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GLOBAL SOLUTIONS TO SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC

EQUATIONS DRIVEN BY MIXED LOCAL-NONLOCAL OPERATORS

STEFANO BIAGI, FABIO PUNZO, AND EUGENIO VECCHI

Abstract. We are concerned with the Cauchy problem for the semilinear parabolic equation
driven by the mixed local-nonlocal operator L = −∆+(−∆)s, with a power-like source term.
We show that the so-called Fujita phenomenon holds, and the critical value is exactly the
same as for the fractional Laplacian.

1. Introduction

Let L be the mixed local-nonlocal operator L = −∆ + (−∆)s, where (−∆)s stands for
the fractional Laplacian of order s ∈ (0, 1). We investigate global existence and blow-up of
solutions to semilinear parabolic equations driven by L of the following type:

{

∂tu+ Lu = up in R
N × (0,+∞)

u = u0 in R
N ,

(1.1)

where p > 1 and u0 is a given nonnegative initial datum.

Bibliographical notes: global existence and blow-up. Global existence and blow-up of solutions
have been largely studied in the literature. Concerning the purely local case L = −∆, it has
been shown in [23], and in [35] and [38] for the critical case, that

a) if 1 < p ≤ 1 + 2
N , any solution of (1.1) blows up in finite-time, provided that u0 6≡ 0;

b) if p > 1 + 2
N , then there exists a global in time solution of (1.1), provided that u0 is

sufficiently small.

Such a dichotomy is known as the Fujita phenomenon. We refer, e.g., to [1], [18], [41] and the
references therein, for a complete account about blow-up and global existence of solutions in
the purely local case L = −∆.

This question has been addressed also on Riemannian manifolds when L is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator; in this direction, some results can be found e.g. in [2, 33, 34, 42, 46, 47, 55,
57]. Furthermore, analogue results have also been established for local quasilinear evolution
equations (see e.g. [42, 29, 30, 31, 32, 43, 44]).

On the other hand, when L = (−∆)s in [53] it is shown that if p ≤ 1+ 2s
N , then any solution

arising from a nontrivial initial datum u0 blows up in finite time (see also [22]). Such a result
has been generalized in [40] for more general source terms. Moreover, in [37] (see also [36]), for
p > 1 + 2s

N , global in time solutions are considered, and the asymptotic behavior of solutions
as t→ +∞ has been studied.

Bibliographical notes: mixed local-nonlocal operators. Recently, the study of qualitative prop-
erties of solutions to partial differential equations, mainly of elliptic but also of parabolic type,
driven by the mixed operator L has been attracting much attention (see [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,
12, 13, 17, 24, 25, 26, 27]). One of the main reasons for this interest is that mixed operators
of the form L have applications in probability; indeed, they are related to the superposition
of different types of sthocastic processes such as a classical random walk and a Lévy flight.
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2 S. BIAGI, F.PUNZO, AND E.VECCHI

Furthermore, they are exploited to model various phenomena in sciences, such as the study
of optimal animal foraging strategies, see e.g. [19, 20] and references therein.

Description of our results. Along the above-described line of research, in the present paper
we deal with nonnegative solutions to problem (1.1). The main result of this paper will be
given in detail in the forthcoming Theorem 3.3; however, we give here a sketchy outline of
this result. In particular, we show that if p ≤ 1 + 2s

N , then problem (1.1) does not admit any

global solution with u0 6≡ 0. On the other hand, if p > 1 + 2s
N , then there exists a global in

time solution, provided that u0 is small enough. We point out that problem (1.1) behaves like
the problem with L = (−∆)s; in other terms, for what concerns existence and nonexistence
of global in time solutions the mixed local-nonlocal operator has the same character as the
nonlocal operator (−∆)s. The proof of the nonexistence of global solutions is based on a test
functions argument and on suitable a priori estimates. Furthermore, the global solution is
constructed by an iteration method, which exploits in a crucial way the estimates from above
for the heat kernel of L.

Plan of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix the notation and
recall some preliminary results concerning the fractional Laplacian, the operator L and the
heat kernel of L. In Section 3 we give the precise definition of solution to problem (1.1) and
we state our main existence/non-existence result, which is then proved in Section 4.

2. Mathematical background

Notation. Throughout the paper, we will tacitly exploit all the notation listed below; we
thus refer the Reader to this list for any non-standard notation encountered.

• We denote by R
+ (resp.R+

0 ) the interval (0,+∞) (resp. [0,+∞)).

• Given any x0 ∈ R
N and any r > 0, we denote by Br(x0) the open (Euclidean) ball

with centre x0 and radius r; in the particular case when x0 = 0, we simply write Br.

• Given any 0 < T ≤ +∞, we denote by ST the (infinite) strip R
N × (0, T ); in the

particular case when T = +∞, we simply write S in place of S+∞.

• If A is an arbitrary set in some Euclidean space R
m (with m ≥ 1), we denote by 1A

the usual indicator function of A, that is,

1A(z) =

{

1 if z ∈ A

0 if z /∈ A.

• We denote by T0 the set (vector space) of the functions ϕ ∈ C∞(S) for which there
exist numbers r, T > 0 (possibly depending on ϕ) such that

ϕ ≡ 0 on (RN \Br)× [T,+∞).

