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LINEARLY STABLE SELF-SIMILAR SOLUTIONS OF
SEMILINEAR HEAT EQUATIONS

KYEONGSU CHOI AND JIUZHOU HUANG

ABSTRACT. We classify the smooth linearly stable self-similar solu-
tions of the semilinear heat equation u; = Au + |u[P"tuin R™ x (0,T)
under an integral condition for all p > 1. As a corollary, we prove that
finite time blowing up solutions of this equation on a bounded convex
domain with u(-,0) > 0 and u(-,0) > 0 converges to a constant after
rescaling at the blow-up point for all p > 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the self-similar solutions of the and the blow
up behaviour of the semilinear heat equation

u = Au+ |ufPlu =: F(u) inQx (0,7), (1.1)
where (2 C R" is a domain in R"™, p > 1 is a constant.

Suppose u is a smooth solution to (1.1) on Q x (0,7"). w is said to be
self-similar about (a,T") € Q x Ry If u(z,t) = )\%u(a + ANz —a), T+
A2(t —T)) =: ur(z,t) forany A > 0. A fundamental tool to study self-
similar solutions is the similarity variables. Define

y:fj;[_ltu SI—IOg(T—t),

W) (y,s) = (T — t)P_ilu(iB, t) = e_p%lu(a + ye‘g,T —e®).

(1.2)

Then w, 1)(= w) satisfies
ws = Aw — %y -Vuw — p%lw + Jw|P"tw = F(w), inD,rq (1.3)
where
Doro={(y,s) e R a+ye 2 € Qs> —logT}. (1.4)

The point is that w, measures the extent to which u is not self-similar. In
particular, u is self-similar about (a, T") if and only if w7 is independent
of 5,1.e. w(, ) (= w) satisfies

Aw — Ly - Vuw — p%lw + |w|P~rw = 0, (1.5)

with (y, s) € Dy 1.0
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The first goal of this paper is to classify the linearly stable self-similar
solutions of (1.1) for 2 = R™. A solutions u of (1.1) is said to be linearly
stable if the only unstable eigenfunctions of the linearized operator of F
at w come from the re-centering of space and time (see Section 2 for the
detailed discussion of linearly stable self-similar solutions).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that v is a smooth linearly stable self-similar so-
lution of (1.1) on R™ x (0,T) with p > 1, satisfying one of the following
conditions

p _le—al?
(1) [ [, )P(T — t)5 16 10 dy < 00, Vit € (0,T);

(2)p>1+\/§.

Then u(z,t) = k(T — t)_P%, where k := (p%l)ﬁ

We will see from Corollary 2.4 that, the linear stability of v implies that
]ﬁw + %yiwi > (. Thus, it suffices to prove

Theorem 1.2. Suppose w is a smooth solution of (1.5) on R"™ with ﬁw +
%yiwi > 0 on R"™. Suppose one of the following condition is satisfied

(1) fgn
(2)p>1+\/§.

_lvi?
w|*e” 1 dy < oo,

Then w is a constant, i.e. w = 1= (S17) 1.

The study of equation (1.5) plays an important role in the study of blowup
of solutions of (1.1). Usually, the blow up behaviour of solutions of (1.5)
depends on the power p and radial symmetry of w heavily. Before recalling
the known results, we first introduce several critical exponents:

400, n=1,2;

2o > 3.
n—2 —

+ 00, n <10;

(Joseph-Lundgren exponent) p; := {1 a ?_ 4 ;S% ﬁ»

+ 00, n<10;
6

(Sobolev exponent) pg := {

n > 11.

(Lepin exponent) pg, := {

Forn = 1,2,p > 1lorn > 3, p < pg, [8] shows that the only bounded
solution of (1.5) is w = 0,%k. For p > pg, the most known results are
about positive radial solutions. i.e. solutions of

ww%—("_l—g)wr—ﬁjtwp:& r>0;

w,(0) =0, w>0.

(1.6)
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Forp < pr, [17] and [2, 4, 7, 12, 16, 18] showed that the solutions of (1.6)
are infinitely many and countable for ps < p < p;r, at most countable for
p = pyr, and finite for p;;, < p < pr. For the case p > p;, [13] proved that
(1.6) only has constant solution «, the same result was claimed in [14] for
p = pr, but the proof there seems not complete, see [17].

