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BLOW-UP FOR A DOUBLE NONLOCAL HEAT EQUATION

R. FERREIRA AND A. DE PABLO

Abstract. We study the blow-up question for the diffusion equation

(Dt + Lx)u = up, x ∈ R
N , 0 < t < T,

with p > 1, where Dt is a nonlocal derivative in time defined by convolu-
tion with a nonnegative and nonincreasing kernel, and Lx is a nonlocal
operator in space driven by a nonnegative radial Lévy kernel. We show
that the existence of solutions that blow up in finite time or exist glob-
ally depends only on the behaviour of the spatial kernel at infinity. A
main difficulty of the work stems from estimating the fundamental pair
defining the solution through a Duhamel formula, due to the general-
ity of the setting, which includes singular or not, at the origin, spatial
kernels, that can be either positive or compactly supported.

As a byproduct we obtain that the Fujita exponent for the fractional
type operators Dt ∼ ∂α

t , 0 < α < 1, and Lx ∼ (−∆)β/2, 0 < β < 2
(the Caputo fractional derivative and the fractional Laplacian, resp.), is
p∗ = 1 + β/N , provided N < 2β when Dt 6= ∂α

t .
Keywords: fractional heat equation, Lévy kernels, Caputo derivative,

fractional Laplacian, blow-up, Fujita exponent.

1. Introduction

We consider non-negative bounded solutions to the following double non-
local problem

(1.1)

{
(Dt + Lx)u = up, x ∈ R

N , t ∈ (0, T ),
u(x, 0) = u0(x),

where N ≥ 1, p > 1, and u0 ∈ L1(RN ) ∩ L∞(RN ) is a given nonnegative
function. Here 0 < T ≤ ∞ is the maximal time of existence; we denote
QT = R

N × (0, T ), Q = Q∞. The fractional time derivative is defined, for
smooth enough functions, by

(1.2) Dtf(t) = ∂t(κ ⋆ (f − f(0)))(t) = ∂t

(∫ t

0
(f(τ)− f(0))κ(t− τ) dτ

)
,

where the kernel κ satisfies

(K0)
κ ∈ L1

loc(R
+), nonnegative, nonincreasing, lim

t→∞
κ(t) = 0,

∃ ℓ ∈ L1
loc(R

+), nonnegative, nonincreasing with ℓ ⋆ κ = 1.

The symbol ⋆ denotes convolution in time (the functions involved are as-
sumed to vanish for negative times). The existence of the so called conjugate

kernel ℓ is easy to derive, see Section 2.1, but the monotonicity property,
which we do not know if it is true in general, is crucial in our arguments.
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As to the diffusion operator Lx, it is a nonlocal Lévy operator defined,
for smooth enough functions, by

(1.3) Lxw(x) = P.V.

∫

RN

(w(x)− w(z))J (x− z) dz,

where

(J0)

J nonnegative, radially symmetric, nonincreasing near infinity,
∫

RN

min{1, |z|2}J (z) dz <∞,

and P.V. stands for principal value.
Recently space-time fractional differential equations have been used in lots

of applications, such as memory effects, long-range interactions, anomalous
diffusion, quantummechanics, Lévy flights, see for instance [7, 10, 13, 26, 37].

The special power case in the time operator, κ(t) = t−α is (a multiple of)
the Caputo derivative

(1.4) ∂αt f(t) = RL∂
α
t (f(t)− f(0)) =

1

Γ(1− α)
∂t

(∫ t

0

f(τ)− f(0)

(t− τ)α
dτ

)
,

the standard Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative of order α ∈ (0, 1) of
f(t)− f(0).

We want to consider as much general operators as possible. In particular,
the basic theory for our equation can be established with the only assump-
tions on κ made above. Nevertheless, in order to characterize the blow-up
phenomenon in terms of the power p, some homogeneity on the operators
must be assumed. We then impose for some results the hypothesis that the
time operator behaves like the Caputo fractional derivative, i.e., satisfying,

(K1) c1t
−α ≤ κ(t) ≤ c2t

−α, t > 0, 0 < α < 1,

or even that κ(t) = 1
Γ(1−α) t

−α, i.e., Dt = ∂αt , for some other results.

Also, the special case in the spatial operator where J (z) = |z|−N−β ,
0 < β < 2, reduces to (a multiple of) the fractional Laplacian,

(1.5) (−∆)β/2w(x) = cN,β

∫

RN

w(x) − w(z)

|x− z|N+β
dz.

The normalization constant cN,β is chosen so that
[
(−∆)β/2w

]
̂(ξ) = |ξ|βŵ(ξ),

Here ̂ stands for Fourier transform.
On the other hand, if the kernel J is integrable and for instance ‖J ‖1 = 1,

then

(1.6) Lxw(x) = w(x)− w ∗ J (x) = w(x)−

∫

RN

w(y)J (x− y) dy,

and
L̂xw(ξ) = (1− Ĵ (ξ))ŵ(ξ).
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Here ∗ means convolution in space.
These two operators (1.5) and (1.6) are the prototype of two completely

different families of nonlocal operators, and their study has been usually
been considered separately. We want to consider nonlocal operators similar
to the fractional Laplacian, but also allowing, for some results, operators
with kernels on the integrable side. And also kernels with compact support
have been considered. This is reflected in the hypotheses concerning the
behaviour of the Lévy kernel J at zero or at infinity, which determines the
behaviour of the symbol m(ξ),

(1.7) L̂xw(ξ) = m(ξ)ŵ(ξ).

The behaviour of this symbol is characterized in an Appendix in terms of
the kernel J . In particular we consider the following different assumptions:

(J1) J (z) ≤ c|z|−N−γ for |z| > 1, 0 < γ ≤ ∞.

(J2) J (z) ≥ c|z|−N−ω for |z| > 1, 0 < ω ≤ ∞.

(J3) J (z) ≥ c|z|−N−β for 0 < |z| < 1, 0 < β < 2.

The constants c > 0 in the above conditions are in general different. Hy-
potheses (J3) marks the differential character of the spatial diffusion oper-
ator, and departs form the nonsingular case J ∈ L1(RN ); both types of
operators are allowed by (J1) and (J2), which deal only with the tail of
the kernel. Clearly ω ≥ γ. If J has finite second order momentum, which
includes the case of compact support, we can take γ = ω = 2, as we will see
below.

A particular case is

(1.8) c1|z|
−N−β ≤ J (z) ≤ c2|z|

−N−β for any z ∈ R
N \ {0},

for some 0 < β < 2, which implies that the operator behaves as the fractional
Laplacian of order β, Lx ∼ (−∆)β/2, and it is called stable-like. More precise
assumptions will be defined for each result. Hypotheses (K0) and (J0) are
assumed throughout the paper without further mention.

It can be proved that there exist two functions, Zt and Yt, such that, if
v0, f are regular enough, the function given by Duhamel’s type formula

(1.9) v(x, t) =

∫

RN

Zt(x− y)v0(y) dy +

∫ t

0

∫

RN

Yt−τ (x− y)f(y, τ) dydτ,

satisfies

(1.10)

{
(Dt + Lx)v = f, in Q,
v(x, 0) = v0(x).

The above formula can be justified using Fourier/Laplace transforms in space
and time (denoted by ̂/˜). The kernel Zt is the fundamental solution of the
double nonlocal heat operator H = Dt+Lx, while Yt, called the resolvent, is
some time differential operator applied to Zt, see (2.21). The second term is
a double convolution, in space and time, but to avoid confusion we only use
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the notation for time convolution in the proof of some abstract results in
Sections 2.1, 2.2 and 3.1. The pair (Zt, Yt), called the matrix of fundamental

solutions, or fundamental pair, of operator H, is defined in a precise way in
Section 2, as well as studied its properties.

Whenever the two terms in formula (1.9) are well defined we say that v is
a mild solution to problem (1.10). This allows to define the concept of mild
solution to our problem (1.1), see Section 3.

Previous results on blow-up
The story of blow-up for parabolic equations started in the sixties of the

previous century with the study of the semilinear (local) heat equation

(1.11) (∂t −∆)u = up.

See the seminal works of Kaplan [20] and Fujita [15]. For that equation there
exist two critical exponents, the global existence exponent p0 = 1 and the so
called Fujita exponent p∗ = 1 + 2/N , such that: (i) all solutions are global
in time if p ≤ p0, (ii) all solutions blow up in finite time if p0 < p ≤ p∗,
and (iii) there exist both, global in time solutions and blow-up solutions if
p > p∗. See also [18, 24]. We concentrate on the range p > 1, since for p < 1
there are nonuniqueness issues, though it is easy to check that all possible
solutions are global in time; the case p = 1 results on a linear equation, and
solutions are also global.

From those results related to equation (1.11) a lot of research has been
performed for different local diffusion operators, like the p–Laplacian or the
Porous Medium. See for instance the works [8, 11] and the review books
[19, 31, 32].

In the fractional derivatives framework we quote the works [9, 28, 34, 38]
for the space fractional, time fractional or even double fractional equation

(1.12) (∂αt + (−∆)β/2)u = up,

0 < α ≤ 1, 0 < β ≤ 2. Equation (1.11) then corresponds to α = β/2 = 1.
The papers [28, 34] for one side and [38] for the other consider, respectively,
the cases α = 1 and β = 2, showing that the Fujita exponent is p∗ = 1+β/N .
In the case 0 < α < β/2 = 1, it is also proved that for the critical exponent
p = 1+2/N there exist global solutions, contrary to what happens for α = 1.

