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Introduction

This paper is to devote to the following Cauchy problem for the semilinear o-evolution models with
memory term:

uy + (—A)u+u—g*xu=|ulf, ze€R" t>0,

u(0,z) =0, u(0,x) = uy(x), r eR", (1.1)

where 0 > 1, n > 1 and p > 1, the time-dependent function g = ¢(¢) stands for the exponential
decay memory kernel g(t) := e~*. Here, the convolution term is denoted by

(g% u)(t, ) = /Ot ot — 7Yu(r, )dr

In the last two decades, the Cauchy problem for the evolution equations with memory terms
have caught a lot of attention from many mathematicians due to their wide applications in physics,
mechanics and so on. For example, concerning ¢ = 1 in (1.1), it corresponds to a model of ionized
atmosphere [23].
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Let us begin with introducing the linear plate equation with memory

{utt—i-AzujLu—g*u:O, reR" t>0, (12)

u(0,x) = up(x), u(0,2) = us(x), x€R",

where the positive memory kernel g € 62([0,00)) fulfilling —Cig(t) < ¢'(t) < —Cag(t), |¢"(t)] <
C3g(t) and 1 — [J g(7)d7 > 0 for any ¢ > 0 and some positive constants C, Cy, C3. One may find
that the above assumptions lead to

0<g(0)e™* < g(t) < g(0) ™. (1.3)

The authors of [20] derived some estimates for solutions by using energy methods in the Fourier space.
They found the decay structure of the regularity-loss-type, which plays an important role in some
physical models including Timoshenko system, Euler-Maxwell system, thermoelastic plate equations
and Moore-Gibson-Thompson equations (see, for example, [32, 26, 25]). Roughly speaking, the
term u — g * u generates a weak dissipative effect. Furthermore, by applying spectral representation
of solutions and asymptotic expansions of eigenvalues and their corresponding eigenprojections,
the authors [20] proved the sharpness of estimations for a special unknown variable (see (3.2) in
[20]), and found approximate equations to derive asymptotic profiles of solutions in a framework of
weighted L' space. For the sake of the assumption (1.3) and motivated by the model (1.2), it seems
reasonable to consider an exponential decay kernel in generalized plate (or o-evolution) models (1.1)
for any o > 1. However, we cannot simply generalize the approach of [20]) to this paper, which will
be shown later. Let us now consider the semilinear plate equation with memory term, where the
nonlinear term on the right-hand side depends on u only, namely,

(1.4)

ug + A*u+u+g*Au= f(u), z€R" t>0,
u(0,x) = up(x), u(0,2) =uy(z), xe€R™

In the recent paper [18], the authors proved global (in time) existence of small data Sobolev solutions
with high regularity such that

u € 6 ([0,00), H*M(R))

by using embedding theory and contraction mapping theorem, where the regularity-loss effect ap-

pears due to the corresponding linear model of (1.4). Here, s is an integer number satisfying s > 2

for n = 1, and s > [n/2] for n > 2. It seems interesting to develop global (in time) existence

results with lower regularity of fractional orders. Concerning other studies on the Cauchy problem

for plate equations with memory terms, we refer to [30, 19, 16, 21, 22| and the references therein.
Let us turn to the o-evolution equations with friction u; as follows:

{Utt + (—A)7u + uy = |ul?, reR" t>0, (15)

u(0,x) = up(x), u(0,2) =uy(z), xe€R™
When ¢ is an integer number, (1.5) is the so-called polyharmonic damped wave equation which was

explored in [31]. The author has found a critical condition to catch the global (in time) existence
of small data solutions to (1.5) in the space dimension n = 1. One recognizes that the restriction



of the one-dimensional case causes by some technical difficulties. Involving the general case of any
fractional number o > 1, the authors in the recent paper [12] applied some of sharp decay estimates
for solutions, which were well-studied in [27], to get the possible range of the admissible exponents
of power nonlinearity for (1.5). The point worth noticing is that by proving a diffusion phenomenon
in the abstract setting, the authors in [27] have achieved these sharp decay estimates thanks to the
application of the Nash inequality and the Markov property for the parabolic semigroup. However,
we should remark that it is challenging to follow the previous studies [12, 27, 31] in the way of
directly computing the eigenvalues and representations of solutions since the memory term in (1.1)
brings difficulties. Moreover, we will observe later in Remark 2.3 that friction u; has a stronger
damping effect than that generated by the memory term u — g * u, so how does this memory-type
damping influence on the critical exponent for (1.1) is still unknown. We will give a positive answer
of this question in the present paper. For other studies on o-evolution equations with damping
term, we refer the interested readers to [5, 9, 10, 7, 6].

Our main purpose of this paper is to investigate some qualitative properties of solutions to the
corresponding linear and the semilinear o-evolution models (1.1) with an exponential decay memory
term. Particularly, we are interested in the influence of a weak dissipation generated by the term
containing v — ¢g * u on the og-evolution models for any o > 1.

Concerning the linearized Cauchy problem for (1.1), we prove some sharper estimates for solu-
tions based on the L? norm, which are of the regularity-loss-type. In additional, we find two different
approximate equations to the linear problem (see (2.8) and (2.9) later). Nevertheless, the studies
of these properties, especially estimates for solutions, are not a simple generalization of those in
previous studies. For one thing, due to the non-local operator (—A)? with o > 1 in (2.1) for all
dimensions, it seems that the approach, i.e. spectral theory associated with asymptotic expansions,
in [20] does not work well in our model, and WKB analysis associated with diagonalization pro-
cedures is effective to deal with the fractional power operator. For another, by some calculations,
we derive the estimates for solutions and their time-derivative in the Fourier space independently,
which provides us an effective way to get sharper estimates for solutions than those shown in [20].

Regarding the semilinear Cauchy problem (1.1), the critical exponents

P = Perit (TL, m, U)

by assuming L™ regular data with m € [1,2) for some values of n,o will be found. On the one
hand, global (in time) small data Sobolev solutions with lower regularity in the supercritical case
P > Perit(n, m, o) for some values of n,m,o will be shown by constructing time-weighted Sobolev
space and employing the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality combined with the fractional
Leibniz rule and the fractional chain rule. Up to now, it seems that we do not have any previous
research manuscripts to study lower regular global (in time) Sobolev solutions in the framework
of regularity-loss. One the other hand, in the subcritical case 1 < p < pet(n, m, o) for all n > 1,
m € [1,2) and 0 > 1, we will prove that every local (in time) Sobolev solution blows up by a modified
test function method to deal with the fractional power operator (—A)?, which is motivated by the
quite recent paper [11]. To deal with the memory effect, we construct two different functionals
related to the solution itself. Especially, when m = 1 and o is assumed to be an integer number,
every weak solution will blows up in the critical case p = peit(n, 1, 0).

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. We prepare some sharp regularity-
loss-type estimates for solutions to the corresponding linear model of (1.1) by using WKB analysis



and multi-step diagonalization procedures in Section 2. Additionally, the generalized diffusion
phenomena also will be shown in the end of Section 2. Then, by using the derived estimates and
some tools in Harmonic Analysis, in Section 3 we prove global (in time) existence of small data
Sobolev solutions with lower regularity. To conclude the optimility, we employ a modified test
function method and construct a contradiction argument to prove blow-up result for the Sobolev
solutions in Section 4. Eventually, final remarks in Section 5 are to complete this paper.