• Given any s ∈ (0, 1), we denote by Ls the tail space

Ls(R
N ) :=

{

f : RN → R : ‖u‖1,s :=

∫

RN

|f(x)|

1 + |x|N+2s
dx < +∞

}

.

• Given any open interval I ⊆ R, any Banach space (X, ‖ · ‖X) and any 1 ≤ θ ≤ ∞, we
denote by Lθ(I;X) the space of the Lθ-functions taking values in X, that is,

Lθ(I;X) =
{

f : I → X : nX(f)(t) := ‖f(t)‖X ∈ Lθ(I)
}

.

If f ∈ Lθ(I;X), we define ‖f‖θ,I,X := ‖nX(f)‖Lθ(I).

• If X,Y are real normed vector spaces, we denote by B(X,Y ) the set (vector space) of
the linear, bounder operators from X into Y .

• We denote by F the Fourier transform on L2(RN ), normalized in such a way that it
is an isometry ; as a consequence, for every f ∈ L2(RN ) ∩ L1(RN ) we have

F(f)(ξ) =
1

(2π)N/2

∫

RN

e−ı〈x,ξ〉f(x) dx.
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As anticipated in the Introduction, in this ‘preliminary’ section we collect several definitions
and known results, which will allow us to clearly state our main contribution (see Theorem
3.3 in Section 3), and to make the manuscript as self-contained as possible.

2.1. The mixed operator L = −∆+(−∆)s. In order to clearly state the main result of this
paper, we first need to fix some notation and to properly define what we mean by a solution to
the Cauchy problem (1.1); due to the mixed nature of L, this will require some preliminaries.

1) The Fractional Laplacian. Let s ∈ (0, 1) be fixed, and let u : RN → R. The fractional
Laplacian (of order s) of u at a point x ∈ R

N is defined as follows

(−∆)su(x) = CN,s · P.V.

∫

RN

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy

= CN,s · lim
ε→0+

∫

{|x−y|≥ε}

u(x)− u(y)

|x− y|N+2s
dy,

(2.1)

provided that the limit exists and is finite. Here, CN,s > 0 is a suitable normalization constant
which plays a role in the limit as s→ 0+ or s→ 1−, and is explicitly given by

CN,s =
22s−12sΓ((N + 2s)/2)

πN/2Γ(1− s)
.

As it is reasonable to expect, for (−∆)su(x) to be well-defined one needs to impose suit-
able growth conditions on the function u, both when |y| → +∞ and when y → x. In this
perspective we state the following proposition (see [39, 51] for a proof).

Proposition 2.1. Let Ω ⊆ R
N be an open set. Then, the following facts hold.

i) If 0 < s < 1/2 and u ∈ C2s+γ
loc (Ω) ∩ Ls(R

N ) for some γ ∈ (0, 1 − 2s), then

∃ (−∆)su(x) = CN,s

∫

RN

u(y)− u(x)

|x− y|N+2s
dy for all x ∈ Ω.

ii) If 1/2 < s < 1 and u ∈ C1,2s−1+γ
loc (Ω) ∩ Ls(R

N ) for some γ ∈ (0, 2 − 2s), then

∃ (−∆)su(x) = −
CN,s

2

∫

RN

u(x+ z) + u(x− z)− 2u(x)

|z|N+2s
dy for all x ∈ Ω.

Moreover, in both cases i) - ii) we have (−∆)su ∈ C(Ω).

In the particular case when Ω = R
N and u ∈ S ⊆ Ls(R

N ) (here and throughout, S
denotes the usual Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions), it is possible to provide an
alternative expression of (−∆)su (which is well-defined on the whole of RN , see Proposition
2.1) via the Fourier Transform F; more precisely, we have the subsequent result.

Proposition 2.2. Let u ∈ S ⊆ Ls(R
N ). Then,

∃ (−∆)su(x) = F−1
(

|ξ|2sFu
)

(x) for every x ∈ R
N . (2.2)

It should be noticed that, on account of (2.2), it is immediate to recognize that Schwartz
space S is not preserved by the fractional Laplacian (−∆)s (as |ξ|2sFu is not regular at ξ = 0),
that is, one has (−∆)s(S) 6⊆ S; however, we have the following characterization of the image

Ss = (−∆)s(S),

which will be crucial to give the definition of solution of problem (1.1).

Proposition 2.3 (See, e.g., [54, Lem. 1]). Setting Ss = (−∆)s(S), we have

Ss =
{

ψ ∈ C∞(RN ) : (1 + |x|N+2s)Dαψ ∈ L∞(RN ) for every α ∈ (N ∪ {0})N
}

.
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Another consequence of the ‘representation formula’ (2.2), which plays a fundamental role
in our argument (and, in general, in the analysis of the fractional Laplace operator (−∆)s),
is the possibility of realizing this operator as a densely defined, self-adjoint and non-negative
operator on the Hilbert space L2(RN ), whose associated heat semigroup admits a global heat
kernel. Indeed, taking into account (2.2), it is natural to define

Bs : H
s(RN ) ⊆ L2(RN ) → L2(RN ), Bs(u) = F−1

(

|ξ|2sF(u)
)

where Hs(RN ) =
{

u ∈ L2(RN ) : |ξ|2sF(u) ∈ L2(RN )
}

.
(2.3)

