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THRESHOLD AND STRONG THRESHOLD SOLUTIONS
OF A SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATION

PAVOL QUITTNER

ABSTRACT. If p > 1+ 2/n then the equation us — Au = uP, =z €
R™, t > 0, possesses both positive global solutions and positive solutions
which blow up in finite time. We study the large time behavior of radial
positive solutions lying on the borderline between global existence and
blow-up.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider positive classical solutions of the Cauchy prob-
lem

(1)

ug — Au = u? zeR", t>0,
U(ﬂj‘,O) :u0($)7 T € R,

with p > pp := 1+ 2/n and ug € BC™ \ {0}, where BC' denotes the space
of bounded continuous functions in R™ and BCT := {¢ € BC : ¢ > 0}.
We will study the large-time behavior of solutions lying on the borderline
between global existence and blow-up. Positive solutions of (II) which blow
up in finite time exist for all p > 1. For such p, the assumption p > pp is
necessary and sufficient for the existence of positive global solutions.

In addition to the exponent pr we will often work with the following
critical exponents:

) oo if n <2, ) oo if n <2,
Po= V142 itn>3 PP \1424 iftn>3,

{+w if n < 10,
bjL = n—4+2y/n—1 .

If p > psy then the function

P
@—Uﬁ

is a singular steady state of (). Notice that L = L(n,p) — 0 as p — pgg+;

we set L = L(n,p) := 0 if p < pgg. If p > pg then for each a > 0 there

exists a unique positive radially symmetric and radially decreasing steady

state uq of (Il satisfying u,(0) = a. These solutions intersect each other
1

(2)  wu.(z) = Llz|7®"Y where LP71:= (n—2)p—n),
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(and the singular steady state u,) if and only if p < pyr. It was shown in
[7] that the following is true:

Proposition 1. (i) Let p € [ps,psr) and o > 0. If ug > uy and ug Z uq
then the solution of () blows up in finite time. If ug < uqy and uy Z g
then the solution of (Il exists globally and ||u(-,t)||coc — 0 as t — oco.

(ii) Let p > pyr and o > 0. If ug > Aug, for some X\ > 1 then the solution
of ) blows up in finite time. If ug < Aug for some X\ € (0,1) then the
solution of (Il) exists globally and ||u(-,t)||cc — 0 as t — co. On the other
hand, the solution u, is stable in a suitable weighted Lebesgue space, and,
in particular, the properties in (i) do not hold.

Inspired by this result we say that a solution v* of (II) with initial data
ug is a threshold solution if the following is true: If ugp > Aug for some
A > 1 then the solution of (1) blows up in finite time; if up < Aug for some
A < 1 then the solution of (d) exists globally. We say that a solution u*
of () with initial data v is a strong threshold solution if the following
holds: If ug > ug, ug # ug then the solution of () blows up in finite time; if
ug < ug, up # ug then the solution of (Il exists globally. If u* is a threshold
solution but not a strong threshold solution then we say that it is a weak
threshold solution. Hence, in particular, the steady states u, are strong
or weak threshold solutions if p € [ps,psr) or p > pyr, respectively.

Threshold solutions have been intensively studied. It is well known that
their behavior strongly depends on the exponent p and the spatial decay
of the initial data; we recall some of the corresponding results below. On
the other hand, the question, whether the threshold solution is weak or
strong, has attracted much less attention. Even the fact that for any p > pg
there exists both weak and strong threshold solutions (which will be an easy
consequence of our results) does not seem to be known.

The existence of weak threshold solutions for any p > pr follows from the
following theorem.

Theorem 1. Given p > pp there exists L* = L*(n,p) > 0 with the following
properties: Let ug € BCT and let w denote the solution of ().
() If up(z)|z|>/®=Y < L* for all & then u is global.

In addition, if p < pyr, then ||[u(-,t)||oe < Ct=YP= g5t — 0.
(ii) If lim inf ;o ug(x)]z|>®=D > L* then u blows up in finite time.
(iii) L*(n,p) > L(n,p) if p < psr, L*(n,p) = L(n,p) if p > pr.

In fact, taking ug such that

up(z)|z[¥P~ < L* forall & and  lim wo(z)|z|¥ P~V = L*,
|z| =00

Theorem [I] guarantees that u is a weak threshold solution. In addition, this
solution decays to zero as t — oo if p < pyr. On the other hand, it is known
that this solution may decay to zero (i.e. lim||u(-,t)|lcc — 0 as t — o0),
converge to a positive steady state, grow up (i.e. lim ||u(-,t)||cc — 00 as
t — o0), or exhibit a more complicated behavior if p > p;r, see [8 [7, 20].
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Theorem [Tl follows from [I7, Theorem 1.3 and Remark 1.3] if p < py, or
[26) Theorem 20.5] and [8, Theorem 4(iii)] if p > psr. In Section [l we prove
Theorem [I] for p < ps by using different arguments than those in [17].

The existence and behavior of strong threshold solutions are much less
understood. If p > pg then [21, Lemma 2] shows that any radially symmetric
threshold solution with ug € BC*T N H'(R™) is a strong threshold solution,
and it is also known that such solutions blow up in finite time, see [14]
15, 13 27]. On the other hand, the only known global strong threshold
solutions seem to be the steady states u,, for p € [ps,psr). In order to study
the existence and properties of strong threshold solutions we will restrict
ourselves to the initial data ug € X, where

3) { X is the set of nonnegative, continuous, radially symmetric

and radially nonincreasing functions in R™.

The main technical tool in our study will be the following characterization
of strong threshold solutions.

Theorem 2. Let |- || denote the norm in L= (R™)NLY(R™). Ifug € X then
the corresponding solution u of () is a strong threshold solution if and only
if for each € > 0 there exist vi,vy € X such that ||ug — v1|| + ||up — v2|| < &,
and the solution of ([Il) with initial data vy or vy exists globally or blows up
in finite time, respectively.