Notations: In this paper, f < g means that there exists a positive constant C' such that f < Cy.
Also, we denote [r] := min{C € Z : r < C} and [r] as the ceiling function and the integer part
of r € R, respectively. We define the so-called Japanese bracket (z) := (1 + |z|*)¥/2 for all z € R".
Moreover, H;(]R”) with s > 0 and 1 < ¢ < oo, denote Riesz potential spaces based on L?(R™).
Furthermore, |D|* with s > 0 stand for the pseudo-differential operators with symbol [£[*. We
denote the identity matrix of dimensions k& x k by [;. Finally, let us define the following zones for
the phase space:

Zini(e) :={E€eR": [{| < e < 1},
Zmia(e, N):={£ e R" : e < || < N},
Zext(N) :={£ €R" : [{] > N > 1}.

The cut-off functions Xin(£), Xmia(§), Xext(§) € B°(R™) having their supports in the zone Zj (),
Zmia(€/2,2N) and Z(N), respectively, so that Xin(£) + Ymiad(§) + Xext(§) = 1 for all £ € R™.

2 Qualitative properties of solutions to the linear Cauchy problem

Our starting point in this paper is to study the corresponding linear Cauchy problem for (1.1),
namely,

{utt—l—(—A)JU"‘U_g*u:Ov r e R, >0, (2.1)

uw(0,z) =0, w(0,2) =uy(z), xR,

where 0 > 1, n > 1 and g(t) = e™".

In this section, we will derive some qualitative properties of solutions to (2.1), which will be
used later. Precisely, some estimates for solutions in the H*® norm with s > 0 and generalized
diffusion phenomena are of our interest. Again, the approach, i.e. spectral theory associated with
asymptotic expansions of eigenvalues and their corresponding eigenprojections, does not work well
in our model (2.1) due to the non-local operator (—A)? with any ¢ > 1. Therefore, to overcome
the difficulty for the fractional case, motivated by some recent papers studying non-local operators
in coupled systems (see, for instance, [28, 1, 2, 3]), we may employ WKB analysis and multi-step
diagonalization procedures (see, for example, [33, 29, 15]).

Before applying these techniques, we will reduce (2.1) to a suitable evolution system, which is
the first-order system with respect to time variable. Observing from the exponential memory kernel
having the property

%(g s u)(t,x) =u(t,x) — (g xu)(t, x), (2.2)



we are motivated to define a suitable ansatz U = U(t,z) to (2.1) such that
Ut,z) = (it ) +i(=D)ult, x), up(t, 2) — i(=A)"u(t, ), (g u)(t,x) — ult, x))T (2.3)
carrying its corresponding initial data
Uo(z) :=U(0,2) = (u1(x),ui(x),0)T. (2.4)
By using the differential property (2.2), one may reduce (2.1) to

Uy — Ag(=A)PU -~ AU =0, 2€R", t>0,
U(0,z) = Us (), x € R",

where the coefficient matrices are given by

¢ 0 0 0 0 1
A(] = 0 — 0 and Al = 0 0 1
0 0 0 L1

Let us apply the partial Fourier transform U(t,€) = F, ¢(U(t,z)) in (2.5). Then, the Cauchy
problem for the first-order |¢|-dependent system reads as follows:

Ty — Al€1°U — AU = R", t
{Ut 0|£| U IU 07 56 9 >07 (26)

U(0,€) = Uy(8), £ €R™.

With the aim of understanding the influence of the parameter ||, we will discuss the asymptotic
behavior of solutions into three parts containing small frequencies £ € Zj(¢), large frequencies
£ € Zext(N) and middle frequencies & € Zyq(g, V), individually.

2.1 Representation of solutions

In this part, we will study representations of solutions to (2.6). Particularly, we can apply diago-
nalization procedure to derive representation of solutions for & € Zj(g) U Zex(N), and establish a
contradiction argument to get an exponential stability for £ € Z;q(e, N). Actually, we found that
the Cauchy problem (2.5) is a special case of the so-called o« — 3 system, which can be shown by

Uy + du — A% = 0, reR" t>0,
U + ’}/QQQB’U + ”ylsﬂaut = 0, X e Rn, t> 0,
u(0,z) = ug(x), u(0,2) = uy(x), v(0,2) =ve(x), x€R",

if we use a suitable change of variable (see (2.1) in [17]) and take o = 8 = 0, 7 = 7 = 1,
d = (—A)? with 0 > 1. Therefore, we may directly apply the results studied in [17]. More
precisely, the following three propositions are derived in Propositions 2.1, 2.2, 2.4 in [17] with
a = 0, respectively.



Proposition 2.1. The eigenvalues A\j = \;(|€]) for j = 1,2,3, of the coefficient matriz A|&|” + Ay
from (2.6) behave for || < e < 1 as follows:

M€l = —[€P +0(g*),
M(lg) = — (3 +38) + (3 —8) [ + 0(¢>),
Aa(€]) = = (5 —i%2) + (3 +0%2) ¢ + 0(¢>).

Furthermore, the solution to (2.6) has for & € Ziy(e) the representation
Ult,€) = Ty diag (exl(lfl)t’ ra(let eAg(\sDt) T 06(9),

where Tiy := N1(I3 + Na(|€])) (I3 + N3(|€])) and

' ' V34+i  —/3+i
1 =3 143 0 C1+iV3 —140V3

M= | 1 SHM e N = | ity 0 O
L= 1 2 T »AY2 = 3(1+iv/3)

2v/3
0 1 1 ST 0 0

0 0\[

—1+iV/3
6
Proposition 2.2. The eigenvalues \j = \;(|€]) for j =1,2,3, of the coefficient matriz Ay|&|” + Ay
from (2.6) behave for |£| > N > 1 as follows:

Ns(lg]) = = €

o O O

1

A(I€]) = 4117 + 31€177 = 31677 + 0(1€™™),
Mao(l€]) = —ilel” = 5le177 = 5lel ™ + o (lg ™),
As(I€]) = =1+ [€]7*7 + 0(]] ).

Furthermore, the solution to (2.6) has for £ € Ze(N) the representation
U(ta 5) = Text dlag (e)\l(lél)ta e>\2(|§|)t’ e)\g(\ﬂ)t) Te;gUO (6)7

where Tex, = (I3 + Na(|€])) (Is + N5(|€])) (Is + N ([€])) and

0 0 i 0o 1 -1
Na(lel) == 5“(0 0 —) Ni(le]) == 526( Lo —1),
0

z z
2 2

0
Nos(lg]) = [€17* ( —4
3

Nl O bl
=

<.
\_/

Proposition 2.3. The solution U = U(t,€) to (2.6) fulfills the next estimate for any & € Zya(e, N):
U(t.6)] S e™|0o(€)]

with a positive constant ¢ and for any t > 0.



2.2 Regularity-loss-type estimates of solutions

The pointwise estimates in the Fourier space is to depict the decay properties of solutions. In Section
2.1, the asymptotic behavior of eigenvalues and representation of solutions U (t,€) have been derived
in Propositions 2.1, 2.2, 2.3. We may now summarize them to get the sharp pointwise estimates in
the Fourier space.

Proposition 2.4. The solution U = ﬁ(t,ﬁ) to (2.6) fulfills the pointwise estimates for any £ € R™
andt > 0 as follows:

A 20- A
00091 S o0 (e Eleznt) 106)

with a positive constant ¢ > 0.
Let us recall a useful lemma which was proved in [17].