Clearly, we have S ⊆ Hs(RN ), and thus Bs is densely defined; moreover, by (2.2) one has

Bs(u) = (−∆)su for every u ∈ S ⊆ Hs(RN ),

and this shows that Bs is indeed a realization of (−∆)s on L2(RN ). We then observe that,
since the map F is an isometry of L2(RN ), for every u, v ∈ Hs(RN ) we get

i) 〈Bs(u), v〉L2(RN ) = 〈F(Bs(u)),F(v)〉L2(RN ) = 〈|ξ2sF(u),F(v)〉L2(RN )

= 〈F(u), |ξ|2sF(v)〉L2(RN ) = 〈u,F−1(|ξ|2sF(v))〉L2(RN )

= 〈u,Bs(v)〉L2(RN );

ii) 〈Bs(u), u〉L2(RN ) = 〈F(Bs(u)),F(u)〉L2(RN ) = 〈|ξ2sF(u),F(u)〉L2(RN )

= 〈|ξ|sF(u), |ξ|sF(u)〉L2(RN ) ≥ 0;

and thus Bs is self-adjoint and non-negative. As a consequence of these facts, we are then en-
titled to apply [28, Thm. 4.9], ensuring that the operator −Bs generates a strongly continuous
semigroup on the Hilbert space L2(RN ), say {T (t)}t≥0. By this, we mean that

P1) for every fixed t ≥ 0, we have T (t) ∈ B(L2(RN ), L2(RN ));
P2) T (t+ τ) = T (t) ◦ T (τ) for every t, τ ≥ 0;
P3) for every fixed t ≥ 0 and f ∈ L2(RN ), we have

lim
τ→t

T (τ)f = T (t)f in L2(RN );

P4) for every fixed t > 0 and f ∈ L2(RN ), we have T (t)f ∈ Hs(RN ) and

d

dt

(

T (t)f
)

= lim
h→0

T (t+ h)f − T (t)f

h
= −Bs

(

T (t)f
)

in L2(RN ).

This semigroup is called the heat semigroup of −(−∆)s, and it is denoted by (e−t(−∆)s)t≥0.

We now observe that, starting from property P4) and exploiting the Fourier transform

(together with the very definition of Bs), it is easy to show that the operator e−t(−∆)s (for
every t > 0) is actually an integral operator on L2(RN ) with a kernel of convolution type.

Indeed, let f ∈ L2(RN ) be fixed, and let

u : [0,+∞) → L2(RN ), u(t)(x) = e−t(−∆)sf(x).

Using property P4) and applying the Fourier transform, we see that

∗) F(u′(t)) = F
(

x 7→
d

dt

(

e−t(−∆)sf
)

(x)
)

= −F
(

x 7→ Bs(e
−t(−∆)sf)(x)

)

= −|ξ|2sF
(

x 7→ e−t(−∆)sf(x)
)

= −|ξ|2sF(u(t)),

∗) F(u(0)) = F
(

x 7→ e−0·(−∆)sf(x)
)

= F(f),

which is a (formal) first-order, linear Cauchy problem for t 7→ F(u(t))(ξ) (for every fixed
ξ ∈ R

N ); as a consequence, by formally solving this problem, we derive

F(u(t))(ξ) = F(f)(ξ)e−t|ξ|2s for all ξ ∈ R
N , t ≥ 0.
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Since we have expressed F(u(t)) as a product of two functions, by using the well-known prop-
erties of the Fourier transform we then conclude that

e−t(−∆)sf(x) = u(t)(x) = F−1
(

e−t|ξ|2s · F(f)
)

= (h
(s)
t ∗ f)(x) =

∫

RN

h
(s)
t (x− y)f(y) dy,

(2.4)

where, for every z ∈ R
N and t > 0, we have

h
(s)
t (z) =

1

(2π)N/2
F−1

(

e−t|ξ|2s
)

(z) =
1

(2π)N

∫

RN

eı〈z,ξ〉−t|ξ|2s dξ. (2.5)

This function (t, z) 7→ h
(s)
t (z) is usually referred to as the heat kernel of −(−∆)s, and it

satisfies the following properties (see, e.g., [3, 4, 14, 15, 53] for a complete proof):

(1) h(s) ∈ C∞(R+ × R
N ) and h(s) > 0.

(2) For every x ∈ R
N and t > 0, we have

h
(s)
t (x) = h

(s)
t (−x) and h

(s)
t (x) =

1

tN/(2s)
h
(s)
1 (t−N/(2s)x).

(3) For every fixed x ∈ R
N and t > 0, we have

∫

RN

h
(s)
t (x) dy = 1.

(4) For every fixed x ∈ R
N and t, τ > 0, we have
∫

RN

h
(s)
t (x− y)h(s)τ (y) dy = h

(s)
t+τ (x).

(5) There exists C ≥ 1 such that

C−1min
{

t−N/(2s),
t

|x|N+2s

}

≤ h
(s)
t (x) ≤ Cmin

{

t−N/(2s),
t

|x|N+2s

}

for every x ∈ R
N and every t > 0.