Theorem [2] guarantees, in particular, that any threshold solution with
initial data ug € X N L'(R") is a strong threshold solution. However, we
will mainly use this theorem to study strong threshold solutions with slow
spatial decay, satisfying lim|g|_,q uo(z)|z[*P~1) = L*, for example. We will
show that (in addition to the above mentioned strong threshold solutions
which blow up in finite time if p > pg, and the strong threshold steady
states for ps < p < psr), for any p > pp there exist global strong threshold
solutions (GSTS for short) with initial data in X. In particular,

e if pr < p < pyr then there exists a GSTS u which decays to zero,

e if p > pyr then there exists a GSTS u which grows up,

e if p = pg then there exists a non-stationary GSTS u which converges
to a positive steady state,

e if p = pg and n = 3 then there exists a GSTS u which grows up,

e if p > pg then there exists a GSTS w such that

(4) 0 = liminf ||u(-, t)]|co < limsup [Ju(-,t)||c = 0.
t—ro0 t—00

Global solutions with large-time behaviors just mentioned have mostly
been known (see [21I] in the case of (@) and ps < p < pyr, for example),
but it is not clear whether those solutions are strong threshold solutions.
On the other hand, we often use those solutions or the methods of proofs
of their existence in order to prove the existence of a GSTS with the same
large-time behavior.
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PF<p<ps| p=ps |ps<p<pjL| P2=DPJL

Decay to zero YES YES/?
Steady states NO/YES YES/NO
posttive Steady sate ?/YES , YES/?
Grow-up NO ?/YES* | YES
Blow-up NO NO/YES
Other ? ?/YES YES

TABLE 1. Possible behavior of weak/strong threshold
solutions of (Il) with initial data in X.
YES*...if n = 3; see Remark 2I(i)

It is known that if p > p;; then the singular steady state u, is a strong
threshold singular solution in a suitable sense (see [6]). The following theo-
rem shows that an analogous result is true in the case p < pjr.

Theorem 3. Assume pp < p < pjr, and let L* = L*(n,p) be the constant
defined in Theorem [l Let u be the minimal weak solution of () with sin-
gular initial data L*]a:\_z/(p_l). Then u is a global self-similar solution of
the form a(z,t) =t~/ ®=Dw(|z|/v/t) with w bounded, and the solution with
initial data u(-,tg) is a strong threshold solution for any to > 0.

We summarize known (and our) results on the behavior of weak/strong
threshold solutions with initial data in X in Table [I} If a cell contains just
“YES”, for example, then this means that there exist both weak and strong
threshold solutions with the designated property; in the row “Convergence
to a positive steady state” we only consider non-stationary solutions. The
results in Table [ for p < pg follow from [10, [19] and Theorems [l 2, global
existence of all threshold solutions if p = pg or all weak threshold solutions if
p > pg (i.e. “NO” for blow-up) follows from [6] or [21] the proof of Lemma 2],
respectively, and the remaining results have already been mentioned above.
Some results related to the question marks for strong threshold solutions can
be found in Proposition 3] and Remark 2{(ii). If p = pg then [5, Conjecture
1.1] suggests that a growing-up strong threshold solution should exist if
n < 4.
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IL<p<ps | p=ps | P>Ds
Steady states
YES NO
Convergence to a
positive steady state
Grow-up YES NO
Blow-up NO NO YES
Other NO

TABLE 2. Possible behavior of threshold solutions of (E) with

Q ={x € R": |z| < R} and uy € C(Q2) being radially
symmetric and radially nonincreasing, ug = 0 on 9f2.

It should be mentioned that the corresponding notions of threshold and
strong threshold solutions coincide in the case of the Cauchy-Dirichlet prob-
lem

up — Au = uP, z e, t>0,
(5) u =0, eI, t>0,
u(z,0) = up(z), x €Q,

where Q is a smooth bounded domain in R"™ and ug € C*(Q), ug > 0,
up = 0 on 9. In addition, the behavior of threshold solutions of (B is
well understood if Q is a ball and wug is radially symmetric and radially
nonincreasing (see Table 2]), and the results remain true in a more general
situation. In fact, let Q@ C R™ be bounded, smooth, and let uy € L*(Q),
ug > 0. If p < pg then any threshold solution of () is global, bounded, and
its w-limit set consists of nontrivial equilibria. If p > pg and 2 is convex
then the threshold solutions blow up in finite time due to [2] (see also [L,
Proposition 6.6(ii)]). On the other hand, if p > pg and Q is an annulus, for
example, then any radial threshold solution converges to the unique positive
radial steady state: This follows from the estimates in the proof of [19]
Theorem 4.1] and [18, Theorem 1.2].

Let us also mention that the behavior of non-radial threshold solutions of
the Cauchy problem (IJ) is open even in the subcritical case: If pp < p < pg
then the global existence and decay of such solutions is only known under
the additional assumption p < n(n +2)/(n — 1) or n < 2, see [19] 24],
or for exponentially decaying initial data, see [I0] or [26, Theorem 28.9];
global existence (without decay) is also known for ug € H*(R™) N L>(R™) N
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LPHD/P(R™), see [23, Theorem 1.2(v)]. On the other hand, if p > pg and
the (non-radial) initial data ug € BCT are continuously differentiable and
satisfy either
2 +1 np—1
|Vugl® +uf ™ € LY(R™) for some g € [1, Em),
or
uo(z) + |z||Vuo(2)| = ofj| =P~V as |z| = oo,

then the threshold solution blows up in finite time, see [27].

2. PRELIMINARIES

We will consider classical solutions of () of the form u(x,t) = U(|z|,t).
In particular, u.(x,t) = Uy(|z|,t) and uq(x,t) = Uy(z,t), where u, and u,
are the singular and regular steady states defined in the Section [l

By z we denote the zero number functional on the interval [0, 00). More
precisely, given ¢ € C([0,00)), we set z(p) = 0 if ¢ does not change sign,
and

z(p) =sup{k:3 0<r; <7y <--- <711 such that
@(ri)e(ris1) <0 for i =1,2,...,k}

otherwise. Similarly, z(9 z] denotes the zero number functional on the inter-
val [0, R]. Recall also that X is defined in (3]), set

(6) X1 :={® € C(]0,00)) : ® is nonincreasing, & > 0}

and notice that ug € X if and only if ug(z) = ®(|z|) for some ¢ € X;.
The proof of the following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 1. Assume ug(x) = ®(|z|) for some ® € X1. Then the correspond-
ing solution of (dl) is a threshold solution if and only if for each € > O there
exist T, 7 € Xy such that