As seen above, most of the previous classification of the self-similar so-
lutions need either w to be radial symmetric or the exponent p to be subcrit-
ical. Our result replaces these conditions with a stability condition together

2
w|?Pe~"dy < oo (and this additional

with a mild integral condition fR"

condition can be removed in the case p > 1+ \/g ). The idea comes from the

Colding-Minicozzi’s classification of linearly stable self-shrinkers of mean
curvature flow with polynomial volume growth in [3]. Due to the similarity
of the mean curvature flow equation and equation (1.1), this is reasonable.

As mentioned above, the classification of self-similar solution plays an
important role in the study of blow up behaviour of (1.1). A smooth solution
u of (1.1) is said to blow up at time 7 if

lim (-, 1) 1) = o0.

It’s convenient to divide the blow-up into two types: type-I blow-up and
type-II blow-up. The blow-up is said to be type-I if

1

limsup |[u(-, )|z (T — )71 < 0.
t—T

Otherwise, it is said to be type-II. Suppose that u has type-I blow up at 7',
and (a,T) € Q2 x R, is a blow up point of u (i.e. there exists a sequence
(zi,t;) — (a,T), such that |u(z;, ;)| — 400 asi — 00). Thenw¥(y, s) =
wq, (Y, si+5) converges to a solution w of (1.5) for some sequence s; — 00,
which can be seen from the Proposition 1’ in [8]

/ / lws(s, y)*pdyds = E[w](a) — E[w](b), (1.7)

where
E(w) = %/ \Vw\2pdy+m/ [wpdy — 35 | [P pdy, (1.8)

ly|2

and p(y) = (47)"2e~ 1. Such a blowup is called an asymptotically self-
similar blow-up near (a, T').

Giga-Kohn and Giga-Matsui-Sasayama [9, 10, 11] proved that when 1 <
p < ps and Q = R” or 2 is convex domain, then only type-I blow up
happens. Thus, the blow-up are all asymptotically self-similar in this case.
For the supercritical case, [5] proved that when () is a bounded convex
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domain, ug > 0, u = 0 on 01, and u; > 0, then only type-I blow-up
appears. Thus, we have the following theorem

Theorem 1.3. Suppose () C R"™ is a bounded convex domain with smooth
boundary with p > 1. Given a smooth function p(x) > 0 in ), suppose the
initial boundary value problem

uy = Au+ |[ulPru inQ,

u(x,0) = p(x), (1.9)
u(z,t) =0, z€dN0<t<T,

has a smooth solution w on €2 x (0,T") which blows up at (a,T) € Q x R,
and u(x,0) > 0 for v € Q. Then u = o((T — t)_ﬁ) or u is asymptoti-

K

cally self-similar to —— ast — T. Equivalently, w(y, s) = war(y, s)
(T—1)7T
converges to 0 or k in C2(R") as s — oo.

Note that [1] got similar results when n > 3 and p > # for the case
2 = {z € R"||z| < R} being a ball centered at the origin, u; > 0, ¢ >
0 are radial symmetric (see also [6, 8] for n = 1,2). We removed the
assumption of the radial symmetry of €2 and .

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we define the
linear stability of smooth self-similar solution of (1.1), and derive some ba-
sic facts about it. In Section 3, we first derive some formulas for integration
by parts in a weighted space on a noncompact domain. Then we derive
the integral estimates which will conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.3 in section 4.

Acknowledgement K. Choi is supported by KIAS Individual Grant MG078902,
J. Huang is supported by KIAS Individual Grant MG088501.

2. LINEAR STABILITY

In this section, we assume that v is a smooth self-similar solution of (1.1)
on R™ x (0, 7). We define the linear stability of « and give some basic facts
about it. It’s more convenient to use self-similar variables in (1.2) to study
the linear stability of w. Using the notation in (1.2), u is self-similar w.r.t.
(a,T) if and only if w = w, r(y, s) is independent of s, i.e.