Lemma 2.1. [17, Lemma 3.2] Let us consider f € H*T(R") with s > 0 and ¢ > 0. Then, the
following estimate holds:

|Xex (D)IDIFL, (e™7) (1,2) (@)

where 8 >0 and ¢ > 0.

< (L+1)75]|f]

LZ(Rn) Hs+€(Rn)

By using Proposition 2.4 and Lemma 2.1, we may conclude the next energy estimates with initial
data taken from Sobolev spaces with additional L™ regularities for any m € [1, 2.

Theorem 2.1. Let us assume Uy € (H*H(R™) N L™(R"))? with s >0, £ > 0 and m € [1,2]. Then,
the solution U = U(t,x) to (2.5) with o > 1 fulfills the estimates as follows:

s

_n (1l _1y_ s _ L
1T ) s gnyye S (L +12) 2 =275 || Up || (pmemnyys + (1 4+ 8) 727 Ul zrveenyys

foranyt > 0.

Proof. Let us begin with the case when m € [1,2). From the pointwise estimates stated in Propo-
sition 2.4, we deduce

Xt (DY DIU () gy S |

Xint (€) €] €™ T (&)

(L2 (R™))?
€ 1 20 1/m1

5 (/ ,rsm1+n— e—cmar td’l“) ||UO||(Lm(R"))3
0

n ( 1

_mn (1l _1y_ s
S (L4 ) 72 G272 || Up | (pom ()3,

where 1/m; = (2 — m)/(2m) and we used Hoélder’s inequality as well as the Hausdorff-Young
inequality. For the case of large frequencies, we apply Lemma 2.1 to get

Ixext (D) DIV oy S e (€)1 Dy ()|

_L
5 (1 + t) 20 HU0||(H3+Z(R7L))3.

(LQ(R'!L))S

Finally, due to the exponential stability when £ € Z;4(¢, N), we can complete the statement by
summarizing the derived estimates in each zone.



Let us consider the limit case when m = 2. Thus, we may now apply the norm inequality
| [lz2@ny S - loee@ny|| - || L2(mny for the estimates in each zone. By similar calculations to the case
€ [1,2), we may complete the proof. O

To investigate the global (in time) existence of solutions in the forthcoming part, the estimates
for solutions and their derivatives play an important role. However, providing that we directly apply
the estimates for U(t,£) to get the pointwise estimate for @(t, &), |£|7a(t, &) and @,(t, €), then some
loss of decay rates will appear. To overcome this difficulty, we may explicitly calculate the principal
parts of representation of solutions from Propositions 2.1 and 2.2. Combining

R 1 N R 1 N
|£|UU(T,,£) = Z(lv_lvo) U(t7£> and ut(tag) = 5(17170) U(tvé-)v
we can derive the following sharper pointwise estimates.

Theorem 2.2. Let us assume u; € H¥THR™) N L™(R™) with s > 0, £ > 0 and m € [1,2]. Then,
the solution u = u(t,x) to (2.1) fulfills the estimates as follows:

_n L__ _1_ ¢
lu(t, Mrz@n S (1L 4+8)73 602 Jun || pmmy + (14 8)777 7 [Jus || egany,
o _n ¢l 1y 1_
HDI7u(t, ) oqamy S (14 )7F G777 ||| oz + (14 1) 77 [l
11 2
e (2, -] S (487302775 g || gy + (14 8) 7% [|u

for any t > 0.

Hs+E(Rn)

Hs (Rn) Hs+l(Rn),

Proof. Let us consider the solutions localized to small frequency zone firstly. According to Proposi-
tion 2.1, we may compute explicit formula of coefficient matrix T},; and its inverse. By taking into
consideration £ € Zj,(e), it yields

Nint (EI 1t €)] S Xt () (VD7 4 431
Xint ()£, €)] S Xiue (€) (€M1 4 ¥

It is clear from Euler’s formula that
W (6) ( Ma(ENt _ ohs(l€Dt ‘< Xint (€) e—gﬂsm‘ism((ﬁ £|§|2a) t)
Xint (€) 'e)\z €Dt 4 grallEDt }<X (&) ezt t}COS(( |§|2o) )‘

In other words, by using bounded estimates for the sine and cosine functions, one may have the
following estimates for any s > 0:

Xint ()]t )] < xime (&) e a1y (€,
Ximt (O €177t €)] < xame (€) €778 (€),
Xint (E)E* 2 (t, )] < xim () €276~y (¢)),

where ¢; is a suitable positive constant. By following the same approach as in the proof of Theorem
2.1 for small frequencies, we can immediately estimate the solutions and their derivatives for initial
data taken from L™ spaces with m € [1,2].

(et _ eAS(\g\)t‘ 4+ 1 } A2(1€EDt - pAs(l€D) tD 1 (6)],

(€Dt _ eAg(\E\)t‘ +1 ‘ A2(IEDt 4 galEl) tD |§|20\“ (©)I-




Next, we consider the solutions localized to large frequency zone. By the similar way to small
frequency zone, from Proposition 2.2, we may carry out some calculations to get

Xt )1 ] S X (&) [i (210D — 220D ) ()] + Xexc Ol (6|,
Xext ()Tt §)| S Xext (§) ‘e)\l I 4 e i1 (6)| +Xext(g)|€|_4ae)\3(|§|)t|ﬁl(€)|'
Moreover, we know
Xext(€) (ewf‘ PR PI((3) t‘ < Yext (€) €™ 3lel=>t
5 ‘eh €Nt +eA2(\€\ t‘ < Ye t(é’) 8—5\5\72%

sin ((I¢]7 + 31¢177) 1)
cos ((|€17 + 31¢177) ¢)]

and

Xext (€177 0D S o (§)e7,

with 7 = 3,4, and a positive constant ¢, which lead to the next estimates for any s > 0:

Xext (E)1t, €)] S Xext (€) €] 77728 iy (¢)),
Xext(E)EFT1a(t, )] S Xexs(€) [P 0y ()],
Xext (E)E1°1 (1, €)] S Xext (€) [€]%e™2K 2y (€)),

where ¢; is a suitable positive constant. By repeating the same way as in the proof of Theorem 2.1
for large frequencies, the solutions and their derivatives can be estimated.
Finally, due to the exponential stability for middle frequencies such that

Xmia (§) 617 (J(t, )] + [€17]a(t, )] + [:(2, )]) S Xmia(§)e™[1(€)]

with a positive constant ¢ > 0, we may have
[Xmia(D)ult, )l L2@n) + ([ Xmia (D) D7, ) || s my + [[Xmia(D)ue(t, -)]

Summarizing the derived estimates completes the proof. O

Hs(Rn) S e_Ct||u1||Lz(Rn).

Besides the achieved estimates from Theorem 2.2, we may follow the proof of previous theorems
to arrive at the following further estimates.

Corollary 2.1. Let us assume uy; € H* (R™) N L™(R") with s > 0, £ > 0 and m € [1,2]. Then,
the solution u = u(t,x) to (2.1) fulfills the estimates as follows:

e EGY
e w25 ey + (L41)”

£

Lmany + (1 4+ 1)727%55 ||ug | gegn,
14

75 |l

[u(t, )|

for any t > 0.

Remark 2.1. Comparing with the previous study on the Cauchy problem for plate equation with
an exponential decay memory term, i.e. Theorem 2.7 in [20], our estimates stated in Theorem 2.2
with o = 2 for the energies are sharper because we derived the estimates for |£|70(t, &) and (¢, &)
independently in the Fourier space. Furthermore, we also derive estimates for the solution itself in
Theorem 2.2, which did not be shown in [20].
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Remark 2.2. According to Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we may observe the decay properties of reqularity-
loss if £ > 0, namely, it requires s + { reqularity for initial data to estimate the energies in the H*
norm. In the special case when ¢ = 0, the effect of reqularity-loss will disappear, nevertheless, the
decay properties also will lost simultaneously.