(2.6)

2) The heat kernel of L. Now we have reviewed a few basic concepts on the fractional
Laplace operator (−∆)s, we spend a few words concerning the heat semingroup and the
associated global heat kernel of the operator −L = ∆ − (−∆)s (we refer, e.g., to [52] for a
thorough investigation on this topic); this kernel will be used to introduce the notion of mild
solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1) (see Definition 3.1 below).

Our starting point is the usual realization of the operator −∆ in L2(RN ): denoting by
H2(RN ) the classical Sobolev space W 2,2(RN ), it is very well-known that the operator

A : H2(RN ) → L2(RN ), A(u) = F−1
(

|ξ|2F(u)
)

,

satisfies the following properties:

a) A is a densely defined, positive and self-adjoint operator;
b) A(u) = −∆u for every u ∈ S ⊆ H2(RN )

(actually, the above properties of A can be proved by repeating verbatim the computation
carried out in the previous paragraph with the ‘formal’ choice s = 1, see also [21, Sec. 4.3]).

On the other hand, by exploiting the characterization of the Sobolev spaces Hk(RN ) (for
k ≥ 1) in terms of F (see, e.g., [21, Sec. 5.8.4]), we have

H2(RN ) =
{

u ∈ L2(RN ) : |ξ|2F(u) ∈ L2(RN )
}

⊆ Hs(RN );

thus, taking into account (2.3), we can define

P : H2(RN ) → L2(RN ), P(u) = A(u) + Bs(u) = F−1
(

|ξ|2F(u)
)

+ F−1
(

|ξ|2sF(u)
)

.
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Clearly, by combining the properties of Bs (discussed in the previous paragraph) with the
properties of A recalled above, we immediately derive that P = A + Bs is a densely defined,
positive and self-adjoint operator which realizes L on L2(RN ): indeed, we have

P(u) = Lu for every u ∈ S ⊆ H2(RN ).

We can then exploit once again [28, Thm. 4.9], which ensures that also the operator −P
generates a strongly continuous semigroup in the Hilbert space L2(RN ), which we denote by

(e−tL)t≥0

(that is, the family (e−tL)t≥0 satisfies the same properties P1) - to - P4) in the previous para-
graph, with −P in place of −Bs); this semigroup is called the heat semigroup of −L.

Now, by arguing exactly as in the previous paragraph, we see that the operator e−tL (for
every fixed t > 0) is a integral operator with convolution-type kernel; more precisely, we have

e−tLf(x) = (pt ∗ f)(x) =

∫

RN

pt(x− y)f(y) dy (for every f ∈ L2(RN )), (2.7)

where, for every z ∈ R
N and t > 0, we have

pt(z) =
1

(2π)N/2
F−1

(

e−t(|ξ|2+|ξ|2s)
)

(z) =
1

(2π)N

∫

RN

eı〈z,ξ〉−t(|ξ|2+|ξ|2s) dξ (2.8)

(notice that F(Pf) = (|ξ|2 + |ξ|2s)F(f)); on the other hand, by exploiting (2.5) (jointly with

the explicit expression of F−1(e−t|ξ|2) and the properties of the Fourier transform), we obtain

pt(z) =
1

(2π)N/2
F−1

(

e−t|ξ|2 · e−t|ξ|2s
)

(z)

=
1

(2π)N/2
F−1

(

(2π)N/2F(gt) · (2π)
N/2F(h

(s)
t )
)

(z)

= F−1
(

(2π)N/2 F(gt) · F(h
(s)
t )
)

(z)

= (gt ∗ h
(s)
t )(z),

where gt(z) is the usual Gauss-Weierstrass heat kernel of ∆, that is,

gt(z) =
1

(4πt)N/2
e−|z|2/(4t).

Summing up, we conclude that

pt(z) =
1

(4πt)N/2

∫

RN

e−|z−ζ|2/(4t)h(s)(ζ) dζ (z ∈ R
N , t > 0). (2.9)

This function (t, z) 7→ pt(z) is referred to as the heat kernel of −L, and it satisfies analogous

properties to that of h(s); for a future reference, we collect these properties (which easily follow
from the ‘explicit’ expression of p in (2.8) - (2.9)) in the next theorem.

Theorem 2.4. The heat kernel p satisfies the following properties.

(1) p ∈ C∞(R+ × R
N) and p > 0.

(2) For every x ∈ R
N and t > 0, we have

pt(x) = pt(−x).

(3) For every fixed x ∈ R
N and t > 0, we have

∫

RN

pt(x− y) dy = 1.

(4) For every fixed x ∈ R
N and t, τ > 0, we have
∫

RN

pt(x− y)pτ (y) dy = pt+τ (x).
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Moreover, by combining (2.6) with the ‘convolution-type’ expression of pt in (2.9), we deduce
the following upper estimate: there exists a constant C > 0 such that

0 < pt(x) ≤ Ct−
n
2s for every x ∈ R

N , t > 0. (2.10)

We finally point out that, starting from property P4) of the heat semigroup (e−tL)t≥0, it
is quite standard to prove that the unique solution of the ‘abstract’ L2-Cauchy problem

{

∂tu = −Lu+ f in R
N × (0,+∞)

u(x, 0) = u0 for x ∈ R
N

(for any fixed f, u0 ∈ L2(RN )) is given by

u(x, t) = e−tLu0(x) +

∫ t

0
(e−(t−τ)Lf)(x) dτ ;

thus, by (2.9) we can rewrite this unique solution as follows

u(x, t) =

∫

RN

pt(y)u0(y) dy +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)f(y) dy dτ. (2.11)

Remark 2.5. It is worth mentioning that the ‘convolution-type’ formula (2.9) of p can be
easily proved by taking into account the probabilistic interpretation of the operator L.

