

|u|pdxdt

≥
C

Rn−m(1−1/k)

∫

Qκ

R/2

f(|u|)dxdt

for all real numbers R > 0. Passing in the last expression to the limit as R → ∞, we
have

∫

R
n+1

+

f(|u|)dxdt = 0.

Since f(ζ) > 0 for all ζ ∈ (0,∞), this implies that u is equal to zero almost everywhere
in R

n+1
+ . Thus, we arrive at a contradiction with our assumption that u is a non-trivial

solution.
For 0 < p < 1, all the arguments are completely analogous. The only difference is

that Lemmas 4 and 6 should be replaced by Lemmas 5 and 7, respectively.

Proof of Theorem 2. Assume the converse. Let u be a non-trivial global weak solution
of (1), (2). We put

κ =
n(p− 1) +m

1 + (k − 1)p
. (63)

Since p > 1 − m/n by the hypotheses of the theorem, one can assert that κ > 0. It
can also be verified that κ satisfies the system of equations







n+ κ − γ(n− (k − 1)κ) = 0,

n+ κ −
γ

p
(n+ κ −m) = 0,

(64)

where γ is defined by (13). In particular, from (64), it follows that

n+ κ −m

p
= n− (k − 1)κ. (65)

We denote

h(ζ) =
f(ζ)

ζγ
, ζ > 0. (66)

Take a real number r0 > 0 such that E(r0) > 0, where the function E is defined
by (60). Also let ri = 2ir0, i = 1, 2, . . ..

From now on, we assume that the constants C and σ can also depend on E(r0).
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At first, we consider the case of p ≥ 1. Let us establish the validity of the estimate

E(ri+1)− E(ri)

Eγ/p(ri)
≥ Ch

(

σE1/p(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)

(67)

for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Indeed, by Lemma 8, for any integer i ≥ 0 at least one of the
following two systems of inequalities is satisfied:



























(

1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

≥
σ

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

∫

Qκ

ri

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

σE(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)

,

(68)























1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|pdxdt ≥
σ

rn+κ−m
i

∫

Qκ

ri

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

(

σE(ri)

rn+κ−m
i

)1/p
)

.

(69)

Let (68) be valid for some integer i ≥ 0. Since f is a non-decreasing function, the
second inequality in (68) implies that

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

σE1−1/p(r0)E
1/p(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)

,

whence in accordance with the first equation in (64), we readily obtain (67).
In its turn, if (69) is valid for some integer i ≥ 0, then the second inequality in (69)

yields

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

σE1/p(ri)

r
(n+κ−m)/p
i

)

,

whence in accordance with (65) and the second equation in (64) we have (67).
It can be seen that

(

1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|pdxdt

)1/p

≥
σE1/p(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

(70)

for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Indeed, in the case where (68) holds, estimate (70) follows from
the first inequality in (68) and the fact that

∫

Qκ

ri

f(|u|)dxdt ≥ E1−1/p(r0)E
1/p(ri).

In its turn, if (69) holds, then (70) follows from (65) and the first inequality in (69).
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By Lemma 4 and estimate (56), the left-hand side of (70) tends to zero as i → ∞.
Thus, passing in (70) to the limit as i → ∞, we obtain

lim
i→∞

E1/p(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

= 0. (71)

Let us denote λ = n− (k − 1)κ and

ζi = E1/p(ri), i = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

Taking into account (63) and the condition n > m(1− 1/k), we have

λ =
k(n−m(1− 1/k))

1 + (k − 1)p
> 0.

There are sequences of integers 0 ≤ si < li ≤ si+1, i = 1, 2, . . ., such that

ζj

rλj
>

ζj+1

rλj+1

if

j ∈

∞
⋃

i=1

[si, li) (72)

and
ζj

rλj
≤

ζj+1

rλj+1

if (72) is not fulfilled. Since E(rj+1) ≥ E(rj) for all j = 1, 2, . . ., we have

2λζj+1

rλj+1

≥
ζj

rλj
>

ζj+1

rλj+1

(73)

for all integers j satisfying (72). It can also be seen that

2λζj > ζj+1 ≥ ζj (74)

for all integers j satisfying (72).
Estimate (67) can obviously be written as

ζpj+1 − ζpj
ζγj

≥ Ch

(

σζj

rλj

)

, j = 1, 2, . . . , (75)

whence in accordance with (74) it follows that

ζj+1 − ζj

ζγ−p+1
j

≥ Ch

(

σζj

rλj

)
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for all integers j satisfying (72). Multiplying this by the inequality

1 ≥
ζj/r

λ
j − ζj+1/r

λ
j+1

ζj/rλj
,

we obtain
ζj+1 − ζj

ζγ−p+1
j

≥ C
h(σζj/r

λ
j )

ζj/rλj

(

ζj

rλj
−

ζj+1

rλj+1

)

(76)

for all integers j satisfying (72).
In view of (74), we have

∫ ζj+1

ζj

dζ

ζγ−p+1
≥ C

ζj+1 − ζj

ζγ−p+1
j

for all integers j satisfying (72). In turn, (73) allows us to assert that

h(σζj/r
λ
j )

ζj/rλj

(

ζj

rλj
−

ζj+1

rλj+1

)

≥ C

∫ ζj/r
λ
j

ζj+1/rλj+1

h̃(σζ)

ζ
dζ

for all integers j satisfying (72), where

h̃(ζ) = inf
(ζ, 2λζ)

h.