0<d. <& <P,
(7) the solution with initial data ®Z (|x|) exists globally,
the solution with initial data ®F(|z|) blows up in finite time,
and
o — B < b,

Definition 1. Assume ug(z) = ®(|z|) for some ® € X;. We say that the
corresponding solution v of (I)) is an L'-threshold solution if for each
e > 0 there exist &1, ®- € X; such that (7)) is true and

0 = @ llt [ 02 0) — 0z () <
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Lemma 2. Assume pg < p < pyr. Let u be a threshold or an L'-threshold
solution with initial data ug € X and maximal existence time T, and let
®,®F be as in Lemmald or Definition[d, respectively. Fiz 3 > 0 and assume
2(® —Ug) =1. If #(0) < Ug(0) and z(®; —Ug) = 1 for each € small then
u(0,t) < Ug(0) for allt € (0,T). If ®(0) > Us(0), and z(®F — Ug) =1 for
each ¢ small then u(0,t) > Ug(0) for all t € (0,T).

Proof. We have u(z,t) = U(|z|,t) with U(r,0) = ®(r).

First assume ®(0) < Ug(0) and z(®; —Ug) = 1 for each ¢ small. Assume
on the contrary that U(0,tg) > Ug(0) for some to € (0,7"). Then the zero
number properties (see [22, Proposition 2.6]) and the maximum principle
guarantee z(U(-,t) —Ug) = 0 and U(-,t) > Ug for ¢t > ty. Fixing such ¢, the
continuous dependence on initial values guarantees the existence of € > 0
small such that the solution v; (z,t) = V. (|z|,t) of () with initial data
V= (r,0) = &7 satisfies V.7 (0,t) > Ug(0), hence 2(V_(:,t) — Ug) = 0 and
V7 (-,t) > Ug. Now Proposition [l contradicts the global existence of v .

Next assume ®(0) > Up(0) and z(®F — Up) = 1 for each & small. Assume
on the contrary that U(0,ty) < Ug(0) for some ¢y € (0,T). Let vf (z,t) =
V:F(|z|,t) denote the solution of () with initial data V" (r,0) = &} Then
similarly as above we obtain the existence of ¢ > 0 and ¢ > tg such that
VF(-,t) < Ug. Since v} blows up in finite time, Proposition [l yields a
contradiction. (]

Lemma 3. Let v(z,t) = V(|z|,t) be a global bounded positive solution of
@ satisfying z(Vi(-,tg)) < oo for some tg > 0. Then V(0,t) — 5 € [0,00)
ast — oo. If >0 then V(-,t) = Ug in Cioc ast — 0.

Proof. Since the function ¢ — z(V4(+,t)) is finite and nonincreasing for ¢ >
to, and it drops whenever V;(0,t) = 0 (see [22] Proposition 2.6]), there
exists t1 > to such that V;(0,¢) does not change sign for ¢ > ¢;. Therefore,
V(0,t) — B € ]0,00) as t — oo. Next assume 3 > 0. Then any v, in the
w-limit set (in Cj,e) of v is a bounded entire radial nonnegative solution of
(@) satistying v (0,t) = S for all t € R, veo(x,t) = Vo (||, t). If

Vo (10, to + 70) # Vo (70, t0) for some rg > 0, tg € R and 79 > 0

then Vi (ro,t+170) # Voo(ro,t) for t € [to, 1o +¢), hence 2(g o) (Voo (-, t+70) —
Voo(+, 1)) is finite for ¢t € (tg,tp 4+ €) and drops at any ¢ € (¢, to + €), which
yields a contradiction, cf. [I1, Corollary 2.9]. Consequently, Vo(-,t) = Ug
for each t. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section we will prove Theorem 2l by showing that each L!-threshold
solution is a strong threshold solution.

Proposition 2. Let ¢,9 € C(]0,00)) be nonnegative, z(¢ —1p) =1, ¢(0) >
¥(0), [T v(r)yrmtdr <[5 ¢(r)r"tdr < co. Let ug € X, ug > 0.
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(i) Assume that ug(x) + ¢(|x|) and ug(x) +(|z|) are radially nonincreas-
ing. Let ug or uy be the solution of () with initial data ug(zx) + ¢(|z|) or
uo() +9(|z|), respectively. Fixz M > ug(0,0) and assume that uy(0,t) < M
fort <ty and uy(0,t9) = M for some tg > 0. Then ugy(0,t) = M for some
t < to.

(i) Assume that ug(z) — ¢(|z|) and ug(z) — ¥ (|z|) are nonnegative and
radially nonincreasing, Let ugy or uy be the solution of ({l) with initial data
up(x) — ¢(|z|) or uo(z) — Y(|z|), respectively. If uy(0,t) < M for some
M >0 and t < g, then ug(0,t) < M fort <to.

Proof. We will only prove (i); the proof of (ii) is analogous. As above, we
will write ug, uy in the form ug(z,t) = Uy(|z],t) and uy(x,t) = Uy(|z|,t).
Assume on the contrary ue(0,t) < M for t <ty. We have
Z(U¢(-, 0) - Uw(-, 0)) = Z(qb - 7/)) =1

and Uy(0,0) > Uy(0,0), Uy(0,t9) < Uy(0,t9). The zero number properties
guarantee the existence of t; € (0,%p) such that z(Uy(-,t) — Uy(-,t)) =1
for t < t1, 2(Ug(-,t) — Uyp(-,t)) = 0 for t > t1, hence Uy < Uy, for t > ;.
Consequently, denoting

10 = [ (uglat) = uy(a.1)) da,

we have f(0) > 0 and f(t;) <0.

