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EXISTENCE AND NONEXISTENCE OF GLOBAL SOLUTIONS FOR A
STRUCTURALLY DAMPED WAVE SYSTEM WITH POWER
NONLINEARITIES

TUAN ANH DAO

ABSTRACT. Our interest itself of this paper is strongly inspired from an open problem in the paper
[1] published by D’Abbicco. In this article, we would like to study the Cauchy problem for a
weakly coupled system of semi-linear structurally damped wave equations. Main goal is to find the
threshold, which classifies the global (in time) existence of small data solutions or the nonexistence
of global solutions under the growth condition of the nonlinearities.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, let us consider the following Cauchy problem for weakly coupled system of semi-
linear structurally damped wave equations:
ugy — Au + (—A)uy = |v)?, reR" ¢t
v — Av + (—A)%2v; = |uld, reR" ¢t
w(0,2) = ug(z), u(0,2) =ui(x), x € R",
v(0,2) = vo(x), v (0,2) = vi(x), x e R",

0,
0 (1)

=
>

for any 41, d2 € [0,1] and for nonlinearities with powers p, ¢ > 1. The special case of (1) with
01 = 09 = % in the form

uy — Au + (—A)%ut = [vP, vy — Av+ (—A)%vt = |ul?, )
u(07$) = u0($)7 ut(()’x) = ul(x)v ’U(07l‘) = Uo(l‘), ’Ut(07$) = ’Ul($)7
was well- studied by D’Abbicco in [1]. In the cited paper, he succeeded to determine the critical
exponent for (2). For details, the author proved the global (in time) existence of small data solutions
to (2) in any space dimensions n > 2 if the condition
1 + max{p, ¢} _ n—1
pg—1 2

holds by using sharp decay estimates for solutions to the linear corresponding Cauchy problem.
Moreover, the above condition is sharp because a nonexistence result of global (in time) weak
solutions to (2) was also discussed if this condition is no longer true. The proof of blow-up result
is based on a contradiction argument by using the test function method (see, for example, [1, 10]).
The fact is that for this purpose some difficulties arise. In general, standard test function method,
i.e. test functions with compact support, is not directly applicable since this method relies on
pointwise control of derivatives of test functions. In addition, the fractional Laplacian operators
(—A)? for any ¢ € (0,1) are well-known non-local operators, it follows that supp(—A)%¢ is bigger
than supp¢ for any ¢ € C(R"™) in general. However, this application linked to the estimate

(=A@ <"1 (=A)’p for §e (0,1), £ =1 and for all ¢ = 0,¢ € CL(R™)
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is possible to (2) due to the following key observation: Any local or global solution to (2) is
nonnegative with the assumption of nonnegative initial data uy,v; and ug = vg = 0, which was
investigated by D’Abbicco-Reissig in [4]. Thanks to this essential property, the above inequality
works well to extend the test function method to (2). Unfortunately, we cannot expect nonnegative
solutions to (1), which contains the nonlocal terms (—A)? for any 6 € (0,1).

For this reason, the first main motivation of this paper is to prove the global (in time) existence
of small data solutions to (1), where the parameters ¢; and d2 are not necessary to be equal. More
in details, we would like to explain the impact of the flexible choice of the parameters 41, do on our
global (in time) existence results and the range of admissible exponents p, ¢ as well. To establish
this, we have in mind to take advantage of the better decay estimates available for the corresponding
linear wave equations with structural damping (—A)%u; of (1) in the following form:

wy — Aw + (=AY w; =0, w(0,z) = wo(z), w(0,z) = w(z), (3)

where § = 01 or § = 9. From these appearing difficulties as mentioned above, the second main
motivation of this paper is to find the precise critical exponents to (1) with general cases of 41, d2 €
[0,1], especially we are interested in facing up to the proof of blow-up result, where the requirement
of nonnegativity of solutions does not appear for (1). In order to overcome this difficulty, the crux
of our ideas is to apply a modified test function method effectively in dealing with the fractional
Laplacian (—A)% and (—A)%.

Moreover, concerning the linear equation (3) and some of its semi-linear equations with the
power nonlinearity |u[P we want to point out the paper [4] of D’Abbicco-Reissig. The authors
have proposed to distinguish between “parabolic like models” in the case § € [0, %], the so-called
effective damping, and “hyperbolic like models” or “wave like models” in the case § € (%, 1], the
so-called noneffective damping. To the best of author’s knowledge, it seems that nobody has ever
succeeded to determine really critical exponent to semi-linear structurally damped wave equations
with noneffective damping. Hence, it is still an open problem as far as to explore. From this
observation, in order to give a partial positive answer to the open problem in [1], it is quite natural
that we may restrict ourselves to consider only (1) with effective damping, i.e. the assumption of

81, 02 € [0, 3] is of our interest in this paper.