Remark 2.3. Let us now compare the energy estimates with initial data taken from L' N L? space
between Theorem 2.2 and those from the previous study on the Cauchy problem for o-evolution
models with friction, namely,

{utt + (—A)UU +u = 07 T Rn’ t> 07 (2 7)

u(0,z) =0, u(0,2) = uy(x), xe€R™
The authors in [12] proved the estimates for solutions to (2.7) such that

lu(t, llzeen) S (1+)73 ullagny + €l @n),
_n 1 —ec
HD17u(t, )z S (1+1) 73 72 Jur]| ey + €™ lunllz2 e,
<

et )l zz@ny S (4 6) 73w || g1 @ey + e ] z2@n),

with a positive constant ¢, which are stronger than ours in Theorem 2.2, in particular, the time-
dependent coefficient of the H=° or L*> norms of u;. Nonetheless, the estimates for solutions localized
to small frequency zone are coincide with those stated in Theorem 2.2, which are represented by the
time-dependent coefficient of the L' norm of u;. As a consequence, we observe the damping effect
generated by u — g * u containing the exponential decay memory term is weaker than that generated
by the frictional damping term wu; due to the reqularity-loss effect.

2.3 Generalized diffusion phenomena

It is well-known that the diffusion phenomenon allows us to bridge decay behaviors of solutions
between the dissipative evolution equation and its corresponding parabolic-like evolution equations.
For example, the classical diffusion phenomenon bridges decay behaviors between damped wave
equation and heat equation. Let us turn to the general evolution equations. Our aim is to investigate
general diffusion phenomena, which gives approximate equations to describe the general evolution
equations.

Let us begin with introducing some notations to state generalized diffusion phenomena, particu-
larly, the approximate equations and their solutions.

For one thing, we denote |£|-dependent functions

—[€[* if j=1,
Nl == (3 +35) + (3 - 2) I if j=2,
— (3 —i) + (A +a2) g if =3,
and
ilglm + 51El77 = 5lel™*if j =1,
A8 = —ilg]” = 5lEl77 = 3lel~> it j =2,
—14 &7 if j=3.
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Obviously, AY(|¢]) and A°(|¢]) with j = 1,2,3 are the principal parts of the corresponding eigenval-
ues \;(|£]) for small frequencies and for large frequencies, respectively. That is to say for j =1,2,3

Ni([€]) = A7 (1E) = 6(€P7)  as [¢] =0,

M€ = A5 (1€]) = O(|€]7) as [¢] = oo
These remaining parts contribute to the additional decay rate or the improvement for regularity on
the estimates.

For another, we introduce some reference equations motivated by the eigenvalues A)(|¢]) and
A5([¢]) for j = 1,2,3. The reference equations with respect to U° = U°(t, ) can be written by

UP + AU + A (—A)U° =0, r€R, t>0, 2.8)
U°(0,2) == F " (I3 + Nao(|€))) ) (2) Ny 'Up(z) = € R™, '

where the diagonal coefficient matrices are defined by

Ao = diag (0,3 +i2, 5 =), Ay :=diag (1, -5+, —§ —i%),

and the matrices Ny, Ny(|£]) were defined in the statement of Proposition 2.1. So, the solution to

(2.8) in the Fourier space can be uniquely represented by AJ(|¢|) with Ny and Ny (|¢]).
The reference equations with respect to U = U*(t, x) can be written by

U + Ay(=A)72U® + AU + Ay (=A) 72U + A5 (—A)7U> =0, x€R", t>0,
{UC’O(Oa ) == F 7 ((Is + Ns(|€])) 7 (Is + Na([€])) ) () Un(2), z € R",
where the diagonal coefficient matrices are defined by
Ay 1= diag(—i,7,0), As:=diag(0,0,1), A, :=diag(—3,5,0), A;:=diag(},3,-1),

and the matrices Ny(|£]), N5(|€|) were defined in the statement of Proposition 2.2. In other words,
the solution to (2.9) in the Fourier space is uniquely shown by A%°(|¢]) with Ny(|€]) and Ns([§]).
Before showing our main result, let us denote

So(t, @) = Xint (D)N1F " (I + Na([¢])) (2)U°(¢, ),
Soo(t, ) 1= Xexe(D)F " ((Is + Nu(1€]) (I + N5([€]))) (@)U (¢, ),
where U°(t, z) is the solution to (2.8), and U™ (¢, z) is the solution to (2.9). The functions Sy(t, z)
and S (¢, z) are useful for us to describe generalized diffusion phenomena later.
From Theorem 2.1, concerning the estimation of U(t,-) in the H® spaces with s > 0, the decay
rate and the regularity for initial data are determined by small frequencies and large frequencies,
respectively. In other words, we may explain generalized diffusion phenomena by the behavior of

Fourier multipliers localized to small and large frequencies. One may follow the same approach to
Theorem 4.1 in [17] to get the next theorem. Thus, we will omit the proof.

Theorem 2.3. Let us assume Uy € (H*T(R™) N L™(R™))? with s > 0, £ > 0 and m € [1,2]. Then,
the solution U = U(t,x) to (2.5) fulfills the refinement estimates as follows:

1(U = o)t Mlarsonys (14 8) DTl wmmys + (L4 £)75 [Vl sy
_n L_l
10 = Soc)(t M arsys S (14 8= D Uollumys + (14 £)7 2 [Unllaet-o oy
(

(2.9)

Y

_ L_l _ £
1(U — S0 = Sac)(t, M gtsmys S (14 8= D3 [Unll gy + (L2735 [V gy



12

for s+ € —0o >0 and for any t > 0.

Remark 2.4. Let us now compare the decay rate and reqularity of initial data stated in Theorem
2.1 with those in Theorem 2.3. We find that the decay rate for initial data taken from L™ spaces
in Theorem 2.3 can be improved by (14 t)~Y/2 by subtracting Sy(t,x). Additionally, by keeping the
decay rate (1 + 1)~ the reqularity of initial data in Theorem 2.3 can be weakened by o order by
subtracting S (t, x).

Remark 2.5. According to Theorem 2.3 and the approximate equations (2.8) as well as (2.9), we
may interpret this effect as doubly diffusion phenomena, whose reference equations consist of two
different approzimate equations. The doubly diffusion phenomena were firstly studied by [4].

Remark 2.6. Actually, one may assume that u(0,x) = wug(x) is not identically zero in the linear
o-evolution models (2.1). By processing the same calculation, one also can obtain the same results
for energy estimates and generalized diffusion phenomena as in Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3,
respectively.

Remark 2.7. Fven taking o = 2 in Theorem 2.3, it is not reasonable to compare this result with
the results in [20]. In the recent paper [20], the authors derived large time approximation and found
the approximation equation by concerning another ansatz

U(t,z) == (Ault, ), u(t, ), (g % u)(t, x) —u(t,z))" .

What we do is to analyze the ansatz U(t, x) defined in (2.3). Hence, we are investigating a different
change of variables.