0=ws=Aw-1y - Vw-— ﬁw + |wPrw =: F(w). (2.1
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To define the linear stability of self-similar solutions via w, we first compute
the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the linearization of F'. The lineariza-
tion L,, of F1is:

Lyv = E@H) Ay ly-Vo— -+ (p- D)w]P~3w?o + [wP~ v

dl
=Av — 1y - Vo — =) + plwP .
(2.2)
The eigenfunctions v satisfies
Lyv=Av—1y-Vuv— = + plwP~lv = —Aw. (2.3)

Definition 2.1. A smooth self-similar solution v of (1.1) (with respect to
(a,T)) is linearly stable if the only unstable eigenfunctions of L, corre-
sponds to the re-centering of space and time, where w = w, 7 1s defined in

(1.2).

Suppose u is a self-similar solution w.r.t. (a,7"). To find the eigenfunc-
tions of L,, corresponding to re-centering of space and time, we note that

since w = w, r is defined in (1.2), u = (T — t)_rilw(j%, —log(T —1t)).
Thus

ui :(T—t)_ﬁ_%w“ 'L’:172’...n;

wp == (T — ) 7w + (T — )77 Gwg(T — 1) + wr)  (2.4)

p—1 T—t

__pP_

= (T =) (7w + gy:w;)
since ws; = 0. Ignoring the multiple constants, this suggests that w; (1 =
1,2,---n) and ﬁw + Sy;w; are the eigenfunctions of L = L,, which
correspond to the re-centering of space and time variable respectively. In
fact, we have the following lemma.
Lemma 2.2. Suppose w is smooth and satisfies (1.5) on R". Then ]ﬁw +
%yiwi is an eigenfunction of L., with eigenvlaue —1, and w; (i = 1,2,---n)
is an eigenfunction of L., with eigenvalue —%.

Proof. Differentiating the equation (1.5) with respect to y; implies
Lyw; =tw;, i=12,--n. (2.5)

Thus, w; is an eigenfunction of L,, with eigenvalue —%, which correspond-
ing to the re-centering of space.
For the function p%lw + 2y;w;, a direct computation using (1.5) shows

Awiyi) — 5y - V(wiys) = yidw; + 28w — Jwayiye — 3y - Vo,
:yz(%yszk + p%lwi — plw’ w; + %wz) — %wikyiyk

+2(39 - Vu + SLw — [w]P"'w) = 3y - Vu



6 KYEONGSU CHOI AND JIUZHOU HUANG

—_yVuw

1 Ty Vw— plwlP~ wiy; + p%lw — 2w’ 'w.

This implies that

Ly(wiy;) =y - Vo + 22w — 2w~ w. (2.6)
On the other hand,
Lw(lﬁw) = ﬁwa = ﬁ(—|w|p_1w + plwP~ w) = 2w P w. (2.7)
Combining (2.6) and (2.7), we get
Lo (wiy; + 21,%110) = W;Y; + p%lw- (2.8)

Thus, w;y; + 21%10 is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue —1, which corre-
sponding to the re-centering of time. U

Combing these discussions, we have the equivalent definition of linearly
stable self-similar solutions of (1.1).

Definition 2.3. Let u be a smooth self-similar solution of (1.1) on R™ x
(0, T) w.r.t. (a,T). Then, u is linearly stable if and only if the only unstable
eigenfunctions of L, are tw + 3y - Vw and w; (i = 1,2+, n), where
w = W, 18 defined in (1.2).

Corollary 2.4. Suppose u is a smooth self-similar solution of (1.1) on R™ x
(0, T)w.rt. (a,T). Then ﬁw + %yiwi > 0in Dy, where w = w,r is
defined in (1.2).

Proof. Since u is a linearly stable self-similar solution of (1.1) w.r.t. (a,T),
p%lw + sy;w; and w; (i = 1,2---,n) are the only eigenfunctions of
L,, with eigenvalue A\ < 0. Since p%lw + %yiwi has eigenvalue —1, w;
(i = 1,2,---,n) has eigenvalue —3, we have p%lw + 1yw; is the first

eigenfunction of L., thus it is positive. U

3. INTEGRAL ESTIMATES

We assume that v is a smooth linearly stable self-similar solution of (1.1)
onR" x (0,7") (w. r. t. (a,T")) in this section. To prove Theorem 1.2 and
Corollary 1.3 in section 4, we need some integral estimates, which will be
derived in this section. The main tool is integration by parts in a weighted
space on a noncompact domain. First we introduce some notations.