1.1. Notations. We use the following notations throughout this paper.

e We write f < g when there exists a constant C' > 0 such that f < Cg, and f ~ g wheng < f < g.
e As usual, the spaces H* and H* with a > 0 stand for Bessel and Riesz potential spaces based
on L? spaces. Here <D>a and |D|* denote the pseudo-differential operators with symbols <£>a

and |£|?, respectively. We denote f (£,8) 1= Taoe ( f(t, a:)) as the Fourier transform with respect
to the space variable of a function f(t,z).
e For a given number s € R, we denote

[s]:=max{keZ : k<s} and [s]":=max{s,0}

as its integer part and its positive part, respectively.

o We put (z) := /1 + [z[2, the so-called Japanese bracket of € R™.

e We fix the constant mg := 22_—mm, that is, mio = % — % with m € [1,2).

e Finally, we introduce the spaces A := (Lm N Hl) X (Lm N L2) with the norm

| (o, ur) 4 := fuollLm + lluol g + Jurllzm + Jluslr2,  where m e [1,2).

1.2. Main results. Let us state the main results which will be proved in the present paper.
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Theorem 1.1 (Global existence for §; > d2). Let us assume 01, 62 € [0, 2] and §1 = 02. Let
m e [1,2) and n > 2mydy. We assume that the conditions are satisfied

<p,g< 0 if n<2, (4)

2
m
2 n

<pq< :
m P Is T 2—m

Moreover, we suppose the following conditions:

1+Qi7§2 + (pg — 1)d2 - (6)
(- 142 +pg—1  2m’

and
2m 2m
<l+——F <1+ ——7<q. 7
P n — 2mds n — 2md 9 (™)
Then, there exists a constant €y > 0 such that for any small data
((uo,ul), (vo,vl)) € A x A satisfying the assumption ||(ug,u1)||a + [[(vo,v1)|a < €0,

we have a uniquely determined global (in time) small data energy solution

() & (C([0.0). H') €' ([0,0),12) )

to (1). The following estimates hold:

Jult, Ypz < (1 -+ 6 TETTEDFETHE (00 0] 4+ (oo, 01)La)- (8)
[Vult, )] 2 < (1 +8) T30 G D750 =P () 4 )y + (w6, 01)]), 9)
Juelt, Vg < (1 + &) T DR P (40 )4+ (00, 01)]La). (10)
ot Mpe < (14T @D (g, u) | + (00, 01)]0), (11)
[Vt )] o < (1+8) 705 G D725 (g, ur) |4 + | (v, 1) La). (12)
Joe(t, Yz < (1 +0) T 0275 (| wp, wr) |4 + (vo, v1)].4) (13)

p52

where £(p,d2) =1 — m(p —-1)+ + ¢ with a sufficiently small positive number ¢.
Theorem 1.2 (Global existence for o > 01). Let us assume 01, 62 € [0, %] and 9o = 01. Let
m € [1,2) and n > 2mydy. We assume that the conditions (4) and (5) are satisfied. Moreover, we
suppose the following conditions:

14+ pi—=t + (pg —1)0
S SAUR (11
(p—1F5t+pg—1  2m

and

2m 2m
<l+4——<1+—— <0p. 15
9 n — 2md n — 2mdg p (15)
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Then, we have the same conclusions as in Theorem 1.1. But the estimates (8)-(13) are modified in
the following way:

__mn 1 _ 1y, 61

sy (m —2) T 1=6; (H(UOjul)HAJF H<U07U1)HA)=
- n 11y 17251

w5 (n =2 7250 (| (ug, )4 + [ (vo, v1)L4).

) (16)
) (17)
1 t) 75 D (] (g, ) 4 + (0o, 01) ), (18)
) (19)
) (20)
) (21)

A

1+t

HU t,- HL2

A

|Vu(t, - 1+t

|12

A

14+¢ a5y (m—3) T 252+6(q,51)(H(

[v(t, -

A

L2 uo, u1) 4 + [[(vo, v1)]la),

(X *%)*21(%2(‘35)%(%61) (”(

HVU t, 72(1152) m

A

o< (4t o) L4 + (o0, 01) L),

() < (
()]s < (
Jue(t, Yz < (
() < (
() s (
(t e < (1+ )T G D=5 200 (40 )y + (w0, 1)),

loe(, )] 2

where £(q,01) :=1— m(q -1)

Remark 1.1. Here we want to stress out that €(p, d2) and (g, d1) appearing in Theorems 1.1 and
1.2 represent some loss of decay in comparison with the corresponding decay estimates for solutions
to (3) (see later, Corollary 2.1). Besides, thanks to the conditions (6) and (14), both &(p, d2) and
(g, 01) are nonnegative.

Finally, in order to show the optimality of our exponents to (1), we have the following blow-up
results.

Theorem 1.3 (Blow-up for initial data in L!). Let §1, 53 € [0, %] We assume that we choose

the initial data ug = vog = 0 and uy, v1 € L' satisfying the following relations:

J up(x)dr > € and J vi(z)dr > €, (22)

where €1 and €3 are suitable nonnegative constants. Moreover, we suppose the following conditions:

_ 1+ 4= + (pg — 1)5,

n
PRI if 01 = 0o, (23)
2 " (q-1)F=E +pg—1
or
1+p=g —1)6
n T 5(‘1 M s (24)
2 (p-D%F5+pe—1

Then, there is no global (in time) Sobolev solution (u,v) € C([0,00),L?) x C([0,0), L?) to (1).