3 Global (in time) existence of small data solutions

Let us first introduce some notations which will be used in the proof of global (in time) existence
of small data solutions. We denote F = E(t,x) as the fundamental solution to the linear Cauchy
problem (2.1) with initial data u(0,z) = 0 and u(0, ) = Jy, where ¢y is the Dirac distribution at
x = 0 with respect to the spatial variables.

Before introducing our aim, let us show the existence of the fundamental solution E(t,z). It
seems not trivial due to the time-convolution term in the linear part. In the previous research [20],
the authors considered the special case ¢ = 2 in (2.1) and they combined the Fourier transform
with the Laplace transform to get the fundamental solution. To prove the existence of the inverse
Laplace transform of the kernel functions, the authors studied the zero points. Here, one recognizes
that we will use a simple proof to indicate the existence of E(t, z) with the exponential decay kernel.
The main idea is to get the solution to the second-order (with respect to t) evolution equation with
memory term from the third-order (with respect to t) evolution equation without memory term,
which allows us to avoid the memory term in the treatment of the Laplace transform. It is clear
that the fundamental solution to

{Ettt + Ett + (—A)UEt + E, + (—A)"E =0, z€eR" t>0, (3.1)

E(0,2) =0, E(0,2) =0, Eu(0,2)=0, xecR"
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exists by using the partial Fourier transform and its inverse transform with respect to spatial
variables. According to the relation (2.2), we may write the equation in (3.1) by

(O +F) (Ett‘l‘(_A)JE‘I‘E_Q*E):Q

where . denotes the unit operator mapping the function to itself. Then, by multiplying the above
equation by e’ and integrating the resultant over [0, ¢], we derive

{Ett—i-(—A)UE"i‘E—g*E:Ov zeR" t>0, (3.2)

E(0,2) =0, E(0,z) =6, z € R",
whose solution is exactly the fundamental solution to (2.1). It is clear that the existence of E(t, x)
implies immediately the existence of E (¢, x). Again, one may also strictly follow the proof of Lemma
2.1 in [20] to prove the existence of the fundamental solution to (2.1) without any new difficulty.

More precisely, we just need to change |£|* in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [20] by [£|** with o > 1.
We now may represent the solution to the corresponding linear equation (2.1) by

u™(t,x) = E(t, ) %) ui(z).
For T' > 0, we define the operator N such that
N: ue X(T) = Nu(t,z) = u"™(t,z) + u""(t, x),

where X (T') is an evolution space to be determined later. Moreover, having in mind Duhamel’s
principle the integral operator u"*" (¢, x) can be shown by

t
u" Mt x) = /0 E(t —7,2) %) |u(r, )|PdT.

Then, we will prove global (in time) solution to the semilinear problem (1.1) as a fixed point of the
operator N. Consequently, we will prove the following two crucial inequalities in the next parts:

INullxery S llullagn + 1wl (3.3)
INu = Nollxey S llu—vllxery (lullfer + 1015 d) - (3.4)

with the aim of demonstrating the global (in time) existence and uniqueness of small data solu-
tions. Here, the data space @(R™) will be fixed in the statement of the theorem. Providing that
||t1 || rny = € is sufficiently small, then the estimates (3.3) and (3.4) result the existence of a unique
local and global (in time) solution in X (7") by using Banach’s fixed point theorem.

In order to prove global existence result, some tools from Harmonic Analysis shown in Appendix
A combined with the following lemma come into play.

Lemma 3.1. The following inequalities:

. (1 + t)~ min{ef} if max{a, [} > 1,
/0 (L+t=7)" 1+ 7)Pdr S ¢ (L) "™ og(e+ ) if max{a,f} =1,
(1+t)t—o b if max{a,f} <1,

hold for all o, 5 € R.
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Let us state our main result for global (in time) existence of small data solutions.

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 > 1, m € [1,2) and s € (0,0). Let { being subject to max{¢*,0} < ¢ < s,

where (* := n(% — %) + 2s — 0. We suppose that p > 1+ [{] and n < 2m° 2 fulfilling p > 2 = for all

"_2§ if n > 2s. Providing that

n < ;—sm, and additionally, p <

2
P> pai(n,m, o) = 1+ 22 (3.5)
n

then there exists a sufficiently small constant € > 0 such that for any data uy € D(R™) := L™(R™)N
H*T(R™) satisfying the assumption |[u1|lgmn) < €, there is a uniquely determined global (in time)
Sobolev solution

u € 6 ([0,00), H*(R"))
o (1.1). Moreover, the following estimates hold:
(i1
[Ju(t, ')||L2(R”) S(A+t)etm 2)HU1||92>(R“),
_n(l_ly_s
|| |D|Su(t’ -)HLQ(Rn) S (1 + t) 76 (= 2)" 35 ||U1||92>(]Rn)-

Example 3.1. Let us consider the case when m = 1 in Theorem 3.1. Moreover, we take 2s =
o+ 1—n/2 so that { = ¢* = 1. We assume initial data u, belonging to L*(R™) N H(@+3)/2=n/4(R")
and being sufficiently small. Then, there exists a unique determined Sobolev solution

uE B ([0’ OO), H(U+l)/2—n/4(Rn))

to (1.1) with 0 > n/2+ 1 and 0 = n — 1, providing that the exponent p of the power nonlinearity
satisfies the next conditions:

o forn =1,2, we consider p > peit(n, 1,0);

cr+1

e forn >3, we consider p > peit(n, 1,0), and additionally, p < - 2(U+1 if <n < ny(o),
where ny(c) denotes the positive root of the quadratic equation n*+ 2(20 + 1)n 4(0*+0) = 0.

It is obvious to verify 2= +1) < no(o) holds for any o > 2 and n > 3.

We want to underline that the condition n < ng(o) for n = 3 is to guarantee the nonempty interval
for p such that p € (perie(n, 1,0), ?ngi(_fm] Moreover, due to o > n/2+ 1, the condition n > 2s
implies the condition n > 2, which is the reason for dividing our consideration into the casesn = 1,2

and n > 3.

Remark 3.1. The restriction (* < { < s leads to s < 0 — n(% — %) Concerning the existence of
parameter s € (0,0), we would like to say

2ma

1 1
O<a—n<———> iff n<
m 2

In other words, the restriction on dimensions in Theorem 3.1 at least should be n < 2”“’

Remark 3.2. Actually, by fixing some parameters o and n in Theorem 3.1, there are a lot of
examples showing that the lower bound of the exponent p is given by pei(n, m, o) if we choose some
suitable parameters on the reqularities s, m,t of initial data. For example, if we take o = 2 and
n =1, then we arrive at p > peie(1,1,2) = 5 with the choice of s =1, m =1 and { = 1/2.
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Remark 3.3. In the case when n > 2s in Theorem 3.1, we may weaken the upper bound for
the exponent p and the dimension n to obtain their larger admissible range, e.q. we may consider
s—n/2 = 0" and m — 2 — 07, respectively. We should pay attention on other restrictions of
reqularity s, e.g. s € (0,0).

Remark 3.4. Inherited by the linear Cauchy problem (2.1), we also observe the effect of reqularity-
loss in Theorem 3.1. Precisely, to derive global (in time) existence of Sobolev solutions with H®
reqularity, we need to assume initial data having H* reqularity.