The inner case 0 < α < 1, 0 < β < 2 has been recently studied, see the
preprint [9], where the authors obtain the Fujita exponent p∗ = 1+β/N , in
a more general context of blow-up in Lq(RN ), 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. They also prove
that the exponent p∗ belongs to the range where also global solutions exist.

Blow-up for integrable kernels has been studied in [16], in the compactly
supported case, and the Fujita exponent is p∗ = 1 + 2/N , and in [1] for
general kernels, where the Fujita exponent is characterized by the finiteness
or not of the second moment of the kernel.

Related with the doubly nonlocal operator studied here, but of a differ-
ent nature, we have studied in the recent paper [14] the blow-up problem
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involving a power of the heat operator
{

(∂t −∆)σu = up, (x, t) ∈ R
N × (0, T ),

u(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ R
N × (−∞, 0].

We proved that the Fujita exponent is given by p∗ = 1 + 2σ
N+2(1−σ) , which

is different to the Fujita exponent for problem (1.12) with α = β/2 = σ.
Nevertheless, the above power operator is related to the Marchaud fractional
time derivative more than Caputo derivative: all the memory data f for
t < 0 is involved in the evolution.

In this paper we consider the generalization (1.1) to equation (1.12) by
introducing the more general kernels (1.2), (1.3). We show that the exis-
tence of blow-up depends only on the tail of the kernel J , and only on an
estimate from above, condition (J1). On the contrary, the existence of global
solutions depends on the estimate on the tail from below (J2), together with
a minimum of singularity of the kernel at the origin, condition (J3), ensur-
ing a smoothing effect. Observe that compactly supported kernels can be
considered for both results. Condition (K1) is required whenever precise
estimates on the functions Zt and Yt are needed.

Put

γ = min{γ, 2}, ̟ = min{ω, 2}.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1.

• Assume condition (J1). If p > 1 there exist blowing-up solutions to

problem (1.1).
• Assume also condition (K1). If 1 < p < 1 + γ/N then every solution

blows up in finite time.

• Assume conditions (K1), (J2) and (J3) with β > N̟
N+̟ and N < 2β.

If p ≥ 1 +̟/N then there exist global solutions.

• If Dt = ∂αt the result in the previous item holds true for any dimension

N ≥ 1.

We do not know if the restriction β > N̟
N+̟ in the last two items is

necessary or technical. Observe that if J (z) ∼ |z|−N−γ at infinity, γ > 0,
and the above restrictions on β hold, the Fujita exponent is p∗ = 1 + γ/N .
In particular for the stable-like case (1.8) it is p∗ = 1 + β/N ; see [9] for the
double fractional equation (1.12).

Organization of the paper
We have tried to make this work self-contained for the benefit of the

reader. We start with a long preliminary Section 2 where we construct
the fundamental pair (Zt, Yt), and study its integrability properties, in the
more general case and in particular situations. In Section 3 we consider
problem (1.1) and prove the existence and uniqueness of a mild solution.
We also prove that mild solutions are very weak solutions. In Sections 4
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and 5 we characterize the ranges for which there exist blow-up solutions
and/or global solutions. We end with an Appendix A where we study the
properties of the symbol m(ξ) that characterizes the diffusion operator Lx

and its associated heat kernel.
The letters c, c1, c2, . . . denote generic constants non depending on the

relevant quantities, and that may change through the calculations.

2. The fundamental pair

In this section we define the concept of mild solution to the linear prob-
lem associated to our operator H = Dt + Lx, that we write here again for
convenience.

(2.1)

{
Hv = f, in QT ,
v(x, 0) = v0(x).

We denote X = L1(RN ) ∩ L∞(RN ).

Definition 2.1. Given the data u0 ∈ X and f ∈ L∞((0, T );X), a function

u ∈ C([0, T );X) is said to be a mild solution of problem (2.1) if

(2.2) u(x, t) = Zt ∗ u0(x) +

∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ f(x, τ) dτ,

a.e x ∈ R
N and for all 0 < t < T .

We must give a sense to the above formula by constructing the functions
Zt, Yt, so that u is well defined and satisfies u ∈ C([0, T );X). See [12, 23]
for the double fractional case.

2.1. The kernel Zt. First we take Zt as the fundamental solution of the
operator H, that is

(2.3)

{
HZt = 0, in Q,
Z0 = δ(x).

In that way, if v0 is regular enough, then the function v = Zt ∗ v0 satisfies

(2.4)

{
Hv = 0, in Q,
v(x, 0) = v0(x).

In the special double fractional case the kernel Zt is self-similar

(2.5) Zt(x) = t
−αN

β F (xt
−α

β ), F̂ (ξ) = Eα(−|ξ|β),

where Ea(r) =
∞∑
j=0

rj

Γ(aj+1) is the Mittag-Leffler function. From this formula

in [12] it is obtained an explicit representation of F in terms of Fox functions,
and thus deduced its behaviour (and then that of Zt). In particular F > 0
in R

N and it has a singularity at the origin depending on the dimension and
β. It is proved in [12] that F ∈ Lq(RN ) if and only if 1 ≤ q < N

(N−β)+
.
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For the general nonlocal operator H considered here there is no such an
explicit representation so we must study the properties of Zt in an indirect
way from the properties of its Fourier/Laplace transform.

In order to decribe Zt we apply the Fourier transform in x to the above
problem, getting the nonlocal problem in t

(2.6) (Dt +m(ξ))Ẑt(ξ) = 0, t > 0, Ẑ0(ξ) = 1,

where m(ξ) is the symbol of Lx. Then Ẑt(ξ) = ̺1(t;m(ξ)), where ̺1 =
̺1(t;µ) solves

(2.7) (Dt + µ)̺1 = 0, t > 0, ̺1(0;µ) = 1.

We now observe that for any given κ ∈ L1
loc(R

+), nonnegative and non-
increasing vanishing at infinity, there exists a conjugate kernel ℓ such that

(2.8) k ⋆ ℓ(t) =

∫ t

0
κ(τ)ℓ(t − τ) dτ = 1.

The argument is as follows, see [30], Propositions 4.2 and 4.3: Since the
Laplace transform κ̃ is a completely monotone function, then ϕ(s) = sκ̃(s)
is a Bernstein function, and 1/ϕ(s) is also a completely monotone function;

therefore there exists a nonnegative function ℓ such that ℓ̃(s) = 1/ϕ(s),

which implies k̃(s)ℓ̃(s) = 1/s; uniqueness of the Laplace transform gives
(2.8). However, the monotonicity of ℓ is crucial in what follows, so we must
impose this property in assumption (K0).

For example, in the Caputo derivative case κ(t) = 1
Γ(1−α) t

−α, we get

ℓ(t) = 1
Γ(α) t

α−1. See for instance [35] for more explicit examples.

For the general case we define

(2.9) hκ(t) =

∫ t

0
κ(τ) dτ, hℓ(t) =

∫ t

0
ℓ(τ) dτ.

Proposition 2.1.

(2.10) ℓ(t) ≤
1

hκ(t)
, hℓ(t) ≥

t

hκ(t)
.

In particular, assuming (K1) we have

(2.11) ℓ(t) ≤ ctα−1, hℓ(t) ≥ ctα.

Proof. We first have

1 =

∫ t

0
κ(τ)ℓ(t − τ) dτ ≥ ℓ(t)

∫ t

0
κ(τ) dτ = ℓ(t)hκ(t).

In the other direction

1 =

∫ 2t

0
κ(τ)ℓ(2t− τ) dτ ≤ ℓ(t)

∫ t

0
κ(τ) dτ + κ(t)

∫ 2t

t
ℓ(2t− τ) dτ

= ℓ(t)hκ(t) + κ(t)hℓ(t) = (hℓhκ)
′(t).
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Thus hℓ(t)hκ(t) ≥ t.
�

In terms of the conjugate kernel ℓ equation (2.7) is written as the linear
Volterra equation

(2.12) ̺1 + µ(ℓ ⋆ ̺1) = 1.

In [27] it is proved that equation (2.12) has a solution ̺1 ∈ W 1,1
loc (R

+),
0 < ̺1 < 1, ∂t̺1 ≤ 0 for every µ > 0, see also [35]. It is characterized by its
Laplace transform (in t)

(2.13) ˜̺1(s;µ) =
1/s

1 + µℓ̃(s)
=

κ̃(s)

sκ̃(s) + µ
.

We can also write

˜̺1(s;µ) =
1

s

∞∑

n=0

(−µℓ̃(s))n =
1

s

(
1− µ

∞∑

n=0

(−µ)n(ℓ
n)
⋆ ℓ)̃ (s)

)
.

Here ℓ
n)
⋆ ℓ denotes the n–times convolution, so that ℓ

0)
⋆ ℓ = ℓ and (ℓ

n)
⋆ ℓ)̃ =

(ℓ̃(s))n+1. Therefore

(2.14) ̺1(t;µ) = 1− µ

∫ t

0

∞∑

n=0

(−µ)n(ℓ
n)
⋆ ℓ)(τ) dτ.

Using any of the above formulas in the particular Caputo case Dt = ∂αt
it is easy to recover the expression of ̺1 as a Mittag-Leffler function.

Observe also that ℓ = 1 in (2.12), which corresponds to Dt = ∂t, gives
̺1(t;µ) = e−µt, and thus Gt = (e−m(ξ)t)∨, which is the Gauss kernel of the
operator ∂t + Lx.