Given t € (0,t1), let 7 be the unique zero of Uy(:,t) — Uy(-,t) , ie.
Ug(ri,t) = Uyp(r,t). Set ¢ := pUg(ry,t)P~1. Since ug,uy are radially
nonincreasing, we have

(UL = UR)(r,t) = pU§~ () (Us — Uy)(r,t) = (U = Uy)(r, 1),

where we used Uy(r,t) > Uy(r,t) > Uyp(ry,t) = Up(re,t) if » < ry and,
similarly, Ug(r,t) < Ug(r¢,t) if 7 > ;. We also have

0
g7 (o — uy) = Alug — uy) + (ug —uy)

(8) = Aug —uy) + alz, ) (us — uy)

(up — uyp) + ce(up — uyp),

where a(z,t) := pul'(z,t) € [0,pMP~Y] and (Uy — Uy)(-,0) = ¢ — 1.
Integrating (8]) over R™ we obtain

£ = [ alw s~ us)at) o = f(0),

hence f(t) > f(0) > 0 for ¢ < ¢1, which yields a contradiction. O

A
A

v

Remark 1. Assumption ¢(0) > ¢(0) in Proposition [2 can be replaced by
the following assumption: There exist 7 > 0 such that ¢(r) > ¢(r) and
¢ > on [0,7]. In fact, this more general assumption guarantees that the
more restrictive assumption will be satisfied after a time shift. O
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Lemma 4. Let u be an L'-threshold solution with initial data ug(z) = ®(|z)
and mazimal existence time T. Fizx ty € (0,T) and let v be the solution of
@) with initial data u(-,to). Then v is an L'-threshold solution.

Proof. Let ® be from Definition [ g := u(-,tg). If € is small enough
then the continuous dependence of solutions of () on initial data in L
guarantees that the solutions uZ with initial data ®Z exist for ¢ < tg, and
there exists & = &(e, ug, tg) > 0 such that |[uZ(-,9) — tg|lec < &/2 and & — 0
as € — 0. The function w := uéﬁ — u does not change sign, belongs to
LY(R"™) for fixed t and solves the equation w; = Aw + aw, where a = a(x,t)
is bounded for ¢t < ty (see the proof of Proposition ). Integrating this
equation and enlarging £ if necessary we obtain ||uZ (-, o) — || Lirny < E/2.
Consequently, the functions ®(|z|) := ig(z) and ®F(|z|) := aF(z,to) satisfy
the conditions in Definition [l (with uy and € replaced by g and €). O

Lemma 5. Let u be an L'-threshold solution with initial data ug(z) =
®(|z|). Then, for any 6 > 0 small enough, there exist ¢1, o € X1 such that
d > ¢i(0) > 0=¢;(0), i =1,2, and the following is true:

(i) The solution of () with initial data uo(x) + ¢1(|z|) blows up in finite
time.

(ii) If ®(r) < ®(0) for r > 0 then ® — ¢2 € X1 and the solution of (1)
with initial data ug(x) — ¢2(|z|) exists globally.

Proof. Let ®F be from Definition [T

(i) Fix § > 0 small and ¢ € X; satisfying § > ¢(0) > 0 = ¢(J). Con-
sider € > 0 small and choose ¢, € X; such that ¢ = ¢.(0) = p(§) >
©-(26) = 0. Set &, := max(®,® + ¢.) and notice that . = ® + £ on
[0,8]. If ¢ is small enough then the functions ¢ and ¢ := &, — & satisfy
the assumptions in Proposition 2{(i). Since the solution u, with initial data
uo(x) + (|z|) = ®.(|z]) > ®F(|x|) blows up in finite time, Proposition B(i)
and the radial monotonicity of u, guarantee that the solution of (IJ) with
initial data ug(x) + ¢(|x|) blows up in finite time.

(ii) Assume that ®(r) < ®(0) for » > 0. Choose § > 0 small and ry €
(0,6) such that ®(0) — ®(r9) < 0. Set ¢(r) := max(0,®(r) — ®(rp)). If
€ > 0 is small enough then the functions ¢ and ¢ := ® — ®_ satisfy either
1 < ¢ or the assumptions in Proposition [2[(ii). Since the solution with initial
data ug(z) — ¥(|z|) = @2 (|z|) exists globally, the comparison principle or
Proposition 2(ii) and the radial monotonicity guarantee that the solution of
(@) with initial data ug(z) — ¢(|z|) exists globally. O

Lemma 6. Let u be an L'-threshold solution, ug(x) = ®(|x|). Let 1 :
[0,00) — [0,00) be bounded and continuous, ¢ #Z 0. Then the solution of
(@) with initial data uo(z)+(|z|) blows up in finite time. If ug(x) > (|z|)
then the solution of (Il) with initial data uy(x) — Y (|z|) exits globally.

Proof. Choose 1 > 0 such that ¢(r1) > 0 and fix a smooth function R
[0,00) — [0,00) with support in [r1/2,2r1] such that ¢ < @ and ¢ # 0.
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Fix to > 0 small and notice that the solution i(z,t) = U(|z|,t) with initial
data ug(z) + ¥ (|z|) satisfies @(0,t9) > u(0,ty) by the strong comparison
principle. Consider § € (0,71/2) and let ¢; be the function from Lemma [5
The continuous dependence on initial data guarantees that choosing § small
enough, the solution ug, (x,t) = Uy, (|z|,t) with initial data ug(z) + ¢1(|z|)
satisfies Uy, (0,t9) < U(0,t). Since Uy, (0,0) > U(0,0) and 2(Uy, (-,0) —
U(-,0)) = 1, we have U(-,t) > Uy, (-,t) for t > t. Since ug, blows up in
finite time, @ blows up as well, and, consequently, the solution with initial
data ug(x) 4 v (|z|) also blows up.

The proof of global existence for the initial data ug(x)—1(|x|) is analogous
if ®(r) < ®(0) for » > 0. If this assumption fails then one can choose ¢y > 0
small and replace ug and ¢ with @y := wu(-,up) and b= g — uy (-, o)
where uy, is the solution with initial data ug(x) — ¢ (|z|). Then g radially
decreasing, and it is an L'-threshold solution due to Lemma [ so that one
use the above arguments to show the global existence of w,. O

Theorem 4. Any L'-threshold solution is a strong threshold solution.

Proof. Let u be an L!'-threshold solution with initial data ug(x) := ®(|z|).
Let ¢ : R™ — [0,00) be bounded and continuous, ¢ # 0. We want to prove
that the solution u, of (Il) with initial data ug + ¢ blows up in finite time.
Fix 7 > 0 small and set () := u(x,7). Since uy(-,7) > o, there exists
a bounded continuous function v : [0,00) — [0,00) such that 1) Z 0 and
up(z,7) > Go(z) + (Jz]). Now the comparison principle and Lemmas [
and [0] guarantee that u, blows up in finite time.