Remark 1.2. If we choose m = 1 in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, then from Theorem 1.3 it follows that
the exponents p, q given by

1+ q1=% + (pg — 1)6
(- 1)%=2 +pg—1

or

L+pi=gt + (g =D
(p—1)%2 +pg—1 2

are precisely critical in the case 1, d9 € [0, %]

Remark 1.3. We can observe that by setting §; = d9 = 0 or 41 = do = %, our main results from
Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 coincide really with those derived from [8] or [1], respectively.
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Theorem 1.4 (Blow-up for initial data not in L'). Let §; = 6, =: 6 € [0, %] and m € (1,2).
We assume that we choose the initial data ug = vg = 0 and uy, v1 € L™ satisfying the following
relations:

_nte _ntey
m m

ui(x) = e(1 + |x]) and  vi(x) = eo(1 + |x]) , (25)
where €gy, €1, €9 are suitably small positive constants. Moreover, we suppose the condition

n —2mo - 1 + max{p, ¢}

26
2m pg—1 (26)

Then, there is no global (in time) Sobolev solution (u,v) € C([0,0),L?) x C([0,0), L?) to (1).
Remark 1.4. By plugging d; = do =: d into Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, it is clear that we have found

the critical exponents p, ¢ from Theorem 1.4. It only remains an open problem to verify whether
there exist global (in time) Sobolev solutions or not in the following critical values:

1 +max{p, ¢} n—2md
pg— 1 - 2m

The outline of this article is presented as follows: Section 2 is to provide (L™ n L?) —
L? estimates and L? — L? estimates for solutions to (2), with m € [1,2), and some of essential
properties of a modified test function method from the recent papers of Dao [2] and Dao-Reissig
[5], respectively. In Section 3, we prove the global (in time) existence of small data solutions to (1).
Finally, we devote to the proof of nonexistence result of global solutions to (1) in Section 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES
In this section, we collect some preliminary knowledge needed in our proofs.

2.1. Linear estimates. Main purpose is to recall (L™ n L?) — L? and L? — L? estimates for
solutions and some of their derivatives to (3) from the recent paper of Dao [2]. Using partial
Fourier transformation to (3) we have the following Cauchy problem:

@y + €7@, + €D = 0, D(0,€) = @o(€),  @(0,€) = @1(£). (27)
The characteristic roots are
1

Mz = Ma(§) = 5 (= 167 £ /Il — 4lgP).

The solutions to (27) are written by the following form (here we assume A\; # A2):
R )\16)\2t _ )\2e>\1t R €>\1t _ e)\zt N

t e R - -
: K0,5<t7 5)'&}0<§) + K1,5<t7 6)'&}1 (g)
For this reason, we may read the solutions to (3) as follows:

w(t,z) = Kos(t,z) %5 wo(x) + K1 5(t, x) %5 wi(x).

Proposition 2.1 (Proposition 2.3 in [2] with o = 1). Let § € [0,1] in (3) and m € [1,2). Let
k>0, j=0,1. The solutions to (3) satisfy the (L™ n L*) — L? estimates
Jrk . n (i,l), k+2j56
iV (e, ) o < (L4 5D DI g e
__n _(1L_1y _k ___
+ (4072 G2 T | ey

and the L? — L? estimates
j k _ k+2j56 _ k 7]+1
|01V w(t, )| ;2 < (1 + )" 209 |wo gra+s + (1 +8) 205 7 lwr | ypes -+

for all space dimensions n = 1.
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Remark 2.1. Here we want to underline that although all the decay estimates from Proposition
2.1 are available for any space dimensions n > 1, under a constraint condition to space dimensions
n > 2mpd we may conclude the better decay estimates. Namely, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 2.2 (Proposition 2.2 in [2] with o = 1). Let 6 € [0,4] in (3) and m € [1,2). Let

k>0, j=0,1. The solutions to (3) satisfy the (L™ n L?) — L? estimates
. n 1 1 k :
|6V w(t, )] 2 < (14 6720 2720 g e

—n (L_1ly_ k=20,
+(L+¢) 20-90m 27 20-3) ”wlHmbmjjr[kwt(jfl)]+
for all space dimensions n > 2mg0.

Remark 2.2. We recognize that the decay rates from Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 coincide with those
in [4]. Moreover, the optimality of those from Proposition 2.1 is also guaranteed by the study of
asymptotic profile of solutions to (3) in [3]. From this observation, these estimates play really a
fundamental role in the proofs of global (in time) existence results for (1) in Section 3.

Finally, plugging § = §, with £ = 1,2 into the statements from Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 we may
arrive at the following result.