Now, if z0 ∈ L2(RN ), the function a(ξ, t) = ̺1(t;m(ξ))z0(ξ) is a solution
in C((0, T );L2(RN )), for every T > 0, to the problem

{
(Dt +m(ξ))a = 0, in QT ,
a(ξ, 0) = z0(ξ).

Therefore, if v0 ∈ L2(RN ), the function v = Zt ∗u0 ∈ C((0, T );L2(RN )) is a
solution for every T > 0 to problem (2.4).

2.2. The kernel Yt. We now take a look at the second term in (2.2). We
want to solve the nonhomogeneous linear problem

(2.15)

{
Hw = f, in Q,
w(x, 0) = 0,

with a given smooth function f . Taking Fourier transform and inverting the
time operator, we get the expression

ŵ +m(ℓ ⋆ ŵ) = ℓ ⋆ f̂ .
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Thus, in the same way as before we consider now the solution ̺2 = ̺2(t;µ)
to the Volterra equation

(2.16) ̺2 + µ(ℓ ⋆ ̺2) = ℓ, t > 0.

Then, if g ∈ C((0, T );L2(RN )), the function b(ξ, t) = ̺2(·;m(ξ)) ⋆ g(t) is a
solution in C((0, T );L2(RN )), for every T > 0, to the problem

(2.17)

{
(Dt +m(ξ))b = g, in QT ,
b(ξ, 0) = 0.

Finally, defining Ŷt(ξ) = ̺2(t;m(ξ)), given f ∈ C((0, T );L2(RN )) the func-

tion w =
∫ t
0 Yt−s ∗ f(s) ds solves problem (2.15). See [35].

The above resolvent ̺2 exists for the family of kernels considered, i.e.,
equation (2.16) has a unique solution, which is locally integrable and non-
negative, see [17, Theorem 2.3.1]. It is constructed recursively

(2.18) ρ2 = lim
n→∞

rn, rn+1 = ℓ− µ(ℓ ⋆ rn), r1 = ℓ,

and is characterized by its Laplace transform

(2.19) ˜̺2(s;µ) =
ℓ̃(s)

1 + µℓ̃(s)
=

1

sκ̃(s) + µ
.

Comparing with (2.13), we get the relation

(2.20) ˜̺1 = κ̃˜̺2 ⇒ ̺1 = κ ⋆ ̺2 ⇒ ℓ ⋆ ̺1 = 1 ⋆ ̺2 ⇒ ̺2 = ∂t(ℓ ⋆ ̺1).

This gives

Ŷt(ξ) = ∂t(ℓ ⋆ Ẑt(ξ)),

and as a corollary,

Proposition 2.2. The fundamental pair (Zt, Yt) satisfies the following re-

lation

(2.21) Yt = ∂t(ℓ ⋆ Zt).

On the other hand, using formula (2.14) we have

(2.22) ̺2(t;µ) = −
1

µ
∂t̺1(t;µ) =

∞∑

n=0

(−µ)n(ℓ
n)
⋆ ℓ)(t),

see also (2.18).
In the Caputo case the above formulas give the explicit expression

(2.23)
̺2(t;µ) =

∞∑

n=1

(−µ)n−1 t
nα−1

Γ(nα)
= tα−1

∞∑

j=0

(−µtα)j

Γ((j + 1)α)

= tα−1Eα,α(−µt
α),

where Ea,b(r) =
∞∑
j=0

rj

Γ(aj+b) is the two-parametric Mittag-Leffler function.

Also, formula (2.21) becomes here,

(2.24) Yt = ∂t(ℓ ⋆ Zt) = RL∂
1−α
t (Zt).
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This formula can be checked directly by using the Riemann-Liouville frac-
tional derivative of a power in the expression of the Mittag-Leffler function.

We end this section by observing that Zt and Yt are nonnegative. A direct
proof could be performed by a comparison argument. Nevertheless, as we
will see, it is an easy consequence of the subordination formula given in
Section 2.4.

As a corollary we have

(2.25)
‖Zt‖1 = Ẑt(0) = ̺1(t; 0) = 1,

‖Yt‖1 = Ŷt(0) = ̺2(t; 0) = ℓ(t).

Moreover by (2.10) (and (2.11) if we assume (K1)), if g ∈ Lq(RN ) for some
1 ≤ q ≤ ∞,

(2.26) ‖Zt ∗ g‖q ≤ ‖g‖q , ‖Yt ∗ g‖q ≤ ℓ(t)‖g‖q ≤ ctα−1‖g‖q ,

for every t > 0.

2.3. Estimates for the fundamental pair: The Fourier transform

strategy. We have defined Zt(x) and Yt(x) as the inverse Fourier trans-
forms of ̺1(t;m(ξ)) and ̺2(t;m(ξ)), respectively. We now try to estimate
these two last functions and apply the inverse Fourier transform. Unfor-
tunately this restricts the dimension since Zt, Yt /∈ L∞(RN ). In the next
section we follow another strategy in order to avoid this restriction; we say
in advance that we are able to do that but only in the Caputo case Dt = ∂αt .

We start with ̺1, which can be estimated easily in the following way:

1 = ̺1 + µ(ℓ ⋆ ̺1) ≥ ̺1 + µ(1 ⋆ ℓ)̺1,

that is

(2.27) ̺1(t;µ) ≤
1

1 + µ(1 ⋆ ℓ(t))
=

1

1 + µhℓ(t)
.

This bound is used now to estimate the integrability properties of Ẑt and
then of Zt.

Lemma 2.3. Assume hypotheses (J2) and (J3) with N < 2β. Then Zt ∈
Lη(RN ) for t > 0, where 1 ≤ η < N

(N−β)+
if N ≥ β, or 1 ≤ η ≤ ∞ if

1 = N < β. Moreover

(2.28) ‖Zt‖η ≤ c

{
hℓ(t)

−N
β
(1−1/η)

t ≤ 1,

hℓ(t)
−min{1,N

̟
(1−1/η)} t > 1.

If we also assume condition (K1), the corresponding explicit estimates are

deduced by using that hℓ(t) ≥ ctα.

Proof. Recall that ‖Zt‖1 = 1. Now we use (2.27), that gives

(2.29) Ẑt(ξ) ≤
1

1 + cm(ξ)hℓ(t)
.
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We calculate the Lσ norm of Ẑt using the estimates (A.4) and (A.6) of the
symbol m(ξ) from Appendix A,
∫

RN

|Ẑt(ξ)|
σ dξ ≤ c1

∫ 1

0

ρN−1

(1 + ρ̟hℓ(t))σ
dρ+c2

∫ ∞

1

ρN−1

(1 + ρβhℓ(t))σ
dρ = I1+I2.

The first integral is always finite while the second integral converges only if
βσ > N . Now

I1 = c1hℓ(t)
−N

̟

∫ hℓ(t)

0

ζ
N
̟
−1

(1 + ζ)σ
dζ ≤ c1

{
1 t ≤ 1,

h
−N

̟
ℓ (t) + h−σ

ℓ (t) t > 1;

I2 = c2h
−N

β

ℓ (t)

∫ ∞

hℓ(t)

ζ
N
β
−1

(1 + ζ)σ
dζ ≤ c2

{
h
−N

β

ℓ (t) t ≤ 1,

h−σ
ℓ (t) t > 1.

This gives
∫

RN

|Ẑt(ξ)|
σ dξ ≤ c




h
−N

β

ℓ (t) t ≤ 1,

h
−min{σ,N

̟
}

ℓ (t) t > 1.

We now have

‖Zt‖η ≤ c‖Ẑt‖σ max{N/β, 1} < σ =
η

η − 1
≤ 2.

We get the desired estimate for 2 ≤ η < N
(N−β)+

. We end with an interpo-

lation argument for 1 < η < 2. We can also include the exponent η = ∞ if
N < β. �

Corollary 2.4. In the above hypotheses, if g ∈ Lr(RN ) for some 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞,

(2.30) ‖Zt ∗ g‖q ≤ ch−δ
ℓ (t)‖g‖r

for every r ≤ q < Nr
(N−βr)+

, if r ≤ N/β, for every r ≤ q ≤ ∞ if r > N/β,

where

(2.31) δ = δ(r, q; t) =

{
N
β (1/r − 1/q) t ≤ 1,

min{1, N̟ (1/r − 1/q)} t > 1.

Observe that assuming (K1) and putting ω = β ∈ (0, 2) in (J2) and (J3),
then we get the global estimate

(2.32) ‖Zt ∗ g‖q ≤ ct−
αN
β

(1/r−1/q)‖g‖r t > 0,

with the above restrictions on q and r.
Now we turn our attention to the function ̺2 and the kernel Yt. Using

the relation (2.20) (omiting the µ-dependence), and since both, ̺1 and ℓ are
nonnegative and nonincreasing,

̺2(t) = ∂t(ℓ ⋆ ̺1)(t) = ℓ(t)̺1(0) +

∫ t

0
ℓ(s)∂t̺1(t− s) ds

≤ ℓ(t) + ℓ(t)

∫ t

0
∂t̺1(t− s) ds = ℓ(t)̺1(t).
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Corollary 2.5. In the hypotheses and notation of Corollary 2.4,

(2.33) ‖Yt ∗ g‖q ≤ ℓ(t)h−δ
ℓ (t)‖g‖r .

that assuming also (K1) becomes

(2.34) ‖Yt ∗ g‖q ≤ ctα−1−αδ‖g‖r .