If 0 < ¢ < ug then the global existence of the solution with initial data
ug — 1 follows analogously. O

Proof of Theorem[2 If ug is a strong threshold solution and ¢ > 0 then
any functions vi,v9 € X satisfying v; < ug < wvo, v; # ug, ¢ = 1,2, and
llug — v1]| + |Jup — v2|| < e fulfil the conditions in Theorem 2

On the other hand, if € > 0 and vy, v9 are the functions in Theorem
then @2 (Jz|) := min(ug(x),v1(x)) and ®F(|z|) := min(ug(z),ve(z)) fulfil
the conditions in Definition [ hence w is an L'-threshold solution. Now
Theorem [4] guarantees that u is a strong threshold solution. O

4. EXAMPLES OF STRONG THRESHOLD SOLUTIONS

In this section we provide examples of various global strong threshold
solutions. In addition, we also discuss possible behavior of strong threshold
solutions with initial data ®(|x|) satisfying z(® — U,) < oc.

Example 1. Let p € [ps,psr). Let L* be from Theorem [, W(r) :=
L*r=2/=1) " and let 71 be defined by W(r;) = 1. Consider initial data
¢, = D,(|z|) of the form

() Bo(r) = 1 if r <ri+a,
T Ymax(m A4 (r—r — )W (), W(r)) ifr >+ a,
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where @ > 0, see Figure [l

W(r) = L*r—%/=1)

BL
Us
1 1 1
0 7”I1 rll +«

FIGURE 1. Initial data ®, of a time-decaying strong thresh-
old solution if p € [ps,psL)-

Set also ®,,(r) := min(m, W (r)) for m > 0 and notice that &y = ®;. If
o > 0 is small then the solution u(®) with initial data ®, exists globally
due to Proposition B (with ug(z) := ®o(|z]), ¢ = Py — P, m > 1, ¢ =
o, — ®g). On the other hand, 1@ blows up in finite time if « is large
enough. Therefore, the threshold value o* := sup{a > 0 : u(®) is global}
satisfies o € (0,00) and Theorem [] shows that the solution «* with initial
data @4+ is a strong threshold solution. Fix § > 1 large enough such that
the steady state Ug satisfies Ug(r) < W (r) for r > 7. Then 2(®, —Up) =1
and Lemma [2] guarantees u*(0,t) < Ug(0) for all ¢ > 0, hence u* is global
and bounded. Now Lemma [B] shows that u* either converges to a positive
steady state or decays to zero. Since z(®q+ — U,) =1 and 2(U, — U) > 1
for any v > 0, we see that u* cannot converge to u,, hence it decays to
Z€ro. U

Example 2. Let p = pg. Fix § € (0,1) and let rg be the (only) zero of
Uy — Ug. Given a € [0,1], set

o [H0AT) oo
alU; + (1 —a)Ug  on [0,79),

and consider the solution u(® (z,t) = U (|z|,t) with initial data ®,(|z|).
Then 2(®, — Uy) = 2(®o — Us) = 1 and 2((U),(-,1)) < oo for a € (0,1)
and t > 0. Proposition [Il and the continuous dependence on initial data
guarantee that 4@ blows up in finite time if « is close 1, while u(®) exists
globally if « is close to 0. Fix o = sup{a : u(® exists globally}. Then
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the corresponding threshold solution u(®") exists globally and U(®") (0,t)
(Us(0),U1(0)) for all t, due to Lemma[2 and the radial monotonlclty of U(O‘
Since z(LU@)(,1)) < oo for t > 0, Lemma [ guarantees u(®")(z,t) —
Uy(|z]) as t — oo for some v € [3,1].

If p = ps and n > 7 then a more detailed description of the asymptotic
behavior of solutions converging to a positive steady state (and having initial

data close to this steady state in the energy space H 1Y can be found in
[3]. O

*

€
).

Example 3. Let p > pjr. We will construct global strong threshold solu-
tions which grow up.

Fix 0 < m < 7, let R, R be defined by U,(R) = m, U.(R) = m, and
®(r) := min(1m, U,(r)). Given o > 0, set also
(10

m ifr <R+ a,

Pu(r) = Pam(r) == {max(m +(r—R—a)U.(R),U.(r)) ifr>R+a,

cf. similar initial data in Example [[l Notice that ®, > ®; = min(m, U,),
the solutions with initial data ®y and ® exist globally and grow up as t — o
due to [20, Theorem 6.1], and z(®,—U,) = 1 if @ > 0. If &« > 0 is small then
the solution w(® with initial data @, exists globally due to Proposition
(with up(z) := Po(|z]), ¢ == & — Dy, ¢ := $, — $p). On the other hand,
u(® blows up in finite time if « is large enough. The comparison principle
and [26] Theorem 29.1] guarantee that the strong threshold solution u(®")
either grows up or blows up in finite time 7. If p > p;z, then [12] Theorem
5.28] guarantees that u(®”) grows up (since blow-up of a threshold solution
cannot be complete).

The above arguments do not guarantee the existence of a strong threshold
solutions with grow-up for p = pyr and, in addition, they are based on a
nontrivial result from [I2]. In order to overcome these drawbacks let us
provide a more complicated construction which — in some sense — combines
the above arguments and suitable modifications of the ideas in [2I] (cf. also
Example [ below).