Proof. We define the solution space for 7" > 0 by
X(T) :=6([0,T], H*(R")),

equipped with the corresponding norm

Jullsery == sup ((1+0FEDlult )z + (14 OE G5

<<

“ult, ) 2@ -

Before indicating the both inequalities (3.3) and (3.4), we need the following auxiliary estimates:

(T, )Pl ey = (T, M mngny S (L4 7) 7205 O D lull (3.6)
I ulr, ) Pllezgeny = la(r, ) anany S (14 7) 7362 [ul%, (3.7)
(
ya _l _
Hau(r, )P reny S (14 7)7 3072 20||U||X(T (3.8)

Indeed, the first two estimates in the above can be directly obtained from the application of the
fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition A.1 and the definition of the evolution
space, provided that

n

2 ) 2
pE[—,oo) if n<2s, or pE[
m

] if n>2s.
m’ ' n—2s

To prove (3.8), employing the fractional chain rule from Proposition A.3 with p > [{] we can
proceed as follows:

()P ey S Nl My (T, e ey
1 p—1

_ S
where 3 = T—i_E with 1 < Tr1,Te < OQ.

Then, applying the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition A.1 gives
1-06, s 0, oLl _1y sg
(M gny S Talr, M pzgany 1D, M Eny S (L4 7) 736727350 flu] )
1

where 0,, = 2(35 — =), and similarly

1-6, s —n(Ll_1y_ s g
lw(r, Mg, gy S N, Ml agay §DIu(r, My S (14 7)73 G275 [u ¢y

_L(L_L)_L
(1_|_7-) 20\m 1o 20’|u’|X(T)’

A

where 6,, = 2(5 — % + %) and we considered ¢ < s. For this reason, we may conclude by summing

up the previous derived inequalities

_n(p _1y__L
e, Pl ey S (14 7) 72 2735 ||| x(r).
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Here, we have to guarantee that 6,, € [0,1] and 0,, € [¢/s, 1], which imply the restrictions

n— 20
n—2s

I<p<

if n>2s, or p>1if n<2s.

First let us prove the inequality (3.3). From the estimates for solutions to the linear Cauchy
problem (2.1), which are shown in Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.1, one may derive

i _n (1 _1
||u11n(t’.)HL2(Rn) S(1+1) 3 (m 2)HU1H9>(R")7
i _n (Ll _1y_ s
|| |D|Suhn(t> .)||L2(Rn) ,S (1 —+ t) 20‘(m 2) 20 ||ul||9)(]R”)>

where we used our assumption ¢ > £* > ¢* — s. For this reason, we immediately claim v € X (7).

From the definition of the data space, it is obvious that we just need to prove the following inequality
instead of (3.3):

[e [ xery S Ml - (3.9)
Our proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1:  We may estimate u™"(¢,-) in the L? norm by applying (L? N L™) — L? estimates in
[0,¢/2] and L? — L? estimate in [t/2,t] as follows:

t/2 w11 t
[t e S [ L+t =) B |u(n~>|7"|made/t/2 e )Pl 2y dr

_1
+/ (L+t—7)7 2| Jul(r, ) [Pl L2@mydT

t/2 n n t n
([Tt B E DO [ () B E D Julf,
0 t/2
t 1
+ [t =) ulr, )P andr,
where we have used (3.6) as well as (3.7), and || - ||[x() S || - [|x() for any 0 < 7 < 7. Since

P > Perit(n, m,0), it follows immediately —z"~(p — 1) < —1. For the first two integrals, using the
relations (1+t—7) ~ (1+1¢)if 7 € [0,¢/2] and (1 +7) ~ (1 +¢) if 7 € [t/2,t] one derives from the
integrability that

Here, we employed 1 — 7-(£ — 1) < —2(L — 1) in the second integral due to our assumption
P > Pait(n, m, o) again.
The applications of Lemma 3.1 and (3.7) lead to the following estimate:
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provided that n < 22Tfn In the first line of the above chain inequality, we used p > peic(n, m, o)
so that max{1, 2£(£ — 1)} = 2(£ — 1) > 1. As a result, combining the above estimates we have
proved that

(8, Y zzeny S (1467362 ful

Step 2: By using the same ideas as Step 1 and applying some derlved estimates from (3.6) to
.8), we may control the remaining term u ,+) in the L* norm as follows:
3.8 trol th ining t D|*u™"(t,-) in the L? foll

t/2 ol 1y _ s
IDFw(t, Yz S [ 1+t = 1) FGEDF fu(r, )|

Lm (Rn)dT

t \
+/ (14+t—7)"2

(7, )Pl 2 nyd
_1_¢
+ | (At =m) 722w | fulr )P ey d

t/2 " . .
S [+t ) B E (L4 ) w0 drul g
0

~

t _ s _n(p_1
+ t/z(l—l—t—T) 2w (1+7) 20 2)d7'||u||{’§((T)
¢

[u(7, )Pl e renydr.

Then, repeating some arguments as we did in Step 1 we may conclude the following estimates:

by using s < o and p > peui(n, m, o).
To deal with the remaining integral, from (3.7) and (3.8) we notice that

_n(p_1
He(r, P e ey S Wl ) Ploz@ny + el )P llgeeny S (0 +7) 72602 u|% -

Consequently, applying Lemma 3.1 we may arrive at

t 1t _n(z_1
[ Pl aedr S ey [ (14— )75 545 (L4 ) G Dar
< (14 ) mnlat s s 5 G|y |12
(L _ly_ s
< U+ FEDF

where the condition ¢ > max{¢*,0} is fulfilled. Precisely, due to the assumption ¢ < s and p >
Parit (1, M, 0), we find

L.t s _n (2 1)
2 20 20 20\m 2
for any o > 1 and m € [1,2). Therefore, we obtain

s, non o1l 1y _ s
HDPu (¢, )| 2@y S (14 1)72 5275 ul 0
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From the definition of the norm in X (7") we obtain immediately the inequality (3.9).

Next let us prove the inequality (3.4). We shall follow the strategy used in the proof of the
inequality (3.9). The new difficulty is to require the estimates for the term |u(7,-)|? — |v(T, )P
in the Lebesgue spaces L™, L? and the homogeneous Sobolev spaces HY. Following an analogous
treatment as in the proof of the inequality (3.9) we may conclude the inequality (3.4). Indeed, by
using Holder’s inequality we get

Hu(r, )P = o7, ) Pllmny S llu(rs-) = o(7, ) lmoeny (1 D mpny + 100 b))
Hu(r, )P = o7, ) Plleeny S lulr, ) = o lzageny ([l ) agey + 100 g ) -

Analogously to the proof of (3.9), applying the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from
Proposition A.1 to deal with the norms

[u(7, ) = (7, -)

with n = mp and n = 2p we deduce the following estimates:

po@ny,  |lw(T ) pagny,  [lo(7, ) loagen)

Hu(r, )P = o, WPl e S (14 7)) P Dlu = vl x() (lullfs + ol )
_n 1__
|, )P = [o(r, )Pl S 1+ 7)75 52w = vl x) (lullfee, + 0I5 -

Let us now turn to estimate the norm

(T, )P = o7, )Pl e eny-

By using the integral representation
lu(r, 2)|P — |v(T, x) p/ u(T, x))G(wu(T, z)+ (1 —w)o(r, x))dw,

where G(u) = u|u|P~2, we derive

HWUJV—WhJmegSAW@hJ—MﬂﬂG@MﬂJ+O—MMﬂﬂ]

For sake of the fractional Leibniz rule from Proposition A.2 and Minkowski’s inequality, we gain

HY(R")

I eaCr, )P = [o(r, )Pl ey
1
S ulr, ) = v Mg oy [ G loutr )+ @ =@or)] L, 0
1
+utr) = o Momen [ |6 (wutr )+ @ =w ) g
SHMn»—vwomﬂRnoww~mmman+nw M)