Proof. Just use the above estimate ̺2 ≤ ℓ̺1 in the Fourier transform esti-
mate, together with (2.11) and (2.28),

‖Yt ∗ g‖q ≤ ‖Yt‖η‖g‖r ≤ c‖Ŷt‖σ‖g‖r ≤ cℓ(t)‖Ẑt‖σ‖g‖r ≤ cℓ(t)h−δ
ℓ (t)‖g‖r ,

where

1 +
1

q
=

1

η
+

1

r
,

1

η
+

1

σ
= 1.

�

2.4. Estimates for the fundamental pair: The subordination for-

mula. In order to get rid of the restriction N < 2β we now show that
the fundamental pair (Zt, Yt) satisfies another more explicit expression us-
ing a subordination principle in terms of the nonlocal heat kernel Gt with
standard time derivative. This kernel is studied in Appendix A.

We want to define a function Ψ1(t, τ) such that its Laplace transform in

the second variable satisfies Ψ̃
τ

1(t, µ) = ̺1(t;µ), where ̺1 is the solution to
(2.12), but we do not know if it exists. Instead, following [30] we define Ψ1

by its Laplace transform in t,

(2.35) Ψ̃
t

1(s, τ) = κ̃(s)e−τsκ̃(s).

The existence of the so called propagation function Ψ1 follows from the
properties of the function κ, since they imply that the function on the right
is completely monotone, [30, Proposition 4.5]. Moreover Ψ1 = ∂τU , where
U(t, τ) ≥ 0, and for each τ > 0, U(·, τ) is nonincreasing, while for t > 0,
U(t, ·) is nondecreasing and left-continuous, with

U(0, τ) = 1, lim
t→∞

U(t, τ) = 0, U(t, 0) = 0, lim
τ→∞

U(t, τ) = 1.

Therefore Ψ1 ≥ 0 and
∫ ∞

0
Ψ1(t, τ) dτ = U(t,∞) = 1,

so the propagation function is a probability density in τ for each t > 0.
With this propagation function we can prove the following subordination

formula

Theorem 2.6. The kernel Zt is given by

(2.36) Zt(x) =

∫ ∞

0
Gτ (x)Ψ1(t, τ) dτ.
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Proof. We first obtain the desired representation of the function ̺1 in terms
of the propagation function Ψ1. To do that we define the function

ϕ(t) =

∫ ∞

0
e−µτΨ1(t, τ) dτ.

Its Laplace transform is

ϕ̃(s) =

∫ ∞

0
e−st

∫ ∞

0
e−µτΨ1(t, τ) dτdt

=

∫ ∞

0
e−µτ

∫ ∞

0
e−stΨ1(t, τ) dtdτ

=

∫ ∞

0
e−µτ κ̃(s)e−τsκ̃(s) dτ

=
κ̃(s)

µ+ sκ̃(s)
= ˜̺1(s;µ).

Therefore

(2.37) ̺1(t;µ) = ϕ(t) = Ψ̃
τ

1(t, µ),

as we wanted.
Now we calculate the Fourier transform of the right-hand side in the

expression (2.39).
∫ ∞

0
Ĝτ (ξ)Ψ1(t, τ) dτ =

∫ ∞

0
e−m(ξ)τΨ1(t, τ) dτ = ̺1(t;m(ξ)) = Ẑt(ξ).

�

Observe that the Laplace bitransform of the propagation function is

(2.38) Ψ̃
t,τ

1 (s, µ) =
κ̃(s)

µ+ sκ̃(s)
.

Analogously,

Theorem 2.7. The kernel Yt is given by the subordination formula

(2.39) Yt(x) =

∫ ∞

0
Gτ (x)Ψ2(t, τ) dτ,

where

(2.40) Ψ̃
t

2(s, τ) = e−τsκ̃(s).

On the other hand since both, Ψ1 and Ψ2, as well as the heat kernel Gt,
are nonnegative, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 2.8. The fundamental pair satisfies Zt, Yt > 0.

Now we try to introduce the estimates on the kernel Gt from Proposi-
tion A.1 into the subordination formula. What we get is

‖Zt‖1 =

∫

RN

∫ ∞

0
Gτ (x)Ψ1(t, τ) dτdx =

∫ ∞

0
Ψ1(t, τ) dτ = 1,
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again, but for q > 1,

‖Zt‖q ≤

∫ ∞

0
‖Gτ‖qΨ1(t, τ) dτ

≤

∫ 1

0
τ
−N

β
(1−1/q)

Ψ1(t, τ) dτ +

∫ ∞

1
τ−

N
̟
(1−1/q)Ψ1(t, τ) dτ.

This goes no further without more information on Ψ1 from either formula
(2.35) or (2.38). This would require some a priori monotonicity properties
of Ψ1, that are not known in the general case, and the use of the Tauberian
theory. This theory only provides with a behaviour of the function U , not
Ψ1, and this is not enough to get good estimates. We thus restrict ourselves
to the Caputo fractional derivative, Dt = ∂αt . Recall that in that case

(2.41) Ψ̃
τ

1(t, µ) = ̺1(t, µ) = Eα(−µt
α),

and it is well known the relation between Mittag-Leffler functions andWright

functions Wa,b(z) =
∞∑
0

zn

n!Γ(an+b) through the Laplace transform, [25]:

(2.42) (W−a,b)˜(−z) = Ea,a+b(−z), 0 < a < 1, b ∈ R, z > 0.

In particular from (2.41) we have that Ψ1 is self-similar and is given by,

(2.43) Ψ1(t, τ) = t−αφ(τt−α), φ(z) =W−α,1−α(−z).

An analogous procedure is done for the kernel Yt and the secondary propa-
gation function. Since

(2.44) Ψ̃
τ

2(t, µ) = ̺2(t, µ) = tα−1Eα,α(−µt
α),

we get from (2.42)

(2.45)

Ψ2(t, τ) = t−1W−α,0(−τt
−α) = t−1

∞∑

n=0

(−τt−α)n

n!Γ(−αn)

= −τt−α−1
∞∑

m=0

(−τt−α)m

(m+ 1)!Γ(−αm− α)

= τt−α−1
∞∑

m=0

(−τt−α)m(αm+ α)

(m+ 1)!Γ(−αm − α+ 1)

= ατt−α−1W−α,1−α(−τt
−α) = ατt−α−1φ(τt−α).

In summary the subordination formulas read in the Caputo case

Proposition 2.9. Let Dt = ∂αt . The kernel Zt and Yt are given by

Zt(x) =

∫ ∞

0
Gτ (x)t

−αφ(τt−α) dτ =

∫ ∞

0
Gtαθ(x)φ(θ) dθ,

Yt(x) =

∫ ∞

0
Gτ (x)αt

−α−1τφ(τt−α) dτ = tα−1

∫ ∞

0
Gtαθ(x)αθφ(θ) dθ,

where φ(z) =W−α,1−α(−z).
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See also [3]. In summary we can estimate the Lq norms of Zt and Yt using
the subordination formulas.

Lemma 2.10. Let Dt = ∂αt . Assuming hypotheses (J2) and (J3) it holds

Zt ∈ Lη(RN ) for t > 0, where 1 ≤ η < N
(N−β)+

if N ≥ β, or 1 ≤ η ≤ ∞ if

N < β. Moreover estimates (2.28) hold.

Proof. Since Ψ1 has integral 1 so has φ. This gives

‖Zt‖η ≤

∫ ∞

0
‖Gtαθ‖ηφ(θ) dθ =

∫ t−α

0
+

∫ ∞

t−α

= I1 + I2.

We now introduce the estimates (A.9). We also need the behaviour of the
Wright function at infinity, see again [25]:

|W−α,1−α(−z)| ≤ c1z
1

1−α2 e−c2z
1

1−α
, z > 1, ci = ci(α) > 0,

and the value φ(0) = c > 0. We calculate

I1 ≤ ct
−Nα

β
(1−1/η)

∫ t−α

0
θ
−N

β
(1−1/η)

φ(θ) dθ ≤ c

{
t
−Nα

β
(1−1/η)

if t ≤ 1,

t−α if t ≥ 1,

I2 ≤ ct−
Nα
̟

(1−1/η)

∫ ∞

t−α

θ−
N
̟
(1−1/η)φ(θ) dθ ≤ c





t−γe−t−γ′

if t ≤ 1,

t−
Nα
̟

(1−1/η) if t ≥ 1,

for some γ, γ′ > 0. We have also needed N
β (1− 1/η) < 1 for the convergence

of the first integral, which gives the restriction on η. �

As for Yt we only have to take care of the extra coefficient tα−1θ in the
integral: here the condition for convergence is N

β (1− 1/η) − 1 < 1.

Lemma 2.11. Let Dt = ∂αt . Assuming hypotheses (J2) and (J3) it holds

Yt ∈ Lη(RN ) for t > 0, where 1 ≤ η < N
(N−2β)+

if N ≥ 2β, or 1 ≤ η ≤ ∞ if

N < 2β. Moreover

(2.46) ‖Yt‖η ≤ c

{
tα−1−αN

β
(1−1/η) t ≤ 1,

tα−1−αmin{2,N
̟
(1−1/η)} t > 1.

Corollary 2.12. In the above hypotheses, the conclusion of Corollaries 2.4

and 2.5 hold with δ in the estimate for Yt ∗ g replaced by

(2.47) δ′ = δ′(r, q; t) =

{
N
β (1/r − 1/q) t ≤ 1,

min{2, N̟ (1/r − 1/q)} t > 1.

As we will see later, for the values at which we evaluate these exponents
we have δ′ = δ.

3. Basic theory for the nonlinear problem

We start by considering the linear problem (2.1).
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3.1. The solution to the linear problem.