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator

L:=A-1y-V,
and the linearized operator

L:Lw:A—%y-V—ﬁ—I—MwV’_l:£—ﬁ+p|w|p_l.
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The weighed inner product

(f,9)w = fge‘%dy 3.1
Rn
and ,
fw = [ fe 'y, (3.2)

Rn
Definition 3.1. A function f € C?*(R") is said to in the weighted W12
space if

2
_ lyl

[+ 9sRIe S dy = (724 (V1P < 0. (33)

We now give some formula for integration by parts in the weighted W2
space. The proof follows the corresponding results for mean curvature flow
in section 3 of [3], we give here for completeness. First, we consider the
formula for functions with compact support.

Lemma 3.2. Ifu € C*(R"), v € C*(R") function, and at least one of u, v
has compact support. Then

2

2
/ uﬁve_%dy = —/ (Vo, Vu>e_%dy. (3.4)
Proof. This is just the divergence theorem since at least one of u,v has
compact support. U
For general C”? functions, we have:

Lemma 3.3. If u,v € C*(R") with

/ (luVo| + |Vul||Vu| + |u£v|)6_%dy < 00, (3.5)
R?’L
then we get

/ uﬁve_%dy = —/ (Vv, Vu>e_%dy. (3.6)

Proof. Givenany C' function ¢ with compact support, we can apply Lemma
3.2 to ¢u and v to get

[puLlvlw = —[p(Vv, Vu)lw — [u(Vv, Vo)|w. 3.7)
Next, we apply this with ¢ = ¢r > 0, where ¢ = 1 on the ball Brand
¢r = 0on R" \ Bg,y with |[V¢g| < 1. Then the dominate convergence
theorem gives that
[prulvlw — [ulv]w,

[pr(Vv, Vu)lw — [(Vu, Vu)lw,



8 KYEONGSU CHOI AND JIUZHOU HUANG

[u(Vv, V¢R>]W — 0.
due to (3.5). O

In the rest of the paper, we use w to denote a smooth solution of (1.5) in
R™ and use the notation

H = p%lw + %yiwi (3.8)

to denote the eigenfunction of L with eigenvalue —1. Moreover, we assume
w is linearly stable in this section, thus /4 > 0 by lemma 2.4.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that f is a C? function on R™ with Lf = —uf for
w € R Iff > 0and ¢ is in the weighted W2 space, then

_ _ _
Plohup 41T Iog fR)e Fdy < [ (@VOP-2n- e dy
Rn n
(3.9)
Proof. Since f > 0, log f is well defined and we have
_Lf 2 Lf+(p+1—p\w|f’*1)f 2
Llog f =5 — [Vlog f|* = 7 — [Vlog f] (3.10)

=~ p+ 27— plwlP™ = [Vieg fI*.

Suppose that 7 is a function with compact support. Then, the self-adjointness
of £ (Lemma 3.2) gives

[(Vi?, Viog [)lw = —[n*Llog flw = [1*(n— 515 +plw[P+[V log fI*)]w-
(3.11)
Since

(Vi?, Vlog f) = 2(nVn, Vlog f) < 2|Vn|* + $7*|V log f|*.
We get
[ (plwlP~" + [V iog fI*)lw < [4Vnl* = 2(u — ;50w (3.12)

p—1
Let 7z > 0 be one on By and zero on R" \ Bgyq so that 0 < n < 1 and
|Vn| < 1. Since ¢ is in the weighted W2 space, applying (3.12) with
1N = Nro, letting R — oo and using the monotone convergence theorem
and dominated convergence theorem gives that (3.12) also holds with n =

. O
Proposition 3.5. If H > 0, and [|w|*"]y < oo withm? — p(2m — 1) < 0
and m > % Then

[Jw™ + w2~ 4 [V ]w[™ Py < oo (3.13)

In particular, if p > 1+ %, we can take m = 251, If [|w|?] < oo, we can

take m = p.
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Proof. First, since H > 0, log H is well defined and

AH — Yy . VH
LlogH = — |Vlog H|? + 2
H+ (55 —plwpH (3.14)
— 1 H 2 p—1 :
|V log H|* + 7

=—|Vieg H]* + ﬁ — plw|P~t.