Corollary 2.1. Let § = &, € [0, %] with € = 1,2 4n (3). Let k >0, j = 0,1 and m € [1,2). The
solutions to (3) satisfy the following (L™ n L?) — L? estimates:

ik — oy (o 3) oy
|oIV w(t, )| o s (1 +1) 0% O woll pmq riers

TR |
+(1+1) w1l o s -1+

for all space dimensions n > 2mgmax{d1, d2}. Moreover, the following L?> — L? estimates hold:

k k4255, o k —j+1
[0tV w(t, )] 2 S (1 +1) 205wl grss + (1 +8) 270w | s oa+
for all space dimensions n = 1.

2.2. A modified test function. Main aim of this section is to provide some auxiliary properties
of the modified test function ¢ = ¢(x) := <x>_r for some r > 0 from the recent paper of Dao-Reissig
[5] which are key tools in the proof of our blow-up result in Section 4.

Definition 2.1 ([7, 9]). Let s € (0,1). Let X be a suitable set of functions defined on R". Then,
the fractional Laplacian (—A)® in R™ is a non-local operator given by

o(x) — d(y)

(AP pe X - (—A)’¢p(x) := Cy s pv. y|n+2s

R |3) -
4°T (5 +s)
N a—

as long as the right-hand side exists, where p.v. stands for Cauchy’s principal value, C,, 5 := )
—S

is a normalization constant and I' denotes the Gamma function.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 2.3 in [5] with m = 0). Let s € (0,1) and r > 0. Then, the following estimates
hold for all xz € R™:

(x s if 0<r<mn,
‘(—A)s<x>7r‘ < <:E>_n_2s log(e + |z|) if r=n,
<:E>_n_2s if  r>n.

Lemma 2.2. Let s € (0,1). Let v be a smooth function satisfying 02¢ € L™. For any R > 0, let
oRr be a function defined by

or(z) := ¢(R™"z)  for all z € R",
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where k > 0. Then, (—A)*(¢r) satisfies the following scaling properties for all x € R™:
(—A) (o) (@) = R-2*((—A)6) (R~*z).

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 2.4 in [5] with minor modifications to conclude the desired
statement. n

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 2.7 in [5]). Let s € R. Let ¢1 = ¢1(x) € H® and ¢pa = ¢a(x) € H™*. Then,
the following relation holds:

 a@de(@)dw = | 61(6) 2(E)dE.

R

3. GLOBAL (IN TIME) EXISTENCE OF SMALL DATA SOLUTIONS
3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. At first, let recall the fundamental solutions
Kos(t,7) = 5, (Kos(t,€)) and Ky s(t,2) = §.2, (Kis(t,€))

defined in Section 2 to represent the solutions of the corresponding linear Cauchy problems with
vanishing right-hand sides to (1) in the form

ul"(t,x) = Ko, (t,x) %5 uo(z) + K15, (t, ) #5 ur (),
vl”(t,x) = Kos,(t,x) %5 vo(x) + K1 5, (t, ) %5 v1(2).

By applying Duhamel’s principle, the formal implicit representation of the solutions to (1) can be
read as follows:

u(t,x) = u™(t, ) f K5, (t —7,2) % |v(7, 2)|Pdr =: u!™(t,2) + u"'(t, 2),
v(t,z) = v (t, ) j Ky s,(t — 7, 2) % |u(r,2)|%dr =: 0™(t,2) + v (t, ).

Let us now choose the data spaces (ug,u1) € A and (vg,v1) € A. We introduce the family {X (¢)}+~0
of the solution spaces

X(t) := <C([0,t],H1) A Cl([o,t],Lz))2,

equipped with the following norm:

[, ) x ) := sup <f1(7)‘1HU( ez + fo(0) 7 Vulr, )| 2 + fo(r) " uelr, )| 2

o<sr<t

+g1(7) o e + g2(7) [V olr, ) g + g5(7) el 2 )

where
fir) = (1) TG DI o) - (14 ) I G ) (o)
fo(r) = (14 7) 3 DT 0, (29)
gi(r) = (L) TG gy 2 (1) D, (30)
o(r) = (1 +7) T D, (1)

For all ¢t > 0, we define the following operator:
N: X(t)— X(t)
N(u,v)(t,z) = (u™(t,2) + u"(t,2), 0" (t,2) + 0" (t, 7).
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Our main goal is to prove the operator N satisfying the following two inequalities:
IV, 0) | x ) < (o, ur)a + [(vo, va)|a + 1 (w, 0) [ ) + (s 0) 15 ) (32)
IN(,0) = N (@, 0) |y S 1(s0) = (@ 0) |x (10w 0) g + H(m)\\ﬁqg
o)l + 1@ ol%g).  (33)

Then, employing Banach’s fixed point theorem we may conclude global (in time) existence results
of small data solutions. For this purpose, we replace j,k = 0,1 with (j, k) # (1,1) into Corollary
2.1 to arrive at the estimate

[, 0" |y S N0, )l + (oo, 1) g

by the definition of the norm in X(¢). Hence, it is reasonable to prove the following inequality
instead of (32):
[ o) S 1008y + 10 0) [ - (34)

First, let us show the inequality (34). To deal with u™, we use the (L™ n L?) — L? estimates
from Corollary 2.1 to get the following estimate:

nl ' (D p
Ju ¢, )] 2 $L<1+t—7) =2 o ()P o pad
Thus, we need to estimate |v(7,z)[P in L™ and L?. We have
[, WP o = lo(m Wme and [Jo(r, )P 2 = [0(7, )2