Theorem 3.1. For each data u0 ∈ X and f ∈ L∞((0, T );X) there exists

a unique mild solution to problem (2.1). Moreover a comparison principle

holds: if u0 ≤ v0 and f ≤ g are two pairs of admissible data, the correspond-

ing solutions u and v satisfy u ≤ v a.e. in QT .

Proof. The proof is standard starting with the estimate of (2.2)

‖u(·, t)‖X ≤ ‖u0‖X + hℓ(t) max
0≤τ≤t

‖f(·, τ)‖X

which follows from (2.26). We omit the details. �

We also need the concept of very weak solution.

Definition 3.1. Given u0 ∈ X and f ∈ L∞((0, T );X), a function u ∈
C([0, T );X) is said to be a very weak solution of problem (2.1) if

(3.1)

∫

QT

(u− u0)(tDT ζ) +

∫

QT

uLxζ =

∫

QT

fζ,

for every test function ζ ∈ L∞([0, T );X) ∩ C2,1
x,t (QT ) such that ζ(·, T ) ≡ 0,

where tDT is the associated backwards Riemann-Liouville derivative,

tDTφ(t) = −∂t

(∫ T

t
φ(τ)κ(τ − t) dτ

)
, 0 < t < T.

This definition is interpreted as: if u is a strong solution, i.e., the equation
in Problem (2.1) is satisfied pointwise, we multiply by a test function, pass
the spatial operator to the test, and integrate by parts the integral involving
the time operator, see for instance [33]. But for u being a strong solution
much regularity is needed. We show that u is a very weak solution if it is
mild.

Proposition 3.2. If u is a mild solution to problem (2.1) then u is a very

weak solution.

Proof. We write

u(x, t) = Zt ∗ u0(x) +

∫ t

0
Yt−s ∗ f(x, s) ds

as

u− u0 = (Zt ∗ u0 − u0) +

∫ t

0
Yt−s ∗ f(s) ds = U1 + U2.

We perform a convolution in time of this identity with κ, multiply by a
test function ζ as in the definition of very weak solution, differentiate with
respect to t and integrate in QT .

First the term on the left vanishes,
∫ T

0
∂t
(
[κ ⋆ (u− u0)]ζ

)
dt = [κ ⋆ (u− u0)]ζ

∣∣∣
T

0
= 0.



BLOW-UP FOR A DOUBLE NONLOCAL HEAT EQUATION 17

Now ∫

QT

∂t ([κ ⋆ (U1 + U2)]ζ) dtdx =

∫

QT

∂t [κ ⋆ (U1 + U2)] ζ dtdx

+

∫

QT

[κ ⋆ (U1 + U2)] ∂tζ dtdx.

For the first term on the right, by Plancherel identity if ζ = φ̂ ∈ L2(RN ),
and using (2.6) for U1 and (2.17) for U2,

∫

RN

∂t [κ ⋆ (U1 + U2)] ζ dx =

∫

RN

[
∂t [κ ⋆ (U1 + U2)]

]̂
φdx

=

∫

RN

(f̂ −mû)φdξ

=

∫

RN

(f̂φ− ûmφ) dξ

=

∫

RN

(fζ − uLxζ) dx.

As to the second term (we omit the variable x),
∫ T

0
[κ ⋆ (U1 + U2)] ∂tζ dt =

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
κ(t− s)(u(s)− u0) ds ∂tζ(t) dt

=

∫ T

0

∫ T

s
κ(t− s)∂tζ(t) dt (u(s)− u0) ds

= −

∫ T

0
tDT ζ(s)(u(s)− u0) ds.

In summary,

0 =

∫

QT

(fζ − uLxζ)−

∫

QT

tDT ζ(u− u0).

�

We also observe that if φ(t) = w(T − t) where w ∈ C1(0, T ) satisfies
w(0) = 0, then the backwards derivative can be written as

(3.2) tDTφ(t) = w′ ⋆ κ(T − t).

We now pass to study our nonlinear problem (1.1).

3.2. The nonlinear problem.

Definition 3.2. Given u0 ∈ X, a function u ∈ C([0, T );X) is said to be a

mild solution of problem (1.1) if

(3.3) u(x, t) = Zt ∗ u0(x) +

∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ u

p(x, τ) dτ,

a.e x ∈ R
N and for all 0 < t < T .
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By the previous section we know that mild solutions are very weak solu-
tions in the sense that

(3.4)

∫

QT

(u− u0)(tDT ζ) +

∫

QT

uLxζ =

∫

QT

upζ,

for every test function ζ ∈ L∞([0, T );X) ∩ C2,1
x,t (QT ) such that ζ(·, T ) ≡ 0

Existence of a unique mild solution for some 0 < T ≤ ∞ is proved by a
fixed point argument.

Theorem 3.3. For each u0 ∈ X there exists a unique mild solution for

some T0 > 0, to problem (1.1). Moreover a comparison principle holds: if

u0 ≤ v0 are two admissible data, the corresponding solutions u and v satisfy

u ≤ v a.e. in QT .

Proof. Let ‖u0‖X = ‖u0‖1 + ‖u0‖∞ =M and, for T0 > 0 fixed, consider the
space

E = {v ∈ C((0, T0);X) : sup
0<t<T0

‖v(t)‖X ≤ 4M}.

where abusing notation we omit the spatial variable x. In E we use the
standard distance d(u, v) = sup

0<t<T0

‖u(t)− v(t)‖X . We define the operator

(3.5) Φ(v)(t) = Zt ∗ u0 +

∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ v

p(τ) dτ.

We want to prove that if T0 is small then Φ : E → E is contractive, and
thus has a unique fixed point. Using (2.26), if v ∈ E and t < T0,

‖Φ(v)(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u0‖∞ +

∫ t

0
ℓ(t− τ)‖v(τ)‖p∞ dτ ≤M + cMphℓ(T0) ≤ 2M,

and also

‖Φ(v)(t)‖1 ≤ ‖u0‖1+

∫ t

0
ℓ(t−τ)‖v(τ)‖p−1

∞ ‖v(τ)‖1 dτ ≤M+cMphℓ(T0) ≤ 2M,

provided T0 is small enough. Thus Φ(E) ⊂ E. Similarly, for v1, v2 ∈ E, and
t < T0,

‖Φ(v1)(t)− Φ(v2)(t)‖X ≤

∫ t

0
ℓ(t− τ)(4M)p−1‖v1(τ)− v2(τ)‖X dτ

≤ chℓ(T0)M
p−1 sup

0<τ<T0

‖v1(τ)− v2(τ)‖X

≤
1

2
d(v1, v2),

and Φ is contractive in E.
Let us prove the comparison, from where we deduce also uniqueness.

Subtracting the definitions for two solutions u and v in QT , for some T > 0,
we get

u(t)− v(t) = Zt ∗ (u0 − v0) +

∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ (u

p(τ)− vp(τ)) dτ.
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Since both kernels, Zt and Yt are nonnegative, we obtain, if u0 ≤ v0,

(u(t)− v(t))+ =

∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ (u

p(τ)− vp(τ))+ dτ

≤ c

∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ (‖u(τ)‖

p−1
X + ‖v(τ)‖p−1

X ) (u(τ)− v(τ))+ dτ.

We finish with Gronwall’s inequality, (u(t) − v(t))+ = 0 a.e. �

We have constructed a mild solution in QT0
, for some T0 small, which

is unique. Prolonging u up to a maximal time T of existence is easy using
uniqueness, i.e., if T < ∞ then lim

t→T−

‖u(t)‖∞ = ∞. Also a comparison

principle between supersolutions and subsolutions is immediate to obtain
from the previous arguments.

Remark 3.1. i) It is clear that a comparison principle also holds for sub-

solutions and supersolutions, if these are understood by putting inequalities

in the difinition formula (3.3).
ii) With the only assumption (J0) we do not have any smoothing effect,

that is, even the first term Zt ∗ u0 is not better than u0. Thus to get better

regularity to the solution (3.3) we need to impose it to the initial value. On

the other hand, a smoothing effect will be crucial in the construction of global

solutions in Section 5, so there we must assume condition (J3).

4. Blow-up

We prove in this section the first part of Theorem 1.1, the existence of
blow-up for any p > 1 and the nonexistence of global solutions for small p.
We will use the very weak formulation (3.4), so we first need to estimate
the action of the diffusion operator over some special test functions. See [5,
Lemma 2.1] for the fractional Laplacian. The first result is very general and
has interest by itself. Later on we obtain a more precise result.

Proposition 4.1. Let ϕ ∈ C2(RN ) ∩ L1(RN ) be a positive, radially sym-

metric and nonincreasing function such that |D2ϕ(x)| ≤ c|x|−2ϕ(x). Then

Lxϕ ∈ L∞(RN ) and for |x| large it holds

|Lxϕ(x)| ≤ c(ϕ(x/2) + J (x/2)).

Proof. The fact that Lxϕ is finite is easy from the fact that the kernel is of
Lévy type, so we concentrate in estimating its value for large |x|. As in [5]
we divide the integral defining Lxϕ into four integrals

Lxϕ(x) =

∫

RN

(ϕ(x) − ϕ(z))J (x− z) dz =

4∑

i=1

Ii

where

Ii =

∫

Ωi

(ϕ(x) − ϕ(z))J (x− z) dz,
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and

Ω1 = {|x− z| < |x|/2}, Ω2 = {|z| < |x|/2},

Ω3 = {|z| > 3|x|/2}, Ω4 = {|x|/2 < |z| < 3|x|/2} − Ω1.