+llu(r, ) = v(r, | poa gy / |e(u(r,) + (1 = wp(r, )|

dw

H? (Rn™ dw’
¢ (&)

where 5 = q% + qiz = q% + q%. Employing the fractional Gargliardo-Nirenberg inequality from
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Proposition A.1 follows

o(r )l

H.s R"?) ||U( ) ( )H}ﬂg}é”

S(R’!L Hu(

[T, ) = o7 e ny S NlulT,

1% ol

<
HU(T’ Hqu(P 1)(Rn SJ ||u

(r,-) =
) (7,) F2gany,
(7, M o0 @y S M0, Iy 00T 2y,
() = w7 lzea@ey S Nl ) = o(T, N gy llr, ) = 0(7, M 2@y,

Whe?e. 0, = gg — q%f 2 € 1l/s1), 0y = (5 — ) € [o,_1] and 03 = 2(3 — o) € [0,1].
Additionally, since w is a constant parameter, we may apply again the fractional chain rule from
Proposition A.3 with p > 1+ [/] and the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition

A.1 to conclude

1G (u(r, ) + (1= w)o(m, ) s @
S Nwu(r, ) + (1= w)o(7, ) fasgn lon(, ) + (1= w)o(r, )l s oy
S lwulr, )+ (1= who(r, ) o™ lwu(r, ) + (1 = w)o(r, Iy ",

where -~ = 2y lig =n(l— o) €0, 1] and 05 = 2(3 — - + L) € [¢/s,1]. Hence, we derive

< .
e e S (I0(7.0)
X (Hu(ﬂ Mez@ny + (7, )| 2 @n)
Now, combining all previous estimates one gets
_np_1y_ £
e, P = o, Pl gy S (147 FEDFu = ollxe (Il + 0150

where we notice that 6; 4 (p— 1)0 = 63+ (p — 2)0s + 65 = 2(22 + £). Therefore, all the conditions
for 01,...,05 and q1,...,qs lead to

) (p—2)04+05

rs@ny T 1007 ) s ey

)(p—2)(1—94)+1—95

—20
1<p<n if n>2s, or p>1if n<2s.
n—2s
Finally, we do the straight-forward computation similar to Step 2 to finish the proof of desired
inequality (3.4). Thus, our proof is complete. O
Remark 3.5. Here, we will give an example to verify all the possibility of r1, ro and q1,...,qs as

required in the proof of Theorem 3.1 by choosings =1, n=1, 0 =2 and m = 1. If we take { =1/2
and for any p > 5, then the possible choice of these parameters is as follows:

er;=4(p—1) and ro =4,

e =@=@=qu=4q¢=8(p—2) and ¢s = 8.

4 Blow-up of solutions

Before stating our main result in this section, let us recall the following auxiliary lemmas whose
proofs can be found in the recent papers [8, 11]. At first, by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3 in the
paper [11] we may arrive at the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Let m € N and s € [0,1). Then, the following estimates hold for any q > n and for
all v € R™:

B (x)™=2m gf s =0,
LAY ()] <
ot (T 00

Lemma 4.2. [8, Lemma 2.2] Let v > 1 be a fractional number. Let ¢ = ¢(x) = (x)~? for some
q>0. Forany R > 0, let ¢r be a function defined by

or(r) == d(x/R) for all © € R".
Then, (—A)Y(¢r) satisfies the following scaling properties for all x € R":

(=A)(¢r)(z) = R™ ((=A)"¢) (¢/R).

Lemma 4.3. [11, Lemma 2.7] Let s € R. Let ¢1 = ¢1(x) € H*(R™) and ¢o = ¢o(x) € H *(R™).
Then, the following relation holds:

L @) oala)de = [ 31(€) da()de.
R™ Rn
Our blow-up result is read as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Let 0 > 1. Let us assume that the initial data vy € L™(R"™) with m € [1,2) and
fulfills the following conditions:

/nul(z)dx >0 if m=1, (4.1)

wi(2) 2 |z| 7w log(1+ [2[) ™" if me (1,2). (4.2)

Then, every local (in time) Sobolev solution u € 6([0,00), L*(R™)) to (1.1) blows up if the exponent
p satisfies
2mo

1< p < pcrit(na m, U) =1 + — (43)
n

foralln > 1.

Remark 4.1. Considering the critical case p = paic(n, 1,0) if uy € LY(R™), one may prove blow-up
of weak solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1) with 0 € N by combining the idea in the next proof
and the approach of Theorem 1 in [5]. However, for any fractional number o > 1 it is still open to
prove a blow-up result in the critical case p = peir(n, 1,0) and to claim that whether there exists a
global (in time) solution or not for p = peit(n, m, o) with m € (1,2), as well.

Remark 4.2. According to (3.5) in Theorem 3.1 and (4.3) in Theorem 4.1, we may claim that the
critical exponent for the Cauchy problem (5.1) with uy € L™(R™) carrying m € [1,2) and some o,n
is given by pai(n,m,o) = 1 4 2mao/n describing the threshold condition between global (in time)
existence of small data weak solutions and blow-up of weak solutions even for small data.
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Proof. First of all, motivated by [11], we introduce a radial space-dependent test function ¢ = p(z)
such that

(p(SL’) = <x>—n—230 = (1 + |x‘2)_”/2—sa’

where s, is chosen as an arbitrary constant belonging to (0, 1) if o is an integer number, and a
small constant satisfying 0 < s, < o — [o] if ¢ is a fractional number. Then, Lemma 4.1 leads to
the following estimate for any o > 1:

[(=2)7 ()72 | S ()2 (4.4)

Moreover, we choose the time-dependent test function n = 7(t) such that n € 65°([0,00)) and

1 for 0<t <3,
n(t) == { decreasing for 3 <t <1, (4.5)
0 for t>1,
satisfying
()5 (W OF + W OF + " @F) <C forany te [11], (4.6)

where C' is a positive constant and p’ is the conjugate of p. Let R be a large parameter in [0, co).
Then, we may introduce the test function

Yr(t,7) = nr(t)pr(r) = n(t/R*)p(z/R).

To begin with the proof, we should define the functionals as follows:

In = / / ult, 2)[PPr(t, 2)dzdt and g := / / ult, ©)[POr(t, ) dxdt.

Let us assume u = u(t, z) being a global (in time) Sobolev solution taken from 6 ([0, 00), L*(R"))
to (1.1). By performing once integration by parts, we obtain

Ip—Ip= /OOO /Rn (uge(t, ) + (—=A)7u(t, z) + ult, z) — (g % u)(t, 2)) Vr(t, 2)dzdt
n /0 h /R (it @) + (—A)ult, )+t 7) — ult,x) + (g %) (¢, 1)) Gl 2)dads
- /R (up(t, ) + (=A)7u(t, z) + u(t, z) — (g * u)(t, x)) qu(t,x)\:"dx
- /OOO /R (e (8, @) + g (t, ) + (= A) st ) + (= A)7ult, x) + uw(t, ) Yr(t, ) dzdt,

where we used the support condition for ng(t) and u; (0, ) = 0 since u(0,z) = 0.
Let us now apply several times integration by parts in the above identity to show

In—1Ip = —/ uy (z)pr(T dx—/ /n (t,x (83¢R(t 2) — OPbr(t, z) + Onn(t, x)) deds
_/ / S x) (Opr(t, v) — Yr(t, x)) dedt

=: _/]R U1 i QOR(LL’)dSL’ —+ JI,R -+ JQ’R.
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To deal with the estimation of |.J; g|, we employ Holder’s inequality

RQU
[l < [, L Tt a)len(e) RO+ (O] + (0] dade

S
Y

R27 , / ,
<Ip (/QJ/Q/nsoR ()™ (WEOF + i) + il )\p)dxdt>

- / i’ 1 20+n
S Tk (R‘2"” Rt / <i>—"—2sffdz>p SIRRT W

Y
n

where we used the change of variables ¢ := t/R?, & := 2/R and our assumption (4.6). Here, we
should mention that the integral of (Z)™"72* over R™ is bounded due to s, € (0,1).