After using the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition 4.1, we deduce that
[ — — +&
lo(r, P < (L4 7)" (=55 P+ 15 ”(“v"))ch(T)v (35)
_n (p 1y, Piy
llo(r, )P 2 S (1 +7)" Tm(i=5y) P~ 2)+ 15 I 0) 7y (36)

where the conditions (4) and (5) are fulfilled for p. As a consequence, we can proceed as follows:

1 _ 1y, %1 t/2 .
[t )] o < (04 0) 7200 T (w,0) f (1 + )T P+ 2 g
0

—_n (p_1)4 P2 t —_m (1 1y, 41
(L 1) 2 O ) Lga =) T D g,
where we notice that we used the relation
(1+t—7)~ (1+¢t)if 7€[0,t/2], and (1 +7) ~ (1 +¢) if 7 € [t/2,]. (37)

Due to the condition p < 14 51— 2m5 in (7), it implies immediately that the term (1+7) 2m0-52) P-1)
is not integrable. For this reason, may estimate

t/2 "
(1+ t)—m AR J (1+ 7—)_72m(1—62)(p_1)+%d7—
0

n 1 3 n 5
(1+¢) T g om0, gy < 4 2
g n 5 2
1+ ¢ —sasy ()t o e ifp=1
( * ) wp=1+ n— 2m52
3
< (1+¢) 20- 61)(i_%)+ﬁ+8(n52)7

1

Po2
+ 1—d9
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where ¢ is a sufficiently small positive number. Thanks to the condition n < 247—mm in (5), we may

verify that —ﬁ(% -+ % > —1. Hence, we derive

t
(1+t)‘M@(p—1>+f%j (14t —7) 2o+ 5 dr
t/2

—n P2 g m 11y, 81
(14 ¢) T - By (G ey g, < dm

o
3

~

pdo
(1 + ¢)” Fim P DT T e if n = Am

T
3

<1+ t)_m(%—lﬂ —57 Te(p:02)

~ Y

where ¢ is a sufficiently small positive number. Therefore, combining the above estimates we may
conclude the following estimate:
5

2(1—51)(—*%)+1,151 e(p, )H<

Hum(tv ’)HLz S (1+1) )Hx(t

In order to control Vu™, we use the (L™ n L?) — L? estimates if 7 € [0,¢/2] and the L?> — L?
estimates if 7 € [t/2,t] from Corollary 2.1 to arrive at

dr

w < [ _ e ) sy P
| Vu™(t, )||L2 ~Jo (1+t—7) ! ! H‘MT )| ”L’"mL2

t _1-24;
+ J (1+t—7) 2030 ||u(r, -)|pHL2dT
t/2

1-26 PSo

_ n ( 1 71) t/2 _ n ( ,1)+
< (1+t) T m 2w | (g u)f;((t)f (1+ 7)” 2= P D¥ 1555 g7
0

1-25;

_ n (p_l)+& t 12
£ (1 + ) T ), Lz(ut—f) 2o d,

where we used again the estimates (35) and (36) linked to the relation (37). In the same treatment
of u™, we obtain the following estimate for first integral:

n —26 t/2 n S
1+ t)—m(%—%)—ﬁ J (1+ 7—)_72m(1—62)(p_1)+1p—7622d7—
0

< (1+ t)fz(%(sl)(%*%)*gt%gifﬁ(pﬁz).
Moreover, the remaining integral can be dealt with the following way:
n J t 1-26
(1+¢) T P+ f (1+t—7) M= dr
¢

/2
__on oy lyy Pé g 1-26; __om 11y 1-26
<(1+1) sm(i—s5) P~ 2)T1=5; T1= 3075 <(1+1t) s—s7) (m —2) " 310, L5 +2(p,d2)

due to d; = d5. Consequently, we have shown that
z — s (=) ssy +e(p.d2)
[Vurt(, )] o < (14 1) T D amar e gy
By analogous arguments as we estimated Vu™ we also derive

__n_ (1 _ 1y 1=25
Hu?la, ')HLQ < (1 + t) 2(1—61)(m 2) 17511 +€(p,52)H (Ua’U)Hg((t)

Similarly, we may conclude the following estimates for j, k = 0,1 with (j,k) # (1,1):

J ok nl — oy (& — ) - gty —J
”81‘,v v (tf)”LZ < (1 +t) 20T 2 H(U U)HX(t
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provided that the conditions from (4) to (7) are satisfied for gq. Therefore, from the definition of
the norm in X (¢) we have proved that the inequality (34) holds.
Let us now indicate the inequality (33). For two elements (u,v) and (u,?) from X (t), we get

N(u,v)(t,x) — N(u,v)(t,x) = (u”l(t,:n) — ﬂ”l(t,x),v”l (t,z) — @"l(t,x)).