We have

|I1| =

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|x−z|<|x|/2
∇ϕ(x)(x− z)J (x− z) dz

+
1

2

∫

|x−z|<|x|/2
〈D2ϕ(x)(x− z), x− z〉J (x− z) dz

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 0 + sup
|x|>|x|/2

|D2ϕ(x)|

∫

|w|<|x|/2
|w|2J (w) dw

≤ c|x|−2ϕ(x/2)

(∫

|w|<1
|w|2J (w) dw + |x|2

∫

1<|w|<|x|/2
J (w) dw

)

≤ c|x|−2ϕ(x/2)(1 + |x|2) ≤ cϕ(x/2).

The integral with the gradient is zero by symmetry; the last two integrals
are bounded by (J0).

|I2| =

∫

|z|<|x|/2
(ϕ(z) − ϕ(x))J (x− z) dz ≤ cJ (x/2)

∫

|z|<|x|/2
ϕ(z) dz

≤ cJ (x/2).

We have used |ϕ(x) − ϕ(z)| = ϕ(z)− ϕ(x) ≤ ϕ(z), and |x− z| ≥ |x|/2.

|I3| =

∫

|z|>3|x|/2
(ϕ(x)− ϕ(z))J (x− z) dz ≤ ϕ(x)

∫

|z|>3|x|/2
J (z/3) dz.

Here |ϕ(x)− ϕ(z)| = ϕ(x)− ϕ(z) ≤ ϕ(x), and |x− z| ≥ |z|/3.

|I4| ≤ 2ϕ(x/2)

∫

|w|>|x|/2
J (w) dw.

And here |ϕ(x) − ϕ(z)| ≤ ϕ(x) + ϕ(z) ≤ 2ϕ(x/2). We obtain the desired
estimate. �

We now take a more precise function φ and focus on kernels satisfying
(J1).

Proposition 4.2. Let J satisfy (J1) with γ < 2, and let φ be defined by

φ(x) = ψ(x/A) for some A > 2, where ψ(z) = 1 for |z| ≤ 1, ψ(z) = |z|−N−γ

for |z| ≥ 2, is such that φ satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 4.1. Then

it holds

(4.1) |Lxφ(x)| ≤ cA−γφ(x)

for every x ∈ R
N .
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Proof. First, if |x| < A/2 we have,

0 < Lxφ(x) =

∫

|z|>A
(1− φ(z))J (x− z) dz

≤ c

∫

|z|>A
|z|−N−γ dz = cA−γ = cA−γφ(x),

since |x − z| > |z| − |x| > A/2 > 1. Now let |x| > A/2, and estimate the
integrals in the notation of Proposition 4.1.

|I1| ≤ sup
|x|>|x|/2

|D2ϕ(x)|

∫

|w|<|x|/2
|w|2J (w) dw

≤ cA−2(|x|/A)−N−γ−2

(∫

|w|<1
|w|2J (w) dw +

∫

1<|w|<|x|/2
|w|2J (w) dw

)

≤ cA−2(|x|/A)−N−γ−2(1 + |x|2−γ) ≤ cA−γ(|x|/A)−γ(|x|/A)−N−γ

≤ cA−γφ(x).

On the other hand,

|I2| ≤ cJ (x/2)

∫

|z|<|x|/2
φ(z) dz ≤ cAN |x|−N−γ ≤ cA−γφ(x),

|I3| ≤ φ(x)

∫

|z|>3|x|/2
J (z/3) dz ≤ c(|x|/A)−N−γ |x|−N−γ ≤ cA−γφ(x),

|I4| ≤ 2φ(x/2)

∫

|w|>|x|/2
J (w) dw ≤ cA−γφ(x).

�

Theorem 4.3. Assume hypothesis (J1). If p > 1 then the solution to

problem (1.1) blows up in finite time if the datum u0 is large enough

Proof. The proof follows the standard argument of [20] of using as a test in
the very weak formulation a function which plays the role of an eigenfunction
of the operator. We use also ideas of [38] for the case of a Caputo time
derivative and local diffusion.

We first observe that if J satisfies condition (J1) with some γ ≥ 2 then
it also satisfies the same condition with γ = 2− ǫ for any 0 < ǫ < 2; we thus
assume without loss of generality γ < 2.

Suppose the solution u is defined at least up to t = 1. Define the test
function

ζ(x, t) = ϕ1(x)ϕ2(t),

where ϕ1 = φ, the function in Proposition 4.2 with A = 3, and

ϕ2(t) = hµℓ (1− t), µ =
p

p− 1
.

Let us estimate the action of the operator H on ζ, i.e., we estimate Lxϕ1

and tDTϕ2.
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By (4.1) we have |Lxϕ1(x)| ≤ cϕ1(x). On the other hand, using (3.2),
since hℓ is nondecreasing, we obtain

tD1ϕ2(t) =
(
(hµℓ )

′ ⋆ κ
)
(1− t) = µ

(
(hµ−1

ℓ ℓ) ⋆ κ
)
(1− t)

≤ µhµ−1
ℓ (1− t)(ℓ ⋆ κ)(1 − t)

= µhµ−1
ℓ (1− t) = cϕ

1/p
2 (t).

Also, ∫ 1

0
tD1ϕ2(t) dt =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1−t

0
(hµℓ )

′(τ)κ(1 − t− τ) dτdt

=

∫ 1

0
κ(z)

∫ 1−z

0
(hµℓ )

′(1− t− z) dtdz

=

∫ 1

0
κ(z)hµℓ (1− z) dz ≥ c > 0.

Thus the identity
∫

Q1

u0(tD1ζ) =

∫

Q1

u(tD1 + Lx)ζ −

∫

Q1

upζ

i.e., ∫

Q1

u0ϕ1(tD1ϕ2) =

∫

Q1

(uϕ1(tD1ϕ2) + uϕ2Lxϕ1)−

∫

Q1

upζ

becomes

c

∫

RN

u0ϕ1 ≤ c

∫

Q1

uϕ1ϕ
1/p
2 + c

∫

Q1

uϕ1ϕ2 −

∫

Q1

upϕ1ϕ2

≤ c

∫

Q1

uϕ1ϕ
1/p
2 −

∫

Q1

upϕ1ϕ2.

Hölder’s inequality on the first integral of the right-hand side gives

∫

Q1

uϕ1ϕ
1/p
2 ≤

(∫

Q1

upϕ1ϕ2

) 1

p
(∫

Q1

ϕ1

)p−1

p

= c

(∫

Q1

upϕ1ϕ2

) 1

p

.

Thus we get
∫

|x|<3
u0 ≤

∫

RN

u0ϕ1 ≤ c

(∫

Q1

upζ

)1/p

−

∫

Q1

upζ ≤ c.

This is a contradiction if
∫
|x|<3 u0 is large, and then u must blow up before

t = 1. �

Remark 4.1. Without imposing condition (J1) to the kernel J , that is,

considering Lévy kernels in the limit of integrability at infinity, for instance

J (z) = |z|−N (log |z|)−ε, |z| > 2, ε > 1,

we could use the argument of Proposition (4.1) if we assume additional reg-

ularity properties in order to use the kernel itself as test function ϕ1.
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We now characterize the Fujita range, i.e., the interval of powers p such
that all solutions blow up.

Theorem 4.4. Assume hypotheses (K1) and (J1). If 1 < p < 1+γ/N then

for any given data u0 the solution to problem (1.1) blows up in finite time.

Proof. We repeat the previous argument, using this time a rescaled test
function, following the original idea of [15], and this is why we require con-
dition (K1). Suppose u is a global solution, so it satisfies identity (3.4) for
any T > 0.

Consider first the case γ < 2. For T > 0 fixed define now the test function

ζ(x, t) = ϕ1(x)ϕ2(t),

where ϕ1 = φ, the function in Proposition 4.2 with A = Tα/γ , and

ϕ2(t) = (1− t/T )µ+, µ =
pα

p− 1
.

These functions satisfy 0 < ϕ1(x) ≤ 1, ϕ1(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ Tα/γ ; 0 ≤
ϕ2(t) ≤ 1, ϕ2(T ) = 0. We estimate as before Hζ for T large.

From Proposition 4.2 we have

Lxϕ1(x) ≤ cT−αϕ1(x).

On the other hand, using (K1),

tDTϕ2(t) ≤ cT−α(1− t/T )µ−α
+ = cT−αϕ

1/p
2 (t),

∫ T

0
tDTϕ2(t) ≥ c

∫ T

0
T−α(1− t/T )µ−α

+ = cT 1−α.

Thus the very weak formulation becomes here

cT 1−α

∫

RN

u0ϕ1 ≤ cT−α

∫

QT

uϕ1ϕ
1/p
2 −

∫

QT

upϕ1ϕ2.

Hölder’s inequality on the first integral of the right-hand side gives

∫

QT

uϕ1ϕ
1/p
2 ≤

(∫

QT

upϕ1ϕ2

) 1

p
(∫

QT

ϕ1

) p−1

p

≤ cT
(1+αN

γ
)p−1

p

(∫

QT

upϕ1ϕ2

) 1

p

.

Thus we get

cT 1−α

∫

RN

u0ϕ1 ≤ cT−α+(1+αN
γ

)p−1

p

(∫

QT

upζ

)1/p

−

∫

QT

upζ.