Given any compactly supported function ¢, self-adjointness of £ (Lemma
3.2) gives

[(V6?, Viog H)w = —[¢*Llog Hlw = [¢*(— ;25 +plw|”™" +[V log H|*)]w.
(3.15)
Combining this with the inequality

((V¢?, Viog H)| = 2|(¢V ¢, Viog H)| < [V¢|* + ¢*|V log H|?
gives
Sl < [56° + 1IVeTw. (3.16)

We will apply this with ¢ = n|w|™ where > 0 has compact support and
m > ( is a real number. This gives

[n2|w|2m+p—1]w
<@V wl™? + [V |w]*™ + 2nlw|™(Vn, Viw|[™)) + 3w |w
m m 1tz
<[PV w|™ Plw + [[w™ (=Y + Z50?)|w

m— my1+1
=LE=m? [ w2Vl + [Jwl*™ (5= V* + 507w,

(3.17)
where € > 0 is arbitrary and the last inequality used the inequality 2ab <
ea® 4+ b7,

Second, using definition of L and the fact that w is a solution of (1.5), we
get that for any m’ > 0,

Llw|™
—m/|w|™ 2wLw 4+ m' (m' — 1)|w|™ 2| Vw|*
=m'[w|™ " (Lw + (G5 — plwP~w) +m/(m’ = 1)jw|™ | Vw]?
=m/|w[™ w((p = Dw" " w + (-5 = plwP~w) +m'(m’ = 1)|w|™?|Vw|?
=m'[w|™ (55 = [wlP™") +m'(m = D)™ | Vw|?

=/ (m/ = | Vol 2] = w7
(3.18)
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Integrating this against 1* and using the self-adjointness of £ (Lemma 3.2)
gives

— [2m/ (nVn, [w|™ 2wVl

m’ — m’ m’ m’ _ (3.19)
=[m/(m = D lw|™ 72 Vwl? + 25 [w]™ = w7 g
Using the inequality 2ab < ca® + lb2 gives
[P [ ™ o+ [ ™ VP w > (' = 1) = &) [ |w]™ 2Vl
(3.20)
Plugging (3.20) with m’ = 2m into (3.17) gives
[n2‘w|2m+p—1]w
e m? m+p— m 1+5 €
e PR Y (e = STl L))
(3.21)

In order to use the above inequality to get the upper bound for [1?|w|*™ TP~
we need p(#z_l) <1,ie.

m?—p2m —1)=m? - 2pm+p=(m—p> —p* +p<0. (3.22)

This is the assumption. Thus we can take € > 0 sufficiently small to absorb

the term +£= 5 [n?|w[>™ P~y into the left hand side to get

[ [w ™y < Clp, pigma ) [[wl™ (V0 + nP)lw. (3.23)

We take 7 = nr > O such that ng = 1 on Bg and g = 0 on R™ \ Bry1 so
that |Vng| < 1. Since [|w]*™]y < oo, the monotone convergence theorem
then implies [|w]*™ P~ 1]y, < oo by letting R — oo. Using (3.20), we
get [|[V]w|™?lw = [m?|w|*"2?|Vw|?|y < oo by monotone convergence
theorem.

Ifp>1+ \/g, we can take m = p—gl. In fact, if we take f = H and
¢ = 1in Lemma 3.4, then 3. 9) implies that [|w[P~ ']y, < oco. On the other

hand0<(”(1))<1 > 1 e 3p?—6p— 1>Op>2<:>p>1+\[

Thus we can take m = T whenp > 1+ \/;

If [|w[*]y < oo, we can take m = p > 1, so that P

_ pCm=1) — p(2p—1)
since p > 1.