The proof of (33) can be proceeded in the same ways as that of (34). For this reason, let us sketch
our proof. On the one hand, we use the (L™ n L?) — L? estimates from Corollary 2.1 for u™ — a™
and v — ™. Meanwhile, for & V* (u™ — a") and 0JV’“( —o"), with (j,k) = (0,1) or (1,0),
we apply (L™ n L?) — L? estimates if 7 € [0,¢/2] and the L? — L? estimates if 7 € [t/2,t] from
Corollary 2.1. Therefore, we may arrive at the following estimates for (j,%k) = (0,1) or (1,0):

t
” (unl _ ﬁnl)(t, .)”LZ < J (1 Lt — 7—)_2(1 51)(5_%)"‘:—151 |||’U(T, )|P _ @(7—7 ')‘p”medeTy
0

1

dok(,nl  nl\ (g "2 vy (RN ey NP G P
|orvE (= am) ()] . < . (1+t—7) 2050 =50 Jo(r, )P =01, )P o 2T
t k=28 .
| @t T I (P — ot )P e
t/2
and

t
(0" = ") o 5 [ (Lt =y D g
0

LmAL2 dT?

' t/2 _ n (L_l)_ﬂ_'
|69 (v — &) (1, ) 1 < f (L4t —7) 2w 2 2= fu(r, )| = a(r, )|, padr
0
t _ k2
+J (14t —7) 2052 fu(r, ) |* = a(r, )| . d7
t/2

By applying Holder’s inequality we have

(7, Mzme ([0 (7, ) [fmp + 12(7s ) mn )
(7, M z2e (o7, M2y + 1007, )20 )
(7, Mema ()| Fos + 1807, ) s,
u(r, )

a(r, ) gz (lulr, )52 + [a(r 2 )-

@I

[lo(r, )P = 1507, )P o < o) =
[lo(r, ) = o )P 2 < Jo(r, ) =
[lulr, )1 =l )| o < Julr,) =
[lu(r, )7 - (7,-) =

Analogously to the proof of (34), we employ the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from
Proposition 4.1 to the terms

\]
ﬁ\ @\

a(r, ) e < fu

(7, ) = o(7,)m,  ulr,) —alr, )|,
lo(r, Mz, o )em,  Julr, e, |alr, ),
with 1 = mp or n; = 2p, and 72 = mgq or 72 = 2q to complete the proof of the inequality (33).

Summarizing, Theorem 1.1 is proved completedly.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We follow the proof of Theorem 1.1 with minor modifications in the
steps of our proof. We also introduce both spaces for the data and the solutions as in Theorem 1.1,
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where the weights (28) to (31) are modified in the following way:

Tanrra g n 1-25
fi(r) =1+ 7-)*2(1751)(%7%)+ﬁ7 fo(r) = (1 + T)*m(%*%)*ﬁ7
n 1-26
o(r) = (14 7) D,
G(F) = (1 4+ 7) T G eig reedn oy (1 4 )ty (G a) ey telad),
g5(7) = (1 + 7)" T ()= ead),

Then, repeating some steps of the proofs we did in Theorem 1.1 we may conclude the proof of
Theorem 1.2.

4. NONEXISTENCE RESULT VIA MODIFIED TEST FUNCTION METHOD

In order to prove the blow-up results, we shall apply a modified test function method from
Section 2 which plays a significant role in the following proofs.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3. First, we introduce the function ¢ = ¢(t) having the following
properties:

1 for 0 <t <1,
1. peCy([0,0)) and p(t) = { decreasing for 3 <t <1,
0 fort > 1,
K// ! ’ 1
2 e WP OF + () <C  foranyte|5,1], (38)

with K = p or kK = ¢, where " is the conjugate of K > 1 and C' is a suitable positive constant.
Now we denote dy := min{dy, d2}. Due to the assumption of both §; and d; € (0, 1), it is clear that

do € (0,1), too. Then, we introduce the function ¢ = ¥(|z|) := <:17>_"_260.
Let R be a large parameter in [0,00). We define the following test function:

nr(t, ) := ¢r(t)Yr(T),

where pr(t) := p(R™“t) and ¢g(x) := (R Pz) for some a, B which we will fix later. We define
the functionals

o0 R
Ir :—j j \v(t,x)|an(t,a:)dxdt—f j |v(t,x)|Pnr(t, z) dxdt,
0 Jrn 0o Jrn
o0 R
Jwi= ||ttt mattaydodt = | [ Jutt o) a0 dod,
0 n 0 "
and

R® Ro
IRy = J j lu(t, z)[Pnr(t, z) dedt, Jrt:= J j lu(t, x)|"ngr(t, x) dxdt.