Maximizing the right-hand side we obtain

(4.2)

∫

RN

u0ϕ1 ≤ cTα−1
(
T−α+(1+αN

γ
)p−1

p

) p
p−1

= cTα(N
γ
− 1

p−1
).
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Since the exponent is negative precisely for p < 1 + γ/N , taking the limit
T → ∞ if u is global in time we conclude

∫

RN

u0 = 0,

which is a contradiction. If γ = 2 we replace γ by γ− ǫ and we get the same
result.

In the case γ > 2 the previous argument works using the spatial test

function ϕ1(x) = e−T−α|x|2: it is easy to check that Lxϕ1(x) ≤ cT−αϕ1(x).
Actually

Lx(e
−λ|x|2) =

∫

RN

(
e−λ|x|2 − e−λ|x−y|2

)
J (y) dy

= e−λ|x|2
∫

RN

(
1− e−λ(|y|2−2xy)

)
J (y) dy

≤ e−λ|x|2
∫

RN

λ(|y|2 − 2xy)J (y) dy

≤ cλe−λ|x|2 ,

since the first integral is bounded by hypothesis and the second one vanishes
by symmetry (use Principal Value if J is singular at the origin). We then
get inequality (4.2) with γ replaced by 2. The proof is done. �

As a corollary of the proof we obtain an estimate of the blow-up time in
terms of an integral condition on the initial datum u0. See [9] for the double
fractional equation (1.12).

Theorem 4.5. There is a constant c > 0 such that if

(4.3)

∫

|x|<T
α/γ
0

u0 > cT
α(N

γ
− 1

p−1
)

0

then the solution blows up before t = T0.

Proof. Just observe that, with ϕ1 defined in the previous proof,
∫

RN

u0ϕ1 ≥ c

∫

|x|<T
α/γ
0

u0,

so the above condition results in a contradiction with inequality (4.2) if u is
defined in [0, T0]. �

5. Global solutions for large p

We now look for constructing global solutions for large p and small initial
value. To guess the critical exponent p we take into account the two typical
arguments used in the literature for homogeneous problems. This should
work for equation (1.12), but not directly for our non homogeneous general
equation (1.1). Nevertheless it could serve as a conjecture.
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The first argument is to compare the diffusion exponent decay with the
ODE blow-up exponent, see [11]. For instance in the semilinear heat equa-
tion (1.11), the diffusion decay rate is ρd = N/2 (the decay of the Gauss
kernel), while the solutions of the corresponding ODE ∂tU = Up are U(t) =

c(T − t)
− 1

p−1 , so ρr = 1/(p − 1). Thus ρd = ρr gives p∗ = 1 + 2/N . The
same can be applied for the double fractional equation (1.12), but only if
α = 1 or β > N , since otherwise the fundamental solution is not bounded
at x = 0, see [22]. When 0 < α < 1 = N < β < 2 the fundamental solution

decay is ‖Zt‖∞ ≤ ct
−α

β , see (2.5), while the solution to ∂αt U = Up satisfies

U(t) ∼ (T − t)
− α

p−1 ; this produces p∗ = 1 + β.
The second idea, introduced in [8], is to use the invariance of some Lq

norm under the natural scaling of the equation. If u is a solution to the

equation (1.12), so is uλ(x, t) = λ
1

p−1u(λ
1

β x, λ
1

α t) for every λ > 0, and
‖uλ‖q0 = ‖u‖q0 only for q0 = N(p − 1)/β. In the semilinear case α = 1,
β = 2, it was shown in [8] that if ‖u0‖q0 is small then the solution is global
in time, and the condition q0 > 1 is p > 1 + 2/N , the Fujita exponent. In
the double fractional case (1.12) this argument gives p∗ = 1 + β/N .

Though our equation is not invariant under any rescaling, if the operator
behaves like that of equation (1.12), the rescaled function uλ is a solution
of a different equation but with a differential operator satisfying the same
properties. The critical exponent should then be the same. The major
problem in the general situation of equation (1.1) is the different behaviour
of the kernel J at the origin and at infinity, which is reflected in the different
decay rates of Zt for t small or t large, see (2.28). We now show that only
the behaviour at infinity of J matters, that which gives the behaviour for
large t, but with a minimum of singularity at the origin: above the exponent
p∗ = 1 +̟/N there exist small global solutions.

What we need in the construction of global solutions is an estimate of
the kernels Zt and Yt so as to have a smoothing effect for the solutions to
our problem if the initial datum is small in some norm. We have proved in
Section 2 that such estimates hold true under the assumption that N < 2β
or Dt = ∂αt . We have then the following result that implies the last two
items in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 5.1. Assume hypotheses (K1), (J2) and (J3) with β ≥ N̟
N+̟ .

Assume also N < 2β if Dt 6= ∂αt . If p ≥ 1 + ̟/N then the solution to

problem (1.1) is uniformly bounded for every time 0 ≤ t < ∞ provided the

datum ‖u0‖1 is small enough.

Proof. We follow the technique of Weissler [36], as applied in [38] for the
Caputo equation with local diffusion, L = −∆. We first observe that it is
enough to prove the results for p = 1 + ̟/N . In fact, if v is a bounded

global solution for some p, then ϕ = M
p−p′

p′−1 v is a (mild) supersolution to
the equation with p′ > p, where M = ‖v‖∞. Thus the result is true in the
interval [p,∞).
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Observe that in the hypotheses considered, the estimates in Sections 2.3
and 2.4 hold.

Fix then p = 1 +̟/N and some q > max{p,̟/β}. Define the function
space

A = {v measurable in Q∞ such that ‖v‖A <∞},

where

‖v‖A = sup
t>0

(1 + t)θ‖v(t)‖q , θ =
αN(q − 1)

̟q
.

Define also the map Φ : A → A, as in the proof of Theorem 3.3,

Φ(v)(t) = Zt ∗ u0 +

∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ v

p(τ) dτ.

We want to prove that if ‖u0‖1 = ε is small, and R > 0 is taken also small,
then Φ is contractive in the ball BR ⊂ A, and thus has a unique fixed point
u. This is a mild solution to our problem, which is bounded locally in time by
the existence result, Theorem 3.3, with finite Lq-norm for all positive times.
Then we improve the exponent q to get u in Lr for some r > N/pβ which
implies finally that the solution is bounded for all times by Corollaries 2.5
or 2.12. We only have to consider the estimates in the first case because, as
we will see, the exponents δ and δ′ coincide when putting r = q/p.

We develop this procedure in several steps.
Step 1. Let ‖u0‖∞ =M . Then, if 0 < t < 1,

‖Zt ∗ u0‖q ≤ ‖u0‖q ≤M
q−1

q ε
1

q .

Now, for t > 1, using estimate (2.30),

‖Zt ∗ u0‖q ≤ ct−δ(1,q;t)ε,

provided q < q1 =
N

(N−β)+
. Recall that for t > 1 it is

δ(1, q; t) = αmin{1,
N(q − 1)

̟q
} =

αN(q − 1)

̟q

if we also impose q ≤ q2 = N
(N−̟)+

. We get in that way δ(1, q; t) = θ. We

therefore conclude

‖Zt ∗ u0‖A ≤ c(M
q−1

q ε
1

q + ε).

Now we have to estimate the second term in the Lq norm of Φ(v) for v

in the ball BR. We use vp(t) ∈ Lq/p with ‖vp(t)‖q/p ≤ Rp(1 + t)−pθ. Then,

whenever q < Nq/p
N−βq/p we can use estimate (2.33), and this is true since

q > ̟/β. We thus get

I(t) =

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Yt−τ ∗ v

p(τ) dτ

∥∥∥∥
q

≤ cRp

∫ t

0
(t− τ)−a(t−τ)(1 + τ)−pθ dτ,
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where a(s) = 1 − α + δ(q/p, q; s), see (2.31). We write a(s) =

{
a1 s < 1,

a2 s ≥ 1,

with the explicit values

a1 = 1− α

(
1−

̟

βq

)
, a2 = 1− α

(
1−

1

q

)
.

Notice that here δ(q/p, q; s) = δ′(q/p, q; s). Clearly 0 < a1, a2 < 1.
Now if 0 < t < 1,

I(t) ≤ cRp

∫ t

0
(t− τ)−a1(1 + τ)−pθ dτ ≤ cRpt1−a1 ≤ cRp.

Analogously I(t) is bounded if 1 ≤ t ≤ 2. Let us then consider the case
t > 2. We have

I(t) ≤ cRp

(∫ 1

0
+

∫ t−1

1
+

∫ t

t−1

)
= cRp (I1 + I2 + I3) .

I1 ≤

∫ 1

0
(t− τ)−a2 dτ ≤ c(t/2)−a2 ;

I2 ≤

∫ t−1

1
(t− τ)−a2τ−pθ dτ = t−a2−pθ+1

∫ 1−1/t

1/t
(1− s)−a2s−pθ ds

≤ ct−a2−pθ+1 = ct−θ;

I3 ≤

∫ t

t−1
(t− τ)−a1τ−pθ dτ ≤ c(t/2)−pθ ≤ ct−θ.

To bound the second integral we use a2, pθ < 1. We have seen that the first
condition is true; as for the second condition this holds if q < q3 =

αp
αp−p+1 .

In order to obtain the desired estimate in the norm of A, we need a2 ≥ θ,
and this is verified since θ − a2 = pθ − 1 < 0. In summary, if we fix the
exponent

(5.1) max{p,̟/β} < q < min{q1, q2, q3},

we have I(t) ≤ cRpt−θ, which gives

‖Φ(v)‖A ≤ c(ε + ε
1

q +Rp) < R

by taking ε and R small. This implies Φ(BR) ⊂ BR. What is left is to check
that there is room to choose the exponent q in (5.1).