Indeed, since L is the sum of the two operators −∆ and (−∆)s, it is the infinitesimal
generator of a stochastic process, say (Xt)t≥0, which is the sum of two independent processes,
namely a Brownian motion (Wt)t≥0 and a pure jump Lévy flight (Jt)t≥0; thus, given any t > 0,
we know that the law of the process Xt (which is the function pt) is the convolution of the

laws of Wt (the Gauss-Weierstrass heat kernel gt) and of Jt (the fractional heat kernel h
(s)
t ).

Remark 2.6. It is important to stress that the computations carried out in the previous

paragraphs in order to obtain the ‘explicit’ expressions of h
(s)
t and of pt in (2.5) - (2.9), respec-

tively, are actually formal computations; however, starting from the mentioned expressions
(2.5) - (2.9), one can prove a posteriori that all the properties of h(s) and of p hold.

3. Existence and non-existence results

3.1. Very weak and mild solutions to problem (1.1). Taking into account all the facts
recalled so far, we can now make precise the notion of solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1).
Actually, as is customary in the context of parabolic problems, we consider two different
notions of solutions, that is, very weak and mild.

Definition 3.1. Let u0 ∈ L∞(RN ), u0 ≥ 0, and let 1 ≤ p < +∞.

1) (Very weak solution) We say that a function u : S → R
+
0 is a very weak solution

to problem (1.1) if the following properties hold:
a)1 u ∈ Lp

loc(S);

b)1 given any T > 0, we have u ∈ L∞((0, T );Ls(R
N ));

c)1 given any ϕ ∈ T0, we have
∫∫

S
u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ) dx dt−

∫

RN

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0) dx =

∫∫

S
upϕdx dt. (3.1)

2) (Mild solution) We say that a function u : S → R
+
0 is a mild solution to problem

(1.1) if the following properties hold:
a)2 u ∈ C(S) ∩ L∞(S);
b)2 for every (x, t) ∈ S, we have the identity

u(x, t) =

∫

RN

pt(x− y)u0(y) dy +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)up(y, τ) dy dτ. (3.2)

Remark 3.2. We list, for a future reference, some remarks concerning Definition 3.1.
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(1) Taking into account Proposition 2.3, it is easy to check that identity (3.1) is meaning-
ful, that is, for every fixed test function ϕ ∈ T0 we have
i) u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ), upϕ ∈ L1(S);
ii) u0ϕ(·, 0) ∈ L

1(RN )
(provided that u satisfies properties a)1 - to - c)1).

In fact, let r, T > 0 be such that ϕ ≡ 0 out of Br × [0, T ). First of all we observe
that, since by property a)1 one has u ∈ Lp(Br × (0, T )), we immediately get

∫∫

S
|upϕ| dx dt ≤ ‖ϕ‖L∞(S)

∫∫

Br×(0,T )
up dx dt < +∞.

On the other hand, recalling that ϕ ∈ T0, using Proposition 2.3 (and taking into
account the explicit proof of this proposition given in [16, Thm. 9.4]) we derive that

|(−∆)s(x 7→ ϕ(x, t))| ≤
c

1 + |x|N+2s
1[0,T )(t) for every (x, t) ∈ S,

for some constant c > 0 independent of t; as a consequence, since −∂tϕ − ∆ϕ is
(smooth and) supported in Br × [0, T ), and since u ∈ L∞((0, T );Ls(R

N )), we obtain
∫

S
|u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ| dx dt

≤

∫

Br×(0,T )
u|∂tϕ+∆ϕ| dx dt+ c

∫ T

0

(

∫

RN

u

1 + |x|N+2s
dx
)

dt

≤ c
(

‖u‖L1(Br×(0,T )) +

∫ T

0
‖u(·, t)‖1,s dt

)

≤ c
(

‖u‖L1(Br×(0,T )) + ‖u‖∞,(0,T ),Ls(RN )

)

< +∞,

where we have used the fact that u ∈ Lp(Br × (0, T )) ⊂ L1(Br × (0, T )), and c > 0 is
a constant (possibly different from line to line) only depending on ϕ.

Finally, since u0 ∈ L∞(RN ) and ϕ(·, 0) ∈ C∞
0 (RN ), we immediately infer that

u0ϕ(·, 0) ∈ L1(RN ).

(2) Owing to the properties of p in Theorem 2.4, it is easy to check that also identity
(3.2) is is meaningful (provided that u satisfies properties a)2 - b)2). In fact, since by
assumption we have u0 ∈ L∞(RN ), for every x ∈ R

N we get

0 ≤

∫

RN

pt(x− y)u0(y) dy ≤ ‖u0‖L∞(RN )

∫

RN

pt(x− y) dy = ‖u0‖L∞(RN ) < +∞.