Let us assume that (u,v) = (u(t,z),v(t,z)) is a global (in time) Sobolev solution from C([0, ©0), L?) x
C’([O, o0), L2) to (1). We multiply the first equation to (1) by ng = ngr(t,x) and carry out partial
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integration to get
Oéle—j uy(x)Yr(z dx~|—j J u(t, z) PR ()R (x) dedt
Ra
J j er(t)Vr(x) Au(t, z) dedt — j J O (O)VR(z) (—A) 2 u(t, x) dzdt
=: —J ur(z)Yr(z)dz + Iig — Iap — I3r (39)
Employing Hoélder’s inequality with = + =» = 1 we can proceed as follows
R(X
il < [, [, utt ol ehOlnte) doa
1 5
() (O n(e)| drdt)’

u(t, x) 771%% t :E)’pdxdt)%<f§fn

< ([ [l
sz La fRnch?(t)ycp 1) da;dt)

~ it
=
After performing the change of variables £ := R™%t and % := R~ "z, we calculate straightforwardly
(40)

+a<fn<$> . 250d>%

). Now let us focus our considerations to

to obtain
1
T —2a+
|Iir| < Jjé,tR “

i R™2%4"(t) and the assumption (3
deal with Irr and I3p Flrst since 1 € H? and u € C’([O, ), L ) we apply Lemma 2.3 to arrive

where we used ¢/} (t) =
at the following relations

(o) (~Autt.a)de = [ PO 80dE = | ult.a) (~A)in(e) ds

Uile) (-8 uta)do = | I IR (€ de = [ ulta)

—N)p(z) dx

As a consequence, it implies immediately that
ee} 0
Lo = J j or()Yr(x) Ault, ) drdt :f f pr(t)u(t, x) AYg(x) dedt
n 0 n

and
Ra
— )" ult, @) dedt — j | erttrutt.a) (~2) vala) dodt

Isp = JRQ J Cr()Vr(x

Applying Hélder’s inequality again as we estimated J; leads to
1 R _d q
ol < 13 (| f er(0g* (@)|Ava(e)|” dedt) ",
0o Jrr

and
|I3r| < Rt f f (PR “PR ‘qu

L
Py

L
g

) [(=2)" ()| ddt)”.
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To estimate the above two integrals, the key tools rely on results from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. More
in detail, in the first step we use the change of variables t := R~*t and & := R~ "z to derive

1 atn 1 B o , R
\Log| < 75 R B(L f (D0 (@)|AW) (@) dzd)”

s@g*““ff"(fww—%’(az)m 0)| dz) ",

where we notice that Ayg(z) = R™2°Ap(7). Hence, we deduce the following estimate:

+np —n—200—24" i/
S @ ) (41)
R?’L

Now let us come back to estimate I3 in the second step. After carrying out again the change of
variables ¢ := R~% and # := R~ Pz and applying Lemma 2.2, we may estimate Isg by

‘[3R| < J}%tR_a 2515-‘1-&*”5 f f ‘(,0 )‘q/w_%’(‘%) K_A)&l ‘q da;dt)

/ 1
q

TR RIIEE ([ a Cap @ a)

where we used ¢, (t) = R™*¢/(f) and the assumption (38). In order to control the last integral, we
employ Lemma 2.1 with ¢ = n 4+ 2Jy and s = d; to have

a5 e [ gay o o )

1
|Lr| <IAR

L
P

1

1 o a+np o 7
SR RO (@) ) (42)
R?’L

)

Thanks to the assumption (22), there exists a sufficiently large constant Ry > 0 such that it holds

j § ui(z)Yr(z)de >0 (43)

for all R > Ry. As a result, combining the estimates from (39) to (43) gives

a+nf

1 gy atns o a+ng o

1 _ 8 o a+nf o a+nf
$J}%<R " +R a—2615+ ¢ +R 26+ Py )_[R (44)

for all R > R;. In the same arguments we may conclude the following estimate for all R > Ry:

1 _ a+nf P at+nf 1 _ at+nf
0<f U1($)¢R($)d33$[§t<R 204258 | poa—ah el >+I§R 2w

—a—2028+ QJ;}w

1 _ 8 _ a+nf
s[;;(R "+ R +R i )—JR. (45)

Without loss of generality we can assume d; = ds. Now let us fix o := 2—247 + 2%:?52) (ann;zrz)("%)

and 8:=1— 2‘?1:33) "q1+ fq_" For this choice, we may verify that
—2a< -2, —a—26<-28 and —a-—200<-20.

From (44) and (45) it follows immediately that

a+nl3

IR<J R

E a+np
JRsI;;R R
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Therefore, we arrive at

pg—1

L7 < RPN g (46)
pg—1 a+npB a+npB
Jqu < R—25+ :/ +(—26+ Z: )% = R, (47)

It is obvious that the assumption (23) is equivalent to 7o < 0. For this reason, we shall divide our
attention into two subcases.

Case 1: Let us consider the subcritical case of y2 < 0. Then, we let R — o0 in (47) to obtain

o0
Jp = J j lu(t, z)|Ing(t, x) dedt = 0,
0 n

which follows u = 0, a contradiction to the assumption (22). This means that there is no global (in
time) Sobolev solution to (1) in the subcritical case.

Case 2: Let us now come back to the critical case of v = 0. At first, we introduce the following
constants:

Cuy = f § ui(z)r(z) and O, := f

R7

@),
Dy = qn (3) " daé)p_l’ and Dy = qn (3) " di)%.