U

Proposition 3.6. If H > 0, and |w|™ is in the weighted W2 space (i.e.
[|w]?™+|V|w|™*lw < oo) and [|w]*™ P~ 1]y, < co withm? —p(2m—1) <
(<)0 and m > 3, then |w|"Vlog H = V|w|™ (and |w[*"~2|Vw|* = 0).
Consequently, V1og H = V log |w|™ (and Vw = 0) or w = 0.
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Proof. Since |w|™ is in the weighted W2 space, [|w|*™|V log H |*]w < oo
by taking ¢ = |w|™ and f = H in Lemma 3.4. Since |w|™ is in the weighted
W12 space, and by Cauchy inequality
0P|V log H| <3 (" + wl?" |V log H?),
|V |w]*™||V log H| =2m|w|*" | Vw||V log H|
<m?|w*" | Vw* + [w]*™ |V log H|?
=m?|V|w|™|? + |w|*™|V log H|?.
We have
[[w|*™|V log H| + |V |w]*™||V log H|]w < oo. (3.24)
On the other hand, since [|w]*™"P~!] < oo by assumption, and
LlogH = — [Vlog H” + ;25 — plw[’™,
w[*™|Llog H| <|w]*™(|V1og HI* + ;25 + plw|”™|
<|w|*"|Vlog H|* + ;25 w[*™ + plw|*" 77,
where the expression of £ log H is seen from (3.14), we have
[[|w]*™Llog H|]w < oco. (3.25)
Combining (3.24) and (3.25), we get
[(V]w|?™, Vlog H )]w
= — 2f|w|*"Llog Hw

. B (3.26)
=— 2w (G — plwf™) = |Viog H*)]w
= D lplw P = S w P 4wV log H .
by Lemma 3.3 (take © = |w|™ and v = log H in Lemma 3.3).
On the other hand,
Llw|™ = mlw|™ (15 = [w™) +m(m — Dw|["*|Vw]?,  (3.27)

by (3.18).
Since |w|™ is in the weighted W'? space and [|w|*"™P~!] < oo, this
together with the inequality
w[™|Llw|™| =[m|w™ (A5 — [wf~) +m(m — 1) w7 Vw?|
Sp%l|w|2m + m|w|*™ P~ m(m — 1)|V]|w|™|?
implies

[Jw[™|V|w]™| 4+ [V|w|™* + [Jw|™L]w|™|Jw < oc. (3.28)
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Thus,
(V]| Plw = =[[w|™ L]w|™w

P (lwlP™t = 5)]w = m(m = D[] Vw]*lw

(3.29)

=m/||w]""(Jw
by applying Lemma 3.3 with u = v = |w|™.
Combining (3.26) and (3.29) gives
[(V|w]*™, V log H? )]y
=[|V]w|™* + m(m — 1)|w|*™?|Vw|* + %\w|2m|VlogH\2]W (3.30)
=[m(2m — 1)|w[""*|Vw|* + 2|w[*|V log H|*]w
On the other hand,
[(V]w[*", Viog H )
=[2m2 (jw[*"*wVw, Vlog H)|w (3.31)
<22Vl + BJwf*| log H[Jyw
(3.30) and (3.31) implies that
[ZH|w]™V log H—m|w|m_2wVw|2+m(2m—1—m?2)|w|2m_2|Vw|2]W < 0.
(3.32)
Since m > § > 0and (2m —1) > (>)™ in particular hold if m* — p(2m —
1) < (< )0 Th1s implies =" holds in (3 32), and we have |w|™V log H =
m|w|™ ?wVw = V]w|™ (and |w|*"?|Vw|?* = 0) & Vlog H = Vlog |w|™
(and Vw = 0) at where w # 0. 0

Corollary 3.7. If H > 0, andp > 1 + @ (resp. [[w[?]w < oo) then
\w|™V log H = V|w|™ and |w|*"~2|Vw|* = 0. Consequently, Vlog H =
Vlog |w|™ and Vw = 0, or w = 0 for m = 5= L (resp. m = p).