Moreover, since by property a)2 we also have u ∈ L∞(S), for every (x, t) ∈ S we get

0 ≤

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)up(y, τ) dy dτ

≤ ‖u‖pL∞(S)

∫ t

0

(

∫

RN

pt−τ (x− y) dy
)

dτ = ‖u‖pL∞(S)t < +∞.

(3.3)

We explicitly notice that the definition of mild solution comes from the representa-
tion of the unique solution of the L2-Cauchy problem for L discussed in the previous
paragraph: indeed, our Cauchy problem (1.1) can be rewritten as

{

∂tu = −Lu+ f in R
N × (0,+∞)

u(x, 0) = u0(x) for every x ∈ R
N ;

where f = up; hence, by the ‘representation formula’ (2.11) we should have

u(x, t) =

∫

RN

pt(y)u0(y) dy +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)f(y) dy dτ,

which is precisely formula (3.2) (with f = up).
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(3) In the particular case when u0 ∈ L∞(RN )∩L2(RN ), if u ∈ C(S)∩L∞(S) is any mild
solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1) it is easy to recognize that

u(x, 0) = u0(x) for every x ∈ R
N .

Indeed, since u0 ∈ L
2(RN ), by exploiting property P3) of the heat semigroup (e−tL)t≥0,

together with the representation (2.7) and estimate (3.3), we get

lim
n→+∞

u(x, 1/n)

= lim
n→+∞

(

∫

RN

p1/n(x− y)u0(y) dy +

∫∫

St

p1/n−τ (x− y)up(y, τ) dy dτ
)

= lim
n→+∞

(

∫

RN

p1/n(x− y)u0(y) dy
)

= lim
n→+∞

(e−1/nLu0)(x) = u0(x) for a.e. x ∈ R
N

(up to a sub-sequence, since e−tLu0 → u0 as t→ 0+ in L2(RN)); thus, since u ∈ C(S),
we infer that u(x, 0) = u0(x) for (a.e.) x ∈ R

N . In particular, by modifying u0 on a
set of zero Lebesgue measure if needed, we conclude that

u0 ∈ C(RN) and u(x, 0) = u0(x) for every x ∈ R
N .

(4) Owing to the properties of the heat kernel p in Theorem 2.4, and adapting the approach
in the proof of [2, Lem. 2.1], it is not difficult to recognize that any mild solution of
problem (1.1) is also a very weak solution.

3.2. The main result. Now we have properly introduced the two types of solutions for the
Cauchy problem (1.1) we are interested in, we are finally ready to state the main result of
this paper.

Theorem 3.3. Let u0 ∈ L
∞(RN ), u0 ≥ 0, and let 1 < p <∞. We define

p = 1 +
2s

N
.

Then, the following facts hold.

1) (Non-existence) If 1 < p ≤ p, there do not exist global in time very weak solutions
to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with u0 6≡ 0.

2) (Global existence) If p > p, there exist δ0, τ0 > 0 such that the Cauchy problem (1.1)
possesses at least one global in time very weak solution, provided that

u0(x) < δ0 pτ0(x), for a.e. x ∈ R
N . (3.4)

Remark 3.4. As it will be clear from the proof of Theorem 3.3 - 2), the solution we are able
to construct in the case p > p is actually a mild solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1).

4. Proof of Theorem 3.3

In this section we provide the full proof of Theorem 3.3. To ease the readability, we establish
the two assertions 1) and 2) (non-existence and global existence) separately.

Proof of Theorem 3.3 - 1). (Non-existence) Let 1 < p ≤ p be fixed, and suppose that there
exists a very weak solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1) (in the sense of Definition 3.1, and
for some initial condition u0 ∈ L∞(RN ), u0 ≥ 0). We then aim at proving that

u ≡ 0 a.e. in S. (4.1)

Once we know that (4.1) holds, from (3.1) we infer that
∫

RN

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0) dx =

∫∫

S
u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ) dx dt−

∫∫

S
upϕdx dt = 0 ∀ ϕ ∈ T0,
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for which we derive that u0 ≡ 0 a.e. in R
N . Hence, we turn to establish (4.1). To this end, it

is convenient to distinguish the following two cases

(a) 1 < p < p̄ and (b) p = p̄.

Case (a). To begin with, we choose two functions ζ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ), ψ ∈ C∞(R+

0 ) such that

i) ζ ≡ 1 on B1/2 and ζ ≡ 0 out of B1;
ii) ψ ≡ 1 on [0, 1/2) and ψ ≡ 0 on [1,+∞);
iii) 0 ≤ ζ, ψ ≤ 1.

Then, we arbitrarily fix r > 1, and we define

ξr(x) := ζm
(x

r

)

, φr(t) = ψm
( t

r2s

)

where m :=
2p

p− 1
.

Since, obviously, we have ϕ(x, t) = ξr(x)φr(t) ∈ T0, we are entitled to use this function ϕ as
a test function in (3.1): recalling that (by assumption) u0 ≥ 0 a.e. in R

N , this gives
∫∫

S
upϕdx dt =

∫∫

S
u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ) dx dt −

∫

RN

u0(x)ξr(x) dx

≤

∫∫

S
u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ) dx dt

=

∫∫

S
u(−ξr∂tφr − φr∆ξr + φr(−∆)sξr) dx dt.