Fix my € (0,1), set @&1) = ®q m,, where &, ,, is defined by (I0)), and let
o be the threshold value. If the strong threshold solution with initial data

(I)ST) exists globally then it grows up and we are done. If this solution blows
up in finite time then choose ay € (0, a7 ) such that vy (z) := ((I)SI) —<I>g11))(|x|)
satisfies ||v1|| < 1, where ||-|| denotes the norm in L*NLY(R"). Fix also T} :=
1 and m € (0,mq) such that CID(O}I) (r) = Uy(r) whenever @&11) (r) < mj. Let
u(Y) be the (global) solution with initial data <I>,(111). The continous dependence

on initial data guarantees the existence of ms € (0, min (1, 1/2)) such that
the solution u of () exists on [0, 7] whenever ||ug — uM)(-,0)|/o0 < ma.
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Next consider initial data of the form &2 := max(q)&ll),®a7m2) where

a > 0. Proposition 2] and Remark [ (used with ug(x) := @&11)(]33\), ¢ =

@E;)I ton) /2—<I>83, P = <I>((12) —<I>,(111)) guarantee that the corresponding solution
exists globally if « is small and, obviously, the solution blows up if « is
large. Let a5 be the threshold value. If the strong threshold solution with

initial data <I>((x2§) exists globally then it grows up and we are done. If this

solution blows up in finite time then choose ay € (0, %) such that vy (z) :=
((13(2*) - @&22))(]33\) satisfies |lve|| < 1/2. Fix also Tp := 2 and ma € (0,m2)
)

@2
such that <I>((122) (r) = U«(r) whenever <I>a22) (r) < 7ny. Let u(® be the (global
solution with initial data @&22). The continous dependence on initial data
guarantees the existence of mg € (0, min (g, 1/3)) such that the solution u
of (@) exists on [0, T3] whenever |ug — u®(-,0)||o0 < ma.

Next consider initial data of the form & := max((I)((fz),CI)%mQ where
a > 0, and proceed as above. If the process does not stop at any final step
then we find sequences Ty, = k, m; > mg > ...0, my < 1/k, a nondecreasing
sequence of global solutions u(*), functions v, > 0 satisfying |jvg|| < 1/k,
u®)(-,0)+v, € X. In addition, the solution of () exists on [0, T}] whenever
0 < ug < u®(-,0) + mpy1, we also have u@)(-,0) < u®)(-,0) 4 my,; for
all j > k, and the solutions with initial data u(®)(-,0) 4+ v, blow up in
finite time. It is now easy to see that the solution u* with initial data
uy = limyg 00 u(k)(-, 0) is a global strong threshold solution which grows up.
In fact, the estimate u§ < u¥)(-,0) + my,, for each k guarantees that u* is
global. Since the solutions with initial data max(u*(-,0),u®) (-,0) 4+ v;,) €
X blow up in finite time for each k, Theorem [2] guarantees that u* is a
strong threshold solution. The comparison principle and [26, Theorem 29.1]
guarantee that this solution grows up. O

Assume p > pyr. If v is a threshold solution with compactly supprted
initial data in X then w is a strong threshold solution due to Theorem [, and
it is also known that such solution blows up. Example [Blshows that a strong
threshold solution of (Il) with initial data in X can grow up, and Example (]
will show that it can also satisfy (). In the following proposition we show
that if a strong threshold solution with initial data ug € X neither blows
up nor grows up then wug has to intersect the singular steady state infinitely
many times.

Proposition 3. Assume p > pjyr,. Let u be a strong threshold solution with
initial data ug € X, and let up(z) = ®(|z|) where z2(® — U,) < oo. Then
either u grows up or blows up in finite time.

Proof. Since z(®—U,) < oo there exists rg > 0 such that either ®(r) > U.(r)
for all r > rg or ®(r) < U.(r) for all » > ry. In the former case, the con-
clusion follows from the comparison principle and [26, Theorem 29.1]. In
the latter case, fix my € (0, min(1, ®(0),U.(r¢))) and let 7 > ¢ be defined
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by Ui(r1) = mq. Example Bl(iii) guarantees the existence of a growing-
up strong threshold solution u® with radially nonincreasing initial data
u%(z,0) = ®Y(|z|) satisfying ®C(r) = my for r < rq, ®C(r) > Uy(r) for
r > ry, ®% #£ U, on (r1,00). Since both ® ®“ are initial data of strong
threshold solutions, ®¢ > U, > ® on [r,00), ®% = m; < ®(0) on [0, 7]
and ® is nonincreasing on [0, 71], we have ®(0) > ®%(0) and z(® — &%) = 1.
Fix § > 0 such that ® > ®% on [0, ], and fix also ¢ € X7\ {0} with support
in [0,8]. Then the solution u(® with initial data (® + aw)(|z|) blows up in
finite time for any o > 0, and z(® + ap — ®,+) = 1. The same arguments
as in Lemma 2 imply

(11) u(0,t) > u%(0,t) for all t < T,

where T denotes the maximal existence time of u. In fact, assume on the
contrary u(0,t) < u%(0,tg) for some ty < T. Then u < u® for t > tq by the
zero number properties. Fixing ¢; € (tg,T'), there exists > 0 small such
that u(®(0,t;) < u%(0,t1), hence u(® < u% for t > t;. Since u(®) blows up
and u© is global, this yields a contradiction.

Since u%(0,t) — oo as t — 0o, the conclusion follows from (ITJ). O

Example 4. Assume p > pg. We will use modifications of the arguments
in [2I] in order to find strong threshold solutions satisfying ().
Given ¢, R > 0, set

€ if r € [0, R],
0er(r) =<e(R+1—7r) ifre(R,R+1),
0 ifr>R+1.

Scaling and comparison with solutions of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem in
a ball show that, fixing e > 0, the solution u = u. g of ([Il) with initial data
uo(z) = ¢ r(Jz|) blows up in finite time if R is large enough. In addition,
there exists 1 € (0,1) small such that the solution uf := wu., r exists
globally if R is small enough. Set R} := sup{R > 0 : ul® exists globally}.
Then u?{ is a strong threshold solution with compact support, hence it blows
up in a finite time 77, see [12, Theorem 5.15], for example. Fix T} € (0,77
such that ||ulllzik(-,T1)||OO > 1 and denote by || - || the norm in L> N L'(R").

Fix Ry € (0,R}) such that the solution wf™ satisfies ||uf (-, T})[e0 > 1

and the function vy := (u?{ — ul)(-,0) satisfies |Jv1|| < 1. The solution
u® = uf" with initial data u(()l)(a:) = e,k (|z]) exists globally and decays

to zero (see [12 Theorem 5.15]), hence there exists 77 > max(T},1) such
that ||u™(-,71)||se < 1. The continuous dependence on initial data in L
guarantees the existence of e € (0, min(eq,1/2)) such that the solution of
(@) exists on [0, T3] and satisfies ||u(-, T1)|lso < 1 whenever its initial data ug
satisfy 0 < ug < u(l)(-,O) + &9.



THRESHOLD SOLUTIONS 15

Next consider solutions ud! with initial data of the form
u§($v 0) = max(u(l) (337 0)7 @62,R(|$|))7 R > Rl + €1 —€o.