On the other hand, to estimate |.Jo z|, we notice that pr € H*?(R") and u € 6 ([0, 00), L*(R")).
Then, the application of Lemma 4.3 implies

/n(_A)Ju(t>$)<PR($)da::/

Thus, it follows immediately that

u(t,z)(—A) pr(z)dz.

n

LAY ult, ) @in(t,2) — dnlt ) de = [ ult,2) (~A)0bn(t,2) = (~A) Yn(t, 7)) do.

For this reason, we arrive at

J2,R = OOO - u(tv $) ((_A)U¢R(tv x) - (_A)oat¢R(tv x)) dadt
= [ [ ult.2) (=AY on(x) (nalt) — np(t) dadt.

0 n

The application of Holder’s inequality again leads to

ol < 1k ([ [ mm0one) (-2 pn(a) da

=

/}:a;/n |77R( )|p/(<PR(93))_%|(—A) r(x)[P d:)sdt)

(R—2ap/+2a+n /n(@(f))_%|(_A)090(j)|p/d:i') p
I}% (R—2Jp’+2a+n/

where we used the estimate (4.4) in the last line of the above chain inequality. Here, we also used the
assumption (4.6) to estimate the second integral and the change of variables ¢ := t/R%*", 7 := x/R.

In addition, to get the second estimate in the previous chain estimation of |J5 g|, the application of
Lemma 4.2 gives the relation

AN
jsu ST

1

2o'+n

A\

<i>_"_28”dx>p < IR

(—A)7pr(z) = R*(=A)70(2)

for any o > 1.
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Collecting all derived estimates and applying Young’s inequality, we may conclude

1

~ P’ )
[R_]R‘I’/Rnul(l')QOR(l')d COIRR [R‘l' (j R—2ap+20+n

for some suitable constant Cy > 0, in other words,

1 ~ /
Z?IR —Ir+ /Rn w1 (2)pr(z)de < R™20P+20+n, (4.7)

Due to the setting that the test function 7(t) is a non-increasing function, one has —nx(t) = 0. In
other words, it holds that —Ir > 0.
Next, we divide our discussion into two cases as follows: m =1 and m € (1, 2).

Case 1: If m = 1, the we have the condition 1 < p < puit(n, 1,0), which is equivalent to
—20p' + 20 +n < 0. (4.8)
Since the assumption (4.1) holds, there exists Ry > 0 such that

/Rn uy(z)pr(z)de >0 (4.9)

for all R > Ry. Hence, we may immediately obtain from (4.7) that
/Rn wy (2)pp(z)de < R72PH20E 40 as R — oo
due to (4.8). It contracts to (4.9). Therefore, every global (in time) Sobolev solution blows up.
Case 2: If m € (1,2), then we have the condition 1 < p < peit(n, m, o), which is equivalent to
n(l-21)>-20p' +20+n. (4.10)

The assumption (4.2) shows that

/Rn uy(z)pg(x)de > /MR uy(z){z/R)™ (n+2s0) 4

2 uy () da > || (log(|2])) e

1
|z|<R |z|<R

> (log(R)) 'R~ w)

for sufficiently large R, where we used a change of variable in the last estimate. In other words,
we may claim from (4.7) that

(log(R)) ™' R"=5) < / uy () pp(r)de < RV 2040
R?’L
that is,
(log ()~ RH1= )= +200m0 < 4

for sufficiently large R. Letting R — oo, one may directly obtain a contradiction due to (4.10).
All in all, every global (in time) Sobolev solution blows up.

Summarizing, the proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete. O
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5 Final remarks

In Section 3, we have proved the global (in time) existence of small data Sobolev solutions with
lower regularity to the Cauchy problem (1.1). One may also prove the global (in time) existence of
small data energy solutions or higher-order energy solution such that

u € @ ([0,00), HH(R) N6" ([0, 00), H*(R"))

with some suitable choice of ¢ which represents the regularity-loss-type, where s > 0. The main
approach is based on Theorem 2.2 and some tools in Harmonic Analysis. It would be interesting to
analyze the suitable relation between s, o and ¢ from regularity of initial data due to the regularity-
loss-type decay property.

Throughout this paper, we have investigated global (in time) existence of small data Sobolev
solutions and blow-up result of the obtained global solutions even for small data to the semilinear
o-evolution equations with exponential decay memory term. Moreover, we have determined the
critical exponent p = peit(n, m, o) for (1.1) with some parameters n,o and m. However, it is still
open to find the critical exponent for the semilinear o-evolution models with general exponential
decay memory kernel, namely,

(5.1)

ug + (A u+u—gxu=|u, zeR" t>0,
u(0,x) = up(x), u(0,2) = us(x), x€R",

where o > 1, and the memory kernel g : [0,00) — [0, 00) denotes a time-dependent function having
small perturbation of exponential decay such that

0 < g(0)e " < g(t) < g(0) e (5.2)

with positive constants C} and Cs for any ¢ > 0. Actually, the corresponding linear Cauchy problem
for (5.1) with 0 = 2 and (5.2) has been studied in [20] recently. Therefore, it is reasonable to consider
the memory kernel function satisfying (5.2). The main difficulties to treat (5.1) are not only non-
local operator (—A)? when ¢ is a fractional number but also to understand the treatment of flexible
function g(t). Due to the fact that g(¢) still has the exponential decay property, we may conjecture
the critical exponent for (5.1) is still given by

2mo

p :pCrit(n7m70) = 1 + T?

where initial data is taken from L™ spaces with m € [1,2).
A Tools from Harmonic Analysis

Proposition A.1 (Fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg Inequality). Let p, po, p1 € (1,00) and k € [0, s)
with s > 0. Then, it holds for all f € LP(R™) N Hy (R™)

1—
1 llizs ey S 11 zroeny 1]

8
H;l (Rn) Y

where B = By.s(p, po, p1,n) = (i —L14 %)\(i 14 %) and f € [k/s,1].

po p po p1
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The proof of this result may be found in [14].

Proposition A.2 (Fractional Leibniz Rule). Let s > 0, 1 < r < 00 and 1 < p1, pa, 1, @2 < 00

satisfying . . . . .

T
Then, it holds for f € H5 (R") N L9 (R") and g € HZ, (R™) N L%(R™)
19l

The proof of the above inequality can be found in [13].

Hs(R™) S g, (R |9||LP2(R”) + ||f||Lq1(R") |9||H52(Rn)~

Proposition A.3 (Fractional Chain Rule). Let s > 0, p > [s] and 1 <r, ri, ro < 0o satisfying

1 -1 1
I p + —.
T T1 T2
Then, it holds for f € H2 (R") N L™ (R")
I FLFP sy + 1A sy S I oy 1 11z, ey

We can find the proof of this proposition in [24].
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