(4.2)

We now turn to estimate the right-hand side of the above inequality.
To this aim we first observe that

i) ∆ξr = mr−2
[

ζm−1∆ζ + (m− 1)ζm−2|∇ζ|2
]

(x/r);

ii) ∂tφr = mr−2s
[

ψm−1∂tψ
]

(t/r2s).
(4.3)

Moreover, since the function G(z) = zm is convex, by [48, Lem. 3.2] we have

(−∆)sξr = (−∆)s
(

G ◦ (x 7→ ζ(x/r))
)

≤ mζm−1
(x

r

)

(−∆)s(x 7→ ζ(x/r))

=
m

r2s
ζm−1(x/r)

[

(−∆)sζ
]

(x/r).
(4.4)

Thus, by combining (4.3) - (4.4) (and since r > 1), we obtain

− ξr∂tφr − φr∆ξr + φr(−∆)sξr ≤ |ξr∂tφr + φr∆ξr|+ φr(−∆)sξr

≤ cr−2s
(

ζ(x/r)ψ(t/r2s)
)m−2

= cr−2sϕ
m−2
m

= cr−2sϕ1/p,

(4.5)

where we have also used the fact that (−∆)sζ ∈ Ss (as ζ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ), see Proposition 2.3).

With estimate (4.5) at hand, we can easily conclude the proof of (4.1): indeed, by combining
the cited (4.5) with the above estimate (4.2), and by using Hölder’s inequality, we get

∫∫

S
upϕdx dt ≤ cr−2s

∫∫

S
uϕ1/p dx dt

(since ϕ is supported in Br × [0, r2s))

= cr−2s

∫ r2s

0

∫

Br

uϕ1/p dx dt

≤ cr
−2s+(2s+N)p−1

p

(

∫

S
upϕdx dt

)1/p
;
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as a consequence, since ϕ ≡ 1 on Br/2 × [0, r2s/2), we obtain

∫ r2s/2

0

∫

Br/2

up dx dt ≤

∫∫

S
upϕdx dt ≤ crN+2s− 2sp

p−1 . (4.6)

On the other hand, since are assuming that 1 < p < p, we have

N + 2s−
2sp

p− 1
< 0;

then, by letting r → +∞ in the above (4.6) and by using the Monotone Convergence Theorem
(recall that r > 1 was arbitrarily fixed, and u ≥ 0 a.e. in S), we derive that

∫∫

S
up dx dt = 0,

from which we conclude that u ≡ 0 a.e. in S, as desired.

Case (b). In this case, we use some ideas exploited in the proof of [22, Thm. 1].
First of all we observe that, if p = p, we have

δ := −2s+ (2s +N)
p − 1

p
= 0; (4.7)

thus, by arguing as in Case (a), by (4.6) and (4.7) we get

∫ r2s/2

0

∫

Br/2

up dx dt ≤ c,

for some constant c > 0 independent of r. In particular, by letting r → +∞ and by using the
Monotone Convergence Theorem, we can infer that u ∈ Lp(RN × (0,+∞)).

We now define, for any r > 1, β > 1, the functions

ξr,β(x) := ζm
( x

βr

)

, φr(t) = ψm
( t

r2s

)

,

where ζ, ψ and m are as in the previous case. Clearly, ϕ(x, t) = ξr,β(x)φr(t) ∈ T0, so we can
use this function ϕ as a test function in (3.1): since u0 ≥ 0, this gives

∫∫

S
upϕdx dt =

∫∫

S
u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ) dx dt −

∫

RN

u0(x)ξr,β(x) dx

≤

∫∫

S
u(−∂tϕ+ Lϕ) dx dt

=

∫∫

S
u(−ξr,β∂tφr − φr∆ξr,β + φr(−∆)sξr,β) dx dt.

(4.8)

Moreover, by arguing exactly as in Case (a), we have the estimate

i) |∆ξr,β(x)| ≤ c(βr)−2ξ
1/p
r,β (x) for every x ∈ R

N ;

ii) (−∆)sξr,β(x) ≤ c(βr)−2sξ
1/p
r,β (x) for every x ∈ R

N ;

iii) |∂tφr(t)| ≤ cr−2sφ1/pr (t) · 1{r2s/2<t<r2s}(t) for every t > 0;

(4.9)
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By combining (4.8) - (4.9), and by using Hölder’s inequality, we then get
∫∫

S
upϕdx dt

≤ cr−2s

∫∫

S
uφ1/pr ξr,β · 1{r2s/2<t<r2s}(t) dx dt+ c(βr)−2s

∫∫

S
uξ

1/p
r,β φr(t) dx dt

≤ crδβ
Np
p−1

(

∫ r2s

r2s

2

∫

Bβr

up dxdt

)
1
p

+ crδβ−2s+
N(p−1)

p

(

∫ r2s

0

∫

Bβr

up dxdt

)
1
p

= cβ
Np
p−1

(

∫ r2s

r2s

2

∫

Bβr

up dxdt

)
1
p

+ cβ−2s+
N(p−1)

p

(

∫ r2s

0

∫

Bβr

up dxdt

)
1
p

,

where we have used the fact that δ = 0, see (4.7).
In particular, since ϕ ≡ 1 on B rβ

2
× [0, r2s/2), we obtain

∫ r2s/2

0

∫

Bβr/2

up dx dt ≤

∫∫

S
upϕdx dt

≤ cβ
Np
p−1

(

∫ r2s

r2s

2

∫

Bβr

up dxdt

)
1
p

+ cβ−2s+
N(p−1)

p

(
∫∫

S
updxdt

)
1
p

.