Thus, (76) implies the estimate

∫ ζj+1

ζj

dζ

ζγ−p+1
≥ C

∫ ζj/r
λ
j

ζj+1/rλj+1

h̃(σζ)

ζ
dζ

for all integers j satisfying (72), whence it follows that

∞
∑

i=1

∫ ζli

ζsi

dζ

ζγ−p+1
≥ C

∞
∑

i=1

∫ ζsi/r
λ
si

ζli/r
λ
li

h̃(σζ)

ζ
dζ.

Combining this with (71) and the inequalities ζsi+1
≥ ζli and ζli/r

λ
li

≤ ζsi+1
/rλsi+1

,
i = 1, 2, . . . , we obtain

∫ ∞

ζs1

dζ

ζγ−p+1
≥ C

∫ ζs1/r
λ
s1

0

h̃(σζ)

ζ
dζ. (77)
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In view of the choice of the real number r0, one can assert that E(rs1 ) ≥ E(r0) > 0.
At the same time, γ > p in accordance with (13). Hence,

∫ ∞

ζs1

dζ

ζγ−p+1
< ∞.

In so doing, from the monotonicity of the function f , it follows that

h̃(ζ) ≥
1

2λγ
f(ζ)

ζγ
, ζ > 0. (78)

Thus, (77) implies the relation

∫ ζs1/r
λ
s1

0

f(σζ)

ζ1+γ
dζ < ∞

which contradicts (12).
Now, we consider the case of 1−m/n < p < 1. Let us show that

E(ri+1)− E(ri)

Eγ(ri)
≥ Ch

(

σE(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)

(79)

for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Indeed, by Lemma 9, for any integer i ≥ 0 at least one of the
following two systems of inequalities is satisfied:























1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|dxdt ≥
σ

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

∫

Qκ

ri

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

σE(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)

,

(80)



























(

1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|dxdt

)p

≥
σ

rn+κ−m
i

∫

Qκ

ri

f(|u|)dxdt,

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

(

σE(ri)

rn+κ−m
i

)1/p
)

.

(81)

In the case where (80) is valid for some integer i ≥ 0, the second inequality in (80)
and the first equation in (64) immediately imply (79). In its turn, if (81) is valid for
some integer i ≥ 0, then (65) and the second inequality in (81) yield

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

σE1/p(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)

,
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whence in accordance with the monotonicity of the function f and the fact that

E1/p(ri) ≥ E1/p−1(r0)E(ri) (82)

we obtain

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

σE(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)

.

According to the first equation in (64) and the definition of function h, this again
leads us to (79).

It can also be shown that

1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|dxdt ≥
σE(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

(83)

for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Indeed, if (80) is satisfied for some integer i ≥ 0, then (83)
follows directly from the first inequality in (80). In the case where (81) holds, the first
inequality in (81) implies that

1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|dxdt ≥
σE1/p(ri)

r
(n+κ−m)/p
i

,

whence in accordance with (65) and (82) we again arrive at (83).
By Lemma 5 and estimate (56), the left-hand side of (83) tends to zero as i → ∞.

Thus, passing in (83) to the limit as i → ∞, one can conclude that

lim
i→∞

E(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

= 0. (84)

We take
ζi = E(ri), i = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

this time. In so doing, let λ = n−(k−1)κ as before. Then inequality (79) can obviously
be written in the form

ζi+1 − ζi
ζγi

≥ Ch

(

σζi

rλi

)

, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (85)

Thus, repeating the proof of estimate (77) with (75) replaced by (85), we obtain

∫ ∞

ζs1

dζ

ζγ
≥ C

∫ ζs1/r
λ
s1

0

h̃(σζ)

ζ
dζ.

The left-hand side of the last expression is less than infinity as

γ =
n+ κ

n− κ(k − 1)
> 1
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according to the first equation in (64), whereas

∫ ζs1/r
λ
s1

0

h̃(σζ)

ζ
dζ ≥

1

2λγ

∫ ζs1/r
λ
s1

0

f(σζ)

ζ1+γ
dζ = ∞ (86)

in view of (78) and condition (12). This contradiction proves the theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3. Assume the converse. Let u be a non-trivial global weak solution
of (1), (2) and let q be some real number such that p ≤ q < p/(1−m/n). We put

κ =
(p/q − 1)n+m

1 + (k − 1)p/q
(87)

and

γ =
np+mq/k

n−m(1− 1/k)
. (88)

It is easy to see that κ > 0 and γ > 0. In so doing, κ and γ satisfy the system of
equations











n+ κ −
γ

q
(n− (k − 1)κ) = 0,

n+ κ −
γ

p
(n+ κ −m) = 0.