Proof. This follows from the above two propositions. U

4. PROOF OF AND THEOREM 1.2 AND THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we prove THeorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since w is linearly stable, w(0) = H(0) > 0 by
Lemma 2.4. Hence w # 0 in a neighborhood U of 0 by continuity of w.
Thus V log % = 0 and Vw = 0 in U by Corollary 3.7, i.e. % =c >0
and |w| = ¢ > 0 in U. By continuity, w doesn’t change sign in U, thus
the set B := {|w| = ¢y} is an nonempty open set. On the other hand, B
is a closed set by continuity. Thus B = R". Plugging ¢, into the equation

(1.5), we get co = (p%l)ﬁ Moreover, since w(0) > 0, w = ¢ = Kk =

(=L ). O

p—1
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. This follows from (1.2), Theorem 1.2 and a change
of variable. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose (a, T') is the blow up point of u. Let w(y, s) =
Wa (Y, ), Doz as defined in (1.2) and (1.4). First, a is contained in a
compact subset K of 2 by Corollary 3.4 of [5]. Fix an open subset €2 of €2
such thata € K CC ' CC Q. We have D, 7o N (R" x {s}) — R" as
s — 0o. Moreover, by maximum principle and Theorem 4.2 of [5],

0 < u(z,t) < €emr ih Q% (0,7)
(T—t)P—T

for some universal constant C'(, n, p, ) depending only on ¢, n, p, 2. Thus
0 <w(y,s) <C(p,n,p, Q) for (y,s) € Dyra.
For 0 < 6 < T, by Proposition 1’ of [8],
V| + |V2w| < C'(¢,n,p,,6,Q,Q),
|ws| < C'(0,m,p,6,, ) (1 + [y]),

for (y,s) € D,r—_s¢. By Schauder theory for linear parabolic equations,
we have

|V2UJ|C2,0¢ < C”(S0> n, D, 57 Q7 Qla CM),

‘ws‘ca S C//(QO, n,p, 57 Q7 Q/7 O[)(l + ‘y‘)7
for (y,s) € D,r-sq. For any sequence s; — oo, 6; \, 0, such that
wD(y, s) == w(y,s+s;), (y,s+8:;) € Dy, there is a subsequence which
converges to a solution @ of (1.3) in C3_(R™*!) as i — co. Moreover,
V20|20 < C"(p,m,p, Q2,0 ), |s]ce < C"(@,n,p, Q2 a)(1+ |y|),

(y,8) € R" x (—logT + 1, 00).

Since w — 1 in C?

E(is)) = im E(w®(s)).

2
(R™*!) and e~ has exponential decay,

Moreover, since €2 convex, it is star-shaped with respect to a. E(w(s)) is
decreasing as s increases by (2.18) of [9]. Thus, E(w(s)) is independent of
the sequence {s;}, and

E(i(s)) = im B(w®)(s)) = lim B(u(s))

is independent of s. Moreover, since |W(s)|c1rny < C”, every term in
E(w(s)) is finite and (1.7) implies that w, = 0 on R™. That is, w is a
classical solution of (1.5) independent of s on R".

On the other hand, u;(z,0) > 0 in €2 implies that u.(x,t) > 0 for
(z,t) € Qx (0,T) by maximum principle. By the second equation of (2.4),

(p%lwa,T + %yiwa,T,i)(ya S) = (T - t)%U(ZIT,t) 2 O, ) S Da,T,Q, which
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implies that H := Iﬁuﬁ(y) + %yﬂf}z(y) >0,y € R™. Since L, H = H, the
Harncak inequality implies that H=0orH>0inR" If H =0, y € R",
we have Aw + p|w|P~1w = H = 0 by (1.5). Since 1w > 0, using Harnack
inequality again, we get w = 0 in R". In the case H > 0 in R", we note that

2
w < C' by the previous paragraph. In particular, fRn |w|2pe—%dy < 00.
Thus, we can apply Theorem 1.2 to conclude that w = . We note that,
since E'(w) is independent of s; and

2
1,2 1 ,ptl —lsZ
SR = aghTT) | et dy
RTL

_w?
:(% — ﬁ)/ﬁpﬂ / e dy>0=FE(0), p>1,
w is also independent of the sequence {s;}. This implies that w(y,s) — 0
or K as s — oo as s — oo in Cr.%(R™). The C22 (R™) convergence follows

from a standard bootstrapping argument. U
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