Since these solutions exists globally if R is close to Ry 4+ &1 — €5 and blow
up in finite time if R is large, there exists a threshold value RS > R; +

€1 — €9. The corresponding strong threshold solution u§§ blows up in a
finite time 7§ > T1. As above, we find Ry € (Ry, R}) and Ty € (T1,T5)
such that the solution u satisfies |[ul?(-,T2)|c > 2 and the function
vy 1= (uézg — ud?)(-,0) satisfies ||vg| < 1/2. The solution u(® := ul? exists
globally and decays to zero, hence there exists Th > max(T5,2) such that
|u@ (-, T5)|lse < 1/2. The continuous dependence on initial data in L
guarantees the existence of €3 € (0, min(eg,1/3)) such that the solution of
(@) exists on [0, T3] and satisfies |[u(-, T5)|loo < 1/2 whenever its initial data
ug satisfy 0 < ug < u(z)(-,O) + 3.
Next we consider solutions with initial data

u§($v 0) = max(u(Z)(x,O), (1063,R(|$|))7 R> R2 + &2 — €3,

and proceed as above. By induction we find a nondecreasing sequence
of global solutions u®) and sequences €1 > €2 > ..., 0 < 1T} < Tl <
T < Tg < T3 < ... such that g, < 1//€, Tk > k, Hu(k)(,Tk)H > k,
uD(,0) < uP (-,0) +epqr if § > k, ||u(-, Tp)|| < 1/k whenever 0 < u(-,0) <
u®)(0,-) + 441, and the solutions with initial data u(®(-,0) 4+ v, € X blow
up in finite time for suitable vy, satisfying ||vg|| < 1/k. Let u* be the solution
with initial data ug := limg_ oo u®(-,0) € X. Since uf < u®(-,0) + ep41
for each k, the solution u* exists globally. Since the solutions with initial
data max(u*(-,0),u® (-,0) +v;) € X blow up in finite time for each k, The-
orem [2] guarantees that u* is a global strong threshold solution. Obviously,
u* satisfies (). O

Remark 2. (i) Assume p = pg. As mentioned above, [5, Conjecture 1.1]
suggests that if the initial data behave like |z|™7 as |z| — oo, then the
threshold solution u* should grow up if n = 3 and v > 1 (or n = 4 and
v > 2). A rigorous result for n = 3 has recently been obtained in [4]. More
precisely, if n = 3 and p = pg then the results in [4] guarantee the existence
of radially symmetric initial data ug € BC™ such that the corresponding
solution u® of () satisfies lim; ,o, u®(0,#) = co. Let us show that this
implies the existence of a strong threshold solution (with initial data in X)
which grows up. In fact, set M := ||[u§ || and let u§ (z) = U§(|z|). Taking
d small, the solution of (I with initial data satisfying 0 < wug(x) < 3M if
|x] < 20, ug(x) = 0 if |x| > 20, exists globally and decays to zero, see [26],
Theorem 20.15]. Set r¢ := min{r € (0,20] : U (r) = 4M — 2Mr/§} and
notice that o > 8. Given r € (rg, 20), set U (r) := min{US (p) : p € [ro, 7]}
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Set also
2M if r € [0, 4],
AM —2Mr/o if r € (8, 7o),
a(r) =M o
min(4M — 2Mr /6, Uy (r))  if r € (ro, 20],
0 if r > 20.

Then ® € X; and the solution of (I]) with initial data u(x,0) = ®(|z|) exists
globally and decays to zero. This fact and the definition of ® also imply
2(® — U§) = 1. Given a > 0, set &, := ® + ap, where ¢ € X7\ {0} has
support in [0,6]. Then z(®, —US) = 1 for all o and the solution of () with
initial data ug(x) = ®,(|z|) exists globally or blows up in finite time if « is
small or large, respectively. Let u*(x,t) denote the corresponding (strong)
threshold solution. The global existence of threshold solutions (for p = pg
and initial data in X) and the proof of () guarantee u*(0,t) > u“(0,t) for
all t > 0. Since u“(0,t) — oo as t — oo, u* has to grow up.

(ii) Arguments in (i) suggest that if p = pg and n = 3 (or n = 4) then
threshold solutions with compactly supported initial data in X grow up. If
this is true and if, in addition, the corresponding sub-threshold solutions
decay to zero as t — oo (which is also plausible) then one can easily modify
the arguments in Example @M in order to find a strong treshold solution
satisfying (). O

5. PROOFS OF THEOREM [l FOR p < pj, AND THEOREM [3]

In this section we will prove Theorem [l for p < p;;, and Theorem [l
Given ¢, m > 0, set

(12) ®y(r) = Dy(r; m) := min(m, fr=2/P=1)
and notice that
(13) By(r; VPV = NV PV, (Ar;m), A0

Fix m > 0. The scaling invariance of (), (I3) and [26, Theorem 20.6]
guarantee that the solution w(® with initial data ®, exists globally. On
the other hand, u(® blows up in finite time if ¢ is large enough, due to
scaling arguments and [26, Theorem 17.1]. Set ¢* := sup{¢ : u'®) is global}
and let ul™ := u(). Notice that ¢* > L if p > pg due to [28] and that
¢* is independent of m due to the scaling invariance of (1) and (I3]). If
p < ps then the universal bounds in [19] and continuous dependence on
initial data guarantees that u[™ is global and decays to zero as t — oco. If
p € [ps,psr) then choosing ¢; € (L,¢*) and § > m large enough we have
Us(r) < 01r=2/®=1) for all » > 7y, where 71 is defined by m = Elrl_z/(p_l).
Consequently, z(®, — Ug) =1 for all £ close to £*, and the same arguments
as in Example [ guarantee that u/™ is global and decays to zero as t — oo.