First we have that q1 > p is equivalent to N
N−β > N+̟

N , or β > N̟
N+̟ ;

while q2 > p and q3 > p are trivial.
Notice that the previous restriction on β implies ̟

β ≤ 1 + ̟
N = p. So,

qi > ̟/β is not a restriction.
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Step 2. We now calculate, for v1, v2 ∈ BR,

‖Φ(v1)(t)− Φ(v2)(t)‖q ≤

∫ t

0
c ‖Yt−τ ∗ (v

p
1(τ)− vp2(τ))‖q dτ

≤

∫ t

0
c(t− τ)−a(t−τ)

(
‖v1(τ)‖

p−1
q + ‖v2(τ)‖

p−1
q

)
‖v1(τ)− v2(τ)‖q dτ

≤

∫ t

0
c(t− τ)−a(t−τ)2(R(1 + τ)−θ)p−1(1 + τ)−θ‖v1 − v2‖A dτ

= cRp−1‖v1 − v2‖A

∫ t

0
(t− τ)−a(t−τ)(1 + τ)−pθ dτ

≤ cRp−1‖v1 − v2‖A(1 + t)−θ,

exactly as before. Then Φ is contractive in BR if R is small enough. Let u
be the unique fixed point of Φ in BR.

Step 3. If U ∈ C((0, T0);X) is the solution constructed in Theorem 3.3,
by uniqueness we have u = U for 0 < t < T0, and thus

u ∈ C((0, T0);X) ∩ L∞((0,∞);Lq(RN ).

Assume for simplicity of the subsequent calculus that T0 ≥ 2. Let us now
write the solution for t > T0 through the expression

u(t) = Zt ∗ u0 +

∫ 1

0
Yt−τ ∗ u

p(τ) dτ +

∫ t

1
Yt−τ ∗ u

p(τ) dτ

= I1(t) + I2(t) + I3(t).

It is clear that I1 is smooth and satisfies

‖I1(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u0‖∞, ‖I1(t)‖q ≤ cM
q−1

q ε
1

q .

As for the second integral,

‖I2(t)‖∞ ≤ sup
0<τ<1

‖u(τ)‖p∞

∫ 1

0
c(t− τ)α−1 dτ ≤ c sup

0<τ<1
‖u(τ)‖p∞

‖I2(t)‖q ≤ ‖u(t)‖q ≤ R.

Therefore
I1 + I2 ∈ L∞((0,∞);Lr(RN ))

for every q ≤ r ≤ ∞, and we can concentrate on estimating I3.
Step 4. We now apply estimate (2.33) to the function g(t) = up(t) ∈

Lq/p(RN ). First, if q/p > N/β we are done, since then

‖I3(t)‖∞ ≤

∫ t

1
(t− τ)−1+α−δ(p/q,∞;t−τ)Rpτ−θp dτ ≤ c.

On the contrary, if q/p < N/β, we have

‖I3(t)‖r ≤

∫ t

1
(t− τ)−1+α−δ(p/q,r;t−τ)Rpτ−θp dτ ≤ c,

for every

q ≤ r <
Nq/p

N − βq/p
=

Nq

Np− βq
.
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We get a smoothing effect Lq → Lr. We now take r0 = q, rk = χrk−1 with
1 < χ < N

Np−βq fixed, and repeat the procedure, getting in each step the

smoothing effect Lrk−1 → Lrk . Observe that at each step

rk−1 < rk <
Nrk−1

Np− βrk−1
.

We stop when we reach a value k∗ ≥ 1 for which χk∗q > Np/β, thus giving
the smoothing effect Lrk∗ → L∞. This implies u bounded. �

Appendix A. The nonlocal heat equation

In this appendix we review some easy estimates for the fundamental so-
lution of the nonlocal heat equation without memory, which is used through
a subordination formula, to study the problem with memory. That is, we
characterize the function Gt solution to

(A.1)

{
(∂t + Lx)Gt = 0, in Q,
G0 = δ,

where δ is the Dirac mass at the origin. Since the Fourier transform is

Ĝt(ξ) = e−m(ξ)t, we first need to study the symbol m(ξ) of the diffusion
operator Lx. See for example [21, 6].

A.1. The symbol of Lx. Let m(ξ) be the symbol given by (1.7). We first
observe that it is given by the Lévy-Khintchine formula

(A.2) m(ξ) =

∫

RN

(1− cos(zξ))J (z) dz.

It is radial since the kernel J is radial. Without imposing any condition on
J , apart of being of Lévy type, we have the trivial estimates m(0) = 0 and

(A.3) c1 min{1, |ξ|2} ≤ m(ξ) ≤ c2 max{1, |ξ|2}.

In the case of an integrable kernel J we have m(ξ) = ‖J ‖1 − Ĵ (ξ), and

then m(ξ) ≤ c. This implies that Ĝt /∈ Lσ(RN ) for any σ <∞, t > 0.
Assume then J /∈ L1(B1). If J is weakly nonintegrable, i.e., |z|NJ (z) ≤ c

for |z| ≤ 1, then using (J0) we get for |ξ| > 1

m(ξ) ≤

∫

|z|≤|ξ|−1

c|ξ|2|z|2

|z|N
dz +

∫

|ξ|−1<|z|<1

c

|z|N
dz +

∫

|z|≥1
J (z) dz

≤ c1 + c2 log |ξ|+ c3,

a growth that is again not enough to get Ĝt in any Lσ(RN ), σ <∞ provided
t is small. It is then crucial to have a stronger singularity.
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Assuming then a power singularity, i.e. condition (J3), we have, by a
simple change of variables

(A.4)

m(ξ) = |ξ|−N

∫

RN

(1− cos z1)J (z/|ξ|) dz

≥ c|ξ|β
∫ 1

0

1− cosw

w1+β
dw = c|ξ|β ,

for |ξ| > 1. As to the behaviour at the origin of m, we have that (J1) implies

m(ξ) ≤

∫

|z|≤1
|ξ|2|z|2J (z) dz +

∫

1<|z|<|ξ|−1

|ξ|2|z|2

|z|N+γ
dz

+

∫

|z|≥|ξ|−1

1

|z|N+γ
dz ≤ c1|ξ|

2 + c2

∣∣∣|ξ|2 − |ξ|γ
∣∣∣+ c3|ξ|

γ .

Thus

(A.5) m(ξ) ≤ c|ξ|γ |ξ| ≤ 1, γ = min{γ, 2}.

On the contrary, hypothesis (J2) implies

m(ξ) =

∫

RN

(1− cos(zξ))J (z) dz ≥ c

∫ c2|ξ|−1

c1|ξ|−1

|ξ|2r1−ω dr = c|ξ|ω.

for |ξ| ≤ 1. Using (A.3) we deduce

(A.6) m(ξ) ≥ c|ξ|̟ |ξ| ≤ 1, ̟ = min{ω, 2}.

In summary, assuming hypotheses (J1) (and (J0)) we get

(A.7) m(ξ) ≤

{
c1|ξ|

γ if |ξ| ≤ 1,

c2|ξ|
2 if |ξ| ≥ 1.

and also assuming (J2) and (J3)

(A.8) m(ξ) ≥

{
c3|ξ|

̟ if |ξ| ≤ 1,

c4|ξ|
β if |ξ| ≥ 1.

A.2. The heat kernel Gt. Let Ĝt(ξ) = e−m(ξ)t. Clearly 0 < Ĝt ≤ 1. Also,
an easy comparison principle gives Gt > 0. In fact, if w is any smooth
function satisfying

{
(∂t + Lx)w = 0, in Q,
w(x, 0) ≥ 0,

and if w(x0, t0) = 0 is a minimum of w we would have

∂tw(x0, t0) ≤ 0

and

Lxw(x0, t0) =

∫

RN

(w(x0, t0)− w(z, t0))J (x0 − z) dz < 0,

which is a contradiction, and it implies w > 0 in Q. As a corollary ‖Gt‖1 =

Ĝt(0) = 1 for every t > 0.
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Let us estimate now the Lq norm of Gt for q > 1 using the estimates (A.8)
on the symbol m(ξ).

Proposition A.1. Assume hypotheses (J2) and (J3). For any 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞
it holds

(A.9) ‖Gt‖q ≤





ct
−N

β
(1−1/q)

if t ≤ 1,

ct−
N
̟
(1−1/q) if t ≥ 1.

Proof. First

‖Gt‖∞ ≤ c

∫

RN

e−m(ξ)t dx ≤ c

∫ 1

0
e−cr̟trN−1 dt+c

∫ ∞

1
e−crβtrN−1 dt = I1+I2.

I1 ≤ ct−
N
̟

∫ t

0
e−zz

N
̟
−1 dz ≤ c

{
1 if t ≤ 1,

t−
N
̟ if t ≥ 1,

I2 ≤ ct
−N

β

∫ ∞

t
e−zz

N
β
−1
dz ≤ c

{
t
−N

β if t ≤ 1,

t−1e−t if t ≥ 1,

Thus

‖Gt‖∞ ≤ c





t
−N

β if t ≤ 1,

t−
N
̟ if t ≥ 1.

The result follows by interpolation with ‖Gt‖1 = 1. �

This estimate should be complemented with a pointwise estimate, in the
spirit of [4, 29]. This only works in the case β = ω ∈ (0, 2), see [2], thus
getting

Gt(x) ≤ cmin{t−N/β , t|x|−N−β}.
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