(89)

In particular, this system implies that

n+ κ −m

p
=

n− (k − 1)κ

q
. (90)

Take a real number r0 > 0 such that E(r0) > 0, where the function E is defined
by (60). Also let ri = 2ir0, i = 1, 2, . . .. As in the proof of Theorem 2, we assume that
the constants C and σ below can also depend on E(r0).

Let us show that relation (84) remains valid. Indeed, by Lemma 9, for any integer
i ≥ 0 at least one of the two systems of inequalities (80) or (81) is satisfied. In the case
where (80) holds, the first inequality in (80) implies (83). In its turn, if (81) holds,
then the first inequality in (81) yields

(

1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|dxdt

)q

≥
σEq/p(ri)

r
q(n+κ−m)/p
i

,

whence in accordance with (90) and the fact that Eq/p(ri) ≥ Eq/p−1(r0)E(ri), we have

(

1

mesQκ
ri+1

\Qκ
ri

∫

Qκ

ri+1
\Qκ

ri

|u|dxdt

)q

≥
σE(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

. (91)

Hence, to establish the validity of (84), it sufficient to note that the left-hand sides
of (83) and (91) tend to zero as i → ∞ by Lemma 5 and relation (56).
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Now, we show the validity of the estimate

E(ri+1)− E(ri)

Eγ/q(ri)
≥ Ch



σ

(

E(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)1/q


 (92)

for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . ., where h is defined by (66). Indeed, in view of (84), there exits
an integer i0 ≥ 0 such that

E(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

≤ 1 (93)

for all i ≥ i0. Without loss of generality, it can be assumed that i0 = 0; otherwise we
replace r0 by ri0 .

If (80) holds, then in accordance with (93) and the second inequality in (80) we
obtain

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f



σ

(

E(ri)

r
n−(k−1)κ
i

)1/q


 . (94)

By the first equation in (89), this immediately implies (92). In its turn, if (81) is
satisfied, then (90) and the second inequality in (81) yield

E(ri+1)− E(ri) ≥ Crn+κ

i f

(

σE1/p(ri)

r
(n−(k−1)κ)/q
i

)

.

Since E1/p(ri) ≥ E1/p−1/q(r0)E
1/q(ri), this again leads us to (94), whence (92) follows

at once.
Let us denote λ = (n− (k − 1)κ)/q and

ζi = E1/q(ri), i = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

Taking into account (87) and the condition n > m(1− 1/k), we have

λ =
k(n−m(1− 1/k))

q + (k − 1)p
> 0.

In the above notation, (92) can obviously be written as

ζqi+1 − ζqi
ζγi

≥ Ch

(

σζi

rλi

)

, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (95)

Thus, repeating the proof of estimate (77) with (75) replaced by (95), we obtain

∫ ∞

ζs1

dζ

ζγ−q+1
≥ C

∫ ζs1/r
λ
s1

0

h̃(σζ)

ζ
dζ.
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From (88), it follows that γ → p/(1 −m/n) as q → p/(1 −m/n). Therefore, the real
number q ∈ [p, p/(1−m/n)) can be chosen such that γ > µ. In view of (14) and (78),
this implies (86). On the other hand, from the first equation in (89), it follows that
γ > q; therefore,

∫ ∞

ζs1

dζ

ζγ−q+1
< ∞.

This contradiction completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 4. It is obvious that (1), (2) can have only trivial solutions. This
follows from Theorem 1 if n ≤ m(1−1/k) or from Theorems 2 and 3 if n > m(1−1/k).
At the same time, problem (1), (2) can not have trivial solutions. Really, if f(0) > 0,
then for any non-negative function ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (Rn+1
+ ) with a non-empty support the

right-hand side of (3) is positive, whereas the left-hand side is equal to zero.

Remark 3. Theorems 1–4 remain valid if, instead of the non-negativity of the initial
value uk−1, one requires that

U(r) =

∫

Br

uk−1dx

is a non-decreasing non-negative function in a neighborhood of infinity. In this case,
we have

U ′(r) =

∫

Sr

uk−1dSr ≥ 0

for almost all r in a neighborhood of infinity, where Sr is the sphere of radius r > 0
centered at zero and dSr is the volume element on Sr. Therefore, Lemma 1 and all
subsequent statements remain valid if the real number R in their conditions is large
enough. Indeed, taking the test function ϕ such as in the proof of Lemma 1, we obtain
that the first summand on the right in (3) is non-negative. This is sufficient for the
validity of inequality (23).
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