Since @« (-;my1) < ®pe(-;ma) if my < mo, ul™ is a weak threshold solution
for any m, and ul™ @ as m — oo, where @ is the minimal weak solution
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of (M) with initial data fig(x) = £*|z|=2/?°=1). Due to the scaling invariance,
given A\ > 0, we have ul®(z.t) = Aul™(\z, A\%t), where A := \¥/(—1),
Passing to the limit as m — oo we see that @ is self-similar. In addition,
the global existence of ul™ guarantees a uniform bound for ul™(-,¢) in

LL (R") and ul™ in I (R™ x [0,00)), hence the same bounds are true for

@. Since ul™, hence @ are radially nonincreasing, these bounds guarantee
that @ is a global classical solution in (R™\ {0}) x (0,00). Consequently,
a(z,t) =t~V Dw(|z|//T), where w is a classical positive solution of the
equation

1
w4+ ——w+uw’ =0 for r > 0.
p—1

If p < pg then the universal bounds in [19] guarantee that w is bounded.
Let p > pg. Given z # 0, we have lim;_, u™ (x,t) = E*\x!‘w(”_l) for m
large enough. Since @ > ul™, we have liminf;_ u(z,t) > €*\x!‘2/(p_1),
hence
(15) liminf w(r)r? ®=Y > ¢* > ¢, > L.

T—00

(14) w” + (

+_

n—1 r)
r 2

In addition, since ul™(z,t) = U™ (|z|,t) and 2(U™(.,t) —U,) < 1, we also
have

(16) z(w—Uy) < 1.

The uniqueness result for singular solutions of (I4]) in [25], (I5) and (I)
guarantee that w is bounded. The boundedness of w (for both p < pg
and p > pg) guarantees that w € C2([0,00)) and w satisfies the initial
condition w’(0) = 0 (see [25]). In addition, w is nonincreasing. Since £(w) :=
lim, _, o0 72/ P~V (r) is well defined for any bounded solution w of () due
to [9], (IT) implies £(w) > £*.

It is known (see [17] and the references therein) that there exists a unique
bounded solution w* of ([I4]) for which the value ¢(w*) is maximal. Then

v(z,t) == (t+1)"YPDy*(|2|/vVE+ 1)

is a global solution of () with positive initial data vy(x) = w*(]z|) so that
the choice of £* guarantees

(17) 0> 0w,

Now ¢* < l(w) < 4(w*) and (7)) imply ¢(w*) = £*, hence w = w*.
Let ug € BC™ and let u denote the solution of (). First assume
ug(z)|z|? =1 < £*. Choose m > 0 such that ug(z) < ®p«(|z|;m). Then

w(z,t) < ul™(z,t) < a(e,t) =t YC V(2| /vVT), xeR”, t>0,

hence u exists globally and ||u(-,t)||le < Ct~ Y@=,
Next assume A := liminf|, uo(z)|z[¥®P=1) > ¢*. Then there exists

R > 0 such that ug(z)|z[* @~ > (A+£*)/2 for [x| > R. Set dg(z) = &(|x),
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where
0 for r < R,

O(r) = %(A + E*)r_2/(p_1) forr > R+1,
(r—R)®R+1)  forre(R,R+1),

and let @(z,t) = U(|z|,t) be the solution of () with initial data @g. Then
0 < 4g < ug and it is sufficient to prove that @ blows up in finite time. Fix
to > 0 small and denote ¢g := @(0,t9) > 0. Since £ := (A + 3¢*)/4 > (*,
the solutions v (z,t) = VI™(|z|,) with initial data ®,(|z|;m) blow up
in finite time for any m > 0. Notice that V™ (0,0) = m > 0 = U(0,0)
and z(VIM(.,0) = U(-,0)) = 1. In addition, the continuous dependence of
solutions on initial data in L guarantees V1™ (0,t0) < ¢o = U(0, o) for m
small enough, hence z(VI™ (- 1) = U(-, 1)) = 0, V" (-, t) < U(-,t0). Since
v[™ blows up in finite time and a(-,t) > v[™(-,t) for t > to, the solution @
blows up in finite time as well.

It remains to prove that the solution of (Il) with initial data a(-,tg) is
a strong threshold solution for any ty > 0. Without loss of generality, we
can assume ty = 1. In fact, once we prove the assertion for tg = 1, the
assertion for ¢ty > 1 follows from Lemma[d] and Theorem ] and the assertion
for ty € (0,1) follows from the comparison principle.

Set ug(x) := u(x,1) = w(|z|) and notice that uy € X. Since the cor-
responding solution u(z,t) = u(z,t + to) exists globally, fixing € > 0 is it
sufficient to find ¢ € X; such that ||¢(| - |)|| < e and the solution 4 of ()
with initial data ug(z) + ¢(]z|) blows up in finite time, see Theorem 21

Let @ be defined by

2]

Vi1’

a(x,t) = (t4+1)"Y P Dap(r, s), r= s =log(t+1).

Then u(x,0) = w(|z|,0), w ( s) =0, and
(18) (

Notice that wg(r) = w(r, 0) satisfies wy = w + ¢, and w is a stationary
solution of (I§]).

[16, Lemma 3.2(i), Remark 3.7 and the proof of Lemma D.1] guarantee
that there exists a positive function ¢ € C2([0,00)) such that ¢(| - |) €
LY(R™), ¢/(0) = 0 and

oo+ (21

It is easy to see that the solution of this equation has to be nonincreasing,
hence ¢ € X;. Taking a suitable positive multiple of ¢ we may assume
[o( - DIl < 1. Set ¢ := e¢.

Then ()s(+,0) = (w+p)P —wP —pwP Ly > 0, hence 0 is a time-increasing
solution. Assume on the contrary that @ (hence also ) is global. If p < pg
then the universal estimate in [19] for 4 guarantee that w is bounded, hence

1
)wr+—1w+w r,s > 0.

1
+z)¢r+—¢+pw”_l¢:0, r > 0.
2 p—1
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w(-,t) has to converge to a bounded steady state lying above w, which
contradicts the nonexistence of such steady states. Next assume p > pg
and notice that z(wg — U,) = 1 if p = pg and ¢ is small enough. Since (I8))
possesses neither bounded nor unbounded steady states above w due to [25],
there exists rg > 0 such that w(rg,t) — oo as t — oo. Since w, < 0, we
have infocp<p, W(r,t) = W(re,t) — oo as t — oo, and comparison with the
corresponding boundary value problem in (0,7¢) (with boundary conditions
wy(0,t) = w(rg,t) = 0) and a Kaplan-type argument easily guarantee blow-
up of w, which concludes the proof.
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