After repeating some arguments as we have proved in the subcritical case, we may conclude the
following estimates:

a+nf

1
0<Ip+Cy <Dy JaR 70

a+np

1
0<Jg+Cyp < DyIR 2T

Thus, it follows that
11 11
Jr +Cy < DyDyJp' R = Dy Dy Jp' . (48)
For this reason, we obtain immediately

1 1

11
Jr < DyDLJE  and  Cy, < DyDLJE.

Consequently, it implies
JR < D07 (49)

1 pq
D -1 . . .
where Dy := <Dp/D;) P17 is a positive constant, and

pq

o
1
DyD},

JR

WV

By replacing (50) into the left-hand side of (48), a direct calculation leads to
(C,, )P0
1

>pq+(pq)2 '

Jr =
(pyDy,
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Then, we use iteration arguments to arrive at the following estimate for any integer j > 1:

C(fq)j C(Jf‘l)] 1 ppql

v . ) B =\ P

I = 1\ pa+(pg)*+++(pg) (0a)i*1-pg <DP’Dq’)
(Dp/Dq/> <Dp’D;,> pg—1

Let us now choose the constant
€ = J ()" di

in the assumption (22). This means that there exists a sufficiently large constant Ry > 0 such that

f vi(z)Ygr(z)dr > €
for all R > Ry. We can see that the above assumption is equivalent to
Pq
Co, >f (2)"70 az = (D ,DP) ~', that is, % > 1.
RTL

(DyDy)"

Hence, passing j — o in (51) gives Jr — oo. This is a contradiction to the boundedness of Jr in
(49). As a consequence, we may conclude the nonexistence of global (in time) Sobolev solution to
(1) in the critical case. Summarizing, the proof of Theorem 1.3 is completed.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.4. We follow the ideas from the proof of Theorem 1.3. We introduce
the test functions ¢ = ¢(t) as in Theorem 1.3 and ¢ = ¥(|z|) := <x>_n_26. Then, we may repeat
exactly, on the one hand, the proof of Theorem 1.3 to conclude the following estimates:

1 _ at+np _ a+np
j ul(x)¢R(x)d:E+IR<Cq,J}%<R 2a+42tpl +R —a-288+24 R 26+ 247 >’

720&4’%@

+R

02584 atnB 9By atns
a2+l | po2peel; ),

1
f v (2)r(x) do + Jg < Cylh <R
1

Cp = (J< ) "az)” and Gy - (J (#) " i)

Let us now fix o := 2 — 26 and S := 1. As a result, from the both above estimates we obtain

where .
7/

4 2-264n

f uy (z)r(x) de + Ir < Cy J R, (52)
1 _942-25+n

f vi(x)Yp(x)de + Jr < CyIjR o (53)

On the other hand, because of the assumption (25), the following estimate holds:
n+e
| w@er@ds=a | (a5 orlo)do
n ]Rn

> EORnJ (1+ R3]
R?’L

e ¢(Z)di (by change of variables & := Rflzn)

+e1

dx = CiegR"™ ™

— QR [ (R o) ([l (54)

for all R > Ry, where Ry > 0 is a sufficiently large number and C is a suitable positive constant.
In the same way we also derive

n+tey

f . U1 (a:)ng( ) CQEQR m (55)
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for all R > Ry, where C is a suitable positive constant. Combining the estimates from (52) to (55)
we may arrive at

_nte 1 1 9y 2-264n (o4 2-264nyl

CreoR"™ " < Cy Gyl B2 T2 gy (56)
ey 11 9422840 (94 2-28+ny1

CoegR" " < CyCpTft R T80 gy, (57)

for all R > Ry. Moreover, applying the inequality

Ayy—ygAﬁ forany A>0,y=>0and 0 <y <1

to (57) leads to

nte rq rq

1 2—254n 2—-254n 1 1\ P91 2(1+q)
2 _ +(—2+ = — —
C26()Rn m < <Cp/qu/R 2 p’ (=2 q’ )P>pq - (Cp/C;>pq 1Rn 2 Pq

for all R > Ry. It follows immediately

Cseq _o§—20+a) | ntey
— T o SR T T (58)

<C,,, Cq%) pa1

for all R > Ry. Without loss of generality we can assume p < ¢, it is clear that the assumption
(26) is equivalent to

n—2mo 1+¢
<

2m pqg—1’
that is, —20 — % + 7= < 0. Then, we can choose a sufficiently small constant € > 0 such that the
following relation still holds —2§ — % + 22 < 0. Now we take €3 = ¢ in the assumption (25).

By letting R — o0 in (58) we obtain a contradiction to the choice of positive constants €y, Ca, Cpy
and Cy. Summarizing, the proof of Theorem 1.4 is completed.
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APPENDIX

Proposition 4.1 (Fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality). Let 1 < p, pg, p1 < 0, 0 > 0
and s € [0,0). Then, it holds the following fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality for all u €
Lo A HS

16,10
lull iz = Tulze lulg, -

1 _ 1. s
where 0 = 0, o(p, po, p1) = °—1—% and = <0 < 1.
Po 1 n

For the proof one can see [6].
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