(4.10)

With (4.10) at hand, we can finally complete the proof of (4.1) in this case. In fact, since we
have already recognized that u ∈ Lp(RN × (0,+∞)), for any fixed β ∈ (1, r) we have

lim
r→+∞

∫ r2s

r2s

2

∫

Bβr

up dxdt

= lim
r→+∞

∫ r2s

0

∫

Bβr

up dxdt− lim
r→+∞

∫ r2s

2

0

∫

Bβr

up dxdt

=

∫ +∞

0

∫

RN

updxdt−

∫ +∞

0

∫

RN

updxdt = 0 .

(4.11)

On the other hand, since p = p̄, we also have

−2s+
N(p − 1)

p
= −

2s(p− 1)

p
< 0 . (4.12)

By virtue of (4.11) - (4.12), letting r → +∞ and then β → +∞ in (4.10), we obtain
∫∫

S
up dx dt = 0,

from which we deduce that u ≡ 0 a.e. in S, as desired. �

Proof of Theorem 3.3 - 2). (Global existence) We adapt to the present situation the line of
arguments of the proof of [45, Thm. 1.1]. Let (3.4) be in force for some δ0, τ0 > 0 to be chosen
later on, and let us introduce the following notation:

ũ0(x, t) :=

∫

RN

pt(x− y)u0(y) dy (4.13)

and

Φu(x, y) :=

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)up(y, τ) dydτ. (4.14)

Thanks to (3.4), we have that

ũ0(x, t) ≤ δ0

∫

RN

pt(x− y)pτ0(y) dy = δ0 pt+τ0(x),
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where in the last step we used Theorem 2.4-(4).
Exploiting (4.13) we now define the recursive sequence of functions (ũn)n∈N as

ũn+1(x, t) := ũ0(x, t) + Φũn(x, t). (4.15)

By induction, we can prove that (ũn)n∈N is monotone increasing. Indeed,

ũ1(x, t) = ũ0(x, t) + Φũ0(x, t)

= ũ0(x, t) +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)ũp0(y, τ) dydτ ≥ ũ0(x, t),

and, assuming ũn ≥ ũn−1, and hence ũpn ≥ ũpn−1, we have

ũn+1(x, t) = ũ0(x, t) + Φũn(x, t) = ũ0(x, t) +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)ũpn(y, τ) dydτ

≥ ũ0(x, t) +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)ũpn−1(y, τ) dydτ = ũn(x, t).

In order to properly choose δ0 > 0, we further define the increasing (since δ0 > 0) sequence
of real numbers (δn)n∈N as

δn+1 := δ0 + δpn,

If we choose δ0 > 0 small enough, the sequence (δn)n∈N is convergent, and therefore there
exists M ∈ R

+ such that
δn ≤M for every n ∈ N. (4.16)

Our next goal is to choose τ0 > 0 such that

ũn(x, t) ≤ δn pt+τ0(x), for every (x, t) ∈ S and for every n ∈ N. (4.17)

Before proceeding by induction, recalling that p > p = 1 + 2s
N and thanks to both (2.10) and

Theorem 2.4-(4), we notice that
∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)ppτ+τ0(y) dydτ

≤ Cp−1 pt+τ0(x)

∫ +∞

0
(τ + τ0)

−N(p−1)/(2s)dτ < pt+τ0(x),

(4.18)

provided that τ0 > 0 is large enough, namely

τ0 >

(

C1−p

(

N(p− 1)

2s
− 1

))2s/(2s−N(p−1))

.

Let us now go through the induction procedure. Firstly,

ũ1(x, t) = ũ0(x, t) +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)up0(y, τ) dydτ

≤ δ0 pt+τ0(x) + δp0

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)ppτ+τ0(y) dydτ

≤ (δ0 + δp0) pτ+τ0(x) = δ1 pτ+τ0(x).

Now, assuming that (4.17) holds for a certain n ∈ N, it follows that

ũn+1(x, t) = ũ0(x, t) +

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)ũpn(y, τ) dydτ

≤ δ0 pt+τ0(x) + δpn

∫∫

St

pt−τ (x− y)ppt+τ0(y) dydτ

≤ (δ0 + δpn) pτ+τ0(x) = δn+1 pτ+τ0(x),

where we exploited once again (4.18).
Combining (4.17) and (4.16), we find that

ũn(x, t) ≤M pt+τ0(x), for every (x, t) ∈ S and for every n ∈ N.
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Let us now consider the function u := sup ũn. By monotone convergence, u satisfies (3.2) and
therefore u is the desired global mild solution to (1.1). In view of Remark 3.2-(4), u is also a
global in time very weak solution to (1.1). This closes the proof. �
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Inst. H. PoincarÃ©, Anal. Non Lin., (to appear).
[20] S. Dipierro, E. Valdinoci, Description of an ecological niche for a mixed local/nonlocal dispersal: An

evolution equation and a new Neumann condition arising from the superposition of Brownian and LÃ©vy
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